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Supplementary Table S1: Voting turnaround and partisan voting in Studies 1-5.

	Study
	%Voting turnaround
	% Partisan voting

	1a
	48.5
	81.3

	1b
	61.2
	100+

	1c
	67.7
	80.1

	2
	61.7
	95.9

	3
	59.7
	92.6

	4
	76.8
	89.5

	5
	74.7
	93.6



Notes: Voting turnout pertains to the rate of the participants making the consequential vote in phase 2 of the studies. Partisan voting is voting in accordance with initial poll preferences.

+ = In this study the choice was between the original vote and abstaining. None of the participants chose to abstain.


Supplementary Table S2: Additional demographics of study participants. Standard errors appear in parentheses.

	Study
	Condition
	% Democrat 
	% Independent
	% Republican
	Conservatist- liberal (1-5)
	Numeracy score (1-7)
	Ethnicity (% Caucasian)

	1a
	
	54.2%
	31.3%
	8.3%
	3.70 (0.16)
	6.50 (0.11)
	71.7% 

	1b
	
	60.0%
	28.3%
	6.7%
	3.74 (0.14)
	6.33 (0.11)
	76.3%

	1c
	
	68.2%
	17.9%
	9.0%
	3.73 (0.14)
	6.52 (0.08)
	68.7%

	2
	No framing
	43.1%
	37.3%
	17.6%
	3.57 (0.15)
	6.27 (0.14)
	77.8%

	
	Negative Framing
	47.8%
	31.9%
	18.8%
	3.65 (0.14)
	6.35 (0.10)
	73.7%

	3
	No information
	64.1%
	20.3%
	14.1%
	3.67 (0.11)
	6.35 (0.12)
	80.4%

	
	Information
	49.1%
	38.6%
	12.3%
	3.64 (0.12)
	6.49 (0.13)
	80.8%

	4
	No framing 
	52.3%
	37.7%
	7.3%
	3.79 (0.08)
	6.50 (0.08)
	74.5%

	
	Social framing
	52.3%
	27.6%
	15.8%
	3.58 (0.14)
	6.46 (0.08)
	65.0%

	
	General framing
	53.2%
	30.4%
	15.2%
	3.64 (0.12)
	6.34 (0.13)
	77.8%

	5
	No framing 
	55.0%
	26.4%
	16.4%
	3.58 (0.09)
	6.50 (0.07)
	77.7%

	
	Selectable framing
	47.7%
	31.6%
	16.1%
	3.66 (0.10)
	6.30 (0.09)
	78.3%

	6
	No framing 
	56.0%
	28.0%
	13.5%
	3.79 (0.08)
	6.44 (0.07)
	81.9%

	
	Selectable framing
	56.6%
	24.0%
	18.4%
	3.66 (0.09)
	6.46 (0.07)
	77.7%



Notes: * = p < .05 for the difference between conditions in Studies 2-6. For the rate of individuals with democrat, independent, republican, or other political view a single chi-squared test was conducted to avoid multiple comparisons. 


Study 6
We also examined the interaction of the effect of framing condition and participants’ election preferences. This was done by conducting an ANOVA with framing condition, and election preferences (Joe Biden/Donald Trump) as independent variables, and participants’ forecast as the dependent variable. The results replicated the effect of framing condition, F(1,165) = 25.60, p < .001; while not showing a significant main effect of election preferences, F(1,165) = 0.13, p = .72, or an interaction between the effect of framing and election preferences, F(1,165) = 0.01, p = .94. 



