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In the original article, there was an error in the Funding statement as published. The correct grant
number for Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada is #430-2018-00740. The
corrected Funding statement is shown below.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada
(Grant number #430-2018-00740).

In the original article, there were also errors in the text. Part of a sentence was not adequately
corrected, and words were not italicized and/or the first letter of the words were not capitalized.

A correction has been made to the section Introduction, Paragraph 2. The corrected paragraph
is shown below.

We argue that conspiracy theories should be considered as narratives that can lead to
violent radicalization and, as such, this phenomenon represents an important public health
issue. Conspiracy theories are better understood via the 3N model of radicalization (Kruglanski
et al.,, 2019) and self-determination theory (Ryan and Deci, 2017). The 3N model specifies three
pillars in the radicalization process that align with the understanding of conspiracy theories (i.e.,
Need, Narrative, and Network), while self-determination theory deepens the understanding of the
Need pillar.

Similarly, a correction has also been made to Conspiracy Theories, Paragraph 3. The corrected
paragraph is shown below.

When one adheres to a narrative, they then seek the presence of like-minded individuals,
forming a Network (Kruglanski et al., 2019). In the past few months, those who endorsed a
conspiracy theory on SARS-CoV-2 connected via social media, creating echo chambers. These
echo chambers spread the reinforcement of both individual and collective actions that exacerbated
tensions between civilians and impeded the initiatives of authorities to halt the propagation of the
virus around the globe, propelling actions such as civil disobedience, maskless demonstrations, or
a refusal to get tested and vaccinated.

Additionally, part of a sentence was not adequately corrected and was repeated twice. “thus
exacerbating the current thus exacerbating the thwarted needs related...”

A correction has been made to the section Conspiracy Theories, Paragraph 1. The corrected
paragraph is shown below.
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Leonard and Philippe

Corrigendum: Conspiracy Theories and Public Health

Need refers to the motivation to recover significance following
its loss due to an adverse event (Kruglanski et al, 2019).
Specifically, this significance loss can be conceptualized as the
thwarting of three psychological needs that were found to be
universal: competence, autonomy, and relatedness (Ryan and
Deci, 2017). Indeed, the satisfaction or frustration of these three
psychological needs influences how people perceive and react
to an event (Ryan and Deci, 2017). The satisfaction of these
psychological needs is considered as a continual quest, and
when they are not satisfied or are frustrated, people naturally
seek to fulfill them (Sheldon and Gunz, 2009; Ryan and Deci,
2017). They are, therefore, considered as core determinants of
motivation that lead one to act on their environment and to
carry certain objectives (Sheldon and Gunz, 2009; Ryan and
Deci, 2017). Conspiracy theories unfold following an important
event that hinders the perception of control of an individual
(autonomy), the ability of an individual to make sense of
the world (competence), and connectedness of an individual
(relatedness; Ryan and Deci, 2017; van Prooijen, 2020). In
2020, many countries enforced a lockdown for months, a
significant event that precipitated economic uncertainty and
restrained individual freedom. Many have perceived their
basic needs as thwarted as they lost control over their usual
occupations, they were cut off from their loved ones, and
authorities disseminated mixed messages because they did not
(and still do not) fully understand the new virus. Such stressful
events are likely to reactivate the recall of past personal life
events that were need thwarting in a similar fashion (e.g.,
experiences of ostracism, natural disasters, or other traumas),
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thus exacerbating the current need thwarting experience of the
pandemic (Philippe and Houle, 2020). A vulnerability to the
reactivation of such need thwarting memories can motivate
one to retrieve significance by finding compensatory ways
to fulfill those needs, making one cognitively receptive to

new narratives.
Lastly, an in-text citation was written incorrectly. Instead of

“as time goes by Carlsen and Glenton (2016).” it should be “as
time goes by (Carlsen and Glenton, 2016).”

A correction has been made to the section Potential Initiatives,
Paragraph 1. The corrected paragraph is shown below.

Policymakers and authorities should be careful to not circulate
mixed and confusing messages at a given time (Abramowitz et al.,
2017), as past epidemics were marked by the dissemination of
ambivalent messages on the virus at play (Kou et al., 2017).
However, changing information is not necessarily synonymous
with mixed messages (Carlsen and Glenton, 2016). To prevent
their information and messages from being considered as mixed,
policymakers and authorities should “acknowledge” the presence
of uncertainty and that the information disseminated will be
adjusted as time goes by (Carlsen and Glenton, 2016). Otherwise,
people might consider and interpret mainstream information as
misinformation (Ball and Maxmen, 2020). Furthermore, Ball and
Maxmen (2020) emphasized that authorities and policymakers
should describe the reasons and rationale that “guide” the
changed decisions during an epidemic.

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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