' DISPLAYING HESULTS-

@ Table 5.1. Basic Components of a Table
[EBIgRGRber - - » Table X

[@bi§iite - » Numbers of Children With and Without Proof of
Parental Citizenship luifin Spann

Girls i ) Boys ‘___

"\Grade With Without  With  Without %

R RN BN PR TSRS > \Wave 1 .

3 280 240 281 232 oross
o 4 297 251 290 264
: 5 301 260 306 221
Total 878 751 877 717
Wave 2 <+ table spanner

3 201 189 210 199 <-ooe i
4 294 194 236 210
5 23 216 239 213

Total 636 599 685 622, ‘

Note. General notes to a table appear here, including
definitions of abbreviations (see section 5.16).

“A specific note appears on a separate line below any general
notes; subsequent specific notes are run in (see section 5.16).

*A probability note (p value) appears on a separate line below
any specific notes; subsequent probability notes are run in (see
section 5.16 for more details on content).

emphasizes the nature of the factors by grouping the subscales of the test batteries
according to the pattern of the factor loadings. Which arrangement is better
depends on your purpose.

5.09 Standard Forms

Some data tables have certain standard (canonical) forms. The advantage of using the
canonical form is that the reader generally knows where to look in the table for cer-
tain kinds of information. In some situations, one may want to use a format other than
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8 Table 5.2. Sample of Effective Table Layout

Table X

Proportion of Errors in Younger and Older Groups

Younger Older
Level of difficulty n M (SD) 95% Cl n M (SD) 95% Cl
Low 12 .05 (.08) [.02, .11] 18 14(15) [.08, .22]
Moderate 15 .05 (.07) {.02, .10] 12 A7(15) [.08, .28]

High 16 A1 (10 [.07, .17] 14 26 (.21) (.15, .39}

Note. Cl ~ confidence interval

the canonical table form to make a specific point or to stress certain relationships. The
judicious use of nonstandard forms can be effective but must always be motivated by
the special circumstances of the data array. When using nonstandard forms, make cer-
tain that labeling is extremely clear because most readers will assume that the canoni-
cal form is being used. Section 5.18 includes examples of standard rables for present-
ing several types of data.

5.10 Relation of Tables and Text

Discussing tables in text. An informative table supplements—rather than dupli-
cates—the text. In the text, refer to every table and tell the reader what to look for.
Discuss only the table’s highlights; if you find yourself discussing every item of the
table in the text, the table is unnecessary. Similarly, if additional tables are to be
included in online supplemental archives, mention their existence only briefly in the
print version of the article. Tables designated as supplemental materials must be
accompanied by enough information to be completely understood on their own (see
section 2,13).

Citing tables. In the text, refer to tables by their number:
as shown in Table 8, the responses were provided by children with pretraining . . .

Do not write “the table above” (or below) or “the table on page 32,” because the posi-
tion and page number of a table cannot be determined until the pages are typeset.

5.11 Relation Between Tables

Consider combining tables that repeat data. Ordinarily, identical columns or rows of
data should not appear in two or more tables. Be consistent in the presentations of all
tables within a manuscript to facilitate comparisons. Use similar formats, titles, and
headings, and use the same terminology throughout (e.g., response time or reaction
time, not both).
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g Table 5.3. Sample Factor Loadings Table (With Rotation Method Specified)
The following table is formatted to emphasize the structure of the test batteries.
Table X
Factor Loadings for Exploratory Factor Analysis With Varimax Rotation of Personality
Pathology Scales
Emotional
Scale Introversion Dysregulation Peculiarity
SPQ Constricted Affect 77 .33 21
Excessive Social Anxiety .43 .52 .29
ldeas of Reference -.08 A7 .67
No Friends .84 19 A3
Odd Beliefs -.03 13 .50
Odd Behavior .23 19 .56
Odd Speech 15 34 .56
Unusual Perceptions .09 4 .76
DAPP Submissiveness 24 .70 .
Cognitive Distortion .26 .70 .36
Identity Problems 52 .58 .16
Affective Lability 1 73 .34
Restricted Expression .69 31 .02
Passive Oppositionality 25 .70 12
Intimacy Problems .63 18 .03
Anxiousness 24 .83 .18
Conduct Problems 27 10 24
Suspiciousness .39 36 23
Social Avoidance .59 .67 10
Insecure Attachment .04 .58 .26
Self-Harm .30 .38 28
Chapman Magical Ideation A2 7 72
Social Anhedonia .78 .04 .26
Perceptual Aberrations a2 .25 49
Physical Anhedonia 61 .05 -.15
Note. Factor loadings > .40 are in boldface. SPQ = Schizotypal Personality Questionnaire; DAPP = Dimensional
Assessment of Personality Pathology—Basic Questionnaire.
(continued)
|




- TABLES

BE Table 53. Sample Factor Loadings Table (continued)
The following table is formatted to emphasize the structure of the factors.

