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A Corrigendum on
 An Extensive Knowledge Mapping Review of Measurement and Validity in Language Assessment and SLA Research

by Aryadoust, V., Zakaria, A., Lim, M. H., and Chen, C. (2020). Front. Psychol. 11:1941. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01941



In the original article, there were several errors throughout the text. The corrections made are detailed in the table below.

The authors apologize for these errors and state that they do not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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