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SI.1. Pre-Registration for Observational Analyses (Study 1)
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SI.2. Wordings for Main IV and DV in Observational Analyses (Study 1)

DV: Latino Identity Items
2006 Latino National Survey (N = 8,634 Latinos)
[LAIDENT: L10] How strongly or not do you think of yourself as ANSWERFROM(AQS4B)?
Not at all (1)
	Somewhat strongly (2)
	Very strongly (3)
	DK/NA (4)
	Refused (6)
2012 American National Election Study (N = 1,005 Latinos)
[IDENT_HISPID] How important is being Hispanic to your identity [extremely important, very important, moderately important, a little important, or not at all important? / not at all important, a little important, moderately important, very important, or extremely important?]
	Extremely important (1)
	Very important (2)
	Moderately important (3)
	A little important (4)
	Not at all important (5)
2016 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,002 Latinos)
[L192] How much is being {ANS to S10 / Latino ethnicity} an important part of how you see yourself?
	Very important (1)
	Somewhat important (2)
	Not very important (3)
	Not at all important (4)
2020 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 4,585 Latinos)
[Q271] How important is being [RACIAL GROUP] to your identity?
	Extremely important (1)
	Very important (2)
	Moderately important (3)
	Slightly important (4)
	Not at all important (5)
DV: Asian American Identity Items
2008 National Asian American Survey (N = 5,159 Asian Americans)
[QF2] What happens to other Asians affects your life?
	Yes (1)
	No (2)
	Don’t Know (98)
	Refused (99)
[QF2a] [IF F2=“Yes”] Will it affect you a lot, some, or not very much?
	A lot (1)
	Some (2)
	Not very much (3)
	Skip/NA (4)
	Don’t Know (5)
	Refused (6)
2016 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,055 Asian Americans)
[A192] How much is being {ANS to S10 / Asian ethnicity} an important part of how you see yourself?
	Very important (1)
	Somewhat important (2)
	Not very important (3)
	Not at all important (4)
2020 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,956 Asian Americans)
[Q271] How important is being [RACIAL GROUP] to your identity?
	Extremely important (1)
	Very important (2)
	Moderately important (3)
	Slightly important (4)
	Not at all important (5)
DV: American Identity Items
2006 Latino National Survey (N = 8,634 Latinos)
[AMERICAN: L8] How strongly or not do you think of yourself as an American?
	Not at all (1)
	Not very strongly (2)
	Somewhat strongly (3)
	Very strongly (4)
	DK/NA (5)
	Refused (6)
2008 National Asian American Survey (N = 5,159 Asian Americans)
[QF8_C How much in common with whites] Would you say Asian Americans have a lot in common, some, little in common, or nothing in common politically with [CATEGORY 3]?
	A lot in common (1)
	Some (2)
	Little (3)
	Nothing in common (4)
	Don’t Know (98)
	Refused (99)
2012 American National Election Study (N = 1,005 Latinos)
[IDENT_WHITEID] How important is being White to your identity [extremely important, very important, moderately important, a little important, or not at all important? / not at all important, a little important, moderately important, very important, or extremely important?]
	Extremely important (1)
	Very important (2)
	Moderately important (3)
	A little important (4)
	Not at all important (5)
2016 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,055 Asian Americans and N = 3,002 Latinos)
[C194] How much is being American an important part of how you see yourself?
	Very important (1)
	Somewhat important (2)
	Not very important (3)
	Not at all important (4)
2020 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,956 Asian Americans and N = 4,585 Latinos)