Table X

Factor Loadings for Exploratory Factor Analysis With Varimax Rotation of Personal; ;

Pathology Scales
Emotional
Scale Introversion Dysregulation Peculia

SPQ No Friends .84 19 :
Chapman Social Anhedonia .78 .04 .26
SPQ Constricted Affect 77 33 21
DAPP Restricted Expression .69 31 02
DAPP Intimacy Problems .63 18 03
Chapman Physical Anhedonia .61 .05 ~.15
DAPP Social Avoidance .59 .67 .10
DAPP Identity Problems .52 .58 .16
SPQ Excessive Social Anxiety .43 .52 .29
DAPP Anxiousness 24 .83 .18
DAPP Affective Lability 11 73 34
DAPP Cognitive Distortion 26 .70 .36
DAPP Passive Oppositionality 2b .70 12
DAPP Submissiveness 24 .70 .
DAPP Insecure Attachment .04 .58 .26
DAPP Self-Harm .30 .38 .28
SPQ Unusual Perceptions .09 14 .76
Chapman Magical ldeation A2 A7 72
SPQ Ideas of Reference -.08 A7 .67
SPQ Odd Speech 15 .34 .56
SPQ Odd Behavior .23 19 .56
SPQ Odd Beliefs -.03 A3 .50
Chapman Perceptual

Aberrations A2 .25 .49
DAPP Suspiciousness 39 .36 23
DAPP Conduct Problems 27 .10 .24

Note. Factor loadings > .40 are in boldface. SPQ = Schizotypal Personality Questionnaire; DAPP = Dimensional
Assessment of Personality—Basic Questionnaire. Adapted from “A Dimensional Model of Personality
Disorder: Incorporating DSM Cluster A Characteristics,” by J. L. Tackett, A. L. Silberschmidt, R. F Krueger,
and S. R. Sponheim, 2008, Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 117, p. 457. Copyright 2008 by the American
Psychological Association.
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5.12 Table Titles

Give every table a brief but clear and explanatory title. The basic content of the table
should be easily inferred from the title.

Too general:

Table 1
Relation Between College Majors and Performance [It is unclear what data are
presented in the table.]

Too detailed:
Table 1
Mean Performance Scores on Test A, Test B, and Test C of Students With

Psychology, Physics, English, and Engineering Majors [This duplicates informa-
tion in the headings of the table.]

Good title:

Mean Performance Scores of Students With Different College Majors

Abbreviations that appear in the headings or the body of a table sometimes can be
parenthetically explained in the table title.

Hit and False-Alarm (FA) Proportions in Experiment 2

Explain abbreviations that require longer explanations or that do not relate to the
table title in a general note to the table (see section 5.16 and Table 5.2). Do not use a
specific footnote to clarify an element of the title.

5.13 Table Headings

A table classifies related items and enables the reader to compare them. Data form the
body of the table. Headings establish your organization of the data and identify the
columns of data beneath them. Like a table title, a heading should be brief and should
not be many more characters in length than the widest entry.

Poor: Better:
Grade level Grade

3 3

4 4

5 5

You may use standard abbreviations and symbols for nontechnical terms (e.g., no.
for number, % for percent) and for statistics (e.g., M, SD, ¥, or any other abbrevia-
tion in Table 4.4) in table headings without explanation. Abbreviations of technical
terms, group names, and the like must be explained in the table title or in a note to the
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table (see section 5.12). Abbreviations may also be explained parenthetically following
entries in the stub column.

Each column of a table must have a heading, including the stub column or stub,
which is the leftmost column of the table (see Table 5.1 for illustration of technical
terms). Subordination within the stub is easier to comprehend if you indent the stub
items rather than create an additional column (e.g., Tables 5.4 and 5.5). The stub usu-
ally lists the major independent or predictor variables. In Table 5.1, for instance, the
stub lists the grades. Number elements only when they appear in a correlation matrix
{see Table 5.6) or if they are referred to by number in text.

All headings identify iteins below them, not across from them. The headings just
above the body of the table (called column heads and column spanners) identify the
entries in the vertical columns in the body of the table. A column head covers just one
column; a column spanner covers two or more columns, each with its own column

&% Table 5.4, Sample Table With Detailed Specifications of Complex
Experimental Designs

Table X

Summary of Experimental Designs

Group Stage | Stage 1l Test
Experiment 1
Block A+ AB+ Bvs D
CD+
Unblock intensity A+ AB+
CD+
Unblock number A+ AB++
CD++
Experiment 2 A+ AB+ AD vs. BC
C+
Experiment 3 A+ AD vs. BC
B+ A B, C D
C+
D++
Experiment 4a A+ AB+ AD vs. BC
C+
Experiment 4b A+ AB++ AD vs. BC
C+
Experiment 5 A+ AB+ AD vs. BC
C+ : CD++ A B CD

