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Section A:  Additional data and full estimation results



Table A1: Sample Selection Probit Estimation Results (used for IPW-corrected regression analysis)

Dependent Variable = Participation in Wave 2 survey (=1)
                             Coefficient (SE) shown
	
	

	Variable
	Coefficient (SE)

	Constant
	1.060 (.371)**

	Age
	.015 (.005)**

	Female (=1)
	-.121 (.117)

	Minority (=1)
	-.019 (.128)

	Education
	-.133 (.043)**

	Conservative (=1)
	.015 (.124)

	Political Discrimination
	-.044 (.034)

	ERQ-style
	.003 (.036)

	Political ideology strength
	.001 (003)

	Pseudo R-squared
	.0334

	Log Likelihood
	-341.719


Notes:  Observations=650.  *p<.05,**p<.01 for the 2-tailed test.  Predicted probabilities for each participant were calculated using these estimation results and the inverse of the predicted probability of being in the Wave 2 survey data (n=498, of which n=476 passed the attention check) was used in a weighted regression for all estimations listed in the main text as IPW.

Probit equation variable details
IPW indicates the inverse probability weight correction method for the estimation.  Table A1 shows results from a selection Probit model predicting the probability of being in the follow-up Wave 2 sample (n=498) from our original data set.  This model is estimated on the larger data set of Wave 1 participants (n=650).  The predicted probabilities of inclusion in our sample for this study are then calculated based on the model estimation results and the inverse of these predicted probabilities is used for that participant in a weighted regression performed on the sample of only those participants in this study. This method addressed the issue of sample selection into the Wave 2 study by giving extra weight in the regression to those participants with characteristics that made them less likely to have participated in Wave 2 (i.e., such subjects would tend to be underrepresented in the Wave 2 sample).

Education measured the highest degree of education completed as 1-7 for “Did not complete High School”, “High School”, “some college (<1 year)”, “>1 year of College (but no degree)”, “Bachelor’s Degree”, “Master’s Degree”, and “Terminal Degree beyond Master’s level (e.g., Ph.D., J.D., Ed.D., etc)”, respectively.  Conservative was the indicator variable from the respondent’s Prolific profile (used to custom screen the sample on political ideology for roughly equal numbers of political conservatives and liberals).  Political Discrimination was a 1-7 (1=Never, 7=All the time) response to the question “Have you ever felt discriminated against this past year because of your political views?  We are not asking about whether others have expressed to you different political views from yours, but whether you have felt unjust or unfair treatment as a result of your political viewpoints.”  ERQ-style is the difference in the two component measures of the Emotional Regulation Questionnaire: cognitive reappraisal and expression suppression.  A higher value would indicate a relatively higher cognitive reappraisal ERQ style to dealing with one’s emotions (generally considered healthy).  Political Ideology Strength was a 0-100 (0= Not strongly at all, 100=Extremely strongly) response to the question “How strongly do you hold to your political ideological position?”




Table A2: Summary statistics of explanatory variables (n=476 participants)