[Q154] How much pride would you say you feel when: You see an American flag or hear the national anthem?
	A lot (1)
	Some (2)
	A little (3)
	None at all (4)
	Don’t know (88)
IV: Partisanship Items
2006 Latino National Survey (N= 8,634 Latinos)
[PARTYID: J1] Generally speaking, do you usually consider yourself a Democrat, a Republican, an Independent, some other party, or what?
Democrat (1)
Republican (2)
Independent (3)
Don’t care (4)
Don’t know/other party (5)
[STRDPARTN: J2] Would you consider yourself a strong ANSWERFROM(QJ1), or a not very strong ANSWERFROM(QJ1)?
Strong ANSWERFROM(QJ1) (1)
Not very strong ANSWERFROM(QJ1) (2)
[INDPARTY: J3] Do you think of yourself as closer to the Republican or Democratic Party?
Republican (1)
Democrat (2)
DK/Not Sure (3)
[CLOPART: J4] Do you think of yourself closer to the Republican or Democratic Party?
Closer to Republican (1)
Closer to Democrat (2)
DK/Ref (3)
2008 National Asian American Survey (N = 5,159 Asian Americans)
[QD1. Party identification screener (rotated)] Generally speaking, do you think of yourself as a [RANDOMIZE ORDER OF REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRAT] Republican, Democrat, Independent, some other party, or do you not think in these terms?
	Republican (1)
	Democrat (2)
	Independent (3)
	Other party (Specify) (4)
	Do not think in these terms (DO NOT READ) (5)
	Don’t Know (98)
	Refused (99)
[QD1A] [IF D1=”Republican”] Would you call yourself a strong Republican or not a strong Republican?
	Strong Republican (1)
	Not a strong Republican (2)
	Skip/NA (97)
	Don’t Know (98)
	Refused (99)
[QD1B] [IF D1=”Democrat”] Would you call yourself a strong Democrat or not a strong Democrat?
	Strong Democrat (1)
	Not a strong Democrat (2)
	Skip/NA (97)
	Don’t Know (98)
	Refused (99)
[QD1C] [IF D1=”Independent”] Do you think of yourself as closer to the Republicans or the Democrats?
	Closer to Republicans (1)
	Closer to Democrat (2)
	Skip/NA (97)
	Don’t Know (98)
	Refused (99)
2012 American National Election Study (N = 1,005 Latinos)
[CSES_PTYCLOST] Which party do you feel closest to?
	Democratic party (1)
	Republican party (2)
	Other {SPECIFY} (5)
[CSES_DEGCLOSE] Do you feel [very close to this party, somewhat close, or not very close / not very close, somewhat close, or very close to this party]?
	Very close (1)
	Somewhat close (2)
	Not very close (3)
2016 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,055 Asian Americans and N = 3,002 Latinos)
[C25] Generally speaking, do you think of yourself as a Republican, a Democrat, an independent, or something else?
	Republican (1)
	Democrat (2)
	Independent (3)
	Other party (4)
[C26] [IF C25=1] Do you consider yourself to be a strong {Dem/Rep}, or not?
	Strong (1)
	Not strong (2)
[C27] [IF C25=3-4] If you had to choose, do you consider yourself closer to the Republican party or the Democratic party?
	Republican (1)
	Democrat (2)
	Independent (3)
	Other party (4)
	Don’t know (88)
2020 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey (N = 3,956 Asian Americans and N = 4,585 Latinos)
[Q21] [IF S7=2 or 3 “When it comes to politics in the U.S.”] Generally speaking, do you think of yourself as a Republican, a Democrat, an independent, or something else?
	Republican (1)
	Democrat (2)
	Independent (3)
	Other party (4)
[Q22] [IF 21=1 or 2] Do you consider yourself to be a strong {Dem/Rep}, or not?
	Strong (1)
	Not strong (2)
[Q23] [IF 21=3-4] If you had to choose, do you consider yourself closer to the Republican party or the Democratic party?
	Republican (1)
	Democrat (2)
	Independent (3)
	Other party (4)
	Don’t know (88)
SI.3. Coding for Covariates in Observational Analyses (Study 1)