Note. A, B, C, and D were four conditioned stimuli: a clicker, tone, light, and flashing light, respectively
(counterbalanced). + denotes a 0.4-mA shock unconditioned stimulus; ++ denotes two 0.4-mA shocks; +
denotes a 0.8-mA unconditioned stimulus. Adapted from “Unblocking in Paviovian Fear Conditioning,” by
L. Bradfield and G. P. McNally, 2008, Journal of Experimental Psychology: Animal Behavior Processes, 34,
p. 259. Copyright 2008 by the American Psychological Association.
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B Table 55. Sample Table Display of a Sample’s Characteristics

Table X

Individual and Family Characteristics as a Percentage of the Sample (Census Data in
Parentheses)

Mother Father Chiid
Characteristic (n=750) (n=466) (n=750)

Self-identity

Mexican 77.2 71.0 41.0

Mexican American 22.8 29.0 59.0
Nativity?

Mexico 74.2  (38.2) 80.0 (44.2) 29.7

United States 25,8 (61.8) 20.0 (65.8) 70.3
Language preference®

Engiish 30.2  {52.7) 232  (52.7) 825 (70.0)

Spanish 69.8 (48.3) 76.8  (48.3) 175  (30.0)
Education level completed?

8th grade or less 292 (30.7) 30.2  (33.4)

Some high school 19.56  (20.9) 224  (22.6)

12th grade 23.1 (229 209  {20.7)

Some college/vocational 220 (19.2) 202 (17.1)

training

Bachelors or higher 6.2 (6.8) 6.2 6.2)
Employment status®

Employed 63.6 (46.6) 96.6 (97.1)

Unemployed 11.2 (3.9) 35 {2.9)

Housewife 250

Note Adapted from “Sampiing and Recruitment in Studies of Cultural Influences on Adjustment: A Case
Study With Mexican Americans.” by M. W Roosa, F. F Liu, M. Torres, N. A, Gonzales, G. P. Knight, and

D. Saenz, 2008, Journal of Family Psychology, 22, p. 300. Copyright 2008 by the American Psychological
Association.

2Census data are for all women or men and are not limited to parents or adults in our age group. ®The most
comparable census data for mothers and fathers are for all adults 18 and older and for children are for
15- to 17-year-olds. <Census data are for all women, not just mothers, whereas the male data are limited to
husbands.

head. Headings stacked in this way are called decked heads. Often decked heads can
be used to avoid repetition of words in column heads (see Table 5.1). If possible, do
not use more than two levels of decked heads.

Incorrect: Wordy: Correct:
Temporal Left Right Temporal lobe
lobe: Left Right temporal temporal

lobe lobe Liﬁ_—Ri_gE
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&% Table 5.6. Sample Table of Correlations in Which the Values for Two
Samples Are Presented

Table X

Summary of Intercorrelations, Means, and Standard Deviations for Scores on the BSS,
BDI, SAFE, and MFEIM as a Function of Race

Measure 1 2 3 4 M SD
1. BSS — - B4 29* 23+ 1.31 4.32
2 BDI 54 34% _ 14 8.33 7.76
3 SAFE 19* 30" — 074 4718 13.24
4. MEIM -.09 -1 -.08 — 4719 6.26
M 1.50 9.13 39.07 37.78

SD 3.84 7.25 13.17 7.29

Note. Intercorrelations for African American participants (n = 296) are presented above the diagonal, and
intercorrelations for European American participants {n = 163} are presented below the diagonal. Means and
standard deviations for African American students are presented in the vertical columns, and means and
standard deviations for European Americans are presented in the horizontal rows. For all scales, higher
scores are indicative of more extreme responding in the direction of the construct assessed. BSS = Beck
Suicide Scale; BDI = Beck Depression Inventory; SAFE = Societal Attitudinal Famitial Environmental: MEIM
= Multigroup Ethnic Identity Measure. Adapted from "An Empirical Investigation of Stress and Ethnic
Identity as Moderators for Depression and Suicidal [deation in College Students,” by R. L. Walker, L. R.
Wingate, £, M. Obasi, and T. E. Joiner. 2008, Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology, 14, p. 78.
Copyright 2008 by the American Psychological Association.

*p< 01

A few tables may require table spanners in the body of the table. These table span-
ners cover the entire width of the body of the table, allowing for further divisions with-
in the table (see Tables 5.1 and 5.15). Also, table spanners can be used to combine two
tables provided they have identical column heads.

