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Heterogeneous Effect of Migration on Fertility
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Abstract: With the counter — factual causal inference framework this paper employs propensity—
score matching method to explore the heterogeneous effects of migration on the fertility level of
different orientationfloating populationin China from rural or urban or from different province u-
sing data from the 2000 census. Furthermore hierarchical linear model and the matching data in
first step are used to discuss the effect of provincial fertility policy on the provincial — level het—
erogeneous effects of migration on the fertility level. The consistentresults from the propensity
score matching methods demonstrate that migration lead to reduce fertility though the effect size
are heterogeneous. HLM shows that there is positive correlation between provincial - level fertil-
ity policy and the treatment effect of migration: the higher the provincial policy fertility rate the
larger and more significant the fertility of migrants decreases after migration vice versa. And the
provincial — level fertility policy plays different roles in the reduction of lifetime fertility( chil—
dren ever born) and period fertility( births in the year proceeding thecensus) due to migration.

Out provincial fertility policy have significant effect on lifetime fertility but it does not work on
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the period fertility. So the life course isbetter to be considered on the relationship especially the
time sequence between migration and fertility.
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