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REPORT

Spring 2023 a survey to a representative sample of the population in Finland,
Norway, Poland and Romania, were undertaken. The survey contained several
experiments and in this report the results of the check of the randomization of
treatments are presented. The main conclusion is that the randomization has
worked well.
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Introduction

Within the present study there were used several experimental questions to examine if there
are treatments effects. The experiment is conducted so that treatments are randomized into
the sample of respondents which should result in an equal distribution of respondents and
respondent characteristics within each treatment group. To test the randomization of the
treatments that the respondents have received a descriptive analysis for six demographic
variables is undertaken, including Gender, Age, Presence of a Partner, No. of Children,
Education, and Income. The randomization check is done for each individual country and for
the total sample on the number of respondents (N) and the share of respondents (%). T-test
and ANOVA analysis have been undertaken to examine if there are significant discrepancies
between the treatment groups.
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Randomization analysis
Table 1: Total sample

Q6A1  Q6A2  Q9B1  Q9B2  QI5C1 QI15C2  QI15C3  QI15C4 Q22D1  Q22D2  Q23E1  Q23E2  Q23E3 Q281 Q282 Q283 Q284

Gender
Men 984 1015 981 1018 494 526 477 502
49.2 50.8 49.1 50.9 49.2 52.2 47.9 50.6
Women 1018 983 1019 982 511 481 519 490
50.8 49.2 51.0 49.1 50.8 47.8 52.1 49.4
Age
Young 528*** 602%** 574 556 276 283 289 282
26.4 30.1 28.7 27.8 275 28.1 29.0 28.4
Adult 1100%** | 1006*** 1058 1048 540 528 514 524
54.9 50.4 52.9 52.4 53.7 52.4 51.6 52.8
Old 374%* 390%** 368 396 189 196 193 186
18.7 19.5 18.4 19.8 18.8 19.5 19.4 18.8
Presence of a Partner
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56.5 55.1 54.8 56.9 57.0 555 525 58.2
No 871 897 905** 863** 432 448 473 415
43.5 44.9 45.3 43.2 43.0 44.5 47.5 41.8
Children
No 1116%** | 1187*** 1170* 1133* 553 584 601 565
55.7 59.4 58.5 56.7 55.0 58.0 60.3 57.0
Yes 886*** 811*** 830* 867* 452 423 395 427
44.3 40.6 41.5 43.4 45.0 42.0 39.7 43.0
Education
Low 930 966 943 953 477 458 490 471
46.5 48.3 47.2 47.7 475 455 49.2 47.5
High 1058 1018 1042 1034 523 540 499 514
52.8 51.0 52.1 51.7 52.0 53.6 50.1 51.8
Income
Low 622 636 624 634 317 309 306 326
32.6 334 32.6 334 329 322 32.3 34.6
Middle 855 895 884 866 446 457 439 408
44.9 46.9 46.2 45.6 46.3 47.7 46.4 43.3
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High 363 311 338 336 175 161 158 180

19.0 16.3 17.7 17.7 18.2 16.8 16.7 19.1

Note: *p=.05; **p<.01; and ***p<.001
T-test — for Q6; Q9; Q22; ANOVA — for Q15; Q23; Q28

A total of six treatment groups in which there are significant differences on demographic variables (marked in bold in table 1) of which two are on the margin of what is relevant to report. This includes Question 9,
treatment groups vary on age and number of children (p<.001). Question 15 treatment groups vary on age (p<.05). Question 22, treatment groups vary on presence of partner (p<.01), and number of children
(p=.05). Question 23 varies on gender (p<.01).

Table 2: Poland sample

Q6A1  Q6A2  Q9B1  Q9B2 QI5C1 QI5C2 QI5C3  Q15C4 Q22D1 Q2202 Q23El  Q23E2  Q23E3 Q281 Q282 Q283 Q284

N N N N N N N N
% % % % % % % %
Gender
Men 249 251 253 247 128 127 120 125
49.6 50.4 50.6 49.4 514 50.8 48.0 49.8
Women 253 247 247 253 121 123 130 126
50.4 49.6 49.4 50.6 48.6 49.2 52.0 50.2
Age
Young 142 148 142 148 72 71 78 69
28.3 29.7 28.4 29.6 28.9 28.4 31.2 27.5
Adult 276 261 272 265 134 136 132 135
55.0 52.4 54.4 53.0 53.8 54.4 52.8 53.8
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Old 84 89 86 87 43 43 40 47
16.7 17.9 17.2 17.4 17.3 17.2 16.0 18.7
Presence of a Partner
Yes 331 335 318%** 168 176 154 168
65.9 67.3 63.6 67.5 70.4 61.6 66.9
No 171 163 182%** 81 74 96 83
34.1 32.7 36.4 325 29.6 38.4 33.1
Children
No 235 251 240 246 110 127 132 117
46.8 50.4 48.0 49.2 44.2 50.8 52.8 46.6
Yes 267 247 260 254 139 123 118 134
53.2 49.6 52.0 50.8 55.8 49.2 47.2 53.4
Education
Low 268** 296** 285 279 148 136 142 138
53.4 59.4 57.0 55.8 59.4 54.4 56.8 55.0
High 233** 200** 214 219 101 114 106 112
46.4 40.2 42.8 43.8 40.6 45.6 42.4 44.6
Income
Low 130 128 131 127 64 62 58 74
25.9 25.7 26.2 25.4 25.7 24.8 23.2 29.5
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Middle 280 288 279 289 142 154 141 131
55.8 57.8 55.8 57.8 57.0 61.6 56.4 52.2

