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❑ Large refugee migration to Western Europe 

❑ Simultaneous increase in support for anti-immigration, radical right, and populist parties

➢ Does exposure to refugees affect voting (radical-right populist sentiments)? 
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Previous literature is ambiguous

❑ Positive effects are found in studies that examine very transient, “no-contact” exposure 
(Dinas et al., 2019) or effects at the municipality level (Bratti et al., 2020; Bredtmann, 2022; de la 
Prada, 2022; Mehic, 2022)

❑ Negative or No exposure effects are found in studies that examine exposure to few
migrants (Vertier et al., 2021; de la Prada, 2022), or effects at the county or province level 
(Altındağ and Kaushal, 2021; Gehrsitz and Ungerer, 2022)

❑ Most studies investigate “very” short-run effects

➢ What are the roles of the spatial and time dimensions employed in the analyses?



➢Exploits the European refugee crisis and the subsequent quasi-random distribution of refugees to 
new refugee camp settlements in 2014 in Sweden

➢Utilizes fine-scale data on voting districts: homogenous units in terms of population size, ensures 
real exposure, no artifacts from municipality- and county-level factors such as shared governance or 
media.

➢Examines electoral outcomes in the 2010, 2014, and 2018 Swedish local and parliamentary 
elections, for the radical-right populist party, the Sweden Democrats, the left-bloc party coalition and 
the centre-right-bloc party coalition

➢Main contributions

▪ Exposure effects at the small-scale level

▪ “Spill over” effects, distance decay, within-municipality variation

▪ Exposure to refugees and voting in the short and medium-term
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➢ Spatial considerations

➢ Time considerations

Exposure to refugees

Radical-right populist support 

• The contact hypothesis
(Allport et al., 1954)

Radical-right populist support 

• Theories on group conflicts
(e.g. Sherif and Sherif (1953)

• Theories on ethnic competition
(Belanger & Pinard, 1991; Quillan, 1995)
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➢

➢

➢

➢ Semi-chaotic and urgent securing of accommodations to newly arrived refugees

➢ The state’s responsibility by law –> Local governments have no influence 

➢ Refugees cannot impact what refugee camp they are placed in
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Period of investigation

• Short-term analysis: Electoral effects of refugee camp openings in 2014 on electoral 
outcomes in 2014.

• Medium-term analysis: Exposure to refugee camps in 2014 and electoral outcomes in 
election 2010, 2014, and 2018. 

o More uncertainty: e.g., migration possibilities

Data

• Election data on voting districts from the Election Authority

• Population-wide geo-coded register data on refugee camps and individuals from Statistics 
Sweden 

• Data on municipal inflow of asylum holders from the Swedish Migration Board

• Data on municipal unemployment from the Swedish Public Employment Service
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Voting Districts as unit of observation

• Sweden’s 290 municipalities are divided into voting districts 

• More than 5000 voting districts: ~1300 individuals per district

• Follows natural borders: water, roads.. ~ neigborhoods

Treatment at the voting district level

• 36 voting districts received a refugee camp in 2014

• 160 voting districts are first neighbors with a “treated” voting district

• 349 voting districts are second neighbors with a 
“treated” voting district
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Empirical strategy

• Natural experiment design

• DID, TWFE

• Exogenous exposure, yet not random

• Treatment assignment is skewed 
towards non-urban voting 
districts

• Urban * Election FE

Robustness/ validity

• Ordinary TWFE

• Matched control groups  (from coarsened 
exact matching, CEM) 

• Pre-treated 2015 voting districts (in the 
short-term analysis) as control group

7

Sweden Democrat support in treated (2014) and untreated 

voting districts, 2010-2018.



Versions of the following difference in difference model are estimated,

𝑉𝑜𝑡𝑒_𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑖,𝑡 =  𝛽0 + 𝛽1 𝑻𝑮 𝒊 ∗ 𝐸𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑡 + 𝛽2𝑻𝑮𝒊 + 𝛽3(𝑈𝑟𝑏𝑎𝑛𝑗 ∗ 𝐸𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑡) + 𝛽4𝑿𝒊,𝒋,𝒕 + 𝑉𝐷𝑖 + 𝜀𝑖,𝑡

where

• 𝑉𝑜𝑡𝑒_𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑝,𝑖,𝑡 is the vote share of the party / party coalition p in voting district i and election t

