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Abstract

Job mobility offers opportunities for workers to obtain wage increases, but returns to
job changes differ considerably. We argue that parts of this inequality result from a
trade-off between occupational and regional mobility. Both mobility types offer alter-
native strategies to improve one’s labor market position; however, they each contain
unique restrictions. High costs for regional mobility can thus evoke occupation
changes, even though the resulting human capital devaluation leads to lower wage
increases. We use linked retrospective life-course data for Germany (ALWA-ADIAB)
and apply competing risks models to show that restrictions on one type of mobility
drive individuals toward the other. Using fixed-effects regressions, we show that
occupational mobility leads to lower wage increases compared to regional mobility.
We conclude that the trade-off between occupational and regional mobility explains
part of the differential returns to job mobility and contributes to wage inequality. We
expect these mechanisms to become more pronounced in the future as technologi-
cal and institutional changes alter job requirements and thereby mobility incentives.

Zusammenfassung

Arbeitsplatzmobilitat bietet Arbeitnehmern die Mdglichkeit hdhere Lohne zu erzielen,
doch die Hohe der Lohnzuwachse variiert erheblich. Wir argumentieren, dass Teile
dieser Ungleichheit aus einem Trade-Off zwischen beruflicher und regionaler Mobili-
téat resultieren. Beide Mobilitatsarten stellen alternative Strategien dar, um die Ar-
beitsmarktposition zu verbessern. Sie sind aber an spezifische Restriktionen gebun-
den. Hohe Kosten fir regionale Mobilitat kbnnen deshalb zu beruflicher Mobilitat
fuhren, auch wenn die Abschreibung von beruflichem Humankapital niedrigere
Lohnanstiege hervorruft. Wir greifen auf verknipfte retrospektive Lebensverlaufsda-
ten fur Deutschland zuriick (ALWA-ADIAB) und benutzen Competing-Risk Regres-
sionen um zu zeigen, dass Restriktionen fur eine Mobilitdtsart dazu fihren, dass
Individuen eher die andere Mobilitatsform wahlen. Mithilfe von Fixed-Effects-
Regressio-nen zeigen wir, dass berufliche Mobilitat — verglichen mit regionaler Mobi-
litdt — zu niedrigeren Lohnanstiegen fiihrt. Aus den Ergebnissen schlussfolgern wir,
dass der Trade-Off zwischen beruflicher und regionaler Mobilitdt Teile der unglei-
chen Lohnertrdge durch Arbeitsplatzmobilitéat erklart und zur Lohnungleichheit bei-
tragt. Wir erwarten, dass diese Mechanismen zuklnftig weiter an Relevanz gewin-
nen, da technologischer und institutioneller Wandel berufliche Anforderungen ver-
andert und somit Mobilitatsanreize setzt.

JEL classification: J31, J61, J62
Keywords: Regional mobility, occupational mobility, wage inequality, event-history-

analyses
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1 Introduction

Job mobility is a major source of wage inequality in modern labor markets. Individu-
als typically change jobs either to improve employment matches — which frequently
leads to higher wages (Jovanovic 1979; Sgrensen and Sorenson 2007) — or to re-
tain their employment status and avoid unemployment. However, because not all
employees are equally mobile and returns to job mobility differ, workers’ wages typi-
cally diverge over the life course (Abbott and Beach 1994; Fuller 2008; Keith and
McWilliams 1995, 1997; Mouw and Kalleberg 2010b; Ruhm 1987; Topel and Ward
1992). Influences on and consequences of job mobility are thus major contributors
to social stratification.

We argue that the returns to job mobility are affected by a trade-off between occupa-
tional and regional mobility. When there are few alternative local employers hiring in
an employee’s current occupation, changing the occupation and changing the region
are two strategies that offer pathways to other potential vacancies. However, both
mobility types are connected to unique sets of constraints. With high cost associated
with occupational mobility, regional mobility within the same occupation will become
more attractive. In contrast, when the costs of regional mobility are high, changing
one’s occupation locally will appear more attractive. Because occupational changes
typically involve a devaluation of human capital, substituting occupational for region-
al mobility, however, should lead to lower wage increases and thus contribute to
wage inequality (Kambourov and Manovskii 2009b).

In this paper, we argue that occupational mobility and regional mobility are substi-
tutes for one another and that this trade-off explains part of the differential returns to
job mobility. We use retrospective survey data for Germany linked to administrative
data from the Federal Employment Agency (ALWA-ADIAB). Employing Fine and
Gray models for competing risks, we demonstrate this mobility trade-off by showing
how the costs associated with either regional or occupational mobility influence both
mobility types simultaneously. We can thus explain effects that appear paradoxical
when considering these two mobility options independently; for instance, we find
that parents with school-aged children have a higher probability of local occupation
changes or that occupation-specific human capital promotes regional mobility. Using
fixed effects regression, we are then able to estimate the wage effects of occupa-
tional and regional mobility to elucidate how this trade-off contributes to differential
returns to job mobility. Intra-occupation regional mobility indeed yields higher wage
increases compared to local occupational mobility.

Our analysis contributes to our understanding of the influences on and consequenc-
es of job mobility (Blau and Duncan 1967; Fuller 2008; Mouw and Kalleberg 2010b).
In addition, we link our study to research that identifies occupations as a major
source of stratification as we find occupational characteristics to influence mobility
and thus to contribute to wage inequality (Bol and Weeden 2014; Ganzeboom and
Treiman 1996; Hatt 1950; Kambourov and Manovskii 2009a; Mouw and Kalleberg
2010a; Weeden 2002; Williams 2012). We expect these mechanisms to become
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more pronounced in the future as technological and institutional change alters job
requirements, creates mismatches and thus increases incentives to become region-
ally mobile (Acemoglu and Autor 2011; Autor 2013; Fernandez-Macias 2012; Fer-
nandez 2001; Oesch and Rodriguez Menes 2010; Wright and Dwyer 2003).

2 Theoretical Background
2.1 Job mobility and wage inequality

Prior research has consistently argued that job mobility is an important driver of
wage inequality (Blau and Duncan 1967; Fuller 2008; Mouw and Kalleberg 2010b).
In the labor market, increased skill requirements, overqualification, technological
and institutional change and/or actors’ incomplete information can lead to subopti-
mal employer-employee matches (Kalleberg 2008; Mortensen 1988; Vaisey 2006).
As a consequence, productivity falls short, employment relationships become inse-
cure and wage growth is lowered (Jovanovic 1979). Therefore, it can be assumed
that employees continuously search for better jobs and attempt to leave inferior em-
ployment contracts (Burdett 1978; Sgrensen and Kalleberg 1981). Accordingly, job
mobility increases an employee’s chances in the labor market with respect to in-
come, career, and status (Bartel 1979, 1982; Bowles 1970; Brett and Reilly 1988;
Keith and McWilliams 1995, 1997, 1999; le Grand and Thalin 2002). Empirically,
however, we observe that not all employees are equally likely to change jobs and
that not everyone profits to the same degree from job changes. Career status,
schooling or gender influence the probability of job mobility (Keith and McWilliams
1999; Royalty 1998; Topel and Ward 1992). Returns to job mobility differ according
to the type, timing and reason of mobility as well as labor-force attachment or the
position from which workers are searching (Abbott and Beach 1994; Fuller 2008;
Keith and McWilliams 1995, 1997; Ruhm 1987; Topel and Ward 1992). Analyzing
the influences on and consequences of job mobility thus helps illuminate the emer-
gence of social inequality.

