
Online Appendix: For Online Publication Only

Your Place in the World: Relative Income and Global Inequality

Dietmar Fehr (University of Heidelberg and CESifo)

Johanna Mollerstrom (George Mason University and IFN)

Ricardo Perez-Truglia (University of California, Berkeley, CESifo and NBER)

A Additional Results

A.1 Descriptive Statistics

Table A.1 and A.2 show the summary statistics for the baseline and follow-up survey, respec-
tively. In Table A.3, we show that the treatment and control groups are balanced on observable
characteristics. Since we will consider heterogeneity by left-of-center and center/right-of-center
individuals, the table also shows the balance within each of those groups. We see in Table A.3
that the observable characteristics are in general balanced over our samples. Only for one pre-
treatment characteristic, self-employed, we see a t-statistic slightly above 1.96. While this is well
below what we would expect when conducting a total of 39 tests, we nevertheless are conserva-
tive in our analysis and include this characteristic in the set of control variables in the regression
analysis (in addition to self-employed this set includes age and gender of the respondent, and
indicator variables for education, disability, unemployment, retirement, party affiliation, and
East Germany).

Next, we present the distribution of responses for some of the key variables used in the
analysis. Figure A.1 shows the distribution of responses to the question on political views. The
majority of respondents places themselves in the middle (about 41 percent), which is also the
median response, and the rest is subdivided into left-of-center (about 35 percent) and right-to-
center (about 24 percent). Thus, it is natural to categorize respondents into three groups: left-
of-center respondents (responses 0-4), center respondents (5), and right-of-center respondents
(6-10). Figure A.2 shows the distribution of responses for the belief on the role of effort vs. luck.

Next, we compare the distribution of responses in the baseline vs. the follow-up survey.
Figure A.3 presents the distribution of prior beliefs on the income ranks at the national and
global level in the baseline survey (A.3a.) and follow-up survey (A.3c.). Figures A.4a. and b.
show the distribution of prior beliefs on national income ranks in the baseline and follow-up
survey separated by treatment status, and analogously A.4c. and d. shows the same for prior
beliefs on global income ranks. Figure A.5 presents the distribution of responses of all policy
preferences in the baseline and follow-up survey using data from the control group in both
surveys.
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A.2 Test for Selective Attrition

In part of the analysis, we measure the effects of treatment on the outcomes from the follow-up
survey. One potential concern is that the treatment may have affected the decision to participate
in the follow-up survey. Tables A.4 and A.5 provide further assurances that the attrition was
random. In Table A.4, we examine whether treatment status predicts participation in the follow-
up survey. Column (1) shows that this is not the case. As it is possible that some household
members are treated, while others are not, we also control for “peer” treatment. The results are
displayed in Column (2) and indicates that neither affects participation in the follow-up survey.
In Columns (3) and (4) we present a similar analysis investigating how direct treatment effects
or peer treatment effects influence the follow-up survey response rate. Again, the coefficient
estimates are small and all insignificant. In Table A.5 we repeat this exercise for treatment
effects, but also look at left-of-center and center/right-of-center respondents. The results are
very similar to what we have seen in Table A.4.

A.3 Correlation Between Giving and Preferences for Redistribution

Figure A.6 provides a less parametric view of the correlation between the real-stakes donations
with preferences for redistribution, through a binned scatterplot. Figure A.6.a shows that there
is a significant positive correlation between the demand for national redistribution and the do-
nations to the German poor, and Figure A.6.b shows the significant positive correlation between
the demand for global redistribution and the donations to the Kenyan poor.

A.4 Feedback Provided to Subjects

After conducting the survey, it is straightforward to compute the respondent’s national income
rank: it is the proportion of households who reported a lower household income in that same
question. At the time of providing feedback and calculating the rewards for the belief elicitation
task, however, that data was not available for us (i.e., because it was being collected). For
those steps, then, we used an “ex-ante” estimate of the distribution of gross household income.
Ideally, we would compute the individual’s feedback using the distribution of responses to
our question about gross household income from a previous year. However, this question on
gross household income was not collected by SOEP-IS in any year prior to our baseline survey.
Instead, we used a variable on gross household income computed by SOEP for the calendar
years 2014 and then extrapolated to the year 2015 with a simple adjustment for the German
inflation rate and the growth in GDP per capita. This income variable is not based on the same
question about the gross household income we used in our module. Instead, it was constructed
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by SOEP based on a battery of different questions.42

Figure A.7 gives a sense of how accurate our ex-ante feedback was (compared to the ac-
tual rank that we were able to compute after collecting all the survey responses about income).
Given that this feedback is constructed with data from a different source, it is natural that there
will be some discrepancies between our ex-ante feedback and our ex-post estimates. Addi-
tionally, we would expect our calculations to be somewhat off purely from sampling variation.
Figure A.7 illustrates that our feedback was not perfect, but still quite accurate. In any case,
note that for the analysis of the information-provision experiment, we do not need to assume
that the feedback was perfectly accurate.

A.5 Correlates of Policy Preferences

In Table A.6 we show unconditional correlations (as in Table 2) alongside with conditional
correlations. That is, odd-numbered columns in Table A.6 corresponds to bivariate regressions
(i.e., with independent regressions with one right-hand-side variable each), whereas the even-
numbered columns report multivariate correlations (i.e., with all correlates entering the right-
hand-side of the equation jointly). As one can see, most of the patterns reported in Section
3 survive the inclusion of other socio-economic information. Notable differences emerge, for
example, for the association between demand for national redistribution and age, and for the
correlation of demand for global redistribution and global Effort vs. Luck Beliefs. Moreover,
for giving at both the national and the global level political orientation does not survive the
inclusion of other variables.

A.6 Correlates of Misperceptions

In Table A.7 we present correlations between misperceptions and a set of control variables using
data from the baseline control group only (i.e., individuals who did not receive any feedback
from us regarding their true income rank). In uneven-numbered columns each control variable
enters a bivariate regression with national bias (defined as the difference of prior belief and true
income rank) and global bias (defined analogously) as well as the absolute national and global
bias as the dependent variable. In even-numbered columns all controls enter the regression
simultaneously. National and global misperceptions are negatively related to income and there
is some indication that left-of-center respondents are better calibrated as well. Higher education

42This outcome represents the combined income before taxes and government transfers of all individuals in
the household 16 years of age and older. This variable is the sum of total family income from labor earnings,
asset flows, private retirement income and private transfers. Labor earnings include wages and salary from all
employment including training, self-employment income, and bonuses, overtime, and profit-sharing. Asset flows
include income from interest, dividends, and rent. Private transfers include payments from individuals outside of
the household including alimony and child support payments.
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in the form of a college degree is negatively related to national bias but positively relative to
global bias.
In the follow-up survey, we also added some control questions at the end. Specifically, we asked
respondents to what extent they trust the government, media, science, and official statistics, and
whether they actively looked for information on the income distribution (and if so, where they
looked). If a respondent was in the treatment group in the previous wave, we also asked them
whether they shared information about their income rank within their household. Figure A.8
shows the correlation between misperceptions and respondents’ trust in government, media,
science, and official statistics using data from control group in the follow-up survey.

