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Abstract: We estimate the effect of granting legal status to immigrant women on voluntary

abortions. We exploit the 2007 EU enlargement as an exogenous shock to legal status for Ro-

manian and Bulgarian women, considering Italy as a destination country. Using a standard

Difference-in-Differences model, we estimate a decline between 60% and 70% in voluntary preg-

nancy termination (VPT) rates for the new EU citizens from the two Eastern countries. We

also introduce a novel framework to separate the total effect of the enlargement into a “citizen-

ship” effect due to (legal or illegal) migrants already present in Italy and a “selection” effect

due to new flows of immigrants. We show that the findings are robust to several alternative

explanations. The drop in abortions points to legal status as a way to empower immigrant

women.
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1 Introduction

Over the past two decades, the European Union (EU) has admitted thirteen new Member

States in three successive waves (2004, 2007 and 2013). Many Eastern European countries

(like Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Romania, and Bulgaria) joined the EU. Ac-

cording to article 79 of the Treaty of the Functioning of the EU (TFEU), admission to the

EU allowed citizens of these countries to enjoy the rights that come with EU membership.

Before the enlargement, citizens from Eastern European countries needed a formal visa

(or a residence permit) to reside as legal migrants in EU countries, but effective access

was difficult due to rigid labour market quotas. After the enlargement, EU membership

allowed individuals from admitted countries to freely move and settle as legal migrants

in any country of the Union. EU citizenship has been shown to be important in several

dimensions, as it facilitates the possibility to take advantage of educational and labour

market opportunities, as well as to invest in stronger relationships, start new families and

make more conscious fertility decisions in the new country of residence, all of which can

affect the propensity to commit crimes (e.g., Fasani (2016)).

In this paper, we focus specifically on the 2007 EU enlargement, when Romania and

Bulgaria joined the EU, and we focus on Italy as a destination country. The share of

immigrants in Italy increased significantly, from 2.3 % in 2000 to around 8.9% in 2019.

Immigrants from Romania constitute by far the largest foreign group in Italy, with a long

history of migration starting in 1989, after the fall of the communist regime led by Mr

Ceausescu, long before Romania joined the EU.

Our aim is to estimate the causal impact of obtaining the migrant legal status on mi-

grant women’s abortion decisions in Italy. Abortion, or voluntary pregnancy termination

(VPT), is legal in Italy since law 194/1978 and it is supplied free of charge by the Italian

National Health Service (the Italian tax-funded public insurance scheme, NHS from now

on), like many other maternal care services. Official available statistics provided by the

Italian National Institute of Statistics (ISTAT, henceforth) show that migrant women

undergoing a VPT rose from 8,967 in 1995 (about 7% of total VPTs) to 40,224 VPTs

in 2007 (34% of total VPTs); since then, the number of VPTs stabilizes and decreases

thereafter, reaching 25,503 VPTs in 2017 (30.3% of total VPTs).1 Data from the Italian

1Information on the citizenship of migrant women undergoing VPT in Italy are available since 1995.
See: http : //www.salute.gov.it/imgs/C 17 pubblicazioni 2924 allegato.pdf .
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Ministry of Health indicate that while the abortion rate is 5.8 per 1,000 women among

Italian nationals, among foreign nationals it is around 12 per 1,000 women in 2019. The

difference is systematically higher in the foreign population of all ages. Both the VPT

rate in Italian and foreign women shows a decreasing trend in recent years.

As in Mastrobuoni & Pinotti (2015), our identification strategy exploits the 2007

EU enlargement as an exogenous shock to obtain the legal status for (i) Romanian and

Bulgarian women already present in Italy legally, because they do not need to renew their

residence permit, and, to a much greater extent, (ii) for those already present in Italy

illegally, because they become legal migrants, as well as (iii) for those who decide to settle

in Italy attracted by the new opportunities coming with the EU membership. To identify

how the newly acquired rights that come with the legal migrant status affect the VPT

decision of migrant women, we adopt a standard Difference-in-Differences (DD) strategy,

defining Romanian and Bulgarian women as the treated group and women coming from

countries that have not yet obtained EU citizenship rights (but have asked to join the

EU) as the control group. Specifically, we consider immigrants from those countries

negotiating in 2007 their future entry into the European Union, including Albania, Bosnia

and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey.

These candidate countries mostly belong to the same geographical area and share similar

linguistic characteristics as Romania and Bulgaria. The only exceptions are Iceland and

Turkey, which represents however less than 2% of all women from candidate countries

using the legal VPT service.