	Variable
	Mean
	Median
	Kurtosis

	Lib score ∈ [1,9]
	5.218
	5
	1.520

	Age
	35.074
	31
	2.577

	Female (=1)
	Proportion = 51.47%
	--
	--

	Minority (=1)
	Proportion = 26.26%
	---
	---

	Education ∈ [1,7]
	4.294
	5
	2.387

	ERQ-cogr
	4.842
	5
	3.650

	ERQ-exps
	3.967
	4
	2.402

	Political Discrimination
	2.788
	2
	3.217

	Political ideology strength
	77.443
	80
	3.961

	Sleepiness
	3.668
	3
	2.344

	Motivation
	7.691
	8
	6.453

	Cognitive fatigue
	2.943
	2
	2.858

	Relative Positive mood
	1.595
	1.75
	3.787


Notes:  For comparison, sample demographic data provided in the Supplemental Materials of Clarkson et al. (2015) indicated their two samples administered the Stroop task had the following general characteristics: Study 1 (n=147), mean age 20.05 years, 53.7% female, 16.4% minority; Study 2 (n=176), mean age 19.51, 63.1% female, 22.2% minority.  
See descriptions under Probit equation variable details for an explanation of most explanatory variables listed above that were used in the main analysis.  Those not previously defined include: Sleepiness is a 1-9 self-report measure of current sleepiness level with 9 being the most sleepy; Motivation and Cognitive Fatigue were self-reported 1-9 scale responses assessing task motivation and post-task fatigue (9 indicated highest levels of motivation and fatigue); Relative Positive mood is a net measure of self-reported mood states from an average of self-reported positive and negative mood states, each on 1-7 scales.  As such, Relative Positive mood is the difference measure that could range from -6 to +6, with higher values indicating a relatively more positive over negative mood set of self-reports at the start of the task.






This page starts the section that shows full estimation results used to generate the main text coefficient plots shown in Figure 2.

Table A3: Incongruent Stroop task (pooled tasks)—(main text Figure 2, Panel A)

Dependent Variable = log Response Times on incongruent Stroop trials
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	1.078
(.029)**
	1.066
.032)**
	.678
(.050)**
	.679
(.059)**
	.635
(.119)**
	.615
(.140)**

	Liberal score
	-.022
.005**
	-.021
(.005)**
	-.007
(.005)
	-.008
(.005)
	-.009
(.005)
	-.009
(.006)

	Age
	---
	---
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	-.001
(.026)
	.0002
(.025)
	.015
(.027)
	.017
(.027)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.034
(.029)
	.030
(.029)
	.054
(.029)
	.052
(.030)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.010
(.009)
	-.010
(.008)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.001
(.011)
	.002
(.010)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.009
(.010)
	.010
(.010)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.011
(.008)
	.012
(.008)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0014
(.0007)*
	.0015
(.0007)*

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.010
(.008)
	.012
(.009)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.028
(.008)**
	-.029
(.010)**

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.010
(.006)
	.011
(.006)*

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.024
(.008)**
	.026
(.010)**

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0417
	.0378
	.1980
	.1859
	.2454
	.2406


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test, except for the hypothesized Lib score effect for which we conducted a 1-tailed test of the preregistered hypothesis that Liberal score would predict higher response latencies (response times)—our test of the significance of a negative coefficient estimate on Liberal Score is 2-tailed when the estimate is opposite our preregistered hypothesis.  Liberal score coefficient estimates shown in Figure 2 (main text) coefficient plots have cells highlighted.  Support for the preregistered hypothesis H2 would require statistically significant and positive coefficient estimates on Liberal score.



Table A4: Incongruent Stroop task (colored letters task)—(main text Figure 2, Panel A)

Dependent Variable = log Response Times on incongruent Stroop trials
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	1.103
(.029)**
	1.092
(.034)**
	.712
(.051)**
	.716
(.061)**
	.668
(.122)**
	.652
(.130)**

	Liberal score
	-.023
(.005)**
	-.022
(.005)**
	-.008
(.005)
	-.008
(.006)
	-.010
(.005)
	-.010
(.006)

	Age
	---
	---
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	-.005
(.026)
	-.004
(.026)
	.005
(.028)
	.007
(.029)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.028
(.029)
	.023
(.028)
	.047
(.030)
	.043
(.028)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.007
(.010)
	-.007
(.009)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.004
(.012)
	-.004
(.011)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.004
(.010)
	.005
(.011)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.012
(.008)
	.014
(.009)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0013
(.0007)
	.0013
(.0007)

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.015
(.008)
	.017
(.010)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.023
(.008)**
	-.024
(.009)**

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.008
(.007)
	.009
(.006)

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.022
(.009)*
	.024
(.011)*

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0436
	.0397
	.1899
	.1757
	.2299
	.2221


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test, except for the hypothesized Lib score effect for which we conducted a 1-tailed test of the preregistered hypothesis that Liberal score would predict higher response latencies (response times)—our test of the significance of a negative coefficient estimate on Liberal Score is 2-tailed when the estimate is opposite our preregistered hypothesis.  Liberal score coefficient estimates shown in Figure 2 (main text) coefficient plots have cells highlighted.  Support for the preregistered hypothesis H2 would require statistically significant and positive coefficient estimates on Liberal score.



