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Executive Summary

From 2024 to 2025, the American public’s opinion of China marked a notable
transformation. Spanning the election year of spring 2024 to the early days of
the second Trump administration, our national poll of 5,000 American adults
reveals that while the majority is wary of China, sentiments of extreme hostility
are yielding to measured skepticism and conditional pragmatism. These shifts
occurred across demographics, but were driven most visibly among older
Americans, Democrats, and frequent consumers of Chinese media. Significantly,
all strong opinions, whether strongly pro-engagement or pro-confrontation last
year, shifted to a preference for more nuanced engagement in the 2025 survey.

In this poll, we asked the American public key questions about their changing

attitudes toward China in an attempt to understand the events responsible for
those shifts, and how these changing attitudes translate into support for U.S.

strategic actions.

Americans have noticed the recent cooperation between the Chinese and U.S.
governments on fentanyl precursor regulation and renewed trade talks, and this
engagement has led to softening attitudes. As fewer Americans view China as

a direct threat to the United States, there is a narrow window of opportunity for
targeted messaging and effective policy to further stabilize public opinion and to
drive bilateral cooperation on global security challenges.




Key Findings:

Decline in sharp hostility,
modest improvement in
American opinions about China

Negative views drop by 10 points, positive views nearly double, and
neutrality expands to one-third of the population.

Relatedly, perceptions of China'’s role in global affairs show modest
improvement. Compared to 2024, fewer respondents view China as
a “problem creator” (56% to 50%), and more of them see China as a
“solution contributor” (15% to 19%).

+ A cooler baseline creates room for calibrated engagement without
signaling naiveté.

American Views About China Improve

+10

56%

v50%

Negative views
dropped by 10 points

+719%
15%

2025
Problem Solution
Creator Contributor
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Shift from ideological positions
to pragmatic engagement

Balanced pragmatists grow from 7.8% to 33%—now the largest bloc—
supporting cooperation on a case-by-case basis with competitive
safeguards.

+ Strong pro-engagement and hardline confrontation groups both shrink,
showing a movement away from ideological extremes.

+ Skeptics still total around 43%, underscoring the need for visible
reciprocity and enforcement in any engagement.

Balanced Pragmatists Increase While Skeptics Remain High

4+ 33%

43%

Skeptics

Balanced
Pragmatists
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Changing views driven
by demographics

+ Age & Race: Hostility drops sharply among older Americans, while Gen
Z/Millennials stay most favorable. Hispanic and Black Americans also
report major positive shifts.

+ Partisanship: Democrats drive the biggest change, with favorable
views roughly doubling; Republicans stay skeptical despite modest
gains, deepening ideological sorting.

* Information Effects: Consumers of China news initially hold harsher
views but also show the largest positive shifts, demonstrating engaged
audiences’ sensitivity to positive developments. Moreover, direct
consumers of Chinese media now register 41% positive sentiment,
triple the 13.9 % among non-engagers.

+ The movable middle expands; targeted messaging and visible results
convert skeptics fastest.

Biggest changes in views by demographics

Democrat's
favorable views
roughly doubled

41%
Sonsumers of 13 09, X2

non-
engagers
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How specific issues shift U.S.
public attitudes toward China

« Americans reward bilateral cooperation that delivers tangible
humanitarian gains. Scholarship exchanges produce the largest lift
in public attitudes on China (+8.8 percentage points positive), and
fentanyl-precursor controls stay over 70% positive. Symbolic steps like
“panda diplomacy” add a modest boost—useful as complements, not
centerpieces.

+ Price pain triggers the sharpest backlash. Americans react negatively
to tariffs that increase the cost of Chinese electronics (-7.5 percentage
points). Views on a potential Taiwan conflict show a small positive
year effect, suggesting confidence and reassurance in U.S. crisis-
management rather than any appetite for escalation.

o,

Biggest Changes in Attitudes Toward +8 . 8 /0
China based on Current Issues Scholarship
Exchanges

A 700/0 VIEWS

Positive

Fentanyl-Percursor
Control

-7.9%

Tariffs on Chinese
Electronics
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Strategic Implications and Priorities:

Overall American attitudes are relatively flexible but anchored by
persistent concerns, creating both opportunities and constraints for U.S.
China policy. A successful approach will anchor engagement in domestic
consensus, pair cooperation with safeguards, and communicate with
clarity. Five priorities emerge:

Strengthen strategic communication with behavior-based
framing tied to specific Chinese actions and reciprocal
measures, tailored to distinct audiences, and designed to
engage high-information publics with credible, balanced
narratives.

Build a durable, bipartisan coalition by designing frameworks
that deliver measurable benefits to pragmatists, enforce
reciprocity for conditional supporters, and maintain safeguards
for skeptics. Pairing cooperative initiatives with visible
deterrence.

Leverage high-impact cooperation domains such as education
and public health to build trust across demographics, expand
exchange programs with reciprocity requirements, and deepen
fentanyl-related cooperation through transparent, measurable
mechanisms.

Recalibrate economic policy to protect consumers while
preserving competitiveness, shifting restrictions upstream,
phasing in unavoidable impacts, and embedding reciprocity to
broaden support.

Enhance crisis communication to combine deterrence with
engagement space, clearly distinguishing high-risk escalation
from limited frictions and reinforcing public confidence in U.S.
crisis management.
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CHAPTER 1
Introduction

American perceptions of China in 2025 remain broadly negative-leaning, yet
this year marks the first measurable easing in half a decade. A Pew survey
released in April 2025 shows that 77% of U.S. adults hold an unfavorable
opinion of China, down from 81% a year earlier; the share who are very
unfavorable dropped ten points to one-third of the public. The proportion
calling China an outright “enemy” likewise declined from 42% to roughly
one-third." While distrust still defines the relationship, the data confirm that
public attitudes are not fixed.

This modest softening has occurred while two competing geopolitical narratives have vied

for American attention. On one hand, hard-security and technology flashpoints have kept
suspicion of Beijing alive. In March and April 2025, the People’s Liberation Army conducted
large-scale air and naval drills that broke the Taiwan Strait's median-line convention, prompting
the U.S. State Department to brand the maneuvers “brazen and irresponsible threats.”
Congress's “sell-or-ban” statute, upheld by the Supreme Court in January 2025, has compelled
ByteDance to divest TikTok’s U.S. assets, crystallizing bipartisan anxiety over data security.
SMoreover, trade tensions have spiked again following President Donald Trump'’s return to

office; earlier this year, effective tariffs on Chinese imports peaked to 145%.

A series of pragmatic engagements, however, has reminded voters that cooperation remains
possible. U.S. and Chinese climate envoys have reconvened the Working Group on Enhancing
Climate Action in Beijing in late 2024, laying groundwork for a joint methane-reduction
pledge. After the Woodside summit with then President Joe Biden, Beijing has scheduled 55
dangerous synthetic drugs and precursor chemicals for national control and has restarted

a bilateral working group on precursor regulation.* On May 12, 2025, the two governments
agreed to a 90-day tariff pause, rolling back most duties to low double digits while officials
pursue a broader trade truce. At the Busan summit in late October, Trump and Xi announced

a trade and economic package in which China agreed to halt the flow of fentanyl precursors,
ease export controls on rare-earth minerals and end retaliation against U.S. companies, while
the United States pledged to lower its fentanyl-related tariffs by ten percentage points and
maintain a 10% reciprocal tariff until November 2026.5 Trump halved his fentanyl-related tariffs
after meeting Xi and revived a bilateral counternarcotics working group continuously aimed at
concrete enforcement outcomes.® Such issue-specific agreements cut through the narrative
of inevitable rivalry and may partly continue contributing to the measured softening of public
attitudes.

Calibrating Engagement: American Public Opinion of China in Transition (2024-25) PAX sapiens
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Public opinion is more than a barometer that reflects the overall relationship dynamics
between the U.S. and China. It also serves as a micro-foundational tool for shaping

elite preferences and associated policy priorities.” This report addresses four key
questions: (1) How, and by how much, did baseline American attitudes toward China change
between 2024 and 20257 (2) Which events, media frames and personal characteristics
account for those shifts? (3) Under what security, economic, health or cultural scenarios are
opinions most likely to harden or soften? (4) How do these changing attitudes translate into
support for specific U.S. strategic options?

The chapters that follow examine these questions systematically. Chapter 2 traces the
trajectory of American views of China from 2024 to 2025, comparing general favorability

and perceptions of China’s global role. Chapter 3 uses demographic and ideological data to
identify the drivers of change. Chapter 4 explores scenario-based reactions across defense,
economic, health and cultural domains. Chapter 5 links attitudes to support for concrete
policy approaches. The report concludes by distilling the implications of these findings into
a set of foreign policy recommendations aimed at sustaining public support while advancing
U.S. strategic interests. The technical appendices detail sampling, survey design and
statistical methods.

Public wariness remains the baseline, but 2025 confirms that American opinion toward China
can—and does—move. Understanding the direction, pace, and drivers of that movement

is indispensable to reducing miscalculation, calibrating pressure, and seizing the narrow
opportunities for constructive engagement that both governments say they still seek.

Calibrating Engagement: American Public Opinion of China in Transition (2024-2025) PAX sapiens 16
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CHAPTER 2

Trajectory of American Views of China
(2024 vs. 2025)

Overall Favorability: Intensity Cools, Neutrality Rises

Public sentiment toward China remains cautious but is clearly softening. In 2025, 51.3% of
respondents express a negative opinion, 10 points fewer than in 2024. The steepest decline
occurs in the very negative category (-5.5 percentage points). Positivity is edging upward:
The share offering mildly or strongly positive views has nearly doubled, from 10.7% to 16.5%,
though it still trails negativity by a wide margin. Most notably, fully one in three Americans
(32.2%) now describe their stance as neutral, a four-point gain that has absorbed most of the
drop in harsh antipathy.®

In short, overall skepticism about China persists, but its intensity has diminished: extreme hos-
tility is shifting toward ambivalence, and a small yet noticeable slice of the public is moving to
guarded positivity.

FIGURE 2.1. U.S. Public Sentiment Toward China

294 1.47 447 212

2024 (%)

. Very Negative . Negative . Somewhat Negative . Neutral Somewhat Positive . Positive Very Positive
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Perceived Global Role: Fewer Critics, More Fence-sitters

When asked to assess China’s role in global affairs on a scale from 1 (“causes global problems”) to 7
(“drives global solutions”), the results again reveal a critical baseline shift. Half the public still places
China below the midpoint (4), but that share has dropped from 56.4% to an even 50%.

