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Table A1 Variables, descriptions, and sources
	Variable name
	Description
	Source

	lgnic_1yr
	GNI per capita in 1000 US$ (2011 PPP) (log)

	GDL 5.0 2021

	regineq_meanperc
	Percentage difference between a region’s GNI per capita in 1000 US$ (2011 PPP) and the average income of regional GNI in a country
 

	GDL 5.0 2021

	regineq_maxperc
	Percentage difference between a region’s GNI per capita in 1000 US$ (2011 PPP) and the richest region’s GNI in a country
 

	GDL 5.0 2021

	confidence





congov
confros
confeu 
confdum
	I am going to name a number of organizations. For each one, could you tell me how much confidence you have in them: is it a great deal of confidence, quite a lot of confidence, not very much confidence or none at all? Major regional organizations (0- None at all; 1- Not very much; 2- Quite a lot; 3- A great deal)
The government
Major regional organizations
The European Union 
Dichotomized measure, which equals 1 if quite a lot or a great deal of confidence, and 0 if not very much confidence or none at all. 

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	memberdum
	Dummy variable that equals 1 if the respondent belongs to any voluntary organization, and 0 otherwise. The organizations covered in the EVS/WVS are: religious organizations (A065), education, arts, music or cultural (A066), labor unions (A067), political parties (A068), conservation, environment, ecology and animal rights (A071), professional associations (A072), sports or recreation (A074), consumer groups (A078), other groups (A079), humanitarian or charitable organizations (A080_01) and self-help or mutual aid groups (A080_02).

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	unemployed
	1 if the person is unemployed and 0 otherwise

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	X025R
	What is the highest educational level that you have attained? 
1 Lower education
2 Middle education
3 Upper education

Score 1 captures ISCED levels 0 (No or early childhood education), 1 (Primary education), and 2 (Lower secondary education). Score 2 captures ISCED levels 3 
3  Upper secondary education (ISCED 3) 
4  Post-secondary non-tertiary education (ISCED 4) 
5  Short-cycle tertiary education (ISCED 5) 
6  Bachelor or equivalent (ISCED 6) 
7  Master or equivalent (ISCED 7) 
8  Doctoral or equivalent (ISCED 8)

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	hhinc
	On this card is an income scale on which 1 indicates the lowest income group and 10 the highest income group in your country. We would like to know in what group your household is. Please, specify the appropriate number, counting all wages, salaries, pensions and other incomes that come in. 1-Lowest group; 2; 3; 4; 5; 6; 7; 8; 9; 10-Highest group

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	control






	Some people feel they have completely free choice and control over their lives, while other people feel that what they do has no real effect on what happens to them. Please use this scale where 1 means "no choice at all" and 10 means "a great deal of choice" to indicate how much freedom of choice and control you feel you have over the way your life turns out. Recoded (0-No choice at all; 1; 2; 3; 4; 5; 6; 7; 8; 9-A great deal of choice)

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	city
	1 if people live in a city above 20,000 inhabitants and 0 otherwise

	EVS/WVS (2022)

	age
	Respondents’ birth year
	EVS/WVS (2022)

	gender
	Respondents’ gender (1=male, 0=female)
	EVS/WVS (2022)

	resid_confgov 
	Residual of confidence in government, using the following ordinary least squares regression model of the full-range confgov variable: Yi = 0 + 1Xi + 2Zi + i.. Yi refers to confidence for each respondent i, X to a vector of the individual-level variables included in Table 1, Z to a vector for regional income and regional disadvantage, and  refers to a regression residual. The generalized residuals from this regression comprises the additional information on confidence in government that is not explained by the determinants.

	EVS/WVS (2022)


Source: Dellmuth, Lisa, 2023, "Replication Data for: Regional inequalities and political trust in a global context", https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/MPZKUF, Harvard Dataverse.



