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Introduction: Rationale of the Comparative Template

This document builds on previous deliverables produced by the NET-ROL project,
specifically the Conceptual Framework (D2.1)! and the Guidelines on Concepts and
Measures (D2.2)%.. The comparative template has an instrumental role in the
implementation of the project’s research endeavors. Ultimately, it aims at making the
comparison of different types of empirical evidence produced in NET-ROL possible. This is
not an easy challenge, as multiple partners from different disciplinary backgrounds, using
very diverse data sources and methodologies, seek to speak to the key question of how
and why the Rule of Law is subject to backsliding or strengthening in different societies.
In the Conceptual Framework (D2.1), we clarified that the perspective adopted in NET-
ROL is of a systemic kind: diverse networks in society, referring to diverse values and social
norms, enact pressure for strengthening or weakening the Rule of Law, thus affecting
socio-economic outcomes.

This document focusses specifically on the collection of comparable empirical evidence.
It does not address complementary theoretical approaches and conceptual refinement
that are likely to be developed across different work packages. While such theoretical
advances will play a role for the overall synthesis of the project (WP2), they are not
specifically addressed in the Comparative Template. Indeed, this deliverable is specifically
concerned with the possibility of comparing empirical evidence produced across work
packages WP3 to WP7 and to map it onto the conceptual system presented in D2.1.

Not every empirical research, however, can cover the entire conceptual system
envisaged. NET-ROL comprises a series of work packages that investigate specific aspects
of the research program, such as historical rule of law performance, contemporary judicial
autonomy, historically transmitted values, behavioral responses to rule of law changes,
election cycles, collusive networks, and policy outcomes. Some of these aspects will be
investigated through qualitative interviews, some through document analysis, others
using surveys and experimental evidence, panel or network data.

With a view to permit a partial comparison of the empirical findings produced in the
course of the NET-ROL project, this document plays two fundamental roles - see Figure 1.
Firstly, the comparative template serves as “thought template”, as it seeks to translate
the conceptual system into a series of research questions that different investigations
could be dealing with. The template is produced early on during the NET-ROL project (year
[) in order to allow different research units that are still developing their research design
to properly locate their research question(s) within the overall framework. An early
exposure to the comparative template seeks to make research units aware of how their

Lvon Jacobi, N., Batory, A., Dimitrova, A., Faillo, M., Fazekas, M., Flori, E., Gutmann, J., Kantorowicz,
J., Kertesz, J., Lorenzini, S., Sipulova, K., Spa¢, S., Vatiero, M. and Voigt, S. (2025). Networks and the
Rule of Law: Conceptual Framework. NET-ROL Working Paper Series. WP No. 1. Available at:
https://www.net-rol.eu/publications/networks-and-the-rule-of-law-conceptual-framework.

2 Voigt, S., Fazekas, M., Flori, E., Gutmann, J., von Jacobi, N., Kantorowicz, J., Kertesz, J., Zaepernick,
E. (2025). Rule of Law and Networks: Guidelines on Measurement and Statistical Analysis. NET-ROL
Working Paper Series. WP No. 2. Available at: https://www.net-rol.eu/publications/rule-of-law-
and-networks-guidelines-on-measurement-and-statistical-analysis.
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investigation will contribute to the overall picture — like in a mosaic. Furthermore, by
sensitizing research units to a later need to compare findings with those of other units,
this template aims at permitting each unit to fine-shape and to re-align its own research
plans with the common goal of an overall synthesis (WP2). In addition to the comparison
of empirical findings, additional theoretical advancements produced across WPs will also
flow into such synthesis effort.

Figure 1. The role of the comparative template in the NET-ROL workflow
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Source: Authors’ elaboration, based on Figure 1 from D2.1.

NET-ROL sets out to implement work packages WP3 to WP7 within years one and two. The
comparative template remains dormant during this period, but it will be used at the end
of this implementation to gather the “pieces of the mosaic”. After the completion of
various WPs with their own specific focus, partners are asked to respond to the questions
included in this document to share their empirical insights, so to allow for partial
comparison across analyses.

This comparison should shed light on the adequacy of the conceptual framework
developed so far. The final goal of NET-ROL’s synthesis (WP2) is to refine the conceptual
framework based on the empirical evidence and analyses that have been produced.
Additional theoretical advancements produced across WPs will also inform such
refinement.