Neutral or uncertain ratings (4.0 to 4.5) have risen three points to 31.3%, mirroring the broader shift
toward ambivalence. Meanwhile, the solution-oriented segment (scores above 4.5) has grown from 15.2%
to 18.7%, nudging the mean score from 3.09 to 3.23.° Americans thus remain more inclined to see China
as a net problem-creator, yet categorical condemnation is eroding, and a modest but growing minority
credits Beijing with at least partial problem-solving capacity.

FIGURE 2.2. U.S. Public Sentiment Toward China’s Role in Global Affairs

3.07% S:2% 4.08% >08%

14.28%

2024 (%) 2025 (%)

28.38%
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21%
19.38%

1.00 - 1.50 2.00 - 2.50 3.00 - 3.50

4.00 - 4.50 5.00 - 5.50 6.00-6.50 6.50-7.00

Overall, extreme antipathy against China is diminishing, even as broad wariness endures. This change
concerns tone and intensity: Americans are less harsh, not suddenly pro-China. The moderation emerged
despite record-high tariffs and fresh security flare-ups, suggesting that the information environment—
and perhaps issue-specific cooperation on climate or fentanyl control—is more complex than a simple
threat-spiral model would predict.
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CHAPTER 3

What Shapes the Trajectory of
American Attitudes?

The year-over-year warming is not distributed evenly across the electorate. Instead, it follows
recognizable demographic and informational patterns. This chapter maps these patterns
and identifies which groups shift most and why. We begin with cross-tabulations showing
movement by age, race, education, ideology, and media use, then assess relative influence
through pooled multivariate models.®

Demographic and Political Drift

TABLE 3.1. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Age Cohort, 2024-2025
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Older Americans show the sharpest retreat from negativity and a notable rise in positive views from low
baselines, suggesting that recent developments have been salient enough to move more entrenched
cohorts. At the same time, the youngest cohort (1990-2010) remains the highest positivity of any age
group and climbs further, reaching roughly one-quarter positive by 2025.

TABLE 3.2. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Racial Group, 2024-2025
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FIGURE 3.2. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Racial Group, 2024-2025

Racial patterns show momentum outside the White population. Hispanic, Asian, and multiracial respondents
register the largest proportional gains in positivity and reductions in negativity. Black respondents start
from the lowest negative baseline and continue to edge upward. White respondents also improve, but from
a more negative starting point and by smaller margins than several minority groups. Results for a small
Middle Eastern subsample move the other way and require caution due to limited size."

TABLE 3.3. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Gender, 2024-2025
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Gender gaps narrow modestly as favorability converges. Both men and women record meaningful declines
in negative views and higher positives, with women posting slightly larger improvements on both margins.
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TABLE 3.4. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Education, 2024-2025
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Education differentiates movement. College-educated and postgraduate respondents show some of the
largest drops in negativity and the biggest gains in positivity, whereas high-school-only and two-year-degree
groups improve more moderately. This gradient is consistent with greater responsiveness to new information
or elite cues among more educated respondents, especially when concrete policy signals are present.
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FIGURE 3.5. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Party Identification, 2024-2025
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FIGURE 3.6. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Ideology, 2024-2025
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Partisanship and ideology remain the most durable lines of separation. Democrats show the largest
transformation: Negativity falls by 15.1 percentage points and positivity nearly doubles. Republicans
improve at the margins yet retain the highest negative levels in both years. Ideologically, “very liberal” and
“liberal” respondents swing most positively. Conservatives improve modestly, and the “very conservative”
group show virtually no change in negativity and a decline in positivity, underscoring the limits of
persuasion at the rightmost end of the ideological spectrum.

Media and Information Exposure

FIGURE 3.7. Changes in Favorability Toward China by Level of Political Interest, 2024-2025
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Highly politically engaged Americans (“most of the time” followers) begin with the most critical views
but record the largest absolute improvement and the biggest gains in positive sentiment by 2025 (8.0%
10 16.2%). Lower-engagement groups also improve, though with smaller positive lifts in most cases. This
suggests that intense engagement can amplify movement when narratives or facts shift.

FIGURE 3.8. Attitudes Toward China by China-News Following Status, 2024-2025
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FIGURE 3.9. Attitudes Toward China by Level of Chinese-Media Engagement, 2024-2025
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In general, individuals who actively follow news about China began with markedly higher negativity in
2024 but more than double their positive share by 2025. Frequent exposure appears to heighten both
initial skepticism and subsequent responsiveness when signals turn favorable. Direct engagement with
Chinese media, specifically, is associated with the highest 2025 positivity observed in any subgroup
(41%), alongside a sizable drop in negativity. These relationships are correlational rather than causal and
likely reflect both content effects—alternative frames beyond U.S. coverage—and selection effects, since
people who seek out such sources differ systematically from non-users.

Multivariate Evidence

The descriptive tables above reveal broad patterns but cannot disentangle overlapping influences. To
probe deeper, we estimate ordinary least squares (OLS) models on a seven-point favorability scale with
a survey-year indicator and selected interactions.’> The models answer two questions: (1) Did American
attitudes toward China become more positive in 2025 after controlling for demographics and politics?
and (2) Which factors shape those attitudes, and did their marginal effects change over time?
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FIGURE 3.10. Determinants of American Attitudes Toward China
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Model estimates support the descriptive story. Favorability does rise in 2025 net of demographics and
politics, a statistically robust and substantively meaningful shift.”® The gains, however, are not uniform.
Younger and non-White Americans remain more positive than older White Americans, while ideological
and partisan divides sharpen. The result is a mixed landscape: There is more room for pragmatic
engagement, but polarization increasingly bounds how far attitudes can move.

The 2024 baseline clarifies who stood where and why that matters. Conservatism and Republican
identification are the strongest negative correlates of views on China; Americans who follow public
affairs more closely also tend to be more critical of Beijing. Regular China-news exposure pulls views
downward by about half a point, while each additional type of direct, first-hand contact with China reliably
lifts favorability. Black and Hispanic Americans and young adults are markedly more positive than older
White Americans, helping explain how overall sentiment can rise even when some groups do not move.™

By 2025, some forces shift while others hold steady. The ideological penalty roughly doubles, sharpening
polarization on the right. At the same time, the negative association with daily China-news exposure
attenuates, consistent with more balanced coverage, audience selectivity, or both.’® The effects of general
political interest and first-hand contact remain statistically stable, suggesting durable channels where
engagement continues to yield incremental gains.
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FIGURE 3.11. Ideological Effects on China Attitudes by Party, 2024-2025
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Across the transition from Joe Biden to Donald Trump, favorability grows in all partisan groups but at
different rates: +0.49 for Democrats, +0.30 for Independents, +0.17 for Republicans. Democratic gains are
the most consistent, with news exposure playing a larger role in sustaining movement. On the right, views
remain more negative and ideological sorting tightens. Even so, the Republican trend is positive, and the
biggest extra lift comes from first-hand contact with China—study, work, travel, and similar experiences.
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1. Balanced information matters. Perceptions respond to credible
narratives about cooperation and competition. Those who follow
China-specific news or engage with diverse media are more responsive
to positive signals. Policymakers and communicators should present
balanced, fact-based coverage, highlighting concrete cooperation
stories alongside legitimate concerns, to help shift attitudes among
left-leaning and many independent voters.

2. First-hand contact is powerful. Travel, study, work, and other
person-to-person exchanges consistently lift favorability, even among
conservative audiences. Expanding educational and cultural exchange
programs could build durable goodwill across ideological divides.

3. Polarization bounds movement. The most ideologically conservative
Americans show little change; their negativity remains entrenched
despite broader improvements. Efforts to persuade this group may
require different approaches, such as leveraging trusted messengers
or focusing on pragmatic cooperation that directly benefits national
interests.

In sum, public wariness of China remains the baseline, but attitudes are not fixed. Understanding how
demographic, ideological, and informational factors shape this trajectory is essential for reducing
miscalculation, calibrating pressure, and seizing the narrow opportunities for constructive engagement
between the two countries.
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CHAPTER 4

Scenario-Based Perspective: How
Americans React in Different Domains

This chapter tests eight hypothetical scenarios (organized under defense and security,
economics, public health, and culture & society) to see how specific cues might shift public
views of China. Respondents rated each scenario on a 1-7 scale and are grouped analytically
into negative (1-3), neutral (4), positive (5-7), and very positive (6—7). Read against a warmer
2025 baseline than 2024, the results below provide crucial context for interpreting scenario-
specific changes.

Distinct Response Patterns

Rather than treating Americans as a monolithic audience, we segment Americans using
k-means clustering on ratings across all eight scenarios." Four distinct clusters emerge,
reflecting different engagement postures and decision logics.

L S e Consi§tently oppose China engagement across
domains

Conditional Critics Generally skeptical with limited openness

Strongly favor cooperative initiatives while

Engagement Boosters . .
opposing military entanglement

Differentiate by scenario, rewarding concrete

Balanced Pragmatists e
g benefits and resisting ideology-first moves
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FIGURE 4.1. Shifts in Public Segment Composition, 2024-2025

Cluster Size Changes (2024-2025)
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FIGURE 4.2. Public Response Patterns, 2025
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Public Response Patterns (2025)
Four distinct cluster based on scenario reactions
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The details of their characteristics, strategic orientation and distribution shifts are as follows:

Hard-Line Skeptics (33.0% to 24.9%): This segment demonstrates categorical opposition
across virtually all scenarios, including military responses (Taiwan: -0.53, U.S.-China collision:
-1.13) and cooperative initiatives. Notably, even pragmatic cooperation like fentanyl restrictions
(-0.05) and educational exchanges (-0.65) receive negative responses, indicating ideological
resistance to engagement regardless of potential benefits. This group represents the core
constituency for comprehensive competitive strategies.

Conditional Critics (21.2% to 18.3%): This segment exhibits restrained skepticism with selective
openness to specific initiatives. While generally negative toward military scenarios (-0.34

for Taiwan) and most cooperation domains, their moderate opposition suggests potential
persuadability given sufficient safeguards and demonstrated benefits. This group likely
supports engagement only when coupled with strong defensive measures and clear reciprocity
requirements.

Engagement Boosters (38.1% to 23.8%): This segment strongly endorses cooperative initiatives,
particularly people-to-people exchanges (scholarship programs: +1.00, adoptions: +1.04) and
practical collaboration (fentanyl: +0.66). However, their strong negative response to Taiwan
military action (+1.45) indicates that their cooperation advocacy comes with firm security

red lines. This group forms the natural constituency for diplomatic engagement and cultural
exchange programs.

