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In einer wechselseitigen Beziehung? Eine Untersuchung der
Entwicklung und der Beziehung zwischen Medienvertrauen und
Zufriedenheit mit der Corona-Politik der Regierung in Deutschland
im Zeitverlauf

Dorothee Arlt

Abstract: Given the political consequences of the Coronavirus crisis, the present study ex-
amined the reciprocal relationship between satisfaction with the government’s Coronavi-
rus policy and media trust in Germany during the first year of the Coronavirus pandemic.
Using data from a panel survey conducted between April 2020 and April 2021, a random
intercept cross-lagged panel model was applied to explore the reciprocal relationship over
time. The findings revealed strong correlations between the random intercepts, indicating
that people who were generally more satisfied with the government’s Coronavirus policy
also showed higher levels of media trust than the average and vice versa. On the within-
person level, however, the results clearly show just one cross-lagged effect at a very specific
point in time during the pandemic: within-person changes in policy satisfaction in Novem-
ber 2020 caused within-person changes in media trust in April 2021. No reciprocal influ-
ence over time was found.

Keywords: Media trust, satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy, reciprocal
relationship, panel data, random intercept cross-lagged panel model.

Zusammenfassung: Angesichts der politischen Folgen der Corona-Krise untersuchte die
vorliegende Studie die wechselseitige Beziehung zwischen der Zufriedenheit mit der Coro-
na-Politik der Bundesregierung und Medienvertrauen wihrend des ersten Jahres der Coro-
na-Pandemie in Deutschland. Auf Basis von Daten einer Panelbefragung, die zwischen Ap-
ril 2020 und April 2021 durchgefiihrt wurde, wurde ein Random Intercept Cross-Lagged
Panel Modell berechnet, um die wechselseitige Beziehung im Zeitverlauf zu untersuchen.
Die Befunde zeigen einen starken Zusammenhang zwischen den Random Intercepts, d.h.
Personen, die generell zufriedener mit der Corona-Politik der Regierung waren, haben
auch generell ein hoheres Medienvertrauen als der Durchschnitt und andersherum. Auf der
Ebene der Einzelpersonen zeigte sich hingegen nur ein zeitverzogerter Effekt zu einem be-
stimmten Zeitpunkt wihrend der Coronapandemie, namlich, dass Veranderungen in der
Zufriedenheit mit der Corona-Politik innerhalb einer Person im November 2020 zu Verin-
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derungen im Medienvertrauen im April 2021 fuhren. Es wurde kein wechselseitiger Ein-
fluss tiber die Zeit gefunden.

Schlagworter: Medienvertrauen, Zufriedenheit mit der Corona-Politik der Regierung, rezi-
proke Beziehung, Paneldaten, Random Intercept Cross-Lagged Panel Model.

1. Introduction

The Coronavirus pandemic has been one of the most disruptive events in recent
history and has rapidly developed into multiple crises across the globe that have
placed politics and society in a state of emergency. To contain the pandemic,
governments have taken extraordinary policy measures (e.g., nationwide lockdowns,
physical distancing, stay-at-home restrictions) (Engler et al., 2021; Popic & Moise,
2022) that have greatly limited personal liberties and that, in some cases, have been
adopted through unusual means.! Political measures and decision-making proces-
ses have been taken that, before the Coronavirus pandemic, would have been almost
inconceivable outside of a wartime situation and have had far-reaching consequen-
ces for the political system itself. For example, several studies examined the effect
of governments’ handling of the Coronavirus crisis on trust in politics (e.g., Backgaard
et al., 2020; Davies et al., 2021; Esaiasson et al., 2021; Kritzinger et al., 2021;
Schraff, 2021). In this context, the present study focused on (dis-)satisfaction with
the German government’s Coronavirus policy, here examining the specific political
support concerning the government’s performance and outcomes in relation to a
precise political issue, in the present case the Corona issue. Nevertheless, policy
dissatisfaction (Farah et al., 1979) has the potential to affect attitudes toward the
political system (Easton, 19735). Especially in the context of the Coronavirus pan-
demic, such spill-over effects seem plausible because many of the Coronavirus-
specific political decisions had strong implications for the fundamental design of
political processes in a democracy in times of crisis.

The Coronavirus pandemic, as well as the related political events and develop-
ments, were covered intensively by the mass media. Content analysis findings
prove that, since the outbreak of the pandemic, the news media has reported ex-
tensively and nearly monothematically about Coronavirus. At least for a while,
almost all other political issues were pushed off the media’s agenda. As a result,
Coronavirus coverage was clearly politicized, with a strong focus on political is-
sues and actors (Hart et al., 2020; Neves & Massarani, 2022; Tejedor et al., 2020);
even the health crisis was primarily viewed from a political perspective (Crabu et
al., 2021). Likewise, there was a strong focus on the political aspects, especially
regarding German politics, of German Coronavirus coverage (Maurer, Wagner, &
Weifs, 2021). Moreover, initial findings revealed that the leading German media
outlets covered the competences of political actors in a predominantly negative

1 In Germany, for example, many decisions were made and implemented in so-called federal-state
conferences: bodies that are not provided for in the constitution. The meetings were attended by
members of the federal government and the governors of the federal states. This “bypassing” of
parliaments was considered unconstitutional by some actors, especially by the parliaments them-
selves.
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way and that the image of politicians worsened dramatically over time (Maurer,
Reinemann, & Kurschinski, 2021). Likewise, over the course of 2020, the German
Coronavirus policy came under intense criticism on political talk shows on public
television stations (Degen, 2021).

Although the population had direct experience with the pandemic, the news
media was a very significant source of information for German citizens about all
the events related to the pandemic, including political ones (Faas et al., 2022;
Viehmann et al., 2020; Wolling et al., 2021). Especially during lockdown times
when people were encouraged to avoid personal contact, people’s dependence on
the media (Ball-Rokeach & DeFleur, 1976) can be considered as having been par-
ticularly strong. Accordingly, it seems reasonable that the information provided by
the media played a significant role in shaping people’s satisfaction with the
government’s handling of Coronavirus pandemic. However, because in most cases
— including the Coronavirus pandemic — people cannot verify the veracity and
appropriateness of the information disseminated by the media, “they have to trust
journalistic media, their news selection, and their production to provide them with
the relevant information in an adequate manner” (Fawzi et al., 2021, p. 1). As a
result, the trust that people placed in the media and their reporting became parti-
cularly important in the context of the Coronavirus pandemic. For example, seve-
ral studies have shown that media trust is related to political trust (Adam et al.,
2023; Nielsen et al., 2020) and compliance with Coronavirus hygiene rules and
preventative policies (Adam et al., 2023; Neureiter et al., 2021; Schumann & Arlt,
2023; Zhao et al., 2020).

The media can be a powerful source of political legitimacy when people have
confidence in the media and when media criticism of government policies is not
destructive. However, when distrust of the media increases and some people even
begin to accuse the media of being state propaganda tools and a “lying press,” this
support dwindles. Nevertheless, this effect can also work in the opposite way. If
people are dissatisfied with the government’s policies and find that the media por-
trays these policies too positively, it can raise doubts about the media’s independence
and have a negative effect on trust in the media. Taken together, it seems plausible
that media trust and satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy are
closely linked and can reciprocally influence each other over time. However, the
question of causality has remained largely unanswered in previous research because
most studies on the relationship between media trust and attitudes toward politi-
cal systems have been based on cross-sectional data. Furthermore, no studies have
examined the extent to which these constructs are linked over time because of
stable differences between individuals or temporal variations within individuals.
The current study addresses this gap. Using data from a panel survey carried out
in Germany between April 2020 and April 2021, the present study examined the
development and reciprocal relationship between people’s satisfaction with the
government’s Coronavirus policy and media trust over time.
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2. Literature review
2.1 Coronavirus policy satisfaction: Conceptualization and empirical findings

The starting point for the theoretical foundation of people’s satisfaction with the
government’s Coronavirus policy is the concept of political dissatisfaction (Inglehart,
1977; Farah et al., 1979). In general, political dissatisfaction has been defined as “the
attitudinal expression of unhappiness or lack of satisfaction based on the belief that
the government [...] and their outcomes are falling short of the citizen’s preferences
or expectations [...]” (Torcal, 2011, p. 688). With reference to Easton’s (1975) concept
of political support, political dissatisfaction can be seen as an expression of a lack of
specific political support meaning dissatisfaction with the governments’ performance
and the outcomes of political processes regarding specific political issues or policy
areas (policy dimension). In this context, some scholars have specifically spoken of
policy dissatisfaction (Farah et al., 1979), policy malaise (Arlt et al., 2020), or, in a
positive sense, policy area satisfaction (de Blok et al., 2022). Transferred to the present
study, (dis)satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy refers to a positive
or negative evaluation of the government’s handling of the Coronavirus issue. The
consideration of policy-specific satisfaction is particularly important because it can
influence diffuse political support, which is expressed through satisfaction with the
political system or trust in politics (de Blok et al., 2022; Easton, 1975; Norris, 2011).

