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Abstract: This article highlights the potentials for migration research using the
German Socio-Economic Panel Study (SOEP), a longitudinal panel dataset of
private households in Germany running since 1984.We provide a concise overview
of its basic features, describe the survey contents and research potentials, and
demonstrate opportunities to link external data sources to the SOEP thereby
presenting its diverse and impactful applications in migration research.
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1 Introduction

Migration has become a common experience throughout the globalized world and
a major topic of public and scientific debate. In the European Union, the 1985
Schengen agreement and the 1992 Treaty of Maastricht dramatically simplified
movement between member states. In Germany, migration rose substantially 30
years ago with the fall of the Wall and permanently changed the country’s social
and economic composition. The gross inflow ofmigrants to the Federal Republic of
Germany in 2019 was the third highest in history, at 1.6 million people, after the
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years 2015 and 2016. This increase in migratory movements and deepening of
European integration are only reflections of broader processes of economic and
political globalization, which open up increasing opportunities to find better living
conditions by moving abroad. Yet not only globalization but also humanitarian
crises and ecological catastrophes are driving forces in many global migration
movements.

Migration poses challenges to national economies in terms of labor supply,
social security, and social cohesion (e.g., Freeman 1986) and requires targeted
policy measures to foster integration. As migration often extends across multiple
generations, evidence-based research onmigration calls for longitudinal data that
span the life course. Only with such data can researchers identify the causal
mechanisms that drive migratory movements and underlie their individual and
societal effects. Alongside administrative data, data from household panel studies
and retrospective cohort studies provide a crucial basis for these kinds of longi-
tudinal micro-analytical approaches to migration research. The main goal of
household panel studies is to provide an accurate representation of national
populations. Panel studies also have the advantage of low recall error thanks to
their prospective longitudinal design (Peters 1988). Because of this, they can track
transnational movements across the life course. To address such longitudinal
research questions, household studies in migrant-receiving countries must
systematically incorporate migrants into their samples.

This article focuses on the German Socio-Economic Panel (SOEP), a longitu-
dinal survey of randomly sampled households in Germany, and provides an
overview of its far-reaching potentials to observe migrant households in Germany
(Goebel et al. 2019). The SOEP has been underway since 1984, allowing researchers
to study processes of transformation and change in Germany for almost four
decades. Itsmission is to provide information on diverse aspects of German society
including income, wealth, labour market participation, life satisfaction, well-
being, and other aspects of life (Bauer et al. 2011; Bauer and Sinning 2011; Brell
et al. 2020). To live up to this mission, the SOEP has been responding to exogenous
changes in its underlying target population, including immigration, since its
inception. According to its founding mission statement, a cornerstone of the SOEP
is the systematic inclusion and oversampling the migrant population (Krupp
2008). Up to the 35th wave in 2018, the SOEP has surveyed 96,461 individuals,
31,982 ofwhomhave a backgroundofmigration.1Most of these individuals are part
of the SOEP’s five specific migrant sub-samples, who are surveyed with targeted
questionnaires allowing for systematic observation of migrants’ experiences in the

1 Thesenumbers correspond to all individualswhohave answereda personal questionnaire in the
SOEP at least once. Further case numbers follow this definition.
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Federal Republic of Germany. Besides individuals who migrated to Germany
themselves (first generation immigrants), the SOEP also focuses on direct de-
scendants of migrants (second generation immigrants) and thus captures various
aspects of German immigration history. The SOEP is thus a unique data source for
the study of immigration and integration trajectories in Germany, and provides
researchers with reliable data on how immigration has affected the German
economy and society over time. Each new wave of the SOEP increases these
research potentials, especially in the area of migration.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 of this article
provides an overview of basic features of the SOEP, including a description of the
sample composition, the sampling andweighting approaches of the SOEPmigrant
samples, and of the dataset structure. Section 3 describes the survey and illustrates
research potentials. Section 4 outlines opportunities for linking external data
sources to the SOEP, and Section 5 concludes this article.

2 Basic Features of the SOEP

The general target population of the SOEP consists of private households in Ger-
many. Since 1984, around 96,461 individuals resident in 42,263 households have
been interviewed at least once about their lives (see Figure 1 for the number of
interviews in each survey year). The SOEP consists of several distinct sub-samples

Figure 1: Number of valid individual interviews by survey year and migration background.
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that have been added sequentially over time. Starting with the baseline Samples A
(general population sample) and B (migrant sample) in 1984, the SOEP research
group has subsequently reacted to panel attrition (refresher Samples E, F, H, J, K,
N), changes in the target population resulting from events such as German
reunification (East-Sample C), and to rising immigration to Germany (Samples D,
M1-M5). Other samples focus, for instance, on people with high income or high net
wealth (Samples G, P), households situated in big cities (Sample O), low income
families and families with children (Samples L1–L3), or LGB families (Sample Q),
some of which represent relatively small populations that require disproportional
sampling to make them visible for in-depth analysis.

