ONLINE APPENDIX FOR
“Individualism and climate change policies: International evidence”
1. List of countries
Albania, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Korea, Kuwait, Latvia, Lebanon, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Slovak Republic, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, Tanzania, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United States, Uruguay, Venezuela, and Zambia. 
2. Variables’ description and data sources
Variables used in cross-country regressions
CC: an index of climate change cooperation across countries. Source: Bernauer and Böhmelt (2013).
Individualism: a measure of individualistic cultures. Source: Hofstede (2001).
Bdist_UK: blood distance to the UK. Source: Gorodnichenko and Roland (2017).
pathogen: an index of the historical prevalence of infectious diseases. Source: Gorodnichenko and Roland (2017).
Latitude: This index measures a country’s absolute latitude (in 100s). Source: Portland Physical Geography dataset.
Distance to coast: This index measures the mean distance to the closest coastline (in kilometers). Source: Portland Physical Geography dataset.
Landlocked: equals one if being surrounded by land and zero otherwise. Source: CIA World Fact Book. 
Mean elevation: This index measures a country’s mean elevation above the sea level (in kilometres). Source: Portland Physical Geography dataset.
Precipitation: The average monthly precipitation from 1961 to 1990 (in degrees centimeters). Source: Ashraf and Galor (2013).
Common law: a dummy, taking a value of one if a country’s legal heritage is common law and zero otherwise. Source: Klerman et al. (2011). 
Mixed law: a dummy, taking a value of one if a country’s legal systems combine some characteristics of common law with those of civil law, and zero otherwise. Source: Klerman et al. (2011).
Ethnolinguistic fractionalization: an index reflecting a country’s ethnolinguistic diversity. Source: La Porta et al. (1999).
Social trust: the fraction of people who agree: “most people can be trusted” in the World Values Survey. Source: the World Values Survey (http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/wvs.jsp).
CO2 emissions per capita: an index of CO2 emissions per capita in metric tons, averaged from 1990 to 2010. Source: the World Bank’s World Development Indicators.
Trade openness: the sum of exports and imports as a fraction of GDP, averaged from 1990 to 2010. Source: the World Bank’s World Development Indicators.
Fuel exports: fuel exports as a proportion of merchandise exports, averaged from 1990 to 2010. Source: the World Bank’s World Development Indicators.
Climate vulnerability: an index capturing global climate risk. Source: Germanwatch (https://www.germanwatch.org/en/cri).
ESI: an index of environmental sustainability. Source: Esty et al. (2005).
EPI: an index of environmental performance. Source: Yale Center for Environmental Law and Policy (https://epi.envirocenter.yale.edu).
GDP per capita: GDP per capita in constant 2010 USD prices, averaged from 1990 to 2010. Source: the World Bank’s World Development Indicators.
Governance: an averaged index of the six Worldwide Governance Indicators from 2000 to 2010. Source: the World Bank’s World Governance Indicators.
Female political representation: the fraction of seats held by women in national parliaments, averaged from 1990 to 2010. Source: the World Bank’s World Development Indicators.
Settler’s mortality: the log of settler’s mortality. Source: Acemoglu et al. (2001).
Ultraviolet radiation: an index capturing the intensity of ultraviolet radiation, calculated based on data from NASA. Source: Andersen et al. (2016).
Women’s suffrage: the length of time elapsed since women’s suffrage was granted. Source: the UN Women’s data.
Neolithic transition: The length of time elapsed since the agricultural transition. Source: Putterman (2006). 
Variables used in individual-level regressions
Environment: a binary variable reflecting people’s attitudes toward pro-environmental policies. It takes a value of one if survey participants agree that environmental protection is a priority, and zero if their choice is economic growth. Source: WVS’s question B008. 
Individualism: the first principal component of six values of individualistic cultures. This is discussed in details in the main text. 
Female: a dummy variable taking the value of one if respondents’ gender is female and zero otherwise. Source: WVS’s question X001.
Married: a dummy variable taking a value of one if survey participants are married, and zero otherwise. Source: WVS’s question X008.
No children: a dummy variable taking a value of one if survey participants do not have any children, and zero otherwise. Source: WVS’s question X011.  
Age: respondents’ age. Source: WVS’s question X003. 
Income: respondents’ income. Source: WVS’s question X047.
Education (upper): a dummy variable taking the value of one if respondents’ education is upper level and zero otherwise. Source: WVS’s question X025R.  
Education (middle): a dummy variable taking the value of one if respondents’ education is middle level and zero otherwise. Source: WVS’s question X025R.
Social trust: a dummy variable taking the value of one if respondents report that “most people can be trusted” and zero otherwise. Source: WVS’s question A165. 


