Past-paper walk-through

Themes and Methods in Developmental Psychology = 3.1

eXercise



Past-paper walk-through

Questions in this set

2025 Set 1 Q1
2025 Set 1 Q2
2025 Set 2 Q1
2025 Set 2 Q2
2024 Set 1 Q2 = 7 marks
2024 Set 2 Q2 = 7 marks
2023 Set 1 Q2 = 7 marks
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Reading the mark scheme

m (B1) a mark that stands on its own — the point is either made or not.

m (M1) a method mark: the right approach, even if the number is wrong.

m (A1) an answer mark, and it usually needs its M mark first.

m (C1) a working mark on the way to the answer.

m // separates answers the examiner accepts equally.

m ecf = error carried forward: a later part is marked on your own earlier answer.

m owtte = “or words to that effect” — the wording need not match.
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Question 1

2025 Set 1 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then
answer parts A, B, C, D, E, F.
(a) Identify the research method used in the study.



Response . . .
Misinformation Condition
Type
High Misinformation Medium Low misinformation
Group Misinformation Group Group
Correct 63% 66% 74%
Misled 30% 27% 19%
Incorrect 7% 7% 7%
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Question 1

2025 Set 1 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(b) State the operational definition of high misinformation in the study.
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Question 1

2025 Set 1 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(c) Describe what the mean indicates for the percentage of correct responses between
the high misinformation group and the low misinformation group.
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Question 1

2025 Set 1 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(d) Identify at least one ethical guideline applied by the researchers.
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Question 1

2025 Set 1 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(e) Explain the extent to which the research findings may or may not be generalizable
using specific and relevant evidence from the study.
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Question 1

2025 Set 1 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(f) Explain how at least one of the research findings supports or refutes the
misinformation effect. Introduction This research study explores the effect of being
presented with varying amounts of misinformation about a specific event on the
memory of that event. Participants A total of 127 students at a large university were
recruited through the university's research participation system. They participated in
the study in exchange for course credit. The final sample of participants was 69%
women and 31% men. The race/ethnicity of the participants was reported as follows:
65% Hispanic/Latino/a, 15% Black/African American, 11% White/European
American, 4% Asian/Asian American, and 5% Other.1 The participants ranged in age
from 18 to 39 years old (mean age = 21.21, standard deviation = 3.28). Method After
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Question 1

providing consent, participants viewed a 6.5-minute silent video of a mock crime. The
video depicted an electrician entering a house to fix items such as an oven and a light
fixture. While he was in the house, he stole some of the owners’ possessions. After
watching the video, participants completed a 12-minute trivia questionnaire as a
distractor task.2 Participants completed all portions of the study online. Participants
were then told that eight previous participants had written brief summaries of the
robbery shown in the video. They were also told that one of those summaries would be
presented to them, along with a profile of the previous participant, to refresh their
memory. Unknown to the participants, these “previous participants” were not real
people. The researchers created the previous participants’ profiles based on the
demographics of the population of students on the university campus. The goal was to
create believable profiles so that the summaries would be more credible to the
participants. 4
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Solution 1

(a)

m |dentify the research method used in the study. (1 point). Accurately
identifies the research method used in the study Responses that earn this
point: The response accurately identifies the research method used in the

study as an experiment.
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(b)

m State the operational definition of high misinformation in the study. (1 point).
States a measurable or quantifiable definition of the identified variable as used
in the study Responses that earn this point: The response states that the
operational definition of high misinformation is having 80% of the sentences in
the narrative include incorrect information.; The response states that high
misinformation is defined as having 32 misleading sentences.
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(c) Mark scheme

m Describe what the mean indicates for the percentage of correct responses between
the high misinformation group and the low misinformation group. (1 point).
Accurately describes what the identified statistic indicates in relation to the study
Responses that earn this point: The response accurately describes exposure to a
higher percentage of misinformation being associated with a lower mean
percentage of correct responses to questions about the video.; The response
accurately describes participants in the high misinformation group as having
recalled less correct information (i.e., mean = 63%) about the video than those in
the low misinformation group (i.e., mean = 74%).
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(d)

m |dentify at least one ethical guideline applied by the researchers. (1 point).
Accurately identifies at least one ethical guideline applied by researchers in the
study Responses that earn this point: The response identifies that the
researchers obtained informed consent.
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(e) Mark scheme

m Explain the extent to which the research findings may or may not be generalizable
using specific and relevant evidence from the study. (1 point). Explains the extent
to which the study is generalizable using specific and relevant evidence referencing
participant variables from the study Responses that earn this point: The response
proposes a claim about generalizability that references a population (the “larger
population” or a population relevant to the study’s participants) to explain the
extent of the generalizability of the study.; The response proposes that the study is
or is not generalizable to the population relevant to the study because of specific
and relevant evidence derived from the participant information from the study.
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Solution 1

