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Sample characteristics  

Table A1: Sample (n=2,226) 

  

GENDER (female) 53.1 % 

AGE, YEARS (s.d.) 49.9 (16.9) 

AGE GROUPS  

   18-34 22.5 % 

   35-49 48.2 % 

   50-64 27.2 % 

   65+ 24.6 % 

EDUCATION  

   High School or less 27.5 % 

   Vocational education 39.8 % 

   Some college 32.7 % 

OCCUPATION  

   Blue Collar 19.8 % 

   White Collar 28.5 % 

   Student / Intern 11.0 % 

   Retired 29.8 % 

   Unemployed / Other 11.0 % 
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Sequence of the survey experiments 

 

Figure A1: Flowchart of the two experiments      

N = 2244 
(2,026 completed) 
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Entrepreneurship experiment 
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Treatment 
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entrepreneurship 
in newspaper 
article 

Outcome measurement for 
euthanasia experiment 
- Perceived competence 
- Opinion on euthanasia 
 
Manipulation check: 
- Recall the expert’s gender 

Outcome measurement for 
euthanasia experiment 
- Perceived competence 
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Manipulation check: 
- Recall the expert’s gender 
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Survey (Translated) 

At the start of the survey, respondents were randomly assigned to either experiment 1 (with an expert 

on euthanasia) or experiment 2 (with an expert on entrepreneurship) 

--- 

Experiment 1 (Euthanasia) 

[Note: The respondents randomly assigned to experiment 1 serve as control group for experiment 2. Therefore, they start answering questions 

that are measuring the dependent variable of experiment 2, before they are exposed to the treatment of experiment 1] 

 

[1] First, we would like to ask you about your attitude towards entrepreneurship. 

- In economics, the term entrepreneurship is used to describe the activity of starting up a new business 

Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about entrepreneurship? 

 Fully 
agree 

Mostly 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

  
Neither or 

Somewhat 
dissagree 

Mostly 
disagree 

Fully 
disagree 

Don’t 
know 

The tax rate for 
entrepreneurs 
should be lowered 
in Denmark 

        

Entrepreneurship creates 
jobs in Denmark 

        

It ought to be easier for 
entrepreneurs to lend 
money in the banks 

        

Maintaining existing jobs is 
more important than 
entrepreneurship 

        

 

 

[Treatment] We will now ask you to read an excerpt from an article about euthanasia and palliative care. 

You will be asked questions about the article afterwards.  

- Palliative care is treatment that relieves patients of their pain towards the end of their lives 

- Euthanasia describes an action, where patients are given drugs with the intent to induce death 

within short time span. 

 [Søren/Sanne] Vestergaard is a doctor and professor at Odense University Hospital, where [he/she] does 

research on palliative care and health psychology. [He/She] does not think that euthanasia is the right way to 

ensure a dignified end of life for dying patients 

[His/Her] research shows that a lot of factors are in play, when a patient is to decide on his or her own death. 

“The thoughts and considerations of the patients are often focused on their relatives. This means that it is 
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difficult to distinguish between pressure from the surroundings and the patient’s own wishes. In this situation, 

an unfair burden of responsibility is imposed on the patient. That is not dignified.” 

According to [Søren/Sanne] Vestergaard the solution lies instead in a better use of pain relief treatment. 

“There are many ways to relieve pain, and the current framework is both broad and professionally sound, 

although used insufficiently in a struggling healthcare system. I fear that palliative treatment would be 

prioritized even less, if euthanasia were legalized” [he/she] says. 

[2] In the next questions, we will ask you how well or poorly different words describe the doctor.  

Try, as much as possible, to disregard your own personal attitude towards euthanasia, when you answer 

the questions. You will be asked about your personal attitude towards euthanasia and palliative care later.  

 

How well or poorly do you think that the following words describe the doctor? 

 
Very well Well Neither or Poorly Very poorly 

Don’t 
know 

How well or poorly does the word 
‘intelligent’ describe the doctor? 

      

How well or poorly does the word 
‘competent’ describe the doctor? 

      

How well or poorly does the word 
‘credible’ describe the doctor? 

      

How well or poorly does the word 
‘knowledgeable’ describe the 
doctor? 

      

 

[3] Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about euthanasia and palliative care? 

 
Fully agree Mostly agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Neither or 
Somewhat 
disagree 

Mostly 
disagree 

Fully 
disagree 

Don’t 
know 

Euthanasia should be legal 
in Denmark 

        

In the treatment of terminal 
patients, palliative care 
should be prioritized over 
euthanasia 

        

Euthanasia can give patients 
a dignified end to their life 

        

Dying patients will have a 
hard time turning down 
euthanasia, if it becomes 
legal 

        

 

[4] In the article you just read, a doctor commented on euthanasia. Do you remember the gender of the 

doctor? 

