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Abstract

This study examines regional disparities in youth employment by analyzing variations in labor-market outcomes across
residence-based regional types. Using Internal Migration Statistics and the Local Area Labor Force Survey, the study
identifies spatial clusters of youth in-migration and out-migration across 229 si/gun/qu through Local Indicators of Spatial
Association (LISA) and integrates these clusters with metropolitan status to establish comparison groups. Propensity
Score Matching (PSM) is then applied to construct comparable samples and to assess the impact of residing in different
regional types on employment outcomes. Young residents of in-migration clusters exhibit higher employment probabilities,
lower unemployment probabilities, and higher average wages, whereas those residing in out-migration regions encounter
comparatively fewer opportunities and lower remuneration. These disparities persist even after controlling for observed
covariates and are most pronounced among the youth, with no comparable patterns found among older age groups. The
findings suggest that local labor-market conditions influence youth outcomes more strongly than individual characteristics
and that young people systematically respond to spatial inequalities through interregional mobility. Policy efforts should
focus on reducing regional disparities through spatially responsive labor-market interventions and regional economic
restructuring, rather than relying solely on age-specific measures.
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Table 1. Previous studies on youth employment
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a2 thre] gt F2 9 ol ek Ehe AdE a9l

Category Author Main contents
Lewis (1954) Migration is driven by income differentials between regions, with population moving from low-
Todaro (1969) income to high-income areas.
Borjas (1995) Labor market imbalances drive regional migration and income inequality.
Kang (2016) Youth migration concentrates in regions with higher expected wages and employment rates.
Hong & Yoo (2012)  Economic benefits such as employment and income are decisive factors in migration
Lee & Kim (2015)  decisions.
Factors of Lee & Lee (2016),  Migration patterns vary by age: those in their 20s prioritize quality jobs, while those in their
inter-regional  Lee (2018) 30s and beyond prefer better housing and cultural infrastructure.
migration . - - - - .
amongyouth  Lee (2010) Migration increases with younger age and higher education, driven by regional expected
benefits.
Min (2022) Regional distribution of quality jobs promotes youth inflow, particularly among those aged 25-29.
Kwon & Ma (2012)  University location is closely associated with graduates' employment destination.
Kim (2019)
Park & Kim (2020)  Regional attractiveness factors including housing costs, living conditions, educational
Kwon & Ma (2012)  opportunities, and amenities influence youth inflow.
Eom et al. (2018)
Song & Choi (2016) Agglorr]eran_o_n in metropolitan areas boosts productivity, creating intra-industry regional
wage disparities.
Harris & Todaro Ex di diff ial R TIAL d cisiroi Rl TGS FigisE
(1970) pected income differentials are the key factor determining interregional labor migration.
Youth Moon & Hong Metropolitan youth earn approximately 6 5% higher wages than non-metropolitan
en’:jployment (2017) counterparts.
and wage
disparitiges Kim & Kim (2022)  Wage disparities persist, with non-metropolitan penalties exceeding metropolitan premiums.
Park & Lee (2013) Reglqnal employment disparities are intensifying, particularly in terms of job quality and
security.
Gil (2022) Qualitative disparities in youth employment and industrial concentration of employment are

notable.
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TE 7IECR AR FARE FAEE FATOEHA olTt
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A 4= o, Hl#= o] d(unobserved heterogeneity)
of 2 Hol= o] A 3] A& 4= JtHRosenbaum and Rubin,
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o}, & 97 E3 olfdt HE ABsto], o8 71sd THE F
o] -8/ ao] Gk vl 7ol Ye Be HE
3 st RS 7489t o1& 3 PSMO F2 714
% sl 2707 5P4 79 5 7Fe A EolatAt st

118 "==A1=, Me0d Mi6= (2025)

HH, A= 2R 2 = F4s1eeH, 224 A
714ke] dofj¥d wfH(nearest neighbor 1:1 matching)& 28
stoictk. wfd & FHRe] +3 ufjF o AAAE B ¢
8] #23} Hat 2o](standardized mean difference) & HE3}
%tHStuart, 2010), FAZ 02 bAFE wj -2 S| ol
o, o3 F o] EdFol EAT = ek 28y £ A= oF
539 7 o] BEAE ZTH titE RARIRE B831aL 9L
o] 3% AEE(common support)®] $Juj 7H5/d-2 2|451E
t}. oli= PSM A9 42|43} dutks} 7154 & SHslk= b F
a3t 7|jto] Hrf,