Age

2006 LNS: Higher value indicates older 
2008 NAAS: Higher value indicates older
2012 ANES: Higher value indicates older 
2016 CMPS: Higher value indicates older 
2020 CMPS: Higher value indicates older 

Gender

Female (1)
Other (0)

Education

	College education or higher (1)
	All other levels of education (0)

Nativity

	U.S-born (1)
	Foreign-born (0)

Religion

2006 LNS:

How often attend religious services?

More than once a week (5)
Once a week (4)
Once a month (3)
Only major religious holidays (2)
Never (1)

2012 ANES: 

Attend religious services how often?

Every week (5)
Almost every week (4)
Once or twice a month (3)
A few times a year (2)
Never (1)

Ideology

2006 LNS & 2008 NAAS:

Create series of dichotomous indicators

Conservative (1)
Middle of the Road (2)
Liberal (3)
Don’t know (4)
Don’t think in these terms (5)

2012 ANES:

Extremely conservative (1)
Conservative (2)
Slightly conservative (3)
Moderate; middle of the road (4)
Slightly liberal (5)
Liberal (6)
Extremely liberal (7)

2016 CMPS & 2020 CMPS:

Very Conservative (1)
Somewhat Conservative (2)
Moderate (3)
Somewhat Liberal (4)
Very Liberal (5)

Perceived Discrimination

2006 LNS:

	Latinos can get ahead in the United States if they work hard?
	
	Strongly agree (1)
	Somewhat agree (2)
	Somewhat disagree (3)
	Strongly disagree (4)

2008 NAAS:

Have been a victim of a hate crime (1)
Not a victim of a hate crime (0)

2012 ANES & 2016 CMPS: 
	
	Higher value indicates higher levels of discrimination (1-5)

2020 CMPS:

	Higher value indicates higher levels of discrimination (1-4)


SI.4. Correlates of Identity Prioritization Among Asian and Latino Adults

Table SI.4. Correlates of Identity Prioritization Among Asian and Latino AdultsNote: Identity prioritization is coded so that positive scores reflect greater prioritization of one’s pan-ethnic versus American identity. The predictors are coded so that higher scores indicate higher levels of a variable. Interview language is dummy coded, where 1 = English, 0 = non-English. Nativity is dummy coded, with 1 = US born, and 0 = Foreign-born. College is dummy coded, with 1 = completed Bachelor’s degree or higher, and 0 = all others. Age is coded continuously in years.  
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05, two-tailed. 


	
	
	Identity Prioritization

	
	CMPS 2016
(Latinos)
	CMPS 2020
(Latinos)
	LNS (2006)
(Latinos)
	ANES (2012)
(Latinos)
	CMPS 2016
(Asians)
	CMPS 2020
(Asians)
	NAAS (2008)
(Asians)

	
Nativity
	
-.030***
(.004)
	
	.005
(.009)
	
-.503***
(.034)
	
-.063***
(.014)
	
-.104***
(.028)
	
.032***
(.007)
	
.025
(.035)

	
Age
	
-.002***
(.000)
	
-.369***
(.025)
	
-1.010***
(.067)
	
-.218***
(.026)
	
-.010***
(.001)
	
-.375***
(.022)
	
-.001***
(.000)

	
Interview language
	
-.066***
(.008)
	
.011
(.011)
	
-.706***
(.033)
	
-.053**
(.016)
	
.004
(.100)
	
.022
(.029)
	
-.010
(.010)

	
College
	
-.003
(.004)
	
.005
(.008)
	
-.186***
(.035)
	
.007
(.015)
	
-.017
(.030)
	
.002
(.008)
	
.051***
(.009)

	
N
	
5,907
	
3,374
	
7,759
	
885
	
2,987
	
3,659
	
3,334


















SI.5. Full Results for Observational Analyses Reported in Table 3 (Study 1)

	
	2006 LNS
(Latinos)
	2012 ANES
(Latinos)
	2016 CMPS
(Latinos)
	2020 CMPS
(Latinos)
	2008 NAAS
(Asians)
	2016 CMPS
(Asians)
	2020 CMPS
(Asians)

	
Latino ID>
American ID

	
.145***
(.023)
	
.251***
(.062)
	
.214***
(.045)
	
.191***
(.027)
	
---
	
---
	
---

	
AsianID>
American ID

	
---
	
---

	
---
	
---
	
.059***
(.020)
	
.076
(.048)
	
