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ABSTRACT Migration schol ars have long regarded the tra jec tory of the third gen er a tion 
as a crit i cal test of assim i la tion; how ever, schol ar ship to date has been lim ited and largely 
focused on socio eco nomic attain ment. In this arti cle, we rely on a large dataset of ado
les cent respon dents in England, Germany, and the Netherlands to com pare the sec ond 
and third gen er a tions in terms of their social net works and cul tural iden ti ties. The third 
gen er a tion shows stron ger ties to the native fourthplus gen er a tion along side weaker ties 
to coethnics. We doc u ment com pa ra ble, albeit more mod er ate, dynam ics of assim i la tion 
over gen er a tions in regard to national and eth nic iden ti fi ca tion, along with sub stan tial 
var i a tion by coun try of des ti na tion and eth nic ori gin group. Our results point to a dom i
nant trend of assim i la tion at the third gen er a tion and sug gest future chal lenges to pro vide 
a more dura ble assess ment of post war migra tion waves two gen er a tions after set tle ment.

KEYWORDS Third gen er a tion • Western Europe • Assimilation • Immigration •  
Ethnic bound aries

Introduction

The period of sustained eco nomic growth fol low ing World War II and its asso ci
ated recon struc tion efforts led many Western Euro pean gov ern ments to admit large  
num bers of for eign work ers from countries with whom they had colo nial ties or  
bilat eral agree ments. These work ers and their fam i lies—who joined them in the 1970s 
fol low ing fam ily reunification pol i cies—soon became per ma nent immi grant minor
i ties in Europe. The com ing of age of their chil dren—the sec ond gen er a tion—led to 
unprec e dented demo graphic change among Euro pean nationstates that, by and large, 
and except for France and the United Kingdom, had not expe ri enced a large influx 
of migrants from out side Europe. We now stand at a crit i cal junc ture at which the 
third gen er a tion—the grandchildren of immi grants—is emerg ing, and with them, the 
poten tial to estab lish a dura ble assess ment of Western Euro pean countries’ suc cess ful 
incor po ra tion of the migra tion waves of the post war era. Are we witnessing a pat tern 
of assim i la tion or per sis tent eth nic seg men ta tion in the emerg ing third gen er a tion?

Assimilation the o ries have long rec og nized the grandchildren of immi grants as 
a yard stick of assim i la tion (Alba and Nee 2003; Gans 1992; Jiménez et al. 2018). In 
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recent years, and despite issues of data avail abil ity (Duncan and Trejo 2018; Tran 
2018), migra tion schol ars have started to study the socio eco nomic fate of the third 
gen er a tion (Becker 2011; Drouhot et al. 2023; Duncan et al. 2020; Ortiz and Telles 
2017; Pupaza et al. 2023; Zorlu and van Gent forthcoming); how ever, lim ited work 
exists on other empir i cal dimen sions of assim i la tion among the third gen er a tion. 
Here, we con ceive of assim i la tion in terms of gen er a tional change in the salience of 
eth nic bound aries, which we empir i cally mea sure using national and eth nic iden ti
fi ca tion and net work inte gra tion (Alba 2005; Wimmer 2008, 2013). In the absence 
of largescale data on eth nic bound aries among the adult third gen er a tion, we ana
lyze sev eral syn thetic gen er a tions of con tem po ra ne ous ado les cents sam pled in sec
ond ary schools in three major Euro pean countries: Germany, the Netherlands, and 
England. The data we use oversample immi grantori gin ado les cents and pro vide an 
early look at the assim i la tion of the third gen er a tion. How strongly does the third 
gen er a tion feel they belong to their res i dence coun try and how included are they 
in natives’ friend ship net works?1 Conversely, how strongly do they iden tify with 
their eth nic ori gin group and how much do they main tain friend ship ties with coeth
nics? Answers to these ques tions can help us assess how mem ber ships in the social 
worlds of the native coun try and that of the immi grantori gin groups are artic u lated 
at the third gen er a tion.

Background: Immigrants’ Grandchildren as a Litmus Test of Assimilation

The Significance of the Third Generation

Assimilation is a mul ti gen er a tional con ver gence pro cess in terms of socio eco nomic 
oppor tu ni ties, social rela tions (e.g., friend ship and mar riage), and cul tural iden ti ties 
(e.g., eth nic and national iden ti fi ca tion) between immi grantori gin and native pop
u la tions (Drouhot and Nee 2019:178–179). Migration schol ars have long regarded 
the fate of the third gen er a tion as a lit mus test of assim i la tion. In the United States, 
this is based on the tra jec to ries of yes ter year’s Euro pean immi grants, who col lec
tively under went largescale social mobil ity and a gen eral decline in the sig nifi 
cance of eth nic ori gins for their life chances and iden ti ties in the third gen er a tion 
and beyond (Alba 1985; Alba and Nee 2003; Waters 1990). The past expe ri ences 
of Euro pean immi grants—and par tic u larly, those of their grandchildren—served 
to pro duce influ en tial, threegen er a tion mod els of cul tural adap ta tion (Fishman 
1966; Gans 1979; Hansen 1938; Herberg 1955). Empirical work on the third gen
er a tion was piv otal to the revi sion of ear lier accounts of “straightline assim i la
tion” (e.g., Warner and Srole 1945) and to mea sur ing either “com plete” assim i la tion  
(Gordon 1964; Lieberson and Waters 1988; Shibutani and Kwan 1965) or a “bumpy
line,” non lin ear pat tern of adap ta tion between the sec ond and third gen er a tions  
(Gans 1992).

1 By “native,” we sim ply refer to the por tion of the pop u la tion with out any migra tion back ground—in 
effect, those with par ents and grand par ents all  born in the sur vey coun try (i.e., fourthplus gen er a tion).
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3The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

Past Empirical Studies on the Third Generation in the United States

On the basis of past (and mostly Euro pean) migra tion in the United States, schol ars 
agree that we are unlikely to see the chil dren of immi grants reach socio eco nomic 
par ity with natives within just two gen er a tions, for it was his tor i cally “only with the 
third . . .  gen er a tion that the pow er ful under cur rent of assim i la tion came unmis tak
ably to the sur face” (Alba and Nee 2003:215). In recent years, largescale stud ies 
rely ing on newly dig i ta lized cen sus data have put such asser tions to strin gent empir i
cal tests. For instance, a recent study (Lowrey et al. 2021) indeed shows—in line with 
older work (Alba 1985; Neidert and Farley 1985; Perlmann 2005; Smith 2003)—that 
the grandchildren of immi grants had fully caught up (and even surpassed) native
born Whites in terms of edu ca tional attain ment.2 Scholars have also documented 
high rates of eth ni cally mixed mar riages (Logan and Shin 2012) and Englishonly 
lan guage among the thirdgen er a tion descen dants of nineteenthcen tury immi grant 
groups, in par tic u lar those of Euro pean ori gin (Alba et al. 2002; Alba and Nee 2003; 
Lopez 1982).

Assimilation pat terns among the “new” sec ond gen er a tion—the chil dren of non
Whites, such as post1965 migrants in the United States—have gen er ated much 
research and schol arly debate (Alba et al. 2011; Alba and Foner 2015b; Alba and Nee 
2003; Drouhot and Nee 2019; Haller et al. 2011; Heath et al. 2008; Portes and Zhou 
1993). Similarly, in iden ti fy ing the “new” third gen er a tion as “the next and most 
sig nifi  cant chap ter of con tem po rary assim i la tion” (Jiménez et al. 2018:1041), U.S. 
schol ars are now turn ing to study the grandchildren of immi grants who arrived from 
Asia, as well as Central America, fol low ing the 1965 Hart–Celler Act (Jiménez et al. 
2018; Logan and Shin 2012; Smith and Brown 2019). Thus far, empir i cal stud ies of 
the new third gen er a tion in the United States have focused on eco nomic attain ment 
(Duncan et al. 2020; Orrenius and Zavodny 2019; Ortiz and Telles 2017), lin guis tic 
prac tices (Alba et al. 2002), and mixed descent and racial iden ti fi ca tion (Jiménez 
et al. 2018). This schol ar ship has been lim ited by sig nifi  cant issues of data qual ity 
and avail abil ity—in par tic u lar, miss ing infor ma tion on grand pa ren tal place of birth 
in most pub licly avail  able data (Duncan and Trejo 2018; Tran 2018). Beyond the 
Amer i can case, an inter est in the emerg ing third gen er a tion can also be seen in recent 
research on Australia (e.g., Forrest and Kusek 2016; Johnston et al. 2015) and Israel 
(Cohen et al. 2021; Cohen et al. 2019).

The Third Generation in Contemporary Western Europe

In Western Europe, migra tion schol ars have recently started to study the grand
children of immi grants. The con tem po rary third gen er a tion reflects the her i tage of 
older migra tory move ments from neigh bor ing Euro pean countries starting in the late 
nineteenth cen tury and linked to the labor needs of indus tri al iz ing econ o mies; the  
Pol ish in Germany, the Irish in England, or the Ital ians in France are typ i cal in this 

2 However, see Borjas (1994), Carliner (1980), Livingston and Kahn (2002), and Ward (2020) for stud ies 
of occu pa tional and income attain ment suggesting slower inter gen er a tional prog ress, and Telles and Ortiz 
(2008) for a study of thirdgen er a tion edu ca tional dis ad van tage among Mex i can Amer i cans.
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regard (Lucassen et al. 2006; Moch 2003; Noiriel 1996). However, the con tem po rary 
third gen er a tion also includes pop u la tions orig i nat ing from out side Europe (e.g., the 
Moroccans in the Netherlands, the Turks in Germany, and the Pakistani in England) 
and arriv ing to sat isfy labor short ages resulting from post war recon struc tion efforts 
(Castles 1986; Schönwälder 2004). Although orig i nally con sid ered tem po rary work
ers, fam ily reunification pol i cies from the post1973 period effec tively turned these 
migrants and their fam i lies into per ma nent eth nic minor i ties, often from a mark edly 
dif fer ent ethnoracial and reli gious back ground than that of the major ity pop u la tions. 
These pop u la tions and their descen dants form “lowsta tus” groups, con cen trat ing 
stigma and dis ad van tage in their respec tive con text, includ ing at the sec ond gen er a
tion (Alba and Holdaway 2013; Drouhot and Nee 2019; Heath et al. 2008).

Research efforts to under stand the fate of the third gen er a tion in Europe have 
largely focused on socio eco nomic attain ment and yielded mixed find ings across 
countries, thus far. In Germany, thirdgen er a tion youth appear to be on a path of 
socio eco nomic assim i la tion, whereby gaps with natives are either non ex is tent or 
entirely explained by fam ily socio eco nomic back ground (Becker 2011; Hunkler and 
Schotte 2023). In the Netherlands, Zorlu and van Gent (forth com ing) used reg is try 
data to doc u ment a sim i lar pat tern of rel a tive par ity. By con trast, in Sweden (Ekberg 
et al. 2010; Hunkler and Schotte 2023; Pupaza et al. 2023) and France (Drouhot et al. 
2023; Vallot 2016), schol ars have documented pat terns of rel a tive stag na tion at the 
third gen er a tion in terms of edu ca tional and labor mar ket out comes. Thus, it appears 
that pat terns of socio eco nomic attain ment at the third gen er a tion are coun try and out
come spe cific.

