Conceptualizing electoral revolutions: challenges and promises
Abstract

The present paper is a very preliminary skeleton of what will eventually evolve into a thesis chapter on concept formation – probably not the most exciting, but certainly one of the more important ingredients of my doctoral dissertation. The goal of this paper is to formulate theoretical definitions of the key concepts to be used in my thesis, including electoral revolutions themselves, electoral authoritarian regimes, and electoral authoritarian legitimacy. It proceeds in four interrelated portions. Introducing readers to a broader context of my argument, first part will briefly summarize the fundamentals of my future thesis. 
In the second, I construct a theoretical definition of electoral revolutions. After briefly discussing alternative approaches to concept formation, I will claim that it is radial concept structure that best captures the ever-elusive nature of revolutions. Further, I will argue that an electoral revolution fits perfectly into that type of structure, with its defining features (incumbent overthrow and a subsequent regime change) being at the same time core characteristics of revolutions in general. 
Since electoral revolutions are almost by definition only possible in regimes that are neither closed authoritarian nor fully democratic, third part will theoretically define such hybrid regimes, labeled electoral authoritarian elsewhere. Starting with a background concept of political regimes, I will then, based on ontological criteria, disintegrate it into four subtypes, including closed authoritarian, electoral authoritarian, electoral democratic, and liberal democratic regimes. Next, I will conceptualize electoral authoritarian regimes in the light of the goals of my research. I will go on to formulate operational definition of this regime type. 

Given its significance to my general argument, I will finalize with an in-depth discussion of legitimacy under electoral authoritarian regimes. I will argue that the very hybrid nature of such regimes renders the makeup of their legitimacy amalgam as well, possessing features of both democratic and authoritarian types of legitimacy. More specifically, drawing upon Stepan, I will conceptualize electoral authoritarian legitimacy as a function of fairness (including a certain degree of electoral fairness in a broad sense), on the one hand, and efficiency (consisting primarily of economic performance and national security), on the other. Further, I will claim that there is a trade-off between the two: an authoritarian incumbent will always provide the smallest package of fairness she can under a given regime efficiency level. As a graphical extension to this claim, I will introduce legitimacy curve in electoral authoritarian regimes. 

