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estimates upon which decades of research are based; we also find widespread inappropriate treatment of
missing historical values. When we replicate the existing literature using the newly introduced flow data,
correcting the treatment of missing historical values, and temporally extending/restricting the study
periods, we produce significantly different results.
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INTRODUCTION

T he world faces a forcible displacement crisis:
more than one hundred million individuals have
either fled their countries or been displaced

within them.1 International displacement has risen dra-
matically in recent decades due to conflict and political
instability in countries from Afghanistan to Venezuela,
with Ukraine producing the single largest outflow of
refugees in a single year in recorded history.2 Forcible
displacement has tremendous human costs, and its causes
and consequences are the focus of significant social
science research. However, empirical studies of refugee
flows have been limited by a lack of reliable data.
Existing results are often derived from refugee popu-

lation stock measures—total end-of-year population
counts of refugees within host countries—rather than
actual flow estimates. Stock-based results are subject to
fundamental questions about internal validity. Much
prior research is based on data collected before 2000,
when the United Nations Refugee Agency (UNHCR)
began systematically tracking refugee and asylum seeker
(REF/ASY)3 numbers globally. The quality of pre-2000
data is limited, with many missing values that much
existing research does not properly account for. Analyses
focused on origin countries are often missing data
because asylumcountrieswerenot then reporting arrivals
to the UNHCR; separately, asylum countries that were
reporting arrival data often did not collect national origin.
In this study, we seek to address these issues. Following

a multiyear collaboration with the UNHCR, culminating
in the release of new international displacement flow data
(1962–2022),4 we reevaluate 28 studies published over
decades on the causes and consequences of refugee flows.5
Using country-specific reporting timelines, we update
these articles’ results to account for possible measurement
error introduced when missing values were treated as 0s.
We also temporally extend these studies so that results are
based on contemporary observations less affected by his-
torical data-quality issues. Our goal is to understand how
existing results change when we address these issues—an
important question for a body of work with significant
influence on academic and policy discourses.
In brief, we observe large inconsistencies between

the newly released flow numbers and the stock-based
estimates upon which decades of research is based, and

we find that the inappropriate treatment of missing
historical values is widespread. We produce signifi-
cantly different results when we replicate the existing
literature following three different approaches: first,
replacing the old stock-based data with the newly
introduced flow data; second, correcting the treatment
of missing historical values; and third, temporally
extending the studies.

Specifically, we find that in 19 articles on flow causes,
≈ 74%of findings replicate; in 9 articles focused on flow
consequences, only ≈ 50% replicate. These percent-
ages are conservative: we assess only whether previ-
ously reported results maintain statistical significance
and/or whether the sign of estimated coefficients
reverses. A stricter standard would also assess substan-
tial changes in magnitude (toward 0), likely driving
these percentages lower still.

A subset of our replications are “theory-based”—
these consist of reanalyses of studies that focus on
refugee flows but adopt some other measure of
REF/ASY (e.g., stocks).6 These studies contribute sub-
stantially to the ongoing debate about the effects of
refugees on political violence in host countries—as
Savun and Gineste (2019, 88) note, “security conse-
quences associated with refugee flows are among the
most widely studied aspects of forcedmigration.”Thus,
we view these replications as complements to the orig-
inal work, offering new empirical insights, and we
clearly distinguish in the results which replications are
theory-based. In our replications, effects of refugees on
security conditions are attenuated, suggesting that the
literature’s identification of refugees as sources of vio-
lent instability is likely overstated. The contrast
between our findings and those based on stocks points
to potentially important differences in the effects of
refugee inflows versus sustained presence.

