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Abstract

Migration is increasingly recognized as a dynamic, often recurrent, and intergenera-
tional process. Yet, little research has examined how childhood exposure to interna-
tional migration, through one’s own moves and through family history, shapes
aspirations for future (im)mobility. In this article, we address this gap using a life
course perspective to investigate how both direct and indirect migration experiences
during childhood influence openness to international migration in adulthood. We dis-
tinguish between immobility, return migration, and onward migration aspirations, and
explore underlying mechanisms such as socioeconomic status, transnational ties, mul-
tilingualism, experiences of discrimination, and identification with the country of res-
idence. Using data from the French survey Trajectoires et Origines 2, we find that
individuals with a more recent immigrant descent tend to express higher return
migration aspirations but lower onward migration aspirations. Direct migration expe-
riences in childhood are associated with greater openness toward migration overall,
though differently by descent: among those with a distant immigrant background,
childhood migration fosters openness to onward migration, while it increases return
aspirations among those with a more recent immigrant descent. These results offer
new insight into how migration and immobility aspirations are shaped early life expe-
riences and family migration histories.
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Introduction

Migration is not a one-time event but rather a dynamic, often recurrent process unfolding
over the life course and across generations (Vidal and Lersch 2021). Empirical evidence
shows that repeat migration is common, with over a third of worldwide migrations
between 2010 and 2015 involving moves not originated in the country of birth (Azose
and Raftery 2019). While returns to the country of birth remain the most prevalent
form of remigration (Dustmann and Goérlach 2016), scholars have increasingly distin-
guished them from onward migrations — i.e., those between two countries, neither of
which was the birthplace (Ahrens, Kelly, and Van Liempt 2016; Bygnes and Erdal
2017; Ramos 2018). This research emphasizes how prior experiences of migration shape
subsequent migration, either toward an origin country or to a new destination. Beyond
direct experiences, individuals with a migration background — especially the second
generation — tend to be more mobile than those without one (Caron 2019; de Jong
and de Valk 2023; Levitt and Waters 2002). This suggests that migration is intergener-
ational, with mobility-related attitudes and resources passing down through families.

The value of research linking migration experiences to future mobility is often limited
by its predominant focus on realized migration, typically examining adult populations.
Less attention has been given to migration aspirations, which are interesting to study
per se for a number of reasons. Positive attitudes toward migration can turn into actual
migration behaviors (for a comprehensive literature review, see Aslany et al. 2021),
therefore enabling us to better understand migration decisions in the making. They
also offer valuable insights into potential mobility by capturing those who aspire to
migrate but face structural barriers (Carling 2002; Carling and Schewel 2019).
Migration aspirations are arguably more influenced by direct and indirect migration
experiences than actual migration behavior, which is shaped by immediate circumstances
(Kley 2011). Whether they turn into actual migration or not, “migration imaginaries”
(Bolognani 2016) say something of individuals’ relationship to the country of residence
and the expected destinations, and constitute as such interesting outcomes for the sociol-
ogy of immigrants’ integration (Caron 2020). Therefore, studying migration aspirations
provides a broader understanding of how past experiences shape future mobility inten-
tions and/or behaviors (Huinink, Vidal, and Kley 2014). Moreover, little research has
examined how childhood migration — whether combined with migrant descent or not
— shapes migration aspirations later in life, despite early childhood and adolescence
being critical periods for cognitive development, personality, and aspirations.

In this study, we advance the understanding of migration determinants by examin-
ing how early-life exposure to migration influences openness to migration, or the lack
thereof, in adulthood. We use data from the survey Trajectories and Origins (TeO2,
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2019-2020) conducted on immigrants and their descendants in France. Adopting a life
course perspective, we emphasize how past experiences can reinforce, deter, or reac-
tively shape future mobility by influencing attitudes toward both movement and immo-
bility. We conceptualize migration as a lifelong and intergenerational process rather than
a one-time event driven solely by material conditions. We distinguish between two key
dimensions of early-life migration exposure: (1) indirect family experience, captured
through immigrant descent, and (2) direct childhood migration experience. By integrat-
ing these dimensions, we provide a more comprehensive understanding of migration tra-
jectories across diverse populations, including immigrants, their descendants, and
individuals without an immigrant descent but with migration experience.

Additionally, we differentiate between two directions of movement: migration to a
new country (onward migration), and migration to previous residence countries and/or
to ancestral homelands (return migration). We explore underlying mechanisms by con-
sidering socioeconomic status, transnational ties, multilingualism, experiences of dis-
crimination, and identification with the country of residence.

This article expands on existing research by Caron (2020) which used the first ver-
sion of the TeO survey to explore the differences in (onward- versus return-) migration
intentions across immigrant generations. Not only this study updates these findings
using most recent data, but it goes further by investigating the migration aspirations
of individuals with no migration background or with more distant immigrant ancestry,
a group that is generally overlooked but still contributes to the diversity of migration
and immobility aspirations; by looking at the consequences of direct migration expe-
riences during childhood and how these vary by immigrant descent; and by attempting
to formally test mechanisms identified by different theoretical perspectives on the for-
mation of migration aspirations.

Background

Migration Aspirations

Most research on migration has focused on actual migration behaviors and their struc-
tural determinants. However, since the formulation of the aspiration-ability (Carling
2002) and later aspirations-capabilities (de Haas 2021) frameworks, increasing attention
has been given to migration aspirations as key precursors of migration. These frame-
works highlight the distinction between wanting and being able to migrate, showing
that migration aspirations are shaped by broader social, economic and political structures,
while migration capabilities (the freedom to choose where to live) depend more strongly
on access to legal, financial, and social resources. Importantly, by conceptualizing aspi-
rations as a motivational component of the migration process that interacts with capabil-
ities, these frameworks identify them as the theoretical link through which past
experiences may later translate into migration.

Studying attitudinal aspects rather than behaviors in migration research is crucial for
two reasons. First, attitudes provide insight into potential mobility — that is, the
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segment of the population that expresses openness to migration, even if they do not
ultimately migrate (Carling 2002; Docquier, Peri, and Ruyssen 2014; Carling and
Schewel 2019). Second, attitudes reflect broader cognitive and social processes that
shape how individuals perceive migration as an option, independent of external con-
straints. Attitudes toward migration are shaped by socialization into migration, learning
from (positive and negative) experiences of migration, and the formation of migration
imaginaries — the ways individuals envision life elsewhere and their own potential
mobility (Bolognani 2016; Caron 2020; Bernard and Perales 2024). Because attitudes
are less constrained by economic or legal barriers than actual behaviors, they provide a
more fundamental measure of how migration is perceived and valued within different
social groups. As Carling and Schewel (2019, 10) put it, “migrating, then, is not ulti-
mately about where you are, but who you are.” Alongside transnational practices,
migration aspirations — whether they turn into actual behaviors or not — can therefore
provide interesting insights on integration processes for migrants and their descen-
dants, in that they inform not only individuals’ attitudes toward migration, but also
on their relationships with their current country of residence and their intended desti-
nation (Caron 2020).

We focus on the notion of openness to migration — a behavioral disposition that
reflects individuals’ willingness to migrate, regardless of concrete plans. Openness
to migration is shaped by perceptions of opportunity, attachment to the place of resi-
dence, and perceived constraints to mobility (Huinink, Vidal, and Kley 2014).
While planning or actual migration behavior is often triggered by specific events,
such as job offers or family reunification (Kley 2011; Kley and Mulder 2010), open-
ness to migration captures a broader attitudinal foundation that underlies future migra-
tion decisions.

Three Perspectives Linking Early Migration Experiences with Migration
Aspirations

In this study, we conceptualize migration as a lifelong and intergenerational process.
We adopt a life course perspective that, instead of treating individuals as static
“migrants” or “nonmigrants,” views migration as recurrent, cumulative, and socially
embedded (Coulter, Ham, and Findlay 2016; Vidal and Huinink 2019; McCollum,
Keenan, and Findlay 2020; Bernard 2022). Experiences and resources accumulated
from early life shape the motivations, opportunities, and constraints surrounding
migration decisions (Bernard and Vidal 2020). On the one hand, early experiences
can support subsequent behavior by influencing individuals’ attitudes such as the open-
ness to migrating or intentions to leave. Early experiences influence not only whether
individuals consider migration, but also the potential direction of future moves —
whether they envision moving to a new destination or returning to a previous residence
country or to an ancestral home (Caron 2020). On the other hand, acknowledging an
increasing focus on immobility in high-emigration areas (Schewel 2020), negative
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migration experiences such as discrimination, legal precarity, economic struggles, or
unmet expectations within an individual’s network can deter future mobility. Rather
than reinforcing openness to migration, such experiences can consolidate aspirations
for stability in the current location.

