N4

Politics and Governance y ; :
2026 ¢ Volume 14 o Article 11241 § CO g |tat| 0

https://doi.org/10.17645/pag.11241

ARTICLE Open Access Journal a

Are Single-Party Voting Advice Applications Useful? Comparing
Voter Preferences in the BSW-O-Mat With a Probability Sample

Jan Philipp Thomeczek

Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences, University of Potsdam, Germany

Correspondence: Jan Philipp Thomeczek (jan.philipp.thomeczek@uni-potsdam.de)

Submitted: 29 August 2025 Accepted: 27 November 2025 Published: 8 January 2026

Issue: This article is part of the issue “Voting Advice Applications: Methodological Innovations, Behavioural
Effects, and Research Perspectives” edited by Diego Garzia (University of Lausanne / Bologna University),

Stefan Marschall (Heinrich Heine University Diisseldorf), Mathias Wessel Tromborg (Aarhus University), and
Andreas Albertsen (Aarhus University), fully open access at https:/doi.org/10.17645/pag.i485

Abstract

As the voting advice application (VAA) market has grown increasingly competitive, developers have focused
on innovation, including specialised VAAs that focus on specific topics. This article evaluates the analytical
potential of a “single-party VAA” called BSW-O-Mat, a website developed to assess alignment with the
newly founded German party Blindnis Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW), attracting over 50,000 participants.
Single-party VAAs face compounded selection bias; beyond the typical overrepresentation of educated
politically engaged users, they disproportionately attract voters interested in the focal party. Despite over
50,000 responses, questions remain about data validity for estimating voter preferences. To address the
usefulness of VAA data for analysing the new party’s supporters, this study examines convergence validity
by comparing the average marginal effects from logistic regression models based on VAA data with those
from the 2025 German Longitudinal Election Study’s (GLES) probability sample. Despite substantial
overrepresentation of potential BSW supporters in the VAA sample, convergence in the direction of effects
was observed across datasets. Effect correlations reached r = 0.65 (increasing to r = 0.87 when excluding
non-converging effects), though the VAA dataset tends to overestimate effect sizes. Notably, even analysing
substantially underrepresented AfD voters (5.5% in VAA vs 19.8% in GLES) yielded results largely consistent
with probability-sample models. These findings demonstrate that the VAA data can provide valid insights
when appropriately weighted and interpreted in light of self-selection biases.
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1. Introduction

Over the last two decades, the number of VAA users has grown steadily, now reaching potentially millions of
voters (Garzia & Marschall, 2019). Initially developed for civic education, especially for first-time voters, VAAs
also provide campaign-related data for political scientists. VAAs offer valuable data on candidates’ and parties’
positions (Ferreira da Silva et al., 2021) and user data on the same issues. Some VAAs, such as the Wahl-O-Mat,
do not directly collect user data or offer follow-up surveys only to randomly selected users. Others use opt-ins
for data collection, often in combination with additional questionnaires. Such additional questions often relate
to political attitudes, voting intention, and socio-demographic variables. As user and party data address the
same issues, they can be used to analyse party-voter congruence (Tromborg & Albertsen, 2023; M. Wagner
& Ruusuvirta, 2012; Zhirnov et al., 2025).

VAA user data presents unique opportunities for exploring the voter’s mindset. However, the opt-in nature
of VAA samples is not unproblematic. VAA usage is linked to several self-selection biases, as male, highly
educated, and politically interested users are generally overrepresented (Marschall, 2014; Pianzola, 2014).
Accounting for these biases can help to make the data “more” representative, for example, with survey weights
(Toshkov & Romeijn, 2021).

During the last decade, the “VAA market” has become increasingly crowded, and for many elections, even
at the subnational level, multiple tools are available. This has resulted in numerous “specialised” VAAs, tools
dedicated to specific topics and content. For example, in 2023, Dutch VAA company Kieskompas launched a
Climate and Energy tool that matched users and parties on issues related to climate change, environmental
politics, and energy (Vogels, 2023). Other tools calculate matches based on historical contexts: the Federal
Archive of Germany has published a tool that allows users to explore their closeness to parties from the
Weimar Republic (Bundesarchiv, 2018).

Although the number of such specialised tools has increased strongly over the last few years, the usefulness
and associated biases of user data from specialised VAAs remain largely unstudied. After all, such datasets are
affected not only by known biases related to interest in elections but also by biases inherent to the specialised
content itself. To use the cited example, a politically highly interested user may use a tool for climate issues only
if they are interested in this topic. This could lead to a situation where pro-environmentalists are extremely
overrepresented in this tool's dataset. While specialised VAAs can provide valuable data on topics that neither
classic VAAs nor traditional surveys adequately cover, biases in their use may strongly limit the potential of
these datasets.

The following article addresses this research gap by comparing the convergence of the analytical results from
the specialised VAA BSW-O-Mat with those from a probability sample. BSW stands for Biindnis Sahra
Wagenknecht, a party formally founded in January 2024. Shortly after the party was officially founded,
political scientists from the University of Potsdam developed the VAA tool BSW-O-Mat. It can be described as
a single-party VAA, as users are confronted with items derived from BSW's first manifesto. This facilitates the
analysis of party-voter congruence, since VAA users have positioned themselves to the party's own policies.

However, the self-selection bias inherent in such a tool is obvious: those more curious about the new party
were more likely to use it. While the dataset offers valuable insights into more than 50,000 users, it may
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nevertheless be of little value if it is strongly skewed towards (likely) BSW voters and lacks those who would
not vote for the party. This article puts the empirical usefulness of such a dataset to a hard test by
comparing the analytical results based on it with a probability sample. Although VAA research has suggested
that voter policy preferences obtained from weighted VAA datasets are comparable to probability sample
estimates (Toshkov & Romeijn, 2021), testing this with a specialised VAA dataset represents a stricter test, as
an additional bias compounds standard VAA biases.

The article is structured as follows. The following second section will summarise the research on the extent
to which VAA data is useful for analysing voter preferences. This will be followed by Section 3, which
identifies variables for the convergence validity test by discussing research on BSW's voters and their voting
potential. The fourth section introduces the research design, which compares the BSW-0O-Mat dataset with
the German Longitudinal Election Study’s (GLES) rolling cross-sectional dataset, a probability sample
collected for the 2025 Bundestag elections. Section 5 provides a detailed discussion of the processes of data
cleaning, sampling, and weighting. The core analysis then compares the results for four different models,
focusing on socio-demographics, policy preferences, populism, and vote recall in predicting BSW support,
which were calculated using the two datasets. The conclusions summarise the results and discuss their
implications for future research.

2. The Challenges of Using VAA Data for Voter Research

Ladner and Fivaz (2012, p. 178) describe VAAs as “issue-matching systems.” This summarises the basic
functionality of VAAs, as they are designed to produce voting advice based on the similarities between their
users and political parties and/or candidates on the most salient political issues (Garzia & Marschall, 2019).
VAAs typically ask users to state their agreement with 20-35 policy-related statements. Once a user
completes the task, which is technically a questionnaire with a series of Likert-scale questions, the VAA
describes the similarity between their position and the positions of the major political actors.

Most VAAs also collect user data, especially projects led by researchers. Data collection is typically opt-in,
though some VAAs also collect data under an opt-out principle or ask only a random sample of VAA users
to provide additional information. As tools such as the German Wahl-O-Mat reach tens of millions of voters
(Marschall, 2014), the advantages of VAA user data are obvious. Such large-n datasets allow for the study
of even relatively small subgroups of voters, such as those of smaller parties. This is often problematic with
probability samples. As Toshkov and Romeijn (2021, p. 2) demonstrate, even analyses of voters of 5%-parties
(e.g., junior coalition partners) are difficult, with standard sample sizes of n = 1,000 respondents, as estimated
policy preferences have large statistical uncertainty.