(f) Mark scheme

m Explain how at least one of the research findings supports or refutes the
misinformation effect. Introduction This research study explores the effect of
being presented with varying amounts of misinformation about a specific event on
the memory of that event. Participants A total of 127 students at a large
university were recruited through the university's research participation system.
They participated in the study in exchange for course credit. The final sample of
participants was 69% women and 31% men. The race/ethnicity of the
participants was reported as follows: 65% Hispanic/Latino/a, 15% Black/African
American, 11% White/European American, 4% Asian/Asian American, and 5%
Other.1 The participants ranged in age from 18 to 39 years old (mean age =



Past-paper walk-through

Solution 1

21.21, standard deviation = 3.28). Method After providing consent, participants
viewed a 6.5-minute silent video of a mock crime. The video depicted an
electrician entering a house to fix items such as an oven and a light fixture. While
he was in the house, he stole some of the owners' possessions. After watching the
video, participants completed a 12-minute trivia questionnaire as a distractor
task.2 Participants completed all portions of the study online. Participants were
then told that eight previous participants had written brief summaries of the
robbery shown in the video. They were also told that one of those summaries
would be presented to them, along with a profile of the previous participant, to
refresh their memory. Unknown to the participants, these “previous participants”
were not real people. The researchers created the previous participants’ profiles
based on the demographics of the population of students on the university
campus. The goal was to create believable profiles so that the summaries would
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be more credible to the participants. 4 (1 point). Uses the results of the study but
does not explain how the psychological concept or hypothesis is supported or
refuted. OR Explains that the psychological concept or hypothesis is supported or
refuted but does not use any results from the study. 2 points Uses a specific result
from the study to explain how the results support or refute the psychological
concept or hypothesis presented in the quest
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Question 2

2025 Set 1 = Q2

Evidence-Based Question (EBQ). Misled: an incorrect answer that reflected
misinformation provided in the summaries (e.g., a brown cloth); and 3. Incorrect: an
incorrect answer containing information that was not portrayed in the video or any
summary (e.g., a yellow cloth). Participants then completed a questionnaire asking
about the credibility of the previous participant’'s summary (e.g., “How good was the
quality of the summary?” and "How familiar with the video was the participant who
wrote this summary?”). Results and Discussion The researchers analyzed the results of
the questionnaire by comparing participants’ correct responses with how participants
viewed the credibility of the previous participant’s summary. The researchers
hypothesized that if participants distrusted the summary, they would be less likely to
incorporate the information into their memory of the event, leading to their being less
likely to choose an incorrect answer. The results are shown in the table. 5 Mean
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Percentages of Correct, Misled, and Incorrect Responses for Each Misinformation
Condition Response Type Misinformation Condition High Misinformation Group
Medium Misinformation Group Low misinformation Group Correct 63% 66% 74%
Misled 30% 27% 19% Incorrect 7% 7% 7% The researchers found that within each
condition, participants performed best if they distrusted the accuracy of the summary.
Participants who were presented with higher levels of misinformation were more likely
to report being distrustful, and those who reported being distrustful of the summary
resisted more misinformation than those who did not. Pena, M. M., Klemfuss, J. Z.,
Loftus, E. F., & Mindthoff, A. (2017). The effects of exposure to different amounts of
misinformation and source credibility perception on source monitoring and memory
accuracy. Psychology of Consciousness: Theory, Research, and Practice, 4(4),
337-347. 1: Language referencing racial, ethnic, or gender identities may be outdated
or fail to reflect the complexities of identity that participants represent. Race/ethnicity
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Question 2

categories reflect those reported in the original research article. 2: a task that is
unrelated to the primary task that participants are asked to complete before they are
asked to recall the target information. 6 This question has three parts: Part A, Part B,
and Part C. Use the three sources provided to answer all parts of the question. For
Part B and Part C, you must cite the source that you used to answer the question. 2.
(a) Propose a specific and defensible claim based in psychological science that
responds to the question.
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Question 2

