Reaction time and Dishonesty behaviors
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Graphs by Hetero
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e
All Honest group Liar group
@ (@) @) 4) () (6)
Reported number -0.0223*** -0.0205** -0.0169** -0.0177** -0.0300* -0.0218
(0.00770) (0.00792) (0.00682) (0.00707) (0.0162) (0.0159)
Round -0.00599*** -0.00400*** -0.00814***
(0.00108) (0.00133) (0.00174)
Constant 1.411%** 1.587*** 1.105*** 1.230%** 1.739%*** 1.949%***
(0.0319) (0.0507) (0.0243) (0.0417) (0.0751) (0.107)
Observations 7,259 7,259 3,660 3,660 3,359 3,359
R-squared 0.002 0.019 0.001 0.009 0.003 0.032
Number of ID 121 121 61 61 56 56

Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1



