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A.1 Respondents’ socioeconomic characteristics across all data sets and flood exposure
	
	data set 1
(RWI Climate-Mobility Panel)
	data set 2
(Socio-Ecological Panel)
	data set 3
(NEWCOMERS)
	German general
population

	
	Not
exposed
n = 5,135
(81.70 %)
	Exposed

n = 1,150
(18.30 %)
	Not
exposed
n = 4,843
(80.68 %)
	Exposed

n = 1,160
(19.32 %)
	Not
exposed
n = 1,179
(80.42 %)
	Exposed

n = 287
(19.58 %)
	taken from Mikrozensus
values of December 2021

	Gender
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12411-0005

	Female
	46.10 %
	47.13 %
	43.80 %
	41.21 %
	49.02 %
	49.13 %
	50.66 %

	Male
	53.90 %
	52.87 %
	56.08 %
	58.53 %
	50.98 %
	50.87 %
	49.34 %

	Non-binary
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.12 %
	0.26 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %

	Age Category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12411-0005

	18-29 Years
	5.96 %
	5.22 %
	3.49 %
	2.93 %
	18.32 %
	11.15 %
	15.84 %

	30-39 Years
	12.13 %
	10.70 %
	10.57 %
	8.97 %
	19.25 %
	17.42 %
	15.70 %

	40-49 Years
	15.38 %
	14.52 %
	14.37 %
	12.41 %
	17.98 %
	18.12 %
	14.41 %

	50-59 Years
	22.98 %
	22.96 %
	22.28 %
	23.36 %
	24.94 %
	33.80 %
	18.84 %

	60+ Years
	43.54 %
	46.61 %
	49.29 %
	52.33 %
	19.51 %
	19.51 %
	35.22 %

	Income Category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0300

	No response
	11.35 %
	10.87 %
	10.26 %
	10.69 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.63%

	Low
	4.48 %
	3.13 %
	5.18 %
	5.17 %
	13.49 %
	13.94 %
	15.66%

	Medium
	26.66 %
	31.30 %
	26.31 %
	28.53 %
	36.05 %
	36.59 %
	32.89%

	High
	29.19 %
	29.30 %
	29.96 %
	28.10 %
	36.56 %
	34.84 %
	26.03%

	Very high
	28.32 %
	25.39 %
	28.29 %
	27.50 %
	13.91 %
	14.63 %
	24.79%

	High Education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0101

	No response
	2.63 %
	2.61 %
	2.31 %
	2.16 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.16%

	Yes
	27.09 %
	23.57 %
	38.70 %
	35.17 %
	24.00 %
	17.42 %
	19.48%

	No
	70.28 %
	73.83 %
	58.99 %
	62.67 %
	76.00 %
	82.58 %
	80.36%

	Household Size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0300

	No response
	0.47 %
	0.26 %
	0.47 %
	0.43 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %

	1
	25.67 %
	25.91 %
	26.72 %
	27.50 %
	22.82 %
	21.60 %
	41.68%

	2
	46.56 %
	46.26 %
	49.33 %
	50.09 %
	44.78 %
	44.25 %
	33.47%

	3
	13.55 %
	12.43 %
	11.67 %
	11.55 %
	17.39 %
	20.56 %
	11.83%

	4+
	13.75 %
	15.13 %
	11.81 %
	10.43 %
	15.01 %
	13.59 %
	13.02%

	LocationA 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	City
	39.29 %
	43.48 %
	41.15 %
	42.59 %
	45.80 %
	44.60 %
	39.37 %

	Suburb / Town
Rural
	41.32 %
19.38 %
	42.09 %
14.43 %
	39.91 %
18.93 %
	43.79 %
13.62 %
	32.06 %
22.14 %
	40.07 %
15.33 %
	40.37 %
20.27 %

	East Germany
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-1001

	Yes
	21.17 %
	7.30 %
	23.83 %
	14.31 %
	23.41 %
	8.71 %
	19.36 %

	No
	78.83 %
	92.70 %
	76.17 %
	85.69 %
	76.59 %
	91.29 %
	80.64 %


[bookmark: _Hlk184228746]Note: Maximum age in data set 3 was 69, consequently, the last age category is smaller compared to other data sets and thus, the shares of the other age categories are bigger, monthly net household income: low income = less than 1,200 EUR, medium income = less than 2,700 EUR, high income = less than 4,200 EUR, very high income = more than 4,200 EUR, the income categories for data set 3 are slightly higher (50 EUR for each category), monthly net household income for the German population: low income = less than 1,250 EUR, medium income = less than 2,500 EUR, high income = less than 4,000 EUR, very high income = more than 4,000 EUR. Code: Code for variable in microcensus, used as source for gender and age, income and household sizes, education and east/west location. A: Location was measured in three categories (city, town/suburb, rural) following a definition by Eurostat. Reference data taken from the Federal Statistical Office of Germany. The same source served to allocate participants from all three data sets to each category according to their community identification number (“Gemeindekennziffer”) (data sets 1 and 2) or according to their postal code (“Postleitzahl”) (data set 3).




A.2 Respondents’ socioeconomic characteristics across all data sets and severe flood exposure
	
	data set 1
(RWI Climate-Mobility Panel)
	data set 2
(Socio-Ecological Panel)
	data set 3
(NEWCOMERS)
	German general
population

	
	Not severely 
exposed
n = 6,083
(96.79 %)
	Severely exposed

n = 202
(3.21 %)
	Not severely
exposed
n = 5,815
(95.87 %)
	Severely exposed

n = 188
(3.13 %)
	Not severely
exposed
n = 1,412
(96.32 %)
	Severely exposed

n = 54
(3.68 %)
	taken from Mikrozensus
values of December 2021

	Gender
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12411-0005

	Female
	46.33 %
	45.05 %
	43.47 %
	37.77 %
	48.80 %
	55.56 %
	50.66 %

	Male
	53.67 %
	54.95 %
	56.39 %
	61.70 %
	51.20 %
	44.44 %
	49.34 %

	Non-binary
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.14 %
	0.53 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %

	Age Category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12411-0005

	18-29 Years
	5.80 %
	6.44 %
	3.37 %
	3.72 %
	17.14 %
	11.11 %
	15.84 %

	30-39 Years
	11.92 %
	10.40 %
	10.21 %
	11.70 %
	19.26 %
	9.26 %
	15.70 %

	40-49 Years
	15.32 %
	12.38 %
	14.07 %
	11.70 %
	17.99 %
	18.52 %
	14.41 %

	50-59 Years
	22.90 %
	25.25 %
	22.32 %
	27.66 %
	26.13 %
	40.74 %
	18.84 %

	60+ Years
	44.06 %
	45.54 %
	50.03 %
	45.21 %
	19.48 %
	20.37 %
	35.22 %

	Income Category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0300

	No response
	11.28 %
	10.89 %
	10.28 %
	12.23 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.63 %

	Low
	4.32 %
	1.49 %
	5.14 %
	6.38 %
	13.60 %
	12.96 %
	15.66 %

	Medium
	27.49 %
	28.22 %
	26.78 %
	25.53 %
	36.26 %
	33.33 %
	32.89 %

	High
	29.05 %
	34.16 %
	29.84 %
	22.34 %
	36.19 %
	37.04 %
	26.03 %

	Very high
	27.86 %
	25.25 %
	27.96 %
	33.51 %
	13.95 %
	16.67 %
	24.79 %

	High Education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0101

	No response
	2.63 %
	2.48 %
	2.20 %
	4.79 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.16 %

	Yes
	26.60 %
	21.78 %
	38.14 %
	34.04 %
	22.88 %
	18.52 %
	19.48 %

	No
	70.77 %
	75.74 %
	59.66 %
	61.17 %
	77.12 %
	81.48 %
	80.36 %

	Household Size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0300

	No response
	0.44 %
	0.00 %
	0.48 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %

	1
	25.84 %
	21.78 %
	26.98 %
	23.40 %
	22.38 %
	27.78 %
	41.68 %

	2
	46.52 %
	46.04 %
	49.58 %
	46.28 %
	45.04 %
	35.19 %
	33.47 %

	3
	13.30 %
	14.85 %
	11.57 %
	13.83 %
	17.63 %
	27.78 %
	11.83 %

	4+
	13.89 %
	17.33 %
	11.38 %
	16.49 %
	14.94 %
	9.26 %
	13.02 %

	LocationA
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	City
	40.72 %
	20.30 %
	42.17 %
	18.62 %
	46.81 %
	12.96 %
	39.37 %

	Suburb / Town
Rural
	41.03 %
18.25 %
	54.46 %
25.25 %
	39.98 %
17.85 %
	61.70 %
19.68 %
	32.15 %
21.03 %
	72.22 %
14.81 %
	40.37 %
20.27 %

	East Germany
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-1001

	Yes
	19.25 %
	0.00 %
	22.70 %
	00.00 %
	21.23 %
	0.00 %
	19.36 %

	No
	80.75 %
	100.00 %
	77.30 %
	100.00 %
	78.68 %
	100.00 %
	80.64 %


Note: Maximum age in data set 3 was 69, consequently, the last age category is smaller compared to other data sets and thus, the shares of the other age categories are bigger, monthly net household income: low income = less than 1,200 EUR, medium income = less than 2,700 EUR, high income = less than 4,200 EUR, very high income = more than 4,200 EUR, the income categories for data set 3 are slightly higher (50 EUR for each category), monthly net household income for the German population: low income = less than 1,250 EUR, medium income = less than 2,500 EUR, high income = less than 4,000 EUR, very high income = more than 4,000 EUR. Code: Code for variable in microcensus, used as source for gender and age, income and household sizes, education and east/west location. A: Location was measured in three categories (city, town/suburb, rural) following a definition by Eurostat. Reference data taken from the Federal Statistical Office of Germany. The same source served to allocate participants from all three data sets to each category according to their community identification number (“Gemeindekennziffer”) (data sets 1 and 2) or according to their postal code (“Postleitzahl”) (data set 3).




A.3 Respondents’ socioeconomic characteristics across self-reported affectedness (data set 1)
	
	data set 1: All
(RWI Climate-Mobility Panel)
	data set 1: Affected only
(RWI Climate-Mobility Panel)
	data set 1: Damage only
(RWI Climate-Mobility Panel)
	German general
population

	
	Not
affected
	Place of Residence Affected
	No
damage
	Damage

	No aid received
	Aid received
	taken from Mikrozensus
values of December 2021

	
	n = 6,043
(96.52 %)
	n = 218
(3.48 %)
	n = 148
(76.89 %)
	n = 70
(32.11 %)
	n = 30
(42.86 %)
	n = 40
(57.14 %)
	

	Gender
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12411-0005

	Female
	46.02 %
	54.13 %
	59.46 %
	42.86 %
	33.33 %
	50.00 %
	50.66 %

	Male
	53.98 %
	45.87 %
	40.54 %
	57.14 %
	66.67 %
	50.00 %
	49.34 %

	Non-binary
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %

	Age Category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12411-0005

	18-29 Years
	5.78 %
	6.88 %
	6.76 %
	7.14 %
	10.00 %
	5.00 %
	15.84 %

	30-39 Years
	11.86 %
	11.93 %
	11.49 %
	12.86 %
	10.00 %
	15.00 %
	15.70 %

	40-49 Years
	15.27 %
	14.22 %
	13.51 %
	15.71 %
	30.00 %
	5.00 %
	14.41 %

	50-59 Years
	23.13 %
	16.51 %
	13.51 %
	22.86 %
	13.66 %
	30.00 %
	18.84 %

	60+ Years
	43.95 %
	50.46 %
	54.73 %
	41.43 %
	36.67 %
	45.00 %
	35.22 %

	Income Category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0300

	No response
	10.99 %
	11.93 %
	11.49 %
	12.86 %
	6.67 %
	17.50 %
	0.63 %

	Low
	4.29 %
	2.75 %
	2.03 %
	4.29 %
	3.33 %
	5.00 %
	15.66 %

	Medium
	27.49 %
	30.28 %
	32.43 %
	25.71 %
	30.00 %
	22.50 %
	32.89 %

	High
	29.39 %
	26.15 %
	22.30 %
	34.29 %
	30.00 %
	37.50 %
	26.03 %

	Very high
	27.85 %
	28.90 %
	31.76 %
	22.86 %
	30.00 %
	17.50 %
	24.79 %

	High Education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0101

	No response
	2.35 %
	2.75 %
	2.03 %
	4.29 %
	6.67 %
	2.50 %
	0.16 %

	Yes
	26.66 %
	23.39 %
	26.35 %
	17.14 %
	20.00 %
	15.00 %
	19.48 %

	No
	70.99 %
	73.85 %
	71.62 %
	78.57 %
	73.33 %
	82.50 %
	80.36 %

	Household Size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-0300

	No response
	0.41 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %
	0.00 %

	1
	25.75 %
	24.31 %
	28.38 %
	15.71 %
	10.00 %
	20.00 %
	41.68 %

	2
	46.52 %
	46.33 %
	41.89 %
	55.71 %
	53.33 %
	57.50 %
	33.47 %

	3
	13.39 %
	13.30 %
	13.51 %
	12.86 %
	16.67 %
	10.00 %
	11.83 %

	4+
	13.93 %
	16.06 %
	16.22 %
	15.71 %
	20.00 %
	12.50 %
	13.02 %

	LocationA 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	City
	39.83 %
	46.79 %
	49.32 %
	41.23 %
	46.66 %
	37.50 %
	39.37 %

	Suburb / Town
Rural
	41.47 %
18.70 %
	40.37 %
12.84 %
	37.84 %
12.84 %
	45.71 %
12.86 %
	36.66 %
16.66 %
	52.50 %
10.00 %
	40.37 %
20.27 %

	East Germany
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Code: 12211-1001

	Yes
	19.00 %
	8.26 %
	6.76 %
	11.43 %
	10.00 %
	12.50 %
	19.36 %

	No
	81.00 %
	91.74 %
	93.24 %
	88.57 %
	90.00 %
	87.50 %
	80.64 %


Note: Maximum age in data set 3 was 69, consequently, the last age category is smaller compared to other data sets and thus, the shares of the other age categories are bigger, monthly net household income: low income = less than 1,200 EUR, medium income = less than 2,700 EUR, high income = less than 4,200 EUR, very high income = more than 4,200 EUR, the income categories for data set 3, are slightly higher (50 EUR for each category), monthly net household income for the German population: low income = less than 1,250 EUR, medium income = less than 2,500 EUR, high income = less than 4,000 EUR, very high income = more than 4,000 EUR. Code: Code for variable in microcensus, used as source for gender and age, income and household sizes, education and east/west location. A: Location was measured in three categories (city, town/suburb, rural) following a definition by Eurostat. Reference data taken from the Federal Statistical Office of Germany. The same source served to allocate participants from all three data sets to each category according to their community identification number (“Gemeindekennziffer”).




