6 Online Appendix

Note on Translation of Survey Instrument

The wording for describing a coalition varies across vignettes in the Japanese translation of the survey instru-
ment. In both the Komeito and the DPFP no-coalition vignettes, the Japanese version used “kyoto/renritsu”.
The Japanese version used only "renritsu” for the Komeito-LDP-Nippon Ishin vignette and the Komeito-
LDP vignette. The remaining Komeito and DPFP vignettes used only “kyoto”. We suspect that the trans-
lators at Nikkei’s translation service wanted to describe the formation of a coalition in the next election by
using the word “renritsu” with ““jiki sosenkyo dewa” and by doing so, "renritsu" and "kyoto" could indicate
the same thing (i.e., electoral alliance). We believe that most respondents understood our intention, without
damaging the substance of the experiment.

Perceived Ideological Placement of Japanese Parties

Respondents were asked to place the parties in an ideological space from 0 to 10, with 0 being the most left
position and 10 being the most right position. Below are the average placements by the respondents in the
baseline (control) group in the Komeito experiment (Sample 1) and the DPFP experiment (Sample 2).

Table A1l: Perceived ideological position for each Japanese party according to the Baseline group

JCP | SDPJ | CDPJ | DPFP | Nippon Ishin | Komeito | LDP
Sample 1 | 3.662 | 3.931 | 4.191 | 4.546 5.310 5.856 | 6.641
Sample 2 | 3.584 | 3.910 | 4.219 | 4.581 5.148 5.819 | 6.485
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Notes on Tables of Results

To aid the reader, we provide some information about the tables of results which serve as the basis for the
figures in the text. Note that in the models described below, the omitted category is the baseline, or control,
condition in which no mention is made of coalitions. Thus each coefficient on a treatment variable should
be interpreted as relative to the control condition.

In Table A2 and Table A3 below, the dependent variable is voters’ perceptions of how conservative a
given party [Komeito in Table A2, DPFP in Table A3] is.

In the first column of Table A2, "No Coalition", "Left Coalition", "Right 1 Coalition", "Right 2 Coali-
tion", and "Right 3 Coalition" present binary independent variables. They represent whether a respondent
received a vignette on the formation of a particular type of coalition. "Right 1 Coalition" indicates the
Komeito-LDP-Nippon Ishin coalition, "Right 2 Coalition" indicates the Komeito-LDP coalition, and "Right
3 Coalition" indicates the Komeito-Nippon Ishin coalition. "Left Coalition" indicates the Komeito-DPFP-
CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP coalition.

Similarly, in Table A3, the variables in the first column, "No Coalition", "Left Coalition", Right
Coalition" represent whether a respondent received a vignette on the formation of that particular coalition.
"Right Coalition" indicates the DPFP-Komeito-Nippon Ishin coalition. "Left Coalition" indicates the DPFP-
CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP coalition.

In Table A4 and Table AS, the dependent variables, "No Coalition", "Right 1 Coalition", or "Left
Coalition", indicate how likely a particular coalition is.

In Table A4, in the first column, "No Coalition", "Left Coalition", Right 1 Coalition", "Right 2 Coali-
tion", and "Right 3 Coalition" indicate whether a respondent received a vignette on the formation of that
coalition. "Right 1 Coalition" indicates a LDP-Komeito-Nippon Ishin coalition, "Right 2 Coalition" indi-
cates a LDP-Komeito coalition, and "Right 3 Coalition" indicates a Komeito-Nippon Ishin coalition. "Left
Coalition" indicates a Komeito-DPFP-CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP coalition.

