<H1> Supplement Material

<H2> Table S-1
Descriptive Statistics

	[bookmark: _Hlk73580221]Sample
	N
	Country
	Age
	SD
	Gender
	Id.
	Instr.

	[bookmark: _Hlk73612166]Akers (2012)
	299
	US
	19.9
	
	73.2
	
	1

	Allen et al. (2017)
	542
	US
	39.3
	
	47.0
	.68
	0

	Almeida et al. (2015)
	375
	Portugal
	21.8
	4.0
	61.5
	
	0

	Ashdown et al. (2018)
	322
	US
	26.1
	1.7
	71.7
	.43
	0

	Baldner et al. (2018) 1
	254
	US
	36.2
	12.0
	5.4
	.38
	0

	Baldner et al. (2018) 2
	328
	Italy
	38.5
	15.5
	52.4
	.42
	0

	Bentley et al. (2018) 1
	926
	US
	49.2
	18.0
	
	.51
	2

	Bentley et al. (2018) 2
	920
	US
	48.9
	18.1
	
	.51
	2

	Bentley et al. (2018) 3
	2,927
	US
	35.3
	11.3
	
	.37
	2

	Black & Barnes (2017)
	184
	US
	
	
	
	
	0

	Black et al. (2018) 1
	188
	US
	25.0
	11.2
	7.2
	.66
	0

	Black et al. (2018) 2
	104
	US
	19.6
	2.5
	56.2
	.42
	0

	Black et al. (2018) 3
	158
	US
	36.9
	36.9
	5.0
	.59
	0

	Bobbio et al. (2011)
	535
	Italy
	25.5
	7.6
	71.2
	
	0

	Bowman et al. (2012) 1
	328
	Germany
	23.2
	3.0
	23.2
	
	0

	Bowman et al (2012) 2
	135
	Germany
	35.0
	27.4
	56.2
	
	0

	Bowman et al. (2012) 3
	145
	US
	32.6
	26.1
	56.1
	
	0

	Brasini et al. (2018)
	125
	Italy
	27.3
	5.2
	49.6
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 1
	180
	Mexico
	2.8
	2.8
	79.0
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 2
	181
	Spain
	21.3
	21.3
	67.8
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 3
	159
	Ireland
	2.9
	4.1
	55.4
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 4
	180
	Estonia
	22.0
	2.7
	67.9
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 5
	176
	Netherlands
	22.3
	3.4
	64.1
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 6
	131
	Sweden
	25.0
	4.6
	57.4
	
	0

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 7
	166
	Poland
	24.7
	6.0
	67.5
	
	0

	Choi & Lewis (2017) 1
	184
	US
	2.5
	1.4
	77.2
	
	0

	Choi & Lewis (2017) 2
	77
	South Korea
	22.2
	3.1
	47.4
	
	0

	Chowdhury (2017)
	450
	US
	42.9
	13.7
	51.1
	
	0

	Cohen et al. (2014)
	498
	US
	56.2
	15.3
	53.3
	.55
	0

	Cornwell & Higgins (2014)
	77
	US
	23.7
	4.3
	66.0
	.31
	0

	Crimston et al. (2016) 1
	123
	US
	34.0
	11.6
	35.8
	
	1

	Crimston et al. (2016) 2
	316
	US
	34.2
	12.4
	58.2
	
	1

	Curry et al. (2019) 1
	1,042
	UK
	48.0
	13.9
	47.9
	
	1

	Curry et al. (2019) 2
	469
	UK
	46.9
	16.8
	49.0
	
	1

	Da Silva Dias (2017)
	300
	US
	38.9
	12.6
	   .8
	.37
	0

	Davies et al. (2014)
	3,978
	New Zealand
	5.2
	15.5
	62.9
	
	0

	Dewulf (2013)
	97
	Netherlands
	  22.9
	7.7
	79.2
	
	0

	Citation
	N
	Country
	Age
	SD
	Gender
	Id.
	Instr.

	Di Battista et al. (2018)
	242
	Italy
	25.3
	9.5
	66.9
	.52
	1

	Diessner et al. (2013)
	4,550
	US
	39.7
	15.5
	49.7
	.30
	0

	Djeriouat & Trémolière (2014)
	136
	US
	36.9
	12.7
	69.1
	
	0

	Erceg et al. (2018)
	175
	Croatia
	31.6
	9.2
	42.9
	.23
	1

	Federico et al. (2016) 1
	198
	US
	2.6
	4.0
	64.3
	
	0

	Federico et al. (2016) 2
	309
	US
	19.6
	4.5
	64.7
	
	0

	Federico et al. (2016) 3
	297
	US
	19.8
	2.5
	54.2
	
	0

	Feldman (2020) 1
	1,519
	US
	5.2
	16.7
	5.5
	
	3

	Feldman (2020) 2
	3,342
	
	25.2
	1.6
	56.0
	
	0

	Feldman (2020) 3
	3,184
	
	24.5
	8.4
	57.0
	
	0

	Feldman (2020) 4
	8,883
	
	22.3
	5.6
	39.9
	
	1

	Findor (2015)
	378
	Slovakia
	25.2
	12.8
	58.4
	.55
	0

	Findor et al. (2014)
	60
	Slovakia
	24.9
	1.9
	75.8
	
	0

	Forscher & Kteily (2020)
	1,348
	US
	5.9
	16.6
	5.2
	
	3

	Franks & Scherr (2015)
	144
	US
	19.8
	2.7
	64.0
	
	0

	Franks & Scherr (2018)
	275
	US
	
	
	44.0
	
	0

	Funk (2017)
	214
	US
	21.1
	.9
	55.1
	
	0

	Gay et al. (2018)
	464
	US
	38.7
	13.7
	61.4
	.54
	0

	Giacomantonio et al. (2017) 1
	214
	Italy
	36.4
	14.7
	66.6
	.54
	0

	Giacomantonio et al (2017) 2
	200
	US
	35.3
	12.3
	66.6
	.42
	0

	Graham et al. (2009) 01
	556
	US
	32.1
	12.2
	58.0
	.16
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 02
	380
	UK
	33.3
	1.5
	39.2
	.16
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 03
	318
	
	31.5
	9.7
	39.1
	.02
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 04
	5,652
	US
	37.4
	14.5
	4.8
	.32
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 05
	141
	UK
	39.2
	14.2
	24.1
	.29
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 06
	239
	Canada
	36.1
	13.4
	33.8
	.29
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 07
	68
	Australia
	37.1
	16.4
	37.2
	.28
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 08
	221
	Western Europe
	35.9
	14.3
	3.2
	.25
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 09
	56
	Eastern Europe
	38.8
	23.2
	42.1
	.33
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 10
	146
	Latin America
	33.4
	13.3
	44.3
	.32
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 11
	24
	Africa
	39.3
	24.2
	35.5
	.23
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 12
	45
	Middle East
	36.5
	14.0
	27.3
	.26
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 13
	16
	Central Asia
	52.6
	27.3
	26.3
	.28
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 14
	39
	South Asia
	35.9
	12.4
	34.6
	.22
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 15
	21
	East Asia
	31.8
	1.3
	34.5
	.32
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 16
	32
	Southeast Asia
	28.1
	11.0
	36.4
	.36
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 17
	23
	Oceania
	41.7
	15.7
	37.0
	.36
	1

	Graham et al. (2009) 18
	1,151
	US
	32.2
	12.8
	63.7
	.38
	1

	Graham et al. (2011) 01
	194,145
	US
	33.7
	16.2
	46.9
	.35
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 02
	11,274
	UK
	33.8
	14.6
	33.5
	.28
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 04
	6,950
	Oceania
	32.3
	14.0
	39.5
	.30
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 05
	11,141
	Western Europe
	31.1
	13.5
	31.4
	.28
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 06
	3,726
	Eastern Europe
	29.1
	15.4
	4.9
	.32
	0





	Citation
	N
	Country
	Age
	SD
	Gender
	Id.
	Instr.

