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1. Details on the Tuareg and Massai cases
1) The Tuareg case
[bookmark: _Hlk180242682]A compelling example of ethnic partitioning leading to long-lasting regional conflicts can be found in the history of the Tuareg people. Traditionally traders and semi-nomads, the Tuareg are part of the broader Berber people residing primarily in the Sahara Desert (Alesbury, 2013). During the Scramble for Africa, European powers arbitrarily divided their territory, splitting them across five countries: Algeria, Libya, Mali, Niger, and Burkina Faso (Keita, 1998). The colonial legacy of partitioning their lands and the subsequent political and economic marginalization in modern states have significantly contributed to their desire for self-determination and preservation of their nomadic way of life (Claudot-Hawad, 2006). The Malian Tuaregs, for example, resented being separated from their Tuareg kin in neighboring countries such as Niger, Burkina Faso, Algeria, and Libya (Keita, 1998). As Nina Wallet Intallou, a Tuareg ex-Malian politician and member of the executive council of the National Movement for the Liberation of Azawad (MNLA)[footnoteRef:1] stated in an interview with Al Jazeera, a global media network: “the new nation (Mali) was a mistake” (Morgan, 2014). What she means is that the new borders of Mali divided the Tuareg of north-eastern Mali from the Berber-dominated desert lands further north, with which they had deep economic, cultural, and historical ties.  [1:  National Movement for the Liberation of Azawad (MNLA) is a political and military organization that advocates for the independence and self-determination of the Tuareg people in northern Mali.] 

The Tuareg people have fought for autonomy and reunification throughout history (Alesbury, 2013; Ananyev & Poyker, 2023; Keenan, 2004). Major post-independence uprisings in the 1960s and 1990s sought self-governance within existing borders (Keita, 1998), and most recently, in 2012, they aimed to establish an independent state called Azawad (Livermore, 2013). This persistent marginalization and resistance have contributed to regional instability, extending beyond modern state borders and profoundly affecting economic activities in the related regions.
Oil and gas are major economic drivers in Saharan nations, including those where the Tuareg reside. Algeria, one of Africa’s largest oil producers, relies on hydrocarbon production for roughly 19% of its GDP and a staggering 93% of product exports between 2016 and 2021 (World Bank, 2024). The Maghreb–Europe Gas Pipeline[footnoteRef:2], for example, is a crucial PPI project for transporting natural gas from Algeria to Europe, spanning 1,403 kilometers from Algeria’s Hassi R’Mel natural gas fields through Morocco, across the Strait of Gibraltar to Spain (Global Energy Monitor, 2024). The gas and oil for the Maghreb–Europe Gas Pipeline are sourced from various oil fields, with the Hassi R’Mel field serving as a hub that connects projects in southern Algeria, such as the In Amenas Gas Project. The gas from these projects is transmitted and ultimately feeds into the Maghreb–Europe Gas Pipeline (Voytyuk, 2023).   [2:  Maghreb–Europe Gas Pipeline was included in the World Bank’s Private Participation in Infrastructure (PPI) dataset. It is also known as Pere Duran Farell pipeline or Gazoduc Maghreb Europe (GME).] 

