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Table S1. Descriptions and Descriptive Statistics for Independent Variables in the Full Models

Variable Description Metric Mean (SD) Cases

GSS, 1983-2004

Female Gender 0 = male, 1 = female .57 (.50) 32,530
Age Age in years 45.53 (17.42) 32,530
Education Education in years 12.98 (3.05) 32,530
Income Inflation-adjusted family income In US dollars 77,524 (69,080) 32,530
White R is white 0=no, 1=yes .81 (.39) 32,530
South R lives in the Southeast 0=no, 1=yes .35 (.48) 32,530
Rural R lives in a rural area 0=no, 1=yes 12 (.32) 32,530
Married R is married 0=no, 1=yes .51 (.50) 32,530
Ever divorced R has been divorced 0=no, 1=yes 27 (.44) 32,530
Parent R has children 0=no, 1=yes .72 (.45) 32,530
Full Time R is employed full time 0=no,1=yes .53 (.50) 32,530
Mother Worked R’s mother worked while s/he was a child 0=no, 1=yes 57 (.41) 32,530
Parents Divorced R’s parents divorced while s/he was a child 0 =no, 1 =yes .15 (.35) 32,530
WVS, 1990-1997

Female Gender 0 = male, 1 = female .52 (.50) 134,619
Risk Preference R’s approach to major changes in life 1 = cautious, to 10 = bold 5.30 (2.94) 124,383
Age Age in years 41.15 (15.75) 134,746
Education Education (ordinal scale) 1 = lowest, to 9 = highest 5.56 (.78) 134,746
Loginc The natural logarithm of income in US $ 2.33(2.40) 134,746
Full Time R is employed full-time 0=no, 1=yes 41 (.48) 134,746
Unemployed R is unemployed 0=no, 1=yes .07 (.26) 134,746
Married R is married 0=no, 1=yes .61 (.48) 134,746
Cohabiting R is in a relationship “as married” 0=no, 1=vyes .04 (.20) 134,746
Raised Religious Was raised religious 0=no, 1=yes .67 (.46) 134,746
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Table S2. Binary and Ordinal Logistic Regression Coefficients for the GSS, 1983-2004

