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Page 6: The sentence “The inferred reinforcement sensitivities from model ‘Pruning & Loss’ are shown
in Figure 5B” should read “The inferred reinforcement sensitivities from model ‘Loss’ are shown in Figure
5B”.

Figure 5B: The title of this figure reads “Best loss model inferred sensitivities” but should read “Loss
only model inferred sensitivities”.

Discussion, end of fourth paragraph says: “To the extent to which loss aversion can be described as
an inflexible, reactive, response to an aversive stimulus, it may represent a third instance of Pavlovian
responses to losses interfering with goal-directed decisions in this task [27].” However, loss aversion
is not observed after accounting for pruning. This should hence be clarified by adding the sentence:
“However, in this sample loss aversion was no longer evident when pruning was taken into account, i.e.
pruning could explain away loss aversion, but loss aversion did not explain away pruning.”.

All other findings and all key conclusions remain unaltered.
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