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“History doesn’t repeat itself, but it often rhymes,” said humorist and social
critic Mark Twain. Simply put, history often follows recurring cycles, enabling us to
identify patterns that will likely repeat. Such supposed steadiness should bode well for
prediction. Nevertheless, regarding structural election forecasts, most projections rely
on short-term political fundamentals measuring macroeconomic performance or
government or leader popularity. In this contribution, we take a structural approach
but eschew any macroeconomic or popularity measure and instead rely on historical
and structural patterns to predict the 2025 German Federal Election. Using seemingly
unrelated regression, our model predicts the vote share of Germany’s two largest blocs
—the Union and the SPD—and All Others combined across 19 elections between 1953
and 2021 with solid accuracy (correctly predicting the winning bloc three out of four
times), creating circumstances to assume that political history may be a helpful guide
as to how the 2025 contest may pan out. Our ex ante central projection for the 2025
German federal election foresees a clifthanger race, with point estimates suggesting
that the Union and the SPD will win 26% of the vote each and All Others 48%,
departing from the dominant narrative of the opinion polls of a clear CDU/CSU
plurality vote victory and substantial losses for the SPD. The political history model
suggests that the formation of another grand coalition is possible.

INTRODUCTION fourth time in its 75-year-old postwar history, Germany would
see early elections, with voters going to the polls on February

23, 2025, seven months ahead of schedule.” The pressing ques-

hen German Chancellor Olaf Scholz
(SPD) addressed the public on the eve-

d0i:10.1017/51049096525000204

ning of November 6, 2024, it quickly
became apparent that Germany’s self-
proclaimed “coalition of progress” com-
prising the novel constellation of the SPD, the FDP, and Greens
(trafficlight coalition), had come to a premature end.” Only for the

tion is what lies ahead for German politics with the significant
demise of the traffic light coalition. Which actors will likely lead
the next German government and capture the Chancellorship?

To shed light on questions like these, forecasting models
for German elections have been around for more than two
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decades (for an overview, see Stegmaier 2022). Although their
accuracy has varied from election to election, these models
have proven to be valuable tools in predicting the likely out-
comes of German electoral contests even several months
before election day (see, for example, Graefe 2017; Jérome,
Jéréme-Speziari, and Lewis-Beck 2013, 2017; Munzert et al.
2017; Norpoth and Gschwend 2003). Nevertheless, notwith-
standing their historical track record and overall predictive
value, the most recent German federal election in 2021 chal-
lenged new and more established forecasting models. Irre-
spective of the forecast’s conceptual foundations (e.g., polls,
expectations, fundamentals) or statistical sophistication, most
forecasting endeavors with appropriate lead time failed to
correctly foresee an Olaf Scholz Chancellorship or a traffic
light coalition led by the SPD. Instead, every model predicted
the Union of CDU/CSU as the likely winner of the election
and Armin Laschet as the next Chancellor (see Graefe 2022, 70;
Jérdome and Graefe 2022).

Was the 2021 German Federal election merely a historical
anomaly, or have elections in Germany morphed into an
unpredictable mystery, meaning the election prognosis
endeavor is a fool's paradise? Traditionally, Germany has
been considered a beacon of political stability, a dynamic
boding well for ex ante prognoses. With the benefit of
retrospection, the 2021 contest was distinguished by several
exceptional dynamics. The popular Angela Merkel was the
first German Chancellor to not seek reelection, despite
being eligible to contest. After several campaign missteps,
Armin Laschet, the Union’s Chancellor candidate, was con-
siderably unpopular (Dentler, Blinzler, and Quinlan, 2024).
Additionally, this election was held amid the COVID-19
pandemic, with the government’s management of the situ-
ation under intense scrutiny, amid perceived public disquiet
over lockdown mandates and vaccine rollout delays. The
results of the election told a novel story. For the first time in
the history of the Federal Republic, the two dominant
players—the Union (CDU/CSU) and the SPD—together
received less than half of the national popular vote
(49.8%), thus putting their long-term designation as Ger-
many’s “grand coalition” into question. Although the SPD
saw a surprising increase in its vote share relative to the
preceding election (+5.2 points), the Union registered its
worst-ever election result (24.1%). Moreover, the Greens, a
party that first entered the German Bundestag in 1983,
reached an all-time high of 14.8%. In retrospect, it seems
fair to assume that 2021 may have marked a tough case to
forecast in advance. Arguably, there is no need for academic
forecasters seeking to prognosticate about German Federal
elections to throw the baby out with the bathwater at this
stage. At the same time, the continuing evolution of Ger-
many’s political landscape—most prominently the consoli-
dation of the far-right Alternative for Germany (AfD;
Arzheimer 2023) and the supposed cracks against working
with this bloc, along with the recent foundation of the BSW
(Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht) as new electoral players
(Thomeczek, 2024)—render it likely that Germany, once
the bastion of a stable electoral environment, is in such a
space no longer, with heightened electoral polarization the
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current order of the day. For forecasters, this likely means
future elections will remain challenging to predict, espe-
cially for endeavors relying on long-term factors and funda-
mentals rather than public opinion (i.e., polls).

