
HOW MASS SURVEILLANCE CAN CROWD OUT INSTALLATIONS
OF COVID-19 CONTACT TRACING APPS

A PREPRINT

Eran Toch∗
Tel Aviv University

erant@tauex.tau.ac.il

Oshrat Ayalon†
Max Planck Institute for Software Systems

oayalon@mpi-sws.org

October 5, 2021

ABSTRACT

During the COVID-19 pandemic, many countries have developed and deployed contact tracing
technologies to curb the spread of the disease by locating and isolating people who have been in
contact with coronavirus carriers. Subsequently, understanding why people install and use contact
tracing apps is becoming central to their effectiveness and impact. This paper analyzes situations
where centralized mass surveillance technologies are deployed simultaneously with a voluntary
contact tracing mobile app. We use this parallel deployment as a natural experiment that tests how
attitudes toward mass deployments affect people’s installation of the contact tracing app. Based on
a representative survey of Israelis (n=519), our findings show that positive attitudes toward mass
surveillance were related to a reduced likelihood of installing contact tracing apps and an increased
likelihood of uninstalling them. These results also hold when controlling for privacy concerns about
the contact tracing app, attitudes toward the app, trust in authorities, and demographic properties.
Similar reasoning may also be relevant for crowding out voluntary participation in data collection
systems.

1 Introduction

The COVID-19 pandemic is an unprecedented global crisis that poses a severe threat to the health and well-being
of every person on the planet. In their efforts to control the epidemic, many countries have turned to contact tracing
technologies as one of the main tools to curb the spread of the virus. For decades, rapid contact tracing has been
used as an effective public health response in the face of infectious disease outbreaks. Successful contact tracing is
based on identifying people who have come in contact with infected people and then quarantining them to interrupt
further transmission of the epidemic [21]. COVID-19 presents a problem for traditional contact tracing because many
transmissions happen early in the infection cycle, before the onset of symptoms and before test results are received.
Therefore, many countries have begun to develop technologies that capture "proximity events", in which two mobile
phones are close enough for sufficient time for the risk of infection to be inferred.

In the months that followed the pandemic’s outbreak, many countries, including South Korea, Singapore, and Israel,
introduced contact tracing mobile applications, which detect proximity through Bluetooth or colocation [2]. Many
other countries soon converged to decentralized architectures that do not allow third parties to learn which places
users have visited or which people they have met [12]. After several suggestions for privacy-enhancing blueprints for
contact tracing technologies [12], Apple and Google announced a Bluetooth-based protocol to be embedded in both
iOS and Android operating systems. Given the desire for population-wide dissemination, a small number of countries
have deployed contact tracing based on involuntary mass surveillance [4, 32]). Unlike voluntary apps, which require
individuals to actively install a contact tracing app, involuntary systems rely on mass surveillance to infer contacts
without individual consent. Nonvoluntary solutions often rely on centralized acquisition of cellphone location data
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from cellular providers. For example, South Korea [51] and Israel [6] used cellular traces from mobile carriers to track
contacts.

The effectiveness of contact tracing technologies depends heavily on people’s behavior, particularly on the proportion
of people who install and use the technology. The greater the number of people who install the app, the more health
authorities can identify potential contacts and the easier it is to effectively control the epidemic [13, 18]. Significantly,
installation rates among the general population can indirectly benefit more vulnerable people, such as the elderly [41].
Several empirical studies show that CTTs can be effective in curbing the spread of COVID-19 [19, 36, 56]. Based on
the actual installation rates of apps around the world, ranging between 15% and 40% [4], the attention of many public
health scholars has turned to the reasons that acceptance rates are not higher.

Understanding why people install contact tracing apps has led researchers to study people’s attitudes in the U.S.
[35, 39, 50, 58], South Korea [37], Japan [42], France [24], Germany [44], the Netherlands [34], Ireland [20], and
Switzerland [54], as well as through international comparison [3, 9, 14, 14, 53]. People’s attitudes toward contact
tracing technologies are shaped by their perceptions of the health benefits they offer, to them individually or to the
people around them (e.g., [3, 14, 20]). Surveys also found a link between trust in health governance and acceptance of
CCTs [24]. Similarly, many surveys have found a connection between higher privacy concerns and lower acceptance of
CCTs, ranging between strong correlations [3, 14, 35, 58] and weaker links [20, 39].

Many interventions against the COVID-19 pandemic share the fundamental dilemma of voluntary action, which relies
on people’s individual decisions versus involuntary solutions that do not require active participation. While compulsory
methods may be more effective, there is a basis for suspecting that they may crowd out motivations for voluntary
participation. Multiple behavioral experiments show that enforcement can reduce intrinsic motivation, a phenomenon
termed "motivational crowding out" [11]. As involuntary mandates increase, voluntary contributions are increasingly
crowded out, even when there is a personal benefit to participation. For example, field experiments have documented
adverse spillover effects of monitoring workers’ productivity [8]. In the context of the COVID-19 pandemic, studies
have documented the impact of crowding out on social distance measures [57] and on people’s acceptance of different
types of countermeasures [48]. The link between mass surveillance and passivity is particularly disturbing for the
public’s engagement in taking the voluntary steps necessary to combat the COVID-19 pandemic.

This paper explores the crowding-out spillover effects that involuntary mass surveillance systems may have on voluntary
contact tracing app installations. To operationalize this hypothesis in the context of the rapidly evolving COVID-19
pandemic, we empirically examine whether attitudes toward the involuntary system are associated with the likelihood
of installing the official Israeli contact tracing apps. We use Israel’s deployment of two contact tracing technologies in
the spring of 2020 as a natural experiment for assessing the adoption of existing contact tracing app and attitudes toward
variants of contact tracing technologies. The first is HaMagen ("the Shield", in Hebrew), a privacy-preserving contact
tracing mobile app that the Ministry of Health developed. The second is a mass surveillance technology-based cellular
tracking technology operated by Israel’s General Security Services (GSS), dubbed "The Tool." The tool uses a mixture
of GPS locations transmitted through cellular protocols and cellular antenna triangulation to track the location of the
whole population [16]. Regularly, The Tool is used according to authorization from a court order [31], but in March
2020, the Israeli government authorized the use of this technology for contact tracing [16]. A detailed description of the
technologies, as well as a timeline of their deployments, is available at Appendix A.

Given the theory on crowding out, we ask whether the existence of mass and involuntary surveillance can interfere with
the deployment of voluntary technologies and reduce the installations of contact tracing apps. We operationalize this
general research inquiry to two specific questions: What is the effect of attitudes toward mass surveillance on people’s
(1) installation of the contact tracing app and the (2) uninstallation of the app?