Balanced Pragmatists (7.8% to 33.0%): Now the largest segment, this group demonstrates
sophisticated differentiation across scenarios, supporting practical cooperation (fentanyl: +0.04)
while maintaining measured opposition to military scenarios. Their near-neutral positions on
many initiatives suggest evidence-based rather than ideological decision-making, making them
responsive to demonstrated policy effectiveness and clear cost-benefit presentations.

The most striking finding is the dramatic growth of Balanced Pragmatists from 7.8% to 33.0%,
representing a fundamental shift toward conditional, evidence-based engagement approaches. This
expansion occurs primarily at the expense of Engagement Boosters (down from 38.1% to 23.8%) and
Hard-Line Skeptics (down from 33.0% to 24.9%), suggesting movement away from ideologically driven
positions toward more calculated assessments of China policy trade-offs.

Furthermore, the emergence of Balanced Pragmatists as the dominant segment produces opportunities
for nuanced policy approaches that emphasize concrete benefits and measured reciprocity. However, the
decline in Engagement Boosters indicates that broad diplomatic initiatives may face increased scrutiny
and demands for specific deliverables. The persistence of substantial skeptical constituencies (Hard-Line
Skeptics and Conditional Critics totaling 43.2%) requires that any engagement strategy demonstrate clear
benefits while maintaining robust competitive elements. The data suggests American opinion has evolved
from polarized advocacy positions toward more sophisticated, domain-specific evaluations that prioritize
practical outcomes over ideological consistency in some cases.
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FIGURE 4.3. The Magnitude of Scenario Response Change, 2024-2025

Scenario Response Change Magnitude (2024-2025)
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FIGURE 4.4. The Comparison of Scenario Response Distribution, 2024-2025
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Most Improved Scenarios

Educational exchanges via scholarship programs show the strongest gain, combining statistical
significance with substantive impact. Positive responses jump by nearly nine percentage points, and
very positive responses rise accordingly. Fentanyl chemical restrictions, already highly supported,
edge upward. Cultural diplomacy through panda exchanges improves modestly, adding warmth but not
reshaping attitudes.

Most Deteriorated Scenarios

A halt to low-cost Chinese electronics sales generates the steepest decline in sentiment. Both mean
scores and positive percentages drop sharply, signaling broad opposition to policies perceived to raise
consumer prices or disrupt supply chains. Military scenarios register mixed results: Taiwan-related action
remains deeply unpopular and falls further; collisions with Chinese or other militaries show small mean
increases but declining positive shares, suggesting limited change in attitudes.

In short, many shifts reach statistical significance, but their practical import varies. Scholarships combine
strong statistics with clear real-world relevance. Electronics restrictions couple a sizable mean decline
with sharp drops in favorable responses, signaling robust opposition to abrupt economic decoupling.
Military collision scenarios display detectable changes but limited attitudinal impact.®

Multivariate Evidence

Taiwan Military Stop Electronic Fentanyl Chemical Regume

) .7 Chinese
Action Sales Restrictions .

Adoptions

U.S.-China Military Scholarship
Collision programs
China-Other Military Panda
Collision diplomacy
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FIGURE 4.5. Year 2025 Effects by Scenario Group: Baseline vs. Demographically Controlled Models

Comparision of baseline vs. demographically controlled effects
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To differentiate genuine opinion change from sampling differences, we estimate pooled regression
models with controls for demographics and baseline China attitudes.’ Among four broad groups,
economic scenarios show the most durable negative shift: The electronics restriction retains a sizable,
stable year effect even after controls, indicating broad-based resistance to consumer-cost shocks. Health
cooperation retains a positive, stable year effect for fentanyl precursors, underscoring cross-demographic
appeal tied to the opioid crisis.

Cultural exchange remains directionally positive but attenuates after controls, suggesting that some
gains reflect composition differences between waves. Still, the remaining effect points to a genuine,
albeit modest, increase in receptivity to people-to-people exchanges. Security scenarios present a notable
reversal: a modestly positive baseline year effect turns negative with controls, implying that the appearance
of stability masks underlying deterioration once respondent characteristics are accounted for.
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FIGURE 4.6. Year 2025 Effects for Key Scenarios: Baseline vs. Demographically Controlled Models
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Further analysis identifies that only two scenarios yield statistically significant controlled year effects:
A robust negative change for electronics restrictions and, counterintuitively, a positive year effect for

a Beijing-initiated move against Taiwan.?® The latter suggests a modest easing in public evaluations

of China during Trump’s second term. One possible explanation is that by 2024-25, both Chinese and
American publics had become more focused on domestic economic challenges and less attentive to
cross-Strait tensions. A Chicago Council survey found that while nearly half of Americans and two-thirds
of Taiwanese viewed China’s territorial ambitions as a critical threat, issues like declining democratic
performance or energy insecurity ranked higher on their list of concerns.?' In addition, Chinese military
writings increasingly emphasize “peacetime employment of military force,” favoring calibrated, low-
intensity actions to manage disputes without escalating to full-scale war. Some analysts argue that U.S.
strategy should pair deterrence with reassurance to sustain Beijing's belief that peaceful reunification
remains possible.?? Against this backdrop, some respondents may have interpreted a Beijing-initiated
conflict scenario not as inevitable all-out war but as a contained crisis that could be managed through
diplomatic guardrails, leading to a modest improvement in evaluations of China even as overall appetite
for conflict remains low.
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Calibrating Engagement: American Public Opinion of China in Transition (2024-25)

Fentanyl cooperation, scholarships, and panda diplomacy trend positive but fall short of significance after
controls, warranting cautious interpretation. These soft-power efforts show promise at the individual
level. Chinese government scholarships, for instance, have been shown to improve recipients’ perceptions
of China, but their influence remains largely confined to direct beneficiaries (i.e., students) and does not
extend broadly to the general public. Panda diplomacy follows a similar pattern. As one Australian scholar
put it, “pandas can only do so much”: Symbolic goodwill may lift cultural impressions but is unlikely to
overcome entrenched geopolitical mistrust.?® Accordingly, while such initiatives contribute incrementally
to positive sentiment, they remain too narrow in scope to produce statistically significant shifts in national
opinion amid intensifying U.S.-China strategic rivalry. Several broad conclusions follow:

1. Conditional engagement is ascendant. The expansion of Balanced Pragmatists
signals an electorate increasingly willing to support engagement when it delivers
concrete benefits and avoids ideology-driven moves. Policymakers should design
initiatives that clearly articulate benefits and conditions for reciprocity.

2. Targeted cooperation pays dividends. Cooperation on health and educational
exchanges enjoys strong support, especially when tied to salient domestic issues
like the opioid crisis. These areas offer pragmatic entry points for reducing
tensions without compromising competitive interests.

3. Economic decoupling is unpopular. Proposals to halt electronics imports face
robust public resistance, even among otherwise skeptical groups. Policymakers
should consider gradualist approaches or compensatory measures when crafting
trade restrictions.

4. Security narratives remain polarizing. Military confrontations and Taiwan
scenarios remain the least popular. Efforts to manage these issues should
recognize that improvements in attitude may hinge on broader shifts in
geopolitical risk perception rather than messaging alone.

In sum, Americans are not monolithically hawkish or dovish. They weigh trade-offs domain by domain.
Understanding these conditional preferences and tailoring policy accordingly can help sustain support for
engagement where it is most likely to bear fruit, while recognizing that certain actions, especially abrupt
economic decoupling, are likely to meet great public backlash.
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CHAPTER 5

Comparative Perspective: Public
Sentiment and Policy Preferences

This chapter links Americans’ attitudes toward China to their support for various policy
options. While earlier chapters have documented how sentiment warmed modestly from 2024
to 2025 and how response patterns have evolved, policymakers need to know which strategic
orientations the public will endorse. We therefore analyze preferred American behavior toward
China across four policy dimensions: Aggressive-defensive, competitive-cooperative, friendly-
unfriendly, and destructive-constructive. Each dimension represents a core strategic choice
facing policymakers, measured on 7-point scales to capture both direction and intensity.
Understanding how public attitudes toward China map onto these preferences helps identify
feasible strategies and refine communication toward different public segments.

Behavioral Perceptions and Their Policy Relevance

We first employ behavioral perception indices constructed from the aforementioned four
dimensions. Americans are grouped by how they perceive Chinese behavior toward the
United States:

Positive perception (scores =5, indicating cooperative Chinese behavior)
Mixed perception (scores 3-5, indicating ambiguous Chinese behavior)
Negative perception (scores <3, indicating hostile Chinese behavior)

Policy preferences are measured on identical scales to gauge desired U.S. responses.

TABLE 5.1. Changes in China and U.S. Behavior Perception Indices, 2024-2025

China Behavior U.S. Behavior Index China Attitudes

Year ;
Index Mean Mean Baseline Mean

2024 2.967 4.0192 2.883294

2025 3.145 3.506 3.210500
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Between 2024 and 2025, attitudes toward China improved moderately. China’s favorability rose from 2.88
to 3.21, an increase of 0.33 points. China’s behavior index rose by 0.18 points, indicating that Americans
view Chinese conduct as slightly more cooperative. Conversely, the U.S. behavior index fell by roughly
0.51 points, suggesting that Americans now see their country as somewhat harsher toward China.

FIGURE 5.1. Percentage of Views on How China Treats U.S., 2024-2025
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Negative perceptions declined by roughly eight points, while mixed perceptions increased by the same
amount. Positive views remained small and essentially unchanged. Figure 5.1 illustrates this shift:
Hostility has eased, but caution still predominates.
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FIGURE 5.2. Mean Policy Preference Scores Across Four Dimensions, 2024-2025
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TABLE 5.2. Year-to-Year Changes in Policy Preference Scores, 2024-2025

Aggressive- Competitive- Unfriendly- Destructive-

Defensive Cooperative Friendly Constructive
Change 0.0784 0.323 0.387 0.282
T.statistic -1.709 -6.181 -8.654 -6.4021
p.value 0.0875 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Every dimension shifts toward cooperation or restraint. The largest moves occur on the unfriendly—
friendly and competitive—cooperative axes, followed by a meaningful increase on the destructive—
constructive axis. The change on the aggressive—defensive axis is small and marginally significant
(+0.08, p =.09). Table 5.2 visualizes these changes.
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Furthermore, these policy preference changes vary systematically by composite attitude groups, with

the most dramatic shifts among those previously holding negative perceptions. Americans with negative
perceptions of China's foreign behaviors toward Washington show the largest policy preference changes:
Friendly engagement increases by 0.431 points, constructive approaches by 0.320 points and cooperative
positioning by 0.284 points. Mixed perception groups show moderate but significant increases across
constructive and friendly dimensions, while positive perception groups show minimal changes,
suggesting ceiling effects.