Ethnic Boundaries Among the Grandchildren of Immigrants: Networks and Identities

Despite these recent stud ies, knowl edge on rela tional (e.g., friend ship net works) and 
cul tural (e.g., iden ti ties and belong ing) dimen sions of assim i la tion among the third 
gen er a tion in Western Europe remains lacking. Mixedness in social net works and the 
har mo ni ous artic u la tion of eth nic and national iden ti ties among immi grant descen dants 
argu  ably cap ture the end point of assim i la tion, “whereby indi vid u als’ eth nic ori gins 
become [decreasingly] rel e vant to mem bers of other eth nic groups (typ i cally . . .  the 
major ity group), and indi vid u als on both sides of the bound ary see them selves increas
ingly as alike (Alba and Nee 2003:11). In line with most empir i cal research to date 
on the third gen er a tion, neoassim i la tion the ory heavily focuses on immi grant socio
eco nomic attain ment—the “siren call to assim i la tion” (Alba and Nee 2003:67)—and 
assumes that assim i la tion on rela tional and cul tural dimen sions fol lows from it (Gans  
2007); how ever, recent work has problematized these assump tions (Drouhot forth
com ing; Schachter 2016). Furthermore, miss ing research on net works and iden ti ties 
at the third gen er a tion is regret ta ble given that lit er a ture on the sec ond gen er a tion 
remains ambig u ous on the inten sity of net work seg re ga tion (Leszczensky and Pink 
2019; Smith et al. 2016) and on feel ings of being a part of the “main stream” (Alba 
and Foner 2015b; Alba and Nee 2003; Drouhot and Nee 2019:191; Leszczensky and 
Pink 2019). In this arti cle, we wish to exploit the adju di ca tive poten tial of the third 
gen er a tion to for mu late an early, crosscoun try diag no sis of assim i la tion in terms of 
net works and iden ti ties.
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5The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

Among migra tion schol ars, eth nic bound aries have become a famil iar and prac ti
cal way to think about how immi grants pro gres sively gain mem ber ship in the des ti
na tion soci ety (Alba 2005; Drouhot and Nee 2019; Schachter 2016; Wimmer 2013; 
Zolberg and Woon 1999). At the indi vid ual level, an eth nic bound ary is a sub jec tively 
felt, cat e gor i cal dis tinc tion between “us” and “them” based on eth nic ity (Wimmer 
2013:7–10). In turn, the nature of eth nic bound aries is inher ently social and depends 
on how such cat e gor i cal dis tinc tions map onto larger pat terns of inter group inequal ity 
and rela tional seg re ga tion—for instance, in terms of mar i tal unions and friend ships 
(Wimmer 2013). Strong or intergenerationally sta ble eth nic bound aries—whereby 
eth nic ori gins con tinue to shape net works and iden ti ties among later immi grant gen
er a tions—sig nal lim ited assim i la tion. Hence, our approach directly builds on Alba 
and Nee’s (2003:11) defi  ni tion of assim i la tion as the “decline of an eth nic dis tinc tion 
and its cor  ol lary cul tural and social dif fer ences.”

Empirically, we regard inter gen er a tional dif fer ences in net work and iden ti ties 
as cru cial yard sticks to mea sure assim i la tion and the decreas ing salience of eth
nic bound aries (Drouhot and Nee 2019:178–179; Kroneberg et al. 2021; Kruse and 
Kroneberg 2019; Leszczensky and Pink 2019; Wimmer 2008, 2013). Strong eth nic 
bound aries (i.e., “social bound aries”; Lamont and Molnár 2002:168) crys tal lize at 
the nexus of iden ti ties and net works: “a bound ary dis plays both a cat e gor i cal and a 
social or behav ioral dimen sion. The for mer refers to acts of social clas si fi ca tion . . .  
the lat ter to every day net works of rela tion ships” (Wimmer 2008:975). In other words, 
the strength of eth nic bound aries is pred i cated on both social rela tions and iden ti ties.

At pres ent, it is dif fi cult to study net works and iden ti ties among adult mem bers 
of the new third gen er a tion in Western Europe because of a lack of suit able data. 
We there fore focus on eth nic bound aries among ado les cents grow ing up in three  
Euro pean countries. Adolescents grow ing up in these mul ti eth nic con texts are of 
inter est because they are at a life stage where social rela tions and iden ti ties are still 
crys tal liz ing. They may have plen ti ful oppor tu ni ties for forming inter eth nic ties (e.g., 
at school) and devel op ing a sense of belong ing, but may not do so if eth nic bound
aries remain strong (Zhao 2023). Conversely, their abil ity to form friendships across 
eth nic dif fer ences may be ham pered by urban seg re ga tion and sorting into schools 
(Kruse et al. 2016; Mouw and Entwisle 2006). Our study builds on a recent but 
lively research tra di tion in Europe of sam pling ado les cents within eth ni cally diverse 
schools (Kalter et al. 2018; Kruse and Kroneberg 2019; Leszczensky and Pink 2019; 
Smith et al. 2016)—argu  ably a cru cial insti tu tional set ting to pro duce social cohe sion 
across eth nic dif fer ences.

Ethnic Boundaries at the Third Generation: Blurry or Bright?

We can derive two contrasting sets of expec ta tions for eth nic bound aries among 
the grandchildren of immi grants in Western Europe. We could first expect an inter
gen er a tional dynamic of assim i la tion in which eth nic bound aries between the third 
gen er a tion and natives are “blur rier” than those between the sec ond gen er a tion and 
natives. Here, minor ity indi vid u als can be part of dif fer ent social worlds—that of the 
main stream and that of their immi grant ori gin group—and simul ta neously iden tify 
as mem bers of a minor ity, as well as the main stream. In other words, when eth nic 
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bound aries are blurry, iden ti ties and net works on either side of it are non-zero-sum 
(Alba 2005:25). A key ingre di ent of blurry bound aries is mixed unions: inter mar
riage at the sec ond gen er a tion should result in mixed net works and iden ti ties at the 
next gen er a tion who grow up bridg ing dif fer ences between the immi grant and native 
social worlds (Alba et al. 2017; Alba and Foner 2015b).

Conversely, we may expect “bright” eth nic bound aries at the third gen er a tion, in 
which net works and iden ti ties on each side are dif fi cult to rec on cile. Under bright 
bound aries, the dis tinc tion between minor ity and major ity groups is unam big u ous 
and zerosum. This implies that assim i la tion is costly for minor ity indi vid u als and is 
likely to take the form of bound ary cross ing—that is, resem bling a con ver sion and 
entailing “grow ing dis tance from peers, feel ings of dis loy alty, and anx i eties about 
accep tance” (Alba 2005:24). By and large, bright eth nic bound aries at the third gen
er a tion are the sce nario expected within the “seg mented assim i la tion” frame work 
(Portes and Zhou 1993; Zhou and Gonzales 2019), whereby racial bar ri ers chan
nel immi grant fam i lies toward eth ni cally seg re gated social rela tions, at times even 
lead ing to a reac tion of height ened aware ness of and attach ment to one’s eth nic 
ori gins (Rumbaut 2008). Such eth nic attach ment occurs to the det ri ment of iden ti
fi ca tion with the nation and its major ity group, which may be per ceived as hos tile 
(Rumbaut 2008:110). More gen er ally, when eth nic bound aries are bright, we may 
expect sharply defined iden ti ties and eth ni cally seg re gated social net works.

In prac tice, we expect the third gen er a tion will expe ri ence eth nic bound aries that 
are nei ther com pletely bright nor blurry. Furthermore, eth nic bound aries among the 
descen dants of immi grants are not onesizefitsall ; dif fer ent groups may expe ri ence 
a dif fer ent type of bound ary. This het ero ge ne ity was already prominent in Alba’s 
(2005) account of eth nic bound aries for the sec ond gen er a tion in Western Europe. 
It is also par a mount to the seg mented assim i la tion per spec tive, which empha sizes 
dif fer ent assim i la tion tra jec to ries depending on the degree of racialization and exclu
sion dif fer ent groups are sub ject to. In Western Euro pean con texts, we may expect 
that “lowsta tus” groups (because of their stig ma tized eth nic, racial, or reli gious ori
gins, and typ i cally orig i nat ing out side Europe) tend to face brighter bound aries than 
Euro pean immi grant groups from Southern and Eastern Europe (Alba 2005; Alba and 
Holdaway 2013).

Research Questions

Our goal is to offer a first step toward an assess ment of eth nic bound aries—as they 
man i fest in friend ship net works and cul tural iden ti ties two gen er a tions after the era 
of set tle ment—among ado les cents across mul ti ple Euro pean countries. We are inter
ested in answer ing the fol low ing research ques tions:

 • Native friend ships (net work inclu sion): Are mem bers of the third gen er a tion as 
likely to have friend ships with natives as other natives are (and does the third 
gen er a tion close the gap in inclu sion rel a tive to the sec ond gen er a tion)?

 • National iden ti fi ca tion: Do mem bers of the third gen er a tion iden tify as strongly 
with their coun try of res i dence as the native pop u la tion (and does the third gen
er a tion close the gap in iden ti fi ca tion rel a tive to the sec ond gen er a tion)?
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7The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

We are simul ta neously inter ested in whether any increases in inclu sion within 
native net works and increases in national iden tity occur with out the loss of eth nic 
net works and iden tity or, alter na tively, whether inclu sion in native net works occurs 
simul ta neously with weak en ing con nec tions to the eth nic ori gin group. When the 
for mer is the case, this sug gests an over all blur ring of eth nic bound aries, whereas the 
lat ter sug gests bound ary cross ing over a per sis tently bright bound ary.

 • Coethnic friend ships: Are mem bers of the third gen er a tion as likely to have 
coethnic friend ships as mem bers of the sec ond gen er a tion?

 • Ethnic iden ti fi ca tion: Does eth nic iden ti fi ca tion weaken among mem bers of the 
third gen er a tion com pared with the sec ond gen er a tion?

Finally, we are inter ested in under stand ing whether bound aries in later gen er a tions 
occur con sis tently across eth nic ori gins. We dif fer en ti ate between major ori gin groups 
and pay par tic u lar atten tion to eth nic bound aries among those deemed “low sta tus” 
because of stig ma tized eth nic, racial, and reli gious dif fer ences (Alba et al. 2011). In 
prac tice, this often means dif fer en ti at ing between Euro pean and nonEuro pean ori
gin immi grant groups, although the exact group ings vary across des ti na tion con texts.

Data, Measurements, and Modeling Approach

The Children of Immigrants Longitudinal Survey

Our anal y sis uses the Children of Immigrants Longitudinal Survey of Four Euro pean 
Countries, or CILS4EU (Kalter et al. 2016), which began in the 2010–2011 school 
year, dur ing which research ers conducted strat i fied ran dom sam pling of schools by 
geo graphic region, school type, and school size and oversampled pupils with a migra
tion back ground. Within selected schools, research ers ran domly selected two class
rooms of 14yearold stu dents and sur veyed all  stu dents within these class rooms. The 
over all response rate among stu dents was approx i ma tely 85%.

The CILS4EU sur vey was designed to study immi grantori gin youth in four  
Euro pean countries (Germany, the Netherlands, England, and Sweden). Its oversam
pling of schools with many immi grantori gin stu dents ensures suf fi cient var i a tion 
across immi grant back grounds and gen er a tions. The extent of its cov er age and the 
qual ity of its instru ments make the CILS4EU one of the fore most data sources on the 
descen dants of immi grants. We focus on the Ger man, Dutch, and English sam ples 
(and exclude the Swed ish sam ple because of small num bers in later gen er a tions).3 We 
study all  native respon dents (i.e., those with no dis cern ible migra tion his tory) and all  
sec ond and thirdgen er a tion immi grant respon dents whose ori gins can be traced to 
the major eth nic groups in each sur vey coun try (described in Table 1). This includes 
1,811, 935, and 885 immi grantori gin respon dents in the Ger man, Dutch, and English 
sam ples, respec tively, as well as 2,111, 2,539, and 1,966 fourthplus native respon
dents, respec tively.

3 Note that the data on the United Kingdom that we use is restricted to England, and the data on Germany 
excludes Bavaria (for detail on CILS4EU field work and study design, see Kalter et al. 2016).
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8 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

Measurement of Immigrant Generation and Ethnic Origins

The pri mary pur pose of our ana ly ses is to com pare assim i la tion dynam ics among the 
grandchildren of immi grants (third gen er a tion) with those of the chil dren of immi
grants (sec ond gen er a tion), on the one hand, and with those with out a migra tion 
back ground, on the other. The chil dren of immi grants are born in their coun try of 
res i dence but have at least one for eignborn par ent. The grandchildren of immi grants 
are not only born in their coun try of res i dence but also have at least one sec ond 
gen er a tion par ent and at least one for eignborn grand par ent.

