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SPSS syntax

SPSS syntax 1

Bivariate analysis — gender and voting behaviour

Nagoya

Filter

Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 3 categories (“In
favour”,
“Against/Abstention”,
“Absent”)
Crosstabulation and Chi?

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded
=3 | Nagoyacoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded =3 | Nagoyacoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY Nagoyacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

RECODE  Nagoyacoded
NagoyaYNAOcoded.
EXECUTE.

(I=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=3) INTO

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY NagoyaYNAOcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID

/COUNT ROUND CELL.
EXECUTE.
CITES USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter_$=(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded

Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 3 categories (“In
favour”,
“Against/Abstention”,
“Absent”)
Crosstabulation and Chi?

=3 | CITEScoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 |
CITEScoded =3 | CITEScoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter $.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY CITEScoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

RECODE CITEScoded
CITESYNAOcoded.
EXECUTE.

(I=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=3) INTO

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY CITESYNAOcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
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/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID

/COUNT ROUND CELL.
Paris USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter $=(Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded =3 |

- Crosstabulation and Chi?

Pariscoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 |
Pariscoded =3 | Pariscoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY Pariscoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID

/COUNT ROUND CELL.
Minamata USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter_$=(Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 |

- Crosstabulation and Chi?

Minamatacoded =3 | Minamatacoded =4).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded =2 |
Minamatacoded =3 | '+
'Minamatacoded =4 (FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY Minamatacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID

/COUNT ROUND CELL.
BBNJ USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter_$=(BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 | BBNJcoded =3 |

- Crosstabulation and Chi?

BBNlJcoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 |
BBNlJcoded =3 | BBNJcoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gendercoded BY BBNJcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.




Bivariate analysis — age and voting behaviour

Nagoya

Filter

Frequencies table of age
(numerical)

Frequencies table of age
group (ordinal)
Descriptive examination
of age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
voting behaviour and age
group (ordinal)

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded
=3 | Nagoyacoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded =3 | Nagoyacoded =4 (FILTER)'".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgeNagoya

/FORMAT=NOTABLE

/NTILES=4

/STATISTICS=STDDEV VARIANCE RANGE MINIMUM MAXIMUM
MEAN MEDIAN MODE

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgegroupNagoya
/STATISTICS=MEDIAN MODE
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

EXAMINE VARIABLES=AgeNagoya BY Nagoyacoded
/PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF
/COMPARE GROUPS
/PERCENTILES(5,10,25,50,75,90,95) HAVERAGE
/STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES
/CINTERVAL 95
/MISSING LISTWISE
/NOTOTAL.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=AgeNagoya BY Nagoyacoded(1 4)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=Nagoyacoded BY AgegroupNagoya(l 9)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

CITES

Filter

Frequencies table of age
(numerical)

Frequencies table of age
group (ordinal)
Descriptive examination
of age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
voting behaviour and age
group (ordinal)

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded
=3 | CITEScoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 |
CITEScoded =3 | CITEScoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgeCITES

/FORMAT=NOTABLE

/NTILES=4

/STATISTICS=STDDEV VARIANCE RANGE MINIMUM MAXIMUM
MEAN MEDIAN MODE

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgegroupCITES
/STATISTICS=MEDIAN MODE
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.




EXAMINE VARIABLES=AgeCITES BY CITEScoded
/PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF
/COMPARE GROUPS
/PERCENTILES(S,10,25,50,75,90,95) HAVERAGE
/STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES
/CINTERVAL 95
/MISSING LISTWISE
/NOTOTAL.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=AgeCITES BY CITEScoded(1 4)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=CITEScoded BY AgegroupCITES(1 9)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

Paris

Filter

Frequencies table of age
(numerical)

Frequencies table of age
group (ordinal)
Descriptive examination
of age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
voting behaviour and age
group (ordinal)

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded =3 |
Pariscoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Pariscoded =
Pariscoded =3 | Pariscoded =4 (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_§.

EXECUTE.

1 | Pariscoded = 2 |

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgeParis

/FORMAT=NOTABLE

/NTILES=4

/STATISTICS=STDDEV VARIANCE RANGE MINIMUM MAXIMUM
MEAN MEDIAN MODE

/HISTOGRAM NORMAL

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgegroupParis
/STATISTICS=MEDIAN MODE
/HISTOGRAM NORMAL
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

EXAMINE VARIABLES=AgeParis BY Pariscoded
/PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF
/COMPARE GROUPS
/PERCENTILES(5,10,25,50,75,90,95) HAVERAGE
/STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES
/CINTERVAL 95
/MISSING LISTWISE
/NOTOTAL.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=AgeParis BY Pariscoded(1 4)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=Pariscoded BY AgegroupParis(1 9)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

Minamata

Filter
Frequencies table of age

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=(Minamatacoded = 1
Minamatacoded =3 | Minamatacoded =4).

| Minamatacoded = 2 |
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(numerical)

Frequencies table of age
group (ordinal)
Descriptive examination
of age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
voting behaviour and age
group (ordinal)

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 |
Minamatacoded =3 | '+
'Minamatacoded =4 (FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgeMinamata

/FORMAT=NOTABLE

/NTILES=4

/STATISTICS=STDDEV VARIANCE RANGE MINIMUM MAXIMUM
MEAN MEDIAN MODE

/HISTOGRAM NORMAL

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgegroupMinamata
/STATISTICS=MEDIAN MODE
/HISTOGRAM NORMAL
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

EXAMINE VARIABLES=AgeMinamata BY Minamatacoded
/PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF
/COMPARE GROUPS
/PERCENTILES(5,10,25,50,75,90,95) HAVERAGE
/STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES
/CINTERVAL 95
/MISSING LISTWISE
/NOTOTAL.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=AgeMinamata BY Minamatacoded(1 4)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=Minamatacoded BY AgegroupMinamata(l 9)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

BBNJ

Filter

Frequencies table of age
(numerical)

Frequencies table of age
group (ordinal)
Descriptive examination
of age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
age (numerical) and
voting behaviour
Kruskall-Wallis test for
voting behaviour and age

group (ordinal)
Non-parametric test of
age (numerical) and

voting behaviour
Non-parametric test of
age group (ordinal) and

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_ $=(BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 | BBNJcoded =3 |
BBNIJcoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $§ 'BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 |
BBNJcoded =3 | BBNJcoded =4 (FILTER)".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgeBBNJ

/FORMAT=NOTABLE

/NTILES=4

/STATISTICS=STDDEV VARIANCE RANGE MINIMUM MAXIMUM
MEAN MEDIAN MODE

/HISTOGRAM NORMAL

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=AgegroupBBNJ
/STATISTICS=MEDIAN MODE
/HISTOGRAM NORMAL
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.
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voting behaviour

EXAMINE VARIABLES=AgeBBNJ BY BBNJcoded
/PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF
/COMPARE GROUPS
/PERCENTILES(S,10,25,50,75,90,95) HAVERAGE
/STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES
/CINTERVAL 95
/MISSING LISTWISE
/NOTOTAL.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=AgeBBNJ BY BBNJcoded(1 4)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

NPAR TESTS
/K-W=BBNlJcoded BY AgegroupBBNIJ(1 9)
/MISSING ANALYSIS.

*Nonparametric Tests: Independent Samples.
NPTESTS
/INDEPENDENT  TEST (AgeBBNJ) GROUP  (BBNlcoded)
KRUSKAL WALLIS(COMPARE=PAIRWISE)
/MISSING SCOPE=ANALY SIS USERMISSING=EXCLUDE
/CRITERIA ALPHA=0.05 CILEVEL=95.

*Nonparametric Tests: Independent Samples.
NPTESTS
/INDEPENDENT TEST (AgegroupBBNJ) GROUP (BBNJcoded)
KRUSKAL WALLIS(COMPARE=PAIRWISE)
/MISSING SCOPE=ANALY SIS USERMISSING=EXCLUDE
/CRITERIA ALPHA=0.05 CILEVEL=95.

Bivariate analysis — Member State and voting behaviour

Nagoya
- Filter

- Frequencies table of

Member States

- Crosstabulation and Chi?

- Graph of
behaviour
Member States

voting
across

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded
=3 | Nagoyacoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $§ 'Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded =3 | Nagoyacoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'".

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Countrycoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Nagoyacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Countrycoded BY Nagoyacoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.
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CITES USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter_$=(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded
_ . =3 | CITEScoded =4).
ﬁggﬁg’;ﬁ;es table  of |\ RIABLE LABELS filter § 'CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 |
. . CITEScoded =3 | CITEScoded =4 (FILTER)'.
- Crosstabulation and Chi® | yAL UE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
- Graph of voting | FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
behaviour across | FILTER BY filter_S$.
Member States EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Countrycoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.
CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY CITEScoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Countrycoded BY CITEScoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.
Paris USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter_$=(Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded =3 |
) . Pariscoded =4).
Eg;ﬁ:;cgz tes table  of VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 |
. . Pariscoded =3 | Pariscoded =4 (FILTER)'.
- Crosstabulation and Chi* | yA[ UE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
- Graph of voting | FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
behaviour across | FILTER BY filter_$.
Member States EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Countrycoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.
CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Pariscoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Countrycoded BY Pariscoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.
Minamata USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter_$=(Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 |
. Minamatacoded =3 | Minamatacoded =4).
- Frequencies  table of VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded =2 |
Member States . 2
] . Minamatacoded =3 | '+
- Crosstabulatlon and (:hl2 'Minamatacoded =4 (FILTER)‘
- Graph of voting | VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
behaviour across | FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
Member States FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Countrycoded
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/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Minamatacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Countrycoded BY Minamatacoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

BBNJ

Filter
Frequencies
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Graph of voting
behaviour across
Member States

table of

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_ $=(BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 | BBNJcoded =3 |
BBNlJcoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 |
BBNlJcoded =3 | BBNJcoded =4 (FILTER)'".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Countrycoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY BBNJcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Countrycoded BY BBNJcoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

Bivariate analysis — political group and voting behaviour

Nagoya

- Filter

- Crosstabulation of
political  group  and
voting behaviour

- Frequencies table of

political groups
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 2 categories (In
favour, Not in favour)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Compute voting
behaviours
independently

Means table of voting
behaviour and political

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded
=3 | Nagoyacoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded =3 | Nagoyacoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Nagoyacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/CELLS=COUNT
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Politicalgroupcoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
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groups /TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Nagoyacoded
- Aggregate independent /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA

voting behaviours
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID

- Compute  Agreement | -6 NT ROUND CELL.
Index
- Graph  of  voting | RECODE Nagoyacoded (1=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=2) INTO Nagoya_2cat.
behaviour across | VARIABLE LABELS Nagoya 2cat 'Nagoya 2 categories'.
political groups VALUE LABELS Nagoya 2cat 1 'In favour' 2 'Not in favour'.
EXECUTE.
CROSSTABS

/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Nagoya 2cat
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

COMPUTE Nagoya_infavour=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Nagoyacoded=1) Nagoya infavour=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE Nagoya_against=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Nagoyacoded=2) Nagoya against=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE Nagoya_abstention=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Nagoyacoded=3) Nagoya abstention=1.
EXECUTE.

MEANS TABLES=Nagoyacoded BY Politicalgroupcoded
/CELLS COUNT.

AGGREGATE
/OUTFILE=* MODE=ADDVARIABLES
/BREAK=Politicalgroupcoded
/n_infavour=SUM(Nagoya_infavour)
/n_against=SUM(Nagoya_against)
/n_abstention=SUM(Nagoya_abstention).

COMPUTE AI = ABS(n infavour - n against - n_abstention) /
(n_infavour + n_against + n_abstention).
EXECUTE.

GRAPH
/BAR(STACKED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded
/PANEL COLVAR=Nagoyacoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded BY Nagoyacoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

. .. USE ALL.

- Filter _ ]73 FD  (political COMPUTE filter $=((Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
group =7) ) Y Nagoyacoded = 3 | Nagoyacoded = 4) &

- Crosstabulation and Chi (Politicalgroupcoded = 7)).
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for EFD

Frequencies table for
EFD characteristics
Filter EFD (political

group = 7) In favour
(voting behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for
EFD In favour
characteristics

Filter NI (political group
=11)

Frequencies table for NI
characteristics

Filter NI (political group
= 11) In favour (voting
behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for NI
In favour characteristics

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded = 3 | Nagoyacoded = 4) & (Politicalgroupcoded = 7)
(FILTER).

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Nagoyacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupNagoya
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 7) & (Nagoyacoded = 1)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter_$ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 7) & (Nagoyacoded
=1) (FILTER)".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupNagoya
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Nagoyacoded =1 |
Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded = 3 | Nagoyacoded = 4)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &
(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded = 3 | Nagoyacoded =
4) (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupNagoya
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Nagoyacoded = 1)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $§ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &
(Nagoyacoded = 1) (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupNagoya
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender
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CITES

- Filter

- Crosstabulation of
political  group  and
voting behaviour

- Frequencies table of

political groups
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 2 categories (In
favour, Not in favour)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Compute voting
behaviours
independently

Means table of voting
behaviour and political
groups

Aggregate  independent
voting behaviours
Compute Agreement
Index

Graph of voting
behaviour across

political groups

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded
=3 | CITEScoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 |
CITEScoded =3 | CITEScoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter $.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY CITEScoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/CELLS=COUNT
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Politicalgroupcoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY CITEScoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

RECODE CITEScoded (1=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=2) INTO CITES _2cat.
VARIABLE LABELS CITES 2cat 'CITES 2 categories'.

VALUE LABELS CITES 2cat 1 'In favour' 2 'Not in favour'.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY CITES 2cat
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

COMPUTE CITES _infavour=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (CITEScoded=1) CITES infavour=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE CITES against=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (CITEScoded=2) CITES against=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE CITES_abstention=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (CITEScoded=3) CITES_abstention=1.
EXECUTE.

MEANS TABLES=CITEScoded BY Politicalgroupcoded
/CELLS COUNT.

AGGREGATE
/OUTFILE=* MODE=ADDVARIABLES
/BREAK=Politicalgroupcoded
/Cln_infavour=SUM(CITES infavour)
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Filter EFDD (political
group =9)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for EFDD
Frequencies table
EFDD characteristics
Filter EFDD (political
group = 9) Against
(voting behaviour = 2)
Frequencies table for
EFDD Against
characteristics

for

Filter NI (political group
=11)

Frequencies table for NI
characteristics

Filter NI (political group
= 11) In favour (voting
behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for NI
In favour characteristics

/CIn_against=SUM(CITES_against)
/CIn_abstention=SUM(CITES abstention).

COMPUTE AI CITES = ABS(CIn infavour - CIn against -
CIn_abstention) / (Cln_infavour + CIn_against + CIn_abstention).
EXECUTE.

GRAPH
/BAR(STACKED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded
/PANEL COLVAR=CITEScoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded BY CITEScoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (CITEScoded = 1 |
CITEScoded =2 | CITEScoded = 3 | CITEScoded = 4)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (CITEScoded
=1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded = 3 | CITEScoded = 4) (FILTER)".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_§.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY CITEScoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupCITES
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (CITEScoded = 2)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter_$ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (CITEScoded
=2) (FILTER)'

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupCITES
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (CITEScoded = 1 |
CITEScoded =2 | CITEScoded = 3 | CITEScoded = 4)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &
(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded = 3 | CITEScoded = 4)
(FILTER).

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter $.

EXECUTE.
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Filter NI (political group
= 11) Against (voting
behaviour = 2)
Frequencies table for NI
Against characteristics

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupCITES
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (CITEScoded = 1)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &
(CITEScoded = 1) (FILTER)'".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupCITES
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (CITEScoded = 2)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &
(CITEScoded = 2) (FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupCITES

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

Paris

- Filter

- Crosstabulation of
political  group  and
voting behaviour

- Frequencies table of

political groups
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 2 categories (In
favour, Not in favour)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Compute voting
behaviours
independently

Means table of voting
behaviour and political
groups

Aggregate  independent
voting behaviours
Compute Agreement
Index

Graph of voting
behaviour across

political groups

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded =3 |
Pariscoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Pariscoded =
Pariscoded =3 | Pariscoded =4 (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

1 | Pariscoded = 2 |

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Pariscoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/CELLS=COUNT
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Politicalgroupcoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Pariscoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

RECODE Pariscoded (1=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=2) INTO Paris_2cat.
VARIABLE LABELS Paris 2cat 'Paris 2 categories'.
VALUE LABELS Paris_2cat 1 'In favour' 2 'Not in favour'.
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Filter EFDD (political
group = 9)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for EFDD
Frequencies table
EFDD characteristics
Filter EFDD (political
group = 9) Against
(voting behaviour = 2)
Frequencies table for
EFDD Against

for

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Paris 2cat
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

COMPUTE Paris_infavour=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Pariscoded=1) Paris_infavour=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE Paris_against=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Pariscoded=2) Paris_against=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE Paris_abstention=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Pariscoded=3) Paris_abstention=1.
EXECUTE.

MEANS TABLES=Pariscoded BY Politicalgroupcoded
/CELLS COUNT.

AGGREGATE
/OUTFILE=* MODE=ADDVARIABLES
/BREAK=Politicalgroupcoded
/PAn_infavour=SUM(Paris_infavour)
/PAn_against=SUM(Paris_against)
/PAn_abstention=SUM(Paris_abstention).

COMPUTE Al Paris = ABS(PAn_infavour - PAn against -
PAn_abstention) / (PAn_infavour + PAn_against + PAn_abstention).
EXECUTE.

GRAPH
/BAR(STACKED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded
/PANEL COLVAR=Pariscoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded BY Pariscoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (Pariscoded = 1 |
Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded = 3 | Pariscoded = 4)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (Pariscoded =
1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded = 3 | Pariscoded = 4) (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Pariscoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
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characteristics

Filter NI (political group
=11)

Frequencies table for NI
characteristics

Filter NI (political group
= 11) In favour (voting
behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for NI
In favour characteristics

/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupParis
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (Pariscoded = 2)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (Pariscoded =
2) (FILTERY).
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupParis

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Pariscoded = 1 |
Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded = 3 | Pariscoded = 4)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Pariscoded
=1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded = 3 | Pariscoded = 4) (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupParis

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Pariscoded = 1)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Pariscoded
=1) (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender
AgegroupParis
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.
Minamata USE ALL.
- Filter COMPUTE filter $=(Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 |
. Minamatacoded =3 | Minamatacoded =4).
- 1 f
Cro.s.s tabulation N VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded =2 |
pol%tlcal group and Minamatacoded =3 | '+
voting be.haV10ur 'Minamatacoded =4 (FILTER)'".
- Frequencies table of | VALUE LABELS filter_$ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

political groups
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 2 categories (In
favour, Not in favour)

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
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Crosstabulation and Chi?
Compute voting
behaviours
independently

Means table of voting
behaviour and political
groups

Aggregate  independent
voting behaviours
Compute Agreement
Index

Graph of voting
behaviour across

political groups

/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Minamatacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES

/CELLS=COUNT

/COUNT ROUND CELL.

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Politicalgroupcoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Minamatacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

RECODE Minamatacoded (1=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=2) INTO Minamata 2cat.
VARIABLE LABELS Minamata 2cat 'Minamata 2 categories'.

VALUE LABELS Minamata 2cat 1 'In favour' 2 'Not in favour'.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Minamata 2cat
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

COMPUTE Minamata_infavour=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Minamatacoded=1) Minamata_infavour=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE Minamata_against=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Minamatacoded=2) Minamata_ against=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE Minamata_abstention=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (Minamatacoded=3) Minamata_abstention=1.
EXECUTE.

MEANS TABLES=Minamatacoded BY Politicalgroupcoded
/CELLS COUNT.

AGGREGATE
/OUTFILE=* MODE=ADDVARIABLES
/BREAK=Politicalgroupcoded
/MIn_infavour=SUM(Minamata_infavour)
/MIn_against=SUM(Minamata_against)
/MIn_abstention=SUM(Minamata_abstention).

COMPUTE AI Minamata = ABS(MIn infavour - MIn_ against -
Mlin_abstention) / (MIn_infavour + MIn_against + MIn_abstention).
EXECUTE.

GRAPH
/BAR(STACKED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded
/PANEL COLVAR=Minamatacoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.
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Filter =~ ENF
group = 8)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for ENF
Frequencies table
ENF characteristics
Filter ENF (political
group = 8) Against
(voting behaviour = 2)
Frequencies table for
ENF Against
characteristics

(political

for

Filter EFDD (political
group =9)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for EFDD
Frequencies table
EFDD characteristics
Filter EFDD (political
group = 9) In favour
(voting behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for
EFDD In favour
characteristics

for

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded BY Minamatacoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 8) & (Minamatacoded = 1 |
Minamatacoded = 2 | Minamatacoded = 3 | Minamatacoded = 4)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter § ‘'(Politicalgroupcoded = 8) &
(Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 | Minamatacoded = 3 |
Minamatacoded = 4) (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Minamatacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupMinamata
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 8) & (Minamatacoded = 2)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 8) &
(Minamatacoded = 2) (FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter_$ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupMinamata

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (Minamatacoded = 1 |
Minamatacoded = 2 | Minamatacoded = 3 | Minamatacoded = 4)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $§ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 9) &
(Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 | Minamatacoded = 3 |
Minamatacoded = 4) (FILTER)'".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY Minamatacoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupMinamata

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender
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Filter NI (political group
=11)

Frequencies table for NI
characteristics

Filter NI (political group
= 11) In favour (voting
behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for NI
In favour characteristics

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 9) & (Minamatacoded = 1)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter § '(Politicalgroupcoded = 9) &
(Minamatacoded = 1) (FILTER)'".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupMinamata
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Minamatacoded = 1 |
Minamatacoded = 2 | Minamatacoded = 3 | Minamatacoded = 4)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &
(Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 | Minamatacoded = 3 |
Minamatacoded = 4) (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupMinamata
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (Minamatacoded =
1)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $
(Minamatacoded = 1) (FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

'(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) &

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupMinamata
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

BBNJ

- Filter

- Crosstabulation of
political ~ group  and
voting behaviour

- Frequencies table of

political groups
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Recode voting behaviour
into 2 categories (In
favour, Not in favour)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
Compute voting
behaviours

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 | BBNJcoded =3 |
BBNlJcoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 |
BBNlJcoded =3 | BBNJcoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY BBNJcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/CELLS=COUNT
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
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independently

Means table of voting
behaviour and political
groups

Aggregate  independent
voting behaviours
Compute Agreement
Index

Graph of voting
behaviour across

political groups

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=Politicalgroupcoded
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY BBNJcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

RECODE BBNJcoded (1=1) (2=2) (3=2) (4=2) INTO BBNJ 2cat.
VARIABLE LABELS BBNJ 2cat 'BBNIJ 2 categories'.

VALUE LABELS BBNJ 2cat 1 'In favour' 2 'Not in favour'.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY BBNJ 2cat
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ CC PHI LAMBDA
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

COMPUTE BBNIJ infavour=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (BBNJcoded=1) BBNIJ infavour=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE BBNIJ_against=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (BBNJcoded=2) BBNJ against=1.
EXECUTE.

COMPUTE BBNJ_abstention=0.
EXECUTE.

IF (BBNJcoded=3) BBNJ abstention=I.
EXECUTE.

MEANS TABLES=BBNIJcoded BY Politicalgroupcoded
/CELLS COUNT.

AGGREGATE
/OUTFILE=* MODE=ADDVARIABLES
/BREAK=Politicalgroupcoded
/BBn_infavour=SUM(BBNIJ _infavour)
/BBn_against=SUM(BBNJ against)
/BBn_abstention=SUM(BBNIJ abstention).

COMPUTE AI BBNJ = ABS(BBn_infavour - BBn_against
BBn_abstention) / (BBn_infavour + BBn_against + BBn_abstention).
EXECUTE.

GRAPH
/BAR(STACKED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded
/PANEL COLVAR=BBNIJcoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

GRAPH
/BAR(GROUPED)=PCT BY Politicalgroupcoded BY BBNJcoded
/MISSING=LISTWISE.
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Filter ECR
group = 5)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for ECR

(political

Frequencies table for
ECR characteristics
Filter ECR (political

group = 5) Abstention
(voting behaviour = 3)

Frequencies table for
ECR Abstention
characteristics

Filter ID (political group
=10)

Crosstabulation and Chi?
for ID

Frequencies table for ID
characteristics

Filter ID (political group
= 10) Against (voting
behaviour = 2)
Frequencies table for ID
Against characteristics

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 5) & (BBNJcoded = 1 |
BBNJcoded =2 | BBNJcoded = 3 | BBNJcoded = 4)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter_$ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 5) & (BBNJcoded
=1 | BBNJcoded =2 | BBNJcoded = 3 | BBNJcoded = 4) (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter $.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY BBNJcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupBBNJ
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 5) & (BBNJcoded = 3)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 5) & (BBNJcoded
=3) (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupBBNJ

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 10) & (BBNJcoded = 1 |
BBNJcoded =2 | BBNJcoded = 3 | BBNJcoded = 4)).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 10) & (BBNJcoded
=1 |BBNJcoded =2 | BBNJcoded = 3 | BBNJcoded = 4) (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Countrycoded BY BBNJcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT EXPECTED ROW ASRESID
/COUNT ROUND CELL.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupBBNJ
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 10) & (BBNJcoded = 2)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter_$ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 10) & (BBNJcoded
=2) (FILTER)'

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected".
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Filter NI (political group
=11)

Frequencies table for NI
characteristics

Filter NI (political group
= 11) In favour (voting
behaviour = 1)
Frequencies table for NI
In favour characteristics

FORMIATS filter_$ (1.0).
FILTER BY filter $.
EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupBBNJ
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (BBNJcoded = 1 |
BBNJcoded =2 | BBNJcoded = 3 | BBNJcoded = 4)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (BBNJcoded
=1 |BBNJcoded =2 | BBNJcoded =3 | BBNJcoded = 4) (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.
FREQUENCIES Gender
AgegroupBBNJ

/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=((Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (BBNJcoded = 1)).
VARIABLE LABELS filter_$ '(Politicalgroupcoded = 11) & (BBNJcoded
=1) (FILTER)".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

FREQUENCIES
AgegroupBBNJ
/ORDER=ANALYSIS.

VARIABLES=Countryofrepresentation Gender

Multivariate analysis — Multinomial logistic regression

Nagoya

Filter

Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups
Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States and
political groups

regression

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded
=3 | Nagoyacoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded =3 | Nagoyacoded =4 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 'Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter $.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
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(complete model)

Filter voting behaviours
(In  favour, Against,
Abstention)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups
Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States  and

regression

/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupNagoya

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupNagoya Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIT IC.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupNagoya Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter_$=(Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 | Nagoyacoded
=3).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $§ 'Nagoyacoded = 1 | Nagoyacoded = 2 |
Nagoyacoded = 3 (FILTER)'.

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §$.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
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political
(complete model)

groups

/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupNagoya

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupNagoya Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIT IC.

NOMREG Nagoyacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupNagoya Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

CITES

Filter

Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups
Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States  and
political groups
(complete model)

regression

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded
=3 | CITEScoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 |
CITEScoded =3 | CITEScoded =4 (FILTER)'".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter $.

EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
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Filter voting behaviours
(In  favour, Against,
Abstention)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups
Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States  and

regression

/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupCITES

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupCITES Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIT IC.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupCITES Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=(CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 | CITEScoded =
3).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'CITEScoded = 1 | CITEScoded = 2 |
CITEScoded = 3 '+
'(FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
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political
(complete model)

groups

/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupCITES

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupCITES Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG CITEScoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupCITES Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

Paris

Paris

Filter

Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups
Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States  and

regression

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded =3 |
Pariscoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'Pariscoded =
Pariscoded =3 | Pariscoded =4 (FILTER)'.
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter_$.

EXECUTE.

1 | Pariscoded = 2 |

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
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political groups
(complete model)
Adjusted  multinomial

regression for complete
model

Filter voting behaviours
(In  favour, Against,
Abstention)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups

Multinomial regression

/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0.5) MXITER (200) MXSTEP (10)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=(Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 | Pariscoded = 3).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $§ 'Pariscoded = 1 | Pariscoded = 2 |
Pariscoded =3 '+
'(FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
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for gender

Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States and
political groups
(complete model)

/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Pariscoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupParis Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

Minamata

Filter
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups
Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial

regression

regression

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=(Minamatacoded = 1
Minamatacoded =3 | Minamatacoded =4).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded =2 |
Minamatacoded =3 | '+

'Minamatacoded =4 (FILTER)'".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter_$.
EXECUTE.

| Minamatacoded = 2 |

CROSSTABS
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for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States and
political groups
(complete model)

Filter voting behaviours
(In  favour, Against,
Abstention)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups

/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI

/CELLS=COUNT ROW

/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupMinamata

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupMinamata Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupMinamata Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=(Minamatacoded = 1
Minamatacoded = 3).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'Minamatacoded = 1 | Minamatacoded = 2 |
Minamatacoded = 3 '+
(FILTER).
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter $.
EXECUTE.

| Minamatacoded = 2 |
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Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States  and
political groups
(complete model)

regression

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupMinamata

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupMinamata Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG Minamatacoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupMinamata Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

BBNJ

Filter

Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups

Multinomial regression

USE ALL.

COMPUTE filter $=(BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 | BBNJcoded =3 |
BBNlJcoded =4).

VARIABLE LABELS filter § 'BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 |
BBNJcoded =3 | BBNJcoded =4 (FILTER)".

VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.

FORMATS filter_$ (f1.0).

FILTER BY filter §$.

EXECUTE.
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for gender

Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States and
political groups
(complete model)

Filter voting behaviours
(In  favour, Against,
Abstention)
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for political groups and
Member States
Crosstabulation and Chi?
for gender and political
groups

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupBBNJ

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupBBNJ Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupBBNJ Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

USE ALL.
COMPUTE filter $=(BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 | BBNJcoded = 3).
VARIABLE LABELS filter $ 'BBNJcoded = 1 | BBNJcoded = 2 |
BBNlJcoded =3 '+
'(FILTER)".
VALUE LABELS filter $ 0 Not Selected' 1 'Selected'.
FORMATS filter $ (f1.0).
FILTER BY filter $.
EXECUTE.
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Multinomial
for gender
Multinomial regression
for gender and age group
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group and
Member States
Multinomial regression
for gender, age group,
Member  States  and
political groups
(complete model)

regression

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Politicalgroupcoded BY Countrycoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

CROSSTABS
/TABLES=Gender BY Politicalgroupcoded
/FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES
/STATISTICS=CHISQ PHI
/CELLS=COUNT ROW
/COUNT ROUND CELL.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupBBNJ

JCRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupBBNJ Countryofrepresentation

/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)

/MODEL

/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE

/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFI IC.

NOMREG BBNJcoded (BASE=FIRST ORDER=ASCENDING) BY
Gender AgegroupBBNJ Countryofrepresentation Politicalgroupcoded
/CRITERIA CIN(95) DELTA (0) MXITER (100) MXSTEP (5)
LCONVERGE (0) PCONVERGE(0.000001) SINGULAR(0.00000001)
/MODEL
/INTERCEPT=INCLUDE
/PRINT=CLASSTABLE FIT PARAMETER SUMMARY LRT CPS
MFIIC.
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SPSS output

SPSS Output 1

Bivariate analysis - gender and voting behaviour

TABLE 1.1.1. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * NAGOYA

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Walid Missing Total
M Fercent I Fercent I Fercent
Gender (coded) * Magoya 765 100,0% 0 0,0% filils 100,0%
(coded)
Gender (coded) * Nagoya (coded) Crosstabulation
Magoya (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
Gender (coded) 1 Count 412 9 g 60 489
Expected Count 414 9 T 6,4 60,1 4890
% within Gender (coded) 234 3% 1,8% 1,6% 12,3% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -6 8 1.1 0
2 Count 237 3 2 34 276
Expected Count 2341 43 36 339 276,0
% within Gender (coded) 859% 1,1% 0,7% 12,3% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual B -8 -1.1 0
Total Count 49 12 10 g4 765
Expected Count 6490 12,0 10,0 940 7650
% within Gender (coded) 24 8% 1,6% 1,3% 12,3% 100,0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Walue df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 18142 3 612 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 1,961 3 581 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 103 1 748 Yalue Significance
Association
e — o Mominal by Mominal  Phi 049 612
a. 2 cells (25,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum Cramer's V 049 612
expectad countis 3 61. M ofWalid Cases TGS
TABLE 1.1.2. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * NAGOYA(3CAT)
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total
M FPercent M FPercent M FPercent
Gender (coded) * 765 100,0% a 0,0% TGS 100,0%

Magoya¥MNAOcoded
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Gender (coded) * NagoyaYNAOcoded Crosstabulation

Magoya¥MACcoded
1,00 2,00 3,00 Total

Gender (coded) 1 Count 412 17 60 4849
Expected Count 4149 141 60,1 48480
% within Gender (coded) 84,3% 3,5% 12,3% 100,0%

Adjusted Residual -G 1,3 A
2 Count 237 5 34 276
Expected Count 2341 74 334 276,0
% within Gender (coded) 85,9% 1,8% 12,3% 100,0%

Adjusted Residual i3] -1,3 0
Total Count 649 22 a4 TE5
Expected Count 6490 220 94,0 7650
% within Gender (coded) 84,8% 2,9% 12,3% 100,0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Value of (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 1,755° 2 416 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 1,883 2 ;390 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 0a7 1 755 Walue Significance
Associa.tion Mominal by Mominal  Phi 048 A6
N of Valid Cases 765
a. 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum O Ll e
expected countis 7,94, M of Yalid Cases 765
TABLE 1.2. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * CITES
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
M Fercent M Fercent M Fercent
Gender (coded) * CITES 751 100,0% 0 0,0% [} 100,0%
(coded)
Gender (coded) * CITES (coded) Crosstabulation
CITES (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
Gender (coded) 1 Count 398 41 1 36 476
Expected Count 406,3 38,0 B A 476,0
% within Gender (coded) 83 6% B,6% 0,2% 7.6% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -1.8 ] 8 14
2 Count 243 19 ] 13 275
Expected Count 2347 22,0 4 174 2750
% within Gender (coded) 88.4% 6,9% 0,0% 4 7% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 1.8 -8 -8 -1.5
Total Count 641 60 1 49 751
Expected Count G41,0 60,0 1.0 490 7510
% within Gender (coded) 85 4% B.0% 0,1% 6,5% 100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance
Value of (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 38207 3 282 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 4273 3 233 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 3,307 1 069 Walue Significance
Association Nominal by Nominal Phi 071 282
M of Valid Cases 751 arminathy Harmne : : : '
a. 2 cells (25,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum Cramers v 071 282
expected countis 37 M of Yalid Cases 751

TABLE 1.2.2. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * CITES(3CAT)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
I Fercent I Fercent I Fercent
Gender (coded) * 751 100,0% i] 0,0% a1 100,0%

CITESYMACCoded

Gender (coded) * CITESYNAOcoded Crosstabulation

CITESYMNAODcoded
1,00 2,00 3,00 Tuatal
Gender (coded) 1 Count 348 42 36 476
Expected Count 4063 38,7 KA 4760
% within Gender (coded) 33,6% 3,8% 7,6% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -1,8 | 15
2 Count 243 149 13 2756
Expected Count 23477 223 1748 2750
% within Gender (coded) a38,4% G,9% 4 7% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 1.8 -4 -1.5
Total Count G41 61 49 781
Expected Count 641.0 61,0 490 761,0
% within Gender (coded) g25,4% 23.1% 6, 5% 100,0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value of (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 3,3965 2 183 Svmmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 3,510 2 172 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 3,368 1 066 Walue Significance
Association - - -
N ofValid Cases 751 Mominal by Mominal  Phi . i 183
a. 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum O LT e
expected countis 17 94, M ofValid Cases 751
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TABLE 1.3. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * PARIS

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Walid Missing Total
I Percent I Percent I Percent
Gender (coded) * Paris 751 100,0% 1] 0,0% 751 100,0%
(coded)
Gender (coded) * Paris (coded) Crosstabulation
Paris (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
Gender (coded) 1 Count an 32 22 48 473
Expected Count 3836 23,9 202 453 4730
% within Gender (coded) 78.4% 6,8% 4 7% 10,1% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -24 28 7 ¥
2 Count 238 6 10 24 278
Expected Count 2264 141 11,8 26,7 2780
% within Gender (coded) 856% 2,2% 3,6% 86% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 24 -2.8 -7 -7
Total Count 609 38 32 72 751
Expected Count 6090 380 32,0 72,0 751,0
% within Gender (coded) 81,1% 51% 4 3% 96% 100,0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value of (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 9,332% 3 028 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 10,362 3 016 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 2,451 1 A7 Walue Significance
Associa.tion Mominal by Mominal  Phi A1 025
N of Valid Cases 751
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimurm O A —
expected countis 11,85 M ofValid Cases 751
TABLE 1.4. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * MINAMATA
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total
I Percent I Percent I Percent
Gender (coded) * 750 100,0% 1] 0,0% 750 100,0%

Minamata (coded)
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Gender (coded) * Minamata (coded) Crosstabulation

Minamata (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Gender (coded) 1 Count 376 12 15 69 472
Expected Count 33z 126 13,2 730 4720
% within Gender (coded) 79.7% 2.5% 3,2% 14 6% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual ] -3 8 -8
2 Count 217 8 ] a7 278
Expected Count 219.8 74 7.8 430 278.0
% within Gender (coded) 781% 2,9% 2,2% 16.9% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -5 ] -8 8
Total Count 593 20 21 116 750
Expected Count 5830 20,0 21,0 116,0 750,0
% within Gender (coded) 791% 2.7% 2,8% 155% 100,0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Sguare 1,372% 3 712 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratin 1,300 3 708 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 378 1 538 Value Significance
Association
e e Mominal by Mominal — Phi 043 012
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum ~CEECE Ll i
expected countis 7,41 M of Valid Cases Ta0
TABLE 1.5. CROSSTABULATION GENDER * BBNJ
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total
I Percent I Percent I Percent
Gender (coded) * BBMJ 705 100,0% 0 0,0% 705 100,0%
(coded)
Gender (coded) * BENJ (coded) Crosstabulation
BBMJ (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
Gender (coded) 1 Count 325 23 26 a1 425
Expected Count 3358 205 235 4572 4250
% within Gender (coded) 76.5% 5,4% 6,1% 12.0% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -20 R R 14
2 Count 232 11 13 24 280
Expected Count 2212 135 15,5 298 280,0
% within Gender (coded) 82 9% 3,9% 4 6% 8.6% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 20 -4 -8 -1.4
Total Count 557 34 39 75 705
Expected Count 5570 340 39,0 750 7050
% within Gender (coded) 79.0% 4 8% 5,5% 10,6% 100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Sguare 41707 244
Likelihood Ratio 4,251 236
Linear-by-Linear 3,657 056
Association
N of Valid Cases 705

