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Table 1

Descriptive statistics (means and standard deviations) and inferential statistics (t-tests between experimental groups) of dependent variables in the first phase of the
experiment.

Variables Fluent group (N = 42) Disfluent group (N = 41)

M sD M SD t df p d
Control
Reading-time (minutes)* 10.90 2.67 12.58 4.26 2.14 67 .018 0.47

Control-based Monitoring
Judgment magnitude

EOL* 50.68 15.48 41.03 20.60 241 74 .009 0.53
JOL 40.35 14.24 32.66 16.94 224 81 .014 0.49
RC 49.82 18.81 43.87 16.44 1.53 81 064 0.34
Absolute accuracy

EOL 12317 2436 0.36 27.45 223 81 .014 0.49
JoL 2.11 19.76 8317 19.85 2.40 81 .009 0.53
RC 11.777 18.19 2.96 17.57 2.24 81 .014 0.49
Relative accuracy

EOL (gamma) .029 699 .029 591 0.39 74 .349 0.09
JOL (gamma) 3317 628 119 567 1.60 80 .057 0.35
RC (gamma) 3137 184 3957 194 1.99 81 .025 0.44
Performance

First test 38.06 16.88 4091 17.60 0.75 81 453 0.17

Note. One-tailed t-tests, except for performance (two-tailed) because here, no significant difference was expected.
< Welch-corrected.
* Mean differs significantly from zero (p < .05). ** Mean differs significantly from zero (p < .01).
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Table 2
Descriptive statistics (means and standard deviations) and inferential statistics (t-tests between experimental groups) of within-person gamma correlations between
monitoring and control-processes.

Variables Fluent group (N = 42) Disfluent group
(N=41)

M SD M sD t dft p d
First text selection
EOL 27" 77 .07 .90 0.94 59 .350 0.25
joL .10 .82 27 .87 0.83 63 411 0.21
Second text selection
EOL .26* 65 .04 71 1.60 52 117 0.44
joL .16 .83 21 .87 0.19 55 .848 0.05
RC .03 .74 21 .69 0.94 57 .351 0.25
Termination of study
EOL 15 63 13 .74 1.69 65 .096 0.41
joL a7 .56 13 .63 0.32 71 747 0.08
RC .08 .53 .02 .55 0.46 72 .645 0.11
JOL (second phase) .05 .59 .04 73 0.08 67 .938 0.02

Note. Two-tailed t-tests because we expected that students base control on monitoring regardless of judgment accuracy.

2 For students who selected none or all text-passages for rereading or learned all text-passages for the maximum of 7 min, no gamma correlations can be computed. Thus, these
students were excluded from the t-tests, resulting in different dfs.

* Mean (one-tailed t-test) differs significantly from zero (p < .05).
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Table B.1

Correlations between dependent variables in the first phase across groups (N = 83)
Variable 1 2 3 4
Control

1. Reading-time

Control-based Monitoring

2. EOL 127

3.JOL 096 .099

4. RC .009 .006 498"
Performance
5. First test 224" .100 .252% 453"

*p <.05.**p < 01.

Table B.2
Correlations between dependent variables in the first phase in the fluent group
(N=42)

Variable 1 2 3 4

Control

1. Reading-time

Control-based Monitoring

2. EOL 139

3.JOL .043 077

4.RC .100 184 403"
Performance

5. First test 015 164 205 485"

*p <.05.**p < 01.

Table B.3
Correlations between dependent variables in the first phase in the disfluent group
(N=41)

Variable i 2 3 4

Control
1. Reading-time
Control-based Monitoring

2. EOL 039

3.JoL 228 113

4.RC 165 .087 564"
Performance

5. First test 339" .021 347" 468"

*p<.05."p < 0L
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