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Supplemental Material A: Analyses Examining the English and Non-English Citations
Table A1
Citation Accuracy Separated by English and Non-English Reports
	Coding category
	English
	Non-English

	Main categories (total 100%)

	   1-Accurate
	63
	62

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	15
	15

	   3-Inaccurate
	23
	23

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)

	   1-Accurate
	63
	62

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	8
	11

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	7
	3

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	4
	2

	   3b-Generalization
	2
	3

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	7
	13

	   3d-Contradiction
	10
	5


Note. English (N = 682) and Non-English (N = 69) Reports
Supplemental Material B: Analyses Examining the Journals that Contained the Citations
Table B1
Citation Accuracy for Subcategories Depending on the Journal
	Subcategory
	Values

	
	

	1-Accurate
	r(199) = .05, p = .499

	2a-Omission of communion increase
	r(199) = − .04, p = .591

	2b-Omission of competence equality
	r(199) = − .06, p = . 399

	3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	r(199) = − .06, p = .416

	3b-Generalization 
	r(199) = .14, p = .048

	3c-Aspect not included in study
	r(199) = − .06, p = .395

	3d-Contradiction
	r(199) = .03, p = .717



Table B2
Number of Citations Separate for the Journals with the Most Citations
	Journal name
	Discipline
	Number of articles
	Number of citations

	
	
	
	Communion
	Agency
	Competence

	Across all Articles
	-
	131
	60
	64
	50

	Frontiers in Psychology
	Psychology (miscellaneous)
	21
	11
	10
	8

	Sex Roles
	Psychology, Developmental and Educational Psychology, Social Psychology, Social Sciences, Gender Studies
	13
	5
	7
	6

	Journal of Applied Social Psychology
	Psychology, Social Psychology
	10
	6
	7
	3

	Journal of Personality and Social Psychology
	Psychology, Social Psychology, Social Sciences, Sociology and Political Science
	10
	4
	2
	3

	Current Psychology
	Psychology (miscellaneous)
	6
	4
	5
	2

	Gender in Management
	Business, Management and Accounting Business, Management and Accounting (miscellaneous) Social Sciences, Gender Studies
	6
	2
	4
	0

	Journal of Applied Psychology
	Psychology, Applied Psychology
	6
	1
	3
	2

	PLOS ONE
	Multidisciplinary
	6
	4
	4
	4

	Psychology of Women Quarterly
	Arts and Humanities (miscellaneous) Psychology, Developmental and Educational Psychology, Psychology (miscellaneous), Social Sciences, Gender Studies
	6
	5
	4
	4

	Journal of Social Issues
	Social Sciences (miscellaneous)
	5
	1
	1
	4

	Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin
	Psychology, Social Psychology
	5
	2
	1
	3

	Perspectives on Psychological Science
	Psychology (miscellaneous)
	5
	3
	3
	3

	British Journal of Social Psychology
	Psychology, Social Psychology
	4
	0
	2
	2

	Group Processes & Intergroup Relations
	Arts and Humanities (miscellaneous), Psychology, Social Psychology, Social Sciences, Communication, Cultural Studies, Sociology and Political Science
	4
	1
	2
	0

	International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health
	Environmental Science Health, Toxicology and Mutagenesis Pollution Medicine Public Health, Environmental and Occupational Health
	4
	1
	1
	2

	Journal of Experimental Social Psychology
	Psychology, Social Psychology, Social Sciences Sociology and Political Science
	4
	2
	1
	1

	Political Behavior
	Social Sciences, Sociology and Political Science
	4
	2
	3
	1

	Psychological Bulletin
	Arts and Humanities, History and Philosophy of Science, Psychology (miscellaneous)
	4
	1
	1
	0

	Psychological Inquiry
	Psychology (miscellaneous)
	4
	2
	2
	2

	Psychological Reports
	Psychology (miscellaneous)
	4
	3
	1
	0



Note. This analysis includes journals with at least 3 citations and disregards those with fewer citing articles.
Table B3
Citation Accuracy Across and Within Each Stereotype Domain, Separate for the 20 Journals with the Most Citing Articles
	Coding category
	Overall
	Communion
	Agency
	Competence

	British Journal of Social Psychology 
(N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	75%
	0%
	50%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	100%
	0%
	100%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Current Psychology (N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	82%
	100%
	60%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	9%
	0%
	20%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	90%
	100%
	75%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	10%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Frontiers in Psychology (N = 21 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	34%
	9%
	30%
	75%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	14%
	27%
	-
	12%

	   3-Inaccurate
	10%
	9%
	10%
	12%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	59%
	20%
	75%
	75%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	18%
	60%
	-
	- 

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	6%
	-
	-
	12%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	12%
	20%
	0%
	12%

