APPENDIX A. THE YOoUuGOV SURVEYS

Germany: YouGov completed 3,697 interviews from June 30 to July 13, 2020. The re-
spondents were matched to a sampling frame on gender, age, and education. This frame
was constructed by stratified sampling from the 2018 Eurobarometer with selection within
strata by weighted sampling (using the person weights on the public use file). The matched
cases were weighted to the sampling frame using propensity scores. The matched cases and
the frame were combined and a logistic regression was estimated for inclusion in the frame.
The propensity score function included age, gender, years of education, and state. The
propensity scores were grouped into deciles of the estimated propensity score in the frame
and post-stratified according to these deciles. The weights were then post-stratified on
2017 General Election vote choice, and a stratification of gender, state, age (4-categories),
and education (4-categories) to produced the final weight.

United States: YouGov interviewed 2234 respondents from June 23 - July 6, 2021 who
were then matched down to a sample of 2000 to produce the final dataset. The respon-
dents were matched to a sampling frame on gender, age, race, and education. The frame
was constructed by stratified sampling from the full 2019 American Community Survey
(ACS) 1-year sample with selection within strata by weighted sampling with replacements
(using the person weights on the public use file). The matched cases were weighted to the
sampling frame using propensity scores. The matched cases and the frame were combined
and a logistic regression was estimated for inclusion in the frame. The propensity score
function included age, gender, race/ethnicity, years of education, and region. The propen-
sity scores were grouped into deciles of the estimated propensity score in the frame and
post-stratified according to these deciles. The weights were then post-stratified on 2016 and
2020 Presidential vote choice, and a four-way stratification of gender, age (4-categories),
race (4-categories), and education (4-categories), to produce the final weight.

Hungary: YouGov interviewed 2029 respondents between July 1 - July 13, 2021 who were
then matched down to a sample of 2000 to produce the final dataset respondents. The
respondents were matched to a sampling frame on gender, age, and education. The frame
was constructed by stratified sampling from the 2019 Eurobarometer with selection within
strata by weighted sampling with replacements (using the person weights on the public
use file). The matched cases were weighted to the sampling frame using propensity scores.
The matched cases and the frame were combined and a logistic regression was estimated
for inclusion in the frame. The propensity score function included age, gender, years of
education, and region. The propensity scores were grouped into deciles of the estimated
propensity score in the frame and post-stratified according to these deciles. The weights
were then post-stratified on ideology (10-categories), region, and a four-way stratification
of gender, age (4-categories), race (4-categories), and education (4-categories), to produce
the final weight.

Poland: YouGov interviewed 2000 respondents from July 1 - July 13, 2021. The re-



spondents were weighted to a sampling frame on gender, age, and education. The frame
was constructed by stratified sampling from the 2019 Eurobarometer with selection within
strata by weighted sampling with replacements (using the person weights on the public
use file). The matched cases were weighted to the sampling frame using propensity scores.
The matched cases and the frame were combined and a logistic regression was estimated
for inclusion in the frame. The propensity score function included age, gender, years of
education, and region. The propensity scores were grouped into deciles of the estimated
propensity score in the frame and post-stratified according to these deciles. The weights
were then post-stratified on ideology (10-categories), region, and a four-way stratification
of gender, age (4-categories), race (4-categories), and education (4-categories), to produce
the final weight.

Coding perception of Covid-19 threat

The wording from this question was taken from the the YouGov Covid-19 Public Monitor,
an international survey that launched in late February 2020 and has since been fielded
monthly in 28 countries. For additional information, see https://today.yougov.com/
topics/international/articles-reports/2020/03/17/fear-catching-covid-19.

Coding Most- and Least- Liked Parties in Germany

Respondents that skipped the most- or least-liked parties and were subsequently assigned
to those treatment conditions (71 & 67, respectively) were assigned to the CDU/CSU as
the most-liked treatment text and the AfD as the default least-liked treatment text. The
CDU is the largest government coalition in the Bundestag and garnered the largest number
of supporters in our data; the AfD is a far-right party subject to widespread opprobrium
in domestic and international media and is the least supported party among our survey
respondents. Table[AT]displays the distribution of responses for two questions on the survey
that asked respondents to name their most- and least-liked political parties in Germany.

