Appendix

5.1 Data Description

The measures shown in Table 1 varied in the order in which respondents had to affectively evaluate
parties and voters. In all Data 2 countries, as well as Brazil and Spain in Data 1, respondents
rated voters before rating parties; In the US, this was randomised. Further, the surveys also
differed in whether they randomised the order in which the party labels appeared (e.g. when
asking respondents to rate all parties or voters of all parties in the system). Party labels were
randomised in all Data 2 countries, as well as Germany and the Netherlands (Data 1). In the US
and Brazil (both Data 1), the codebook suggests the labels were not randomised, though, given
that there are only two party labels and they were displayed on the same page, we consider this

to be inconsequential. We could not find this information for Spain (Data 1).
5.1.1 Survey Questions
In the tables below we list the item used to construct survey variables using the original labels in

the respective codebooks of the data sources used. All continuous variables are standardised into

z-scores, and specific categories can be appreciated in subsequent regression tables.
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Table A1 Data 1 - Survey items used for building common variables

Political
Interest

Partisan Social
(dummy) Sorting

Social Ideology Age Sex

Media

Education

Q20

Brazil

US

interest

Germany polint

The
Nether-
lands

Spain pl.3

Q90

political
party

pid1l

cv21m012 ¢v21m199

p35-3

Race
(Q94),
Region
(Q4-1),
Religion
(Q92)
Ethnicity
(ethn),
Income
Region
(region)
Vocational
Training
(edud-
edu9),
East
dummy
(state_list)
Urban
residence
(sted)
Income
(s12.1),
Region
(s0_3)

Q25 Q6 QL Q2

- ideo.id  age gender

birth
year

twitter,  leftright gender

faceb,
yout
(highest)

cs20m436 cv21m101 leeftijd geslacht

pl7e.3 p6-3 s2.3 s1.3

Q3

education

edu

olpcat

sda_3

Note: Social sorting calculated including standard socio-demographic variables in addition to variables
specified in the ‘Social Sorting’ column.

Table A2 Data 2 - Survey items used for building model variables

Political
Interest

CONAP G4

Partisan Social
(dummy) Sorting

Gbrl
(>4)

Region
(region2,
region, SE
nuts2,
regions)

Social Ideology Age Sex

Media

G8 E5 age gender
group2

Education

Education
and
educa-
tionlevel

Note: Social sorting calculated including standard socio-demographic variables in addition to variables
specified in the ‘Social Sorting’ column.
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Table A3 List of parties and their populist and ideological classification

Country Party Populist Far-right Far-left
Brazil Partido dos Trabalhadores (PT) 0 0 0
Brazil Bolsonarista 1 1 0
France Les Républicains (LR) 0 0 0
France La République en Marche (LREM) 0 0 0
France Parti Socialiste (PS) 0 0 0
France Reconquéte 0 0 0
France Europe Ecologie Les Verts (EELV) 0 0 0
France Union des démocrates et indépendants (UDI) 0 0 0
France La France Insoumise (FI) 1 0 1
France Mouvement Démocrate (MODEM) 0 0 0
France Rassemblement national (RN) 1 1 0
France Parti Communiste Frangais (PCF) 0 0 1
France Debout la France 1 1 0
Germany CDU/CSU 0 0 0
Germany Biindnis 90/Die Griinen 0 0 0
Germany SPD 0 0 0
Germany Die Linke 0 0 0
Germany AfD 1 1 0
Germany FDP 0 0 0
Italy Movimento 5 Stelle (M5S) 1 0 0
Italy Italia Viva (IV) 0 0 0
Italy Fratelli d’Italia (FdI) 1 1 0
Italy Azione 0 0 0
Italy Pit Europa (+Eu) 0 0 0
Italy Lega 1 1 0
Italy Partito Democratico (PD) 0 0 0
Italy Liberi e Uguali (LeU) 0 0 0
Italy Europa Verde (EV) 0 0 0
[taly La Sinistra 0 0 1
Italy Forza Italia (FI) 0 0 0
Netherlands VVD 0 0 0
Netherlands D66 0 0 0
Netherlands CDA 0 0 0
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Netherlands
Netherlands

