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[bookmark: _Toc114222768][bookmark: _Toc129069256]S1: Item wording (German original)

[Referred to in “Data and Measures” section of the article:] 

Policy attitudes

Increase defense spending
-- Die deutschen Verteidigungsausgaben sollten in den nächsten Jahren erhöht werden.
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Oppose annexation of Crimea (reversed)
-- Deutschland sollte die Annexion der Krim durch Russland vorerst akzeptieren.
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Strive for good relations with Putin
-- Die Bundesregierung sollte sich um ein gutes Verhältnis zu Wladimir Putin bemühen.
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Confrontational Russia policy
-- Deutschland sollte gegenüber Russland weniger auf Kooperation und mehr auf Konfrontation setzen. 
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Support for a confrontational China policy
-- Deutschland sollte gegenüber China weniger auf Kooperation und mehr auf Konfrontation setzen. 
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Increase EU efforts to protect borders
-- Die Europäische Union sollte mehr für den Schutz ihrer Außengrenzen tun.
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu


Views of foreign actors

Views of Russia, the U.S., China
Was halten Sie ganz allgemein von folgenden Ländern und Politikern?
-- Russland
-- Vereinigte Staaten von Amerika
-- China
(1) -5 halte überhaupt nichts davon -- (11) +5 halte sehr viel davon


Foreign policy postures

Use of military force
--Krieg ist manchmal notwendig, um die Interessen eines Landes zu schützen.
--Der Einsatz militärischer Gewalt ist niemals gerechtfertigt. (REVERSED)
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu



Multilateralism
-- Bei einer internationalen Krise sollten sich Deutschland und seine Verbündeten auf eine gemeinsame Haltung einigen.
-- Für seine Sicherheit sollte Deutschland vor allem alleine sorgen. (REVERSED)
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Isolationism
-- Deutschland sollte sich nicht um weltpolitische Fragen kümmern, sondern sich auf die Probleme im eigenen Land konzentrieren.
-- Deutschland sollte eine aktivere Rolle in der Weltpolitik spielen. (REVERSED)
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu

Atlanticism
-- In außenpolitischen Fragen sollte Deutschland in Übereinstimmung mit den USA handeln.
-- Deutschland sollte seine Interessen gegenüber den USA selbstbewusster vertreten. (REVERSED)
(1) stimme überhaupt nicht zu – (5) stimme voll und ganz zu


Grouping variables

Party identification
In Deutschland neigen viele Leute längere Zeit einer bestimmten politischen Partei zu, obwohl sie auch ab und zu eine andere Partei wählen. Wie ist das bei Ihnen: Neigen Sie - ganz allgemein gesprochen - einer bestimmten Partei zu? Und wenn ja, welcher?
(1) SPD; (2) CDU/CSU; (3) CDU; (4) CSU; (5) Bündnis 90/Die Grünen; (6) FDP; (7) AfD (8) Die Linke; (9) anderer Partei; (10) keiner Partei

Political interest
Wie stark interessieren Sie sich im Allgemeinen für Politik? 
(1) sehr stark – (5) überhaupt nicht

East vs. West Germans
Und in welchem Bundesland wohnen Sie?
[Westdeutschland:] (1) Schleswig-Holstein; (2) Hamburg; (3) Niedersachsen; (4) Bremen; (5) Nordrhein-Westfalen; (6) Hessen; (7) Rheinland-Pfalz; (8) Baden-Württemberg; (9) Bayern; (10) Saarland; (11) Berlin; [Ostdeutschland:] (12) Brandenburg; (13) Mecklenburg-Vorpommern; (14) Sachsen ; (15) Sachsen-Anhalt; (16) Thüringen

Age
Tragen Sie bitte ein, in welchem Jahr Sie geboren sind. Verwenden Sie dazu vier Ziffern, also z.B. 1978.



[bookmark: _Toc129069257]S2: Additional results on aggregate-level change

[Referred to in the “Results” section of the article; in the notes of Figure 1 and:]

The following table reports currently available data points of the variables reported in the main text. Figure 1 in the main text reports wave 23, wave 22, and most recent pre-invasion data point shown here. 