.121***
(.023)

	
Perc’d discrimination
(Latinos)
	
-.017
(.020)
	
.152***
(.044)
	
.256***
(.024)
	
.181***
(.020)
	
---
	
---
	
---

	
Perc’d discrimination
(Asians)
	
---
	
---
	
---
	
---
	
-.005
(.015)
	
.169***
(.023)

	
.091***
(.017)

	
Ideology 
(Liberal)

	
.182***
(.014)
	
.573***
(.048)
	
.356***
(.019)
	
.493***
(.021)
	
.230***
(.014)
	
.433***
(.017)
	
.685***
(.020)

	
Religious attendance

	
-.034**
(.014)

	
See notea

	
-.034*
(.019)
	
-.041**
(.015)
	
See notea
	
-.065***
(.018)
	
-.055***
(.013)

	
US-born


	
.045***
(.010)
	
.015
(.023)

	
-.004
(.014)
	
-.003
(.012)
	
.068***
(.015)
	
-.004
(.013)
	
.018*
(.009)

	
College


	
-.013
(.011)
	
-.049*
(.026)
	
-.020
(.013)
	
-.022*
(.011)
	
.047
(.011)
	
.027*
(.014)
	
-.003
(.011)

	
Female


	
.029***
(.009)
	
.025
(.021)
	
.054***
(.013)
	
.033***
(.011)
	
.020*
(.010)
	
.045***
(.013)
	
.051***
(.009)

	
Age 

	
.168***
(.022)

	
.135**
(.050)
	
.113**
(.037)
	
.132***
(.037)
	
-.061**
(.026)
	
-.029
(.035)
	
.032
(.31)

	
N
	
5,239
	
736
	
2,201
	
2,865
	
3,334
	
2,024
	
3,289


Note: For all regressions, the dependent variable is a continuous measure of partisanship, coded in a pro-Democrat direction (on a 0-1interval). Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. 
aThis variable consists of several dummy indicators capturing estimated regularity of church attendance (i.e., weekly to never). This was done to minimize missingness in this variable due to skip patterns in a survey.
 ***p<.001, **p<.05, *p<.10, two-tailed. 





SI.5.1 Racial and American Identities are Differentially Related to Pro-Democrat Partisanship Among Latino and Asian Adults

Our paper relies on a differenced measure of racial and national identity to capture the relative prioritization of one group attachment over the other. When we unpack this relative measure into its component parts, we see that racial and national identity are differentially related to our main outcome in the paper, pro-Democrat partisanship. We see this pattern across all available studies, with most of these associations achieving statistical significance at conventional levels. Please see footnote 2 in the manuscript for published research validating this concept (identity prioritization) and differenced identity measure. 


Table 5.1. Associations Between Pro-Democratic Partisanship and Latino and American Identities (Decoupled)
Note: Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All estimates adjusted for the following covariates (not shown): age, gender, education, nativity, religiosity, ideology, and perceived discrimination. ***p<.01, **p<.05, *p<.10, two-tailed.

	
	2006 LNS
(Latinos)
	2012 ANES
(Latinos)
	2016 CMPS
(Latinos)
	2020 CMPS
(Latinos)

	
	
Democrat ID
	
Democrat ID
	
Democrat ID
	
Democrat ID

	Latino ID
	.107***
(.017)
	.151***
(.038)
	.148***
(.026)
	.086***
(.020)

	American ID
	-.050***
(.014)
	-.092**
(.042)
	-.051*
(.029)
	-.104***
(.017)

	Constant
	.478***
(.028)
	.194***
(.057)
	.151***
(.036)
	.246***
(.027)

	N
	5,239
	736
	2,201
	2,865














Table 5.2. Associations Between Pro-Democratic Partisanship and Asian and American Identities (Decoupled)
Note: Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All estimates adjusted for the following covariates (not shown): age, gender, education, nativity, religiosity, ideology, and perceived discrimination. ***p<.01, **p<.05, *p<.10, two-tailed.