2.2 Occupational and regional mobility as substitutes

We argue that the returns to job mobility are affected by a trade-off between occupa-
tional and regional mobility. Notably, occupational and regional mobility frequently
remain disconnected in the literature, which is surprising if we consider that the two
are in many cases flip sides of the same coin. Employees who seek to improve their
labor market positions or avoid unemployment prefer to do so without any mobility
costs and attempt to find better jobs within their local regions and existing occupa-
tions. However, there are often insufficient local vacancies, posing occupational and
regional mobility as alternative strategies to achieve better matches. Employees can
either change their occupation and stay within their current region or relocate or
commute long-distances to find a job in their existing occupation.

Without considering any mobility costs, employees should thus prefer one or the
other strategy. From previous research, however, we know that there are numerous
restrictions on both regional and occupational mobility and that mobility will only oc-
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cur if the benefits exceed the costs, assuming rationally calculating actors (Bowles
1970; Hunt and Kau 1985; Sjaastad 1962; Yankow 2003). A mixed strategy in which
employees change both their occupation and region is thus rather unlikely because
they would accept two sets of cost factors. Regional preferences, tied moves or the
concentration of high paying jobs in specific regions may evoke regional and occu-
pation changes in rare cases. In most cases, however, only one type of mobility
should be chosen as an alternative to local intra-occupation changes. With increas-
ing restrictions to one type of mobility, we thus expect that employees will resort to
the other type of mobility as a substitute.

With respect to regional mobility, costs are typically related to relocating one’s
household, commuting, selling or buying a house and/or the loss of social contacts
and familiar places. In general, these can be viewed as investments of location-
specific capital and regional ties that are lost with migration (Abraham and Nisic
2007; DaVanzo 1983). Numerous studies reveal that these costs — and the ability to
bear them — vary across individuals and depend on their characteristics. Key deter-
minants influencing the likelihood of regional mobility include an employee’s qualifi-
cations, race, personal attitudes, age, gender, spouses’ attitudes, parental status,
and social roles (Abraham et al 2010; Bartel 1979; Brett et al 1993; Eby and Russell
2000; Gould and Penley 1985; Hardill 2002; Landau et al 1992; Rogers 1988; South
and Deane 1993). We focus on strong restrictions to regional mobility that either
strengthen local ties though time spent in a location or through the household com-
position. The time spent in a location will foster local networks. A partner or school-
age children in the household will themselves have local ties that would be lost in
case of relocation. Moreover, commuting will reduce the time that can be spent at
home and thus as well impose costs. We therefore expect that

[H1-H3] having a partner in the household, school age children in the house-
hold or an increased residence duration each lead to a lower probability for
regional mobility and a higher likelihood of occupation changes within the
same region.

The costs of occupational mobility — not necessarily upward or downward mobility
but mere changes to other occupations — are typically connected to the characteris-
tics of occupations themselves. Because human capital is mostly occupation- and/or
industry-specific (Kambourov and Manovskii 2008, 2009b), devaluation is particular-
ly high if such capital is accumulated through time spent in a particular job or a spe-
cific industry. Moreover, occupations can be understood as institutions that consist
of rules that link the education system with the labor market (Abraham et al 2015),
facilitating changes within the same occupation and exacerbating changes between
them. Before entering the labor market, people acquire defined sets of skills and
competences, e.g., through vocational training, academic studies, or internships.
These skill sets are frequently mirrored in jobs that require specific sets of compe-
tences. The level of skill demands thus captures the part of occupation-specific hu-
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man capital that is not covered by the time spent in an occupation and introduces a
secondary cost factor for occupational mobility.

Further, some occupations are closed to a certain degree, and entry into these jobs
is restricted to employees with defined credentials. Closure is based on the capabil-
ity of social groups to organize themselves along occupational lines and to establish
and defend socially accepted — institutionalized — boundaries. Such institutionalized
boundaries increase the opportunities for hoarding benefits such as social status,
prestige, employment security and (in particular) wage by forming effective monopo-
lies for occupations. As research has shown, employees in these occupations are
indeed able to realize higher rents (Abraham et al 2015; Bol and Weeden 2014;
Granovetter and Tilly 1988; Weeden 2002), making it less attractive to abandon
these occupations. Accordingly, matching in closed systems yields higher reward
attainment (Eliason 1995). Moreover, entering closed occupations generally requires
greater investments that are forfeited in case that an employee leaves the occupa-
tion. We thus expect that

[H4-H6] more occupation-specific human capital, higher skill demands and
stronger occupational closure each lead to a lower probability for occupational
mobility and a higher likelihood of regional changes within the occupation.

2.3 Differential returns to occupational and regional mobility

We have argued that occupational and regional mobility should serve as substitutes
for workers trying to improve their labor market position or to avoid unemployment.
We thus expect both mobility options to on average provide wage increases. Indeed,
both regional and occupational mobility can improve matching and yield benefits
compared to immobility (Aldashev 2012; Fitzenberger and Kunze 2005; Hunt and
Kau 1985; Longhi and Brynin 2010; Longhi and Taylor 2013; Yankow 2003). How-
ever, we expect occupational mobility to lead to lower wage increases compared to
regional mobility and thus to contribute to differential returns to job mobility.

Regional mobility provides access to a larger pool of potentially lucrative vacancies.
Accordingly, Manning (2003) states that commutes and wages are positively corre-
lated, because job opportunities in thin labor markets only arrive occasionally and
workers can potentially achieve higher wages at greater geographical distance. Oc-
cupational mobility on the other hand provides access to a larger pool of vacancies
that may or may not improve the match quality: Since human capital is mostly occu-
pation- or industry-specific, a change in the occupation is typically connected to a
devaluation of human capital (Kambourov and Manovskii 2008, 2009b). However,
wage improvements may still be achieved, because all occupational skill bundles
comprise a share of general human capital and devaluation is thus only partial.
Moreover, technical changes and/or increasing demand for a product or service may
lead to higher productivity in another occupation. Compared to regional mobility,
however, occupation changes should on average lead to lower returns. We thus
expect that
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[H7] inter-regional changes within the same occupation lead to higher wage
increases compared to local occupation changes.

We focus on Germany, a country in which vocational training is highly standardized
and vocational credentials play a crucial role in hiring (Manzoni et al 2014). We thus
expect a strong effect due to occupation changes. However, studies on closure and
occupation-specific human capital show that occupation changes as well lead to
wage penalties in other institutionalized contexts, indicating that the mechanism can
be assumed general (Kambourov and Manovskii 2009a; Weeden 2002).

3 Data

We draw on multiple data sources that in combination build the basis for our analy-
sis of the effects on regional and occupational mobility and the consequences for
individual wage levels. The retrospective survey “Working and Learning in a Chang-
ing World” (ALWA) (Antoni et al 2010), retrievable from the Institute of Employment
Research (IAB), can be linked to administrative data from the Federal Employment
Agency and serves as the primary data set.* The so-called ALWA-ADIAB is a com-
bination of complete life-course data and administrative data at the person and firm
levels (Antoni et al 2011; Antoni and Seth 2012). The survey was conducted in
2007/2008 and includes 10,177 retrospective computer-assisted telephone inter-
views (CATI). It used a combination of modularized self-reports and event history
calendars (EHC), improving completeness and dating accuracy (Drasch and Mat-
thes 2013). The data encompass monthly residential, education, employment and
partnership histories in Germany (Antoni et al 2011). The sample is representative
of Germany and covers people who were born between 1956 and 1988 (Kleinert et
al 2011). The administrative part of the data dates back to 1975 for West Germany
and to 1993 for East Germany.

