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Research Questions Results Discussion

Independent variables

* Parity, measured as the difference in partnership GPA (z-score)

* Work Ethic, measured as the number of days between a partnership’s
first submission to the autograder and the project deadline (z-score)

+ Gender Composition, measured as 2 women, 2 men, or mixed gender

Dependent variables
* Project score (partnership average) -
* Exam score (partnership average)

* What kinds of partnerships form? Are they
balanced?

* How do different partnerships perform? Do
balanced partnerships perform better or worse
than unbalanced ones? Does partnership work
ethic affect performance?

Partnerships with higher work ethic tended to
perform better on both projects and exams,
even after controlling for other factors such as
GPA and parity.

Partnerships of differing gender composition
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