SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX

Table 1 - Retentionist Democracies, 1945-2001

	Country
	Number of dyad-years
	% of total dyad-years
	Duration

	Argentina*
	20
	0.08
	1983-1984

	Armenia*
	42
	0.18
	1991-1994

	Australia
	269
	1.13
	1945-1984

	Bangladesh
	14
	0.06
	1972-1973

	Belarus
	44
	0.18
	1991-1994

	Belgium*
	480
	2.01
	1945-1996

	Bolivia
	174
	0.73
	1982-1997

	Botswana*
	286
	1.2
	1969-2001

	Brazil
	12
	0.05
	1946

	Bulgaria
	111
	0.47
	1990-1998

	Canada
	181
	0.76
	1945-1976

	Chile
	125
	0.52
	1989-2001

	Cyprus
	205
	0.86
	1960-1962, 1968-1983

	Czechoslovakia
	25
	0.1
	1945-46, 1990

	Dominican Republic
	11
	0.05
	1962

	Fiji
	50
	0.21
	1970-1979

	Finland
	35
	0.15
	1945-1949

	France*
	2,794
	11.72
	1946-1957, 1969-1981

	Gambia
	178
	0.75
	1965-1993

	Greece*
	303
	1.27
	1945-1948, 1975-1993

	Guatemala
	76
	0.32
	1996-2001

	Hungary
	9
	0.04
	1990

	India*
	699
	2.93
	1950-2001

	Ireland
	227
	0.95
	1945-1990

	Israel*
	55
	0.23
	1948-1954

	Italy
	9
	0.04
	1947

	Jamaica
	490
	2.06
	1962-2001

	Japan*
	2,294
	9.63
	1952-2001

	Laos
	18
	0.08
	1958-1959

	Latvia
	123
	0.52
	1991-1999

	Lesotho
	64
	0.27
	1966-1969, 1993-1997

	Lithuania
	103
	0.43
	1991-1998

	Madagascar
	100
	0.42
	1992-2001

	Malaysia
	127
	0.53
	1957-1968

	Mali
	69
	0.29
	1992-1996

	Mauritius
	170
	0.71
	1968-1995

	Mexico
	22
	0.09
	2000-2001

	Moldova
	26
	0.11
	1993-1995

	Mongolia
	69
	0.29
	1992-2001

	Myanmar*
	128
	0.54
	1948-1961

	New Zealand
	76
	0.32
	1945-1961

	Niger*
	59
	0.25
	1992-1995

	Nigeria*
	153
	0.64
	1960-1965, 1979-1983

	Pakistan*
	160
	0.67
	1956-1957, 1973-1976, 1988-1998

	Papua New Guinea*
	242
	1.02
	1975-2001

	Paraguay
	10
	0.04
	1992

	Philippines
	99
	0.42
	1987

	Poland
	115
	0.48
	1991-1997

	Russia*
	373
	1.57
	2000-2001

	Senegal
	26
	0.11
	2000-2001

	Somalia*
	78
	0.33
	1960-1968

	South Africa
	39
	0.16
	1993-1995

	South Korea*
	32
	0.13
	1960, 1998-2001

	Spain
	11
	0.05
	1978

	Sri Lanka
	178
	0.75
	1948-1977

	Sudan*
	127
	0.53
	1956-1957, 1965-1968, 1986-1988

	Syria*
	36
	0.15
	1954-1957

	Taiwan*
	73
	0.31
	1992-2001

	Thailand*
	132
	0.55
	1992-2001

	Trinidad and Tobago
	444
	1.86
	1962-2001

	Turkey*
	716
	3
	1946-53, 1960-70, 1973-9, 1983-2001

	Uganda
	37
	0.16
	1962-1965

	Ukraine
	94
	0.39
	1994-1999

	United Kingdom*
	2,847
	11.95
	1945-1973

	United States*
	7,410
	31.09
	1945-2001

	Yugoslavia
	27
	0.11
	2000-2001

	Total
	23,831
	100
	


Note: A country is classified as a retentionist democracy in years for which it retained the death penalty for ordinary crimes and had a combined Polity score of  > 16. Those indicated with a * initiated at least one MID. 

