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Recent research has extensively investigated how the current COVID-19 pandemic can affect 
intergroup relations. Much less is known about the impact of COVID-19 on economic and trade 
decisions. Could the intergroup effects of this pandemic shape support for international economic 
policies? The aim of this study was to examine the support for restrictive economic policies towards 
countries with very high levels of COVID-19 contamination (China and Italy) during the first 
lockdown period (March - April 2020). The survey was conducted in Romania (N = 669) and included 
measures of COVID-19 vulnerability, prejudice, and support for economic restrictive policy (e.g., to 
reduce international trade; to set higher taxes). Results showed that higher support for restrictive 
policies toward China was associated with greater perceived vulnerability to COVID-19 and this link 
was partially mediated by prejudice toward China. In contrast, support for economic restrictive 
policies toward Italy was greater when perceived vulnerability to COVID-19 was high, but this 
relationship between variables was not explained by negative attitudes towards Italy. Practical and 
theoretical implications are discussed. 
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Introduction 
 

Vulnerability to COVID-19 has had a significant impact 
on international relations at different levels. The spread of 
COVID-19 around the world has created a sudden shortage 
of basic supplies needed to protect individuals from 
contamination and to provide medical care (e.g., masks, 
gloves, medical devices, drugs). In Europe, this has led 
national governments to realize the impact of relocating 
production to Asian countries where labor costs are cheaper. 
During this time of pandemic crisis, perceptions of 
overreliance on China - a major producer of products needed 
to cope with COVID-19 - were high in European countries. 
Followingly, the lockdown period was an opportunity for 
economists and politicians to discuss the potential economic 
restrictions that European countries could impose on Asian 
countries and especially China (La Tribune, 2020). 

While the pandemic context creates favorable 
conditions for economic restrictions on China, research in 
social psychology has shown that negative intergroup 
attitudes can develop as a result of diseases’ threats (Kim et 
al., 2016; Navarrete & Fessler, 2006). 

Social Identity Theory (SIT; Tajfel & Turner, 1986) 
shows that to achieve or maintain a positive social identity 

 
people favor their in-group and discriminate out-groups. 
This out-group discrimination appears when one’s social 
identity is salient and when relations with other groups are 
competitive or conflictual (Abrams & Hogg, 2010). But 
also, having a stable group identity is necessary to build 
meaningful frames of oneself and navigate the social world 
while maintaining a positive social identity (Hogg, 2007). In 
a crisis such as a global pandemic caused by a new virus, 
everything becomes less predictable and stable, and one’s 
group identity can become vulnerable (Abrams et al., 2021). 
When one’s group identity is threatened (here, by an 
unstable and unpredictable pandemic situation), members 
will identify more with their in-group but also differentiate 
themselves more from out-groups (and even more when the 
out-groups can be identified as a possible origin of the 
threat), and thus express more prejudice (Kruglanski et al., 
2021). 

In turn, negative intergroup attitudes are known to 
influence consumer behavior and support for different 
economic policies (Klein, 2002). Could part of the speech 
advocating economic restrictions towards foreign countries 
during COVID-19 contamination be explained by 
prejudice? 
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Recent evidence does suggest that the effects of COVID-
19 already extended to individuals’ support for restrictive 
social policies towards threatening out-groups (Zhai & Du, 
2020, Karwowski et al., 2020). In a recent study, Alston et al. 
(2020) show that UK participants’ prior intergroup contact 
with Chinese individuals predicted their support for purely 
discriminatory state policies towards Chinese nationals in the 
UK (e.g., closing down all Chinese restaurants). Yet, no study 
so far has investigated whether support for economic policies 
could be similarly shaped by prejudice, catalyzed in the 
context of a global pandemic like COVID-19. In the present 
research, we examined the attitudes of Romanian citizens 
towards an Asian country (China) and towards a European one 
(Italy), two countries with a high level of contamination before 
and during the lockdown period (Liu et al., 2020). We will 
begin by reviewing empirical studies concerning the link 
between vulnerability to disease and prejudice against out-
groups. We will then examine the impact of prejudice on 
economic attitudes towards other countries. Finally, we will 
present the current research and hypotheses we have 
developed. 
 
