Experimental Insights on Anti-Social Behavior: 
Two Meta-Analyses
[bookmark: _Toc157180176]Online Appendix

Table of Contents

Appendix A. Additional Tables	2
Table A1: Summary of description frequency by other variables	2
Table A2: Summary of destruction rate by other variables	3
Table A3: Meta-regressions on complete dataset, with separate JoD category	5
Table A4: Meta-regression on subsample, with endgame effects	7
Table A5: Meta-regression with game variables x game interactions	8
Table A6: Robustness check - Meta-regressions on complete dataset	9
Table A7: Robustness check - Meta-regressions on money burning dataset	11

Appendix B. Dataset	13

Appendix C. Meta-analysis references list	22



[bookmark: _Toc157180177]Appendix A. Additional Tables

[bookmark: _Toc157180178]Table A1: Summary of description frequency by other variables
	Group
	N
	Mdd
	Lower 95%
	Upper 95%
	Q
	P>Q
	τ2
	% I2
	H2

	Game
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Allocation games
	18
	0.26
	0.20
	0.31
	565.92
	0.00
	0.01
	95.77
	23.65

	Contest
	43
	0.48
	0.40
	0.56
	12482.05
	0.00
	0.07
	99.63
	269.35

	Coordination games
	12
	0.40
	0.26
	0.53
	1967.98
	0.00
	0.05
	99.36
	155.58

	Money burning
	129
	0.22
	0.19
	0.25 
	11558.32
	0.00
	0.02
	99.64
	274.48

	Joy of Destruction
	82
	0.33
	0.29
	0.38
	6209.15
	0.00
	0.04
	99.76
	411.76

	Social dilemma
	46
	0.14
	0.10
	0.17
	26907.94
	0.00
	0.01
	99.94
	1736.79

	Vendetta
	16
	0.60
	0.51
	0.68
	917.67
	0.00
	0.03
	98.51
	67.05

	Published
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Unpublished
	52
	0.34
	0.29
	0.40
	11663.99
	0.00
	0.04
	99.87
	780.49

	Published
	294
	0.28
	0.26
	0.31
	110000.00
	0.00
	0.05
	99.95
	1966.24

	Between-subject
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Within-subject
	35
	0.31
	0.26
	0.36
	1399.47
	0.00
	0.02
	99.08
	108.62

	Between-subject
	311
	0.29
	0.27
	0.32
	110000.00
	0.00
	0.05
	99.95
	2141.56

	Strategy method
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Direct response
	294
	0.28
	0.25
	0.30
	110000.00
	0.00
	0.05
	99.95
	2124.60

	Strategy method
	52
	0.39
	0.34
	0.45
	3224.68
	0.00
	0.04
	97.80
	45.49

	House money effect 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Earned endowment 
	150
	0.19
	0.16
	0.21
	43670.81
	0.00
	0.03
	99.93
	1398.40

	Given endowment
	196
	0.38
	0.34
	0.41
	25619.10
	0.00
	0.05
	99.70
	332.75

	Experiment
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Online
	23
	0.27
	0.22
	0.31
	673.37
	0.00
	0.01
	97.41
	38.59

	Laboratory
	269
	0.27
	0.25
	0.30
	67363.51
	0.00
	0.05
	99.93
	1499.59

	Field
	54
	0.40
	0.35
	0.45
	7868.43
	0.00
	0.03
	99.84
	629.09

	Region
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Africa
	21
	0.35
	0.25
	0.44
	5026.81
	0.00
	0.05
	99.96
	2254.98

	America
	55
	0.18
	0.13
	0.22
	6364.04
	0.00
	0.02
	99.87
	761.44

	Asia-Pacific
	68
	0.22
	0.18
	0.27
	7910.50
	0.00
	0.04
	99.89
	929.60

	Europe
	202
	0.34
	0.31
	0.37
	45000.21
	0.00
	0.05
	99.89
	905.56

	Overall
	346
	0.29
	0.27
	0.32
	120000.00
	0.00
	0.05
	99.95
	1844.17


Notes: Mdd refers to the percentage of destruction decisions, or the extensive margin of antisocial behavior. Published refers to whether the experiment/study was published or unpublished at the time the meta-analysis was conducted. A between-subject design randomises each subject to a single treatment, while a within-subject design exposes the same subject to different treatments. In an experiment, subjects are asked to either make selections for all contingent choices (strategy method) or choose actions on the path of play (direct response). House money effect refers to whether the endowment was earned by subjects or exogenously given to subjects by the experimenter. Experiment can be carried out online, in the laboratory, or in the field. Finally, region refers to the geographic location where the experiment was conducted. Number of players is not included as it is not a categorical variable.
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	Group
	N
	Mdr
	Lower 95%
	Upper 95%
	Q
	P>Q
	τ2
	% I2
	H2

	Game
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Allocation games
	16
	0.21
	0.15
	0.28
	1311.91
	0.00
	0.02
	99.35
	154.18

	Contest
	35
	0.15
	0.10
	0.19
	4467.38
	0.00
	0.02
	99.59
	246.87

	Coordination games
	12
	0.39
	0.26
	0.53
	3423.46
	0.00
	0.05
	99.58
	236.20

	Money burning
	127
	0.15
	0.13
	0.17
	9646.80
	0.00
	0.013
	99.58
	238.07

	Joy of Destruction
	79
	0.29
	0.24
	0.33
	5793.56
	0.00
	0.039
	99.80
	498.07

	Social dilemma
	41
	0.05
	0.04
	0.07
	12199.92
	0.00
	0.00
	99.96
	2389.83

	Vendetta
	16
	0.51
	0.43
	0.59
	1119.18
	0.00
	0.03
	98.62
	72.62

	Published
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Unpublished
	43
	0.34
	0.28
	0.41
	6832.99
	0.00
	0.05
	99.86
	721.87

	Published
	283
	0.18
	0.16
	0.20
	230000.00
	0.00
	0.03
	99.98
	5973.37

	Between-subject
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Within-subject
	33
	0.28
	0.22
	0.33
	4714.20
	0.00
	0.03
	99.55
	220.30

	Between-subject
	293
	0.19
	0.17
	0.21
	240000.00
	0.00
	0.03
	99.99
	6966.70

	Strategy method
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Direct response
	277
	0.17
	0.15
	0.19
	230000.00
	0.00
	0.03
	99.98
	5580.70