	
	2008 NAAS
(Asians)
	2016 CMPS
(Asians)
	2020 CMPS
(Asians)

	
	
Democrat ID
	
Democrat ID
	
Democrat ID

	Latino ID
	.043***
(.013)
	.010
(.009)
	.060***
(.017)

	American ID
	-.010
(.016)
	-.016
(.010)
	-.061*
(.014)

	Constant
	.423***
(.024)
	.245***
(.041)
	.180***
(.024)

	N
	3,334
	2,024
	3,289



Table 5.3 Associations Between Pro-Democrat Partisanship and Racial and American Identities (Decoupled) in Experiments with Latino and Asian Adults

	
	Democrat ID
(Latinos)
	Democrat ID
(Asians)

	Racial categorization
	.067
(.117)
	-.110
(.108)

	American categorization
	-.022
(.119)
	.010
(.108)

	Racial ID
	.102***
(.038)
	.167***
(.040)

	American ID
	-.119***
(.034)
	-.211***
(.037)

	N
	1,572
	1,668



Note: Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. ***p<.01, **p<.05, *p<.10, two-tailed.






SI.5.4 Black Adults as a Placebo Test of Identity Prioritization 

The results in table 5.4 serve as a placebo test of our proposed framework, which is applied to Asian Americans and Latinos. Here, we unpack our identity prioritization measure and predict pro-Democrat partisanship levels among Black adults. Net of various covariates (see note in table below), we find that racial identity is positively and robustly associated with pro-Democratic partisanship among Black people, but American identity is meagerly and insignificantly associated with the same outcome. We take this as provisional evidence that our framework is delimited to Asian and Latino adults in the U.S. 

Table 5.4 Placebo Tests with Black Adults –Racial ID is Significantly Associated with Democratic Partisanship, but American ID is NotNote: Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All estimates adjusted for the following covariates (not shown): age, gender, education, nativity, religiosity, ideology, and perceived discrimination. ***p<.01, **p<.05, *p<.10, two-tailed.

	
	2012 ANES
	2020 CMPS


	
	Democrat ID
(Blacks)
	Democrat ID
(Blacks)

	Racial ID
	.122***
(.032)
	.131***
(.015)

	American ID
	-.033
(.037)
	-.014
(.011)

	N
	732
	3,306


















SI.6. Results for Identity Prioritization with National Origin ID instead of Latino ID

Our paper conceptualizes national origin identities as being cognitively encapsulated by pan-ethnic identities. This means that if we can create a measure of identity prioritization that substitutes national origin identity for pan-ethnic identity, we should still find a positive association with Democratic partisanship. 
We searched broadly for public datasets that contained measures of individual differences in national origin identity but found none. However, one of the authors on this paper possessed a 2017 online survey experiment on Dynata’s platform with a national sample of Latino adults. That experiment measured national origin identity and American identity post-treatment. We analyze those items here, restricting our attention to Latinos assigned to the control group (N= 444).
National origin identity among Latinos was measured with three items answered on a scale from 1-strongly disagree to 4-strongly agree: 1) “Identifying as [e.g., Mexican] is central to who I am as an individual; 2) “Being [e.g., Mexican] is unimportant to my sense of what kind of person I am; and 3) “I feel good about being [e.g., Mexican]”. Using the same scale, participants answered another three items with comparable wording, except with reference to the category, American. 
We create our identity prioritization measure by taking the average score of replies across the three national origin identity items and subtracting from it the average score of replies on the American identity items. Thus, higher values on this score indicate prioritization of one’s national origin identity over one’s American identity (M = .060, SD = .855). 
Using this measure, we predicted whether one self-reported being a Democrat or not (the partisan measure in this experiment did not probe intensity of partisanship in order to keep the pre-treatment module brief). We also include as covariates nativity, college education, age, and being female. These are the available covariates we measured pre-treatment. Except for age, which is coded continuously, all other covariates are each dummy coded, with 1 = being native-born, college education, or a female.  
Our results are reported in table SI.6. The main takeaway is that, consistent with our findings in the text, this revised measure of identity prioritization is positively and reliably associated with reports of Democratic partisanship. We note that this relationship should be reassessed and extended to Asian adults in light of new data as it becomes available. 


