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Abstract

The most promising way to prevent the explosive spread of COVID-19 infection is to achieve herd
immunity through vaccination. It is therefore important to motivate those who are less willing to be
vaccinated. To address this issue, we conducted an online survey of 6232 Japanese people to
investigate age- and gender- dependent differences in attitudes towards COVID-19 vaccination and
the underlying psychological processes. We asked participants to read one of nine different messages
about COVID-19 vaccination and rate their willingness to be vaccinated. We also collected their 17
social personality trait scores and demographic information. We found that males 10-20 years old
showed the minimum willingness to be vaccinated. We also found that prosocial traits are the driving
force for young people, but the motivation in older people also depends on risk aversion and self-
interest. Furthermore, an analysis of 9 different messages demonstrated that for young people
(particularly males), the message emphasizing the majority’s intention to vaccinate and scientific
evidence for the safety of the vaccination had the strongest positive effect on the willingness to be
vaccinated, suggesting that the herding effect arising from the “majority + scientific evidence”
message nudges young people to show their prosocial nature in action.
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Figure S1. Subjective evaluation of messages.

The percentage of people who scored in each of the seven subjective ratings (responsibleness, empathy,
peer pressure, repulsed, uncomfortable, stimulating, and memorable) by gender and age are shown.
Feelings of responsibility were lower among men in their 10-20s in response to nudge 2 (p = 4.9 x10°
%). No significantly greater senses of repulsion or discomfort occurred in response to nudge 8.
Significant differences compared with control (nudge 1) are indicated by the asterisks (*). The p-values
of the black asterisks for feeling responsible are, from left (male) to right (female), 4.9 x 10, 0.043,
7.6 x 10, and 0.031, and those of the blue asterisks are 0.012, 0.024, 0.011, and 0.021; for empathy,
they are 0.038, 0.035, 0.027, and 0.013 and 0.041 and 0.022, respectively; for peer pressure, they are
0.021 and 0.019 and 9.4 x1073, 0.010, and 0.044, respectively; for repulsion, they are 0.031 and 0.036,
respectively; for discomfort, they are 0.047 and 0.030, 0.049, and 0.028, respectively; for stimulating,
they are 0.036, 0.033, and 7.1 x 102 and 7.4 x 107, 0.011, 0.037, and 0.022, respectively; and for
feeling memorable, they are 0.019, 0.045, and 0.032.
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Table S1. Detailed list of the personality tests used in this study.

#11,24,28,36,43,48,49,53,55

Abbreviation subscore abbreviation (item number)  Questionnaire name references
Big5 Big Five personality traits 1,2
Extraversion Big5_E (12)
Agreeableness Big5_A (12)
Consciousness Big5_C (12)
Neuroticism Big5_N (12)
Openness Big5_0 (12)
IRI Interpersonal Reactivity Index 3,4
Fantasy IRI_F (7)
Perspective taking IRI_PT (7)
Empathic Concern IRI_EC (7)
Personal Distress IRI_PD (7)
MVS (20) Machiavellianism Scale 5,6
PSS (10) Perceived Subjective Stress 7,8
RA (10) Risk Aversion 9,10
RSS (10) Rosenberg Self - Esteem scale 11,12
SES ) Socio Economic Status 13,14
(S\Ye] Social Value Orientation 15,16
Prosocial SVO_P (8)
indvidualist SVO_I (8)
Competitor SVO_C (8)
STAI State - Trait Anxiety Inventory 17,18
State STAL_S (20)
trait STAL_T (20)
TIM (15) Time discounting 19,20
CccP (1) conditional cooperation 21
TRU
trust TRU_GSSWVS (1) the World Values suney/the American General Social Suney
fairness TRU_WVS (1) the World Values suney
altruism TRU_GSS (1) the American General Social Survey
LAR loss aversion (6) lottery choice task 22
Inequity Guilt aversion 27
guilt-aversion guilt
inequity-aversion inequity
ES Empathizing—Systemizing theory 23
Systemizing ES_S (20)
Empathizing ES_E (20)
SHS 4) Tendency to give socially desirable answers 24,25
0 © Raven Advanced Progressive Matrices test 26




Table S2. Subjective evaluation of the messages.

