






Figure BIX: WVS sample used in the Geo-RDD across countries in Myanmar and Thailand

Notes: This map displays our WVS sample for Myanmar (former British colony) and Thailand (no
colonial origin), used to estimate the Geo-RDD specification in Panel A of Table III. We generate the
map in two steps. First, the British-Non-British colonial boundary (in red) is overlaid onto the polygons
of the respective country regions. Then, we plot dots representing the settlements (available at township
level) of respondents -i.e., specifically, those within 312.9 km of the former British-Non British colonial
boundary, the largest optimal bandwith used in Panel A of Table III. The size of the dots is proportional
to the number of respondents in each location.
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Figure BX: Afrobarometer sample used in the Within-country Geo-RDD in Cameroon

0 50 100 kms

Cameroon boundary
British - French colonial boundary
Ethnic boundaries
British Cameroon
French Cameroon
Respondents <= 102.97 km to colonial boundary
Number of respondents (min, median, max)
6 respondents
9 respondents
101 respondents

Notes: This map displays our sample from Afrobarometer (AB) waves 6 to 9 in the Western region of
Cameroon that was split into a British and a French colony before its independence, used to estimate
the within-country Geo-RDD specification in Table CV. We generate the map in two steps. First, the
former colonial boundary that lies within the current territory of Cameroon (in red) is overlaid onto the
polygons of the Murdock (1959) map of ethnic boundaries (in light grey). Then, we plot dots represent-
ing the location of respondents - i.e., specifically, those within 102.97 km of the former British-French
colonial boundary, the largest optimal bandwidth used in Table CV. The size of the dots is proportional
to the number of respondents in each location.
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C Results: Additional Tables and Figures

Table CI: OLS across countries in the WGP sample with split cross country comparisons:
Former colonies of either France, Spain, or Portugal have lower sexual prejudice than the

former British colonies

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
French 0.197 0.018 0.016 -0.070 -0.072

[0.059]∗∗∗ [0.042] [0.042] [0.035]∗∗ [0.039]∗

Spanish -0.176 -0.262 -0.262 -0.221 -0.227
[0.060]∗∗∗ [0.036]∗∗∗ [0.036]∗∗∗ [0.071]∗∗∗ [0.079]∗∗∗

Portuguese -0.204 -0.327 -0.330 -0.329 -0.331
[0.134] [0.089]∗∗∗ [0.085]∗∗∗ [0.057]∗∗∗ [0.066]∗∗∗

Belgium & Dutch 0.281 0.099 0.086 0.074 0.072
[0.052]∗∗∗ [0.036]∗∗∗ [0.040]∗∗ [0.082] [0.089]

Observations 872 872 872 872 872
Num. of clusters 87 87 87 87 87
R-squared 0.331 0.668 0.697 0.817 0.837
Outcome average 0.647 0.647 0.647 0.647 0.647
Income per capita of 2000 No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FEs No No Yes Yes Yes
UN Subregion FEs No No No Yes Yes
UN Subregion-Year FEs No No No No Yes

Note: This table displays the estimates of the OLS across countries using the World Gallup Poll (WGP)
data, using the former British colonies as the reference control group, and displays one separate coef-
ficient for each non-British colonial origin (French, Spanish, Portuguese, and Netherlands & Belgium).
Our sample includes respondents in 872 nationally representative surveys in 87 former European
colonies surveyed by the WGP between 2011 and 2023. Column (1) shows estimates from a regression
model without Fixed Effects (FEs) and controls. Column (2) adds the Income per capita (of 2000) as a
control in the specification from Column (1). Respectively, Columns (3) to (5) sequentially include Year
FEs, United Nations (UN) Subregion FEs, and UN Subregion-Year FEs in the specification from Col-
umn (2). In the complete specification in Column (5), we estimate the regression model Prejudicec,t =
α + βFRFrenchc + βSPSpanishc + βPT Portuguesec + βB&N Belgium Dutchc + γIPC 2000c + θs(c),t + ϵc,t,
where c and t denote the country and the year of the WGP survey, respectively. Prejudicec,t is the mea-
sure of sexual prejudice of country c at year t: the percentage of respondents that respondent mentions
No when asked: ”Is the city or area where you live a good place or not a good place to live for gay or lesbian
people?”. Respectively, Frenchc, Spanishc, Portuguesec, and Belgium Dutchc are indicators taking value
1 when country c has French, Spanish, Portuguese, Belgium & Dutch colonial origin and zero other-
wise. Developmentc is the Income per capita of country c measured in the year 2000. θs(c),t capture the
UN Subregion-Year FEs. We report standard errors clustered at the country level between parenthesis.
***p < 0.01, **p < 0.05, *p < 0.10.
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Table CII: OLS across countries in the WGP sample: Former British colonies have higher
sexual prejudice than former colonies of other European powers, even after extensive controls

