APPENDIX A: Question Wording 
Question Wording
1. Protest Attendance: For which of the following issues did you attend a march, demonstration, or rally, or attend a counter-protest to this issue?
As you select, indicate the issue or side you were supporting.
· In support of Black Lives Matter

2. Donations to BLM : Thinking about your overall giving or donations to different organizations and causes, how much, if any, did you donate to the following: 
· Black Lives Matter 
· Local Police association 
· Immigrant rights organization 
· Your church or place of worship 
· Local school 

3. “ Over the past year, did you participate in a Black Lives Matter protest or a protest against police brutality?” 
· Yes 
· No 

4. Based on everything you have heard or seen, how much do you support or oppose the Black Lives Matter movement? 
· Strongly support 
· Somewhat support 
· Neither support nor oppose 
· Somewhat oppose 
· Strongly oppose 

5. How strongly do you agree or disagree with the following statements? “I have a 	responsibility to support the Black Lives Matter movement.” 

6. “Based on everything you have heard or seen, how much do you support or oppose the Black Lives Matter movement?” 
· Strongly support 
· Somewhat support 
· Neither support nor oppose 
· Somewhat oppose 
· Strongly oppose 
APPENDIX B : Additional Empirical Analyses 
Table B1. Racial and Ethnic Self-Identification of Respondents (ISPU, 2020)
	Category
	Freq.
	Percent

	White
	266
	34.41

	Asian/Chinese/Japanese/Indian/Pakistani
	185
	23.93

	Black or African American
	164
	21.22

	Arab
	109
	14.10

	Mixed
	27
	3.49

	Other
	7
	0.91

	Native American/American Indian/Alaska Native
	7
	0.91

	Refused/No Answer
	4
	0.52

	Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
	2
	0.26

	Hispanic
	2
	0.26

	Total
	773
	100.00


Note: Rows sorted by frequency.

Figure 1 : Support for Black Lives Matter; Multivariate Regression Results, (ISPU, 2019) 
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Figure 2 : Coefficient Plot for Model 1
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Figure 1 : Coefficient Plot for Model 2
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Table 2 : Model1  and Model 2’s results *with* interaction of Muslim and Racial Background
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Table 3: Models 1 and 2 in Study 2, without Linked Fate Variable
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Table 4 : BLM Support Among Muslims Only
[image: A table of numbers and text

Description automatically generated with medium confidence]



Additional CMPS Questions related to the study
Table 5 : BLM Protest Attendance  
	BLM Protest Attendance
	 Coef.
	 St.Err.
	 t-value
	 p-value
	 [95% Conf
	 Interval]
	 Sig

	Muslim
	.106
	.015
	6.90
	0
	.076
	.136
	***

	Women
	-.041
	.006
	-7.32
	0
	-.052
	-.03
	***

	Age
	-.005
	0
	-28.81
	0
	-.005
	-.005
	***

	Black
	.056
	.007
	8.45
	0
	.043
	.069
	***

	Education
	-.015
	.011
	-1.34
	.179
	-.038
	.007
	

	Income
	0
	0
	-2.53
	.012
	0
	0
	**

	Ideology
	.198
	.013
	15.30
	0
	.173
	.224
	***

	Linked Fate with Black Americans
	.032
	.01
	3.36
	.001
	.013
	.051
	***

	Religious Importance
	.069
	.009
	7.45
	0
	.051
	.087
	***

	Perceptions of Discrimination
	.001
	.006
	0.17
	.861
	-.01
	.012
	

	Constant
	.202
	.015
	13.67
	0
	.173
	.231
	***

	

	Mean dependent var
	0.147
	SD dependent var 
	0.354

	R-squared 
	0.104
	Number of obs  
	15182

	F-test  
	176.862
	Prob > F 
	0.000

	Akaike crit. (AIC)
	9933.751
	Bayesian crit. (BIC)
	10017.658

	*** p<.01, ** p<.05, * p<.1

	


Table 6 : “Based on everything you have heard or seen, how much do you support or oppose the Black Lives Matter movement?” 
	Support for BLM
	 Coef.
	 St.Err.
	 t-value
	 p-value
	 [95% Conf
	 Interval]
	 Sig