E3E 2 dol E8E R GHEALERAN = AN 2T o
HYE ZAEE 2 75 (weight) & AlF3H, olF 223 gt
B B¢ 40 AN AA8E wY & Uk A 9=
2 PSM 7]8te] A2| a3} 327 Aol 715:2] 9] 2-80] Fasir}
€ A& ZFs1L 3 DuGoff et al.(2014), Ridgeway et
al.(2015)%= PSM 4]0l AfHlo] 7152 & REgsHR] 948 -9
74 dne) 93 7hsAol AR, 715 A8-& 3l HYE
anoz £9 £ USE AAHHA, EF, Austin et
al.(2018)2 T}t 715A] 2 IO 2 3 ZHIER AlE
glojd g F3l, Aol A 71E5AE 1= vtYsk=
Ao] 7H UEE] A WO A4 GVFE Helvkal B st

olof] wz}, 2 A= AL RALNA AT T BE 7S
A& s 34 9 Bt EIHATE) AXE g ol 25 whgst
qot, F7HH o R Ay AR 7A BEE FES A A
T DRolA 7HEA] F ) 2jo)7) AR Al R YEltom,
o i AA dgoll A A By 27 g E daE 3
g, olgt £29] Aol 7154 280 BaAE b2 F
28|, 2| 7+ 31847} v]al A| A o8 agEojop &
2UE& AARI

Iv.

g

Mz
1. 2I70|S2| Sdnt EAcide| Hol

2|29 QlFtolE B o vl 7HX] SR L= aokdr),

A, 2d A ASH 2R HSEA ok 24 ¢
T H1E2 2019\ AA| 1] ArbE 2343t b o], 2023\
£ 50.7%°]| ©123ct, o7t AF2 AAE0] Al - BA1A 719
£ Sieislr] fikt oA A=e] e sjHE 4= 31w, o]
€ AR A2, A B =22t ol 73] A T Rt 7
A4 eRavE R v, 2 U B B, FA4]
A, E T 5 F9A YRanE Uk, A AT &
T A 2EE 7RSS T2 A oA o =
d A5 g3i5h7] 918 20049 7 FEAEEY A ¥l



FHngo| o Z2(olYy

23 38718 A oA, FARA| 24 F UFRt AFo] 23
Eo] gkout, A Q] A3t A k= A)FHA ol ik,

4, A2 Aol dHA EAL 14 olFe I35l
20234 7] A AarE 19 o]F A= oF 3384 HLog, 2001
(2F 27951 ) 6] ABF 0.88%4 F7kstact, 22 713k F ¢l
TOIEA = oF 9294 ollA 6135 HLE Zrash AR
1.87%2] Z4a&-E 7153190, o|2g BF S, AA| Qo]
oA 191 olse] AHAIBH= HIF-2 2001 30.0%°1141 20239
55.2%2 A = ¢}, olZ2 A4 1% 7 STt 7
B4 oMY F4 olHo] EFH o R 23 AR, A5
715 &9 o5 HjE T =818k AfolE HItK(Table 2).

AR, 191 o152 A AgSolA YehATE, 53] 2030 Fd
oA 1 e} vlFo] 7t FE Y, AE4h 1SR Q)
3 QiR duEmeg o R WBlsha Slgolk, QolE
9] FHHL 23]2 FUFLoR ofFslal ik, 53], 29
ZAFRE 9 20~344] 59 19 o152 el Aot vlas) @
3] w2 Z7HIE EArhFigure 1),

YA, i3] 121 olgolA A A7t Aok vlE-2 o

Table 2. Changes in migration and population (thousands)