We sep a rately ana lyze stu dents who have both native and immi grantori gin par
ent age (Emonds and van Tubergen 2015). The mixed sec ond gen er a tion has one  
for eignborn par ent and one nativeborn par ent; the nativeborn par ent may be a 
child of an immi grant (Dollmann et al. 2014), although we do not fur ther dis tin guish 
among these categories within the mixed sec ond gen er a tion for rea sons of sta tis ti cal 
power. This group com prises approx i ma tely a quar ter of the immi grantori gin sam
ple and strad dles the line between the chil dren and the grandchildren of  immi grants; 

Table 1 Definition and descrip tions of immi grant gen er a tions

  
Second 

Generation
Mixed Second 

Generation
Third  

Generation
FourthPlus 
Generation

Definition
 Number of for eignborn par ents 2 1 0 0
 Number of for eignborn grand par ents 4 2–4 1–4 0
Germany 
 N 1,018 437 356 2,111
 Percentage of immi grants 56 24 20
 Weighted per cent age 41 26 33
 Ethnic ori gin (N)
  Turkey 588 143 28
  Russia/Poland 183 71 112
  Other Europe 247 223 216
Netherlands 
 N 532 227 176 2,539
 Percentage of immi grants 57 24 19
 Weighted per cent age 32 37 31
 Ethnic ori gin (N)
  Suriname 99 42 62
  Turkey/Morocco 398 63 31
  Other Europe 35 122 83
England
 N 279 349 257 1,966
 Percentage of immi grants 32 39 29
 Weighted per cent age 22 45 33
 Ethnic ori gin (N)
  India/Pakistan 229 192 72
  Jamaica 21 44 55
  Other Europe 29 113 130

Notes: Ns are unweighted. Frequencies show the rep re sen ta tion of each gen er a tion within the immi grant 
sub sam ple. Weighted fre quen cies account for sur vey design and non re sponse.
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9The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

 how ever, their expe ri ences may be dis tinct from both and, thus, we regard them as 
cat e gor i cally dis tinct. Importantly, we can not sep a rately con sider the mixed and 
unmixed third gen er a tion because of data lim i ta tions (i.e., small num bers among the 
unmixed third gen er a tion). Among the third gen er a tion across our three study coun
tries, 14% have four for eignborn grand par ents, 4% have three, 26% have two, and 
56% have just one (unweighted fre quen cies).4

Table 1 pro vi des defi  ni tions of each gen er a tion and describes the sam ple using 
weighted and unweighted num bers of respon dents in each gen er a tion.5

To define eth nic back ground among immi grantori gin stu dents, we use ances tral 
coun try of birth. Most cases were unam big u ous (for more than 89%, 92%, and 90% 
of immi grantori gin respon dents in the Ger man, Dutch, and English sam ples, respec
tively, all  non na tive ances tors of respon dents shared the same ances tral coun try of 
birth).6 Thus, we fol low the con ven tion of pri or i tiz ing mater nal coun try of birth in 
defin ing a respon dent’s back ground (Dollmann et al. 2014).7 Importantly, most immi
grants with non na tive ances tors of dif fer ent ori gins (mixedminor ity ori gins) were 
mem bers of the sec ond gen er a tion; later gen er a tions are pre dom i nantly of mixed
gen er a tional sta tus rather than of mixedminor ity ori gins. This aspect moti vates our 
empir i cal approach to mixedness.

Overall, we treat each coun try of ori gin as a sep a rate eth nic group when ever pos
si ble but com bine some eth nic groups because of smaller sam ple sizes. In Germany, 
the larg est eth nic categories were Turk ish and Rus sian/Pol ish; in the Netherlands, 
Turk ish/Moroccan and Surinamese; and in England, Indian/Pakistani and Jamaican. 
We com pare the gen er a tional pat terns of “lowsta tus” nonEuro pean ori gin groups 
with those of Euro pean ori gins, who serve as a ref er ence cat e gory.8 Table 1 sum ma
rizes the num ber of respon dents that fall into each gen er a tion for each eth nic group.

4 We do not sep a rate the third gen er a tion on the basis of num ber of immi grant grand par ents because 
of small sam ple sizes, espe cially for ana ly ses that also dif fer en ti ate by eth nic ity. This implies that any 
crossnational dif fer ences we observe could be from dif fer ences in inter mar riage among the grand parents 
of the third gen er a tion (mixedness). In the Netherlands (and Germany, to some extent), most third 
gen er a tion respon dents have just 1–2 immi grant grand par ents, while in England, most have 3–4. Sensitivity 
ana ly ses that removed those with just one immi grant grand par ent led to sub stan tively sim i lar results with 
one excep tion: in the Netherlands, it led to stron ger coethnic friend ships and eth nic iden ti ties (with out 
changes to ties to natives and national iden ti ties), suggesting that in the Dutch case, the expe ri ences of 
bound ary cross ing (as seen in the main ana ly ses) ver sus bound ary blur ring at the third gen er a tion depends 
on mixedness among their grand par ents.
5 Survey weights at the stu dent level account for non re sponse and dif fer en tial prob a bil ity of being sam pled. 
All regres sion ana ly ses use sur vey weights. Results were insen si tive to the choice of whether to weight.
6 Mixedminor ity respon dents were rather uncom mon among groups des ig nated as eth ni cally Jamaican 
in England, Turk ish in Germany, and Turk ish/Moroccan in the Netherlands (3–4%). To address whether 
results are driven by the inter sec tion of gen er a tional and dualminor ity mixedness, we con duct sen si tiv ity 
tests that flag mixedminor ity stu dents in adjusted mod els. Results were sub stan tively sim i lar.
7 When a sec ond or thirdgen er a tion respon dent’s ances try involves mul ti ple immi grant ori gins, mater
nal coun try of birth defi nes eth nic back ground. For exam ple, a thirdgen er a tion respon dent who has two  
Ger man grand fa thers, a Turk ish mater nal grand mother, and a Rus sian pater nal grand mother would be 
coded as Turk ish ori gin (how ever, such cases of mixedminor ity eth nic ori gin were rare).
8 A lim i ta tion of aggre ga tion is that the exact com po si tion of this Euro pean immi grant cat e gory may dif fer 
across gen er a tions. In Germany, this group con sists pri mar ily of immi grants from the for mer Yugoslavia in 
the sec ond gen er a tion, and from Italy and other parts of Southern or Eastern Europe in later gen er a tions; 
how ever, in England and the Netherlands, the dom i nant sub cat e gory of Euro pean immi grants is of Irish 
and Ger man descent, respec tively, and this holds across immi grant gen er a tions.
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10 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

Measurement of Ethnic Boundaries and Assimilation Outcomes

To study eth nic bound aries in social net works, we ana lyze accep tance in the social net
works of natives. The CILS4EU is com monly used to study seg re ga tion in class room 
friend ships between natives and immi grants (Kruse and Kroneberg 2019; Smith et al. 
2016) but has not yet been used to address whether and to what extent the native pop
u la tion shares ties with the third gen er a tion. To do so, we use the friend ship mod ule in 
which respon dents are asked to nom i nate up to five best friends9 and then to select their 
friends’ eth nic or racial back ground from a list of the most com mon eth nic or racial cat
egories (in the Netherlands, this included the Turk ish, Moroccan, Surinamese, Antillean, 
and Dutch categories; in Germany, Turk ish, Rus sian, Pol ish, Ital ian, and Ger man; and in 
England, Asian or Asian Brit ish, Black or Black Brit ish, and White Brit ish).

First, we ana lyze whether respon dents list at least one “native” as a best friend. 
Natives are mem bers of the eth nic major ity (e.g., those with fully Dutch ances try in 
the Netherlands). Second, we ana lyze whether respon dents list at least one coethnic 
best friend. Note that although we pres ent com bined results from some eth nic catego
ries (e.g., Turk ish and Moroccan), this does not have to do with whether a friend ship 
is con sid ered coethnic. Coethnic stu dents share a spe cific coun try of ori gin for the 
Dutch and Ger man con text (e.g., a Turk ish–Moroccan friend ship is not con sid ered 
coethnic in the Netherlands). In the English con text, how ever, a Pakistani–Indian 
friend ship is con sid ered coethnic, as they would be clas si fied as Asian Brit ish in the 
data on coethnic friend ships in England.10

To study eth nic bound aries in terms of cul tural iden ti ties, we ana lyze the sub jec tive 
expe ri ence of national and eth nic iden ti fi ca tion among the immi grantori gin stu dents. 
National and eth nic iden ti fi ca tions were mea sured using responses to the ques tions 
“How strongly do you feel [sur vey coun try mem ber]?”11 and “How strongly do you 
feel that you belong to this [eth nic] group,” respec tively.12 The range of responses for 
both ques tions was “very strongly,” “fairly strongly,” “not very strongly,” and “not at 
all  strongly,” which we trans form to a fourpoint scale.

Analytic Strategy

Our ana ly ses aim to take stock of the dynam ics of inter gen er a tional assim i la tion 
across two main domains (net works and iden ti ties) and among mul ti ple eth nic groups 

9 Best friend nom i na tions are not lim ited to class ma tes, which allows us to cre ate com pa ra ble mea sures 
of ties to natives and to coethnics (we can not use the class room friend ships to study coethnic ties because 
immi grants were often the only indi vid ual of their eth nic ity in their class room). In sen si tiv ity ana ly ses, we 
use the class room friend ship mod ule to ana lyze net work inclu sion via incom ing ties from natives. Here, 
the gap in net work inclu sion at the sec ond and third gen er a tions remains robust, although there were some 
dif fer ences in the results for the mixed sec ond gen er a tion (see Figure A1, online appen dix), where stan dard 
errors were larger in the mod els that also dif fer en ti ate by eth nic ori gins (Figure A2).
10 Ethnic and racial categories in ques tion naires were deter mined by the sur vey teams for the respec tive 
countries (e.g., the “Asian Brit ish” cat e gory is part of the ques tion naire for England).
11 Ger man in the Ger man sur vey, Dutch in the Dutch sur vey, and Brit ish in the English sur vey.
12 Respondents were first asked to tick all  items they iden ti fied with (e.g., Morocco, Jamaica, Pakistan, 
Turkey etc.). If mul ti ple items were checked, sub se quent ques tions on eth nic iden ti fi ca tion refer to respon
dents’ stron gest eth nic iden tity.
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11The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

and res i dence countries. Within each res i dence coun try, we first sep a rately pre dict 
each out come, using logis tic regres sion to model out comes that are binary (net work 
out comes) and using ordi nary leastsquares (OLS) regres sion to model out comes that 
are on a con tin u ous scale (iden ti fi ca tion out comes).13 In most of the ana ly ses, we use 
the full ana lytic sam ple. In the ana ly ses of coethnic net works, we use only major 
immi grant groups for which coethnic best friend ships were mea sured.14 All ana ly ses 
use sur vey weights at the stu dent level that account for non re sponse and dif fer en tial 
prob a bil ity of being sam pled, although results were not sen si tive to the choice of 
whether to weight.

We struc ture our empir i cal ana ly ses by com par ing two cat e gor i cal dis tinc
tions to exam ine var i a tion in eth nic bound aries in our pop u la tion of inter est— 
gen er a tional dif fer ences and eth nic ori gin dif fer ences. Thus, in the first set of the 
ana ly ses, the main covariate is gen er a tional sta tus (which dif fer en ti ates between the 
sec ond, mixed sec ond, third, and fourthplus gen er a tions) to exam ine gen er a tional 
dif fer ences expected under assim i la tion the ory. In a sec ond set of ana ly ses, we pay 
close atten tion to seg men ta tion by eth nic ori gins (Portes and Zhou 1993; Zhou and 
Gonzales 2019) to describe poten tial excep tions to broad gen er a tional pat terns. This 
is use ful because some eth nic groups may be over rep re sented among some gen er a
tions, and espe cially among the mixed gen er a tions (Kalmijn and van Tubergen 2006; 
Kulu and Hannemann 2018). To do so, we define a sep a rate cat e gory for each com bi
na tion of eth nic ori gin and immi grant gen er a tion to allow the pos si bil ity of dif fer ent 
gen er a tional pat terns across eth nic groups.

