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1. Introduction

Administrative procedures, reception policies, and residence permits shape the
integration processes of immigrants in destination countries, particularly among
asylum-seeking migrants. In Belgium and in other destination countries, previous
research has shown that the administrative pathways of immigrants are often complex,
with a succession of precarious residence permits and recurrent periods of irregularity
[Schoumaker et al., 2022 ; Schuster, 2005]. These elements impact the life course of
immigrants in the host country, including their residential mobility, as they create
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insecurity and place individuals in a position of “permanent temporariness” [Bertrand,
2019 ; Schoumaker et al., 2022].

Aligning with the life course perspective on internal migration [Bernard, 2022], we
consider in this paper that the mobility of asylum migrants does not cease after they
apply for protection in the host country. Forced migration is indeed part of a broader
mobility sequence as it is often followed by internal or international moves [de Hoon,
Vink and Schmeets, 2021 ; Stewart and Shaffer, 2015]. So far, existing research on the
connection between geographical mobility and administrative pathways has mostly
focused on the transnational mobility of asylum migrants [de Hoon, Vink and
Schmeets, 2020 ; Schuster, 2005]. Few studies have taken an interest in the internal
residential moves of refugees while also considering their administrative paths. Such
research is relevant to acknowledge the impacts of asylum and reception policies on
the settlement and integration of asylum migrants. In Belgium, as in other receiving
countries, asylum procedures may last a few months up to several years. While waiting
for the examination of their application, most asylum seekers are hosted in reception
structures. Thanks to their status and rights, recognised refugees will have greater
freedom to move than applicants whose procedures are still pending. This work thus
focuses on how these elements interact with the internal migrations of recognised
refugees. We begin by presenting the main background elements shaping our questions
and hypothesis: (1) an overview of existing studies on the impacts of legal trajectories
on migrants’ life course, (2) the legal context defining the residence permits of asylum
migrants in Belgium, and (3) a brief explanation of the Belgian reception system. Next,
we present our hypothesis concerning internal migrations of recognised refugees, and
we develop our research design. We adopt a longitudinal and quantitative perspective
using population register data. Finally, we present our findings relying on event history
analysis methods, exploring the impact of administrative outcomes (i.e. procedure
duration, protection obtained, type of reception structure) on internal migration and
settlement in Belgium. Our contribution takes advantage of administrative register
data, providing unique insights into asylum procedures and settlement paths in
Belgium. Our main findings show that being hosted in a collective reception centre
significantly increases the likelihood of internal migration after protection recognition,
suggesting that individuals prefer to leave the municipalities in which they are hosted
towards areas with better opportunities (housing, jobs, social networks etc.). Long
asylum procedures decrease the likelihood of migrating internally after protection,
whereas the consequence of the reception crisis in 2015 increased the internal mobility
among recognised refugees.

2. Background
a. Legal Statuses and Life Course Trajectories

Immigrants often experience turbulent administrative trajectories in destination
countries. Many studies report complex pathways with frequent changes in legal status
[Bertrand, 2019 ; Merla and Smit, 2023 ; Schuster, 2005] and recurrent episodes of
irregularity [Merla, Sarolea and Schoumaker, 2021; Schoumaker et al.,, 2022;
Vickstrom, 2014]. Depending on their legal status, immigrants have different access to
state-organised support and social rights [Bertrand, 2019 ; Jansson, 2024 ; Marlowe et
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al., 2024 ; Rea et al., 2014]. Less secure residence permits create “legal barriers” that
hinder the integration process [Da Lomba, 2010]. Legal provisions are thus referred to
as important determinants of settlement and integration in destination countries
[Bakker, Dagevos and Engbersen, 2014 ; Farcy and Smit, 2020 ; S6hn, 2019]. Moreover,
specifically among asylum seekers, administrative trajectories involve periods of
uncertainty and long times waiting for a decision, depending on the duration of
the asylum procedure [Bakker, Dagevos and Engbersen, 2014 ; Brekke, 2010 ; Farcy and
Smit, 2020 ; Hainmueller, Hangartner and Lawrence, 2016 ; Jansson, 2024]. Existing
research often demonstrates the negative outcomes of precarious legal trajectories on
various aspects of the life course and integration in destination countries [Brekke,
2010 ; Farcy and Smit, 2020]. Several studies examine the impact of legal provision on
the socio-economic outcomes among immigrants [Bakker, Dagevos and Engbersen,
2014 ; Bertrand, 2019 ; de Vroome and van Tubergen, 2010 ; Hainmueller, Hangartner
and Lawrence, 2016; Sohn, 2019]. Through a quantitative study using population
register data from Switzerland, Bertrand [2019] emphasizes the connection between
residence permits and labour market integration: having stable residence permits
enhances the likelihood of economic integration among asylum-seeking migrants. Also
in Switzerland, Hainmueller and colleagues [2016] further add that the longer the
administrative procedures, the lower the odds of successful employment integration.

Other aspects of the life course are also addressed in existing literature, mainly using
qualitative approaches. In Belgium, the work of Merla and Smit [2023] explores “the
frictions between institutional timescales and migrants’ everyday and biographical
timescales” [Merla & Smit, 2023, p. 378]. Their analyses show that the complex
administrative trajectories and the temporariness of residence permits constrain
migrants’ family plans. Events such as having a child, getting married, or changing
homes are put on hold because of legal statuses obtained by household members [Merla
& Smit, 2023]. Long waiting periods as well as precarious and temporary legal situations
also negatively affect asylum seekers’ mental health, as shown by Brekke in Sweden
[2010] and as suggested by Bakker et al. [2014] in the Netherlands, for instance. Indeed,
long procedures and uncertain legal situations create stressful situations [Hainmueller,
Hangartner and Lawrence, 2016] and might reinforce pre-existing vulnerabilities
[Sarolea, Raimondo and Crine, 2021a)]. In Belgium, a report by the Superior Health
Council also underscored the negative effects of long stays in collective reception
centres on refugees’ mental health [Conseil Supérieur de la Santé, 2024].

Other studies link the administrative pathways of immigrants with their geographical
mobility [de Hoon, Vink and Schmeets, 2020 ; Liu and Kulu, 2023 ; Schuster, 2005].
Having stable residence permits is often considered as a way to improve “the mobility
capital” [de Hoon et al., 2020]. In other words, having papers induces the ability to
project in the future more easily and to become “geographically mobile again”
[Schuster, 2005, p. 766]. De Hoon and colleagues use register data to study subsequent
migrations among refugees who obtained citizenship in the Netherlands. Although
acquiring citizenship comes with facilitated mobility across EU countries, they found
that refugees with Dutch citizenship are less likely to leave the Netherlands than
refugees without Dutch nationality [de Hoon et al., 2020]. In Italy, Schuster [2005]
addressed the issue of rejected refugees who move back and forth between EU
countries: their precarious legal position hinders their ability to plan and thus affects
their mobility [see also Merla & Smit, 2023]. Research in Germany also highlights the
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impact of legal status on residential mobility and housing careers among refugees.
Compared to other immigrants, refugees are found to be more mobile within the
country due tolegal barriers they encounter (e.g. housing and labour market
restrictions), at least during the first 5 years of residence [Liu and Kulu, 2023].
However, this is a temporary outcome as Liu and Kulu [2023] observe that this
residential instability disappears after legal restrictions are no longer in application.
The effect of legal and administrative outcomes on mobility trajectories thus seems
two-fold: on the one hand, the possibility of moving is enhanced by secure residence
permits [Schuster, 2005]; on the other hand, asylum migrants would aspire to some sort
of stability after long periods of wait and uncertainty [El Moussawi, 2023].

b. Administrative Paths and Asylum Procedures in Belgium

Asylum procedures in the European Union are regulated by the EU procedure directive,
which sets a maximum duration of 21 months'. However, this delay is indicative, and no
sanction exists in case of violation of this maximum duration. In Belgium, asylum
procedures vary from several months to more than a year before receiving a final
decision on the application for international protection. The Superior Health Council
mentions a mean duration of 392 days in 2019 [Conseil Supérieur de la Santé, 2024].
Among the cohort studied in this paper (see Data section below), the mean duration of
the asylum procedure was 11.5 months and 66.1% of recognised refugees had a
procedure lasting between 1 to 12 months (see more details in Appendix I). During this
procedure, migrants are entitled to temporary residence permits, renewable until the
end of the procedure [Schoumaker et al., 2022]. Initially, they are granted an “orange
card”, the validity of which is three months. It can be extended up to three times, each
extension lasting an additional three months. Subsequently, if the asylum procedure
extends beyond a year, the orange card is renewed monthly until a decision (either
positive or negative) is issued by the Aliens Office [ADDE, 2018]. The orange card attests
that the asylum procedure is ongoing and that the migrant is registered in the waiting
register [Aussems, 2012]. When facing long asylum procedures, individuals thus
encounter long periods of uncertainty and difficulties in projecting themselves in the
receiving country because of the short residence permits. During the asylum
procedure, applicants become eligible for a work permit and may access the Belgian
labour market after an employment ban of several months.

The conditions governing the right of residence of beneficiaries of international
protection are set out in the law of 15 December 1980 on access to the territory,
residence, settlement, and removal of foreigners? If granted refugee protection, the
migrant benefits from an unlimited right of stay, card B (see example 1 in Table 1). He/
she is then registered in the foreign register [Aussems, 2012 ; Rea et al., 2014]. However,
this provision changed in July 2016 (example 2 in Table 1): refugee statuses delivered
after this date only give the right to a limited permit of 5 years (card A)>. The latter is
changed to an unlimited right of residence (card B) after 5 years of stay in the country
[CGRA, 2023b]. Recognised refugees benefit from the same social rights as Belgian
citizens and are exempt from obtaining a work permit. If granted a subsidiary
protection (example 3 in Table 1), the right of residence is, however, limited to one year
(card A) [Aussems, 2012]. The card A is renewable twice for periods of two years each.
After 5 years of residence in Belgium, beneficiaries of the subsidiary protection obtain
an unlimited right of stay, similar to recognised refugees (card B) [CGRA, 2023]. If
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granted international protection, the residence permit obtained is thus relatively
stable (one year or more)? if the protection is denied (example 4 in Table 1), migrants
who stay in Belgium often fall into irregularity as they receive an order to leave the
territory. In this situation, migrants become undocumented and are often removed
from the National Register even if they stay in Belgium. Otherwise, asylum applicants
may also obtain a residence permit through other regularisation procedures (such as
family reunification or humanitarian reasons).