Research on migration behavior has already emphasized return migration as a cen-
tral outcome of international migration. Studies show that return migration is often
linked to economic hardship, barriers to integration, or long-term migration plans
related to retirement or financial accumulation (Dustmann and Gorlach 2016;
Constant 2020; Caron 2024). However, onward migration has received growing atten-
tion as a response to economic opportunities, skill accumulation, or experiences of
marginalization in the host society (Ahrens, Kelly, and Van Liempt 2016; Ramos
2018; Monti 2020). While much of this literature focuses on migration behaviors, an
emerging body of research explores how earlier migration experiences shape migration
attitudes such as intentions and aspirations, even in the absence of concrete migration
plans (Ivlevs and King 2012; Caron 2020; de Jong and de Valk 2023).

A key insight from this research is that family migration history or immigrant des-
cent influence migration attitudes even among those with no direct migration experi-
ence. Second-generation individuals, for instance, often exhibit higher migration
aspirations than those without an immigrant background, reflecting socialization into
migration through transnational networks, multilingualism, and family narratives of
migration (Ivlevs and King 2012)." While this indirect exposure to migration in early
life is well-documented, far less attention has been given to individuals who migrated
during childhood (for an exception see Bernard and Perales (2024) on international
migration and Bernard and Vidal (2020) on internal migration, showing that children
who migrate display higher migration rates in adulthood). These individuals occupy an
in-between position — having both direct migration experience and the socialization
into migration that characterizes second generations. Understanding the role of direct
versus indirect migration experiences in shaping migration aspirations is therefore crit-
ical for advancing the study of migration.

In France, a major country of immigration in Europe where around 9% of the pop-
ulation were first-generation immigrants in 2019-2020, while another 12% belonged to
the second generation (L&, Simon, and Coulmont 2022), Caron (2020) reports that
immigrants who arrived in adulthood (the first generation) tend to have stronger return
migration aspirations, particularly those from Portugal, North and sub-Saharan Africa,
and Turkey. In contrast, immigrants who migrated to France as children (the 1.5 gen-
eration) often align to the second generation in terms of migration intentions. Among
individuals born in France, the second generation (i.e., those with two immigrant par-
ents) tends to have higher aspirations to return to their parental homeland when they
face discrimination in France. However, mixed-descent individuals (the 2.5 genera-
tion) are less likely to consider returning and instead show a greater propensity for
onward migration to a third country, especially within Europe. This pattern suggests
that migration aspirations evolve across generations and the diversity of parental ori-
gins, influenced by experiences of integration and identity formation in France.
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Notably, research has largely overlooked the fact that some second-generation individ-
uals may have also experienced migration during childhood.

The literature on migration aspirations determinants offers various perspectives for
understanding the relationship between early migration experiences and future migra-
tion or immobility aspirations. In what follows, we review three such perspectives. We
view these perspectives as complementary rather than mutually exclusive.

The Migration Capital Framework: Migration as a Self-reinforcing Process

A first perspective addresses the self-reinforcing role of migration over the life course,
suggesting that earlier experiences of migration build important conditions for subse-
quent migration. A theoretical contribution in this respect builds on the concept of
“migration capital” linking personal and family migration histories to migration behav-
iors in adulthood (Paul 2011, 2015; Busse and Vasquez Luque 2016; Saksela
—Bergholm, Toivanen, and Wahlbeck 2019; Bernard and Perales 2024). Migration
capital — also referred to as “migratory knowledge” (Ramos 2018), “mobility capital”
(Moret 2020) or “migration-specific capital” (de Jong and de Valk 2023) — is a loosely
defined concept used to indicate the many tangible and intangible resources that shape
individuals’ aspirations and capabilities toward migration. These resources include atti-
tudes, social networks, economic resources, knowledge on migration processes
(administrative procedures, migration costs, etc.) and ability to adapt to new
environments.

One key contribution of Bernard and Perales (2024) is to draw a distinction between
location-specific and general migration capital. Location-specific migration capital
encompasses the resources that attract and/or enable individuals to move toward a spe-
cific destination, such as (but not limited to) proficiency in the place’s language, cul-
tural affinity, social networks in the location, or legal entitlement to settle. Thus,
location-specific migration capital might likely enhance migration to previous coun-
tries of residence or with important social and cultural linkages. General migration cap-
ital instead includes resources that can facilitate migration to any destination, such as a
general propensity and willingness to learn new languages or to adapt to new places,
material resources to sustain the costs of migration, and ability to navigate immigration
bureaucracy. In such way, general migration capital not only enhances migration to
countries where individuals have relevant linkages, but also beyond.

Building on previous literature, Bernard and Perales (2024) recognize that individ-
uals accumulate general and location-specific migration capital indirectly through their
family migration history and the related socialization in childhood; and directly
through their own migration experiences. For instance, the second generation may
acquire location-specific migration capital from their parents (i.e., indirectly) via the
language spoken at home, religious and cultural practices, or regular calls and visits
to relatives in the country of origin. This process can also be reinforced through direct
experiences, such as accompanying parents on circular migration to the origin country.
Similarly, general migration capital can be transmitted indirectly, through positive
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attitudes toward migration or encouragement to learn additional languages, and
directly, if children take part in their parents’ migration journeys, going through the
process of traveling and adapting to a new country, language, and peer group.

Immobility Aspirations. The second perspective, elaborated by Schewel (2020), focuses
on the factors shaping immobility preferences. While initially conceptualized to
explain the immobility aspirations of nonmigrants in high emigration countries,
some of these factors are generalizable to individuals with and without migration expe-
rience in high immigration countries.

The first are retain factors, which align with the idea of location-specific capital. As
individuals make social and economic investments and develop emotional attachments
to their place of residence over time, these factors become stronger deterrents to migra-
tion, particularly for those with longer durations of residence. The second are repel fac-
tors, referring to the perception of difficulties associated with migration itself and
specific destinations. Potential moves are not only assessed in relation to opportunities
elsewhere but also through prior migration narratives and experiences that can dimin-
ish migration aspirations by emphasizing economic insecurity, social exclusion, polit-
ical instability, or even moral and cultural concerns about life in potential destinations
(Todaro 1969; Gardner 1993; Mata—Codesal 2015). Negative feedback from one’s
migrant network might discourage migration by highlighting the risks and hardships
of moving, such as unemployment or discrimination (Faist 2004). Last, Schewel
(2020) considers internal constraints, such as risk aversion and cognitive limitations
that narrow individuals’ perceived horizon of possibility and prevent them from view-
ing migration as a concrete option. For instance, those who have not been exposed to
international migration in their formative years, whether directly or indirectly, may fail
to consider it as a viable path, even when they could objectively benefit from mobility.

Migration as an “Exit” Strategy. The third perspective sees early migration experiences
as potentially fostering migration aspirations as a reaction to negative experiences and
unmet expectations in the residence country. A hostile context of reception can lead to
reactive transnationalism (Itzigsohn and Saucedo 2002) or reactive ethnicity (Portes
and Rumbaut 2001), where individuals who feel marginalized develop stronger ties
to their ethnic community and an idealized view of their origin country. These mech-
anisms are well-documented among the second generation (Santelli 2013; Caron 2020;
Shahrokni 2020) and racialized minorities such as Muslims in France (Esteves, Picard,
and Talpin 2024), and may also shape return aspirations among those who moved in
early childhood.

For others, relocating to a new country rather than returning to an origin one can
serve as an exit strategy from marginalization. Second-generation individuals, partic-
ularly those with EU citizenship, often have greater legal motility (Kaufmann,
Bergman, and Joye 2004) compared to first-generation immigrants, granting them
more freedom to move across borders. While this primarily impacts actual migration
behavior, differences in perceived opportunities and constraints can influence
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migration aspirations and destination choices (Carling 2002; de Haas 2021). Migrants
socialized in Europe, especially those with one parent from a different European coun-
try, may feel a stronger European identity and thus be more likely to consider
intra-European mobility. These factors highlight how early migration experiences
shape not only the ability but also the desire to leave a given country, whether as a
return or onward move.

Hypotheses

In the following, we build on the three perspectives outlined above to formulate our
empirical expectations on the association between indirect (family) migration experi-
ence and direct migration experience in early life and openness toward migration, or
the lack thereof.

Our first set of hypotheses refers to the association between indirect migration expe-
rience and openness toward migration. All three perspectives expect a more distant
immigrant descent to be associated with higher immobility aspirations. This is due
to the higher retain factors associated with a multigenerational rootedness in the resi-
dence country, to the higher internal constraints deriving from a lower chance of socia-
lization into the idea of international migration as a possible life choice, and to the
lower migration capital.