One of the main limitations of VAA data is that VAA users deviate from the general population in several
respects. Research has shown that VAA usage is systematically linked to variables such as education, political
interest, age, and gender (Hooghe & Teepe, 2007; Marschall, 2014; Pianzola, 2014). In addition, VAA samples
are opt-in samples by design. Everyone who has access to the VAA link can use the tool, and VAAs are typically
designed to reach as many voters as possible. This stands in stark contrast to classic probability samples,
which aim to gather responses from typically 1,000 to 2,000 respondents who should closely resemble the
general population.
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The extent to which these biases pose a problem depends on the research question. Munzert and
Ramirez-Ruiz (2021) have noted that reported VAA effects on turnout and voting choice strongly differ
between observational and experimental VAA data. While the former tend to overreport such effects, the
latter represent a setting in which VAA usage is randomised, i.e., no self-selection into using the tool can
occur. In analyses based on experimental VAA samples, effects on turnout and voting choice are much
smaller and often not statistically significant. However, as VAAs are open to the public, a typical VAA dataset
is always observational.

Wheatley et al. (2014) highlight that in VAA tools, selection bias is strongly associated with the intention to
participate in the respective elections. This is reflected in the share of non-voters among VAA users.
Gemenis and Rosema (2014) report that, according to the Dutch election study, only 3% of Dutch VAA users
were non-voters. To be fair, non-voters are generally difficult to reach, also with probability samples (see
Table 1). Gemenis and Rosema report that even among non-VAA users, only 9.4% of the respondents were
self-declared non-voters. There appears to be a general trend showing that VAA data may be less useful for
studying aspects unrelated to elections, which extends to sociological research (Sheppard, 2018). Another
study by Pianzola (2014) suggests modelling the selection process, for example, related to political interest.
This underlines one of the most crucial aspects regarding the usefulness of VAA data. To assess data quality,
reference data are needed, which are not always available. Data should be collected around the same time,
and questions should, ideally, be identical in wording.

There are, however, studies showing that such biases are less important than assumed. Toshkov and Romeijn
(2021) analysed the policy preferences of party voters in Germany and the Netherlands and concluded that
positions modelled with VAA data are comparable to those from representative voter studies. However, they
do underline that, especially in the Netherlands, policy preferences based on weighted VAA data are closer
to those obtained from representative surveys. Thomeczek et al. (2025) demonstrate that dimensions
obtained from unweighted EU-wide VAA data are comparable to those derived from the European Election
Study’s sample.

The overall question is related to the validity of VAA data, which addresses two aspects. First, there is the
guestion of whether VAA datasets can identify the same substantial effects as probability samples, with effects
pointing in consistent directions. The second aspect is related to effect sizes, namely, whether the magnitude
of these effects aligns with analyses based on probability samples. If VAA data correctly identify which factors
matter and in which direction, researchers can use them to understand voting behaviour mechanisms, even
if effect magnitudes differ due to selection bias or measurement contexts. Conversely, if different variables
are significant across datasets, the data may produce similar predictions through compensating for errors, but
would not support explanatory inferences about potentially causal drivers of voting.

While research has focused on the data quality of classic VAA datasets, the potential of datasets from
specialised VAAs is largely understudied. The goal of this article is to address this research gap by focusing
on the user data of the single-party VAA BSW-0O-Mat. The results will be compared to analyses based on a
probability sample from the GLES. This provides a hard test: if convergence validity is achieved despite
heightened selection bias, it demonstrates that specialised VAA data can be used for substantive voter
analysis when appropriately weighted. Conversely, failure to converge would indicate that single-party
VAAs' self-selection overwhelms demographic corrections, limiting their analytical utility to descriptive
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purposes. The next section summarises the literature on BSW voters to identify potential effects that will be
analysed with the single-party VAA dataset and the GLES probability sample.

3. Who Supports the BSW?

Although the BSW is a comparatively young party, founded in early 2024, several published articles have
examined its potential or actual voters. This section discusses the most important factors that explain BSW's
voting potential for the convergence validity test. The following literature review, therefore, focuses on factors
that (a) are theoretically established BSW predictors and (b) can be operationalised in both datasets using
available items.

S. Wagner et al. (2023) found higher BSW potential among East Germans, cultural conservatives, and voters
with pro-market, anti-immigration attitudes. This analysis preceded the party’s official founding, when
Wagenknecht had long contemplated launching such a party. Furthermore, those who are less satisfied with
the democratic output and those with a higher propensity to vote for the AfD and Die Linke are reportedly
more likely to vote for such parties. The ideological profile of such a new party was of particular interest, as
many expected it to have potential appeal among “left-authoritarian” voters, who had not had a political
home in Germany so far (Steiner & Hillen, 2021).

Academic interest in the party has been growing since its official founding in January 2024 (Patton, 2025).
Most of the findings by S. Wagner et al. (2023) have been confirmed in subsequent publications (Heckmann
et al., 2025; Herold & Otteni, 2025; Hoffmann, 2025; Jankowski, 2024; Steiner & Hillen, 2025). However,
some additional factors have been identified by researchers as explaining BSW'’s appeal. Firstly, foreign
policy plays an important role for potential BSW voters. Over the course of the Ukraine war, Wagenknecht
has developed distinct foreign policy positions. She is highly critical of NATO and seeks common ground
with Russia, advocating for “peace” in Ukraine, even at the cost of Ukrainian territory. Therefore, NATO
scepticism and rejection of delivering more weapons to Ukraine are strong predictors of BSW support
(Heckmann et al., 2025; Hoffmann, 2025; Wurthmann & Wagner, 2024). Secondly, the BSW offers an
electorally attractive alternative to those holding populist attitudes (Herold & Otteni, 2025; Hoffmann,
2025; Jankowski, 2024; Thomeczek, 2024a) and having less institutional trust (Baumann & Seikel, 2024).
Finally, regarding the BSW’s potential among AfD voters, the effect depends on how AfD voters are
operationalised. Those who contemplate voting for the AfD show a stronger propensity towards the BSW
(Heckmann et al., 2025; Jankowski, 2024). However, the BSW has actually not won over many voters who
voted for the AfD at the previous national elections in 2021 (Infratest dimap, 2025b; Jankowski, 2024). High
BSW potential is reported among former left voters, non-voters, and voters of minor parties (Jankowski,
2024; Thomeczek, 2024b).

Some socio-demographic factors are relevant in explaining BSW support (Bundeswabhlleiterin, 2024, 2025).
Accordingly, the BSW tends to be voted for more by women than by men, and by East Germans than by West
Germans. A significant shift can be observed in terms of age. While the BSW achieved its highest vote share
among the baby boomer generation in the European elections, it received its highest vote share among 18 to
44-year-olds in the Bundestag elections.
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Based on this literature, the convergence validity test will examine six variable domains:
(@) socio-demographics, (b) policy preferences, (c) populist attitudes, institutional trust, and democratic
satisfaction, as well as (d) vote recall (2021 Bundestag election). The next section details how these are
operationalised in both datasets.

4. Research Design

The research design follows Toshkov and Romeijn (2021) and tests convergence validity (Adcock & Collier,
2001) between the analysis based on the single-party VAA dataset and the probability sample. Convergence
validity tests whether two different data sources produce similar results when analysing the same (political)
phenomenon. If they converge, it is assumed that both measurements are valid. For the following analysis,
several factors impacting the BSW vote with matching variables in both datasets are analysed, and their results
are compared. The extent to which they arrive at similar conclusions is then related to the extent to which we
can speak of convergence validity.

