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This instruction is used in the “With-I” condition. In the “Without-I” condition, the first-person pronoun “I” is omitted in the illustrating example, comprehension questions, and the main task.
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Thanks for your participation today. This session consists of the main task and a questionnaire. We expect the whole thing to take about 5 to 10 minutes. 

Depending on your decisions in the main task, you will be able to earn monetary rewards (paid in the form of a point voucher). Your final earnings are the sum of the earnings from the main task and the participation reward of 50 points. 

Please carefully read the instructions of the main tasks and the payment rules in the following pages.
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The main task consists of 15 rounds. In each round, you will make an allocation decision on the earnings between you and “someone else” who is randomly chosen from other participants in this experiment. 

In each round, you will be presented with nine options of reward allocation. You will choose the option you prefer most out of the nine options. Below is a sample option in a round:

I receive 100 JPY, the other receives 80 JPY. 

In each round, you will be presented with nine options just like this one. Please consider carefully which option is the best for you.
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After you finish your decisions in all 15 rounds, one round will be randomly selected as the payment round. You will receive the amount based on your decision in this round. The person (i.e. “someone else”) who is matched with you randomly will receive the amount you indicate.  Again, “someone else” is randomly chosen from other participants in this experiment. 

In addition, you will be assigned as the beneficiary (i.e. “someone else”) for another randomly matched participant. Your total earnings will include the earnings received from this participant’s decision.

Please be informed that you will not be the beneficiary of your beneficiary, so you don’t have to give more to “someone else” so that you receive more in return. 

Your earnings in this experiment include:
1) participation reward of 50 points
2) your own earnings in your payment round, and
3) the earnings from another participant’s payment round.

Regarding 2), we will inform you which round is chosen to be the payment round right after you finish all the questions. Regarding 3), we will give you updates in a week after we finish random matching.  

*Notes on your payment 
- You have the right to quit the experiment at any point of time. If you quit the experiment before you finish everything, no rewards will be paid to you.
- Your participation reward (50 points) will be paid to you right after you finish the experiment.
- Regarding rewards 2) and 3), you will receive your reward points from your account in a week.
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How your rewards are determined, an example:

Suppose that your decision and the decision made by “someone else” are as follows: 
<Your choice>
I receive 100 JPY, the other receives 70 JPY.
<Someone else’s choice>
I receive 60 JPY, the other receives 90 JPY.

Based on these choices, aside from participation reward of 50 JPY, you would receive a total of 190 JPY. 

Notes: 
Based on <Your choice>, you are rewarded with 100 JPY.
Based on <Someone else’s choice>, you are rewarded with 90 JPY.
Thus, your earnings will be 100 JPY + 90 JPY = 190 JPY.
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How your rewards are determined (Quiz 1)

Suppose that your decision and the decision made by “someone else” are as follows: 
<Your choice>
I receive 80 JPY, the other receives 50 JPY.
<Someone else’s choice>
I receive 70JPY, the other receives 30 JPY.

Q1. Based on these choices, how much reward, aside from the participation reward of 50 JPY, would you receive? Please choose one from the following options: 
1: 80 JPY
2: 110 JPY
3: 120 JPY
4: 150 JPY
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How your rewards are determined (Quiz 2)

Suppose that your decision and the decision made by “someone else” are as follows:
<Your choice>
I receive 120 JPY, the other receives 60 JPY.
<Someone else’s choice>
I receive 70 JPY, the other receives 90 JPY.

Q2. Based on these choices, how much reward, aside from the participation reward of 50 JPY, can you can receive? Please choose one from the following options. 
1: 120 JPY
2: 150 JPY
3: 190 JPY
4: 210 JPY
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Please answer 15 main questions, which will begin in the next page.  

Page 10-25 (main task)
 
**Below is a sample round for illustration purposes.**

Among the options, which one do you prefer most?
1: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 85 JPY.
2: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 76 JPY.
3: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 68 JPY.
4: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 59 JPY.
5: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 50 JPY.
6: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 41 JPY.
7: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 33 JPY.
8: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 24 JPY.
9: I receive 85 JPY, the other receives 15 JPY.
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Please complete the following questionnaire:
Q18: Gender
1: Male
2: Female

Q19: Age
1: under 20
2: 20–29
3: 30–39
4: 40–49
5: 50–59
6: above 60

Q20: Educational attainment
1: Middle school
2: High school
3: Junior college
4: College, Graduate School

Q21: Marital status
1: Married
2: Single
3: Divorced, Separated

Q22: Family size
1: 1 (single)
2: 2
3: 3
4: 4
5: 5
6: 6
7: 7
8: more than 8

Q23: Your household income (before tax) in 2015
1: Less than 2 million JPY
2: 2 million JPY–4 million JPY
3: 4 million JPY–6 million JPY
4: 6 million JPY–8 million JPY
5: 8 million JPY–10 million JPY
6: 10 million JPY–12 million JPY
7: 12 million JPY–15 million JPY
8: 15 million JPY–20 million JPY
9: 20 million JPY–30 million JPY
10: 30 million JPY–50 million JPY
11: More than 50 million JPY
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Thank you so much for your participation today. 

