Table 1. 
Means, standard deviations and correlations among observed variables at the team level (N=32)

	
	Mean
	SD
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8

	1. Age
	 38.8
	 5.45
	--
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Team function
	--
	--
	.23
	--
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Prosocial safety behaviors 
	3.31
	 .71
	.33
	.31
	--
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Proactive safety behaviors
	3.35
	 .54
	.26
	.20
	     .74**
	--
	
	
	
	

	5. Micro-accidents
	  .89
	 .77
	.29
	.24
	-.57*
	-.31
	--
	
	
	

	6. Lost work day injuries
	 .37
	 .34
	     -.23
	.36
	-.14
	-.40*
	  .42*
	--
	
	

	7. Near miss reporting
	 .79
	 .90
	.26
	 -.11
	.30
	 .46*
	.32
	.34
	--
	

	8. Property damage
	  .85
	1.51
	.25
	.31
	-.42*
	-.35
	.37
	  .45*
	.29
	--


Note: *p < .05; **p< .001







Table 2.
Results of hierarchical regression analyses testing the effects of safety behaviour on safety performance outcome measures (Nteams = 32) 
	
	Outcome Variables

	Predictor
	Micro accidents
	Property damage
	Lost working days
	Near-miss reporting

	
	β
	t
	95% C.I.
	β
	t
	95% C.I.
	β
	t
	95% C.I.
	β
	t
	95% C.I.

	
Step 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   Age
	.29
	1.75
	
	.25
	 1.42
	
	-.23
	-.89
	
	.23
	.98
	

	   Team function
	.24
	1.14
	
	-.31
	-1.78
	
	 .36
	2.21
	
	-.05
	-.19
	

	R2
	.12
	
	
	.07
	
	
	 .17
	
	
	.06
	
	

	Step 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   Age 
	.23
	1.41
	  -.48,   .03
	.20
	 1.21
	  -.01,  .14
	-.06
	-.24
	 -.19,    .77
	.26
	1.23
	   -.09,    .24

	   Team function
	.11
	-.72
	  -.05,   .08
	-.35
	-2.01
	  -.38, -.03
	 .35
	1.91
	  -.01,   .10
	-.11
	-.51
	   -.14,    .09

	   Proactive behavior
	.18
	1.27
	  -.86,   .37
	-.31
	-2.08
	-1.07, -.15
	-.39
	-2.05*
	-1.05, -.07
	.54
	2.09*
	     .31, 1.78

	   Prosocial behavior
	-.51
	-2.46*
	-1.01, -.19
	-.42
	-2.49*
	-2.43, -.20
	-.12
	.71
	-1.29, 1.27
	-.02
	-.07
	   -.63,    .13

	R2
	.30
	
	
	.18
	
	
	 .28
	
	
	.19
	
	

	ΔR2
	.18
	
	
	.11
	
	
	 .11
	
	
	.13
	
	

	F
	  4.68
	
	
	2.76
	
	
	 2.48
	
	
	   2.15
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