	   3d-Contradiction
	6%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	Gender in Management (N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	100%
	100%
	100%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	100%
	100%
	100%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Group Processes & Intergroup Relations (N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	33%
	0%
	50%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	100%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 
(N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Journal of Applied Psychology 
(N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	33%
	0%
	33%
	50%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	100%
	0%
	100%
	100%

	Journal of Applied Social Psychology 
(N = 10 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	56%
	67%
	29%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	6%
	0%
	14%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	90%
	100%
	67%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	10%
	0%
	33%
	0%

	Journal of Experimental Social Psychology (N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	50%
	0%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	50%
	50%
	100%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	50%
	0%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	50%
	50%
	100%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Journal of Personality and Social Psychology (N = 10 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	56%
	50%
	50%
	67%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	22%
	25%
	-
	33%

	   3-Inaccurate
	11%
	25%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	62%
	50%
	100%
	67%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	12%
	25%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	12%
	-
	-
	33%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	12%
	25%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Journal of Social Issues (N = 5 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	0%
	0%
	75%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	33%
	100%
	-
	25%

	   3-Inaccurate
	17%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	0%
	0%
	75%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	17%
	100%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	17%
	-
	-
	25%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	17%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin (N = 5 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	17%
	0%
	-
	33%

	   3-Inaccurate
	17%
	0%
	0%
	33%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	50%
	-
	-
	50%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	50%
	0%
	0%
	50%

	Perspectives on Psychological Science 
(N = 5 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	56%
	33%
	67%
	67%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	12%
	33%
	-
	33%

	   3-Inaccurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	71%
	50%
	100%
	67%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	14%
	50%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	14%
	-
	-
	33%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	PLOS ONE (N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	58%
	75%
	50%
	50%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	8%
	0%
	-
	25%

	   3-Inaccurate
	25%
	0%
	50%
	25%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	64%
	100%
	50%
	50%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	9%
	-
	-
	25%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	9%
	0%
	0%
	25%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	9%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	9%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	Political Behavior (N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	100%
	33%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	33%
	0%
	67%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	100%
	33%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	33%
	0%
	67%
	0%

	Psychological Bulletin (N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	100%
	0%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	50%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	100%
	0%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	50%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Psychological Inquiry (N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	17%
	0%
	0%
	50%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	17%
	50%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	0%
	0%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	50%
	100%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Psychological Reports (N = 4 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	33%
	100%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	25%
	33%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	50%
	100%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	33%
	50%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Psychology of Women Quarterly 
(N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	46%
	20%
	75%
	50%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	8%
	0%
	-
	25%

	   3-Inaccurate
	15%
	40%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	33%
	100%
	67%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	11%
	-
	-
	33%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	11%
	33%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	11%
	33%
	0%
	0%

	Sex Roles (N = 13 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	33%
	0%
	14%
	83%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	6%
	20%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	17%
	0%
	29%
	17%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	60%
	0%
	33%
	83%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	10%
	100%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	10%
	0%
	33%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	20%
	0%
	33%
	17%



Note. Overall consists of the following three categories: Communion, Agency, and Competence; omitting the category Not one specifically.
Summarizing Table B3, across all stereotype domains, among the 20 most frequent journals, the highest percentage of accurate citations (100%) were found in Gender in Management and International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, whereas the lowest percentage of accurate citations (0%) were found in Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, Journal of Applied Psychology, and Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin. Moreover, across all stereotype dimensions, the highest percentage of somewhat accurate citations (33%) were found in Journal of Social Issues; whereas the lowest percentage of somewhat accurate citations (0%) were found in Psychological Reports, Psychological Bulletin, Political Behavior, Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Journal of Applied Psychology, International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, Gender in Management, Current Psychology and British Journal of Social Psychology. The highest percentage of inaccurate citations (50%) were found in Psychological Bulletin and Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, whereas the lowest percentage of inaccurate citations (0%) in International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, Gender in Management, British Journal of Social Psychology, Psychological Inquiry and Perspectives on Psychological Science.
Finally, results for the most severe subcategory of miscitation revealed that citations most often (100%) contradicted the actual findings (i.e., 3d-Contradiction) in Journal of Applied Psychology and Group Processes & Intergroup Relations and least often (0%) in Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, Current Psychology, Gender in Management, Perspectives on Psychological Science, British Journal of Social Psychology, International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, Psychological Bulletin, Psychological Inquiry, Psychological Reports.

