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An alternative way to code the expectation of political violence is to assign an order of 

integers to respondents’ assessment of the likelihood of each category of political 

violence – 1 to “very unlikely,” 2 to “somewhat unlikely,” 3 to “somewhat likely,” and 

4 to “very likely” – and calculate the mean across all categories of political violence. 

This results in a variable whose distribution is bounded between 1 and 4 and turns out to 

be skewed because many answers are 1. We use Bayesian Gamma regression with the 

log link function; the effect of hardship during displacement is retained (see Table A1). 

 

Table A1: Bayesian Gamma regression of the expectation of political violence 

 (including terrorism) (excluding terrorism) 

 Model A1-1 Model A1-2 Model A1-3 Model A1-4 

Hardship during displacement 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 

 (0.86) (0.85) (0.86) (0.82) 

History of victimization  0.01  0.02 

 (respondent)  (0.33)  (0.41) 

History of victimization  0.00  0.00 

 (someone close)  (0.23)  (0.24) 

Pre-war economic situation  0.00  0.00 

 of respondent’s family  (0.10)  (0.11) 

Age  0.00  0.00 

  (0.01)  (0.01) 

Female  -0.03  -0.03 

  (0.62)  (0.60) 

Constant 0.23 0.26 0.28 0.32 

 (0.98) (0.96) (0.99) (0.98) 

Municipality dummies yes yes yes yes 

Observations 559 543 563 547 

Credibility of marginal effects > .025 (if the coefficient > 0) or < -.025 (if the coefficient < 0) in 

parentheses; �̂� ≈ 1 for all parameters 

 

We interact the binary measure of international vs. internal displacement with 

hardship during displacement. The results imply international displacement amplifies 

the effect of hardship during displacement (see Table A2 for the regression results and 

Table A3 and Table A4 for the conditional marginal effects). When a respondent reports 
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greater hardship, international displacement increases the probability of the respondent 

expecting political violence; when a respondent reports lower hardship, international 

displacement decreases the probability. We speculate that great hardship during 

international displacement implies an unwelcome attitude from the host country, while 

low hardship during international displacement suggests a successful reintegration to the 

host country. In short, there may be greater variation in the quality of life when people 

were internationally displaced than when internally displaced. 

 

Table A2: Bayesian logit regression of the expectation of political violence (interaction 

between hardship during displacement and international vs. internal displacement) 

 (including terrorism) (excluding terrorism) 

 Model A2-1 Model A2-2 Model A2-3 Model A2-4 

Hardship during displacement 1.16 1.20 1.27 1.27 

 (0.75) (0.80) (0.88) (0.88) 

International displacement 0.25 0.20 0.26 0.26 

 (0.92) (0.95) (0.91) (0.90) 

Hardship during displacement  1.71 1.81 1.72 1.73 

 International displacement (0.96) (0.98) (0.96) (0.96) 

History of victimization  0.95  1.24 

 (respondent)  (0.50)  (0.69) 

History of victimization  1.67  1.38 

 (someone close)  (0.96)  (0.85) 

Pre-war economic situation  1.05  1.06 

 of respondent’s family  (0.49)  (0.53) 

Age  0.80  0.86 

  (0.98)  (0.88) 

Female  0.95  0.77 

  (0.51)  (0.79) 

Constant 0.16 0.30 0.08 0.14 

 (1.00) (0.87) (1.00) (0.97) 

Municipality dummies yes yes yes yes 

Observations 556 540 560 544 

Credibility of an odds ratio > 1.05 (if the mean odds ratio > 1) or < .95 (if the mean odds ratio is 

< 1) in parentheses; �̂� ≈ 1 for all parameters 
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Table A3: Marginal effect of hardship during displacement conditional on international 

vs. internal displacement 

 

Internal 

displacement 

International 

displacement 

Model A2-1 1.16 1.99 

 (0.75) (1.00) 

Model A2-2 1.20 2.17 

 (0.80) (1.00) 

Model A2-3 1.27 2.18 

 (0.88) (1.00) 

Model A2-4 1.27 2.20 

 (0.88) (1.00) 

Credibility of an odds ratio > 1.05 (if the mean odds ratio > 1) or < .95 (if the mean odds ratio is 

< 1) in parentheses 

 

Table A4: Marginal effect of international displacement conditional on each level of 

hardship during displacement 

 Very good Good Tolerable Hard Extremely hard 

Model A2-1 0.43 0.73 1.25 2.13 3.63 

 (0.87) (0.71) (0.71) (0.98) (0.99) 

Model A2-2 0.35 0.64 1.16 2.10 3.79 

 (0.91) (0.79) (0.62) (0.97) (0.99) 

Model A2-3 0.44 0.75 1.30 2.23 3.84 

 (0.85) (0.68) (0.74) (0.98) (0.99) 

Model A2-4 0.45 0.78 1.35 2.33 4.04 

 (0.84) (0.65) (0.76) (0.99) (0.99) 

Credibility of an odds ratio > 1.05 (if the mean odds ratio > 1) or < .95 (if the mean odds ratio is 

< 1) in parentheses 
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We also check whether age has a U-shape effect on the expectation of political 

violence, by including the squared value of age. We find age squared has a relatively 

low credibility of having an effect (see Table A5). 

