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Table S1. Full policy list with perceived policy consequence (PPC) values and pooled popularity (sorted by percentage support, descending). N = 54 policies; % support = percentage of respondents selecting ‘somewhat support’ or ‘strongly support’. PPC values are the proportion of respondents citing a consequence as a reason to support the policy minus the proportion citing it as a reason to oppose it (range approximately -1 to +1); higher values indicate the consequence is more strongly seen as a reason for support. The final two rows report the across-policy mean and standard deviation of each column.
	Policy
	% support
	Fair
	Effective
	Household cost
	Gov. cost
	Nature
	Freedom
	Not corrupt

	Plant trees to absorb carbon emissions in the atmosphere.
	97.76
	0.23
	0.56
	-0.03
	-0.51
	0.63
	0.19
	-0.04

	Fund research into renewable energy sources.
	97.13
	0.10
	0.52
	-0.07
	-0.46
	0.47
	0.07
	-0.26

	Fund the protection of habitats that capture carbon, such as forests and wetlands.
	96.44
	0.12
	0.52
	-0.17
	-0.49
	0.56
	0.06
	-0.18

	Require schools teach about the causes and consequences of global warming.
	95.63
	0.29
	0.42
	-0.04
	-0.37
	0.51
	-0.03
	0.08

	Fund training for farmers to learn climate-friendly practices.
	95.30
	0.15
	0.44
	-0.18
	-0.48
	0.54
	-0.06
	-0.17

	Fund research into carbon neutral products.
	94.94
	0.11
	0.47
	-0.22
	-0.45
	0.45
	0.05
	-0.24

	Fund research into new ways to capture carbon.
	94.88
	0.12
	0.51
	-0.13
	-0.56
	0.47
	0.11
	-0.21

	Require companies reduce their carbon emissions.
	94.15
	0.06
	0.54
	-0.36
	-0.18
	0.49
	-0.19
	-0.23

	Fund small scale solar farms for rural communities.
	94.14
	0.10
	0.50
	0.17
	-0.46
	0.36
	0.05
	-0.22

	Subsidize electricity generation from solar energy.
	94.13
	0.04
	0.52
	0.10
	-0.42
	0.40
	0.06
	-0.20

	Require new home appliances be more energy-efficient.
	94.00
	-0.02
	0.45
	-0.15
	-0.19
	0.43
	-0.19
	-0.12

	Require businesses to provide more information about their products’ climate impact.
	93.92
	0.27
	0.27
	-0.20
	-0.16
	0.37
	-0.05
	-0.08

	Require new homes are built to be more energy-efficient.
	93.69
	-0.03
	0.49
	-0.26
	-0.16
	0.46
	-0.26
	-0.18

	Provide subsidies for locally produced food.
	93.45
	0.09
	0.24
	0.19
	-0.23
	0.40
	-0.01
	-0.25

	Use technical processes to capture carbon from the air.
	93.44
	0.07
	0.51
	-0.22
	-0.50
	0.39
	0.08
	-0.15

	Subsidize electricity generation from wind power.
	92.55
	0.07
	0.51
	0.05
	-0.43
	0.33
	0.06
	-0.22

	Provide subsidies for education programs about the causes and consequences of climate change.
	92.34
	0.21
	0.37
	-0.05
	-0.50
	0.45
	0.03
	-0.08

	Require electricity companies to use more solar energy.
	92.20
	0.02
	0.54
	-0.11
	-0.22
	0.43
	-0.09
	-0.19

	Subsidize electricity generation from off-shore wind power.
	92.05
	0.01
	0.50
	0.03
	-0.36
	0.23
	0.07
	-0.24

	Set strict CO2 limits on power plants that use oil and coal.
	91.72
	-0.00
	0.55
	-0.38
	-0.21
	0.50
	-0.13
	-0.20

	Fund programs to provide information on the climate impacts of products.
	91.60
	0.16
	0.35
	-0.11
	-0.47
	0.41
	0.09
	-0.15

	Tax luxury goods with high emissions, like private jets or large yachts.
	91.42
	0.03
	0.40
	-0.21
	0.30
	0.41
	-0.47
	-0.14