Table Al: Most and Least Liked Parties

Party Name % Most Liked % Least Liked

CDU/CSU 28.28 8.15
SPD 14.91 3.47
AfD 15.04 64.48
Die Grunen 20.48 15.02
Die Linke 14.23 7.24
FDP 7.05 1.64

One concern readers may have is whether including those respondents who skipped the
most- or least-liked parties question changes our results. Figure presents the results
from Figures 1 and 2 in the text of the paper alongside the analogous estimates if those
respondents are removed from the analysis. The removal of the handful of respondents who
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were classified according to this procedure produces only negligible differences in the esti-
mates. With these respondents included, the average fine for the most-liked MP category is
332.3 (dollars); without them, that average is 322.5. With those respondents included, the
average fine for the least-liked MP category is 400.6; when they are removed, that average
is 408.6. When we divide the sample by respondents’ Covid-19 concern, the differences
are similarly small. For respondents in the most-liked MP category, the difference in fine
between worried and not worried respondents is 85.8 when all respondents are included but
94 when we exclude respondents whose partisanship had to be imputed. In the least-liked
MP category, the difference between worried and not worried respondents is 22.9 among
all respondents and 7.8 with the slightly smaller sample. Given that the outcome variable
ranges from 0 to 600, these differences are small. And, as the figure demonstrates, including
these respondents does not change our substantive conclusions.



Figure Al: Including or Excluding German Respondents
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The left-hand panels of this figure are the Germany panels of Figures 1 and 2 from the
text of the paper. The right-hand panels replicate those estimates, removing the handful
of German respondents who skipped the most- or least-liked party questions.



APPENDIX B. EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN & RESULTS

This Appendix provides additional information about the experiment design and full re-

sults.

Figure B1 displays histograms of the outcome variable for each country, converted to
U.S. dollars.

Figures B2 and B3 mirror the results shown in Figures 1 and 2 of the paper, including
two other shoppers: “Someone” and a “Senior Civil Servant” which enable us to
make comparisons between partisan elites (discussed in the body of the paper), a
nonpartisan elite, and a nonpartisan layperson.

Table B1 presents the results of the difference-in-means tests across the unconditional
results (underlying Figures 1 and B2); Tables B2-B5 present the same results for the
differences according to Covid-19 concern (underlying Figures 2 and B3). To make
the effect sizes more easily understandable, all of the effect sizes are converted to U.S.
dollars.

Tables B6 and B7 demonstrate the robustness of our results in multivariate linear
regressions with controls for respondents’ political and demographic characteristics.
In all regressions, the control variables are scored from 0 to 1 with higher values
indicating greater levels of the independent variable (e.g., older, more educated, or
more politically-interested respondents). The Germany regressions do not control for
respondents’ vaccination status because the survey was fielded before any Covid-19
vaccine was approved.
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Figure B1: Histograms of Fine Amounts
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This figure shows the distribution of fines levied against the shoppers by our respondents,
converted to U.S. dollars for ease of comparison.



Figure B2: Average Fine Imposed, by Shopper Treatment
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The point estimates represent the average value of fines imposed, by the identity of the
shopper. The whiskers represent 95% confidence intervals.




Figure B3: Average Fine Imposed, by Shopper Treatment and Covid-19 Concern
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The point estimates represent the average value of fines imposed, by respondents’ level of
concern about Covid-19. The whiskers represent 95% confidence intervals.



