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Descriptive Statistics and Experimental Protocol

This Appendix section provides further descriptive information about the subjects and

experimental protocols within this study. Table A1 provides descriptive information about

subjects in each of the four country subject pools.

Figure A1 illustrates the young age skew to the subject pool. Figure A2 suggests a

slight female bias in the subject pool (except for India where we observe a slight male

bias). Figure A3 shows the self-placement of subjects along a left-right political spectrum.

The UK subject pool is slightly skewed to the left, the one in India to the right. Figure

A4 shows the distribution of subjects’ interest in emigrating, with similar patterns for

each country. Figure A5 displays the distributions of subjects’ self-reported likelihood of

emigrating. China exhibits a slightly lower density of subjects reporting a high likelihood

compared to other pools, but overall these distributions appear similar.

Table A2 presents the results of T-tests of the difference in subjects’ favourability

between immigration destinations, for each country subject pool separately.

Table A3 reports the proportion of times each conjoint attribute was displayed to

subjects in the pool. Overall these results show that the randomisation of attributes worked
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as intended. Figures A6–A8 are example screenshots from the three separate immigration

conjoint experiments.

table A1 Summary of Subject Demographics

Country Variable Mean SD Min. Max. N

Chile
Age 23.14 3.97 19 53 214

Ideology 4.41 1.89 0 10 214
Favourability: Australia 7.61 1.42 3 9 214

Favourability: UK/Canada 6.31 1.82 3 9 214
Favourability: U.S.A. 6.54 1.88 3 10 214
Interest in emigrating 5.98 1.12 1 7 214

Likelihood of emigrating 4.72 1.85 1 7 214
Female 0.56 0.5 0 1 214

China
Age 22.28 5.48 19 49 303

Ideology 5.4 1.3 0 9 226
Favourability: Australia 6.24 1.54 3 10 303

Favourability: UK/Canada 6.19 1.22 3 9 303
Favourability: U.S.A. 6.52 1.35 3 9 303
Interest in emigrating 5.77 1.37 1 7 303

Likelihood of emigrating 3.84 1.8 1 7 303
Female 0.62 0.49 0 1 303

India
Age 22.97 7.31 19 64 229

Ideology 6.13 2.3 0 10 229
Favourability: Australia 5.27 1.28 1 7 228

Favourability: UK/Canada 5.35 1.35 1 7 228
Favourability: U.S.A. 5.33 1.52 1 7 229
Interest in emigrating 5.87 1.25 1 7 229

Likelihood of emigrating 5.35 1.44 2 7 227
Female 0.45 0.5 0 1 229

Uk
Age 25.81 8.58 19 68 196

Ideology 4.1 1.84 0 8 196
Favourability: Australia 5.18 1.25 1 7 196

Favourability: UK/Canada 5.6 1.27 1 7 196
Favourability: U.S.A. 4.61 1.65 1 7 196
Interest in emigrating 5.48 1.48 1 7 195

Likelihood of emigrating 4.91 1.76 2 7 195
Female 0.56 0.5 0 1 196
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Figure A1. Age Distribution of Subject Pools
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Figure A2. Gender Distribution of Subject Pools
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Figure A3. Ideology Distribution of Subject Pools
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Figure A4. Distribution of Subjects’ Interest in Emigrating
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Figure A5. Distribution of Subjects’ Likelihood of Emigrating
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table A2 T-tests of differences in favourability between countries

Pair Chile China India U.K.

Australia - U.K. (Canada) 1.294 0.046 -0.079 -0.413
(p = 0) (p = 0.317) (p = 0.117) (p = 0)

Australia - U.S.A. 1.065 -0.287 -0.064 0.571
(p = 0) (p = 0) (p = 0.231) (p = 0)

U.S.A. - U.K. (Canada) 0.229 0.333 -0.015 -0.985
(p = 0.002) (p = 0) (p = 0.791) (p = 0)

table A3 Summary of Conjoint Attribute Randomisation

Conjoint attribute variable Mean SD Min. Max. N

Basic hourly minimum wage 0.32 0.47 0 1 5504
Generous guaranteed monthly family allowance 0.34 0.47 0 1 5751
No state minimum wage or income support 0.34 0.47 0 1 5701

Annual GDP Growth of 2% 0.33 0.47 0 1 5620
Annual GDP Growth of 4% 0.34 0.47 0 1 5684
Annual GDP Growth of 6% 0.33 0.47 0 1 5652