	Provide subsidies for farmers to reduce their emissions.
	91.14
	0.07
	0.50
	-0.04
	-0.50
	0.47
	-0.02
	-0.28

	Subsidize organizations that work to fight climate change.
	90.95
	0.03
	0.49
	-0.17
	-0.47
	0.46
	0.03
	-0.41

	Subsidize purchases of more energy-efficient home appliances.
	90.63
	0.05
	0.40
	0.16
	-0.40
	0.38
	-0.02
	-0.18

	Require electricity companies to use more wind power.
	90.47
	-0.02
	0.49
	-0.12
	-0.20
	0.35
	-0.10
	-0.18

	Require businesses to capture and store their carbon emissions.
	90.15
	0.03
	0.50
	-0.32
	-0.18
	0.43
	-0.15
	-0.23

	Require businesses to pay a tax on their carbon emissions.
	89.43
	0.02
	0.47
	-0.43
	0.20
	0.39
	-0.18
	-0.28

	Subsidize the purchase of food with a low carbon footprint.
	89.27
	-0.03
	0.38
	-0.01
	-0.36
	0.43
	-0.08
	-0.24

	Give businesses subsidies for reducing their carbon emissions.
	88.52
	-0.04
	0.50
	-0.18
	-0.44
	0.45
	0.02
	-0.41

	Provide subsidies for fossil fuel companies to produce clean alternative energy.
	88.31
	0.03
	0.51
	-0.15
	-0.44
	0.45
	0.01
	-0.31

	Increase fuel efficiency requirements for cars and trucks.
	88.24
	-0.09
	0.49
	-0.34
	-0.10
	0.44
	-0.28
	-0.17

	Pay farmers for land use that increases carbon storage in the soil.
	88.19
	0.01
	0.49
	-0.12
	-0.46
	0.39
	-0.05
	-0.27

	Give businesses subsidies for capturing and storing their carbon emissions.
	87.86
	-0.03
	0.47
	-0.19
	-0.40
	0.39
	-0.00
	-0.37

	Fund the installation of more electric vehicle charging stations.
	87.48
	0.02
	0.39
	-0.06
	-0.44
	0.32
	0.12
	-0.17

	Remove subsidies for carbon-intensive construction.
	85.38
	-0.07
	0.42
	-0.32
	0.04
	0.35
	-0.17
	-0.17

	Fund research on new technologies that block some of the sun’s heat from reaching Earth.
	83.45
	0.03
	0.43
	-0.19
	-0.48
	0.26
	0.10
	-0.22

	Subsidize electric vehicle purchases.
	83.28
	-0.07
	0.42
	0.06
	-0.41
	0.37
	-0.03
	-0.22

	Fund research into new ways to block heat from the sun from reaching the earth.
	82.53
	0.06
	0.42
	-0.15
	-0.52
	0.27
	0.08
	-0.17

	Subsidize the purchase of electric alternatives for lawn and garden equipment.
	82.44
	-0.05
	0.27
	-0.09
	-0.35
	0.39
	-0.00
	-0.16

	Give businesses subsidies for informing consumers about their products’ climate impact.
	81.49
	0.11
	0.30
	-0.17
	-0.36
	0.35
	0.06
	-0.27

	Subsidize purchases of electric bicycles, mopeds, and scooters.
	80.83
	-0.08
	0.39
	0.16
	-0.41
	0.41
	0.06
	-0.20

	Require farmers use alternative feeds (like seaweed) to reduce their emissions.
	80.00
	-0.18
	0.44
	-0.31
	-0.17
	0.41
	-0.30
	-0.10

	Require farmers to absorb and store carbon in the soil.
	78.69
	-0.14
	0.49
	-0.38
	-0.19
	0.35
	-0.29
	-0.15

	Fund technologies that block some of the sun’s heat from reaching Earth.
	78.66
	0.03
	0.41
	-0.21
	-0.46
	0.23
	0.08
	-0.22

	Increase taxes on imported food which could be farmed locally.
	77.54
	-0.10
	0.27
	-0.34
	0.22
	0.32
	-0.31
	-0.19