	Strategy method
	49
	0.39
	0.32
	0.45
	3280.23
	0.00
	0.04
	98.16
	54.36

	House money effect 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Earned endowment 
	140
	0.13
	0.10
	0.15
	33112.52
	0.00
	0.02
	99.99
	7808.62

	Given endowment
	186
	0.26
	0.23
	0.28
	27812.35
	0.00
	0.04
	99.82
	545.49

	Experiment
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Online
	23
	0.25
	0.20
	0.29
	930.67
	0.00
	0.01
	97.64
	42.44

	Laboratory
	249
	0.17
	0.15
	0.19
	48530.51
	0.00
	0.03
	99.98
	5902.97

	Field
	54
	0.33
	0.28
	0.39
	12438.11
	0.00
	0.04
	99.93
	1398.07

	Region
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Africa
	17
	0.35
	0.23
	0.47
	7215.05
	0.00
	0.06
	99.98
	5509.27

	America
	55
	0.09
	0.07
	0.11
	9311.87
	0.00
	0.00
	99.75
	405.40

	Asia-Pacific
	66
	0.19
	0.15
	0.24
	6302.63
	0.00
	0.03
	99.92
	1234.80

	Europe
	188
	0.22
	0.19
	0.25
	41352.64
	0.00
	0.03
	99.99
	7153.72

	Overall
	326
	0.20
	0.18
	0.22
	240000.00
	0.00
	0.03
	99.98
	6252.85


Notes: Mdr refers to the destruction rate, or the intensive margin of antisocial behavior. Published refers to whether the experiment/study was published or unpublished at the time the meta-analysis was conducted. A between-subject design randomises each subject to a single treatment, while a within-subject design exposes the same subject to different treatments. In an experiment, subjects are asked to either make selections for all contingent choices (strategy method) or choose actions on the path of play (direct response). House money effect refers to whether the endowment was earned by subjects or exogenously given to subjects by the experimenter. Experiment can be carried out online, in the laboratory, or in the field. Finally, region refers to the geographic location where the experiment was conducted. Number of players is not included as it is not a categorical variable.
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	Destruction frequency
	
	Destruction rate

	
	(extensive margin)
	
	(intensive margin)

	   
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6

	Game – Base: Money burning games

	Allocation games
	0.0336
	-0.0597
	-0.0616
	
	0.0623
	0.0771*
	0.0909**

	  
	(0.0456)
	(0.0500)
	(0.0474)
	
	(0.0392)
	(0.0434)
	(0.0399)

	Contest
	0.253***
	0.199***
	0.167***
	
	-0.00621
	0.0280
	0.0760**

	  
	(0.0320)
	(0.0396)
	(0.0399)
	
	(0.0283)
	(0.0329)
	(0.0321)

	Coordination games
	0.174***
	0.128**
	0.184***
	
	0.242***
	0.274***
	0.359***

	  
	(0.0544)
	(0.0579)
	(0.0590)
	
	(0.0445)
	(0.0475)
	(0.0477)

	Joy of Destruction
	0.113***
	-0.00679
	-0.0767*
	
	0.132***
	0.115***
	0.0683**

	
	(0.0259)
	(0.0401)
	(0.0424)
	
	(0.0219)
	(0.0329)
	(0.0340)

	Social dilemma
	-0.0846***
	-0.0840**
	-0.0691*
	
	-0.0941***
	-0.0451
	-0.00360

	  
	(0.0306)
	(0.0408)
	(0.0413)
	
	(0.0265)
	(0.0357)
	(0.0357)

	Vendetta
	0.376***
	0.222***
	0.266***
	
	0.359***
	0.359***
	0.372***

	  
	(0.0474)
	(0.0605)
	(0.0586)
	
	(0.0393)
	(0.0502)
	(0.0484)

	Economic Variables 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Inequality – Base: No inequality

	Endogenous
	
	-0.110***
	0.00995
	
	
	-0.0305
	-0.000704

	  
	
	(0.0324)
	(0.0382)
	
	
	(0.0269)
	(0.0313)

	Exogenous advantageous 
	
	-0.211***
	-0.163***
	
	
	-0.00180
	0.0106

	
	
	(0.0491)
	(0.0483)
	
	
	(0.0408)
	(0.0393)

	Exogenous disadvantageous 
	 
	-0.131***
	-0.107**
	
	
	0.0479
	0.0428

	
	
	(0.0470)
	(0.0488)
	
	
	(0.0388)
	(0.0394)

	

	Procedural fairness 
	
	(0.0303)
	(0.0323)
	
	
	(0.0249)
	(0.0261)

	
	
	-0.110***
	0.00995
	
	
	-0.0305
	-0.000704

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Group identity - Base: No group identity

	Outgroup
	
	0.0283
	0.00630
	
	
	0.0382
	0.0181

	  
	
	(0.0349)
	(0.0335)
	
	
	(0.0287)
	(0.0269)

	Ingroup
	
	-0.0113
	-0.0357
	
	
	0.0338
	0.0190

	  
	
	(0.0395)
	(0.0377)
	
	
	(0.0325)
	(0.0301)

	Observability – Base: Hidden

	Observed by others
	
	-0.103
	-0.132
	
	
	-0.0720
	-0.0937

	  
	
	(0.0915)
	(0.0885)
	
	
	(0.0755)
	(0.0712)

	Observed by victim
	
	0.0344
	0.00875
	
	
	0.0212
	0.00629

	  
	
	(0.0253)
	(0.0244)
	
	
	(0.0226)
	(0.0213)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pressure
	
	0.0512
	0.158**
	
	
	0.109*
	0.256***

	
	
	(0.0739)
	(0.0732)
	
	
	(0.0619)
	(0.0601)

	Costly
	
	-0.0255
	-0.0320
	
	
	0.0343
	-0.0201

	
	
	(0.0266)
	(0.0271)
	
	
	(0.0229)
	(0.0227)

	One-shot
	
	0.0462*
	-0.0355
	
	
	0.0645***
	0.0359*

	
	
	(0.0251)
	(0.0270)
	
	
	(0.0208)
	(0.0215)

	Methodological and Other Variables

	Published
	
	-0.0393
	-0.0323
	
	
	-0.0711***
	-0.0753***

	
	
	(0.0279)
	(0.0278)
	