Netherlands
Netherlands
Netherlands
Netherlands
Netherlands

Netherlands
Netherlands
Poland
Poland
Poland

Poland
Poland
Poland
Spain
Spain

Spain
Spain
Spain
Spain
Spain

Spain
Spain
Spain
Spain

Sweden

Sweden
Sweden
Sweden
Sweden

Sweden

Sweden

Sweden
UK

PvdA

Groen Links

SGP
DENK
PvdD
CU
FvD

SP

PVV

Polska 2050

Platforma Obywatelska (PO)

Lewica

Prawo i Sprawiedliwosc (PiS)
Konfederacja

Polskie Stronnictwo Ludowe (PSL)
Ciudadanos (Cs)

Partido Socialista Obrero Espanol (PSOE)

Unidas Podemos (UP)

Junts per Catalunya (JxCat)
Partido Popular (PP)

Vox (Vox)

Partido Nacionalista Vasco (PNV)

Euskal Herria Bildu (EHB)

Candidatura d’Unitat Popular (CUP-PR)
Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya

Maés Pais-Equo (MP-EQUO)

moderat

socialdemokrat
vansterpartist
sverigedemokrat

centerpartist
liberal
miljopartist
kristdemokrat

Labour
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UK
UK

UK
UK
UK
UK
US

US

Liberal Democrats

Conservative

Green Party UK

Reform UK (formerly Brexit Party)
Scottish National Party

Plaid Cymru

Republican Party

Democratic Party

o O O O = o o o©
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Table A4 Straightlining at the respondent- and evaluation-levels in Dataset 1.

Respondents Evaluations
Country Total N straightliners Share straightliners Total N equal Share equal
Germany 2223 250 0.11 13334 7050 0.53
Netherlands®* 805 2 0.003 9409 2555 0.27
Spain*™ 1291 73 0.06 6406 2503 0.39
Brazil 1147 88 0.08 2248 516 0.23
US 982 62 0.06 1964 287 0.15

Note: ‘Straightliners’ are respondents who assigned the same affective rating to all party-voter dyads
evaluated. ‘Evaluations’ denotes number of party-voter dyads that received the same affective rating.
Rating of voters in Spain and the Netherlands divided by 10 and rounded to nearest integer.

Table A5 Straightlining at the respondent- and evaluation-levels in Dataset 2.

Respondents Evaluations

Country  Total N straightliners Share straightliners Total N equal Share equal

UK 2053 69 0.03 4106 458 0.11
Germany 2002 91 0.05 4004 681 0.17
Sweden 2056 134 0.07 4112 762 0.19
Poland 2004 130 0.06 4008 768 0.19
Italy 2000 108 0.05 4000 667 0.17
France 2003 103 0.05 4006 600 0.15
US 2003 100 0.05 4006 512 0.13
Spain 2000 156 0.08 4000 940 0.23
Brazil 2000 199 0.10 4000 878 0.22

Note: ‘Straightliners’ are respondents who assigned the same affective rating to all party-voter dyads
evaluated. ‘Evaluations’ denotes number of party-voter dyads that received the same affective rating.
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Figure A1 Data 2 - Distribution of least-liked-party per country
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Note: All respondents were forced to choose a least-liked group. Percentages refer to the share of respondents who
choose that party/voter group as their least-liked.
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Figure A2 Replication of Figure la using least-liked party

O In-Party ® Least-liked—Party
O In-Voter @ Least-liked—Voter

G r= 05=6 r=0.74
ermany | =
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Mean affective rating

Note: Least-liked-party determined by explicit question in every country but Spain, where it was defined by the
lowest affective rating (more than one least-liked-party possible).
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Figure A3 Data 1 - Replication of Figure la displaying 95% confidence intervals