Table 1 lllustration of plausible administrative paths

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6
Months 1 2 3 4567 891011121234 567 8 9101112123456 7 8910111212 3 456 7 8 91011121 2 3 4 56 7 8 91011121 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9101112

Orange|Orange|Orange |Orange
Card | Card | Card | Card

Refugee before July 2016 —Card 8

Orange
Card

103 [Orange Orange \diary Protection Subsidiary Protection Subsidiary Protection CardB
Card | Card Card A (1 year) Card A (2 years) Card A (2 years)
Orange|Orange|Orange|Orange| 3
104 fel el | s l | No protection obtained — no permit

Note: This table gives hypothetical examples of plausible administrative paths among asylum-seeking
migrants. ID 1 represents the trajectory of someone granted refugee protection before July 2016, 14
months after applying for international protection; ID 2 represents someone granted refugee protection
after July 2016, 3 months after applying for international protection; ID 3 represents someone who
receives subsidiary protection, 6 months after applying for asylum; ID 4 represents someone whose
asylum request is rejected 15 months after applying.

Refugee after July 2016 - Card A ‘ CardB

Administrative trajectories for asylum-seeking migrants are thus long and, complex,
involving a succession of different residence permits. Plus, migration policies in
Belgium have undergone many changes, leading toward more restrictive measures and
precarious legal situations [Merla and Smit, 2023 ; Sarolea, 2021 ; Schoumaker et al.,
2022]. This is the case, for instance, with the 2016 amendment to the 1980 law that
replaced the unlimited right of residence for recognised refugees with a limited right.
Similar evolutions of the law are observed elsewhere, such as in the UK where the
indefinite right of residence has been changed into a temporary stay of 5 years [Da
Lomba, 2010]. This reinforces the experiences of the temporariness of the legal statuses
among asylum migrants as “the certainty that once came with refugee status is being
eroded” [Da Lomba, 2010, p. 425].

c. Asylum Reception System in Belgium

Understanding the reception system’s functioning is also crucial to studying the life
course of asylum seekers in Belgium, and more specifically, the link between their
administrative trajectories and their internal migrations. During the entire asylum
procedure, as provided by the 2007 Belgian law®, applicants for international protection
are entitled to material assistance, including accommodation.

Although reception is not stringent (migrants choose to benefit from the material
assistance or not), on average 70% of applicants entered the reception network upon
their arrival in Belgium among those who arrived between 2012 and 2020 [Zimmer,
2023]. Among the cohort studied in this paper (see Table 2), this share goes up to 80% of
asylum migrants hosted in a reception facility at the moment of their protection
recognition. The rest is not hosted in the reception system (this situation is called “no
show™), mainly because they do not have a right to material assistance, or there are no
availabilities in the network. Those who decide not to reside in the allocated reception
place lose their right to material assistance and only benefit from urgent medical aid.
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For those who do enter the network, the Federal agency for the reception of asylum
seekers (Fedasil), assigns them to a reception place based on several criteria such as the
specific needs of the individuals, their age, gender, family situation, etc. [EMN, 2014].
Reception facilities are either collective or individual. The former, called “open
centres” are more common while individual structures, called “local reception
initiatives” (LRI) represent a smaller share of the total reception capacity [Zimmer,
2023]. The allocation also largely depends on the current capacity of the reception
network [AIDA, 2016]. In 2015, as in many other European receiving countries, Belgium
faced an important increase in the number of asylum applications, resulting in high
pressure on the reception network. Within a few months, the reception capacity was
doubled with the opening of many emergency centres [EMN, 2016].

With this particular reception system in place, asylum seekers frequently do not choose
where they initially live. The number of collective reception centres and their spatial
dispersal vary significantly from one year to another [Zimmer, 2023]. Given that the
creation of centres generally responds to emergencies [El Moussawi and Schuermans,
2020 ; Wyckaert, Leinfelder and De Decker, 2020], their geographical location is not
specifically designed to be the most appropriate for the integration of asylum
applicants. Regarding the overall capacity of collective accommodations that were in
operation between 2012 and 2020, 35% to 45% of the available beds in open centres are
located in rural municipalities [Zimmer 2023]. Qualitative studies highlight the difficult
living conditions in the reception centres: limited living spaces, lack of privacy, feelings
of insecurity, lack of autonomy (notably, fixed meal schedules, regulated exits from the
centres) [Beeckmans and Geldof, 2024 ; Fournier et al., 2023 ; Sarolea, Raimondo and
Crine, 2021b], preventing individuals from developing a sense of “feeling a home”
[Beeckmans and Geldof, 2024]. At the end of the asylum procedure, if international
protection is granted, individuals must leave the reception centre within two months.
Unfortunately, the transition from reception accommodation to private housing is not
supported by any level of governance in Belgium [Hantson, Westerveen and Adam,
2022]. Nevertheless, the shift in legal status from asylum seeker to recognised refugee
implies a change in rights, and individuals have to rapidly find accommodation on their
own [Weidinger and Kordel, 2023].

3. Questions and Hypotheses

In this work, we explore the impact of the reception system and the length of
administrative procedures on the settlement and the internal mobility of asylum
seeking-migrants after protection recognition. Based on the case of Belgium, this
research addresses the following question: how do administrative procedures and the
functioning of the reception system influence internal migration after international
protection recognition? We formulate four main hypotheses using a longitudinal
approach to internal migration, linking pre-recognition experiences to residential
mobility after protection recognition.

First, we expect high mobility rates soon after protection recognition, especially among
those hosted in the reception system (H1), for two reasons. First, recognised refugees
accommodated in collective centres must leave these reception centres within 2
months post-protection, contrasting with the situation of those who are not
accommodated at the moment of protection who do not face such constraints. Second,
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the rural and remote location of many centres constrains migrants from changing
municipalities if they wish to benefit from better job or housing opportunities. For
instance in Switzerland, the allocated canton of residence affects housing trajectories
of asylum migrants as reception conditions differ across the country’s regions [Lacroix
and Bertrand, 2024]. Related to this, we expect the place of residence at the time of
recognition to influence internal mobility after protection (H2). If people are already
residing in urban areas, internal migrations would be less likely compared to
those residing in rural areas (H2a). De Hoon and colleagues similarly demonstrated in
the Netherlands that refugees allocated to rural accommodation most often change
residence over time [de Hoon, Vink and Schmeets, 2021]. Also, people living in Brussels
or Flanders would be less likely to move than those living in Wallonia (H2b). Brussels
and Flanders usually attract more immigrants than Wallonia, as observed in other
studies [Agentschap Binnenlands Bestuur, 2019 ; El Moussawi and Schuermans, 2020 ;
Zimmer and Schoumaker, 2025]. Moreover, divergence exists between the regions
regarding integration policies [Rea et al., 2014 ; Sarolea, Raimondo and Crine, 2021a],
and economic conditions. For example, data from the Belgian Statistical Office (Statbel),
derived from the Labour Force Survey, indicates consistently higher employment rates
in Flanders than in Wallonia [Statbel, 2024a].

Third, focusing more specifically on administrative aspects, we expect longer asylum
procedures to lower the odds of internal migrations after protection recognition (H3).
Asylum migrants would indeed start their integration process during this lengthy
waiting period (time to learn the language, to adapt to local context, to develop social
networks, etc.). Also, after long periods of uncertainty, migrants would aspire to
stabilize their situation in the host country. This would result in them staying in the
municipality in which they are residing at the time of protection.

Finally, we hypothesize that internal migration patterns might vary according to
periods of arrival (H4). Those who arrived in Belgium in 2015-2016 would show higher
odds of internal mobility after status recognition, compared to those who arrived
earlier. On the one hand, Belgium faced a reception crisis in 2015 and 2016. Asylum
seekers were no longer hosted according to their specific needs but rather according to
the availability in the reception network, as in other countries across Europe [AIDA,
2016]. On the other hand, those who were granted refugee protection after July 2016
were entitled to a limited residence permit of 5 years (contrary to those recognised
before July 2016 whose residence permit is unlimited). We argue that the shorter the
permit, the greater the uncertainty and the difficulty of projecting oneself in the host
country, and the greater the residential instability.

4. Research Design
a. Working with Administrative Data

To examine internal migrations among recognised refugees (post-recognition), we rely
on data from the Belgian National Register. This centralised administrative tool collects
various information on every legal resident in Belgium. It contains detailed and
precisely dated data on the asylum application procedure as well as residential
changes. Such data sources are highly useful for studying the migration trajectories of
cohorts within a life course framework [Bernard, 2022]. 1t is exhaustive though only
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considering formal situations of legal residence and right of residence. People
remaining on the territory despite the final rejection of their asylum application are
only monitored until the end of their asylum procedure, as they are removed from the
administrative registers afterward.

For this work, we rely on a cohort of asylum applicants who arrived in the country
between 2012 and 2016, which we monitor until the end of 2020. More than 75,600
individuals had applied for international protection during this period and 51.1% of
them were granted international protection by the end of 2020 (either refugee status
before July 2016 (45%), refugee status after July 2016 (30.8%) or subsidiary protection
(24.2%)). Table 2 presents the main descriptive statistics of the cohort studied.
Individuals aged under 18 at arrival were not considered (N=4,533) nor were individuals
born in EU countries (N=87). At the moment of protection recognition, 79.8% of the
cohort was hosted in a reception facility, either individual (Local Reception Initiatives)
or collective (open centres).

Table 2 Descriptive statistics for the cohort of arrival 2012-2016

N=33,973 %
Sex
Male 23,029 67.8
Female 10,944 32.2
Place of birth
Europe non EU 1,876 5.5
Western Asia 23,313 68.6
Eastern Asia 547 1.6
Northern Africa 694 2.0
Subsaharan Africa 7,210 21.2
Latin America 206 0.6
Unknown 127 0.4
Age group at arrival
18-19 2,570 7.6
20-29 16,294 48.0
30-39 8,861 26.1
40-49 3,759 11.1
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50+ 2,489 7.3

Year of arrival in Belgium

2012 3,886 11.4
2013 3,116 9.2

2014 5,363 15.8
2015 16,921 49.8
2016 4,687 13.8

Type of protection obtained

Refugee (before July 2016) 16,069 47.3
Refugee (after July 2016) 10,260 30.2
Subsidiary Protection 7,644 22.5

Type of reception at protection recognition

Collective reception (centre) 19,113 56.3
Individual reception (LRI) 8,001 23.6
No reception ("no show") 6,856 20.2

Length of the asylum procedure

0-6 months 12,900 38.0
6-12 months 9,548 28.1
12 + months 8,524 34.0

Country of birth (10 most frequent, representing 80% of the cohort)

Syria 10,433 30.7
Afghanistan 5,185 15.3
Iraq 4,941 14.5
Somalia 1,834 5.4
Guinea 990 2.9
Iran 910 2.7
Ethiopia 893 2.6

Espace populations sociétés, 2025/3-2026/1 | 2026



18

19

Navigating through Reception Network and Asylum Procedures: Internal Migratio...

