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Supplementary Table 1. Reliability of measures per study country.
	
	
	
	Sweden
	Germany
	Croatia
	Jordan

	Intergroup attitudes (k=6)
	ω
	Point estimate
	.861
	.804
	.860
	.717

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.849
	.777
	.842
	.683

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.874
	.830
	.877
	.751

	
	α
	Point estimate
	.846
	.777
	.857
	.708

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.833
	.748
	.839
	.671

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.859
	.803
	.874
	.742

	Support for the rights of refugees (k=11)
	ω
	Point estimate
	.904
	.821
	.910
	.733

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.896
	.797
	.900
	.699

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.913
	.844
	.921
	.768

	
	α
	Point estimate
	.899
	.816
	.906
	.728

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.890
	.793
	.894
	.692

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.907
	.838
	.916
	.760

	Perception of realistic intergroup threat (k=3)
	ω
	Point estimate
	.820
	.683
	.779
	.724

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.802
	.636
	.749
	.687

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.838
	.729
	.810
	.761

	
	α
	Point estimate
	.800
	.645
	.741
	.707

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.780
	.590
	.703
	.664

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.819
	.693
	.775
	.744

	Perception of symbolic intergroup threat (k=3)
	ω
	Point estimate
	.896
	.781
	.804
	.680

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.883
	.744
	.772
	.631

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.907
	.816
	.832
	.723

	
	α
	Point estimate
	.895
	.774
	.792
	.676

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.884
	.738
	.763
	.630

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.905
	.805
	.819
	.718

	Readiness to assist refugees (k=4)
	ω
	Point estimate
	.878
	.779
	.870
	.733

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.867
	.748
	.853
	.699

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.890
	.811
	.887
	.768

	
	α
	Point estimate
	.879
	.778
	.859
	.728

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.867
	.745
	.840
	.692

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.890
	.807
	.876
	.760

	Perception of discrimination against refugees (k=7)
	ω
	Point estimate
	.919
	.845
	.914
	.844

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.912
	.825
	.903
	.825

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.926
	.866
	.924
	.863

	
	α
	Point estimate
	.918
	.844
	.914
	.843

	
	
	95% CI LB
	.910
	.822
	.903
	.824

	
	
	95% CI UB
	.925
	.864
	.924
	.861

	Legend: k = number of items in the scale; ω – McDonald’s Omega index of reliability; α – Cronbach’s Alpha index of reliability, 95% CI – confidence interval of 95% for the estimated index; LB – lower bound; UB – upper bound.
Note: For the scale of Social proximity in Jordan no reliability could be calculated due to the lack of variance in the data.
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Supplementary Table 2. Partial correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration, controlling for the study country of the respondents.
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8

	1
	r
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	df
	0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	r
	-.531**
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	df
	3019
	0
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	r
	-.569**
	.677**
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	
	df
	3019
	3019
	0
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	r
	.774**
	-.548**
	-.592**
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	df
	3019
	3019
	3019
	0
	
	
	
	

	5
	r
	.669**
	-.369**
	-.445**
	.603**
	1
	
	
	

	
	df
	3016
	3016
	3016
	3017
	0
	
	
	

	6
	r
	.453**
	-.364**
	-.345**
	.442**
	.415**
	1
	
	

	
	df
	3019
	3019
	3019
	3020
	3017
	0
	
	

