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Question wordings in the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth 
 
Self-esteem scale (=0.88) (items from Rosenberg’s (1965) self-esteem scale) 
(Strongly agree, Agree, Disagree, Strongly disagree) 
- “I feel that I’m a person of worth, at least on an equal basis with others.” 
- “I feel that I have a number of good qualities.” 
- “All in all, I am inclined to feel that I am a failure.” 
- “I am able to do things as well as most people.” 
- “I feel that I do not have much to be proud of.” 
- “I take a positive attitude toward myself.” 
- “On the whole, I am satisfied with myself.” 
- “I wish I could have more respect for myself.” 
- “I certainly feel useless at times.”  
- “At times I think I am no good at all.” 
 
Partisan identification 
- Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as a Democrat, a Republican, an 

Independent, or what?   (Order of Democrat/Republican randomized) 
 Democrat, Republican, or volunteered other party coded as 1 
 Independent, don’t know, or volunteered "no preference" coded as 0.   

 
Strength of partisanship 
- Folded version of seven point partisanship scale (as constructed from set of branched 

partisanship items) 
 Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as a Democrat, a Republican, an 

Independent, or what?   (Order of Democrat/Republican randomized) 
 A strong [Democrat/Republican] or a not very strong [Democrat/Republican]? 
 Do you think of yourself as [closer to the Democratic party, closer to the Republican 

party (or reversed)], or equally close to both? 
 
Family exposure to political discussion 
- When you were growing up, how often did you hear the adults in your household talking 

about politics? (Extremely often, very often, moderately often, once in a while, or never) 
 
Mother’s strength of partisan identification 
- Asked of respondents’ mothers in a separate survey: How often do you follow what’s going on 

in politics? (Always, most of the time, about half the time, once in a while, or never?) 
 
Mother’s educational attainment 
- Asked of respondents’ mothers in a separate survey, drawn from the panel where the young 

adult was fifteen or sixteen years of age: What is the highest grade or year of regular school 
that you have completed and gotten credit for? 
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Internal political efficacy 
How often is politics so complicated that you don’t really understand what’s going on? (Always, 
most of the time, about half the time, once in a while, or never) 
 
External political efficacy 
How often does the federal government do what most Americans want it to do?  (Always, most of 
the time, about half the time, once in a while, or never) 
 
Education 
What is the highest grade of regular school that you have completed and gotten credit for?   
 
Personality traits 
2006 wave, Ten-Item Personality Inventory 
 
Follows politics 
How often do you follow what’s going on in politics?  
(response options: Always, most of the time, about half the time, once in a while, or never) 
 
Parents’ partisanship 
(summed scale, 2: both parents Republicans, -2: both parents Democrats) 
- When you were growing up, did your mother think of herself mostly as a Democrat, a 

Republican, an Independent, or what? 
- Think about your father, stepfather, or someone else who was most like a father to you when 

you were growing up. Did he think of himself mostly as a Democrat, a Republican, an 
Independent, or what? 
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Question wordings in the American National Election Study   
 
Self-esteem scale (2013 Internet Recontact Survey) (=0.89) 
- “Do you agree or disagree with this statement? I see myself as someone who has high self-

esteem.”   Respondents were given a five point scale ranging from, “disagree strongly” to 
“agree strongly.”  

- “How would you describe your self-esteem? High, low, or neither high nor low?”  Response 
options fell on a seven point scale ranging from “very low” to “very high.”  

 
Partisan identity  
- Do you usually think of yourself as close to any particular party?  (Yes, no) 
- Do you feel very close to this party, somewhat close, or not very close? 
 
Internal political efficacy (2012 pre-election survey, question wording variants in split samples) 
- Sometimes, politics and government seem so complicated that a person like me can’t really 

understand what’s going on.  (Agree strongly, Agree somewhat, Neither agree nor disagree, 
Disagree somewhat, Disagree strongly) / How often do politics and government seem so 
complicated that you can’t really understand what’s going on? (Always, Most of the time, 
About half the time, Some of the time, Never) 

- I feel that I have a pretty good understanding of the important political issues facing our 
country. (Agree strongly, Agree somewhat, Neither agree nor disagree, Disagree somewhat, 
Disagree strongly) / How well do you understand the important political issues facing our 
country?  (Extremely well, Very well, Moderately well, Slightly well, Not well at all) 

 
External political efficacy (2012 pre-election survey, question wording variants in split samples) 
- Public officials don’t care much what people like me think. (Agree strongly, Agree somewhat, 

