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Abstract 
Empirical analyses on the factors driving vote switching are rare, usually conducted at the national 
level without considering the parties of origin and destination, and often unreliable due to the severe 
inaccuracy of recall survey data. To overcome the problem of lack of adequate data and to incorporate 
the increasingly relevant role of local factors, we propose an ecological inference methodology to 
estimate the number of vote transitions within small homogeneous areas and to assess the 
relationships between these counts and local characteristics through multinomial logistic models. 
This approach allows for a disaggregate analysis of contextual factors behind vote switching, 
distinguishing between their different origins and destinations. We apply this methodology to the 
Italian region of Umbria, divided into 19 small areas. To explain the number of transitions toward the 
right-wing nationalist party that won the elections and towards increasing abstentionism, we focused 
on measures of geographical, economic, and cultural disadvantages of local communities. Among the 
main findings, the economic disadvantages mainly pushed previous abstainers and far-right Lega 
voters to change their choices in favor of the rising right-wing party, while transitions from the 
opposite political camp were mostly influenced by cultural factors such as a lack of social capital, 
negative attitude towards the EU, and political tradition.  
 
Keywords: Ecological Inference; Local context; Voter Transitions; Populist voting; Abstention; 
Multinomial Logistic Models.  
 
 

1. Introduction 

In recent years, many countries have witnessed significant voter shifts from one election to the next. 
These changes have strongly influenced electoral outcomes, mostly weakening traditional parties and 
benefiting new populist parties and abstention. The growing volatility in voting behavior highlights 
the need to investigate vote switching across elections, rather than simply analyzing choices in a 
single election. However, research on the factors driving individual-level change is scarce and 
hampered by problems of data accuracy. The main empirical challenge lies in how to reliably observe 
or estimate vote switching, which requires information about individuals’ previous and current voting 
behavior. Political scientists typically rely on respondents’ recollections in post-election national 
surveys. Unfortunately, for various reasons, these recollections suffer from severe inaccuracies—
especially for unstable voters and abstainers. As a result, both electoral volatility and abstention tend 
to be significantly underestimated (see Dejaeghere and Dassonneville, 2017). More importantly, if 
the inaccuracy is not random but linked to the same factors that influence vote choice and switching, 
it can severely distort estimates of those factors’ effects (Bernstein et al., 2001; Schoen, 2011). 
Moreover, survey-based individual data become even less reliable when analysis aims to disaggregate 
the origins and destinations of vote change, rather than just distinguishing between stable and unstable 
voters. Despite their relevance, empirical studies of vote switching remain rare. 
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From a different perspective, many political scientists have suggested shifting the focus from 
individuals to local communities, using small geographical areas as units of analysis. This approach 
is particularly appropriate when studying issues with highly unequal spatial impacts—such as market 
globalization and economic restructuring—which tend to elicit similar electoral responses among 
voters in the same area (Broz et al., 2021, among others). However, empirical research at the local 
level is problematic using national survey data, due to the very limited number of observations (if 
any) within each small area. 
To address these issues, following authoritative electoral scholars, we argue that the scarcity of 
appropriate data necessitates the use of ecological methods (Johnston and Pattie, 2006). In this study, 
we propose estimating voter transitions in small homogeneous areas using ecological inference 
methods—the only feasible approach at this geographic scale—and analyzing their contextual 
determinants through appropriate models. Using official electoral data recorded at the polling station 
level inside small homogeneous areas, the risk of bias (ecological fallacy) that has often discouraged 
the use of ecological inference it is minimized. Treating small areas as units of analysis also allows 
the inclusion of covariates related to the collective issues affecting local communities. 
This article presents the proposed methodological approach and its application to the Italian region 
of Umbria. Voter transitions were estimated using a modified version of the Brown and Payne (1986) 
model within 19 small homogeneous areas, followed by estimation of vote transition counts. We then 
modeled the relationships between key vote transitions and local contextual variables using 
multinomial logistic regression. The goal is to analyze how the geographic, economic, and cultural 
disadvantages of local communities influenced voter transitions between the 2018 and 2022 national 
elections—both in favor of the nationalist right-wing party that won and in terms of rising abstention. 
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: 
Section 2 reviews the theoretical and empirical literature on vote switching at both the individual and 
local community level, discusses the issue of sample data accuracy, and outlines the proposed 
approach. Section 3 describes the criteria used to define small areas and the statistical methodologies 
employed to estimate vote transitions and model their relationships with covariates. Section 4 presents 
the empirical application and main results. Section 5 provides discussion and concluding remarks. 
 

2. A review of literature on voting changes and the proposed approach 
 

2.1 The accuracy of survey data on voting changes 
In many countries, electoral volatility has dramatically increased, reaching unprecedented levels in 
recent years. Using individual-level data from the Comparative Study of Electoral Systems (CSES) 
surveys, Dejaeghere and Dassonneville (2017) estimated party switching in 33 elections across 19 
countries between 2002 and 2011. They found that, on average, 30% of the nearly 30,000 respondents 
reported having changed their party preference, with substantial variation across elections and 
countries. Fieldhouse et al. (2020), analyzing the British Election Study (BES) panel data, reported 
that in the UK, party switching increased from about 13% in the 1960s to 43% in the 2015 elections. 
As for the other component of total volatility—shifts from voting to abstention—available data are 
partial and largely inaccurate. Dassonneville et al. (2015), using CSES data from 36 elections across 
22 countries (2001–2011), found that only 5.4% of the nearly 35,000 respondents reported switching 
to abstention, a figure the authors themselves considered underestimated. 
To detect previous vote behavior, the CSES uses recall questions, unlike the BES panel, which 
directly tracks respondents across time. Numerous studies have shown that recall methods 
underestimate both party switching and abstention. Waldahl and Aardal (2000), based on Norwegian 
Program Electoral Research panel surveys, compared party choices declared immediately after the 
previous elections with those recalled four years later. They found that about 25% of respondents 
gave inaccurate answers, rising to 40% among party switchers and 70% among prior non-voters. 
Dassonneville and Hooghe (2017), using election panel surveys from Belgium, the Netherlands, and 
Germany, showed that switching voters consistently had much higher rates of erroneous reporting 
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compared to stable voters—up to 65.6% in Belgium, depending on the time span between elections. 
Empirical studies confirm that recall error is not random. It is biased by a tendency to reconcile past 
and present vote choices and by the social desirability of certain responses, resulting in apparent vote 
stability (Waldahl and Aardal, 2000; Dassonneville and Hooghe, 2017).  
Turnout data also suffer from severe inaccuracy. McAllister and Quinlan (2022), in a study covering 
184 elections in 55 countries using CSES data, found that reported turnout was overestimated by 
almost 15%, with this bias increasing over time. Importantly, turnout overreporting is also non-
random. Bernstein et al. (2001), comparing reported and validated turnout data from the American 
National Election Study (ANES), showed that those most likely to misreport abstention were the most 
pressured to vote—highly educated, partisan, or religious respondents. This misreporting of turnout 
and switching parties distorts models of voting behavior, biasing the estimated effects of independent 
variables and leading researchers to miss or falsely confirm hypotheses (see also Adida et al., 2019). 
These vote-specific inaccuracies add to general issues in survey research, such as self-selection bias. 
Particularly in recent years, voters for populist and extremist parties—recently the far-right—resulted 
under-represented in the sample surveys and under-declared by the respondents, contributing to the 
underestimation of the party switching (Durand et al., 2015; Pavia et al., 2016; Bodet et al., 2025). In 
Italy, Russo (2015) found that the ITANES post-election survey (2008) significantly underestimated 
abstention, arguably due to non-voters being less likely to participate in such surveys. 