The new data also reveal that forced displacement is
much more common than reported: Rubin and Moore
(2007, 91) note that “[f]orcedmigration is a relatively rare
event… around 82% [of country-year cases] experienced
no forced migration … .” When we extend this study to
2000–21, we calculate that number to be 22%.7

ON THE INTERNAL VALIDITY OF PREVIOUS
RESULTS

Refugee Measurement

The UNHCR has tracked REF/ASY flows since 1962.
Flow records were used primarily for operational pur-
poses and were not centralized until recently. In 2019,
the UNHCR released a draft flow dataset. We engaged
in extensive discussions with UNHCR staff about the
data, including possible additions/modifications to cap-
ture new international movements and apparent

1 See https://www.unhcr.org/global-trends.
2 We later discuss the uncertainty surrounding themagnitude of these
increases due to the constraints of available data.
3 In some cases, refugees and asylum seekers are distinct populations.
In others, asylum applications are simply the mechanism by which
individuals are subsequently registered as refugees. See the Supple-
mentary Material for additional discussion.
4 For details, see https://www.politicalviolencelab.com/refugeeflows.
5 Specifically, we reassess the causes of REF/ASY outflows from
origin countries and the impacts of REF/ASY inflows into asylum
countries. “Flows” may refer to the number of departures from an
origin country (“outflows”), arrivals to an asylum country
(“inflows”), or individuals fleeing one country for another
(“directed dyadic flows”). When referring to these movements gen-
erally, we adopt the term “flow(s),” specifying specific types as
relevant to specific research questions, data constructions, etc.

6 For example, authors avoiding using stock-based flow estimates
because of data quality concerns or using stock figures after theoriz-
ing about the effects of both flows and stocks.
7 For asylum country-years without (in)flows, that percentage is 28%.
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inconsistencies across data versions.8 We also com-
pared statistical results using redacted and unredacted
data versions to help validate theUNHCR’s decision to
release only redacted data to protect individual asylum
seekers’ identities in cases of very small dyadic flows.
The UNHCR ultimately released the final “Forced

Displacement Flow Dataset” in 2022. The new flow
data are depicted in Figure 1, with additional details in
Appendix A.1.1 of the Supplementary Material.

Flows and Stock-Based Estimates Compared

Actual flows diverge from stock-based estimates for
several reasons.9 First, researchers estimate flows from
stocks as follows, where i denotes either the directed
dyad (i.e., sending–receiving country pair) or the asy-
lum/origin country, depending on the unit of interest,
and t refers to the year:

^f i,t ¼ Δsi,t ¼
si,t−si,t−1, when si,t ≥ si,t−1,

0, when si,t < si,t−1:

(
(1)

Stock-based estimates calculated this way do not
account for naturalizations, returns, or resettlements
(hereafter “stock departures”); births and deaths; or
any other variable affecting host-country stock levels.
We find that a substantial number of (directed-dyad)
cases involve simultaneous (same-year) stock depar-
tures and directed flows. In ≈ 45.40%of asylum country-
year observations, inflows and stock departures co-oc-
cur; in ≈ 20.81% of cases, stock departures are greater

than or equal to inflows (see Figure 2). By capturing new
arrivals, the new flow data avoid this issue.

Second, under the stock-based estimation approach,
years of “negative” flow are set to 0. We calculate that
nearly one-third (≈ 29:68% ) of all first-differenced
observations result in negative values that are con-
verted to 0s. In just under half of these directed-dyad-
year cases (≈ 48:56% ), the new data report positive
values instead.

Third, stock-based flow estimates suffer from major
left-censoring. The UNHCR begins tracking REF/ASY
arrivals for different countries in different years. Under
the first-differences approach, estimates may capture
preexisting populations (not inflows) for the first year
in which a positive value is reported. To quantify this
potential issue,we compare the sumof refugee stocks for
all directed-dyad-year observations corresponding to
the first year of UNHCR reporting to the sum of the
new data’s flows for those same years. Results suggest
that many stock-based flow estimates capture preexist-
ing refugee populations rather than new flows—a source
of significant potential error in statistical estimates (see
Figure 2). Preexisting population values do not enter
into the new flow data.

Fourth, until 2007, stock data include population
values for third country resettlements, erroneously
depicting “flows” into countries where REF/ASY even-
tually resettled, sometimes years after displacement.
The new data prioritize asylum seeker applications to
reflect increases in the year of their actual arrival.