A.7 Income Ranks Over Time

In Figure A.9 we show that individuals’ actual relative income often changes from one year
to the other, which implies that whatever one learned about their relative income one year
ago may not be directly relevant to assess ones current income rank. This pattern is more
pronounced for national than global income ranks.

A.8 Information Diffusion within the Household

The baseline specification from equation (2) assumes that when the individual receives the treat-
ment directly, it should not matter whether his or her peers received the treatment or not. We
can provide a direct test of that assumption. For that, we estimate a modified version of equa-
tion (2):
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First, we recode Tpeer
i such that it takes the value 1 if one of the other household members

received the information and 0 otherwise (i.e., it takes the value 1 even if the individual re-
ceived the information directly, as long as one of the other household members received it too).
Second, we estimate separate regressions for individuals in the treatment and control groups
(i.e., for individuals who received the information directly and individuals who received the
information indirectly). The results are presented in Table A.8. Columns (1) and (2) show that
individuals who did not receive the information directly seem to be learning from their peers.
The results from Columns (3) and (4) indicate that, for individuals who received the informa-
tion directly, it does not matter whether their peers received the information or not. In other
words, this is direct evidence in support for the baseline definition of Tpeer

i in equation (2).
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A.9 Alternative Definition of Political Orientation

For ease of presentation, we only distinguished between left-of-center respondents and center/right-
of-center respondents in our main analysis. In this section, we show that our results are unaf-
fected when we use the alternative categorization of political orientation suggested by the dis-
tribution of responses as outlined in Section A.1. That is, we categorize respondents into three
groups: left-of-center respondents, center, and right-of-center respondents. Note that left-of-
center is defined as in our main analysis and that we now only look at center (defined as the
median response to the self-assessment on the political left-right spectrum) and right-of-center
(defined as above median responses) separately. The results on the effects of information provi-
sion on policy preferences are displayed in Table A.9 and largely confirm our results presented
in the main text (Table 6) with one notable exception. While we see only a weak effect of infor-
mation about national income rank on giving for center/right-of-center respondents in panel
(c) of Table 6, this effect is more pronounced if we look at right-of-center respondents sepa-
rately (panel (c) of Table A.9). We observe that more conservative respondents increase their
national and global giving upon learning that they are richer than thought at the national level,
suggesting that other-regarding preferences play a role here.

A.10 Robustness of Effects of Information on Preferences and Opinions

First, we explore the robustness of our main specification from equation (3) of Section 5. The
baseline specification is demanding in that it simultaneously includes in the regression two
variables that are significantly correlated: perceptions of national and global relative income.
In Table A.10, we present an alternative specification, which only includes perceptions of na-
tional or global ranks. The results from this less demanding specification are not only robust,
but also more precisely estimated. This specification is, however, by construction biased, as it
omits a variable that is correlated with the regressor of interest, and thus it is not our preferred
specification.
Second, we verify that our results are not driven by outliers, and that assuming a linear re-
lationship is reasonable. Using binned scatterplots and the same specification as before (with
perception of national income rank only) confirms that this is case. Figure A.10.a depicts this re-
lation for the left-of-center respondents and Figure A.10.b shows this for center/right-of-center
respondents.
Third, we can also look at how our treatment affects demand for redistribution dependent
on respondents’ misperceptions. For some respondents learning their true income position
is positive news (i.e., they learn they are richer than they previously thought), neutral news,
or negative news (i.e., they learn they are poorer than they thought). Figure A.11 presents
this exercise. Figure A.11.a focuses on left-leaning respondents and shows that for those who
underestimated their relative income, the “news” that their income is higher than previously
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thought decreased their preferences for redistribution (i.e., the whole distribution shifts to the
left, non-parametric p-value = 0.023). Figure A.11.b shows that for those who had a roughly
accurate prior belief (i.e., +/- 10 pp of the truth) the information provision was “no news”
and, as expected, the preferences for redistribution does not change (i.e., the whole distribu-
tion looks the same in treatment and control, non-parametric p-value = 0.127). Figure A.11.c
shows that for those who overestimated their relative income, the “news” that their income
is lower than previously thought increased their preferences for redistribution (i.e., the whole
distribution shifts to the right, non-parametric p-value = 0.173). Figure A.11.d-e shows the re-
sults for center/right-of-center individuals. It is clear that there are no significant effects for
center/right-of-center individuals.
Finally, we provide a falsification test of our information intervention. Specifically, we test
whether the treatment had an effect on a variable that is related to demand for redistribution
and that we elicit before the treatment. For this purpose, we use the two questions about the
respondent’s belief in the importance of effort versus luck for individual economic success both
at the national and the global level. Despite that these variables are related to demand for
redistribution (see Table 2), we expect no treatment effect as they were measured before the
information-provision. The results in Table A.11 confirm this expectation: none of the key
coefficients are statistically significant, and furthermore the point estimates tend to be close to
zero, and the statistical precision is comparable to that from Table 6.

A.11 Average Treatment Effects of Information

Table A.12 shows the average effect of providing information on the main outcomes. This
may be relevant for policy-makers if they are considering disseminating unbiased information
about the national and global relative income. We find that the provision of information had
average effects close to zero, statistically insignificant, and precisely estimated. This is perfectly
consistent with the reported evidence: We find that only feedback about national rank mat-
ters. However, we barely changed the beliefs of the individuals on average, because there was
roughly as much underestimation as overestimation.

