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Appendix A: Description of the sample, parties, and measures

Table A1. Countries, Parties, measures and ESS-waves.
	Country
	Populist radical 
right party (PRRP)
	MARPOR-measure (mean) 
(PRRP welfare-nativist position) and 
ESS waves covered
	ESS-waves (N) 
	Net migration 
by ESS-wave

	Austria

	Austrian Freedom
Party (FPÖ)

	1: (election 2002)
· ESS 2002-2004 (2.36)
2: (election 2006) 
· ESS 2006 (5.24)
3: (election 2013)
· ESS 2014-2016 (2.20)
4: (election 2018 
· ESS 2018 (1.46)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 2257)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 2256)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 2405)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1795)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 2010)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 2499)
Total N = 13222
	2002: 4.25
2004: 6.62
2006: 3.04
2014: 8.62
2016: 7.48
2018: 5.12
Mean: 5.68

	Belgium
	Flemish Bloc (2002-2004)
Flemish Interest (2006-2018)


	1: (election 1999) 
· ESS  2002(-4.11)
2: (election 2003)
· ESS 2004-2006 (-4.10)
3: (election 2007)
· ESS 2008 (3.39)
4: (election 2010)
· ESS 2010-2012 (-.43)
5: (election 2014)
· ESS 2014-2018 (3.06)

	ESS 1 (2002, N = 1899)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 1778)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1798)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 1760)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1704)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1869)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1769)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 1766)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 1767)
Total N = 16110
	2002: 3.74
2004: 3.20
2006: 4.50
2008: 5.95
2010: 7.93
2012: 3.40
2014: 3.26
2016: 2.37
2018: 4.52
Mean: 4.40

	Denmark
	Danish People’s 
Party 

	1: (election 2001)
· ESS 2002-2004 (2.70)
2 (election 2005)
· ESS 2006 (4.90)
3: (election 2007) 
· ESS 2008-2010) (9.91)
4: (election 2011)
· ESS 2012-2014 (8.88)
5: (election 2015)
· ESS 2016-2018 (12.81)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 1506)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 1487)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1505) 
ESS 4 (2008, N = 1610) 
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1576) 
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1650)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1502)
Total N = 10863
	2002: 1.79
2004: .92
2006: 1.86
2008: 4.59
2010: 3.04
2012: 2.95
2014: 3.26
Mean: 2.86

	Finland
	True Finns
	1: (election 1999)
· ESS 2002 (5.25)
2: (election 2003)
· ESS 2004-2006) (5.28)
3: (election 2007) 
· ESS 2008-2010) (5.48)
4: (election 2011)
· ESS 2012-2014 (1.65)
5: (election 2015)
· ESS 2016-2018 (.10)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 2000)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 2022)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1896)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 2195)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1878)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 2197)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 2087)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 1925)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 1755)
Total N = 17955
	2002: 1.02
2004: 1.29
2006: 2.01
2008: 2.89
2010: 2.56
2012: 3.25
2014: 2.83
2016: 3.11
2018: 2.40
Mean: 2.39

	France
	National Front
	1: (election 2002)
· ESS 2002-2006 (0)
2: (election 2007)
· ESS 2008-2010 (2.13)
3: (election 2012) 
· ESS 2012-2016 (3.42)
4: (election 2017)
· ESS 2018) (5.01)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 1503)
ESS 2 (2004, N =1806)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1986)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 2073)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1728)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1968)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1917)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 2070)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 2010)
Total N = 17051
	2002: 3.10
2004: 3.19
2006: 1.76
2008: .87
2010: .58
2012: 1.09
2014: .36
2016: 1.02
2018: 1.02
Mean: 2.39

	Germany
	Alternative for Germany 
(2012-2018)
The Republicans 
(2002-2010)
	1: (election 2017)
· ESS 2018 (4.74)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 2919)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 2870)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 2916)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 2751)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 3031)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 2958)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 3045)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 2852)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 2358)
Total N = 25700
	2002: 2.68
2004: 1.00
2006: .32
2008: -.66
2010: 1.62
2012: 4.87
2014: 7.21
2016: 5.64
2018: 5.76
Mean: 3.14

	Italy
	Northern League 

	1: (election 2001)
· ESS 2002-2004 (0)
2: (election 2008) 
· ESS 2012 (0)
3: (election 2013)
· ESS 2016 (0)
4: (election 2018)
· ESS 2018 (4.42)
	ESS 1 (2002, N =1207)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 960)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 2626)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 2754)
Total N = 7538
	2002: 2.84
2012: 6.13
2016: 1.08
2018: 1.41
Mean: 2.13

	Netherlands
	List Pim Fortuyn 
(2002-2004)
Party of Freedom (PVV) 
(2006-2018)
	1: (election 2002)
· ESS 2002 (0)
2: (election 2003) 
· ESS 2004 (3.32)
3: (election 2006)
· ESS 2006-2008 (2.61)
4: (election 2010)
· ESS 2010 (2.67)
5: (election 2012)
· ESS 2012-2016 (5.13)
6: (election 2018) 
· ESS 2018 (1.36)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 2364)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 1881)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1889)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 1778)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1829)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1845)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1919)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 1681)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 1673)
Total N = 16859
	2002: 1.71
2004: -.61
2006: -1.58
2008: 1.88
2010: 1.95
2012: .84
2014: 2.10
2016: 4.63
2018: 5.76
Mean: 1.66

	Norway
	Progress Party
	1: (election 2001)
· ESS 2002-2004 (3.65)
2: (election 2006)
· ESS 2006-2008 (1.82)
3: (election 2009) 
· ESS 2010-2012 (3.01)
4: (election 2013)
· ESS 2014-2018 (2.98)
5: (election 2017)
· ESS 2018 (1.57)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 2036)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 1760)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1750)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 1549)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1548)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1624)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1436)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 1545)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 1673)
Total N = 16859
	2002: 3.79
2004: 2.86
2006: 5.07
2008: 9.08
2010: 8.62
2012: 9.39
2014: 7.77
2016: 5.62
2018: 5.76
Mean: 1.66

	Sweden
	Sweden Democrats 
(2006-2018)
	1: (election 2010)
· ESS 2010-2012 (9.22)
2: (election 2014)
· ESS 2014-2016 (3.18)
3: (election 2018)
· ESS 2018 (4.44)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 1999)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 1948)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1927)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 1830)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1497)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1847)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1791)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 1551)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 1539)
Total N = 15929
	2002: 3.45
2004: 2.81
2006: 5.59
2008: 6.02
2010: 5.30
2012: 5.44
2014: 7.90
2016: 11.86
2018: 1.11
Mean: 6.30

