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Mixed-Nativity Marriages: a Marker of Immigrants’
Integration or Marginality in the Host Countries? Evidence

from ltaly *
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Abstract

Taking up an assimilation hypothesis, the growtimofed-nativity marriages documented
in many developed countries is often regarded asdioator of immigrants' integration in
the receiving societies. We contend that an altermaheoretical approach could enrich
our understanding of the complex link between irdgégn (or, assimilation) and
intermarriages. Precisely, we build on theoriesassortative mating to investigate the
salience of status exchange in the formation ofeahmativity unions in Italy. The country
is a new destination of international migration releéerised by particularly poor
immigrants’ socioeconomic integration. In line witbcent empirical evidence emerging
from other countries, like Australia, the US andaif®p we provide sound evidence in
support of the status exchange hypothesis in I&kploiting Italian Labor Force Survey
data and unique register microdata on marriagesfindemixed-nativity marriages to be
more likely when less educated older men marryebetiducated younger women,
especially when the latter originate from non-Westeountries. Foreign women are also
more likely to marry an Italian man if they are eotployed. These patterns become more
similar when women possess the lItalian citizenshiftnhe moment of marriage, confirming
the salience of status exchange when immigrariegjiation is low.

Keywords: Assimilation, Assortative mating, Integration,Xdd-nativity marriages, Status
exchange
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Introduction
Nativity and ethnicity are considered significamicial boundaries in couple formation
because of individuals' preferences regarding ¢ie consumption of household public
goods that are related to ethnicity (Furtado, 2048) because of the persistence of
negative attitudes between groups (Potarca ands,MiD12) and social group influences
(Kalmijn, 1998). For these reasons, crossing ethnit nativity boundaries in marriage is
often regarded as a signal of increased integrgtigprassimilatiort) of ethnic minorities or
immigrants in a society (Gordon, 1964; Alba and N&¥3). Taking up thiassimilation
perspective a bulk of empirical studies interpret the risingtes of intermarriages
documented across most Western countries as d sijmecreased societal openness and
integration (Rosenfeld, 2002; Adsera e Ferrer, 2014

Following Song (2009), we question this straigivfard interpretation, arguing
that while the growth of intermarriages can beeedng [of] the declining social distance
between the majority and certain minority grougt, §an also entail a complex co-
mingling of economic and social integration and giaalisation' (Song, 2009: 343). As a
matter of fact, most of the extant research on diixativity marriages has focused on
growth rates of such unions largely neglecting qnestion on whether — and how —
nativity affects the way in which natives and imnaigt individuals are sorted into marital
unions (Rosenfeld, 2002; Adsera e Ferrer, 2014). algeie that the assortative mating
patterns of mixed-nativity marriages are insteatticat to assess the validity of the
assimilation hypothesis. Implicit in this hypotres the idea that mixed-nativity couples
do not to differ 'qualitatively’ from same-nativignes. A long research tradition on
assortative mating has pointed out the salien@o€ation homogamy (Mare, 1991; Blau,
1994; Blossfeld and Timm, 2003) and a limited agéénce (Shehan et al., 1991) in
couples formation.

The assimilation hypothesis implies that mixedviigt marriages do not differ
from same-nativity marriages with regard to the ptels educational and age make-up.
The existence of such differences might be revgadihadditional mechanisms operating

behind the rise in mixed-nativity marriages in Véestsocieties. Particularly when the

1 As in many other studies (Song, 2009, Kulu and Zatez-Ferrer, 2014; Adsera and Ferrer, 2014) wethesderms

integration and assimilation interchangeably altfowe acknowledge the different meanings of asatioit (Portes and
Zhou, 1993; Alba and Nee, 2003) and we do not assuimmigrants' incorporation into a host society as
straightforward process.
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socioeconomic integration of immigrants is scamexrhanism o$tatus exchang@auvis,
1941; Merton, 1941) can be proposed as a theoresiceount for mixed-nativity
marriages. Status exchange theory builds upondkeoavledgment of the different social
standing of members of different groups (in ourecesmigrants and natives). According
to this theory, natives and foreigners perceivessirg nationality boundaries in marriage
quite differently. Whereas the former might pereeivvas a loss of status, or a disutiliy,
foreigners might see it as an opportunity of mategain and improvement of their
socioeconeconomic prospects. Consequently, we @qddct that partners ‘trade’ some of
their valuable traits so that highly-ranked memlmrghe immigrant population exchange
their status by marrying lower-ranked members ef thtive population. More precisely,
we expect mixed-nativity couples to deviate from siandard pattern of assortative mating
based on educational homogamy and a limited aderelifce between the spouses.

To test this hypothesis we investigate marriaggw/&en foreign women and native
men in ltaly. This country is a new destination iofernational immigration and has
welcomed, starting from the early 2000s, signiftcamd highly feminized flows of
immigrants especially form Eastern European coestritaly is also characterized by
particularly harsh socioeconomic integration of ilgrants, most notably women, who
display rather poor economic conditions and enjaiyegprecarious legal status (Sciortino,
2004; Bettio et al., 2006; Barbagli, 2007; Reyn@@07; Reyneri and Fullin, 2011).
Nonetheless, official statistics show that marrsadpetween native men and immigrant
women have increased at unprecedented rates dhenigst years, shifting from less than
3% in 1996 to 7.9% of total celebrated marriage20dh2 (ISTAT, 2013). Taken together,
these patterns stand in apparent contrast withaisémilation hypothesis and open the
possibility to test the validity of an alternatitreeoretical account, such as status exchange.
To this purpose we analyse both stock and flow odiata on marriages that we derived
from Italian Labor Force Survey (2005-2012) andrfra unique archive of the National
Office of Statistics that contains exceptionallghrquality and rich information on all
marriages celebrated yearly in Italy and that heaeen been used to study mixed-nativity
marriages before. These data allow us to investigettional-origin variations in the
patterns of marital sorting in terms of partnemueation, age and occupational status at
marriage. Importantly, we are able to study possiariations by citizenship of the bride.

Finally, we look at both native men’s and immigrar@men’s perspectives by contrasting



mixed-nativity mating patterns with the patternsetved among two-natives and two-

immigrants unions.

1 Marital sorting in mixed-nativity unions: a status exchange approach

The theoretical background of this article intetsetwo research streams concerning
marital union formation: research on intermarricayed immigrants' assimilation and
research on assortative mating based on educattage.

Social scientists have long studied the determahexogamy, i.e. marriages that
cross the ethnic lines (Kalmijn, 1998), and haveengly turned their attention to mixed-
nativity marriages (Adsera and Ferrer, 2014, Kuhd &onzélez-Ferrer, 2014). Beyond
structural constraints, like the size and the sé iin the immigrant population (Kalmijn,
1998; Chiswick and Houseworth, 2011), endogamousiages prevail over exogamous
ones also because of tastes and preferences.duadisimight prefer marrying within their
national group or ethnicity because returns fronrrimge also come from the joint
consumption of ethnic-related public goods produeéthin the household, such as
language, cuisine, religion and traditions (Furteail2). Also, individuals both belonging
to the majority or the minority, and especially tiider (Song, 2009) and lower educated
(Hainmueller and Hiscox, 2007), tend to avoid biegkhe norm for endogamy (Kalmijn,
1993a; Jones and Luijkx, 1996), as they would bpose&d to third-party sanctioning
(Kalmijn, 1998; Potarca and Mills, 2012).

