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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

Our main question is whether physical barriers will affect young children’s tendency to cheat on a math test. 

We will first run Study 1, in which we hypothesize that children tend to cheat less when there is a physical barrier (i.e., a frame with a transparent film)

versus when there is no such barrier. 

If Study 1 works, we will conduct Study 2, in which we hypothesize that children will cheat less even when the physical barrier is an empty frame.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.

Children sit at a table and take a math test involving counting. They are asked to finish the test in the absence of an experimenter. The test includes four

problems that are very simple, as well as one problem that is actually unsolvable. Before taking the test, the experimenter tells the child that she needs go

to another room to deal with an emergency. She mentions that she will leave the correct answer sheet on the table next to the child (the distance between

the two tables is constantly 0.6 meter). She also says that no peeking is allowed, and that another teacher will come in the room to score the test after the

child finishes. 

In both studies, cheating is defined as any obvious peeking behavior that will be recorded by a hidden camera, and it serves as the key dichotomous

dependent variable.

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?

Study 1: There will be two conditions. One is a barrier condition, in which there is a 1.2 m (width) by 1.1 m (height) frame with a transparent film standing

between the table where the child sits and the table where the answer sheet is located. The other is a control condition, which is identical to the barrier

condition except that there is no such barrier. 

Study 2: There will be only one condition. This condition is identical to the barrier condition of Study 1 except that the barrier is an empty frame.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.

In Study 1, we will conduct a binary logistic regression analysis to examine whether there will be any condition effect (i.e., barrier versus control condition)

on cheating. 

In Study 2, we will conduct a binary logistic regression analysis combining the new barrier condition of Study 2 with the control condition of Study 1 to

examine whether there will be any condition effect on cheating.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.

We will exclude any participants who fail to answer our manipulation check questions correctly.

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the

number will be determined.

In Study 1, we will test 100 5- to 6-year-old children, with half of them randomly assigned to one of the two conditions. 

In Study 2, we will test 50 5- to 6-year-old children, with none of them participating in Study 1.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)

No.
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