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Supplementary Table S1
Self–other comparisons not reported in the main text
	Comparison
	Self M (SD)
	Other M (SD)
	Difference [95% CI]
	t(df)
	dz

	Anticipated reaction to NHI confirmation
(referent: close circle)
	4.69 (0.68)
	3.90 (0.97)
	0.79 
[0.75, 0.83]
	36.80 (1,792)
	0.87

	Perceived threat of the releases
(referent: close circle)
	1.70 (0.99)
	1.51 (0.81)
	0.19 
[0.15, 0.23]
	9.57
(1,792)
	0.23

	Perceived threat, exposed circles only
(n = 1,367)
	1.75
(1.01)
	1.58
(0.85)
	0.17
[0.13, 0.22]
	7.54
(1,366)
	0.20



Note. All differences p < .001. The threat comparison reverses direction relative to the other two: participants rated themselves as perceiving more threat than they attributed to their close circle. Because 426 participants reported that their circle had not heard of the releases yet still rated that circle, the threat comparison is repeated on the 1,367 whose circle had been exposed. Effect sizes across rows are not directly comparable, since the readiness item uses the general public as referent and the others the close circle.


Supplementary Table S2
Multiplicity correction and estimator robustness
	Check
	Result

	Benjamini-Hochberg correction across 105 coefficient tests
	34 coefficients significant at p < .05; 
27 survive at q < .05

	Coefficients failing correction
	Years engaged (disclosure preference, q = .123); science-fiction consumption (NHI threat q = .133; release threat q = .061); 
UAP content seeking (NHI threat q = .065; 
own readiness q = .086; readiness gap q = .053); male (own readiness, q = .145)

	Own readiness: OLS vs ordinal logistic
	6 of 7 predictors recovered, all signs identical; only the gender term fails to replicate

	Own readiness: OLS vs top-box binary logistic
	Same 6 predictors recovered

	Disclosure preference and anticipated NHI reaction
	All signs preserved; the ordinal model additionally detects disclosure engagement and UAP seeking in the disclosure model

	Maximum variance inflation factor across all seven models
	1.94



Note. Ordinal logistic and top-box binary logistic models were fitted as replications rather than replacements, because ordinary least squares assumes an interval outcome and 87.79% of the sample used the maximum on own readiness. Agreement across estimators indicates the linear coefficients are conservative rather than misleading. All models in this table were estimated in IBM SPSS Statistics 29; the syntax and full output are deposited with the data. These analyses were not part of the registered analysis plan and are exploratory.


Supplementary Table S3
Themes referenced in the two open-response items
	Theme
	n
	%

	Greatest concern if NHI were officially confirmed (n = 1,466)
	
	

	Government concealment or partial truth
	317
	21.62

	NHI intentions, motives or hostility
	209
	14.26

	Scientific verification or technological implications
	124
	8.46

	No concern or positive anticipation
	114
	7.78

	Military response, security or weaponisation
	78
	5.32

	Societal panic, disorder or public reaction
	75
	5.12

	Religious or spiritual upheaval
	74
	5.05

	Manipulation, false flag or disinformation
	57
	3.89

	Economic or market disruption
	29
	1.98

	Existential meaning or human status
	23
	1.57

	Prior contact, treaties or historical dealings
	23
	1.57

	No theme detected
	539
	36.77

	Opinions on the PURSUE releases (n = 1,283)
	
	

	Demand for more, faster or complete release
	229
	17.85

	Positive appraisal or progress
	203
	15.82

	Insufficient or underwhelming evidence
	133
	10.37

	Transparency and public trust
	117
	9.12

	Public preparedness, education or acclimatisation
	105
	8.18

	Demand for physical evidence, craft or biologics
	99
	7.72

	Continued concealment or distrust of government
	68
	5.30

	Political motivation or distraction
	32
	2.49

	Authenticity concerns including AI fabrication
	7
	0.55

	No theme detected
	534
	41.62



Note. Coding is non-exclusive, so percentages do not sum to 100 and a response may carry several themes. Dictionaries cover English, Portuguese, Spanish and French stems and were developed iteratively against uncoded residuals before any inferential analysis. Because a keyword dictionary misses paraphrase, these are detection rates and lower bounds on true prevalence, not prevalences; differences smaller than a few percentage points should not be interpreted. Respondents to these optional items had lower institutional trust and higher portal engagement than non-respondents (all p < .01). Validity contrasts: participants referencing concealment reported lower institutional trust (M = 1.80 vs 2.02, d = −0.22) and stronger disclosure preference (M = 4.95 vs 4.87, d = 0.18); those referencing NHI intentions rated the releases (d = 0.25) and hypothetical confirmation (d = 0.26) as more threatening. These support the precision of the codes, not their recall. Independent human coding with a reliability statistic is required before these detection rates can carry more weight.



