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In the published article, there was five errors in Table 2 as published.
TABLE 2 | Descriptive statistics of correct answers in Questionnaire A results.
[image: Table 2]One column header was displayed as “60-plus.” The correct header is “61-plus.”
One number in the row labeled “26–60” “After” in the column named “Median” was displayed as “6.0”. The correct number is “5.5.”
One number in the row labeled “61-plus” “After” in the column named “Median” was displayed as “5.0”. The correct number is “4.0.”
One row header was displayed as “Range.” The correct header is “Interquartile range.”
One row was missed at the end. Please add one additional row labeled “Range” as follows.
The corrected Table 2 and its caption appear below.
In the published article, there was an error in Table 5 as published.
TABLE 5 | Correlation matrix of the questionnaire results.
[image: Table 5]All data inside the table originally with superscript “a” are actually with superscript “b”, and data originally with superscript “b” are actually with superscript “a”.
The corrected Table 5 and its caption appear below.
In the published article, there was an error. The order of the data descriptions does not correspond to their subject.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 2. This sentence previously stated:
“equal to 1.80 and 0.91, 1.36 and 0.60, 2.27 and 0.57, and 1.69 and 0.65”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“equal to 1.36 and 0.60, 2.27 and 0.57, 1.69 and 0.65, 1.80 and 0.91”
In the published article, there was an error. The implication of one sentence is not clear and has repetitive words.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 3. This sentence previously stated:
“For the the number of correct answers in overall situation”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“For the number of correct answers in overall situation before experience”
In the published article, there was an error. The implication of one sentence is not clear.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 3. This sentence previously stated:
“For other items, the changes of urban forms in diagrams were difficult to correctly answer since users’ familiarity with concepts of most indicators was low.”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“For other items, correctly answering questions about the changes in urban forms depicted in diagrams was difficult, since users’ familiarity with the concepts of most indicators was low.”
In the published article, there was an error. Two sentences do not correctly describe the data.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 4. This sentence previously stated:
“The resultant data after application operation showed a concentrated range of the number of correct answers, from 5.0 to 6.0, representing the overall usability of the platform for each group. The increase of the mean from 2.5 to 5.3 and the median from 2.5 to 5.0 demonstrated that familiarity had the largest improvement among these three groups.”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“The data resulting from their experience showed that the number of correct answers was concentrated within a narrower range, from 4.0 to 6.0. The increase in the mean from 2.5 to 5.3 and in the median from 2.5 to 5.5 demonstrated that familiarity had the largest improvement for this group.”
In the published article, there was an error. A phrase was displayed as “to at enhancing” in one sentence is not correct, so the sentence needs to be adjusted.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 4. This sentence previously stated:
“The relatively higher growth of mean value (2.8, from 2.5 to 5.3) in the 26–60 group than those in other groups demonstrated that the platform was more efficient to at enhancing the familiarity among people at this age.”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“The significantly greater increase in the mean value (an increase of 2.8) among the 26–60 age group, compared to other groups, demonstrates that the platform was more effective at enhancing familiarity with the material for individuals in this age range.”
In the published article, there was an error. A sentence does not correctly describe the data.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 6. This sentence previously stated:
“Since the variance was not large (from 1.67 to 2.11)”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“Since the variance was not large (from 1.51 to 2.35)”
In the published article, there was an error. A sentence does not correctly describe the data.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 6. This sentence previously stated:
“The correlation between S1 and S12 was the highest (r = 0.708)”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“The correlation between S1 and S12 was one of the highest (r = 0.708)”
In the published article, there was an error in Table 3 as published.
The caption of this table has a word “The” which is not needed.
The corrected caption of Table 3 is “Reliability analysis of Questionnaire B results.”
In the published article, there was an error. A data is not correctly described in a sentence.
A correction has been made to 4 Assessment, 4.2 Results, Paragraph 9. This sentence previously stated:
“S8 had strong correlation with S1 (r = 0.661) and S3 (r = 0.675, p < 0.01)”
The corrected sentence appears below:
“S8 had strong correlation with S1 (r = 0.661) and S3 (r = 0.675, p < 0.05)”
The authors apologize for these errors and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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“Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
"Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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