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Results (continued)

visualize problems, and allowed them to
relate to the problems
The authentic version was the least

preferred with 50.68%

Students did not like the authentic version
because the wording seemed more
complex, and they felt intimidated by the
idea of a real study

There was no significant impact on
students’ self-reported levels of anxiety or
sense of identity between any of the
versions or assessments

There was no significant change in
preference or reason for preference
between the previous iteration of this study
and our implementation

Research Questions

1) How does assessment question
framing impact students’ identity within
the scientific community?

2) How does assessment question "
framing impact students’ anxiety levels
during an assessment?

3) Which assessment question framing to
students prefer? Why? .
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