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Table A1: Size of turnout bias, voter overrepresentation and vote overreporting (%)
	 
	2011 survey
	2012 survey
	2015 survey
	Pooled data set

	[bookmark: RANGE!A6]Validated turnout in the initial sample
	46.8
(1'499)
	33.4
(2'486)
	44.3
(1'232)
	39.9
(5'217)

	Validated turnout in the realized sample[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  The sub-set of citizens who belonged to the initial sample and participated in the survey form the "realized" sample.] 

	61.4
(391)
	45.1
(1'217)
	60.1
(551)
	51.9
(2'159)

	Reported turnout in the realized sample 
	69.6
(391)
	52.8
(1'217)
	62.6
(551)
	58.4
(2'159)

	Turnout bias
	22.8
	19.4
	18.3
	18.5

	Voter overrepresentation (nonresponse bias)
	14.6
	11.7
	15.8
	12.0

	Vote overreporting (measurement error)
	8.2
	7.7
	2.5
	6.5

	Note: The numbers in parentheses stand for the total number of respondents in the different data sets. This table includes respondents who underreported their actual vote,[footnoteRef:2] but excludes those who did not answer the question about participation in current vote: 1 in 2011, 14 in 2012 and 12 in 2015. In the latter survey, we additionally dropped 6 irregular cases where the husband/wife answered through the internet in place of the sampled person. Data source: OCSTAT/SEV and Selects. [2:  As is often the case the share of underreporters who said they abstained whereas they actually voted is negligible (2.2% in the pooled data set). Consistent with earlier studies, we disregard underreporters in the remainder of the paper.] 




Turnout bias has two sources: the overrepresentation of voters among survey respondents, i.e. the overrepresentation of respondents who indeed participated in the vote in question, and vote overreporting, that is, survey respondents who said they voted whereas they abstained.  Total turnout bias is measured by the difference between reported turnout among survey respondents and validated turnout in the initial sample. It ranges from 18.3 to 22.8 percentage points across surveys, and amounts to 18.5 percentage points in the pooled data set. Voter overrepresentation is measured by the difference between validated turnout in the initial sample and validated turnout in the realized sample. It is sizeable in all three surveys and amounts to 12 percentage points in the pooled data set. Finally, the share of vote overreporting is measured by the difference between validated turnout among respondents and self-reported turnout. It varies from 2.5 percentage points in the 2015 survey to 8.2 in the 2011 survey, and amounts to 6.5 percentage points in the pooled data set. Therefore, in the pooled data-set vote overreporting accounts for roughly a third of total turnout bias, and voter overrepresentation for two thirds.[footnoteRef:3]
 [3:  While the three surveys show a similar share of total turnout bias, the share of vote overrepresentation and vote overreporting differs across surveys. The 2015 survey stands out with an especially low share of overreporting. This is probably a mode effect due to the high share of internet respondents.] 

Table A2: Descriptive statistics (N=2'098)
	Variable
	Share or Mean 

	Political interest
	

	Not interested
	8.0%

	Rather not interested
	24.9%

	Rather interested
	51.9%

	Very interested
	15.2%

	Likelihood of voting (actual participation frequency)
	0.58 (sd=0.34)

	Woman
	56.7%

	Age
	

	 18-24 
	12.0%

	 25-34
	10.3%

	 35-44
	15.3%

	 45.54
	20.1%

	 55-64
	16.8%

	 65-74
	16.1%

	 75+
	9.4%

	Civil status
	

	 Single
	28.7%

	 Married
	50.3%

	 Divorced/Widow
	21.0%

	Residence duration
	

	 < 10 years
	7.2%

	 ≥ 10 years
	92.8%

	Education
	

	 Low
	12.6%

	 Rather low
	34.0%

	 Rather high
	25.9%

	 High
	27.5%

	Knowledge scale
	

	Low
	16.9%

	Rather low
	34.4%

	Medium
	27.9%

	Rather High
	15.%

	High
	5.0%

	Party identification (yes)
	64.9%

	Interview date (N days)
	10.0 (sd=8.6)