B.1 Power analysis for environmental attitudes 
	Dependent 
Variables

	Response options
	Given sample size
	Standard deviation / proportion in given sample
	MDE for given std. dev.
	Design 
effect
	MDE adjusted for clustering
	MDE adjusted for clustering and MHT

	data set 1
	
	5,135 / 1,150
	
	
	
	
	

	Impact of climate change
	Five-point scale
	4,966 / 1,110
	0.704
	0.058
	1.06
	0.060
	0.080

	data set 2
	
	4,842 / 1,160
	
	
	
	
	

	Existence of climate changeC
	Yes/No
	4,781 / 1,146
	0.927
	0.021
	1.13
	0.023
	0.030

	Climate change manmadeC
	Yes/No
	4,764 / 1,141
	0.881
	0.027
	1.18
	0.028
	0.039

	Dangers of climate change
	Four-point scale
	4,427 / 1,056
	0.667
	0.057
	1.16
	0.061
	0.082

	Importance of climate policy
	Four-point scale
	4,823 / 1,153
	0.735
	0.060
	1.32
	0.069
	0.092

	Relative importanceC
	Yes/No
	4,843 / 1,160
	0.444
	0.040
	1.23
	0.044
	0.059

	data set 3
	
	1,179 / 287
	
	
	
	
	

	Seriousness of climate change
	Ten-point scale
	1,179 / 287
	2.410
	0.393
	1.05
	0.403
	0.539

	Importance of protecting the environment
	Four-point scale
	1,179 / 287
	0.663
	0.108
	1.00
	0.108
	0.144


Minimal Detectable Effect Sizes (MDEs) are calculated for significance levels of 10% (α = 0.10) and 80% power (1-β= 0.80). C = variable is dichotomous. MDE adjusted for clustering is calculated by recomputing the minimum detectable effect using an effective sample size, obtained by dividing the original sample size by the design effect. Design effects are calculated in tables C.1-C.4. MDE adjusted for both clustering and multiple comparisons (MHT) further accounts for testing multiple hypotheses in this block (8 hypotheses). For simplicity, adjustments for multiple comparisons are performed using the Bonferroni method, which reduces the target significance level by dividing it by the number of tests. This approach is considered a very conservative form of multiple hypothesis testing. A key advantage of Bonferroni correction, compared with other approaches, is that it is not sequential and does therefore not require ex-post information on p-values of results.

B.2 Power analysis for environmental behavior
	Dependent 
Variables

	Response options
	Given sample size
	Standard deviation / proportion in given sample
	MDE for given std. dev.
	Design 
effect
	MDE adjusted for clustering
	MDE adjusted for clustering and MHT

	data set 1
	
	5,135 / 1,150
	
	
	
	
	

	Environmentally friendly behavior
	Five-point scale
	5,082 / 1,140
	0.779
	0.063
	1.08
	0.066
	0.084

	Green Party preferenceC
	Yes/No
	4,819 / 1,080
	0.184
	0.032
	1.17
	0.035
	0.045

	data set 2
	
	4,842 / 1,160
	
	
	
	
	

	Green Party preferenceC
	Yes/No
	4,639 / 1,123
	0.234
	0.035
	1.23
	0.039
	0.050

	data set 3
	
	1,179 / 287
	
	
	
	
	

	Conserving energy at home
	Five-point scale
	1,179 / 287
	0.840
	0.137
	1.00
	0.137
	0.175

	Donation to atmosfair
	Value between 0 and 100
	1,179 / 287
	30.837
	5.047
	1.14
	5.392
	6.868


Minimal Detectable Effect Sizes (MDEs) are calculated for significance levels of 10% (α = 0.10) and 80% power (1-β= 0.80). C = variable is dichotomous. MDE adjusted for clustering is calculated by recomputing the minimum detectable effect using an effective sample size, obtained by dividing the original sample size by the design effect. Design effects are calculated in tables C.1-C.4. MDE adjusted for both clustering and multiple comparisons (MHT) further accounts for testing multiple hypotheses in this block (5 hypotheses). For simplicity, adjustments for multiple comparisons are performed using the Bonferroni method, which reduces the target significance level by dividing it by the number of tests. This approach is considered a very conservative form of multiple hypothesis testing. A key advantage of Bonferroni correction, compared with other approaches, is that it is not sequential and does therefore not require ex-post information on p-values of results.



B.3 Power analysis for support for climate policies
	Dependent 
Variables

	Response options
	Given sample size
	Standard deviation / proportion in given sample
	MDE for given std. dev.
	Design 
effect
	MDE adjusted for clustering
	MDE adjusted for clustering and MHT

	data set 1
	
	5,135 / 1,150
	
	
	
	
	

	Increase in carbon pricing
	Five-point scale
	3,958 / 923
	1.313
	0.119
	1.09
	0.125
	0.167

	No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2035
	Five-point scale
	4,990 / 1,129
	1.382
	0.113
	1.47
	0.137
	0.184

	data set 2
	
	4,842 / 1,160
	
	
	
	
	

	No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2030
	Five-point scale
	4,755 / 1,144
	1.462
	0.120
	1.421
	0.143
	0.191

	Constant increase in tax on petrol and diesel 
	Five-point scale
	4,715 / 1,132
	1.284
	0.106
	1.23
	0.118
	0.158

	Speed limit of 130km/h on highways
	Five-point scale
	4,817 / 1,154
	1.551
	0.126
	1.07
	0.130
	0.174

	data set 3
	
	1,179 / 287
	
	
	
	
	

	Coal phase-out
	Ten-point scale
	1,179 / 287
	1.155
	0.189
	1.17
	0.204
	0.272

	Expansion of electric vehicles
	Five-point scale
	1,179 / 287
	1.283
	0.210
	1.08
	0.218
	0.291

	Expansion of public transport
	Five-point scale
	1,179 / 287
	0.927
	0.152
	1.00
	0.152
	0.203


Minimal Detectable Effect Sizes (MDEs) are calculated for significance levels of 10% (α = 0.10) and 80% power (1-β= 0.80). C = variable is dichotomous. MDE adjusted for clustering is calculated by recomputing the minimum detectable effect using an effective sample size, obtained by dividing the original sample size by the design effect. Design effects are calculated in tables C.1-C.4. MDE adjusted for both clustering and multiple comparisons (MHT) further accounts for testing multiple hypotheses in this block (8 hypotheses). For simplicity, adjustments for multiple comparisons are performed using the Bonferroni method, which reduces the target significance level by dividing it by the number of tests. This approach is considered a very conservative form of multiple hypothesis testing. A key advantage of Bonferroni correction, compared with other approaches, is that it is not sequential and does therefore not require ex-post information on p-values of results.

B.4 Power analysis for prosociality 
	Dependent 
Variables

	Response options
	Given sample size
	Standard deviation / proportion in given sample
	MDE for given std. dev.
	Design 
effect
	MDE adjusted for clustering
	MDE adjusted for clustering and MHT

	data set 1
	
	5,135 / 1,150
	
	
	
	
	

	Positive reciprocity
	Eleven-point scale
	5,027 / 1,128
	1.721
	0.141
	1.00
	0.141
	0.189

	Negative reciprocity
	Eleven-point scale
	4,982 / 1,117
	2.444
	0.201
	1.13
	0.214
	0.287

	Trust
	Eleven-point scale
	4,967 / 1,118
	2.338
	0.192
	1.09
	0.201
	0.270

	Altruism
	Eleven-point scale
	5,008 / 1,123
	2.491
	0.204
	1.11
	0.215
	0.289

	Dictator game donations
	Tokens 0 - 10
	3,669 / 869
	1.472
	0.138
	1.00
	0.138
	0.185

	Past donationC
	Yes/No
	4,961 / 1,129
	0.805
	0.033
	1.06
	0.033
	0.045

	Past donations (amount)
	Values ≥ 0
	4,411 / 980
	540.339
	47.446
	1.00
	47.446
	63.72

	Volunteer workC
	Yes/No
	5,044 / 1,130
	0.426
	0.040
	1.31
	0.046
	0.062


Minimal Detectable Effect Sizes (MDEs) are calculated for significance levels of 10% (α = 0.10) and 80% power (1-β= 0.80). C = variable is dichotomous. MDE adjusted for clustering is calculated by recomputing the minimum detectable effect using an effective sample size, obtained by dividing the original sample size by the design effect. Design effects are calculated in tables C.1-C.4. MDE adjusted for both clustering and multiple comparisons (MHT) further accounts for testing multiple hypotheses in this block (8 hypotheses). For simplicity, adjustments for multiple comparisons are performed using the Bonferroni method, which reduces the target significance level by dividing it by the number of tests. This approach is considered a very conservative form of multiple hypothesis testing. A key advantage of Bonferroni correction, compared with other approaches, is that it is not sequential and does therefore not require ex-post information on p-values of results.



C.1 Intracluster correlations for environmental attitudes 
	Dependent 
Variables

	Number of clusters 
in data
	Average size of cluster
	Intracluster correlation (ICC)
	Lower CI 
of ICC
	Upper CI
of ICC
	Design effect 
on 
sample size

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Impact of climate change
	383
	15.81
	0.004
	0.000
	0.014
	1.06

	data set 2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Existence of climate changeC
	384
	15.37
	0.009
	0.000
	0.020
	1.13

	Climate change manmadeC
	384
	15.32
	0.013
	0.001
	0.024
	1.18

	Dangers of climate change
	384
	15.57
	0.011
	0.000
	0.022
	1.16

	Importance of climate policy
	384
	15.57
	0.022
	0.009
	0.035
	1.32

	Relative importanceC
	384
	15.57
	0.018
	0.018
	0.030
	1.26

	data set 3
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Seriousness of climate change
	341
	4.27
	0.017
	0.000
	0.058
	1.05

	Importance of protecting the environment
	341
	4.27
	0.000
	0.000
	0.040
	1.00


C = variable is dichotomous. 95% Confidence Intervals (CI) shown, truncated at zero.

C.2 Intracluster correlations for environmental behavior
	Dependent 
Variables

	Number of clusters 
in data
	Average size of cluster
	Intracluster correlation (ICC)
	Lower CI 
of ICC
	Upper CI
of ICC
	Design effect 
on 
sample size

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Environmentally friendly behavior
	384
	16.14
	0.005
	0.000
	0.015
	1.08

	Green Party preferenceC
	384
	15.30
	0.011
	0.000
	0.022
	1.17

	data set 2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Green Party preferenceC
	384
	14.94
	0.017
	0.005
	0.029
	1.23

	data set 3
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Conserving energy at home
	341
	4.27
	0.000
	0.000
	0.040
	1.00

	Donation to atmosfair
	341
	4.27
	0.042
	0.000
	0.087
	1.14


C = variable is dichotomous. 95% Confidence Intervals (CI) shown, truncated at zero.



C.3 Intracluster correlations for support for climate policies
	Dependent 
Variables

	Number of clusters 
in data
	Average size of cluster
	Intracluster correlation (ICC)
	Lower CI 
of ICC
	Upper CI
of ICC
	Design effect 
on 
sample size

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Increase in carbon pricing
	384
	16.31
	0.006
	0.000
	0.015
	1.09

	No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2035
	384
	16.31
	0.031
	0.017
	0.045
	1.47

	data set 2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2030
	384
	15.30
	0.029
	0.015
	0.043
	1.421

	Constant increase in tax on petrol and diesel 
	384
	15.17
	0.017
	0.005
	0.029
	1.23

	Speed limit of 130km/h on highways
	384
	15.49
	0.005
	0.000
	0.015
	1.07

	data set 3
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Coal phase-out
	341
	4.27
	0.051
	0.005
	0.096
	1.17

	Expansion of electric vehicles
	341
	4.27
	0.023
	0.000
	0.066
	1.08

	Expansion of public transport
	341
	4.27
	0.000
	0.000
	0.040
	1.00


C = variable is dichotomous. 95% Confidence Intervals (CI) shown, truncated at zero.

C.4 Intracluster correlations for prosociality 
	Dependent 
Variables

	Number of clusters 
in data
	Average size of cluster
	Intracluster correlation (ICC)
	Lower CI 
of ICC
	Upper CI
of ICC
	Design effect 
on 
sample size

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Positive reciprocity
	384
	16.31
	0.000
	0.000
	0.009
	1.00

	Negative reciprocity
	384
	16.31
	0.009
	0.000
	0.019
	1.13

	Trust
	384
	16.31
	0.006
	0.000
	0.016
	1.09

	Altruism
	384
	16.31
	0.007
	0.000
	0.017
	1.11

	Dictator game donations
	384
	16.31
	0.000
	0.000
	0.009
	1.00

	Past donationC
	384
	15.80
	0.004
	0.000
	0.014
	1.06

	Past donations (amount)
	384
	13.99
	0.000
	0.000
	0.011
	1.00

	Volunteer workC
	384
	16.02
	0.021
	0.008
	0.033
	1.31


C = variable is dichotomous. 95% Confidence Intervals (CI) shown, truncated at zero.