HI1 A more distant immigrant descent is associated with lower openness to migration.

In the migration capital perspective, children socialized in immigrant families tend to
acquire location-specific migration capital in the form of familiarity with their parents’
origin culture and language, of social connections to family still residing in the origin
country, and possibly through property ownership. Return migration aspirations can
also be a form of reaction to perceived hostility or discrimination in the residence coun-
try and/or to disappointed expectations.

H2 A more recent immigrant descent is associated with higher openness to migration to an
origin country.

Some components of intergenerationally transmitted migration capital are general
rather than location-specific. For instance, early exposure to bilingualism can enhance
language-learning abilities throughout the life course (e.g., Hartshorne, Tenenbaum,
and Pinker 2018), and access to additional citizenships can lower bureaucratic barriers
to migration to some countries.

H3 A more recent immigrant descent is associated with higher openness to onward
migration.
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Direct migration experiences in childhood differ by immigrant descent, and as a con-
sequence, we expect the association between childhood migration experience and
openness to migration in adulthood to vary according to immigrant descent. In
France, children without or with a distant immigrant descent rarely experience interna-
tional migration during childhood, and when they do, it is often short-term moves to
other European or Western countries. In these contexts, they are unlikely to face racial
discrimination, legal uncertainty, or significant cultural shocks. These experiences
likely lower perceived migration costs and foster general rather than location-specific
migration capital.

H4 The further the immigrant descent, the stronger the association between childhood migra-
tion experiences and openness to onward migration.

By contrast, second-generation individuals (and possibly other French-born individu-
als with an immigrant background, such as mixed-descent individuals) are more likely
to migrate to their parents’ origin country, often with the explicit goal to reinforce cul-
tural and linguistic ties (Portes and Rumbaut 2001) or to escape discrimination in
France (Grysole and Beauchemin 2013). These experiences are thus more likely to
reinforce their location-specific migration capital.

H5 Among individuals born in France, the more recent the immigrant descent, the stronger
the association between childhood migration experiences and openness to return migration.

The 1.5 generation in our study consists mainly of non-EU-born individuals who
migrated to France as children. This is a particular group, where many individuals
are visible minorities and may have experienced migration under relatively challeng-
ing conditions, including prolonged periods of transnational separation from one or
both parents (Brunori 2025). Difficult migration experiences — such as discrimina-
tion, cultural dissonance, and legal uncertainty — can generate “repel” factors, mak-
ing individuals less open to onward migration. Additionally, because many
1.5-generation individuals invested considerable effort into adapting to French soci-
ety, they may be more inclined toward stability, leading to stronger immobility aspi-
rations compared to others with internationally mobile childhoods. However, their
personal migration experiences and family ties to the origin country may make return
migration a viable option, similar to second-generation individuals with internation-
ally mobile childhoods.

H6 Individuals from the 1.5 generation are less open to onward migration.

H7 The 1.5 generation has similar openness to return migration as the second generation
with internationally mobile childhoods.
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Data, Variables, and Methods

Data

We use data from Trajectoires et Origines 2, a survey conducted in metropolitan
France (henceforth, France) between 2019 and 2020 targeting migrants and children
of migrants living in France, and including a group of individuals without a migration
background (Beauchemin, Ichou, and Simon 2023). We exclude three groups of
respondents from the sample: first, we exclude all individuals born in overseas
French departments (V= _850) and all descendants of French overseas natives (N = 846),
as they represent a distinct case of internal migration which would require separate atten-
tion. For a similar reason, we exclude people who are born abroad but have at least one
parent or grandparent born in France (N=454), and respondents born in France who
have at least one parent born abroad but with French descent (N=1,319), as they are an
interesting case not clearly fitting any category of immigrant descent. Finally, we exclude
first generation individuals who migrated to third countries as children but only moved to
France as adults (N=367), to avoid conflating this group with the much larger group of
1.5 generation individuals. After excluding these groups, respondents with missing obser-
vations on key variables (N = 108), and apatrides (N = 17), the analytical sample includes
22,534 individuals aged 17 to 60.

Variables

The main dependent variable captures openness toward migration. Respondents who
answered “yes” or “maybe” to a filter question (“Do you think you will, one day, go
live in a DOM, in a TOM, or abroad?”) were asked to indicate to which country
they would migrate. If this corresponds to the birth country of the individual, of one
of their (grand)parents, or to one of the countries where the respondent lived in their
childhood, respondents are coded as intending to migrate to their origin country. If
the country indicated differs from each of these countries or if the respondent replied
“don’t know,” respondents are coded as intending to migrate to a new country.
Respondents who did not give a valid answer to the filter question (N=1,281) are
recoded as having no migration intentions.”

The first main explanatory variable is immigrant descent, tracking for how many
generations has respondents’ family resided in metropolitan France. This proxies
both how many generations separate respondents from their closest immigrant ances-
tor, and their rootedness in France and in their other countries of origin. Foreign-born
individuals (1/1.5gen) are respondents born abroad who have two parents and four
grandparents born abroad. Throughout the text, we use the term 1gen to refer to indi-
viduals born abroad (with two parents and four grandparents born abroad) who
migrated to France as adults, and the term 1.5gen to indicate those who first moved
to France as minors. Second generation (2gen) are respondents born in France with
two parents and four grandparents born abroad; mixed-descent (2.5gen) respondents



Brunori et al. |

are born in France with one parent born in France and one abroad who have at least two
grandparents born abroad; third generation (3gen) respondents are born in France, with
two parents born in France and at least one grandparent born abroad; fourth generation
(4+ gen) are individuals born in France with no parents or grandparents born abroad.

While most respondents are classified as being born in France or abroad based on
their reported country of birth (99.2%), we recode as being born abroad respondents
who were born in France but who left within the year (N=9), and as born in France
individuals born abroad but who moved to France within one year from their birth
(N=195). This is to avoid considering as born abroad (in France) individuals whose
parents went abroad (in France) only to give birth. The fully detailed immigrant descent
variable is used in the descriptive analyses; in the multivariate analyses, 4+ gen and
3gen are grouped in a single 3+ gen category. In the descriptive analyses, 1gen and
1.5gen are treated as separate categories; in the regressions, the two are treated as a sin-
gle immigrant descent category and their distinction is captured through the interaction
with childhood migration experience (see below).

Childhood migration experience identifies whether respondents experienced inter-
national migration for at least one year during childhood (between ages 0 and 17).
Importantly, given that we exclude from the sample 1gen who migrated to third coun-
tries as children but only moved to France as adults, the 1/1.5gen (foreign-born) cate-
gory of immigrant descent is neatly divided into 1gen and 1.5gen by the childhood
migration experience variable.

In all the analyses, we control for a number of confounders: these include age
(coded so that 0 corresponds to age 20), gender and information on childhood family
situation (i.e., up until age 18). The latter include perceived family financial situation,
experience of violence within the family, and having always lived with both parents.

Mediators. We define four groups of mediators reflecting the main theoretical expecta-
tions reviewed in the background section.

The first group relates to socioeconomic status attainment, as material resources are
expected to increase migration aspirations by lowering its perceived costs and by
increasing individuals’ capabilities toward migration. This group includes educational
level (low, medium, high), and social class (managers and professionals, intermediate
occupations, skilled workers, unskilled workers, self-employed, students, inactive,
unemployed).

The second group of mediators captures transnational ties, and important proxy of
location-specific migration capital. This group includes: two dummy variables indicat-
ing if the respondent has a parent or a partner living abroad; a variable indicating
whether the respondent is childless, whether all their children live in France, or whether
they have at least a child living abroad; a variable indicating whether the respondent
has a partner and, if so, if they are born abroad or in France; a variable indicating
whether the respondent owns property abroad.

The third group of mediators aims at measuring respondents’ migration-relevant
endowments, a set of characteristics that could be relevant for both location-specific
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and general migration capital. First, number of languages spoken (one, two, more than
two) is calculated from two variables asking in which language respondents read books
and in which languages they watch movies, videos or TV series. Multiple answers were
possible, and the options given were French, English, the language spoken at home
growing up, and other(s). Individuals with missing information on both variables
were assigned value one if they declared having a good proficiency either in French
or in their mother tongue, and two if they declared having a good proficiency in
both. The second migration endowments indicator is (further) migrations in adulthood,
measuring how many times (zero, once, more than once) individuals migrated as adults
(age 18 or older), without counting the first migration in adulthood if directed to
France, and the last return to France. Finally, we use a dummy variable to indicate
whether respondents have multiple citizenships.