	Political involvement index (used for the first robustness test)
	

	Low
	7.1%

	Rather low
	27.9%

	Rather high
	52.6%

	High
	12.4%

	Self-estimated frequency of participation (0-10 scale used for the last robustness test, N=889)
	

	0
	4.9%

	1
	1.4%

	2
	3.8%

	3
	3.2%

	4
	2.4%

	5
	6.4%

	6
	2.6%

	7
	5.7%

	8
	14.6%

	9
	8.3%

	10
	46.8%






Table A3: Determinants of overreporting (same as table 2 but with controls shown)
	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	
	DV: Overreporting
	DV: Overreporting
	DV: Likelihood of voting

	Political interest (ref.: Not interested)
	
	
	

	Rather not interested
	0.093
	-0.007
	0.082**

	
	(0.196)
	(0.202)
	(0.028)

	Rather interested
	0.381*
	0.173
	0.199**

	
	(0.191)
	(0.199)
	(0.028)

	Very interested
	0.791**
	0.544*
	0.248**

	
	(0.239)
	(0.250)
	(0.041)

	Likelihood of voting
	
	1.094**
	

	
	
	(0.189)
	

	Survey (ref.: 2012)
	
	
	

	2011
	0.142
	0.218
	-0.042

	
	(0.154)
	(0.159)
	(0.027)

	2015
	-0.194
	-0.119
	-0.048

	
	(0.196)
	(0.201)
	(0.030)

	Interview mode (CATI vs CAWI)
	0.123
	0.143
	-0.013

	
	(0.177)
	(0.182)
	(0.027)

	Woman
	-0.079
	-0.081
	0.008

	
	(0.107)
	(0.109)
	(0.018)

	Age (ref.: 75+)
	
	
	

	18-24
	0.135
	0.398
	-0.214**

	
	(0.276)
	(0.288)
	(0.048)

	25-34
	-0.273
	0.090
	-0.274**

	
	(0.268)
	(0.281)
	(0.047)

	35-44
	-0.392
	-0.128
	-0.219**

	
	(0.241)
	(0.249)
	(0.043)

	45-54
	-0.346
	-0.140
	-0.178**

	
	(0.229)
	(0.237)
	(0.041)

	55-64
	-0.222
	-0.043
	-0.163**

	
	(0.234)
	(0.241)
	(0.043)

	65-74
	-0.458
	-0.430
	-0.033

	
	(0.260)
	(0.266)
	(0.046)

	Civil status (ref.: Married)
	
	
	

	Single
	-0.179
	-0.150
	-0.047

	
	(0.161)
	(0.166)
	(0.025)

	Divorced/widow
	0.164
	0.273
	-0.105**

	
	(0.140)
	(0.145)
	(0.024)

	Residence duration (< 10 years)
	0.086
	0.051
	0.013

	
	(0.187)
	(0.195)
	(0.032)

	Education (ref.: Low)
	
	
	

	Rather low
	0.109
	0.099
	0.021

	
	(0.169)
	(0.174)
	(0.027)

	Rather high 
	0.166
	0.130
	0.035

	
	(0.177)
	(0.183)
	(0.029)

	High
	0.118
	0.018
	0.084**

	
	(0.190)
	(0.196)
	(0.031)

	Political competence (ref.: Low)
	
	
	

	Rather low
	0.273
	0.240
	0.032

	
	(0.143)
	(0.147)
	(0.022)

	Medium
	0.184
	0.112
	0.068**

	
	(0.162)
	(0.166)
	(0.026)

	Rather high
	0.276
	0.215
	0.058

	
	(0.205)
	(0.209)
	(0.034)

	High
	0.998**
	0.951**
	0.068

	
	(0.351)
	(0.356)
	(0.067)

	Party identification: yes
	0.380**
	0.335**
	0.056**

	
	(0.109)
	(0.112)
	(0.018)