Fifth, the stock data include “non-flow increases”:
adjustments to stock values due to methodological
revision, legislative change, or other host-country
changes to how REF/ASY are defined or calculated.
These positive reestimations produce apparent flow
increases that do not reflect actual new arrivals. In

FIGURE 1. Global Dyad-Year Refugee and Asylum Seeker Outflows

Note: Dyad-year refugee and asylum seeker outflows (between country centroids for all outflows greater than or equal to five hundred
persons for the period of 2000–21) using the new UNHCR data. Country color coding reflects percentage of flows into and out of each
country’s borders that are outflows.

8 These discussions also involved Fearon and Shaver (2020).
9 For a more detailed discussion, see Appendix A.1.2 of the Supple-
mentary Material.

The Causes and Consequences of Refugee Flows

3

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e.
 IP

 a
dd

re
ss

: 3
.1

47
.4

4.
13

4,
 o

n 
09

 Ju
l 2

02
4 

at
 0

2:
29

:0
6,

 s
ub

je
ct

 to
 th

e 
Ca

m
br

id
ge

 C
or

e 
te

rm
s 

of
 u

se
, a

va
ila

bl
e 

at
 h

tt
ps

://
w

w
w

.c
am

br
id

ge
.o

rg
/c

or
e/

te
rm

s.
 h

tt
ps

://
do

i.o
rg

/1
0.

10
17

/S
00

03
05

54
24

00
02

85

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055424000285


the new flow data, these changes have been removed.10
Sixth, stock-based flows lag actual flows in countries

that use their asylum systems to grant refugee status;
asylum seekers enter into stock data only after their
asylum applications have been processed and approved
—sometimes years after arrival.11 The new flow data

prioritize asylum seeker applications to capture move-
ments during the years in which they occurred.

Overall, how do the new flows compare with stock-
based estimates? si,t is a function of stock departures.
When stock departures occur simultaneously (within
the same year) with inflows, measures of flows are
attenuated: ^f i,t ≤ f i,t (i.e., the number of stock depar-
tures in a given year reduces the calculable inflows by
that number). This is consistent with patterns in the
data: in ≈ 81%of directed-dyad-year cases, flow values
are strictly larger than stock-based estimates (and
larger than or equal in ≈ 84% of cases). Overall, we

FIGURE 2. Measurement Issues Associated with Stock-Based Flow Data

Note: From top to bottom: Plot 1: This figure plots asylum country-year refugee naturalizations (green), resettlements (red), and returns
(blue) and against inflows. Broader gray dots represent the sumof naturalizations, resettlements, and returns for each asylum country-year.
The figure shows that significant numbers of refugees/asylum seekers are often naturalized, resettled, and/or returned in the same years
that refugees continue to arrive. In such years, stock-based inflow estimates will be skewed downward. Data on naturalizations,
resettlements, returns, and inflows provided by the UNHCR (UNHCR 2021a, 2021b). Plot 2: This figure provides strong evidence of a left-
censoring effect in stock-based flow estimates. Specifically, inflows estimated using stocks show significant spikes on the first year of
UNHCR country reporting that likely reflect preexisting refugee populations, not actual new inflows. Plot 3: This figure displays estimated
“bias” in stock-based estimates of inflows given by inflowi,t

ðstocki,t−stocki,t−1Þ. The figure displays the distribution of resulting percentages for (a) all
asylum-country year observations and (b) all origin-country year observations. Overall, these percentages fall well above 100%, indicating
that stock-based estimates generally significantly underestimate actual inflows.

10 There is one important caveat (see Appendix A.1.5 of the Supple-
mentary Material for details).
11 See Appendix A.1.1 of the Supplementary Material for an impor-
tant discussion on non-approved asylum applications.

Andrew Shaver et al.

4

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
tt

ps
://

w
w

w
.c

am
br

id
ge

.o
rg

/c
or

e.
 IP

 a
dd

re
ss

: 3
.1

47
.4

4.
13

4,
 o

n 
09

 Ju
l 2

02
4 

at
 0

2:
29

:0
6,

 s
ub

je
ct

 to
 th

e 
Ca

m
br

id
ge

 C
or

e 
te

rm
s 

of
 u

se
, a

va
ila

bl
e 

at
 h

tt
ps

://
w

w
w

.c
am

br
id

ge
.o

rg
/c

or
e/

te
rm

s.
 h

tt
ps

://
do

i.o
rg

/1
0.