Service salaries: 50th Percentile 0.33 0.47 0 1 5649
Service salaries: 70th Percentile 0.34 0.47 0 1 5747
Service salaries: 90th Percentile 0.33 0.47 0 1 5560
Change in visa processing centres 0.22 0.41 0 1 3692
Implementation of point-system 0.22 0.42 0 1 3776

Restriction on Muslim immigration/tourist visas 0.11 0.31 0 1 1891
Deportation of all illegal immigrants 0.11 0.32 0 1 1945

Australia 0.11 0.31 0 1 1892
Canada 0.02 0.15 0 1 392
U.S.A. 0.11 0.32 0 1 1915
U.K. 0.09 0.28 0 1 1453

Ranking of universities: 40th Percentile 0.33 0.47 0 1 5680
Ranking of universities: 60th Percentile 0.34 0.47 0 1 5685
Ranking of universities: 90th Percentile 0.33 0.47 0 1 5591
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Figure A6. Screenshot from conjoint treatment 1
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Figure A7. Screenshot conjoint treatment 2
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Figure A8. Screenshot conjoint treatment 3
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Additional models

This section provides additional model results by country and pooling across countries

(Tables A4-A8), AMCE estimates for the main results (Figure A9), and results by subject

ability (Tables A9–A12 and FigureA10), gender (Tables A13–A16), age (Tables A17–A19),

and those most likely to emigrate (Tables A20–A22).
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table A4 Chile only results

Treatment

(1) (2) (3)

Generous family allowance 0.374∗∗ 0.507∗∗∗ 0.476∗∗∗
(0.149) (0.150) (0.158)

No minimum wage or income support −0.710∗∗∗ −0.676∗∗∗ −0.590∗∗∗
(0.147) (0.142) (0.146)

GDP 2 percent −0.352∗∗ −0.511∗∗∗ −0.528∗∗∗
(0.151) (0.141) (0.156)

GDP 6 percent 0.275∗ 0.277∗ 0.196
(0.141) (0.149) (0.154)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.147 −0.492∗∗∗ −0.362∗∗
(0.145) (0.152) (0.150)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.068 −0.071 0.254∗
(0.143) (0.155) (0.150)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.448∗∗∗
(0.156)

Point-system visa 0.376∗∗∗ 0.194
(0.140) (0.145)

Muslim Ban −0.530∗∗∗
(0.149)

U.S.A −0.821∗∗∗
(0.145)

U.K. −0.232∗
(0.132)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.162 −0.233 −0.348∗∗
(0.146) (0.152) (0.150)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.185 0.176 0.047
(0.158) (0.159) (0.141)

Constant 0.198 0.441∗∗ 0.652∗∗∗
(0.195) (0.190) (0.186)

Observations 1,284 1,284 1,284
Log Likelihood −828.891 −823.483 −816.630
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,679.781 1,668.967 1,655.261

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A5 China only results

Model

(1) (2) (3)

Generous family allowance 0.379∗∗∗ 0.354∗∗∗ 0.330∗∗∗
(0.135) (0.132) (0.125)

No minimum wage or income support −0.316∗∗ −0.696∗∗∗ −0.625∗∗∗
(0.130) (0.128) (0.121)

GDP 2 percent −0.438∗∗∗ −0.487∗∗∗ −0.551∗∗∗
(0.119) (0.124) (0.127)

GDP 6 percent 0.306∗∗ 0.051 0.262∗∗
(0.119) (0.126) (0.116)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.576∗∗∗ −0.510∗∗∗ −0.491∗∗∗
(0.125) (0.124) (0.127)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.526∗∗∗ 0.689∗∗∗ 0.649∗∗∗
(0.130) (0.127) (0.133)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.049
(0.128)

Point-system visa 0.017 0.412∗∗∗
(0.121) (0.127)

Muslim Ban −0.314∗∗
(0.123)

U.S.A 0.139
(0.134)

U.K. 0.361∗∗∗
(0.128)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.804∗∗∗ −0.588∗∗∗ −0.540∗∗∗
(0.125) (0.116) (0.125)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.740∗∗∗ 0.838∗∗∗ 0.801∗∗∗
(0.120) (0.131) (0.124)

Constant 0.159 0.040 −0.147
(0.148) (0.168) (0.166)

