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Appendix
Table A I. Codebook for classifications of different sentiment types.
	Sentiment
	Meaning

	Neutral
	Comments that contain political discussion that stays on a level that does not project sentiment that can be evaluated as positive or negative, such as observations about political situations, political talk with other users, and political suggestions for the party leader. Also includes comments that have illegible content that can’t be deemed to have a stance on the discussion.
“[Society is as strong as its weakest link.]” (comment on Li Andersson’s post in 2023)
“[Hopefully this thing gets fixed quickly. There’s a glaring need for doctors!!👍👏]” (comment on Maria Ohisalo’s post in 2023)
“[Patience and knowing things are important. Concise answers that are easily understood by all. No to speaking over others or you’ll fail.]” (comment on Annika Saarikko’s post in 2023)
The neutral category had a significant number of boundary cases, which could be interpreted as either political discussion without a clear sentiment or one of the other categories. As neutral acted as the fallback category, all of the comments that had no discernible sentiment were coded as belonging to this category.


	Positive
	Comments that project praise, cheering, appraisal, support, and defense of the party leader or the party. 
“[Thank you for visiting to inspire us.]” (comment on Juha Sipilä’s post in 2019)
“[It’s too bad that I can’t vote for you, but my vote goes to the Greens anyway :)]” (comment on Pekka Haavisto’s post in 2019)
“[A fine politician, a fine person. Blessings and success for your life and career!]” (comment on Sari Essayah’s post in 2019)
Boundaries for the positive category were most often due to the existence of multiple sentiments in the same comment; these were judged by the prevailing sentiment.



	Negative toward
	Comments that attack or project negativity toward the party leader and/or their party. Negativity may be projected through direct insults and aggressive language, criticism that directly blames the party leader or the party and ridiculing the party leader or their party.
“[No. Every prime minister should work for ten years as blue-collar workers before they could be elected to the parliament. Green-left feminists are a separate case, of course.]” (reply on Li Andersson’s tweet in 2019)
“[Yeah yeah. Yle removed only your election panel and hoped not to get caught. I wonder if you’ve watched too many films about conspiracies and freemasons.]” (reply to Jussi Halla-Aho’s tweet in 2019)
“[Every single ”reform” went to shit. Activation models and such. What the hell is so fucking difficult in preparation that you can’t do it properly right from the get-go? Shit there’s ministries filled with officials. What do they get paid for? Digging their ass?]” (reply to Petteri Orpo’s tweet in 2019)
Most of the boundary cases related to whether negative sentiment toward all politicians could be interpreted as negative toward the party leader; these comments were judged to belong to this category.
“[Pretty useless to vote for anybody soon when votes don’t matter in forming the government, the people isn’t listened to but the government is created with some old boys’ club]” (comment on Petteri Orpo’s post in 2023)
Other large boundary was whether criticism belonged to the neutral category, or wasn’t negative enough. The following example was deemed as belonging to this category due to its sarcastic tone:
“[If you can’t magically summon 30-50 thousand new nurses in the coming years, you should be happy for our elders about every educated healthcare professional, even if they communicated via sign language. Welcome to reality.]” (reply to Riikka Purra’s tweet in 2023)

	Negative from
	Comments that attack or project negativity toward political groups not represented by the party leader. These comments feature similar negative language that is present in comments that are negative toward the party leader or their party, with the exception that the negative sentiment is clearly directed toward another party, politically inclined entity or identity group (such as immigrants, the EU, NATO and labor unions).
“[Shut Sipilä’s mouth already about the 140 000 new jobs. Th poor man probably already believes in them as well. Dangerous that there is such a delusional person making decisions. This kind of posturing makes me anxious for the 9€ employees.]” (reply to Li Andersson’s tweet in 2019)
“[The expert problem has indeed been solved with immigration. The illiterate bridge engineers that arrived in 2015 are working long days already.]” (reply to Maria Ohisalo’s tweet in 2023)
“[Now just past the green-left and global communist transparty in a breeze!! 💪💪💪🇫🇮🇫🇮🇫🇮❤️❤️❤️]” (comment on Riikka Purra’s post in 2023)
Boundary cases often included comments which included more than one sentiment. In these cases the comment was coded according to the sentiment that was expressed more prevalently.
“[The route designer hasn’t been a green hippie. Have a good day.]” (reply to Riikka Purra’s tweet in 2023)
“[Good luck! Pragmatism and economy-thinking are what Finland needs, not the “everything-for everyone-debt-crap” like the current destructive green-left hysteria!]” (comment on Harry Harkimo’s post in 2023)
As with the negative toward-category, this category had also multiple challenges in classifying comments as neutral. The following example was deemed neutral, as it is not clear on whether the comment projects actual negativity toward the NCP:
“[Do you promise not to form the government with the National Coalition Party?]”




Table A II. Categorical kappa values.
	
	Positive
	Negative toward
	Negative from
	Neutral

	Twitter 2023
	0.68
	0.68
	0.34
	0.47

	Twitter 2019
	0.72
	0.69
	0.77
	0.61

	Facebook 2023
	0.87
	0.67
	0.40
	0.68

	Facebook 2019
	0.82
	0.58
	0.62
	0.61
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