High 62 54 60 56 35 18 32 31
12.4 10.8 12.0 11.2 14.1 7.2 12.8 12.4

Note: *p<.05; **p<.01; and ***p<.001

T-test — for Q6; Q9; Q22; ANOVA — for Q15; Q23; Q28

A total of three treatment groups in which there are significant differences on demographic variables (marked in bold in table 2) of which two are on the margin of what is relevant to report. This includes Question
6 and Question 22 treatment groups vary on presence of partner (p<. 05 and p<.001respectively). Question 9 treatment groups vary on education (p <.01)

Table 3: Norway sample

Q6A1 Q6A2 Q9B1 Q9B2 Q15C1 Q15C2 Q15C3 Q15C4 Q22D1 Q22D2 Q28-1 Q28-2 Q28-3 Q28-4
N N N N N N N N
% % % % % % % %
Gender
Men 249 250 249 250 119* 140* 111* 129*
49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 47.6 56.2 44.2 51.6
Women 250 251 250 251 131* 109* 140* 121*
50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 52.4 43.8 55.8 48.4
Age
Young 150 148 156 142 73 75 64 86
30.1 29.5 31.3 28.3 29.2 30.1 25.5 344
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Adult 262 253 259 256 131 119 140 125
52.5 50.5 51.9 511 52.4 47.8 55.8 50.0
Old 87 100 84 103 46 55 a7 39
17.4 20.0 16.8 20.6 18.4 22.1 18.7 15.6
Presence of a Partner
Yes 256 227 238 245 122 115 112 134
51.3 45.3 47.7 48.9 48.8 46.2 44.6 53.6
No 243 274 261 256 128 134 139 116
48.7 54.7 52.3 51.1 51.2 53.8 55.4 46.4
Children
No 305%** 329%* 325* 309* 152 161 163 158
61.1 65.7 65.1 61.7 60.8 64.7 64.9 63.2
Yes 194%* 172%+* 174* 192* 98 88 88 92
38.9 34.3 34.9 38.3 39.2 35.3 35.1 36.8
Education
Low 219 238 231 226 119 114 116 108
43.9 47.5 46.3 45.1 47.6 45.8 46.2 43.2
High 272 256 261 267 128 130 131 139
54.5 51.1 52.3 53.3 51.2 52.2 52.2 55.6
Income
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165

32.9

193

38.5

Low 136
27.3

Middle 171
34.3

High 126
25.3

78

15.6

Note: *p<.05; **p<.01; and ***p<.001

T-test — for Q6; Q9; Q22; ANOVA — for Q15; Q23; Q28

150 151
30.1 30.1
183 181
36.7 36.1

99 105
19.8 21.0

73 78 79 71
29.2 313 315 28.4
100 93 84 87
40.0 37.3 33.5 34.8

51 46 44 63
20.4 18.5 17.5 25.2

A total of six treatment groups in which there are significant differences on demographic variables (marked in bold in table 3) of which five are on the margin of what is relevant to report. This includes Question 6
(p=. 05), Question 9 (p<. 001) and Question 22 (p<. 05) treatment groups vary on number of children (p<. 05). Question 15 (p<.05) and Question 25 (p<.05) treatment groups vary on gender (p<.05), Lastly, the

results vary for income on Question 23 (p<.05).

