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1 Introduction

In recent years, several of the world’s largest economies have adopted more pro-
tectionist trade policies. Nowhere is this trend more visible than in the world’s
most important trading relationship—that between the US and China. US trade
policy has grown substantially more protectionist since 2018, leading to a “trade
war” with China and international frictions with other major economies. This
protectionist turn appears likely to endure: not only has the Biden administration
continued to levy tari s on China (Hayashi, 2021), it has considered imposing
new restrictions (Stevastopulo, 2021). Nor has US protectionism been limited to
China. For example, one of the Biden administration’s first major trade policy
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First, and perhaps most intuitively, is the logic of “direct reciprocity.” Direct reciprocity
refers to behavior within a bilateral relationship. If an actor follows a strategy of direct reci-
procity, she cooperates with actors that previously cooperated and punishes actors that were
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towards B will influence B’s behavior beyond their interactions with A. Laboratory-
based experiments consistently show that cooperative and un-cooperative behavior
spreads in this manner: subjects that are on the receiving end of a cooperative or
generous (uncooperative or ungenerous) act in one interaction are more likely to
behave in a cooperative or generous (uncooperative or ungenerous) manner towards
unconnected third parties (Berkowitz & Daniels, 1964; Dufwenberg et al., 2001;
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priming respondents about this particular facet of international trade, and thus rais-
ing the salience of this dimension of the issue.

The surveys were completed online using convenience samples. Subjects were
recruited using a Chinese crowd
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stronger attitudinal responses. To this end, this experiment includes two separate
treatments about US protectionism, one that describes US protectionism as indis-
criminately carried out against a number of di erent trading partners and a second
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The average level of support for trade in the control condition (4.5) is very similar
to the mean from the second experiment. The US protectionism treatment reduces
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a measure of self-reported news consumption. The results are presented in Appen-
dix D. While news consumption significantly increases the protectionist response
to the targeted protection treatment in our second experiment, the amount of news
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in the second survey than those in the first survey. In Appendix E, we examine this
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trade with the US and support for free trade overall. That said, the correlation is far
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importance of direct reciprocity. In the most extreme case, the percent of the total
e ect mediated by one variable was about 4 times larger in the mediator-
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which countries the public prefers to cooperate with, but also whether they support
international cooperation more generally.

Our findings suggest that foreign protectionism can have a profound impact on
public opinion, but further research should probe how broadly these findings apply
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