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This online appendix presents robustness checks against alternative operationalization of independent variables and omitted variable bias, which cannot be reported in full detail in the article’s Robustness Checks section due to the space limit. In essence, the key point here is that the article’s main findings in Model 1 of Table 3 about the relationships between the explanatory factors from grievance, resource mobilization, and political process theories, on the one hand, and the extent of anti-government protests, on the other, remain highly robust statistically and substantively, as seen in Table OA1 below.
Robustness Checks against Alternative Operationalization of Independent Variables and Omitted Variable Bias
Model 1 in Table OA1 revisits the article’s main model in Table 3 with an alternative measurement of regime type to show that our statistical results do not depend on a particular operationalization of that independent variable. Specifically, it replaces the article’s X-Polity scores-based Democracy variable (Vreeland 2008) with Polyarchy, which is a continuous variable that measures regime type on a 0 (full dictatorship) to 1 (full democracy) scale, using the Varieties of Democracy data (Coppedge et al. 2018; Pemstein et al. 2018). 
Model 2 in Table OA1 controls for the level of globalization as a possible determinant of anti-government protests in Asia to demonstrate that our main findings about grievance, resource mobilization, and political process theories are robust against omitted variable bias. Globalization is a composite index measuring the economic, social, and political dimensions of globalization for a state in a given year on a 1 (the least globalized) to 100 (the most globalized) scale, using the KOF Globalisation 2018 data (Gygli et al. 2018). 

In the below, Table OA1 reports the results of robustness checks against alternative operationalization of independent variables and omitted variable bias. In Model 1, while GDP per capita becomes just shy of statistical significance (its p-value being 0.105), the sign and substantive significance of that variable remains identical to what is reported in the article’s main model in Table 3. In essence, the article’s main statistical results are unchanged, regardless of the use of an alternative measurement of regime type. In Model 2, Globalization is positive but never statistically significant. Furthermore, the statistical results of our main model in the article remain unchanged statistically and substantively, regardless of the inclusion of this additional independent variable.
<Table OA1>

In conclusion, in all the models of Table OA1, the article’s main findings in Model 1 of Table 3 about the relationships between the explanatory factors from grievance, resource mobilization, and political process theories, on the one hand, and the extent of anti-government protests, on the other, remain highly robust statistically and substantively against alternative operationalization of independent variables and omitted variable bias.
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Table OA1. Robustness Checks against Alternative Operationalization of Independent Variables and Omitted Variable Bias: Determinants of the Number of Anti-Government Protests in Asia
	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	
	
	

	
	Alternative Measurement of Regime Type
	Globalization Controlled

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Grievance Theory
	
	

	GDP per capita
	–0.245
	–0.359*

	
	(0.151)
	(0.188)

	per capita GDP Growth Rate
	0.056*
	0.061**

	
	(0.029)
	(0.029)

	Inflation Rate
	–0.003
	–0.002

	
	(0.006)
	(0.007)

	Resource Mobilization Theory
	
	

	Urbanization
	0.026***
	0.022***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.007)

	Telephones per capita
	0.702***
	0.677**

	
	(0.269)
	(0.307)

	Political Process Theory
	
	

	Democracy
	(replaced)
	–0.0002

	
	
	(0.024)

	Military Personnel per 1,000
	–0.163***
	–0.171***

	
	(0.022)
	(0.031)

	Regional Contagion
	0.030***
	0.028***

	
	(0.005)
	(0.005)

	Robustness Checks
	
	

	Polyarchy
	–0.343
	

	
	(0.451)
	

	Globalization
	
	0.015

	
	
	(0.017)

	Constant
	0.969
	0.993

	
	(0.904)
	(0.858)

	Overdispersion (NB vs. Poisson)
	3.596
	3.567

	
	(0.353)
	(0.361)

	Number of States
	24
	23

	Number of Observations
	588
	565

	Log Likelihood
	–841.13
	–800.76

	Wald χ²
	127.95***
	133.25***

	Degrees of Freedom
	10
	11


Note: Coefficients are reported, with standard errors in parentheses. All independent variables use a one-year lag. *** p ≤ .01; ** p ≤ .05; * p ≤ .10, in two-tailed tests.
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