A.12 Treatment Effects on Follow-Up Outcomes

Because we reassessed all our outcome measures in the follow-up survey, we can examine the
effect of the information-provision experiment on policy preferences a year later. Table A.13
presents the results from estimating equation (3). Although we have seen a quite remarkable
belief persistence, most point estimates are small. This may be not surprising as the pass-
through rates one year later are far from perfect (see discussion in Section 4.3). In addition,
many things have changed in the year since the individual received the feedback, including
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that an individual’s position in the income distribution may have changed. As a result, we
would expect the point estimates to be significantly smaller a year later. The results from Table
A.13 indicate that the point estimates are not really stable, and mostly imprecisely estimated.
We cannot rule out that there are no effects one year later, but we cannot rule out either that
the effects one year later were substantial – indeed, we cannot even rule out that the long-term
effects are as large as the short-term effects.
One concern with the baseline specification for this analysis is that the control group was con-
taminated due to the spillovers. In other words, while some of the respondents were randomly
selected not to receive information, some of their household members may have received the
information and thus respondents could have been exposed to the information anyways. This
would create an attenuation bias in the results reported in Table A.13. We can control for those
spillovers using an specification that includes the interactions between the peer-treatment and
the gap in prior beliefs, as in equation (2). Recall that the indicator for “peer treatment” takes
the value 1 if the respondent did not receive the information but another member of her house-
hold and 0 otherwise (i.e., if the respondent received the information or if none of the household
members received the information). The results from this alternative specification are presented
in Table A.14 and roughly similar to those reported in the baseline specification from Table A.13.

A.13 Additional Evidence on Support for Globalization and Immigration

In the follow-up survey, we also asked whether the poor (rich) will benefit from globalization
and immigration. More precisely, after asking about the support for globalization, we asked the
following two questions: “Do you think that poor (rich) people in Germany are disadvantaged
by globalization or that they benefit from it?” with answers ranging from 1 (very disadvan-
taged) to 10 (benefit greatly). Similarly, after asking about support for more immigration from
poor countries, we asked “Do you think that poor (rich) people in Germany will be disadvan-
taged by or that they will benefit from more immigration from people from poorer countries?”
again on a scale from 1 (very disadvantaged) to 10 (benefit greatly). In Figure A.12.a, we show
the distribution of responses to the questions about the beneficiaries of globalization. As one
would expect, respondents believe that the poor are disadvantaged by more globalization while
the rich profit from it. Figure A.12.b shows that responses are negatively correlated (ρ=-0.20).
Those who think that the poor are disadvantaged by globalization also tend to think that the
rich more likely benefit. Figure A.12.c shows distribution of responses to the questions about
the beneficiaries of immigration. We observe a similar pattern as before: respondents think
the poor are disadvantaged and the rich benefit. Figure A.12.b shows again that responses are
negatively correlated, albeit only weakly (ρ=-0.08).
Next, we show how these questions correlate with respondents’ support for globalization and
immigration. Figure A.13.a shows a positive correlation between support for globalization
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(ρ=0.42), i.e., respondents who believe that the poor are disadvantaged by globalization also
tend to display less support for globalization, and vice versa. The picture is less clear on the
relationship between support for globalization and the question whether the rich benefit from it
(Figure A.13.b), as most respondents believe that the rich will benefit. We observe a similar pic-
ture for support for immigration and the questions who will benefit from more immigration.
Figure A.13.c shows a strong association between support for immigration and the question
whether the poor benefit from it (ρ=0.55), while the association is near zero for the support
for immigration and the rich (Figure A.13.d). These correlations are consistent with a Stolper-
Samuelson-effect that would predict that people at the lower end of the income distribution
face more economic pressure due to more trade openness and immigration and thus would be
disadvantaged by it.
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Figure A.1: Distribution of Political Orientation

Notes: Distribution of political orientation measured on a scale from 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). Question
asked in the baseline survey before the treatment and includes data from all respondents. Median response is
5.

Figure A.2: Effort vs. Luck

a. Distribution b. Correlation National Vs. Global

Notes: Distribution of Effort vs. Luck Beliefs at national level (gray) and global level (red) in (a.) and their
correlation in (b.) with darker areas indicating more responses in this area. Effort vs. Luck Beliefs were
elicited before the treatment in the baseline survey. Data from all respondents in the baseline survey.
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Figure A.3: Perceived National and Global Income Ranks

a. Distribution Baseline b. Correlation National Vs. Global Baseline

c. Distribution Follow up d. Correlation National Vs. Global Follow up

Notes: Distribution of prior beliefs about national income rank (gray) and global income rank (red) in the
baseline survey in (a.) and their correlation in (b.) with darker areas indicating more responses in this area.
Distribution of prior beliefs about national income rank (gray) and global income rank (red) in the follow-up
survey control group in (c.) and their correlation in (d.) with darker areas indicating more responses in this
area. In the baseline survey beliefs were elicited before the treatment and in the follow-up survey one year
after the treatment.
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Figure A.4: Perceived National and Global Income Ranks over Time

a. National Distribution Control b. National Distribution Treatment

c. Global Distribution Control d. Global Distribution Treatment

Notes: Distribution of prior beliefs about national income rank in the baseline control (gray) and follow-
up control group (red) in (a.) and distribution of prior beliefs about national income rank in the baseline
treatment (gray) and follow-up treatment group (red) in (b.). Distribution of prior beliefs about global income
rank in the baseline control (gray) and follow-up control group (red) in (c.) and distribution of prior beliefs
about global income rank in the baseline treatment (gray) and follow-up treatment group (red) in (d.).
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Figure A.5: Policy Preferences – Baseline and Follow-up Survey

a. National Redistribution b. Global Redistribution

c. Support International Organ. d. Support Globalization

e. Support Immigration

Notes: Distribution of preferences for national redistribution (a.), of preferences for global redistribution (b.),
of the support for an international organization with a mandate to redistribute globally (c.), of the support
for globalization (d.), and of the support for immigration (e.) in the baseline control (gray) and follow-up
control group (red).
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Figure A.6: Preferences for Redistribution vs. Giving in Distributional Tasks

a. National Redistribution b. Global Redistribution

Notes: Binned scatterplots with 10 equally-sized bins showing the relationship between preference for na-
tional redistribution and share of giving to a poor German household (a.) and the relationship between
preference for global redistribution and share of giving to a poor global household (b.). Data from baseline
survey control group.

Figure A.7: Prior Beliefs about National Income Rank vs. Feedback

Notes: Distribution of prior beliefs about own income rank and the information provided (baseline survey).
The feedback in the baseline survey was calculated prior to collecting the survey data using data for gross
household income in the calendar year 2014 from the SOEP and “extrapolating” it to 2016 by adjusting for
the inflation rate and the growth in GDP per capita. The green horizontal line indicates the true feedback,
which should be uniform over the interval.
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Figure A.8: Relationship Between Misperceptions of Income Rank and Trust in Institutions

a. Government b. Media

c. Statistics d. Research

Notes: Coefficient plots from OLS regressions of misperceptions about relative income on trust in govern-
ment (a.), media (b.), statistics (c.), and research (d.) using data from the follow-up control group. Standard
errors clustered at the household level.

