Supplementary material comparing formally-diagnosed with self-diagnosed autistic groups.

Table A: Group comparison between the formally-diagnosed autistic participants and the self-diagnosed autistic participants on the totals of the dependent variables.

	Measures 
	Formal-
autistic
group 
(n=134)
	Self-autistic group
(n=124) 
	F-value
(df=1,253) 

	Autistic Traits 
	 45.65 (9.04)
	43.22 (8.50)
	4.89* 

	Propensity for Intuition

Propensity for Deliberation

Intolerance of Uncertainty (total)
	36.45 (11.69)
65.99 (8.90)
 48.12 (8.44)
	40.48 (10.31)
63.63
(9.29)
46.98 (8.20)
	8.50**

4.77*

1.17

	     Prospective-IU
     
     Inhibitory-IU

	29.65 (4.58)
18.47 (4.98)
	28.31 (4.72)
18.66 (4.71)
	5.27*

0.12


*p<.05, **P<.01

As with Study 2, the mediation analysis comprised of autistic traits (IV), propensity for deliberation (DV), and IU (mediator). Here the analysis is repeated for the formally-diagnosed and the self-diagnosed autistic groups separately.






[bookmark: _Hlk173934436]Formally-diagnosed autistic group

Mediation Model: Deliberation 

[bookmark: _Hlk173933254]With Total-IU as the mediator, the direct effect between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation was not significant (β = -.03, t=0.39, ns [-.1936, .1293]) and the indirect effect was positive and significant (β = .09 [.0092, .1913]); both autistic traits to total-IU (β = .34, t=4.48, p<.001 [.1882, .4875]) and total-IU to propensity for deliberation (β = .28, t=3.12, p=.002 [.1013, .4511]) were positive and significant. Therefore total-IU fully mediated the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation (as with the whole sample, see Figure 3).

[bookmark: _Hlk173931533]When replacing total-IU with prospective-IU, the pattern was similar. The direct effect was not significant (β = -.13, t=1.80, ns [-.2872, .0139]) and the indirect effect was positive and significant (β = .20 [.0973, .2994]; autistic traits to prospective-IU: β = .21, t=5.24, p<.0001 [.1298, .2872]; prospective-IU to propensity for deliberation: β = .95, t=6.21, p<.0001 [.6462, 1.2513]). Therefore prospective-IU fully mediated the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation (as with the whole sample). When replacing total-IU with inhibitory-IU, the pattern was different. The direct effect was not significant (β = .06, t=0.70, ns [-.1040, .2169]) and the indirect effect was not significant (β = .005 [-.0478, .0572]; autistic traits to inhibitory-IU: β = .13, t=2.78, p=.006 [.0374, .2213]; inhibitory-IU to deliberation: β = .04, t=.24, ns [-.2587, .3316]). Inhibitory-IU did not mediate the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation.

Mediation Model: Intuition 

With Total-IU as the mediator, the direct effect between autistic traits and propensity for intuition was negative and significant (β = -.36, t=3.16, p=.002 [-.5855, -.1343]) and the indirect effect was not significant (β = -.04 [-.1451, .0945]); autistic traits to total-IU was positive and significant (β = .34, t=4.48, p<.001 [.1882, .4875]) and total-IU to propensity for intuition was not significant (β = -.11, t=0.91, ns [-.3566, .1322]).

When replacing total-IU with prospective-IU as the mediator, the pattern was similar. The direct effect was again negative and significant (β = -.36, t=3.11, p=.002 [-.5953, -.1322]) and the indirect effect was not significant (β = -.03 [-.1588, .1410]; autistic traits to prospective-IU: β = .21, t=5.24, p<.0001 [.1298, .2872]; prospective-IU to propensity for intuition: β = -.16, t=0.69, ns [-.6287, .3020]). Therefore prospective-IU did not mediate the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for intuition. When replacing total-IU with inhibitory-IU, the direct effect was negative and significant (β = -.37, t=3.43, p<.001 [-.5911, -.1587]) and the indirect effect was not significant (β = -.02 [-.0925, .0425]; Autistic traits to inhibitory-IU: β = .13, t=2.78, p=.006 [.0374, .2113]; inhibitory-IU to intuition: β = -.18, t=0.88, ns [-.5750, .2203]).
Self-diagnosed autistic group

Mediation Model: Deliberation 

With Total-IU as the mediator, the direct effect between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation was not significant (β = .05, t=0.51, ns [-.1487, .2519]) and the indirect effect was positive and significant (β = .18 [.0729, .3150]); both autistic traits to total-IU (β = .41, t=5.23, p<.001 [.2586, .5740]) and total-IU to propensity for deliberation (β = .43, t=4.13, p=.0001 [.2258, .6417]) were positive and significant. Therefore total-IU fully mediated the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation (as with the whole sample, see Figure 3).

When replacing total-IU with prospective-IU, the pattern was similar. The direct effect was not significant (β = -.04, t=0.47, ns [-.2220, .1366]) and the indirect effect was positive and significant (β = .27 [.1625, .4102]; autistic traits to prospective-IU: β = .24, t=5.19, p<.0001 [.1479, .3307]; prospective-IU to propensity for deliberation: β = 1.15, t=7.07, p<.0001 [.8270, 1.4702]). Therefore prospective-IU fully mediated the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation (as with the whole sample). When replacing total-IU with inhibitory-IU, the pattern was different. The direct effect was significant (β = .21, t=2.03, p<.05 [.0050, .4123]) and the indirect effect was not significant (β = .02 [-.0428, .1011]; autistic traits to inhibitory-IU: β = .18, t=3.71, p=.0003 [.0285, .2175]; inhibitory-IU to deliberation: β = .13, t=0.71, ns [-.2374, .5036]). Inhibitory-IU did not mediate the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for deliberation.

Mediation Model: Intuition 

With Total-IU as the mediator, the direct effect between autistic traits and propensity for intuition was negative and significant (β = -.28, t=2.42, p=.017 [-.5110, -.0510]) and the indirect effect was negative and significant (β = -.11 [-.2335, -.0129]); autistic traits to total-IU was positive and significant (β = .41, t=5.23, p<.001 [.2586, .5740]) and total-IU to propensity for intuition was negative and significant (β = -.26, t=2.19, p=.03 [-.5026, -.0251]).

[bookmark: _GoBack]When replacing total-IU with prospective-IU as the mediator, the pattern was similar. The direct effect was again negative and significant (β = -.31, t=2.69, p=.008 [-.5468, -.0827]) and the indirect effect was not significant (β = -.08 [-.1927, .0167]; autistic traits to prospective-IU: β = .24, t=5.19, p<.0001 [.1479, .3307]; prospective-IU to propensity for intuition: β = -.31, t=1.51, ns [-.7342, .0981]). Therefore prospective-IU did not mediate the relationship between autistic traits and propensity for intuition. When replacing total-IU with inhibitory-IU, the direct effect was negative and significant (β = -.31, t=2.83, p=.005 [-.5326, -.0944]) and the indirect effect was also significant (β = -.08 [-.1789, -.0101]; Autistic traits to inhibitory-IU: β = .18, t=3.71, p=.0003 [.0825, .2715]; inhibitory-IU to intuition: β = -.44, t=2.17, p=.03 [-.8358, -.0386]).