Ssymmetric Measures

Approximate

a. 0 cells {,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum

expected countis 13,50,

Walue Significance
Mominal by Mominal — Phi 077 244
Cramer's o7 244
M ofValid Cases 705
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Bivariate analysis - age and voting behaviour

TABLE 2.1.1 FREQUENCIES AGE NAGOYA

Statistics

Age Magoya
] Walid 765

Missing 0
Mean 556,04
Median 56,00
Mode 61
Std. Deviation 10,686
Variance 1141487
Range G0
Minirmurm 26
Maximum 1]
Percentiles 25 43,00

a0 56,00

75 63,00

TABLE 2.1.2. FREQUENCIES AGEGROUP NAGOYA

Age group Nagoya

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Percent Fercent
Valid 1 8 1,0 1,0 1.0
2 25 3,3 3,3 43
3 52 6,8 6,8 11,1
4 58 [ [ 18,8
Statistics 5 107 14,0 14,0 32,8
Age group Nagoya ] 114 14,9 14,9 47 7
N Valid 765 7 138 18,2 18,2 65,9
Missing 0 a8 134 17,5 17,5 834
Median 7,00 g 127 16,6 16,6 100,0
Mode 7 Total 765 100,0 100,0
TABLE 2.1.3. EXPLORE AGE*NAGOYA
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Yalid Missing Total

Magoya (coded) M Fercent I Fercent M Fercent

Age Magoya 1 649 100,0% 1] 0,0% G458 100,0%
2 12 100,0% ] 0,0% 12 100,0%

3 10 100,0% 1] 0,0% 10 100,0%

4 94 100,0% 1] 0,0% 94 100,0%
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Descriptives

Magoya (coded) Statistic Stil. Error
Age Magoya 1 Mean 04 .87 A3
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 5416
Mean Upper Bound 556,78
5% Trimmed Mean 55,09
Median 56,00
Yariance 110,679
Std. Deviation 10,516
Minimum 28
Maximum =13
Range a8
Interquartile Range 18
Skewness - 218 096
Kurtosis -,382 182
2 Mean 56,50 4100
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 47 48
Mean Upper Bound 65,52
5% Trimmed Mean 56,50
Median 67,00
Yariance 201,727
Std. Deviation 14,203
Minimum 33
Maximum 20
Range 47
Interquartile Range 23
Skewness -,.050 637
Kurtosis -1,020 1,232
3 Mean 58,50 4,789
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 47 64
Mean Upper Bound 69,36
A% Trimmed Mean £8,83
Median 61,00
Wariance 230,278
Std. Deviation 16175
Minimum 26
Maximum 85
Range A9
Intergquartile Range 12
Skewness - 696 JBBT
Kurtosis 2,438 1,334
4 Mean 5489 1,129
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 52,75
Mean Upper Bound 57,23
5% Trimmed Mean 55,09
Median 87,00
Yariance 115,903
Std. Deviation 10,950
Minimum 30
Maximum a1
Range a1
Interquartile Range 18
Skewness -,243 2449
Kurtosis =323 483
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Percentiles

Percentiles
Magoya (coded) 5 10 25 50 75 a0 g5
Weighted Average Age Nagoya 1 36,50 40,00 48,00 56,00 62,50 £8,00 71,00
(Definition 1) 2 33,00 3540 4450 57,00 6775 77.00
3 26,00 27,90 52,50 61,00 §4,50 83,10 .
4 35,75 38,00 47,75 57,00 3,00 8,00 72,25
Tukey's Hinges Age Nagoya 1 4800 56,00 62,00
2 46,00 57,00 67,50
3 55,00 61,00 64,00
4 4300 57,00 63,00
1357
g D628
1610
80
o
3" 60
[=1]
L]
p-d
[1]
o
<
40
2385
*
20
1 2 3
Nagoya (coded)
TABLE 2.1.4. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST NAGOYA*AGE
Test Statistics™”
Ranks Age Magoya
Nagoya (coded) N Mean Rank  “yryskal-wallis H 1,504
Age Magoya 1 6449 381,34
2 12 413,38 Asymp. Sig.
3 10 460,75 a. Kruskal Wallis Test
4 94 382,34 . Grouping Variable:
Total 765 Magoya (coded)
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TABLE 2.1.5. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST AGEGROUP*NAGOYA

Ranks
Age group Magaoya I Mean Rank
Magoya (coded) 1 g 416 88
2 25 38544
3 52 393,11
4 59 368 67
4 107 37472
B 114 38322
i 139 38408
=) 134 375,37
g 127 396,56
Total 765

Test Statistics™”

Magoya

(coded)
Kruskal-wWallis H 3,457
df 8
Asymp. Sig. 803

TABLE 2.2.1 FREQUENCIES AGE CITES

Statistics

Age CITES
I Yalid 7a1

Missing ]
Mean 51,54
Median 52,00
Mode a1
Std. Deviation 10,850
Variance 114,842
Range 66
Minirmum 26
Maximum 92
Percentiles 25 43,00

50 52,00

75 58,00
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a. Kruskal Wallis Test

b, Grouping Variahle: Age
group Magoya



TABLE 2.2.2. FREQUENCIES AGEGROUP CITES

Age group CITES

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Fercent Fercent
Valid 1 21 28 28 28
2 40 53 53 8,1
3 69 §2 g2 17,3
4 g7 12,8 12,8 30,2
Statistics 5 108 14,4 14,4 44 6
Age group CITES B 123 16,4 16,4 61,0
N Valid 751 7 126 16,8 16,8 ¥7B
Missing 0 8 a0 12,0 12,0 Ba7
Median §,00 g [ 10,3 10,3 1000
Maode 7 Total 751 100,0 100,0
TABLE 2.2.3. EXPLORE AGE*CITES
Warnings
Age CITES is constantwhen CITES (coded) = 3. It will be
included in any boxplots produced but other output will be
omitted.
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Tuatal
CITES (coded) [ Fercent Fercent [+ Fercent
Age CITES 1 641 100,0% ] 0,0% 641 100,0%
2 60 100,0% ] 0,0% 60 100,0%
3 1 100,0% i] 0,0% 1 100,0%
4 48 100,0% ] 0,0% 48 100,0%
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Descriptives®

CITES (coded) Statistic Std. Error
Age CITES 1 Mean 51,38 433
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound a0,63
Mean Lpper Bound 52,23
5% Trimmed Mean 51,42
Median 52,00
YWariance 114,968
Std. Deviation 10,853
Minirmum 26
Maximum g2
Range 66
Intergquartile Range 16
Skewness - 056 087
Kurtosis - 413 183
2 Mean 51,48 1,496
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 43 449
Mean Llpper Bound 54,48
5% Trimmed Mean 51,30
Median 51,00
Wariance 134,254
Std. Deviation 11,587
Minirum 28
Maximum 1]
Range 58
Interguartile Range 17
Skewness 300 308
Kurtosis 2058 608
4 Mean 53,51 1,457
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound a0,58
Mean Llpper Bound h6,44
5% Trimmed Mean 53,55
Median 54,00
Yariance 104,005
Std. Deviation 10,198
Minirmum 32
Maximum 75
Fanage 43
Interguartile Range 17
Skewness -,2248 340
Kurtosis - 612 GES

a. Age CITES is constantwhen CITES (coded) = 3. It has been omitted.
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Percentiles®

Percentiles

CITES (coded) 5 10 25 50 75 a0 95
Weighted Average Age GITES 1 33,00 36,00 43,00 52,00 58,00 66,00 §8,00
(Definition 1) 2 33,00 36,20 44,25 51,00 5100 65,00 70,85

4 35,50 38,00 44,50 54,00 £1,00 66,00 70,00
Tukey's Hinges Age CITES 1 43,00 52,00 5900

2 44,50 51,00 §1.00

4 46,00 54,00 §1,00

a. Age CITES is constant when CITES (coded) = 3. It has been omitted.

100

80

&0

Age CITES

40

20

1086

629

TABLE 2.2.4. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST CITES*AGE

CITES (coded)

Ranks
CITES (coded) I Mean Rank
Age CITES 1 641 373,26
2 G0 369,349
3 1 472,00
4 44 417,98
Total 751
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Test Statistics™”

Age CITES
Kruskal-Wallis H 21490
df 3
Asymp. Sig. 534

a. Kruskal Wallis Test

b, Grouping Yariahle:
CITES (coded)



TABLE 2.2.5. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST AGEGROUP*CITES

Ranks
Age group CITES M Mean Rank
CITES (coded) 1 21 354 38
2 40 367,59
3 69 358,97
4 g7 3593 66
b 108 369,52
] 123 375,90
7 126 366,93
g g0 404 44
] 77 37012
Total 751

Test Statistics™?

CITES (coded)

Kruskal-wallis H 3628
df a
Asymp. Sig. 37h

TABLE 2.3.1 FREQUENCIES AGE PARIS

Statistics

Age Paris
I Yalid 7a1

Missing ]
Mean 53,28
Median 54,00
Mode 59
Std. Deviation 10,885
Variance 118,488
Range G0
Minirmum 28
Maximum a8
Percentiles 25 4500

50 54,00

75 61,00
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a. Kruskal Wallis Test

b, Grouping Variable: Age
group CITES



TABLE 2.3.2. FREQUENCIES AGEGROUP PARIS

Age group Paris

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Fercent Fercent
Valid 1 11 14 1.4 14
2 35 47 47 6,1
3 61 8,1 8,1 14,2
4 83 1M1 1M1 253
Statistics 5 59 13,2 13,2 38,5
Age group Paris B 129 17,2 17,2 L
N Valid 751 7 125 16,6 16,6 723
Missing 0 8 109 14,5 14,5 86,8
Median §,00 g 99 13,2 13,2 1000
Maode 6 Total 751 100,0 100,0
TABLE 2.3.3. EXPLORE AGE*PARIS
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total

Paris (coded) [+l Fercent [+l Fercent [+l Percent

Age Paris 1 609 100,0% ] 0,0% 609 100,0%

2 38 100,0% ] 0,0% 38 100,0%

3 32 100,0% i] 0,0% 32 100,0%

4 72 100,0% ] 0,0% 73 100,0%
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Descriptives

FParis (coded) Statistic Stil. Error
Age Faris 1 Mean 03,47 438
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 52,61
Mean Upper Bound 54 33
5% Trimmed Mean 53,59
Median 54,00
ariance 116,671
Stdl. Deviation 10,80
Minirmum 28
Maximum a0
Range ha
Intergquartile Range 18
Skewness -183 0949
Kurtosis =817 a8
2 Mean 5211 1,780
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 48 50
Mean Upper Bound 86,71
5% Trimmed Mean 52,
Median 51,00
Variance 120421
Stel. Deviation 10,874
Minimum N
Maximum 73
Range 42
Interquartile Range 20
Skewness 308 383
Kurtosis - 65T J7E0
3 Mean 52,34 1,749
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 48378
Mean Upper Bound 55,91
5% Trimmed Mean 52,55
Median 5450
Variance 97 846
Std. Deviation 9 892
Minirmum 34
Maxirmum 67
Range 33
Interquartile Range 18
Skewness -,354 414
Kurtosis -, 964 8049
4 Mean 5265 1,420
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 4982
Mean Upper Bound 5548
5% Trimmed Mean 52,58
Median 81,50
ariance 145 216
Stdl. Deviation 12,081
Minirmum 28
Maximum a8
Range G0
Intergquartile Range 20
Skewness 1482 283
Kurtosis -, 366 5049
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Percentiles

Fercentiles
Paris (coded) ] 10 25 a0 75 90 95
Weighted Average Age Paris 1 34,00 38,00 46,00 54,00 61,00 67,00 70,00
(Definition 1) 2 3480 40 50 43.00 5100 £2 50 68,40 73.00
3 34,65 36,30 45,25 54,50 59,75 65,70 66,35
4 33,65 37,60 43,00 51,50 62,75 68,00 71,00
Tukey's Hinges Age Paris 1 46,00 54,00 £1,00
2 43,00 51,00 £2,00
3 45,50 54,50 58,50
4 43,00 51,50 £2,50
80
2 g
[
a
L4
o
<
40
20
1 2 3
Paris (coded)

TABLE 2.3.4. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST PARIS*AGE

Ranks
Paris (coded) M Mean Rank
Age Paris 1 609 380,35
2 38 346,26
3 33 359,97
4 72 362,058
Total 7a1
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Test Statistics™?

Age Paris
Kruskal-Wallis H 1,432
df 3
Asymp. Sig. 6498

a. Kruskal Wallis Test

k. Grouping Variakle:
Faris (coded)



TABLE 2.3.5. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST AGEGROUP*PARIS

Ranks

Age group Paris I Mean Rank

Paris (coded) 1 11 374 64
2 35 367,43
3 61 395,23 Test Statistics™"
4 83 407,44 Paris (coded)
5 99 371,74 yryskal-wallis H 6,369
B 129 364,82 df 8
7 125 36554 asymp. Sig. 606
8 109 374,90 a. Kruskal Wallis Test
8 98 373,67 b. Grouping Yariahle: Age
Total 741 group Paris

TABLE 2.4.1 FREQUENCIES AGE MINAMATA

Statistics

Age Minamata
I Yalid 7a0

Missing ]
Mean 53,99
Median 54,00
Mode 54
Std. Deviation 10,866
Variance 118,073
Range G0
Minirmum 29
Maximum 84
Percentiles 25 46,00

50 54,00

75 62,00
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TABLE 2.4.2. FREQUENCIES AGEGROUP MINAMATA

Age group Minamata

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Walid Percent Fercent

Walid 1 5 7 T 7

2 36 48 48 54

3 56 7.5 7h 12,49

4 7 10,5 10,48 234

Statistics 5 96 12,8 12,8 36,3

Age group Minamata 6 133 17,7 7.7 94,0
N Valid 750 7 121 16,1 16,1 701
Missing 0 8 117 15,6 15,6 |57

Median 6,00 g 107 14,3 143 1000

Mode B Total 750 100,0 100,0
TABLE 2.4.3. EXPLORE AGE*MINAMATA
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total

Minamata (coded) [+l Fercent [+l Fercent [+l Fercent
Age Minamata 1 593 100,0% 0 0,0% 593 100,0%
2 20 100,0% 0 0,0% 20 100,0%
3 21 100,0% 0 0,0% 21 100,0%
4 116 100,0% 0 0,0% 116 100,0%
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Descriptives

Minamata (coded) Statistic Stl. Error
Age Minamata 1 Mean 53,65 4450
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 52,76
Mean Upper Bound 4 53
5% Trimmed Mean 83,71
Median 54,00
Variance 115 964
Stdl. Deviation 10,953
Minimum 29
Maximum a1
Range ha
Interguartile Range 17
Skewness - 127 00
Kurtosis - 637 200
2 Mean 58,00 2,086
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 53,63
Mean Upper Bound 62,37
5% Trimmed Mean 58,00
Median 66,50
Variance 87,0583
Stdl. Deviation 9330
Minimum 42
Maximum 74
Range 32
Interquartile Range 13
Skewness 025 a12
kKurtosis -, 693 852
3 Mean 5319 2,054
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 4382
Mean Upper Bound 687,56
5% Trimmed Mean 53,05
Median 54,00
Variance 92,062
Std. Deviation 9 RA5
Minirmum 36
Maximum 73
Range ar
Intergquartile Range 18
Skewness 228 A0
Kurtosis -.603 a72
4 Mean 5516 1,001
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 53,18
Mean Upper Bound 57,15
5% Trimmed Mean 05,26
Median 55,00
Variance 116,156
Stdl. Deviation 10,778
Minimum N
Maximum a5
Range a8
Interguartile Range 18
Skewness -.081 225
Kurtosis 062 A48

57



Percentiles

Percentiles
Minamata (coded) 5 10 25 50 75 90 EL
Weighted Average Age Minamata 1 35,00 38,00 4500 54,00 62,00 68,00 71,00
=R 7] 2 42,10 44,10 52,25 56,50 65,50 73,40 74,00
3 36,40 40,40 46 50 54,00 61,00 66,60 72,40
4 35,00 38,00 48,00 55,00 63,00 69,00 71,00
Tukey's Hinges Age Minamata 1 4500 54,00 62,00
2 52,50 56,50 65,00
3 47,00 54,00 59,00
4 48,00 55,00 63,00
629
o
80
s
o
£ &0
T
L
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40
20
1 2 3 4

Minamata (coded)

TABLE 2.4.4. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST MINAMATA* AGE

Test Statistics™”

Age Minamata

Kruskal-wallis H 4,494
df 3
Asymp. Sig. 213

Ranks
Minamata (coded) Mean Rank
Age Minamata 1 5493 369 33
2 20 453 45
3 21 35352
4 116 357 58
Tatal 750
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a. Kruskal Wallis Test

b. Grouping Variahle:
Minamata (coded)



TABLE 2.4.5. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST AGEGROUP*MINAMATA

Ranks
Age group Minamata I Mean Rank
Minamata (coded) 1 Hi) 297,00
2 36 37380
3 f6 351,05
4 74 351 96
5 96 381,38
] 133 ElEER N
T 121 aram
g 117 3J65 95
g 107 385 06
Total 750

Test Statistics™?

Minamata

(coded)
Kruskal-Wallis H 7 BEE
df a8
Asymp. Sig. 447

TABLE 2.5.1 FREQUENCIES AGE BBNJ

Statistics

Age BBMNJ
I+ Yalid 705

Missing ]
Mean 53,60
Median 54,00
Mode 61
Std. Deviation 11,261
Yariance 126,813
Range a7
Minirmum 26
Maximum a3
Percentiles 25 45,00

50 54,00

75 62,00
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a. Kruskal Wallis Test

b. Grouping Variable: Age
group Minamata



TABLE 2.5.2. FREQUENCIES AGEGROUP BBNJ

Age group BENJ

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Fercent Fercent
Valid 1 ] 9 4 9
2 31 44 44 B2
3 69 58 g8 15,0
4 73 10,4 10,4 254
Statistics 5 103 14,6 14,6 40,0
Age group BN B 103 14,6 14,6 546
N Valid 705 7 106 15,0 15,0 69,6
Missing 0 8 g5 13,5 13,5 831
Median §,00 g 118 16,9 16,9 1000
Maode 9 Total 705 100,0 100,0
TABLE 2.5.3. EXPLORE AGE*BBNJ
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total
BEMJ (coded) [+l Fercent [+l Percent [+l Percent
Age BEMJ 1 557 100,0% ] 0,0% LT 100,0%
2 34 100,0% ] 0,0% 34 100,0%
3 38 100,0% i] 0,0% 39 100,0%
4 75 100,0% ] 0,0% 7 100,0%
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Descriptives

BEMJ (coded) Statistic Stl. Error
Age BEMJ 1 Mean 53,00 481
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 52,06
Mean Upper Bound 3495
5% Trimmed Mean 2,82
Median 53,00
Variance 128,971
Stdl. Deviation 11,3567
Minimum 26
Maximum 83
Range ar
Intergquartile Range 17
Skewness 083 04
Kurtosis =702 207
2 Mean 5562 1,882
95% Confidence Interval far  Lower Bound 51,78
Mean Upper Bound h9 45
5% Trimmed Mean 5617
Median f3.00
Variance 120,486
Stdl. Deviation 10,877
Minimum 28
Maximum 70
Range 42
Interquartile Range 17
Skewness - 766 403
kKurtosis =202 788
3 Mean 5787 1,760
95% Confidence Interval for — Lower Bound 54 31
Mean Upper Bound 61,43
5% Trimmed Mean f8.30
Median 60,00
Variance 120,746
Std. Deviation 10,988
Minirmum 33
Maximum 75
Range 42
Intergquartile Range 16
Skewness - 639 i
Kurtosis - 1649 T4
4 Mean 5483 1,187
95% Confidence Interval for  Lower Bound 52,57
Mean Upper Bound A7.30
5% Trimmed Mean 54 96
Median 56,00
Variance 106712
Stdl. Deviation 10,282
Minimum Ell
Maximum iv
Range 46
Intergquartile Range 13
Skewness =127 277
Kurtosis =419 548
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Percentiles

Percentiles
BBNJ (coded) 5 10 25 50 75 90 95
Welghted Average Age BBNJ 1 35,00 38,00 44,00 53,00 61,00 £8,00 71,10
(Definition 1) 2 34,00 38,00 48,25 58,00 £5,00 £8,00 70,00
3 34,00 39,00 50,00 50,00 §6,00 71,00 74,00
4 36,30 38,60 48,00 56,00 61,00 68,00 71,40
Tukey's Hinges Age BBNJ 1 44,00 53,00 61,00
2 49,00 58,00 §5,00
3 50,50 60,00 66,00
4 48,00 56,00 61,00
80
2 &
o
@
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f=1]
<
40
20
1 2 3

TABLE 2.5.4. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST BBNJ*AGE

BBNJ (coded)

Ranks
BEIMJ (coded) I Mean Rank
Age BEBMNJ 1 L 341,23
2 34 389,28
3 39 434 65
4 75 376,99
Total 705

62

Test Statistics™”

Age BERMJ
Kruskal-Wallis H 10,935
df 3
Asymp. Sig. oz

a. Kruskal Wallis Test

k. Grouping Variahle:
BEMJ (coded)



TABLE 2.5.5. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST AGEGROUP*BBNJ

Test Statistics™”

EBMJ (coded)

Kruskal-Wallis H 16,443
df a
Asymp. Sig. 036

Ranks
Age group BERJ M Mean Rank
BEMJ (coded) 1 6 328,25
2 31 312,97
3 69 34522
4 73 317,51
5 103 349,60
B 103 33524
7 106 385,23
8 a5 365,80
g 118 370,35
Total 705

a. Kruskal Wallis Test

b, Grouping Variahle: Age
group EEM

TABLE 2.5.6. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: INDEPENDENT-SAMPLES KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST
AGE*BBNJ

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N 705
Hypothesis Test Summary Test Statistic 10,025
Mull Hypaothesis Test Sig. " Decision :
1 The distribution of Age BBNJ is Independent-Samples Kruskal- 012 Rejectthe null hypothesis. Degree Of Freedom 3
the same across categories of Wallis Test Asymptotic Sig (2-sided 012
BBNJ (coded) : !
— - test)
a. The significance level is 050 — - -
b. Asymplatic significance is displayed a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.
Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test
80
-
=
g 60
@
o
<
40
20
1 2 3 4

BBNJ (coded)
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Pairwise Comparisons of BBNJ (coded)

S00.0 Adj. Sig.
< 005
— = (.05
Pairwise Comparisons of BBNJ (coded)
1 4
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Eror Sst?étiTsiit Sig.  AdLSID® g 376,99
1-4 -35,759 25,040 -1,428 183 920
1-2 -58,051 35,064 -1,614 106 639
1-3 -93,426 337 -2,771 006 034
4-2 22,293 42,090 530 596 1,000
4-3 57 667 40,191 1,435 151 908 3
24 -35,374 47 767 - 741 459 1,000 434,85
Each row tests the null hypothesis thatthe Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the d
same.

Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance levelis 050,

Each node shows the
a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple Samge average rank of

tests. BNJ (caded).

TABLE 2.5.7. NON-PARAMETRIC TESTS: INDEPENDENT-SAMPLES KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST
AGEGROUP*BBNJ

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N 708
Hypothesis Test Summary Test Statistic 11,462°
Mull Hypothesis Test Sig.*® Decision !

1 The distribution of Age aroup IndependentSamples Kruskal- 009 Rejectthe null hypathasis. Degree Of Freedom &
BBMNJ isthe same across ‘Wallis Test Asvmptotm S|g (2'Sided nug
categories of BBNJ (coded) ) '

— - test)
a. The significance level is 050, — - -
1. Asymptatic significance is displayed a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.
Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test
10
8
-
=
m
m
o 6B
3
(=]
B
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s 4
2
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1 2 3 4

BBNJ (coded)
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Pairwise Comparisons of BBNJ (coded)

Soag7 Adj. Sig.
.05
—=(05
Pairwise Comparisons of BBENJ (coded)
Std. Test 1340,68 gsa,az

Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. Sig.®

1-4 -43,142 24811 -1,739 082 492

1-2 -54,180 35634 1,521 128 770

1-3 -92,540 33412 -2,770 L0086 034

4-2 11,048 41,704 265 791 1,000

4-3 49,398 39,822 1,240 215 1,000 3

2-3 -38,350 47,329 -810 418 1,000 43322

Each row tests the null hypothesis thatthe Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the d

game.

Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.
- . . ’ ’ Each node shows the
a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferrani correction for multiple

samEIe average rank of
tests. BMNJ (coded).
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Bivariate analysis — Member State and voting behaviour

TABLE 3.1.1 FREQUENCIES MEMBER STATES NAGOYA

Country (coded)

Cumulative

Frequency  Percent  Valid Percent Fercent
Walid 1 149 25 25 25
2 22 2,9 2,9 54
3 18 2.4 2.4 7T
4 12 1,6 1,6 93
g i 8 8 101
i 22 2,9 2,9 129
7 13 1,7 1,7 146
8 i 8 8 154
g 13 1,7 1,7 171
10 74 a7 a7 268
11 498 12,8 12,8 396
2 22 2,9 2,9 425
13 22 2,9 2,9 454
14 12 1,6 1,6 469
15 73 95 95 G865
16 49 1,2 1,2 a7 6
17 12 1,6 1,6 592
18 8 8 60,0
149 8 8 608
2 26 34 34 642
21 a1 6,7 6,7 70s
22 22 2,9 2,9 7ary
23 33 43 43 780
24 13 1,7 1,7 7av
o 25 8 1,0 1,0 208
Statistics 26 54 71 71 a7 e
Country (coded) 27 20 2,6 2,6 90,5
M Valid 765 28 73 9,5 9,5 100,0

Missing ] Total [l 100,0 100,0
TABLE 3.1.2. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*NAGOYA
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Total
I Percent [ Fercent [ Percent
Country (coded) * Magoya TEA 100,0% 0 0,0% filils 100,0%

(coded)
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Country (coded) * Nagoya (coded) Crosstabulation
Nagoya (coced)
2 3

100.0%

22

220

100.0%

13

130

100.0%

100.0%

13

130

231%

100.0%

74

740

100.0%

100.0%

22

220

1000%

22

220

#

100.0%

12

12,0

°
# oo

100.0%

I

730

100.0%

100,0%

12

12,0

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

26

26,0

100.0%

51

510

100,0%

22

220

100.0%

33

330

100.0%

54

540

100.0%

2

200

100,0%

73

1.0 8.0 73,0

27%  96%  1000%
vl -7

10 ED 765

100 940 7650

13%  123%  100.0%

67



Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 1396697 81 =,001 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 103,936 a1 044 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 052 1 820 Value Significance
Association Mominal by Mominal — Phi 427 =001
N of Valid Cases 765 Cramer's V' 247 =001

a. 78 cells (69,6%) have expected count less than 5. The Contingency Coefficient ,393 =001

minimum expected countis 08, N of Valid Cases 765

TABLE 3.1.3. GRAPH COUNTRY*NAGOYA

Nagoya
50,0%
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[
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TABLE 3.2.1 FREQUENCIES MEMBER STATES CITES

Country (coded)

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Percent Fercent
Walid 1 18 2.4 2.4 24
2 21 2,8 2,8 52
3 17 2,3 2,3 75
4 11 1.5 1.5 a89
g i 8 8 a7
i 21 2,8 2,8 1256
7 13 1,7 1,7 142
8 i 8 8 150
g 13 1,7 1,7 168
10 74 9.9 9.9 26 6
11 a6 12,8 12,8 394
12 21 2,8 2,8 422
13 21 2,8 2,8 450
14 11 1.5 1.5 46 5
15 73 a7 a7 562
16 8 1.1 1.1 a7 .3
17 11 1.5 1.5 587
18 8 8 595
149 8 8 603
20 26 35 35 G638
21 a1 6,8 6,8 706
22 21 2,8 2,8 734
23 32 43 43 776
24 13 1,7 1,7 794
. 25 g 11 11 804
Statistics 26 a4 72 72 a7 6
Country (coded) 27 20 2,7 2,7 90,3
M Valid 751 28 73 a7 a7 100,0
Missing 1] Total 781 100,0 100,0
TABLE 3.2.2. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*CITES
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
I FPercent I Fercent M Fercent
Country (coded) * CITES 751 100,0% ] 0,0% 751 100,0%

(coded)
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Country (coded) * CITES (coded) Crosstabulation

CITES (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
0 0 [ 18
14 180
00% 100.0%
13
[ 2
17 210
0,0% [ 100.0%
14
0 17
14 170
00% 100.0%
12
2 0 "
9 iz 11,0
00% 00%  1000%
-10 -9
[] [} 5
5 A 60
00% 00%  1000%
-7 -6
1 2 2
K2 14 210
45% 00%  95%  1000%
-5 -2 8
0 0 1 13
10 0 K 130
00% 0.0% 77%  1000%
-1 -1 2
[ 0 1 5
5 0 4 60
00% 00%  167%  1000%
7 = 1.0
0 0 0 13
1.0 0 8 130
0.0% 0.0% 00%  1000%
-14 - 10
23 (] 3 7
59 A 48 740
1% 0,0% 41%  1000%
7.7 -3 -9
96
96,0
100.0%
2
210

) 0%

2
210
100.0%
1"
110
1000%
73
730
1000%
16
0 8
5 80
00%  100.0%
12 -8 = -8
[ ] 0 2 1"
94 9 0 T 10
81.8% 0.0% 00%  182%  1000%
-3 1.0 -l 16
6 [ 0. 0 5
51 5 0 “ 6,0
1000% 00% 00%  00%  1000%
-7 el -6
[] 0 1 5
5 0 4 60
00% 00%  167%  1000%
Al it 1.0
4 0 0 26
21 0 17 260
15.4% 0.0% 00%  1000%
4 -2 14
[} (] 2 51
4 i 33 510
0.0% 0,0% 39%  100.0%
22 -3 -8
0 0 1 21
1.7 0 14 210
100.0%
2
320
100.0%
13
130
100.0%
8
80
0%
54
540
100.0%
20
13 200
100,0%
16
¢ 73
48 730
55%  1000%
e
43 751
10 490 7510

80% 01%  65%  1000%




Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2143947 81 =,001
Likelihood Ratio 180,274 81 =001
Linear-by-Linear 1,783 1 182
Association
N of Valid Cases 751

a. 79 cells (70,5%) have expected count less than 5. The
minimum expected countis 01,

TABLE 3.2.3. GRAPH COUNTRY*CITES
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20,0%
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Country (coded)
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Symmetric Measures

Approximate

Value Significance
Mominal by Mominal — Phi 534 <001
Cramer's V' 308 <001
Contingency Coefficient 471 <001
M of Valid Cases 751

[ TS TS T SR W 8
B W OB tho® o~ @



TABLE 3.3.1 FREQUENCIES MEMBER STATES PARIS

Country (coded)

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Percent Fercent
Walid 1 18 2.4 2.4 24
2 21 2,8 2,8 52
3 17 2,3 2,3 75
4 11 1.5 1.5 a89
g i 8 8 a7
i 21 2,8 2,8 1256
7 13 1,7 1,7 142
8 i 8 8 150
g 13 1,7 1,7 168
10 74 9.9 9.9 26 6
11 a6 12,8 12,8 394
12 21 2,8 2,8 422
13 21 2,8 2,8 450
14 11 1.5 1.5 46 5
15 73 a7 a7 562
16 8 1.1 1.1 a7 .3
17 11 1.5 1.5 587
18 8 8 595
149 8 8 603
20 26 35 35 G638
21 a1 6,8 6,8 706
22 21 2,8 2,8 734
23 32 43 43 776
24 13 1,7 1,7 794
. 25 g 11 11 804
Statistics 26 a4 72 72 a7 6
Country (coded) 27 20 2,7 2,7 90,3
M Valid 751 28 73 a7 a7 100,0
Missing 1] Total 781 100,0 100,0
TABLE 3.3.2. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*PARIS
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
I FPercent I Fercent M Fercent
Country (coded) * Paris 751 100,0% ] 0,0% 7581 100,0%

(coded)
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Country (coded) * Paris (coded) Crosstabulation
Paris (coded)
2 3

=
e
o |~ |#

100.0%

21

210

100.0%

13

130

100.0%

100.0%

13

130

100.0%

74

740

100.0%

100.0%

21

210

1000%

21

210

100.0%

1"

11,0

100.0%

I

730

100.0%

100,0%

1

11,0

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

26

26,0

100.0%

51

510

100,0%

21

210

100.0%

32

320

100.0%

200

100.0%

73

730

1.4%
-13 59

100,0%

32

751

80 320 720
43%  96%

7510

100.0%

73



Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Yalue df (2-sided)
N a
Fearson Chi-Sguare 277,348 a1 <001 Symmetric Measures
Likelinood Ratio 227,973 81 <,001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 5117 1 024 Value Significance
Association Maominal by Nominal — Phi 608 =001
M of Valid Cases 781 Cramer's V 351 =001
a. B3 cells (74,1%) have expected count less than 6. The Contingency Coefficient 918 =001
minimurm expected countis 26, IN of Valid Cases 751
TABLE 3.3.3. GRAPH COUNTRY *PARIS
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TABLE 3.4.1 FREQUENCIES MEMBER STATES MINAMATA

Country (coded)

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  “alid Percent Fercent
Walid 1 18 2.4 2.4 24
2 21 2,8 2,8 52
3 17 2,3 2,3 75
4 11 1.5 1.5 a89
g i 8 8 a7
i 21 2,8 2,8 1256
7 13 1,7 1,7 143
8 i 8 8 151
g 13 1,7 1,7 168
10 74 9.9 9.9 267
11 a6 12,8 12,8 395
12 21 2,8 2,8 423
13 21 2,8 2,8 451
14 11 1.5 1.5 46 5
15 73 a7 a7 563
16 8 1.1 1.1 a7 .3
17 11 1.5 1.5 588
18 8 8 596
149 8 8 60 4
20 25 33 33 637
21 a1 6,8 6,8 FliR
22 21 2,8 2,8 733
23 32 43 43 776
24 13 1,7 1,7 793
. 25 g 11 11 804
Statistics 26 a4 72 72 a7 6
Country (coded) 27 20 2,7 2,7 90,3
M Valid 750 28 73 a7 a7 100,0
Missing 1] Total 7a0 100,0 100,0
TABLE 3.4.2. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*MINAMATA
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
I FPercent I Fercent M Fercent
Country (coded) * 750 100,0% ] 0,0% 750 100,0%

Minamata (coded)
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Country (coded) * Minamata (coded) Crosstabulation
Minamata (coded)
2 3

5 60
00%  00% 00%  1000%
-4 -4 EX)
1 0 1 21
5 ) 32 210
0.0% 48%  1000%
En
3 13
20 130
231%  1000%
]
1 5
8 60
16.7%  1000%
-4 -4 a
0 0 3 13
3 4 20 130
0.0% 00%  231%  1000%
-6 -6 8
12 0 14 7
20 21 e 760
16.2% 00%  189%  100.0%
75 15 K]
[ 1 18 96
26 27 148 96,0
1,0% 188%  100.0%
1.0
1 2
32 210
48%  1000%
2 2
32 210
95%  1000%
-8
2 1"
17 10

182%  1000%

12 73
13 730
164%  1000%
15 15 2
0 0 1 ]
2 2 12 8,0
0.0% 00%  125%  1000%
-5 -5 -2
0 [ 2 1
3 Al A 1.0
0.0% 00%  182%  1000%
-6 -6 3
[) 0 1 [
2 2 Kl 6,0
00% 00%  167%  1000%
-4 -4 Kl
[) ) [} 5
2 gl 8 60
0.0% 00%  00%  1000%
-4 -4 A4
3 0 7 25
7 a 39 250

100.0%

51

510

100,0%

1 21

32 210

100.0%

32

320

200

100.0%

73

730

24,7%
19

100,0%

23

2

16 750

28%

7500

21,0 1160

155% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Yalue df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Sguare 2638157 a1 <001 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 191 645 81 <,001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 9,097 1 003 Value Significance
Association Mominal by Nominal ~ Phi 593 <001
M of Valid Cases 750 Cramer's V 342 =001
a. B2 cells (73,2%) have expected count less than 6. The Contingency Coefficient 510 <,001
minimum expected countis 16, N of Valid Cases 750
TABLE 3.4.3. GRAPH COUNTRY*MINAMATA
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TABLE 3.5.1 FREQUENCIES MEMBER STATES BBNJ

Country (coded)

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent  Valid Percent Fercent
Walid 1 149 27 27 27
2 21 3,0 3,0 arv
3 17 2.4 2.4 a1
4 12 1.7 1.7 98
g i g g 106
i 21 3,0 3,0 136
7 14 2,0 2,0 156
8 7 1,0 1,0 166
g 14 2,0 2,0 186
10 74 11,2 11,2 298
11 a6 13,6 13,6 434
12 21 3,0 3,0 46 4
13 21 3,0 3,0 49 4
14 13 1.8 1.8 512
15 il 10,8 10,8 G620
16 8 1.1 1.1 631
17 11 1,6 1,6 G647
18 i g g 655
149 f R R 66 4
20 29 41 41 FliR
21 52 74 74 i7g
22 21 3,0 3,0 209
23 33 a7 a7 855
o 24 14 20 20 87 h
Statistics = B 11 11 88,7
Country (coded) 26 59 8,4 8,4 97,0
M Valid 705 27 21 30 30 100,0
Missing 1] Total 70a 100,0 100,0
TABLE 3.5.2. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*BBNJ
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
I FPercent I Fercent M Fercent
Country (coded) * BEMNJ 705 100,0% ] 0,0% 7058 100,0%
(coded)
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Country (coded) * BENJ (coded) Crosstabulation
B8N (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total