The Tuareg rebellions in southern Algeria and northern Mali have created an extremely complex geopolitical environment in these oil-rich areas, and the divided Tuareg regions have also become zones of interest for various external actors (Ananyev & Poyker, 2023). For example, during Muammar Gaddafi’s regime in Libya, support was extended to Tuareg rebels as part of broader geopolitical strategies (Ananyev & Poyker, 2023; Reeve, 2015). This external interference was evident in the backing of the 2012 Tuareg insurgencies against Malian governments, led by the National Movement for the Liberation of Azawad (MNLA). Tuareg fighters who had been integrated into Gaddafi’s military forces returned to Mali heavily armed (Lewis & Diarra, 2012) after Gaddafi’s regime collapsed in 2011 and played a crucial role in the early successes of the 2012 insurgency (BBC News, 2011). The MNLA sought independence for northern Mali, resulting in the declaration of the independent state of Azawad (Livermore, 2013). This rebellion created a power vacuum as the Malian government forces were unable to maintain control over the region, allowing Islamist militant groups to gain control and leading to severe instability in the Tuareg regions of northern Mali and southern Algeria (Barducci, 2012).
A prominent Algerian jihadist and leader of the al-Mulathameen Brigade, Mokhtar Belmokhtar, took advantage of this instability. His groups benefited from the local knowledge and support of Tuareg and other local tribes (Guido, 2018). Some Tuareg fighters, marginalized by the political situation, allied with Islamist groups for tactical reasons, bolstering their ranks. The operational base provided by the instability in northern Mali enabled Belmokhtar to plan and execute attacks beyond Mali’s borders (Ananyev & Poyker, 2023).
In January 2013, the al-Mulathameen Brigade, a militant organization also known as “Brigade of the Masked Ones” led by Mokhtar Belmokhtar, launched an attack on the In Amenas gas facility in Algeria (Smith-Spark & Sterling, 2013). This facility is a PPI project operated by a joint venture between British Petroleum (BP), Statoil (now Equinor, a Norwegian multinational energy company), and Sonatrach (Algeria’s state-owned oil company). It plays a crucial role in the Maghreb–Europe Gas Pipeline project. During the attack, more than 800 people were taken hostage, including around 130 foreign nationals (Chrisafis, Borger, McCurry, & Macalister, 2015). It resulted in the deaths of 40 hostages, including several foreign workers and 29 militants (Wolf & Lefevre, 2013). In an investigation report conducted by Statoil (2013), it was reported that the facility suffered physical damage, and gas supplies to the Maghreb–Europe Gas Pipeline were temporarily halted. The halt in production led to financial losses for the operators. In response, BP, Statoil, and Sonatrach conducted comprehensive reviews of their security protocols and emergency response strategies, which have increased security costs for subsequent operations (Coote & Hopkins, 2017). The attack also led to a temporary reduction in foreign staff at Algerian facilities due to safety concerns (Chrisafis, Borger, McCurry, & Macalister, 2015). The complex situations originating from the colonial partitioning of the Tuareg, compounded by cross-border interferences from governmental and militant organizations, have created significant chaos, posing severe threats to business activities across West Africa (Solomon, 2015).
It should be noted that the “Scramble for Africa” extended beyond the mere delineation of state borders; it established divisive colonial policies such as “divide and rule” (Bolt, 2013). Colonial administrators and European settlers systematically leveraged these tactics, intensifying ethnic divisions and planting the seeds of mistrust and competition. By granting preferential access to resources, education, and administrative positions to certain groups, colonial powers consolidated a hierarchy that fostered resentment and conflict, which persisted both during and after colonization (Michalopoulos & Papaioannou, 2011). These extractive strategies have laid the foundation for enduring conflicts. Contemporary governments in African nations often grapple with these inherited structures, which continue to significantly influence ethnic identities, state sovereignty, and the dynamics of borderland communities (Miles, 2015). 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK8][bookmark: OLE_LINK9]Nonetheless, during the colonial period, some indigenous populations were able to preserve core aspects of their traditional lifestyles. (Cappelen & Sorens, 2018). This persistence was partly facilitated by the indistinct and poorly enforced borders between colonial territories, permitting ethnic groups to sustain their traditional lifestyles across these regions (Griffiths, 1986). However, the “Scramble for Africa” and the subsequent delineation of modern state borders significantly disrupted these traditional lifestyles, making it increasingly difficult, if not impossible, for some indigenous people to sustain their customary practices (Michalopoulos & Papaioannou, 2015). For certain nomadic ethnic groups, the imposition of new international borders disrupted their traditional migratory routes and confined their activities (Unruh, Pritchard, Savage, Wade, Nair, Adenwala, Lee, Malloy, Taner, & Frilander, 2019). This disruption not only fostered a desire for reunification with their counterparts across these borders but also necessitated a search for alternative resources for the split groups. The loss of traditional lands due to the establishment of these borders compelled these groups to compete with other ethnic communities for resources (Seno & Shaw, 2011). Such dynamics have not only fueled conflicts in borderland areas but have also significantly intensified the disparities between the affected ethnic groups and governmental authorities (Ito, 2020). The persistence of colonial administrative practices in post-colonial Africa, frequently embraced by contemporary African leaders, further exacerbated these issues. These practices often result in the unequal distribution and withholding of resources among specific ethnic groups, thereby aggravating conflicts and deepening distrust (Michalopoulos & Papaioannou, 2013). The convergence of inherited colonial administrative practices, the establishment of modern state boundaries, and the disturbance of traditional ethnic ways of life have rendered the environment incredibly complex, intertwining grievances, irredentism demand, and political maneuvering. Consequently, the introduction of large-scale infrastructure initiatives, including PPI projects, in these regions often meets with contentious circumstances, encountering resistance from local communities. Therefore, these projects frequently confront substantial impediments and may, in certain cases, be compelled to cease operations due to community opposition (Tariq & Zhang, 2021).




