S1. 
Descriptions of provisions enacted, pending, and failed by state. 

	Provision Name
	Description
	Enacted
	Pending
	Failed

	Age Verification
	Imposes stricter age verification requirements to prevent those under 13 from creating and maintaining accounts. 

	UT, AR, LA
	WI, SC, AL, CT, HI, MI
	AZ

	Parental Consent

	Requires social media companies to obtain parents’ consent for anyone aged 13 to 17 to sign up for an account. 

	UT, NJ, LA
	PA, TX
	CT

	Hours of Access
	Allows parents to set limitations on the hours an adolescent user may access their account.

	UT, IA
	WI, PA, MD, AL, CT, HI
	CT

	Full Parental Account Access

	Provides parents with full access to their child’s account and all its content. 

	UT
	WI, NC, MA
	

	Data Privacy

	Limits the obtaining and sharing of adolescent users’ personal information and account data by social media companies, both on the platform and elsewhere.

	UT
	WI
	

	Targeted Ads

	Prevents companies from giving targeted ads to users under the age of 18.

	UT
	WI, PA
	

	Algorithms and Platform Design

	Bans the use of algorithms and design features which may promote harmful content on adolescent users’ feeds (i.e., sale of weapons or drugs, self-harm, etc.).

	UT, IL
	PA, MI, NJ, NC, SC, CA
	TX

	Pornographic Content

	Requires that social media companies block all pornographic content from users under the age of 18.

	UT, MI, TX
	SC, CA
	TX, AL, OR

	Blocking Foreign Company Apps
	Requires certain apps be blocked from use entirely to protect user data from foreign companies.

	MT
	
	




S2.
Mean and Standard Deviations for Belief Surrounding Potential Impact on Child and Adolescent Well-being for each Provision. 

	
	M
	SD

	Age Verification
	3.95
	1.24

	Parental Consent
	4.12
	1.17

	Hours of Access
	4.27
	1.11

	Full Parental Account Access
	4.25
	1.10

	Data Privacy
	4.33
	1.00

	Targeted Ads
	4.28
	1.07

	Algorithms and Platform Design
	4.47
	0.97

	Pornographic Content
	4.53
	0.93

	Blocking Foreign Company Apps
	4.25
	1.01






S3.
Hierarchical Linear Regression Results for Perceived Effectiveness of Age Verification, Parental Consent, and Data Privacy Provisions
	
	Age Verification
	                     Parental Consent
	                    Data Privacy
	

	Independent Variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	Parent Gender
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.24***
	
	
	
	0.25***
	
	
	

	Religion
	0.10**
	
	
	
	0.10**
	
	
	
	0.03
	
	
	

	Income
	0.10***
	
	
	
	0.10***
	
	
	
	0.10***
	
	
	

	Hispanic
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.40**
	
	
	
	0.30
	
	
	

	White
	0.20
	
	
	
	0.33**
	
	
	
	0.31**
	
	
	

	Black
	-0.03
	
	
	
	0.20
	
	
	
	0.14
	
	
	

	Child Gender
	-0.00
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	
	

	Child Age
	0.01
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	

	Care
	
	0.20***
	
	
	
	0.04
	
	
	
	0.21***
	
	

	Fairness
	
	0.05
	
	
	
	0.20***
	
	
	
	0.13**
	
	

	Loyalty
	
	0.01
	
	
	
	0.05
	
	
	
	-0.02
	
	

	Authority
	
	-0.01
	
	
	
	0.04
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	

	Purity
	
	-0.03
	
	
	
	-0.10
	
	
	
	-0.10**
	
	

	Indulgent 
	
	
	0.20**
	
	
	
	0.23***
	
	
	
	0.30***
	

	Authoritative 
	
	
	0.03
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.10
	

	Authoritarian 
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	
	0.03
	
	
	
	-0.03
	

	Neglectful 
	
	
	-0.10
	
	
	
	-0.10***
	
	
	
	-0.11***
	

	Political Identification
	
	
	
	0.04**
	
	
	
	0.10***
	
	
	
	0.03*

	Strength of Affiliation
	
	
	
	-0.10**
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	
	0.00

	R2
	0.021
	
	
	
	0.023
	
	
	
	0.025
	
	
	

	∆R2 
	
	0.025
	0.010
	0.004
	
	0.036
	0.034
	0.009
	
	0.057
	0.041
	0.004





























Note. *p < .05, ** p < .01, ***p < .001 
For religion, a higher score indicates greater religiosity. Higher scores for political ID indicate Republican, while lower scores indicate Democrat. For affiliation strength, high scores indicate more strongly conservative, while low scores indicate more strongly liberal. 