Figure A.9: Persistence of Income Rank Year-Over-Year

a. National Income Rank b. Global Income Rank

Notes: Correlation between true income rank in the year of the baseline survey and in the year of the fol-
lowup survey for national income rank (a.) and global income rank (b.).
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Figure A.10: Effects of Information Provision on Preferences for Redistribution

a. Left-of-Center Respondents b. Center/Right-of-Center Respondents

Notes: Binned scatterplots with 20 equally-sized bins showing the effect of information on true national in-
come rank on preferences for redistribution (defined as equally-weighted index of preferences for national
and global redistribution) for left-of-center respondents (a.) and center/right-of-center respondents (b.).
Left-of-center is defined as below the median response of 5 on the self-assessment scale (0-10) for political ori-
entation from left to right, whereas center/right-of-center subsumes respondents at or above the median (5) on
this scale. The control variables used in the analysis are the prior misperceptions about the national income
rank, and the following demographic characteristics: age and dummies for gender, education, disability,
unemployment, retirement, self-employment, political party and East Germany. Data from baseline survey.
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Figure A.12: Beneficiaries of Globalization and Immigration

a. Distribution Globalization b. Correlations

c. Distribution Immigration d. Correlations

Notes: Distribution of beneficiaries of globalization: poor (gray) and rich (red) in (a.) and their correlation
in (b.) with darker areas indicating more responses in this area. Distribution of beneficiaries of immigration:
poor (gray) and rich (red) in (c.) and their correlation in (d.) with darker areas indicating more responses in
this area. Data from the follow-up survey control group.
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Figure A.13: Relationship Between Support for Globalization and Immigration and Beneficia-
ries

Globalization
a. Poor benefit b. Rich benefit

Immigration
c. Poor benefit. d. Rich benefit

Notes: Correlations of support for globalization with opinion about beneficiaries of globalization: poor (a.)
and rich (b.) and correlations of support for immigration with opinion about beneficiaries of immigration:
poor (c.) and rich (d.). Darker areas indicate more responses in this area. Data from follow-up survey control
group.
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Table A.1: Summary Statistics – Baseline Survey

Pre-Treatment

Control Group Treatment Group
mean sd p25 p50 p75 mean sd p25 p50 p75

Political Orientation 4.72 1.54 4 5 5 4.80 1.54 4 5 6

Effort vs. Luck Belief (National) 4.59 1.69 3 5 6 4.60 1.67 3 5 6

Effort vs. Luck Belief (Global) 5.20 1.97 4 5 6 5.17 1.92 4 5 6

HH Gross Income (EUR 1,000s) 43.64 50.78 18 35 58 43.54 59.66 17 35 55

No. of Household Members 2.34 1.19 2 2 3 2.28 1.25 1 2 3

Prior Belief National Rank 0.49 0.21 0 1 1 0.50 0.20 0 1 1

Prior Belief Global Rank 0.69 0.20 1 1 1 0.70 0.20 1 1 1

Observations 705 687

Post-Treatment

Control Group Treatment Group
mean sd p25 p50 p75 mean sd p25 p50 p75

National Redistribution 5.06 2.26 3 5 7 4.99 2.25 3 5 7

Global Redistribution 5.06 2.35 3 5 7 5.14 2.32 4 5 7

Support Internat. Organization 4.60 2.69 2 5 7 4.50 2.64 2 5 6

Giving Amount National 27.70 15.14 20 25 40 28.49 14.52 20 25 40

Giving Amount Global 31.88 16.04 20 30 50 31.79 15.77 20 30 50

Support Globalization 6.21 1.97 5 6 8 5.94 1.92 5 6 7

Support Immigration 4.38 2.16 3 5 6 4.36 2.05 3 5 6

Observations 705 687

Notes: Summary statistics for pre-treatment and post-treatment variables separated by treatment status in
the baseline survey. Political Orientation is respondents’ self-placement on a scale from far left (0) to far right
(10). Effort vs. Luck Belief (National/Global) indicates to what extend a respondent thinks that economic
success is due to effort (1) or luck (10). Prior Belief National (Global) Rank is the perceived relative rank in
the national (global) income distribution ranging from 0-100. National and Global Redistribution indicate
respondents’ preferences for national and global redistribution ranging from 1 (no redistribution) to 10 (com-
plete redistribution). Support Internat. Organization is respondents’ willingness to support introduction of
an international organization with a mandate to redistribute resources between countries ranging from 1 (no
support) to 10 (full support). Support Globalization measures support for globalization ranging from 1 (no
globalization) to 10 (complete globalization) and Support Immigration measures support for immigration of
more poor people ranging from 1 (much less people) to 10 (much more people). Giving National/Global in-
dicates the sum of money (between €0 and €50) transferred to a poor German household and a poor Kenyan
household.
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Table A.2: Summary Statistics – Follow-up Survey