Country (coded) 1 Count 14 a 3 2 19

Expected Count 150 ] 11 20 190

% wilhin Country (coded) 737% 00%  158% 105%  100,0%
Adjusted Residual -6 -1.0 20 0

2 Count 18 3 0 0 Fil

Expected Count 16,6 1.0 12 7 2.0

% within Country {coded) 85.7% 143% 0,0% 0.0% 100,0%
Adjustad Residual K] 24 A4 T

3 Count 16 0 a | 17

Expected Count 134 ] 3 18 17,0

% within Country {coded) 94.1% 0,0% 0,0% 5.9% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 15 -8 -10 -6

4 Count 12 a 0 0 12

Expected Count 8.5 8 i 13 120

% within Country {coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0.0% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 18 -8 -8 12

5 Count [} 0 0 [} 6

Expected Count 47 3 3 K] 60

% wilhin Country (coded) 00%  00% 00%  1000%  1000%
Adjusted Residual -48 -6 -6 Al

6 Count 21 a a 0 2

Expected Count 16,6 1.0 12 22 2.0

% within Country {coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 24 1.0 11 16

7 Count 13 1 0 0 14

Expected Count 111 7] k] 15 140

% wilhin Country (coded) 92.9% 71% 0.0% 00%  1000%
Adjusted Residual 13 & -9 13

8 Count & ] 1 0 (4

Expected Count 55 ] 4 7 70

% within Country (caded) 85.7% 0,0% 14,3% 00%  1000%
Adjusted Residual A -6 10 -9

] Count 13 ] 1 0 14

Expected Count 111 7] ] 15 120

% within Gountry (coded) 92,9% 0,0% 1% 00%  1000%
Adjusted Residual 13 -4 3 13

10 Count 56 18 0 5 19

Expected Count 62,4 8 44 84 790

S within Country (coded) 70,8% 228% 0.0% 63%  1000%
Adjusted Residual -19 79 23 13

L Count 81 8 0 7 96

Expected Count 758 46 53 102 96,0

% wilhin Country {coded) 84,4% 8,3% 0,0% 73%  100,0%
Adjusted Residual 1.4 1.7 -26 -1

12 Count 13 1 ) 7 Fil

Expected Count 16,6 10 12 22 210

% within Country (coded) 61.8% 4.8% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
-2,0 0 1 34

13 15 0 ] 5 2

Expected Count 16,6 1.0 12 22 210

%6 within Country (coded) 1.4% 0,0% 0,0% 286%  1000%
Adjusied Residual -8 -1.0 -11 27

14 Count 12 0 o 1 13

Expacted Count 103 ] T 14 13.0

% wilhin Country {coded) 92,3% 0,0% 0,0% 77%  1000%
12 -8 -3 -3

15 56 a 0 20 76

Expected Count 60,0 37 12 81 760

% wilhin Country (coded) 73.7% 0,0% 0,0% 26,3% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual =112 -2 -22 ai

16 Count 8 a '] 0 8

Expected Count 83 A A 9 80

% within Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  1000%
Adjusted Residual 15 -6 = 10

17 Count ] 0] 1 1 11

Expected Count 87 5 5 12 11,0

% within Country (coded) 81.8% 0.0% 9.1% 9.1% 100.0%
Agjusted Residual 2 -8 ] =)

18 Count & a ) 0 L}

Expected Count 47 3 3 8 60

5% within Counfry (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%

Adjusted Residual 13| 5 -5 8

19 Count 4] 0 0 2 6

Expected Count 47 3 3 8 60

% within Country (coded) 66.7% 0,0% 0,0% 33.3% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual -7 -6 -6 18

20 Count 25 3 0 1 29

Expacted Count 28 14 16 21 260

% wilhin Country {coded) 86,2% 10,3% 0,0% 4% 1000%
Adjusted Residual 10 14 13 13

2 Count. 0 0 23 9 52

Expected Count a1 25 29 55 52,0

% within Couniry (coded) 38.5% 0.0% 44.2% 173% 100.0%
Adjusted Residual -15 A7 127 16

22 Count 21 a ] 0 bl

Expected Count 16,6 1.0 12 22 210

% wilhin Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  1000%
Adjusted Residual 24 10 11 16

23 Caunt 28 0 a 5 33

Expected Count 261 16 18 35 330

% within Couniry (coded) B4.8% 0,0% 0,0% 15.2% 100.0%
Agjusted Residual 8 13 14 8

24 Count 10 a 3 1 14

Expacted Count 111 7 2 15 140

% within Country (coded) 1,4% 0,0% 21,4% 74%  100,0%
Adjusted Residual -7 -8 28 o

25 Count 7 a 1 0 8

Expected Count 63 L] 4 g 80

% within Country (coded) 87.5% 0,0% 12,5% 0.0% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual & -6 k] 1.0

26 Count 54 0 4 1 58

Expacted Count 466 28 33 63 59,0

% within Country {coded) 91.5% 0,0% 6.8% 1.7% 100,0%
Adjusted Residual 25 18 4 23

27 Count 19 a 2 0 2

Expected Count 16,6 1.0 12 22 210

% within Country (coded) 90.5% 0,0% 9.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Adjusted Residual 13 -1,0 8 16

Total Count 557 3t EL] % 708

Expected Count 557,0 34,0 390 750 7050

% wilhin Country {coded) 79,0% 8% | 55% 106%  100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Yalue df (2-sided)

Fearson Chi-Sguare 399 2567 78 <001 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 316,154 78 <,001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 639 1 424 Value Significance
Association Nominal by Mominal  Phi 753 <,001
M of Valid Cases 705 Cramer's V 434 =001

a. 78 cells (72,2%) have expected count less than 6. The Contingency Coefficient 601 =001

minimurm expected countis 29 IN of Valid Cases 705

TABLE 3.5.3. GRAPH COUNTRY*BBNJ
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Bivariate analysis — political group and voting behaviour

TABLE 4.1.1 FREQUENCIES POLITICAL GROUP NAGOYA

Political group (coded)

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Nagoya (coded)

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé Effectif
Magoya (coded)
Valide 1 273 357 357 357 2 3 Total
2 194 254 254 61,0 Political group (coded) 1 236 1 0 36 273
3 85 11,1 11,1 722 2 172 0 0 22 194
4 58 7.6 7.6 79,7 3 2 a a 13 85
5 57 75 75 87,2 d 52 0 i d 2l
G 35 46 46 91,8 : 52 0 0 5 57
6 30 a 2 3 35
7 31 41 41 95,8 Z T z 7 = =
11 32 42 42 100,0 1 18 5 5 7 12
Total 765 100,0 100,0 Total 649 12 0 a4 765
TABLE 4.1.2. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*NAGOYA
Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Nagoya (coded)
Magoya (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
Faolitical group (coded) 1 Effectif 236 1 0 36 273
Compte attendu 2316 4.3 3,6 335 273,0
% dans Political group B6,4% 0,4% 0,0% 13 2% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 4 =20 -2.4 B
2 Effectit 172 0 0 22 194
Compte attendu 1646 30 25 238 1840
% dans Political group 88,7% 0,0% 0,0% 11,3% 100,0%
(coded)
Residus ajustés 1,7 -2,0 -1.8 -5
2l Effectif 72 0 0 13 85
Compte attendu 721 1,3 1,1 10,4 850
% dans Political group 84,7% 0,0% 0,0% 153%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 0 -1,2 -1.1 A8
4 Effectif 52 0 1 5 58
Compte attendu 492 9 8 7 58,0
% dans Political group 89,7% 0,0% 1,7% 86% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1,1 -1,0 3 -9
& Effectif 52 0 0 5 57
Compte attendu 48 4 K] 7 7.0 57,0
% dans Political group 91,2% 0,0% 0,0% 88% 100,0%
(coded)
REésidus ajustés 1.4 -1.0 -9 8
3] Effectif 30 0 2 K] 35
Compte attendu 297 oA o 43 350
% dans Political group 85,7% 0,0% 57% 86% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1 -8 23 -7
T Effectil 17 5 1 g 3
Compte attendu 26,3 & A 38 3.0
% dans Political group 54,8% 16,1% 32% 25 8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -48 6,7 1.0 2.3
11 Effectif 18 3] i 2 32
Compte attendu 271 A 4 39 320
% dans Political group 56,3% 18,8% 18,8% 63% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -46 a0 2.9 -1,1
Total Effectif 648 12 10 94 TGS
Compte attendu £49,0 12,0 10,0 94,0 7650
% dans Political group 84,8% 1,6% 1,3% 123% 100,0%

(coded)
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Tests du khi-carré

Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (bilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 215,289 21 <,001 .
Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 105,831 21 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 5195 1 023 Valeur approximative
lingaire Mominal par Nominal  Phi 530 <,001
M d'observations valides TES  de Cramer 306 =,001
a.19 cellules (59,4%) ont un effectif théorique inférigur 5. Coefficient de contingence 464 =001
L'effectif théorique minimum estde 41, M d'observations valides 765
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
asymptotiqge Signification
Valeur standard T approximati®®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symétrique 018 006 3,070 002
Dépendant de Political 022 ooy 3070 ooz
group (coded)
Dépendant de Magoya 000 000 £ £
(coded)
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Palitical 021 003 =,001¢
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de Nagaoya 050 017 <0014

(coded)

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.

b. Utilisation de l'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant I'ypothése nulle.

¢. Me peut pas étre calculé car 'erreur standard asymptotique est égale 3 zéro.
d. Basé surune approximation du Khi-carré
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TABLE 4.1.3. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*NAGOYA(2CAT)

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Nagoya 2 categories

Magoya 2 categories
Infavour Mot in favour Total

Paolitical group (coded) 1 Effectif 236 37 273
Compte attendu 2316 41,4 2730
% dans Paolitical group 86,4% 13,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 9 -9
2 Effectif 172 22 194
Compte attendu 1646 284 1840
% dans Political group 88,7% 11,3% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1.7 1,7
3 Effectif 72 13 85
Compte attendu 721 12,9 850
% dans Political group 847% 15,3% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 0 0
4 Effectif 52 i 58
Compte attendu 442 88 58,0
% dans Political group 89.7% 10,3% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 11 -1,1
& Effectif 52 5 57
Compte attendu 48 4 86 57,0
% dans Political group 91,2% 8,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1.4 -1.4
6 Effectif ao 5 35
Compte attendu 29,7 ) 35,0
% dans Paolitical group 857% 14,3% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés A -1
7 Effectif 17 14 31
Compte attendu 26,3 47 310
% dans Political group 54 8% 45 2% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -4.8 4.8
11 Effectif 18 14 32
Compte attendu 271 49 320
% dans Political aroup 56,3% 43,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -4.6 46
Total Effectif 649 116 765
Compte attendu 6490 116,0 TE5,0
% dans Political group 84 8% 15,2% 100,0%
(coded)
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Tests du khi-carré

Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (bilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 47 G477 T <,001 .
Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 36,806 7 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 23,455 1 =001 Valeur approximative
lingaire Nominal par Nominal  Phi 250 <,001
M d'observations valides TES  de Cramer 250 =,001
a. 2 cellules (12,5%) ont un effectif théorique inférieur 4 5. L'effectif Coefficient de contingence 1242 =001
théorique minimum est de 4,70 N d'observations valides 765
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
asymptotique Signification
Valeur standard® T approximatit  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symétrigue 000 000 B B
Dépendant de Political 000 000 b N
group (coded)
Dépendant de Magoya 2 ooo 000 i £
categories
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Political 008 o2 ,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de Nagoya 2 082 023 <,001°
categories
a. L'hypothése nulle n'stant pas considérée.
k. Me peut pas étre calculé car 'erreur standard asymptotique est égale & zéro.
c. Basé surune approximation du Khi-carré
TABLE 4.1.4. GRAPH POLITICALGROUP*NAGOYA
Nagoya
£0,0%
(coded)
[If
H:
50,0% @3
M
40,0%
o
=]
@
o
c
o
L a0o%
3
o
o
20,0%
10,0%
0%
1 2 3 4 5 5] T ™

Political group (coded)
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TABLE 4.1.5.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*NAGOYA FOR EFD

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * Nagoya (coded)

Magoya (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total

Country (coded) 2 Effectif 1 0 1] 0 1

Compte attendu 5 2 0 3 1,0

% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 4 -4 -2 -6

2l Effectif 1 0 0 0 1

Compte attendu K] 2 0 3 1,0

% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 9 -4 -2 -6

7 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1

Compte attendu i 2 0 3 1,0

% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés a -4 -2 -6

] Effectif 1 0 0 0 1

Compte attendu 5 2 L] 3 1,0

% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 9 -4 -2 -6

10 Effectif 1] 0 1] 1 1

Compte attendu K] 2 0 3 1,0

% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1 -4 -2 1.7

12 Effectif 1 0 0 1 2

Compte attendu 1.1 3 A 5 2.0

% dans Country (coded) 50,0% 0,0% 0,0% 50,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1 -6 -3 8

15 Effectif [} 0 1 1 8

Compte attendu 4.4 13 3 21 8.0

% dans Country (coded) 75,0% 0,0% 12,5% 12,5% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,3 -1.4 17 -1,0

17 Effectif 1 0 0 1 2

Compte attendu 11 3 A 5 20

% dans Country (coded) 50,0% 0,0% 0,0% 50,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1 -6 -3 8

20 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1

Compte attendu 5 2 N 3 1.0

% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 9 -4 -2 -6

21 Effectif 3 0 0 1 4

Compte attendu 22 il A 1.0 4.0

% dans Country (coded) 75,0% 0,0% 0,0% 25 0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 9 -9 -4 0

24 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1

Compte attendu 5 2 1] ] 1,0

% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés a -4 -2 -6

28 Effectif 0 5 0 3 8

Compte attendu 4.4 13 3 21 8.0

% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 62,5% 0,0% 37,5%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -36 41 -6 9

Total Effectif 17 & 1 g N

Compte attendu 17,0 a0 1,0 a0 o

% dans Country (coded) 54 8% 16,1% 3,2% 258% 100,0%

Tests du khi-carré

Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (hilatérale) L
Khi-deux de Pearson 30,886° 33 A73 Mesures SYmEtrlques
Rapport de vraisemblance 34814 33 382 Signification
)\ ) _— i
Association linéaire par 2,500 1 113 Valeur approximative
EiiE Morminal par Mominal  Phi 898 573
M d'obsemvations valides 3N
. W de Cramer B76 573
a. 48 cellules (100,0%) ont un effectifthéorique inférieur a 5. . : :
L'effectif théorique minimum est de ,03. M d'observations valides k|
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TABLE 4.1.5.2. FREQUENCIES EFD NAGOYA

Country of representation

Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé A N
Valide Belgium 1 32 32 32 ge group Nagoya
Buloaria 1 32 32 65 Fourcentage Fourcentage
Denmark 4 32 32 97 Fregquence Pourcentage valide cumule
Finland 1 32 32 12,9 Valide 2 2 6,5 6,5 6,5
France 1 32 32 16,1 3 3 a7 a7 16,1
Greece 2 6,5 6,5 226 4 3 97 97 258
Italy 8 258 258 48,4 5 4 129 129 87
Lithuania 2 8,5 65 548 g 2 6,5 6,5 45,2
Metherlands 1 32 32 88,1
7 ] 16,1 16,1 61,3
Poland 4 12,9 12,9 71,0
Slovakia 1 32 32 74,2 B 4 129 D) i
United Kingdom g 258 258 100,0 9 8 258 258 100,0
Total 3 100,0 100,0 Total ELl 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 2 6,5 6,5 6,5
male 28 935 935 100,0
Total Exl 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.1.5.3. FREQUENCIES EFD IN FAVOUR NAGOYA

Country of representation

Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé Age group Nagoya
Valide Belgium 1 549 549 549 Pourcentage Pourcentage
Bulgaria 1 59 59 11,8 Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Denmak i d i 78 valide 2 2 18 118 18
E‘”‘a”d 1 :3 :3 ;;j 3 2 118 118 235
reece . . . 4 3 17,6 17,6 41.2
taly 6 35,3 35,3 64,7 . 5 " e o
Lithuania 1 59 59 70,6 : : :
Metherlands 1 59 59 T6,5 6 1 59 59 58.8
Poland 3 17,6 17,6 94,1 7 2 1.8 1.8 70,6
Slovakia 1 59 59 100,0 9 5 294 29,4 100,0
Total 17 100,0 100,0 Total ¥ 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 1 549 549 549
male 16 941 941 100,0
Total 17 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.1.6.1. FREQUENCIES NI NAGOYA
Country of representation Age group Nagoya
Pourcentage Pourcentage Pourcentage Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé . X .
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide Austria 5 156 15,6 156 -
Belgium 1 3.4 3.1 18,8 Valide 1 1 31 31 31
Bulgaria 1 31 31 219 2 3 9.4 9.4 126
France 3 94 a4 313 4 4 12,5 12,5 25,0
Hungary 3 g4 94 406
Ireland 1 31 3,1 438 d 4 25 25 el
Italy 2 5.3 53 50,0 6 4 12,5 12,5 50,0
Netherlands 5 156 15,6 65,6 7 4 125 125 625
Romania 3 94 9.4 750 g B 18,8 18,8 81,3
Spain 1 31 31 781 g & 188 188 1000
United Kingdom T 219 219 100,0 L L L
Total 32 100,0 100,0 Tatal 32 1000 1000
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Gender

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 7 21,9 219 219
male 25 78,1 78,1 100,0
Total 32 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.1.6.2. FREQUENCIES NI IN FAVOUR NAGOYA

Country of representation

Age group Nagoya
Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Pourcentage Pourcentage » § o .
Fréquence Pourcentags valide cumulé Frequence Pourcentage valide cumule
Valide Austria 4 22,2 222 222 Valide 1 1 5,6 5,6 5,6
Eelgium 1 56 56 27.8 2 2 111 111 16,7
Bulgaria 1 56 56 333 4 1 56 56 222
Hungary 3 16,7 16,7 50,0 5 2 1.1 111 333
Ireland 1 56 56 55,6 5 3 167 16.7 500
Italy 2 11,1 11,1 66,7
. 7 3 16,7 16,7 66,7
Romania 2 11 111 7.8
Spain 1 56 56 83,3 B g 164 16 g
United Kingdom 3 18,7 167 100,0 E] 3 16,7 16,7 100,0
Total 18 100,0 100,0 Total 8 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 4 222 222 222
male 14 77.8 77,8 100,0
Total 18 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.2.1 FREQUENCIES POLITICAL GROUP CITES

Political group (coded)
Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Valide 1 219 29,2 29,2 29,2
2 191 254 254 54,6
3 68 9,1 9,1 63,6
4 50 6,7 6,7 70,3
& 71 9.5 9.5 79,8
6 52 6,9 6,9 86,7
9 LE:] 6,4 6,4 93,1
11 52 6,9 6,9 100,0
Total 751 100,0 100,0

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * CITES (coded)

Effectif

CITES (coded)

1 2 3 Total
Political group (coded) 1 201 0 [i] 18 219
2 180 1) 1) 11 191
2 66 0 0 2 68
4 49 0 0 1 50
@ 65 0 0 [ 71
i 48 0 0 4 52
] 17 26 0 & 48
11 15 34 1 2 52
Total 641 60 1 49 751
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TABLE 4.2.2. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*CITES

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * CITES (coded)

CITES (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Paolitical group (coded) 1 Effectif 201 0 0 18 219
Compte attendu 186,9 17,5 ) 14,3 219,0
% dans Political group 61,8% 0,0% 0,0% 82% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 32 -5,2 -6 1,2
2 Effectit 180 0 0 11 181
Compte attendu 163,0 153 3 12,5 181,0
% dans Political group 94,2% 0,0% 0,0% 58% 100,0%
(coded)
Residus ajustés 4,0 -4,7 -6 -5
2l Effectif 66 0 0 2 68
Compte attendu 58,0 54 A 44 68,0
% dans Political group a97.1% 0,0% 0,0% 2,9% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 28 -25 -3 -1,3
4 Effectil 49 0 0 1 50
Compte attendu 427 4.0 A 33 50,0
% dans Political group 98,0% 0,0% 0,0% 20% 100,0%
(coded)
Reésidus ajustés 26 -2,2 -3 -1,3
< Effectif 65 1] 0 [ Il
Compte attendu 60,6 57 A 46 71,0
% dans Political group 91,5% 0,0% 0,0% 85% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 16 -2 6 -3 T
6 Effectif 48 0 0 4 52
Compte attendu 444 4,2 Al 34 52,0
% dans Political group 62,3% 0,0% 0,0% T7% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 15 -2.2 -3 4
9 Effectit 17 26 0 5 48
Compte attendu 410 38 A 3,1 480
% dans Political group 35,4% 542% 0,0% 10,4% 100,0%
(coded)
Residus ajustés -10.1 122 -3 1,1
11 Effectif 15 34 1 2 52
Compte attendu 44 4 42 A 34 520
% dans Political group 28.8% £5.4% 1,8% 38%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -119 16,8 37 -8
Total Effectif 641 60 1 49 751
Compte attendu 6410 60,0 1.0 480 7510
% dans Political group B5,4% 8,0% 01% 6,5% 100,0%
(coded)
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (hilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 453162% 21 =001 .
Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 304,350 21 <,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 30818 1 =001 Valeur approximative
lingaire Nominal par Nominal Phi 777 <001
M d'obsemvations valides 751 W de Cramer A48 =001
a.18 cellules (56,3%) ont un effectifthéorique inférieur & 5. Coefficient de contingence 613 =001
L'effectif théarique minimum estde 06. M d'observations valides 751
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Mesures directionnelles

Erreur
SSYthDNQEE Signification

Valeur standard T approximati®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symeétrigue a8 020 4574 =001
Dépendant de Political 066 011 6,059 =001

group (coded)
Dépendant de CITES 255 075 2,836 003

(coded)

Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Palitical 063 003 =,001°

Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de CITES 333 043 =001°

(coded)

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.
k. Utilisation de I'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant 'hypothése nulle.
¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré

TABLE 4.2.3. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*CITES(2CAT)

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * CITES 2 categories

CITES 2 categories

Infavour Mot in favour Total
Falitical group (coded) 1 Effectif 201 18 219
Compte attendu 1869 321 2190
% dans Political group 91,8% 8,2% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 3,2 -3,2
2 Effectif 180 11 191
Compte attendu 163,0 28,0 191,0
% dans Political group 942% 5,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 40 -4.0
gl Effectif 66 2 68
Compte attendu 58,0 10,0 68,0
% dans Political group 971% 29% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 29 -2,8
L] Effectif 49 1 50
Compte attendu 427 7.3 50,0
% dans Political group 98,0% 20%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 2,6 -26
5 Effectif 65 i 71
Compte attendu 60,6 10,4 71,0
% dans Political group 91,5% 85% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1,6 -1,6
6 Effectif a8 4 53
Compte attendu 44 4 7.6 520
% dans Political group 92,3% T7% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1,5 -1.5
] Effectif 17 31 48
Compte attendu 41,0 7.0 48,0
% dans Paolitical group 354% 64 6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -10,1 10,1
11 Effectif 15 37 52
Compte attendu 44 4 7.6 520
% dans Political group 28,8% 71.2% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -11,9 11,9
Total Effectif 641 110 751
Compte attendu 641,0 110,0 751,0
% dans Political group 85,4% 146%  100,0%

(coded)
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Tests du khi-carré

Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (bilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 265,802 T <,001 .
Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 194 94949 7 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 189,276 1 =001 Valeur approximative
lingaire Mominal par Mominal ~ Phi 595 <,001
M d'observations valides 751  de Cramer 595 =,001
a. 0 cellules (0,0%) ontun effectif théorique inférieur & 5. L'effectif Coefficient de contingence 511 =001
théorique minimum est de 7,03 N d'observations valides 751
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
asymptotiqge Signification
Valeur standard T approximati®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symétrigue 086 022 3,667 =001
Dépendant de Palitical 036 014 2573 010
group (coded)
Dépendant de CITES 2 327 075 3,631 =001
categories
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Political 036 006 <,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de CITES 2 354 048 <,001°
categories
a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.
b. Utilisation de I'arreur asymptotique standard en envisageant I'hypothése nulle.
¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré
TABLE 4.2.4. GRAPH POLITICALGROUP*CITES
CITES
100,0% T
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TABLE 4.2.5.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*CITES FOR EFDD

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * CITES (coded)
CITES (coded)

1 2 4 Total
Country (coded) 6 Effectif 0 1 1] 1
Compte attendu 4 5 A 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -7 4 -3
10 Effectif 1 i 0 1
Compte attendu 4 H B 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,4 -1,1 -3
15 Effectif 15 0 2 17
Compte attendu 6,0 g2 1.8 17,0
% dans Country (coded) 28,2% 0,0% 11,8% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 57 -5.6 2
17 Effectif ] 0 2 2
Compte attendu i 1.1 2 20
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1.1 -1,6 4.2
21 Effectif 1 i 0 1
Compte attendu 4 5 A 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,4 -1,1 -3
27 Effectif 1] 2 0 2
Compte attendu i 1.1 2 20
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1.1 1,3 -5
28 Effectif ] 23 1 24
Compte attendu a.h 13,0 2.5 24,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 95, 8% 4 2% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -5.1 58 -1,4
Total Effectif 17 26 5 48
Compte attendu 17,0 26,0 5.0 48,0
% dans Country (coded) 35,4% 54 2% 10,4% 100,0%
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotigue
Valeur df (bilatérale) L
P ———— 631077 05 <001 Mesures symeétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 69,162 12 <,001 Signification
Association lingaire par 3,940 1 047 Valeur approximative
[ Norminal par Nominal ~ Phi 1147 <001
1 dohsevations valldes - B R - V de Cramer 811 <,001
a'1L:a;r§lltlijrltehsé(:ﬁ:dﬂgnﬁ:}rﬁﬂ;ﬁsgmiﬂgquemfe”euras' N d'observations valides 48
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TABLE 4.2.5.2. FREQUENCIES EFDD CITES

Country of representation

Age group CITES

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Fourcentage Fourcentage Valide 1 g 10,4 10,4 10,4
Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé J 3 63 63 167
Valide Czechia 1 21 21 21 5 5 125 125 20.2
France 1 21 21 4,2 4 10 20,8 208 50,0
Italy 17 354 354 396 5 5 10,4 104 60,4
Lithuania 2 4,2 4,2 438 5 7 14,6 146 75,0
Foland 1 21 21 458 7 3 6,3 6,3 81,3
Sweden 2 4,2 4,2 50,0 ] 7 14,6 146 95,8
United Kingdom 24 50,0 50,0 100,0 ] 2 4,2 42 100,0
Total 48 100,0 1000 Total 48 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 17 354 354 354
male )l 64,6 64,6 100,0
Total 48 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.2.5.3. FREQUENCIES EFDD AGAINST CITES
Country of representation Gender
Fré y Puu\:ce_mage Poumentgge Fourcentage Fourcentage
régquence  Pourcentage valide cumulé . - N
Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumule
Valide Czechia 1 38 38 38
S 2 77 77 15 Valide female g 308 308 30,8
United Kingdom 23 88.5 88,5 100,0 male 18 69,2 69,2 100,0
Total 26 100,0 100,0 Total 26 100,0 100,0
Age group CITES
Pourcentage Pourcentage
Frégquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide 1 1 38 38 38
2 1 38 38 77
3 2 7.7 7.7 154
4 4 154 154 30,8
5 4 15,4 16,4 46,2
6 6 231 231 69,2
7 1 38 38 731
8 & 18,2 19,2 923
] 2 77 7.7 100,0
Total 26 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.2.6.1. FREQUENCIES NI CITES
Country of representation Age group CITES
Frégquence  Pourcentage PDUV\_';ﬁgleage PDLCJLC;EEQE Pourcentage Pourcentage
- - Frégquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide Austria 4 77 77 77
Belgium 1 19 19 96 Valide 1 1 1.9 1.9 1.9
France 23 442 44,2 538 2 2 38 38 5,8
Germany 2 38 38 57,7 3 2 38 38 9.6
Greece 5] 96 9.6 67,3 4 g 17,3 17,3 26,9
Hungary 3 5.8 58 731 5 3 154 154 423
:fa'; f f: ?: :i; 8 7 135 13,5 55,3
atvia B ' .
MNetherlands 4 7.7 7.7 923 il 8 o i A
Poland 3 58 58 98,1 B 0 8.2 152 £l
United Kingdom 1 19 19 100,0 9 5 9.6 9.6 100,0
Total 52 100,0 1000 Total 52 100,0 100,0
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Gender

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage cumulé
Valide female 15 28,8 28,8 28,8
male 37 71,2 71,2 100,0
Total 52 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.2.6.2. FREQUENCIES NI AGAINST CITES

Age group CITES
Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
i Valide 1 1 2,9 2,9 29
Country of representation B 5 G 50 oG
Pourcentage Pourcentage 3 2 59 59 147
Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé 4 8 215 23,5 38,2
Valide France 23 676 5 4 11,8 1.8 50,0
Ermaee 2 735 6 4 11,8 11,8 61,8
7 4 11,8 11,8 735
LETE: 3 BH2 8 [ 17,6 17,6 91,2
Metherlands 4 100,0 g 3 88 8.8 1000
Taotal 34 Total 34 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage cumulé
Valide female 11 324 324 324
male 23 67,6 67,6 100,0
Total 34 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.3.1 FREQUENCIES POLITICAL GROUP PARIS
Political group (coded)
Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Paris (coded)
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Frégquence Pourcentage cumulé Efiectil
; Paris (coded)
Valide 1 215 28,6 28,6 28,6 2 3 Total
2 183 252 252 53.8 Palitical group (coded) 1 195 0 1 18 215
3 70 9.3 9.3 63,1 2 180 0 0 9 189
4 50 6,7 6,7 69,8 3 66 0 0 4 70
Hi 74 9.9 9.9 79,6 4 46 0 0 4 50
& 52 6.9 6.9 86,6 g 2H I 2 2l I,
8 39 5.2 5.2 91,7 2 4 J 4 g 22
8 0 13 20 [ 39
g 46 6,1 6,1 97,9 g 19 20 1 ] 46
11 16 2,1 2,1 100,0 a0 T a 7 = T
Total 751 100,0 100,0 Total 609 38 a2 72 751




TABLE 4.3.2. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*PARIS

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Paris (coded)

Paris (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Palitical group (coded) 1 Effectit 196 0 1 18 215
Compte attendu 1743 10,9 92 20,6 2150
% dans Political group 91,2% 0,0% 0,5% 8,4% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 45 -4.0 =33 -7
2 Effectif 180 1) 1) 9 189
Compte attendu 1533 9,6 81 181 1890
% dans Political group 95,2% 0,0% 0,0% 4,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 57 -37 -34 -26
Al Effectif 66 0 0 4 70
Compte attendu 568 35 30 6,7 700
% dans Political group 94,3% 0,0% 0,0% 57% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 3,0 -20 -1.8 -1,.2
4 Effectit 46 0 1] 4 50
Compte attendu 405 25 21 48 50,0
% dans Political group 92,0% 0,0% 0,0% 8,0% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 20 1,7 -5 -4
5 Effectif 48 1 5 20 74
Compte attendu 50,0 37 32 71 740
% dans Political group 64,9% 1,4% 5,8% 27,0% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -38 -1.5 1.1 54
(i Effectif 45 0 4 3 52
Compte attendu 422 26 2.2 5,0 52,0
% dans Political group 86,5% 0,0% T.7% 5,8% 100,0%
{coded)
Résidus ajustés 1.0 17 1,3 -1.0
8 Effectif 0 13 20 i} 39
Compte attendu 316 2,0 1.7 37 350
% dans Political group 0,0% 333% 51,3% 15,4% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -133 83 14,9 13
9 Effectit 19 20 1 6 46
Compte attendu 373 23 20 44 46,0
% dans Political group 41,3% 43 5% 2,2% 13,0% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -7 12,3 -7 8
11 Effectif 9 4 1 2 16
Compte attendu 130 8 T 1.5 16,0
% dans Political group 56,3% 250% 6,3% 12,5% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustes -26 37 4 A4
Total Effectif 609 38 32 72 751
Compte attzndu 609,0 380 320 72,0 7510
% dans Political group 81,1% 51% 4,3% 9,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (hilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 5518677 24 <001 Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 362,291 24 =001 Signification
Association linéaire par 77,811 1 <001 Valeur approximative
linéaire Mominal par Mominal ~ Phi B5T7 =001
N d'observations valides 751 Vde Cramer 495 =00
a. 19 cellules (52,8%) ontun effectif théorique inférieur 5. Coefficient de contingence 651 <001
L'effectif théorique minimum est de 68, N d'observations valides 751
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Mesures directionnelles

Erreur
asymptotiqge Signification
Valeur standard T approximati®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symeétrigue 081 021 4249 =001
Dépendant de Political 076 018 4 680 =001
group (coded)
Dépendant de Paris 148 050 2,748 008
(coded)
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Palitical 068 007 =,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de Paris 278 024 =001°
(coded)

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.
k. Utilisation de I'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant 'hypothése nulle.
¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré

TABLE 4.3.3. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROU

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Paris 2 categories

Paris 2 categories

Infavour  MNotinfavour  Total
Paolitical group (coded) 1 Effectif 196 19 215
Compte attendu 1743 40,7 2150
% dans Political group 912% 8,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 45 -4.5
2 Effectit 180 9 189
Compte attendu 1533 357 189,0
% dans Political group 95 2% 4.8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 57 -57
H Effectif 66 4 70
Compte attendu 56,8 13,2 70,0
% dans Folitical group 94 3% 57% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 30 -3.0
4 Effectif 46 4 50
Compte attendu 40,5 9,5 50,0
% dans Political group 92.0% 8,0% 100,0%
{coded)
Résidus ajustés 2,0 -2.0
5 Effectif 48 26 74
Compte attendu 60,0 14,0 740
% dans Political group 64 9% 351% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -3.8 3,8
6 Effectit 45 7 52
Compte attendu 42,2 9.8 52,0
% dans Political group B86,5% 13,5% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1,0 -1,0
8 Effectif 0 39 39
Compte attendu 31,6 74 39,0
% dans Political group 0,0% 100,0% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -13.3 13,3
a Effectif 19 27 46
Compte attendu 373 8.7 460
% dans Paolitical group 413% 5B.7% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -7 71
11 Effectif El 7 16
Compte attendu 13,0 3,0 16,0
% dans Political group 56.3% 43 8% 100,0%
(coded)
REsidus ajustés -2,6 2,6
Total Effectif 609 142 751
Compte attendu 00,0 1420 7510
% dans Political group B1,1% 18,9% 100,0%
(coded)
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Tests du khi-carré

Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (bilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 2856237 8 <,001 .
Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 247 5496 8 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 175,018 1 =001 Valeur approximative
lingaire Mominal par Mominal ~ Phi BT <,001
M d'observations valides 751  de Cramer 617 =,001
a. 1 cellules (5,6%) ontun effectif théorique inférieur & 5. L'effectif Coefficient de contingence 525 =001
théorique minimum est de 3,03 N d'observations valides 751
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
asymptotiqge Signification
Valeur standard T approximati®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symétrigue 099 021 4,569 =001
Dépendant de Palitical 037 014 2638 oog
group (coded)
Dépendant de Paris 2 k]| 083 5188 =001
categories
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Political 040 006 <,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de Paris 2 380 030 <,001°
categories
a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.
b. Utilisation de I'arreur asymptotique standard en envisageant I'hypothése nulle.
¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré
TABLE 4.3.4. GRAPH POLITICALGROUP*PARIS
Paris
(coded)
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Political group (coded)

96



TABLE 4.3.5.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*PARIS FOR EFDD

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * Paris (coded)
Faris (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Country (coded) & Effectif i} 1 i} i} 1
Compte attendu 4 4 0 1 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -8 1,2 -2 -4
10 Effectif 1 ] ] ] 1
Compte attendu 4 4 0 1 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,2 -9 -2 -4
11 Effectif 1] 1 1] 1] 1
Compte attendu 4 4 0 Al 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -8 1,2 -2 -4
115 Effectif 15 0 0 2 17
Compte attendu 7.0 7.4 4 22 17,0
% dans Country (coded) 88,2% 0,0% 0,0% 11,8% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 49 -4.6 -8 -2
17 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 4 4 0 A 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1.2 -9 -2 -4
21 Effectif i] 1 i] i] 1
Compte attendu 4 4 0 Al 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -8 1,2 -2 -4
27 Effectif 2 0 0 0 2
Compte attendu ] 8 0 3 20
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1.7 -1.3 -2 -6
28 Effectif 1] 17 1 4 22
Compte attendu 9.1 9.6 5 29 22,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 77,3% 4.5% 18,2% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -5.4 4.4 1.1 1,0
Total Effectif 19 20 1 G 46
Compte attendu 19,0 20,0 1,0 6,0 46,0
% dans Country (coded) 41,3% 43,5% 2,2% 13,0% 100,0%
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotigue
Valeur df (bilatérale) L
Khi-deux de Pearson 42.312° 21 004 Mesures sy‘metrlques
Rapport de vraisemblance 58,115 21 <001 Signification
Association linéaire par 8,598 1 003 Valeur approximative
- A Morninal par Mominal ~ Phi 959 004
M d'obsemvations valides .46, : _— : N 554 004
a. 28 cellules (87 5%) ont un effectifthéorique inférieur a 5.
L'effectif théorique minimum estde ,02. M d'observations valides 46
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TABLE 4.3.5.2. FREQUENCIES EFDD PARIS

