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Appendix A: Additional information regarding the scoring of the evaluative priming measure used in Study 1

See the materials folder for the images of Black and East Asian faces that were used. The full list of ‘male’ words was: man, son, father, boy, uncle, grandpa, husband, male. The full list of ‘female’ words was: mother, wife, aunt, woman, girl, female, grandma, daughter. 

The task was scored following the procedure outlined in Bar-Anan and Nosek (2014). Specifically, trials with incorrect responses were excluded as were trials with reaction times that were more than two standard deviations away from each participant’s average reaction time within each trial type on the evaluative priming measure (e.g., within all trials that were Black face – male word). Participants who had more than 40% of trials with incorrect responses were also excluded.

For each trial type and within each block, we computed the average of the log-transformed reaction times, and then made a single-category D score that was the difference between those two averages (e.g., one D score for Black-Female minus Black-Male and another difference score for Asian-Male minus Asian-Female), in each dividing the reaction time difference from the participant’s overall standard deviation. For each block, we then computed an overall preference score that was the average of these two D scores, and the aggregate EPT score was the average of these three block-specific D scores. 

























Appendix B: Correlation matrix of mouse tracking outcomes from Study 1
	Variable
	M
	SD
	1
	2
	3

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Response Latency
	1094.16
	279.56
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. Maximum Deviation
	0.44
	0.51
	.09
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	[.09, .10]
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. Area Under the Curve
	0.30
	0.38
	.04
	.89
	 

	 
	 
	 
	[.04, .05]
	[.89, .89]
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. Spatial Disorder
	0.12
	0.09
	.06
	.46
	.36

	 
	 
	 
	[.06, .07]
	[.45, .46]
	[.35, .36]

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample correlation (Cumming, 2014). 






















Appendix C: Predicting Study 1 mouse tracking outcomes from target race and target gender separated by participant race

In the first series of models from Study 1 we examined whether race-gender associations existed among White, East Asian, Black, and Hispanic participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, and their interaction along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus separated by participant race.

Predicting Black Participants’ Max Deviation from Target Race & Gender
	[bookmark: X2dbd5535dbf1f44cabc24c605c2ca313cd3978a]Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.02]
	0.04
	89.89
	.966

	Target Race
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.02]
	-0.66
	90.03
	.512

	Target Gender
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.06]
	2.44
	89.53
	.017

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.05
	[-0.09, -0.01]
	-2.54
	89.44
	.013


[bookmark: X56b7a28fd0acc3a353fce3c194b83664de72a38]
Predicting East Asian Participants’ Max Deviation from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.05, -0.01]
	-2.65
	97.46
	.009

	Target Race
	0.05
	[0.02, 0.08]
	3.22
	98.14
	.002

	Target Gender
	0.05
	[0.02, 0.08]
	3.52
	97.62
	.001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.09
	[-0.13, -0.05]
	-4.18
	97.82
	< .001


[bookmark: X8b97036520c10346ef12b5ea4abe17efd77bb52]
Predicting Hispanic Participants’ Max Deviation from Target Race & Gender
	[bookmark: Xc2d7f1e0d43126ad2384b6b3cb702a5a9f5cc8c]Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.02
	[-0.04, 0.00]
	-2.27
	89.33
	.026

	Target Race
	0.05
	[0.02, 0.07]
	3.51
	89.31
	.001

	Target Gender
	0.04
	[0.01, 0.06]
	2.77
	89.03
	.007

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.08
	[-0.12, -0.04]
	-4.28
	88.95
	< .001



Predicting White Participants’ Max Deviation from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.53
	89.63
	.599

	Target Race
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.21
	89.80
	.229

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.06]
	1.33
	89.53
	.188

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.11, -0.01]
	-2.41
	89.60
	.018



[bookmark: Xaf5ccb50c34e9c2958040cad9f4e4a1fc7e1e8f]Predicting Black Participants’ Latency from Target Race & Gender
	[bookmark: Xdc5ebaa3c3767200694067c0926b866c6bc4064]Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	3.90
	[-7.12, 14.92]
	0.69
	82.35
	.490

	Target Race
	3.97
	[-11.61, 19.56]
	0.50
	82.41
	.619

	Target Gender
	-1.56
	[-17.13, 14.02]
	-0.20
	82.19
	.845

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-18.86
	[-40.88, 3.17]
	-1.68
	82.14
	.097



Predicting East Asian Participants’ Latency from Target Race & Gender
	[bookmark: X1cbbcc4d218f6c0b445db503f40e0d9f91bf51c]Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-3.41
	[-14.72, 7.90]
	-0.59
	75.83
	.557

	Target Race
	12.00
	[-4.01, 28.01]
	1.47
	76.08
	.146

	Target Gender
	12.90
	[-3.10, 28.90]
	1.58
	75.89
	.118

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-35.07
	[-57.70, -12.44]
	-3.04
	75.97
	.003



Predicting Hispanic Participants’ Latency from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-1.21
	[-12.62, 10.21]
	-0.21
	84.84
	.836

	Target Race
	9.90
	[-6.24, 26.04]
	1.20
	84.83
	.233

	Target Gender
	4.91
	[-11.22, 21.05]
	0.60
	84.69
	.552

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-23.52
	[-46.33, -0.71]
	-2.02
	84.65
	.046



[bookmark: X560c8607d484e720481794f9803f75f9cc19629]Predicting White Participants’ Latency from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	1.37
	[-9.76, 12.49]
	0.24
	93.20
	.810

	Target Race
	6.73
	[-9.01, 22.47]
	0.84
	93.35
	.404

	Target Gender
	3.58
	[-12.15, 19.31]
	0.45
	93.12
	.656

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-24.03
	[-46.27, -1.78]
	-2.12
	93.17
	.037



Predicting Black Participants’ AUC from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.34
	109.47
	.735

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.61
	109.82
	.544

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[0.01, 0.03]
	3.06
	108.53
	.003

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.01]
	-2.76
	108.27
	.007



Predicting East Asian Participants’ AUC from Target Race & Gender
	[bookmark: X6d16c232f6a20dcd1acc5d128bae40706928217]Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.02
	[-0.03, -0.01]
	-3.65
	99.08
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.02
	[0.01, 0.04]
	2.95
	100.62
	.004

	Target Gender
	0.04
	[0.02, 0.05]
	5.12
	99.45
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.04
	[-0.06, -0.02]
	-4.10
	99.90
	< .001


[bookmark: Xbab968f9e4eccc34a9104d3df7fe2c42c27cb01]

Predicting Hispanic Participants’ AUC from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.02
	[-0.03, -0.01]
	-3.31
	109.36
	.001

	Target Race
	0.03
	[0.02, 0.04]
	4.46
	109.28
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.04]
	4.04
	108.53
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.05
	[-0.07, -0.03]
	-5.38
	108.31
	< .001


[bookmark: X0b597c506b10fac212ec5569d288c897897352b]
Predicting White Participants’ AUC from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.32
	77.12
	.750

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.02]
	0.37
	77.37
	.714

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.15
	76.96
	.255

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.01]
	-1.42
	77.06
	.159


[bookmark: X3e5f53221c86a94efb78e108959ac893a3e3720]
Predicting Black Participants’ Spatial Disorder from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.13
	88.94
	.899

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-0.30
	89.07
	.762

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.21
	88.59
	.029

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-2.37
	88.50
	.020



Predicting East Asian Participants’ Spatial Disorder from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.32
	96.07
	.189

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.77
	96.73
	.007

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.20
	96.23
	.030

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, -0.01]
	-4.31
	96.43
	< .001



Predicting Hispanic Participants’ Spatial Disorder from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-1.49
	103.75
	.139

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.49
	103.71
	.014

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.34
	103.28
	.021

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, -0.01]
	-3.80
	103.17
	< .001


[bookmark: X8c0e816c7b0c2118730da03e0e8be8b6040e054]
Predicting White Participants’ Spatial Disorder from Target Race & Gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.17
	74.74
	.865

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.23
	74.95
	.224

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.87
	74.61
	.387

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.51
	74.70
	.014












































Appendix D: Comparing decisional conflict for Black male vs. Black female faces and Asian female vs. Asian male faces in Study 1.

In the second series of models from Study 1, we investigated whether there were differences in decisional conflict between male and female faces specifically for Black and Asian targets. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target gender along with random intercepts for subject and stimulus. Because we were primarily interested in responses to faces most relevant to the gendered race effect, this is analysis is constrained to perceptions of Black and Asian faces. 