In Table A5, the dependent variables, "No Coalition", "Right Coalition", or "Left Coalition", indicate
how likely a particular type of coalition is. In the first column, "No Coalition", "Left Coalition", and "Right
Coalition" represent whether a respondent received a vignette on the formation of that particular coalition.
"Right Coalition" indicates a DPFP-Komeito-Nippon Ishin coalition. "Left Coalition" indicates a DPFP-
CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP coalition.
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Table A2: The impact of coalition treatments on voters’ perceptions of Komeito’s ideological position

Model 1 Model 2

No Coalition —0.090 —0.139
(0.140) (0.140)
Left Coalition —0.161 —0.182
(0.141) (0.140)
Right 1 Coalition —0.062 —0.105
(0.137) (0.136)
Right 2 Coalition 0.079 0.009
(0.139) (0.139)
Right 3 Coalition —0.133 —0.167
(0.138) (0.138)
Female —0.272%**
(0.082)
Age 0.027**
(0.003)
Education 0.060***
(0.022)
Ideology —0.076***
(0.024)
Income —0.0003
(0.013)
Constant 4.824** 5.856***
(0.248) (0.098)
Observations 2,401 2,506
Adjusted R? 0.045 —0.001

*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Table A3: The impact of coalition treatments on voters’ perceptions of DPFP’s ideological position

Model 1 Model 2
No Coalition 0.051 0.064
(0.104) (0.103)
Left Coalition —0.086 —0.095
(0.107) (0.106)
Right Coalition 0.070 0.053
(0.104) (0.103)
Female 0.302***
(0.076)
Age 0.001
(0.003)
Education —0.003
(0.021)
Ideology —0.144**
(0.022)
Income 0.006
(0.012)
Constant 5.073*** 4.560"*
(0.225) (0.073)
Observations 2,426 2,529
Adjusted R? 0.024 —0.0001

*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Table A4: The impact of coalition treatment on voters’ expectations of the likelihood of the formation of a coalition (Komeito Treatment)

No Coalition Right 1 Coalition Left Coalition

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6

No Coalition 0.171**  0.156™** -0.017 0.002 0.047 0.040
(0.059) (0.058) (0.057) (0.058) (0.051) (0.051)
Left Coalition 0.035 0.033 0.055 0.076 0.122* 0.118*
(0.059) (0.058) (0.057) (0.058) (0.051) (0.051)
Right 1 Coalition 0.009 —0.022 —0.005 —0.004 0.042 0.053
(0.058) (0.056) (0.055) (0.056) (0.050) (0.049)
Right 2 Coalition 0.026 0.006 —0.081 —0.075 —0.062 —0.043
(0.059) (0.057) (0.056) (0.057) (0.051) (0.050)
Right 3 Coalition 0.035 0.008 0.007 0.025 —0.004 —-0.011
(0.058) (0.057) (0.056) (0.057) (0.050) (0.050)
Female 0.026 —0.196*** 0.141***
(0.034) (0.033) (0.030)
Age 0.004*** 0.014** —0.008***
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
Education —0.001 0.024*** —0.009
(0.009) (0.009) (0.008)
Ideology 0.022* 0.036*** —0.006
(0.010) (0.010) (0.009)
Income 0.009 0.014*** 0.0001
(0.006) (0.005) (0.005)
Constant 1.916**  2.318"** 1.701*** 2.645%* 2.136*** 1.751%*
(0.105) (0.040) (0.100) (0.040) (0.090) (0.035)
Observations 2,397 2,501 2,397 2,502 2,397 2,502
Adjusted R? 0.010 0.003 0.091 0.001 0.039 0.003

*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Table AS: The impact of coalition treatment on voters’ expectations on the likelihood of the formation of a coalition (DPFP Treatment)