Category 2001 2023 A'23-01 CAGR
Total 9,290 6,129 -3,161 -1.87%
i Non-single 6,498 2,746 -3,763 -3.84%
19
. 2,792 3,383 +502
Single +0.88%
(301%) (552%) (+252%p)
Total 48,022 51,325 +3304 +0.30%
Multi- o
Pop | Person 40,134 33121 -7,013 -0.87%
. 7,888 18204 +10,317
Single +3.87%
(16.4%) (355%) (+19.0%p)
Source: Internal Migration Statistics, Population Census, Resident Regis-
tration
280 T ey e e T A Y 120
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Figure 1. Number of migrants by age (thousands)
Source: Internal Migration Statistics
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H Y FuAE 718 ofHd HE2 FdFol Aokl
27| 748 /4710 Fsted, 2 wZolut uieAF A F 7t
% B Aofo] AriF ez A2 A7 Y& wHgEit) 53], 2=
LHIZ A% Ag 9153 94T Fiblle Bl a3
121 o}50] 3713t 2 FEZ WalthFigure 2).

ol4te] EAL TUY, T 20~344 FE59 19] o152 3
A B L FYE N3 AAH olFE T 4= Sk ol £
A= A ARE o83 T 20~344] 19 7HF 018 A F4
o A 7t YFolFe 1 E4E BAEI oIF 1%
ot EA oA T 20~344) S-S T8 B4 AR 4,
1 A9 ddiE ez Blusy] 98] B 35~644] FESE &
Ao = AAsigirt.

2. 3EQUT REY SHAE

FUEAE AY 7 3 dRS AFE R gAslAL £
A 4 e iEcs 2 oA WY 23A|(Global
Moran’s D&} %A% 3t A4 AR(LISA)IE H-83te],
20~344) 5] A Aol ofgt 19 oE 9] F3H B
w4813 ofF R A9 FUEDT FE(H2)9 Aol
el Ve R AhEsgleH, A Ag A9 A <)
o] 1007, A& o] 90780l U 10822 AL
o, of2iRt At afe] ek A= w9l i Al 0ol
HoHA| =9, EAof= 202092 202219 9] 7Y A& Bt
E&3tglet. ol oY dxe e UAE FH(temporary
shock) & eh2falar, RHAQ) QolF AL Het HgH o=
Htgsh7] figeldh
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Figure 2. Share of single-person migration by reason (%)

Note: Pre- and post-COVID periods are defined as arithmetic means of migrants in 2016, 2018 and 2020, 2022, respectively.
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WA, 23] RARFE 53 FdF ATolse 1 A
A EX ARE AW EcHFigure 3), ¥4 A3, HA| AT
(154 o139 cf-dell ot 2&t A== 0.152(p<0.01) A2,
olF HYZ 0.267(p<0.01), 131 °1F 0.405(p<0.01), A Ak
191 015 0.413(p<0.01) 2.2 F3 25 A|gho] BAHCE &
of&HA 718ty ol AAA F7he FuEel Ay v
oo FA9) £27} opd £ Aoz AHF YF-& Kol
], 3718 A& spillover effect) & WES @4 o)t

ot meba ZAGAME 12 FY 052 71E02 o XY T
=BAA 71519 FHE WE-E 7P WEe] A% 4= 9l

2oz A3 F7 AT 490 LISAE 53 Y o
T2 £ U AAEAR T fE 9H AAEELSR)E A
SHck BA A SEAGS £ 2] Al TR TiRE AL U 4
Tl FFEem, Q12 Z3E|R] ggict, ¥hd FEARe
F 2670 AH o2, A7) AHRA 174E A7 257 A o] =
T v|eEgof| EE31%ICHTable 3),

Figure 3. Distribution of youth net in-migration and global Moran's |

Notes: 1) Values represent global Moran's |
2) %% p<0.01, ¥ p<0.05, * p<0.1 (999-permutation-based pseudo p-value)

Table 3. Spatial clusters identified through LISA

Hot-spot (21)

Gangnam-gu Gwanak-gu Gwangjin-gu
Guro-gu Geumcheon-gu Dongdaemun-gu
Dongjak-gu Mapo-gu Seodaemun-gu
Seocho-gu Seongdong-gu Songpa-gu
Yeongdeungpo-gu ‘Yongsan-gu SE Jung-qu
Seongnam-si Anseong-si Osan-si
Yongin-si Pyeongtaek-si Hwaseong-si
Cold-spot (26)