2025 Set 1 = Q2

Evidence-Based Question (EBQ). Misled: an incorrect answer that reflected misinformation
provided in the summaries (e.g., a brown cloth); and 3. Incorrect: an incorrect answer
containing information that was not portrayed in the video or any summary (e.g., a yellow
cloth). Participants then completed a questionnaire asking about the credibility of the previous
participant’s summary (e.g., “How good was the quality of the summary?” and “How familiar
with the video was the participant who wrote this summary?”). Results and Discussion The
researchers analyzed the results of the questionnaire by comparing participants’ correct
responses with how participants viewed the credibility of the previous participant’s summary.
The researchers hypothesized that if participants distrusted the summary, they would be less
likely to incorporate the information into their memory of the event, leading to their being less
likely to choose an incorrect answer. The results are shown in the table. 5 Mean Percentages
of Correct, Misled, and Incorrect Responses for Each Misinformation Condition Response Type
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Question 2

Misinformation Condition High Misinformation Group Medium Misinformation Group Low
misinformation Group Correct 63% 66% 74% Misled 30% 27% 19% Incorrect 7% 7% 7% The
researchers found that within each condition, participants performed best if they distrusted the
accuracy of the summary. Participants who were presented with higher levels of misinformation
were more likely to report being distrustful, and those who reported being distrustful of the
summary resisted more misinformation than those who did not. Pena, M. M., Klemfuss, J. Z.,
Loftus, E. F., & Mindthoff, A. (2017). The effects of exposure to different amounts of
misinformation and source credibility perception on source monitoring and memory accuracy.
Psychology of Consciousness: Theory, Research, and Practice, 4(4), 337-347. 1: Language
referencing racial, ethnic, or gender identities may be outdated or fail to reflect the
complexities of identity that participants represent. Race/ethnicity categories reflect those
reported in the original research article. 2: a task that is unrelated to the primary task that
participants are asked to complete before they are asked to recall the target information. 6
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Question 2

This question has three parts: Part A, Part B, and Part C. Use the three sources provided to
answer all parts of the question. For Part B and Part C, you must cite the source that you used
to answer the question. 2.

(b) i. Support your claim using at least one piece of specific and relevant evidence
from one of the sources. ii. Explain how the evidence from Part B (i) supports your
claim using a psychological perspective, theory, concept, or research finding learned in
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Question 2

2025 Set 1 = Q2

Evidence-Based Question (EBQ). Misled: an incorrect answer that reflected misinformation
provided in the summaries (e.g., a brown cloth); and 3. Incorrect: an incorrect answer
containing information that was not portrayed in the video or any summary (e.g., a yellow
cloth). Participants then completed a questionnaire asking about the credibility of the previous
participant’s summary (e.g., “How good was the quality of the summary?” and “How familiar
with the video was the participant who wrote this summary?”). Results and Discussion The
researchers analyzed the results of the questionnaire by comparing participants’ correct
responses with how participants viewed the credibility of the previous participant’s summary.
The researchers hypothesized that if participants distrusted the summary, they would be less
likely to incorporate the information into their memory of the event, leading to their being less
likely to choose an incorrect answer. The results are shown in the table. 5 Mean Percentages
of Correct, Misled, and Incorrect Responses for Each Misinformation Condition Response Type
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Misinformation Condition High Misinformation Group Medium Misinformation Group Low
misinformation Group Correct 63% 66% 74% Misled 30% 27% 19% Incorrect 7% 7% 7% The
researchers found that within each condition, participants performed best if they distrusted the
accuracy of the summary. Participants who were presented with higher levels of misinformation
were more likely to report being distrustful, and those who reported being distrustful of the
summary resisted more misinformation than those who did not. Pena, M. M., Klemfuss, J. Z.,
Loftus, E. F., & Mindthoff, A. (2017). The effects of exposure to different amounts of
misinformation and source credibility perception on source monitoring and memory accuracy.
Psychology of Consciousness: Theory, Research, and Practice, 4(4), 337-347. 1: Language
referencing racial, ethnic, or gender identities may be outdated or fail to reflect the
complexities of identity that participants represent. Race/ethnicity categories reflect those
reported in the original research article. 2: a task that is unrelated to the primary task that
participants are asked to complete before they are asked to recall the target information. 6
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This question has three parts: Part A, Part B, and Part C. Use the three sources provided to
answer all parts of the question. For Part B and Part C, you must cite the source that you used
to answer the question. 2.