Any item within a column should be syntactically as well as conceptually comparable
with the other items in that column, and all items should be described by the column head:

Nonparallel: Parallel:

Condition Condition
Functional psychotic Functional psychosis
Drinks to excess Alcoholism
Character disorder Character disorder

Stub heads, column heads, and column spanners should be singular unless they
refer to groups (e.g., Children), but table spanners may be plural. Capitalize only the
first letter of the first word of all headings (column heads, column spanners, stub



DISPLAYING RESULTS

Table 5.7. Sample Table of Results of Fitting Mathematical Models

Table X

Estimates [and 95% Confidence Intervals] for the Parameters of the Simplified
Conjoint Recognition Model for Experiment 5

List condition

Parameter Target-tirst Target-last Control Al o p

a 43 .28 24 4.26 12
(.30, .57] (.16, .40] [.10, .38]

b .26 27 19 4.68 10
(.19, .32] (.21, .33] (.13, .24]

G, 29 .38 .28 0.39 82
[.00, .63] [.14, .63] (.03, .53]

G 43 .70 72 4.86 .09
[.19, .67 (.55, .84] [.56, .88]

v, .89 81 86 3.20 20
[.83, .94] .75, .87 (.80, .91]

% 72, .05, 28, 20.89 <.01
(61, .82] [.00, .42] [.00, .62]

Note. Parameter estimates in each row that share subscripts do not differ significantly. a = probability of
guessing “target”; b = probability of guessing that an item is either a target or a related probe; G, = probabil-
ity of retrieving a target’s gist trace given a target probe; G, = probability of retrieving a target's gist trace
given a related probe; V, = probability of retrieving a target’s verbatim trace given a target probe; V. = proba-
bility of retrieving a target’s verbatim trace given a related probe. Adapted from “A Simplified Conjoint
Recognition Paradigm for the Measurement of Gist and Verbatim Memory,” by C. Stahl and K. C. Klauer,
2008, Journal of Experimental Psychology: L earning, Memory, and Cognition, 34, p. 579. Copyright 2008 by
the American Psychological Association.

heads, and table spanners) and word entries. Also, capitalize the first letter of each
word of all proper nouns and the first word following a colon or em dash.

5.14 Table Body

Decimal values. The table body contains the data. Express numerical values to the
number of decimal places that the precision of measurement justifies (see section 4.35),
and if possible, carry all comparable values to the same number of decimal places.

Empty cells. If the point of intersection between a row and a column (called a cell) can-
not be filled because data are not applicable, leave the cell blank. If a cell cannot be
filled because data were not obtained or are not reported, insert a dash in that cell and
explain the use of the dash in the general note to the table. By convention, a dash in
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the main diagonal position of a correlation matrix (see Table 5.6) indicates the corre-
lation of an item with itself, which must be 1.00, and is simply replaced by the dash.
If you need to explain that an element of a table is unavailable or inapplicable, use a
specific note rather than a dash (see section 5.16).

Conciseness. Be selective in your presentation. Do not include columns of data that
can be calculated easily from other columns:

Not concise:

No. responses

First Second
Participant trial trial Total M

1 & 7 12 6

The example could be improved by giving either the number of responses per trial
or the total number of responses, whichever is more important to the discussion, and
by not including the column with the mean because its calculation is simple.

5.15 Confidence Intervals in Tables

When a table includes point estimates, for example, means, correlations, or regression
slopes, it should also, where possible, include confidence intervals. You may report
confidence intervals in tables either by using brackets, as in text (see section 4.10) and
in Table 5.8, or by giving lower and upper limits in separate columns, as in Table 5.9.
In every table that includes confidence intervals, state the confidence level, for exam-
ple, 95%. It 1s usuvally best to use the same confidence level throughout a paper.

5.16 Table Notes

Tables may have three kinds of notes placed below the body of the table: general notes,
specific notes, and probability notes.

A general note qualifies, explains, or provides information relating to the table as
a whole and ends with an explanation of any abbreviations, symbols, and the like.
Included within general notes would be any acknowledgments that a table is repro-
duced from another source. General notes are designated by the word Note (italicized)
followed by a period. (See Tables 5.1 and 5.4, among others.)

Note. Factor loadings greater than .45 are shown in boldface. M = match process;
N = nonmatch process.

A specific note refers to a particular column, row, or cell. Specific notes are indi-
cated by superscript lowercase letters (e.g., > ©). Within the headings and table body,
order the superscripts from left to right and from top to bottom, starting at the top left.

Table notes, general or specific, apply only to that specific table and not to any other
table. Begin each table’s first footnote with a superscript lowercase a (see Table 5.5).

an =25. PThis participant did not complete the trials.
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Table 5.8. Sample Table Including Confidence Intervals With Brackets

Table X

Weight Status, Body Dissatisfaction, and Weight Control Behaviors at Time 1 and
Suicidal Ideation at Time 2

Adjusted for
demographic

Unadjusted?® variables®?
Variable OR 95% ClI OR 95% ClI

Weight status

Young men 0.97 [0.78, 1.21] 0.94 [0.75, 1.19]

Young women 1.06 [0.88, 1.26] 1.02 [0.85, 1.23]
Body dissatisfaction

Young men 0.88 [0.50, 1.54] 0.99 [0.56, 1.75]