Geumjeong{_]ﬁ US Buk-gu Ulju-gun
Goseong-gun Gimhae-si Miryang-si
Yangsan-si Jinju-si Changnyeong-gun
Changwon-si Haman-gun Dalseong-gun
Gyeongsan-si Gyeongju-si DG Dong-gu
Yeongcheon-si Cheongdo-gun DG Seo-gu
Chilgok-gun GJ Dong-gu GJ Seo-gu
Gimje-si Wanju-gun lksan-si
Seocheon-gun Uijeongbu-si

Note: Metropolitan cities by district (gu); others by si/gun
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FHngo| o Z2(olYy

olziet T AH 7o BEE AE| 93 AY i
=Y BAE HlEstAcHTable 4). A3 2 AR 191 o1F
7122, &Rl HHU AL+ Y 397) A FolA o
8.6%F 1, o] T 3tATE 217)) A ollA] oF 6,87 HOE 2R1E
o A ¢ 71E22 AR SEUY ARl U E 27
3HL, &% e 79%00 E3 vl w2 eSS Hith v
A2 el () A G2 vlEd 1387 2| HolA oF 8,07t
B =E0] Ao, o] F HlEd FEAT 2570 A9
A 2.4 0] & o], A9 ol ¥l {72 727 A3 A
FH AR Yyt

FTU3H, LISAS 33 28 9 I+ 1Y 2 7= 28&

£ A4 olF ATEE FrovlsH vigsial glow, AFH
FEH/HSEE RN 2 FABP] ol IAA F S
e & HoE ol Aike AT EELARO] A Y
A 9 Py B9 Kok 24 TR BEE ¢ U2
AlARH,

3. ngo| A= 20|l

1) BADHRRt 7|=SH|

PSM A8-& §J3l], £ EAolA= LISAE 53l AkEs ShAast
(Hot) ¥ ‘BEATHCold) 71d& AEAQA SEASMA)/HIE
ZH8(non SMA) T2+ A3t o|2F o2& of=3 AF
< B £ 6719 A9 R¥L =28 4 glon, Yopt Ed
oL FATE o FEAZE of o] WE H|wrlx] 13HE F
971e] zje] 7Fs3lt, ol W 18IS BAsh 2
A A1 7t et H|aL 7Fs 3 FolFAT, Al BE 2F

Table 4. Net in-migration by region (persons)

Positive net in-
migration

Negative net in-
Regional migration
classification

SMA 104,307 91,811 86,018 -25,546 -13,588-19,652
(66) (42) (42 (39 (4 (49 (@7
Seoul 45,580 57,362 59,684 -8062 -1,806 -3,535
(25) (199 @2 (1) (6 @ @
Hot 65,176 62,525 67,676  / / /
(21) 2n @y @1y (© © ©
non SMA 23956 17,636 13216 -102,716-95,859 -79,582
(163) (25)  (21) (25) (138) (142) (138)
Cold / ¥ /  -23010 -23766-23608
(25) @ @© @©O @5 (@5 (25

Notes: 1) Parentheses show number of si/gun/gu out of 229 total.
2) Cold-spot count excludes Uijeongbu-si.
3) Total positive inflows: Youth 128,262; Single 109,447; Job 99,234

S UUo| AFI= A EZAY Hohet E49 84S E
ojmg £ it} A oR B BA AAFHCE MR QL
& uf AF91e} sk BA AFSHE AA| FRE FER e
oz Fo] 7t A% e "Wavt gl ueha 2 gt
Al 3-8/93 vlao]] Qlo] S-ARI &u)E 2= #d 2Rk
Aldstgic,

olo] m} AFI(EH & AAR-FEH & AR 9), IF
4(PEd & AT o-Hleed & FEAR &), 2F5MHIFEA
& FEAR-H|EEE ¢ SEAR Q) Il EE FF D 3
A% G5 2 2713 31852 5 ¥ 50 182 3F 24
28313 Table 5), o|2gt A2 &8> BUQT RS &
OoJHAE A o] o)F wElT A =FAEY] A B+
g 58] A 4= s RS AFR o Yol a4
Al 2Ho A A 2T PEF o2 Hugto i oo Hay
T A3} 34 9] dIE Aol FEE 4= ks HollA &Je7t
At

