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Online Supplemental Material 2: Displays

This material shows the typical displays used in the experiment. Figure 7 shows the
multiple-choice list used to elicit indifference points; Figure 8 shows the equivalent multiple-
choice list used to elicit indifference points for the first straw poll. Figure 9 displays the
information each subject received at the end of each sequence. Figure 10 shows the final

screen presented to the subject after a vote.
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Figure 7: Presentation of choice list in individual decisions.
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Figure 8: Presentation of choice list in collective decisions — First straw poll.

Figure 9: Information given about other member preferences during the group decision

process.



Figure 10: Presentation of a collective decision.