Vulnerability to diseases and prejudice against out-groups 
 

From an evolutionary perspective, there is a link 
between the ancestral adaptive utility of avoiding potentially 
dangerous encounters with the contemporary tendency to 
perceive foreigners negatively, by expressing prejudice and 
discrimination against them (Faulkner et al., 2004; Schaller, 
2003). Indeed, in ancestral environments, one adaptive 
behavior has been the avoidance of individuals who were 
thought to be carriers of contagious diseases. Individuals from 
foreign lands were considered as more likely to display 
customs that favor the transmission of disease (related to 
hygiene, food preparation, etc.), and to engage in practices that 
violate rules adopted by in-group members to protect 
themselves from prevalent pathogens (Faulkner et al., 2004; 
Schaller, 2003).   

Recent research confirms that people feel more 
vulnerable to disease transmission during an interaction with 
an out-group member rather than with an in-group member 
(Greenaway & Cruwys, 2019; Smith & Gibson, 2020; Zhai & 
Du, 2020). Even when the risk of infection is potentially the 
same, individuals perceive more threat when the risk behavior 
is carried out by a member of the out-group than by a member 
of the in-group. For example, Cruwys et al. (2020) found that 
when a person has a cold and leaves a used handkerchief in a 
shared workplace, participants perceive a higher risk of 
contamination if that person belongs to an out-group than if 
he/she belongs to an in-group. Consequently, to protect 
themselves against diseases that they had not yet developed 
immunity to, individuals avoid out-group members and 
therefore exhibit more negative attitudes against them 
(Navarrete & Fessler, 2006; Reny & Barreto, 2020). 

Many empirical studies examined the link between 
perceived vulnerability to diseases and intergroup attitudes. In 
a recent article, a nationally representative sample of 
Americans completed a survey, indicating their perceptions of 
vulnerability to Ebola, and their xenophobic tendencies (Kim 
et al., 2016). Results showed that the more vulnerable people 
felt, the more they exhibited prejudice toward populations 
coming from directly affected regions in West Africa. 
Research has also shown that COVID-19 threat perceptions 
were associated with increased negative attitudes towards 
foreign groups (Sorokowski et al., 2020). Infection avoidance 
tendency predicted increased exclusionary attitudes towards 
foreigners in Japan (Yamagata et al., 2020), and increased 
xenophobic and anti-Syrian immigrant attitudes in Turkey 
(Adam-Troian & Bagci, 2020). 

Integrated Threat Theory (ITT) considers that threat and 
fear are predictors of prejudice and that there are four different 
types of threat that underlie negative evaluations of out-groups: 
realistic threat, symbolic threat, negative stereotypes and 
intergroup anxiety (Stephan & Stephan, 2000). Realistic threats 
encompass potential dangers to the physical well-being, 
economic and political power of one’s group. The global 
pandemic of COVID-19 is a realistic threat that can impact the 
well-being or the power of one’s group. To survive (i.e., 
evolutionary perspectives), to maintain a positive social identity 
(i.e., Social Identity Theory) and to protect their group’s 
interests, individuals will develop prejudice and discrimination 
towards threatening out-groups (Gonzalez et al., 2008; Nshom & 
Croucher, 2017). Moreover, affective and motivational factors 
play an important role in intergroup relations (Correnblum & 
Stephan, 2001). Indeed, according to ITT, perceptions of threat 
directly relate with perceptions of vulnerability, which increase 
expression of prejudice as a way to reduce experienced anxiety 
(Demirtas-Madran, 2020; Nshom & Croucher, 2017; Tabri et al., 
2020). 

Faulkner and collaborators (2004) also examined the 
extent to which xenophobic attitudes are predicted by self-
reported perceptions of vulnerability to disease in general, 
among Canadians. In their study, participants who perceived 
themselves to be vulnerable to diseases were more likely to 
associate foreign people with danger and had less favorable 
attitudes towards foreigners. Interestingly, the link between 
vulnerability to diseases and intergroup attitudes was moderated 
by the perceived familiarity of out-groups. Specifically, 
perceived vulnerability to disease predicted more xenophobic 
attitudes towards out-groups that were subjectively perceived as 
less familiar (e.g., immigrants coming from Africa, Peru, Qatar, 
and Sri Lanka). In contrast, perceived vulnerability was not 
related to prejudice against more familiar out-groups (e.g., 
European immigrants; Faulkner et al., 2004). It is assumed that 
in our study, Romanian participants perceive Italy in terms of a 
historical, more familiar, superordinate European in-group while 
perceiving China as an out-group.  

