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Background

Stirnuli Small (n=11) Medium (n=10)

Head-shot photographs were randomly

selected from qualified options off of team
homepages for football players from the o
Western Athletic Conference, 2005. :
Selection Criteria (size categories)
Small = lower 8% height and weight
(Wt<#175 & ht<5'9")
Medium = middle 8% (#211<wt<#220 & 6'1"<ht<6'2")
Large = upper 8% (wt>#298 & ht>6'5")
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Very much 7 Supplernentary analysis
:*,i. l (.l \ fl of rai Trait ratings by football player size oSmal =1
JL \4] & / = 6 1 "L“d‘“m H Hierarchical regression analyses predicted ratings of

n
5 2% prosociality. * In Step 1, orthoginal contrast codes for football
player size were entered. In Step 2, degree of smil  ing was
4 entered. When controlling for degree of smiling, fo otball
Very nuc_l" 1 player size is no longer a significant predictor of prosociality.
not trai
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reforence 5 Ratings of emotional expression pe— Variable Beta RZChange

g Eootball plaver size
— . face by football player size oSmall
s l r — 4 mMedium M Step 1
J— l_\'\J > Uy > Contrast - Small / Medium vs Large  .61*
3 Contrast - Small vs Medium -.06 37.*
2 Step 2
Contrast - Small / Medium vs Large -.01

—a e Not_atallli .
< I (-l\ / similar to Contrast - Small vs Medium -.10
JLllL = ’“E"e"a‘:: ol Degree of smiling .95*% .52*%

Angry Contempt Disgust

Reference faces

Note : Prosociality is an aggregate of trait ratings, wi th aggressive

and dominance reverse scored, and attractive exclud ed.
*p <.001
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Stucy 2

Large (n=12)
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Discussion