Country of representation

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Age group Paris

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide Czechia 1 22 22 22 Valide 1 1 2,2 22 22
France 1 22 22 4.3 2 7 15,2 152 174
Germany 1 2,2 2,2 6,5 El £l 109 109 283
Italy 17 7,0 7,0 435 d g Je 1l il
Lithuania 1 2.2 2.2 457 2 ! 15.2 152 565
Foland 1 22 22 478 5 B it i e
olan 0 . : 7 4 8,7 87 826
Sweden 2 43 43 52,2 3 3 6.5 65 891
United Kingdom 22 478 478 100,0 g 5 10,9 10,9 1000
Total 46 1000 100,0 Total 46 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
valide female 17 370 37,0 37,0
male 28 63,0 63,0 100,0
Total 45 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.3.5.3. FREQUENCIES EFDD AGAINST PARIS
Age group Paris
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Frégquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide 2 2 10,0 10,0 10,0
Country of representation 4 3 15,0 15,0 25,0
) Pourcgntage Pourcentgge 5 3 15,0 15,0 40,0
Frequence Pourcentage valide cumule
- " i & 25,0 250 65,0
Walide Czechia 1 50 50 50
Germany 1 5,0 5,0 10,0 g d (00 (00 50
Foland 1 50 50 150 B 2 100 100 E5i0
United Kingdom 17 850 85,0 100,0 9 3 15,0 15,0 100,0
Total 20 100,0 100,0 Total 20 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
valide female 5 25.0 25.0 25.0
male 15 75,0 75,0 100,0
Total 20 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.3.6.1. FREQUENCIES NI PARIS
Country of representation Age group Paris
) Pourcentage  Pourcentage Pourcentage  Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumule Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
valide France 3 18,8 18,8 188 valide 4 1 6.3 6.3 6.3
Germany 2 12,5 12,5 M3 5 1 6.3 6.3 125
Greeca 5 313 N3 62,5 s q o o T
Hungary 3 18,8 18,8 81,3 ! ! !
Italy 1 6,3 6,3 87,5 u g 1BH 1BH 56,3
Paland 1 6.3 6,3 938 8 3 188 188 750
United Kingdom 1 6,3 6,3 100,0 9 4 250 250 100,0
Total 16 100,0 100,0 Total 16 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 2 12,5 12,5 12,5
male 14 875 ars 100,0
Total 16 100,0 100,0
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TABLE 4.3.6.2. FREQUENCIES NI IN FAVOUR PARIS

Country of representation

Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Country of representation

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence  Pourcentage valide cumulé Fréquence Pourcentage valide curmulé

Valide France 1 11,1 11,1 11 Valide France 1 1.1 11,1 11,1

Germany 1 111 11 22,2 Germany 1 11,1 11,1 22,2

Greece 3 333 333 556 Greece 3 333 333 556

Hungary 3 333 333 88,9 Hungary 3 33,3 333 8849

United Kingdom 1 11,1 11,1 100,0 United Kingdom 1 11,1 11,1 1000

Total ] 100,0 100,0 Total ] 100,0 100,0

Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Walide female 2 222 222 222

male 7 778 77,8 100,0

Total 9 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.4.1 FREQUENCIES POLITICAL GROUP MINAMATA

Political group (coded)
Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Valide 1 216 28,8 28,8 28,8
2 189 252 252 54,0
3 68 9,1 9,1 63,1
4 51 6,8 6,8 69,9
& 74 9.9 9.9 79,7
6 52 6,9 6,9 86,7
8 39 52 52 91,9
g 42 56 56 97,5
11 19 25 25 100,0
Total 750 100,0 100,0

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Minamata (coded)

Effectif
Minamata (coded)
1 2 3 Total
Folitical group (coded) 1 182 0 0 24 216
2 153 0 0 36 189
3 58 0 0 10 it}
4 48 a 0 3 51
5 58 1) 0 16 T4
6 44 0 0 8 52
8 12 16 1 10 39
] 18 3 17 4 42
1 10 1 3 & 19
Total 593 20 21 116 750
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TABLE 4.4.2. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*MINAMATA

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Minamata (coded)

Minamata (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Palitical group (coded) 1 Effectit 192 0 0 24 216
Compte attendu 1708 58 6,0 334 2160
% dans Political group 88,9% 0,0% 0,0% 11,1% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 42 -29 -3,0 =21
2 Effectif 153 1) 1) 36 189
Compte attendu 1494 50 Bzl 29,2 1890
% dans Political group 81,0% 0,0% 00%  19,0%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 7 -26 =27 1,6
Al Effectif 58 0 0 10 68
Compte attendu 538 18 1,8 10,5 68,0
% dans Political group 85,3% 0,0% 0,0% 14,7% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 13 1,4 -1.5 -2
4 Effectit 48 0 1] 3 51
Compte attendu 403 1,4 1.4 7.9 510
% dans Political group 94.1% 0,0% 0,0% 5,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 27 -1,2 -1,3 =20
5 Effectif 58 1) 1) 16 74
Compte attendu 58,5 20 21 114 740
% dans Paolitical group 78,4% 0,0% 0,0% 21,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -2 -1.5 -1.8 15
(i Effectif 44 0 0 8 52
Compte attendu 411 1.4 1.5 8,0 52,0
% dans Political group 84,6% 0.0% 00%  154%  100,0%
{coded)
Résidus ajustés 1.0 -1,2 -1,3 0
8 Effectif 12 16 1 10 39
Compte attendu 308 1,0 1,1 6,0 350
% dans Political group 308%  410% 26%  256%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -76 153 -1 18
9 Effectit 18 gl 17 4 42
Compte attendu 332 11 12 65 420
% dans Political group 42 9% 71% 40,5% 9,5% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -59 19 15,2 -11
11 Effectif 10 1 | & 19
Compte attendu 150 ] 5 29 19,0
% dans Political group 52,6% 53% 158%  263%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustes -29 T 35 1,3
Total Effectif 593 20 21 116 750
Compte attzndu 5830 20,0 21,0 16,0 750,0
% dans Political group 79,1% 27% 2,8% 15,5% 100,0%

(coded)

Tests du khi-carré

Signification L
asymptatique Mesures symetrlques
Waleur df (bilatérale) Signification
Khi-deux de Pearson 517 7157 24 <,001 Valeur apgroximative
Rapport de vraisemblance 240,066 24 =001 N N N
Association linéaire par 30,672 1 <,001 Mominal par Nominal _Phi 831 =001
linéaire Wode Cramer 480 =001
0 el e i oG 750 Coeflicient de contingence 639 =,001
a. 15 cellules (41,7%) ontun effectifthéorique inférieura 5. ) N N
L'effectif théorique minimum estde 51, M d'observations valides 750
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
as‘fmptotiqge Signification
Valeur standard T approximatit®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal Lambda Symeétrigue 07 017 4004 =001
Dépendant de Political 084 017 4736 <001
group (coded)
Dépendant de Minamata 028 033 756 450
(coded)
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Palitical 056 006 =,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de Minamata 133 024 =,001°

(coded)

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.

k. Utilisation de I'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant 'hypothése nulle.

¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré
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TABLE 4.4.3. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*MINAMATA(2CAT)

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * Minamata 2 categories

Minamata 2 categaries

Infavour  Motin favour Total
Palitical group (coded) 1 Effe ctif 192 24 216
Compte attendu 170,8 452 26,0
% dans Political group 88,9% 11,1% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 42 -4.2
2 Effectif 153 36 189
Compte attendu 149,4 39,6 1890
% dans Political group 81,.0% 190%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés i -7
3 Effectif 58 10 68
Compte attendu 538 14,2 68,0
% dans Palitical group 853% 147% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 1,3 -1,3
4 Effectif 48 3 51
Compte attendu 40,3 10,7 510
% dans Political group 941% 50% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 2,7 =27
5 Effectif 58 16 74
Compte attendu 58,5 155 740
% dans Paolitical group 78,4% 21,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -2 2
(i Effectif 44 E 52
Compte attendu 41,1 109 52,0
% dans Political group 84,6% 154%  100,0%
{coded)
Résidus ajustés 1,0 -1,0
8 Effectif 12 27 39
Compte attendu 30,8 82 350
% dans Palitical group 308% 69,2% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -7.6 7.6
9 Effectif 18 24 42
Compte attendu 33,2 88 420
% dans Political group 42 9% A71% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -5.9 59
11 Effectif 10 9 19
Compte attendu 15,0 4,0 19,0
% dans Paolitical group 526% 47,4% 100,0%
(coded)
Residus ajustés -2.9 28
Total Effectif 593 187 750
Compte attendu 5830 1570 7500
% dans Palitical group 791% 20,9% 100,0%
(coded)
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotique L
valeur df (;ila?éra?e) Mesures symeétriques
Khi-deux de Pearson 1188167 ] =001 Signification
Rapport de wiaisemblance 101,537 8 <001 Valeur | approximative
A5§0ciat\0n linéaire par 73,081 1 =001 Mominal par Mominal ~ Phi 398 =001
D V de Cramer 398 <,001
N dlobsenvations valides : 7510 I . Coefficient de contingence 370 =001
a. 1 cellules (5,6%) ont un effectif théorique inférieur a 5. L'effectif
théarique minimum est de 3,98 M d'observations valides 750
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
asymptotique Signification
Valeur standard® T approximatit®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal Lambda Symétrigue 048 017 2794 008
Dépendant de Political 022 014 1,652 A2
group (coded)
Dépendant de Minamata 2 134 053 2342 019
categories
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Political 015 004 <,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de Minamata 2 158 031 <,001°

categories

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.
k. Utilisation de I'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant 'hypothése nulle.
¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré
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TABLE 4.4.4. GRAPH POLITICALGROUP*MINAMATA
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TABLE 4.4.5.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*MINAMATA FOR ENF

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * Minamata (coded)

Minamata (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Country (coded) 1 Effectif 4 0 0 0 4
Compte attendu 1,2 1,6 Al 1,0 40
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 32 -1.8 -3 1,2
2 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 3 4 0 3 1,0
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,5 -8 -2 -6
10 Effectif 1 12 0 7 20
Compte attendu 6,2 8,2 = a1 20,0
% dans Country (coded) 5,0% 60,0% 0,0% 350%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -3,6 2,5 -1.0 1,4
11 Effectif 0 0 0 1 1
Compte attendu 3 A 0 3 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%  1000%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -7 -8 -2 1.7
15 Effectif 5 0 0 1 f
Compte attendu 18 25 2 15 6,0
% dans Country (coded) 83,3% 0,0% 0,0% 16,7% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 3.0 -2.2 -4 -5
20 Effectif 0 3 0 0 3
Compte attendu 9 1,2 Al B 3,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0%  100,0% 0,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1,2 22 -3 1.1
21 Effectif ] 1 0 1 2
Compte attendu 6 8 1 5 20
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 50,0% 0,0% 500%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1.0 3 -2 B
23 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 3 A 0 3 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,5 -8 -2 -6
28 Effectif 0 0 1 0 1
Compte attendu 3 4 0 3 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0%  100,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -7 -8 62 ]
Total Effectif 12 16 1 10 39
Compte attendu 12,0 16,0 1,0 10,0 39,0
% dans Country (coded) 30,8% 41,0% 2,6% 256%  100,0%
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (hilatérale) L
Khi-deux de Psarson 75,3407 2 =001 Mesures symetriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 50,217 24 001 Signification
Association linéaire par an2 1 342 Waleur approximative
ineaire : Nominal par Nominal  Phi 1,390 <,001
M d'observations valides _39, : — : v de Gramer 202 <001
a. 33 cellules (81,7%) ont un effectif theorique inférieur a 5.
L'effectif théorique minimum est de ,03. M d'observations valides 38
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TABLE 4.4.5.2. FREQUENCIES ENF MINAMATA

Country of representation

Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Age group Minamata
Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide Austria 4 10,3 10,3 10,3 Valide 2 2 51 51 51
Belgium 1 2,6 26 12,8 3 2 51 51 10,3
France 20 51,3 51,3 64,1 4 a 20,5 20,5 30,8
e - — gl TR BT A—T
el . i '
¥ f ] 23,1 23,1 64,1
Metherlands 3 77 7.7 89,7
Foland 2 51 5,1 94,9 g 4 g g T
Romania 1 26 26 974 8 8 15,4 15,4 89,7
United Kingdom 1 2,6 2,6 100,0 9 4 10,3 10,3 100,0
Total 39 100,0 100,0 Total 39 100,0 100,0
Gender
Pourcentage Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 12 308 308 308
male 27 69,2 69,2 100,0
Total k] 100,0 1000

TABLE 4.4.5.3. FREQUENCIES ENF AGAINST MINAMATA

Age group Minamata
Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Country of representation Ve e d 125 125 125
5 1 6,3 6,3 18,8
Pourcentage Pourcentage
Fréguence  Pourcentage valide cumulé 6 5 N3 N3 50,0
Valide France 12 75,0 75,0 75,0 7 1 6,3 6,3 96,3
Metherlands 3 188 18,8 938 8 4 250 250 81,3
Poland 1 63 6,3 100,0 9 3 18,8 18,8 100,0
Total 16 1000 1000 Total 16 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 7 438 438 438
male 9 56,3 56,3 100,0
Total 16 100,0 100,0
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TABLE 4.4.6.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*MINAMATA FOR EFDD

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * Minamata (coded)

Minamata (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Country (coded) 6 Effectif 0 1 0 0 1
Compte attendu K A A4 Al 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -9 3,6 -8 -3
10 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu K A 4 A 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,2 -3 -8 -3
11 Effectif ] 0 1 0 1
Compte attendu K A 4 A 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0%  100,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -9 -3 1.2 -3
15 Effectif 15 0 0 0 15
Compte attendu 6,4 1.1 61 1.4 15,0
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 56 -1,3 -4.0 -1.6
17 Effectif 0 0 0 1 1
Compte attendu 4 A 4 N 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -9 -3 -8 31
21 Effectif 0 1 0 0 1
Compte attendu A A 4 N 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -4 3,6 -8 -3
a7 Effectif 2 0 0 0 2
Compte attendu 4 A B 2 2.0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,7 -4 -1,2 -5
28 Effectif 0 1 16 3 20
Compte attendu 8.6 14 81 19 20,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 5,0% 80,0% 150% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -5.4 -5 50 1,2
Total Effectif 18 3 17 4 42
Compte attendu 18,0 3.0 17,0 40 42,0
% dans Country (coded) 42 5% T1% 40,5% 9.5% 100,0%
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotigue
Valeur df (bilatérale) L
Khi-deux de Pearson 78,0199 21 =001 Mesures SYmEtrlques
Rapport de vraisemhlance 71,385 2 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 19,733 1 <001 Valeur approximative
lingaire Nominal par Mominal  Phi 1,363 <00
M d'obsenvations valides .42' : _ : e 787 <,001
a. 28 cellules (87 5%) ont un effectifthéorique inférieur 3 5.
L'effectif théorique minimum estde 07. M d'observations valides 42
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TABLE 4.4.6.2. FREQUENCIES EFDD MINAMATA

Country of representation

Age group Minamata

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Pourcentage Pourcentage Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé valide 2 5 14,3 14,3 14,3
Valide Czechia 1 24 24 24 5 5 11,9 11,9 26,2
France 1 24 24 48 4 3 7.1 7.1 333
Germany 1 24 24 71 5 10 238 238 57.1

Italy 15 357 357 42,9
Lithuania 1 24 24 452 g g 157 157 ('8
Foland 1 24 2,4 476 7 2 48 48 78,6
Sweden 7 48 48 52,4 8 4 9.5 9.5 88,1
United Kingdom 20 476 47,6 100,0 9 5 1.8 1.8 1000

Total 42 100,0 100,0 Total 42 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 16 381 381 381
male 26 61,9 61,9 100,0
Total 42 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.4.6.3. FREQUENCIES EFDD IN FAVOUR MINAMATA

Age group Minamata

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Country of representation Valide 2 3 78 78 78
Fourcentage Fourcentage 3 3 16,7 16,7 444
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé 4 i 56 56 50,0
Walide France 1 5,6 5,6 5,6 5 G 333 333 833
Italy 15 833 833 889 i 2 111 111 94 4
Sweden 2 11,1 11,1 100,0 9 1 5,6 5,6 100,0
Total 18 1000 100,0 Total 18 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Yalide female 10 55,6 55,6 55,6
male 8 444 444 100,0
Total 18 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.4.7.1. FREQUENCIES NI MINAMATA
Country of representation Age group Minamata
. ) Pourcentage | Pourcentage Pourcentage  Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé
“alide France 3 158 15,8 158 valide 4 1 53 53 53
Germany 2 10,5 10,5 26,3 5 2 105 105 15,8
Greece 5] 26,3 26,3 52,6 6 2 105 105 263
Hungary 3 15,8 16,8 62,4 : : :
Italy 1 Eigl 53 737 u g &l &l i)
Poland 7 10,5 10,8 84,2 8 3 15,8 15,8 737
United Kingdom 3 15,8 158 100,0 9 5 263 26,3 100,0
Total 19 100,0 100,0 Total 19 100,0 100,0
Gender
Pourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 3 15,8 158 158
male 16 842 84,2 100,0
Total 19 100,0 100,0
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TABLE 4.4.7.2. FREQUENCIES NI IN FAVOUR MINAMATA

Country of representation

Age group Minamata

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Pourcentage Fourcentage Frégquence Pourcentage valide curmulé
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé -
- Walide § 1 10,0 10,0 10,0
“alide France 1 10,0 10,0 10,0 6 2 200 200 300
Germany 2 20,0 20,0 30,0 ! ! !
Greece 3 30,0 30,0 60,0 7 3 30,0 30,0 60,0
Hungary 3 30,0 300 300 8 3 30,0 30,0 80.0
United Kingdom 1 10,0 10,0 100,0 9 1 10,0 10,0 100,0
Total 10 100,0 100,0 Total 10 100,0 100,0
Gender
Pourcentage Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide female 2 20,0 20,0 20,0
male g 80,0 80,0 100,0
Total 10 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.5.1 FREQUENCIES POLITICAL GROUP BBNJ

Political group (coded)

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * BBNJ (coded)

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Valide 1 177 251 251 251
2 140 19,9 19,9 450
3 102 145 145 59,4
4 72 10,2 10,2 69,6
& 68 9.6 9.6 79,3
6 37 52 52 84,5
10 59 8.4 8.4 92,9
11 50 71 71 100,0
Total 705 100,0 100,0

Effectif
BBMJ (coded)
1 2 3 Total
Political group (coded) 1 158 1] 1 17 177
2 125 0 0 15 140
3 g8 a 0 4 102
4 68 a 0 4 72
5 26 | 32 7 68
3} 32 1) 1) 5 37
10 18 28 4 9 59
11 il 3 2 14 50
Total 557 34 39 75 705
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TABLE 4.5.2. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*BBNJ

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * BBNJ (coded)

BBNJ (coded)
1 2 3 4 Total
Political group (coded) 1 Effectif 159 0 1 17 177
Compte attendu 139,8 8,5 9.8 18,8 177,0
% dans Political group 89,8% 0,0% 0,6% 9,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 41 -35 -33 -5
2 Effeectif 125 0 0 15 140
Compte attendu 110,6 6,8 7,7 149 140,0
% dans Political group 89,3% 0,0% 0,0% 10,7% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 33 -30 -3.2 0
3 Effeectif 98 0 0 4 102
Compte attendu 80,6 4.9 56 10,8 102,0
9% dans Political group 96,1% 0,0% 0,0% 38%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 46 -2,5 -2,6 -2,4
4 Effectif 68 0 0 4 72
Compte attendu 56,9 35 40 7.7 72,0
% dans Paolitical group 94,4% 0,0% 0,0% 5,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 34 -2.0 -2.2 -1,5
5 Effectif 26 3 32 7 68
Compte attendu 53,7 33 38 7.2 68,0
% dans Political group 38,2% 4.4% 471% 10,3% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -87 -2 15,8 -1
] Effeectif 32 0 0 5 37
Compte attendu 29,2 1,8 2,0 3,9 37,0
% dans Political group 86,5% 0,0% 0,0% 135% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 11 1,4 -15 B
10 Effectif 18 28 4 ] 59
Compte attendu 46,6 2,8 33 6,3 59,0
9% dans Political group 30,5% 47,5% 6,8% 153%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -9.6 16,0 A 1,2
11 Effectif 31 3 2 14 50
Compte attendu 385 2,4 28 53 50,0
9% dans Political group 62,0% 6,0% 4,0% 28,0%  100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -31 4 -5 41
Total Effectif 557 34 39 75 705
Compte attendu 557,0 34,0 39,0 75,0 705,0
% dans Political group 78,0% 48% 5,5% 10,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotique
Valeur df (bilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 553,070 21 <,001 .
Mesures symétriques
Rapport de vraisemblance 333 458 21 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 52,877 1 =001 Valeur approximative
lingaire Nominal par Nominal Phi BB6 <001
M d'observations valides 705 V de Cramer 512 =,001
a. 12 cellules (37,5%) ont un effectif théorique inférieur & 5. Coefficient de contingence 663 =001
L'effectif théorique minimum estde 1,78 M d'observations valides 705
Mesures directionnelles
Erreur
asymptotique Signification
Valeur standard? T approximati®®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal  Lambda Symeétrigue 11 024 4 506 =001
Dépendant de Political 112 014 7,880 =001
group (coded)
Dépendant de BENJ 108 065 1,572 116
(coded)
Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Palitical K] ,oog =,001°
Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de BENJ 247 032 =001°

(coded)

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.

k. Utilisation de I'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant 'hypothése nulle.

¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré
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TABLE 4.5.3. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*BBNJ(2CAT)

Tableau croisé Political group (coded) * BBNJ 2 categories

BEMJ 2 categories

Infavour Mot in favour Total
Paolitical group (coded) 1 Effectif 159 18 177
Compte attendu 139,8 37,2 177.0
% dans Political group 89,8% 10,2% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 41 -4.1
2 Effectif 125 15 140
Compte attendu 110,6 284 140,0
% dans Political group 889,3% 10,7% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 33 -33
3 Effectif a8 4 102
Compte attendu 80,6 214 102,0
% dans Political group 96,1% 39% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 46 -4.6
4 Effectif 68 4 72
Compte attendu 56,9 151 72,0
% dans Political group 94 4% 5,6% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 3,4 -3.4
& Effectif 26 42 68
Compte attendu 537 14,3 68,0
% dans Political group 38,2% 61,8% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 87 87
6 Effectif 32, 5 37
Compte attendu 29,2 7.8 37,0
% dans Paolitical group 86,5% 13,5% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés 11 1.1
10 Effectif 18 41 59
Compte attendu 466 12,4 580
% dans Political group 30,5% 69 5% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -9,6 9.6
11 Effectif il 19 50
Compte attendu 395 10,5 50,0
% dans Political aroup 62,0% 38,0% 100,0%
(coded)
Résidus ajustés -31 31
Total Effectif 557 148 705
Compte attendu 557.0 1480 T05,0
% dans Political group 759,0% 21,0% 100,0%
(coded)
Mesures symétriques
Signification
Waleur approximative
Mominal par Mominal — Phi 548 =001
Vde Cramer 548 =001
Coefficient de contingence 480 =001
I d'obsemvations valides 705

Tests du khi-carré

Signification
asymptotique
Waleur df (bilatérale)
Khi-deux de Pearson 211 4792 =,001
Rapport de vraisemblance 189,404 =001
Association lingaire par 109,057 =,001
lingaire
N d'obsemwvations valides 705

a. 0 cellules (0,0%) ont un effectif théorique inférieur a 5. L'effectif
théorique minimum estde 7 77.

Mesures directionnelles

Erreur
asymptotique Signification

Valeur standard® T approximatit®  approximative
Mominal par Mominal Lambda Symétrigue 083 023 3 BET =001
Dépendant de Political 0458 014 3120 ooz

group (coded)
Dépendant de BBNJ 2 264 065 3,490 <,001

categories

Tau de Goodman et Dépendant de Political 038 006 <001°

Kruskal group (coded)
Dépendant de BENJ 2 ,300 040 <,001°

categories

a. L'hypothése nulle n'étant pas considérée.
k. Utilisation de I'erreur asymptotique standard en envisageant 'hypothése nulle.
¢. Basé sur une approximation du Khi-carré
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TABLE 4.5.4. GRAPH POLITICALGROUP*BBNJ
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TABLE 4.5.5.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*BBNJ FOR ECR

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * BBNJ (coded)
BEN (coged)

1 2 3 4 Total
Country (coded) 2 Effectil 3 0 0 0 3
Compte attendu 1,1 A 14 3 30
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 2,3 -4 1,7 -6
2l Effectif 2 0 0 0 2
Compte attendu 8 A 8 2 20
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1.8 -3 14 -5
4 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 4 0 5 Al 1,0
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Residus ajustés 13 -2 -9 -3
6 Effactif 4 0 0 0 4
Compte attendu 1,5 2 18 4 40
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Residus ajusiés 2,6 -4 -19 -7
El Effectif 1 0 1 0 2
Compte attendu 8 A 8 2 20
% dans Country (codad) 50,0% 0,0% 50,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés = a8 l =8
10 Effectif 0 1 0 0 1
Compte attendu A 0 5 Al 1,0
% dans Country (codsd) 0,0%  100,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -8 47 -9 -3
" Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 4 0 5 1 10
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Residus ajustés 13 -2 -9 -3
12 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 4 0 5 A 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Residus ajusiés 1,3 -2 -9 -3
15 Effectif 7 0 0 3 10
Compte attendu 38 A 47 1.0 10,0
% dans Country (codad) 70,0% 0,0% 0,0% 300%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 2.2 a0 -32 22
16 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu A 0 5 Al 1,0
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,3 -2 -9 -3
17 Effectif 0 0 1 0 1
Compte attendu 4 0 5 1 10
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0%  100,0% 00%  100,0%
Residus ajustés -8 -2 11 -3
20 Effectif 3 2 0 0 5
Compte attendu 1,8 2 24 5 50
% dans Country (coded) 60,0% 40,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Residus ajustés 1,0 4,0 -22 -8
21 Effectif 0 0 23 4 27
Compte attendu 10,3 1,2 127 28 270
% dans Country (codad) 0,0% 0,0% 85,2% 148%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 63 1.4 51 1.0
23 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu A 0 5 Al 1,0
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,3 -2 -9 -3
24 Effectif 0 0 1 0 1
Compte attendu 4 0 5 1 10
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0%  100,0% 00%  100,0%
Residus ajusiés -8 -2 11 -3
26 Effectif 0 0 4 0 4
Compte attendu 1,5 2 18 A 40
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Residus ajustés -1,8 -4 22 -7
27 Effectif 1 0 2 0 3
Compte attendu 1.1 A 14 3 30
% dans Country (codsd) 33,3% 0,0% 66,7% 00%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -2 -4 7 -6
Total Effectil 26 3 32 T 68
Compte attendu 26,0 3,0 320 7.0 68,0
% dans Country (codsd) 38,2% 4,4% 471% 103%  100,0%
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotigue
Valeur df (hilatérale) L
Khi-deux de Pearson 101,898% 48 =001 Mesures symetriques
Rapport de viaisemblance 100,599 48 <,001 Signification
Assaciation linéaire par 23,820 1 <,001 Valeur approximative
linaire Mominal par Nominal  Phi 1,224 <,001
. - .
M d'observations valides .68' : | e 707 <001
a. 66 cellules (97 19%) ont un effectifthéorique inférieur 3 5. : .
L'effectif théorigue minimum est de ,04. M d'ohservations valides 68
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TABLE 4.5.5.2. FREQUENCIES ECR BBNJ

Country of representation

Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Valide Belgium 3 4.4 4.4 44
Bulgaria 2 29 29 7.4
Croatia 1 15 15 8,8
Czechia 4 549 59 147
Finland 2 29 29 17,6 Age group BBNJ
France 1 1.5 1.5 18,1 Pourcentage Pourcentage
Germany 1 1,5 1,5 20,6 Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Greece 1 15 15 221 Valide 1 1 15 1,5 15
ltaly 10 147 147 36,8 2 2 2,9 2,9 4.4
Latvia 1 15 15 38,2 3 2 24 29 74
Lithuania 1 1.5 1.5 39,7 4 5 8,8 8,8 16,2
Metherlands 5 7.4 7.4 471 5 10 147 127 309
Poland 27 39,7 39,7 86,8
Romania 1 1,5 1,5 88,2 g d ol ol 382
Slovakia 1 15 15 89,7 7 16 235 235 618
Spain 4 59 59 95,6 g 11 16,2 16,2 77,9
Sweden 3 4.4 4.4 100,0 9 15 221 221 1000
Total 68 100,0 100,0 Total 68 100,0 100,0

Gender
Pourcentage Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Valide female 18 279 279 279
male 49 72,1 72,1 100,0
Total 68 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.5.5.3. FREQUENCIES ECR ABSTENTION BBNJ

Age group BBNJ

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Country of representation Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Pourcentage Pourcentage vEmdy 2 ! 2k 2k 31
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé 2l 1 31 31 6,3
Valide Finland 1 31 31 31 4 2 63 6.3 12,5
Lithuania 1 3,1 3,1 6,3 5 3 9.4 9.4 219
Foland 23 719 719 78,1 6 1 31 31 25,0
Slovakia 1 an an 81,3 7 9 281 281 531
Spain 4 12,5 12,5 93,8 8 5 156 15,6 68,8
Sweden 2 6,3 6,3 100,0 9 10 31,3 M3 1000
Total 32 100,0 100,0 Total 32 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 13 40,6 40,6 40,6
male 18 594 594 100,0
Total 32 100,0 100,0
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TABLE 4.5.6.1. CROSSTABS COUNTRY*BBNJ FOR ID

Tableau croisé Country (coded) * BBNJ (coded)
BBNJ (coded)

1 2 3 4 Total
Country (coded) 1 Effectif 0 0 3 0 3
Compte attendu 4 1.4 2 o 3.0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1,2 -1,7 6,6 -8
2 Effectif 0 3 0 0 3
Compte attendu 4 1.4 2 o 3.0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -1,2 19 -5 -8
6 Effectif 1 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 3 i A 2 1,0
% dans Country (coded)  100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés 1,6 -1.0 -3 -4
7 Effectif 0 0 0 1
Compte attendu 3 5 A 2 1.0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0%  100,0% 0,0% 0,0%  100,0%
Résidus ajustés -7 -3 -4
8 Effectif 0 0 1 0 1
Compte attendu 3 L} A 2 1,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 0,0% 100,0% 0,0% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -7 -1,0 37 -4
10 Effectif 0 16 0 2 18
Compte attendu Ny 85 1,2 27 18,0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 88,9% 0,0% 11,1% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés -3,4 42 -1.4 -6
11 Effectif 0 8 0 1 ]
Compte attendu 27 43 K] 1.4 9.0
% dans Country (coded) 0,0% 88,9% 0,0% 11.1% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 22,2 2,7 -9 -4
15 Effectif 17 0 0 6 23
Compte attendu 7.0 10,8 16 KR 230
% dans Country (coded) T359% 0,0% 0,0% 261% 100,0%
Résidus ajustés 58 -5.8 1.7 18
Total Effectif 18 28 4 ] 59
Compte attendu 18,0 28,0 40 9.0 59,0
% dans Country (coded) 30.5% 47 5% 6,8% 153% 100,0%
Tests du khi-carré
Signification
asymptotigue
Valeur df (bilatérale) L
Khi-deux de Pearson 110,291° 21 =001 Mesures SYmEtrlques
Rapport de vraisemhlance 94,613 2 =,001 Signification
Association linéaire par 2,812 1 094 Valeur approximative
lingaire Nominal par Mominal  Phi 1,367 <00
M d'obsenvations valides .59' : _ : e 789 <,001
a. 28 cellules (87 5%) ont un effectifthéorique inférieur 3 5.
L'effectif théorique minimum estde 07. M d'observations valides 59
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TABLE 4.5.6.2. FREQUENCIES ID BBNJ

Country of representation

Fréquence

Fourcentage

valide

Fourcentage

cumulé

Age group BBNJ

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fourcentage Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Walide Austria 3 a1 a1 a1 Valide 1 1 1,7 1.7 1,7
Belgium 3 51 51 10,2 2 2 34 34 51
Czechia 1 1,7 1,7 11,9 3 7 1.9 1.9 16,9
Denmark 1 17 17 136 J d 0.2 (0.2 201
Estonia 1 17 17 153 2 2 85 2.5 255
6 5 8,5 8.5 44,1
France 18 305 305 45 8 7 1 22,0 220 86,1
Germany 2} 153 153 61,0 g g 136 136 70.7
Italy 23 380 380 100,0 g 12 20,3 20,3 100,0
Total 59 100,0 100,0 Total 59 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 22 37,3 373 373
male 37 62,7 62,7 100,0
Total 59 100,0 100,0
TABLE 4.5.6.3. FREQUENCIES ID AGAINST BBNJ
Age group BBNJ
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide 1 1 36 36 36
Country of representation 3 4 14,3 14,3 17.9
Fourcentage Fourcentage 4 2 7 7 250
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé & 1 36 36 28,6
Walide Belgium 3 10,7 10,7 10,7 6 3 10,7 10,7 393
Denmark 1 36 36 143 7 4 143 143 53,6
France 16 7.1 7.1 71,4 g 7 250 250 786
Germany g8 28,6 28,6 100,0 9 G 21,4 21,4 1000
Total 28 100,0 100,0 Total 28 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé
Valide female 11 393 393 383
male 17 60,7 60,7 100,0
Total 28 100,0 100,0

114



TABLE 4.5.7.1. FREQUENCIES NI BBNJ

Country of representation

Pourcentage

Pourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Walide Belgium 1 2.0 20 2.0
Croatia 2 40 40 6,0
Czechia 1 20 2.0 8.0 Age group BBNJ
France 4 8,0 8,0 16,0 Fourcentage Fourcentage
Germany 3 6.0 6.0 220 Fréquence  Pourcentage valide cumulé
Greece 6 12,0 12,0 34,0 Valide 2 2 4.0 4.0 4.0
Hungary 13 26,0 26,0 60,0 k] 5 10,0 10,0 14,0
Italy ] 18,0 18,0 78,0 4 3 6,0 6,0 20,0
L.anwa . 1 20 2,0 80,0 5 g 18,0 18.0 38,0
Lithuania 1 20 2.0 820 G 12 240 200 62,0
Metherlands 1 2.0 20 84,0
Romania 1 2,0 2,0 86,0 g e 8.0 A 00
Slovakia 4 8.0 8.0 94,0 8 7 14,0 14.0 84,0
Spain 3 6,0 6,0 100,0 9 8 16,0 16,0 100,0
Total 50 100,0 100,0 Tatal 50 100,0 100,0

Gender
Pourcentage Pourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Yalide female 16 32,0 320 320
male 34 68,0 68,0 100,0
Total 50 100,0 100,0

TABLE 4.5.7.2. FREQUENCIES NI IN FAVOUR BBNJ

Country of representation

Fourcentage

Fourcentage

Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

Valide Belgium 1 32 32 32
Croatia 2 65 6,5 97 Age group BENJ
e 1 32 12 129 Pourcentage FPourcentage

! d d Fréguence Pourcentage valide cumulé
France 1 32 32 16,1
Germany 3 97 9,7 258 Valide 2 2 6,5 6,5 6,5
Greece 2 65 6,5 323 g 2 6.5 6.5 g
Hungary 8 258 25,8 58,1 4 d 5 a0 226
Italy 7 226 26 80,6 5 5 16,1 16,1 38,7
Latvia 1 32 32 839 6 8 25,8 25,8 64,5
Romania 1 32 32 87,1 7 1 32 32 67,7
Slovakia 1 32 3.2 90,3 8 5 16,1 161 839
Spain 3 97 97 100,0 9 5] 16,1 16,1 100,0
Total k)l 1000 100,0 Total 31 100,0 100,0
Gender
Fourcentage Fourcentage
Fréquence Pourcentage valide cumulé

valide female 13 41,9 41,9 41,9
male 18 58,1 58,1 100,0
Total Exl 100,0 100,0
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Multivariate analysis — Multinomial logistic regression for Nagova

TABLE 5.1.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY NAGOYA (WITH ABSENCE)

TABLE 5.1.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP NAGOYA (WITH ABSENCE)

TABLE 5.1.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA GENDER (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
[ Fercentage
Magoya (coded) 1 649 24 8%
2 12 1,6%
3 10 1,3%
4 94 12,3%
Gender female 276 36,1%
male 4849 63,9%
Valid 765 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 765
Subpopulation 2

Model Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 32,539 46 458 26,5349
Final 36,578 G447 24 578 1,961 3 581
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df sig. Cox and Snell 003
Fearson .00n 0 ) Magelkerke 004
Deviance .onn 0 ) McFadden 002
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Reduced Reduced Reduced
Effect Model Maodel Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 36,678 64,417 24 578° 000 0
Gender 32,534 46,458 26,538 1,961 3 581

The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B8
Magoya (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Jpper Bound
2 Intercept -3,824 337 128,780 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] - 546 672 BE0 1 M7 A79 155 2,161
[Gender=male] o® . 0
3 Intercept -3,842 387 121,921 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] -,833 785 1,099 1 294 435 042 2,063
[Gender=male] ot . . 0 .
4 Intercept -1,827 138 194 413 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] - 018 230 004 1 948 985 628 1,545
[Gender=male] b 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
h. This parameter is setto zero hecause itis redundant.
Classification
Predicted
Fercent
Ohserved 1 2 4 Correct
1 649 0 0 0 100,0%
2 12 ] 0 ] 0,0%
3 10 ] 0 ] 0,0%
4 94 0 0 0 0,0%
Owerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% % 0,0% 24 8%
TABLE 5.1.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITH ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
I+l FPercentage
Magoya (coded) 1 G649 84 8%
2 12 1,6%
3 10 1,3%
4 94 12,3%
Gender female 276 361%
male 4349 63,9%
Age group Magoya 1 8 1,0%
g 25 3,3%
3 52 6,8%
4 54 7,7%
h 107 14,0%
i} 114 14 9%
7 1349 18,2%
Warnings 8 134 17,5%
There are 25 (34,7%) cells (i.e., dependent variahle levels by q 127 16,6%
subpnpulatinr?s) with_?ern.frequencie.s. _ valid 765 100,0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are o
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Missing 0
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Total 765
merged. . a
Subpopulation 18

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

a. The dependentvariable has only one value
observed in 1 (5,6%) subpopulations.
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Model Fitting Information

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept Only 156,022 169841 150,022
Final 177,657 316,853 117,657 32,365 27 218
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square lf 0. Cox and Snell 041
Fearson 3qmv 24 084 Magelkerke 064
Deviance 36178 24 053 McFadden 041

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Reduced Reduced Reduced

Efferct Maodel Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 177,657 316,853 117,657 000 0

Gender 173,804 299 080 118,804 2,147 3 42
Age group Magoya 160,061 187,900 148,061 30,404 24 J72

The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is
that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease
the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B

MNagoya (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -3,188 525 36,231 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -423 G689 378 1 539 655 70 2,528
[Gender=malg] o® . 0 . . .
[Age group Magoya=1] -16,811 000 . 1 . 5001E-8 5001E-8 5,001E-8
[Age group Magoya=2] 348 1,166 089 1 765 1,418 44 13,9149
[Age group Magoya=3] -16182 25838498 000 1 895 9 384E-8 0oo -
[Age group Magoya=4] 034 8B5S 001 1 969 1,035 182 5,868
[Age group Magoya=5] -158 778 041 1 839 B854 186 3,825
[Age group Magoya=6] -16159  1736,217 000 1 8993 9 598E-8 0oo £
[Age group Magoya=T7] -16,201 1573424 000 1 8992 9206E-8 oo £
[Age group Magoya=8] - 770 B79 767 1 381 A63 083 2,593
[Age group Nagoya=g] o® : : 0 .