2) The Massai case
Many conflicts stemming from partitioning arose due to the relocation of ethnic tribes and land rights disputes over areas traditionally occupied by those people. One typical example is the partitioning of the Maasai people by the borders of Tanzania and Kenya. Inhabiting southern Kenya and northern Tanzania in East Africa, the Maasai, an indigenous ethnic group, are recognized for their pastoral lifestyle, predominantly focused on cattle herding, and have maintained their traditional way of life and cultural identity despite external pressures and societal changes (Seno & Shaw, 2011). The Heligoland–Zanzibar Treaty of 1890, a pact between Germany and Britain, delineated spheres of influence in Eastern Africa and established an almost linear border dividing Maasai territory (Berntsen, 1976). This division segmented Maasai communities into distinct colonial domains—precursors to the modern nations of Kenya and Tanzania.
Before and during the initial phase of colonial rule, despite facing suppression and resource deprivation by colonizers, the Maasai people managed to preserve their nomadic lifestyle, centered around vast grazing territories across regions that presently demarcate the border areas of Kenya and Tanzania (Coast, 2001). After the establishment of the border, the movements of the Maasai across this boundary became increasingly complicated due to the imposed national borders and the subsequent immigration regulations. This scenario precipitated conflicts and disputes, especially regarding grazing rights and water resource access, which are pivotal to the nomadic lifestyle (Mwangi, 2006). Traditionally, the Maasai perceive land as a communal asset for the entire community rather than as individual property. Their profound connection to ancestral territories underscores their significance to their cultural identity and sustenance (Spear & Waller, 1993).
In Moving the Maasai: A Colonial Misadventure, Hughes (2006) provides a detailed account of this historical period, documenting that, in Kenya, the 1904 and 1911 agreements between Maasai leaders and the British colonial government resulted in the resettlement of the Maasai into two reserves with less fertile lands. The demarcation of the Kenya–Tanzania border further restricted the Kenya Maasai’s access to essential resources for their pastoral lifestyle on the other side of the border. Subsequent policies by post-independence Kenya, such as the nationalization and individualization of land tenure (Mwangi, 2006), exacerbated this alienation from their traditional lands. Consequently, the Maasai were forced to relinquish vast stretches of fertile land essential to their herding activities. This not only disrupted their traditional lifestyle but also led to their political marginalization, resulting in diminished representation in government structures during both the colonial and post-independence periods. As a result, the Maasai community in Kenya harbors significant grievances against the government, primarily due to continuous land dispossession (Mwangi, 2006). Further territorial encroachments by other ethnic groups, often supported by the government, exacerbate this situation, leading to heightened intercommunal tensions and conflicts, which underscore the complex and strained relationships between the Maasai, neighboring groups, and government entities.
The legacy of the partitioning of Maasai land has notably hindered infrastructure project implementations in this region (Mwangi, 2006). A key instance is represented by the Olkaria Geothermal Power Plant projects[footnoteRef:3] (hereafter referred to as the Olkaria projects), the implementation of which experienced significant interruptions due to this historical context. The Olkaria projects, located in the Great Rift Valley of Kenya, where the Maasai community resides, are a series of geothermal projects important for realizing Kenya’s Vision 2030 concerning the nation’s green transition (Koissaba, 2018). However, the introduction of this project has encountered challenges and opposition linked to the Maasai people’s historical grievances regarding land rights and deprivation. [3: ] 