Supplementary Table S4
Key results by country of residence and gender
	Measure
	US (n = 946)
	Non-US (n = 847)
	Men (n = 1,386)
	Women (n = 387)

	Readiness asymmetry, dz
	1.10
	1.15
	1.11
	1.16

	“Much more” release (%)
	93.02
	91.38
	91.92
	93.80

	Funding support, 4–5 (%)
	89.22
	90.20
	89.90
	89.41

	Stigma endorsed, 4–5 (%)
	83.83
	84.30
	84.63
	82.95

	Releases threat, M (SD)
	1.73 (1.00)
	1.66 (0.97)
	1.71 (1.00)
	1.65 (0.94)

	Curiosity, 4–5 (%)
	67.23
	76.74
	69.91
	77.78

	Fear, 4–5 (%)
	1.80
	2.01
	1.88
	2.07

	r stigma–funding
	.346
	.267
	.349
	.156

	r gap–disclosure
	−.124
	−.030
	−.070
	−.210



Note. All four paired readiness comparisons p < .001 (t = 33.77, 33.61, 41.49 and 22.81). Gender columns cover the 1,773 participants identifying as male or female. The gap–preference association remains small in every subgroup (largest r = −.21 among women, 4.4% of variance) and in the predicted direction, so the H2 conclusion is unchanged; it is non-significant outside the US (p = .383).



Supplementary Table S5
Outcomes by self-reported UAP witnessing
	Outcome
	Non-witness M
	Witness M
	Welch t (df)
	p
	d

	Belief that NHI exists
	4.46
	4.78
	−10.65 (1735.1)
	<.001
	−0.48

	Institutional trust
	2.08
	1.89
	3.92 (1420.1)
	<.001
	0.19

	Own readiness
	4.81
	4.89
	−3.42 (1714.1)
	<.001
	−0.16

	NHI confirmation threat
	1.76
	1.64
	2.68 (1386.0)
	.007
	0.13

	Releases threat
	1.67
	1.75
	−1.62 (1330.0)
	.107
	−0.08

	Disclosure preference
	4.87
	4.91
	−1.85 (1570.1)
	.065
	−0.09

	Stigma perception
	4.26
	4.33
	−1.53 (1479.0)
	.126
	−0.07

	Support for public funding
	4.60
	4.60
	-0.08 (1414.6)
	.939
	0.00



Note. Witness denotes a rating of 4 or 5 on the witnessing certainty item (n = 682, 38.04%); all others form the comparison group (n = 1,111). Welch's t; Cohen's d on the pooled standard deviation. Witnesses believed more, trusted less, felt readier and appraised hypothetical confirmation as less threatening, but did not differ on the two policy outcomes or on perceived stigma.




Supplementary Methods
Appendix A – Survey

A Survey on Public Attitudes Toward the PURSUE UAP Records Release
 
Welcome and thank you for participating in this research study.

Background: In 2026, the U.S. Department of War (DOW), with support from the Office of the Director of National Intelligence (ODNI), began an unprecedented effort to find, review, declassify, and publicly release unresolved UAP-related records across the federal government — an initiative known as PURSUE.

Purpose: This survey examines public attitudes toward Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena (UAPs) (previously referred to as UFOs) and Non-Human Intelligence (NHI) (e.g., extraterrestrial life or what/who is flying the UAPs). UAPs are currently classified as objects or events that have been observed but cannot be readily explained, while NHI is speculated to exist but has not officially been confirmed.
 
Structure: The survey includes 34 closed-ended questions and 2 optional open-ended questions.
Time: Approximately 12 minutes.
 
