


Appendix A
Table 1. Geographical and linguistic distribution of Year 9 pupils in the sample and in Finland, and the weights applied in the analyses.
	
	Group 1 
	Group 2 
	Group 3 
	Group 4 
	Group 5 

	% Finnish-speaking in the population
	33
	20
	19
	17
	4.0

	% Finnish- speaking in the sample
	37
	27
	8.2
	5.7
	1.3

	Weight for Finnish-speaking
	0.89
	0.74
	2.29
	3.06
	3.17

	% Swedish- speaking in the population
	1.5
	1.2
	1.3
	1.8
	0.1

	% Swedish-speaking in the sample
	4.3
	3.7
	6.3
	5.5
	1.2

	Weight for Swedish-speaking
	0.34
	0.34
	0.20
	0.33
	0.055



Note. Group 1 includes the adolescents who go to school in Finland’s biggest cities, i.e., municipalities with over 1,000 9th-graders. Group 2 consists of adolescents going to school in mid-sized towns that have 501–1,000 9th-graders, and Group 3 consists of adolescents from smaller towns with 201–500 9th-graders. Group 4 includes the adolescents from quite small and typically semi-rural municipalities with 51–200 9th-graders, and Group 5 consists of the very smallest, exclusively rural municipalities with 50 9th-graders or fewer. The size of these groups in the population and in the sample were used to calculate the weights (the share of the group in the population / the share of the group in the sample). 

Appendix B
Table 1. The Impact of Parental Socialisation and Open Classroom Climate on Political Interest. Multilevel OLS regression. (Standard errors in parentheses). 
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7

	Intercept
	0.44*** (0.01)
	0.45*** (0.01)
	0.26*** (0.02)
	0.09* (0.04)
	0.08 (0.09)
	0.10* (0.04)
	0.08 (0.09)

	Parental socialisation
	
	
	0.31*** (0.01)
	0.29*** (0.01)
	0.31* (0.13)
	0.29*** (0.01)
	0.32* (0.14)

	OCC class
	
	
	
	0.27*** (0.05)
	0.29* (0.13)
	0.27*** (0.05)
	0.29* (0.14)

	OCC own 
	
	
	
	0.19*** (0.03)
	0.19*** (0.03)
	0.31*** (0.06)
	0.31*** (0.06)

	OCC class * Socialisation
	
	
	
	
	-0.04 (0.21)
	
	-0.04 (0.21)

	OCC own * Socialisation
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.21* (0.09)
	-0.21* (0.09)

	SES (ref. very good)
quite good
OK
quite bad
very bad
	
	

-0.01 (0.01)
-0.03** (0.01)
-0.04 (0.02)
-0.07 (0.07)
	

0.00 (0.01)
0.01 (0.01)

0.01 (0.02)
0.05 (0.07)
	

0.00 (0.01)
0.01 (0.01)

0.02 (0.02)
0.07 (0.07)
	

0.00 (0.01)
0.01 (0.01)

0.02 (0.02)
0.07 (0.07)
	

0.00 (0.01)
0.01 (0.01)

0.02 (0.02)
0.07 (0.07)
	

0.00 (0.01)
0.01 (0.01)

0.02 (0.02)
0.07 (0.07)

	Gender (ref. boy)
Girl
Other
Do not know/want to answer
	
	
0.01 (0.01)
0.02 (0.04)
-0.01 (0.02)

	
-0.00 (0.01)
0.02 (0.03)
-0.01 (0.02)

	
0.00 (0.01)
0.02 (0.03)
0.00 (0.02)

	
0.00 (0.01)
0.02 (0.03)
0.00 (0.02)

	
0.00 (0.01)
0.03 (0.03)
0.00 (0.02)

	
0.00 (0.01)
0.03 (0.03)
0.00 (0.02)


	Swedish-speaking
	
	0.04** (0.01)
	0.04** (0.01)
	0.02* (0.01)
	0.02* (0.01)
	0.02 (0.01)
	0.02 (0.01)

	Immigrant background
	
	-0.01 (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)

	School variance (%)
	1.57%
	1.32%
	0.87%
	0.44%
	0.44%
	0.43%
	0.44%

	Class variance (%)
	5.22%
	4.55%
	4.06%
	3.67%
	3.67%
	3.71%
	3.72%

	Individual variance (%)
	93.21%
	94.13%
	95.07%
	95.89%
	95.89%
	95.86%
	95.84%

	N
	4939
	4735
	4619
	4496
	4496
	4496
	4496

	
	All models include 379 classes nested within 79 schools.
	* significant at the 0.05-level
** significant at the 0.01-level
*** significant at the 0.001-level


Table 2. The Impact of Parental Socialisation and Open Classroom Climate on Political Self-Efficacy. Multilevel OLS regression. (Standard errors in parentheses). 
	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4
	Model 5
	Model 6
	Model 7

	Intercept
	0.44*** (0.00)
	0.51*** (0.01)
	0.37*** (0.01)
	0.23*** (0.03)
	0.25*** (0.07)
	0.23*** (0.03)
	0.24***
(0.07)

	Parental socialisation
	
	
	0.23*** (0.01)
	0.22*** (0.01)
	0.19 (0.11)
	0.22*** (0.01)
	0.20 (0.11)

	OCC class
	
	
	
	0.22*** (0.04)
	0.19 (0.10)
	0.22* (0.04)
	0.20 (0.10)

	OCC own 
	
	
	
	0.15*** (0.02)
	0.15*** (0.02)
	0.31*** (0.07)
	0.31*** (0.07)

	OCC class * Socialisation
	
	
	
	
	0.04 (0.16)
	
	0.03 (0.16)