D.1 Regression analyses for environmental attitudes
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Impact of climate change
	Existence of climate change (d)
	Climate change manmade (d)
	Dangers of climate change
	Importance of climate policy
	Relative importance (d)
	Seriousness of 
climate change 
	Importance of protecting the environment

	data set
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3

	Exposed to the flood (d)
	-0.024
	-0.006
	-0.018*
	-0.022
	-0.054*
	-0.026
	-0.281*
	-0.070*

	
	(0.374)
[0.455]
	(0.455)
[0.455]
	(0.092)
[0.192]
	(0.399)
[0.455]
	(0.087)
[0.192]
	(0.189)
[0.302]
	(0.080)
[0.192]
	(0.096)
[0.192]

	Female (d)
	0.095***
	-0.028***
	0.010
	0.103***
	0.165***
	0.037***
	0.352**
	0.006

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.284)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.009)
	(0.011)
	(0.861)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.136***
	-0.039**
	-0.037
	-0.094*
	-0.067
	-0.122***
	-0.027
	0.053

	
	(0.006)
	(0.030)
	(0.109)
	(0.054)
	(0.259)
	(0.002)
	(0.881)
	(0.347)

	  40-49 years
	-0.219***
	-0.015
	-0.030
	-0.162***
	-0.062
	-0.195***
	-0.149
	0.048

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.411)
	(0.214)
	(0.002)
	(0.312)
	(<0.001)
	(0.444)
	(0.402)

	  50-59 years
	-0.205***
	-0.038**
	-0.056***
	-0.193***
	-0.069
	-0.179***
	0.069
	0.089*

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.025)
	(0.009)
	(<0.001)
	(0.232)
	(<0.001)
	(0.690)
	(0.088)

	  60+ years
	-0.315***
	-0.018
	-0.032
	-0.160***
	0.011
	-0.145***
	0.040
	0.078

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.232)
	(0.108)
	(<0.001)
	(0.854)
	(<0.001)
	(0.831)
	(0.156)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.032
	0.040**
	0.049**
	-0.038
	0.058
	0.049*
	-0.353*
	-0.102*

	
	(0.540)
	(0.042)
	(0.046)
	(0.362)
	(0.285)
	(0.084)
	(0.078)
	(0.092)

	  High
	-0.037
	0.030
	0.045*
	0.001
	0.094*
	0.046
	-0.212
	-0.080

	
	(0.491)
	(0.159)
	(0.085)
	(0.975)
	(0.083)
	(0.121)
	(0.276)
	(0.206)

	  Very high
	-0.015
	0.061***
	0.079***
	0.027
	0.154***
	0.073**
	-0.181
	-0.124

	
	(0.787)
	(0.003)
	(0.003)
	(0.565)
	(0.006)
	(0.016)
	(0.441)
	(0.119)

	High education (d)
	0.089***
	0.052***
	0.061***
	0.066***
	0.164***
	0.125***
	0.439***
	0.146***

	
	[bookmark: _Hlk209219275](0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.002)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.004)
	(0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	0.001
	-0.016*
	-0.031***
	-0.048*
	-0.095***
	-0.059***
	0.032
	0.058

	
	(0.965)
	(0.084)
	(0.007)
	(0.057)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.838)
	(0.193)

	  3
	-0.012
	-0.030**
	-0.056***
	-0.101**
	-0.116***
	-0.078***
	0.040
	0.079

	
	(0.741)
	(0.010)
	(0.001)
	(0.015)
	(0.001)
	(0.005)
	(0.845)
	(0.180)

	  4+
	0.042
	-0.031**
	-0.054***
	-0.091**
	-0.164***
	-0.048*
	0.293
	0.141**

	
	(0.241)
	(0.019)
	(0.001)
	(0.031)
	(<0.001)
	(0.074)
	(0.173)
	(0.014)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.070*
	[bookmark: _Hlk209219117]-0.000
	-0.024
	-0.120**
	-0.203***
	-0.104***
	-0.330**
	-0.012

	
	(0.066)
	(0.978)
	(0.138)
	(0.022)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.049)
	(0.723)

	Constant
	4.006***
	0.922***
	0.878***
	3.782***
	3.602***
	0.560***
	7.434***
	3.189***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.028
	0.022
	0.019
	0.021
	0.046
	0.034
	0.019
	0.015

	Observations
	5,309
	5,217
	5,198
	4,850
	5,257
	5,272
	1,466
	1,466


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.



D.2 Regression analyses for environmental behavior
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)

	
	Environmentally friendly behavior
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Conserving energy at home
	Donation 
to atmosfair

	data set
	1
	1
	2
	3
	3

	Exposed to the flood (d)
	-0.012
	-0.012
	-0.022
	0.024
	-1.499

	
	(0.694)
[0.694]
	(0.318)
[0.694]
	(0.181)
[0.694]
	(0.640)
[0.694]
	(0.491)
[0.694]

	Female (d)
	0.101***
	0.091***
	0.082***
	0.054
	2.724*

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.186)
	(0.096)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.056
	-0.062**
	-0.076**
	0.154**
	-1.757

	
	(0.339)
	(0.032)
	(0.045)
	(0.025)
	(0.438)

	  40-49 years
	-0.100*
	-0.072**
	-0.136***
	0.261***
	0.324

	
	(0.085)
	(0.024)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.895)

	  50-59 years
	-0.055
	-0.065**
	-0.158***
	0.298***
	2.135

	
	(0.307)
	(0.030)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.371)

	  60+ years
	0.097*
	-0.107***
	-0.186***
	0.271***
	5.786**

	
	(0.068)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.049)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	0.007
	-0.028
	0.002
	0.078
	-0.627

	
	(0.913)
	(0.355)
	(0.937)
	(0.395)
	(0.790)

	  High
	0.063
	-0.013
	0.005
	0.145*
	4.828*

	
	(0.317)
	(0.698)
	(0.853)
	(0.066)
	(0.072)

	  Very high
	0.102
	0.002
	0.012
	0.124
	6.870**

	
	(0.121)
	(0.958)
	(0.653)
	(0.197)
	(0.033)

	High education (d)
	0.161***
	0.149***
	0.113***
	0.140***
	6.662***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.009)
	(<0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.002
	-0.013
	-0.017
	-0.119**
	-2.256

	
	(0.944)
	(0.428)
	(0.301)
	(0.045)
	(0.381)

	  3
	-0.022
	-0.022
	-0.028
	-0.172**
	-3.423

	
	(0.563)
	(0.278)
	(0.268)
	(0.033)
	(0.274)

	  4+
	0.038
	0.007
	-0.012
	-0.041
	-6.535**

	
	(0.358)
	(0.713)
	(0.645)
	(0.629)
	(0.037)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.108***
	-0.079***
	-0.108***
	-0.043
	-2.253

	
	(0.005)
	(0.003)
	(<0.001)
	(0.381)
	(0.245)

	Constant
	3.205***
	0.226***
	0.350***
	3.739***
	34.990***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.026
	0.058
	0.051
	0.027
	0.029

	Observations
	5,426
	5,245
	5,119
	1,466
	1,466


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


D.3 Regression analyses for support for climate policies
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Increase in carbon pricing
	Ban on combustion car 2035
	Ban on combustion cars 2030
	Constant increase in fuel tax
	Speed limit of 130km/h
	Coal phase-out
	Expansion of electric vehicles
	Expansion of public transport

	data set
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3
	3

	Exposed to the flood (d)
	-0.055
	-0.061
	-0.055
	-0.053
	-0.056
	-0.130
	-0.021
	-0.118*

	
	(0.333)
[0.465]
	(0.318)
[0.465]
	(0.483)
[0.552]
	(0.339)
[0.465]
	(0.349)
[0.465]
	(0.144)
[0.465]
	(0.824)
[0.824]
	(0.069)
[0.465]

	Female (d)
	0.207***
	0.138***
	0.187***
	0.027
	0.442***
	-0.133**
	-0.104
	-0.011

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.437)
	(<0.001)
	(0.048)
	(0.154)
	(0.827)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.340***
	-0.249**
	-0.238*
	-0.338**
	0.052
	-0.161
	-0.022
	-0.044

	
	(0.001)
	(0.013)
	(0.076)
	(0.013)
	(0.700)
	(0.109)
	(0.827)
	(0.592)

	  40-49 years
	-0.425***
	-0.407***
	-0.487***
	-0.417***
	0.086
	-0.245***
	-0.302**
	-0.032

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.519)
	(0.008)
	(0.014)
	(0.708)

	  50-59 years
	-0.412***
	-0.442***
	-0.544***
	-0.540***
	0.191
	-0.236***
	-0.371***
	0.046

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.117)
	(0.008)
	(<0.001)
	(0.575)

	  60+ years
	-0.286***
	-0.211**
	-0.373***
	-0.431***
	0.582***
	-0.307***
	-0.439***
	0.045

	
	(0.001)
	(0.025)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.003)
	(<0.001)
	(0.583)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.195*
	-0.215**
	-0.203**
	-0.183**
	-0.129
	-0.179*
	-0.105
	-0.115

	
	(0.080)
	(0.027)
	(0.019)
	(0.034)
	(0.144)
	(0.088)
	(0.310)
	(0.111)

	  High
	-0.151
	-0.232**
	-0.272***
	-0.114
	-0.271***
	-0.098
	-0.062
	-0.033

	
	(0.157)
	(0.019)
	(0.005)
	(0.241)
	(0.003)
	(0.311)
	(0.570)
	(0.663)

	  Very high
	-0.045
	-0.235**
	-0.186*
	-0.082
	-0.373***
	-0.083
	0.049
	0.048

	
	(0.702)
	(0.028)
	(0.057)
	(0.397)
	(<0.001)
	(0.518)
	(0.726)
	(0.648)

	High education (d)
	0.563***
	0.449***
	0.432***
	0.394***
	0.356***
	0.335***
	0.342***
	0.106*

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.077)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.169***
	-0.149***
	-0.169***
	-0.164***
	0.118*
	-0.060
	-0.066
	-0.128*

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.005)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.056)
	(0.550)
	(0.469)
	(0.081)

	  3
	-0.216***
	-0.216***
	-0.184**
	-0.164**
	0.076
	-0.114
	-0.204*
	-0.229***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.003)
	(0.026)
	(0.016)
	(0.391)
	(0.312)
	(0.091)
	(0.009)

	  4+
	-0.046
	-0.162**
	-0.184**
	-0.104
	0.155
	-0.164
	-0.228**
	-0.286***

	
	(0.529)
	(0.026)
	(0.030)
	(0.206)
	(0.111)
	(0.144)
	(0.042)
	(0.003)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.277**
	-0.182
	-0.203
	-0.159
	-0.213***
	-0.295***
	-0.021
	-0.010

	
	(0.014)
	(0.191)
	(0.121)
	(0.137)
	(0.006)
	(0.004)
	(0.812)
	(0.852)

	Constant
	3.249***
	3.144***
	3.183***
	2.755***
	3.340***
	4.127***
	3.584***
	4.249***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.063
	0.039
	0.041
	0.038
	0.054
	0.038
	0.039
	0.022

	Observations
	4,268
	5,337
	5,197
	5,150
	5,255
	1,466
	1,466
	1,466


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


D.4 Regression analyses for prosociality
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Positive reciprocity
	Negative reciprocity
	Trust
	Altruism
	Dictator game donation
	Past donations (d)
	Past donations (amount)
	Volunteer work (d)

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Exposed to the flood (d)
	0.087*
	0.020
	-0.015
	0.125
	0.049
	0.006
	15.545
	-0.013

	
	(0.087)
[0.496]
	(0.823)
[0.848]
	(0.848)
[0.848]
	(0.124)
[0.496]
	(0.448)
[0.779]
	(0.578)
[0.779]
	(0.374)
[0.779]
	(0.584)
[0.779]

	Female (d)
	0.011
	-0.776***
	0.436***
	0.715***
	0.063
	0.067***
	12.849
	-0.051***

	
	(0.812)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.153)
	(<0.001)
	(0.363)
	(<0.001)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.036
	0.028
	-0.088
	-0.147
	0.031
	-0.038
	25.310
	-0.044

	
	(0.716)
	(0.859)
	(0.620)
	(0.364)
	(0.743)
	(0.222)
	(0.354)
	(0.185)

	  40-49 years
	-0.028
	0.042
	0.101
	0.220
	0.164*
	0.036
	129.277***
	0.007

	
	(0.755)
	(0.785)
	(0.547)
	(0.136)
	(0.096)
	(0.215)
	(<0.001)
	(0.797)

	  50-59 years
	0.035
	-0.124
	0.399***
	0.365**
	0.287***
	0.062**
	148.136***
	0.035

	
	(0.714)
	(0.390)
	(0.008)
	(0.018)
	(0.001)
	(0.026)
	(<0.001)
	(0.203)

	  60+ years
	-0.124
	-0.049
	0.548***
	1.044***
	0.442***
	0.143***
	295.436***
	0.128***

	
	(0.166)
	(0.718)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.019
	-0.078
	0.160
	0.655***
	0.214*
	0.178***
	124.789***
	0.019

	
	(0.882)
	(0.664)
	(0.444)
	(<0.001)
	(0.082)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.549)

	  High
	-0.031
	-0.144
	0.189
	0.977***
	0.236*
	0.244***
	245.835***
	0.046

	
	(0.829)
	(0.435)
	(0.352)
	(<0.001)
	(0.087)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.180)

	  Very high
	-0.039
	0.091
	0.155
	1.382***
	0.309**
	0.274***
	364.361***
	0.065*

	
	(0.793)
	(0.627)
	(0.450)
	(<0.001)
	(0.028)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.071)

	High education (d)
	0.009
	-0.164**
	0.185**
	0.368***
	-0.115**
	0.083***
	158.175***
	0.089***

	
	(0.864)
	(0.026)
	(0.015)
	(<0.001)
	(0.030)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	0.028
	0.037
	0.126
	-0.258***
	-0.005
	-0.023
	-59.430***
	0.011

	
	(0.655)
	(0.697)
	(0.140)
	(0.006)
	(0.944)
	(0.110)
	(0.007)
	(0.599)

	  3
	0.103
	0.189
	0.159
	-0.451***
	-0.055
	-0.018
	-119.165***
	0.061**

	
	(0.240)
	(0.137)
	(0.202)
	(<0.001)
	(0.550)
	(0.359)
	(<0.001)
	(0.023)

	  4+
	0.013
	-0.080
	0.335**
	-0.339**
	0.074
	-0.003
	-75.063**
	0.117***

	
	(0.887)
	(0.519)
	(0.012)
	(0.015)
	(0.455)
	(0.875)
	(0.016)
	(<0.001)

