Use of Mechanical Turk Participants
Amazon’s Mechanical Turk system was developed for researchers to conduct streamlined self-report and behavioral studies using a rapid participant compensation system and a massive participant pool that may be otherwise unavailable to researchers at smaller schools. Recent investigations into the viability of using Mechanical Turk to collect data in the social and medical sciences has yielded positive results in studies that directly tested the reliability of Amazon’s system as compared to traditional subject pools (Mason and Suri, 2012). For example, Buhrmester, Kwang, and Gosling (2011) reported three major outcomes that led to their overall endorsement of using MTurk data: 1) MTurk participants had greater demographic diversity than American college subject pools; 2) compensation rates did not significantly affect the quality of data; and 3) the data they collected were as reliable as traditional college samples.
Other studies provided sets of best practices when using MTurk, in order to maximize participation rates, reliability of data, and understanding of procedures. Rouse (2015) found that adding survey items that serve as attention checks were associated with more reliable responses. Paolacci & Chandler (2014) recommended using simple methodologies with minimal text and minimal graphical and sound requirements. They also found that explaining to workers the meaning behind the task and the outcomes it may have for research improved data reliability (Chandler & Kapelner, 2013). Bearing these studies in mind, we employed the best practices described herein, as well as consistently filtered our MTurk participants by country (U.S. only), experience (>100 surveys completed), and accuracy rating (>98%), which is a measure of how frequently workers had successfully completed tasks without being rejected by researchers.

Interrater reliability results for Study 3
The average measure ICC for the activation code was 0.760 with a 95% confidence interval from 0.614 to 0.843 (F(158,159) = 4.759, p < 0.001). The average measure ICC for the pleasantness code was 0.666 with a 95% confidence interval from 0.505 to 0.770 (F(157,158)= 3.298, p < 0.001). A moderate degree of reliability was found for the temporal orientation code (Portney & Watkins, 2009). The average measure ICC was 0.631 with a 95% confidence interval from 0.491 to 0.732 (F(162,163) = 2.832, p < 0.001). The average measure ICC for the acquisition orientation code was 0.772 with a 95% confidence interval from 0.687 to 0.833 (F(157,158) = 4.361, p < 0.001).

Definitions for emotions in Study 6
Contentment. Contentment experiences might arise from feeling complete peace within yourself, a moment of clarity about the perfection of life, or the feeling that everything in your life is enough just as it is. Please take a few minutes to think about a particular time, fairly recently, which caused you to feel contentment. 
Pride. When experiencing pride, people usually feel proud and accomplished. Please take a few minutes to think about a particular time, fairly recently, during which you felt pride. 
Joy. When experiencing joy, people usually feel a great sense of pleasure or happiness. Please take a few minutes to think about a particular time, fairly recently, which caused you to feel joy.
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