
2 Further figures

A Simple Standing with optimism

AllD AllC

Disc

B Staying with optimism

AllD AllC

Disc

C Stern Judging with optimism

AllD AllC

Disc

D Simple Standing with pessimism

AllD AllC

Disc

E Staying with pessimism

AllD AllC

Disc

F Stern Judging with pessimism

AllD AllC

Disc

Figure 1: Ternary plots for Simple Standing, Staying, and Stern Judging under public assessment of reputations with bias

� = 0.25. In all figures, the benefit to cost ratio is r = 3 and the error rates are e1 = e2 = 0.01. The results are not qualitatively
di�erent from when there is no bias.
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Figure 2: Bifurcation diagrams for optimism and pessimism biases under public assessment of reputations and for Staying

and Stern Judging. Here AllC strategists are excluded and thus 1 � z = y. Violet curves are stable equilibria and orange

curves are unstable. The results are qualitatively similar to that of Simple Standing in the main text.
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