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	Table S1. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of Economic Attitudes

	Parameter
	Model 0
	
	Model 1
	
	Model 2

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.18 (0.22)
	[–0.59, 0.26]
	
	–0.30 (0.28)
	[–0.83, 0.24]
	
	–0.09 (0.26)
	[–0.58, 0.38]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	
	
	
	0.16 (0.01)
	[0.13, 0.19]
	
	0.14 (0.03)
	[0.09, 0.19]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	
	
	
	0.01 (0.02)
	[–0.03, 0.05]
	
	–0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.04, 0.02]

	Random parameters

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.48
	[0.13, 0.95]
	
	0.46
	[0.09, 0.78]
	
	0.52
	[0.12, 0.93]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.01
	[0.001, 0.012]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.05
	[0.01, 0.10]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.47
	[0.46, 0.49]
	
	0.47
	[0.46, 0.48]
	
	0.47
	[0.45, 0.48]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	23920.37
	
	
	23775.13
	
	
	23741.51
	

	Note. n = 11410. Standard errors are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across 1000 bootstrapped resamples of the data. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex was multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men among the party candidates. All random parameters are in variance metric.






	Table S2. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of Social Attitudes

	Parameter
	Model 0
	
	Model 1
	
	Model 2

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.15 (0.26)
	[–0.63, 0.37]
	
	–0.25 (0.33)
	[–0.89, 0.39]
	
	–0.19 (0.33)
	[–0.81, 0.47]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	
	
	
	0.25 (0.01)
	[0.22, 0.27]
	
	0.23 (0.04)
	[0.15, 0.30]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	
	
	
	0.01 (0.03)
	[–0.03, 0.06]
	
	0.005 (0.02)
	[–0.05, 0.06]

	Random parameters

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.66
	[0.18, 1.33]
	
	0.65
	[0.13, 1.11]
	
	0.65
	[0.15, 1.18]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.01
	[0.001, 0.026]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.03
	[–0.03, 0.11]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.51
	[0.50, 0.53]
	
	0.50
	[0.49, 0.51]
	
	0.50
	[0.48, 0.51]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	24833.37
	
	
	24504.82
	
	
	24453.82
	

	Note. n = 11140. Standard errors are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across 1000 bootstrapped resamples of the data. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex was multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men among the party candidates. All random parameters are in variance metric.






	
Table S3. Coefficients from elastic net penalized regression across 1000 permutations for the training set

	Variable
	
	M
	SD
	2.5%
	97.5%

	Intercept
	
	1.73
	0.17
	1.39
	2.08

	Public services should be evermore privatized
	
	–0.06
	0.02
	–0.10
	–0.02

	If a situation arises in which it is necessary to either cut down on public services and social security benefits or raise taxes, raising taxes is the better option
	
	–0.06
	0.02
	–0.10
	–0.02

	Large income differences are acceptable, as an appropriate reward for differences of talent and dedication
	
	0.30
	0.02
	0.26
	0.33

	In the long run, the current levels of public service and social security benefits burden the public budget too much
	
	–0.15
	0.02
	–0.18
	–0.10

	Gay and lesbian couples should have the same marriage and adoption rights as heterosexual couples
	
	–0.25
	0.02
	–0.29
	–0.22

	If the state offers to set up a refugee centre in my home municipality, the offer should be accepted
	
	–0.11
	0.02
	–0.15
	–0.08

	School is too indulgent towards pupils. Stricter discipline would make schools better
	
	0.13
	0.02
	0.10
	0.17

	Traditional values, such as family values, religion, and patriotism, provide a sound basis for politics.
	
	–0.13
	0.02
	–0.16
	–0.09

	Note. Dependent variable in the binomial regression was sex. Positive coefficient sign indicates stronger association with being male and negative indicates stronger association with being female.