Summary statistics
Table A1. Summary statistics of variables used in cross-country regressions
	
	Observation
	Mean
	Std. deviation
	Min
	Max

	Measures of individualism

	Individualism 
	97
	39.66
	21.99
	6
	91

	Embeddedness
	60
	-3.72
	0.38
	-4.54
	-3.04

	Affective autonomy
	60
	3.52
	0.49
	2.39
	4.39

	Intellectual autonomy
	60
	4.39
	0.37
	3.66
	5.32

	Tang & Koveos’s (2008) index
	46  
	51.15
	29.14
	10
	105

	In-group favoritism 
	80
	0.06
	0.84
	-1.53
	2.32

	Cultural tightness index
	50
	53.44
	27.73
	0
	119.80

	Dependent variables

	CC
	92
	67.36
	1.61
	62.95
	73.16

	ESI
	95
	50.83
	8.91
	32.70
	75.10

	EPI
	96
	61.44
	12.76
	29.56
	87.42

	Instrumental variables

	Bdist_UK
	97
	1.54
	0.81
	1.62e-07
	3.34

	pathogen
	97
	-0.004
	0.65
	-1.31
	1.16

	Control variables

	Latitude 
	91
	0.24
	0.27
	-0.42
	0.67

	Distance to coast
	90
	232.89
	329.65
	7.95
	2385.58

	Landlocked 
	86
	0.12
	0.32
	0
	1

	Mean elevation
	90
	0.58
	0.46
	0.02
	2.57

	Precipitation 
	91
	9.14
	5.84
	0.29
	24.17

	Common law
	91
	0.24
	0.43
	0
	1

	Mixed law
	91
	0.08
	0.27
	0
	1

	Ethnolinguistic fractionalization
	73
	0.27
	0.28
	0
	0.89

	Social trust
	79  
	55.28
	29.85
	7.90
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	CO2 emissions per capita
	95
	5.72
	5.90
	0.06
	27.97

	Trade openness 
	93
	74.14
	36.25
	21.99
	247.79

	Fuel exports
	94
	16.77
	26.97
	0.002
	96.99

	Climate vulnerability
	94
	83.00
	37.49
	13
	171.67

	GDP per capita (log)
	94
	8.78
	1.51
	5.39
	11.39

	Governance 
	85
	0.27
	0.87
	-1.21
	1.89

	Female political representation
	95
	16.32
	9.55
	0
	44.46

	Settler’s mortality (log)
	43
	4.19
	1.25
	0.94
	7.60

	Ultraviolet radiation
	83
	172.11
	82.53
	42.66
	328.531

	Women’s suffrage
	95
	77.51
	23.29
	0
	127

	Neolithic transition
	89
	5.07
	2.56
	0.4
	10.5



Table A2. Summary statistics of variables used in individual-level regressions
	
	Observation
	Mean
	Std. deviation
	Min
	Max

	Individualism 
	272,980
	-1.36e-09
	1.17
	-2.31
	2.91

	Environment 
	256,980
	0.54
	0.49
	0
	1

	Age
	344,279
	40.72
	16.13
	13
	102

	Age squared
	344,279
	1918.43
	1487.05
	169
	10404

	Married 
	348,532
	0.57
	0.49
	0
	1

	No children
	333,920
	0.29
	0.45
	0
	1

	Income
	314,846
	4.62
	2.34
	1
	10

	Education (upper)
	299,295
	0.24
	0.43
	0
	1

	Education (middle)
	299,295
	0.45
	0.49
	0
	1

	Social trust
	332,322
	0.26
	0.44
	0
	1
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Table A3. Individualism and climate change policies, additional control variables
	