Table A5: Incongruent Stroop task (background color task)—(main text Figure 2, Panel A)

Dependent Variable = log Response Times on incongruent Stroop trials
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	1.038
(.030)**
	1.025
(.032)**
	.635
(.053)**
	.632
(.061)**
	.592
(.128)**
	.571
(.162)**

	Liberal score
	-.021
(.005)**
	-.020
(.005)**
	-.006
(.005)
	-.006
(.006)
	-.008
(.005)
	-.008
(.006)

	Age
	---
	---
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**
	.009
(.001)**

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	.007
(.027)
	.008
(.027)
	.028
(.029)
	.030
(.028)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.036
(.031)
	.034
(.031)
	.057
(.031)
	.058
(.033)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.013
(.010)
	-.014
(.009)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.008
(.012)
	.008
(.010)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.014
(.011)
	.014
(.009)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.008
(.009)
	.008
(.008)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0016
(.0007)*
	.0017
(.0007)*

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.006
(.008)
	.008
(.009)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.033
(.009)**
	-.033
(.011)**

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.011
(.007)
	.012
(.006)*

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.024
(.009)**
	.027
(.010)**

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0327
	.0293
	.1746
	.1661
	.2232
	.2216


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test, except for the hypothesized Lib score effect for which we conducted a 1-tailed test of the preregistered hypothesis that Liberal score would predict higher response latencies (response times)—our test of the significance of a negative coefficient estimate on Liberal Score is 2-tailed when the estimate is opposite our preregistered hypothesis.  Liberal score coefficient estimates shown in Figure 2 (main text) coefficient plots have cells highlighted.  Support for the preregistered hypothesis H2 would require statistically significant and positive coefficient estimates on Liberal score.


Table A6: Pooled colored letters and background color Stroop tasks—(main text Figure 2, Panel B)

Dependent Variable = Stroop Effect Ratio (the Stroop interference effect)
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	.042
(.008)**
	.041
(.009)**
	.029
(.015)*
	.029
(.016)
	.031
(.036)
	.028
(.046)

	Liberal score
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)
	-.0007
(.0015)
	-.0006
(.0015)
	-.0007
(.0016)
	-.0005
(.0016)

	Age
	---
	---
	.0004
(.0003)
	.0003
(.0003)
	.0004
(.0003)
	.0004
(.0003)

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	-.007
(.008)
	-.007
(.007)
	-.003
(.008)
	-.003
(.008)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.004
(.009)
	.005
(.009)
	.002
(.009)
	.004
(.010)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.001
(.003)
	.001
(.003)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.003
(.003)
	-.002
(.003)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.003
(.003)
	.003
(.003)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.0002
(.002)
	-.0002
(.002)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.0002
(.0002)
	-.0002
(.0002)

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.001
(.002)
	.001
(.003)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.001
(.002)
	.0003
(.003)

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.001
(.002)
	-.001
(.002)

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.002
(.003)
	.002
(.003)

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0022
	.0019
	.0062
	.0060
	.0137
	.0133


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test, except for the hypothesized Lib score effect for which we conducted a 1-tailed test of the preregistered hypothesis that Liberal score would predict a higher Stoop Interference effect—our test of the significance of a negative coefficient estimate on Liberal Score is 2-tailed when the estimate is opposite our preregistered hypothesis.  Liberal score coefficient estimates shown in Figure 2 (main text) coefficient plots have cells highlighted. Though somewhat different than the explicit H2, which examined response times only in incongruent Stroop trials, general support for the notion that political conservative participants do better on the Stroop task would be supported here by statistically significant and positive coefficient estimates on Liberal Score.  