2 The Survey and Results

To study the possibility that involuntary contact tracing may crowd out voluntary contact tracing, we conducted a
representative online survey of Israelis between May 4 and May 7, 2020. The survey was conducted 49 days after
the mass surveillance technology was deployed in Israel and 43 days after the contact tracing app was deployed (see
complete timeline of deployments in Appendix A). Participants were presented with questions about the contact tracing
app and mass surveillance technology. For each technology, we asked the participants to read a short excerpt from a
daily newspaper that describes the technology and answer several questions about their attitudes toward it. We have
randomized the order of the two technologies. Detailed information about the survey is available at Appendix B and the
breakdown of the participants’ answers is available at Appendix C.

The final study sample includes 519 respondents. Our unweighted sample was nearly representative of the Israel
population concerning gender, age, religion/ethnicity, religious level, and education. As shown in Table 3, the mean age
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was 38 years (with a standard deviation of 13.80). A total of 53% of the participants were women, 46% were men, and
the rest had chosen the "other" category. Religion or ethnic background was as follows: Jews (82%), Arab Muslims
(10.5%), Arab Christians (2%), and Druze (4%). These results are in line with representative surveys carried out in
Israel [15]. Other demographic variables that were recorded included religious level, education, and income.

A total of 166 out of our 519 participants had installed the app (32%). This proportion is somewhat higher than the
ratio of smartphone owners who had installed the app in Israel, which was 2.6 million people at November 2020 out of
approximately 6.2 million smartphone owners [5]. 45 participants had reported uninstalling it (9%), which is similar to
the proportion of uninstallations.

2.1 Contact Tracing App Installation
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Figure 1: Relationship between installation of the app and amount of attitudes toward app (a), attitudes toward mass
surveillance (b), and privacy concerns (c). Marginal probabilities are shown with 95% CI.

To analyze the factors contributing to installing the application we ignored users who had uninstalled the app. We fitted
a logistic regression model to the installation variable. The model fitted the data with a log-likelihood of -215.39 and a
pseudo R2 of 0.291. The model correctly classifies 78.56% of the data points. The full model is presented in Table
4. Figure 1 provides an overview of the strongest factors associated with installation. We control for differences in
observed heterogeneity by including gender, age, gender, education, religion, level of religious observance, and income
effects.

The likelihood of installing the app is strongly correlated with the perceived attitude about the app (OR: 3.923, 95% CI
2.918-5.274), as shown in Figure 1 (a). Other measures of the app’s utility were highly associated with this variable and
were not significant with the model. We found that attitudes toward surveillance were the strongest and most significant
negative factor associated with the likelihood of installing the app (OR: 0.547, 95% CI 0.372–0.803). For every positive
increase in attitude toward the utility of the mass surveillance system scale, there is a decrease of 45% in the likelihood
of installing the app (as seen in Figure 1 (b)). This significant and negative correlation confirms our central hypothesis
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Figure 2: Relationship between uninstalling the contact tracing app and attitudes toward the app (a), attitudes toward
mass surveillance (b), and battery concerns (c). Marginal probabilities are shown with 95% CI.

and points to an interaction between mass surveillance and contact tracing app installation. Privacy concerns about the
contact tracing app are also negatively correlated with the likelihood of installation (OR: 0.758, 95% CI 0.605-0.95).
We did not find other associations to be significant. Specifically, concerns about the pandemic were not found to be
significantly associated with installation or trust in leaders.

In terms of control variables, some of the demographic factors were related to app attitude or installation. We found
gender to be the most robust significant variable with an effect on installations, with men approximately 100% more
likely to install the app (OR: 2.04, 95% CI 1.215 – 3.429). Younger people are more willing to install the app, but the
relationship is generally weak and concentrated on the 18-20 year old demographic. People with graduate degrees are
approximately 100% times more likely to install the app (OR: 2.034, 95% CI 0.984 – 4.20), but the large confidence
intervals point to a weak effect.

2.2 Contact Tracing App Uninstallation

In our second research question, we look at the factors related to uninstalling the contact tracing app. We fitted a model
for a dataset (n = 211) that contained only the people who either installed (166 people) or uninstalled the application
(45 people). This proportion fits the proportion of people who had uninstalled it HaMagen at the time of the study
[5]. Appendix D presents the full results of the logistic regression, and Figure 2 displays the marginal contribution
of selected factors to the probability of uninstallation. The model fitted the data with a log-likelihood of -74.44 and a
pseudo R2 of 0.507. The model correctly classifies 89.32% of the data points.

The most substantial factor associated with uninstalling the contact tracing app is attitude toward surveillance (OR:
8.57, 95% CI 2.837-25.908). While the spread of this effect is relatively wide, on average, a user is approximately
two times more likely to uninstall the app with every increase in the utility of the mass surveillance system, as seen in
Figure 2 (b). The second most powerful reason for uninstalling the app is related to concerns about battery consumption
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(OR: 2.23, 95% CI 1.28-3.88); users are approximately 120% more likely to uninstall the app for every increase in
these concerns. Other variables, such as privacy concerns, location inaccuracies, and app errors, were not significant.

Negative associations with uninstallation include positive attitudes toward the app (OR: 0.091, 95% CI 0.036-0.23)
and positive beliefs in the app’s utility (OR: 0.27, 95% CI 0.11-0.63). Some demographic factors were found to be
significantly associated with uninstalling the app. Nonacademic users are more likely to uninstall the app (OR: -.27,
95% CI 0.11-0.63). Other factors, such as gender, age, technological level, and religion, were not significant.

3 Discussion

The COVID-19 pandemic has provided a rare opportunity to study how citizens’ preferences matter for the effectiveness
of public policies and are affected by the deployment of technological systems. Previous studies have looked at contact
tracing apps in isolation, modeling the decisions of people under the assumption that there are no other systems that
carry out contact tracing [14, 27]. In contrast, we investigate a setting in which voluntary and involuntary systems are
deployed simultaneously and demonstrate a possible spillover effect that arises from the existence of the involuntary
system.

The relationship between utility perceptions of mass surveillance and the avoidance of contact tracing apps points to a
mechanism that crowds out voluntary participation. What are the potential reasons behind crowding out in the context
of COVID-19 contact tracing? We distinguish between two types of systems: "hands-on systems" that require consent
and active participation versus "hands-off systems" that rely on ubiquitous mass surveillance. Hands-on systems are
voluntary and are often operationalized by technology that the user needs to actively install and enable, such as contact
tracing apps. Hands-off systems are involuntary and do not require citizens to carry out any action. We observe that
while perceptions of app utility and mass surveillance utility are highly correlated, a multiple regression model shows
that their impact on installation is drastically different.