Young women 1.06 [0.77, 1.46] 1.02 [0.74, 1.42]
UWCB

Young men 0.81 [0.54, 1.24] 0.77 {0.50, 1.19]

Young women 0.89 [0.65, 1.21] 0.93 [0.68, 1.27]
EWCRB

Young men 1.36 [0.55, 3.36] 1.73 (0.69, 4.37]

Young women 1.98 [1.34, 2.93] 2.00 [1.34, 2.99]

Note. OR = odds ratio; Cl = confidence interval; UWCB = unhealthy weight control behaviors; EWCB =
extreme weight control behaviors. Adapted from “Are Body Dissatisfaction, Eating Disturbance, and Body
Mass Index Predictors of Suicidal Behavior in Adolescents? A Longitudinal Study,” by S. Crow, M. E.
Eisenberg, M. Story, and D. Neumark-Sztainer, 2008, Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 76,

p. 890. Copyright 2008 by the American Psychological Association.

aFour weightrelated variables entered simultaneously. *Adjusted for race, socioeconomic status, and age
group.

A probability note indicates how asterisks and other symbols are used in a table to
indicate p values and thus the results of tests of statistical hypothesis testing. For results
of statistical significance testing in text and tables, report the exact probabilities to two
or three decimal places (e.g., p = .023 as opposed to p < .05; see Table 5.7 and section
4.35). When displaying the result in graphical modes (including certain tables such as
tables of correlation matrices), it may be difficult to follow this recommendation with-
out making the graphic unruly. Therefore, when displaying results graphically, revert
to reporting in the “p <” style if using exact probabilities would make it difficult to
comprehend the graphic. When discussing the results in the text, use exact probabili-
ties regardless of the display mode. Include a probability note only when relevant to
specific data within the table.

If the “p <” style is required, asterisks indicate ranges of p values. Assign the same
number of asterisks from table to table within your paper, such as *p < .05, **p < .01,
and ***p < .001. Do not use any value smaller than ***p < .001.




B Table 5.9. Sample Table Including Confidence Intervals With Upper
and Lower Limits

Table X

Estimated Distance {cm) for Letter and Digit Stimuli

95% ClI
Condition M (SD) LL UL
Letters 145 (28.6) 5.4 236
Digits 318 (33.2) 21.2 42 .4

Note. Cl = confidence interval, LL = lower limit, UL = upper limit.

If you need to distinguish between one-tailed and two-tailed tests in the same table,
use an asterisk for the two-tailed p values and an alternate symbol (e.g., dagger) for
the one-tailed p values.

*p < .05, two-tailed. **p < .01, two-tailled. Tp < .05, one-tailed.
p < .01, one-tailed.

To indicate statistically significant differences between two or more table entries—
for example, means that are compared with procedures such as a Tukey test—use low-
ercase subscripts (see Table 5.7). Explain the use of the subscripts in the table note (sce
the following sample table notes).

Note. Means sharing a common subscript are not statistically different at o =
01 according tc the Tukey HSD procedure.

Order the notes to a table in the following sequence: general note, specific note,
probability note (see Table 5.1).

Note. The participants . . . responses.
an=25.tn=42,
*p< .05 **p<.01.

Each type of note begins flush left (i.e., no paragraph indentation) on a new line
below the table. The first specific note begins flush left on a new line under the gener-
al note; subsequent specific notes are run in (lengthy specific notes may be set on sep-
arate lines when typeset). The first probability note begins flush left on a new line; sub-
sequent probability notes are run in.

Notes can be useful for eliminating repetition from the body of a table. Certain
types of information may be appropriate either in the table or in a note. To determine
the placement of such material, remember that clearly and efficiently organized data
enable the reader to focus on the data. Thus, if probability values or subsample sizes are
numerous, use a column rather than many notes. Conversely, if a row or column con-
tains few entries (or the same entry), eliminate the column by adding a note to the table:
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Poor: Better:

Group n Group?
Anxious 15 Anxious
Depressed 15 Depressed
Control 15 Control

‘n=15

5.17 Ruling of Tables

Limit the use of rules (i.e., lines) in a table to those that are necessary for clarity.
Appropriately positioned white space can be an effective substitute for rules; for exam-
ple, long, uninterrupted columns of numbers or words are more readable if a horizontal
line of space is inserted after every fourth or fifth entry. In the manuscript, use spacing
between columns and rows and strict alignment to clarify relationships within a table.

Tables may be submitted either single- or double-spaced. Consider the readability
of the table during the review process in making your decision.

5.18 Presenting Data in Specific Types of Tables

Complex experimental designs can be summarized in compact tables, making the
entire structure of the experiment clear without the need for lengthy textual descrip-
tions (see Table 5.4).

Important characteristics of a sample can be concisely summarized in a well-organ-
ized table. Providing comparable census data can help the reader understand the gen-
eralizability of the results (see Table 5.5).