Bivariate Logit Models Predicting Current Death Penalty Retention in 43 Democracies
All predictors were coded at the country level based on survey data from Gallup International’s Voice of the People Millennium Survey (2000). The question asked respondents what the main aim of imprisonment should be: 
· Revenge = “To make those who have done wrong pay for it.”
· Deterrence = “To act as a deterrent to others”
· Public safety = “To protect other citizens”

Table 2 – The Effect of Revenge, Deterrence and Public Safety on Retention

	Predictor
	Coeff.
	Std. Error
	P=
	Pseudo R2

	% Endorsing Revenge
	0.095
	0.046
	0.039
	0.142

	% Endorsing Deterrence
	0.052
	0.035
	0.142
	0.061

	% Endorsing Public Safety
	-0.029
	0.045
	0.523
	0.012

	% Endorsing Utilitarianism (Deterrence + Public Safety)
	0.023
	0.031
	0.460
	0.016


Vengefulness as a Predictor of Active Executions in 43 Democracies 

Table 3 – The Effect of Vengefulness on Year of Last Execution 

	
	Coefficient
	Std. Error
	P =
	R2
	N=

	% Endorsing Revenge
	0.070
	0.68
	.31
	0.026
	42


Note: this is a linear regression model with year of last execution as the dependent variable. 

Table 4 – The Effect of Vengefulness on Recent Executions

	
	Coefficient
	Std. Error
	P =
	Pseudo R2
	N=

	% Endorsing Revenge
	0.045
	0.044
	0.31
	0.034
	42


Note: this is a logistic regression model with the dependent variable equal to 1 if the country carried out an execution after the VPM survey was conducted in 2000. 

Testing Alternative Measures of Vengefulness based on Year of Last Known Execution

I constructed two measures using data on the year of last known execution in each country.

Active Executions
· An indicator variable equal to 1 up to and including the year of last known execution and 0 in all years thereafter.

Death Penalty Intensity

· Equal to 2 in the years up to and including the year of last known execution.

· Equal to 1 in the years between last known execution and abolition of the death penalty for ordinary crimes.

· Equal to 0 in all years after abolition.

Note: in the models reported below, I treat Death Penalty Intensity as a continuous variable. Transforming this variable into its between-dyad and within-dyad components produces two continuous variables (the former ranges from 0 to 2, and the latter ranges from -1.89 to 1.89). 

(SEE NEXT PAGE FOR TABLE 5)

Table 5 - Cluster-Corrected Models with Death Penalty Intensity
	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects

	Death penalty intensity
	0.61 (0.18)***
	-0.18 (0.17)
	0.35 (0.33)
	-0.42 (0.40)

	Target democracy
	
	
	0.22 (0.58)
	-0.70 (0.37)*

	Initiator capabilities score
	
	
	-19.55 (12.72)
	-68.91 (22.71)***

	Target capabilities score
	
	
	30.64 (12.32)**
	18.49 (12.56)

	Balance of capabilities
	
	
	1.52 (0.78)*
	0.24 (1.56)

	Initiator share of cap.
	
	
	2.61 (0.90)***
	15.17 (4.08)***

	Defensive pact
	
	
	0.98 (0.59)*
	-0.09 (0.91)

	Alliance portfolio similar.
	
