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If hypotheses were tested that were not pre-registered, this is made clear in the paper.
These are labeled exploratory hypotheses in the paper.

® Yes
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Simmons, Nelson, and Simonsohn (2012): "We report how we determined our sample size,
all data exclusions (if any), all manipulations, and all measures in the study.”

® Yes
“ No
©N/A
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the rationale for the sample size used (e.g., an a priori power analysis).
® Yes
“ No
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how participants were recruited and selected (e.g., eligibility criteria).
® Yes
“ No
©ON/A
if or what compensation was offered for participation.
® Yes
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©ON/A
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® Yes
“ No
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® Yes
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® Yes
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if or how participants, experimenters, and data-analysts were kept naive to potentially
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® Yes
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if the study design, procedures, and materials allow independent replication.
® Yes
“ No
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the measures of interest (e.g., original citation, response options, etc.).
® Yes
“ No
©ON/A
ethical measures taken and, if applicable, details (e.g., ID number) of institutional ethics
committee or IRB approval.
® Yes
“ No
©ON/A

The paper - or openly accessible supplements (that are referenced or linked to in the paper)

- fully discloses all information regarding any procedures and measures used.
® Yes
“ No

“N/A

The paper indicates if (any portion of) the reported dataset has appeared in any other
papers (submitted or accepted). It also describes the nature and degree of overlap(s) and
unique contribution(s) of the current paper.

® Yes
“ No
“N/A

The paper contains a link to openly accessible supplements (e.g., instructions, stimuli, test
materials, original items, scripts, codebook for variables, study plan, etc.). These can be used
to replicate the study.

® Yes
“ No
“N/A

Please provide the link to the open supplements here:
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RESULTS

The Results section of the paper ...

describes protocols for data pre-processing (e.g., cleaning, discarding of cases and items,
normalizing, smoothing, artifact correction).

® Yes
“ No
©ON/A
distinguishes explicitly between "confirmatory" (i.e., pre-registered) and "exploratory"
(i.e., not pre-registered) analyses.
® Yes
“ No
©ON/A
describes how violations of statistical assumptions were handled.
® Yes
“ No
©ON/A

justifies all statistical choices (e.g., including or excluding covariates; applying or not

applying transformations; etc.).

® Yes
“ No
©ON/A

reports the effective or actually used sample size (e.g., for each analysis, cell of the
design, etc.).

® Yes

“ No

“N/A



reports how incomplete or missing data were handled.
® Yes
“ No
©N/A

reports all findings in simple past tense.
® Yes
“ No
©ON/A

reports basic descriptive statistics (i.e., central tendencies, variations, reliabilities, and
intercorrelations) of all variables that are used in the analyses. Preferably, this
information is integrated into a table in the paper. If it cannot be feasibly done, then it
must be available in supplements which are referenced or linked to in the paper.
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“ No
“N/A

reports effect sizes (e.g., d, eta squared) for all focal tests (not just p-values). Pearson's r
and regression weights can count as effect sizes, but their relative magnitude(s) need to
be discussed in the text.

® Yes
“ No
“N/A
reports 95% confidence or credibility intervals of focal effect sizes.
® Yes
“ No
©N/A
reports only exact p-values if p-values are given.
® Yes
“ No
“N/A

reports analyses with and without the inclusion of control variables and clearly states if
and how findings diverge as a function of including (or not including) control variables.
If issues of word count arise, then some of this information may be relegated to a brief
paragraph, while the bulk of analyses are presented in supplements which are
referenced or linked to in the paper.

® Yes

“ No

“ N/A



reports for all scale scores used, if applicable, whether or how measurement models
(e.g., with CFAs) fit the data as well as whether measurement invariance (across groups
or time) needed to be established. Detailed information and all tests can be relegated to

supplements which are referenced or linked to in the paper.

® Yes
“ No
“N/A
The paper contains a link to openly accessible data (e.g., raw data, processed data, etc.) on
which the analyses were based.
® Yes
“ No
“N/A
Please provide the link to the open data here:

The paper contains a link to openly accessible data-analytical scripts, code, or syntax (that
is not copyright-protected). These can be used to reproduce the analyses of the paper.

® Yes

“ No

©ON/A

Please provide the link to the open data-analytical scrips, code, or syntax here:
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DISCUSSION

The Discussion section of the paper ...

contains (a) a brief summary of the findings, (b) a careful discussion and interpretation
of the findings (in light of previous literature), (c) implications and merits (theoretical,
practical, societal, etc.), (d) limitations, and (e) prospects and future directions.
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carefully interprets the magnitude and relevance of effect sizes.
® Yes
“ No
© N/A

provides a balanced discussion of the findings as well as their relative merits and
limitations.
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“ No
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clearly describes in the Limitations sub-section the Constraints on Generality (COG:
Simons, Shoda, & Lindsay, 2017).
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