2.1 Migrants and Refugees in SOEP: 1984–2018

In its effort to capture immigration to Germany, the SOEP study includes a large
share of immigrants (both cross-sectionally and over time), allowing for detailed
analysis of sub-groups and for analysis in comparison to the non-migrant popu-
lation. In the initial 1984 sample, five southern European countries—the so-called
“guest worker” countries—were oversampled (households with Italian, Spanish,
Greek, [Ex-]Yugoslavian or Turkish household heads). Hence, as Figure 1 shows,
immigrants and their descendants have always been a substantial part of the
SOEP. Over the course of the 36 survey years, a total of 25,869 people with a direct
(first-generation) and 6,113 individuals with an indirect (second-generation)
migration background have been part of a SOEP household.

Figure 2 shows the countries of origin of all SOEP respondents. In line with
Germany’s immigration history, the SOEP data mostly cover immigration flows
from southern Europe (e.g., guest workers) and since 1995, from new eastern EU
member states, the former Soviet Union (late expatriates, ethnic Germans), and the
Middle East (refugees).

2.2 Sampling, Weighting, and Fieldwork

Most of the SOEP samples are two-stage random samples. In a first step, the SOEP
group merges, for instance, addresses to regional clusters (Primary Sampling
Units, PSUs). The sampling of PSUs is commonly stratified by region (e.g., federal
states) and in some cases by urban/rural areas in order to ensure that German
regions are comprehensively covered. Usually, in the second stage, individuals or
addresses are sampled randomly from selected SSUs (secondary sampling units).
Because the SOEP is a household study, not only the sampled respondent (anchor
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respondent), but all adult members of the household are interviewed and basic
information on the educational participation of children is collected.

In order to ensure sufficient sample size for small sub-populations in the
migrant samples (e.g., female refugees, elderly refugees), the SOEP in most cases
applies disproportionate sampling on the SSU level. Such disproportionate
sampling probabilities are corrected bymeans of design weighting. However, the
weighting adjustment not only accounts for the sampling design, but allows for
integrating the SOEP’s various sub-samples. We generally recommend using the
SOEP as a whole and not just specific sub-samples, as in some cases the target
populations are not mutually exclusive (for an overview, see Kroh et al. 2014). In
Germany, sampling migrants is generally challenging because there is no
comprehensive database containing all first and second generation immigrants
in Germany. While the German central registry of foreigners contains all non-
German nationals who reside in Germany for a period of three months or more,
former migrants who have acquired German citizenship cannot be identified in
this register. The SOEP therefore relies on a variety of sampling frames and
techniques. Table 1 summarizes key sampling characteristics for each migrant
sample.

N for Countries Included in the SOEP- 1984-2018
8000-70600 (1)
2000-8000 (2)
600-2000 (8)
100-600 (24)
50-100 (20)
0-50 (99)
not included (86)

Figure 2: Number of valid individual interviews by country of origin.
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2.3 Dataset Structure

The structure of the data allows researchers to analyze SOEP data in two
dimensions.2 With each survey year representing a data wave, the first option is
cross-sectional analysis of any given surveywave. Second, the longitudinal nature
of the data can be exploited either in the “wide” or “long” data format. Further-
more, since 2012, the SOEP group has provided user-friendly datasets in the long
format and harmonizes variables over time. For instance, the SOEP group gener-
ates a variable displaying themigration background of a respondent, and provides
information on income prior to the launch of the euro in 2001 in euros. Longitu-
dinal analysis is straightforward with the SOEPlong format.

Table : Characteristics of migrant samples.

Sample First
Wave

Sampling
Frame

Target Population Additional Question-
naire Languages
(first wave)

Reference

B  AZR on
county
level

Private households with
Turkish, Greek, Yugosla-
vian, Spanish, Italian
head of household
(based on citizenship) up
to 

Turkish, Greek,
Yugoslavian, Italian,
Spanish

Hanefeld
()

D  ADM

network
Migrants to West Ger-
many between  and


Turkish, Greek, (Ex-)
Yugoslavian, Italian,
Spanish

Schupp and
Wagner
()

M  IEB Immigrants to Germany
between  and 

and second-generation
migrants born after 

English, Russian,
Turkish, Rumanian,
Polish

Kroh et al.
()

M  IEB Immigrants to Germany
between  and 

English, Russian,
Turkish, Rumanian,
Polish

Kühne and
Kroh ()

M-M /


AZR Asylum seekers and refu-
gees to Germany between
 and 

English, Urdu,
Pashto, Farsi/Dari,
Kurmanji, Arabic

Jacobsen et al.
(), Kroh
et al. ()

Central Register of Foreigners (AZR). Association of German Market and Social Research Institutes (ADM).
Integrated Employment Biographies (IEB).

2 For detailed information, please see http://companion.soep.de/Data%20Structure%20of%
20SOEPcore/Data%20Structure.html, last accessed on April 27, 2020.
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The SOEP contains a great variety of datasets on different observational levels,
including original datasets, datasets containing generated variables (e.g. ISCED),
and spell data. For empirical analyses, these may be combined using merging
procedures on the basis of relevant dataset identifiers (e.g., pid (time-constant
personal identifier), hid (time-constant household identifier)). Moreover, due to
the household concept of the study, family context information can be added to
analyses on the individual level by way of partner, child, and parent identifiers.
Table 2 describes the six different types of datasets in the SOEP and lists some
relevant examples. All datasets are available free of charge to universities and
research institutes for both research and teaching purposes in various data formats
(see Goebel et al. 2019).