Neither agree nor disagree, Disagree somewhat, Disagree strongly) / How much do public 
officials care what people like you think?  (A great deal, A lot, A moderate amount, A little, 
Not at all) 

- People like me don’t have any say about what the government does. (Agree strongly, Agree 
somewhat, Neither agree nor disagree, Disagree somewhat, Disagree strongly) / How much 
can people like you affect what the government does? (A great deal, A lot, A moderate 
amount, A little, Not at all) 

 
Ideological extremity  (2012 pre-election survey) 
Items rescaled from -3 (most conservative) to 3 (most liberal) then averaged to form a scale.  
Ideological extremity is assessed as the absolute value (folded) version of that scale.  
Where would you place yourself on this scale, or haven’t you thought much about this? 
- Spending and services: Government should provide many fewer services: reduce spending a 

lot/ Government should provide many more services: increase spending a lot 
- Defense spending: Greatly decrease defense spending/Greatly increase defense spending 
- Health insurance: Government insurance plan/Private insurance plan 
- Jobs and standard of living: Government should see to a job and good standard of 

living/Government should let each person get ahead on own 
- Aid to blacks: Government should help blacks/Blacks should help themselves 
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- Environment-jobs tradeoff:  Regulate business to protect the environment and create 
jobs/No regulation because it will not work and will cost jobs 

 
Education (2012 pre-election survey) 
What is the highest level of school you have completed or the highest degree you have received?   
Less than high school credential, High school credential, Some post-high-school but no 
bachelor’s degree, Bachelor’s degree, Graduate degree. 
 
Age 
17-20, 21-24, 25-29, 30-34, 35-39, 40-44, 45-49, 50-54, 55-59, 60-64, 65-69, 70-74, 75 or older  
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Descriptive statistics 
 
Figure A1: Histogram of Respondent Self-Esteem, 2008 NLSY 

 

 
 

Table A1: Summary Statistics, NLSY79 Young Adult Sample 

  Mean  
Standard 
deviation Minimum Maximum 

Self-esteem 0.76 0.14 0.23 1 

Family exposure to political discussion 0.27 0.24 0 1 

Mother’s strength of party identification 1.70 1.16 0 3 

Mother’s educational attainment 12.49 2.12 0 20 

Internal political efficacy 0.55 0.30 0 1 

External political efficacy 0.33 0.22 0 1 

Education 12.99 2.10 4 20 

Age 25.80 3.40 21 38 

African-American 0.19 0.40 0 1 

Latino 0.08 0.28 0 1 

Female 0.49 0.50 0 1 

National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.  n=3810. 
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Figure A2: Histogram of Respondent Self-Esteem, 2013 ANES 
 

 
 
 

Table A2: Summary Statistics, ANES Sample 

  Mean  
Standard 
deviation Minimum Maximum 

Self-esteem 0.63 0.25 0 1 

Age 6.11 3.42 0 12 

Internal political efficacy 0.55 0.22 0 1 

External political efficacy 0.36 0.22 0 1 

Ideological extremity 1.04 0.73 0 3 

Education 0.48 0.28 0 1 

African-American 0.12 0.32 0 1 

Latino 0.10 0.31 0 1 

Female 0.52 0.50 0 1 

American National Election Study, 2012-2013.  n=1524. 
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Table A3: Partisan Identification as a Function of Prior Self-Esteem, NLSY 2006 

  

Adoption of a 
partisan 

identity, 2006 

Strength of 
partisanship, 

2006 
Self-esteem, 2004 1.080* 1.082* 0.767* 0.786* 

 (0.359) (0.385) (0.340) (0.348) 
Family exposure to political discussion --- 0.749* --- 0.881* 

  (0.222)  (0.207) 
Mother’s strength of party identification --- 0.259* --- 0.287* 

  (0.046)  (0.043) 
Mother’s educational attainment --- -0.019 --- 0.019 

  (0.027)  (0.024) 
Internal efficacy --- 0.621* --- 0.672* 

  (0.177)  (0.163) 
External efficacy --- 0.303 --- 0.396 

  (0.228)  (0.208) 
Education 0.227* 0.205* 0.217* 0.175* 

 (0.028) (0.031) (0.023) (0.026) 
Age -0.032* -0.025 -0.023 -0.011 

 (0.016) (0.018) (0.016) (0.017) 
African-American 0.510* 0.414* 0.621* 0.480* 

 (0.100) (0.109) (0.096) (0.105) 
Latino -0.170 -0.144 -0.261* -0.236* 

 (0.112) (0.120) (0.099) (0.107) 
Female 0.127 0.213* 0.092 0.144 

 (0.094) (0.105) (0.085) (0.091) 
Constant -2.905* -3.636* --- --- 

 (0.554) (0.691)   
Cutpoint 1 --- --- 2.073* 3.245* 

   (0.501) (0.630) 
Cutpoint 2 --- --- 2.725* 3.928* 

   (0.501) (0.631) 
Cutpoint 3 --- --- 4.305* 5.585* 

   (0.504) (0.636) 