	OCC own * Socialisation
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.28* (0.12)
	-0.28* (0.12)

	SES (ref. very good)
quite good

OK
quite bad

very bad
	
	

-0.03*** (0.01)
-0.05*** (0.01)
-0.06** (0.02)
0.03 (0.04)
	

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.02 (0.02)

0.07 (0.04)
	

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.02 (0.01)

-0.01 (0.03)

0.08 (0.04)
	

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.02 (0.01)

-0.01 (0.03)

0.08 (0.04)
	

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.01 (0.03)

0.08 (0.04)
	

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.02* (0.01)

-0.01 (0.03)

0.08 (0.04)

	Gender (ref. boy)
Girl

Other
Do not know/want to answer
	
	
-0.09*** (0.01)
-0.01 (0.03)
-0.06** (0.02)
	
-0.09*** (0.01)
-0.02 (0.03)
-0.06** (0.02)
	
-0.09*** (0.01)
-0.02 (0.03)
-0.06** (0.02)
	
-0.09*** (0.01)
-0.02 (0.03)
-0.06** (0.02)
	
-0.09*** (0.01)
-0.01 (0.03)
-0.06** (0.02)
	
-0.09*** (0.01)
-0.01 (0.03)
-0.06** (0.02)

	Swedish-speaking
	
	0.05*** (0.01)
	0.04*** (0.01)
	0.03*** (0.01)
	0.03***
(0.01)
	0.03***
(0.01)
	0.03***
(0.01)

	Immigrant background
	
	0.01 (0.01)
	0.03** (0.01)
	0.03** (0.01)
	0.03** (0.01)
	0.03** (0.01)
	0.03** (0.01)

	School variance (%)
	1.19%
	0.99%
	1.06%
	0.83%
	0.84%
	0.84%
	0.84%

	Class variance (%)
	3.63%
	3.76%
	3.07%
	2.75%
	2.74%
	2.76%
	2.76%

	Individual variance (%)
	95.18%
	95.25%
	95.87%
	96.42%
	96.42%
	96.40%
	96.40%

	N
	4918
	4736
	4631
	4514
	4514
	4514
	4514

	
	All models include 379 classes nested within 79 schools.
	* significant at the 0.05-level
** significant at the 0.01-level
*** significant at the 0.001-level


The parental socialisation scale in the tables above consists of the following items: Do the following statements fit to your parents? (S)he is interested in political and societal issues / (S)he is well informed about political and societal issues / (S)he encourages me to discuss political and societal issues / (S)he follows news / (S)he always votes in elections. To each item, the respondent could choose if the item fits to their mother and/or father (or neither). The positive responses were then summed and divided by 10 to create a scale ranging from 0 to 1 and having a Cronbach’s alpha of 0.78.


Appendix C
Table 1. OCC class, OCC own and baseline OCC across different levels of socialisation and SES. (Standard deviations in parentheses). 
	
	Mean OCC class
	% with OCC class over 0.80
	Mean OCC own
	% with OCC own over 0.20
	Mean OCC baseline
	% with OCC baseline over 0.80

	Socialisation below 0.25 
(n = 2012)
	0.63 (0.07)
	1.24
	-0.03 (0.16)
	7.65
	0.60 (0.17)
	10.68

	Socialisation 0.25–0.50 
(n = 1283)
	0.64 (0.07)
	1.64
	0.01 (0.14)
	11.11
	0.65 (0.16)
	15.38

	Socialisation over 0.50 
(n = 1925)
	0.65 (0.07)
	2.63
	0.03 (0.16)
	16.86
	0.68 (0.18)
	25.77

	SES very bad
(n = 41)
	0.62 (0.11)
	0.00
	-0.04 (0.22)
	17.24
	0.0.59 (0.26)
	21.99

	SES quite bad
(n = 177)
	0.63 (0.07)
	2.42
	-0.04 (0.17)
	7.32
	0.59 (0.19)
	10.42

	SES OK
(n = 970)
	0.63 (0.07)
	0.85
	-0.00 (0.15)
	10.02
	0.63 (0.16)
	13.94

	SES quite good
(n = 2425)
	0.64 (0.07)
	2.07
	-0.00 (0.15)
	11.30
	0.64 (0.17)
	15.65

	SES very good
(n = 1375)
	0.64 (0.07)
	2.08
	0.01 (0.17)
	13.30
	0.66 (0.18)
	21.87




Appendix D
Table 1. SEM Test of Reverse Causality: T1 Political Interest and Political Self-Efficacy Predicting T2 Perceptions of OCC. Unstandardised coefficients (standard errors in parentheses).
	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	Intercept
	0.63*** (0.01)
	0.64*** (0.01)

	Political interest T1
	0.05 (0.03)
	

	Political self-efficacy T1 
	
	0.02 (0.03)

	Socialisation T1
	0.06** (0.02)
	0.08** (0.02)

	Track T2 (ref. academic)
vocational
mixed
other
	
-0.11*** (0.01)
-0.05* (0.02)
-0.06 (0.05)
	
-0.11*** (0.01)
-0.05* (0.02)
-0.07 (0.05)

	Individual variance
	0.03*** (0.00)
	0.03*** (0.00)

	N
	1289
	1290

	
	* significant at the 0.05-level
** significant at the 0.01-level
*** significant at the 0.001-level



Note: The SEM uses panel data from T1 and T2 (N = 1331) and is specified as a path model in which T1 political interest and political self-efficacy (separately across models), along with socialisation and track, predict T2 perceptions of OCC. All variables are observed. The models are estimated using maximum likelihood with listwise deletion for missing data. As the models are just-identified, no fit indices are reported.
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