3 Research Potentials

Migration and integration are complex,multi-faceted processes that affect the lives
of those who experience them in numerous ways. The questionnaire content of the
SOEP tries to cover this complexity, allowing researchers to closely studymigrants’
living circumstances over time.

Even before the more recent special samples of migrants and refugees were
added to the study population in 2013 and 2016, respectively, the SOEP’s ques-
tionnaires offered deep insights into immigrants’ country of origin, process of
arrival in Germany and patterns of integration. Table A1 provides an overview of
key dimensions of the SOEP’s survey content for its migrant population. As

Table : Type of SOEP datasets.

Type Example

 Files providing the originally surveyed data for each year $p, $h
 Files providing the originally surveyed data in long format pl, hl
 Tracking files: Files about the development of the sample, for

example, whether individuals or households were interviewed in a
given year, or the inverse staying probability to correct the cross-
sectional weighting variable

ppathl, pbrutto, hpathl,
hbrutto

 Files providing respondents’ biographies prior to their first
survey year

biol, bioimmig

 Files providing additionally generated variables that are coded
consistently over time

$pgen, $hgen

 Files providing spell data migspell, refugespell
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Table A1 shows, since the study’s inception in 1984, the SOEP has collected data on
crucial aspects of migrants’ backgrounds, including country of birth and citizen-
ship status, as well as aspects of their lives in Germany. Migrants have been asked,
for instance, about their German language proficiency and sense of national or
ethnic identity (Dustmann 1994; Dustmann and Van Soest 2001), allowing for
analysis of the processes of cognitive and social assimilation (Constant and Zim-
mermann 2008; Diehl and Schnell 2006). Furthermore, since the addition of
Sample D in 1994, the questionnaires items dealing with the individual’s experi-
ence of immigrating to Germany have been systematically expanded to include
additional information on matters such as residence status and social links to
Germany prior to immigration. Based on these contents, studies have examined
the immigrant-native wage gap, the transferability of human capital, immigrants’
saving behavior or remittances to relatives in their home countries, the effects of
naturalization and citizenship, social networks, and the influence of macroeco-
nomic conditions in home countries on immigrants’ well-being (Akay et al. 2017;
Aldashev et al. 2012; Basilio et al. 2009; Bauer and Sinning 2011; Eisnecker 2019;
Gathmann and Keller 2018; Olney 2015; Riphahn and Saif 2019).

With the addition of samples M1–2, the SOEP—in cooperation with the Insti-
tute for Employment Research (IAB)—has begun to collect even more detailed
information on the unique living circumstances ofmigrants and their descendants,
and since 2013, the migrant-specific questionnaire content has been significantly
expanded (see Table A1). To this end, the SOEP has used concepts that are well
established in the literature and has applied Esser’s (1980, 2001, 2006) concept of
social integration as a basis for developing additional survey content. According to
Esser (1980), “social integration” is a conglomerate of four dimensions: cultural
adaption, positioning (individuals’ rights, residence titles, etc.), interaction, and
identification. These four aspects of integration are reflected in the SOEP’s ques-
tionnaires (Esser 2008), which contain multiple indicators for each dimension of
Esser’s theoretical framework (see TableA1). However, the extensive questionnaire
content also makes it possible to study other theoretical constructs related to
migrants’ integration.

Since 2016, refugee-specific samples (M3–5) have also been part of the SOEP.
Similar to the migrant samples discussed above, the questionnaires distributed to
this sub-population aim at understanding their unique situations and challenges
and therefore cover the periods before, during, and after migration. Examples are
the refugee’s route to Germany, the asylum process, shared accommodations and
attendance of integration classes, mental health, subjective well-being, labor
market access, educational attainment, personality, and value orientations (see
Table A1; Guichard 2020; Hahn et al. 2019; Jacobsen 2019; Jacobsen and Fuchs
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2020; Kosyakova and Brücker 2020; Löbel 2020; Siegert in press; Walther et al.
2020).3

To allow for comparative analyses between the host society and newcomers,
migrants also receive part of the same standard SOEP survey instruments as non-
migrants. This makes it possible to study aspects that are not specific to migration,
such as well-being, within these populations. For some aspects of integration,
such as employment and German language proficiency, retrospectively provided,
pre-migration data is also available. This allows for analysis of changes in
migrants’ lives since their arrival in Germany (Krieger 2020b).

Besides providing novel and unique data on migrants in Germany, the SOEP
also provides an opportunity to study different cross-cultural survey methodo-
logical tools. In its work with the Institute for Employment Research (IAB) and the
Research Centre of the Federal Office for Migration and Refugees (BAMF-FZ) the
SOEP has used novel sampling frames such as the Integrated Employment
Biographies and the Central Register of Foreigners and novel sampling techniques
such as onomastic procedures. Further, all questionnaires are translated into the
most important languages of the target population. These vary depending on
the samples’ composition and include, among others, Turkish, High Arabic, and
English (see Table 1). All of these features make SOEP a unique tool to learn about
the practical application of cross-cultural survey methods and to observe changes
and improvements in their application over time (Eisnecker and Kroh 2017;
Jacobsen and Fuchs 2020; Liebau et al. 2018).