all male female
disagree nutral agree disagree nutral agree disagree nutral agree
items nudge total total total
(12) (45) F/chi_sq  p_value| (12) ) (45) F/chi_sq  p_value (12) (3) F/chi_sq  p_value|
n n % n % n % n n % n % n % n % n % n %
6232 3409 2823
total 1285 206 2180 350 2627 422 806 | 236 | 1216 | 357 1387 407 619 | 219 964 | 341 | 1240 439
1| 705 140 199 259 36.7 306 434 29517  0.0207| 382 80 209 149 39.0 153 40.1 3059  0.0152 323 60 186 110 341 153 47.4 19.29  0.254
2| 695 162 | 233 258 | 37.1 275 396 384 105 27.3 146 380 133 346 311 57 | 183 112 36.0 142 457
3| e84 156 | 22.7 244 357 285 417 376 84 | 223 143 380 149 396 308 71 | 231 101 328 136 44.2
responsible 4| 689 163 237 246 357 270 39.2 369 98 266 138 374 133 360 310 65 210 108 348 137 442
5| 711 155 218 247 347 309 435 388 79 204 136 35.1 173 446 323 76 235 111 344 136 421
6| 699 150 215 220 | 315 329 471 381 83 | 218 116 304 182 478 318 67 | 211 104 327 147 46.2
7| 695 148 | 213 224 | 322 323 465 387 87 | 225 126 326 174 450 308 61 | 19.8 98 | 318 149 48.4
8| 677 171 253 240 355 266 39.3 367 89 | 243 136 37.1 142 387 310 82 | 265 104 335 124 40.0
9| es7 181 | 263 242 | 352 264 384 375 101 269 126 336 148 | 395 312 80 | 256 116 37.2 116 37.2
total 918 147 2170 348 3144 | 50.4 511 7150 1218 " 357 1680 | 49.3 407 7144 952 7337 1464 | 519
1| 708 92 130 260 369 353 50.1 10.85 0.82| 382 47 123 158 414 177 463 2439 0.0814 323 45 139 102 316 176 545 11.06  0.808]
2| 695 107 154 252 363 336 483 384 66 17.2 146 380 172 448 311 41 132 106 341 164 527
3| e84 9 137 251 36.7 339 496 376 50 133 136 362 190 505 308 44 | 143 115 373 149 48.4
4| 689 102 148 236 343 341 495 369 65  17.6 130 352 174 472 310 37 119 106 34.2 167 53.9
empathy 5| 711 105 148 239 336 367 5.6 388 a8 | 124 142 36.6 198  51.0 323 57 176 97 300 169 523
6| 699 106 160 224 320 370 529 381 57 150 114 299 210 551 318 48 | 151 110 346 160 50.3
7] 695 107 154 223 321 365 525 387 58 150 126 326 203 525 308 49 159 97 315 162 52.6
8| 677 100 148 244 360 333 492 367 59 161 138 376 170 463 310 41 132 106 34.2 163 52.6
9| 687 106 154 241 351 340 495 375 61 163 128 341 186 49.6 312 45 | 144 113 36.2 154 49.4
total 2088 | 335 2351 377 1793 | 2838 1141 7335 1324 7 388 944 7 277 947 7335 1027 | 36.4 849 7 301
1| 705 235 | 333 280  39.7 190 27.0 45.00 1.39x10-4| 382 132 346 161 421 89 | 233 30.68  0.015] 323 103 | 3L9 119 368 101 313 3088 0.014]
2| 695 243 350 281 404 171 246 384 137 357 157 409 0 | 234 311 106 341 124 399 81 260
3| e84 241 352 254 | 37.1 189 276 376 132 351 148 394 96 255 308 109 354 106 | 34.4 93 302
4| 689 244 354 251 364 184 267 369 138 374 128 347 103 279 310 106 342 123 397 81 261
peer pressure 50 711 244 | 343 264 371 203 286 388 132 340 154 397 102 263 323 112 | 347 110 341 101 313
6| 699 201 288 261  37.3 237 | 339 381 110 289 141 370 130 341 318 91 286 120 377 107 336
7| 695 200 288 248 357 247 355 387 114 295 146 377 127 328 308 86 | 27.9 102 331 120 39.0
8| 677 238 | 352 270 39.9 169 25.0 367 115 313 157 428 95 | 259 310 123 | 39.7 113 365 74 239
9| es7 242 352 242 | 352 203 295 375 131 349 132 362 112 299 312 111 356 110 363 91 292
total 3569 63864 2005 289.1 655  94.458 1889 554 | 1134 333 386 113 1683 59.6 871 309 269 95
1| 708 398 | 565 | 2480 352 59 8.4 32.52855x10-3| 382 209 547 137 359 36 9.4 17 0.386 323 189 585 111 344 23 7.1 3125 0.0125
2| 695 408 | 587 | 2340 337 53 7.6 384 212 552 137 357 35 9.1 311 196 63.0 97 312 18 5.8