 

Table A5: Bayesian logit regression of the expectation of political violence (age squared 

included) 

 (including terrorism) (excluding terrorism) 

 Model A3-1 Model A3-2 

Hardship during displacement 1.36 1.40 

 (0.98) (0.98) 

History of victimization 0.98 1.31 

 (respondent) (0.46) (0.74) 

History of victimization 1.58 1.32 

 (someone close) (0.94) (0.81) 

Pre-war economic situation 1.02 1.03 

 of respondent’s family (0.41) (0.45) 

Age 0.41 0.38 

 (0.97) (0.98) 

Age Squared 1.07 1.08 

 (0.65) (0.76) 

Female 0.98 0.81 

 (0.46) (0.74) 

Constant 1.13 0.87 

 (0.52) (0.52) 

Municipality dummies yes yes 

Observations 543 547 

Credibility of an odds ratio > 1.05 (if the mean odds ratio > 1) or < .95 (if the mean odds ratio is 

< 1) in parentheses; �̂� ≈ 1 for all parameters 
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If respondents were born in or after 1992, they are omitted from the main 

models; hardship during displacement might have delayed their parents’ decision to 

have a child and, therefore, the age of people born during and after the war could be a 

post-treatment variable. Even if we include those respondents, the results are 

substantively the same (see Table A6). 

 

Table A6: Bayesian logit regression of the expectation of political violence (including 

respondents born in or after 1992) 

 (including terrorism) (excluding terrorism) 

 Model A4-1 Model A4-2 Model A4-3 Model A4-4 

Hardship during displacement 1.29 1.38 1.39 1.41 

 (0.96) (0.98) (0.99) (0.99) 

History of victimization  0.93  1.22 

 (respondent)  (0.52)  (0.68) 

History of victimization  1.58  1.30 

 (someone close)  (0.94)  (0.79) 

Pre-war economic situation  1.02  1.03 

 of respondent’s family  (0.41)  (0.44) 

Age  0.82  0.87 

  (0.97)  (0.84) 

Female  0.95  0.79 

  (0.49)  (0.77) 

Constant 0.12 0.22 0.07 0.12 

 (1.00) (0.94) (1.00) (0.99) 

Municipality dummies yes yes yes yes 

Observations 566 545 570 549 

Credibility of an odds ratio > 1.05 (if the mean odds ratio > 1) or < .95 (if the mean odds ratio is 

< 1) in parentheses; �̂� ≈ 1 for all parameters 

 

 Given Figure 1 in the main text, we should find those who experienced 

displacement are more likely to expect political violence than those who did not. To 

investigate this, we examine the sample including both groups and use the experience of 

being displaced as a binary predictor (1=yes, 0=no). We find no clear evidence for the 

difference if we use the dependent variable including terrorism in its definition; if we 
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use the dependent variable excluding terrorism in its definition, there is a .79–.84 

credibility that the displaced are more likely to expect political violence than the non-

displaced (see Table A7). The former results should be prioritized over the latter results, 

however, given that inherently pessimistic people should expect not only political 

violence relevant to the ethnic conflict but also terrorism in general as well. This result 

implies, given Figure 1, that pessimism does not have such a large effect to create the 

strong correlation our models find between hardship during displacement and the 

expectation of political violence. 

 

Table A7: Bayesian logit regression of the expectation of political violence (the 

displaced vs. the non-displaced) 

 (including terrorism) (excluding terrorism) 

 Model A5-1 Model A5-2 Model A5-3 Model A5-4 

Displaced 0.96 1.00 1.32 1.40 

 (0.49) (0.43) (0.79) (0.84) 

Pre-war economic situation  1.01  1.03 

 of respondent’s family  (0.35)  (0.44) 

Age  0.99  0.99 

  (0.00)  (0.00) 

Female  1.03  0.96 

  (0.46)  (0.48) 

Constant 0.27 0.40 0.13 0.18 

 (1.00) (0.90) (1.00) (0.99) 

Municipality dummies yes yes yes yes 

Observations 756 754 763 761 

Credibility of an odds ratio > 1.05 (if the mean odds ratio > 1) or < .95 (if the mean odds ratio is 

< 1) in parentheses; �̂� ≈ 1 for all parameters 
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Figure A1: Graphical posterior predictive checks, Models 1-x 

 

Dots: median of the posterior predictive distribution; bars: 95% credible interval 
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Figure A2: Graphical posterior predictive checks, Models A1-x 
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Figure A3: Graphical posterior predictive checks, Models A2-x 

 

Dots: median of the posterior predictive distribution; bars: 95% credible interval 
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Figure A4: Graphical posterior predictive checks, Models A3-x 

 

Dots: median of the posterior predictive distribution; bars: 95% credible interval 
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Figure A5: Graphical posterior predictive checks, Models A4-x 

 

Dots: median of the posterior predictive distribution; bars: 95% credible interval 
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Figure A6: Graphical posterior predictive checks, Models A5-x 

 

Dots: median of the posterior predictive distribution; bars: 95% credible interval 

 


