Appendix A: Additional Robustness Tables
Table A1. CR2 Robust Inference for Preferred Specification (Model 3)
	Variable
	Estimate
	CR2 SE
	t-stat
	Satt. df
	p-value
	Sig.

	Intercept
	0.404
	0.018
	22.37
	7.41
	<0.001
	***

	Selection
	−0.067
	0.047
	−1.41
	8.28
	0.196
	—

	Stabilization
	0.118
	0.041
	2.88
	3.38
	0.055
	†

	Establishment
	−0.258
	0.039
	−6.55
	4.03
	0.003
	**

	Gini (centered)
	0.007
	0.003
	2.29
	4.67
	0.074
	†


Notes: CR2 bias-reduced linearization standard errors with Satterthwaite degrees of freedom (Tipton and Pustejovsky 2015). Clustering at the study level (31 clusters). *** p < 0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05, † p < 0.10.

Table A2. Subgroup Analyses by Region and Data Type
	Subgroup
	k
	Pooled Estimate
	SE
	I² (%)

	By Region (IGE)
	
	
	
	

	  North America
	15
	0.377
	0.034
	92.6

	  Northern Europe
	5
	0.188
	0.038
	91.3

	  Continental Europe
	4
	0.353
	0.035
	12.4

	By Data Type (IGE)
	
	
	
	

	  Survey
	17
	0.402
	0.020
	49.6

	  Administrative
	9
	0.215
	0.035
	95.8


Notes: Subgroup pooled estimates from random-effects models within each stratum.

Table A3. Jackknife Sensitivity Analysis (Leave-One-Out)
Jackknife leave-one-out analysis iteratively excludes each of the 27 IGE observations and re-estimates the pooled effect. The pooled IGE ranges from 0.326 (excluding Mazumder 2005) to 0.346 (excluding Jäntti et al. 2006), demonstrating stability. No single study shifts the pooled estimate by more than 0.02 points. The establishment coefficient in Model 3 remains significant (p < 0.01) across all 27 iterations, with point estimates ranging from −0.230 to −0.275.
	Study removed
	Estimate
	SE
	p-value

	dustmann 2008 imm
	0.335
	0.026
	<0.001

	dustmann 2008 nat
	0.338
	0.027
	<0.001

	becker tomes 1986
	0.332
	0.026
	<0.001

	corak 2013 can
	0.342
	0.026
	<0.001

	corak 2013 usa
	0.330
	0.026
	<0.001

	bloome 2015 white
	0.333
	0.026
	<0.001

	bloome 2015 black
	0.330
	0.026
	<0.001

	nybom 2018 swe
	0.339
	0.027
	<0.001

	vogel 2006 usa
	0.333
	0.027
	<0.001

	lee solon 2009
	0.332
	0.026
	<0.001

	solon 1992
	0.334
	0.026
	<0.001

	mazumder 2005
	0.326
	0.025
	<0.001

	bloome 2015 psid
	0.332
	0.026
	<0.001

	bloome 2017
	0.334
	0.027
	<0.001

	corak heisz 1999
	0.341
	0.027
	<0.001

	chen ostrovsky piraino 2017
	0.343
	0.026
	<0.001

	janti etal 2006 den
	0.346
	0.024
	<0.001

	pekkarinen etal 2009
	0.343
	0.026
	<0.001

	lefranc trannoy 2005
	0.333
	0.027
	<0.001

	vogel 2006 deu
	0.337
	0.027
	<0.001

	mocetti 2007
	0.330
	0.026
	<0.001

	bratberg etal 2017
	0.344
	0.026
	<0.001

	bjorklund jantti 1997
	0.339
	0.027
	<0.001

	blanden gregg macmillan 2013
	0.337
	0.027
	<0.001

	gregg macmillan vittori 2017
	0.336
	0.027
	<0.001

	aydemir chen corak 2009
	0.341
	0.026
	<0.001

	smith thoenissen 2019
	0.334
	0.027
	<0.001


Notes: Each row reports the pooled random-effects IGE estimate when the indicated observation is omitted from the k = 27 IGE sample. Estimates range narrowly from 0.326 to 0.346, indicating that no single study drives the pooled result.


Table A4. Correlation Matrix of Key Variables
	
	yᵢ
	Gini
	Sel.
	Stab.
	Est.
	log(N)

	yᵢ
	1.00
	0.64
	−0.44
	−0.65
	−0.82
	−0.57

	Gini
	0.64
	1.00
	−0.01
	−0.47
	−0.64
	−0.09

	Selection
	−0.44
	−0.01
	1.00
	0.68
	0.59
	0.43

	Stabilization
	−0.65
	−0.47
	0.68
	1.00
	0.87
	0.43

	Establishment
	−0.82
	−0.64
	0.59
	0.87
	1.00
	0.51

	log(N)
	−0.57
	−0.09
	0.43
	0.43
	0.51
	1.00


Notes: Pairwise Pearson correlations. IGE sample (k = 27). The high correlations among policy indicators (0.59–0.87) reflect the tendency of comprehensive immigration systems to combine multiple policy dimensions. Sel. = Selection; Stab. = Stabilization; Est. = Establishment.