Looking at the literature, some conclusions about Coronavirus policy satisfaction
can also be drawn from studies examining how trust in politics and governmental
support developed over the course of the pandemic in relation to the political handling
of the crisis. First, various studies have shown that, especially in the initial phase of
the pandemic, an increase in political trust and governmental support can be observed
(e.g., Baekgaard et al., 2020; Esaiasson et al., 2021; Kritzinger et al., 2021), which is
a reaction to the government’s handling of the crisis, such as the implementation of
lockdown measures (Bol et al., 2021; Oude Groeniger et al., 2021; Schraff, 2021).

Overall, however, these positive effects were rather short-lived because, as the
pandemic continued general trust in politics, belief in governments’ ability to ma-
nage the crisis, and satisfaction with the governments’ performance greatly declined
(Davies et al., 2021; Johansson et al., 2021; Nida-Riimelin, 2021; Unzicker, 2022;
Weinberg, 2022).

Hence, to gain more insights into how satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy
developed during the Coronavirus pandemic in Germany, the first research ques-
tion is the following:

(RQ1) How did satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy
evolve over time during the Coronavirus pandemic in Germany?

2.2 Media trust: Conceptualization and development in the course of the
Coronavirus pandemic

Despite the extensive and still growing body of research, no uniform definition of
media trust has been established (Fawzi et al., 2021; Strombick et al., 2020). One
challenge in this area is that several different concepts are used, such as trust in
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journalism (Kohring & Matthes, 2007), media skepticism (Tsafti, 2003), or media
distrust (Ladd, 2010), which cannot be clearly distinguished from each other. Ne-
vertheless, there is broad agreement in communication research that, at the con-
ceptual level, media trust refers to the relationship between trustor (citizen) and
trustees (news media) (Kohring & Matthes, 2007; Stromback et al., 2020; Tsafti
& Capella, 2003), in which citizens are willing “to be vulnerable to news content
based on the expectation that the media will perform in a satisfactory manner”
(Hanitzsch et al., 2018, p.5; see also Fawzi et al., 2021, p. 3) and that journalists
will “put aside their political views and create unbiased news stories” in agreement
with journalistic principles (Ardévol-Abreu & Gil de Zuiiiga, 2017, p. 704).

In research practices, media trust is measured at very different levels (for an
overview, see Fawzi et al., 2021; Strombick et al., 2020). This also applies to stu-
dies that have explored media trust in relation to the Coronavirus pandemic.

When looking at the different measurements of media trust, it becomes apparent
that there is no uniform concept applied. The media objects for which trust is being
examined vary greatly and can be located at different levels of analysis (for an
overview, see Fawzi et al., 2021; Strombick et al., 2020). Although on a more
abstract level, “trust in the press” (Hanitzsch et al., 2018; Tsfati & Ariely, 2014)
or “trust in the news” (Newman et al., 2020) has been considered, at a subordina-
te level, media trust refers to different media types (e.g., public and commercial
broadcasting, Fawzi, 2019) or specific news outlets and media brands (e.g., BBC
News or Fox News; Newman et al., 2020). At the lowest level, media trust refers
to trust in media content or media coverage about specific topics (e.g., politics or
economics) or about concrete issues, such as refugees or climate change (e.g., Blo-
baum, 2018; Stromback et al., 2020). In research practice, trust in media content
is primarily assessed using quality perceptions, such as fairness, correctness, trust-
worthiness, or impartiality (e.g., Arlt, 2018; Fawzi, 2019), as indicator variables.

However, according to Stromback et al., the most important point of reference
for exploring people’s trust in the media is that the focus is “trust in the informa-
tion coming from news media at different levels of analysis [...]” (2021, p. 149)
because this enables the examination of the extent to which the news media are
perceived as fulfilling their functions in democratic societies. Therefore, building
on the previous explanations, the present paper examines media trust in terms of
trust in the information coming from the media at the content level and, more
specifically, trust in media coverage of the Coronavirus pandemic.

Looking at the current state of research on developments in trust in media co-
verage of the Coronavirus in Germany, a few studies have documented changes over
time. Based on a three-wave panel survey carried out in the initial phase of the
Coronavirus pandemic, Viehman et al. (2021) observed a slight decline in Germans’
trust in crisis reporting from March 2020 to July 2020. The findings of a two-wave
panel survey that went beyond the first Coronavirus year also show that the pro-
portion of those who perceived reports on the pandemic as credible and had the
impression that the reports mostly reflected the facts correctly declined slightly from
April 2020 to February 2021 (Maurer, Reinemann, & Kuschinski, 2021, p. 18).
Similar developments can also be observed at the societal level. Whereas, in 2020,
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around 63% of Germans had trust in the reporting on the Coronavirus pandemic,
in 2022 this figure was only 43% (Schultz et al., 2023, p. 4).

Based on these findings on changes in trust in media coverage over the course of
the Coronavirus pandemic, the second research question of this paper is derived:

(RQ2) How did trust in media coverage of the Coronavirus issue evolve
over time during the Coronavirus pandemic in Germany?

2.3 Interrelations between Coronavirus policy satisfaction and media trust:
Theoretical considerations and empirical findings

The starting point for considering the relationship between media trust and Coro-
navirus policy satisfaction is the research on the relationship between media trust
and political trust or distrust and disenchantment toward politics. In principle, the
relationship can be viewed from two perspectives, which are also referred to as a
kind of trust paradox (Fawzi & Steindl, 2019; Kohring, 2008).

From the one perspective, referring to Bentele’s (1994) theory of public trust,
the media play a significant role in building trust in primarily publicly perceivable
persons, organizations, and systems. Through the selection, classification, and
evaluation of information in their reporting, the media enables the public to build
trust in other objects such as politics. However, the media are not only the medi-
ators of trust, but also the objects of trust themselves (Bentele, 1994). Hence, the
building of trust is, to a certain extent, linked to trust in the media and their mes-
sages itself. As a result, trust in journalism itself becomes a prerequisite for trust
in politics (Kohring, 2004, 2008; Matthes et al., 2010). In other words, “without
trust in the conduit of political information, trust in the fairness of collective de-
cision-making is likely to be undermined” (Tsfati & Cohen, 2005, p. 32). Never-
theless, scholars have also postulated an inverse relationship (Fawzi & Steindl,
2019). With reference to the “spiral of cynicism” (Cappella & Jamieson, 1997), it
is assumed that the predominantly negative reporting about politics leads to an
increase in political cynicism, which, in turn, leads to cynicism toward the media.

From another perspective, a negative relation also seems reasonable. Following
from the fact that media trust refers to people’s “expectation that the media will
perform in a satisfactory manner” (Hanitzsch et al., 2018, p. 5), the media is also
expected to fulfill their critical function appropriately and, if necessary, question
the appropriateness and legitimacy of political decisions. As a result, trust in the
media is implicitly linked to the fact that the media can cast doubt on trust in
politics through negative reporting, which, in the case of trust in this negative re-
porting, should lead to a loss of political trust (Fawzi & Steindl, 2019; Jackob,
2012; Kohring, 2008). Otherwise, “one might suspect that a close relationship
between media trust and political trust is not in fact desirable because it might
raise suspicions about the role of the media as a watchdog” (Ariely, 20135, p. 364).

Considering the state of the literature, scholars have consistently found evidence
for a positive relation based on both primary analyses and secondary analyses:
people expressing higher levels of media trust also show higher levels of trust in
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politics and vice versa (Ariely, 2015; Bennett et al., 1999; Gronke & Cook, 2007;
Jones, 2004; Lee, 2010; Matthes et al., 2010; Tsfati & Cohen, 2005). Similarly,
those trusting the media exhibit lower levels of political cynicism (Prochazka, 2020;
van Eimeren et al., 2017), political dissatisfaction (Arlt, 2018; Schultz et al., 2017;
Ziegele et al., 2018), and policy malaise (Arlt et al., 2020).

However, most of the studies cited above were based on cross-sectional data, so
the relations were only proven for certain points in time, and their direction cannot
be clearly determined. However, how these constructs are interrelated over time has
been studied much less frequently. One example is Hanitzsch et al.’s (2018) study.
Using longitudinal data from the World Value Survey, the scholars concluded “that
changes in political trust were strongly related to changes in trust in the press over
time” (Hanitzsch et al., 2018, p. 14). Furthermore, the findings reveal that, although
in some countries a downward process of decreasing trust in one of the two systems
can be observed, an upward spiral of increasing trust was apparent in other coun-
tries. In addition, there has been initial evidence that changes in trust in political
information from traditional media were related to changes in political trust in
Switzerland in the initial phase of the Coronavirus pandemic (Adam et al., 2023).