Table SI.6. Results for Identity Prioritization with National Origin ID instead of Latino ID

	
	Democrat (1=yes, 0=no)

	
Identity prioritization
	
.193**
(.076)

	
Nativity
	
.433**
(.162)

	
College educated
	
.737**
(.149)

	
Female
	
.112
(.129)

	
Age
	
.003
(.005)

	
N
	
444


Note: Data are from a 2017 national experiment with U.S. Latino adults conducted on Dynata’s online platform. These observations are from the control group in that study. 
The coefficients and standard errors are probits, given our outcome’s dichotomous nature. 
**p<.01, two-tailed. 














SI.7. Pre-Registration for IATs with Asian and Latino Adults (Study 2), With Stimuli
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In implicit association tests (IATs), individuals sort stimuli that are randomly presented on a computer screen. These stimuli are sorted using two classification pairs depicted below. The stimuli for each category in a classification pair are included after. 
Classification pair #1
Latinos	                                     Americans
Democrats                             Republicans


[image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\latino1.jpg]

Asian stimuli
Latino stimuli
American stimuli
Democrat stimuli
Republican stimuli


 

Classification pair #2
Americans                               Latinos
Democrats                             Republicans


[image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\dem1.jpg]













Stimuli for categories in classification pairs

Latinos
[image: ]  [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\latino2.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\latino3.png] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\Latino7.png]
Asians
[image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\asian1.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\asian2.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\asian3.jpg][image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\asian5.jpg]
Americans
[image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\americanflag1.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\americanflag2.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\americanflag3.png] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\americanflag4.jpg]
Democrats
[image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\democrat donkey square.png] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\democrat9.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\democrat19.jpeg] 
Republicans
[image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\republican1.png]  [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\republican21.jpg] [image: C:\Users\efren\Dropbox\PC\Documents\Desktop\Polarization and PoC Partisanship\IAT\republican3.png]  












SI.8. Pre-Registration for Experiment with Latino Adults (Study 3)
[image: ]
SI.9 Pre-Registration for Experiment with Asian Adults (Study 4)
[image: ]
SI.10. IRB Certifications for Experimental Data

The IRB certification numbers for all our original experimental data are: 

-IRB#22-000765
-IRB#23-000557
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“This is an anonymized copy (without author names) of the pre-registration. It was created by the author(s) to use during peer-review.
A non-anonymized version (containing author names) should be made available by the authors when the work it supports is made public.

1) Have any data been collected for this study already?
No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?
(H1) The effect of identity prior
sense that one is being treated on the basis of a group that is not centrally important to a person in a specific setting. Identity prioritization is the degree to

ization on Latino partisanship depends on the presence of categorization threat. Categorizat

which one considers one's pan-ethnic identity more important than one's American identity.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.
The dependent variable is expressions of partisan allegiance. These are measured via a traditional 7-point scale and items capturing expressive
partisanship. See below for sequence and wording.

~Generally speaking, do you think of yourself as a Democrat, a Republican, Independent, or what? 1. Democrat, 2. Republican, 3. Independent, 4. Other
party

[IF R CONSIDERS SELF A DEMOCRAT OR REPUBLICAN] -Would you call yourself a strong [Democrat/Republican] or a not very strong.
[Democrat/Republican]? 1.Strong [Democrat/Republican], 2. Not very strong [Democrat/Republican]

[IF R CONSIDERS SELF INDEPENDENT OR OTHER] -Do you think of yourself as closer to the Democratic party or Republican party? 1.Closer to the
Republican party, 2.Neither, 3. Closer to the Democratic party

-When talking about [Democrats/Republicans/Independents], | usually say "we" instead of "they.”
-1am interested in what other people think about [Democrats/Republicans/Independents].

-When people criticize [Democrats/Republicans/Independents], it feels like a personal insult.

-1 have a lot in common with other supporters of the [Democratic/Republican/Independents] party.