Target Gender Terms by Mouse-Tracking Outcome separated by Participant & Target Race 
	Outcome
	Estimate
	Standard Error
	DF
	t
	p

	Black Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.01
	.01
	56.39
	-1.05
	.30

	Latency
	-18.95
	6.89
	57.21
	-2.75
	.01

	AUC
	-.004
	.01
	55.72
	-0.55
	.59

	Spatial Disorder
	-.002
	.002
	56.50
	-1.08
	.28

	East Asian Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.04
	.02
	56.94
	-2.12
	.04

	Latency
	-21.94
	8.14
	57.43
	-2.70
	.01

	AUC
	-.01
	.01
	56.95
	-0.65
	.52

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.003
	56.96
	-3.53
	.001

	Hispanic Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.05
	.01
	56.95
	-3.15
	.003

	Latency
	-18.85
	7.76
	57.31
	-2.43
	.02

	AUC
	-.02
	.01
	56.82
	-3.09
	.003

	Spatial Disorder
	-.006
	.002
	56.98
	-2.84
	.01

	White Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.04
	.02
	57.34
	-1.90
	.06

	Latency
	-20.63
	8.38
	57.37
	-2.46
	.02

	AUC
	-.01
	.01
	57.08
	-.85
	.40

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.002
	56.94
	-2.65
	.01

	Black Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.03
	.01
	57.02
	2.79
	.01

	Latency
	-1.53
	7.29
	57.37
	-0.21
	.83

	AUC
	.02
	.01
	57.22
	3.02
	.004

	Spatial Disorder
	.005
	.002
	56.93
	2.37
	.02

	East Asian Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.05
	.01
	57.74
	5.14
	< .001

	Latency
	13.35
	5.82
	57.40
	2.29
	.03

	AUC
	.04
	.01
	11297.00
	5.23
	< .001

	Spatial Disorder
	.005
	.002
	57.58
	2.92
	.01

	Hispanic Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.04
	.01
	57.74
	3.95
	< .001

	Latency
	5.90
	6.92
	57.58
	.85
	.40

	AUC
	.03
	.01
	56.95
	4.44
	< .001

	Spatial Disorder
	.005
	.002
	57.10
	2.92
	.01

	White Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.03
	.01
	57.44
	2.07
	.04

	Latency
	3.58
	6.48
	57.59
	.55
	.58

	AUC
	.01
	.01
	56.46
	1.77
	.08

	Spatial Disorder
	.002
	.002
	57.33
	1.33
	.19


Note: All values rounded to 2 decimal places unless additional places are needed to accurately express numerical value.

















Appendix E: Predicting Study 1 mouse tracking outcomes from target race, target gender, and minority status in Study 1

In the third series of models from Study 1 we investigated whether the magnitude of this race by gender interaction differed for White vs. Black, White vs. Asian, and White vs. Hispanic participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, and their interaction term along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

Predicting max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Black and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-0.60
	106.62
	.551

	Target Race
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.36
	106.91
	.177

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.50
	106.45
	.136

	Minority Status
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.95
	66,378.83
	.345

	Target Race  Minority Status
	-0.03
	[-0.05, -0.01]
	-2.81
	66,379.19
	.005

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	0.99
	66,378.83
	.321

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.10, -0.02]
	-2.73
	106.56
	.007

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.01
	[-0.02, 0.04]
	0.65
	66,379.47
	.514


Predicting latency from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Black and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	1.38
	[-9.15, 11.92]
	0.26
	111.82
	.797

	Target Race
	6.60
	[-8.31, 21.51]
	0.87
	112.02
	.387

	Target Gender
	3.57
	[-11.33, 18.47]
	0.47
	111.69
	.639

	Minority Status
	2.53
	[-3.48, 8.54]
	0.83
	66,374.77
	.409

	Target Race  Minority Status
	-2.44
	[-10.96, 6.08]
	-0.56
	66,375.01
	.575

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	-5.08
	[-13.56, 3.40]
	-1.17
	66,374.78
	.241

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-23.86
	[-44.93, -2.78]
	-2.22
	111.77
	.029

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	4.75
	[-7.25, 16.74]
	0.78
	66,375.19
	.438


Predicting AUC from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Black and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.37
	105.60
	.709

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.42
	106.05
	.674

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.32
	105.33
	.188

	Minority Status
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.19
	66,385.88
	.852

	Target Race  Minority Status
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.97
	66,386.51
	.330

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	1.00
	66,385.89
	.315

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-1.64
	105.50
	.104

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.00
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.43
	66,386.99
	.668


Predicting spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Black and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.18
	103.17
	.856

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.34
	103.52
	.184

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.95
	102.95
	.346

	Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.08
	66,382.94
	.939

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-2.08
	66,383.44
	.038

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.60
	66,382.95
	.110

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.74
	103.09
	.007

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.50
	66,383.81
	.616


Predicting max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Asian and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.58
	102.63
	.564

	Target Race
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.30
	102.88
	.196

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.43
	102.48
	.155

	Minority Status
	-0.02
	[-0.04, -0.01]
	-2.64
	59,432.83
	.008

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.03
	[0.00, 0.05]
	2.40
	59,433.42
	.017

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.05]
	2.58
	59,432.77
	.010

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.10, -0.01]
	-2.60
	102.58
	.011

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	-0.03
	[-0.06, 0.00]
	-1.81
	59,433.16
	.070


Predicting latency from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Asian and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	1.37
	[-9.22, 11.96]
	0.25
	106.51
	.801

	Target Race
	6.68
	[-8.31, 21.66]
	0.87
	106.69
	.384

	Target Gender
	3.55
	[-11.42, 18.52]
	0.46
	106.40
	.643

	Minority Status
	-4.78
	[-11.01, 1.45]
	-1.50
	59,429.48
	.133

	Target Race  Minority Status
	5.45
	[-3.40, 14.30]
	1.21
	59,429.88
	.228

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	9.41
	[0.59, 18.22]
	2.09
	59,429.44
	.036

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-23.88
	[-45.06, -2.70]
	-2.21
	106.47
	.029

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	-11.35
	[-23.83, 1.13]
	-1.78
	59,429.70
	.075


Predicting AUC from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Asian and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.39
	97.19
	.701

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.42
	97.61
	.675

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.32
	96.94
	.190

	Minority Status
	-0.02
	[-0.03, 0.00]
	-2.57
	59,442.56
	.010

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.03]
	2.00
	59,443.69
	.045

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.02
	[0.01, 0.04]
	2.79
	59,442.43
	.005

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-1.62
	97.10
	.108

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	-0.02
	[-0.04, 0.00]
	-1.66
	59,443.18
	.097


Predicting spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Asian and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.18
	92.82
	.856

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.27
	93.11
	.206

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.90
	92.65
	.369

	Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-1.44
	59,438.20
	.150

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.91
	59,439.00
	.056

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.65
	59,438.11
	.099

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.60
	92.76
	.011

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-2.18
	59,438.64
	.029


Predicting max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Hispanic and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-0.59
	104.64
	.555

	Target Race
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.35
	104.91
	.180

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.49
	104.48
	.140

	Minority Status
	-0.02
	[-0.03, 0.00]
	-2.12
	65,280.48
	.034

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.05]
	2.68
	65,280.57
	.007

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.04]
	1.49
	65,280.26
	.137

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.10, -0.02]
	-2.71
	104.58
	.008

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	-0.03
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-1.71
	65,280.37
	.087


Predicting latency from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Hispanic and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	1.36
	[-9.30, 12.02]
	0.25
	112.78
	.803

	Target Race
	6.69
	[-8.39, 21.77]
	0.87
	112.99
	.386

	Target Gender
	3.61
	[-11.46, 18.68]
	0.47
	112.65
	.640

	Minority Status
	-2.49
	[-8.61, 3.62]
	-0.80
	65,275.62
	.424

	Target Race  Minority Status
	3.31
	[-5.35, 11.98]
	0.75
	65,275.68
	.454

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	1.28
	[-7.35, 9.91]
	0.29
	65,275.47
	.771

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-23.98
	[-45.29, -2.67]
	-2.21
	112.73
	.029

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.31
	[-11.90, 12.52]
	0.05
	65,275.55
	.961


Predicting AUC from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Hispanic and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.38
	102.69
	.704

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.43
	103.13
	.670

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.34
	102.42
	.185

	Minority Status
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.33
	65,288.92
	.020