Control Group Treatment Group
mean sd p25 p50 p75 mean sd p25 p50 p75

HH Gross Income (EUR 1,000s) 46.66 36.48 23 39 60 47.03 52.59 22 36 60

No. of Household Members 2.25 1.08 2 2 3 2.24 1.20 1 2 3

Prior Belief National Rank 0.51 0.21 0 1 1 0.53 0.23 0 1 1

Prior Belief Global Rank 0.71 0.21 1 1 1 0.73 0.21 1 1 1

Certainty Prior Nat. Rank 4.94 2.30 3 5 7 5.41 2.46 4 5 7

Certainty Prior Glob. Rank 5.21 2.52 3 5 7 5.81 2.53 5 6 8

National Redistribution 5.15 2.33 3 5 7 5.09 2.34 3 5 7

Global Redistribution 5.01 2.37 3 5 7 5.04 2.35 3 5 7

Support Internat. Organization 4.66 2.91 2 5 7 4.68 2.85 2 5 7

Support Globalization 6.11 2.06 5 6 8 5.86 2.04 5 6 7

Poor benefit Globaliz. 4.64 2.21 3 5 6 4.64 2.28 3 5 6

Rich benefit Globaliz. 7.58 2.07 7 8 9 7.41 2.17 6 8 9

Support Immigration 4.43 2.31 2 5 6 4.38 2.14 3 4 6

Poor benefit Immigrat. 3.96 2.02 2 4 5 3.93 2.02 2 4 5

Rich benefit Immigrat. 6.69 2.17 5 7 8 6.70 2.04 5 7 8

Observations 585 559

Notes: Summary statistics for variables in the follow-up survey separated by treatment status. Prior Belief
National (Global) Rank is the perceived relative rank in the national (global) income distribution ranging
from 0-100. Certainty Prior Nat. (Glob.) Rank indicates respondents’ confidence with their prior-belief
statement measured in 10 percent steps (from 0 to 100 percent). National and Global Redistribution indi-
cate respondents’ preferences for national and global redistribution ranging from 1 (no redistribution) to 10
(complete redistribution). Support Internat. Organization is respondents’ willingness to support introduc-
tion of an international organization with a mandate to redistribute resources between countries ranging
from 1 (no support) to 10 (full support). Support Globalization measures support for globalization ranging
from 1 (no globalization) to 10 (complete globalization) and Poor/Rich benefit Globaliz. indicates whether
respondents think that poor/rich are disadvantaged by (1) or benefit from globalization (10). Support Im-
migration measures support for immigration of more poor people ranging from 1 (much less people) to 10
(much more people). Poor/Rich benefit Immigrat. indicates whether respondents think that poor/rich are
disadvantaged by (1) or benefit from immigration (10).
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Table A.3: Randomization Balance
All Left-of-center Center/Right-of-center

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
Treat Control P-value Treat Control P-value Treat Control P-value

HH Gross Income (EUR 1,000s) 43.64 43.54 0.97 52.40 45.61 0.12 39.09 42.54 0.37
(1.91) (2.28) (3.45) (2.52) (2.26) (3.14)

No. of Household Members 2.34 2.28 0.35 2.37 2.35 0.90 2.32 2.24 0.31
(0.04) (0.05) (0.07) (0.09) (0.06) (0.06)

Female (=1) 0.54 0.55 0.79 0.54 0.58 0.42 0.55 0.54 0.82
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)

Age 54.58 56.44 0.06 52.67 55.51 0.09 55.58 56.88 0.28
(0.71) (0.69) (1.20) (1.20) (0.87) (0.84)

Education: upper secondary (=1) 0.63 0.60 0.23 0.56 0.54 0.67 0.66 0.62 0.20
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)

Education: college (=1) 0.22 0.23 0.61 0.33 0.31 0.70 0.16 0.19 0.24
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)

Disabled (=1) 0.13 0.15 0.18 0.12 0.11 0.90 0.14 0.17 0.11
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)

Unemployed (=1) 0.03 0.04 0.50 0.02 0.02 0.65 0.04 0.05 0.64
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)

Self employed (=1) 0.07 0.05 0.21 0.08 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.88
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)

Retired (=1) 0.34 0.35 0.72 0.32 0.31 0.92 0.36 0.37 0.65
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)

SPD Supporter (=1) 0.13 0.16 0.14 0.22 0.25 0.35 0.09 0.11 0.16
(0.01) (0.01) (0.03) (0.03) (0.01) (0.01)

CDU/CSU Supporter (=1) 0.22 0.24 0.30 0.10 0.09 0.71 0.28 0.31 0.26
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)

East Germany (=1) 0.23 0.23 0.99 0.25 0.27 0.76 0.22 0.22 0.86
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)

Joint F-Test 0.22 0.15 0.58
Observations 705 687 241 222 464 465

Notes: Control variables: mean and standard deviation (in parentheses), separated for treatment and control in the baseline survey.

P-value is from testing for difference between treatment and control. Joint F-test reports the p-value from an F-test based on regress-

ing treatment status on all controls. Columns 1–3 includes data for all respondents, Columns 4–6 includes data for left-of-center, and

Columns 7–9 includes data for center/right-of-center respondents. All control variables are defined as binary variables except house-

hold income, number of household members, and age.
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Table A.4: Effects of Information Provision on Response Rate to the Follow-Up Survey (Selec-
tive Attrition)

Responded to Follow-Up Survey

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Treatment -0.018 -0.008
(0.020) (0.026)

Peer Treatment 0.029
(0.032)

National Rank: Treat*(Feedback - Prior) -0.029 -0.082
(0.097) (0.113)

National Rank: Peer Treatment*(Feedback - Prior) -0.153
(0.146)

Global Rank: Treat*(Feedback - Prior) -0.146 -0.091
(0.099) (0.120)

Global Rank: Peer Treatment*(Feedback - Prior) 0.152
(0.134)

Observations 1,392 1,392 1,364 1,364

Notes: ***p-value < 0.01, **p-value < 0.05, *p-value < 0.1. OLS regressions with standard errors clustered
at the household level in parentheses using data from both surveys. The dependent variable is an indicator
whether a respondent took part in the follow-up survey one year later. Analysis conditional on number of
household members and HH gross income.
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Table A.5: Effects of Information Provision on Response Rate to the Follow-Up Survey (Treat-
ment Effect on Attrition)

All Left-of-center Center/Right-of-center

(1) (2) (3)

National Rank: Treat*(Feedback - Prior) -0.019 -0.287 0.107
(0.096) (0.181) (0.114)

Global Rank: Treat*(Feedback - Prior) -0.131 0.032 -0.196∗

(0.100) (0.213) (0.110)

P-value (i)=(ii) 0.541 0.391 0.140
Observations 1,364 458 906

Notes: ***p-value < 0.01, **p-value < 0.05, *p-value < 0.1. OLS regressions estimating the effect of treatment
status on participation in the follow-up survey using data from baseline survey. Standard errors clustered at
the household level in parentheses. The dependent variable is an indicator whether a respondent took part
in the follow-up survey one year later. Left-of-center is defined as below the median response of 5 on the self-
assessment scale (0-10) for political orientation from left to right, whereas center/right-of-center subsumes
respondents at or above the median (5) on this scale. The control variables used in the analysis are the prior
misperceptions about the national and global income rank, and the following demographic characteristics:
age and dummies for gender, education, disability, unemployment, retirement, self-employment, political
party and East Germany.
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B Survey Instrument: Baseline 
 

BASELINE SURVEY 
 

 
 
 
 
The documentation of the SOEP-IS can be found here: https://doi.org/10.5684/soep.is.2018 
 
The full survey instruments are publicly available and can be found through the link above or directly here:  
 
https://www.diw.de/documents/publikationen/73/diw_01.c.789423.de/diw_ssp0866.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 

The following questions should only be heard by the participant and no other household 
members. 

 

 

Q132 - ISP1: Earning Money: Luck vs Effort - Intro Text 
 

How well an individual succeeds economically in life can depend both on things that are within a 
person’s control, such as personal effort, and on things that are not within a person’s control, 
such as luck.  

