Supplementary Online Materials (SOM) for “Faster Responders are Perceived as more Extraverted”

This document includes:
Supplementary Studies 1 - 3
Additional details for internal meta-analysis




Supplementary Study 1: Response Timing Affects Perceived Extraversion
Method
Study S1 (N = 219) followed a single factor two level (response timing: immediate vs. delayed; between-participants) design involving online crowdsourced participants from Prolific. Upon entering the study online, participants were first presented with the same scenario from the preliminary study: 

Cameron is a man in his late-20s, currently residing in London. He has a London accent. One afternoon, Cameron was formally dressed to attend a job interview.
After some quick greetings, the interviewers asked Cameron: “So tell us a bit about why you want to work with us, of all the companies out there in this industry”.
Cameron immediately (“waited 6 seconds before he” in the delayed condition) began replying: “It has always been my aspiration to be part of a company like this…”

Subsequently, participants were instructed to complete the same measure of perceived extraversion, manipulation check, attention check, and demographic questions from Study 8. The only exception was that instead of “Extraverted, enthusiastic” and “Reserved, quiet” as the two item extraversion measure, participants were asked to rate their impression of the responder on single item measures of extraversion (and filler). These include “Extraverted”, “Introverted”, and “Dependable” (filler item).
Results and Discussion
In line with our prediction, participants rated immediate responders (M = 4.99, SD = 1.20) as significantly more extraverted than delayed responders (M = 3.78, SD = 1.31), t(217) = 7.16, p < .001, Cohen’s d = 0.97, 95% CI for the mean difference  [0.88, 1.55]. 
Results of Study S1 help corroborate the predicted effect of response timing on perceived extraversion by eliminating the possibility that the results of our main studies were due to participants associating response timing with perceived enthusiasm, instead of perceived extraversion. 
Supplementary Study 2: Response Timing Affects Perceived Nervousness
Method
Study S2 (N = 214) followed a single factor two level (response timing: immediate vs. delayed; between-participants) design involving online crowdsourced participants from Prolific. Upon entering the study online, participants were first presented with the same scenario from Study 2a:

Ali is a woman in her mid 30s, currently residing in Sydney Australia. She has an Australian accent, and is currently a mature age entry student at a local university. During one of the tutorials, Ali's class was split into groups to do some group tasks. 30 minutes into the tutorial, the tutor asked: “Ali does your group need more time?”
Ali replied immediately/after 4 seconds (depending on the response timing condition): “I think we're almost done, maybe a couple more minutes”

 Subsequently, participants were instructed to complete the same measure of perceived nervousness (including filler item) from Study 2a. This was followed by the same manipulation check, attention check, and demographic questions from Study 8. 
Results and Discussion
In line with our prediction, participants rated delayed responders (M = 3.90, SD = 1.60) as significantly more nervous than immediate responders (M = 2.55, SD = 1.35), t(212) = 6.71, p < .001, Cohen’s d = 0.92, 95% CI for the mean difference  [0.96, 1.75]. 
Results of Study S2 help corroborate the mediation model and causal chain (Studies 2a and 2b) involving perceived nervousness. This is because Study S2 demonstrates that response timing affects perceived nervousness alone, which eliminates the possibility that Study 2a participants’ ratings of perceived nervousness were the result of unintentional influences from their ratings of perceived extraversion.
Supplementary Study 3: Response Timing Affects Perceived Passivity
Method
Study S3 (N = 215) followed a single factor two level (response timing: immediate vs. delayed; between-participants) design involving online crowdsourced participants from Prolific. Upon entering the study online, participants were first presented with the interview scenario from Study 3a:

Cameron is a woman in her mid-20s, currently residing in Boston, U.S. She is medium built, with brown hair and hazel eyes.
[bookmark: _GoBack]While practicing Muay Thai at a martial arts training facility one afternoon, Cameron was approached by a Youtuber for a quick interview on her thoughts on Muay Thai. After a quick introduction, the interviewer asked: “So what got you started in Muay Thai?”. 
Cameron began replying immediately/after a 4 second delay (depending on the response timing condition): “Well actually my Dad is a Muay Thai instructor so I’d have to say that he was the main reason I got into it…”

Subsequently, participants were instructed to complete the same measure of perceived passivity (including filler item) from Study 3a. This was followed by the same manipulation check, attention check, and demographic questions from Study 8. 
Results and Discussion
In line with our prediction, participants rated delayed responders (M = 3.98, SD = 1.18) as significantly more passive than immediate responders (M = 2.66, SD = 1.30), t(212.48) = 7.84, p < .001, Cohen’s d = 1.07, 95% CI for the mean difference  [0.96, 1.75]. 
Results of Study S3 help corroborate the mediation model and causal chain (Studies 3a and 3b) involving perceived passivity. This is because Study S3 demonstrates that response timing affects perceived passivity alone, which eliminates the possibility that Study 3a participants’ ratings of perceived passivity were the result of unintentional influences from their ratings of perceived extraversion.

[bookmark: Tables][bookmark: MaterialsMethods]Additional Details for Internal Meta-Analysis [image: ] Fig. S1. Forest Plot of the Internal Meta-Analysis for Effect of Response Timing on Perceived Extraversion. Heterogeneity: Q = 69.01, df = 8, p < .001, I2 = 88.41%.
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