In the context of the current study, the empirical evidence suggests a positive
correlation, that is, higher trust in media coverage should be related to higher sa-
tisfaction with the government’s handling of the Coronavirus issue and vice versa.
Moreover, it can be assumed that changes in media trust are associated with chan-
ges in satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy. However, it is not clear to what
extent they reciprocally influence each other over time. Thus, to give more insights
into this open question, the third research question is as follows:

(RO3) To what extent can a reciprocal relationship between satisfaction
with the government’s Coronavirus policy and media trust be observed over
time during the Coronavirus pandemic in Germany?

3. Methods
3.1 Data

To answer the research questions, the present study used data from a nationwide
panel survey implemented by a commercial online access panel (ISO-certified,
20252:2019). The sampling was based on a quota selection stratified by gender,
age, and education of the German population aged at least 18 years. The current
paper is based on data from four waves, which were conducted from April 2020
to April 2021. The first survey wave was conducted at the beginning of the pan-
demic between April 1 and April 9, 2020. The initial sample included a total of
1,458 persons (50.4% female) between 18 and 82 years old (average age = 46.9
years; SD = 15.9). Concerning formal education, 32 percent of the participants
had the lowest German school degree or no degree, 32 percent had medium edu-
cation levels, and 36 percent had the highest German education degree. In the
subsequent panel waves, n = 1,014 (July 21-28, 2020), # = 822 (November 4-10,
2020), and # = 709 (April 1-13, 2021) participated from the original sample.
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3.2 Context information

To interpret the findings, it is important to consider that the real-world situation
varied significantly between the panel waves (see also Figure S1 and Table S1 in the
supplementary material). The first survey wave was conducted during the first German
lockdown, which was associated with numerous restrictions on public life. Although
the infection figures then were very low from today’s perspective, the death toll was
quite high. Accordingly, the time was marked by great uncertainty and insecurity
among the population and in politics. The July survey wave took place at a time that
could be described as a kind of “corona summer slump.” Most restrictions had been
lifted, and normality returned to many areas of public life; the incidence of infection
was comparatively low. After a relaxed summer, the situation was much more tense
again in autumn. The infection figures rose significantly, and Germany experienced
the second Coronavirus wave. Nevertheless, despite massive criticism from the scien-
tific community, the government only reacted very hesitantly with a so-called “lockdown
light,” which started on November 2. The field phase of the November survey wave
began immediately after this. Over the entire winter, the infection figures did not
decrease by much, and although a new Coronavirus infection wave was already ap-
proaching in Germany, the first relaxations took place from March onwards, despite
scientific warnings. The survey wave in April 2021 took place in the midst of the third
Coronavirus wave, shortly after the German chancellor had withdrawn the previous-
ly decided “Osterruhe”; a kind of short lockdown over Easter.

3.3 Measures

The descriptive statistics, scales, and reliability values were based on the 709 panel
participants who participated in all survey waves.

Satisfaction with the governmment’s Coronavirus policy. Based on previous research
that explored public (dis-)satisfaction with a specific policy field (Arlt et al., 2020),
people’s satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy was measured using
a total of three items on a 4-point scale (1 = totally disagree to 4 = totally agree).
The items described people’s satisfaction with the government’s handling of the
Coronavirus issue in terms of general performance (“One can be satisfied with the
decisions of the federal government concerning Coronavirus”), efficiency (“The
federal government is overstrained in handling Coronavirus”; scale reversed), and
responsiveness (“The government’s Coronavirus policy takes the fears and concerns
of the German population seriously”). For all measurement points, the reliability
analysis revealed high scale reliability (a between .81 and .86). Hence, the mean
indices were calculated for each wave, where high mean values indicate greater
satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy. Table 1 provides a detailed
overview of the descriptive statistics, scales, and reliability values.

Media trust. In the present study, media trust was assessed at the content level or,
more precisely, the trust in media coverage regarding the Coronavirus (see similar
measurement in relation to refugee issue: Arlt et al., 2020). The participants were
asked to assess the coverage regarding the Coronavirus in the news media on a
4-point scale (1 = do not agree at all to 4 = totally agree) using the following two
items: (a) “News coverage about Coronavirus is trustworthy” and (b) “News coverage
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about Coronavirus is correct.” Across all survey waves, the items were strongly
correlated with each other (r between .73 and .79). For further analysis, the mean
indices were created for each wave, where high mean values indicate greater trust in
the media coverage of the Coronavirus. See Table 1 for a detailed overview of the
descriptive statistics, scales, and correlations between the two items.

Table 1. Measurements and descriptive statistics of satisfaction with the
government’s Coronavirus policy and media trust

April July Novem- April
Time of survey wave 16-20, 21-28, ber 4-10, 1-13,
2020 2020 2020 2021

One can be satisfied with the deci-
sions of the federal government M (SD) 3.0(0.8) 3.0(0.8) 2.8(0.9) 2.2(0.9)

concerning Coronavirus.

The federal government is over-

strained in handling Coronavirus. M (SD) 2.7(1.0) 2.8(0.9) 2.5(1.0) 1.9(0.9)
(scale reversed)

The government’s Coronavirus pol-

icy takes the fears and concerns of M (SD) 2.9(0.9) 2.7(0.9) 2.7(0.9) 2.3(0.9)

the German population seriously.

Satisfaction with government’s M (SD) 2.9(0.8) 2.8(0.8) 2.7(0.9) 2.1(0.8)

Coronavirus policy (mean index) ¢ .85 .84 .82 .81

News coverage about Coronavirus

is trustworthy. M (SD) 3.0(0.7) 3.0(0.7) 2.9(0.8) 2.6(0.8)

News coverage about Coronavirus

is correct. M (SD) 3.0(0.7) 3.0(0.7) 3.0(0.8) 2.7(0.9)
M (SD) 3.0(0.7) 3.0(0.7) 2.9(0.7) 2.7(0.8)

Media trust (mean index)
r .73 .73 .78 .79

Note. Scale (1= do not agree at all to 4 = totally agree), n = 709 panel participants.

3.4 Analysis strategy

To answer RQ1 and RQ2, the development of satisfaction with the Coronavirus
policy and media trust between April 2020 and April 2021 was descriptively exa-
mined at the aggregate level based on the 709 panel participants. To explore the
reciprocal relationship between these two variables over time and, hence, to answer
RQ3, not only longitudinal data were required, but an analytical approach that
could separate between-person associations from within-person associations (Sla-
ter et al., 2020; Thomas et al., 2021a, 2021b). One way of doing this is to employ
a random intercept cross-lagged panel model (RI-CLPM), which is an extension
of the traditional cross-lagged panel model (Hamaker et al., 2015).2

2 Ascan be seen in the correlation matrix in Table S2 in the supplementary material, satisfaction with
Coronavirus policy and media trust were strongly correlated, both within each wave (r between .55
and .70; p < .001) and across waves (r between .44 and .67; p < .001), which was also a relevant
prerequisite for studying their relationship over time.
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In contrast to the CLPM, the RI-CLPM separates variances at the between-
person level from the within-person level, thus accounting for stable differences
that exist between people (between-person stability) and temporal, within-person
variations (temporal deviations) over time (Burns et al., 20120; Mulder & Hama-
ker, 2021; Thomas et al., 2021a). This separation is particularly important for the
subject under investigation because it allows for an unbiased analysis of the reci-
procal relationships, unlike the CLPM (Lucas, 2023), hence providing more nuan-
ced insights into the relations between media trust and satisfaction with the Coro-
navirus policy over time.

The conceptual depiction of the RI-CLPM applied in the present study using
the R lavaan package (Mulder & Hamaker, 2021) is presented in Figure 1.3 The
white rectangles represent the observed scores for media trust and satisfaction with
the Coronavirus policy at the respective time points. The random intercepts, as
illustrated through gray ellipses, represent the stable between-person component.
They were formed as latent variables using the repeated measures as indicators
and constraining their factor loadings to 1.

The correlation between the random intercepts reflects the stable relation among
between-person differences in media trust and between-person differences in sa-
tisfaction with the Coronavirus policy. The within-person level is illustrated in the
light gray rectangle. The within-person components, as represented by white ellip-
ses, were formed as latent variables regressed by the observed scores of media trust
and satisfaction with Coronavirus policies at each measuring point, with factor
loadings being fixed to 1. Furthermore, the relationships between these within-
person components are specified.