	Baseline
	
	Adding control variables

	
	(1)
	
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	Panel A. Second-stage estimates. Dependent variable is CC

	IDV 
	0.033***
	
	0.045***
	0.031***
	0.022**
	0.026***
	0.022*

	
	[0.007]
	
	[0.012]
	[0.007]
	[0.008]
	[0.010]
	[0.013]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panel B. First-stage estimates. Dependent variable is IDV

	Bdist_UK
	-8.638***
	
	-7.757***
	-9.899***
	-9.977***
	-8.769***
	-9.877***

	
	[2.541]
	
	[2.567]
	[2.547]
	[2.747]
	[2.657]
	[2.733]

	pathogen
	-17.720***
	
	-16.203***
	-19.361***
	-22.327
	-16.618
	-13.434***

	
	[2.401]
	
	[3.213]
	[2.628]
	[3.084]
	[3.348]
	[4.033]

	Latitude
	
	
	✔
	
	
	
	✔

	Distance to coast
	
	
	✔
	
	
	
	✔

	Landlocked 
	
	
	✔
	
	
	
	✔

	Mean elevation
	
	
	✔
	
	
	
	✔

	Precipitation 
	
	
	✔
	
	
	
	✔

	Common law
	
	
	
	✔
	
	
	✔

	Mixed law
	
	
	
	✔
	
	
	✔

	Ethnolinguistic fractionalization
	
	
	
	
	✔
	
	✔

	Social trust
	
	
	
	
	
	✔
	✔

	First-stage F-statistics
	66.26
	
	27.25
	86.26
	64.96
	30.86
	27.62

	Over-id [p-value]
	0.370
	
	0.824
	0.522
	0.733
	0.141
	0.504

	Observations
	92
	
	82
	88
	72
	78
	66

	First-stage R-squared
	0.539
	
	0.660
	0.601
	0.615
	0.566
	0.777


Notes: ✔ denotes the inclusion of control variables. Robust standard errors in squared brackets. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.
Table A4. Robustness to controlling for other effects
	
	Baseline
	
	Controlling for other effects

	
	(1)
	
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)

	Panel A. Second-stage estimates. Dependent variable is CC

	IDV
	0.045***
	
	0.067**
	0.045***
	0.039***
	0.042***
	0.062**

	
	[0.012]
	
	[0.026]
	[0.012]
	[0.012]
	[0.012]
	[0.026]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panel B. First-stage estimates. Dependent variable is CC

	Bdist_UK
	-7.757***
	
	-6.629**
	-7.349***
	-7.538***
	-7.813***
	-5.995**

	
	[2.567]
	
	[2.577]
	[2.648]
	[2.613]
	[2.586]
	[2.709]

	pathogen
	-16.203***
	
	-9.332**
	-17.159***
	-16.305***
	-15.971***
	-9.529**

	
	[3.213]
	
	[3.727]
	[3.353]
	[3.294]
	[3.295]
	[3.899]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Controls
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CO2 emission per capita
	
	
	✔
	
	
	
	✔

	Trade openness
	
	
	
	✔
	
	
	✔

	Fuel exports
	
	
	
	
	✔
	
	✔

	Climate vulnerability
	
	
	
	
	
	✔
	✔

	Geographic controls
	✔
	
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔

	First-stage F-statistics
	27.25
	
	9.27
	29.72
	25.28
	26.11
	8.99

	Over-id [p-value]
	0.824
	
	0.786
	0.871
	0.715
	0.998
	0.638

	Observations
	82
	
	82
	81
	81
	80
	78

	First-stage R-squared
	0.660
	
	0.714
	0.666
	0.664
	0.662
	0.728


Notes: Robust standard errors in squared brackets. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