	Graham et al. (2011) 07
	3,387
	Latin America
	3.4
	16.2
	37.8
	.34
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 08
	429
	Africa
	31.3
	24.2
	4.7
	.37
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 09
	1,367
	Middle East
	28.4
	17.2
	38.5
	.31
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 10
	74
	Central Asia
	29.3
	23.0
	51.1
	.37
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 11
	2,147
	South Asia
	27.2
	11.5
	3.3
	.31
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 12
	2,164
	East Asia
	26.2
	12.7
	49.2
	.36
	0

	Graham et al. (2011) 13
	2,030
	Southeast Asia
	25.1
	12.6
	49.0
	.37
	0

	Greenway et al. (2018)
	313
	US
	38.7
	17.1
	67.7
	
	0

	Hahnel & Brosch (2018)
	182
	Switzerland
	22.5
	5.1
	83.0
	
	0

	Halevy et al. (2018)
	200
	US
	32.3
	1.8
	67.2
	
	0

	Harnish et al. (2018)
	132
	US
	19.5
	1.4
	64.0
	.51
	0

	Harper & Hogue (2018)
	506
	UK
	33.4
	13.9
	3.2
	
	0

	Howell et al. (2011)
	250
	Canada
	2.4
	3.9
	75.3
	
	0

	Jarmakowski–Kostrzanowski et al. (2016)
	108
	Poland
	23.8
	3.7
	59.3
	
	0

	Ji & Janicke (2018) 1
	234
	China
	21.7
	3.5
	63.0
	
	0

	Ji & Janicke (2018) 2
	204
	US
	22.4
	3.4
	77.0
	
	0

	Jöckel & Früh (2016)
	448
	Germany
	39.0
	16.8
	51.2
	.43
	1

	Johnson et al. (2016)
	450
	US
	38.0
	12.7
	63.1
	
	0

	Jones (2015)
	128
	US
	31.1
	9.9
	37.0
	
	0

	Kang et al. (2016)
	577
	US
	33.6
	11.5
	58.6
	
	0

	Karandikar et al. (2018)
	355
	
	24.9
	1.2
	63.9
	
	0

	Katzarska-Miller & Reysen (2018)
	343
	US
	21.7
	6.3
	7.6
	
	1

	Kawamoto et al. (2017) 1
	500
	Japan
	45.4
	8.5
	5.0
	
	0

	Kawamoto et al. (2017) 2
	487
	Japan
	41.1
	1.1
	5.1
	
	0

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 1
	498
	US
	31.2
	11.2
	
	
	3

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 2
	346
	US
	32.0
	11.9
	
	
	3

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 3
	352
	US
	34.2
	11.4
	46.0
	
	3

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 4
	350
	US
	39.6
	11.3
	54.8
	
	3

	Kertzer et al. (2014)
	1,152
	US
	41.0
	16.4
	27.9
	.42
	0

	Kim et al. (2012)
	7,704
	US
	21.1
	2.6
	52.7
	.31
	0

	Kivikangas et al. (2017)
	874
	Finland
	43.4
	16.0
	49.2
	.44
	0

	Klein et al. (2018) 01
	123
	Austria
	25.2
	8.0
	
	.06
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 02
	110
	Belgium
	19.4
	5.0
	
	.02
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 03
	103
	Brazil
	2.2
	2.7
	
	.01
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 04
	597
	Canada
	39.2
	2.9
	
	.01
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 05
	153
	Chile
	21.2
	2.3
	
	.00
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 06
	380
	China
	38.0
	3.0
	
	.52
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 07
	101
	Costa Rica
	22.5
	5.7
	
	.02
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 09
	43
	France
	2.2
	2.4
	
	.03
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 10
	92
	Germany
	23.6
	4.7
	
	.05
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 11
	170
	Hong Kong
	21.3
	3.5
	
	.05
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 12
	183
	Hungary
	21.5
	3.1
	
	.08
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 13
	359
	India
	31.5
	9.6
	
	.06
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 14
	110
	Japan
	19.3
	1.2
	
	.03
	1




	Citation
	N
	Country
	Age
	SD
	Gender
	Id.
	Instr.

	Klein et al. (2018) 15
	144
	Mexico
	21.2
	5.1
	
	.03
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 16
	102
	New Zealand
	19.4
	2.3
	
	.05
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 17
	229
	Poland
	26.2
	7.8
	
	.04
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 18
	35
	Portugal
	27.0
	7.1
	
	.04
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 19
	105
	Serbia
	2.7
	2.4
	
	.06
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 20
	72
	South Africa
	25.7
	8.6
	
	.04
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 21
	54
	Spain
	19.9
	1.1
	
	.02
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 22
	111
	Sweden
	33.4
	1.4
	
	.07
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 23
	113
	Switzerland
	21.1
	4.9
	
	.06
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 24
	135
	Taiwan
	26.9
	5.1
	
	.06
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 25
	483
	Netherlands
	21.6
	7.5
	
	.06
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 26
	237
	Turkey
	26.9
	8.9
	
	.32
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 27
	142
	UK
	21.8
	6.5
	
	.03
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 28
	91
	United Arab Emirates
	19.8
	1.3
	
	.09
	1

	Klein et al. (2018) 30
	2,358
	US
	21.6
	7.4
	
	.08
	1

	Koleva et al. (2012)
	10,222
	US
	38.0
	14.3
	38.0
	.30
	0

	Konishi et al. (2017)
	237
	Japan
	19.4
	1.5
	55.7
	
	0

	Laakasuo, Drosinou et al. (2018) 1
	268
	US
	31.6
	1.9
	6.1
	.54
	0

	Laakasuo, Drosinou, et al. (2018) 2
	303
	Finland
	25.7
	5.4
	72.9
	.47
	0

	Laakasuo, Köbis et al. (2018)
	189
	Finland
	26.0
	6.5
	74.5
	
	0

	Lake & Lindsey (2013)
	1,561
	US
	33.7
	14.4
	54.1
	.38
	0

	Landmann & Hess (2018)
	195
	Germany
	34.3
	15.3
	6.0
	
	2

	Leone et al. (2019) 1
	319
	Italy
	35.4
	13.7
	56.1
	
	0

	Leone et al. (2019) 2
	514
	Italy
	36.3
	11.0
	52.5
	
	0

	Li et al. (2017)
	206
	China
	19.5
	.7
	5.5
	
	3

	Low & Wi (2016)
	185
	US
	38.0
	15.5
	4.0
	
	0

	Macko (2012)
	65
	Poland
	21.5
	3.1
	3.9
	.35
	0

	Malka et al. (2016) 1
	1,379
	US
	26.5
	11.1
	65.2
	.43
	1

	Malka et al. (2016) 2
	3,429
	New Zealand
	5.1
	15.6
	62.4
	.43
	0

	Marszalek et al. (2017)
	330
	US
	32.9
	1.8
	74.6
	.49
	0

	McAdams et al. (2008)
	128
	US
	49.2
	8.5
	61.0
	.40
	3

	Meagher (2019)
	578
	US
	58.4
	16.9
	57.0
	
	

