
Appendices		Appendix	0:	A	link	to	a	shared	storage	space	on	a	drive	The	quantitative	test	data,	item	analysis,	outputs	for	statistical	models,	all	tables	and	figures	as	well	as	transcribed	qualitative	data,	preliminary	questionnaire	analyses,	etc.	can	be	accessed	at:	https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/0Byuw22bnyFgQMFl4bE1TUWtJT0E	Appendix	1:	Quantitative	data	analysis	PILOT		Appendix	1A:	PILOT:	Test	scores	comparison	Compare	means	(t	test):	PPT	condition	(M	=	64.11,	SD	=	12.39)	vs	CBT	condition	(M	=	62.94,	SD	=	13.49),	t(137)	=	1.06,	p	=	0.29	Compare	medians	(Wilcoxon	rank	test,	non-param):	PPT	condition	(Median	=	66,	MAD	=	14.83)	vs	CBT	condition	(Median	=	64.18,	MAD	=	14.28),	V	=	5443.5,	p	=	0.17	The	p	values	in	both	tests	are	above	the	standard	alpha	level	(alpha	<	.05).		Appendix	1B:		PILOT:	Test	scores	by	mode	of	administration	and	gender	Gender	 Mode	 N	 Mean	 SD	 Median	 Min	 Max	 Range	Female	 Computer-based	 88	 63.8	 13.9	 64.8	 25.2	 90.5	 65.4	Female	 Pencil	&	paper	 88	 64.3	 12.6	 65.5	 33.0	 89.0	 56.0	Male	 Computer-based	 50	 61.3	 12.7	 63.2	 36.2	 85.1	 48.9	Male	 Pencil	&	paper	 50	 63.7	 12.1	 66.2	 37.0	 82.0	 45.0	N	=	number	of	students,	SD	=	standard	deviation										
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Appendix	1C:		PILOT:		Scatter	plot	
				Appendix	2:	Quantitative	Data	Analysis	Study	1		Appendix	2A:		Study	1	-	Test	scores	by	gender	Gender	 Subtest	 N	 Mean	 SD	 Median	 Min	 Max	 Range	 Skew	Female	 Destination	 142	 13.0	 3.2	 13.2	 5.0	 18	 13.0	 -0.5	Female	 Vocabulary	 142	 14.8	 3.2	 15.2	 1.0	 20	 19.0	 -1.3	Male	 Destination	 86	 12.9	 2.8	 13.2	 3.5	 18	 14.5	 -0.9	Male	 Vocabulary	 86	 15.0	 2.3	 15.2	 9.4	 20	 10.6	 -0.3	N	=	number	of	students,	SD	=	standard	deviation		Appendix	2B:	Study	1	-	Destination	scores	by	group	and	mode	Group	 Mode	 N	 Mean	 SD	 Median	 Min	 Max	 Range	 Skew	Computer	first	 Computer-based	 58	 11.7	 2.8	 11.9	 5.0	 16.7	 11.7	 -0.5	Pencil	&	 Computer- 56	 14.1	 2.7	 14.6	 6.5	 18.0	 11.5	 -0.8	
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paper	first	 based	Computer	first	 Pencil	&	paper	 58	 13.9	 3.0	 14.2	 5.0	 18.0	 13.0	 -0.9	Pencil	&	paper	first	 Pencil	&	paper	 56	 12.2	 3.0	 12.8	 3.5	 18.0	 14.5	 -0.7		Vocabulary	scores	by	group	and	mode	Group	 Mode	 N	 Mean	 SD	 Median	 Min	 Max	 Range	 Skew	Computer	first	 Computer-based	 58	 13.3	 3.2	 13.5	 1	 18.5	 17.5	 -1.6	Pencil	&	paper	first	 Computer-based	 56	 15.9	 2.4	 16.0	 10	 20.0	 10.0	 -0.4	Computer	first	 Pencil	&	paper	 58	 15.9	 2.3	 16.0	 8	 20.0	 12.0	 -1.4	Pencil	&	paper	first	 Pencil	&	paper	 56	 14.5	 2.9	 15.0	 7	 19.8	 12.8	 -0.4	N	=	number	of	students,	SD	=	standard	deviation		Appendix	2C:		Study	1	-	Scatter	plot	–	Correlation	of	subtest	scores	in	two	modes	of	administration	
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Appendix	3:	Quantitative	Data	Analysis	Study	2	Appendix	3A:	Study	2	-	Test	scores	by	group	Group	 Subtest	 N	 Mean	 SD	 Median	 Min	 Max	 Range	 Skew	Computer	first	 Destination	 124	 17.2	 4.0	 17	 8	 25.0	 17.0	 -0.1	Computer	first	 Vocabulary	 124	 15.8	 4.4	 16	 4	 24.5	 20.5	 -0.4	Pencil	&	paper	first	 Destination	 128	 15.9	 5.1	 16	 2	 25.0	 23.0	 -0.1	Pencil	&	paper	first	 Vocabulary	 128	 14.2	 5.3	 15	 3	 23.9	 20.9	 -0.3		Appendix	3B:	Study	2	-	Test	scores	by	gender	Gender	 Subtest	 N	 Mean	 SD	 Median	 Min	 Max	 Range	 Skew	Female	 Destination	 174	 16.7	 4.9	 17.0	 2	 25.0	 23.0	 -0.3	Female	 Vocabulary	 174	 15.0	 4.9	 15.9	 3	 24.5	 21.5	 -0.4	Male	 Destination	 78	 16.2	 4.1	 17.0	 5	 25.0	 20.0	 -0.2	Male	 Vocabulary	 78	 15.0	 4.9	 15.2	 4	 23.9	 19.9	 -0.4		Appendix	3C:	Study	2	-	Scatter	plot	–	Correlation	of	subtest	scores	in	two	modes	of	administration	
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Appendix	5:	Statistical	Model	–	Preferences		Appendix	5A:	RESULTS:	Preferences	STUDY	1	Model:	Destination	subtest	(mean	subtest	scores)	
• The	resulting	model	yielded	an	intercept	of	13.2	(SE	=	0.8)	-	this	represents	the	average	score	without	the	influence	of	testing	mode	or	preference,	i.e.	in	CBT	mode	for	people	who	prefer	the	CBT	mode	of	testing.	