	East Germany (d)
	0.041
	0.037
	-0.091
	-0.318***
	-0.006
	-0.074***
	-97.359***
	-0.075***

	
	(0.460)
	(0.718)
	(0.287)
	(0.005)
	(0.919)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Constant
	9.418***
	4.002***
	5.423***
	6.289***
	4.635***
	0.484***
	-85.494***
	0.314***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.002
	0.029
	0.019
	0.073
	0.016
	0.063
	0.088
	0.029

	Observations
	5,396
	5,366
	5,355
	5,381
	4,025
	5,335
	4,851
	5,412


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


[bookmark: _Hlk160624582]E.1 Differences-in-differences for data set 1 (RWI Climate-Mobility Panel): June 2019 and March/April 2022
	data set 1
	2019
	2022
	Time Trend
	DiD

	
	Not
exposed
	Exposed
	Not
exposed
	Exposed
	Not
exposed
	Exposed
	Estimate

	Perceived impact of 
climate change
	3.831
(0.678)
[2,293]
	3.780
(0.693)
[514]
	3.785
(0.674)
[2,293]
	3.753
(0.678)
[514]
	-0.046***
(0.005)
{0.008}
[2,293]
	-0.027
(0.431)
{0.647}
[514]
	0.018
(0.627)
{0.737}

	Green Party 
preference (d)
	0.163
-
[2,304]
	0.150
-
[525]
	0.173
-
[2,304]
	0.156
-
[525]
	0.010*
(0.097)
{0.97}
[2,304]
	0.006
(0.649)
{0.649}
[525]
	-0.005
(0.737)
{0.737}

	Donation (d)
	0.761
-
[2,320]
	0.762
-
[534]
	0.812
-
[2,320]
	0.830
-
[534]
	0.050***
(<0.001)
{0.003}
[2,320]
	0.067***
(<0.001)
{0.003}
[534]
	0.017
(0.396)
{0.737}


Standard deviation in round brackets for means, p-values in round brackets for time trend (within-subject differences) and DiD.
Number of observations in square brackets. Time trend tests for significance by paired t-tests or McNemar if variable is dichotomous. (d) denotes dichotomous variables. Significance levels: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p <0.01. Benjamini-Hochberg adjusted p-values shown in curly braces. DiD-estimate based on Fixed-effects estimation: the respective variable is regressed on the survey wave (dummy for 2022), on the treatment (dummy for being affected), as well as on the interaction of wave and treatment. The results equal a t-test across the time trends for each group.

E.2 Differences-in-differences for data set 2 (Socio-Ecological Panel): June 2021 and July/August 2022
	data set 2
	2021
	2022
	Time Trend
	DiD

	
	Not
exposed
	Exposed
	Not
exposed
	Exposed
	Not
exposed
	Exposed
	Estimate

	Existence of 
climate change (d)
	0.900
-
[4,703]
	0.904
-
[1,129]
	0.930
-
[4,703]
	0.923
-
[1,129]
	0.030***
(<0.001)
{0.001}
[4,703]
	0.019*
(0.075)
{0.100}
[1,129]
	-0.012
(0.303)
{0.991}

	Climate change 
manmade (d)
	0.860
-
[4,670]
	0.849
-
[1,119]
	0.885
-
[4,760]
	0.867
-
[1,119]
	0.025***
(<0.001)
{0.001}
[4,670]
	0.018
(0.128)
{0.128}
[1,119]
	-0.007
(0.577)
{0.991}

	Relative importance (d)
	0.574
-
[4,823]
	0.566
-
[1,153]
	0.446
-
[4,823]
	0.435
-
[1,153]
	-0.128***
(<0.001)
{0.001}
[4,823]
	-0.131***
(<0.001)
{0.004}
[1,153]
	-0.003
(0.856)
{0.991}

	Green Party 
preference (d)
	0.212
-
[4,527]
	0.191
-
[1,092]
	0.240
-
[4,527]
	0.219
-
[1,092]
	0.028***
(<0.001)
{0.001}
[4,527]
	0.027**
(0.012)
{0.024}
[1,092]
	<0.001
(0.991)
{0.991}


Standard deviation in round brackets for means, p-values in round brackets for time trend (within-subject differences) and DiD.
Number of observations in square brackets. Time trend tests for significance by paired t-tests or McNemar if variable is dichotomous. (d) denotes dichotomous variables. Significance levels: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p <0.01. Benjamini-Hochberg adjusted p-values shown in curly braces. DiD-estimate based on Fixed-effects estimation: the respective variable is regressed on the survey wave (dummy for 2022), on the treatment (dummy for being affected), as well as on the interaction of wave and treatment. The results equal a t-test across the time trends for each group.


F.1 Severe exposure and environmental attitudes
	
	
	
	Not exposed
	Severely exposed
	


	Survey
	Question/Statement
	Response option
	means
(std. dev.)
[n]
	difference
(p-value)
[adj. p-value]

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	

	Impact of climate change
	What do you think the consequences of climate change will be for your personal living conditions in the coming decades?
	Five-point scale (very positive - very negative consequences)
	3.791
(0.702)
[5,881]
	3.790
(0.754)
[195]
	-0.001
(0.981)
[0.981]


	data set 2
	
	
	
	
	

	Existence of climate change
	Based on everything you know; do you think the world's climate is changing or not?
	Yes/No
	0.928
-
[5,742]
	0.914
-
[185]
	-0.014
(0.337)
[0.899]


	Climate change manmade
	Do you think climate change is mostly caused by humans (as opposed to mostly caused by natural factors)?
	Yes/No
	0.881
-
[5,721]
	0.8750
-
[184]
	-0.006
(0.798)
[0.981]



	Dangers of climate change
	Do you think climate change is dangerous for humanity?
	Four-point scale (certainly not - certainly)
	3.605
(0.669)
[5,314]
	3.663
(0.596)
[169]
	+0.058
(0.321)
[0.899]


	Importance of climate policy
	Do you consider climate policy to be an important field in politics?
	Four-point scale (not important - important)
	3.660
(0.734)
[5,789]
	3.652
(0.756)
[1,153]
	-0.008
(0.929)
[0.981]


	Relative importance
	In your opinion, are the environment and climate change one of the most important issues Germany is currently facing?
	Yes/No
	0.444
-
[5,815]
	0.436
-
[188]
	-0.008
(0.863)
[0.981]


	data set 3
	
	
	
	
	

	Seriousness of climate change
	How serious a problem do you think climate change is at this moment?
	Ten-point scale (not at all a serious problem - an extremely serious problem)
	7.414
(2.410)
[1,412]
	7.370
(2.436)
[54]
	-0.044
(0.894)
[0.981]


	Importance of protecting the environment
	How important is protecting the environment to you personally?
	Four-point scale (not at all important - very important)
	3.250
(0.665)
[1,412]
	3.111
(0.572)
[54]
	-0.139*** B
(0.005)
[0.040]


[bookmark: _Hlk209307263]For the calculation of means and proportions, “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.




F.2 Severe exposure and environmental behavior
	Survey
	Question/Statement
	       Response options
	Not exposed
	Severely exposed
	

	
	
	
	means
(std. dev.)
[n]
	difference
(p-value)
[adj. p-value]

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	

	Environmentally friendly behavior
	I behave in an environmentally conscious manner, even if this is associated with higher costs and/or efforts.
	Five-point scale (strongly disagree - strongly agree)
	3.329
(0.780)
[6,022]
	3.410
(0.731)
[200]
	+0.081
(0.166)
[0.377]


	Green Party preference
	If you lean towards a certain party, do you have a preference for the Green Party?
	Yes/No
	0.184
-
[5,704]
	0.179
-
[195]
	-0.005
(0.885)
[0.885]

	data set 2
	
	
	
	
	

	Green Party preference
	If you lean towards a certain party, do you have a preference for the Green Party?
	Yes/No
	0.236
-
[5,580]
	0.192
-
[182]
	-0.043
(0.226)
[0.377]


	data set 3
	
	
	
	
	

	Conserving energy at home
	How much do you agree or disagree with the following statements? “I take action to conserve energy at home”
	Five-point scale (strongly disagree - strongly agree
	4.008
(0.841)
[1,412]
	4.056
(0.811)
[54]
	-0.048
(0.603)
[0.754]

	Donation to atmosfair
	Donation Experiment: How much of 100 € would you like to donate to atmosfair?
	Values between 0 and 100
	38.620
(30.756)
[1,412]
	32.852
(32.686)
[54]
	-5.769*
(0.058)
[0.290]


For the calculation of means and proportions, “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%. 


F.3 Severe exposure and support of climate policies
	Survey
	Question/Statement
	      Response options
	Not exposed
	Severely exposed
	

	
	
	
	means
(std. dev.)
[n]
	difference
(p-value)
[adj. p-value]

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	

	Increase in carbon pricing
	What is your stance on the following measure?
	Five-point scale (strongly disagree – strongly agree)
	2.837
(1.311)
[4,714]
	2.886
(1.364)
[167]
	+0.050
(0.696)
[0.792]

	No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2035
	What is your stance on the following measure?
	Five-point scale (strongly disagree – strongly agree)
	2.620
(1.382)
[5,920]
	2.653
(1.373)
[199]
	+0.034
(0.789)
[0.792]

	data set 2
	
	
	
	
	

	No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2030A
	Do you support the following measure?
	Five-point scale (No – Yes)
	2.592
(1.460)
[5,713]
	2.683
(1.507)
[186]
	+0.091
(0.350)
[0.792]

	Constant increase in tax on petrol and diesel A
	Do you support the following measure?
	Five-point scale (No – Yes)
	2.175
(1.283)
[5,662]
	2.216
(1.322)
[185]
	+0.041
(0.770)
[0.792]

	Speed limit of 130km/h on highways A
	Do you support the following measure?
	Five-point scale (No – Yes)
	3.771
(1.549)
[5,783]
	3.814
(1.610)
[188]
	+0.043
(0.792)
[0.792]

	data set 3
	
	
	
	
	

	Coal phase-out
	Please indicate what your opinion is on the following policy measure.
	Ten-point scale (not at all a serious problem - an extremely serious problem)
	3.682
(1.157)
[1,412]
	3.389
(1.071)
[54]
	-0.293**
(0.028)
[0.224]

	Expansion of electric vehicles
	Please indicate what your opinion is on the following policy measure.
	Five-point scale (strongly disagree – strongly agree)
	3.212
(1.281)
[1,412]
	3.074
(1.344)
[54]
	-0.138
(0.410)
[0.792]

	Expansion of public transport
	Please indicate what your opinion is on the following policy measure.
	Five-point scale (strongly disagree – strongly agree)
	4.067
(0.925)
[1,412]
	3.944
(0.979)
[54]
	-0.123
(0.443)
[0.792]


For the calculation of means and proportions, “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%. A = The question was preceded by an introductory statement: “For the mobility transition there are some measures being discussed that aim to reduce car use and thereby emission of pollutants and carbon dioxide.”




F.4 Severe exposure and prosociality
	Survey
	Question/Statement
	      Response options
	Not exposed
	Severely exposed
	

	
	
	
	means
(std. dev.)
[n]
	difference
(p-value)
[adj. p-value]

	data set 1
	
	
	
	
	

	Positive reciprocity
	Willingness to return a favor
	Eleven-point scale
	9.371
(1.722)
[5,957]
	9.303
(1.701)
[198]
	-0.068
(0.489)
[0.652]

	Negative reciprocity
	Willingness to take revenge
	Eleven-point scale
	3.576
(2.448)
[5,902]
	3.315
(2.293)
[197]
	-0.262
(0.135)
[0.]580

	Trust
	“People have only the best intentions”
	Eleven-point scale
	6.257
(2.344)
[5,888]
	6.137
(2.166)
[1,118]
	-0.120
(0.411)
[0.652]

	Altruism
	Willingness to give to good causes
	Eleven-point scale
	7.937
(2.491)
[5,933]
	8.202
(2.491)
[198]
	+0.265
(0.145)
[0.580]

	Dictator game donation
	Indicate how many tokens you would like to give to your unknown partner
	Tokens between 0 and 10
	5.165
(1.474)
[4,382]
	5.218
(1.420)
[156]
	0.053
(0.678)
[0.678]

	Past donations
	Donation last year
	Yes/No
	0.804
-
[5,890]
	0.820
-
[200]
	+0.016
(0.440)
[0.652]

	Past donations (amount)
	Donation amount
	Values ≥ 0
	313.747
(543.703)
[5,218]
	328.630
(427.616)
[173]
	+14.883
(0.645)
[0.678]

	Volunteer work
	Volunteering
	Yes/No
	0.424
-
[5,975]
	0.477
-
[199]
	+0.053
(0.225)
[0.600]


For the calculation of means and proportions, “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%. 