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
British 0.141 0.122 0.112 0.110 0.072

[0.041]∗∗∗ [0.049]∗∗ [0.045]∗∗ [0.042]∗∗ [0.040]∗

Observations 872 872 872 872 872
Num. of clusters 87 87 87 87 87
R-squared 0.514 0.569 0.641 0.672 0.835
Outcome average 0.647 0.647 0.647 0.647 0.647
Income per capita of 2000 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FEs Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Latitude and Longitude No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Geographic controls No No Yes Yes Yes
Historic controls No No No Yes Yes
UN Subregion FEs No No No No Yes

Note: This table displays the estimates of the OLS across countries using the World Gallup Poll
(WGP) data. Our sample includes respondents in 872 nationally representative surveys in 87
former European colonies surveyed by the WGP between 2011 and 2023. Column (1) shows
estimates from a regression model without Income per capita (of 2000) as a control. Respec-
tively, Columns (2) to (5) sequentially include Latitude and Longitude, Geographic controls, His-
toric controls, and United Nations (UN) Subregion FEs to the specification from Column (1).
In the complete specification in Column (5), we estimate the regression model Prejudicec,t =
α + βGBBritishc + γDevelopmentc ++γ1x1,c + γ2x2,c + θs(c),t + ϵc,t, where c and t denote the coun-
try and the year of the WGP survey, respectively. Prejudicec,t is the measure of sexual prejudice
of country c at year t: the percentage of respondents that respondent mentions No when asked:
”Is the city or area where you live a good place or not a good place to live for gay or lesbian people?”.
Britishc is an indicator taking value 1 when country c with British colonial origin and zero other-
wise. Developmentc is the Income per capita of country c measured in the year 2000. Respectively,
x1,c and x2,c are vectors of geographical and historical controls at the country level defined in Sub-
section 3.1. θs(c),t captures the UN Subregion-Year FEs. We report standard errors clustered at the
country level between parenthesis. ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.10.
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Table CIII: Results from the OLS across countries in the WVS merged WGP samples are
similar: Former British colonies have higher sexual prejudice than the former colonies of

other European countries after colonization

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
British 0.112 0.113 0.124 0.211 0.148

[0.075] [0.065]∗ [0.060]∗∗ [0.049]∗∗∗ [0.055]∗∗∗

Observations 139 139 139 139 139
Num. of clusters 50 50 50 50 50
R-squared 0.081 0.311 0.757 0.614 0.814
Outcome average 0.464 0.464 0.464 0.464 0.464
Wave FEs Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Year FEs No Yes Yes Yes Yes
UN Subregion FEs No No Yes No Yes
Income per capita of 2000 No No No Yes Yes

Note: This table displays the estimates from the OLS across countries in the World Value Sur-
vey (WVS) merged sample using the measure of sexual prejudice described in Subsection 3.3.
Our sample includes respondents in 139 nationally representative surveys in 50 former European
colonies from 6 WVS waves implemented between 1990 and 2022. Column (1) shows estimates
from a regression model with WVS wave fixed effects (FEs) as controls. Respectively, Columns (2)
and (3) sequentially include Year FEs and UN Subregion FEs as controls in the specification from
Column (1). Column (4) adds the Income per capita (of 2000) as a control in the specification from
Column (2). Column (5) specification includes WVS wave FEs, Year FEs, UN Subregion FEs, and
Income per capita (of 2000) as controls. In our favourite specification in Column (5), we estimate
the regression model Prejudicec,w = α + βGBBritishc + γIPC 2000c + θt(c,w) + θs(c) + ϵc,w, where c
denotes a country, w a WVS wave, and t the year of implementation of the country-wave survey.
Prejudicec,w is the measure of sexual prejudice of country c in wave w. It takes the value one if the
respondent mentions Homosexuals when asked: ”Could you please mention any that you would not like
to have as neighbours?”. Britishc is an indicator taking value 1 when individual i lives in a country
c with British colonial origin and zero otherwise. IPC 2000c is the Income per capita of country c
measured in the year 2000. Respectively, θw, θt(c,w), and θs(c) capture the WVS wave FEs, Year FEs,
and UN Subregion FEs, respectively. We report standard errors clustered by country level between
parenthesis. ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.10.
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Figure CI: Countries where prevailing social norms—both historical and
contemporary—condemn same-sex relations tend to exhibit higher levels of sexual prejudice

today.
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(a) WGP global sample, Percentage of Islamic
population in 1900 in the x-axis
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(b) WGP global sample, Percentage of Islamic
population in 2000 in the x-axis
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(c) Afrobarometer sample, Percentage of Islamic
population in 1900 in the x-axis
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(d) Afrobarometer sample, Percentage of Islamic
population in 2000 in the x-axis