Table A5. Using alternative measures of individualism
	
	Baseline
	
	Embeddedness 
	
	Affective autonomy
	
	Intellectual autonomy
	
	Tang & Koveos’s (2008) index
	
	In-group favoritism
	
	Cultural tightness 
index

	
	(1)
	
	(2)
	
	(3)
	
	(4)
	
	(5)
	
	(6)
	
	(7)

	Panel A. Second-stage estimates. Dependent variable is the CC

	IDV 
	0.045***
	
	1.693***
	
	1.438***
	
	2.105***
	
	0.023*
	
	1.059***
	
	0.021**

	
	[0.012]
	
	[0.492]
	
	[0.472]
	
	[0.631]
	
	[0.013]
	
	[0.331]
	
	[0.010]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panel A. First-stage estimates. Dependent variable is the IDV

	Bdist_UK
	-7.757***
	
	-0.238***
	
	-0.228***
	
	-0.208***
	
	-6.835***
	
	-0.209**
	
	-16.363***

	
	[2.567]
	
	[0.042]
	
	[0.064]
	
	[0.039]
	
	[2.452]
	
	[0.089]
	
	[4.799]

	pathogen
	-16.203***
	
	-0.219***
	
	-0.349***
	
	-0.134**
	
	-21.024***
	
	-0.695***
	
	-22.901**

	
	[3.213]
	
	[0.072]
	
	[0.097]
	
	[0.059]
	
	[4.688]
	
	[0.169]
	
	[8.792]

	Geographic controls
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First-stage F-statistics
	27.25
	
	48.81
	
	18.69
	
	27.41
	
	21.24
	
	15.95
	
	16.73

	Over-id [p-value]
	0.824
	
	0.549
	
	0.951
	
	0.384
	
	0.610
	
	0.355
	
	0.747

	Observations
	82
	
	59
	
	59
	
	59
	
	45
	
	73
	
	48

	First-stage R-squared
	0.660
	
	0.672
	
	0.585
	
	0.629
	
	0.759
	
	0.400
	
	0.529


Notes: From columns (1) to (7), I use different measures of individualism. In particular, data for embeddedness, affective autonomy and intellectual autonomy are collected from Schwartz (1994, 2004). I also use an index of individualism developed by Tang and Koveos (2008). Following Van de Vliert (2011), I utilize an indicator of in-group favoritism to capture cross-country differences in culture values. Finally, I use a measure of cultural tightness across the world constructed by Uz (2015). For ease of interpretation, I re-transform embeddedness and in-group favoritism by multiplying them by minus one so that higher values correspond to more individualistic cultures. See also the online appendix for variables’ description and data sources. Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. See also notes to Tables 1 and 2.


Table A6. Robustness to using alternative dependent variables
	
	Environmental sustainability index
	
	Environmental performance index

	
	(1)
	(2)
	
	(3)
	(4)

	Panel A. Second-stage estimates.
Dependent variables are alternative measures of environmental stringency

	IDV
	0.292***
	0.384***
	
	0.615***
	0.643***

	
	[0.052]
	[0.074]
	
	[0.075]
	[0.110]

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panel B. First-stage estimates. Dependent variable is the IDV

	Bdist_UK
	-8.517***
	-7.524***
	
	-8.596***
	-7.523***

	
	[2.469]
	[2.503]
	
	[2.468]
	[2.502]

	pathogen
	-17.813***
	-16.342***
	
	-17.540***
	-16.238***

	
	[2.418]
	[3.211]
	
	[2.403]
	[3.229]

	Geographic controls
	
	✔
	
	
	✔

	First-stage F-statistics
	65.65
	28.79
	
	66.82
	28.15

	Over-id [p-value]
	0.407
	0.962
	
	0.329
	0.057

	Observations
	95
	85
	
	96
	84

	First-stage R-squared
	0.539
	0.660
	
	0.539
	0.660


Notes: Alternative dependent variables are two measures of overall environmental performance. Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. See also notes to Tables 1 and 2.