	Switzerland
	Swiss People’s Party
	1: (election 1999)
· ESS 2002 (-.11)
2: (election 2003)
· ESS 2004-2006 (-.15)
3: (election 2007)
· ESS 2008-2010 (-1.60)
4: (election 2011) 
· ESS 2012-2014 (0)
5: (election 2015)
· ESS 2016-2018 (-2.02)
	ESS 1 (2002, N = 2040)
ESS 2 (2004, N = 2141)
ESS 3 (2006, N = 1804)
ESS 4 (2008, N = 1819)
ESS 5 (2010, N = 1506)
ESS 6 (2012, N = 1493)
ESS 7 (2014, N = 1532)
ESS 8 (2016, N = 1525)
ESS 9 (2018, N = 1542)
Total N = 15402
	2002: 6.49
2004: 5.11
2006: 4.85
2008: 12.10
2010: 7.71
2012: 8.30
2014: 9.36
2016: 8.30
2018: 4.99
Mean: 7.37
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Appendix B. Summary statistics and operationalization of control variables

Table B.1. Summary statistics.  
	Variables in the analyses

Dependent variable
	n
	Mean
	Sd
	Min
	Max

	Vote for PRRP
	106582
	.09
	.28
	0
	1

	Main variables
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position 
	140220
	1.69
	.1,74
	-1.30
	5.67

	Economic exposure
	170385
	.07
	.26
	0
	1

	Immigration-scepticism
	170059
	4.38
	2.12
	0
	10

	Net migration
	171266
	3.93
	2.81
	-1.58
	12.10

	Control variables
	
	
	
	
	

	Female 
	171213
	.51
	.50
	0
	1

	Minority 
	170258
	.04
	.20
	0
	1

	Age
	170763
	48.29
	18.52
	18
	114

	Working-class
	157685
	.45
	.50
	0
	1

	Education
	169947
	12.82
	3.95
	0
	51

	Residence unit
	171031
	3.02
	1.20
	1
	5

	Left-right position
	159527
	5.06
	2.11
	0
	10

	Pro-redistribution
	168740
	3.72
	1.06
	1
	5

	Mean left-right position
	171266
	-1.62
	.57
	-2.97
	.096

	Mean GAL-Tan position
	171266
	-.73
	.48
	-2.12
	.26




Operationalization of control variables
The variables, mean left-right and GAL-TAN position, are based on Marpor-data and measure the mean position of all parties in the party systems on log-ratio scales. The first is operationalized following Wagner and Meyer’s (2017: 100) construction of an economic left-right scale (2017: 100). The issue categories are, on the economic left, market regulation (per403), economic planning (per404), corporatism/mixed economy (per405), protectionism: positive (per406), Keynesian demand management (per409), controlled economy (per412), nationalization (per413), Marxist analysis: positive (per415), equality: positive (per503), welfare state expansion (per504), education expansion (per506), labour groups: positive (per701), and on the economic right, free-market economy (per401), incentives (per402), protectionism: negative (per407), economic growth: positive (per410), economic orthodoxy
(per414), welfare state limitation (per505), education limitation (per507), and labour groups: negative (per702).

The issue categories for the GAL-side are freedom and human rights (per201), democracy (per202), anti-growth economy: positive (per416), environmental protection: positive (per501), culture: positive (per502), national way of life: negative (per602), traditional morality: negative (per604), multiculturalism: positive (per607), underprivileged minority groups (per705), and non-economic demographic groups (per706). On the other hand, TAN issues are political authority (per305), national way of life: positive (per601), traditional morality: positive (per603), law and order (per605), multiculturalism: negative (per608), and social harmony (per606).

Additional reference:

Wagner, M. and T.M. (2017), ‘The Radical Right as Niche Parties? The Ideological Landscape of Party Systems in Western Europe, 1980–2014’, Political Studies, 65 (1S), 84-107.

























Appendix C. Time-trends in the measures of welfare-nativism

[image: ]
Figure C1. Trends in PRRPs’ welfare-nativism and its three constitutive parts.


Two essential observations follow when looking at the time-trends in Figure C1. First, they show that PRRPs’ welfare-nativist position always captures strong positions on both pro-welfare and nativism and that scores always decrease if the emphasis of either of these two components declines. These trends imply that the impact of PRRPs’ welfare-nativist position never stems from their nativist or pro-welfare positions alone. Also, as seen in, for example, Sweden but especially Switzerland, the score drops substantially when the emphasis on retrenchment increases. This association is evident in Figure C2. In other words, the measure does what it is intended to do. It provides comprehensive information of the combined saliency of nativism and pro-welfare, minus the combined saliency of nativism and welfare retrenchment. 

[image: ]
Figure C2. Trends in the two components of PRRPs’ welfare-nativism.












Appendix D: Results from the total sample and estimates of control variables.

Table D1. Baseline models (Table 1) tested on the total sample.
	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7

	PRRP welfare-nativist position 
	-.001
	-.009
	-.150***
	-.077
	.008
	-.016
	.077

	
	(.012)
	(.012)
	(.029)
	(.054)
	(.021)
	(.047)
	(.319)

	Economic exposure
	.338***
	.072
	.342***
	.344***
	-.155
	.345***
	.488***

	
	(.049)
	(.099)
	(.049)
	(.049)
	(.109)
	(.049)
	(.077)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.371***
	.372***
	.343***
	.276***
	.375***
	.348***
	.308***

	
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.017)
	(.024)
	(.006)
	(.018)
	(.070)

	Net migration 
	.227***
	.227***
	.235***
	.198***
	.214***
	.220***
	.272

	
	(.009)
	(.009)
	(.009)
	(.023)
	(.009)
	(.010)
	(.263)

	Social-democratic regime 
(Conservative regime = reference category)
	
	
	
	
	.511***
	.636**
	2.526***

	
	
	
	
	
	(.085)
	(.198)
	(.283)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure
	
	.135***
	
	
	.259***
	
	

	
	
	(.035)
	
	
	(.053)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	.025***
	.036***
	
	.006
	.056***

	
	
	
	(.005)
	(.009)
	
	(.008)
	(.011)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	-.026*
	
	
	-.028*

	
	
	
	
	(.011)
	
	
	(.013)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.014***
	
	
	.013***

	
	
	
	
	(.004)
	
	
	(.003)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	-.002
	
	
	-.010***

	
	
	
	
	(.002)
	
	
	(.002)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Social-democratic regime
	
	
	
	
	-.140***
	-.349***
	-.963***

	
	
	
	
	
	(.034)
	(.079)
	(.125)

	Economic exposure × 
Social-democratic regime 
	
	
	
	
	1.062***
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(.221)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure × Social-democratic regime
	
	
	
	
	-.396***
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(.086)
	
	

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Social-democratic regime
	
	
	
	
	
	-.004
	-.059**

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(.031)
	(.019)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × Immigration-scepticism × Social-democratic regime
	
	
	
	
	
	.031*
	-.059**

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(.013)
	(.019)

	Net migration × 
Social-democratic regime
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-.541***

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(.063)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × Net migration × Immigration-scepticism × Social-democratic regime
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.208***

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(.029)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-5.824***
	-5.797***
	-5.647***
	-5.242***
	-6.003***
	-5.918***
	-5.862***