Table S2.1: Stability and change in aggregate opinion (GLES Panel, W1-23)
	
	Wave (GLES numbering)

	
	23
	22
	21
	17
	16
	14
	13
	11
	10
	8
	7
	6
	5
	4
	2

	Increase mil. spending
	44
	47
	-
	21
	-
	-
	-
	25
	30
	28
	27
	28
	26
	23
	-

	Oppose annex. of Crimea
	59
	56
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	31
	31
	33
	36
	-
	-

	Good relations w. Putin
	22
	17
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	40

	Confront. RUS policy
	26
	35
	-
	-
	19
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Confront. CHI policy
	22
	27
	-
	-
	27
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Protect EU borders
	64
	66
	63
	-
	-
	58
	58
	58
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Favorable view of RUS
	7
	8
	15
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Favorable view of USA
	47
	49
	48
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Favorable view of CHI
	10
	9
	10
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Use of military force
	18
	20
	18
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	19
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	21

	Multilateralism
	56
	57
	53
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	49
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	55

	Isolationism
	36
	30
	35
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	36
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	37

	Atlanticism
	15
	14
	9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	5


Note: Reported are percent of respondents who score above the midpoint of the original scale. 


Figure S2.1 is analogous to Figure 1 of the main article but plots additional data points—i.e. all data points reported in Table S2.1 above. The additional pre-invasion data demonstrate the stability of all attitudes in the absences of a prominent event.

Figure S2.1: Stability and change in aggregate opinion with additional data points[image: ]



[Referred to in footnote 9 of the article:]

The following figure replicates Figure 1 of the main paper, using sample means. The results are substantively the same. 

Figure S2.2: Stability and change in aggregate opinion (means)
[image: ]
Note: The range of all variables was rescaled from 0-1. 

[bookmark: _Toc129069258]S3: Stability of posture indicators

[Referred to in footnote 10 of the article:] 

Figure S3.1: Stability of posture indicators
[image: ]
Notes: Reported are percent of respondents who score above the midpoint of the original scale; for reversed items (*), below the midpoint. Blue data from w22; solid red data from w21; opaque red data from w2.



[bookmark: _Toc129069259][bookmark: _Toc109731057]S4: Additional results on intra-individual change

[Referred to in footnote 11 of the article:]

Here we report intra-individual change based on the threshold of 0 scale points of change. The same patterns of stability and change described in the main text emerge.

	Table S4.1: Intra-individual change (different cut-off value)

	
	Interval
(month/year)
	Any decrease
	No change
	Any increase

	Policy attitudes
	
	
	
	

	Increase military spending
	07/2105/22
	8%
	36%
	56%

	Oppose annexation of Crimea
	09/1705/22
	13%
	40%
	47%

	Strive for good relations with Putin
	02/1705/22
	61%
	29%
	10%

	Confrontational RUS policy
	05/2105/22
	16%
	39%
	46%

	Confrontational CHI policy
	05/2105/22
	26%
	43%
	31%

	Protect EU borders
	05/2105/22
	8%
	23%
	23%

	
	
	
	
	

	Views of actors
	
	
	
	

	Unfavorable view of RUS
	12/2105/22
	55%
	32%
	13%

	Favorable view of USA
	12/2105/22
	31%
	35%
	34%

	Unfavorable view of China
	12/2105/22
	33%
	36%
	31%

	
	
	
	
	

	Foreign policy postures
	
	
	
	

	Use of military force
	12/2105/22
	37%
	29%
	34%

	Multilateralism
	12/2105/22
	27%
	35%
	38%

	Isolationism
	12/2105/22
	40%
	34%
	26%

	Atlanticism
	12/2105/22
	24%
	39%
	36%




[Referred to in footnote 12 of the article:]

