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Supplemental Analyses 

1) Women Only Analyses 
2) Sapphire Stereotype Analyses 
3) [bookmark: _Hlk194150799]Analyses with Entitativity as Moderator 

Women Only Results 
Promiscuity Attributions. Regression analysis revealed that there was a direct effect for entitativity on promiscuity attributions, with participants higher in entitativity reporting greater promiscuity attributions, b = .47, SE = .11, β = .42, p < .001. Those higher in RWA also reported greater promiscuity attributions, b = .79, SE = .09, β = .70, p < .001. 
The Entitativity x RWA interaction was significant, ΔR2 = .036, F(1, 79) = 6.33, p = .0139, b = .18, 95% CI [.04, .32]. At low RWA levels (16th percentile), entitativity was not predictive of promiscuity attributions, b = - .030, SE = .12, t = -.25, p = .803. However, at high RWA levels (84th percentile), entitativity predicted greater promiscuity attributions, b = .51, SE = .16, t = 3.05, p = .003.
Complainant-directed blame. Regression analysis revealed that there was a direct effect for entitativity on complainant-directed blame, with participants higher in entitativity reporting greater promiscuity attributions, b = .57, SE = .13, β = .44, p < .001. Those higher in RWA also reported greater complainant-directed blame, b = .87, SE = .11, β = .66, p < .001. 
The Entitativity x RWA interaction was significant, ΔR2 = .065, F(1, 79) = 10.88, p = .002, b = .28, 95% CI [0.11, 0.44]. At low RWA levels (16th percentile), entitativity was not predictive of complainant-directed blame, b = -.05, SE = .14, t = -.38, p = .707. However, at high RWA levels (84th percentile), entitativity predicted greater complainant-directed blame, b = .78, SE = .19, t = 3.96, p < .001. 
Himpathy. Regression analysis revealed that there was a direct effect for entitativity on himpathy, b = .42, SE = .10, β = .41, p < .001. Those higher in RWA also reported greater himpathy, b = .54, SE = .10, β = .52, p < .001. The Entitativity x RWA interaction was not significant, ΔR2 = .010, F(1, 79) = 1.23, p = .270, b = .09, 95% CI [-.07, .24]. 

Results regarding Sapphire Stereotype Attributions 
	The sapphire stereotype reflects the belief that Black women are overly aggressive, hostile, and abrasive (Jerald et al., 2017; West, 1995). We here provide an analysis of the factors (i.e., perceived entitativity, RWA) that might determine extent that this stereotype might play a role in reactions to Black women after they file a sexual harassment complaint. To measure this variable, we had participants respond to the following question “To what extent are you certain that the complainant was “abrasive, hostile, and difficult to get along with in the workplace” (rated on a 7-point scale ranging from 1= not certain to 7 = very certain). 
Regression analysis revealed that there was a direct effect for Entitativity on sapphire stereotype attributions, with participants higher in Perceived Entitativity reporting greater sapphire attributions, b = .70, SE = .10, β = .45, p < .001. Those higher in RWA also reported sapphire attributions, b = .79, SE = .09, β = .53, p < .001. 
The Entitativity x RWA interaction was significant, ΔR2 = .054, F(1, 193) = 16.97, p < .001, b = 0.25, 95% CI [0.13, 0.37]. The results show that, at low RWA levels (16th percentile), perceived Entitativity was not predictive of sapphire attributions, b = 0.05, SE = 0.13, t = .36, p = .716. However, at high RWA levels (84th percentile), perceived Entitativity predicted greater sapphire attributions, b = 0.84, SE = 0.15, t = 5.66, p < .001.
For an alternative and more nuanced analysis, in the Black complainant condition, we compared the entitativity-sapphire attribution association slopes at high and low RWA levels with the mean RWA level (b = .48, SE = 0.10, t = 4.7, p < .001). A test of the difference between slopes (t = 2.15, p = .033) indicated that the slope for those who reported high was significantly steeper than the slope for those who reported mean RWA levels.  A similar test (t = 2.78, p = .006) showed that the slope for those who reported low RWA was significantly lower than those who reported mean RWA levels. Reporting high RWA elevated the perceived entitativity and sapphire stereotype attributions association and having low RWA diminished the association. 
Moderated-Mediation
A moderated-mediation analysis revealed that the extent that sapphire stereotype attributions mediated the association between Entitativity and complainant-directed blame was greater at high, b = 0.35, 95% CI [0.2121, 0.5436] relative to low, b = 0.02, 95% CI [-0.0865, 0.1252] RWA levels. Specifically, at high greater than low RWA, elevated Entitativity predicted heightened sapphire stereotype attributions which, in turn, predicted greater complainant-directed blame. The index of moderated-mediation (a measure of the significance of moderated-mediation) was significant, b = 0.11, 95% CI [0.0604, 0.1682]. 
A moderated-mediation analysis revealed that the extent that sapphire stereotype attributions mediated the association between Entitativity and himpathy was greater at high,  b = 0.32, 95% CI [0.2144, 0.4581] relative to low, b = 0.02, 95% CI [-0.0769, 0.1091] RWA levels. Specifically, at high greater than low RWA, elevated Entitativity predicted heightened sapphire stereotype attributions which, in turn, predicted greater himpathy. The index of moderated-mediation (a measure of the significance of moderated-mediation) was significant, b = 0.09, 95% CI [0.0620, 0.1451]. 

