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Figure Al - Election results in Thailand, 2001-2019
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Source: authors' computations using official election results.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by selected groups of Thai political parties in general
elections between 2001 and 2019.
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Figure A2 - Regional composition of income quintiles/deciles, 2011
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of income groups by region in 2011.



Figure A3 - Vote for TRT / PTP / Other pro-Thaksin among lower-
educated voters
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of bottom 50% educated voters and the share of
top 50% educated voters voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after
controls.



Figure A4 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among rural areas
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of rural areas and the share of urban areas voting
for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controlling for other variables.



Figure A5 - Class cleavages in Thailand, 2011: the
role of regional inequalities

45%

m Before controls
40%
| After controlling for income/education, age, gender, employment, marital status, religion, rural/urban
35%
m After controlling for income/education, age, gender, employment, marital status, religion, rural/urban,
30% region

25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

0%

-5%

-10%
Bottom 50% income Bottom 50% education

Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the relative bias of low-income and lower-educated voters towards the Thai Rak
Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controls in 2011.
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Figure AA1 - Election results in Thailand, 1957-2019
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Source: authors' computations using official election results.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by selected groups of Thai political parties in general
elections between 1957 and 2019.



Figure AA2 - The composition of the electorate by education
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of education levels of the Thai adult population and its evolution over

time.




Figure AA3 - The composition of the electorate by religion
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of religious affiliations in the Thai adult population and its evolution

over time.



Figure AA4 - The composition of the electorate by region, 2011
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of the electorate living in different regions of Thailand in 2011.



Gini coefficient of spatial inequality

Figure AAS - Thai regional inequality in comparative perspective
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Source: authors’ computations combining national and regional accounts statistics from the National
Economic and Social Development Board (Thailand), the Brazilian Institute for Geography and Statistics
(Brazil), the Bureau of Economic Analysis (United States), the Central Statistics Office (India) and the World
Inequality Database (Europe). Spatial units refers to Thai provinces, Brazilian states, US States, Indian
States, and European countries (38 countries).

Note: the figure shows the Gini coefficient of regional inequality.
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Figure AAG6 - Regional inequality in Thailand, 1961-2016
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Source: authors' computations using regional accounts statistics.
Note: the figure plots the average gross provincial product per capita of Thai regions relative to the overall
Thai GDP per capita between 1961 and 2017.
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Figure AA7 - Regional composition of income deciles, 2011
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of income groups by region in 2011.



Figure AA8 - Rural-urban composition of income deciles, 2001
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of income groups by location in 2001.



Figure AA9 - Rural-urban composition of income deciles, 2011
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of income groups by location in 2011.



Figure AA10 - Educational composition of income deciles, 2001
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of income groups by education level of the Thai population in 2001.



Figure AA1l - Educational composition of income deciles, 2011
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the distribution of income groups by education level of the Thai population in 2011.



Figure AB1 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by education level
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by education level.




Figure AB2 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by education group
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by education group.
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Figure AB3 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by income quintile
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
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Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin

parties by income quintile.
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Figure AB4 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by income group
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by income group.
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Figure AB5 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by wealth quintile
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
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Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin

parties by wealth quintile.
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Figure AB6 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by wealth group
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by wealth group.
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Figure AB7 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by location
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by location.




Figure AB8 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by region, 2011
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by region.



Figure AB9 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by age group
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by age group.
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Figure AB10 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by gender
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by gender.




Figure AB11 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by religion
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin
parties by religious affiliation. 2011 is excluded due to too low sample sizes.
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Figure AB12 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin by employment

status
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the share of votes received by Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin

parties by employment status.
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Figure AC1 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among top-income
and highest-educated voters
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of top 10% educated voters and the share of
bottom 90% educated voters voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, and the
same difference between top 10% earners and bottom 90% earners.

2011



Figure AC2 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among top-income
and highest-educated voters, after controls
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.
Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of top 10% educated voters and the share of

bottom 90% educated voters voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, and the
same difference between top 10% earners and bottom 90% earners, after controls.




Figure AC3 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among
highest-educated voters
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of top 10% educated voters and the share of other
voters voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controlling for
other variables.



Figure AC4 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among university
graduates
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of university graduates and the share of other
voters voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controlling for
other variables.

2011



Figure AC5 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among bottom 50%
earners
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of bottom 50% earners and the share of other
voters voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controlling for
other variables.



Figure ACG6 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among top 10%
earners
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of top 10% earners and the share of other voters
voting for Thai Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controlling for other
variables.



Figure AC7 - Vote for TRT / PT / Other pro-Thaksin among women
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Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the figure shows the difference between the share of women and the share of men voting for Thai
Rak Thai / Pheu Thai / Other pro-Thaksin parties, before and after controlling for other variables.



Table AA1 - Survey data sources

Year Survey Source  Sample size
2001 Asian Barometers AB 1546
2006  Asian Barometers AB 1546
2007 Asian Barometers AB 1512
2011  Asian Barometers AB 1200

Source: authors' elaboration.

Note: the table shows the surveys used in the chapter, the source from which
these surveys can be obtained, and the sample size of each survey. AB: Asian
Barometers.




Table AA2 - Complete descriptive statistics

2001 2006 2007 2011
Education: Primary 83% 71% 75% 71%
Education: Secondary 9% 19% 18% 16%
Education: Tertiary 9% 9% 7% 13%
Age: 20-40 53% 45% 30% 33%
Age: 40-60 33% 41% 52% 52%
Age: 60+ 14% 14% 18% 14%
Gender: Man 49% 48% 48% 48%
Employment status: Employed 85% 85% 75% 89%
Employment status: Unemployed 0% 4% 6% 1%
Employment status: Inactive 15% 12% 19% 10%
Marital status: Married / Partner 72% 71% 80% 73%
Religion: Buddhist 94% 93% 96% 99%
Religion: Muslim / Other 6% 7% 4% 1%
Location: Rural areas 74% 80% 87% 80%
Region: Bangkok 8%
Region: Central 25%
Region: North 20%
Region: Northeast 34%
Region: South 13%

Source: authors' computations using Thai political attitudes surveys.

Note: the table shows descriptive statistics by year for selected available variables.




Table AA3 - Spatial inequality in Thailand

Gini of spatial inequality
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