	Muslim
	.05
	.012
	4.04
	0
	.026
	.074
	***

	Women
	.035
	.004
	7.75
	0
	.026
	.044
	***

	Age
	-.002
	0
	-15.81
	0
	-.002
	-.002
	***

	Black
	.112
	.005
	20.90
	0
	.102
	.123
	***

	Education
	-.006
	.009
	-0.66
	.511
	-.024
	.012
	

	Income
	0
	0
	2.57
	.01
	0
	0
	**

	Ideology
	.588
	.01
	56.22
	0
	.568
	.609
	***

	Linked Fate with Black Americans
	.208
	.008
	26.74
	0
	.192
	.223
	***

	Religious Importance
	.021
	.007
	2.80
	.005
	.006
	.036
	***

	Perceptions of Discrimination
	.121
	.005
	25.76
	0
	.112
	.13
	***

	Constant
	.148
	.012
	12.45
	0
	.125
	.172
	***

	

	Mean dependent var
	0.630
	SD dependent var 
	0.346

	R-squared 
	0.387
	Number of obs  
	15182

	F-test  
	957.050
	Prob > F 
	0.000

	Akaike crit. (AIC)
	3434.937
	Bayesian crit. (BIC)
	3518.844

	*** p<.01, ** p<.05, * p<.1
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Linear probability model, no interactions; N = 15,182. Darker dots indicate p < .05.
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Model 1 Model 2

Responsibility to Support BLM Donation 2$20 to BLM Organization
Coef. (Std. Err.) Coef. (Std. Err.)
Muslim Identity & Race (ref: White Non-Muslim)
Muslim 0.125 ok (0.038) 0.047 (0.035)
Race/Ethnicity
Latino 0.034 bl (0.007) —0.008 (0.007)
Black 0.074 ek (0.007) 0.052 ok (0.007)
Asian 0.061 ek (0.007) —0.006 (0.007)
Indigenous —0.045 ok (0.013) 0.014 (0.012)
MENA 0.035 (0.026) 0.008 (0.024)
Native Hawaiian 0.009 (0.032) 0.023 (0.030)
Pacific Islander 0.026 (0.023) 0.011 (0.021)
Muslim x Race Interactions
Muslim x Latino -0.078 (0.063) —0.009 (0.058)
Muslim x Black —0.052 (0.046) 0.126 BE(0.042)
Muslim x Asian —0.046 (0.044) 0.006 (0.040)
Muslim x Indigenous 0.199 T (0.111) 0.235 w* (0.103)
Muslim x MENA —0.022 (0.058) —0.096 T (0.053)
Muslim x Native Hawaiian — - — —
Muslim X Pacific Islander -0.052 (0.099) —-0.062 (0.091)
Sociodemographic Controls
‘Women 0.013 e (0.005) —0.006 (0.004)
Age —0.003 ok (0.000) —0.003 b (0.000)
Education —0.024 o (0.010) 0.026 ok (0.010)
Income -0.000 (0.000) —0.000 (0.000)
Political Attitudes
Ideology 0.507 ok (0.011) 0.114 ek (0.011)
Black Linked Fate 0.163 S (0.008) 0.050 b (0.008)
Religious Importance 0.032 ok (0.008) 0.013 t (0.008)
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.079 . (0.005) 0.008 (0.005)
Constant 0.219 ok (0.014) 0.089 e (0.013)
Observations 15,182 15,182
R? 0.269 0.072
Adjusted R? 0.268 0.070
Root MSE 0.294 0.271

Note: OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Reference category: White Non-Muslim respondents.

Model 1 DV: "I have a responsibility to support the Black Lives Matter movement" (0-1 continuous scale).

Model 2 DV: "In the past year, have you made a monetary donation of at least $20 to any BLM organization?" (1 = donated; 0 = did not).
Model 2 is a linear probability model. Muslim x Native Hawaiian omitted (empty cell).

Data: Collaborative Multiracial Post-Election Survey (CMPS) 2020 (N = 15,182).