HH, ‘A NBRAVE REZAL AREA, BE 7HFA
(weight)7} EA3ic}, olof wiat AA| A 2gofA 7152E
sl o, 7]2E 4 (Table 6)o4E 715AS 2435 g
(Weighted)® 1128 gh(Raw)S H718I50ch A8, =4
Q14 H]F2 R 7|# 02 & 34%F oL, W 7|E02E 52%2 |
ER} W 7|20l AA| A-2E Bk AEsHA| vhgdte] Ek1E
o, ol BE 7I5A7F 24 2R 24y S ole
d 7193 Boj&e),

£ Ao FEMPE I8 AR i dFoR HAEY, 1
£ AR Y- AL T 1§E-AAE A4 2A
3 o]l WE Aot dFEAE HEA T dELEA
o, FEIRAE AETEA T S AR wjet st
o}, a2 A AAY AEEEAEE, G- g8l &

Table 5. Number of regions and population

(10,000persons)

Regional No. of Population Youth

classification  regions (15~89) (20~34)
SMA(S) 66 (288) 2285 (50.7) 533 (55.0)
! nonSMA(NS) 163 (712) 2225 (49.3) 437 (45.0)
Hot-spot(H) 21 (92) 829 (184) 211 (218)
2 nonHot(nH) 208 (90.8) 3681 (81.6) 758 (782)
5 S&H 21 (318 829 (363) 211 (397)
S&nH 45 (682) 1456 (637) 321 (60.3)
S&nH 45 (246) 1456 (457) 321 (486)
4 NS&NCioncag 138 (754) 1,730 (543) 340 (514)
PSRC sy 26 (1563) 495 (222) 97 (222)
° nS&nC 138 (847) 1,730 (778) 340 (77.8)

Note: Parentheses show percentages with 229 as denominator
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Table 6. Descriptive statistics

) Obs, Mean Std.Dev )
Variable Min Max
R w R w R w

D 530 33,980 105.61 87.98 6407 6093 1 229
S(1), nS(0) 530 33980 034 0.562 048 0.50 0 1

Ao H(1), nH(0) 530 33,980 0 0.19 0.31 039 0 1
S&H(1), S&nH(0) 183 17,760 0.31 037 0.46 048 0 1
S&nH(1), nS&nC(0) 412 23,830 0.31 047 0.46 0.60 0 1
nS&C(1), nS&nC(0) 348 16,220 018 023 0.38 042 0 1
Employed 530 33,980 072 0.7 0.45 045 0 1
Unemployed 392 24870 0.03 0.03 0.16 018 0 1

Outcomes Wage worker 382 24,070 072 0.78 0.45 041 0 1
Regular worker 273 18,880 079 080 041 0.40 0 1
Wage(10k won) 273 18,880 29895 31274 174569 186.87 1 8,000
Age 530 33,980 46.00 4351 1258 12.63 20 o4
Age? 530 33,980 2275 2,062 1,105 1,087 400 4,096
Male 530 33,980 049 0.61 050 0.60 0 1

Covarl MalexMarried 530 33,980 033 032 047 047 0 1
Married 530 33,980 074 0.68 044 047 0 1
Edu(yrs) 530 33,980 13.30 13.76 288 264 0 22
Major* 530 33,980 296 322 218 217 1 7
Contract® 273 18,880 1.84 1.85 0.37 0.36 1 2
Occup* 382 24,070 2729 217 092 092 1 4

T Industry* 382 24,070 261 273 071 0.61 1 4
Firm size* 382 24,070 142 1.49 0.67 071 1 3
Tenure(mo) 382 24,070 108.11 91.66 119.49 104.61 0 1,110
Hours 378 23,820 39.61 39.63 1089 1063 1 126

Note: 1) R: Raw(unweighted); W: Weighted

2) Wage workers, regular workers, and temporary/daily workers limited to economically active population

3) Variables transformed into dummies:

* Major: None(1), Education(2), Humanities/Arts(3), Social Sciences(4), Natural Sciences(5), Engineering(6), Welfare/Services(7)

* Contract period: <2 years(1), =2 years(2)

* Occupation: Professional(1), General(2), Skilled(3), Elementary(4)
* Industry: Primary(1), Secondary(2), Tertiary(3), Quaternary(4)