Variable Attend Prayer Denominational Loyalty Bible Authority Bible Reading
Female ‘36*** .39*** .82*** 1‘16*** ‘36*** .43*** ‘30*** .60*** .38** .53**
(.03) (.06) (.03) (.07) (.03) (.08) (.04) (.10) (.08) (.20)
Bellef .71*** .74*** 1.06*** 1.29*** .82*** .87*** .44*** .66*** .74*** .84***
(.03) (.05) (.04) (.06) (.04) (.06) (.05) (.08) (.11) (.16)
Female* Belief — =04 — 2% — -.08 —  =.36%** — =18
(.07) (.08) (.08) (.10) (:21)
Age OLx** Q2% ** 03%**  Q3*** 02%** - Q2*** .00* .00* .01* .01*
(.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00)
Education 09***  Q9*** 02%** - Q2*** 05***  Q5*** —2%F* _16FF* .03* 03
(.01) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.02) (.02
LN(income) .02 .02 =10%** - 10*** -.04* -.04* AV el -16** -.16**
(.02) (.02) (.02) (.02) (.02) (.02) (.02) (.02) (.05) (.05)
Whlte _.59*** _.59*** _.73*** _.73*** _.49*** _.49*** _.7*** _.73*** _.48*** _.48***
(.05) (.05) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) ((14) (14)
South .18*** '18*** .23*** '23*** 08* 08* .36*** .36*** .41*** .41***
(.03) (.03) (.03) (.03) (.03) (.03) (.04) (.04) (.09) (.09)
Rural A4FF* 1 4FFx A1 11+ JA10*  .10* 2TFF* QTHRF* 14 14
(.04) (.04) (.05) (.05) (.04) (.05) (.06) (.06) ((12) (12)
Full Time e N R o -.08* -.08* -10** -10** .04 .04 -17 -17
(.03) (.03) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.09) (.09)
Married 27xxx QxR A0** .10** 22%% QQxx*x ABxxx 15xxx .02 .02
(.03) (.03) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.09) (.09)
Parent JBxxx 15x** .09*% .09* .05 .05 A3** 13%* B1xx 31**
(.03) (.03) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.05) (.05) (11) (11)
Ever Divorced =~ —49***  — 49*** =12%*  —12*%* —A4FFE _ JhFE -10* -10* -23* -23*
(.03) (.03) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.10) (.10)
Mother Worked -.08* -.08* .01 .02 =11*%* - 11%* -00 -.00 -05 -05
(.03) (.03) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.05) (.05) (.09) (.09)
Parents —23%F* _Q3Fr* -04 -04 —26%** 6%+ -14*  -14* .00 .00
Divorced (.04) (.04) (.05) (.05) (.05) (.05) (.06) (.06) ((12) (12)
Catholic 2.67***  2.67***  165*** 1.63***  10.98*** 10.98*** 68**F*  GTHE* AB** AB**
(.06) (.06) (.06) (.06) (:31) (.31) (.09) (.09) (.16) (.16)
Black Protestant 2.57***  2.57***  180*** 179***  1128*** 11.28%** 1.5%**  1.49%** 1.78%**  1.77***
(.08) (.08) (.09) (.09) (:32) (.32) (.10) (11) (22) (.22)
White 2.94%** 2 94*** D Q4*** 2.02%**  11.28***  11.27*** 2.0***  2.00*%** 2.08***  2.08***
Evangelical (.06) (.06) (.07) (.07) (:31) (.31) (.09) (.09) (17)  (17)
White Mainline  2.18***  2.17***  137*** 1.36***  10.62*** 10.62*** Q7Fxx QpFF* 1.38***  1.38***
(.06) (.06) (.07) (.07) (:31) (.31) (.09) (.09) 17 (17
Jewish 1.72%** 1 72%** S4FFx - GorE*x 11.20%**  11.20*** A43* 42 .03 .02
(.10) (.10) (.13)  (.13) (:33) (.33) (21) (.21) (:38) (.38)
Other Religion ~ 1.39***  139***  164*** 163*** 11.16*** 11.16%** -24 -25 116 1.15
(:24) (.24) (:29) (.29) (.40) (.40) (.45) (.45) (.67) (.67)
-2 Log -36683 —36682 —20236 —20220 -15265 -15264 -8567 —8561 -2740 -2740
Likelihood
N 18,761 18,761 19,172 14,395 18,303 18,303 16,179 16,179 2,363 2,363

*p<.05; **p<.01; ***p<.001

Louise Marie Roth and Jeffrey C. Kroll

Risky Business: Assessing Risk Preference Explanations for Gender Differences in Religiosity
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Table S3. Binary and Ordinal Logistic Regression Coefficients for the WVS, 1990-1997