10
17

/S
00

03
05

54
24

00
02

85

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055424000285


calculate that the new flow data capture 14,227,372
more flows than the stock-based data from 1962 to
202212: for every ≈ 5 flows reported under the stock-
based approach, the new data report one
additional flow.
We directly compare flow values with their stock-

based estimates, estimating bias as inf lowi,t
ðstocki,t−stocki,t−1Þ .

Figure 2 displays the distribution of resulting percent-
ages for (a) all asylum-country year observations and
(b) all origin-country year observations. Overall, these
percentages fall above 100%.13,14 In Appendix A.1.3 of
the Supplementary Material, we supplement this anal-
ysis by reporting for each asylum country the correla-
tion between inflows to that country and stock-based
estimates. Results indicate that stock-based estimates
tend to significantly underestimate flows; in > 10% of
cases, the two variables are either not correlated or are
negatively correlated.

Pre-2000 Data Missingness and Quality Issues

Three major issues are associated with UNHCR data
generation and reporting patterns before the year 2000,
when the UNHCR standardized approaches to data
collection and when many asylum states adopted infor-
mation and communication technologies that signifi-
cantly improved reporting.15 The empirical problems
discussed below persist beyond the year 2000, but are
significantly reduced; we use the pre-/post-2000 fram-
ing for analytical parsimony.16
The first empirical issue is the inappropriate treat-

ment of missing data. Until recently, centralized data
on when the UNHCR began tracking REF/ASY in
each country were unavailable. In the absence of pos-
itive displacement values, many panel datasets set
country-/dyad-year observations to 0.17,18 While some
missing positive refugee values for yearly country/
dyadic observations may reflect true 0s, others still
reflect positive values that the UNHCR did not collect.
Nearly every study we replicated follows the practice of
setting such observations to 0 when they precede
country-specific data collection timelines. For an
asylum-country-year panel dataset 1962–99, this

practice results in ≈ 49:82% of observations being set
to 0.19

We supplement our analysis with UNHCR-supplied
data on centralized collection efforts by country from
1970 on.20 Patterns in data collection are depicted in
Figure 3. Many countries’ data do not appear in cen-
tralized records until long after statistics began to be
collected. Before 2000, UNHCR collected asylum
seeker data only from several dozen industrialized
countries; in 2000, when they centralized data collec-
tion, that number jumped to 137 countries, with more
countries being added every year.

Using the new flow data, we produce panel datasets
with observations set to NA (rather than 0) for years
before data collection began.21 As we show in Appen-
dixA.3.1 of the SupplementaryMaterial (and in the full
set of results posted in a secondary appendix in the
Dataverse; see Shaver et al. 2024), this replacement
produces additional changes in several results.

The second empirical issue emerges because
UNHCR records are mostly constructed from asylum
state records: studies using origin-country panel data-
sets are missing some unknown (potentially very sub-
stantial) number of REF/ASY outflows. These
missing values were not captured by corresponding
inflow data from asylum countries that were not yet
reporting data to the UNHCR (see Figure 3). Approx-
imately 68% of the “causes” studies we replicate (and
≈ 40% of all of the studies we replicate) use origin-
country panel datasets.

The third empirical issue is that until 2000, a signif-
icant amount of UNHCR data for tracked REF/ASY
are missing national origin information. For research
designs in which REF/ASY origin is relevant, missing-
ness on this variable introduces noise (and potentially
bias) to results. We display this pattern in Figure 3.

