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This project examines how Japanese voters become hopeful for and disappointed in
political parties through survey data analysis and social science experiments. It also aims
at constructing a theory to explain the mechanism under which change in government
leadership happens. The main finings include the following:
- A simultaneous rise in disappointment and hope lead to higher voter participation and
a swing for an opposition party.

- Voter support for opposition parties and their disappointment in a ruling party are not
two sides of the same coin, meaning that a decline in popularity of a ruling party does
not lead to a surge in support for an opposition party.
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