4 Augmenting the Basic SOEP Data

4.1 Linking SOEP Data with Additional Data Sources

There are numerous options to augment the SOEP data with data from other
sources that provide contextual or regional information. For instance, the SOEP
offers unique potentials for spatial analysis. By using information on respondents’
region of residence, researchers can link SOEP data with spatial indicators at
different levels, including states, spatial planning units, counties, municipalities,
and postal codes. Since 2000, exact geo-locations are available within a special-
ized secured setting at the SOEP Research Data Center (Goebel 2020). Recent

3 For survey methodological reasons (e.g., minimizing the duration of the SOEP interview) some
items, including for instance mental health indicators or value orientations, are year-specific
topics not being part of the standardized questionnaire. For detailed information, see Table A1 and
the year-specific questionnaires.
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examples of such spatial analyses include, for example, Dill et al. (2015), Krieger
(2020a), Lersch (2013), Sager (2012), and Schaffner and Treude (2018).

There are a number of projects that seek to combine the advantages of
administrative data with the benefits of survey information by linking the SOEP
data with data from administrative sources: One is the Linked Employer-Employee
Study (SOEP-LEE, see Weinhardt et al. 2017) and another is SOEP-RV, which
combines SOEP data with individual-level data from the German pension insur-
ance. Another important project, IEB-SOEP, adds administrative information from
the Integrated Employment Biographies to SOEP migration samples M1/M2
(Brücker et al. 2014). This enables researchers to add administrative information on
long biographical periods to the SOEP data and thus analyze the labor market
integration of immigrants in Germany. The refugee Samples M3–M5 can also be
linked to the IEBs (Keita and Trübswetter 2020).

Furthermore, it is possible to use the SOEP to conduct cross-country
comparative research. For instance, the Cross-National Equivalent File (CNEF)4

is an international panel dataset providing harmonized information on education,
employment, income, health, and life satisfaction. The information stems from
longitudinal household panel studies in a number of countries including
Australia, Germany, Great Britain, Canada, South Korea, Russia, Switzerland, and
the United States.

4.2 SOEP Related Study: Mentoring of Refugees (MORE)

Further, the SOEP regularly implements related studies. For instance, the
SOEP-related study Mentoring of Refugees (MORE)5 explores whether and how
friendships and contact with locals affects refugees’ integration into Germany
(Jursch et al. 2020; Legewie et al. 2019). As part of this project, in 2017, respondents
in SamplesM3–M5were askedwhether theywould be interested in participating in
the non-profit initiative Start with a Friend (SwaF). SwaF is a social start-up
founded in 2014 in Berlin. Its mission is to connect recently arrived refugees with
locals in Germany with the ultimate goal of initiating long-lasting friendships
between the two parties. Participants are advised tomeet with their partner for two
to three hours on a weekly basis. Participants can freely decide how they wish to
spend this time together; some meet to do sports, others to visit museums or
exhibitions.

4 See http://cnef.ehe.osu.edu/, last accessed on August 16, 2020.
5 MORE is jointly coordinated by the German Socio-Economic Panel (SOEP) at the German
Institute for Economic Research (DIW Berlin) and the Institute for Employment Research (IAB).
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In 2017, SwaFwas active in 14 German cities.6 Respondents in SamplesM3–M5
who resided in one of these cities (N = 733) were asked whether they would be
interested in program participation. Those who expressed interest (N = 446) were
subsequently randomly assigned to either the group of participants (treatment
group,N= 234, 52%) or the group of non-participants (control group,N= 212, 48%).
Accordingly, MORE is designed as a randomized controlled trial. Following
randomization, interviewers registered refugees who were assigned to the treat-
ment group on SwaF’s website to transmit their contact information to program
organizers. This administrative step was successful for 215 refugees. In kick-off
meetings with the 127 refugees assigned to treatment, SwaF asked about their
hopes and expectations for the mentoring relationship in order to be able to find a
suitable local mentor. Based on these insights, 85 refugees were assigned a local
mentor. The remaining 130 refugees could not be matched to a local for various
reasons; among others due to fading interest or insufficient German language skills
on the part of the refugees.

As part of the 36th SOEP wave, datasets related to MORE will be released in
February 2021. First, these data include information on which refugees were
assigned to the treatment versus control group. This information can be
matched to the SOEP in order to compare refugee outcomes before and after
treatment and assess the impact of SwaF (information included in $p, see
Table 2). Second, during thematching process, SwaF coordinators kept track of
key steps in the matching process, including dates of registration, first meeting
and matching, as well as refugees’ and locals’ hopes and expectations con-
cerning the program (dataset: more_docu). Finally, three waves of online
survey were conducted with local mentors (at the initiation of the match, after
six weeks, and after four months). These data allow for insights into the
mentoring relationships and how refugee-local pairs spent their time together
(dataset: more_local).