	  Međedović & Petrović (2016)
	402
	Serbia
	28.3
	7.0
	7.0
	
	0

	Métayer (2014)
	627
	France
	27.1
	1.0
	57.5
	.28
	0

	Milesi (2016) 1
	82
	Italy
	34.9
	14.2
	51.5
	
	0

	Milesi (2016) 2
	102
	Italy
	22.0
	3.3
	72.6
	
	0

	Milesi (2017) 1
	312
	Italy
	21.2
	3.7
	
	
	0

	Milesi (2017) 2
	301
	Italy
	39.1
	14.2
	
	
	0

	Milesi (2017) 3
	291
	Italy
	39.7
	16.1
	
	
	1

	Milesi & Alberici (2018) 1
	143
	Italy
	49.2
	12.5
	37.1
	
	1

	Milesi & Alberici (2018) 2
	170
	Italy
	41.9
	16.4
	57.0
	
	1

	Minton et al. (2019)
	391
	US
	35.8
	13.1
	48.1
	
	0

	Mitrić-Aćimović (2015)
	545
	Serbia
	38.3
	9.4
	46.8
	
	0

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 1
	246
	Austria
	29.6
	7.8
	71.1
	
	1

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 2
	155
	India
	23.1
	2.1
	7.3
	
	1



	Citation
	N
	Country
	Age
	SD
	Gender
	Id.
	Instr.

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 3
	227
	Nigeria
	23.9
	3.9
	38.8
	
	1

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 4
	155
	China
	2.6
	.7
	8.0
	
	1

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 5
	91
	Cyprus
	24.4
	5.3
	78.0
	
	1

	Nilsson & Erlandsson (2015)
	530
	Sweden
	24.0
	4.5
	63.2
	
	0

	Nilsson et al. (2016) 1
	1,049
	Sweden
	52.1
	14.9
	49.8
	.25
	0

	Nilsson et al. (2016) 2
	205
	Sweden
	24.7
	5.6
	69.8
	.48
	0

	Nilsson et al. (2020)
	1,015
	Sweden
	48.9
	15.5
	49.9
	.51
	0

	Ochoa et al. (2016)
	467
	Philippines
	19.0
	1.3
	51.0
	.37
	0

	Palich et al. (2016)
	508
	
	
	
	23.0
	
	3

	Panczyk et al. (2019)
	1,274
	Poland
	43.0
	7.8
	98.3
	
	0

	Peker et al. (2015)
	99
	Turkey
	21.5
	2.7
	10.0
	
	2

	Pennycook et al (2014)
	495
	US
	31.0
	11.4
	47.8
	.29
	3

	Pyszczynski et al. (2018)
	176
	US
	33.2
	13.1
	6.8
	.45
	1

	Quintelier et al. (2013) 1
	492
	Belgium
	19.2
	5.6
	58.2
	
	0

	Quintelier et al. (2013) 2
	283
	Netherlands
	21.5
	4.1
	65.6
	
	0

	Quintelier et al. (2013) 3
	297
	Japan
	2.0
	1.6
	69.0
	
	0

	Rathbun et al. (2019)
	1,381
	Germany
	43.4
	14.1
	49.6
	
	0

	Rebega (2017)
	123
	Romania
	16.3
	.6
	44.7
	
	0

	Regts (2015) 1
	223
	US
	41.9
	16.1
	6.5
	
	0

	Regts (2015) 2
	300
	US
	35.0
	14.1
	63.0
	
	0

	Rempala et al. (2016) 1
	406
	US
	18.6
	1.5
	5.0
	
	3

	Rempala et al. (2016) 2
	517
	US
	28.5
	12.9
	62.0
	
	0

	Rutjens et al. (2018)
	167
	
	35.8
	1.7
	43.7
	
	1

	Rutjens et al. (2016)
	276
	US
	42.1
	12.8
	42.0
	
	3

	Sağel (2015)
	941
	Turkey
	33.1
	15.1
	6.8
	
	0

	Saldarriaga et al. (2017)
	350
	Colombia
	2.5
	
	7.0
	
	0

	Santos-Lang (2016)
	248
	US
	37.7
	13.0
	52.0
	.38
	0

	Silver & Silver (2017)
	1,025
	US
	37.1
	12.1
	53.0
	.41
	1

	Smith et al. (2017) 1
	522
	US
	39.6
	44.4
	
	.57
	0

	Smith et al. (2017) 2
	1,793
	Australia
	37.9
	14.1
	6.2
	
	3

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 1
	300
	US
	33.6
	1.4
	42.0
	.50
	0

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 2
	401
	US
	33.9
	1.8
	48.6
	.33
	0

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 4
	262
	US
	33.6
	9.9
	48.5
	.32
	0

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 5
	297
	US
	31.6
	13.8
	64.0
	.29
	0

	Steiger & Reyna (2017) 1
	423
	US
	36.2
	13.8
	68.7
	.41
	0

	Steiger & Reyna (2017) 2
	343
	US
	39.1
	14.1
	57.4
	.42
	0

	Stevens (2013) 1
	510
	US
	3.6
	11.5
	44.4
	
	0

	Stevens (2013) 2
	151
	US
	35.5
	13.5
	56.3
	
	0

	Stolerman & Langado (2020)
	151
	US
	29.0
	
	48.3
	
	1

	Süssenbach et al. (2019) 1
	65
	Germany
	25.3
	8.0
	4.0
	
	0

	Süssenbach et al. (2019) 2
	61
	Germany
	21.7
	3.0
	74.5
	
	0

	Süssenbach et al. (2019) 3
	58
	Germany
	24.3
	7.4
	68.3
	
	0

	Sychev et al. (2016) 1
	446
	Mongolia
	12.8
	.7
	49.8
	
	0

	Sychev et al. (2016) 2
	450
	Russia
	12.7
	.7
	48.7
	
	0





	Citation
	N
	Country
	Age
	SD
	Gender
	Id.
	Instr.

	Sychev et al. (2018)
	303
	Russia
	24.3
	7.7
	66.4
	
	0

	Sychev & Tromifova (2018)
	169
	Russia
	18,3
	1,7
	69,3
	
	0

	Tagar et al. (2017) 1
	698
	Italy
	41.0
	16.4
	65.6
	
	0

	Tagar et al. (2017) 2
	265
	Italy
	42.6
	5.0
	52.3
	
	0

	Tagar et al. (2017) 3
	698
	Italy
	35.6
	15.3
	68.1
	
	0

	Teo & Chan-Serafin (2013)
	502
	US
	34.5
	1.3
	45.0
	
	0

	Trups-Kalne (2014) 1
	348
	Latvia
	31.2
	9.9
	68.1
	.09
	0

	Trups-Kalne (2014) 2
	361
	Latvia
	33.8
	11.2
	72.9
	.07
	0

	van Leeuwen & Park (2013)
	273
	
	20.5
	4.0
	57.9
	
	0

	Voelkel & Brandt (2019)
	139
	US
	35.3
	11.4
	63.6
	.53
	0

	Wagemans et al. (2018a)
	800
	
	35.1
	11.1
	48.0
	.11
	3

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 1
	80
	Netherlands
	19.6
	1.5
	72.5
	
