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Source
This presentation is based on Mauk, Marlene (2022): Electoral 
integrity matters: how electoral process conditions the 
relationship between political losing and political trust. Quality 
& Quantity 56, 1709-28. doi: 10.1007/s11135-020-01050-1 (Open 
Access)

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-020-01050-1


Motivation and (substantive) research question

 What is the link between political losing, the quality of elections, and political trust?

deficiencies in electoral
processes even in 
democracies (e.g., Breunig and 
Goerres 2011; Hajnal, Lajevardi, 
and Nielson 2017; Wang 2012)

political trust as one of the
most consequential
attitudes for functioning of
democracies (e.g., Dalton 2004; 
Marien and Hooghe 2011; Scholz 
and Lubell 1998; Tyler 2011)

dissatisfaction of losers with 
the democratic system (e.g., 
Anderson et al. 2005; Moehler 2009; 
Rich 2015; Singh et al. 2011)

increasing polarization
between political factions, 
winners and losers (e.g., 
Galston 2018; Iyengar and 
Westwood 2015)



Prior research & expectations
 election losers are less happy with resulting government both for utilitarian 

and psychological reasons (Anderson and Tverdova 2001; Lambert et al. 1986)

 incumbents shape how political system is perceived (Lambert et al. 1986; Maier 
2011)

 H1: Political losing decreases political trust indirectly through satisfaction with 
the incumbent government.



Prior research & expectations
 election losers perceive the electoral process as less fair than election

winners (Alvarez et al. 2008; Cantú and García-Ponce 2015; Craig et al. 2006; Maldonado 
and Seligson 2014; Singh et al. 2011)

 perceptions of electoral fairness affect political trust (Alemika 2007; McAllister 
and White 2014; Norris 2014; Rose and Mishler 2009)

 H2: Political losing decreases political trust indirectly through perceptions of 
electoral fairness.



Prior research & expectations
 role of the electoral process itself?

 conditions for losers to „react well“ to defeat (Esaiasson 2011)
 (gain utility from peaceful solution of conflict)
 feel like being involved in decision-making process
 consider the system of government itself as legitimate
 have the impression that they can win the next time

 Maldonado and Seligson (2014): smaller (direct) effects of losing in countries 
with higher electoral integrity

 H3: The indirect effect of political losing on political trust through perceptions
of electoral fairness is contingent on electoral integrity.



Data & measurement
 combination of three cross-national survey projects
 Asian Barometer Survey 2010-2012, European Social Survey 2012-2013, 

Latinobarómetro 2012-2013
 institutional confidence: parliament, political parties, courts, police
 winner: voted for a party that ended up in government

 V-Dem data (v9) on the electoral process
 Clean Elections Index

 45 democracies in Western Europe, East Asia, Latin America

 survey data need to be harmonized & linked with V-Dem data & election results



Data challenge I: Harmonization of survey data
 3 survey projects: non-identical question wordings, varying response scales

 ex-post harmonization through linear transformation of response scale

 MGCFA to check for measurement invariance across surveys

𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛 =
𝑜𝑜𝑛𝑛𝑜𝑜𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛 − 𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛
𝑚𝑚𝑛𝑛𝑚𝑚𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛 − 𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛

For more details on the harmonization process, see Mauk, Marlene (2022): 
Electoral integrity matters: how electoral process conditions the relationship 
between political losing and political trust. Quality & Quantity 56, 1709-28. 
doi: 10.1007/s11135-020-01050-1.
For GESIS Harmonization Services, see our website.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-020-01050-1
https://www.gesis.org/en/services/processing-and-analyzing-data/data-harmonization/harmonizing-substantive-instruments


Data challenge II: Linking of survey and expert data
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the individual level

expert assessments at the 
country-year level
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Data challenge III: Linking of survey and official data

(harmonized) survey data on 
the individual level

official election results on the 
election level

voted for winner/loser
on the individual level

Asian Barometer Survey
Latinobarómetro

Source: Asian Barometer Wave 3 Core Questionnaire.



Data challenge III: Linking of survey and official data

*Nyrup, Jacob & Bramwell, Stuart (2020). Who 
Governs? A New Global Dataset on Members of 
Cabinets. American Political Science Review, 114(4), 
1366-1374. doi: 10.1017/S0003055420000490

vote choice
in survey data

government composition 
e.g. WhoGov*

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055420000490
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Data challenge III: Linking of survey and official data
vote choice

in survey data
government composition 

e.g. WhoGov

 identify relevant election
 identify winning (government) parties
 exclude “Others” where necessary
 recode vote choice for government parties as “1”, vote choice for opposition 

parties as “0”

voted for winner/loser
on the individual level



Results
 H1: Political losing has a negative indirect effect on political trust that is

mediated through satisfaction with the incumbent government.

 H2: Political losing has a negative indirect effect on political trust that is
mediated through perceptions of electoral fairness.

 H3: The (second) indirect effect of losing on political trust decreases with
increasing quality of elections.



Conclusion
 data linking (and harmonization) allows us to answer more complex 

questions on the sources of political trust (or other attitudes)

 political losing dampens political trust

 … in part by undermining confidence in electoral process

 but: political losing only undermines confidence in electoral process in 
political systems where this electoral process is actually flawed



Expert contact & GESIS consulting

Contact: you can reach the speaker/s via e-mail:
marlene.mauk@gesis.org

GESIS Consulting: GESIS offers individual consulting  in a number of areas – including survey 
design & methodology, data archiving, digital behavioral data & computational social science –
and across the research data cycle. 

Please visit our website www.gesis.org for more detailed information on available services and 
terms.

mailto:marlene.mauk@gesis.org
http://www.gesis.org/
https://www.gesis.org/en/services


Upcoming talks
• Please visit our meet-the-experts website:

• https://www.gesis.org/en/services/sharing-knowledge/consulting-and-
guidelines/meet-the-experts

https://www.gesis.org/en/services/sharing-knowledge/consulting-and-guidelines/meet-the-experts


Thank you for participating!



Results I

Notes: Multi-level structural equation modeling. Maximum likelihood estimation. Robust standard errors in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001. N = 40,281/45.
Sources: Asian Barometer 2010-2012; European Social Survey 2012-2013; Latinobarómetro 2012-2013; V-Dem v8.



Results II

Notes: Multi-level structural equation modeling.
Maximum likelihood estimation. Robust standard
errors in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. N = 40,281/45.
Sources: Asian Barometer 2010-2012; European 
Social Survey 2012-2013; Latinobarómetro 2012-
2013; V-Dem v9.
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