Moreover, we link the ALWA-ADIAB to regional unemployment rates that are pro-
vided by the German Federal Employment Agency (BA). A third data source is the
IAB employment history (BeH), which we use to calculate information on regional
clustering of certain occupations. We use a ten percent sample of all employees
who were subject to social security contributions in 2012. We employ a cross-
section of the BeH, because 2012 is the first year to incorporate valid measures for
the 2010 classification of occupations (KIdB2010), which we use in ALWA.

We restrict our analysis to the time span from January 1993 through the interview
dates in 2007/08 because previous administrative data are not available for East
Germany. As a side effect, restricting the time span should reduce the remaining
errors caused by imprecise recollection. Moreover, we exclude left censored epi-
sodes that begin before January 1993. Because we draw on the wage information

Access to the dataset is provided via the Research Data Center (FDZ) of German Federal
Employment Agency at the IAB and is given through on-site-use and subsequent remote
data access. See http://fdz.iab.de/en.aspx for more information.
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from the administrative part of ALWA-ADIAB, we consider only employment rela-
tionships that are subject to social security contributions and thus exclude the self-
employed, public officials and the marginally employed.

3.1 Variables

Dependent Variables. The dependent variables for the analysis of the effects on
mobility are subhazards for job transitions, signifying the probability of a change in a
certain timeframe, given that the transition has not occurred before. These transi-
tions can occur with or without changing occupations or changing the regional labor
market. The former is defined as a change in the two-digit occupation code, accord-
ing to the KldB2010. A change of the regional labor market is defined as the start of
a new employment episode outside of the labor market region of residence —
irrespective of where the previous job was situated. Labor market regions form an
area around an economic center and consist of one or more administrative districts.
The demarcation is based on commuter links and reduces the 402 administrative
districts to 141 labor market regions (Kosfeld and Werner 2012).

A new employment episode must begin within the first three months after the termi-
nation of the previous job. Otherwise, the event is classified as a transition into labor
market inactivity or unemployment. Table 1 shows the four subhazards of interest to
us that emerge as a result of this classification. The respective subhazard rates are
calculated using the duration from the beginning of an employment period until the
beginning of the following period. Changes in unemployment, labor market inactivity
or self-employment are treated as competing risks.

Table 1
Subhazard rates for multivariate analysis

Trans-regional

Local changes changes
Changes without SHRo.x SHRg R
occupational mobility ' '
Changes with occu- SHRog SHRo.5

pational mobility

The dependent variable for analyzing mobility’s effects on wage levels is the loga-
rithm of the daily wage, obtained from the administrative data. Because of social
security contribution limits, wages are right-censored. We impute the data, deflate
the measures and calculate daily wages according to the method proposed by
Reichelt (2015b). Because self-employment, informal labor and the employment
relationships of civil servants and freelancers cannot be found in the administrative
data, our results only hold for employees who are subject to social security contribu-
tions. However, such employees represent the majority of employees in Germany.
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Independent Variables. The primary independent variables consist of restrictions on
occupational and regional mobility. Occupation-specific human capital is measured
as the time previously spent in an occupation. Again, we use the two-digit KIdB2010
occupation codes. Skill demands of the current job are measured using the fifth digit
of the KIldB2010 code, which distinguishes between four levels of demands. This
measure is defined as the level of formal qualification or equivalent experience that
is required to carry out the job. The skill demands classification distinguishes be-
tween helper and semi-skilled work, skilled work, the complex work of an expert and
highly complex work.? We subsume the two intermediate levels and obtain three skill
demand levels. For purposes of readability, these are labeled as low, medium and
high. Occupational closure is measured using an index, which signifies whether le-
gal and administrative regulations exist that bind access to and practice of the occu-
pation or regulate the bearing of a title (Vicari 2014). Based on the BERUFENET,
Vicari retrieves information on whether professional exercise of an occupation must
meet specific quality standards to protect the general public. The BERUFENET is
equivalent to the US Occupational Information Network (O*Net) and lists all occupa-
tional titles in Germany including attributes such as entry requirements. The aggre-
gation of the single occupations results in a regulation index for three-digit occupa-
tions, which we use as a measure for the degree of occupational closure.

As restricting factors for regional mobility, we include measures for the household
composition as well as residence duration. The former is measured with dummy
variables, indicating whether a partner or a child of at least 6 years of age is living in
the same household as the respondent. The latter is measured as the duration in
years that the respondent has spent in the same labor market region.

The control variables encompass a number of factors that may either influence the
choice of whether to search for an appropriate job offer locally or outside of the labor
market region or drive self-selection into specific occupations and types of mobility.
All continuous variables are centered to produce meaningful baseline transition
probabilities that can easily be interpreted. We control for the regional unemploy-
ment rate, which is the aggregated and centered proportion of unemployed individu-
als to the labor force in each regional labor market. The unemployment rate serves
as a proxy for the general opportunity structure within the labor market region. As
the unemployment rate increases, appropriate local job opportunities become
scarcer. Furthermore, we use the regional clustering of occupations to take into ac-
count the degree to which an occupation is overrepresented within a labor market
region. The variable is calculated from the BeH and is measured using the logarithm

2 Examples of jobs with different skill-demands in a three-digit occupation: “Office and ad-

ministration” (714):

Helper and semi-skilled work: Menial work in office (Helper) (71401)
Skilled work: Proofreader and encoder (Trained assistant) (71442)
Complex work of an expert: Steno- and audiotypist (Specialist) (71433)
Highly complex work: Interpreter, translator (Expert) (71424)
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of the proportion of one two-digit occupation to all two-digit occupations in a labor
market region. This proportion is then compared with the national proportion to cal-
culate regional over- or underrepresentation. To control for the financial means nec-
essary for commuting or relocating, we use for the logarithm of the daily wage.
Again, we use wage information from the administrative part of the data. To ensure
that the variable that represents skill demands is not merely measuring individual
qualification or education effects and to capture self-selection into complex jobs and
regional mobility, we include variables for the highest education degree and dum-
mies for vocational and academic training. We also control for the number of previ-
ous transitions to preclude unobserved factors from generally increasing the transi-
tion probability for a specific group. All other control variables that are included in the
analyses are listed in Table 5 in the appendix. They encompass variables at the
regional labor market level and factors measured at the occupational and individual
levels.