• The	effect	of	testing	mode	was	not	significant	(beta	=	0.18,	SE	=	0.34,	p	=	0.59).	This	would	suggest	no	effect	of	testing	mode	(i.e.	writing	the	test	in	the	PPT	mode	did	not	affect	the	scores	as	opposed	to	writing	it	in	the	CBT).	
• The	effect	of	preference	was	not	significant	(beta	=	0.01,	SE	=	0.74,	p	=	0.99	and	beta	=	-0.9,	SE	=	0.59,	p	=	0.12	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively)	which	suggests	that	preference	in	itself	does	not	affect	test	scores	(but	these	are	test	scores	regardless	of	testing	mode,	so	this	is	not	surprising).	
• The	interaction	between	testing	mode	and	preference	was	not	significant	(beta	=	-0.68,	SE	=	0.6,	p	=	0.26	and	beta	=	0.22,	SE	=	0.47,	p	=	0.64	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively).		Model:	Vocabulary	subtest	(mean	subtest	scores)	
• The	resulting	model	yielded	an	intercept	of	15.2	(SE	=	0.8)	-	this	represents	the	average	score	without	the	influence	of	testing	mode	or	preference,	i.e.	in	the	CBT	mode	for	people	who	prefer	the	CBT	mode	of	testing.	
• The	effect	of	testing	mode	was	not	significant	(beta	=	0.24,	SE	=	0.41,	p	=	0.55).	This	would	suggest	no	effect	of	testing	mode	(i.e.	writing	the	test	in	the	PPT	mode	did	not	affect	the	scores	as	opposed	to	writing	it	in	the	CBT	mode).	
• The	effect	of	preference	was	not	significant	(beta	=	-1.1,	SE	=	0.7,	p	=	0.11	and	beta	=	-1,	SE	=	0.56,	p	=	0.05	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively)	which	suggests	that	preference	in	itself	does	not	affect	test	scores.	
• The	interaction	between	testing	mode	and	preference	was	also	not	significant	(beta	=	0.44,	SE	=	0.71,	p	=	0.54	and	beta	=	0.72,	SE	=	0.57,	p	=	0.2	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively).	This	suggests	no	effect	of	preference	on	test	scores.			
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Appendix	5B:	RESULTS	Preferences	STUDY	2	Model:	Destination	subtest	(mean	subtest	scores)	
• The	resulting	model	yielded	an	intercept	of	15.9	(SE	=	0.8)	-	this	represents	the	average	score	without	the	influence	of	testing	mode	or	preference,	i.e.	in	the	CBT	mode	for	people	who	prefer	the	CBT	mode	of	testing.	
• The	effect	of	testing	mode	was	not	significant	(beta	=	-0.31,	SE	=	0.4,	p	=	0.44).	This	would	suggest	no	effect	of	testing	mode.	
• The	effect	of	preference	was	not	significant	(beta	=	0.98,	SE	=	0.95,	p	=	0.3	and	beta	=	0.15,	SE	=	1.02,	p	=	0.88	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively)	which	suggests	that	preference	in	itself	does	not	affect	test	scores.	
• The	interaction	between	testing	mode	and	preference	was	marginally	significant	(beta	=	1.2,	SE	=	0.55,	p	=	0.032	and	beta	=	1.23,	SE	=	0.59,	p	=	0.038	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively).	This	suggests	that	people	who	have	no	preference	or	prefer	the	PPT	mode	of	testing	do	slightly	better	when	writing	tests	in	the	PPT	mode,	unlike	those	who	prefer	CBT.	However,	the	alpha	used	here	is	0.05,	which	is	rather	lenient	and	would	not	survive	the	correction	for	multiple	comparisons.			Model:	Vocabulary	subtest	(mean	subtest	scores)	
• The	resulting	model	yielded	an	intercept	of	14.7	(SE	=	0.8)	-	this	represents	the	average	score	without	the	influence	of	testing	mode	or	preference,	i.e.	in	the	CBT	mode	for	people	who	prefer	the	CBT	mode	of	testing.	
• The	effect	of	testing	mode	was	not	significant	(beta	=	0.18,	SE	=	0.48,	p	=	0.7).	This	would	suggest	no	effect	of	testing	mode.		
• The	effect	of	preference	was	not	significant	(beta	=	1,	SE	=	1.02,	p	=	0.32	and	beta	=	-0.92,	SE	=	1.1,	p	=	0.4	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively)	which	suggests	that	preference	in	itself	does	not	affect	test	scores.	
• The	interaction	between	testing	mode	and	preference	was	also	not	significant	(beta	=	-0.21,	SE	=	0.66,	p	=	0.74	and	beta	=	0.74,	SE	=	0.71,	p	=	0.297	for	“no	preference”	and	“preference	for	PPT”,	respectively).	This	suggests	no	effect	of	preference	on	test	scores.					


