Reflective log

	Study One 
	Study Code: SWAN_credit_ZC

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study ☐     Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  



	                   Yes ☐             No☐ 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
 Upon finding the study on EMS it gives a clear indication as to what is asked of the participant, ensuring that anyone who wants to take part knows what is expected of them, by doing this the researcher is upholding the integrity principle by being honest and open with the participant. In the description it clearly states that there is no way in which the study can be linked back to the participant thus upholding one of the ethical principles of respect. (Code of Ethics and Conduct, 2018) Throughout the study you was reminded that you could withdraw at any time.
 
 
 
 




 
 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 
 The study was an online questionnaire, where you was shown various photos of people with and without prosthetic limbs and then asked questions related to personality and attitudes, the researcher asks that you act quickly when answering this Is to ensure that you give your honest answer. You are then told the study should take no longer than 10 minutes to complete.
 
	


 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 

	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
 This was my first research study that I took part in, I felt it was well put together and I knew what was being asked of me throughout the study, I felt the researcher when open about exactly what would be involved when taking part. Also the study did not take that long, making it easier to do and more engaging rather than a longer study.
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
 After you completed the questionnaire, you was then taken to another page where you was debriefed and also given information on how you can contact the researcher if you have any questions or concerns relating to the study.
 
  
 
 
 
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 When the researcher asks that you should promptly answer the questions, there is no way that the researcher can ensure this happens as the participants are doing it online, to ensure more accurate readings the study could have taken place under supervision and timed when given their answers.


	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	The research study was clearly described and engaging.

	 Study Two 
	Study Code: SWAN_credit_SLD

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study ☐     Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  
 

	                   Yes ☐             No☐ 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
 Ethical guidelines were followed within this study, you was asked to give your consent for taking part as well as given information on how you can withdraw, this ensured that respect was uphold in the study. (Code of Ethics and Conduct, 2018)
 
 
 
 




 
 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 
 This study was split into two questionnaires, the first included questions which tested your knowledge on artificial intelligence and the second part asked questions about how you felt about artificial intelligence. From the description given, it was understood what I needed to do. 
 
 


 





  
 
 
 
 

	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
 
  Taking part in the study I felt that an issue that impacted my answers was not understanding what the questions were, the terminology used within the questionnaire was unknown to me, which then resulted in me having to leave some questions blank.
 
 
 
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
 After I had taken part in the study I was then met with a debrief form, this included what the researcher is hoping to get more information on, as well as giving contact details if you wish to contact them.
 
  
 
 
 
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 
 The biggest issues would be the terminology used within the questions can be confusing, as well as not giving a “ I don’t know/unsure” option it meant that several questions could not be answered.
 

	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	
The study could have been conducted in another way, and given information on the terminology which is used within the questionnaire.
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