We cannot directly correct for these final two issues.
However, by 2000, these problems are substantially
eliminated. For this reason, our analyses include con-
temporary replications: we extend studies through the
most recent date possible and analyze them from the
period beginning in 2000. These are our preferred
specifications, as all four issues that we raise are either
resolved or substantially mitigated.22

12 This figure excludes stateless and Palestinian refugees from both
the new flow and stock datasets (see Appendix A.1.1 of the Supple-
mentary Material).
13 Outlying values are produced when flows significantly exceed the
stock-based estimates, with resulting means exceeding 1,000% ; we
therefore use median values (134.92% and 212.84% for the asylum
and origin countries, respectively).
14 This approach drops observations in cases where Δstock < 0 and
values are set to 0. At the asylum- and origin-country levels, these
percentages are 15.13% and 24.83%, respectively.
15 See Marbach (2018) for additional discussion of these issues and a
proposed solution.
16 See Appendix A.1.4 of the Supplementary Material for a more
detailed treatment.
17 Typically, authors constructed balanced panels, setting country/
dyad-year observations to the same starting year and assigning 0s to
observations without refugee values.
18 This practice iswidespread.Of the 28 articleswe analyze, 24 impute
0s; 4 avoided this issue by limiting their analyses to modern periods.

19 For a directed-dyad panel, the percentage is ≈ 50:75%.
20 The exception is the set of 37 countries that supplied data to the
UNHCR on asylum seeker flows 1970 to 1999. For these countries,
initial reporting years are unknown; we know only that these 37 coun-
tries reported asylum figures for some or all years during this period.
We discuss this in more detail later.
21 As discussed below, data on flows were secured at the level of the
asylum country (not the origin country).We can identify only a subset
of observations with missing data in our origin country-year panel
dataset. We therefore construct origin-country panel datasets using a
more complicated procedure, described in Appendix A.2.4 of the
Supplementary Material.
22 Data issues aside, there are other reasons why contemporary study
results might differ from previous results, ranging from overall
displacement numbers to the evolution of the international response
to flows.
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REPLICATIONS

We used Google Scholar to search general and social
science academic journals for articles engaging in quan-
titative research on global refugee flows. Our search
query limited cases to those that (i) reference refugee
flows, (ii) include the terms “UNHCR” and “data,”23
and (iii) were published by a major publisher,24 return-
ing 1,556 responsive articles. We manually inspected
each, eliminating studies that (i) did not deal with
causes or consequences of refugee flows, (ii) were

entirely qualitative, (iii) incorporated data on refugees
only as a control or in secondary (tertiary, etc.) ana-
lyses, or (iv) were single country studies. This produced
35 qualifying studies. We were unable to obtain repli-
cation materials for seven of these. We replicated the
remaining 28 by (i) correcting incorrectly imputed
zeros and (ii) replacing the old stock-based measures
with the new flow data. We assess whether previously
reported results maintain statistical significance and/or
whether the sign of estimated coefficients reverses.25
A detailed description of these articles appears in
Appendix A.2.2 of the Supplementary Material; more

FIGURE 3. Temporal Changes in UNHCR Data Collection and Quality

Note: Clockwise from top left: Plot 1: This figure displays the percentage of directed-dyad-year observations in which the origin of the
refugee/asylum seeker population is unknown in the new flow data (red), the stock-based estimates (blue) and stocks (dotted). In many
instances, the national origin of refugees/asylum seekerswas not tracked; the number of these instances fall drastically by 2000. Plot 2: This
figure displays the annual number of asylum countries reporting outflows for each origin country, which significantly increases by 2000.
Pre-2000 origin-country data are very likely missing many outflows from those countries, for many of the countries to which they fled did not
report them. Plot 3: This figure plots (in green) the number of countries reporting refugee or asylum seeker inflow data to the UNHCR. Lines
in red and light blue disaggregate yearly country totals between refugees and asylumseekers, respectively. The darker blue depicts the total
number of countries per year for which actual refugee or asylum seeker numbers were reported. Differences in the green and blue linesmay
reflect cases in which potential asylum states had data sharing agreements in place with the UNHCR but did not have any numbers to
actually report. Plot 4: This figure displays stock-based inflow estimates for each asylum country for the decade preceding and following the
year in which a UNHCR reporting process was put in place in that country. Mean stock-based inflow estimates for all asylum countries are
plotted for each year. Points depict individual asylum-country values. If post-reporting process trends generally reflect actual pre-reporting
process trends, then pre-reporting values adopted by scholars (virtually all 0s) are likely systematically skewed toward 0.

23 Because data on refugee stocks (whether used to estimate flows or
used directly) are supplied by the UNHCR, this term helps restrict
results to quantitative studies.
24 See Appendix A.2.1 of the Supplementary Material for the list of
publishers and formal search query.