In addition to the participation reward of 50 points, based on your decision in the payment round you will receive
XX JPY
as well as the reward received from the decision made by “someone else.”

The last portion will be determined shortly. Please be patient before you receive our email for updates. 



Online Appendix II: Recruitment Procedure
The survey company initially randomized the entire pre-registered population into two groups: “with-I” and “without-I” groups. Invitation emails were then sent concurrently to both groups. The company used stratified random sampling to ensure that the joint distribution of our sample mirrored the national census statistics on age (four cells), gender (two cells), and educational attainment (four cells), as shown in Table A.1. If a participant in one of the groups was excluded from the study for certain reasons we document below, the company would randomly draw another participant with the same demographic features as the dropped person from the same group. This procedure ensures that the joint distributions of age category, gender, and educational attainments are exactly the same across the groups. In this study, a total of 11,484 pre-registered subjects received our invitations. Among them, 1,625 (1,506) recipients from the “with-I” group (the “without-I” group) proceeded to the experiment by clicking the corresponding link in the invitation email. Interested participants were then directed to the study’s website. 
Table A.1: Stratified Sampling for Each Treatment Group
[image: ]
Note: The number of subjects in the cells are determined according to the Final Report of the 2010 Population Census, Japan.
Once they entered the webpage, general information regarding the nature of the study, the tasks involved, and the confidentiality of their decisions was provided, followed by detailed instructions on the SVO task. In the instruction pages, participants were shown examples of money allocation decisions made by themselves and those done by others. Then, they were asked to answer how much reward money they would receive from those two decisions. Participants were required to successfully pass the comprehension test before proceeding to the main decision-making stage.[footnoteRef:1] Of 1,625 (1,506) subjects, 549 (436) in the “with-I” condition (“without-I” condition) failed the comprehension tests, while 76 (70) participants provided demographic information that did not match with their registered information.[footnoteRef:2] We excluded these observations from our study sample. In the end, a total of 1,000 subjects completed the survey for each condition. [1:  Importantly, subjects in the “with-I” condition were instructed with “I” in the illustrating example and comprehension questions, while those in the “without-I” condition were instructed without “I.”]  [2:  The difference in the failing rates across the conditions is statistically significant at the 1% level, which raises several concerns, as explained in footnote 14. However, at least after passing those comprehension tests, we ensure that our study sample fully understood the SVO task.] 





Online Appendix III: Ad Hoc Follow-up Survey
A3.1 Questionnaire
The following is an English translation from Japanese of the questions about subjective evaluations of the importance of politeness. It is worthwhile noting that because the questions in Part 2 were based on our speculation regarding the politeness mechanism, our intentions may have been revealed. To avoid the experimenter demand effect, we prevented the respondents from revising their answers in Part 1 of the follow-up survey once they entered Part 2.
Part 1: Please read the following two versions carefully and answer Questions 1-4.