Table A2 Countries, democratic quality, and regional level of analysis
	
	
	Geographical level

	Country
	Democracya
	Joint EVS/WVS 2017-2022
	Subnational Trust Database (STB)

	Austria
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Bolivia
	Electoral democracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Brazil
	Electoral democracy
	State
	State

	Bulgaria
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Colombia
	Electoral democracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Croatia
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Cyprus
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS0

	Czechia
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Denmark
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Ecuador
	Electoral democracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Egypt
	Electoral autocracy
	Governate
	Governate

	Estonia
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS0
	NUTS0

	Ethiopia
	Electoral autocracy
	State
	State

	Finland
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	France
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Germany
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS1
	NUTS1

	Greece
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Hungary
	Electoral autocracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Indonesia
	Electoral democracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Iraq
	Electoral autocracy
	Governate
	Governate

	Italy
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Japan
	Liberal democracy
	Prefecture
	Regional

	Jordan
	Closed autocracy
	Governate
	Governate

	Latvia
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS0
	NUTS0

	Lebanon
	Electoral autocracy
	Governate
	Governate

	Lithuania
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Malaysia
	Electoral autocracy
	State
	State

	Myanmar
	Closed autocracy
	State
	State

	Netherlands
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Nigeria
	Electoral autocracy
	State
	State

	Philippines
	Electoral autocracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Poland
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Portugal
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Romania
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2/
municipal
	NUTS2

	Slovakia
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Slovenia
	Electoral democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	South Korea
	Liberal democracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Spain
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Sweden
	Liberal democracy
	NUTS2
	NUTS2

	Thailand
	Closed autocracy
	Provincial
	Regional

	Tunisia
	Electoral autocracy
	Governate
	Governate

	Vietnam
	Closed autocracy
	Provincial
	Provincial

	Zimbabwe
	Electoral autocracy
	Provincial
	Provincial


Source: a Boese et al. (2022).


Table A3 Correlations between independent variables
	
	1.
	2.
	3.
	4.
	5.
	6.
	7.
	8.
	9.
	10.
	11.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Reg’ income
	1.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Disadvantage
	0.280
	1.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Membership 
	-0.157
	0.003
	1.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Unemployed 
	-0.127
	-0.024
	-0.004
	1.000
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Education
	0.264
	0.076
	0.068
	-0.074
	1.000
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. HH income
	0.047
	0.072
	0.118
	-0.110
	0.266
	1.000
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Age 
	0.285
	-0.010
	-0.092
	-0.117
	-0.116
	-0.122
	1.000
	
	
	
	

	8. Male 
	-0.020
	-0.003
	0.049
	0.018
	0.011
	0.048
	-0.017
	1.000
	
	
	

	9. Control 
	-0.006
	0.014
	0.084
	-0.025
	0.087
	0.119
	-0.072
	0.024
	1.000
	
	

	10. Urban area
	0.199
	0.176
	-0.046
	-0.026
	0.207
	0.086
	0.004
	0.001
	0.029
	1.000
	

	11. Conf’ resid’
	-0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	-0.045
	-0. 000
	0. 000
	0. 000
	0. 000
	-0. 000
	-0.000
	1.000

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


N=57195. HH=household.


[bookmark: _Toc147408158]Appendix B: Regional confidence averages for Figures 1 and 2

Average confidence in government and in supranational institutions at the regional level is estimated by using EVS5 and WVS7 survey data by relying on the methodology put forward in Dellmuth & Jonsson (2023). The main challenges are that cross-national public opinion polls such as EVS5 and WVS7 are not designed to be regionally representative, and often the number of respondents in certain subnational units are small. To overcome this challenge, several steps were undertaken to generate regionally representative confidence averages.

First, census data was collected from the Minnesota Population Center (2020), Eurostat, and several national statistical offices: the National Administrative Department of Statistics, Colombia; Central Organization for Statistics and Information Technology, Iraq; Department of Statistics, Malaysia; Department of Statistics, Jordan; National Statistical Office, Thailand; Central Agency for Public Mobilization and Statistics, Egypt; General Statistics Office, Vietnam; BPS Statistics Indonesia, Indonesia; National Institute of Statistics and Censuses, Argentina; Institute of Geography and Statistics, Brazil; National Institute of Statistics and Censuses, Ecuador; Central Statistical Agency, Ethiopia; National Statistics Office, Philippines; National Statistics Agency, Zimbabwe; National Institute of Statistics, Bolivia; and Ministry of Labour, Immigration and Population, Myanmar; Central Administration of Statistics Lebanon; Korean Statistical Information Service South Korea; Statistics Bureau of Japan; Statistics Tunisia; and National Bureau of Statistics Nigeria.