     
N 3097 2740 2965 2635 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2006.  Logit estimates, 
first two columns.  Ordered logit estimates, last two columns.  Standard errors in 
parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Table A4: Partisan Identity and Strength of Partisanship, NYSY Panel Analysis 

  
Partisan 

identity, 2008 
Strength of 

partisanship, 2008 
Partisan identity, 2006 2.068* --- 

 (0.125)  
Strength of partisanship, 2006 --- 1.167* 

  (0.061) 
Self-esteem, 2004 1.566* 1.208* 

 (0.538) (0.427) 
Change in self-esteem, 2004 to 2008 1.225* 0.884* 

 (0.505) (0.400) 
Family exposure to political discussion -0.002 0.112 

 (0.268) (0.215) 
Mother’s strength of party identification 0.164* 0.103* 

 (0.055) (0.047) 
Mother’s educational attainment -0.037 -0.028 

 (0.034) (0.027) 
Internal political efficacy, 2006 0.456 0.476* 

 (0.257) (0.216) 
Change in internal efficacy, 2006 to 2008 0.462* 0.534* 

 (0.216) (0.185) 
External political efficacy, 2006 0.555 0.366 

 (0.333) (0.278) 
Change in external efficacy, 2006 to 2008 0.438 0.300 

 (0.303) (0.254) 
Education, 2006 0.087* 0.032 

 (0.038) (0.031) 
Change in education, 2006 to 2008 0.059 0.049 

 (0.088) (0.071) 
Age -0.057* -0.033 

 (0.023) (0.019) 
African-American 0.349* 0.531* 

 (0.128) (0.114) 
Latino -0.128 -0.063 

 (0.150) (0.127) 
Female 0.136 -0.014 

 (0.124) (0.100) 
Constant -1.756* --- 

 (0.838)  
Cutpoint 1 --- 1.052 

  (0.704) 
Cutpoint 2 --- 1.891* 

  (0.707) 
Cutpoint 3 --- 4.070* 

  (0.712)    
N 2432 2309 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.  Logit estimates, first 
column.  Ordered logit estimates, second column.  Standard errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Table A5: Changes in Self-Esteem and Changes in Partisan Identification among Young 
People 

  

Change in 
possession of a 

partisan identity, 
2006 to 2008 

Change in 
strength of 

partisanship, 
2006 to 2008 

Change in self-esteem, 2004 to 2008 0.778* 0.832* 0.234 0.285 

 (0.346) (0.363) (0.158) (0.166) 
Family exposure to political discussion --- -0.318 --- -0.176 

  (0.220)  (0.105) 
Mother’s strength of party identification --- -0.039 --- -0.023 

  (0.050)  (0.023) 
Mother’s educational attainment  -0.023  -0.023 

  (0.030)  (0.013) 
Change in internal efficacy, 2006 to 2008 --- 0.133 --- 0.109 

  (0.174)  (0.082) 
Change in external efficacy, 2006 to 2008 --- 0.061 --- 0.045 

  (0.220)  (0.100) 
Change in education, 2006 to 2008 -0.044 0.003 -0.047 -0.021 

 (0.063) (0.067) (0.032) (0.033) 
Age -0.018 -0.023 -0.010 -0.014 

 (0.019) (0.021) (0.008) (0.009) 
African-American 0.100 0.066 0.125* 0.121* 

 (0.100) (0.109) (0.047) (0.051) 
Latino 0.077 -0.037 0.101 0.045 

 (0.123) (0.141) (0.056) (0.064) 
Female 0.002 -0.030 -0.027 -0.055 

 (0.105) (0.113) (0.046) (0.050) 
Constant --- --- 0.380 0.866* 

   (0.226) (0.323) 
Cutpoint 1 -2.758* -3.292* --- --- 

 (0.531) (0.731)   
Cutpoint 2 1.297* 0.695 --- --- 

 (0.523) (0.720)   
     