Table A7: Colored letters Stroop task—(main text Figure 2, Panel B)

Dependent Variable = Stroop Effect Ratio (the Stroop interference effect)
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	.052 (.010)**
	.053
(.011)**
	.033 
(.019)
	.036
(.021)
	.010
(.046)
	.009
(.053)

	Liberal score
	-.002
(.002)
	-.002
(.002)
	-.001
(.002)
	-.001
(.002)
	-.001
(.002)
	-.001
(.002)

	Age
	---
	---
	.0006
(.0004)
	.0005
(.0003)
	.0007
(.0004)
	.0006
(.0004)

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	-.019
(.010)
	-.018
(.010)
	-.016
(.011)
	-.016
(.010)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.002
(.011)
	.003
(.012)
	-.002
(.011)
	-.002
(.012)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.005
(.004)
	.006
(.003)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.002
(.004)
	-.001
(.004)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.003
(.004)
	(.003
(.004)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0004
(.003)
	.001
(.003)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.0005
(.0003)
	-.0005
(.0003)

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.005
(.003)
	.005
(.003)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.002
(.003)
	.002
(.003)

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.002
(.002)
	-.002
(.002)

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.001
(.003)
	.001
(.004)

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0038
	.0042
	.0147
	.0140
	.0332
	.0321


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test, except for the hypothesized Lib score effect for which we conducted a 1-tailed test of the preregistered hypothesis that Liberal score would predict a higher Stoop Interference effect—our test of the significance of a negative coefficient estimate on Liberal Score is 2-tailed when the estimate is opposite our preregistered hypothesis.  Liberal score coefficient estimates shown in Figure 2 (main text) coefficient plots have cells highlighted.  Though somewhat different than the explicit H2, which examined response times only in incongruent Stroop trials, general support for the notion that political conservative participants do better on the Stroop task would be supported here by statistically significant and positive coefficient estimates on Liberal Score.  

Table A8: Background color Stroop task—(main text Figure 2, Panel B)

Dependent Variable = Stroop Effect Ratio (the Stroop interference effect)
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	.032
(.010)**
	.030
(.011)**
	.032
(.019)
	.027
(.021)
	.065
(.040)
	.063
(.058)

	Liberal score
	-.0001
(.002)
	.0001
(.002)
	-.0006
(.002)
	-.0003
(.002)
	-.0004
(.002)
	-.0001
(.002)

	Age
	---
	---
	-.0001
(.0004)
	.0000
(.0003)
	-.0000
(.0004)
	.0000
(.0003)

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	.006
(.010)
	.005
(.009)
	.011
(.011)
	.010
(.010)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.006
(.011)
	.008
(.011)
	.007
(.011)
	.009
(.012)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.004
(.004)
	-.004
(.003)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.002
(.004)
	-.003
(.004)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.003
(.004)
	.003
(.003)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.001
(.003)
	-.002
(.003)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0000
(.0003)
	.0001
(.0002)

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.003
(.003)
	-.003
(.003)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.002
(.003)
	-.002
(.004)

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0004
(.002)
	.0003
(.002)

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.002
(.003)
	.002
(.004)

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0000
	.0000
	.0015
	.0017
	.0096
	.0111


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test, except for the hypothesized Lib score effect for which we conducted a 1-tailed test of the preregistered hypothesis that Liberal score would predict a higher Stoop Interference effect—our test of the significance of a negative coefficient estimate on Liberal Score is 2-tailed when the estimate is opposite our preregistered hypothesis.  Liberal score coefficient estimates shown in Figure 2 (main text) coefficient plots have cells highlighted.  Though somewhat different than the explicit H2, which examined response times only in incongruent Stroop trials, general support for the notion that political conservative participants do better on the Stroop task would be supported here by statistically significant and positive coefficient estimates on Liberal Score.  