Former USSR 784 2.3
Palestine 724 2.1
Turkey 543 1.6

Source: own calculations based on the Belgian National Register

b. Method

To capture internal migrations after international protection, we measure residential
changes at the municipality level’. The timing of these events is measured in
continuous time to fully exploit the longitudinal monitoring provided by the register
data. We first rely on descriptive analysis using Kaplan-Meier survival curves,
smoothed hazard rates’” and cumulative incidence functions to describe the timing of
internal migrations among refugees after protection recognition. It contextualises
when the mobility takes place in the life course of recognised refugees. We then use
Cox proportional hazard models to explain the likelihood of a first internal migration
following protection recognition. This research strategy allows usto consider
the timing and occurrence of the event of interest, key elements when adopting a life
course perspective [Finney and Catney, 2012]. After running graphical checks of the
proportionality of hazard curves, we stratified our models according to time periods.
The non-proportionality of the hazard through time suggests that different
determinants might be at stake at different periods, hence the choice to conduct two
separate analyses. We first consider a model for the first 2.5 months after protection
recognition (the period during which the hazard rates are the highest, see Results
section), and a second analysis from 2.5 months onward. The limit of 2.5 months post-
protection is further justified in our study as individuals must leave the Belgian
reception facilities within two months.

Several independent variables are added to the models to test our hypothesis. The year
of arrival and the type of protection obtained (either refugee before or after July 2016, or
subsidiary protection) are included to verify the effect of the period of arrival and the
type of residence permit (1 year, 5 years, or unlimited). Using detailed register
information about the asylum procedure, we were able to compute the duration of the
asylum procedure, which we categorized in 3 intervals ([0-6 months, [6-12, [12 months
and more]. The type of reception at the time of protection recognition is included to
measure differences between those accommodated in collective or individual
structures and those who are not accommodated in the reception network (“no show”)
[see Zimmer, 2023]. Also, two characteristics of the municipality of residence at the
time of recognition are included: the region of residence on the one hand and the level of
urbanisation on the other hand. Finally, we control for gender, region of birth, and age
group at arrival.
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5. Results
a. Timing, Occurrence, and Direction of 15t Internal Migration

Figure 1 represents the Kaplan-Meier survival curve (Fig 1a) and the smoothed hazard
rates (Fig 1b) for the first internal migration after recognition. Note that changes of
residence within the same municipality are not considered in this study. Also, it is
important to acknowledge that the changes of municipality of residence we measure
could reflect short-distance moves. The risks of migrating internally are highest in the
first 3 months after being granted protection, and about 75% of the cohort had moved
internally within the first semester. In other words, there is a high probability of
leaving the municipality of residence when an international protection is recognised,
which supports our first hypothesis (H1). This is, however, less pronounced among
those not accommodated in a reception facility, of whom only 25% changed
municipality of residence within the first quarter after recognition.

Figure 1 First internal migration after protection recognition

Fig la. Kaplan-Meier survival curves Fig 1b. Smoothed hazard rates (95% confidence intervals)
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Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 2016 in Belgium and who obtained
international protection before the end of 2020.

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

Figure 2 breaks down these descriptive findings by region of residence at protection
and by region of destination of the first internal move. The Kaplan-Meier survival
curves by region of residence (Fig 2d.) present the share of individuals who did not
migrate internally through time. From Flanders and Brussels, only 17% of individuals
stayed in the municipality of residence during the observation period, but this share is
even smaller among those living in Wallonia (6.8%). Then, we compare the directions of
the moves according to the starting point (the municipality of residence at protection
recognition). Figures 2a to 2¢ show cumulative incidence functions (CIF)® according to
the region of residence at the time of recognition. From Wallonia (Fig 2b), internal
migrations are mainly directed to Flanders and Wallonia, whereas from Flanders (Fig
2a), internal moves are almost exclusively directed to Flemish municipalities. At around
4 months after protection, 50% of those who were living in Flanders had changed
municipalities within Flanders which highlights how rapidly moves are occurring after
recognition. Concerning the level of urbanisation of the municipality of residence
(Appendix I1), internal migrations to urban municipalities are most common regardless
of the place of residence at recognition. Although only 20% of those living in urban

Espace populations sociétés, 2025/3-2026/1 | 2026

11



Navigating through Reception Network and Asylum Procedures: Internal Migratio... 12

municipalities stayed in their initial municipalities, this share is even smaller among
those living in rural areas: only 6.8% did not leave their rural municipality.

Figure 2 First internal migration post-protection by region of residence

Fig 2a. From Flanders Fig 2b. From Wallonia
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Fig 2c. From Brussels Fig 2d. Kaplan-Meier survival curves
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Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 20716 in Belgium and who obtained
international protection before the end of 2020.

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

b. First Internal Migration within 2.5 Months Post-Protection

22 To examine what determines the 1% internal migration, we focus on the first 2.5
months and conduct Cox regression models®. Each model evaluates the effect of
different independent variables according to each of our hypothesis. We do so as we
expect some variables to mediate other variables’ effect if included in a same model
(e.g. the place of residence at recognition is expected to mediate the effect of the type
of reception at recognition, hence Model 1 does not adjust for the characteristics of
residence). Yet, results are found to be relatively consistent across models, advocating
for the robustness of the effects observed.

23 Around 52% of our sample migrated internally within the first 2.5 months post-
protection (Fig 1a). We present in Table 3 the hazard ratios of each regression model
(95% confidence intervals are found in Appendix III). In model 1, the type of reception
at recognition shows a clear pattern: those who were not accommodated in the
reception network present 64% lower hazards of changing municipality compared to
those accommodated in collective reception facilities; those hosted in individual
reception facilities present 48% less hazard of moving. This is in line with H1 as
recognised refugees tend to quickly change municipality of residence after protection
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recognition, especially among those living in collective reception centres. We observe
that 67.3% of the latter had migrated within the first 2.5 months.

As predicted by our descriptive findings, Models 2.1 and 2.2 show statistically
significant differences according to the place of residence at recognition. Those living
in Flanders and Brussels at the time of recognition have lower hazards of changing
municipality than those living in Wallonia (13% lower in Flanders, and 11% in Brussels
compared to Wallonia). We also find differences according to the level of urbanisation:
those living in urban municipalities are 12% less likely to migrate internally during the
first 2.5 months compared to those living in rural regions. Although estimated
differences remain limited, these findings are in line with H2. Internal migration
trajectories after being recognised as refugees differ according to the place of residence
at the time of protection recognition. In other words, the place where asylum migrants
are hosted plays a significant role in shaping subsequent residential moves in the
country.

Model 3 shows that the duration of the asylum procedure also affects the likelihood of
migrating internally after obtaining protection in the first 2.5 months post-protection.
Those whose procedures lasted 6 to 12 months present lower hazards (-0.9%) of moving
internally compared to those with very short procedures (less than 6 months). On the
other hand, those whose procedures lasted more than a year encountered a slightly
higher hazard of first internal migration (+3%) compared to procedures between 0 and
6 months. This last result is, however, not statistically significant. Our hypothesis H3,
according to which longer procedures induce lower mobility, finds partial confirmation
in the first 2.5 months post-protection recognition®.

Differences according to the year of arrival are as expected (H4). Model 4 shows that
those who arrived more recently have higher hazards of migrating internally. Hazards
are 20% lower among those who arrived in Belgium between 2012 and 2014, in
comparison to 2015. This might be a consequence of the reception crisis occurring in
2015 and 2016, during which the reception network was saturated, and the
accommodations were first and foremost assigned based on availabilities rather than
on individuals’ needs [Zimmer, 2023]. This would explain why individuals who arrived
during the crisis are more at risk of leaving the municipality of reception when
obtaining international protection. Regarding the type of protection obtained (see
Model 2.2), those recognised as refugees following the change of law in July 2016
present higher hazards (1.23) of internal migration compared to refugees recognised
before this date. This might be a result of the greater precariousness of the residence
permit introduced by the new law, with residence permits of a 5-year validity (instead
of an unlimited permit). With limited residence permits, individuals would remain in
an uncertain position and, therefore find it difficult to settle. That said, this result
could also indicate an interaction with the year of arrival, as those who arrived later
were more likely to receive their status more recently and, consequently, after the law
was amended.

Table 3 Cox regression models on the first internal migration within the first 2.5 months post-
protection

Hazard ratio
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Model 1 [ Model 2.1 | Model 2.2 | Model 3 | Model 4

Sex

Male ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
Female 0.93%** [0,93%* 0.93%*#* 0.93*#* | 0,86%**
Region of birth

Europe non-EU 0.79%%* 1 0.79%*  [0.79%* | 0.79%** | 0.69%**
West Asia ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
East Asia 1.24%%% | 1,26%** 1.27%%* 1.27%F% | 1.21%%*
North Africa 0.98 0.97 0.97 0.98 0.94
Sub Saharan Africa 0.97 0.97* 0.96 0.96** | 1.00
Latin America 0.64™** | 0.64** 0.64** 0.64** | 0.46%**

Age group at arrival

18-19 1.05 1.06 1.05 1.06* |0.99
20-29 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
30-39 0.96%** 10.96* 0.96%* 0.96%* | 0.93%**
40-49 0.93*#* [ 0,93%* 0.93%** 1 0,92%** | 0,89%**
50+ 0.88%** | 0.88*** [0.88%** |0.88*** |0.81%**

Year of arrival

2012 0.86%** 10.89*** [0.86%** |0.85%** | 0.79***
2013 0.90%** | 0.92%*  [0,92%* | 0.91%F* | 0.79%**
2014 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.96% | 0.82%**
2015 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
2016 LATFR* [112%%F | 112%F | 1,120 | 1,13%*+*
Type of protection

Refugee (before July 2016) | ref. ref. ref. ref.

Refugee (after July 2016) | 1.23*** [1.23%%* | 1.23%%* (1 20%**

Subsidiary protection 1.09%%* [1.09%**F | 1.09%** | 1.08***
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Type of reception at protection recognition

Collective reception ref. ref. ref. ref.