	7
	r
	.289**
	-.184**
	-.290**
	.286**
	.289**
	.183**
	1
	

	
	df
	3005
	3005
	3005
	3006
	3004
	3007
	0
	

	8
	r
	.336**
	-.289**
	-.263**
	.281**
	.270**
	.197**
	.029
	1

	
	df
	3006
	3006
	3006
	3007
	3006
	3008
	3001
	0

	F1
	r
	.020
	.046*
	-.036
	.003
	.096**
	.052**
	.241**
	.002

	
	df
	2758
	2758
	2758
	2759
	2759
	2759
	2751
	2752

	F2
	r
	-.011
	.069**
	-.002
	-.045*
	.089**
	.055**
	.203**
	-.034

	
	df
	2824
	2824
	2824
	2825
	2825
	2825
	2817
	2818

	F3
	r
	-.003
	.050*
	-.015
	-0.015
	.101**
	.026
	.255**
	-.048*

	
	df
	2291
	2291
	2291
	2292
	2292
	2292
	2283
	2284

	F4
	r
	.081**
	-.037
	-.083**
	.087**
	.212**
	.134**
	.316**
	-.026

	
	df
	1348
	1348
	1348
	1349
	1349
	1349
	1342
	1343

	F5
	r
	-.077**
	.091**
	.046*
	-.119**
	.046*
	.020
	.143**
	-.046*

	
	df
	2516
	2516
	2516
	2517
	2517
	2517
	2509
	2511

	P1
	r
	.486**
	-.415**
	-.429**
	.470**
	.456**
	.315**
	.269**
	.208**

	
	df
	2508
	2508
	2508
	2509
	2509
	2510
	2505
	2505

	P2
	r
	.470**
	-.376**
	-.407**
	.457**
	.450**
	.321**
	.263**
	.186**

	
	df
	2126
	2126
	2126
	2127
	2127
	2128
	2123
	2123

	P3
	r
	.488**
	-.418**
	-.393**
	.447**
	.436**
	.333**
	.264**
	.219**

	
	df
	1328
	1328
	1328
	1329
	1329
	1330
	1325
	1324

	P4
	r
	.496**
	-.464**
	-.438**
	.473**
	.458**
	.353**
	.200**
	.226**

	
	df
	772
	772
	772
	773
	773
	774
	770
	770

	P5
	r
	.496**
	-.416**
	-.456**
	.481**
	.479**
	.335**
	.300**
	.213**

	
	df
	1980
	1980
	1980
	1981
	1981
	1982
	1977
	1977

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, df – degrees of freedom, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees
FREQUENCY OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: F1 – In public transport/the street/the market, F2 – In the neighbourhood, F3 – At work, F4 – In school/university/educational facility, F5 – At public events.
PLEASANTNESS OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: P1 – In public transport/the street/the market, P2 – In the neighbourhood, P3 – At work, P4 – In school/university/educational facility, P5 – At public events.





Supplementary Table 3. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration for RCMs in Sweden.
	SWEDEN
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8

	1
	r
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	1275
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	r
	-.686**
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	1275
	1275
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	r
	-.683**
	.779**
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	1275
	1275
	1275
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	r
	.796**
	-.714**
	-.703**
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	1275
	1275
	1275
	1276
	
	
	
	

	5
	r
	.740**
	-.587**
	-.550**
	.682**
	1
	
	
	

	
	N
	1273
	1273
	1273
	1274
	1274
	
	
	

	6
	r
	.574**
	-.505**
	-.487**
	.536**
	.539**
	1
	
	

	
	N
	1275
	1275
	1275
	1276
	1274
	1277
	
	

	7
	r
	.399**
	-.357**
	-.362**
	.396**
	.327**
	.329**
	1
	

	
	N
	1261
	1261
	1261
	1262
	1261
	1263
	1263
	

	8
	r
	.477**
	-.424**
	-.436**
	.444**
	.338**
	.262**
	.151**
	1

	
	N
	1263
	1263
	1263
	1264
	1263
	1265
	1258
	1265

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees





[bookmark: _Hlk103759634]Supplementary Table 4. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration for RCMs in Germany.
	GERMANY
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8

	1
	r
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	523
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	r
	-.549**
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	523
	523
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	r
	-.602**
	.665**
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	523
	523
	523
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	r
	.714**
	-.561**
	-.616**
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	523
	523
	523
	523
	
	
	
	

	5
	r
	.687**
	-.477**
	-.496**
	.570**
	1
	
	
	

	
	N
	522
	522
	522
	522
	522
	
	
	

	6
	r
	.556**
	-.474**
	-.474**
	.485**
	.436**
	1
	
	

	
	N
	523
	523
	523
	523
	522
	523
	
	

	7
	r
	.217**
	-.137**
	-.173**
	.201**
	.188**
	.159**
	1
	

	
	N
	523
	523
	523
	523
	522
	523
	523
	

	8
	r
	.341**
	-.366**
	-.396**
	.355**
	.244**
	.282**
	0.073
	1

	
	N
	522
	522
	522
	522
	522
	522
	522
	522

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees





[bookmark: _Hlk103759965]Supplementary Table 5. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration for RCMs in Croatia.
	[bookmark: _Hlk103759958]CROATIA
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8

	1
	r
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	600
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	r
	-.339**
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	600
	600
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	r
	-.458**
	.688**
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	600
	600
	600
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	r
	.817**
	-.367**
	-.520**
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	600
	600
	600
	600
	
	
	
	

	5
	r
	.693**
	-0.063
	-.129**
	.543**
	1
	
	
	

	
	N
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	
	
	

	6
	r
	0.034
	0.017
	0.019
	0.054
	.087*
	1
	
	

	
	N
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	
	

	7
	r
	.311**
	-.210**
	-.297**
	.422**
	.206**
	-0.014
	1
	

	
	N
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	

	8
	r
	.225**
	-.109**
	-0.028
	0.038
	.317**
	0.013
	-.233**
	1

	
	N
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600
	600

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)..
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees





Supplementary Table 6. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration for RCMs in Jordan.
	JORDAN
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8

	1
	r
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	624
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	r
	-.286**
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	624
	624
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	r
	-.274**
	.499**
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	624
	624
	624
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	r
	.595**
	-.227**
	-.297**
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	624
	624
	624
	624
	
	
	
	

	5
	r
	.436**
	-.108**
	-.222**
	.496**
	1
	
	
	

	
	N
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	
	
	

	6
	r
	.431**
	-.272**
	-.179**
	.402**
	.434**
	1
	
	

	
	N
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	
	

	7
	r
	0.07
	-0.024
	0.01
	0.052
	-0.035
	0.07
	1
	

	
	N
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	

	8
	r
	0.011
	-0.023
	0.071
	-0.076
	0.039
	0.057
	0.025
	1

	
	N
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624
	624

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees





Supplementary Table 7. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration and intergroup contact for RCMs in Sweden.
	SWEDEN
	Quantity (frequency)
	Quality (pleasantness)

	
	F1
	F2
	F3
	F4
	F5
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5

	1
	r
	-.108**
	-.165**
	-.118**
	-.138**
	-.221**
	.573**
	.560**
	.528**
	.606**
	.596**