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.04]
	3.28
	65,289.09
	.001

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.87
	65,288.52
	.061

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-1.65
	102.60
	.102

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	-0.03
	[-0.05, -0.01]
	-2.67
	65,288.73
	.008


Predicting spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant minority status for Hispanic and White participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.19
	100.56
	.851

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.36
	100.91
	.176

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.96
	100.35
	.338

	Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-1.39
	65,285.32
	.166

	Target Race  Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.03
	65,285.46
	.305

	Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.36
	65,285.01
	.173

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-2.79
	100.48
	.006

	Target Race  Target Gender  Minority Status
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-0.65
	65,285.18
	.517








































Appendix F: Predicting Study 1 mouse tracking outcomes from target race, target gender, and participant gender separated by participant race

In the fourth series of models from Study 1 we investigated whether participant gender moderated the race-by-gender effect. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, participant gender, and their interaction terms along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

Predicting Black participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.02]
	-0.06
	106.72
	.951

	Target Race
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.01]
	-1.56
	107.00
	.122

	Target Gender
	0.04
	[0.01, 0.07]
	2.61
	106.39
	.010

	Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.02, 0.03]
	0.43
	29,500.76
	.666

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.07, 0.01]
	-1.32
	106.33
	.190

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.05
	[0.01, 0.09]
	2.70
	29,499.09
	.007

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.06, 0.02]
	-1.04
	29,499.26
	.300

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.09
	[-0.14, -0.03]
	-3.20
	29,498.45
	.001


Predicting East Asian participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.04
	[-0.06, -0.01]
	-3.20
	142.91
	.002

	Target Race
	0.06
	[0.03, 0.09]
	3.53
	144.11
	.001

	Target Gender
	0.07
	[0.04, 0.10]
	4.41
	142.95
	< .001

	Participant Gender
	0.03
	[0.00, 0.06]
	2.01
	22,434.97
	.044

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.11
	[-0.16, -0.07]
	-4.78
	143.38
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.07, 0.01]
	-1.52
	22,437.48
	.129

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.10, -0.02]
	-3.03
	22,435.23
	.002

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.07
	[0.01, 0.12]
	2.42
	22,436.49
	.015


Predicting Hispanic participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.05, -0.01]
	-2.64
	116.08
	.010

	Target Race
	0.05
	[0.03, 0.08]
	3.78
	116.27
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.04
	[0.02, 0.07]
	3.02
	115.53
	.003

	Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.04]
	1.08
	28,047.46
	.281

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.09
	[-0.13, -0.05]
	-4.28
	115.52
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.06, 0.02]
	-0.94
	28,045.90
	.345

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.02]
	-0.80
	28,046.51
	.422

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.05, 0.06]
	0.30
	28,045.63
	.767


Predicting White participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.01]
	-1.01
	99.61
	.316

	Target Race
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.06]
	1.33
	99.86
	.187

	Target Gender
	0.03
	[0.00, 0.07]
	1.76
	99.45
	.082

	Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.30
	35,855.56
	.193

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.11, -0.01]
	-2.26
	99.55
	.026

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.03, 0.03]
	0.09
	35,855.63
	.927

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.01]
	-1.31
	35,855.74
	.190

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.06, 0.02]
	-0.80
	35,855.95
	.424


Predicting Black participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	3.53
	[-7.76, 14.82]
	0.61
	92.13
	.541

	Target Race
	0.42
	[-15.55, 16.39]
	0.05
	92.26
	.959

	Target Gender
	-0.75
	[-16.71, 15.20]
	-0.09
	91.98
	.926

	Participant Gender
	2.28
	[-8.93, 13.50]
	0.40
	29,494.78
	.690

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-12.00
	[-34.56, 10.57]
	-1.04
	91.94
	.300

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	10.96
	[-4.88, 26.80]
	1.36
	29,493.86
	.175

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-3.46
	[-19.26, 12.34]
	-0.43
	29,493.95
	.668

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-23.84
	[-46.14, -1.54]
	-2.10
	29,493.50
	.036


Predicting East Asian participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-6.80
	[-18.68, 5.09]
	-1.12
	91.51
	.265

	Target Race
	18.89
	[2.06, 35.71]
	2.20
	91.91
	.030

	Target Gender
	19.92
	[3.11, 36.72]
	2.32
	91.52
	.022

	Participant Gender
	9.28
	[-1.08, 19.64]
	1.76
	22,438.51
	.079

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-49.27
	[-73.05, -25.49]
	-4.06
	91.67
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-19.88
	[-34.60, -5.17]
	-2.65
	22,439.85
	.008

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-18.73
	[-33.40, -4.05]
	-2.50
	22,438.65
	.012

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	39.91
	[19.13, 60.68]
	3.77
	22,439.32
	< .001


Predicting Hispanic participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-2.66
	[-14.37, 9.06]
	-0.44
	93.75
	.658

	Target Race
	11.22
	[-5.35, 27.79]
	1.33
	93.83
	.188

	Target Gender
	6.55
	[-10.00, 23.11]
	0.78
	93.52
	.440

	Participant Gender
	2.92
	[-8.51, 14.35]
	0.50
	28,043.64
	.616

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-23.62
	[-47.03, -0.21]
	-1.98
	93.52
	.051

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-0.90
	[-17.02, 15.23]
	-0.11
	28,042.82
	.913

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-2.68
	[-18.82, 13.46]
	-0.33
	28,043.14
	.745

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-4.73
	[-27.50, 18.05]
	-0.41
	28,042.68
	.684


Predicting White participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.92
	[-10.49, 12.32]
	0.16
	101.68
	.875

	Target Race
	8.87
	[-7.26, 25.01]
	1.08
	101.89
	.284

	Target Gender
	2.19
	[-13.93, 18.31]
	0.27
	101.54
	.790

	Participant Gender
	1.04
	[-7.70, 9.79]
	0.23
	35,853.71
	.815

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-24.00
	[-46.80, -1.19]
	-2.06
	101.63
	.042

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-6.30
	[-18.71, 6.11]
	-0.99
	35,853.77
	.320

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	5.13
	[-7.23, 17.48]
	0.81
	35,853.86
	.416

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.79
	[-18.28, 16.70]
	-0.09
	35,854.03
	.930


Predicting Black participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.55
	167.62
	.585

	Target Race
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.00]
	-1.57
	168.47
	.118

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[0.01, 0.04]
	3.13
	166.62
	.002

	Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	0.59
	29,466.30
	.556

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-1.10
	166.41
	.272

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.03
	[0.00, 0.06]
	2.12
	29,462.52
	.034

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.01]
	-0.92
	29,462.95
	.359

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.10, -0.02]
	-2.85
	29,461.11
	.004


Predicting East Asian participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.01]
	-3.98
	193.81
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.05]
	3.11
	196.73
	.002

	Target Gender
	0.05
	[0.03, 0.07]
	5.76
	193.92
	< .001

	Participant Gender
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.04]
	1.79
	22,374.02
	.074

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.08, -0.03]
	-4.58
	194.94
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.01]
	-1.21
	22,381.26
	.227

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.04
	[-0.07, -0.01]
	-2.82
	22,374.77
	.005

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.04
	[0.00, 0.08]
	2.13
	22,378.42
	.033


Predicting Hispanic participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.02
	[-0.03, -0.01]
	-3.62
	147.30
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.04
	[0.02, 0.05]
	4.68
	147.74
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.03
	[0.02, 0.05]
	4.18
	145.91
	< .001

	Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.03
	27,966.31
	.304

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.08, -0.04]
	-5.28
	145.88
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.04, 0.01]
	-1.16
	27,961.62
	.245

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.02]
	-0.75
	27,963.52
	.454

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.03, 0.05]
	0.64
	27,960.87
	.525


Predicting White participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.75
	92.15
	.453

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.02]
	0.23
	92.53
	.820

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.04]
	1.64
	91.90
	.104

	Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.81
	35,864.46
	.420

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.01]
	-1.08
	92.05
	.282

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.04]
	1.00
	35,864.57
	.319

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.01]
	-1.19
	35,864.76
	.235

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.06, 0.01]
	-1.29
	35,865.11
	.197


Predicting Black participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.38
	103.68
	.705

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.33
	103.93
	.187

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.63
	103.37
	.106

	Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.59
	29,501.23
	.112

	Target Race  Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.11
	103.31
	.268