Notes: The four subfigures display binned scatter plots of average sexual prejudice and the share of
the Muslim population by country. Panels (a) and (b) use data from the WGP global sample, while
panels (c) and (d) use the Afrobarometer sample. In all cases, the y-axis reports Prejudicec, the average
of Prejudicec,t across all survey waves available for country c. In the WGP sample, this is the share of
(non-missing) respondents answering No to the question: “Is the city or area where you live a good
place or not a good place to live for gay or lesbian people?” In the Afrobarometer sample, it corre-
sponds to the share of respondents who (strongly) dislike having homosexual neighbors. As for the
x-axis, panels (a) and (c) use Perc Islamc,1900 (Muslim population share in 1900), while panels (b) and
(d) use Perc Islamc,2020 (Muslim population share in 2020). In all four panels, sexual prejudice is more
dispersed among countries with low levels of Islamic penetration, motivating the use of Low Islamc as
a moderating variable.
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Figure CII: Balance-check: treatment and control villages in the samples used to estimate the
cross-country Geo-RDD’s in Southern and Eastern Africa and Western Africa have similar

demographic, geographic, and historical characteristics.
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(a) βGB in the Southern & Eastern Africa sam-
ple
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(b) T-statistics in the Southern & Eastern
Africa sample
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(c) βGB in the Western Africa sample
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(d) T-statistics in the Western Africa sample

Notes: This figure shows balance check statistics of our baseline controls for the main sam-
ples used in Table II, Column (4). First, we standardize the values of each baseline control
xi,k ∈ xi =

(
x1,v(i), x2,v(i), x3,i

)
by computing xstd

i,k =
xi,k−µx

σx
, where µx = 1

N ∑N
i=1 xi,k and σx =√

1
N−1 ∑N

i=1(xi,k − µx)2 are the sample mean and standard deviation, respectively. Then, we estimate
our Geo-RDD specification (equivalent to Equation 2), with a triangular kernel, using each standard-
ized baseline control xstd

i,k as the outcome variable, and no additional controls: xstd
i,k = α + βGBBritishc +

f (v) + ϵi,c,v, where xstd
i,k is each of the controls listed. f (v) is the linear RD-polynomial on the distance

to the colonial boundary. T-statistics are obtained from standard errors clustered at the ethnic group
level. Panels (a) and (c) show the estimates of βGB for each regression. Panels (b) and (d) display the
associated t-statistics.
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Figure CIII: Balance-check: treatment and control villages in the samples used to estimate the
cross-country Geo-RDD’s in Southeast Asia and South America have similar demographic,

geographic, and historical characteristics.
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(a) βGB in the Southeast Asian sample
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(b) T-statistics in the Southeast Asian sample

Coastal region (indicator)

Slope (º)

Elevation (meters)

Temperature (Celsius º)

Perc. age +55

Perc. age 45 to 54

Perc. age 35 to 44

Perc. age 25 to 34

Perc. age 18 to 24

Perc. female

-2 -1 0 1 2
Standardized Geo-RDD coefficients

(c) βGB in the South American sample
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(d) T-statistics in the South American sample

Notes: This figure shows balance check statistics of our baseline controls for the main sam-
ples used in Table III, Column (3). First, we standardize the values of each baseline control
xi,k ∈ xi =