With this contribution, we throw our hats in the ring for
Wahl ’25 and provide a structural election forecast based on
an updated version of the political history (PH) model, which
we first applied to Germany for the 2021 federal election.
(Quinlan, Schnaudt, and Lewis-Beck 2022). As its name sug-
gests, this model exclusively builds on the predictive potency
of a country’s historical and structural dynamics, implying that
electoral outcomes are shaped mainly by influential and per-
sistent political constellations and events throughout a coun-
try’s historical development. For Germany, we identify
political parties’ electoral strength in the past, phases of grand
coalition governance, party dominance in the German Ldnder,
and two “shocks” to the political system—namely, German
reunification and the 2015 “refugee crisis,” as such potent
political constellations and events.

The 2025 contests’ peculiarities contribute to the reason-
able view that the German political landscape is experiencing
continuous evolution and change, thus raising concerns
about the applicability of a PH model. We recognize that
the model fell significantly short in calling the last federal
election in 2021. However, the 2021 contest illustrated pre-
diction models may fall short irrespective of whether their
underlying intuition is motivated by short- or long-term
variables (cf. Gschwend et al. 2022; Jéréme, Jérdme-Speziari,
and Lewis-Beck 2022; Murr and Lewis-Beck 2022; Quinlan,
Schnaudt, and Lewis-Beck 2022). Moreover, the general
intuition behind the political history model has proven to
be a valuable addition to the structural election forecasting
toolbox in other contexts (see Quinlan and Lewis-Beck 2023,
2024; Lewis-Beck and Quinlan 2024). As this article demon-
strates, the German PH model provides sensible estimates of
how three blocs—the Union, the SPD, and All Others—fare
in German federal elections between 1953 and 2021, with out-
of-sample estimates correctly predicting the party winning
the most votes 74% of the time and the forecasts within 3—4
percentage points of each bloc’s performance on average,
giving cause for optimism. Nevertheless, even if the PH
prognosis for 2025 does fall short, we suggest that it provides
a comparative baseline that illustrates how German Federal
elections over the past three-quarters of a century have
usually panned out.

Employing the updated PH model for an ex-ante prediction
of the 2025 German federal election, the projection is for a
much closer contest than the polls at the time of writing
suggest, with point estimates suggesting that both the Union
and SPD will win 26% of the vote, and All Others 48%.3

MODEL

At its core, the political history model for the 2025 German
federal election mirrors the model used for predicting the
preceding 2021 election (see Quinlan, Schnaudt, and Lewis-
Beck 2022). However, “[f]orecasting models are never carved
in stone” (Gschwend et al. 2022, 89). We are not ignorant that
our model lacked accuracy in predicting the outcome of the




2021 election. Model tinkering has been explored in the
election forecasting literature (e.g., Campbell 2004; Lewis-
Beck and Tien 2008). Such adjustments can be reasonable,
but they must be prudent and theory-driven and avoid over-
stretching (Lewis-Beck and Tien 2008).

For 2025, we adapt the PH model by adding a variable that
captures the electoral influence of the 2015 “refugee crisis” as a
potent political shock to electoral politics in Germany.

Theory

The PH model for Germany seeks to predict bloc support for
three different political blocs—the Union, the SPD, and All
Others—based on five different variables that capture influ-
ential and persistent political constellations and events
throughout the country’s historical development. Thus, it
takes the following form:

Bloc support = f (Short-Term Partisanship
+Grand-Coalition Governance
+Bloc Number of Land Minister Presidents
+German Reunification
+“Refugee Crisis” +e).