In addition, Chinese can be more associated with the threat 
of COVID-19, compared to other groups. Indeed, in a recent 
study, a specific link has been found between anti-Asian 
attitudes and the fear of the COVID-19, among Americans (Reny 
& Barreto, 2020). Authors analyzed the relationship between 
attitudes toward Asian Americans and toward other American 
racial groups, and participants’ concern about contracting the 
coronavirus. Results showed that the vulnerability to COVID-19 
was related to prejudice against Asians and not against other 
racial out-groups, meaning the threat was perceived as coming 
from Asia, where the virus first expanded itself. In line with these 
previous works, we therefore expect that perceived vulnerability 
to COVID-19 is more likely to be associated with prejudice 
against Chinese, perceived as unfamiliar out-group members. 
Besides, vulnerability to COVID-19 was also associated with 
increased authoritarianism and national conservatism (Bieber, 
2020). 

 
Prejudice and economic attitudes 

 
Xenophobic attitudes have an important impact on 

consumers’ economic attitudes. People may prefer to buy in-
group rather than out-group products in order to favorize the 
national economy (Klein, 2002). However, national in-group 
favoritism is not only explained by material concerns (resource 
maximization for the in-group). National preference in the 
economic field is also tied with individuals’ motivation to obtain 
or to maintain a positive national identity.  Favorizing domestic 
production is seen as a way to improve the socio-economic status 
of one’s country in relation to other foreign countries, and, in
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doing so, boosts one’s positive evaluations of one’s national 
identity. The COVID-19 pandemic is not only a realistic threat 
to the health but also to the economic domain. Therefore, 
COVID-19 crisis caused a “depressive socio-economic 
environment” (Elias et al., 2021, p. 785), where individuals 
will favor nationalism and conservatism to maintain a positive 
social identity. Nationalism and conservatism in times of crisis 
lead to more support for authoritarian policies (e.g., anti-
immigrant policies and exclusionary nationalism; Hartman et 
al., 2021; Green et al., 2010) even more so towards outgroups 
perceived as culturally and economically threatening (Duckitt 
& Sibley, 2010). 

In the same perspective, researchers have examined a 
general form of prejudice, “consumer ethnocentrism”, and its 
consequences on economic attitudes. Consumer 
ethnocentrism captures the economic motives for in-group 
bias, such as the fear that choosing foreign products threatens 
the national industry and causes high unemployment (Verlegh, 
2007; Sharma, 2011). For example, in a study conducted in the 
United States, consumer ethnocentrism was the dominant 
factor in choosing between a domestic good and a Japanese 
good (Klein, 2002): the higher the Americans scored on the 
ethnocentrism scale, the more they preferred national 
products.   

It is possible that prejudice might influence support for 
restrictive economic policies towards the two countries (Italy 
and China). However, prejudice against Chinese in Europe is 
high (e.g., Mahfud et al., 2016), while attitudes towards 
Italians are rather positive. This difference in terms of 
prejudice between Chinese and Italians is explained by the 
perception of cultural distance (Mahfud et al., 2016). Indeed, 
perceived cultural distance (e.g., regarding values, religion, 
language, family, and marriage life, etc.) is associated with 
stronger feelings of threat (Goto & Chan, 2005; Mahfud et al., 
2018) and is considered as a determinant of intergroup 
relations and an important factor for negative intergroup 
attitude (Allport, 1954; Brewer & Campbell, 1976). Studies 
have shown that the greater the perceived cultural distance 
towards a group, the more prejudice individuals will express 
against it (Mahfud et al., 2016; Mahfud et al., 2018; Schalk-
Soekar & Van de Vijver, 2008). When perceiving a high 
cultural distance toward an out-group, the familiarity will, 
therefore, be lessened (Goto & Chan, 2005). According to the 
association between perceived vulnerability to disease and 
discrimination (Faulkner et al., 2004), Romanian participants 
should feel more familiar with Italians, and thus express fewer 
prejudices than toward the Chinese group. 

Furthermore, negative economic attitudes towards 
China are encouraged by European institutions as a form of 
protectionism. For example, the report of the European Court 
of Auditors (September 9, 2020) evaluated Beijing’s 
investments in Europe, over the last decade, at 150 billion 
euros. The rapporteurs invited European countries to adopt a 
common strategy and to question the consequences of Chinese 
takeovers in sectors such as energy, telecoms, or ports, 
evoking a real “threat” (La Croix, 2020). We predict that 
participants’ prejudice towards China might be higher, and 
consequently, they might express higher support for restrictive 
economic policies against China than against Italy.   
 