(
x1,v(i), x2,v(i), x3,i

)
by computing xstd

i,k =
xi,k−µx

σx
, where µx = 1

N ∑N
i=1 xi,k and σx =√

1
N−1 ∑N

i=1(xi,k − µx)2 are the sample mean and standard deviation, respectively. Then, we estimate
our Geo-RDD specification (equivalent to Equation 3), with a triangular kernel, using each standard-
ized baseline control xstd

i,k as the outcome variable, and no additional controls: xstd
i,k = α + βGBBritishc +

f (v) + ϵi,c,v, where xstd
i,k is each of the controls listed. f (v) is the linear RD-polynomial on the dis-

tance to the colonial boundary. T-statistics are obtained from standard errors clustered at the town-
ship/municipal level. Panels (a) and (c) show the estimates of βGB for each regression. Panels (b) and
(d) display the associated t-statistics.
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Figure CIV: Geo-RDD across countries in Southern and Eastern Africa: results are robust
across multiple RD specifications.
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Notes: We provide point estimates and confidence intervals for βGB in the Geo-RDD across countries in
the Southern and Eastern African sample. The complete regression model we estimate in the most com-
plete specification is Prejudicei,c,v = αe(v) + βGBBritishc + f (v) + γ1x1,v + γ2x2,v + γ3x3,i + ϵi,c,v where
i denotes the respondent, c the country, and v the village. Across specifications, we use alternative
bandwith specifications (50km, 75km, 100km, 200km), different kernel functions (uniform, triangular,
epanechnikov), and different RD polynomials, denoted by f (v) (a polynomial on distance to border
and a polynomial on latitude and longitude), all of them combined with different combinations in Geo-
graphical (x1,v), Historical (x2,v), and Individual (x3,i) control variables, as well as fixed effects for ethnic
locations (αe(v)). Prejudicei,c,v is defined as an indicator equal to one if respondent i, from village v
in country c, reports Somewhat dislike or Strongly dislike having a homosexual as a neighbor, and zero
otherwise. Britishc is an indicator taking value 1 when country c is of British colonial origin, and zero
otherwise. We report standard errors clustered by ethnic location in parenthesis, and heteroskedasticity-
robust nearest neighbors standard errors using the 100 nearest neighbors in square brackets.
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Figure CV: Geo-RDD across countries in Western Africa: results are robust across multiple
RD specifications.
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Notes: We provide point estimates and confidence intervals for βGB in the Geo-RDD across countries in
the Western African sample. The complete regression model we estimate in the most complete specifi-
cation is Prejudicei,c,v = αe(v) + βGBBritishc + f (v) + γ1x1,v + γ2x2,v + γ3x3,i + ϵi,c,v where i denotes the
respondent, c the country, and v the village. Across specifications, we use alternative bandwith speci-
fications (50km, 75km, 100km, 200km), different kernel functions (uniform, triangular, epanechnikov),
and different RD polynomials, denoted by f (v) (a polynomial on distance to border and a polynomial
on latitude and longitude), all of them combined with different combinations in Geographical (x1,v),
Historical (x2,v), and Individual (x3,i) control variables, as well as fixed effects for ethnic locations (αe(v)).
Prejudicei,c,v is defined as an indicator equal to one if respondent i, from village v in country c, reports
Somewhat dislike or Strongly dislike having a homosexual as a neighbor, and zero otherwise. Britishc is an
indicator taking value 1 when country c is of British colonial origin, and zero otherwise. We report stan-
dard errors clustered by ethnic location in parenthesis, and heteroskedasticity-robust nearest neighbors
standard errors using the 100 nearest neighbors in square brackets.
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Figure CVI: Geo-RDD across countries in Southern and Eastern Africa: differences in sexual
prejudice persist even when we compare individuals residing within the territory of ethnic

groups split across the British - Portuguese colonial borders.
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Notes: The reported coefficients are obtained estimating the following regression model separately for
each ethnic group: Prejudicei,c,v = α + βGB

e(v)Britishc + ϵi,c,v, where i denotes a respondent, v the current
village, and c the country of residence, and e(v) denotes the ethnic location where village v is located.
Prejudicei,c,v is defined as an indicator equal to one if respondent i, from village v in country c, reports
Somewhat dislike or Strongly dislike having a homosexual as a neighbor, and zero otherwise. Britishc is an
indicator taking value 1 when country c is of British colonial origin, and zero otherwise. We report 95%
confidence intervals using spatially correlated standard errors with a linear decay in a 100km bandwith.
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Figure CVII: Geo-RDD across countries in our four regional samples: The results obtained in
our main Geo-RDD specifications are consistent with the patterns observed in the raw data.