	Remove subsidies for farmers using carbon-intensive practices.
	73.80
	-0.17
	0.41
	-0.35
	0.01
	0.36
	-0.29
	-0.17

	Increase taxes on aviation fuel.
	70.68
	-0.13
	0.44
	-0.50
	0.23
	0.40
	-0.33
	-0.18

	Remove subsidies for oil, gas and coal.
	67.89
	-0.13
	0.43
	-0.44
	-0.00
	0.41
	-0.20
	-0.12

	Increase taxes on very large homes.
	62.48
	-0.10
	0.01
	-0.35
	0.39
	0.21
	-0.47
	-0.14

	Increase taxes on second homes.
	54.82
	-0.12
	-0.02
	-0.34
	0.39
	0.18
	-0.45
	-0.12

	Increase taxes on gasoline and diesel.
	51.27
	-0.30
	0.45
	-0.63
	0.32
	0.40
	-0.40
	-0.19

	Put limits on meat consumption.
	45.10
	-0.30
	0.25
	-0.13
	-0.05
	0.40
	-0.55
	-0.09

	Tax the sale of meat.
	40.34
	-0.33
	0.18
	-0.49
	0.25
	0.33
	-0.47
	-0.17

	Mean
	84.97
	0.00
	0.42
	-0.18
	-0.25
	0.40
	-0.10
	-0.19

	SD
	13.07
	0.13
	0.12
	0.18
	0.27
	0.09
	0.19
	0.08
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Table S2. Cross-society consistency of perceived policy consequences.
Table S2. Cross-society consistency of policy-level PPC scores. Each value is the Pearson correlation, computed across the 54 policies, between the per-policy PPC scores of societies below versus above the median (lower-income vs. higher-income societies, and lower-worry vs. higher-worry societies). Higher values indicate that the relative standing of policies on a consequence is more similar across societies.
	Dimension
	r (lower vs. higher income)
	r (lower vs. higher climate worry)

	Fairness
	0.89
	0.98

	Effectiveness
	0.75
	0.94

	Low cost for households
	0.92
	0.98

	Low cost for government
	0.97
	0.99

	Good for nature
	0.61
	0.89

	Protects freedom
	0.95
	0.98

	Unlikely to promote corruption
	0.80
	0.93
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Table S3. Zero-order correlations among institutional-quality indicators and confounders.
Table S3. Zero-order Pearson correlations between the two institutional-quality indicators (Corruption Perceptions Index, higher = less corrupt; Press Freedom Index, higher = more free) and the two confounders entered into the partial-correlation analysis in Table S4 (GDP per capita; baseline policy support, defined as the mean of support in the untreated control condition for the 15 positively framed policies). Each cell reports r, 95% CI, and p; n = 72 societies.
	Index
	GDP per capita
	Baseline policy support

	Corruption Perceptions Index (less corrupt)
	0.85 [0.77, 0.90], p < .001
	-0.56 [-0.70, -0.38], p < .001

	Press Freedom Index (more free)
	0.61 [0.45, 0.74], p < .001
	-0.40 [-0.57, -0.18], p < .001
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Table S4. Partial correlations of the society-level positive-information treatment effect with institutional quality, controlling for confounders.
Table S4. Partial Pearson correlations between the society-level positive-information treatment effect and two institutional-quality indicators (Corruption Perceptions Index, higher = less corrupt; Press Freedom Index, higher = more free), controlling for each potential confounder alone and for both jointly. Each cell reports partial r, 95% CI, and p; n = 72 societies.
	Index
	Controlling for GDP per capita
	Controlling for baseline support
	Controlling for both

	Corruption Perceptions Index (less corrupt)
	0.37 [0.15, 0.55], p = .002
	0.61 [0.44, 0.74], p < .001
	0.32 [0.09, 0.51], p = .007

	Press Freedom Index (more free)
	0.46 [0.26, 0.63], p < .001
	0.61 [0.44, 0.74], p < .001
	0.44 [0.23, 0.61], p < .001
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Table S5. Model comparison: raw PPCs, popularity-neutral PPCs, HC3 robust SEs.
Table S5. Model comparison: OLS regression of policy popularity on PPCs. (1) Raw PPCs; (2) Popularity-neutral PPCs; (3) Raw PPCs with HC3 robust standard errors. Significance: *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.
	Term
	(1) Raw PPCs
	(2) Neutral PPCs
	(3) HC3 robust

