Appendix I: Potential Revanchist States
Table A1 lists the potential revanchists since 1815. In the conclusion, we suggest that territorial reduced (post-imperial) states might face slightly different possibilities for revanchism if their imperial possessions were overseas (i.e. maritime) or directly adjacent on land.

	Potential Revanchists (Period)
	Potential Objects for Revanchism
	Maritime

	Austria* (post-1919)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the Hapsburg empire 
	

	Belgium (post-1962)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the Belgian overseas empire
	Yes

	France* (post-1871)
	Territory lost to Germany
	

	France (post-1960)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the French overseas empire
	Yes

	Japan (post-1952)
	Territory lost to China, Taiwan, South Korea, and the Soviet Union/Russia
	Yes

	Germany* (post-1919)
	Territory lost to Belgium, France, and Poland 
	

	Germany* (post-1945)
	Territory lost to Belgium, France, Poland, and the Soviet Union 
	

	Hungary* (post-1919)
	Territory lost to Austria, Czechoslovakia, Romania, and Yugoslavia
	

	Italy (post-1945)
	Territory lost to Albania and Ethiopia
	Yes

	The Netherlands (post-1949)
	Territory lost to Indonesia
	Yes

	Portugal (post-1825 and 1975)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the Portuguese overseas empire
	Yes

	Russia* (post-1991)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the former Soviet Union
	

	Serbia* (post-1999)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the former Yugoslavia
	

	Spain (post-1833)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the Spanish overseas empire
	

	Turkey* (post-1919)
	Territory lost to France, Greece, Italy, and the United Kingdom
	

	United Kingdom* (post-1922)
	Territory lost to Ireland
	Yes, but control retained over six northeastern counties that would make up Northern Ireland

	United Kingdom (post-1968)
	Territory lost to newly independent states that once made up the British overseas empire
	Yes

	Cases marked with “*” involve lost territories that are directly adjacent to the territorially reduced state. 


Table A1. Potential Revanchists since 1815.



Appendix II. Coding Elite Continuity

For the Russian case, we collected data through the analysis of open sources, such as media reports, interviews, and internet publications.
Russia’s Security Councils
The coding rule is based on counting the share of the individuals who worked in Soviet power structures during the Soviet period and fit the definition of nomenklatura (i.e., held positions that required membership in the CPSU and approval from party bodies, such as party organizers and managers of lower and middle levels in all sectors of the nomenklatura). For coding purposes, we assigned a value of “1” to individuals holding positions in the ranks of the nomenklatura at the end of the Soviet period. For example, Yuri Luzhkov, Moscow’s mayor under Yeltsin and Putin, held the following highest position in the nomenklatura ranks at the time of the Soviet collapse - Deputy Chairman of the Moscow City Executive Committee. Alexey Likhachev, CEO of the state corporation ROSATOM, was a Secretary of the Gorky (now Nizhny Novgorod) City Committee of the Komsomol in 1991. 
We estimated the share of those individuals among the permanent members of each Russia’s Security Council. A total of 11 Security Councils have been convened throughout the analyzed period, about 15-20 permanent members in each. We only looked at the original composition of each Security Council upon the formation, ignoring additional changes over its term.