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	3.13
	29,499.61
	.002

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.46
	29,499.78
	.145

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, -0.01]
	-3.31
	29,498.99
	.001


Predicting East Asian participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.58
	143.03
	.117

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.51
	144.23
	.013

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.78
	143.07
	.006

	Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.85
	22,435.41
	.398

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.02, -0.01]
	-4.28
	143.50
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.07
	22,437.90
	.944

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.83
	22,435.67
	.068

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.00
	22,436.92
	.317


Predicting Hispanic participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.72
	136.01
	.088

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.73
	136.27
	.007

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.21
	135.24
	.028

	Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.48
	28,043.62
	.632

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-3.50
	135.23
	.001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-0.49
	28,041.80
	.622

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.03
	28,042.52
	.978

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.24
	28,041.48
	.809


Predicting White participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.52
	88.17
	.604

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.58
	88.49
	.118

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.01
	87.95
	.313

	Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.72
	35,863.77
	.472

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.53
	88.08
	.013

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.00
	35,863.88
	.316

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-0.26
	35,864.04
	.791

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.41
	35,864.36
	.684


































Appendix G: Predicting Study 1 mouse tracking outcomes from target and participant gender, separated by target and participant race 

In the fifth series of models from Study 1, we investigated whether the race-by-gender effect expressed by counter-stereotypical group members differed for participants when perceiving targets of the same race vs. targets of another race. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target and participant gender along with their interaction term along with random intercepts for subject and stimulus. Because we were interested in the behavior of counter-stereotypical group members, this is analysis is constrained to Black and East Asian participants’ perceptions of Black and Asian faces. 

Target Gender*Participant Gender Interaction Terms by Mouse-Tracking Outcome separated by Participant & Target Race
	Outcome
	Estimate
	Standard Error
	DF
	t
	p

	Black Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.11
	.02
	14766.33
	-5.63
	< .001

	Latency
	-27.31
	7.86
	14765.95
	-3.47
	< .001

	AUC
	-.07
	.01
	14767.37
	-5.00
	< .001

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.003
	14767.66
	-3.29
	.001

	Black Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.02
	.02
	14716.65
	-1.03
	.30

	Latency
	-3.46
	8.23
	14714.56
	-0.42
	.67

	AUC
	-.01
	.01
	14719.54
	-0.91
	.36

	Spatial Disorder
	.005
	.003
	14716.01
	1.43
	.15

	East Asian Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.01
	.02
	11185.86
	.39
	.69

	Latency
	21.18
	7.43
	11185.60
	2.85
	.004

	AUC
	.002
	.01
	11188.04
	.19
	.85

	Spatial Disorder
	-.001
	.003
	11186.13
	-.41
	.68

	East Asian Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.06
	.02
	11239.54
	-3.02
	.003

	Latency
	-18.74
	7.56
	11237.60
	-2.48
	.01

	AUC
	-.04
	.01
	11295.00
	-2.80
	.01

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.003
	11238.73
	-1.84
	.06


Note: All values rounded to 2 decimal places unless additional places are needed to accurately express numerical value.

Appendix H: Descriptive statistics for individual items in the explicit measure of race-gender stereotypes (Studies 1 and 2).

Study 1
All Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.48, SD = 0.83
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.63, SD = 0.91
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.48, SD = 0.82
East Asian slider item: M = 7.50, SD = 19.46
Black slider item: M = -10.81, SD = 23.88

White Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.46, SD = 0.72
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.55, SD = 0.78
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.52, SD = 0.69
East Asian slider item: M = 7.97, SD = 14.17
Black slider item: M = -8.70, SD = 17.87

East Asian Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.49, SD = 0.82
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.66, SD = 0.86
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.37, SD = 0.85
East Asian slider item: M = 8.28, SD = 19.37
Black slider item: M = -11.93, SD = 21.64

Black Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.53, SD = 0.95
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.67, SD = 1.00
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.58, SD = 0.86
East Asian slider item: M = 6.25, SD = 22.11
Black slider item: M = -11.57, SD = 27.84

Hispanic Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.46, SD = 0.85
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.64, SD = 0.99
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.39, SD = 0.88
East Asian slider item: M = 7.60, SD = 22.03
Black slider item: M = -11.72, SD = 27.21

Study 2
All Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.62, SD = 1.06
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.68, SD = 1.00
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.16, SD = 0.99
East Asian slider item: M = 12.87, SD = 24.02
Black slider item: M = -18.06, SD = 29.35
Asian-American Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.53, SD = 0.82
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.90, SD = 0.89
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.24, SD = 0.81
East Asian slider item: M = 15.23, SD = 22.21
Black slider item: M = -15.58, SD = 25.55

Chinese Participants
Relative assessment item: M = 4.67, SD = 1.17
Masculine thermometer item: M = 4.57, SD = 1.03
Feminine thermometer item: M = 3.12, SD = 1.07
East Asian slider item: M = 11.62, SD = 24.90
Black slider item: M = -19.37, SD = 31.17

































Appendix I: Comparing explicit race-gender stereotypes between different racial groups

We used Wilcoxon Rank Sum Tests to test for differences in explicit race-gender stereotypes between different racial groups. Here, we used an adjusted α level of .0125.

[bookmark: X7bad493120896c7a5164a46a3e7ba1b79e76e04]Comparing White vs. Black participants’ Explicit Stereotyping
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	40,415.50
	.651
	.0561
	


[bookmark: X9e539fbb6293d09454b23bdb87ed756c4c2e7b9]
Comparing White vs. Asian participants’ Explicit Stereotyping
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	34,488.00
	.080
	.138
	


[bookmark: Xed38673181a2fe5111958b733bcfeffd27719ed]
Comparing White vs. Hispanic participants’ Explicit Stereotyping
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	40,212.50
	.875
	.0895
	































Appendix J: Comparing explicit race-gender stereotypes between men and women within participant race/ethnicity

We used Wilcoxon Rank Sum Tests to test for differences in explicit race-gender stereotypes between men and women within the same racial group. Here, we used an adjusted α level of .0125.

[bookmark: X2f21655fb2f8eb76c9dd6d0e7623fbb48cec500]Comparing Explicit Stereotyping between White men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	10,030.00
	.109
	.16
	



[bookmark: X8ce705300eb0c08f2cfc9e484e8ac173852dc0e]Comparing Explicit Stereotyping between Black men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	5,362.50
	.713
	.0748
	


[bookmark: X3a4ea7fc0246c441e208bc2c7beec39e19789f7]
Comparing Explicit Stereotyping between Asian men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	4,467.50
	.254
	.233
	


[bookmark: X5359e919ba6926ef75f51abe48f1c5b7ea6a1f4]
Comparing Explicit Stereotyping between Hispanic men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	4,300.00
	.095
	.276
	


























Appendix K: Comparing implicit race-gender stereotypes between different racial groups

We used Wilcoxon Rank Sum Tests to test for differences in implicit race-gender stereotypes between different racial groups. Here, we used an adjusted α level of .0125.

[bookmark: X445ad447467e72472887ee9e320f7348f76c9cb]Comparing White vs. Black participants’ Evaluative Priming
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	48,059.00
	.392
	.0655
	



[bookmark: X82284587ce8a47a6c9a2be4b735f58bd0223b9a]Comparing White vs. Asian participants’ Evaluative Priming
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	37,276.00
	.037
	.188
	



[bookmark: X6e12201920975485c50f85d25dd4758153b00c3]Comparing White vs. Hispanic participants’ Evaluative Priming
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	47,410.00
	.151
	.122
	































Appendix L: Comparing implicit race-gender stereotypes between men and women within participant race/ethnicity

We used Wilcoxon Rank Sum Tests to test for differences in implicit race-gender stereotypes between men and women within the same racial group. Here, we used an adjusted α level of .0125.