	3

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 2
	221
	Netherlands
	31.5
	13.9
	77.4
	
	3

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 3
	148
	Netherlands
	2.0
	2.3
	8.4
	.39
	3

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 4
	450
	Netherlands
	35.3
	1.7
	46.2
	
	2

	Waytz et al. (2013)
	74
	US
	35.7
	13.9
	65.0
	
	3

	Wheeler & Laham (2016)
	165
	Australia
	19.7
	3.0
	71.5
	
	3

	Xiong et al. (2018)
	175
	US
	34.7
	
	45.7
	
	0

	Yalçın (2017)
	512
	
	21.5
	2.1
	64.5
	
	0

	Yalçındağ et al. (2019)
	493
	Turkey
	31.4
	12.1
	56.0
	.48
	0

	Zhang (2017)
	300
	US
	35.0
	
	47.7
	
	0

	Zhang & Li (2015)
	274
	China
	25.4
	8.5
	86.0
	
	0


Note. Age = mean age of the samples; SD = Age’s standard deviation; Gender = percentage of women in the sample; Id. = political ideology, (coded quantitatively from 0 = extreme liberal to 1 = extreme conservative); Instr. refers to the moral instrument used, coded as 0 = mfq30, 1 = other mfq, 2 = other moral scales; 3 = other ad-hoc moral measurements
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	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Akers (2012)
	.02
	.05
	
	–.11
	–.12
	–.03
	
	 

	Allen et al. (2017)
	.20
	.14
	
	.10
	.11
	.09
	
	 

	Almeida et al. (2015)
	.07
	.01
	
	–.01
	.08
	–.01
	
	 

	Ashdown et al. (2018)
	.02
	.08
	
	–.14
	–.10
	–.06
	
	 

	Baldner et al. (2018) 1
	.16
	.14
	
	.04
	.09
	.02
	
	 

	Baldner et al. (2018) 2
	.40
	.24
	
	.37
	.17
	.37
	
	 

	Bentley et al. (2018) 1
	.14
	.11
	
	.21
	.12
	.12
	
	 

	Bentley et al. (2018) 2
	.06
	–.06
	
	.17
	.07
	.03
	
	 

	Bentley et al. (2018) 3
	.08
	.08
	
	–.05
	.15
	.12
	
	 

	Black & Barnes (2017)
	–.11
	–.09
	
	–.18
	–.15
	–.14
	
	 

	Black et al. (2018) 1
	
	
	
	.04
	–.02
	–.04
	–.05
	 

	Black et al. (2018) 2
	
	
	
	
	
	.08
	
	 

	Black et al. (2018) 3
	
	
	
	
	
	.18
	
	 

	Bobbio et al. (2011)
	.11
	.04
	
	.11
	–.01
	.06
	
	 

	Bowman et al. (2012) 1
	–.04
	.00
	
	–.12
	–.14
	–.11
	
	 

	Bowman et al. (2012) 2
	.39
	.34
	
	–.10
	.11
	.11
	
	 

	Bowman et al. (2012) 3
	.23
	.23
	
	.13
	.03
	.09
	
	 

	Brasini et al. (2018)
	.24
	.10
	
	.02
	–.09
	–.03
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 1
	.14
	.11
	
	.12
	.03
	–.04
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 2
	.10
	.07
	
	.02
	–.06
	–.08
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 3
	.09
	.04
	
	.00
	.09
	.14
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 4
	–.06
	.03
	
	–.11
	–.14
	.05
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 5
	.06
	.02
	
	–.04
	.02
	–.06
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 6
	.08
	.08
	
	–.10
	–.11
	–.10
	
	 

	Cantarero et al. (2021) 7
	.12
	–.06
	
	.01
	–.13
	–.07
	
	 

	Choi & Lewis (2017) 1
	.02
	.09
	
	.01
	.05
	.08
	
	 

	Choi & Lewis (2017) 2
	–.02
	–.07
	
	–.03
	.02
	–.10
	
	 

	Chowdhury (2017)
	.04
	.08
	
	.11
	.05
	–.02
	
	 

	Cohen et al. (2014)
	.88
	.06
	
	.11
	.10
	.10
	
	 

	Cornwell & Higgins (2014)
	.04
	–.08
	
	–.19
	–.12
	–.15
	
	 





	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Crimston et al. (2016) 1
	.12
	.19
	
	.11
	.09
	–.01
	
	 

	Crimston et al. (2016) 2
	.10
	.15
	
	.15
	.11
	.04
	
	 

	Curry et al. (2019) 1
	.02
	–.02
	
	.08
	.08
	.05
	
	 

	Curry et al. (2019) 2
	.12
	.03
	
	.07
	.04
	.11
	
	 

	Da Silva Dias (2017)
	.13
	.06
	
	.07
	.08
	.09
	
	 

	Davies et al. (2014)
	.05
	.14
	
	.26
	.28
	.29
	
	 

	Dewulf (2013)
	.12
	
	
	
	.05
	.00
	
	 

	Di Battista et al. (2018)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.08
	.26

	Diessner et al. (2013)
	.12
	.06
	
	.10
	.16
	.14
	
	 

	Djeriouat & Trémolière (2014)
	.05
	.03
	
	.13
	.21
	.22
	
	 

	Erceg et al. (2018)
	–.07
	–.04
	
	.03
	–.04
	–.01
	
	 

	Federico et al. (2016) 1
	–.02
	.05
	
	.02
	.03
	.01
	
	 

	Federico et al. (2016) 2
	–.02
	–.06
	
	.00
	–.03
	–.04
	
	 

	Federico et al. (2016) 3
	.02
	.00
	
	.05
	.02
	–.10
	
	 

	Feldman (2020) 1
	.20
	.25
	
	.26
	.23
	.11
	
	 

	Feldman (2020) 2
	.04
	.01
	
	.03
	.06
	.05
	
	 

	Feldman (2020) 3
	.14
	.09
	
	.07
	.08
	.06
	
	 

	Feldman (2020) 4
	–.04
	–.01
	
	–.02
	.03
	–.01
	
	 

	Findor (2015)
	.10
	.13
	
	.21
	.27
	.42
	
	 

	Findor et al. (2014)
	.29
	.10
	
	–.14
	–.02
	.01
	
	 

	Forscher & Kteily (2020)
	
	
	
	
	
	–.01
	
	 

	Franks & Scherr (2015)
	.04
	–.03
	
	–.23
	–.15
	–.08
	
	 

	Franks & Scherr (2018)
	.16
	.16
	
	–.14
	–.12
	–.20
	
	 

	Funk (2017)
	.01
	.01
	
	–.03
	–.04
	–.05
	
	 

	Gay et al. (2018)
	.13
	.14
	
	.05
	.12
	.14
	
	 

	Giacomantonio et al. (2017) 1
	.43
	.23
	
	.35
	.15
	.36
	
	 

	Giacomantonio et al. (2017) 2
	.21
	.15
	
	.04
	.10
	.09
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 01
	.05
	–.01
	
	–.12
	.06
	.05
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 02
	.08
	.08
	
	–.19
	–.12
	–.11
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 03
	.04
	.06
	
	–.12
	.01
	–.05
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 04
	.12
	.99
	