FIGURE 5.3. Policy Preference Changes by China Attitude Groups, 2024-2025
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The descriptive data reveal a clear “conversion gradient”: The more skeptical someone is initially, the
more likely they are to adjust their views in response to policy preferences over time. Those with negative
perceptions are the most responsive, suggesting that hard-liners may actually be the best targets for
persuasive policy messaging. In contrast, those already supportive show limited further movement,
meaning that real gains will come from converting skeptics, not rallying the base.

Multivariate Evidence

Regression models are estimated to isolate the independent effects of attitudes, experience, and
partisanship on policy preferences. Three questions guide the analysis: Which attitude components most
strongly predict policy support? How does partisan affiliation moderate the link between attitudes and
policy preferences? Do different policy orientations respond to distinct predictive factors?

FIGURE 5.4. Key Drivers of U.S. Policy Preferences Toward China
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Across all models, behavioral perceptions of China’s actions toward the U.S. proves to be stronger
predictive power than general favorability or baseline attitudes.?* This behavioral index emerges as the
most consistent predictor across policy dimensions, with particularly strong effects on preferences

for aggressive—defensive (0.354, p < .01) and competitive-cooperative (0.431, p < .01) responses. In
practical terms, this means that specific evaluations of China’s conduct, not abstract warmth or hostility,
most directly shape public preferences for how Washington should act. Observable behavior therefore
matters more than broad relational attitudes.

Direct experience with China shows limited influence overall. It reaches statistical significance only on
the destructive—constructive dimension (0.046, p < .05). This provides partial support for the contact
hypothesis: Individuals with China-related exposure are somewhat more likely to favor constructive
approaches. However, the small and inconsistent effects across other dimensions indicate that
experience alone rarely transforms policy views.

FIGURE 5.5. 2025 Shift in U.S. Policy Preferences Toward China
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The 2025 survey year indicator points to a broad softening of opinion. Respondents express more
moderate preferences on both the friendly—unfriendly and destructive—constructive axes, and these
changes persist even after controlling for individual attitudes. Broader contexts (i.e., media narratives,
leadership signals, or geopolitical developments) have helped shift the overall tone of public opinion. No
comparable movement appears on the aggressive-defensive scale.

Partisanship continues to shape how attitudes translate into policy preferences:

* Republicans initially displayed more competitive postures (-0.177, p < .01). However,
they registered significant positive movement on the friendly—unfriendly (0.300, p <
.001) and destructive—constructive (0.273, p < .01) scales in 2025. This shift points
to rising Republican openness toward cooperative or constructive engagement with

China.

« Democrats, in comparison, showed more moderate preferences in the aggressive-
defensive domain (0.147, p < .01), but the attitude-by-Democrat interaction is
negative. In other words, even favorable views of China did not translate into
proportionally more accommodating policy preferences. This pattern may reflect a
degree of entrenched caution or issue fatigue among Democratic respondents.

FIGURE 5.6. Marginal Effect of China-Related Experience on U.S. Policy Preferences
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The interaction between China experience and the 2025 survey year is significant in the destructive-
constructive dimension (0.097, p < .05), suggesting that firsthand exposure to China became more
salient over time. As bilateral dynamics evolve, personal experience appears to increasingly shape how
individuals interpret policy options.

Party-specific models further reveal divergence. Republicans with China experience tended to become
more hawkish, whereas Democrats and Independents displayed more mixed or neutral movements.
The same experience, therefore, is filtered through different partisan worldviews, producing distinct
conclusions about engagement.

FIGURE 5.7. Effects of China-Related Experience by Party Affiliation
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These findings reinforce that behavioral perceptions, not abstract attitudes, are the strongest drivers of
U.S. policy preferences toward China. First, this suggests that Beijing's concrete behaviors will drive U.S.
public support more than rhetoric; visible cooperation on trade talks, fentanyl control, climate change

or student exchanges can translate quickly into higher backing for constructive tools. Second, rising
Republican openness creates a narrow diplomatic window, but only if tempered by credible deterrence
on core security issues. Third, engagement signaling and policy design will need to be tailored across
partisan and experiential lines, acknowledging that the same signals may land very differently across
political subgroups. For example, modest expansions of exchange programs still pay policy dividends,
especially among conservative voters, whereas media framing and ideological filters remain the principal
obstacles to broader attitudinal change.
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Discussion and Conclusion

This analysis documents a measurable shift in American public opinion toward China between
2024 and 2025. Our findings offer empirical answers to core questions about the trajectory,
drivers, domain-specific variations, and policy implications of changing U.S.-China attitudes,
providing strategic insights for policymakers navigating great power competition.

How Much Did Public Opinion Move?

American public sentiment toward China has remained mainly negative between 2024 and
2025, yet the latest data reveal a modest détente. Consistent with what Pew has found, for the
first time in the last few years, the share of Americans with an unfavorable view of China has
declined slightly from about 81% in 2024 to 77% in 2025.2° Likewise, the intensity of distrust
has eased: Those expressing very unfavorable views dropped by roughly 5.5 percentage
points, according to our findings. This comes after a period of record-low favorability (Gallup
recorded only 15% of Americans with a positive view of China in early 2023, the lowest since
1979) and follows years of steep decline driven by trade disputes, the COVID-19 pandemic,
and security crises.?® While American opinion remains deeply skeptical of Beijing, 2025

thus marked a plateau and slight reversal in the downward spiral of China sentiment, with a
tentative holding pattern of “managed mistrust.”

This subtle tempering is evident not only in overall favorability but also in how Americans
assess China's role in the world. Fewer people now categorically view China as a global
malefactor. In 2025, half of respondents still rated China’s international influence negatively
(below the neutral midpoint on a problems-vs.-solutions scale), yet that is down from 56% in
2024. Neutral or undecided positions on China’s global role grew by several points, mirroring
the broader trend toward cautious moderation. A small but growing minority even sees China
as contributing at least somewhat to solving global problems (15% to 19%). Categorical
condemnation begins to erode at the margins.

Both modest perceptual improvements suggest that U.S. opinion toward China has not
irreversibly hardened. Americans’ views can and do respond to more complex real-world
developments, albeit gradually and unevenly. Fewer people now frame China as an outright
“enemy” of the United States, and more are willing to see U.S.-China relations in competitive
but not purely hostile terms. Put differently, Americans are registering not only the
confrontations but also concurrent signs of engagement. Indeed, parallel to military drills and
tariff hikes, the two governments undertook pragmatic cooperative steps from resuming trade
talks to jointly regulating fentanyl precursors, and these assurance signals may have helped
to brake the freefall in public sentiment. This creates a very narrow window in which effective
policy or messaging might reinforce the stabilization—or, if mismanaged, where new shocks
could quickly reignite backlash.
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Who Moved, and Why?

Beneath the modest uptick in warmth nationwide, public opinion on China continues to diverge along
partisan and ideological lines. Between 2024 and 2025, unfavorable views among Democrats have
declined by 15 points, while favorable views have risen by 9 points. Republicans have shown smaller
changes, reducing unfavorable views by just 7 points and increasing favorable views by only 1 point. As
a result, the partisan gap in negative attitudes widened to 8.7 percentage points, and the gap in favorable
assessments reached 8.5 points. Ideological divisions deepened even further. Very-liberal respondents
cut their negative share by 15.9 points and lifted positives by 14.7 points, whereas very-conservatives
stayed almost flat, slipping four points on the positive side. Regression analysis reinforces the pattern:

In 2025 the interaction term for conservatism roughly doubles the ideology-driven penalty on China
favorability, further widening the attitude gap between ideological extremes.

This intensifying polarization over China reflects how the public processes global issues through the
lens of group identity and partisan loyalty. Research shows that 85% of Democrats view Republicans
unfavorably, and 88% of Republicans hold negative views of Democrats.?” In such a polarized climate,
foreign policy topics like China are not evaluated on their own merits; they are filtered through partisan
identity. Motivated reasoning drives individuals to internalize information that aligns with their worldview
while dismissing or rationalizing away contradictory facts.?® This mechanism reinforces ideological
rigidity over time, even as U.S.-China relations evolve.

Simultaneously, elite cue framing, where citizens rely on partisan messages as shortcuts to form
opinions without engaging with detailed knowledge, intensifies attitudinal divides.? In 2025, when
conservative leaders renewed hardline rhetoric casting China as the top national security threat, these
cues likely exerted an outsized impact. Highly engaged or ideologically committed voters are especially
responsive to such messaging, often prioritizing the identity of the messenger over the message itself.

In this context, two competing worldviews dominate U.S. discourse, disrupting normal knowledge
transmission.® China facts are thus transformed into divisive symbols of cultural identity. This elite-driven
reframing by U.S. political and technology leaders has systematically securitized China's rise, especially

in Al and critical technologies, thereby hardening defaults toward containment, even as public attitudes
show signs of softening.®’

Beyond partisanship and ideology, several structural drivers also underlie the year-over-year changes.
Generational change is one: Younger Americans continue to hold less hostile views of China than their
older cohorts and are far more likely to describe China as a competitor rather than an enemy. Personal
experience with China plays a subtler role. Consistent with the classic “contact hypothesis,” Americans
with direct exposure to China or Chinese people, whether through travel, education, business, or social
connections, exhibit slightly more positive baseline attitudes on average. However, because only a
minority of Americans have meaningful contact with China, this factor affects attitudes at the margins.
Still, it is noteworthy that such experience can soften attitudes even amid hostile discourse, suggesting
an avenue for long-term attitude change.

