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We conducted exploratory analyses using likelihood ratio tests to explore the role of parents’ education, parents’ political orientation, and family gross income on children’s responses.
Experiment 1. Children whose parents had less formal education were more likely to like the natives, χ2(1) = 28.039, p = .031 and children whose parents identified as conservative were more likely to believe the natives did not like the migrants, χ2(1) = 17.648, p = .039.
Experiment 2. In the Voting Power task, when natives were in the majority, children whose parents had less formal education were more likely to choose the natives, χ2(1) = 5.564, p = .018. When migrants were in the majority, children whose parents identified as liberal were more likely to choose the migrants, χ2(1) = 4.030, p = .045. In the Political Representation task, children of parents who identified as conservative were more likely to believe the majority-native government should be chosen, χ2(1) = 6.147, p = .013. We also obtained additional information regarding citizenship from 57% of participants, of whom only 12% were non-US citizens so these results were not included in demographic analyses for Experiments 2a or 2b.
Experiment 3. Children of parents who had less formal education were more likely to believe that the native should be elected to the government, χ2(1) = 8.064, p = .005. In addition, children who came from less wealthy families were more likely to believe that the Separated Fleer would not actually be elected to the government, χ2(1) = 12.887, p = .012. Of the 64% of participants who provided citizenship information, only a minority (8%) were non-US citizens, and so these results were not included in Experiment 3 analyses. 
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We coded children’s explanations for additional insight into their choices. We coded whether children’s responses were pro-native, equality-oriented, pro-migrant, or non-substantive. Children provided pro-native responses 21% of the time, equality-oriented responses 7% of the time, pro-migrant responses 5% of the time, and non-substantive responses 67% of the time. Non-substantive responses included those children who chose not to respond, responded “I don’t know”, something unintelligible, or based on superficial characteristics such as the colour of the natives’ or migrants’ clothes. 
Next, we pursued an exploratory examination of themes that emerged in children’s pro-native responses, which were cross-validated by two independent coders blind to condition, intercoder reliability = .89. This examination yielded four main themes in children’s pro-native responses: (1) natives as saviors (e.g., “because [the natives] gave [the migrants] food and land” or “because [the natives] are sharing their land the [the migrants] probably feel very appreciated and welcome(d)”; (2) natives as owning the island (e.g., “it’s [the natives’] island so [the migrants] have to listen to [the natives]”, “[the natives] started on that island”, or “[the natives] were there first”); (3) natives as having more than the migrants (e.g., “because [the natives] have more stuff”); (4) natives as being nice (e.g., “[the natives] are very friendly” or “because [the natives] are nice”). Note we did not observe significant differences in children’s explanations based on the migrant they were evaluating. 
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To gain further insight into how children reasoned about fleers and pursuers, children offered open-ended explanations as to why the migrants moved to the new island. This experiment was preregistered: https://aspredicted.org/VRL_6F9
Participants. We recruited 42 children between the ages of 4- and 10-years old, evenly balanced across ages. Children were tested online over Zoom. As compensation, participants were offered a $5 Amazon gift card. Note the preregistration specified a sample size of 40 children; the additional 2 children in our sample ensured a fully counterbalanced design across ages.
Method. Children were introduced to a similar experimental setup as in Studies 1-3 involving island natives and island migrants. After being introduced to the island natives, children then saw one trial involving fleers, and another trial involving pursuers (presented in a randomized order). Children were not provided with information about the migrants’ acculturation status. On each trial, children were asked why they thought the migrants moved to the new island. 
Coding scheme. As preregistered, we analyzed children’s responses to extract general themes (blind to trial). An analysis of children’s responses yielded four main themes: (1) resource-scarcity (e.g., “because there wasn’t enough food on their island”); (2) exploration/curiosity (e.g., “sight-seeing”); (3) friendship (e.g., “because they wanted to make some new friends”); and (4); opportunistic (“maybe they were looking for a land that was even better”). 
Results. Fleer trial. When explaining why fleers moved to the new island, 98% of children aligned with resource-scarcity explanations. Pursuer trial. When explaining why pursuers moved to the new island, 43% of children used exploration/curiosity explanations. A handful of children also used opportunistic (14% of children), friendship (12% of children), and resource-scarcity (10% of children) explanations – see Table 1. 

	Theme
	Examples
	Fleers
(# of explanations)
	Pursuers
(# of explanations)

	Exploration/curiosity
	“sight-seeing”
“they wanted to taste their food”
	0
	18

	Friendship
	“they wanted to make some new friends”
“so they can meet each other”
	0
	5

	Opportunistic
	“maybe they were looking for a land that was even better”
“it has more space”
	0
	6

	Resource-scarcity
	“there wasn’t enough food on their island”
“so they could have enough for everybody”
	41
	4

	I don’t know
	“I don’t know”
	0
	6

	Miscellaneous
	“they want to come there again”
	1
	3


Table 1. Number of times children’s explanations aligned with each of the four themes. 

Discussion. These findings provide evidence that children differentiated meaningfully between the two types of migrants: fleers and pursuers. Children generally offered that the motive for fleers to move was related to their destitute state, whereas children generally said the motive for pursuers to move was related to curiosity and exploration purposes. Relatedly, intuitions about these migrants seem to also relate to perceptions of involuntary (fleers) and voluntary (pursuers) migration.

