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We report five studies that integrate spatial modeling, and experimental methods to investigate the relationship between moral
values and acts of hate

Study 2 To conduct this study, a sample of participants (N = 511) stratified by sex (51% female), age (10% to 20% per each 5-year
bracket ranging from 18 to 65 or older), ethnicity (62% non-Hispanic White, 17% Hispanic, 13% Black, 7% other), and political
affiliation (51% Democrat) was recruited by Qualtrics Panels. Study 3: Participants (N = 355, Mean age = 33, 54% identifying as
female) were recruited from Amazon Mechanical Turk and paid $1.00. Study 4: Participants (N = 321; Mean Age = 33.92, SD = 10.88;
62% Female) were recruited via Amazon Mechanical Turk and paid $1.00 for their participation. Study 6: Participants (N = 1,049,
Mean Age = 46.69, SD = 16.59; 50% Female) were sampled via a national Qualtrics panel that was stratified with regard to age,
gender, ethnicity, and political ideology and randomly assigned to the control, Binding, or Individualizing condition.

Studies 2 and 5 used a stratified US based panel. Studies 4 and 5 used MTurk.

All data collection was done online (Study 1: data collected from yourmorals.org & public SPLC data; Studies 2-5: participants
recruited online

The studies were ran in a period of two years, starting in 2018.

Data exclusion criteria are indicated for each study. For the behavioral studies attention checks were used in the measures.

Study 2: No exclusion.

Study 3: Three participants did not complete the MFQ and an additional 28 participants spent less than 10 seconds reading the
experimental manipulation, spent less than eight minutes on the entire survey, or failed one of the MFQ manipulation checks, which
were our a priori criteria to ensure data quality.

Study 4: Twelve participants skipped the item measuring moral wrongness and an additional 15 participants spent less than 10
seconds reading the experimental manipulation, which was our a priori cutoff to ensure data quality

Study 5: Twenty participants were excluded due to failing both of the MFQ attention checks.

Study 2: No randomization.

Study 3: No randomization.

Study 4: Participants were randomly assigned to one of two conditions — a ‘high moral threat’ condition and a ‘low moralthreat’
condition — that manipulated the moral valence of a fictional outgroup.

Study 5: Participants were randomly assigned to the control,Binding, or Individualizing condition