F.5 Regression analyses for environmental attitudes (severe exposure)
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Impact of climate change
	Existence of climate change (d)
	Climate change manmade (d)
	Dangers of climate change
	Importance of climate policy
	Relative importance (d)
	Seriousness of 
climate change 
	Importance of protecting the environment

	data set
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3

	Severely exposed (d)
	0.021
	-0.027
	-0.023
	0.023
	-0.040
	-0.053
	-0.108
	-0.137*** B

	
	(0.745)
[0.745]
	(0.118)
[0.472]
	(0.389)
[0.745]
	(0.677)
[0.745]
	(0.647)
[0.745]
	(0.244)
[0.651]
	(0.736)
[0.745]
	(0.005)
[0.040]

	Female (d)
	0.095***
	-0.028***
	0.010
	0.104***
	0.165***
	0.037***
	0.350**
	0.008

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.280)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.009)
	(0.012)
	(0.833)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.136***
	-0.039**
	-0.037
	-0.094*
	-0.068
	-0.122***
	-0.048
	0.047

	
	(0.006)
	(0.030)
	(0.105)
	(0.053)
	(0.251)
	(0.002)
	(0.793)
	(0.399)

	  40-49 years
	-0.219***
	-0.015
	-0.030
	-0.162***
	-0.063
	-0.196***
	-0.168
	0.045

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.394)
	(0.202)
	(0.002)
	(0.298)
	(<0.001)
	(0.389)
	(0.435)

	  50-59 years
	-0.206***
	-0.039**
	-0.057***
	-0.194***
	-0.072
	-0.180***
	0.038
	0.086

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.024)
	(0.008)
	(<0.001)
	(0.216)
	(<0.001)
	(0.828)
	(0.103)

	  60+ years
	-0.316***
	-0.019
	-0.033*
	-0.161***
	0.008
	-0.146***
	0.020
	0.075

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.219)
	(0.096)
	(<0.001)
	(0.895)
	(<0.001)
	(0.915)
	(0.170)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.034
	0.040**
	0.049**
	-0.038
	0.057
	0.049*
	-0.343*
	-0.099*

	
	(0.518)
	(0.044)
	(0.048)
	(0.361)
	(0.292)
	(0.088)
	(0.089)
	(0.097)

	  High
	-0.038
	0.029
	0.045*
	0.002
	0.095*
	0.046
	-0.197
	-0.076

	
	(0.478)
	(0.165)
	(0.086)
	(0.958)
	(0.082)
	(0.123)
	(0.315)
	(0.229)

	  Very high
	-0.015
	0.061***
	0.079***
	0.028
	0.155***
	0.073**
	-0.170
	-0.121

	
	(0.780)
	(0.003)
	(0.002)
	(0.554)
	(0.006)
	(0.016)
	(0.472)
	(0.128)

	High education (d)
	0.089***
	0.052***
	0.061***
	0.067***
	0.164***
	0.125***
	0.446***
	0.149***

	
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.003)
	(0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	0.001
	-0.016*
	-0.031***
	-0.049*
	-0.095***
	-0.059***
	0.026
	0.053

	
	(0.968)
	(0.086)
	(0.007)
	(0.057)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.871)
	(0.229)

	  3
	-0.012
	-0.030**
	-0.056***
	-0.102**
	-0.116***
	-0.078***
	0.027
	0.076

	
	(0.737)
	(0.011)
	(0.001)
	(0.015)
	(0.001)
	(0.006)
	(0.892)
	(0.190)

	  4+
	0.041
	-0.030**
	-0.053***
	-0.092**
	-0.163***
	-0.047*
	0.288
	0.137**

	
	(0.258)
	(0.022)
	(0.001)
	(0.030)
	(<0.001)
	(0.081)
	(0.183)
	(0.017)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.066*
	-0.001
	-0.024
	-0.117**
	-0.199***
	-0.103***
	-0.296*
	-0.009

	
	(0.087)
	(0.940)
	(0.166)
	(0.028)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.081)
	(0.798)

	Constant
	4.002***
	0.923***
	0.875***
	3.777***
	3.594***
	0.558***
	7.390***
	3.182***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.028
	0.022
	0.018
	0.021
	0.045
	0.034
	0.017
	0.014

	Observations
	5,309
	5,217
	5,198
	4,850
	5,257
	5,272
	1,466
	1,466


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.



F.6 Regression analyses for environmental behavior (severe exposure)
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)

	
	Environmentally friendly behavior
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Conserving energy at home
	Donation 
to atmosfair

	data set
	1
	1
	2
	3
	3

	Severely exposed (d)
	0.107
	0.009
	-0.093***B
	0.009
	-7.261**B

	
	(0.101)
[0.168]
	(0.817)
[0.924]
	(0.001)
[0.005]
	(0.924)
[0.924]
	(0.016)
[0.040]

	Female (d)
	0.101***
	0.091***
	0.082***
	0.054
	2.830*

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.185)
	(0.085)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.055
	-0.062**
	-0.076**
	0.156**
	-1.897

	
	(0.348)
	(0.032)
	(0.045)
	(0.022)
	(0.400)

	  40-49 years
	-0.098*
	-0.072**
	-0.138***
	0.262***
	0.317

	
	(0.090)
	(0.025)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.897)

	  50-59 years
	-0.054
	-0.065**
	-0.159***
	0.301***
	2.211

	
	(0.308)
	(0.030)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.341)

	  60+ years
	0.097*
	-0.107***
	-0.188***
	0.272***
	5.826**

	
	(0.067)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.048)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	0.004
	-0.029
	0.001
	0.077
	-0.592

	
	(0.954)
	(0.340)
	(0.968)
	(0.400)
	(0.802)

	  High
	0.060
	-0.013
	0.003
	0.143*
	4.930*

	
	(0.340)
	(0.686)
	(0.892)
	(0.068)
	(0.064)

	  Very high
	0.100
	0.001
	0.011
	0.123
	6.974**

	
	(0.127)
	(0.964)
	(0.670)
	(0.201)
	(0.031)

	High education (d)
	0.162***
	0.149***
	0.113***
	0.140***
	6.723***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.010)
	(<0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.002
	-0.013
	-0.017
	-0.119**
	-2.444

	
	(0.929)
	(0.425)
	(0.313)
	(0.046)
	(0.339)

	  3
	-0.023
	-0.022
	-0.027
	-0.171**
	-3.438

	
	(0.539)
	(0.275)
	(0.290)
	(0.034)
	(0.267)

	  4+
	0.034
	0.007
	-0.010
	-0.041
	-6.717**

	
	(0.400)
	(0.742)
	(0.703)
	(0.634)
	(0.031)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.102***
	-0.077***
	-0.109***
	-0.046
	-2.372

	
	(0.009)
	(0.004)
	(<0.001)
	(0.343)
	(0.208)

	Constant
	3.201***
	0.224***
	0.351***
	3.743***
	34.971***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.027
	0.057
	0.052
	0.027
	0.031

	Observations
	5,426
	5,245
	5,119
	1,466
	1,466


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


F.7 Regression analyses for support for climate policies (severe exposure)
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Increase in carbon pricing
	Ban on combustion car 2035
	Ban on combustion cars 2030
	Constant increase in fuel tax
	Speed limit of 130km/h
	Coal phase-out
	Expansion of electric vehicles
	Expansion of public transport

	data set
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3
	3

	Severely exposed (d)
	0.104
	0.067
	0.122
	0.045
	0.028
	-0.316**B
	-0.066
	-0.138

	
	(0.460)
[0.823]
	(0.534)
[0.823]
	(0.119)
[0.476]
	(0.720)
[0.823]
	(0.885)
[0.885]
	(0.012)
[0.096]
	(0.670)
[0.823]
	(0.390)
[0.823]

	Female (d)
	0.206***
	0.137***
	0.189***
	0.028
	0.443***
	-0.129*
	-0.103
	-0.010

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.417)
	(<0.001)
	(0.056)
	(0.159)
	(0.839)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.338***
	-0.248**
	-0.239*
	-0.338**
	0.051
	-0.172*
	-0.023
	-0.053

	
	(0.001)
	(0.013)
	(0.075)
	(0.013)
	(0.707)
	(0.086)
	(0.813)
	(0.515)

	  40-49 years
	-0.424***
	-0.406***
	-0.486***
	-0.417***
	0.085
	-0.250***
	-0.303**
	-0.039

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.522)
	(0.007)
	(0.014)
	(0.650)

	  50-59 years
	-0.412***
	-0.443***
	-0.547***
	-0.542***
	0.189
	-0.241***
	-0.371***
	0.036

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.123)
	(0.006)
	(<0.001)
	(0.655)

	  60+ years
	-0.288***
	-0.213**
	-0.375***
	-0.432***
	0.579***
	-0.311***
	-0.439***
	0.039

	
	(0.001)
	(0.024)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.002)
	(<0.001)
	(0.636)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.200*
	-0.220**
	-0.202**
	-0.182**
	-0.129
	-0.175*
	-0.104
	-0.111

	
	(0.073)
	(0.023)
	(0.020)
	(0.035)
	(0.146)
	(0.096)
	(0.311)
	(0.121)

	  High
	-0.154
	-0.235**
	-0.268***
	-0.111
	-0.268***
	-0.090
	-0.061
	-0.027

	
	(0.148)
	(0.017)
	(0.006)
	(0.252)
	(0.004)
	(0.349)
	(0.575)
	(0.726)

	  Very high
	-0.046
	-0.236**
	-0.183*
	-0.079
	-0.370***
	-0.076
	0.050
	0.053

	
	(0.696)
	(0.027)
	(0.061)
	(0.413)
	(<0.001)
	(0.553)
	(0.719)
	(0.611)

	High education (d)
	0.564***
	0.450***
	0.433***
	0.394***
	0.356***
	0.340***
	0.343***
	0.110*

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.068)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.169***
	-0.150***
	-0.170***
	-0.165***
	0.117*
	-0.069
	-0.067
	-0.133*

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.005)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.058)
	(0.488)
	(0.456)
	(0.069)

	  3
	-0.218***
	-0.217***
	-0.187**
	-0.166**
	0.075
	-0.118
	-0.205*
	-0.233***

	
	(0.001)
	(0.002)
	(0.024)
	(0.015)
	(0.400)
	(0.291)
	(0.089)
	(0.008)

	  4+
	-0.053
	-0.167**
	-0.187**
	-0.105
	0.154
	-0.173
	-0.230**
	-0.290***

	
	(0.471)
	(0.022)
	(0.027)
	(0.201)
	(0.112)
	(0.123)
	(0.041)
	(0.003)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.265**
	-0.171
	-0.193
	-0.152
	-0.207***
	-0.291***
	-0.021
	0.000

	
	(0.020)
	(0.226)
	(0.148)
	(0.164)
	(0.010)
	(0.005)
	(0.807)
	(0.994)

	Constant
	3.237***
	3.133***
	3.165***
	2.741***
	3.328***
	4.116***
	3.583***
	4.234***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.063
	0.039
	0.041
	0.037
	0.053
	0.039
	0.039
	0.021

	Observations
	4,268
	5,337
	5,197
	5,150
	5,255
	1,466
	1,466
	1,466


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


F.8 Regression analyses for prosociality (severe exposure)
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Positive reciprocity
	Negative reciprocity
	Trust
	Altruism
	Dictator game donation
	Past donations (d)
	Past donations (amount)
	Volunteer work (d)

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Severely exposed (d)
	-0.004
	-0.221
	-0.124
	0.406**
	0.042
	0.018
	17.188
	0.055

	
	(0.954)
[0.954]
	(0.175)
[0.595]
	(0.368)
[0.595]
	(0.026)
[0.208]
	(0.729)
[0.833]
	(0.372)
[0.595]
	(0.669)
[0.833]
	(0.233)
[0.595]

	Female (d)
	0.012
	-0.776***
	0.436***
	0.716***
	0.064
	0.067***
	12.999
	-0.051***

	
	(0.798)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.147)
	(<0.001)
	(0.357)
	(<0.001)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.036
	0.025
	-0.089
	-0.142
	0.032
	-0.038
	25.297
	-0.043

	
	(0.718)
	(0.871)
	(0.614)
	(0.378)
	(0.738)
	(0.225)
	(0.354)
	(0.190)

	  40-49 years
	-0.027
	0.039
	0.099
	0.228
	0.165*
	0.036
	129.506***
	0.008

	
	(0.761)
	(0.803)
	(0.556)
	(0.120)
	(0.095)
	(0.210)
	(<0.001)
	(0.775)

	  50-59 years
	0.037
	-0.125
	0.398***
	0.369**
	0.287***
	0.062**
	148.442***
	0.035

	
	(0.701)
	(0.387)
	(0.008)
	(0.017)
	(0.001)
	(0.025)
	(<0.001)
	(0.203)

	  60+ years
	-0.121
	-0.049
	0.548***
	1.049***
	0.443***
	0.143***
	295.856***
	0.128***

	
	(0.178)
	(0.719)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.014
	-0.073
	0.162
	0.656***
	0.215*
	0.179***
	125.531***
	0.017

	
	(0.916)
	(0.685)
	(0.439)
	(<0.001)
	(0.080)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.590)

	  High
	-0.028
	-0.139
	0.192
	0.973***
	0.236*
	0.244***
	245.902***
	0.044

	
	(0.846)
	(0.451)
	(0.346)
	(<0.001)
	(0.088)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.195)

	  Very high
	-0.037
	0.093
	0.156
	1.382***
	0.309**
	0.274***
	364.404***
	0.064*

	
	(0.802)
	(0.620)
	(0.447)
	(<0.001)
	(0.028)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.074)

	High education (d)
	0.008
	-0.164**
	0.185**
	0.367***
	-0.115**
	0.083***
	158.123***
	0.089***

	
	(0.873)
	(0.025)
	(0.015)
	(<0.001)
	(0.030)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	0.028
	0.038
	0.127
	-0.259***
	-0.005
	-0.023
	-59.421***
	0.010

	
	(0.654)
	(0.690)
	(0.139)
	(0.005)
	(0.942)
	(0.109)
	(0.007)
	(0.609)

	  3
	0.104
	0.191
	0.161
	-0.455***
	-0.055
	-0.018
	-119.250***
	0.060**

	
	(0.238)
	(0.132)
	(0.198)
	(<0.001)
	(0.549)
	(0.355)
	(<0.001)
	(0.025)

	  4+
	0.016
	-0.074
	0.337**
	-0.344**
	0.075
	-0.003
	-74.811**
	0.115***

	
	(0.854)
	(0.550)
	(0.011)
	(0.013)
	(0.449)
	(0.867)
	(0.017)
	(<0.001)

	East Germany (d)
	0.029
	0.026
	-0.094
	-0.319***
	-0.011
	-0.074***
	-98.796***
	-0.071***

	
	(0.604)
	(0.802)
	(0.267)
	(0.005)
	(0.840)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Constant
	9.431***
	4.010***
	5.424***
	6.296***
	4.642***
	0.484***
	-83.549***
	0.311***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.002)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.002
	0.029
	0.019
	0.073
	0.015
	0.063
	0.088
	0.029

	Observations
	5,396
	5,366
	5,355
	5,381
	4,025
	5,335
	4,851
	5,412


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.




