Online Appendix: Coding and Data Description



Tab. A 1: Right-wing populist parties in the sample: 2002-2019
	Country
	Party
	Populist
	Right-wing
	Far-right
	Eurosceptic

	Austria
	FPO
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Austria
	TS
	+
	+
	
	+

	Austria
	BZO
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Belgium
	VB
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Belgium
	FN
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Belgium
	LDD
	+
	+
	
	

	Belgium
	Pp
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Denmark
	DF
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Denmark
	NB
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Finland
	PS
	+
	+
	+
	+

	France
	FN
	+
	+
	+
	+

	France
	DLR
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Germany
	AfD
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Greece
	ANEL
	+
	+
	
	+

	Greece
	LAOS
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Greece
	EL
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Italy
	LN
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Italy
	FDI
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Italy
	FI/PDL
	+
	+
	
	

	Netherlands
	FVD
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Netherlands
	CD
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Netherlands
	LPF
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Netherlands
	PVV
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Sweden
	SD
	+
	+
	+
	+

	Sweden
	NyD
	+
	+
	+
	

	United Kingdom
	UKIP
	+
	+
	+
	+


Notes: The table shows the parties coded as right-wing populist based on the identification by the PopuList of Rooduijn et al. (2019) and the CHES (1999-2019). A “+” populist column indicates that the party is coded as populist by Rooduijn et al. (2019). A “+” in the right-wing column denotes that the average policy position of this party on the GAL-TAN dimension is 1 standard deviation above average GAL-TAN policy position of all parties in the respective country. The far-right and Eurosceptic column are again based on the PopuList and provide further insight into the classification of the parties. 


Tab. A 2: Mainstream parties in the sample: 2002-2019
	Country
	Party
	Party family
	Avg. votes
	Majority in government


	Austria
	OVP
	Conservative
	31.70
	2000-2007; 2017-2019


	Austria
	SPO
	Socialist
	30.38 

	1999-2000; 2007-2017

	Belgium
	CD&V
	Conservative
	12.14
	2007-2010


	Belgium
	PS 

	Socialist
	17.28
	2010-14


	Belgium
	VLD
	Liberal
	11.82
	1999-2007


	Belgium
	NVA
	Conservative
	11.33
	2014-17


	Denmark
	SD
	Socialist
	27.78
	1999-2001; 2011-15; 2019


	Denmark
	V
	Liberal
	26.72
	2001-11; 2015-19

	Finland
	KESK
	Liberal
	20.37
	2003-11; 2015-19


	Finland
	KOK
	Liberal
	20.05
	2011-15


	Finland
	SDP
	Socialist
	27.42
	1999-2003


	France
	PS
	Socialist
	17.28
	1999-2002; 2012-17


	France
	LR
	Conservative
	27.80
	2002-12; 2017-19


	Germany
	CDU/CSU
	Conservative
	36.18
	2005-19


	Germany
	SPD
	Socialist
	30.47
	1999-2005


	Greece
	ND
	Conservative
	38.21
	2004-09; 2012-15; 2019


	Greece
	PASOK
	Socialist
	31.70
	1999-2004; 2009-12


	Italy
	PD
	Socialist
	22.43
	1999-2001; 2013-18

	Netherlands
	CDA
	Conservative
	17.88
	2002-10


	Netherlands
	PvdA
	Socialist
	19.23
	1999-2002


	Netherlands
	VVD
	Liberal
	20.52
	2010-19


	Sweden
	M
	Conservative
	22.92
	2006-14

	Sweden
	SAP
	Socialist
	33.58
	1999-2006; 2014-19


	United Kingdom
	CONS
	Conservative
	35.10
	2010-19


	United Kingdom
	LAB
	Socialist
	34.88
	1999-2010



Notes: In order to be considered as a mainstream party a party has to belong to either the socialist, conservative, Christian democratic or liberal party family and either frequently be the majority party in a government coalition or on average win a considerable number of votes. The latter is defined as an average vote share of 1 standard deviation above the country average vote share. The coding is based on the ParlGov database (Döring and Manow 2019). The criteria are applied to the entire period covered by ParlGov database and not only the period under analysis. From this follows that the parties cannot lose their mainstream party status over the course of the period of analysis.