Across our ana ly ses of friend ship ties and iden ti fi ca tion pat terns, we spec ify a base
line unad justed model and an adjusted model. Diversity and seg re ga tion in friend ship 
ties and iden ti fi ca tion pat terns are both affected by sociodemographic fac tors, such as 
paren tal socio eco nomic sta tus and related pat terns of spa tial seg re ga tion shap ing oppor
tu ni ties for friend ship (Kruse et al. 2016; Mouw and Entwisle 2006) and reli gious affil
i a tion (Maxwell and Bleich 2014). These sociodemographic fac tors may them selves 
vary across gen er a tions and con found gen er a tional dif fer ences in our out comes. Thus, 
we also con trol for socio eco nomic sta tus (as proxied by paren tal occu pa tional sta tus), 
reli gious affil i a tion,15 and expo sure to natives within class rooms and neigh bor hoods16 
in our adjusted model. We also con trol for gen der in this sec ond spec i fi ca tion. Together, 
the base line and adjusted mod els help describe and assess whether there is a dom i nant 
trend of assim i la tion over gen er a tions and degrees of paren tal mixedness, and whether 
such changes are medi ated by inter gen er a tional dif fer ence on other dimen sions cap
tured by our con trols and expressed by the  dif fer ence across the two spec i fi ca tions. We 

13 Models that use ordi nal logis tic regres sions led to sub stan tively sim i lar results (avail  able on request).
14 This includes the Turk ish, Pol ish, and Rus sian eth nic groups in Germany; Turk ish, Moroccan, and  
Surinamese in the Netherlands; and Indian, Pakistani, and Jamaican in England.
15 We rely on a sur vey ques tion that asks respon dents about their reli gious affil i a tion. We dis tin guish 
between Chris tian, Islamic, non re li gious, and “other” reli gious respon dents.
16 Classroom expo sure to natives is defined as the per cent age of native class ma tes. Neighborhood expo
sure to natives is proxied using per ceived expo sure on a fivepoint scale. These con trols are espe cially 
impor tant in the ana ly ses of net works given that ties are constrained by sorting and seg re ga tion across 
schools. Although dif fer en ti at ing between sorting and pref er ences is beyond the scope of our ana ly ses, 
adjusted mod els nev er the less help assess gen er a tional dif fer ences in net works out comes after intro duc ing 
prox ies for oppor tu nity struc ture.
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12 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

describe our sam ple, sep a rately by coun try of res i dence and gen er a tion, with respect to 
all  out comes and con trol covariates in Table A1 (shown in the online appen dix, along 
with all  other fig ures and tables des ig nated with an “A”).

Our ana ly ses revolve around sev eral tar get quan ti ties of inter est (Lundberg et al. 
2021) that depend on the spe cific out come. For coethnic net works and eth nic iden ti
fi ca tion, we are pri mar ily inter ested in whether the third gen er a tion dif fers from the 
sec ond; thus, we use the sec ond gen er a tion as the ref er ence cat e gory in our logis tic 
regres sion mod els. For net work inclu sion and national iden ti fi ca tion, we are inter
ested in the gap between each immi grant gen er a tion and the native fourthplus gen er
a tion, which we esti mate by using natives as the ref er ence cat e gory in OLS mod els.17 
In these ana ly ses, we are fur ther inter ested in whether and to what extent the coef
fi cient for each later gen er a tion is sta tis ti cally dif fer ent from the coef fi cient for the 
sec ond, which we test using a Paternoster test for coef fi cient equal ity (Paternoster 
et al. 1998). This tells us whether the grandchildren of immi grants are more sim i lar to 
natives than are the chil dren of immi grants. In other words, this last quan tity tests for 
the dif fer ence between two dif fer ences—namely, sec ond gen er a tion visàvis natives 
and third gen er a tion visàvis natives.

Results

Ethnic Boundaries in Social Networks

We first ana lyze the net work incor po ra tion of the third gen er a tion using ties to natives. 
Specifically, Figure 1 describes the predicted prob a bil i ties of nam ing at least one 
“native” (i.e., fourthplus gen er a tion) best friend for each immi grant gen er a tion. The 
base line mod els (solid bars) con sider whether indi vid u als are mem bers of the sec ond 
(red bar), mixed sec ond (pur ple bar), third (blue bar), or native gen er a tion (gray bar). 
The adjusted mod els (dashed bars) also con trol for covariates, such as gen der, paren tal 
socio eco nomic sta tus (SES), reli gion, and expo sure to natives in class rooms and neigh
bor hoods. Table A2 reports the mod els and regres sions on which Figure 1 is based.

The base (unad justed) mod els in Figure 1 show that, on aver age, only 72%, 68%, 
and 51% of sec ondgen er a tion Ger man, Dutch, and English respon dents, respec tively, 
name a native best friend, while 99%, 99%, and 91% of thirdgen er a tion respon dents, 
respec tively, do so; for ref er ence, native stu dents almost always name a native best 
friend. Visual inspec tion of the firstorder dif fer ences in Figure 1 shows that despite a 
few dis tinct pat terns in each coun try, the base line pro pen sity to have best friend ships 
with natives is higher in the third gen er a tion than in the sec ond. In fact, the pro pen sity 
in the third gen er a tion more closely resem bles that of the native pop u la tion.

The adjusted mod els show that in England and the Netherlands, the gen er a tional 
gaps reflect com po si tional dif fer ences in paren tal SES and expo sure to natives, espe
cially pro por tion native in class rooms (see Table A2 for the results of the full model 
and tests of coef fi cient equal ity for the sec ond and third gen er a tions). In Germany, 
how ever, the pat tern of increas ing net work inclu sion in the third gen er a tion per sists 

17 Such a com par i son is not pos si ble for the coethnic net works out come, which is not defined for natives.
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13The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

even after account ing for how gen er a tions dif fer on com po si tional dif fer ences and 
class room expo sure to natives. In the Ger man case, the sec ond gen er a tion is less 
likely than natives to hold ties to natives. In con trast, the third gen er a tion closes this 
gap, and the sec ondorder dif fer ence between sec ond and thirdgen er a tion respon
dents in these coef fi cients are sta tis ti cally sig nifi  cant.

There are only a few excep tions to these over all trends in net work inclu sion when 
we con sider dif fer ences by eth nic ori gin. Figure 2 sum ma rizes predicted prob a bil i ties 
of nom i nat ing at least one native best friend for each com bi na tion of immi grant gen
er a tion and eth nic ori gin (and is based on regres sions in Table A3).

The results in Figure 2 show that for most eth nic groups, the third gen er a tion is sig
nifi  cantly more likely than the sec ond to hold native best friend ships (even after adjust
ing for con trols). For exam ple, we observe this pos i tive trend among those of Indian 
and Pakistani ori gin in England; among those of Turk ish, Moroccan, and Surinamese 
ori gin in the Netherlands; and among immi grants of Euro pean ori gin in England and 
Germany.18 Among these groups, the predicted chances of hold ing ties to natives in the 

18 Note that these pat terns do not hold in the case of “Other Europe” ori gin in the Netherlands and in England 
because of high lev els of net work inclu sion already in the sec ond gen er a tion, espe cially in adjusted mod els.

Fig. 1 Predicted probability of nominating ≥1 natives (fourthplus generation) as best friends, by generation 
and country of residence. Predicted probabilities are based on estimates from separate logistic regressions 
for each country of residence using baseline and adjusted models reported in Table A2. Adjusted models 
account for parental SES, gender, religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. 
Predicted probabilities from adjusted models (dashed bars) hold controls at their means or modal catego
ries within each country. Bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
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14 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

sec ond gen er a tion range from below 50% to about 80%, while the predicted chances 
in the third gen er a tion are close to 100%; this dif fer ence in predicted prob a bil i ties is 
sta tis ti cally sig nifi  cant. There are also sta tis ti cally sig nifi  cant dif fer ences between the 
coef fi cients for the sec ond and third gen er a tions for the rel e vant groups in the mod els 
on which Figure 2 is based (Table A3). The over all pat tern we doc u ment so far is, thus, 
one of increas ing prob a bil ity of native–immi grant ties across gen er a tions.

However, there are two note wor thy excep tions to this trend: those of Turk ish ori gin 
in Germany and those of Jamaican ori gin in England. Among these groups, the third 
gen er a tion is predicted to hold ties to natives at just below and above 80% chances, 
respec tively, which is higher that the predicted chances of hold ing ties to natives at 
the sec ond gen er a tion in base mod els (solid bars in Figure 2), but not adjusted mod
els (dashed bars). In other words, in most groups, the ten dency of stron ger net work 
inclu sion in later gen er a tions goes beyond the extent we would expect on the basis 
of com po si tional change across gen er a tions. However, among Turk ishori gin and 
Jamaicanori gin stu dents in Germany and England, respec tively, we see limited inter
generational change once we adjust for compositional differences across generations 
(all generational changes appear to reflect compositional differences as expressed in 
the international stability of the adjusted estimate). Although we can not elu ci date this 
fur ther, it the o ret i cally could be because of rel a tively smaller sam ple sizes or stron ger 

Fig. 2 Predicted probability of nominating ≥1 natives (fourthplus generation) as best friends, by genera
tion, ethnic origin, and country of residence. Predicted probabilities are based on estimates from separate 
logistic regressions for each country of residence using baseline and adjusted models reported in Table 
A3. Adjusted models account for parental SES, gender, religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom 
exposure to natives. Predicted probabilities from adjusted models (dashed bars) hold controls at their 
means or modal categories within each country. Bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
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eth nic homophily net of oppor tu nity struc ture for inter eth nic friend ships. Either way, 
there is eth nic het ero ge ne ity in the extent of evi dence supporting greater net work 
inclu sion in the third gen er a tion.

Finally, we note that there is some het ero ge ne ity in ties to natives among the mixed 
sec ond gen er a tion across countries and eth nic ori gins. Among most eth nic groups, 
the net works of the mixed sec ond gen er a tion fall some where between that of the sec
ond and third gen er a tions, with two excep tions. First, among those of Turk ish ori gin 
in Germany, the mixed sec ond gen er a tion does not close the gap in net work inclu sion 
rel a tive to the sec ond gen er a tion after adjusting for covariates, which dif fers from 
the other groups under study. Second, in groups that dis play larger gen er a tional dif
fer ences in lev els of net work inclu sion (e.g., among Euro peanori gin immi grants, as 
well as the Dutch Surinamese), the mixed sec ond gen er a tion already resem bles the 
third gen er a tion in hav ing a high pro pen sity for ties to natives.

These nuances across des ti na tion countries and ori gin groups not with stand ing, 
such results are broadly in line with expec ta tions from assim i la tion the ory: the third 
gen er a tion is more likely than the sec ond to nom i nate natives as best friends, and 
much of such crossgen er a tional dif fer ence reflects dif fer ent endow ments in the 
resources allowing for net work inte gra tion in the first place (e.g., higher paren tal 
SES). Moreover, the third gen er a tion is hardly dif fer ent from natives in terms of net
work inte gra tion and effec tively expe ri ences a blend ing dynamic.

Friendship Ties With Coethnics

Friendships with coethnics is another, com ple men tary aspect of net works that also helps 
cap ture the strength of eth nic bound aries. Figure 3 describes the predicted prob a bil i ties 
of nam ing at least one coethnic best friend among the sub set of the sam ple for which 
coethnic net works are defined (see Table A4 for the mod els on which Figure 3 is based).

The base line mod els in Figure 3 show that 69%, 71%, and 88% of sec ond 
gen er a tion Ger man, Dutch, and English respon dents, respec tively, are predicted to 
have a coethnic best friend; in con trast, the pro por tions among the third gen er a tion 
are 14%, 6%, and 54%. Thus, for all  three countries, coethnic friend ships are less 
likely in the third gen er a tion than the sec ond (the English case stands out with higher 
chances of coethnic friend ships over all, which is likely related to the mea sure ment of 
friend ships using racial categories in the English sur vey).