	
	N
	1071
	1124
	1116
	487
	920
	1051
	919
	760
	384
	814

	2
	r
	.110**
	.174**
	.131**
	.106*
	.185**
	-.572**
	-.524**
	-.502**
	-.533**
	-.577**

	
	N
	1071
	1124
	1116
	487
	920
	1051
	919
	760
	384
	814

	3
	r
	.137**
	.157**
	.119**
	.173**
	.221**
	-.536**
	-.485**
	-.439**
	-.520**
	-.565**

	
	N
	1071
	1124
	1116
	487
	920
	1051
	919
	760
	384
	814

	4
	r
	-.119**
	-.171**
	-.108**
	-.125**
	-.219**
	.567**
	.534**
	.523**
	.581**
	.589**

	
	N
	1072
	1125
	1117
	488
	921
	1052
	920
	761
	385
	815

	5
	r
	-0.058
	-.082**
	-0.039
	0.031
	-.122**
	.511**
	.511**
	.479**
	.564**
	.539**

	
	N
	1072
	1125
	1117
	488
	921
	1052
	920
	761
	385
	815

	6
	r
	-0.018
	-0.05
	-0.045
	-0.009
	-.087**
	.416**
	.419**
	.426**
	.429**
	.423**

	
	N
	1072
	1125
	1117
	488
	921
	1053
	921
	762
	386
	816

	7
	r
	0.041
	0.003
	.118**
	.097*
	-0.012
	.365**
	.345**
	.316**
	.340**
	.372**

	
	N
	1064
	1117
	1108
	481
	913
	1048
	916
	757
	382
	811

	8
	r
	-.078*
	-.144**
	-.137**
	-.206**
	-.168**
	.325**
	.298**
	.297**
	.334**
	.362**

	
	N
	1065
	1118
	1109
	482
	915
	1048
	916
	756
	382
	811

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees
FREQUENCY OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: F1 – In public transport/the street/the market, F2 – In the neighborhood, F3 – At work, F4 – In school/university/educational facility, F5 – At public events.
PLEASANTNESS OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: P1 – In public transport/the street/the market, P2 – In the neighborhood, P3 – At work, P4 – In school/university/educational facility, P5 – At public events.





Supplementary Table 8. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration and intergroup contact for RCMs in Germany.
	GERMANY
	Quantity (frequency)
	Quality (pleasantness)

	
	F1
	F2
	F3
	F4
	F5
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5

	1
	r
	-.067
	.021
	.120*
	.031
	.046
	-.039
	.036
	.160**
	.068
	.055

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	2
	r
	.105*
	-.015
	-.043
	.144*
	-.027
	.083
	-.032
	-.049
	.125*
	-.026

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	3
	r
	.092*
	.011
	-.086
	.046
	-.049
	.068
	-.016
	-.109*
	.015
	-.055

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	4
	r
	-.095*
	.001
	.065
	-.036
	-.029
	-.053
	.022
	.119*
	.021
	.016

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	5
	r
	-.023
	.042
	.131**
	.093
	.080
	-.012
	.039
	.170**
	.105
	.085

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	6
	r
	-.153**
	.008
	-.037
	-.066
	.014
	-.134**
	.030
	-.046
	-.055
	.056

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	7
	r
	.023
	.078
	.164**
	.168**
	.148**
	.011
	.084
	.145**
	.148*
	.162**

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	8
	r
	-.022
	.031
	-.037
	-.130*
	-.088
	0.00
	.047
	-.051
	-.134*
	-.049

	
	N
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468
	506
	511
	432
	256
	468

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees
FREQUENCY OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: F1 – In public transport/the street/the market, F2 – In the neighborhood, F3 – At work, F4 – In school/university/educational facility, F5 – At public events.
PLEASANTNESS OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: P1 – In public transport/the street/the market, P2 – In the neighborhood, P3 – At work, P4 – In school/university/educational facility, P5 – At public events.





Supplementary Table 9. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration and intergroup contact for RCMs in Croatia.
	CROATIA
	Quantity (frequency)
	Quality (pleasantness)

	
	F1
	F2
	F3
	F4
	F5
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5

	1
	r
	-.180**
	-.172**
	-.087*
	.060
	-.219**
	.555**
	.627**
	.520**
	.311
	.504**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	2
	r
	-.038
	-.001
	-.058
	-.124**
	.040
	-.372**
	-.423**
	-.525**
	-.505**
	-.372**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	3
	r
	.071
	.117**
	-.008
	-.083
	.128**
	-.394**
	-.463**
	-.514**
	-.283
	-.387**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	4
	r
	-.184**
	-.249**
	-.055
	.042
	-.283**
	.526**
	.598**
	.428**
	.341*
	.465**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	5
	r
	-.185**
	-.144**
	-.035
	.062
	-.151**
	.537**
	.597**
	.360**
	.290
	.539**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	6
	r
	-.092*
	-.017
	-.056
	-.045
	-.026
	-.093
	-.005
	-.135
	-.028
	.062

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	7
	r
	-.141**
	-.164**
	.056
	.037
	-.255**
	.198**
	.236**
	.339**
	.242
	.256**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	8
	r
	.124**
	.101*
	.064
	.132**
	.216**
	.259**
	.415**
	.133
	-.065
	.264**

	
	N
	577
	598
	554
	467
	574
	374
	266
	111
	39
	279

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees
FREQUENCY OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: F1 – In public transport/the street/the market, F2 – In the neighborhood, F3 – At work, F4 – In school/university/educational facility, F5 – At public events.
PLEASANTNESS OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: P1 – In public transport/the street/the market, P2 – In the neighborhood, P3 – At work, P4 – In school/university/educational facility, P5 – At public events.