* Firm size: Small 1-29(1), Medium 30-299(2), Large 300+3)

e AlFEEE dg 24 9A i Ao Az,
Y A" Aol diE wilth Heckman et
al.(1997)3% Brookhart et al (2006)& ZAupHa=e} Za2
o] Q&= MFE 7Hst Y AL darshn|, due vd
HeE ZF8HH Ayl ETa A A3, Rubin and
Thomas(1996)= W< Alel= 11 W47} 243 Frgo] oY
2he 3% o7t g wigh o|fo Aok g ARSIl Cali-
endo and Kopeinig(2008) A5 7}o] =04 o Aw]2- 7
EFsh= Zo] Aesh= AR wrkal g, ofof ulek 2
A= A 840 FAA Bl w2 UAAEEE - A
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Aoz v ARt oy F FHF RES} Zol7} oo T+
1A 717 A, o B3 3R 02 HrlE

3) &8 Zut

2 HolAe AFHFAPSM)E S8 £&3 Fdn89
A Zeju|gd 24 F2E Bug) £ Y e B
AT Aolof] 2HL wW3glon], Fdat Ahd 7h vlaL, 13
S U Ad B4 59 B 374 S e
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Figure 4. Balance plots for employment probability gap

Note: 1) Numbers 1-5 represent groups defined in Table 5.
2) Blue line represents control, red line represents treated.
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H

Figure 5. Standardized mean difference

Note: SMD for Covariate 1 shown in orange (before) and red (after); Covarl-
ate 2 in green (before) and blue (after).
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22 A A A7} EEskA 2-geick

AAEE Addz 434 febe B Ide =3
(-0.3%p), T2TH-0.5%p), FEH SEAR(-0.4%p) #AF Al A
AeHEo] 2% Wi, e FEA(H0.7%p), T2R
(+0.3%p) AFNA AAZEo] F718I%Ct ol di=A € 3

Table 7. Employment probability gaps by regional type (by age)

27)9] 713 o] Y glaa FAZ o]AE o glo] Fiw
o] A2 o P v|xchs FE ARl

TEYHER By, P YR -AHEEE JUFES
EH(+2.1%p, +0.9%p), BtAR(+1.2%p, +0.4%p), +=Hd T
ABH+2.0%p, +0.7%p)olA BF 453te] AA 2|0 A=
F3ihA vebgct ¥ S A82E HYgeksol g
A Z2:(-0.8%p, -0.7%p, -0.1%p)3to] ¢HgA A==l A
A-frAoA Faa Ak g B,

Bl FEAFES)Y 4 FUe2 53] Bt 4t
& Bolth HYHE(-1.7%p)}2 FA-1L1%p)Ert o & Fo=
Ao, AATE(+0.8%p) FA] AA(+0,5%p)Ect B 27
2713, ol HISEH A9E Yo, 45 YA AF7L Hd
oA A o2 o & Bo|YE RojZEet,

Z3H4, AFAY BA0| =B At vl FF Al
Ez Pes e AR f9 YR Gol A
1873 gjet AH A9 Fhog Agshs vh, Aol
£ 239 EEdt § o8 7|5t B3] HleEd EA9Y
BAA gyt Aol oS 22 42 A9 17131 4
A7t =F A R dAlOA o A 2E3he AT,

olegt 2PH 3 WEL F 714 SHfA M 4 9ok A,
A 3% A9 ATzt datE QA =5 &
BtElo] 91& 7FsAdolTt, NAZINE AulAg, HAE A, g
EQ 5 AW Wz Xkje] A o] o5 Aol Hde] Ao
AA9NE ARt Aoz B 4|, FdS5S Badt 4
A2 EYAZL AGH Aokg S5dhe AT A, =5
A AA719] de K9 713 F 2] AHHOR mEEo
A& oJuistct, o7t Al Aol G Mo YEA
A2 FEE i, A9 =5ARY] AL e Azt

e Employment Wage Regular Unemployment
Youth Middle Youth Middle Youth Middle Youth Middle
1 S 0.036™* -0.021 0.021%* 0.065™* 0.009"* -0.008™* -0.003"* 0.007%*
ns (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0001)
H 0.018"* 0016 0.012%* 0.038™* 0.004%* -0.007%* -0.005"* 0.003"*
% nH (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.0004) (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0007)
3 S&H -0.003™ -0.004™* 0.002*"* -0.007" 0.002** -0.007"* -0.004* -0.002"*
S&nH (0.0004) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.0004) (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.00071)
S&nH 0.033"* -0.022** 0.020"* 0071 0.007* -0.005™* 0.0004* 0.009"*
4 nsenc (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0004) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0001)
nsS&c -0.017%* 00171 -0.002* 0.020™* -0.003™* 0.015"* 0.008"* 0.005"*
® ns&nc (0.0005) (0.0003) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0006) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.0007)

