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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
SBC | Dictator game: dictator | 84 comparisons from 14 studies | Rows 1-32
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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SBC | Trust game: trustee | 47 comparisons from 8 studies | Rows 1-32

Page 9 of 30

Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.



Study

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Zheng et al. (2025)

Game-role pooled estimate
All 215 comparisons

Comparison

R000215

R000216

R000217

R000218

R000219

R000220

R000221

R000222

R000223

R000224

R000225

R000226

R000227

R000228

R000229

R000230

R000231

R000232

R000233

R000234

R000235

R000236

R000237

−5.0 −2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0

Hedges' g

g [95% CI]

0.50 [−0.00, 1.01]

−0.01 [−0.58, 0.56]

−1.56 [−3.12, 0.01]

0.64 [0.14, 1.14]

−1.17 [−2.30, −0.03]

3.50 [1.91, 5.09]

1.53 [0.93, 2.14]

−0.62 [−1.81, 0.56]

−1.07 [−2.66, 0.52]

0.82 [0.21, 1.44]

−0.62 [−1.81, 0.56]

2.81 [1.25, 4.36]

0.80 [0.31, 1.29]

−0.27 [−0.83, 0.30]

−2.62 [−6.03, 0.79]

0.44 [−0.04, 0.92]

−0.63 [−1.31, 0.05]

2.93 [0.76, 5.10]

0.56 [0.08, 1.03]

−0.53 [−1.09, 0.03]

−2.21 [−4.10, −0.33]

0.11 [−0.36, 0.58]

−0.90 [−1.58, −0.22]

0.12 [−0.06, 0.30]

Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions

SBC | Prisoner's dilemma: player | 215 comparisons from 22 studies | Rows 193-215
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions

FE | Ultimatum game: responder | 133 comparisons from 12 studies | Rows 33-64
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions

FE | Ultimatum game: responder | 133 comparisons from 12 studies | Rows 65-96
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions

FE | Ultimatum game: responder | 133 comparisons from 12 studies | Rows 97-128
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.



Study

Zakazov et al. (2025)

Zakazov et al. (2025)

Zakazov et al. (2025)

Zakazov et al. (2025)

Zakazov et al. (2025)

Game-role pooled estimate
All 133 comparisons

Comparison

R000146

R000147

R000148

R000149

R000150

0 10 20 30

Hedges' g

g [95% CI]

−0.15 [−0.43, 0.13]

−0.58 [−0.86, −0.30]

−0.37 [−0.65, −0.09]

−0.24 [−0.52, 0.04]

−0.74 [−1.02, −0.46]

1.68 [1.07, 2.30]

Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions

FE | Ultimatum game: responder | 133 comparisons from 12 studies | Rows 129-133
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B1. Individual comparisons: AI decisions

FE | Third-party punishment: punisher | 18 comparisons from 3 studies | Rows 1-18
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled estimate for all comparisons in this game-role group.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE by AI. Axis limits are fixed within each game-role group.
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Figure B2. Individual comparisons: human behavior toward AI

People facing AI compared with people facing other humans | 12 comparisons from 5 studies
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Squares and bars: individual comparisons and two-sided 95% confidence intervals.
Diamond: the pooled SBC estimate. FE contains one comparison and has no pooled diamond.
Positive values: more SBC or stronger FE toward AI than toward other humans.