	Time of interview (N days)
	0.013
	0.013
	-0.001

	
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.001)

	Constant
	-1.891**
	-2.387**
	0.373**

	
	(0.470)
	(0.491)
	(0.074)

	Observations
	1,007
	1,007
	1,007

	Pseudo/Adjusted R2
	0.097
	0.137
	0.214

	AIC
	841.9
	809.4
	212.6


Standard errors in parentheses
** p<0.01, * p<0.05


Table A4: Summary of the predicted probabilities for political interest and likelihood of voting, calculated from various models

	
	Overrerporting
Table 3
	Self-reported vote
Table 4
	Validated vote
Table 4

	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	Political interest
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lowest
	0.05
	0.04
	0.28
	0.39
	0.29
	0.41

	Highest
	0.20
	0.12
	0.73
	0.57
	0.66
	0.49

	Difference
	0.15
	0.08
	0.45
	0.18
	0.37
	0.08

	Likelihood of voting
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lowest
	-
	0.02
	-
	0.03
	-
	0.02

	Highest
	-
	0.15
	-
	0.73
	-
	0.79

	Difference
	-
	0.13
	-
	0.70
	-
	0.77





Figure A1: Plots of the sensitivity tests (mediation analysis) for overreporting, self-reported vote and validated vote 
[image: ][image: ][image: ]
Note: we show only the plots for the treatment, as they are identical for the control












Table A5: Determinants of self-reported vote and validated vote (same as table 3 with controls shown)
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	
	DV: 
Self-reported vote
	DV: 
Self-reported vote
	DV: Likelihood of voting
	DV: Validated vote
	DV: Validated vote
	DV: Likelihood of voting

	Political interest (ref.: Not interested)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rather not interested
	0.336**
	0.146
	0.105**
	0.282*
	0.055
	0.105**

	
	(0.128)
	(0.144)
	(0.025)
	(0.132)
	(0.155)
	(0.025)

	Rather interested
	0.780**
	0.320*
	0.249**
	0.715**
	0.185
	0.249**

	
	(0.124)
	(0.141)
	(0.025)
	(0.128)
	(0.152)
	(0.025)

	Very interested
	1.183**
	0.626**
	0.318**
	0.968**
	0.276
	0.318**

	
	(0.151)
	(0.172)
	(0.029)
	(0.149)
	(0.176)
	(0.029)

	Likelihood of voting 
	
	2.498**
	
	
	2.840**
	

	
	
	(0.122)
	
	
	(0.131)
	

	Survey (ref.: 2012)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2011
	0.428**
	0.432**
	0.048*
	0.419**
	0.396**
	0.048*

	
	(0.096)
	(0.108)
	(0.019)
	(0.094)
	(0.109)
	(0.019)

	2015
	0.121
	0.238*
	-0.030
	0.197
	0.360**
	-0.030

	
	(0.107)
	(0.119)
	(0.022)
	(0.106)
	(0.120)
	(0.022)

	Interview mode (CATI )
	-0.129
	-0.072
	-0.032
	-0.245*
	-0.233*
	-0.032

	
	(0.099)
	(0.110)
	(0.020)
	(0.099)
	(0.112)
	(0.020)

	Woman
	0.048
	0.018
	0.017
	0.093
	0.085
	0.017

	
	(0.063)
	(0.070)
	(0.013)
	(0.063)
	(0.071)
	(0.013)

	Age (ref.: 75+)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	18-24
	-0.715**
	0.015
	-0.311**
	-0.916**
	-0.159
	-0.311**

	
	(0.163)
	(0.186)
	(0.032)
	(0.161)
	(0.185)
	(0.032)

	25-34
	-0.987**
	-0.070
	-0.379**
	-1.128**
	-0.159
	-0.379**

	
	(0.158)
	(0.179)
	(0.031)
	(0.156)
	(0.180)
	(0.031)