5 Concluding Remarks and Outlook

The SOEP sets national and international standards in the field of migration
research from a life course perspective. From the start of this household panel

6 In 2017, SwaF was active in Berlin, Potsdam, Hamburg, Oldenburg, Leipzig, Dresden, Cologne,
Dusseldorf, Bonn, Frankfurt am Main, Aachen, Stuttgart, Landau, and Freiburg.
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study in 1984, it has included survey content on immigrants and their unique
biographies and has responded to changes in the German population by
sequentially adding several distinct (migration) sub-samples.

As the SOEP migrant samples have grown over time, the content of ques-
tionnaires onmigrant-specific life circumstances has also increased. This currently
makes it possible for researchers to analyze diverse aspects of immigrants’ lives—
their routes to Germany, their mental health, employment, and language skills.
Migrants’ and refugees’ outcomes can further be compared to those of natives or be
analyzed in relation to spatial information. As the SOEP employs a household
concept and thus interviews all household members, it is also possible to analyze
multiple generations of immigrant families. Finally, the SOEP offers great potential
for cross-cultural survey methodological research.

In 2020, the SOEP responded to the spread of the virus COVID-19 by inter-
viewing households in Germany during the lockdown. As part of the research
project SOEP-CoV, the migration samples M1–2 were also interviewed, allowing
unique insights into immigrant life during the pandemic. Overall, the SOEP is a
unique data source that strives to gather knowledge about migrants in innovative
ways and that offers unique opportunities for multidisciplinary migration
research.

Acknowledgments:We thank Janina Britzke, Benjamin Jursch,Markus Grabka and
Deborah Ann Bowen for their support and editing.
Research funding: The SOEP, as a member institute of the Leibniz Association, is
funded by the Federal Ministry for Education and Research (BMBF) and the
governments of the Länder.

538 J. Jacobsen et al.



Ta
bl
e
A

:
S
O
EP

su
rv
ey

co
nt
en

t
on

m
ig
ra
nt
s.

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































M
ig
ra
ti
on

B
io
gr
ap

hy
N
at
iv
e
co
un

tr
y

Pa
re
nt
s’

na
ti
on

al
it
ie
s

Pa
re
nt
s’

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
ie
s

Pa
re
nt
s
bo

rn
in

G
er
m
an

y

Im
m
ig
ra
ti
on

ye
ar

Im
m
ig
ra
ti
on

re
as
on

C
on

ta
ct

to
G
er
m
an

y

pr
io
r
to

em
ig
ra
ti
on

M
ov
ed

cl
os

e
to

re
la
-

ti
ve
s/
fr
ie
nd

s

Re
ce
pt
io
n
ca
m
p

Im
m
ig
ra
ti
on

st
at
us

Im
m
ig
ra
ti
on

a
fa
m
ily

m
em

be
r

Jo
b
pr
os

pe
ct

be
fo
re

m
ov
in
g
to

G
er
m
an

y

Ye
ar

w
he

n
fi
rs
t
le
ft

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Pa
re
nt
s
m
ov
ed

to

G
er
m
an

y

A
pp

en
di
x
1

Growing Potentials for Migration Research 539



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































H
el
p
of

re
la
ti
ve
s

w
he

n
m
ov
in
g
to

G
er
m
an

y

M
ig
ra
ti
on

Ro
ut
e

N
eg

at
iv
e
ex
pe

ri
-

en
ce
s
w
he

n
fl
ee

in
g

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Im
m
ig
ra
ti
on

w
it
h

fa
m
ily

/r
el
at
iv
es
/

fr
ie
nd

s

Re
as
on

s
fo
r
im

m
i-

gr
at
io
n
to

G
er
m
an

y

In
te
gr
at
io
n

S
tr
uc
tu
ra
l

D
im

en
si
on

C
it
iz
en

sh
ip

W
is
h
fo
r
ci
ti
ze
ns

hi
p

In
te
re
st

in
du

al

ci
ti
ze
ns

hi
p

D
ua

lc
it
iz
en

sh
ip

Re
si
de

nc
e
pe

rm
it

Ye
ar

of

na
tu
ra
liz
at
io
n

Pr
ev
io
us

ci
ti
ze
ns

hi
ps

540 J. Jacobsen et al.



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































Ed
uc
at
io
n
in

G
er
-

m
an

y/
ab

ro
ad

S
ch

oo
lg

ra
de

in

G
er
m
an

y

Pr
ep

ar
at
or
y
cl
as
s
fo
r

fo
re
ig
ne

rs

Re
co
gn

it
io
n
of

cr
ed

en
ti
al
s

In
te
gr
at
io
n
co
ur
se

Le
ve
lG

er
m
an

co
ur
se

W
ay
s
to

im
pr
ov
e

G
er
m
an

sk
ill
s

Cu
lt
ur
al

di
m
en

si
on

G
er
m
an

la
ng

ua
ge

sk
ill
s

M
ot
he

r
to
ng

ue

La
ng

ua
ge

m
os

t
us

ed

La
ng

ua
ge

ne
w
sp

ap
er

La
ng

ua
ge

m
us

ic

C
oo

ki
ng

tr
ad

it
io
ns

La
ng

ua
ge

m
ed

ia

co
ns

um
pt
io
n

Growing Potentials for Migration Research 541



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































G
er
m
an

la
ng

ua
ge

sk
ill
s
be

fo
re

em
ig
ra
ti
on

G
er
m
an

co
ur
se
s
in

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

G
er
m
an

as
m
ot
he

r

to
ng

ue

In
te
re
th
ni
c
co
nt
ac
ts

C
on

ta
ct

to
G
er
m
an

s

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y
of

vi
si
ts

(G
er
m
an

s)