	
	(0.0246)
	(0.0246)

	Between-subject
	
	0.0112
	-0.0106
	
	
	0.0289
	0.0495

	
	
	(0.0466)
	(0.0452)
	
	
	(0.0400)
	(0.0389)

	Strategy method
	
	0.0502
	0.0553*
	
	
	0.0919***
	0.0898***

	
	
	(0.0311)
	(0.0311)
	
	
	(0.0274)
	(0.0275)

	House money effect
	
	0.117***
	0.113***
	
	
	-0.0173
	-0.0129

	
	
	(0.0356)
	(0.0356)
	
	
	(0.0306)
	(0.0306)

	Number of players
	
	0.000122
	0.00209
	
	
	0.00748
	0.00540

	
	
	(0.00538)
	(0.00529)
	
	
	(0.00467)
	(0.00458)

	Experiment type – Base: Laboratory

	Online
	
	
	0.0731
	
	
	
	0.140***

	
	
	
	(0.0599)
	
	
	
	(0.0497)

	Field
	
	
	0.169***
	
	
	
	0.138***

	
	
	
	(0.0384)
	
	
	
	(0.0335)

	Region – Base: Europe

	Africa
	
	
	-0.0604
	
	
	
	0.0216

	
	
	
	(0.0434)
	
	
	
	(0.0382)

	America
	
	
	-0.101***
	
	
	
	-0.0784***

	
	
	
	(0.0270)
	
	
	
	(0.0214)

	Asia-Pacific
	
	
	-0.130***
	
	
	
	-0.0617***

	
	
	
	(0.0277)
	
	
	
	(0.0227)

	Constant
	0.221***
	0.346***
	0.349***
	
	0.151***
	0.0741*
	0.140**

	
	(0.0160)
	(0.0503)
	(0.0791)
	
	(0.0135)
	(0.0430)
	(0.0682)

	Observations
	346
	346
	346
	
	326
	326
	326

	p-value
	1.19e-30
	4.80e-32
	4.61e-51
	
	1.65e-34
	1.43e-39
	7.67e-66

	Notes: All models were specified using random-effects meta-regressions which weigh each observation by the inverse of its standard error, assigning more weight to results from studies with larger samples and smaller deviation from the mean (Thompson and Sharp 1999, Harbord and Higgins 2008). 
Standard errors in parentheses, * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01
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	Destruction decisions 
(Extensive margin)
	Destruction rate 
(Intensive margin)

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	Base: Money burning games 
	
	

	Contest
	0.0860***
	0.134***

	
	(0.0256)
	(0.0148)

	Coordination games
	-0.122***
	-0.130***

	
	(0.0276)
	(0.0138)

	Social dilemma
	-0.137***
	-0.177***

	
	(0.0214)
	(0.0118)

	Last round
	-0.0207
	0.000619

	
	(0.0219)
	(0.00951)

	
	
	

	Constant
	0.261***
	0.203***

	
	(0.0207)
	(0.0116)

	Observations
	422
	434

	p- value
	1.25e-45
	1.67e-268


Notes: Number of observations are based on number of rows/treatment-level observations. Both meta-regressions are estimated based on the sub-dataset where round-level data is available and therefore last round data can be identified. Games not represented (such as Joy of Destruction games) are those for which there is no data in the sub-dataset. Standard errors in parentheses, * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01


[bookmark: _Toc157180184]Table A5: Meta-regression with game variables x game interactions

	
	Destruction decisions 
(Extensive margin)
	Destruction rate 
(Intensive margin)

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	Base: Money burning games
	
	

	Allocation games
	0.0488
	-0.123

	
	(0.105)
	(0.109)

	Contest
	0.0537
	-0.139

	
	(0.139)
	(0.150)

	Coordination games
	0.173***
	0.250***

	
	(0.0543)
	(0.0432)

	Joy of Destruction
	0.202***
	0.186***

	
	(0.0615)
	(0.0505)

	Social dilemma
	-0.0527
	-0.0867***

	
	(0.101)
	(0.0259)

	Vendetta
	0.360***
	0.363***

	
	(0.0939)
	(0.0759)

	Published
	0.00769
	-0.0678

	
	(0.0522)
	(0.0422)

	Base: Money burning x Published
	
	

	Allocation games x Published
	-0.0180
	0.210*

	
	(0.117)
	(0.116)

	Contest x Published
	0.208
	0.142

	
	(0.143)
	(0.152)

	Coordination games x Published
	0
	0

	
	(.)
	(.)

	Joy of Destruction x Published
	-0.126*
	-0.0934*

	
	(0.0682)
	(0.0559)

	Social dilemma x Published
	-0.0351
	0

	
	(0.105)
	(.)

	Vendetta x Published
	0.0257
	-0.0241

	
	(0.109)
	(0.0881)

	
	
	

	Constant
	0.214***
	0.212***

	
	(0.0495)
	(0.0399)

	Observations
	346
	326

	p- value
	2.59e-29
	5.78e-39


Notes: Standard errors in parentheses, * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01
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	Destruction frequency 
(Extensive margin)
	
	Destruction rate 
(Intensive margin)

	   
	2020
	2020P
	
	2020
	2020P

	Game – Base: JoD/MB games
	
	
	
	
	

	Allocation games
	-0.0400
	-0.0286
	
	0.0484
	0.0589

	  
	(0.0450)
	(0.0439)
	
	(0.0384)
	(0.0367)

	Contest
	0.181***
	0.197***
	
	0.0391
	0.0473

	  
	(0.0375)
	(0.0364)
	
	(0.0305)
	(0.0289)

	Coordination games
	0.194***
	0.214***
	
	0.317***
	0.330***

	  
	(0.0579)
	(0.0569)
	
	(0.0473)
	(0.0456)

	Social dilemma
	-0.0635
	-0.0494
	
	-0.0333
	-0.0251

	  
	(0.0412)
	(0.0400)
	
	(0.0360)
	(0.0342)

	Vendetta
	0.318***
	0.314***
	
	0.331***
	0.328***

	
	(0.0534)
	(0.0525)
	
	(0.0449)
	(0.0435)

	Economic variables 
	
	
	
	
	

	Inequality – Base: No inequality

	Endogenous inequality
	0.0241
	0.0269
	
	-0.0232
	-0.0138

	  
	(0.0379)
	(0.0372)
	