Second, the collected census data were pre-processed in Python to create a consistent global census dataset. Third, a mapping file that connects the geographical units of each survey to the units in the census dataset was created. Fourth, custom census datasets were generated to harmonize subnational units between the census and survey datasets according to the mapping file discussed above. Fifth, to match this census dataset, custom survey datasets were created in Python, matching the survey data age groups as closely as possible with the census data age groups. The resulting database was used to estimate subnational political trust. 

More specifically, four methods are used to correct for potential imbalances by matching the demographic composition in a region available in census data. These methods are multilevel regression with classical poststratification (MrP), multilevel regression with synthetic poststratification (MrsP), and Bayesian additive regression trees (BART) with and without synthetic poststratification. These methods are standard in estimating regional-level political attitudes (e.g., Leeman & Wasserfallen, 2017; Lipps & Schraff, 2021). BART (with or without synthetic poststratification) uses a Bayesian additive regression tree model to estimate many decision trees in order to learn from the residuals of each consecutive tree, which are combined to describe the overall structure of the data (Chipman et al., 2012). 

More concretely, MrP and MrsP are first estimated with a set of demographic characteristics (here gender and age) to predict confidence. Thereafter, weights computed using available census data on the true or marginal distributions of each demographic characteristic of the target population are applied to perform classical or synthetic poststratification (Leeman & Wasserfallen, 2017). Post-stratifying BART estimates are executed in the same way as the other methods. This yields regionally representative measures of the percentage of those having a great deal or quite a lot of confidence (=1) or none or not very much confidence (=0) are obtained by applying four methods

Although each method creates similar estimates, their relative performance is being debated (e.g., Lipps & Schraff et al., 2021). Therefore, the estimates used in this article for Figures 1 and 2 use the average estimation provided by each method. 




[bookmark: _Toc147408159]Appendix C: Robustness checks 


Table C1 Logistic regression models of confidence, interaction terms with education and absolute income
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Cross-level interactions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional inc’ middle ed’
	0.022
	0.001
	0.056***
	0.020
	0.041***
	-0.005

	
	(0.023)
	(0.021)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)
	(0.008)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional inc’  upper ed’
	0.059*
	0.055*
	0.085***
	0.016
	0.077***
	0.027*

	
	(0.026)
	(0.026)
	(0.017)
	(0.011)
	(0.011)
	(0.011)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional income (log)
	0.166***
	-0.132***
	-0.077***
	-0.094***
	-0.106***
	-0.100***

	
	(0.030)
	(0.034)
	(0.016)
	(0.021)
	(0.011)
	(0.018)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disadvantage 
	-0.170***
	0.105**
	0.013
	0.071**
	0.046
	0.083***

	
	(0.032)
	(0.033)
	(0.042)
	(0.025)
	(0.026)
	(0.021)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership  
	0.042***
	0.040***
	0.043***
	0.041***
	0.043***
	0.041***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed 
	-0.027*
	-0.008
	-0.003
	-0.002
	-0.014
	-0.004

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.011)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Re. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	0.022
	0.001
	0.056***
	0.017
	0.041***
	-0.006

	
	(0.023)
	(0.021)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)
	(0.008)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.059*
	0.056*
	0.085***
	0.012
	0.077***
	0.024*

	
	(0.026)
	(0.027)
	(0.017)
	(0.011)
	(0.011)
	(0.010)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income  
	0.001
	0.003
	-0.000
	0.006***
	0.001
	0.004***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.013***
	0.019***
	0.005**
	0.008***
	0.008***
	0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.007
	-0.011
	-0.058***
	-0.001
	-0.016
	-0.006

	
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001**
	-0.001**
	0.001***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.008
	-0.029***
	-0.009
	0.008
	-0.001
	-0.012*

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.005)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t  
	
	0.170***
	
	0.132***
	
	0.151***

	
	
	(0.009)
	
	(0.005)
	
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.003***
	0.000***
	0.001***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.294***
	0.310***
	1.816***
	0.416***
	1.323***
	0.373***

	
	(0.040)
	(0.052)
	(0.180)
	(0.052)
	(0.109)
	(0.037)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	348
	606
	568