3.2 Analytical Strategy

The aim of the current paper is twofold. We analyze both effects on different types of
mobility and the effects of these mobility types on wage levels. For the former analy-
sis, we apply event history analyses, which model transition probabilities over a giv-
en time span. Individuals who enter an employment relationship face numerous exit
options — e.g., transitioning into one of the four states of interest, into self-employ-
ment or into unemployment (or labor market inactivity). We thus face a structure of
competing risks and following Reichelt (2015a) apply Fine and Gray models (Fine
and Gray 1999) to calculate subhazard rates and marginal effects for the variables
of interest. The dependent variable is the hazard h of the distribution for event j,
which is defined as

Prdi<T<t+Atevent=jT>t U (T<tn event¢j))}

hj ®) = Alir—{lo{ At

or the probability of event j within the small interval [t; t + At) for all individuals who
had not experienced event j or another type of event before. The hazard’s risk set at
every point in time t thus contains employees who transitioned into another status in
addition to those who are indeed at risk. The model can be written as a proportional
hazards model

hj(t,x) = hjo(t) exp{x'B;}

with E]-O being the baseline hazard for event j and eXp{X’B]-} being the relative risk

associated with covariates x. The subhazard ratio (SHR), which we present in the
regression models, is the ratio of the subhazard function at two different covariate
values:

_ 1’_1] (th)

SHR = = :
h; (t%0)
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Because the SHR is difficult to interpret in terms of the effect size, we report the
general transition probability for a reference worker [[.(X) and marginal effects for
all covariates of interest. The general transition probability is the cumulative subhaz-
ard H]-(t) or the integral of the subhazard function H]-(t) from O to t. We calculate
[Te®) for a period of 120 months to illustrate the size of the effect. For the reference
employee, all dummy variables are set to 0, ordinal variables are set to the refer-
ence category and all continuous variables and month and year dummies are set to

the mean. The marginal effects k, = 2le® are obtained, comparing the probabilities

5%
after changing the dummies from zero to one or increasing the continuous variables
by one standard deviation. Because individuals may have multiple failure times, the
analytical framework is constructed through clustered duration data from multiple
events in which episode lengths are not statistically independent of unobserved indi-
vidual characteristics. Thus, we use cluster robust standard errors.

For the second part of the analysis, we use a fixed effects regression of the loga-
rithm of daily wage on the number of transitions according to the definition described
above. Following Fuller (2008) we differentiate between early transitions during the
first five years of labor market experience and later job changes, as wage effects
should be largest at the beginning of the career. We control for the actual experi-
ence in the labor market in a regular and a squared term, changes in the household
composition, the number of previous transitions and year and month dummies.® The
model can be written as

In(y)it = Bo + B1expit + Boexpf; + BiXkit + o + €j¢

where In(y);; is the logarithm of the daily wage of individual i at time t, exp measures
the actual time spent in employment relationships, in years, and Xy ;; represents all k
control variables. o; is the person fixed effect that controls for all time-invariant fac-
tors. We use robust standard errors to adjust for serial autocorrelation in wage tra-
jectories.

4 Results
4.1 Descriptive results

Are regional and occupational mobility substitutes for one another in attempts to
improve labor market position or avoid unemployment? To answer this question, we
calculate competing risk event history models and analyze how cost factors for oc-
cupational and regional mobility alter the probability for transitions into employment

3 As a robustness check, we calculate models including occupational factors, company

factors and part-time employees. We as well calculated the analysis using potential expe-
rience on the labor market instead of actual time in employment. The results do not
change substantially. In every model, trans-regional changes into the same occupation
result in wage increases approximately twice as large compared to wage gains after local
changes into other occupations.
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relationships in the same or a different occupation and into the same labor market
region as the place of residence or a different region.

We observe roughly 12,700 employment episodes. As Table 2 shows, approximate-
ly 56 percent of these episodes are uncensored and terminate with either one of the
four transitions, a change into self-employment or a change into unemployment (or
labor market inactivity). When changing jobs, the majority of employees manage to
keep both their occupation and region, followed by local occupation changes and
trans-regional transitions into the same occupation. The lowest proportion of em-
ployees changes both the region and the occupation. Thus, within-occupation re-
gional mobility and within-region occupational mobility indeed seem to be the main
strategies to improve the labor market position, in case that local transitions into the
same occupation are not feasible.

Table 2
Types of employment transitions
Type of employment Number of Proportion in
transition transitions percent
Local, same occupation 1,344 10.6
Local, other occupation 984 7.7
Trans-regional, same
, 736 5.8
occupation
Trans-regional, other
. 444 35
occupation
Self-employment 481 3.8
Unemployment or other 3,163 24.9
Censored 5,555 43.7
Total 12,707 100

The probability of these transitions, however, is not distributed equally over time.
Figure 1 shows the employment status by months beginning at the start of an em-
ployment episode. The maximum duration that we observe in our data is 181
months, which corresponds to an employment relationship that began in January
1993 and remained stable until the interview date in 2008. We observe that most
transitions occur at the beginning of an employment relationship and that the proba-
bilities for job changes or transitions into self-employment, unemployment or labor
market inactivity continuously decrease over time. After 15 years, approximately 75
percent of all employment transitions are terminated, and the remaining episodes
are ongoing. As observed in Figure 1 the transition probabilities are approximately
proportional; that is, no transition type is particularly clustered at any point in time.
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Figure 1
Employment status by months since start of employment relationship
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4.2 Results of event history analyses

To determine whether regional and occupational mobility function as substitutes for
one another in improving the labor market position or avoiding unemployment, we
now analyze the effects of cost factors for regional and occupational mobility on the
subhazard rates of different types of job mobility. We expected that the presence of
school-age children or a partner in the household and longer residence duration
decrease the probability for trans-regional job changes and increase the likelihood
for local transitions into other occupations. Accordingly, we expected that more oc-
cupation-specific human capital, skill demands and closure correspond to larger cost
factors for occupational mobility and thus reduce the probability for transitions into
other occupations while simultaneously increasing the probability for trans-regional
changes within the same occupation.

Table 3 shows the results of four Fine and Gray models for competing risks. The
coefficients depict subhazard ratios that indicate an increase in the transition proba-
bility for values above one and a reduction in the probability if the values drop below
one. To assess the qualitative effect of the independent factors, we include the
baseline transition probability for a reference employee within the first 120 months
and marginal effects for all factors of interest. The transition probabilities correspond
to our descriptive evidence: The reference worker has a probability of 12.7 percent
to locally change into the same occupation and 12.7 percent to locally change into
another occupation. Trans-regional changes within the occupation are less likely
(3.9 percent), while transitions that are connected to both regional and occupational
mobility have the lowest probability (3.1 percent).
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Table 3
Fine and Gray models for competing risks: Transitions from employment
relationship

Explanatory Variables

Local, same Local, other Trans-regional, Trans-regional,
occupation occupation same other
occupation occupation

SHR6;§ K();ﬁ SHRO;ﬁ Ko;R SHR@;R K6;R SHRO;R Ko;r

[1: for reference employee

" 12.7% 12.7% 3.9% 3.1%
within 10 years
School age child in house- 1.122 1.381** 0.654** 0.821
-14 +4.4 -13 -05
hold (0.109) (0.148) (0.095) (0.137)
) 0.977 1.205~ 0.740** 0.987
Partner in household -0.3 +24 -1.0 -0.0
(0.081) (0.124) (0.082) (0.139)
) o 1.006~ 1.013%* 0.970%** 0.975%**
Residence duration in years +1.0 +2.4 -1.3 -0.9
(0.003) (0.003) (0.004) (0.006)
Occupation-specific human  1.056*** 0.975** 1.066*** 0.978~
. +4.3 -16 +1.7 -04
capital (0.009) (0.008) (0.011) (0.013)
Skill demand (ref: Low)
_ 1.304 0.604*** 2.857* 0.608~
Medium +3.5 -4.8 +6.9 -1.2
(0.249) (0.088) (1.406) (0.160)
] 1.238 0.451%** 3.197* 0.705
High +2.8 -6.8 +8.1 -0.9
(0.275) (0.096) (1.638) (0.225)
] 2.326*** 0.172%** 1.804** 0.297***
Occupational closure +29 -45 + 0.6 -0.8
(0.393) (0.047) (0.340) (0.107)
Reqi | |  rat 0.980* 0.9 0.955%** 20 1.019~ 0.3 1.012 01
egional unemployment rate -0. - 2. +0. +0.
g Ploy (0.009) (0.010) (0.011) (0.016)
Regional occupational clus-  1.181 0.992 0.749* 0.675*
. +0.8 +0.0 -04 -04
tering (0.132) (0.120) (0.107) (0.129)