	.06
	.12
	.11
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 05
	.28
	.12
	
	.15
	.17
	.19
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 06
	.15
	.16
	
	.10
	.11
	.15
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 07
	.09
	.09
	
	–.04
	.09
	–.06
	
	 



	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Graham et al. (2009) 08
	.08
	.02
	
	.04
	.08
	.12
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 09
	.10
	–.14
	
	.34
	.29
	.44
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 10
	.20
	.21
	
	–.17
	–.06
	–.03
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 11
	.13
	–.05
	
	–.22
	–.13
	.04
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 12
	.02
	.07
	
	.18
	.15
	.11
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 13
	–.41
	–.27
	
	–.20
	.45
	.06
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 14
	.22
	.22
	
	–.07
	.11
	.26
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 15
	.28
	.51
	
	–.01
	.08
	.11
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 16
	.38
	.35
	
	.07
	.23
	.08
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 17
	.23
	.02
	
	.05
	.40
	.18
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2009) 18
	.05
	.13
	
	–.15
	.08
	–.01
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 01
	.07
	.05
	
	–.05
	.00
	–.01
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 02
	.11
	.11
	
	.02
	.07
	.06
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 03
	.13
	.08
	
	–.03
	.02
	.03
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 04
	.12
	.09
	
	.05
	.07
	.08
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 05
	.11
	.08
	
	.03
	.02
	.05
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 06
	.10
	.09
	
	.02
	.05
	.05
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 07
	.09
	.08
	
	–.03
	.03
	.01
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 08
	.00
	.00
	
	–.01
	–.06
	–.12
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 09
	.06
	.00
	
	–.08
	–.05
	–.05
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 10
	–.19
	.00
	
	–.14
	–.29
	–.31
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 11
	.11
	.04
	
	–.03
	.03
	.05
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 12
	.06
	.07
	
	–.10
	–.04
	–.07
	
	 

	Graham et al. (2011) 13
	.06
	.09
	
	–.13
	–.04
	–.08
	
	 

	Greenway et al. (2018)
	.05
	.01
	
	.11
	.12
	.09
	
	 

	Hahnel & Brosch (2018)
	.18
	.04
	
	–.27
	–.24
	–.21
	
	 

	Halevy et al. (2018)
	.05
	.02
	
	.23
	.28
	.19
	
	 

	Harnish et al. (2018)
	.17
	.21
	
	.08
	.06
	–.03
	
	 

	Harper & Hogue (2018)
	.13
	–.03
	.38
	.17
	.23
	.29
	
	 

	Howell et al. (2011)
	.07
	–.14
	
	–.08
	.05
	.08
	
	 

	Jarmakowski-Kostrzanowski 
& Jarmakowska-Kostrzanowski (2016)
	.11
	.20
	
	.06
	.12
	–.07
	
	 

	Ji & Janicke (2018) 1
	–.09
	–.21
	
	.08
	.08
	–.06
	
	 

	Ji & Janicke (2018) 2
	.00
	–.04
	
	–.11
	.03
	–.08
	
	 



	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Jöckel & Früh (2016)
	.17
	.13
	
	.21
	.27
	.42
	
	 

	Johnson et al. (2016)
	.09
	–.01
	
	.00
	.08
	.11
	
	 

	Jones (2015)
	.05
	.08
	
	–.03
	.07
	–.01
	
	 

	Kang et al. (2016)
	.17
	.15
	
	.09
	.18
	.18
	
	 

	Karandikar et al. (2018)
	–.01
	–.05
	
	–.15
	–.07
	–.03
	
	 

	Katzarska-Miller & Reysen (2018)
	.09
	.03
	
	–.03
	.06
	.13
	
	 

	Kawamoto et al. (2017) 1
	.02
	.00
	
	.06
	–.02
	–.02
	
	 

	Kawamoto et al. (2017) 2
	.04
	.07
	
	.04
	–.04
	.02
	
	 

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.09
	.06

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.08
	.10

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.27
	.39

	Kerry & Murray (2018) 4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.13
	–.24

	Kertzer et al. (2014)
	.05
	.04
	
	.10
	.19
	.16
	
	 

	Kim et al. (2012)
	.00
	.00
	
	–.04
	.00
	–.06
	
	 

	Kivikangas et al. (2017)
	.23
	.18
	
	.23
	.09
	.30
	
	 

	Klein et al. (2018) 01
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.26
	–.53

	Klein et al. (2018) 02
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.07
	.06

	Klein et al. (2018) 03
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.02
	–.09

	Klein et al. (2018) 04
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.04
	–.08

	Klein et al. (2018) 05
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.02
	–.10

	Klein et al. (2018) 06
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.03
	–.01

	Klein et al. (2018) 07
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.01
	.17

	Klein et al. (2018) 08
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.11
	–.02

	Klein et al. (2018) 09
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.13
	–.16

	Klein et al. (2018) 10
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.15
	–.10

	Klein et al. (2018) 11
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.00
	–.01

	Klein et al. (2018) 12
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.03
	–.19

	Klein et al. (2018) 13
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.09
	.02

	Klein et al. (2018) 14
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.04
	–.01

	Klein et al. (2018) 15
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.23
	.16

	Klein et al. (2018) 16
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.17
	–.23

	Klein et al. (2018) 17
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.07
	–.05

	Klein et al. (2018) 18
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.14
	.19

	Klein et al. (2018) 19
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.08
	.00



	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Klein et al. (2018) 20
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.02
	–.04

	Klein et al. (2018) 21
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.12
	–.13

	Klein et al. (2018) 22
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.02
	–.17

	Klein et al. (2018) 23
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.08
	–.01

	Klein et al. (2018) 24
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.00
	.05

	Klein et al. (2018) 25
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.02
	.02

	Klein et al. (2018) 26
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.11
	–.18

	Klein et al. (2018) 27
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.08
	.02

	Klein et al. (2018) 28
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.22
	–.10

	Klein et al. (2018) 29
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–.03
	.12

	Klein et al. (2018) 30
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.05
	–.25

	Koleva et al. (2012)
	.11
	.05
	
	.06
	.12
	.13
	
	 

	Konishi et al. (2017)
	.10
	.07
	
	.02
	.11
	.07
	
	 

	Laakasuo, Drosinou, et al. (2018) 1
	.09
	.07
	
	.20
	.17
	.16
	
	 

	Laakasuo, Drosinou, et al. (2018) 2
	.11
	.07
	
	–.03
	–.11
	–.03
	
	 

	Laakasuo, Köbis, et al. (2018)
	.12
	.08
	
	–.01
	–.10
	.05
	
	 

	Lake & Lindsey (2013)
	.11
	.08
	
	.04
	.11
	.10
	
	 

	Landmann & Hess (2018)
	.18
	.10
	
	–.03
	.19
	.12
	
	 

	Leone et al. (2019) 1
	–.01
	.08
	
	.15
	.23
	.31
	
	 

	Leone et al. (2019) 2
	.11
	.03
	
	.18
	.16
	.18
	
	 

	Li et al. (2017)
	.02
	.02
	
	–.04
	–.05
	.01
	
	 

	Low & Wi (2016)
	.07
	.06
	
	.08
	.11
	.08
	
	 

	Macko (2012)
	.26
	–.09
	
	–.03
	–.11
	.16
	
	 

	Malka et al. (2016) 1
	.13
	.08
	
	–.01
	.04
	.08
	
	 