Fig. A 1: Distribution of the independent variable in the party samples
[image: ]
Notes: The figure shows the distribution of the independent variable in the different mainstream party sub-samples in the 11 sample countries between 2002 and 2019.

Fig. A 2: Distribution of the dependent variable in the party samples
[image: ]
Notes: The figure shows the distribution of the dependent variable in the different mainstream party sub-samples in the 11 sample countries between 2002 and 2019.





Tab. A 3: RWPP vote share and mainstream party position

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)

	RWPP VS ∆
	0.159
	0.107
	0.647
	0.453

	
	(0.41)
	(0.23)
	(0.77)
	(0.43)

	RWPP VS ∆ * ConsM
	
	
	-0.730
	-0.247

	
	
	
	(1.37)
	(0.65)

	ConsM Dummy
	
	
	3.345
	1.860

	
	
	
	(4.85)
	(2.33)

	Constant
	-0.223
	1.235
	-2.817
	-0.485

	
	(2.90)
	(2.04)
	(5.10)
	(3.47)

	Year Fixed Effects
	
	
	
	

	Party Fixed Effects
	
	
	
	

	Country Fixed Effects
	
	
	
	

	Sample Size
	94
	94
	94
	94

	R2
	0.14
	0.39
	0.15
	0.40


Significance levels: *** p < .01, ** p < .05, * p < .10.
Robust standard errors in parentheses.

































Tab. A 4: Robustness check mainstream party responsiveness to RWPPs
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)

	RWPP VS ∆
	-0.007
	-0.007
	-0.007
	-0.007
	-0.010
	-0.004
	-0.003
	-0.037

	
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.03)
	(0.03)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.02)
	(0.03)

	RWPP VS ∆ * ConsM
	-0.089**
	-0.089**
	-0.089**
	-0.089**
	
	-0.083**
	-0.094**
	-0.087**

	
	(0.03)
	(0.03)
	(0.04)
	(0.04)
	
	(0.03)
	(0.04)
	(0.04)

	ConsM Dummy
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.112
	-0.083
	-0.074

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.31)
	(0.33)
	(0.32)

	Voter GAL-TAN ∆
	
	
	
	
	
	-1.646
	-1.507
	-3.161

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(1.93)
	(2.12)
	(2.65)

	Neg. Party Vote Share ∆
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.022
	-0.038

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.04)
	(0.05)

	Gov. (t-1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.167
	0.101

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.32)
	(0.32)

	Pop. Gov. (t-1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.014
	1.148

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.84)
	(1.11)

	First Pop.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.207
	-0.357

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.35)
	(0.36)

	RWPP VS ∆ * CloseM
	
	
	
	
	-0.068**
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(0.03)
	
	
	

	CloseM Dummy
	
	
	
	
	-0.091
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(0.27)
	
	
	

	Constant
	0.147
	0.147
	0.147
	0.147
	0.185
	0.306
	0.314
	-0.112

	
	(0.27)
	(0.27)
	(0.18)
	(0.32)
	(0.46)
	(0.53)
	(0.89)
	(0.84)

	Year Fixed Effects
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country Fixed Effects
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country clustered std. errors
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Party clustered std. errors
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Jackknifed OLS Regression
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fixed-Effects Regression
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	OLS Regression
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sample Size
	83
	83
	83
	83
	83
	75
	75
	71

	R2
	0.18
	0.18
	0.18
	0.18
	0.27
	0.34
	0.35
	0.38


Significance levels: *** p < .01, ** p < .05, * p < .10.
Robust standard errors in parentheses.
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