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A new index to analyze votes-seats disproportionality 1oTing Imegarnumbers

involved in an electoral process is proposed. It will be §1,52, ..., Sn being S; close
called the quota index, I,. The main feature of this to g, and such that
index is that it just measures non-forced S1+8++85;,=8§
disproportionality: 1, # 0 if and only if there are

parties that do not satisfy the quota rule (forced

electoral disproportionality is not taken into account

because it is inherent to the apportionment problem).
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indexes appearing in the literature are proven. In _ _ _ _
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We have to distribute 6 seats among 4 electoral * Non-forced disproportionality . ¢;# 5; and the 1993 1996 2000 2004 2008 2011 2015 2016
parties, proportionally to their obtained votes allocation does not e
satisfy the quota rule 5 - I, represents the minimum number of seats to
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®* n number of political parties S; # q; - 0.7051 1

® V; votesreceived by the party i; V=V, + -+ V,
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