	Malka et al. (2016) 2
	.06
	.15
	
	.27
	.29
	.29
	
	 

	Marszalek et al. (2017)
	.07
	–.01
	
	–.16
	–.06
	–.14
	
	 

	McAdams et al. (2008)
	.00
	.00
	
	.00
	.00
	.00
	
	 

	Meagher (2019)
	.22
	.23
	
	.34
	.32
	.21
	
	 

	Međedović & Petrović (2016)
	.01
	–.08
	
	.03
	–.06
	–.10
	
	 

	Métayer (2014)
	.04
	.04
	
	.04
	.01
	.04
	
	 

	Milesi (2016) 1
	.15
	.19
	
	.32
	.34
	.22
	
	 

	Milesi (2016) 2
	.05
	–.04
	
	.01
	.04
	.06
	
	 




	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Milesi (2017) 1
	.07
	.01
	
	–.04
	.00
	.08
	
	 

	Milesi (2017) 2
	.15
	.14
	
	.23
	.25
	.32
	
	 

	Milesi (2017) 3
	.27
	.22
	
	.21
	.12
	.18
	
	 

	Milesi & Alberici (2018) 1
	.14
	.21
	
	.07
	–.13
	–.03
	
	 

	Milesi & Alberici (2018) 2
	.02
	.04
	
	.03
	–.11
	.24
	
	 

	Minton et al. (2019)
	.10
	.12
	
	–.07
	.02
	.01
	
	 

	Mitrić-Aćimović (2015)
	.18
	.17
	
	.15
	.13
	.22
	
	 

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 1
	.10
	.10
	
	.07
	.05
	.15
	
	 

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 2
	–.17
	–.14
	
	–.04
	–.20
	–.04
	
	 

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 3
	.17
	.04
	
	–.07
	.13
	.16
	
	 

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 4
	–.09
	.06
	
	–.03
	.01
	.00
	
	 

	Nechtelberger et al. (2017) 5
	.04
	.05
	
	–.04
	.06
	.01
	
	 

	Nilsson & Erlandsson (2015)
	–.01
	.00
	
	–.03
	–.08
	–.05
	
	 

	Nilsson et al. (2016) 1
	.06
	.08
	
	.20
	.23
	.20
	
	 

	Nilsson et al. (2016) 2
	–.02
	.03
	
	.03
	.03
	.01
	
	 

	Nilsson et al. (2020)
	–.07
	.05
	
	.18
	.11
	.07
	
	 

	Ochoa et al. (2016)
	–.10
	–.07
	
	–.05
	.01
	–.09
	
	 

	Palich et al. (2016)
	.02
	.10
	
	–.05
	.00
	
	
	 

	Panczyk et al. (2019)
	
	.13
	
	.14
	.14
	.16
	
	 

	Peker et al. (2015)
	.07
	.14
	
	.01
	–.05
	–.19
	
	 

	Pennycook et al. (2014)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.02
	.11

	Pyszczynski et al. (2018)
	.04
	–.03
	
	.09
	.22
	.21
	
	 

	Quintelier et al. (2013) 1
	.09
	.05
	
	.04
	.06
	.07
	
	 

	Quintelier et al. (2013) 2
	–.08
	–.08
	
	–.16
	–.18
	–.28
	
	 

	Quintelier et al. (2013) 3
	.07
	.05
	
	.09
	.09
	.00
	
	 

	Rathbun et al. (2019)
	.10
	.14
	
	
	–.01
	
	
	 

	Rebega (2017)
	.15
	.67
	
	.19
	.07
	.17
	
	 

	Regts (2015) 1
	–.03
	–.04
	
	.12
	.28
	.27
	
	 

	Regts (2015) 2
	.12
	.01
	
	.04
	.11
	.12
	
	 

	Rempala et al. (2016) 1
	–.06
	.05
	.05
	–.01
	–.02
	.18
	
	 

	Rempala et al. (2016) 2
	–.14
	–.09
	
	–.23
	–.11
	–.14
	
	 

	Rutjens et al. (2018)
	.11
	.08
	
	.01
	.09
	.06
	
	 

	Rutjens et al. (2016)
	.06
	.03
	
	–.11
	–.03
	.08
	
	 

	Sağel (2015)
	.18
	.05
	
	.13
	.18
	.26
	
	 





	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Saldarriaga et al. (2017)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.32
	.33

	Santos-Lang (2016)
	.19
	.08
	
	.04
	.05
	.03
	
	 

	Silver & Silver (2017)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.05
	.05

	Smith et al. (2017) 1
	.06
	.00
	
	.03
	.05
	.04
	
	 

	Smith et al. (2017) 2
	.02
	–.02
	
	–.12
	–.01
	.02
	
	 

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 1
	.13
	.12
	.06
	.06
	.10
	.07
	
	 

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 2
	.17
	–.02
	.03
	–.04
	.05
	.04
	
	 

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 3
	.18
	.10
	.02
	.03
	.12
	.10
	
	 

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 4
	–.01
	–.06
	.08
	.01
	.04
	–.07
	
	 

	Ståhl et al. (2016) 5
	.12
	.07
	
	–.06
	.12
	.04
	
	 

	Steiger & Reyna (2017) 1
	.08
	–.02
	
	.16
	.22
	.25
	
	 

	Steiger & Reyna (2017) 2
	.06
	.09
	
	.07
	.11
	.13
	
	 

	Stevens (2013) 1
	.09
	.09
	.07
	.11
	.20
	.19
	
	 

	Stevens (2013) 2
	.14
	–.06
	–.13
	.01
	.07
	.12
	
	 

	Stolerman & Lagnado (2020)
	.00
	–.01
	
	.15
	.07
	.05
	
	 

	Süssenbach et al. (2019) 1
	–.07
	–.17
	
	–.22
	–.04
	–.26
	
	 

	Süssenbach et al. (2019) 2
	–.04
	–.20
	
	.18
	.10
	.11
	
	 

	Süssenbach et al. (2019) 3
	.12
	.04
	
	.01
	.09
	.20
	
	 

	Sychev et al.  (2016) 1
	.05
	.07
	
	.06
	.07
	.08
	
	 

	Sychev et al. (2016) 2
	–.07
	–.02
	
	–.03
	–.11
	–.07
	
	 

	Sychev et al. (2018)
	.02
	–.13
	
	.09
	.24
	.26
	
	 

	Sychev & Trofimova (2018)
	.34
	.24
	
	.01
	.10
	.41
	
	 

	Tagar et al. (2017) 1
	.14
	.08
	
	.40
	.29
	.32
	
	 

	Tagar et al. (2017) 2
	.04
	.09
	
	.00
	.03
	.05
	
	 

	Tagar et al. (2017) 3
	.15
	.06
	
	.43
	.37
	.39
	
	 

	Teo & Chan-Serafin (2013)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.11
	.13

	Trups-Kalne et al. (2014) 1
	.19
	.15
	
	.13
	.17
	.31
	
	 

	Trups-Kalne et al. (2014) 2
	.21
	.09
	
	.03
	.02
	.18
	
	 

	van Leeuwen & Park (2013)
	.04
	.08
	
	–.11
	–.08
	–.22
	
	 

	Voelkel & Brandt (2019)
	.22
	.06
	
	.21
	.28
	.23
	
	 

	Wagemans et al. (2018a)
	–.07
	
	
	