	(Intercept)
	62.371***
	73.784***
	62.371***

	Fairness
	75.250***
	97.138***
	75.250***

	Effectiveness
	51.487***
	61.495***
	51.487***

	Low cost for households
	17.609**
	26.622*
	17.609**

	Low cost for government
	6.307
	10.339
	6.307

	Good for nature
	-0.782
	5.108
	-0.782

	Protects freedom
	-9.521
	-7.094
	-9.521

	Unlikely to promote corruption
	-24.200*
	-17.342
	-24.200*

	R²
	0.863
	0.719
	0.863
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Table S6. Sample size and demographic composition by society.
Table S6. Sample size and demographic composition by society. N = 14,053 respondents across 75 societies. Mean age is in years (range 18–100). ‘% women’ is the percentage of respondents selecting ‘woman’ for gender; remaining respondents reported ‘man’, another category, or did not report. ‘% college+’ is the percentage reporting a college degree or higher among respondents who answered the education item. Societies are convenience samples recruited by local research teams through the Global Social Norms network and are not nationally representative.
	Society
	Region
	N
	Mean age (SD)
	% women
	% college+

	Angola
	Africa
	101
	28.3 (6.4)
	42
	55

	Benin
	Africa
	143
	28.9 (11.9)
	40
	69

	Cameroon
	Africa
	169
	29.2 (7.0)
	70
	82

	DR Congo
	Africa
	411
	22.4 (6.5)
	54
	30

	Egypt
	Africa
	273
	19.6 (3.1)
	90
	11

	Ethiopia
	Africa
	126
	28.0 (7.7)
	58
	58

	Ghana
	Africa
	209
	34.0 (6.7)
	39
	74

	Morocco
	Africa
	122
	21.3 (3.6)
	76
	48

	Mozambique
	Africa
	215
	28.4 (9.5)
	65
	37

	Nigeria
	Africa
	187
	28.1 (7.8)
	60
	68

	Somalia
	Africa
	144
	23.4 (3.2)
	60
	47

	South Africa
	Africa
	142
	24.7 (6.0)
	35
	42

	Uganda
	Africa
	22
	31.6 (8.1)
	27
	91

	Zimbabwe
	Africa
	134
	35.9 (9.1)
	53
	89

	Australia
	Americas & the Pacific
	173
	37.4 (12.5)
	50
	65

	Belize
	Americas & the Pacific
	132
	22.6 (5.2)
	65
	51

	Bolivia
	Americas & the Pacific
	94
	31.7 (12.0)
	60
	74

	Brazil
	Americas & the Pacific
	144
	40.7 (18.5)
	53
	63

	Costa Rica
	Americas & the Pacific
	127
	40.7 (14.3)
	50
	83

	Dominican Republic
	Americas & the Pacific
	189
	33.3 (10.8)
	77
	46

	Ecuador
	Americas & the Pacific
	224
	20.7 (3.9)
	35
	7

	El Salvador
	Americas & the Pacific
	268
	28.6 (9.2)
	65
	19

	Guatemala
	Americas & the Pacific
	112
	21.8 (5.4)
	36
	3

	Haiti
	Americas & the Pacific
	52
	26.7 (5.1)
	48
	23

	Honduras
	Americas & the Pacific
	205
	23.4 (6.5)
	66
	9

	Martinique
	Americas & the Pacific
	15
	30.9 (7.5)
	67
	93

	Mexico
	Americas & the Pacific
	374
	26.5 (11.6)
	64
	28

	New Zealand
	Americas & the Pacific
	172
	21.6 (3.4)
	70
	14

	Panama
	Americas & the Pacific
	53
	46.8 (14.4)
	58
	89

