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Objective

We investigate the associations between internal migration and
income of all working-age population.
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Model includes control variables: education level, cost of living, race, marital status and age
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Spatial Autoregressive (SAR) models, specifically spatial lag of X
model or SLX.
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* Models using different subsets of the population:
1. All / US-born working-age population
2. Low-educated / Low-educated US-born working-age population
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Ordinary least squares (OLS) models for log income
« Models using different subsets of the population
Models for working-age population include control variables: education level, cost of living, race, marital status and age. Models for low-
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Findings
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both the overall and low-educated population.

« A 1-percentage-point increase in the proportion of internal migration has an
e ’ own-PUMA direct effect that leads to a reduction in income of 0.30 and 0.20
percentage points for the overall population and low-educated population,
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The negative association between internal migration and income might
be an indication of two things: 1) lower income where the proportion of
internal migration is higher, and/or 2) higher internal migration in low-
Income areas.

2. Low-educated working-age population
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