Research has also investigated the determinantexofiamy. As marriage is
probably the highest degree of intimacy betweernviddals, and considered the above-
mentioned existence of cultural barriers to exogamgrmarriage is often regarded as the
maximal marker of immigrants’ assimilation (Gordof964; Kalmijn, 1998). The
empirical evidence on the determinants of interrage is supportive of this 'assimilation
hypothesis' for it shows that those immigrants wne culturally and socioeconomically
integrated in the host countries — e.g. those wigpated at young ages or were born in the
host country, or those that are better educatedvatidhigher language skills — are the
most likely to intermarry (Gonzéalez-Ferrer, 2008ikde and Lundh, 2011; Adsera e Ferrer,
2014).

Higher educated immigrants have wider social netgjoare more likely to accept

the cultural norms prevailing in the host countryd aherefore are more interested in
4



similarities in education rather than similaritiesethnicity (Furtado and Theodoropoulos,
2011). The same holds true among those immigrahts migrated at younger ages and
among immigrants’ children. Since preferences farters’ characteristics are shaped
during early adulthood and in the context whereviddals grew up (Adsera and Ferrer,
2014), the criteria adopted for mate selection agmerll-integrated migrants should not
differ much from those adopted by the natives. &foe, both among same- nativity and
mixed-nativity couples we should observe the 'stadidpatterns of educational and age
positive assortative mating that have been docusdeinta number of studies (Mare, 1991;
Shehan et al., 1991; Blau, 1994, Blossfeld and T,ii2003).

The research on the determinants of exogamy anditdrature on assortative
mating can be employed jointly to advance our kealge on mixed-nativity marriages. In
addition to the assimilation hypothesis, we buildom a 'status exchange' hypothesis
positing that poorly integrated immigrants — efgst-generation migrants belonging to
disadvantaged national groups and residing in cttehere long periods of residence are
required to become citizens — might perceive inggrrage as a gateway to socioeconomic
integration and stability in the host society. lint, natives, especially when low educated,
might consider crossing national boundaries in iager as a loss of status. Consistently
with a status exchange approach, the former miglgrbne to trade some of their valuable
resources (like education and age) in exchangeonéased stability and well-being while
the latter might seek partners with valuable resesias a compensation.

The concept of status exchange in the mating psoleas been first introduced by
Davis (1941) and Merton (1941), who, basing onltttkan Hindu caste system, proposed
a theoretical account of marriage patterns betwsacks (the low-caste) and whites (the
high-caste) in the US. The basic idea was thakblagth low socioeconomic status would
have hardly ever married whites with high socioernit status, but blacks with high
socioeconomic status might have occasionally nmvidites with low socioeconomic
status using their higher status to compensatevtiiee partner for the perceived loss of
social standing.

Empirical support for this hypothesis has been il by Kalmijn (1993b), who
found that black women have much higher likelihafdnarrying down, with respect to
education, when they marry white men rather thaclkmen as well as white men have

higher chances of marrying up when they marry blacknen rather than white women.
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Fu (2001) enriched the picture claiming that nolydhe pattern of racial intermarriage
pairings is different relative to endogamous maes but that a 'racial hierarchy' would
still exist in the U.S., for the differences betwesxogamous and endogamous pairings
only pertain to whites marrying blacks and MexicAmericans, but not Japanese
Americans. Recently, Choi et al. (2012) confirméattimmigrant spouses in mixed-
nativity couples are better educated than nativeusgs in same-nativity couples in
Australia and the U.S. Empirical evidence suppert¥ the status exchange hypothesis in
mixed-nativity marriages is available also for $paa new destination of international
migration like Italy (Trilla et al., 2008).

Education is not the only relevant socioeconorhigracteristic that may be part of
the 'bargaining' in the mating process between anigr and natives. A younger age,
especially for women, may also be important asoxypfor physical attractiveness, given
the prevalence of a 'double standard of aging' tg8pr979), and a higher likelihood of
having children. As far as men are concerned, oddgr can be seen as an indicator of
achieved socioeconomic status and financial stal§fikopek et al., 2011b). As in the case
of education, the literature suggests a normatreéepence for similarly aged individuals
marrying each other (Shehan et al. 1991). Althotiggre is some evidence for age
unbalance in mixed-nativity marriages pointing tidedence in favour of the native partner
(Glowsky, 2007; Haandrikman, 2013), age differene#bkin the couple have not received
much attention in the literature on status exchangrixed-nativity/interethnic marriages.
However, individuals’ age at marriage, especiatiytioe side of the native men, might be

of great relevance in the Italian setting, as veegming to discuss in the next section.

2 Status exchange in mixed-nativity marriages inhte Italian setting

2.1 Mixed-nativity marriages in Italy from the ppestive of foreign-born women

The need to look for theoretical approaches oftin the 'assimilative' one to account for
the formation of mixed-nativity marriages in Italy motivated by two clear-cut patterns.

The rise of mixed-nativity marriages in Italy conoed mainly couples made of a native

2 Rosenfeld argued that several shortcomings magctathe empirical evidence posited to confirm theoty of status
exchange (2005, 2010). First, the results woulgdmly driven by the selection of couples in theienties, which is
problematic since (black) husbands tend to be sgemes older than (white) women and the latter migghsstill in the
educational system at the time of marriage. Sectir@main conclusions supporting status exchangddnloe easily
contradicted by few changes in loglinear model®c#fication and assumptions. These aspects willeballed in the
methodological section of the paper.
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man married with a foreign-born woman, mostly araging from poorer countries of
Eastern Europe and, to a lesser extent, of Latierga (ISTAT, 2013). In 2012, eight out
of ten mixed-nativity marriages were made of atidtaman and a foreign woman. The
first ten nationalities of the brides involved imese marriages were Romania (17.4%),
Ukraine (10.9%), Brazil (7.2%), Russia (6.3%), Pdld5.3%), Albania (4.7%), Moldova
(4.6%), Morocco (3.3%), Peru (2.5%) and Ecuad@%3.

Such a gender and national-origin compositionrigdly a consequence of the huge
migration inflows, especially from Eastern Europeanntries. Romania (21.2%), Albania
(10.6%), Ukraine (4.4%), Moldova (2.9%) and Polg@d4%) are the first five foreign
European countries represented in the Italian @djoul in 2011 and altogether increased
from less than 30% of the total foreign populatioritaly in 2004 to more than 40% in
2011. Apart from Albania, women are largely ovegpresented within all the mentioned
national minorities.