The fourth group of mediators aims at measuring respondents’ experience of
France. First, feeling at home in France is measured through the answers to the ques-
tion “[How much do you agree with the statement:] I feel at home in France?,” with
answers ranging from 1 (“strongly agree”) to 4 (“strongly disagree”). The other vari-
ables in this group are homeownership (yes/no) and experience of discrimination. The
latter measures whether the respondents declared having been unfairly treated or dis-
criminated in the last five years, with possible answers “often,” “sometimes,” “never,”
or no answer. These variables can indicate “retain factors” (feeling at home in France,
homeownership) or reasons to aspire to migration as an “exit” strategy (not feeling at
home in France, experience of discrimination)

One additional variable, origin region, is only used in the descriptive analysis.* This
variable captures the macro-area of origin of respondents belonging to the third gen-
eration or lower, and is constructed based on the country of birth of the respondent
(1/1.5gen), their foreign-born parents (2/2.5gen), or their foreign-born grandpar-
ents (3gen). We consider the mothers’ side in case of multiple origins. The catego-
ries are aimed at identifying the largest origin groups for 3gen respondents, and thus
include “Southern Europe,” including Spain, Portugal and Italy, “Other EU+” including
other EU/EEA countries and the United Kingdom, “Northern Africa” including
Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, Libya and Egypt, and “Other origins.”

Weighted descriptive statistics stratified by immigrant descent categories are
reported in Table 1.

99 <

Methods

In the first and main analyses, we use multinomial logistic regression models to esti-
mate the association between openness to migration (immobility, return migration,
onward migration), and the interaction between immigrant descent and childhood
migration experience, controlling for confounders. All analyses are weighted using
the provided population weights.

We then use KHB decomposition (Karlson and Holm 2011; Karlson, Holm, and
Breen 2012) to assess the size and statistical significance of each mediators’ group’s
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Table I. Summary Statistics (Means) by Immigrant Descent, Weighted Using the Provided
Population Weights.
44+gen 3gen 2.5gen 2gen l.5gen Igen
Mean Mean  Mean Mean  Mean Mean
Experienced migration in childhood  0.02 0.02 0.06 0.05 1.00 0.00
Confounders
Age — 20 19.56 18.12  17.19 17.54 1826 22.17
Woman 0.50 054 049 0.50 0.50 0.53
Childhood family: Financial situation
Comfortable 0.17 0.19 o0.19 0.1 0.12 0.25
Ok 0.34 037 036 036 033 0.32
Tight 0.35 029 03I 035 036 0.25
Struggling 0.12 0.11 0.12 0.15 o0.17 0.16
Poor 0.02 0.02 0.0l 0.02 0.02 0.01
NA 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01
Childhood family: Violence
Often 0.06 0.10  0.06 0.05 0.06 0.04
Rarely 0.09 0.07 o0.l0 0.07  0.07 0.06
Never 0.83 0.81 0.82 087 086 0.88
NA 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.0l 0.02
Childhood family: Intact 0.76 072 0.72 086 0.70 0.81
Mediators
SES
Highest educational attainment
Low 0.07 0.09 0.07 0.09 0.20 0.27
Medium 0.49 046 047 0.51 0.49 0.29
High 0.43 045 044 039 028 0.40
NA 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.04
Social class
Managers and professionals 0.16 0.16 0.I8 0.14 o0.10 0.15
Intermediate occupations 0.26 025 0.26 024 021 0.14
Skilled workers 0.26 026 0.23 025 025 0.23
Unskilled workers 0.19 0.21 0.19 022 0.26 0.32
Self-employed 0.06 0.06  0.05 0.05 0.06 0.06
Student 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.01
Inactive 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.07
Unemployed 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.0l 0.01
NA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Transnational ties
Parents living abroad 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.03 0.11 0.40
Children’s place of residence
Childless 0.38 040 047 046  0.39 0.23
Al in France 0.60 0.58 0.52 0.53 0.59 0.69

(continued)
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Table I. Continued.

4+gen 3gen 2.5gen 2gen l.5gen Igen
Mean Mean  Mean Mean  Mean Mean
Some live abroad 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.09
Partner living abroad 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01
Partner’s nativity
No partner 0.39 0.40 0.47 0.52 0.44 0.27
Partner born in France 0.58 0.54 0.48 0.35 0.26 0.24
Partner born abroad 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.13 0.30 0.49
Owns property abroad 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.06 0.11 0.18
Migration endowments
Spoken languages
| 0.73 0.70 0.60 0.59 0.57 0.45
2 0.22 0.23 0.30 0.30 0.32 0.38
3+ 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.12 0.11 0.16
(Further) migrations in adulthood
0 0.94 0.96 0.93 0.94 0.95 0.80
| 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.13
2+ 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07
Citizenships
| 1.00 0.98 0.88 0.59 0.71 0.73
2 or more 0.00 0.02 0.12 0.41 0.29 0.27
Experience in France
Feels at home in France
Strongly agree 0.75 0.78 0.83 0.72 0.69 0.60
Agree 0.18 0.16 0.13 0.23 0.25 0.32
Disagree 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05
Strongly disagree 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02
NA 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Homeownership 0.60 0.54 0.51 0.43 0.39 0.30
Discrimination in the last 5 years
Often 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.04
Sometimes 0.11 0.16 0.15 0.24 0.22 0.19
Never 0.87 0.8l 0.8 0.71 0.73 0.76
NA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
Origin
Origin
France 1.00
Southern Europe 0.48 0.28 0.25 0.19 0.09
Other EU/EEA/UK 0.31 0.14 0.02 0.07 0.11
Northern Africa 0.14 0.45 0.49 0.33 0.35
Other 0.07 0.13 0.24 0.41 0.44
Observations 2837 549 4592 5046 2903 6607

Source. TeO2 (INED—INSEE, 2019-2020).
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contribution to the unmediated association between the interaction between immigrant
descent and childhood migration experience and openness to migration.

Results

Figure 1 presents the predicted probabilities from the multinomial logistic regression of
migration aspirations by immigrant descent and childhood migration experience, con-
trolling for confounders. At first sight, these results support H1, as a more distant immi-
grant descent is associated with higher immobility aspirations, although differences
between 2.5, 2 and 1/1.5 generations are not statistically significant at the 95% thresh-
old. However, the higher openness to international migration of people with a more
recent immigrant descent are largely driven by their higher return aspirations, whereas
3+and 2.5 gen (with or without childhood migration experience) are the groups with
the highest onward migration aspirations. This supports H2 but rejects H3.

As expected, having experienced international migration during childhood is asso-
ciated with lower immobility aspirations in all French-born groups, supporting H4, and
the association between childhood migration and onward/return migration aspirations
varies substantially by immigrant descent. Among individuals with a more distant
immigrant descent (3+and 2.5gen), childhood migration experiences are associated
with higher chances of being open toward onward migration, while the association
with return migration aspirations (to an ancestral homeland or to a childhood residence
country) is substantially null. To the contrary, having migrated internationally during
childhood is not associated with higher onward migration aspirations among the 2gen,
but it is associated with much higher chances to express return migration aspirations in
this group. H4 and HS5 are therefore both supported.

Finally, the 1.5gen (identified in the analyses as 1gen with childhood migration
experience) is confirmed as a peculiar group in terms of migration aspirations.
Partially in line with H6, this group is the least likely to express onward migration aspi-
rations among those who had internationally mobile childhoods, although the differ-
ence compared to the 2gen (with or without childhood migration experiences) is not
statistically significant at the 95% threshold. However, contrasting with our H7, the
1.5gen is less likely to report openness toward return migration compared to the
2gen who experienced international migration during childhood, and have instead sim-
ilar levels of return migration aspirations as the 2gen who spent their entire childhood
in France.

In Table 2, we report the results from the KHB decomposition estimating the con-
tribution of each group of mediators to the unmediated association between the inter-
action of immigrant descent and childhood migration experience and migration
aspirations. In the table, “Reduced” coefficients refer to the models controlling only
for confounders, “Full” coefficients refer to the models controlling for confounders
and the relevant set of mediators, and “Diff” refers to the difference between the
ones and the others. Focusing on the latter, we find that neither socioeconomic attain-
ment (highest educational attainment and social class), nor experience in France
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(feeling at home in France, homeownership and perceived discrimination) statistically
significantly mediate the association between migration aspirations and immigrant des-
cent, childhood migration experience, or their interaction, despite both sets of variables
being independently associated with migration aspirations (ref. relevant models in
Table Al in the online appendix).

