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Online Appendix for “Rage Against the Machine? Why System Justification Drives (Some) Asian Americans to Spurn Racial Solidarity”

1) OA.1. Coding of Covariates in Study 1 (2020 CMPS)
2) OA.2. Full Regression Results for Study 1 (2020 CMPS), Plus Robustness Tests
3) OA.3. Pre-Registration for Study 2 (Experiment)
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OA.1. Coding and Justification of Covariates in Study 1 (2020 CMPS)

Racial prejudice – We include this covariate because it is a strong predictor of anti-Black attitudes and is positively associated with conservative ideology and related constructs. We measured it with a single stereotype item asking respondents to rate Blacks in terms of how 1-peaceful versus 7-violent they are. 

Asian American identity –Tepid support for an outgroup (e.g., African Americans) is related to ingroup favoritism, which is often measured with measures of ingroup identity. To this end, we measured Asian American identity with one item on a scale from 1-extremely important to 5-not at all important. The item read “How important is being Asian American to your identity?” Replies were rescaled continuously on a 0-1 range. 

American identity – Ingroup favoritism is often related to miserly attitudes toward an outgroup (e.g., African Americans). It is possible that the relevant ingroup for Asian judgments of solidarity with BLM is being American. To this end, we measured American identity with one item, answered on a scale from 1-a lot to 4-none at all.  The item asked “How much pride would you say you feel when you see an American flag or hear the national anthem?” Replies were rescaled to a continuous 0-1 range, where higher values indicate stronger American identity. 

College education – We include this covariate because higher levels of education often reduce negative attitudes toward outgroups and are negatively associated with conservatism and related constructs. We measure this variable with dichotomous indicator where 1=holds a bachelor’s degree or higher and 0=all other levels of education. 

Religiosity – We include this covariate because religiosity is positively correlated with conservatism and related constructs. Single item asking respondents “How important is religion in your life,” answered on a scale from 1-very important to 4-not at all important. Replies were rescaled to a continuous 0-1 interval. 

U.S.-born – We include this covariate because it influences a variety of opinions among racial/ethnic populations with substantial numbers of immigrants, such as Asian Americans. We tap this variable with a dichotomous indicator where 1=respondent was born in the U.S.  and 0=all others. 

Chinese-origin – We include this variable to account for national origin variation among Asian Americans. To this end, we use a dichotomous indicator where 1=respondent indicates Chinese ancestry and 0=all others. 

Indian-origin – We include this variable to account for national origin variation among Asian Americans. We employ a dichotomous indicator where 1=respondent indicates Indian ancestry and 0=all others. 








































OA.2. Full Regression Results for Study 1 (2020 CMPS)

	[bookmark: _Hlk174423911]
	Support BLM

	System justification
	-.151**
(.020)
	-.010
(.031)

	
Conservative ideology
	
-.464**
(.016)
	
-.163**
(.052)

	
System justification x conservatism
	
---
	
-.397**
(.065)

	
	
	

	Racial prejudice
	-.280**
(.016)
	-.285**
(.016)


	Religiosity
	.034**
(.011)
	.034**
(.011)


	Asian American ID
	.112**
(.014)
	.113**
(.014)


	American ID
	-.080**
(.013)
	-.084
(.012)


	College
	-.001
(.009)
	.001
(.010)


	US-born
	-.001
(.010)
	-.001
(.010)


	Chinese
	-.014
(.010)
	-.015
(.010)


	Indian
	.037**
(.011)
	.037**
(.011)

	
Intercept
	
.983**
(.020)
	
.883**
(.022)


Note: N = 3,430. Entries are OLS coefficients with robust standard errors in parentheses. All variables run along a 0-1 range to ease interpretation. **p<.05, *p<.10, two-tailed. 

Interested readers might want to know what happens to our results if a racial resentment scale (available in the 2020 CMPS) is used to operationalize racial prejudice in our analysis. Given its substantially high correlation with both system justification and conservative ideology (see correlation table below), it’s inclusion as our measure of racial prejudice introduces a “suppressor” effect, such that the sign on the coefficient switches sign (see Martinez Gutierrez and Cribbie 2021). This suppressor effect is unsurprising given that racial resentment measures are critiqued for conflating ideology and racial prejudice (Davis and Wilson 2021; Tesler 2016).

Table. Raw correlations between racial resentment and 

	
	System justification
	Conservative ideology
	Racial resentment

	System justification
	---
	
	

	Conservative ideology
	.299**
	---
	

	Racial resentment
	.475**
	.501
	---


 Note: **p<.01, two-tailed.

Table. Full Regression Results for Study 1 with Racial Resentment as Covariate

	
	Support BLM

	System justification
	.057**
(.018)
	.157**
(.028)

	
Conservative ideology
	
-.290**
(.015)
	
-.081*
(.045)

	
System justification x conservatism
	
---
	
-.278**
(.057)

	
	
	

	Racial resentment
	-.638**
(.017)
	-.635**
(.016)


	Religiosity
	.036**
(.010)
	.035**
(.010)


	Asian American ID
	.072**
(.012)
	.073**
(.012)


	American ID
	-.008
(.011)
	-.010
(.011)


	College
	-.008
(.008)
	-.007
(.008)


	US-born
	-.019**
(.007)
	-.018**
(.007)


	Chinese
	-.008
(.008)
	-.008
(.008)


	Indian
	.033**
(.009)
	.033**
(.009)

	
Intercept
	
.916**
(.017)
	
.845**
(.022)


Note: **p<.01, two-tailed.