The feminization of migration inflows from the East bloc has to be attributed to
migration chains which fostered the specialisatafn Eastern European countries as
'sender’ of workers in the household services'oseet feature which is common for some
Southern American countries such as Ecuador, ReduBsazil as well (Sciortino, 2004;
Bettio et al., 2006; Barbagli, 2007; Reyneri andlifru2011). Migrant women working in
the household services’ sector experience a higtitiood to hold irregular status and are
often employed in low-pay occupations within thelerground economytidem).

This just sketched profile of migration inflows liimly suggests that there could be
specific advantages for immigrant women in marrymg Italian man and that some
national groups, most notably Eastern European worhave highest potential returns
from this mating. The latter are often in unstaddeioeconomic conditions and their high
educational attainment provides them with the caltuesources to go beyond social
norms on ethnic endogamy, better relational skiliscluding higher language proficiency
levels — and chances to exploit mixed-nativity na@es as potential means of upward
social mobility (Kalmijn, 1998; Furtado, 2012).

The possibility to obtain Italian/EU citizenship @sucial within the hypothesised
status exchange mechanism underlying mixed-natigyriages, i.e. to explain why high-
educated immigrant women might accept to marry éekgated older Italian men. Even if

migrants manage to arrive legally to Italy, theteaoffall back to an irregular status due to
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the difficulties in finding a stable job. Irregulatatus heavily compromises the likelihood
of obtaining the eligibility for naturalisation, teuse the Italian nationality law requires 10
years of uninterrupted residence for non-EU migrgtosic and Triandafyllidou, 2003;
Reyneri, 2007).

2.2 Mixed-nativity marriages from the perspectivétalian men

Despite most of the advantages in intermarriageldveeem a prerogative of the foreign
women who manage to settle down in the host coy®eyret, 2011), a precise segment of
the Italian male population, as defined by educatind age, might have strong propensity
towards exogamous marriages too. It can be ardwadrhmigrant women represent a sort
of 'secondary’ marriage market for low-educatedialtamen who find it increasingly
difficult to marry an Italian woman. This would hke result of three social processes
common to all Western countries: a) high-educatemimen have reached and then
significantly outnumbered high-educated men (Dit€@nd Buchmann, 2006; for Italy,
Pisati, 2002); b) the increasing prevalence oveetof educational homogamy at higher
levels of education (Blossfeld and Timm, 2003; Satiwv and Mare, 2005; for Italy,
Bernardi, 2002); c) the existence of gendered prsities to educationally heterogamous
marriages, and more precisely the fact that whereas accept down-marriage, women do
not. As a consequence, the age at marriage ofenaten when looking at mixed-nativity
unions tend to be higher than in same-nativity mgeas (ISTAT, 2013).

Especially in a male-breadwinner setting like tteidn one, women seem willing
to conform to social norms identifying men as ghemary earners', i.e. they might still
prefer men at least as educated as they are, évihreyi have gained high levels of
economic independence (Bernardi, 2002; Blossfeld &mm, 2003). More generally,
Skopek et al. (2011a) found that women, differerithm men, are highly reluctant to
contact men who are less educated even on an ouditieg platform, suggesting that

women put more value in establishing a joint ljéstnd sharing cultural interests.

2.3 Research hypotheses
Based on the theoretical framework outlined in fmes pages, it is possible to summarize

our hypotheses as follows:



Hla:the chance of a native man to be married with &ifpr rather than a native woman
is highest among those couples where the wife i® mducated than the husband
especially when the husband is low-educated anavifeeis high-educated,;

H1b: Specularlythe chance of a foreign woman to be married withadive man rather
than a foreign man is highest among those couplesravthe wife is more educated
than the husbandespecially when the wife is high-educated and tiebénd is low-
educated

H2: hypotheses Hla and H1b hold true mostly when ttsbbdnd got married at older
ages

H3: hypotheses Hla and H1lb apply only to mixed-natimsgrriages involving women
originating from poorer countries and facing highescioeconomic instability in the
country(i.e., women born in Eastern European and, tosetesxtent, Latin American

countries);

3 Data and methods

We use pooled data from the Italian Labour Forae&Su(ILFS) from the years 2005 until
2012. These data allow us to combine key infornmatio all household components and
therefore to analyse how couples in Italy are asdoaccording to education, immigrant
status, national origin and age at marriage.

Our main interest centers around a precise typmble made of an Italian-native
husband (defined as having lItalian citizenship beithg born in Italy) and a foreign-born
wife. We restrict our analyses to individuals adgedween 25 and 54. Differently from
many of the works cited in the review of the litewra, we do not consider all possible
combinations of gender and national groups becaised-nativity marriages involving a
native woman and foreign-born man and marriagesvdet foreigners of different
nationalities are very rare in Italy.

We focus on unions based on marriage as in ourdkieal framework marriage is
crucial in the social exchange between partnerauser through marriage foreigners can

acquire the Italian/EU citizensh#p.

3 Moreover, we are forced to exclude cohabitatioesanse we do not have information on the year wthen
cohabitation started and this is a key informatiorour analytical approach. We acknowledge that tthioice might
imply some bias because among mixed-nativity cauptzhabitation occurs more frequently than amomgesaativity
couples. In order to check for the magnitude of pbéential bias we replicated the analyses inclydinhabitations,
without the information about the age when the nrtarted, and found that the main results arestobu
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We use place of birth instead of citizenship asnmdentification criterion for
women because marriage with an Italian man is lbgelahe main gateway to Italian
nationality for foreign-born women in Italy. SinckFS data do not contain any
information regarding the reason for citizenshigusition nor the year when citizenship
was acquired, it was not possible to isolate fardigrn women who acquired the Italian
citizenship because of marriage from those who iseduhe citizenship after a long period
of residence. Nonetheless, we carry out specifitstior the role played by citizenship at
the time of marriage by exploiting register datamarriages celebrated yearly in ltaly.
These analyses are presented in section 4.3.

The data employed for the analyses entail detaifedmation on women’s country
of origin, thus allowing for national-origin variahs in marriage patterns. We grouped
women into four groups. Eastern European and Westeuntries are by far the two
largest groups. The former is mainly composed ahRaian, Polish, Albanian, Moldovan
and Russian women, whereas Switzerland, GermanyFasace make altogether two-
thirds of the latter group.Within the Latin American group the most represént
nationalities are Brazilian, Cuban, Argentine, Varedan, Colombian, and Ecuadorian.
Finally, we grouped all other nationalities in aideial category due to small numbers,
whose results are never shown in the paper. In soraklyses we merge Eastern Europeans
and Latin Americans in a single group as opposeatiéagroup of the Westerners because
the former show common patterns of mixed-nativigrnages.