(c) i. Support your claim using an additional piece of specific and relevant evidence
from a different source than the one that was used in Part B (i). ii. Explain how the
evidence from Part C (i) supports your claim using a different psychological
perspective, theory, concept, or research finding learned in than the one that was used
in Part B (ii). Source 1 Introduction In this study, researchers attempted to establish
whether the presence of others leads people to perform better on a task than when
they are doing the task alone. Participants Forty-five undergraduate students, all men,
received course credit in an introductory psychology course for their participation.
Researchers did not report race/ethnicity data for the participants. 7
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Solution 2

(a)

m Propose a specific and defensible claim based in psychological science that
responds to the question. (1 point). Proposes a claim that is relevant to the
question Responses that earn this point: The response proposes specific
effects on the question.; The response proposes a claim that suggests a
positive or negative effect on the question.; The response proposes
recommendations for the application of the question.
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(b)

m i. Support your claim using at least one piece of specific and relevant evidence
from one of the sources. ii. Explain how the evidence from Part B (i) supports
your claim using a psychological perspective, theory, concept, or research
finding learned in (1 point). Explains the relationship between the evidence
and the claim 2 points Applies a different psychological perspective, theory,
concept, or research finding to explain how the evidence supports the claim.
The psychological perspective, theory, concept, or research finding is not the
same one used in Part B (ii).
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(c) Mark scheme

m i. Support your claim using an additional piece of specific and relevant evidence
from a different source than the one that was used in Part B (i). ii. Explain how
the evidence from Part C (i) supports your claim using a different psychological
perspective, theory, concept, or research finding learned in than the one that was
used in Part B (ii). Source 1 Introduction In this study, researchers attempted to
establish whether the presence of others leads people to perform better on a task
than when they are doing the task alone. Participants Forty-five undergraduate
students, all men, received course credit in an introductory psychology course for
their participation. Researchers did not report race/ethnicity data for the
participants. 7 (1 point). Uses a different piece of correctly cited, specific,
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accurate, and relevant evidence from either of the other two provided sources to
support the claim Responses that earn this point: The response provides specific,
accurate, and correctly cited evidence relevant to the claim that is from a different
source than the one used in Part B.
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Question 1

2025 Set 2 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then
answer parts A, B, C, D, E, F.
(a) Identify the research method used in the study.



Dogs Total Person-
Dogs Making Dogs Dogs Oriented
Behavior Looking Contact Approaching | Vocalizing Behaviors
Baseline 5 3 2 2 12
Owner
. 20 15 6 1 42
crying
Owner
. 11 2 2 0 15
laughing
Stranger
. 24 11 8 3 46
crying

AU IULUU T £ULU T e U W ITU e SR YD



Dogs Total Person-
Dogs Making Dogs Dogs Oriented
Behavior Looking Contact Approaching | Vocalizing Behaviors
Stranger
i 11 7 2 0 20
laughing
Totals 71 38 20 6 135
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2025 Set 2 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(b) State the operational definition of person-oriented dog behaviors.
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2025 Set 2 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(c) Describe what the mean of the person-oriented behaviors indicates for the laughing
trials as compared to the talking trials.
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Question 1

2025 Set 2 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(d) Identify at least one ethical guideline applied by the researchers.
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Question 1

2025 Set 2 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(e) Explain the extent to which the research findings may or may not be generalizable
using specific and relevant evidence from the study.
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2025 Set 2 = Q1

Article Analysis Question (AAQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer
parts A, B, C, D, E, F.

(f) Explain how at least one of the research findings supports or refutes the idea that
dogs' expressions of the person-oriented behaviors demonstrate stimulus discrimination
in operant conditioning. Introduction Dogs often comfort their owners by making
visual and/or physical contact when the owners cry or by providing help to their
owners when they are sick. The study examined whether a dog's reactions to a
person’s emotions differ based on the dog's prior experience with the person (owner
versus stranger). Participants Researchers recruited community members with
nonaggressive dogs via email. Of those recruited, 16 dog and owner pairs participated
in this study. The owners ranged in age from 25 to 60 years (mean age = 47.06 years;
standard deviation = 11.89 years), and the dogs ranged in age from 2 years to 13 years
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(mean age = 6.87 years; standard deviation = 3.35 years). The length of time the
owners had their dogs before the study began ranged from 2 months to 13 years (mean
= 5.70 years; standard deviation = 3.69 years). The study included the following dog
breeds, with the number of each in parentheses: Lab mix (3), black Lab (1), terrier
mix (2), corgi or corgi mix (3), French bulldog (1), Jack Russell terrier (1), miniature
pinscher (1), miniature schnauzer (1), Shih Tzu (2), and wirehaired pointing griffon
(1). Method Each dog owner received and signed a consent form. Researchers tested
each dog at their owner's house, and the dogs received dog biscuits as compensation
for participation in the study. All dog and owner pairs participated in all four trials of
the study. This is called a “withinsubjects” design, which means that researchers
observe each participant in every condition of the study so that a participant can be
directly compared to themselves across conditions. The "within-subjects” design serves
the same purpose as random assignment. 4
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Solution 1

