Appendix Table A1. Robustness Checks Across Alternative Model Specifications
	Model
	Coefficient / IRR (Discrimination = “Any”)
	95% CI (If Applicable)
	SE
	AIC
	N

	OLS (Robust)
	**B = 0.39 ***
	—
	0.05
	11,006
	3,654

	Poisson
	**IRR = 1.45 ***
	[1.34, 1.57]
	0.04
	9,384
	3,654

	Negative Binomial (Primary)
	**IRR = 1.47 ***
	[1.34, 1.62]
	0.05
	9,265
	3,654


Note. OLS model estimated using robust (HC3) standard errors. Poisson and Negative Binomial models estimated via maximum likelihood. IRR = incidence-rate ratio. **p < .001.

To verify the stability of the discrimination effect across different distributional assumptions, ordinary least squares (OLS), Poisson, and negative binomial (NB) models were estimated using identical covariates. As shown in Table A1, the estimated discrimination effect was substantively consistent across specifications, with OLS coefficients and count-model incidence-rate ratios differing by less than 0.02 in magnitude. Model fit indices improved markedly under the count specifications (AIC = 9,384 for Poisson; 9,265 for NB) relative to OLS (11,006), supporting the appropriateness of the NB model given overdispersion in the outcome. These robustness checks confirm that the central finding that perceived discrimination is the strongest and most consistent predictor of healthcare access barriers among resettled refugees is not an artifact of model specification.