• 𝑻𝑮𝒊 is a vector of “treatment” variables, indicating whether voting district i has received a treatment

• Refugee camp VD : if the voting district has received a refugee camp

• Refugee camp NB1 : if a first neighbor of the voting district has received a refugee camp

• Refugee camp NB2 : if a second-degree neighbor of the voting district has received a refugee camp

• 𝑿𝒊,𝒋,𝒕 is a vector of control variables either at the voting district i or municipality j level

• 𝑈𝑟𝑏𝑎𝑛𝑗 ∗ 𝐸𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑡 is an interaction fixed effects,

• 𝑉𝐷𝑖 is voting district fixed effects, and 

• 𝜀𝑖𝑡 is the error term. 
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Refugee camp (Treated 2014)

(1) (2) (3)
Right-bloc parl. -0.007 -0.004

(0.010) (0.014)

SD parl. 0.033 -0.012

(0.045) (0.057)

Foreign born %, VD -0.005 -0.007

(0.023) (0.023)

Reception of Asylum holders 0.000 0.000

(.) (.)

Median income, VD -0.023 -0.024

(0.028) (0.028)

Higher education %, VD -0.020 -0.019

(0.031) (0.030)

Males %, VD -0.041 -0.036

(0.050) (0.051)

Population density, VD -0.000 -0.000

(0.000) (0.000)

Unemployment %, Muni -0.044 -0.048

(0.074) (0.080)

Urban Municipality -1.818*** -1.832***

(0.614) (0.615)

Pop. growth 2000-2010 4.283 4.793

(3.181) (3.501)

Constant -4.833*** -5.638 -6.098

(0.661) (4.343) (4.493)

Pseudo R2 0.002 0.059 0.059

N 5166 5166 5166

Notes: Logit regression 2010. 

Dependent variable: Likelihood 

to receive a refugee camp in the 

VD in 2014 (=1, else 0), Standard 

errors (in parentheses) are 

clustered by voting district. 
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Variables Mean Control Mean Treated Pr(T>t) 

Outcome variables    

Left bloc, parliament 44.214 46.006    0.4724 

Left bloc, municipal council 45.297 45.435    0.9557 

Right bloc, parliament 48.500 46.480 0.4388 

Right bloc, municipal council 45.808 43.860 0.4462 

SD, parliament 5.899 6.313 0.4212 

SD, municipal council 5.050 4.763 0.6463 

    

Control variables    

Refugee house VD, 2011-2013 0.007 0.000 0.6191 

Foreign born %, VD 17.705 14.024 0.1471 

Median income (in 1000SEK), VD 9.152 7.235 0.0609* 

Higher education %, VD 17.376 12.982 0.0102** 

Males %, VD 49.635 49.701 0.8738 

Population density (pop. per km2), VD 2354.047 1015.461 0.1035 

Unemployment rate %, Muni 8.701 8.643 0.8923 

Urban Municipality 0.605 0.222 0.0000*** 

Add. controls for CEM    

Population growth 2000-2010, Mun 1.058 1.026 0.0104** 

Refugee camp VD, 2007-2010 0.018 0.000 0.4176 

N 5130 36  

 Note: *** p<0.01; ** p<0.05; * p<0.1 10



Variables
Mean 

Control

Mean 

Treated Pr(T>t)

Outcome variables

Left bloc, parliament 42.072 42.295 0.9681

Left bloc, municipal council 44.343 44.290 0.9923

Right bloc, parliament 50.795 50.422 0.9505

Right bloc, municipal council 47.006 44.757 0.7006

SD, parliament 5.574 5.976 0.7211

SD, municipal council 5.251 5.080 0.9038

Control variables

Refugee camp VD, 2011-2013 0.005 0.000 0.8439

Foreign born %, VD 21.847 19.261 0.6743

Median income (in 1000SEK), VD 10.657 10.338 0.8881

Higher education %, VD 21.431 19.195 0.5639

Males %, VD 49.222 49.850 0.4719

Population density (pop. per km2), VD 3618 2120 0.4773

Unemployment rate %, Muni 8.405 7.289 0.2486

Urban Municipality 1.000 1.000 .

