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SI Figure 1: Homicide trends for municipalities with population between 25 and 100 thousand clustered into four groups using principal component cluster analysis. Each curve represents the average trend within each cluster.  Each cluster contains A. 477 (44.4%), B. 212 (19.7%), C. 106 (9.9%) and D. 279 (26.0%) municipalities. The homicide rates show an overall increasing trend, which supports our hypothesis of increase in homicide rates for municipalities with smaller populations.
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SI Figure 2: Homicide trends for municipalities with population between 100,000 and 250,000 thousand clustered into four groups using principal component cluster analysis. Each curve represents the average trend within each cluster.  Each cluster contains A. 34 (17.9%), B. 53 (27.9%), C. 73 (38.4%) and D. 30 (15.8%) municipalities. The homicide rates are increasing for some municipalities and decreasing in others.
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