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	Study One 
	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) 

	 
The study followed ethical guidelines by ensuring I was aware of the purpose of the study and how my information would be used, I was reminded of my right to withdraw at any point during the study without penalty, I was debriefed at the end of the study, my confidentiality as a participant was ensured, and I was given the opportunity to contact the provider should there be any aspect of the study that I feel I would want to follow up on (BPS, 2021).
 
 




 
 
 
 

	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 involved two questionnaires. The first regarding my understanding of artificial intelligence, and the second was regarding my attitude towards it. This was following my statement of my gender and age. The purpose was clear and understandable.
 
	


 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 

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

	 
 Though the study involved some advanced language and an expected an uncommon understanding of various aspects such as A.I., I enjoyed the study and found the premise intriguing.
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 

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

	 
 I was fully debriefed after the study as a debrief sheet was made available and I was provided with the researcher’s contact information.
 
  
 
 
 
 

	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) 

	 
I would recommend more consistency in language used between the first and second questionnaire. The first seeming more advanced, the second was far simpler.

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

There is nothing I would like to add regarding this research study.




	

	 Study Two 
	Study Code: SWAN_CREDIT_LS

	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) 

	 
 
 The study followed ethical guidelines by ensuring I was aware of the purpose of the study and how my information would be used, I was reminded of my right to withdraw at any point during the study without penalty, I was debriefed at the end of the study, my confidentiality as a participant was ensured, and I was given the opportunity to contact the provider should there be any aspect of the study that I feel I would want to follow up on (BPS, 2021).

 
 
 




 
 
 
 

	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 involved a single questionnaire relating to recent feelings and mental wellbeing after I had stated my age, gender, race, highest level of education and the name of the university I attend.
The purpose of the study was to understand how students manage their wellbeing while attending university.
 

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

	 I noticed that when selecting an answer during the questionnaire, it automatically moves to the next section. Therefore, there was no opportunity for the participant to correct a mistake.
I also found some questions hard to follow due to the fact that I found them relatively vague such as asking how often I have felt interested or alert.
 
  
 
 
 
 
 

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

	 
 I was fully debriefed after the study as a debrief sheet was made available and I was provided with the researcher’s contact information.

  
 
 
 
 

	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) 

As the aim of this study was to explore factors responsible for psychological resilience within students, I feel more in-depth data could be gathered through another design such as interviews or focus groups. Though I was able to express some recent feelings through the questionnaire, the study seemed to aim to explore the relationship between my feelings and study. I did not feel that such a connection was made.


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

	
There is nothing I would like to add regarding this research study.
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