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TABLE 2

Percentage of items correctly recalled

for each group of subjects

Numf ber Recall
Cohesiveness o
groups past past past

20 min | 1 day | 3 days

- 31.25 | 25.00 | 23.75
(0.91) (0.57) (0.87)

. 31.58 | 29.70 | 24.38
High 4 (2.51) (3.88) (3.25)

28.25 | 20.68 | 17.50
(2.89) (2.91)] (2.29)

0 18.13 | 15.00 | 13.75
(0.88) (1.29 (1.02)

18.13 | 16.25 | 13.23
Low 4 a5y @.4D| (0.67)

23.55 | 20.00 | 17.08
1.60) (1.64) (1.88)
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TABLE 3

Anaylsis of variance of the number of items

correctly recalled for each group of subjects

Sourre of variation df MS F
Between-Subjects Y

Cohesiveness 1| 403.33 69.42%:k

Subjects 70 5.81
Within-Subjects (144)

Recall 2 | 1563.35| 242.763k 3k

Cohesiveness x Recall 2 8.82 1.37

Recall x Subjects 140 6.44
Total 215
kk P<.01
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FIG. 1. Percentage of items correctly recalled for

each group of subjects in high cohesiveness.
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FIG. 2. Percentage of items correcily
recalled for each group of subjects
in low cohesiveness.
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TABLE 4

Analysis of variance of the number of items
correctly recalled for high cohesiveness group

of subjects

Source of variation df MS F
Recalls 2 8.80 11.585k %
Groups 2 5.21 6.86:%k 5k
Interaction 4 0.45 —
Within groups 99 0.76

Total 108
sksk P<.01
TABLE 5

Analysis of variance of the number of items
correctly recalled for low

cohesiveness group of subjects

Source of variation df MS F
Recalls 2 1.60 6.965k 5k
Groups 2| 16.82 73.13k %
Interaction 4 0.91 3.96 %k
Within groups 99 0.23

Total 108

skk P<.01 %k P<.05
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TABLE 6

Analysis of variance of the number of items

correctly recalled for 2 member groups

Source of variation df MS F
Between — Subjects an
Cohesiveness 11175.57 | 605.413k=k
Subjects 10 0.29
Within — Subjects (24)
Recall 2| 18.82 13.54%k %k
Cohesiveness x Recall 2 1.56 1.12
Recall x Subjects 20 1.39

Total 35

kk P<L.01

TABLE 7

Analysis of variance of the number of items

correctly recalled for 4 member groubs

Source of variation df MS F
Between — Subjects 23
Oohesiveness 1 | 463.04 92.98% 3k
Subjects 22 4.98
Witin — Subjects (48)
Recall 2| 36.82 4.60 3k
Cohesiveness x Recall 2 1.68 0.21
Recall x Snbjects 44 8.01

Total 71

kk P<.01 sk P<.05

TABLE 8

Analysis of variance of the number of items

correctly recalled for 6 member groups

Source of variation df MS F
Between — Subjects (35)
Cohesiveness 1 22.03 4.41
Subjects 34 5.31
Within — Subjects 72)
Recall 21 113.71 20.60k 3k
Cohesiveness x Recall 2 5.49 0.99
Recall x Subjects 68 5.52

Total 107

kk P<.01 % P<.05
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