  Male  

  Female 

  Don’t know  
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[Debriefing] Thank you for your participation. For good measure, we would like to inform you, that the 

names and statements in the article you just read are fictitious - though based on input from real 

newspaper articles.  The purpose of the article was to investigate how Danish citizens react towards 

experts in the media. 

--- 

Experiment 2 (Entrepreneurship) 

[The respondents randomly assigned to experiment 2 will serve as control group for experiment 1. Therefore they start answering questions 

that are measuring the dependent variable of experiment 1, before they are exposed to the treatment of experiment 2] 

[1] First, we would like to ask you about your attitude towards euthanasia and palliative care.  

- Palliative care is treatment that relieves patients of their pain towards the end of their lives 

- Euthanasia describes an action, where patients are given drugs with the intent to induce death within 

short time span. 

Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about euthanasia and palliative care? 

 
Fully agree Mostly agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Neither or 
Somewhat 
disagree 

Mostly 
disagree 

Fully 
disagree 

Don’t 
know 

Euthanasia should be legal 
in Denmark 

        

In the treatment of terminal 
patients, palliative care 
should be prioritized over 
euthanasia 

        

Euthanasia can give patients 
a dignified end to their life 

        

Dying patients will have a 
hard time turning down 
euthanasia, if it becomes 
legal 

        

 

[Treatment] We will now ask you to read an excerpt from an article about entrepreneurship. You will be 

asked questions about the article afterwards.  

- Within economics the term entrepreneurship is the activity of setting up a new business 

[Pia/Per] Lundstrøm, professor at the Department of Economics at Aarhus University, has researched the 

effects of entrepreneurship. [She/He] thinks it is misleading to talk about the need for changing the society in 

order to stimulate entrepreneurship. "The reality is that both the tax system and the loan options are quite 

good for startup founders in Denmark," [she/he] says. "Banks are doing a necessary job when they sort 

between good and bad business ideas. And their willingness to lend is actually fine.” 

According to [Pia/Per] Lundstrøm's research, it is also misleading to proclaim entrepreneurship to be the 

solution to Denmark's employment problems. "The majority of Danish startup companies, for example, have 

their production facilities abroad and they do not increase jobs significantly in Denmark," [she/he] says. "I am 



   

7 

 

concerned that by focusing so much on entrepreneurship, we forget to focus on what really matters for the 

Danish economy. Instead, we should be focused on maintaining existing jobs in Denmark,"[she/he] concludes. 

[2] In the next questions, we will ask you how well or poorly different words describe the professor.  

Try, as much as possible, to disregard your own personal attitude towards entrepreneurship, when you 

answer the questions. You will be asked about your personal attitude towards entrepreneurship later. 

 
Very well Well Neither or Poorly Very poorly 

Don’t 
know 

How well or poorly does the word 
‘intelligent’ describe the 
professor? 

      

How well or poorly does the word 
‘competent’ describe the 
professor? 

      

How well or poorly does the word 
‘credible’ describe the professor? 

      

How well or poorly does the word 
‘knowledgeable’ describe the 
professor? 

      

 

[3] Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about entrepreneurship? 

 Fully 
agree 

Mostly 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

  
Neither or 

Somewhat 
dissagree 

Mostly 
disagree 

Fully 
disagree 

Don’t 
know 

The tax rate for 
entrepreneurs 
should be lowered 
in Denmark 

        

Entrepreneurship creates 
jobs in Denmark 

        

It ought to be easier for 
entrepreneurs to lend 
money in the banks 

        

Maintaining existing jobs is 
more important than 
entrepreneurship 

        

 

[4] In the article you just read, a professor commented on entrepreneurship. Do you remember the gender 

of the professor? 

  Male  

  Female 

  Don’t know  
 

[Debriefing] Thank you for your participation. For good measure, we would like to inform you, that the 

names and statements in the article you just read are fictitious - though based on input from real 

newspaper articles.  The purpose of the article was to investigate how Danish citizens react towards 

experts in the media.  
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Models (OLS) 

Table A2: Euthanasia, Policy opinion 
 (1)  (2)  

Expert 0.05*** (0.01)   
Male   0.06*** (0.01) 
Female   0.05*** (0.01) 
Constant 0.33*** (0.01) 0.33*** (0.01) 

Observations 1985  1985  
R2 0.018  0.018  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 

Table A3: Entrepeneurship, Policy opinion 
 (3)  (4)  