1. strongly agree, 2. Agree, 3. Somewhat agree, 4. Neither agree, nor disagree, 5. Somewhat disagree, 6. Disagree, 7. Strongly Disagree

2) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?
Three conditions, consisting of mock news articles. The control condition exposes participants to a news brief about the decline in giant tortoises. In one.
treatment condition, participants read a news brief indicating that many politicians characterize all Latinos as being ethnically aggrieved. In the second

treatment, participants read a news brief indicating that many politicians characterize all Latinos as new Americans.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.
Linear regressions predicting traditional and expressive (scaled) partisanship on the basis of one's assignment to treatment, one's level of identity
prioritization, and the interaction between assigned treatment and identify prioritization. Robust standard errors will be part of the estimation.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for exclu
We exclude from analyses those participants who fail our manipulation check asking them to agree/disagree with a statement about the content of the
article they read.

'g observations.

7) How many observations will be collected or what
number will be determined.
N=1320.

determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)
We also plan to analyze these data in a structural equation modeling (SEM) framework in order to dis-attenuate measurement error in our estimates. We
also plan to run secondary analyses where a handful of covariates are entered into our estimation (e.g., college education, age, nativity).
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1) Have any data been collected for thisstudy already?
No,no data have been calected for this sudy yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or ypothesis beinteste intis stucy?
(11) The efect of dentity pricitzation on Asian American (AA) partisanhip depends on the presence o categorization threa.Categorization treat s the
psychologicalsensethat o s being treated o the basis of a group that s ot cenralyimpartant o 3 person naspeciic seting.dentity prioitzation s
the degree o which one considers one’ pan-ethnic dentty more important than one's American denty.

3) Describethe key dependent variabe(s) speifying how they will be messured.
The dependent vaisbe i expresions of partisan aligance. Thes are messured via 3 traditonal7-piont scale and tems capturing expressive
partisanship. See below for sequence and wording.

Generaly spesking, o yu thinkof yoursef 25 Demorat, 3 Republican, Independent, or what?
120emocrat

‘22Repubiican

3ndependent

430ther party

IF R CONSIDERS SELF AS ADEMOCRAT OR REPUSLICAN]

‘Would you cll yursef astrong [Democrat/Republican] o 3ot verystrong [Democrat/Republican]?
1351r0ng [Democrat/Repubican]
‘220t verysrong [Democrat/Repubican]

IF R CONSIDERS SELF INDEPENDENT OR OTHER

D0 you tink o yourself  closr ta the Democrati partyor Republican party?
12Coser tothe Republican party

22neither

32CIoser o the Demacratic party

[PIPE IN ACCORDING TO PARTISANSHI ABOVE]

Expressve partisan dentity

When taking about [Democrats/Republicans/ndependents, | usuallysay “we" instead of ‘they”
am interesed in what other peopl think sbout [Demacrats/Republicans/independerts),

~When peopl crtize [Democrats/Republicans/Independents, it ees ke 3 personal insult.
have ot in common with other supportersofthe Democratc/Republicanindependents] party.

1. Stronglysgree 2. Agre 3. Somewhat agree 4. Neither agree,nor disagree 5. Somewhat disagree . Disagree 7. trongly Disagree

4 How many and which conditions will prtcpants b ssigned to?
‘Three concitions, consisting of mock news arties. The control condition exposes paticipants 3 news brie aboutthe decine n gian tortaises. none.
trestment conditin, partcipants read a nows bie indicating that many politcans characterze all A 2 being ethnically aggreved. Inthe second
trestment, participant read  news bref ndictin that many polticanscharacteize sl As 35 new Americans.

5)Specify exactly which analyses you will onductto examine the main question/ypothesis.
Usinglinear regressionspredicting raditonl and expressive scaled) partisanship o the basis of one's assighment o treatment, one's levl of dentity
proitztion, and the ineraction between assigned treatment and idenity pioritiation. Robuststandard erors willbe part o he esimation.
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) Describe exacty how outiers will b defined and handled, and your recise ules)fr excluding observations.
We wil fsg those participants who il our manipulaion check I thlr excusion does not introduce mbalances ino our data, we wil repor resuls with
faled manipulation checks excuded.