In this study, two aspects of convergence validity are examined to explain BSW's voting potential:
substantial effects and effect sizes. Given the exploratory nature of this validation—the first for a
single-party VAA—we refrain from specifying ex-ante thresholds for “acceptable” convergence. Instead, we
report convergence descriptively and interpret patterns in light of theoretical expectations about selection
bias. Substantial effect convergence is related to the identification of a statistically significant effect: do the
BSW-0O-Mat and GLES datasets yield comparable findings regarding the identification of factors significantly
affecting voting for BSW? If they do, this suggests that both datasets capture genuine voter preferences
rather than measurement artefacts. The second part of the analysis focuses on the convergence of effect
sizes. As a last step, it will also be tested whether the dataset can achieve convergence validity when
analysing AfD voters, a strongly underrepresented voter group in the BSW-O-Mat dataset.

Following the Michigan model (Campbell et al., 1960), core predictors of voting behaviour should remain
stable across (short) time spans. However, in the context of self-selection biases, it may be that convergence
validity cannot be achieved if samples differ too much. Although differences in relative group size are less
significant, a VAA may reach only specific voters of a given party, particularly specialised VAAs. For example,
if populist users do not use VAAs, maybe due to the lack of trust in political scientists, a voting effect related to
populism cannot be detected with VAA datasets. Failing to address such self-selection biases can have drastic
consequences, as the Literary Digest fiasco of 1936 illustrates (Squire, 1988).

Although studies have reported convergence validity between probability and VAA samples (Toshkov &
Romeijn, 2021), the BSW-O-Mat VAA presents a more challenging test case. The tool was developed by
political scientists from the University of Potsdam and is based on policies directly extracted from BSW's
first manifesto. Single-party VAAs differ from classic VAAs in their selection mechanisms. While all VAAs
overrepresent politically engaged users, classic multi-party VAAs attract users seeking general election
guidance. Single-party VAAs pose a methodological challenge for testing convergent validity for three
reasons. Firstly, they attract users specifically interested in that party, creating an additional self-selection
bias compared to classic VAAs. Secondly, all policy items are drawn from the party’s manifesto, which can
affect the analysis of congruence, defined as the extent to which BSW voters align with the policy positions
of the party. The analysis may potentially inflate congruence effects, as users agreed with policies directly
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derived from BSW'’s manifesto; in contrast, researchers have typically used established policy items in
surveys. Thirdly, as users know they are evaluating their alignment with a specific party, this could introduce
additional biases (e.g., potential voters may agree with the statements because they like the party). These
features make convergence with probability samples less likely but more meaningful if achieved. Finally,
even if convergence is observed, both datasets could yield similar results because they are subject to similar
biases. This could occur when comparing two VAA datasets. To rule this out, the reference dataset should be

a probability sample. Although far from perfect, a probability sample is the “gold standard” in sampling
(Pekari et al., 2022).

One sample that fulfils these criteria is the rolling cross-sectional sample from the GLES. The dataset
includes more than 8,000 individuals who were interviewed around the 2025 Bundestag elections and is
publicly available (GLES, 2025). As the study also features a supplementary wave, including, among other
variables, items on populism, the dataset includes a large set of comparable items. The entire study was
conducted between January 6 and March 31, 2025. Thus, there is a temporal limitation affecting the
convergent validity test: the BSW-O-Mat data were collected in early 2024, while the GLES data come from
the 2025 election period. The majority of the 50,000 users visited the BSW-O-Mat website in the first
quarter of 2024. This means that most BSW-0O-Mat users responded to the items around one year earlier
than the respondents in the GLES 2025 study.

To what extent are the two datasets comparable? At both points in time, in January 2024 and January 2025,
the BSW was polling closely to its actual Bundestag election result (4.98%), as shown in Figure 1. The party’s
approval peaked in late Summer 2024, shortly before the three state elections in Thuringia, Brandenburg, and
Saxony, where the BSW did exceptionally well and entered two state governments (Patton, 2025). Although
a dataset collected in autumn 2025 would be much closer to the Bundestag elections, it is more likely that

the potential BSW electorate would differ more strongly, as by then the number of potential BSW voters had
almost doubled.
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Figure 1. Approval of BSW in Infratest polls. Source: Zicht & Cantow (2025).
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Another potential problem is that the electorate may have changed between 2024 and 2025, which may
have been the case regarding age (see the previous section). Nevertheless, exit polls from the 2024
European and 2025 Bundestag elections reveal that BSW voter profiles remained stable: programmatic
voting dominates, though dissatisfaction with other parties and the appeal of leader Wagenknecht matter
substantially. Key policy priorities—foreign policy positions (ending weapon deliveries to Ukraine, “securing
peace”), left-wing economics combined with immigration restriction—remained consistent across both
elections (Infratest dimap, 2024, 2025a).

Both exit polls confirm that the party is mainly supported by those with medium levels of education, and to a
lesser extent by those with high and low levels of education. BSW is also less popular among men than among
women, likely because the party leader is female. The only observable shift reported is the reversal of the age
effect, as discussed in the previous section. Overall, these exit poll results indicate that the profile of BSW
voters was rather similar in early 2024 and early 2025.

5. Data Cleaning, Sampling, and Weighting

Several steps were taken to improve data quality through data cleaning. As a first step, all respondents with
missing data for the independent and dependent variables of interest were removed. In the GLES dataset, the
speeder index was used to remove speeders (i.e., the 10% fastest respondents, see codebook in GLES, 2025).
In the BSW-0O-Mat dataset, speeders and skimmers were identified based on the minimum time it took to
read the items (Andreadis, 2014); respondents below that threshold were removed. In addition to the main
VAA items, respondents could complete a background questionnaire on sociodemographics (before the main
task started) and answer additional questions (e.g., attitudes such as populism, trust, and voting intention)
after the match was calculated. Around 60% of the respondents completed the last question of the additional
survey. The data were weighted by age, education, gender, and region. Those with missing data for these
variables were removed, including those below the voting age (18), students at school (due to the lack of
clear ISCED levels), and those not identifying as male or female (as the data are not present in the census).
Respondents were grouped into four age categories: 18-34, 35-49, 50-65, and 65 and older. Population data
were obtained from CensusHub (Eurostat, 2021). Concerning education, an indicator based on low education
was built (0 =ISCED 1 or 2, i.e,, no degree, a Hauptschule or Realschule degree, else = 1), as this allowed for
the identification of respondents’ level of education in the absence of questions on further job qualifications.
The region was coded by assigning states to East, West, or Berlin, as the city is composed of former Eastern
and Western districts.

After data cleaning, 5,159 cases out of the initial 8,562 respondents remained for analysis in the GLES dataset.
Although the dataset provides its own weights, the data were re-weighted using the exact same mechanism
as for the BSW-O-Mat data (post-stratification weights based on known joint marginal distributions for the
four variables). The full BSW-O-Mat dataset consists of 50,711 cases. After data cleaning, 7,537 respondents
remained in the dataset. As around 93% of all BSW-O-Mat users visited the tool before the European elections
(June 9, 2024), respondents after the EP elections were removed. As the number of respondents was still
higher than in the GLES dataset, a quota sample with the same sample size as the GLES dataset (5,159) was
drawn from the weighted dataset, where the chance of being selected was equivalent to a respondent’s weight.
This ensured comparable statistical power across datasets, preventing the VAA's larger sample from producing
artificially higher significance rates that could affect the convergence validity test. Subsequently, the dataset
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was reweighted to obtain the analysis weights. Weights ranged from 0.42 to 5.16 (BSW-O-Mat) and 0.08 to
5.0 (GLES), indicating moderate adjustment needs.