	
	-0.46 (0.65)
	0.76 (1.01)

	Initiator major power
	
	
	-0.79 (0.75)
	1.32 (0.82)

	Target major power
	
	
	-2.80 (1.51)*
	-2.70 (1.65)

	InitiatorMP*TargetMP
	
	
	--
	--

	Initiator PTS score
	
	
	0.46 (0.48)
	1.02 (0.57)*

	Target PTS score 
	
	
	0.56 (0.40)
	1.40 (0.32)***

	InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS
	
	
	-0.08 (0.13)
	-0.34 (0.14)**

	Democratic duration
	
	
	0.35 (0.32)
	0.73 (0.35)**

	Ongoing civil war
	
	
	0.75 (0.63)
	-0.81 (0.74)

	Ten yrs. post-civil war
	
	
	1.24 (1.41)
	-0.13 (0.44)

	Income inequality
	
	
	0.23 (0.32)
	-0.25 (0.20)

	Income inequality2
	
	
	-0.002 (0.004)
	0.002 (0.002)

	Right wing executive
	
	
	-1.14 (0.84)
	-0.26 (0.28)

	Land contiguity
	
	0.92 (0.45)**

	Independence post-1990
	
	-0.19 (0.87)

	Ethnic fractionalization
	
	1.65 (1.04)

	Constant
	-6.43 (0.27)***
	-13.53 (7.57)*

	Observations
	46,342
	19,496


Notes:  Logistic regression models with standard errors clustered on the directed-dyad. The number of observations significantly decreases in Model 2 due to data availability (Income inequality is available starting in 1960, Right wing executive is available starting in 1975, and PTS scores are available starting in 1976). The Initiator MP * Target MP interaction was dropped from Model 2 because of perfect prediction. Democratic duration is logged. Cubic splines of years since last MID are included in the model but not reported. A single coefficient is reported for land contiguity, independence post-1990, and ethnic fractionalization because these variables are not time-varying. Std. errors are reported in parentheses. Significance: * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.

Table 6 - Cluster-Corrected Models with Active Executions

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	 
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects

	Active Executions
	0.98 (0.33)***
	-0.29 (0.34)
	-0.25 (0.56)
	-0.48 (0.73)

	Target democracy
	
	
	0.22 (0.59)
	-0.63 (0.37)*

	Initiator capabilities score
	
	
	-8.99 (12.34)
	-57.30 (21.13)***

	Target capabilities score
	
	
	33.17 (13.56)
	17.91 (12.56)

	Balance of capabilities
	
	
	1.64 (0.80)**
	-0.18 (1.57)

	Initiator share of cap.
	
	
	2.83 (0.91)***
	14.67 (4.03)***

	Defensive pact
	
	
	0.71 (0.64)
	-0.19 (0.92)

	Alliance portfolio similar.
	
	
	-0.19 (0.72)
	0.89 (0.98)

	Initiator major power
	
	
	-0.85 (0.78)
	1.29 (0.80)

	Target major power
	
	
	-2.81 (1.69)*
	-2.71 (1.80)

	InitiatorMP*TargetMP
	
	
	--
	--

	Initiator PTS score
	
	
	0.28 (0.49)
	0.99 (0.57)

	Target PTS score 
	
	
	0.55 (0.39)
	1.41 (0.32)***

	InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS
	
	
	-0.07 (0.13)
	-0.35 (0.14)**

	Democratic duration
	
	
	0.15 (0.28)
	0.81 (0.36)**

	Ongoing civil war
	
	
	1.00 (0.66)
	-0.35 (0.66)

	Ten yrs. post-civil war
	
	
	1.47 (1.39)
	-0.06 (0.44)

	Income inequality
	
	
	0.17 (0.30)
	-0.26 (0.20)

	Income inequality2
	
	
	-0.002 (0.003)
	0.002 (0.002)

	Right wing executive
	
	
	-0.80 (0.75)
	-0.25 (0.28)

	Land contiguity
	
	1.01 (0.46)**

	Independence post-1990
	
	-0.37 (0.83)

	Ethnic fractionalization
	
	1.74 (1.08)

	Constant
	-6.23 (0.23)***
	-11.80 (7.15)

	Observations
	46,404
	19,548


Notes:  Logistic regression models with standard errors clustered on the directed-dyad. The number of observations significantly decreases in Model 2 due to data availability (Income inequality is available starting in 1960, Right wing executive is available starting in 1975, and PTS scores are available starting in 1976). The Initiator MP * Target MP interaction was dropped from Model 2 because of perfect prediction. Democratic duration is logged. Cubic splines of years since last MID are included in the model but not reported. A single coefficient is reported for land contiguity, independence post-1990, and ethnic fractionalization because these variables are not time-varying. Std. errors are reported in parentheses. Significance: * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.