The autoregressive effects, as illustrated using black directional arrows, reflect
the amount of “within-person carry-over effect” in media trust and in satisfaction
with Coronavirus policy (Mulder & Hamaker, 2021, p. 640). Hence, a positive
autoregressive path means that, if a person scores higher (lower) on a variable
compared with their expected baseline at one point in time, this person is likely to
also score higher (lower) on that variable compared with their baseline at the
following point in time. The cross-lagged paths are illustrated using red directional
arrows. These paths reflect “whether changes from an individual’s expected score
on one variable are predicted from preceding deviations on a second variable and
are an average of the within-person change” (Burns et al., 2020, p. 79). If such
cross-lagged effects can be observed in both directions at one point in time, this
reveals the extent to which constructs are reciprocally related over time. If, in the
present case, a cross-lagged path is positive, this indicates that a positive (negative)
deviation in satisfaction with Coronavirus policy at one point in time leads to a
positive (negative) deviation in media trust at the following point in time or vice
versa. Furthermore, the correlation between the within-person-centered variables
at wave one and the residual correlations at the subsequent waves are represented
by vertical arrows. These correlations indicate to what extent deviations from
individuals’ expected scores on media trust are related to deviations from indivi-

3 See for R code the additional material to the article of Mulder and Hamaker (2021): https://jero-
endmulder.github.io/RI-CLPM/
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duals’ expected scores on satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy at the same
point in time.

To assess model fit, a combination of absolute and relative fit measures was used:
the chi-square measure of exact fit, the comparative fit index (CFI), the root mean
square error of approximation (RMSEA), and the standardized root mean square
residual (SRMR). While CFI values > .95 and RMSEA values < .05 indicated a
good model fit, CFI values > .09 and RMSEA values < .08 indicated a satisfactory
fit (Hu & Bentler, 1999; Kline, 2016).

Figure 1. Simplified RI-CLPM over four measurement points with the standar-
dized maximum likelihood parameter estimates for the between-persons
correlation and the within-persons relationships between media trust and
satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy [CP]

4. Results

4.1 Development of satisfaction with Coronavirus policy and media trust over
time

Regarding the question of how satisfaction with the federal government’s Coro-
navirus policy (RQ1) and trust in the media’s Coronavirus reporting (RQ2) deve-
loped over time, the findings are depicted in Figure 2. For satisfaction with the
Coronavirus policy, the majority of the population was quite satisfied with the
government’s crisis management in the first months of the Coronavirus pandemic.
However, there were already initial signs of a slight decline in satisfaction in No-
vember 2020 (61%) that reached its absolute low point in the entire study period
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in April 2021; around one-third of the population was satisfied with the federal
government’s Coronavirus policy at that point.

At the aggregate level, media trust was at a consistently high level throughout
the first Coronavirus year, with approval ratings between 77 percent and 78 percent.
However, a noticeable loss of trust can also be observed between November 2020
and April 2021. Although 63 percent of the respondents still expressed trust in the
media, this was 14 percent less than before. If we compare the two curves, they
run similarly at the beginning of the Coronavirus pandemic and over the summer.
Afterwards, a decline can be observed in both cases; however, a decline in satisfac-
tion with Coronavirus policy seems to have started earlier and to have been more
pronounced than the decline in media trust.

Figure 2. Satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy and media trust
between April 2020 to April 2021

Note. Percentage of those who expressed agreement.

4.2 Reciprocal relations between satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy and
media trust over time

The model that was used to explore the reciprocal relationships over time achieved
an adequate model fit (y2(9) = 42.05, p = <.001; CFI = .99, RMSEA = .08 (90% CI
=[.06,.11]) SRMR = .05). The results of the RI-CLPM are summarized in Figure 3.

Looking at the findings at the between-person level, we see a strong positive
correlation between satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy and media trust (p =
.83, SE = .02, p < .001), meaning that people who were generally more satisfied
with the government’s Coronavirus policy also showed higher levels of media trust
compared with the average.
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At the within-person level, there were two positive autoregressive paths in the
case of satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy from April to July 2020 and from
November 2020 to April 2021, indicating that people who scored higher (lower)
on policy satisfaction (relative to their expected baseline) on one occasion were
also more likely to show higher (lower) levels of policy satisfaction on the following
occasion. More concretely, against the background of the descriptive findings over
time, it can be assumed that the first case involved positive deviations from one’s
own mean, while the second case was more likely to involve negative deviations.

In addition, there were weak positive correlations at each point of time, indica-
ting that a within-person change in media trust was positively related to a within-
person change in satisfaction with Coronavirus policy.

Finally, regarding the cross-lagged paths, only one effect was significant: within-
person changes in Coronavirus policy satisfaction from July to November 2020
were followed by within-person changes in media trust from November 2020 to
April 2021. Against the background of the descriptive findings, it can be strongly
assumed that the decline in satisfaction with corona politics (negative deviation)
was followed by a loss of media trust (negative deviation). Conversely, no cross-
lagged effects occurred from media trust on satisfaction with Coronavirus policy
over time. Hence, regarding RQ3, there was no reciprocal influence over time at
the within-person level.

Figure 3. Random intercept cross-lagged panel with the standardized maximum
likelihood parameter estimates for the between-persons correlation and the
within-persons relationships between media trust and satisfaction with the
government’s Coronavirus policy [CP]

sokok

Note.*p < .05, **p < .01, ***p< .001.; n = 548.
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5. Discussion

In the context of the Coronavirus pandemic, the present paper examines the deve-
lopment and interplay between satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus
policy — an indicator of political support — and trust in the media — the most central
source of information about the Coronavirus policy. Both considered individually,
but especially their relation, have a great potential to affect the outcome of mana-
ging the Coronavirus pandemic in negative and positive ways.

Using data from a panel survey conducted in Germany between April 2020 and
April 2021, the present study examined the development of satisfaction with the
government’s Coronavirus policy and media trust over time. In addition, applying
an RI-CLPM across four waves, the present study explored the reciprocal relati-
onship between satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy and media
trust over time.

Overall, the present study has revealed two major findings. First, at the aggre-
gate level, media trust remained stable at a high level in the first year of the Coro-
navirus pandemic. Only from November 2020 to April 2021 did the data reveal a
notable decline. Likewise, satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus policy
turned out to be stable in the first months of the pandemic, illustrating general
support for the Coronavirus policy in the initial phase of the pandemic. However,
already in November 2020, a decline in Coronavirus policy satisfaction can be
seen, which reached a dramatically low point in April 2021. One plausible expla-
nation for this massive decline could be that, with rising infection rates and a second
and third wave of Coronavirus infections, the population was observing that the
federal government was obviously failing in its handling of the Coronavirus pan-
demic, despite the many measures and restrictions that included a second hard
lockdown. What probably also contributed to a considerable loss of confidence
during this time was the inconsistent behavior of the federal government in relati-
on to the so-called “Osterruhe.” Initially, on 22 March 2021, the federal and state
governments had decided a kind of short lockdown over Easter, meaning that shops
would have had to remain closed on both Maundy Thursday and Easter Saturday.
Though, after massive criticism from various sides, Chancellor Merkel withdrew
this decision on 24 March 2021, admitting that it had been a mistake. Second, the
findings of the RI-CLPM provide deeper insights into the relationship between
satisfaction with Coronavirus policy and media trust over time. On the one hand,
there was a strong positive correlation at the between-person level, indicating that
there was a stable relation among between-person differences regarding these
constructs. In other words, time-invariant and, thus, to a certain extent, independent
of the course of the Coronavirus pandemic, those who were generally more satis-
fied with the government’s Coronavirus policy also showed higher levels of media
trust compared with the average. This finding is strongly in line with the findings
of previous cross-sectional studies finding positive correlations at very different
points in time and in very different study contexts.

On the other hand, at the within-person level, changes in media trust were re-
lated to changes in satisfaction with Coronavirus politics at the same point in time.
However, with one exception, there were hardly any causal and certainly no reci-
procal effects over time. In a very specific phase within the Coronavirus pandemic,
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a decline in satisfaction with the Coronavirus policy was followed by a decline in
media trust at the individual level. Consequently, these findings call into question
the assumption often made in communication studies that media trust influences
attitudes toward political systems such as political trust.