	Table S4.2: Intra-individual change in posture indicators

	
	Interval
(month/year)
	–1 point
or more
	Less than
+/–1 point
	+ 1 point
or more

	Force 1: War sometimes necessary
	12/2105/22
	8%
	81%
	11%

	Force 2: Force never justified (*)
	12/2105/22
	13%
	79%
	8%

	Multi 1: Coordinate with allies
	12/2105/22
	4%
	91%
	5%

	Multi 2: Act alone (*)
	12/2105/22
	6%
	85%
	9%

	Iso 1: Concentrate on own problems
	12/2105/22
	10%
	85%
	5%

	Iso 2: Play more active role (*)
	12/2105/22
	5%
	91%
	4%

	Atla 1: Act in accordance with US
	12/2105/22
	5%
	89%
	6%

	Atla 2: Act more confid. twd US (*)
	12/2105/22
	3%
	93%
	4%


Notes: (*) Reversed items.



[Referred to in notes to Figure 2:]
Here we report full cross-tabulations of the change types in the two intervals (pre-post and post-post).

	Table S4.3: Cross-tabulations of the change types in the two intervals (pre-post and post-post)



	Increase military spending
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (07/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.01
	1.41
	0.98
	2.4

	No change
	1.89
	66.21
	2.63
	70.74

	Increased support
	3.21
	23.51
	0.14
	26.86

	Total
	5.11
	91.14
	3.75
	100



	Oppose annexation of Crimea
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (09/17-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0
	2.72
	1.04
	3.77

	No change
	1.7
	66.87
	5.3
	73.86

	Increased support
	2.87
	19.24
	0.26
	22.38

	Total
	4.57
	88.83
	6.6
	100



	Good relations with Putin
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (02/17-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.35
	26.6
	4.25
	31.2

	No change
	4.45
	60.12
	1.99
	66.56

	Increased support
	0.59
	1.58
	0.07
	2.23

	Total
	5.39
	88.3
	6.31
	100



	Confrontational RUS policy
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (05/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.13
	3.3
	1.29
	4.73

	No change
	5.37
	67.7
	2.59
	75.66

	Increased support
	6.65
	12.75
	0.21
	19.61

	Total
	12.16
	83.75
	4.09
	100




	Confrontational CHI policy
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (07/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.12
	5.89
	2.04
	8.06

	No change
	6.04
	73.1
	2.71
	81.85

	Increased support
	3.65
	6.33
	0.11
	10.09

	Total
	9.81
	85.32
	4.87
	100



	Protect EU borders
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.08
	2.64
	2.79
	5.5

	No change
	2.53
	84.76
	1.72
	89

	Increased support
	1.62
	3.84
	0.03
	5.49

	Total
	4.22
	91.23
	4.54
	100



	Favorable view of RUS
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	2.77
	27.84
	7.4
	38

	No change
	7.36
	43.78
	3.92
	55.06

	Increased support
	4.2
	2.36
	0.37
	6.93

	Total
	14.33
	73.99
	11.69
	100



	Favorable view of USA
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	1.54
	9.27
	5.56
	16.38

	No change
	8.42
	52.19
	6.03
	66.64

	Increased support
	5.96
	9.78
	1.25
	16.99

	Total
	15.91
	71.25
	12.84
	100



	Favorable view of CHI
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	1.45
	9.49
	5.52
	16.46

	No change
	9.93
	49.65
	6.24
	65.81

	Increased support
	9.29
	7.53
	0.91
	17.72

	Total
	20.67
	66.67
	12.66
	100



	Use of military force
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.07
	7.37
	2.48
	9.92

	No change
	5.02
	72.94
	3.61
	81.57

	Increased support
	3.14
	5.23
	0.13
	8.51

	Total
	8.23
	85.55
	6.22
	100



	Multilateralism
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.02
	2.01
	0.71
	2.74

	No change
	2.65
	87.33
	2.17
	92.16

	Increased support
	1.48
	3.61
	0.01
	5.1

	Total
	4.16
	92.95
	2.89
	100



	Isolationism
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0.03
	4.37
	1.71
	6.11