Media exposure remains another key influence. High-volume consumers of China-related news tend to
hold more alarmed views, as much U.S. media coverage emphasizes threats from Beijing and partisan
commentary often spotlights worst-case narratives.®? However, this news-driven negativity has weakened
significantly by 2025, likely out of two overlapping reasons. First, exposure saturation: Prolonged cycles of
alarmist reporting may have caused audience fatigue, dampening emotional and cognitive reactions over
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time. Empirical studies support this—panel data from Switzerland show that intense coverage of a single
issue, such as Brexit, can trigger fatigue and disengagement without necessarily undermining broader
media trust.® Second, source diversification: More Americans have encountered China-related stories
across a wider mix of outlets and frames. Contrary to concerns about echo chambers, recent research
finds that search engines and social media can enhance exposure to ideologically diverse material.3* As
audiences navigate multiple channels—mainstream, partisan, and aggregative—especially amid tangible
progress in trade, technology, and cultural ties, they are more likely to engage with competing narratives.

Together, these patterns suggest a key structural tension: American attitudes toward China are now
caught between two opposing forces, deepening political identity polarization and a softening of media
and experiential influence.

Where Are the Red and Green Lines?

A central question for policymakers is under what circumstances U.S. public attitudes toward China might
further soften or harden. The eight-scenario experiment isolates the specific cues that move opinion once
baseline favorability is held constant. Between 2024 and 2025, the mean baseline rose from 2.88 to 3.21,
so each scenario shift is therefore judged against that 0.33-point improvement.

Co-operative public-goods frames, especially education and opioids, generate the largest net gains. A
promise of Chinese government scholarships to American students lifts the mean response by 0.30,
almost matching the baseline shift. Its positive sentiment increases from 41.3% to 50.1%. This is both
statistically significant and practically meaningful, indicating sustained public interest in people-to-people
exchanges despite broader geopolitical tensions. Fentanyl-precursor controls also widen an already high
base of approval. The statistical significance of both effects survives full covariate adjustment, indicating
that material benefit plus humanitarian salience resonates across partisan and demographic lines. Panda
diplomacy produces an identical +0.15 mean rise, but because it starts from lower public enthusiasm,

its overall positive share remains modest (35%). Regression coefficients fall below significance after
controls, suggesting cultural symbolism alone is persuasive mainly for already sympathetic audiences.

Economic-loss frames trigger the sharpest backlash. Halting sales of low-cost Chinese electronics
drives the steepest decline and cuts positive sentiment by 7.5 percentage points. Put simply, abrupt
trade disruptions that hurt U.S. consumers trigger strong public backlash against China, reinforcing that
Americans oppose economic warfare or decoupling. This reaction holds across virtually all demographic
and political subgroups: The regression analysis has found the negative effect of the electronics

cutoff scenario is consistently large and significant even after accounting for partisanship, age, etc.
Americans appear broadly averse to economic pain as a tool of competition, a finding echoed in other
polls: Most Americans believe sweeping tariff hikes on foreign countries do more harm than good to the
U.S. economy and to their own finances.3® Washington is thus likely to face audience cost to resolve or
avoid such situations. Policymakers contemplating aggressive trade or tech-sanction policies should be
mindful that the public’s tolerance for perceived economic disruption is limited, especially if Americans
perceive China as retaliating in ways that hurt U.S. consumers.

Security crisis scenarios, interestingly, produce more nuanced shifts rather than across-the-board steep
declines. Americans are already so negatively disposed toward potential U.S.-China military conflict that
a “floor effect” in some measures (i.e., sentiment has little room to worsen) limits further deterioration. A
hypothetical Chinese military attack against Taiwan does further dent China’s image (average sentiment
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-0.10, and already minuscule positive views fall from 7.4% to 5.9%). Therefore, the cross-Strait conflict

is one of the most alarming scenarios for the American public, consolidating bipartisan opposition

to Beijing. However, a potential direct U.S.-China military clash yields a mixed reaction: The mean
favorability toward China rises slightly even as the share with any positive view drops from 8.5% to 6.6%.
This seemingly paradoxical result likely manifests a shift of opinion within the negative camp: Some
Americans moderate from “extremely cold” to “somewhat cold” on China (raising the average slightly), but
few if any shift into favorable territory. In essence, voters can distinguish between avoidable escalation
and accidental friction: They dislike both, but only the former elicits sustained disapproval.

The practical takeaway is that war scenarios keep American sentiment overwhelmingly negative. In

some cases, nevertheless, the intensity plateaus—or slightly eases—as initial alarm gives way to strategic
caution. It is also possible that, by 2025, some Americans may have felt more confident in U.S. deterrence
or crisis management capabilities, slightly reducing their fear-based animosity. Regression analysis
comparing 2025 to 2024 supports this: After controlling for respondent characteristics, the 2025 public

is less negative about a Taiwan conflict scenario than the 2024 one, contrary to raw descriptive results.
One likely interpretation is that a more hardline Trump administration in 2025 reassures some Americans,
particularly Republicans, that Washington would effectively confront Beijing. This makes the prospect of
conflict slightly less terrifying or anger-inducing, not because China appears less threatening, but because
U.S. resolve appears stronger. This highlights a key finding: Attitudes in security crises are shaped not
only by China'’s actions, but also by Americans’ trust in U.S. leadership. Still, even under these moderating
conditions, public opinion remains extremely negative toward China in any military confrontation
scenario.

Thus, while economic provocations galvanize sharper incremental backlash (because they touch daily
life), security crises anchor public sentiment at already rock-bottom levels. Even if a few people become
less apocalyptic in outlook, an outright majority would undoubtedly support hardline responses; other
surveys show most Americans are prepared to take significant risks to defend U.S. allies against Chinese
aggression.3

Cluster dynamics underline a clear redistribution toward conditional pragmatism. Public opinion
coalesces around four distinct segments:

« Hard-Line Skeptics reject engagement across all scenarios;

Conditional Critics default to opposition but can support cooperation when
safeguards are strong;

* Engagement Boosters back cultural and functional initiatives yet draw firm security
red-lines;

Balanced Pragmatists weigh each case on cost-benefit grounds.

From 2024 to 2025, the first two camps have contracted while Balanced Pragmatists have quadrupled

to roughly one-third of the electorate. Their attitudinal profile mirrors the inferential findings: They reward
tangible, low-politics cooperation (i.e., fentanyl controls at +0.04), oppose high-stakes coercion, and react
only mildly to limited-risk security incidents.
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Taken together, the scenario comparisons confirm that issue framing can still move American opinion,
but the levers are asymmetric. Cooperative initiatives tied to tangible U.S. interests and humanitarian
value yield support that endures even after close scrutiny. By contrast, economic coercion that imposes
direct costs on consumers triggers immediate and broad-based backlash. Security actions are judged
through a threat-escalation lens: Existential moves like a Taiwan attack harden sentiment; contained
incidents are discounted once broader attitudes are accounted for. For policymakers, the implication is
clear: To preserve public space for engagement, emphasize joint problem-solving that yields domestic
dividends; to maintain deterrence credibility, differentiate clearly between high-risk escalation and low-
grade friction—and communicate that distinction effectively.

The shifting composition of public attitudes also carries strategic implications for U.S. China policy from
the other dimension. The previous debate over whether to engage or compete is giving way to a more
nuanced question: How to calibrate engagement within a competitive framework. First, the pivotal swing
constituency now approaches Beijing instrumentally, prioritizing reciprocity and tangible benefits over
symbolic gestures. Second, with unconditional engagement advocates in decline, cooperative initiatives
now face greater public scrutiny and must be paired with competitive elements to remain politically
sustainable. Third, the shrinking bloc of categorical opponents opens limited but meaningful space for
calibrated trust-building. Policymakers can leverage this reconfiguration by crafting policies that appeal
across camps—offering net gains to pragmatists, clear reciprocity mechanisms to conditional critics, and
hard-edged guardrails to skeptics.

From Attitude to Policy Preference

We now examine how evolving public attitudes map into support for different U.S. policy orientations
toward China. The survey captured preferences across four key dimensions: Security posture (aggressive
vs. defensive), economic strategy (competitive vs. cooperative), diplomatic tone (unfriendly vs. friendly),
and relationship approach (destructive vs. constructive). The data unveil several critical insights.

First, behavioral perceptions of China rather than abstract favorability or party affiliation are the most
powerful and consistent predictors of foreign policy preferences, with an emphasis on the military and
economic spectrum. Individuals who view Beijing’s American policies as hostile—whether in undermining
U.S.-centric international norms, adopting aggressive postures against U.S. power projection and

military presence overseas, or obstructing U.S. competitiveness—are significantly more likely to favor
confrontational responses. Conversely, those who see recent Chinese behavior as cooperative or non-
threatening lean toward constructive, pragmatic engagement. A composite index of perceived behavior
strongly predicts support for aggressive vs. defensive postures and competitive vs. cooperative
strategies, outperforming other attitude measures. Crucially, this implies that Americans can separate
general sentiment from specific judgments: Even those with unfavorable views may support engagement
if they perceive cooperation on key issues between the two countries, while others with neutral views may
endorse hardline policies in response to perceived misconduct. For policymakers, the implication is clear:
Shaping public support for China policy hinges less on general image-building and more on how China’s
concrete actions, cooperative or coercive, are framed and understood.

Second, public preferences in 2025 have shifted markedly toward more moderate and cooperative U.S.
policy orientations. The most solid movements occur on the diplomatic tone (friendly-unfriendly) and
relationship approach (destructive-constructive), followed by the competitive-cooperative axis. The
aggressive-defensive dimension shows only marginal change, indicating continued caution on hard
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security matters. These shifts persist even after controlling for demographics and baseline attitudes,
suggesting a real softening in public mood: Americans in 2025 become more open to diplomatic and
functional engagement, even without fully trusting Beijing. In practical terms, the public appears to favor
a managed competition approach: Not unconditional optimism, but cautious openness to calibrated
cooperation over outright decoupling or confrontation. This aligns with the earlier-noted trend: As fewer
Americans view China in catastrophic, zero-sum terms, more are willing to consider stabilizing diplomatic
or economic accommodations. Yet the policy arena is shaped not by sentiment alone. Institutionalized
hawkish narratives rooted in congressional committees, tech industry discourse, and bipartisan national
security agendas may still constrain recalibration, especially in advanced technology and strategic
sectors.’

Importantly, the magnitude of attitude-to-policy translation is not uniform across groups. Americans
who initially held negative perceptions of China’s behavior exhibit the largest policy preference changes.
Those with mixed perceptions also shift meaningfully, though less dramatically. In contrast, the positive-
perception group shows minimal movement—likely a ceiling effect. This reveals a clear conversion
gradient: The more skeptical the starting point, the greater the potential for policy persuasion.

