Online Appendix: 
A global trend towards law and order harshness?

Table 1: Theoretical approaches and independent variables used
	Theoretical approach
	Example of recent study
	Variable used 
in this study

	Type of explanation
	Explanatory variables
	
	

	Main variables of the explanatory model

	International
	Globalization
	(Garland, 2001, Wacquant, 1999)
	Economic and 
social globalization

	Institutional
	Party system characteristics
	(Beckett and Sasson, 2004, Jacobs and Helms, 2001, Lacey, 2008, Newburn, 2007)
	Dummy variable indicating two-party systems (Golosov, 2011)

	Ideological
	Liberal vs. repressive ideology of parties
	(Newburn, 2007)
	Ideological centre of gravity of the government

	Controls: Broad concepts

	Structural
	Unemployment
	(Sutton, 2004)
	Unemployment rate

	
	Income inequality
	(Beckett and Western, 2003, Wacquant, 2009)
	Income inequality (Gini)

	
	Welfare state retrenchment
	(Beckett and Western, 2003, Downes and Hansen, 2006)
	Change in welfare state generosity index

	
	Crime rate (and the middle class)
	(Bottoms, 1995, Garland, 2001, Gottfredson and Hindelang, 1979) 
	Homicide rate

	
	De-industrialization
	(Garland, 2001)
	De-industrialization index

	Controls: Proximate context

	Micro-sociological 
	Punitive attitudes of citizens and fear of crime
	(Jacobs and Matthews, 2012, Lappi-Seppälä, 2010, Pratt, 2007, Roberts, Stalans et al., 2003)
	Fear of crime

	Power resources
	Interest groups, pressure groups
	(Barker, 2007, Bartlett, 2009, Miller, 2008, Pratt, 2007)
	-

	Institutional
	Electoral system
	(Lacey, 2010a, Lacey, 2010b)
	Dummy for elections in single member districts

	
	Institutional constraints
	(Wenzelburger, 2014)
	Veto player index (Jahn, 2013);

	
	Media systems / sensationalistic media
	(Green, 2007)
	Type of media system

	
	Broader accounts of institutional setup
	(Barker, 2006, Miller, 2008, Savelsberg, 1994)
	Veto player index (Jahn, 2013);

	Regime-specific
	Welfare state regimes
	(Cavadino and Dignan, 2006)
	Welfare state generosity index 

	
	Varieties of capitalism
	(Lacey, 2008)
	Coordination index

	
	Type of democracy
	(Lappi-Seppälä, 2010)
	Majoritarian vs. Consensus Democracy (Lijphart, 2012)

	
	Families of nations
	(Norris, 2007, Norris, 2009)
	-

	Cultural
	Post-modernism
	(de Koster, van der Waal et al., 2008)
	De-industrialization


	
	Neo-liberalism
	(Wacquant, 2010)
	-

	
	Penal zeitgeist
	(Newburn, 2007)
	-

	
	Cultural-historical sensitivities 
	(Savelsberg, 2011)
	-



Table 2: Measurement of independent variables and data sources
	Variable
	Measurement
	Descriptive statistics
	Data Source

	Ideological Position of Incumbent parties
	Mean position of government on law and order (Manifesto Research Group)
	N=279
Mean=5.84, SD=4.27
Min=0.70, Max=19.34
	Party position: 
Manifesto research group, cabinet seats: Own calculation

	Economic globalisation, t-1
	Kof-index of economic globalisation
	N=260
Mean=81.99, SD=8.87
Min=60.82, Max=98.88
	Dreher 2006

	Trade openness, t-2
	Openness of the economy: Sum of import and export as a percentage of GDP
	N=240
Mean=84.83, SD=51.30
Min=22.98, Max=308.93
	Armingeon, Engler et al., 2010

	Social globalization, t-2
	Kof-index of social globalisation
	N=240
Mean=81.16, SD=5.73
Min=65.64, Max=90.52
	Dreher 2006

	Two-party system (1)
	Dummy for Two-party systems
	N=280
Mean = 0.4, SD=0.49
Min=0, Max=1
	Golosov 2011

	Two-party system (2)
	Dummy for Two-party systems and bivalent multiparty systems
	N=280
Mean = 0.65, SD=0.48
Min=0, Max=1
	Golosov 2011

	Veto player index
	Veto player index by Jahn (based on Tsebelis)
	N=280
Mean=6.56, SD=8.55
Min=0, Max=38.79
	Jahn, 2010

	Electoral systems
	0=PR, 1=modified PR, 2=single member, simple plurality systems
	N=280
Mean=0.44, SD=0.74
Min=0, Max=2
	Armingeon et al. 2010

	Election of judges
	Dummy for countries with direct election of actors in the justice system (US)
	N=280
Mean=0.05, SD=0.22
Min=0, Max=1
	Own calculation

	Type of democracy
	Majoritarian vs. consensus democracies 1981-2010
	N=280
Mean=0.32, SD=0.92
Min=-1.48, Max=1.67
	Lijphart, 2012

	Coordination index (VoC)
	Index of coordination of the economy
	N=266
Mean=0.56, SD=0.29
Min=0, Max=1
	Hall and Gingerich, 2009