Additional Robustness Checks for Table 1
Note: All models presented in Table 7 below are cluster-corrected models that include the full set of MIDs control variables. I report only the between-dyad effects since I find no within-dyad effect of Initiator death penalty in any model specification. I do not report the effects of the MIDs controls to save space and highly the relevant comparisons. 

· Model A is the same as Model 2 from Table 1 in the paper for purposes of comparison.

· Model B replicates the specification of Model 2 from Table 1 in the paper using the reduced sample from Model 4.

· Model C excludes control variables with significant missing data (Initiator PTS, Target PTS, InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS, Right wing executive, Income inequality Income and inequality2).

· Model D includes all controls except the dummy variables for United States and Europe.

· Model E - includes all control variables except Independence post-1990, and the dummy variables for United States and Europe.

Interpretation:

· Model B illustrates the effect of the reduced sample size in Model 4 of Table 1 compared to Model 2 (reported here as Model A). Model 4 has a significantly reduced sample size as a result of missing data for a number of control variables (N = 19,600 compared to N = 40,967 for Model 2). Most notably the PTS scores are only available starting in 1976, executive ideology is only available starting in 1975, and income inequality is only available starting in 1960. Thus, Model B includes only observations that have complete data for all of the control variables (N = 19,600). Compared to Model A, the coefficient on Initiator death penalty is reduced slightly and the standard error is increased slightly as one would expect with a sample size reduced by more than 50%. However the conclusion remains basically the same: Initiator death penalty has a substantively large and statistically significant effect on the likelihood of initiation. 
· Model C includes only those control variables that have complete or mostly complete data (Democratic duration, Independence post-1990, Ongoing civil war, Ten years post-civil war, Ethnic Fractionalization, and the dummy variables for Western Europe, United States, and India). Here, the size of the coefficient on Initiator death penalty is substantially reduced and is no longer statistically significant. However, there is good reason to believe that this is an undesirable specification of the model. It excludes a set of variables (Initiator PTS, Target PTS, InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS, Right wing executive and Income inequality, and Income inequality2) that are correlated both with Initiator death penalty and with other covariates in the model. As a result we may be getting biased estimates of the effect of both Initiator death penalty and the control variables in Model C. When the excluded control variables are added back into the model (see Model F), the effect of Initiator death penalty becomes substantively large and statistically significant and the size, significance and sign of several of the other predictors change as well. 
· Model D and Model E show the effect of excluding control variables that may be extraneous. To make this determination, I added each control variable individually to a baseline model (Model 2 from Table 1). The dummy variables for the United States and India had no effect on the size of the coefficient on Initiator death penalty, and Independence post-1990 caused only a minor reduction, suggesting that these variables can be excluded from the model without increased omitted variable bias. The results from Model D (excluding United States and India) and Model E (excluding United States, India and Independence post-1990) do not alter my conclusions, if anything the effect of Initiator death penalty become slightly stronger. 
(SEE NEXT PAGE FOR TABLE 7)

Table 7 - Results of Additional Robustness Checks

	
	Model A
	Model B
	Model C
	Model D
	Model E
	Model F

	Initiator death penalty
	0.87
	0.73
	0.15
	1.39
	1.38
	1.21

	
	(0.31)***
	(0.40)*
	(0.41)
	(0.66) **
	(0.66)**
	(0.70)*

	Democratic duration
	
	
	-0.08
	0.55
	0.56*
	0.51

	
	
	
	(0.16)
	(0.34)
	(0.34)
	(0.36)

	Independence post-1990
	
	
	0.41
	-0.31
	
	-0.33

	
	