Add. controls for CEM

Population growth 2000-2010, Mun 1.101 1.106 0.7339

Refugee camp VD, 2007-2010 0.017 0.000 0.7122

Variables
Mean 

Control

Mean 

Treated Pr(T>t)

Outcome variables

Left bloc, parliament 47.502 47.066 0.8585

Left bloc, municipal council 46.761 45.762 0.6978

Right bloc, parliament 44.979 45.354 0.8752

Right bloc, municipal council 43.970 43.604 0.8822

SD, parliament 6.397 6.410 0.9820

SD, municipal council 4.741 4.673 0.9127

Control variables

Refugee camp VD, 2011-2013 0.010 0.000 0.5973

Foreign born %, VD 11.348 12.528 0.4067

Median income (in 1000SEK), VD 6.842 6.348 0.5879

Higher education %, VD 11.155 11.207 0.9479

Males %, VD 50.269 49.659 0.1908

Population density (pop. per km2), VD 413.447 699.741 0.1084

Unemployment rate %, Muni 9.155 9.030 0.7645

Urban Municipality 0.000 0.000 .

Add. controls for CEM

Population growth 2000-2010, Mun 0.991 1.004 0.2315

Refugee camp VD, 2007-2010 0.020 0.000 0.4528



Notes: The coefficient plots are based on six interacted TWFE regressions for the elections 2010 and 2014, standard errors are clustered by 
voting district. The models include VD fixed effects, election-urban fixed effects, a variable on refugee camp 2011-2013*El.2014, 
demographic controls (median income, population density, proportions of male, foreign born and higher educated in the voting district, and 
unemployment rate and reception of asylum holders at the municipality level). N = 10332 (5166 voting districts).

Sweden Democrat, Left-bloc, and Right-bloc 
support in the national and municipal elections. 
Treatment effects at the voting district- (VD), the 
first-degree (NB1), and second-degree (NB2) 
neighboring voting district levels. Interacted TWFE.
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Interacted TWFE TWFE TWFE

Matched control group

TWFE Control group: 

pre-treated 2015 VD

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

SD parl. SD muni. SD parl. SD muni. SD parl. SD parl. SD parl. SD muni.

Ref. Camp VD * El.2014 1.174** 2.567*** 1.875*** 2.932*** 1.314** 2.638*** 1.829*** 2.938***

(0.495) (0.455) (0.555) (0.720) (0.605) (0.811) (0.572) (0.726)

Ref. Camp NB1 * El.2014 0.687*** 1.524*** 1.389*** 1.889*** 0.687** 1.407*** 1.203*** 1.776***

(0.240) (0.220) (0.252) (0.250) (0.291) (0.313) (0.271) (0.264)

Ref. Camp NB2 * El.2014 0.862*** 1.324*** 1.336*** 1.571*** 0.438** 1.048*** 1.191*** 1.490***

(0.166) (0.152) (0.174) (0.171) (0.213) (0.219) (0.194) (0.190)

Ref. Camp VD 11-13 * El.2014 0.310 1.150** 0.529 1.264*

(0.500) (0.459) (0.566) (0.675)

Reception of Asylum holders 0.870*** 0.745*** 1.294*** 0.965*** 1.088*** 0.792*** 1.563*** 1.058***

(0.052) (0.047) (0.060) (0.058) (0.118) (0.104) (0.125) (0.121)

Voting District FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election FE No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election-Urban FE Yes Yes No No No No No No

Demographic Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

R2 0.939 0.932 0.863 0.758 0.899 0.798 0.883 0.772

N 10332 10332 10332 10332 3490 3490 3090 3090



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

SD 

parl.

SD muni. Left-bloc 

parl.

Left-bloc 

muni.

Right-bloc 

parl.

Right-bloc 

muni.

Refugee Camp VD * El.2014 1.169** 2.640*** 0.532 0.339 -1.735** -1.948**

(0.567) (0.552) (0.767) (0.865) (0.759) (0.963)

Refugee Camp VD * El.2018 0.634 1.081** -0.149 0.232 -0.490 -0.550

(0.567) (0.551) (0.766) (0.865) (0.759) (0.962)

Refugee Camp NB1 * El.2014 0.657** 1.566*** 0.119 -0.309 -0.770** -0.661

(0.279) (0.271) (0.377) (0.426) (0.374) (0.474)

Refugee Camp NB1 * El.2018 0.662** 0.858*** -0.296 -0.634 -0.381 0.463

(0.279) (0.272) (0.378) (0.426) (0.374) (0.474)