	
	.02
	
	 

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 1
	–.09
	–.05
	
	
	–.03
	–.04
	
	 

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 2
	.06
	.20
	
	
	.33
	–.02
	
	 



	Sample
	
	r𝒇𝒄
	r 𝒍𝒐
	r 𝒍𝒃
	r 𝒂𝒔
	r 𝒑𝒅
	r 𝒊𝒇
	r 𝒃𝒇

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 3
	–.05
	.07
	
	
	
	.08
	
	 

	Wagemans et al. (2018b) 4
	–.05
	.07
	–.15
	–.12
	–.16
	–.02
	
	 

	Waytz et al. (2013)
	.12
	.03
	
	–.13
	.04
	.05
	
	 

	Wheeler & Laham (2016)
	.02
	.20
	
	.19
	–.03
	.17
	
	 

	Xiong et al. (2018)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	Yalçın (2017)
	.23
	.18
	
	–.02
	.30
	.23
	
	 

	Yalçındağ et al. (2019)
	.08
	–.03
	
	.24
	.23
	.27
	
	 

	Zhang (2017)
	.23
	
	
	
	
	.16
	
	 

	Zhang & Li (2015)
	.02
	–.02
	 
	.06
	.06
	.01
	 
	 


Note.  refers to Care/Harm. r𝒇𝒄 refers to Fairness/Cheating. r 𝒍𝒐 refers to Liberty/Oppression. r 𝒍𝒃 refers to Loyalty/Betrayal. r 𝒂𝒔 refers to Authority/Subversion. r 𝒑𝒅 refers to Purity/Degradation. r 𝒊𝒇 refers to Individualizing Foundations. r 𝒃𝒇 refers to Binding Foundations. 

<H2> Table S-3. 
Results of the Weighted Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) Applied on Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the Relationship between Age and HC, Taking Qualitative Moderator Variables as Independent Variables

	Predictor
	k
	N
	𝒃𝒋
	95% CI
	ANOVA results

	USA sample No
Yes
Asian sample No
Yes Weirdness USA
West Rest
Continent
North Am. South Am. Europe Africa Asia Oceania
Instrument
mfq30 Other ver. Other int. Adhoc int.
	
110
72

155
26

72
71
38

75
3
63
3
30
7

131
39
6
13
	
100,967
352,564

429,118
23,800

352,564
73,704
26,950

370,104
6,291
33,431 952
24,861
17,579

433,976
22,894
5,356
3,963
	
.081
.087

.089
.061

.087
.093
.056

.088
.125
.092
.070
.054
.066

.082
.082
.081
.032
	
[.064, .098]
[.067, .106]

[.075, .102]
[.026, .095]

[.067, .106]
[.073, .114]
[.027, .086]

[.069, .107]
[.030, .218]
[.069, .114]
[–.042, .180]
[.021, .087]
[.004, .128]

[.068, .097]
[.052, .113]
[.015, .147]
[–.017, .081]
	
F(1, 180) = 0.186, p = .667. R2 = .0000
QW(180) = 631.397, p < .001

F(1, 179) = 2.255, p = .135. R2 = .0121
QW(179) = 656.842, p < .001

F(2, 178) = 2.142, p = .120. R2 = .0228
QW(178) = 612.270, p < .001


F(5, 175) = 1.002, p = .418. R2 = .0001
QW(175) = 650.184, p < .001




F(3, 185) = 1.283, p = .281. R2 = .0076
QW(185) = 780.889, p < .001


Note. k = number of independent samples with respect to the 43 samples for which alpha coefficients were available; N = total sample size; 𝛼+= pooled Cronbach’s alpha estimate; F = Knapp-Hartung’s statistic for testing the significance of the moderator variable; QW = statistic for testing the model misspecification; R2 = proportion of variance accounted for by the moderator.
<H2> Table S–4. 
Results of the Weighted Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) Applied on Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the Relationship between Age and FC, Taking Qualitative Moderator Variables as Independent Variables

	Predictor
	k
	N
	𝒃𝒋
	95% CI
	ANOVA results

	USA sample No
Yes
Asian sample No
Yes Weirdness USA
West Rest
Continent
North Am. South Am. Europe Africa Asia Oceania
Instrument
mfq30 Other ver.
Other int. Adhoc int.
	
111
71

154
27

71
71
39

74
3
64
3
30
7

133
37
6
12
	
102,372
346,890

424,635
24,014

346,890
73,826
28,233

364,430
6,291
34,836 952
24,861
17,579


436,099
16,502
5,356
3,963
	
.065
.057

.065
.046

.057
.072
.051

.056
.119
.072
.010
.039
.104

.056
.064
.066
.085
	
[.046, .084]
[.035, .079]

[.050, .081]
[.007, .085]

[.035, .079]
[.049, .095]
[.019, .084]

[.035, .078]
[.012, .223]
[.048, .097]
[–.114, .133]
[.002, .076]
[.033, .174]

[.040, .072]
[.029, .099]
[–.007, .138]
[.029, .140]
	
F(1, 180) = 0.281, p = .597. R2 = .0000
QW(180) = 608.567, p < .001

F(1, 179) = 0.827, p = .364. R2 = .0000
QW(179) = 666.810, p < .001

F(2, 178) = 0.652, p = .522. R2 = .0000
QW(178) = 591.136, p < .001


F(5, 175) = 1.136, p = .343. R2 = .0069
QW(175) = 585.745, p < .001




F(3, 184) = 0.355, p = .786. R2 = .0000
QW(184) = 674.945, p < .001


Note. k = number of independent samples with respect to the 43 samples for which alpha coefficients were available; N = total sample size; 𝛼+= pooled Cronbach’s alpha estimate; F = Knapp-Hartung’s statistic for testing the significance of the moderator variable; QW = statistic for testing the model misspecification; R2 = proportion of variance accounted for by the moderator.

<H2> Table S–5.
Results of the Weighted Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) Applied on Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the Relationship between Age and LB, Taking Qualitative Moderator Variables as Independent Variables

	Predictor
	k
	N
	𝒃𝒋
	95% CI
	ANOVA results

	USA sample No
Yes
Asian sample No
Yes Weirdness USA
West Rest
Continent
North Am. South Am. Europe Africa Asia Oceania
Instrument
mfq30 Other ver. Other int.
Adhoc int.
	
105
69

145
27

69
66
38

72
3
58
3
30
7

128
37
6
8
	
101,905
350,786

427,897
24,014

350,786
73,482
28,110

368,326
6,291
34,369
952
24,861
17,579

434,737
21,398
5,356
3,691
	
.048
.029

.044
.029

.029
.065
.021

.027
–.025
.070
–.057
.017
.116

.041
.020
.040
.001
	
[.023, .073]
[–.001, .058]

[.023, .065]
[–.022, .080]

[–.000, .058]
[.035, .096]
[–.022, .063]

[–.001, .056]
[–.162, .114]
[.037, .102]
[–.211, .100]
[–.030, .064]
[.023, .208]

[.019, .062]
[–.024, .064]
[–.058, .136]
[–.084, .086]
	
F(1, 172) = 0.977, p = .324. R2 = .0042
QW(172) = 2,199.971, p < .001

F(1, 170) = 0 .279, p = .598. R2 = .0000
QW(170) = 2,523.955, p < .001

F(2, 170) = 1.989, p = .140. R2 = .0147
QW(170) = 2,096.131, p < .001


F(5, 167) = 1.984, p = .084. R2 = .0361
QW(167) = 1,755.609, p < .001




F(3, 175) = 0.461, p = .710. R2 = .000
QW(175) = 2,429.727, p < .001



Note. k = number of independent samples with respect to the 43 samples for which alpha coefficients were available; N = total sample size; 𝛼+= pooled Cronbach’s alpha estimate; F = Knapp-Hartung’s statistic for testing the significance of the moderator variable; QW = statistic for testing the model misspecification; R2 = proportion of variance accounted for by the moderator.