Key psychometric properties of the major variables can be casily summarized in a
table (see Table 5.10). Clearly state the index of reliability (or other psychometric
property) being used and the sample on which the reliability was based (if different
from the study samnple).

Table 5.11 shows one-degree-of-freedom within-subject contrasts within a larger
set of effects, including both confidence intervals and effect sizes. In Table 5.6, note the
compact, yet information-packed, form in which the intercorrelations among the vari-
ables for two different groups are presented in the same table—one group below the
main diagonal, the other above the main diagonal. Means and standard deviations for
the two groups are similarly positioned, with the Group 1 means and standard devia-
tions given in the last two data columns and those for Group 2 in the last two data
rows. Construction of a correlation matrix of this type not only is concise in terms of
the amount of page space used but also makes the visual comparison of correlational
elements much easier.

Clearly label the type of regression (e.g., hierarchical) and type of regression coef-
ficients (raw or standardized) being reported (see Tables 5.12 and 5.13). For hierarchi-
cal and other sequential regressions, be sure to provide the increments of change (see
section 4.44).

In model-comparison tables, ensure that the competing models arc clearly identi-
fied and that the comparisons are clearly specified. Comparative fit indices can be use-
ful for the reader (see Tables 5.14 and 5.15).
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#4 Table 5.10. Sample Table Display of Psychometric Properties of Key
Outcome Variables

Table X

Psychometric Properties of the Major Study Variables

Range
Variable n M SD [0 Potential Actual Skew
Dispositional
affectivity
Positive 560 3.27 0.77 91 1-5 1.0-5.0 -0.36
Negative 563 2.26 0.79 91 1-5 1.0-4.7 0.63
Social support
Mother 160 417 1.08 92 1-6 1.0-50 ~1.64
Partner 474 4.03 1.19 94 1-5 1.0-5.0 -1.26
Friend 396 4.37 0.89 .90 1-5 1.0-56.0 -1.94
Social conflict
Mother 159 1.22 0.47 81 1-6 1.0-3.6 3.07
Partner 471 1.40 0.79 90 1-6 1.0-5.0 2.63
Friend 381 1.1 0.45 49 1-6 1.0-5.0 527
Postahortion
adjustment
Distress 609 0.59 0.63 .90 0-4 0.0-3.0 1.56

Well-be'ng 606 4.60 0.69 85 1-6 2.3-6.0 ~-0.53

Note. The variation in sample size is due to the variation in the number of women who told a particutar source
about the abortion. Adapted from “Mixed Messages: Implications of Social Conflict and Social Support Within
Close Relationships for Adjustment to a Stressful Life Event,” by B. Major, J. M. Zubek, M. L. Cooper,

C. Cozzarelli, and C. Richards, 1397, Journal of Personality and Social Psychalogy, 76, p. 1355. Copyright 1997
by the American Psychological Association.

The two illustrative samples in Table 5.3 demonstrate how table formatting can be
varied depending on the emphasis desired. Tables may contain entries other than just
numerals (e.g., text; see Table 5.16) as long as the basic row by column structure is
maintained.
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B Table 5.11. Sample Table of One-Degree-of-Freedom Statistical

Contrasts
Table X
Contrast of Time 1 With Time 2 For Exhaustion-Only Group That Changed Toward
Burnout

Time 1 Time 2 95% ClI

Cohen's
Variable M SD M SD H34) [} LL UL d

Workload 2.79 0.89 2.61 0.66 1.61 A2 -0.06 042 0.72
Control 3.60 0.83 3.13 1.18 1.91 .06 -0.05 0.98 0.85
Reward 368 0.82 3.26 0.62 1.68 10 -0.08 0.70 0.75
Community 3.75 0.79 3.21  1.01 2.96 .006 0.16 092 1.32
Fairness 277 065 232 0.97 2.33 .03 005 0.85 1.04
Values 3.25 0.78 265 093 3.70 <.001 026 094 1.65
Exhaustion 3.16 096 362 095 -2.08 .05 -0.92 000 -093
Cynicism 092 038 330 1.05 -871 <.001 -295 -1.81 -3.89
Efficacy 454 1.08 438 1.25 0.51 .61 -049 0.80 0.23

Note. Cl = confidence interval; LL = lower limit; UL = upper limit. Adapted from "Early Predictors of Job
Burnout and Engagement,” by C. Maslach and M. Leiter, 2008, Journal of Applied Psychology, 93, p. 509.
Copyright 2008 by the American Psychological Association.