Table A7. Robustness to sample selection
	Excluded continents
	Europe
	
	America
	
	Asia
	
	Africa
	
	Oceania

	
	(1)
	
	(2)
	
	(3)
	
	(4)
	
	(5)

	Panel A. Second-stage estimates. Dependent variable is CC

	Individualism
	0.051***
	
	0.037***
	
	0.032***
	
	0.040**
	
	0.058***

	
	[0.019]
	
	[0.009]
	
	[0.012]
	
	[0.016]
	
	[0.016]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panel A. First-stage estimates. Dependent variable is IDV

	Bdist_UK
	-6.718**
	
	-9.744***
	
	-10.349***
	
	-7.708***
	
	-7.181***

	
	[2.984]
	
	[3.314]
	
	[2.955]
	
	[2.689]
	
	[2.519]

	pathogen
	-15.378***
	
	-17.268***
	
	-18.564***
	
	-15.591***
	
	-13.252***

	
	[4.469]
	
	[3.426]
	
	[3.500]
	
	[4.631]
	
	[3.270]

	Geographic controls
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔
	
	✔

	First-stage F-statistics
	10.90
	
	32.05
	
	51.43
	
	12.33
	
	19.83

	Over-id [p-value]
	0.858
	
	0.758
	
	0.891
	
	0.375
	
	0.934

	Observations
	53
	
	64
	
	64
	
	66
	
	80

	First-stage R-squared
	0.564
	
	0.670
	
	0.734
	
	0.654
	
	0.6683


Notes: I exclude countries located in the same continent from columns (1) to (5). Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.



Table A8. Robustness to spatial dependence
	
	20 degrees
	
	50 degrees

	
	(1)
	(2)
	
	(3)
	(4)

	Dependent variable is CC

	Individualism
	0.033***
	0.045***
	
	0.033***
	0.045***

	
	[0.007]
	[0.012]
	
	[0.007]
	[0.012]

	
	{0.002}
	{0.002}
	
	{0.001}
	{0.002}

	Geographic controls
	
	✔
	
	
	✔

	Observations
	64
	64
	
	66
	80


Notes: I report Conley’s (1999) standard errors that correct for spatial dependence. I estimate these standard errors by calculating the weighted covariance matrices, using the inverse of the distance between two countries. These weights equal zero after a specified threshold. Following Ashraf and Galor (2013), I set up a threshold of twenty and fifty coordinate degrees. The results suggest that the findings are robust to the choice of different thresholds. The baseline estimates are also reproduced for ease of comparison. Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

Table A9. Robustness to removing outliers
	
	Baseline 
	
	Removing outliers in second-stage regressions
	
	Removing outliers in both first- and second-stage regressions

	
	(1)
	
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)

	Panel A. Second-stage estimates. Dependent variable is CC

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Individualism
	0.045***
	
	0.046***
	0.045***
	0.045***
	
	0.057***
	0.045***
	0.045***

	
	[0.012]
	
	[0.011]
	[0.012]
	[0.010]
	
	[0.013]
	[0.013]
	[0.007]

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panel B. First-stage estimates. Dependent variable is IDV

	Bdist_UK
	-7.757***
	
	-7.706***
	-7.426***
	-7.338***
	
	-8.586***
	-7.698***
	-7.979***

	
	[2.567]
	
	[2.634]
	[2.579]
	[2.641]
	
	[2.301]
	[2.072]
	[2.068]

	pathogen
	-16.203***
	
	-16.870***
	-16.419***
	-16.375***
	
	-12.964***
	-15.488***
	-15.699***

	
	[3.213]
	
	[3.328]
	[3.226]
	[3.212]
	
	[2.895]
	[3.092]
	[2.854]