G.1 Means and proportions for self-reported degrees of affectedness on environmental variables
	
	(1)
	
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)

	Affectedness
	Not affected
	
	
	Affected
	

	
	
	
	All
	W/o damage
	W/ damage

	Self-reported exposure:
	no
	
	yes
	yes
	yes

	Damage:
	
	
	
	no
	yes

	Environmental variable
	
	
	
	
	

	Impact of Climate Change
	3.791
	
	3.824
	3.860
	3.746

	
	(0.702)
	
	(0.740)
	(0.698)
	(0.823)

	Env. friendly behavior
	3.331
	
	3.390
	3.446
	3.271

	
	(0.778)
	
	(0.820)
	(0.740)
	(0.962)

	Green Party preference (d)
	0.185
	
	0.180
	0.171
	0.197

	
	-
	
	-
	-
	-

	Increase in carbon pricing
	2.838
	
	2.881
	2.931
	2.783

	
	(1.314)
	
	(1.306)
	(1.214)
	(1.474)

	No new vehicles with combustion 
	2.622
	
	2.634
	2.667
	2.565

	engines after 2035
	(1.384)
	
	(1.323)
	(1.305)
	(1.366)

	Observations
	6,043
	
	218
	148
	70


Means shown for metric and response-scale variables with standard deviations in parentheses, proportions shown for dichotomous variables denoted by (d). For comparisons, note that groups (3) and (4) are subgroups of group (2).

G.2 Differences between self-reported degrees of affectedness on environmental variables
	Testing for differences
	(1) and (2)
Not affected vs. Affected
	(1) and (3)
Not affected vs. Affected w/o damage
	(1) and (4)
Not affected vs. Affected w/ damage
	(3) and (4)
Affected w/o damage vs. Affected w/ damage

	Environmental variable
	
	
	
	

	Impact of Climate Change
	0.033
	0.069
	-0.044
	-0.114

	
	(0.559)
[0.900]
	(0.325)
[0.638]
	(0.622)
[0.810]
	(0.329)
[0.704]

	Env. friendly behavior
	0.059
	0.115**
	-0.059
	-0.175

	
	(0.272)
[0.900]
	(0.049)
[0.245]
	(0.561)
[0.810]
	(0.136)
[0.680]

	Green Party preference
	-0.005
	-0.013
	0.012
	0.026

	
	(0.846)
[0.900]
	(0.696)
[0.719]
	(0.810)
[0.810]
	(0.704)
[0.704]

	Increase in carbon pricing
	0.042
	0.093
	-0.055
	-0.148

	
	(0.631)
[0.900]
	(0.383)
[0.638]
	(0.737)
[0.810]
	(0.464)
[0.704]

	No new vehicles with combustion 
	0.012
	0.045
	-0.057
	-0.101

	engines after 2035
	(0.900)
[0.900]
	(0.719)
[0.719]
	(0.753)
[0.810]
	(0.661)
[0.704]

	Observations
	6,043 / 218
	6,043 / 148
	6,043 / 70
	148 / 70


[bookmark: _Hlk209050963]Differences in means or proportions. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method which was applied across all dependent variables in this table but not across different subsample comparisons. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.




G.3 Differences between self-reported degrees of affectedness on prosociality
	Testing for differences
	(1) and (2)
Not affected vs. 
Affected
	(1) and (3)
Not affected vs. affected w/o damage 
	(1) and (4)
Not affected vs. affected w/ damage
	(3) and (4)
Affected: 
W/o damage vs. 
W/ damage
	(5) and (6)
Damaged: No aid received vs. aid received

	Prosociality variable
	
	
	
	
	

	Positive reciprocity
	-0.359*** B
	-0.334** B
	-0.410
	-0.076
	0.942*

	
	(0.007)
[0.056]
	(0.021)
[0.056]
	(0.142)
[0.568]
	(0.810)
[0.810]
	(0.093)
[0.410]

	Negative reciprocity
	0.383*
	0.190
	0.792**
	0.601
	-0.446

	
	(0.051)
[0.082]
	(0.357)
[0.571]
	(0.021)
[0.168]
	(0.106)
[0.323]
	(0.470)
[0.576]

	Trust
	-0.096
	-0.019
	-0.257
	-0.238
	-0.590

	
	(0.536)
[0.653]
	(0.916)
[0.916]
	(0.369)
[0.746]
	(0.472)
[0.799]
	(0.408)
[0.576]

	Altruism
	0.363** B
	0.531*** B
	0.007
	-0.524
	0.900

	
	(0.028)
[0.082]
	(0.004)
[0.032]
	(0.980)
[0.980]
	(0.121)
[0.323]
	(0.154)
[0.410]

	Dictator game
	0.068
	0.117
	-0.034
	-0.151
	-0.100

	
	(0.571)
[0.653]
	(0.458)
[0.611]
	(0.839)
[0.959]
	(0.518)
[0.797]
	(0.819)
[0.819]

	Past donations (d)
	0.003
	0.009
	-0.011
	-0.020
	0.109

	
	(0.916)
[0.916]
	(0.796)
[0.910]
	(0.817)
[0.959]
	(0.745)
[0.810]
	(0.257)
[0.514]

	Past donations (amount)
	72.277* B
	123.792*** B
	-40.357
	-164.149**
	-91.059

	
	(0.051)
[0.082]
	(0.009)
[0.036]
	(0.491)
[0.786]
	(0.044)
[0.323]
	(0.504)
[0.576]

	Volunteer work (d)
	0.069**B
	0.080** B
	0.047
	-0.033
	0.186

	
	(0.031)
[0.082]
	(0.036)
[0.072]
	(0.373)
[0.746]
	(0.599)
[0.797]
	(0.153)
[0.410]

	Observations
	6,043 / 218
	6,043 / 148
	6,043 / 70
	148 / 70
	30 / 40


Differences in means or proportions. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method which was applied across all dependent variables in this table but not across different subsample comparisons. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.



G.4 Regression analyses for self-reported affectedness on environmental variables 
	
	Dependent variables

	
	Env Attitudes
	Env Behavior
	Support for climate policies

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)

	
	Impact of climate change
	Environmentally friendly behavior
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Increase in carbon pricing
	Ban on combustion car 2035

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Affected (d)
	0.022
	0.049
	-0.020
	-0.019
	0.003

	
	(0.707)
[0.976]
	(0.422)
[0.976]
	(0.435)
[0.976]
	(0.843)
[0.976]
	(0.976)
[0.976]

	Female (d)
	0.095***
	0.100***
	0.091***
	0.206***
	0.137***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.136***
	-0.056
	-0.062**
	-0.340***
	-0.249**

	
	(0.006)
	(0.343)
	(0.032)
	(0.001)
	(0.013)

	  40-49 years
	-0.219***
	-0.099*
	-0.072**
	-0.425***
	-0.407***

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.088)
	(0.024)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	  50-59 years
	-0.205***
	-0.054
	-0.066**
	-0.413***
	-0.443***

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.312)
	(0.029)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	  60+ years
	-0.316***
	0.097*
	-0.107***
	-0.287***
	-0.213**

	
	(<0.001)
	(0.070)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.024)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.034
	0.005
	-0.028
	-0.198*
	-0.219**

	
	(0.517)
	(0.935)
	(0.347)
	(0.076)
	(0.024)

	  High
	-0.038
	0.062
	-0.013
	-0.152
	-0.233**

	
	(0.479)
	(0.326)
	(0.694)
	(0.153)
	(0.018)

	  Very high
	-0.016
	0.100
	0.002
	-0.045
	-0.236**

	
	(0.776)
	(0.127)
	(0.952)
	(0.702)
	(0.027)

	High education (d)
	0.089***
	0.162***
	0.149***
	0.564***
	0.449***

	
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	0.001
	-0.002
	-0.013
	-0.169***
	-0.149***

	
	(0.965)
	(0.946)
	(0.426)
	(<0.001)
	(0.005)

	  3
	-0.012
	-0.022
	-0.022
	-0.217***
	-0.217***

	
	(0.743)
	(0.559)
	(0.280)
	(0.001)
	(0.003)

	  4+
	0.041
	0.036
	0.007
	-0.049
	-0.165**

	
	(0.254)
	(0.370)
	(0.723)
	(0.503)
	(0.023)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.067*
	-0.105***
	-0.078***
	-0.269**
	-0.173

	
	(0.086)
	(0.007)
	(0.004)
	(0.018)
	(0.218)

	Constant
	4.002***
	3.203***
	0.224***
	3.241***
	3.135***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.028
	0.026
	0.058
	0.063
	0.039

	Observations
	5,309
	5,426
	5,245
	4,268
	5,337


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


G.5 Regression analyses for self-reported damages on environmental variables 
	
	Dependent variables

	
	Env Attitudes
	Env Behavior
	Support for climate policies

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)

	
	Impact of climate change
	Environmentally friendly behavior
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Increase in carbon pricing
	Ban on combustion car 2035

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Damages (d)
	-0.010
	-0.046
	0.104
	0.219
	0.066

	
	(0.938)
[0.938]
	(0.707)
[0.938]
	(0.164)
[0.820]
	(0.330)
[0.825]
	(0.787)
[0.938]

	Female (d)
	0.118
	0.289**
	0.120**
	0.448*
	0.506*

	
	(0.284)
	(0.019)
	(0.025)
	(0.072)
	(0.059)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.142
	-0.212
	-0.227
	-1.380***
	-0.294

	
	(0.598)
	(0.581)
	(0.153)
	(0.008)
	(0.588)

	  40-49 years
	-0.259
	-0.413
	-0.223
	-1.197**
	-0.672

	
	(0.386)
	(0.304)
	(0.143)
	(0.022)
	(0.221)

	  50-59 years
	-0.230
	-0.095
	-0.052
	-0.874*
	-0.231

	
	(0.424)
	(0.787)
	(0.743)
	(0.055)
	(0.688)

	  60+ years
	-0.144
	0.190
	-0.225
	-0.639
	0.140

	
	(0.570)
	(0.544)
	(0.147)
	(0.125)
	(0.774)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.016
	-0.006
	-0.230
	-1.120
	-0.359

	
	(0.975)
	(0.988)
	(0.158)
	(0.113)
	(0.439)

	  High
	0.333
	0.032
	-0.136
	-0.964
	-0.711

	
	(0.559)
	(0.938)
	(0.439)
	(0.217)
	(0.152)

	  Very high
	0.273
	-0.052
	-0.004
	-0.706
	-0.526

	
	(0.613)
	(0.903)
	(0.985)
	(0.368)
	(0.294)

	High education (d)
	0.313**
	0.036
	0.187**
	0.625**
	0.391

	
	(0.022)
	(0.844)
	(0.035)
	(0.016)
	(0.172)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.262
	0.113
	-0.062
	-0.688**
	0.015

	
	(0.139)
	(0.562)
	(0.388)
	(0.021)
	(0.963)

	  3
	-0.080
	0.242
	-0.325***
	-0.975**
	-0.012

	
	(0.771)
	(0.409)
	(0.006)
	(0.038)
	(0.982)

	  4+
	0.078
	0.467*
	-0.055
	-0.200
	0.106

	
	(0.734)
	(0.060)
	(0.599)
	(0.653)
	(0.786)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.385**
	-0.487**
	-0.206**
	-1.063***
	-0.437

	
	(0.045)
	(0.032)
	(0.014)
	(0.001)
	(0.196)

	Constant
	3.824***
	3.160***
	0.437**
	4.706***
	2.927***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.029)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.125
	0.095
	0.207
	0.217
	0.096

	Observations
	180
	188
	181
	154
	187


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


G.6 Regression analyses for self-reported aid received on environmental variables 
	
	Dependent variables

	
	Env Attitudes
	Env Behavior
	Support for climate policies

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)

	
	Impact of climate change
	Environmentally friendly behavior
	Green Party Preference (d)
	Increase in carbon pricing
	Ban on combustion car 2035

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Aid received (d)
	0.409**
	0.393**
	0.062
	0.279
	0.265

	
	(0.049)
[0.123]
	(0.047)
[0.123]
	(0.447)
[0.602]
	(0.602)
[0.602]
	(0.527)
[0.602]

	Female (d)
	-0.036
	0.211
	0.175
	0.278
	-0.011

	
	(0.879)
	(0.422)
	(0.182)
	(0.577)
	(0.980)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.063
	-0.411
	-0.589**
	-1.577*
	-0.918

	
	(0.874)
	(0.554)
	(0.032)
	(0.092)
	(0.171)

	  40-49 years
	-0.549
	-1.261
	-0.282
	-1.921**
	-1.317**

	
	(0.230)
	(0.114)
	(0.307)
	(0.050)
	(0.042)

	  50-59 years
	-0.351
	-0.793
	-0.154
	-1.245
	0.562

	
	(0.374)
	(0.217)
	(0.615)
	(0.223)
	(0.481)

	  60+ years
	-0.260
	-0.396
	-0.420
	-1.015
	-0.421

	
	(0.513)
	(0.516)
	(0.136)
	(0.262)
	(0.405)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	0.195
	-1.025
	-0.010
	-2.206
	-0.116

	
	(0.818)
	(0.103)
	(0.953)
	(0.247)
	(0.893)

	  High
	0.824
	-0.990
	0.237
	-1.540
	-0.236

	
	(0.325)
	(0.128)
	(0.154)
	(0.397)
	(0.736)

	  Very high
	0.763
	-1.089*
	0.273
	-1.568
	-0.247

	
	(0.349)
	(0.092)
	(0.210)
	(0.387)
	(0.748)

	High education (d)
	0.323*
	0.295
	0.264
	1.648**
	1.113***

	
	(0.090)
	(0.480)
	(0.214)
	(0.011)
	(0.003)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.262
	0.083
	-0.138
	-0.867
	-0.015

	
	(0.443)
	(0.821)
	(0.220)
	(0.309)
	(0.977)

	  3
	0.201
	1.391*
	-0.571**
	-1.439
	-0.450

	
	(0.738)
	(0.087)
	(0.016)
	(0.208)
	(0.621)

	  4+
	0.456
	0.754
	-0.016
	0.398
	0.882

	
	(0.217)
	(0.151)
	(0.921)
	(0.699)
	(0.314)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.293
	-0.831***
	-0.042
	-1.286
	-0.231

	
	(0.452)
	(0.002)
	(0.809)
	(0.165)
	(0.648)

	Constant
	3.272***
	4.309***
	0.379
	5.765***
	2.727***

	
	(0.003)
	(<0.001)
	(0.243)
	(0.010)
	(0.004)