2.2 The determinants of vote changes  
The literature attributes rising voter mobility to two main causes: (1) gradual changes in electoral 
behavior reflecting a more fluid electorate, and (2) external shocks or rapid structural transformations 
in the economy that influence large segments of voters (Fieldhouse et al., 2020; Guriev and 
Papaioannu, 2020). The first cause is mainly associated with the decline of partisan identification and 
the phenomenon of “partisan dealignment” (Dalton, 1984; Dassonneville, 2012). The replacement of 
older generations with strong party ties by younger cohorts with weak or no political affiliation is 
considered a key driver. Moreover, newer forms of individualized political engagement—particularly 
among young people—are increasingly based on post-materialist values (e.g., environmentalism, 
gender equality), which have partly replaced traditional social cleavages (Inglehart, 2008). The rise 
in vote switching and abstention is, at least partly, a consequence of these long-term shifts. 

The individual level of analysis 
Only a few empirical studies have explored the drivers of vote switching and electoral volatility. 
Notably, Dassonneville and co-authors have produced several contributions. Among these, 
Dassonneville et al. (2015) offer a relevant methodological approach. They analyze the probability 
that a voter in the previous election chooses one of three options: loyalty, party change, or abstention. 
Using multinomial logistic regression models on CSES data (2007 and 2013) from 36 elections in 22 
countries, they find that dissatisfaction with specific parties and the number of available options both 
affect vote switching, while generalized dissatisfaction with the political system is the main factor 
behind abstention. 
Economic conditions also matter. Although most economic voting literature focuses on incumbent 
performance or party ideology, Dassonneville and Hooghe (2017) argue that economic context affects 
vote switching more broadly. When the economy is doing well, voters tend to stick with their previous 
party; during downturns, they are more likely to abandon it. Disillusioned voters may turn to 
emerging parties (Powell and Tucker, 2014). Weschle (2014) develops a more complex model where 
economic hardship leads some to switch, others to abstain, and still others to vote when they usually 
would not. Tuorto (2019) suggests that those returning to vote—especially in protest against 
traditional parties—are likely “protest abstentionists,” whereas continued withdrawal from voting is 
more typical of the most socioeconomically disadvantaged. According to Weschle (2014), the dual 
effect of hardship can either increase or decrease aggregate turnout, depending on the balance 
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between these opposing trends. This helps explain contradictory findings in the literature on the 
relationship between economic conditions and turnout (Blais, 2006). 
However, the scarcity of suitable data remains a major obstacle. For instance, Dassonneville and 
Hooghe (2017) do not explore the hypothesized transition mechanisms directly. Instead, they analyze 
national-level “net” volatility—i.e., the difference in vote shares between two elections—and relate 
it to indicators like GDP growth, unemployment, and inflation. Yet net volatility underestimates 
“true” volatility at the individual level, potentially obscuring significant relationships (Dejaeghere 
and Dassonneville, 2017). This limitation hampers our understanding of which parties gain or lose 
from increased volatility and which factors drive gains and losses.   

The community level of analysis  
Economic shocks—such as the 2008 financial crisis—and structural transformations linked to 
technological change and market globalization have amplified the gradual dynamics mentioned 
earlier, deepening divisions between social groups. Globalization and technological advancement 
have disadvantaged less-skilled workers while benefiting more-skilled ones. Territorial disparities 
have also widened considerably: urban areas rich in human capital have profited from these 
transformations, while older industrial and rural areas have experienced decline, severely impacting 
local communities—and, consequently, the geography of voting. 
This growing spatial inequality has generated an extensive literature on contextual effects, based on 
the assumption that voting decisions are shaped not only by individual preferences or social 
affiliations, but also by the local socio-economic environment. Johnston and Pattie (2006) argued 
early on that voters respond to local issues and to their perceptions of which parties best represent 
territorial interests. The uneven geographical consequences of economic change have prompted many 
scholars to focus on local communities as the most relevant unit of analysis—especially when 
studying the success of right-wing populist parties in advanced democracies. For instance, Rogers 
(2014) emphasizes the role of community-level economic conditions—independently of individuals’ 
personal hardship—in driving “communotropic” economic voting. Broz et al. (2021) similarly argue 
that when individuals' well-being is tied to their local economy, the latter becomes a crucial analytical 
concept. Rodriguez-Pose (2018) identifies the roots of populist voting in the frustrations of people 
living in "left-behind" areas characterized by persistent poverty and economic stagnation. Bayerlein 
(2022) identifies spatial inequality induced by globalization as a key driver of right-wing populist 
support and suggests that public goods provision may mitigate its impact. 
Cultural characteristics of local communities—such as resentment toward immigration or hostility to 
cosmopolitanism and multiculturalism—have also been identified as important explanatory factors 
for support of right-wing populist parties. The first is often intertwined with economic concerns (Hays 
et al., 2019; Bolet, 2020), while the second is more closely linked to geography, such as the urban-
rural divide (Huijsmans, 2023). Arzheimer et al. (2024) show that the influence of contextual factors 
on far-right voting, driven by perceptions of local decline, is moderated by individuals’ personal 
resources—particularly education—which can buffer the effects of unfavorable community 
conditions. Some authors, such as Bartle et al. (2017) and Song (2025), also suggest that spatial 
inequalities resulting from economic crisis and technological change are major contributors to 
increasing levels of abstention. 
While most of these studies do not explicitly address vote switching, we believe that similar 
arguments apply. Johnston et al. (2005), in a study on household-level voting behavior, argue that 
“people who live together not only vote together, but also change their votes together.” This reasoning 
may extend to broader community contexts. However, except our recent first attempt (see Bracalente 
et al. 2021), to date no studies have empirically examined how local factors affect vote switching—
whether between parties or between voting and abstention. Instead, some studies have analyzed the 
geographical regularities in vote flows. Johnston and Hay (1983), using ecological estimates of voter 
transitions inside British constituencies, showed that Conservative and Labour loyalties between 
elections and vote switching between Labour and Conservative reflected an increasingly polarized 
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geography. More recently, De Sio and Paparo (2014) used estimates of local-level transitions between 
electoral options to explore the persistence of traditional geopolitical patterns in Italy following the 
emergence of new populist actors like the Five Star Movement (M5S).1  

