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A minor typographical error was identified in the abstract that could have adversely affected the intended meaning of the text. This has
now been corrected.

The original text read:

Recently, former and current government officials, legislators, and faculty in the United States have called for research on what their
government terms Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP, now called Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena). Investigative journalism,
military reports, new government offices, and scholarship have piqued broad attention. Other countries have begun conversations
about UAP. The United States government is undertaking new hearings, reports, and investigations into UAP. What might the
implications of this issue in academia be? Despite this topic’s associated stigma, these developments merited asking faculty about their
perceptions. In this national study—which is the first to thoroughly examine faculty evaluations, explanations, and experiences
regarding UAP of which the authors are aware—tenured and tenure-track faculty across 14 disciplines at 144 major research
universities (N= 1460) participated in a survey. Results demonstrated that faculty think the academic evaluation of UAP information
and more academic research on this topic is important. Curiosity outweighed scepticism or indifference. Overwhelmingly and
regardless of discipline, faculty were aware of reports but not legislation. Faculty varied in personal explanations for UAP, and nearly
one-fifth reported UAP observations. We discuss the implications of these results for the future of the academic study of UAP.

The revised text read:

Recently, former and current government officials, legislators, and faculty in the United States have called for research on what their
government terms Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP, now called Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena). Investigative journalism,
military reports, new government offices, and scholarship have piqued broad attention. Other countries have begun conversations
about UAP. The United States government is undertaking new hearings, reports, and investigations into UAP. What might the
implications of this issue in academia be? Despite this topic’s associated stigma, these developments merited asking faculty about their
perceptions. In this national study—which is the first to thoroughly examine faculty evaluations, explanations, and experiences
regarding UAP of which the authors are aware—tenured and tenure-track faculty across 14 disciplines at 144 major research
universities (N= 1460) participated in a survey. Results demonstrated that faculty think the academic evaluation of UAP information
and more academic research on this topic are important. Curiosity outweighed scepticism or indifference. Overwhelmingly and
regardless of discipline, faculty were aware of reports but not legislation. Faculty varied in personal explanations for UAP, and nearly
one-fifth reported UAP observations. We discuss the implications of these results for the future of the academic study of UAP.

https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1 OPEN

HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES COMMUNICATIONS |          (2023) 10:323 | https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1 1

12
34

56
78

9
0
()
:,;

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8295-657X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8295-657X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8295-657X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8295-657X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8295-657X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8295-657X
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-01746-3


Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and
reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license,

and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit
line to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use,
you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

CORRECTION HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1

2 HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES COMMUNICATIONS |          (2023) 10:323 | https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-01829-1

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Correction: Faculty perceptions of unidentified aerial phenomena