	35-44
	-0.758**
	-0.130
	-0.274**
	-0.822**
	-0.155
	-0.274**

	
	(0.136)
	(0.152)
	(0.027)
	(0.132)
	(0.150)
	(0.027)

	45-54
	-0.636**
	-0.162
	-0.207**
	-0.692**
	-0.217
	-0.207**

	
	(0.128)
	(0.143)
	(0.025)
	(0.123)
	(0.139)
	(0.025)

	55-64
	-0.394**
	-0.011
	-0.149**
	-0.436**
	-0.062
	-0.149**

	
	(0.131)
	(0.146)
	(0.025)
	(0.126)
	(0.142)
	(0.025)

	65-74
	-0.093
	-0.025
	-0.034
	-0.034
	0.050
	-0.034

	
	(0.133)
	(0.146)
	(0.025)
	(0.128)
	(0.141)
	(0.025)

	Civil status (ref.: Married)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Single
	-0.039
	0.010
	-0.024
	-0.019
	0.018
	-0.024

	
	(0.093)
	(0.105)
	(0.019)
	(0.093)
	(0.106)
	(0.019)

	Divorced/widow
	-0.058
	0.214*
	-0.104**
	-0.149
	0.121
	-0.104**

	
	(0.082)
	(0.093)
	(0.016)
	(0.081)
	(0.093)
	(0.016)

	Residence duration 
	0.103
	0.083
	0.024
	0.019
	-0.068
	0.024

	(< 10 years)
	(0.119)
	(0.134)
	(0.024)
	(0.118)
	(0.134)
	(0.024)

	Education (ref.: Low)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rather low
	-0.042
	-0.119
	0.012
	-0.051
	-0.126
	0.012

	
	(0.100)
	(0.112)
	(0.020)
	(0.100)
	(0.114)
	(0.020)

	Rather high 
	0.035
	-0.085
	0.033
	0.033
	-0.075
	0.033

	
	(0.105)
	(0.118)
	(0.022)
	(0.105)
	(0.120)
	(0.022)

	High
	0.038
	-0.159
	0.053*
	0.035
	-0.158
	0.053*

	
	(0.110)
	(0.123)
	(0.022)
	(0.109)
	(0.124)
	(0.022)

	Political competence (ref.: Low)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rather low
	0.316**
	0.267**
	0.054**
	0.291**
	0.243*
	0.054**

	
	(0.091)
	(0.101)
	(0.019)
	(0.093)
	(0.107)
	(0.019)

	Medium
	0.433**
	0.278*
	0.099**
	0.482**
	0.336**
	0.099**

	
	(0.098)
	(0.109)
	(0.020)
	(0.099)
	(0.115)
	(0.020)

	Rather high
	0.591**
	0.408**
	0.120**
	0.605**
	0.424**
	0.120**

	
	(0.118)
	(0.131)
	(0.024)
	(0.117)
	(0.133)
	(0.024)

	High
	1.167**
	1.002**
	0.172**
	1.001**
	0.772**
	0.172**

	
	(0.202)
	(0.231)
	(0.033)
	(0.180)
	(0.209)
	(0.033)

	Party identification: yes
	0.421**
	0.259**
	0.097**
	0.364**
	0.173*
	0.097**

	
	(0.065)
	(0.073)
	(0.014)
	(0.066)
	(0.075)
	(0.014)

	Time interview (N days)
	-0.000
	0.003
	-0.001
	-0.001
	0.002
	-0.001

	
	(0.004)
	(0.005)
	(0.001)
	(0.004)
	(0.005)
	(0.001)

	Constant
	-0.450
	-1.840**
	0.489**
	-0.287
	-1.823**
	0.489**

	
	(0.269)
	(0.308)
	(0.054)
	(0.267)
	(0.313)
	(0.054)