Our empirical analysis is based on data on all legal VPTs in Italy relative to the

period 2002-2010. The data were collected by ISTAT and include also a large set of

information on women’s socio-economic characteristics. Our main findings suggest that,

after Romania and Bulgaria joined the EU in 2007, Romanian and Bulgarian women

reduced their demand for VPTs compared to women from candidate countries by 57-68%

depending on the model specification. We also show that this reduction can be separated

into two components, which are both caused by the enlargement: the first component is

a “citizenship” effect due to the change in behaviour of those (legal or illegal) migrants

already present in Italy (accounting for a share of the total effect ranging between 30%

and 60%), while the second one is a “selection” effect due to the new migrants attracted

by the opportunities opened by the EU membership (accounting for a share of the total
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effect between 40% and 70%). Given the selection of different migrants, we also con-

sider the semi-parametric DD estimator developed in Abadie (2005) to compute a set

of weights improving the comparability between the treated and the control group. We

show that the drop in VPT rates for EU2 migrants is not sensitive to alternative weight-

ing procedures. The findings are robust to a number of alternative explanations for the

observed variation in Romanian and Bulgarian women’s VPT rates after 2007, such as

the role of (i) gynaecologists against performing abortions for ethical motivations, (ii)

illegal immigrants, and (iii) illegal abortions. We also show that our baseline results (i)

are not sensitive to the choice of candidate countries included in the control group, (ii)

are stable across the countries of origin that make up our treatment group, and (iii) are

not sensitive to the inclusion of abortions performed after 90 days. Overall, our results

suggest that improved living conditions for migrants allowed by EU membership resulted

in more conscious decisions for Romanian and Bulgarian women in terms of their career,

family, and fertility, hence reducing the need for VPT.

This paper provides three contributions to the literature. First, we add to the liter-

ature analyzing the effects of granting legal status to immigrants by considering a new

outcome related to women’s health, i.e., the decision to access VPT. The general mes-

sage of this literature is that returns to citizenship are positive along several dimensions:

labour market outcomes, consumption, crime, and women’s opportunities. Many papers

explore the effect of citizenship rights on labour market outcomes. For instance, Lozano &

Sorensen (2011) find a positive effect on the long-term earnings of undocumented workers

who receive legal immigrant status. Gathmann & Keller (2014) find that the returns to

citizenship are higher for women than for men; in detail, acquiring citizenship increases

the female assimilation rate (defined as wage returns per additional year lived in the

host country) by 70%. There are also studies looking at the effects of citizenship rights

on consumption. For example, Dustmann et al. (2017) analyse the effect of immigrants

legal status on their consumption behaviour in Italy during the period from 2004 to 2007.

They found that undocumented immigrants consume around 40% less than documented

immigrants. Adamopoulou & Kaya (2020), using the same data, find a positive effect of

obtaining EU citizenship on the consumption and working conditions of illegal migrants.

Some papers consider the effect of citizenship rights on crime. For instance, Mastrobuoni

& Pinotti (2015) use the change in citizenship status after the 2007 EU enlargement (like
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we do in this paper) to assess its impact on crime. Findings suggest that obtaining the

status of legal migrant produces a 50% decrease in recidivism, and it explains between

50% and 66% of the variations in crime figures between legal and illegal immigrants.

Fasani (2018) analyses the effect of two amnesty programmes in Italy, showing that re-

gions where a higher proportion of foreigners obtained legal status registered a greater

decrease in crime rates of non-EU immigrants compared to other regions. Adda et al.

(2020) present evidence on marriage decisions of natives and migrants focusing on the role

of legal status and cultural distance, showing that access to legal status reduces by 60%

the probability of immigrants intermarrying with natives, and it increases by 20% the

hazard rate of separation for mixed couples formed before legal status acquisition. Our

contribution to this literature is of an additional positive effect of obtaining citizenship

rights for migrants, namely that improving career and family opportunities for women

decrease the need to recur to VPT.

Second, we add to the economic literature on abortions by studying the causal impact

of the extension of legal status on women’s decisions to access VPT in Europe. Most

of the literature focuses on the United States, as policy changes and differences between

states offer an unparalleled opportunity to define control and treatment groups. The

literature revolves around three main policy changes: (i) the repeal of the Comstock-

era restrictions on the sale of contraceptive pills following Griswold v. Connecticut in

1965 (Bailey 2010, Ananat & Hungerman 2012); (ii) increased federal funding for local

family planning during the mid-1960s and early 1970s (Kearney & Levine 2009) and (iii)

parental consent in the case of female minors (Joyce et al. 2006, Colman et al. 2013). The

results of these studies are mixed. The introduction of the pill points to a decrease in the

proportion of pregnant women under the age of 22, hence a reduction in the need to access

VPT. As for the introduction of parental consent, the literature finds fewer abortions in

states where parental consent is mandatory and an increase in abortions in neighbouring

states that do not subscribe to such laws. Autorino et al. (2020) is the only paper on VPT

in Italy. The authors inspect whether conscientious objection (71% of gynaecologists in

Italy refuse to participate in voluntary termination of pregnancy practices) has an impact

on abortion rates. They find that, in regions where there is a large number of doctors

who are unwilling to perform abortions, women need to move to other regions to obtain

the treatment. We add to this literature by showing that empowering migrant women
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and allowing them legal status is a powerful tool to reduce abortions.

