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1) Summary statistics and correlation matrix for all variables

	 
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)
	(9)
	(10)
	(11)
	(12)
	(13)
	(14)

	(1)democr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(2)internet
	.463
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(3)university
	.48
	.764
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(4)corrup’n
	-.487
	-.823
	-.589
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(5)liberties
	.865
	.581
	.519
	-.643
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(6)protest
	.093
	.127
	.198
	-.145
	.12
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(7)gini
	-.092
	-.459
	-.475
	.341
	-.204
	-.011
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(8)growth
	-.336
	-.418
	-.484
	.342
	-.372
	-.08
	.226
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(9)left_govt
	-.013
	-.186
	-.018
	.161
	-.055
	.089
	.021
	.099
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(10)GDPpca
	.182
	.739
	.459
	-.71
	.259
	.148
	-.343
	-.153
	-.189
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(11)slowd’n
	.067
	.26
	.352
	-.08
	.034
	.007
	-.284
	-.587
	-.06
	.169
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(12)log_pop
	-.164
	-.045
	.12
	.158
	-.205
	.172
	.008
	.189
	.129
	-.063
	-.041
	 
	 
	 

	(13)dev’t
	.496
	.99
	.775
	-.88
	.615
	.151
	-.463
	-.414
	-.169
	.785
	.235
	-.052
	 
	 

	(14)riots
	.104
	-.032
	.104
	.174
	.056
	.048
	.116
	.046
	.085
	-.121
	-.068
	.416
	-.06
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Obs
	181
	179
	171
	180
	181
	181
	163
	177
	178
	177
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	181
	168
	181

	Mean
	.525
	34.84
	33.85
	7.02
	4.55
	7.89
	38.58
	13.87
	.39
	16.76
	2.35
	15.86
	<.001
	0.90

	Std. Dev.
	.501
	27.65
	27.52
	2.09
	1.959
	76.84
	8.97
	15.4
	.49
	19.57
	4.16
	1.83
	.963
	1.28

	Min
	0
	0
	.81
	1.7
	1
	0
	22.9
	-59.4
	0
	.579
	-10.9
	11.6
	-1.18
	0

	Max
	1
	94.82
	114
	10
	7
	1033
	65
	73.8
	1
	149.6
	28.58
	21.02
	2.18
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2) Sources and methodology for variable coding

Independent variables

GDP_pca
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita in 2011 at purchasing power parity (PPP), measured in current international dollars to enable cross-country comparison, in units of $1000. Source: Data query generated at IMF World Economic Outlook Database October 2014,
 http://www.imf.org/external/ns/cs.aspx?id=28
growth
Cumulative growth in GDP from 2007 through 2011, measured in constant national currency to track yearly changes in real terms. Source: Yearly values from data query generated at IMF World Economic Outlook Database October 2014, http://www.imf.org/external/ns/cs.aspx?id=28. Cumulative growth is calculated as 
Σ = 100[(GDP2011 – GDP2007)/ GDP2007]
slowdown
Difference between the compound annual growth rate (CAGR) (multiplied by 100) of the GDP (PPP, in constant national currency, from the same source as growth) during 2002-2007 and 2007-2011, to measure how much the country’s economic growth slowed down in the latter period compared to the former.
 The values of the variable is calculated as 
Σ =100{[(GDP2007/GDP2002)(1/5)] – [(GDP2011/GDP2007)(1/4)]}