	Observations
	2,098
	2,098
	2,098
	2,098
	2,098
	2,098

	Pseudo/Adjusted R2
	0.187
	0.357
	0.352
	0.183
	0.382
	0.352

	AIC
	2366.8
	1885.8
	616.2
	2426.7
	1849.0
	616.2


Standard errors in parentheses
** p<0.01, * p<0.05


Table A6: Determinants of overreporting, self-reported vote and validated vote, with political involvement index as treatment (same models as model 2 of table 3, and models 2 and 4 of table 4)

	
	Overreporting
	Self-reported vote
	Validated vote

	Political involvement index (ref.: Low)
	
	
	

	Rather low
	0.558*
	0.019
	-0.209

	
	(0.284)
	(0.141)
	(0.148)

	Rather high
	0.806**
	0.310*
	0.035

	
	(0.280)
	(0.137)
	(0.142)

	High
	1.244**
	0.564**
	0.047

	
	(0.325)
	(0.176)
	(0.173)

	Likelihood of voting
	1.149**
	2.580**
	2.915**

	
	(0.186)
	(0.120)
	(0.130)

	Control variables
	
	
	

	Constant
	-2.780**
	-1.781**
	-1.726**

	
	(0.526)
	(0.305)
	(0.310)

	Observations
	1,002
	2,090
	2,090

	Pseudo R2
	0.138
	0.354
	0.382


Standard errors in parentheses
** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Models do not display the results of the intermediate model accounting for likelihood of voting, nor the results for control variables.

The index (0-3) is composed by a dummy variable for political interest distinguishing citizens that are very or rather interested in politics from less interested citizens; a dummy variable for party identification distinguishing citizens who feel close to a party from those who do not; and a dummy variable distinguishing citizens who self-located on the left-right scale from those who do not. 

Figure A2: Direct and indirect effects of political involvement on overreporting (causal mediation analysis, N=1'002)
Likelihood of voting


0.055 (indirect)


Political involvement index

Overreporting

0.255** (direct)

Proportion mediated (average): 17.7%**


** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Non-parametric bootstrap for variance estimation; confidence intervals (95%, 10'000 simulations) do not include zero for the indirect path (CI [0.089, 0.31]), which is thus statistically significant.


Figure A3: Direct and indirect effects of political involvement on self-reported vote (causal mediation analysis, N=2'090)Likelihood of voting




0.193** (indirect)

Political involvement index

Self-reported vote


0.152** (direct)

Proportion mediated (average): 55.9%**


** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Non-parametric bootstrap for variance estimation; confidence intervals (95%, 10'000 simulations) do not include zero for the indirect path (CI [0.146, 0.24]), which is thus statistically significant.



Figure A4: Direct and indirect effects of political involvement on validated vote (causal mediation analysis, N=2'090)Likelihood of voting


[bookmark: _GoBack]

0.214** (indirect)


Political involvement index
Validated vote

0.012 (direct)


Proportion mediated (average): 94.6%**



** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Non-parametric bootstrap for variance estimation; confidence intervals (95%, 10'000 simulations) do not include zero for the indirect path (CI [0.163, 0.26]), which is thus statistically significant.



Table A7: Determinants of overreporting, self-reported vote and validated vote, with likelihood of voting based on national elections (same models as model 2 of table 3, and models 2 and 4 of table 4)

	
	Overreporting
	Self-reported vote
	Validated vote

	Political interest (ref.: Not interested)
	
	
	

	Rather not interested
	0.118
	0.332*
	0.280*

	
	(0.198)
	(0.129)
	(0.134)

	Rather interested
	0.353
	0.692**
	0.623**

	
	(0.192)
	(0.126)
	(0.130)

	Very interested
	0.751**
	1.051**
	0.823**

	
	(0.242)
	(0.154)
	(0.152)

	Likelihood of voting (national elections)
	0.579**
	1.091**
	1.167**

	
	(0.182)
	(0.114)
	(0.115)

	Controls
	
	
	

	Constant
	-2.163**
	-1.012**
	-0.894**

	
	(0.484)
	(0.282)
	(0.281)

	Observations
	1,007
	2,098
	2,098

	Pseudo R2
	0.109
	0.221
	0.220


Standard errors in parentheses
** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: We do not display the results of the intermediate model accounting for likelihood of voting, nor the results for control variables.