As far as partners’ education is concerned, wekbdeavn our sample into three
groups. High-educated individuals are those whoehawmpleted a tertiary degree;
medium-educated are those who completed upper dagorducation, and low-educated
are those individuals who did not continue theaation beyond lower secondary school.
The availability of information on the educatiordédainment of both partners allows us to
model the probability of mixed-nativity marriager @l possible combinations of partners’
educational levels, consistently with our interptee framework and hypotheses. For the
sake of simplicity and due to small numbers, in sahthe analyses we do not show all
combinations but we employ a reduced measure oédieational makeup of the couple:

couples in which the two partners hold the sameca&tihnal level (educationally

4 Switzerland, Germany and France have been the coosinon destinations of Italian out-migration ie tecond half
of the 20th century, therefore a relevant fractdrwomen in our sample that were born in Westemanties might
represent “return migration” (Del Boca and Ventyrg005).
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homogamous couples); couples in which the wife leas education than the husband;
couples in which the wife has higher education timenhusband.

Regarding age at marriage, the ILFS provides in&dion on the year when the
marriage was celebrated. Unfortunately, individuage is available only in 5-year
classes. Therefore, husbands’ and wives’ age atagarvariables are approximated with a
margin of error of + 2.5 years. Marriage registatadused in section 4.3 allow us to
overcome this limitation.

Our analytical approach takes up on a two-way @&tsge to account for potential
gender variation in the propensity to enter a mirativity marriage made of an ltalian
man and a foreign-born woman. First, we assesgntahen’s likelihood of marrying a
foreign-born woman relative to a native-ltalian aared, second, we assess foreign-born
women'’s likelihood of marrying an Italian man relatto a man of their own national
group. Our first set of analyses (section 4.1, Tsdade 1 for detailed sample sizes) assesses
the probability of mixed-nativity marriage by edtioaal level of both spouses and
nationality group of the wife. In section 4.2, misare augmented with three-way
interactions between both partners’ educationaliratient and age at marriage of the
husband, net of that of the wife.

Our empirical analyses are based on binomial aniimomial logistic regression
models rather than loglinear models, as commonhedo the literature on status exchange
(Kalmijn, 1993b; Fu, 2001; Choi et al., 2012). Tdhescribed two-way perspective allows
to study in detail whether mixed-nativity marriaggsviate from same-nativity ones in
terms of educational and age patterns, avoidingisfkeof choosing an inadequate model
specification within the setting of loglinear mosi¢Rosenfled, 2005, 2019For instance,
we might find Italian men to be more likely marriagth a non-Western woman, rather
than an Italian one, when he is old and low-edutated she is high-educated. However,
this could not be due to status exchange rathethéofact that age preferences and
educational assortative mating work differently cssr national groupsibidem). By
focusing also on the perspective of foreign-borrmea we can control whether the latter
tend to marry down and accept a wide age-gap evem\hey select a man from their

own national group.

5 In addition, loglinear models do not allow thelirsion of continuous variables such as the ageaatiage.
11



Results are presented in the form of log-odds aedigted probabilities. We opt
for the former measure in the main analyses onagu@l assortative mating because we
are interested in modeling relative risks rathemtltonditional probabilities. Results of
models including interaction terms between the ational sorting of the couple and
husband’s age at marriage are based on predictdzhlptities, for they are more easily
understandable. All models include dummies forybar of the survey and the region of

residence of the couple.

4 Results

4.1 Comparing educational sorting in same- and uhirativity marriages

The top panel of Figure 1 shows log-odds and 90%idence intervals obtained from a
multinomial logistic regression aimed at studyitalihn men’s likelihood of marrying a
foreign woman relative to an Italian one by theaadional sorting of the couple.

Overall, Figure 1 makes apparent that mixed-ngtimiairriages display systematic
deviations relative to the standard pattern of atanal assortative mating found for
same-nativity ones. Results straightforwardly aonfiour hypothesis Hla that mixed-
nativity marriages in Italy are much more likely t@appen when the wife has more
education than the husband. Moreover, the highestaes of mixed-nativity marriage are
found for the particular combination of a low-edigzh Italian man married with a high-
educated immigrant woman. High-educated Italian,médm have a strong position on the
native marriage marketlisplay very low chances of being married with aefgn-born
woman, regardless of her education. On the oppokite-educated men have higher
chances of being married with a foreign-born wombuat only if the latter is high-
educated. This divergence from the standard patiteducational assortative mating is
especially pronounced among unions involving Easkrropean women, while marriages
between Italian men and Western women are the migstar, in terms of partners’
educational make-up, to those celebrated betweemaiive-ltalian partners, consistently
with our H3. The same conclusions are reached wieaeling mixed-nativity marriages
by foreign women’s perspective (bottom panel ofufégl). Foreign-born women from
Eastern Europe, and to a lesser extent women fratn America, are more likely to enter
unions with an Italian man than with a man of treim national group if they are high-
educated and he is low-educated.

12



Two additional findings of the analyses carried fsatm women’s perspective are
worth to be underlined. First, the educationalisgrof mixed-nativity marriages involving
Western women is quite similar compared to marsdggtween both native partners, thus
suggesting that status exchange is less relevamtdmen from this national group when
marrying an Italian man. This is consistent wité itiea that the lower the cultural distance
and the higher the socioeconomic integration ofigrant group, the more similar are the
criteria adopted by natives and migrants when satge partner.

A second result relates to East-European women amdlypoints out that, beyond
the interaction effects between their and theibhnsls’ education, the likelihood of East-
European women to marry an Italian man relativa to-national man is always higher
when she is high-educated compared as when shet.isThis is consistent with the
literature about the determinants of exogamy dsedisn section 1. When the cultural
distance between immigrants and natives is higidwcation can be seen as a proxy for a
looser dependence from the belonging group asasdibr the cultural and linguistic skills

needed to marry across ethnic boundaries.

One potential criticism about our results might dmmpositional bias (i.e., the
higher frequency of mixed-nativity marriages involy a low-educated Italian man and a
high-educated Eastern-European woman might be aegoence of the fact that East-
European women are higher educated than Italias)ohtowever, we are confident that
our results are not due to composition effectstfFnesults are shown in terms of relative
risks (log-odds) for the precise reason to avokihtainto account marginal distributions.
More important, if mixed-nativity unions involvingast-European women are more likely
to show a wide educational advantage in favor & wWoman simply because East-
European women are, on average, higher educatedlitédéan women, then we should
observe positive effects of wife’'s education on th&ances of mixed-nativity marriage
independently of man’s education. In fact, we fouth@t it is mostly the specific
combination of a high-educated woman married wilbve-educated man that drives the
formation of these unions. Finally, the same edanat patterns in mixed-nativity
marriages hold when we analyze these unions batheins and women’s perspective, this
bringing further support to our interpretation tiia educational matching that we find is a

consequence of a status exchange mechanism.

13



4.2 Husbands’ age at marriage and its interactiathwpouses’ education

In this section, we provide further evidence shantimat mixed-nativity marriages in Italy
also deviate from native-endogamous marriages whmmes to age similarity of the two
spouses.