The first variable, “short-term partisanship,” is based on the
presumption that current support for political blocs is best
understood as an extension of past support. Theoretically, this
notion captures the tendency of many voters to form long-
lasting bonds with specific parties or blocs (cf. Dalton 2016).
We operationalize partisanship as each political bloc’s vote
share at the preceding election.

Second, our model considers “grand-coalition
governance” phases between the Union of CDU/CSU and
the SPD as a political constellation with far-reaching impli-
cations. Theoretically, grand coalition governance implies
that both blocs must cut down on their electoral promises.
Consequently, phases of grand coalition governance between
the two dominant players in the German political arena
should come with more electoral costs for the Union and
the SPD and thus be followed by electoral gains for smaller
blocs at the next election. We operationalize grand coalition
governance with a dummy variable reflecting the presence or
absence of a grand coalition during the preceding legislative
period.#

Third, in a federal system such as Germany, the electoral
fortunes of different political blocs at the federal level should
be related to how powerful these blocs are at the level of the
German Lénder (Kayser and Leininger 2017). As the most
prominent and politically influential actors at the subnational
level, it can be expected that governance costs (or benefits) will
be primarily tangible for those blocs holding the post of Land
minister-president. To capture such power dynamics of multi-
level governance, our model includes a variable reflecting the
total number of each political bloc’s Land minister presidents
six months before the 2025 election.

Fourth, our model considers the long-term electoral reper-
cussions of German reunification. Theoretically, this unique
historical event can be understood as a “super shock” to the

German political system, comprising a supply-side, a demand-
side, a sociocultural, and an economic shock, with persistent
effects on German voting behavior (for details, see Quinlan,
Schnaudt, and Lewis-Beck 2022, 92). Our model captures this
super shock using a dummy variable reflecting elections before
and after 1990.

Fifth and last, our model incorporates the 2015 “refugee
crisis” as a more recent political event with potent and still
unfolding implications for electoral politics in Germany.
Ever since former chancellor Angela Merkel’s (CDU) famous
proclamation “We can do this” in August 2015, the “refugee
crisis” has been a recurring epitome of political contestation.
In essence, the “refugee crisis” has initiated nothing less
than a reconfiguration of the German party system, whose
electoral implications have crystallized more clearly over the
last decade. On the supply side, these implications pertain to
an increasing polarization between political parties on the
immigration issue, including the normalization of far-right
positions (cf. Valentim 2024) as well as the split-up of
existing parties (e.g., Die Linke) and the emergence of new
electoral competitors (e.g., BSW) for, among other things,
immigration-related reasons (cf. Thomeczek 2024, 537). On
the demand side, the implications include a stronger incli-
nation for immigration-based issue voting (cf. Schnaudt and
Stecker 2022). The refugee crisis thus constitutes another
critical juncture in Germany’s political history. Our model
captures this new period in Germany’s political history with
a dichotomous variable for elections held before and after
2015.

The PH model’s scope conditions

A model relying primarily on historical and structural dynamics
requires the presence of sufficient historical observations to
make reliable predictions.5 Thus, we decided to focus on blocs
rather than delve into prognoses of newer parties. We recognize
that the PH model cannot capture the full complexity of
Germany’s electoral landscape in 2025. At the same time, most
structural forecasting endeavors typically concentrate on one
actor—conventionally the outgoing government or a constitu-
ent part—as prognosis using the structural method for multiple
actors is relatively new and complex. A model based on fore-
casting the Union and SPD performance is valuable, consider-
ing these two parties have been the dominant parties in the
system since 1949, with every postwar Chancellor coming from
one of the two parties. In addition, these two parties have played
a pivotal role in government formation, with at least one (or at
times both) of the parties in one of Germany’s 23 postwar
cabinets. Thus, we posit that the PH forecast will provide a
solid idea of who will likely lead the next German government.
It tells us whether a grand coalition is viable, a crucial insight
given Germany’s increasingly fragmented political landscape
and the cordon sanitaire against the far-right AfD by all parties
currently represented in the Bundestag.® Moreover, as the
Union and the SPD have been the anchors of the system,
tracking their performance (a) reveals insights as to how tradi-
tional parties might perform relative to new kids on the block
and (b) contextualizes whether traditional parties’ dominance is
being eroded or whether coalition partners are being rejigged.
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Data and Research Strategy

