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	Rater 1
	Rater 2
	Rater 3
	Rater 4
	Rater 5
	Rater 6
	Rater 7
	Rater 8
	Rater 9

	Rater 1
	
	-.112
	.142
	-.015
	.067
	.276
	.507
	.148
	.092

	Rater 2
	.056
	
	.097
	.325
	.400
	.111
	.125
	.256
	.233

	Rater 3
	.015
	.098
	
	.217
	.182
	.116
	.269
	.310
	.225

	Rater 4
	.794
	.000
	.000
	
	.264
	.111
	-.036
	.153
	.120

	Rater 5
	.251
	.000
	.002
	.000
	
	.246
	.162
	.284
	.225

	Rater 6
	.000
	.058
	.047
	.058
	.000
	
	.253
	.164
	.272

	Rater 7
	.000
	.032
	.000
	.537
	.006
	.000
	
	.195
	.224

	Rater 8
	.012
	.000
	.000
	.009
	.000
	.005
	.001
	
	.221

	Rater 9
	.115
	.000
	.000
	.041
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	 



Note. Table S2 summarizes the correlations between the 9 raters that rated the cars for aesthetic appeal. The numbers above the diagonal represent the magnitude for the Pearson-correlation coefficients among raters. The values below the diagonal represent their associated p-values. Significant correlations and p-values < .05 are printed bold.

