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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

The study is conducted in order to investigate the relationship between belief in a just world (BJW) and social distancing in times of the current COVID-19

pandemic. We aim to test two opposing hypotheses: Firstly, social distancing could be regarded as a just action towards others that makes the world more

just. From this perspective, it is expected that the higher people’s personal belief in a just world, the more they will engage in social distancing. Secondly,

however, social distancing could also be regarded as a measure to protect oneself from the coronavirus and people with a high personal belief in a just

world might have a low risk perception towards COVID-19. Hence, it is additionally hypothesized that the higher people’s personal belief in a just world, the

less they will engage in social distancing due to their low perception of personal risk. 

As a control variable empathy will be assessed since Pfattheicher, Nockur, Böhm, Sassenrath, and Petersen (2020) recently showed a positive relationship

between empathy and social distancing as a form of prosocial behavior.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.

To measure personal and general belief in a just world, 13 items will be used which were created by Dalbert (1999). Thereby participants should answer on

a six-point scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 6 (strongly agree).

To measure risk perception, 2 items will assess the perceived personal vulnerability to COVID-19 and the perceived personal severity of an infection. Threat

perception of the coronavirus COVID-19 was additionally measured using one item. Participants will be asked to answer on a 7-point Likert scale.

To measure social distancing, items by Pfattheicher et al. (2020) were used. First, participants are asked to indicate whether they reduced their social

contacts and whether other people should do so (e.g. “Because of coronavirus COVID-19, I am massively curtailing social contact (so-called "social

distancing")”) on a 5-point Likert scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). Second, participants are asked about their planned behavior for the

next few days (e.g., “Because of the good weather, I will meet friends today or tomorrow.”) whereby they should respond to the items on a 5-point Likert

scale ranging from 1 (very unlikely) to 5 (very likely). 

Empathy will be measured using three items by Pfattheicher et al. (2020) (e.g., “I am very concerned about those most vulnerable to coronavirus

COVID-19.”), whereby participants should answer on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). In accordance with Pfattheicher et al.

(2020) three filler items were added on the same scale for a reduction of demand characteristics (e.g., “It is important to be equipped with enough food to

deal with coronavirus COVID-19.”).

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?

There will be no experimental conditions.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.

First, zero order correlations between all variables will be tested. Then, we use regression analyses with personal belief in a just world as a predictor for

social distancing. In a second and third step, general BJW and empathy will be added as predictors. The same model will to be used to analyse predictions

on risk perception. We will also test the mediating role of risk perception for the link between personal BJW and social distancing.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.

Participants will be excluded when they finish the whole questionnaire in less than 76 seconds. Because the whole questionnaire consists of 38 items, an

average duration of 76 seconds would mean that participants answered a single item in less than 2 seconds (excluding the reading time for instructions).

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the

number will be determined.

We conducted an a priori power analysis using G*Power (Faul et al., 2009). With an assumed power of 90%, setting Type I error rate at p < .05 and

assuming an effect size of r = .25, the power analysis for correlation (two-tailed) revealed a sample size of N = 160.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)

We plan to additionally measure demographic variables (e.g., age, gender, occupational status, academic degree, …) to describe the sample in more detail.

Moreover, we included four items asking about personal experience with COVID-19 so far (e.g. “Are or were you infected with COVID-19?”). For

exploratory purposes the statistical analyses described above will be conducted once more after excluding people who have already been or currently are

infected with COVID-19, who know someone who has been infected, who know someone who has died due to COVID-19 and who perceive themselves as
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belonging to the group of people at risk.
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