Individual reception 0.52%%% | 0.54%¥% | o 53%k* [0 53Kk

No reception ("no show") | 0.36*** [0.37%** | 0.38*** |0.38***

Characteristic of residence at protection recognition

Region

Brussels 0.89%** 10.97 0.96
Flanders 0.87*¥* | 0.89%** | 0.89™**
Wallonia ref. ref. ref.

Level of urbanisation

Urban 0.88*** | 0.88***
Suburban 0.98 0.98
Rural ref. ref.

Duration of asylum procedure

0-6 months ref.
6-12 months 0.91%%*
12 + months 1.03

Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 20716 in Belgium and who obtained
international protection before the end of 2020. 50.7% of the cohort had migrated internally within the
first 2.5 months post-protection. Each model tests a different hypothesis with a different main
explanatory variable highlighted in bold.

**x n<0.01; ** p<0.05; * p<0.1

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

c. First Internal Migration from 2.5 Months Post-Protection Onward

As the hazards are not proportional through time (see Method section), we conducted a
separate analysis of the occurrence of a first internal migration post-protection by
looking at the period from 2.5 months post-protection and onward. Again, we apply
Cox proportional hazard models using the same covariates as in the previous section.
These models are only applied to recognised refugees who did not migrate internally
within the first 2.5 months of observation (49.3% of the cohort). Table 4 presents the
hazard ratios (95% confidence intervals can be found in Appendix V).

The type of reception (either collective, individual or no reception) remains a

significant predictor of the first internal migration (Model 1). Those who are not
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accommodated in a reception structure are much less likely to migrate internally (65%
lesser hazard) compared to those hosted in collective reception facilities. The effects of
the place of residence are even stronger than for the first 2.5 months post-protection
recognition. Living in Flanders reduces the hazard of migrating internally by 33%
compared to living in Wallonia (Model 2.1). Living in an urban area reduces the hazard
of migrating internally by 43% compared to living in rural areas (Model 2.2). In other
words, living in Wallonia and/or in rural areas raises the hazard of internal migration.
Concerning the asylum procedure’s duration (H3, see Model 3), results show a clearer
pattern. Those with the longest asylum procedures encounter lower hazards (0.88) of
internal migration compared to those with very short procedures. In other words,
there is a gradient according to the duration of the procedure, as longer procedures
present lower hazards of first internal migration.

From 2.5 months onward, the effect of the year of arrival loses its significance (Model
4). Individuals who arrived in Belgium in 2016 now have lower chances of changing
municipality compared to those who arrived in 2015. Similarly, the effect of obtaining
refugee status after July 2016 is now reversed: the hazard is lower than for refugees
recognised earlier. Therefore, the fact of arriving later in Belgium and being recognised
later seems to encourage internal migration mainly in the period soon after protection
recognition. This illustrates that the hazards of internal migration are not proportional
across time, and different determinants are at stake at the exit of the reception system
versus later in the life course in Belgium. Indeed, for individuals staying in collective
reception facilities, there are strong incentives to change municipalities as they are
forced to leave the reception accommodation shortly after recognition.

Table 4 Cox regression models on the first internal migration from 2.5 months post-protection
onward

Hazard ratio

Model 1 | Model 2.1 [ Model 2.2 | Model 3 | Model 4
Sex
Male ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
Female 0.94%* [0,93** 0.93%%* 0.93*F* | ,79%**
Region of birth
Europe non-EU 0.83%%* | 0.83%*  [0.82%* | 0.84%F* |0.71%**
West Asia ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
East Asia 0.86 0.94 1.02 1.04 0.66%**
North Africa 0.99 0.93 0.94 0.97 1.03
Sub Saharan Africa 1.09%** [1.03 1.02 1.04 1.19%#*
Latin America 0.82 0.74* 0.73* 0.76%  |0.56™**
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Age group at arrival

18-19 1.02 1.01 0.98 0.97 0.96
20-29 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
30-39 0.87*#* | 0,87%** 0.87*+* 0.87*¥* | 0,85%**
40-49 0.87*%* | 0.85%** | 0.83*** [0.83%** | 0.82%**
50+ 0.87*#* 1 0.86%** 0.87*#* 0.86™** | 0,75%**
Year of arrival

2012 0.99 1.00 1.01 1.03 0.96
2013 0.99 1.02 1.05 1.05 0.91**
2014 1.08%F | 1. a1%kk [ 1%k 1.10** |1.01
2015 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
2016 0.85 0.98 1.00 0.97 0.65%**
Type of protection

Refugee (before July 2016) | ref. ref. ref. ref.

Refugee (after July 2016) | 0.79%** | 0.79*** [ 0.79%** | 0.85%**
Subsidiary protection 0.99 0.99 0.98 1.00

Type of reception at protection recognition

Collective reception ref. ref. ref. ref.

Individual reception 0.86*** |0.96 0.86™** | 0.89%**

No reception ("no show") | 0.35%** [0.34%** | 0.36*** |0.35%**
Characteristics of residence at protection recognition

Region

Brussels 0.95 1.29%FF | 1.29%*

Flanders 0.67*¥* | 0.70%** | 0.70***
Wallonia ref. ref. ref.

Level of urbanisation

Urban 0.57*%% |0, 57%**
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Suburban 1.02 1.02

Rural ref. ref.

Duration of asylum procedure

0-6 months ref.
6-12 months 0.92%¥*
12 + months 0.88***

Note: N=16,749 individuals who obtained international protection before the end of 2020 and who did
not migrate internally during the first 2.5 months post-protection. Among the entire cohort of
recognised refugees who arrived between 2012 and 2016, 49.3% of the cohort had not yet migrated
internally within the first 2.5 months post-protection. Each model tests a different hypothesis with a
different main explanatory variable highlighted in bold.

**xn<0.07; ** p<0.05; * p<0.1

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

6. Discussion

In this study, we examined the internal migrations of asylum-seeking migrants in
Belgium after their international protection is recognised, focusing on the effects of
asylum procedures and locations of the reception system. The use of longitudinal
register data made it possible to place internal migration events in their institutional
and residential context, considering the residence at recognition and the moment
when the event occurs in the life course of individuals. Internal migration was
measured as a change of municipality of residence. While such moves may occasionally
reflect short-distance relocations, they nonetheless represent a meaningful change in
context, as they entail new administrative registrations and renewed interactions with
local welfare institutions. It also interrogates the capacity of the reception policies to
retain refugees locally.

Our findings reveal that most refugees leave the reception municipality shortly after
recognition, with the highest migration rates occurring within the first three months.
Nearly 75% of the cohort had relocated within six months post-protection, showing
that mobility trajectories continue after the forced migration and applying for
protection. This is even more rapid for those hosted in collective centres, as 75% had
changed municipalities within 3 months. Indeed, individuals staying in reception
facilities, particularly collective centres, show significant differences compared to
those not hosted: the likelihood of changing municipality is higher among the former
across all our models. These results underscore the significant influence of the initial
reception location on internal migration trajectories, as those not living in a reception
facility are much less likely to migrate internally after recognition.

Characteristics of the municipality of residence (urbanisation and region) influence
internal moves after protection, as residing in Wallonia and/or in rural areas appears
to increase the hazard of internal migration. Refugees commonly relocate to urban
areas and/or to Flanders and Brussels. The attractivity of the Flemish and Brussels
regions might be related to several factors: e.g. proximity with co-ethnic communities
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[de Hoon, Vink and Schmeets, 2021 ; Saeys, Vandervoordt and Verschraegen, 2018
Stewart and Shaffer, 2015]; differences in socio-economic context (higher employment
rates in Flanders [Statbel, 2024a], higher risk of poverty or social exclusion in Wallonia
compared to Flanders [Statbel, 2024b]); differences in integration policies across
regions [Rea et al., 2014]]. We also find that the duration of the asylum procedure
impacts subsequent internal migrations. Particularly among recognised refugees who
did not migrate during the first 2.5 months of observation, longer asylum procedures
are associated with a decreased likelihood of individuals leaving the reception
municipality after protection recognition.

Our analysis underlined that the determinants of internal migration vary over time,
with different mechanisms shaping mobility at the exit from the reception system and
at later stages of the life course in Belgium. In the first 2.5 months, internal moves are
largely driven by institutional constraints linked to the reception system. Descriptive
statistics support this interpretation, as individuals who migrated early are
significantly more represented in the reception network at protection recognition.
90.5% of the early movers were residing in a reception facility, either collective or
individual (Table 5). By contrast, the second set of models concerns a selected
population that did not move early and is therefore likely more territorially anchored.
Among the latter, mobility is more strongly associated with the duration of the asylum
procedure and with characteristics of the place of residence, suggesting that
accumulated experiences and local contexts play a greater role once the immediate
institutional “push” has faded. At this later stage, internal moves may also reflect
strategic relocation choices aimed at improving integration prospects.

Table 5: Comparative table of the sub-populations considered in the Cox models

Full Migrated within the first 2.5|Did not migrate in the first 2.5
sample months months
N 33,973 17,224 16,749

Type of reception at protection recognition

No reception 20.2 9.5 31.7
Collective

) 56.3 73.2 38.1
reception
Individual

i 23.6 17.3 30.2
reception
Total 100 100 100

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register
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7. Conclusion

Based on this research, we argue that reception facilities' locations often do not fit the
needs of recognised refugees, as they move out of the reception municipality once
recognised. The mobility of recognised refugees could be interpreted as an adaptation
or integration strategy, contrasting with the location of the reception facilities. On
another note, a long stay in this reception accommodation, induced by a long asylum
procedure, increases the likelihood of staying in this municipality of reception. Because
of the numerous negative effects of long procedures on asylum migrants’ lives shown in
previous studies [Bakker, Dagevos and Engbersen, 2014 ; Brekke, 2010 ; Hainmueller,
Hangartner and Lawrence, 2016 ; Sarolea, Raimondo and Crine, 2021a], our contribution
indicates that policies should strive both for shorter asylum procedures as well as
reception accommodations more adapted to the refugees’ needs. Our quantitative
analysis of detailed register data provides valuable insights into how the reception
system—and particularly the dynamics of the 2015 reception crisis—affects recognised
refugees’ subsequent settlement. Again, the results show that a reception system not
suited to the asylum migrants’ needs (e.g., mainly in collective structures, located in
rural areas, etc.) increases the likelihood of internal movement post-protection,
potentially delaying integration processes. This is even more relevant in contexts of
reception crisis, such as in 2015 or since 2021 [Tatti and Doutrepont, 2024], during
which places are allocated based on availabilities rather than on specific needs.