	
	(.169)
	(.169)
	(.195)
	(.208)
	(.173)
	(.201)
	(.218)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.436***
	.433***
	.696***
	.445***
	.430***
	.702***
	.655***

	
	(.094)
	(.094)
	(.172)
	(.118)
	(.094)
	(.173)
	(.147)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.102+
	
	
	.077+
	
	

	
	
	(.053)
	
	
	(.045)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.007***
	.445***
	
	.007***
	.005**

	
	
	
	(.002)
	(.118)
	
	(.002)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	77
	77
	77
	77
	77
	77
	77

	Observations
	97.901
	97.901
	97.901
	97.901
	97.901
	97.901
	97.901

	Log-likelihood
	-22823
	-22809
	-22745
	-22710
	-22771
	-22712
	-22478


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 

Table D2. Estimates of control variables in Table D1.
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5

	Female
	-.339***
	-.339***
	-.340***
	-.338***
	-.338***

	
	(.026)
	(.026)
	(.026)
	(.026)
	(.026)

	Minority
	-.375***
	-.376***
	-.373***
	-.376***
	-.374***

	
	(.098)
	(.098)
	(.098)
	(.099)
	(.099)

	Age
	-.014***
	-.014***
	-.014***
	-.014***
	-.014***

	
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)

	Working-class
	.413***
	.414***
	.412***
	.412***
	.409***

	
	(.029)
	(.029)
	(.029)
	(.029)
	(.029)

	Education
	-.054***
	-.055***
	-.055***
	-.054***
	-.055***

	
	(.004)
	(.004)
	(.004)
	(.004)
	(.004)

	Residence unit
	-.024*
	-.025*
	-.026*
	-.025*
	-.026*

	
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.011)

	Left-right position
	.260***
	.261***
	.262***
	.261***
	.261***

	
	(.007)
	(.007)
	(.007)
	(.007)
	(.007)

	Xenophobia
	.401***
	.401***
	.401***
	.403***
	.407***

	
	(.023)
	(.023)
	(.023)
	(.023)
	(.023)

	Mean left-right position
	-.224***
	-.220***
	-.373***
	-.208***
	-.243***

	
	(.039)
	(.040)
	(.050)
	(.041)
	(.043)

	Mean GAL-TAN position
	-.380***
	-.372***
	.019***
	-.356***
	-.360***

	
	(.049)
	(.049)
	(.004)
	(.050)
	(.050)


 +< p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. 

Table D3. Estimates of control variables from Table 1 in the main text.
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	Female
	-.234***
	-.234***
	-.238***
	-.240***
	-.502***
	-.502***
	-.498***
	-.499***

	
	(.033)
	(.033)
	(.033)
	(.033)
	(.042)
	(.042)
	(.042)
	(.042)

	Minority
	-.275*
	-.282*
	-.287*
	-.283*
	-.372*
	-.373*
	-.370*
	-.372*

	
	(.116)
	(.117)
	(.117)
	(.118)
	(.171)
	(.171)
	(.171)
	(.172)

	Age
	-.015***
	-.015***
	-.015***
	-.015***
	-.011***
	-.011***
	-.011***
	-.011***

	
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)
	(.001)

	Working-class
	.324***
	.326***
	.326***
	.329***
	.497***
	.497***
	.499***
	.499***

	
	(.036)
	(.036)
	(.036)
	(.036)
	(.046)
	(.046)
	(.046)
	(.046)

	Education
	-.077***
	-.077***
	-.075***
	-.068***
	-.049***
	-.050***
	-.050***
	-.050***

	
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.006)
	(.006)

	Residence unit
	-.018
	-.019
	-.020
	-.025+
	-.023
	-.023
	-.021
	-.021

	
	(.015)
	(.015)
	(.015)
	(.015)
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.016)

	Left-right position
	.332***
	.333***
	.332***
	.326***
	.239***
	.239***
	.239***
	.238***

	
	(.009)
	(.009)
	(.009)
	(.009)
	(.010)
	(.010)
	(.010)
	(.010)

	Pro-redistribution
	.007
	.008
	.006
	.003
	.090***
	.089***
	.093***
	.093***

	
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.021)
	(.021)
	(.021)
	(.021)

	Mean left-right position
	.294***
	.306***
	.333***
	.396***
	1.806***
	1.797***
	2.193***
	1.139**

	
	(.062)
	(.062)
	(.064)
	(.066)
	(.429)
	(.428)
	(.444)
	(.359)

	Mean GAL-TAN position
	-1.631***
	-1.628***
	-1.647***
	-1.808***
	1.240***
	1.237***
	1.374**
	-.004

	
	(.088)
	(.088)
	(.090)
	(.096)
	(.366)
	(.364)
	(.424)
	(.398)


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. 
 



[image: ]

Figure D1. Marginal effects of PRRP welfare-nativist position conditioned by subjective economic exposure). Whiskers are 95% Cis. 
Note. The conditioning variable, subjective economic exposure, is the ESS-measure “Feeling about household's income |nowadays”. Answers were recorded on a four-scale variable, and the variable has been recoded to a dummy, where “Difficult/Very difficult on present income” = 1 and “Living comfortably/coping on present income” = 0 (mean .135, sd = .341, N = 166.391).
.
[image: ]
Figure D2. Marginal effects of PRRP welfare-nativist position conditioned by working-class backround. Whiskers are 95% Cis. 
Note. The conditioning variable, working-class background is the same as in the main models (se main text for explanation).


Appendix E: Alternative measures of PRRPs’ position
This Appenix test the robustness of the welfare-nativist measure by testing separate models for expansion- and retrenchment-oriented positions (Table E1), a reversed version of the welfare-nativist scale (Table E2), and the overall saliency of welfare (expansion and retrenchment) and nativism (Table E3). Additionally, Tables E4-E6 test the constitutive parts of the welfare-nativist scale  pro-welfare (per504), retrenchment (per505), and nativism (per608). 
The analyses in Tables E1-E3 strengthen the analyses in the main text and show that the combination of welfare and nativism primarily generates more votes in the conservative regime. The analyses in Tables E4-E6 show that the impact in the main models does not stem from PRRPs' position on pro-welfare, retrenchment, or nativism alone.
 First, the results in Table E4 show that PRRPs’ pro-welfare position alone is no strong predictor of voting for PRRPs votes in either regime. We only see a weak effect (significant on the 90 % level) of pro-welfare position × Immigration-scepticism in the conservative regime. Given that we find stronger interaction effects with both retrenchment (Table E5, mod 4) and nativism (Table E6, mod 4), the results support H2a. More specifically, we see that the impact of the interaction term (welfare-nativist position × economically exposed) in the main text (Table 1, mod 2) is explained by the combination of pro-welfare and nativism (in the welfare-nativist measure) in the conservative regime. Moreover, it is essential to acknowledge that the interaction term in model 4 (table E4) is positive (at the 95 % level), but that marginal effects reveal no change in the probabilities. 
In the social-democratic regime, we see that PRRPs’ position on nativism alone negatively affects economically exposed peoples' probability of supporting PRRPs. At the same time, PRRPs’ retrenchment positions have positive effects (significant at 90 % level). This aligns with H1b and also the results in Tables E1 and E2.  In sum, these analyses strongly confirm that the impact in the baseline models in both regimes stems from the combined measure of welfare-nativism and not from its constitutive parts.