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	19
	42
	41

	N(individuals)
	29914
	28671
	27281
	23365
	57195
	52036

	AIC
	23107.492
	23387.015
	21456.908
	17774.059
	44780.465
	41187.018

	BIC
	23240.389
	23527.497
	21588.331
	17943.298
	44923.732
	41381.931


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (1=a great deal or quite a lot, 0=none or not very much). Constant included but not reported for the sake of brevity. Weighted using the 1000-equalisation weight in order not to arbitrarily give large samples greater weight (EVS/WVS 2022). Average marginal effects with robust standard errors in parentheses. Random slopes for education are included (Heisig & Schaeffer, 2019). In non-linear models, it is insufficient to look at the coefficient of an interaction term to judge whether the interaction is statistically significant. When visualizing the interaction terms (cf. Ai & Norton, 2003), the evidence for education as a moderator is thin (plots are available from the author upon request). 

Table C2 Logistic regression models of confidence, interaction terms with education and relative income 
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Cross-level interactions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disad’ middle ed’
	-0.000
	0.005
	0.012
	0.004
	0.005
	0.003

	
	(0.031)
	(0.035)
	(0.033)
	(0.027)
	(0.025)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disad’  upper ed’
	-0.010
	0.040
	0.002
	-0.015
	-0.005
	0.013

	
	(0.034)
	(0.045)
	(0.032)
	(0.029)
	(0.028)
	(0.024)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional income (log)
	-0.000
	0.005
	0.012
	-0.007
	0.005
	-0.004

	
	(0.031)
	(0.035)
	(0.033)
	(0.027)
	(0.025)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disadvantage 
	-0.010
	0.040
	0.002
	-0.027
	-0.005
	0.005

	
	(0.034)
	(0.045)
	(0.032)
	(0.032)
	(0.028)
	(0.024)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership 
	0.042***
	0.040***
	0.044***
	0.041***
	0.045***
	0.041***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed
	-0.027*
	-0.007
	-0.000
	-0.002
	-0.012
	-0.004

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.010)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Re. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	-0.008
	-0.055
	-0.061
	-0.007
	-0.037
	-0.029

	
	(0.034)
	(0.035)
	(0.035)
	(0.028)
	(0.027)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.023
	-0.013
	-0.060
	0.022
	-0.016
	0.011

	
	(0.037)
	(0.046)
	(0.037)
	(0.032)
	(0.030)
	(0.024)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income
	0.001
	0.003
	-0.000
	0.006***
	0.001
	0.004***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.013***
	0.019***
	0.005**
	0.009***
	0.008***
	0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.007
	-0.011
	-0.058***
	-0.001
	-0.015
	-0.006

	
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001*
	-0.001**
	0.001***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.008
	-0.029***
	-0.010
	0.008
	-0.002
	-0.012*

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.004)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t  
	
	0.170***
	
	0.132***
	
	0.152***

	
	
	(0.009)
	
	(0.005)
	
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.003***
	0.000***
	0.001***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.293***
	0.309***
	1.849***
	0.414***
	1.353***
	0.375***

	
	(0.039)
	(0.052)
	(0.179)
	(0.052)
	(0.108)
	(0.037)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	384
	606
	604

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	20
	42
	42

	N(individuals)
	29914
	28671
	27281
	23365
	57195
	52036

	AIC
	23115.104
	23393.132
	21522.754
	17776.037
	44894.085
	41201.320

	BIC
	23248.001
	23533.614
	21654.177
	17945.276
	45037.353
	41396.234


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (1=a great deal or quite a lot, 0=none or not very much). Unstandardized coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001. Random slopes for education are included (Heisig & Schaeffer, 2019). In non-linear models, it is insufficient to look at the coefficient of an interaction term to judge whether the interaction is statistically significant. When visualizing the interaction terms (cf. Ai & Norton, 2003), there is no evidence for education as a moderator (plots are available from the author upon request). 