3 Intercept -3,766 720 27,344 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -1,036 848 1,491 1 222 355 Q6T 1,872
[Gender=malz] o® : : 0 . . : .
[Age group Magoya=1] 2,672 1,372 3,794 1 051 14 468 983 212,832
[Age group Magoya=2] -15373 400273 000 1 897 21068E-7 000 £
[Age group Magoya=3] -15584 2791111 .0oo 1 996  1,6B9E-7 0on -
[Age group Magoya=4] 082 1,234 004 1 947 1,085 056 12,309
[Age group Magoya=5] -15 676 1940 B66 aoo 1 894 1 555E-7 0oo -
[Age group Nagoya=6] -,449 1,239 131 1 17 638 056 7,238
[Age group Nagoya=T7] -, 739 1,234 358 1 550 AT8 043 5,367
[Age group Magoya=8] 662 B7a9 BET 1 452 1,938 346 10,863
[Age group Nagoya=9] o® . . 0

4 Intercept -1,740 262 44138 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -017 235 005 1 942 983 621 1,557
[Gender=malg] o® . . 0 . . .
[Age group Nagoya=1] -,038 1117 001 1 873 862 108 8,590
[Age group MNagoya=2] -195 673 084 1 Nirhl 822 220 3,077
[Age group Magoya=3] 182 448 66 1 684 1,200 499 2,886
[Age group MNagoya=4] -.819 5749 1,999 1 RET) A4 142 1,372
[Age group Nagoya=A5] -,389 409 R 1] 1 Ry 678 304 1,510
[Age group MNagoya=6] -054 375 021 1 BB5 947 454 1,976
[Age group MNagoya=T7] -,029 353 o7 1 835 4872 487 1,940
[Age group Magoya=8] -522 397 1,728 1 BRI 583 272 1,292
[Age group Nagoya=g] o® 0

a. The reference category is: 1.
h. This parameter is setto zero because itis redundant.
¢. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. Its value is therefore setto system missing.

Classification
Fredicted

Fercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 649 0 ] 0 100,0%
2 12 0 ] 0 0,0%
3 10 0 ] 0 0,0%
4 94 0 ] 0 0,0%
Cverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 24,8%
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TABLE 5.1.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITH

ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 803 (65,5%) cells (i.e., dependent variable levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Yalidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
Magoya (coded) 1 649 84 8%
2 12 1,6%
3 10 1,3%
4 94 12,3%
Gender fernale 276 36,1%
male 489 63,9%
Age group Magoya 1 8 1,0%
2 25 3,3%
3 52 6,8%
4 59 7.7%
i 107 14,0%
5 114 14,9%
7 138 18,2%
8 134 17.5%
] 127 16,6%
Country of representation  Austria 19 25%
Belgium 22 2,9%
Bulgaria 18 2,4%
Croatia 12 1,6%
Cyprus i} 0,8%
Czechia 22 2.9%
Denmarlk 13 1.7%
Estonia [i} 0,8%
Finland 13 1,7%
France 74 9,7%
Germany 98 12,8%
Greece 22 2,9%
Hungary 22 2.9%
Ireland 12 1,6%
Italy 73 9.5%
Latvia ] 1,2%
Lithuania 12 1,6%
Luxembourg i} 0,8%
Malta G 0,8%
Metherlands 26 3.4%
Poland 51 6,7%
Portugal 22 2,9%
Romania 33 4,3%
Slovakia 13 1,7%
Slovenia 8 1,0%
Spain 54 71%
Sweden 20 2. 6%
United Kingdom 73 9.5%
Valid 765 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 765
Subpopulation 2897

a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 232 (80,3%)
subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Madeal AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 547 487 561,407 541 487
Final 620,784 1135810 398,784 142,703 108 014
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 70
Fearson 322 676 Ta6 1,000 Magelkerke 263
Deviance 2811149 Th6 1,000 MeFadden 80

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 620,784 1135,810 3987847 ,oon ] :
Gender 618,081 1120188 403,081" 4,297 3 23
Age group Magoya 608,869 1012,5349 434,859" 36,086 24 054
Country of representation 569,122 708,318 a09122 110,339 a1 017

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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TABLE 5.1.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA FULL MODEL (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I Fercentage
Magoya (coded) 1 649 g4 8%
2 12 1,6%
3 10 1,3%
4 94 12,3%
Gender female 276 36,1%
male 489 63 9%
Age group Magoya 1 a8 1,0%
2 25 3,3%
3 52 6,8%
4 59 7.7%
i 107 14,0%
[ 114 14,9%
7 139 18,2%
8 134 17,5%
9 127 16,6%
Country of representation  Austria 19 2.5%
Belgium 22 2.9%
Bulgaria 18 2.4%
Croatia 12 1,6%
Cyprus 6 0,8%
Czechia 22 2,9%
Denmark 13 1,7%
Estonia i} 0,8%
Finland 13 1,7%
France 74 9,7%
Germany 98 12,8%
Greece 22 2.9%
Hungary 22 29%
Ireland 12 1,6%
Italy 73 9.5%
Latvia ] 1,2%
Lithuania 12 1,6%
Luxembourg i} 0,8%
Malta [i} 0,8%
Metherlands 26 3.4%
Poland a1 6,7%
Portugal 22 2.9%
Romania 33 4.3%
Slovakia 13 1,7%
Slovenia 8 1,0%
Spain 54 7.1%
Sweden 20 2,6%
United Kingdom 73 9.5%
Political group (coded) 1 273 35 7%
2 154 25 4%
3 a5 11,1%
4 58 7,6%
Warnings 5 57 7.5%
There are 1468 (73,2%) cells (i.e, dependentvariable lavels by £ 3 i
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. T 31 41%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are " 32 4.2%
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Valid 765 100,0%
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Total 765
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 5029
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the lastiteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 466 (32,8%)
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AT BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 708,138 722,058 702138
Final 743,041 1355505 478,041 223,087 128 =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 253
Pearson 536,694 1374 1,000 Magelkerke 342
Deviance 418,806 1374 1,000 MecFadden 281

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 743,041 1355504 479.041% ,oon ]

Gender 740,128 1338,672 482128 3,087 3 378
Age group Magoya 723,020 1224126 507,020 27,978 24 261
Country of representation 672,730 909, 364 570,730 91,689 a1 186
Faolitical group (coded) 781,435 1286, 461 559,435" 80,394 21 =001

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

h. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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TABLE 5.2.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY NAGOYA (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 671 100,0% 0 0,0% 671 100,0%
Country (coded)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4g90,223% 188 =001 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 409 845 189 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 354 1 552 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 855 = 001
M ofValid Cases 671 .
2. 189 cells (B4,4%) have expected count less than 5 The e = el
minimum expected countis 17. M ofvalid Cases 671
TABLE 5.2.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP NAGOYA (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary'
Cases
Yalid Missing Tuotal
[ Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Gender* Political group 671 100,0% 1] 0,0% 671 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Palitical group (caded)
1 2 3 4 5 B 7 11 Total
Gender female Count a4 72 30 24 12 12 1 7 242
% within Gender 34.7% 29,8% 12,4% 9.9% 50% 5,0% 0,4% 209%  100,0%
male  Count 153 100 42 29 40 20 22 23 429
% within Gender 357% 23,3% 9,8% £,8% 93% 47% 51% 54%  100,0%
Total Count 237 172 72 53 52 32 23 30 671
% within Gender 35,3% 25,6% 10,7% 7,0% T7% 4,8% 3,4% 45%  100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 21,4547 7 003 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 26,200 7 <,001 Value Significance
M ofValid Cases 571 Mominal by Mominal  Phi 78 003
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 179 003
minimum expected countis 8 30. M ofvalid Cases 671
TABLE 5.2.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA GENDER (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
[ Fercentage
Magoya (coded) 1 649 96,7%
2 12 1,8%
3 10 1,5%
Gender female 242 361%
male 429 63,9%
Walid 671 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 671
Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Maodel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Sgquare df Sig.
Intercept Only 19496 28514 15,4496
Final 21,536 39571 13,636 1,860 2 375
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square lf 0. Cox and Snell 03
Fearson ,oan ] . Magelkerke 010
Deviance o0n 0 ) MeFadden o049
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Reduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 21,536 39,571 13,5367 ,ooo ]
Gender 159,446 28,514 15,496 1,960 2 375

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(8
Magoya (coded)? B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -3,824 337 128,780 1 =,001
[Gender=fernalg] -, 546 672 660 1 4T 579 155 2,161
[Gender=male] ot . . 0 .
3 Intercept -3,842 357 121,921 1 =001
[Gender=female] -,833 785 1,089 1 2594 435 0492 2,063
[Gender=male] o® . . 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero hecause it is redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 Correct
1 6449 0 0 100,0%
2 12 0 ] 0,0%
3 10 0 0 0,0%
COwverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 96,7%

TABLE 5.2.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I+l FPercentage
Magoya (coded) 1 G649 96,7%
2 12 1,8%
3 10 1,5%
Gender female 242 361%
male 4249 63,9%
Age group Magoya 1 T 1,0%
2 22 3,3%
3 43 6,4%
4 55 8,2%
L 96 14,3%
i Ga 14,6%
7 114 17,7%
Warnings 8 122 18,2%
There are 24 (44 4%) cells (i.e., dependent variahle levels by g 1009 16,2%
subpnpulatinr?s) with.?ernlfrequencie.s. . valid 671 100,0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are o
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Missing 0
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Total 71
merged. . a
- : - Subpopulation 18
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value
Walidity of the model fitis uncertain. observed in 8 (50,0%) subpopulations.
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Model Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 76,715 aa732 72715
Final 86,545 176,721 46 545 26,169 18 046
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 03s
Pearson 16,342 16 4249 Magelkerke 135
Deviance 18,224 16 A1 MecFadden 17
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 86 545 176,721 46,5459 ,a0n ]
Gender 84,721 1658749 48,721 2,176 2 337
Age group Magoya 78,754 96,7849 70,754 24,208 16 0B8as

The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is
that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease
the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confiden

ce Interval for Exp
B

MNagoya (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -3,173 623 36,842 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -,391 697 316 1 A74 JET6 73 2,649
[Gender=malg] ab 0 . . .
[Age group Nagoya=1] -16,941 000 . 1 . 4.390E-8 4 390E-8 4 390E-8
[Age group Nagoya=2] \361 1175 094 1 758 1,435 143 14,358
[Age group Nagoya=3] -16,249 2659802 000 1 995 87T73E-8 000 £
[Age group Nagoya=4] 043 887 002 1 962 1,043 183 5,937
[Age group Nagoya=5] -, 165 778 045 1 832 848 185 3,896
[Age group Nagoya=6] -16,173 1755432 000 1 993 9 465E-8 000 £
[Age group Nagoya=7] -16,214 1593733 000 1 992 9,083E-8 000 £
[Age group Magoya=8] - 754 882 732 1 382 AT0 084 2,648
[Age group Magoya=4] ot . . 0
3 Intercept -3,783 718 27 694 1 =001
[Gender=female] -1,055 841 15672 1 210 348 067 1,812
[Gender=malg] o® . . 0 . .
[Age group Nagoya=1] 2,660 1,367 3,788 1 052 14,301 982 208,370
[Age group Nagoya=2] -15,307 3995233 000 1 8997 2251E-7 000 £
[Age group Nagoya=3] -15665 2871987 000 1 996 1,573E-7 000 -
[Age group Nagoya=4] 108 1,240 008 1 931 1,114 098 12,660
[Age group Nagoya=5] -15,665 1920003 000 1 993 1,573E-7 000 -
[Age group Nagoya=6] - 415 1,241 112 1 738 661 058 7.5
[Age group Nagoya=T7] -703 1,235 324 1 569 A85 044 5,572
[Age group Nagoya=8] 705 881 640 1 A24 2,024 360 11,383
[Age group MNagoya=9] o® 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
h. This parameteris setto zero because itis redundant.
c. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. Its value is therefore setto system missing.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Ohszerved 1 2 3 Correct
1 G449 0 0 100,0%
2 12 ] 0 0,0%
3 10 0 0 0,0%
Qverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 96,7%
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TABLE 5.2.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITHOUT

ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
¥ Percentage
Magoya (coded) 1 649 96, 7%
2 12 1,8%
3 10 1,5%
Gender femnale 242 36,1%
male 428 £3,9%
Age group Nagaoya 1 7 1,0%
2 22 33%
3 43 6,4%
4 55 82%
5 96 14,3%
6 98 14,6%
7 118 17,7%
8 122 18,2%
g9 108 16,2%
Country of representation  Austria 19 2,8%
Belgium 18 2,7%
Bulgaria 14 21%
Croatia 12 1,8%
Cyprus 5 0,7%
Czechia 20 3,0%
Denmark 13 1,9%
Estonia 6 0,9%
Finland 10 1,6%
France K] §,4%
Germany 91 13,6%
Greece 16 2.4%
Hungary 20 3,0%
Ireland 10 1,5%
[taly 60 8,9%
Latvia 8 1,2%
Lithuania 8 1,2%
Luxembaourg [i} 0,9%
Malta 5 0,7%
Metherlands 23 3.4%
Paland 45 6,7%
Portugal 21 31%
Romania 28 42%
Slovakia 12 1,8%
Warnings Slovenia 7 1,0%
There are 532 (65,0%) cells (i.e., dependent variahle levels by En=l i -2
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Sweden 17 25%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are United Kingdom 66 9.8%
encounterad. This indicates that either some predictor Valid 671 100,0%
variahles should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Total 671
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 2737
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. 2. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 260 (95,2%)
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. subpopulations.
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 172,780 181,797 168,780
Final 213,069 546718 65 069 103,711 T2 009
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 143
Fearson 64,770 472 1,000 Magelkerke 505
Deviance 39,328 472 1,000 MecFadden AE3

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 213,069 546,718 5 069° ,oon ]

Gender 214 165 538,786 ?0,155" 5,096 2 078
Age group Magoya 212,037 473,545 95,03?b 30,968 16 014
Country of representation 182,611 272,786 142 611 77542 54 020

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Parameter Estimates

5% Confidence Interval for Exp
g

Nageya (codzd)® B SWEme  Wad af ) Exp(E) Lowergoung  Uppar Bound
2 Intercept 1455 $T 5568 1 18
[Gender=Tomale] 1,098 883 1807 1 22 ) 058 171
[Gender=male] o* . . [] .
IAge sroup Nagoya=11 1074 4153667 oo 1 1.000 3 .00 :
1Age group Nagoya=2] 4 1587 080 1 an 1,555 73 3202
IAge group Nagoya=3] -1253 427131 001 1 A 3.569E-6 Ja00 a
1Age group Nagoya=d] 525 1,005 230 1 ) 1,690 o8 EOXED)
IAg group Nagoya=5] 026 2680 001 1 418 1026 50 7.008
IAge group Nagoya=6] 12,623 308221 002 11 467 2,697E-6 1,667E-269 4,365E0257
1Ag2 aroup Nagoya=71 13,031 280022 002 1 963 219266 BERIE-MS  4.961E202
1Age group Nagoya=a] 248 583 062 1 L] 782 A1t 5378
[Age group Nagoya=3] o* . []
[Cauntry of 14,864 1231937 oo 1 480 3SET oo P
representation=Austrial
[Caunty of 14,573 | 1235657 o0 1 T 4,688E-7 00 E
raprasntaton=Beigiumi
[Cauntry of 15314 1587396 000 1 81 22357 00 e
rpressntaton=Buiganal
[Country of -15,842 1670743 oo 1 483 1.967€-7 000 P
fepreseniation=Croatia)
[Cauntry of 13998 2288119 00 1 833ET 00 £
rapresentalon=Cyprus|
[Caunty of 15300 1272492 000 1 80 226767 00 ‘
2chia)
[Cauntry of 5023 1584,564 000 1 82 2,989E.7 00 E
fepresentation=Denmark]
[Cauntry of 15,457 2435619 00 1 a8 193787 00 £
[Cauntry of 14514 1704558 000 1 383 497687 a0a O
raprasantston=Finiand]
[Caunty of 796 1130 2808 1 EIE 166 a8 153
rapressntaton=France]
[Cauntry of 115029 576198 o0 1 479 2871E7 oo *
represeniation=Germany]
[Cauntry of 15,032 1817626 00 1 a8 296357 00 £
representalon=Gresce]
[Caunty of 15084 1205814 000 1 80 278587 00 z
reprassntation=Hungan]
[Gaunty of 5412 1941761 000 1 a8t 202267 00 7
fepresentation=lreland]
[Cauntry of 415,200 728030 00 1 a8 228957 00 5
[Caunty of 15149 2058540 ] 1 a8t 263667 00 2
raprasantaton=Lanial
[Cauntzy of 15030 1347167 000 1 et 286857 00 E
Taprassntaton=Linuanial | |
[Country of 14,754 2275650 0o 1 985 391067 000 o
fepresentation=Lusembour
[Gauntry of 15291 2546106 oo 1 495 228667 oo *
[Cauntry of 1,285 EITREET T 1 RE] 2614 i 21288
rgpresentalon=Nemeriand
sl
[Cauntry of 5176 821110 000 1 a8 256687 00 E
rapresantation=Poland]
[Gountry of 15,256 1167969 oo 1 490 2,368E-7 .00 2
represzriation=Pariugal]
ountry of 15159 1026851 000 1 388 260867 800 D
represntation=Romaniz]
[Cauntzy of 4702 1565271 oon 1 983 1ET 00 D
ountry of 14,846 2113501 oo 1 A5 3567€-7 000 .
raprasartation=Slovenia)
[Gauntry of 15175 813,307 L 1 485 2,567E-7 i) P
IGaunty of 15247 1465118 oo 1 892 239067 00 ¢
represzrtation=Sweden)
[Cauntry of o 0
rapresentation=united
Kingdom|
3 Intercept 3307 tomi 1023 1 <qnt
[Gender=Tamale] 833 1181 2563 1 108 160 o 1498
[Gendar=male| o [
1Age group Nagoya=1] 30776 a17,020 001 1 413 2321E413 00 E
1Age group Nagoya=2] 12003 1212368 000 1 82 612456 00 B
IAge group Nagoya=3] 12032 745760 000 1 a8 595066 000 3
IAge aroup Nagoya=4] 92 1,320 468 1 485 2,530 87 36138
IAge group Nagoya=5] 42617 582857 001 1 a8 33165 00 ‘
1Age group Nagoya=6] oo 1201 000 1 88 gas 078 12,540
[Age group Nagoya=7] -2 1272 ALY 1 575 490 e 5928
IAge group Nagoya=d] 1187 63 1500 1 an EET) 250 21898
IAge group Nagoys=s] o o
[Country of 389 1318 087 1 768 1475 A 19,534
fepresentation=Austia]
[Cauntry of 13964 1528168 00 1 a8 86197 00 £
representation=Beigium|
[County of 40508 1187150 oot 1 473 1,112E-18 .aon N
raprassrition=Bulgaria]
[Gaunty of 30,464 1361743 001 1 an 7 260E-18 00 0
rapresantation=Croatial
[Cauntry of 413127 2886379 000 1 9% 19906 00 £
[Gauntry of 14,252 1468567 00 1 82 6,465E-7 00 D
raprasariation=Czechis]
[Cauntzy of 39731 1225718 001 1 A 5562618 00 E
representation=Denmark]
[Cauntry of 12638 2626027 oo 1 496 3247EE .00 *
reprassntation=Estonia]
[Cauntry of 413037 2017367 00 1 a8 217958 00 £
represantation=Finland]
[Caunty of a3 581 833 1 a8 2447 58 16,732
repressntation=France]
[Caunty of 4013 656,565 000 1 83 820957 00 &
raprasentation=armany]
[Cauntry of 1534 108 1948 1 RLE] 4535 538 39,945
represeniation=Gresca)
[Gaunty of 13838 1388212 000 1 a8 9801E-T 00 s
reprasartation=Hungan]
[Cauntzy of 41373 1390768 001 1 a8 1076E-18 00 E
raprasantaton=reland]
[Sauntry of -.50% 1,260 160 1 589 54 051 7138
auntry of 13745 2350088 ) 1 a8 107358 000 5
representation=Lahia]
[Countsy of 14083 2268724 000 1 a8 765657 00 ¢
Lithuania]
[County of 14250 2688102 000 i 88 6,475E-7 00 E
faprasentation=Lusembour
gl
[Caunty of 3730 2661337 000 1 %6 102666 00 E
fapresentation=Malta]
[County of 17,055 000 1 392058 192068 392068
tepresertaton=Netneriand
=l
[Cauntry of 414129 930998 00 1 a8 THTET 00 B
[Gaunty of 13937 1367088 000 1 1392 885267 00 o
raprasantaton=Fariugal
[Cauntry of 43042 1141062 000 1 JEE 8808E.7 00 =
ia]
[Caunty of 4172 1868947 000 1 a8t 6.990E-7 00 2
representation=Slovakial
14009 2400287 ) 1 88 753057 00 E
[Cauntry of 4161 aI08eE 000 1 88 7.087E.7 00
reprassntation-Span
[Caunty of 12486 583604 001 1 82 393066 00 7
tepresentaiion=Swaden]
o [l

[Cauntry of
representation=United

a The referarca ealagory is 1

b This parameter is sa1 o 2210 bacause ilis rasundant

¢ Floating paint overfiow accurred whils computing this stabistc. is valus s therefore set o systam missing

Classification
Predicted

Percent
Obsenved 1 2 3 Correct
1 649 0 0 100,0%
2 11 1 0 8,3%
3 ] 0 1 10,0%
Overall Percentage 99,7% 01% 0,1% 97,0%
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TABLE 5.2.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION NAGOYA FULL MODEL (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 891 (66,3%) cells (i.e., dependent variahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero freguencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are hased on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
Magoya (coded) 1 648 96,7 %
2 12 1,8%
3 10 1,5%
Gender female 242 36,1%
male 429 63,9%
Age group Nagoya 1 7 1,0%
2 22 3,3%
3 43 6,4%
4 55 8,2%
a 96 14,3%
G 98 14,6%
7 118 17.7%
8 122 18,2%
] 108 16,2%
Country of representation  Austria 19 2,8%
Belgium 18 2,7%
Bulgaria 14 2,1%
Croatia 12 1,8%
Cyprus | 0,7%
Czechia 20 3,0%
Denmarlk 13 1,9%
Estonia [i} 0,9%
Finland 10 1,5%
France 63 9,4%
Germany 91 13,6%
Greece 16 2,4%
Hungary 20 3,0%
Ireland 10 1,5%
Italy 60 8,9%
Latvia 8 1,2%
Lithuania a8 1.2%
Luxembourg 6 0,9%
Malta 5 0,7%
Metherlands 23 3,4%
Poland 45 6,7%
Fortugal 21 31%
Fomania 28 4 2%
Slovakia 12 1,8%
Slovenia T 1,0%
Spain 48 7.2%
Sweden 17 2,5%
United Kingdom 66 9,8%
Political group (coded) 1 237 35,3%
2 172 256%
3 72 10,7%
4 53 7,9%
g 52 7,7%
G 32 4,8%
7 23 3,4%
11 30 4.5%
Valid 671 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 671
Subpopulation 4487

a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 444 (99,1%)

subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 219414 228 431 215 414
Final 211,013 607,785 35,013 180,400 g6 =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 236
Pearson 28,377 208 1,000 Magelkerke 831
Deviance 27,611 208 1,000 MecFadden 8045

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Reduced Reduced Reduced

Effect Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 211,013 G607 785 350139 ooo i

Gender 209943 597 698 3?,943" 2,930 2 231
Age group Magoya 198,402 523,034 54,402 19,389 16 248
Country of representation 167,243 320541 99,243 64,230 a4 61
Paolitical group (coded) 258 703 593 352 111,?(:!3b TE 630 14 =001

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Multivariate analysis — Multinomial logistic regression for CITES

TABLE 6.1.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY CITES (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 7a1 100,0% 0 0,0% 751 100,0%
Country (coded)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 6407947 189 =001 SYmmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 631,716 189 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 825 1 364 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 524 =001
M of Valid Cases 751 :
a. 176 cells (78,6%) have expected count Iess than 5. The e el el
minimurm expected countis |38, M ofvValid Cases 751
TABLE 6.1.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP CITES (WITH ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Gender* Political group 741 100,0% ] 0,0% 751 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Falitical group (coded)
1 2 3 4 5 3 g 11 Total
Gender female Count 67 a6 28 20 15 27 17 15 275
% within Gender 24,4% 31,3% 10,2% 7.3% 5,5% 9,8% £,2% 55%  100,0%
male  Count 152 105 40 30 56 25 31 37 476
% within Gender 31,9% 22,1% 8,4% £,3% 11,8% 5,3% £,5% 78%  100,0%
Total Count 219 191 68 50 71 52 48 52 751
% within Gender 29,2% 25,4% 91% 6,7% 95% £,9% 6,4% 69%  100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Yalue df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 24,0717 7 001 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 24,486 7 <,001 Value  Significance
M ofValid Cases 759 Mominal by Mominal  Phi 78 00
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 179 001
minimum expected countis 17 58, M ofvalid Cases 751

TABLE 6.1.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES GENDER (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
¥ Fercentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 85 4%
2 60 8,0%
Warnings ! ! Rk
; ) 4 49 6,5%
There are 1 (12,5%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Gender female 274 36,6%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are male 476 63,4%
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor )
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Valid 751 100.0%
merged. Missing 0
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Total 751
(s). Subsequent results shown are hased on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fitis uncertain. Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AlC BIC Likelinood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 32158 46,023 26,1549
Final 33886 61614 21,886 4273 3 233
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 006
Fearson Nu]u]i] 0 : Magelkerke oog
Deviance .onn 0 ) MecFadden 005
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 33,886 61,614 21,886 000 0 .
Gender 32,159 46,023 26,159 4,273 3 233

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.

138



Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B)
CITES (coded)® B Stel. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,273 164 192,024 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -,276 289 09 1 340 7549 431 1,338
[Gender=male] o® . . 0
3 Intercept -5,986 1,001 35748 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -18,516 000 1 §,095E-9 9,095E-9 9,095E-9
[Gender=male] o® . . 0 .
4 Intercept -2,403 74 190,625 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] 625 334 2477 1 114 591 308 1137
[Gender=male] o® . . 0
a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero because itis redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
FPercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 641 i 0 i 100,0%
2 G0 0 ] 0 0,0%
3 1 ] 0 ] 0,0%
4 49 0 0 0 0,0%
Cwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 35,4%
TABLE 6.1.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITH ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
I Fercentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 85,4%
2 &0 3,0%
3 1 0,1%
4 449 6,5%
Gender female 275 36,6%
male 476 63,4%
Age group CITES 1 M 2.8%
2 40 5,3%
3 6a 9,2%
4 ay 12,9%
5 108 14.4%
Warnings ] 123 16,4%
There are 22 (30,6%) cells (.6, dependant variable levals by [ 126 16,8%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. ] =T} 12,0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are q 77 10 3%
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor : :
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Valid 751 100,0%
merged. Missing 0
The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Total 751
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the lastiteration.
Walidity of the model fitis uncertain. Subpopulation 18
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Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 134 591 148 455 128,591
Final 166,647 305,290 106,647 21,943 27 740
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 028
Pearson 12,945 24 H6T Magelkerke 044
Deviance 15,834 24 8494 MecFadden 028
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 166,647 305,290 1066472 Rululy 0
Gender 164,826 289,604 110,826 41749 3 243
Age group CITES 136,318 164,046 124,318 17,670 24 814

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelinoods between the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is farmed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is

that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not

increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B)

CITES (coded)® E Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -2,543 468 20,577 1 <,001
[Gender=femalg] -,238 203 659 1 M7 788 44 1,400
[Gender=male] b . . 0 . . . .
[Age group CITES=1] 244 BTG 164 1 G695 1,411 253 7,860
[Age group CITES=2] 194 k] 065 1 799 1,215 272 5416
[Age group CITES=3] -103 696 022 1 882 802 231 3527
[Age group CITES=4] 747 5549 1,786 1 181 2110 706 6,306
[Age group CITES=4] BT 5a4 0749 1 778 1,182 e late] 3,785
[Age group CITES=A] 278 571 238 1 626 1,321 431 4048
[Age group CITES=T] -, 461 653 4a7 1 481 631 A75 2270
[Age group CITES=8] TEB9 BET 1,842 1 78 2188 11 6554
[Age group GITES=9] 0P . . 0

A Intercept -21,588 6109,947 000 1 997
[Gender=femalg] -15,207 2284653 ,o0o 1 995 2,487E-7 ,o0o £
[Gender=male] b 0
[Age group CITES=1] - 067 ,000 . 1 . 835 835 935
[Age group CITES=2] 486 10921637 ,o0o 1 1,000 1,627 ,o0o £
[Age group CITES=3] 330 9276 963 000 1 1,000 1,380 .ooo -
[Age group CITES=4] 258 8573673 000 1 1,000 1,296 ,ooo £
[Age group CITES=5] A0 8294 081 .ooo 1 1,000 1,351 oo °
[Age group CITES=6] 308 8064 428 000 1 1,000 1,361 ,ooo £
[Age group GITES=T] 17,460  6109,947 000 1 998  38259323,983 000 -
[Age group CITES=8] 299 8745370 000 1 1,000 1,348 000 -
[Age group CITES=9] ot i i 0

4 Intercept -2,491 AGT 28,411 1 <001
[Gender=female] -525 336 2,438 1 118 591 3086 1,144
[Gender=malg] o® . . 0 . . . .
[Age group CITES=1]  -15,558  2006,643 000 1 994 1,752E-7 000 -
[Age group CITES=2] -, 150 BEE 030 1 BE3 k=1 168 4,702
[Age group CITES=3] -, 345 764 209 1 G648 708 62 3108
[Age group CITES=4] 232 610 144 1 704 1,261 381 4170
[Age group CITES=5] -082 629 017 1 896 821 269 3,158
[Age group CITES=6] 092 593 024 1 876 1,087 343 3,509
[Age group CITES=T] 175 582 080 1 764 1,191 ,381 3727
[Age group CITES=8] 585 585 1,033 1 310 1,812 576 5705
[Age group CITES=9] ot 0

a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameteris setto zero because it is redundant.
¢. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. ts value is therefore setto system missing.

Classification
Fredicted

Fercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 641 ] ] ] 100,0%
2 60 ] 0 ] 0,0%
3 1 ] ] ] 0,0%
4 49 ] 0 ] 0,0%
COwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 25 4%
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TABLE 6.1.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITH

ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 816 (69,4%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 85,4%
2 60 8,0%
3 1 0,1%
4 49 6,5%
Gender fermnale 275 36,6%
male 476 63,4%
Age group CITES 1 21 2,8%
2 40 5,3%
3 69 9,2%
4 97 12,9%
& 108 14,4%
6 123 16,4%
7 126 16,8%
8 90 12,0%
] 77 10,3%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,4%
Belgium 21 2,8%
Bulgaria 17 23%
Croatia 11 1,5%
Cyprus 5 0,8%
Czechia 21 2,8%
Denmark 13 1,7%
Estonia i} 0,8%
Finland 13 1,7%
France T4 9.9%
Germany 96 12,8%
Greece 21 2,8%
Hungary 21 2,8%
Ireland 11 1,5%
taly 73 9,7%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 11 1.5%
Luxembourg [i} 0,8%
Malta 6 0,8%
Metherlands 26 3,5%
Poland 51 6,8%
Fortugal 21 2,8%
Romania 32 4.3%
Slovakia 13 1.7%
Slovenia a8 1.1%
Spain 54 7,2%
Sweden 20 2,7%
United Kingdom 73 9.7%
Valid 751 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 751
Subpopulation 2542

a. The dependent variable has only one value ohserved in 236 (30, 3%)
subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Model Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Maodel Al BIC Likelihood Chi-Sguare df Sia.
Intercept Only 566,382 580,246 560,382
Final 576,674 1089650 354 674 205,708 108 =001
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 240
Fearson 304,451 77l 1,000 Magelkerke 368
Deviance 237,185 77 1,000 MecFadden 261

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 76,674 1089,650 354 G747 ,oon ] :
Gender A77.113 1076,225 351,113h 6,439 3 08z
Age group CITES 547,348 945 411 3?‘3,349" 18,675 24 769
Country of representation 598,438 737,080 538,438 183,764 a1 = 0Mm

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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TABLE 6.1.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES FULL MODEL (WITH ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 1557 (74,0%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variahles should be excluded or some categories should he
merged.

The NOMREG procedure continugs despite the above warning

(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Validity of the model fitis uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
M Percentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 85,4%
2 60 8,0%
3 1 0,1%
4 49 6,5%
Gender female 275 36,6%
male 476 63,4%
Age group CITES 1 21 2,8%
2 40 5,3%
3 69 9,2%
4 97 12,9%
a 108 14 4%
i 123 16,4%
7 126 16,8%
] 90 12,0%
] 77 10,3%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,4%
Belgium 21 2,8%
Bulgaria 17 23%
Croatia 11 1,5%
Cyprus [} 0,8%
Czechia Pl 28%
Denmark 13 1.7%
Estonia [i} 08%
Finland 13 1.7%
France 74 9.9%
Germany 96 12,8%
Greece 21 2,8%
Hungary 21 28%
Ireland 11 1,5%
Italy 73 97%
Latvia 8 11%
Lithuania 11 15%
Luxembourg [} 08%
Malta 6 0,8%
Metherlands 26 3.5%
Poland 51 6,8%
Fortugal 21 28%
Fomania 32 43%
Slovakia 13 1,7%
Slovenia 8 1,1%
Spain 54 7.2%
Sweden 20 27%
United Kingdom 73 97%
Paolitical group (coded) 1 219 29,2%
2 191 25 4%
3 it} 9,1%
4 50 6,7%
5 71 9.5%
i 52 6,9%
9 48 6,4%
11 52 6,9%
Valid 751 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 751
Subpopulation 5262

a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 505 (96,0%)

subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AT BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 747 536 761,400 741 536
Final 535,283 1145308 271,283 470,253 128 =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 4G5
Pearson 451,331 1446 1,000 Magelkerke 17
Deviance 238,078 1446 1,000 MecFadden hag

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effert Maodel Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 535,283 1145 309 271,283° ,oon ] :
Gender 532,872 1129,033 2?‘4,8?2" 3,589 3 308
Age group CITES 513,584 1012695 29?‘,584" 26,300 24 338
Country of representation 522412 768,104 420412 149,129 a1 = 0Mm
Faolitical group (coded) 7H7.828 1270,804 535,828" 264 545 21 =001

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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TABLE 6.2.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY CITES (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 7oz 100,0% 0 0,0% 702 100,0%
Country (coded)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 629,722% 188 =001 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 608,991 189 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 1,324 1 250 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 847 = 001
N of Valid Cases 702 .
a. 187 cells (B3,5%) have expected count less than 5. The e et el
minimum expected countis 31, M ofvalid Cases 702

TABLE 6.2.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP CITES (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Tuotal
[ Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Gender* Political group 70z 100,0% 1] 0,0% o2 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Palitical group (caded)
1 2 3 4 5 G 9 11 Total
Gender female Count 61 a4 26 20 14 26 16 15 262
% within Gender 233% 321% 99% 76% 53% 9,9% 6.1% 57% 100,0%
male  Count 140 a6 40 29 51 22 27 35 440
% within Gender 31.8% 21.8% 91% 6,6% 11,6% 5,0% 6,1% 8,0% 100,0%
Tatal Count 201 180 66 49 65 43 43 50 702
% within Gender 286% 25,6% 9.4% 7.0% 93% 6,8% 6,1% 71% 100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Pearson Chi-Square 251657 T = 001 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 25,514 7 <001 Valug Significance
M of Valid Cases 702 Mominal by Maminal  Fhi 189 =001
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's V 189 =<,001
minimum expected countis 16,05, M of Walid Cases 702

TABLE 6.2.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES GENDER (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
[+l Fercentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 91,3%
Warnings 2 & L
) ) 3 1 0,1%
There are 1 (16,7%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Gender female 262 ar.3%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are male 440 62, 7%
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor .
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Valid 702 100,0%
merged. Missing 0
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Total 702
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Maodel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 18,039 27 147 14,038
Final 20171 38,387 12,171 1,868 2 393
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Sqguare lf 3i0. Cox and Snell ikt
Fearson .00n 0 ) Magelkerke 00a
Deviance o0n 0 ) MeFadden 004
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AT of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 20171 38387 121712 Looon ] .
Gender 18,039 27147 14,039 1,868 2 393

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B)
CITES (coded)® B Stel. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,273 164 192,024 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] -, 276 289 909 1 340 759 43 1,338
[Gender=malg] o® . . 0
3 Intercept 5,986 1,001 35748 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -18,494 000 1 §,282E-9 9 292E-9 §,252E-9
[Gender=malg] o® . . 0
a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero because it is redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Ohzerved 1 2 3 Correct
1 641 0 0 100,0%
2 G0 0 0 0,0%
3 1 0 ] 0,0%
Cverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 891,3%

TABLE 6.2.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I Fercentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 91,3%
2 &0 35%
3 1 0,1%
Gender female 262 37,3%
male 440 62, 7%
Age group CITES 1 M 3,0%
2 ae 54%
3 66 9.4%
4 a0 12,8%
4 102 14.5%
G 114 16,4%
T 17 16,7%
Warnings 8 a1 11,5%
There are 19 (35,2%) cells (i.e., dependent variable levels by g 72 10,3%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. valid 702 100.0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are o :
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Missing 0
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Total 702
merged. Subpopulation 189
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning -
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependentvariabile has only one value
Yalidity of the model fit is uncertain. observed in 2 (11,1%) subpopulations.
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Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only - 79,011 88,1149 78,011
Final 100,909 191,987 60,9049 14,102 18 722
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 020
Pearson 10,193 16 856 Magelkerke 044
Deviance 12,238 16 27 MecFadden 033
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 100,809 191,987 60,9098 Rululy 0
Gender 98,722 180,692 62,722 1,813 2 404
Age group CITES 81,143 99,358 73,143 12,234 16 728

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelinoods between the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is farmed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is

that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not

increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confiden

ce Interval for Exp
B)

CITES (coded)® E Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept 2,540 468 29,458 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -, 241 293 BTT 1 411 786 443 1,395
[Gender=malg] ot . 0 . .
[Age group CITES=1] 34 876 162 1 697 1,407 253 7,840
[Age group CITES=2] 191 762 063 1 802 1,210 272 5,382
[Age group CITES=3] - 105 695 023 1 880 800 230 34518
[Age group CITES=4] 743 558 1,772 1 183 2,103 704 6,284
[Age group CITES=5] 164 594 077 1 782 1,179 368 3,773
[Age group CITES=H] 275 571 232 1 630 1,316 430 4,030
[Age group CITES=T] - 463 653 503 1 478 629 175 2,263
[Age group GITES=8] 770 EET 1,847 1 174 2,161 711 6,563
[Age group CITES=9] ot i 0

Al Intercept -21,575 6025366 000 1 997
[Gender=femalg] -15,171 2251429 000 1 995 2,578E-7 000 £
[Gender=malg] ot 0 . .
[Age group CITES=1] 009 ,000 . 1 . 1,009 1,009 1,009
[Age group CITES=2] 466 10810,223 000 1 1,000 1,594 000 £
[Age group GITES=3] 331 9150834 000 1 1,000 1,393 000 8
[Age group CITES=4] 225 8524381 000 1 1,000 1,253 000 3
[Age group GITES=5] 286 B207.658 000 1 1,000 1,331 000 8
[Age group CITES=6] 276 7997945 ,o0o 1 1,000 1,118 ,o0o £
[Age group GITES=T] 17,434 §025 366 000 1 098 37285037,797 000 8
[Age group CITES=8] 277 8735283 ,o0o 1 1,000 1,119 ,o0o £
[Age group GITES=9] ot 0

a. The reference categoryis: 1.

b. This parameteris setto zero hecause itis redundant.
. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. ts value is therefore setto system missing.