Table E1.  Baseline models (Table 1) with PRRP expansion-oriented (models 1-6) or retrenchment-oriented (7-12) welfare-nativist position tested separately.
	
	PRRP expansion-oriented welfare-nativism
	PRRP retrenchment-oriented welfare-nativism

	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8
	Model 9
	Model 10
	Model 11
	Model 12

	PRRP expansion/retrenchment
	.166***
	.039
	.194*
	-.153
	-.205
	.296
	.253***
	.072
	-.082
	-.388+
	-.272
	1.427***

	
	(.018)
	(.039)
	(.076)
	(.190)
	(.238)
	(.392)
	(.023)
	(.047)
	(.087)
	(.233)
	(.278)
	(.378)

	Economic exposure
	-.039
	.272***
	.280***
	.592+
	.500***
	.499***
	.261*
	.271***
	.268***
	.318*
	.501***
	.500***

	
	(.139)
	(.066)
	(.066)
	(.310)
	(.076)
	(.076)
	(.122)
	(.067)
	(.067)
	(.126)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.347***
	.304***
	.267***
	.412***
	.364***
	.468***
	.352***
	.325***
	.320***
	.412***
	.438***
	.272***

	
	(.008)
	(.022)
	(.032)
	(.011)
	(.057)
	(.070)
	(.008)
	(.020)
	(.026)
	(.011)
	(.026)
	(.045)

	Net migration 
	.146***
	.154***
	.160***
	.514***
	.550***
	1.201*
	.077***
	.075***
	.066+
	.498***
	.497***
	.631***

	
	(.015)
	(.016)
	(.038)
	(.092)
	(.102)
	(.548)
	(.018)
	(.019)
	(.034)
	(.088)
	(.100)
	(.123)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP expansion/retrenchment × Economic exposure
	.132**
	
	
	-.044
	
	
	-.041
	
	
	.167+
	
	

	
	(.048)
	
	
	(.084)
	
	
	(.059)
	
	
	(.092)
	
	

	PRRP expansion/retrenchment × Immigration-scepticism
	
	.024***
	.040***
	
	.016
	-.046*
	
	.036***
	.046**
	
	-.027
	-.015

	
	
	(.006)
	(.012)
	
	(.015)
	(.021)
	
	(.008)
	(.014)
	
	(.020)
	(.031)

	PRRP expansion/retrenchment × Net migration
	
	
	-.028+
	
	
	-.209
	
	
	.026+
	
	
	-.328***

	
	
	
	(.015)
	
	
	(.147)
	
	
	(.014)
	
	
	(.081)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	.013*
	
	
	-.061*
	
	
	.000
	
	
	.042***

	
	
	
	(.006)
	
	
	(.025)
	
	
	(.005)
	
	
	(.012)

	PRRP expansion/retrenchment × Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	-.005*
	
	
	.023**
	
	
	-.001
	
	
	-.011

	
	
	
	(.003)
	
	
	(.007)
	
	
	(.002)
	
	
	(.007)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-6.39***
	-6.14***
	-6.47***
	-3.66***
	-2.90**
	-4.42***
	-6.34***
	-6.18***
	-6.05***
	-4.57***
	-4.08***
	-4.09***

	
	(.240)
	(.265)
	(.315)
	(.875)
	(1.06)
	(1.298)
	(.235)
	(.258)
	(.276)
	(.982)
	(1.178)
	(.741)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.798***
	1.010***
	1.166***
	2.158**
	3.258**
	2.324**
	.755***
	1.065***
	1.045***
	2.186**
	3.103**
	1.119**

	
	(.201)
	(.281)
	(.325)
	(.754)
	(1.084)
	(.826)
	(.192)
	(.298)
	(.293)
	(.719)
	(1.002)
	(.389)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	.115
	
	
	.134
	
	
	.230*
	
	
	.087
	
	

	
	(.085)
	
	
	(.093)
	
	
	(.117)
	
	
	(.075)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	.007**
	.006**
	
	.009*
	.004+
	
	.009**
	.009**
	
	.009*
	.005*

	
	
	(.002)
	(.002)
	
	(.004)
	(.002)
	
	(.003)
	(.003)
	
	(.004)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13381
	-13344
	-13309
	-8792
	-8778
	-8767
	-13374
	-13325
	-13320
	-8790
	-8777
	-8757


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses.

Table E2.  Baseline models (Table 1) with a reversed measure of welfare-nativism. Retrenchment-oriented (per 505×per608) - (per 504×per608)
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP welfare-nativism (reversed)
	.164***
	.170***
	.118**
	-.201**
	.027
	.022
	.094
	.887***

	
	(.020)
	(.020)
	(.040)
	(.078)
	(.129)
	(.128)
	(.156)
	(.202)

	Economic exposure
	.268***
	-.018
	.272***
	.268***
	.495***
	.784***
	.501***
	.497***

	
	(.066)
	(.145)
	(.066)
	(.066)
	(.076)
	(.188)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.356***
	.356***
	.386***
	.383***
	.412***
	.412***
	.358***
	.390***

	
	(.008)
	(.008)
	(.023)
	(.040)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.040)
	(.065)

	Net migration 
	.121***
	.123***
	.121***
	.199***
	.522***
	.519***
	.537***
	-.333*

	
	(.017)
	(.017)
	(.018)
	(.038)
	(.094)
	(.094)
	(.101)
	(.150)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativsm (reversed) × 
Economic exposure
	
	-.113*
	
	
	
	.097*
	
	

	
	
	(.046)
	
	
	
	(.047)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativsm (reversed) × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	.013*
	.025*
	
	
	-.017+
	.037+

	
	
	
	(.006)
	(.013)
	
	
	(.009)
	(.019)

	PRRP welfare-nativsm (reversed) × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.058***
	
	
	
	-.165***

	
	
	
	
	(.012)
	
	
	
	(.044)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.005
	
	
	
	-.014

	
	
	
	
	(.006)
	
	
	
	(.013)

	PRRP welfare-nativsm (reversed) × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	-.002
	
	
	
	-.014**

	
	
	
	
	(.002)
	
	
	
	(.004)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-5.672***
	-5.662***
	-5.783***
	-6.232***
	-3.604**
	-3.617**
	-2.744*
	-.798

	
	(.224)
	(.225)
	(.254)
	(.326)
	(1.143)
	(1.135)
	(1.363)
	(.952)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.633***
	.642***
	.882***
	1.024***
	2.177**
	2.144**
	3.080**
	.880**

	
	(.159)
	(.162)
	(.252)
	(.288)
	(.782)
	(.772)
	(1.051)
	(.292)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.179+
	