Figure 2 shows predicted probabilities of Italiaemto be married with a foreign
woman according to their age at marriage. We grduBastern-European and Latin
American women due to small sample sizes and bedaey showed similar age patterns.
As expected, the top panel of Figure 2 shows tiehigher the husband’s age at marriage,
the stronger his propensity to marry an immigramiman. Consistently with our
hypotheses H2 and H3, this pattern is found onlghwegard to unions involving non-
Western women and even more so among couples ichwhe wife has more education
than the husbarfd.

Hence, the higher probability of low- and mediunueated men to marry high-
educated non-Western migrant women shown in theqars figures is almost entirely due
to an over-representation of those combinationsngnomuples in which the husband got
married after the age of 35. This result confirppdihesis H2 and it is consistent with the
idea that mixed-nativity marriages constitute aoseebest choice for low-educated men
who face difficulties in finding a partner withihg native marriage market. Mixed-nativity
marriages are often second ones for the Italian @&IAT, 2013), which is something we
cannot control for with our data. However, we ththkt these occurrences do not alter the
interpretation of our results because they confinm idea that low-educated Italian men
marry a migrant woman mostly after failed attentptform a family with an Italian one.

The bottom panel of Figure 2 displays results ef $hme analyses carried out on
women, therefore it shows how immigrant women’sbatality to marry an Italian man
relates to their husbands’ age at marriage. Resolt$irm that the older the man, the
higher non-Western immigrant women’s likelihood ie married with a native-Italian
man, but this holds especially for couples in whiod woman marries down. Women from

Western countries have about 90 percent probalditye married with an Italian man and

6 The effect of women’s age at marriage on the ililield of exogamous marriage (not shown) is negatind
statistically significant, but substantively les$ewvant for it does not vary across educationaliggoAs mentioned in the
second paragraph, a wide age-gap within the casplelevant in the context of mixed-nativity mags in Italy not
much because of men’s preferences for younger wdménmather because of non-Western migrants’ vghigss to
accept marrying an older (and less educated) natare
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there are no differences in the age patterns betwleese mixed-nativity marriages and

same-nativity ones.

4.3 The role of women'’s citizenship at the momémharriagd-ollowing the theoretical
arguments discussed in section 1, the empiricalteepresented in the last two paragraphs
cast some doubts on the plausibility of the asaitimih hypothesis as a one-size-fits-all
explanation of mixed-nativity marriages in Italyn@he other hand, when the migrant
woman originates from a Western country, a proxyhigher cultural and socioeconomic
integration, deviations in the patterns of mar#@aiting are very limited, consistently with
the assimilation hypothesis. A peculiar charactierisf women originating from Western
countries is that, in most cases, they alreadygsssthe EU citizenship. To confirm our
argument that deviations from the pattern of aatiwg mating, in the directions predicted
by the status exchange theory, are less likelyhitjeer the migrants’ level of assimilation
in the host country, we studies how marriages betwkalian men and non-Western
women differ when the latter already possessedttti@n citizenship at the moment of
marriage. For these women, marriage might well bmom@sequence of their successful
adaptation. Hence, we should not observe majoratiewis in the patterns of marital
sorting when comparing mixed-nativity marriagesvimch the foreign woman was already
an ltalian citizen at the moment of marriage andiptes made by two Italian-born

individuals.

We carried out this test using register data omwlfriages celebrated yearly in
Italy in the period 2005-2012 and considering ceapih which both partners are aged
between 25 and 54We run multinomial logistic regressions identittathose presented in
the paragraph 43However, we are now able to distinguish foreignmena based on

whether they were Italian citizens at the momenmafriage. The results of these models

7 Although very rich and including all marriagesedaiated in Italy, register data do not allow tadgtmarriage patterns
from the perspective of foreign women since theyndd contain any information concerning marriagetelorated

outside the ltalian territory.

8 Although the models are the same, it should bedtthat the analytic samples are rather differenthe ILFS data
we were analysing the stock of marriages celebrateck the ‘90s and regardless of the place ofbcalion. In the

following analyses we focus only on marriages whiobk place in the very recent years in Italy, lie period of the
maximum diffusion of mixed-nativity marriages. Wensider these differences as an additional tesbtmborate our
main arguments.

15



are presented in Tables 2a and 2b. In the Tablee2present the log-odds related to each
combination of partners’ education and age at rageri

The first two columns present the results conceriiire chances of Italian men of
being married with an Eastern European woman, aritth without the Italian citizenship at
the moment of marriage. Even in these data, thebowmtion made by a low-educated
husband and a high-educated wife maximizes the celsanf intermarriage (the related
coefficient is .685). However, not only this coeiéint drops to .348 if the woman was an
Italian citizen, but also the overall distanceswsstn the coefficients related to the
remainder educational combinations tend to reduaendtically. This is true even if we
look at the odds of men being married with a L&inerican woman rather than an Italian
one: in this case the predictive power of differetticational match-ups almost completely
disappears when the woman was an lItalian citizehewWhe woman originates from a
Western country, we do not see major deviationsepixfor the fact that the combination
that maximizes the chances of this kind of mixetivitg marriage is the one in which
both partners are high-educated. Again, differerfoetsveen educational combinations
substantially reduce if the Western woman wasdiatiitizen at the moment of marriage.

Also partners’ age makes much less difference wherioreign woman possessed
the Italian citizen at the moment of marriage. iRgtance, the positive, non-linear effect of
men’s age at marriage on the chances of being edanith a Latin American or a Western
woman virtually disappears. The same holds truenwtensidering the negative, non-
linear effect of women’s age at marriage on thencha of Italian men being married with
an Eastern-European woman.

To sum up, mixed-nativity marriages between twdidtacitizens are much more
similar in terms of marital sorting to same-nativibnes, compared to mixed-nativity
marriages in which the foreign woman is non-citizdimis can be seen very clearly
evaluating the overall predictive power of bothtpars’ education and age: The Pseudo-
R2 is about 3% in the model including only citizenmen, while it reaches 10% when

only foreign women without citizenship are conséter
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Register data offer the possibility to model alsartpers’ labour market
characteristics at the moment of marriage. Tableslgibwvs the results of the educational
variable and a variable concerning the labour ntagkeation of the spousés.

Results suggest that a non-citizen foreign womas \&y strong incentives to
marry an lItalian man when she is not employed: thigar from surprising given the
discussion presented in paragraph 2.1. But if treign woman already possesses the
Italian citizenship, the discriminating role of hemployment condition becomes much
weaker: the negative effects associated with womeniployment decrease by about 50%
in the case of the odds of being married with anLAmerican and an Eastern European
woman rather than an Italian one; they disappeawost completely when comparing
couples made by Western and native women.

Finally, it is interesting to notice that the patie of the effects of partners’
education are not substantially altered when inolyidhe labour market variable. These
results point to a direct role of education, beydhe role of economic resources, as a

valuable trait taken into account by the partnerthé mating process.

