Discussion Plan
In the Discussion Plan, you will identify two sources from the Introduction and find four new, peer-reviewed sources to help you set your results in context.
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Fill in the blank: Findings Check
Hypothesis 1: The main effect of simulator  was not           was/was not as I predicted; participants in the supervisory control group     showed better outcomes compared to participants in the transparent automation group   . 
The effect size was eta squared with a value of ___. 
This main effect  simulator was significant. Based on a(n) two-way ANOVA, the test statistic was                of 0.33  with  2(df1)    and 294(df2)    degrees of freedom and the p-value was < .05.  


Hypothesis 2: The main effect of  transparency was not  as I predicted; participants in the simulator showed better outcomes compared to participants in the transparent automation group    . 
The effect size was eta squared with a value of ____. 
This main effect transparency was significant . Based on a(n) two-way ANOVA, the test statistic was   Cohen’s d  of         with  2_    and 294     degrees of freedom and the p-value was < 0.1.  



Hypothesis 3: The interaction between simulator                and transparency   was          in the form I predicted; the effect of simulator              was strongest for participants in the level of  transparent automation group group(s) and weaker for participants in the  level of non-transparent of  automation group. 
The effect size was eta squared with a value of ___. 
This main effect was significant/not significant. Based on a(n) Two-way ANOVA, the test statistic was   eta-squared of  0.33      with   __   and __   degrees of freedom and the p-value was < .05.  

Hypothesis 4: The covariate, was not     related to the dependent variable in the direction I predicted; the covariate was   positively  associated with the DV, according to the line of regression, with a value of value of your coefficient.  
The effect size was multiple R-squared  with a value of .05. 
This effect was significant/not significant.  Based on a(n) specific name of your analysis, the test statistic was name and value of your test statistic        with  df value #1_    and df value #2     degrees of freedom and the p-value was your p-value.  
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in this worksheet, you'll ind your sources and map out the main ideas for the Discussion section of your
paper.
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A good Discussion always makes connections to the broader research iterature, showing how the.
findings of this study fit with, add to,or challenge what we know about the topic as a whole. This is
another opportunity for you to practice finding and using sources to support your arguments.

Often, youll want to connect to the same sources that motivated the study ~ those you discussed in the
Introduction. OF the sources discussed in your Itroduction, dentify two that will be particularly
relevant for the Discussion. This means that you will need to find and read the full-text versions of these:
artices (al are available from the CSU library!) so that you can discuss them welll Give the full APAvstyle
reference for each paper here and explain why you want to use that artcle. (1 point each fora
complete, properly formatted reference, 1 point each for a good explanation; 4 points total).

Introduction Article #1:
Reference: Why it's relevant:
Introduction Article #2:
Reference: Why it's relevant:

However, a good Discussion isn'tjust a rehash of the Introduction ~ t i also important to bring in some
new deas and new sources. Find four new sources that are not mentioned in the Introduction;
provide the complete APA-style reference and an explanation of why you think each source wil be
useful. For example, how is your study similar to and different from the research in your sources? Don't
just identify surface-level similarities and differences - compare and contrast the big-picture issues.

These srticles must be from peer-reviewed journals, but they may be reviews or meta-anslyses (they
do not necessarily have to report original research). Book chapters and other non-peer-reviewed
sources (e.g, Wikipedia, the APA website) are not appropriate sources for this assignment. (1 point each
for a complete, properly formatted reference, 1 point each for a good explanation of a connection and @
comparison/contrast; 12 points total).

New Article #1:

Reference:

Different from your study:

New Article #2:

Reference: Similar/related to your study: | Different from your study:
New Article #3:

Reference: Different from your study:
New Article #4:

Reference: Different from your study:
Contributions

Identy at least one meaningful big-picture contribution of your study — what is the main thing a reader
should take away? What is valuable here? This can be just a bullet point for now —you'll fiesh it out and
explain it in your paper. (2 points)

Identy at least 2-3 speciic, meaningiul strengths of the study. What id these researchers (you) do
well? What aspects of the study make you more confident that the results mean what you think they
mean? Again, these can be bullet points for now (2 points)

Limitations

Now, identify at least 2-3 specific, lasible imitations of the study that are important for understanding
what the results mean and how to use them. No study s perfect; think critcally and focus on the
limitations that could most plausibly impact a reader’s interpretation of the study. For example, most
studies would have more statistical power with a arger sample; however, this i only 3 meaningful
limitation of your study if you faled to find significant resuits. (2 points)