Supplementary Table 10. Correlations between socio-psychological indicators of integration and intergroup contact for RCMs in Jordan.
	JORDAN
	Quantity (frequency)
	Quality (pleasantness)

	
	F1
	F2
	F3
	F4
	F5
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5

	1
	r
	.006
	.003
	-.038
	-.138
	.005
	.339**
	.299**
	.445**
	.296**
	.352**

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	2
	r
	.080*
	.036
	-.024
	-.087
	.017
	-.208**
	-.171**
	-.207**
	-.273**
	-.215**

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	3
	r
	.084*
	.066
	.161*
	.166*
	.071
	-.234**
	-.215**
	-.210**
	-.283**
	-.240**

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	4
	r
	-.017
	-.03
	-.150*
	-.059
	-.047
	.382**
	.360**
	.380**
	.296**
	.357**

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	5
	r
	.043
	.062
	-.004
	-.078
	.101*
	.305**
	.293**
	.292**
	.244**
	.319**

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	6
	r
	.078
	.085*
	.033
	.035
	.113**
	.318**
	.277**
	.246**
	.134
	.298**

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	7
	r
	.166**
	.145**
	.119
	.148
	.074
	.065
	.045
	.001
	-.013
	.071

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	8
	r
	-.008
	-.042
	.084
	.104
	-.029
	.012
	-.037
	-.078
	-.065
	-.003

	
	N
	607
	594
	192
	141
	557
	594
	535
	178
	133
	492

	Legend: r – Pearson correlation coefficient, N – valid number of respondents, ** - Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed), * - Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
1 – Attitudes towards refugees, 2 – Perception of realistic threat, 3 – Perception of symbolic threat, 4 – Support for the rights of refugees, 5 – Readiness to assist refugees, 6 – Social proximity, 7 – Perception of society membership of refugees, 8 – Perception of discrimination against refugees
FREQUENCY OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: F1 – In public transport/the street/the market, F2 – In the neighborhood, F3 – At work, F4 – In school/university/educational facility, F5 – At public events.
PLEASANTNESS OF INTERGROUP CONTACT: P1 – In public transport/the street/the market, P2 – In the neighborhood, P3 – At work, P4 – In school/university/educational facility, P5 – At public events.




Supplementary Table 11. Results of the ANOVA tests of differences between the RCMs in four study countries for the indicators of socio-psychological integration.
	[bookmark: _Hlk103074183]
	Sweden
	Germany
	Croatia
	Jordan
	F
	df

	
	M
	SD
	N
	M
	SD
	N
	M
	SD
	N
	M
	SD
	N
	
	

	Attitudes towards the AC
	3.82
	0.858
	1275
	4.20
	0.667
	523
	3.21
	0.873
	600
	3.49
	0.844
	624
	158.314**
	3, 3018

	Perception of realistic intergroup threat
	2.49
	1.100
	1275
	2.20
	0.876
	523
	3.16
	0.928
	600
	3.43
	1.171
	624
	191.506**
	3, 3018

	Perception of symbolic intergroup threat
	2.78
	1.212
	1275
	2.53
	0.977
	523
	3.42
	0.960
	600
	2.73
	1.100
	624
	72.350**
	3, 3018

	Support for the rights of the refugees
	3.82
	0.836
	1276
	4.46
	0.502
	523
	3.41
	0.845
	600
	3.73
	0.733
	624
	181.428**
	3, 3019

	Readiness to assist refugees
	3.37
	1.083
	1274
	3.62
	0.909
	522
	2.98
	1.045
	600
	4.02
	0.937
	624
	113.367**
	3, 3016

	Social proximity toward refugees
	4.00
	1.345
	1277
	4.56
	0.800
	520
	3.06
	1.577
	600
	3.34
	1.363
	624
	155.324**
	3, 3020

	Perception of discrimination against refugees
	3.41
	0.882
	1265
	3.23
	0.882
	522
	2.33
	0.941
	600
	1.89
	0.871
	624
	543.666**
	3, 3007

	Perception of society membership of refugees
	2.88
	1.021
	1263
	2.55
	0.835
	523
	2.05
	0.893
	600
	3.41
	1.071
	624
	211.173**
	3, 3006

	Legend: M – mean, SD – standard deviation, N – valid number of respondents, F – F-test results, df – degrees of freedom, * – significant at p < 0.05, ** – significant at p < 0.01.





Supplementary Table 12. Results of the ANOVA tests of differences between the RCMs in four study countries for the quantity and quality of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria.
	