 

 

Q133 - ISP2A: Luck vs. Effort - Germany Left-right matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 
 

Would you say that it is mostly luck or effort that matters for how well an individual in Germany 
does economically in life?  

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
1 means only luck matters.  

10 means only effort matters.  
With the steps in between, you can rate your opinion. 

 
 

Normal 
 

 1 
Only 
luck 

matters  

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Only 
effort 

matters  
X           
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Q134 - ISP2B: Luck vs. Effort - World  Left-right matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 
 

Would you say that it is mostly luck or effort that matters for how well an individual in the world 
does economically in life?  
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
1 means only luck matters.  

10 means only effort matters.  
With the steps in between, you can rate your opinion. 

 
 

Normal 
 

 1 
Only 
luck 

matters  

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Only 
effort 

matters  
X           

 

 
Q135 - ISP3: Gross Income Numeric 

 

Max = 99999999 
 

As a basis for our next module “Income distribution”, I would now like to know from you, how high 
the gross income, ie the income before tax deductions, of your household in 2016 was. Income 
includes wages or salaries, self-employment income, capital income, pension payments, and other 
private payments such as alimonies. If you are not sure, please estimate as accurately as possible. 
 
 

Q136 - ISP4: How many household members Numeric 
 

Max = 30 
 

How many people (adults and children under 18), including you, lived in your household in 2016? 
 

 

Q137 - ISP5: Income Rank - Intro Text 
 

You indicated before that your gross household income in 2016 was EUR [XX] and your household 
had [Y] members. This means that the per-capita gross income in your household in 2016 was 
EUR [XXX]. We will now ask a few more questions about this per-capita gross household income. 
 
We are interested in your assessment of how your per capita gross household income relates to 
the income of other people. Please give the most accurate and truthful assessment. You can earn 
money for the accuracy of your assessment. For each of the following two questions you will 
receive 20 Euros at the end of the survey if you are correct with your assessment. If you are not 
correct with your assessment, you will not receive any money. 

 

 

Please click “Continue” and give the laptop to the participant. 
 

 

Q139 - ISP6A: Income Rank - Germany Numeric 
 

Max = 100 
 

What is the proportion of people in Germany who had a lower per-capita gross household income 
in 2016 than you? 

 

--> Please enter your answer in percent. 0 percent means that you are the poorest person in 
Germany. 100 percent means that you are the richest person in Germany. With the values in 

between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q140 - ISP6B: Income Rank - World Numeric 
 

Max = 100 
 

What is the proportion of people in the World who had a lower per-capita gross household 
income in 2016 than you? 

 

--> Please enter your answer in percent. 0 percent means that you are the poorest person in the 
World. 100 percent means that you are the richest person in the World. With the values in 

between, you can scale your assessment. 
 

 

 

Please give the laptop back to the interviewer. 
 

 
 
 

[...QUESTIONS FROM A DIFFERENT MODULE...] 
 

 

PB Q147 - PPOL6: Left-Right Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 11 
 

In politics, people often talk about "left" and "right" when it comes to identifying different political 
attitudes. When you think of your own political views, where would you classify these views? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
The value 0 means: far left, the value 10 means: far right. 

The values between 0 and 10 allow you to rate your opinion. 
 

 

Rows: Normal | Columns: Normal 
 

Rendered as Dynamic Grid 
 

 0 
Far 
left 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Far  

right  
            

 

 
 
 
 

[...QUESTIONS FROM A DIFFERENT MODULE...] 
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Ask only if Q26901 – ISP_treat_split, 1 

Q269 - ISP8: Rank Information - Intro Text 
 

We would now like to give you information about the distribution of per-capita gross household 
income in Germany and worldwide. This information is based on representative and independently 
collected data from scientifically well-recognized institutions, such as the Panel Study ``Living in 
Germany'‘, the World Bank, and the Luxembourg Income Study Center. 

 

 

Ask only if Q26901 – ISP_treat_split, 1 

Q270 - ISP9A: Rank Information Germany Text 
 

In Germany, X% of people are poorer than you, which means they have a lower per capita gross 
household income than you. 
 
Graphical Illustration 
 

Ask only if Q26901 – ISP_treat_split, 1 

Q271 - ISP9B: Rank Information World Text 
 

Worldwide, X% of people are poorer than you, which means they have a lower per capita gross 
household income than you. 
 
Graphical Illustration 
 

Q272 - ISP10: Redistribution – Intro Text 
 

 

Now we will talk about redistribution. Redistribution of income means that the state reduces 
the income gap between citizens through taxes and transfers.  
 

 

Q273 - ISP11A: Redistribution - Germany Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

How much redistribution of income do you want between citizens in Germany? 
 
No redistribution means that the state does not intervene in the distribution of income. Complete 
redistribution means that everyone earns the same amount after redistribution has been done. 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
The value 1 means: no redistribution, 

the value 10 means: complete redistribution. 
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 

 
 

Rows: Normal | Columns: Normal 
 

Rendered as Dynamic Grid 
 

 1 
No 

redistribution 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Complete 
redistribution  

X           
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Q274 - ISP11B: Redistribution - World Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

Now imagine that it would be possible to redistribute income around the world in a similar way as 
a state can redistribute income within a country. 
 
How much redistribution of income do you want between citizens in the world? 
 
No redistribution means that the global distribution of income is not affected. Complete 
redistribution means that everyone in the world earns the same income after redistribution has 
taken place. 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
The value 1 means: no redistribution, 

the value 10 means: complete redistribution. 
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q275 - ISP12: International Redistribution Matrix 

 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

Would you support the creation of an international organization (similar to the United Nations) 
that can redistribute income or resources between countries? 
 

 

1 means: definitely not support. 
10 means: definitely support. 

With the values in between, you can rate your opinion. 
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Rendered as Dynamic Grid 
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Q276 - ISP13: Experiment - Intro Text 
 

We now want to set you two tasks where you can again earn money. In each of the two tasks you 
have to decide how you want to divide a certain amount of money between yourself and another 
household. At the end, every 7th respondent is selected and actually paid in one of the two tasks 
according to their decision. The determination of whether your decision will be paid will be made 
at the end of this module. The actual payment will be made at the end of the survey. 
 

 

Q277 - ISP14A: Intro Distribution 50 Euro Germany Text 
 

You are paired with another household in Germany, which also participates in the “Life in 
Germany Innovation Survey” (but does not participate in these interviews). This household is one 
of the poorest 10 percent of households in Germany. You now have 50 euros available and can 
divide this amount in any way between you and the other household. 
 