	Welfare state generosity index, t-1
	Total welfare state generosity
	N=245
Mean= 32.45,SD=6.47, Min=20.4, Max=44.9
	Scruggs, Jahn et al., 2013

	Change in welfare state generosity index, t-2
	Change in total welfare state generosity
	N= 207
Mean=0.05, SD=0.48
Min=-2.9, Max=1.6
	Scruggs, Jahn et al., 2013

	Debt ratio, t-1
	Debt ratio in % of GDP
	N=260
Mean=60.78, SD=26.71
Min=7.65, Max=135.40
	OECD National Accounts Database

	De-industrialisation, t-2
	Civilian labour force employed in the 3rd sector minus labour force employed in the 1st and 2nd
	N=240
Mean=39.06, SD=12.02 
Min=2.11, Max=57.28
	OECD Labour force statistics database

	GDP growth rate
	GDP growth
	N=276
Mean=2.94, SD=1.88
Min=-3, Max=11.5
	Armingeon et al. 2010

	Income inequality, t-1
	Gini index (total population)
	N=260
Mean=0.29, SD=0.04,
Min=0.2, Max=0.38
	OECD Social and Welfare Statistics

	Unemployment
	Unemployment rate as a percentage of civilian labour force
	N=280
Mean=6.69, SD=3.28,
Min=1.73, Max=22.96
	Armingeon et al. 2010

	Homicide rate, t-2
	Total homicides per inhabitants
	N=238
Mean= 1.64, SD=1.17
Min=0.4, Max=8.1
	UNODC, national sources

	Fear of crime, t-1
	Weighted country aggregates for the “standard fear of crime”-question (mean)
	N=260
Mean=1.99, SD=0.22,
Min=1.53, Max=2.37
	Eurobarometer, European Social Survey, National surveys

	Media system
	3 types of media systems: liberal, polarized-pluralist, democratic corporatist
	N=266
Dummy variables
	Hallin and Mancini, 2004

	Terror 9/11
	Dummy-variable for terrorist attacks after 2001
	N=280
Mean=0.5, SD=0.5
Min=0, Max=1
	Own calculation




Table 3: Results of Factor Analysis (PCA)

	Factor
	Eigenvalue
	Difference
	Proportion

	Factor 1
	1.595
	0.873
	0.532

	Factor 2
	0.721
	0.038
	0.241

	Factor 3
	0.684
	
	0.228


Note: Unrotated solution, 1 Factor retained, LR-Test: Chi² = 61.19***
	Variable
	Factor loadings
	Scoring coefficients

	Spending
	0.740
	0.464

	Police employment
	0.714
	0.448

	Imprisonment
	0.734
	0.460







Table 4: Regression table – interaction effects
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)

	LDV
	0.86***
	0.87***
	0.85***

	
	(16.35)
	(17.18)
	(16.59)

	
	
	
	

	Ideological centre of gravity
	0.025**
	-0.0070
	0.038

	
	(2.50)
	(-0.12)
	(0.58)

	
	
	
	

	Party system (2)
	0.016
	0.12**
	1.25

	
	(0.19)
	(2.52)
	(1.24)

	
	
	
	

	Ideological centre 
X party system
	0.019
	
	-0.081

	
	(1.37)
	
	(-0.93)

	
	
	
	

	Economic globalization (kof), t-1
	0.0070*
	0.0048
	0.013

	
	(1.80)
	(0.97)
	(1.38)

	
	
	
	

	Ideological centre of gravity, t-1
	-0.020**
	-0.020**
	-0.021**

	
	(-2.02)
	(-1.98)
	(-2.13)

	
	
	
	

	Economic growth
	-0.063***
	-0.065***
	-0.056***

	
	(-3.01)
	(-3.19)
	(-2.74)

	
	
	
	

	Fear of crime, t-1
	0.36**
	0.36**
	0.38***

	
	(2.57)
	(2.37)
	(2.72)

	
	
	
	

	Debt ratio, t.1
	-0.0059***
	-0.0056***
	-0.0057***

	
	(-3.61)
	(-3.59)
	(-3.19)

	
	
	
	

	Homicides, t-2
	0.051*
	0.071**
	0.057

	
	(1.68)
	(2.14)
	(1.60)

	
	
	
	

	Dummy terror after 9/11
	-0.090
	-0.10
	-0.086

	
	(-1.31)
	(-1.58)
	(-1.26)

	
	
	
	

	Coordination index (VoC)
	-0.16
	-0.18
	-0.14

	
	(-1.46)
	(-1.60)
	(-1.31)

	
	
	
	

	Ideological centre 
X economic globalization
	
	0.00047
	-0.00016

	
	
	(0.65)
	(-0.20)

	
	
	
	

	Economic globalization 
X party system
	
	
	-0.015

	
	
	
	(-1.23)

	
	
	
	

	Economic globalization 
X ideological centre 
X party system
	
	
	0.0013

	
	
	
	(1.18)

	
	
	
	

	Constant
	-0.69
	-0.56
	-1.24

	
	(-1.15)
	(-0.99)
	(-1.37)

	R2
	0.805
	0.804
	0.807

	
	211
	211
	211


t statistics in parentheses
* p < .1, ** p < .05, *** p < .01



Figure 1a: Line plots: Three indicators (by country)
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Figure 1b: Line plots: Factor scores (by country)
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