[bookmark: X9663cb4980c21dda521a345161a028bbaa8d426]T-Test Comparing Evaluative Priming between White men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	11,425.00
	.177
	.136
	



[bookmark: X2e81feb131d4c4d7d78120846f533add569a404]T-Test Comparing Evaluative Priming between Black men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	7,177.00
	.357
	.108
	



[bookmark: X5dc02e1035b9eea37ba179d905e7b812fe8f5f9]T-Test Comparing Evaluative Priming between Asian men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	4,771.00
	.572
	.0863
	


[bookmark: X3d9fc8c7b19e8bf2b57648037bb49fbab48b0af]
T-Test Comparing Evaluative Priming between Hispanic men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	6,653.00
	.385
	.181
	

























Appendix M: Predicting Study 1 mouse tracking outcomes from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping

In the sixth series of models from Study 1 we investigated explicit stereotyping moderated the race-by-gender effect. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, explicit stereotyping score, and their interaction terms along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

[bookmark: X0e451312d20789f80aa1debca3805d08533897d]Predicting max deviation from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-1.33
	87.56
	.187

	Target Race
	0.03
	[0.00, 0.05]
	1.95
	87.63
	.054

	Target Gender
	0.03
	[0.01, 0.06]
	2.60
	87.50
	.011

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.41
	108,389.22
	.683

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.10, -0.03]
	-3.67
	87.51
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-1.62
	108,388.96
	.106

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.67
	108,389.05
	.505

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.47
	108,388.87
	.635


Predicting latency from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.39
	[-9.25, 10.04]
	0.08
	101.35
	.937

	Target Race
	7.97
	[-5.67, 21.61]
	1.15
	101.40
	.255

	Target Gender
	4.39
	[-9.24, 18.03]
	0.63
	101.31
	.529

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.10
	[-2.77, 2.96]
	0.07
	108,383.76
	.947

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-24.66
	[-43.95, -5.38]
	-2.51
	101.32
	.014

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-3.08
	[-7.13, 0.96]
	-1.49
	108,383.62
	.135

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	2.12
	[-1.92, 6.15]
	1.03
	108,383.67
	.304

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	1.37
	[-4.33, 7.07]
	0.47
	108,383.56
	.638


Predicting AUC from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-1.65
	72.72
	.103

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.67
	72.82
	.099

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[0.01, 0.04]
	3.11
	72.61
	.003

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.12
	108,398.25
	.263

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.05, -0.01]
	-3.38
	72.64
	.001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.57
	108,397.73
	.115

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.46
	108,397.92
	.642

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.62
	108,397.55
	.538


Predicting spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.82
	82.36
	.415

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.74
	82.43
	.085

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.10
	82.29
	.039

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-1.36
	108,391.54
	.175

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-3.69
	82.31
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.18
	108,391.23
	.854

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	1.14
	108,391.34
	.253

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.80
	108,391.12
	.426




























Appendix N: Predicting Study 2 mouse tracking outcomes from target race and target gender separated by participant location

In the first series of models from Study 2, we examined whether race-gender associations existed among Asian-American and Chinese participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, and their interaction along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus separated by participant ethnicity.

[bookmark: X7957e1eb06953b24350b0ce23b51a0f6aade4fd]Predicting Asian-American participants’ max deviation from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.05, 0.05]
	-0.11
	11,483.00
	.916

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.07, 0.06]
	-0.14
	11,483.00
	.888

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[-0.05, 0.09]
	0.60
	11,483.00
	.548

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.12, 0.08]
	-0.44
	11,483.00
	.661


Predicting Chinese participants’ max deviation from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.06
	[-0.08, -0.03]
	-4.58
	82.38
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.10
	[0.06, 0.13]
	5.35
	83.55
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.11
	[0.07, 0.14]
	5.88
	82.91
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.17
	[-0.22, -0.12]
	-6.52
	83.29
	< .001


Predicting Asian-American participants’ latency from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-2.59
	[-12.70, 7.52]
	-0.50
	87.21
	.617

	Target Race
	12.45
	[-1.85, 26.76]
	1.71
	87.44
	.091

	Target Gender
	12.10
	[-2.21, 26.40]
	1.66
	87.47
	.101

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-38.00
	[-58.22, -17.77]
	-3.68
	87.42
	< .001


Predicting Chinese participants’ latency from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-14.06
	[-25.99, -2.14]
	-2.31
	63.68
	.024

	Target Race
	30.22
	[13.34, 47.11]
	3.51
	64.13
	.001

	Target Gender
	30.28
	[13.41, 47.15]
	3.52
	63.88
	.001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-61.56
	[-85.43, -37.68]
	-5.05
	64.03
	< .001


Predicting Asian-American participants’ AUC from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-1.53
	118.10
	.130

	Target Race
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.04]
	1.86
	118.92
	.066

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.78
	119.08
	.078

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-2.08
	118.88
	.040


Predicting Chinese participants’ AUC from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.02]
	-5.85
	51.55
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.04
	[0.03, 0.06]
	5.25
	53.50
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.06
	[0.04, 0.07]
	7.50
	52.46
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.09, -0.05]
	-6.30
	53.09
	< .001


Predicting Asian-American participants’ spatial disorder from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.66
	88.70
	.100

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.78
	88.94
	.007

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.42
	88.97
	.018

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.02, -0.01]
	-3.98
	88.92
	< .001


Predicting Chinese participants’ spatial disorder from target race & gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-3.08
	64.38
	.003

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.01, 0.02]
	4.37
	65.03
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.01, 0.02]
	4.31
	64.68
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.02]
	-5.88
	64.89
	< .001




















Appendix O: Comparing decisional conflict for Black male vs. Black female faces and Asian female vs. Asian male faces in Study 2.


In the second series of models from Study 2, we investigated whether there were differences in decisional conflict between male and female faces specifically for Black and Asian targets. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target gender along with random intercepts for subject and stimulus. Because we were primarily interested in responses to faces most relevant to the gendered race effect, this is analysis is constrained to perceptions of Black and Asian faces. 

Target Gender Terms by Mouse-Tracking Outcome separated by Participant & Target Location 
	Outcome
	Estimate
	Standard Error
	DF
	t
	p

	Asian-American Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.001
	.05
	5746.00
	-.01
	.99

	Latency
	-25.91
	7.41
	56.73
	-3.50
	< .001

	AUC
	-.01
	.01
	5746.00
	-1.12
	.26

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.003
	57.03
	-3.02
	.004

	Chinese Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.06
	.02
	55.54
	-3.12
	.003

	Latency
	-31.26
	8.38
	56.25
	-3.73
	< .001

	AUC
	-.01
	.01
	55.27
	-1.34
	.19

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.003
	56.39
	-4.04
	< .001

	Asian-American Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.02
	.02
	57.32
	1.29
	.20

	Latency
	12.08
	5.61
	57.76
	2.15
	.04

	AUC
	.02
	.01
	57.35
	1.73
	.09

	Spatial Disorder
	.007
	.002
	57.26
	3.41
	.001

	Chinese Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.11
	.01
	57.46
	8.69
	< .001

	Latency
	30.18
	5.67
	56.99
	5.32
	< .001

	AUC
	.06
	.01
	58.57
	6.89
	< .001

	Spatial Disorder
	.01
	.002
	56.56
	6.88
	< .001


Note: All values rounded to 2 decimal places unless additional places are needed to accurately express numerical value.

Appendix P: Predicting Study 2 mouse tracking outcomes from target race, target gender, and participant location

In the third series of models from Study 2, we examined whether race-gender associations were moderated by participant location (China vs. the United States). These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, participant location, and their interaction terms along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

[bookmark: Xa8641f63538c8fc983c36ebdac6a63c4a0f5bf5]Predicting max deviation from target race, target gender, and sample source (e.g. US vs. China)
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.06
	[-0.08, -0.03]
	-4.53
	165.41
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.09
	[0.06, 0.13]
	5.11
	172.00
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.11
	[0.07, 0.14]
	5.78
	168.47
	< .001

	Location
	0.06
	[0.01, 0.10]
	2.66
	31,621.80
	.008

	Target Race  Location
	-0.10
	[-0.16, -0.04]
	-3.33
	31,635.62
	.001

	Target Gender  Location
	-0.08
	[-0.14, -0.03]
	-2.85
	31,627.40
	.004

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.16
	[-0.22, -0.11]
	-6.30
	170.59
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender  Location
	0.14
	[0.06, 0.22]
	3.37
	31,631.75
	.001


Predicting latency from target race, target gender, and sample source (e.g. US vs. China)
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-14.09
	[-24.71, -3.46]
	-2.60
	77.30
	.011

	Target Race
	30.15
	[15.09, 45.21]
	3.92
	77.95
	< .001

	Target Gender
	30.28
	[15.24, 45.32]
	3.95
	77.59
	< .001

	Location
	11.52
	[3.86, 19.19]
	2.95
	31,718.11
	.003

	Target Race  Location
	-17.60
	[-28.50, -6.71]
	-3.17
	31,719.78
	.002

	Target Gender  Location
	-18.16
	[-29.04, -7.29]
	-3.27
	31,718.74
	.001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-61.46
	[-82.74, -40.18]
	-5.66
	77.81
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender  Location
	23.33
	[7.93, 38.72]
	2.97
	31,719.29
	.003