Variable Religious Person Comfort in Religion Importance of Religion Attendance
Female ‘51*** .54*** ‘55*** .58*** .29*** .37*** .21*** .34***
(02)  (.02) (02) (.02) (01  (.02) (01)  (.02)
Risk Preference —.03*** Q3%+ —.05***  _ Q5*** —.04***  — 04*** —.02%**  — 02***
(:00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (:00)  (.00)
Hell 1.31%**  1.36*** 1.96***  2.02*** 1.40%**  1.50*** 1.13%**  1.30***
(02) (.03) (02) (.03) (01)  (.02) (01)  (.02)
Female * Hell — =11 — =13 — =21 —  =.30%**
(.04) (.04) (.03) (.02)
Age ‘01*** .01*** ‘01*** .01*** .01*** .01*** .00*** .00***
(.00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (:00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00)
Education —.06***  —06*** -02 -.02 01 .01 02%*  02**
(.01) (.01) (.01) (.01 (01) (01 (01) (01)
LN(Income) —Q2%** Q2%+ —03***  _ Q3*** —.03***  _ Q3*** -00 -.00
(.00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (:00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00)
Full Time —Q7*** Q7+ = A7FRx 7R —26%**  —26*** —19%**  _ 19***
(02) (.02) (02)  (.02) (01)  (.01) (01)  (.01)
Unemployed —13%** 1 3*** .05 .04 -01 -01 —15%**  _ 16%**
(.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.03)  (.03) (02)  (.02)
Married B ekl Rl B Rkl Rl 06***  06*** 09***  QQ***
(02)  (.02) (02)  (.02) (01)  (.01) ((01)  (.01)
Cohabiting —18*** g% -.09* -.09* —19%**  _ 19*** —36***  —36***
(.04) (.04) (.04) (.04) (.03)  (.03) (.03)  (.03)
Raised Religious 1.35%**  1.35*** 1.23%**  1.23*** Q8***  gBx** Q4Fxx Qhxr*
(02)  (.02) (02)  (.02) (.02)  (.02) (.02)  (.02)
Catholic 25%**  phExx* —33***  _33x** —35%**  _3pFr* -05 -.05
(.04) (.04) (.05) (.09 (.03) (.03 (.03)  (.03)
Orthodox 83xxx  @3xr* 28xxx  pRF** .06 .06 —19%**  _19***
(.05) (.09 (.05) (.09 (:04)  (.04) (.03)  (.03)
Protestant —13%* . 13** —70%**  _70%** —B50***  —5Q*** B VAN Vil
(04) (.04) (.05) (.09 (.03)  (.03) (.03)  (.03)
Jewish AQF** 3gF** -15 =15 35x** 3Gk RV SN K il
(1) (11) (14) (14 (.08)  (.08) (:08)  (.08)
MUS|Im .28*** .27*** .50*** .49*** .36*** '36*** _.41*** _.42***
(.06)  (.06) (07) (.07 (.04)  (04) (.04)  (04)
Hindu 16%* . 16%* .01 .02 -06 -.05 BE***  BpFr*
(.06)  (.06) (.06)  (.06) (.04)  (.04) (.04)  (.04)
Buddhist =27 =27* -30* -30* —.83%**  _ g2x* —ABF**  — A5FF*
(11) (11 (13)  (13) (.09)  (.09) (:09) (.09
No Religion —1.62***  —1.62%** —2.12%** D 12%** —1.80*** -1.80***  -1.96*** -1.96%**
(.04) (.04) (.05) (.09 (.03)  (.03) (.03)  (.03)
Constant —39%**  _ 4O*H* —B2*** 53wk — — — —
(.08)  (.08) (:09)  (.09)
-2 Log Likelihood -39386 —39382 -36271 36266 -105718 -105686 -153446 -105686
N 91,869 91,869 85,323 85,323 94,306 94,306 92,502 94,306

*p< .05, ** p< .01, **p< 00L

Louise Marie Roth and Jeffrey C. Kroll
Risky Business: Assessing Risk Preference Explanations for Gender Differences in Religiosity
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Table S4. Binary Logistic Regression Coefficients for Definition of Self as a Religious Person by Country in the WVS, 1990-1997