Based on political, historical, and institutional data (Quinlan
et al. 2025) that we have compiled from 1953 to 2021 (N=19
elections), sourced from the German Federal Elections Com-
mission (Bundeswahlleiter/in) and the regional election
authorities of the German Ldnder, we forecast the list vote
share (Zweitstimme) for the Union (CDU and CSU)?, the SPD,
and a combined category for All Others.® We apply seemingly
unrelated regression (Zellner 1962), enabling synchronized
estimation of distinct models for each of these three political
blocs. This approach provides more efficient parameter esti-
mates and ensures that the within-sample vote share predic-
tions sum close to 100. Appendixes A and B list summary
statistics for the variables in question, variable operationaliza-
tions, and the quantities used for the 2025 forecast. We provide
ancillary analyses in Appendix C, including out-of-sample pre-
dictions for veracity.

MODEL PERFORMANCE 1953-2021

Table 1 details the models on which our central forecast is
based. The coefficients broadly are in sync with our theoretical
suppositions. We see that the coefficients for short-term
partisanship (i.e., vote share in the previous election) exhibit
the anticipated positive direction and achieve statistical sig-
nificance at conventional levels (p<o.05) across all blocs. The
dichotomous variable capturing the Reunification shock is
statistically significant across all three models and in the
presumed directions—the Union and SPD losing support
ceteris paribus in a unified Germany and All Others acquiring
support. The migrant crisis shock is strongly associated with
the support of the Union and All Others, with the support of
the Union significantly less on average and the support of All
Others significantly higher postcrisis. However, there is no
notable association with SPD support. When the outgoing
government is a Grand Coalition, we also observe the expected
patterns evidenced by the negative coefficients for the Union
and SPD and the positive coefficient for All Others. However,
none attains statistical significance at p<o.o5. The number of
minister-president offices a party occupies is positively asso-
ciated with SPD support, although the pattern is marginally
statistically significant at p<o.1. For the Union and others, the
coefficient is negative but does not reach conventional levels of
statistical significance. The lack of statistical significance for
these latter coefficients essentially derives from a problem of
high collinearity, which makes it difficult to sort out the weight
of the relative variable effects.® This does not, however, under-
mine the quality of the theoretical specifications embodied in
the equations. Nor does it prevent prediction of the election
outcome, our forecasting goal, as the model fit for each
equation is high (cf. C. Lewis-Beck and Lewis-Beck 2015,
chaps. 3 and 4).

There are four main standards to consider in classifying a
model’s prediction capacity: parsimony, replication, lead time,
and accuracy. The PH models have five consistent variables for
each bloc, and the data are readily available and replicable. The
PH forecast can be made six months in advance, meaning the
projections will be nontrivial.*° But the Shangri-la of forecasting
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Table 1

Central Political History (PH) Forecast
Model: Seemingly Unrelated Regression
models explaining vote share
(Zweitstimme) of the Union, SPD, and All
Others in 19 German Federal Elections
1953—2021

Al
Union SPD Others

Vote Share Previous Federal 0.292** 0.600%**  0.647**
e (0105)  (0.103)  (0.191)
Outgoing Federal -1.875 -2.652 5.425*
gg;ﬁtrirg:e”t Criztg (2019)  (2304) (2791
No. Land Minister -0.638 1.034* -3.479
Flreslidianis e (0500)  (0581)  (3.016)
Unified Germany -4.675%*%*  _6.419%* 6.600*

(1.877) (2.269) (2.787)
Migrant Crisis -9.078%*** -0.925 13.157**

(3.023) (3.357) (5.620)
Constant 37.188*** 10.963* 4.417

(5.113) (4.750) (2.711)
Model Summaries
N elections 19

AIC/BIC/Log Likelihood 287.3188 / 304.3187 / -125.6594

R? 0.84 0.81 0.91

Root Mean Square 2.600 3.123 3.571
Error (RMSE)

Within-sample diagnostics

Correctly calls the winning 84%

bloc

x Absolute Error (MAE) 2.244 2.576 3.013
within-sample

Largest x Absolute Error 5.054 5.200 7.020
(MAE) within-sample

Out-of-sample diagnostics: Jackknife

Correctly calls the winning 74%

bloc

x Absolute Error (MAE) 2.279 2.629 3.015
jackknife

Largest x Absolute Error 2.466 3.036 3171
(MAE) jackknife

Out-of-sample diagnostics: One-Step-Ahead

x Absolute Error (MAE) One- 3.712 2.476 4.255
Step-Ahead

Largest x Absolute Error 4.857 2.605 4.695

(MAE) One-Step-Ahead

Note: Entries are unstandardized coefficients of seemingly unrelated regression
with standard errors in parentheses. One-step-ahead analysis conducted on
elections from 1994 onward (~42% of data).