	
	
	.096
	
	

	
	
	(.100)
	
	
	
	(.079)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.009**
	.009**
	
	
	.008*
	.003

	
	
	
	(.003)
	(.003)
	
	
	(.004)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13409
	-13401
	-13358
	-13303
	-8795
	-8790
	-8777
	-8994


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 

Table E3.  Baseline models (Table 1) with the general saliency of all welfare-nativist themes (per 504+per505×per608).
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP welfare-nativist saliency 
	.194***
	.190***
	.067+
	.060
	-.144
	-.141
	-.185
	.466

	
	(.017)
	(.017)
	(.036)
	(.067)
	(.191)
	(.190)
	(.237)
	(.398)

	Economic exposure
	.268***
	.023
	.272***
	.276***
	.495***
	.570+
	.500***
	.499***

	
	(.066)
	(.150)
	(.067)
	(.066)
	(.076)
	(.315)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.347***
	.347***
	.300***
	.258***
	.412***
	.412***
	.366***
	.470***

	
	(.008)
	(.008)
	(.022)
	(.032)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.058)
	(.073)

	Net migration 
	.120***
	.120***
	.127***
	.097*
	.519***
	.516***
	.553***
	1.475*

	
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.016)
	(.039)
	(.092)
	(.092)
	(.102)
	(.578)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist saliency × 
Economic exposure
	
	.091+
	
	
	
	-.037
	
	

	
	
	(.048)
	
	
	
	(.084)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist saliency × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	.023***
	.040***
	
	
	.015
	-.045*

	
	
	
	(.006)
	(.011)
	
	
	(.015)
	(.021)

	PRRP welfare-nativist saliency × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.006
	
	
	
	-.276+

	
	
	
	
	(.013)
	
	
	
	(.151)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.012+
	
	
	
	-.062*

	
	
	
	
	(.006)
	
	
	
	(.028)

	PRRP welfare-nativist saliency × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	-.005*
	
	
	
	.022**

	
	
	
	
	(.002)
	
	
	
	(.007)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-6.499***
	-6.490***
	-6.206***
	-6.192***
	-3.669***
	-3.665***
	-2.909**
	-2.309*

	
	(.240)
	(.242)
	(.270)
	(.307)
	(.881)
	(.877)
	(1.059)
	(.972)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.801***
	.824***
	1.055***
	1.063***
	2.195**
	2.166**
	3.271**
	2.264**

	
	(.202)
	(.208)
	(.292)
	(.295)
	(.765)
	(.758)
	(1.088)
	(.807)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.142
	
	
	
	.133
	
	

	
	
	(.097)
	
	
	
	(.093)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.006**
	.005**
	
	
	.009*
	.004+

	
	
	
	(.002)
	(.002)
	
	
	(.004)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13369
	-13361
	-13324
	-13315
	-8795
	-8792
	-8778
	-8768


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 


Table E4.  Baseline models (Table 1) with PRRPs’ pro-welfare position (per504).
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP pro-welfare
	.732***
	.738***
	.600***
	1.650***
	.119
	.112
	.151
	1.068*

	
	(.039)
	(.040)
	(.087)
	(.211)
	(.460)
	(.457)
	(.571)
	(.456)

	Economic exposure
	.281***
	.238
	.286***
	.287***
	.495***
	.156
	.501***
	.500***

	
	(.066)
	(.198)
	(.067)
	(.067)
	(.076)
	(.314)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.351***
	.352***
	.321***
	.427***
	.412***
	.412***
	.377***
	.439***

	
	(.008)
	(.008)
	(.027)
	(.052)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.059)
	(.094)

	Net migration 
	.192***
	.192***
	.199***
	.412***
	.519***
	.517***
	.549***
	3.231***

	
	(.014)
	(.014)
	(.015)
	(.052)
	(.096)
	(.096)
	(.106)
	(.707)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP pro-welfare × 
Economic exposure
	
	.006
	
	
	
	.128
	
	

	
	
	(.111)
	
	
	
	(.131)
	
	

	PRRP pro-welfare × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	.026+
	-.061*
	
	
	.020
	-.053

	
	
	
	(.014)
	(.030)
	
	
	(.025)
	(.035)

	PRRP pro-welfare × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	-.194***
	
	
	
	-1.134***

	
	
	
	
	(.034)
	
	
	
	(.275)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	-.013+
	
	
	
	-.035

	
	
	
	
	(.007)
	
	
	
	(.050)

	PRRP pro-welfare× 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	.015*
	
	
	
	.022

	
	
	
	
	(.008)
	
	
	
	(.018)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-7.174***
	-7.190***
	-7.014***
	-8.318***
	-3.778***
	-3.750***
	-3.077**
	-9.985***

	
	(.240)
	(.242)
	(.279)
	(.420)
	(.874)
	(.871)
	(1.050)
	(1.718)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.747***
	.770***
	.895***
	1.098***
	2.190**
	2.168**
	3.292**
	1.601**

	
	(.185)
	(.191)
	(.249)
	(.312)
	(.776)
	(.770)
	(1.102)
	(.575)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.238*
	
	
	
	.111
	
	

	
	
	(.116)
	
	
	
	(.084)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.008**
	.010**
	
	
	.009*
	.006+

	
	
	
	(.002)
	(.003)
	
	
	(.004)
	(.003)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13235
	-13228
	-13197
	-13158
	-8795
	-8792
	-8778
	-8765


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 

Table E5.  Baseline models (Table 1) with PRRPs’ retrenchment position (per505).
	
	Conservative regime1
	Social-democratic regime2

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP retrenchment
	.732***
	.738***
	.600***
	1.650***
	.119
	.112
	.151
	1.068*

	
	(.039)
	(.040)
	(.087)
	(.211)
	(.460)
	(.457)
	(.571)
	(.456)

	Economic exposure
	.281***
	.238
	.286***
	.287***
	.495***
	.156
	.501***
	.500***

	
	(.066)
	(.198)
	(.067)
	(.067)
	(.076)
	(.314)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.351***
	.352***
	.321***
	.427***
	.412***
	.412***
	.377***
	.439***

	
	(.008)
	(.008)
	(.027)
	(.052)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.059)
	(.094)

	Net migration 
	.192***
	.192***
	.199***
	.412***
	.519***
	.517***
	.549***
	3.231***

	
	(.014)
	(.014)
	(.015)
	(.052)
	(.096)
	(.096)
	(.106)
	(.707)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP retrenchment × 
Economic exposure
	
	.006
	
	
	
	.128
	
	

	
	
	(.111)
	
	
	
	(.131)
	
	

	PRRP retrenchment × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	.026+
	-.061*
	
	
	.020
	-.053

	
	
	
	(.014)
	(.030)
	
	
	(.025)
	(.035)

	PRRP retrenchment × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	-.194***
	
	
	
	-1.134***

	
	
	
	
	(.034)
	
	
	
	(.275)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	-.013+
	
	
	
	-.035

	
	