R2 --- --- 0.005 0.012 
N 3086 2589 2864 2450 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel.   
Ordered logit estimates, first two columns.  Ordinary least-squares regression estimates, 
last two columns.  Standard errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Table A6: Cross-lagged Panel Model Specification, Self-Esteem and Partisan Identification 
    Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 
DV: Partisan affiliation, 2008     
 Partisan identity, 2006 0.504* 2.331* --- --- 

  (0.020) (0.114)   
 Strength of partisanship, 2006 --- --- 0.594* 1.249* 

    (0.019) (0.054) 

 Self-esteem, 2004 0.228* 1.297* 0.459* 0.966* 

  (0.070) (0.398) (0.151) (0.331) 

 Constant 0.154* -1.703* 0.388* --- 

  (0.053) (0.304) (0.115)  
 Cutpoint 1 --- --- --- 1.148* 

     (0.256) 

 Cutpoint 2 --- --- --- 1.942* 

     (0.262) 

 Cutpoint 3 --- --- --- 4.106* 

     (0.278) 
DV: Self-esteem, 2008     
 Partisan identity, 2006 0.003 0.003 --- --- 

  (0.006) (0.006)   
 Strength of partisanship, 2006 --- --- 0.003 0.003 

    (0.003) (0.003) 

 Self-esteem, 2004 0.495* 0.495* 0.483* 0.483* 

  (0.022) (0.022) (0.023) (0.023) 

 Constant 0.391* 0.391* 0.401* 0.401* 

  (0.017) (0.017) (0.018) (0.018) 
Error variance and covariance     
 Error variance, partisan identity, 2008 0.174* --- --- --- 

  (0.005)    
 Error variance, strength of partisanship, 2008 --- --- 0.806* --- 

    (0.026)  
 Error variance, self-esteem, 2008 0.015* 0.015* 0.015* 0.015* 

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

 Error covariance 0.004* --- 0.007* --- 

  (0.001)  (0.003)  
      
 N 2864 2864 2667 2667 

      
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel.  
Structural equations models.  Models 1 and 3, ordinary least-squares regression.  Model 2, logit 
in partisan identity model.  Model 4, ordered logit in partisan strength model. 
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Table A7: Self Esteem, the Big Five, and Partisan Identification among Young People, 2008 

  
Adoption of a partisan 

identity 
Strength of 

partisanship 
Self-esteem 0.672* 0.847* 0.743* 0.849* 

 (0.269) (0.327) (0.232) (0.284) 
Extraversion 0.602* 0.528* 0.683* 0.565* 

 (0.165) (0.196) (0.147) (0.175) 
Openness to experience -0.269 -0.395 -0.159 -0.134 

 (0.198) (0.245) (0.183) (0.221) 
Conscientiousness 0.112 0.080 -0.002 0.033 

 (0.192) (0.239) (0.175) (0.219) 
Agreeableness 0.095 -0.095 0.111 -0.091 

 (0.198) (0.242) (0.184) (0.218) 
Emotional stability 0.081 -0.014 0.119 -0.037 

 (0.172) (0.207) (0.160) (0.192) 
Family exposure to political discussion --- 0.649* --- 0.798* 

  (0.192)  (0.168) 
Mother’s strength of party identification --- 0.254* --- 0.272* 

  (0.038)  (0.035) 
Mother’s educational attainment --- -0.021 --- -0.012 

  (0.023)  (0.021) 
Education 0.225* 0.207* 0.195* 0.177* 

 (0.021) (0.025) (0.018) (0.021) 
Age -0.034* -0.033* -0.024* -0.019 

 (0.009) (0.013) (0.008) (0.012) 
African-American 0.563* 0.505* 0.771* 0.728* 

 (0.078) (0.094) (0.075) (0.089) 
Latino -0.070 -0.077 -0.076 -0.026 

 (0.085) (0.103) (0.080) (0.093) 
Female -0.081 0.000 -0.086 -0.074 

 (0.073) (0.089) (0.064) (0.078) 
Constant -2.596* -2.526* --- --- 

 (0.371) (0.570)   
Cutpoint 1 --- --- 2.056* 2.276* 

   (0.319) (0.514) 
Cutpoint 2 --- --- 2.622* 2.860* 

   (0.320) (0.513) 
Cutpoint 3 --- --- 4.271* 4.516* 

   (0.324) (0.517) 

