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[bookmark: _Hlk228440256][bookmark: _Hlk228440326]Demographic Characteristics Across Experimental Groups
To assess potential group differences in age, we conducted a three-way ANOVA with condition, status, and gender as predictors. This analysis revealed no significant main effects or interactions in either the full study sample, defined as all participants who took part in the study, or the analyzed sample reported in the main text, which excluded participants who responded in the same way as the confederate in the first round (See methods, Public Goods Game; all ps > .05; Tables S1-S2 and S3-S4). Chi-square tests further showed that gender distribution did not differ significantly across groups (all ps > .05; Tables S3,S6).

Individual Differences Across Experimental Groups
To examine potential group differences in the six PTM-R subscales and dispositional conformity, we conducted three-way ANOVAs with condition, status, and gender as predictors (Tables S7-S24). Girls reported higher levels of dire, anonymous, altruistic, and compliant prosocial tendencies, as well as greater dispositional conformity. None of these variables differed significantly as a function of condition or status, and no significant two- or three-way interactions were observed. The only exceptions emerged for dire prosociality in the final analyzed sample. First, there was a significant main effect of condition, with participants in the prosocial condition (M = 12.272, SD = 0.190) reporting higher dire prosociality than those in the antisocial condition (M = 12.261, SD = 1.933). Second, a significant gender × status interaction was observed. Among boys, dire prosociality was higher in the high-status condition (M = 12.068, SD = 1.617) than in the low-status condition (M = 11.304, SD = 2.280). Among girls, the opposite pattern emerged: dire prosociality was lower in the high-status condition (M = 12.254, SD = 1.796) than in the low-status condition (M = 12.407, SD = 1.683). However, neither effect was significant in the full sample.
Importantly, dire prosociality did not moderate any of the effects observed in the study. Thus, the significant gender × status interaction does not alter the interpretation of the main findings.

[bookmark: _Hlk228353793]Supplementary Exploratory Analyses of Status × Gender Effects on Public and Private Conformity
Given the absence of significant interactions involving gender in the four-way ANOVA, the planned contrasts derived from the full model were treated as the primary tests of our a priori hypotheses regarding gender-related differences in conformity. These full-model analyses did not reveal any significant scenario-specific status × gender interactions and therefore constitute the main confirmatory evidence reported in the manuscript. For transparency and to inform future research, we additionally conducted supplementary exploratory analyses in which the data were divided into the four combinations of condition (prosocial vs. antisocial) and context (public vs. private). Within each subset, we ran a separate two-way ANOVA with status and gender as between-subject factors. Post hoc comparisons were followed up using Bonferroni-corrected t tests where appropriate. These supplementary analyses are reported descriptively and should be interpreted with caution, as they do not replace the primary inferences based on the full-model approach.
[bookmark: _Hlk151999765][bookmark: _Hlk152000533]Investigating public conformity in prosocial conditions, neither the main participant’s gender nor the confederate’s status was significant. However, we found a significant interaction between the confederate’s status and the participant’s gender, F (1,135) = 4.726, p = .031, ηp 2 = .035.  To further explore this interaction, a post-hoc analysis was conducted (see Figure 3A). The results showed that the confederates’ status had a significant effect on boys’ conformity in the prosocial condition.  Boys showed higher public conformity to the high-status confederate (M prosocial-high = .279, SD prosocial-high = .387) compared to the low-status confederate (M prosocial-low = .051, SD prosocial-low = .421), t (66) = 2.319, p = .023, d = 0.56. However, this difference was not observed in girls, t (66) = -.671, p = .504. Furthermore, concerning private conformity within prosocial conditions, no significant effect was found on the participant’s gender, confederate status, or interaction (see Figure 3B).
Similarly, concerning public conformity within antisocial conditions, no significant effect was found for participants’ gender, confederate’s status, or the interaction of factors (see Figure 4A). 
Finally, we found a significant effect of the confederate’s status, F (1,105) = 3.996, p = .048, ηp 2 = .038, on private conformity in the antisocial condition, while the main effect of participant’s gender and the interaction were not significant. To further investigate the main effect, a post hoc analysis was conducted (see Figure 4B). Private conformity in both girls (M antisocial-high = .379, SD antisocial-high = .629; M antisocial-low = -.080, SD antisocial-low = 1.269) and boys (M antisocial-high = .249, SD antisocial-high = 1.031; M antisocial-low = -.049, SD antisocial-low = .907) was higher in the antisocial-high condition compared to the antisocial-low condition.