Classification
Fredicted

Fercent
Observed 1 2 3 Correct
1 fid1 0 0 100,0%
2 a0 i 0 0,0%
3 1 0 0 0,0%
Cverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 891,3%
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TABLE 6.2.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITHOUT

ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
&l Percentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 91,3%
2 60 8,5%
3 1 0,1%
Gender fermnale 262 37.3%
male 440 62,7%
Age group CITES 1 21 3,0%
2 38 54%
3 66 9,4%
4 90 12,8%
& 102 14,5%
G 115 16,4%
7 117 16,7%
g g1 11,5%
] 72 10,3%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,6%
Belgium 20 2,8%
Bulgaria 16 2,3%
Croatia 11 1,6%
Cyprus 6 0,9%
Czechia 19 2,7%
Denmark 12 1,7%
Estonia & 0,7%
Finland 13 1,9%
France 71 10,1%
Germany 92 131%
Greece 18 2. 6%
Hungary 19 2,7%
Ireland g 1,1%
[taly 65 9,3%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 9 1,3%
Luxembaourg [i} 0,9%
Malta 5 0,7%
Metherlands 26 37%
Poland 49 7,0%
Portugal 20 2,8%
Romania 29 41%
Slovakia 13 1,9%
Slovenia T 1,0%
Warnings Spain 51 7.3%
There are 536 (63,1%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by Sweden 17 2,4%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. United Kingdom B9 9.8%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are Valid 702 100,0%
enc_ountered. This indicates that either some p_redictor Missing 0
variahles should be excluded or some categories should he
merged. Total 702
The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 283°
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a.The dependentvariable has only one value ohserved in 253 (89,4%)
Validity of the model fitis uncertain. subpopulations.
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 309568 318675 305 568
Final 290557 627 548 142 557 163,011 72 =00
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 207
Fearson 47 782 4492 1,000 Magelkerke 456
Deviance 35 986 492 1,000 MecFadden 384

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 280,557 627,548 142 5572 ,oon ]

Gender 280,569 618,452 145,559" 4013 2 134
Age group CITES 268,118 532,247 152,119" 9,562 16 888
Country of representation 331,465 422 544 281 465 148,909 54 =0M

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Parameter Estimates

5% Confidence Interval for Exp
@

CITES jcoded)’ 8 st Eror  Wald at sig Ep(B)  LowsrBound | Upper Bound
2 Intercept -1,053 564 348 1 .62 |
[Gender=female] B8R 338 3868 1 043 514 268 938
IBenger=mals) L 0 0 2 2
1438 group CITE 1188 10m 1320 1 249 ERIT) 435 26718
IAge group CITE 386 885 1242 1 285 2681 473 15478
PAgé group CITE: 21 804 1311 1 252 2511 519 12143
1Age group CITES=4) 908 632 208 1 152 2473 718 8,541
A2 group CITE ) 674 128 1 257 2107 573 8.0u5
e group CITE 450 635 503 1 T8 1568 452 5,451
IAge group CITE: -130 A 033 1 855 878 218 3536
1Aaé aroup CITE: 580 642 2377 1 Az 2665 756 9.387
[Age group CITE! 0° (]
[Sountry of 15336 648,493 001 1 981 L1B5ET .00 3
[Gountry of 2577 oaz 1 4257810 4257610 4257612
teprassntaton=Belgium]
[Country of 15466 688,532 oot 1 582 1815ET .o0o »
teprzsentation=Bulgariz)
[Country of 5115 848137 000 1 986 272TET 000 D
taprasantation=Croatial
[Gountry of 15242 1145205 000 1 389 Z401ET 000 -
[Country of 2386 1083 4764 1 028 082 o1 84
teprasentation=Gzee
[Country of 15402 B02825 000 1 385 2D4TET 000 B
representation=Denmark
[Country of 15032 1227.582 000 1 1990 296367 000 P
teprasantation=Estania]
[Country of -15002 761927 000 1 98¢ 3DS2ET 000 B
tepresantation=Finland] | |
ICountry of 053 3 a0 1 88a 1.054 507 2130
)
[Country of 15188 287,238 003 1 958 25MET  BORTE2S) 704250237
teprasanta
[Country of 1,848 818 EAE:] 1 o7 23 48 1.168
(Gountry of 15397 634360 001 1 881 2057ET 000 D
teprasantation=Hungan]
[Country of 15274 572578 o0 1 887 2327ET 000 B
iy of 1883 567 1242 1 <001 k) 047 a8
taprasentatio
[Country of 15293 986,988 000 1 988 220267 000 3
vl
IGounty of -15363 821546 100 1 887 L12ET 00 D
teprasentatio
[Courtry o 15362 1139738 000 1 889 2420E7 000 B
tepresentation=Lussmbour
al
[Eou 14851 1248338 000 1 980 343ET 000 D
Tepresantation=Maita]
[Gountry of 1433 628 3251 1 on a2 082 1104
tepresentation=Nelherland
sl
[Country of 16226 396,358 001 1 869 244267 000 2
teprasentationsPoland]
15287 §18.432 o1 1 980 229667 000 B
\County of 5820 10102 001 1 576 2010ET 00 o
teprasantaton=Romanial
[Country of 5173 772086 000 1 8B4 257T3ET 000 B
teprasantation=Slovakial
[Couniry of 15,083 1052390 000 1 989 2BISET 000 D
tepresentatonsSlovenia)
(Country of 15200 386248 002 1 969 25QLET 000 D
tepresantaton=spain
[Country of 1,200 813 218 1 40 EL 061 1481
TeprEsEntaton=Sweden)
[Country of [ ]
teprasantation=Urited
CA |
3 Intercept 76,576 626,868 002 1 956
[Gender=Temals) 750 235583 000 1 897 21T B26EE201 71516200
Isenoer=malz] [ o ] 5 o
JAge group CITES=1] 508 580,041 000 1 ) 1,661 000 D
IAge group CITES=2| 184 764834 000 1 +,000 a2 000 P
Pge group CITES=3| £33 442377 000 1 399 1502 000 P
-880 746875 000 1 599 415 000 P
PAge group CITE 885 578232 000 1 09 ) 000 P
[Age group CITES=6] 244 441338 000 1 1,000 REE] 000 -
_IAge group CITES=7] 11788 332399 001 1 872 131620984 15165278 11436288
1Age group CITES=6| -356 B22.864 000 1 1,000 9 000 B
1Age group CITES=9| o []
[Country of -203  B91.905 000 1 1,000 816 Rl =
tepresentation=Austia]
[Country of 13640 4B7.035 01 1 578 838710,830 .o0g >
taprasantation=Belgium]
[Country of 112 1083418 000 1 4,000 E 000 D
taprasentaton=Buigarial
[Country of 322 706,243 000 1 1,000 1,380 000 =
[Country of 108 1742340 000 1 4,000 st 000 5
teprasantation=Cyprus]
[Country of g8 182777 000 1 363 2,205 000 B
representation=Czecnial
1083 811872 00 1 1999 2982 .ooo o
teprasantatio
[Country of 6513 7491732 000 1 899 673858 000 =
tepressntation=Estonia]
858 1268,941 00 1 589 el \oog »
438 582004 000 1 ) 1,550 000 B
[Country of -055 524320 000 1 1,000 947 000 .
teprasantation=Germany]
[Gountry of 070 740598 000 1 4,000 1,072 000 :
teprasantation=Gresce|
[Country of 28D 1462487 000 1 1,000 1323 000 o
representation=Hungary]
[Country of 7,285 2468038 000 1 999 1458643 000 o
taprasentation=Iraland)
[Country of 407 617,561 000 1 999 1502 000 D
[cou: 044 1626,410 000 1 4,000 1085 000 °
teprasentatio
[Country of 084 1580141 000 1 4,000 1,008 000 B
Tapresantatio |
[Sountry of 122 1569.703 o0 1 1,000 1130 oo 5
tepresentation=Lurembour
al
[Gountry of L4 1642222 000 1 1,000 e .00 »
[Gourtry of 883 BE9IN 00 1 999 2419 000 i
tepresentation=Netherland
sl
[Country of 275 565,135 000 1 1,000 1317 000 P
tepresentaton=poland) |
[Gountry of M2 B2 000 1 4,000 32 000 <
teprasantaton=Portugal]
555 696000 000 1 4,000 A7 000 5
[Country of BB 764436 000 1 999 1620 000 I
tepresentatonsSiovaia)
[Country of 7000 7226380 000 1 899 1086427 000
teprasentaton=Slovania)
[Gountry of 256 744262 000 1 4,000 an 000
Tepresantatio
[Country of 222 816442 000 1 +,000 801 000 D
teprasantationsSwed
[Country of [ L]

representation=United

a The raerance calogaryis 1

b This paramelatis setlo zern becsuse itis redundsnt
¢ Floating paint overlow accured whils computing his statistic. s value s thersfors set o system missing

Observed

Classification

Predicted

FPercent
Correct

100,0%

17%

0,0%

Owverall Percentage

0,1% 0,0%

91,5%
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TABLE 6.2.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION CITES FULL MODEL (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 955 (66,6%) cells (i.e., dependent variable levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variahles should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are hased on the last iteration.
Yalidity of the model fitis uncerain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
M Percentage
CITES (coded) 1 641 91,3%
2 60 8,5%
3 1 0,1%
Gender female 262 I7.3%
male 440 62,7%
Age group CITES 1 21 3,0%
2 38 54%
2l 66 9,4%
4 a0 12,8%
a 102 14,5%
i 115 16,4%
7 117 16,7%
8 81 11,5%
] 72 10,3%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,6%
Belgium 20 2,8%
Bulgaria 16 2,3%
Croatia 1" 1,6%
Cyprus 6 0,9%
Czechia 18 27%
Denmark 12 1.7%
Estonia 5 0,7%
Finland 13 1,9%
France 71 10,1%
Germany a2 13,1%
Greece 18 2,6%
Hungary 18 27%
Ireland 8 1,1%
Italy 65 9,3%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 9 1,3%
Luxembourg 6 0,9%
Malta B 0,7%
MNetherlands 26 3,7%
Poland 49 7,0%
Forugal 20 28%
Romania 28 41%
Slovakia 13 1,9%
Slovenia 7 1,0%
Spain a1 7.3%
Sweden 17 2,4%
United Kingdom 69 9,8%
Political group (coded) 1 201 28,6%
2 180 25,6%
3 66 9,4%
4 49 7.0%
5 65 9,3%
i 48 6,8%
] 43 6,1%
11 50 7.1%
Validl 702 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 702
Subpopulation 4087

a. The dependentvariable has only one value ohserved in 497 (99,8%)

subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 427 411 436,519 423 411
Final 191146 591,892 15146 408,264 86 =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 441
Pearson 27,322 408 1,000 Magelkerke a1
Deviance 13,758 4908 1,000 MecFadden 61

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effert Maodel Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 181,146 581,882 151467 ,oon ]
Gender 188,191 580,830 1?‘,15!1b 2,045 2 360
Age group CITES 168,676 4597 5549 EE,E?Eb 10,5830 16 838
Country of representation 185,885 340,714 117,885 102,739 54 =0M
Faolitical group (coded) 408,400 745 381 260,400" 245 254 14 =0M

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Parameter Estimates.

TS fcocesy® W swiver wan o s Fan LowsrBound  User Baund
2 Intarcapt 45026 306168 022 1 B8z
(Qendar-famale] a1 e [T 04 o1 21m
(matoczmalel a
Ase groJp CITES="| ~21.750 1376162 aoc 1 887 E581E10 ooa b
{Age grop CITES:: EXT a0z 1 60 oot BIIEA25 182118
g5 group CITE-: [IRRET ) a0 1 3 124167 83036177 388318
{858 gro.p CITES=4) 1473 1w [TH 1 560 oot 58ITE-135  9916E117
MegoupClTES=s) ez em 1 o6 DOD ZSEIEAIS SATIEATT
.. ires-6) 2sms e an [ W7 EEIE13  1a9%am  aneam
VPse group CITES=T) E R T T e tesein Gieearr agadmedat
[Age gro.p CITES=4) 36,785 304189 01 1 G04 1,057E-16 1,229E-275 8.037F+247
[Age gro.p CITES=9] [3 . o
[Couniryaf 61733 B67548 oot 1 52 %408E-23 boa K
[Gountryof 12,300 goa 1 4556 4 550E-8 4 550E-&
represestatior=Belgium]
(Gl XTI RET T ER—T o2 oo g
(Couninyat 1738 4ETIS 0t T =9 se72 onn C
represuntation=Croatia]
(Gountryof 3153 1483848 ooc 1 e 23411 oon 7
represestaton=Cyorus)
[County of - 33 1265736 Jooc 1 1,000 1034 oo H
(Gountryof 2395 118589 0 1 88 D o0 F
reprosarisiorDanmark
(Countryof 5581 e 1 £l [ oo F
represeraion=Esiania)
(Countryol 3536 1132802 00 1 Y 26 000 ‘
represantation=Finiand]
(Countryer .z o T me en oo e
represestaton=Francel
{Gouniryof 0s0i astems on T 1ass oo £
[Gountryof 8113 176810 0 1 B 500356 20006158 2406141
representation=Greece]
[Gourtry ol -5E412  BE1480 LH 1 HE Y IBETE .ooo N
representation=Hungan|
[Country of ATE 1621369 Joc 1 1,000 1182 Joog :
(Gountryof 35103 266842 o 1 B96  EGREETE  M2A0E245  19I6E2NI
TEprES#RIIOR=NaN
[Country of - -48.379 1402801 a0t 1 12 158722 .bog :
(coumsmyar e e o . ) oo g
represestation=LUthuanial
fGounyor Tossz tesma oo T ms e oo .
represstaton-Lursmbour
al
(Gountryof 5282 1884085 e 1 £ [ oo F
Tepresestation=Mara)
Commat w3 wwmnanc . @a 111 oo ‘
representation=Neherland
sl
(Countryof 57568 EIC102 a0 1 B5 EESIEZE ooa 2
reprorastaton=Foland]
[Countryof <1948 1301743 ac 1 g 143 ooa -
(Gountryof 401 THISA e 1 el [ oo F
represeriaior=Romanial
[Countryof 4310 1142366 e 1 wr 013 oo F
sy o 6300 1708848 EE 1 8 3 oo F
Tepresentalion=8|owenia)
(Gourtryof 5242 BICEIS e 1 el s (1) 7
representation=Spain|
[Country ot -2867  3z227 oot 1 .3 ns? T 4SE 280
(Gountryor [ 0
represestatonmUnizd
dom]
[Palitical group (codad)=1] 54826 41£301 1 B9E 1.548E-24 boa .
[Pl (endad)=3] 64011 3GFRRT 1 St 1490F-24 non N
[Political group (codedi=2] 56173 STESTE 1 22 40E2S oo 3
[Palitical group (caded)=4] -53581 67133 1 Rl LIN2EN 000 :
Political aroup (caded)-1 -GERGS 671146 1 18 Z.750E-26 oen »
[Political group (codad)=£] -ABEET  GPC1S 1 ) 3602E-22 oo :
.. a65 ez T mz e o1 an
[Polea group (agedy=11) [ [
g e vt resa o . s
(Gengar=famale] 1088 73608S et 1 s 36 boa I
[Geneer=mal] o [
IAge grop CITES="] 4020 1EELEEY Jg0c B e s6712 oen .
Ve grosp CITES=1) 350 imseEml  ouC T e 36508 oo F
A5e grop GITES=1] 738 1166060 Jac 1 L) 2084 ooa Z
Age groJp GITES=4] 2,219 1e8eB3a oo 1 995 8187 Jooo L
Wca groJp CITES=5] 3113 1371041 o 1 98 22488 oo i
IAge groJp CITES=4) 1446 1228410 [ 1 3 1248 oo T
[Age group GITES=T] 4850 1466370 oac 1 sar 2m? boa .
[Ag# groJp GITCO=8] 15,220  2507,209 Jgoc 1 995 248007 ooo T
A58 gro.p CITES=5) o [
(Gountryof -6 3303026 ot 1 5B oot oo g
[ —
[Countryof 20006 H45346 0t 1 83 488121088,12 ooy -
(Gountryof 15201 1801717 e 1 ETEETE ooa ‘
represeiaior=Bulgaria)
{Countryf Taee s o [ @1 AwARAT o E
[Countryof 13570 4845031 0t 1 e 789071 282 ooz -
representation=Cyprus]
1Gountryor 1532 tEEEAs 000 T 4 ssmsseies T £
representation=Czachial
[Country of 16810 2016479 o 1 B4 g0z Joog :
(Gountryof 14728 5841285 e 1 S 24an285T0 oo P
represeniaton=Esionial
[Country of 15403 o 1 895 4890216565 .ooo :
(Gountryar 2882 1D3IEBSS oo 1 598 86 ooz F
represestation=France]
[Country ot [ECECRRErEEE] aoc 1 4 2071543730 oon *
Tepresentation=Cemany
[Gountryof -B)7 1626272 oot 1 o7 po2 .oea 5
[Gountryof 4739 4742266 Jaoc 1 599 oeg Jooa i
represaatatonHungan)
[Countryol 15301 7216833 oac 1 W8 &83833700 oon C
reresentation=irsland]
-ouniry of 377 2110293 oo 1 599 0z Joog ‘
reproeastaton-nai
[Countryof <6751 T18e471 Joac 1 898 oot ooy N
fe s —
[Gountry of 17024 2120855 e 1 B4 273NSIITAT g :
=nuntry af 15,287 2873292 oot 1 995 23782278934 oon »
rEpreseaoLuE
al
uniry of 14946 4BAET26 o 1 9B 3097978246 Joea B
repreaststonmata]
[Gourry ol 14372 o 1 894 1Fm27977 .ooo :
TR —
8l
[Countryat 5412 oo 1 .87 oo boa *
represesigior=Faland] | |
[Country ot 14,587 o 1 895 2183692308 .ooo :
reproxantation-Porugal | | |
14,546 2107855 oc 1 9 2076480182 Joea ¥
[Country of 15185 2500257 o 1 895 3970924478 .ooo S
repressntaton-Sionakia) . R
Vaumiyor veses msipre oo T e sewuren oo g Classification
[Gountry of 14077 1817,242 oo 1 493 2989811389 ooo *
rspresaataton=Spain] ;
o 7 ey B B T : Predicted
representation=Sweden|
urayor ¢ 0 Percent
Tepresestationr=Unied
Fingdlrs]
ol B A T T I T T - _Ohserved ! 2 3 Correct
[Poliieal group (coded)=z] 22652 1108770 [ 1 @4 1454E1D oo T
Politeal group (codsdye3] 1302431 000 [ O ) o60 v 1 639 2 i} 99, 7%
[Political group (caded)=1] 2733132 a0c 1 2 E179E13 oo B
[Palitical group (eadad)=F] 63BN RAZIJA a1 1 &7 £AREFA3 onn E 2 1 59 U g 3*
[Polltcal group (eaded)=f] 22454 1576430 [ 1 @8 1T12E1D oo T 0
[Palitical group (codad)=€] 5,618 3756563 oot 1 GaE 8.653E.5 oo -
“Pabcaigrp oty o [ 3 0 0 1 100,0%
@ The reference category is 1
b This paramessr is sel 102610 8asausa it s redandant Qverall Fercentage 91,2% 8,7% 0,1% 99,6%

. Fhalng pUin, ove: 6w bicur e i comp

U 1 SIS EL. W vl 15 106708 52110 SysLann missioy

158



Multivariate analysis — Multinomial logistic regression for Paris

TABLE 7.1.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY PARIS (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 7a1 100,0% 0 0,0% 751 100,0%
Country (coded)
[ ———
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 6888627 216 =001 symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 632,324 216 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 3,020 1 082 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 558 = 001
M of Valid Cases 751 :
a. 206 cells (B1,7%) have expected count less than 5. The e etk el
minimurm expected countis 13, M ofvValid Cases 751

TABLE 7.1.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP PARIS (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
[+l Fercent I Fercent [+l Fercent
Gender* Political group 741 100,0% ] 0,0% 751 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Political group (coded)
1 2 3 4 ) 3] a 9 1" Total
Gender fermale Count 66 a5 30 20 18 26 13 17 2 278
% within Gender 23,7% 30,6% 10,8% 7.2% 6,8% 9,4% 4 7% 6,1% 0,7% 100,0%
male Count 145 104 40 a0 55 26 26 249 14 473
% within Gender 31,5% 22.0% 8,5% 6,3% 11,6% 5,5% 55% 6,1% 3,0% 100,0%
Tatal Count 215 188 70 a0 T4 62 39 46 16 751
% within Gender 28,6% 26 2% 9,3% 6,7% 9 9% G,9% 52% 6,1% 2,1% 100,0%

159



Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance
Yalue df 2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 22,2247 8 .00a Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 23,020 8 003 Value  Significance
M ofValid Cases 759 Mominal by Mominal  Phi 72 004a
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 72 003
minimum expected countis 582, M ofvalid Cases 751

TABLE 7.1.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS GENDER (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
[ Fercentage

Paris (coded) 1 G609 81,1%

2 38 51%

3 32 43%

4 73 9,6%
Gender female 278 37,0%

male 473 63, 0%
Valid 751 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 751
Subpopulation 2

Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 44 759 58623 38,758
Final 40,397 68126 28,397 10,362 3 016
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 014

Fearson .onn Magelkerke 018
Deviance ooo MecFadden 010
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Likelihood Ratio Tests

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 40,3497 68,126 28,397® ,ooo ]
Gender 44 7549 58,623 38,7549 10,362 3 016

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.

Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B)
Paris (coded)? B Stel. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,450 184 176,895 1 = 001
[Gender=femalg] -1,230 453 7,387 1 007 282 120 710
[Gender=male] ot . . i} .
3 Intercept -2,825 219 165764 1 < 001
[Gender=femalg] -, 345 350 779 1 377 708 330 1,523
[Gender=malg] o® ) ) 0 .
4 Intercept -2,045 1583 177,741 1 =<,001
[Gender=femalg] -,249 263 845 1 344 779 AGB5 1,306
[Gender=malg] o® 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero hecause itis redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Observed 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 G609 0 0 0 100,0%
2 38 0 0 0 0,0%
3 32 0 0 0 0,0%
4 72 i 0 i 0,0%
Cwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 81,1%
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TABLE 7.1.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I Fercentage
Paris (coded) 1 609 81,1%
g 38 81%
3 32 4 3%
4 T2 9,6%
Gender female 278 37 ,0%
male 473 63,0%
Age group Paris 1 11 1,5%
2 35 4 7%
3 61 8,1%
4 23 111%
] 99 132%
Warnings (i 129 17,2%
There are 10 (13,9%) cells (i.e., dependent variable levels by 7 125 16,6%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. 2 109 14,5%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are q g5 13.7%
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor : :
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Valid 751 100,0%
merged. Missing ]
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Total 751
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Yalidity of the model fit is uncertain. Subpopulation 18
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 193,683 207,548 187,683
Final 211,796 350,438 161,796 35,888 27 118
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 047
Fearson 29 407 24 208 Magelkerke 063
Deviance 32,045 24 126 MecFadden 035
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 211,796 350,438 151,796° 0oo 0 .
Gender 216,152 340,929 162,152 10,356 3 016
Age group Paris 189,321 217,080 177,321 25526 24 378

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelinoods hetween the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is farmed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is

that all parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not

increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B

Paris (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -2,566 465 30,426 1 =001
[Gender=fernalg] -1,225 456 7,207 1 007 294 120 718
[Gender=malg] ob 0 . . .
[Age group Paris=1] -18,035 ,aoo . 1 . 1,470E-8 1,470E-8 1,470E-8
[Age group Paris=2] 277 871 101 1 751 1,319 ,239 7,269
[Age group Paris=3] -,889 1,114 637 1 A25 411 046 3,650
[Age group Paris=4] 1,024 584 3,027 1 082 2,785 878 8,830
[Age group Paris=5] 282 629 201 1 654 1,326 386 4 551
[Age group Paris=6] 297 593 1251 1 BT 1,345 421 4,297
[Age group Paris=7] -1,0086 853 1,392 1 238 366 069 1,945
[Age group Paris=8] -,040 G54 004 1 952 961 267 3,460
[Age group Paris=9] 0" . . 0 .

3 Intercept -3,195 594 28,965 1 =001
[Gender=femnalg] - 421 394 1,142 1 285 656 303 1,420
[Gender=malg] 0" 0 . . .
[Age group Paris=1] -17,758 .ooo . 1 . 1,939E-8 1,938E-8 1,938E-8
[Age group Paris=2] 690 941 538 1 463 1,994 315 12,606
[Age group Paris=3] B16 840 539 1 463 1,852 357 9,607
[Age group Paris=4] 357 836 182 1 B70 1,429 278 7,354
[Age group Paris=5] 553 748 545 1 AE0 1,738 401 7,534
[Age group Paris=6] 048 774 004 1 951 1,048 228 4831
[Age group Paris=7] 809 686 1,754 1 185 2481 647 49522
[Age group Paris=8] -,071 831 007 1 932 831 183 4,752
[Age group Paris=9] ab . . 0

4 Intercept -2,029 341 35,358 1 <001
[Gender=female] -,246 267 ,849 1 357 782 463 1,320
[Gender=malg] ot 0 . . . .
[Age group Paris=1] 588 851 478 1 489 1,801 ,340 9,552
[Age group Paris=2] -541 806 451 1 502 582 120 2824
[Age group Paris=3] 588 486 1,463 1 226 1,800 694 4 666
[Age group Paris=4] 430 AT 833 1 361 1,837 611 3,866
[Age group Paris=5] -,331 518 409 1 523 718 260 1,982
[Age group Paris=6] -,364 484 567 1 452 695 269 1,793
[Age group Paris=7] -,323 485 443 1 506 724 ,280 1,873
[Age group Paris=8] 102 455 050 1 822 1,108 454 2,704
[Age group Paris=9] o® 0

a. The reference categoryis: 1.
. This parameter is setto zero hecause itis redundant.
Classification
Predicted
Percent

Observed 1 2 3 4 Correct

1 609 0 0 0 100,0%

2 38 0 0 0 0,0%

3 32 0 0 0 0,0%

4 72 0 0 0 0,0%

Cwverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% g81,1%
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TABLE 7.1.5.
ABSENCE)

NOMINAL REGRESSION

Warnings

There are 777 (67, 4%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

PARIS

GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITH

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
Faris (coded) 1 608 81,1%
2 38 5,1%
3 32 4,3%
4 72 9,6%
Gender fermnale 278 37.0%
male 473 63,0%
Age group Paris 1 11 1,5%
2 35 4,7%
3 61 8,1%
4 83 11,1%
& 99 13,2%
6 128 17.2%
7 125 16,6%
8 108 14,5%
] 99 13,2%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,4%
Belgium 21 2,8%
Bulgaria 17 23%
Croatia 11 1,5%
Cyprus 5 0,8%
Czechia 21 2,8%
Denmark 13 1,7%
Estonia i} 0,8%
Finland 13 1,7%
France T4 9.9%
Germany 96 12,8%
Greece 21 2,8%
Hungary 21 2,8%
Ireland 11 1,5%
taly 73 9,7%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 11 1.5%
Luxembourg [i} 0,8%
Malta 6 0,8%
Metherlands 26 3,5%
Poland 51 6,8%
Fortugal 21 2,8%
Romania 32 4.3%
Slovakia 13 1.7%
Slovenia a8 1.1%
Spain 54 7,2%
Sweden 20 2,7%
United Kingdom 73 9.7%
Valid 751 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 751
Subpopulation 2882

a. The dependent variable has only one value ohserved in 216 (75,0%)
subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Model Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Maodel Al BIC Likelihood Chi-Sguare df Sia.
Intercept Only 738,553 Ta2.417 732,553
Final 685895 1198871 463 895 268 658 108 =001

164



Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell L3017
Fearson 412 855 783 1,000 Magelkerke 405
Deviance 308 531 763 1,000 MecFadden 263

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 685,895 1188,871 463,8095% ,oon ]

Gender 692,034 1181146 476,034 12,138 3 oov
Age group Paris 664,972 1067,034 480,872 27,077 24 30
Country of representation TH6 665 895 307 696 665 232770 a1 = 0Mm

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
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TABLE 7.1.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS FULL MODEL (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage

Faris (coded) 1 608 81,1%

2 38 5,1%

3 32 4,3%

4 72 9,6%

Gender fermnale 278 37.0%

male 473 63,0%

Age group Paris 1 11 1,5%

2 35 47%

3 61 8,1%

4 83 11,1%

g 99 13,2%

G 129 17.2%

7 125 16,6%

g 108 14,5%

] 99 13,2%

Country of representation  Austria 18 2,4%

Belgium 21 2,8%

Bulgaria 17 2,3%

Croatia 11 1,5%

Cyprus [i} 0,8%

Czechia 21 2,8%

Denmarlk 13 1.7%

Estonia 6 0,8%

Finland 13 1,7%

France 74 9,9%

Germany 96 12,8%

Greece 21 2,8%

Hungary pal 2,8%

Ireland 11 1,5%

[taly 73 9,7%

Latvia 8 1,1%

Lithuania 11 1,5%

Luxembourg 6 0,8%

Malta 5 0,8%

Metherlands 26 3,5%

Foland a1 6,8%

Portugal pal 2,8%

Romania 32 4.3%

Slovakia 13 1.7%

Slovenia a8 1.1%

Spain 54 7,2%

Sweden 20 2,7%

United Kingdom 73 9,7%

Folitical group (coded) 1 215 28,6%

2 188 25 2%

3 70 9,3%

4 50 6,7%

& 74 9,9%

6 52 6,9%

. g 39 52%

Warnings g 46 5.1%

There are 1556 (73,7%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by 11 16 21%

subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Valid 751 100,0%
The log-likelihood value cannot be furtherincreased after Missing 0
maximum number of step-halving. Total 759
The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 5287

(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value observad in 500 (94,7%)

Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AlC BIC Likelinood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 978,109 4991 4973 9721049
Final 1312798 1836687 1042798 : 132
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell .0oo
Fearson 575285 766 14449 = 001 Magelkerke .a0n
Deviance 10011485 14449 1,000 MecFadden aon

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 1312,758 1836,687 1042,798% ,oon ] :
Gender 1376,229 1886,255 1112,229" 65,432 3 =0M
Age group Paris 1682 642 2205618 14?0,542b 427 844 24 = 0M
Country of representation 672 635 9221491 564,635° . a1
Faolitical group (coded) 8925 451 1438427 703,451 24

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. The log-likelihood value cannot be further increased after maximum number of step-halving.

c. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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4 40 7 1 24 33,3%

Cverall Percentage

80,4%
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TABLE 7.2.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY PARIS (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 679 100,0% 0 0,0% 6749 100,0%
Country (coded)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 663,481° 216 =001 Smeetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 576,578 216 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 1,164 1 281 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 884 = 001
M ofValid Cases 679 .
a. 216 cells (B5,7%) have expected count less than 5. The e el el
minimum expected countis 10, M ofvalid Cases 679
TABLE 7.2.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP PARIS (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Yalid Missing Tuotal
[ Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Gender* Political group G679 100,0% 1] 0,0% G7Y 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Folitical group (coded)
1 2 3 4 5 6 8 g 11 Total
Gender fermale Count G0 78 28 18 16 25 2] 16 2 254
% within Gender 23,6% M A% 11,0% 7.5% 6,3% 9,8% 3,5% 6,3% 0,8%  100,0%
male  Count 137 101 38 27 38 24 24 24 12 425
% within Gender 32,2% 238% 8,9% 6,4% 8,9% 5,6% 5,6% 5,6% 28%  100,0%
Total Count 197 180 66 46 54 49 33 40 14 679
% within Gender 29,0% 26,5% 9,7% 6,8% 8,0% 7.2% 4,9% 5,9% 21%  100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 18,3347 8 019 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 18,867 8 016 Value Significance
M ofValid Cases L] Mominal by Mominal  Phi 64 018
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 164 019
minimum expected countis 5 24, M ofvalid Cases 678
TABLE 7.2.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS GENDER (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
[ Fercentage
Paris (coded) 1 G609 24, 7%
2 38 5,6%
3 a2 4 7%
Gender female 254 37,4%
male 425 62,6%
Walid 674 100,0%
Missing 1]
Total 674
Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Maodel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Sgquare df Sig.
Intercept Only 31,751 40,7582 27,751
Final 25859 4394 17,8549 9882 2 007
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 014
Fearson ,oan ] . Magelkerke 26
Deviance o0n 0 ) MeFadden 018
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Reduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 25,8549 43941 17,8599 ,ooo ]
Gender 31,751 40,7492 27,751 5,842 2 0a7

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B)
Paris (coded)® B Stel. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,450 184 176,895 1 = 001
[Gender=femalg] -1,230 453 7,387 1 007 282 120 710
[Gender=malg] ot a
3 Intercept -2,825 219 165764 1 <001
[Gender=femalg] -, 345 350 779 1 377 708 330 1,523
[Gender=male] ob 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero hecause itis redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Observed 1 2 3 Correct
1 G605 a ] 100,0%
2 38 0 0 0,0%
3 32 0 0 0,0%
COwverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 249 7%
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TABLE 7.2.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I Fercentage
Paris (coded) 1 609 897%
gl 38 5 6%
3 32 4 7%
Gender female 254 AT 4%
male 425 62,6%
Age group Paris 1 9 1,3%
2 33 4 9%
3 a1 7.5%
4 72 10,6%
g 92 135%
i 120 17,7%
7 116 171%
Warnings g a7 14,3%
There are 9 (16,7%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by g 89 131%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Valid £70 100.0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are i 0
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor g
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Total G679
MERED Subpopulation 184
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning -
(5). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variahle has only one value

Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Meodel Fitting Information

ohserved in 4 (22,2%) subpopulations.

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 120,334 129 376 116,334
Final 128,927 219,338 ae.927 27,408 18 ov2

Goodness-of-Fit

Chi-Square df Sig.
Pearson 17,984 16 A28
Deviance 19,641 16 237
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Likelihood Ratio Tests

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 128,927 219,339 gg8,027® ,0oo ] )
Gender 135,237 216,608 99,237 10,310 2 006
Age group Paris 114 442 132,525 106,442 17,616 16 353

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is
that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.

Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

=)

Paris (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -2,549 AG6 29,960 1 =001
[Gender=fernale] -1,251 457 7,483 1 006 286 17 701
[Gender=malge] a® 0 . . .
[Age group Paris=1] -18,160 .ooo . 1 1,298E-8 1,298E-8 1,298E-8
[Age group Paris=2] 226 870 068 1 795 1,254 228 6,904
[Age group Paris=3] -,879 1,115 621 1 430 415 047 3,694
[Age group Paris=4] 1,043 540 3,126 1 077 2,839 893 9,027
[Age group Paris=5] 284 630 ,204 1 652 1,329 387 4 567
[Age group Paris=6] 277 593 218 1 G40 1,318 413 4214
[Age group Paris=7] -1,031 853 1,461 1 227 357 067 1,898
[Age group Paris=8] - 068 654 011 1 817 834 2549 3,364
[Age group Paris=9] ot i . 0

3 Intercept -3,189 594 28,786 1 =001
[Gender=fernalg] -, 421 394 1,144 1 1285 656 303 1,420
[Gender=malg] ab 0 . . .
[Age group Paris=1]  -17,842 000 . 1 1,7B4E-8 1,7B4E-8 1,784E-8
[Age group Paris=2] GE9 940 508 1 ATT 1,952 ,309 12,319
[Age group Paris=3] 619 840 543 1 AE1 1,857 358 9,636
[Age group Paris=4] 363 836 188 1 G4 1,438 274 7,407
[Age group Paris=5] 553 748 545 1 AB0 1,738 401 7,535
[Age group Paris=6] 039 774 002 1 960 1,040 226 4 786
[Age group Paris=7] 898 685 1,716 1 190 2,454 640 9,405
[Age group Paris=8] -,083 831 010 1 920 820 180 4,692
[Age group Paris=9] ob 0

a. The reference categoryis: 1.
k. This parameter is setto zero because itis redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent

Ohszerved 1 2 3 Correct

1 609 0 0 100,0%

2 38 ] 0 0,0%

3 32 0 0 0,0%

Qverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 39,7%
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TABLE 7.2.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITHOUT

ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
¥ Percentage
Paris (coded) 1 609 89 7%
2 38 56%
3 32 47%
Gender femnale 254 37,4%
male 425 62,6%
Age group Paris 1 9 1,3%
2 33 4.9%
3 51 7.5%
4 72 10,6%
5 92 13,5%
6 120 17,7%
7 116 17,1%
8 97 14,3%
g9 39 131%
Country of representation  Austria 16 2,4%
Belgium 20 2,9%
Bulgaria 13 1,9%
Croatia 9 1,3%
Cyprus 6 0,9%
Czechia 19 2,8%
Denmark 11 1,6%
Estonia 6 0,9%
Finland 12 1,8%
France 71 10,5%
Germany 93 13,7%
Greece 21 31%
Hungary 17 2,5%
Ireland 10 1,5%
[taly 69 10,2%
Latvia 7 1,0%
Lithuania 9 1,3%
Luxembaourg 5 0,7%
Malta 6 0,9%
Metherlands 24 35%
Paland 49 7.2%
Portugal 21 31%
Romania 27 4.0%
Slovakia 12 1,8%
Warnings Slovenia 8 1,2%
There are 507 (61,5%) cells (i.e., dependent variahle levels by En=l i ol
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Sweden 18 2,7%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are United Kingdom a2 17%
encounterad. This indicates that either some predictor Valid 678 100,0%
variahles should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Total 678
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 2757
(). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 233 (84,7%)
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. subpopulations.
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 405885 415036 401,994
Final 345922 680,448 197,822 204,073 72 =00

175



Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 260
Fearson 181,023 476 1,000 Magelkerke 468
Deviance 120,863 476 1,000 MecFadden 373

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 3454922 680,448 197 8922% ,oon ]
Gender 356,118 681,603 212118 14,196 2 =0M
Age group Paris 332,844 555,040 216,844 18,922 16 273
Country of representation 414 587 505,000 aT4 58T 176,665 54 =0M

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Canfidence Intarval for Sxp
8]

Paris (coged)® 3 Sto.Eror__ Waid df sig Exp@)  LowerBound  Upper Bound
2 Intarcapt a8 03 1 850
[Gender=famale] 515 10678 1 o1 186 088 510
(Bender=mals] [) . .
[Age graup Paris=1] 7743723 0o 1 998 67LTE8 000 B
[Age graup Pails=2| 1038 025 1 68 39 RIL) 6301
[Ags group Parls=3| 1188 083 1 802 T4 an e
(Age graup Paris=4] 705 3886 1 o9 a2 1,008 15,964
(Age graup Paris=5| 27 003 1 958 969 232 2000
[Age graup Paris=6] 684 102 1 750 1,244 325 4,757
{Age graup Paris=T| CERREl 1 RET 04 050 1838
(Age graup Paris=g] 732 233 1 2 702 a87 2048
(Age graup Paris=g] [
[Country of 00 2081 1 8 E 066 1508
rapresentalon=Austria]
[country of 20050 5501325 000 1 997 1.961E9 000 D
rzpresentation=8e|gium]
[Country of 20,043 6BSB 584 000 1 588 1 9HEY 000 E
rapraseniaton=auigans)
[Country of 9,837 8555735 000 1 808 2426E-9 000 2
representalon=Craatial |
[Country of -20.024 000 1 201269 201269 201269
¥prus|
[Country of 272 1132 5778 1 o6 086 ot 605
rapraseniaton=Czechial
[Country of -20003 7942085 000 1 898 1.87BE-9 000 5
reprasentaten=0snmark |
[Country of 20,367 000 1 142869 142069
represental
[Country of 19,825 6g84877 oo 1 o8 2221E0 000 0
raprasentation=Finiand
[Country of 20043 3725215 0 1 806 1.074E-9 000 B
reprasentaton=Francel |
[Country of -a170 M2 19860 1 <001 082 a0 158
representation=Germany]
[Country of 202 881 5304 1 021 a3 023 38
rapresenialon=Greece]
[Country of 20533 6128467 .0a 1 807 1.208E-9 000 B
reprasentaton=Hunaan]
[Country of 19,838 7531993 .oae 1 998 24249 L) 2
[Country of 2,358 £ 18280 1 <001 025 028 3
raprasentaton=iiay]
[Country of 18,763 580385 .0a 1 508 2536E-9 00 g
representaten=Lanal
[Country o 2032 w437 000 1 598 1.493E9 000 D
ithuania)
[Gountry of -20,612 000 1 111869 111868 1118E-8
raprasentabion=Luxambaur
Ll
[Country of 19,688 000 1 2821E-9 282160 2621E4
raprasentation=wala]
[Country of -1,560 70 4560 1 031 2o 050 )
reprasentaton=Nsmariand
sl
[Country of 2487 715 1as 1 <001 085 o2 34
representalen=Poland]
[Country or 19508 5774715 oao 1 897 | 2.257E-9 L B
representation=Fortugal
[Country of 19518 5018478 oa 1 a7 223764 000 E
reprasentator
[Country of 1121 3004 1 083 a1 a6 1,288
resenial o |
[Country or -20243 | 8355110 oao 1 898 1617E-9 L) 2
represental
[Country of 19,380 366,371 0ao 1 86 210269 000 E
representation=Spainl
[Country of 19,383 597,851 008 1 897 2084E-9 000 5
represeniatien=Swedan] |
[Country of ot 0
represental
Kingdom
3 Intareapt 4188 122 naa 1 <001
[Gender=amale] -A13 448 857 1 385 551 278 1,587
[Gender=male] o* [] . .
1Age graup Paris=1] 826 10331,028 00 1 1000 2284 000 B
[Age graup Parls=3| 1,865 1147 2m 1 A3 5284 537 47170
[Ags group Parls=3] 1.45¢ 988 2258 1 A3 a2 543 20510
(Age graup Paris=4] 805 425 as7 1 328 2471 A03 15,138
(Agz graup Paris=5| 1363 825 1364 1 243 2620 520 13181
[Age graup Paris=6| 389 835 kg 1 B4 1476 287 7.583
[Age graup Paris=7] 1,274 755 2845 1 083 3578 A 15711
(Age graup Paris=g] 538 901 352 1 581 1707 202 9078
[Age graup Paris=9] of 0
[Country of 6301 7567012 0 1 898 460SE-8 000 2
rapresentalon=Austria]
[Country of 354 1458 063 1 B2 a3 83 21,954
representation=@elgium]
[Country of AT 8402388 000 1 908 30MED 000 E
rapraseniaton=auigans]
[Country of ATATL 9847678 00 1 899 347BE-R 000 G
o al
[Country o 17211 ) 1 3354E8 336458 3354E8
¥prus|
[Country of a3 1,485 102 1 750 1608 087 20483
on=Czschial
1538 136 2186 1 A 5331 526 EES
on=Denmark] |
[Country of 16,308 000 1 453768 453768 4537E-9
represeniaton=Estonia)
[Country of ATO24 | 8485966 0o 1 08 4DE2EH 000 s
raprasentation=Finiand
[Country of 2731 1082 6525 1 010 15386 1319 123,335
reprasentaton=Francel |
[Country of 17,040 3010705 .oae 1 995 2977E-8 oo 2
representabion=Germany]
[Country of 549 1,467 140 1 o8 1732 0se 30688
raprasentaton=Grases]
[Country of 7,108 .0a 1 808 372668 000 B
reprasentaton=Hunaan] | | |
[Country of 17270 9393618 .oae 1 999 216168 L) 2
[Country of AT137 | 396882 0o 1 06 IE11EE 000 e
raprasentation=Iizh]
[Country of 17,0858 00 1 IB0IE B 3E03= 8 380368
representaton=Latial
[Country of ATA64 GB35 448 000 1 599 151468 oo 2
ithuania)
[Gountry of 16,533 000 1 442568 442568 4,4256-8
raprasentabion=Luxambaur
[Country of 17,881 000 1 381BE-8 IB18EE 3618E
raprasentation=wala]
[Country of 7021 5953661 0 1 808 4031EA 000 5
reprasentaton=Nsmariand
sl
(Country of -186 18 e 1 508 831 nag 1221
rapresentalon=Poland]
[country of 1604 125 a2 1 187 487 459 53,805
representation=Portugal]
[Country of -,880 003 1 957 N 052 16348
reprasentaton=Romania
[Country of 702 8367342 ] 1 898 4.D4DE-A 000 2
representaton=Slovakial |
[country of 16,768 000 1 522368 512368 52239
representation=Slovenia
[Country of AT.085 | 4268740 oag 1 907 380268 000
raprasaniaLon=Sp
[Country of 7210 6898273 008 1 898 335568 000 =
al on=Swel |
[Country of o []
representation=United

Kingdom]

a Tne refarence categany s: 1

b This parsmeter is sel io 2810 becsuse itis redundsnt

¢ g paint overflan =

statistc, s valuz is herefore setio system missing

Classification
Fredicted

FPercent
Observed 1 2 3 Correct
1 602 7 0 98 9%
2 31 7 0 18,4%
3 31 ] 1 3,1%
Overall Percentage 21% 0,1% 849 8%
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TABLE 7.2.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION PARIS FULL MODEL (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 973 (66,5%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
Faris (coded) 1 608 89 7%
2 38 5 6%
3 32 4,7%
Gender female 254 37.4%
male 425 62,6%
Age group Paris 1 ] 1,3%
2 33 4,9%
3 51 7,5%
4 72 10,6%
a 92 13,5%
G 120 17,7%
7 116 171%
8 97 14,3%
] 89 131%
Country of representation  Austria 16 2,4%
Belgium 20 2,9%
Bulgaria 13 1,9%
Croatia 9 1,3%
Cyprus i} 0,9%
Czechia 19 2,8%
Denmark 11 1,6%
Estonia i} 0,9%
Finland 12 1,8%
France 71 10,5%
Germany 93 13,7%
Greece 21 3,1%
Hungary 17 2,5%
Ireland 10 1,5%
[taly 69 10,2%
Latvia 7 1,0%
Lithuania e} 1,3%
Luxembourg & 0,7%
Malta 6 0,9%
Metherlands 24 3,5%
Paland 49 7,2%
Portugal 21 3,1%
Fomania 27 4.0%
Slovakia 12 1,8%
Slovenia 8 1,2%
Spain 48 71%
Sweden 18 2,7%
United Kingdom 52 7.7%
Political group (coded) 1 197 29,0%
2 180 26,5%
3 13 9,7%
4 46 6,89%
a 54 8,0%
6 49 7,2%
8 33 4,9%
] 40 5,9%
11 14 2,1%
Valid 679 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 679
Subpopulation 488°

a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 485 (99,4%)

subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 546 986 556,028 542 986
Final 221,737 6285593 41 737 501,250 g =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 522
Pearson 56,342 2386 1,000 Magelkerke 44
Deviance 37,678 a86 1,000 MecFadden 916

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effert Maodel Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 221,737 628,653 41 737° ,oon ]

Gender 226,293 624107 50,293" 8,556 2 014
Age group Paris 205,348 535,924 5?,398" 15,661 16 47T
Country of representation 248,708 411,450 1?5,?08b 134,871 54 =0M
Faolitical group (coded) 486,914 821,439 338,814 287 177 16 =00

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Parameter Estimates
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Multivariate analysis — Multinomial logistic regression for Minamata

TABLE 8.1.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY MINAMATA (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 7a0 100,0% 0 0,0% 780 100,0%
Country (coded)
[ ———
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 655 340% 216 =001 symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 612,369 216 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 3,427 1 064 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 535 = 001
M of Valid Cases 750 :
a. 206 cells (B1,7%) have expected count less than 5. The e ekl el
minimurm expected countis 15, M ofvValid Cases 750

TABLE 8.1.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP MINAMATA (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
[+l Fercent I Fercent [+l Fercent
Gender* Political group 7a0 100,0% ] 0,0% 750 100,0%

(coded)

Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Political group (coded)

1 2 3 1 5 3 8 ] 11 Tatal
Gender female Count 67 85 30 20 18 26 12 16 3 278
% within Gender 241% 30,6% 10,8% 7.2% 6,8% 9,4% 43% 58% 1,1% 100,0%
male Count 148 104 38 31 55 26 27 26 16 472
% within Gender 31,6% 22,0% 8,1% 6,6% 11,7% 5,5% 57% 5.5% 34% 100,0%
Total Count 216 189 68 51 74 52 39 42 19 750
% within Gender 28,8% 252% 9,1% 6,8% 9,9% 6,9% 52% 5,6% 2,5% 100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance
Yalue df 2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 22,2172 8 .00a Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 22,785 8 004 Value  Significance
M ofValid Cases 750 Mominal by Mominal  Phi 72 004a
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 72 003
minimum expected countis 7,04 M ofvalid Cases 70

TABLE 8.1.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA GENDER (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
M FPercentage
Minamata (coded) 1 5483 T91%
2 20 27%
3 21 2,8%
4 116 155%
Gender female 278 IT 1%
male 472 62,9%
Valid 750 100,0%
Missing 1]
Total 750
Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only - 35170 49,031 29170
Final 38,780 67,501 27,780 1,380 3 708
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell ooz
Fearson .onn Magelkerke 003
Deviance .00n MecFadden a0
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Likelihood Ratio Tests

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 39,780 67,501 27,780% ,ooo ]
Gender 35,170 49031 289170 1,340 3 T0a

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.

Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B)
Minamata (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -3,445 293 137,986 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] 44 464 086 1 756 1,155 465 2,870
[Gender=male] o . . 0 i
3 Intercept -3,222 263 149,703 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] - 367 4591 559 1 455 693 265 1,813
[Gender=male] ob . . 0 .
4 Intercept -1,695 131 167,596 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] 166 207 638 1 424 1,180 786 1772
[Gender=male] ob 0
a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero hecause it is redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
FPercent
Observed 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 5483 i 0 i 100,0%
2 20 0 ] 0 0,0%
3 21 ] 0 ] 0,0%
4 116 0 0 0 0,0%
Cwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% T91%
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TABLE 8.1.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I FPercentage
Minamata (coded) 1 583 79,1%
2 20 2,7%
3 21 2,8%
4 116 15,5%
Gender female 278 3I71%
male 472 62,9%
Adge group Minamata 1 A 0,7%
2 36 4 8%
3 i 7.5%
4 74 10,5%
i 15 12,8%
i} 133 17,7%
. 7 121 16,1%
Warnings
. . 8 117 15,6%
There are 1.? (23,5%) cells {i.e., dependent variable levels hy g 107 14,3%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. :
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are valid 750 100,0%
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Missing 0
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Tatal 750
merged. : a
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning ELLEEHLTD) (5
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the lastiteration. a. The dependentvariable has only one value observed
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. in2(11,1%) subpopulations.
Model Fitting Information
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AIC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sia.
Intercept Only 162156 176,016 156,156
Final 188,935 327,537 128,935 27,221 27 452
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square lf 0. Cox and Snell 036
Fearson 149,071 24 748 Magelkerke IEE:]
Deviance 21,646 24 G600 MeFadden 027
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Muodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Reduced Reduced Reduced
Effart Madel Model Maodel Chi-sguare df Sig.
Intercept 188,935 327 537 128,935% 000 0
Gender 184 744 309,486 130,744 1,808 3 613
Age group Minamata 166,765 194,486 164 765 26,831 24 362

The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced madel is formed by omitting an effect from the final madel. The null hypothesis is that
all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does notincrease
the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B

Minamata (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -2,837 ABT 33,958 1 =001
[Gender=female] 251 A70 285 1 584 1,285 A1 3,23
[Gender=male] o° . 0 . . . .
[Age group Minamata=1] -17,983 aon . 1 . 1,548E-8 1,549E-8 1,5409E-8
[Age group Minamata=2] -17,700 5099155 ooo 1 987 2,056E-8 .aoo £
[Age group Minamata=3] -17777 4082880 oo 1 8987 1,903E-8 ooo -
[Age group Minamata=4] =371 751 244 1 621 690 158 3,006
[Age group Minamata=5] -1,537 1,108 1,824 1 165 215 024 1,887
[Age group Minamata=6] =100 G626 026 1 873 805 265 3,087
[Age group Minamata=7] -1,856 1,109 2,801 1 084 156 018 1,374
[Age group Minamata=8g] -,403 688 342 1 Rt 669 74 2,576
[Age group Minamata=9] o® . . i]

3 Intercept -3,580 724 24475 1 =,001
[Gender=fermalg] -,395 494 640 1 424 673 256 1,775
[Gender=male] o® 0 . . .
[Age group Minamata=1] -17,062 .aon . 1 3,892E-8 3,B92E-8 3,892E-8
[Age group Minamata=2] -16677 4943963 oo 1 8987 5 720E-8 ooo -
[Age group Minamata=3] Rl 1,020 308 1 a79 1,761 238 13,005
[Age group Minamata=4] 189 1,015 039 1 844 1,221 67 8,921
[Age group Minamata=5] 1,038 853 1,478 1 224 2824 530 15,038
[Age group Minamata=6] A7S 880 282 1 589 1,609 287 9,030
[Age group Minamata=7] 259 928 078 1 T8O 1,296 210 7,993
[Age group Minamata=8] 239 926 QBT 1 TH8 1,270 207 7,798
[Age group Minamata=4] o® . . i] .

4 Intercept -1,381 254 29 507 1 =001
[Gender=fermalg] 187 210 780 1 374 1,205 788 1,820
[Gender=male] o® 0 . . . .
[Age group Minamata=1] -17,668 6001,701 oo 1 8988 2122E-8 aoo -
[Age group Minamata=2] - 110 488 081 1 a1 B96 344 2,3
[Age group Minamata=3] -, 789 500 24495 1 14 454 A7 1,209
[Age group Minamata=4] -852 468 4145 1 042 386 154 465
[Age group Minamata=5] - 077 361 045 1 832 826 487 1,879
[Age group Minamata=6] - 27h 344 640 1 424 7548 387 1,480
[Age group Minamata=7] -.285 3449 G644 1 415 7h2 374 1,482
[Age group Minamata=8] - 450 365 15815 1 218 638 312 1,305
[Age group Minamata=4] o® i]

a. The reference category is: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero because itis redundant.
¢. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. Its value is therefore setto system missing.

Classification
Predicted

FPercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 593 ] ] ] 100,0%
2 20 1] ] 1] 0,0%
3 21 ] ] ] 0,0%
4 116 ] ] ] 0,0%
Cwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% T91%
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TABLE 8.1.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITH

ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 748 (66,8%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
Minamata (coded) 1 593 79,1%
2 20 2,7%
3 21 2,8%
4 116 15,5%
Gender fermnale 278 371%
male 472 62,9%
Age group Minamata 1 | 0,7%
2 36 4,8%
3 56 7.5%
4 79 10,5%
& 96 12,8%
6 133 17.7%
7 121 16,1%
8 17 15,6%
] 107 14,3%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,4%
Belgium 21 2,8%
Bulgaria 17 23%
Croatia 11 1,5%
Cyprus 5 0,8%
Czechia 21 2,8%
Denmark 13 1,7%
Estonia i} 0,8%
Finland 13 1,7%
France T4 9.9%
Germany 96 12,8%
Greece 21 2,8%
Hungary 21 2,8%
Ireland 11 1,5%
taly 73 9,7%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 11 1.5%
Luxembourg [i} 0,8%
Malta 6 0,8%
Metherlands 25 3,3%
Poland 51 6,8%
Fortugal 21 2,8%
Romania 32 4.3%
Slovakia 13 1.7%
Slovenia a8 1.1%
Spain 54 7,2%
Sweden 20 2,7%
United Kingdom 73 9.7%
Valid 750 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 750
Subpopulation 280

a. The dependent variable has only one value ohserved in 203 (72 5%)
subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Model Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Maodel Al BIC Likelihood Chi-Sguare df Sia.
Intercept Only 663,515 677,375 657,515
Final 664,790 1177618 442 7490 214 725 108 =001
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 2449
Fearson 308,083 729 1,000 Magelkerke 337
Deviance 272 536 7249 1,000 MecFadden 213

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 664,790 177,618 442 7490% ,oon ]

Gender GEO,TET 1159,735 444 76T 1,877 3 BTT
Age group Minamata 638,107 1040,054 464 107 21,37 24 G20
Country of representation 690,295 828,847 630,285 187,604 a1 = 0Mm

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
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TABLE 8.1.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA FULL MODEL (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
¥ Percentage
Minamata (coded) 1 593 79,1%
2 20 2,7%
3 21 2,8%
4 116 155%
Gender famale 278 T 1%
male 472 62 9%
Age group Minamata 1 5 0,7%
2 36 48%
3 56 7.5%
4 79 10,5%
i 46 12,8%
[i} 133 17,7%
7 121 16,1%
8 117 15,6%
9 107 14 3%
Country of representation  Austria 18 2,4%
Belgium 21 2,8%
Bulgaria 17 2,3%
Croatia 11 1,5%
Cyprus [i} 0,8%
Czechia 21 2,8%
Denmarlk 13 1.7%
Estonia 6 0,8%
Finland 13 1,7%
France T4 9.9%
Germany 96 12,8%
Greece 21 2,8%
Hungary pal 2,8%
Ireland 11 1,5%
Italy 73 9,7%
Latvia 8 1.1%
Lithuania 11 1.5%
Luxembaourg 6 0,8%
Malta [ 0,8%
Metherlands 25 3,3%
Poland 51 6,8%
Portugal pal 2,8%
Romania 32 4.3%
Slovakia 13 1.7%
Slovenia a8 1.1%
Spain 54 7.2%
Sweden 20 2,7%
United Kingdom 73 9,7%
Folitical group (coded) 1 216 28,8%
2 189 25,2%
3 68 9.1%
4 a1 6,8%
i T4 9,9%
Warnings [ 52 69%
There are 1511 (72,5%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by £ 2t 2
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. g 42 56%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are " 19 25%
encounterad. This indicates that either some predictor Valid 750 100,0%
variahles should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Total 750
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 5219
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 470 (90,2%)
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AT BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 810,251 924111 904,251
Final 749912 1373622 479912 424 339 132 =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 432
Pearson 518,709 1428 1,000 Magelkerke hBE
Deviance 395 840 1428 1,000 MecFadden 421

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 7458912 1373,622 479,912% ,oon ] :
Gender 962,853 1572703 598,853b 218,941 3 =0M
Age group Minamata 748,432 1261,260 526,432° 46,518 24 004
Country of representation 736,646 986,130 628,646 148,734 a1 =0
Faolitical group (coded) 911,626 1424 354 689,526 208,614 24 = 0M

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. The log-likelihood value cannot be further increased after maximum number of step-halving.

c. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should he excluded or some categories should be merged.
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TABLE 8.2.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP* COUNTRY MINAMATA (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
] Fercent I Fercent [+ Fercent
Folitical group (coded) * 634 100,0% 0 0,0% 634 100,0%
Country (coded)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 588 465% 216 =001 Smeetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 543,460 216 =001 Approximate
Linear-by-Linear 3,614 1 057 Walue Significance
Association - - -
: Mominal by Mominal  Phi 863 = 001
M ofValid Cases 634 .
a. 219 cells (B6,9%) have expected count less than 5 The e il el
minimum expected countis 11, M ofvalid Cases 634

TABLE 8.2.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP MINAMATA (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Tuotal
[+l Percent M Percent [+l Percent
Gender* Falitical group 634 100,0% 0 0,0% 634 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group [coded) Crosstabulation
Folitical group (coded)
1 2 3 4 ) 3] a 9 11 Total
Gender fermale Count a7 (i3] 27 18 13 22 10 16 2 23
% within Gender 24 7% 28 6% 11,7% 7.8% 5 6% 9,5% 4 3% 6,9% 0,9% 100,0%
male Count 135 ar 31 a0 45 22 15 22 12 403
% within Gender 33,5% 21, 6% 7.7% T.4% 11,2% 5,5% 4 7% 55% 3,0% 100,0%
Tatal Count 1492 1563 58 48 58 44 29 38 14 634
% within Gender 30,3% 241% 9,1% 7.6% 91% 6,9% 4 6% 6,0% 2,2% 100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 21,2899 8 006 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 21,968 8 005 Value Significance
M ofValid Cases 534 Mominal by Mominal  Phi 183 0086
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 183 008
minimum expected countis 510. M ofvalid Cases 634
TABLE 8.2.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA GENDER (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
M FPercentage
Minamata (coded) 1 5483 93,5%
2 20 32%
3 21 33%
Gender fermale 23 36,4%
male 403 636%
Walid 634 100,0%
Missing ]
Total 634
Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Maodel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Sgquare df Sig.
Intercept Only 21,054 29 958 17,054
Final 24 357 42166 16,357 [GY6 2 706
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square lf 0. Cox and Snell 001
Fearson ,oan ] . Magelkerke o3
Deviance o0n 0 ) MeFadden ooz
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Reduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 24 357 42 166 16,3572 ,ooo ]
Gender 21,054 289 958 17,054 686 2 T06

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B)
Minamata (coded)? B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept 3,445 293 137,986 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] 44 464 086 1 756 1,155 AES 2,870
[Gender=male] o . . 0 i
3 Intercept -3,222 263 148,703 1 =,001
[Gender=femalg] - 367 4591 559 1 455 693 265 1813
[Gender=male] o . . 0
a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero hecause it is redundant.
Classification
Predicted
Fercent
Observed 1 2 3 Correct
1 5483 0 0 100,0%
2 20 0 ] 0,0%
3 21 0 0 0,0%
Owerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 93 5%

TABLE 8.2.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I FPercentage
Minamata (coded) 1 583 93,5%
2 20 3.2%
3 21 3,3%
Gender female 231 36,4%
male 403 63,6%
Age group Minamata 1 4] 0,8%
2 29 4 6%
3 a0 7,9%
4 72 11,4%
5 78 12,3%
G 112 17,7%
i 7 101 15,9%
Warnings
a8 101 15,9%
There are 15 (27 8%) cells (i.e., dependent variable levels by
; . : 9 26 13,6%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. :
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are valid 634 100,0%
encounterad. This indicates that either some predictor Missing i]
variahles should be excluded or some categories should be Tatal 634
merged. Subpopulati 18°
The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning UhpopLTEtion
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value obsened
Walidity of the model fitis uncertain. in&(27,8%) subpopulations.
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Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 87 812 96,816 832
Final 106,243 195284 66,243 17,664 18 478
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 027
Pearson 12,360 16 714 Magelkerke 63
Deviance 14,748 16 Ad3 MecFadden 049
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Reduced Feduced Feduced
Effert Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 106,243 195,284 66,243% ,ooo ]
Gender 103175 183,312 67,175 b3z 2 G627
Age group Minamata 91,216 108,024 33,216 16,973 16 a87

The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced madel is formed by omitting an effect from the final madel. The null hypothesis is that

all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does notincrease

the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B
Minamata (coded)® B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,846 482 33421 1 <,001
[Gender=female] 252 A70 288 1 581 1,287 812 3,234
[Gender=male] o° 0 . . .
[Age group Minamata=1]  -17,701 000 . 1 2,054E-8 2,.054E-8 2 054E-8
[Age group Minamata=2] -17,755 5221535 ooo 1 8997 1,946E-8 ,ooo °
[Age group Minamata=3] -17,706  38936,290 0oo 1 986  2,043E-8 ,0oo -
[Age group Minamata=4] -,359 750 229 1 632 69 61 3,036
[Age group Minamata=5] -1,530 1,108 1,907 1 67 217 025 1,900
[Age group Minamata=6] -,089 625 021 1 BB6 914 269 3112
[Age group Minamata=7] 1,845 1,108 2774 1 096 158 018 1,386
[Age group Minamata=8] -390 G688 322 1 A7 67T 76 2,608
[Rge group Minamata=d] ot ) . 0 .
3 Intercept -3,572 726 24218 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -,381 484 584 1 A4 GB3 259 1,800
[Gender=malg] ot 0 . . .
[Age group Minamata=1] -16,800 ,aoo . 1 5,056E-8 5,056E-8 5,056E-8
[Age group Minamata=2] -16,720 5077153 oo 1 987 5 479E-8 ooo £
[Age group Minamata=3] 553 1,019 294 1 588 1,738 236 12,817
[Age group Minamata=4] 182 1,014 032 1 858 1,200 164 8,757
[Age group Minamata=5] 1,027 853 1,450 1 229 2,793 525 14,869
[Age group Minamata=6] AB0 880 273 1 601 1,584 282 8,881
[Age group Minamata=7] 242 927 068 1 794 1,273 207 7,836
[Age group Minamata=g8] 223 926 058 1 810 1,250 204 7671
[Rge group Minamata=d] o® 0
a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero because it is redundant.
¢. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. lts value is therefore setto system missing.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Observed 2 3 Correct
1 5493 0 ] 100,0%
2 20 0 0 0,0%
3 21 ] 0 0,0%
Cwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 93,5%
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TABLE 8.2.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA GENDER+AGEGROUPH+COUNTRY
(WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
¥ Percentage
Minamata (coded) 1 5493 93 5%
2 20 3.2%
3 21 3,3%
Gender famale 231 36,4%
male 403 63,6%
Age group Minamata 1 & 0,8%
2 29 4,6%
3 50 7,9%
4 72 11,4%
i 78 12,3%
[i} 112 17,7%
7 101 15,9%
8 101 15,9%
9 a6 13,6%
Country of representation  Austria 17 2,7%
Belgium 21 33%
Bulgaria 16 2.5%
Croatia a8 1,3%
Cyprus 6 0,9%
Czechia 20 3,2%
Denmark 10 1,6%
Estonia & 0,8%
Finland 10 1,6%
France G0 9.5%
Germany 78 12,3%
Greece 20 32%
Hungary 18 3,0%
Ireland 9 1,4%
Italy 61 9,6%
Latvia 7 1,1%
Lithuania 9 1,4%
Luxembaourg 5 0,8%
Malta [i} 0,9%
Metherlands 18 2,8%
Poland 44 6,9%
Portugal 20 3,2%
Romania 26 41%
Slovakia 13 2.1%
Warnings Slovenia 7 1%
There are 508 (63,7%) cells (i.e., dependent variahle levels by En=l 3 ol
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Sweden 19 3.0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are United Kingdom 35 8.7%
encounterad. This indicates that either some predictor Valid 634 100,0%
variahles should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Total 634
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 2667
(). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only one value observed in 242 (31,0%)
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 273,148 282,052 269,148
Final 252 761 582 M2 104,761 164,388 72 =00
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 228
Fearson 76523 458 1,000 Magelkerke 526
Deviance 59,748 458 1,000 MecFadden A5G

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 252,761 82,212 104,761% ,oon ]
Gender 245 682 570,230 105,682 G2z 2 B3
Age group Minamata 232,158 480,378 116,159 11,3494 16 784
Country of representation 291,479 380,520 251,474 146,718 54 =0M

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Canfidence Interval fo

Winamata (cosed)® B SW.Emer  Wald at sig Exp(s) | LowsrBound  Upper Bound
2 Intsrespt 3243 148 8075 1 004
[Gender=Temals) 158 532 086 1 7 858 02 2428
[Gender=malg] o* []
1Age @roup Minamata=1] -486 000 1] | o5 615 615
15082 5105174 000 1 998 114367 a0 5
1Age Qroup Minamata=3] 16,935 3980878 000 1 997 441660 000 N
[Age group Minamata=4] .0t a7 003 1 857 1,047 189 5.508
1Age group Minamata=5] -84 118 626 1 428 383 038 4,033
1AgE Qroup Minamata=6] 369 RiF] 258 1 605 1446 58 5,842
1492 group Minamata=7] 783 1182 a7 1 128 RLE] e 1,658
1Age group Winamata=8)] -0 7 014 1 807 a1 201 4157
IAge group Minamata=g] o ]
[Country o 7348 8386786 000 1 998 292468 o =
taprasantalon=AUSKiz]
[Cou 16962 7373062 000 1 998 430068 000 E
Teprasantaton=Balgiuml | | |
[Couniry of 17,043 BLET 866 .00 1 898 396568 e i
representation=Bulgaria]
[Country of 7,015 000 . 1 4 078E8 407868 407858
tepresentation=Croatial
niry of 47,340 000 1 284563 264558 251523
lenusemnnn:mlul]
[Cou 408 1472 108 1 a4 1625 081 29,089
lEpmemshnH Gzzchia]
[Country of 7,312 000 1 302068 302068 302058
represantalion=Denmark]
[Country of ELET] 000 1 3,005E-3 300558 300058
Tepresantation=Estanial
[Couniry of 41120 000 1 361ES IETIEB 3611ES
tepresentation=Finland]
[Country of 2200 1075 4189 1 [T YT 1101 74382
R R R R oS
[Country of 17,355 3886,752 Jaco 1 896 2,902 .aso 2
represantaton=German
[Country of 16962 1644565 000 1 998 4291E-6 a0 =
tepresantation=Greace]
[Cou 17495 8003635 000 1 998 252569 000 =
i R s Y
[Country of 16,675 000 1 512768 572768 5727E 8
reprasantation=irs|ang]
[Country of 7073 4335695 000 1 997 38660 o0 T
taprasantation=lia]
[Couniry of 7,815 000 . 1 183268 182268 183268
Latvia]
[Country of 17442 000 1 266268 266268 266268
lapm:anﬂ:lmn-hlhuim:]
ouniry of 17,455 000 1 262868 262858 262858
npmam:nan:l.mmhour
L]
[Couniry of 17,258 000 1 320768 320768 320758
teprasantation=Malta]
[Couniry of 2151 1226 3077 1 079 B5E6 kel 95,123
representation=Netherland
s
[Country of B0 1100 60 1 A7 23 218 23131
lenlesemuwn=l’u\:m]
[Gou: 47340 1833118 000 1 998 2,94BE-8 a00 =
.eu.uemanun Portugall
[Country of 7072 61 636 000 1 908 38538 a0 T
tepresentalion=Romania]
[Country of 17,296 9744862 o0 1 899 | 3079E-8 oen &
representation=Siovakial
IGountry of 17,870 000 1 173568 173568 1,7386-8
representation=Slovenia)
[Couniry of 47425 503678 000 1 907 3ESED om0 F
teprasantation=Spain]
[Country of 17225 7803169 o0 1 898 3305E-8 oen &
representation=Sweden|
[Country of o ]
tepresentation=urited
Kingdom]
1 Intercept -1.092 828 1754 1 des | |
[Genger=Temala] -573 634 o18 1 366 564 63 1.953
[Gender=male] ot ]
[Age group Minamata=1] 14,766 .ooa 1 3867ET 3BBTE-T 3867E-7
1Agé Qroup Minammata=2] 413338 5314543 000 1 998 161266 020 S
1Agé @roup Minamata=3] 76 1472 405 1 525 2108 2 20872
JAge roup Minamata=4] 390 1160 13 1 7| tan 152 14372
1A¢ group Minamata=5] 1301 1029 1599 1 05| 3674 488 27,811
1Age group Winamata=6)] 1033 1021 ron 1 315 2808 75 21,013
IAge group Minamata=7] 35 1,049 REL) 1 143 1412 A8t 11.036
1Age group Minamata=8] art 1,044 027 1 885 1,187 154 9135
1Age Groun Minamata=9] o a []
[Couniry of 20249 8406,263 000 1 898 160669 .00 =
tepresentaton=Austia)
[Country of 20191 7542084 000 1 908 170369 azp =
taprasantaton=Belgiuml
20326 B4DB009 000 1 998 143BE0 a0 ¢
lenusemnnn:ﬂumim
[cou -20,245 000 1 161369 169368 161369
lEpm!EmslmH Groatia]
[Country of -20,560 000 1 117869 117868 117883
represenialion=Cypius]
[Country of 20301 7757874 000 1 898 133563 000 E
Teprasantaon=Caaenial
[Country of -20.263 000 1 1,600€-9 1,600€-8 1,600€-8
tepresentation=Denmark]
[Country of 20221 000 1 165360 1 B53ED 185359
tepresantalon=Estonia)
[Country of 20143 000 1 178663 178658 178653
reprasantation=Finland]
[Country of 20221 5235064 000 1 1997 | 165369 ) =
tepresentation=France]
[Cou asea 1082 11032 1 <001 028 ] 205
R R R s e
[Country of 1,369 48 2800 1 107 288 048 1343
reprasantation=Cresce]
[Couniry of 20311 7935694 000 1 998 151169 a0 T
tepresantation=Hunganj
[Couniry 20141 000 . 1 179068 179059 179059
lepleszlﬂiﬂuﬂ:lmliﬂﬂ
ICou; 20167 4323165 000 1 996 1,T45E-9 .azo E
.apmamnun-lum
[Country of 20203 000 1 168269 B82ED 168258
teprésentation-Latvia]
[Couniry of -20,220 000 1 165369 165369 165369
Lithuania)
[Country of -19.881 000 1 210063 210068 210083
taprasantation=Lxsmbour
ICountry of 20,085 000 1 187368 181363
[Country of 20203 785,827 000 1 998 168260 a0 T
teprasantaton=Netnerand
s]
[Gouniry of 20156 5182023 000 1 997 176369 T
tepresantation=Foland]
[Country of 20383 7642890 000 1 898 138263 g Q
represemiaion=Porugall
IGountry of 20148 6839,397 000 1 998 1,777E9 a0 g
tepresentation=Romania)
[Couniry of 20400 0467655 000 1 608 138160 om0 F
tepresantation=Slovakia]
20,565 000 . 1 117269 117268 117289
representation:
ICountry of 20037 5035746 000 1 997 198769 a0
taprasantation=Spain|
[Country of 201071 7875807 000 1 998 173763 000 £
i IR R N e S i
[Country of o* o
representation=United
Kingdom]

a Tne referencs eatsgory is: 1

b This parameter s sel o 2ars bacausa it is redundant
¢. Floating paint overflow accurrad while compuing Ihis statistic ks value is tharsfors s=1to system missing