Summary and discussion
In many theoretical and empirical studies, the dghowf mixed-nativity marriages is
presented as a result of the successful integrédigrassimilation) of immigrants into the
receiving societies (Song, 2009; Adsera and Fe2@&t4). In this paper, we argued that a
proper assessment of the assimilation hypothesigdAmenefit if theories on intermarriage
were complemented by theories on assortative maltfloge precisely, as the assimilation
hypothesis implicitly assumes that mixed-nativitammges do not differ from same-
nativity ones in terms of educational and age mag;hempirical works are needed to
ascertain the extent to which this implicit hypatiseholds true. Unfortunately, studies that
combine theories on intermarriage and assortatiggngn to provide such an assessment
are rather scarce.

Our paper aimed at contributing to the literatbge focusing on mixed-nativity
marriages made of a foreign woman and a native imataly. Particularly, we aimed to

assessing to what extent mixed-nativity marriagedccbe better understood through the

9 Given the need to come up with a parsimoniousatzéei the one we chose crosses the informationecnimg whether
the wife is employed or not and the kind of professeld by the husband: “low” for manual workerslainemployed,
“medium” for small self-employers and white collgfisigh” for professionals and entrepreneurs.
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lenses of an assimilation perspective rather theingomore usefully accounted for by a
status exchange mechanism. Our results point tos#ifience of status exchange as a
theoretical account of the recent rise of mixedvitgtmarriages in Italy. Importantly, this
result is in line with recent empirical evidencaring from other Western countries, like
Australia, the US (Choi et al., 2012) and Spainll@et al., 2008).

We detected substantial deviations from the 'stedighattern of positive assortative
mating based on educational homogamy and a linsigeddifference between spouses for
marriages with East-European and a Latin-Americamen. Within this type of mixed-
nativity unions, less educated older Italian med amore educated immigrant women are
largely over-represented as compared to same-yatnarriages. Deviations from positive
assortative mating are stronger if the immigraniman does not possess Italian citizenship
and if she does not have an occupation at the mpaienarriage. Consistently with the
literature about the determinants of intermarriabeh-educated women from non-
Western countries have the highest chances to nexwgamously, as compared to their
less educated counterparts, and they accept to/ rdawn for they foresee material gains
such as the acquisition of the Italian/EU citizapsHn turn, the propensity of low-
educated Italian men to exogamous marriage mighd bensequence of a crowding-out
mechanism in the native marriage market. On therolland, and consistently with the
assimilation theory, we found that when immigrartmren are well integrated in the
society (i.e., those born in Western countrieshosé that possessed the Italian citizenship
before marriage), the criteria for mate selectidomed by partners involved in mixed-
nativity marriages do not differ much from thosevalent among native couples.

Although we consider the deviations from the patesf marital sorting prevailing
within the native population as a crucial indicatwat non-Western immigrants’ adaptation
play a limited role to understand the rise of mixedivity marriages in ltaly, any attempt
to establish generative mechanisms of these erapirggularities can only be seen as
tentative. The status exchange theory endows isobgair predictions that we were able to
corroborate empirically, but it is impossible, aas$t with our data, to understand the
precise mechanisms responsible for the observedrpat More precisely, mixed-nativity
marriages might be the result of the convergencdiftérent 'structural' forces operating
upon individuals who had few available optionsront of them and did not carry out any

conscious process of 'bargaining' of valuable padncharacteristics. For example, 'local
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marriage markets' (Lichter et al., 1999) might phpivotal role in mating processes.
High-educated Eastern European migrants workingha low-skilled segment of the

labour market might not have chances to actualbosh between low- and high-educated
native men. Their highly precarious socioecononmmitegration, coupled with the high

feminization of the immigrant flows, could leave@dy options for those women either to
remain single or to marry a low-status Italian m@m the side of men, if our argument
concerning the crowding-out from the 'primary' mege market really applies, there might
be very limited room for older Italian men to selémreign women based on preferences
concerning valuable traits such as high educatmmhyaunger age. It should be underlined
that the identification of these (or alternative)sgible scenarios would not invalidate a
theoretical account based on status exchange;rratiey would enrich our knowledge

about the specific micro-mechanisms through whi¢akes place.

As far as the role of the citizenship, our finakmise cannot be considered an
attempt to estimate the causal effect of the ¢igh@ on immigrants’ propensity of mixed-
nativity marriages. Women who were ltalian citizelmsfore marriage are 'positively’
selected, in terms of cultural and economic ressjravhich is precisely the reason why
we used the possession of Italian citizenship @®®y for women'’s cultural and economic
integration. Further research is needed to testtheinethe prospect of accessing the
EU/ltalian citizenship works as an incentive for nA@/estern migrants to marry
exogamously, possibly exploiting 'natural experitselike the EU enlargements of the
2000s.

References

Adsera, A., Ferrer, A. (2014). “Immigrants and Degmaphy: Marriage, Divorce, and Fertility”,
IZA Discussion PapeXo. 7982.

Alba, R. and Nee, V. (2003)Remaking the American Mainstrear@ambridge: Harvard
University Press.

Barbagli, M. (edited by) (2007). “1° Rapporto suglimmigrati in Italia”, see:
http://www.interno.gov.it/mininterno/export/sitesfdult/it/assets/files/15/0673_Rapporto_immigra
zione BARBAGLI.pdf

Bernardi, F. (2002), “La scelta del coniuge”, inhBeerotto, A. (edited by). Vite Ineguali.
Disuguaglianze e corsi di vita nell’ltalia contempaed, Bologna: Il Mulino: 317- 351.

19



Bettio, F., Simonazzi, A. and Villa, P. (2006). “@ige in care regimes and female migration: the
‘care drain’ in the MediterraneanJournal of European Social Polid&6(3): 271-285.

Blossfeld, H.-P. and Timm, A. (edited by) (2008Yho Marries Whom? Educational Systems as
Marriage Markets in Modern SocietieBordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers

Chiswick, B.R. and Houseworth, C. (2011). “Ethnitermarriage among immigrants: human
capital and assortative matingRkeview of Economics of the Househ@(d): 149-180.

Choi, K.H., Tienda, M., Cobb-Clark, D. and Sinnifd}, (2012). “Immigration and status exchange
in Australia and the United StateResearch on Social Stratification and Mobi: 49-62.

Davis, K. (1941). “Intermarriage in Caste Sociétidgnerican Anthropologist3: 376-95.

Del Boca, D. and Venturini, A. (edited by) (2005ltalian Migration”, in Zimmermann, K.F.
(edited by) European Migration: What do we knowQ@xford: Oxford University press.

DiPrete, T. and Buchmann, C. (2006). “The Growirgnile Advantage in College Completion:
The Role of Parental Education, Family Structured sAcademic Achievement”’American
Sociological Reviewl: 515-541.

Dribe, M. and Lundh, C. (2011). “Cultural Dissimity and Intermarriage. A Longitudinal Study
of Immigrants in Sweden 1990-20051riternational Migration Review5(2): 297-324.

Fu, V.K. (2001). “Racial Intermarriage Pairing®femography38:147-59.