2.3 The proposed approach  
The literature reviewed above makes it clear that the main obstacle to empirical research on vote 
switching is the scarcity of adequate data. This helps explain why the determinants of vote change 
remain underexplored, despite electoral scholars recognizing that “switching parties between 
elections offers us an ideal window to observe general mechanisms of electoral decision making” 
(Dassonneville and Hooghe, 2017). 
In line with several authoritative scholars, we argue that the lack of suitable data necessitates the use 
of ecological inference methods (Johnston and Hay, 1983; Johnston and Pattie, 2006). These methods 
allow us to estimate otherwise unavailable data—especially regarding the flow of votes from one 
party to another—and to appropriately analyze their determinants. Johnston and Pattie (2006) noted 
that, when used rigorously, ecological methods can yield results comparable to those obtained from 
survey-based studies. Nevertheless, in a comparative analysis of voter transitions between the 2006 
and 2008 Italian general elections, Russo (2014) found that estimates based on the Goodman 
ecological method often diverged from corresponding survey-based estimates. However, given the 
serious recall biases in survey data, we argue that ecological estimates of vote switching may be less 
affected by systematic underestimation of electoral mobility than survey-based approaches. 
Furthermore, when transitions need to be estimated within small geographic areas, ecological 
inference becomes the only applicable method. 
Based on these considerations, we propose a disaggregated approach to analyzing vote switching and 
its determinants, which includes the following steps: 

1. Definition of appropriate small areas to serve as units of analysis for estimating voter 
transitions and measuring contextual predictors; 

2. Estimation of voter transition tables for each small area using official polling station data and 
an advanced ecological inference method, followed by calculation of vote transition counts; 

3. Modeling the relationship between transition counts and contextual predictors using 
multinomial logistic regression models. 

The next section explores each of these stages in greater detail. 
 

3. Small-area estimating of voting chances and their determinants 
 
3.1 Small area definition 

While it is widely recognized that local context matter, it remains unclear which specific geographic 
context is most suitable for studying voting behavior. Individual perceptions of what constitutes a 
relevant political context, combined with the spatial concentration of economic and social 
disadvantage, suggest the use of small areas. The appropriate size, however, depends on the purpose 
of the analysis.  
Given the importance of local interaction effects, the context perceived as politically relevant at the 
individual level tends to be very small. Using mapping techniques, Wong et al. (2018) found that, in 
England and Wales, the average surface area of self-defined local contexts was about one-tenth the 
size of a parliamentary constituency. To analyze voting patterns in small towns versus rural areas in 
the 2020 U.S. presidential election, Mapes (2024) used precinct-level data (typically <1,000 voters), 

 
1 From a methodological perspective, it is also worth mentioning Puig and Giberna (2015), who developed an integrated 
method, combining cluster analysis and ecological inference, to estimate voter transitions across areas of Catalonia, 
aiming to minimize distortions caused by non-homogeneous voting behavior across polling stations. 
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arguing that counties are too large to reveal meaningful behavior difference between small towns and 
rural areas. Other studies—such as those by McKey (2019) and Arzheimer et al. (2024)—used 
neighborhood-level data to examine perceptions of local decline. Bolet (2020) analyzed labour 
market competition between native and immigrant workers using municipal-level data, considering 
this the ideal scale to study radical right support. However, many relevant studies have used broader 
units. Abreu and Öner (2020), for example, employed parliamentary constituencies (~73,000 voters 
on average) to capture political mobilization effects in the Leave–Remain Brexit vote. Bayerlein 
(2022) examined the impact of spatial inequality on right-wing populism using county-level data in 
both the U.S. (~75,000 voters) and Germany (>150,000 voters).  
For the methodological approach we propose, fairly small and homogeneous areas are required. This 
is because ecological inference can be biased if the assumption of voting behavior homogeneity 
across polling stations does not hold. Nevertheless, defining a set of zones requires balancing two 
other important conditions: (i) each zone must include enough polling stations to ensure reliable 
estimation of transition probabilities; (ii) the total number of zones must be large enough to allow 
estimation of multinomial regression models. To balance these competing needs, the small areas in 
our case study were based primarily on municipalities: individual mid-sized towns or groupings of 
smaller contiguous municipalities. For the largest city, sub-municipal zones were created by 
aggregating postal code areas. 