For each coun try of res i dence and in each immi grant gen er a tion, there are sig
nifi  cantly lower chances of coethnic best friend ships in the third gen er a tion than 
the sec ond. Adjusted mod els show that the drop in coethnic friend ships in the third 
gen er a tion is not explained by gen er a tional dif fer ences in fac tors such as paren tal 
SES, neigh bor hood com po si tion, and class room com po si tion in Germany and the  
Netherlands. In the mixed sec ond gen er a tion, the chances of coethnic ties fall some
where between those for the sec ond and third gen er a tions; these esti ma tes do not dif fer 
sta tis ti cally from the sec ond gen er a tion after adjusting for covariates. Overall, cross
gen er a tional dif fer ences are marked in the Ger man and Dutch cases.19 In England, 

19 While 95% con fi dence inter vals on pre dic tions slightly over lap in the Dutch case (Figure 3), the dif fer
ence between the third and sec ond gen er a tions is sta tis ti cally sig nifi  cant (Table A4).
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16 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

there are ele vated prob a bil i ties to main tain friend ship ties within racial groups even 
by the third gen er a tion.20

Figure 4 describes gen er a tional pat terns of coethnic ties by eth nic ori gins among 
the eth nic groups for which coethnic friend ships were mea sured in the sur vey (see 
Table A5 for the mod els on which Figure 4 is based, as well as rel e vant sig nifi  cance 
tests). Overall and at base line, coethnic friend ships are less com mon in the third 
 gen er a tion than the sec ond across eth nic groups. In the Netherlands, the third gen er
a tion is sig nifi  cantly less likely than the sec ond to have coethnic friend ships among 
those of Turk ish/Moroccan and Surinamese ori gin. In Germany, coethnic friend ships 
among thirdgen er a tion immi grants of Rus sian and Pol ish ori gin are sig nifi  cantly 
less likely than among their sec ondgen er a tion coun ter parts, even in adjusted mod els. 

20 Large stan dard errors on predicted prob a bil i ties of coethnic friend ships in the Dutch sec ond gen er a tion 
and sameracial friend ships in the English case are because of smaller sam ple sizes along with the choice 
to pre dict the out come hold ing the reli gious affil i a tion var i able to “no reli gion” (i.e., if all  immi grants were 
to have the modal reli gious affil i a tion of their des ti na tion coun try as a whole). Because reli gion is very 
impor tant for coethnic friend ships (Table A4) and there are few non re li gious indi vid u als in these gen er a
tions and in these countries (Table A1), this ren dered esti ma tes impre cise. Holding reli gious affil i a tion to 
other val ues led to sim i lar issues for other gen er a tional categories.

Fig. 3 Predicted probability of nominating ≥1 coethnics as best friends, by generation and country of resi
dence. Predicted probabilities are based on estimates from separate logistic regressions for each country of 
residence using baseline and adjusted models reported in Table A4. Adjusted models account for parental 
SES, gender, religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. Predicted probabil
ities from adjusted models (dashed bars) hold controls at their means or modal categories within each 
country. Bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
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17The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

However, among those of Turk ish ori gin in Germany, Turk ish and Moroccan ori gin in 
the Netherlands, and Indian/Pakistani and Jamaican ori gin in England, lower chances 
of ties to coethnics in the third gen er a tion than the sec ond largely reflect com po si
tional dif fer ences in SES and espe cially class room expo sure to natives.

Overall, results do not sup port the idea that immi grantori gin thirdgen er a tion 
ado les cents are on both sides of blurred eth nic bound aries, but rather that they “cross” 
over into the main stream when it comes to net work ties. In addi tion, the extent of 
bound ary cross ing in later gen er a tions exceeds what we would expect on the basis 
of com po si tional dif fer ences across gen er a tions. For most eth nic groups in our study, 
the third gen er a tion is sig nifi  cantly more likely than the sec ond to hold ties to natives 
and less likely to hold ties to coethnics. However, for those of Turk ish ori gin in 
Germany, we note a dif fer ent pat tern of crossgen er a tional sta bil ity in the prob a bil ity 
for both native and coethnic friend ships, which sug gests bright net work bound aries.

Finally, there were a few mixed sec ondgen er a tion eth nic groups whose net works 
are best char ac ter ized by bound ary blur ring: among those of Indian/Pakistani ori
gin in England and the Turkey/Morocco group in the Netherlands, the mixed sec ond 

Fig. 4 Predicted probability of nominating ≥1 coethnics as best friends, by generation, ethnic origin, and 
country of residence. Predicted probabilities are based on estimates from separate logistic regressions 
for each country of residence using baseline and adjusted models reported in Table A5. Adjusted models 
account for parental SES, gender, religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. 
Predicted probabilities from adjusted models (dashed bars) hold controls at their means or modal catego
ries within each country. Bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
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18 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

gen er a tion is sig nifi  cantly more likely than the sec ond to hold ties to natives, while 
maintaining coethnic net works. These results evoke nonzerosum pat terns of friend
ship ties and are con sis tent with the sig nifi  cance of mixed unions in reflecting much 
of the expan sion of the “main stream” and the blur ring of eth nic bound aries among 
chil dren of mixed descent (Alba et al. 2017; Alba and Foner 2015a).

National Identification

Our results reveal inter gen er a tional prog ress, but also gaps in national iden ti fi ca
tion between the immi grantori gin and native groups that remain across gen er a tions.  
Figure 5 shows how strongly each immi grant gen er a tion identifies with their coun try 
of res i dence; these find ings are based on OLS regres sion mod els predicting iden ti fi ca
tion on a fourpoint scale, in which higher val ues rep re sent iden ti fy ing more strongly 
with countries of res i dence (mod els and rel e vant sig nifi  cance tests are reported in 
Table A6). In all  three study countries, there is a large gap in national iden ti fi ca tion 
between the sec ond gen er a tion and natives.

In Germany and the Netherlands, the third gen er a tion is closer to natives but does 
not com pletely close the gap in iden ti fi ca tion. In these countries, although the grand
children of immi grants iden tify more strongly with their coun try of res i dence than the 
sec ond gen er a tion, they gen er ally still do not do so as strongly as the native pop u la
tion. These pat terns hold in both base line and adjusted mod els, although in Germany, 
it is worth not ing that iden ti fi ca tion at the sec ond gen er a tion greatly increases after 
con trol ling for com po si tional fac tors. In England, although there is a smaller gap in 
iden ti fi ca tion between the sec ond gen er a tion and the native pop u la tion than in the other 
countries, the third gen er a tion shows lit tle dif fer ence in national iden ti fi ca tion com pared 
with their sec ondgen er a tion coun ter parts, evok ing a pat tern of blocked assim i la tion.21

The expe ri ences of the mixed sec ond gen er a tion are het ero ge neous and depend on 
the res i dent coun try. In England, the mixed sec ond gen er a tion has rel a tively sim i lar 
lev els of national iden ti fi ca tion as both the sec ond and third gen er a tions. In Germany 
and the Netherlands, the national iden ti fi ca tion of the mixed sec ond gen er a tion falls 
some where between that of the sec ond and third. These pat terns again sup port the 
idea of mixed unions as a hall mark of changes to eth nic bound aries among the chil
dren and grandchildren of immi grants.

Whether the third gen er a tion closes the gap in national iden ti fi ca tion rel a tive to the 
sec ond depends on both eth nic ori gin and coun try of res i dence. Figure 6 describes 
predicted lev els of national iden ti fi ca tion by eth nic ori gin across eth nic groups (mod
els and rel e vant sig nifi  cance tests are reported in Table A7).

Levels of national iden ti fi ca tion are sim i lar in the third, mixed sec ond, and sec ond 
gen er a tions among those of Turk ish ori gin in Germany, as well as those of Indian/ 
Pakistani and Jamaican ori gin in England, to some extent. Among these groups, the 

21 Tests in brack ets in Table A6 show that the dif fer ence in the coef fi cients on the sec ond and third gen er a
tions is not sta tis ti cally sig nifi  cant in England (so we do not have evi dence to sup port the idea that the gap 
in national iden ti fi ca tion between natives and immi grants shrinks in later gen er a tions). We inter pret this 
nonsignificance with cau tion because of small sam ple sizes. However, rel a tively small con fi dence inter vals 
in Figure 5, as well as the mag ni tudes of coef fi cients, lend fur ther sup port to our inter pre ta tion of results.
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19The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

gap in national iden ti fi ca tion with natives appears stag nant across immi grant gen
er a tions. Although the fail ure to reject the null here should not lead to the con clu
sion of no gen er a tional dif fer ence in national iden ti ties among these groups (more 
research with a larger sam ple is needed), ten den cies are already vis i ble in our sam ple. 
Altogether, we note eth nic het ero ge ne ity in the extent of evi dence supporting greater 
national iden ti fi ca tion in the third gen er a tion. For exam ple, in Germany, the aver
age native respon dent feels rel a tively close to “very strongly” Ger man, whereas the 
aver age Turk ishori gin respon dent’s iden ti fi ca tion falls between “not very strongly” 
and “fairly strongly” across all  three gen er a tions. In England, the aver age Jamaican 
ori gin respon dent’s iden ti fi ca tion falls just below “fairly strongly” Brit ish, but this 
does not change much in the three gen er a tions of Jamaicanori gin respon dents; native 
stu dents feel close to “very strongly” Brit ish.

In con trast, those of Euro pean ori gin (e.g., Southern or Eastern Europe) have 
sig nifi  cantly higher lev els of iden ti fi ca tion with their countries of res i dence in the 
third gen er a tion than in the sec ond in all  three des ti na tion countries. In other words, 
they pro gres sively close the gap in national iden ti fi ca tion with natives in later gen
er a tions. This also holds for major immi grant groups of nonEuro pean ori gin in the 
Netherlands: here, the third gen er a tion tends to feel as much (or almost as much) of 
a mem ber of their coun try of res i dence as the native pop u la tion does. Hence, while 
con sid er ing eth nic ori gins, changes in iden ti fi ca tion pat terns across gen er a tions 
appear to vary across national con texts: they resem ble a lin ear assim i la tion dynamic 

Fig. 5 Strength of national identification by generation and country of residence. Predicted strength of national 
identification—which is measured on a fourpoint scale where larger values indicate stronger national iden
tification—is based on estimates from separate OLS regression models for each country of residence, which 
are reported in Table A6. Adjusted models account for parental SES status, gender, religious affiliation, 
neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. Predictions from adjusted models (dashed bars) hold con
trols at their means or modal categories within each country. Bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
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20 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

in the Netherlands but are closer to per sis tently bright bound aries in England and 
espe cially in Germany, with fewer inter gen er a tional dif fer ences at the third gen er a tion 
among “lowsta tus” ori gin groups (Alba and Holdaway 2013).

Ethnic Identification

Figure 7 sum ma rizes how strongly each gen er a tion identifies with their eth nic ori gins; 
iden ti fi ca tion was mea sured on a fivepoint scale, in which higher lev els  rep re sent 
stron ger iden ti fi ca tion and a level of zero rep re sents no eth nic iden ti fi ca tion.22 Models 
and regres sions on which Figure 7 is based are given in Table A8.

In each coun try, lev els of coethnic iden ti fi ca tion are low in the third gen er a tion, 
mid dling in the mixed sec ond, and highest in the sec ond. Among the fourthplus gen
er a tion, lev els of eth nic iden ti fi ca tion are close to but slightly above zero, indi cat ing 
that few among the native pop u la tion iden tify with an eth nic group other than the 
native major ity group.

22 In sen si tiv ity ana ly ses that define eth nic iden ti fi ca tion on a fourpoint scale instead of a fivepoint scale 
(drop ping those who do not iden tify with an eth nic minor ity group), results are over all sim i lar, although 
the Dutch case stands out even more strongly (Figures A3 and A4).

