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We compared participant’s level of facilitatory behavior (defined as the final angle of the mug in relation to the co-actor’s hand) when passing their own objects or other people’s objects across two experiments. A brief summary of the design for each experiment is provided below. The following two figures have been created to illustrate the spread of effects across the sample of participants for each experiment. The ‘ownership effect’ was calculated by subtracting the final angle of the ‘other’ mug (either the co-actor’s or the experimenter’s mug) from the final angle of the participant’s own mug. A positive value suggests the predicted ownership effect which has been interpreted as a suppression of facilitatory behavior for the participant’s own mug. A negative value is contrary to predictions.



Experiment 1
Experiment 1 compared participant’s level of facilitatory behavior when they were passing a mug they owned or a mug owned by their co-actor. Participants passed the mugs across a table under two conditions: when the co-actor was to act upon the object or when the co-actor was to remain stationary. Thus this experiment was a 2 (Own mug/Co-actor’s mug) X 2 (Action/ No Action) within subjects design.
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Figure S1. The average ownership effect (calculated as the difference between the final angle for the participant’s own mug and their co-actor’s mug) for each individual. Panel A: No action condition. Planned comparison as reported in manuscript - t(35) = -.53, p = .60, dz =.09, 95% CI[-5.20,3.04]. Panel B: Action condition. Planned comparison as reported in manuscript - t(35) = 2.10, p = .04, dz = .35, 95% CI[0.16,8.82]. Note that participants have been ordered by the average magnitude for each condition separately.

Experiment 2
Experiment 2 compared participant’s level of facilitatory behavior when they were passing a mug they owned, a mug owned by their co-actor, or a mug owned by the experimenter. The co-actor always acted upon the mug. Participants did the experiment immediately after acquiring the mugs and approximately 1-2 weeks later. Thus, this experiment was a 3 (Own mug/Co-actor’s mug/ Experimenter’s mug) X 2 (Time 1/Time2) within subjects design.
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Figure S2. The average ownership effect (calculated as the difference between the final angle for the participant’s own mug and the ‘other’ mug) for each individual collapsed over time. Panel A: Own vs. Co-actor mugs. Planned comparison as reported in manuscript - t(36) = 1.44, p = .16, dz = .24, 95% CI[-2.56,14.95]. Panel B: Own vs. Experimenter mugs. Planned comparison as reported in manuscript - t(36) = 2.47, p = .02, dz = .41, 95% CI[2.55,25.81]. Note that participants have been ordered by the average magnitude for each condition separately.
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