3.2 Estimating voter transitions 
We consider the estimation of voter transitions using ecological inference based on official polling 
station data to be, in general, a valid alternative to survey-based estimation. Moreover, within small 
geographic areas, voter transitions can only be estimated through ecological methods. 
As just mentioned, ecological inference may be biased if the assumption of homogeneity in voting 
behavior across polling stations is violated. For an in-depth discussion of ecological fallacy, see 
Forcina and Pellegrino (2019). In brief, bias can arise, for example, when loyalty to a particular party 
is higher in polling stations where that party performed better in the previous election. However, such 
distortions are unlikely when the analysis is conducted within small, carefully defined areas. 
The method used in this study to estimate voter transitions within each area is a modified version of 
the Brown and Payne (1986) model, as described in Forcina et al. (2012). Unlike the still commonly 
used Goodman model—which applies unweighted least squares—the approach adopted here relies 
on an asymptotic likelihood approximation and introduces a variance function adjustment. This 
method yields more efficient estimates and ensures that predicted transition probabilities fall between 
0 and 1, without requiring post-hoc corrections. Once a table of estimated transition probabilities is 
available, one can compute the expected distribution of votes in the new election for each polling 
station and assess the fit between observed and predicted values. The algorithm also provides an 
estimate of the variance matrix on the logit scale, which can be used to derive standard errors for the 
estimated transition probabilities in each cell. For each small area, the conditional transition 
probabilities—i.e., those associated with voters' choices in the previous election—can be transformed 
into a matrix showing the expected number of votes shifting from each origin to each destination. 
These matrices, consistent with observed marginal totals (rows and columns), are produced for all 
areas and serve as the foundation for modeling the effects of contextual covariates on voter 
transitions. Additionally, volatility index at both the small-area and regional level can be calculated, 
the latter by aggregating the small area transition count tables. 

3.2 Estimating the relationship between transitions and covariates 
In principle, the logits of transition probabilities can be modeled as functions of covariates measured 
at the polling station level. However, very few contextual variables are available at that micro-
geographic scale. Moreover, our findings suggest that such variables are often not the most relevant. 
For these reasons, we consider the use of the previously defined small-area units to be a more 
appropriate solution. 
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Regarding the factors affecting vote switching, it seems reasonable to assume that the local contextual 
and compositional characteristics identified in the literature as drivers of party support are also 
explanatory of vote transitions. For example, if the shift from traditional parties to populist ones is 
driven by dissatisfaction with the former, such shifts should be more frequent in areas most affected 
by structural change and economic crisis. Similarly, if the transition from voting to abstention signals 
general disillusionment with the political system, it too is likely to be more prevalent in those areas—
though not necessarily triggered by the same specific factors. The covariates selected for our analysis 
reflect these assumptions. 
As for the statistical approach, we estimate the relationships between vote transitions and local 
characteristics using multinomial logistic regression models fitted via maximum likelihood. The 
analysis is based on the collection of count tables—one for each small area—along with a set of 
compositional and contextual covariates measured at the same level. 
Two modeling strategies can be adopted: (1) For a given origin category (from the first election), we 
can model how the distribution of votes across destination options varies with small-area covariates; 
(2) Conversely, for a given destination category (in the second election), we can model how the 
distribution of votes across origins varies with the same covariates. In both cases, the dependent 
variable is a vector of counts, and the estimated parameters include, for each non-reference option, 
an intercept and a set of coefficients capturing the effects of the covariates. 
Further methodological details are provided in Appendix A, including: (i) a brief formal description 
of the multinomial logistic model; (ii) the empirical strategy used to select final models; (iii) the 
procedure for transforming regression coefficients into numerical derivatives of transition 
probabilities (marginal effects); (iv) a residuals analysis used to identify contextual effects not 
captured by the covariates. 

4. The case-study 

The purpose of this application is to examine how geographic, economic, and cultural disadvantages 
in local communities influenced the main voter transitions that occurred between the 2018 and 2022 
national elections in the Italian region of Umbria.  
The two primary destinations analyzed were: 
- Fratelli d’Italia (FdI), a nationalist right-wing party whose vote share increased from 5% to 

31%, and 
- Abstention, including blank and invalid ballots, which also rose significantly. 

Umbria is particularly suitable for testing the proposed methodological approach. It was the first 
region in Italy’s so-called “red zone”2 to elect a right-wing populist party (Lega) to regional 
government in 2019. Despite its small size, Umbria includes a variety of local economic and social 
systems with different development trajectories. Though it lacks metropolitan areas, its urban fabric 
consists of medium-sized towns and small municipalities, along with substantial rural and peripheral 
zones. The region was also severely impacted by the financial crisis and deindustrialization, which 
negatively affected low-skilled employment and increased poverty. 

4.1 Construction of zones and aggregation of parties  
Umbria has approximately 700,000 voters distributed across about 1,000 polling stations. For this 
study, the region was divided into nineteen small zones: two were created by splitting the regional 
capital into urban and suburban sectors; five were defined as individual municipalities with at least 
30,000 residents; the remaining twelve were formed by aggregating small, contiguous municipalities. 
Each zone contains an average of 37,000 voters and about 53 polling stations. 

 
2 The term “red zone,” or “red regions,” is often used to describe historically left-leaning areas such as Emilia-
Romagna, Tuscany, Umbria, and the Marche. 
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To focus on the most politically relevant and numerically significant transitions, voting options with 
relatively low support were aggregated. These aggregations appear in the rows of Table 1, which 
presents, for each origin category, both the estimated transition counts at the regional level (upper 
part) and the corresponding row percentages (lower part). To analyze vote flows 
toward FdI and abstention, we used multinomial models for outgoing transitions. The analysis 
focuses on the loss of support from two populist parties, Lega and Movimento 5 Stelle (M5S), two 
traditional pro-EU parties, Partito Democratico (PD) and Forza Italia (FI), and the portion of 2018 
abstainers returned to vote in 2022. 
 
