Country response profiles — regional vs emergent grouping

Both panels show the same country x predictor posterior-mean matrix from the 08b Bayesian multilevel fit. Comparing the two reveals whether
the canonical regional grouping (left) predicts the structural-path profile (right).
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Sorted by emergent response profile
Ward.D2 hclust on standardised posterior means; k = 4. Cluster names = strongest mean predictor.
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Country response profiles. Each cell shows the country's posterior mean standardised 3 for predictor — FIMI from the Bayesian multilevel model

(08b). Asterisk = 95 % Crl excludes zero; mid-dot = 90 % Crl excludes zero; red outer ring = ML estimate outside pooled P195 (candidate for
individual scrutiny). LEFT: countries grouped by the canonical regional cluster (Baltic/ Central-East/ Southern / Western). RIGHT: countries

grouped by Ward.D2 hierarchical clusters on the standardised five-predictor posterior profile; cluster names are the strongest mean predictor in
each emergent group. Cell colour: blue = negative 3, red = positive 3, symmetric around 0. N = 65.
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