Observations 1,818 1,818 1,818
Log Likelihood −1,106.039 −1,111.614 −1,111.285
Akaike Inf. Crit. 2,234.078 2,245.228 2,244.570

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A6 India only results

Treatment

(1) (2) (3)

Generous family allowance 0.285∗∗ 0.217 0.113
(0.124) (0.139) (0.131)

No minimum wage or income support −0.404∗∗∗ −0.219 −0.425∗∗∗
(0.130) (0.141) (0.140)

GDP 2 percent −0.019 −0.320∗∗ −0.264∗
(0.143) (0.139) (0.143)

GDP 6 percent 0.399∗∗∗ 0.370∗∗∗ 0.427∗∗∗
(0.145) (0.133) (0.142)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.071 −0.419∗∗∗ −0.143
(0.131) (0.149) (0.133)

Service salaries 90th pc −0.021 −0.075 0.028
(0.131) (0.147) (0.126)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.220
(0.146)

Point-system visa 0.148 −0.017
(0.134) (0.133)

Muslim Ban −0.291∗∗
(0.144)

U.S.A 0.031
(0.143)

U.K. −0.032
(0.143)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.132 −0.071 −0.059
(0.141) (0.141) (0.141)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.172 0.300∗∗ 0.206
(0.146) (0.143) (0.132)

Constant −0.026 0.145 0.041
(0.182) (0.176) (0.184)

Observations 1,374 1,374 1,374
Log Likelihood −924.794 −923.602 −927.437
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,871.589 1,869.205 1,876.873

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A7 UK only results

Treatment

(1) (2) (3)

Generous family allowance 0.778∗∗∗ 0.553∗∗∗ 0.568∗∗∗
(0.150) (0.159) (0.138)

No minimum wage or income support −0.613∗∗∗ −0.509∗∗∗ −0.511∗∗∗
(0.168) (0.157) (0.153)

GDP 2 percent −0.233 −0.368∗∗ −0.313∗∗
(0.155) (0.152) (0.149)

GDP 6 percent 0.312∗∗ 0.475∗∗∗ 0.371∗∗
(0.154) (0.157) (0.146)

Service salaries 50th pc 0.088 −0.131 −0.165
(0.159) (0.147) (0.159)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.504∗∗∗ 0.335∗∗ 0.236
(0.159) (0.151) (0.149)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.660∗∗∗
(0.174)

Point-system visa 0.114 0.334∗∗
(0.151) (0.168)

Muslim Ban −0.771∗∗∗
(0.161)

Canada 0.289∗
(0.149)

U.S.A. −0.338∗
(0.174)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.135 −0.421∗∗∗ −0.395∗∗
(0.149) (0.153) (0.164)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.462∗∗∗ 0.128 0.179
(0.151) (0.157) (0.156)

Constant −0.157 0.113 0.038
(0.195) (0.190) (0.186)

Observations 1,176 1,176 1,176
Log Likelihood −737.745 −745.252 −761.972
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,497.490 1,512.504 1,545.944

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A8 Pooled results

Model

(1) (2) (3)

Generous family allowance 0.432∗∗∗ 0.397∗∗∗ 0.354∗∗∗
(0.068) (0.071) (0.067)

No minimum wage or income support −0.473∗∗∗ −0.514∗∗∗ −0.545∗∗∗
(0.070) (0.070) (0.069)

GDP 2 percent −0.269∗∗∗ −0.397∗∗∗ −0.401∗∗∗
(0.069) (0.068) (0.070)

GDP 6 percent 0.311∗∗∗ 0.282∗∗∗ 0.314∗∗∗
(0.068) (0.069) (0.068)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.202∗∗∗ −0.391∗∗∗ −0.294∗∗∗
(0.069) (0.070) (0.070)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.274∗∗∗ 0.234∗∗∗ 0.308∗∗∗
(0.069) (0.071) (0.068)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.320∗∗∗
(0.074)

Point-system visa 0.142∗∗ 0.211∗∗∗
(0.067) (0.070)

Muslim Ban −0.444∗∗∗
(0.070)

Canada 0.349∗∗∗
(0.134)

U.S.A −0.210∗∗∗
(0.073)

