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Appendix A: Robustness analysis Study 1  

Table A1: Effect of Leader Trait Assessment on Candidate Evaluation – for separate countries 

 US NL DE FR 
 B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) 
Trait positivity 1.35*** 1.13*** 1.64*** 1.35*** 
 (0.15) (0.08) (0.10) (0.10) 
Trait negativity -1.91*** -1.57*** -1.75*** -1.52*** 
 (0.17) (0.09) (0.11) (0.10) 
Party feeling thermometer 0.54*** 0.55*** 0.44*** 0.49*** 
 (0.03) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) 
Strength of party identification (PID) 0.36*** 0.13*** 0.09* 0.27*** 
 (0.06) (0.04) (0.05) (0.04) 
Constant 1.85*** 2.27*** 2.29*** 2.04*** 
 (0.18) (0.10) (0.11) (0.10) 
N (respondents) 827 609 629 674 
N (observations) 1,644 3,764 3,601 5,105 
R-squared 0.83 0.72 0.67 0.62 

Note: The dependent variable in this table is party leader feeling thermometer on a scale from 0 to 10. All models include country fixed effects 
and robust standard errors clustered at the respondent-level in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 

 

Table A2: Effect of Leader Trait Assessment on Vote Choice – for separate countries 

 US NL DE FR 
 B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) 
Trait positivity 0.24 1.52*** 0.40** 1.41*** 
 (0.20) (0.48) (0.19) (0.17) 
Trait negativity -2.35*** 0.09 -0.86*** -1.50*** 
 (0.27) (0.67) (0.32) (0.34) 
Party feeling thermometer 0.16*** 0.39*** 0.25*** 0.20*** 
 (0.03) (0.07) (0.04) (0.03) 
Strength of party identification (PID) 1.21*** 3.05*** 2.21*** 1.46*** 
 (0.13) (0.24) (0.14) (0.08) 
Constant -1.36*** -7.40*** -4.90*** -4.65*** 
 (0.24) (0.61) (0.24) (0.19) 
N (respondents) 738 570 559 612 
N (observations) 1,467 3,575 3,266 4,692 
R-squared 0.60 0.77 0.68 0.54 

Note: The dependent variable in this table is party vote choice and the models present logistic regression analysis. All models include country 
fixed-effects and robust standard errors clustered at the respondent-level in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Table A3: Effect of Leader Trait Assessment on Candidate Evaluation and Vote Choice – PID as 
categorical variable 

 DV: Candidate Evaluation DV: Vote Choice 
 B/(SE) B/(SE) 
Trait positivity 1.27*** 0.86*** 
 (0.06) (0.14) 
Trait negativity -1.66*** -1.48*** 
 (0.06) (0.28) 
PID: Sympathizer 0.23 4.50*** 
 (0.26) (0.48) 
PID: Fairly close 0.05 4.12*** 
 (0.14) (0.24) 
PID: Very close 0.53** 4.34*** 
 (0.24) (0.39) 
Trait positivity#PID: Sympathizer 0.54* 0.25 
 (0.28) (0.58) 
Trait positivity#PID: Fairly close 0.43*** 0.29 
 (0.15) (0.27) 
Trait positivity#PID: Very close 0.47* -0.28 
 (0.24) (0.42) 
Trait negativity#PID: Sympathizer -0.59 -0.46 
 (0.39) (0.80) 
Trait negativity#PID: Fairly close -0.38 -0.03 
 (0.24) (0.42) 
Trait negativity#PID Very close -0.26 -0.19 
 (0.58) (0.61) 
Party feeling thermometer 0.50*** 0.24*** 
 (0.01) (0.02) 
Constant 2.10*** -3.24*** 
 (0.07) (0.18) 
N (respondents) 2,739 2,479 
N (observations) 14,114 13,000 
R-squared 0.69 0.68 

Note: The dependent variable for the analysis on candidate evaluation is party leader feeling thermometer on a scale from 0 to 10, and for the 
analysis on vote choice it is the binary party vote choice. All models include country fixed effects and robust standard errors clustered at the 
respondent-level in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Table A4: Effect of Leader Trait Assessment on Candidate Evaluation 