O In-Party B Out-Parties
O In-Voter @ OQut-Voters
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Mean affective rating

Note: All mean differences are statistically significant at the 95% level, as per specific t-tests.
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Figure A4 Data 2 - Replication of Figure 1b displaying 95% confidence intervals

O In-Party B Least-liked—party
O In-Voter @ Least-liked—voter
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Note: All mean differences are statistically significant at the 95% level, as per specific t-tests, unless explicitly
stated (out-parties/voters in US).
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Figure A5 Data 1 - Replication of Figure la restricting sample to partisans
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Figure A6 Data 2 - Replication of Figure 1b restricting sample to partisans
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Figure A7 lllustration of why overall correlation is confounded by lower, group-specific
corelations (Data 2)
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5.2 Main Models

The tables below refer to models displayed in Figure 2 (country-specific models for Data 1, and
pooled and country-specific models for Data 2). These models consider only out-groups (all other

parties except the in-party for Data 1 models, and the least-liked-party for Data 2 models)
5.2.1 Datal

Table A6 Data 1 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Brazil
Intercept -0.8917%**
(0.259)
Political Interest -0.022
(0.029)
Partisan (dummy) -0.126+
(0.074)
Social Sorting -0.218%**
(0.032)
Social Media Usage 0.024
(0.028)
Populist (party) -0.453%**
(0.055)
Ideological Distance -0.142%**
(0.026)
Affective Rating (party) -0.778%H*
(0.050)
Age: 16-24 0.180
(0.126)
Age: 25-34 0.195
(0.125)
Age: 35-54 0.2414
(0.132)
Female 0.042
(0.059)
Education: Up to High School 0.504*
(0.246)
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Education: Tertiary and Above 0.559%*

(0.236)
SD (Intercept id) 0.624
SD (Observations) 0.607
Num.Obs. 1265
R2 Marg. 0.197
R2 Cond. 0.609
AIC 3379.4
BIC 3461.6
ICC 0.5
RMSE 0.47
# Individuals 1103

+p<0.1,*p <005 % p< 0.01, **p < 0.001

Table A7 Data 1 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

US
Intercept 0.256
(0.218)
Political Interest 0.008
(0.031)
Partisan (dummy) -0.001
(0.101)
Social Sorting 0.010
(0.038)
partyrepublican -0.089+
(0.050)
Ideological Distance -0.028
(0.030)
Affective Rating (party) -0.485***
(0.043)
Age: 16-24 -0.233*
(0.098)
Age: 25-34 -0.291°**
(0.088)
Age: 35-54 -0.228**
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(0.072)

Female -0.137*
(0.059)
Education: High school graduate 0.030
(0.196)
Education: Other post high school vocational training  -0.204
(0.259)
Education: Completed some college, but no degree -0.124
(0.199)
Education: Associate’s degree 0.078
(0.218)
Education: Bachelor’s degree 0.037
(0.196)
Education: Master’s or professional degree 0.096
(0.214)
Education: Doctorate degree -0.053
(0.326)
Education: None of the above 0.910
(0.954)
SD (Intercept id) 0.645
SD (Observations) 0.664
Num.Obs. 1126
R2 Marg. 0.159
R2 Cond. 0.567
AIC 3066.6
BIC 3172.1
ICC 0.5
RMSE 0.49
# Individuals 982

+p <0.1, *p<0.05 **p <0.01, ** p < 0.001

Table A8 Data 1 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Germany
Intercept 0.017
(0.046)
Political Interest 0.031+
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(0.016)