     
N 5356 3887 5215 3819 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.  Logit estimates, first two 
columns.  Ordered logit estimates, last two columns.  Standard errors in parentheses.  
*p<0.05 
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Table A8: Self-Esteem, the Big Five, and Partisan Identities, 2013 ANES 

  

Identifies 
with a 
party 

Strength of 
party 

identification 

Feels 
close to a 

party 

Degree of 
party 

closeness 
Self-esteem 1.591* 1.037 1.524* 1.412* 

 (0.784) (0.649) (0.703) (0.617) 
Age 0.148* 0.142* 0.199* 0.200* 

 (0.067) (0.059) (0.065) (0.058) 
Self-esteem × Age -0.278* -0.205* -0.249* -0.228* 

 (0.101) (0.088) (0.093) (0.082) 
Extraversion 1.637* 1.552* 1.360* 1.392* 

 (0.404) (0.329) (0.370) (0.338) 
Openness to experience -1.152* -0.548 0.326 0.262 

 (0.475) (0.386) (0.439) (0.415) 
Conscientiousness 1.030* 0.853 0.368 0.588 

 (0.509) (0.460) (0.479) (0.437) 
Agreeableness 0.215 0.627 0.255 0.475 

 (0.466) (0.386) (0.467) (0.438) 
Emotional stability -0.263 -0.366 -0.030 0.021 

 (0.465) (0.418) (0.439) (0.377) 
Ideological extremity 0.412* 0.552* 0.695* 0.592* 

 (0.114) (0.102) (0.106) (0.091) 
Education 0.052 0.279  0.544* 0.378  

 (0.296) (0.269) (0.278) (0.262) 
African-American 0.971* 1.059* 0.555* 0.788* 

 (0.304) (0.225) (0.249) (0.247) 
Latino 0.399 0.365 0.072 0.258 

 (0.331) (0.308) (0.268) (0.268) 
Female 0.158 0.055 -0.098 -0.129 

 (0.173) (0.148) (0.159) (0.149) 
Constant -1.562* --- -3.309* --- 

 (0.687)  (0.665)  
Cutpoint 1 --- 1.117 --- 3.525* 

  (0.634)  (0.602) 
Cutpoint 2 --- 2.223* --- 3.704* 

  (0.635)  (0.603) 
Cutpoint 3 --- 3.561* --- 5.522* 

  (0.641)  (0.617) 

     
N 1467 1471 1471 1437 
American National Election Study.  Logit estimates, first and third columns.  
Ordered logit estimates, other columns.  Standard errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Table A9: Self Esteem and Partisan Identification among Young People (Leaners 
Coded as Partisans) 

  
Adoption of a partisan 

identity 
Self-esteem 0.707* 0.694 

 (0.283) (0.364) 
Family exposure to political discussion --- 0.774* 

  (0.217) 
Mother’s strength of party identification --- 0.274* 

  (0.042) 
Mother’s educational attainment --- -0.018 

  (0.025) 
Internal political efficacy --- 0.805* 

  (0.168) 
External political efficacy --- 0.428* 

  (0.205) 
Education 0.291* 0.239* 

 (0.022) (0.027) 
Age -0.033* -0.029* 

 (0.010) (0.015) 
African-American 0.535* 0.502* 

 (0.084) (0.103) 
Latino -0.149 -0.083 

 (0.089) (0.115) 
Female -0.103 -0.016 

 (0.077) (0.095) 
Constant -2.558* -2.966* 

 (0.353) (0.587) 

   
N 5363 3810 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.   
Logit estimates.  Standard errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Table A10: Self-Esteem’s Effects on Party Identification, 
by Age (Leaners Coded as Partisans) 

  
Identifies 

with a party 
Self-esteem 1.213 

 (1.070) 
Age 0.170 

 (0.092) 
Self-esteem × Age -0.210 

 (0.147) 
Internal political efficacy 0.654 

 (0.557) 
External political efficacy 1.899* 

 (0.619) 
Ideological extremity 0.821* 

 (0.189) 
Education 0.497 

 (0.464) 
African-American 1.252* 

 (0.445) 
Latino -0.111 

 (0.421) 
Female 0.180 

 (0.226) 
Constant -1.254 

 (0.723) 

  
N 1524 
American National Election Study.  Logit estimates.  
Standard errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Table A11: Heterogeneity in the Effects of Self-Esteem across Whites, Blacks, and 
Latinos, NLSY Sample 