 M1 M2 M3 M4 
 B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) 
Empathy High 1.37***    
 (0.05)    
Empathy Low -1.72***    
 (0.06)    
Leadership High  0.62***   
  (0.05)   
Leadership Low  -1.08***   
  (0.06)   
Competence High   1.07***  
   (0.05)  
Competence Low   -1.37***  
   (0.06)  
Honesty High    1.00*** 
    (0.05) 
Honesty Low    -1.49*** 
    (0.06) 
Party feeling thermometer 0.27*** 0.27*** 0.25*** 0.26*** 
 (0.02) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02) 
Strength of party identification (PID) 0.51*** 0.63*** 0.55*** 0.55*** 
 (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01) 
Constant 1.90*** 1.47*** 1.78*** 1.98*** 
 (0.07) (0.07) (0.07) (0.07) 
N (respondents) 2,737 2,739 2,737 2,733 
N (observations) 13,984 13,990 13,999 13,862 
R-squared 0.68 0.64 0.67 0.67 
abs(_b[HIGH]) - abs(_b[LOW]) -0.35*** -0.46*** -0.30** -0.49*** 
 (0.07) (0.09) (0.09) (0.08) 

Note: The dependent variable in this table is party leader feeling thermometer on a scale from 0 to 10. All models include robust standard errors 
clustered at the respondent-level in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Table A5: Effect of Leader Trait Assessment on Vote choice 

 M1 M2 M3 M4 
 B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) B/(SE) 
Empathy High 0.65***    
 (0.08)    
Empathy Low -1.53***    
 (0.21)    
Leadership High  0.59***   
  (0.10)   
Leadership Low  -0.78***   
  (0.13)   
Competence High   0.75***  
   (0.10)  
Competence Low   -0.95***  
   (0.15)  
Honesty High    0.57*** 
    (0.09) 
Honesty Low    -0.93*** 
    (0.14) 
Party feeling thermometer 0.25*** 0.28*** 0.26*** 0.27*** 
 (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) 
Strength of party identification 1.60*** 1.62*** 1.60*** 1.59*** 
 (0.05) (0.05) (0.05) (0.05) 
Constant -3.36*** -3.59*** -3.47*** -3.36*** 
 (0.14) (0.15) (0.15) (0.15) 
N (respondents) 2,702 2,703 2,701 2,698 
N (observations) 13,950 13,943 13,961 13,830 
R-squared 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 
abs(_b[HIGH]) - abs(_b[LOW]) -0.88*** -0.20 -0.20 -0.36* 
 (0.23) (0.20) (0.21) (0.19) 

Note: The dependent variable in this table is party vote choice and the models present logistic regression analysis. All models include robust 
standard errors clustered at the respondent-level in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 
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Appendix B: Stimulus Material Survey Experiment Study 2 

Empathy - Positive Empathy - Negative 
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Competence - Positive Competence - Negative 
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Integrity - Positive Integrity - Negative 
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Leadership - Positive Leadership - Negative 
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Control condition 
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Appendix C: Full Regression Models of Study 2 

Table C1: Direct leader effects 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 
 b/se b/se b/se b/se b/se b/se 

Dependent Variable: Thermometer 
score 

PTV Thermometer 
score 

PTV Thermometer 
score 

PTV 

Negative traits  -19.64*** -2.01***   -20.39*** -2.07*** 
 2.49 0.27   2.13 0.23 
Positive traits   0.65 -0.16 1.90 0.25 
   2.14 0.24 2.24 0.24 
Gender -4.47* -0.50**  2.58* 0.17 -1.01 -0.16 
 1.73 0.18 1.24 0.14 1.15 0.12 
Age -0.38*** -0.04*** -0.10* -0.01** -0.27*** -0.03*** 
 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 
Education 0.83 0.17** -0.17 0.02 0.33 0.10** 
 0.49 0.05 0.35 0.04 0.33 0.03 
Partisanship 0.41 0.05   0.00 -0.03 0.20 0.00 
 0.38 0.04 0.27 0.03 0.25 0.02 
Political Interest 2.01 0.28* 2.53** 0.25* 2.19** 0.26** 
 1.15 0.12 0.87 0.10 0.78 0.08 
Populist attitudes -0.25 0.03 1.64** 0.23** 0.59 0.12 
 0.90 0.09 0.61 0.07 0.58 0.06 
Familiarity with fictional 
character in vignette 