Partisan (dummy) -0.024
(0.031)
Social Sorting -0.022
(0.014)
Social Media Usage -0.011
(0.015)
Populist (party) -0.201%%*
(0.025)
Vote Share (party) -0.025*
(0.011)
Ideological Distance -0.077*F*
(0.011)
Affective Rating (party) -0.380%+*
(0.010)
Age: 16-24 -0.023
(0.057)
Age: 25-34 0.015
(0.045)
Age: 35-54 -0.023
(0.033)
Female 0.066*
(0.029)
Education: Medium -0.010
(0.043)
Education: High 0.067
(0.044)
SD (Intercept new_id) 0.541
SD (Observations) 0.790
Num.Obs. 11496
R2 Marg. 0.100
R2 Cond. 0.388
AIC 30040.5
BIC 30165.4
ICC 0.3
RMSE 0.73
# Individuals 2223
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+p <0.1, *p <0.05 * p < 0.01, * p < 0.001

Table A9 Data 1 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Spain
Intercept -0.389
(0.257)
Political Interest -0.009
(0.022)
Partisan (dummy) -0.031
(0.044)
Social Sorting -0.035+
(0.020)
Social Media Usage -0.006
(0.021)
Populist (party) -0.007
(0.025)
Vote Share (party) 0.100%**
(0.013)
Ideological Distance -0.251%**
(0.015)
Affective Rating (party) -0.578%H*
(0.016)
Age: 25-34 0.052
(0.082)
Age: 35-54 0.117
(0.075)
Age: 55+ 0.028
(0.081)
Female 0.049
(0.041)
Education: Primary education 0.264
(0.290)
Education: Lower secondary education 0.393
(0.249)
Education: Upper secondary education  0.432+
(0.246)
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Education: Bachelor’s, 3 years

Education: Bachelor’s, 5 years

Education: Master’s

Education: Doctorate

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Region:

Aragén

Asturias

Islas Baleares

Canarias

Cantabria

Castilla y Leon

Castilla-La Mancha

Cataluna

Comunidad Valenciana

Extremadura

Galicia

Madrid

Murcia

Navarra

Pais Vasco
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0.492*
(0.248)
0.348
(0.246)
0.374
(0.250)
0.223
(0.269)
-0.227+
(0.122)
-0.191
(0.150)
-0.238
(0.146)
-0.119
(0.104)
0.003
(0.178)
-0.196*
(0.093)
-0.034
(0.110)
-0.113+
(0.066)
-0.042
(0.073)
0.040
(0.124)
-0.122
(0.089)
-0.085
(0.067)
-0.194+
(0.111)
-0.389+
(0.201)
0.030
(0.102)



Region: La Rioja -0.127

(0.212)
SD (Intercept id) 0.590
SD (Observations) 0.685
Num.Obs. 5423
R2 Marg. 0.188
R2 Cond. 0.534
AIC 13286.9
BIC 13537.6
ICC 0.4
RMSE 0.62
# Individuals 1287

+p<0.1,*p <005 *p< 0.01, **p < 0.001

Table A10 Data 1 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Netherlands
Intercept -0.059
(0.053)
Political Interest 0.010
(0.022)
Partisan (dummy) 0.006
(0.043)
Social Sorting -0.040*
(0.018)
Social Media Usage 0.005
(0.009)
Populist (party) -0.101%**
(0.021)
Vote Share (party) -0.084%+*
(0.010)
Ideological Distance -0.108%**
(0.010)
Affective Rating (party) -0.435%%*
(0.012)
Age: 16-24 0.067
(0.125)

37



Age: 25-34 -0.002

(0.076)
Age: 35-54 -0.011
(0.045)
Female 0.005
(0.037)
Education: Medium 0.029
(0.049)
Education: High 0.008
(0.045)
SD (Intercept id) 0.413
SD (Observations) 0.782
Num.Obs. 7784
R2 Marg. 0.179
R2 Cond. 0.358
AIC 19363.3
BIC 19481.6
ICC 0.2
RMSE 0.75
# Individuals 720

+p < 0.1, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.001

5.2.2 Data 2

Since educational categories were not standardised across countries, we proceeded as follows re-
garding the pooled model. We kept the order of categories as originally provided by the survey
vendor and treated the variable as continuous. Thereafter, we split this continuous measures into
the bottom/top 50% percentile (top = high educational level), and added a separate category

capturing ‘Other’ and missing values.

