Web Appendix A
Study 1 Replication with a Financial Frame

Study A: Participants and Design Overview
60 participants were drawn from the same pool as Study 1 and had similar demographics. Participants were randomly assigned to the SPD-rep or SPD-pre condition. These were different from the Study 1 conditions in that a purely financial cover story was used for the scenario instead of an environmental cover story. 
Study A: Methods
Overall, the procedure was almost exactly the same as Study 1. During the introduction, however, the participants were told to imagine being investors with a risky joint venture that earned 8,500 Rp a year. They learned they could pay 1,400 Rp for a safety measure to protect against the possibility of a large (40,000 Rp) loss, but they would only be fully protected if both counterparts invested in protection. The payoff matrix, choice options, and feedback were also all changed to use financial language rather than the environmental frame in Study 1 (the complete text of all stimuli can be found on OSF, linked in the main manuscript). 
Study A: Results
	As can be seen in Figure A (which compares the results of Study A with the analogous IDS conditions from Study 1), the results from Study A, using financial framing, were very similar to those of Study 1, using environmental framing. While investment rates in the stochastic prisoner's dilemma in Study A were low (averaging 31%), precommitment increased investment rates to an average of 45% in Study A, a trending but non-significant difference, B=1.34, SE=0.85, p=.11, OR=1.56. Comparing the results of Study 1 and Study A in Figure 5, the overall pattern is very similar between the two studies, so we consider this a replication of the pattern observed in Study 1. 
Figure A: Mean investment proportion in the financially framed repeated or precommitted stochastic prisoner's dilemma conditions (SPD-rep F and SPD-pre F) in Study A, as compared with the environmentally framed stochastic prisoner's dilemma (SPD-rep E and SPD-pre E) data from Study 1.
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Study A: Discussion
	Framing the stochastic social dilemmas with a purely financial (as opposed to environmental) cover story did not have a notable impact on investment rates. Perhaps this is not surprising, as both Study 1 and Study 2 offered real financial consequences for participant's choices, but no real environmental consequences.
	 The precommitment effect observed in Study 1 was seen again as a trend in Study A: participants who were forced to precommit their choices for 20 rounds at a time showed a non-significant trend to invest in protection more often than those who made their choices round by round. 
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