(a)

m |dentify the research method used in the study. (1 point). Accurately
identifies the research method used in the study Responses that earn this
point: The response accurately identifies the research method used in the

study as an experiment.
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(b)

m State the operational definition of person-oriented dog behaviors. (1 point).
States a measurable or quantifiable definition of the identified variable as used
in the study Responses that earn this point: The response states that
person-oriented dog behaviors are defined as the number of times a dog
looked at a person, contacted a person, approached a person, and/or
vocalized at a person in the study.; The response states researchers measured
person- oriented dog behaviors as the dog looking at, making contact,
approaching, or vocalizing at the people.
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(c) Mark scheme

m Describe what the mean of the person-oriented behaviors indicates for the
laughing trials as compared to the talking trials. (1 point). Accurately describes
what the identified statistic indicates in relation to the study Responses that earn
this point: The response accurately describes the mean of the person- oriented
behaviors for the laughing trials as being larger than the mean of the talking
trials, which indicates that the dogs showed more person-oriented behaviors when
the people laughed than when they were just talking.; The response accurately
describes the means for the laughing and talking trials as not significantly different
from each other, meaning that the difference in means between the talking trial
and the laughing trial was likely due to chance or not due to the emotion.
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(d)

m |dentify at least one ethical guideline applied by the researchers. (1 point).
Accurately identifies at least one ethical guideline applied by researchers in the
study Responses that earn this point: The response identifies informed
consent as an ethical guideline applied by researchers in the study.; The
response identifies doing no unnecessary harm to the animals as an ethical
guideline applied by the researchers in the study.
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(e) Mark scheme

m Explain the extent to which the research findings may or may not be generalizable
using specific and relevant evidence from the study. (1 point). Explains the extent
to which the study is generalizable using specific and relevant evidence referencing
participant variables from the study Responses that earn this point: The response
proposes a claim about generalizability that references a population (the “larger
population” or a population relevant to the study’s participants) to explain the
extent of the generalizability of the study.; The response proposes that the study is
or is not generalizable to the population relevant to the study because of specific
and relevant evidence derived from the participant information from the study.
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(f) Mark scheme

m Explain how at least one of the research findings supports or refutes the idea that
dogs’ expressions of the person-oriented behaviors demonstrate stimulus
discrimination in operant conditioning. Introduction Dogs often comfort their
owners by making visual and/or physical contact when the owners cry or by
providing help to their owners when they are sick. The study examined whether a
dog's reactions to a person’s emotions differ based on the dog's prior experience
with the person (owner versus stranger). Participants Researchers recruited
community members with nonaggressive dogs via email. Of those recruited, 16
dog and owner pairs participated in this study. The owners ranged in age from 25
to 60 years (mean age = 47.06 years; standard deviation = 11.89 years), and the



Past-paper walk-through

Solution 1

dogs ranged in age from 2 years to 13 years (mean age = 6.87 years; standard
deviation = 3.35 years). The length of time the owners had their dogs before the
study began ranged from 2 months to 13 years (mean = 5.70 years; standard
deviation = 3.69 years). The study included the following dog breeds, with the
number of each in parentheses: Lab mix (3), black Lab (1), terrier mix (2), corgi
or corgi mix (3), French bulldog (1), Jack Russell terrier (1), miniature pinscher
(1), miniature schnauzer (1), Shih Tzu (2), and wirehaired pointing griffon (1).
Method Each dog owner received and signed a consent form. Researchers tested
each dog at their owner's house, and the dogs received dog biscuits as
compensation for participation in the study. All dog and owner pairs participated
in all four trials of the study. This is called a “withinsubjects” design, which
means that researchers observe each participant in every condition of the study so
that a participant can be directly compared to themselves across conditions. The
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“within-subjects” design serves the same purpose as random assignment. 4 (1
point). Uses the results of the study but does not explain how the psychological
concept or hypothesis is supported or refuted OR Explains that the psychological
concept or hypothesis is supported or refuted but does not use any results from
the study 2 points Uses a specific result from the study to explain how the results
support or refute the psychological concept or hypothesis presented in the questio
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Question 2