Furtado, D. and Theodoropoulos, N. (2011). “Infeméet marriage: a choice between ethnic and
educational similarities’Journal of Population Economi@}: 1257-1279.

Furtado, D. (2012). “Human capital and interethmiarriage decisionsEconomic inquiry50(1):
82-93.

Glowsky, D. (2007). “Why Do German Men Marry Womieom Less Developed Countries? An
Analysis of Transnational Partner Search Based o German Socio-Economic Panel”,
SOEPpapers on Multidisciplinary Panel Data Reseabkérlin.

Gonzalez-Ferrer, A. (2006). “Who Do Immigrants Ma&rrPartner Choice Among Single
Immigrants in Germany'European Sociological Revie2(2): 171-185.

Gordon, M. (1964)Assimilation in American LifeNew York: Oxford University Press.

Haandrikman, K. (2013). “Binational marriages inetlen: Is there an EU effectPppulation,
Space and Plac®Ol: 10.1002/psp.1770

Hainmueller, J. and Hiscox, M.J. (2007). “Educateferences: Explaining Attitudes Toward
Immigration in Europe”|nternational Organizatior61(02): 399-442.

ISTAT (2013). “Il matrimonio in Italia, Anno 20125tatistiche Report.

Jones, F.L. and Luijkx, R. (1996). “Post-War Patserof Intermarriage in Australia: The
Mediterranean ExperienceEZuropean Sociological Reviel2(1): 67-86.

20



Kalmijn, M. (1993a). “Spouse selection among thiédcan of European immigrants: a comparison
of marriage cohorts in the 1960 censusternational Migration Reviev27: 51-78.

Kalmijn, M. (1993b). “Trends in black/white intermizage”, Social Forces72: 119-46.

Kalmijn, M. (1998). “Intermarriage and Homogamy:uSas, Patterns, Trend#nnual Review of
Sociology24: 395-421.

Kosic, A. and Triandafyllidou, A. (2003). “Albanidmmigrants in Italy: Policy implementation,
Coping Strategies and Identity IssueBSurnal of Ethnic and Migration Studi@9(6): 997-1014.

Kulu, H. and Gonzélez-Ferrer, A. (2014). "Family faynics among Immigrants and their
Descendants in Europe: Current Research and Optoesl, European Journal of Populatiopp.
1-25, DOI: 10.1007/s10680-014-9322-0

Lichter, D.T., LeClere, F.B. and McLaughlin, D.K1991). “Local Marriage Markets and the
Marital Behavior of Black and White Womemmerican Journal of Sociolo6(4): 843-867.

Mare, R.D. (1991). “Five Decades of Educational dksstive Mating”, American Sociological
Reviewb6(1): 15-32.

Merton, R.K. (1941). “Intermarriage and the Socstucture: Fact and TheoryRsychiatry4:
361-74.

Muttarak, R. and Heath, A. (2010). “Who intermasria Britain? Explaining ethnic diversity in
intermarriage patternsThe British Journal of Sociology1(2): 275-305.

Pisati, M. (2002). “La partecipazione al sistemalastico”, in Schizzerotto, A. (edited by)Vite
Ineguali. Disuguaglianze e corsi di vita nell’ltalcontemporanéaBologna: || Mulino.

Portes, A. and Zhou, M. (1993) ‘The new second gdim: segmented assimilation and its
variants’,The Annals of the American Academy of Political 8ndial Science$30: 74 96.

Potarca, G.F. and Mills, M.C. (2012). “Racial Horhdp and Exclusion in Online Dating
Preferences: A Cross-National Comparisopaper presented at the “European Population
Conference”, Stockholm, June 13-16.

Reyneri, E. (2007). “Immigration in Italy: trendsndh perspectives”, IOM-Argo, see:
http://www.portalecnel.it/portale/indlavdocumensft®/466486 C57FF3FF42C125737F0050A9EC
[$FILE/Reyneri-%20Immigration%20in%20Italy.pdf

Reyneri, E. and Fullin, G. (2011). “Labour Marketralties of New Immigrants in New and Old
Receiving West European Countrielsiternational Migration49(1): 31-57.

Rosenfeld, M.J. (2002). “Measures of Assimilationtihe Marriage Market: Mexican Americans
1970-1990” Journal of Marriage and Familg4(1): 152-162.

Rosenfeld, M.J. (2005). “A Critique of Exchange ®dhein Mate Selection”American Journal of
Sociology110(5): 1284-1325.

21



Rosenfeld, M.J. (2010). “Still Weak Support for tB&Caste Exchange’American Journal of
Sociologyl15(4): 1264-1276.

Schwartz, C.R. and Mare R.D. (2005). “Trends in &&diional Assortative Marriage From 1940 to
2003", Demography2(4): 621-646.

Sciortino, G. (2004). “Immigration in a Mediterrame Welfare State: The Italian Experience in
Comparative Perspectivedpurnal of Comparative Policy Analysis: Researchl d&ractice6(2):
111-129.

Serret, J. (2011). “Understanding intermarriagemfréthe Swedes’ perspectiveRapers de
Demografia395.

Shehan, C., Berardo, F., Vera, H. and Marion-Ca8y, (1991). “Women in age-discrepant
marriages”Journal of' Family Issue$2(3): 291-305.

Skopek, J., Schulz, F. and Blossfeld, H.-P. (20118yho Contacts Whom? Educational
Homophily in Online Mate SelectionEuropean Sociological Revie2(2): 180-195.

Skopek, J., Schmitz, A. and Blossfeld, H.-P. (2Q1IBhe gendered dynamics of age preferences
— Empirical evidence from online datinglpurnal of Family Researck3(3): 267-290.

Song, M. (2009). "Is Intermarriage a Good IndicatdrIntegration?",Journal of Ethnic and
Migration Studies35:2, 331-348, DOI: 10.1080/13691830802586476

Sontag, S. (1979). “The double standard of agimy”Williams, J. (edited by). Psychology of
womefi, New York, NY: Academic Press: 462-478.

Trilla, C. C., Esteve, A. and Domingo, A. (2008Mdrriage Patterns of the Foreiforn

Population in a New Country of Immigration: The €ad Spain”,International Migration Review
42(4): 877-902.

22



Table 1 Distribution of mixed-nativity couples by rational group

Italian men

East-European women

Latin American
women

Western Women

With an ltalian
woman

With an Eastern
European
woman

With a Latin
American

woman

With a Western
woman

Other countries

Total

1,364

1,070

4,408

515

152,055

With an Italian

man

Total

144,698 With an Eastern 5,250
European man

1,364

With a Latin
American man

With an ltalian 1,070 With an
Italian man

man

6,614 Total

601 Witha

Western man

1,671 Total

352

4,408

4,760

Source Own elaborations based on the Italian Labor F&uwerey (2005-2012)
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Tabel 2a Relative risk (log-odds) of mixed-nativig marriage by age and educational sorting
of the couple estimated via multinomial logistic rgressions (individuals aged 25-54, years
2005-2012).