Table 1 – Electoral transitions and their magnitude at the regional level (Umbria 2018-2022) a,b                

2018 
2022   

M5S-OL PD OCL  FdI Lega-FI-OCR No vote Total 
 Numbers of vote (thousands) 

M5S 50.2 5.7 3.6 16.6 16.1 38.2 130.4 
PD 5.6 69.6 9.9 6.8 3.9 23.9 119.7 
FI 0.2 0.2 9.1 17.3 22.5 7.8 57.1 
Lega 0.7 0 0.5 59.3 22 15.9 98.4 
No vote 11 5.1 6 13.4 7.7 133.5 176.7 

 Percentages on row totals 
M5S 38.5 4.4 2.8 12.7 12.3 29.3 100.0 
PD 4.7 58.1 8.3 5.7 3.3 20.0 100.0 
FI 0.4 0.4 15.9 30.3 39.4 13.7 100.0 
Lega 0.7 0.0 0.5 60.3 22.4 16.2 100.0 
No vote 6.2 2.9 3.4 7.6 4.4 75.6 100.0 

a Party’s acronyms: see Appendix B; 

b Highlighted in gray: the outgoing transitions analyzed in an aggregated manner 

4.2 The covariates 
The covariates and their component variables are listed in Table 2, along with summary statistics. 
These variables were selected to capture the main dimensions of geographic, economic, and cultural 
disadvantage affecting local communities, as identified in the literature as potential drivers of recent 
voting shifts. The underlying hypotheses behind the selection of covariates are as follows: vote 
switching in favor of the nationalist right-wing party and increased abstention are more likely to occur 
in areas that are: 

- More rural and peripheral, relative to urban centers; 
- Slower to recover from the effects of the post-2008 financial crisis and more exposed to 

unemployment; 
- Characterized by a higher share of low-skilled workers, who were more severely affected by 

structural and technological changes; 
- Marked by lower education levels, weaker social capital, and greater distrust toward the EU; 
- Exhibiting a weaker left-wing political tradition, which might influence rightward shifts.  
Some covariates were constructed as the average of multiple standardized elementary indicators 
(these are highlighted in grey in Table 2). All covariates were standardized to have zero mean and 
unit variance, except for the political tradition variable, which is dichotomous. Where necessary, 
the sign of the standardized variable was inverted (i.e., multiplied by –1) so that higher values 
consistently indicate greater disadvantage. 
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Table 2 – Covariates and descriptive statistics of the elementary variables a 

Elementary variables by categories Covariates 
Descriptive statistics  

Mean  St. Dev. Max Min 

Geographical      
    X1 - Percentage of population in municipalities and outskirts with up to 5,000 inhabitants  

geog 
60.0 23.9 93.0 0.0 

    X2 - Distance from the provincial capital (in minutes by car) 33.1 16.2 58.9 0 

Economic      
    X3 - Percentage of annual income earners up to 15,000 euros, 2021 income 42.6 2.6 47.3 38.2 

    X4 - Per capita income from employment, 2021  skill 19.0 0.9 21.5 17.4 

    X5 – Rate of unemployment, 2021 unempl 5.6 0.9 7.5 4.3 

    X6 - Index number of income variation from personal taxes, 2008-2021  
recovery 

-1.0 4.2 8.4 -5.4 

    X7 - Variation 2008-2021 in the percentage of income earners up to 15,000 euros -3.2 2.2 1.4 -6.6 

Cultural      
    X8 - Percentage of qualifications up to lower secondary school, 2021 educ 45.3 4.0 50.3 32.9 

    X9 - Institutions with volunteers per 100 inhabitants, census 2011  

ksoc 

0.6 0.1 0.9 0.5 

  X10 - Volunteers per 100 inhabitants, census 2011 11.9 2.3 16.3 7.8 

  X11 - Volunteer organizations registered in the regional register per 1,000 inhabitants, 2021 0.8 0.2 1.2 0.3 

  X12 - Average percentage of voters in the constitutional referendums, 2016 and 2020 61.2 2.8 65.8 55.4 

  X13 - Increase in the % of abstainers from 2018 national elections to 2019 EP elections  eutrust 9.6 5.4 19.8 0.2 

  X14 - Political tradition index: 1 left-wing; 0 otherwise lefttrad     1 0 
a highlighted in gray: elementary variables aggregated into a single covariate  
 
A few clarifications on variable construction: 

- Geographic disadvantage was measured using indicators of rurality and peripherality. 
Although representative of partially distinct geographical aspects, due to their high correlation 
(r = 0.55) these were combined into a single geographic index (geog) in order to reduce number 
of covariates and multicollinearity. 

- The prevalence of low-skilled employment was estimated using the inverse of per capita wage 
income, based on the assumption that lower wages correlate with lower worker qualifications. 

- Because income, education, and skill level were all highly correlated with the geographic 
variable geog (with r between 0.79 and 0.81), and of each other as a consequence, they 
were residualized by regressing each on geog. The resulting residuals—skill, income, 
and educ—are uncorrelated with geog and only weakly correlated among themselves (r values 
between 0.28 and 0.40, compared to 0.74–0.78 for the original variables) They represent 
the specific contribution of each factor, independent of common geographic factor. 

- Slow economic recovery was measured using a combined indicator capturing each area’s 
deviation from the national average in two respects: (i) percentage of recovery of pre-crisis 
income levels, and (ii) the change in the share of low-income earners. 

- Social capital (ksoc) was constructed from four indicators: the presence of voluntary 
associations (from institutional and regional registries), volunteering participation rates, and 
turnout in the 2016 and 2020 constitutional referenda. 

- Distrust toward the EU (eutrust) was indirectly measured as the increase in percentage of 
abstention in the 2019 European elections relative to the 2018 national elections. 

- Left-wing political tradition (lefttrad) was coded as a dichotomous variable: zones where the 
Partito Comunista Italiano (PCI) received more than 1.5 times the votes of the Democrazia 
Cristiana (DC) in 1987 general elections (the last in which the two parties both participated) 
were coded as “1” (left-wing tradition), and “0” otherwise. 
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Apart from recovery, which remains correlated with geog (r = –0.75) as the two largest cities have 
been hit hardest by the crisis, all other covariates were sufficiently distinct (correlations between 0 
and 0.45) to allow for independent effect estimation. 