Table C3 Logistic regression models of confidence, excluding closed autocracies (see Table A2)
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional income (log)
	0.113***
	-0.067**
	-0.031*
	-0.057***
	-0.070***
	-0.060***

	
	(0.021)
	(0.022)
	(0.013)
	(0.017)
	(0.010)
	(0.014)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disadvantage 
	-0.170***
	0.106**
	-0.036
	0.043
	0.001
	0.068**

	
	(0.031)
	(0.033)
	(0.061)
	(0.025)
	(0.030)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership 
	0.044***
	0.038***
	0.044***
	0.041***
	0.045***
	0.041***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed 
	-0.027*
	-0.008
	-0.000
	-0.002
	-0.012
	-0.004

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.010)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Re. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	-0.009
	-0.050***
	-0.049***
	-0.014
	-0.032***
	-0.033***

	
	(0.009)
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.013
	0.028*
	-0.059***
	-0.005
	-0.021*
	0.016

	
	(0.010)
	(0.014)
	(0.013)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income
	0.001
	0.003
	-0.000
	0.007***
	0.001
	0.004***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.013***
	0.019***
	0.005**
	0.009***
	0.008***
	0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.007
	-0.011
	-0.058***
	0.001
	-0.015
	-0.005

	
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001*
	-0.001**
	0.001***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.009
	-0.029***
	-0.010
	0.008
	-0.002
	-0.012**

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.004)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t  
	
	0.169***
	
	0.133***
	
	0.151***

	
	
	(0.009)
	
	(0.005)
	
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.003***
	0.001***
	0.000***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.292***
	0.310***
	1.283***
	0.426***
	0.953***
	0.378***

	
	(0.039)
	(0.052)
	(0.123)
	(0.059)
	(0.077)
	(0.040)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	384
	606
	604

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	20
	42
	42

	N(individuals)
	29914
	28671
	22549
	19343
	52463
	48014

	AIC
	23111.246
	23391.066
	17579.971
	14748.583
	40911.315
	38161.851

	BIC
	23227.531
	23515.021
	17692.299
	14898.115
	41035.466
	38337.436


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (1=a great deal or quite a lot, 0=none or not very much). Models 4 and 6 include fixed effects for supranational institutions. Constant included but not reported for the sake of brevity. Weighted using the 1000-equalisation weight in order not to arbitrarily give large samples greater weight (EVS/WVS 2022). Average marginal effects with robust standard errors in parentheses. * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001

Table C4 Logistic regression models of confidence, excluding all autocracies (see Table A2)
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional income (log)
	0.190***
	-0.124***
	0.079***
	-0.018
	0.033*
	-0.089**

	
	(0.025)
	(0.029)
	(0.018)
	(0.060)
	(0.013)
	(0.027)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disadvantage 
	-0.166***
	0.108**
	-0.058
	0.031
	-0.025
	0.083**

	
	(0.031)
	(0.033)
	(0.070)
	(0.069)
	(0.027)
	(0.030)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership 
	0.042***
	0.042***
	0.062***
	0.044***
	0.054***
	0.043***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.013)
	(0.012)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed 
	-0.028*
	-0.006
	0.027*
	0.032**
	-0.003
	0.009

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.014)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Re. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	-0.010
	-0.050***
	-0.049**
	-0.012
	-0.025**
	-0.037***

	
	(0.009)
	(0.011)
	(0.016)
	(0.015)
	(0.009)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.014
	0.027
	-0.067**
	0.011
	-0.010
	0.025*

	
	(0.010)
	(0.015)
	(0.022)
	(0.020)
	(0.011)
	(0.012)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income
	0.001
	0.003*
	0.002
	0.008***
	0.002
	0.004**

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.014***
	0.019***
	0.004
	0.010***
	0.009***
	0.016***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.008
	-0.014
	-0.077***
	-0.016
	-0.007
	-0.013

	
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.014)
	(0.017)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001***
	-0.000
	0.002***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.008
	-0.027***
	-0.006
	0.012
	0.003
	-0.015**

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.008)
	(0.010)
	(0.005)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t  
	
	0.180***
	
	0.136***
	
	0.165***

	
	
	(0.008)
	
	(0.008)
	
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.001***
	0.001***
	0.000***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.286***
	0.337***
	0.870***
	0.410***
	0.614***
	0.379***

	
	(0.041)
	(0.055)
	(0.116)
	(0.073)
	(0.062)
	(0.045)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	384
	606
	604