No Coalition Right Coalition Left Coalition

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6

No Coalition 0.010 0.007 0.003 0.017 —0.015 0.002
(0.047) (0.046) (0.042) (0.041) (0.044) (0.044)
Left Coalition —0.001 0.002 —0.019 —0.019 0.067 0.072
(0.049) (0.048) (0.043) (0.042) (0.046) (0.045)
Right Coalition —0.005 0.007 0.114"*  0.108*** 0.017 0.030
(0.047) (0.047) (0.042) (0.041) (0.044) (0.044)
Female 0.047 0.121** —0.061*
(0.034) (0.030) (0.032)
Age —0.001 —0.002* —0.002*
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
Education 0.020** 0.001 0.027+*
(0.010) (0.009) (0.009)
Ideology 0.030*** —-0.010 —-0.010
(0.010) (0.009) (0.010)
Income 0.008 0.003 0.001
(0.005) (0.005) (0.005)
Constant 2.079** 2358 2084  2.029%*  2.179**  2.115***
(0.102) (0.033) (0.090) (0.029) (0.096) (0.031)
Observations 2,418 2,521 2,416 2,519 2,417 2,520
Adjusted R? 0.005 —0.001 0.011 0.003 0.006 0.0001

*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01



Survey Questionnaire in Japanese

Figure Al: The control vignette

REA YUy 0MERTIC. RECREBRMEE - ZXZNMThhaNntLhtne n58EhH

RhTWET., TOBE. TNTNOBRREOBUGHIALBNERES ZLEBVETH. Hik

NDEZEZE0~10DETHEEFACLE V. RLERY NS VW EZILEET0). & EBRIRT)
W%imE0, e LET.

Figure A2: The no coalition vignette for Komeito treatment

REA YUy 0MERTIC. RECREBRMEE - ZXZNMThhaNntLhtne n58EhH

FNTVWEYT, PBEXOEHN 5. NEEBETREVWTNORF L & HBIESL L & OATREEA
BVWEWSDNBUARHROERTY. Z0BE. ThZhOBKOBEMNM NS ES &

5EBVETH. ELOBEZE0~10DMTHEFACKE IV, RLER(VANS VWL
550, REBKERPWEZILEEM0, 6 LET.

Figure A3: The Komeito-LDP-Nippon Ishin vignette for Komeito treatment

REA Y Uy 2 0BT, RECREBRMBE - KZXZNMThhiNELhE0ENS5EH
RhTWEd., RAROTH N 6. XPEEETIRARNEEREZ c AFEHFOS &I
FAHHEMENBEO L VWS DNABETMROBRETY. TOHE. ThThOBRKOBUARIILb
UBRESLEAHLERVETH. ELDEZELE0~10DBTEEFALILE L. REER(YA
SIVBEIEET). REBRGPNLZILBEM0,LET.
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Figure A4: The Komeito-LDP vignette for Komeito treatment

BEEAY Yy o OBENIC. RHCRBRMH - BBENTHOAINLLAEVE WS EN
TNTWEYT, RBAROEHN . RPREXTREAELDTEMRNE WV & V5 DHBUATE
MEOERTY. 0848, ThTNhOBEOBENIIENBERESLE3LBEVETH. %
OEEZZEO0~10OMTEEALIZE V., REER(V NI VNLILEE0). BLHEKRR
ST EALHEEM0,E LET.

Figure AS5: The Komeito-Nippon Ishin vignette for Komeito treatment

B4 Y Ey o OBENIC. RHCRBRMEH - BENThRENLLAEVE WS EN
ANTWEYT., RPAXOFHN . AWEEZ TR AN BFRER O L HET S ATEEMND
BOEVSDNBUETEBRROERTY. 2055, ThZhWOBHEOBUEMIIbNERES %
BEBVETH. DELOEEZE0~10DBTEZFACLK &V, RLER(VANTV)BIEL
S50, BLERGRFVEISE 10, LET.

Figure A6: The Komeito-DPFP-CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP vignette for Komeito treatment

Ry ey o ORMERIC. BHICRERMAR - BZENTOLAANE LAV EWSEN

ANTWEYT., RAXOSHN . XMREBETILARNMNERRER. I=RER. HRX
. BEHRER c ARETAAEELNT VL O S DOHBUATFRROBERTY. TDHE. ThTh

DHEDBUARIL B NERES L L EBVETH, bELDEELE0~10D@ATHEELCL

SV ROER(VANSVNEIULSET0,. RLERBRPNEIDSEEM0,LLET.