TABLES

&% Table 512. Sample Regression Table

Table X

Predictors of Self-Reported Moral Behavior

Self-reported moral behavior

Model 2

Variable Model 1 B B 95% Cli
Constant 3.192** 2.99%* [2.37, 3.62]
Gender 0.18* 017 [-0.00, 0.33]
Age -0.06 -0.05 (-0.14, 0.03]
Social desirability bias -0.08** -0.08** 1-0.10, —0.05}
Moral identity internalization -0.17** -D.16** [-0.26, -0.06]
Moral identity symbolization 0.07* 0.06 [-0.01, 0.12]
Perceptual moral attentiveness 0.07~ [0.00, 0.13]
Reflective moral attentiveness -0.01 (-0.08, 0.06]
R? .29 31
F 19.07** 14.46**
AR? 01

AF 2.39

Note N =242 C! = confidence interval Adapted from “"Moral Attentivenass. Who Days Atlention (o ihe
Moral Aspeats of Life?" by 5. J. Reynalds, 2008, Journai of Apphied Psychology, 93, p. 1035. Copyright 2008
by the Amearican Psychological Association,

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




DISPLAYING RESULTS

Table 5.13. Sample Hierarchical Mulitiple RegresSion Table

Table X

Hierarchical Multiple Regression Analyses Predicting Postabortion Positive Well-Being
From Preabortion Social Support and Preabortion Social Conflict With Mother, Partner,
and Friend

Source of social support and social conflict

Mother Partner Friend
Predictor AR? & B AR? B AR? B
Step 1 3% J1Ox L10***
Control variables®
Step 2 JGr*® JgErE LI
Positive affect RCH Rl BCY AR 3p***
Negative affect —.25%** —27%** —30***
Step 3 .02 0b*** .01*
Social support A7 R ARGe .08
Social conflict .09 -.08 - 06
Step 4 .01 .00 .00
Social Support x
Social Conflict -.14 -00 -07
Total R? v 32 33 ** 4%
n 153 455 373

Note, Adapted from "Mixed Messages: implications of Social Conflict and Social Support Within Close
Relationships for Adjustrment to a Stressful Life Event,” by B. Major, J. M. Zubek, M. L. Cooper, C. Cozzarelli,
and C. Richards, 1997, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 72, p. 1359. Copyright 1997 by the
American Psychological Association.

»Cortrol variables included age, race, education, marital status, religion, abortion history, depression history,
and prior menta! health counseling

< 10. *p < 05 *"*p <« 001



8 Table 5.14. Sample Model Comparison Table

Table X

Fit Indices for Nested Sequence of Cross-Sectional Models

Model X2 NFI PFI a» NF|

1. Mobley's (1977)
measurement model 443,18* .92 67

2. Quit & search intentions 529.80* .89 .69
Difference between
Model 2 and Model 1 86.61* 03

3 Search intentions &
thoughts of quitting 519.75* 90 69
Difference between
Model 3 and Model 1 76.57* .02

4. Intentions to quit &
thoughts of quitting 546.97* .89 69
Difference between
Model 4 and Model 1 103.78* 03
5. One withdrawal cognition 616.97* .87 .70
Difference between
Model 5 and Model 1 173.79* .05
6. Hom, Griffeth, & Sallaro’s
(1984) structural model 754.37* 84 v
Difference between
Model 6 and Model 5 137.39% 03
7. Structural null model 2,741.49* .23 27
Difference between
Model 7 and Model 6 1,987.13% 61

8. Null model 3,849.07*

Note. NF| = normed fit index; PFl = parsimonious fit index. Adapted from “Structural Equations Modeling
Test of a Turnover Theory: Cross-Sectional and Longitudinal Analyses,” by P. W. Hom and R. W. Griffeth,
1991, Journal of Applied Psychalogy, 76, p. 356. Capyright 1991 by the American Psychological Association.
*p < .05.



% Table 5.15. Sample Multilevel Model Table

Table X

DISPLAYING RESULTS

Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance—Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models
of the Predictors of Positive Parenting

Parameter Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Modet 4 Model 5
Fixed effects
Intercept 12.51(0.04) 1223(0.07) 1223(0.07) 1223(0.07} 1264(0.11)
Level 1
{child-specific)
Age -0.49* (0.02) -0.48* (0.02) -0.48*(0.02) -0.48*(0.02}
Age? 0.06* (0.01) 0.06* (0.01)  0.06* (001} 0.06* {(0.01)
Negative -0.56* (0.08) -0.53* (0.08) -0.57*(0.09) -0.57(0.09)
affectivity
Girt 0.05(0.09) 0.05 (0.0%) 0.04 (0.05) 0.0710.05)
Not bic -0341026) 028026 -028(020) -030i0.28)
mother
Not bio. father -034%(0.10) -031*(0.10} -0.30* (0.10) -0.29(0.15)
Oldest sibling 0.38* (0.07) 0.37*(0.07) 0.37*(0.07) 036* (0.07)
Middle sibling -0.36% (0.06) -0.34% (0.06) -0.35* (0.06) -0.28* (0.06)
Level 2 (family)
SES 0.18™ (0.06)
Marital -0.43% (0.14}
dissatisfaction
Family sizo -0.41*{0.08)
Single parent 0.09(0.19)
All-girl sibship -0.20 (0.13)
Mixed-gender -0.25* {0.10)
sibship
Random paremeters
Level 2
Intercept/ 5.13*(0.17) 487*(0.18)  4.92*(0.18)  4.86* (0.15) 4.79* (0.14)
intercept
(02,)
Age/age (o2, 0.09%(0.01)  0.09* (0.01) 0.09* {0.01)

