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B razilian elections: voting for a scaling dem ocracy
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Theproportionalelectionsheld in Brazilin 1998 and 2002 display identicalstatis-

ticalsignatures. In particular,the distribution ofvotes am ong candidatesincludes

a power-law regim en. W e suggest thatthe rationale behind this robustscaling in-

variance is a m ultiplicative process in which the voter’s choice for a candidate is

governed by a productofprobabilities.

The election isa fundam entaldem ocratic processand the vote certainly representsthe

m oste� ectiveinstrum entforregularcitizenstoprom otesigni� cantchangesin theircom m u-

nities.Generalelectionsin Brazilareheld every fouryears,when citizensvoteforexecutive

(presidentand stategovernors)aswellaslegislative(congressm en and statedeputies)m an-

dates. Voting iscom pulsory and ballotsare collected in electronic voting m achines. Pre-

viously,we reported a statisticalanalysisofthe Brazilian 1998 elections showing thatthe

proportionalvoting processforstate deputiesdisplayed scale invariance [1]. Itwasshown

thatthedistribution ofthenum berofcandidatesN receivingafraction ofvotesvfollowed a

power-law N (v)� v�,where� � �1,extending overtwo ordersofm agnitude.Thestriking

sim ilarity in the distribution ofvotes in allstates,regardless oflarge diversities in social

and econom icalconditions in di� erent regions ofthe country,was taken as an indication

ofa com m on m echanism in the decision process. The issue wasraised,however,thatthis

uniform ity in behaviorcould be due to som e peculiarity ofthe politicalrulesvalid atthat

m om ent. In 1998,the legislation allowed party alliancesofallsorts,notnecessarily repro-

duced from stateto stateand independentfrom them ajority candidatures.Sincethen,the

NationalCongress has approved new politicalrules. Any alliance ofparties supporting a

presidentialcandidateshould bereproduced in allstateswith restrictionson thecam paigns

forCongressand localrepresentation.

On October6,2002,115,253,432electorsfrom Brazil’s27 stateschosefrom am ong 4,210

candidatesforfederaland 11,717 forstate deputies. The collection ofballotswasentirely

electronic,thusperm ittingaveryrapid countandpublication oftheresults[2].W eapplythe
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sam estatisticaltreatm entgiven totheresultsofthe1998election forcongressm en and state

deputies.Votesforthecandidatesarenorm alized by thenum berofvotersin theirrespective

states.W ethen rank thecandidateby his/hernorm alized num berofvotesand perform the

statisticsforthewholecountry.Thisisjusti� ed by theaforem entioned com patibility found

in theresultsof1998 foreach state,and veri� ed again forthe2002 election.

Figures1(a)and (b)are the log-log plotsofthe voting distribution N (v)using data of

allcandidatesin Brazilcom peting forpositionsofstate and federaldeputies,respectively.

Thevotingdistributionsfor1998and 2002arealm ostidenticalforboth typesofcandidates.

Furtherm ore,in allcaseswecan identify awell-de� ned region wherethevotingdistributions

follow a1=vbehaviour.Therem arkablesim ilaritybetween thestatisticsofthe1998and2002

results,despite signi� cantm odi� cationsofthe electoralrules,indicatesthatthe processes

behind a voting decision arelargely insensitive to externalfactors.W e arguethatthisisa

m anifestation ofam ultiplicativerelation ofindependentfactorsin uencingthechoiceofthe

elector.Thevoting fraction v ofa candidatecan beviewed asa \grand-process" depending

on the successfulcom pletion ofa num ber n ofindependent \sub-processes". Each sub-

process could be associated with the characteristics ofa given candidate or with his/her

position on a particular political,socialor econom icalissue. W e can then link to each

candidate a probability pi ofperform ing sub-process i,so that his/her voting fraction is

v = p1p2� � � pn. Assum ing thatthe pi’sare independentrandom variables,and considering

n su� ciently large we � nd,from the CentralLim it Theorem ,that the distribution ofv

should beapproxim ately log-norm al.Ifthestatisticaldispersion ofthedataislargeenough,

the log-norm aldistribution can \m im ic" the 1=v pro� le over a given range ofvalues [3].

Deviationsatsm alland largevaluesofv areexpected to bedueto � nitesizee� ects.

Thestatisticalanalysesofthe1998 and 2002 Brazilian electionsindicatethatthevoting

distribution ishighly reproducible.Itdisplaysfeaturesofa\scale-free"phenom enon [4,5,6]

where the governing decision-m aking m echanism can be adequately m odeled in term sofa

m ultiplicative process[3].A candidatefortheNationalCongressorfortheStateHousesis

likely to beknown by thevotersthrough them edia.W hen instrum entsofinform ation are

absentorignored,thevoting decision isprobably determ ined by directcom m unication with

friends,relatives,etc.In thecaseofm unicipalelections,forinstance,thephysicalproxim ity

ofcandidates and voters creates a di� erent fram ework from the one found for state and

federalelections.W eperform ed thesam edata analysisto theresultsofBrazilian m unicipal
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electionsheld in 2000. No clearindication ofpower-law behaviourwasfound even forthe

m ostpopulated cities.
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FIG .2: (a)Double logarithm ic plotofthe voting distribution forstate deputiesin 1998 (circles)

and 2002 (triangles). The solid lines are the least-squares �tsto the data in the scaling regions.

Thenum bersindicate the scaling exponent.(b)Thesam e asin (a)butforfederaldeputies.