Predicting AUC from target race, target gender, and sample source (e.g. US vs. China)
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.02]
	-6.01
	191.73
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.04
	[0.03, 0.06]
	5.40
	198.94
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.06
	[0.04, 0.07]
	7.71
	195.07
	< .001

	Location
	0.02
	[0.01, 0.04]
	2.65
	31,617.32
	.008

	Target Race  Location
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-2.02
	31,628.87
	.043

	Target Gender  Location
	-0.04
	[-0.07, -0.02]
	-3.54
	31,621.97
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.09, -0.05]
	-6.48
	197.39
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender  Location
	0.04
	[0.01, 0.08]
	2.54
	31,625.61
	.011


Predicting spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and sample source (e.g. US vs. China)
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-3.33
	64.28
	.001

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.01, 0.02]
	4.72
	64.93
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.01, 0.02]
	4.65
	64.57
	< .001

	Location
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.28
	31,722.07
	.023

	Target Race  Location
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-2.71
	31,724.28
	.007

	Target Gender  Location
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-3.06
	31,722.91
	.002

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.02]
	-6.35
	64.79
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender  Location
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	3.39
	31,723.63
	.001
































Appendix Q: Predicting Study 2 mouse tracking outcomes from target race, target gender, and participant gender separated participant location

In the fourth series of models from Study 2, we examined whether race-gender associations were moderated by participant gender for Asian-American or Chinese participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, participant gender, and their interaction terms along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

[bookmark: X341a93bacb7fb6a5f7fe4d5b9915e683dcdd93b]Predicting Asian-American participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.02
	[-0.07, 0.12]
	0.48
	11,362.00
	.633

	Target Race
	-0.02
	[-0.15, 0.11]
	-0.29
	11,362.00
	.769

	Target Gender
	-0.04
	[-0.17, 0.09]
	-0.59
	11,362.00
	.556

	Participant Gender
	-0.04
	[-0.15, 0.08]
	-0.62
	11,362.00
	.535

	Target Race  Target Gender
	0.03
	[-0.16, 0.22]
	0.30
	11,362.00
	.767

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.02
	[-0.14, 0.18]
	0.25
	11,362.00
	.804

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.09
	[-0.07, 0.24]
	1.07
	11,362.00
	.287

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.29, 0.15]
	-0.62
	11,362.00
	.537


Predicting Chinese participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.06, 0.01]
	-1.60
	231.78
	.111

	Target Race
	0.06
	[0.01, 0.11]
	2.53
	236.31
	.012

	Target Gender
	0.04
	[0.00, 0.09]
	1.86
	234.17
	.064

	Participant gender
	-0.05
	[-0.08, -0.02]
	-3.02
	20,231.15
	.003

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.10
	[-0.16, -0.03]
	-2.90
	235.29
	.004

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.05
	[0.01, 0.10]
	2.47
	20,233.32
	.013

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.09
	[0.05, 0.13]
	4.18
	20,231.17
	< .001

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.10
	[-0.16, -0.04]
	-3.32
	20,232.73
	.001


Predicting Asian-American participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	1.66
	[-12.39, 15.70]
	0.23
	322.26
	.817

	Target Race
	2.97
	[-16.91, 22.85]
	0.29
	323.35
	.770

	Target Gender
	6.73
	[-13.12, 26.58]
	0.66
	321.45
	.507

	Participant Gender
	-5.85
	[-19.20, 7.49]
	-0.86
	11,262.75
	.390

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-25.38
	[-53.46, 2.69]
	-1.77
	321.59
	.077

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	12.53
	[-6.37, 31.44]
	1.30
	11,263.37
	.194

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	7.45
	[-11.43, 26.33]
	0.77
	11,263.30
	.439

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-16.44
	[-43.14, 10.26]
	-1.21
	11,263.22
	.228


Predicting Chinese participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-4.15
	[-17.92, 9.62]
	-0.59
	113.55
	.556

	Target Race
	16.15
	[-3.39, 35.68]
	1.62
	114.95
	.108

	Target Gender
	16.26
	[-3.25, 35.76]
	1.63
	114.28
	.105

	Participant Gender
	-14.48
	[-24.55, -4.41]
	-2.82
	20,232.67
	.005

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-45.64
	[-73.24, -18.03]
	-3.24
	114.63
	.002

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	20.59
	[6.21, 34.97]
	2.81
	20,233.93
	.005

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	20.49
	[6.18, 34.80]
	2.81
	20,232.68
	.005

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-23.28
	[-43.57, -2.99]
	-2.25
	20,233.58
	.025


Predicting Asian-American participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.03]
	0.30
	1,431.49
	.766

	Target Race
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.03]
	-0.34
	1,438.12
	.734

	Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.03]
	-0.42
	1,426.57
	.672

	Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.01]
	-1.31
	11,263.16
	.190

	Target Race  Target Gender
	0.01
	[-0.04, 0.06]
	0.49
	1,427.63
	.628

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.03
	[-0.01, 0.07]
	1.55
	11,264.54
	.122

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.03
	[-0.01, 0.07]
	1.64
	11,264.36
	.100

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.05
	[-0.11, 0.00]
	-1.89
	11,264.20
	.059


Predicting Chinese participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-1.40
	444.73
	.164

	Target Race
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.05]
	1.40
	457.88
	.163

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.05]
	1.84
	452.04
	.066

	Participant Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.05, -0.01]
	-2.48
	19,993.66
	.013

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.07, 0.00]
	-1.78
	454.94
	.076

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.03
	[0.00, 0.06]
	2.05
	20,005.75
	.040

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.05
	[0.02, 0.08]
	3.11
	19,993.46
	.002

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.05
	[-0.10, -0.01]
	-2.34
	20,002.52
	.019


Predicting Asian-American participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.29
	326.58
	.770

	Target Race
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.01
	327.69
	.991

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.29
	325.75
	.770

	Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-2.18
	11,262.70
	.029

	Target Race  Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	-0.15
	325.90
	.883

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	2.90
	11,263.32
	.004

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	2.94
	11,263.25
	.003

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.03, -0.01]
	-3.87
	11,263.17
	< .001


Predicting Chinese participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and participant gender
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.50
	140.50
	.136

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	3.04
	142.72
	.003

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.71
	141.67
	.089

	Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.82
	20,236.30
	.068

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.03, -0.01]
	-3.58
	142.22
	< .001

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.94
	20,238.03
	.345

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	3.22
	20,236.32
	.001

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.19
	20,237.55
	.028













Appendix R: Predicting Study 2 mouse tracking outcomes from target and participant gender, separated by target race and participant location 

In the fifth series of models from Study 2, we investigated whether the race-by-gender effect expressed by counter-stereotypical group members differed for participants when perceiving targets of the same race vs. targets of another race. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target and participant gender along with their interaction term along with random intercepts for subject and stimulus. 

Target Gender*Participant Gender Interaction Terms by Mouse-Tracking Outcome separated by Target Race and Participant Location
	Outcome
	Estimate
	Standard Error
	DF
	t
	p

	Asian-American Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.02
	.11
	5686.00
	.14
	.89

	Latency
	-899
	9.67
	5627.90
	-.93
	.35

	AUC
	-.02
	.02
	5686.00
	-.95
	.34

	Spatial Disorder
	-.01
	.004
	5628.16
	-2.48
	.01

	Asian-American Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.08
	.03
	5527.33
	3.12
	.002

	Latency
	7.51
	9.61
	5620.00
	.78
	.43

	AUC
	.03
	.02
	5620.29
	1.78
	.08

	Spatial Disorder
	.01
	.004
	5619.86
	3.02
	.003

	Chinese Participants’ Perceptions of Black Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	-.01
	.02
	10037.84
	-.53
	.60

	Latency
	-2.79
	7.46
	10037.66
	-.38
	.70

	AUC
	-.003
	.02
	10041.16
	-.21
	.83

	Spatial Disorder
	.0004
	.003
	10038.35
	.11
	.91

	Chinese Participants’ Perceptions of Asian Faces
	
	

	Maximum Deviation
	.09
	.02
	10180.29
	4.15
	< .001

	Latency
	20.48
	7.29
	10178.44
	2.81
	.01

	AUC
	.05
	.02
	10181.70
	3.05
	.002

	Spatial Disorder
	.01
	.003
	10178.85
	3.22
	.001


Note: All values rounded to 2 decimal places unless additional places are needed to accurately express numerical value.