L1 dai 0.943 04 1.056 0.4 1.595** 11 1.691** 10
n daily wage -0. +0. + 1. + 1.
ywag (0.115) (0.112) (0.228) (0.320)

Model Summary
N Persons 4,244
N Episodes 7,903
N Person periods 377,138
N Failures 904 660 483 273
Log-Pseudolikelihood -7704.45 -5630.03 -4036.35 -2276.82

Standard errors in parentheses; Additional control variables include Number of previous transitions,
Educational degree, Formal training, Age, Company size and dummies for Reduced hours, Public
sector, Sex, Nationality, Year, and Month; Note on significance levels: *** P<0.001, **P<0.01, *P<0.05,
~P<0.1

First focusing on restrictions to regional mobility, we observe significant negative
effects on the probability for trans-regional changes within the occupation and posi-
tive effects for local occupation changes for all cost factors. Location-specific capital,

which is approximated with school-age children or a partner living in the household
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and increased residence duration, indeed seems to not only restrict regional mobili-
ty, but also drive employees into local occupational mobility.

For the reference employee, the probability to become regionally mobile within the
same occupation is reduced by one percentage point if school-age children live in
the same household. Accordingly, the probability is reduced by 1.3 percentage
points if a partner is living in the same household and by 1.3 percentage points,
when increasing the residence duration by one standard deviation, which corre-
sponds to 14 years. In contrast, we observe an increase in transition probabilities for
local occupational mobility. School-age children in the household increase the likeli-
hood for a transition by 4.4 percentage points. Having a partner in the household or
an increase in the residence duration by approximately 14 years increases the
probability by 2.4 percentage points. The simultaneous shift in transition probabilities
supports the first three hypotheses and indicates that both mobility types are substi-
tutes for one another. A partner or school-age children living in the same household
do not affect the probability to be both regionally and occupationally mobile, which
supports the assumption that the mixed strategy indeed only applies to a specific
group —i.e. tied movers.

Focusing on cost factors for occupational mobility, we find opposite effects. For the
reference employee, increasing the years spent in an occupation by one standard
deviation — which corresponds to approximately six years — results in a reduction of
the likelihood for local occupation changes by 1.6 percentage points. Analogous,
higher skill demands — which reflect higher individual investments into schooling,
formal training, experience and/or training-on-the-job — lower the probability to
change the occupation. Being employed in a job with high instead of low skill de-
mands holds a probability reduces the probability by 6.8 percentage points. Further,
occupational closure lowers the probability for local occupation changes, supporting
our assumption that legal and administrative regulations make it less attractive to
abandon the occupation.

Simultaneously, we observe a significant increase in the transition probability for
regional mobility within the same occupation. The strongest effect is given for skill
demands: Compared to the reference employee, who has an occupation with low
skill-demands, the transition probability for an employee in an occupation with high
skill-demands is 8.1 percentage points higher. The simultaneous reduction in local
occupational mobility and increase in regional mobility within the same occupation
support hypotheses four to six and further strenghten our assumption that regional
mobility acts as a substitution for occupational mobility when trying to improve the
labor market position. Moreover, the probability to change both region and occupa-
tion — although already unlikely — is further reduced by occupational cost factors.
This supports our assumption that regional and occupational mobility are alternative
strategies and employees try to avoid bearing costs for both types of mobility.
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Another noteworthy finding is that local transitions into the same occupation become
more likely, the higher the occupation-specific human capital and the higher the clo-
sure. An explanation for this phenomenon may lie in the decreased competition in
the local labor market. Closed occupations should be sheltered from outsiders and,
as a consequence, an employee faces more opportunities for job changes. Improv-
ing the labor market position is then achievable by changing into the same occupa-
tion locally. The same explanation holds for occupation-specific human capital,
which improves an employee’s market value and thus increases chances on the
domestic labor market.

Other interesting effects, which alter incentives for specific types of job transitions,
follow in the expected direction. Unemployment rate as a proxy for the local oppor-
tunity structure alters both probabilities. As the unemployment rate increases,
changes into other regions become more likely, whereas local transitions are re-
duced. Moreover, local clustering of one’s current occupation reduces the probability
of becoming regionally mobile. We assume that this is the case because matching
within an occupation is already closer to the optimum. Higher daily wages, however,
increase the probability of becoming regionally mobile because commuting and re-
location become proportionally less costly as overall earnings increase.

4.3 Differential returns to occupational and regional mobility

After having shown that occupational and regional mobility indeed appear to be sub-
stitutes for one another, depending on the cost factors, we now focus on the conse-
quences of this mechanism. We expected differential returns to occupational and
regional mobility. In general, job changes should result in wage growth (Fuller 2008;
le Grand and Thalin 2002), particularly at the beginning of the career and when the
labor market position can be improved. However, distinguishing between regional
and occupational mobility, the former has a greater likelihood to improve matching
and thus to increase productivity and wage. Occupational mobility, by contrast, is
frequently accompanied by the devaluation of human capital and should thus lead to
lower productivity gains or even losses, particularly if the job transition arises as a
reaction to potential unemployment. Restrictions on regional mobility may thus lead
to occupation changes with lower wage increases compared with trans-regional
changes in the same occupation.

We use the same four types of mobility as introduced above and calculate the effect
of these transitions on the logarithm of the individual daily wage. To determine the
mere effect of a transition, we use fixed effects regressions that analyze the differ-
ences in log wages for different job transitions and distinguish between early transi-
tions during the first five years of labor market experience and later changes. The
results are displayed in Table 4.
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Table 4
Fixed-effects regressions: Individual deflated log daily wage

Explanatory Variables B c
Years in employment 0.060*** (0.007)
Years in employment? -0.001*** (0.000)

Early job transition (years 1-5)

Local, same occupation 0.051** (0.019)
Local, other occupation 0.049* (0.021)
Trans-regional, same occupation 0.103*** (0.022)
Trans-regional, other occupation 0.101** (0.033)

Later job transition (after 5 years)

Local, same occupation 0.002 (0.010)
Local, other occupation 0.005 (0.014)
Trans-regional, same occupation 0.013 (0.014)
Trans-regional, other occupation -0.012 (0.034)
Model Summary

N Groups 3,732

N Observations 323,664

R2 Within 0.16

Control variables include school-age children in household, partner in houshold, age (squared), num-
ber of previous transitions, year and month dummies; Note on significance levels: *** P<0.001,
*P<0.01, *P<0.05, ~ P<0.1

We encounter the typical wage trajectory that we would expect to observe over the
life course; wages increase over the entire time spent in employment, but growth is
reduced the further the career develops. Generally, we observe positive effects on
daily wages for all changes within the first five years. However, as expected, region-
al mobility yields higher wage increases than does occupational mobility. The expla-
nation is straightforward: Regional mobility leads to better matches because em-
ployees face a larger pool of adequate vacancies. Local occupational changes lead
to lower wage gains; most likely because of a devaluation of occupation-specific
human capital. As expected, later job transitions in general show no significant ef-
fects on wage increases.

