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ChatGPT’s inconsistent moral advice influences users’ judgment: 
Supplementary information 

Transcripts 

Answers arguing against sacrificing one person to save five 
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Answers arguing in favor of sacrificing one person to save five 
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Questionnaire 

Screen #1 
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Screen #2 
Screen #2 varies between conditions. The former of the two screenshots below features 

the bridge dilemma and identifies ChatGPT as the source of the answer. The latter features the 
switch dilemma and gives a moral advisor as the source. With 2 dilemmas, 2 sources of advice, 
and 6 versions of advice (see the transcripts above), there are 24 (= 2 × 2 × 2 × 3) versions of 
Screen #2. The order of the answer options was randomized between subjects. 
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Screen #3 
Screen #3 varies between conditions. The screenshot below is for the condition where 

ChatGPT was identified as source of the advice in Screen #2. If the advice was attributed to a 
moral advisor in Screen #2 instead, the answer option “chatbot” was replaced with “moral 
advisor.” The order of the answer options was randomized between subjects. 
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Screen #4 
The order of the questions was randomized between subjects. 

 

Screen #5 
The order of the answer options was randomized between subjects. 
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Screen #6 
The order of the answer options was randomized between subjects. 

 

Screen #7 
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Screen #8 
The order of the questions was randomized between subjects. 
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Screen #9 
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