	
	(0.21)**
	(0.85)
	
	(0.86)

	Western Europe
	
	
	-0.25
	-0.05
	-0.02
	-0.19

	
	
	
	(0.49)
	(0.46)
	(0.46)
	(0.46)

	United States
	
	
	-2.01
	
	
	-2.99

	
	
	
	(1.43)
	
	
	(3.72)

	India
	
	
	-0.11
	
	
	-0.13

	
	
	
	(0.78)
	
	
	(2.01)

	Ongoing civil war
	
	
	-0.59
	-1.35
	-1.34
	-1.72

	
	
	
	(0.37)
	(0.78)*
	(0.77)*
	(0.92)*

	Ten years post-civil war
	
	
	-0.06
	0.72
	0.75
	1.08

	
	
	
	(1.17)
	(1.33)
	(1.29)
	(1.34)

	Ethnic fractionalization
	
	
	2.15
	1.67
	1.70
	1.68

	
	
	
	(0.76)
	(0.86)*
	(0.90)*
	(0.99)

	Initiator PTS score
	
	
	
	0.65
	0.65
	0.59

	
	
	
	
	(0.48)
	(0.48)
	(0.48)

	Target PTS score
	
	
	
	0.60
	0.59
	0.54

	
	
	
	
	(0.40)
	(0.40)
	(0.40)

	InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS
	
	
	
	-0.09
	-0.09
	-0.09

	
	
	
	
	(0.13)
	(0.13)
	(0.13)

	Right wing executive
	
	
	
	-1.54
	-1.49
	-1.41

	
	
	
	
	(0.89)*
	(0.92)
	(1.04)

	Income inequality
	
	
	
	0.22
	0.22
	0.22

	
	
	
	
	(0.28)
	(0.28)
	(0.32)

	Income inequality2
	
	
	
	-0.002
	-0.002
	-0.002

	
	
	
	
	(0.003)
	(0.003)
	(0.004)

	Constant
	-3.81
	-3.86
	-4.00
	-14.49
	-14.75
	-13.96

	
	(0.58)***
	(0.84)***
	(0.88)***
	(6.86)**
	(6.90)**
	-(8.19)*

	N=
	40,967
	19,600
	37,778
	19,600
	19,600
	19,600


Notes:  Logistic regression models with standard errors clustered on the directed-dyad. Cubic splines of years since last MID are included in the model but not reported. Standard errors are reported in parentheses. Significance: * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.
Full Results for Table 2 Comparing Pooled and Cluster-Corrected Models

Table 8 - Pooled Models for Democratic Initiators
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	Initiator death penalty
	0.71 (0.26)***
	0.52 (0.24)**
	0.45 (0.34)
	0.34 (0.39)

	Target democracy
	
	-0.77 (0.24)***
	-1.05 (0.56)*
	0.05 (0.35)

	Initiator capabilities score
	
	2.61 (1.67)
	-2.74 (6.10)
	-45.90 (22.48)**

	Target capabilities score
	
	3.04 (3.61)
	16.32 (8.78)*
	22.39 (10.66)**

	Balance of capabilities
	
	0.62 (0.39)
	0.38 (0.47)
	1.29 (0.50)**

	Initiator share of capabilities
	
	1.27 (0.55)**
	1.99 (0.73)***
	2.92 (0.90)***

	Defensive pact
	
	0.48 (0.31)
	0.76 (0.40)*
	-0.10 (0.41)

	Alliance portfolio similarity
	
	-0.23 (0.35)
	-0.52 (0.61)
	0.06 (0.67)

	Initiator major power
	
	-1.10 (0.36)***
	-1.20 (0.57)**
	-0.56 (0.86)

	Target major power
	
	-0.68 (0.50)
	-1.43 (0.98)
	-1.12 (1.13)

