27  Figure S2: Additional demographics for controversy and communication pro-
28 files
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29 The top two panels show the distribution of the controversy profile for the OoL debate
30 (left, n=45) and the for the controversy with religion (right, n=28) according to discipline,
31 to whether the scientists expressed preference for any OoL-hypothesis, their career
32  stage, religiosity and number of countries visited during their career.

33 The bottom two panels show analogous distribution of the communication profile on
34 the OoL debate (left, n=34) and the debate with religion (right, n=18).



