
 

Preliminary Results 
 
1. Users of the collection have a good spread in profile (gender, age) 
 
 

 Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
Age  between 18 and 25 8 11,1 11,1
Age  between 26 and 35 20 27,8 38,9
Age between 36 and 45 18 25,0 63,9
Age between 46 and 55 22 30,6 94,4
Age between 56 and 65  4 5,6 100,0
Total 72 100,0  

Table 1: Spread in Age 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
Male 26 36,1 36,1
Female 46 63,9 100,0
Total 72 100,0  

Table 2: Spread in gender 
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2. Older users more explicitly judge the collection as interesting and inspiring 
 
 

   
 

Interest Reflection Inspiration Implementation Communication Dissemination Discussion 
Age Pearson 

Correlation ,537(*) ,584(*) ,343 ,359 ,315 ,184 ,246 

  Sig. 
(2-tailed) ,012 ,028 ,128 ,172 ,164 ,424 ,283 

  N 21 14 21 16 21 21 21 
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Table 3: Correlation Age – Impact 
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Figure 1: Correlation Age – Interest     Figure2: Correlation Age - Reflection 
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3. The usability of the interface was unanimously as good or very good. It therefore 

did not differentiate in the amount or form of impact. 
 
 

    Interest Reflection Inspiration Implementation Communication Dissemination Discussion 
Usability Pearson  

Correlation ,159 ,414 ,142 ,261 -,055 ,082 ,100 

  Sig. (2-
tailed) ,503 ,160 ,550 ,347 ,819 ,731 ,675 

  N 20 13 20 15 20 20 20 
Table 4: Correlation Usability - Impact 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Visiting the collection is a personnel experience 
 

 Interest Reflection Inspiration Implementation Communication Dissemination Discussion 
N Valid 21 14 21 16 21 21 21 
  Missing 0 7 0 5 0 0 0 
Mean 3,00 2,93 3,00 2,69 2,38 2,38 2,33 
Median 3,00 3,00 3,00 3,00 2,00 2,00 2,00 
Std. Deviation ,632 ,475 ,707 ,704 ,740 ,740 ,658 

Table 5: Means on impact variables 
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5. Members of an educational support team visit the collection more often then 

teachers, although it’s difficult to differentiate impact by role 
 
 

    Function Number of visits 
Function Pearson Correlation 1 ,523(**) 
  Sig. (2-tailed) . ,000 
  N 62 62 
Number of visits Pearson Correlation ,523(**) 1 
  Sig. (2-tailed) ,000 . 
  N 62 62 

**  Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
Table 6: Correlation Function – Number of visits 
 
 

Table 7: Correlation Function - Impact 

   Interest Reflection Inspiration Implementation Communication Dissemination Discussion 
Function Pearson 

Correlation -,447 .(a) ,165 .(a) -,095 ,025 -,106 

  Sig. (2-
tailed) ,055 . ,500 . ,699 ,918 ,666 

  N 19 14 19 14 19 19 19 
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Didactical model 
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Screenshots For Example-collection 
 

Photo 1: Interface Examples 
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Photo 2: popups 
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