[bookmark: _Hlk228440362][bookmark: _Hlk228449102]Table S1. Sample Size, Age, And Gender for Each Condition–Status Combination in the Full Study Sample
	Condition
	Status
	N
	Age Mean 
	Age SD 

	
	
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female

	Prosocial
	High
	38
	33
	17.263
	16.970
	1.446
	1.357

	Prosocial
	Low
	37
	36
	17.054
	17.250
	1.632
	1.360

	Antisocial
	High
	30
	39
	16.633
	16.974
	1.884
	1.582

	Antisocial
	Low
	27
	31
	16.962
	16.806
	1.652
	1.621




Table S2. ANOVA Results for Age Differences Across Gender, Condition, And Status Groups in the Full Study Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	0.027
	1, 263
	.012
	.913

	Condition
	5.674
	1, 263
	2.486
	.116

	Status
	0.122
	1, 263
	0.053
	.817

	Gender × Condition
	0.347
	1, 263
	0.152
	.697

	Gender × Status
	0.012
	1, 263
	0.005
	.942

	Condition × Status
	0.097
	1, 263
	0.042
	.837

	Gender × Condition × Status
	4.589
	1, 263
	2.011
	.157




Table S3. Chi-Square Results for Gender Differences Across Condition And Status Groups in the Full Study Sample
	Condition-Status
	1
	2
	3
	4

	1.Prosocial-high
	-
	.116 (.733)
	1.413 (.235)
	620 (.431)

	2.Prosocial-low
	
	-
	.739 (.390)
	.221 (.638)

	3.Antisocial-high
	
	
	-
	.120 (.729)

	4.Antisocial-low
	
	
	
	-


Note. Values outside parentheses represent chi-square statistics, and values inside parentheses represent p-values. 



Table S4. Sample Size, Age, And Gender for Each Condition–Status Combination in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Condition
	Status
	N
	Age Mean 
	Age SD 

	
	
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female
	Male
	Female

	Prosocial
	High
	33
	32
	17.182
	16.969
	1.509
	1.380

	Prosocial
	Low
	35
	35
	17.086
	17.229
	1.670
	1.374

	Antisocial
	High
	27
	33
	16.704
	16.970
	1.957
	1.237

	Antisocial
	Low
	21
	24
	16.905
	16.708
	1.640
	1.334





Table S5. ANOVA Results for Age Differences Across Gender, Condition, And Status Groups in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	0.000001
	1, 232
	0
	.999

	Condition
	5.043
	1, 232
	2.19
	.14

	Status
	0.039
	1, 232
	0.017
	.897

	Gender × Condition
	0.071
	1, 232
	0.031
	.861

	Gender × Status
	0.041
	1, 232
	0.018
	.894

	Condition × Status
	0.182
	1, 232
	0.079
	.779

	Gender × Condition × Status
	2.432
	1, 232
	1.056
	.305



Table S6. Chi-Square Results for Gender Differences Across Condition And Status Groups in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Condition-Status
	1
	2
	3
	4

	1.Prosocial-high
	-
	0.008 (.929)
	0.416 (.519)
	0.179 (.672)

	2.Prosocial-low
	
	-
	0.324 (.569)
	0.122 (.727)

	3.Antisocial-high
	
	
	-
	0.029 (.865)

	4.Antisocial-low
	
	
	
	-


Note. Values outside parentheses represent chi-square statistics, and values inside parentheses represent p-values. 