	R-squared
	0.383
	0.289
	0.400
	0.418
	0.326

	Observations
	55
	58
	57
	49
	57


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


G.7 Regression analyses for self-reported affectedness on prosociality
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Positive reciprocity
	Negative reciprocity
	Trust
	Altruism
	Dictator game donation
	Past donations (d)
	Past donations (amount)
	Volunteer work (d)

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Affected (d)
	-0.251*
	0.498**
	-0.245
	0.086
	0.042
	-0.025
	72.683*
	0.052

	
	(0.075)
[0.200]
	(0.021)
[0.168]
	(0.135)
[0.216]
	(0.623)
[0.712]
	(0.742)
[0.742]
	(0.363)
[0.484]
	(0.064)
[0.200]
	(0.126)
[0.216]

	Female (d)
	0.015
	-0.782***
	0.439***
	0.715***
	0.063
	0.067***
	12.094
	-0.051***

	
	(0.755)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.151)
	(<0.001)
	(0.390)
	(<0.001)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	-0.038
	0.031
	-0.090
	-0.146
	0.031
	-0.038
	25.832
	-0.043

	
	(0.702)
	(0.840)
	(0.609)
	(0.367)
	(0.741)
	(0.219)
	(0.344)
	(0.188)

	  40-49 years
	-0.030
	0.049
	0.098
	0.222
	0.165*
	0.035
	130.920***
	0.008

	
	(0.730)
	(0.748)
	(0.562)
	(0.132)
	(0.094)
	(0.219)
	(<0.001)
	(0.781)

	  50-59 years
	0.033
	-0.117
	0.395***
	0.369**
	0.288***
	0.062**
	149.899***
	0.036

	
	(0.727)
	(0.420)
	(0.008)
	(0.017)
	(0.001)
	(0.026)
	(<0.001)
	(0.195)

	  60+ years
	-0.120
	-0.050
	0.549***
	1.048***
	0.443***
	0.143***
	295.981***
	0.127***

	
	(0.179)
	(0.711)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	-0.009
	-0.085
	0.163
	0.662***
	0.215*
	0.180***
	123.808***
	0.017

	
	(0.942)
	(0.633)
	(0.435)
	(<0.001)
	(0.080)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.589)

	  High
	-0.025
	-0.149
	0.192
	0.980***
	0.236*
	0.245***
	244.968***
	0.044

	
	(0.861)
	(0.416)
	(0.345)
	(<0.001)
	(0.087)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.190)

	  Very high
	-0.032
	0.081
	0.160
	1.383***
	0.308**
	0.275***
	362.454***
	0.064*

	
	(0.827)
	(0.662)
	(0.437)
	(<0.001)
	(0.028)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.077)

	High education (d)
	0.007
	-0.160**
	0.184**
	0.368***
	-0.115**
	0.083***
	158.563***
	0.090***

	
	(0.896)
	(0.029)
	(0.016)
	(<0.001)
	(0.030)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	0.028
	0.038
	0.126
	-0.258***
	-0.005
	-0.023
	-59.220***
	0.011

	
	(0.656)
	(0.695)
	(0.142)
	(0.006)
	(0.945)
	(0.110)
	(0.007)
	(0.599)

	  3
	0.104
	0.187
	0.160
	-0.450***
	-0.055
	-0.018
	-118.916***
	0.061** 

	
	(0.233)
	(0.139)
	(0.200)
	(<0.001)
	(0.554)
	(0.361)
	(<0.001)
	(0.023)

	  4+
	0.019
	-0.084
	0.336**
	-0.334**
	0.075
	-0.003
	-75.330**
	0.116***

	
	(0.832)
	(0.500)
	(0.011)
	(0.017)
	(0.448)
	(0.897)
	(0.016)
	(<0.001)

	East Germany (d)
	0.024
	0.044
	-0.094
	-0.333***
	-0.012
	-0.076***
	-98.012***
	-0.072***

	
	(0.667)
	(0.670)
	(0.265)
	(0.003)
	(0.826)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)

	Constant
	9.437***
	3.993***
	5.427***
	6.305***
	4.642***
	0.485***
	-84.663***
	0.311***

	
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)

	R-squared
	0.003
	0.030
	0.019
	0.072
	0.015
	0.063
	0.088
	0.029

	Observations
	5,396
	5,366
	5,355
	5,381
	4,025
	5,335
	4,851
	5,412


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


G.8 Regression analyses for self-reported damages on prosociality
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Positive reciprocity
	Negative reciprocity
	Trust
	Altruism
	Dictator game donation
	Past donations (d)
	Past donations (amount)
	Volunteer work (d)

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Damages (d)
	0.311
	0.695*
	-0.066
	-0.091   
	-0.047
	0.101
	-144.150
	-0.055

	
	(0.345)
[0.690]
	(0.072)
[0.536]
	(0.865)
[0.871]
	(0.823)
[0.871] 
	(0.871)
[0.871]
	(0.165)
[0.536]
	(0.201)
[0.536]
	(0.459)
[0.734]

	Female (d)
	0.027
	-0.244
	0.515
	0.426   
	0.317
	0.022
	-8.092
	-0.158**

	
	(0.934)
	(0.466)
	(0.140)
	(0.217)   
	(0.334)
	(0.749)
	(0.944)
	(0.034)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	1.144*
	-0.152
	0.395
	-1.482
	-0.739
	0.005
	-110.851
	-0.161

	
	(0.088)
	(0.827)
	(0.652)
	(0.203)   
	(0.337)
	(0.973)
	(0.419)
	(0.345)

	  40-49 years
	0.715
	0.290
	0.807
	0.648   
	0.114
	0.115
	209.183
	-0.060

	
	(0.374)
	(0.737)
	(0.370)
	(0.534)   
	(0.874)
	(0.443)
	(0.295)
	(0.731)

	  50-59 years
	1.265*
	-0.443
	0.582
	0.359   
	-0.191
	0.144
	333.927*
	-0.043

	
	(0.065)
	(0.487)
	(0.437)
	(0.753)   
	(0.798)
	(0.335)
	(0.058)
	(0.786)

	  60+ years
	1.645**
	-0.687
	1.197
	1.244
	0.107
	0.233*
	261.760
	-0.015

	
	(0.011)
	(0.248)
	(0.115)
	(0.187)   
	(0.887)
	(0.089)
	(0.110)
	(0.921)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	1.674
	-3.087*
	0.445
	2.700** 
	-0.914
	-0.238*
	573.037**
	-0.057

	
	(0.363)
	(0.062)
	(0.730)
	(0.013)   
	(0.303)
	(0.050)
	(0.034)
	(0.847)

	  High
	1.355
	-4.179**
	0.128
	2.799***
	-1.091
	-0.054
	783.334**
	0.125

	
	(0.471)
	(0.011)
	(0.927)
	(0.006)   
	(0.260)
	(0.699)
	(0.015)
	(0.686)

	  Very high
	1.439
	-3.017*
	0.416
	2.858** 
	-1.012
	-0.023
	855.572***
	0.057

	
	(0.469)
	(0.083)
	(0.771)
	(0.015)   
	(0.300)
	(0.879)
	(0.003)
	(0.853)

	High education (d)
	0.553
	0.210
	-0.642
	0.424   
	-0.001
	0.157**
	208.558*
	0.116

	
	(0.141)
	(0.669)
	(0.168)
	(0.380)   
	(0.998)
	(0.012)
	(0.058)
	(0.190)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.532
	1.431***
	0.504
	-0.168   
	0.329
	-0.261**
	-204.160
	-0.185

	
	(0.235)
	(0.003)
	(0.331)
	(0.774)   
	(0.547)
	(0.016)
	(0.143)
	(0.214)

	  3
	0.008
	1.531**
	1.111
	-1.046
	-0.270
	-0.295*
	-292.820
	-0.113

	
	(0.990)
	(0.029)
	(0.137)
	(0.329)   
	(0.660)
	(0.063)
	(0.101)
	(0.571)

	  4+
	0.141
	-0.003
	1.521*
	-0.006   
	0.143
	-0.273**
	-174.587
	0.061

	
	(0.808)
	(0.996)
	(0.060)
	(0.994)   
	(0.795)
	(0.044)
	(0.371)
	(0.754)

	East Germany (d)
	-0.345
	-0.692
	0.647
	0.334   
	0.124
	-0.160
	184.826
	0.037

	
	(0.718)
	(0.497)
	(0.262)
	(0.542)   
	(0.770)
	(0.132)
	(0.564)
	(0.838)

	Constant
	6.394***
	6.792***
	4.135***
	4.752***
	5.977***
	0.888***
	-376.971
	0.654** 

	
	(0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.006)
	(0.002)   
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.189)
	(0.041)

	R-squared
	0.100
	0.159
	0.078
	0.164   
	0.082
	0.130
	0.122
	0.064

	Observations
	187
	185
	183
	185
	149
	183
	168
	186


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


G.9 Regression analyses for self-reported aid received on prosociality
	
	Dependent variables

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	
	Positive reciprocity
	Negative reciprocity
	Trust
	Altruism
	Dictator game donation
	Past donations (d)
	Past donations (amount)
	Volunteer work (d)

	data set
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Aid received (d)
	0.694
	0.791
	-0.691
	1.254*
	-0.184
	0.099
	-96.771
	0.316**

	
	(0.211)
[0.563]
	(0.345)
[0.619]
	(0.404)
[0.619]
	(0.090)
[0.360]
	(0.775)
[0.775]
	(0.464)
[0.619]
	(0.577)
[0.659]
	(0.050)
[0.360]

	Female (d)
	-0.126
	-0.043
	-0.121
	-0.227
	0.570
	0.026
	-147.834
	-0.279**

	
	(0.851)
	(0.963)
	(0.889)
	(0.734)
	(0.405)
	(0.818)
	(0.347)
	(0.048)

	Age category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  30-39 years
	0.622
	1.879
	-1.380
	-2.825***
	-0.598
	-0.214
	-116.892
	-0.087

	
	(0.470)
	(0.171)
	(0.441)
	(0.010)
	(0.474)
	(0.135)
	(0.447)
	(0.780)

	  40-49 years
	0.081
	3.407**
	-1.398
	-0.404
	-0.315
	-0.210
	127.444
	0.004

	
	(0.951)
	(0.044)
	(0.465)
	(0.703)
	(0.590)
	(0.361)
	(0.609)
	(0.990)

	  50-59 years
	1.528
	1.407
	-0.183
	-0.115
	-0.302
	-0.155
	281.880*
	0.076

	
	(0.121)
	(0.373)
	(0.915)
	(0.939)
	(0.627)
	(0.243)
	(0.099)
	(0.825)

	  60+ years
	1.795**
	1.637
	0.714
	0.095
	0.667
	-0.317**
	242.413
	-0.235

	
	(0.023)
	(0.184)
	(0.675)
	(0.930)
	(0.235)
	(0.031)
	(0.200)
	(0.456)

	Income category
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Medium
	2.709
	-3.882
	-0.219
	2.005
	-0.211
	
	
	0.804**

	
	(0.454)
	(0.162)
	(0.948)
	(0.142)
	(0.852)
	
	
	(0.030)

	  High
	1.955
	-4.408*
	-0.538
	2.040
	-0.444
	0.106
	119.886
	0.627**

	
	(0.585)
	(0.084)
	(0.872)
	(0.138)
	(0.613)
	(0.555)
	(0.464)
	(0.034)

	  Very high
	0.654
	-2.385
	-2.268
	0.222
	-0.448
	0.203
	39.335
	0.622*

	
	(0.860)
	(0.381)
	(0.499)
	(0.858)
	(0.694)
	(0.245)
	(0.809)
	(0.061)

	High education (d)
	0.697
	0.784
	-0.222
	1.451
	-0.531
	0.056
	116.997
	0.129

	
	(0.461)
	(0.545)
	(0.805)
	(0.123)
	(0.316)
	(0.621)
	(0.460)
	(0.493)

	Household size
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  2
	-0.636
	0.583
	0.502
	-0.522
	1.220*
	-0.277*
	-425.774
	-0.087

	
	(0.365)
	(0.526)
	(0.579)
	(0.658)
	(0.063)
	(0.064)
	(0.227)
	(0.711)

	  3
	1.628
	-0.534
	3.540*
	1.664
	1.481*
	-0.380
	-337.902
	0.214

	
	(0.199)
	(0.748)
	(0.060)
	(0.482)
	(0.069)
	(0.229)
	(0.414)
	(0.603)

	  4+
	1.693*
	-0.906
	3.842**
	2.447**
	1.706*
	-0.364*
	-282.472
	0.302

	
	(0.095)
	(0.345)
	(0.015)
	(0.034)
	(0.080)
	(0.090)
	(0.291)
	(0.321)

	East Germany (d)
	-1.154
	-0.623
	-0.873
	-0.005
	0.239
	-0.022
	239.026
	0.019

	
	(0.532)
	(0.716)
	(0.508)
	(0.995)
	(0.754)
	(0.887)
	(0.395)
	(0.921)

	Constant
	5.762
	5.708*
	6.219
	5.664***
	4.278***
	1.149***
	450.835
	-0.232

	
	(0.133)
	(0.062)
	(0.106)
	(0.004)
	(<0.001)
	(<0.001)
	(0.284)
	(0.647)

	R-squared
	0.345
	0.254
	0.273
	0.293
	0.264
	0.148
	0.158
	0.307

	Observations
	58
	57
	57
	57
	46
	56
	51
	56


(d) denotes dichotomous variables. For the regression analysis “Do not know” and “Prefer not to say” responses were omitted. P-values for differences are calculated by univariate Ordinary-Least-Squares regressions with standard errors clustered at the district level. Raw p-values shown in parentheses. Adjusted p-values (in square brackets) are calculated using the Benjamini-Hochberg method for the flood exposure explanatory variable of interest only. Significance levels are based on the non-adjusted p-values and denoted as: * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01. Significance after Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment is indicated by “B” at a false discovery rate (FDR) of 10%.


Q. Survey questions
Below, relevant survey questions on the dependent variables (environmental attitudes, environmental behaviors, support for climate policies) are shown. For data set 1, we also show questions on prosociality and the flood experience. Additional questions, such as for measuring individual socioeconomics characteristics as well as all questions in German language, are available upon request from the corresponding author.

