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Appendix 
Table 1 
Group demographics and accuracy (mean (±SO)).  

 

 
 
Conditions: C = control, M = misinformation, A = arousal, N = neutral; GPA = self-reported grade-point 
average; ~Consistent items contained no misinformation, thus they evaluated only veridical retrieval from 
the films.  
a
 F(1,246) = 22.32, � �

�  = .08.  
b
 F(1,247) = 4.33, � �

�  = .02.  

 

 
 
Table 2  
Misinformation endorsement compared between groups (mean (±SEM)).  
 

 
 
Note: BS = The Big Sweat; Z = Z; ToE = Talons of the Eagle; JB = Jack's Back; Misinfo = Misinformation. 
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Figure 1  
 

 
 
Mean (±SEM) subjective mood ratings (A) and subjective arousal ratings (B) are depicted by each group 
for baseline, pre-video, and post-video measurements. Arousal participants had significantly decreased 
mood and increased arousal after the manipulation compared with neutral participants.  

  



14  English & Nielson 

 

Figure 2  
 

 
 
Mean (±SEM) percentage of misinformation items endorsed in the control condition (i.e., where no is 
misinformation given) and in the misinformation condition, separated by arousal and neutral groups, after 
the one-week delay for the 16 misinformation items. Arousal after the task significantly reduced 
misinformation endorsement in the misinformation condition in both analyses. Results were comparable 
using only the 10 “effective” misinformation items.  

 