(continued)




TABLES

Ml Table 5.15. Sample Multilevel Model Table (continued}

Parameter Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5

Agefintercept -0.04 (0.03) -0.05(0.03) -0.05{0.03)
(O%10)

Neg. affect/neg. 1.51* (0.46) 1.51* (0.46)
affect (0%,

Neg. affect/ -0.03(0.20} -0.02 (0.20)
intercept
{62y

Neg. affect/ 0.00 (0.05)  -0.00 {0.05)
age (0%,

Level 1

Intercept/ 3.80* (0.08) 2.74* (0.06) 2.30* (0.07) 2.19* (0.07) 2.18* (0.07)
Intercept
(w,)

-2*log 38,369.7 37,001.9 36,919.6 36,899.8 36,8494
likelihood

Note. Standard errors are in parentheses. Not bio. mother = not living with the biological mother; Not bio.
father = not living with the biological father; SES = socineconomic status; Neg. affect = negative affectivity.
Adapted from “The Role of the Shared Family Context in Differential Parenting,” by J. M. Jenkins,

J. Rasbash, and T. G. O'Connor, 2003, Developmental Psychology, 39. p. 104. Copyright 2003 by the
American Psychological Association

*p < .05



B Table 5.16. Sample Word Table

Table X

Inductively Developed Thematic Categories

Thematic Characteristic
Category category Key terms Level 3 responses

Family traditionalism Q1. How “should” husbands
wives, and children act?
What is the "right way" to
act? What are certain family
members supposed to do?

F1 Macho Man, woman, say, The husband is the one who
privilege house OR mother gives "orders.” The wife
never says what she feels.
The children should “obey,”
no matter what.
F2 Family trust Respect OR Always share everything
and respect trust OR work equally and there should be
OR help respect among everyone/
between couples and children.
F3 Family unity Family OR unity Above all, there should be
Tamily unity.
F4 Values Tradition OR If she is a true believer, she
traditions continue OR should always participate in
important the traditions.

Rural lifestyle Q2. Many “traditional” peo-
ple like Maria believe that life
in a small rural town is better
than life in a big city. Please
tell me some of these
beliefs.

R1 Small town Small town OR Because there is so much
life is better everybody knows violence in the hig city. .
each other You know your town and pco-
ple and you frust cach othes
I'ke family.
R2 Big city op- Live OR believe Better to live in a big cily
portunities OR big cities because there are more jobs
OR better and educational opportunities.
R3 Rural Life OR less stress | agree that life in a small town
tranquility OR rural is better because in a small
town life is more peaceful.
There is less gang activity and
overall life is more peaceful.
R4 It depends It depends OR more Sometimes it is true that rural

opportunities
OR the city

life is better. However, it's also
true that a big city can help
you or can destroy you; that
depends on you.

Note. Adapted from "Traditions and Alcohol Use: A Mixed-Methods Analysis,” by F G. Castro and K. Coe,
2007, Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology, 13, p. 276. Copyright 2007 by the American

Psychological Association.
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5.19 Table Checklist

The following checklist may help ensure that the data in your table are effectively pre-
sented and conform to the style rules presented in this chapter.

EE Table Checklist
3 s the table necessary?

[0 Does it belong in the print version of the article, or can it go in an online sup-
plemental file?

[ Are all comparable tables in the manuscript consistent in presentation?

0 Is the title brief but explanatory?

]

Does every column have a column head?

Are all abbreviations explained, as well as special use of italics, parentheses,
italics, dashes, boldface, and special symbols?

[J Are the notes in the following order: general note, specific note, probability
note?

(' Are all vertical rules eliminated?

[ Are confidence intervals reported for all major point estimates? Is the confi-
dence level—for example, 95%—stated, and is the same level of confidence
used for al tables and throughout the paper?

I If statistical significance testing is used, are all probability level values correct:
ly identified? Are asterisks attached to the appropriate table entrics anly
when needed (as opposed to stating exact probabilities)? When used, is a
probability level assigned the same number of asterisks in all tables in the
same paper?

3 If all or part of a copyrighted table is reproduced or adapted, do the table
notes give full credit to the copyright owner? Have you received written per-
mission for reuse {in print and electronic form} from the copyright holder and
sent a copy of that written permission to the journal editor with the final ver-
sion of your paper?

(J Is the table referred to in text?

Figures

5.20 Principles of Figure Use and Construction

There are many different types of figures; however, certain principles are the same for
all figure types. The first consideration is the information value of the figure in the con-

text of the paper in which it is to appear. If the figure does not add substantively to the
understanding of the paper or duplicates other elements of the paper, it should not be
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