Against the background of the previously listed theoretical considerations, two
possible explanations for this effect can be put forward. First, in the sense of the
“spiral of cynicism” thesis (Cappella & Jamieson, 1997), negative coverage of
corona politics may have led to dissatisfaction with the government’s handling of
the crisis, in turn leading to disaffection with the media. Second, it seems plausib-
le that the media — contrary to their expected critical function from an audience
perspective — reported relatively uncritically on the federal government’s Corona-
virus policy because even the opposition, with the exception of the AfD, the right-
wing populist political party in Germany, did not distinguish itself through harsh
criticism of the corona policy. Nonetheless, the population was strongly dissatisfied
with and critical of the Coronavirus policy at this time and did not see this ade-
quately expressed by the media. This interpretation would also go hand in hand
with Coronavirus critics accusing the media of being “state propaganda,” which
supports the development of a “corona dictatorship” in Germany. However, to say
which of the two interpretations is more accurate, it is necessary to analyze the
media coverage of Coronavirus politics during this period.

6. Limitations and future research directions

Although the present study has contributed to prior research on the relationship
between media trust and attitudes toward politics, it can be improved upon and
extended.

First, the current study has clearly underlined the relevance of longitudinal de-
signs in future research that allow for a decomposition of the relationship between
media trust and attitudes toward politics into stable, between-person differences
and temporal, within-persons dynamics, because this allows for a deeper under-
standing of the interrelationships of these constructs over time. In very concrete
terms, the observed strong, time-invariant relationship between policy satisfaction
and media trust at the between-person level raises the question of to what degree
and under what conditions changes within-persons are conceivable. A better un-
derstanding of these conditions offers possible starting points for influencing and
improving the relation between attitudes toward politics and trust in the media,
which is essential for democracy.

Second, the present study was conducted in the context of the Coronavirus
pandemic, which was a unique context in many respects in terms of political reac-
tions. Therefore, it is not possible to say with certainty the extent to which these
results are Coronavirus specific or can be transferred to other contexts. Admitted-
ly, this problem can be put into perspective to a certain extent by the fact that the
Coronavirus pandemic was the dominant topic on both the political and media
agendas during the period studied here; mechanisms that can also be observed in
other crisis situations and events of extraordinarily important social significance
(e.g., the refugee crisis).
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Nevertheless, this research field would benefit from studies examining the rela-
tionships between media trust and policy satisfaction from a more comparative
perspective in relation to different topics or policy fields (German energy transiti-
on, immigration, etc.). A more comparative perspective could also be used to ex-
amine whether the finding revealed here that attitudes toward the political system
influence trust in media and not vice versa is also evident in other contexts or is a
unique “corona-specific” finding.

In view of the relevance of “distinct growth sequences” for the occurrence of
reciprocal influences (Thomas et al., 2021a), it seems important to compare issues
or policy fields that differ in terms of political significance, intensity of coverage,
and public attention.

Finally, the present study focused on the relationship between satisfaction with
Coronavirus politics and trust in Coronavirus reporting, with findings suggesting
that changes in satisfaction lead to changes in media trust within the same person.
Looking at the state of research so far, above all, factors have been explored that
are generally related to the level of media trust, such as social characteristics, po-
litical characteristics, or media usage patterns (Fawzi et al., 2021). Nevertheless,
because many of these factors can be regarded as rather unchangeable over time,
future research should more strongly focus on the question of which factors can
cause changes in media trust, how permanent these changes are, and how they can
be effectively counteracted — especially in the case of a loss of trust.

References

Adam, S., Urman, A., Arlt, D., Gil-Lopez, T., Makhortykh, M., & Maier, M. (2023). Media
trust and the COVID-19 pandemic: An analysis of short-term trust changes, their ideo-
logical drivers and consequences in Switzerland. Communication Research, 50(2),205-229.
https://doi.org/10.1177/00936502221127484

Ardevol-Abreu, A., & Gil de Zaiga, H. (2017). Effects of editorial media bias perception and
media trust on the use of traditional, citizen, and social media news. Journalism & Mass
Communication Quarterly, 94(3), 703-724. https://doi.org/10.1177/107769901665468

Ariely, G. (2015). Trusting the press and political trust: A conditional relationship. Journal of
Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, 25(3), 351-367. https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289
.2014.997739

Arlt, D. (2018). Who trusts the news media? Exploring the factors shaping trust in the news
media in German-speaking Switzerland. Studies in Communication Sciences, 18(2), 9-23.
https://doi.org/10.24434/j.scoms.2018.02.003

Arlt, D., Schumann, C., & Wolling, J. (2020). Upset with the refugee policy: Exploring the rela-
tions between policy malaise, media use, trust in news media, and issue fatigue. Commu-
nications, 45(s1), 624-647. https://doi.org/10.1515/commun-2019-0110

Baekgaard, M., Christensen, J., Madsen, J. K., & Mikkelsen, K. S. (2020). Rallying around the
flag in times of COVID-19: Societal lockdown and trust in democratic institutions. Journal
of Behavioral Public Administration, 3(2). https://doi.org/10.30636/jbpa.32.172

Ball-Rokeach, S. J., & DeFleur, M. L. (1976). A dependency model of mass-media effects. Com-
munication Research, 3(1), 3-21. https://doi.org/10.1177/009365027600300101

Bennett, S. E., Rhine, S. L., Flickinger, R. S., & Bennett, L. L. M. (1999). “Video Malaise” re-
visited. Public trust in the media and government. Harvard International Journal of Press/
Politics, 4(4), 8-23. https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180X9900400402

63

), 03:16:30. =T


https://doi.org/10.1177/00936502221127484
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699016654684
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2014.997739
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2014.997739
https://doi.org/10.24434/j.scoms.2018.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1515/commun-2019-0110
https://doi.org/10.30636/jbpa.32.172
https://doi.org/10.1177/009365027600300101
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180X9900400402
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1177/00936502221127484
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699016654684
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2014.997739
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2014.997739
https://doi.org/10.24434/j.scoms.2018.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1515/commun-2019-0110
https://doi.org/10.30636/jbpa.32.172
https://doi.org/10.1177/009365027600300101
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180X9900400402

Full Paper

Bentele, G. (1994). Offentliches Vertrauen — normative und soziale Grundlage fiir Public Rela-
tions [Public trust — normative and social basis for public relations]. In W. Armbrecht & U.
Zabel (Eds.), Normative Aspekte der Public Relations. Grundlagen und Perspektiven. Eine
Einfiihrung (pp. 131-158). VS Verlag.

Blobaum, B. (2018). Bezugspunkte von Medienvertrauen [Reference points of media trust].
Media Perspektiven, (12), 601-607.

Bol, D., Giani, M., Blais, A., & Loewen, P. J. (2021). The effect of COVID-19 lockdowns on
political support: Some good news for democracy? European Journal of Political Research,
60(2),497-505. https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12401

Burns, R. A., Crisp, D. A., & Burns, R. B. (2020). Re-examining the reciprocal effects model of
self-concept, self-efficacy, and academic achievement in a comparison of the cross-lagged
panel and random-intercept cross-lagged panel frameworks. British Journal of Educa-
tional Psychology, 90(1), 77-91. https://doi.org/10.1111/bjep.12265

Cappella, J. N., & Jamieson, K. H. (1997). Spiral of cynicism: The press and the public good.
Oxford University Press.

Crabu, S., Giardullo, P., Sciandra, A., & Neresini, F. (2021). Politics overwhelms science in the
Covid-19 pandemic: Evidence from the whole coverage of the Italian quality newspapers.
PLoS ONE, 16(5),e0252034. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0252034

Davies, B., Lalot, F., Peitz, L., Heering, M. S., Ozkececi, H., Babaian, J., Davies Hayon, K.,
Broadwood, J., & Abrams, D. (2021). Changes in political trust in Britain during the
COVID-19 pandemic in 2020: Integrated public opinion evidence and implications.
Humanities and Social Sciences Communications, 8(1), 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-
021-00850-6

de Blok, L., van der Meer, T., & Van der Brug, W. (2022). Policy area satisfaction, perceptions
of responsibility, and political trust: A novel application of the REWB model to testing
evaluation-based political trust. Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, 32(1),
129-150. https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2020.1780433

Degen, M. (2021). Aus der Schockstarre zur Akteurszentrierung — die Phasen der Pandemie-
Berichterstattung [From shock to actor-centeredness — The phases of pandemic reporting].
Zeitschrift fur Politikwissenschaft, 31(1), 125-131. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41358-021-
00260-9

Easton, D. (1975). A re-assessment of the concept of political support. British Journal of Po-
litical Science, 5(4), 435-457. http://www.jstor.org/stable/193437

Engler, S., Brunner, P., Loviat, R., Abou-Chadi, T., Leemann, L., Glaser, A., & Kubler, D. (2021).
Democracy in times of the pandemic: Explaining the variation of COVID-19 policies across
European democracies. West European Politics, 44(5-6), 1077-1102. https://doi.org/10.1
080/01402382.2021.1900669

Esaiasson, P., Sohlberg, J., Ghersetti, M., & Johansson, B. (2021). How the coronavirus crisis
affects citizen trust in institutions and in unknown others: Evidence from ‘the Swedish
experiment’. European Journal of Political Research, 60(3), 748-760. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1475-6765.12419

Faas, T., Bibu, T., Joly, P., & Schieferdecker, D. (2022). Nutzung und Wahrnehmungen der
Informationslandschaft im zweiten Jahr der Pandemie [Use and perceptions of the in-
formation landscape in the second year of the pandemic]. Media Perspektiven, (1),
39-48. https://www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/
pdf/2022/2201_Faas_ua.pdf

Farah, B. G., Barnes, S. H., & Heunks, E. (1979). Political dissatisfaction. In S. H. Barnes, M.
Kaase, K. R. Allerback, B. Farah, E. Heunks, R. Inglehart, M. K. Jennings, H. D. Klingemann,
A. Marsh, & L. Rosenmayr (Eds.), Political action: Mass participation in five western de-
mocracies (pp. 409—448). Sage Publications.