tp<.10 **p<.05 **p<.01
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Model 1a Model 1b Model 2a Model 2b
(No Interaction) (Interaction) (No Interaction) (Interaction)
Coef. (SE) Coef. (SE) Coef. (SE) Coef. (SE)
Muslim Identity & Race (ref: White Non-Muslim)
Muslim 0.079 . (0.014) 0.129 boss (0.039) 0.074 e (0.013) 0.048 (0.035)
Race/Ethnicity
Latino 0.028 e (0.007) 0.029 b (0.007) —0.009 (0.007) -0.010 (0.007)
Black 0.104 i (0.007) 0.107 b (0.007) 0.066 b (0.007) 0.062 b (0.007)
Asian 0.058 e (0.007) 0.059 b (0.008) —0.007 (0.007) —0.007 (0.007)
Indigenous —0.043 S (0.014) —0.046 b (0.014) 0.017 (0.012) 0.014 (0.012)
MENA 0.049 e (0.022) 0.045 T (0.026) —0.031 (0.020) 0.011 (0.024)
Native Hawaiian 0.006 (0.033) 0.007 (0.033) 0.023 (0.030) 0.023 (0.030)
Pacific Islander 0.022 (0.022) 0.025 (0.023) 0.006 (0.020) 0.011 (0.021)
Muslim x Race Interactions
Muslim x Latino — —0.084 (0.063) — -0.011 (0.058)
Muslim x Black — —0.084 T (0.047) — 0.116 b (0.043)
Muslim x Asian — — —0.047 (0.044) — — 0.006 (0.040)
Muslim x Indigenous — _ 0.191 T (0.113) — — 0.232 = (0.103)
Muslim x MENA — — -0.034 (0.058) — — -0.100 t (0.053)
Muslim x Native Hawaiian — — — — — — — —
Muslim x Pacific Islander — — —0.084 (0.100) — — -0.071 (0.091)
Sociodemographic Controls
Women 0.017 b (0.005) 0.017 b (0.005) —0.005 (0.004) —0.005 (0.004)
Age —0.003 b (0.000) —0.003 b (0.000) —0.003 b (0.000) -0.003 hied (0.000)
Education 0.000 (0.010) —0.000 (0.010) 0.033 oo (0.009) 0.033 o (0.009)
Income —0.000 (0.000) —0.000 (0.000) —0.000 (0.000) —0.000 (0.000)
Political Attitudes
Ideology 0.536 hga (0.011) 0.535 hase (0.011) 0.122 e (0.010) 0.123 haae (0.010)
Religious Importance 0.035 e (0.008) 0.034 hise (0.008) 0.012 (0.008) 0.013 t (0.008)
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.096 b (0.005) 0.096 b (0.005) 0.012 G (0.005) 0.013 b (0.005)
Constant 0.236 b (0.014) 0.236 b (0.014) 0.096 b (0.013) 0.094 b (0.013)
Observations 15,182 15,182 15,182 15,182
R? 0.251 0.251 0.067 0.069
Adjusted R? 0.250 0.250 0.066 0.068
Root MSE 0.297 0.297 0.271 0.271

Note: OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Reference: White Non-Muslim. All models exclude Black Linked Fate.

Models 1a/2a have no interaction terms (—). Models 1b/2b include Muslim x Race interactions.

Model 1 DV: BLM Responsibility (0-1). Model 2 DV: BLM Donation (binary LPM). Muslim x Native Hawaiian omitted (empty cell).

Data: CMPS 2020 (N = 15,182). fp<.10 **p<.05

kD < 01
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Model 1 Model 2

With Black Linked Fate Without Black Linked Fate
Coef. (Std. Err.) Coef. (Std. Err.)
Race/Ethnicity (ref: White)
Latino —0.052 (0.056) —0.060 (0.057)
Black 0.076 t (0.041) 0.080 t (0.042)
Asian 0.058 (0.039) 0.055 (0.040)
Indigenous 0.017 (0.099) 0.011 (0.101)
MENA 0.054 (0.046) 0.051 (0.047)
Pacific Islander 0.093 (0.086) 0.061 (0.088)
Sociodemographic Controls
Women -0.013 (0.024) -0.009 (0.025)
Age —-0.003 **k(0.001) —0.003 B (0.001)
Education 0.001 (0.050) 0.046 (0.050)
Income 0.001 (0.000) 0.001 (0.000)
Political Attitudes
Ideology 0.336 **k(0.057) 0.347 ***(0.059)
Black Linked Fate 0.178 k- (0.037) — —
Religious Importance 0.125 - (0.042) 0.128 x(0.043)
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.059 ** 0 (0.025) 0.084 - (0.025)
Constant 0.350 **k(0.069) 0.373 B* - (0.070)
Observations 507 507
R2 0.192 0.155
Adjusted R? 0.170 0.133
Root MSE 0.260 0.266

Note: OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Sample restricted to Muslim respondents only.
Muslim variable omitted in both models due to collinearity (constant within sample).

Dependent variable: Support for Black Lives Matter (0-1 continuous scale).

Model 1 includes Black Linked Fate; Model 2 excludes it as a robustness check.

Reference category: White Muslim respondents. Data: ISPU 2020 (N = 507).

fp<.l0 *p<.05 ***p<.01
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