  
Adoption of a 

partisan identity 
Strength of 

partisanship 
Self-esteem 0.750* 0.642 1.008* 0.827* 

 (0.335) (0.428) (0.287) (0.359) 
African-American 0.357  0.299  0.863* 0.741  

 (0.380) (0.478) (0.350) (0.440) 
Latino -0.536 -0.450 0.118 0.265 

 (0.435) (0.536) (0.395) (0.483) 
Self-esteem × African-American 0.226 0.210 -0.177 -0.078 

 (0.491) (0.620) (0.446) (0.559) 
Self-esteem × Latino 0.615 0.441 -0.256 -0.429 

 (0.565) (0.688) (0.509) (0.619) 
Family exposure to political discussion --- 0.459* --- 0.634* 

  (0.194)  (0.173) 
Mother’s strength of party identification --- 0.250* --- 0.272* 

  (0.039)  (0.035) 
Mother’s educational attainment --- -0.031 --- -0.020 

  (0.023)  (0.021) 
Internal political efficacy --- 0.659* --- 0.827* 

  (0.150)  (0.136) 
External political efficacy --- 0.543* --- 0.510* 

  (0.193)  (0.171) 
Education 0.229* 0.187* 0.199* 0.153* 

 (0.021) (0.025) (0.017) (0.021) 
Age -0.035* -0.037* -0.026* -0.022 

 (0.009) (0.013) (0.008) (0.012) 
Female -0.059 0.09 -0.063 0.021 

 (0.071) (0.086) (0.062) (0.075) 
Constant -2.328* -2.349* --- --- 

 (0.371) (0.574)   
Cutpoint 1 --- --- 1.811* 2.155* 

   (0.307) (0.521) 
Cutpoint 2 --- --- 2.374* 2.752* 

   (0.307) (0.521) 
Cutpoint 3 --- --- 4.013* 4.426* 

   (0.311) (0.524) 

     
N 5363 3810 5221 3765 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.  Logit estimates, first 
two columns.  Ordered logit estimates, last two columns.  Standard errors in parentheses.  
*p<0.05 
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Table A12: Heterogeneity in the Effects of Self-Esteem across Whites, Blacks, and Latinos, ANES 
Sample 

  
Identifies 

with a party 

Strength of 
party 

identification 
Feels close 
to a party 

Degree of 
party 

closeness 
Self-esteem 2.151* 1.392 1.237 1.283* 

 (0.878) (0.782) (0.856) (0.659) 
Age 0.177* 0.159* 0.138 0.160* 

 (0.075) (0.068) (0.075) (0.063) 
African-American -0.541 -0.148 -1.427 -1.34 

 (1.454) (1.009) (1.392) (1.304) 
Latino 1.832 1.103 -0.929 -0.417 

 (1.169) (0.956) (1.271) (1.134) 
Self-esteem × African-American 2.164  1.109  0.230  1.298  

 (2.392) (1.528) (2.151) (2.100) 
Self-esteem × Latino -2.277 -1.295 0.434 0.751 

 (1.838) (1.693) (1.937) (1.918) 
Self-esteem × Age -0.294* -0.224* -0.219* -0.200* 

 (0.113) (0.101) (0.111) (0.089) 
African-American × Age 0.018  0.148  0.138  0.214  

 (0.220) (0.192) (0.241) (0.209) 
Latino × Age -0.030 -0.132 0.210 0.068 

 (0.209) (0.165) (0.210) (0.169) 
Self-esteem × African-American × Age -0.059 -0.164 0.201 -0.066 

 (0.330) (0.272) (0.355) (0.310) 
Self-esteem × Latino × Age 0.021 0.148 -0.154 -0.083 

 (0.295) (0.253) (0.295) (0.278) 
Internal political efficacy -0.604 0.897* 1.788* 1.378* 

 (0.398) (0.334) (0.406) (0.364) 
External political efficacy 1.421* 1.827* 1.648* 1.733* 

 (0.379) (0.339) (0.368) (0.328) 
Ideological extremity 0.459* 0.496* 0.627* 0.516* 

 (0.113) (0.099) (0.108) (0.094) 
Education -0.066 (0.045) 0.107  0.010  

 (0.303) (0.266) (0.292) (0.261) 
Female 0.248 0.237 0.075 0.029 

 (0.162) (0.137) (0.157) (0.145) 
Constant -1.312* --- -2.878* --- 

 (0.615)  (0.621)  
Cutpoint 1 --- 1.014 --- 2.819* 

  (0.587)  (0.522) 
Cutpoint 2 --- 2.134* --- 3.005* 

  (0.584)  (0.524) 
Cutpoint 3 --- 3.513* --- 4.889* 

  (0.590)  (0.536)      
N 1524 1528 1474 1440 
American National Election Study.  Logit estimates, first and third columns.  Ordered logit 
estimates, other columns.  Standard errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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The mechanisms of self-esteem’s influence 
 