S4. 
Hierarchical Linear Regression Results for Perceived Effectiveness of Blocking Targeted Ads, Hours of Access, and Complete Parent Account Access Provisions
	
	Targeted Ads
	                   Hours of Access
	                   Parent Account Access
	

	Independent Variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	Parent Gender
	0.30***
	
	
	
	0.14**
	
	
	
	0.25***
	
	
	

	Religion
	0.03
	
	
	
	0.10**
	
	
	
	0.11***
	
	
	

	Income
	0.06***
	
	
	
	0.04**
	
	
	
	0.04***
	
	
	

	Hispanic
	-0.12
	
	
	
	-0.04
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	
	

	White
	0.10
	
	
	
	-0.03
	
	
	
	0.20
	
	
	

	Black
	-0.20
	
	
	
	-0.03
	
	
	
	0.15
	
	
	

	Child Gender
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.04
	
	
	
	0.04
	
	
	

	Child Age
	0.00
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	

	Care
	
	0.14**
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.04
	
	

	Fairness
	
	0.20***
	
	
	
	0.16***
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	

	Loyalty
	
	-0.03
	
	
	
	-0.10
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	

	Authority
	
	-0.00
	
	
	
	0.13***
	
	
	
	0.22***
	
	

	Purity
	
	-0.10
	
	
	
	-0.05
	
	
	
	-0.10**
	
	

	Indulgent 
	
	
	0.30***
	
	
	
	0.15***
	
	
	
	0.10*
	

	Authoritative 
	
	
	0.04
	
	
	
	0.07
	
	
	
	0.10*
	

	Authoritarian 
	
	
	-0.01
	
	
	
	0.10*
	
	
	
	0.20***
	

	Neglectful 
	
	
	-0.10**
	
	
	
	-0.10*
	
	
	
	-0.11***
	

	Political Identification
	
	
	
	0.10***
	
	
	
	0.01
	
	
	
	0.00

	Strength of Affiliation
	
	
	
	-0.10*
	
	
	
	0.02
	
	
	
	0.10***

	R2
	0.026
	
	
	
	0.023
	
	
	
	0.035
	
	
	

	∆R2 
	
	0.059
	0.030
	0.008
	
	0.094
	0.060
	0.012
	
	0.056
	0.035
	0.002





























Note. *p < .05, ** p < .01, ***p < .001 
For religion, a higher score indicates greater religiosity. Higher scores for political ID indicate Republican, while lower scores indicate Democrat. For affiliation strength, high scores indicate more strongly conservative, while low scores indicate more strongly liberal. 


S5.
Hierarchical Linear Regression Results for Perceived Effectiveness of Algorithms and Platform Design, Blocking Pornographic Content, and Blocking Foreign Company Apps Provisions
	
	Algorithm and Platform Design
	                   Pornographic Content
	                   Foreign Company Apps
	

	Independent Variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	Parent Gender
	0.25***
	
	
	
	0.20***
	
	
	
	0.18***
	
	
	

	Religion
	0.04
	
	
	
	0.04
	
	
	
	0.10***
	
	
	

	Income
	0.10***
	
	
	
	0.03**
	
	
	
	0.03**
	
	
	

	Hispanic
	0.03
	
	
	
	0.22
	
	
	
	0.12
	
	
	

	White
	0.10
	
	
	
	0.30**
	
	
	
	0.12
	
	
	

	Black
	-0.10
	
	
	
	0.14
	
	
	
	0.21
	
	
	

	Child Gender
	0.03
	
	
	
	0.05
	
	
	
	0.10
	
	
	

	Child Age
	0.01
	
	
	
	0.00
	
	
	
	-0.00
	
	
	

	Care
	
	0.21***
	
	
	
	0.15***
	
	
	
	-0.03
	
	

	Fairness
	
	0.16**
	
	
	
	0.07
	
	
	
	0.10*
	
	

	Loyalty
	
	-0.10*
	
	
	
	-0.10***
	
	
	
	-0.03
	
	

	Authority
	
	0.18***
	
	
	
	0.21***
	
	
	
	0.23***
	
	

	Purity
	
	-0.17***
	
	
	
	-0.12***
	
	
	
	-0.01
	
	

	Indulgent 
	
	
	0.20***
	
	
	
	0.17***
	
	
	
	0.06
	

	Authoritative 
	
	
	0.00
	
	
	
	0.03
	
	
	
	0.12**
	

	Authoritarian 
	
	
	0.10*
	
	
	
	0.08*
	
	
	
	0.20***
	

	Neglectful 
	
	
	-0.14***
	
	
	
	-0.12***
	
	
	
	-0.03
	

	Political Identification
	
	
	
	0.03**
	
	
	
	0.03**
	
	
	
	0.05***

	Strength of Affiliation
	
	
	
	0.01
	
	
	
	0.03
	
	
	
	-0.00

	R2
	0.024
	
	
	
	0.017
	
	
	
	0.019
	
	
	

	∆R2 
	
	0.099
	0.051
	0.006
	
	0.070
	0.043
	0.010
	
	0.070
	0.049
	0.008




























Note. *p < .05, ** p < .01, ***p < .001 
For religion, a higher score indicates greater religiosity. Higher scores for political ID indicate Republican, while lower scores indicate Democrat. For affiliation strength, high scores indicate more strongly conservative, while low scores indicate more strongly liberal. 
S6.
Correlations between dependent variables

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9

	1
	Age Verification
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Parent Consent
	0.52***
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Data Privacy
	0.49***
	0.57***
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Targeted Ads
	0.44***
	0.48***
	0.60***
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Hours of Access
	0.37***
	0.54***
	0.54***
	0.53***
	-
	