Table A11 Data 2 - Results of pooled model (Figure 2)

Pooled Model

Intercept 0.177***
(0.031)

Political Interest 0.028%**
(0.008)
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Partisan (dummy)
Social Sorting

Social Media Usage
Ideological Distance
Populist

Vote Share (party)
Affective Rating (party)

Age: 18-29
30-44

45-59
60+

Sex: Male

Female

Education: Low
High

Other/Missing

Country: UK

Germany
Sweden
Poland

Italy
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-0.097#**
(0.016)
-0.007
(0.008)

-0.055%**
(0.008)

-0.072%**
(0.008)

-0.053%**
(0.015)

-0.024*
(0.012)

-0.456%**
(0.007)
-0.032
(0.021)

-0.131 %%
(0.022)

-0.151 %%
(0.022)
-0.007
(0.014)

0.023
(0.016)
0.061**
(0.021)

-0.248%**
(0.032)

-0.373%**
(0.032)
-0.064*
(0.030)

-0.095%*

(0.032)



France 0.046
(0.032)
US 0.391%***
(0.036)
Spain -0.123*#*
(0.033)
Brazil 0.365%#*
(0.032)
Num.Obs. 18121
R2 0.200
R2 Adj. 0.199
AIC 48273.5
BIC 48460.8
Log.Lik. -24112.754
F 205.224
RMSE 0.89

+p < 0.1, * p <0.05, * p < 0.01, ** p < 0.001

Table A12 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

UK
Intercept 0.208
(0.145)
Political Interest 0.030
(0.023)
Partisan (dummy) 0.012
(0.047)
Social Sorting -0.038+
(0.021)
Social Media Usage -0.051*
(0.023)
Ideological Distance -0.031
(0.021)
Populist (party) -0.244%**
(0.063)
Vote Share (party) -0.071%%*

(0.020)



Affective Rating (party) -0.504%%*

(0.021)
Age: 18-29 -
30-44 -0.059
(0.065)
45-59 -0.278%**
(0.067)
60+ -0.337HH*
(0.069)
Sex: Male -
Female -0.025
(0.040)
Education: Lowest level -
Degree level or higher -0.033
(0.157)
Up to GCSEs/O level or equivalent 0.019
(0.138)
Up to A levels or equivalent -0.043
(0.139)
Undergraduate (not a Bachelor’s degree) 0.049
(0.146)
Graduate (Bachelor’s degree) 0.008
(0.138)
Postgraduate (master, doctorate, PHD etc.) 0.167
(0.144)
Other qualifications/apprenticeships 0.085
(0.147)
Missing 0.055
(0.135)
Num.Obs. 2053
R2 0.220
R2 Adj. 0.212
AIC 5354.3
BIC 0478.1
Log.Lik. -2655.162
RMSE 0.88

+ p < 0.1, * p < 0.05 ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001
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Table A13 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Sweden
Intercept 0.598%**
(0.093)
Political Interest -0.025
(0.019)
Partisan (dummy) -0.010
(0.042)
Social Sorting -0.005
(0.017)
Social Media Usage -0.017
(0.018)
Ideological Distance -0.125%**
(0.018)
Populist (party) -0.411%%*
(0.046)
Vote Share (party) 0.361%**
(0.051)
Affective Rating (party) -0.701%**
(0.018)
Age: 18-29 -
30-44 -0.104*
(0.048)
45-59 -0.063
(0.050)
60+ -0.027
(0.050)
Sex: Male -
Female 0.008
(0.035)
Education: Lowest level -
Gymnasium -0.176*
(0.073)
Folkhogskola 0.163
(0.133)