Table B1: T-Test Results, Converted to U.S. Dollar

’ Country Treatment \ Difference (US Dollar converted) \ P-value ‘
Germany Someone vs. Civil Servant $46 p < 0.001
Germany Someone vs. Most-Liked $151 p < 0.001
Germany Someone vs. Least Liked $219 p < 0.001
Germany Civil Servant vs. Most-Liked | $104 p < 0.001
Germany Civil Servant vs. Least-Liked | $173 p < 0.001
Germany Most-Liked vs. Least Liked | $68 p < 0.001
United States | Someone vs. Civil Servant $159 p < 0.001
United States | Someone vs. Most-Liked $149 p < 0.001
United States | Someone vs. Least Liked $223 p < 0.001
United States | Civil Servant vs. Most-Liked | $10 p > 0.050
United States | Civil Servant vs. Least-Liked | $63 p < 0.001
United States | Most-Liked vs. Least Liked $73 p < 0.001
Hungary Someone vs. Civil Servant $231 p < 0.001
Hungary Someone vs. Most-Liked $158 p < 0.001
Hungary Someone vs. Least Liked $269 p < 0.001
Hungary Civil Servant vs. Most-Liked | $72 p < 0.001
Hungary Civil Servant vs. Least-Liked | $38 p < 0.010
Hungary Most-Liked vs. Least Liked $111 p < 0.001
Poland Someone vs. Civil Servant $198 p < 0.001
Poland Someone vs. Most-Liked $158 p < 0.001
Poland Someone vs. Least Liked $212 p < 0.001
Poland Civil Servant vs. Most-Liked | $39 p < 0.001
Poland Civil Servant vs. Least-Liked | $14 p > 0.050
Poland Most-Liked vs. Least Liked | $54 p < 0.001




Table B2: Germany: P-Values and U.S. Dollar-Converted Differences

’ Treatment ‘ Difference (US Dollar) ‘ P-value
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Someone (Concerned) $54 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $45 p < 0.010
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $106 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $139 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $225 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $232 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $255 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $9 p > 0.050
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $51 p < 0.010
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $85 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $170 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $177 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $200 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $61 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) | $94 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $180 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) | $187 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $210 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $33 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $118 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $126 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $148 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $85 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $92 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $115 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $7 p > 0.050
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $30 p > 0.050
Least-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $22 p > 0.050
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Table B3: United States: P-Values and U.S. Dollar-Converted Differences

’ Treatment ‘ Difference (US Dollar) ‘ P-value
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Someone (Concerned) $111 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $169 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $251 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $153 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $261 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $251 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $283 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $57 p < 0.010
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $139 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $41 p > 0.050
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $150 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $139 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $172 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $82 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) | $15 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $92 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) | $82 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $114 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $98 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $10 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $0.03 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $32 p > 0.050
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $108 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $98 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $130 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $10 p > 0.050
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $22 p > 0.050
Least-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $32 p > 0.050
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Table B4: Hungary: P-Values and U.S. Dollar-Converted Differences

’ Treatment ‘ Difference (US Dollar) ‘ P-value
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Someone (Concerned) $44 p < 0.050
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $240 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $252 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $163 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $191 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $281 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $297 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $196 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $208 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $118 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $147 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $237 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $252 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $12 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) | $77 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $48 p < 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) | $41 p < 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $56 p < 0.010
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $89 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $61 p < 0.010
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $29 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $44 p < 0.050
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $28 p > 0.050
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $118 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $133 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $90 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $105 p < 0.001
Least-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $15 p > 0.050
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Table B5: Poland: P-Values and U.S. Dollar-Converted Differences

’ Treatment ‘ Difference (US Dollar) ‘ P-value
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Someone (Concerned) $107 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $241 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $252 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $193 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $218 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $255 p < 0.001
Someone (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $266 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Not Concerned) $134 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $144 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $85 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $110 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $148 p < 0.001
Someone (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $159 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Civil Servant (Concerned) $10 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) | $49 p < 0.010
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $23 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) | $14 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $25 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Not Concerned) $59 p < 0.001
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $33 p < 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $3 p > 0.050
Civil Servant (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $14 p > 0.050
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Most-Liked (Concerned) $25 p > 0.050
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $62 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $73 p < 0.001
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Not Concerned) $37 p < 0.050
Most-Liked (Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $48 p < 0.010
Least-Liked (Not Concerned) vs. Least-Liked (Concerned) $10 p > 0.050
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Table B6:

Linear Regression Results: Direct Effects

Fine Amount

(1) GE (Euro)

(2) US (Dollar) (3) HG (Forint)