-0.11 -0.02 4.68* 0.66** 1.31 0.10 
2.08 0.22 1.93 0.22 1.51 0.16 

Constant 68.09***        5.37***          51.40***   4.06***  61.63*** 4.92*** 
 6.64 0.72 4.95 0.56 4.64 0.51 
Adjusted R-Squared 0.12 0.13 0.02 0.03 0.19 0.19 
N observations 931 931 956 956 1705 1705 
Note: presented are the OLS regression coefficients of the direct leader effects on candidate evaluation and propensity to vote for the party of 

the candidate. * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 
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Table C2: Direct leader effect – separate traits 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 
 b/se b/se b/se b/se b/se b/se 

Dependent Variable: Thermometer 
score 

PTV Thermometer 
score 

PTV Thermometer 
score 

PTV 

Empathy -24.16*** -2.24***   -24.38*** -2.24*** 
          Negative 2.90 0.32   2.55 0.28 
Empathy   1.57 -0.08 4.09 0.34 
          Positive   2.52 0.29 2.65 0.29 
Integrity -30.61*** -2.85***   -30.83*** -2.85*** 
          Negative 2.83 0.31   2.49 0.28 
Integrity   2.39 0.11 4.69 0.50 
          Positive   2.51 0.29 2.64 0.29 
Competence -13.11*** -1.66***   -13.71*** -1.69*** 
          Negative 2.98 0.33   2.59 0.29 
Competence   -0.41 0.01 1.83 0.41 
          Positive   2.46 0.28 2.61 0.29 
Leadership -10.19*** -1.29***    -10.73*** -1.33*** 
          Negative 2.80 0.31   2.49 0.28 
Leadership   -2.97 -0.40 -0.83 -0.06 
          Positive   2.33 0.26 2.53 0.28 
Gender -4.95** -0.53** 2.48* 0.17 -1.37 -0.18 
 1.66 0.18 1.24 0.14 1.12 0.12 
Age -0.37*** -0.04*** -0.10* -0.01** -0.26*** -0.03*** 
 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 
Education 0.89 0.18** -0.14 0.02 0.38 0.11** 
 0.47 0.05 0.35 0.04 0.32 0.03 
Partisanship 0.61 0.06 -0.03 -0.03 0.29 0.01 
 0.36 0.04 0.27 0.03 0.24 0.02 
Political Interest 1.38 0.24 2.56** 0.25* 1.84* 0.23** 
 1.11 0.12 0.86 0.10 0.76 0.08 
Populist Attitudes -0.50 0.01 1.70** 0.24** 0.50 0.11 
 0.86 0.09 0.61 0.07 0.56 0.06 
Familiarity with fictional 
character in vignette 

-0.43 -0.03 3.66 0.57* 0.60 0.05 
2.02 0.22 1.96 0.22 1.50 0.16 

Constant 69.82*** 5.45*** 50.93*** 4.01*** 62.38*** 4.94*** 
 6.39 0.71 4.94 0.56 4.52 0.51 
Adjusted R-Squared 0.19    0.16    0.03    0.03 0.24 0.21 
N observations 931 931 956 956 1705 1705 
Note: presented are the OLS regression coefficients of the direct leader effects on candidate evaluation and propensity to vote for the party of 

the candidate. * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 
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Table C3: Leader effects, moderated by populist attitudes 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 
 b/se b/se b/se b/se 

Dependent Variable: Thermometer 
score 

PTV Thermometer 
score 

PTV 

Negative traits -5.17 -0.28   
 12.17 1.33   
Positive traits   -1.90 0.00 
   8.84 1.01 
Populist attitudes 1.82 0.27 1.45 0.26 
 1.93 0.21 1.41 0.16 
Negative traits*Populist attitudes -2.64 -0.31   
 2.16 0.23   
Positive traits*Populist attitudes   0.22 -0.02 
   1.56 0.17 
Gender -4.50** -0.51** 2.58* 0.17 
 1.73 0.18 1.25 0.14 
Age -0.38*** -0.04*** -0.10* -0.01** 
 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.00 
Education 0.82 0.17** -0.17 0.02 
 0.49 0.05 0.35 0.04 
Partisanship 0.40 0.05 -0.00 -0.03 
 0.38 0.04 0.27 0.03 
Political interest 2.02 0.28* 2.54** 0.25* 
 1.15 0.12 0.87 0.10 
Familiarity with fictional 
character in vignette 

-0.13 -0.02 4.69* 0.66** 
2.08 0.22 1.93 0.22 

Constant 56.59*** 4.00** 52.39*** 3.94*** 
 11.54 1.26 8.43 0.96 
Adjusted R-Squared 0.12    0.13    0.02     0.03 
N observations 931 931 956 956 
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 
 
 

 