Hogskola/Universitet, 60 podng (40 podng, gamla systemet) eller mindre ~ -0.130
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(0.082)

Hogskola/Universitet, mer &n 60 podng (40 podng, gamla systemet) -0.117
(0.074)
Annat 0.030
(0.119)
Missing -0.145
(0.219)
Num.Obs. 2056
R2 0.443
R2 Adj. 0.438
AIC 4689.1
BIC 4801.7
Log.Lik. -2324.557
RMSE 0.75

+p<0.1,*p<0.05 **p <0.01, *** p < 0.001

Table A14 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Germany
Intercept 1.062**
(0.397)
Political Interest -0.002
(0.022)
Partisan (dummy) -0.034
(0.046)
Social Sorting 0.023
(0.021)
Social Media Usage -0.024
(0.021)
Ideological Distance -0.026
(0.021)
Populist (party) -0. 272K
(0.051)
Vote Share (party) 0.299%**
(0.069)
Affective Rating (party) -0.534%F*
(0.022)
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Age: 18-29

30-44 0.035
(0.074)
45-59 -0.058
(0.073)
60+ -0.101
(0.074)
Sex: Male -
Female 0.008
(0.041)
Education: Lowest level -
Haupt- (Volks-) schulabschluss -0.766+
(0.405)
Realschul- oder gleichwertiger Abschluss -0.669+
(0.399)
Fachhochschul- oder allgemeine Hochschulreife — -0.554
(0.399)
Anderer Abschluss -0.569
(0.415)
Missing -0.625
(0.410)
Num.Obs. 2002
R2 0.247
R2 Adj. 0.240
AIC 5276.8
BIC 5383.2
Log.Lik. -2619.379
RMSE 0.87

+p <0.1,*p <0.05 * p < 0.01, ¥* p < 0.001

Table A15 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Poland
Intercept 0.620**
(0.223)
Political Interest -0.006
(0.024)
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Partisan (dummy)
Social Sorting

Social Media Usage
Ideological Distance
Populist (party)

Vote Share (party)
Affective Rating (party)

Age: 18-29
30-44

45-59
60+

Sex: Male

Female

Education: Lowest level

szkola zawodowa

szkola srednia/ technikum (bez matury)

szkola srednia/ technikum (zdana matura)

licencjat

uczelnia wyzsza (z tytulem inzyniera/magistra)
uczelnia wyzsza (bez tytulu inzyniera/magistra)

uczelnia wyzsza (z tytulem doktora)

-0.076
(0.052)
-0.075%**
(0.022)
-0.066**
(0.023)
-0.048*
(0.022)
-0.050
(0.055)
~0.110%%
(0.032)
-0.478¥**
(0.023)
-0.013
(0.070)
0.116
(0.074)
-0.030
(0.073)
0.093*
(0.043)
-0.482*
(0.231)
-0.439+
(0.225)
-0.586%*
(0.220)
-0.638%*
(0.231)
0,647
(0.221)
-0.457*
(0.226)
-0.425



(0.258)

Inne -0.248
(0.274)
Missing -0.887**
(0.280)
Num.Obs. 2004
R2 0.192
R2 Adj. 0.184
AIC 5612.3
BIC 5741.2
Log.Lik. -2783.160
RMSE 0.90

+p<0.1,*p <005 *p< 0.01, **p < 0.001

COCCleeedecidiccdecadicececccccce

Table A16 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Italy
Intercept -0.105
(0.305)
Political Interest 0.005
(0.023)
Partisan (dummy) 0.020
(0.045)
Social Sorting -0.053**
(0.020)
Social Media Usage -0.053*
(0.022)
Ideological Distance -0.179%**
(0.022)
Populist (party) -0.008
(0.044)
Vote Share (party) -0.150%**
(0.037)
Affective Rating (party) -0.503***
(0.022)
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Age: 18-29