	Sweden
	Germany
	Croatia
	Jordan
	F
	df

	
	M
	SD
	N
	M
	SD
	N
	M
	SD
	N
	M
	SD
	N
	
	

	Contact quantity
	In public transport/the street/the market
	4.15
	0.986
	1072
	3.74
	1.067
	506
	2.12
	1.011
	577
	3.79
	1.180
	607
	485.345**
	3, 2758

	
	In the neighbourhood
	3.06
	1.284
	1125
	2.77
	1.308
	511
	1.66
	0.854
	598
	3.39
	1.415
	594
	227.554**
	3, 2824

	
	At work
	2.60
	1.427
	1117
	2.38
	1.446
	432
	1.35
	0.775
	554
	3.19
	1.551
	192
	144.687**
	3, 2291

	
	At school/university/
educational facility
	2.69
	1.472
	488
	2.99
	1.350
	256
	1.12
	0.440
	467
	3.09
	1.471
	141
	217.780**
	3, 1348

	
	At public events
	3.22
	1.200
	921
	2.65
	1.102
	468
	1.86
	1.000
	574
	2.86
	1.280
	557
	165.558**
	3, 2516

	Contact quality
	In public transport/the street/the market
	3.03
	1.013
	1053
	3.19
	0.642
	492
	3.04
	0.625
	374
	3.58
	0.959
	594
	52.877**
	3, 2512

	
	In the neighbourhood
	3.21
	1.051
	921
	3.34
	0.667
	409
	3.06
	0.626
	266
	3.67
	0.938
	535
	37.604**
	3, 2130

	
	At work
	3.62
	1.017
	762
	3.58
	0.806
	282
	3.20
	0.736
	111
	3.60
	1.049
	178
	6.433**
	3, 1332

	
	At school/university/
educational facility
	3.42
	1.115
	386
	3.97
	0.774
	219
	3.51
	0.683
	39
	3.64
	0.891
	133
	3.501*
	3, 776

	
	At public events
	3.10
	1.078
	816
	3.30
	0.641
	398
	3.06
	0.38
	279
	3.75
	0.919
	492
	59.359**
	3, 1984

	Legend: M – mean, SD – standard deviation, N – valid number of respondents, F – F-test results, df – degrees of freedom, * – significant at p < 0.05, ** – significant at p < 0.01.




Supplementary Table 13. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs' attitudes towards the refugees.
	Intergroup attitudes
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.380**
	0.043
	.000
	-0.50
	-0.26

	
	Croatia
	0.615**
	0.041
	.000
	0.50
	0.73

	
	Jordan
	0.339**
	0.040
	.000
	0.23
	0.45

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.339**
	0.043
	.000
	0.26
	0.50

	
	Croatia
	0.995**
	0.050
	.000
	0.86
	1.13

	
	Jordan
	0.719**
	0.049
	.000
	0.58
	0.86

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.615**
	0.041
	.000
	-0.73
	-0.50

	
	Germany
	-0.995**
	0.050
	.000
	-1.13
	-0.86

	
	Jordan
	-0.276**
	0.047
	.000
	-0.41
	-0.14

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.339**
	0.040
	.000
	-0.45
	-0.23

	
	Germany
	-0.719**
	0.049
	.000
	-0.86
	-0.58

	
	Croatia 
	0.276**
	0.047
	.000
	0.14
	0.41

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 14. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ perception of realistic intergroup threat.
	Perception of realistic intergroup threat
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.285**
	0.054
	.000
	0.13
	0.44

	
	Croatia
	-0.675**
	0.052
	.000
	-0.82
	-0.53

	
	Jordan
	-0.939**
	0.051
	.000
	-1.08
	-0.80

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.285**
	0.054
	.000
	-0.44
	-0.13

	
	Croatia
	-0.959**
	0.063
	.000
	-1.14
	-0.78

	
	Jordan
	-1.223**
	0.062
	.000
	-1.40
	-1.05

	Croatia
	Sweden
	0.675**
	0.052
	.000
	0.53
	0.82

	
	Germany
	0.959**
	0.063
	.000
	0.78
	1.14

	
	Jordan
	-0.264**
	0.060
	.000
	-0.43
	-0.10

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.939**
	0.051
	.000
	0.80
	1.08

	
	Germany
	1.223**
	0.062
	.000
	1.05
	1.40

	
	Croatia
	0.264**
	0.060
	.000
	0.10
	0.43

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



[bookmark: _Hlk101953867]Supplementary Table 15. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ perception of symbolic intergroup threat.
	Perception of symbolic intergroup threat
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.243**
	0.057
	.000
	0.08
	0.40

	
	Croatia
	-0.645**
	0.055
	.000
	-0.80
	-0.49

	
	Jordan
	0.048
	0.054
	.850
	-0.10
	0.20

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.243**
	0.057
	.000
	-0.40
	-0.08

	
	Croatia
	-0.888**
	0.066
	.000
	-1.07
	-0.70

	
	Jordan
	-0.195*
	0.065
	.031
	-0.38
	-0.01

	Croatia
	Sweden
	0.645**
	0.055
	.000
	0.49
	0.80

	
	Germany
	0.888**
	0.066
	.000
	0.70
	1.07

	
	Jordan
	0.693**
	0.063
	.000
	0.52
	0.87

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.048
	0.054
	.850
	-0.20
	0.10

	
	Germany
	0.195*
	0.065
	.031
	0.01
	0.38

	
	Croatia
	-0.693**
	0.063
	.000
	-0.87
	-0.52

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01



Supplementary Table 16. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ support for the rights of refugees.
	Support for the rights of refugees
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.649**
	0.040
	.000
	-0.76
	-0.54

