Witnessing Cyberbullying in Online Games Increases Reactive Aggression and State Hostility
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	Table S1. Descriptive statistics and paired-samples t tests for COG behaviors

	Variables
	N
	Direct experience
M ± SD
	Witnessed
M ± SD
	t
	Cohen's d

	Public Channel Verbal Harassment
	860
	1.67±1.05
	2.00±1.22
	-9.21**
	-.29

	Ganking or Bounty Hunting in Open World Maps
	860
	2.05±1.34
	2.40±1.33
	-9.89**
	-.26

	Class-based discrimination
Discrimination
	860
	1.57±1.28
	1.73±1.32
	-4.90**
	-.13

	Malicious Kicking from Groups
	860
	1.77±1.29
	1.88±1.27
	-3.67**
	-.09

	Private Message Verbal Harassment
	860
	1.35±1.17
	-
	-
	-

	*p < .05; **p < .01.



	Table S2. Descriptive statistics and correlations among COG exposure and aggressive tendencies
[bookmark: _Toc19077][bookmark: _Toc25020]Table S2 Descriptive Statistics and Correlation Analysis of Experiencing /Witnessing Cyberbullying in Online Games and Aggressive Tendencies

	Variables
	M
	SD
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	1. Experiencing COG
	8.02
	4.48
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Witnessing COG
	8.41
	3.95
	.82**
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Aggressive tendencies
	48.21
	12.72
	.45**
	.47**
	-
	
	
	
	

	4. Physical aggression tendencies
	11.34
	3.50
	.32**
	.28**
	.73**
	-
	
	
	

	5. Verbal aggression tendencies
	9.26
	3.10
	.34**
	.41**
	.75**
	.39**
	-
	
	

	6. Anger tendencies
	10.64
	3.64
	.35**
	.32**
	.85**
	.58**
	.50**
	-
	

	7. Hostility tendencies
	16.97
	5.36
	.43**
	.47**
	.89**
	.46**
	.61**
	.67**
	-

	N = 860. *p < .05; **p < .01.




	Table S3. Correlations of direct and witnessed COG exposure with aggressive tendencies across waves

	Variables
	Experiencing COG
	Witnessing COG

	
	T1
	T2
	T3
	T1
	T2
	T3

	T1 Aggressive Tendencies
	.51***
	.51***
	.44***
	.51***
	.41***
	.39***

	T2 Aggressive Tendencies
	.45***
	.45***
	.49***
	.45***
	.49***
	.43***

	T3 Aggressive Tendencies
	.45***
	.46***
	.50***
	.46***
	.47***
	.47***

	*p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001.



	Table S4. Age, baseline aggression, and message comprehensibility by COG exposure condition

	Variables
	Higher exposure
	Lower exposure
	t
	Cohen's d

	Age
	21.53±2.69
	21.97±2.75
	–.94
	–.16 

	Baseline Aggression
	47.39±11.91
	44.17±11.48
	1.59
	.28

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Message comprehensibility
	4.27±0.67
	4.37±0.79
	–.75
	–.13 

	Values are M ± SD. *p < .05; **p < .01.
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