Researchers:
· Dr. Omer Eldadi, Reichman University
· Prof. Gershon Tenenbaum, Reichman University
· Dr. Jennice Vilhauer, Independent Researcher
· Dr. Timothy Lomas, Harvard University
· Dr. Daniel Stubbings, Cardiff Metropolitan University
· Prof. Gabriel G. De la Torre, Cádiz University
· Prof. Thomas Rabeyron, Université Lumière Lyon 2
· Dr. Michael Shermer, Independent Researcher
· Prof. Abraham Loeb, Harvard University

Your participation is voluntary and anonymous. You may withdraw at any time. There are no known risks associated with this study.
By clicking "Next" (the blue arrow), you consent to participate in this study.




1. In which country do you currently reside?

2. How old are you?

3. How do you describe yourself?
	1
		2
	3
	4

	Male
	Female
	Non-binary/third gender
	Prefer not to say


4. What is your religion?

5. What is the highest level of education you have completed?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Graduate or professional degree (MA, MS, MBA, PhD, Law Degree, Medical Degree etc)
	University bachelor’s degree
	Secondary
	Primary
	Other



6. What is your profession?

7. How would you describe your level of engagement with science-related topics?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Extremely engaged
	very engaged
	Moderately engaged
	Slightly engaged
	Not engaged at all



8. To what extent do you feel comfortable with uncertainty?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Extremely
	Considerably
	Moderately
	Slightly
	Not at all



9. To what extent do you see yourself as skeptical in relation to phenomena that are not currently accepted within mainstream science?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Extremely
	Considerably 
	Moderately
	Slightly
	Not at all



10. To what extent do you trust institutions (government, scientific) to tell the truth about significant discoveries in relation to phenomena that are not currently accepted within mainstream science?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Extremely
	Considerably
	Moderately
	Slightly
	Not at all



11. How much time do you spend consuming science fiction content (movies, TV shows, books)
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Over 5 hours weekly  
	3-5 hours weekly  
	1-2 hours weekly  
	Less than 1 hour weekly  
	None  



12. How much time do you spend on social media platforms daily?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	More than 6 hours a day  
	4-6 hours a day  
	2-4 hours a day  
	1-2 hours a day  
	0-1 hours a day  



13. Q13 When did you first become engaged with UFOs/UAP information?

14. How much time do you spend seeking out or encountering content about UFOs/UAPs?
	5
		4
	3
	2
	1

	Over 5 hours weekly  
	3-5 hours weekly  
	1-2 hours weekly  
	Less than 1 hour weekly  
	None  





15. How engaged are you with official U.S. government UAP disclosure efforts more broadly (congressional hearings, ODNI/AARO reports, official record releases)?
Extremely engaged (you have watched every hearing and read every official report) (5)
Very engaged (you have watched several hearings and/or read most official reports) (4)
Moderately engaged (you have watched one hearing and/or read one or more official reports) (3)
Slightly engaged (you have seen clips of hearings and/or excerpts from one or more official reports) (2)
Not engaged at all (you have not seen clips of hearings nor read any official reports) (1)

16. How engaged have you been with the UAP records portal (war.gov/ufo) released by the U.S. Department of War this year?
Extremely engaged (checking the portal every day) (5)
Very engaged (checking the portal a few times every week) (4)
Moderately engaged (checking the portal a few times in total) (3)
Slightly engaged (checking the portal once) (2)
Not engaged at all (never checking it) (1)

17. To what extent have the people closest to you (family and close friends) seen or heard about the recent UAP releases from the PURSUE records portal (war.gov/ufo)?
To a great extent (5) 
Considerably (4) 
Moderately (3) 
Slightly (2) 
Didn't hear about it (1) 


18. To what extent do you believe that non-human intelligence (e.g., extraterrestrial intelligent life) exists?
Definitely exists  (5) 
Probably exists  (4) 
Uncertain / Don't know  (3) 
Probably does not exist  (2) 
Definitely does not exist  (1) 


19. What were YOUR reactions to the recent PURSUE UAP releases by the U.S. Department of War in 2026 (war.gov/ufo)?

	
	Very much (5)
	Considerably (4)
	Moderately (3)
	Slightly
(2)
	Not at all
(1)

	Awe 
	
	
	
	
	

	Happiness / Excitement
	
	
	
	
	

	Curiosity
	
	
	
	
	

	Surprise
	
	
	
	
	

	Indifference
	
	
	
	
	

	Fear / Threat
	
	
	
	
	

	Anger / Frustration 
	
	
	
	
	

	Skepticism / Doubt
	
	
	
	
	