	
	Croatia
	0.403**
	0.038
	.000
	0.30
	0.51

	
	Jordan
	0.089
	0.038
	.133
	-0.02
	0.19

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.649**
	0.040
	.000
	0.54
	0.76

	
	Croatia
	1.051**
	0.046
	.000
	0.92
	1.18

	
	Jordan
	0.738**
	0.046
	.000
	0.61
	0.87

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.403**
	0.038
	.000
	-0.51
	-0.30

	
	Germany
	-1.051**
	0.046
	.000
	-1.18
	-0.92

	
	Jordan
	-0.314**
	0.044
	.000
	-0.44
	-0.19

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.089
	0.038
	.133
	-0.19
	0.02

	
	Germany
	-0.738**
	0.046
	.000
	-0.87
	-0.61

	
	Croatia
	0.314**
	0.044
	.000
	0.19
	0.44

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 


[bookmark: _Hlk101954005]Supplementary Table 17. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ readiness to assist refugees.
	Readiness to assist refugees
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.249**
	0.053
	.000
	-0.40
	-0.10

	
	Croatia
	0.385**
	0.050
	.000
	0.25
	0.53

	
	Jordan
	-0.647**
	0.050
	.000
	-0.79
	-0.51

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.249**
	0.053
	.000
	0.10
	0.40

	
	Croatia
	0.634**
	0.061
	.000
	0.46
	0.81

	
	Jordan
	-0.398**
	0.060
	.000
	-0.57
	-0.23

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.385**
	0.050
	.000
	-0.53
	-0.25

	
	Germany
	-0.634**
	0.061
	.000
	-0.81
	-0.46

	
	Jordan
	-1.032**
	0.058
	.000
	-1.20
	-0.87

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.647**
	0.050
	.000
	0.51
	0.79

	
	Germany
	0.398**
	0.060
	.000
	0.23
	0.57

	
	Croatia
	1.032**
	0.058
	.000
	0.87
	1.20

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 18. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ social proximity towards refugees.
	Social proximity toward refugees
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.55**
	0.069
	.000
	-0.75
	-0.36

	
	Croatia
	0.95**
	0.065
	.000
	0.76
	1.13

	
	Jordan
	0.67**
	0.065
	.000
	0.49
	0.85

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.55**
	0.069
	.000
	0.36
	0.75

	
	Croatia
	1.50**
	0.079
	.000
	1.28
	1.72

	
	Jordan
	1.22**
	0.078
	.000
	1.00
	1.44

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.95**
	0.065
	.000
	-1.13
	-0.76

	
	Germany
	-1.50**
	0.079
	.000
	-1.72
	-1.28

	
	Jordan
	-0.28**
	0.076
	.004
	-0.49
	-0.07

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.67**
	0.065
	.000
	-0.85
	-0.49

	
	Germany
	-1.22**
	0.078
	.000
	-1.44
	-1.00

	
	Croatia
	0.28**
	0.076
	.004
	0.07
	0.49

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 19. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ perception of discrimination of refugees.
	Perception of discrimination against refugees
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.12
	0.045
	.055
	0.00
	0.25

	
	Croatia
	1.09**
	0.043
	.000
	0.97
	1.21

	
	Jordan
	1.52**
	0.043
	.000
	1.40
	1.64

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.12
	0.045
	.055
	-0.25
	0.00

	
	Croatia
	0.96**
	0.052
	.000
	0.82
	1.11

	
	Jordan
	1.39**
	0.052
	.000
	1.25
	1.54

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-1.09**
	0.043
	.000
	-1.21
	-0.97

	
	Germany
	-0.96**
	0.052
	.000
	-1.11
	-0.82

	
	Jordan
	0.43**
	0.050
	.000
	0.29
	0.57

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-1.52**
	0.043
	.000
	-1.64
	-1.40

	
	Germany
	-1.39**
	0.052
	.000
	-1.54
	-1.25

	
	Croatia
	-0.43**
	0.050
	.000
	-0.57
	-0.29

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 20. Multigroup comparisons of scores for RCMs’ perception of the society membership of the refugees.
	Perception of society membership of refugees
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.34**
	0.051
	.000
	0.19
	0.48

	
	Croatia
	0.83**
	0.048
	.000
	0.70
	0.97

	
	Jordan
	-0.52**
	0.048
	.000
	-0.66
	-0.39

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.34**
	0.051
	.000
	-0.48
	-0.19

	
	Croatia
	0.50**
	0.058
	.000
	0.33
	0.66

	
	Jordan
	-0.86**
	0.058
	.000
	-1.02
	-0.70

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.83**
	0.048
	.000
	-0.97
	-0.70

	
	Germany
	-0.50**
	0.058
	.000
	-0.66
	-0.33

	
	Jordan
	-1.36**
	0.056
	.000
	-1.51
	-1.20

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.52**
	0.048
	.000
	0.39
	0.66

	
	Germany
	0.86**
	0.058
	.000
	0.70
	1.02

	
	Croatia
	1.36**
	0.056
	.000
	1.20
	1.51

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 21. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quantity of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria in public transport/the street/the market.
	Quantity of intergroup contact in public transport/the street/the market
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.41**
	0.057
	.000
	0.25
	0.56

	
	Croatia
	2.02**
	0.054
	.000
	1.87
	2.18

	
	Jordan
	0.35**
	0.053
	.000
	0.20
	0.50

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.41**
	0.057
	.000
	-0.56
	-0.25