Fig. 6 Strength of national identification by generation, ethnic origin, and country of residence. Predicted 
strength of national identification—which is measured on a fourpoint scale where larger values indicate 
stronger national identification—is based on estimates from separate OLS regression models for each 
country of residence, which are reported in Table A7. Adjusted models account for parental SES, gen
der, religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. Predicted probabilities from 
adjusted models (dashed bars) hold controls at their means or modal categories within each country. Bars 
represent 95% confidence intervals.
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21The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

In addi tion to the over all trends of weak ened eth nic iden ti fi ca tion across gen er a
tions, two other trends stand out. First, the base line pat terns we observe are robust 
to the inclu sion of con trol covariates. This sug gests that crossgen er a tional dif fer
ences in eth nic iden ti fi ca tion do not sim ply reflect dif fer ences in social resources 
or reli gious ori en ta tion across gen er a tions. Second, we note crosscoun try var i a tion: 
although there are strong assim i la tory trends in Germany and the Netherlands in 
terms of weak ened eth nic iden ti fi ca tion in later gen er a tions, lev els of eth nic iden ti fi
ca tion are of mid dling strength in all  three gen er a tions in England. This is espe cially 
true when adjusting for covariates such as SES and reli gion.

Figure 8 sum ma rizes gen er a tional dif fer ences in eth nic iden ti fi ca tion by eth
nic ori gin (mod els and rel e vant sig nifi  cance tests are reported in Table A9). In 
Germany, the ten dency of weak ened eth nic iden ti fi ca tion in the third gen er a tion 
appears among immi grants of Euro pean but not Turk ish ori gin. In con trast, for all  
eth nic groups stud ied in the Dutch con text, eth nic iden ti fi ca tion is weaker in the 
mixed sec ond and third gen er a tions than in the sec ond. This pat tern of lin ear assim
i la tion also holds once we adjust for rel e vant covariates. By con trast, gen er a tional 
pat terns in the strength of eth nic iden ti fi ca tion do not show weak en ing eth nic iden
ti fi ca tion in later gen er a tions among major eth nic groups in England, such as those 
of Indian/Pakistani and Jamaican ori gin. In fact, after adjusting for dif fer ences in 

Fig. 7 Strength of ethnic identification by generation and country of residence. Predicted strength of 
ethnic identification—which is measured on a fivepoint scale where a value of 0 indicates no ethnic 
identification and a value of 1–4 indicates strength of main ethnic minority identity, with larger values 
indicating stronger identification—is based on estimates from separate OLS regression models for each 
country of residence, which are reported in Table A8. Adjusted models account for parental SES, gender, 
religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. Predictions from adjusted mod
els (dashed bars) hold controls at their means or modal categories within each country. Bars represent 
95% confidence intervals.
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22 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

SES, reli gion, and expo sure to natives across gen er a tions, thirdgen er a tion indi vid
u als from those eth nic groups iden tify more strongly with their eth nic ori gins than 
their sec ondgen er a tion coun ter parts (although these dif fer ences are not sta tis ti
cally sig nifi  cant among those of Indian/Pakistani ori gin).

Comparisons of national and eth nic iden ti fi ca tion between the third and sec ond 
gen er a tions under score con textspe cific pat terns in the salience of eth nic bound
aries. Among the third gen er a tion in the Netherlands, the third gen er a tion of Rus sian/ 
Pol ish ori gin in Germany, as well as the third gen er a tion of other Euro pean  
ori gin in Germany and England, we observe what resem bles a zerosum rela tion
ship between increas ingly stron ger national and increas ingly weaker eth nic iden
ti fi ca tion com pared with the sec ond gen er a tion. These pat terns are con sis tent with 
the idea of bound ary cross ing, whereby it is dif fi cult to simul ta neously belong in 
native and immi grant social worlds (Alba 2005:24). However, among the third gen
er a tion of Turk ish ori gin in Germany and of Indian/Pakistani and Jamaican ori gin 
in England, we note that nei ther national nor eth nic iden ti fi ca tion changes much 
across gen er a tions. National iden ti fi ca tion remains low while eth nic iden ti fi ca tion 
remains at mod er ate lev els across gen er a tions, evok ing bright bound aries in the 
Ger man case.

Fig. 8 Strength of ethnic identification by generation, ethnic origin, and country of residence. Predicted 
strength of ethnic identification—which is measured on a fivepoint scale where a value of 0 indicates no 
ethnic identification and a value of 1–4 indicates strength of main ethnic minority identity, with larger 
values indicating stronger identification—is based on estimates from separate OLS regression models for 
each country of residence, which are reported in Table A9. Adjusted models account for parental SES, gen
der, religious affiliation, neighborhood, and classroom exposure to natives. Predicted probabilities from 
adjusted models (dashed bars) hold controls at their means or modal categories within each country. Bars 
represent 95% confidence intervals.
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23The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

Discussion and Conclusion

Although migra tion schol ars have long con sid ered the third gen er a tion a lit mus test 
of assim i la tion, there are few empir i cal stud ies to date on the “new” third gen er a tion 
and fewer still that do not exclu sively focus on socio eco nomic attain ment. Here, we 
stud ied eth nic bound aries in net works and iden ti ties among the new third gen er a
tion in Western Europe. Specifically, we ana lyzed a dataset of young ado les cents in 
three Western Euro pean countries (Germany, the Netherlands, and England) to offer a 
glimpse at dif fer ences in the assim i la tion of the third gen er a tion rel a tive to the sec ond.

Four core dynam ics emerge from our ana ly ses. First, we observe increased net
work inclu sion within natives’ friend ship net works among thirdgen er a tion ado
les cents rel a tive to their sec ondgen er a tion coun ter parts. In the third gen er a tion, 
immi grant–native friend ship ties are very com mon, and native–immi grant friend
ship seg re ga tion nearly dis ap pears. For the most part, this increase in net work inclu
sion comes along side weak ened coethnic ties rel a tive to the sec ond gen er a tion. This 
speaks to a ver sion of assim i la tion—defined as the “decline of an eth nic dis tinc tion” 
over gen er a tions (Alba and Nee 2003:11)—that involves “bound ary cross ing” by the 
third gen er a tion into the main stream. For those of Turk ish ori gin in Germany and 
of Jamaican ori gin in England, expanded ties to natives and dimin ished ties to coe
thnics in the third gen er a tion are more ambig u ous and are accounted for by change 
in sociodemographics influ enc ing tie for ma tion across gen er a tion. Yet for the other 
eth nic groups, pat terns of bound ary cross ing in later gen er a tions are robust to socio
demographic dif fer ences across gen er a tions. Overall, our results do not sup port the 
idea that immi grantori gin thirdgen er a tion ado les cents strad dle eth nic bound aries 
by keep ing one foot in each social world (Wimmer 2013:7–10). Rather, they show 
attach ments to social worlds that appear to be zerosum: the grandchildren of immi
grants enter main stream net works while simul ta neously retreating from ties with 
their eth nic ori gin group.

Second, we doc u ment a dom i nant trend of assim i la tion in the form of bound ary 
cross ing when it comes to cul tural iden ti ties, albeit a more nuanced one than in the 
case of net works. In terms of broad dif fer ences across gen er a tions and in some eth nic 
groups, we see a clas sic assim i la tion trend of increas ing national iden ti fi ca tion and 
decreas ing eth nic iden ti fi ca tion across gen er a tions. Yet in other cases, such as among 
the larg est immi grant groups in England and Turk ishori gin ado les cents in Germany, 
we observe that nei ther national nor eth nic iden ti fi ca tions dif fer much between the 
sec ond and third gen er a tions. In con junc tion with the fore go ing results, this implies 
that thirdgen er a tion ado les cents from these groups do not con vert increased net work 
inclu sion into asso ci ated trends in iden ti fi ca tion (i.e., higher national iden ti fi ca tion 
and lower eth nic iden ti fi ca tion). Past research has linked eth nic homophily to pat
terns of eth nic (Leszczensky and Pink 2019) and national iden ti fi ca tion (Kruse and  
Kroneberg 2019), albeit with a cau tious inter pre ta tion of a causal rela tion ship between 
iden ti fi ca tion and friend ship. Yet our find ings sug gest a decoupling between net works 
and iden ti fi ca tion not clearly fore seen in the o ries of eth nic bound ary for ma tion (Alba 
2005; Wimmer 2013). Relatively stag nant gen er a tional pat terns of iden ti ties despite 
net work inclu sion at the third gen er a tion among some ori gin groups are note wor thy 
and war rant fur ther research.
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Third, and relat edly, gen er a tional dif fer ences in assim i la tion vary by ori gin group 
and des ti na tion coun try. The Dutch case stands out as a clear story of bound ary 
cross ing at the third gen er a tion, with rel a tively com pa ra ble pat terns across eth nic 
minor i ties. We spec u late this Dutch excep tion may be because of the strength of the 
welldocumented “inte gra tion dis course” that has per me ated Dutch soci ety since the 
late 1990s—starting around or before when most of our respon dents would have 
been born (Slootman and Duyvendak 2015). Indeed, the strong assim i la tory demands 
on eth nic minor i ties as a part of this dis course could have later resulted in pat terns 
of deethnicized net works and iden ti ties, such as what we uncov ered. Such a dis
course, how ever, does not explain high rates of ances tral mixedness at the grand
paren tal gen er a tion in the Netherlands, which may also be an impor tant ingre di ent in 
the assim i la tion trend in that national con text. In Germany, we observe bifur cated or 
seg mented pat terns of blocked assim i la tion in terms of national and eth nic iden tity 
for the Turk ishori gin third gen er a tion, in con trast to clearer pat terns of weak en ing 
eth nic iden ti fi ca tion across gen er a tions among the Rus sian/Pol ishori gin and other 
Euro peanori gin groups. Meanwhile, the English case stands out because of mod er
ate lev els of both national and eth nic iden ti fi ca tion at the sec ond gen er a tion (which 
sug gests ini tially blur rier bound aries than in the other countries), but few dif fer ences 
across gen er a tions, which con tra dicts an assim i la tion story. One ave nue to shed 
light on blocked assim i la tion pat terns may lie in the study of dis crim i na tion and the  
dis af fil i a tion from the main stream it may engen der—as the o rized in the rejec tion–
iden ti fi ca tion model in the case of Afri can Amer i cans, for instance (Branscombe et al. 
1999). Our attempts to unpack these pat terns were lim ited by data con straints, such as 
the exces sively generic ques tions on feel ings of dis crim i na tion.

Fourth, we iden tify a gra di ent in terms of mixed descent for sev eral out comes 
(Alba and Foner 2015a). The mixed sec ond gen er a tion is of par tic u lar inter est 
because they are the chil dren of both immi grants and native pop u la tions and may 
thus strad dle the line between dif fer ent social worlds. This gen er a tion is in between 
the sec ond and third gen er a tions in terms of their net works and iden ti fi ca tion pat
terns. Our results do not sug gest that mixedness is asso ci ated with blurry bound
aries and an abil ity for dual belong ing, as sur mised by Alba and col leagues (Alba 
2005; Alba et al. 2017; Alba and Foner 2015a). Instead, we locate the mixed sec ond 
gen er a tion at an ear lier stage of the same pro cess of bound ary cross ing as the third 
gen er a tion (Kalmijn 2015). Because of the lim ited sta tis ti cal power in the cur rent 
study, future stud ies are needed to under stand the role of mixedness in the third 
gen er a tion. Although our results are only a first step toward under stand ing assim i
la tion among mixed and later gen er a tions, mixed (native–immi grant) unions appear 
endog e nous to a larger pro cess of inter gen er a tional bound ary cross ing—not bound
ary blur ring (Alba 2005; Alba et al. 2017). Nevertheless, more research is needed 
regard ing the sig nifi  cance of mixed ances try at the third gen er a tion. Future work 
should aim at bet ter under stand ing how immi grant ori gins mat ter in the sub jec tive 
expe ri ence of belong ing and net works, espe cially among those with only one immi
grant grand par ent.