The comparative template is structured as shown in Table 1: a survey tool has been
devised to give research units the opportunity to easily respond to a set of questions, and

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law 4



responses can automatically be saved in the form of a dataset. The survey is divided in
two modular parts, SURVEY | General and SURVEY Il Linkage. While the first module
(SURVEY | General) gathers questions on definitions, data, and variables used, the second
module is link-specific, and envisages a series of questions that refer to the investigation
of a specific link of the conceptual system, for example, the one between Networks and
the Rule of Law, or the one between Networks and Informal Institutions.

Table 1. Structure of the surveys that compose the comparative template

SURVEY I (General part)

Research questions & Data
Key concepts studied (Nodes & Subnodes)

Recognition of relationships studied (Linkages)

SURVEY Il (Specific for each linkage)

Link specific information on:
- 1st direction

. 2nd direction (if applicable) Repeated for each linkage studied

Synthesis of link specific information (qualitative description)

Source: Authors’ elaboration.

While some research units will specifically focus on a single linkage among those
delineated in the framework, we expect other units to address multiple linkages in their
research design. For this reason, the module SURVEY Il Linkage is repeated separately for
each linkage for which empirical evidence has been produced. The document next
introduces the questions included in the two modules of the survey. Questions marked
with a red asterisk require an answer to continue in the survey.

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law 5



1. Expected results

The compilation of surveys is scheduled for the beginning of Year 3 of the project. At that stage,
most of the empirical investigations will have been carried out. Research units will have engaged
in a series of workflows that are articulated in different deliverables belonging to different WPs.
For an overview of the research flows expected to produce empirical results, see Table 2.

Table 2. Description of the deliverables contributing to the meta-data collection

Deliverable  Description Lead partner

Working paper on rule of law and values 1: Network representation of country-

3.2 e L . . UNITN
specific historic moral systems (values and social norms)
Working paper on rule of law and values 2: Analysis of the relationship between
3.3 . . . . . UNITN
historical values and current rule of law in German and Italian regions
Working paper with statistical analysis of the socioeconomic and political effects of
3.4 . . UHAM
rule of law shocks and transitions using the Global rule of law dataset
43 Working paper on policy making networks’ impact on the rule of law in law making CEU
’ (theory and empirics)
a4 Working paper on the impact of rule of law in law making on socio-economic CEU
’ outcomes (theory and empirics)
53 Working paper setting conceptual framework and analyzing the relationship between ULEI
’ judicial and prosecutorial autonomy and outcomes
5.4 Working paper on the relationship between judicial associations and the rule of law MU
6.3 Working paper on the impact of courts on the rule of law in public spending CEU
6.4 Working paper on public procurement, personal connections, and companies’ CEU
’ growth
6.5 Working paper on networks, intergovernmental grants, and socio-economic UR
’ outcomes
Working paper on historical and current values, norms and informal institutions:
7.3 s . . UNITN
Describing key insights based on survey and lab experiment datasets
Working paper testing the citizen-centered theory of the rule of law and the
7.4 . . . . ULEI
effectiveness of information about the costs related to decline of the rule of law
75 Working paper on the value of the rule of law in lab-controlled environment: ULEI

Examining the interaction between rule of law and network topologies

Source: Authors’ elaboration based on NET-ROL Consortium Agreement

Through the responses to the surveys (Sections 2 and 3), we expect to compile comparative
metrics like the ones in Table 3. Different deliverables (working papers, see Table 2) may draw on
different data sources and separate analytical flows. However, where multiple deliverables may
be drawing on the same data sources and analytical workflows, research units will be able to
combine their empirical insights in a single compilation of the comparative template.

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law 6



Table 3. Envisaged comparative metrics collected through the comparative template (extract of potential future meta-dataset)

Nodes
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= o . . . . L .
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o % INST
o
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g Wealth; o 1990 - 26 EU Seo = Rol models;
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] Other GDP 2010 countries Rol > Net M = Net Experiments;
L“ Networks Rol = Net = Seo ’ Surveys; etc.
Y =Seo
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4.4
CEU
6.3
6.4
MU 5.4
UHAM 3.4
5.3
ULEI 7.4
7.5
3.2
UNITN 3.3
7.3
UR 6.5

Source: Authors’ elaboration
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2. Survey | - General part

The survey starts with a brief introduction, for the respondent to get familiar with the
rationale and the structure of the survey, as well as with the estimated time for
completing it.