Gini
Gini index for the distribution of disposable household income, on a scale of 0-100, where higher numbers indicate more unequal distribution, referring to household survey data from 2011 or the closest available year.
For most countries the value refers to 2008-2012 period; the mean year is 2009 with a standard deviation of 2.36 years, no case going back earlier than 2001. (Protests were typically complete by 2012, but it is reasonable to take a 2012 Gini value as a proxy for the preceding years’ true Gini when the latter itself is not available, since changes in national income distribution occur very slowly). The data sources are below, in the order in which they were prioritized when Gini values for the same year were available in several sources:
EUROSTAT (relying on EU-SILC surveys, data extracted 13 November 2014 at http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/portal/page/portal/statistics/search_database, used for 25 European countries);
ECLAC  (relying on survey data compiled by ECLAC Social Statistics Unit under the ISLC/MECOVI program, data extracted 13 November 2014 at http://estadisticas.cepal.org/cepalstat/WEB_CEPALSTAT/estadisticasIndicadores.asp?idioma=I, methodology details at http://interwp.cepal.org/sisgen/SisGen_MuestraFicha.asp?indicador=250&id_estudio=363, used for 16 Latin American and Caribbean countries);
OECD (relying on a network of national data providers via a standardized questionnaire, data extracted on 13 November 2014 at http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DatasetCode=IDD, methodology details at http://www.oecd.org/social/soc/IDD-Metadata.pdf, used for 8 remaining OECD countries); 
The World Bank (relying on government statistical agencies and World Bank country departments, data extracted 13 November 2014 at http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.GINI, methodology details at http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/index.htm, used for 91 countries); 
Standardized World Income Inequality Database (SWIID) Version 3.1, December 2011 (using Luxembourg Income Study data as the standard, methodology explained in Solt 2009, used for 16 countries) 
In addition, Oyvat (2014, Table A.2) has been used as a source for 4 cases and the CIA World Factbook for 5. For these cases the income concept and survey population are not necessarily known. Oyvat (2014) itemizes the information source for each value, while CIA does not.
democracy
Dummy variable indicating the presence of democratic regime at the end of 2010, coded on the basis of the regime1ny variable of the Authoritarian Regimes Data Set, version 5.0, September 2012 (explained in Wahman et al 2013, and Hadenius and Teorell 2007). The Data Set takes an average of Polity and Freedom House scores, scaled 0-10, where countries achieving a score higher than 7 are classified as democracies. Classification pertains to December 31 as of each year. 
liberties
“Freedom rating” in the country in 2010 as observed in the Freedom House’s Freedom In The World 2011 and inverted to a scale of 1-7 where higher values indicate greater liberty. The original “Freedom rating” itself is an average of political and civil liberties, both measured on a scale of 1-7.
Details of methodology for the annual Freedom in the World publication is available at https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-world-2011/introduction#.VHNd34f4tSU. The 2011 publication covers developments from January 1, 2010, through December 31, 2010, in 194 countries and 14 territories. The research and ratings process involved 52 analysts and 18 senior-level academic advisers. The ratings process is based on a checklist of 10 political rights questions and 15 civil liberties questions. The political rights questions are grouped into three subcategories: Electoral Process (3 questions), Political Pluralism and Participation (4), and Functioning of Government (3). The civil liberties questions are grouped into four subcategories: Freedom of Expression and Belief (4 questions), Associational and Organizational Rights (3), Rule of Law (4), and Personal Autonomy and Individual Rights (4).
left_govt: 
Dummy variable indicating left-wing government in power in the beginning of 2011. Government orientation is with respect to economic policy. Social democrat, socialist, communist or otherwise left-wing governments get a value of 1; and centrist and right-wing governments 0.
102 cases were coded directly from the Database of Political Institutions (DPI) 2012 (see Beck et al 2001, and for a detailed explanation of the sources and methodology consult the DPI 2012 Codebook found at http://econ.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTRESEARCH/0,,contentMDK:20649465~pagePK:64214825~piPK:64214943~theSitePK:469382,00.html, retrieved on 23 November, 2014). The execrlc variable indicating the party orientation of the chief executive officer (the Prime Minister in Parliamentary systems, the President in Presidential and Semi-Presidential systems) was used if a value was present; otherwise the gov1rlc variable, indicating the party orientation of the largest (by vote share) party in the government, was used. Data refer to January 1 of the year. 

Remaining 76 cases with non-missing values have been coded manually by one author, following the DPI methodology. If a country was listed in the DPI both as an authocracy (variable eiec) and with an independent executive (variable execme), indicating that the chief executive was a monarch, military general, or a dictator with no party, coding was non-left. For remaining cases first the party orientation of the chief executive was considered. If that was not clear, the largest government party was considered. In determining ideological orientation, Socialist International member parties (list available at http://www.socialistinternational.org/viewArticle.cfm?ArticlePageID=931) were coded left. For other cases, coding relied on the descriptions from the Political Handbook of the World 2011 and 2012 online editions (see Banks et al 2012); supplemented by the description of the party program found in any other source. The few cases for which data was present but remained ambiguous (parties organizing around ethnic lines, as in Burundi) were coded as non-left. Again, data refer to January 1 of the year 2011.
corruption
Prevalence of corruption among public officials and politicians as observed in Transparency International’s Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI) 2010, inverted to a scale of 1-10 where higher numbers indicate more corruption. For 8 cases values were taken from earlier CPI going back to 2005. 

