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1 Additional Tables

Table A1: Forecasts by Sample and Type

Mean SD SE ni nf p
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Panel A: Sample
Listserv 0.15 (0.16) (0.01) 39 336
Twitter 0.19 (0.22) (0.02) 39 271 0.16
Other 0.15 (0.21) (0.02) 28 165 0.89

Panel B: Type
Faculty 0.15 (0.23) (0.02) 33 193
PhD student 0.17 (0.17) (0.01) 40 331 0.48
Researcher 0.17 (0.18) (0.02) 27 222 0.59
Practitioner 0.13 (0.22) (0.02) 6 26 0.45

Notes: This table reports summary statistics for forecasts of results
from three randomized controlled trials by study sample (Panel A) or
self-reported type (Panel B). In Panel A, “Other” includes respondents
from the Busara Center for Behavioral Economics, GiveWell, the Global
Priorities Institute, IDinsight, and the World Bank. Columns 1, 2, and
3 present the forecast means (raw units are standardized relative to
a reference mean), standard deviations, and standard errors clustered
at the individual level. ni (col. 4) and nf (col. 5) are the number
of respondents and forecasts per row. Column 6 presents clustered
p values comparing groups within each panel. This analysis was not
pre-registered.
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Table A2: Forecasts by Experiment and Survey Format

Reference Units Entry Slider bounds

Small Large Raw units Std. dev. Text Slider Small Large

Panel A: Yang et al.
HIV testing 0.23 0.22 0.22 0.24 0.25 0.22 0.20 0.23

(0.18) (0.18) (0.13) (0.22) (0.26) (0.13) (0.11) (0.15)

Panel B: Blimpo et al.
Dropout (reversed) -0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.06

(0.10) (0.15) (0.11) (0.15) (0.07) (0.16) (0.12) (0.18)
Business participation 0.11 0.14 0.13 0.12 0.09 0.14 0.11 0.17

(0.11) (0.13) (0.11) (0.13) (0.10) (0.13) (0.10) (0.15)
Test scores 0.24 0.34 0.35 0.24 0.38 0.25 0.18 0.32

(0.21) (0.42) (0.43) (0.22) (0.53) (0.2 ) (0.13) (0.23)

Panel C: Bouguen et al.

Food consumption
T1 (Cash) 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.15 0.22

(0.13) (0.11) (0.10) (0.13) (0.15) (0.10) (0.07) (0.11)
T2 (T1+Asset) 0.21 0.20 0.16 0.24 0.23 0.19 0.12 0.26

(0.2 ) (0.16) (0.16) (0.18) (0.2 ) (0.16) (0.12) (0.17)
T3 (T2+Nutrition) 0.22 0.20 0.17 0.24 0.21 0.22 0.15 0.28

(0.26) (0.16) (0.14) (0.25) (0.29) (0.16) (0.11) (0.18)

Health consumption
T1 (Cash) 0.11 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.09 0.12 0.08 0.15

(0.11) (0.07) (0.13) (0.07) (0.07) (0.10) (0.08) (0.12)
T2 (T1+Asset) 0.15 0.12 0.11 0.15 0.11 0.15 0.11 0.19

(0.14) (0.09) (0.14) (0.10) (0.09) (0.13) (0.10) (0.15)
T3 (T2+Nutrition) 0.15 0.14 0.12 0.16 0.10 0.17 0.10 0.23

(0.17) (0.16) (0.19) (0.14) (0.10) (0.19) (0.12) (0.21)
ni 50 56 52 54 36 70 33 37
nf 393 379 332 440 266 506 241 265
Notes: This table reports summary statistics for predictions of results of three randomized controlled trials by randomly
assigned elicitation strategy. Predictions are of causal treatment effects standardized relative to a reference mean for
raw-unit elicitations. Standard deviations are presented in parentheses. Panel A reports forecasts of the impact of a
bundled health and education intervention on self-reported HIV testing. Panel B presents forecasts of the impact of a
teacher training intervention on student dropout (reverse coded), self-reports of earning money from a business in the last
month (dichotomous), and scores on an entrepreneurship test. Panel C reports forecasts of the impact of cash, cash and
asset, and cash, asset, and nutrition transfers on food and health consumption. ni and nf are the number of individuals
making forecasts and the total forecasts for each column. Columns 1 and 2 present forecasts by whether a small (0.1 SD)
or large (0.3 SD) reference was used in an example. Columns 3 and 4 present forecasts made in raw units or standard
deviations. Columns 5 and 6 present forecasts made using text or slider responses. Columns 7 and 8 present slider
responses from small (0.5 SD) or large (1.0 SD) slider bounds.

2 Survey Instruments

This section contains the entire forecasting survey for one randomization. A direct comparison of the different

randomizations (for the HIV testing outcome) can be found at the end of the survey.
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0.1 standard deviation reference               0.3 standard deviation reference  

  
 
Standard deviations (text entry)                                                                        Raw units (text entry)         

  
 
Respondents providing forecasts in standard deviations are also provided with the following statement: As a reference, a recent survey of many 
impact evaluations in development economics suggests that the average effect size is around 0.10 standard deviations (Vivalt, 2019). 
 
Slider in raw units (0.5 standard deviation bounds)            Slider in raw units (1.0 standard deviation bounds) 

   
 
Slider in standard deviations (0.5 standard deviation bounds)           Slider in standard deviations (1.0 standard deviation bounds) 

   
 

 

3 Treatment Comparison
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