25 A stricter standard would also assess changes in magnitude.
Accordingly, our replication standard is conservative.
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information on replication procedures is included in
Appendix A.2.4 of the Supplementary Material.
By assessing how existing results change when we

address the empirical issues described above, this effort
falls into the class of “broad” (Dafoe 2014), “statistical”
(Hamermesh 2007), or “wide” (Pesaran 2003) replica-
tions involving reestimating test results with the use of
new data or related modifications (e.g., adopting alter-
natively constructed variables). The studies we repli-
cate form the backbone of research on the causes and
consequences of refugee flows and have influenced
research agendas, curricula, and policy discourses.26
Replication results inform causal inferences in cases
in which the original authors’ testing strategies were
well-identified—save for the empirical corrections we
apply—but more generally, they update our under-
standing of the “published record … recognized
[as] state of the art” (King 2006, 119), providing direc-
tion for additional scholarly inquiry and the reexami-
nation of their policy implications.27

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Results are succinctly presented in TablesA1 andA2 in
Appendix A.3.1 of the Supplementary Material. Com-
plete replication regression results (alongside original
estimates) appear in a supplementary appendix posted
to Dataverse (Shaver et al. 2024). Of the 62 total tests
from causes articles, ≈ 74% replicate. More signifi-
cantly, of 20 total tests from consequences articles, only
≈ 50% replicate.28 We classify 14 of the 28 (50%)
articles we replicate as “plausibly causally identified.”29
Of these, ≈ 69% of results on causes replicate and
≈ 50% focused on consequences replicate. This is
quantitatively and substantively consistent with the
results in our full sample. We present and discuss a
select set of results below.

Causes

With respect to the causes of flows, updated study
results rarely overturned original findings; however,
they frequently supported hypotheses discarded by
the original authors as statistically unsupported.

Our findings confirm the central roles played by the
“push factors” of political violence and state repression
in driving international displacement. We corroborate
results that link civil war/insurgency to outflows, esti-
mating larger effects of these factors than did Echevar-
ria and Gardeazabal (2021), Davenport, Moore, and
Poe (2003), and Moore and Shellman (2004); we also
uncover a larger effect of state repression on outflows
than Rubin and Moore (2007). Steele (2017, 9) has
observed that “current understanding tends to equate
wars or violence with an increase in displacement, but
we can and need to be more precise.” Our replications
amplify her call. Future work might incorporate the
new flow data into global analyses of potential hetero-
geneous effects across factors such as the timing of
violence, its spatial distribution and intensity, and the
technologies used to perpetrate it.

We also replicated papers focused on “pull factors”
that incentivize international over internal displace-
ment and influence the choice of international destina-
tion. In replications of Moore and Shellman (2004;
2007) and Turkoglu and Chadefaux (2019), we find
limited support for the idea that refugees are motivated
by economic opportunity or democratic institutions in
destination countries. This finding contrasts with the
framing of asylum seekers as opportunists—as echoed
in prominent political discourse. Other results raise
tensions warranting further study: for instance, regard-
ing the role of alliance dynamics, we fail to substantiate
Moorthy and Brathwaite’s (2019) finding that the pres-
ence of formal alliances positively influences dyadic
flows. However, whereas Moore and Shellman (2007)
do not find this, we do.

Amore subtle theme of our replications is the under-
explored role of factors discouraging or restricting
individuals from seeking refuge abroad. On the one
hand, some updated findings point to the role of restric-
tions. In our replication of Echevarria andGardeazabal
(2021), we estimate larger effects of country size, prox-
imity to potential asylum states, and island status. We
estimate a larger effect size than Moore and Shellman
(2007) of potential asylum state contiguity. On the
other hand, we find little connection in the Moore
and Shellman (2007) replication between conflict and
repression in potential asylum states and refugee
inflows. These and other such findings encourage fur-
ther broader inquiry into the set of factors responsible
for restricting international displacement—from bor-
der securitization (Simmons and Kenwick 2022) to
severe weather and natural disasters along border
regions under climate change.