Table A9: Incongruent Stroop task (colored letters task)

Dependent Variable = Average Accuracy
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	.971
(.009)**
	.967
(.014)**
	.945
(.017)**
	.942
(.027)**
	.912
(.041)**
	.905
(.040)**

	Liberal score
	.003
(.002)
	.003
(.002)
	.002
(.002)
	.003
(.002)
	.002
(.002)
	.003
(.002)

	Age
	---
	---
	.0004
(.0003)
	.0004
(.0004)
	.0003
(.0003)
	.0003
(.0004)

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	.016
(.009)
	.016
(.008)*
	.011
(.009)
	.011
(.007)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.016
(.010)
	.016
(.007)*
	.016
(.010)
	.017
(.007)*

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.001
(.003)
	-.001
(.003)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.008
(.004)
	.008
(.004)*

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.0003
(.003)
	-.0001
(.002)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.002
(.003)
	-.003
(.004)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0002
(.0002)
	.0002
(.0002)

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.003
(.003)
	.004
(.004)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.001
(.003)
	.001
(.003)

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.006
(.002)*
	-.006
(.003)

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.0002
(.003)
	.0003
(.002)

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0057
	.0075
	.0222
	.0232
	.0469
	.0486


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test.  These results, highlighted by the statistically insignificant coefficient estimates on the highlighted Liberal Score variable, support H1 and replicate the Clarkson et al. (2015) result of no relationship between political ideology and Stroop task accuracy (in this case, using a slightly different version of the Stroop word-color task).


Table A10: Incongruent Stroop task (background color task)

Dependent Variable = Average Accuracy
Coefficient (SE) shown
	

Variable
	

Simple
	
Simple + IPW
	
Main Controls
	Main Controls + IPW
	
Additional Controls
	Additional Controls + IPW

	constant
	1.001
(.005)**
	1.001
(.003)**
	.991
(.009)**
	.991
(.005)**
	.990
(.022)**
	.988
(.010)**

	Liberal score
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)

	Age
	---
	---
	.0002
(.0002)
	.0002
(.0001)
	.0001)
(.0002)
	.0001
(.0001)

	Female (=1)
	---
	---
	.007
(.005)
	.007
(.005)
	.006
(.005)
	.006
(.005)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	---
	.002
(.005)
	.002
(.005)
	.002
(.005)
	.002
(.005)

	Education
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.004
(.002)*
	.004
(.002)

	ERQ-cogr
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.002
(.002)
	.002
(.002)

	ERQ-exps
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.001
(.002)
	-.001
(.001)

	Political Discrimination
	---
	---
	---
	---
	.002
(.001)
	.002
(.002)

	Political ideology strength
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.0001
(.0001)
	-.0001
(.0001)

	Sleepiness
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.002
(.001)
	-.002
(.002)

	Motivation
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.00004
(.001)
	-.0001
(.0004)

	Cognitive fatigue
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.001
(.001)
	-.001
(.001)

	Relative Positive mood
	---
	---
	---
	---
	-.001
(.002)
	-.001
(.001)

	IPW correction
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	R-squared
	.0041
	.0037
	.0130
	.0119
	.0368
	.0362


Notes: n=476 observations.  *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test.  These results, highlighted by the statistically insignificant coefficient estimates on the highlighted Liberal Score variable, support H1 and replicate the Clarkson et al. (2015) result of no relationship between political ideology and Stroop task accuracy (in this case, using the same version of the Stroop task).


Table A11: Exploratory analysis of Lib score impact on Motivation and Cognitive Reappraisal

	
	Dependent variable = Motivation
	Dependent variable = Cognitive Reappraisal

	       Variable
	Coef (SE)
	Coef (SE)
	Coef (SE)
	Coef (SE)

	constant
	8.073
(.156)**
	7.781
(.343)**
	5.227
(.111)**
	4.311
(.239)**

	Liberal score
	-.073
(.026)**
	-.067
(.029)*
	-.074
(.019)**
	-.062
(.020)**

	Age
	---
	.009
(.006)
	---
	.010
(.004)*

	Female (=1)
	---
	.274
(.152)
	---
	.200
(.106)

	Minority (=1)
	---
	-.012
(.171)
	---
	-.097
(.119)

	Education
	---
	-.046
(.055)
	---
	.098
(.038)*

	R-squared
	.0159
	.0305
	.0315
	.0794


Notes: n=476 observations. *p<.05, **p<.01 for the 2-tailed test.  Cognitive Reappraisal is measured using the Emotion Regulation Questionnaire defined above (under the Probit equation variables details).  Simple regression and regression-with-controls results are shown above, but similar results are found if also controlling for sample selection..