Overall, the results support the assumption that regional and occupational mobility
contribute to unequal returns on the labor market. Whereas regional mobility has a
strong effect on wage improvement, occupational mobility — especially within the
same labor market region — is associated with lower gains. We are aware that po-
tential self-selection of employees into high-mobility patterns and into higher wage
growth might partly drive our results. However, previous studies generally find wage
penalties for occupation changes (Kambourov and Manovskii 2009a), which support
our findings and the assumption that substituting occupational for regional mobility
leads to unequal returns to job mobility.
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5 Conclusion

In the labor market, job mobility is central to the matching quality between employ-
ees and jobs and thereby plays an important role in productivity and individual wage
trajectories. However, returns to job mobility differ considerably and in this context,
both regional and occupational mobility are major sources of wage differentials that
have thus far only been regarded separately. We argued that the two types are not
independent from one another but instead act as substitutes when employees aim to
improve their labor market position or avoid unemployment. In this context, costs for
occupational mobility and barriers to spatial mobility alter mobility patterns by push-
ing employees either toward new jobs in new local labor markets or into other occu-
pations. Because of human capital devaluation, occupational mobility yields lower
returns than regional mobility. We thus argued that substituting one type of mobility
for the other constitutes a mechanism for labor market stratification and inequality
that has thus far been neglected in the literature.

We drew on linked retrospective life-course data for Germany with Fine and Gray
models for competing risks, we first showed that occupation-specific human capital,
skill-demands, and occupational closure as well as household composition and resi-
dence duration indeed simultaneously affected probabilities for both local occupation
changes and trans-regional job changes within the occupation, revealing their sub-
stitutionary function. Second, using fixed effects wage regressions, we demonstrat-
ed that these types of mobility indeed led to unequal wage increases. Especially
regional mobility early in the career led to the greatest wage gains. Increases from
local occupational mobility, however, were only half as large. We thus stress the
point that the interrelationship is a major factor that influences the type of and the
returns to job mobility and should be considered when analyzing mobility effects.

We expect these mechanisms to become even more pronounced in the future, be-
cause technological and institutional change alter job requirements and thus create
mismatches on the labor market and incentives to become mobile. First, technologi-
cal acceleration in some occupations decreases the amount of human capital that is
transferrable between occupations making occupation changes more costly
(Violante 2002). Second, skills acquired before entering a job may lose their rele-
vance due to changing technology, increasing the likelihood of mismatches in exist-
ing employment relationships (Witte and Kalleberg 1995).

We were only able to reveal a snapshot of the possible consequences of the trade-
off between occupational and regional mobility, and it is vital that future research
extends this knowledge by applying the mechanisms found here to other outcomes.
The substitution function may have implications for household or family outcomes
given that regional mobility is seldom decided detached from household actors. Fur-
ther, we emphasize that we were able to reveal these mechanisms for Germany, a
country in which vocational training is highly standardized and occupational mobility
may be lower than in other industrialized countries. We generally expect occupa-
tional and regional mobility to serve as substitutes for one another. However, institu-
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tional contexts may alter the costs for both regional and occupational mobility and
when transferring the mechanisms and consequences found here to other labor
markets, one must take into account different mobility regimes (DiPrete 2002). Thus,
we encourage further research to focus on the international comparability of the

mechanisms and consequences of occupational and regional mobility serving as
substitutes for one another.
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Appendix

Table 5
Descriptive statistics for independent variables
Variable Mean/ Std. Mini- Maxi-
Proportion Dev. mum mum
Regional labor market level
Regional unemployment rate (centered) -0.410 4325 -8.078 17.35
Regional occupational clustering (centered) 0 0.317 -1.979 1.833

Occupation level

Skill demand (ref: Low)

Medium 0.683 0.465 0 1
High 0.256 0.436 0 1
Occupational closure (centered) 0 0.262 -0.161 0.839
Individual level
Occupation-specific human capital (centered) 0 5.837 -6.842 29.241
Number of previous transitions 0.892 1.225 0 18
Log daily wage (centered) 0 0.555 -1.977 3.801
Education degree (ref: Medium Secondary)
No degree / Lower secondary 0.010 0.097 0 1
Upper secondary 0.470 0.499 0 1
Other 0.006 0.075 0 1
Formal training (ref: Vocational)
Non-formal 0.114 0.318 0 1
Academic 0.251 0.434 0 1
Reduced hours (<30h) 0.203 0.402 0 1
Company size (ref: 1-4 employees)
5-9 0.114 0.318 0 1
10-19 0.116 0.320 0 1
20-99 0.225 0.418 0 1
100-199 0.114 0.318 0 1
200-1999 0.231 0.421 0 1
2000 + 0.114 0.318 0 1
Public sector (ref: private sector) 0.138 0.345 0 1
Age (centered) 0 7.621 -16.342 17.992
Female 0.557 0.497 0 1
Partner in household 0.675 0.468 0 1
School age child in household 0.390 0.488 0 1
Residence duration in years (centered) 0 14.117 -21.335 30.915
Nationality: German 0.968 0.177 0 1
Year dummies - - 0 1
Calendar dummies - - 0 1

Standard deviations are not adjusted for clustering.

IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015 22



References

Abbott, Michael G.; Beach, Charles M. (1994): Wage changes and job changes of
Canadian women: evidence from the 1986-87 Labour Market Activity Survey. In:
The Journal of Human Ressources 29(2): p. 429-60.

Abraham, Martin; Auspurg, Katrin; Hinz, Thomas (2010): Migration Decisions Within
Dual-Earner Partnerships: A Test of Bargaining Theory. In: Journal of Marriage and
Family 72(4): p. 876-92.

Abraham, Martin; Damelang, Andreas; Schulz, Florian; Vicari, Basha (2015): Occu-
pations as labour market institutions. Unpublished work.

Abraham, Martin; Nisic, Natascha (2007): Regional Ties, Geographical Mobility and
the Labour Market. Analyses for Switzerland and Germany. In: Swiss Journal of
Sociology 33(1): p. 69-88.

Acemoglu, Daron; Autor, David (2011): Skills, tasks and technologies: implications
for employment and earnings. Pp. 1043-171. Handbook of Labor Economics, Vol-
ume 4. C. David and A. Orley editors. Elsevier.

Aldashev, Alisher (2012): Occupational and Locational Substitution: Measuring the
Effect of Occupational and Regional Mobility. In: Labour 26(1): p. 108-23.

Antoni, Manfred; Drasch, Katrin; Kleinert, Corinna; Matthes, Britta; Ruland, Michael;
Trahms, Annette (2010): Arbeiten und Lernen im Wandel * Teil I: Uberblick tiber die
Studie - Marz 2011 (2. aktualisierte Fassung des Berichtes vom Mai 2010). FDZ-
Methodenreport 2010(5).

Antoni, Manfred; Jacobebbinghaus, Peter; Seth, Stefan (2011): ALWA-
Befragungsdaten verknipft mit administrativen Daten des IAB (ALWA-ADIAB)
1975-2009. FDZ-Datenreport 05/2011.

