Results
A 2 x 2, between-subject ANOVA was conducted to measure the effects between levels of musical training (high and low), and the concept of misinformation (received misinformation or did not), in order to find differences in the accuracy of recall. 
The descriptives were shown for the group; misinformation or general, (M = 1.5 and SD = 0.50), the recall as correct or incorrect (M = 1.1, SD = 0.34) and for the musical ability scores (M = 1.4 and SD = 0.5). (Appendix -). The descriptives for low musical ability were seen N = 17 receiving misinformation (M = 1.18, SD = .392) and N = 18 received general information (M = 1.17, SD = .383). For the high musical ability, N = 13 received misinformation (M = 1.08, SD = .277) and N = 12 received general information (M = 1.08, SD = .289).
[bookmark: _GoBack]The percentage of times a correct response occurred was 86.7% (SD= ? ) when the information contained misinformation and  86.7% (SD= ?) when general information was received.
The reliability score of the questionnaire was .854 which suggests there is a very high internal consistency reliability as any result over 0.8 is preferred. (Appendix -).
A two way between subjects ANOVA was conducted to explore the relationship between participants’ musical ability, and the information they received regarding the music track. The interaction effect between music ability and misinformation groups was shown to be non-significant; F (1, 54) = .008, p = .930. Additionally, the main effect of the misinformation group was also seen to be non-significant; F (1, 56) = .000. p = .985. The music ability group moreover showed non-significant main effects; F (1, 56) = 1.00, p = .321.
The main effect of the study was found to be non-significant as significance = .226, which is greater than 0.05, thus demonstrating there was not an effect between the level of musical ability and recall of the correct track. This goes against the hypothesis that those who have a higher musical ability will be less susceptible to misinformation, so this must be rejected.



	Reliability Statistics

	Cronbach's Alpha
	Cronbach's Alpha Based on Standardized Items
	N of Items

	.854
	.887
	38



	Descriptive Statistics

	
	N
	Minimum
	Maximum
	Mean
	Std. Deviation

	Group
	60
	1.00
	2.00
	1.5000
	.50422

	Recall
	60
	1.00
	2.00
	1.1333
	.34280

	ScoreGroup
	60
	1.00
	2.00
	1.4167
	.49717

	Valid N (listwise)
	60
	
	
	
	





	Descriptive Statistics

	Dependent Variable:   Recall  

	ScoreGroup
	Group
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	N

	Low Music
	Misinformation
	1.1765
	.39295
	17

	
	General
	1.1667
	.38348
	18

	
	Total
	1.1714
	.38239
	35

	High Music
	Misinformation
	1.0769
	.27735
	13

	
	General
	1.0833
	.28868
	12

	
	Total
	1.0800
	.27689
	25

	Total
	Misinformation
	1.1333
	.34575
	30

	
	General
	1.1333
	.34575
	30

	
	Total
	1.1333
	.34280
	60




	Tests of Between-Subjects Effects

	Dependent Variable:   Recall  

	Source
	Type III Sum of Squares
	Df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig.

	Corrected Model
	.123a
	3
	.041
	.337
	.799

	Intercept
	73.845
	1
	73.845
	607.216
	.000

	ScoreGroup
	.122
	1
	.122
	1.001
	.321

	Group
	4.194E-5
	1
	4.194E-5
	.000
	.985

	ScoreGroup * Group
	.001
	1
	.001
	.008
	.930

	Error
	6.810
	56
	.122
	
	

	Total
	84.000
	60
	
	
	

	Corrected Total
	6.933
	59
	
	
	

	a. R Squared = .018 (Adjusted R Squared = -.035)






	Levene's Test of Equality of Error Variancesa,b

	
	Levene Statistic
	df1
	df2
	Sig.

	Recall
	Based on Mean
	1.493
	3
	56
	.226

	
	Based on Median
	.337
	3
	56
	.799

	
	Based on Median and with adjusted df
	.337
	3
	51.733
	.799

	
	Based on trimmed mean
	1.493
	3
	56
	.226

	Tests the null hypothesis that the error variance of the dependent variable is equal across groups.

	a. Dependent variable: Recall

	b. Design: Intercept + ScoreGroup + Group + ScoreGroup * Group