The main dependent variable, the intention to vote for BSW in the next Bundestag election, was coded as a
binary indicator: 1 for BSW voters and O for all others; invalid voters and those who had not yet decided
were removed from the analysis. Table 1 compares the composition of potential voters in both datasets, in
terms of recall and voting intention, against the backdrop of the actual results. While it should be noted that
the BSW-O-Mat data were collected around one year earlier, when Biindnis '90/Die Griinen were polling
slightly better and Die Linke worse compared to their 2025 election result, it becomes clear that the
BSW-O-Mat dataset is strongly skewed towards potential BSW voters, which raises doubts about
convergence validity with the probability sample results. A full 34.3% of users indicated that they would
vote for the new party, compared with only 6.0% of GLES respondents. AfD, SPD, and CDU/CSU voters are
strongly underrepresented in the VAA dataset, as are non-voters; those indicating an intention to vote for
Die Linke are overrepresented. Nevertheless, neither does the voting intention in GLES accurately reflect
the election results—even here, BSW voters are overrepresented, just as potential voters of the AfD,
CDU/CSU, and SPD. GLES also fails to reach a substantial share of non-voters. These trends are also visible
for the 2021 recall questions, although the BSW-0O-Mat data are even more strongly skewed towards former
Blindnis '90/Die Griinen and Die Linke voters.

Table 1. Voting intention and vote recall in the two datasets (unweighted distributions).

Voting Intention 2025 Recall 2021
Party GLES BSW-O-Mat Result 2025 GLES BSW-O-Mat Result 2021

(2025) (2024) (2025) (2024)
BSW 6.0 34.3 4.1
AfD 19.8 5.5 17.2 12.5 4.4 8.0
CDuU/CsU 29.2 13.9 23.5 25.1 10.2 18.5
FDP 4.1 5.0 3.6 8.0 11.9 8.8
Blindnis '90/ 11.0 18.9 9.6 12.8 25.0 114
Die Griinen
Die Linke 5.3 10.2 7.2 3.9 21.8 3.8
SPD 19.2 7.0 13.5 26.5 16.2 19.8
Other 2.9 4.0 3.7 2.8 51 6.0
No right to vote 2.5 25
Non-voters 2.4 1.1 17.6 6.0 2.7 23.7
n 5,159 5,159 5,159 5,159

(quota sample) (quota sample)

Note: As only around 74% of the German population were eligible voters, but both datasets had eligible voters as their
target population, the 2021 election results are reported as percentages of eligible voters.

While the fact that VAA data, especially data from such specialised VAAs, are skewed is not surprising, the
summary in Table 1 also indicates the bias’s direction: voters from the left side of the political spectrum are
overrepresented in the BSW-O-Mat dataset. Nevertheless, this does not automatically risk convergence
validity. The self-selection bias in VAA data is a function of multiple factors, and when a VAA offers a match
with only one specific party, some voter groups are more likely to be interested in this tool than others.
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The key question is whether biases also extend beyond the relative size of groups, i.e., systematic biases
linked to voters’ preferences. Regarding the BSW, this could be the case if the BSW-O-Mat only reaches, for
example, liberal BSW voters, which would reduce observed convergence.

A more nuanced picture of BSW-O-Mat users emerges when examining the distribution of the propensity-
to-vote (PTV) variable for BSW, which was included in the BSW-O-Mat tool but not in GLES. Typically, PTV
variables are skewed towards negative evaluations, even for mainstream/catch-all parties (A. Wagner, 2017).
Figure 2 shows the PTV distribution for the BSW-O-Mat users. The best and worst evaluation categories
stand out as those that were used most frequently. In line with the voting intention reported in Table 1, the
website attracted more users with a strong propensity to vote for BSW, but those evaluating BSW negatively
were also present, thereby increasing polarisation. This could lead to larger effect sizes, as there is a tendency
to compare unlikely BSW voters to likely BSW voters.
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Figure 2. Univariate distribution of propensity to vote for BSW in the BSW-O-Mat dataset (unweighted).

5.1. Independent Variables

Based on the Section 3 literature review, independent variables are organised into four groups:
socio-demographic factors, policy preferences, trust and populism, and past voting behaviour. The relatively
large set of comparable items was a key criterion for selecting GLES as the comparison dataset.
The independent variables of interest can be summarised into four groups: socio-demographic factors, policy
preferences, trust and populism, and past voting behaviour. Age (18-34, 35-49, 50-65, and 65+), gender
(male/female), education, and region (East/West/Berlin) are the socio-demographic factors that will be
tested. Whilst the primary goal is testing convergence rather than causal hypotheses, the Section 3 literature
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suggests expected patterns: East Germans and women are more likely to support BSW, and university
graduates are less likely. The age effect is likely to differ across the two datasets, as discussed in Section 3.

Regarding policy preferences, the BSW-O-Mat dataset offers a much richer set of variables, as all 27 main
VAA items are policies proposed by the BSW in its manifesto. BSW-O-Mat items measure user policy
positions that, because they derive directly from BSW'’s manifesto, simultaneously operationalise
congruence with BSW. In contrast, GLES items measure general policy positions, requiring us to calculate
congruence separately by comparing responses to BSW's party positions. This could hamper the
identification of similar items in the GLES dataset. Six items in the GLES dataset were identified as
measuring similar constructs: climate change, weapon deliveries to Ukraine, taxation, economic intervention,
immigration, and integration (see Table A1 in the Supplementary File). To additionally analyse congruence
with the GLES dataset, congruence was calculated for four of these items (climate change, economic
intervention, immigration, and integration) using BSW party positions from the GEPARTEE expert survey on
political parties in Germany (Thomeczek et al., 2024). Here, congruence is defined as the absolute distance
from BSW'’s position by the GEPARTEE, based on a simple proximity model. As the GLES item on weapons
for Ukraine reflects BSW's direct position (Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht, 2025, pp. 6-7), agreement with this
item was regarded as congruence with BSW's position. Thus, policy congruence with BSW's positions was
calculated for a total of five items in the GLES dataset, which was tested in an additional model.

To measure populist attitudes, the BSW-0O-Mat dataset included items from the populism scale developed by
Castanho Silva et al. (2019), while the GLES dataset included six items from various populism scales. Six items
from the BSW-O-Mat dataset were selected, as they share the common “people vs. elite” denominator with
the GLES items. In addition, trust in the federal government, measured using an 11-point Likert scale, was
included in both datasets. Satisfaction with democracy in Germany was measured using a 5-point Likert scale
in both datasets. The final set of items addresses vote switchers. Based on the recall question for the 2021
Bundestag elections, the extent to which the different voter groups support the BSW will be analysed. Based
on the literature review, the focus lies on Die Linke, AfD, and non-voters.

6. Analysis
6.1. Predicting BSW Vote Intention

The analysis addresses convergence validity, specifically whether models based on the two datasets yield
similar conclusions. For substantial effect convergence to be present, statistically significant effects should
point in the same direction, while the second part of the analysis focuses on effect size convergence. Due
to the nature of the VAA, effect sizes may differ from those in the GLES probability sample. Generally, it is
expected that the effect of the policy items will be stronger in the BSW-0O-Mat analysis, as these items are
derived directly from the BSW manifesto, which was also transparent to users. Nevertheless, apart from the
age effect, which appears to have been reversed between early 2024 and early 2025, this analysis remains
based on the assumption that the core BSW electorate regarding the tested factors is relatively stable and
has not undergone substantial change.

Prior to the analysis, all variables were recoded to have the same direction. The policy items were recoded
so that agreement indicated support for policies associated with BSW's ideology. Numeric variables were
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transformed to a range of 0 to 1 (min-max scaling) to facilitate comparison with variables of different scales.
The results are presented as average marginal effects (95% Cls) from the weighted logistic regression models.
Average marginal effects have the advantage over logistic regression coefficients in that they allow for direct
comparisons between variables and, in this case, across datasets. They indicate the average marginal change
in the probability of voting for the BSW across all cases, where the marginal effects differ for respondents,
unlike in linear models.

