Appendix A. Details of participant selection and control group recruitment
Participant invitation process
The target number of participants for the experiment was set to 240 (80 per treatment group). Relying on previous experiences, we estimated that 2–4% of those who receive the initial invitation will participate in the actual deliberation. Based on this estimation, we sent the invitation by mail to 10 000 randomly selected Finnish residents (excluding Åland). The invitees could volunteer by filling in the recruitment survey (T1) online. We received 448 volunteers (4,5%). Due to the projected high drop-out rate at the participation confirmation stage, we invited volunteers to the discussions in three waves. In the first wave, we randomly selected 330 volunteers (corresponding to the maximum capacity of deliberators we would be able to host), informed them about their discussion time, and asked them to confirm their participation. Having received confirmations from this first wave of volunteers, we sent out a second round of invitations to supplement the group, and finally, a third round. After this final round of invitations, we had invited 429 volunteers to the discussion and received 277 confirmations, which was deemed a sufficient number even in the case of last minute drop-outs. The remaining 19 volunteers were informed of their non-selection. 240 individuals who confirmed their participation took part in the deliberation from start to finish, matching the target number of participants.
Control groups’ recruitment and demographics
Control group participants were recruited through mail invitations to 2 000 randomly selected. Finnish residents aged between 18 and 80 (excluding Åland). The invitation asked participants to fill out an online survey identical to deliberators’ post-test survey T2. 192 persons (9,6 % of those invited) answered the T2 survey. Before answering the questionnaire, participants were randomly allocated into one of two control conditions: 92 respondents in the information condition and 100 in the survey only condition.
Table A1. Control groups’ demographics
	 
	 
	Control with information
(n = 92)
	Control
(n = 100)

	
	
	
	

	Gender (%)
	Female
	51.1
	40.0

	
	Male
	47.8
	60.0

	
	Other/I don’t want to say
	1.1
	2.0

	Age 
	Mean
	52.8
	49.8

	Education (%)
	Low
	4.3
	3.0

	
	Medium
	44.6
	51.0

	
	High
	50.0
	46.0

	
	Other, unknown
	1.1
	-




	Appendix B. Scores for individual knowledge items

Table B1.  Scores for individual knowledge items


	
	Treatment A (n=79)
	Treatment B (n=81)
	Treatment C (n=80)
	Control with information (n=92)
	Control (n=100)

	Q1 The rise in average temperature as a result of climate change is the greatest in Finland in winter. (TRUE)
	0,67
	0,67
	0,68
	0,57
	0,56

	Difference to control
	0,11*
	0,11* a
	0,12* a
	0,01
	-

	Q2 The current emission reduction targets of the Paris Agreement member states are not enough to stop the global average temperature increase at two degrees. (TRUE)b
	0,77
	0,73
	0,74
	0,78
	0,73

	Difference to control
	0,04
	0,00
	0,01
	0,05
	-

	Q3 The year 2022 was not warmer than average in Finland. (FALSE)
	0,74
	0,78
	0,80
	0,73
	0,71

	Difference to control
	0,03
	0,07
	0,09
	0,02
	-

	Q4 Climate change is increasing the amount of sea ice, glaciers and snow on Earth. (FALSE) b
	0,93
	0,94
	0,88
	0,87
	0,88

	Difference to control
	0,05
	0,06
	0,00
	-0,01
	-

	Q5 Finland's goal is to be carbon neutral by 2035, after which Finland aims for carbon negativity. (TRUE) b
	0,83
	0,84
	0,82
	0,70
	0,69

	Difference to control
	0,14**a
	0,15**a
	0,13** a
	0,01
	-

	Q6 The energy sector accounts for the vast majority of global greenhouse gas emissions. (TRUE) b
	0,86
	0,81
	0,80
	0,79
	0,59

	Difference to control
	0,27***
	0,22***
	0,21***
	0,20***
	-

	Q7 Finland's carbon dioxide emissions per capita were the second highest in the European Union in 2021. (FALSE)
	0,64
	0,56
	0,58
	0,63
	0,61

	Difference to control
	0,03
	-0,05
	-0,03
	0,02
	-

	Q8 The average temperature in Finland has risen by more than four degrees over the past 120 years. (FALSE) b
	0,65
	0,58
	0,61
	0,65
	0,56

	Difference to control
	0,09
	0,02
	0,05
	0,09
	-

	Statistical significance of the difference compared to control: ***p<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05

	a = Statistically significant difference to control group with information at p < 0.05 level
b = Correct answer to the statement could be found in the information video



Appendix C. Social distance to people/parties who support more moderate or ambitious climate policies

Table C1. Developments in closeness to people/parties who support more moderate or ambitious climate policies (T1-T2)
	 
	People who support more moderate policies
	People who support more ambitious policies
	Parties who support more moderate policies
	Parties who support more ambitious policies

	 
	Feel closer
	Feel more distant
	Feel closer
	Feel more distant
	Feel closer
	Feel more distant
	Feel closer
	Feel more distant

	Treatment A
	24.3%
	37.2%
	52.5%
	14.3%
	33.3%
	39.0 %
	42.7%
	29.8%

	Treatment B
	27.2%
	46.9%
	60.7%
	19.5%
	11.4%
	49.0 %
	47.3%
	21.0 %

	Treatment C
	29.0 %
	44.4%
	55.2%
	14.0 %
	26.8%
	49.3%
	41.6%
	24.4%