	Paraguay
	Americas & the Pacific
	10
	30.3 (9.5)
	40
	40

	Peru
	Americas & the Pacific
	81
	26.0 (8.8)
	59
	40

	USA
	Americas & the Pacific
	341
	23.4 (5.8)
	70
	44

	Uruguay
	Americas & the Pacific
	117
	39.9 (19.3)
	68
	52

	Azerbaijan
	Asia
	180
	31.4 (10.8)
	57
	94

	Bangladesh
	Asia
	209
	23.8 (4.2)
	53
	61

	China
	Asia
	149
	19.4 (1.4)
	80
	21

	India
	Asia
	201
	28.6 (6.7)
	46
	80

	Iran
	Asia
	143
	28.3 (10.3)
	78
	62

	Israel
	Asia
	183
	28.2 (5.5)
	74
	57

	Japan
	Asia
	303
	32.0 (18.3)
	40
	28

	Kazakhstan
	Asia
	171
	21.5 (7.0)
	53
	25

	Laos
	Asia
	152
	21.0 (1.5)
	30
	27

	Malaysia
	Asia
	160
	25.1 (7.8)
	68
	65

	Mongolia
	Asia
	3
	37.7 (16.3)
	67
	67

	Oman
	Asia
	121
	22.2 (4.7)
	66
	50

	Pakistan
	Asia
	140
	21.2 (4.5)
	62
	34

	Singapore
	Asia
	248
	27.9 (10.1)
	68
	48

	South Korea
	Asia
	640
	41.2 (12.9)
	52
	72

	Sri Lanka
	Asia
	159
	24.4 (3.1)
	65
	26

	Thailand
	Asia
	173
	21.4 (3.0)
	72
	47

	Timor-Leste
	Asia
	10
	34.4 (14.5)
	70
	70

	Yemen
	Asia
	68
	27.7 (9.0)
	47
	54

	Bosnia and Herzegovina
	Europe
	331
	26.6 (9.9)
	85
	45

	Denmark
	Europe
	382
	49.8 (18.4)
	51
	46

	Estonia
	Europe
	126
	30.0 (10.8)
	78
	54

	Finland
	Europe
	380
	30.3 (10.8)
	66
	52

	Georgia
	Europe
	258
	27.1 (13.2)
	79
	54

	Germany
	Europe
	342
	39.7 (15.1)
	57
	66

	Gibraltar
	Europe
	60
	39.8 (13.4)
	55
	88

	Greece
	Europe
	293
	29.8 (13.5)
	65
	42

	Iceland
	Europe
	195
	30.8 (13.0)
	66
	31

	Ireland
	Europe
	183
	21.8 (5.5)
	63
	18

	Italy
	Europe
	362
	27.2 (9.2)
	62
	51

	Kosovo
	Europe
	168
	21.2 (6.6)
	77
	27

	Lithuania
	Europe
	265
	47.8 (16.2)
	66
	78

	Malta
	Europe
	136
	25.5 (12.9)
	59
	31

	Netherlands
	Europe
	145
	21.7 (3.4)
	49
	34

	North Macedonia
	Europe
	96
	26.8 (10.7)
	65
	23

	Poland
	Europe
	155
	49.8 (16.9)
	55
	55

	Serbia
	Europe
	470
	25.5 (11.0)
	77
	19

	Slovakia
	Europe
	239
	30.8 (12.4)
	77
	48

	Slovenia
	Europe
	218
	46.6 (16.2)
	70
	51

	Sweden
	Europe
	150
	34.2 (11.2)
	43
	62

	Turkey
	Europe
	198
	33.2 (10.9)
	71
	83

	UK
	Europe
	207
	32.9 (16.9)
	60
	35
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Table S7. Sensitivity of H1 results to the operationalisation of policy popularity.
Table S7. Sensitivity of H1 results to the operationalisation of policy popularity. The Spearman rank correlation between the two operationalisations is 0.98 across the 54 policies, so the two measures rank policies almost identically. The prediction is modestly stronger on the mean of the recoded scale than on the preregistered percentage measure, but the qualitative pattern is the same.
	Quantity
	Percentage of support (preregistered)
	Mean of recoded scale (sensitivity)