Q.1 Survey questions from the interviews that were used to collect data set 1 (RWI Climate-Mobility Panel)
Q.1.1 Environmental attitudes
Impact of Climate Change (V2): What do you think the consequences of climate change will be for your personal living conditions in the coming decades? [Single choice]
(  ) Very negative consequences
(  ) Rather negative consequences
(  ) Roughly equal positive and negative consequences
(  ) Rather positive consequences
(  ) Very positive consequences
(  ) Do not know

Q.1.2 Environmental behavior
Environmentally friendly behavior (V3): Please indicate to what degree you agree with the following statement. [1 - Strongly disagree, 2 - Disagree, 3 - Neither agree nor disagree, 4 - Agree, 5 - Strongly agree, Do not know / no response]
(1) I behave in an environmentally conscious manner, even if this is associated with higher costs and/or efforts.

Green Party preference (S15): Many people lean towards a particular political party for a long time, although they also vote for another party from time to time. What is it like for you? Do you - generally speaking - lean towards a particular party? [Single choice]
(  ) Yes
(  ) No, I am not interested in politics
(  ) No, because there is no party that appeals to me
(  ) Do not know / no response

Green Party preference (S16): [Only asked if S15 = Yes] And which party is it? [Single choice]
(  ) CDU / CSU
(  ) SPD
(  ) FDP
(  ) Bündnis 90 / The Greens
(  ) The Left Party
(  ) AfD
(  ) Pirate Party
(  ) NPD
(  ) Another party
(  ) No response

Q.1.3 Support for climate policies
Increase in carbon pricing (G1): What is your stance on the following measure? [1 - Strongly disagree, 2 - Tend to disagree, 3 - Neither agree nor disagree, 4 - Tend to agree, 5 - Strongly agree, Do not know / no response]
(1) Increase in carbon pricing

No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2035 (C.3): Various measures are currently being discussed in Germany. What is your stance on the following measure? [Random order of responses; 1 - Strongly disagree, 2 - Tend to disagree, 3 - Neither agree nor disagree, 4 - Tend to agree, 5 - Strongly agree, Do not know / no response]
(1) Ban on new registrations of vehicles with combustion engines after 2035

Q.1.4 Prosociality
Positive reciprocity /   Negative reciprocity / Trust / Altruism: [Random order of responses] (The Quarterly Journal of Economics, Volume 133, Issue 4, November 2018, Pages 1645–1692, https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjy013) How well does each of the following statements describe you as a person? Please use a scale from 0 to 10, with 0 meaning “does not describe me at all” and 10 “describes me perfectly”. [Do not know / no response also possible].
(1) When someone does me a favor, I am willing to return it.
(2) If I am treated very unjustly, I will take revenge at the first occasion, even if there is a cost to do so.
(3) I assume that people have only the best intentions.
(4) I am very willing to give to good causes without expecting anything in return.

Dictator Game donation (G.4 Fairness Experiment):
(Game loosely based on Andreoni and Vesterlund 2001):
The following section is about a game where you and other participants in this survey have the chance to win a Wunschgutschein (Info button: A Wunschgutschein can be redeemed at over 500 stores, including supermarkets, (online) clothing stores, (online) electronics retailers, and much more. More information can be found here: https://www.wunschgutschein.de/).
The voucher amount that you and other participants can receive depends on your decisions and those of the other participants.
You will make a total of six decisions. These decisions do not build on each other and are independent, so you do not need to think about what will come next when making your initial choices.
Specifically, we will provide you with virtual "tokens", each of which corresponds to a certain voucher amount. You will be randomly paired with another study participant, whom we will refer to as your “partner”. You will be asked to divide the tokens between yourself and your partner. You and your partner will remain completely anonymous.
For five randomly selected participants, one of the following decisions will be randomly chosen and actually implemented. This means that you will receive a Wunschgutschein worth the tokens you kept for yourself, while your randomly assigned partner will receive a Wunschgutschein worth the tokens you allocated to them.
These vouchers will be sent via email by forsa after the survey is completed.


Game 1: Me – Other
Decision 1:
Prog: DO NOT RANDOMIZE
You have 10 tokens that you can divide between yourself and your assigned partner. Each token is worth 10 euros for both you and your partner. You can choose any distribution (in whole tokens).

[image: Ein Bild, das Text, Diagramm, Screenshot, Entwurf enthält.

KI-generierte Inhalte können fehlerhaft sein.]
Please indicate how many tokens you would like to give to your assigned partner:
Decision: ______ tokens (Limit: 0 to 10; no decimals allowed)
– Don’t know / No response

Past donations (PS1): We would now like to ask about donations. By donations, we mean giving money for social, religious, cultural, charitable, and nonprofit purposes without receiving direct compensation in return. This can include larger amounts as well as smaller ones, such as money put in a donation box. Church collections are also included. Did you donate money last year, that is, in 2021? [Single choice]
(  ) Yes
(  ) No
(  ) Don’t know
(  ) No response


Past donations (amount) (PS2): [If PS1 = Yes] What was the total amount you donated last year? If you are unsure, please estimate.
(  ) __________ Euros [Open answer from 0 to 999,999,999]
(  ) Don’t know
(  ) No response


Volunteer work (PS9): Do you regularly engage in voluntary work (e.g., in a club, foundation, religious community, initiative, etc.)? [Single choice]
(  ) Yes
(  ) No
(  ) Don’t know / No response


Q.1.5 Flood experience
Self-reported exposure (F1): Was your place of residence affected by the flood disaster in July of 2021? [Single choice]
(  ) Yes
(  ) No
(  ) Do not know / no response

Damage to persons or property in household (F2): [Only asked if F1 = Yes] Were you or your household directly affected by the flood? [Multiple choice, except for No]
[  ] Yes, with personal injury (physical)
[  ] Yes, with personal injury (emotional/psychological)
[  ] Yes, with considerable material damage (e.g., to property, house, car, ...)
[  ] Yes, with minor material damage (e.g., to property, house, car, ...)
(  ) No, none of the above
(  ) Do not know / no response

Aid received during or after flood (F3): [Only asked if F2 = Yes (personal injury and/or material damage)] Did you receive aid, e.g. with cleaning up, renovations, food, accommodation and/or financial assistance? 
[Multiple choice, random order of responses; only No and Do not know / no response always as last options]
[  ] Yes, from public authorities (fire department, German Red Cross, police, city, state, etc.)
[  ] Yes, from private entities (private companies, neighbors, friends and relatives, etc.)
[  ] Yes, from an insurance company
[  ] Yes, via other sources (donations, church, etc.)
(  ) No, I did not need or accept any aid, although it was offered to me
(  ) No, I was not offered any aid
(  ) Do not know / no response



Q.2 Survey questions from the interviews that were used to collect data set 2 (Socio-Ecological Panel)
Q.2.1 Environmental attitudes
Existence of climate change (Klima1): Based on everything you know; do you think the world's climate is changing or not? [Single choice]
(  ) Yes, I believe that the global climate is changing.
(  ) No, I do not think that the global climate is changing.
(  ) Do not know / no response

Climate change manmade (Klima2): [Only asked if Klima1 = Yes] Do you think climate change is mostly caused by human activity (as opposed to mostly caused by natural factors)? [Single choice]
(  ) Mostly by humans
(  ) Mostly by natural factors
(  ) Both to the same extent
(  ) Do not know / no response

Dangers of climate change (ExpB6): [Only asked if Klima1 = Yes] Do you think climate change is dangerous for humanity? [Single choice]
(  ) No, certainly not
[bookmark: _Hlk190271142](  ) I am unsure, but rather no
[bookmark: _Hlk190271149](  ) I am unsure, but rather yes
(  ) Yes, certainly
(  ) Do not know / no response

Importance of climate policy (ExpB7): Do you consider climate policy to be an important field in politics?  [Single choice]
(  ) No, it is not important
(  ) I am unsure, but rather no
(  ) I am unsure, but rather yes
(  ) Yes, it is important
(  ) Do not know / no response

Relative importance (Klima3): In your opinion, what are the two most important problems currently facing Germany? [Multiple choice, random order of responses; up to two responses possible]
[  ] Economic situation
[  ] Immigration
[  ] Health
[  ] Environment and climate change
[  ] Unemployment
[  ] Rising prices/inflation/cost of living
[  ] Terrorism
[  ] Crime
[  ] Pensions
[  ] Taxes
[  ] Energy supply
[  ] International security situation
[  ] Other [Always as last option]
(  ) Do not know / no response

Q.2.2 Environmental behavior
Green Party preference (SO7): In Germany, many people tend to vote for a particular political party for a long time, although they also vote for another party from time to time. What is it like for you? Do you - generally speaking - lean towards a particular party? And if so, which one? [Single choice]
(  ) CDU / CSU
(  ) SPD
(  ) AfD
(  ) FDP
(  ) The Left Party
(  ) Bündnis 90 / The Greens
(  ) Another party
(  ) No party
(  ) Do not know / no response

Q.2.3 Support for climate policies
No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2030 / Constant increases in tax on petrol and diesel / Speed limit of 130km/h on highways (U12_1): For the mobility transition, there are some measures being discussed that aim to reduce car use and thereby emission of pollutants and carbon dioxide. Do you support the following measures? 
[Random order of responses; 1 - No, 2 - More likely no, 3 - Neither, 4 - More likely yes, 5 - Yes, Do not know / no response]
(1) No new vehicles with combustion engines after 2030
(2) Constant increase in tax on petrol and diesel fuels, e.g., by 5 Cent per liter
(3) Speed limit of 130km/h on highways


Q.3 Survey questions from the interviews that were used to collect data set 3 (NEWCOMERS)
Q.3.1 Environmental attitudes
Seriousness of climate change (AB2): (European Commission – Eurobarometer 2020) How serious a problem do you think climate change is at this moment? Please use a scale from 1 to 10, with 1 meaning it is “not at all a serious problem” and 10 meaning it is “an extremely serious problem”.
(1) Seriousness of climate change

Importance of protecting the environment (AB1): (European Commission – Eurobarometer 2020) How important is protecting the environment to you personally?
(  ) Very important
(  ) Fairly important
(  ) Not very important
(  ) Not at all important


Q.3.2 Environmental behavior
Conserving energy at home (AB4): How much do you agree or disagree with the following statements? [1 - Strongly disagree, 2 - Disagree, 3 - Neither agree nor disagree, 4 - Agree, 5 - Strongly agree]
(1) When home, I take actions to conserve energy.

Donation to atmosfair (DON. Experiment 3: Donation Experiment) 
 
In the following, we give you the possibility to win 100 €. In addition, you have the option to donate part of this potential win. 
Many people in developing countries have no access to electricity because their countries cannot afford to expand the expensive power grid. As a result, electricity is often supplied only to densely populated areas, while rural regions have no access. 
Instead of electricity, people use for example firewood from the rainforests for cooking. The resulting decline in the forest has a negative impact on the global climate. 
So-called Micro-Grids are intended to change this: Instead of waiting for rural regions to be connected to the central power grid, communities can use decentralized power grids. These consist, for example, of a solar panel for electricity generation, a battery for electricity storage and a system of transmission cables that gives all the inhabitants of a village access to the electricity generated. By establishing its own energy supply, the village thus becomes an autonomous "energy community". 
[image: Ein Bild, das draußen, Solarenergie, Solarpanel, Pflanze enthält.

KI-generierte Inhalte können fehlerhaft sein.]

Since financial resources are needed to build such Micro-Grids, organisations like the non-profit Atmosfair collect donations to support such projects (here you can find information about an example project in Madagascar: https://www.atmosfair.de/en/climate-protection-projects/solar-energy/madagascar-solar-powered-rural-electrification-program). 
On the next screen you have a chance to support such projects by donating to Atmosfair., Every 100th respondent will win 100€, paid out in form of X mingle points. You can decide how much of this possible win should be donated to Atmosfair. 
If you win, we will donate your chosen amount to Atmosfair and transfer mingle points worth the remaining amount to you. 

Control (Shown randomly to 1/4 of the respondents): Before you decide, please reflect on the scenario you read above and consider the role of Micro-Grids for electrification in developing countries. 
 
TREATMENT I (Shown randomly to 1/4 of the respondents): Before you decide, please imagine a village without power supply. How will the availability of power supply through such a Micro-Grid change the lives of the people living there? 


TREATMENT II (Shown randomly to 1/4 of respondents): Before you decide, please imagine living in a village without power supply. How will the availability of power supply through such a Micro-Grid change the lives of the people living there? 
 
TREATMENT III (Shown randomly to 1/4 of the respondents): Before you decide, please imagine living in a village without power supply. How will the availability of power supply through such a Micro-Grid change your own life? 
 
Please, spend a few moments reflecting on this question. When you are ready to proceed, click “next”.  
(measure time spent on this page) 
 
How much of 100 € would you like to donate to Atmosfair? (Info: For every 100th person, we will donate the selected amount to Atmosfair— an NGO that carries out projects to electrify villages. If you are selected, the rest of the amount will be paid to you in form of mingle points. We guarantee you that your decision does not influence your chances to win.) 
[___________________] € [allow all numbers from 0 to 100] 

The remaining amount is then [100 - donation] €, which will be paid out to you in form of [Insert the mingle points equivalent of [100 – donation] € here] mingle points if you have been among the selected respondents.  

Note on treatment conditions for study analyzing the 2021 floods: Since all treatment conditions are roughly equally distributed across the sample as well as across the exposed and nonexposed subsamples (that is, about 25% each), we do not further consider in our study the treatment conditions implemented in the survey as they were part of another research.

Q.3.3 Support for climate policies

Coal phase-out / Expansion of electric vehicles / Expansion of public transport (AB6): The energy transition might comprise a wide range of different policies. Please indicate what your opinion is on the following policy measures. 
[1 - Strongly disagree, 2 - Disagree, 3 - Neither agree nor disagree, 4 - Agree, 5 - Strongly agree]
· Coal phase-out
· Expansion of electric vehicles
· Expansion of public transport


I. Information on availability of analysis code and data
The full survey questionnaires and analysis files are available from the corresponding author. The data are not yet publicly available but will be accessible through the FDZ Ruhr in the future.
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