Our research focuses on recognised refugees and considers only their first relocation
after receiving protection, leaving out other relevant periods. For instance, future
research should expand on this by examining internal moves during the asylum
procedure itself. This would allow for a more comprehensive understanding of the
long-term spatial integration of asylum migrants in Belgium, strengthening the life
course approach, and providing deeper insight into the specific situation of individuals
not residing in reception facilities. Furthermore, other determinants not considered
here may play a role as well: employment and family; proximity to co-ethnic
communities; and availability on the housing market, among others. By focusing on
asylum procedures and the role of the reception system, this research contributes to
the body of literature on internal migration among refugees in Europe. Despite the
different ways in which European Union directives on reception of asylum migrants are
implemented in the member states, the implications of this research are not only
relevant to the Belgian context, but also to other EU member states. Our findings
underscore the complex interplay between administrative factors and spatial mobility,
suggesting that both the location and duration of asylum seekers’ initial reception have
long-lasting effects on their residential trajectories in the host country.

Espace populations sociétés, 2025/3-2026/1 | 2026

20



Navigating through Reception Network and Asylum Procedures: Internal Migratio... 21

BIBLIOGRAPHY

AGENTSCHAP BINNENLANDS BESTUUR, 2019, "Verhuisbewegingen van erkend vluchtelingen en
subsidiair beschermden (periode 1/1/2014 - 27/1/2019)", Brussels, Vlaamse overheid, 37 p.

ATIDA (ASYLUM INFORMATION DATABASE), 2016, "Wrong counts and closing doors: The reception of
refugees and asylum seekers in Europe", Brussels, European Council on Refugees and Exiles, 50 p.
Available at: https://asylumineurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/
aida_wrong_counts_and_closing_doors.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

ASSOCIATION POUR LE DROIT DES ETRANGERS (ADDE), 2018, “Procédure d’asile”, ADDE.

AUSSEMS Gaélle, 2012, “Les titres de séjour en Belgique”, Dossier thématique, Association pour les
droits des étrangers (ADDE), 19 p.

BAKKER Linda, DAGEVOS Jaco, ENGBERSEN Godfried, 2014, “The Importance of Resources and Security
in the Socio-Economic Integration of refugees. A Study on the Impact of Length of Stay in Asylum
Accommodation and Residence Status on Socio-economic Integration for the Four Largest
Refugee Groups in the Netherlands”, International Migration and Integration, 15, pp. 431-448.

BEECKMANS Luce, GELDOF Dirk, 2024, “Reconsidering the interrupted housing pathways of refugees
in Flanders (Belgium) from a home-making perspective: a policy critique”, Housing Studies, 39(5),
pp- 1129-1151. DOI : 10.1080/02673037.2022.2102155

BERNARD Aude (dir.), 2022, Internal Migration as a Life-Course Trajectory: Concepts, Methods and

Empirical Applications, Switzerland, Springer, 187 p.

BERTRAND Anne-Laure, 2019, “Refugees’ trajectories in Switzerland: Impact of residence permits
on labour market integration”, Revue Quetelet, 7(1), pp. 71-99. DOI: 10.14428/rqj2019.07.01.03

BREKKE Jan-Paul, 2010, “Life on hold: the impact of time on young asylum seekers waiting for a

decision”, Discourse. Journal of Childhood and Adolescence Research, 5(2), pp. 159-167.

COMMISSARIAT GENERAL AUX REFUGIES ET AUX APATRIDES (CGRA), 2023a, “Vous étes reconnu réfugié en
Belgique : vos droits et vos obligations”, Bruxelles, CGRA, 28 p. Available at: https://
www.cgvs.be/sites/default/files/brochures/recognised_-
_vous_etes_reconnu_refugie_en_belgique_-_fr_2.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

COMMISSARIAT GENERAL AUX REFUGIES ET AUX APATRIDES (CGRA), 2023b, “Vous étes bénéficiaire de la
protection subsidiaire en Belgique: vos droits et vos obligations”, Bruxelles, CGRA, 42 p. Available
at: https://www.cgra.be/sites/default/files/brochures/subsidiary_-_la_protection_subsidiaire_-
_fr_1.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

CONSEIL SUPERIEUR DE LA SANTE, 2024, “Facteurs de fragilisation psychologique et de rétablissement
chez les demandeurs d’une protection internationale”, Bruxelles, CSS, 58 p. Available at: https://
www.hgr-css.be/file/download/f7ecdc9a-fa3f-47ac-b036-0617a7590334/

rCwnNRIpJsFDAxI0W 1rqnfGuE4D71DF7475azfqtGA3d.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

DA LOMBA Sylvie, 2010, “Legal Status and Refugee Integration: a UK Perspective”, Journal of Refugee
Studies, 23(4), pp. 415-436. DOI: 10.1093/jrs/feq039

Espace populations sociétés, 2025/3-2026/1 | 2026


https://asylumineurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/aida_wrong_counts_and_closing_doors.pdf
https://asylumineurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/aida_wrong_counts_and_closing_doors.pdf
https://www.cgvs.be/sites/default/files/brochures/recognised_-_vous_etes_reconnu_refugie_en_belgique_-_fr_2.pdf
https://www.cgvs.be/sites/default/files/brochures/recognised_-_vous_etes_reconnu_refugie_en_belgique_-_fr_2.pdf
https://www.cgvs.be/sites/default/files/brochures/recognised_-_vous_etes_reconnu_refugie_en_belgique_-_fr_2.pdf
https://www.cgra.be/sites/default/files/brochures/subsidiary_-_la_protection_subsidiaire_-_fr_1.pdf
https://www.cgra.be/sites/default/files/brochures/subsidiary_-_la_protection_subsidiaire_-_fr_1.pdf
https://www.hgr-css.be/file/download/f7ecdc9a-fa3f-47ac-b036-0617a7590334/rCwnNRIpJsFDAxl0W1rqnfGuE4D71DF7475azfqtGA3d.pdf
https://www.hgr-css.be/file/download/f7ecdc9a-fa3f-47ac-b036-0617a7590334/rCwnNRIpJsFDAxl0W1rqnfGuE4D71DF7475azfqtGA3d.pdf
https://www.hgr-css.be/file/download/f7ecdc9a-fa3f-47ac-b036-0617a7590334/rCwnNRIpJsFDAxl0W1rqnfGuE4D71DF7475azfqtGA3d.pdf

Navigating through Reception Network and Asylum Procedures: Internal Migratio... 22

DE HOON Marloes, VINK Maarten, SCHMEETS Hans, 2020, “A ticket to mobility? Naturalisation and
subsequent migration of refugees after obtaining asylum in the Netherlands”, Journal of Ethnic and
Migration Studies, 46(7), pp. 1185-1204. DOI: 10.1080,/1369183X.2019.1629894

DE HOON Marloes, VINK Maarten, SCHMEETS Hans, 2021, “On the move again? Residential trajectories
of refugees after obtaining asylum in the Netherlands”, Population, Space and Place, 27(2), pp. 1-14.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2386

DE VROOME Thomas, VAN TUBERGEN Frank, 2010, “The Employment Experience of Refugees in the
Netherlands”, International Migration Review, 44(2), pp. 376-403. DOI: 10.1111/j.
1747-7379.2010.00810.x

[

EL MOUSSAWI Hala, 2023, “‘Finding housing was an illness’: refugees’ sense of continued
displacement in Belgium”, Housing Studies, 39(9), pp. 2377-2398. DOIL:

10.1080/02673037.2023.2180493

EL MOUSSAWI Hala, SCHUERMANS Nick, 2020, “From Asylum to Post-Arrival Geographies: Syrian and
Iraqi Refugees in Belgium”, Tijdschrift voor Economische en Sociale Geografie, 112(2), pp. 164-178.
DOL: https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12469

EMN (EUROPEAN MIGRATION NETWORK), 2014, “The Organisation of Reception Facilities for Asylum
Seekers in Different Member States”, European Migration Network, 4 p. Available at : https://
emnbelgium.be/sites/default/files/publications/emn_inform_reception_facilities_3_2.pdf
(accessed on 11/03/2026)

EMN (EUROPEAN MIGRATION NETWORK), 2016, “Annual Report on Asylum and Migration policy in
Belgium", EMN, 156 p. Available at : https://emnbelgium.be/sites/default/files/publications/
FINAL%20APR%20BE%202016.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

FARCY Jean-Baptiste, sMiT Sarah, 2020, “Status (Im)Mobility and the Legal Production of
Irregularity: A Sociolegal Analysis of Temporary Migrants’ Lived Experiences”, Social & Legal
Studies, 29(5), pp. 629-649. DOI: 10.1177/0964663919894726

FINNEY Nissa, CATNEY Gemma (dir.), 2012, Minority Internal Migration in Europe, London, Routledge,
400 p.

FOURNIER Katja, VAN ACKER Kaat, GELDOF Dirk, HEYERICK Anke, 2023, Etre enfant en centre d’accueil:

Renforcer les chances des familles aprés I'exil, Louvain, Acco, 208 p.

HAINMUELLER Jens, HANGARTNER Dominik, LAWRENCE Duncan, 2016, “When lives are put on hold:
Lengthy asylum processes decrease employment among refugees”, Sciences Advances, 2(8), pp. 1-
7.DOI: 10.1126/sciadv.1600432

HANTSON Louise, WESTERVEEN Laura, ADAM Ilke, 2022, “Post-2014 migrants’ access to housing,
employment and other crucial resources in small- and medium-sized towns and rural areas in
Belgium”, Brussels, 85 p. Available at : https://whole-comm.eu/deliverables/country-report/
country-report-on-integration-belgium/ (accessed on 11/03/2026)

JANSSON Tobias, 2024, “Governing through bureaucratically imposed waiting: on stuckedness
among asylum seekers and refugees waiting for residence permits in Sweden”, European Journal of
Social Work, 27(5), pp. 1086-1097. DOI: 10.1080/13691457.2023.2282390

LACROIX Julie, BERTRAND Anne-Laure, 2024, “From collective centres to private accommodation:
housing trajectories of asylum migrants in Switzerland”, Housing studies, pp. 1-21. DOI:
10.1080/02673037.2024.2344856

Espace populations sociétés, 2025/3-2026/1 | 2026


https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2386
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12469
https://emnbelgium.be/sites/default/files/publications/emn_inform_reception_facilities_3_2.pdf
https://emnbelgium.be/sites/default/files/publications/emn_inform_reception_facilities_3_2.pdf
https://emnbelgium.be/sites/default/files/publications/FINAL%20APR%20BE%202016.pdf
https://emnbelgium.be/sites/default/files/publications/FINAL%20APR%20BE%202016.pdf
https://whole-comm.eu/deliverables/country-report/country-report-on-integration-belgium/
https://whole-comm.eu/deliverables/country-report/country-report-on-integration-belgium/

Navigating through Reception Network and Asylum Procedures: Internal Migratio...

