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Table A.2: Average and standard deviation of performance (z-Standardized)

Experiment I Experiment II

Variable Self Random  p-value Self Random  p-value
Total team task — -.303%** 297 .007 .049 -.089 451
(1.214)***  (.621) .002 (.967)  (1.046) .534
15t team task -.239%* 234 011 -.196%* .183 .064
(1.140) (.791) .104 (1.150)  (.791) .193
274 team task -.251% .245 .068 114 -.153 .156
(1.248)***  (.599) .001 (.956)  (1.047) .381
Exam -.049 .079 .533 -.016 -.034 .656

(.840) (765) 857  (.846)  (.669)  .188

Descriptive statistics (z-Scores) of the students’ performance in the experiment. Average [standard
deviation] of the team performance for the team tasks at the team level and for the exam at
the individual student level. The p-values stem from a two-sided MWU test for a comparison of
averages between Self and Random. Levene’s p-values are the results of a comparison of variances
between the two treatments. Significance indicators: *** p <.01, ** p <.05, * p <.1.

Table A.3: Pairwise correlations of variables

1) (2) (3) 4) (6) (1) ¥

Pre-Ezxperiment data

(1) GPA -

(2) Female A35%E

(3) Analytical test 205K L 310%H*

(4) Admission test A76%%F 033 - 112%*

Ezxperiment data

(5) Total team task  .126**  -.056 .056 -.020 -

(6) 15! team task 101%* .000 -.011 027 .566%**

(7) 27 team task  .002%  -073 073 -.057 .Q1Q%k%  990%kx

(8) Exam score 32006 -.090%* 20168% - 009 .122%F  127FF 078 -

Note: The table displays correlation coefficients of pairwise correlations. All scores are z-standardized. The
table includes data from all treatments and experiments. Significance indicators: *** p <.01, ™ p <.05, * p <.1.
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Figure A.1: Distribution of performance for (a) 15! team task in Experiment I and Experiment
IT (both written) and (b) 2"¢ team task in Experiment I (written) and Experiment II (video)
across treatments
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Table A.4: Regressions for team performance with team level controls

Dependent variable:
Performance on 15! team task Performance on 2"¢ team task

(Exp. T and II: written) (Exp. I: written, II: video)
Independent variables (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
1 if Self S 426*FF - 4T3FE _ 49TR* =117 -.496%* -.520%*
(142)  (202)  (.203)  (.145)  (.202) (.200)
1 if Experiment II -.051 .024 -.399%** -.334%
(164)  (.149) (.178) (.173)
Self x Experiment IT .094 .022 T63HH* S703%%*
(.286) (.275) (.289) (.283)
Controls (Team level averages)
GPA .195% .165
(.107) (.110)
Admission test -.040 -.099
(.096) (.113)
Constant .209%* .234%* .246%* 052 .245%** 2BTHHE
(082)  (114)  (.113)  (.090)  (.086) (.085)
Observations 189 189 188 189 189 188
R-squared .045 .046 077 .003 .040 .054

Note: Columns (1) - (3) show OLS regressions of z-standardized team performance on the first task. In
both experiments, the students had to submit a written solution to the task. Columns (4) - (6) show OLS
regressions of z-standardized team performance on the second task. In Experiment I, the students had to
submit a written solution to the task; while in Experiment II, the students had to submit a video clip. The
control variables are team level average GPA and admission test scores (z-standardized). Robust standard
errors are in parentheses. Significance indicators: *** p <.01, ** p <.05, * p <.1.
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