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o There was a significant main effect of anchor, A2, 69) = 17.04, p < .001,
(oo e A

1, =.32. The main effect of feedback and the interaction of anchor and

feedback were not significant, both /5 < 1, ps > .37.

o On average, participants who were confronted with the higher anchor
(i.e., 4,3) gave higher marks than those who were confronted with the
lower anchor (i.e., 2,7), /49, 42.43) = 5.97, p < .001 (t-test for unequal
variances), Mygh anchor = 4-03, SD = 0.45, M, snchor = 3.08, SD = 0.65. Addi-
tionally, participants who were confronted with the higher anchor (i,
4,3) gave higher marks than those who were confronted with no anchor,
#51, 43.75) = 4.78, p < .001 (ttest for unequal variances), M, ..chor =
3.24, SD=0.73.

o As before, in the high anchor condition (4,3, i.e., “fail”) there was no sig-
nificant difference (p = .86) between the number of participants who
evaluated the assignment as failed (2 = 12) and the number of partici-
pants who evaluated the assignment as passed (12 = 14).

Figure 3:
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