	No change
	1.56
	86.48
	3.21
	91.25

	Increased support
	0.57
	2.06
	0.01
	2.64

	Total
	2.17
	92.9
	4.93
	100



	Atlanticism
	
	
	
	

	
	Post-post interval (05/22-->10/22)
	
	

	
	Decreased support
	No change
	Increased support
	Total

	Pre-post interval (12/21-->05/22)
	
	
	
	

	Decreased support
	0
	2.45
	0.46
	2.91

	No change
	1.93
	89.54
	1.67
	93.15

	Increased support
	0.67
	3.26
	0.01
	3.94

	Total
	2.61
	95.25
	2.15
	100




[bookmark: _Toc129069260]S5: Additional results of subgroup analysis

[Referred to in footnote 6 and in the “Results” section when discussing subgroup differences:]

[bookmark: _Toc115109024][bookmark: _Toc115163126][bookmark: _Toc129069261]Results for additional attitudes and subgroups, analogous to Figure 3 in the main text

[bookmark: _Ref114056428]Figure S5.1: Pre- and post-war policy attitudes, by party group, political interest, and place of residence
[image: ] [image: ] 
[image: ][image: ]

 Figure S5.1: Continued
[image: ] [image: ]


Figure S5.2: Pre- and post-war views of actors, by party group, political interest, and place of residence
[image: ] [image: ] 
[image: ]


Figure A.5.3: Pre- and post-war postures, by party group, political interest, and place of residence
[image: ] [image: ] 
[image: ] [image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc115109025][bookmark: _Toc115163127][Referred to in footnote 6 and in the “Results” section when discussing subgroup differences:]

[bookmark: _Toc129069262]Regression analysis of intra-individual change

An alternative way of exploring subgroup differences is to focus on different rates of change across subgroups using regression analysis. Here, we show the results of such analyses for the four orientations featured in Figure 3 of the main text. The dependent variables in this analysis are quasi-metric difference variables, i.e., the post-invasion attitude minus pre-invasion attitude. As independent variables we use party identification, political interest, age, place of residence (East vs. West Germany), and the attitude measured in the pre-invasion wave. As in the main text, we graphically display the results for differences between partisan groups and interested and disinterested citizens. The findings are analogous to those we show in the main text. Full regression tables and results for the other orientations are available upon request.

Figure 5.4: Rates of attitude change in policy attitudes, by party group, political interest, and place of residence
 [image: ] [image: ] [image: ] [image: ] [image: ] [image: ]
Note: Reported are point estimates of attitude change in each subgroup and the corresponding 95% confidence intervals. Black line=no change; purple line=sample average change

Figure 5.5: Rates of attitude change in views of other actors, by party group, political interest, and place of residence
 [image: ] [image: ] [image: ]
Note: Reported are point estimates of attitude change in each subgroup and the corresponding 95% confidence intervals. Black line=no change; purple line=sample average change



Figure 5.6: Rates of attitude change in core postures, by party group, political interest, and place of residence
[image: ] [image: ] [image: ] [image: ]
Note: Reported are point estimates of attitude change in each subgroup and the corresponding 95% confidence intervals. Black line=no change; purple line=sample average change


[bookmark: _Toc129069263]S6: Preregistration memo

[Referred to in footnote 4 and 6 of the article:]

All hypotheses, research question and analyses presented in the article closely follow the preregistration (https://osf.io/ufvg8/?view_only=97802bf18fc24f36b487b55b242bc3ec). The discrepancies are limited to minor stylistic matters and the omission of additional hypotheses and research questions. We have omitted the latter for reasons of space, not because the results would call into question the conclusions of the article.

The following table lists all deviations from the preregistration and provides justifications.

Table S6.1: Deviations from preregistration
	No.
	Deviation from preregistration
	Justification

	(1)
	Phrasing of hypotheses and research questions
	The hypotheses and research questions in the article correspond completely with the preregistration, but are not reproduced verbatim.