3.1 Crowding Out Mechanisms

People’s motivations may differ under hands-on and hands-off systems, not only because hands-off methods make
participation redundant but also because their existence may affect people’s preferences [10]. It is essential to recognize
that conceptualizing this problem requires extending the framework of motivational crowding out theory beyond its
original premise. Unlike classic crowding-out scenarios, Israeli citizens were not offered a reward to use the mass
surveillance system, nor was there a punishment involved in not using it. However, intrinsic motivations such as
altruism are associated with installing COVID-19 contact tracing apps [35, 39, 48]. Therefore, we look at mechanisms
of crowding out of social preferences that are discussed extensively in the literature [10] and extend them with possible
spillover monitoring mechanisms [8, 22] that are relevant to the unique aspects of surveillance.

First, implementing a mass surveillance system reveals the government’s beliefs about the ability of citizens and the
trust it has in them. Choosing a voluntary app may signal the government’s confidence in citizens’ responsibility [52].
In contrast, mass surveillance may signal the government’s belief that people cannot be trusted to install the application
and voluntarily share information in the case of detection of proximity events. Monitoring can lead to a lower level
of trustworthiness by agents [28] and to lower productivity when workers retaliate for being distrusted [8]. While we
obtained these results in the context of workplace monitoring, it may be the case that similar reciprocity mechanisms
can explain reactions to governmental mass surveillance.

Second, monitoring and enforcement may compromise personal autonomy [59]. Unlike the contact tracing app, mass
surveillance technology does not leave it to citizens to actively decide whether to notify health authorities about a
contact event. Monitoring often backfires, with workers performing worse when they are monitored [8, 22]. Draper and
Turow describe how mass surveillance leads to "digital resignation", people’s feelings of futility in understanding and
committing to action regarding their digital rights [17]. Therefore, citizens might give up on autonomous technologies
given the far-reaching restrictions of personal freedom, privacy, and autonomy.

Third, hands-on systems require some setup and incur usage costs. People need to download the app and install it,
which may be difficult. Hands-off methods rid citizens of these costs, which may decrease the incentive to participate if
they believe in the system’s utility. Long-term usage incurs ongoing costs, such as battery drainage, which might hinder
people’s willingness to run the app, especially if an equivalent solution is available. Our findings point to the strong
effect of concerns about the app’s battery consumption in uninstalling the app.

Fourth, hands-on systems such as the contact tracing app require users to make moral decisions when installing,
allowing access to Bluetooth or location services, which will require the user to make a judgment call on privacy.
Additionally, it is up to the user to notify the health authorities when a proximity event is detected. The individual needs
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to make a difficult decision: inform the health authorities and act, which will probably result in quarantine? Or ignore
the event? [33] Given the uncertainty of the detection of the event and the fact that the contact tracing app does not
provide information about the context of the event apart from the time of day, offloading the moral judgment to the
mass surveillance system is understandable.

3.2 Consequences of Crowding Out

What are the implications of crowding out behaviors? Beyond the legal and ethical criticisms, mass surveillance systems
go against the most fundamental principles of consent and control in fair information practices [43]. It is clear why
decision-makers might prefer a hands-off approach to contact tracing: it does not require authorities to market and
convince people to download the app. It might be easier to collect information from the system, and it might be faster
to deploy the system. However, understanding crowding out mechanisms may also lead to a closer evaluation of the
effectiveness of mass surveillance systems in light of spillover effects. Crowding out effects may be harmful to the
overall performance of contact tracing if there is an imbalance in the effectiveness of the two systems. When the
hands-off system is less effective than the hands-on system, but it crowds out users from the hands-on approach, then it
may hamper the overall objective of the two systems.

In the case of Israel, we have evidence that the mass surveillance system was not efficient in detecting proximity events,
and therefore deploying it may have hurt the Israeli contact tracing efforts. The mass surveillance project in Israel
revealed the limitations of the system. According to the State Comptroller’s October 27 report, 3.5% to 4.7% of those
told to quarantine based on the mass surveillance methods contracted the coronavirus, compared with 24% of those
told to quarantine by an epidemiological investigation team [30]. The false positively rate of the mass surveillance
tool was also high: the system unnecessarily sent into quarantine three to eight times as many people than the manual
epidemiological processes. 60% of the appeals against self-quarantine orders due to contact with a verified coronavirus
patient were granted [40]. Our findings show that the people’s trust in the mass surveillance system is very limited. Our
survey shows that the acceptance of behaviors such as avoiding carrying phones is high. If many people refrain from
carrying their phones, the overall accuracy of the system may deteriorate. The low levels of trust regarding the deletion
of data after the pandemic are another reason that may push people to limit their cell phone use.

How much can we generalize from the Israeli case? Several countries have deployed involuntary contact tracing systems
in addition to Israel, including China, South Korea, and Taiwan [4]. Several other countries have considered various
forms of centralized contact tracing technologies [1]. At the same time, many other countries have multiple contact
tracing technologies working in parallel, with private companies and other local governments each requiring different
apps [42]. Our study is relevant to identify and analyze the possible spillover effects in the deployment of multiple
technologies. More broadly, our findings are also relevant to situations in which hands-off and hands-on methods
compete for similar objectives, situations that are becoming more widespread as artificial intelligence systems are
becoming more widespread in tracking and interpreting people’s behavior.

3.3 The Larger Scope of Contact Tracing App Adoption

Our model of users’ attitudes toward contact tracing app installation and uninstallation has implications beyond our
main research question about crowding-out effects. Our findings show that privacy perceptions are essential to the
installation of contact tracing apps. Our results support previous studies in other parts of the world about the connection
between deeper privacy concerns and lower acceptance of contact tracing apps [3, 14]. Our findings show that people’s
attitudes toward contact tracing technologies are shaped by their perceptions of the health benefits that they offer to
them individually or to the people around them, supporting existing studies (e.g., [3, 14, 20]).

We found some demographic differences in attitudes toward contact tracing apps. Males are generally more inclined to
install the apps, as was found in several other studies [20, 35, 37]. This gender difference aligns with past research that
showed that women are more privacy sensitive than men [47]. We also found higher levels of installation for people
with graduate degrees, a phenomenon also reported in several other studies [42, 58]. Unlike other studies [3, 42], we did
not see strong effects of age on installation rates. The reason might be that our survey asked about actual installations
rather than the willingness to install, with some additional technical barriers for older users.

Our results also demonstrate that people find it difficult to assess the privacy risks associated with different types of
contact tracing technology. The privacy concerns associated with mass surveillance and with the privacy-preserving
contact tracing apps were too small to be significant. These results support a previous vignette study by Li et al. that
shows that people cannot easily distinguish between centralized and privacy-preserving contact tracing apps [39].