U.K. 0.041
(0.075)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.366∗∗∗ −0.346∗∗∗ −0.341∗∗∗
(0.069) (0.069) (0.071)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.393∗∗∗ 0.369∗∗∗ 0.349∗∗∗
(0.070) (0.073) (0.068)

Chile −0.010 −0.001 0.106∗
(0.026) (0.027) (0.056)

China −0.022 0.005 0.069
(0.024) (0.024) (0.055)

India −0.016 −0.029 0.078
(0.026) (0.027) (0.055)

Constant 0.080 0.180∗∗ 0.058
(0.090) (0.092) (0.096)

Observations 5,652 5,652 5,652
Log Likelihood −3,669.929 −3,665.671 −3,676.422
Akaike Inf. Crit. 7,367.858 7,359.342 7,382.844

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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Figure A9. Average marginal component effect (AMCE) estimates for immigration and country
attributes across the four student subject pools. 95% confidence intervals are shown for each
estimate (clustered by subject).
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Figure A10. Conjoint Results by Ability Level (RET > Mean)
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G
D
P
6
percent

0.340 ∗
0.550 ∗∗

0.234
0.667 ∗∗∗

0.524 ∗∗∗
0.292

(0.185)
(0.242)

(0.176)
(0.209)

(0.178)
(0.233)

Service
salaries50th

pc
−0.078

−0.148
−0.458 ∗∗

−0.403 ∗
−0.149

−0.098
(0.164)

(0.212)
(0.195)

(0.239)
(0.165)

(0.213)
Service

salaries90th
pc

0.083
−0.197

−0.004
−0.147

−0.023
0.136

(0.164)
(0.215)

(0.194)
(0.247)

(0.164)
(0.207)

D
eportation

ofallillegalim
m
igrants

−0.106
−0.428 ∗

(0.198)
(0.233)

Point-system
visa

0.126
0.221

−0.207
0.151

(0.160)
(0.234)

(0.180)
(0.204)

M
uslim

B
an

−0.008
−0.664 ∗∗∗

(0.190)
(0.224)

U
.S.A

.
0.050

−0.010
(0.185)

(0.233)
U
.K
.

−0.047
−0.030

(0.201)
(0.203)

U
niversity

R
anking

40th
pc

−0.031
−0.229

−0.244
0.125

0.010
−0.090

(0.196)
(0.209)

(0.173)
(0.250)

(0.183)
(0.229)

U
niversity

R
anking

90th
pc

0.403 ∗∗
−0.010

0.384 ∗∗
0.127

0.042
0.455 ∗∗

(0.204)
(0.210)

(0.192)
(0.226)

(0.174)
(0.205)

Likelihood
ofem

igrating
0.006

−0.030
0.021 ∗

−0.009
−0.004

−0.030 ∗
(0.010)

(0.021)
(0.012)

(0.024)
(0.010)

(0.016)
C
onstant

−0.363
0.502 ∗

0.242
−0.026

0.006
0.194

(0.231)
(0.305)

(0.255)
(0.261)

(0.251)
(0.305)

O
bservations

762
600

762
600

762
600

Log
Likelihood

−518.068
−388.784

−512.359
−388.263

−518.168
−393.254

A
kaike

Inf.C
rit.

1,060.136
801.569

1,048.719
800.525

1,060.336
810.509

Note:
∗p
<
0.1; ∗∗p

<
0.05; ∗∗∗p

<
0.01

Standard
errorsclustered

by
subject.
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table A17 Full logistic regression results on pooled sample, by age cohort (immigration
treatment 1)

Immigration Treatment 1
Younger Older

Generous family allowance 0.411∗∗∗ 0.519∗∗∗
(0.075) (0.163)

No minimum wage or income support −0.506∗∗∗ −0.333∗
(0.076) (0.180)

GDP 2 percent −0.275∗∗∗ −0.253
(0.075) (0.186)

GDP 6 percent 0.314∗∗∗ 0.306∗
(0.074) (0.176)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.267∗∗∗ 0.136
(0.075) (0.177)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.250∗∗∗ 0.387∗∗
(0.077) (0.159)

Point-system visa 0.132∗ 0.214
(0.073) (0.178)

Muslim Ban −0.447∗∗∗ −0.422∗∗
(0.077) (0.173)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.389∗∗∗ −0.249
(0.075) (0.186)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.435∗∗∗ 0.166
(0.076) (0.181)

Chile −0.007 −0.035
(0.033) (0.047)

