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Abstract

Misreporting – a form of lying – is common in online labor and remote work settings. We execute

an experiment on Amazon MTurk to determine how ex-ante honesty oaths and worker beliefs impact

lying behavior across a range of plausible and implausible lies. Using a novel quantile exposition of

the types of lies reported and the effect of worker expectations of others’ behavior, we find that oaths

elicit more truthful behavior, reducing both small, plausible lies as well as large, implausible ones.

Worker expectations of group reporting are primarily related to individual reporting of plausible lies.

Males misreport more on average than females, yet female and male workers are equally responsive

to oath-taking.
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Appendix A Study Design

Figure 1: Experiment Design flow
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Appendix B Summary Statistics

Table 1: Summary Statistics

Full Sample (n = 1410) Control (n = 707) Treatment (n = 703)
Mean St. Dev. Mean St. Dev. Mean St. Dev.

Task Variables
Worker took oath (binary) 0.997 0.075
Oath Treatment (binary) 0.498 0.500
Timer, coin task seconds 34.645 44.784 31.277 42.816 38.032 46.465
Number heads reported in ten flips 5.775 1.779 6.082 1.902 5.467 1.589
Worker shirked, coin task (binary) 0.674 0.469 0.726 0.447 0.623 0.485

Payments Variables
Payout for coin task (per worker) 0.578 0.178 0.608 0.190 0.547 0.159
Payout for all tasks (per worker) 0.838 0.328 0.910 0.353 0.765 0.282

Worker Demographics
Female worker 0.577 0.494 0.557 0.497 0.596 0.491
Female*treatment 0.297 0.457 0.000 0.000 0.596 0.491
Age 38.645 12.526 38.479 12.542 38.812 12.517
Worker HH income (in 1000s) 87.180 88.232 89.539 91.288 84.808 85.048
Risk tolerance 42.768 24.917 43.494 24.644 42.037 25.186

Questions on Lying and Expectations
Worker thinks oaths matter 0.462 0.499 0.448 0.498 0.477 0.500
Worker admits misreporting number heads 0.051 0.220 0.057 0.231 0.046 0.209
Worker expected modal number heads reported 6.258 1.505 6.328 1.544 6.188 1.462
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Appendix C Misreporting Costs

Table 2: Oath Effect and Misreporting Costs.

Total Control Treatment

Number of Workers 1412 709 703
Expected Cost ($) 706.00 354.50 351.50
Observed Cost ($) 815.80 431.50 384.30

Misreporting Costs 109.80 77.00 32.80
Change from Expected 15.55% 21.72% 9.33%

Decrease in misreporting costs from treatment = 10.18%

Notes: Following the binomial distribution the expected cost is $0.50 per worker (5

heads @0.10/head). The decrease in misreporting costs are calculated as the percent-

age difference in per worker payout to the control and treatment groups. Specifically,

1� 384.30/703
431.50/709 .
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Appendix D Figures

D.1 Distributions
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Figure 2: Distribution of Heads in 10 Coin Flips.
Left panel displays the theoretical binomial probabilities (f=10, p=0.5).

Right panel displays observed distribution with ghost bars represent densities of the expected distribution.

Full sample: n=1410.

Figure 3: CDFs of Heads Reported in Observed Distribution versus those from Theoretical
Distributions

(separated by Treatment)
Control (No Oath) = 707 Treatment (Oath) = 703 Overall = 1410

One Sample KS Test - Control: p < 0.001; One Sample KS Test - Treatment: p < 0.001;
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Figure 4: (Distribution of Reported (Observed) Heads in 10 Coin Flips.
Ghost bars represent densities of the expected distribution.

Full sample: n=1410 (mean = 5.78, s.d. = 1.78).

Figure 5: CDFs of Number of Heads Reported under different Experimental Conditions.
Control (No Oath) = 707 Treatment (Oath) = 703 Overall = 1410

Two Sample KS Test: p < 0.001
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D.2 Expectations and Lies

Figure 6: Distribution of Workers’ Expected Modal Reported Heads in Coin Task.
Two Sample KS Test p� value = 0.90.

(a) Expectations and Treatment (b) Expectations and Admission to lying

Figure 7: Effects of Expectations on Predicted Number of Heads (Predictive Margins).
Panel (a) shows the difference in the effects for the control and treatment group and Panel (b) shows the

difference in the effects for respondents who admitted to lying and who did not. The figures exclude one

observation reporting one head.
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D.3 Effects of Gender

Table 3: Effects of Gender on Mean Number of Heads Reported.

Males Females

Overall 5.965 5.636
(0.075) (0.060)

No Oath 6.262 5.939
(0.108) (0.095)

Oath 5.637 5.351
(0.101) (0.073)

Notes: Misreporting is represented by mean number of heads

reported and shirking as a percentage of respondents shirked.

Standard errors are in parentheses. Males: Control (No

Oath) = 313 Treatment (Oath) = 284 Overall = 597; Fe-

males: Control (No Oath) = 394 Treatment (Oath) = 419

Overall = 813.
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D.4 Distribution of Age, Household Income and Risk

Figure 8: Distribution of Age, separated by Treatment.
Two Sample KS Test: p = 0.740

Figure 9: Distribution of Household Income (in 1000s), separated by Treatment.
Two Sample KS Test: p = 0.631
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Figure 10: Distribution of Risk Tolerance, separated by Treatment.
Two Sample KS Test: p = 0.269
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