0
.2

.4
.6

.8
1

Se
xu

al
 p

re
ju

di
ce

 [0
 to

 1
 s

ca
le

]

-200 -100 0 100 200
Distance to border [values larger than 0 correspond to British colonies]

(a) Binned scatter plot in Southern and Eastern
Africa
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(b) Binned scatter plot in Western Africa
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(c) Binned scatter plot at the Thailand-Myanmar
Border

0
.2

.4
.6

.8
1

Se
xu

al
 p

re
ju

di
ce

 [0
 to

 1
 s

ca
le

]

-200 -100 0 100 200
Distance to border [values larger than 0 correspond to British colonies]

(d) Binned scatter plot at the Suriname-Guyana
Border

Notes: The 4 subfigures present binned scatter plots of raw sexual prejudice data, averaged in 20 km
bins around colonial borders, in the 4 regional samples used in the Regression Discontinuity Analysis
in Subsections 5.2 and 5.3.
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Figure CVIII: Falsification: Geo-RDD’s across countries in the Southern and Eastern African
sample using measures of prejudice against different social groups show that British colonies

do not exhibit higher levels of prejudice against any of these groups.
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(a) Outcome: prejudice against people of
different religions
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(b) Outcome: prejudice against
people with HIV
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(c) Outcome: prejudice against people of
different ethnicity
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(d) Outcome: prejudice against
immigrants and foreign workers
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(e) Outcome: General prejudice [1st principal component of prejudice
against the four social groups, excluding sexual prejudice]

Notes: In the five cases, regression discontinuity plots are estimated mirroring the basic Geo-RDD
specification, with no additional controls: Prejudicei,c,v = α+ βGBBritishc + f (v)+ ϵi,c,v where i denotes
the respondent, c the country, and v the village. We use a triangular kernel, and bins are selected
automatically through mimicking variance quantile-spaced methods using polynomial regression. In
subfigures a) to d), Prejudicei,c,v is defined as an indicator equal to one if respondent i, from village v in
country c, reports Somewhat dislike or Strongly dislike having an individual of the correspondent group
as a neighbor, and zero otherwise. In subfigure e), Prejudicei,c,v is the first principal component of the
measures of prejudice against the four social groups.
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Figure CIX: Balance-check: treatment and control villages in the sample used to estimate the
Within-country Geo-RDD in Cameroon have similar demographic, geographic, and historical

characteristics.
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(a) βGB in the Cameroon sample

Distance national border
Distance colonial railways

Distance Saharan trade routes
Main river (indicator)

Distance diamond mine
Malaria stability

Average agricultural suitability
Coastal region (indicator)

Distance coastline
Slope (º)

Elevation (meters)
Temperature (Celsius º)

Perc. age +55
Perc. age 45 to 54
Perc. age 35 to 44
Perc. age 25 to 34
Perc. age 18 to 24

Perc. female

-4 -2 0 2 4
T-statistic

(b) T-statistics in the Cameroon sample

Notes: This figure shows balance check statistics of our baseline controls for the main sam-
ple used in Table CV, Column (4). First, we standardize the values of each baseline control
xi,k ∈ xi =

(
x1,v(i), x2,v(i), x3,i

)
by computing xstd

i,k =
xi,k−µx

σx
, where µx = 1

N ∑N
i=1 xi,k and σx =√

1
N−1 ∑N

i=1(xi,k − µx)2 are the sample mean and standard deviation, respectively. Then, we estimate
our Geo-RDD specification (equivalent to Equation 4), with a triangular kernel, using each standard-
ized baseline control xstd

i,k as the outcome variable, and no additional controls: xstd
i,k = α + βGBBritishv +

f (v) + ϵi,v, where xstd
i,k is each of the controls listed. In contrast with the historical controls included

in the Geo-RDD in Southern and Eastern Africa and Western Africa, we do not include the indicators
for precolonial kingdom/empire, major precolonial conflict, and major city in 1400, as there is none
of those recorded as 1 for any of the villages in this sample. f (v) is the linear RD-polynomial on the
distance to the colonial boundary. T-statistics are obtained from standard errors clustered at the ethnic
group level. Panel (a) shows the estimates of βGB for each regression. Panel (b) displays the associated
t-statistics.
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Table CIV: Alternative mechanisms: Our estimates show that neither variation in education,
income, individual religious affiliation, nor differential exposure to missionary activity are

likely to explain our results

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

British colony 0.450 0.449 0.457 0.457 0.450
(0.025)*** (0.025)*** (0.024)*** (0.024)*** (0.024)***
[0.047]*** [0.047]*** [0.048]*** [0.047]*** [0.047]***

Observations h/b 4,391/5,986 4,388/5,967 4,359/5,940 4,355/5,940 4,391/5,986
Clusters (regions) 35 35 35 35 35
Outcome average 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.82
Bandwith h/b (kms.) 85.25/145.04 86.64/146.73 85.66/144.44 85.92/146.21 85.65/144.6
p (wild cluster bootstrap) <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