D2.3 Collecting and comparing empirical
evidence

Dear Partner, this survey serves as a comparative template for collecting and comparing
empirical evidence on WP3-7, which is compatible with the conceptual framework
developed in D2.1. In particular, it will serve to (i) categorize your specific research questions
within the overarching framework and (ii) collect the necessary information for a systematic
comparison between our research questions and outputs. In answering, please keep in mind
the conceptual system developed in D2.1.

Please note that the questions mainly deal with the nodes and linkages you have studied. In
light of the conceptual system, it would be advisable to study at least 2 linkages (and 3
nodes).

The survey starts with a more general part on your overall analysis and we estimate that it
will take approximately 10 minutes to complete. At the end of this part, and based on the
number of linkages you have declared to study, we will send you the instructions for
completing the other survey(s) on specific linkage(s). The estimated time for completing
the survey for each linkage is approximately 30 minutes.

A first set of questions follows, which aims at understanding the object of study of each
analysis implemented. More specifically, referring to the conceptual framework
developed in D2.1, we ask which nodes and sub-nodes of the system are covered in the
research, and which variables are used to study them. In the survey, we also insert a
picture of the conceptual system for each partner to recall nodes and sub-nodes as
developed in D2.1.

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law



1. Which is the acronym of your university or institute? *

O ceu

MU
UHAM
ULEI
UNITN

UR

O
O
O
O
O
O

2. Which nodes of the system does your research deal with? *

D Rule of Law
D Networks
D Informal Institutions

D Socio-Economic Outcomes

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law
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5. If you study the RolL, is your measurement of substantive or procedural type?
Please explain

Your answer

6. Which variable(s) do you use to measure each node or subnode that you *
study? Please use semicolons to separate each variable and report the connected
subnode in parentheses, i.e., Gini coefficient (inequality); Cooperation (social
norm).

If you used more than ten variables, please report only the most important cnes

Your answer

The survey continues by asking which linkages are covered by the specific research
questions and which are the datasets used to investigate them. Please note that at this
point we do not dig deeper into the specific directionality of the linkage, as this will be
covered in the SURVEY Il Linkage (see below).

7. Which linkages does your research cover? *

D Rule of Law <—> Networks

Rule of Law <—=Informal Institutions
Networks <—> Informal Institutions
Informal Institutions <—> SEQs

SEOs <—> Rule of Law

ODO0000

SEOs <—= Networks

8. How many datasets have you produced? Which ones? Please briefly describe  *
their focus. If you have produced different datasets, be specific on the acronyms
and use semicolens to separate them, i.e., EuroVas; Laudeit

Your answer

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law



9. Please describe how you have collected your data (e.g. primary, secondary data
collection, plus details). If you have produced more than cne dataset, please make
use of acronyms 1o specify

Your answer

10. For each dataset, specify (even approximately) the number of observations
used (clarifying whether your unit of analysis is individuals, firms, folktales,
interviews, etc.), as well as the time span and geographical coverage

Your answer

*

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law
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3. Survey Il — Specific for each linkage

After this first more general part, we will send further information on the second survey
(SURVEY Il Linkage) to the responder.

D2.3 Collecting and comparing empirical
evidence

Thank you! Your answer has been registered. Now, based on your answer to Question 6
(Which linkages does your overall research cover?) we will send you instructions for
completing the other survey(s) on specific linkage(s).

Each research unit will have to complete SURVEY Il different times, based on the number
of linkages s/he has declared to study. For instance, if in SURVEY | the research unit has
declared that s/he studies two linkages, s/he will have to complete SURVEY Il twice. In
what follows, we report the questions of SURVEY Il Linkage only once.

This second survey deals with the evidence on specific linkages and directionalities
investigated by each partner. Collecting this meta-evidence can highlight relevant
interactions and dynamics within the conceptual system and allow a better understanding
of whether these are common or highly idiosyncratic to the thematic area investigated.

3.1 Specific information on the linkage

1. Which is the acronym of your university or institute? *

O ceu

O

O mu
(O UHAM
O UuLEl

(O UNITN
O

UR

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law
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2. Which linkage are you referring to? *

O Rule of Law <—> Networks

Rule of Law <—>Informal Institutions
Networks <—= Informal Institutions
Informal Institutions <—> SEOs
SEOs <—> Rule of Law

SEOs <—> Networks

OO OO0OO0

3. Which WP and deliverable does this linkage refer t0? If clearly attributabletc  *
any

Your answer

4. Do you study both directionalities of this linkage? *

O Yes
O No

5. Please specify which directionality you are going to start with, when answering
the following questions.
Ex: RoL --> Net or Net --> RoL

Your answer

6. Which empirical technique have you used to gather evidence on this
directionality (e.g. econometric analysis and type of model, network modelling,
qualitative analysis)?