Refugee Camp NB2 * El.2014 0.717*** 1.278*** 0.078 -0.544* -0.684*** -0.145

(0.191) (0.185) (0.258) (0.291) (0.255) (0.323)

Refugee Camp NB2 * El.2018 0.860*** 0.968*** -0.140 -0.595** -0.769*** 0.045

(0.191) (0.185) (0.258) (0.291) (0.255) (0.323)

Voting District FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election - Urban FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Demographic controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

R2 0.935 0.912 0.964 0.956 0.970 0.950

N 14937 14937 14937 14937 14937 14937

Note: Treatment effects 
at the voting district 
(VD), the first-degree 
(NB1), and second-
degree (NB2) 
neighboring voting 
district levels. 
Interacted TWFE.
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• Urban-Non-urban: Somewhat larger effects in non-urban areas

• South versus North: Somewhat larger effects in the south

• Metropolitan areas: : Somewhat larger effects in non-metropolitan areas
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• This paper examines electoral effects of exposure to refugees at a fine scale level and spatial “spill
over” effects.

• The results convey that

- Exposure increases the support for the Sweden Democrats in the short-run, in the treated 
neighborhood as well as in adjacent neighborhoods. 

- Effects are heterogenous within municipalities and seems to abate with distance.

➢ These results are in line with theories on ethnic competition/conflict

- The exposure effects on SD support are larger in the municipal elections. 

• These result inform policy and convey that present designs of refugee distribution and integration 
policies seems not reduce anti-immigration sentiments, as proposed by the contact hypothesis, and the 
requirements presented in the contact theory are not fulfilled – especially not in the short run.

- The medium-run analysis points at alleviating effects over time in accordance with the contact 
hypothesis – yet not negative.
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Interacted TWFE TWFE TWFE

Matched control group

TWFE Control group: 

pre-treated 2015 VD

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

Left-bloc 

parl.

Left-bloc 

muni.

Left-bloc 

parl.

Left-bloc 

muni.

Left-bloc 

parl.

Left-bloc 

muni.

Left-bloc parl. Left-bloc muni.

Ref. Camp VD * El.2014 0.284 0.197 0.016 -0.141 -0.436 -0.787 -0.061 -0.320

(0.612) (0.777) (0.697) (0.764) (0.726) (0.780) (0.657) (0.752)

Ref. Camp NB1 * El.2014 0.080 -0.191 -0.189 -0.530 -0.332 -1.182** -0.058 -0.446

(0.296) (0.376) (0.337) (0.422) (0.405) (0.495) (0.338) (0.442)

Ref. Camp NB2 * El.2014 -0.011 -0.518** -0.192 -0.747*** -0.232 -1.007*** -0.108 -0.717**

(0.205) (0.261) (0.185) (0.259) (0.220) (0.310) (0.203) (0.294)

Ref. Camp VD 11-13 * El.2014 -0.091 0.112 -0.174 0.007

(0.618) (0.785) (0.528) (0.733)

Reception of Asylum holders -1.498*** -1.656*** -1.660*** -1.861*** -1.367*** -1.438*** -1.399*** -1.935***

(0.064) (0.081) (0.077) (0.108) (0.147) (0.184) (0.138) (0.219)

Voting District FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election FE No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election-Urban FE Yes Yes No No No No No No

Demographic Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

R2 0.983 0.973 0.230 0.184 0.221 0.145 0.246 0.190

N 10332 10332 10332 10332 3490 3490 3090 3090



Interacted TWFE TWFE TWFE

Matched control group

TWFE Control group: 

pre-treated 2015 VD

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

Right-

bloc parl.

Right-bloc 

muni.

Right-

bloc parl.

Right-bloc 

muni.

Right-bloc 

parl.

Right-bloc 

muni.

Right-bloc parl. Right-bloc 

muni.