[bookmark: _Hlk235104540]Table S7. Means and Standard Deviations of the PTM-R Subscales and C-Scale Scores by Condition, Status, and Gender in the Full Sample
	Condition
	Status
	Male
	Female

	
	
	M
	SD
	M
	SD

	Public

	Prosocial
	High
	10.395
	2.521
	11.000
	3.592

	Prosocial
	Low
	10.649
	3.293
	10.444
	2.104

	Antisocial
	High
	10.966
	2.796
	10.553
	2.758

	Antisocial
	Low
	10.185
	3.013
	11.323
	3.145

	Dire

	Prosocial
	High
	12.131
	1.563
	12.687
	1.306

	Prosocial
	Low
	11.730
	2.281
	12.417
	1.962

	Antisocial
	High
	12.172
	1.605
	11.921
	1.978

	Antisocial
	Low
	11.185
	2.288
	12.032
	1.538

	Anonymous

	Prosocial
	High
	18.821
	3.499
	18.062
	3.272

	Prosocial
	Low
	20.237
	3.077
	18.417
	3.417

	Antisocial
	High
	18.448
	4.356
	18.053
	4.550

	Antisocial
	Low
	19.222
	5.003
	17.839
	4.920

	Altruism

	Prosocial
	High
	17.474
	3.261
	17.062
	3.654

	Prosocial
	Low
	17.297
	4.858
	16.250
	3.157

	Antisocial
	High
	17.759
	4.501
	16.289
	3.869

	Antisocial
	Low
	17.185
	3.793
	17.032
	3.737

	Emotional

	Prosocial
	High
	18.053
	2.313
	19.500
	2.840

	Prosocial
	Low
	18.162
	2.693
	18.306
	2.945

	Antisocial
	High
	18.000
	3.024
	17.868
	3.481

	Antisocial
	Low
	18.148
	2.996
	18.806
	2.688

	Compliant

	Prosocial
	High
	7.579
	1.464
	7.968
	1.675

	Prosocial
	Low
	7.027
	1.691
	7.361
	1.533

	Antisocial
	High
	7.655
	7.968
	7.526
	1.502

	Antisocial
	Low
	7.370
	7.968
	7.935
	1.263

	Dispositional Conformity

	Prosocial
	High
	44.632
	7.934
	43.531
	10.010

	Prosocial
	Low
	41.892
	12.190
	38.250
	8.237

	Antisocial
	High
	47.103
	12.951
	40.184
	7.355

	Antisocial
	Low
	43.963
	9.032
	41.193
	9.178


Table S8. Means and Standard Deviations of the PTM-R Subscales and C-Scale Scores by Condition, Status, and Gender in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Condition
	Status
	Male
	Female

	
	
