Supplementary Material for “The Politics of Survey Participation: Political Engagement, Polarization, and Panel Attrition”


A. Trends in Completion Rate of Post-Election Survey
Here we examine trends in the completion rate of the post-wave survey, as shown in Figure A1. While there is variation from year to year, no consistent pattern emerges over the period. Although 2016 marks a low point in the observed data, the completion rate has not consistently declined over time. The data do not support the idea that political polarization—or any long-term trend—affects post-election survey completion rates in the ANES.
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Figure A1. The completion rate of the post-election survey of ANES from 1980–2020. Data source: ANES Cumulative File.

B. Estimating Post-Election Completion Controlling for Knowledge
Here we examine if political knowledge influences completion of the post-election survey. Recall questions (such as which party controls the House of Representatives) are included in the post-election wave. As such, we are limited to the interviewer’s assessment, which is a five-point scale, which is unavailable for self-administered internet surveys. We replicate the model in Table 1 of the main text including this variable. We find that this measure of political knowledge shares a relationship with attrition; more knowledgeable respondents are more likely to complete the post-election wave. Other substantive conclusions are similar with the exception that interest is no longer significant. Knowledge and interest share a moderate correlation, 0.44. The overall conclusion, that the post-election is modestly but detectably more politically engaged remains the same. 


Table B1. The relationship between politically relevant variables and attrition, controlling for political knowledge. 1980–2016.
	
	Coef.

	
	(St. Err.)

	
	

	Phone
	-0.561*

	
	(0.175)

	Married
	0.076

	
	(0.056)

	Midwest
	0.245*

	
	(0.083)

	South
	0.241*

	
	(0.077)

	West
	0.205

	
	(0.087)

	Black
	-0.186

	
	(0.083)

	Hispanic
	-0.514*

	
	(0.085)

	Other
	0.071

	
	(0.156)

	Age
	0.000

	
	(0.002)

	Female
	0.038

	
	(0.056)

	Interest
	0.103

	
	(0.043)

	Partisan intensity
	0.046

	
	(0.032)

	Issue extremity
	-0.125*

	
	(0.036)

	Affective polarization
	-0.002

	
	(0.001)

	Electoral loser
	-0.136

	
	(0.065)

	Abstained
	-0.272*

	
	(0.074)

	Interviewer assessment
	0.165*

	
	(0.029)

	Constant
	1.504*

	
	(0.190)

	
	

	n
	15,255

	Number of groups
	10

	
	



C. Dummy variables


	mode
	
	
	

	2. Phone
	-0.5545991
	0.1735415
	0.001

	3. Internet
	-0.4106448
	0.0815125
	0

	
	
	
	

	1.married
	0.030726
	0.0462549
	0.507

	
	
	
	

	region
	
	
	

	Midwest
	0.1374591
	0.0706453
	0.052

	South
	0.0953085
	0.065345
	0.145

	West
	0.038247
	0.0717049
	0.594

	
	
	
	

	race
	
	
	

	Black
	-0.1864371
	0.0738881
	0.012

	Hispanic
	-0.5001725
	0.0696413
	0

	Other
	-0.1802699
	0.10661
	0.091

	
	
	
	

	age
	-0.0001768
	0.0013232
	0.894

	female
	-0.0604923
	0.0455755
	0.184

	interest
	0.1982315
	0.1245883
	0.112

	pidi
	0.0663533
	0.1021282
	0.516

	issextreme
	-0.139661
	0.1042807
	0.18

	partisan_affective
	-0.0049171
	0.0037373
	0.188

	
	
	
	

	winner
	
	
	

	Loser
	-0.2245994
	0.2266471
	0.322

	Abstain/DK
	-0.4484137
	0.2390534
	0.061

	
	
	
	

	year
	
	
	

	1984
	-0.1177113
	0.5446847
	0.829

	1988
	-0.1967886
	0.5554537
	0.723

	1992
	-0.0016306
	0.569128
	0.998

	1996
	-0.3412439
	0.5717634
	0.551

	2000
	-0.414011
	0.6414033
	0.519

	2004
	-0.2348897
	0.6535966
	0.719

	2008
	0.8808579
	0.6951476
	0.205

	2012
	0.8990319
	0.5017631
	0.073

	2016
	-0.3652359
	0.498414
	0.464





	year#c.interest
	
	

	1984
	0.0724168
	0.163004
	0.657

	1988
	0.0427707
	0.1649049
	0.795

	1992
	0.0143491
	0.1662563
	0.931

	1996
	-0.2303337
	0.1760824
	0.191

	2000
	0.0415477
	0.1937305
	0.83

	2004
	-0.0287798
	0.1880706
	0.878

	2008
	0.0694157
	0.2057009
	0.736

	2012
	-0.1075518
	0.147924
	0.467

	2016
	-0.0919658
	0.142796
	0.52

	
	
