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Table A1: Descriptive summary statistics
Variable N Mean SD Min Max
Trust Government 870 0.470 0.499 0 1
Trust Media 846 0.221 0.415 0 1
Trust Legal system 857 0.740 0.439 0 1
Sat. with life 869 0.918 0.274 0 1
Direction of country 772 0.466 0.499 0 1
Direction of the EU 705 0.262 0.440 0 1
Treatment 870 0.779 0.415 0 1
Left-right position 870 4.907 2.012 1 10
Eurosceptic 870 0.344 0.475 0 1
Sex 870 0.497 0.500 0 1
Age (years) 870 51.157 19.633 15 96
Age (categorical) 870 3.989 1.704 1 6
Employment 870 2.413 0.630 1 3
Urbanicity 870 2.237 0.563 1 3
Region 870 6.282 2.823 1 11
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Figure A1: Mean level trust measures in Eurobarometer 87.2
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Table A2: OLS regression models
(1) (2) (3) (4)

X Main model + linear left-right interaction + binary left-right interaction + EU-based interaction

Treatment 0.10** -0.14 0.18*** 0.04
(0.04) (0.12) (0.05) (0.05)

Left-right position 0.05*** 0.01
(0.01) (0.02)

Treatment*Left-right position 0.05**
(0.02)

Left-wing voter 0.01
(0.08)

Treatment*Left-wing voter -0.24***
(0.09)

Eurosceptic -0.20***
(0.07)

Treatment*Eurosceptic 0.14*
(0.08)

Sex (female) -0.09** -0.08** -0.10*** -0.11***
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03)

Age (baseline: 15-24)
25-24 -0.02 -0.01 -0.03 -0.08

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.06)
35-44 -0.00 0.01 0.00 -0.03

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.07)
45-54 -0.06 -0.05 -0.06 -0.09

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.07)
55-64 -0.00 0.01 -0.01 -0.02

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.07)
65+ 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.03

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.06)
Employment (baseline: Self-employed)
Employed 0.08 0.08 0.06 0.06

(0.06) (0.06) (0.06) (0.06)
Unemployed 0.12* 0.12* 0.11 0.10

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.07)
Urbanicity (baseline: rural)
Town/Suburb 0.02 0.02 0.02 -0.03

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.07)
City -0.04 -0.03 -0.04 -0.11

(0.08) (0.08) (0.08) (0.08)
Constant -0.00 0.19 0.23 0.41***

(0.15) (0.17) (0.15) (0.14)

Observations 870 870 870 1,006
R-squared 0.09 0.10 0.09 0.06

Regional FE included but not shown
Robust standard errors in parentheses

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table A3: Logistic regression models
(1) (2) (3) (4)

X Main model + linear left-right interaction + binary left-right interaction + EU-based interaction

Treatment 0.44** -0.65 0.77*** 0.17
(0.18) (0.52) (0.21) (0.20)

Left-right position 0.21*** 0.03
(0.04) (0.09)

Treatment*Left-right position 0.22**
(0.10)

Left-wing voter 0.02
(0.35)

Treatment*Left-wing voter -1.03***
(0.39)

Eurosceptic -0.89***
(0.33)

Treatment*Eurosceptic 0.65*
(0.36)

Sex (female) -0.37** -0.37** -0.42*** -0.47***
(0.15) (0.15) (0.15) (0.14)

Age (baseline: 15-24)
25-34 -0.10 -0.04 -0.11 -0.35

(0.31) (0.32) (0.31) (0.27)
35-44 -0.01 0.04 0.02 -0.11

(0.32) (0.33) (0.32) (0.27)
45-54 -0.25 -0.21 -0.27 -0.39

(0.32) (0.33) (0.32) (0.28)
55-64 -0.01 0.03 -0.02 -0.06

(0.32) (0.32) (0.32) (0.28)
65+ 0.05 0.08 0.03 0.14

(0.29) (0.30) (0.29) (0.25)
Employment (baseline: Self-employed)
Employed 0.35 0.35 0.27 0.24

(0.29) (0.29) (0.28) (0.27)
Unemployed 0.55* 0.55* 0.48 0.43

(0.31) (0.31) (0.30) (0.28)
Urbanicity (baseline: rural)
Town/Suburb 0.09 0.10 0.08 -0.13

(0.32) (0.33) (0.32) (0.31)
City -0.17 -0.16 -0.18 -0.51

(0.36) (0.37) (0.36) (0.35)
Constant -2.20*** -1.34* -1.17* -0.38

(0.68) (0.77) (0.66) (0.62)

Observations 870 870 870 1,006
Regional FE included but not shown

Robust standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Figure A2: Conditional test of mechanisms by ideology
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A Robustness tests

Figure A3: ITT effect sensitivity to day 0 observations

To provide evidence that we have not just observed an effect on the date of treatment
spuriously out of chance, we apply a randomisation inference test in which we ran-
domly assign the date for treatment for observations creating a placebo treatment date
and model its effect on our outcome measure of trust. Figure A5 reports the results of
1,000 iterations. The vertical dashed line indicates the reported treatment effect coeffi-
cient. As demonstrated, the density of treatment effects using placebo-assigned treat-
ment dates cluster around zero and are significantly distinct from the point-estimate
(β = .10 |p = 0.015) that we find in our analysis. We take this as strong evidence that
our observed treatment effects are not spurious.
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Figure A4: rdlocrand window sensitively test

Figure A5: Randomisation inference via permutation
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Figure A6: (Non-)moderating role of political interest
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Figure A7: Multiverse specification curve
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B Media reporting
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Figure A8: Front page - The Guardian (19th April 2017)
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Figure A9: Front page - The Telegraph (19th April 2017)
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Figure A10: Front page - The Daily Mail (19th April 2017)
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Figure A11: Front page - The Independent (19th April 2017)
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