C
on

ta
ct

w
it
h

ne
ig
hb

or
s

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y
of

vi
si
ts

(n
ei
gh

bo
rs
)

In
te
re
th
ni
c

fr
ie
nd

sh
ip
s

In
te
re
th
ni
c
pl
ac
e
of

re
si
de

nc
e

N
um

be
ro

ff
or
ei
gn

er
s

(M
IC
RO

M
-r
eg

io
n)

N
um

be
r
of

m
ig
ra
nt
s

in
sc
ho

ol
cl
as
s

C
on

ta
ct

to
G
er
m
an

s

in
ne

ig
hb

or
ho

od

542 J. Jacobsen et al.



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































C
on

ta
ct

to
G
er
m
an

s

at
w
or
k
pl
ac
e

C
on

ta
ct

to
pe

op
le

fr
om

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

in
G
er
m
an

y

D
is
cr
im

in
at
io
n
an

d
at
ti
tu
de

s
D
is
ad

va
nt
ag

es

W
or
ri
es

ab
ou

t

xe
no

ph
ob

ia

A
cc
ep

te
d
by

co
lle

ag
ue

s

A
cc
ep

te
d
by

ne
ig
hb

or
s

Ex
pe

ct
at
io
n
fu
lfi
lle

d

in
G
er
m
an

y

D
if
fi
cu
lt
ie
s
w
he

n

lo
ok

in
g
fo
r
fl
at
s

Re
st
ri
ct
io
ns

fo
r

he
al
th

re
as
on

s

D
is
ad

va
nt
ag

es
:

A
re
as

Fe
el
in
gs

of
an

ge
r/

sa
dn

es
s/
ha

pp
in
es
s

Growing Potentials for Migration Research 543



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































D
is
cr
im

in
at
io
n
an

d

pe
rs
ec
ut
io
n

D
is
po

ss
es
si
on

du
e

to
w
ar

D
if
fi
cu
lt
ie
s
w
he

n

lo
ok

in
g
fo
r
jo
b

Fe
el
in
g
w
el
co
m
e
in

G
er
m
an

y:
W
he

n

ar
ri
vi
ng

Fe
el
in
g
w
el
co
m
e
in

G
er
m
an

y:
To

da
y

Fe
el
in
gs

of
so

ci
al

is
ol
at
io
n

W
or
ri
ed

to
no

t
be

ab
le

to
st
ay

in

G
er
m
an

y

W
or
ri
ed

ab
ou

t
re
su

lt

of
as
yl
um

pr
oc
es
s

Tr
an

sn
at
io
na

liz
at
io
n

S
en

se
of

be
lo
ng

in
g

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

S
en

se
of

be
lo
ng

in
g

Fe
el

G
er
m
an

Fe
el

ho
m
el
es
s

544 J. Jacobsen et al.



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































W
is
h
to

st
ay

in

G
er
m
an

y

W
is
h
to

re
tu
rn

to

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y
vi
si
ts

to

ac
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Fe
el
in
gs

w
he

n

vi
si
ti
ng

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

S
po

us
e
in

G
er
m
an

y

C
hi
ld
re
n
no

t
in

G
er
m
an

y

Re
la
ti
ve
s
in

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Re
un

if
y
w
it
h
fa
m
ily

m
em

be
rs

Pa
y
re
m
it
ta
nc

es

Re
ce
iv
e
re
m
it
ta
nc

es

C
on

ta
ct

to
fa
m
ily

/

fr
ie
nd

s
in

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Pl
ac
e
of

re
si
de

nc
e

ch
ild

re
n

Fe
el

Eu
ro
pe

an

C
on

di
ti
on

s
fo
r
re
tu
rn

to
na

ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

Growing Potentials for Migration Research 545



Ta
bl
e
A

:
(c
on

ti
nu

ed
)

Va
ri
ab

le
s

S
ur
ve
y
Ye

ar







































































M
is
si
ng

pe
op

le
in

na
ti
ve

co
un

tr
y

G
re
y,

S
O
EP

-C
O
RE

;
lig

ht
bl
ue

,M

/

;
da

rk
bl
ue

,M

–

;y
el
lo
w
,S

O
EP

-C
O
RE

&
M

/

;o
ra
ng

e,
C
O
RE

&
M

–

;p
ur
pl
e,

M

–

;g
re
en

,S
O
EP

-C
O
RE

&
M

–

.

546 J. Jacobsen et al.



References

Akay, A., Bargain, O., and Zimmermann, K.F. (2017). Macroeconomic conditions in home countries
and the well-being of migrants. J. Hum. Resour. 52: 351–373.

Aldashev, A., Gernandt, J., and Thomsen, S.L. (2012). The immigrant-native wage gap in Germany.
Jahrb. Natl. Stat. 232: 490–517.