The first model, which includes the socio-demographic factors, is presented in Figure 3. The models from
both datasets show a higher average marginal probability of voting for BSW among East Germans and female
voters, and a lower probability among those holding a university degree. Regarding age, the effect points in
opposite directions, as expected. Generally, the average marginal effects are stronger in the model based on
the BSW-0O-Mat dataset. The socio-demographic variables are kept as additional variables in the following
models to test their robustness.

|
|
Gender: Female (ref. Male) - I
|
|
—o— |
University degree: Yes (ref. No) - |
|
|
Age group: 35-49 (ref. 18-34) -
|
|
(%2}
) |
}3 Age group: 50-64 - I
3 |
|
—eo— |
Age group: 65+ |
|
|
Region: Berlin (ref. West Germany) - L
|
|
|
Region: East Germany - I
|
, | , ,
-0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

average marginal effect (AME)
Model Model 1 (BSWOMAT) -e- Model 2 (GLES)

Figure 3. Average marginal effects (95% Cls) of weighted regression models predicting a BSW vote for
socio-demographic factors.

The effects of the policy-related factors are summarised in Figure 4. Two models were estimated using the
GLES dataset: one for policy support (blue) and one for policy congruence based on the BSW position from
the GEPARTEE project (red). The BSW-0O-Mat models, which measure support for BSW policies using BSW's
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wording, report strong and statistically significant effects for all policy-related items. Unsurprisingly, the
effect is weakest for the item that does not originate from the main BSW-O-Mat VAA items (i.e., a policy
proposal not derived from the BSW manifesto), namely the item on state intervention in the economy, which
was asked in the additional survey. Turning to the GLES analysis, the effects of supporting higher taxation of
the wealthy, favouring state intervention in the economy, and rejecting weapon deliveries to Ukraine all point
in the same direction. The GLES dataset contains two items related to immigration: immigrants’ adaptation to
German culture (assimilation) and the limitation of immigration. Surprisingly, the assimilation item shows no
effect, whilst the immigration limitation item shows a negative effect. This likely reflects measurement issues:
the assimilation item shows near-ceiling agreement across all voters (the mean is greater than 0.6 even
among the least supportive group, which is voters of the Biindnis '90/Die Griinen; see Table A3 in the
Supplementary File), resulting in insufficient variance. The immigration limitation item may capture general
restrictionism rather than BSW'’s specific position, which emphasises cultural integration alongside such
limitations. The congruence model addresses this by measuring proximity to BSW's exact stance, yielding a
significant positive effect. No significant effect is reported for the climate-versus-economy item.

|
Gender: Female (ref. Male) |:o.:
|
University degree: Yes (ref. No) - :|
|
Age group: 35-49 (ref. 18-34) - —to—
|
Age group: 50-64 —fo—
|
Age group: 65+ - ——
|
" Region: Berlin (ref. West Germany) - —t———
Q I
@ Region: East Germany - | ——
3 |
> . ———
Climate vs economy - +——
|
State litervention in economy - |—e—
|
Military/weapons - I ————
. . . . I .
Immigration limit - —t—
|
Assimilation of immigrants - * I
|
Tax justice/higher taxes - I c
|
0.0 0.2 0.4
average marginal effect (AME)
Model BSWOMAT policies -e- GLES attitudes -e- GLES congruence

Figure 4. Average marginal effects (95% Cls) of weighted regression models predicting a BSW vote for
policy-related factors.

For four variables (state intervention, climate versus economy, immigration limit, and weapon supply to
Ukraine), congruence could be calculated for the GLES dataset, as reported in the second model (red).
Overall, the effects are stronger compared to pure policy support, and the immigration item also shows a
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statistically significant effect. Regarding immigration, it seems logical that congruence matters more than
raw policy support, as the BSW advocates for limiting immigration but takes a less radical stance compared
to the AfD.

The results for populism and institutional trust are summarised in Figure 5. As discussed in Section 5.1, the
populism items differed, which prevented the formation of a comparable index. However, multicollinearity
does not pose a problem in the two models—the VIF values for all populism variables are smaller than 2. Both
datasets reveal consistent patterns. Although the set of populism items varied, the results from both models
indicate that agreeing with these items generally increases the likelihood of voting for the BSW. In contrast,
trusting the federal government and being satisfied with contemporary democracy in Germany lowers this
likelihood. Again, a trend is visible that the effects are larger in the analysis with the BSW-0O-Mat dataset.

Gender: Female (ref. Male) - : =
University degree: Yes (ref. No) - "‘I
Age group: 35-49 (ref. 18-34) - -
Age group: 50-64 | —e—
Age group: 65+ - —
Region: Berlin (ref. West Germany) - :_’—
| ——

Region: East Germany -

The political differences between the elite and the people are greater |
than the differences within the people.
Quite a few politicians are corrupt. -

|
1U3 Politicians improve the people’s lives.* - :
.'8 Politics is run by a few big interest groups who look out for themselves. - |

;“ Citizens would represent my interests better than professional politicians. - I ——
Politicians don't need to spend time with the ordinary people.* - :
What politics calls compromise, is in reality just a betrayal of principles. - —e—

The MPs must follow the will of the people. - | —e——
Politicians should always listen to the people. - I
The people, and not politicians, should take the most important decision. -—o:—-
The will of the people should be the highest principle. I
Politicians talk too much and do too little. - —fo——
Trust in Federal Government - —— |
Satisfaction with democracy - — :
-0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

average marginal effect (AME)
Model BSWOMAT —e GLES

Figure 5. Average marginal effects (95% Cls) of weighted regression models predicting a BSW vote for
institutional trust and populism.

Finally, Figure 6 shows the average marginal effects for voting BSW across three voter groups with high
expected BSW potential: former AfD voters, Die Linke voters, and non-voters. Both models show a
significant positive effect for former non-voters and Die Linke voters. The effect for non-voters is much
stronger in the BSW-0O-Mat model. This is likely due to additional selection bias: non-voters using the
website had greater affinity for BSW than non-voters in the representative sample. Regarding AfD voters
from 2021, the BSW-O-Mat model reports no significant effect. The average marginal effect is almost the
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same magnitude in the GLES model but is estimated with less uncertainty, resulting in a significant, albeit
minimal, negative effect (the upper boundary of the confidence interval is —0.001). Therefore, it can be
concluded that the BSW was able to draw strongly from former Left voters, some non-voters, and, contrary
to initial expectations (S. Wagner et al., 2023), only minimally from former AfD voters, if at all.

Gender: Female (ref. Male) -

University degree: Yes (ref. No) -

Age group: 35-49 (ref. 18-34) -

Age group: 50-64 -

Age group: 65+

Variables

Region: Berlin (ref. West Germany) - °
|
|
Region: East Germany - I
|
Recall 2021: AfD -
Recall 2021: Linke -

Recall 2021: Non-Voters -

0.0 0.2 0.4
average marginal effect (AME)

Model BSWOMAT -e- GLES

Figure 6. Average marginal effects (95% Cls) of weighted regression models predicting a BSW vote for recall.

To further analyse effect size convergence, Figure 7 illustrates the correlation between the estimated average
marginal effects in both models, excluding the populism variables (as the items differed) and the effects for age
(since the effects, as expected, pointed in different directions). Among all effects, the correlation is moderately
high with r = 0.654. In addition, all estimates are either positive in both models or negative in both models,
i.e., they do not point in different directions. As indicated by the colour, some outliers concern effects that
were only statistically significant in one of the models. The right plot shows that removing these pairs increases
the correlation to r = 0.872, indicating a strong correlation.

Lastly, because the largest weight in the BSW-O-Mat dataset was approximately 12 times that of the
smallest, the average marginal effects were recalculated using unweighted data to assess the robustness of
the results relative to the original 8,562 respondents. The estimated effects only deviate minimally.
The correlation between the average marginal effects from the unweighted analysis and the weighted
BSW-0O-Mat analysis is very high, with r = 0.991 (see Figure A1l in the Supplementary File). Thus, while
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Figure 7. Correlation of average marginal effects in GLES and BSW-O-Mat models.

BSW-O-Mat users are demographically not representative, their response patterns within demographic
groups remain stable after weighting.