Our study analyzed uninstallations of the COVID-19 contact tracing app. In France, a recent study found that among
their participants, most uninstallations were due to negative perceptions of the app’s usefulness, forgetting to activate
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the Bluetooth, and battery draining [45]. In our study, we have found that people uninstall the app if their attitudes
toward it are negative, if the attitudes toward mass surveillance are positive, if they believe that it will drain their battery,
and if they were not found to have COVID. Men uninstall it more than women. We see that the model for installation
has some resemblance to the model for uninstallation but with some considerable differences. Privacy concerns do
not play a role in making decisions about uninstallations, perhaps because people already made the decision to share
information with the app.

3.4 Implications for Policy and Design

Our analysis exemplifies the complexity of mass surveillance in general and in contact tracing technologies in particular.
It adds to the growing literature that points to behavioral spillover effects in COVID-19 when involuntary measures are
deployed, such as social distancing mandates [57] or vaccine mandates [49].

First, deploying an obligatory mass surveillance system may have a substantial negative impact on the voluntary
installation of contact tracing apps and may be harmful if involuntary methods are not practical. Given the limited
ability of citizens to understand digital technologies, enforcing involuntary systems can confuse citizens and discourage
them from adopting more complicated technologies. Deploying mass surveillance technologies might imply costs,
including reduced trust in health authorities, growing norms of avoiding surveillance (such as leaving the phone at
home), and reduced confidence in privacy-preserving solutions. We see that Israel’s decision to rely on involuntary
mass surveillance did not contain the coronavirus pandemic. Privacy concerns and an erosion of trust have led people to
engage in subversive behaviors, such as leaving their phones at home [7].

Second, an essential lesson in COVID-19 contact tracing is to reduce privacy concerns. We see that installation is
strongly associated with lower privacy concerns and minimizing these concerns by developing privacy-preserving
technologies can result in higher installation rates. Active measures to enhance the privacy of contact tracing technology
could reduce the friction of installing these apps and increase adoption. However, our findings point to the challenge
of communicating privacy-preserving technologies; participants had similar privacy concerns about both the mass
surveillance and the contact tracing apps, while in practice, the cellular tracking technology violates the public’s privacy
more extremely. Therefore, we suggest communicating the app’s privacy benefits in a prominent way to motivate the
public to download the app.

To ethically design these applications, designers need to balance the benefits and harms of data collection and ensure
that the benefits of contact tracing are distributed fairly [46]. Privacy-by-design principles were applied to the design
and deployment of CTT, including data minimization, consent, proper oversight, and due processes. Given the urgent
and unexpected nature of the pandemic, the technology can come with an expiration date and proper supervision that
would ensure that the extraordinary measures of contact tracing will not be used for any purposes other than restricting
the spread of the pandemic.

4 Conclusions

We modeled users’ attitudes toward contact tracing app installation and uninstallation and showed that they are related
to attitudes toward mass surveillance contact tracing. In this study, based on a representative survey of Israelis, we used
logistic regression models to investigate how people’s perceptions about the mass surveillance COVID-19 apparatus
and the contact tracing app relate to installing and uninstalling the contact tracing app. Our findings suggest that the
effects of mass surveillance are meaningful even when controlling for attitudes toward contact tracing privacy, utility,
and demographics.

References

[1] R. Abbas and K. Michael. Covid-19 contact trace app deployments: learnings from australia and singapore. IEEE
Consumer Electronics Magazine, 9(5):65–70, 2020.

[2] N. Ahmed, R. A. Michelin, W. Xue, S. Ruj, R. Malaney, S. S. Kanhere, A. Seneviratne, W. Hu, H. Janicke, and
S. K. Jha. A survey of covid-19 contact tracing apps. IEEE access, 8:134577–134601, 2020.

[3] S. Altmann, L. Milsom, H. Zillessen, R. Blasone, F. Gerdon, R. Bach, F. Kreuter, D. Nosenzo, S. Toussaert, and
J. Abeler. Acceptability of app-based contact tracing for covid-19: Cross-country survey study. JMIR mHealth
and uHealth, 8(8):e19857, 2020.

7



A PREPRINT - OCTOBER 5, 2021

[4] T. S. Altshuler and R. A. Hershkowitz. Digital contact tracing and the coronavirus: Israeli and comparative
perspectives. Brookings Institute, 8 2020. URL https://www.brookings.edu/research/digital-contact-tracing-and-
the-coronavirus-israeli-and-comparative-perspectives/.

[5] T. S. Altshuler and R. A. Hershkowitz. Contact tracing in israel: From top down to bottom up. Technical report,
The Israel Democracy Institute, November 2020. URL https://en.idi.org.il/articles/32932.

[6] M. Amit, H. Kimhi, T. Bader, J. Chen, E. Glassberg, and A. Benov. Mass-surveillance technologies to fight
coronavirus spread: the case of israel. Nature medicine, 26(8):1167–1169, 2020.

[7] T. Beeri. Doctor: ’leave phone at home, avoid quarantine’ - health ministry outraged, 2020. URL https://www.
jpost.com/health-science/doctor-leave-phone-at-home-avoid-quarantine-health-ministry-outraged-634810.

[8] M. Belot and M. Schróder. The spillover effects of monitoring: A field experiment. Management Science, 62(1):
37–45, 2016.

[9] M. Bonner, D. Naous, C. Legner, and J. Wagner. The (lacking) user adoption of covid-19 contact tracing
apps–insights from switzerland and germany. WISP 2020 Proceedings, 12, 2020.

[10] S. Bowles. Policies designed for self-interested citizens may undermine" the moral sentiments": Evidence from
economic experiments. science, 320(5883):1605–1609, 2008.

[11] S. Bowles and S. Polania-Reyes. Economic incentives and social preferences: substitutes or complements?
Journal of Economic Literature, 50(2):368–425, 2012.

[12] R. Canetti, A. Trachtenberg, and M. Varia. Private colocation discovery: Taming the coronavirus while preserving
privacy. arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.13670, 2020.

[13] G. Cencetti, G. Santin, A. Longa, E. Pigani, A. Barrat, C. Cattuto, S. Lehmann, M. Salathe, and B. Lepri. Digital
proximity tracing in the covid-19 pandemic on empirical contact networks. medRxiv, 2020.

[14] E. Y. Chan and N. U. Saqib. Privacy concerns can explain unwillingness to download and use contact tracing apps
when covid-19 concerns are high. Computers in Human Behavior, 119:106718, 2021.

[15] A. Cooperman, N. Sahgal, and A. Schiller. Israel’s religiously divided society. Pew Research Center, 2016.
[16] I. K. David M. Halbfinger and R. Bergman. To track coronavirus, Israel moves to tap secret trove of cellphone

data. The New York Times, March 2020. URL https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/16/world/middleeast/israel-
coronavirus-cellphone-tracking.html.

