DIVERSITY AND IMPLICIT BIAS

Figure 1. State-level IAT D scores for White and Black respondents, coded as ingroup
preference among each group, with a fitted line from a simple linear regression model

using OLS regression. Each data point represents a U.S. state.
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Figure 2. White respondents’ state-level IAT D scores as predicted by the natural log of

the ratio of Black to White residents within each state, with a fitted line from a simple
linear regression model using OLS regression. Each data point represents a U.S. state.

State-level IAT Means for White Respondents

e
=) osc © M
@] DE o LA
g . ML oAl GA
. sNC
L o WV Obggg; ™, va
2 S ERwy  omD
e}
e o RNy o m
< g 7] o NH 8% MK
= olIA_6 '
g2 3| b
=) o \</>TME o HI
© - o WA
™ oMI) D oUT o CO
= - o WY
. o OR NM
| | | I |
0.47 1.24 3.31 8.8 23.4 62.3

Number of Black Residents per 100 White Residents



DIVERSITY AND IMPLICIT BIAS

44

Figure 3. Black respondents’ state-level IAT D scores as predicted by the natural log of

the ratio of Black to White residents within each state, with a fitted line from a simple
linear regression model using OLS regression. Each data point represents a U.S. state.

State-level IAT Means for Black Respondents

oM
=
o
SC -
o MAR o?\Le'LA
To) 0 (o} o
g g | Cogg ;QS' , O[LLJ o NC o MD
S o NV NIWI oCT © EI.[QgISE
§, 3 | oNH o0R oyw% MA
= o o WY oND— o
K o UT
g_
< oMT o VT
o SD
=
= -
' olD
| | | | |
0.47 1.24 3.31 8.8 23.4 62.3

Number of Black Residents per 100 White Residents



DIVERSITY AND IMPLICIT BIAS

Figure 4. IAT scores for White respondents (coded as ingroup bias) regressed on the
ratio of Black to White residents in each state. The red line indicates the ordinary least
squares (OLS) estimate. The black line indicates the weighted least squares (WLS)
estimate using the number of observations from White respondents as the observation

weights.
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Figure 5. IAT scores for Black respondents (coded as ingroup bias) regressed on the ratio
of Black to White residents in each state. The red line indicates the ordinary least squares
(OLS) estimate. The black line indicates the weighted least squares (WLS) estimate using

the number of observations from Black respondents as the observation weights.
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