The establishment of this project has further infringed upon traditional Maasai territories, disrupting their established migration routes and impeding access to critical pastoral resources. This infringement has significantly intensified the competition for already scarce grazing lands among the Maasai, further exacerbating the challenges they face in sustaining a pastoral lifestyle. The land acquisition companies involved in this project, including the Ngati Farmer Cooperative Society, have been the subject of protests and legal actions (Koissaba, 2018). Media outlets and non-governmental organizations focusing on indigenous rights, such as Cultural Survival (https://www.culturalsurvival.org/), have demonstrated high attention and concern regarding this matter. The projects faced many challenges in light of these unresolved land rights issues, impacting their implementation. For example, the projects have faced persistent resistance and opposition from the Maasai community. The construction of the Olkaria V plant was halted in 2016 due to protests by the Maasai (Mwanza, 2018). In a case study by Kenya Electricity Generating Company (KenGen), one of the main sponsors of the Olkaria Geothermal Project, the company acknowledged the influence of the Maasai community in the area on the project, indicating that “the community around the Olkaria region is a hostile one. It becomes very hard to convince them not to interfere with their land in the name of a project. To them, we destroyed their grazing grounds, and they had to do all they could to prevent the project from being implemented” (Mukeu & Langat, 2016: 88). This clean energy project was accused of “dirty” development by aggrieved community members (Heinrich Böll Stiftung, 2017: 27) .
Despite the partitioning of the Maasai by the border enforced over a century ago, its ramifications persist and have indirectly influenced the Olkaria projects. The resulting land rights disputes have evolved beyond mere protests and legal actions, escalating into violent conflicts between the Maasai and other ethnic groups, particularly the Kikuyu, who historically received preferential treatment from the Kenyan government (Shanguhyia & Koster, 2014). Prior to the “Scramble for Africa,” although there was competition around land and resources, the relationship between the Kikuyu and Maasai was characterized by a mix of peaceful and contentious interactions (Hughes, 2005). These interactions have mainly been symbolic and localized; traditionally, the Kikuyu, primarily agriculturalists, and the Maasai, primarily pastoralists, have had distinct economic and social systems (Mwangi, 2006). With their grazing lands reduced by border demarcation and unfair land policies favoring agricultural communities, the Maasai have found themselves in increased conflicts with neighboring communities, including the Kikuyu (Goldsmith, 2013). The Uppsala Conflict Data Program (UCDP) has recorded a total of 22 conflicts with battle-related deaths of 25 or more between the Kikuyu and Maasai from 1993 to 2022 (UCDP, 2023). Notably, in 2013, armed conflicts broke out in Narasha, Rift Valley, the center of the Olkaria projects, involving forced evictions and violence (Koissaba, 2013). The Maasai community expressed discontent toward the involvement of Kikuyu-owned Kedong Ranch Ltd. in the Olkaria projects, as the company managed over 74,000 acres of ancestral Maasai land (Koissaba, 2018). The grievances raised by the Maasai community have also drawn attention to human rights concerns, leading to the withdrawal of financial support from one of the project’s funders, the European Investment Bank (EIB), which had initially approved a EUR 155 million loan for the Olkaria project (International Accountability Project, 2019). 



2. Breakdown of the final sample of PPI projects by:
1) Primary sectors (see Figure A1)
2) Founding year (see Figure A2).
3) Investment size (see Figure A3).

Figure A1: Project distribution by sector


Figure A2: Project distribution by founding year

Figure A3: Project distribution by investment size (US$ million)








3. Two-stage Heckman models
Table A1: Ethnic partitioning and PPI projects’ survival (Cox regression model)
	Variable 
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	Failure
	Failure
	Conflict
	Failure
	Failure
	Failure

	Ethnic partitioning
	
	0.706
	4.266
	
	0.595
	0.759

	
	
	(0.019)
	(0.000)
	
	(0.015)
	(0.000)

	Conflict exposure
	
	
	
	0.007
	0.007
	0.008

	
	
	
	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Ethnic partitioning 
× Institutional quality
	
	
	
	
	
	-1.282

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.077)

	Institutional quality
	0.332
	0.332
	-4.110
	0.109
	0.102
	0.132

	
	(0.717)
	(0.689)
	(0.055)
	(0.904)
	(0.901)
	(0.847)

	Capital city ethnicity
	1.224
	1.326
	-0.303
	1.168
	1.256
	1.380

	
	(0.001)
	(0.000)
	(0.900)
	(0.002)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Colonial sponsor
	0.315
	0.396
	4.923
	0.214
	0.273
	0.217

	
	(0.754)
	(0.729)
	(0.201)
	(0.825)
	(0.800)
	(0.833)

	Investment size
	0.138
	0.091
	-0.121
	0.141
	0.099
	0.087

	
	(0.512)
	(0.685)
	(0.853)
	(0.506)
	(0.663)
	(0.660)