                    Version A                            	   	     Version B

	I receive
	100
	the other receives
	50

	I receive
	98
	the other receives
	54

	I receive
	96
	the other receives
	59

	I receive
	94
	the other receives
	63

	I receive
	93
	the other receives
	68

	I receive
	91
	the other receives
	72

	I receive
	89
	the other receives
	76

	I receive
	87
	the other receives
	81

	I receive
	85
	the other receives
	85



	 Receive
	100
	the other receives
	50

	 Receive
	98
	the other receives
	54

	 Receive
	96
	the other receives
	59

	 Receive
	94
	the other receives
	63

	 Receive
	93
	the other receives
	68

	 Receive
	91
	the other receives
	72

	 Receive
	89
	the other receives
	76

	 Receive
	87
	the other receives
	81

	 Receive
	85
	the other receives
	85



Q1: Under which condition, A or B,  do you think you would allocate more money to the other? A; B; The Same 
Q2: Please tell us why you answered that way in Q1.
Q3: Under which condition, A or B,  do you think other participants would allocate more money to the other? A; B; The Same
Q4: Please tell us why you answered that way in Q3.
Part 2: For Questions 5-10, how much do you agree with the following statements on a scale between 1 (totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree)?
Q5: It is important to communicate with people in a polite manner.
Q6: I always try to speak formally.
Q7: I have to think hard what word/sentence/tone to use when I try to speak politely.
Q8: Education matters to be able to know how to be polite.
Q9: I feel generous to others when behaving politely.
Q10: You can give an impression of being impolite when you omit some words in a sentence.
A3.2 Results of the follow-up survey
The data from the first part of the follow-up survey (i.e. the categorical questions about respondents’ predictions about allocation decisions) are shown in Table A.3. Clearly, predictions about their own and other participants’ choices are quite similar for most respondents. The table shows that more than half of the respondents did not expect any behavioral difference among the two conditions, while the majority of the remaining responders expected that they would allocate more when instructed with the first-person pronoun. This result is in line with our main finding from the main experiment that SVO angles were higher when subjects were instructed using the first-person pronoun. We also tested whether there were systematic differences in the answers given in the follow-up survey depending on the instructions they received in the first experiment. We could not reject the null hypothesis that the answers do not differ between the “with-I” and “without-I” groups.
Table A.3: Respondents’ Predictions about Own and Others’ Allocation Decisions
[image: ]
Note: The figures in the parentheses represent an answer’s proportion in the entire sample.
In addition, each categorical question was followed by a justification question (Q2 and Q4) asking the subjects to explain why they have chosen a certain option in the previous question. Delving into data from the justification questions, we found some respondents who expressed reasons in line with Kashima and Kashima (1998) and expected that they would give less when instructed with “I.” We also found respondents who expected that they would give more when instructed with “I,” because it made them feel polite and generous. However, the number of such answers is rather small. In addition, many of those who expect that they would give more when instructed with the first-person pronoun state that they would feel more responsible for the outcome of the resource allocation with “I” in the instruction and that this sense of responsibility would lead them to allocate more to others. We argue that the last point is in line with Utz (2004), whereby self-activation may switch on individuals’ social responsibility or “moral” obligation to behave more pro-socially.
The results from the second part of the follow-up survey are as follows. We aim to test the (im)politeness effect of dropping the first-person pronoun. If that was the case, those who valued politeness more highly should react to the treatment of “with-I” to a larger degree. Therefore, we regress the SVO angle on the treatment dummy, their subjective evaluation score, and their interaction. Table A.4 summarizes the regression results for each politeness question. It can be clearly seen from the table that the coefficient of the interaction term is unanimously insignificant in all specifications, suggesting that politeness effect is not the underlying factor driving the results in the first survey. Thus, the remaining explanation that could potentially explain the opposing nature of our results to those found in Kashima and Kashima (1998) is the self-activation hypothesis by Utz (2004).
Table A.4: Effects of Subjective Evaluations on SVO Angle
[image: ]
Note: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, and *** p < 0.01.
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Middle School High School Tech School Undergrads Total
Some college Grads

Male (Age 20-29) 6 39 13 29 87
Male (Age 30-39) 9 60 21 51 141
Male (Age 40-49) 9 62 14 48 133
Male (Age 50-59) 16 63 8 45 132
Female (Age 20-29) 5 35 28 24 92
Female (Age 30-39) 6 55 51 31 143
Female (Age 40-49) 6 67 43 20 136
Female (Age 50-59) 13 76 31 16 136
Sum 70 457 209 264 1,000
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More to others when Less to others when  Indifferent between Total
instructed with "T" instructed with "I" the two conditions

Predictions on own decisions 458 (27.0%) 259 (15.3%) 978 (57.7%) 1,695
Predictions on others' decisions 455 (26.8) 271 (16.0%) 969 (57.2%) 1,695
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instructed with "I"  instructed with "I" the two conditions
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Dependent varible: SVO Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q1o
&) 2 3) 4) (&) (6)
"I" treatment dummy -0.676 -4.189 2.212 1.034 0.886 0.031
(3.950) (3.531) (3.410) (3.334) (3.055) (3.325)
Main effects of subjective evaluations -0.511 -0.648 0.029 0.133 0.179 -0.167
(0.467) (0.464) (0.456) (0.430) (0.469) (0.462)
Interaction term with "[" treatment 0.256 0.967 -0.274 -0.041 -0.014 0.160
(0.668) (0.668) (0.649) (0.617) (0.663) (0.659)
Constant 25.149%** 25.549%** 22.033%** 21.478%** 21.377%** 23.002%**
(2.764) (2.466) (2.4006) (2.341) (2.174) (2.326)
Observations 1,695 1,695 1,695 1,695 1,695 1,695
R-squared 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001










Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

"I" treatment dummy

-0.676 -4.189 2.212 1.034 0.886 0.031

(3.950) (3.531) (3.410) (3.334) (3.055) (3.325)

Main effects of subjective evaluations -0.511 -0.648 0.029 0.133 0.179 -0.167

(0.467) (0.464) (0.456) (0.430) (0.469) (0.462)

Interaction term with "I" treatment 0.256 0.967 -0.274 -0.041 -0.014 0.160

(0.668) (0.668) (0.649) (0.617) (0.663) (0.659)

Constant 25.149*** 25.549*** 22.033*** 21.478*** 21.377*** 23.002***

(2.764) (2.466) (2.406) (2.341) (2.174) (2.326)

Observations 1,695 1,695 1,695 1,695 1,695 1,695

R-squared 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001

Dependent varible: SVO