4.3 The main results  

Electoral volatility 
Before analyzing the factors influencing voter transitions, it is important to highlight 
the magnitude and composition of the observed electoral volatility, as well as its territorial patterns. 
Overall, the estimated level of electoral volatility was very high.3 A majority of voters from the 2018 
elections changed their choice by 2022: 39% switched to a different party; 19% abstained. For all 
major parties except the PD (58% of loyalty) total volatility exceeded 60%. 
Figure 1 displays the territorial distribution of two components of volatility: volatility between 
parties was lowest (27%) in the western zones of the region—areas with the strongest left-wing 
political traditions—and peaked (near 50%) in medium-small cities in the south, which were heavily 
impacted by industrial decline; volatility toward abstention showed a mirror-image pattern: it was 
highest where party switching was lowest and vice-versa. The negative correlation between these two 
volatility measures (r = –0.42) suggests that for local communities switching to other parties and 
dropping out of the electoral process are substitute behaviors, not complementary. In other words, 
when dissatisfaction arises, communities that more increase switching parties tend to less increase 
switching towards abstention and vice-versa—not to more increase both.4 
 
Figure 1 – Umbria maps of between parties and towards abstention zonal volatility measures 

 
 
Estimate models  
The final multinomial models for outgoing transitions are presented in Appendix C (Table C.1). 
Model fit varies by origin party, with explained deviance ranging from 48.7% for M5S to 66.5% for 
PD.5 In each model, loyalty to the original choice is treated as the reference category in the logit 

 
3 The zonal and regional volatility indexes were calculated by also including two minor origin categories (small left-
wing and small right-wing parties) non reported in Table 1. Both indexes were calculated as the percentage of total vote 
switching relative to all votes cast for parties in the first election.  
4 In the most marginal mountainous area (southeastern part of the region), the two forms of electoral volatility appear to 
combine. 
5 The residual analysis of the initial models for outgoing transitions from FI and M5S revealed two positive outliers in 
transitions toward FdI and PD, respectively (see Figure C1 in Appendix C). These outliers were due to the presence of 
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specification. While this choice affects the interpretation of coefficients, it does not alter model fit or 
the significance of explanatory variables. For interpretability, Tables 3 and 4 present marginal effects 
(∆p) only for statistically significant covariates. 

Transitions toward the right-wing nationalist party (FdI) 
Several covariates reflecting geographic, economic, and cultural disadvantage, as well as weaker left-
wing political tradition, were found to promote switching toward FdI—though effects varied by 
origin. Among previous abstainers, the strongest predictors of switching to FdI (all significant at the 
1% level) were rurality/peripherality, slow post-crisis recovery, lower skill levels, and lower 
education (∆p ranging from 0.049 to 0.12). In contrast, poverty of income and low social capital were 
associated with continued abstention, not re-engagement via FdI. This supports the idea that the right-
wing opposition party attract "reactivated" voters from communities hurt by the post-2008 crisis and 
economic restructuring—in small towns with low skill levels and education. Meanwhile, 
communities poorer of social capital and with prevalence of low-income earners tend to discourage 
participation.  

Table 3 – Marginal effects of significant covariates on transition probabilities toward FdI and No 
votea, b 

  Covariates   

Origin       Geographic    Economic        Cultural 
  geog recovery skill income unempl educ ksoc eutrust lefttrad 

 Outgoing transitions towards FdI 
M5S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.021 0.044 -0.033 
PD 0 -0.013 0.019 -0.008 0 -0.011 0.015 0 -0.013 
FI 0 0.082 0 0 0 0.083 0 0 0 
Lega 0 0.097 0 0.122 0 -0.123 0.078 0 0 
No vote 0.115 0.12 0.049 -0.069 0 0.071 -0.101 0 0 

 Outgoing transitions towards No vote 
M5S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.09 0 
PD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0.027 
FI 0 0 0 -0.100 0 0.154 -0.130 0 0 
Lega 0 0.051 0 0 0 -0.069 0.051 0 -0.031 

a Probability variation: see Appendix A; Party’s acronyms: see Appendix B; Covariate legends: see Sections 4.2 
b Bold: p-vaue < 0.01; Italic: p-value < 0.08 
 
Outflows from pro-EU parties was also partly interpretable as a locally based economic voting. Those 
from FI were associated with slow economic recovery and low education, while those from PD with 
low skill jobs. However, the latter were influenced more by cultural factors (political tradition and 
low social capital) than by economic ones. Interestingly, lower levels of education and income had a 
negative effect, implying that the PD's popular and disadvantaged strongholds resisted the extreme 
vote switching towards FdI, as also testified by the negative contribution of the left-wing political 
tradition. Similarly, one can probably interpret the surprising negative effect of the greater intensity 
of the post-2008 economic crisis (and therefore the delay in recovery). In fact, the crisis mainly 
affected the two largest cities of the region, where the PD is also more rooted.  

 
local candidates from those parties in zones 2 and 17 during the 2022 national elections. To account for these specific 
local effects, the models were re-estimated, including statistically significant dummy variables for the two zones. 
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Conversely, among Lega voters switching to FdI was driven by economic factors, as slow economic 
recovery and lower-income earners, but mitigated by low education, which acted as a protective 
factor against political realignment. Among M5S voters, transitions to FdI were also mainly shaped 
by cultural factors, as weaker left-wing tradition, anti-EU attitudes, and low social capital. Across 
origins, unemployment and low income showed either null or negative effects on switching to FdI—
supporting Inglehart and Norris’s (2016) claim that such variables are poor predictors of right-wing 
populist support.6 

Transitions towards abstention  
The effects of local disadvantages on transitions toward abstention differ markedly from those found 
for transitions toward Fratelli d’Italia (FdI). Notably, social and cultural factors appear to have 
played a much stronger role in driving abstention, while economic factors had a more limited or 
inconsistent effect. Again, Lega voters are the exception, being pushed by the slower recovery from 
the economic crisis to also abstain, while low education acted as protective factor also against political 
disengagement; other social factors, as low social capital, instead increased the shift to abstention. 
Even with regard to the propensity to abstain, the negative attitude towards the EU and the poor 
education are confirmed as factors of vulnerability for M5S and FI, respectively, while for PD the 
left-wing tradition remain a protection factor.7 Overall, these findings suggest that choice of 
switching towards abstention—unlike shift to the right-wing opposition party—is not mainly fostered 
by economic hardship, but rather by a broader erosion of civic engagement depending on cultural 
disadvantages and lack of social cohesion.  
However, the almost null effects of rurality—peripherality factor remains to be explained. This 
unexpected result could be symptomatic of changing tendencies regarding abstention, in which two 
antithetic components seem now coexist: the apathy towards politics, more present in rural and 
marginal areas, and the new tendence to abstain from voting of young generations (mainly urban), 
also because it is considered less effective than other forms of political engagement (Sloam, 2016, 
among others).  

