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/\_\ Results

Polarization has gained in-
creasing attention.! But it
remains unclear how
polarized society really is
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* RQ 1: Moderate agreement

RQ 1

Theory Crisis and Jingle Fallacy:

between operationalizations
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of polarization (Fig.1).
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measure polarization?:3
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* RQ 2: Credible polarization
in 4 out of 12 scenarios in

both health-related and
financial risks (Fig.2)
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/ Fig. 2: Distributions of risk perceptions across 12 scenarios (data and post. pred.)
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Fig. 1: Heat map ranking operationalizations across 12 scenarios
ﬁ Try it yourself

2 Vs ﬁﬁ Examine polarization in your own data with this Shiny

app: ofischer.shinyapps.io/polarization_analysis/

a focus on consequences for
the individual
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€€ In the coming weeks, there could be another
spike in new Covid-19 infections. If this were to
happen, imagine that the United States
government therefore decides to enforce a
lockdown. How risky do you find this decision
for your own financial situation? I

Just upload your data, simulate a distribution, or
explore data from the World Values Survey and
compare different operationalizations of polarization.