Instead, transnational ties and what we labeled “migration endowments” partially
explain some of the associations described above: the 1gen’s stronger transnational
ties (see Table 1) statistically significantly explain part of the higher return aspirations
of this group compared to both the 2gen and the 1.5gen. At the same time, the differ-
ence in return aspirations between the 3+ gen and the 2gen is slightly, but statistically
significantly, reduced once migration endowments such as multilingualism and multi-
ple citizenships are controlled for, supporting the idea that the 2gen’s higher return
aspirations compared to individuals with a more distant immigrant descent are partially
due to location-specific migration capital, rather than to negative experiences in the
birth country.

Discussion

In this article, we combined three different perspectives on the drivers of migration and
remigration aspirations (migration capital framework, the immobility perspective, and
migration as an “exit” strategy) to formulate hypotheses on the association between
immigrant descent, direct experiences of international migration in childhood, and
migration aspirations in adulthood.

Our results are largely compatible, with some caveats, with the migration capital
framework and with the immobility perspective, and less so with the perspective seeing
migration as an “exit” strategy. We found that a more recent immigrant descent is asso-
ciated with higher return aspirations and that this association is what drives the lower
immobility aspirations of this group: even among those who did not migrate as chil-
dren, people with a more distant immigrant descent have more onward migration aspi-
rations. This suggests that the kind of migration capital that is transmitted across
generations tends to be location-specific (e.g., attachment to the origin country and cul-
ture, proficiency in the parental native language, legal entitlement to settle) rather than
general (e.g., ability and willingness to deal with immigration bureaucracy and to learn
a new language). This is also supported by the mediation analysis, as we find that
migration endowments significantly mediate the association between immigrant des-
cent and refurn, but not onward, migration aspirations. None of the factors we consid-
ered explain, even partially, the association between immigrant descent and onward
migration aspirations. The lower openness to onward migration of people with a recent
immigrant descent is in line with Schewel’s (2020) immobility perspective, especially
if we broaden the definition of immobility aspirations to include return to the country of
origin: 1, 1.5, and 2gen need to invest time and (psychological) resources to become,
feel and/or be seen as part of French society, which can be a powerful retain factor to
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stay in France, or at least can deter them from having to go through the same process
again moving to a new country.

Direct experience of international migration during childhood substantially corre-
lates with migration aspirations in adulthood, with important differences by immigrant
descent. Among those with a more distant immigrant descent, including the 2.5gen,
childhood migration correlates with onward migration aspirations, whereas among
the 2gen, childhood migration increases refurn migration aspirations. This might
reflect the different experience and motivation for childhood migration across immi-
grant descent groups: 2gen are more likely to have migrated to their parents’ birthplace,
which reinforced their connection to the country and culture. Instead, 2.5gen and 3gen
are more likely to engage in intra-European migration or other North—North migration
in a way that does not generate attachment to the specific destination, but rather allows
them to perceive international migration as a concrete possibility in their adult life.
None of the factors we considered significantly mediates the association between child-
hood migration experiences and onward migration versus immobility aspirations. This
suggests that it is not tangible elements of migration capital such as multilingualism or
transnational ties that drive this association, but rather deeper, here unmeasured factors
such as what Schewel (2020) labels “internal constraints,” which include personality
characteristics (e.g., risk aversion) as well as the absence of migration as a perceived
life possibility.

Interestingly, two groups that are very similar in terms of immigrant descent and
childhood migration experience, 2gen who migrated as children and 1.5gen, display
quite different patterns regarding migration aspirations. 2gen who migrated as children
have relatively low immobility aspirations, in line with the other French-born groups
who experienced international migration during childhood. Instead, 1.5gen have sim-
ilar immobility aspirations as the groups who spent their whole childhood in France. In
addition, 1.5gen are less likely than 2gen who migrated as children to express return
aspirations, despite the latter having spent on average a shorter part of their childhood
abroad (6.8 years on average versus 8.7). Again, this likely reflects the more difficult
characteristics of the 1.5gen’s childhood migration to France compared to the 2gen’s
migration to their parents’ birthplace. The former generally moved to a country where
their parents had little social networks, where they often became visible minorities, and
where they might have had to learn a new language and adapt to a new culture. These
difficulties in childhood migration might both act as “retain factors,” where the 1.5gen
is less willing to move out of France to not lose the investment in adapting to the new
place as children, and as “repel factors” against future migration, including to the coun-
try of birth.

This study is not without limitations. While we sought to empirically test the main
mechanisms proposed in the three theoretical perspectives through mediation analysis,
the available data did not allow us to capture all of them. In particular, most “retain”
and “repel” factors, as well as “internal constraints,” could not be directly measured.
As a result, support for the immobility aspiration perspective rests largely on the align-
ment between hypothesized and observed associations between immigrant descent,
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childhood migration, and migration aspirations. Future research should further unpack
the mechanisms shaping migration aspirations, perhaps including information on per-
sonality traits (internal constraints) and qualitative insight on the individuals’ percep-
tion of the costs and benefits of migration.

Overall, our results paint a nuanced picture of the association between childhood
experiences of international migration and migration aspirations in adulthood. On
one side, direct and indirect childhood experiences promote migration aspirations in
adulthood, as predicted by the migration capital framework. However, this article high-
lights that for people with a recent immigrant background, who are often visible minor-
ities in the country under study, this intergenerationally transmitted propensity to
migrate is mostly directed to an origin country, especially when the indirect transmis-
sion of migration capital is paired with direct childhood experience of migration.
Having a recent immigrant background instead seems to deter onward migration aspi-
rations, a finding that cannot easily be explained through the migration capital frame-
work and that is more in line with Schewel’s immobility perspective, under which
migration, and the investments made in the process, can be a source of attachment
to the destination country and a deterrent of further (onward) migration.
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Notes

1. Similar findings have been documented on migration behaviors using administrative data in
France (Caron, 2019) and the Netherlands (de Jong, 2022; de Jong and de Valk, 2023): chil-
dren of immigrants born at destination — the second generation — have a higher probability
to emigrate than their counterparts with no migration background, even when controlling for
socioeconomic and demographic characteristics.
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2. We do this because not knowing how to answer to a question on openness to migrate could be
seen as an indicator of what Schewel defines “internal constraints,” that is, these respondents
might have never considered migration as a possible life direction. This is supported by the
fact that these nonresponses are concentrated among those without an immigrant background.
We ran additional analyses excluding these cases from the analyses and results are largely
unaffected (results available upon request).

3. This specification is equivalent to testing differences between 1gen and 1.5gen and yields the
same results as treating them as separate categories.

4. We do not control for origin region in the regression analyses due to collinearity issues with
one of the main independent variables, immigrant descent: only the “3+gen” descent category
can have French origins, and very few “3+gen” respondents have non—French origins.

References

Ahrens, J., M. Kelly, and I. Van Liempt. 2016. “Free Movement? The Onward Migration of EU
Citizens Born in Somalia, Iran, and Nigeria.” Population, Space and Place 22 (1): 84-98.
https:/doi.org/10.1002/psp.1869.

Aslany, M., J. Carling, M. B. Mjelva, and T. Sommerfelt. 2021. “Systematic Review of
Determinants of Migration Aspirations.” Changes (Hove, England) 1 (18): 3911-27.

Azose, J. J., and A. E. Raftery. 2019. “Estimation of Emigration, Return Migration, and Transit
Migration Between all Pairs of Countries.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
116 (1): 116-22. https:/doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1722334116.

Beauchemin, C., M. Ichou, and P. Simon. 2023. “Trajectories and Origins 2 (2019-2020): A
Survey on Population Diversity in France.” Population 78 (1): 11-28.

Bernard, A. 2022. “Does the Association Between Internal Migration and Personality Traits
Hold in Different Countries?” Journal of Research in Personality 101: 104300. https:/doi.
org/10.1016/.jrp.2022.104300.

, and F. Perales. 2024. “The Intergenerational Transmission of Migration Capital: The
Role of Family Migration History and Lived Migration Experiences.” Demographic
Research 50: 827-70. https:/doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2024.50.29.

———, and S. Vidal. 2020. “Does Moving in Childhood and Adolescence Affect Residential
Mobility in Adulthood? An Analysis of Long—Term Individual Residential Trajectories in 11
European Countries.” Population, Space and Place 26 (1): €2286.

Bolognani, M. (2016). From Myth of Return to Return Fantasy: A Psychosocial Interpretation of
Migration Imaginaries. Identities. https:/www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/1070289X.
2015.1031670.

Brunori, C. 2025. “The Scale of Transnational Family Separation: Evidence From the United
Kingdom.” Demographic Research 53: 1221-1234. https://doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2025.53.39.