	Global OLS R²
	0.86
	0.89

	Global OLS adj. R²
	0.84
	0.87

	LOO R²
	0.78
	0.83

	LOO r
	0.89
	0.91
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Table S8. H1 7-PPC regression stratified by demographic composition.
Table S8. H1 7-PPC OLS (pct_support ~ Effective + Nature + Fair + HouseholdCost + Corrupt + GovCost + Freedom, 54 policies) refit within demographic strata. Within each stratum, both policy popularity and raw PPC scores are recomputed from that stratum’s respondents. Coefficients are in percentage points of support per unit PPC (favour minus oppose rate difference). Significance: * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001. Age and education strata are median splits on the individual-level variables. N is the number of respondents in each stratum; Policies is the number of policies with a non-missing PPC profile in that stratum.
	Stratum
	N
	R2
	LOO R2
	Effective
	Nature
	Fair
	HouseholdCost
	Corrupt
	GovCost
	Freedom

	Overall
	14,053
	0.863
	0.784
	51.49***
	-0.78
	75.25***
	17.61**
	-24.20*
	6.31
	-9.52

	Younger
	6,560
	0.842
	0.751
	52.45***
	-5.90
	73.19***
	21.14**
	-18.21
	6.57
	-5.49

	Older
	7,493
	0.862
	0.783
	48.38***
	3.61
	72.76***
	15.06**
	-24.58*
	6.14
	-9.91

	Women
	8,660
	0.861
	0.787
	54.66***
	-5.72
	71.56***
	17.62**
	-25.08*
	5.16
	-8.67

	Men
	5,240
	0.844
	0.748
	43.72***
	8.73
	77.46***
	18.49**
	-23.25*
	8.07
	-8.15

	Lower education
	4,345
	0.858
	0.781
	55.72***
	-15.34
	65.23***
	20.69**
	-12.57
	5.32
	-3.34

	Higher education
	9,697
	0.858
	0.776
	49.41***
	3.06
	77.09***
	16.57**
	-26.31**
	7.12
	-9.28
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Table S9. H2 treatment effects adjusted for demographic composition.
Table S9. H2 treatment effects adjusted for respondent-level demographic composition. Mixed-effects models (glmmTMB): support ~ treatment (+ optional demographic main effects) + (1 + treatment | country_sample) + (1 | policy) + (1 | ResponseId). Demographic controls are respondent age (z), female (1 = woman, 0 = man), college-degree scale (z), and climate worry (z). Fitted on the positive-info subset (15 policies) and the negative-info subset (15 policies) separately. The treatment coefficient is stable across specifications, showing that the main H2 results are not explained by demographic composition.
	Direction
	Model
	Term
	Estimate
	SE
	z
	p

	Positive info
	(1) Baseline
	treatment
	-0.1280
	0.0181
	-7.09
	< .001

	Positive info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	treatment
	-0.1281
	0.0182
	-7.02
	< .001

	Positive info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	age_z
	-0.0008
	0.0058
	-0.14
	0.890

	Positive info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	female
	0.0780
	0.0095
	8.20
	< .001

	Positive info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	degree_z
	0.0197
	0.0052
	3.80
	< .001

	Positive info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	worry_z
	0.1962
	0.0046
	42.44
	< .001

	Negative info
	(1) Baseline
	treatment
	-0.6369
	0.0215
	-29.69
	< .001

	Negative info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	treatment
	-0.6376
	0.0213
	-29.89
	< .001

	Negative info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	age_z
	-0.0045
	0.0059
	-0.77
	0.439

	Negative info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	female
	0.0688
	0.0096
	7.13
	< .001

	Negative info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	degree_z
	0.0184
	0.0053
	3.50
	< .001

	Negative info
	(2) + Demographic controls
	worry_z
	0.1852
	0.0047
	39.47
	< .001





Table S10. Expert statements shown in the embedded experiment.
The embedded experiment paired each of the 30 set-2 policies with a single short statement, attributed to experts, asserting a positive or negative consequence of the policy on one perceived policy consequence (PPC) dimension. These statements were not derived from specific publications but from the project team’s expertise in climate and environmental policy. Table S10 lists all 30 statements together with the PPC dimension each targets and the direction of the claim, so their content and intended mapping can be inspected directly.
Table S10. The 30 expert statements shown in the embedded experiment, one per set-2 policy. Each statement was presented to respondents in the treatment condition as an expert claim about a single perceived consequence of the policy. Direction indicates whether the statement asserted a favourable (positive) or unfavourable (negative) consequence on the targeted dimension. The statements were authored from the project team’s expertise in climate and environmental policy, not drawn from specific publications.
	Policy
	Dimension
	Direction
	Statement shown to respondents

	Require schools teach about the causes and consequences of global warming.
	Effectiveness
	Negative
	Experts say this policy has little effect on greenhouse gases emissions.