L Chia, kuLu Hill, 2023, “The housing and integration of asylum seekers and refugees in
Germany”, St Andrews, University of St Andrews, 33 p. Available at : https://migrantlife.wp.st-
andrews.ac.uk/files/2023/11/The-housing-integration-of-asylum-seekers-and-refugees-in-
Germany.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

MARLOWE Jay, MALIHI Arezoo Zarintaj, MILNE Barry, MCLAY Jessica, CHIANG Annie, 2024, “Settlement
trajectories of nearly 25,000 forced migrants in New Zealand: longitudinal insights from
administrative data”, Kotuitui: New Zealand Journal of Social Sciences, 19(1), pp. 21-44. DOI:
10.1080/1177083X.2023.2214606

MERLA Laura, SAROLEA Sylvie, SCHOUMAKER Bruno, 2021, Composer avec les normes. Trajectoires de vie et

agentivité des migrants face au cadre légal, Louvain-la-Neuve, Academia, 363 p.

MERLA Laura, SMIT Sarah, 2023, “Enforced temporariness and skilled migrants’ family plans:
examining the friction between institutional, biographical and daily timescales”, Journal of Ethnic
and Migration Studies, 49(1), pp. 371-388. DOI: 10.1080/1369183X.2020.1857228

REA Andrea, WETS Johan, CALLIER Louise, SCHEPERS Wouter, VANDUYNSLAGER Liselot, 2014, “Legislative,
Institutional and Economic contexts”, in The Long and Winding Road to Employment: an analysis of the
labour market careers of asylum seekers and refugees in Belgium, Gent, Academia Press, pp. 11-56.

SAEYS Arne, VANDERVOORDT Robin, VERSCHRAEGEN Gert, 2018, “Samenleven in diversiteit: Kwalitatief
onderzoek naar de perspectieven van vluchtelingen”, Antwerpen, Universiteit Antwerpen.
Available at : https://repository.uantwerpen.be/docman/irua/38f1ff/154671.pdf (accessed on
11/03/2026)

SAROLEA Sylvie, 2021, “Un droit belge de I'immigration en dialectique constante avec la

souveraineté”, in Composer avec les normes : Trajectoires de vie et agentivité des migrants face au cadre
légal, Louvain-la-Neuve, Academia, pp. 35-49.

SAROLEA Sylvie, RAIMONDO Francesca, CRINE Zoé, 2021a, “Exploring Vulnerability’s Challenges and
Pitfalls in Belgian Asylum System - Research Report on the Legal and Policy Framework and
Implementing Practices in Belgium”, Université Catholique de Louvain, 266 p. Available at:
https://www.vulner.eu/80233/VULNER_WP2_Report1.pdf (accessed on 11/03/2026)

SAROLEA Sylvie, RAIMONDO Francesca, CRINE Zoé, 2021b, “Through the Eyes of the ‘Vulnerable’:
Exploring Vulnerabilities in the Belgian Asylum System”, Université Catholique de Louvain, 90 p.
Available at: https://www.vulner.eu/117832/VULNER_WP2_Report-2.pdf (accessed on
11/03/2026)

SCHOUMAKER Bruno, LE GUEN Mireille, CARON Louise, NIE Wanli, 2022, “Multiple (il)legal pathways:
The diversity of immigrants’ legal trajectories in Belgium”, Demographic Research, 47(10), pp. 247-
290. DOI: 10.4054/DemRes.2022.47.10

SCHUSTER Liza, 2005, “The Continuing Mobility of Migrants in Italy: Shifting between Places and
Statuses”, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 31(4), pp. 757-774. DOI:
10.1080/13691830500109993

SOHN Janina, 2019, “Initial employment pathways of immigrants in Germany. Why legal contexts
of reception matter - an analysis of life-course data”, Transfer: European Review of Labour and
Research, 25(1), pp. 43-62. DOI: 10.1177/1024258918818069

STATBEL, 2024a, “Taux d’emploi pour les 20-64 ans par sexe et région”, Bruxelles, Statbel. Available
at: https://bestat.statbel.fgov.be/bestat/crosstable.xhtml?view=1a757232-67e0-46€0-
b6d0-6c9a7e0bsef1 (accessed on 28/11/2024)

Espace populations sociétés, 2025/3-2026/1 | 2026

23


https://migrantlife.wp.st-andrews.ac.uk/files/2023/11/The-housing-integration-of-asylum-seekers-and-refugees-in-Germany.pdf
https://migrantlife.wp.st-andrews.ac.uk/files/2023/11/The-housing-integration-of-asylum-seekers-and-refugees-in-Germany.pdf
https://migrantlife.wp.st-andrews.ac.uk/files/2023/11/The-housing-integration-of-asylum-seekers-and-refugees-in-Germany.pdf
https://repository.uantwerpen.be/docman/irua/38f1ff/154671.pdf
https://www.vulner.eu/80233/VULNER_WP2_Report1.pdf
https://www.vulner.eu/117832/VULNER_WP2_Report-2.pdf
https://bestat.statbel.fgov.be/bestat/crosstable.xhtml?view=1a757232-67e0-46e0-b6d0-6c9a7e0b8ef1
https://bestat.statbel.fgov.be/bestat/crosstable.xhtml?view=1a757232-67e0-46e0-b6d0-6c9a7e0b8ef1

Navigating through Reception Network and Asylum Procedures: Internal Migratio...

STATBEL, 2024b, “Risk of poverty or social exclusion”, Brussels, Statbel. Available at: https://
statbel.fgov.be/en/themes/households/poverty-and-living-conditions/risk-poverty-or-social-
exclusion (accessed on 28/11/2024)

STEWART Emma, SHAFFER Marnie, 2015, “Moving on? Dispersal Policy, Onward Migration and
Integration of Refugees in the UK”, Glasgow, University of Strathclyde, 110 p.

TATTI Diletta, DOUTREPONT Marie, 2024, “De quoi la « crise de I'accueil » est-elle le nom ? Les
réfugié-es entre signifiants juridiques, discours gouvernementaux, traitements médiatiques et
pratiques de solidarité”, Cahiers du CRHiDI, 48, pp. 1-20. DOI: 10.25518/1370-2262.1844

VICKSTROM Erik, 2014, “Pathways into Irregular Status Among Senegalese Migrants in Europe”,
International Migration Review, 48(4), pp. 1062-1099. DOI: 10.1111/imre.12154

WEIDINGER Tobias, KORDEL Stefan, 2023, “Access to and exclusion from housing over time: Refugees’
experiences in rural areas”, International Migration, 61(3), pp. 54-71. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1111/
imig.12807

WYCKAERT Elizabeth, LEINFELDER Hans, DE DECKER Pascal, 2020, “Stuck in the middle: The transition
from shelter to housing for refugees in Belgium”, Transactions of the Association of European Schools
of Planning, 4(1), pp. 80-94. DOI: 10.24306/TrAESOP.2020.01.007

ZIMMER Natacha, 2023, “Mapping the Asylum Reception System: A Comprehensive Analysis of the
Belgian Case (2012-2022)”, Louvain-la-Neuve, Centre de recherche en démographie, 20 p.
Available at: https://www.uclouvain.be/fr/system/files/uclouvain_assetmanager/groups/cms-
editors-iacchos/Pages/Centres/DEMO/Documents%20de%20travail /DT34%20-%20Zimmer.pdf
(accessed on 5/10/2023)

ZIMMER Natacha, SCHOUMAKER Bruno, 2025, “The Journey Beyond Reception: Asylum Seekers’
Internal Migration Trajectories in Belgium”, Population, Space and Place, 31(5), pp. 1-17. DOIL:
10.1002/psp.70062

APPENDIXES

Appendix |

Table 6 Descriptive statistics on asylum procedures’ duration

Duration of the asylum procedure

0-6 months | 6-12 months | 12-18 months | 18-24 months | 24 months +
Sex %
Men 35.0 29.1 16.4 8.8 10.7 100
Women 41.0 26.8 14.2 7.4 10.6 100
Place of birth %
EU 15 35.4 25.0 22.9 8.3 8.3 100
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13 new EU countries | 50.0 40.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 100
Europe non EU 33.1 24.8 16.5 7.7 17.8 100
West Asia 39.2 27.5 14.9 8.7 9.6 100
East Asia 38.4 28.5 13.4 7.0 12.7 100
North Africa 25.7 38.0 15.1 8.9 12.3 100
Subsaharan Africa |31.7 31.2 18.2 7.1 11.8 100
Latin America 18.6 13.3 15.2 24.8 28.1 100
Unknown 31.8 34.9 12.4 15.5 5.4 100
Year of arrival in Belgium %

2012 39.9 24.8 13.2 7.7 14.4 100
2013 50.9 21.7 11.3 5.8 10.3 100
2014 52.3 27.2 10.6 3.1 6.8 100
2015 29.9 31.8 17.6 10.0 10.7 100
2016 32.7 24.5 19.9 10.8 12.0 100
Total 38.0 28.1 15.1 8.1 10.7 100

Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 20716 in Belgium and who obtained
international protection before the end of 2020.

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

Appendix Il
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Figure 3 First internal migration post-protection, by level of urbanisation

Fig 3a. CIF from rural

Fig 3b. CIF from urban
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Fig 3c. Kaplan-Meier survival curve
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Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 2016 in Belgium and who obtained
international protection before the end of 2020.