Busse, E., and T. Véasquez Luque. 2016. “The Legal-Illegal Nexus: Haitians in Transit Migration
Deploying Migrant Capital.” International Journal of Sociology 46 (3): 205-22. https:/doi.
0rg/10.1080/00207659.2016.1197725.

Bygnes, S., and M. B. Erdal. 2017. “Liquid Migration, Grounded Lives: Considerations About
Future Mobility and Settlement among Polish and Spanish Migrants in Norway.” Journal of


https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.1869
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.1869
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1722334116
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1722334116
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2022.104300
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2022.104300
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2022.104300
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2024.50.29
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2024.50.29
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/1070289X.2015.1031670
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/1070289X.2015.1031670
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/1070289X.2015.1031670
https://doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2025.53.39
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/00207659.2016.1197725
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/00207659.2016.1197725
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/00207659.2016.1197725

Brunori et al. 23

Ethnic and Migration Studies 43 (1): 102-18. https:/doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2016.
1211004.

Carling, J. 2002. “Migration in the Age of Involuntary Immobility: Theoretical Reflections and
Cape Verdean Experiences.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 28 (1): 5—42. https:/
doi.org/10.1080/13691830120103912.

, and K. Schewel. 2019. “Revisiting Aspiration and Ability in International Migration.”
In Aspiration, Desire and the Drivers of Migration, 37-55. London: Routledge.

Caron, L. 2019. De ['immigration permanente aux migrations circulaires: L expérience de la
(re)migration dans les trajectoires individuelles en France. Doctoral dissertation, Institut
d’études politiques de Paris-Sciences Po.

2020. “An Intergenerational Perspective on (Re)Migration: Return and Onward
Mobility Intentions Across Immigrant Generations.” International Migration Review 54
(3): 820-52. https:/doi.org/10.1177/0197918319885646.

——— 2024. “Chapter 4: Is There An End To Mobility? Circular and Onward Migrants.”
https:/www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/book/9781839105784/book—part—97818391057
84—-10.xml

Constant, A. F. 2020. “Time—Space Dynamics of Return and Circular Migration.” In Handbook
of Labor, Human Resources and Population Economics, edited by K. F. Zimmermann, 1-40.
Cham: Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-57365-6_107-1.

Coulter, R., M. v. Ham, and A. M. Findlay. 2016. “Re-thinking Residential Mobility: Linking
Lives Through Time and Space.” Progress in Human Geography 40 (3): 352-74. https:/
doi.org/10.1177/0309132515575417.

de Haas, H. 2021. “A Theory of Migration: The Aspirations—Capabilities Framework.”
Comparative Migration Studies 9 (1): 8. https:/doi.org/10.1186/s40878—020—00210—4.

de Jong, P. W. 2022. “Patterns and Drivers of Emigration of the Turkish Second Generation in
the Netherlands.” European Journal of Population 38 (1): 15-36. https:/doi.org/10.1007/
$10680—021-09598—w.

de Jong, P. W., and H. A. G. de Valk. 2023. “Emigration of the Western European Second
Generation: Is Having Immigrant Parents a Predictor of International Migration?” Journal
of Ethnic and Migration Studies 49 (17): 4244-65. https:/doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.
2023.2165486.

Docquier, F., G. Peri, and 1. Ruyssen. 2014. “The Cross—Country Determinants of Potential and
Actual Migration.” International Migration Review 48 (s1): S37-99. https:/doi.org/10.1111/
imre.12137.

Dustmann, C., and J. S. Gorlach. 2016. “The Economics of Temporary Migrations.” Journal of
Economic Literature 54 (1): 98-136. https:/doi.org/10.1257/JEL.54.1.98.

Esteves, O., A. Picard, and J. Talpin. 2024. La France, tu L’aimes Mais tu la Quittes. Enquéte
sur la Diaspora Frangaise Musulmane. Paris: Seuil.

Faist, T. 2004. “Towards a Political Sociology of Transnationalization. The State of the Art in
Migration Research.” FEuropean Journal of Sociology / Archives Européennes de
Sociologie 45 (3): 331-66. https:/doi.org/10.1017/S0003975604001481.

Gardner, K. 1993. “Desh—Bidesh: Sylheti Images of Home and Away.” Man 28 (1): 1-15.
https:/doi.org/10.2307/2804433.


https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2016.1211004
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2016.1211004
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2016.1211004
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/13691830120103912
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/13691830120103912
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/13691830120103912
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319885646
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319885646
https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/book/9781839105784/book-part-9781839105784-10.xml
https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/book/9781839105784/book-part-9781839105784-10.xml
https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/book/9781839105784/book-part-9781839105784-10.xml
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-57365-6_107-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132515575417
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132515575417
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132515575417
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878&minus;020&minus;00210&minus;4
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878&minus;020&minus;00210&minus;4
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10680&minus;021&minus;09598&minus;w
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10680&minus;021&minus;09598&minus;w
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10680&minus;021&minus;09598&minus;w
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2023.2165486
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2023.2165486
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2023.2165486
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12137
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12137
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12137
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1257/JEL.54.1.98
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1257/JEL.54.1.98
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003975604001481
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003975604001481
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2307/2804433
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2307/2804433

24 International Migration Review 0(0)

Grysole, Amélie, and Cris Beauchemin. 2013. “Les allers-retours des enfants de 1I’immigration
sub-saharienne : « Les filles ou les gargons d’abord » ?.” Migrations Sociétée N° 147-148
(3): 127-42. https://doi.org/10.3917/migra.147.0127.

Hartshorne, J. K., J. B. Tenenbaum, and S. Pinker. 2018. “A Critical Period for Second Language
Acquisition: Evidence from 2/3 Million English Speakers.” Cognition 177: 263-77. https:/
doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.04.007.

Huinink, J., S. Vidal, and S. Kley. 2014. “Individuals’ Openness to Migrate and job Mobility.”
Social Science Research 44: 1-14. https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2013.10.006.

Itzigsohn, J., and S. G. Saucedo. 2002. “Immigrant Incorporation and Sociocultural
Transnationalism.” [International Migration Review 36 (3): 766-98. https:/doi.org/10.
1111/5.1747-7379.2002.tb00104 x.

Ivlevs, A., and R. M. King. 2012. “Family Migration Capital and Migration Intentions.”
Journal of Family and Economic Issues 33 (1): 118-29. https:/doi.org/10.1007/s10834
—011-9269-9.

Karlson, K. B., and A. Holm. 2011. “Decomposing Primary and Secondary Effects: A new
Decomposition Method.” Research in Social Stratification and Mobility 29 (2): 221-37.
https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2010.12.005.

, A.,, R. Holm, and Breen. 2012. “Comparing Regression Coefficients Between
Same-Sample Nested Models Using Logit and Probit: A New Method.” Sociological
Methodology 42 (1): 286-313. https:/doi.org/10.1177/0081175012444861.

Kaufmann, V., M. M. Bergman, and D. Joye. 2004. “Motility: Mobility as Capital.”
International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 28 (4): 745-56. https:/doi.org/10.
1111/5.0309-1317.2004.00549 x.

Kley, S. 2011. “Explaining the Stages of Migration Within a Life-Course Framework.”
European Sociological Review 27 (4): 469-86. https:/doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcq020.

———, and C. Mulder. 2010. “Considering, Planning, and Realizing Migration in Early

Adulthood. The Influence of Life-Course Events and Perceived Opportunities on Leaving
the City in Germany.” Journal of Housing and the Built Environment 25 (1): 73-94.
https:/doi.org/10.1007/s10901-009—-9167-8.

Lég, J., P. Simon, and B. Coulmont. 2022. “La Diversité¢ des Origines et la Mixité des Unions
Progressent au fil des Générations.” Insee Premiére 1910: 1-4.

Levitt, P., and M. C. Waters. 2002. The Changing Face of Home: The Transnational Lives of the
Second Generation. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Mata—Codesal, D. 2015. “Ways of Staying Put in Ecuador: Social and Embodied Experiences of
Mobility—Immobility Interactions.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 41 (14): 2274-90.
https:/doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2015.1053850.

McCollum, D., K. Keenan, and A. Findlay. 2020. “Chapter 14: The Case for a Lifecourse
Perspective on Mobility and Migration Research.” https:/www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/
edcoll/9781788974868/9781788974868.00024.xml

Monti, A. 2020. “Re-emigration of Foreign-Born Residents from Sweden: 1990-2015.”
Population, Space and Place 26 (2): €2285. https:/doi.org/10.1002/psp.2285.