[17] N. A. Draper and J. Turow. The corporate cultivation of digital resignation. New Media & Society, 21(8):
1824–1839, 2019.

[18] L. Ferretti, C. Wymant, M. Kendall, L. Zhao, A. Nurtay, L. Abeler-Dörner, M. Parker, D. Bonsall, and C. Fraser.
Quantifying sars-cov-2 transmission suggests epidemic control with digital contact tracing. Science, 368(6491),
2020.

[19] T. Fetzer and T. Graeber. Does contact tracing work? quasi-experimental evidence from an excel error in england.
CEPR Discussion Paper No. DP15494, 2020.

[20] G. Fox, T. Clohessy, L. van der Werff, P. Rosati, and T. Lynn. Exploring the competing influences of privacy
concerns and positive beliefs on citizen acceptance of contact tracing mobile applications. Computers in Human
Behavior, 121:106806, 2021.

[21] C. Fraser, S. Riley, R. M. Anderson, and N. M. Ferguson. Factors that make an infectious disease outbreak
controllable. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 101(16):6146–6151, 2004.

[22] B. S. Frey and R. Jegen. Motivational interactions: Effects on behaviour. Annales d’Economie et de Statistique,
pages 131–153, 2001.

[23] A. Grinzaig. In the request of Globes, the Supreme Court decision will be live streamed. Globes, March 2020.
URL https://www.globes.co.il/news/article.aspx?did=1001325439.

[24] M. Guillon and P. Kergall. Attitudes and opinions on quarantine and support for a contact-tracing application in
france during the covid-19 outbreak. Public Health, 188:21–31, 2020.

[25] J. F. Hair, R. E. Anderson, B. J. Babin, and W. C. Black. Multivariate data analysis: A global perspective (vol. 7),
2010.

[26] E. Hargittai. Survey measures of web-oriented digital literacy. Social science computer review, 23(3):371–379,
2005.

[27] F. Hassandoust, S. Akhlaghpour, and A. C. Johnston. Individuals’ privacy concerns and adoption of contact
tracing mobile applications in a pandemic: A situational privacy calculus perspective. Journal of the American
Medical Informatics Association, 28(3):463–471, 2021.

8

https://www.brookings.edu/research/digital-contact-tracing-and-the-coronavirus-israeli-and-comparative-perspectives/
https://www.brookings.edu/research/digital-contact-tracing-and-the-coronavirus-israeli-and-comparative-perspectives/
https://en.idi.org.il/articles/32932
https://www.jpost.com/health-science/doctor-leave-phone-at-home-avoid-quarantine-health-ministry-outraged-634810
https://www.jpost.com/health-science/doctor-leave-phone-at-home-avoid-quarantine-health-ministry-outraged-634810
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/16/world/middleeast/israel-coronavirus-cellphone-tracking.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/16/world/middleeast/israel-coronavirus-cellphone-tracking.html
https://www.globes.co.il/news/article.aspx?did=1001325439


A PREPRINT - OCTOBER 5, 2021

[28] F. Huang. To trust or to monitor: A dynamic analysis. Available at SSRN 889000, 2006.

[29] D. Iacobucci, M. J. Schneider, D. L. Popovich, and G. A. Bakamitsos. Mean centering helps alleviate “micro” but
not “macro” multicollinearity. Behavior research methods, 48(4):1308–1317, 2016.

[30] Israel State Comptroller. Operating israel’s technological capabilities in the coronavirus crisis [in hebrew], 10
2020. URL https://www.mevaker.gov.il/sites/DigitalLibrary/Pages/Reports/3856-2.aspx.

[31] Israeli Knesset. The general security service law 5662-2002. Israeli Knesset, 2 2002. URL https://knesset.gov.il/
review/data/eng/law/kns15_GSS_eng.pdf.

[32] R. Jalabneh, H. Zehra Syed, S. Pillai, E. Hoque Apu, M. R. Hussein, R. Kabir, S. Arafat, M. Azim Majumder, et al.
Use of mobile phone apps for contact tracing to control the covid-19 pandemic: A literature review. Anwarul,
Use of Mobile Phone Apps for Contact Tracing to Control the COVID-19 Pandemic: A Literature Review (July 1,
2020), 2020.

[33] J. Jamieson, N. Yamashita, D. A. Epstein, and Y. Chen. Deciding if and how to use a covid-19 contact tracing app:
Influences of social factors on individual use in japan. Proc. ACM Hum.- Comput. Interact. 5, CSCW2, 2021.

[34] M. Jonker, E. de Bekker-Grob, J. Veldwijk, L. Goossens, S. Bour, and M. Rutten-Van Mölken. Covid-19 contact
tracing apps: predicted uptake in the netherlands based on a discrete choice experiment. JMIR mHealth and
uHealth, 8(10):e20741, 2020.

[35] G. Kaptchuk, E. Hargittai, and E. M. Redmiles. How good is good enough for covid19 apps? the influence of
benefits, accuracy, and privacy on willingness to adopt. arXiv preprint arXiv:2005.04343, 2020.

[36] M. Kendall, L. Milsom, L. Abeler-Dörner, C. Wymant, L. Ferretti, M. Briers, C. Holmes, D. Bonsall, J. Abeler,
and C. Fraser. Epidemiological changes on the isle of wight after the launch of the NHS test and trace programme:
a preliminary analysis. The Lancet Digital Health, 2(12):e658–e666, 2020.

[37] H. Kim. Covid-19 apps as a digital intervention policy: A longitudinal panel data analysis in south korea. Health
Policy, 2021.

[38] P. Kumaraguru and L. F. Cranor. Privacy indexes: a survey of Westin’s studies. Carnegie Mellon University,
School of Computer Science, Institute for . . . , 2005.

[39] T. Li, C. Cobb, J. Yang, S. Baviskar, Y. Agarwal, B. Li, L. Bauer, and J. I. Hong. What makes people install a covid-
19 contact-tracing app? understanding the influence of app design and individual difference on contact-tracing app
adoption intention. Pervasive and Mobile Computing, page 101439, 2021.

[40] J. Lis. About 60 percent of israelis’ appeals against quarantine based on digital tracking granted. Haaretz, 7
2020. URL https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/.premium-about-60-percent-of-appeals-against-quarantine-
based-on-digital-tracking-granted-1.9005554.

[41] J. A. M. López, B. A. García, P. Bentkowski, L. Bioglio, F. Pinotti, P.-Y. Boëlle, A. Barrat, V. Colizza, and
C. Poletto. Anatomy of digital contact tracing: Role of age, transmission setting, adoption, and case detection.
Science advances, 7(15):eabd8750, 2021.