Table A8: Determinants of overreporting, self-reported vote and validated vote, with self-estimated frequency of participation as mediator (same models as model 2 of table 3, and models 2 and 4 of table 4)
	
	DV: overreporting
	DV: self-reported vote
	DV: validated vote

	Political interest (ref: Not interested)
	
	
	

	Rather not interested
	0.309
	0.793*
	0.435

	
	(0.466)
	(0.276)
	(0.265)

	Rather interested
	0.233
	1.004**
	0.800**

	
	(0.458)
	(0.270)
	(0.260)

	Very interested
	0.699
	1.089**
	0.660*

	
	(0.527)
	(0.309)
	(0.292)

	Self-estimated frequency of participation. (ref: 0)
	
	
	

	1
	-0.455
	0.955
	1.428*

	
	(2.140)
	(0.663)
	(0.628)

	2
	-0.694
	0.935
	1.087*

	
	(1.801)
	(0.551)
	(0.548)

	3
	1.000
	0.920
	0.541

	
	(0.694)
	(0.549)
	(0.582)

	4
	-0.833
	0.690
	1.007

	
	(1.797)
	(0.591)
	(0.580)

	5
	1.671**
	1.333**
	0.932

	
	(0.639)
	(0.509)
	(0.518)

	6
	1.113
	1.268*
	1.147*

	
	(0.730)
	(0.556)
	(0.565)

	7
	1.614*
	1.758**
	1.485**

	
	(0.668)
	(0.511)
	(0.515)

	8
	1.341*
	1.935**
	1.754**

	
	(0.627)
	(0.490)
	0.493

	9
	2.074**
	2.404**
	2.096**

	
	(0.664)
	(0.507)
	(0.506)

	10
	1.676**
	2.645**
	2.554**

	
	(0.617)
	(0.485)
	(0.489)

	Controls
	
	
	

	Constant
	-3.184
	-1.969
	-1.275

	
	(2.592)
	(2.414)
	(2.408)

	Observations
	328
	866
	866

	AIC
	278.2
	759.6
	815.1


Standard errors in parentheses
** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: we do not report the results of the model for the self-frequency of participation as dependent variable, which we estimated with ordered probit regressions.


Figure A5: Direct and indirect effects of political interest on overreporting (causal mediation analysis, N=328, with self-estimated frequency of participation as mediator)
Political interest

Self-estimated participation frequency
0.127** (indirect)
0.131 (direct)
Proportion mediated (average): 49.3%**
Overreporting








** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Non-parametric bootstrap for variance estimation; confidence intervals (95%, 2'000 simulations) do not include zero for the indirect path (CI [0.042, 0.22]), which is thus statistically significant.

Figure A6: Direct and indirect effects of political interest on self-reported vote (causal mediation analysis, N=866, with self-estimated frequency of participation as mediator)
 Political interest

Self-estimated participation frequency
0.302** (indirect)
0.280** (direct)
Proportion mediated (average): 51.9%**
Self-reported vote







** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Non-parametric bootstrap for variance estimation; confidence intervals (95%, 10'000 simulations) do not include zero for the indirect path (CI [0.188, 0.38]), which is thus statistically significant.

Figure A7: Direct and indirect effects of political interest on validated vote (causal mediation analysis, N=866, with self-estimated frequency of participation as mediator)
Self-estimated participation frequency



0.281** (indirect)

Political interest

Self-reported vote


0.179* (direct)

Proportion mediated (average): 61.1%**



** p<0.01, * p<0.05
Note: Non-parametric bootstrap for variance estimation; confidence intervals (95%, 10'000 simulations) do not include zero for the indirect path (CI [0.201, 0.38]), which is thus statistically significant.
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