
In recent years, more than a million asylum seekers have entered Germany, 

sparking an intense debate over the economic and social ramifications of the 

influx. Defenders of Germany’s liberal refugee policy say the asylum seekers 

could provide an economic boost to an aging country, while opponents argue 

that they will displace native Germans from the labor force or form immigrant-

majority enclaves isolated from mainstream German society. 

 

This debate motivates the following two spatial questions: Where are the most 

suitable areas of Germany for incoming asylum seekers to be settled? Do asy-

lum seekers already in Germany tend to live in economically vibrant areas that 

offer the prospect of social integration? 

The map to the left shows a stark contrast in suitability scores between districts 

in the former East and West Germany (the solid black line represents East Ger-

many’s former borders). Three of the five highest-scoring districts are located in 

Bavaria, while all of the five lowest-scoring districts are in the states of Meck-

lenburg-Vorpommern and Sachsen-Anhalt, both formerly part of East Germany.  

 

As of mid-2015, the average asylum seeker in Germany lived in a district with a 

score of 55.3, slightly below the average German district’s score of 56.6. The  

“% Asylum Seekers” map below shows that a relatively high portion of asylum 

seekers have been settled in eastern Germany, likely due in part to abundant 

housing stock. Meanwhile, comparatively fewer asylum seekers live in Bavaria, 

even though this analysis found much of Bavaria to have high suitability scores. 

 

The table below summarizes the characteristics of the five highest- and lowest-

scoring districts: 

MAPPING GERMANY’S SUITABILITY FOR ASYLUM SEEKERS 

UNEMPLOYMENT HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
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ASYLUM SEEKERS 

TRAIN STATION  

DENSITY 
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RESULTS AND LIMITATIONS 

Germany’s 402 landkreise (districts) were assigned scores from 1 to 5 based on 

the following six factors: unemployment rates; average household income; 

density of train stations (a proxy for ease of transportation and job market ac-

cessibility); support for Alternative for Germany (AfD), the country’s most 

prominent anti-immigration political party; the rate of violent attacks on asy-

lum seekers; and the percentage of residents who are not German citizens.  

 

Districts with a moderate non-German population are assigned higher scores 

on this last metric, as living in areas that have neither a very large nor very 

small share of foreign residents likely facilitates the integration process. Sup-

port for AfD was measured based on the results of state-level elections held 

since 2015, and on polling data for Germany’s upcoming federal election. The 

small maps of Germany below show districts’ scores for many of these metrics. 

 

Scores for each of these six factors were then weighted and recalibrated to ob-

tain an overall suitability score from 0 to 100 for each district, with higher 

scores indicating greater suitability. Districts’ scores are displayed in the large 

map to the right. The weightings are as follows: unemployment (25%), income 

(20%), support for AfD (15%), size of foreign-born population (15%), rate of 

attacks on asylum seekers (15%), and density of train stations (10%). 

SUITABILITY BY DISTRICT 

 Name Score Unemp., %  Income, €/yr 
Attacks on asylum 
seekers per 100k 

Train stations/
sq. km. 

Fürstenfeldbruck 90 2.7% 32,334 0.0  0.06 

Fürth 90 3 30,027 0.0 0.08 

Karlsruhe 88.75 3.3 28,730 0.5 0.13 

Westerwaldkreis 88.75 3.5 27,443 0.0 0.06 

Ebersberg 87.5 2.1 35,143 0.0 0.05 

Nationwide 56.6 6.0 25,376 1.3 0.04 

Vorpommern-Greifswald 7.5 11.6 16,562 6.3  0.02 

Stendal 7.5 11.2 17,364 6.9 0.01 

Mecklenburgische 
Seenplatte 

7.5 11.9 17,750 5.3 0.01 

Wittenberg 7.5 8.8 17,743 4.7 0.02 

Anhalt-Bitterfeld 7.5 8.5 17,277 4.9 0.02 

% ASYLUM SEEKERS 

Lowest: Vorpommern-
Greifswald (Score: 7.5/100) 

Highest: Fürstenfeldbruck
(Score: 90/100) 
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These suitability scores may be problematic as a prescriptive policymaking tool, 

because they do not include cost considerations (which may make “less suitable” 

areas more practical to house asylum seekers), and could create perverse politi-

cal incentives. However, it is hoped that the scores illuminate the factors facili-

tating successful integration, and that they could be useful to asylum seekers 

themselves as well. 
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