Third, direct experience with China (i.e., travel, study, business, or personal ties) holds a limited but
measurable impact, primarily on the margins of the engagement debate. Individuals with direct China-
related experience are slightly more inclined toward “constructive” as opposed to punitive policies on
average, yet with little influence on other dimensions. This suggests that personal contact may modestly
humanize China, but does not fundamentally alter views on strategic competition. Notably, an interaction
with the 2025 survey shows that the effect of China-related experience has grown slightly over time,
implying that firsthand exposure may carry more weight as bilateral tensions rise. However, this effect is
also filtered through partisan identity: Republicans with China experience tend to become more hawkish,
while Democrats lean slightly more dovish or remain neutral. A Republican businessman who has dealt
with Chinese competition, for instance, might come away more convinced of the need to “get tough,’
while a Democratic student who studied in China might return more convinced of engagement. Such
divergent interpretations underscore that experience alone does not homogenize views, but rather feeds
into existing worldviews.

Fourth, partisan affiliation keeps shaping how public attitudes translate into policy preferences in nuanced
and dynamic ways. Although Republicans held markedly more confrontational preferences than Democrats
last year, 2025 data show signs of selective moderation. Some GOP respondents have become more open
to constructive and friendly engagement, especially when holding similar attitudes as before. In compari-
son, Democrats manifest a somewhat different dynamic. Democrats were already, on average, more mod-
erate in their policy preferences on certain scales. In 2025 they do not become dramatically more dovish.
Specifically, Democrats who held positive views of China do not further relax their policy stance as much
as one might expect. This may reflect lingering concerns about strategic trust, human rights, or geopolitical
fatigue, implying that attitude shifts alone may not drive policy change within left-leaning constituencies.

In conclusion, changing public attitudes are clearly shaping the contours of U.S. policy preferences

on China. The modest softening between 2024 and 2025 has created more space for policies that
blend engagement and negotiation with the competitive and deterrent measures that already enjoy
broad support. Americans’ perceptions of China’s behavior now serve as a micro-foundation for the
strategies they are willing to endorse. Although the partisan gulf has widened on many fronts in recent
years, it still allows for some bipartisan consensus around a balanced approach, one that reinforces
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U.S. strengths and alliances while leaving room for pragmatic cooperation on shared global challenges.
Sustained positive interactions may further erode the narrative of inevitable conflict, often framed as
the “Thucydides Trap.” Policymakers therefore have both an opportunity and a responsibility to translate
evolving public sentiment into a durable, forward-looking China strategy.

Policy Recommendations for U.S.-China Relations

Turning opinion dynamics into effective policy requires more than generic calls to “engage and deter.”
Based on national survey findings, this report identifies five actionable priorities for U.S. China policy.
These priorities reflect where Americans support cooperation, expect firmness, and respond across
various lines. Decisionmakers can utilize these public preferences as both a strategic guide and a political
fulcrum, anchoring competitive strategies in domestic consensus and international realism.

Priority I: Strategic Communication and Narrative Framework

Survey results indicate that there is room for impact through the development of pragmatic, targeted
messaging and in particular that high-information, high-engagement audiences may be responsive to
more balanced, concrete narratives beyond broad ideological appeals.

* Institutionalize behavioral framing over ideological appeals. Behavioral perceptions
predict policy support more strongly than general favorability, yet current
communications rely on abstract concepts. Mandate behavioral impact assessments
for major China policy announcements. Train government communicators to frame
policies around specific Chinese actions and concrete reciprocal measures.

* Deploy targeted outreach by demographics. Older Americans and college-educated
respondents show distinct responsiveness to engagement cues over time. Abandon
one-size-fits-all messaging. For older audiences, utilize trusted channels (veterans’
organizations, community centers) highlighting tangible cooperation outcomes. For
college-educated constituencies, provide detailed cost-benefit analyses through
academic institutions. Match message complexity to audience sophistication.

* Inform and engage high-information audiences. Americans closely following
China news achieve the most dramatic attitude shifts, indicating high-engagement
audiences’ sensitivity to positive developments, while Chinese media consumers
reach two-fifths positive sentiment. Create competitive alternative information
sources rather than restricting Chinese media access. Develop credible American
content that acknowledges both competitive and cooperative elements, targeting
the information-hungry demographic showing highest responsiveness to balanced
coverage.
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Priority Il: Domestic Coalition Building

Public opinion patterns reveal opportunities for bipartisan support in U.S China policy. To avoid policy
reversals driven by partisan shifts, durable frameworks must accommodate pragmatic, skeptical, and
conditional-cooperation constituencies simultaneously.

* Design triple-constituency policy architecture. The pragmatic plurality seeks more
complex, evidence-based approaches, but policy frameworks remain anchored in
“engage vs. compete” binary debates. Restructure China policy using frameworks
that simultaneously offer measurable benefits to pragmatists, reciprocity
mechanisms to conditional critics, and competitive safeguards to skeptics. Structure
cooperation agreements with tiered reciprocity thresholds, public performance
metrics, and automatic suspension triggers based on behavioral indicators.

» Pair engagement with credible deterrence. Republicans show significant positive
shifts in friendly engagement and constructive interaction preferences. Design
“competitive cooperation” packages pairing engagement initiatives with visible
deterrence measures. Frame cooperation as “peace through strength.” Couple
fentanyl cooperation expansion (70.1% positive sentiment) with enhanced Indo-
Pacific military exercises, allowing bipartisan support while maintaining credible
deterrence.

* Embed bipartisan anchors. Our model results indicate deepening ideological
polarization that could undermine policy sustainability. Ensure every major China
initiative includes bipartisan elements: Human rights safeguards for liberals, national
security measures for conservatives, economic benefits for moderates. Create
bipartisan working groups with shared development responsibilities to prevent
partisan capture.

Priority Ill: High-Impact Cooperation Domains

Education and public health consistently generate strong, cross-demographic gains in U.S. attitudes
toward China. Leveraging these high-impact domains can sustain engagement narratives while
addressing immediate domestic interests.

+ Scale educational exchange infrastructure. Scholarship programs generate
strongest positive momentum. Restore educational exchange programs over years,
prioritizing STEM fields and community college partnerships. Target demographics
showing strongest gains (Hispanic Americans, African Americans, Asian Americans).
Structure exchanges with reciprocity requirements and public reporting mechanisms
to maintain skeptical constituency support.

* Expand health cooperation frameworks. Fentanyl cooperation maintains robust
cross-demographic support. Establish joint monitoring mechanisms, expand
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precursor chemical scheduling, and create public reporting on seizure metrics. Use
visible health cooperation success to reinforce broader engagement narratives while
addressing immediate American interests.

Priority IV: Economic Policy Recalibration

Public opinion strongly opposes economic measures that raise consumer costs. Adjusting the policy
toolkit to target upstream industries, minimize household impact and emphasize reciprocal benefits can
maintain competitiveness without losing public support.

* Minimize consumer cost exposure. Electronics restrictions trigger the largest
negative response, confirming broad resistance to consumer-affecting policies.
Restructure competitive measures targeting upstream supply chains, B2B
technologies, and industrial components rather than consumer goods. When
consumer impacts are unavoidable, implement gradual phase-ins with clear sunset
provisions and alternative supplier development programs.

* Create reciprocal trade mechanisms. Since Americans with negative China
perceptions showed largest policy preference shifts, especially for friendly
engagement, design visible reciprocity frameworks allowing skeptics to support
limited cooperation while maintaining competitive guardrails. Emphasize concrete
benefits and measurable outcomes over abstract relationship improvement.

Priority V: Crisis Communication Enhancement

Survey patterns suggest growing confidence in U.S. crisis management, especially in Taiwan-related
scenarios. This creates a unique opening for communications that balance deterrence with diplomatic
reassurance. Clear threat differentiation and competence-focused messaging can reinforce alliance
cohesion without narrowing space for engagement.

* Leverage enhanced deterrence confidence. Controlling for demographics, attitudes
toward Taiwan conflict scenarios actually improve, possibly suggesting increased
confidence in U.S. crisis management. Recalibrate security communications to
emphasize crisis management competence and diplomatic solutions rather than
military escalation. Use this confidence window to strengthen alliance coordination
messaging while maintaining clear deterrence signals.

- Differentiate security threat levels. Americans distinguish between different types
of military scenarios. Communicate clearly between high-risk escalation (Taiwan)
and limited friction (accidental collisions). Preserve public space for engagement by
emphasizing joint problem-solving while maintaining deterrence credibility through
measured, competent responses.
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Technical Appendices

A. Description of Sample

This report draws on two nationally representative surveys conducted through YouGov. The first survey
was fielded from March 12 to March 19, 2024, with 3,237 respondents interviewed and matched down

to a final sample of 3,000. The margin of error for this data is approximately +1.94%. The second survey
was conducted from April 15 to April 25, 2025, with 2,273 respondents interviewed and matched to a
final sample of 2,000, yielding a margin of error of approximately +2.4%. In both surveys, respondents
were matched to a sampling frame based on gender, age, race, and education. The sampling frame was a
politically representative “modeled frame” of U.S. adults constructed from multiple sources: the American
Community Survey (ACS) public use microdata file, public voter file records, the 2020 Current Population
Survey (CPS) Voting and Registration supplements, the 2020 National Election Pool (NEP) exit poll, and
the 2020 Cooperative Election Study (CES), incorporating demographic data and 2020 presidential vote
choice.

Matched cases in each survey were weighted to the sampling frame using propensity scores. These

were estimated using logistic regression models that included variables such as age, gender, race/
ethnicity, education, region, and home ownership (included in 2024 only). Propensity scores were grouped
into deciles and post-stratified within those groups. Final weights were then post-stratified based on
presidential vote choice—2020 vote for the 2024 sample, and both 2020 and 2024 vote choices for the
2025 sample—as well as a four-way stratification by gender, age (four categories), race (four categories),
and education (four categories).

B. Questionnaire Design and Statistical Analysis

Developed by the PAX sapiens Foundation in collaboration with YouGov, the full survey instrument
comprises three core modules: (1) U.S. exposure to the opioid crisis, (2) public attitudes toward
accountability for synthetic opioids, and (3) perceptions of China in relation to this issue and broader U.S.-
China dynamics. This report focuses exclusively on the third module, analyzing how Americans perceive
China and how those attitudes shape support for specific U.S. policy responses.

Survey logic and randomization protocols were extensively tested across PC and mobile platforms to

ensure smooth deployment. Statistical analysis was conducted using RStudio (version 2024.12.1+563
for Mac), with demographic and attitudinal predictors entered in structured blocks. Detailed analytical
procedures are introduced by section below.