Supplemental Material C: Results Separate for the Scientific Disciplines
Table C1
Citation Accuracy Separated by Scientific Discipline
	Coding category
	Overall
	Communion
	Agency
	Competence

	Psychology (N = 105 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	66%
	60%
	66%
	71%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	14%
	22%
	-
	18%

	   3-Inaccurate
	20%
	17%
	34%
	11%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	66%
	60%
	66%
	71%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	8%
	22%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	6%
	-
	-
	18%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	3%
	3%
	4%
	2%

	   3b-Generalization
	3%
	3%
	7%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	6%
	8%
	5%
	5%

	   3d-Contradiction
	8%
	3%
	18%
	5%

	Management (N = 33 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	60%
	55%
	56%
	68%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	14%
	15%
	-
	23%

	   3-Inaccurate
	26%
	30%
	44%
	9%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	60%
	55%
	56%
	68%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	5%
	15%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	9%
	-
	-
	23%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	12%
	20%
	19%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	7%
	10%
	6%
	5%

	   3d-Contradiction
	7%
	0%
	19%
	5%

	Medicine (N = 12 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	47%
	25%
	60%
	50%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	27%
	25%
	-
	50%

	   3-Inaccurate
	27%
	50%
	40%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	47%
	25%
	60%
	50%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	7%
	25%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	20%
	-
	-
	50%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	7%
	25%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	7%
	0%
	20%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	13%
	25%
	20%
	0%

	Social Sciences (N = 16 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	46%
	25%
	50%
	62%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	29%
	50%
	-
	38%

	   3-Inaccurate
	25%
	25%
	50%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	46%
	25%
	50%
	62%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	17%
	50%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	12%
	-
	-
	38%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	4%
	12%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	8%
	12%
	12%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	12%
	0%
	38%
	0%

	Gender Studies (N = 12 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	80%
	80%
	89%
	67%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	10%
	20%
	-
	17%

	   3-Inaccurate
	10%
	0%
	11%
	17%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	80%
	80%
	89%
	67%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	5%
	20%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	5%
	-
	-
	17%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	10%
	0%
	11%
	17%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Computer Science (N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	53%
	40%
	40%
	80%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	13%
	20%
	-
	20%

	   3-Inaccurate
	33%
	40%
	60%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	53%
	40%
	40%
	80%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	7%
	20%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	7%
	-
	-
	20%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	7%
	20%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	27%
	20%
	60%
	0%

	Multidisciplinary (N = 7 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	100%
	50%
	60%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	8%
	0%
	-
	20%

	   3-Inaccurate
	25%
	0%
	50%
	20%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	100%
	50%
	60%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	8%
	-
	-
	20%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	8%
	0%
	0%
	20%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	8%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	8%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	Sociology (N = 6 citations)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	70%
	100%
	40%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	30%
	0%
	60%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	70%
	100%
	40%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	10%
	0%
	20%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	20%
	0%
	40%
	0%



Note. Overall consists of the following three categories: Communion, Agency, and Competence; omitting the category Not one specifically. Citations in the disciplines Education (N = 3) and Environmental Science (N = 3) were omitted from this analysis.
Supplemental Material D: Results Separate for the Type of Report
As shown in this Supplement, results revealed high accuracy rate overall for other documents (e.g., encyclopedia entries; 89%), working papers (72%), bachelor and master thesis (67% and 61%, respectively), books (65%), and journal articles (64%). Higher inaccuracy rates, however, existed in conference contributions (33%), bachelor thesis (33%; as these theses were either accurate or inaccurate, with none being 2-Somewhat accurate), dissertations (31%), and journal articles (21%).
Table D1
Citation Accuracy Overall Separated by Type of Report
	
	Journal Articles
	Disser-
tation
	Books
	Working
Papers
	Preprints
	   Con-ference
	Master
Thesis
	Bachelor
Thesis
	Other

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	64%
	55%
	65%
	72%
	50%
	33%
	61%
	67%
	89%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	15%
	13%
	14%
	11%
	33%
	33%
	17%
	0%
	11%

	   3-Inaccurate
	21%
	31%
	20%
	17%
	17%
	33%
	22%
	33%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	64%
	55%
	65%
	72%
	50%
	33%
	61%
	67%
	89%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	8%
	9%
	8%
	6%
	0%
	33%
	10%
	0%
	11%

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	7%
	4%
	6%
	6%
	33%
	0%
	7%
	0%
	0%

	      3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	4%
	5%
	4%
	6%
	0%
	0%
	7%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	2%
	2%
	6%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	2%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	6%
	15%
	2%
	6%
	8%
	0%
	7%
	11%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	9%
	10%
	8%
	6%
	8%
	33%
	5%
	22%
	0%


Note. The percentages reported include the following three categories: Communion, Agency, and Competence; omitting the category Not one specifically.
Table D2
Citation Accuracy for Each Dimension Separated by Type of Report
	Coding category
	Overall
	Communion
	Agency
	Competence

	Journal articles (N = 456)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	64%
	57%
	64%
	71%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	15%
	24%
	-
	20%

	   3-Inaccurate
	21%
	19%
	36%
	9%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	64%
	57%
	64%
	71%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	8%
	24%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	7%
	-
	-
	20%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	4%
	7%
	4%
	1%