Classification
Predicted

FPercent
Observed 2 3 Correct
1 0 5 99,2%
2 0 1} 0,0%
3 0 3 14,3%
Overall Fercentage 0,0% 1,3% 93,2%
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TABLE 8.2.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION MINAMATA FULL MODEL (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 928 (66,5%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
&l Percentage
Minamata (coded) 1 593 93 5%
2 20 3,2%
3 21 3,3%
Gender female 23 36,4%
male 403 63,6%
Age group Minamata 1 5 0,8%
2 29 4, 6%
3 50 7,9%
4 72 11,4%
S 78 12,3%
G 112 17,7%
7 101 15,9%
8 101 15,9%
] 86 13,6%
Country of representation  Austria 17 2,7%
Belgium 21 3,3%
Bulgaria 16 2,5%
Croatia 8 1,3%
Cyprus i} 0,9%
Czechia 20 32%
Denmark 10 1,6%
Estonia ] 0,8%
Finland 10 1,6%
France 60 9.5%
Germany 78 12,3%
Greece 20 3,2%
Hungary 18 3,0%
Ireland 9 1,4%
Italy 61 9,6%
Latvia 7 1,1%
Lithuania e} 1.4%
Luxembourg & 0,8%
Malta 6 0,9%
Metherlands 18 2,8%
Paland 44 6,9%
Portugal 20 3,2%
Fomania 26 41%
Slovakia 13 2.1%
Slovenia T 11%
Spain 45 71%
Sweden 19 3.0%
United Kingdom 5k 8.7%
Political group (coded) 1 192 30,3%
2 153 241%
3 58 9,1%
4 48 7,6%
5 58 9,1%
6 44 6,9%
8 29 4 6%
] 38 6,0%
11 14 2,2%
Valid 634 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 634
Subpopulation 4657

a. The dependent variable has only one value obseved in 463 (99 6%)

subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Madel AlC BIC Likéehr?ngnd Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 361,886 370,790 357 886
Final 182,773 5834487 2,773 355113 ag =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 429
Pearson o0n 340 1,000 Magelkerke 8849
Deviance .onn 240 1,000 MecFadden G845

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 182,773 583,457 2773° 000 0
Gender 182,682 574,372 6,592" 38149 2 148
Age group Minamata 162,368 491,820 14,368° 11,596 16 771
Country of representation 180,747 341,021 108,747 106,974 54 =0M
Folitical group (coded) 341,498 670,950 183 458 190,726 16 =00

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all

parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the

degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor

variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.

c. There is possibly a quasi-complete separation in the data. Either the maximum likelihood estimates do
not exist or some parameter estimates are infinite.
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Parameter Estimates.
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Multivariate analysis — Multinomial logistic regression for BBN

TABLE 9.1.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP*COUNTRY BBNJ (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
[+l Fercent I Fercent [+l Percent
Political group (coded) * 705 100,0% 0 0,0% 705 100,0%

Country (coded)

Political group {coded) ~ Country {coded] Crosstabulation

a0 o 10| 20% % s aom o

Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Square 596 8327 182 =001 Smeetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 529,102 182 =,001 Approximate
Linear-hy-Linear 9,385 1 002 WValue Significance
Association - - -
- Mominal by Mominal  Phi 820 = 001
M of Valid Cases 705 .
a. 174 cells (80 6%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramers V 348 =001
minimum expected countis 31, M ofvalid Cases 708

TABLE 9.1.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP BBNJ (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Walid Missing Tuotal
M Percent M Fercent M Percent
Gender* Political graup 705 100,0% ] 0,0% 705 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Palitical group (caded)
1 2 3 4 5 5 10 11 Total
Gender female Count 66 60 13 35 18 14 22 16 280
% within Gender 23,6% 21 4% 15,4% 12,5% 6,8% 6,8% 7,9% 57%  100,0%
male  Count 111 80 59 37 49 18 37 34 425
% within Gender 26,1% 18,8% 13,9% 8,7% 11,5% 4,2% 8,7% 80%  100,0%
Total Count 177 140 102 72 68 a7 59 50 705
% within Gender 251% 19,9% 14,5% 10,2% 9,6% 5,2% 8,4% 71%  100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Fearson Chi-Square 11,0647 7 136 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 11,186 7 131 Value Significance
M ofValid Cases 705 Mominal by Mominal  Phi 125 136
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 125 136
minimum expected countis 1470, M ofvalid Cases 708
TABLE 9.1.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ GENDER (WITH ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
[ Fercentage
BEMJ (coded) 1 557 78.0%
2 34 4 8%
3 34 55%
4 75 10,6%
Gender female 280 397%
male 425 60,3%
Yalid 705 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 705
Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 39,340 53,015 33,340
Final 41,089 68438 25,0849 4 251 3 236
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 006
Fearson .onn 0 ) Magelkerke o0a
Deviance .00n 0 ) MecFadden 004
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Reduced Reduced Reduced
Effact Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 41,089 68,439 29,0899 000 0
Gender 39 340 53,015 33,340 4 251 3 236

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees offreedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B)
BBMNJ (coded)® B Stel. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,648 216 150,653 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] - 401 377 1131 1 287 670 320 1,401
[Gender=malg] ot 0
3 Intercept -2,526 204 153 576 1 =001
[Gender=femalg] -,356 350 1,033 1 310 700 352 1,392
[Gender=male] ot . . i} .
4 Intercept -1,852 151 151,198 1 <001
[Gender=femalg] - 417 262 2,529 1 112 G659 394 1,102
[Gender=male] ob . . 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
h. This parameter is setto zero hecause itis redundant,
Classification
Fredicted
FPercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 557 i 0 i 100,0%
2 34 0 ] 0 0,0%
3 349 a ] a 0,0%
4 75 0 0 0 0,0%
Qwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 79,0%
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TABLE 9.1.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
I Fercentage
BEMNJ (coded) 1 557 79.0%
2 34 4 8%
3 39 55%
4 75 10,6%
Gender female 280 39,7%
male 425 60,3%
Age group BBMJ 1 i 0,9%
2 31 4,4%
3 69 9.8%
4 73 10,4%
4] 103 146%
& 103 14 6%
7 106 15,0%
Warnings g8 95 13,5%
There are 12 {16,7%) cells (i.e., dependent variable levels by g 118 16,9%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Valid 705 100 0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are Nissi 0
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Salln
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Total 705
MEEE, Subpopulation 1%
The NOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning -
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependent variable has only ane value

Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Model Fitting Information

ohservedin 2 (11,1%) subpopulations.

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 180,225 193,899 174,225
Final 185 613 3323584 135,613 38,612 27 069

Goodness-of-Fit

Chi-Square df Sig.
Fearson 13,625 24 JGh5
Deviance 16,664 24 263
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Likelihood Ratio Tests

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effart Maodel Maodel Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 195613 332,354 135,613% 000 0

Gender 193,311 316,382 139,311 3,698 3 286
Age group BEMJ 181,974 208,323 169974 34 361 24 078

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is
that all parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

(B)

BEMNJ (coded)? B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -2,578 432 35,583 1 =001
[Gender=female] -394 384 1,053 1 305 B74 318 1,432
[Gender=malg] ob . . 0 . . .
[Age group BBNJ=1] 1,220 1,185 1,059 1 303 3,386 ,332 34 550
[Age group BBMJ=2]  -17,214  4119,580 000 1 987  3,343E-8 ,000 g
[Age group BBNJ=3] 087 669 017 1 Ba7 1,081 ,294 4,051
[Age group BBNJ=4] 751 B34 810 1 368 472 ,092 2,421
[Age group BBNJ=5] - 615 724 723 1 385 540 131 2,234
[Age group BBNJ=6] -,335 G666 1253 1 615 715 194 2,636
[Age group BBNJ=T] 247 603 168 1 682 1,280 ,393 4173
[Age group BBNJ=8] 518 R4 845 1 358 1,679 556 5,071
[Age group BBNJ=9] 0P . : 0

3 Intercept 1,988 333 35677 1 <,001
[Gender=fernale] -,328 359 831 1 362 721 356 1,457
[Gender=malg] ob 0 . . .
[Age group BBMNJ=1]  -18,029 ] . 1 . 1479E-8 1,479E-8 1,479E-8
[Age group BBMNJ=2] -,493 802 377 1 539 611 127 2,845
[Age group BBNJ=3] -1,219 789 2,388 1 122 286 063 1,387
[Age group BBNJ=4] -1,364 78T 3,003 1 083 256 055 1,196
[Age group BBNJ=5] -,937 604 2,405 1 121 382 120 1,280
[Age group BBNJ=6] -2,337 1,057 4,891 1 027 087 012 TET
[Age group BBNJ=T] 235 460 261 1 609 1,265 514 3115
[Age group BBNJ=8] -,378 533 504 1 478 6B5 241 1,846
[Age group BBNJ=9] 0P 0

4 Intercept -1,730 285 34,281 1 <,001
[Gender=fernale] -,398 266 2,241 1 134 671 ,398 1,131
[Gender=malg] ob . . 0 . . .
[Age group BBMJ=1]  -17,588 7951163 000 1 998  2,299E-8 ,000 g
[Age group BBMJ=2] -1.413 1,059 1,780 1 182 243 03 1,841
[Age group BBMNJ=3] -,200 485 164 1 686 819 310 2,159
[Age group BBMNJ=4] -804 581 2,339 1 126 405 127 1,280
[Age group BBMNJ=5] 004 415 000 1 993 1,004 445 2,265
[Age group BBMNJ=6] 170 433 155 1 LT 843 361 1,870
[Age group BBMNJ=T] 317 407 604 1 437 1,373 618 3,050
[Age group BBMNJ=8] -,106 444 056 1 812 800 377 2,150
[Age group BBMJ=9] ob 0

a. The reference categoryis: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero because itis redundant.
t. Floating point averflow occurred while computing this statistic. Its value is therefore setto system missing.

Classification
Predicted

FPercent
Observed 1 2 3 4 Correct
1 557 1] ] 1] 100,0%
2 34 ] ] ] 0,0%
3 39 ] 0 ] 0,0%
4 7h ] ] ] 0,0%
Qwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 79,0%
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TABLE 9.1.5.
ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 757 (67 ,6%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITH

Marginal
i Percentage
BENJ (coded) 1 557 79,0%
2 34 4,8%
3 39 5,5%
4 75 10,6%
Gender female 280 39,7%
male 425 60,3%
Age group BBRJ 1 [i] 0,9%
2 Ell 4,4%
3 69 9,8%
4 73 10,4%
5 103 14,6%
i 103 14,6%
7 106 15,0%
8 a5 13,5%
9 118 16,9%
Country of representation  Austria 19 27%
Belgium 21 3,0%
Bulgaria 17 2,4%
Croatia 12 1,7%
Cyprus 6 0,9%
Czechia 21 3,0%
Denmark 14 2,0%
Estonia T 1,0%
Finland 14 2,0%
France 74 11,2%
Germany a6 13,6%
Greece 21 3,0%
Hungary 21 3,0%
Ireland 13 1,8%
ltaly 76 10,8%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 11 1,6%
Luxembourg [i] 0,9%
Malta G 0,9%
Metherlands 29 4.1%
Foland 52 7,4%
Fortugal 21 3,0%
Romania 33 4.7%
Slovakia 14 2,0%
Slovenia g 1,1%
Spain 549 8,4%
Sweden 21 3,0%
Valid 705 100,0%
Missing i]
Total 705
Subpopulation 2802

a. The dependentvariable has only one value observed in 209
(74 6%) subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Model Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Model Al BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 747,151 760,825 741,151
Final 15,854 1108140 3599 854 341,286 106 =001
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 384
Fearson 32072 732 1,000 Magelkerke 500
Deviance 260,948 73z 1,000 MecFadden 331

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 615,854 1108,140 399 854® ,oon ] :
Gender 612,176 1080,787 402,1?‘6" 2,322 3 508
Age group BEMJ 585,853 972,742 421,853 21,9494 24 &78
Country of representation TE2539 2499 285 702,539 302,684 e =0Mm

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Fredicted

Percent

1 2 3 Correct
545 0 12 97,8%
35 1 0 2,9%
25 0 16 41,0%
65 0 4 8,0%
94,5% 0,1% 4,5% 80,6%
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TABLE 9.1.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ FULL MODEL (WITH ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
] Percentage
BENJ (coded) 1 557 79,0%
2 34 4.8%
3 34 55%
4 75 10,6%
Gender female 280 39,7%
male 425 60,3%
Age group BBMJ 1 [i} 0,9%
2 k3| 4,4%
3 64 9,8%
4 73 10,4%
i 103 14,6%
i} 103 14,6%
7 106 15,0%
8 a5 13,5%
9 1149 16,9%
Country of representation  Austria 19 2,7%
Belgium 21 3,0%
Bulgaria 17 2,4%
Croatia 12 1,7%
Cyprus 6 0,9%
Czechia 21 3,0%
Denmark 14 2,0%
Estonia T 1,0%
Finland 14 2,0%
France 74 11,2%
Germany 96 13,6%
Greece M 3,0%
Hungary 21 3,0%
Ireland 13 1,8%
Italy 76 10,8%
Latvia 8 1,1%
Lithuania 11 1,6%
Luxembourg [i] 0,9%
Malta [i} 0,9%
Metherlands 29 4.1%
Foland 52 7.4%
Fortugal M 3,0%
Romania 33 4 7%
Slovakia 14 2,0%
Slovenia 8 1,1%
Spain 59 8,4%
Sweden | 3,0%
Political group (coded) 1 177 251%
2 140 19,9%
3 102 14,5%
4 72 10,2%
Warnings 5 58 9.6%
B kT 5,2%
There are 1526 (73,5%) cells {i.e., dependentvariable levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. 10 59 8,4%
- — - . 11 a0 7,1%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are :
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor VeI {03 (000
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Tatal 705
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 5187
(s). Subsequent results shown are hased on the last iteration. a. The dependent variahle has only one value ohserved in 438
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. (94,0%) subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Model AT BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 974 502 988177 968 502
Final 588,477 1176485 330,477 638,025 126 =001
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 5495
Pearson 811,122 1428 1,000 Magelkerke 75
Deviance 282,612 1428 1,000 MecFadden G149

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 588,477 1176485 3304777 000 ] :
Gender 583,350 1157 683 331,350" 873 3 832
Age group BEBMNJ 568,033 1046 644 358,033" 27,556 24 279
Country of representation 707,870 940,338 605,870 275,382 78 =00
Paolitical group (coded) 243206 1335491 627,206 286,729 21 =001

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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TABLE 9.2.1. CROSSTABS POLITICALGROUP* COUNTRY BBNJ (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
I FPercent I Percent M FPercent
Paolitical group (coded) * 630 100,0% 0 0,0% 630 100,0%
Country (coded)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptatic
Significance
YValue of (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 500,156% 175 =001 Symmetric Measures
Likelihood Ratio 452 525 175 =,001 Approximate
Linear-hy-Linear 9,018 1 003 WValue Significance
Association - - -
- Mominal by Mominal  Phi 891 =001
N of Valid Cases 630 .
a. 174 cells (83 7%) have expected count less than &. The Cramers V 337 =001
minimum expected countis 20 M of Valid Cases 630
TABLE 9.2.2. CROSSTABS GENDER*POLITICALGROUP BBNJ (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary'
Cases
Walid Missing Total
I Fercent I Percent M FPercent
Gender* Political group 630 100,0% 0 0,0% 630 100,0%
(coded)
Gender * Political group (coded) Crosstabulation
Political group (coded)
1 2 3 4 5 3 10 11 Total
Gender female Count 56 57 40 34 18 18 20 13 256
% within Gender 21,9% 22,3% 15 6% 13,3% 7,0% 7,0% 7,8% 51% 100,0%
male Count 104 68 58 34 43 14 30 23 ard
% within Gender 27,8% 18,2% 155% 9,1% 11,5% 37% 8,0% 6,1% 100,0%
Total Count 160 125 98 68 61 32 50 36 630
% within Gender 254% 19,8% 15 6% 10,8% 97% 51% 7,9% 57% 100,0%
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Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic

Significance
Value df (2-sided) Symmetric Measures
Pearson Chi-Square 12, 536° 7 084 Approximate
Likelihood Ratio 12,569 7 083 Value  Significance
M ofValid Cases 530 Mominal by Mominal  Phi a4 084
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The Cramer's ¥ 4 084
minimum expected countis 13,00 M ofvalid Cases 630
TABLE 9.2.3. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ GENDER (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
[ Fercentage
BEMJ (coded) 1 557 a8 4%
2 34 54%
3 34 6,2%
Gender female 256 40,6%
male cry! 589 4%
Walid 630 100,0%
Missing 1]
Total 630
Subpopulation 2
Model Fitting Information
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Maodel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Sgquare df Sig.
Intercept Only 24 624 33516 20,624
Final 26511 44284 18,511 2113 2 348
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square lf 0. Cox and Snell 03
Fearson ,oan ] . Magelkerke 06
Deviance o0n 0 ) MeFadden 004
Likelihood Ratio Tests
Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Reduced Feduced
Effart Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 26,511 44 294 18,511% ,ooo ]
Gender 24 624 33,516 20,624 2,113 2 348

The chi-sguare statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a
reduced model. The reduced model is formed by amitting an effect from the final model. The
null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confidence Interval for Exp

B)
BBMJ (coded)® B Stel. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound
2 Intercept -2,648 216 150,653 1 =001
[Gender=femals] -,401 377 1,131 1 287 670 320 1,401
[Gender=male] ot . . i} .
3 Intercept -2,526 204 153,576 1 =001
[Gender=female] -,356 350 1,033 1 310 700 352 1,392
[Gender=male] ob 0
a. The reference category is: 1.
b. This parameter is setto zero hecause itis redundant.
Classification
Fredicted
Fercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 Correct
1 547 100,0%
2 34 0,0%
3 39 0,0%
COwverall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% 23 4%
TABLE 9.2.4. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ GENDER+AGEGROUP (WITHOUT ABSENCE)
Case Processing Summary
Marginal
I Fercentage
BEMNJ (coded) 1 557 88 4%
2 34 54%
3 39 6,2%
Gender female 266 40,6%
male T4 59 4%
Age group BBMNJ 1 i 1,0%
2 30 4 8%
3 62 9.8%
4 69 11,0%
5 a0 14,3%
G Q2 14,6%
7 a1 144%
Warnings B8 a5 13,5%
There are 9 (16,7%) cells (i.e., dependentvariable levels by g 105 16,7%
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. Valid £30 100.0%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are Nissi 0
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor Il
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Taotal 630
MEIEE, Subpopulation 1g9

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning

(s). Subsequent results shown are hased on the last iteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
Madel AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 117,149 126,041 113,144
Final 124 410 213,325 ad4.410 28,7349 18 052
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square
Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 045
Pearson 10,478 16 840 Magelkerke O7a
Deviance 13,204 16 658 MecFadden &2
Likelihood Ratio Tasts
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced
Effect Model Model Model Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 124 410 213,325 84,4107 ,ooo 0
Gender 122,257 202,280 86,257 1,846 2 387
Age group BEMJ 119,036 136,819 111,036 26,625 16 046

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods bhetween the final model and a reduced
model. The reduced model is farmed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is
that all parameters of that effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalentto the final model hecause omitting the effect does not
increase the degrees of freedom.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Confiden

ce Interval for Exp

(B

BENJ (coded)? B Std. Error Wald df Sig. Exp(B) Lower Bound Upper Bound

2 Intercept -2,578 432 35,520 1 <001
[Gender=femnale] -391 385 1,032 1 310 BT6 318 1,438
[Gender=malg] ob . . 0 . .
[Age group BBNJ=1] 1,217 1,185 1,056 1 304 3,379 331 34 467
[Aoe group BBNJ=2]  -18,101 6431702 000 1 598 1,377E-8 ,000 B
[Aae group BBNJ=3] 088 663 017 1 896 1,082 294 4,054
[Aae group BBNJ=4] -750 834 808 1 369 472 092 2,423
[Aae group BBNJ=5] -622 724 739 1 390 537 130 2,218
[Aae group BBNJ=6] -336 666 255 1 614 715 194 2,634
[Aae group BBNJ=7] 250 604 72 1 678 1,284 ,394 4192
[Aae group BBNJ=8] 512 564 824 1 364 1,668 553 5,036
[Age group BBMJ=9] ob . 0

3 Intarcept -1,985 333 35,502 1 <001
[Gender=femalz] -337 361 874 1 350 714 352 1,447
[Gender=malg] ob 0 i . i
[Age group BENJ=1]  -18,732 000 . 1 . 7,326E-8 7,326E-8 7,326E-8
[Age group BENJ=2] - 487 803 368 1 544 614 127 2,964
[Age group BENJ=3] 1,217 789 2,381 1 123 296 063 1,388
[Aae group BENJ=4] -1,362 787 2,994 1 084 256 055 1,198
[Age group BENJ=5] -842 604 2,434 1 118 390 418 1,273
[Age group BENJ=6] -2,336 1,057 4,387 1 027 097 012 76T
[Age group BENJ=7] 240 461 272 1 602 1,272 516 3,136
[Aae group BENJ=8] -383 533 518 1 472 682 240 1,936
[Age group BBMJ=9] ob 0

a. The reference category is: 1.
. This parameter is setto zero because it is redundant.
¢. Floating point overflow occurred while computing this statistic. Its value is therefore setto system missing.

Classification
Fredicted

Fercent
Ohserved 1 2 3 Correct
1 8&7T 0 0 100,0%
2 a4 0 0 0,0%
3 a8 0 0 0,0%
Cwerall Percentage 100,0% 0,0% 0,0% a38,4%
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TABLE 9.2.5. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ GENDER+AGEGROUP+COUNTRY (WITHOUT

ABSENCE)

Warnings

There are 493 (61 ,5%) cells (ie. dependent variahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies.

Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be
merged.

The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the lastiteration.
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain.

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
i Percentage
BENJ (coded) 1 557 88,4%
2 34 5,4%
3 39 6,2%
Gender female 256 40,6%
male a4 59,4%
Age group BBRJ 1 [i] 1,0%
2 30 4,8%
3 62 9,8%
4 69 11,0%
5 a0 14,3%
i a2 14,6%
7 a1 14,4%
] a5 13,5%
9 105 16,7%
Country of representation  Austria 17 27%
Belgium M 3,3%
Bulgaria 16 2.5%
Croatia 12 1,9%
Czechia M 3,3%
Denmark 14 2.2%
Estonia T 1,1%
Finland 14 2,2%
France 74 11,7%
Germany L] 141%
Greece 14 2,2%
Hungary 15 2,4%
Ireland 12 1,9%
ltaly 56 8,9%
Latvia 1,3%
Lithuania 10 1,6%
Luxembourg [i} 1,0%
Malta 4 0,6%
Metherlands 28 4.4%
Faoland 43 6,8%
Portugal | 3,3%
Romania 28 4.4%
Slovakia 13 2,1%
Slovenia 8 1,3%
Spain 58 9.2%
Sweden | 3,3%
Valid 630 100,0%
Missing 0
Total 630
Subpopulation 267

a. The dependentvariable has only one value ohserved in 226
(84 6%) subpopulations.

Model Fitting Information

Model Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log
Madeal AlC BIC Likelihood Chi-Square df Si.
Intercept Only 419526 428417 415526
Final 327,268 638,469 187,268 228,257 68 =001
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Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Q. Cox and Snell 304
Fearson 134,375 464 1,000 Magelkerke A20
Deviance 114,885 464 1,000 MecFadden 413

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AlC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Model Maodel Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept 327,268 638,469 187,268% ,oon ]
Gender 325,755 628,064 189,755 2,487 2 288
Age group BEMJ 311,680 551,749 203,680 16,412 16 425
Country of representation 426,787 515,701 3IB6, 78T 199 5149 50 =0M

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all
parameters of that effect are 0.
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the
degrees of freedom.
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e reurance categony s 1.

Parameter Estimates

95% Confidance Interval for Exp

sig En®) Loweround | Upper Bound
1 996
1 E) 536 281 1440
: T R——"
1 2527E-8 800 s
1 808 192 3398
1 250 263 2050
1 a8 082 1168
1 583 40 2420
1 810 219 299
1 1051 08 3605
e .
1 897 79477175800 oo :
1 1000 05 00 e
1 1000 856 00 2
1 1000 kel 200 3
1 997 34691225085 L 2
1 a7 13 873
000 1 1,000 o 000 Y
18943 4327204 000 1 997 16858844365 200 5
7749 4327204 000 1 997 51082195167 000 5
17,086 4327204 000 1 997 25601663226 ae0 *
042 8154298 000 1 1,000 1.043 000 &
655 9121965 1000 1 1,000 519 800 &
352 5669458 000 1 1000 k] 000 *
53 10675575 000 1 1000 586 00 T
678 9715729 000 1 1,000 508 800 2
1 436 43 43
1 839 899 895
1 997 631051284124 000 2
1 1000 263 000 7]
1 1000 783 &o0 %
1 1000 18 200 0
1 1000 a2 200 e
1 1000 ke 000 £
1 1000 765 00 i
0
1 o3
1 265 801 25 1472
: 895 180387 a00 2
7 200 4058 476 34635
1 898 880 RE 6244
1 81 868 135 5568
1 498 508 Az 2532
1 138 183 0818 R
1 21 197 586 6630
1 918 1013 28 4075
TR B s
-17.783 5573883 1 997 18938 .00 2
18150 6249305 000 1 12598 200 2
18141 6840161 000 1 893 132358 00 .
18181 6507.280 000 1 997 130968 200 2
18273 6593064 000 1 898 116058 .00 2
033 1387 001 1 98t 100 068 15,656
283 1355 038 1 e 68 £ 10847
47836 3151580 000 1 995 179459 00 %
18024 2625204 1000 1 995 148768 o0 A
17842 6749285 000 1 998 178358 o00 i3
17944 6302600 00 1 998 161058 000 ®
18048 7275573 000 1 998 145168 00 *
-17.960 3352195 000 1 936 158568 000 A
17687 8991928 000 1 998 20838 a0 *
- 165 1404 014 1 908 848 054 13295
17871 000 1 173368 17368 173388
000 1 1185568 1355E8 115568
4722923 000 1 997 139768 000 *
543 6860 1 010 1nan 1178 1
5568.234 000 1 997 139058 i
48476 000 1 991 150760 00 5
1118 1087 1 30 31857 353 28252
1367 000 1 985 975 267 12
1031 008 1 91 e A 6889
o .
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Classification
Predicted

Percent

1 2 3 Correct
545 0 12 97,8%
33 1 0 2,9%
22 0 17 43,6%
95 2% 0,2% 4,6% 89,4%




TABLE 9.2.6. NOMINAL REGRESSION BBNJ FULL MODEL (WITHOUT ABSENCE)

Case Processing Summary

Marginal
i Percentage
BENJ (coded) 1 557 88,4%
2 34 54%
3 34 6,2%
Gender female 266 40,6%
male av4 59 4%
Age group BBMJ 1 [i} 1,0%
2 30 4,8%
3 62 9,8%
4 69 11,0%
i an 14,3%
i} 92 14,6%
7 91 14,4%
8 a5 13,5%
9 108 16,7%
Country of representation  Austria 17 2,7%
Belgium 21 3,3%
Bulgaria 16 2,5%
Croatia 12 1,9%
Czechia 21 3,3%
Denmark 14 2,2%
Estonia 7 1,1%
Finland 14 2,2%
France 74 11, 7%
Germany 249 14,1%
Greece 14 2,2%
Hungary 148 2,4%
Ireland 12 1,9%
Italy 56 8,9%
Latvia 8 1,3%
Lithuania 10 1,6%
Luxembourg [i] 1,0%
Malta 4 0,6%
Metherlands 28 4.4%
Foland 43 6,8%
Portugal | 3,3%
Romania 28 4.4%
Slovakia 13 2,1%
Slovenia 8 1,3%
Spain 58 9,2%
Sweden M 3,3%
Political group (coded) 1 160 25,4%
2 126 19,8%
3 98 16,6%
4 68 10,8%
Warnings 5 61 9.7%
B 32 51%
There are 960 (66,5%) cells (i.e., dependentvariahle levels by
subpopulations) with zero frequencies. 10 50 7.9%
B AT B . 11 36 57%
Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are :
encountered. This indicates that either some predictor e EED (00
variables should be excluded or some categories should be Missing 0
merged. Total 630
The MOMREG procedure continues despite the above warning Subpopulation 4817
(s). Subsequent results shown are based on the last iteration. a. The dependentvariable has only one value ohserved in 479
Walidity of the model fit is uncertain. (99,6%) subpopulations.
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Meodel Fitting Information

Maodel Fitting Criteria

Likelihood Ratio Tests

Madel AlC BIC Lil:e:?r?ngnd Chi-Square df Sig.
Intercept Only 553,946 562 838 548 946
Final 170,788 544228 2,788 547158 a2 =00
Goodness-of-Fit Pseudo R-Square

Chi-Square df Sig. Cox and Snell 580
Pearson 007 8378 1,000 Magelkerke 8494
Deviance 0145 a7a 1,000 MecFadden a0

Likelihood Ratio Tests
Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Tests
-2 Log
AIC of BIC of Likelihood of
Feduced Feduced Feduced

Effect Model Maodel Maodel Chi-Sguare df Sig.
Intercept 170,788 544 228 2,78g8® 000 0
Gender 178,910 5434549 14,910° 12122 2 ooz
Age group BBMJ 153,852 456 161 17,852° 15 064 16 520
Country of representation 286,382 437 53T 218,382 215 5485 50 =001
Palitical group (coded) 461,689 772,889 321 6849 318,902 14 =001

The chi-square statistic is the difference in-2 log-likelihoods hetween the final model and a reduced model.
The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all

parameters ofthat effect are 0.

a. This reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does notincrease the

degrees of freedom.

b. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This indicates that either some predictor
variables should be excluded or some categories should be merged.
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Parameter Estimates

95% Canfigenca Interval for Exp
®)

Ohsenved

Classification

Predicted

Percent
Correct

556

99,8%

0

34

100,0%

BN (coded)® S0 Erar_ Wald ar sio E) LowsrBound __ Upper Bound
Inte 13055 518748 001 1 570 | |
[Gana: e] 14605 52437 078 1 781 453ET 10SIES1 1 856E-38
[Gender=male] v
Ag group BBN=1] [] oop 1 7248391 7248381 248,381

Age graup BBN=) 2884 204138 000 1 89 17535 2FBBEA7 1144175
Age graup BBN=3] 432 191,076 18 1 802 15002610820 3M3EA53  65GeE-72
1Agé aroup BENS=4] 23183 185028 916 1 800 V16STI31761  LIMEN4B  36SE-167
48 araup BENJ=5] 26874 105808 065 1 800 agE0E-1 ADISETE  5438E-101
1Ag araup BEN.=E] 13006 127.828 oo 1 $15 444807840 5DAE1D 34TIEWTE
A8 aroup BBNJ=T] 174 137881 021 1 884 SITITA13405  QGITE1I8 11426126
1Age group BBN=E) 12046 104435 13 1 808 170361186 2160E84 1338E-04
1Age group BBN.=E] o []

[Gountry af 22526 715348 oo 1 Aars 1643510 oo S
iniryof 2820 513184 o0 1 995 059 000 0
raptassntalion=gelgium]
8230 711277 oo 1 X 000 ) g
[county ar 6431 139210 000 1 a3 002 000 o
representation=Croaia)
[Gouniyar ‘28383 543605 103 1 51 1716813 ) g
[Country of 16870 553523 am 1 78 NTIBIG0IE oon S
reprasentation=Danmarkl
[Cauntryal ) 12457 528577 ] 1 880 257128358 000 3
[Countryaf 10858 750445 000 1 989 52000400 000 g
resentali
[Countryof 10168 502446 000 1 S84 26060708 ot0 o
representatio
[Countryof HE 513945 000 1 986 000 000 o
[Gountry of 358 435188 o0 1 998 683 e s
[Cauntry of ‘20573 648814 an 1 75 116269 oo o
reprasentalion=Hungan]
[Countryf 17261 757,863 ] 1 882 32313668350 000 o
reprasentation=irz/ano]
[county or 5eEAL E13117 m 1 15 2051824 000 o
representation=raly]
[Gountryof 2443 834355 o0 1 238 11513 o) g
[Gountry of 17960 785,021 o 1 901 63071583,412 000 g
raptasentation-Lithuanial
[Countryof 20851 881460 ] 1 878 62007568730 000 o
reprasentafion=Lussmbour
[Countryaf 13263 1040215 om0 1 990 568R3015¢ 000 o
representation=Malta]
[Countryof 1816 83807 001 1 a1 2014871611 ot0 ]
representation=Netheriand
[Countryof 5431 1325850 000 1 897 226349 | 000 ]
raprasntation=Foland]
[Countyof 9738 661885 oon 1 488 1EsT2041 000 o
[Country of 7635 596.430 oo 1 230 oo e "
[Countryof 5556 912450 000 1 993 001 000 -
rapresentalion=Slavakia]
[Couniryaf 10667 882846 oo 1 890 42620530 000 g
raprassntatian=Siavania]
[county or 5180 552510 100 1 83 006 000 o
representation=Spain]
[Gountry o o 0
[Polilzal group (coded=1) 28130 138,865 41 1 839 5717613 3593E131 _ 9,099E+105
[Polifical group (codegj=2) 31,027 101,874 083 1 761 3IMENC BASIEAD o T4E-T3
[Polliealaroup (codei=3] | -31.707 122620 267 1 155 1698514 11726418 4meEesn
[Polileal roup (codedi=4d] 32052 144,008 050 1 824 1202614 AAG0EN37 | 4576E-108
[Poliical group (codedi=5)  -3483  3aaat 208 1 830 000 B143E67  5478E-78
[Polilzal group (codedi=6]  -30.210 304808 "o 1 21 TERSEI4 2206E-273  2808E-246
W62 114TH m 1 739 37T48E-16 BI2NEBZ  1EEBE-11L
[ []
3 -a1488 250521 227 1 68
2572 31380 78 1 18 67482 12 TOB0EBE  41795-68
[ []
1Age aroup BENJ=1] 48232 146517 o 1 89 113080 000 g
1Age araup BENS=2] 1081 205386 0z 1 867 SeTSEN | 1ANZE272 | 4T24E-230
159 group BEN.=3) 1518 135134 100 1 591 4544 4206E-115  4829E:115
roup BBN=1] 7816 98726 208 1 328 2767653 BHIETI  9239E-78
Age aroup BBN=5) 3515 189530 000 1 485 030 GAMMENEA 1 387E-160
1Age group BBN.=E) 6ETT__ 200158 w1 1 i 001 A37BE174  24TE-167
Age aroup BBN=T] 52 239538 000 1 D 1605 1532E203  1A75E-201
Age group BBrA=E) 8102 8e75e 208 1 82 000 21676 42086088
1Age group BBN.=5] o [] o o
[County af W50 218008 ] 1 58 S415E-15 TA20EA6R  3,957E-200
[Countryaf 12497 393871 o0t 1 an 37WEs 00 2426E-304
[Gouniryaf 19588 335383 003 1 853 I0TTES | 102E2 B26TE-ITE
rapresentatio
[Cauntryof 6523 617818 000 1 891 00¢ om0 o
raprasantatio
[Countryof 1M41s 290028 002 1 68 TAMES | 1ABTE2S2 | 8190E-241
[Country of 7528 608464 s 1 851 1.979E416 oo 2
[Countryof ) 3265 056678 002 1 964 41BSE-16 ) o
[Countryaf 16860 98137 129 1 864 20785473342 BOTEETT  T.A11E-80
repraseniatior
[Gounty of 1616 356381 100 1 585 5185 22616303 1783E-30
reprasentatio
[Countryof 1783 I6aams 001 1 D TEE s 000 1,353E+305
reprasantatian=Germanyi
[Country of 35532 1112018 am 1 475 2,700E-15 oo £
[Counaryof 32005 605287 103 1 958 TOME-13 000 o
representalion=Hungan] | |
[Gouniry o a7 574868 005 1 802 13208 000 o
representation=irzland]
[Couniryof 18290 177267 011 1 a8 TMIEE | 146SE158  BALIEs1L2
representation=ral | | |
[Gountry of 4543 542528 oo 1 293 o aon 2
[Cauntyaf | 082 592518 03 1 54 49198414 oo £
[Countryaf 56882 750225 008 1 860 B08XEn 000 g
representaion=Luzembour
al
[Countryaf 43274 9352 003 1 958 2508E-21 .00 g

e L el L N
(Countyat MEss 323782 0 1 87 3792510 SMOE26E  1,520E-266
reprasentation=nletheriand
sl
[Gouniryof 44787 192868 054 1 815 2851E119 1930EN45 | 4.210Ee183
reprasentation=;

[Countryof 13052 851510 205 1 982 22806418 000 o

representation=Portugal]

[County af RERTRRETER 003 1 57 25359 on 5255E-30

[Cauntryaf 50281 267742 038 1 805 GESTE-? 2B30E188 17108241

resentalion=5lavahia] | | | | |

of 6112 10313 o83 1 JED T042Ee27 | GE20EA52  TA9NE-206
nialian=Slavenia)

[Countryof es1 220088 031 1 861 BI08Es1s 286BE1T1 1,267E+20e

representation=Spain]

[Gountry af o []

[Polilcal group (coded=1] | 14531 182.385 006 1 936 49917 2765E152  BESIE-14E
[Politsal group (codsd=2) 33485 213482 032 1 857 7255618 10BSE-2DA 4835E-168
[Polilzal group (codsdi=3] 28737 335588 oor 1 EEE) 330513 TEME2  14ME.T3
[Poliical group (codedl=t] 4885 323476 000 1 988 008 1ODSEB3  SET4E-278
[Poliieal group (codedi=) 41558 250318 128 1 868 1178Ee18 | G4BE1SE 1,316E.2]
[Pelileal group (codedj=8] 18368 327.551 002 1 360 T78ER 1AGBE 286 507IE-2TH
[Politcal group (codeaj=10] 33636 232456 07 1 835 1 gMEST 000 ]
[Political group (coded)=11) [ 0

3. The raference calegory s, 1

b, This parameter is setlo zero because f is radundant,

© Floaling point overflow

slabistic

spstem missing.

1

0

38

97,4%

Overall Percentage

88,4%

5,6%

6,0%

99,7%

225