Expert 0.11*** (0.01)   
Male   0.11*** (0.01) 
Female   0.11*** (0.01) 
Constant 0.35*** (0.01) 0.35*** (0.01) 

Observations 1957  1957  
R2 0.109  0.109  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 

Table A4: Euthanasia, Competence 
 (5)  

Female -0.00 (0.01) 
Constant 0.65*** (0.01) 

Observations 922  
R2 0.000  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 

Table A5: Entrepreneurship, Competence 
 (6)  

Female 0.00 (0.01) 
Constant 0.59*** (0.01) 

Observations 906  
R2 0.000  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table A6: Euthanasia, Competence interactions 
 (7)  (8)  (9)  (10)  (11)  

Female 0.01 (0.04) 0.03 (0.03) -0.01 (0.02) -0.01 (0.03) -0.01 (0.03) 
Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Female × Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Age group: 35-49   0.01 (0.03)       
Age group: 50-64   0.00 (0.03)       
Age group: 65+   -0.01 (0.03)       
Female × 35-49   -0.06 (0.04)       
Female × 50-64   -0.04 (0.04)       
Female × 65+   -0.02 (0.04)       
Female Respondent     0.01 (0.02)     
Female × Female Respondent     0.01 (0.03)     
Vocational education       -0.01 (0.02)   
Some college       0.04 (0.02)   
Female × Vocational education       0.01 (0.03)   
Female × Some college       -0.00 (0.03)   
White Collar         0.03 (0.03) 
Student/Intern         0.02 (0.03) 
Retired         -0.00 (0.03) 
Unemployed/Other         -0.01 (0.03) 
Female × White Collar         -0.01 (0.04) 
Female × Student/Intern         -0.01 (0.05) 
Female × Retired         0.02 (0.04) 
Female × Unemployed/Other         0.01 (0.05) 
Constant 0.65*** (0.03) 0.65*** (0.02) 0.64*** (0.01) 0.63*** (0.02) 0.64*** (0.02) 

Observations 922  922  922  922  922  
R2 0.000  0.005  0.003  0.013  0.003  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table A7: Entrepreneurship, Competence interactions 
 (12)  (13)  (14)  (15)  (16)  

Female -0.03 (0.04) -0.01 (0.03) 0.02 (0.02) -0.02 (0.02) -0.01 (0.03) 
Age -0.00** (0.00)         
Female × Age 0.00 (0.00)         
Age group: 35-49   -0.08** (0.03)       
Age group: 50-64   -0.06* (0.03)       
Age group: 65+   -0.10*** (0.03)       
Female × 35-49   0.01 (0.04)       
Female × 50-64   0.01 (0.04)       
Female × 65+   0.04 (0.04)       
Female Respondent     0.03 (0.02)     
Female × Female Respondent     -0.03 (0.03)     
Vocational education       -0.06* (0.02)   
Some college       0.02 (0.02)   
Female × Vocational education       0.05 (0.03)   
Female × Some college       0.01 (0.03)   
White Collar         0.00 (0.03) 
Student/Intern         0.06 (0.04) 
Retired         -0.02 (0.03) 
Unemployed/Other         0.02 (0.04) 
Female × White Collar         0.02 (0.04) 
Female × Student/Intern         0.00 (0.05) 
Female × Retired         0.04 (0.04) 
Female × Unemployed/Other         -0.07 (0.05) 
Constant 0.68*** (0.03) 0.65*** (0.02) 0.58*** (0.01) 0.61*** (0.02) 0.59*** (0.02) 

Observations 906  906  906  906  906  
R2 0.015  0.024  0.002  0.023  0.019  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table A8: Euthanasia, Policy opinion interactions 
 (17)  (18)  (19)  (20)  (21)  