30-44 0.049
(0.071)
45-59 -0.021
(0.069)
60+ -0.113+
(0.068)
Sex: Male -
Female 0.080+
(0.041)
Education: Lowest level -
Licenza di scuola media inferiore -0.025
(0.302)
Diploma di scuola secondaria superiore 0.029
(0.295)
Laurea di primo livello -0.031
(0.301)
Laurea di secondo livello/Laurea quadriennale (vecchio ordinamento)  -0.050
(0.298)
Master /Dottorato -0.051
(0.306)
Missing 0.106
(0.354)
Num.Obs. 2000
R2 0.223
R2 Adj. 0.216
AIC 5413.9
BIC 5525.9
Log.Lik. -2686.941
RMSE 0.88

+p <01, *p<0.05 **p < 0.01, * p < 0.001

Table A17 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

France

Intercept -0.012
(0.136)
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Political Interest
Partisan (dummy)
Social Sorting

Social Media Usage
Ideological Distance
Populist (party)

Vote Share (party)
Affective Rating (party)

Age: 18-29
30-44

45-59
60+

Sex: Male

Female

Education: Lowest level

Certificat d’études primaires
Certificat d’études secondaires
Diplome niveau baccalauréat
Autre niveau d’éducation

Je préfere ne pas répondre
Missing
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0.013
(0.023)
-0.026
(0.046)

0.021
(0.020)
-0.035+

(0.021)

-0.074%%*
(0.021)

0.343 %%
(0.041)
-0.015
(0.040)

-0.465%%
(0.021)
0.0004
(0.069)

-0.197%*
(0.068)
-0.158*
(0.067)
-0.037
(0.040)
-0.065
(0.171)
0.039
(0.141)
0.067
(0.135)
-0.012
(0.135)
0.282
(0.218)
-0.083



(0.181)

Num.Obs. 2003
R2 0.232
R2 Adj. 0.225
AIC 5336.0
BIC 5448.0
Log.Lik. -2647.979
RMSE 0.88

+p <0.1, *p <0.05, * p < 0.01, ** p < 0.001

Table A18 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

US
Intercept 0.077
(0.587)
Political Interest 0.060*
(0.025)
Partisan (dummy) 0.008
(0.053)
Social Sorting -0.048*
(0.024)
Social Media Usage -0.070*
(0.028)
Ideological Distance -0.133%%*
(0.024)
Vote Share (party) -0.088
(0.345)
Affective Rating (party) -0.510%**
(0.026)
30-44 -0.046
(0.068)
Age: 18-29 -
45-59 -0.171*
(0.073)
60+ -0.179*
(0.076)
Female 0.027
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(0.044)

Sex: Male -
Secondary (high school) Education 0.059
(0.145)
Education: Lowest level -
Some College, University, Technical School or Further Education 0.108
(0.145)
Vocational or Technical Degree 0.262
(0.173)
Associate s Degree 0.063
(0.152)
Bachelor “s Degree 0.167
(0.143)
Master “s Degree 0.289*
(0.146)
Doctoral or Professional Degree (PhD, Ed.D, JD, DVM, DO, MD, DDS, or similar)  0.275+
(0.167)
Prefer not to answer -0.393
(0.775)
Num.Obs. 2003
R2 0.181
R2 Ad;. 0.173
AIC 5388.6
BIC 5506.3
Log.Lik. -2673.308
RMSE 0.91

+p < 0.1, * p < 0.05 ** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.001

Table A19 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)

Spain

Intercept -0.071
(0.166)

Political Interest 0.031
(0.023)

Partisan (dummy) 0.002
(0.051)
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Social Sorting -0.0002