Ref. Camp VD * El.2014 -1.503** -1.670* -1.632* -1.654 -0.912 -1.257 -1.206 -1.130

(0.670) (0.878) (0.896) (1.041) (0.921) (1.116) (0.828) (0.994)

Ref. Camp NB1 * El.2014 -0.812** -0.704* -0.942** -0.689 -0.416 -0.168 -0.716* -0.316

(0.324) (0.425) (0.381) (0.474) (0.456) (0.598) (0.373) (0.483)

Ref. Camp NB2 * El.2014 -0.829*** -0.271 -0.917*** -0.261 -0.312 0.123 -0.687*** 0.143

(0.225) (0.294) (0.226) (0.317) (0.257) (0.399) (0.242) (0.349)

Ref. Camp VD 11-13 * El.2014 0.185 -0.883 0.145 -0.878

(0.677) (0.887) (0.529) (0.680)

Reception of Asylum holders 0.942*** 1.563*** 0.863*** 1.572*** 0.527*** 1.232*** 0.496*** 1.302***

(0.070) (0.092) (0.074) (0.102) (0.137) (0.200) (0.117) (0.184)

Voting District FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election FE No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Election-Urban FE Yes Yes No No No No No No

Demographic Controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

R2 0.984 0.970 0.867 0.614 0.885 0.590 0.877 0.578

N 10332 10332 10332 10332 3490 3490 3090 3090



 

Table: Summary statistics for voting district, pre-treatment (2010). 
 mean sd min max 

Outcome variables     

Left-bloc parliament. 44.227 14.907 0.6400 92.8700 

Left-bloc municipal council. 45.298 14.841 2.0000 94.2500 

Right-bloc parliament. 48.486 15.596 4.3300 98.7200 

Right-bloc municipal council. 45.795 15.286 3.8900 97.6300 

SD parliament. 5.902 3.081 0.3700 30.0200 

SD municipal council. 5.048 3.737 0.0000 34.6700 

     

Treatment variables     

Refugee camp VD  2014 0.007 0.083 0.0000 1.0000 

Refugee camp NB1 2014 0.031 0.173 0.0000 1.0000 

Refugee camp NB2 2014 0.068 0.251 0.0000 1.0000 

Refugee camp NB 2014 0.105 0.307 0.0000 1.0000 

     

Control variables     

Refugee camp VD (2011-2013) 0.007 0.082 0.0000 1.0000 

Refugee camp VD 2015-2016 0.018 0.133 0.0000 1.0000 

Foreign born %, VD 17.679 15.176 1.0204 97.8952 

Reception of Asylum holders, Muni. 1.229 0.912 0.0322 9.1009 

Median income, VD 9.139 6.115 0.0000 32.7750 

Higher education %, VD 17.346 10.222 3.4188 60.1688 

Males %, VD 49.635 2.513 37.3585 67.5545 

Population density, VD 2344.719 4915.008 0.0772 48325.2227 

Unemployment %, Muni 8.700 2.562 2.9190 19.5484 

Urban municipality 0.603 0.489 0.0000 1.0000 

     

Additional controls incl. in CEM     

Refugee camp VD 2007-2010 0.018 0.132 0.0000 1.0000 

Population growth 2000-2010, Muni 1.057 0.073 0.8386 1.2252 

Observations 5166    

 



 

Table X. OLS regressions, pre-treatment (2010). 
 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

 Left-bloc 

parl. 

Left-bloc 

muni. 

Right-

bloc parl. 

Right-bloc 

muni. 

SD parl. SD muni. 

       

Refugee Camp VD, 2014 0.506 -0.135 -0.391 -1.124 -0.078 -0.286 

 (1.308) (1.464) (1.284) (1.529) (0.360) (0.419) 

Refugee Camp VD, 2011-2013 1.220 2.348 -1.184 -0.614 0.155 0.074 

 (1.563) (1.806) (1.414) (1.516) (0.497) (0.522) 

Foreign born %, VD 0.481*** 0.483*** -0.446*** -0.435*** -0.040*** -0.038*** 

 (0.049) (0.046) (0.045) (0.034) (0.012) (0.014) 

Reception of Asylum holders -2.267*** -1.978** 2.111*** 1.498* 0.248 0.247 

 (0.747) (0.914) (0.700) (0.799) (0.198) (0.232) 

Median income, VD 0.032 0.085 0.076 0.063 -0.071*** -0.072*** 

 (0.118) (0.112) (0.123) (0.110) (0.017) (0.023) 

Higher education %, VD -0.490*** -0.462*** 0.651*** 0.627*** -0.171*** -0.161*** 

 (0.086) (0.085) (0.094) (0.100) (0.017) (0.021) 

