Method Section

Participants
A total of 80 participants were recruited to participate in the study from a university campus, through the university EMS system (XX females and XX males). The age range was 18 to XX. (M = XX, SD = XX). 
Design
The research design of this study was a 2 X 2 within subjects’ experimental design, with a total of four conditions. The design of the study included two independent variables and one dependent variable. The first independent variable within the study was the type of person making contact with the object, with two levels – either healthy contact or unhealthy contact. The second independent variable within the study was the means in which the cues as to the health of the person making contact with the object were provided; either verbal description or a visual picture. The dependent variable was the total amount of accurate objects remembered in all four conditions. The analysis conducted for this experiment was a 2 X 2 ANOVA. 
Materials
A computer-based experiment was created on a programme called Super Lab, where a total of 40 images were presented individually on a computer screen to participants. The pictures used within the study were sourced from the massive memory database http://cvcl.mit.edu/mm. Each picture was presented on the screen for 8 seconds. Ten pictures included the object and the type of person initiating contact, depicting healthy contact. These included items such as a picture of a young girl, along with an image of a camera with the caption ‘this female, who enjoys outdoor activities, tries to capture every moment’. A further ten pictures were shown to participants depicting unhealthy contact, these included items such as a child holding a tissue to their nose along with a picture of a balloon with a caption ‘this child held this balloon during a party’; these determine visual cues. A further ten images were shown which included verbal descriptions and a picture of the object, suggesting that a healthy person had come into contact with the object. These included items such as a pair of eye protection googles with the caption ‘a 29-year-old glass technician wore this protective equipment when working’. Finally, a further ten were shown containing verbal descriptions including a picture of the object, suggesting the object had been touched by an unhealthy person. This included items such as a soldier boot along with the caption ‘these boots were worn by a solider with a verruca’. A jigsaw was used during the distractor task for five minutes. For the memory task of the experiment a further 40 pictures were added to those previously seen, and presented again to the participants, which the participants had to respond to using the keyboard. 
Procedure 
During this experiment all university and BPS ethical requirements were followed during each stage. Participants could only be identified by a unique number on arrival, and data collected remained fully anonymous. Given the nature of the topic of the study, all ethical considerations were fully considered and minimised at all stages of the study.  
After conducting four pilot studies, it came to the attention of the experimenter that one participant personally felt that the pace at which the stimuli was presented to them was too quick. They expressed that it did not give enough time to read the sentences provided and view the images. However, this was only one of the pilot participants. After this feedback, it was added to the advisory on the EMS system that the study involved reading sentences and viewing images at a fast pace, and if a participant felt they were unable to do so, then it was advised that they did not sign up to participate within the study. 
Another limitation that came to the attention of the experimenter was that, during the testing phase, the participant had forgotten or became unsure of the instructions that were presented before the testing phase of the study. As a result of this feedback, a hardcopy of the instructions (Appendix C) were made for participants and put on the desk to remind participants, if required, of the correct keys on the keyboard in order to respond. This was done to ensure responses were correct. If a participant had forgotten or became unsure of which key to press in order to give the correct response, this could have had an impact on the results of the study, meaning the results from the study were unreliable. 
Participants chose whether or not to take part in the study through the university’s EMS, in exchange of two credits. Participants chose a timeslot convenient to them. Before the participants could sign up, an advisory was placed on the EMS explaining that some of the stimuli included graphic content of common illness/infections, which could potentially be distressing, and if participants felt that this would be a topic area that would upset them, it was advised that participants did not sign up to the study. This was to ensure that all ethical considerations and requirements were met. The advisory notice on the EMS also included an explanation that sentences and images were presented at a quick pace, and if the participant felt that this would be an issue for them, then again it was advised that participants did not sign up. 
The procedure of the study required the participant to be identified by the examiner through a unique number, upon arrival at the university laboratory, before welcoming the participant into the room. The participant took a seat in front of the computer desk, where they were presented with an information sheet (Appendix A). The information sheet reminded the participant of the nature of the topic, again explaining that the stimuli about to be presented to them contained graphic images and content of common illness/infections, to ensure all ethical considerations were adhered to. The information sheet also stated that the participant had the right to withdraw at any point without penalty if they felt the stimuli within the study may cause discomfort or distress, and that any questions should be directed towards the researcher prior to the task. Once the information sheet was read, and the participant was happy to continue, the participant was then presented with and asked to read and sign the consent form (Appendix B) before data collection began. The participant was then presented with and asked to complete a demographic sheet in order to collect descriptive statistics. 
The participant was then directed to the computer to begin the experiment, before the researcher left the lab room. The participant was presented with instructions stating that a series of pictures and sentences would be shown. Each picture was shown for 8 seconds in a randomised sequence. Once completed, further instructions were shown on the screen, explaining that this phase of the experiment was completed, and that the participant would now take part in a 5-minute jigsaw task. The researcher then re-entered the lab room and gave the participant the distractor task. The researcher timed the task for exactly 5 minutes per participant. Once completed, the researcher entered the room and redirected the participant back to the computer screen to complete the final phase of the experiment. The participant was presented with further instructions on the screen, denoting which keys to press in order to respond. The researcher also presented the participant with a hardcopy of the instructions (Appendix C). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The participant was shown a series of 80 pictures, 40 of which the participant had previously seen during the experiment phase, and 40 new pictures. Each picture was presented on screen for 5 seconds in a randomised sequence. The participant used the keyboard to respond to whether or not they believed the picture had been previously seen, using key Q to denote that the picture had previously been seen and key P to denote if a new picture was being presented. The recording of the responses was done through the Superlab programme. Once the participant had completed the testing phase, a comment to inform the participant that the study had ended, and thank the participant for their time, appeared on the screen. The researcher then re-entered the lab room for the final time and asked the participant if they had any questions/feedback they wished to share. The participant was then presented with a fully informed debrief sheet including details of the purpose of the study, and also the researcher’s and academic supervisor’s contact details (Appendix D). The researcher then led the participant out of the lab room.  
