Appendix 1. Arabic versions of question wording and
their English translations

1) Trust (generalized) AB III, AB V:

oSa ¥ Tl Sl st gl oKe e ole K
[ERPoRE-

In general, can the majority of people be trusted or not. Can
you trust them? (Read)

WVS 6, WVS 7:
D318 1w Jaladl) 3 ol il it
In general, do you think that most people can be trusted, or
do you need extreme caution in dealing with people? (Read)

In both questions the same word ath-thiga (something in
between confidence and trust in English) is used in both)

2) Trust to police AB III, AB V:

o ol bl o ey a5l e
all pll eVl Basly 8 3 55 e gl )
Wil sl a8l 558 2o

I will name a group of institutions, and I would like you to
tell me how much you trust each one: Public Security the
police. Lebanon: The Internal Security Forces the police
WVS 6, WVS 7:

A & W QL....WSM o0 b& RAEEY) Lfi J
PG s Y el @ Ll e @ Ll e
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To what extent do you trust each of the following institu-
tions?Too much trust, too much confidence, or too little trust,
or you never trust it, to what extent do you trust the follow-
ing institutions? To the researcher: You ask the listed items
in the same way: the police Again, the same keywords, ath-
thiga (trust or confidence) and asshurta (police) are used in
both questions

3) University education is more important for boys:

ABIII, AB V: . .

DUl gmald | dladl e oal 330 mald] ot

University education for boys is more impor.fant than univer-

sity education for girls
WVS 6, WVS 7:

University education is more important for a boy than a girl

These two questions look almost identical in terms of
wording and gist

4) Men are better political leaders
ABIII, AB V:

oo Aeled) B3 Sy sl Jlo ) ke daa
s Ll
In general, men are better at political leadership than women
WVS 6, WVS 7:
In general, a man is better as a political leader than a woman
These two questions are also very similar in wording

Appendix 2. Detailed description of analytic strategy

First step. Analytically, first, we compare the univari-
ate distributions of the four attitudes between the AB and the
WVS (cf. Brown, Micklewright, Schnepf, and Waldmann,
2007; Hayford and Morgan, 2008; Kieffer, 2010; Vanden-
plas and Lipps, 2014). For each issue in each country, we as-
sess the comparability of a) average support (non-statistically
significant differences in mean values); and b) diversity in
stances (non-statistically significant differences in standard-
ized Simpson’s D values) (Simpson, 1949). We then assess
the magnitude of differences between the AB and the WVS
data, using Duncan’s Dissimilarity Index (DDI), which runs
from 0, indicating the distributions are completely equal, to
1, indicating all respondents have to change their answers
to achieve equality between the WVS and the AB (Duncan
and Duncan, 1955; see also Ortmanns and Schneider, 2016;
Schneider, 2009). Next, our multivariate analyses address
whether relations between demographics and the four atti-
tudes differ between the AB and the WVS. Similarity in re-
lations is pivotal, because public opinion scholars are often
more interested in multivariate relations than in univariate
descriptives. We focus on relations with demographics be-
cause demographics represent important societal divisions
and are often included in public opinion scholars’ models.
Additionally, demographics probably suffer less from survey
error, for instance due to less socially desirable answering
and lower cognitive strain on respondents. Analytically, we
estimate regression analyses using gender, age, educational
attainment, marital status, and employment status as predic-
tors, and the attitudes as the dependent variables. We in-
clude a moderation term with survey type (WVS, coded 0,
or AB, coded 1) that shows whether a certain demographic
has a significantly different effect on a particular attitude in
the AB than in the WVS (see also Glas, Spierings, Lubbers,
and Scheepers, 2019; Kahn, Kalsbeek, and Hofferth, 1988;
Swicegood, Morgan, and Rindfuss, 1984).



Second step. In the second step, we re-estimate the
DDIs and regression models on AB and WVS samples that
have been made equal by weighing them by each other. We
weighted the AB data by the WVS demographic distribu-
tions (although for our purposes it in fact does not matter
which survey is weighted by which one, because we are not
trying to approximate the “most like the population” sam-
ple, but an intersurvey equal sample). We cannot stress that
point enough; we are not using weights in the conventional
sense to let our surveys approximate the “real” populations
in Arab countries. Our weights do not show that at all. The
reason we weigh our surveys is to let them approximate not
the “actual” Arab populations, but each other. We weighted
the AB surveys so that their combinations of gender * age
* education * marital status * employment status (48 strata)
are the same as the WVS’s combinations of gender * age *
education * marital status * employment status (again, ob-
viously, 48 strata). Gender here distinguishes between two
categories: men and women. Age is categorized in three cat-
egories: under 30, 30 to 49, and 50 and over. Education is
dichotomized: secondary or lower versus tertiary. Marital
status is also dichotomized: married versus single or other.
Employment status refers to employed versus nonemployed.

Democracy index. The extent to which a particular
Arab country in a particular year is democratic was mea-
sured by Freedom House’s Democracy Index. The values
of this index for our sample are: Algeria *13-’14 5,5; Egypt
13 5; Egypt "18 6; Iraq *13 6; Iraq °18 5,5; Jordan *13-’14
5,5; Jordan *18 5; Kuwait *14 5; Lebanon *13 4,5; Lebanon
18 5; Libya 14 4,5; Morocco ’11-’13 4,5; Palestine " 12-’13
5,75; Tunisia *13 3,5; Tunisia *18-"19 2,5; Yemen ’13-’14
6. Because in this index, higher scores indicate less democ-
racy, we reversed them to ease intuitive interpretations of our
analyses.
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