	(0.0319)
	(0.0308)

	Exogenous advantageous
	-0.132***
	-0.140***
	
	0.00988
	-0.00799

	
	(0.0489)
	(0.0467)
	
	(0.0406)
	(0.0383)

	Exogenous disadvantageous
	-0.0880*
	-0.0860*
	
	0.0172
	0.0259

	
	(0.0500)
	(0.0476)
	
	(0.0412)
	(0.0387)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Procedural fairness
	-0.0834**
	-0.0919***
	
	-0.0197
	-0.0247

	
	(0.0332)
	(0.0311)
	
	(0.0271)
	(0.0250)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Group identity - Base: No group identity

	Outgroup
	-0.0116
	-0.00400
	
	0.0272
	0.0260

	  
	(0.0348)
	(0.0331)
	
	(0.0286)
	(0.0267)

	Ingroup
	-0.0504
	-0.0410
	
	0.0224
	0.0222

	  
	(0.0399)
	(0.0377)
	
	(0.0324)
	(0.0302)

	Observability – Base: Hidden

	Observed by others
	-0.170*
	-0.152*
	
	-0.0699
	-0.0750

	  
	(0.0905)
	(0.0881)
	
	(0.0740)
	(0.0709)

	Observed by victim
	0.00891
	0.00938
	
	0.00298
	0.00573

	  
	(0.0250)
	(0.0245)
	
	(0.0222)
	(0.0214)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pressure
	0.114
	0.128*
	
	0.277***
	0.282***

	
	(0.0726)
	(0.0716)
	
	(0.0608)
	(0.0590)

	Costly
	-0.0160
	-0.0227
	
	-0.0340
	-0.0291

	  
	(0.0274)
	(0.0267)
	
	(0.0234)
	(0.0223)

	One-shot 
	-0.0453*
	-0.0414
	
	0.0353
	0.0385*

	  
	(0.0274)
	(0.0269)
	
	(0.0223)
	(0.0216)

	Methodological Variables

	Published
	0.0223
	-0.0323
	
	0.00615
	-0.0753***

	  
	(0.0241)
	(0.0278)
	
	(0.0204)
	(0.0246)

	Between-subject
	-0.0287
	-0.0106
	
	0.0358
	0.0495

	  
	(0.0456)
	(0.0452)
	
	(0.0402)
	(0.0389)

	Strategy method
	0.0652**
	0.0553*
	
	0.114***
	0.0898***

	  
	(0.0306)
	(0.0311)
	
	(0.0274)
	(0.0275)

	House money effect
	0.108***
	0.113***
	
	-0.0205
	-0.0129

	
	(0.0365)
	(0.0356)
	
	(0.0318)
	(0.0306)

	Number of players
	0.00321
	0.00209
	
	0.00533
	0.00540

	  
	(0.00544)
	(0.00529)
	
	(0.00477)
	(0.00458)

	Experiment type – Base: Laboratory

	Online
	0.0913
	0.0841
	
	0.0927*
	0.128***

	  
	(0.0623)
	(0.0598)
	
	(0.0522)
	(0.0496)

	Field
	0.157***
	0.153***
	
	0.163***
	0.154***

	  
	(0.0385)
	(0.0375)
	
	(0.0339)
	(0.0327)

	Region – Base: Europe

	Africa
	-0.0567
	-0.0604
	
	0.0369
	0.0262

	  
	(0.0442)
	(0.0434)
	
	(0.0396)
	(0.0383)

	America
	-0.107***
	-0.101***
	
	-0.0766***
	-0.0792***

	  
	(0.0276)
	(0.0270)
	
	(0.0223)
	(0.0215)

	Asia-Pacific
	-0.110***
	-0.130***
	
	-0.0487*
	-0.0617***

	  
	(0.0305)
	(0.0277)
	
	(0.0255)
	(0.0228)

	Constant
	0.318***
	0.349***
	
	0.109
	0.158**

	
	(0.0815)
	(0.0791)
	
	(0.0705)
	(0.0680)

	Observations
	332
	346
	
	312
	326

	p-value
	4.31e-45
	1.81e-50
	
	2.30e-56
	7.06e-65

	Notes: All models were specified using random-effects meta-regressions which weight each observation by the inverse of its standard error, assigning more weights to results from studies with larger samples and smaller deviation from the mean (Thompson and Sharp 1999, Harbord and Higgins 2008). The 2020 columns refer to analyses conducted on the dataset up to 2020, with no change made following the July 2023 publication status check. The 2020P columns refer to analyses performed on the same dataset, but with the ‘Published’ variable changed from 0 to 1 for observations that have been published by July 11, 2023. 
Standard errors in parentheses, * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.
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	Destruction frequency 
(Extensive margin)
	
	Destruction rate 
(Intensive margin)

	   
	2020
	2020P
	
	2020
	2020P

	Economic variables 
	
	
	
	
	

	Inequality – Base: No inequality

	Endogenous inequality
	0.0853*
	0.0917**
	
	-0.0220
	-0.0108

	  
	(0.0437)
	(0.0407)
	
	(0.0424)
	(0.0376)

	Exogenous advantageous
	-0.0787
	-0.0706
	
	-0.0210
	-0.0308

	
	(0.0514)
	(0.0479)
	
	(0.0476)
	(0.0428)

	Exogenous disadvantageous
	-0.0108
	0.00886
	
	0.0243
	0.0385

	
	(0.0520)
	(0.0481)
	
	(0.0475)
	(0.0424)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Procedural fairness
	-0.101***
	-0.0894***
	
	0.0113
	0.0226

	
	(0.0358)
	(0.0324)
	
	(0.0335)
	(0.0293)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Group identity - Base: No group identity

	Outgroup
	0.0551
	0.0468
	
	0.0646**
	0.0519*

	  
	(0.0360)
	(0.0316)
	
	(0.0324)
	(0.0277)

	Ingroup
	0.0183
	0.00738
	
	0.0447
	0.0303

	  
	(0.0392)
	(0.0347)
	
	(0.0354)
	(0.0306)

	Observability – Base: Hidden

	Observed by others
	-0.185*
	-0.199**
	
	-0.0669
	-0.108

	  
	(0.0957)
	(0.0892)
	
	(0.0891)
	(0.0804)

	Observed by victim
	-0.0435
	-0.0347
	
	-0.0183
	-0.00186

	  
	(0.0298)
	(0.0287)
	