64 SCM, 13.Jg.,1/2024

), 03:16:30. @]


https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12401
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjep.12265
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0252034
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-021-00850-6
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-021-00850-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41358-021-00260-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41358-021-00260-9
http://www.jstor.org/stable/193437
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2021.1900669
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2021.1900669
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12419
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12419
https://www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/pdf/2022/2201_Faas_ua.pdf
https://www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/pdf/2022/2201_Faas_ua.pdf
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12401
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjep.12265
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0252034
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-021-00850-6
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-021-00850-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41358-021-00260-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41358-021-00260-9
http://www.jstor.org/stable/193437
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2021.1900669
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2021.1900669
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12419
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12419
https://www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/pdf/2022/2201_Faas_ua.pdf
https://www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/pdf/2022/2201_Faas_ua.pdf

Arlt | In a reciprocal relationship?

Fawzi, N. (2019). Untrustworthy news and the media as “enemy of the people?” How a
populist worldview shapes recipients’ attitudes toward the media. International Journal of
Press-Politics, 24(2), 146—164. https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161218811981

Fawzi, N., & Steindl, N. (2019, January 31-February 2). Anti-Medien = Anti-Politik? Theore-
tische Reflektionen und empirische Uberpriifung von Erklirungsansitzen des Zusammen-
hangs von Vertrauen in Medien und Politik [Anti-media = anti-politics? Theoretical reflec-
tions and empirical testing of explanatory approaches of the connection between trust in
media and politics] [Paper Presentation]. Annual Meeting of the FG Rezeptions-und
Wirkungsforschung (DGPuK), Mainz, Germany. https://doi.org/10.13140/
RG.2.2.32918.19526

Fawzi, N., Steindl, N., Obermaier, M., Prochazka, F., Arlt, D., Blobaum, B., Dohle, M., Engelke,
K. M., Hanitzsch, T., Jackob, N., Jakobs, 1., Klawier, T., Post, S., Reinemann, C., Schweiger,
W., & Ziegele, M. (2021). Concepts, causes and consequences of trust in news media — A
literature review and framework. Annals of the International Communication Association,
45(2), 154-174. https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2021.1960181

Gronke, P, & Cook, T. E. (2007). Disdaining the media: The American public’s changing at-
titudes toward the news. Political Communication, 24(3), 259-281. https://doi.
org/10.1080/10584600701471591

Hamaker, E. L., Kuiper, R. M., & Grasman, R. P. P. P. (2015). A critique of the cross-lagged
panel model. Psychological Methods, 20(1), 102-116. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038889

Hanitzsch, T., Van Dalen, A., & Steindl, N. (2018). Caught in the nexus: A comparative and
longitudinal analysis of public trust in the press. The International Journal of Press/Politics,
23(1), 3-23. https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161217740695

Hart, P. S., Chinn, S., & Soroka, S. (2020). Politicization and polarization in COVID-19 news
coverage. Science Conmmunication, 42(5), 679-697 . https://doi.org/10.1177/1075547020950735

Hu, L., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis:
Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidis-
ciplinary Journal, 6(1), 1-55. https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118

Inglehart, R. (1977). Political dissatisfaction and mass support for social change in ad-
vanced industrial society. Comparative Political Studies, 10(3), 455-472. https://doi.
org/10.1177/001041407701000308

Jackob, N. (2012). Gesehen, gelesen — geglaubt? Warum die Medien nicht die Wirklichkeit
abbilden und die Menschen ibnen trotzdem vertrauen [Seen, read — believed? Why the
media do not represent reality and people still trust them]. Miinchen: Olzog.

Johansson, B., Hopmann, D. N., & Shehata, A. (2021). When the rally-around-the-flag effect
disappears, or when the COVID-19 pandemic becomes “normalized.” Journal of Elections,
Public Opinion and Parties, 31(sup1), 321-334. https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2021.
1924742

Jones, D. A. (2004). Why Americans don’t trust the media: A preliminary analysis. The Harvard
International Journal of Press/Politics, 9(2),60-75. https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x04263461

Kline, R. B. (2016). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling. Methodology in
the social sciences (4th ed.). Guilford Press.

Kohring, M. (2004). Vertrauen in Journalismus: Theorie und Empirie [Trust in journalism:
Theory and empirics]. UVK.

Kohring, M. (2008). Vertrauen durch Misstrauen [Trust through distrust]. In B. Pérksen, W.
Loosen, & A. Scholl (Eds.), Paradoxien des Journalismus: Theorie — Empirie — Praxis.
Festschrift fiir Siegfried Weischenberg (pp. 609-622). VS Verlag.

Kohring, M., & Matthes, J. (2007). Trust in news media: Development and validation of a
multidimensional scale. Communication Research, 34(2), 231-252. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0093650206298071

65

), 03:16:30. =T


https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2021.1960181
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584600701471591
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584600701471591
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038889
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161217740695
https://doi.org/10.1177/1075547020950735
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.1177/001041407701000308
https://doi.org/10.1177/001041407701000308
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2021.1924742
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2021.1924742
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x04263461
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650206298071
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650206298071
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2021.1960181
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584600701471591
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584600701471591
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038889
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161217740695
https://doi.org/10.1177/1075547020950735
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.1177/001041407701000308
https://doi.org/10.1177/001041407701000308
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2021.1924742
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2021.1924742
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x04263461
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650206298071
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650206298071

Full Paper

Kritzinger, S., Foucault, M., Lachat, R., Partheymiiller, J., Plescia, C., & Brouard, S. (2021).
‘Rally round the flag’: The COVID-19 crisis and trust in the national government. West
European Politics, 44(5-6), 1205-1231. https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2021.1925017

Ladd, J. M. (2010). Why Americans distrust the news media and how it matters. Princeton
University Press.

Lee, T.-T. (2010). Why they don’t trust the media: An examination of factors predicting trust.
American Behavioral Scientist, 54(1), 8-21. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764210376308

Lucas, R. E. (2023). Why the cross-lagged panel model is almost never the right choice.
Advances in Methods and Practices in Psychological Science, 6(1),25152459231158378.
https://doi.org/10.1177/25152459231158378

Matthes, J., Kiithne, R., Schemer, C., & Wirth, W. (2010). Nutzen oder glauben? Zum Verhalt-
nis von Mediennutzung, Vertrauen in die politische Berichterstattung und Politikvertrauen
[Use or believe? On the relationship between media use, trust in political reporting and
political trust]. In C. Schemer, W. Wirth, & C. Winsch (Eds.), Politische Kommunikation:
Wabrnehmung, Verarbeitung, Wirkung (pp. 261-275). Nomos.

Maurer, M., Reinemann, C., & Kruschinski, S. (2021). Einseitig, unkritisch, regierungsnah?
Eine empirische Studie zur Qualitit der journalistischen Berichterstattung iiber die
Coronavirus-Pandemie [One-sided, uncritical, close to the government? An empirical
study on the quality of journalistic coverage of the coronavirus pandemic]. Rudolf
Augstein Stiftung. https://rudolf-augstein-stiftung.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/
Studie-einseitig-unkritisch-regierungsnah-reinemann-rudolf-augstein-stiftung.pdf

Maurer, T., Wagner, M., & Weifs, H.-J. (2021). Fernsehnachrichten im Zeichen der Coronavirus-
Krise. Ergebnisse des Nachrichtenmonitors 2020 [Television news under the sign of the
coronavirus crisis. Results of the news monitor 2020]. Media Perspektiven, (3), 163-184.

