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Motivation
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Background:
• Growing awareness of power shift

among citizens
• Growing economic tension between

China and the U.S.

Question: How does this power shift
a�ect support for bilateral trade co-
operation?
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Argument

Information

Implication: diverging long-
term growth between chal-
lenger / hegemon

Conclusion: potential gains
and losses for country in global
order.

Citizen Reaction

Rising Power: keep quiet and
enjoy relative gains

Declining Power: reshape
economic relations to restruc-
ture relative gains
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Hypothesis

Citizens from a rising power are more likely to support bilateral trade coop-

eration. Citizens from a declining power are less likely to support bilateral

trade cooperation.
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Research Design

Survey: Pre-registered, parallel surveys in the U.S. and China

Fieldwork: December 2020 – February 2021, IPSOS online access
panel, N=4394

Experimental Setup:
– Background: trade agreement between U.S. / China and other

country / China / U.S.
– Information treatment: expected power evolution (see below)
– Outcome variables: (a) support for trade agreement with the

other country; (b) expected gain / loss from international
order in the next 10 years.
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Information Treatment

USA
No information
Rising vs other country
Declining vs other country
Declining vs China
China
No information
Rising vs other country
Declining vs other country
Rising vs USA

Example: United States
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Treatment Effect: Bilateral Trade
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(a) cell means across treatment conditions, with 95% confidence intervals
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(b) marginal e�ects (ref. cat.: No info), with 95% confidence intervals
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Response Frequencies

(a) United States

A.2 Treatments and Responses Frequencies

These tables show the frequencies (in percent) of the responses (out of the total responses,

without the don’t knows) for each treatment group. Values in brackets indicate the 95%

confidence intervals (first value lower bound, second value upper bound).

Treatment group Distribution of respondents (bilateral) Distribution of respondents (unilateral)

% against % indi�erent % in favor % against % indi�erent % in favor

No info 8 [5-10] 28 [24-32] 64 [60-69] 25 [20-29] 35 [30-40] 40 [35-46]
Rise 8 [5-10] 24 [24-33] 64 [59-69] 18 [14-22] 33 [28-38] 49 [44-54]
Decline 19 [16-23] 27 [22-31] 54 [49-59] 24 [20-28] 30 [25-34] 46 [41-51]
Decline vs. China 27 [23-32] 31 [27-36] 41 [37-46] 23 [19-28] 35 [30-40] 42 [37-47]

Table A.3: Response frequencies for U.S. sample with 95% CI

Treatment group Distribution of respondents (bilateral) Distribution of respondents (unilateral)

% against % indi�erent % in favor % against % indi�erent % in favor

No info 1 [0-2] 21 [17-24] 78 [75-81] 4 [3-6] 17 [14-20] 79 [75-82]
Rise 1 [0-3] 21 [17-24] 76 [74-81] 5 [3-6] 14 [12-17] 80 [78-84]
Decline 5 [3-6] 26 [23-30] 69 [65-73] 8 [6-10] 18 [15-21] 74 [70-78]
Rise vs. US 6 [4-8] 33 [29-37] 61 [57-65] 4 [2-6] 15 [12-18] 81 [78-84]

Table A.4: Response frequencies for Chinese sample with 95% CI

47

(b) China

A.2 Treatments and Responses Frequencies

These tables show the frequencies (in percent) of the responses (out of the total responses,

without the don’t knows) for each treatment group. Values in brackets indicate the 95%

confidence intervals (first value lower bound, second value upper bound).

Treatment group Distribution of respondents (bilateral) Distribution of respondents (unilateral)

% against % indi�erent % in favor % against % indi�erent % in favor

No info 8 [5-10] 28 [24-32] 64 [60-69] 25 [20-29] 35 [30-40] 40 [35-46]
Rise 8 [5-10] 24 [24-33] 64 [59-69] 18 [14-22] 33 [28-38] 49 [44-54]
Decline 19 [16-23] 27 [22-31] 54 [49-59] 24 [20-28] 30 [25-34] 46 [41-51]
Decline vs. China 27 [23-32] 31 [27-36] 41 [37-46] 23 [19-28] 35 [30-40] 42 [37-47]

Table A.3: Response frequencies for U.S. sample with 95% CI

Treatment group Distribution of respondents (bilateral) Distribution of respondents (unilateral)

% against % indi�erent % in favor % against % indi�erent % in favor

No info 1 [0-2] 21 [17-24] 78 [75-81] 4 [3-6] 17 [14-20] 79 [75-82]
Rise 1 [0-3] 21 [17-24] 76 [74-81] 5 [3-6] 14 [12-17] 80 [78-84]
Decline 5 [3-6] 26 [23-30] 69 [65-73] 8 [6-10] 18 [15-21] 74 [70-78]
Rise vs. US 6 [4-8] 33 [29-37] 61 [57-65] 4 [2-6] 15 [12-18] 81 [78-84]

Table A.4: Response frequencies for Chinese sample with 95% CI

47

Note: response frequencies by treatment groups, with 95% confidence interval
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Treatment Effect: Unequal Gains
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Heterogeneous Effects: Partisanship
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Conclusion

Key Findings:
• power transition a�ects support for bilateral trade cooperation

• e�ect works through expected gains / losses in int’l system

• limited variation across socioeconomic groups

Implications:
• trade war also has international systemic roots

• power matters (in addition to domestic distributional e�ects)
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Many Thanks!
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