6.2. Robustness Test: Predicting Underrepresented AfD Voters

Section 6.1 has demonstrated that the BSW-O-Mat dataset is, overall, useful for analysing BSW support. In this
section, the analysis will be repeated for predicting AfD support. As shown in Table 1, AfD voters are strongly
underrepresented in the BSW-O-Mat dataset. While this alone does not pose a problem—it could be a bias
only affecting the relative size of voter groups—the fact that the VAA was designed to analyse congruence
with the BSW could have attracted only a specific segment of AfD voters, namely those interested in the BSW,
which could be another self-selection bias. To test whether the BSW-O-Mat dataset can also predict voting for
the AfD, the same models were rerun for both datasets, with AfD voting intention as the dependent variable.
Regarding recall, the largest voter groups switching to the AfD were former CDU/CSU voters, FDP voters,
and non-voters (Infratest dimap, 2025b). As the AfD (unlike the BSW) also competed in the 2021 elections,
the model includes a dummy variable for 2021 AfD voters.

Despite AfD voters constituting only 5.5% of the BSW-O-Mat sample (vs. 19.8% in GLES), substantial effect
convergence is achieved (see Figures A2-A5 in the Supplementary File), suggesting that the tool captures
general political dimensions rather than BSW-specific artefacts. The successful AfD prediction strengthens
confidence in the BSW results, as it demonstrates that the dataset’s validity extends beyond its intended
focal party.

Both datasets show that the AfD is less supported by women, West Germans, and those with a university
degree, and is more supported by the 35-49 age group than by the youngest age group. The policy models
show that AfD voters prefer less state intervention in the economy, less taxes, the assimilation of migrants,
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and a strict immigration limit, and are critical of weapon deliveries to Ukraine. The last two effects
(immigration limitation and weapon deliveries) were not significant in the BSW-O-Mat analysis. This is
expected: BSW-O-Mat items measure congruence with BSW's positions (opposing all military intervention;
moderate immigration restriction), not AfD’s positions (no strict anti-militarism; radical immigration
restriction). The GLES items capture more general stances, aligning more closely with AfD’s policy demands
(Alternative fur Deutschland, 2025), thus showing significant effects. The populism and trust models reveal a
significant negative relationship between trust in government and satisfaction with democracy. Regarding
populism, surprisingly, there are only a few significant positive effects across models in items related to the
people’s will, and even statistically significant negative effects. It should be noted that the GLES populism
battery includes several new items that have not been validated yet. It was confirmed that FDP and
CDU/CSU voters in 2021 were more likely to vote for the AfD. For non-voters, both the GLES and
BSW-0O-Mat models show a positive effect; however, the lower boundary is -0.0015 in the latter, indicating
an effect that is not significantly different from 0. This is another indication that non-voters closer to BSW
policies are overrepresented.

7. Conclusions

As the VAA market has become increasingly crowded, specialised VAAs focused on specific topics or parties
have become more popular recently. The usefulness of such VAA data has not yet been studied; however,
they may be subject to additional biases related to the tool’s topic. Therefore, such VAA datasets present an
even harder case for testing convergence validity with probability samples. This article has focused on the
specialised single-party VAA BSW-O-Mat, developed in early 2024 to evaluate a match with the newly
founded party BSW. The VAA dataset was then compared with the 2025 election probability sample from
the GLES. Despite a strong overrepresentation of potential BSW voters, this study demonstrates that
single-party VAA data can achieve convergent validity with probability samples. Convergence validity of
substantial effects was observed in almost every case. The two main differences between the BSW-0O-Mat
and the GLES models were related to effect sizes, which were generally stronger in the former, and the
robustness of some socio-demographic factors.

Convergence validity was put to an even harder test by running the same models used to predict voting
intention for the AfD, whose voters were strongly underrepresented in the BSW-O-Mat dataset. The results
for AfD voters, surprisingly, showed a similarly high level of convergence. Overall, these results contribute
substantial insights into current methodological debates in VAA research. They suggest that such single-party
VAAs can yield valuable (and valid) insights into the study of new parties, offering a promising avenue for
researchers focusing on new parties or specific topics. This is generally good news for VAA researchers and
developers, as the data have proven to be useful even for strongly underrepresented voter groups.

The (strong) self-selection bias—a challenge for almost every VAA dataset—present among potential BSW
voters did not compromise convergence validity. The nature of the VAA (a tool focusing on policies
proposed by a single party) is likely the reason for differences in effect sizes: First, because it attracted more
BSW voters; second, because all statements were derived directly from the party’s manifesto. The state
intervention item demonstrates that this is the only policy item asked identically in both datasets and shows
the strongest effect-size convergence among policy variables. Nevertheless, larger effect sizes were also
observed for other variables, such as trust, education, and gender. For VAA researchers, this means being
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cautious when interpreting effect sizes, but they can be relatively confident in the direction and statistical
significance of effects.

These findings advance VAA methodology in three ways. Firstly, they establish that convergence validity—
previously demonstrated only for classic multi-party VAAs (Toshkov & Romeijn, 2021)—extends to single-party
tools despite compounded selection bias. Secondly, they clarify that substantial-effect convergence is more
robust than effect-size convergence, guiding researchers as to when VAA data support explanatory inferences
and when caution is warranted in interpreting magnitudes. Thirdly, the successful AfD analysis demonstrates
that VAA data validity extends beyond focal voter groups, enabling comparative analyses within single-party
VAA datasets.

Several limitations emerged from the analysis, which have implications for VAA research. Firstly, VAA
designers need to know and address these biases (Pianzola, 2014). Effects related to non-voters differed
most strongly and, in the case of the AfD models, could not be replicated. While the tool attracted a
substantial share of non-voters, it is generally not suited to study this group, as it apparently attracted
predominantly non-voters interested in the BSW. Secondly, convergence validity may have been facilitated
by BSW's large public attention, which may have attracted broader segments. Other tools for new parties
may attract fewer, more self-selected users. Thirdly, because VAA items were directly derived from the
party’s manifesto, it was more difficult to compare the results on issue congruence with those from the
GLES study. In the future, VAA designers could consider using established survey items in these contexts as
well. However, this may pose a challenge for new parties, as it is often unclear to researchers where such
parties stand. Finally, there is the obvious limitation that the data covered only one specialised VAA in
Germany, but it would be interesting to compare it with similar new-/single-party VAAs.

The analysis has revealed the potential of data from specialised VAAs for future research. While such tools
have been around for some time, their data are hardly analysed. The fact that a specialised VAA for a new
party, such as BSW, attracted so many interested users and yielded analytical insights comparable to those
from probability samples is reassuring for VAA developers. Most countries have seen new parties emerge that
quickly gained support (e.g., Dutch New Social Contract; Otjes & De Jonge, 2024). Having similar tools for
more new parties can not only help voters understand what these new parties stand for, but also provide
initial insights for political science on the electoral potential of such parties without requiring the wait or
investment in probability samples. This also reveals the democratic function of such tools, as they can help
voters to inform themselves about new parties or specific topics.

Another possibility is to view specialised VAAs as tools for analysing hard-to-reach groups. While such
scenarios are thinkable (e.g., migrants via multilingual VAAs), the BSW analysis does not test this application,
as BSW voters are not systematically underrepresented in probability samples. While this study compared
single-party VAA data to probability samples—the methodological gold standard—future research could
complement this by comparing single-party VAAs to classic multi-party VAAs to isolate VAA-specific versus
single-party-specific selection mechanisms. Such comparisons would clarify which biases stem from VAA
usage in general versus specialised tool design.

Acknowledgments
| wish to thank my colleague Aiko Wagner for his valuable feedback.

Politics and Governance ¢ 2026 ¢ Volume 14 o Article 11241 18


https://www.cogitatiopress.com

S cogitatio

Funding
The hosting of the website BSW-0O-Mat was kindly supported by the alumni club of the University of Potsdam
(Universitatsgesellschaft Potsdam e.V.).