	M
	SD
	M
	SD

	Public

	Prosocial
	High
	10.455
	2.682
	11.097
	2.707

	Prosocial
	Low
	10.714
	3.322
	10.514
	3.102

	Antisocial
	High
	11.154
	2.838
	10.344
	3.609

	Antisocial
	Low
	10.095
	2.737
	11.167
	2.092

	Dire

	Prosocial
	High
	12.060
	1.657
	12.742
	1.290

	Prosocial
	Low
	11.714
	2.295
	12.571
	1.754

	Antisocial
	High
	12.077
	1.598
	11.781
	2.090

	Antisocial
	Low
	10.619
	2.133
	12.167
	1.579

	Anonymous

	Prosocial
	High
	20.061
	3.517
	18.097
	3.320

	Prosocial
	Low
	19.943
	3.162
	18.457
	3.459

	Antisocial
	High
	18.731
	4.378
	17.750
	4.487

	Antisocial
	Low
	19.048
	4.577
	17.750
	4.954

	Altruism

	Prosocial
	High
	17.696
	3.321
	17.161
	3.671

	Prosocial
	Low
	17.571
	4.852
	16.114
	3.094

	Antisocial
	High
	17.692
	4.637
	15.969
	3.923

	Antisocial
	Low
	17.095
	3.646
	16.542
	3.599

	Emotional

	Prosocial
	High
	18.030
	2.325
	17.656
	2.813

	Prosocial
	Low
	18.229
	2.745
	18.958
	2.893

	Antisocial
	High
	17.962
	2.793
	18.000
	3.669

	Antisocial
	Low
	17.714
	2.686
	18.036
	2.386

	Compliant

	Prosocial
	High
	7.515
	1.564
	8.032
	1.663

	Prosocial
	Low
	7.114
	1.659
	7.343
	1.552

	Antisocial
	High
	7.615
	1.651
	7.625
	1.561

	Antisocial
	Low
	7.048
	1.830
	7.958
	1.268

	Dispositional Conformity

	Prosocial
	High
	45.121
	7.944
	44.032
	9.759

	Prosocial
	Low
	42.086
	12.011
	38.314
	8.348

	Antisocial
	High
	46.923
	13.676
	39.469
	7.094

	Antisocial
	Low
	43.619
	9.447
	41.667
	8.244


Table S9. ANOVA Results for Public Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	5.225
	1, 261
	0.614
	0.434

	Condition
	1.194
	1, 261
	0.140
	0.708

	Status
	0.402
	1, 261
	0.047
	0.828

	Gender × Condition
	0.431
	1, 261
	0.051
	0.822

	Gender × Status
	2.263
	1, 261
	0.266
	0.607

	Condition × Status
	0.350
	1, 261
	0.041
	0.840

	Gender × Condition × Status
	22.966
	1, 261
	2.697
	0.102




Table S10. ANOVA Results for Public Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	1.776
	1, 230
	0.209
	0.648

	Condition
	0.001
	1, 230
	0.000
	0.989

	Status
	1.119
	1, 230
	0.132
	0.717

	Gender × Condition
	0.117
	1, 230
	0.014
	0.906

	Gender × Status
	3.876
	1, 230
	0.456
	0.500

	Condition × Status
	0.027
	1, 230
	0.003
	0.955

	Gender × Condition × Status
	26.619
	1, 230
	3.135
	0.078



Table S11. ANOVA Results for Dire Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	13.942
	1, 261
	4.076
	0.045

	Condition
	11.291
	1, 261
	3.301
	0.07

	Status
	9.892
	1, 261
	2.892
	0.09

	Gender × Condition
	1.727
	1, 261
	0.505
	0.478

	Gender × Status
	6.234
	1, 261
	1.823
	0.178

	Condition × Status
	0.171
	1, 261
	0.050
	0.823

	Gender × Condition × Status
	3.860
	1, 261
	1.129
	0.289




Table S12. ANOVA Results for Dire Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	27.938
	1, 230
	8.318
	0.004

	Condition
	21.439
	1, 230
	6.383
	0.012

	Status
	9.063
	1, 230
	2.698
	0.102

	Gender × Condition
	0.295
	1, 230
	0.088
	0.767

	Gender × Status
	14.628
	1, 230
	4.355
	0.038

	Condition × Status
	1.108
	1, 230
	0.33
	0.566

	Gender × Condition × Status
	9.977
	1, 230
	2.97
	0.086



Table S13. ANOVA Results for Anonymous Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	122.761
	1, 261
	7.585
	0.006

	Condition
	38.950
	1, 261
	2.406
	0.122

	Status
	1.466
	1, 261
	0.091
	0.764

	Gender × Condition
	14.849
	1, 261
	0.917
	0.339

	Gender × Status
	0.411
	1, 261
	0.025
	0.873

	Condition × Status
	1.131
	1, 261
	0.070
	0.792

	Gender × Condition × Status
	11.364
	1, 261
	0.702
	0.403




Table S14. ANOVA Results for Anonymous Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	117.722
	1, 230
	7.573
	0.006