	
	Croatia
	1.62**
	0.064
	.000
	1.44
	1.80

	
	Jordan
	-0.05
	0.063
	.885
	-0.23
	0.13

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-2.02**
	0.054
	.000
	-2.18
	-1.87

	
	Germany
	-1.62**
	0.064
	.000
	-1.80
	-1.44

	
	Jordan
	-1.67**
	0.061
	.000
	-1.84
	-1.50

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.35**
	0.053
	.000
	-0.50
	-0.20

	
	Germany
	0.05
	0.063
	.885
	-0.13
	0.23

	
	Croatia
	1.67**
	0.061
	.000
	1.50
	1.84

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 22. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quantity of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria in the neighbourhood.
	Quantity of intergroup contact in the neighbourhood
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.29**
	0.066
	.000
	0.10
	0.47

	
	Croatia
	1.39**
	0.063
	.000
	1.22
	1.57

	
	Jordan
	-0.33**
	0.063
	.000
	-0.50
	-0.15

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.29**
	0.066
	.000
	-0.47
	-0.10

	
	Croatia
	1.11**
	0.075
	.000
	0.90
	1.31

	
	Jordan
	-0.62**
	0.075
	.000
	-0.83
	-0.41

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-1.39**
	0.063
	.000
	-1.57
	-1.22

	
	Germany
	-1.11**
	0.075
	.000
	-1.31
	-0.90

	
	Jordan
	-1.72**
	0.072
	.000
	-1.92
	-1.52

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.33**
	0.063
	.000
	0.15
	0.50

	
	Germany
	0.62**
	0.075
	.000
	0.41
	0.83

	
	Croatia
	1.72**
	0.072
	.000
	1.52
	1.92

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 23. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quantity of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria at work.
	Quantity of intergroup contact at work
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.22*
	0.075
	.036
	0.01
	0.43

	
	Croatia
	1.25**
	0.068
	.000
	1.05
	1.44

	
	Jordan
	-0.59**
	0.103
	.000
	-0.88
	-0.30

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.22*
	0.075
	.036
	-0.43
	-0.01

	
	Croatia
	1.03**
	0.084
	.000
	0.79
	1.26

	
	Jordan
	-0.81**
	0.114
	.000
	-1.13
	-0.49

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-1.25**
	0.068
	.000
	-1.44
	-1.05

	
	Germany
	-1.03**
	0.084
	.000
	-1.26
	-0.79

	
	Jordan
	-1.84**
	0.110
	.000
	-2.15
	-1.53

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.59**
	0.103
	.000
	0.30
	0.88

	
	Germany
	0.81**
	0.114
	.000
	0.49
	1.13

	
	Croatia
	1.84**
	0.110
	.000
	1.53
	2.15

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 24. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quantity of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria at school/university/educational facility.
	Quantity of intergroup contact at school/university/
educational facility
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.30*
	0.092
	.016
	-0.55
	-0.04

	
	Croatia
	1.57**
	0.077
	.000
	1.35
	1.79

	
	Jordan
	-0.39**
	0.114
	.008
	-0.71
	-0.07

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.30*
	0.092
	.016
	0.04
	0.55

	
	Croatia
	1.87**
	0.093
	.000
	1.61
	2.13

	
	Jordan
	-0.10
	0.125
	.896
	-0.45
	0.25

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-1.57**
	0.077
	.000
	-1.79
	-1.35

	
	Germany
	-1.87**
	0.093
	.000
	-2.13
	-1.61

	
	Jordan
	-1.96**
	0.114
	.000
	-2.28
	-1.64

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.39**
	0.114
	.008
	0.07
	0.71

	
	Germany
	0.10
	0.125
	.896
	-0.25
	0.45

	
	Croatia
	1.96**
	0.114
	.000
	1.64
	2.28

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 


Supplementary Table 25. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quantity of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria at public events.
	Quantity of intergroup contact at public events
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.57**
	0.066
	.000
	0.39
	0.76

	
	Croatia
	1.36**
	0.062
	.000
	1.19
	1.53

	
	Jordan
	0.35**
	0.062
	.000
	0.18
	0.53

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.57**
	0.066
	.000
	-0.76
	-0.39

	
	Croatia
	0.78**
	0.072
	.000
	0.58
	0.99

	
	Jordan
	-0.22*
	0.073
	.029
	-0.42
	-0.02

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-1.36**
	0.062
	.000
	-1.53
	-1.19

	
	Germany
	-0.78**
	0.072
	.000
	-0.99
	-0.58

	
	Jordan
	-1.00**
	0.069
	.000
	-1.20
	-0.81

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.35**
	0.062
	.000
	-0.53
	-0.18

	
	Germany
	0.22*
	0.073
	.029
	0.02
	0.42

	
	Croatia
	1.00**
	0.069
	.000
	0.81
	1.20

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 26. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quality of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria in public transport/the street/the market.
	Quality of intergroup contact in public transport/the street/the market
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-.163*
	0.048
	.010
	-0.30
	-0.03

	
	Croatia
	-0.007
	0.053
	.999
	-0.16
	0.14

	
	Jordan
	-0.547*
	0.045
	.000
	-0.67
	-0.42

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.163*
	0.048
	.010
	0.03
	0.30