	
	
	(.007)
	
	
	
	(.050)

	PRRP retrenchment × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	.015*
	
	
	
	.022

	
	
	
	
	(.008)
	
	
	
	(.018)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-7.174***
	-7.190***
	-7.014***
	-8.318***
	-3.778***
	-3.750***
	-3.077**
	-9.985***

	
	(.240)
	(.242)
	(.279)
	(.420)
	(.874)
	(.871)
	(1.050)
	(1.718)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.747***
	.770***
	.895***
	1.098***
	2.190**
	2.168**
	3.292**
	1.601**

	
	(.185)
	(.191)
	(.249)
	(.312)
	(.776)
	(.770)
	(1.102)
	(.575)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.238*
	
	
	
	.111
	
	

	
	
	(.116)
	
	
	
	(.084)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.008**
	.010**
	
	
	.009*
	.006+

	
	
	
	(.002)
	(.003)
	
	
	(.004)
	(.003)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13235
	-13228
	-13197
	-13158
	-8795
	-8792
	-8778
	-8765


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 

Table E6.  Baseline models (Table 1) with PRRPs’ nativist position (per608).
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP nativist position
	.252***
	.240***
	.069
	.454***
	-.869*
	-.839*
	-1.028*
	-2.077**

	
	(.032)
	(.032)
	(.067)
	(.120)
	(.383)
	(.381)
	(.462)
	(.689)

	Economic exposure
	.267***
	.054
	.269***
	.280***
	.496***
	1.033***
	.501***
	.500***

	
	(.066)
	(.131)
	(.066)
	(.066)
	(.076)
	(.261)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.349***
	.349***
	.317***
	.315***
	.411***
	.412***
	.383***
	.271**

	
	(.008)
	(.008)
	(.020)
	(.031)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.050)
	(.095)

	Net migration 
	.133***
	.133***
	.138***
	.272***
	.395***
	.393***
	.399***
	-.233

	
	(.017)
	(.017)
	(.017)
	(.050)
	(.096)
	(.095)
	(.113)
	(.278)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP nativist position × 
Economic exposure
	
	.155*
	
	
	
	-.368*
	
	

	
	
	(.076)
	
	
	
	(.154)
	
	

	PRRP nativist position × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	.034**
	.036+
	
	
	.023
	.011

	
	
	
	(.011)
	(.019)
	
	
	(.028)
	(.054)

	PRRP nativist position × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	-.124***
	
	
	
	.316+

	
	
	
	
	(.032)
	
	
	
	(.162)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.003
	
	
	
	.009

	
	
	
	
	(.008)
	
	
	
	(.018)

	PRRP nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	-.002
	
	
	
	.011

	
	
	
	
	(.005)
	
	
	
	(.012)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-6.294***
	-1.752***
	-1.765***
	-6.732***
	-2.119+
	-2.171+
	-1.225
	-.079

	
	(.234)
	(.091)
	(.092)
	(.308)
	(1.131)
	(1.126)
	(1.326)
	(1.346)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.731***
	.748***
	1.008***
	1.027***
	1.957**
	1.928**
	2.859**
	1.971**

	
	(.185)
	(.189)
	(.281)
	(.289)
	(.654)
	(.646)
	(.933)
	(.633)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.139
	
	
	
	.111
	
	

	
	
	(.097)
	
	
	
	(.084)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.006**
	.006**
	
	
	.009*
	.005+

	
	
	
	(.002)
	(.002)
	
	
	(.004)
	(.003)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13410
	-13403
	-13362
	-13317
	-8792
	-8787
	-8776
	-8766


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses.
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Figure E1. Marginal effects of PRRP pro-welfare-nativist and pro-retrenchment-nativist position conditioned by Immigration-scepticism (based on Models 3 and 7 in Table E1). Shaded areas are 95 % Cis.
























Appendix F. Alternative level 2 units, model specifications, and embedding

First, to ensure that country-years do not drive the main results, the analyses in Table F1 change the level-2 unit to election periods. As seen in Table F1, results in Table 1 (main text) are robust to this alteration.
Second, to control that the interaction terms capture the effect of changes in PRRPs’ welfare-nativism over time within countries, and not only cross-sectional differences in these effects between countries, the models in Table F2 follow the suggestion of Giesselmann and Schmidt-Catran (2019). These authors argue that one should control for country-means of individual-level variables to accurately detect cross-level interaction effects in the type of data used here. Therefore, the models in Table F2 include country means of economic exposure and immigration-skepticism. In the respective models, these variables also interact with PRRP welfare-nativist position. As seen in Table F2, these models corroborate the findings in the main text (Table 1).
Lastly, Table F3 below includes the same robustness checks as Burgoon and Rooduijn 2021 (online app Table A1). Table F3, thus, summarizes models with alternative embedding than Table 1 (main text) but with the same variables. I only present the coefficients for the main interactions, capturing possible moderation between PRRP welfare-nativist position and economic exposure, pro-redistribution, immigration-scepticism as well as immigration-scepticism × Net migration. The results from all three alternative specifications strongly corroborate the findings in Table 1.
Table F1. Baseline models (Table 1) with election periods as level-2 units. 
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP welfare-nativist position
	-.212**
	-.219**
	-.213*
	-.613***
	-.965***
	-.955***
	-.948***
	-.869***

	
	(.068)
	(.068)
	(.096)
	(.163)
	(.185)
	(.185)
	(.211)
	(.240)

	Economic exposure
	.265***
	.012
	.274***
	.273***
	.497***
	.762***
	.500***
	.499***

	
	(.069)
	(.161)
	(.069)
	(.069)
	(.076)
	(.159)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.364***
	.365***
	.368***
	.295***
	.410***
	.410***
	.423***
	.454***

	
	(.009)
	(.009)
	(.037)
	(.054)
	(.011)
	(.011)
	(.069)
	(.074)

	Net migration 
	-.008
	-.009
	-.023
	-.106*
	.016
	.016
	.008
	-.067

	
	(.019)
	(.019)
	(.020)
	(.043)
	(.022)
	(.022)
	(.023)
	(.108)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure
	
	.177*
	
	
	
	-.101+
	
	

	
	
	(.075)
	
	
	
	(.054)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	-.004
	.037
	
	
	.009
	-.066*

	
	
	
	(.016)
	(.027)
	
	
	(.009)
	(.028)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.079**
	
	
	
	.007

	
	
	
	
	(.027)
	
	
	
	(.050)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	
	.012+
	
	
	
	-.030+

	
	
	
	
	(.007)
	
	
	
	(.016)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	
	-.009+
	
	
	
	.022***

	
	
	
	
	(.005)
	
	
	
	(.007)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-5.133***
	-5.152***
	-5.024***
	-4.487***
	-4.142***
	-4.152***
	-3.962***
	-3.620***

	
	(.393)
	(.394)
	(.460)
	(.497)
	(.784)
	(.782)
	(.829)
	(.830)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.679***
	.215*
	1.306***
	1.365***
	2.457+
	2.443+
	2.286+
	1.652+

	
	(.170)
	(.104)
	(.394)
	(.414)
	(1.254)
	(1.247)
	(1.261)
	(.896)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	
	.123
	
	
	
	.004
	
	

	
	
	(.081)
	
	
	
	(.000)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	
	.021**
	.019**
	
	
	.013*
	.003

	
	
	
	(.007)
	(.006)
	
	
	(.006)
	(.002)

	Country-election observations
	26
	26
	26
	26
	17
	17
	17
	17

	Observations
	61.912
	61.912
	61.912
	61.912
	35.989
	35.989
	35.989
	35.989

	Log-likelihood
	-12204
	-12189
	-12113
	-12108
	-8776
	-8775
	-8747
	-8736


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses.



