Appendix A: Cross-Tabs for the Group Split 
	
	Attitude about assisted suicide

	Strength of attitude
	
	0
	0.5
	1
	1.5
	2
	2.5
	3
	3.5
	4
	4.5
	5
	5.5
	6
	TOTAL

	
	   0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	
	   0.5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	
	   1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	
	   1.5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	1
	0
	0
	0
	3

	
	   2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	8
	1
	1
	3
	0
	0
	0
	17

	
	   2.5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	3
	5
	5
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	16

	
	   3
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2
	5
	6
	8
	11
	4
	0
	0
	37

	
	   3.5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	3
	10
	5
	3
	5
	9
	2
	0
	39

	
	   4
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4
	4
	3
	6
	14
	17
	17
	5
	0
	70

	
	   4.5
	1
	0
	0
	3
	2
	3
	5
	8
	6
	18
	15
	4
	2
	67

	
	   5
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	5
	3
	5
	4
	18
	10
	13
	63

	
	   5.5
	1
	2
	0
	0
	1
	3
	2
	1
	2
	0
	2
	9
	7
	30

	
	   6
	6
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	9
	1
	0
	3
	1
	3
	41
	66

	
	TOTAL
	9
	2
	1
	5
	15
	23
	52
	36
	42
	62
	66
	33
	63
	409








Appendix B: Covariance Analysis
In order to use a covariate in ANCOVA analysis, three conditions must be met 61: (a) there needs to be a correlation between the dependent variable and the covariate (which needs to be continuous), (b) homogeneity of the group regression slopes (the interaction between the covariate and the treatment must not be significant, i.e., no interaction), and (c) linearity of regression. The covariates considered are: age, ideology, media use, self-censorship, political talk (frequency), political talk (heterogeneity), issue importance, and issue knowledge. Let us examine the potential covariates in terms of these conditions:
(a) Existence of correlation. Ideology in the hostile media perception ANOVA and heterogeneity of talk in the polarization ANOVA could be potential covariates. 
	
	
Age
	
Ideology
	
Media use
	Self-censorship
	Talk frequency
	Talk heterogeneity
	Issue importance
	Issue knowledge

	Hostile media perception
	.046
	.121*
	-.080
	.046
	.026
	-.032
	-.052
	-.060

	Polarization
	-.007
	-.016
	.082
	-.061
	-.047
	-.104*
	.077
	-.006


Entries are Pearson’s correlation coefficients. *.05. N = 397.
(b) Homogeneity of group regression slopes: Ideology does not have a significant interaction, which means that the slopes are homogenous. This makes ideology a contender covariate for hostile media thus far. However, talk heterogeneity does have a significant interaction, which means that the homogeneity of group regression slopes does not hold, and so it cannot be used as a covariate. 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects. 
	Source
	Sum of Squares
	Degrees freedom
	Mean Square
	F
	Probability

	Balance
	8.68
	1
	8.68
	9.17
	.003

	Ideology
	4.98
	1
	4.98
	5.26
	.022

	Balance*Ideology
	3.02
	1
	3.02
	3.19
	.075

	Error
	355.91
	393
	.95
	
	

	Total
	372.34
	396
	
	
	


Dependent variable: Hostile media perceptions. R2 (of corrected model) = .04 (adjusted R2 = .04). N = 397
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects. 
	Source
	Sum of Squares
	Degrees freedom
	Mean Square
	F
	Probability

	Balance
	.21
	1
	.21
	7.87
	.005

	Ideology
	.14
	1
	.14
	5.23
	.023

	Balance*Ideology
	.21
	1
	.21
	8.03
	.005

	Error
	10.36
	393
	.03
	
	

	Total
	10.70
	396
	
	
	


Dependent variable: Polarization. R2 (of corrected model) = .03 (adjusted R2 = .02). N = 397
(c) Linearity of regression: For ideology in the hostile test of between-subjects, the quadratic term is significant, hence ideology is not linear and cannot be used as covariate.
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects. 
	Source
	Sum of Squares
	Degrees freedom
	Mean Square
	F
	Probability

	Balance
	7.18
	1
	7.18
	7.59
	.006

	Ideology
	1.18
	1
	1.18
	1.24
	.265

	Ideology2
	3.96
	1
	3.96
	4.19
	.024

	Error
	355.67
	393
	.95
	
	

	Total
	372.34
	396
	
	
	


Dependent variable: Hostile media perceptions. R2 (of corrected model) = .05 (adjusted R2 = .04). N = 397






Appendix C: Full Model for Hostile Media Perceptions

	Source
	Sum of Squares
	Degrees freedom
	Mean Square
	F
	Probability
	Partial η²

	Balance
	11.38
	1
	11.38
	12.20
	.001
	.03

	Support groups
	20.89
	1
	20.89
	22.39
	.000
	.05

	Interaction
	1.63
	1
	1.63
	1.75
	.187
	.00

	Error
	366.54
	393
	.93
	
	
	

	Total
	396.47
	396
	
	
	
	


Dependent variable: Hostile media perceptions. R2 (of corrected model) = .08 (adjusted R2 = .07). N = 397



Appendix D: Full Model for Polarization

	Source
	Sum of Squares
	Degrees freedom
	Mean Square
	F
	Probability
	Partial η²

	Balance
	.00
	1
	.00
	.13
	.719
	.00

	Groups
	.21
	1
	.21
	7.71
	.006
	.02

	Interaction
	.04
	1
	.04
	1.51
	.220
	.00

	Error
	10.45
	393
	.03
	
	
	

	Total
	10.70
	396
	
	
	
	


Dependent variable: Hostile media perceptions. R2 (of corrected model) = .02 (adjusted R2 = .02). N = 397
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Appendix E: Mediated Model (Path Analysis)
Strong supportersβ = -.04*

β = .53*

Polarization

Hostile media perception
Experimental stimulus (partisan news)


Total effects C.I.: (-.052, .008; point estimate of -.022)

Moderatesβ = -.00
β = .24*

Polarization

Hostile media perception
Experimental stimulus (partisan news)




Total effects C.I.: (-.007, .007; point estimate of .000)
Note: One model with two groups: strong supporters and moderates. C.I. are 95% bootstrap based on 5,000 bootstrap samples. *.05.


