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1. Figures and Tables 

Figure A: Evolution of Electoral Disproportionality 
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Figure B: Evolution of Government Fractionalization 
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Table A: SWD-Sources of the TSCS Panel Dataset 

Source Data Access and Documentation 

American National Election Studies http://www.electionstudies.org/  

Americas Barometer (LAPOP) http://datasets.americasbarometer.org/database/  

Asian Barometer http://asianbarometer.org/data  

Australian Election Study http://aes.anu.edu.au/  

Canadian Election Study http://ces-eec.arts.ubc.ca/  

Candidate Countries Eurobarometer 

(CCEB) 

http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/cceb2_en.h

tm  

Central and Eastern Eurobarometer 

(CEEB) 

http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/cceb_en.ht

m  

Comparative Study of Electoral 

Systems (CSES) 
http://www.cses.org/datacenter/download.htm  

Eurobarometer (EB) 
http://www.gesis.org/eurobarometer-data-service/data-

access/  

European Value Study (EVS) http://www.europeanvaluesstudy.eu/  

Latinobarómetro http://www.latinobarometro.org/latContents.jsp  

New Democracies Barometer http://www.cspp.strath.ac.uk/catalog4_0.html  

New Zealand Election Study http://www.nzes.org  

Notes: Last accessed on the 8
th

 of December 2016. 
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Table B: Summary of Aggregate-Level Variables 

 



Table C: Summary of Individual-Level Variables 
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Table D: Electoral System and Average District Magnitude (TSCS Dataset) 
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Table E: Electoral System and Average District Magnitude (CSES Dataset) 

 

 

 

 

 



Table F: Party/Government System Fractionalization and Electoral Disproportionality (TSCS Dataset) 

 



9 

 

 

Table G: Party/Government System Fractionalization and Electoral Disproportionality (CSES Dataset) 

 



Table H: Government System Fractionalization (TSCS Dataset,                                               

Parliamentary Systems Only)  
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Table I: Government System Fractionalization (CSES Dataset,                                                  

Parliamentary Systems Only) 
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2. Additional Robustness Checks 

A number of robustness checks were performed after the estimation of each model. Given 

the extensive scope of the robustness checks and the usage of two entirely different da-

tasets, we will not present our results here in detail. However, every step can be replicated 

by using the commented Stata Do-file accompanying this study. First, we identified and 

controlled for the effect of influential outlying cases at the country and election levels as 

suggested by Meer et al. (2010), mainly by analyzing the random effects at both levels but 

also by scrutinizing partial residual plots. Second, when observing the residuals at the low-

est level we found them to be almost normally distributed. Deleting the few potentially 

problematic cases did not change the results. Third, following a suggestion by King and 

Roberts (2015), to understand differences in robust standard errors and normal standard 

errors as indications of model misspecification, we estimated all the models twice and 

compared their standard errors. We found only minor differences and no coefficient loses 

or gains of much statistical significance.  

Fourth, we estimated the random part of all the models by treating „country-years‟ as 

nested within „election cycles,‟ which are cross-classified within „years‟ and „countries.‟ 

However, the variance that can be attributed to the „year‟ level is so marginal that it did not 

change the estimates to a notable degree. Fifth, analyzing the correlation matrix of each 

model and the VIF scores, we found the degree of collinearity in the longitudinal part to be 

only a minor issue. Regarding the cross-sectional part, we found GDP per capita, the Qual-

ity of Government Index and the Gini Index to be moderately collinear but not the institu-

tional variables. As a consequence, we increased the possibility of type II errors for the 

Gini Index and accepted βi = 0, although in reality there is a relationship (Arceneaux and 

Huber 2007; Goldberger 1991).  

Finally, we also added random slopes for the longitudinal estimators for ENEP and 

„years since election‟ to further probe the robustness of the fixed effect of these „within‟ 

estimators (Barr et. al 2013; Bates et al. 2015). We found that the fixed effect stays signifi-

cant regardless of the inclusion of the random term. 
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