*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001

is accuracy. There are several means of investigating this. First,
the model’s fit to the data. They are solid—an R* of 0.84 for the
Union model, 0.81 for the SPD estimation, and 0.91 for the All
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Others bloc. Second, we test whether the model performs better
than a naive model with merely previous vote share as the sole
predictor. This test shows that the PH models achieve a better fit
and more minor forecast errors (see Table Cs, Appendix C).
Third, we examine the within-sample mean absolute error
(MAE), which treats all errors equally and provides a yardstick
of the conventional prognostication error. The MAE for all three
blocs—2.244 for the Union, 2.576 for the SPD, and 3.013 for All
Others—is lower than the corresponding values for root mean
square error (RMSE). Fourth, we assess the RMSE, which is a
stricter test of average error because it gives more weight to the
more significant errors from the model and is seen as a typical
yardstick for how much error we might expect.

The Union RMSE of 2.6 shows that, on average, the PH
model estimates the share of the Union vote within 2.6 points
of the official result. The RMSE increases to 3.571 for All
Others, whereas it comes in at 3.123 for the SPD. Finally, we
decipher how often the model correctly predicts the plurality
winner of the vote and, thus, who will be the most likely actor
to lead the government. Encouragingly, the within-sample
analysis correctly predicts which bloc—the Union or the
SPD—will win the most votes on 84% of occasions.

Within-sample estimates give us a firm clue about the
precision of a model and its fit with the data. Still, they are
known to be optimistic. Out-of-sample estimates are more
concrete tests, as they involve predictions by excluding data
about the contest in question, either temporally or spatially,

Figure 1

thus mimicking the situation predictors contend with. To test
the veracity of our models, we apply the jackknife method.
This standard out-of-sample method involves leaving out one
observation from the data and then producing a forecast of the
excluded case based on the remaining information. On this
basis, we report two diagnostics. The first is the MAE for each
of the three blocs (2.279 for the Union, 2.629 for the SPD, and
3.015 for All Others). Under this scenario, the model primarily
sorts out the winners between the Union and SPD, correctly
predicting the winner in 14 of 19 contests (~74%).

The one-step-ahead method is a firmer out-of-sample test,
as it measures prophetic precision by generating forecasts
sequentially in chronological order, relying entirely on data
that would have been accessible to the forecaster when making
an ex ante prediction. As we might expect, the MAE for these
specifications is significantly higher than other specifications
for the Union and the All Others bloc, coming in at 3.712 and
4.255, respectively. The largest MAE errors are 4.857 for the
Union and 4.695 for All Others. Encouraging for the SPD, the
MAE is 2.476, even smaller than the MAE under the jackknife
procedure, and the largest MAE comes in at 2.605. From this
analysis, we deduce that the updated PH model has some
promise as a prognosis tool.

PH FORECAST FOR WAHL “5

Figure 1 displays the 2025 PH forecast for the German Federal
election and suggests that the result will be much closer

Political-History (PH) Model Forecast of 2025 German Federal Election Zweitstimme Vote
Share with 95% Confidence Intervals (Top) and Forecast Zweitstimme Vote-Share Change
Compared with 2021 Federal Election (Bottom).
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between the two dominant parties than is currently antici-
pated by the polls, with the Union and the SPD forecast tied at
26% each. For the SPD, the PH prognosis is substantially ahead
of current opinion poll projections, with recent polls clocking
support for the party at around 15%. All Others are projected to
win 48%. And although the PH model point estimate antici-
pates a gain in vote share for the Union vis-a-vis its 2021
outing, it is much less than the polls predict. Thus, the 2025 PH
model forecast indicates that the battle to lead the next
government may be closer than most commentary assumes

incorporating the electoral influence of crises into our PH
model could be to adopt a notion of “Poly Crisis,” incorpo-
rating several emergencies of the past 17 years ranging from
the GFC, the migrant crisis, COVID, the energy crisis, and
the cost-of-living crisis into our PH assumptions (see
Table C7, Appendix C). A prognosis on this basis would
suggest a significantly better result for the Union at the
expense of All Others. (However, all potential constella-
tions of the PH model project a considerably better result
for the SPD than all the polls.) Wahl "25 provides a valuable

For 2025, this modified PH model, our central forecast, suggests a cliffhanger contest,
with the point estimates indicating both the Union and SPD coming in at 26% each
and All Others at 48%. A grand coalition seems on the horizon if this central forecast

is borne out.