Table F2. Baseline models (Table 1) with country means and interactions with country means.
	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Main variables 
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6

	PRRP welfare-nativist position 
	-1.060***
	-5.520***
	4.805***
	1.517
	-2.439
	-1.686**

	
	(.142)
	(.450)
	(1.219)
	(1.111)
	(2.179)
	(3.811)

	Economic exposure
	-.048
	.261***
	.270***
	.753***
	.501***
	.498***

	
	(.124)
	(.066)
	(.067)
	(.214)
	(.076)
	(.076)

	Immigration skepticism
	.349***
	.379***
	.290***
	.412***
	.346***
	.429***

	
	(.008)
	(.022)
	(.032)
	(.011)
	(.043)
	(.064)

	Economic exposure (mean)
	-19.821*
	
	
	47.244
	
	

	
	(8.236)
	
	
	(45.521)
	
	

	Immigration skepticism (mean)
	
	-.807
	1.748**
	
	-1.165
	-7.265***

	
	
	(.538)
	(.549)
	
	(1.875)
	(2.055)

	Net migration 
	.244***
	.185***
	1.957***
	.503***
	.545***
	-5.106**

	
	(.015)
	(.016)
	(.239)
	(.092)
	(.105)
	(1.895)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure
	.228***
	
	
	-.114
	
	

	
	(.058)
	
	
	(.070)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure (mean)
	15.269***
	
	
	-19.984
	
	

	
	(1.909)
	
	
	(15.370)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Immigration skepticism
	
	-.017+
	.025
	
	.027*
	-.067*

	
	
	(.010)
	(.017)
	
	(.013)
	(.026)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration
	
	
	-1.021***
	
	
	1.287+

	
	
	
	(.163)
	
	
	(.780)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	.016***
	
	
	-.033*

	
	
	
	(.005)
	
	
	(.015)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	-.007*
	
	
	.025***

	
	
	
	(.003)
	
	
	(.006)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Immigration skepticism (mean)
	
	1.259***
	-.989***
	
	.558
	2.152*

	
	
	(.100)
	(.266)
	
	(.493)
	(.836)

	Immigration-scepticism (mean) × 
Net migration
	
	
	-.397***
	
	
	1.094*

	
	
	
	(.053)
	
	
	(.426)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism(mean)
	
	
	.221***
	
	
	-.238

	
	
	
	(.037)
	
	
	(.175)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-4.649***
	-2.625
	-14.04***
	-7.098*
	1.798
	29.877**

	
	(.621)
	(2.436)
	(2.509)
	(3.105)
	(8.710)
	(9.485)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.655***
	1.654***
	1.192***
	2.064**
	2.826**
	.273*

	
	(.166)
	(.454)
	(.334)
	(.722)
	(.980)
	(.115)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	.130
	
	
	.114
	
	

	
	(.080)
	
	
	(.086)
	
	

	Variance (Pro-redistribution)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	.009**
	.006**
	
	.008*
	.004+

	
	
	(.003)
	(.002)
	
	(.004)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61.912
	61.912
	61.912
	35.989
	35.989
	35.989

	Log likelihood
	-13392
	-13310
	-13224
	-8790
	-8776
	-8736


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses.
Table F3. Alternative embedding. 
	
	A. (Individuals nested in country-years). Table 1 (main text)
	B. (Individuals nested in country-years with country-fixed effects)
	C. (Individuals nested in country-years with country- and year fixed effects)
	D. (No multilevel structure)

	
	Cons regime
	Soc-dem regime
	Cons regime
	Soc-dem regime
	Cons regime
	Soc-dem regime
	Cons regime
	Soc-dem regime

	Interaction terms
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure
	.231***
	-.114
	.181***
	-.113
	.173***
	-.113
	.148***
	-.110*

	
	(.058)
	(.070)
	(0.06)
	(.070)
	(0.06)
	(.070)
	(0.04)
	(.052)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Immigration-scepticism
	-.002
	.026*
	-.016+
	.029*
	-.020*
	.028*
	.009+
	.035***

	
	(.009)
	(.013)
	(.009)
	(.014)
	(.009)
	(.013)
	(.005)
	(.007)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	-.004
	.022***
	-.004
	.024***
	-.006*
	.022***
	-.011***
	.013***

	
	(.003)
	(.006)
	(.003)
	(.006)
	(.003)
	(.006)
	(.002)
	(.003)

	Country fixed effects
	NO
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Year fixed effects
	NO
	NO
	NO
	NO
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES


 + < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 
 

Appendix G. Jackknife analyses
Table G1 presents a jackknife analysis that excludes one country-year at the time. These analyses corroborate the main results (all interaction terms remain significant, and effects point in the same direction). 
However, the jackknife analyses in Table G2 instead drop one country at a time. Due to the few countries in the analysis, the main results for the social-democratic regime do not hold up to this manipulation. While this may be seen as a sign of non-robustness, significant effects are not anticipated when dropping a fourth of the sample. It is important to note, though, that all effects go in the same direction. Most importantly, when considering the three-way interaction, and the marginal effects for the most extreme voters, the difference between regimes in the main analyses still holds. This is shown in Figure G1, which is based on the interaction term in models 3 and 6 in Table G2. Figure G1 only compares how the marginal effects differ across welfare regimes for the most extreme voters –10 on the immigration-scepticism variable – and net migration varies between the mean value and the mean value + 1 sd). 
Table G1.  Jackknife analysis (sequentially excluding 46 country-year observations in the conservative regime and 
31country-year observations in the social-democratic regime).
	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6

	PRRP welfare-nativism
	.063
	.071
	.525
	.098
	.032
	-.854

	
	(.227)
	(.348)
	(.427)
	(.351)
	(.467)
	(.931)

	Economic exposure
	-.051
	.277**
	.279**
	.753**
	.501***
	.498***

	
	(.140)
	(.080)
	(.084)
	(.256)
	(.102)
	(.101)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.348***
	.358***
	.315***
	.412***
	.346***
	.418***

	
	(.021)
	(.031)
	(.069)
	(.020)
	(.035)
	(.052)