	(0.0287)
	(0.0266)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pressure
	0.234***
	0.234***
	
	0.272***
	0.254***

	
	(0.0646)
	(0.0615)
	
	(0.0602)
	(0.0555)

	Costly
	-0.0582*
	-0.0628**
	
	-0.0239
	-0.0108

	  
	(0.0306)
	(0.0282)
	
	(0.0297)
	(0.0265)

	One-shot 
	0.132***
	0.132***
	
	0.0914**
	0.0813**

	  
	(0.0450)
	(0.0411)
	
	(0.0386)
	(0.0339)

	Methodological Variables

	Published
	-0.0305
	-0.0577**
	
	-0.0516*
	-0.106***

	  
	(0.0288)
	(0.0270)
	
	(0.0272)
	(0.0243)

	Between-subject
	0.109**
	0.116**
	
	0.0822*
	0.0845*

	  
	(0.0544)
	(0.0510)
	
	(0.0496)
	(0.0450)

	Strategy method
	0.0221
	0.0151
	
	0.123***
	0.110***

	  
	(0.0341)
	(0.0324)
	
	(0.0339)
	(0.0312)

	House money effect
	0.0594
	0.0558
	
	-0.0255
	-0.0208

	
	(0.0399)
	(0.0381)
	
	(0.0396)
	(0.0366)

	Number of players
	-0.0000155
	0.000422
	
	0.00125
	0.000603

	  
	(0.00627)
	(0.00576)
	
	(0.00586)
	(0.00522)

	Experiment type – Base: Laboratory

	Online
	0.132**
	0.165***
	
	0.0652
	0.134***

	  
	(0.0600)
	(0.0567)
	
	(0.0556)
	(0.0508)

	Field
	0.201***
	0.201***
	
	0.106***
	0.0857**

	  
	(0.0403)
	(0.0378)
	
	(0.0393)
	(0.0363)

	Region – Base: Europe

	Africa
	-0.0270
	-0.0210
	
	0.0380
	0.0490

	  
	(0.0402)
	(0.0387)
	
	(0.0399)
	(0.0369)

	America
	-0.0417
	-0.0430
	
	-0.0622**
	-0.0636**

	  
	(0.0349)
	(0.0322)
	
	(0.0313)
	(0.0279)

	Asia-Pacific
	-0.0666
	-0.0534
	
	-0.0255
	0.000753

	  
	(0.0422)
	(0.0398)
	
	(0.0375)
	(0.0337)

	Constant
	0.102
	0.108
	
	0.0607
	0.0957

	
	(0.0980)
	(0.0917)
	
	(0.0875)
	(0.0802)

	Observations
	197
	211
	
	192
	206

	p-value
	3.29e-24
	1.66e-32
	
	2.79e-27
	4.83e-39

	Notes: All models were specified using random-effects meta-regressions which weight each observation by the inverse of its standard error, assigning more weights to results from studies with larger samples and smaller deviation from the mean (Thompson and Sharp 1999, Harbord and Higgins 2008). The 2020 columns refer to analyses conducted on the dataset up to 2020, with no change made following the July 2023 publication status check. The 2020P columns refer to analyses performed on the same dataset, but with the ‘Published’ variable changed from 0 to 1 for observations that have been published by July 11, 2023. 
Standard errors in parentheses, * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.
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This table provides details of all studies/observations included in the meta-analysis.
	Study
	Region
	Game
	Mdd
	Mdr
	N
	Procedural fairness
	Endogenous
	Exogenous
	Exogenous advantageous
	Exogenous disadvantageous
	Group identity
	Outgroup
	Ingroup
	Observed by others
	Observed by victim
	Costly
	House money effect
	Experiment
	One-shot
	Published
	Between-subject
	Strategy method
	No of players

	Abbink de Haan 2014
	Europe
	coordination
	0.68
	0.68
	50
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink de Haan 2014
	Europe
	coordination
	0.00
	0.00
	26
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink de Haan 2014
	Europe
	coordination
	0.78
	0.78
	27
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink de Haan 2014
	Europe
	coordination
	0.34
	0.34
	56
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Doğan 2019
	Europe
	coordination
	0.27
	0.27
	15
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Abbink Dong Huang 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.10
	0.10
	58
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Dong Huang 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.45
	0.45
	58
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Dong Huang 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.70
	0.70
	60
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Dong Huang 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.27
	0.27
	52
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Herrmann 2009
	Europe
	MB
	0.42
	0.42
	72
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	8

	Abbink Herrmann 2009
	Europe
	MB
	0.14
	0.14
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	8