Section B:  Survey text and experimental task instructions

Participants recruited from an initial (Wave 1) survey on politics and information
[spacing condensed for presentation, added commentary shaded in squared brackets]
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Before you start, please switch off phone/ e-mail/ music so that you can focus on this study.  Thank you!
 
 Please carefully enter your Prolific ID (or double check if it has auto-filled)______________
	Page Break
	


Here's a few short questions about sleep and sleepiness.
Please mark the number that best corresponds to how sleepy you feel right now. You may mark any number, but mark only one number.
1. Extremely alert 
2.  
3. Alert) 
4.  
5. Neither alert nor sleepy  
6.  
7. Sleepy--but no difficulty remaining awake) 
8.  
9. Extremely sleepy--fighting sleep  



Over the last 7 nights, what is the average amount of sleep you obtained each night?
	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12


	Average nightly sleep over the LAST WEEK 
	[image: ]



What do you consider the optimal amount of nightly sleep for you personally? (optimal in terms of performance, alertness, and mood).   
 
	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12


	Nightly hours of sleep I personally need for optimal performance, alertness, and mood. ()
	[image: ]
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How likely are you to doze off or fall asleep in the following situations, in contrast to just feeling tired? This refers to your usual way of life in recent times. Even if you have not done some of these things recently, try to work out how they would have affected you.
	
	would NEVER doze or fall asleep
	SLIGHT chance of dozing or falling asleep
	MODERATE chance of dozing or falling asleep
	HIGH chance of dozing or falling asleep

	Sitting and reading 
	
	
	
	

	Watching TV 
	
	
	
	

	Sitting, inactive in a public place (e.g., a theater or a meeting) 
	
	
	
	

	As a passenger in a car for an hour 
	
	
	
	

	Lying down to rest in the afternoon when circumstances permit 
	
	
	
	

	Sitting and talking to someone 
	
	
	
	

	Sitting quietly after lunch without alcohol 
	
	
	
	

	In a car, while stopped for a few minutes in traffic 
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Now, we'd like to get your baseline ratings on some mood/emotion states.
 
  Please rate how strongly you feel each of these emotions right now. 
     
Right now I feel.......
	
	
Zero level 
 of this emotion
 (1)
	
(2)
	
(3)
	Mid-Range level 
 of this emotion
 (4)
	
(5)
	
(6)
	
Maximum level 
 of this emotion
 (7)

	Happy 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Excited 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Surprised 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Satisfied 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Angry 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Irritated 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confused 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regret 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Disgust 
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Please answer the following question regarding your voting in the recent (November 2020) U.S. presidential election.
Yes, I voted in person on election day 
Yes, I voted in person prior to election day (i.e., "early voting") 
Yes, I voted by mail-in ballot (where a ballot was automatically sent to you.....not the same as an absentee ballot that you requested) 
Yes, I voted by absentee ballot (i.e., you requested the ballot to be sent to you that you then mailed in) 
No, I did not vote in this election 


If you cast a vote for President, for whom did you vote? 
   
(keep in mind that your personal identifying information is only known by Prolific and not shared with me as the researcher, and only I have access to your survey responses (not Prolific).  As such, you can be assured of the confidentiality of your response)
Joe Biden (Democratic Party candidate) 
Donald Trump (Republican Party candidate) 
Jo Jorgensen (Libertarian Party candidate) 
Howie Hawkins (Green Party candidate) 
Other (please specify) ________________________________________________
I did not vote  
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Prior to the election, how vocal were you with others about who you preferred for President, or did you hide your views from others about who you preferred for President?
	
	
I shared with my
 views with no one
 (or hid my true
 preferences) 
	Sometimes
 I shared,
 sometimes
 I did not share
	
I shared my views
 with everyone
 (I did not hide my
 preferences for
 President at all) 

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9


	Open with others on my preference for President?
	[image: ]
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Do you think the results of the U.S. Presidential election were fair and valid?  
  
