
Appendix 1: Experimental Instructions  

  

In this appendix we provide the instructions for the debunk-after condition. The instructions for the 

baseline condition is exactly the same without Screen 5 (the false-claim), Screen 6 (the debunking 

information) and false-claim-related questions in the questionnaire. The instructions for the false-

claim condition is exactly the same as the instructions for the debunk-after condition, except that 

Screen 6 (debunking information) comes after the questionnaire (Screen 13) with its first sentence 

modified to “On one of previous screens, you saw….”  The instructions for the debunk-before 

condition is exactly the same as the instructions for the debunk-after condition, except that Screen 6 

(debunking information) comes before Screen 5 (the false-claim) with its first sentence modified to 

“On the next screen, you will see….” 
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Appendix 2 :  Figures and Tables 

 

Figure A.1: Prior Belief Distribution of the Number of People Who Entered the US in 2016 and 

Were Eligible for DACA 

 

(a)                                                                                                           (b) 

Figure A.2: Histograms of Donation Amounts in Baseline and False-claim Conditions



 

Table A.1: Interaction of Exposure to the False Claim and Attitude toward Migrants on Norms 

 OLS 

DV Prescriptive norm for 

donating zero 

False claim (FC) -0.066 

 (-0.22) 

Neutral -0.382 

 (-1.43) 

Positive -0.387 

 (-1.40) 

FC* Neutral 0.549 

 (1.60) 

FC*Positive 0.170 

 (0.49) 

+Controls Yes 

_cons 2.238*** 

 (5.41) 

N 361 
 Notes: The control variables include education, age, gender, political orientation and the prior belief of DACA 

eligibility. The t-statistics are reported in parentheses; marginal effects are reported for logit regressions. * p < 

0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 



 
 

Appendix 3: Unexpected Impact of False Claim on Donation 

Most participants (65.5% in false-claim / 70.9% in debunk-before / 63.5% in debunk-after 

condition) consider the exposure to the false claim does not affect their donations, while most of 

the rest perceive the effect to be “a moderate amount” or “a little,” only a few participants consider 

the effect to be “A lot” (6.8% in false-claim / 0.6% in debunk-before / 5% in debunk-after 

condition). 

 

Table A.2:  Reported effect of the exposure to the false claim 

Perceived Impact A lot A moderate amount A little None at all 

false-claim (n=177) 12 15 34 116 

debunk-before (n=172) 1 21 28 122 

debunk-after (n=178) 9 25 31 113 

 

 

 

 

Table 5C: Conditional Logit on the Prescriptive Norm and Chosen Donation Amount 

 (1) (2) (3) 

 chosenAction chosenAction chosenAction 

Payoff to Self 6.262*** 6.502*** 6.217*** 

 (3.71) (3.79) (3.56) 

Appropriate  0.134 0.512** 

  (0.94) (2.74) 

Appropriate x False Claim   -0.826** 

   (-3.28) 

+Controls Yes Yes Yes 

AIC / BIC  968.3./1266.8 969.4./1273.8 960.3/1270.5 

N 2574 2574 2574 
Notes: The control variables include education, age, gender, political orientation and the prior belief of DACA 

eligibility. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 

 

 