	(2)
	Grouping of variables
	In the preregistration, the conceptual distinction between "assertiveness" and "Western orientation" is more prominent than it is in the article, especially in the results section. This is exclusively a deviation in the presentation and grouping of the findings.

	(3)
	Views of Putin
	The preregistration mentions views of Putin as a variable to be analyzed. For reasons of space, we have not included this variable because the results correspond 1:1 with those of the views of Russia.

	(4)
	“Don’t know” responses
	References in the preregistration to “Don't know” responses are invalid because the GLES panel study does not offer an explicit “Don't Know” response option.

	(5)
	Additional analysis: changes in associations (H7)
	We preregistered a hypothesis on the change in associations of the mass belief systems (H7: After Russia's invasion of Ukraine, the associations between attitudes expressing assertiveness, Western orientation, multilateralism, and internationalism were stronger than before). We have removed this dimension of analysis from the present paper for reasons of space. We are considering publishing a separate paper on this issue and therefore limit ourselves here to presenting baseline findings (see below).

	(6)
	Additional analysis: other subgroups
	The paper places party affiliation and political interest at the center of the subgroup analysis, whereas in the preregistration these are only two of a total of five equally ranked characteristics that might drive differences in reaction to Russia's invasion of Ukraine. We omit these other subgroups (individuals with different pre-attitudes, regional origin (East/West), and age) for reasons of space and because the findings are substantively less interesting. We document corresponding results below.





[bookmark: _Toc115163129][bookmark: _Toc129069264]Additional analysis: change in associations (H7)

The hypotheses regarding changes in the association of attitudes follows from our expectations about attitude change (H1-H4). We assumed that the event and elite communication influenced citizens to develop an interpretation of the foreign and security policy situation in which a more assertive foreign policy stance, a Western orientation, multilateralism, and internationalism are perceived as belonging together more clearly than before the event. We hence proposed one summary hypothesis:

H7: After Russia's invasion of Ukraine, the associations between attitudes expressing assertiveness, Western orientation, multilateralism, and internationalism were stronger than before.

Below are basic results from a simple correlational analysis. Since we plan to conduct more comprehensive analyses on this topic, we do not try to interpret the magnitude/significance of this change on the basis of these preliminary findings.

	Table S6.2: Correlations in postures and views of foreign actors

	Postures
	Pre-invasion
(12/21)
	Post-invasion
(05/22)

	Use of force ↔ Atlanticism
	.17
	.19

	Use of force ↔ Multilateralism
	-.00
	.09

	Use of force ↔ Isolationism
	-.13
	-.27

	Atlanticism ↔ Multilateralism
	.19
	.34

	Atlanticism ↔ Isolationism
	-.10
	-.25

	Multilateralism ↔ Isolationism
	-.40
	-.49

	Feelings toward actors

	Fav. view US ↔ Unfav. view RUS
	.05
	.20

	Fav. view US ↔ Unfav. view CHI
	-.22
	-.19

	Unfav. view RUS ↔ Unfav. view CHI
	.62
	.50

	Unfav. view Putin ↔ Unfav. view CHI
	.47
	.32




	Table S6.3: Correlations in selected policy attitudes

	Policy attitudes
	Pre-invasion
(multiple dates)
	Post-invasion
(05/22)

	Mil. spending ↔ Annexation of Crimea
	.00 (08/17)
	.31

	Mil. spending ↔ Protect EU borders
	.26 (05/19)
	.45

	Confr. RUS policy ↔ Confr. CHI policy
	.65 (05/21)
	.68





[bookmark: _Toc115163130][bookmark: _Toc129069265]Additional analysis: other subgroups

We document the findings on additional subgroups in the form of regressions of the difference variables on the subgroup variables (for details, see S5, Regression analysis of intra-individual change). Note that the relatively large effects of the pre-invasion attitudes are methodological effects. Respondents who chose extreme positions in the pre-invasion wave can only move in one direction (respondents at the bottom of the scale can only move up, respondents at the top of the scale can only move down), while the other respondents can move both up and down.

