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Motivation

• Carbon pricing: efficient and cost-effective

• Persistent public opposition

• Support depends, among other things, on (Drews & Van den Bergh, 2016):

• Socioeconomic characteristics

• Concern about climate change

• Perception of climate risk

• Expected economic costs of mitigation policies

• Information and communication can act as levers for shaping public attitudes:

• Strengthen climate literacy

• Improve understanding of climate risks

• Empirical evidence is mixed (Deryugina & Shurchkov, 2016; Douenne & Fabre 2022;

Rhodes et al 2014)

• Very limited evidence of public acceptance of climate policies in African countries

(Iragena & Lopez-Feldman, 2026).
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This paper

• Looks at the effect of exposure to a brief description of the causes and

consequences of climate change on stated support for carbon pricing.

• Contribution:

• Evidence from a survey experiment conducted in a low-income country.

• Go beyond priming by capturing previous knowledge.

• Rwanda

• Small, densely populated country.

• Low contribution to global emissions, but committed to substantial emission

reduction in its NDCs.

• Already experiencing increase in frequency of intense floods and landslides.

• Almost 400 households randomly selected from three (out of five) provinces.

• In person survey collected between 2023 and 2024.
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Survey experiment

• Half of the households in each village randomly allocated to receive the

information treatment:

Treatment:

“When we talk about climate change, we mean long-term changes in global

weather patterns. Over the last century, climate change has resulted in

higher-than-average temperatures, rising ocean levels, and a higher fre-

quency of extreme weather events and natural disasters (e.g., storms, floods,

droughts). Burning fuels like petrol, diesel, gas, or coal releases greenhouse

gases, such as carbon dioxide, traps heat in the earth’s atmosphere and ac-

celerates climate change.”
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Policy support:

Policy question:

“If a carbon pricing policy significantly lowers greenhouse gases but also increases

your cost of living, would you support or oppose such a policy?”

• Answers were recorded on a five-point scale: strongly oppose, somewhat oppose,

neither support nor oppose, somewhat support, and strongly support.

• Binary variable to capture if respondents believe, before treatment, that they are
informed about:

• policies to reduce risks from EWE at community level or

• households practices to reduce risk at personal/household level.

y∗i = αTi + X′
iβ + εi (1)

y∗i = αTi + λ Informedi + θ (Ti × Informedi ) + X′
iβ + εi (2)
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Conclusions

• Exposure to climate change information has a positive effect on support for

carbon pricing in Rwanda.

• Prior information is strongly correlated with support for carbon pricing.

• Treatment has effect among respondents with low prior information and no effect

on those with high prior information.

• Policy implication: Information about climate change can increase policy support

among those without prior knowledge.

• Limitations:

• Hypothetical policy scenario.

• Short-run responses.

• We don’t know if stated support will translate into behavioural outcomes.
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Questions & Discussion

Thanks for your attention!
alejandro.lopez.feldman@gu.se