	Geographic controls
	✔
	
	✔
	✔
	✔
	
	✔
	✔
	✔

	First-stage F-statistics
	27.25
	
	28.15
	27.04
	25.92
	
	38.63
	34.01
	44.97

	Over-id [p-value]
	0.824
	
	0.862
	0.992
	0.861
	
	0.571
	0.805
	0.861

	Observations
	82
	
	79
	78
	80
	
	75
	72
	80

	First-stage R-squared
	0.660
	
	0.670
	0.676
	0.680
	
	0.712
	0.745
	0.717


Notes: The baseline estimates are replicated mainly for purposes of comparison. From columns (2) to (4), I exclude outliers in first-stage regressions. Further, outliers in both first- and second-stage regressions are removed in the remaining columns of Table A5. In particular, empirical exercise is performed using three different methods. First, I calculate the Cook’s distance and remove those observations with a value greater than a conventional threshold (four divided by the number of observations) (columns 2 and 5). Second, I estimate standardized residuals and exclude countries with a value greater than 1.96 (columns 3 and 6). Finally, I conduct robust regression weights, following by Li (1985). These weights are used to re-estimate the baseline regressions (columns 4 and 7). Robust standard errors in parentheses. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. 

 

Appendix References
Acemoglu, D., Johnson, S., & Robinson, J. A. (2001). The colonial origins of comparative development: An empirical investigation. American Economic Review, 91(5), 1369-1401.
Andersen, T. B., Dalgaard, C.-J., & Selaya, P. (2016). Climate and the Emergence of Global Income Differences. Review of Economic Studies, 83(4), 1334-1363.
Ashraf, Q., & Galor, O. (2013). The 'Out of Africa' Hypothesis, Human Genetic Diversity, and Comparative Economic Development. American Economic Review, 103(1), 1-46.
Bernauer, T., & Böhmelt, T. (2013). National climate policies in international comparison: The Climate Change Cooperation Index. Environmental Science & Policy, 25, 196-206.
Conley, T. G. (1999). GMM estimation with cross sectional dependence. Journal of Econometrics, 92(1), 1-45.
Esty, D. C., Levy, M., Srebotnjak, T., & Sherbinin, A. d. (2005). 2005 Environmental Sustainability Index: Benchmarking National Environmental Stewardship. New Haven: Yale Center for Environmental Law & Policy.
Gorodnichenko, Y., & Roland, G. (2017). Culture, Institutions, and the Wealth of Nations. Review of Economics and Statistics, 99(3), 402-416.
Hofstede, G. (2001). Culture’s Consequences: Comparing Values, Behaviors, and Organizations across Nations. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
Klerman, D. M., Spamann, H., Weinstein, M. I., & Mahoney, P. G. (2011). Legal Origin or Colonial History? Journal of Legal Analysis, 3(2), 379-409.
La Porta, R., Lopez-de-Silanes, F., Shleifer, A., & Vishny, R. (1999). The Quality of Government. Journal of Law, Economics and Organization, 15(1), 222-279.
Li, G. (1985). Robust Regression. In D. C. Hoaglin, F. Moseteller, & J. W. Tukey (Eds.), Exploring Data Tables, Trends, and Shapes (pp. 281-343). New York: Wiley.
Putterman, L. (2006). Agricultural Transition Year-Country Dataset. Retrieved from https://www.brown.edu/Departments/Economics/Faculty/Louis_Putterman/
Schwartz, S. H. (1994). Beyond individualism/collectivism: New cultural dimensions of values. In U. Kim, H. C. Triandis, Ç. Kâğitçibaşi, S.-C. Choi, & G. Yoon (Eds.), Individualism and collectivism: Theory, method, and applications. (pp. 85-119). Thousand Oaks, CA, US: Sage Publications, Inc.
Schwartz, S. H. (2004). Mapping and interpreting cultural differences around the world. International Studies in Sociology and Social Anthropology, 93, 43-73.
Tang, L., & Koveos, P. E. (2008). A framework to update Hofstede's cultural value indices: economic dynamics and institutional stability. Journal of International Business Studies, 39(6), 1045-1063.
Uz, I. (2015). The Index of Cultural Tightness and Looseness Among 68 Countries. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 46(3), 319-335.
Van de Vliert, E. (2011). Climato-Economic Origins of Variation in Ingroup Favoritism. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 42(3), 494-515.