Conflict of Interests
The author declares no conflict of interests.

Data Availability
After the end of the projects associated with the dataset, the data will be made publicly available at https://
doi.org/10.7910/DVN/PGIGYC

LLMs Disclosure
For support with R code, overall feedback, and language check, Perplexity.Al was used.

Supplementary Material
Supplementary material for this article is available online in the format provided by the author (unedited).

References

Adcock, R., & Collier, D. (2001). Measurement validity: A shared standard for qualitative and quantitative
research. American Political Science Review, 95(3), 529-546. https://doi.org/10.1017/5000305540100
3100

Alternative fiir Deutschland. (2025). Zeit fiir Deutschland. https://www.afd.de/wp-content/uploads/2025/
02/AfD_Bundestagswahlprogramm?2025_web.pdf

Andreadis, I. (2014). Data quality and data cleaning. In D. Garzia & S. Marschall (Eds.), Matching voters with
parties and candidates. Voting advice applications in a comparative perspective (pp. 79-92). ECPR Press.

Baumann, H., & Seikel, D. (2024). Wer wdbhlt “Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht'? Aktuelle Erkenntnisse (iber die
BSW-Wahlbereitschaft aus der WSI-Erwerbspersonenbefragung (Research report No. 94). WSI Report.
https://www.econstor.eu/handle/10419/299270

Bundesarchiv. (2018). Wahl zur Nationalversammlung—1919: Wie hdtten Sie gewdhlt? https://weimar.
bundesarchiv.de/static/wahlkompass/index.html

Bundeswabhlleiterin. (2024). Europawahl 2024. Woahlbeteiligung und Stimmabgabe nach Geschlecht und
Altersgruppen. Bundeswahlleiterin/Statistisches Bundesamt.

Bundeswabhlleiterin. (2025). Bundestagswahl 2025. Wahlbeteiligung und Stimmabgabe nach Geschlecht und
Altersgruppen. Bundeswabhlleiterin/Statistisches Bundesamt.

Blindnis Sahra Wagenknecht. (2025). Unser Land verdient mehr! Wahlprogramm fiir die Bundestagswahl 2025.
https://bsw-vg.de/wp-content/themes/bsw/assets/downloads/BSW%20Wahlprogramm%202025.pdf

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., & Stokes, D. E. (1960). The American voter. John Wiley.

Castanho Silva, B., Andreadis, I., Anduiza, E., Blanusa, N., Morlet Corti, Y., Delfino, G., Rico, G., Ruth-Lovell, S.,
Spruyt, B., Steenbergen, M., & Littvay, L. (2019). Public opinion surveys: A new scale. In K. A. Hawkins,
R. Carlin, L. Littvay, & C. Rovira Kaltwasser (Eds.), The ideational approach to populism: Theory, method &
analysis (pp. 150-178). Routledge

Eurostat. (2021). The 2021 population and housing censuses in the EU. https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/
documents/4031688/14081269/KS-09-21-344-EN-N.pdf/5907978a-011d-52fc-100e-f6a67735d938
?t=1641392358489

Politics and Governance ¢ 2026 ¢ Volume 14 o Article 11241 19


https://www.cogitatiopress.com
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/PGIGYC
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/PGIGYC
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055401003100
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055401003100
https://www.afd.de/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/AfD_Bundestagswahlprogramm2025_web.pdf
https://www.afd.de/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/AfD_Bundestagswahlprogramm2025_web.pdf
https://www.econstor.eu/handle/10419/299270
https://weimar.bundesarchiv.de/static/wahlkompass/index.html
https://weimar.bundesarchiv.de/static/wahlkompass/index.html
https://bsw-vg.de/wp-content/themes/bsw/assets/downloads/BSW%20Wahlprogramm%202025.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/4031688/14081269/KS-09-21-344-EN-N.pdf/5907978a-011d-52fc-100e-f6a67735d938?t=1641392358489
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/4031688/14081269/KS-09-21-344-EN-N.pdf/5907978a-011d-52fc-100e-f6a67735d938?t=1641392358489
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/4031688/14081269/KS-09-21-344-EN-N.pdf/5907978a-011d-52fc-100e-f6a67735d938?t=1641392358489

S cogitatio

Ferreira da Silva, F.,, Reiljan, A., Cicchi, L., Trechsel, A. H., & Garzia, D. (2021). Three sides of the same coin?
Comparing party positions in VAAs, expert surveys and manifesto data. Journal of European Public Policy, 1,
150-173. https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2021.1981982

Garzia, D., & Marschall, S. (2019). Voting advice applications. In W. R. Thompson (Ed.), Oxford research
encyclopedia of politics. Oxford University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228637.013.
620

Gemenis, K., & Rosema, M. (2014). Voting advice applications and electoral turnout. Electoral Studies, 36,
281-289. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2014.06.010

German Longitudinal Election Study. (2025). ZA10101 GLES Rolling Cross-Section 2025ZA10101 GLES Rolling
Cross-Section 2025 (Version 2.0.0) [Dataset]. GESIS Data Archive. https://doi.org/10.4232/5.ZA10101.2.
0.0

Heckmann, L., Wurthmann, L. C., & Wagner, S. (2025). Who's afraid of Sahra—Understanding the shift in votes
towards Germany'’s Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht. Research & Politics, 12(1), Article 20531680241311504.
https://doi.org/10.1177/20531680241311504

Herold, M., & Otteni, C. (2025). Closing the left-conservative gap of political representation? Ideological
positions and democratic attitudes of “Blindnis Sahra Wagenknecht” (BSW) supporters in Germany.
German Politics. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2025.2497083

Hoffmann, P. (2025). Between left-authoritarians, sympathy for Russia, and political discontent: The correlates
of voting for the Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW). Politische Vierteljahresschrift, 66, 805-828. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11615-025-00600-2

Hooghe, M., & Teepe, W. (2007). Party profiles on the web: An analysis of the logfiles of non-partisan
interactive political internet sites in the 2003 and 2004 election campaigns in Belgium. New Media & Society,
9(6), 965-985. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444807082726

Infratest dimap. (2024). Europawahl 2024: Wer widhlte das BSW—und warum? tagesschau.de. https://www.
tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-06-09-EP-DE/umfrage-bsw.shtml

Infratest dimap. (2025a). Bundestagswahl 2025: Wer wéhlte das BSW—und warum? tagesschau.de. https://www.
tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2025-02-23-BT-DE/umfrage-bsw.shtml

Infratest dimap. (2025b). Bundestagswahl 2025: Wie die Wdhler wanderten. tagesschau.de. https://www.
tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2025-02-23-BT-DE/analyse-wanderung.shtml

Jankowski, M. (2024). Das SchlieRen der Reprisentationsliicke? Die Wihlerschaft des Bindnis Sahra
Wagenknecht—Eine Analyse basierend auf Paneldaten. Politische Vierteljahresschrift, 66, 357-379, https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11615-024-00583-6

Ladner, A., & Fivaz, J. (2012). Voting advice applications. In N. Kersting (Ed.), Electronic democracy (pp.
177-198). Verlag Barbara Budrich.

Marschall, S. (2014). Profiling users. In D. Garzia & S. Marschall (Eds.), Matching voters with parties and
candidates: Voting advice applications in comparative perspective (pp. 93-104). ECPR Press.

