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In this appendix, we offer additional information regarding replications conducted on1

DLABSS.2

A Core Replications: 6 Replications Conducted on3

DLABSS Explicitly for this Study4

In Tables A, B, C, and D, and in Figure A we display detailed results for the replications5

of three well-known studies mentioned in the manuscript.6

Table A: Replication of Rasinski (1989) in DLABSS

Platform Poor Welfare Difference p n
1 DLABSS 64 39 25 <.001 788
2 General Social Surveys (GSS) 64 23 37 <.001 1470
3 MTurk (Berinsky et al. 2012) 55 17 38 <.001 329

Cells represent percent of respondents favoring a policy with each frame. P values are from a T-test of
difference of means.

Table B: Replication of Tversky and Kahneman (1981) in DLABSS

Platform Lives Saved Lives Lost Difference p n
1 DLABSS 63 34 29 <.001 539
2 MTurk (Berinsky et al. 2012) 74 38 36 <.001 450
3 Tversky and Kahneman 1981 72 22 50 <.001 307

Cells are percent of respondents choosing non-probabilistic (certain) outcome with each frame.
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Figure A: Replication of Hainmueller and Hiscox (2010): Support for Highly- and Low-skilled
Immigration among DLABSS Respondents

Whiskers are the upper bounds of 95% confidence intervals for proportions. Respondents in the “highly-
skilled” group were asked “Do you agree or disagree that the US should allow more highly skilled immigrants
from other countries to come and live here? (emphasis added)?” Respondents in the “ low-skilled” group were
asked “Do you agree or disagree that the US should allow more low-skilled immigrants from other countries
to come and live here? (emphasis added)?”
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B Additional Replications: 10 Replications Using DLABSS7

Reported by Other Researchers8

In the manuscript and in the previous section, we present details on 6 experiments we9

explicitly replicated for this study. In Table E and the text below, we provide information10

on 10 additional replications reported by researchers while using DLABSS.11

Researchers have used DLABSS volunteers to replicate findings across a range of topics12

(Tversky and Kahneman 1981, Rasinski 1989, Tomz 2007, Hainmueller and Hiscox 2010,13

Kam and Simas 2010, Gadarian and Albertson 2014, Krosch et al. 2013, Enos and Carney14

2017, Enos and Celaya 2018, Mahler 2016, Hankinson 2018, Bonikowski and Zhang 2017,15

Kaufman 2018, Kaufman, King and Komisarchik Forthcoming, Saha and Weeks 2018, Mozer16

et al. 2018). We provide additional details here to offer a broader sense of the variety of17

research volunteer laboratories can reproduce.18

Several studies hosted on DLABSS have explored racial politics. One study (Enos 2017),19

using both DLABSS and Qualtrics’ proprietary survey panel, attempted to replicate find-20

ings from prominent recent studies that, using small MTurk samples, found significant links21

between political ideology and visual perceptions of race (Krosch et al. 2013, Krosch and22

Amodio 2014). Another study tested how spatial segregation affects perceptions of similarity23

in human faces across DLABSS and MTurk (Enos and Celaya 2018). Several DLABSS stud-24

ies also investigated the properties of Modern Racism Scales (Sears and Kinder 1971), find-25

ing similar distributions of racial attitudes as those in the Cooperative Campaign Analysis26

Project (CCAP) survey and replicated experimental results on the nationally representative27

Time Sharing for Experimental Social Science (TESS) panel and MTurk (Enos and Carney28

2017).29

Another researcher used DLABSS to study populism. DLABSS and MTurk samples30

produced similar results, while a Qualtrics panel, which was manipulated to be dispropor-31

5



tionately conservative, produced larger effects (Bonikowski and Zhang 2017).32

In the context of studying blocked randomization designs, a researcher studied a variant of33

the Tomz (2007) study referenced above and replicated the results on MTurk and DLABSS34

(Tomz 2007, Kaufman and Kim 2017). Another team crowdsourced perceptions of the35

compactness of legislative districts on both MTurk and DLABSS with similar results between36

the two platforms (Kaufman, King and Komisarchik Forthcoming). Researchers also used37

MTurk and DLABSS to validate a computational model of sentiment analysis of survey38

questions with similar results across the platforms (Kaufman 2018).39

Finally, while studying the effects of altruistic voting behavior on voting outcomes, a40

researcher used a representative Danish sample from Epinion and replicated the result on41

DLABSS with U.S. subjects (Mahler 2016). Another researcher replicated a survey experi-42

ment from MTurk on preferences for housing allocation based on the geographic location of43

the housing (Hankinson 2018).44
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