	InitiatorMP*TargetMP
	
	1.70 (0.60)***
	--
	--

	Land contiguity
	
	1.67 (0.27)***
	1.48 (0.40)***
	2.20 (0.47)***

	Initiator PTS score
	
	
	0.87 (0.30)***
	0.91 (0.40)**

	Target PTS score
	
	
	1.12 (0.21)***
	1.16 (0.27)**

	InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS
	
	
	-0.29 (0.08)***
	-0.27 (0.10)**

	Democratic duration
	
	
	0.13 (0.15)
	0.14 (0.17)

	Ongoing civil war
	
	
	-0.12 (0.39)
	0.08 (0.50)

	Ten yrs. post-civil war
	
	
	-0.43 (0.47)
	-0.08 (0.53)

	Income inequality
	
	
	-0.02 (0.16)
	-0.01 (0.17)

	Income inequality2
	
	
	0.0001 (0.002)
	0.000 (0.000)

	Right wing executive
	
	
	-0.08 (0.26)
	0.01 (0.26)

	Independence post-1990
	
	
	-0.31 (0.74)
	0.04 (0.80)

	Ethnic fractionalization
	
	
	1.18 (0.83)
	-0.03 (1.18)

	United States
	
	
	
	5.51 (2.60)**

	India
	
	
	
	2.18 (1.62)

	Western Europe
	
	
	
	-0.53 (0.46)

	Constant
	-6.13 (0.21)
	-5.12 (0.53)***
	-8.77 (3.87)**
	-11.36 (4.10)***

	Observations
	46,505
	40,967
	19,705
	19,705


Notes:  Logistic regression models with standard errors clustered on the directed-dyad. The number of observations significantly decreases in Model 3 and Model 4 due to data availability (Income inequality is available starting in 1960, Right wing executive is available starting in 1975, and PTS scores are available starting in 1976). The Initiator MP * Target MP interaction was dropped from Model 3 and Model 4 because of perfect prediction. Democratic duration is logged. Cubic splines of years since last MID are included in the model but not reported. Standard errors are reported in parentheses. 

Significance: * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.

Table 9 - Pooled Models for Autocratic Initiators 
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	Initiator death penalty
	0.12 (0.25)
	-0.003 (0.28)
	0.12 (0.42)

	Target democracy
	
	0.55 (0.19)***
	0.46 (0.29)

	Initiator capabilities score
	
	2.56 (3.70)
	-5.92 (9.47)

	Target capabilities score
	
	8.63 (1.59)***
	8.47 (6.66)

	Balance of capabilities
	
	0.35 (0.28)
	0.31 (0.54)

	Initiator share of capabilities
	
	1.06 (0.31)***
	1.03 (0.72)

	Defensive pact
	
	-0.72 (0.17)***
	-1.24 (0.31)***

	Alliance portfolio similarity
	
	-0.28 (0.28)
	1.54 (0.72)**

	Initiator major power
	
	-1.45 (0.51)***
	-1.10 (0.97)

	Target major power
	
	-1.68 (0.44)***
	-1.18 (0.91)

	InitiatorMP*TargetMP
	
	2.66 (0.55)***
	2.67 (1.13)**

	Land contiguity
	
	1.88 (0.22)***
	1.30 (0.43)***

	Initiator PTS score
	
	
	1.38 (0.33)***

	Target PTS score
	
	
	0.95 (0.33)***

	InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS
	
	
	-0.20 (0.09)**

	Ongoing civil war
	
	
	0.25 (0.27)

	Ten yrs. post-civil war
	
	
	-0.02 (0.10)

	Income inequality
	
	
	0.01 (0.10)

	Income inequality2
	
	
	0.000 (0.000)

	Right wing executive
	
	
	0.54 (0.34)

	Independence post-1990
	
	
	-0.18 (0.49)

	Ethnic fractionalization
	
	
	-0.12 (0.62)

	Constant
	-4.84 (0.25)***
	-5.82 (0.47)***
	-12.50 (2.80)***

	Observations
	62,653
	59,131
	14,979


Notes:  Logistic regression models with standard errors clustered on the directed-dyad. The number of observations significantly decreases in Model 3 due to data availability (Income inequality is available starting in 1960, Right wing executive is available starting in 1975, and PTS scores are available starting in 1976). Variables equal to 0 for all autocracies are excluded: Democratic Duration, United States, India, Western Europe. Cubic splines of years since last MID are included in the model but not reported. Standard errors are reported in parentheses. Significance: * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.