Males %, VD -0.684*** -0.795*** 0.536*** 0.580*** 0.120*** 0.098*** 

 (0.134) (0.136) (0.136) (0.125) (0.025) (0.031) 

Population density, VD 0.000*** 0.000*** -0.000*** -0.000*** 0.000 -0.000 

 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 

Unemployment %, Muni 1.360*** 1.366*** -1.623*** -1.657*** 0.201*** 0.500*** 

 (0.344) (0.351) (0.289) (0.266) (0.069) (0.111) 

Urban Municipality 3.033* 3.953** -2.917** -3.102** -0.145 0.185 

 (1.606) (1.718) (1.376) (1.480) (0.470) (0.601) 

Population growth 2000-2010, 

Muni 

-98.664*** -82.537*** 76.211*** 47.170*** 19.759*** 30.223*** 

 (15.303) (14.909) (12.983) (12.217) (3.511) (4.900) 

Constant 170.418*** 158.087*** -48.492*** -21.498 -18.61*** -32.358*** 

 (17.388) (16.796) (15.378) (14.421) (3.964) (5.528) 

R2 0.559 0.486 0.608 0.549 0.347 0.341 

N 5166 5166 5166 5166 5166 5166 

Notes: OLS regression, 2010. Dependent variables: Left-bloc-, Right-bloc-, and SD support in the national and 

municipal elections. Standard errors (in parentheses) are clustered by municipality. 



 

Table A4. Results and diagnostics of the matching algorithm, CEM π, using coarsened exact 

matching 

  L1 Difference in mean Matching Summary: 

Before       

Left bloc, parliament .14182 .54996  Number of 2041  

Right bloc, parliament .13427 -.60117  strata:   

SD, parliament .14821 .26506  Number of 265  

Higher education %, VD .17776 -4.046  matched:   

Foreign born %, VD .2458 -5.2613     

Median income, VD .11994 -.66235     

Population density, VD .24874 -1767     
Population growth 2000-2010, 

Mun .31109 -.03213  
 

  

Urban dummy .34568 -.34568     

Refugee house 2007-2010, VD .0006 .0006     

Refugee house 2011-2013, VD .00268 .00268     

L1 (pre-match imbalance) test: 1     

    0 1 

After    All   4621 545 

Left bloc, parliament .0502 -.15433  Matched   1315 430 

Right bloc, parliament .08293 .05388  Unmatched  3306 115 

SD, parliament .06263 .03146     

Higher education %, VD .06612 .07306     

Foreign born %, VD .11072 .22241    
Median income, VD .06875 -.09537    

Population density, VD .05831 35.819    

Population growth 2000-2010, 

Mun .16134 .00238    

Urban dummy 1.3e-15 8.9e-16    

Refugee house 2007-2010, VD 0 0    

Refugee house 2011-2013, VD 3.9e-18 7.8e-18    

L1 (post-match imbalance) test: .9984363        

 



 

Table A5: 2010 years summary statistics of main variables for treated 2014 (voting districts and 

their first and second neighbors) and the matched control group 
 Treated 2014 Matched control group 

 mean sd mean sd 

Left-bloc parl. 44.050 12.737 44.204 12.678 

Left-bloc muni. 44.494 13.418 44.703 13.356 

Right-bloc parl. 48.588 12.776 48.535 12.746 

Right-bloc muni. 46.056 12.572 46.714 13.241 

SD parl. 6.188 2.536 6.157 2.623 

SD muni. 4.746 2.690 4.861 3.160 

Foreign born %, VD 12.551 12.723 12.329 12.267 

Median income, VD 8.846 5.328 8.941 5.401 

Higher education %, VD 13.528 7.280 13.455 6.919 

Males %, VD 50.491 1.989 50.458 2.103 

Population density, VD 729.380 2161.313 693.561 1960.778 

Unemployment %, Muni 8.369 2.079 8.944 2.191 

Urban dummy 0.295 0.457 0.295 0.456 

Population growth 2000-2010, Mun 1.028 0.066 1.026 0.065 

Refugee house (2007-2010), VD 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Refugee house (2011-2013), VD 0.002 0.048 0.002 0.048 

Observations 430  1315  

Notes: Summary statistics for voting districts, and their first and second neighbors, that will receive a refugee 

house in 2014 (column 1 and 2) and for the matched control group (column 3 and 4). The summary statistics is 

pre-treatment (2010) values of main variables. 
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