Basilio, L., Bauer, T.K., and Sinning, M. (2009). Analyzing the labor market activity of immigrant
families in Germany. Lab. Econ. 16: 510–520.

Bauer, T.K., Cobb-Clark, D.A., Hildebrand, V.A., and Sinning, M.G. (2011). A comparative analysis
of the nativity wealth gap. Econ. Inq. 49: 989–1007.

Bauer, T.K. and Sinning, M.G. (2011). The savings behavior of temporary and permanent migrants
in Germany. J. Popul. Econ. 24: 421–449.

Brell, C., Dustmann, C., and Preston, I. (2020). The labor market integration of refugeemigrants in
high-income countries. J. Econ. Perspect. 34: 94–121.

Brücker, H., Kroh, M., Bartsch, S., Goebel, J., Kühne, S., Liebau, E., and Schupp, J. (2014), The new
IAB-SOEP Migration Sample: an introduction into the methodology and the contents. SOEP
Survey Papers 216: Series C.

Constant, A.F. and Zimmermann, K.F. (2008). Measuring ethnic identity and its impact on
economic behavior. J. Eur. Econ. Assoc. 6: 424–433.

Diehl, C. and Schnell, R. (2006). “Reactive ethnicity” or “assimilation”? Statements, arguments,
and first empirical evidence for labor migrants in Germany. Int. Migrat. Rev. 40: 786–816.

Dill, V., Jirjahn, U. and Tsertsvadze, G. (2015). Residential segregation and immigrants’
satisfaction with the neighborhood in Germany. Soc. Sci. Q. 96: 354–368.

Dustmann, C. (1994). Speakingfluency,writingfluency and earnings of immigrants. J. Popul. Econ.
7: 133–156.

Dustmann, C. and Van Soest, A. (2001). Language fluency and earnings: estimation with
misclassified language indicators. Rev. Econ. Stat. 83: 663–674.

Eisnecker, P.S. (2019). Non-migrants’ interethnic relationships with migrants: the role of the
residential area, the workplace, and attitudes toward migrants from a longitudinal
perspective. J. Ethnic Migrat. Stud. 45: 804–824.

Eisnecker, P.S. and Kroh, M. (2017). The informed consent to record linkage in panel studies:
optimal starting wave, consent refusals, and subsequent panel attrition. Publ. Opin. Q. 81:
131–143.

Esser, H. (1980).Aspekte derWanderungssoziologie. Assimilation und Integration vonWanderern,
ethnischen Gruppen und Minderheiten. Darmstadt: Luchterhand.

Esser, H. (2001). Integration und ethnische Schichtung. Mannheim.
Esser, H. (2006). Migration, Sprache und Integration. Berlin.
Esser, H. (2008). Das SOEP und die Lindenstraße. Vierteljahrshefte Wirtschaftsforsch. 77:

181–186.
Freeman, G. (1986). Migration and the political economy of the welfare state. Ann. Am. Acad. Polit.

Soc. Sci. 485: 51–63.
Gathmann, C. and Keller, N. (2018). Access to citizenship and the economic assimilation of

immigrants. Econ. J. 128: 3141–3181.
Goebel, J. (2020). Verbindung von Surveydaten und Geodaten. Möglichkeiten, Mehrwert und

Probleme am Beispiel des SOEP. In: Qualität bei zusammengeführten Daten. Wiesbaden:
Springer VS, pp. 107–122.

Growing Potentials for Migration Research 547



Goebel, J., Grabka, M.M., Liebig, S., Kroh, M., Richter, D., Schröder, C., and Schupp, J. (2019). The
German socio-economic panel (SOEP). Jahrb. Natl. Stat. 239: 345–360.

Guichard, L. (2020). Self-selection of asylum seekers: evidence from Germany. Demography 57:
1089–1116.

Hahn, E., Richter, D., Schupp, J., and Back, M.D. (2019). Predictors of refugee adjustment: the
importance of cognitive skills and personality. Psychology 5: 1–14.

Hanefeld, U. (1987). Das Sozioökonomische Panel. Grundlagen und Konzeption. Frankfurt am
Main: Campus Verlag.

Jacobsen, J. (2019). An investment in the future: institutional aspects of credential recognition of
refugees in Germany. J. Refug. Stud., https://doi.org/10.1093/jrs/fez094.

Jacobsen, J. and Fuchs, L.M. (2020). Can we compare conceptions of democracy in cross-linguistic
and cross-national research? Evidence from a random sample of refugees in Germany. Soc.
Indicat. Res. 151: 669–690.

Jacobsen, J., Kroh,M., Kühne, S., Scheible, J.A., Siegers, R., andSiegert,M. (2019), Supplementary
of the IAB-BAMF-SOEP survey of refugees in Germany (M5). SOEP Survey Papers, 605.

Jursch, B., Kroh, M., Krieger, M., Legewie, N., and Löbel, L.M. (2020). Patenschaften zwischen
Geflüchteten undEinheimischen: determinanten von Zufriedenheit in der Tandembeziehung.
In: Engagement für Integration und Teilhabe in der Einwanderungsgesellschaft. Wiesbaden:
Springer VS, pp. 307–326.

