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Exploratory correlational analyses
As suggested during peer review, we conducted additional, exploratory correlational analyses in order to corroborate the specificity as well as the generalizability of the results and to rule out potential confounds. 
Potential gender differences. Table S1 reports intercorrelations between all major variables assessed in the study, separately for women and men.  

Table S1. Pearson correlation coefficients of all independent and dependent measures, split by gender
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	Women  (n = 54)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) BIS
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) BAS-RR
	.03
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Neuroticism
	.70***
	-.20
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	(4) Extraversion
	-.03
	.50***
	-.30*
	-
	
	
	
	

	(5) Δ Reward expectancy
	.11
	.34*
	-.08
	.20
	-
	
	
	

	(6) Awareness (CS+/reward)
	.01
	.27*
	-.09
	.14
	.50***
	-
	
	

	(7) Δ Shock expectancy
	.03
	.09
	-.08
	-.03
	.56***
	.22
	-
	

	(8) Awareness (CS+/shock)
	-.05
	.05
	-.14
	.14
	.32**
	.32*
	.71***
	-

	Men (n = 8)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) BIS
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) BAS-RR
	.14
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Neuroticism
	.80*
	-.12
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	(4) Extraversion
	-.19
	.23
	-.27
	-
	
	
	
	

	(5) Δ Reward expectancy
	-.47
	.51
	-.79*
	.53
	-
	
	
	

	(6) Awareness (CS+/reward)
	.10
	.37
	-.11
	.45
	.42
	-
	
	

	(7) Δ Shock expectancy
	-.28
	.35
	-.42
	.00
	.50
	.74*
	-
	

	(8) Awareness (CS+/shock)
	-.05
	.33
	-.33
	-.10
	.38
	.75*
	.93***
	-


Note. Levels of significance (two-tailed, uncorrected): * p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001.


Specificity of UCS expectancy. Table S2 reports intercorrelations between BIS and BAS-RR scores, reward expectancy and shock expectancy ratings, separately for the CS+ and CS-.

Table S2. Pearson correlation coefficients of BIS/BAS and raw expectancy ratings (CS+, CS-)
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	(1) BIS
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) BAS-RR
	.04
	-
	
	
	
	

	(3) Reward expectancy (CS+)
	.09
	.26*
	-
	
	
	

	(4) Reward expectancy (CS-)
	-.03
	-.28*
	-.19
	-
	
	

	(5) Shock expectancy (CS+)
	.08
	-.03
	.34**
	-.35**
	-
	

	(6) Shock expectancy (CS-)
	.13
	-.21
	-.03
	.58***
	-.29*
	-


Note. N = 62. Levels of significance (two-tailed, uncorrected): * p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001.

Alternative definition of dichotomous contingency awareness. In response to a valuable reviewer suggestion, we conducted additional analyses based on a modified definition of dichotomous contingency awareness that required correct forced-choice ratings for the CS- (in addition to the CS+) as well. 
Given the high proportion of ‘don’t know’ responses to the CS-, in the forced-choice ratings of both reward (n = 30) and shock expectancy (n = 28), both ‘never’ and ‘don’t know’ were treated as valid responses to the CS-, reflecting a lack of associative learning. Applying this stricter criterion resulted in only 11 participants being classified as aware of the appetitive CS-UCS contingency and 20 as aware of the aversive contingency.
Table S3 reports the results of logistic regression models when this alternative approach to classification is applied.
Table S3. Regression coefficients of generalized linear models predicting the influence of (1) BIS and BAS-RR scores as well as (2) extraversion and neuroticism on dichotomous contingency awareness (based on an alternative classification; see text)
	
	Awareness of reward contingency (0 vs. 1)
	Awareness of shock contingency (0 vs. 1)

	Model term
	b(logit)
	SE 
	z
	p
	(Δ)R2ps
	b(logit)
	SE 
	z
	p
	(Δ)R2ps

	(1)
	
	
	
	
	.081*
	
	
	
	
	.006

	Intercept
	-10.46
	4.74
	-2.21
	.027
	
	-1.83
	3.42
	-0.53
	.59
	

	BIS
	0.01
	0.64
	0.01
	.991
	
	-0.22
	0.51
	-0.42
	.67
	

	BAS-RR
	2.57
	1.27
	2.03
	.042
	
	0.51
	0.92
	0.55
	.58
	

	(2)
	
	
	
	
	.049
	
	
	
	
	.015

	Intercept
	-10.27
	4.96
	-2.07
	.038
	
	-1.40
	3.50
	-0.40
	.69
	

	BIS
	1.09
	0.99
	1.09
	.274
	
	0.40
	0.77
	0.52
	.60
	

	BAS-RR
	1.97
	1.42
	1.38
	.167
	
	0.22
	1.06
	0.21
	.83
	

	Neuroticism
	-1.25
	0.90
	-1.40
	.161
	
	-0.72
	0.68
	-1.07
	.29
	

	Extraversion
	0.26
	0.78
	0.33
	.739
	
	-0.04
	0.58
	-0.07
	.94
	


Note. N = 62. SE, standard error; ps, pseudo (McFadden). Levels of significance: * p < .05
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