(4) PL (zloty)

Someone —196.965" —230.384* —79,131.240" —796.871*
(Baseline: (10.401) (13.679) (3,766.809) (45.777)
Least-Liked MP)
Civil-Servant —155.112* —73.449* —12,056.460* —30.863
(Baseline: (10.493) (13.754) (3,738.830) (45.610)
Least-Liked MP)
Most-Liked MP —62.231" —87.408* —34,156.140* —212.215"
(Baseline: (10.445) (14.547) (3,976.237) (45.639)
Least-Liked MP)
Covid Concern 49.818™ 51.079* 6,042.641* 61.915
(7.678) (11.061) (2,902.775) (33.630)
Controls
Conservative Ideology 21.418 —135.121* 19,585.060" 11.808
(21.782) (20.126) (5,870.132) (67.099)
Gender —11.178 18.226 —3,756.309 —0.799
(7.503) (10.338) (2,822.660) (32.348)
Age 3.554 74.931* —4,401.999 126.011
(16.159) (20.401) (6,172.123) (71.413)
Education —11.074 22.851 —16,379.700* —76.522
(13.309) (17.963) (5,993.181) (80.677)
White —18.295
(11.296)
Political Interest 10.632 22.273 6,659.218 177.051*
(15.715) (24.341) (6,702.729) (81.185)
Rural —1.182 —13.144 15,498.790 33.734
(8.124) (13.233) (9,241.567) (53.366)
Vaccine 105.389* 14,535.130™ 293.002*
(14.388) (3,456.881) (43.605)
Constant 329.685" 364.157" 113,975.000* 1,327.475*
(22.058) (32.084) (7,694.402) (99.200)
Observations 2,336 1,721 1,699 1,925
R? 0.174 0.241 0.247 0.211
Adjusted R? 0.171 0.235 0.242 0.207
Note: *p<0.05
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Table B7: Linear Regression Results: Conditional Effects

Fine Amount

(1) GE (Euro)

(2) US (Dollar)

(3) HG (Forint)

(4) PL (zloty)

Someone —208.890™* —259.156™ —82,644.480* —966.942*
(Baseline: (13.291) (16.988) (4,987.679) (62.116)
Least-Liked MP)
Civil-servant —168.990™* —87.361* —11,926.790* —32.748
(Baseline: (13.308) (17.293) (4,940.058) (61.934)
Least-Liked MP)
Most-Liked MP —84.161* —111.880* —35,034.280* —242.858*
(Baseline: (13.313) (18.276) (5,335.798) (64.216)
Least-Liked MP)
Covid Concern 18.477 7.725 3,744.543 —49.236
(15.337) (19.599) (5,214.312) (66.660)
Controls
Conservative Ideology 22.164 —134.679* 19,622.550™* 12.568
(21.765) (20.122) (5.879.850) (66.874)
Female —11.268 18.549 —3,750.456 —2.312
(7.497) (10.343) (2,828.767) (32.191)
Age 3.128 76.196* —4,757.467 134.288
(16.157) (20.373) (6,185.474) (71.052)
Education —11.177 24.701 —16,429.050* —86.490
(13.316) (17.945) (5,996.568) (80.317)
‘White —18.645
(11.281)
Political Interest 11.545 20.870 6,610.052 177.370*
(15.708) (24.319) (6,705.789) (80.759)
Rural —0.827 —13.878 15,003.590 26.616
(8.118) (13.214) (9,259.858) (53.139)
Vaccinated 105.273* 14,555.600™* 288.648*
(14.364) (3,458.475) (43.381)
Someone 31.240 80.831* 8,266.426 371.885*
x Covid Concern (21.318) (28.503) (7,611.228) (91.148)
Civil-servant 36.367 38.248 —487.603 —3.258
x Covid Concern (21.622) (28.407) (7,560.682) (90.883)
Most-Liked MP 56.864* 66.623* 1,978.726 68.683
x Covid Concern (21.425) (30.047) (7,972.188) (90.956)
Constant 340.922* 379.079* 115,252.600* 1,385.171*
(22.637) (32.745) (7,896.408) (103.533)
Observations 2,336 1,721 1,699 1,925
R? 0.177 0.245 0.248 0.221
Adjusted R2 0.172 0.238 0.242 0.215
Note: *p<0.05
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Including Mask Support