	Abbink Herrmann 2011
	Europe
	JoD
	0.26
	0.26
	62
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Herrmann 2011
	Europe
	JoD
	0.10
	0.10
	69
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Masclet Mirza 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.43
	0.43
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Abbink Masclet Mirza 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.25
	0.25
	27
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Abbink Masclet Mirza 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.14
	0.14
	54
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Abbink Masclet Mirza 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.31
	0.31
	54
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Abbink Masclet Mirza 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.37
	0.37
	27
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Abbink Masclet Mirza 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.48
	0.48
	108
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Abbink Masclet van Veelen 2011
	Europe
	MB
	0.17
	0.17
	56
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Masclet van Veelen 2011
	Europe
	MB
	0.31
	0.31
	57
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Masclet van Veelen 2011
	Europe
	MB
	0.30
	0.30
	56
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Masclet van Veelen 2011
	Europe
	MB
	0.19
	0.19
	103
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Sadrieh 2009
	Europe
	MB
	0.39
	0.20
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Abbink Sadrieh 2009
	Europe
	MB
	0.09
	0.05
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Andrighetto et al 2016
	Europe
	SD
	0.13
	0.03
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Andrighetto et al 2016
	Europe
	SD
	0.14
	0.03
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Andrighetto et al 2016
	Europe
	SD
	0.16
	0.04
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Andrighetto et al 2016
	Europe
	SD
	0.13
	0.04
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Baillon Selim van Dolder 2013
	Europe
	JoD
	0.39
	0.39
	51
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Baillon Selim van Dolder 2013
	Europe
	JoD
	0.18
	0.18
	49
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Baillon Selim van Dolder 2013
	Europe
	JoD
	0.19
	0.19
	53
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Balafoutas Grechenig Nikiforakis 2014
	Europe
	allocation
	0.14
	0.14
	80
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.23
	0.26
	41
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.29
	0.26
	53
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.51
	0.57
	33
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.67
	0.57
	21
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.77
	0.82
	33
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.19
	0.18
	41
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.47
	0.42
	74
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.42
	0.47
	74
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.88
	0.82
	21
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018a
	Europe
	JoD
	0.18
	0.18
	53
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.59
	0.59
	417
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Europe
	JoD
	0.29
	0.29
	222
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.84
	0.84
	417
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.53
	0.53
	426
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Europe
	JoD
	0.32
	0.32
	222
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Europe
	JoD
	0.55
	0.55
	222
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.52
	0.52
	417
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.80
	0.80
	426
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Europe
	JoD
	0.42
	0.42
	346
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.51
	0.51
	346
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Africa
	JoD
	0.44
	0.44
	426
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Bauer et al 2018b
	Europe
	JoD
	0.38
	0.38
	346
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Beckman et al 2002
	America
	allocation
	0.23
	0.23
	40
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Beckman et al 2002
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.07
	0.07
	40
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Beckman et al 2002
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.13
	0.13
	40
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Beckman et al 2002
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.32
	0.32
	40
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Beckman et al 2002
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.29
	0.29
	40
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Bigoni Bortolotti Özen 2019
	Europe
	SD
	0.12
	0.12
	30
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bigoni Bortolotti Özen 2019
	Europe
	SD
	0.07
	0.07
	30
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Blackwell Diamond 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.00
	0.00
	21
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Blackwell Diamond 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.22
	0.10
	18
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Blackwell Diamond 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.00
	0.00
	21
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Blackwell Diamond 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.22
	0.12
	18
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Blackwell Diamond 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.11
	0.09
	35
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Blackwell Diamond 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.23
	0.18
	35
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.67
	0.51
	48
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.84
	0.70
	48
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.77
	0.62
	48
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.73
	0.58
	48
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.55
	0.40
	48
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.70
	0.66
	48
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.65
	0.49
	48
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bolle et al 2014
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.83
	0.70
	48
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bracht Zylbersztejn 2018
	Europe
	allocation
	0.18
	0.08
	99
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Bracht Zylbersztejn 2018
	Europe
	allocation
	0.25
	0.09
	99
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Caldara et al 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.20
	0.10
	41
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Caldara et al 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.18
	0.12
	28
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Caldara et al 2017
	America
	JoD
	0.07
	0.04
	43
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Campos-Vazquez Mejia 2016
	America
	SD
	0.66
	0.14
	11
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Carpenter Matthews Schirm 2010
	America
	contest
	0.01
	0.06
	112
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	8

	Carrillo 2020
	America
	JoD
	0.44
	0.14
	294
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Carrillo 2020
	America
	JoD
	0.50
	0.15
	294
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Carrillo 2020
	America
	JoD
	0.60
	0.19
	294
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Celse 2016
	Europe
	MB
	0.44
	0.21
	36
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Celse 2016
	Europe
	MB
	0.25
	0.07
	36
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Celse 2016
	Europe
	MB
	0.30
	0.06
	37
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Charness Masclet Villeval 2014
	Europe
	contest
	0.14
	0.02
	73
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	3

	Charness Masclet Villeval 2014
	Europe
	contest
	0.27
	0.05
	73
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	3

	Cinyabuguma Page Putterman 2006
	America
	SD
	0.25
	0.02
	64
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Cinyabuguma Page Putterman 2006
	America
	SD
	0.06
	0.01
	64
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Dawes et al 2007
	America
	MB
	0.28
	0.06
	40
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Dawes et al 2007
	America
	MB
	0.14
	0.02
	40
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Dawes et al 2007
	America
	MB
	0.15
	0.04
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Denant-Boemont Masclet Noussair 2007
	Europe
	SD
	0.12
	0.02
	24
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Denant-Boemont Masclet Noussair 2007
	Europe
	SD
	0.10
	0.02
	24
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Denant-Boemont Masclet Noussair 2007
	Europe
	SD
	0.12
	0.02
	24
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Denant-Boemont Masclet Noussair 2007
	Europe
	SD
	0.10
	0.02
	24
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Dickinson Masclet 2019
	Europe
	MB
	0.15
	0.15
	96
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Dickinson Masclet 2019
	Europe
	MB
	0.14
	0.14
	27
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Dickinson Masclet Peterle 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.61
	0.61
	12
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Dickinson Masclet Peterle 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.10
	0.10
	12
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Dickinson Masclet Peterle 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.29
	0.29
	12
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Dickinson Masclet Peterle 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.15
	0.15
	12
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	El Harbi et al 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.07
	0.04
	28
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	El Harbi et al 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.35
	0.45
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	El Harbi et al 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.45
	0.05
	22
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	El Harbi et al 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.04
	0.35
	28
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Engel et al 2014
	Europe
	SD
	0.11
	0.03
	68
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Engel et al 2014
	Europe
	SD
	0.09
	0.04
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Engel Kube Kurschilgen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.36
	0.08
	64
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Engel Kube Kurschilgen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.27
	0.06
	60
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Engel Kube Kurschilgen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.18
	0.04
	68
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Engel Kube Kurschilgen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.16
	0.05
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Engelmann Nikiforakis 2015
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.10
	0.02
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Falk Fehr Huffman 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.19
	n.r.
	80
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	3

	Fallucchi Quercia 2018
	Europe
	contest
	0.19
	0.74
	52
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Fehl et al 2012
	Europe
	SD
	0.02
	0.02
	42
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Fehl et al 2012
	Europe
	SD
	0.13
	0.09
	96
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Fehr 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.23
	0.20
	88
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Fehr 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.17
	0.10
	88
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Fehr 2018
	Europe
	MB
	0.31
	0.30
	72
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Fehr Glätzle-Rützler Sutter 2013
	Europe
	allocation
	0.56
	0.56
	717
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Fehr Glätzle-Rützler Sutter 2013
	Europe
	allocation
	0.29
	0.29
	717
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Fehr Schurtenberger 2018
	Europe
	SD
	0.26
	0.13
	428
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	0
	0
	4

	Fehr Schurtenberger 2018
	Europe
	SD
	0.29
	0.09
	244
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	0
	0
	4