(granted, the AfD will not be tasked to lead the government
even if they should win the most votes). The point estimates
from the PH model suggest that a grand coalition between the
Union and SPD will likely achieve a parliamentary majority at
52%. That said, the error bands around our estimates, as
represented by the RMSE, mean we could be off by roughly
three percentage points, one way or another, so this isn’t a
sure bet.

REFLECTIONS

The 2021 German elections were a low watermark for academic
election forecasts, with all the scientific models falling short.
The 2025 German federal election presents an opportunity to
recapture lost ground. That said, the contextual circumstances
surrounding Wahl ’25 suggest this contest could also prove
difficult to prognosticate accurately. Nevertheless, we have
taken on the challenge to forecast the 2025 election with a
political history (PH) model, with an eye toward theoretical
and empirical improvement. We altered the PH model by
incorporating the unfolding shock that the 2015 “refugee
crisis” has delivered. We demonstrate that this modified PH
model shows promise in predicting the performance of the
Union, the SPD, and All Others in 19 German elections,
correctly forecasting which party will emerge with a plurality
of the vote three-quarters of the time and estimating each bloc
performance on average to within 3—4 percentage points of the
eventual result. This is no mean feat, given that the PH model
relies on structural and institutional dynamics and does not
focus on public opinion in the lead-up to the poll. For 2025,
this modified PH model, our central forecast, suggests a
cliffhanger contest, with the point estimates indicating both
the Union and SPD coming in at 26% each and All Others at
48%. A grand coalition seems on the horizon if this central
forecast is borne out.

We recognize that 2025 is a tough test for the PH forecast
endeavor. Critics may also challenge our modification to the
PH model (including the migrant crisis as a potent shock to
the system) as premature. A more general approach for
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opening to evaluate how recent historical developments can
be methodically integrated into ex ante prognosis models.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

To view supplementary material for this article, please visit
http://doi.org/10.1017/51049096525000204.
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NOTES

1. For details of what prompted the collapse of the coalition see https://www.
bundesregierung.de/breg-de/service/newsletter-und-abos/bulletin/rede-von-
bundeskanzler-olaf-scholz-2319070 (last accessed January 8, 2025).

2. Previous occasions were in 1972, 1983, and 2005.

3. On January 10, 2025, two opinion polls from reputable pollsters Infratest
dimap and Forschungsgruppe Wahlen suggested that the Union would
win 30%-31% of the vote, the SPD 14%-15%, and All Others 54%-55%. For
more www.wahlrecht.de/umfragen (last accessed February 2, 2025).

4. Our focus on phases of grand coalition governance implies this penalty is at
its peak when the Union and SPD are jointly in power with more costly
policy trade-offs for actors.

5. For example, a PH model applied to forecasting the United States Congres-
sional elections is likely to give a richer picture, as Congressional represen-
tation has primarily been stable since the mid-nineteenth century and
conventionally only numbers two parties in any meaningful sense.

6. At the time of this writing, we acknowledge that this firewall against
cooperation with the Far-Right is under strain after the Union relied on
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parliamentary support from the Alternative fiir Deutschland (AfD) to
pass a nonbinding motion on stricter border controls in Germany (see
Connolly 2025).

7. For robustness, we estimated a separate model for the CDU and CSU,
respectively, which is available in Table C4, Appendix C.

8. We exclude the 1949 election from our analysis, as our model relies on
historical precedence, and pre-1949, the last democratic elections were held
in 1932. Some may query our inclusion of the FDP in the “Others” category,
given that it is also a long-term player in the German system. A review of their
electoral performance over time (see Figure A3, Appendix A) shows their
support does not appear to follow any identifiable pattern, thus our decision.

9. Collinearity between the outgoing federal government: grand coalition and
migrant crisis is a known issue (r=0.67), However, given the strong theoret-
ical foundation supporting the inclusion of the migrant crisis variable, we
have retained it in the model.

10. Due to the early elections, this forecast is being made six weeks in advance of
the February 23, 2025, election.
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