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Table 1                                                                                                                                            
Experiment 1: Descriptive statistics by condition for number correct on the comprehension test and metacognitive measures     
             
                Condition 
             Control           Texting 
Dependent Variable   M  SD  M SD t p d ________       
Number Correct    8.07 2.38 6.80  1.52 2.46 .017

a
 .64 

Judgment of Learning  59.33  23.18 51.33 25.01 1.28 .204 .33 
Ease of Learning   60.67 22.58 62.67 27.66 0.31 .760 .08 
Prediction of Knowing    8.53  3.22  6.83  3.35 2.00 .050 .52 
Confidence Rating     9.93  2.98 9.57 3.72 0.42 .421 .11 
              
a
 p-value corrected for unequal variances. 

Table 2                                                                                                                                            
Experiment 1: Correlation matrix for number correct on comprehension test, metacognitive measures, and number of text 
messages sent per day 
              
Measure      1    2  3  4  5  6 
              
1. Number Correct    ---  .03 -.20 -.12 -.01 -.19   
2. Judgment of Learning    ---  .40**  .48**  .22  .05  
3. Ease of Learning         ---  .26*  .26*  .10  
4. Predicted Number Correct        ---  .32*  .23 
5. Confidence Rating          ---   .30* 
6. Number of Messages/Day          ---    
              
* p < .05 
** p < .01 
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Table 3                                                                                                                                            
Experiment 2: Mean accuracy and metacognitive measures for the no texting and texting conditions   
            _____ 
      Condition  

  No Texting        Texting 
Variable   M SD  M SD  t   d____          
Accuracy   93.40 7.47  70.60 17.09  6.70 <.001

a
  1.73 

DJOL   85.77 16.58  68.00 20.75  3.66   .001  0.95 
POK   92.60 13.39  54.00 25.27  7.39 <.000

a
  1.91 

EOL   84.00 14.29  64.67 23.30  3.87 <.001
a
  1.00 

Confidence  86.00 11.92  64.67 20.81  4.87 <.001
a
  0.71 

Right-Wrong Gamma
b   

   .98  0.03
      

-.14   0.60  9.73 <.001
a  

2.65  
Confidence Gamma

c
     .10  1.68     -.01   0.41  0.22   .832

a
  0.07 

            _____ 
a
 p-value corrected for unequal variances. 

b 
 N = 44; gamma could not be computed for the remaining participants. 

c
 N = 46; gamma could not be computed for the remaining participants. 

 
 
  



 

Table 4                                                                                                                                            
Experiment 2: Correlations of accuracy, metacognitive measures, and age   
             
Measure   1 2   3   4   5   6 7 8 
             
1. Accuracy   --- .58** .60** .82** .43** .29  .00 -.09   
2. DJOL    --- .30* .44** .25* .35* -.05 -.05  
3. EOL        --- .52** .36** .24  .08 -.02   
4. POK         --- .44** .37* -.03 -.11   
5. Confidence Rating      --- .43** -.01 -.06    
6. Right-Wrong Gamma

a 
        --- -.06  .04 

7. Confidence Gamma
b
          --- -.14 

8. Age             --- 
             
* p < .05 
** p < .01 
a 

N = 44; gamma could not be computed for the remaining participants. 
b
 N = 46; gamma could not be computed for the remaining participants. 
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