The present study 
 
The objective of this research is to examine the support 

of Romanian citizens for restrictive economic policies towards 
countries with very high levels of COVID-19 contamination 
(China and Italy) during the first lockdown period (March - 
April 2020). The survey includes measures of perceived 

 
 

COVID-19 vulnerability, intergroup prejudice, and support for 
restrictive economic policy (to reduce international trade; to set 
higher taxes).   

We formulate the following hypotheses: (1) Support for 
restrictive policies toward the Asian country (China) should be 
greater when perceived vulnerability to COVID-19 is high and 
when prejudice toward Chinese people is important. (2) Also, 
the effect of COVID-19 vulnerability on support for economic 
restrictions towards China should be mediated by negative 
intergroup attitudes. (3) Support for economic restrictive 
policies toward the European country (Italy) should be greater 
when perceived vulnerability to COVID is high. 

 
Method 

 
Participants 

The sample consisted of Romanian citizens who 
voluntarily took part in the study (N = 669, M age = 38.3, SD 
age = 12.2, 55% females). Participants completed a survey in 
Romanian. Questionnaires were translated from English and 
back translated by native speakers. The survey was distributed 
online through Qualtrics. Measures are presented below1. Data 
and supplemental materials are publicly accessible on OSF: 
https://osf.io/w5s92/?view_only=242e0264d268431a84ea3e73
07ccfae5 The procedure meets the European ethical 
requirements. 
 
Measures 

Perceived vulnerability to COVID-19 risk. Questions were 
adapted from the Perceived Risk Scale (Napper, et al., 2012; Kim 
et al., 2016). Three items assessed perceptions of personal risk 
(e.g., “I feel vulnerable to COVID-19 infection”), three items 
assessed perceptions of the local community’s risk (e.g., “I feel 
that people in my local community are vulnerable to COVID-19 
infection”), and perceptions of risk to the country (e.g., “I feel 
that my country is vulnerable to outbreak of COVID-19”). We 
calculated a unique score of perceived vulnerability, higher score 
indicating greater vulnerability (α = .81; Likert, 7 points). 

Prejudice. Participants indicated their feelings towards 
citizens from two countries (one European country – Italy, and 
one Asian country – China) by responding to six items from a 
scale designed to assess prejudice. The measure included four 
positive feelings (acceptance, sympathy, warmth, liking – all 
reversed) and 2 negatives feelings (hostility, fear), as used in 
Stephan et al. (1998; attitudes towards Chinese α = .70; attitudes 
towards Italians α = .70; Likert, 7 points). Higher score indicates 
higher prejudice.  

Support for restrictive economic policy. A set of three 
items measured participants’ support for restrictive economic 
policy for a European country (e.g., “I would like Romania to 
reduce trade with Italy as much as possible”; “I would like to see 
higher taxes (customs duties) on products from Italy.”, (α = .80) 
and for an Asian country (e.g., “I would like Romania to reduce 
trade with China as much as possible”; “I would like to see 
higher taxes (customs duties) on products from China.”, (α = .80; 
all Likert, 7 points). Higher score indicates higher economical 
restriction 

 
Results 

 
Descriptive statistics are presented in the Table 1. One 

sample t-test comparing the means to the median of the scale (4), 
showed that perceived vulnerability to COVID-19 was high, 
t(668) = 10.54, p < .001, 95%CI [.32, .48], d = 0.41. The levels 
of the other variables was significantly below the median of the  
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scale: prejudice against China, t(668) = 9.21, p <  .001, 95%CI 
[-.43, -.27], d = 0.35; prejudice against Italy, t(668) = 22.26, p 
< .001, 95%CI [- .94, -.77], d = 0.86; support for restrictive 
economic policies against China, t(668) = 4.33, p < .001, 
95%CI [-.24, -.09], d = 0.17; support for restrictive economic 
policies against Italy, t(668) = 7.36, p < .001, 95%CI [-.36, -
.20], d = 0.28. We also note that prejudice towards China 
highly correlated with prejudice towards Italy, suggesting a 
form of ethnocentrism. In addition, the more participants 
supported restrictive economic policies against China, the 
more they agreed with higher restrictions against Italy. 

.

 
Paired-samples t-test showed that prejudice against 

Chinese was significantly higher that prejudice against 
Italians, t(668) = 12.43, p < .001, 95%CI [-.56, -.41], d = 
0.48. By the way, support for restrictive economic policies 
towards China was stronger than support for these type of 
policies towards Italy, t(668) = 5.56, p < .001, 95%CI [-.29, 
-.13], d = 0.21. 

