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Correction to: Eye https://doi.org/10.1038/s41433-023-02560-6, 
published online 03 May 2023

The name ‘William Paley’ was incorrectly given as ‘William Paisley’ 
within the original text. The correct sentence should read, “Its 
stunning intricacies became a fundamental argument for 
creationism, characterised by William Paley’s infamous watch
maker analogy and even Charles Darwin conceded it “absurd” to 
consider the eye a product of evolution (although this was 
expertly deconstructed in his On the Origin of Species).”

The original article has been corrected.
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