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analytic utility of distinguishing fighting from December 2018
dying—ERRATUM. Behavioral and Brain

gcfgce; ‘)‘(21’ 634’2 1. doi:10.1017/ In the originally-released pdf, the word “and” within quotation marks was accidentally and
0140525X19000293 erroneously inserted, contrary to the instructions of the author, before the final word of the
abstract in the commentary by Hansen (2018) on the target article by Whitehouse (2018).
The abstract should read as follows.
Abstract
Fighting and dying, or what Whitehouse calls “out-group hostility” and “extreme self-
sacrifice,” are not conceptually overlapping, but in fact are highly distinguishable, both theo-
retically and empirically. I present empirical evidence from a reanalysis of Ginges et al. (2009,
Study 4), demonstrating the potentially inverse relationship between “parochial hostility” -
fighting and “sacrificial altruism” - dying.

We regret the error and we have corrected the abstract online.

In addition, there is an error in the note to Table 1 in the commentary. The note should read
as follows:

Tp<.10 *p <.05 **p <.01 **p <.001
The table with the corrected note follows:

Table 1. (Hansen) Odds of blaming people of other religions for the world’s problems (parochial hostility) as predicted by sacrificial altruism and other religiosity

measures
0dds of supporting parochial
hostility, given affirmative
Predictor Model 0dds ratio 95% Cl Wald response to predictor
Sacrificial altruism Zero order 0.67 0.58-0.77 33.35"** 1.50:1 against
Independent 0.82 0.69-0.96 6.10* 1.23:1 against
Belief in God Zero order 0.54 0.45-0.64 47.07** 1.87:1 against
Independent 0.72 0.59-0.88 10.16** 1.39:1 against
Regular prayer Zero order 0.53 0.46-0.61 83.82*** 1.89:1 against
Independent 0.54 0.45-0.64 49.76** 1.86:1 against
Afterlife belief Zero order 0.91 0.79-1.04 1.88 1.10:1 against
Independent 0.98 0.85-1.13 0.09 1.02:1 against
Regular religious attendance Zero order 0.88 0.77-1.01 3.38' 1.14:1 against
Independent 1.41 1.19-1.67 15,77 1.41:1 for
T <.10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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