	Greenfield
	-0.785
	-0.818
	-7.196
	-0.622
	-0.633
	-0.569

	
	(0.028)
	(0.079)
	(0.067)
	(0.064)
	(0.118)
	(0.177)

	Government contract
	-1.682
	-1.882
	0.630
	-1.842
	-2.033
	-2.015

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.853)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Energy
	-1.469
	-1.145
	-0.622
	-1.715
	-1.448
	-1.668

	
	(0.059)
	(0.191)
	(0.862)
	(0.012)
	(0.058)
	(0.020)

	Transport
	-1.323
	-1.041
	-10.581
	-1.305
	-1.067
	-1.109

	
	(0.018)
	(0.056)
	(0.024)
	(0.017)
	(0.036)
	(0.039)

	GDP growth
	0.174
	0.193
	-0.109
	0.189
	0.206
	0.200

	
	(0.004)
	(0.001)
	(0.320)
	(0.003)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	GDP
	-1.075
	-0.909
	1.164
	-1.274
	-1.124
	-1.113

	
	(0.031)
	(0.070)
	(0.064)
	(0.015)
	(0.027)
	(0.018)

	Population density
	-0.047
	-0.110
	-2.009
	-0.130
	-0.190
	-0.136

	
	(0.886)
	(0.778)
	(0.061)
	(0.661)
	(0.585)
	(0.638)

	International trade ratio
	-0.016
	-0.019
	-0.008
	-0.017
	-0.020
	-0.021

	
	(0.258)
	(0.160)
	(0.637)
	(0.352)
	(0.249)
	(0.160)

	FDI inflow
	0.144
	0.182
	0.342
	0.150
	0.182
	0.175

	
	(0.159)
	(0.072)
	(0.000)
	(0.177)
	(0.103)
	(0.034)

	FDI outflow
	-0.235
	-0.237
	0.110
	-0.330
	-0.329
	-0.296

	
	(0.346)
	(0.334)
	(0.214)
	(0.224)
	(0.211)
	(0.242)

	Oil reserves
	0.147
	0.151
	0.226
	0.231
	0.229
	0.232

	
	(0.423)
	(0.346)
	(0.397)
	(0.264)
	(0.210)
	(0.210)

	Political risk
	-2.358
	-1.919
	7.860
	-3.795
	-3.354
	-3.249

	
	(0.505)
	(0.576)
	(0.112)
	(0.264)
	(0.303)
	(0.287)

	Ethnic diversity
	0.258
	-0.447
	-9.318
	-0.074
	-0.645
	-0.488

	
	(0.808)
	(0.652)
	(0.122)
	(0.937)
	(0.469)
	(0.528)

	French colonial territories
	0.028
	0.311
	6.106
	-0.322
	-0.077
	-0.099

	
	(0.973)
	(0.639)
	(0.040)
	(0.742)
	(0.926)
	(0.907)

	IMR
	-1.668
	-1.528
	1.867
	-2.560
	-2.396
	-2.141

	
	(0.446)
	(0.493)
	(0.378)
	(0.250)
	(0.278)
	(0.325)

	Constant
	
	
	-22.481
	
	
	

	
	
	
	(0.228)
	
	
	

	Observations
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908

	R-squared
	
	
	0.030 
	
	
	

	Pseudo R-squared
	0.176
	0.192
	 
	0.215
	0.225
	0.233


Note: p-values are reported in parentheses.
Table A2: Ethnic partitioning and PPI projects’ survival (Logit model)
	Variable
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	Failure
	Failure
	Conflict
	Failure
	Failure
	Failure

	Ethnic partitioning
	
	0.604
	4.266
	
	0.470
	0.557

	
	
	(0.044)
	(0.000)
	
	(0.073)
	(0.001)

	Conflict exposure
	
	
	
	0.005
	0.005
	0.005

	
	
	
	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Ethnic partitioning
× Institutional quality
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.783

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.082)

	Institutional quality
	0.375
	0.366
	-4.110
	0.167
	0.163
	0.282

	
	(0.647)
	(0.619)
	(0.055)
	(0.826)
	(0.812)
	(0.678)

	Capital city ethnicity
	1.219
	1.328
	-0.303
	1.130
	1.214
	1.281

	
	(0.001)
	(0.000)
	(0.900)
	(0.005)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Colonial sponsor
	0.326
	0.396
	4.923
	0.269
	0.321
	0.285