If this task is selected for payment, you will receive the amount you keep after the interview. The 
amount that you allocated to the other household will be transferred in full (without transaction 
costs) by Kantar Public at the end of the field time. In full means that your allocated amount 
arrives 1:1 at the other household. 
 
Please make your decision in private. 

 

Please hand over the laptop to the respondent. 
 

 
Q278 - ISP14AX: Decision 50 Euro Germany Numeric 

 

Max = 50 
 

How much of the 50 euros do you keep for yourself and how much do you give the other 
household? 

 

I keep __€  ISP14A1                                     -1 I give __€  ISP14A2                                         
-1 

 

 
 
Q279 - ISP14A3: Message Text 

 

Thank you for your decision. Please click on "Next" and hand over the laptop again to the 
interviewer. 
 

 

 

Q280 - ISP14B: Intro Distribution World  Text 
 

You are paired with another household in Kenya or Uganda. This is one of the poorest 10 percent 
households worldwide. You now have 50 euros available and can divide this amount in any way 
between you and the other household. 
 
If this task is selected for payment, you will receive the amount you keep at the end of the 
survey. The amount that you allocate to the other household will be forwarded to the selected 
household directly and completely (without transaction costs) by the University of Heidelberg at 
the end of field time via a non-profit organization. In full means that your allocated amount 
arrives 1:1 at the other household. 
 
Please make your decision in private.  

 

Please hand over the laptop to the respondent. 
On Demand: Please hand over the information sheet for GiveDirectly. 
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Q281 - ISP14BX: Decision 50 Euro World Numeric 
 

Max = 50 
 

How much of the 50 euros do you keep for yourself and how much do you give the other 
household? 

 

I keep __€ ISP14B1                                     -1 I give __€ - ISP14B2                                     -1 
 

 
 
Q282 - ISP14B3:  Message Text 

 

Thank you for your decision. Please click on "Next" and hand over the laptop again to the 
interviewer. 

 

 
Q283 - ISP15: Globalization Matrix 

 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

 
Now, I want to talk with you about “globalization.” Globalization means that local, regional and 
national economies are growing closer together. This happens, among other things, through 
technological progress, but also through the removal of trade barriers.  
 
What level of globalization do you want?  
 
No globalization means that countries are completely isolated and no trade with other countries 
takes place. Complete globalization means that there are no barriers to trade and barriers to the 
movement of persons, goods and capital. 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
A 1 means no globalization, 

a 10 means complete globalization. 
With the steps in between you can graduate your judgment. 
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Q284 - ISP16: Immigration Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

Should Germany, in your opinion, allow more or less people from poorer countries to come to 
Germany and work and live here? 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
A 1 means: much less people, 

a 10 means: many more people. 
With the steps in between, you can rate your opinion. 
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C Survey Instrument: Follow-Up 
 

FOLLOW-UP SURVEY 
 

 
 
The documentation of the SOEP-IS can be found here: https://doi.org/10.5684/soep.is.2018 
 
The full survey instruments are publicly available and can be found through the link above or directly here:  
 
https://www.diw.de/documents/publikationen/73/diw_01.c.798098.de/diw_ssp0890.pdf 
 
 

The following questions should only be heard by the participant and no other household 
members. 

 

 
 
 
Q253 - ISP3: Gross Income Numeric 

 

Max = 99999999 
 

As a basis for our next module “Income distribution”, I would now like to know from you, how high 
the gross income, ie the income before tax deductions, of your household in 2017 was. Income 
includes wages or salaries, self-employment income, capital income, pension payments, and other 
private payments such as alimonies. If you are not sure, please estimate as accurately as possible. 
 
Q254 - ISP4: How many household members Numeric 

 

Max = 30 
 

How many people (adults and children under 18), including you, lived in your household in 2017? 
 

 
Q255 - ISP5: Income Rank – Intro Text 

 

You indicated before that your gross household income in 2017 was EUR [XX] and your household 
had [Y] members. This means that the per-capita gross income in your household in 2017 was 
EUR [XXX]. We will now ask a few more questions about this per-capita gross household income. 
 
We are interested in your assessment of the relationship between your per-capita gross household 
income and the incomes of other people's households. Please give the most accurate and truthful 
assessment. You can earn money for the accuracy of your assessment. For each of the following 
two questions, you will receive 20 euros at the end of the survey if you are correct in your 
assessment. If you are wrong in your assessment, you will not receive any money. 

 

 

Please click “Continue” and give the laptop to the participant. 
 

 
 

Q257 - ISP6A: Income Rank - Germany Numeric 
 

Max = 100 
 

What is the proportion of people in Germany who had a lower per-capita gross household income 
in 2017 than you? 

 

--> Please enter your answer in percent.  
0 percent means that you are the poorest person in Germany.  

100 percent means that you are the richest person in Germany.  
With the values in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q258 - ISP6A_1: Income Rank – Germany Certainty Left-right matrix 
 

Answer not required | Not back | Number of rows: 1 
 

How sure are you with your answer? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale, where the value 0% means "not certain" and the 
value 100% means "very certain". With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 

 
 

Rows: Normal | Columns: Normal 
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Q259 - ISP6B: Income Rank - World Numeric 
 

Max = 100 
 

What is the proportion of people in the World who had a lower per-capita gross household 
income in 2017 than you? 

 

--> Please enter your answer in percent. 0 percent means that you are the poorest person in the 
World. 100 percent means that you are the richest person in the World. With the values in 

between, you can scale your assessment. 
 

 

 

Q260 - ISP6A_1: Income Rank – World Certainty Left-right matrix 
 

Answer not required | Not back | Number of rows: 1 
 

How sure are you with your answer? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale, where the value 0% means "not certain" and the 
value 100% means "very certain". With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 

 
 

Rows: Normal | Columns: Normal 
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Thank you for your information! Please return the laptop to your interviewer. 
 

 
 
 

[...QUESTIONS FROM A DIFFERENT MODULE...] 
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Q414 - ISP10: Redistribution – Intro Text 
 

Now we will talk about redistribution. Redistribution of income means that the state reduces 
the income gap between citizens through taxes and transfers. 

 

 

Q415 - ISP11A: Redistribution – Germany Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

How much redistribution of income do you want between citizens in Germany? 
 
No redistribution means that the state does not intervene in the distribution of income. Complete 
redistribution means that everyone earns the same amount after redistribution has been done. 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
The value 1 means: no redistribution, 

the value 10 means: complete redistribution. 
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q416 - ISP11B: Redistribution - World Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

Now imagine that it would be possible to redistribute income around the world in a similar way as 
a state can redistribute income within a country. 
 