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	20
	42
	42

	N(individuals)
	28629
	27421
	15271
	12738
	43900
	40159

	AIC
	22021.429
	22209.122
	10871.928
	9115.742
	33035.470
	31350.061

	BIC
	22137.099
	22332.408
	10978.800
	9257.336
	33157.125
	31522.073


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (1=a great deal or quite a lot, 0=none or not very much). Models 4 and 6 include fixed effects for supranational institutions. Constant included but not reported for the sake of brevity. Weighted using the 1000-equalisation weight in order not to arbitrarily give large samples greater weight (EVS/WVS 2022). Average marginal effects with robust standard errors in parentheses. * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001

Table C5 Logistic regression models of confidence, excluding regional disadvantage
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional income (log)
	0.113***
	-0.067**
	-0.031*
	-0.057***
	-0.070***
	-0.060***

	
	(0.021)
	(0.022)
	(0.013)
	(0.017)
	(0.010)
	(0.014)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership 
	0.044***
	0.038***
	0.044***
	0.041***
	0.045***
	0.041***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed
	-0.027*
	-0.008
	-0.000
	-0.002
	-0.012
	-0.004

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.010)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Re. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	-0.009
	-0.050***
	-0.049***
	-0.014
	-0.032***
	-0.033***

	
	(0.009)
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.013
	0.028*
	-0.059***
	-0.005
	-0.021*
	0.016

	
	(0.010)
	(0.014)
	(0.013)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income
	0.001
	0.003
	-0.000
	0.007***
	0.001
	0.004***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.013***
	0.019***
	0.005**
	0.009***
	0.008***
	0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.007
	-0.011
	-0.058***
	0.001
	-0.015
	-0.005

	
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001*
	-0.001**
	0.001***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.009
	-0.029***
	-0.010
	0.008
	-0.002
	-0.012**

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.004)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t  
	
	0.169***
	
	0.133***
	
	0.151***

	
	
	(0.009)
	
	(0.005)
	
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.003***
	0.000***
	0.001***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.335***
	0.323***
	1.849***
	0.423***
	1.357***
	0.385***

	
	(0.042)
	(0.053)
	(0.179)
	(0.052)
	(0.108)
	(0.038)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	384
	606
	604

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	20
	42
	42

	N(individuals)
	29914
	28671
	27281
	23365
	57195
	52036

	AIC
	23129.041
	23394.966
	21517.031
	17776.723
	44889.839
	41205.808

	BIC
	23237.020
	23510.657
	21623.813
	17921.785
	45006.244
	41374.142


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (3=a great deal, 2=quite a lot, 1= not very much, 0=none). Models 4 and 6 include fixed effects for supranational institutions. Constant included but not reported for the sake of brevity. Weighted using the 1000-equalisation weight in order not to arbitrarily give large samples greater weight (EVS/WVS 2022). Average marginal effects with robust standard errors in parentheses. * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001


Table C6 Logistic regression models of confidence, excluding regional income
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disadvantage 
	-0.000
	0.002
	-0.017
	0.006
	-0.004
	0.005

	
	(0.027)
	(0.024)
	(0.047)
	(0.019)
	(0.031)
	(0.015)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership
	0.047***
	0.036***
	0.045***
	0.042***
	0.047***
	0.040***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed 
	-0.027*
	-0.007
	0.000
	-0.001
	-0.011
	-0.004

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.010)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Re. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	-0.009
	-0.049***
	-0.049***
	-0.015
	-0.033***
	-0.033***

	
	(0.009)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.015
	0.028
	-0.060***
	-0.005
	-0.023**
	0.015

	
	(0.010)
	(0.014)
	(0.013)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income
	0.001
	0.003
	-0.000
	0.006***
	0.001
	0.004***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.013***
	0.019***
	0.005**
	0.009***
	0.008***
	0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.010
	-0.012
	-0.059***
	-0.002
	-0.017
	-0.006

	
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001*
	-0.001**
	0.001***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.009
	-0.028***
	-0.010
	0.008
	-0.002
	-0.012*

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.005)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t  
	
	0.167***
	
	0.134***
	
	0.151***

	
	
	(0.009)
	
	(0.005)
	
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.003***
	0.000***
	0.001***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.393***
	0.341***
	1.872***
	0.439***
	1.471***
	0.401***