Control -0.03 (0.03) -0.04 (0.02) -0.05*** (0.02) -0.06** (0.02) -0.05* (0.02) 
Female 0.03 (0.04) 0.02 (0.03) 0.01 (0.02) -0.01 (0.02) -0.02 (0.03) 
Age 0.00** (0.00)         
Control × Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Female × Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Age group: 35-49   -0.03 (0.02)       
Age group: 50-64   0.01 (0.02)       
Age group: 65+   0.07** (0.02)       
Control × 35-49   -0.01 (0.03)       
Control × 50-64   -0.02 (0.03)       
Control × 65+   -0.02 (0.03)       
Female × 35-49   -0.02 (0.04)       
Female × 50-64   -0.05 (0.03)       
Female × 65+   -0.03 (0.04)       
Female Respondent     0.02 (0.02)     
Control × Female Respondent     -0.01 (0.02)     
Female × Female Respondent     -0.03 (0.02)     
Vocational education       0.00 (0.02)   
Some college       0.02 (0.02)   
Control × Vocational education       -0.00 (0.03)   
Control × Some college       0.00 (0.03)   
Female × Vocational       -0.01 (0.03)   
Female × Some college       0.01 (0.03)   
White Collar         -0.01 (0.02) 
Student/Intern         0.04 (0.03) 
Retired         0.09*** (0.02) 
Unemployed/Other         0.01 (0.03) 
Control × White Collar         0.01 (0.03) 
Control × Student/Intern         -0.02 (0.04) 
Control × Retired         -0.04 (0.03) 
Control × Unemployed/Other         0.02 (0.04) 
Female × White Collar         0.06 (0.04) 
Female × Student/Intern         0.04 (0.05) 
Female × Retired         -0.03 (0.04) 
Female × Unemployed/Other         -0.01 (0.05) 
Constant 0.30*** (0.03) 0.37*** (0.02) 0.37*** (0.01) 0.38*** (0.02) 0.36*** (0.02) 

Observations 1985  1985  1985  1985  1985  
R2 0.029  0.052  0.020  0.023  0.042  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table A9: Entrepreneurship, Policy opinion interactions 
 (22)  (23)  (24)  (25)  (26)  

Control -0.07* (0.03) -0.08*** (0.02) -0.11*** (0.01) -0.11*** (0.02) -0.10*** (0.02) 
Female -0.00 (0.03) 0.01 (0.02) -0.02 (0.01) -0.01 (0.02) -0.01 (0.02) 
Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Control × Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Female × Age -0.00 (0.00)         
Age group: 35-49   -0.01 (0.02)       
Age group: 50-64   0.00 (0.02)       
Age group: 65+   -0.01 (0.02)       
Control × 35-49   -0.03 (0.03)       
Control × 50-64   -0.06* (0.03)       
Control × 65+   -0.04 (0.03)       
Female × 35-49   -0.02 (0.03)       
Female × 50-64   -0.02 (0.03)       
Female × 65+   -0.01 (0.03)       
Female Respondent     0.02 (0.01)     
Control × Female Respondent     0.00 (0.02)     
Female × Female Respondent     0.02 (0.02)     
Vocational education       -0.01 (0.02)   
Some college       -0.00 (0.02)   
Control × Vocational education       0.00 (0.02)   
Control × Some college       -0.01 (0.02)   
Female × Vocational       0.01 (0.02)   
Female × Some college       0.00 (0.03)   
White Collar         0.00 (0.02) 
Student/Intern         0.02 (0.03) 
Retired         0.00 (0.02) 
Unemployed/Other         -0.00 (0.03) 
Control × White Collar         -0.03 (0.03) 
Control × Student/Intern         0.01 (0.03) 
Control × Retired         -0.01 (0.03) 
Control × Unemployed/Other         0.02 (0.03) 
Female × White Collar         -0.00 (0.03) 
Female × Student/Intern         -0.00 (0.04) 
Female × Retired         0.00 (0.03) 
Female × Unemployed/Other         0.01 (0.04) 
Constant 0.47*** (0.02) 0.46*** (0.02) 0.45*** (0.01) 0.46*** (0.01) 0.46*** (0.02) 

Observations 1957  1957  1957  1957  1957  
R2 0.115  0.118  0.115  0.109  0.114  

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Figures 

 

Figure A2 shows that male and female experts have substantially similar effects on policy opinion across all ages. 

Opinions on the two issues clearly differ across age, as elderly respondents are more skeptical of euthanasia, and they 

are less skeptical on entrepreneurship policies. However, the opinions are not significantly affected by gender of the 

expert. 
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Figure A5 show a significant difference between opinions, when we zoom in on the retired respondents in the 

euthanasia experiment.  Among respondents in this subgroup, opinions after exposure to a male expert are 

significantly different than opinions after exposure to a female expert. However, this difference is not found in the 

entrepreneurship experiment, and given the number of comparisons in this analysis, it seems more likely to be a 

false positive (“Type 1 error”).  
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Table A10: Outcome Descriptives: 

Euthanasia experiment 

Outcome variable Mean Std. Deviation Min. Median Max. N 

Competence .643 .194 0 .685 1 922 

Policy opinion .355 .195 0 .342 1 1985 

 

Entrepreneurship experiment 

Outcome variable Mean Std. Deviation Min. Median Max. N 

Competence .592 .197 0 .613 1 906 

Policy opinion .401 .168 0 .409 1 1957 

 


