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A Coefficients

A.1 Coefficients for models with non-experimenal variables

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

Basic Basic + demographics Complex

−2 0 2 −2 0 2 −2 0 2

   Other employment
   Student
   Homemaker
   Permanently disabled
   Retired
   Unemployed
   Temp. laid off
   Part time employee
   Full time employee
Occupation
   Life got much worse
   Life got worse
   Life stayed the same
   Life got better
   Life got much better
Change in life
   Strong Republican
   Not very strong Republican
   Lean Republican
   Independent
   Lean Democrat
   Not very strong Democrat
   Very strong Democract
Ideology
   Female
   Male
Gender
   Post graduate
   4 year degree
   2 year degree
   Some college
   HS degree or less
Education
   Level 12
   Level 11
   Level 10
   Level 9
   Level 8
   Level 7
   Level 6
   Level 5
   Level 4
   Level 3
   Level 2
   Level 1
Income
   Age 70
   Age 50
   Age 18
Age

Effect

Figure A.1: Coefficients in Models with non-experimental Variables. To keep coefficients legible, we omit
the intercept. Gray dots and lines are for the model under the basic specification for survey weights, black
for the more complex. Point estimates are given by the dots, 95% confidence intervals through the horizontal
lines. The omitted categories for the nominal variables are including sitting exactly at zero.
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A.2 Coefficients for addressing models
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Basic Basic + demographics Complex

−3 −2 −1 0 1 −3 −2 −1 0 1 −3 −2 −1 0 1

   Media crackdown
   via IO

   Media crackdown
   via NGO

   Media crackdown
   via U.S. agency

   Torture
   via IO

   Torture
   via NGO

   Torture
   via U.S. agency

   Rigged election
   via IO

   Rigged election
   via NGO

   Rigged election
   via U.S. agency

   Aid theft
   via IO

   Aid theft
   via NGO

   Aid theft
   via U.S. agency

Remedy (in $10m)

   Media crackdown
   noremedy

   Torture
   noremedy

   Rigged election
   no remedy

   Aid theft
   no remedy

   Media crackdown

   Torture

   Rigged election

   Aid theft

   Placebo

   No issue

Potential issues

   Large CT

   Small CT

   Large AML

   Small AML

   Baseline benefits

Benefits

   $75m

   $50m

   $25m

Costs

Coefficient

Figure A.2: Coefficients in Models with experimental Variables. To keep coefficients legible, we omit the
intercept. The figure is constructed analogously to Figure A.1.
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A.3 Coefficients for basic models
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Basic Basic + demographics Complex

−4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1

   Media crackdown

   Torture

   Rigged election

   Aid theft

   Placebo

   No issue

Potential issues

   Large CT

   Small CT

   Large AML

   Small AML

   Baseline benefits

Benefits

   $75m

   $50m

   $25m

Costs

Coefficient

Figure A.3: Coefficients in Models with experimental Variables. To keep coefficients legible, we omit the
intercept. The figure is constructed analogously to Figure A.1.
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A.4 Coefficients for diverting models
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Basic Basic + demographics Complex

−5.0 −2.5 0.0 2.5 −5.0 −2.5 0.0 2.5 −5.0 −2.5 0.0 2.5

   Media crackdown + Large CT

   Torture + Large CT

   Rigged election + Large CT

   Aid theft + Large CT

   Media crackdown + Small CT

   Torture + Small CT

   Rigged election + Small CT

   Aid theft + Small CT

   Media crackdown + Large AML

   Torture + Large AML

   Rigged election + Large AML

   Aid theft + Large AML

   Media crackdown + Small AML

   Torture + Small AML

   Rigged election + Small AML

   Aid theft + Small AML

   Media crackdown

   Torture

   Rigged election

   Aid theft

   Placebo

   No issue

   Large CT

   Small CT

   Large AML

   Small AML

   Baseline benefits

Benefits and potential issues

   $75m

   $50m

   $25m

Costs

Coefficient

Figure A.4: Coefficients in Models with experimental Variables. To keep coefficients legible, we omit the
intercept. The figure is constructed analogously to Figure A.1.
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A.5 Coefficients for distancing models
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Basic Basic + demographics Complex

−4 −2 0 2 −4 −2 0 2 −4 −2 0 2

   Torture + $75m

   Torture + $50m

   Torture + $25m

   Media crackdown + $75m

   Media crackdown + $50m

   Media crackdown + $25m

   Rigged election + $75m

   Rigged election + $50m

   Rigged election + $25m

   Aid theft + $75m

   Aid theft + $50m

   Aid theft + $25m

   Media crackdown

   Torture

   Rigged election

   Aid theft

   Placebo

   No issue

   $75m

   $50m

   $25m

Costs and potential issues

   Large CT

   Small CT

   Large AML

   Small AML

   Baseline benefits

Benefits

Coefficient

Figure A.5: Coefficients in Models with experimental Variables. To keep coefficients legible, we omit the
intercept. The figure is constructed analogously to Figure A.1.
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B Conditional effects under alternative weighting schemes

B.1 Conditional effects for distancing and diverting under “basic” weighting scheme
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Figure A.6: Effects of unpalatable policies conditional on distancing and diverting under “basic” weight-
ing scheme. To keep coefficients legible, we omit the intercept. The figure is constructed analogously to
Figure ??.
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B.2 Conditional effects for distancing and diverting under “basic + demographics” weighting
scheme
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Figure A.7: Effects of unpalatable policies conditional on distancing and diverting under under “basic +
demographics” weighting scheme. The figure is constructed analogously to Figure ??.
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B.3 Conditional effects for addressing under alternative weighting scheme; addressing response
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Figure A.8: Effects of unpalatable Policies conditional when the government optimally addresses under
alternative weighting schemes. The figure is constructed analogously to Figure ??.
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B.4 Difference between addressing and ignoring the issue for each channel
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Figure A.9: Difference between addressing and ignoring the issue for each channel. The x-axis shows the
difference between the effect of the issue when the optimal remedial aid amount is chosen and the effect
when no additional aid is given for each channel on the y-axis and each issue. The horizontal lines and dots
indicate the 95% confidence intervals and the point estimate.
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C Survey balancing
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Figure A.10: Survey balancing. Each panel’s abscissa shows the standardized difference in means for the
variables listed on the ordinate. Triangle indicate the raw differences between our own data and the CCES
target; the dots show the differences after applying the weights from entropy balancing. The left hand
panel shows the balancing when using the basic specification, the right hand side when relying on the more
complex covariate set.
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