Self-esteem could promote partisan identification through several mechanisms.  One possible 
route is through promoting feelings of political effectiveness.  Because people with high self-
esteem are more likely to trust their decision-making and take action on their beliefs, we would 
expect them to be more likely to select a political party, while those with low self-esteem delay a 
party commitment out of feelings of doubt or indecisiveness.  We test this mechanism through a 
mediation model, to see if self-esteem’s effects are conveyed through feelings of internal political 
efficacy.   
 
A second possible mechanism for self-esteem’s influence is through promoting greater 
engagement in the political world.  Those with low self-esteem tend to be more consumed with 
their own challenges, while those with higher self-esteem tend to be more interested and 
engaged in political life.  By seeking out political encounters, young people with high self-esteem 
are more likely to receive the cues that motivate partisan affiliation.  We test this mechanism 
using a measure of the degree to which the respondent follows politics, again modeling political 
interest as the mediator connecting self-esteem to the presence of a partisan identity.   
 
Related to this second mechanism, self-esteem may facilitate the process of political 
socialization, where those with higher self-esteem are better poised to learn and take cues from 
socializing forces in their lives.  We test this mechanism by considering whether self-esteem 
moderates the effects of socializing forces on the formation of a partisan identity.  We interact 
self-esteem with our measures of household political talk in adolescence and having partisan 
parents, to see if the effects of home environments are accentuated for those with high self-
esteem.  We also model the respondents’ partisanship on the seven point scale as a function of 
the interaction of parents’ partisanship and self-esteem.   
 
In terms of the possible mechanisms of self-esteem’s influence, we find the strongest support for 
prediction that self-esteem encourages partisan affiliation through its tendency to cultivate 
greater engagement in following current events.  We find somewhat weaker evidence for the 
efficacy mechanism and only minimal support for the receptivity to parental socialization 
mechanism.   
 
In Table A13, we report the results from our mediation models.  We find that self-esteem’s 
effects are partially mediated by feelings of internal political efficacy, as indicated by the 
statistically significant average mediation effect.  We find that about a fifth of the total effect of 
self-esteem is mediated through feelings of internal political efficacy.  The direct effect of self-
esteem is still significant, indicating partial mediation through feelings of efficacy.   
 
We also find evidence in support of the second proposed mechanism, such that the effects of self-
esteem are partially mediated by interest in following politics.  We again find a statistically 
significant average mediation effect, with about half of the effects of self-esteem mediated 
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through political interest.1   Again, the direct effect of self-esteem remains significant in our 
mediation model. 
 
In Table A14, we find no evidence that the effects of household political socialization are greater 
among those with higher self-esteem, as indicated by the statistically insignificant interaction 
terms across models.  In Table A15, we find a significant interaction term associated with the 
interaction of self-esteem and mother’s partisanship, suggesting that the connection between 
respondent partisanship and parental influence may climb as self-esteem increases.  However, 
we fail to confirm this result when using a measure of the parents’ partisanship as perceived by 
the respondent. 
 
 
 
  

                                                   
1 We report results of a model specification that includes only demographic controls, given that it is 
possible that internal political efficacy is a partial cause of political interest.  If we include controls 
for the other mediator as well as the other predictors from the models, we still find a statistically 
significant average mediation effect associated with political interest, but not internal political 
efficacy.   
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Table A13: Internal Political Efficacy and Political Interest as Mediators of Self-Esteem’s Effects 

 
Internal political efficacy as 

mediator 
Political interest as a 

mediator 

  

Internal 
political 
efficacy 

Adopts a 
partisan 
identity 

Follows 
politics 

Adopts a 
partisan 
identity 

Self-esteem 0.254* 0.403* 0.250* 0.219 

 (0.035) (0.161) (0.036) (0.170) 
Internal political efficacy --- 0.440* --- --- 

  (0.076)   
Follows politics --- --- --- 1.010* 

    (0.085) 
Education 0.023* 0.130* 0.031* 0.116* 

 (0.003) (0.012) (0.003) (0.013) 
Age -0.003* -0.021* 0.003 -0.026* 

 (0.001) (0.006) (0.001) (0.006) 
African-American 0.026* 0.318* 0.041* 0.326* 

 (0.010) (0.047) (0.011) (0.048) 
Latino 0.023 -0.061 -0.031* 0.037 

 (0.012) (0.052) (0.012) (0.055) 
Female -0.098* 0.008 -0.060* -0.005 

 (0.010) (0.044) (0.010) (0.046) 
Constant 0.171* -1.493* -0.204* -1.239* 

 (0.045) (0.207) (0.045) (0.217) 