5. Discussion and conclusions 

This paper has presented a methodological approach for estimating vote transitions and analyzing 
their determinants in the absence of reliable survey data. The proposed method is based on the use of 
official polling station data to estimate the number of transitions within small homogeneous areas and 
to explain those transitions using multinomial logistic regression models, with covariates measured 
at the same geographical level. The application focused on vote shifts in the 2018–2022 general 
elections in the Italian region of Umbria, with particular attention to transitions toward the nationalist 
right-wing party that won the elections and toward the rising abstention. 
The results confirm that both types of transitions were influenced by contextual disadvantages in the 
local communities, but with distinct patterns of association. Transitions toward the right-wing party 
were associate with economic disadvantage, particularly in the case of previous abstainers and Lega 
voters. They also appeared to be associated with cultural disadvantage—especially among M5S and 
PD voters—with variables such as weak left-wing political tradition, low social capital, and anti-EU 
sentiments showing positive and significant effects for one or the other of the two parties. These 
findings align with previous literature emphasizing the relevance of territorial inequalities and 
cultural resentment in explaining right-wing populist support, together with the persistent opposite 

 
6 The positive impact of prevalence of lower-income earners on the transitions out of the (far-right) Lega is also in line 
with this statement. For further discussion of the effects of contextual unemployment, see Sipma & Lubbers (2020). 
7 The negative effects of lower incomes and lack of social capital on the transition out of FI, besides being less 
statistically significant, are also controversial in their interpretation. 
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effect of left-wing political tradition. However, they also suggest that the specific channels through 
which these factors operate may differ depending on the political origin of the mobile voters. 
Transitions toward abstention showed a different profile, in some ways opposite to that observed for 
transitions toward FdI. They were mainly driven by social and cultural disadvantages, while the 
indicators of economic hardship had null or even negative effects. For some origins, lack of social 
capital, low education, and anti-EU sentiments emerged as significant positive predictors. This 
suggests that, rather than being two expressions of the same form of dissatisfaction, abstention and 
voting for a right-wing opposition party respond to different contextual triggers. 
Overall, the findings support the idea that geographic, economic and cultural context matters, and 
they demonstrate that a disaggregated ecological approach can be effectively used to analyze the 
mechanisms of vote switching. The results also show that electoral abstention and support for populist 
parties should not be lumped together, as they are associated with different drivers. 
The main limitation of the case study is the small size of the analyzed region. The small total amount 
of polling stations available didn’t allow to construct a sufficiently large number of homogeneous 
areas with a sufficiently large number of polling stations inside. This constrained the size of transition 
tables, and consequently the disaggregation of transitions flows, and made it harder to estimate their 
relationships with local factors. Furthermore, the small number of polling stations inside some of the 
zones, while reducing the bias inherent in ecological inference, increased the variance and hence the 
standard error of the voter transition estimates. Expanding the study area could strengthen the 
findings, giving more solidity to the exemplificative application of the proposed approach. 
From a methodological perspective, this paper highlights the potential of combining ecological 
inference with contextual modeling to overcome the lack of reliable individual-level data. By 
estimating vote transitions within small areas and analyzing them with appropriate regression models, 
it is possible to gain insight into the mechanisms of electoral change that would otherwise remain 
hidden. This is particularly relevant in contexts where survey data are affected by severe nonresponse 
and recall errors, or where sample sizes are too small to allow local-level analysis. 
Future applications of this approach could help explore the spatially differentiated dynamics of recent 
electoral changes in other regions or countries. They could also examine how different types of local 
disadvantages interact in shaping the electoral behavior—both in terms of party switching and voter 
(re)mobilization or demobilization. In this way, the method could contribute to a better understanding 
of the local foundations of electoral change. 
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Appendix A - Methodological details 
Let nzj represent the number of votes (estimated through ecological inference) in zone z that moved from the 
party of interest to party j. Let k represent the number of voting options considered; the model for outgoing 
transitions assumes that the vector with elements nz1, ..., nzk, where z indicates the zone and k the reference 
option, follows a multinomial distribution with a total of nz, the number of votes of the party considered in 
zone z in the previous election, and a probability vector pz1, ..., pzk. Assuming that the logits are a linear function 
of the covariates, the multinomial logistic model for outgoing transitions assumes that 
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where v indexes the different covariates and j the exit option. The parameters to be estimated by maximum 
likelihood include a different intercept for each exit option j except reference option k and, for each exit 
category and each covariate, a parameter 𝛽"% measuring the effect of covariate v on exit option j. To simplify 
interpretation, the covariates are expressed as deviations from their mean, so that 𝛽$" 	is the value of the logit 
when all covariates are equal to zero. A similar scheme can be defined for the logistic model applied to 
incoming transitions. 
To facilitate assessing the effect of covariates on transition probabilities, in addition to the regression 
coefficients, which are expressed on the logistic scale, numerical derivatives were also computed. Let 𝑝"(𝒙) 
be the probability of transition to (or from) option j based on the selected logistic model estimated in a zone 
where the covariates equal x; let t be an arbitrarily small value and 𝒙%,( the vector of covariates where all 
elements are set to 0 except for covariate v, which is assigned the value t (set at 0.00001 in the case study); we 
define the probability variation (marginal effects) for covariate v and option j as 