	Table S4. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of Political Femininity-Masculinity

	Parameter
	Model 0
	
	Model 1
	
	Model 2

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.02 (0.01)
	[–0.05, 0.01]
	
	–0.18 (0.04)
	[–0.27, –0.10]
	
	–0.09 (0.05)
	[–0.19, 0.03]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	
	
	
	0.45 (0.01)
	[0.42, 0.48]
	
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.46]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	
	
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[0.01, 0.03]
	
	0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.01, 0.02]

	Random parameters

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.29 (0.02)
	[0.25, 0.34]
	
	0.25 (0.03)
	[0.19, 0.32]
	
	0.27 (0.04)
	[0.20, 0.34]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.02 (0.00)
	[0.01, 0.03]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.05 (0.01)
	[0.02, 0.07]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.73 (0.02)
	[0.69, 0.77]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	14448.40 (143.71)
	[14148.85, 14719.71]
	
	14063.70 (156.08)
	[13736.52, 14365.16]
	
	14039.71 (157.80)
	[13711.68, 14337.53]

	Note: n = 5706. Standard deviations of parameter estimates across permutations are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across permutations. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex was multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men among the candidates of each party. All random parameters are in variance metric.






	Table S5. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of the Predictors of Political Femininity-Masculinity

	Parameter
	Model 3: Income
	
	Model 3: Education
	
	Model 3: Age

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.15 (0.15)
	[–0.46, 0.12]
	
	–0.02 (0.07)
	[–0.16, 0.14]
	
	–0.18 (0.09)
	[–0.36, –0.02]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.47]
	
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.46]
	
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.47]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.02 (0.02)
	[–0.02, 0.05]
	
	0.00 (0.01)
	[–0.02, 0.02]
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[–0.00, 0.04]

	Income
	0.00 (0.01)
	[–0.02, 0.02]
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Education
	
	
	
	–0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.02, 0.00]
	
	
	

	Age
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.05 (0.02)
	[0.01, 0.10]

	Economic attitudes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Social attitudes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Random parameters

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.26 (0.09)
	[0.15, 0.47]
	
	0.26 (0.04)
	[0.19, 0.34]
	
	0.22 (0.05)
	[0.12, 0.32]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	0.02 (0.01)
	[0.01, 0.03]
	
	0.02 (0.00)
	[0.01, 0.03]
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[0.01, 0.03]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	0.03 (0.03)
	[–0.03, 0.10]
	
	0.05 (0.01)
	[0.02, 0.07]
	
	0.04 (0.02)
	[0.00, 0.07]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	14038.99 (157.77)
	[13710.56, 14336.17]
	
	14038.89 (157.81)
	[13711.50  14336.44]
	
	14037.90 (157.63)
	[13709.78  14336.52]

	Note: n = 5706. Standard deviations of parameter estimates across permutations are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across permutations. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex, income, and education were multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men, percentages of candidates with above average income, and percentages of candidates with at least bachelor’s degree among the candidates of each party. All random parameters are in variance metric.






	
Table S6. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of the Predictors of Political Femininity-Masculinity

	Parameter
	Model 3: Economic attitudes
	
	Model 3: Social 
attitudes

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.12 (0.07)
	[–0.28, –0.01]
	
	–0.14 (0.02)
	[–0.19, –0.09]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.44 (0.02)
	[0.41, 0.47]
	
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.39, 0.48]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.00, 0.03]
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.01, 0.02]

	Income
	
	
	
	
	

	Education
	
	
	
	
	

	Age
	
	
	
	
	

	Economic attitudes
	0.41 (0.13)
	[0.13, 0.65]
	
	
	

	Social attitudes
	
	
	
	0.63 (0.04)
	[0.55, 0.72]

	Random parameters

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.17 (0.03)
	[0.12, 0.25]
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.00, 0.02]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	0.02 (0.01)
	[0.01, 0.03]
	
	0.02 (0.00)
	[0.01, 0.03]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	0.01 (0.02)
	[–0.04, 0.06]
	
	0.00 (0.01)
	[–0.02, 0.01]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]

	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	14037.07 (157.88)
	[13707.14,   14335.71]
	
	14009.44 (158.33)
	[13684.96,  14311.95]

	Note: n = 5706. Standard deviations of parameter estimates across permutations are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across permutations. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex, income, and education were multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men, percentages of candidates with above average income, and percentages of candidates with at least bachelor’s degree among the candidates of each party. All random parameters are in variance metric.






