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Supplemental Results
Table S1

Reasons for which givers were excluded due to not having a recipient by age group and experiment

	
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2

	
	Child
	Adult
	Child
	Adult

	Recipient declined
	5
	4
	6
	13

	Parent/guardian declined (for children only)
	2
	--
	7
	--

	No parent/guardian available (i.e., child with another adult unable to consent; for children only)
	2
	--
	3
	--

	Recipient unable to be approached (e.g., left approved testing area)
	3
	0
	7
	6

	Recipient did not speak English
	1
	1
	0
	0

	Recipient participated previously (or previously debriefed on study)
	1
	
	2
	1

	Recipient too young (for children only)
	0
	--
	7
	--

	Incomplete recipient data
	0
	0
	2
	0

	Experimenter error
	1
	1
	0
	0

	Unknown
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	16
	6
	34
	20
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Description automatically generated]Box plots for Experiment 1 measures by group and role
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Note. Boxplots for givers are on the left; boxplots for recipients are on the right. 



Figure S2
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Note. Boxplots for givers are on the left; boxplots for recipients are on the right. 


Experiment 1:
	Here, we report the remainder of the preregistered analyses not included in the main text. Note that many of these analyses are redundant with those presented in the main text.
	Size Analyses. A paired t-test revealed that adult predictors underestimated how big recipients would report the random act of kindness to be (M=3.22, SE=.36 vs. M=5.48, SE=.38), t(49)=-4.96, p < .001. Similar results were obtained among children. A paired t-test revealed that child predictors underestimated how big recipients would report the random act of kindness to be (M=4.40, SE=.37 vs. M=6.78, SE=.36), t(49)=-4.49, p < .001. 
	Mood Analyses. First, both adult (M=1.46, SE=.27) and child (M=1.66, SE=.19) predictors predicted that recipients would report feeling more positive than normal after receiving a pencil as a random act of kindness, ts 5.32, ps < .001 (one sample t-test against 0, the midpoint: no different than normal). Similarly, both adult (M=2.40, SE=.20) and child (M=3.26, SE=.24) recipients reported feeling more positive than normal after receiving a pencil as a random act of kindness, ts  12.00, ps < .001. A paired t-test revealed that adult predictors underestimated how positively recipients would report feeling after receiving the pencil as a random act of kindness (M=1.46, SE=.27 vs. M=2.40, SE=.20), t(49)=-2.76, p=.008. Similar results were obtained among children. A paired t-test revealed that child predictors underestimated how positively recipients would report feeling after receiving the pencil as a random act of kindness (M=1.66, SE=.19 vs. M=3.26, SE=.24), t(49)=-5.78, p < .001. 
Equivalence (not preregistered). In an additional exploratory analysis, we tested for equivalence in miscalibrated expectations across our child and adult groups on the size and mood measures. That is, within pairs, we calculated a difference score (e.g., Reported Size – Predicted Size) and, using equivalence testing procedures, tested whether children and adults differed on each measure. For this analysis, we used the TOSTER package in R (Lakens & Caldwell, 2022) and set our smallest effect size of interest (SESOI) to d = 0.3, reflecting an anticipated small effect should one be present (Cohen, 1988). On this analysis for size, the equivalence test was non-significant, t(98) = -0.15, p = .442, as well as the null hypothesis test, t(98) = 0.29, p = .771, suggesting that, although not different, children and adults are not necessarily statistically equivalent with respect to miscalibrated expectations for size. On the analysis for mood, the equivalence test was non-significant, t(98) = 1.04, p = .849, as well as the null hypothesis test, t(98) = 1.72, p = .089, suggesting again that, although not different, children and adults are not necessarily statistically equivalent with respect to miscalibrated expectations for mood.




Experiment 2:
Here, we report the remainder of the preregistered analyses not included in the main text. Note that many of these analyses are redundant with those presented in the main text.
	Size Analyses. A paired t-test revealed that adult predictors underestimated how big recipients would report the random act of kindness to be (M=2.02, SE=.14 vs. M=2.96, SE=.21), t(48)=-3.76, p<.001. Similar, although nonsignificant, results were obtained among children. A paired t-test revealed that child predictors directionally underestimated how big recipients would report the random act of kindness to be (M=2.90, SE=.24 vs. M=3.49, SE=.23), t(50)=-1.79, p=.079. 
	Mood Analyses. First, both adult (M=0.69, SE=.10) and child (M=1.59, SE=.19) predictors predicted that recipients would report feeling more positive than normal after receiving a pencil as a random act of kindness, ts7.11, ps<.001 (one sample t-test against 0, the midpoint: no different than normal). Similarly, both adult (M=1.02, SE=.15) and child (M=1.94, SE=.14) recipients reported feeling more positive than normal after receiving a pencil as a random act of kindness, ts6.93, ps<.001. A paired t-test revealed that adult predictors directionally underestimated how positively recipients would report feeling after receiving the pencil as a random act of kindness (M=0.69, SE=.10 vs. M=1.02, SE=.15), t(48)=-1.86, p=.070. Among children, however, a paired t-test revealed that child predictors did not necessarily underestimate how positively recipients would report feeling after receiving the pencil as a random act of kindness (M=1.59, SE=.19 vs. M=1.94, SE=.14), t(50)=-1.62, p=.112. 
Equivalence (not preregistered). In an additional exploratory analysis, we tested for equivalence in miscalibrated expectations across our child and adult groups on the size and mood measures. That is, within pairs, we calculated a difference score (e.g., Reported Size – Predicted Size) and, using equivalence testing procedures, tested whether children and adults differed on each measure. For this analysis, we used the TOSTER package in R (Lakens & Caldwell, 2022) and set our smallest effect size of interest (SESOI) to d = 0.3, reflecting an anticipated small effect size should one be present (Cohen, 1988). On this analysis for size, the equivalence test was non-significant, t(92.50) = -0.12, p = .548, as well as the null hypothesis test, t(92.50) = -0.85, p = .398, suggesting that, although not different, children and adults are not necessarily statistically equivalent with respect to miscalibrated expectations for size. On the analysis for mood, the equivalence test was non-significant, t(98) = -0.99, p = .161, as well as the null hypothesis test, t(98) = 0.07, p = .944, suggesting again that, although not different, children and adults are not necessarily statistically equivalent with respect to miscalibrated expectations for mood.
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