20. Overall, how would you describe the reaction of the people closest to you (family and close friends) to the recent PURSUE UAP releases by the U.S. Department of War in 2026 (war.gov/ufo)?
Very positive (5) 
Somewhat positive (4) 
Neutral / Indifferent (3) 
Somewhat negative (2) 
Very negative (1) 

21. To what extent do you perceive the information in the PURSUE releases as a threat to national security? 
Extremely threatening  (5) 
Very threatening  (4) 
Moderately threatening  (3) 
Slightly threatening  (2)
Not at all threatening  (1) 

22. To what extent did the people closest to you (family and close friends) perceive the information in the PURSUE releases as a threat to national security? 
Extremely threatening (5) 
Very threatening (4) 
Moderately threatening (3) 
Slightly threatening (2) 
Not at all threatening (1)

23. How ready do you feel to encounter more complex or challenging UAP-related evidence (e.g., classified sensor data, technical analyses, biological findings)?
Completely ready  (5) 
Mostly ready  (4) 
Somewhat ready  (3) 
Slightly ready  (2) 
Not ready at all  (1) 

24. How ready do you think the general public is to encounter more complex or challenging UAP-related evidence (e.g., classified sensor data, technical analyses, biological findings)?
Completely ready  (5) 
Mostly ready  (4) 
Somewhat ready  (3) 
Slightly ready  (2) 
Not ready at all  (1) 

25. Do you think the U.S. government should release more or less UAP-related information to the public?
Much more  (5) 
Somewhat more  (4) 
The current amount is right  (3) 
Somewhat less  (2) 
Much less  (1) 

26. How would you feel if there was official confirmation of Non-Human Intelligence (NHI)?
Very positive  (5) 
Somewhat positive  (4) 
Neutral / Indifferent  (3) 
Somewhat negative  (2) 
Very negative  (1) 

27. How would your close circle feel if there was official confirmation of NHI?
Very positive  (5) 
Somewhat positive  (4) 
Neutral / Indifferent  (3) 
Somewhat negative  (2) 
Very negative  (1) 

28. How threatening would you perceive the official confirmation of NHI to be?
Extremely threatening (5) 
Very threatening (4) 
Moderately threatening (3) 
Slightly threatening (2) 
Not at all threatening (1) 

29. How much do you believe the confirmation of NHI would affect your life?
Extremely  (5) 
Very much  (4) 
Moderately  (3) 
Slightly  (2) 
Not at all  (1) 

30. Would the confirmation of NHI cause you to question your religious beliefs?
Extremely (5) 
Very much (4) 
Moderately (3) 
Slightly (2) 
Not at all (1) 
Not applicable. I do not hold religious beliefs (0)


31. How much do you support or oppose the government funding scientific research to investigate UAPs?
Strongly support  (5) 
Somewhat support  (4) 
Neither  (3) 
Somewhat oppose  (2) 
Strongly oppose  (1) 

32. To what extent do you believe that social stigma discourages scientists from researching UAPs?
Extremely (5) 
Considerably (4) 
Moderately (3) 
Slightly (2) 
Not at all (1) 

33. Have you personally witnessed what you believe to be a genuine UAP?
Yes, absolutely certain  (5) 
Yes, fairly certain  (4) 
Unsure — possibly  (3) 
Probably not  (2) 
Definitely not  (1) 



34. Have you personally interacted with a form of non-human intelligence (NHI) associated with UAP (e.g., an extraterrestrial being)?
Yes, absolutely certain (5) 
Yes, fairly certain (4) 
Unsure, possibly (3) 
Probably not (2) 
Definitely not (1) 


35. Optional: If the U.S. government officially confirmed the existence of Non-Human Intelligence (NHI), what would concern you the most? Why?
________________________________________________________________________________

36. Optional: Please freely share your opinions about the release of the PURSUE files:
________________________________________________________________________________


Debrief:
Thank you for participating in this study.

Your responses have been recorded.
We can now share the full purpose of this research. This study examined how members of the public perceive and evaluate the recent PURSUE UAP records released by the U.S. Department of War. Specifically, we investigated how individual differences including prior engagement with UAP-related content, relate to people's reactions to official UAP disclosure materials.
Understanding these psychological factors is important because governments are increasingly releasing previously classified UAP-related information, and very little empirical research has examined how the public actually processes and responds to such disclosures.

Your responses are anonymous and will contribute to a peer-reviewed publication.
If you have any questions, please contact: 
omer.eldadi@post.runi.ac.il