Antoni, Manfred; Seth, Stefan (2012): ALWA-ADIAB — Linked Individual Survey and
Administrative Data for Substantive and Methodological Research. In: Schmollers
Jahrbuch 132: p. 141-46.

Autor, David H. (2013): The “task approach” to labor markets: an overview. In: Jour-
nal for Labour Market Research 46(3): p. 185-99.

Bartel, Ann P. (1982): Wages, Nonwage Job Characteristics, and Labor Mobility. In:
Industrial and Labor Relations Review 35(4): p. 578-89.

Bartel, Ann P. (1979): The migration decision: what role does job mobility play? In:
The American Economic Review 69(5): p. 775-86.

Blau, Peter M.; Duncan, Otis Dudley (1967): The American Occupational Structure.
John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 605 Third Avenue, New York.

Bol, Thijs; Weeden, Kim A. (2014): Occupational closure and wage inequality in
Germany and the United Kingdom. European Sociological Review. online first.

Bowles, Samuel (1970): Migration as Investment: Empirical Tests of the Human
Investment Approach to Geographical Mobility. In: The Review of Economics and
Statistics 52(3): p. 356-62.

Brett, Jeanne M.; Reilly, Anne, H. (1988): On the road again: Predicting the job
transfer decision. In: Journal of Applied Psychology 73: p. 614—20.

Brett, Jeanne M.; Stroh, Linda K.; Reilly, Anne H. (1993): Pulling up roots in the
1990s: Who's willing to relocate? In: Journal of Organizational Behavior 14: p. 49—
60.

IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015 23



Burdett, Kenneth (1978): A theory of employee job search and quit rates. In: The
American Economic Review 68(1): p. 212-20.

DaVanzo, Julie (1983): Repeat Migration in the United States: Who Moves Back and
Who Moves On? In: The Review of Economics and Statistics 65(4): p. 552—-59.

DiPrete, Thomas A. (2002): Life Course Risks, Mobility Regimes, and Mobility Con-
sequences: A Comparison of Sweden, Germany, and the United States. In: Ameri-
can Journal of Sociology 108(2): p. 267—-309.

Drasch, Katrin; Matthes, Britta (2013): Improving retrospective life course data by
combining modularized self-reports and event history calendars. Quality & Quantity.
In: International Journal of Methodology 47(2): p. 817-38.

Eby, Lillian T.; Russell, Joyce E. A. (2000): Predictors of Employee Willingness to
Relocate for the Firm. In: Journal of Vocational Behavior 57(1): p. 42—61.

Eliason, Scott R. (1995): An extension of the Sgrensen-Kalleberg theory of the labor
market matching and attainment processes. In: American Sociological Review 60(2):
p. 247-71.

Fernandez, Roberto M. (2001): Skill-biased technological change and wage inequal-
ity: evidence from a plant retooling. In: American Journal of Sociology 107(2): p.
273-320.

Fernandez-Macias, Enrique (2012): Job polarization in Europe? Changes in the em-
ployment structure and job quality, 1995-2007. In: Work and Occupations 39(2): p.
157-82.

Fine, Jason P.; Gray, Robert J. (1999): A proportional hazards model for the subdis-
tribution of a competing risk. In: Journal of the American Statistical Association
94(446): p. 496-509.

Fitzenberger, Bernd; Kunze, Astrid (2005): Vocational training and gender: wages
and occupational mobility among young workers. Oxford Review of Economic Policy
21(3).

Fuller, Sylvia (2008): Job Mobility and Wage Trajectories for Men and Women in the
United States. In;: American Sociological Review 73(1): p. 158-83.

Ganzeboom, Harry B. G.; Treiman, Donald J. (1996): Internationally comparable
measures of occupational status for the 1988 International Standard Classification of
Occupations. In: Social Science Research 25: p. 201-39.

Gould, Sam; Penley, Larry E. (1985): A Study of the Correlates of the Willingness to
Relocate. In: The Academy of Management Journal 28(2): p. 472—78.

Granovetter, Mark; Tilly, Charles (1988): Inequality and Labor Processes. Pp. 175—
221. Handbook of Sociology. Neil Smelser editor. Sage Publications.

Hardill, Irene (2002): Gender, migration and the dual career household. Routledge.

Hatt, Paul K. (1950): Occupations and social stratification. In: American Journal of
Sociology 55(6): p. 533-43.

Hunt, Janet C.; Kau, James B. (1985): Migration and Wage Growth: A Human Capi-
tal Approach. In: Southern Economic Journal 51(3): p. 697—710.

Jovanovic, Boyan (1979): Job Matching and the Theory of Turnover. In: Journal of
Political Economy 87(5): p. 1.

Kalleberg, Arne L. (2008): The Mismatched Worker: When People Don't Fit Their
Jobs. In: Academy of Management Perspectives 22(1): p. 24-40.

IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015 24



Kambourov, Gueorgui; Manovskii, lourii (2009a): Occupational Mobility and Wage
Inequality. In: Review of Economic Studies 76: p. 731-59.

Kambourov, Gueorgui; Manovskii, lourii (2009b): Occupational Specificity of Human
Capital. In: International Economic Review 50: p. 63—-115.

Kambourov, Gueorgui; Manovskii, lourii (2008): Rising Occupational and Industry
Mobility in the United States: 1968-97. In: International Economic Review 49(1): p.
41-79.

Keith, Kristen; McWilliams, Abagail (1999): The returns to mobility and job search by
gender. In: Industrial and Labor Relations Review 52(3): p. 460-77.

Keith, Kristen; McWilliams, Abagail (1997): Job mobility and gender based wage
growth. In: Economic Inquiry 35: p. 320-33.

Keith, Kristen; McWilliams, Abagail (1995): The wage effects of cumulative job mo-
bility. In: Industrial and Labor Relations Review 49(1): p. 121-37.

Kleinert, Corinna; Matthes, Britta; Antoni, Manfred; Drasch, Katrin; Ruland, Michael;
Trahms, Annette (2011): ALWA — new life course data for Germany. In: Schmollers
Jahrbuch 131(4): p. 625-34.

Kosfeld, Reinhold; Werner, Alexander (2012): Deutsche Arbeitsmarktregionen —
Neuabgrenzung nach den Kreisgebietsreformen 2007-2011. In: Raumforschung
und Raumordnung 70(1): p. 49-64.

Landau, Jacqueline C.; Shamir, Boas ; Arthur, Michael B. (1992): Predictors of will-
ingness to relocate for managerial and professional employees. In: Journal of Or-
ganizational Behavior 13(7): p. 667-80.

le Grand, Carl; Thalin, Michael (2002): Job mobility and earnings growth. In: Euro-
pean Sociological Review 18(4): p. 381-400.

Longhi, Simonetta; Brynin, Malcolm (2010): Occupational change in Britain and
Germany. In: Labour Economics 17(4): p. 655—-66.

Longhi, Simonetta; Taylor, Mark (2013): Occupational change and mobility among
employed and unemployed job seekers. In: Scottish Journal of Political Economy
60(1): p. 71-100.

Manning, Alan (2003): The real thin theory: monopsony in modern labour markets.
In: Labour Economics 10(2): p. 105-31.

Manzoni, Anna; Harkonen, Juho; Mayer, Karl-Ulrich (2014): Moving On? A Growth-
Curve Analysis of Occupational Attainment and Career Progression Patterns in
West Germany. In: Social Forces 92(4): p. 1285-312.