2025 Set 2 = Q2
Evidence-Based Question (EBQ). Read the source provided with this question, then
answer parts A, B, C.

(a) Propose a specific and defensible claim based in psychological science that
responds to the question.



% Responding by the end of the Time in
Condition Emergency Seconds
2 (Participant and Victim) 85 52
3 (Participant, Victim, and 1
62 93
Other)
6 (Participant, Victim, and 4
31 166
Others)
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2025 Set 2 = Q2
Evidence-Based Question (EBQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer

parts A, B, C.
(b) i. Support your claim using at least one piece of specific and relevant evidence
from one of the sources. ii. Explain how the evidence from Part B (i) supports your

claim using a psychological perspective, theory, concept, or research finding learned in
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Evidence-Based Question (EBQ). Read the source provided with this question, then answer

parts A, B, C.
(c) i. Support your claim using an additional piece of specific and relevant evidence
from a different source than the one that was used in Part B (i). ii. Explain how the

evidence from Part C (i) supports your claim using a different psychological
perspective, theory, concept, or research finding learned in than the one that was used
in Part B (ii). Source 1 Introduction In this study, researchers investigated
environmental factors that may influence whether a person will help in an emergency.
Participants Students in introductory psychology courses at a university in New York
took part in the experiment as part of a class requirement. Fifty-nine of the
participants were women and 13 of the participants were men. Researchers did not
report race/ethnicity data for participants in the study.1 7
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(a)

m Propose a specific and defensible claim based in psychological science that
responds to the question. (1 point). Proposes a claim that is relevant to the
question Responses that earn this point: The response proposes specific
effects on the question.; The response proposes a claim that suggests a
positive or negative effect on the question.; The response proposes
recommendations for the application of the question.
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(b)

m i. Support your claim using at least one piece of specific and relevant evidence
from one of the sources. ii. Explain how the evidence from Part B (i) supports
your claim using a psychological perspective, theory, concept, or research
finding learned in (1 point). Explains the relationship between the evidence
and the claim 2 points Applies a different psychological perspective, theory,
concept, or research finding to explain how the evidence supports the claim.
The psychological perspective, theory, concept, or research finding is not the
same one used in Part B (ii).
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(c) Mark scheme

m i. Support your claim using an additional piece of specific and relevant evidence
from a different source than the one that was used in Part B (i). ii. Explain how
the evidence from Part C (i) supports your claim using a different psychological
perspective, theory, concept, or research finding learned in than the one that was
used in Part B (ii). Source 1 Introduction In this study, researchers investigated
environmental factors that may influence whether a person will help in an
emergency. Participants Students in introductory psychology courses at a
university in New York took part in the experiment as part of a class requirement.
Fifty-nine of the participants were women and 13 of the participants were men.
Researchers did not report race/ethnicity data for participants in the study.1 7 (1
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point). Uses a different piece of correctly cited, specific, accurate, and relevant
evidence from either of the other two provided sources to support the claim
Responses that earn this point: The response provides specific, accurate, and
correctly cited evidence relevant to the claim that is from a different source than

the one used in Part B.
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2024 Set 1 = Q2 = 7 marks

Research Design. Professor Gonzalez hypothesizes that students will remember more
information from his detailed course description if it is printed on yellow paper than if
it is printed on standard white paper. To test this hypothesis, he put the names of all
his students into a bowl, then drew out names to assign them to two different groups.
He gave one group of the students in his class a course description printed on white
paper, and gave the other group of students a course description printed on yellow
paper. Students were instructed to thoroughly read the description outside of class in
preparation for their next class. In the next class, he gave all students a ten-question
quiz asking them about the information found on the course description. Professor
Gonzalez then compared the number of correct answers for each group of students.
The statistically significant results are depicted in the graph. Part A = State the
operational definition of the dependent variable. = ldentify the experimental group. =
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In addition to the manipulation of an independent variable, identify the procedure
Professor Gonzalez used to make this study a true experiment. = Explain how the data
as presented in the graph do or do not support Professor Gonzalez's hypothesis. Part B
Explain how each of the following might relate to a student’s performance on any quiz.
= Context-dependent memory = Yerkes-Dodson law = Low level of the Big Five trait
of conscientiousness
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m Research Design, 7 points. Points — State the operational definition of the
dependent variable. — Response must indicate that the dependent variable is
operationally defined as the student’s score on the course description quiz. |
Identify the experimental group. — Response must indicate that the experimental
group is the group with the course description printed on yellow paper. | Explain
how the data as presented in the graph do or do not support Professor Gonzalez's
hypothesis. — Response must indicate that data support the hypothesis because
the experimental group (i.e., the yellow paper group) scored higher on the test.