 

 
Table 1 Mean, Standard Deviation, and Correlations among variables 
 M (SD) 1 2 3 4 
1. Vulnerability to COVID-19 4.59 (1.46)     

2. Prejudice (China) 3.64 (0.97) .14***    

3. Prejudice (Italy) 3.22 (0.91) .02 .54***   

4. Support for restrictive economic policies (China) 3.71 (1.71) .21*** .43*** .28***  

5. Support for restrictive economic policies (Italy) 3.54 (1.61) .18*** .38*** .36*** .88*** 

According to our hypotheses, support for restrictive 
policies toward China should be greater when perceived 
vulnerability to COVID-19 is high and this link should be 
mediated by prejudices toward Chinese. Support for restrictive 
economic policies toward Italy should be greater when 
perceived vulnerability to COVID is high. In order to test these 
hypotheses, we conducted regression analysis examining 
separately support for restrictive economic policy toward 
China and toward Italy. 
 

Support for restrictive economic policy toward China 
 

First, we tested whether the impact of perceived 
vulnerability to COVID-19 on support for restrictive economic 
policies towards China was mediated by prejudice, using the 
procedure by Yzerbyt et al., 2018. Simple regression analysis 
showed that the link between perceived vulnerability and 
support for restrictive policies was significant, b = .24, SE = 
.04, t(667) = 5.48, p < .001, ηp2 = 0.04, as was the link between 
perceived vulnerability to COVID-19 and prejudice, b = .09, 
SE = .02, t(667) = 3.73, p < .001, ηp2 = 0.02. When perceived 
vulnerability and prejudice were simultaneously included in 
the regression analysis, the impact of perceived vulnerability  
 

to COVID-19 on support for restrictive economic policies 
diminished, b = .17, SE = .04, t(666) = 4.27, p < .001, ηp2 = 
0.05. However, the link between prejudice and support for 
restrictive policies remained significant, b = .72, SE = .06, 
t(666) = 11.94, p < .001, ηp2 = 0.17. We also tested the indirect 
effects using PROCESS (Hayes & Preacher, 2014). Results 
showed a significant indirect effect by prejudice, b = .06, SE = 
.02, 95% CI [.02, .11]. 
 

Support for restrictive economic policy toward Italy 
 

We hypothesized that perceived vulnerability to 
COVID-19 would be related to higher support for restrictive 
economic policy against Italy. We also explored whether the 
link between these two variables was mediated by prejudice 
against Italy, as it was the case for China. Simple regression 
analysis, showed that the impact of perceived vulnerability to 
COVID-19 on support for restrictive economic policies was 
significant, b = .21, SE = .04, t(667) = 4.79, p < .001, ηp2 = 
0.03. However, the link between perceived vulnerability to 
COVID-19 and prejudice against Italy was not significant, b = 
.01, SE = .04, t(667) = 0.66, p = .509, ηp2 = 0.001. Therefore, 
the conditions were not satisfied to further test the mediation 
model.  

 

Vulnerability to COVID-19 

Prejudice  
against China 

Support for restrictive 
policies 

.09 

.17 

.24 

.72 

Figure 1. Partial mediation of the link between vulnerability to COVID-19 and support for restrictive economic policies 
by prejudice against China 
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Discussion 
 

In this study we examined the link between vulnerability 
to COVID-19, prejudice, and support for economic restrictions 
towards countries with high levels of contamination. We 
showed that support for restrictive economic policies toward 
an Asian country (China) was greater when perceived 
vulnerability to COVID-19 was higher and when prejudice 
toward Chinese people was important. The more participants 
perceived vulnerability to COVID-19, the more they supported 
restrictive economic policies against China. And the more 
participants expressed prejudice against Chinese people, the 
more they wanted their country to impose economic 
restrictions on this out-group. In addition, the link between 
perceived vulnerability and support for economic restrictions 
was partially mediated by prejudice. Results also showed that 
support for restrictive economic policies toward a European 
country (Italy) was greater when perceived vulnerability to 
COVID-19 was higher. Our results are in line with other 
research showing that ethnocentrism increases when one feels 
vulnerable to a disease, especially through prejudice and 
discrimination against foreign groups (Navarrete & Fessler, 
2006; Hodson & Costello, 2007; Meleady et al., 2021).  

