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Figure A1. Screenshot of the closed-list pan-European ballot of the EuroVotePlus Experiment

  



Figure A2. Screenshot of the open-list pan-European ballot of the EuroVotePlus Experiment 

  



Table A1. Party vote on the pan-European ballot, per country 
 Closed-list Open-list 

 Non-weighted  Weighted Non-weighted  Weighted 

France (N = 421)     

ALDE 12% 17% 13% 17% 

EPP 5% 24% 5% 24% 

EFD 2% 6% 3% 6% 

ECR 1% 5% 1% 5% 

S&D 20% 15% 20% 15% 

Greens-EFA 31% 15% 31% 15% 

GUE-NGL 28% 18% 27% 18% 

     

Germany (N = 316)     

ALDE 7% 12% 7% 12% 

EPP 9% 30% 9% 30% 

EFD 2% 1% 2% 0% 

ECR 2% 1% 1% 0% 

S&D 34% 34% 33% 33% 

Greens-EFA 32% 12% 34% 14% 

GUE-NGL 14% 10% 15% 10% 

     

Sweden (N = 379)     

ALDE 20% 23% 20% 21% 

EPP 7% 9% 7% 11% 

EFD 11% 9% 11% 9% 

ECR 8% 9% 7% 8% 

S&D 13% 21% 14% 21% 

Greens-EFA 20% 15% 20% 15% 

GUE-NGL 22% 15% 21% 14% 

 
 
 
 
 
  



Figure A3. Effect of co-nationality on open list preferential voting, by country. 
 

 
Note: Entries are relative risk ratios and 95% confidence intervals of voting positively or negatively 
for a co-national candidate (compared to the neutral vote category), estimated through multinomial 
logit models. Other covariates are the same as those of Table 2 in the article’s text. 
  



Figure A4. Effect of co-nationality on list voting, by country. 

  
Note: Entries are odd ratios (and 95% confidence intervals) of voting for a list where there is a least 
one co-national candidate (compared to none), estimated through subject-level fixed effects 
conditional logit models. Other covariates are the same as those of Tables 3 and 4 in the article’s text. 
 
 
  



Figure A5. Effect of co-nationality on list voting, excluding lists. 

 
Note: Entries are odd ratios and 95% confidence intervals of voting for a list where there is a least 
one co-national candidate (compared to none), estimated through subject-level fixed effects 
conditional logit models. Each time, we exclude one list. Other covariates are the same as those of 
Tables 3 and 4 in the article’s text. 
  



Figure A6. Effect of co-nationality on list voting, reducing the number of candidates considered. 

 
Note: Entries are odd ratios and 95% confidence intervals of voting for a list where there is a least 
one co-national candidate (compared to none), estimated through subject-level fixed effects 
conditional logit models. Each time, we only consider a sub-sample of list candidates to measure the 
dependent variable. Other covariates are the same as those of Tables 3 and 4 in the article’s text. 
 