m General notes: spelling and grammar do not reduce a score; a definition alone
does not earn a point, the concept must be applied to the scenario.
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Research Design. Dr. Dawson is a psychologist who believes that students who read
motivational statements before a test will experience lower levels of anxiety as
compared with students who read neutral statements. To examine this belief, he
conducted a study. In the study, he randomly assigned half of the participants to read
motivational statements and the other half to read neutral statements. Immediately
after reading the statements, all of the students completed a survey about their
current level of anxiety (1 = low; 8 = high) and then took the test. Dr. Dawson found
statistically significant results that are depicted in the graph. Part A = State a valid
operational definition of the dependent variable in this study. = Identify the control
group in this study. = Explain why the study would be considered an experiment. =
Explain how the results of the study do or do not support Dr. Dawson's hypothesis.
Part B The test Dr. Dawson gave was a vocabulary test. Explain how the following
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terms might relate to the students who performed poorly on the test in this study. =
External locus
of control = Stage one of Selye's general adaptation syndrome = Crystallized intelligence




Anxiety Scores
1 (low) to 8 (high)

Motivational Neutral
Statements Statements

Groups



Past-paper walk-through

Solution 2

m Research Design, 7 points. Points — State a valid operational definition of the
dependent variable in this study. — Response must indicate that anxiety is
defined by their score on the scale/survey of their anxiety. | Identify the control
group in this study. — Response must indicate that the control group is the
group that reads the neutral statements. | Explain how the results of the study do
or do not support Dr. Dawson's hypothesis. — Response must indicate that Dr.
Dawson's hypothesis is supported because either the motivational statement
group had lower anxiety or the neutral statement group had higher anxiety.

m General notes: spelling and grammar do not reduce a score; a definition alone
does not earn a point, the concept must be applied to the scenario.
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Research Design. Michael is the regional manager for a car company and needs to give
a presentation to the president of the company about how different management styles
might relate to the total number of sales of the company’s new electric car. He hires
an industrial /organizational psychologist to study three stores, each in a different city.
Each store’s manager has their own distinct management style: = In Store A, the
manager has a supportive style (open and warm). = In Store B, the manager has a
strict style (rigid and severe). = In Store C, the manager, who is Michael's good
friend, has a distant style (permissive and disengaged). The number of electric cars
sold at each store over a five-month period is shown in the table. ELECTRIC CARS
SOLD BY STORE Month Store A (supportive style) Store B (strict style) Store C
(distant style) January February March April May = Explain why this study is not a
true experiment. = ldentify the implied dependent variable for the study if the study
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had been a true experiment. = Calculate the mean of Store B’s sales. = Explain why
the location of the store is a confounding variable in this study. = Explain how the
halo effect could influence Michael’s interpretation of the findings. = Explain why the
hiring of an industrial /organizational psychologist was appropriate for this study. =
Explain how Michael could use positive reinforcement to help him finish his
presentation by the deadline. 7]
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m Research Design, 7 points. Points — ldentify the implied dependent variable for
the study if the study had been a true experiment. — Response must indicate
that the number of cars sold would be the dependent variable. | Explain how the
halo effect could influence Michael's interpretation of the findings. — Response
must indicate that Michael’s previous positive perception of Store C's manager
will cause him to think more positively toward Store C's sales data than he
otherwise would. | Explain how Michael could use positive reinforcement to help
him finish his presentation by the deadline. — Response must indicate Michael
could reward himself with something that he likes each time he works on his
presentation to make it more likely that he will keep working.
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m General notes: spelling and grammar do not reduce a score; a definition alone
does not earn a point, the concept must be applied to the scenario.