This study presents several limitations. First, the data are 
correlational, preventing any conclusions in terms of cause and 
effect. It is not clear whether the fear of COVID-19 increases 
negative intergroup attitudes or vice versa. It is also unclear 
whether prejudice increases support for restrictive economic 
policies or the reverse. However, theoretical models suggest 
that fear of disease in general may increase prejudice towards 
out-groups (e.g., Integrated Threat Theory; Gonzalez et al., 
2008; Kim et al., 2016; Navarrete & Fessler, 2006), and that 
prejudice, in turn, influences consumer behavior – in this case 
support for discriminatory economic policies (Klein et al., 
1998; Klein, 2002). 

Another limitation is that we only indirectly tested the 
theoretical assumptions on which we have built our reasoning. 
Indeed, we did not measure the cultural distance perceived by 
the Romanians between the ingroup and the Chinese or Italian 
outgroups. We did not measure the COVID-19 threat from 
these countries, China and Italy in particular. Although these 
theoretical assumptions have been empirically proven in 
empirical studies, future research should directly test the role 
of perceived threat or cultural distance in the link between 
disease vulnerability and intergroup attitudes.  

Since immemorial times, communities have been 
implementing strategies to survive in the face of disease. They 
perceive members of out-groups as carriers of pathogens that 
should not be allowed to enter the territory of the in-group 
(Navarrete & Fessler, 2006). Moreover, individuals’ 
perception of vulnerability to health threat is influenced by 
group processes (Cruwys et al., 2020). Under conditions of 
high threat, cooperation and trust are essential within a group 
to cope with the uncertainty of the situation (Eder et al., 2020; 
Schaller, 2011). Prejudice and discrimination against out-
groups will also be higher in these circumstances (Reny & 
Barretto, 2020; Schaller, 2011; Tajfel & Turner, 1986). For 
example, Americans showed more xenophobic attitudes 
toward foreigners during the Ebola epidemic. The more disgust 
and fear they felt about the disease, the more they called for 
government interventions to restrict the entry of individuals 
from West Africa into the US (Kam, 2019). 

Measures taken by some governments during the first 
lockdown period (March-April 2020) illustrate this model of 
in-group protection, already demonstrated in evolutionary 
psychology. But the in-group favoritism goes beyond COVID-
19. Certainly, there are objective reasons for relocating on the 
national territory the manufacture of products needed to cope 
with a pandemic.

 
Indeed, the importance of being self-reliant and reducing 

dependency on China was discussed in many countries at the 
onset of this sanitary crisis (Verma & Naveen, 2021). However, 
what the present study suggests is that the pandemic is also an 
opportunity to impose significant restrictions in all sectors on a 
country that has become an economic threat, which has nothing 
to do with the COVID-19 crisis (see for instance, La Croix, 
2020). It is no longer the fear of COVID-19 that explains the 
support for economic restrictions but the prejudices that 
individuals may have towards an out-group. 

Beyond the obvious implications regarding the 
psychological predictors of economic restrictions towards 
foreign countries, the present results suggest a pathway through 
which intergroup attitudes and pathogen threat may lead to 
political preference for authoritarian leaders. These often 
promote both social and economic conservative policies, 
especially during societal crises (Sprong et al., 2019). In critical 
times, people seek support from leaders that are considered 
stronger, more action-oriented, and possibly more authoritarian 
than those they usually seek (Abrams et al., 2021; Adam-Troian 
et al., 2020; Karwowski et al., 2020). In fact, studies showed that 
health threats are related to higher support for traditionalism and 
political conservatism (for a meta-analysis, see Terrizzi et al., 
2013). Stronger family ties, greater social conservatism and 
higher ethnic conflicts are observed in regions with a history of 
higher levels of diseases (Meleady et al., 2021). Therefore, future 
research should weigh how intergroup and threat perceptions 
shape preferences for both types of policies (conservatism versus 
liberalism). If the mechanisms underlying support for economic 
sanctions overlap with those promoting intergroup conflicts in 
general, then interventions designed to increase reconciliatory 
intergroup attitudes could also be used to target support for 
economic policies (Bar-Tal & Hameiri, 2020). 

It is therefore important to identify the motivations that 
determine citizens’ support for restrictive economic policies 
beyond the present situation. International cooperation could 
allow a better management of social and health inequalities and 
a first step would be to increase the fight against prejudice and 
discrimination. 
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