<H2> Table S–6. 
Results of the Weighted Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) Applied on Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the Relationship between Age and the Authority/Subversion Dimension, Taking Qualitative Moderator Variables as Independent Variables

	Predictor
	k
	N
	𝒃𝒋
	95% CI
	ANOVA results

	USA sample No
Yes
Asian sample No
Yes Weirdness USA
West Rest
Continent
North Am. South Am. Europe Africa Asia Oceania
Instrument
mfq30 Other ver.
Other int. Adhoc int.
	
104
72

150
25

72
66
37

75
3
61
3
28
5

126
39
6
10
	
94,018
353,059

422,791
23,673

353,059
65,813
27,892

370,599
6,291
34,230
952
24,520
10,172

425,663
22,894
5,356
3,963
	
.057
.079

.069
.056

.079
.055
.063

.079
.007
.070
.003
.040
.052

.064
.059
.062
.054
	
[.034, .080]
[.052, .105]

[.050, .088]
[.007, .105]

[.052, .105]
[.026, .083]
[.023, .103]

[.052, .104]
[–.124,.138]
[.040, .100]
[–.145, .152]
[–.006, .086]
[–.061, .164]

[.044, .084]
[.019, .098]
[–.029, .151]
[–.018, .125]
	
F(1, 174) = 1.494, p = .223. R2 = .0040
QW(174) = 1,390.309, p < .001

F(1, 173) = 0.235, p = .628. R2 = .0000
QW(173) = 1,443.018, p < .001

F(2, 172) = 0.755, p = .471. R2 = .0000
QW(172) = 1,373.096, p < .001


F(5, 169) = 0.724, p = .606. R2 = .0000
QW(169) = 1,299.397, p < .001




F(3, 177) = 0.035, p = .991. R2 = .0000
QW(177) = 1,312.534, p < .001


Note. k = number of independent samples with respect to the 43 samples for which alpha coefficients were available; N = total sample size; 𝛼+= pooled Cronbach’s alpha estimate; F = Knapp-Hartung’s statistic for testing the significance of the moderator variable; QW = statistic for testing the model misspecification; R2 = proportion of variance accounted for by the moderator.

<H2> Table S–7. 
Results of the Weighted Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) Applied on Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the Relationship between Age and PD, Taking Qualitative Moderator Variables as Independent Variables

	Predictor
	k
	N
	𝒃𝒋
	95% CI
	ANOVA results

	USA sample No
Yes
Asian sample No
Yes Weirdness USA
West Rest
Continent
North Am. South Am. Europe Africa Asia Oceania
Instrument
mfq30 Other ver.
Other int. Adhoc int.
	
104
74

152
25

74
68
35

77
3
59
3
28
7

127
37
6
13
	
100,733
352,537

428,814
23,843

352,537
72,854
27,566

370,077
6,291
33,368
952
24,690
17,579

431,030
22,409
5,356
3,455
	
.079
.065

.078
.055

.065
.100
.039

.066
–.016
.099
.011
.039
.156

.074
.063
.048
.052
	
[.054, .103]
[.037, .093]

[.058, .097]
[.004, .106]

[.038, .093]
[.070, .129]
[–.004, .082]

[.039, .093]
[–.151, .120]
[.067, .130]
[–.142, .165]
[–.009, .086]
[.065, .244]

[.053, .095]
[.019, .106]
[–.048, .144]
[–.016, .119]
	
F(1, 176) = 0.550, p = .459. R2 = .0000
QW(176) = 2,087.459, p < .001

F(1, 175) = 0.659, p = .418. R2 = .0015
QW(175) = 2,403.118, p < .001

F(2, 174) = 2.979, p = .054. R2 = .0286
QW(174) = 1,962.751, p < .001


F(5, 171) = 2.066, p = .072. R2 = .0382
QW(171) = 1,725.033, p < .001




F(3, 179) = 0.253, p = .860. R2 = .0382
QW(179) = 2,336.053, p < .001


Note. k = number of independent samples with respect to the 43 samples for which alpha coefficients were available; N = total sample size; 𝛼+= pooled Cronbach’s alpha estimate; F = Knapp-Hartung’s statistic for testing the significance of the moderator variable; QW = statistic for testing the model misspecification; R2 = proportion of variance accounted for by the moderator.

[bookmark: _Hlk70267596]<H2> Table S–8. 
Results of the Weighted Analyses of Variance (ANOVAs) Applied on Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the Relationship between Age and BF, Taking Qualitative Moderator Variables as Independent Variables

	Predictor
	k
	N
	𝒃𝒋
	95% CI
	ANOVA results

	USA sample No
Yes
Asian sample No
Yes Weirdness USA
West Rest
Continent
North Am. South Am. Europe Africa Asia Oceania
Instrument
mfq30 Other ver. Other int. Adhoc int.
	
29
7

29
7

7
21
4

8
5
14
1
7
1

1
31
0
4
	
10,032
5,549

14,206
1,375

5,549
8,588
1,444

11,426
574
2,038
69
1,375
99

502
13,386
0
1,693
	
–.021
–.010

–.014
–.032

–.010
–.016
–.033

–.019
.048
–.016
–.037
–.032
–.226

.130
–.030
-
.010
	
[–.073, .031]
[–.097, .077]

[–.064, .035]
[–.132, .068]

[–.098, .079]
[–.078, .047]
[–.130, .065]

[–.101, .063]
[–.083, .177]
[–.094, .062]
[–.354, .288]
[–.134, .070]
[–.487, .072]

[–.096, .344]
[–.078, .019]
-
[–.105, .125]
	
F(1, 34) = 0.049, p = .827. R2 = .0000
QW(34) = 225.748, p < .001

F(1, 34) = 0.106, p = .747. R2 = .0000
QW(34) = 227.257, p < .001

F(2, 33) = 0.068, p = .934. R2 = .0000
QW(33) = 224.803, p < .001


F(5, 30) = 0.641, p = .670. R2 = .0000
QW(30) = 207.749, p < .001




F(2, 33) = 1.125, p = .337. R2 = .0100
QW(33) = 195.272, p < .001


Note. k = number of independent samples with respect to the 43 samples for which alpha coefficients were available; N = total sample size; 𝛼+= pooled Cronbach’s alpha estimate; F = Knapp-Hartung’s statistic for testing the significance of the moderator variable; QW = statistic for testing the model misspecification; R2 = proportion of variance accounted for by the moderator.



<H2> Figures S–1 to S–8. Scatter Diagrams of the Relationship between Mean age (X-axis) and Age Correlations with the Different Moral Dimensions
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<H3> 3. Loyalty/Betrayal
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<H3> 4. Authority/Subversion
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<H3> 5. Purity/Degradation
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<H3> 6. Individualizing Foundations
[image: Chart

Description automatically generated]


<H3> 7. Binding Foundations
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