(here, we are not asking if you like the outcome of the election.  Rather, we want your opinion on whether or not the outcome is valid and resulted from a fairly conducted democratic election process ) 
	
	
Process not fair
 and results
 not valid at all 
	
Somewhat
 fair process 
 and
 Somewhat
 valid results 
	
Process entirely fair
 and results
 completely valid 

	
	0
	10
	20
	30
	40
	50
	60
	70
	80
	90
	100


	How I perceived the fairness of the Presidential election process
	[image: ]

	How I perceived the validity of the Presidential election process
	[image: ]
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How many friends do you have of opposing political ideologies?
Virtually None of my friends have an opposing political ideology 
Just a few  
Some  
About half of my friends have an opposing political ideology  
Quite a few  
A lot  
Almost all my friends have an opposing political ideology 
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[Comprehension check]
As described earlier, we are interested in factors that influence the decisions you might make. In order for the results of this survey to be valid, it is essential that you read all the instructions and questions carefully. So we know that you have read these instructions, please place the slider below on the answer to (95-20) = ?. Thank you for taking the time to read these instructions. 
	
	0
	10
	20
	30
	40
	50
	60
	70
	80
	90
	100


	My response
	[image: ]
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 [STROOP TASK instructions]
This next task asks you to provide a response in each of several trials.  There is an incentive to be as accurate and fast as possible on this task.  Five separate $5 bonus payments will be made through Prolific to the top 5 performers on this task from among all respondents.  This bonus payment would be in addition to your $1.30 task payment.
   
Top performers are evaluated on two criteria.  The first and primary criterion is one's accuracy on the task (i.e., the number of correct responses you give across all trials).  Then, in the event there are ties among respondents regarding accuracy, the secondary criterion used will be response time (i.e., those who arrive at a given overall accuracy the quickest will be given the bonus payments).  We will thus be keeping track of both your response accuracy as well as the response time it takes you to get through a total of 32 trials of this task.  Remember, accuracy matters most, but then response time will be considered if there are more than 5 top respondents who tie for accuracy in their performance.



[Colored letters Stroop version instructions]
One version of the task asks you to identify the color of the text, and not the word itself.  There will be a total of 16 trials of this version and some trials may be more challenging than others.  Here's a few examples of how these trials will look: 

 (you have to make selections for each example to move forward in the survey, but your answers to these practice trials to not count towards your score).  

[bookmark: _GoBack]

Example #1                                        
                                   Orange 
  Please identify the color of the text amongst the options below  
   (answer:  in this version, you should select the option "purple" below because the text is written in purple color)     
Yellow 
Orange 
Purple  

Example #2                
                                                            Purple
  Please identify the color of the text amongst the options below  
   (answer:  in this version, you should select the option "yellow" below because the text is written in yellow color)     
Yellow 
Orange 
Purple  

Example #3            
                                                             Orange
  Please identify the color of the text amongst the options below  
   (answer:  in this version, you should select the option "orange" below because the text is written in orange color)     
Yellow 
Orange 
Purple 
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[Background color version instructions]
Another version of the task asks you to identify the color of the background behind the text, and not the word written on the background.  There will be a total of 16 trials of this version and some trials may be more challenging than others.  Here's a few examples of how these trials will look: 
  
(you have to make selections for each example to move forward in the survey, but your answers to these practice trials to not count towards your score).   


Example #1        
                                                                Yellow
  Please identify the color of the background amongst the options below  
   (answer:  in this version, you should select the option "purple" below because the background color is purple)     
Yellow 
Orange 
Purple 

Example #2            
                                                                 Orange  
  Please identify the color of the background amongst the options below  
   (answer:  in this version, you should select the option "orange" below because the background color is orange)     
Yellow) 
Orange  
Purple) 

Example #3                    
                                                                 Orange
  Please identify the color of the background amongst the options below  
   (answer:  in this version, you should select the option "yellow" below because the background color is yellow)     
Yellow 
Orange  
Purple 
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Now you are ready for the main trials of this task (16 trials of each version of the task).  Each trial will be shown on a separate screen.  Trials for each version of the task will all be grouped together, but it is randomly determined which version you see first. 
   
