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Supplementary tables
Table S1. Frequency and percentage of participants’ sex and ethnicity by ranges of age.
	[bookmark: _Hlk73115870]Age
	Freq.
	Females
	Males
	White
	Black
	Asian
	Mixed
	Other

	18-27
	85
	49.41%
	50.59%
	64.71%
	16.47%
	9.41%
	3.53%
	5.88%

	28-37
	105
	51.43%
	48.57%
	67.62%
	16.19%
	7.62%
	3.81%
	4.76%

	38-47
	76
	46,05%
	53.95%
	69.74%
	11.84%
	10.53%
	5.26%
	2.63%

	48-57
	86
	52.33%
	47.67%
	68.60%
	16.28%
	6.98%
	4.65%
	3.49%

	58-67
	117
	41.03%
	58.97%
	84.62%
	7.69%
	3.42%
	3.42%
	0.85%

	68+
	41
	63.41%
	36.59%
	82.93%
	9.76%
	4.88%
	0.00%
	2.44%





Table S2. Type of belief, topic and reference for each item included in the PES.
	Item
	Type
	Topic
	Reference

	1
	Myth
	Electromagnetic radiation
	Majima (2015)

	2
	Myth
	Positive psychology
	Lilienfeld, Lynn, Ruscio, & Beyerstein (2010)

	3
	Myth
	Hypnopedia
	Lilienfeld et al. (2010)

	4
	Discipline
	Osteopathy
	Guillaud, Darbois, Monvoisin, & Pinsault (2018)

	5
	Discipline
	Reiki
	Lee, Pittler, & Ernst (2008)

	6
	Discipline
	Homeopathy
	Ernst (2002)

	7
	Myth
	Ulcers by stress
	Lilienfeld et al. (2010)

	8
	Discipline
	Bach flower remedies
	Ernst (2010)

	9
	Discipline
	Acupuncture
	Colquhoun & Novella (2013)

	10
	Discipline
	Vitamin supplements
	Kamangar & Emadi (2012)

	11
	Discipline
	Neuro-linguistic programming
	Witkowski (2010)

	12
	Discipline
	Hypnosis
	Lilienfeld et al. (2010)

	13
	Myth
	Graphology
	Lilienfeld et al. (2010)

	14
	Discipline
	Magnet therapy
	Finegold & Flamm (2006)

	15
	Myth
	Mozart effect
	Majima (2015)

	16
	Myth
	Interpretation of dreams
	Lilienfeld et al. (2010)

	17
	Myth
	Harmful effects of Wi-Fi
	Vargas (2012)

	18
	Myth
	Polygraph
	Lilienfeld et al. (2010)

	19
	Discipline
	Detox therapies
	Ernst (2012)

	20
	Myth
	Subliminal messages
	Majima (2015)




Table S3. Mean and SD of the participants’ scores on the unwarranted beliefs questionnaires and their correlations with the scores on the PES. 
	
	Mean
	SD
	rt
	BF10

	Paranormal Beliefs (RPBS):
	2.80
	1.17
	0.49***
	1.062e+58

	    Traditional Religious Belief
	4.03
	2.09
	0.32***
	2.332e+24

	    Psi
	2.62
	1.43
	0.43***
	3.538e+43

	    Witchcraft
	2.94
	1.79
	0.42***
	9.700e+42

	    Superstition
	1.52
	0.97
	0.31***
	3.805e+22

	    Spiritualism
	2.86
	1.66
	0.42***
	2.872e+42

	    Extraordinary Life Forms
	3.04
	1.10
	0.25***
	1.390e+14

	    Precognition
	2.44
	1.40
	0.46***
	9.835e+50

	Science Denialism (SD-PBS)
	2.01
	0.54
	0.36***
	1.320e+30

	Conspiracist Beliefs (GCBS)
	2.32
	0.98
	0.37***
	3.844e+31


*** p < .001




Table S4. Mean and SD of the participants’ scores on the cognitive questionnaires and sociodemographic characteristics, as well as their Kendall’s τ correlations with scores on the PES.
	
	Mean
	SD
	rt
	BF10

	Bullshit Detection:
	
	
	
	

	     Bullshit receptivity
	2.11
	0.87
	0.33***
	3.002e+25

	     Motivational quotes
	2.96
	0.78
	0.25***
	4.650e+14

	     Bullshit Sensitivity
	0.85
	0.74
	–0.10**
	14.71

	Science Literacy (SLKQ)
	7.75
	1.49
	–0.27***
	1.516e+17

	Cognitive Reflection (CRT)
	3.73
	2.25
	–0.18***
	3.140e+6

	Age
	45.99
	15.85
	0.12***
	276.33

	Political ideology
	3.13
	1.64
	0.16***
	78615.11

	Years of schooling
	15.98
	2.47
	–0.08*
	2.66

	Socioeconomic status
	5.23
	1.65
	0.05
	4.37 (BF01)


* p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001
RPBS stands for Revised Paranormal Beliefs Scale. SD-PBS stands for the science denialism items of the Pseudoscientific Beliefs Scale. GCBS stands for General Conspiracist Beliefs Scale. SLKQ stands for Science Literacy Knowledge Questionnaire. CRT stands for Cognitive Reflection Test.


Table S5. Kendall’s τ correlations between mean scores of the different subscales of the RPBS and the short version of the PES (sPES).
	
	rt
	BF10

	Paranormal Beliefs (RPBS):
	
	

	    Traditional Religious Belief
	0.32***
	1.870e+23

	    Psi
	0.42***
	1.961e+41

	    Witchcraft
	0.43***
	3.280e+44

	    Superstition
	0.32***
	4.309e+23

	    Spiritualism
	0.42***
	4.242e+42

	    Extraordinary Life Forms
	0.25***
	9.370e+13

	    Precognition
	0.45***
	3.716e+49


*** p < .001
RPBS stands for Revised Paranormal Beliefs Scale.


Table S6. Summary of the regression model for the full version of the PES.
	
	Pseudoscientific beliefs (full PES)

	
	Β
	p

	(Intercept)
	
	< .001

	Cognitive Reflection (CRT)
	-0.08
	.076

	Bullshit Sensitivity
	0.14
	.001

	Bullshit Reception
	0.48
	< .001

	Science Literacy (SLKQ)
	-0.18
	<.001

	Sex
	0.06
	.150

	Age
	0.19
	< .001

	Years of schooling
	-0.05
	.171

	Socioeconomic status
	0.04
	.256















CRT stands for Cognitive Reflection Test. SLKQ stands for Science Literacy Knowledge Questionnaire.
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