	Condition
	38.578
	1, 230
	2.482
	0.117

	Status
	1.123
	1, 230
	0.072
	0.788

	Gender × Condition
	4.921
	1, 230
	0.317
	0.574

	Gender × Status
	0.093
	1, 230
	0.006
	0.938

	Condition × Status
	0.020
	1, 230
	0.001
	0.972

	Gender × Condition × Status
	2.268
	1, 230
	0.146
	0.703



Table S15. ANOVA Results for Altruism by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	39.139
	1, 261
	2.596
	0.108

	Condition
	0.137
	1, 261
	0.009
	0.924

	Status
	2.770
	1, 261
	0.184
	0.669

	Gender × Condition
	0.110
	1, 261
	0.007
	0.932

	Gender × Status
	1.908
	1, 261
	0.127
	0.722

	Condition × Status
	5.533
	1, 261
	0.367
	0.545

	Gender × Condition × Status
	15.720
	1, 261
	1.043
	0.308




Table S16. ANOVA Results for Altruism by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	65.419
	1, 230
	4.328
	0.039

	Condition
	5.571
	1, 230
	0.369
	0.544

	Status
	5.138
	1, 230
	0.340
	0.560

	Gender × Condition
	0.290
	1, 230
	0.019
	0.890

	Gender × Status
	0.222
	1, 230
	0.015
	0.904

	Condition × Status
	4.732
	1, 230
	0.313
	0.576

	Gender × Condition × Status
	15.695
	1, 230
	1.038
	0.309



Table S17. ANOVA Results for Emotional Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	18.492
	1, 261
	2.219
	0.138

	Condition
	5.913
	1, 261
	0.709
	0.4

	Status
	0.000
	1, 261
	0.000
	0.999

	Gender × Condition
	4.669
	1, 261
	0.560
	0.455

	Gender × Status
	1.090
	1, 261
	0.131
	0.718

	Condition × Status
	19.441
	1, 261
	2.332
	0.128

	Gender × Condition × Status
	18.082
	1, 261
	2.169
	0.142




Table S18. ANOVA Results for Emotional Prosociality by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	26.573
	1, 230
	3.310
	0.070

	Condition
	14.495
	1, 230
	1.806
	0.180

	Status
	0.017
	1, 230
	0.002
	0.963

	Gender × Condition
	2.555
	1, 230
	0.318
	0.573

	Gender × Status
	0.100
	1, 230
	0.012
	0.911

	Condition × Status
	14.945
	1, 230
	1.862
	0.174

	Gender × Condition × Status
	30.844
	1, 230
	3.842
	0.051



Table S19. ANOVA Results for Compliant by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	5.551
	1, 261
	2.242
	0.136

	Condition
	1.254
	1, 261
	0.507
	0.477

	Status
	4.420
	1, 261
	1.785
	0.183

	Gender × Condition
	0.341
	1, 261
	0.138
	0.711

	Gender × Status
	1.680
	1, 261
	0.679
	0.411

	Condition × Status
	6.799
	1, 261
	2.746
	0.099

	Gender × Condition × Status
	2.318
	1, 261
	0.936
	0.334




Table S20. ANOVA Results for Compliant by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	9.959
	1, 230
	3.904
	0.049

	Condition
	0.210
	1, 230
	0.082
	0.775

	Status
	6.296
	1, 230
	2.468
	0.118

	Gender × Condition
	0.109
	1, 230
	0.043
	0.836

	Gender × Status
	1.346
	1, 230
	0.528
	0.468

	Condition × Status
	2.628
	1, 230
	1.03
	0.311

	Gender × Condition × Status
	5.078
	1, 230
	1.99
	0.16



Table S21. ANOVA Results for Dispositional Conformity by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Full Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	858.890
	1, 261
	9.113
	0.003