Note: 1) Standard errors in parentheses
2) %% p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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TEAL 5 2 118 FHME s=d 9 AR A5 H
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Table 8. Employment probability gaps by regional type (by gender, youth)

Group Employment Wage Regular Unemployment
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
] S Q02 0.045"* 00237 0.019"* -0.003"** 0.021%* -0.003"** -0.002***
ns (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.0004) (0.0005) (0.0003) (0.0003)
9 H 0.016"* 0.022%* 0.017** 0.008™* -0.002*** 0.012%* -0.003"** -0.006™*
nH (0.0004) (0.0005) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0005) (0.0005) (0.0003) (0.0003)
3 S&H 0.007* -0.005"* 0.004** -0.0003 -0.001** 0.007* -0.002*** -0.006™*
S&nH (0.0005) (0.0005) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0006) (0.0006) (0.0003) (0.0003)
4 S&nH 0.022%** 0.044* 0.023* 0017 -0.001** 0016"* -0.002*** 0.002**
nS&ncC (0.0004) (0.0005) (0.0004) (0.0004) (0.0005) (0.0005) (0.0003) (0.0003)
5 nS&C -0.020"** -0.013"* 0.005* -0.008™* 0.006™* 0015 0.005** 0.010"*
nS&nc (0.0006) (0.0008) (0.0006) (0.0006) (0.0007) (0.0009) (0.0005) (0.0005)
Note: 1) Standard errors in parentheses
2) %5 p<0.01, % p<0.05, * p<0.1
Table 9. Average wage gaps by regional type (by age)
Wage workers Regular Tempora
Group e it
Youth Middle Youth Middle Youth Middle
] S 22 63 36.93** 26 74 42 36™* 9.48™* 8 79™*
ns (0.0669) (0.0748) (0.0689) (0.0853) (0.1228) (0.0869)
9 H 2063 28 87 22 03"* 3545 5 85 4 40™*
nH (0.0730) (0.0770) (0.0713) (0.0886) (0.1273) (0.0885)
3 S&H 1402 19.71* 16.02%* 22 67 7137 JBE™E
S&nH (0.0936) (0.1094) (0.1026) (0.1244) (0.1697) (0.1326)
4 S&nH 1416 2612 17 26" 29 67 617 7917
nS&nc (0.0760) (0.0845) (0.0765) (0.0955) (0.1449) (0.1039)
5 nS&C -4 57 -12.01%* 283" -11.31%* -0.49%* -4 96™*
nS&ncC (0.0900) (0.0931) (0.0897) (0.1049) (0.1693) (0.1185)

Note: 1) Standard errors in parentheses

2) %k p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table 10. Average wage gaps by regional type (by gender, youth)

Wage workers Regular Tempo
Group g porary
Male Female Male Female Male Female
1 S 2146 22 90** 234710 sl g 4%+* AR
ns (0.0991) (0.0885) (0.1020) (0.0874) (0.1845) (0.1453)
5 H 1573 20.61%* 21.077* 23 .66 g Q2 10.67*
nH (0.0996) (0.0927) (0.1058) (0.0934) (0.1924) (0.1712)
3 S&H 16.81%* 12735 18.02%* 13.55™* A9 8.85™*
S&nH (0.1439) (0.1216) (0.1505) (0.1230) (0.2644) (0.2249)
4 S&nH 13.86™* 14.93%* 16.36™* 19.99%+* g 51%* 1.85%*
nS&nC (0.1065) (0.0990) (0.1059) (0.1091) (0.2126) (0.1715)
5 nS&C -2 6O 281 -3.98** -4 B4 0.79™* 1.85*
nS&nC (0.1210) (0.1245) (0.1199) (0.1190) (0.2456) (0.2068)

Note: 1) Standard errors in parentheses
2) %% p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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