China −0.029 0.005
(0.030) (0.058)

India −0.024 0.011
(0.033) (0.051)

Constant 0.132 −0.159
(0.100) (0.221)

Observations 4,758 894
Log Likelihood −3,074.682 −589.690
Akaike Inf. Crit. 6,177.363 1,207.381

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A18 Full logistic regression results on pooled sample, by age cohort (immigration
treatment 2)

Immigration Treatment 2
Younger Older

Generous family allowance 0.422∗∗∗ 0.281
(0.078) (0.177)

No minimum wage or income support −0.542∗∗∗ −0.348∗
(0.074) (0.199)

GDP 2 percent −0.450∗∗∗ −0.152
(0.076) (0.160)

GDP 6 percent 0.265∗∗∗ 0.372∗∗
(0.076) (0.171)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.465∗∗∗ −0.014
(0.077) (0.163)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.199∗∗ 0.394∗∗
(0.079) (0.172)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.321∗∗∗ −0.350∗
(0.080) (0.190)

Point-system visa 0.199∗∗∗ 0.252
(0.077) (0.170)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.408∗∗∗ −0.047
(0.076) (0.151)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.361∗∗∗ 0.408∗∗
(0.079) (0.185)

Chile −0.019 0.013
(0.033) (0.048)

China −0.005 −0.012
(0.029) (0.047)

India −0.041 −0.002
(0.033) (0.051)

Constant 0.282∗∗∗ −0.259
(0.102) (0.226)

Observations 4,758 894
Log Likelihood −3,063.235 −594.463
Akaike Inf. Crit. 6,154.471 1,216.925

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A19 Full logistic regression results on pooled sample, by age cohort (immigration
treatment 3)

Immigration Treatment 3
Younger Older

Generous family allowance 0.329∗∗∗ 0.483∗∗∗
(0.073) (0.182)

No minimum wage or income support −0.568∗∗∗ −0.464∗∗∗
(0.075) (0.172)

GDP 2 percent −0.376∗∗∗ −0.552∗∗∗
(0.079) (0.154)

GDP 6 percent 0.305∗∗∗ 0.379∗∗
(0.074) (0.166)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.307∗∗∗ −0.239
(0.076) (0.185)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.359∗∗∗ 0.066
(0.074) (0.175)

Canada 0.320∗∗ 0.355
(0.161) (0.248)

U.S.A −0.150∗ −0.494∗∗∗
(0.080) (0.187)

U.K. 0.053 0.025
(0.080) (0.229)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.289∗∗∗ −0.605∗∗∗
(0.076) (0.190)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.432∗∗∗ −0.078
(0.074) (0.170)

Chile 0.046 0.189
(0.062) (0.130)

China 0.011 0.242∗
(0.061) (0.142)

India 0.017 0.220∗
(0.061) (0.130)

Constant 0.042 0.308
(0.107) (0.225)

Observations 4,758 894
Log Likelihood −3,091.884 −574.473
Akaike Inf. Crit. 6,213.768 1,178.947

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A20 Full logistic regression results, on only those subjects likely to emigrate (immigration
treatment 1)

Immigration Treatment 1
Chile China India UK

Generous family allowance 0.368∗∗ 0.276 0.299∗∗ 0.766∗∗∗
(0.176) (0.182) (0.134) (0.175)

No minimum wage or income support −0.796∗∗∗ −0.269 −0.299∗∗ −0.529∗∗∗
(0.174) (0.183) (0.141) (0.192)

GDP 2 percent −0.415∗∗ −0.444∗∗∗ −0.062 −0.206
(0.173) (0.162) (0.155) (0.180)

GDP 6 percent 0.188 0.318∗ 0.325∗∗ 0.324∗
(0.167) (0.169) (0.157) (0.181)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.130 −0.390∗∗ −0.103 −0.044
(0.170) (0.167) (0.142) (0.182)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.086 0.461∗∗∗ −0.100 0.444∗∗
(0.170) (0.179) (0.144) (0.183)

Point-system visa 0.401∗∗ −0.128 0.152 0.144
(0.166) (0.156) (0.147) (0.178)

Muslim Ban −0.638∗∗∗ −0.393∗∗ −0.287∗ −0.806∗∗∗
(0.169) (0.168) (0.158) (0.191)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.248 −0.924∗∗∗ −0.161 −0.095
(0.172) (0.167) (0.156) (0.176)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.079 0.720∗∗∗ 0.195 0.635∗∗∗
(0.184) (0.159) (0.156) (0.181)

