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FIGURE 1. AVERAGE LEVELS OF DEMOCRACY, 174 COUNTRIES, 1972–2016 
 

 
Note: The figure depicts the V-Dem indices on liberal and electoral democracy ranging from 0 (not 
democratic) to 1 (fully democratic). V-Dem Data Set Version 7.0.   
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FIGURE 2. V-DEM LIBERAL DEMOCRACY INDEX, 2006 AND 2016 
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Note: The figure depicts V-Dem’s Liberal Democracy Index (LDI) ranging from 0 (not democratic) to 1 (fully 
democratic). V-Dem Data Set Version 7.0. Advancers are countries that improved their LDI score from 2006 
to 2016 at a significant level (without overlapping confidence intervals) whereas the LDI score for 
backsliders declined. 
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FIGURE 3. V-DEM ELECTORAL DEMOCRACY INDEX, 2006 AND 2016 
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Note: The figure depicts V-Dem’s Electoral Democracy Index (EDI) ranging from 0 (not democratic) to 1 
(fully democratic). V-Dem Data Set Version 7.0. Advancers are countries that improved their EDI score from 
2006 to 2016 at a significant level (without overlapping confidence intervals) whereas the EDI score for 
backsliders declined. 
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FIGURE 4. BACKSLIDING AND ADVANCING COUNTRIES, 2006 TO 2016 
 

 
Note: The figure depicts V-Dem’s Liberal Democracy Index (LDI) ranging from 0 (not democratic) to 1 
(fully democratic). V-Dem Data Set Version 7.0.   
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FIGURE 5. VARIABLES REGISTERING POSITIVE/NEGATIVE CHANGES IN THE MOST 
COUNTRIES, 2006–2016 

 

 

Note: To facilitate interpretation, we have marked the variables by the areas covered by components of V-
Dem’s indices on electoral and liberal democracy. The 45-degree diagonal line indicates where indicators 
would fall if significant changes are recorded in equally many positive and negative cases. For indicators 
that fall below the line, there are more countries recording negative changes than positive. Significant 
changes are changes without overlapping confidence intervals.  
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TABLE 1. REGIME CLASSIFICATION  
 

 

Note: Taken from Anna Lührmann, Marcus Tannenberg, and Staffan I. Lindberg, “Regimes In the World 
(RIW): A Robust Regime Type Measure based on V-Dem,” V-Dem Working Paper No. 47, V-Dem Institute, 
2017. www.v-dem.net/media/filer_public/8b/c9/8bc9f1c8-0df2-4ea4-b46d-81539c791aad/v-
dem_working_paper_2017_47.pdf, p.7). Electoral democracy is defined by holding elections above the 
level of including at least one real opposition party and being marred by significant irregularities as 
indicated by a score above 2 on the V-Dem indicators for multi-party (v2elmulpar_osp) and free and fair 
(v2elfrefair_osp) elections. In addition, a high level of other institutional guarantees must be satisfied as 
captured by a score above 0.5 on the V-Dem Electoral Democracy index (v2x_polyarchy). Liberal 
democracy is defined by these same criteria but must also satisfy the liberal principles of respect for 
personal liberties, rule of law, and judicial as well as legislative constraints on the executive, as indicated 
by a score above 0.8 on the V-Dem Liberal Component index (v2x_liberal). Electoral autocracies fail to 
meet one or more of the above-mentioned criteria of electoral democracies, but subject the chief executive 
to de-facto multiparty elections as indicated by a score above 1 on the V-Dem multiparty elections indictor. 
Closed autocracies do not satisfy the latter criterion. 
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TABLE 2. REGIME CATEGORIES FOR 2006 AND 2016 

 

Note: Countries are sorted by regime type in 2016, and after that in alphabetical order. Countries are 
classified based on the Regimes In the World measure. (RIW; see Appendix Table 1 and Anna Lührmann, 
Marcus Tannenberg, and Staffan I. Lindberg, “Regimes In the World (RIW): A Robust Regime Type 
Measure based on V-Dem,” V-Dem Working Paper No. 47, V-Dem Institute, 2017. www.v-
dem.net/media/filer_public/8b/c9/8bc9f1c8-0df2-4ea4-b46d-81539c791aad/v-
dem_working_paper_2017_47.pdf.) LD = Liberal Democracy; ED = Electoral Democracy; EA = 
Electoral Autocracy; CA = Closed Autocracy. The RIW measure includes uncertainty estimates to identify 
countries in the grey zone between regime types and to reflect disagreement among V-Dem expert coders. 
“-” indicates that our best guess is that the country belongs to the indicated regime category, but that some 
evidence suggests it could also belong to the next lower category. “+” indicates that our best guess is that 
the country belongs to the indicated regime category, but that some evidence suggests it could also belong 
to the next higher category.  
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TABLE 3. TOP 3 CHANGING INDICATORS, 2006 TO 2016 
 

 
Note: This table depicts how many countries registered significant declines (democratic backsliding) or 
improvements (democratic advances) on the indicators that form V-Dem’s Electoral Democracy Index. 
Only the indicators with the most improvements or declines (top 3) per regime category are reported. 
Significant changes are those without overlapping confidence intervals. Countries are classified based on 
the Regimes In the World measure (RIW; see Appendix Table 1 and 2).  
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