Variable USA Italy Turkey India Japan
Female B50*** 7gEEx J5FF* 7EEE* 36%* .62 22% 19 B7*** BEFE*
(.13) (.18) (.18) (.19) (.12) (.28) (.10) (12) ((\17)  (.21)
Risk Preference -05 -.05* -07* .07 -01 -01 02 .02 -01 -01
(.02) (.02) (.04) (.04) (.02) (.02) (.01) (.01) (.03) (.03)
Hell 1.22%** ] A4x** D 28***k D 31x*R ] 5@FFE ] T4F** A Ik B ¢ St 9QFF* ] 32F**
(.12) (.1e) (:32) (44) (.16) (.22) (.10) (.13) (.17)  (.26)
Female * Hell — -51* — -.06 — =32 — 1 — -56
(.24) (.64) (.31) (.21) (:34)
Age 01%**  QL*** 02* .02 01**  Q1** -00 -.00 .02*%*  02**
(.00) (.00) (.01) (.01) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.00) (.01) (.01)
Education -08 -.08 —.64* —64* -36 -35 -14 -14 .69 .68
(.06) (.06) (27  (.27) (.19) (.19) (.09) (.09) (:37)  (.37)
LN(Income) -06 -.06 .06 .06 -13* -13* .00 .00 -02 -20
(.04) (.04) (.03) (.03) (.06) (.06) (.02) (.02) (.04) (.04)
Full Time .02 .03 .03 .03 -17 -18 -17 -16 -26 -26
(14) (149 (.18) (.18) ((13) (.13) (.10) (.10) (.18) (.18)
Unemployed .03 -.00 16 .16 -19 -19 -33 -32 -01 .03
(27) (.27) (41) (41) (:22) (.22) (17 (17 (.88) (.88)
Married 32 =32 A2 12 20 .20 31 31** -35 -36
(.13) (.13) (.20) (.20) (.13) (.13) (11) (11) (.20) (.20)
Cohabiting -19 -22 -20 -20 -54 -51 — — — —
(:30) (.30) (.58) (.58) (.93) (.93)
Raised Religious 1.24%**  1.24%** ] 5g*** ] BOF** ] GARR* ] GAFRR ] T6FFF 1. 75FF*F  116%* 1.16%+*
(.13) (.13) (27 (.27) (11) (12 (14) (19 (17)  (.17)
Catholic -39 -4 -1.68 -1.68 — — 29 .28 74 .62
(:22) (.22) (1.07) (1.07) (.65) (.65) (.85) (.86)
Orthodox .63 .61 — - —_ — -1.16 -1.16 — -
(47) (47 (.83) (.83)
Protestant 22 .22 —_ — —_ — -36 -.36 —_ —
(:23) (.23) (.68) (.68)
Jewish -1.02*%* -1.08** — - —_ — — - — -
(.37) (.37)
Muslim — — — - .56 .55 -23 =22 — —
(.46) (.46) (.52) (.52)
Hindu —_ — — - —_ — -64 -64 — -
(:48)  (48)
Buddhist — — — — — — -63 -.62 37 37
(77)  (77) (:20)  (.20)
No Religion —1.5%** ] 5Fk* 3 T7F**  _ZT7HEr* -79 =79 =1.72%*  _1.72** _Q3*** _ Qh***
(:22) (.22) (1.08) (1.08) (.65) (.66) (.56) (.56) (:21) (.21)
Constant 27 .22 4.82%*%  4.82** -19 -32 84 -14 —5.97**  -6.03**
(.51) (.51) (1.83) (1.83) (1.19) (1.19) (.74) (.81) (2.06) (2.06)
-2 Log Likelihood —950 -948 -470 470 -1038 -1037 -1526 1526 -501 -500
N 2,920 2,920 1592 1,592 2,341 2,341 3,657 3,657 1,067 1,067

*p< .05, ** p< .01 **p < .00L

Risky Business: Assessing Risk Preference Explanations for Gender Differences in Religiosity

Louise Marie Roth and Jeffrey C. Kroll
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Table S5. Binary Logistic Regression Coefficients for Finding Comfort in Religion by Country in the WVS, 1990-1997