Table 4: Finland sample

Q9B2  Q15C1 Q15C2 QI15C3  Q15C4

N

%

262***

52.6

Q6A1 Q6A2 Q9B1
N
%
Gender
Men 238***
47.4
Women 264***
52.6

236**+*

47.4

Q22D1  Q22D2
N N
% %
239 261
478 52.2
261 239
52.2 478

Q23E1  Q23E2 Q23E3 Q281 Q282 Q283 Q284
N N N N
% % % %
130 127 121 122
50.6 49.2 49.6 50.6
127 131 123 119
49.4 50.8 50.4 49.4
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Age
Young 123 139 130 132 65 68 68 61
24.5 27.9 26.0 26.4 25.3 26.4 27.9 25.3
Adult 262 241 256 247 136 134 113 120
52.2 48.4 51.2 49.4 52.9 51.9 46.3 49.8
Old 117 118 114 121 56 56 63 60
23.3 23.7 22.8 24.2 21.8 21.7 25.8 24.9
Presence of a Partner
Yes 214 219 218 215 107 122 96 108
42.6 44.0 43.6 43.0 41.6 47.3 39.3 44.8
No 288 279 282 285 150 136 148 133
57.4 56.0 56.4 57.0 58.4 52.7 60.7 55.2
Children
No 336** 346** 338 344 182 159 173 168
66.9 69.5 67.6 68.8 70.8 61.6 70.9 69.7
Yes 166** 152* 162 156 75 99 71 73
33.1 30.5 32.4 31.2 29.2 38.4 29.1 30.3
Education
Low 231 221 216 236 109 106 122 115
46.0 44.4 43.2 47.2 42.4 41.1 50.0 47.7
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High 271 276 284 263 147 152 122 126

54.0 55.4 56.8 52.6 57.2 58.9 50.0 52.3
Income

Low 213 181 193 201 110 96 92 96
42.4 36.3 38.6 40.2 42.8 37.2 37.7 39.8

Middle 186 197 207 176 96 98 104 85
37.1 39.6 41.4 35.2 37.4 38.0 42.6 35.3

High 62 75 63 74 29 42 30 36
12.4 15.1 12.6 14.8 11.3 16.3 12.3 14.9

Note: *p<.05; **p<.01; and ***p<.001
T-test — for Q6; Q9; Q22; ANOVA — for Q15; Q23; Q28

A total of two treatment groups in which there are significant differences on demographic variables (marked in bold in table 4). This includes Question 9 for gender (p<. 001) and no. of children (p<. 01). Nevertheless,
additionally we can point out that in the case of Q28 for Gender and Presence of partner, we can notice a higher discrepancy in the number of respondents for each of the treatments, even though the analysis did
not highlight it as significant.

Table 5: Romania sample

Q6A1  Q6A2  Q9B1  Q9B2 QI5C1 QI15C2 Q15C3 Q15C4 Q22D1  Q22D2 Q23El  Q23E2  Q23E3 Q281 Q282 Q283 Q284

N N N N N N N N
% % % % % % % %
Gender
Men 248 252 240 260 117 132 125 126
49.7 50.3 47.9 52.1 47.0 52.8 49.8 50.4
Women 251 249 261 239 132 118 126 124
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Age
Young 113%+* 167*+* 146 134 66 69 79 66
22.6 33.3 29.1 26.9 26.5 27.6 315 26.4
Adult 300*** 2571%** 271 280 139 139 129 144
60.1 50.1 54.1 56.1 55.8 55.6 51.4 57.6
Old 86*** 83**x 84 85 44 42 43 40
17.2 16.6 16.8 17.0 17.7 16.8 17.1 16.0
Presence of a Partner
Yes 330 320 321 329 176* 146* 161* 167*
66.1 63.9 64.1 65.9 70.7 58.4 64.1 66.8
No 169 181 180 170 73* 104* 90* 83*
33.9 36.1 35.9 34.1 29.3 41.6 35.9 33.2
Children
No 240 261 267 234 109 137 133 122
48.1 52.1 53.3 46.9 43.8 54.8 53.0 48.8
Yes 259 240 234 265 140 113 118 128
51.9 47.9 46.7 53.1 56.2 45.2 47.0 51.2
Education
Low 212 211 211 212 101 102 110 110
42.5 42.1 42.1 42.5 40.6 40.8 43.8 44.0
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High 282 286 283 285 147 144 140 137

56.5 57.1 56.5 57.1 59.0 57.6 55.8 54.8
Income

Low 143 162 150 155 70 73 77 85
28.7 32.3 29.9 311 28.1 29.2 30.7 34.0

Middle 218 217 215 220 108 112 110 105
43.7 43.3 42.9 44.1 43.4 44.8 43.8 42.0

High 113 104 116 101 60 55 52 50
22.6 20.8 23.2 20.2 24.1 22.0 20.7 20.0

Note: *p<.05; **p<.01; and ***p=.001
T-test — for Q6; Q9; Q22; ANOVA — for Q15; Q23; Q28

A total of eight treatment groups in which there are significant differences on demographic variables (marked in bold in table 5). This includes Question 6 for ager (p<. 001), presence of partner (p<. 05) and education
(p=. 05). Also, Q9 (p<. 001) and Q15 (p<. 05) for age. The analysis also highlighted Q23 for gender (p<. 05) and presence of partner (p<. 05). In the case of Q28, presence of partner had a p value of <. 05. Lastly,
we can point out also that in the case of Q23 for Education, we can notice a higher discrepancy in the number of respondents for each of the treatments even though the analysis did not highlight it as significant.
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