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

Appendix Il

Table 7 Cox regression models on the first internal migration within the first 2.5 months post-
protection (hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals

Model 1 Model 2.1 Model 2.2 Model 3 Model 4
Hazard Hazard Hazard Hazard Hazard
] 95% CI ] 95% CI ] 95% CI ] 95% CI ] 95% CI
ratio ratio ratio ratio ratio
Sex
Male ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
Female 0.93*** 10.90 | 0.96 | 0.93** [0.89 [0.96 | 0.93%** [0.90 | 0.96 | 0.93*** [ 0.90 | 0.96 | 0.86%** | 0.84 | 0.89
Region of birth
Europe seskok sk sk ok skokk
0.79 0.73 10.85 | 0.79 0.73 10.86 | 0.79 0.73 10.86 | 0.79 0.73 10.86 | 0.69 0.94 | 0.75
non-EU
West Asia | ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
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East Asia 1.24%¥%* [ 1,11 [ 1.39 | 1.26™** [ 1.13 | 1.41 | 1.27*** | 1.13 | 1.42 | 1.27*** | 1.14 | 1.43 | 1.21*** [ 1.08 [ 1.35
North
Afri 0.98 0.88 | 1.09 | 0.97 0.87 | 1.07 | 0.97 0.87 |1.08 | 0.98 0.88 |1.09 |0.94 0.85 | 1.05
rica
Subsaharan
Afri 0.97 0.93 |1.01 |0.97* |0.92 |0.99 | 0.96 0.88 [0.97 [0.96** |0.92 |1.00 |1.00 0.96 [1.03
rica
Latin
Ameri 0.64*** 10.49 | 0.83 | 0.64** [0.49 |0.83 | 0.64** |0.49 [0.94 | 0.64*** | 0.49 | 0.83 [ 0.46*** | 0.36 | 0.60
merica
Age group at arrival
18-19 1.05 0.99 |1.13 | 1.06 0.99 |1.13 | 1.05 0.98 |1.13 [ 1.06* |0.99 [1.13 | 0.99 0.92 |1.05
20-29 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
30-39 0.96%** 10.92 |0.99 | 0.96* [0.92 [0.99 [0.96** |0.92 |0.99 | 0.96** |0.92 |0.99 |0.93*** [0.90 [ 0.97
40-49 0.93%** 10.88 | 0.97 | 0.93** [0.88 [0.97 [ 0.93*** | 0.88 | 0.97 | 0.92*** | 0.88 | 0.97 | 0.89*** [ 0.85 [ 0.94
50+ 0.88*** 10.83 | 0.93 | 0.88*** [ 0.83 | 0.94 | 0.88*** | 0.83 [ 0.94 | 0.88*** | 0.83 | 0.94 [ 0.81*** | 0.76 | 0.86
Year of arrival
2012 0.86™** | 0.81 | 0.90 | 0.86*** [ 0.82 | 0.91 | 0.86*** [ 0.82 | 0.91 | 0.85%** | 0.81 | 0.90 | 0.76*** | 0.72 | 0.80
2013 0.90*** 10.85 | 0.96 | 0.92*** [ 0.86 | 0.97 | 0.92*** | 0.87 [ 0.98 | 0.91*** | 0.86 | 0.96 | 0.79***|0.75 | 0.84
2014 0.97 0.92 | 1.01 | 0.97 0.92 |1.01 | 0.97 0.92 |1.01 [0.96* |0.91 [1.00 | 0.82***[0.79|0.86
2015 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
2016 1.11%%* 11,06 | 1.16 | 1.12*** [ 1.07 [ 1.17 | 1.12*** | 1.07 | 1.17 | 1.12*¥** | 1,07 | 1.17 | 1.13*** [ 1.08 [ 1.18
Type of protection
Refugee
erore ju rel. rer. relf. rer.
(bef ly | ref. f. f. f,
2016)
Refugee
(after July|1.23%** | 1.18 | 1.28 | 1.23*** | 1.18 | 1.27 | 1.23***[1.18 | 1.28 | 1.20*** | 1.15 | 1.26
2016)
Subsidar
) t,y 1.09%** 11,05 | 1.13 | 1.09%** | 1.05 [ 1.13 | 1.09*** | 1.05 | 1.13 | 1.08*** [ 1.03 | 1.12
protection
Type of reception at protection recognition
Collective
y ref. ref. ref. ref.

reception
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Individual

i 0.52**%*10.5 |0.54|0.54*** [0.52 [0.56 | 0.53*** |0.51 | 0.92 | 0.53*** | 0.51 | 0.56
reception
No
reception
(" P 0.36***(0.34| 0.38| 0.37*** [ 0.35 | 0.39 | 0.38™** 1 0.36 (0.4 [0.38™** | 0.36 | 0.4
no
show")
Characteristic of residence at protection recognition
Region
Brussels 0.89***(0.85|0.93 | 0.97 0.92 |1.02 | 0.96 0.91 | 1.02
Flanders 0.87***10.85 | 0.90 | 0.89*** | 0.86 | 0.92 | 0.89*** [ 0.86 [ 0.92
Wallonia ref. ref. ref.
Level of urbanisation
Urban 0.88***0.85|0.91 | 0.88*** | 0.85 | 0.91
Suburban 0.98 0.94(1.02(0.98 0.94 |1.02
Rural ref. ref.
Duration of asylum procedure
0-6 months ref.
6-12

th 0.91*%*10.88 | 0.95
montns
12 +

h 1.03 0.98 | 1.07
montns

Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 2016 in Belgium and who obtained

international protection before the end of 2020. 50.7% of the cohort had migrated internally within the

first 2.5 months post-protection. Each model tests a different hypothesis with a different main

explanatory variable highlighted in bold.
** p<0.01 ; ** p<0.05 ; * p<0.1

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

Appendix IV

Table 8 Binary logistic model on the occurrence of a first internal migration within the first 2.5

months
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Model 1

Model 2.1

Model 2.2

Model 3

Model 4

95% CI

95% CI

95% CI

95% CI
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0dds 0dds 0dds 0dds 0dds
ratio ratio ratio ratio ratio
Sex
Male ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
Female 0.87**%* 10.83 [ 0.92 | 0.87*** [ 0.83 |0.92 | 0.87*** [0.82 | 0.91 | 0.87*** | 0.82 | 0.91 | 0.78*** [ 0.74 | 0.81
Region of birth
Europe skksk skksk skeskok sksksk skksk
U 0.66 0.59 | 0.74 | 0.66 0.59 |0.74 | 0.66 0.59 [ 0.74 | 0.66 0.59 [ 0.74 [ 0.56 0.50 [ 0.62
non-
West Asia | ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
East Asia 1.72%%*% 1 0.89 | 1.00 | 1.80%** | 1.48 |2.19 |1.84*** | 1.52 [2.24 | 1.86™** | 1.23 | 2.26 [ 1.50*** | 1.23 [ 1.75
North
Afri 0.84%* 10.71 |0.99 | 0.79*** | 0.67 |0.93 | 0.79*** [0.67 | 0.94 | 0.80** |0.68 |0.95 | 0.78*** [ 0.97 [0.91
rica
Subsaharan
Afi 0.90*** 10.84 | 0.95 | 0.86™** [ 81.000.91 | 0.86*** | 0.80 | 0.91 | 0.86*** | 0.80 |0.91 | 0.96 0.91 | 1.01
rica
Latin
Ameri 0.52**%* 10,37 [ 0.73 | 0.51%** [ 0.37 [0.72 | 0.51*** [0.36 | 0.71 | 0.50*** | 0.36 | 0.70 | 0.32*** [ 0.23 | 0.44
merica
Age group at arrival
18-19 0.84**%* 10,76 [ 0.93 | 0.83*** [0.75 [0.92 | 0.82*** [0.74 | 0.91 | 0.82*** | 0.74 | 0.92 | 0.81*** [ 0.73 | 0.89
20-29 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
30-39 0.95%* 10.89 |1.00 |0.95* [0.90 |1.00 |0.95* |0.90 |1.00 |0.95* [0.90 [1.00 | 0.90*** | 0.85 | 0.95
40-49 0.90** 10.83 |0.97 | 0.89*** [0.82 |0.96 | 0.89*** | 0.82 | 0.96 | 0.89*** [0.82 [ 0.96 | 0.84*** | 0.79 | 0.91
50+ 0.81**%* 10.73 [ 0.88 | 0.81%** [ 0.74 |0.89 | 0.82*** [0.74 | 0.89 | 0.81*** | 0.74 [ 0.89 | 0.71*** [ 0.65 | 0.77
Year of arrival
2012 0.73%** 10.68 | 0.79 | 0.74*** [ 0.69 |0.81 | 0.75*** | 0.69 | 0.81 | 0.74*** [ 0.68 | 0.80 | 0.62***|0.57|0.66
2013 0.78*** 10.71 | 0.85 | 0.80*** [ 0.73 |0.88 | 0.82*** [0.75 | 0.89 | 0.80*** | 0.73 [ 0.88 | 0.64*** | 0.59|0.70
2014 0.92*%* 10.86 |0.99 | 0.92** [0.86 |0.99 |0.93* |0.87 |1.00 |0.92** [0.85 [0.99 |[0.71***|0.67|0.76
2015 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
2016 1.28%%* 1,18 [ 1.38 [ 1.30™** | 1.20 |1.40 | 1.31*** [1.21 |1.42 [ 1.31%** | 1.21 | 1.42 | 1.16***|1.09|1.24
Type of protection
ref. ref. ref. ref.
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Refugee
(before July
2016)

Refugee
(after July|1.23%**|1.23 |1.39 [ 1.33%** | 1.24 |1.41 [1.33%**[1.251.42|1.27%** | 1.18 | 1.37
2016)

Subsidar
.y 1.09%%* 11.02 | 1.15 [ 1.10*** [ 1.03 [1.17 |1.10***|1.02|1.17|1.07** |1.00 [1.15
protection

Type of reception at protection recognition

Collective
. ref. ref. ref. ref.
reception

Individual
] 0.30%**]0.28 [ 0.31|0.32*** [ 0.3 [0.33 | 0.30*** [0.29 | 0.32 | 0.30*** | 0.29 | 0.32
reception

No
reception
("nop 0.16***10.15|0.17 | 0.17*** [ 0.16 |0.19 | 0.18*** |0.17 [0.2 |0.18*** | 0.17 | 0.2

show")

Characteristic of residence at protection recognition

Region

Brussels 0.73***0.68 [0.79 |0.96 0.88 |1.04 | 0.95 0.88 |1.03
Flanders 0.68***(0.65 [0.720.73%** | 0.69 | 0.77 | 0.73*** | 0.69 [ 0.77
Wallonia ref. ref. ref.

Level of urbanisation

Urban 0.66*** | 0.62(0.70 | 0.66*** | 0.62 | 0.70
Suburban 0.95 0.90]1.01|0.95 0.89 | 1.01
Rural ref. ref.