	Fu et al 2017
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.23
	0.28
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Fu et al 2017
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.28
	0.13
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Gangadharan et al 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.40
	0.35
	492
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gangadharan et al 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.39
	0.40
	492
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	10
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.08
	0.08
	10
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.07
	0.07
	10
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.08
	0.08
	10
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.01
	0.01
	11
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.16
	0.16
	11
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	10
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.09
	0.09
	10
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.09
	0.09
	11
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.05
	0.05
	10
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	10
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan et al 2019
	America
	MB
	0.06
	0.06
	11
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.14
	0.14
	20
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.07
	0.07
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.08
	0.08
	18
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.07
	0.07
	18
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.01
	0.01
	18
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.04
	0.04
	23
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.11
	0.11
	18
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	20
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.20
	0.20
	18
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.01
	0.01
	18
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	13
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.11
	0.11
	18
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.01
	0.01
	18
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.03
	0.05
	13
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.01
	0.01
	18
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	18
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.07
	0.07
	23
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.03
	0.04
	13
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.02
	0.02
	18
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.00
	0.01
	13
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.06
	0.06
	18
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.15
	0.15
	23
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.07
	0.07
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	Gangadharan Grossman Vecci 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.16
	0.16
	23
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	10

	García-Gallego Georgantzis Ruiz-Martos 2019
	Europe
	allocation
	0.13
	0.10
	126
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gino Pierce 2009
	America
	MB
	0.28
	0.28
	20
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gino Pierce 2009
	America
	MB
	0.00
	0.00
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gino Pierce 2009
	America
	MB
	0.00
	0.00
	20
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gino Pierce 2009
	America
	MB
	0.00
	0.00
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Gordon Puurtinen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.03
	0.10
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Gordon Puurtinen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.05
	0.08
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Gordon Puurtinen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.01
	0.03
	32
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Gordon Puurtinen 2020
	Europe
	SD
	0.02
	0.07
	44
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.20
	0.12
	20
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.29
	0.15
	38
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.32
	0.15
	19
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.25
	0.10
	20
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.25
	0.13
	24
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.42
	0.22
	19
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.31
	0.21
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.50
	0.30
	40
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grosch Rau 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.21
	0.07
	24
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Grossman Komai 2013
	America
	MB
	0.08
	0.08
	80
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	10

	Grossman Komai 2013
	America
	MB
	0.18
	0.18
	80
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	10

	Grossman Komai 2013
	America
	MB
	0.13
	0.13
	80
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	10

	Grossman Komai 2013
	America
	MB
	0.11
	0.11
	80
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	10

	Gupta 2018
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.36
	0.15
	180
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Field
	1
	0
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.69
	0.13
	24
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	3

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.78
	0.07
	32
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.79
	0.08
	32
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.78
	0.12
	64
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	9

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.84
	0.08
	64
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	9

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.62
	0.05
	64
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	9

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2008
	Europe
	contest
	0.65
	0.09
	32
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.75
	0.08
	72
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.77
	0.09
	72
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.58
	0.12
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.59
	0.08
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.52
	0.12
	72
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.11
	0.03
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.65
	0.07
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.62
	0.12
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.47
	0.07
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.45
	0.07
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.83
	0.08
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.49
	0.08
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.79
	0.11
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.16
	0.05
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.76
	0.13
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.37
	0.09
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.69
	0.05
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.71
	0.15
	72
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.83
	0.09
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Harbring Irlenbusch 2011
	Europe
	contest
	0.76
	0.13
	72
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Hopfensitz Reuben 2009
	Europe
	SD
	0.21
	0.09
	68
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Islam et al 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.65
	0.24
	360
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Islam et al 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	MB
	0.66
	0.24
	402
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl 2019
	Europe
	JoD
	0.27
	0.03
	41
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl 2019
	Europe
	JoD
	0.52
	0.32
	23
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl 2019
	Europe
	JoD
	0.22
	0.14
	222
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.40
	0.18
	80
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.41
	0.16
	34
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.43
	0.19
	35
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.37
	0.21
	35
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.56
	0.25
	34
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.30
	0.11
	80
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2017
	Europe
	JoD
	0.23
	0.09
	57
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Jauernig Uhl Luetge 2017
	Europe
	JoD
	0.26
	0.09
	57
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Johnson Salmon 2016
	America
	contest
	0.10
	0.10
	39
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Johnson Salmon 2016
	America
	contest
	0.08
	0.08
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Johnson Salmon 2016
	America
	contest
	0.07
	0.07
	55
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Johnson Salmon 2016
	America
	contest
	0.10
	0.10
	56
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Kamei Putterman 2015
	America
	SD
	0.04
	0.01
	36
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Kamei Putterman 2015
	America
	SD
	0.06
	0.01
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Kamei Putterman 2015
	America
	SD
	0.09
	0.02
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Kamei Putterman 2015
	America
	SD
	0.04
	0.01
	40
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.60
	0.60
	80
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.30
	0.30
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.08
	0.08
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.15
	0.15
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.59
	0.59
	56
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.70
	0.70
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.43
	0.43
	54
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Karakostas Zizzo 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	0.18
	0.18
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Kebede Zizzo 2015
	Africa
	MB
	0.29
	0.08
	240
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Kebede Zizzo 2015
	Africa
	MB
	0.26
	0.12
	60
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Kebede Zizzo 2015
	Africa
	MB
	0.19
	0.05
	60
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Kern 2014
	Europe
	SD
	0.05
	0.06
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	4

	Kern 2014
	Europe
	SD
	0.05
	0.03
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	4