	
	
	

	6
	Parent Account Access
	0.38***
	0.53***
	0.55***
	0.52***
	0.67***
	-
	
	
	

	7
	Algorithms
	0.44***
	0.49***
	0.60***
	0.54***
	0.54***
	0.55***
	-
	
	

	8
	Pornography
	0.39***
	0.48***
	0.56***
	0.54***
	0.56***
	0.59***
	0.62***
	-
	

	9
	Foreign Company Apps
	0.32***
	0.45***
	0.44***
	0.44***
	0.54***
	0.54***
	0.52***
	0.57***
	-


Note. *p < .05, ** p < .01, ***p < .001 























S7.
Mean levels of parental support for provisions by child age 

	Child Age Group 
	Age Verification
	Parent Consent
	Data Privacy
	Targeted Ads
	Hours of Access
	Parent Account Access
	Algorithms
	Pornography
	Foreign Company Apps


	8-12 years
	4.26
	4.41
	4.50
	4.49
	4.48
	4.50
	4.57
	4.71
	4.40


	13-17 years
	4.40
	4.41
	4.44
	4.45
	4.49
	4.46
	4.61
	4.72
	4.42
































S8. 
Correlations between study variables
	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16

	1
	Parent Gender
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Religion
	0.06*
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Income
	-0.14**
	0.01
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Race
	-0.22**
	-0.04
	0.09**
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Child Gender
	0.04
	0.00
	0.05*
	-0.03
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	Child Age
	-0.04
	-0.02
	0.03
	0.04
	-0.07***
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	Care
	0.09**
	-0.01
	0.06*
	0.02
	-0.17***
	-0.02
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Fairness
	0.11**
	-0.03
	0.05
	-0.00
	-0.13***
	-0.01
	0.83**
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Loyalty
	-0.01
	-0.02
	0.20**
	-0.02
	-0.21***
	-0.03
	0.58**
	0.59**
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Authority
	-0.02
	-0.04
	0.21**
	0.01
	-0.21***
	-0.01
	0.62**
	0.64**
	0.79**
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Purity
	-0.03
	0.00
	0.39**
	-0.01
	-0.25***
	0.01
	0.57**
	0.57**
	0.71**
	0.76**
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	12
	Indulgent
	0.10**
	-0.02
	0.01
	0.01
	-0.09***
	-0.00
	0.36**
	0.35**
	0.19**
	0.22**
	0.16**
	-
	
	
	
	

	13
	Authoritarian
	0.04
	-0.05
	0.10**
	-0.01
	-0.13 ***
	-0.00
	0.32**
	0.30**
	0.26**
	0.28**
	0.26**
	0.62**
	-
	
	
	

	14
	Authoritative
	-0.01
	-0.05
	0.15**
	0.01
	-0.10***
	-0.04
	0.24**
	0.22**
	0.27**
	0.30**
	0.28**
	0.40**
	0.57**
	-
	
	

	15
	Neglectful
	-0.13**
	-0.00
	0.12**
	0.13**
	-0.04***
	-0.01
	-0.01
	-0.04
	0.07**
	0.08**
	0.08**
	-0.01
	-0.16**
	-0.05
	-
	

	16
	Political ID
	0.06*
	-0.01
	0.09**
	-0.04
	-0.11***
	-0.02
	-0.09**
	-0.13**
	-0.00
	0.00
	0.05
	-0.07**
	-0.02 
	0.06*
	-0.14**
	-

	17
	Affiliation Strength
	-0.00
	0.01
	0.21**
	-0.03
	-0.04
	0.01
	-0.06*
	-0.10**
	0.08**
	0.08**
	0.17**
	-0.08**
	0.02
	0.10**
	-0.11**    .62**


Note. *p < .05, ** p < .01, ***p < .001 
For religion, a higher score indicates greater religiosity. Higher scores for political ID indicate Republican, while lower scores indicate Democrat. For affiliation strength, high scores indicate more strongly conservative, while low scores indicate more strongly liberal. 



















S9.
Links to bills including one or more of the nine provisions. 

https://billstatus.ls.state.ms.us/documents/2023/html/SB/2300-2399/SB2346IN.htm
https://le.utah.gov/~2023/bills/static/SB0152.html
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/821/all-actions-without-amendments
https://www.ncleg.gov/BillLookup/2023/H644
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240SB287
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240SB976
https://legiscan.com/NJ/text/A5069/2022
https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/mgawebsite/Legislation/Details/hb0901?ys=2023RS
https://archive.legmt.gov/bills/2023/billhtml/SB0419.htm
https://www.arkleg.state.ar.us/Bills/Detail?id=SB396&ddBienniumSession=2023%2F2023R
https://capitol.texas.gov/billlookup/History.aspx?LegSess=88R&Bill=HB18
https://www.wispolitics.com/2023/rep-steffen-introduces-kids-online-safety-act/
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/senate-bill/419
https://www.legis.la.gov/Legis/BillInfo.aspx?s=23RS&b=SB162
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2023/TOB/H/PDF/2023HB-05025-R00-HB.PDF
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/legislation/BillBook?ga=90&ba=hf712