Mortensen, Dale T. (1988): Matching: finding a partner for life or otherwise. In:
American Journal of Sociology 94: S215-S40.

Mouw, Ted; Kalleberg, Arne L. (2010a): Occupations and the Structure of Wage
Inequality in the United States, 1980s to 2000s. In: American Sociological Review
75(3): p. 402-31.

Mouw, Ted; Kalleberg, Arne L. (2010b): Do Changes in Job Mobility Explain the
Growth of Wage Inequality among Men in the United States, 1977-20057 In: Social
Forces 88(5): p. 2053-78.

Oesch, Daniel; Rodriguez Menes, Jorge (2010): Upgrading or polarization? Occupa-
tional change in Britain, Germany, Spain and Switzerland, 1990-2008. In: Socio-
Economic Review 9(3): p. 503-31.

IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015 25



Reichelt, Malte (2015a): Career progression from temporary employment: How
bridge and trap functions differ by task complexity. European Sociological Review, in
press.

Reichelt, Malte (2015b): Using longitudinal wage information in linked data sets.
FDZ-Methodenreport 2015(1).

Rogers, Andrei (1988): Age Patterns of Elderly Migration: An International Compari-
son. In: Demography 25(3): p. 355-70.

Royalty, Anne Beeson (1998): Job-to-Job and Job-to-Nonemployment Turnover by
Gender and Education Level. In: Journal of Labor Economics 16(2): p. 392—-433.

Ruhm, Christopher J. (1987): The economic consequences of labor mobility. In: In-
dustrial and Labor Relations Review 41(1): p. 30—46.

Sjaastad, Larry A. (1962): The costs and returns of human migration. In: Journal of
Political Economy 70(5): p. 80-93.

Sgrensen, Jesper B.; Kalleberg, A. L. (1981): An outline of a theory of the matching
of persons to jobs. Pp. 49-74. Sociological perspectives on labor markets. |. Berg
editor. Academic Press.

Sgrensen, Jesper B.; Sorenson, Olav (2007): Corporate demography and income
inequality. In: American Sociological Review 72: p. 766-83.

South, Scott J.; Deane, Glenn D. (1993): Race and Residential Mobility: Individual
Determinants and Structural Constraints. In: Social Forces 72(1): p. 147-67.

Topel, Robert; Ward, Michael, P. (1992): Job Mobility and the Careers of Young
Men. In: The Quarterly Journal of Economics 107(2): p. 439-79.

Vaisey, Stephen (2006): Education and its discontents: overqualification in America,
1972-2002. In: Social Forces 85(2): p. 835-64.

Vicari, Basha (2014): Degree of standardised certification of occupations * An indi-
cator for measuring institutional characteristics of occupations (KldB 2010, KidB
1988). FDZ-Methodenreport 4(2014).

Violante, Giovanni L. (2002): Technological Acceleration, Skill Transferability, and
the Rise in Residual Inequality. In: The Quarterly Journal of Economics 117(1): p.
297-338.

Weeden, Kim A. (2002): Why do some occupations pay more than others? Social
closure and earnings inequality in the United States. In: American Journal of Sociol-
ogy 108(1): p. 55-101.

Williams, Mark (2012): Occupations and British wage inequality, 1970s-2000s. In:
European Sociological Review 29(4): p. 841-57.

Witte, James C.; Kalleberg, Arne L. (1995): Matching Training and Jobs: The Fit
Between Vocational Education and Employment in the German Labour Market. In:
European Sociological Review 11(3): p. 293-317.

Wright, Erik Olin; Dwyer, Rachel E. (2003): The patterns of job expansions in the
USA: a comparison of the 1960s and 1990s. In: Socio-Economic Review 1: p. 289—
325.

Yankow, Jeffrey J. (2003): Migration, job change, and wage growth a new perspec-
trive on the pecuniary return to Geographic Mobility. In: Journal of Regional Science
43(3):p. 483-516.

IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015 26



Recently published

No.
28/2014

29/2014

1/2015
2/2015

3/2015

4/2015

5/2015

6/2015

7/2015

8/2015

9/2015

10/2015

11/2015

12/2015

13/2015

Author(s)

Wapler, R.
Werner, D.
Wolf, K.

Dahmann, S.
Anger, S.
Moczall, A.
Stops, M.

Brunow, S.
Grinwald, L.

Osiander, C.
Dietz, M.

Lucht, M.
Haas, A.

Brenzel, H.
Mduller, A.

Vallizadeh, E.
Muysken, J.
Ziesemer, T.

Busk, H.
Jahn, E. J.
Singer, C.

Eisermann, M.

Moritz, M.

Stockinger, B.

Walwei, U.

vom Berge, P.

Schmillen, A.

Brenzel, H.
Reichelt, M.

Schanne, N.

As per: 2015-04-02

Title Date

Active labour-market policies in Germany: Do 12/14
regional labour markets benefit?

The impact of education on personality: 12/14
Evidence from a German high school reform

The effect of hiring subsidies on regular wages 1/15

Revisiting German labour market reform effects:  1/15
A panel data analysis for occupational labour
markets

Exports, agglomeration and workforce diversity: 1/15
An empirical assessment for German Establish-
ments

What could all the money do? Ergebnisse eines 1/15
faktoriellen Surveys zur Bedeutung von Oppor-
tunitatskosten bei Weiterbildungsentscheidun-

gen

The productivity effect of migrants: Wage cost 2/15
advantages and heterogeneous firms

Higher wages or lower expectations? Adjust- 2/15
ments of German firms in the hiring process

Offshoring of medium-skill jobs, polarization, and  2/15
productivity effect: Implications for wages and
low-skill unemployment

Do changes in regulation affect temporary agen-  2/15
cy workers’ job satisfaction?

Multinational resilience or dispensable jobs? 3/15
German FDI and employment in the Czech
Republic around the Great Recession

From deregulation to re-regulation: Trend rever- 3/15
sal in German labour market institutions and its
possible implications

Direct and indirect effects of mass layoffs: Evi- 3/15
dence from geo-referenced data

Job mobility as a new explanation for the immi- 3/15
grant-native wage gap: A longitudinal analysis

for the German labor market

A Global Vector Autoregression (GVAR) model 4/15

for regional labour markets and its forecasting
performance with leading indicators in Germany

For a full list, consult the IAB website
http://www.iab.de/de/publikationen/discussionpaper.aspx

IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015 27


http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k141218302
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k141219303
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150108301
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150119301
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150120301
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150126301
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150205302
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150209302
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150212301
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150217302
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150302304
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150311301
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150318303
http://www.iab.de/183/section.aspx/Publikation/k150319301
http://www.iab.de/966/section.aspx/Publikation/k150331304
http://www.iab.de/de/publikationen/discussionpaper.aspx



http://www.iab.de
http://doku.iab.de/discussionpapers/2015/dp1415.pdf
malte.reichelt@iab.de

	IAB-Discussion Paper 14/2015
	1 Introduction
	2 Theoretical Background
	2.1 Job mobility and wage inequality
	2.2 Occupational and regional mobility as substitutes
	2.3 Differential returns to occupational and regional mobility

	3 Data
	3.1 Variables
	3.2 Analytical Strategy

	4 Results
	4.1 Descriptive results
	4.2 Results of event history analyses
	4.3 Differential returns to occupational and regional mobility

	5 Conclusion
	Appendix
	References
	Recently published
	Imprint