Variable USA Italy Turkey India Japan
Female AQFFE - BEFEE 98***  gEHEE 56** [ Q5*** 19 21 90***  1,18***
(.13) (.18) (.16) (.17) (.19) (.28) (.10) (.11) (.19) (.23)
Risk Preference —.06* —07** —10*** —10*** -03 -.03 .02 .02 01 .01
(.02) (.02) (.03) (.03) (.03) (.03) (.01) (.01) (.04) (.04)
Hell 1.50***  1.80*%** 232%** 225%**x  JQG***  Z46*FF*  1.20%*F*F  132%**  116*** 1.68***
(.12) (.16) (.20) (.26) (.19) (.25) (.12) (.15) (:19) (.30)
Female * Hell — =71+ — .18 — =70 — =07 —  -.90*
(.25) (.40) (.37) (.23) (.38)
Age 02%** - Q2%** 02%* Q2% .03**  02** .01* .01* 03***  03***
(.00) (.00) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.01) (.00) (.00) (.01) (.01)
Education =11 -12 -16 -.16 -26 -25 -07 -07 -17 -19
(.06) (.06) (:23) (.23) (.19) (.19) (.10) (.10) (.40) (.40)
LN(Income) .05 .05 -01 -01 —27*% . 28%** .02 .02 -04 -03
(.04) (.04) (.03) (.03) (.09) (.85) (.03) (.03) (.04) (.04)
Full Time -01 -01 23 .23 —45*%  —47* -03 -.03 .03 .05
((.14) (.14) (.16) (.16) (.20) (.20) (11) (11) (.19) (19)
Unemployed .60 .56 -05 -.06 .03 .05 =27 =27 -84 -68
(:31) (.31) (.35) (.35) (.36) (.36) 17y (17 (1.27) (1.25)
Married 19 .19 271 27 58**  .60** 55*** - BEREk .09 .08
(.13) (.13) (17 (17 (21) (.21) (12) (12 (22) (.22)
Cohabiting .09 .05 -.67 -.66 51 .62 — — — —
(:32) (.32) (.52) (.51) (1.51) (1.55)
Raised Religious 1.A3%**  113%*%*  1.68***  1.68***  127**  1.20%** 167 1.67*** 1.30*** 1.30***
(.14) (.14) (:30) (.30) (.19) (.19) (.15) (.15) (.18) (.19)
Catholic -51* -53* -99 -99 — — 118 1.18 117 1.00
(:24) (.24) (.59) (.59) (.90) (.90) (1.14) (114
Orthodox 40 .37 —_ — — - -14 -14 — —
(.48) (.48) (1.20) (1.20)
Protestant -23 -23 —_ — —_- — -28 -28 —_- —
(.25) (.25) (.75)  (.79)
Jewish —1.39%**  _].48*** —_ — — - —_ — — -
(.38) (.38)
Muslim — — —_- — -13 -16 A7 A7 — -
(.60) (.62) (.59) (.59)
Hindu —_ — —_ — —_ — -78 -78 —_ —
(.54) (.54)
Buddhist — — — — — — -28 -.28 25 .25
(.88) (.88) (:21) (.21)
No Religion 2. 1FF* _ Fk* 3 2%kx 3 2Fkx _]184**F  _1.93** _1.61** —1.62** —1.7*** _17***
(:23) (.24) (.62) (.62) (.73)  (.74) (.62) (.62) (:23) (.23)
Constant 40 .32 17 18 .08 -.07 -14 -14 -1.80 -1.90
(52) (.52) (1.43) (1.42) (1.25) (1.26) (.81) (.81) (2.21) (2.22)
-2 Log Likelihood -919 -915 -592 592 -456  -454 -1426 -1426 —425 422
N 2,863 2,863 1,534 1,534 2,341 2,341 3,620 3,620 894 894

*p< .05, ** p< .01 ***p < 00L

Louise Marie Roth and Jeffrey C. Kroll
Risky Business: Assessing Risk Preference Explanations for Gender Differences in Religiosity
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Table S6. Ordinal Logistic Regression Coefficients for the Importance of Religion by Country in the WVS, 1990-1997