	Kessler Ruiz-Martos Skuse 2012
	Europe
	JoD
	0.16
	0.11
	606
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Koch 2013
	Europe
	JoD
	0.05
	n.r.
	102
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Masclet Noussair Villeval 2013
	Europe
	SD
	0.17
	0.06
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Mihok 2015
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.37
	0.22
	28
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Mihok 2015
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.36
	0.20
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.21
	0.15
	872
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.21
	0.30
	565
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.17
	0.12
	749
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.15
	0.12
	193
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.45
	0.37
	121
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.23
	0.14
	565
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.33
	0.30
	910
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.45
	0.41
	554
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.44
	0.33
	193
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.22
	0.34
	430
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.15
	0.12
	749
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.44
	0.41
	1077
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.19
	0.18
	430
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.23
	0.15
	872
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.17
	0.12
	193
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.19
	0.18
	121
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.43
	0.39
	680
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Mill Morgan 2020
	Europe
	MB
	0.22
	0.34
	121
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Müller Schwieren Spitzer 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	n.r.
	0.01
	44
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Müller Schwieren Spitzer 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	n.r.
	0.02
	44
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Müller Schwieren Spitzer 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	n.r.
	0.03
	52
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Müller Schwieren Spitzer 2016
	Europe
	JoD
	n.r.
	n.r.
	56
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Muñoz-Herrera Nikiforakis 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.21
	0.14
	28
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Muñoz-Herrera Nikiforakis 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	allocation
	0.13
	0.04
	20
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Nadelhoffer et al 2013
	America
	MB
	0.26
	0.21
	34
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Nadelhoffer et al 2013
	America
	MB
	0.40
	0.31
	35
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Online
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Nicklisch Wolff 2011
	Europe
	SD
	0.02
	0.16
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nicklisch Wolff 2011
	Europe
	SD
	0.03
	0.17
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nikiforakis 2008
	Europe
	SD
	0.29
	0.06
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nikiforakis 2008
	Europe
	SD
	0.18
	0.06
	48
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nikiforakis Engelmann 2011
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.10
	0.05
	52
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nikiforakis Engelmann 2011
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.18
	0.02
	52
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nikiforakis Noussair Wilkening 2012
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.02
	0.02
	52
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Nikiforakis Noussair Wilkening 2012
	Asia-Pacific
	SD
	0.02
	0.02
	64
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	0
	1
	1
	0
	4

	Prediger Vollan Herrmann 2014
	Europe
	JoD
	0.23
	0.23
	60
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Prediger Vollan Herrmann 2014
	Europe
	JoD
	0.40
	0.40
	60
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Rustichini Vostroknutov 2014
	America
	MB
	0.44
	0.28
	32
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	14

	Rustichini Vostroknutov 2014
	America
	MB
	0.16
	0.10
	14
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	14

	Rustichini Vostroknutov 2014
	America
	MB
	0.23
	0.15
	21
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	14

	Rustichini Vostroknutov 2014
	America
	MB
	0.41
	0.31
	30
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	14

	Sadrieh Schröder 2016
	Europe
	allocation
	0.24
	0.24
	28
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Sadrieh Schröder 2016
	Europe
	allocation
	0.36
	0.36
	28
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Sadrieh Schröder 2016
	Europe
	allocation
	n.r.
	n.r.
	30
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Sadrieh Schröder 2016
	Europe
	allocation
	0.34
	0.34
	29
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Sadrieh Schröder 2017
	Europe
	MB
	0.32
	0.12
	99
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Sadrieh Schröder 2017
	Europe
	MB
	0.20
	0.08
	111
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Sadrieh Schröder 2017
	Europe
	MB
	0.37
	0.20
	59
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Saleh 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.12
	0.12
	58
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Saleh 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.49
	0.49
	66
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Saleh 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.29
	0.29
	66
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Saleh 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.24
	0.24
	58
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Saleh 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.37
	0.37
	58
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Saleh 2020
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.38
	0.38
	66
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Sanjaya 2019 (published: Chuah et al 2019)
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.26
	0.26
	127
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Sanjaya 2019 (published: Sanjaya 2022)
	Asia-Pacific
	JoD
	0.25
	0.25
	204
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	1
	2

	Schier & Waligora 2016
	Europe
	contest
	0.36
	0.07
	36
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Shaikh 2019
	Europe
	MB
	0.39
	0.71
	18
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Shaikh 2019
	Europe
	MB
	0.06
	0.06
	18
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Simunovic Mifune Yamagishi 2013
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.04
	0.04
	26
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Simunovic Mifune Yamagishi 2013
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.32
	0.32
	59
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Simunovic Mifune Yamagishi 2013
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.29
	0.29
	73
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Simunovic Mifune Yamagishi 2013
	Asia-Pacific
	coordination
	0.50
	0.50
	32
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Umashev 2019
	Asia-Pacific
	vendetta
	0.55
	0.55
	82
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Umashev 2019
	Asia-Pacific
	vendetta
	0.63
	0.63
	38
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Umashev 2019
	Asia-Pacific
	vendetta
	0.58
	0.58
	82
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Umashev 2019
	Asia-Pacific
	vendetta
	0.58
	0.58
	40
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Umashev 2019
	Asia-Pacific
	vendetta
	0.54
	0.54
	82
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Vicente Vilela 2020
	Africa
	JoD
	0.17
	0.17
	243
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vicente Vilela 2020
	Africa
	JoD
	0.00
	0.00
	30
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vicente Vilela 2020
	Africa
	JoD
	0.15
	0.15
	38
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vicente Vilela 2020
	Africa
	JoD
	0.19
	0.19
	37
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vicente Vilela 2020
	Africa
	JoD
	0.28
	0.28
	37
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vorlaufer 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.19
	0.19
	62
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vorlaufer 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.16
	0.16
	120
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Vorlaufer 2019
	Africa
	JoD
	0.29
	0.29
	55
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Field
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Wang 2017
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.36
	0.26
	150
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Wang 2017
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.27
	0.18
	104
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Wang 2017
	Europe
	vendetta
	0.30
	0.20
	72
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Wobker Kenning 2013
	Europe
	MB
	0.34
	0.43
	31
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Wobker Kenning 2013
	Europe
	MB
	0.29
	0.53
	31
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	Lab
	1
	1
	1
	0
	2

	Zeballos 2018
	America
	MB
	0.14
	0.02
	172
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Field
	1
	1
	0
	0
	5

	Zeballos 2018
	America
	MB
	0.40
	0.09
	113
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Field
	1
	1
	0
	0
	5

	Zeballos 2018
	America
	MB
	0.46
	0.11
	114
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Field
	1
	1
	0
	0
	5

	Zeballos 2018
	America
	MB
	0.13
	0.02
	171
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	Field
	1
	1
	0
	0
	5

	Zevallos Porles 2018
	Europe
	JoD
	0.10
	0.10
	20
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Zevallos Porles 2018
	Europe
	JoD
	0.00
	0.00
	20
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	Lab
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2


Notes: MB = Money burning, JoD = Joy of Destruction, SD = social dilemma, n.r. = not reported
2
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