Mulder, J. D., & Hamaker, E. L. (2021). Three extensions of the random intercept cross-lagged
panel model. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 28(4), 638-648.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2020.1784738

Neureiter, A., Stubenvoll, M., Kaskeleviciute, R., & Matthes, J. (2021). Trust in science, perceived
media exaggeration about COVID-19, and social distancing behavior. Frontiers in Public
Health, 9. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2021.670485

Neves, L. F. E, & Massarani, L. (2022). Politics, economy and society in the coverage of
COVID-19 by elite newspapers in US, UK, China and Brazil: A text mining approach.
JCOM, 21(7), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.22323/2.21070204

Newman, N., Fletcher, R., Schulz, A., Ands, S., & Nielsen, R. K. (2020). Digital news report
2020. Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism.

Nida-Riimelin, J. (2021). Demokratie in der Krise. Ein Weckruf zur Erneuerung im Angesicht der
Pandemie [Democracy in crisis. A wake-up call for renewal in the face of the pandemic]. Kor-
ber Stiftung. https://koerber-stiftung.de/site/assets/files/20354/demokratie_in_der_krise.pdf

Nielsen, K. R., Fletcher, R., Kalogeropoulos, A., & Simon, F. (2020). Communications in the
Coronavirus Crisis: Lessons for the Second Wave. Reuters Institute for the Study of Journal-
ism. https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2020-10/Nielsen_et_al_Com-
munications_in_the_Coronavirus_Crisis_FINAL_0.pdf

Norris, P. (2011). Does democratic satisfaction reflect regime performance? In M. Rosema, B.
Denters, & K. Aarts (Eds.), How democracy works. Political representation and policy
congruence in modern societies (pp. 115-136). Amsterdam University Press. https:/doi.
org/10.1515/9789048513369-008

Oude Groeniger, J., Noordzij, K., van der Waal, J., & de Koster, W. (2021). Dutch COVID-19
lockdown measures increased trust in government and trust in science: A difference-in-
differences analysis. Social Science & Medicine, 275, 113819. https://doi.org/10.1016/.
socscimed.2021.113819

66 SCM, 13.Jg.,1/2024

), 03:16:30. @]


https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764210376308
https://doi.org/10.1177/25152459231158378
https://rudolf-augstein-stiftung.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Studie-einseitig-unkritisch-regierungsnah-reinemann-rudolf-augstein-stiftung.pdf
https://rudolf-augstein-stiftung.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Studie-einseitig-unkritisch-regierungsnah-reinemann-rudolf-augstein-stiftung.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2020.1784738
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2021.670485
https://doi.org/10.22323/2.21070204
https://koerber-stiftung.de/site/assets/files/20354/demokratie_in_der_krise.pdf
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2020-10/Nielsen_et_al_Communications_in_the_Coronavirus_Crisis_FINAL_0.pdf
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2020-10/Nielsen_et_al_Communications_in_the_Coronavirus_Crisis_FINAL_0.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1515/9789048513369-008
https://doi.org/10.1515/9789048513369-008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2021.113819
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2021.113819
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764210376308
https://doi.org/10.1177/25152459231158378
https://rudolf-augstein-stiftung.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Studie-einseitig-unkritisch-regierungsnah-reinemann-rudolf-augstein-stiftung.pdf
https://rudolf-augstein-stiftung.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Studie-einseitig-unkritisch-regierungsnah-reinemann-rudolf-augstein-stiftung.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2020.1784738
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2021.670485
https://doi.org/10.22323/2.21070204
https://koerber-stiftung.de/site/assets/files/20354/demokratie_in_der_krise.pdf
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2020-10/Nielsen_et_al_Communications_in_the_Coronavirus_Crisis_FINAL_0.pdf
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2020-10/Nielsen_et_al_Communications_in_the_Coronavirus_Crisis_FINAL_0.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1515/9789048513369-008
https://doi.org/10.1515/9789048513369-008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2021.113819
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2021.113819

Arlt | In a reciprocal relationship?

Popic, T., & Moise, A. D. (2022). Government responses to the COVID-19 pandemic in eastern
and western Europe: The role of health, political and economic factors. East European
Politics, 38(4), 507-528. https://doi.org/10.1080/21599165.2022.2122050

Prochazka, F. (2020). Vertrauen in Journalismus unter Online-Bedingungen. Zum Einfluss
von Personenmerkmalen, Qualitdatswahrnehmungen und Nachrichtennutzung [Trust in
journalism under online conditions. On the influence of personal characteristics, qual-
ity perceptions and news use]. Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-30227-6

Schraff, D. (2021). Political trust during the Covid-19 pandemic: Rally around the flag or
lockdown effects? European Journal of Political Research, 60(4), 1007-1017. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1475-6765.12425

Schultz, T., Jackob, N., Ziegele, M., Quiring, O., & Schemer, C. (2017). Erosion des Vertrauens
zwischen Medien und Publikum? Ergebnisse einer reprasentativen Bevolkerungsumfrage
[Erosion of trust between media and audience? Results of a representative population
survey]. Media Perspektiven, (5), 246-259.

Schultz, T., Ziegele, M., Jackob, N., Viehmann, C., Jakobs, L., Fawzi, N., Quiring, O., Schemer,
C., & Stegmann, D. (2023). Medienvertrauen nach Pandemie und “Zeitenwende.” Mainz-
er Langzeitstudie Medienvertrauen 2022 [Media trust after pandemic and “turn of the
times”. Mainz longitudinal study media trust 2022]. Media Perspektiven, (8), 1-17. https:/
www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/pdf/2023/MP_8_2023_
Mainzer_Langzeitstudie_Medienvertrauen.pdf

Schumann, C., & Arlt, D. (2023). When citizens get fed up. Causes and consequences of issue
fatigue — Results of a two-wave panel study during the coronavirus crisis. Communications:
The European Journal of Communication Research, 48(1), 130-153. https://doi.org/
doi:10.1515/commun-2021-0014

Slater, M. D., Shehata, A., & Strombaick, J. (2020). Reinforcing spirals model. In J. Bulck (Ed.),
The international encyclopedia of media psychology. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.
iemp0134

Stromback, J., Tsfati, Y., Boomgaarden, H., Damstra, A., Lindgren, E., Vliegenthart, R., &
Lindholm, T. (2020). News media trust and its impact on media use: Toward a framework
for future research. Annals of the International Communication Association, 44(2),139-156.
https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2020.1755338

Tejedor, S., Cervi, L., Tusa, F.,, Portales, M., & Zabotina, M. (2020). Information on the
COVID-19 pandemic in daily newspapers’ front pages: Case study of Spain and Italy.
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17. https://doi.
org/10.3390/jerph17176330

Thomas, E, Otto, L. P., Ottenstein, C., & Maier, M. (2021a). Measuring reciprocal dynam-
ics between communication processes and effects in distinct growth sequences. Com-
munication Methods and Measures, 15(1), 17-42. https://doi.org/10.1080/19312458.2
020.1776853

Thomas, E, Shehata, A., Otto, L. P., Moller, ., & Prestele, E. (2021b). How to capture recipro-
cal communication dynamics: Comparing longitudinal statistical approaches in order to
analyze within- and between-person effects. Journal of Communication, 71(2), 187-219.
https://doi.org/10.1093/joc/jqab003

Torcal, M. (2011). Dissatisfaction, political. In B. Badie, D. Berg-Scholosser, & L. Molino (Eds.),
International encyclopedia of political science (Vol. 3, pp. 688-691). Sage.

Tsfati, Y. (2003). Media skepticism and climate of opinion perception. International Journal
of Public Opinion Research, 15(1), 65-82. https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/15.1.65

Tsfati, Y., & Ariely, G. (2014). Individual and contextual correlates of trust in media across 44
countries. Communication Research,41(6),760~782. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650213485972

67

), 03:16:30. =T


https://doi.org/10.1080/21599165.2022.2122050
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-30227-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12425
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12425
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/commun-2021-0014
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/commun-2021-0014
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.iemp0134
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.iemp0134
https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2020.1755338
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176330
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176330
https://doi.org/10.1093/joc/jqab003
https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/15.1.65
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650213485972
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1080/21599165.2022.2122050
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-30227-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12425
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12425
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/commun-2021-0014
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/commun-2021-0014
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.iemp0134
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119011071.iemp0134
https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2020.1755338
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176330
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17176330
https://doi.org/10.1093/joc/jqab003
https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/15.1.65
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650213485972

Full Paper

Tsfati, Y., & Cappella, J. N. (2003). Do people watch what they do not trust? Exploring the
association between news media skepticism and exposure. Communication Research,30(5),
504-529. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650203253371

Tsfati, Y., & Cohen, ]. (2005). Democratic consequences of hostile media perceptions: The case
of Gaza Settlers. The Harvard International Journal of Press/Politics, 10(4), 28-51. https://
doi.org/10.1177/1081180x05280776

Unzicker, K. (2022). Erschopfte Gesellschaft. Auswirkungen von 24 Monaten Pandemie auf
den gesellschaftlichen Zusammenhalt [Exhausted society. Effects of 24 months of pan-
demic on social cohesion]. Bertelsmann Stiftung. https://www.bertelsmann-stiftung.de/de/
publikationen/publikation/did/umfrage-februar-2022-erschoepfte-gesellschaft-all

van Eimeren, B., Simon, E., & Riedl, A. (2017). Medienvertrauen und Informationsverhalten
von politischen Zweiflern und Entfremdeten [Media trust and information behavior of
political doubters and the alienated]. Media Perspektiven, (11), 538-554.