Moret, J. 2020. “Mobility Capital: Somali Migrants’ Trajectories of (im)Mobilities and the

Negotiation of Social Inequalities Across Borders.” Geoforum; Journal of Physical,


https://doi.org/10.3917/migra.147.0127
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.04.007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.04.007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.04.007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747&minus;7379.2002.tb00104.x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747&minus;7379.2002.tb00104.x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747&minus;7379.2002.tb00104.x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10834&minus;011&minus;9269&minus;9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10834&minus;011&minus;9269&minus;9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10834&minus;011&minus;9269&minus;9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2010.12.005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2010.12.005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0081175012444861
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0081175012444861
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0309&minus;1317.2004.00549.x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0309&minus;1317.2004.00549.x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0309&minus;1317.2004.00549.x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcq020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcq020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10901&minus;009&minus;9167&minus;8
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10901&minus;009&minus;9167&minus;8
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2015.1053850
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2015.1053850
https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/edcoll/9781788974868/9781788974868.00024.xml
https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/edcoll/9781788974868/9781788974868.00024.xml
https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/edcoll/9781788974868/9781788974868.00024.xml
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2285
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2285

Brunori et al. 25

Human, and Regional Geosciences 116: 235-42. https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.12.
002.

Paul, A. M. 2011. “Stepwise International Migration: A Multistage Migration Pattern for the
Aspiring Migrant.” American Journal of Sociology 116 (6): 1842-86. https:/doi.org/10.
1086/659641.

2015. “Capital and Mobility in the Stepwise International Migrations of Filipino Migrant
Domestic Workers.” Migration Studies 3 (3): 438-59. mnv014, https:/doi.org/10.1093/
migration/mnv014.

Portes, P. A., and P. R. G. Rumbaut. 2001. Legacies: The Story of the Immigrant Second
Generation. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Ramos, C. 2018. “Onward Migration from Spain to London in Times of Crisis: The Importance
of Life-Course Junctures in Secondary Migrations.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies
44 (11): 1841-57.

Saksela—Bergholm, S., M. Toivanen, and O Wahlbeck. 2019. “Migrant Capital as a Resource for
Migrant Communities.” Social Inclusion 7 (4): 164-70. https:/doi.org/10.17645/s1.v7i4.
2658.

Santelli, E. 2013. “Partir a Londres... Pour Favoriser L’insertion Professionnelle en France.”
Enfances Familles Générations. Revue Interdisciplinaire Sur La Famille Contemporaine 19.

Schewel, K. 2020. “Understanding Immobility: Moving Beyond the Mobility Bias in Migration
Studies.” International Migration Review 54 (2): 328-55. https:/doi.org/10.1177/
0197918319831952.

Shahrokni, S. 2020. Higher Education and Social Mobility in France: Challenges and
Possibilities among Descendants of North African Immigrants. Abingdon: Routledge.

Todaro, M. P. 1969. “A Model of Labor Migration and Urban Unemployment in Less Developed
Countries.” The American Economic Review 59 (1): 138-48.

Vidal, S., and J. Huinink. 2019. “Introduction to the Special Collection on Spatial Mobility,
Family Dynamics, and Gender Relations.” Demographic Research S24 (21): 593-616.
https:/doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2019.41.21.

—, and P. M. Lersch. 2021. “Panel Data in Research on Mobility and Migration: A
Review of Recent Advances.” Comparative Population Studies 46: 187-214. https://doi.
org/10.12765/CPoS-2021-07.


https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.12.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.12.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.12.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1086/659641
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1086/659641
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1086/659641
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1093/migration/mnv014
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1093/migration/mnv014
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1093/migration/mnv014
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17645/si.v7i4.2658
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17645/si.v7i4.2658
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.17645/si.v7i4.2658
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319831952
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319831952
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319831952
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2019.41.21
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2019.41.21
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.12765/CPoS-2021-07
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.12765/CPoS-2021-07

International Migration Review 0(0)

26

(panunuod)

%650 810 +1¥°0 S€0 #LS°0 670 870 ¥1°0 0r0 8€0 0€0 0€0 4004
(s10-)  &1o-)  (10-) &1ro-) (sro-) 1o-) (o) (610-)  (610-) (610-)  (610-)  (610-)
010~ 5750~ TC0—  s6£0— 910~  4€¥0— (AN ¥T0— €00~ 110~ 910~ S1'0— Buydsnng
(zio-) (z1ro-) (zIo-) (zro-) (@ro-) (@o-) (o) (810-) (zI0-) (1o-)  (@®ro-) (810-)
900~ %670~ (AN #T0— 600~  +ST0— To- 170~ 010~ €10~ L10— L10— w311
(zio-) (z1o-)  (zIo-) (o) (@ro-) (o) (o) (610-) (810-) (810-)  (8I0-)  (610-)
01'0— +£T0— pI'o—  +IT0—  TI0— +ITO0- p1'0— 070~ 910~ 910~ 070~ 610~ 0
(3)1qe30ywod “Jou)
uonenlis |eppueuly VA__C._& Pooyp|iyD
(800-) (800-)  (80°0-) (800-) (800-) (800-) (@io-) (11o-)  (11o-) (o)  Gro-) (1o
#CT0~ k| €0—  solTO0~ skl TO— 4ol TO—  3450€°0— 00— 600~ 900~ 90°0— €00~ £00— UBWOAA
(000)  (000) (000) (000)  (000)  (000) (1oo-)  (100-)  (100-) (1oo-)  (oo-)  (100-)
#€00~ b 00~  sb00— 5k €00— sob00— sb00—  %100—  +100—  +100— 400~ %200~ %100~ (pas3uad) 28y
(8z0-) zo-) (vzo-) (szo-) (szo-) (ezo-) (zo-)  (zo-)  (9z0-) (9z0-)  (szo-)  (sTo-)
0T0 81'0— 070 100 wo— 810~ 5kCO'l— 59T 1= 50T 1= s 1= skl Pl — 5 9E7 1 — BIW YD x udsg'|/|
(eg0-)  (g0-) (1€0-) (1g0-)  (ogo-) (og0-)  (v¥o-)  (ob0o-)  (6€0-) #o-)  (6€0-) #0-)
010 L1°0 170 970 wo 970 py0— 10— 150~ 6€0— €70~ €50~ BIW "UD x usdgg
(8e0-) (8g0-)  (L£0-) (6€0-) (8c0-) (zg0-)  (6¥°0-) (5'0-) (5'0-) (8y0-)  (150-)  (6¥°0-)
S50 +€L0 +690 x08'0 850  4SL0 x99 1T~ 5SS TL— 5568 1T~ 5 SETL— 5599 1T~ 510€TL— BIN YD X uad+g
zo-) (zzo-) (1zo-) (1zo-) (ezo-) (zo-)  (szo-)  (szo-)  (bTo-) (€zo-)  zo-)  (eTo-)
STO0  +9€0 070 970 €0 430) #SL0 k680 %4880 w80 €60 k60 uone.3iw pooypjiyd
(z1'o-)  (800-)  (60°0-) (1ro-)  (600-) (800-)  (110-)  (600-)  (60°0-) (10-)  (600-)  (80°0-)
#4990~ #k8E'0~ okl 9°0—  sekCS0—  %CTO0— 4ukE€E0— «¥C0 k0P’ 0 k0P’ 0 $#x6C0 #1kC9 0 #4870 uads /|
(600-) (800-)  (80°0-) (800-) (800-) (00-) (1o (ro-)  (ro-) (rro=)  Gro-) (1o~
sk €0 5k CEQ s C0 «+E€C0 *91°0 000  5k8V 0~ 51890~ 41§90~ $oickCL0™  soikbL' 0~ sorekb6L'0— uadg'g
(600-)  (800-)  (60°0-) (too-) (oo-) (oo-) (seo-)  (e€0-)  (zeo-) (zeo-)  (og0-)  (og0-)
20480 5l TO $1¢0€°0 5 C'0 %910 $£L1'0 89T~ 598 T wkl9T— weedb8T k| 6T se06T— uad +¢
(uaBg you) Juadsap JuEISILIW|
Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Js0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0>
IV ag'dx3 puzBiy seij-ued) sis  Juod v agdx3 -puzBiN soij-uedy s3s Juod

A3jiqowil SNSA9A paemuQ

A3jiqowiul snsaaA uan3ay

*(s|9polN d3eJedag ur) 519G SU0IBIPSY PUE (S]9POIA V) S49PUNOjUOY) o) S

0.3U0)) ‘uone.dil [euoneuIRIU| JO ddUdLIRdXT pooyp|IYyD) puE JUIdSE

JUEJISIWILW| USDMIDG UOIIDEISIU| BY3 UO (PJemuQ ‘uinidy Ajiqoww|) suope.idsy uone.dil Jo uolssausay d1si3o [elwoun|nyy wody sppo-307 *| 24n3l4 1o} |9POlN |IN4 *|V 2lqel

saun3di4 pue s9|qe] Asejuswajdwor — xipuaddy



27

Brunori et al.