3| e84 393 57.5 2120 310 79 115 376 211 561 124 330 41 109 308 182 | 59.1 88 | 286 38 | 123
4| 689 399 57.9 2100 305 70 102 369 202 54.7 120 325 a7 127 310 197 635 90 290 23 7.4
repulsed 5| 711 436 613  199.0  28.0 73 103 388 234 603 113 201 41 106 323 205 635 8 266 32 9.9
6| 699 378 541 2340 335 87 124 381 205 538 129 339 47 123 318 173 544 105 | 33.0 40 126
7] 695 372 535 2300 331 93 134 387 209 540 123 318 55 142 308 163 529 107 347 38 123
8| 677 397 | 586  217.0 321 63 9.3 367 200 545 133 362 34 9.3 310 197 635 84 | 271 29 9.4
9| 687 388 | 565 2210 322 78 114 375 207 552 118 315 50 133 312 181 | 580 103 33.0 28 9.0
total 3761 603 1847 296 624  10.0 1934 567 1101 323 374 110 1827  64.7 746 264 250 89
1| 705 434 616 2080 295 63 8.9 35.213.7x10-3 | 382 217  56.8 124 325 a1 107 17.9 0.33 323 217 | 67.2 84 260 22 6.8 3026 0.0167|
2| 695 422 607 | 2240 322 49 7.1 384 220 57.3 133 346 31 8.1 311 202 65.0 91 203 18 5.8
3| e84 407 595  209.0 306 68 9.9 376 214 569 127 338 35 9.3 308 193 627 82 2656 33 107
4| 689 421 611 1930 280 65 9.4 369 205 556 17 317 47 127 310 216 69.7 76 245 18 5.8
unconfortable 5| 711 452 | 636 | 1940  27.3 65 9.1 388 238 613 112 289 38 9.8 323 214 | 663 82 | 254 27 8.4
6| 699 400 572 2100  30.0 89 127 381 206 54.1 126 331 49 129 318 194 610 84 | 264 40 126
7| 695 389 560 2080  29.9 98 141 387 209 54.0 121 313 57 147 308 180 | 584 87 | 282 41 133
8| 677 425 | 628 1930 285 59 8.7 367 212 57.8 121 330 34 9.3 310 213 | 687 72 232 25 8.1
9| 687 411 598 2080 303 63 9.9 375 213 568 120 320 42 12 312 198 635 88 282 26 83
3403  54.605 2211 35478 618 9.9 1732 508 1313 385 364 10.7 1671 59.2 898 318 254 | 9.0
1| 708 385 546 2500 355 70 9.9 24626 0.077| 382 189 495 149 39.0 44 115 1746 0.357 323 196 60.7 101 313 26 8.0 2613 0.0523]
2| 695 380 547 2550 367 60 8.6 384 183 477 162 422 39 102 311 197 | 633 93 299 21 6.8
3| e84 358 | 523 | 263.0 385 63 9.2 376 187  49.7 155 412 34 9.0 308 171 | 555 108 351 29 9.4
4| 689 387 562 2340  34.0 58 8.4 369 191 518 141 | 382 37 100 310 196 632 93 300 21 6.8
stimulating 5| 711 406 571 2360 332 69 9.7 388 203 523 146 376 39 101 323 203 6238 90 279 30 9.3
6| 699 374 535 2580 369 67 9.6 381 201 52.8 144 378 36 9.4 318 173 544 114 3638 31 9.7
7] 695 358 515  239.0 344 98 141 387 183 473 147 380 57 147 308 175 | 56.8 92 | 299 41 133
8| 677 376 555 2420 357 59 8.7 367 185 504 144 392 38 104 310 191  6L6 98 316 21 6.8
9| es7 379 | 552 2340 341 74 108 375 210 56.0 125 333 a0 107 312 169 | 54.2 109 349 34 109
total 1475 237 | 2846 457 1911  30.7 799 | 234 | 1618 475 992 291 676 | 239 | 1228 435 919 326
1| 708 169 240 3300 468 = 206  29.2 14.89 0.53| 382 81 | 212 190 49.7 11 201 17.83 0334 323 88 | 27.2 140 433 95 294 13.87 0.61
2| 695 185 223 3270 471 213 30.6 384 91 237 185 482 108 281 311 64 206 142 457 105 338
3| e84 154 225 3200 481 201 29.4 376 83 221 19 505 103 274 308 71 231 139 45.1 98 318
4| 689 185 269 2880 418 206  29.9 369 103 279 164 444 102 276 310 82 265 124 40.0 104 335
memorable 5| 711 164 231 3200 450 227 319 388 88 | 227 178 459 122 314 323 76 | 235 142 440 105 325
6| 699 154 220 3190 456 226 323 381 84 | 220 174 457 123 | 323 318 70 | 220 145  45.6 103 324
7| 695 155 223 3150 453 225 324 387 8 | 222 174 450 127 | 328 308 69 | 224 141 458 9% 318
8| 677 179 264 3040 449 194 287 367 92 251 188 | 51.2 87 237 310 87 281 116 37.4 107 345
9| 87 160 | 233 3140 457 213 310 375 91 243 175 46.7 109 29.1 312 69 221 130 446 104 | 333
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