	
	(0.048)
	(0.057)
	(0.185)
	(0.053)
	(0.123)
	(0.039)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	384
	606
	604

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	20
	42
	42

	N(individuals)
	29914
	28671
	27281
	23365
	57195
	52036

	AIC
	23153.506
	23402.451
	21519.964
	17785.603
	44925.428
	41220.404

	BIC
	23261.485
	23518.142
	21626.745
	17930.665
	45041.833
	41388.738


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (3=a great deal, 2=quite a lot, 1= not very much, 0=none). Models 4 and 6 include fixed effects for supranational institutions. Constant included but not reported for the sake of brevity. Weighted using the 1000-equalisation weight in order not to arbitrarily give large samples greater weight (EVS/WVS 2022). Average marginal effects with robust standard errors in parentheses. * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001

Table C7 Logistic regression models of confidence, using relative disadvantage in relation to the richest region in country
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	
	National
	EU
	National
	Supra-national
	National
	Supra-national

	
	EU sample
	Global sample
	Pooled sample

	Regional level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional income (log)
	0.136***
	-0.067*
	0.005
	-0.146***
	-0.081***
	-0.097***

	
	(0.027)
	(0.030)
	(0.021)
	(0.026)
	(0.011)
	(0.020)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Regional disadvantage 
	-0.061
	0.001
	-0.177*
	0.255***
	0.119***
	0.102*

	
	(0.049)
	(0.055)
	(0.083)
	(0.058)
	(0.036)
	(0.041)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individual level
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership 
	0.044***
	0.038***
	0.044***
	0.040***
	0.045***
	0.041***

	
	(0.008)
	(0.008)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.006)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unemployed 
	-0.026*
	-0.008
	-0.000
	-0.003
	-0.012
	-0.005

	
	(0.013)
	(0.015)
	(0.010)
	(0.011)
	(0.008)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Ref. lower education)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle education
	-0.009
	-0.050***
	-0.049***
	-0.015
	-0.032***
	-0.033***

	
	(0.009)
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.009)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Upper education
	0.013
	0.028*
	-0.059***
	-0.006
	-0.021*
	0.016

	
	(0.010)
	(0.014)
	(0.013)
	(0.011)
	(0.009)
	(0.009)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Household income
	0.001
	0.003
	-0.000
	0.006***
	0.001
	0.004***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-efficacy 
	0.013***
	0.019***
	0.005**
	0.008***
	0.008***
	0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)
	(0.001)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban area
	0.007
	-0.011
	-0.058***
	-0.001
	-0.016
	-0.005

	
	(0.011)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)
	(0.010)
	(0.010)
	(0.007)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Age 
	0.002***
	-0.001***
	0.001*
	-0.001**
	0.001***
	-0.001***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male (ref. female)
	0.009
	-0.029***
	-0.010
	0.008
	-0.002
	-0.012*

	
	(0.006)
	(0.006)
	(0.007)
	(0.007)
	(0.005)
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Confidence in gov’t (resid.)
	
	0.169***
	
	0.132***
	
	0.151***

	
	
	(0.009)
	
	(0.005)
	
	(0.005)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Region RE
	0.000***
	0.000***
	0.003***
	0.401***
	0.001***
	0.000***

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.050)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Country RE
	0.333***
	0.323***
	1.825***
	0.000
	1.341***
	0.380***

	
	(0.041)
	(0.053)
	(0.180)
	(0.000)
	(0.108)
	(0.038)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N(region)
	220
	220
	386
	384
	606
	604

	N(country)
	22
	22
	20
	20
	42
	42

	N(individuals)
	29914
	28671
	27281
	23365
	57195
	52036

	AIC
	23129.466
	23396.966
	21515.288
	17761.598
	44884.885
	41202.292

	BIC
	23245.751
	23520.921
	21630.283
	17906.660
	45010.244
	41379.486


Note: Dependent variable is confidence (3=a great deal, 2=quite a lot, 1= not very much, 0=none). Models 4 and 6 include fixed effects for supranational institutions. Constant included but not reported for the sake of brevity. Weighted using the 1000-equalisation weight in order not to arbitrarily give large samples greater weight (EVS/WVS 2022). Average marginal effects with robust standard errors in parentheses. * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
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