Economic Drivers of Family Reunification in a Context of International Migration

Abstract & lllustration

This paper aims to analyze family reunification behavior of migrants whose
spouses are still in the source country. Does s/he reunify? Where? When?
It is based on a simple model of a utility-maximizing behavior of a
representative household composed of two spouses. An illustration of
South to North migration using MAFE database is provided with the use of
survival analyses methods to test the timing of reunification.
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