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Introduction
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* People are more likely to reach a
correct answer 1f they experience
insight when solving a math problem.

36%
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70% * People are more likely to have higher
confidence in the correctness of the
solutions 1f they experience insight

when solving a math problem.
Methods Note: These two charts show the percentages of trials with the indicated outcomes. 5 b
Materials: Discussion

* If so, are people more likely to 1) reach a correct answer and 2)
have higher confidence levels in the correctness of the solutions 1f
they experience 1nsight during the solving process?
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4 both the solutions and reports of

Procedure: - .
0.75 insights less accurate.

The experimenter gives the subject instructions and the description of T .
“insight”, which emphasizes suddenness and inability to articulate how * Problem order was not randomized.
they get the idea. 0.50
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D The subject works on the seven problems, and writes out their steps and .U biect; q
solutions via a note-taking application on an electronic tablet. 0.25° 1 . 5¢ mo.re Objective and non- .
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