	Condition
	70.670
	1, 261
	0.750
	0.387

	Status
	425.072
	1, 261
	4.510
	0.035

	Gender × Condition
	100.910
	1, 261
	1.071
	0.302

	Gender × Status
	10.668
	1, 261
	0.113
	0.737

	Condition × Status
	143.071
	1, 261
	1.518
	0.219

	Gender × Condition × Status
	184.665
	1, 261
	1.959
	0.163




Table S22. ANOVA Results for Dispositional Conformity by Gender, Condition, and Status in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Effect
	Sum of squares
	df
	F
	P

	Gender
	730.352
	1, 230
	7.695
	0.006

	Condition
	16.188
	1, 230
	0.171
	0.680

	Status
	348.801
	1, 230
	3.675
	0.056

	Gender × Condition
	74.162
	1, 230
	0.781
	0.378

	Gender × Status
	28.523
	1, 230
	0.301
	0.584

	Condition × Status
	209.838
	1, 230
	2.211
	0.138

	Gender × Condition × Status
	240.346
	1, 230
	2.532
	0.113



Table S23. Means and Standard Deviations of the PTM-R Subscales and C-Scale Scores by Gender in the Full Sample
	Variable
	Female
	Male

	
	M
	SD
	M
	SD

	Public
	10.803
	2.907
	10.550
	2.896

	Dire
	12.256
	1.749
	11.832
	1.970

	Anonymous
	18.102
	4.057
	19.542
	3.958

	Altruism
	16.628
	3.593
	17.427
	4.104

	Emotional
	18.577
	3.055
	18.092
	2.702

	Compliant
	7.679
	1.509
	7.397
	1.644

	C-Scale
	40.686
	8.786
	44.267
	10.722



Table S24. Means and Standard Deviations of the PTM-R Subscales and C-Scale Scores by Gender in the Final Analyzed Sample
	Variable
	Female
	Male

	
	M
	SD
	M
	SD

	Public
	10.746
	2.879
	10.626
	2.918

	Dire
	12.328
	1.737
	11.696
	1.996

	Anonymous
	18.041
	4.001
	19.539
	3.828

	Altruism
	16.426
	3.558
	17.548
	4.149

	Emotional
	18.631
	3.062
	18.017
	2.602

	Compliant
	7.713
	1.540
	7.330
	1.658

	C-Scale
	40.730
	8.607
	44.330
	10.989




[bookmark: _Hlk228358626][bookmark: _Hlk228270157]Table S25. Declared Donations by Scenario and Round
	Round
	Prosocial-High
	Prosocial-Low
	Antisocial-High
	Antisocial-Low

	
	Confedarate’s Status
	Declared Donation
	Confedarate’s Status
	Declared Donation
	Confedarate’s Status
	Declared Donation
	Confedarate’s Status
	Declared Donation

	1
	1
	50
	8
	50
	1
	0
	8
	0

	2
	8
	0
	1
	0
	8
	50
	1
	50

	3
	5
	25
	5
	25
	5
	25
	5
	25

	4
	4
	*
	4
	*
	4
	*
	4
	*

	5
	8
	50
	1
	50
	1
	50
	8
	50

	6
	2
	10
	2
	10
	2
	10
	2
	10

	7
	7
	45
	7
	45
	7
	45
	7
	45

	8
	6
	35
	6
	35
	6
	35
	6
	35

	9
	3
	50
	3
	50
	3
	50
	3
	50

	10
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-


Note. At the end of the fourth round, participants’ public donations were shown to the other group members.


[bookmark: _Hlk228447268][bookmark: _Hlk228447124]Table S26. Mixed ANOVA Results for The Effects of Context And Gender on Donation Behavior
	[bookmark: _Hlk228179146]Variable
	Sum of Squares
	df
	F
	p

	Context
	9712.242
	1, 270
	120.442
	< .001

	Gender
	193.208
	1, 270
	0.635
	.426

	Context * Gender
	46.191
	1, 270
	0.573
	.449