∇𝑝" =
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However, it should be noted that these variations isolate the effect of one covariate on a single exit (or entry) 
without accounting for indirect effects when the covariate in question affects other exits/entries. Moreover, 
since the derivative of the logit function tends toward 0 when 𝑝"	is close to 0 or 1, the effects on probability 
are also dampened near the extremes. 
Regarding the choice of the logistic regression models, the difficulty in formulating theoretical hypotheses on 
the determinants of the many transitions analyzed suggested the adoption of an empirical procedure for 
selecting the models. As a starting point, we constructed a broad set of covariates relating to the main 
geographical, economic, and cultural aspects identified in the literature as possible determinants of the most 
significant voting changes in recent years, whose effects for some of them may, however, prove irrelevant in 
the specific case study. For each exit or entry of interest, the optimal model was selected, by starting from the 
model where all covariates (nine in the case study) affect each 𝑝!", removing, in a step-wise manner, those 
where the value of the ratio 𝑧"%	 = 𝛽0"%/[𝑉𝑎𝑟6𝛽0"%7]0/2 was less than a certain threshold (assumed to indicate a 
clear lack of statistical significance); increasing this threshold every time a reduced model was estimated by 
removing the covariates whose  𝑧"%	did not exceed the threshold. 
To identify zones where the explanatory capacity of the covariates in relation to voting behavior is 
inadequate—indicating the presence of context effects not captured by the covariates— we used the following 
procedure: i) the difference between the transition probabilities estimated via ecological inference (𝑛!3"/𝑛!3#) 
and those predicted by the regression model, that is 𝑛:!3"/𝑛:!3#, were calculated; ii) the standard errors of these 
residuals were first approximated from the covariance matrix of the multinomial logistic regression model, 
assuming that the frequencies 𝑛!3" follow a multinomial distribution, then corrected to take into account that 
the dependent variables, 𝑛!3", are not observed but estimated through ecological inference; iii) the residuals 
were standardized dividing by their standard errors, and those outside the confidence intervals were considered 
indicative of the presence of context effects not captured by the explanatory variables. 

Appendix B – Details on the Italian parties, acronyms and party aggregations 

Fratelli d’Italia (FdI) – Right-wing nationalist party, won the 2022 elections, leads the Italian government; 
Partito Democratico (PD) – Centre-left pro-EU party, lead or supported several Italian governments until 
2022; Movimento 5 Stelle (M5S) – Born as an anti-system populist movement, after 2018 it leaded the Italian 
government in alliance first with the Lega and then with the PD;  
Lega – Born as an ethno-regionalist party (Lega Nord), it transformed into a populist right-wing, anti-Europe 
party; Forza Italia (FI) – Centre-right pro-EU party, long in government also led by its founder Berlusconi; 
Others Left (OL) – Includes Alleanza Verdi-Sinistra and others radical left-wing parties; 
Others Centre-Left (OCL) – Includes small moderate Centre-left parties: Italia Viva, Azione and +Europa; 
Others Centre-Right (OCR) – Includes smaller, Centre-right independent parties. 
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Appendix C - Tables and Graphics 

Table C1 – Multinomial logit models for outgoing transitions toward FdI and No vote a 

      Covariates 

 Destination Coeff. Geographic Economics Cultural 

      geog recov skill income unempl educ ksoc eutrust lefttrad 

Transitions FDI b 0 0 -0.25 0 0 0 0.24 0.48 -0.38 
 out of M5S  z   -1.54    1.96 3.06 -2.87 

(% dev. 48.7) No vote b 0.28 0.18 0 0 0 0 0 0.39 0 

  z 1.7 1.32      4.08  

 PD-OCL b 0 0 0 -0.7 -0.42 0 0.44 0 -0.35 

  z    -3.5 -2.51  2.69  -2.10 

 FI-Lega-OCR b -0.19 0 0 0.47 0 -0.33 0.35 0.14 0 
  z -1.48   3.31  -1.94 2.02 1.08  

Transitions FDI b -0.69 -0.86 1.26 -0.53 0 -0.76 0.98 0.43 -0.89 
out of PD  z -1.04 -2 3.15 -1.75  -2.64 3.68 1.45 -3.36 

(% dev. 66.5) No vote b 0.11 0 0 -0.17 0 0 0 0 -0.17 

  z 1.35   -1.64     -1.76 

 M5S-OL b 3.82 3.41 -0.66 -1.11 -1.2 1.89 0 2.44 -0.88 

 
 z 3.02 3.33 -1.65 -1.52 -2.77 2.35  3.25 -2.10 

 OCL b 0 0 0.22 0.33 -0.39 -0.33 0 -0.23 0 

 
 z   1.34 2.23 -3.04 -2.45  -1.39  

 FI-Lega-OCR b 0 6.41 6.25 -6.94 -7.34 5.69 -7.27 -7.63 0 

    z   2.78 2.89 -2.91 -2.73 2.61 -2.68 -3.06   
Transitions FDI b 0 0.21 0 0 0 0.32 0 -0.21 0.30 
out of FI  z  1.36    1.8  -1.14 1.64 

(% dev. 57.6) No vote b 1.41 1.41 0.71 -1.06 -0.79 1.91 -1.35 0 0 

  z 1.46 1.19 1.71 -1.92 -1.44 2.53 -1.82   

 M5S-OL-PD-OCL b 0 0 0.26 -0.37 0.33 0.49 -0.93 0 0 
  z   1 -1.41 1.61 1.56 -2.76   

Transitions FDI b 0 0.44 -0.25 0.55 -0.26 -0.56 0.36 0 0 
out of Lega  z  2.44 -1.82 3.69 -1.46 -2.97 1.83   

(% dev. 51.7) No vote b 0 0.49  0.34 0 -0.67 0.49 0 -0.30 

  z  3.04  1.63  -2.6 2.03  -1.82 

 M5S-OL-PD-OCL b 0 0 0 2.62 -2.11 0.99 1.44 0 0 
    z       2.26 -1.5 1.57 1.48     

Transitions  FDI b 2.04 2.12 0.87 -1.21 -0.58 1.26 -1.79 -0.31 0 

out of No vote  z 3.61 2.58 2.8 -3.09 -1.45 2.68 -3.25 -1.47  
(% dev.62.9) M5S-OL b 0 0 0.83 -0.8 0.74 0.49 -1.12 0 -0.27 

  z   3.1 -2.2 3.34 1.33 -2.94  -1.03 

 PD b 1.22 3.27 -1.23 1.05 -1.21 0 1.57 0.67 -1.17 

  z 1.38 2.1 -1.89 1.59 -1.79  2.09 1.71 -2.64 

 OCL b 1.39 2.22 -0.99 0.5 -0.51 0 0.73 0 0 

  z 2.81 2.68 -2.21 1.27 -1.37  1.84   

 FI-Lega-OCR b 2.15 2.78 0 -0.6 -1.39 0.9 -0.91 0.83 -0.27 

    z 3.16 3.07   -1.84 -2.89 1.74 -1.84 2.74 -1.15 
a Party’s acronyms: see Appendix B 



 18 

Figure C1 – Standardized discrepancies from the base transition models out of FI and M5Sa 

          

                a Party’s acronyms: see Appendix B  

 

 