	
	(0.759)
	(0.721)
	(0.201)
	(0.786)
	(0.756)
	(0.779)

	Investment size
	0.093
	0.053
	-0.121
	0.076
	0.043
	0.036

	
	(0.597)
	(0.781)
	(0.853)
	(0.670)
	(0.822)
	(0.840)

	Greenfield
	-0.793
	-0.850
	-7.196
	-0.599
	-0.637
	-0.595

	
	(0.067)
	(0.117)
	(0.067)
	(0.151)
	(0.187)
	(0.227)

	Government contract
	-1.501
	-1.618
	0.630
	-1.479
	-1.577
	-1.601

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.853)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Energy
	-1.498
	-1.233
	-0.622
	-1.690
	-1.475
	-1.585

	
	(0.066)
	(0.138)
	(0.862)
	(0.015)
	(0.039)
	(0.021)

	Transport
	-1.173
	-0.921
	-10.581
	-1.123
	-0.928
	-0.919

	
	(0.047)
	(0.115)
	(0.024)
	(0.057)
	(0.108)
	(0.104)

	GDP growth
	0.160
	0.170
	-0.109
	0.166
	0.172
	0.167

	
	(0.001)
	(0.000)
	(0.320)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	GDP
	-1.263
	-1.091
	1.164
	-1.403
	-1.260
	-1.253

	
	(0.005)
	(0.011)
	(0.064)
	(0.004)
	(0.005)
	(0.005)

	Population density
	0.009
	-0.034
	-2.009
	-0.036
	-0.069
	-0.050

	
	(0.978)
	(0.922)
	(0.061)
	(0.893)
	(0.807)
	(0.857)

	International trade ratio
	-0.008
	-0.010
	-0.008
	-0.005
	-0.007
	-0.009

	
	(0.356)
	(0.184)
	(0.637)
	(0.561)
	(0.394)
	(0.306)

	FDI inflow
	0.153
	0.178
	0.342
	0.156
	0.174
	0.176

	
	(0.021)
	(0.003)
	(0.000)
	(0.026)
	(0.007)
	(0.002)

	FDI outflow
	-0.315
	-0.306
	0.110
	-0.373
	-0.361
	-0.334

	
	(0.137)
	(0.140)
	(0.214)
	(0.111)
	(0.111)
	(0.150)

	Oil reserves
	0.273
	0.264
	0.226
	0.340
	0.328
	0.333

	
	(0.128)
	(0.093)
	(0.397)
	(0.111)
	(0.084)
	(0.077)

	Political risk
	-3.393
	-3.020
	7.860
	-4.631
	-4.275
	-4.041

	
	(0.308)
	(0.350)
	(0.112)
	(0.142)
	(0.162)
	(0.186)

	Ethnic diversity
	0.296
	-0.302
	-9.318
	-0.020
	-0.455
	-0.262

	
	(0.792)
	(0.763)
	(0.122)
	(0.984)
	(0.614)
	(0.749)

	French colonial territories
	-0.188
	0.063
	6.106
	-0.513
	-0.314
	-0.238

	
	(0.841)
	(0.933)
	(0.040)
	(0.634)
	(0.727)
	(0.805)

	IMR
	-2.523
	-2.354
	1.867
	-3.220
	-3.042
	-2.846

	
	(0.225)
	(0.262)
	(0.378)
	(0.123)
	(0.140)
	(0.179)

	Constant
	31.024
	25.692
	-22.481
	36.050
	31.634
	30.971

	
	(0.040)
	(0.075)
	(0.228)
	(0.021)
	(0.027)
	(0.030)

	Observations
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908

	R-squared
	
	
	0.030 
	
	
	

	Pseudo R-squared
	0.164
	0.175
	 
	0.188
	0.194
	0.197


Note: p-values are reported in parentheses.