How much redistribution of income do you want between citizens in the world? 
 
No redistribution means that the global distribution of income is not affected. Complete 
redistribution means that everyone in the world earns the same income after redistribution has 
taken place. 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
The value 1 means: no redistribution, 

the value 10 means: complete redistribution. 
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q417 - ISP12: International Redistribution Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

Would you support the creation of an international organization (similar to the United Nations) 
that can redistribute income or resources between countries? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
1 means: definitely not support. 
10 means: definitely support. 

With the values in between, you can rate your opinion. 
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Q283 - ISP15: Globalization Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

 
Now, I want to talk with you about “globalization.” Globalization means that local, regional and 
national economies are growing together more globally. This happens, among other things, 
through technological progress, but also through the removal of trade barriers.  
 
What level of globalization do you want?  
 
No globalization means that countries are completely isolated and no trade with other countries 
takes place. Complete globalization means that there are no barriers to trade and barriers to the 
movement of persons, goods and capital. 

 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
A 1 means no globalization, 

a 10 means complete globalization. 
With the steps in between you can graduate your judgment. 
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Q420 - ISP15a: Globalization Poor People Matrix 
 

Not back | Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 11 
 

Do you think that poor people in Germany are disadvantaged by globalization or that they 
benefit from it? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale:  
1 means "very disadvantaged",  

10 means "benefit greatly".  
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q420 - ISP15b: Globalization Rich People Matrix 

 

Not back | Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 11 
 

Do you think that rich people in Germany are disadvantaged by globalization or that they benefit 
from it? 

 

Please answer according to the following scale:  
1 means "very disadvantaged",  

10 means "benefit greatly".  
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q421 - ISP16: Immigration Matrix 
 

Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 10 
 

Should Germany, in your opinion, allow more or less people from poorer countries to come to 
Germany and work and live here? 

Please answer according to the following scale. 
A 1 means: much less people, 

a 10 means: many more people. 
With the steps in between, you can rate your opinion. 
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Q422 - ISP16a: Immigration Poor People Matrix 
 

Not back | Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 11 
 

Do you think that poor people in Germany will be disadvantaged or that they will benefit from 
more immigration from people from poorer countries? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale:  
1 means "very disadvantaged",  

10 means "benefit greatly".  
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q422 - ISP16a: Immigration Rich People Matrix 
 

Not back | Number of rows: 1 | Number of columns: 11 
 

Do you think that rich people in Germany will be disadvantaged or that they will benefit from 
more immigration from people from poorer countries? 
 

 

Please answer according to the following scale:  
1 means "very disadvantaged",  

10 means "benefit greatly".  
With the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 
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Q424 - ISPEXP00: Intro WTP Text 
 

Not back 
 

Based on your per-capita gross income in the amount of [XX], you have estimated before that 
[X% of the German population] and [Y% of the world population] have a lower per-capita gross 
household income than you. We have now calculated how many Germans and how many people 
in the world actually have a lower per-capita gross household income than you, using the latest 
official data. That is, we have calculated what rank you actually occupy in the respective 
distribution of income. We now want to know how much this information is worth to you. 
 
Below we present you with 10 situations. In every situation you can choose between the 
information about your rank in the distribution of income OR receiving extra money at the end of 
the survey. The amount of money that you will be offered in these scenarios is predetermined, 
and goes from 0.1 euro to 10 euros. For instance, in Scenario 1, you will need to choose between 
seeing information about your income rank or receiving 0.1 euro.  
 
In the end, the computer will randomly pick one of the 10 situations and your decision in this 
situation will be implemented. In other words, if you have chosen the information in the chosen 
situation, you will receive information about how many Germans or how many people in the world 
actually have a lower per-capita gross household income than you. If you have chosen the 
amount of money, you will receive this amount at the end of the questionnaire. 
 

 

INTERVIEWER: Please read the introductory text and then hand over the laptop to the 
respondent.  

 
 

 

Q425 - ISPEXP01: WTP Germany Matrix 
 

Not back | Number of rows: 5 | Number of columns: 3 
 

In the following five situations, you will have the opportunity to buy information about your 
income rank in Germany. 
 
Would you like to … 

 

In the end, the computer randomly selects one situation and your decision in this situation will be 
implemented. If you have decided on the information, you will then receive this information 

afterwards and if you have decided on the amount of money, you will receive it at the end of this 
survey. 
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Rendered as Dynamic Grid 
 

 Money Information n/a 
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receive 10 cent OR the information 
about your income rank? 

   

receive 1 euro OR the information 
about your income rank? 

   

receive 2.5 euro OR the information 
about your income rank? 

   

receive 5 euro OR the information 
about your income rank? 

   

receive 10 euro OR the information 
about your income rank? 
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Q426 - ISPEXP02: WTP World Matrix 
 

Not back | Number of rows: 5 | Number of columns: 3 
 

In the following five situations, you will have the opportunity to buy information about your 
income rank in the world. 
 
Would you like to … 

 

In the end, the computer randomly selects one situation and your decision in this situation will be 
implemented. If you have decided on the information, you will then receive this information 

afterwards and if you have decided on the amount of money, you will receive it at the end of this 
survey. 

 

Rows: Normal | Columns: Normal 
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about your income rank? 

   

receive 10 euro OR the information 
about your income rank? 

   
 

 
 

Q427 - ISPEXPBefr: Message Text 
 

 
Thank you for your decision. Please click on "Next" and hand over the laptop again to the 
interviewer. 
 
 
 
 

[...QUESTIONS FROM A DIFFERENT MODULE...] 
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Q727 - ISP31_234: Trust Matrix 
 

Not back | Number of rows: 4 | Number of columns: 7 
 

We have just talked about different assessments and until when you think they are still 
acceptable or not. Now we are concerned with the extent to which you generally trust certain 
institutions or other things that are important for our society. 
  

 

Please answer according to the following scale: 1 means "very little", 5 means "very much". With 
the steps in between, you can scale your assessment. 

 
 

Rows: Normal | Columns: Normal 
 

Rendered as Dynamic Grid 
 

 1  
Very 
little 

2 3 4 5  
Very 
much 

Don‘t 
know 

*Position 
fixed 

*Exclusive 

n/a 
*Position 

fixed 
*Exclusive 

How much trust do you have that the 
government is doing the right things? 

       

How much trust do you have that the 
media (e.g., newspapers, TV, radio) 
will report completely, accurately and 
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How much trust do you have in 
government official statistics, such as 
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economic growth, or inflation? 

       

How much trust do you have that 
research produces knowledge that 
advances our society? 
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