B.1. Drivers of U.S. Attitudes Toward China

To examine temporal changes in American attitudes toward China, pooled cross-sectional regression
analysis were employed, using data from two nationally representative surveys conducted in 2024

and 2025. The dependent variable is the magnitude of China favorability, measured on a seven-point
scale (1 = very negative, 7 = very positive). Our analytical strategy proceeded through three nested OLS
models to systematically assess baseline differences, main effects, and temporal variation in predictor
relationships.
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+ Model 1 establishes baseline demographic and political controls, along with a year
dummy variable.

+ Model 2 incorporates key substantive predictors: ideological orientation (5-point
conservative scale), political interest (4-point scale), China news consumption
(binary), and a China experience index (0—10), which aggregates binary indicators of
travel, work, residence, language use, social connections, media consumption, and
news following.

+ Model 3 introduces interaction terms between the survey year and each key
predictor to assess whether the marginal effects of ideology, political interest, news
consumption, and China experience changed between survey waves.

Robustness checks included heteroskedasticity testing via Breusch-Pagan, structural break analysis
through Chow tests comparing separate 2024/2025 models against the pooled specification, and
partisan subgroup analysis examining differential patterns across Democratic, Republican, and
Independent voters. All models employ heteroskedasticity-robust standard errors.

TABLE B.1. Regression Models Predicting Favorability Toward China

Dependent Variable:

Opinion of China (1-7)

Baseline Model Main Effects Model Full Interaction Model

Q) @ ©)

0.177* 0.120 0.121
Age (1950-1970)

(0.075) (0.074) (0.073)

0.664*** 0.458*** 0.467%**
Age (1970-1990)

(0.076) (0.076) (0.075)

1.129*** 0.847*** 0.845%**
Age (1990-2010)

(0.080) (0.080) (0.080)

-0.092* -0.036 -0.035
Gender

(0.039) (0.039) (0.039)

0.642*** 0.6171*** 0.610***
Race (Black)

(0.064) (0.062) (0.062)

0.354%*x 0.339%** 0.339%**
Race (Hispanic)

(0.069) (0.068) (0.067)
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0.422%** 0.136 0.135
Race (Asian)
(0.113) (0.113) (0.112)
0.189 0.089 0.076
Race (Native American)
(0.184) (0.179) (0.179)
Race (Two or more 0.302** 0.273** 0.281**
races) (0.106) (0.103) (0.103)
0.184 0.170 0.181
Race (Other)
(0.136) (0.132) (0.132)
1.082** 1.072** 1.135%*
Race (Middle Eastern)
(0.387) (0.377) (0.376)
0.008 -0.003 -0.004
Education
(0.013) (0.013) (0.013)
-0.579%** -0.218%** -0.2710%**
Republican
(0.050) (0.060) (0.060)
-0.297%** -0.136** -0.132**
Independent
(0.049) (0.0517) (0.057)
-0.039 0.098 0.082
Other Party
(0.103) (0.101) (0.1071)
0.338*** 0.327*** 0.686***
Year_2025
(0.040) (0.039) (0.136)
-0.209%** -0.146%**
Ideology
(0.021) (0.024)
0.172%** 0.167%**
Political Interest
(0.022) (0.027)
-0.445%** -0.558***
Follow China News
(0.058) (0.073)
0.274x+** 0.206%**
China Experience Count
(0.022) (0.027)
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-0.159%**
Ideology * 2025
(0.033)
0.034
Political Interest * 2025
(0.041)
Follow China News * 0.279*
2025 (0.117)
China Experience Count 0.021
*2025 (0.041)
2.428%** 2.703%** 2.554%%*
Constant
(0.093) (0.113) (0.125)
Observations 4,710 4,710 4,710
R2 0.173 0.220 0.225
Adjusted R? 0.170 0.216 0.221
E Statistic 61.443*** (df = 16; 65.942** (df = 20; 56.537*** (df = 24;
4693) 4689) 4685)
Note: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001

B.2. Cluster Analysis of Response Patterns

To identify distinct response patterns, we performed K-means clustering on standardized scenario
responses for each survey year. For 2024 and 2025 separately, we selected complete cases across
eight scenario variables plus demographic controls (china_attitude, pid3, educ, ideo5), then standardized
scenario responses using z-scores. For 2025 data, we determined optimal cluster number using the
elbow method, calculating within-cluster sum of squares for k=1 to k=8 clusters. The elbow plot showed
inflection at k=4, which we selected based on both statistical criteria and policy interpretability. K-means
clustering used 50 random starts and 300 maximum iterations to ensure convergence. We applied the
same 4-cluster solution to 2024 data for temporal comparison. Clusters were characterized by mean
standardized scenario responses and labeled based on response patterns. Demographic composition
was calculated for each cluster including party identification percentages, education levels, and baseline
China attitudes.
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FIGURE B.2. Determination of Optimal k Using the Elbow Method
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Temporal analysis compared cluster sizes between years using percentage distributions to identify
shifting opinion segments. All clustering used complete case analysis after removing observations with
missing scenario responses. Cluster profiles and the comparison of their sizes are as follows.

TABLE B.2.1. Mean Standardized Scenario Responses by Cluster

Hard-Line Conditional Critics | Engagement Balanced

Skeptics Boosters Pragmatists
Taiwan Military -0.534 -0.336 1.451 -0.456
China-US Collision -1.129 -0.201 0.778 0.404
China-Other Collision -1.163 -0.081 0.726 0.401
Fentanyl Cooperation -0.054 0.656 -0.503 0.040
Chinese Adoptions -0.480 1.041 -0.023 -0.197
Electronics Sales -0.110 -0.496 0.313 0.132
Scholarship Program -0.654 0.997 -0.038 -0.031
Panda Diplomacy -0.347 1.088 -0.053 -0.302
Number 471 345 449 623
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TABLE B.2.2. Changes in Cluster Size and Share, 2024-2025

2024 (n) 2025 (n) 2024 (%) 2025 (%) Change
Hard-Line 930 471 32.967 24.947 -8.020
Skeptics
Conditional 597 345 21.163 18.273 -2.889
Critics
Engagement 1074 449 38.072 23.782 -14.290
Boosters
Balanced 220 623 7.799 32.998 25.199
Pragmatists

B.3. Attitudinal Changes by Scenarios
TABLE B.3.1. Mean Score Comparison of China-Related Issue Attitudes, 2024-2025
2024 2025 Change T statistic p.value

Opinion of China (baseline) 2.884 3.210 0.327 -7.735 0.0000
Taiwan Military Action 2.220 2.124 -0.096 2.266 0.0235
U.S.-China Military Collision 2.879 2.965 0.086 -2.110 0.0349
China-Other Military Collision 3.041 3.166 0.125 -3.314 0.0009
Fentanyl Chemical Restrictions 5.117 5.271 0.154 -3.425 0.0006
Resume Chinese Adoption 4.281 4.352 0.071 -1.731 0.0835
Stop Electronics Sales 3.906 3.628 -0.278 6.417 0.0000
Scholarship Program 4.330 4.634 0.304 -6.963 0.0000
Panda Diplomacy 4.201 4.350 0.149 -3.706 0.0002

TABLE B.3.2. Positive Percentage Comparison of China-Related Issue Attitudes, 2024-2025

2024 2025

Positive % Very . Positive % Very positive | Positive Very positive
positive % % change change

Taiwan Military Action | 7.40 3.70 5.85 2.20 -1.55 -1.50
U.S-China Military 8.533 4.033 6.60 2.80 -1.933 1.233
Collision
China-Other Military | ¢ 2.70 7.154 23071 1.046 10.399
Collision
Fentanyl Chemical 66.833 42.866 70.10 46.55 3.267 3.683
Restrictions

Calibrating Engagement: American Public Opinion of China in Transition (2024-2025)

PAX sapiens

65




izz::;anhinese 36.60 17.80 38.05 17.55 1.45 -0.25
Stop Electronics Sales | 28.333 13.333 20.85 10.1 -7.483 -3.233
Scholarship Program 41.267 20.70 50.05 26.25 8.78 5.55
Panda Diplomacy 31.567 15.60 34.80 17.95 3.233 2.35

We also conducted Welch’s two-sample t-tests to assess statistical significance of attitude differences
between 2024 and 2025 across all scenarios. This method does not assume equal variances, making it

appropriate for independent sample comparisons.

TABLE B.3.3 Year-to-Year Differences in Scenario Mean Scores: Welch's t-Tests

Scenario Mean Score —» (2024 2025) Change t_statistic p-value
Opinion of China |, g ) 5 o4 +0.33 -7.735053592 1.28E-14
(baseline)

Taiwan Military 1, ,, 5 15 -0.1 2266031842 0.023496383
Action

China-US Military |, g, 5 97 +0.09 2.110318929 0.034885972
Collision

China-Other 3.04-»3.17 +0.13 :3.314439542 0.000925628
Military Collision

Fentanyl Chemical | o, 55 +0.15 -3.425462258 0.000619367
Restrictions

Resume Chinese | /) oo ) 4 35 +0.07 -1.731265301 0.083474375
Adoptions

Stop Electronics | 5 5, ) 363 -0.28 6.416729814 1.54E-10
Sales

Scholarship 4339463 +0.3 -6.962557439 3.83E-12
Program

Panda Diplomacy |4.2—»4.35 +0.15 -3.706187439 0.000213019

B.4. Scenario Response Regression Analysis

To assess whether observed changes in scenario attitudes reflect genuine shifts versus sample
composition differences, we merged scenario response data with our main analytical dataset. We
conducted two analytical approaches: thematic group analysis and individual scenario analysis. For
group analysis, we transformed data to long format with scenario responses stacked by respondent, then

estimated pooled regressions by scenario category (security, economic, health, cultural).