Your answer

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law
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7. Caonsidering the empirical evidence you have gathered, can you say that, in this *
directionality, the linkage is:

D Statistically significant and robust

Statistically significant {without robustness check)
Mixed (not always statistically significant)
Statistically not significant

Qualitatively assessed

Other:

00000

8. Considering the datasets you produced, please report the acronyms of the
datasets these findings relate 1c. In case of multiple datasets, please use
semicolons to separate them

Your answer

In order to enrich and refine the initial framework with newly gathered empirical
evidence, the survey also asks whether the partners have investigated mediating factors,
and whether they have found significant evidence on this. To be clear, a mediator (M) is
a variable through which one variable influences another (Jud & Kenny, 1981). In other
words, it serves as a modulator within the causal chain between an initial variable (X) and
an outcome (Y).3

3 Adapted from Judd, C. M., & Kenny, D. A. (1981). Process Analysis: Estimating Mediation in
Treatment Evaluations: Estimating Mediation in Treatment Evaluations. Evaluation Review, 5(5),
602-619.

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law
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9. Have you studied the mediating effect of one or more nodes? *
To clarify, a mediator (M) is a variable that affects how or why one variable
influences another. In other words, it serves as a modulator within the causal

chain between an initial variable (X) and an outcome (Y). For example:

RoL (X) --> Inf Inst (M) --> Net (Y)

Net (X) --> RoL (M) —-> SEOs (Y)

O Yes
O No

10. If you have answered "yes" to the previous question, please specify which
mediating effect you have studied, always referring to the directionality you are
now considering. Please select one X and cne Y. It is possible to select more than
oneM

Rule of Law

Networks

Infermal Institutions

SECs

O 0O 0O O
N I A I R
O 0O O O

11. Have you found significant evidence on this? Please explain for each mediator
you have studied and use semicolons to distinguish between them

Your answer

The same questions are repeated for the other directionality (Questions 12-17), if the

partner has studied both.

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law
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3.2 A more in-depth explanation of findings

Then, in Section 2 of the SURVEY Il Linkage, we ask each partner to briefly describe the
findings and add any other relevant observations in short paragraphs, referring to both
directionalities of the linkage where applicable.

18. Have you included time in your analysis? If so, please explain how. For
instance, it might have entered through the research design (e.g. data from the past
combined with data from the present) or as an explicit variable of the analysis (e.g.
in legislative cycles or panel data).

Please note that if you have only collected data in one year, time does not play any
role. If you have not used time, please respond "NO"

Your answer

19. Have you found any relevant conditioning factors that play a fundamental rcle
in influencing the linkage, e.g. belonging to a post-Soviet area? Please explain with
a short paragraph

Your answer

20. Please describe in words the overall results you cbtained fer this linkage. *
Refer to both directionalities if you have studied both. In particular, highlight
positive or negative effects and specifically the dynamics you have abserved, i.e,,
how networks affect SEQs, and any other relevant features. Please provide an
abstract-type description of your results (including effect size differences)

Your answer

21. Are your findings on this linkage policy-relevant? Please provide justifications *
for your response

Your answer

Then, the survey concludes with a general question that asks for any additional
comments.

NET-ROL_Network and the Rule of Law 17



Thank you! Please add any additional comments you consider relevant, regarding
your data collection, methodology, and findings (between 100 and 400 words, for
both directions)

Your answer

4. Final remarks

The approach outlined in this document represents a prototype of the final survey to be used in
2027. In general, this approach is the preferred one but bears some risks. Structuring in advance
the terms on which we will compare future findings may imply that the survey could be
insufficiently adaptable to the particularities of single research designs. For this reason, NET-ROL
envisages an option B for the synthesis, which builds upon the qualitative statements on empirical
results that research units provide in the final questions of SURVEY Il LINKAGE. By comparing
qualitative descriptions with the more structured collection of information, we expect to properly
assess the adequacy of the comparative template itself. In case the partnership identified
commonly agreed amendments to the data collection tool to be used in Year 3, these will be
added to the current version of the comparative template.
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