RD function Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Geographic controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Historical controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Individual controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Additional controls – Education FE Income FE Religion FE Distance
to missions

Note: This table displays a mediation analysis to assess the plausibility of the hypothesis that changes in endogenous
socioeconomic variables and local exposure to Missionary activity explain our results. This is done replicating our preferred
specification in our Geo-RDD estimates across countries in the Southern and Eastern African sample, and testing whether
the coefficient measuring the impact of British colonial institutions is stable when we control for these additional variables.
Column (1) replicates the estimate in Column (4), Table II, in which we estimate Prejudicei,c,v = α + βGBBritishc + f (v) +
γ1x1,v + γ2x2,v + γ3x3,i + ϵi,c,v. i denotes the respondent, c the country, and v the village. The terms f (v), x1,v, x2,v and x3,i
denote the RD polynomial in distance to colonial boundary, geographic controls, historical controls, and individual-level
controls, respectively. Columns (2) to (5) include one set of endogenous controls each (respectively, education categories
FEs, income category FEs, religious affiliation FEs, and local exposure to Christian missions). Prejudicei,c,v is defined as
an indicator equal to one if respondent i, from village v in country c, reports Somewhat dislike or Strongly dislike having a
homosexual as a neighbor, and zero otherwise. Britishc is an indicator taking value 1 when country c is of British colonial
origin, and zero otherwise. We report standard errors clustered by ethnic location in parenthesis, and heteroskedasticity-
robust nearest neighbors standard errors using the 100 nearest neighbors in square brackets. Additionally, we also report
wild cluster bootstrap p-values (Rademacher weights with 9,999 replications), to account for the low number of clusters).
***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.10.
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Table CV: Geo-RDD within-country: Exposure to British colonial institutions does not increase
sexual prejudice relative to other colonial origins when individuals are subject to the same
national institutions after colonization.

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

British colony −0.008 −0.012 0.021 0.016 0.038
(0.036) (0.039) (0.037) (0.037) (0.026)
[0.046] [0.043] [0.055] [0.055] [0.053]

Observations h/b 1,747/1,830 1,755/1,861 1,537/1,769 1,537/1,769 1,450/1,808
Clusters (ethnic groups) 20 20 17 17 18
Outcome average 0.90 0.90 0.89 0.89 0.89
Bandwith h/b (kms.) 53.35/74.41 56.82/96.96 33.58/62.1 33.59/62.14 30.07/70.61
p (wild cluster bootstrap) 0.807 0.821 0.777 0.828 0.506

RD function Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Geographic controls No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Historical controls No No Yes Yes Yes
Individual controls No No No Yes Yes
Ethnic group FE No No No No Yes

Note: This table reports the estimates for the within-country Geo-RDD using the regression model specified in
Equation (4) and the Cameroon sample described in Section 6. The complete regression model we estimate is
Prejudicei,v = α+ βGBBritishv + f (v)+γ1xi +γ2xv + ϵi,v where i denotes the respondent, and v the current village
of residence. Column (1) shows estimates from this regression model including only the RD polynomial f (v) =
f (Distancev), a function on the distance to the former colonial boundary. Columns (2), (3) and (4) add sequentially
Geographical, Historical and Individual characteristics as controls in the specification from Column (1). The terms
x1,v, x2,v and x3,i denote the geographic, historical controls, and individual-level controls, respectively. In contrast
with the historical controls included in the Geo-RDD in Southern and Eastern Africa and Western Africa, we do
not include the indicators for precolonial kingdom/empire, major precolonial conflict, and major city in 1400, as
there is none of those recorded as 1 for any of the villages in this sample. Finally, Column (5) adds fixed effects
for ethnic locations (αe(v)). Prejudicei,c,v is defined as an indicator equal to one if respondent i, from village v
in country c, reports Somewhat dislike or Strongly dislike having a homosexual as a neighbor, and zero otherwise.
Britishv is an indicator taking value 1 when individual i lives in a village v with British colonial origin and zero
otherwise. We report standard errors clustered by ethnic location in parenthesis, and heteroskedasticity-robust
nearest neighbors standard errors using the 100 nearest neighbors in square brackets. Additionally, we also report
wild cluster bootstrap p-values (Rademacher weights with 9,999 replications), to account for the low number of
clusters). ***p<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.10.
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