CPI is a composite index drawing on data by 13 independent institutions. 6 of the 13 institutions provide business people opinion surveys. The remaining 7 are assessments of a country’s performance by a group of expert analysts. Not all sources rank all countries of the index. Because the coverage of these surveys and assessments is not identical, the number of sources from which each country’s score is derived is not the same for all countries. A country must be covered by a minimum of 3 sources to be ranked in the CPI. For a detailed explanation of the sources and methodology, see Long Methodological Brief found at http://www.transparency.org/cpi2010/in_detail#4, where the data is also available (retrieved on 23 November, 2014).
demos_prev
Annual mean for the 1991-2003 period of the count of anti-government demonstrations, generated on the basis of annual counts found in Cross-National Time-Series Data Archive (Banks 2005). According to the codebook, value refers to “any peaceful public gathering of at least 100 people for the primary purpose of displaying or voicing their opposition to government policies or authority, excluding demonstrations of a distinctly anti-foreign nature”. 

riots_prev
Annual mean for the 1991-2003 period of anti-government demonstrations, in addition to riots (“any violent demonstration or clash of more than 100 citizens involving the use of physical force”) and general strikes (“any strike of 1,000 or more industrial or service workers that involves more than one employer and that is aimed at national government policies or authority”). Annual counts from the same source as above.
population
Country population in 2011. Source: World Bank,
 http://data.worldbank.org/indicator.
internet
Ratio of internet users connected to the worldwide web in 2011. Source: World Bank, http://data.worldbank.org/indicator.
university
Gross enrolment ratio in tertiary education, regardless of age, expressed as a percentage of the total population of the five-year age group following on from secondary school leaving. Values refer to 2010 or 2011, whichever is available. Source: World Bank, http://data.worldbank.org/indicator (originally from UNESCO Institute for Statistics).
development
Variable generated in Stata with principle-factor method on the basis of a factor analysis of the correlation matrix between the variables GDP_percapita, internet, university and corruption, which indicates unidimensionality and strong factor loadings. For the prediction, we retain 1 factor that satisfies the “Kaiser criterion” (Eigenvalue of 2.78>1) and correlating with the original 4 variables each with coefficients of at least 0.75. The new variable has a mean of <0.001 and a standard deviation of 0.96. (An inverse of the corruption variable, scaled 1-10, in which higher values indicate less corruption, was used in this analysis and the prediction).
Country protest count
The protest count of the Occupy protests was obtained from the event database at the Occupy Directory, extracted from http://directory.occupy.net/directory-daily.csv, and cleaned for duplicate entries (based on event IDs). Two versions of the data were used in the article. Primary results rely on data extracted in June 2012, listing 1428 events. The tests were then replicated on data extracted in June 2013 with similar results (as summarized in the article and visible in the Appendix C). The latter lists 1493 events, 446 happening in 90 countries other than the USA.
The directory merges information from all online directories of protest events self-identified as Occupations, including a list prepared by the Guardian newspaper
 as well as databases compiled by activist groups Occupy Together, We All Occupy, Interoccupy, among others. The Directory is a subproject of the Federated General Assembly (FGA) of the Occupy Wall Street movement, created as a result of the Decentralized Comprehensive Occupy Movement Data Project (DCOMDP) starting in December 2011. As of September 2012, 30 individuals were registered as Curators with the Directory. Curators’ job was to respond to external requests, check current listings and search for new or missing listings in order to ensure that the information was accurate and up­to­date. They engaged in direct (phone and email) conversations with event organizers around the world. An initial list of more than 3000 event data points was cut by about half as a result.

According to the OWS Directory Handbook, a manual prepared by the project curators, the criteria for including events in the occupations database rests on three conditions: the events

· must have a physical presence (and not just occur in the virtual sphere)  

· need not be a camp with tents, as long as they have ongoing working groups or other activities (and not be one-off events)

· must identify within a unique geography towards social change in line with the #ows principles of solidarity (and not advocate for a particular political party)

The OWS Handbook and data is available from Inga Jensen, OWS project tracker (cyberinga@gmail.com).
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� Kosovo’s GDP per capita was calculated on the basis of IMF’s 2011 GDP (PPP, current international dollars) estimate for the country, available at the same source, divided by population. 


� For Iraq, 2002 was replaced with 2003, and for Syria 2011 was replaced with 2010, while the respective formulas were affected mutatis mutandis.


� The population of Taiwan comes from Taiwan’s MOI Statistical Information Service, � HYPERLINK "http://sowf.moi.gov.tw/stat/month/m1-01.xls" �http://sowf.moi.gov.tw/stat/month/m1-01.xls�, retrieved December 2014.


� A publicly accessible version of this list appeared in the Guardian’s “datablog” in November 2011, at � HYPERLINK "http://www.theguardian.com/news/datablog/2011/oct/17/occupy-protests-world-list-map" �http://www.theguardian.com/news/datablog/2011/oct/17/occupy-protests-world-list-map�, last accessed November 2014.
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