     
Average mediation effect 0.041*  (0.025, 0.060)  0.091*   (0.064, 0.122)   
% of effect that is mediated 22% 56% 

     
N 5326 5037 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.   Mediation models, probit for 
outcome equation and ordinary least-squares regression for mediation equation.  Standard 
errors in parentheses.  *p<0.05 
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Figure A4: Sensitivity Analysis, Internal Political Efficacy as Mediator 

  
A key assumption of our mediation model is that the errors of the first stage mediation equation 
are uncorrelated with the errors of the outcome equation.  In the case of the mediating effects of 
internal political efficacy,  the average causal mediation effect is significantly different from 0 so 
long as ρ≥0.10, where ρ represents the correlation between the error term of the internal 
efficacy model and the error term of the party affiliation model.  While ρ is unknown and there 
is no formal cutoff for what an ideal ρ might be, lower ρ suggest the greater sensitivity of the 
results to the presence of unmeasured confounds compared to models with higher ρ.   
 
Figure A5: Sensitivity Analysis, Attention to Politics as Mediator 

 
 

The average causal mediation effect is significantly different from 0 so long as ρ≥0.20. 
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Table A14: Self-Esteem as a Moderator of Socialization’s Effects on Partisan Identity 

  
Adoption of a 

partisan identity 
Strength of 

partisanship 
Self-esteem 0.768 0.956 

 (0.606) (0.559) 
Family exposure to political discussion 1.675 0.916 

 (1.060) (0.928) 
Self-esteem × political discussion -1.585 -0.361 

 (1.319) (1.144) 
Mother’s strength of party identification 0.081 0.309 

 (0.197) (0.179) 
Self-esteem × mother’s strength of party ID 0.222 -0.049 

 (0.258) (0.234) 
Mother’s educational attainment -0.029 -0.021 

 (0.023) (0.021) 
Internal political efficacy 0.659* 0.830* 

 (0.150) (0.136) 
External political efficacy 0.532* 0.512* 

 (0.192) (0.171) 
Education 0.186* 0.153* 

 (0.025) (0.021) 
Age -0.037* -0.022 

 (0.013) (0.012) 
African-American 0.457* 0.680* 

 (0.094) (0.088) 
Latino -0.118 -0.065 

 (0.105) (0.094) 
Female 0.091 0.022 

 (0.086) (0.075) 
Constant -2.458* --- 

 (0.666)  
Cutpoint 1 --- 2.247* 

  (0.606) 
Cutpoint 2 --- 2.844* 

  (0.605) 
Cutpoint 3 --- 4.518* 

  (0.608) 

   
N 3810 3765 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.   Logit estimates, 
first two columns.  Ordered logit estimates, last two columns.  Standard errors in 
parentheses.  *p<0.05 

  



23 
 

Table A15: Partisanship, Parental Socialization, and Self-Esteem 

  
Partisanship of 

respondent 
Self-esteem -0.051 -0.563 

 (0.318) (0.340) 
Partisan leanings of parents (perceived) 0.395* --- 

 (0.150)  
Self-esteem × parents’ partisanship 0.336 --- 

 (0.195)  
Mother’s partisanship (self-reported) --- 0.163* 

  (0.084) 
Self-esteem × mother’s partisanship --- 0.223* 

  (0.107) 
Education 0.014 0.018 

 (0.023) (0.018) 
Age -0.007 -0.013 

 (0.013) (0.008) 
African-American -0.765* -0.865* 

 (0.090) (0.075) 
Latino -0.370* -0.368* 

 (0.102) (0.086) 
Female -0.330* -0.263* 

 (0.085) (0.064) 
Constant 3.067* 2.630* 

 (0.454) (0.359)    
R2 0.36 0.23 
N 2524 4396 
National Longitudinal Survey of Youth, Young Adults panel, 2008.   
Ordinary least-squares regression estimates.  Standard errors in 
parentheses.  * p<0.05  
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Figure A5: Self-Esteem as a Moderator of Mother’s Partisanship on Respondent Partisanship 
 

 