[bookmark: _Hlk189214560]Interested readers might also wish to know whether our results change dramatically if we include a measure of economic prosperity at the individual level. While the 2020 CMPS has a family income measure, more than 11% of Asian American respondents refused to answer this item. Thus, we use a measure that asks respondents “Thinking back over the past year and your personal economic well-being, are you feeling…” This item was answered on a scale from 1-much more hopeful to 5-much less hopeful. We recode responses to this item so that higher scores indicate more hopeful views of one’s economic situation. The results below indicate that adding this measure of economic hope continues to leave Study 1’s main results substantively intact. 

Table. Full Regression Results for Study 1 with Economic Hope as a Covariate

	
	   Support BLM

	System justification
	-.031
(.030)
	

	
Conservative ideology
	
-.169***
(.051)
	

	
System justification 
x conservatism
	
-.365***
(.064)
	

	
Economic hope 
	
.155***
(.016)


	

	
	
	

	Anti-Black Prejudice
	-.276***
(.016)
	

	
Religiosity
	
.034***
(.011)
	

	
Asian American ID
	
.101***
(.014)
	

	
American ID
	
-.094***
(.012)
	

	
College
	
-.004
(.009)
	

	
US-born
	
-.001
(.008)
	

	
Chinese
	
-.015
(.010)
	

	
Indian
	
.033**
(.011)
	

	
Intercept
	
.815**
(.026)
	


Note: **p<.01, two-tailed.
















OA.3. Pre-Registration for Study 2 (Experiment)
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OA.4. Treatment Used in Study 2 (Experiment)

Control article

Society Still Pretends That Giant Tortoises Populate the World, but Neglects Evidence Suggesting Otherwise

-Associated Press   
[image: A turtle with its mouth open
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He’s about 70 years old and his name is Lonesome George. Scientists believe he is the last of his giant tortoise species, which are found only on the Galápagos islands. George now lives there at the Charles Darwin Research Station with other female tortoises. Researchers hope he will pass on some of his genes to a hybrid offspring, but they’ve had no luck yet. Lonesome George seems much more interested in foraging for food and exploring his surroundings, than in interacting with female tortoises.  

There was a time when Lonesome George had extensive company, with thousands of giant tortoises populating islands across the world. Most of these islands were untouched and uninhabited by human beings. This began to change in the 19th century when whalers began hunting giant tortoises for their meat, which became a highly profitable industry. Females were usually taken because they were easier to find in the lowland areas during the egg-laying season. This practice began to slowly undercut the global population of giant tortoises, leading them to near extinction. Last winter, an independent group of scientists performed a DNA test on George. The scientists determined that George’s closest relatives are found on islands far from his home island of Pinta, whereas tortoises on closer islands are more distantly related. Plans are in the works to bring some of those relatives to where George now lives.
 



Treatment article 

With a Strong Emphasis on Education, Hard Work, and Perseverance, Many Asian Americans are Reaching Socio-Economic Success, Unlike Many Blacks and Latinos 

-Associated Press  
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With our nation again experiencing racial tensions, many analysts point to structural racism as the main reason why so many people of color remain economically marginalized and socially stigmatized. Although it is hard to ignore that racial discrimination still exists, it is also true that not all impacted groups respond similarly to racism against them. Asian Americans have been living in the U.S. for more than 150 years now, similar to many Black and Latino people. However, in contrast to these communities, Asian Americans are earning notable successes. For example, many Asian Americans are earning highly specialized college degrees, which opens lucrative professional opportunities for them. This higher-earning potential is translating into greater purchasing power, allowing many Asian families to buy homes in higher-end neighborhoods once inhabited primarily by White families. Available data suggests Black and Latinos continue falling behind Asian Americans in all these respects. 

This long Asian American journey from the lower rungs of society to its higher ranks is no accident. It is sustained by Asian American families and their strong emphasis on hard work, education, and perseverance. This is not to deny continued racism against Asian people. The wave of hate crimes directed at some of them during the COVID-19 pandemic reminds us of this. Nevertheless, the continued successes of many Asian Americans suggests that if their community has any racial grievances, these are not as important as working hard to avoid being treated like a racial minority forever.  
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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

H1) Exposure to the model minority myth (MMM) increases Asian American levels of system justification.

H2) Exposure to MMM decreases Asian American levels of solidarity with other people of color.

H3) Exposure to MMM decreases Asian American support for pro-Black

H4) Exposure to MMM decreases Asian American support for pro-Latino policies.

H5) Exposure to MMM increases Asian American reports of life satisfaction.

H6) Heightened levels of system justification mediate the effect of MMM on solidarity with people of color, opposition to pro-Black, opposition to
pro-Latino policies, and reports of life satisfaction.

H7) Higher levels of (conservative) ideology will moderate the effect of our MMM treatment.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.
1) system justification levels; 2) solidarity with people of color; 3) pro-Black policy support; 4) pro-Latino policy support; and 5) life satisfaction.

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?
Two conditions: a control group assigned to read a mock news article about giant tortoises or a treatment group assigned to read a mock news article
manipulation MMM.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.
1) Using Ordinary Least Squares, we will estimate the direct effect of our treatment on all 5 outcomes.
2) Using OLS, we will estimate a mediation model where system justification is the mediator connecting our treatment to the remaining outcomes.

3) Using OLS, estimate the interaction between our MMM treatment and (conservative) ideology.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.
All available data will be used.

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the
number will be determined.

We plan to collect our data via Cloud Research. The upper limit at Cloud Research for U.S. Asian participants is 850. Our goal is to yield at least 800 to
detect a small effect (Cohen's d = .20) with two-tailed tests.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)
This data collection is time-sensitive as the data will be used by undergraduate students for a class project. We plan to stop data collection within 10 days

of launching the study to ensure enough time for undergraduate students to finish their final project before the quarter ends.
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