4. Rare-event logistic regression models
Table A3: Ethnic partitioning and PPI projects’ survival (Relogit model)
	Variable
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	Failure
	Failure
	Conflict
	Failure
	Failure
	Failure

	Ethnic partitioning
	
	0.594
	4.213
	
	0.490
	0.618

	
	
	(0.044)
	(0.000)
	
	(0.068)
	(0.000)

	Conflict exposure
	
	
	
	0.003
	0.002
	0.003

	
	
	
	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Ethnic partitioning 
× Institutional quality
	
	
	
	
	
	-1.023

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.032)

	Institutional quality
	0.932
	0.887
	-4.655
	0.897
	0.853
	0.936

	
	(0.051)
	(0.027)
	(0.004)
	(0.040)
	(0.026)
	(0.003)

	Capital city ethnicity
	1.150
	1.240
	-0.243
	1.087
	1.156
	1.237

	
	(0.004)
	(0.000)
	(0.922)
	(0.012)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)

	Colonial sponsor
	0.477
	0.555
	4.954
	0.423
	0.496
	0.430

	
	(0.610)
	(0.571)
	(0.200)
	(0.627)
	(0.588)
	(0.640)

	Investment size
	0.075
	0.034
	-0.123
	0.067
	0.030
	0.020

	
	(0.681)
	(0.862)
	(0.851)
	(0.714)
	(0.876)
	(0.908)

	Greenfield
	-0.765
	-0.763
	-7.216
	-0.629
	-0.610
	-0.564

	
	(0.043)
	(0.101)
	(0.067)
	(0.089)
	(0.144)
	(0.208)

	Government contract
	-1.323
	-1.397
	0.611
	-1.310
	-1.367
	-1.423

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.856)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Energy
	-1.408
	-1.116
	-0.686
	-1.577
	-1.319
	-1.468

	
	(0.038)
	(0.109)
	(0.848)
	(0.007)
	(0.029)
	(0.018)

	Transport
	-1.124
	-0.840
	-10.649
	-1.092
	-0.851
	-0.835

	
	(0.051)
	(0.144)
	(0.024)
	(0.059)
	(0.139)
	(0.135)

	GDP growth
	0.164
	0.174
	-0.131
	0.171
	0.179
	0.170

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.150)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	GDP
	-0.611
	-0.497
	0.579
	-0.570
	-0.480
	-0.525

	
	(0.002)
	(0.013)
	(0.598)
	(0.000)
	(0.005)
	(0.002)

	Population density
	0.139
	0.083
	-2.126
	0.127
	0.079
	0.085

	
	(0.600)
	(0.761)
	(0.029)
	(0.608)
	(0.751)
	(0.733)

	International trade ratio
	-0.008
	-0.009
	-0.003
	-0.006
	-0.008
	-0.010

	
	(0.179)
	(0.091)
	(0.856)
	(0.258)
	(0.168)
	(0.085)

	FDI inflow
	0.173
	0.195
	0.336
	0.175
	0.192
	0.192

	
	(0.008)
	(0.001)
	(0.000)
	(0.007)
	(0.001)
	(0.000)

	FDI outflow
	-0.051
	-0.058
	0.007
	-0.051
	-0.056
	-0.047

	
	(0.417)
	(0.390)
	(0.937)
	(0.444)
	(0.426)
	(0.466)

	Oil reserves
	0.028
	0.043
	0.424
	0.022
	0.036
	0.069

	
	(0.833)
	(0.759)
	(0.057)
	(0.846)
	(0.764)
	(0.503)

	Political risk
	0.539
	0.571
	4.501
	0.502
	0.502
	0.369

	
	(0.220)
	(0.219)
	(0.192)
	(0.336)
	(0.342)
	(0.548)

	Ethnic diversity
	0.304
	-0.354
	-9.686
	0.135
	-0.396
	-0.160

	
	(0.762)
	(0.692)
	(0.101)
	(0.886)
	(0.635)
	(0.831)

	French colonial territories
	0.531
	0.660
	5.427
	0.476
	0.552
	0.559

	
	(0.534)
	(0.357)
	(0.031)
	(0.560)
	(0.452)
	(0.422)

	Constant
	10.284
	6.831
	-3.809
	9.395
	6.720
	7.748

	
	(0.020)
	(0.103)
	(0.890)
	(0.008)
	(0.086)
	(0.058)

	Observations
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908

	R-squared
	 
	 
	0.029
	 
	 
	 


Note: p-values are reported in parentheses.