Viehmann, C., Ziegele, M., & Quiring, O. (2020). Gut informiert durch die Pandemie? Nutzung
unterschiedlicher Informationsquellen in der Coronavirus-Krise [Well informed through
the pandemic? Use of different sources of information in the coronavirus crisis]. Media
Perspektiven, (10-11), 556-577.

Weinberg, J. (2022). Trust, governance, and the Covid-19 pandemic: An explainer using longi-
tudinal data from the United Kingdom. The Political Quarterly, 93(2), 316-325. https://
doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13131

Wolling, J., Kuhlmann, C., Schumann, C., Berger, P., & Arlt, D. (2021). Coronavirus 2020 —
Zerreifsprobe fiir die Gesellschaft? Personliches Erleben und mediale Vermittlung einer
multiplen Krise [Coronavirus 2020 - Tear test for society? Personal experience and media
mediation of a multiple crisis]. Univ.-Verl. lmenau. https://doi.org/10.22032/dbt.48770

Zhao, E., Wu, Q., Crimmins, E. M., & Ailshire, J. A. (2020). Media trust and infection mitigat-
ing behaviours during the COVID-19 pandemic in the USA. BM] Global Health, 5. https://
doi.org/doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003323

Ziegele, M., Schultz, T., Jackob, N., Granow, V., Quiring, O., & Schemer, C. (2018). Liigenpresse-
Hysterie ebbt ab. Mainzer Langzeitstudie “Medienvertrauen” [Hysteria about the lying
press subsides. Mainz longitudinal study “media trust”]. Media Perspektiven, (4),150-162.
https://www.ard-media.de/fileadmin/user_upload/media-perspektiven/pdf/2018/0418_Ziege-
le_Schultz_Jackob_Granow_Quiring_Schemer.pdf

68 SCM, 13.Jg.,1/2024



https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650203253371
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x05280776
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x05280776
https://www.bertelsmann-stiftung.de/de/publikationen/publikation/did/umfrage-februar-2022-erschoepfte-gesellschaft-all
https://www.bertelsmann-stiftung.de/de/publikationen/publikation/did/umfrage-februar-2022-erschoepfte-gesellschaft-all
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13131
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13131
https://doi.org/10.22032/dbt.48770
https://doi.org/doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003323
https://doi.org/doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003323
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650203253371
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x05280776
https://doi.org/10.1177/1081180x05280776
https://www.bertelsmann-stiftung.de/de/publikationen/publikation/did/umfrage-februar-2022-erschoepfte-gesellschaft-all
https://www.bertelsmann-stiftung.de/de/publikationen/publikation/did/umfrage-februar-2022-erschoepfte-gesellschaft-all
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13131
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.13131
https://doi.org/10.22032/dbt.48770
https://doi.org/doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003323
https://doi.org/doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003323

Arlt | In a reciprocal relationship?

Appendix

-surjuo uizeSew 1o8eurw ourZT ‘AUBWIIN) IOPISU] SSAUISNY ‘QUI[UO
3810 “JoUULZURUY QUITUO [H7Z QUI[UQ 3S0J dydstuyy ‘Quiju( [#8a1dg ‘ojdwrexa 10§ ‘sapnpour IseqeIep SIXAN[SIXST Y3 SIBWLIO] SuIuo SurpIeday
‘[9891dg 19 M7 1T ‘QTId ‘783 YoM 21 ‘[98a1dssage] 19 ‘neydospuny] 1unpjuel] ‘3uniiayz aydsiu[oy ‘SuniteyZ 9YdSINIPRONIA IoLINY] J9UIPRASAN
‘Gunitoz 191188191 950 aydsturayy se yons ‘stadedsmou Apjoom pue A[rep [euoneU pUEB [BUOIZII SNOLIBA SOPN[OUI ISBQBIBP SIXIN[SIXdT Y} ‘BIpaw
jurid Suipae39y "papI0odal sem 9seqeiep 9yl Ul J[qR[IBAR 919M [DIym ‘sjeuriof suljuo pue siodedsmou jurid ueuriany ut paysiqnd sa[onre Jo roquinu ay3
‘porrad s1ya SuLinp yoam Iepud[ed Yyoed 10, *(309(01d oy3 uryaim aaem £9AIns [euy 9yl Jo pud) 7z [11dy 01 (9aem A9AIns 1811 oy 210Jaq A[110YS) 0T0T
A1eniqaq porrad ay3 10§ pPa1dnpuod a19m sar1anb yoIesg * p1aod,, pue  BUOIOD, SULI) YDIBIS Y3 Sulsn Iseq BIBP SIXIN[SIXT Y3 Wolf (DY) SISL))
BUOIOD) SULIND UONEBIIUNWWOY) JO 3dUBAJ[Y 193(01d a1 uryaim paida[od a1om (Jurid pue aul[uo) 98LIIA0D BIPIW UBULIIL) JO JUNOWE dY) UO BIBP Y],

pUOIRIISN|[I UMO pue (£20T) )Y :321N0S 910N

Kpnis siy3 40 1X93U0d 3y} U] 98eISA0D BIPIW JO JUNOLWIE PUE SJUIAS p|IOM-[edy °Ls 3inSi4

69

), 03:16:30.



https://www.tu-ilmenau.de/universitaet/fakultaeten/fakultaet-wirtschaftswissenschaften-und-medien/profil/institute-und-fachgebiete/fachgebiet-empirische-medienforschung-und-politische-kommunikation/research/relevance-of-communication-during-corona-crises-rccc
https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2024-1-46
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://www.tu-ilmenau.de/universitaet/fakultaeten/fakultaet-wirtschaftswissenschaften-und-medien/profil/institute-und-fachgebiete/fachgebiet-empirische-medienforschung-und-politische-kommunikation/research/relevance-of-communication-during-corona-crises-rccc

Full Paper

Table S1. Real-world events and amount of media coverage in the context of this study

Time of Survey

Health situation

Political measures

Media coverage

April 16-20, 2020

flattening infection rates after
the first Coronavirus infection
wave

high rates of mortality

still high uncertainty about the
virus and its’ transmission

e in the middle of April, the feder-

al Chancellor and the heads of
government of the federal states
decided the gradual opening of
public life after first German
lockdown (March 22 — May 4,
2020)

very intensive media coverage
about “corona” and “covid”

July 21-28, 2020

for about two months the num-
ber of new daily COVID-19 in-
fections is at a very low level

¢ in this phase only very few re-

strictions still applied

intensity of media coverage
about “corona” and “covid”
falls with low level of infections

November 4-10, 2020

high level of COVID-19 infec-
tions; infection rate reached a
new peak with about 23,000
new infections per day

¢ on November 2, 2020, the lock-

down light began, including the
closure of restaurants, hotels,
and strict contact restrictions

intensity of media coverage
about “corona” and “covid” is
rising again with growing level
of infections

April 1-13,2021

very high level of COVID-19 in-
fections (third German Corona-
virus infection wave)

infection rate was even higher
than in November 2020

e since March 8, 2021, the restric-

tions were relaxed, even though
several measures still existed

after several months of very in-
tensive reporting about “corona”
and “covid” over the winter
months the intensity of reporting
is slightly down; despite a high
level of infections
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Arlt | In a reciprocal relationship?

Table S2. Pairwise correlations satisfaction with the government’s Coronavirus
policy and media trust for waves 1-5

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

(1) Media trust April 20 1.00

(2) Media trust July 20 6? 1.00

(3) Media trust Nov 20 6570 00

(4) Media trust April 21 53 62 63 1.00

(5) Satisfaction with CP April20 02 37 98 52

(6) Satisfaction with CP July 20 57ﬂ 66 6q0f 5q6 q77 1.00

(7) Satisfaction with CP Nov 20 ',,454 60 67 617 4 8 1.00

(8) Satisfaction with CP April 21 44 49 33 53 2 66 69

3% 3 33k E E 33k ok 33k 3k

Note. All entries are Pearson correlations. N = 578-670 for correlations involving all waves. CP = Corona-
virus policy. *p < .05. **p < .01. *™**p < .001
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