Variable USA Italy Turkey India Japan
Female ABFFE - fLEEE AB*** Bgxwx 04 24 12 .20% A2FFK AQEEE
(.08) (13) (10) (13) (10) (22) (.07)  (.09) (13) (15)
Risk Preference -03 -.03* -02 -.02 —.04** - 04** -01 -01 -04 -04
(.02) (.02) (02) (.02) (.01) (01) (.01) (.01) (.03) (.03)
Hell 1.37*%**  1.48*** 1.73*%**  1.91*** 2.31%** D 43*** S7x*F* - ghxE* B9FF* - BhFE*
(09) (12) (11) (.16) (14) (18) (.07)  (.09) (14)  (21)
Female * Hell — =23 — =31 — =25 — =19 — -26
(.16) (.20) (.:25) (.13) (.28)
Age .01*** .01*** .02*** .02*** .01** .01** .01*** .01*** _.03*** .03***
(.00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (.00)  (.00) (.01) (01)
Education =14%*  —14*%* —B2***  _ [Rk* -19 -19 —ALFF* AR -25 =27
(.05)  (.05) (15) (15) (11) (11) (.08) (.08) (:28) (28)
LN(Income) .01 .01 -03 -.03 —30%**  —30%** —.08***  _ 08*** -05 -.04
(.02) (.02) (02) (.02) (.05) (.05) (02) (.02) (.03) (.03)
Full Time -13 -14 —24*  -24* —.24* -25* —23%* 3% -04 -04
(.09)  (.09) (11) (11) (11) (11 (07)  (.07) (13)  (13)
Unemployed -13 .12 -24 -24 -06 -.06 .01 .00 -11 -.09
(18) (18) (24) (24) (:20) (.20 (12) (12) (67) (67)
Married .03 .03 —37FF* _JTRR* .33%*  33** Y S Y il -03 .03
(.08)  (.08) (11) (11) (11) (11) (.08)  (.08) (15)  (.15)
Cohabiting -25 -26 -53 -55 10 .12 —_ — — —
(22) (22) (:36)  (.36) (.87) (.87)
Raised Religious BTF** BEF** BBF** QTxI* OQlx**  gx** 1.18%**  1.18*** 1.12%**  1.11%**
(10)  (.10) (19)  (.20) (10) (.10 (12) (12 (15)  (.15)
Catholic —.68***  — fB*** -59 -59 — — B I S W il 2.50%*  2.42*
(14) (14 (43) (43) (-40)  (.40) (97)  (97)
Orthodox -07 -.09 — - — - -81 -81 — -
(:23) (23) (.66) (.66)
Protestant —D52***  _ B3F** —_ — —_ — -75 -76 —_ —
(14) (14) (49)  (49)
Jewish —-1.03***  —1,05%** — - — - — - — -
(29)  (29)
Muslim — — — — 25 .23 -75% -77* — —
(:38) (38) (:36) (.36)
Hindu — - — - — - —1.5%** ] B¥** — -
(:34)  (34)
Buddhist — — — — — — —1.9%**  _20*** A1* 41*
(53) (.53) (17 (17)
No Religion —2.02%**%  _2.02%**  _2.62%** _Q{L¥**  _]57*** ] 58*** o I A W kel —.88***  _ gOF*r*
(15) (15) (45)  (45) (.46)  (.46) (43)  (43) (14) (14)
-2 Log -2711 -2710 -1735 -1733 -1722 -1721 -4117 -4116 -1126 -1125
Likelihood
N 2,964 2,964 1,645 1,645 2,368 2,368 3,732 3,732 1,069 1,069

*p< .05, ** p< .01 ***p < .00L

Louise Marie Roth and Jeffrey C. Kroll
Risky Business: Assessing Risk Preference Explanations for Gender Differences in Religiosity
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Table S7. Ordinal Logistic Regression Coefficients for Frequency of Attendance by Country in the WVS, 1990-1997

