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 No self-pacing differences
 Time excluding 5 second delays

 Postfeedback delay: 7 hours, 14 minutes

 Incentives/disincentives: 7 hours, 7 minutes

 Control: 7 hours, 5 minutes

 p = 0.956
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 Adjusted means for percentage correct on 
the posttest

 Postfeedback delay: 49.2%

 Incentives/disincentives: 32.6%

 Control: 34.5%

 p = 0.005

 Source of differences: Postfeedback delay and 
other two conditions
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 Satisfaction impacted as well
 1 = Not at all satisfied
 9 = Extremely satisfied

 Postfeedback delay: 5.4 

 Incentives/disincentives: 5.1 

 Control: 8.3 

 p = 0.000

 Source of differences: Control and other two conditions
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 Satisfaction impacted as well
 1 = Not at all satisfied
 9 = Extremely satisfied

 Postfeedback delay: 5.4 ($5.29)

 Incentives/disincentives: 5.1 ($1.88)

 Control: 8.3 ($6.33)

 p = 0.000

 Source of differences: Control and other two conditions
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 Comparisons of differing 
postfeedback delay durations

 Conditions under which 
monetary incentives would 
work

 Combinations of postfeedback 
delays and monetary incentives

 Mastery learning
 Branching
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