Consequences

With respect to the consequences of inflows, we
observe significant changes from previous results. In

26 This research totals 4,257 citations at the time of writing.
27 Our research follows other replication efforts of this nature (e.g.,
Carroll and Kenkel 2019; Fisher, Johnson and Smeeding 2013; Nyrup
and Bramwell 2020), though we note that there is no clearly estab-
lished, single definition of, or approach to, replication in the social
sciences (Clemens 2017; Duvendack, Palmer-Jones, and Reed 2017;
Freese and Peterson 2017). Consistent with the practical research
realities inherent to global, quantitative refugee research in which
observational studies are prevalent, our goal is not to produce a
causally interpretable meta-analysis more typical of academic disci-
plines wherein causally identified research designs (e.g., randomized
controlled trials) are more practical and common. Instead, our focus
on fundamental data issues seeks to facilitate continued causal
inferential progress within the forcible displacement research space.
28 This is partially driven by “theory based extensions” (see Appen-
dix A.2.3 of the Supplementary Material), and these results thus
illuminate the difference between the effect of refugee flows versus
refugees’ continued presence.
29 This classification is based on the use of instrumental variable,
difference-in-difference, regression discontinuity, synthetic control,
natural experiment, or fixed effects study designs (see Supplemen-
tary Tables A1 and A2). We adopt this criterion following referee
comments.
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our replications of this seminal literature, the relation-
ship between the arrival of refugees and the onset of
war and political violence is attenuated: we find that
refugees are only infrequently conduits of violence, and
the conditions underwhich forced displacement poses a
risk to host countries appear to be specific.
With respect to refugees’ connection to terrorism,

our replications find only partial support for Choi and
Salehyan’s (2013) analysis linking these variables. This
is consistent with Milton, Spencer and Findley’s (2013)
results and our corresponding replication (though we
estimate smaller effect sizes). We corroborate Polo and
Wucherpfennig’s (2022) causal finding that refugee
influx is positively associated with terrorism in the
specific case of refugees from communities with ties
to transnational terrorist organizations; we find addi-
tional evidence that the association for refugees origi-
nating from countries without ties is negative. Findings
highlight the potential heterogeneous treatment effects
of inflows on terrorism, with potential implications for
more tailored policy responses and programming.
When we reexamine work on refugees and govern-

ments’ respect for human rights, we fail to confirm
either of Wright and Moorthy’s (2018) findings: our
results indicate neither that an influx of refugees pos-
itively influences repression nor that this relationship is
moderated by development. We do not recover Chu’s
(2020) findings relating to refugees from rival and non-
rival origin states and hosts’ respect for human rights.
Finally, when we replicate work linking refugees to

inter- and intrastate conflict, our findings do not sub-
stantiate Salehyan and Gleditsch’s (2006) seminal
research associating refugees to civil war diffusion.30
Our results partially support Salehyan’s (2008) findings
that flows between states can provoke militarized dis-
putes: flows between a given dyad increase the proba-
bility that the receiving state initiates a conflict with the
sender, but we do not find that it increases the proba-
bility of sender-state initiation.
Collectively, these findings speak against the new

politics of fear, challenging political narratives that
frame refugees as security threats and the restrictive
state policies they underpin. Our findings do not indi-
cate that there are no effects of refugee inflows on
violent instability, but it seems that refugees play a role
in producing or facilitating political violence, wittingly
or not, only under particular circumstances. The differ-
ences between our findings and those based on refugee
stocks highlight potentially important differences
between the effects of refugee inflows into a country
and the effects of sustained refugee presence. These
differences warrant further exploration—particularly
because of the “growing difficulty [of] uprooted
people … in finding lasting solutions to their plight”
(Crisp 2021, 3).

We conclude by noting a publication bias against null
results (Esarey and Wu 2016; Gerber and Malhotra
2008). Our replications sometimes supported hypothe-
ses that were discarded when tested with lower-quality
data because they lacked statistical support. Other
meaningful relationships relating to refugee flows
may have therefore gone undiscovered, which scholars
might now retest with these new data.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

To view supplementary material for this article, please
visit https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055424000285.
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