Readers may be concerned that individual-level attitudes toward masking policies are highly
correlated with respondents’ Covid-19 concern, potentially confounding our analysis. At
the beginning of our surveys—before the experiment—we asked respondents their opinions
on mandatory masking policies on a four-point scale ranging from “Strongly Support” to
“Strongly Oppose” in response to the following question: “In response to the COVID-19
pandemic, many places have imposed laws requiring citizens to wear masks in public places
or else possibly receive a fine. Do you support or oppose such a policy?” Overall 32% of
respondents opposed these policies (30% of respondents in the U.S. and Germany and 34%
of respondents in Poland and Hungary). Overall, this item is correlated with our measure
of Covid-19 concern at r = 0.34, a relationship that is stable across consolidated and
nonconsolidated democracies in our sample (r = 0.35 in the U.S. and Germany; r = 0.34 in
Poland and Hungary. Tables [B§| and B9 replicate Tables [B| and adding this measure
of support for mandatory masking to the multivariate regression. While in the models
without conditional effects Covid Concern no longer has a statistically significant direct
effect in the U.S. and Hungary when support for mandatory masking is included in the
regression, none of the results that we discuss in the body of the paper are substantively
altered by the inclusion of this variable in the model.
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Table B8: Linear Regression Results: Direct Effects (Including Mask Policy Support)

Fine Amount
(1) GE (Euro) (2) US (Dollar) (3) HG (Forint) (4) PL (zloty)

Someone —192.897* —235.269" —79,095.160* —791.399*
(Baseline: (10.094) (13.277) (3,720.716) (45.161)
Least-Liked MP)
Civil-Servant —149.902* —74.271* —11,792.060* —32.257
(Baseline: (10.187) (13.341) (3,693.295) (44.990)
Least-Liked MP)
Most-Liked MP —58.161" —93.547* —33,530.590" —212.647*
(Baseline: (10.137) (14.123) (3,928.773) (44.998)
Least-Liked MP)
Covid Concern 17.736™ 18.997 1679.101 —6.110
(7.902) (11.163) (2,943.350) (34.381)
Controls
Conservative Ideology 45.263 —57.165™ 17,134.250* —2.600
(21.219) (20.909) (5,810.310) (66.213)
Gender —11.050 11.072 —3,796.450 7.377
(7.277) (10.051) (2,788.124) (31.916)
Age 0.132 63.341* —7,897.418 68.797
(15.676) (19.820) (6,119.816) (70.850)
Education —18.906 24.720 —18,849.790™ —89.046
(12.925) (17.425) (5,931.794) (79.588)
‘White —9.258
(10.991)
Political Interest —0.698 34.744 2,327.677 118.257
(15.271) (23.641) (6,653.527) (80.481)
Rural —2.778 —4.024 15,627.380 20.150
(7.880) (12.866) (9,128.492) (52.669)
Vaccine 33.276* 4,122.982 151.595*
(15.581) (3,765.237) (47.002)
Mask Support 138.630* 171.005* 28,433.960* 394.495*
(11.421) (16.428) (4,333.083) (53.430)
Constant 249.284* 267.659* 113,116.200* 1,310.870*
(22.397) (32.472) (7,601.367) (97.844)
Observations 2,336 1,721 1,699 1,926
R? 0.224 0.286 0.266 0.233
Adjusted R? 0.220 0.281 0.261 0.228
Note: *p<0.05
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Table B9: Linear Regression Results: Conditional Effects (Including Mask Policy Support)

Fine Amount

(1) GE (Euro)

(2) US (Dollar)

(3) HG (Forint) (4) PL (zloty)