	Provide subsidies for farmers to reduce their emissions.
	Corruption
	Negative
	Experts say this policy creates new opportunities for corruption.

	Plant trees to absorb carbon emissions in the atmosphere.
	Environment
	Positive
	Experts say this policy is good for the natural environment.

	Require companies reduce their carbon emissions.
	Corruption
	Positive
	Experts say this policy has merit of not being vulnerable to corruption.

	Fund programs to provide information on the climate impacts of products.
	Fairness
	Positive
	Experts say this policy has the merit of being fair.

	Subsidize electricity generation from solar energy.
	Household cost
	Positive
	Experts say this policy reduces costs for households.

	Increase fuel efficiency requirements for cars and trucks.
	Effectiveness
	Positive
	Experts say this policy significantly reduces greenhouse gas emissions.

	Require new homes are built to be more energy-efficient.
	Household cost
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is costly for households.

	Provide subsidies for education programs about the causes and consequences of climate change.
	Household cost
	Positive
	Experts say this policy reduces costs for households.

	Fund research into new ways to capture carbon.
	Effectiveness
	Negative
	Experts say this policy has little effect on greenhouse gases emissions.

	Require businesses to provide more information about their products’ climate impact.
	Effectiveness
	Negative
	Experts say this policy has little effect on greenhouse gases emissions.

	Subsidize electric vehicle purchases.
	Fairness
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is unfair.

	Increase taxes on imported food which could be farmed locally.
	Corruption
	Negative
	Experts say this policy creates new opportunities for corruption.

	Subsidize purchases of more energy-efficient home appliances.
	Fairness
	Positive
	Experts say this policy has the merit of being fair.

	Pay farmers for land use that increases carbon storage in the soil.
	Environment
	Positive
	Experts say this policy is good for the natural environment.

	Fund the installation of more electric vehicle charging stations.
	Household cost
	Positive
	Experts say this policy reduces costs for households.

	Remove subsidies for carbon-intensive construction.
	Corruption
	Positive
	Experts say this policy has merit of not being vulnerable to corruption.

	Require electricity companies to use more solar energy.
	Fairness
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is unfair.

	Subsidize electricity generation from wind power.
	Environment
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is harmful to the natural environment.

	Provide subsidies for fossil fuel companies to produce clean alternative energy.
	Corruption
	Negative
	Experts say this policy creates new opportunities for corruption.

	Fund research into new ways to block heat from the sun from reaching the earth.
	Fairness
	Positive
	Experts say this policy has the merit of being fair.

	Require businesses to capture and store their carbon emissions.
	Fairness
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is unfair.

	Require farmers use alternative feeds (like seaweed) to reduce their emissions.
	Environment
	Positive
	Experts say this policy is good for the natural environment.

	Set strict CO2 limits on power plants that use oil and coal.
	Effectiveness
	Positive
	Experts say this policy significantly reduces greenhouse gas emissions.

	Tax the sale of meat.
	Household cost
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is costly for households.

	Require electricity companies to use more wind power.
	Corruption
	Positive
	Experts say this policy has merit of not being vulnerable to corruption.

	Increase taxes on aviation fuel.
	Effectiveness
	Positive
	Experts say this policy significantly reduces greenhouse gas emissions.

	Use technical processes to capture carbon from the air.
	Environment
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is harmful to the natural environment.

	Fund small scale solar farms for rural communities.
	Environment
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is harmful to the natural environment.

	Increase taxes on gasoline and diesel.
	Household cost
	Negative
	Experts say this policy is costly for households.
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