Figure A7: The no coalition vignette for DPFP treatment

RREAY ey s OREC. BRICRERGE - #5220 Tbhant Lhit e W 5EN
FNTVEYd, ERREXOSTHN 5. IEHEEE TR VI NOBMIE L L HRBIEILL % VAR
ENBEVE VWS DONBETFRENIERTY. TOHBEE. TNTNOBREOBUEHILUER &
SEARAEBVETN. L DEELEO0~10DBTEFALLLE V. REER(Y N5 W)Y
B E0). RLARMRF)MEILEEM0,LET,
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Figure A8: The DPFP-Komeito-Nippon Ishin vignette for DPFP treatment

RREAYYEy o OFENC. RHACRERBER - KRBENTDNANE LTV E VWS EN
ANTVWEY, EREEHRDOEI N ». ARREF TRERREXNLBR L HEEHROS L
HETL2AEENTV L VWS DHBURERROBERTY. TDIBE. ThThOBRKEOBUEH
UsMBRESLEAEBVETH, dLLDEEZR0~100ETHEACLE A V. BLERK
(VNS EILEET). RV ARGEFPEZILEE10,L LT,

Figure A9: The DPFP-CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP vignette for DPFP treatment

RRAYYEy o OB IC. BRCRERSEEH - BBEMTDODNANE LN Z N E WS EA
AnNTWE?d., EREEROTIN o, AEEEXETRERRERZNUZERER. tRFE. H
FHER L HRBIT ATEUNB O & VS DABCATFRROZRTY. T0HE. ThThOK
HOBUBHIALBMNERESEALRVETN, HLIDEELEO0~10DETEEALCLED
c RLAER(VANSVNEILSE0,. RVARGRFINELSE 10, LET.

Figure A10: An example of the answer for ideological placement question

HHREREX

0 (0)
1 (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7.(7)
8 (8)
9 (9)

10 (10)
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Figure A11: The question for the likelihood of formation of no coalition

RPREFELECH VT UTOREBOERF EOREFRT RV T,
[(WFNOBMLE#HEL % V]

ETLAREMEN H S (1)
RAJREEND S (2)
HETHTREMNL LV (3)

ECAREMNE VW (4)

Figure A12: The question for the likelihood of formation of Komeito-LDP-Nippon Ishin coalition

THRZBFEFCEVT, UTOBXEEOELE R EDEEXRIT S LBVET .
[BEHREXN + RN + BRUEHO 2]

ETLAREMN B S (1)
X RAEEN S S (2)
HFEVABEELT W (3)

Z(AEEEN L W (4)

Figure A13: The question for the likelihood of formation of Komeito-DPFP-CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP coalition

THRZBFREZECEVWT. UTORREEOEEREDEEERT S LBVET .

(PR + EARERER + AERER + itRY + BFEHEH]
ETLAREMN H S (1)
X RAEEN D D (2)
HEVREEENT W (3)

=(HEEEA L W (4)
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Figure A14: The question for the likelihood of formation of DPFP-Komeito-Nippon Ishin coalition

THRBFLEFECE VT, UTORKEOERERIEOEERRT L LBVET .
[EEREX + QX + BEREFHO )

ETLAREMENH S (1)
PeARERN S S (2)
HFEVAREMENE OV (3)

= (HREMENE W (4)

Figure A15: The question for the likelihood of formation of DPFP-CDPJ-SDPJ-JCP coalition

FERBREZCHVWT. UTOBMAEOEBRLEOEEEH TS LBV T .
[ERERER + AIBRER + HRX + BEHEH]

ETLABEMENH S (1)
P eAEEEN D S (2)
HEHOEMNEL L (3)

=CHREMEN T L (4)
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