Someone —203.833* —262.759* —83,256.960™" —960.818™
(Baseline: (12.904) (16.480) (4,926.420) (61.275)
Least-Liked MP)
Civil-servant —160.735* —86.607* —11,552.750* —35.859
(Baseline: (12.931) (16.772) (4,878.850) (61.091)
Least-Liked MP)
Most-Liked MP —76.393* —119.117* —34,444.920* —245.707*
(Baseline: (12.934) (17.739) (5,270.086) (63.279)
Least-Liked MP)
Covid Concern —8.242 22.939 —977.719 —118.618
(15.047) (19.235) (5,198.617) (66.418)
Controls
Conservative Ideology 45.721* —56.479* 17,148.310* —1.987
(21.210) (20.909) (5.818.644) (65.991)
Female —11.098 11.566 —3,793.477 5.768
(7.275) (10.053) (2,793.538) (31.760)
Age —0.151 64.706* —8,361.132 77.174
(15.680) (19.790) (6,132.674) (70.491)
Education —18.942 26.554 —18,933.910* —99.050
(12.938) (17.405) (5,933.968) (79.229)
‘White —9.520
(10.976)
Political Interest 0.205 33.596 2,229.706 118.873
(15.272) (23.618) (6,655.290) (80.056)
Rural —2.458 —4.766 15,041.630 13.259
(7.879) (12.845) (9,144.515) (52.443)
Vaccinated 33.209* 4,055.472 148.123*
(15.553) (3.766.292) (46.754)
Mask Support 137.625™* 170.905* 28,687.890* 392.280*
(11.427) (16.401) (4,337.183) (53.148)
Someone 28.487 77.212* 9,800.013 370.280*
x Covid Concern (20.687) (27.646) (7,519.995) (89.906)
Civil-servant 28.248 34.014 —771.317 0.495
x Covid Concern (20.992) (27.554) (7,466.626) (89.645)
Most-Liked MP 47.204* 69.542* 2,074.211 73.379
x Covid Concern (20.806) (29.143) (7,872.897) (89.672)
Constant 259.171* 281.533* 114,590.800* 1,369.777*
(22.990) (33.109) (7,798.689) (102.099)
Observations 2,336 1,721 1,699 1,926
R2 0.225 0.290 0.267 0.242
Adjusted R? 0.221 0.283 0.261 0.237
Note: *p<0.05
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Three-Way Interaction

Our third hypothesis relates to the varied effect of Covid Concern on the experimental
treatments by institutional context. Note that our third hypothesis is about the presence
or absence of an effect in the two types of country contexts rather than the difference in the
size of this effect. However, it is possible to test whether the size of this conditional effect
differs across context by stacking the four country datasets, adding an indicator variable for
consolidated /nonconsolidated democracy, and including the requisite interactions between
treatments, Covid Concern, and democratic context. Table BI0|contains these results. The
relevant coefficient: the three-way interaction between Most-Liked MP, Covid Concern, and
Context has a p-value of 0.069.
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Table B10: Linear Regression Results: Three-Way Interaction

Dependent variable:
Fine Amount

Someone —267.215*
(12.556)
Civil-servant —27.516*
(12.506)
Most-Liked MP —88.758™
(13.205)
Covid Concern 8.845
(13.185)
Consolidated —30.144*
(11.981)
Conservative Ideology —16.601
(9.937)
Female —3.146
(4.672)
Age 28.607*
(9.774)
Education 32.451%
(8.743)
Political Interest 58.049*
(10.551)
Rural —11.684
(6.491)
Someone x Covid Concern 66.149™
(18.787)
Civil-servant X Covid Concern —1.462
(18.707)
Most-Liked MP x Covid Concern 17.799
(19.095)
Someone x Consolidated 22.491
(16.757)
Civil-servant X Consolidated —117.039*
(16.772)
Most-Liked MP x Consolidated —13.014
(17.456)
Covid Concern X Consolidated 17.746
(18.300)
Someone x Covid Concern X Consolidated —18.382
(26.106)
Civil-servant X Covid Concern X Consolidated 37.849
(26.147)
Most-Liked MP X Covid Concern X Consolidated 48.396
(26.622)
Constant 378.940*
(14.376)
Observations 7,707
R2 0.191
Adjusted R? 0.188

Note:*p<0.05

20