(penunuod)

910~ £00— ¥0'0— 100~ wopms
(61'0-) (81'0-) zo-) (1zo-)
1 50— 950~ 00— 60°0— pakojduwiajes
(s1'0-) (s1°0-) (81'0-) F10-)
soikbL 0~ skl L0~ 010— 610~ sioxI0M pajIpisun
(F10-) (F10-) (81'0-) F10-)
k090~ k€90~ 000 600~ SIX{I0M P3YIPAS
(€10-) (€1'0-) (zzo-) (1zo-)
*8T0— #+EE€0— 810 600 suonpdna20 1DIpaLLIRIY)
(sjeuoissajoud
pue suaSeuew °joJ) ssepd [BID0S
(e+'0-) (£€0-) (zzo-) >1zo-)
+1L°0 +£6°0 910~ S1'0— VN
(810-) (z10-) (z1o-) (z1o-)
##S°0 xk99°0 5 0Y 0~ +8C0— Y3IH
(£10-) (91°0-) (€10-) (€1'0-)
+LE€0 +8€°0 80°0— L00— wnipayy
(Mo
chV juswiurelje |euolyesnps umvr_M_I
(010-) (o10-)  (o10-) (o1o-) (oro-) (oro-) (o) (z10o-)  (810-) (810-)  (8I'0-)  (810-)
+610—  SI'0—  +£10— SI'0—  4€T0—  910— 010~ 110~ (AN 10— 10— 10— 108U :A|1wey pooypliyD
(1eo-)  eo-)  (zeo-) (se0-) (eg0o-) (beo-)  (6zo-)  (8zo-)  (Lzo-) (8z0-)  (Lzo-)  (Lzo-)
Yro—  L£0— L¥0— y0—  SH0—  SYO— 70— A ST0— 80— 0£0— 670— YN
(£10-)  (£1ro-)  (910-) (91ro-) «ro-) Gro-) (ezo-) (zo-) (1zo-) (1zo-)  (ozo-)  (ozo-)
V0~  sbE€0—  45€0— #L€0—  sxl¥’0— 480~ ¥0°0 £0°0 €00~ £00— 500~ ¥0'0— 1araN
(1zo-)  (1z0-) (zo-) (zo-) (zo-) (@o-) (9g0-) (9g0-)  (9€0-) (9g0-)  (9g0-)  (9g0-)
Wo—-  Wo- 010— W00 910- 000 650 +9°0 95°0 850 +65°0 +65°0 Appany
(uayo Jau) 2dUB|OIA A[1Wey pooyp|iyD
(£50-)  (es0-)  (950-) (€s0-) (850-) (es0-)  (ev0-)  (eb0-)  (b¥'0-) (s¥0-)  (ev0-)  (bb0-)
1S0—  9L0— 650~ €£0— 890~  SLO0—  #O01— wSI'l—  £160— 660~ 01—  £101— VN
(8z0-) (6T0-)  (£z0-) (tzo-) (8ro-) (8zo-) (e90-)  90-)  (190-) (190-)  (@o-)  (190-)
Js0> J20> Ja0> Js0> Js0> 420> 420> Js0> Jo0> Js0> Jo0> Js0>
I cadedx3 puzBi saip-uedy s3s  Juod v agedx3 -puzBiy saijueay s3s ‘Juod
A3iqowwl snsaaA piemuQ A31iqowiwul snsaaA uanjay

‘panunuo) *|V SjqeL



(penunuod)

S
S
(suou
W ‘Ja4) pooyanpe ul suoneagiw (4aying)
B (s1'0-) #10-) (1zo-) (zzo-)
x 1520 w80 #:98°0 +£
S (010-) (600-) (010-) (010-)
B #k G0 #6790 #6:9b°0 g z
5o (] "yo4) se3en3ue| umjods
= (61°0-) (21°0-) (1zo-)
— Wy 0— 870~ #4980 peo.qe Auiadoud sumQ
S (s1'0-) 1'0-) (s1'0-)
8 170 +97°0 90°0 Ppo4qD ui0q JauLIDg
S (ro-) (o10-) (1zo-)
ar.v 0_0| _ _OI N_OI mu:Ugm ul _ton .Bctcm
m (4auaued ou “jou) AdAneu s Uy
= (ev0-) (150-) (9£0-)
SI'0 S50 1¥°0 ppoiqp Buinlj 4auring
(8T°0-) (£To-) (61'0-)
810 o 170 PD0JqD 3A] BLi0S
(11o-) (010-) (s10-)
*ST0— 4 GE0— 800 oupi4 Ul [y
(sseipiy>
*Ja.) @duapisaJ jo ade|d s,ualpliyd
(€10-) (€10-) (60'0-) (60'0-)
L1°0 +ST°0 ¥0'0— 100~
(€6'0-) (vL0-) (£90-) (1570-)
6¥0 850 1€0— 100~ YN
(zr0-) (8€'0-) (£€0-) (s€'0-)
8y'0— b 0— £10— £€0— pakojdwaun
#0-) (8€'0-) (€0-) (¥€0-)
skl 91— 681 — 40— 6£0— aADU|
¥T0o-) ¥T0o-) (sz0-) (€z0-)
Js0> Jo0> Ja0> Js0> Jo0> 420> 420> Js0> Jo0> Ja0> Ja0> Js0>
I cad'dx3 puzBi soip-uedy sis  Juod v agedx3 -puzBiy saijueay sas ‘Juod

A3iqowiwl snsaaA piemuQ

£A311qowiwl snsaaA uanjay

28

‘panunUO) *|V SjqeL



29

Brunori et al.

“(0207—610€ ‘FISNI-AANI) TO>L 324105

100> Fsx 10>k ‘S0>04 1'>d +
‘sasayauaJed u| SUOLID pJaepuelg 910N

YESTL  PESTT YESTT VESTL  HESTL  PESTT pESTT pESTT pESTT pESTT YESTT YESTT SuoneAIRsqO
(¥e0-)  (8ro-)  (zeo-) (ozo-) (zo-) (ozo-) (e90-)  (ss0-)  (Lzo-) (tzo-)  (og0-)  (9T0-)
000 €0 600 %x99°0 %890 +£59°0 +80°| — PLO— s 1= 5560~ %0L'0—  sx€6'0— jueasuo)
(6¥'0-)  (950-) ¥60-)  (00°1-)
50 L¥0 650 790 YN
(1zo-)  (1zo-) (zs0-)  (050-)
000  100— ¥9°0— 99°0— JEYEN]
(zzo-) (zzo-) (0s0-)  (6¥°0-)
9€°0 %150 yT0— 00— sawaWos
(uayo
‘JoJ) saedk g Ise| dY3 Ul UONEBUIWILIISI]
(600-)  (80°0-) (e10-)  (g10-)
€00~  100— 200 €00 diys.iaumoawo
(1ro-) (zgo-) (ev0-)  (ep0-)
$k00'C 50k G87| 670 €70 VN
(eg0-)  (gg0-) (1g0-)  (gg0-)
#x68°0 050 4 E—y 2a.3psip AiSuons
(610-) (810-) (810-)  (810-)
eS80 4950 160 4001060 22.3s1q
(600-)  (600-) (1'0-) (1'0-)
skl 90 50CS0 sk G°0 31¢09°0 2218y
(90.8e
AjBuouas “Jou) ddue.4 Ul BWOY B S|934
(11o-) (1ro-) (010-) (010-)
00— 200 wCE0 P €0 sdiysuaznp ajdnnjy
(£T0-) ¥z 0-) (0z0-) (61'0-)
w9 | 9T | 670 +L£°0 +Z
(£10-) (910-) (s10-) F10-)
#+09°0 skl L0 90°0 600 I
Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> Jo0> Ja0> Jo0> Ja0> Ja0> Ja0> pCls} Jo0>
v cad'dx3 puzBi soip-ued) sis  Juod v agedx3 -puzBiy saijueay sas ‘Juod

A3iqowiwl snsaaA piemuQ

Ayjiqowiwl SnsA3A uanjay

‘panupuod *|1y 3lqeL



	 Introduction
	 Background
	 Migration Aspirations
	 Three Perspectives Linking Early Migration Experiences with Migration Aspirations
	 The Migration Capital Framework: Migration as a Self-reinforcing Process
	 Immobility Aspirations
	 Migration as an “Exit” Strategy


	 Hypotheses
	 Data, Variables, and Methods
	 Data
	 Variables
	 Mediators

	 Methods

	 Results
	 Discussion
	 Notes
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