Appendix S: Comparing explicit race-gender stereotypes in Study 2

We used Wilcoxon Rank Sum Tests to test for differences in explicit race-gender stereotypes between Asian-American and Chinese participants. Here, we used an adjusted α level of .0125.

[bookmark: X31db572d51888c38264c3dffc562c2478fb4e74]Comparing explicit stereotyping between Asian-American participants vs. Chinese participants
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	9,301.00
	.719
	.0104
	


[bookmark: X9a38c2aff49992f661c5a69893e47d1fbaf3137]
Comparing explicit stereotyping between Chinese men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	3,693.00
	.810
	.0228
	


[bookmark: X7c29d5f0ddda2401ba5e11db64b54f6ee1be0ee]
Comparing explicit stereotyping between American men vs. women
	
	
	Cohen’s D
	

	1,057.00
	.369
	.369
	































Appendix T: Predicting Asian-American participants’ mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, and strength of American identity in Study 2

In the first series of exploratory moderator analyses from Study 2, we examined whether race-gender associations were moderated by the strength of American identity for Asian-American participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, strength of American identity, and their interaction along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

[bookmark: X45405cf1bafb5dea856039d5555ba260d54e1d7]Predicting max deviation from target race, target gender, and strength of American identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.04
	[-0.19, 0.27]
	0.37
	11,479.00
	.708

	Target Race
	0.04
	[-0.29, 0.36]
	0.21
	11,479.00
	.832

	Target Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.39, 0.26]
	-0.41
	11,479.00
	.684

	American identity
	-0.01
	[-0.07, 0.05]
	-0.41
	11,479.00
	.685

	Target Race  American identity
	-0.01
	[-0.10, 0.08]
	-0.25
	11,479.00
	.805

	Target Gender  American identity
	0.02
	[-0.06, 0.11]
	0.55
	11,479.00
	.584

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.11
	[-0.57, 0.35]
	-0.47
	11,479.00
	.639

	Target Race  Target Gender  American identity
	0.02
	[-0.10, 0.15]
	0.38
	11,479.00
	.701


Predicting latency from target race, target gender, and strength of American identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	7.79
	[-21.16, 36.73]
	0.53
	4,209.48
	.598

	Target Race
	19.50
	[-21.57, 60.56]
	0.93
	4,239.64
	.352

	Target Gender
	-2.74
	[-43.76, 38.28]
	-0.13
	4,230.15
	.896

	American identity
	-2.84
	[-10.26, 4.58]
	-0.75
	11,379.65
	.453

	Target Race  American identity
	-1.92
	[-12.45, 8.61]
	-0.36
	11,381.74
	.721

	Target Gender  American identity
	4.06
	[-6.46, 14.59]
	0.76
	11,380.27
	.449

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-62.46
	[-120.47, -4.44]
	-2.11
	4,230.16
	.035

	Target Race  Target Gender  American identity
	6.69
	[-8.19, 21.57]
	0.88
	11,380.98
	.379


Predicting AUC from target race, target gender, and strength of American identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.05
	[-0.01, 0.11]
	1.66
	10,037.91
	.097

	Target Race
	-0.03
	[-0.11, 0.05]
	-0.75
	10,038.39
	.452

	Target Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.16, 0.01]
	-1.76
	10,046.28
	.078

	American identity
	-0.02
	[-0.03, 0.00]
	-2.04
	11,371.96
	.041

	Target Race  American identity
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.04]
	1.19
	11,376.78
	.235

	Target Gender  American identity
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.05]
	2.20
	11,373.42
	.027

	Target Race  Target Gender
	0.01
	[-0.10, 0.13]
	0.25
	10,039.15
	.804

	Target Race  Target Gender  American identity
	-0.01
	[-0.04, 0.02]
	-0.72
	11,375.05
	.471


Predicting spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and strength of American identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.90
	4,411.04
	.370

	Target Race
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.03]
	1.13
	4,441.65
	.258

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.81
	4,432.16
	.071

	American identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.34
	11,379.24
	.731

	Target Race  American identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.18
	11,381.38
	.854

	Target Gender  American identity
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.04
	11,379.88
	.300

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-2.32
	4,432.05
	.020

	Target Race  Target Gender  American identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.01
	11,380.61
	.312
























Appendix U: Predicting Asian-American participants’ mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, and strength of heritage identity in Study 2

In the second series of exploratory moderator analyses from Study 2, we examined whether race-gender associations were moderated by the strength of heritage identity for Asian-American participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, strength of heritage identity, and their interaction terms along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

Predicting max deviation by target race, target gender, and strength of heritage identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.02
	[-0.16, 0.19]
	0.18
	11,479.00
	.858

	Target Race
	-0.01
	[-0.26, 0.25]
	-0.05
	11,479.00
	.962

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.25, 0.25]
	0.00
	11,479.00
	.997

	American identity
	-0.01
	[-0.06, 0.05]
	-0.22
	11,479.00
	.829

	Target Race  American identity
	0.00
	[-0.07, 0.07]
	0.01
	11,479.00
	.992

	Target Gender  American identity
	0.01
	[-0.07, 0.08]
	0.18
	11,479.00
	.861

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.05
	[-0.41, 0.30]
	-0.28
	11,479.00
	.778

	Target Race  Target Gender  Heritage identity
	0.01
	[-0.10, 0.11]
	0.17
	11,479.00
	.866


Predicting latency by target race, target gender, and strength of heritage identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-19.08
	[-42.04, 3.87]
	-1.63
	2,059.59
	.103

	Target Race
	33.53
	[1.04, 66.02]
	2.02
	2,065.06
	.043

	Target Gender
	32.18
	[-0.39, 64.75]
	1.94
	2,082.62
	.053

	American identity
	5.06
	[-1.26, 11.38]
	1.57
	11,378.94
	.117

	Target Race  American identity
	-6.46
	[-15.41, 2.48]
	-1.42
	11,379.99
	.157

	Target Gender  American identity
	-6.16
	[-15.13, 2.81]
	-1.35
	11,380.35
	.179

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-53.64
	[-99.64, -7.64]
	-2.29
	2,072.74
	.022

	Target Race  Target Gender  Heritage identity
	4.80
	[-7.87, 17.46]
	0.74
	11,380.27
	.458


Predicting AUC by target race, target gender, and strength of heritage identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.05, 0.04]
	-0.09
	7,727.44
	.926

	Target Race
	0.04
	[-0.02, 0.11]
	1.29
	7,732.91
	.198

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.06, 0.07]
	0.03
	7,762.74
	.978

	American identity
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.35
	11,371.12
	.724

	Target Race  American identity
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-0.79
	11,373.54
	.427

	Target Gender  American identity
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.49
	11,374.42
	.621

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.08
	[-0.17, 0.01]
	-1.67
	7,745.67
	.096

	Target Race  Target Gender  Heritage identity
	0.02
	[-0.01, 0.04]
	1.12
	11,374.22
	.261


Predicting spatial disorder by target race, target gender, and strength of heritage identity in Asian-American participants
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-0.92
	2,171.09
	.359

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.91
	2,176.80
	.057

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	1.39
	2,195.21
	.166

	American identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.21
	11,378.55
	.830

	Target Race  American identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.77
	11,379.62
	.441

	Target Gender  American identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.37
	11,379.98
	.708

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.01]
	-2.80
	2,184.85
	.005

	Target Race  Target Gender  Heritage identity
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.19
	11,379.91
	.236
























Appendix V: Predicting Study 2 mouse tracking outcomes from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping separated by participant location

In the third series of exploratory moderator analyses from Study 2, we examined whether race-gender associations were moderated by the strength of explicit stereotypes for either Asian-American or Chinese participants. These models predicted each mouse tracking outcome from target race, target gender, explicit stereotyping score, and their interaction terms along with a random intercepts for subject and stimulus.