M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
W-No ltalian W-Italian W-No ltalian W-Italian W-No ltalian W-Italian
citizen citizen citizen citizen citizen citizen
Partners’ Eastern Europe Latin America Western
educational
Makeup
Wlow-Hlow (ref.) - - - - - -
Wlow-Huppsec -.029 123 .207 .342 -.205 .108
(.021) (.085) (.029) (.063) (.066) (.032)
Wlow-Htertiary -.230 312 -.119 .334 112 .100
(.045) (.150) (.065) (.122) (.115) (.064)
Wuppsec-Hlow -.162 -.029 -.342 -.010 -.037 -.061
(.016) (.067) (.025) (.053) (.046) (.025)
Wuppsec-Huppsec -.739 -.246 -.706 .001 .167 -.213
(.014) (.054) (.021) (.041) (.035) (.019)
Wuppsec-Htertiary -.942 -.064 -.756 .099 312 -.198
(.028) (.087) (.040) (.066) (.052) (.035)
Wtertiary-Hlow .68E .348 .549 .309 672 -.074
(.020) (.096) (.031) (.078) (.058) (.044)
Witertiary-Huppsec -.404 -.330 -.504 .099 574 -.374
(.019) (.078) (.029) (.066) (.040) (.029)
Witertiary-Htertiary -1.018 -.551 -1.072 -.122 .859 -.404
(.020) (.072) (.031) (.050) (.035) (.025)
Husband'’s agt
Hage .263 147 .185 .026 .096 -.015
(.008) (.031) (.012) (.023) (.018) (.012)
Hage? -.001 -.000 -.001 .000 -.001 .000
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)
Wife's age
Wage -.243 -.076 -.107 -.116 110 181
(.008) (.031) (.012) (.023) (.019) (.013)
Wagé .00z .000 .001 .002 -.001 -.002
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)

M1: Pseudo-R2: .10Log-likelihood: -380843.39, N=1323871
M2: Pseudo-R2: .03Log-likelihood: -171228.13, N=1268443

W/H indicate wives’ and husbands’ characteristtdsmodels include dummies for the region and tearyof marriage
(2005-2012). Results for category “rest” not shoilmrbold coefficients significant at p<001

Source Own elaborations based on ISTAT register datenarriages celebrated yearly in Italy
(2005-2012)

24



Tabel 2b Relative risk (log-odds) of mixed-nativig marriage by educational and labour
market sorting of the couple estimated via multinorial logistic regressions (individuals aged
25-54, years 2005-2012).

M1 M2 M1 M2 M1 M2
W-No ltalian W-Italian W-No ltalian W-Italian W-No ltalian W-Italian
citizen citizen citizen citizen citizen citizen
Partners’ Eastern Europe Latin America Western
educational
makeup
Wlow-Hlow (ref.) - - - - - -
Wlow-Huppsec 134 .193 .375 .399 -.112 131
(.022) (.087) (.030) (.065) (.068) (.033)
Wlow-Htertiary .034 421 161 .400 .186 131
(.046) (.153) (.067) (.123) (116) (.065)
Wuppsec-Hlow .077 106 -.029 115 144 -.052
(.016) (.068) (.026) (.054) (.047) (.026)
Wuppsec-Huppsec -.343 -.043 -.225 172 .375 -.161
(.015) (.059) (.023) (.045) (.038) (.021)
Wuppsec-Htertiary -.560 A11 -.332 224 427 -.144
(030) (.093) (.042) (.0712) (.056) (.037)
Whtertiary-Hlow 1.005 .52¢ .94t 46¢ .88( -.055
(.021) (.098) (.032) (.079) (.059) (.045)
Whtertiary-Huppsec .064 -.081 .050 .290 799 -.310
(.020) (.083) (.031) (.058) (.044) (.030)
Whtertiary-Htertiary -427 -.268 -.388 .107 1.067 -.321
(.022) (.080) (.034) (.057) (.040) (.028)
Partners’ labour
market makeup
Wnoemp-HLow (ref.) - - - - - -
Wnoemp-Hmedium 128 170 .254 .143 -.068 .033
(.017) (.075) (.025) (.059) (.048) (.029)
Wnoemp-Hhigh .006 .099 134 .299 121 157
(.024) (.102) (.034) (.075) (.058) (.041)
Wemg-Hlow -1.048 -.56( -1.378 -.55¢ -.92¢ .039
(.016) (.067) (.024) (.051) (.042) (.024)
Wemp-Hmedium -1.331 -.713 -1.657 -.622 -.847 -121
(.016) (.066) (.025) (.050) (.039) (.024)
Wemp-Hhigh -1.390 -.629 -1.708 -.582 -.633 -115
(.021) (.077) (.032) (.058) (.043) (.029)

M1: Pseud-R2: .15, Log-likelihood: -367714.21, N=1323871
M2: Pseudo-R2: .03Log-likelihood: -170812.06, N=1268443

All models include the same covariates include@ab. 2a. Results for category “rest” not showrbdid coefficients
significant at p<001

Source Own elaborations based on ISTAT register datenarriages celebrated yearly in Italy
(2005-2012)
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Latin America (N=152,055) 3 Western countries (N=152,055)

3 Eastern Europe (N=152,055) 31

EI by '
|

1

® Low-educ man

@ Mid-educ man

@ Low-educ man

B Mid-educ man

® Low-educ man
B Mid-educ man
A High-educ man

A High-educ man A High-educ man
-2 -2 -2

Low-educ wife Mid-educ wife High-educ wife Low-educ wife Mid-educ wife High-educ wife Low-educ wife Mid-educ wife High-educ wife

34 Eastern Europe (N=6,614) 3 Latin America (N=1,671) 3 Western countries (N=4,760)
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Figure 1 Relative risk of mixed-nativity marriage by educational sorting of the couple
(individuals aged 25-54 and resident in Italy, year 2005-2012).

Note Top panel refers to Italian men marrying a fonelprn woman. Bottom panel refers to foreign-boromen
marrying an Italian man. Log-odds (symbols) andp@€cent confidence intervals estimated via multiisdrfiop panel)
and binomial (bottom panel) logistic regressionsodéls control for husband’'s and wife’'s age at ragej their
quadratic forms and interactions, region of resigenf the couple and year fixed effects. Samplessaze in parentheses.
Source Own elaboration based on the Italian Labor F&@eerey (2005-2012).
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Figure 2 Probability of mixed-nativity marriage by husband’s age at marriage and
educational sorting of the couple (individuals aged®5-54 and resident in Italy, years 2005-
2012).

Note Top panel refers to Italian men marrying a fonelgprn woman. Bottom panel refers to foreign-boromen

marrying an ltalian man. Predicted probabilitiesl & percent confidence intervals computed afteltinamial (top

panel) and binomial (bottom panel) logistic regi@ssnodels. Models include wife’'s age at marriagd @s quadratic
form, region of residence of the couple and yeedieffects.

Source Own elaboration based on the Italian Labor F&eerey (2005-2012).
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