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	Data Summary
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Samples
	
	

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	Total

	N
	29
	29
	
	
	
	58

	- [image: ]X
	-2.46
	1.14
	
	
	
	-1.32

	-Mean
	-0.084828
	0.03931
	
	
	
	-0.022759

	- [image: ]X2
	6.9406
	5.6704
	
	
	
	12.611

	Variance
	0.240426
	0.200914
	
	
	
	0.220719

	Std.Dev.
	0.490332
	0.448234
	
	
	
	0.469807

	Std.Err.
	0.091052
	0.083235
	
	
	
	0.061689

	standard weighted-means analysis
	
	
	

	ANOVA Summary Independent Samples k=2
	
	
	

	Source
	SS
	df
	MS
	F
	P

	Treatment
[between groups 	]
	0.223448
	1
	0.223448
	1.01
	0.319226

	Error
	12.35751
	56
	0.22067
	
	

	Ss/Bl
	
	
	
	
	Graph Maker

	Total	12.580959	57
	
	
	


Ss/Bl = Subjects or Blocks depending on the design.
Applicable only to correlated-samples ANOVA.





Results of 2x2 ANOVA
The means are summarized in Figure 1. There was a significant effect of the 4 conditions; F(3, 66) = 94.16, p < .001. Presented words were recognized more often than critical lures, t(22) = 4.02, p < .001. Critical lures were recognized more often than weekly related, t(22) = 7.90, p < .001. Weekly related were recognized more often than unrelated, t(22) = 3.85, p < .001.

[bookmark: _GoBack]EXPLANATION
The research ackhowledge there was an increase in mean from of riddles from 6.57 to 9.43 under level of 0.001 significance.
Before incubation, the highest scoreing partipant had a 14/15 riddles and maintain the marks all along.
The lowest scoring study subject had 4/15 for ffirst session and 9/15 in secnd session.
H0; the riddle results is independent in all session because mark F(3,66)=94.16 , p<.001hence we reject hypothesis
H1; there is no correlation in both session since critical lures t(22) =4.02 p<.001

Presented	0.77445652173913049	Critical Lures	0.51086956521739135	Weekly Related	0.18206521739130435	Unrelated	5.9782608695652176E-2	Recognition Rates
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