Table S6.4: Regressions of difference variables (policy attitudes) on subgroup variables
	
	Military
spending
	Annex.
Crimea
	Relations
Putin
	Conf. RUS
policy
	Conf. CHI
policy
	EU
borders

	PI: SPD
	.26***
	.20***
	-.20***
	.24***
	.13***
	.09***

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	PI: Greens
	.26***
	.20***
	-.26***
	.27***
	.17***
	.03

	
	(.04)
	(.06)
	(.06)
	(.04)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	PI: FDP
	.18***
	.22***
	-.18*
	.07
	.05
	.07

	
	(.05)
	(.07)
	(.08)
	(.05)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	PI: CDU/CSU
	.25***
	.11*
	-.14**
	.17***
	.08*
	.14***

	
	(.03)
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	PI: AfD
	-.15***
	-.34***
	.22***
	-.24***
	-.12**
	.01

	
	(.04)
	(.06)
	(.06)
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.03)

	PI: The Left
	-.22***
	-.03
	.10
	-.01
	-.04
	-.20***

	
	(.04)
	(.05)
	(.06)
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.03)

	PI: None
	-.13*
	.19*
	-.11
	.05
	.02
	-.09*

	
	(.05)
	(.09)
	(.10)
	(.06)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Political interest
	.08***
	.07***
	-.06***
	.02*
	-.02
	.05***

	
	(.01)
	(.01)
	(.02)
	(.01)
	(.01)
	(.01)

	East German
	-.20***
	-.31***
	.25***
	-.22***
	-.21***
	-.10***

	
	(.03)
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.02)

	Age
	.01***
	.00
	-.01***
	.00***
	.00
	.00***

	
	(.00)
	(.00)
	(.00)
	(.00)
	(.00)
	(.00)

	Prior attitude: 2/5
	-.26***
	-.25***
	-.91***
	-.29***
	-.50***
	-.57***

	
	(.03)
	(.05)
	(.09)
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.06)

	Prior attitude: 2/5
	-.94***
	-.90***
	-1.39***
	-.93***
	-1.15***
	-1.11***

	
	(.03)
	(.05)
	(.08)
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.06)

	Prior attitude: 4/5
	-1.41***
	-1.42***
	-1.99***
	-1.53***
	-1.76***
	-1.71***

	
	(.03)
	(.05)
	(.08)
	(.04)
	(.03)
	(.06)

	Prior attitude: 5/5
	-2.01***
	-1.97***
	-2.32***
	-2.19***
	-2.34***
	-2.16***

	
	(.05)
	(.06)
	(.08)
	(.06)
	(.04)
	(.06)

	Constant
	.82***
	1.23***
	1.56***
	.94***
	1.15***
	1.17***

	
	(.06)
	(.09)
	(.10)
	(.06)
	(.06)
	(.07)

	r2
	.28
	.23
	.23
	.23
	.31
	.29

	N
	10449
	6474
	5543
	10865
	10858
	10491


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

Table S6.5: Regressions of difference variables (views of foreign actors) on subgroup variables
	
	Fav. views RUS
	Fav. views USA
	Fav. views CHI

	PI: SPD
	-0.39***
	0.52***
	0.12*

	
	(0.06)
	(0.06)
	(0.06)

	PI: Greens
	-0.30***
	0.42***
	-0.01

	
	(0.07)
	(0.07)
	(0.06)

	PI: FDP
	-0.15
	0.33***
	0.17*

	
	(0.09)
	(0.08)
	(0.08)

	PI: CDU/CSU
	-0.28***
	0.51***
	0.13*

	
	(0.06)
	(0.06)
	(0.06)

	PI: AfD
	0.52***
	-0.60***
	0.12

	
	(0.08)
	(0.07)
	(0.07)

	PI: The Left
	-0.02
	-0.30***
	0.04

	
	(0.08)
	(0.08)
	(0.07)

	PI: None
	0.17
	-0.33**
	-0.21*

	
	(0.11)
	(0.10)
	(0.10)