Table A4: Ethnic partitioning (Dummy) and PPI projects’ survival (Relogit model)
	Variable
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	Failure
	Failure
	Conflict
	Failure
	Failure
	Failure

	Ethnic partitioning (dummy)
	
	0.641
	4.090
	
	0.587
	0.709

	
	
	(0.140)
	(0.000)
	
	(0.147)
	(0.048)

	Conflict exposure
	
	
	
	0.003
	0.002
	0.003

	
	
	
	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Ethnic partitioning (dummy) × Institutional quality
	
	
	
	
	
	-1.385

	
	
	
	
	
	
	(0.020)

	Institutional quality
	0.932
	0.914
	-4.378
	0.897
	0.886
	1.014

	
	(0.051)
	(0.028)
	(0.010)
	(0.040)
	(0.025)
	(0.001)

	Capital city ethnicity
	1.150
	1.149
	-0.683
	1.087
	1.089
	1.133

	
	(0.004)
	(0.003)
	(0.781)
	(0.012)
	(0.009)
	(0.005)

	Colonial sponsor
	0.477
	0.468
	5.021
	0.423
	0.417
	0.425

	
	(0.610)
	(0.634)
	(0.197)
	(0.627)
	(0.652)
	(0.647)

	Investment size
	0.075
	0.071
	-0.090
	0.067
	0.059
	0.026

	
	(0.681)
	(0.689)
	(0.891)
	(0.714)
	(0.745)
	(0.885)

	Greenfield
	-0.765
	-0.684
	-7.013
	-0.629
	-0.550
	-0.528

	
	(0.043)
	(0.076)
	(0.071)
	(0.089)
	(0.143)
	(0.202)

	Government contract
	-1.323
	-1.314
	1.284
	-1.310
	-1.308
	-1.303

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.715)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	Energy
	-1.408
	-1.228
	-0.715
	-1.577
	-1.413
	-1.481

	
	(0.038)
	(0.101)
	(0.838)
	(0.007)
	(0.025)
	(0.012)

	Transport
	-1.124
	-0.938
	-10.684
	-1.092
	-0.920
	-0.896

	
	(0.051)
	(0.082)
	(0.022)
	(0.059)
	(0.088)
	(0.091)

	GDP growth
	0.164
	0.169
	-0.137
	0.171
	0.175
	0.160

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.127)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	GDP
	-0.611
	-0.554
	0.227
	-0.570
	-0.517
	-0.558

	
	(0.002)
	(0.011)
	(0.848)
	(0.000)
	(0.004)
	(0.002)

	Population density
	0.139
	0.114
	-1.869
	0.127
	0.104
	0.109

	
	(0.600)
	(0.676)
	(0.046)
	(0.608)
	(0.681)
	(0.641)

	International trade ratio
	-0.008
	-0.009
	0.000
	-0.006
	-0.008
	-0.009

	
	(0.179)
	(0.121)
	(0.980)
	(0.258)
	(0.193)
	(0.107)

	FDI inflow
	0.173
	0.191
	0.338
	0.175
	0.190
	0.191

	
	(0.008)
	(0.001)
	(0.000)
	(0.007)
	(0.001)
	(0.000)

	FDI outflow
	-0.051
	-0.059
	0.034
	-0.051
	-0.058
	-0.040

	
	(0.417)
	(0.364)
	(0.665)
	(0.444)
	(0.398)
	(0.471)

	Oil reserves
	0.028
	0.046
	0.495
	0.022
	0.040
	0.077

	
	(0.833)
	(0.740)
	(0.027)
	(0.846)
	(0.734)
	(0.491)

	Political risk
	0.539
	0.412
	4.407
	0.502
	0.389
	0.312

	
	(0.220)
	(0.391)
	(0.200)
	(0.336)
	(0.473)
	(0.620)

	Ethnic diversity
	0.304
	-0.281
	-10.133
	0.135
	-0.374
	-0.114

	
	(0.762)
	(0.710)
	(0.099)
	(0.886)
	(0.630)
	(0.869)

	French colonial territories
	0.531
	0.527
	3.953
	0.476
	0.461
	0.395

	
	(0.534)
	(0.546)
	(0.045)
	(0.560)
	(0.584)
	(0.628)

	Constant
	10.284
	8.944
	9.868
	9.395
	8.179
	9.305

	
	(0.020)
	(0.058)
	(0.748)
	(0.008)
	(0.035)
	(0.029)

	Observations
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908
	2908

	R-squared
	 
	 
	0.029
	 
	 
	 


Note: p-values are reported in parentheses.
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