Table 10 - Cluster-Corrected Models for Autocracies
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects
	Between-dyad effects
	Within-dyad effects

	Initiator death penalty
	0.22 (0.32)
	-0.10 (0.32)
	0.45 (0.28)
	-0.25 (0.33)
	0.07 (0.75)
	-0.03 (0.67)

	Target democracy
	
	
	0.38 (0.21)*
	-0.01 (0.26)
	0.14 (0.44)
	-0.002 (0.55)

	Initiator capabilities score
	
	
	-0.06 (5.81)
	1.68 (5.77)
	9.51 (12.75)
	14.86 (14.21)

	Target capabilities score
	
	
	9.50 (2.47)***
	3.19 (3.19)
	7.45 (5.61)
	7.08 (10.49)

	Balance of capabilities
	
	
	0.40 (0.28)
	0.95 (0.70)
	-0.46 (0.68)
	2.45 (1.72)

	Initiator share of capabilities
	
	
	1.32 (0.27)***
	1.23 (1.38)
	0.07 (0.67)
	0.90 (3.18)

	Defensive pact
	
	
	0.08 (0.18)
	0.27 (0.24)
	0.09 (0.51)
	0.27 (0.69)

	Alliance portfolio similarity
	
	
	-0.60 (0.33)*
	0.34 (0.53)
	0.92 (1.04)
	3.48 (1.55)**

	Initiator major power
	
	
	-0.99 (0.68)
	0.92 (1.63)
	-2,12 (1.03)**
	-10.25 (18.08)

	Target major power
	
	
	-1.10 (0.42)**
	-2.42 (0.72)***
	-1.17 (0.88)
	-3.37 (3.50)

	InitiatorMP*TargetMP
	
	
	0.42 (0.48)
	1.79 (1.18)
	0.30 (1.30)
	4.31 (3.78)

	Initiator PTS score
	
	
	
	
	2.01 (0.57)***
	1.18 (0.39)***

	Target PTS score
	
	
	
	
	0.03 (0.54)
	1.00 (0.40)**

	InitiatorPTS*TargetPTS
	
	
	
	
	0.01 (0.14)
	-0.20 (0.11)*

	Ongoing civil war
	
	
	
	
	0.01 (0.40)
	-1.92 (0.74)**

	Ten yrs. post-civil war
	
	
	
	
	-1.60 (0.92)*
	-0.59 (0.48)

	Income inequality
	
	
	
	
	-0.01 (0.18)
	-0.05 (0.14)

	Income inequality2
	
	
	
	
	0.000 (0.002)
	0.001 (0.001)

	Right wing executive
	
	
	
	
	0.51 (0.49)
	-0.49 (0.64)

	Land Contiguity
	
	1.11 (0.17)***
	1.03 (0.36)***

	Independence post-1990
	
	
	-0.64 (0.62)

	Ethnic fractionalization
	
	
	0.16 (0.63)

	Constant
	-4.93 (0.30)***
	-2.98 (0.45)***
	-8.52 (4.15)**

	Observations
	62,653
	59,131
	14,979


Notes:  Logistic regression models with standard errors clustered on the directed-dyad. The number of observations significantly decreases in Model 3 due to data availability (Income inequality is available starting in 1960, Right wing executive is available starting in 1975, and PTS scores are available starting in 1976). Variables equal to 0 for all autocracies are excluded: Democratic Duration, United States, India, Western Europe. Cubic splines of years since last MID are included in the model but not reported. Standard errors are reported in parentheses. Significance: * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.
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