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There was an error in this article as originally published:
The graphic for Figure 3 appeared with the caption for Map 1, and the graphic for Map
1 appeared with the caption for Figure 3.
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Fig. 1 Outcome of the various possible methods of creating a Swedish CHI—days of prison v offence types

Cambridge Journal of Evidence-Based Policing (2020) 4:34–38 35



1%

10%

100%

Maximum sentence Sentencing data

Murder 36%

Murder 126%

Manslaughter 61%

Rape 25%
Arson 25 %

Assault (GHB) 21%
Robbery 19%Manslaughter 20%

Arson 16%

Rape 12%
Robbery 12%

Assault (GHB) 12%

Stalking 8% Stalking 8%

Fraud 6%

Fraud 4%
Assault (AHB) 4%

Assault (AHB) 4%
Criminal damage 4%

Criminal damage 1%
Petty theft 1%

Common assault 1%
Harassment 1%
Petty theft 1%
Common assault 1%

Threatening behavior 2%
Harassment 2% Threatening behavior 2%

Fig. 2 Percentage difference: maximum sentence and sentencing data (logarithmic scale)
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Map 1 Crime harm spots, Stockholm City, 2018, regarding public violent crimes, weekend nights (22.00–
04.00)

Map 2 Crime harm spots, Stureplan in Stockholm City, 2018, regarding public violent crimes, weekend
nights (22.00–04.00)
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Fig. 3 Comparison between reported crime and total crime harm, 1989–2018, per capita. Crimes that results
from self-initiated enforcement are excluded (traffic and narcotic crimes). Source: official statistics from The
Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention and Statistics Sweden
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