(0.021)
Social Media Usage -0.055*
(0.023)
Ideological Distance -0.115%%*
(0.023)
Populist (party) -0.155%*
(0.050)
Vote Share (party) 0.086
(0.054)
Affective Rating (party) -0.470%%*
(0.023)
Age: 18-29 -
30-44 0.076
(0.063)
45-59 0.044
(0.066)
60+ 0.140+
(0.073)
Sex: Male -
Female 0.012
(0.041)
Education: Lowest level -
Secondary Education Completed 0.134
(0.156)
Some University or Vocational Certification 0.109
(0.163)
Vocational or Professional Certification Completed 0.117
(0.155)
University Education Completed 0.157
(0.151)
Postgraduate Education Completed 0.152
(0.161)
Doctorate, Post-doctorate or equivalent Completed 0.155
(0.178)
Missing 0.270+
(0.152)
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Num.Obs. 2000
R2 0.194
R2 Adj. 0.186
AIC 5292.0
BIC 5409.6
Log.Lik. -2625.015
RMSE 0.89
+p<0.1,*p<0.05 *p<0.01, ¥* p < 0.001
Table A20 Data 2 - Results of country-specific models (Figure 2)
Brazil
Intercept 0.2294
(0.124)
Political Interest 0.052%*
(0.025)
Partisan (dummy) -0.463%**
(0.049)
Social Sorting 0.022
(0.023)
Social Media Usage -0.071%*
(0.025)
Ideological Distance 0.030
(0.023)
Party: Bolsonarista -0.142%**
(0.043)
Affective Rating (party) -0.327K*
(0.023)
30-44 -0.040
(0.053)
Age: 18-29 -
45-59 -0.250%**
(0.061)
60+ -0.257**
(0.089)
Female -0.095*
(0.044)
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Sex: Male _

Secondary Education Completed 0.185
(0.126)
Education: Lowest level -
Some University or Vocational Certification 0.332*
(0.150)
Vocational or Professional Certification Completed 0.382%*
(0.167)
University Education Completed 0.134
(0.126)
Postgraduate Education Completed 0.2604
(0.137)
Doctorate, Post-doctorate or equivalent Completed -0.010
(0.202)
Missing 0.211+
(0.118)
Num.Obs. 2000
R2 0.119
R2 Adj. 0.111
AIC 5476.2
BIC 5588.2
Log.Lik. -2718.080
RMSE 0.94

+ p < 0.1, * p < 0.05 ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001

5.3 Alternative Models

We report the following alternative models. First, we present results for models restricted to
in-groups (Figure A8). Second, we present models restricted to the least-liked-party in Data 1
(replicating the main models for Data 2, where ‘out-party’ automatically means the least-liked-
party) (Figure A9). Third, we estimate models excluding straightlining respondents across both
datasets (Figure A10). Fourth, we ‘decompose’ the populist party family by ideological classifica-
tion using a pooled Data 2 model (Figure A11). Finally, we re-estimate the main models applying

a Bonferroni correction (i.e. « divided by the 7 independent tests) (Figure A12).
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Figure A8 Results of models predicting net voter affect across datasets (in-party only)
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Figure A9 Results of models predicting net voter affect across in Data 1 countries, restricted to
least-liked-party (more than one possible in Spain)

Data 1 — Least-liked—parties only
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Figure A10 Results of models predicting net voter affect across datasets, excluding

straightlining respondents
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Figure A11 Data 2 - pooled model decomposing populist party family (ref = Non-populist
parties)

Data 2 — Least-liked—parties only

e p<0.05 o p>0.05

Political |
Interest

Partisan - ——i

[oAS|—{enpIAIpU|

Discuss Politics |
Online

Ideological |

Social Sorting - -dlt
|
|
|
|
1

Distance 1

1

Populist
Far-Left and Centre

Populist |
Far-Right

|[ons|—Aued

Vote Share - o

-0.6 -0.3 0.0 0.3 0.6
Beta coefficient

Note: Only the Five-Star Movement is classified as a ‘centrist’ populist party, hence we added it to the ‘Far-left
and Centre’ category.
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Figure A12 Results of models predicting net voter affect across datasets, with
Bonferroni-corrected confidence intervals and significance level (o = 0.007)
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