Calibrating Engagement: American Public Opinion of China in Transition (2024-2025)

PAX sapiens

66




TABLE B.4.1. Regression Estimates for Scenario Response by Policy Domain

Dependent Variable:

Scenario Response (1-7)

Security Economic Health Cultural
M 2 ®) (4)
-0.065**
Year_2025 -0.290*** (0.045) 0.167*** (0.047) 0.112*** (0.025)
(0.024)
0.011 -0.010
China Attitude 0.358*** (0.008) 0.196*** (0.009)
(0.016) (0.016)
0.005 0.133% 0.131* 0.094**
China Experience
(0.028) (0.053) (0.055) (0.029)
-0.136* 0.090 -0.007
Follow China News -0.219*** (0.036)
(0.069) (0.0771) (0.038)
0.044 -0.017 0.011
Republican 0.110%** (0.032)
(0.061) (0.063) (0.033)
-0.037 -0.132* 0.087**
Democrat 0.124*** (0.029)
(0.055) (0.056) (0.030)
-0.082*** 0.043 0.107* 0.098***
College and Above
(0.025) (0.047) (0.049) (0.026)
-0.120%** 0.275%** 0.004 -0.126%**
Conservative
(0.030) (0.058) (0.060) (0.031)
0.092 0.376%** 0.177%**
High Political Interest | -0.230*** (0.029)
(0.056) (0.057) (0.030)
0.027 -0.083 0.016 0.006
Male
(0.023) (0.045) (0.046) (0.024)
1.854%** 3.730%** 4.816%** 3.565%**
Constant
(0.043) (0.082) (0.084) (0.044)
Observations 14,129 4,710 4,710 14,130
R? 0.155 0.018 0.022 0.055

Note: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001
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For individual scenario analysis, we then examined five key cases using separate regression models. All
models included a 2025 year dummy plus controls: baseline China attitudes, China experience indicators,
party identification, education, ideology, political interest, gender, and interaction terms with year dummy
for party identification and China attitudes. Binary variables were created for key predictors (Republican/
Democrat status, college education, conservative ideology, high news interest, China experience
presence). Models progressed from baseline year effects to full specifications with interactions.

TABLE B.4.2. Individual Scenario Regression Models with 2025 Year Effects and Interaction Terms

Dependent Variable:

Scenario Response (1-7)
Scholarship Stop Electronics Fentapyl . Taiwan Military
Chemical Panda Diplomacy .
Program Sales - Action
Restrictions @
4
1 2 5

() 2) @ (5)

0.138 -0.271* 0.212 0.111 0.247*
Year_2025

(0.121) (0.127) (0.132) (0.117) (0.114)

0.327%*** 0.005 0.008 0.147%** 0.410%**
China Attitude

(0.019) (0.021) (0.021) (0.019) (0.018)

0.126* 0.180** 0.125 -0.007 0.035
China Experience

(0.061) (0.065) (0.067) (0.059) (0.058)
Follow China -0.051 -0.136 0.092 0.086 -0.173**
News (0.066) (0.069) (0.071) (0.063) (0.062)

-0.077 0.002 -0.073 0.003 0.327***
Republican

(0.072) (0.076) (0.078) (0.070) (0.068)

0.057 0.030 -0.176* 0.109 0.299***
Democrat

(0.066) (0.070) (0.072) (0.064) (0.062)

0.058 0.044 0.109* 0.117** -0.199***
College and Above

(0.045) (0.048) (0.049) (0.044) (0.042)

-0.299*** 0.2715%** -0.0002 -0.112* -0.031
Conservative

(0.055) (0.058) (0.060) (0.053) (0.052)
High Political 0.070 0.092 0.376%** 0.182*** -0.476%**
Interest (0.053) (0.056) (0.058) (0.051) (0.050)

0.036 -0.081 0.017 0.047 -0.129**
Male

(0.042) (0.045) (0.046) (0.041) (0.040)
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Vear.2025 % 0.074 0.107 0.137 0.129 -0.116
Republican (0.107) 0.113) 0.117) (0.104) (0.101)
Vear.2025 % 0.067 -0.177 0.109 0.001 -0.255%*
Democrat (0.103) (0.108) (0.111) (0.099) (0.096)
Vear.2025* China | -0-008 0.021 -0.044 -0.018 -0.089*+
Attitude (0.030) (0.032) (0.033) (0.029) (0.028)
Ej;;i%ii* China | 087 (0.086) | -0.122 (0.090) oot8 0050 012
(0.093) (0.083) (0.081)

3.366%* 3.713% 4.807% 3.589% 1,334k
Constant

(0.089) (0.094) (0.097) (0.086) (0.084)
Observations 4710 4,710 4,710 4,710 4,710
R2 0.14355 0.023 0.034 0.189
Note: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001

B.5. Public Sentiment and Policy Preference: Statistical Significance Testing

We analyzed temporal changes in behavioral perceptions and policy preferences using four-dimensional
measures with 7-point scales. Composite behavioral perception indices were created by averaging

four dimensions: aggressive-defensive, competitive-cooperative, friendly-unfriendly (reverse-coded),
and destructive-constructive. Americans were grouped by China behavior perception index: negative
(=3), mixed (3-5), positive (=5). Then, we conducted two-sample t-tests with unequal variances to test
significance of changes between years, examining both overall population shifts and within-group

changes by initial attitude position.

TABLE B.5. Welch's t-Tests for Changes in Policy Preferences by Attitude Group

Attitude Policy Mean Mean Mean T Statistic | p.value n (2024) |n(2025)

Group Dimension (2024) (2025) Change

Mixed aggressive_ 4.2080 41038 -0.1041 2.2084 0.0273 1178 963
defensive

Mixed competitive_ | 4.1800 4.2970 0.1170 -1.8973 0.0579 1178 963
cooperative

Mixed destructive_ 4.7097 4.8899 0.1802 -3.2582 0.0011 1178 963
constructive

Mixed friendly_ 4.4032 4.6137 0.2105 -3.7162 0.0002 1178 963
unfriendly
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Negative aggressive_ 3.2761 3.3710 0.0949 -1.2754 0.2023 1619 911

defensive

Negative competitive_ | 2.7702 3.0538 0.2836 -3.7769 0.0002 1619 911
cooperative

Negative destructive_ 4.2576 45774 0.3198 -4.6732 0.0000 1619 911
constructive

Negative friendly_ 3.6967 41273 0.4306 -6.4595 0.0000 1619 911
unfriendly

Positive aggressive_ 4.8308 4.9680 0.1372 -0.7618 0.4468 201 125
defensive

Positive competitive_ | 4.8308 5.1600 0.3292 -1.4940 0.1364 201 125

cooperative

B.6. Policy Preference Regression Analysis

We estimated OLS regression models for four policy preference dimensions (aggressive-defensive,
competitive-cooperative, friendly-unfriendly, destructive-constructive) as dependent variables. Each
model included baseline China attitudes, China behavioral perception index, China experience count, 2025
survey year dummy, and dummy variables for Republican, Democrat, college education, and conservative
ideology.

Interaction models added terms for baseline attitudes x Republican/Democrat, year 2025 x Republican/
Democrat, and China experience x year 2025/Republican/Democrat. Party identification used numerical
coding with dummy variable creation for analysis. Supplementary party-specific analysis estimated
separate models for Republican, Democrat, and Independent subsamples using year dummy, baseline
attitudes, and China experience as predictors. Complete case analysis was applied across all policy
preference and control variables.

TABLE B.6. OLS Regression Models of Policy Preference Dimensions, 2024-2025

Dependent Variable:

Agg/Def | Agg/Def | Comp/ Comp/ Friendly Friendly Destr/ Destr/
(Main) (1) | (Int) (2) Coop Coop (Int) | (Main) (5) | (Int) (6) Constr Constr (Int)
(Main) (3) | (4) (Main) (7) | (8)

Baseline 0.142%%% | 0.174%% | 0.299%** | 0.416*** | 0.308*** | 0.348%** | (0.222%** | 0.2471%**
China attitude | (0.019) (0.028) (0.020) (0.028) (0.019) (0.026) (0.019) (0.027)
China 0.354*** 0.347*** 0.437*** 0.425%*%* | (.124*** 0.122%*%* | 0.1717*** 0.109***
behavioral (0.022)  |(0.022) |(0.023) |(0.023) |[(0.021) |(0.021) |(0.022) | (0.022)
index
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China -0.017 -0.047 0.011 -0.021 0.004 0.026 0.046** 0.018
experience | (0.021) (0.040) (0.022) (0.041) | (0.020) (0.038) | (0.021) (0.039)
Count
Year 2025 -0.031 -0.135* 0.148*** 0.064 0.264*** 0.154** 0.193*** 0.052
(0.044) (0.076) (0.045) (0.079) | (0.042) (0.073) | (0.042) (0.074)
Republican -0.052 -0.192 -0.177%* | 0.111 -0.120** | -0.156 -0.103* -0.234*
(0.057) (0.125) (0.059) (0.128) (0.054) (0.119) (0.055) (0.120)
Democrat 0.147*** 0.505*** 0.109** 0.846*** | -0.016 0.394*** | 0.105** 0.335*%**
(0.053) (0.133) (0.055) (0.137) | (0.051) (0.127) | (0.051) (0.129)
College and |-0.109** |-0.107** |-0.113* |-0.110* |0.081* 0.086* 0.122%%* | 0.128%**
above (0.046) (0.046) (0.048) (0.048) (0.044) (0.044) (0.045) (0.045)
Ideology: -0.151%** | -0.128** -0.199*** | -0.187*** | -0.075 -0.061 -0.139%** | -0.130**
conservative | (0.052) (0.053) (0.054) (0.054) (0.050) (0.050) (0.051) (0.051)
Attitude * 0.054 -0.109%** -0.002 0.022
Republican (0.037) (0.038) (0.035) (0.036)
Attitude * -0.139%** -0.254%** -0.71771%** -0.072**
Democrat (0.037) (0.038) (0.035) (0.035)
2025 * 0.113 0.117 0.300*** 0.273***
Republican (0.108) (0.111) (0.103) (0.104)
2025 * 0.148 0.107 -0.038 0.005
Democrat (0.104) (0.107) (0.099) (0.100)
ChinaExp * 0.048 0.036 0.060 0.097**
2025 (0.042) (0.043) (0.040) (0.041)
ChinaExp * -0.054 0.002 -0.094* -0.043
Republican (0.054) (0.056) (0.052) (0.052)
ChinaExp * 0.066 0.063 -0.048 0.005
Democrat (0.049) (0.050) (0.046) (0.047)
Constant 2.359%** 2.320%** 1.445%%* 1.138*** | 2.823*** 2.710%** | 3.512%** 3.505%**
(0.074) (0.099) (0.076) (0.103) (0.077) (0.095) (0.077) (0.096)
Observations | 4,997 4,997 4,997 4,997 4,997 4,997 4,997 4,997
R? 0.157 0.162 0.279 0.286 0.156 0.161 0.110 0.114
Adjusted R? 0.155 0.159 0.278 0.284 0.154 0.158 0.109 0.112
Note: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001
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