 
 
 
 
Reflective Log assessment Research Methods I 
 
 

 
Key Information: 
You must discuss and provide reference to the BPS ethical guidelines throughout your reflective log.

Your reflective log must also include reference to a range of primary research methods sources.

Note: Given the limited word count, you are advised to discuss two/three studies (but no more than three). 

You can choose any types of studies you have participated in as part of your discussion (e.g., quantitative, qualitative, online experiment, online questionnaire, online interview, etc.). 
 

Word limit: 500 words 






	Study One 
	Study Code: Swan_credit_SLD

	What type of study was this?       
 
     Online study 

	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 

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

	The ethical guideline as outlined by the BPS were followed as I was informed of my ability to withdraw from the study at any point from the moment I started to after I had finished. I was also made aware that the data collected from my participation in the study could not be tracked back to me nor would any information about me be available, in essence I would remain anonymous in any reports of the data or findings. 
 
 

	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 I participated in was intended to ascertain my opinions and views around artificial intelligence in relation to my knowledge on the subject. I was asked to read and agree to a consent form, then was presented with to questionnaires to complete. The first asked me questions about artificial intelligence in general and aimed to see how much I already knew about the subject. The second contained questions which asked me my personal views on AI. The first questionnaire contained multiple choice questions where as the second was based on a likert scale.


	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 
The study as a whole was quite interesting and thought provoking. It was simple and easy to complete and it didn’t take particularly long either. It was quite short though and I can’t imagine it was very informative.


	

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

	 
 I was debriefed and once again reminded of my right to withdraw from the study but was not given the ability to speak to a researcher or anyone face to face due to the nature of the online 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) 

	 
My only recommendation in regards to the study is that maybe it should be a bit longer and have more specific questions as I feel any data collected wouldn’t provide much of an insight.


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

	No

	 Study Two 
	Study Code: Swan_credit_LA2

	What type of study was this?       
 
Online study 

	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 

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

	Once again as outlined by the BPS the ethical code of conduct was followed appropriately, I was informed of my right to withdraw and assured that I would remain anonymous and none of my details would be made public and I wouldn’t be able to be traced back to from any answers I gave in the questionnaire. 


	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 consisted of an online questionnaire but before I started, I was asked to read and complete a consent form. The questionnaire itself had an image of a disabled person with a prosthetic limb and I was asked to answer a series of questions based on a likert scale. The questions were focused on my attitudes towards prosthetics and people with prosthetics.


 

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

	 The study once again was rather short and simple. It didn’t take too long, however the questions I felt were overly simplistic and some of them were a bit frustrating because they seemed a little pointless. 
 

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

	 I was debriefed via a text screen but again due to the fact the study was online a researcher was not present for a face to face debrief.



	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) 

	 Yes. The study asked a few questions which were a bit pointless in my opinion and led to me giving a neither agree nor disagree answer. They should be more focused and to the point rather than asking me to make silly assumptions about a picture of someone with a prosthetic such as “are they a motivated person”.

 
 

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

	No.
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