	   3b-Generalization
	2%
	2%
	3%
	1%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	6%
	8%
	8%
	4%

	   3d-Contradiction
	9%
	3%
	20%
	4%

	Dissertations (N = 112)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	55%
	45%
	49%
	70%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	13%
	29%
	-
	11%

	   3-Inaccurate
	31%
	26%
	51%
	20%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	55%
	45%
	49%
	70%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	9%
	29%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	4%
	-
	-
	11%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	5%
	8%
	8%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	2%
	0%
	3%
	2%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	15%
	16%
	16%
	13%

	   3d-Contradiction
	10%
	3%
	24%
	4%

	Books (N = 56)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	65%
	47%
	67%
	77%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	14%
	27%
	-
	14%

	   3-Inaccurate
	20%
	27%
	33%
	9%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	65%
	47%
	67%
	77%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	8%
	27%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	6%
	-
	-
	14%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	4%
	7%
	8%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	6%
	7%
	8%
	5%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	2%
	0%
	0%
	5%

	   3d-Contradiction
	8%
	13%
	17%
	0%

	Working Papers (N = 24)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	72%
	60%
	71%
	83%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	11%
	20%
	-
	17%

	   3-Inaccurate
	17%
	20%
	29%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	72%
	60%
	71%
	83%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	6%
	20%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	6%
	-
	-
	17%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	6%
	0%
	14%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	6%
	20%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	6%
	0%
	14%
	0%

	Preprints (N = 20)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	100%
	75%
	0%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	33%
	0%
	-
	80%

	   3-Inaccurate
	17%
	0%
	25%
	20%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	50%
	100%
	75%
	0%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	33%
	-
	-
	80%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	8%
	0%
	0%
	20%

	   3d-Contradiction
	8%
	0%
	25%
	0%

	Conference publications (N = 10)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	33%
	0%
	0%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	33%
	100%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	33%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	33%
	0%
	0%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	33%
	100%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	33%
	0%
	100%
	0%

	Master’s theses (N = 45)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	61%
	43%
	77%
	64%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	17%
	29%
	-
	21%

	   3-Inaccurate
	22%
	29%
	33%
	14%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	61%
	43%
	77%
	64%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	10%
	29%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	7%
	-
	-
	21%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	7%
	14%
	8%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	2%
	0%
	0%
	7%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	7%
	14%
	8%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	5%
	0%
	8%
	7%

	Bachelor’s theses (N = 18)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	33%
	60%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	0%
	0%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	33%
	67%
	40%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	67%
	33%
	60%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	0%
	0%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	11%
	33%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	22%
	33%
	40%
	0%

	Other documents (N = 10)
	
	
	
	

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	89%
	67%
	100%
	100%

	   2-Somewhat accurate
	11%
	33%
	-
	0%

	   3-Inaccurate
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	
	

	   1-Accurate
	89%
	67%
	100%
	100%

	   2a-Omisson of communion increase
	11%
	33%
	-
	-

	   2b-Omission of competence equality
	0%
	-
	-
	0%

	   3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3b-Generalization
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3c-Aspect not included in study
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   3d-Contradiction
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%



Note. Overall consists of the following three categories: Communion, Agency, and Competence; omitting the category Not one specifically. Other documents include encyclopedia entries and blog posts.
Supplemental Material E: Results Separate for the three Different Databases*
*Note. The manuscript does not refer to this Online Supplement. However, we included it as we preregistered this analysis on OSF.
As preregistered, an additional analysis examined whether the citation accuracy differed, depending on the database that listed the citing articles: Google Scholar, Web of Science, and Scopus. Results showed no associations between citation accuracy for articles listed in Google Scholar, ²(6) = 1206.20, p < .001, Web of Science, ²(6) = 505.70, p < .001, and Scopus, ²(6) = 546.14, p < .001.
Table E1
Citation Accuracy Separate for the Three Different Databases (cf. Table 2 in Main Document)
	
	Database

	
	Google Scholar
	Web of Science
	Scopus

	Main categories (total 100%)
	
	
	

	0-Definition only
	28%
	30%
	30%

	1-Accurate
	45%
	44%
	45%

	2-Somewhat accurate
	11%
	11%
	10%

	3-Inaccurate
	16%
	15%
	14%

	Separate for subcategories (total 100%)
	
	
	

	1-Accurate
	62%
	63%
	65%

	2a-Omisson of communion increase
	8%
	8%
	8%

	2b-Omission of competence equality
	7%
	7%
	7%

	3a-Overspecification to prescriptions
	4%
	4%
	3%

	3b-Generalization
	2%
	2%
	2%

	3c-Aspect not included in study
	8%
	7%
	7%

	3d-Contradiction
	9%
	9%
	9%
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