Keita, S. and Trübswetter, P. (2020). IAB-BAMF-SOEP Befragung von Geflüchteten verknüpft mit
administrativenDatendes IAB. No. 202015_de. Institut für Arbeitsmarkt-undBerufsforschung
(IAB), [Institute for Employment Research], Nürnberg, Germany.

Kosyakova, Y. and Brücker, H. (2020). Seeking asylum in Germany: do human and social capital
determine the outcome of asylum procedures? Eur. Socio Rev. 36: 663–683.

Krieger, M. (2020a). Agents of socialization and female migrants’ employment: the influence of
mothers and the country context. Eur. Socio Rev. 36: 902–919.

Krieger, M. (2020b). Tied and troubled: revisiting tied migration and subsequent employment.
J. Marriage Fam. 82: 934–952.

Kroh, M., Kühne, S., Goebel, J., and Preu, F. (2015), The 2013 IAB-SOEP migration sample (M1):
sampling design and weighting adjustment. SOEP Survey Papers Series C – Data
Documentations 271.

Kroh, M., Kühne, S., Jacobsen, J., Siegert, M., and Siegers, R. (2017), Sampling, nonresponse, and
integrated weighting of the 2016 IAB-BAMF-SOEP survey of refugees (M3/M4) – revised.
SOEP survey papers: series C - data documentation 477.

Kroh, M., Siegers, R., and Kühne, S. (2014). Gewichtung und Integration von
Auffrischungsstichproben am Beispiel des Sozio-oekonomischen Panels (SOEP). In:
Nonresponse bias. Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Krupp, H.-J. (2008). Die Anfänge: Zur Entstehungsgeschichte des SOEP. Vierteljahrshefte
Wirtschaftsforsch. 77: 15–26.

Kühne, S. and Kroh, M. (2017). The 2015 IAB-SOEP migration study M2: sampling design,
nonresponse, and weighting adjustment. SOEP Survey Papers Series C - Data
Documentations 473.

Legewie, N., Jaschke, P., Krieger, M., Kroh, M., Löbel, L.-M., and Schacht, D. (2019). Integrating
randomized controlled field trials into (existing) panel surveys – the “mentoring of refugees”
study. Briefs on Methodological, Ethical and Epistemological Issues 7: 1–8.

Lersch, P.M. (2013). Place stratification or spatial assimilation? Neighbourhood quality changes
after residential mobility for migrants in Germany. Urban Stud. 50: 1011–1029.

548 J. Jacobsen et al.

https://doi.org/10.1093/jrs/fez094


Liebau, E., Humpert, A., and Schneiderheinze, K. (2018), Wie gut funktioniert das Onomastik-
Verfahren? Ein Test am Beispiel des SOEP-Datensatzes. SOEP papers on Multidisciplinary
Panel Data Research 976.

Löbel, L.M. (2020). Family separation and refugee mental health – a network perspective. Soc.
Network. 61: 20–33.

Olney, W.W. (2015). Remittances and the wage impact of immigration. J. Hum. Resour. 50:
694–727.

Peters, H.E. (1988). Retrospective versus panel data in analyzing lifecycle events. J. Hum. Resour.
23: 488–513.

Riphahn, R.T. and Saif, S. (2019). Naturalization and labor market performance of immigrants in
Germany. Lab. Travail. 33: 48–76.

Sager, L. (2012). Residential segregation and socioeconomic neighbourhood sorting: evidence at
the micro-neighbourhood level for migrant groups in Germany. Urban Stud. 49: 2617–2632.

Schaffner, S. and Treude, B. (2018). The effect of ethnic clustering on migrant integration in
Germany. Ruhr economic papers, https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2579732.

Schupp, J. and Wagner, G.G. (1995). Die Zuwanderer-Stichprobe des Sozio-Ökonomischen Panels
(SOEP). Vierteljahrshefte Wirtschaftsforsch. 64: 16–25.

Walther, L., Fuchs, L.M., Schupp, J., and von Scheve, C. (2020). Living conditions and the mental
health and well-being of refugees: evidence from a large-scale German survey. J. Immigr.
Minority Health 22: 903–913.

Weinhardt, M., Meyermann, A., Liebig, S., and Schupp, J. (2017). The linked employer-employee
study of the socio-economic panel (SOEP-LEE): content, design and research potential. Jahrb.
Natl. Stat. 237: 457–467.

Growing Potentials for Migration Research 549

https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2579732

	1 Introduction
	2 Basic Features of the SOEP
	2.1 Migrants and Refugees in SOEP: 1984–2018
	2.2 Sampling, Weighting, and Fieldwork
	2.3 Dataset Structure

	3 Research Potentials
	4 Augmenting the Basic SOEP Data
	4.1 Linking SOEP Data with Additional Data Sources
	4.2 SOEP Related Study: Mentoring of Refugees (MORE)

	5 Concluding Remarks and Outlook
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix 1
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1000
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.10000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (ISO Coated v2 \(ECI\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName <FEFF005B0048006F006800650020004100750066006C00F600730075006E0067005D>
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


