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The (non) particularities of West European radical left party supporters: A comparative study of left party families

1) In print version, reference is made to this on p. 17 and 18.
Appendix 1  Parties examined in the study and sample size of RLPSs , SDPSs  and GPSs
	Country
	RLPSs (sample size)
	SDPSs (sample size)
	GPSs (sample size)
	Final N 

	Finland
	Left Alliance/VAS (70)
	Social Democratic Party of Finland/SDP (200)
	Vihreä liitto/Green League (123)
	393

	France
	French Communist Party/PCF (69)
	Socialist Party/PS (301)
	Les Verts/The Greens (53)
	423

	Germany
	The Left/Die Linke (132)
	Social Democratic Party of Germany/ SPD (321)
	Die Grunen/Alliance ’90/The Greens (158)
	611

	Netherlands
	Socialist Party/SP (115)
	Labour Party/PvDA (149)
	Green Left/Groen Links (58)
	322

	Sweden
	The Left Party/V (61)
	Social Democratic Workers’ Party of Sweden/SAP (340)
	Miljöpartiet de Gröna/The Green Party (60)
	461


Note: The final sample size reported here is the number of individuals who remained in the analysis after list-wise deletion of  missing responses and after restricting the age of the respondents in the range 17 to 95.
Appendix 2 Operationalization of axes and components
	Axes
	Components
	Variables (Questions)
	
	
	

	Left-right
	Idealism (higher values suggest more idealistic individuals who see benefits as having a positive social impact)
	Social benefits for poverty

Social benefits for equality

Social benefits for balance between family and work
	
	
	

	
	Pragmatism (higher values suggest more Pragmatist individuals who see benefits as having a negative role on economy)
Government actions (higher values suggest individuals who desire more government actions; variable “Gov.Action”)
	Social benefits and services place too much strain on business

Social benefits and services place too much strain on the economy

Government to reduce income differences

Government to ensure adequate standard of living for the unemployed

Government to ensure health care for the sick


	
	
	

	New politics
	Liberty/Authority (higher values suggest more libertarian (= less authoritarian) individuals; variable “Lib/Auth”)

	  ... schools to teach children to obey authority 
	
	
	

	
	
	....harsher sentences of those breaking the law
	
	
	

	
	Environment (higher values suggest more environment-caring individuals; variable “Environment”)
	Important to care for nature and the environment
	
	
	

	
	Exclusive/Inclusive views of the community (higher values suggest more nationalistic individual; variable “Community”)
	Country better/worse with immigrants

Cultural life is generally undermined or enriched by people coming to live here from other countries
	
	
	

	Political Trust
	Higher values on the scale suggest more trusting individuals (variable “Pol. Trust”)
	How much trust in parliament 

... parties
	
	
	

	 
	
	…politicians 
	
	
	


Appendix 3 Operationalization of axes and components
Note 1: CFI=0.994, TLI=0.991, RMSEA=0.018 with 90% confidence interval at 0.004 to 0.028 (p-value RMSEA <=0.05 practically 1.00), SRMR=0.014. χ2(17)=24.231, p=0.113 with Satorra-Bentler correction.
Note 2: CFI=0.980 (robust CFI=0.987), TLI=0.974 (robust TLI=0.982), RMSEA=0.029 with 90% confidence interval at 0.16 to 0.039 (p-value RMSEA <=0.05 practically 1.00), SRMR=0.035. χ2(105)=128.143, p=0.062 with Satorra-Bentler correction. Bollen-Stine Bootstrap iteration for 5000 resamplings yielded results similar to the robust chi-square (p=0. 075). 
Note 3: CFI>0.999, TLI>0.999, RMSEA<0.001 with 90% confidence interval at 0.001 to 0.029 (p-value RMSEA <=0.05 practically 1.00), SRMR=0.005, χ2(3)=7.738, p=0.053. 
Note 4: χ2(23)=32.828, p=0.084. 