Please click below when you are ready, and remember that for bonus payment $5 consideration you are rated first on accuracy and then on speed of response.  
 Ready to start main trials ___ 

[Stroop task pages follow]

[The order in which the participant saw the Colored Letter versus the Background Color block of trials was randomized across participants]
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 [Example of one trial of the Colored Letter version of the task.  The participant was administered 16 trials of this version of the Stroop task, with each trial on a separate and timed page.  The 16 trials represented all unique combinations of text color for each of the 4 words below.  Trials within this block were presented to the participant in randomized order] 

GREEN

  Please identify the color of the text amongst the options below
Green 
Red 
Blue  
Yellow  
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[Example of one trial of the Background Color version of the task.  The participant was administered 16 trials of this version of the Stroop task, with each trial on a separate and timed page.  The 16 trials represented all unique combinations of text color for each of the 4 words below.  Trials within this block were presented to the participant in randomized order] 

                                                    RED 
  Please identify the color of the background amongst the options below
Green 
Red 
Blue 
Yellow 
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How motivated were you on the word/color task you just completed?
	
	
Not at all
 Motivated! 
	
Mid-range 
 amount of
 Motivation 
	
Highest
 level of 
 Motivation! 

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9


	Level of Motivation on word/color task
	[image: ]




How much effort did you put forth on the word/color task you just completed?
	
	
No effort
 at all! 
	
Mid-range 
 amount of
 effort 
	
Highest possible
 level of effort! 

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9


	Level of effort on word/color task
	[image: ]



How cognitively (or "mentally") fatigued are you after having just completed the word/color task?
	
	
Not at all
 Cognitively
 Fatigued! 
	
Mid-range 
 amount of
 Cognitive Fatigue 
	
Totally
 Cognitively
 Fatigued! 

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9


	Perceived Cognitive Fatigue level after word/color task 
	[image: ]
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 Take a deep breath.....last couple of quick questions.
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[images that follow (Trump and Biden) were presented in random order to participants]

	
	


[image: https://appstate.az1.qualtrics.com/CP/Graphic.php?IM=IM_0BY9j09eGj5Yaq2] 
 Take a look at this image of Donald Trump and tell us how you would rate your emotion/mood states below.  
      Right now (after looking at the image above) I feel.......
	
	
Zero-level 
 of this emotion
 (1)
	
(2)
	
(3) 
	
Mid-level of
 this emotion
 (4) 
	
(5)  
	
(6)
	
Maximum-level 
 of this
 emotion
 (7) 

	Happy  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Excited  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Surprised  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Satisfied  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Angry  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Irritated  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confused  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regret  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Disgust  
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[image: Joe Biden - Wikipedia]
  Take a look at this image of Joe Biden and tell us how you would rate your emotion/mood states below.  
      Right now (after looking at the image above) I feel.......
	
	
Zero-level 
 of this emotion
 (1)
	
(2)
	
(3) 
	
Mid-level of
 this emotion
 (4) 
	
(5)  
	
(6)
	
Maximum-level 
 of this
 emotion
 (7) 

	Happy  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Excited  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Surprised  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Satisfied  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Angry  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Irritated  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confused  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regret  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Disgust  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Page Break
	


To finalize this survey, please click "FINISH SURVEY" below and advance the page (otherwise, Prolific completion code may not register properly).
FINISH SURVEY 


Wave 1 Survey provided additional measures used as control variables in the analysis, as well providing as the key independent variable: Liberal Score.  The additional measures are defined and described in the probit equation variable details section of Appendix A

LIBERAL SCORE measure (the key independent variable in the analysis):

Participants were asked: “In terms of politics, do you consider yourself conservative, liberal, or middle-of-the-road?”

Response options were,
1. VERY CONSERVATIVE
2. Quite conservative
3. Conservative
4. Somewhat conservative
5. MIDDLE OF THE ROAD
6. Somewhat liberal
7. Liberal
8. Quite liberal
9. VERY LIBERAL
4
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