Munzert, S., & Ramirez-Ruiz, S. (2021). Meta-analysis of the effects of voting advice applications. Political
Communication, 38(6), 691-706. https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2020.1843572

Otjes, S., & De Jonge, L. (2024). The Netherlands: Political developments and data in 2023. European Journal
of Political Research Political Data Yearbook, 63(1), 317-336. https://doi.org/10.1111/2047-8852.12436

Patton, D. F. (2025). The Sahra Wagenknecht Alliance (BSW): A new party launches in Germany. Journal
of Contemporary Central and Eastern Europe, 33(3), 645-662. https://doi.org/10.1080/25739638.2025.
2534407

Pekari, N., Lipps, O., Roberts, C., & Lutz, G. (2022). Conditional distributions of frame variables and voting

Politics and Governance ¢ 2026 ¢ Volume 14 o Article 11241 20


https://www.cogitatiopress.com
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2021.1981982
https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228637.013.620
https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228637.013.620
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2014.06.010
https://doi.org/10.4232/5.ZA10101.2.0.0
https://doi.org/10.4232/5.ZA10101.2.0.0
https://doi.org/10.1177/20531680241311504
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2025.2497083
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11615-025-00600-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11615-025-00600-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444807082726
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-06-09-EP-DE/umfrage-bsw.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-06-09-EP-DE/umfrage-bsw.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2025-02-23-BT-DE/umfrage-bsw.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2025-02-23-BT-DE/umfrage-bsw.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2025-02-23-BT-DE/analyse-wanderung.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2025-02-23-BT-DE/analyse-wanderung.shtml
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11615-024-00583-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11615-024-00583-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2020.1843572
https://doi.org/10.1111/2047-8852.12436
https://doi.org/10.1080/25739638.2025.2534407
https://doi.org/10.1080/25739638.2025.2534407

S cogitatio

behaviour in probability-based surveys and opt-in panels. Swiss Political Science Review, 28(4), 696-711.
https://doi.org/10.1111/spsr.12539

Pianzola, J. (2014). Selection biases in voting advice application research. Electoral Studies, 36, 272-280.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2014.04.012

Sheppard, J. (2018). Measuring social attitudes with voter advice application data [CSRM & SRC Methods Pape
No. 3/2018]. http://hdl.handle.net/1885/261446

Squire, P. (1988). Why the 1936 literary digest poll failed. Public Opinion Quarterly, 52(1), 125-133. https://
doi.org/10.1086/269085

Steiner, N. D., & Hillen, S. (2021). Vote choices of left-authoritarians: Misperceived congruence and issue
salience. Electoral Studies, 70, Article 102280. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102280

Steiner, N. D., & Hillen, S. (2025). Voting for the Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW) from a Policy
Space Perspective. German Politics. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2025.
2502100

Thomeczek, J. P. (2024a). Is Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht a new alternative for populist voters? Populism.
Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1163/25888072-bja10069

Thomeczek, J. P. (2024b). The voting potential of Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW). Political Studies Review,
23(1), 409-417. https://doi.org/10.1177/14789299241264975

Thomeczek, J. P., Wurthmann, C., & Stecker, C. (2024). Europartycheck: VAA User Data and GEPARTEE Expert
Survey (Party Positions) [Dataset]. Harvard Dataverse. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/7PBJS9

Thomeczek, J. P., Zhirnov, A., Scotto di Vettimo, M., Buma, R., Cristea, V., Dolle, M., Kersting, N., Krouwel, A.,
Lange, S., Lopez Ortega, A., Thompson, J., Antonucci, L., Di Stefano, R., & Ruggeri, F. (2025). One model to
rule them all? Choosing two-dimensional spaces for European political landscapes with VAA data. Journal
of Information Technology & Politics. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1080/19331681.2025.
2469166

Toshkov, D., & Romeijn, J. (2021). How to estimate the policy preferences of party supporters: Disaggregating
data from voting advice applications versus modeling survey responses. Electoral Studies, 74, Article
102403. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102403

Tromborg, M. W.,, & Albertsen, A. (2023). Candidates, voters, and voting advice applications. European Political
Science Review, 15(4), 582-599. https://doi.org/10.1017/51755773923000103

Vogels, V. (2023, November 2023). Klimaatplannen van de politiek op een rijtje: doe de kieswijzer over
het klimaat. NPO Radio 1. https://www.nporadiol.nl/nieuws/binnenland/6250498b-45de-4bf6-83%e-
1230fc0f83da/klimaatplannen-van-de-politiek-op-een-rijtje-doe-de-kieswijzer-over-het-klimaat

Wagner, A. (2017). A micro perspective on political competition: Electoral availability in the European
electorates. Acta Politica, 52(4), 502-520. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41269-016-0028-7

Wagner, M., & Ruusuvirta, O. (2012). Matching voters to parties: Voting advice applications and models of
party choice. Acta Politica, 47(4), 400-422. https://doi.org/10.1057/ap.2011.29

Wagner, S., Wurthmann, L. C., & Thomeczek, J. P. (2023). Bridging left and right? How Sahra Wagenknecht
could change the German party landscape. Politische Vierteljahresschrift, 64(3), 621-636. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s11615-023-00481-3

Wheatley, J., Carman, C., Mendez, F., & Mitchell, J. (2014). The dimensionality of the Scottish political space:
Results from an experiment on the 2011 Holyrood elections. Party Politics, 20(6), 864-878. https://doi.org/
10.1177/1354068812458614

Wurthmann, L. C., & Wagner, S. (2024). On the association of attitudes towards NATO and weapon deliveries
for Ukraine with vote intentions in Germany. German Politics, 34(1), 1-24. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09644008.2024.2372562

Politics and Governance ¢ 2026 ¢ Volume 14 o Article 11241 21


https://www.cogitatiopress.com
https://doi.org/10.1111/spsr.12539
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2014.04.012
http://hdl.handle.net/1885/261446
https://doi.org/10.1086/269085
https://doi.org/10.1086/269085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102280
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2025.2502100
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2025.2502100
https://doi.org/10.1163/25888072-bja10069
https://doi.org/10.1177/14789299241264975
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/7PBJS9
https://doi.org/10.1080/19331681.2025.2469166
https://doi.org/10.1080/19331681.2025.2469166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102403
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1755773923000103
https://www.nporadio1.nl/nieuws/binnenland/6250498b-45de-4bf6-839e-1230fc0f83da/klimaatplannen-van-de-politiek-op-een-rijtje-doe-de-kieswijzer-over-het-klimaat
https://www.nporadio1.nl/nieuws/binnenland/6250498b-45de-4bf6-839e-1230fc0f83da/klimaatplannen-van-de-politiek-op-een-rijtje-doe-de-kieswijzer-over-het-klimaat
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41269-016-0028-7
https://doi.org/10.1057/ap.2011.29
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11615-023-00481-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11615-023-00481-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068812458614
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068812458614
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2024.2372562
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644008.2024.2372562

& cogitatio

Zhirnov, A., Thomeczek, J. P.,, Scotto Di Vettimo, M., Lépez Ortega, A., Krouwel, A., Antonucci, L., Di Stefano, R.,
& Kersting, N. (2025). How congruent are populist parties with their constituencies? Evidence from the
2019 European parliament elections in Italy, the Netherlands, Germany and Sweden. Electoral Studies, 94,
Article 102906. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2025.102906

Zicht, W., & Cantow, M. (2025). Infratest dimap [Data set]. Wahlrecht.de. https://www.wahlrecht.de/
umfragen/dimap.htm

About the Author

Jan Philipp Thomeczek is a postdoctoral researcher at the University of Potsdam, chair
for Comparative Politics. In his research, he focuses on voting behaviour, political parties,
voting advice applications, and populism. He is currently a principal investigator for the
DFG-funded EtaPPP project on the establishment of BSW.

Politics and Governance ¢ 2026 ¢ Volume 14 o Article 11241 22


https://www.cogitatiopress.com
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2025.102906
https://www.wahlrecht.de/umfragen/dimap.htm
https://www.wahlrecht.de/umfragen/dimap.htm

	1 Introduction
	2 The Challenges of Using VAA Data for Voter Research
	3 Who Supports the BSW?
	4 Research Design
	5 Data Cleaning, Sampling, and Weighting
	5.1 Independent Variables

	6 Analysis
	6.1 Predicting BSW Vote Intention
	6.2 Robustness Test: Predicting Underrepresented AfD Voters

	7 Conclusions