Analyses with Entitativity as a Moderator 
	Since RWA has been consistently linked to aversive and prejudice-driven reactions towards outgroups (Duckitt & Sibley, 2007; Hodson & Costello, 2007; Stern & Ruisch, 2024), we examined the extent that the RWA and outgroup-directed deleterious responding association might be moderated by perceived entitativity.
Promiscuity Attributions 
The results show that, at low entitativity levels (16th percentile), RWA predicted elevated promiscuity attributions, b = 0.30, SE = 0.10, t = 2.96, p = .003. However, at high entitativity levels (84th percentile), RWA was more strongly predictive of promiscuity attributions, b = 0.81, SE = 0.08, t = 9.91, p < .001.
For an alternative and more nuanced analysis, we compared the RWA-promiscuity attributions slopes at high and low entitativity with the mean level (b = .55, SE = 0.07, t = 8.17, p < .001). A test of the difference between slopes (t = 3.01, p = .003) indicated that the slope for those who reported high entitativity was significantly steeper than the slope for those who reported mean entitativity levels. A similar test (t = 2.57, p = .011) showed that the slope for those who reported low entitativity was significantly lower than those who reported mean entitativity levels. Reporting high entitativity elevated the RWA and jezebel attributions association and having low entitativity diminished the association. 
[bookmark: _Hlk194153607]Complainant-Directed Blame 
The results show that, at low entitativity levels (16th percentile), RWA was not predictive of complainant-directed blame, b = 0.20, SE = 0.11, t = 1.73, p = .084. However, at high entitativity levels (84th percentile), RWA predicted elevated levels of complainant-directed blame, b = 0.82, SE = 0.09, t = 8.78, p < .001.
For an alternative and more nuanced analysis, we compared the entitativity-blame association slopes at high and low entitativity levels with the mean entitativity level (b = .51, SE = 0.08, t = 6.58, p < .001). A test of the difference between slopes (t = 2.63, p = .009) indicated that the slope for those who reported high entitativity was significantly steeper than the slope for those who reported mean entitativity levels. A similar test (t = 3.06, p = .003 showed that the slope for those who reported low entitativity was significantly lower than those who reported mean entitativity levels. Reporting high entitativity elevated the RWA and complainant-directed blame association and having low entitativity diminished the association. 
Himpathy 
The results show that, at low entitativity levels (16th percentile), RWA was not predictive of himpathy, b = 0.07, SE = 0.11, t = .68, p = .499. However, at high entitativity levels (84th percentile), RWA predicted elevated levels of himpathy, b = 0.54, SE = 0.09, t = 6.44, p < .001.
For an alternative and more nuanced analysis, we compared the entitativity-blame association slopes at high and low entitativity levels with the mean entitativity level (b = .31, SE = 0.07, t = 4.38, p < .001). A test of the difference between slopes (t = 2.4, p = .02) indicated that the slope for those who reported high entitativity was significantly steeper than the slope for those who reported mean entitativity levels.  A similar test (t = 2.14, p = .03) showed that the slope for those who reported low entitativity was significantly lower than those who reported mean entitativity levels. Reporting high entitativity elevated the RWA and himpathy association and having low entitativity diminished the association. 
Sapphire Stereotype Attributions 
The results show that, at low entitativity levels (16th percentile), RWA was not predictive of sapphire stereotype attributions, b = 0.18, SE = 0.14, t = 1.31, p = .191. However, at high entitativity levels (84th percentile), RWA predicted elevated levels of sapphire stereotype attributions, b = 0.89, SE = 0.12, t = 7.73, p < .001.
For an alternative and more nuanced analysis, we compared the entitativity- stereotype attributions at high and low entitativity levels with the mean entitativity level (b = .54, SE = 0.10, t = 5.63, p < .001). A test of the difference between slopes (t = 2.9, p = .003) indicated that the slope for those who reported high entitativity was significantly steeper than the slope for those who reported mean entitativity levels. A similar test (t = 2.1, p = .04) showed that the slope for those who reported low entitativity was significantly lower than those who reported mean entitativity levels. Reporting high entitativity elevated the RWA and sapphire stereotype association and having low entitativity diminished the association. 
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