Constant 0.365 0.259 0.003 −0.207
(0.226) (0.207) (0.199) (0.240)

Observations 954 1,002 1,200 870
Log Likelihood −609.731 −614.942 −810.289 −545.917
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,241.462 1,251.885 1,642.578 1,113.835

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A21 Full logistic regression results, on only those subjects likely to emigrate (immigration
treatment 2)

Immigration Treatment 2
Chile China India UK

Generous family allowance 0.485∗∗∗ 0.139 0.161 0.629∗∗∗
(0.173) (0.183) (0.146) (0.178)

No minimum wage or income support −0.673∗∗∗ −0.624∗∗∗ −0.261∗ −0.407∗∗
(0.162) (0.170) (0.150) (0.186)

GDP 2 percent −0.410∗∗ −0.590∗∗∗ −0.343∗∗ −0.371∗∗
(0.164) (0.162) (0.148) (0.178)

GDP 6 percent 0.344∗∗ −0.128 0.383∗∗∗ 0.666∗∗∗
(0.173) (0.171) (0.146) (0.186)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.507∗∗∗ −0.206 −0.354∗∗ −0.198
(0.170) (0.158) (0.159) (0.181)

Service salaries 90th pc −0.225 0.789∗∗∗ 0.031 0.323∗
(0.172) (0.176) (0.157) (0.178)

Deportation of all illegal immigrants −0.612∗∗∗ −0.134 −0.270∗ −0.665∗∗∗
(0.179) (0.168) (0.153) (0.202)

Point-system visa 0.075 0.347∗∗ −0.115 0.308
(0.168) (0.160) (0.141) (0.199)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.104 −0.440∗∗∗ −0.115 −0.309∗
(0.173) (0.151) (0.153) (0.181)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.145 0.847∗∗∗ 0.323∗∗ 0.164
(0.179) (0.180) (0.155) (0.185)

Constant 0.503∗∗ 0.032 0.185 0.001
(0.206) (0.237) (0.195) (0.224)

Observations 954 1,002 1,200 870
Log Likelihood −612.337 −626.516 −804.975 −547.885
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,246.674 1,275.031 1,631.950 1,117.769

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.
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table A22 Full logistic regression results, on only those subjects likely to emigrate (immigration
treatment 3)

Immigration Treatment 3
Chile China India UK

Generous family allowance 0.448∗∗ 0.225 0.121 0.491∗∗∗
(0.190) (0.163) (0.139) (0.169)

No minimum wage or income support −0.632∗∗∗ −0.732∗∗∗ −0.324∗∗ −0.532∗∗∗
(0.161) (0.154) (0.150) (0.181)

GDP 2 percent −0.553∗∗∗ −0.497∗∗∗ −0.293∗ −0.227
(0.183) (0.178) (0.153) (0.163)

GDP 6 percent 0.220 0.247 0.449∗∗∗ 0.322∗∗
(0.178) (0.153) (0.148) (0.164)

Service salaries 50th pc −0.255 −0.315∗ −0.052 −0.062
(0.172) (0.176) (0.145) (0.188)

Service salaries 90th pc 0.406∗∗ 0.712∗∗∗ 0.039 0.250
(0.169) (0.181) (0.133) (0.175)

Canada 0.455∗∗
(0.178)

U.S.A −0.964∗∗∗ 0.104 0.126 −0.274
(0.172) (0.185) (0.150) (0.199)

U.K. −0.308∗∗ 0.357∗∗ 0.010
(0.143) (0.165) (0.154)

University Ranking 40th pc −0.266 −0.435∗∗∗ −0.060 −0.342∗
(0.181) (0.167) (0.151) (0.186)

University Ranking 90th pc 0.014 0.859∗∗∗ 0.220 0.166
(0.163) (0.163) (0.139) (0.170)

Constant 0.657∗∗∗ −0.213 −0.084 −0.060
(0.219) (0.234) (0.195) (0.215)

Observations 954 1,002 1,200 870
Log Likelihood −599.598 −617.476 −810.573 −567.889
Akaike Inf. Crit. 1,221.195 1,256.952 1,643.147 1,157.777

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
Standard errors clustered by subject.