Predicting Asian-American participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.05, 0.05]
	-0.05
	11,370.00
	.960

	Target Race
	-0.01
	[-0.08, 0.06]
	-0.20
	11,370.00
	.844

	Target Gender
	0.02
	[-0.05, 0.09]
	0.54
	11,370.00
	.591

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.03
	[-0.04, 0.10]
	0.85
	11,370.00
	.396

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.12, 0.08]
	-0.37
	11,370.00
	.709

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.13
	[-0.23, -0.03]
	-2.49
	11,370.00
	.013

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.10, 0.10]
	0.03
	11,370.00
	.976

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.13
	[-0.01, 0.27]
	1.78
	11,370.00
	.075


Predicting Chinese participants’ max deviation from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.06
	[-0.08, -0.03]
	-4.54
	82.25
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.10
	[0.06, 0.13]
	5.34
	83.44
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.11
	[0.07, 0.14]
	5.84
	82.78
	< .001

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.68
	20,233.89
	.093

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.17
	[-0.22, -0.12]
	-6.51
	83.17
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.51
	20,236.49
	.608

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.02
	[-0.04, 0.00]
	-1.57
	20,235.63
	.117

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.04, 0.03]
	-0.25
	20,236.43
	.801


Predicting Asian-American participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-2.61
	[-12.77, 7.56]
	-0.50
	87.06
	.616

	Target Race
	11.96
	[-2.43, 26.34]
	1.63
	87.32
	.107

	Target Gender
	12.38
	[-2.01, 26.76]
	1.69
	87.36
	.095

	Explicit Stereotype
	-3.36
	[-11.86, 5.14]
	-0.78
	11,269.98
	.438

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-37.48
	[-57.82, -17.14]
	-3.61
	87.32
	.001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	1.17
	[-10.87, 13.20]
	0.19
	11,270.31
	.849

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	1.25
	[-10.83, 13.33]
	0.20
	11,270.03
	.839

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	8.31
	[-8.74, 25.36]
	0.96
	11,270.17
	.340


Predicting Chinese participants’ latency from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-14.02
	[-25.94, -2.10]
	-2.30
	63.83
	.024

	Target Race
	30.32
	[13.43, 47.21]
	3.52
	64.30
	.001

	Target Gender
	30.20
	[13.33, 47.07]
	3.51
	64.03
	.001

	Explicit Stereotype
	1.89
	[-3.52, 7.29]
	0.68
	20,234.19
	.494

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-61.69
	[-85.56, -37.81]
	-5.06
	64.19
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	1.96
	[-5.83, 9.75]
	0.49
	20,235.71
	.623

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	-3.39
	[-11.09, 4.31]
	-0.86
	20,235.18
	.388

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	-3.71
	[-14.70, 7.27]
	-0.66
	20,235.65
	.507


Predicting Asian-American participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-1.37
	102.80
	.172

	Target Race
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.69
	103.62
	.094

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.03]
	1.58
	103.80
	.117

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.02]
	-0.19
	11,240.05
	.852

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.05, 0.00]
	-1.87
	103.64
	.064

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.47
	11,240.94
	.637

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.01
	[-0.02, 0.03]
	0.51
	11,240.18
	.609

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.01
	[-0.03, 0.04]
	0.32
	11,240.53
	.752


Predicting Chinese participants’ AUC from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.02]
	-5.80
	51.41
	< .001

	Target Race
	0.04
	[0.03, 0.06]
	5.22
	53.41
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.06
	[0.04, 0.07]
	7.46
	52.32
	< .001

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.02]
	1.90
	20,013.73
	.057

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.07
	[-0.09, -0.05]
	-6.30
	52.97
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.01]
	-1.06
	20,027.92
	.288

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.00]
	-1.47
	20,024.23
	.142

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.17
	20,028.37
	.868


Predicting Asian-American participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.65
	89.58
	.103

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.78
	89.86
	.007

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	2.42
	89.91
	.018

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.09
	11,269.23
	.927

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.02, -0.01]
	-4.00
	89.86
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-0.40
	11,269.57
	.687

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	0.09
	11,269.28
	.926

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.23
	11,269.42
	.818


Predicting Chinese participants’ spatial disorder from target race, target gender, and explicit stereotyping
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	-0.01
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-3.06
	64.14
	.003

	Target Race
	0.01
	[0.01, 0.02]
	4.38
	64.79
	< .001

	Target Gender
	0.01
	[0.01, 0.02]
	4.27
	64.43
	< .001

	Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	1.38
	20,238.45
	.169

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.04, -0.02]
	-5.88
	64.64
	< .001

	Target Race  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.93
	20,240.51
	.354

	Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.98
	20,239.81
	.048

	Target Race  Target Gender  Explicit Stereotype
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.09
	20,240.44
	.276











Appendix W: Individual data meta-analysis of mousetracking outcomes for Asian-American participants in Studies 1 and 2

In order to compare race-gender associations between stereotypical and counter-stereotypical group members across both studies, we conducted an individual data meta-analysis combining mouse-tracking data from Asian-American participants across studies 1 and 2. Then we predicted each mouse-tracking outcome from study target race, target gender, participant gender, and their interaction terms along with a fixed effect of study number and a random intercept for subject.
[bookmark: X22a09658a4942cffd97ee63445178ad3924bbb9]Predicting Asian-American participants’ max deviation across studies 1 and 2 from target race, target gender, participant gender, and study number
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.03, 0.03]
	0.03
	527.59
	.979

	Study Number
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.02]
	0.00
	137.61
	> .999

	Target Race
	0.01
	[-0.03, 0.06]
	0.53
	697.94
	.593

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.05, 0.04]
	-0.13
	692.77
	.894

	Participant Gender
	-0.03
	[-0.07, 0.01]
	-1.39
	33,796.50
	.166

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.09, 0.05]
	-0.61
	694.28
	.540

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.02
	[-0.03, 0.08]
	0.80
	33,871.00
	.424

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.07
	[0.01, 0.12]
	2.26
	33,854.15
	.024

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.06
	[-0.14, 0.02]
	-1.56
	33,860.75
	.119


Predicting Asian-American participants’ latency across studies 1 and 2 from target race, target gender, participant gender, and study number
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	2.55
	[-8.00, 13.11]
	0.47
	245.42
	.636

	Study Number
	-0.08
	[-8.26, 8.10]
	-0.02
	140.26
	.984

	Target Race
	-0.06
	[-14.09, 13.97]
	-0.01
	296.52
	.993

	Target Gender
	2.36
	[-11.65, 16.38]
	0.33
	295.34
	.741

	Participant Gender
	-8.21
	[-16.43, 0.02]
	-1.95
	33,804.71
	.051

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-13.82
	[-33.64, 6.01]
	-1.37
	295.62
	.173

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	17.62
	[5.94, 29.29]
	2.96
	33,827.56
	.003

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	15.24
	[3.59, 26.89]
	2.56
	33,821.71
	.010

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-32.73
	[-49.22, -16.25]
	-3.89
	33,823.69
	< .001


Predicting Asian-American participants’ AUC across studies 1 and 2 from target race, target gender, participant gender, and study number
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[-0.02, 0.01]
	-0.50
	1,107.75
	.616

	Study Number
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.01]
	0.01
	287.52
	.995

	Target Race
	0.01
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.55
	1,454.27
	.584

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.02]
	0.48
	1,443.63
	.632

	Participant Gender
	-0.02
	[-0.03, 0.00]
	-2.13
	33,865.74
	.033

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.03, 0.02]
	-0.43
	1,446.75
	.665

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.02
	[0.00, 0.04]
	1.80
	33,896.72
	.071

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.04
	[0.01, 0.06]
	3.14
	33,890.08
	.002

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.05
	[-0.08, -0.01]
	-2.74
	33,892.73
	.006


Predicting Asian-American participants’ spatial disorder across studies 1 and 2 from target race, target gender, participant gender, and study number
	Term
	
	95% CI
	
	
	

	Intercept
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.34
	543.93
	.734

	Study Number
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.00]
	-0.01
	220.53
	.989

	Target Race
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.93
	704.07
	.054

	Target Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	0.36
	700.13
	.720

	Participant Gender
	0.00
	[-0.01, 0.00]
	-1.78
	33,823.77
	.075

	Target Race  Target Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.46
	701.15
	.014

	Target Race  Participant Gender
	0.00
	[0.00, 0.01]
	1.41
	33,853.49
	.158

	Target Gender  Participant Gender
	0.01
	[0.00, 0.01]
	3.01
	33,846.06
	.003

	Target Race  Target Gender  Participant Gender
	-0.01
	[-0.02, 0.00]
	-2.68
	33,848.68
	.007
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