	
	

	year#c.pidi
	
	
	

	1984
	-0.0531506
	0.1321839
	0.688

	1988
	0.092165
	0.1302244
	0.479

	1992
	-0.022417
	0.1321127
	0.865

	1996
	0.216115
	0.1426558
	0.13

	2000
	-0.1061703
	0.1528127
	0.487

	2004
	-0.0156227
	0.1531958
	0.919

	2008
	-0.3525822
	0.1737748
	0.042

	2012
	-0.0977319
	0.11885
	0.411

	2016
	-0.1125444
	0.1142143
	0.324

	
	
	
	

	year#c.issextreme
	
	

	1984
	-0.0910726
	0.139235
	0.513

	1988
	-0.1677116
	0.1418271
	0.237

	1992
	-0.0328341
	0.1465407
	0.823

	1996
	0.0593617
	0.1555998
	0.703

	2000
	0.0277734
	0.1715112
	0.871

	2004
	0.2018712
	0.1678128
	0.229

	2008
	0.0231266
	0.1536691
	0.88

	2012
	0.0485405
	0.1250389
	0.698

	2016
	0.2106098
	0.1222275
	0.085

	
	
	
	

	year#c.partisan_affective
	
	

	1984
	0.0045784
	0.0048312
	0.343

	1988
	-0.0012938
	0.0046736
	0.782

	1992
	0.0036022
	0.0049876
	0.47

	1996
	0.0014588
	0.0051687
	0.778

	2000
	0.007575
	0.0056415
	0.179

	2004
	0.0029222
	0.0054679
	0.593

	2008
	0.0068519
	0.0058511
	0.242

	2012
	0.0056183
	0.0043037
	0.192

	2016
	0.0070934
	0.0041946
	0.091





	winner#year
	
	
	

	Loser#1984
	0.0948216
	0.2883449
	0.742

	Loser#1988
	0.1144522
	0.2877521
	0.691

	Loser#1992
	0.1343324
	0.2844434
	0.637

	Loser#1996
	0.1407348
	0.2959394
	0.634

	Loser#2000
	0.1356952
	0.3196469
	0.671

	Loser#2004
	-0.2569139
	0.3164357
	0.417

	Loser#2008
	0.0277381
	0.3642112
	0.939

	Loser#2012
	0.2763163
	0.2639174
	0.295

	Loser#2016
	0.4179831
	0.2510138
	0.096

	Abstain/DK#1984
	-0.0041941
	0.3006068
	0.989

	Abstain/DK#1988
	-0.0607098
	0.3048192
	0.842

	Abstain/DK#1992
	0.5473045
	0.3130032
	0.08

	Abstain/DK#1996
	0.1191689
	0.329625
	0.718

	Abstain/DK#2000
	0.2137665
	0.3696227
	0.563

	Abstain/DK#2004
	-0.2094918
	0.3818503
	0.583

	Abstain/DK#2008
	-0.4133055
	0.3800356
	0.277

	Abstain/DK#2012
	0.2659782
	0.2773864
	0.338

	Abstain/DK#2016
	0.4308808
	0.2727206
	0.114

	
	
	
	

	_cons
	2.128588
	0.4357903
	0



D. Pooled Model of Attrition Across Election Cycles
Here we estimate a model, similar to that in Table 2 of the main text, for completion of the second wave by pooling data from the 2000-2004 and 2016–2020 panels. Results are largely similar, though here we do not find that those who hold more extreme issues are more likely to drop out. 


Table D1. The relationship between politically relevant variables and attrition across two panel datasets
	
	Coef.

	
	(St. Err.)

	
	

	Face-to-face
	-0.318*

	
	(0.064)

	Married
	0.366*

	
	(0.060)

	Midwest
	0.022

	
	(0.095)

	South
	-0.21**

	
	(0.088)

	West
	-0.115

	
	(0.096)

	Black
	-0.454*

	
	(0.104)

	Hispanic
	-0.357*

	
	(0.106)

	Other
	-0.451*

	
	(0.112)

	Age
	-0.000

	
	(0.002)

	Female
	0.103

	
	(0.059)

	Interest
	0.189*

	
	(0.046)

	Partisan intensity
	-0.007

	
	(0.033)

	Issue extremity
	-0.075

	
	(0.043)

	Affective polarization
	0.002*

	
	(0.001)

	Electoral loser
	0.090

	
	(0.069)

	Abstained
	-0.403*

	
	(0.117)

	Year
	0.620*

	
	(0.076)

	Constant
	-0.216

	
	(0.182)

	
	

	n
	5,371
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