	Political interest
	-0.06**
	-0.02
	-0.04*

	
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)

	East German
	0.39***
	-0.38***
	0.27***

	
	(0.05)
	(0.05)
	(0.05)

	Age
	-0.01***
	0.00*
	-0.00

	
	(0.00)
	(0.00)
	(0.00)

	Prior attitude: 2/11
	-0.68***
	-0.17
	-0.17**

	
	(0.07)
	(0.14)
	(0.06)

	Prior attitude: 2/11
	-1.30***
	-0.46***
	-0.74***

	
	(0.07)
	(0.11)
	(0.06)

	Prior attitude: 4/11
	-1.91***
	-0.78***
	-1.06***

	
	(0.07)
	(0.11)
	(0.06)

	Prior attitude: 5/11
	-2.37***
	-1.10***
	-1.54***

	
	(0.08)
	(0.10)
	(0.07)

	Prior attitude: 6/11
	-2.66***
	-1.64***
	-2.03***

	
	(0.06)
	(0.08)
	(0.05)

	Prior attitude: 7/11
	-3.13***
	-1.95***
	-2.39***

	
	(0.09)
	(0.09)
	(0.09)

	Prior attitude: 8/11
	-3.87***
	-2.29***
	-2.75***

	
	(0.10)
	(0.09)
	(0.11)

	Prior attitude: 9/11
	-3.70***
	-2.60***
	-3.19***

	
	(0.13)
	(0.09)
	(0.15)

	Prior attitude: 10/11
	-3.25***
	-2.86***
	-3.78***

	
	(0.18)
	(0.11)
	(0.24)

	Prior attitude: 11/11
	-3.94***
	-3.26***
	-3.99***

	
	(0.14)
	(0.12)
	(0.23)

	Constant
	1.28***
	1.50***
	1.24***

	
	(0.11)
	(0.12)
	(0.10)

	r2
	0.29
	0.17
	0.22

	N
	10273.00
	10309.00
	10254.00


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

Table S6.6: Regressions of difference variables (postures) on subgroup variables
	
	Use of force
	Multilateralism
	Isolationism
	Atlanticism

	PI: SPD
	0.05
	0.16***
	-0.15***
	0.14***

	
	(0.03)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)

	PI: Greens
	0.21***
	0.26***
	-0.27***
	0.17***

	
	(0.03)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)

	PI: FDP
	0.09*
	0.05
	-0.03
	0.08**

	
	(0.04)
	(0.03)
	(0.03)
	(0.03)

	PI: CDU/CSU
	0.09**
	0.11***
	-0.10***
	0.13***

	
	(0.03)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)

	PI: AfD
	-0.01
	-0.29***
	0.31***
	-0.25***

	
	(0.04)
	(0.03)
	(0.03)
	(0.02)

	PI: The Left
	0.00
	0.08**
	-0.05
	-0.08***

	
	(0.04)
	(0.03)
	(0.03)
	(0.03)

	PI: None
	-0.00
	-0.14***
	0.13***
	-0.14***

	
	(0.05)
	(0.04)
	(0.04)
	(0.03)

	Political interest
	0.09***
	0.04***
	-0.07***
	-0.01

	
	(0.01)
	(0.01)
	(0.01)
	(0.01)

	East German
	-0.15***
	-0.09***
	0.11***
	-0.13***

	
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)

	Age
	-0.00
	0.00***
	-0.00***
	-0.00

	
	(0.00)
	(0.00)
	(0.00)
	(0.00)

	Prior attitude
	-0.42***
	-0.45***
	-0.40***
	-0.40***

	
	(0.01)
	(0.01)
	(0.01)
	(0.01)

	Constant
	0.71***
	1.23***
	1.44***
	1.12***

	
	(0.05)
	(0.04)
	(0.04)
	(0.04)

	r2
	0.18
	0.19
	0.19
	0.18

	N
	10544.00
	10537.00
	10543.00
	10537.00


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