	
Table S7. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of the Predictors of Sex Differences in Political Femininity-Masculinity

	Parameter
	Model 4: Income
	
	Model 4: Education
	
	Model 4: Age

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.11 (0.10)
	[–0.34, 0.06]
	
	–0.01 (0.08)
	[–0.15, 0.15]
	
	–0.18 (0.09)
	[–0.35, –0.01]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.40 (0.02)
	[0.36, 0.44]
	
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.47]
	
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.47]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.01, 0.04]
	
	0.00 (0.01)
	[–0.02, 0.02]
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[–0.00, 0.04]

	Income
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.003, 0.02]
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Education
	
	
	
	–0.02 (0.01)
	[–0.03, –0.003]
	
	
	

	Age
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.04 (0.02)
	[0.01, 0.09]

	Economic attitudes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Social attitudes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cross-level interactions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Income × Sex  
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.003, 0.01]
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Education × Sex
	
	
	
	–0.00 (0.00)
	[–0.01, 0.00]
	
	
	

	Age × Sex 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	–0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.03, 0.01]

	Economic att. × Sex  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Social att. × Sex
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex × Sex 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.24 (0.05)
	[0.39, 0.58]
	
	0.26 (0.04)
	[0.19, 0.34]
	
	0.22 (0.05)
	[0.12, 0.31]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	0.01 (0.005)
	[0.004, 0.02]
	
	0.02 (0.00)
	[0.01, 0.03]
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[0.01, 0.03]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	0.04 (0.02)
	[–0.01, 0.07]
	
	0.05 (0.01)
	[0.02, 0.07]
	
	0.04 (0.02)
	[0.00, 0.07]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	14035.44 (157.97)
	[13704.82,  14334.05]
	
	14038.44 (157.79)
	[13711.48,  14336.40]
	
	14037.45 (157.65)
	[13709.05,  14336.42]

	Note: n = 5706. Standard deviations of parameter estimates across permutations are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across permutations. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex, income, and education were multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men, percentages of candidates with above average income, and percentages of candidates with at least bachelor’s degree among the candidates of each party. All random parameters are in variance metric.





	

Table S8. Fixed Effects Estimates (Top) and Variance–Covariance Estimates (Bottom) for Models of the Predictors of Sex Differences in Political Femininity-Masculinity

	Parameter
	Model 4: Economic attitudes
	
	Model 4: Social attitudes
	
	Model 4: Sex

	Fixed effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept
	–0.11 (0.05)
	[–0.21, –0.01]
	
	–0.14 (0.02)
	[–0.18, –0.10]
	
	–0.18 (0.04)
	[–0.27, –0.10]

	Level 1 (individual)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.43 (0.02)
	[0.40, 0.46]
	
	0.41 (0.02)
	[0.38, 0.45]
	
	0.38 (0.02)
	[0.33, 0.42]

	Level 2 (party)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sex
	0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.00, 0.02]
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.01, 0.02]
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[0.01, 0.03]

	Income
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Economic attitudes
	0.48 (0.05)
	[0.38, 0.57]
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Social attitudes
	
	
	
	0.62 (0.04)
	[0.55, 0.69]
	
	
	

	Cross-level interactions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Income × Sex  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Education × Sex
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age × Sex 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Economic att. × Sex  
	0.14 (0.02)
	[0.10, 0.19]
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Social att. × Sex
	
	
	
	0.13 (0.03)
	[0.07, 0.18]
	
	
	

	Sex × Sex 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.003, 0.014]

	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Level 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (σ2u0)
	0.15 (0.02)
	[0.11, 0.20]
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.003, 0.01]
	
	0.25 (0.03)
	[0.19, 0.32]

	Sex/Sex (σ2u1)
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.003, 0.02]
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.001, 0.02]
	
	0.01 (0.00)
	[0.003, 0.02]

	Sex/Intercept (σ2u01)
	0.01 (0.01)
	[–0.01, 0.03]
	
	–0.00 (0.00)
	[–0.01, 0.00]
	
	0.02 (0.01)
	[–0.00, 0.05]

	Level 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Intercept/Intercept (w0)
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]
	
	0.68 (0.02)
	[0.64, 0.72]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	-2*log likelihood
	14031.90 (158.09)
	[13702.39,  14329.42]
	
	14004.80 (158.08)
	[13681.36,  14302.80]
	
	14036.75 (157.51)
	[13709.31,  14334.89]

	Note: n = 5706. Standard deviations of parameter estimates across permutations are in parentheses. In brackets are confidence intervals indicating 2.5% and 97.5% percentiles across permutations. Individual level sex was party-mean centered. Party level sex, income, and education were multiplied by 100 to indicate percentages of men, percentages of candidates with above average income, and percentages of candidates with at least bachelor’s degree among the candidates of each party. All random parameters are in variance metric.