Variable USA Italy Turkey India Japan
Female 26%**  36%* ALFFx - ABREE —2.22%** ] 27*** 33FF* BoEAE 35**  27*
(07)  (13) (10) (.13) (.09) (28) (.06) (.08) (12) (13)
Risk Preference -.03* -.03* —.05** —(Q5** —.04***  — Q4*** -01 -01 -00 -.00
(.01) (01) (02) (.02) (.01) (01) (01) (01) (02) (.02)
Hell B4FFx - QOFH* 1.70***  1.77*** 1.86***  2.20*** AQF*F* 5gFR* 35%* 17
(.08) (11) (11)  (.15) (.15) (.18) (.06) (.08) (13) (19)
Female * Hell — =13 — =12 —  =1.0%** — A3 — .32
(.15) (-19) (-29) (.12) (.:25)
Age .01*** .01*** .02*** .02*** .01*** .01*** .01** .01** .02*** .02***
(.00) (.00 (.00) (.00 (.00) (.00 (.00) (.00 (.00)  (.00)
Education -01 -01 —A4L** —A41** .01 .02 32%xx 3pxxx .28 .30
(.05)  (.05) (14) (14) (15)  (.15) (.07)  (.07) (25 (25)
LN(Income) .01 .01 -00 -.00 —18%** . 18%** —.08***  — 08*** -02 -.02
(.02) (.02) (.02) (.02) (.05)  (.05) (.01) (.01) (.03) (.03)
Full Time .01 .01 -1 -1 —42FFF _ AFFEE .06 .05 13 .13
(.08) (.08) (11) (11) (10)  (.10) (07) (.07 (12) (12
Unemployed -03 -.03 -04 -04 .02 .02 -07 -.08 72 71
(.16)  (.16) (22) (22) (.16)  (.16) (11)  (11) (.65) (.65)
Married 33xxx 33Fr* —20%*  —20** ABFFx ATFR* .16 .15* 32% .32%
(.07) (.07 (10)  (11) (10)  (.10) (07) (.07 (14) (14)
Cohabit —B4FFF _ BhRAE —96** —97** -75 =72 — — — —
(22) (22 (:37)  (37) (76)  (77)
Raised Religious  .46***  46*** 1.00%**  1.00*** 1.05%**  1.05*** 1.19%**  1.19*** R S Y I sl
(10)  (.10) (21) (21) (.10)  (.09) (12) (12 (14)  (14)
Catholic =21 =21 -14 -14 — — -35 -37 2.23* 2.33*
(12) (12) (42) (42) (:31) (.30 (97)  (97)
Orthodox .38* 37 —_ — —_ — -35 =37 — -
(19) (.19) (:53) (53)
Protestant -35**  _36** —_ — —_ — -21 -23 —_ —
(11) (11) (37)  (37)
Jewish —72%*  _T73** —_ — —_ — —_ — — -
(:25) (.25)
Muslim — - — — -03 -.06 -46 -50 — —
(:36) (:36) (:26) (.26)
Hindu —_ — —_ — —_ — =1.0%**  _1.0%** —_ —
(24)  (24)
Buddhist —_ - —_ - —_ - —1.4%** ] G B0***  BO***
(.45)  (49) (.16)  (.16)
No Religion —2.5%** D BFx*x —2.5%** D BFx*x -1.64** -1.58** —1.8%**  _1.8*** -17 -15
(14) (14) (44)  (44) (53) (52 (:35)  (35) (12) (13)
-2 Log —-4827 4827 —2412 2412 -3267 -3261 -6287 —6280 -1774 1773
Likelihood
N 2,958 2,958 1,639 1,639 2,334 2,334 3,753 3,753 1,147 1,147

*p< .05, ** p< .01 ***p < .00L

Additional tables are available from the first author upon request. Cutpoints for ordinal logistic regression models are
omitted due to space limitations and are also available from the first author. Additional tables include results for models by
religious affiliation for each dependent variable in both datasets and binary logistic regression models of belief in an
afterlife and belief in hell. These tables are omitted from this supplement due to space limitations.
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