[42] M. Machida, I. Nakamura, R. Saito, T. Nakaya, T. Hanibuchi, T. Takamiya, Y. Odagiri, N. Fukushima, H. Kikuchi,
S. Amagasa, et al. Survey on usage and concerns of a covid-19 contact tracing application in japan. Public Health
in Practice, 2:100125, 2021.

[43] A. Marciano. Israel’s mass surveillance during covid-19: A missed opportunity. Surveillance & Society, 19(1):
85–88, 2021.

[44] Y. Meier, J. Meinert, and N. Krämer. Investigating factors that affect the adoption of covid-19 contact-tracing
apps. a privacy calculus perspective, 2021.

[45] I. Montagni, N. Roussel, R. Thiébaut, and C. Tzourio. Health care students’ knowledge of and attitudes, beliefs,
and practices toward the french covid-19 app: Cross-sectional questionnaire study. Journal of medical Internet
research, 23(3):e26399, 2021.

[46] M. J. Parker, C. Fraser, L. Abeler-Dörner, and D. Bonsall. Ethics of instantaneous contact tracing using mobile
phone apps in the control of the covid-19 pandemic. Journal of Medical Ethics, 2020.

[47] E. Redmiles. Net benefits: Digital inequities in social capital, privacy preservation, and digital parenting practices
of us social media users. In Proceedings of the International AAAI Conference on Web and Social Media,
volume 12, 2018.

[48] K. Schmelz. Enforcement may crowd out voluntary support for covid-19 policies, especially where trust in
government is weak and in a liberal society. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118(1), 2021.

9

https://www.mevaker.gov.il/ sites/DigitalLibrary/Pages/Reports/3856-2.aspx
https://knesset.gov.il/review/data/eng/law/kns15_GSS_eng.pdf
https://knesset.gov.il/review/data/eng/law/kns15_GSS_eng.pdf
https://www.haaretz. com/israel-news/.premium-about-60-percent-of- appeals-against-quarantine-based-on-digital-tracking- granted-1.9005554
https://www.haaretz. com/israel-news/.premium-about-60-percent-of- appeals-against-quarantine-based-on-digital-tracking- granted-1.9005554


A PREPRINT - OCTOBER 5, 2021

[49] K. Schmelz and S. Bowles. Overcoming covid-19 vaccination resistance when alternative policies affect the
dynamics of conformism, social norms, and crowding out. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118
(25), 2021.

[50] J. S. Seberger and S. Patil. Us and them (and it): Social orientation, privacy concerns, and expected use of
pandemic-tracking apps in the united states. In Proceedings of the 2021 CHI Conference on Human Factors in
Computing Systems, pages 1–19, 2021.

[51] R. Shaw, Y.-k. Kim, and J. Hua. Governance, technology and citizen behavior in pandemic: Lessons from covid-19
in east asia. Progress in disaster science, page 100090, 2020.

[52] D. Sliwka. Trust as a signal of a social norm and the hidden costs of incentive schemes. American Economic
Review, 97(3):999–1012, 2007.

[53] C. Utz, S. Becker, T. Schnitzler, F. M. Farke, F. Herbert, L. Schaewitz, M. Degeling, and M. Dürmuth. Apps against
the spread: Privacy implications and user acceptance of covid-19-related smartphone apps on three continents. In
Proceedings of the 2021 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems, pages 1–22, 2021.

[54] V. von Wyl, M. Höglinger, C. Sieber, M. Kaufmann, A. Moser, M. Serra-Burriel, T. Ballouz, D. Menges, A. Frei,
and M. A. Puhan. Drivers of acceptance of covid-19 proximity tracing apps in switzerland: panel survey analysis.
JMIR public health and surveillance, 7(1):e25701, 2021.

[55] World Health Organization. Survey tool and guidance: behavioural insights on covid-19. WHO Publications,
May 2020. URL https://www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/health-emergencies/coronavirus-covid-19/technical-
guidance/who-tool-for-behavioural-insights-on-covid-19/survey-tool-and-guidance-behavioural-insights-on-
covid-19,-17-april-2020.

[56] C. Wymant, L. Ferretti, D. Tsallis, M. Charalambides, L. Abeler-Dörner, D. Bonsall, R. Hinch, M. Kendall,
L. Milsom, M. Ayres, et al. The epidemiological impact of the nhs covid-19 app. Nature, 594(7863):408–412,
2021.

[57] Y. Yan, A. A. Malik, J. Bayham, E. P. Fenichel, C. Couzens, and S. B. Omer. Measuring voluntary and policy-
induced social distancing behavior during the covid-19 pandemic. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 118(16), 2021.

[58] B. Zhang, S. Kreps, and N. McMurry. Americans’ perceptions of privacy and surveillance in the covid-19
pandemic. OSF Preprints, 2020.

[59] A. Ziegelmeyer, K. Schmelz, and M. Ploner. Hidden costs of control: four repetitions and an extension. Experi-
mental Economics, 15(2):323–340, 2012.

A Detailed Description of Contact Tracing Technologies in Israel

In Israel, two contact tracing technologies were operable in the duration of the study: HaMagen ("the Shield", in
Hebrew), a contact tracing application that was developed by the Ministry of Health, and centralized cellular tracking
technology that is operated by Israel’s General Security Services (GSS), dubbed "The Tool." The timeline of the
deployment of the two technologies is depicted in Figure 3.

HaMagen ("the Shield", in Hebrew), is a contact tracing application developed by the Ministry of Health. The first
version, HaMagen 1.0, was based on the ongoing local storage of users’ location data and local matching with official
data about infected people’s whereabouts. The government provided links to downloading the app were on the Health
Ministry Website, but was not widely promoted in the media. Even with the limited exposure, about 1.5 million people
have downloaded it and 400,000 people have uninstalled it [23].

HaMagen mobile application collected information about the visited locations using the mobile phone’s GPS and
Wi-Fi positioning capabilities [5]. Beginning with the second version of HaMagen, the app also received messages
from nearby phones through BLE. These messages contained randomly assigned IDs and theoretically cannot be
used to identify the nearby telephone. When an individual is identified as COVID-19 positive, they are briefed by an
epidemiological investigation team (see Figure 4).

The locations users visited within the past two weeks were fed into a simple centralized server. If the individual had
the HaMagen app installed, health authorities could upload the locations and BLE messages to the server. Each app
regularly retrieves the list of places and message IDs. If there was a match with the places or the messages received
from a COVID-19 positive person, the user was notified and was asked to contact the health authorities.

