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ABSTRACT

An experimental design was tested on Soochow University students to
explore whether the “don’t know” guessing effect in political knowledge shows
a gender difference. The main findings of this study are as follows: (1) The form
of a question on political knowledge affects the answers. (2) Whether the
respondents are encouraged to answer “don’t know” (DK) affects the gender
differences; when an answer of DK is neither encouraged nor prevented but this
option is provided, men’s political knowledge is higher than women’s, while the
proportion of females answering DK is higher than that of males. When they
were encouraged to answer DK, the proportion of DK replies increased, and the
disparity between men and women decreased. (3) Finally, four multiple regres-
sion models were used to examine the role of gender in responding to different
types of DK designs. After controlling for several important variables, the
results show that only when respondents were encouraged to answer DK did the
gender differences in political knowledge disappear.
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