	Net migration 
	.216*
	.224*
	.224
	.521
	.540
	-.247

	
	(.095)
	(.100)
	(.149)
	(.498)
	(.607)
	(.505)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Economic exposure
	.231**
	
	
	-.114
	
	

	
	(.069)
	
	
	(.106)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	-.002
	.009
	
	.026+
	-.059*

	
	
	(.028)
	(.048)
	
	(.015)
	(.026)

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Net migration
	
	
	-.087
	
	
	.204

	
	
	
	(.087)
	
	
	(.299)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	.011
	
	
	-.029+

	
	
	
	(.012)
	
	
	(.014)

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	-.004
	
	
	.022**

	
	
	
	(.010)
	
	
	(.007)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-6.008***
	-6.062***
	-6.345***
	-4.023*
	-3.307
	-2.309

	
	(.461)
	(.544)
	(1.264)
	(1.950)
	(2.225)
	(3.207)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.688
	.961
	1.307
	2.187
	3.118
	1.482

	
	(.542)
	(.818)
	(.854)
	(1.925)
	(2.909)
	(.969)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	.123
	
	
	.115
	
	

	
	(.117)
	
	
	(.108)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	.007*
	.007
	
	.008
	.002

	
	
	(.004)
	(.005)
	
	(.005)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13425
	-13398
	-13274
	-8791
	-8777
	-8756


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses.

Table G2.  Jackknife analysis (sequentially excluding 7 countries in the conservative regime and 4 countries in the social-democratic regime).
	Main variables
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6

	PRRP welfare-nativism
	.063
	.071
	.525
	.098
	.032
	-.854

	
	(.425)
	(.603)
	(.813)
	(.590)
	(.794)
	(1.534)

	Economic exposure
	-.051
	.277+
	.279+
	.753*
	.501+
	.498+

	
	(.128)
	(.125)
	(.132)
	(.189)
	(.203)
	(.204)

	Immigration-scepticism
	.348***
	.358***
	.315*
	.412**
	.346***
	.418**

	
	(.027)
	(.054)
	(.126)
	(.045)
	(.017)
	(.059)

	Net migration 
	.216
	.224
	.224
	.521
	.540
	-.247

	
	(.209)
	(.219)
	(.354)
	(.487)
	(.584)
	(.504)

	Interaction terms
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Economic exposure
	.231*
	
	
	-.114
	
	

	
	(.070)
	
	
	(.065)
	
	

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Immigration-scepticism
	
	-.002
	.009
	
	.026+
	-.059

	
	
	(.039)
	(.059)
	
	(.013)
	(.047)

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Net migration
	
	
	-.087
	
	
	.204

	
	
	
	(.189)
	
	
	(.315)

	Immigration-scepticism × 
Net migration
	
	
	.011
	
	
	-.029

	
	
	
	(.030)
	
	
	(.025)

	PRRP welfare-nativism × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	
	
	-.004
	
	
	.022

	
	
	
	(.014)
	
	
	(.017)

	Control variables
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES
	YES

	Constant
	-6.008**
	-6.062**
	-6.345+
	-4.023
	-3.307
	-2.309

	
	(1.413)
	(1.365)
	(2.719)
	(2.073)
	(2.353)
	(4.597)

	Random part
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Country-year)
	.688
	.961
	1.307
	2.187
	3.118
	1.482

	
	(.424)
	(.808)
	(1.581)
	(1.427)
	(1.629)
	(.758)

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	.123
	
	
	.115
	
	

	
	(.177)
	
	
	(.125)
	
	

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	
	.007
	.007
	
	.008
	.002

	
	
	(.008)
	(.012)
	
	(.016)
	(.002)

	Country-year observations
	46
	46
	46
	31
	31
	31

	Observations
	61912
	61912
	61912
	35989
	35989
	35989

	Log-likelihood
	-13425
	-13398
	-13274
	-8791
	-8791
	-8756


+ < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients with standard errors within parentheses.
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Figure G1. Marginal effects of PRRP welfare-nativist position conditioned by immigration-scepticism and net migration. Bars are 95 % Cis
Appendix H: Alternative definitions of welfare regimes
The robustness of the results is checked by expanding the social-democratic regime with three countries that are sometimes categorized as having mixed traits or even being part of the social-democratic regime (e.g., Crepaz and Damron, 2009). In the different specifications, A-E, in Table I1, the Netherlands, Belgium, and Germany are added one by one and all together. To conserve space, Table I1 only shows interaction terms and random slopes. The results show that the baseline results in Table 1 (main text) are considerably weakened, with one exception. When Germany is added, we see that all interaction terms, including the three-way, are similar to the ones in the main text. This is mainly due to the high levels of net migration in Germany.

Table I1. Alternative definitions of the social-democratic regime (only showing interaction terms and random slopes).
	
	Definition in the main text
	The Netherlands added
	Netherlands and Belgium added
	Netherlands, Belgium, and Germany added

	
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime
	Conservative regime
	Social-democratic regime

	Interaction terms
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7
	Model 8

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Economic exposure
	.231***
	-.114
	.231**
	-.062
	.161
	.039
	.168
	.042

	
	(.058)
	(.070)
	(.080)
	(.052)
	(.103)
	(.040)
	(.118)
	(.037)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Immigration-scepticism
	-.002
	.026*
	-.023*
	.019*
	.004
	.031***
	-.005
	.024***

	
	(.009)
	(.013)
	(.011)
	(.010)
	(.011)
	(.007)
	(.011)
	(.007)

	PRRP welfare-nativist position × 
Net migration × Immigration-scepticism
	-.004
	.022***
	-.010*
	.015*
	-.005
	.001
	-.011*
	-.002

	
	(.003)
	(.006)
	(.004)
	(.006)
	(.004)
	(.004)
	(.004)
	(.004)

	Random slopes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance (Economic exposure)
	.123
	.115
	.256+
	.052
	.475*
	.044
	.410+
	.033

	
	(.081)
	(.086)
	(.133)
	(.051)
	(.219)
	(.040)
	(.210)
	(.037)

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	.007**
	.008*
	.011**
	.009**
	.009**
	.013***
	.005*
	.015***

	
	(.002)
	(.003)
	(.004)
	(.003)
	(.003)
	(.004)
	(.002)
	(.004)

	Variance (Immigration-scepticism)
	.007**
	.002
	.011**
	.007*
	.007*
	.017***
	.003+
	.020***

	
	(.002)
	(.002)
	(.004)
	(.003)
	(.003)
	(.005)
	(.002)
	(.006)

	Observations
	61.912
	35.989
	50.094
	47.807
	39.966
	57.935
	24.667
	73.234


 + < p .1. *p < .05. **p< .01. ***p< .001. Entries are regression coefficients (for interaction terms) and random slope coefficients with standard errors within parentheses. 
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A. Pro-welfare-nativist position (social-democratic regime)
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B. Pro-retrenchment-nativist position (socal-democratic regime)
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C. Pro-welfare-nativist position (conservative regime)
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D. Pro-retrenchment-nativist position (conservative regime)
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