This study has sev eral lim i ta tions. Our syn thetic gen er a tions approach of com
par ing the con tem po ra ne ous sec ond and third gen er a tions (rather than com par ing 
sec ondgen er a tion par ents with their thirdgen er a tion chil dren) war rants fur ther dis
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cus sion. The gen er a tional dif fer ences we doc u ment rep re sent the total of not only 
assim i la tionrelated changes between par ents and chil dren but also cohort dif fer
ences, given that indi vid u als mak ing up our sam ples are of sim i lar age. Thus, we 
can not by design dis en tan gle these cohort effects from the assim i la tion occur ring 
through inter gen er a tional change. In addi tion, although we chose the ado les cent pop
u la tion here to be  able to assess social inclu sion and iden ti fi ca tion of the third gen er
a tion in Europe, our results require con fir ma tion among adults. During ado les cence, 
peer influ ence becomes increas ingly impor tant and social atti tudes, iden ti ties, and 
friend ships with natives are in flux (Zhao 2023).

Relatedly, and despite its unique breadth, the CILS4EU nev er the less fea tures a 
rather lim ited sub sam ple of thirdgen er a tion indi vid u als, and one that is over a decade 
old now. Although it remains the best data source to study net works and iden ti ties 
among the grandchildren of immi grants, we point to the need for new data sources 
to tackle this research prob lem (Duncan and Trejo 2018; Jiménez et al. 2018; Tran 
2018). Longitudinal data col lec tion efforts that sur vey a broad range of assim i la tion 
out comes among both sec ondgen er a tion adults and their thirdgen er a tion chil dren at 
a com pa ra ble age would be par tic u larly desir able. A more fea si ble pos si bil ity in the 
near term is to simul ta neously sur vey gen er a tions in a linked fam ily design, whereby 
inter views take place with grand par ents, par ents, and grandchildren from the same 
fam ily. Registry data also allow for effi cient withinfam ily link ages, but these types 
of data are not con sis tently avail  able across Euro pean countries and typ i cally do not 
allow for the study of iden tityrelated and rela tional aspects of assim i la tion.

We hope our results will help advance a holis tic view of assim i la tion and eth
nic bound aries in Western Europe—one that can, in turn, help inform future demo
graphic schol ar ship. As the third gen er a tion reaches adult hood, it will be cru cial to 
fur ther ana lyze the link ages between struc tural, rela tional, and cul tural domains, and 
to pos si bly revisit the causal rela tion ships that are implicit in past research (Drouhot 
forth com ing; Drouhot and Nee 2019; Schachter 2016). For instance, although many 
of our results sup port the idea that var i a tion in net work inclu sion and iden ti fi ca tion 
cooccur, pat terns of blocked iden ti fi ca tion despite net work inclu sion in England and 
among those of Turk ish ori gin in Germany clearly beg the ques tion of such links. 
Much past the o riz ing on assim i la tion has implic itly assumed that larger pro cesses of 
immi grant social mobil ity are converted into iden ti fi ca tion and belong ing with natives 
(Drouhot forth com ing; Gans 2007; Schachter 2016). Future stud ies should explore 
the mech a nisms involved in the (non)con ver sion of attain ment in cer tain domains 
(e.g., social net works, labor mar ket posi tions) into blend ing dynam ics within other 
domains (e.g., iden tity and belong ing). This may well hold a key to under stand ing the 
pro cesses by which immi grants, their chil dren, and now their grandchildren par tic
i pate in expanding the cir cles of com mu nity in nationstates that have also become  
de facto migra tion soci e ties. ■

Acknowledgments The authors thank Mary Waters, Filiz Garip, Jason Beckfield, Sasha Killewald, Peter 
Marsden, Van Tran, Richard Alba, Mathieu Ichou, and Xinwei Xu for help ful com men tary and dis cus
sions on early drafts. We also grate fully acknowl edge com ments by par tic i pants of the Migration and 
Immigrant Incorporation Workshop at Harvard University as well as the Integration Research Group at 
Utrecht University. We thank Giulia Olivero and Rhidi Purohit for their research assis tance.

CORRECTED PROOFS

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://read.dukeupress.edu/dem

ography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-11232676/2074254/11232676.pdf by john@
popassoc.org on 20 M

arch 2024



26 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

References

Alba, R. (1985). Ital ian Amer i cans: Into the twi light of eth nic ity. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: PrenticeHall.
Alba, R. (2005). Bright vs. blurred bound aries: Secondgen er a tion assim i la tion and exclu sion in France, 

Germany, and the United States. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 28, 20–49.
Alba, R., AbdelHady, D., Islam, T., & Marotz, K. (2011). Downward assim i la tion and Mex i can  

Amer i cans. In M. C. Waters & R. Alba (Eds.), The next gen er a tion: Immigrant youth in a com par a tive 
per spec tive (pp. 95–109). New York: New York University Press.

Alba, R., Beck, B., & Sahin, D. B. (2017). The U.S. main stream expands—Again. Journal of Ethnic and 
Migration Studies, 44, 99–117.

Alba, R., & Foner, N. (2015a). Mixed unions and immi grantgroup inte gra tion in North America and west
ern Europe. Annals of the Amer i can Academy of Political and Social Science, 662, 38–56.

Alba, R., & Foner, N. (2015b). Strangers no more: Immigration and the chal lenges of inte gra tion in North 
America and west ern Europe. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Alba, R., & Holdaway, J. (2013). The chil dren of immi grants at school: A com par a tive look at inte gra tion 
in the United States and west ern Europe. New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation.

Alba, R., Logan, J., Lutz, A., & Stults, B. (2002). Only English by the third gen er a tion? Loss and pres er
va tion of the mother tongue among the grandchildren of con tem po rary immi grants. Demography, 39, 
467–484.

Alba, R., & Nee, V. (2003). Remaking the Amer i can main stream: Assimilation and con tem po rary immi-
gra tion. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Becker, B. (2011). Cognitive and lan guage skills of Turk ish chil dren in Germany: A com par i son of the 
sec ond and third gen er a tion and mixed gen er a tional groups. International Migration Review, 45, 
426–459.

Borjas, G. J. (1994). Longrun con ver gence of eth nic skill dif fer en tials: The chil dren and grandchildren of 
the great migra tion. Industrial and Labor Relations Review, 47, 553–573.

Branscombe, N. R., Schmitt, M. T., & Harvey, R. D. (1999). Perceiving per va sive dis crim i na tion among 
Afri can Amer i cans: Implications for group iden ti fi ca tion and wellbeing. Journal of Personality and 
Social Psychology, 77, 135–149.

Carliner, G. (1980). Wages, earn ings and hours of first, sec ond, and third gen er a tion Amer i can males. 
Economic Inquiry, 18, 87–102.

Castles, S. (1986). The guestworker in west ern Europe—An obit u ary. International Migration Review, 
20, 761–778.

Cohen, Y., Haberfeld, Y., Alon, S., Heller, O., & Endeweld, M. (2021). Ethnic gaps in higher edu ca-
tion and earn ings among sec ond and third gen er a tion Jews in Israel (Working Papers, No. 135). 
National Insurance Institute. Retrieved from https:  /  /www  .btl  .gov  .il  /Publications  /research  /Documents 
  /mechkar%20  135  .pdf

Cohen, Y., LewinEpstein, N., & Laz a rus, A. (2019). MizrahiAsh ke nazi edu ca tional gaps in the third gen
er a tion. Research in Social Stratification and Mobility, 59, 25–33.

Dollmann, J., Jacob, K., & Kalter, F. (2014). Examining the diver sity of youth in Europe: A clas si fi ca tion  
of gen er a tions and eth nic ori gins using CILS4EU data (technical report) (MZES Working Paper, 
No. 156). Mannheim, Germany: Mannheimer Zentrum für Europäische Sozialforschung.

Drouhot, L. G. (forth com ing). Fitting in at the top? Stigma and the nego ti a tion of belong ing among the 
new immi grant elite in France. International Migration Review. Advance online pub li ca tion. https:  /  /
doi  .org  /10  .1177  /01979183231172106

Drouhot, L. G., Ferry, M., Ichou, M., & Caron, L. (2023). Assimilation or third-gen er a tion dis ad van-
tage? Socioeconomic attain ment among the grandchildren of immi grants in France (Working paper). 
Utrecht, the Netherlands: Department of Sociology, Utrecht University.

Drouhot, L. G., & Nee, V. (2019). Assimilation and the sec ond gen er a tion in Europe and America: Blend
ing and seg re gat ing social dynam ics between immi grants and natives. Annual Review of Sociology, 
45, 177–199.

Duncan, B., Grogger, J., Leon, A. S., & Trejo, S. J. (2020). New evi dence of gen er a tional prog ress for 
Mex i can Amer i cans. Labour Economics, 62, 101771. https:  /  /doi  .org  /10  .1016  /j  .labeco  .2019  .101771

Duncan, B., & Trejo, S. J. (2018). Identifying the latergen er a tion descen dants of U.S. immi grants: Issues 
aris ing from selec tive eth nic attri tion. Annals of the Amer i can Academy of Political and Social 
Science, 677, 131–138.

CORRECTED PROOFS

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://read.dukeupress.edu/dem

ography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-11232676/2074254/11232676.pdf by john@
popassoc.org on 20 M

arch 2024

https://www.btl.gov.il/Publications/research/Documents/mechkar%20-135.pdf
https://www.btl.gov.il/Publications/research/Documents/mechkar%20-135.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/01979183231172106
https://doi.org/10.1177/01979183231172106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.labeco.2019.101771


27The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

Ekberg, J., Hammarstedt, M., & Shukur, G. (2010). Immigrant–native earn ings dif fer en tials: SUR esti ma
tion applied on three gen er a tions. Annals of Regional Science, 45, 705–720.

Emonds, V., & van Tubergen, F. (2015). Mixed par ents, mixed results: Testing the effects of crossnativ ity 
part ner ship on chil dren’s edu ca tional attain ment. Sociological Perspectives, 58, 145–167.

Fishman, J. A. (1966). Language main te nance and lan guage shift: The Amer i can immi grant case within a 
gen eral the o ret i cal per spec tive. Sociologus, 16, 19–39.

Forrest, J., & Kusek, W. (2016). Human cap i tal and the struc tural inte gra tion of Pol ish immi grants in  
Australia in the first, sec ond and third gen er a tions. Aus tra lian Geographer, 47, 233–248.

Gans, H. J. (1979). Symbolic eth nic ity: The future of eth nic groups and cul tures in America. Ethnic and 
Racial Studies, 2, 1–20.

Gans, H. J. (1992). Secondgen er a tion decline: Scenarios for the eco nomic and eth nic futures of the post
1965 Amer i can immi grants. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 15, 173–192.

Gans, H. J. (2007). Acculturation, assim i la tion and mobil ity. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 30, 152–164.
Gordon, M. (1964). Assimilation in Amer i can life: The role of race, reli gion, and national ori gins (1st ed.). 

New York, NY: Oxford University Press.
Haller, W., Portes, A., & Lynch, S. M. (2011). Dreams fulfilled, dreams shattered: Determinants of seg

mented assim i la tion in the sec ond gen er a tion. Social Forces, 89, 733–762.
Hansen, M. L. (1938). The prob lem of the third gen er a tion immi grant. Rock Island, IL: Augustana  

Historical Society Publications.
Heath, A. F., Rothon, C., & Kilpi, E. (2008). The sec ond gen er a tion in west ern Europe: Education, unem

ploy ment, and occu pa tional attain ment. Annual Review of Sociology, 34, 211–235.
Herberg, W. (1955). Protestant, Cath o lic, Jew: An essay in Amer i can religious soci ol ogy. Garden City, 

NY: Doubleday.
Hunkler, C., & Schotte, K. (2023). Educational inte gra tion by the third gen er a tion? Placement and 

aca demic achieve ment of stu dents with immi grant back ground in Germany. Zeitschrift Für 
Erziehungswissenschaft, 26, 373–401.

Jiménez, T. R., Park, J., & Pedroza, J. (2018). The new third gen er a tion: Post1965 immi gra tion and the 
next chap ter in the long story of assim i la tion. International Migration Review, 52, 1040–1079.

Johnston, R., Forrest, J., Jones, K., Manley, D., & Owen, D. (2015). The melt ingpot and the eco nomic 
inte gra tion of immi grant fam i lies: Ancestral and gen er a tional var i a tions in Australia. Environment and 
Planning A: Economy and Space, 47, 2663–2682.