The GSS Tool was based on centralized cellular tracking operated by Israel’s General Security Services (GSS). The
technology was based on a framework that tracks all the cellular phones running in Israel through the cellular companies’
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Figure 3: A timeline of the implementation of Contact Tracing Technologies in Israel

Figure 4: Hamagen Architecture Figure 5: The Tool Architecture

data centers. According to news sources, it routinely collects information from cellular companies and identifies the
location of all phones through cellular antenna triangulation and GPS data. Regularly, the Tool is used according to
authorization from a court order, but on March 16, the Israeli government authorized the use of this technology for
contact tracing [16].

The Tool traces contacts with constant location tracking carried out through Israel’s cellular companies (see Figure 5).
Cell phone’s location is tracked using a mixture of GPS locations transmitted through cellular protocols and cellular
antenna triangulation [16]. When individuals identified as COVID-19 positive, they were briefed by the epidemiological
investigation teams, and the locations they visited during the previous two weeks were fed into The Tool. The system
analyzed the location data and pinpointed individuals who were close to the COVID-positive case. Contact details for
individuals identified by The Tool are then sent to the health authorities, which notify them via text message that they
have to self-quarantine. The system did not let people know the location or the exact time of their interaction with the
infected individual.
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Figure 6: Screenshots from the HaMagen application)

Figure 7: An example for a text message received from the Ministry of Health after being tracked by the GSS Tool.
Translated text from Hebrew: The recipient is informed that, according to an epidemiological investigation, they have
been close to a verified Coronavirus patient and must enter home quarantine. )

B Method Details

The survey instrument included several questions about voluntary and involuntary contact tracing technologies. The
complete questionnaire and all the items are available in Table 1. The participants were first presented with general
questions about their attitudes toward the COVID-19 crisis (GA1-7) and some risk factors (RF1-6). Afterward, they
were presented with questions about the contact tracing app and mass surveillance technology. For each technology, we
asked the participants to read a short excerpt from a daily newspaper that describes the technology and answer several
questions about their attitudes toward it. We have randomized the order of the two technologies.

To assess the basic attitudes about the two technologies, we used four identical questions: app utility questions were
based on the World Health Organization (WHO) guidelines for COVID-19 survey tools [55] and asked about the
perceived utility of the app. Two other questions measure the perceived privacy concerns of participants based on a
validated privacy index that measures concern and sensitivity [38].

Several questions were specific to the contact tracing app. First, we asked whether the participants had installed or
uninstalled the app. We also asked several specific questions regarding general attitudes toward the contact tracing app
(AT1 and AT2). We asked the participants who had uninstalled the application to respond to three specific potential
reasons: 1) "The app does not always recognize my location accurately"; 2) "I have encountered errors in the app"; and
3) "The app wastes my battery".

We collected demographic information about gender, age, religion, level of observance, education, and income. The
questions and summary statistics are available in Table 3. In addition, to assess technical abilities, we have used a
verified scale by Hargittai (2005), which measures people’s familiarity with digital technologies [26].
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Construct α Item Text Mean STD
App Attitude 0.72 AT1 I will recommend installing the app to my friends and

family
2.75 1.22

AT2 People who enter malls or public transport should be re-
quired to install the HaMagen app

2.82 1.43

App Utility 0.84 AU1 The app will help reduce the spread of the coronavirus 3.12 1.13
AU2 The app will reduce the chances that I will catch the coro-

navirus
2.82 1.16

App Privacy 0.78 AP1 I am worried of the information the app can collect on me 3.17 1.35
AP2 The app can collect sensitive information 3.62 1.21

Surveillance
Utility

0.82 SU1 The technology will help reduce the spread of the novel
coronavirus

3.21 1.09

SU2 The technology will reduce the chances that I will get
infected by the coronavirus

2.89 1.10

Surveillance
Privacy

0.79 SP2 I am worried of the information the technology can collect
on me

3.20 1.35

SP3 The technology can collect sensitive information 3.70 1.14

Trust Delete STD I trust that all the data will be deleted after the end of the
coronavirus crisis

2.46 1.22

Understand
Leave

SUL I can understand people who leave their phone at home to
avoid cellular tracking

2.92 1.32

COVID-19
Concerns

0.77 CC1 The novel coronavirus threatens the population of Israel 3.13 1.17

CC2 The novel coronavirus threatens my health 2.86 1.15
CC3 I am worried that people I know will get infected by the

novel coronavirus
3.61 1.16

CC4 I am worried to get infected by the novel coronavirus 3.03 1.24
Trust GA5 I have trust in the professional authorities that lead the

handling of the coronavirus
3.25 1.09

Compliance GA6 I strictly follow the instructions of the health ministry to
fight the coronavirus

4.18 0.83

Financial hurt GA7 The coronavirus crisis is hurting me financially 2.92 1.29
Table 1: A list of all constructs and items questionnaire. Cronbach’s alpha is the scale reliability coefficient for internal
consistency. The text was translated from Hebrew.

Construct Item Item Text No Yes
Risk factors RF1 Do you work in a healthcare clinic or a hospital 487 32

RF2 Are you in a special risk of the coronavirus 409 110
RF3 Do you have relatives who are in special risk of the virus 84 435
RF4 Do you know a person that was tested positive for the

coronavirus?
373 146

RF5 Were you ever tested positive for the coronavirus? 509 10
RF6 Are you or were you in quarantine? 475 44

Table 2: A list of all binary items. The text was translated from Hebrew.

A pilot survey of 50 participants was conducted beforehand to assess the quality of the questionnaire and initial effect
sizes. As a result of the pilot study, we made several minor changes to the questionnaire. As almost all participants
had heard about the contact tracing technologies, we removed questions about familiarity with the technologies.
Furthermore, we have removed some questions that were too general and unintelligible. The survey was administered
through an online panel by a commercial firm that carries out Internet panel surveys. We used stratified quota sampling
to approximate the marginal distributions of vital demographic characteristics in Israel: religion, gender, and age.

Our data analysis is based on two logistic regression models: to predict the likelihood of participants installing the
contact tracing app and the likelihood of participants who already installed the app to uninstall it. To identify critical
determinants of contact tracing app installations, we first computed a categorical variable indicating whether the app
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was installed:

Install =


0, Not installed: if the app was not installed
1, Installed: if the app is currently installed
2, Uninstalled: if the app was removed from the phone

(1)

We fitted the logistic regression models on subsets of the whole dataset. We fitted the "install" model to participants who
had not installed the app, while we fitted the "uninstall" model to participants who either had installed or uninstalled the
app. We opted to use two models instead of a categorical model (such as a multinomial logistic regression) because
three questions were presented only for people who had installed the app.