Duration of asylum procedure

0-6 months ref.
6-12

0.86***0.81|0.92
months
12-18

1.15%**%[1.06 | 1.24
months
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18-24

1.05 0.95|1.16
months
24 +

0.96 0.8711.05
months

Note: N=33,973 individuals who arrived between 2012 and 2076 in Belgium and who obtained
international protection before the end of 2020. 50.7% of the cohort had migrated internally within the

first 2.5 months post-protection. Each model tests a different hypothesis with a different main

explanatory variable highlighted in bold.

%k 0<0.01 ; ** p<0.05 ; * p<0.1

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

Appendix V

Table 9 Cox regression models on the first internal migration from 2.5 months post-protection
onward (hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals)

Model 1 Model 2.1 Model 2.2 Model 3 Model 4
Hazard Hazard Hazard Hazard Hazard
. 95% CI ] 95% CI ] 95% CI . 95% CI . 95% CI
ratio ratio ratio ratio ratio
Sex
Male ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
Female 0.94%* 10.90 | 0.98 | 0.93** [0.89 [ 0.97 [ 0.93*** [0.89 | 0.97 | 0.92*** | 0.89 | 0.96 | 0.79*** | 0.76 | 0.83
Region of birth
Europe
0.83%** 10.76 | 0.90 | 0.83*** [ 0.77 [ 0.91 [ 0.82*** | 0.76 | 0.90 | 0.84*** | 0.77 | 0.92 | 0.71*** [ 0.65 [ 0.77
non-EU
West Asia | ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
East Asia 0.86 0.72 | 1.04 | 0.94 0.78 | 1.13 | 1.02 0.85 |1.23 [ 1.04 0.87 [1.26 | 0.66™** | 0.55 | 0.79
North
i 0.99 0.87 |1.12 | 0.93 0.82 | 1.06 | 0.94 0.83 | 1.07 { 0.97 0.86 [ 1.10 | 1.03 0.91 |1.17
Africa
Subsaharan
. 1.09%** 11,04 | 1.15 | 1.03 0.99 |1.09 | 1.02 0.97 |1.07 | 1.04 0.99 |1.10 | 1.19%** | 1.13 [ 1.24
Africa
Latin
. 0.82 0.64 | 1.05 | 0.74* 0.58 [ 0.95 | 0.73* 0.57 [ 0.94 | 0.76* 0.60 [ 0.97 | 0.56™** | 0.44 | 0.71
America
Age group at arrival
18-19 1.02 0.95 |1.11 | 1.01 0.93 | 1.09 | 0.98 0.91 | 1.07 | 0.97 0.90 | 1.05 | 0.96 0.89 | 1.04
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20-29 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
30-39 0.87*** 1 0.83 | 0.91 | 0.87*** [ 0.83 [ 0.91 [ 0.87*** | 0.83 | 0.91 | 0.87*** | 0.83 | 0.91 | 0.85*** [ 0.81 [ 0.88
40-49 0.87*** 10.82 | 0.92 | 0.85*** [ 0.80 | 0.91 | 0.83*** | 0.78 [ 0.87 | 0.83*** | 0.78 | 0.88 [ 0.82*** [ 0.77 | 0.88
50+ 0.87*%** 1 0.81 | 0.94 | 0.86*** [ 0.80 | 0.93 | 0.86*** | 0.80 | 0.93 | 0.86™** | 0.80 | 0.93 | 0.75*** | 0.70 | 0.81
Year of arrival
2012 0.99 0.93 | 1.05 | 1.00 0.94 | 1.06 | 1.01 0.96 (1.08 | 1.03 0.97 (1.10 | 0.96 0.91(1.02
2013 0.99 0.92 | 1.05 | 1.02 0.95 | 1.09 | 1.05 0.98 | 1.12 [ 1.05 0.98 |1.12 [ 0.91** |0.85]0.97
2014 1.08** |1.03 |1.14 [ 1.11%¥** [ 1.05 | 1.17 | 1.1*** |1.04 [1.17 |1.1** [1.04 |1.16 |1.01 0.95 [ 1.06
2015 ref. ref. ref. ref. ref.
2016 0.85 0.89 | 1.03 | 0.98 0.91 | 1.06 | 1.00 0.93 (1.08 | 0.97 0.90 [1.05 | 0.65***|0.61|0.69
Type of protection
Refugee
(before July | ref. ref. ref. ref.
2016)
Refugee
(after July 0.79%** 10.75 | 0.84 | 0.79*** [ 0.75 [ 0.83 | 0.79***| 0.75 | 0.83 | 0.85*** | 0.80 | 0.90
2016)
Subsidary

. 0.99 0.94 | 1.04 | 0.99 0.95 [ 1.05 [ 0.98 0.820.90 | 1.00 0.95 | 1.05
protection
Type of reception at protection recognition
Collective

. ref. ref. ref. ref.
reception
Individual

] 0.86%**0.82 (0.9 |0.96 0.92 | 1.01 | 0.86*** | 0.82 [0.9 |0.89%** [0.84 |0.93
reception
No
reception
g P 0.35*%*10.33|0.36 | 0.34*** [ 0.32 [ 0.36 | 0.36™** | 0.34 | 0.38 | 0.35*** | 0.34 | 0.38
no
show")
Characteristic of residence at protection recognition
Region
Brussels 0.95 0.90 [ 1.01 | 1.29%** | 1.21 | 1.38 | 1.29™** | 1.21 [ 1.38
Flanders 0.67***0.64 | 0.70 | 0.70*** | 0.67 | 0.73 [ 0.70*** | 0.67 | 0.73
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Wallonia ref. ref. ref.

Level of urbanisation

Urban 0.57***10.54 | 0.60 | 0.57*** | 0.55 | 0.60
Suburban 1.01 0.97|1.07 | 1.01 0.97 | 1.07
Rural ref. ref.

Duration of asylum procedure

0-6 months ref.
6-12

0.92*%%%10.88 | 0.97
months

12 +
0.88%**10.84(0.93
months

Note: N=16,749 individuals who obtained international protection before the end of 2020 and who did
not migrate internally during the first 2.5 months post-protection. Among the entire cohort of
recognised refugees who arrived between 2012 and 2016, 49.3% of the cohort had not yet migrated
internally within the first 2.5 months post-protection. Each model tests a different hypothesis with a
different main explanatory variable highlighted in bold.

**%p<0.07; ** p<0.05; * p<0.1

Source: own calculations based on Belgian National Register

NOTES

1. Directive 2013/32/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 June 2013 on
common procedures for granting and withdrawing international protection, art. 31 § 5.

2. See Art. 49 and 49/2 of the law of 15 December, 1980.

3. Law of the 1% June, 2016 amending the law of the 15 December, 1980.

4. Note that obtaining the residence permit corresponding to the protection status granted is not
instantaneous. Recognised refugees must introduce a permit request to their municipality of
residence, which can take up to several months. In the meantime, individuals have a temporary
residence permit attesting that they are registered in the foreign register (annex 15).

5. Law of January 12, 2007 on the reception of asylum seekers and other categories of aliens, M.B.
May 7, 2007, Art. 2, 6°.

6. The municipality level is the lowest administrative level in Belgium. The country counts 581
different municipalities.

7. Hazard rates represent the likelihood of an event occurring in a period of time, knowing that
the individual is at risk of knowing this event.

8. Cumulative Incidence Functions (CIF) show the cumulative proportion of individuals
encountering a certain event.

9. Due to the hazard proportionality issues, we tested the robustness of our results using binary
logistic regression models. We created a binary variable indicating whether recognised refugees
had changed municipality of residence over the first 2.5 months post-protection. This variable
was then included in binary logistic regressions as a dependent variable. Results are presented in

the form of odds ratio in Appendix IV. Overall, conclusions from these logistic regressions remain
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similar to the Cox models. The latter however presents smaller effect sizes of the independent
variables on the chances of first internal migration post-protection.

10. Models 3, which included the asylum procedure’s duration, was also tested by including the
variable in its continuous time format. The hazard ratio for the procedure’s duration was 0.99 (p-

value = 0.21), suggesting a negative but small relationship with internal migration.

ABSTRACTS

Administrative procedures, reception policies, and residence permits shape the integration
processes of immigrants in destination countries, particularly among asylum-seeking migrants.
Existing research on the connection between geographical mobility and administrative pathways
mostly focuses on the transnational mobility of asylum migrants, whereas internal moves are less
studied. This work explores the impact of administrative outcomes (type of protection obtained,
duration of the asylum procedure) and the reception system (type and location of reception
facilities) on internal migrations and settlement in Belgium among recognised refugees. To do so,
we rely on Belgian National Register data and monitor a cohort of asylum migrants who arrived
between 2012 and 2016 and were granted international protection. Using Cox models, we
demonstrate that asylum migrants hosted in collective centres are much more likely to change
municipality of residence after obtaining a protection than those not hosted in those centres. We
also show that long asylum procedures decrease the likelihood of internal migration after
receiving protection. In contrast, the consequences of the 2015 reception crisis increased the
internal mobility among recognised refugees. Finally, we find significant differences between

Belgian regions as subsequent moves are mostly directed to Flanders, Brussels, and urban areas.

Procédures administratives, politiques d'accueil et permis de séjour fagonnent les processus
d'intégration des immigrants dans les pays de destination, en particulier parmi les migrants
demandeurs d'asile. Les recherches existantes sur le lien entre la mobilité géographique et les
parcours administratifs se concentrent principalement sur la mobilité transnationale des
demandeurs d'asile, tandis que les déplacements internes sont moins étudiés. Ce travail explore
l'impact des facteurs administratifs (type de protection obtenue, durée de la procédure d'asile) et
du systéme d'accueil (type et emplacement des structures d'accueil) sur les migrations internes
et 'installation en Belgique des réfugiés reconnus. Pour ce faire, nous nous appuyons sur les
données du Registre national belge et suivons une cohorte de demandeurs d'asile arrivés entre
2012 et 2016 et ayant obtenu une protection internationale. A 1'aide de modéles de Cox, nous
démontrons que les demandeurs d'asile hébergés dans des centres collectifs sont beaucoup plus
susceptibles de changer de commune de résidence aprés avoir obtenu une protection que ceux
qui ne sont pas hébergés dans ces centres. Nous montrons également que les longues procédures
d'asile réduisent la probabilité de migration interne aprés l'obtention d'une protection. En
revanche, les conséquences de la crise d'accueil de 2015 ont accru la mobilité interne parmi les
réfugiés reconnus. Enfin, nous constatons des différences significatives entre les régions belges,
les mobilités ultérieures étant principalement dirigées vers la Flandre, Bruxelles et les zones

urbaines.
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