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Example of postfeedback delay
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| Pretest |
\ ALY A LEE Wr=n
Postfeedback Incentives & Control
delay disincentives
| Posttest |
v v h 4

| Exposure to all three conditions in random order |

v v v

| Satisfaction ratings |
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Required to supply answer

—'\mn it 3 N 29 questions total

Q 3: In (D), "neutral stimulus™ means a tone which * * * effect on salivation
before conditioning.

Type your answer(s) in the space(s) below.

Submit Your Answer
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I diate feedback
Wi
nlt 2 1 71 questions total
Q 1: Phase 1. The pigeon is on a(n) (1) * * * (TT) schedule with an average
interval of 1 minute. A intai on this will be
extinguished rather (2) when reinforcement is discontinued.
Your answers Correct answer(s)
variable interval variable-interval
quickly slowly
Was your answer correct? Score with ¢ or i -
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Self-scoring

~ Wnit 22 _

Q 3: Bending down to the food magazine makes the food visible. The sight of
food (a iti i ) ing down to the i

Your answers Correct answer(s)

precedes

reinforces

Was your answer correct? Score with c or i _

° Proceed to next question
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Postfeedback Delay
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5 second delay
_’mnit 19 \ 33 questions total
Q2 to be after has been
Certain of to have an effectin ____ behavior
in strength.
Your answers Correct answer(s)
N
Was your answer correct? Score with ¢ or i
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Then proceed as normal

_\mnit 22 . 37 questions total

Q 3: Bending down to the food magazine makes the food visible. The sight of
food (a ) down to the

Your answers Correct answer(s)

precedes

reinforces

Was your answer correct? Score withcorifli |

@ rroceed to next question
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No delay and “hourly” pay
slide 29 Following posttest: Six units and
satisfaction measures
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Experimental Sequence

| Pretest |

W =21 W =20 V=20
Postfeedback Incentives & Control
delay disincentives
h 4 v v
| Posttest |
v v v

| Exposure to all three conditions in random order |

h 4 v v

| Satisfaction ratings |
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Results

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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Results

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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Results

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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Results
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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Discussion: Postfeedback delay
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Discussion: Incentives/disincentives
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Discussion: Future directions

Comparisons of differing
postfeedback delay durations
Conditions under which
monetary incentives would
work

Combinations of postfeedback
delays and monetary incentives
Mastery learning

Branching

g
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