7) How many observations will be coected or what wil determine sample size? No nee to ustify decsion, but be precse about exactly how the
umber il be determined.
1600,

) Anythingelse you would ike topre-egiser? (e, secondary analyses, varables coleted forexploratory purposes, unusua analyses planned?)
1Fthe faled maripulation checks yild mbalances i our data, we wil estimate our resits wth an indicator of whether one faled the manipuation heck.

or ot a5 3 covariate. We wil 1 explore with thisdichotomous varible moderates any effcts we hypothesized about.

W will meta-analyze the reults here with theresulsfrom 2 conceptualy smilarstudy we performed o Latino aduls.
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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

No, no data have been collected for this study yet.
2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?
The relative prioritization of one's American identity (versus racially minoritized identity) predicts higher levels of identification as Republican (versus

Democrat). This hypothesis pertains to Asian American and Latino adults in the U.S.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) speci

ing how they will be measured.

Traditional, 7-point scale of partisan identity, coded so that higher values indicate stronger self-identification as Democrat.

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?

There are no conditions because this is a correlational analysis based on publicly available (or proprietary) political surveys of Asian American and Latino

adults in the U.S. that we are accessing as secondary users.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.

The analyses will consist of linear OLS regressions where our measure of identity prioritization (American ID vs. racially minoritized ID) predicts higher levels
of Republican self-identification. We will run two models in each sample under analysis, subset by whether respondents are Asian American or Latino. One
model will estimate this bi-variate condition without any controls. The second model will estimate the same relationship, holding constant differences in 1)

sense of discrimination, 2) liberal-conservative ideology, 3) nativity, 4) age, 5) gender, 6) education, and 7) church attendance.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.
Our inclusion rule is to use all available cases in each survey sample under analysis. Loss of cases will be influenced by missing responses on items, which

are produced by skip patterns in survey questions and non-response. We plan to use survey items that optimize retention of cases while operationalizing

each variable as faithfully as possible in similar ways across survey samples.

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify de

n, but be precise about exactly how the
number will be determined.

Each survey under analysis was collected by other researchers and organizations with their goals in mind. We are accessing these publicly available (and 1

proprietary) datasets to undertake our proposed hypothesis tests. Most samples under analyses contain at least 1,000 individual cases from each
population of interests (i.e., Asian and Latino adults). Each sample s subject to loss of cases based on our answer to item 6 above. The datasets we plan to
access and analyze for our purposes are:

1) 2006 Latino National Survey, 2) 2012 American National Election Study, 3) 2016 Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey, and 4) 2020

Collaborative Multi-Racial Post-Election Survey, 5) 2008 National Asian American Survey.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)

Each survey contains measures of our key variables and covariates. However, these measures are not standardized across surveys. Thus, there will be some

variability in how each variable is operationalized. Given this variability, we will also conduct a mini meta-analysis of our key estimate (see item 5) by using
the blueprint provided by Jin Goh and associates (2016, Social and Personality Psychology Compass). This will allow us to estimate any reliable summary

relationships across datasets.
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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?
No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

H1) Latinos have stronger mental associations between Democrats and Latinos than Democrats and Americans.
H2) Asians have stronger mental associations between Democrats and Asians than Democrats and Americans.
H3) Latinos have stronger mental associations between Democrats and their pan-ethnic group than Asians.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.
Scores from an implicit association test (IAT) testing Democrats | racial group versus Republicans | Americans.

2) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?
The IAT is a within-subjects experiment, where the order of evaluated associations is manipulated. There are two classification conditions, which are

randomly assigned to participants.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.
-Use of D-scores and mean differences in response times (milliseconds) between conditions.

~t-tests to gauge whether IAT scores vary significantly between Asian and Latino participants.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.
See Nosek et al. (2002) on conventional scoring of IAT data.

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the
number will be determined.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)
Nothing else to pre-register.