Kalmijn, M. (2015). The chil dren of inter mar riage in four Euro pean countries: Implications for school 
achieve ment, social con tacts, and cul tural val ues. Annals of the Amer i can Academy of Political and 
Social Science, 662, 246–265.

Kalmijn, M., & van Tubergen, F. (2006). Ethnic inter mar riage in the Netherlands: Confirmations and ref
u ta tions of accepted insights. Euro pean Journal of Population, 22, 371–397.

Kalter, F., Heath, A. F., Hewstone, M., Jonsson, J. O., Kalmijn, M., Kogan, I., & van Tubergen, F. (2016). 
Children of immi grants lon gi tu di nal sur vey in four Euro pean countries (CILS4EU) (Version 1.2.0) 
[Dataset]. Cologne, Germany: GESIS Data Archive. https:  /  /doi  .org  /10  .4232  /cils4eu  .5353  .1  .2  .0

Kalter, F., Jonsson, J. O., van Tubergen, F., & Heath, A. (2018). Growing up in diverse soci e ties: The 
inte gra tion of the chil dren of immi grants in England, Germany, the Netherlands, and Sweden— 
Proceedings of the Brit ish Academy (Online ed.). London, UK: University Press Scholarship.

Kroneberg, C., Kruse, H., & Wimmer, A. (2021). When eth nic ity and gen der align: Classroom com po
si tion, friend ship seg re ga tion, and col lec tive iden ti ties in Euro pean schools. Euro pean Sociological 
Review, 37, 918–934.

Kruse, H., & Kroneberg, C. (2019). More than a sorting machine: Ethnic bound ary mak ing in a strat i fied 
school sys tem. Amer i can Journal of Sociology, 125, 431–484.

Kruse, H., Smith, S., van Tubergen, F., & Maas, I. (2016). From neigh bors to school friends? How ado
les cents’ place of res i dence relates to sameeth nic school friend ships. Social Networks, 44, 130–142.

Kulu, H., & Hannemann, T. (2018). Mixed mar riage among immi grants and their descen dants in the United 
Kingdom: Analysis of lon gi tu di nal data with miss ing infor ma tion. Population Studies, 73, 179–196.

Lamont, M., & Molnár, V. (2002). The study of bound aries in the social sci ences. Annual Review of 
Sociology, 28, 167–195.

Leszczensky, L., & Pink, S. (2019). What drives eth nic homophily? A rela tional approach on how eth
nic iden ti fi ca tion mod er ates pref er ences for sameeth nic friends. Amer i can Sociological Review, 84, 
394–419.

CORRECTED PROOFS

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://read.dukeupress.edu/dem

ography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-11232676/2074254/11232676.pdf by john@
popassoc.org on 20 M

arch 2024

https://doi.org/10.4232/cils4eu.5353.1.2.0


28 L. Zhao and L. G. Drouhot

Lieberson, S., & Waters, M. C. (1988). From many strands: Ethnic and racial groups in con tem po rary 
America. New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation.

Livingston, G., & Kahn, J. R. (2002). An Amer i can dream unful filled: The lim ited mobil ity of Mex i can 
Amer i cans. Social Science Quarterly, 83, 1003–1012.

Logan, J. R., & Shin, H. (2012). Assimilation by the third gen er a tion? Marital choices of White eth nics at 
the dawn of the twen ti eth cen tury. Social Science Research, 41, 1116–1125.

Lopez, D. E. (1982). The main te nance of Span ish over three gen er a tions in the United States (Report, No. 
NCBR03–82). Washington, DC: National Institute of Education.

Lowrey, K., Van Hook, J., Bachmeier, J. D., & Foster, T. B. (2021). Leapfrogging the melt ing pot?  
Euro pean immi grants’ inter gen er a tional mobil ity across the twen ti eth cen tury. Sociological Science, 
8, 480–512.

Lucassen, L., Feldman, D., & Oltmer, J. (Eds.). (2006). Paths of inte gra tion: Migrants in west ern Europe 
(1880–2004). Amsterdam, the Netherlands: Amsterdam University Press.

Lundberg, I., Johnson, R., & Stewart, B. M. (2021). What is your estimand? Defining the tar get quan tity 
con nects sta tis ti cal evi dence to the ory. Amer i can Sociological Review, 86, 532–565.

Maxwell, R., & Bleich, E. (2014). What makes Mus lims feel French? Social Forces, 93, 155–179.
Moch, L. P. (2003). Moving Euro pe ans: Migration in west ern Europe since 1650 (2nd ed.). Bloomington: 

Indiana University Press.
Mouw, T., & Entwisle, B. (2006). Residential seg re ga tion and inter ra cial friend ship in schools. Amer i can 

Journal of Sociology, 112, 394–441.
Neidert, L. J., & Farley, R. (1985). Assimilation in the United States: An anal y sis of eth nic and gen er a tion 

dif fer ences in sta tus and achieve ment. Amer i can Sociological Review, 50, 840–850.
Noiriel, G. (1996). The French melt ing pot: Immigration, cit i zen ship, and national iden tity. Minneapolis: 

University of Minnesota Press.
Orrenius, P. M., & Zavodny, M. (2019). Employment among U.S. His pan ics: A tale of three gen er a tions. 

Journal of Economics, Race, and Policy, 2, 3–19.
Ortiz, V., & Telles, E. (2017). Third gen er a tion dis ad van tage among Mex i can Amer i cans. Sociology of 

Race and Ethnicity, 3, 441–457.
Paternoster, R., Brame, R., Mazerolle, P., & Piquero, A. (1998). Using the cor rect sta tis ti cal test for the 

equal ity of regres sion coef fi cients. Criminology, 36, 859–866.
Perlmann, J. (2005). Ital ians then, Mex i cans now: Immigrant ori gins and sec ond-gen er a tion prog ress, 

1890 to 2000. New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation.
Portes, A., & Zhou, M. (1993). The new sec ond gen er a tion: Segmented assim i la tion and its var i ants. 

Annals of the Amer i can Academy of Political and Social Science, 530, 74–96.
Pupaza, E., HarberAschan, L., & Wilson, B. (2023). Persistent edu ca tional inequal ity among the chil dren 

and grandchildren of ref u gees? (Stockholm Research Reports in Demography, No. 2023:1). Stock
holm, Sweden: Stockholm University, Demography Unit.

Rumbaut, R. G. (2008). Reaping what you sow: Immigration, youth, and reac tive eth nic ity. Applied 
Developmental Science, 12, 108–111.

Schachter, A. (2016). From “dif fer ent” to “sim i lar”: An exper i men tal approach to under stand ing assim i la
tion. Amer i can Sociological Review, 81, 981–1013.

Schönwälder, K. (2004). Why Germany’s guestworkers were largely Euro pe ans: The selec tive prin ci ples 
of postwar labour recruit ment pol icy. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 27, 248–265.

Shibutani, T., & Kwan, K. M. (1965). Ethnic strat i fi ca tion: A com par a tive approach. New York, NY: 
Macmillan Company

Slootman, M., & Duyvendak. J. W. (2015). Feeling Dutch: The culturalization of cit i zen ship and sec ond
gen er a tion belong ing in the Netherlands. In N. Foner & P. Simon (Eds.), Fear, anx i ety and national 
iden tity: Immigration and belong ing in North America and west ern Europe. (pp. 147–168). New York, 
NY: Russell Sage Foundation.

Smith, C. D., & Brown, S. K. (2019). The fer til ity inte gra tion of Mex i canAmer i cans across gen er a
tions: Confronting the prob lem of the ‘third’ gen er a tion. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 
45, 1883–1901.

Smith, J. P. (2003). Assimilation across the Latino gen er a tions. Amer i can Economic Review: Papers & 
Proceedings, 93, 315–319.

Smith, S., McFarland, D. A., van Tubergen, F., & Maas, I. (2016). Ethnic com po si tion and friend ship seg
re ga tion: Differential effects for ado les cent natives and immi grants. Amer i can Journal of Sociology, 
121, 1223–1272.

CORRECTED PROOFS

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://read.dukeupress.edu/dem

ography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-11232676/2074254/11232676.pdf by john@
popassoc.org on 20 M

arch 2024



29The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe

Telles, E. E., & Ortiz, V. (2008). Generations of exclu sion: Mex i can Amer i cans, assim i la tion, and race. 
New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation.

Tran, V. C. (2018). Social mobil ity across immi grant gen er a tions: Recent evi dence and future data require
ments. Annals of the Amer i can Academy of Political and Social Science, 677, 105–118.

Vallot, P. (2016). Petitsenfants d’immigrés face aux études longues [Grandchildren of immi grants fac ing 
higher edu ca tion]. Revue Française de Sociologie, 57, 241–268.

Ward, Z. (2020). The notsohot melt ing pot: The per sis tence of out comes for descen dants of the age of 
mass migra tion. Amer i can Economic Journal: Applied Economics, 12(4), 73–102.

Warner, W. L., & Srole, L. (1945). The social sys tems of Amer i can eth nic groups. New Haven, CT: Yale 
University Press.

Waters, M. C. (1990). Ethnic options: Choosing iden ti ties in America. Berkeley: University of California 
Press.

Wimmer, A. (2008). The mak ing and unmak ing of eth nic bound aries: A mul ti level pro cess the ory.  
Amer i can Journal of Sociology, 113, 970–1022.

Wimmer, A. (2013). Ethnic bound ary mak ing: Institutions, power, net works (Online ed.). New York, NY: 
Oxford Academic.

Zhao, L. (2023). Networks in the mak ing: Friendship seg re ga tion and eth nic homophily. Social Science 
Research, 110, 102813. https:  /  /doi  .org  /10  .1016  /j  .ssresearch  .2022  .102813

Zhou, M., & Gonzales, R. G. (2019). Divergent des ti nies: Children of immi grants grow ing up in the United 
States. Annual Review of Sociology, 45, 383–399.

Zolberg, A. R., & Woon, L. L. (1999). Why Islam is like Span ish: Cultural incor po ra tion in Europe and the 
United States. Politics & Society, 27, 5–38.

Zorlu, A., & van Gent, W. (forth com ing). Economic assim i la tion of the “third gen er a tion”: An inter gen er
a tional mobil ity per spec tive. International Migration Review. Advance online pub li ca tion. https:  /  /doi 
 .org  /10  .1177  /01979183231165499.

Linda Zhao (cor re spond ing author)
lindazhao@uchicago  .edu

Zhao • Department of Sociology, University of Chicago, Chicago, IL, USA; https:  /  /orcid  .org  /0000  0002 
 8252  8946

Drouhot • Department of Sociology, Utrecht University, Utrecht, the Netherlands; https:  /  /orcid  .org  /0000 
 0001  8080  6212

CORRECTED PROOFS

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://read.dukeupress.edu/dem

ography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-11232676/2074254/11232676.pdf by john@
popassoc.org on 20 M

arch 2024

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2022.102813
https://doi.org/10.1177/01979183231165499
https://doi.org/10.1177/01979183231165499
mailto:lindazhao@uchicago.edu
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8252-8946
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8252-8946
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8080-6212
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8080-6212

	The Grandchildren of Immigrants in Western Europe: Patterns of Assimilation Among the Emerging Third Generation
	Linda Zhao and Lucas G. Drouhot
	Introduction
	Background: Immigrants’ Grandchildren as a Litmus Test of Assimilation
	The Significance of the Third Generation
	Past Empirical Studies on the Third Generation in the United States
	The Third Generation in Contemporary Western Europe
	Ethnic Boundaries Among the Grandchildren of Immigrants: Networks and Identities
	Ethnic Boundaries at the Third Generation: Blurry or Bright?

	Research Questions
	Data, Measurements, and Modeling Approach
	The Children of Immigrants Longitudinal Survey
	Measurement of Immigrant Generation and Ethnic Origins
	Measurement of Ethnic Boundaries and Assimilation Outcomes
	Analytic Strategy

	Results
	Ethnic Boundaries in Social Networks
	Friendship Ties With Coethnics
	National Identification
	Ethnic Identification

	Discussion and Conclusion
	References