Data verification focused on ensuring that the data met the thresholds required for our analysis [25]. To examine
multicollinearity, the variance inflation factor (VIF) was calculated for all variables. Two factors (app utility and mass
surveillance utility) were above the threshold [25], so they were standardized using the centering method [29]. After
centering, the VIFs of all variables were below the threshold. The proposed constructs had Cronbach’s alpha values
above 0.75, which point to good reliability (all Cronbach alpha values are presented in Appendix B). All data analysis
tasks were carried out in STATA (ver. 17).

Gender Age Religion Observance Education Income
Male 239 18-19 10 Jewish 426 Secular 190 Elementary3 Strong Below Average 141
Female 276 20-29 158 Muslim 55 Traditional 139 Highschool112 Below Average 165
Other 4 30-39 139 Druze 22 Religious 93 Non 138 Average 138

40-49 81 Christian16 Orthodox 57 Bachelor 184 Above Average 61
50-59 76 Graduate 81 Strong Above Average 14
60-69 52
70-80 3

Table 3: Sample demographic characteristics

C Summary Statistics of Participants’ Answers

We have analyzed the basic attitudes toward the HaMagen contact tracing app. Figure 9 shows the results of our
participants’ self-reported answers. Overall, people express negative attitudes regarding the app. Only 28% will tend
to recommend their friends and family install it (versus 43% that would not). A somewhat higher proportion have a
positive attitude towards making it mandatory for people entering malls or public transportation (35% versus 43%).
Only 27% think it will reduce their chances of contracting the coronavirus, and only 32% believe it will reduce the
spread of the virus. Privacy concerns are prevalent. 59% feel that it collects sensitive information (versus 19% that
disagree), and 43% are worried about privacy (versus 32% that disagree).

How do Israelis view the involuntary cellular coronavirus contact tracing technology operated by Israel’s GSS? The
summary of the answers is presented in Figure 10. Our survey shows that most Israelis do not trust the government
to delete the data after the crisis is over (53% disagree versus 21% who agree). About 35% of our participants are
sympathetic to people leaving their phones at home to avoid being tracked (versus 39% are have an unfavorable view).
About 60% agree that cellular tracking can collect sensitive information (versus 17% who disagree). About 42% report
privacy concerns because of the cellular tracking technology, versus 32% who disagree.

We compared the attitudes towards the contact tracing application to the centralized cellular tracing contact tracing
technology. Overall, we did not find statistically significant differences in the approaches towards privacy between the
two architectures. The medians and variances visually look very similar. A Wilcoxon sum test did not find significant
differences (W=17499.0, p = 0.15). The differences between the perceived utility are statistically significant, but the
effect size is rather small. The median utility is identical, but more participants believe cellular tracing offers more
utility (Wilcoxon sum test, W=18579.5, p=0.018).
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D Detailed Logistic Regressions Results

Install Odds. St.Err. t-value p-value [95% Conf Interval] Sig
App Attitude 3.923 .592 9.05 0 2.918 5.274 ***
Surveillance Attitude .547 .107 -3.08 .002 .372 .803 ***
App Privacy .758 .087 -2.40 .016 .605 .95 **
App Utility 1.05 .176 0.29 .772 .756 1.458
Tech Level 1.178 .139 1.39 .165 .935 1.485
Gender: Male 2.041 .54 2.69 .007 1.215 3.429 ***
Age: 18-20 5.394 4.407 2.06 .039 1.088 26.752 **
Age: 30s 1.159 .384 0.44 .656 .605 2.218
Age: 40s 1.313 .494 0.72 .469 .628 2.745
Age: 50s 1.177 .479 0.40 .688 .53 2.613
Age: 60s 1.149 .517 0.31 .757 .476 2.773
Education: Graduate 2.022 .748 1.90 .057 .979 4.173 *
Education: Highschool .682 .236 -1.11 .269 .346 1.344
Education: Non Academic .677 .218 -1.21 .227 .36 1.274
Christian 1.751 1.267 0.77 .439 .424 7.228
Druze 1.237 .837 0.31 .753 .328 4.663
Jewish 1.93 .809 1.57 .117 .849 4.388
Constant .025 .021 -4.27 0 .005 .135 ***

Table 4: The association between installing the COVID-19 contact tracing app, attitudes, and demographic factors (n =
471). *** p<.01, ** p<.05, * p<.1.

Uninstall Odds. St.Err. t-value p-value [95% Conf Interval Sig
App Attitude .091 .043 -5.06 0 .036 .23 ***
Surveillance Attitude 8.574 4.838 3.81 0 2.838 25.909 ***
App Privacy 1.362 .369 1.14 .253 .802 2.315
App Utility .274 .116 -3.05 .002 .119 .63 ***
COVID Concern 1.19 .347 0.60 .55 .673 2.106
Battery Concerns 2.232 .632 2.83 .005 1.281 3.889 ***
Wrong Location .581 .17 -1.86 .063 .328 1.03 *
App Errors .838 .205 -0.72 .47 .518 1.354
Tech Level 1.018 .271 0.07 .947 .604 1.715
Gender: Male .306 .196 -1.85 .064 .087 1.071 *
Age: 20s 14.8 31.943 1.25 .212 .215 1017.382
Age: 30s 4.104 8.756 0.66 .508 .063 268.719
Age: 40s 4.943 10.734 0.74 .462 .07 348.734
Age: 50s 2.889 6.367 0.48 .63 .038 217.023
Age: 60s 13.273 29.733 1.15 .248 .164 1071.105
Education: Graduate .992 .878 -0.01 .993 .175 5.621
Education: Highschool 2.97 2.552 1.27 .205 .551 15.998
Education: Non Academic 7.286 5.441 2.66 .008 1.686 31.485 ***
Christian 13.324 28.418 1.21 .225 .204 871.125
Druze 3.408 5.547 0.75 .451 .14 82.795
Jewish 4.75 6.481 1.14 .253 .328 68.862
COVID Positive .006 .012 -2.52 .012 0 .322 **
Income: Above Average 10.645 11.153 2.26 .024 1.366 82.972 **
Income: Average 4.56 3.812 1.81 .07 .886 23.473 *
Income: Below Average .858 .677 -0.19 .846 .183 4.025
Income: High 8.479 15.344 1.18 .238 .244 294.321
Constant .063 .18 -0.96 .335 0 17.465

Table 5: The association between uninstalling the COVID-19 contact tracing app, attitudes, and demographic factors (n
= 471). *** p<.01, ** p<.05, * p<.1.
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Figure 8: Proportions of participants who installed and uninstalled the contact tracing app

Figure 9: Overall attitudes regarding the HaMagen app (on a 5-point agreement Likert scale)

Figure 10: Overall attitudes regarding the GSS Tool cellular tracking (on a 5-point agreement Likert scale)
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Figure 11: The distribution of the general attitudes (on a 5-point agreement Likert scale)

Figure 12: The distribution of the binary variables in our survey.
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