	
	Croatia
	0.156
	0.061
	.088
	-0.01
	0.33

	
	Jordan
	-0.384*
	0.054
	.000
	-0.54
	-0.23

	Croatia
	Sweden
	0.007
	0.053
	.999
	-0.14
	0.16

	
	Germany
	-0.156
	0.061
	.088
	-0.33
	0.01

	
	Jordan
	-0.540*
	0.059
	.000
	-0.70
	-0.38

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.547*
	0.045
	.000
	0.42
	0.67

	
	Germany
	0.384*
	0.054
	.000
	0.23
	0.54

	
	Croatia
	0.540*
	0.059
	.000
	0.38
	0.70

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 27. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quality of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria in the neighbourhood.
	Quality of intergroup contact in the neighbourhood
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.128
	0.054
	.134
	-0.28
	0.02

	
	Croatia
	0.148
	0.064
	.144
	-0.03
	0.33

	
	Jordan
	-0.459*
	0.050
	.000
	-0.60
	-0.32

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.128
	0.054
	.134
	-0.02
	0.28

	
	Croatia
	0.276*
	0.072
	.002
	0.07
	0.48

	
	Jordan
	-0.331*
	0.060
	.000
	-0.50
	-0.16

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.148
	0.064
	.144
	-0.33
	0.03

	
	Germany
	-0.276*
	0.072
	.002
	-0.48
	-0.07

	
	Jordan
	-0.607*
	0.068
	.000
	-0.80
	-0.42

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.459*
	0.050
	.000
	0.32
	0.60

	
	Germany
	0.331*
	0.060
	.000
	0.16
	0.50

	
	Croatia
	0.607*
	0.068
	.000
	0.42
	0.80

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 28. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quality of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria at work.
	Quality of intergroup contact at work
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	0.043
	0.067
	.937
	-0.14
	0.23

	
	Croatia
	0.426*
	0.097
	.000
	0.15
	0.70

	
	Jordan
	0.024
	0.080
	.993
	-0.20
	0.25

	Germany
	Sweden
	-0.043
	0.067
	.937
	-0.23
	0.14

	
	Croatia
	0.383*
	0.108
	.005
	0.08
	0.68

	
	Jordan
	-0.020
	0.092
	.997
	-0.28
	0.24

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.426*
	0.097
	.000
	-0.70
	-0.15

	
	Germany
	-0.383*
	0.108
	.005
	-0.68
	-0.08

	
	Jordan
	-0.403*
	0.116
	.007
	-0.73
	-0.08

	Jordan
	Sweden
	-0.024
	0.080
	.993
	-0.25
	0.20

	
	Germany
	0.020
	0.092
	.997
	-0.24
	0.28

	
	Croatia
	0.403*
	0.116
	.007
	0.08
	0.73

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 


Supplementary Table 29. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quality of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria at school/university/educational facility.
	Quality of intergroup contact at school/university/
educational facility
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-.0242*
	0.082
	.035
	-0.47
	-0.01

	
	Croatia
	-0.088
	0.163
	.962
	-0.55
	0.37

	
	Jordan
	-0.214
	0.098
	.188
	-0.49
	0.06

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.242*
	0.082
	.035
	0.01
	0.47

	
	Croatia
	0.154
	0.169
	.843
	-0.32
	0.63

	
	Jordan
	0.028
	0.107
	.996
	-0.27
	0.33

	Croatia
	Sweden
	0.088
	0.163
	.962
	-0.37
	0.55

	
	Germany
	-0.154
	0.169
	.843
	-0.63
	0.32

	
	Jordan
	-0.126
	0.177
	.917
	-0.62
	0.37

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.214
	0.098
	.188
	-0.06
	0.49

	
	Germany
	-0.028
	0.107
	.996
	-0.33
	0.27

	
	Croatia
	0.126
	0.177
	.917
	-0.37
	0.62

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



Supplementary Table 30. Multigroup comparisons of scores of RCMs’ quality of intergroup contact with refugees from Syria at public events.
	Quality of intergroup contact at public events
	Mean Difference
	SE
	p-level
	95% CI

	
	
	
	
	LB
	UB

	Sweden
	Germany
	-0.195*
	0.056
	.007
	-0.35
	-0.04

	
	Croatia
	0.044
	0.063
	.920
	-0.13
	0.22

	
	Jordan
	-0.646*
	0.052
	.000
	-0.79
	-0.5

	Germany
	Sweden
	0.195*
	0.056
	.007
	0.04
	0.35

	
	Croatia
	0.239*
	0.071
	.010
	0.04
	0.44

	
	Jordan
	-0.451*
	0.061
	.000
	-0.62
	-0.28

	Croatia
	Sweden
	-0.044
	0.063
	.920
	-0.22
	0.13

	
	Germany
	-0.239*
	0.071
	.010
	-0.44
	-0.04

	
	Jordan
	-0.691*
	0.068
	.000
	-0.88
	-0.5

	Jordan
	Sweden
	0.646*
	0.052
	.000
	0.5
	0.79

	
	Germany
	0.451*
	0.061
	.000
	0.28
	0.62

	
	Croatia
	0.691*
	0.068
	.000
	0.5
	0.88

	Legend: SE – standard error, CI – confidence interval, LB – lower bound, UB – upper bound, *– mean difference significant at p < .05, ** – mean difference significant at p < .01 



