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about Roger Ulrich’s Theory of Supportive Design (1991), which has three components 
(positive distraction, social support, and perceived control), and you present the background 
on each component in that order in the Introduction, present the measures for each compo-
nent in that order in the Method section; then present the Results for each component in that 
order. Finally, in the Discussion section, interpret the findings in that order as well.

REVISIT AND RESPOND

•• Explain what Salovey (2000) meant when he talked about Results that tell a good 
story. How do you accomplish that? What is the advantage of putting the “prelimi-
naries” (e.g., reliabilities and demographic characteristics) in the Method sec-
tion? How do you organize your paper to create parallel construction? Why should 
you present as many findings as possible in tables and figures?

Writing About Results: The Specifics of What to Present

We have already talked about the top-down presentation of results; you start with the 
major hypotheses first before moving on to any secondary hypotheses. People reading 
your paper want to know whether your hypotheses were supported. After covering your 
major outcomes, additional relationships that were discovered (i.e., “fished” for) can be 
presented, remembering to make clear that these were post hoc analyses.

But how does the result “look?” First, the heading Results is centered and bolded. 
Table 11.1 presents the information that typically accompanies a reported finding:

TABLE 11.1	 ■	 Common Statistical Measures: What and How to Report	�    

Statistical 
Test What to Report How It Looks

t test Ms and SDs for each group

t value, df, p value (equal variances assumed 
or not assumed, according to outcome of 
Levene’s Test for Equality of Variances)

t (120) = 0.50, p = .62

ANOVAs Ms and SDs and ns for each group

F value, df, p value for each IV and 
interaction(s) for the outcome measure (DV)

If Tukeys or simple effects tests are needed, 
give the p value for each significant contrast

 F (4, 117) = 0.74, p = .57 

Source: Adapted from Devlin,  2006, Appendix C, pp. 243–244.


