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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

We expect a relationship between previously measured levels of affective polarization (measured in summer 2019) with two sets of coronavirus measures:

1) worry, behavior, and specific policy attitudes, and 2) evaluations of government responsibility and approval. Specifically, Democrats (Republicans) with

higher levels of affective polarization will be more (less) worried, be more (less) likely to engage in disease-avoidance behaviors, and be more (less) likely to

support policies to combat the virus, relative to those with lower levels of affective polarization. 

We expect that relationship with affective polarization to decrease significantly when it comes to worry, behavior, and specific policy attitudes among two

groups of individuals: (1) those who live in locations (counties) with relatively higher numbers of cases, and (2) those who are at high risk of contracting the

disease or who are especially vulnerable to the disease. This latter group includes those who work in health care, those who cannot work from home, and

those who are immunocompromised or are pregnant. We expect no heterogeneous effects when it comes to evaluations of government responsibility and

approval, however. 

We also measure affective polarization levels again (with one measure) to see how they have changed since our baseline measure. We expect levels to be

relatively stable, if there is any change, it should be to have increased slightly, reflecting the politicization of the crisis.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.

1.  Worry will be measured by likelihood of contracting the coronavirus (personally, in your household, or among people you know), severity if contacted,

concern about various national issues (e.g., health, economy) and personal issues (e.g., health, finances), and estimates of the number of future cases.

2. Behaviors will be measured with self-reported steps taken in response to the coronavirus, donations to organizations to address the crisis (the Red

Cross), and choice of news information.

3. Specific policies will be measured with attitudes about closing non-essential businesses, stay at home orders, and penalties for violating social distancing

rules.

4. Evaluations of government responsibility and approval will be measured with assessments of the other party’s behavior, approval of Trump, confidence

in Trump or the government, and retrospective and current assessments of Trump’s or the government’s response.

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?

There is one question wording experiment that varies approval of the Trump administration or the “government” to assess if people view them as one in

the same. This is not part of our main hypotheses as we expect it to temper the main effect of party but not the relationship with polarization.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.

Regress the outcome variables on prior measures of affective polarization X party. We expect for all outcome variables strong interactions such that

Democrats who are more polarized are more worried, take more behaviors, supporting specific policies, and having more negative Trump evaluations

(similar to the impact of polarization on other policy issues, as we have shown).

We expect the polarization relationship to be smaller when it comes to worry, behaviors, and specific policies in counties where the number cases and/or

fatalities are high since that will trigger more accuracy reasoning. We do not expect that to occur on the political evaluations since those are more partisan

measures. This would show the impact of personal events on polarizing policies and behaviors but also the limits of such events across attitudes (i.e., some

items are more politicized than others).

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.

We exclude pure Independents from our analyses, consistent with earlier studies of similar topics (e.g., Druckman and Levendusky 2019, Public Opinion

Quarterly).
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7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the

number will be determined.

We are re-contacting the more than 4,000 survey participants from a study last summer. Our eventual sample size depends on their willingness to be

re-interviewed. Our vendor suggests that we should be able to re-interview about 60% of them, though we will not know the exact number until we

complete the study.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)

Our main expected moderator is the country number of cases or deaths as that we believe personalizes it more although we may find some moderation

also by reports of having had or knowing someone with the coronavirus.

We will measure various controls including information sources, costs of social isolation, economic costs, and vulnerability to the coronavirus.
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