Third, as a methodological contribution, we propose a novel strategy to disentangle

the “selection” effect from the “citizenship” effect, both caused by the possibility to obtain

the legal status offered to Romanian and Bulgarian women by the EU enlargement. We

show that the total decrease in the VPT rate of Romanian and Bulgarian women is due

not only to the acquisition of rights related to obtaining EU citizenship by women who

were already living in Italy before 2007 (both legally with a residence permit, or illegally),

but it is also due to the prospect of improved living conditions after enlargement which

attracted Romanian and Bulgarian nationals to Italy.

The remainder of the paper is as follows: section 2 provides essential background

information on migration policies and on VPT in Italy. Section 3 describes the data used

in the analysis and section 4 the empirical strategy. Section 5 presents the results and

the robustness checks. Concluding remarks are in section 6.

2 Institutional background

2.1 Migration policies in Italy and the role of EU enlargement

In the last two decades, the number of foreign-born individuals legally resident in Italy

has increased significantly, from 1.4 million in 2000 to more than 5 million in 2020, out

of a total population of about 60 million inhabitants. In terms of countries of origin, the

largest groups are represented by citizens born in Romania (about 1.2 million, more than

22% of the total number of migrants), Albania, and Morocco (0.4 million each, about

8%). Residents from other European countries are 2.6 million and represent about half of

the total number of foreign-born persons residing in the country; 1.5 million are nationals

of other EU states. Available estimates provided by the Foundation for initiatives and

studies on multi-ethnicity (ISMU) suggest that illegal migrants decreased from 34.3% of

the total immigrant population in 2002 to 6% in 2013.

The number of legal migrants residing in Italy is influenced by the national migration

policy. A clear distinction must be made between nationals of other EU Member States

and nationals of non-EU countries. As for the former, Article 79 of the TFEU allows EU

nationals to enter and settle in any other Member State with respect to the one in which

they were born. According to D.Lgs. 30/2007, since 11 April 2007, EU migrants only
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have to register with the Registry Office of the municipality in which they reside within

three months of their arrival to become legal residents in Italy.

As for non-EU migrants, the D.Lgs. 286/1998 (the Italian Migration Law revised in

2002 by the Bossi-Fini Law) requires a visa (for a short period of up to three months) or

a residence permit (for longer periods) to reside legally in the country. The reasons for

granting a visa or permit are the same: work, study, or family reunification. In particular,

focusing on work permits, the Italian legislation establishes rigid quotas (Article 21 of

D.Lgs. 286/1998), specifically determining the total number of permits available by the

type of contract and the province where the employer is located. The Migration Law

specifies that Italian firms seeking non-EU workers must post job vacancies at Italian

Consulates. Potential migrants to Italy can then apply for a residence permit only if an

employer acts as a sponsor. If the application is approved and falls within the quota set

by the government, non-EU citizens receive a residence permit from the consulate and

can migrate to Italy. The permit is valid for the duration of the contract and, during this

period, family reunification of children and spouses in Italy is accepted. However, once

the contract has expired, the migrant must either find a job within six months or leave

the country with the family.

However, finding an employer to sponsor a non-EU worker is difficult and unlikely.

Many foreigners cross the border illegally or arrive as tourists (on a short-term visa)

and then remain as illegal migrants afterwards. Like other EU countries, also Italy

responded to the increase of unauthorised migrants by proposing massive regularisations

on a quasi-regular basis. In particular, the 2002 and 2006 regularisations proved effective

in drastically reducing the number of illegal immigrants in Italy, granting regularisation

to 634,000 (i.e., 28.96% of the total immigrant population in Italy in 2002) and 170,000

individuals (i.e., 4.98% of the total immigrant population in Italy in 2006), respectively

(Brick 2011). Alternatively, to avoid the illegal status, a migrant can apply to obtain

Italian nationality. However, citizenship can be granted only after a long period of ten

years of uninterrupted legal residence, or it is granted at birth according to the principle

of jus sanguinis if at least one of the parents is Italian.2

2There are also very rare occasions that citizenship might be granted on the grounds of the jus solis,
i.e., citizenship by being born in the country: parents are either stateless or unknown; parents are unable
to transfer their citizenship to the newborn according to the law of the country of origin. The Italian
law also allows for a modified version of the jus solis principle: a foreigner born in Italy who resided
legally without interruption until the age of eighteen can become an Italian citizen by right if she/he
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Given the large differences between EU and non-EU migrants in terms of the rules

governing legal migration to Italy, episodes of EU enlargement represent clear cut-off

points when it comes to changing the legal status of migrants from the new EU Member

States. The first EU enlargement dates back to 2004 when eight Eastern European

countries (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Slovenia, and

Hungary) and two Mediterranean islands (Malta and Cyprus) acceded to the EU. A

second episode dates back to 2007 when Bulgaria and Romania joined the EU. The latest

round of enlargement was in 2013, with Croatia joining the EU. In general, citizens of

the new EU countries can move freely within the EU. However, previous members could

impose limitations on certain workers for up to seven years after accession.

In this paper, we focus on Romania and Bulgaria. Since January 2007, Romanian

and Bulgarian citizens can enter Italy with a valid identity card or passport. According

to D.Lgs. 30/2007, immigrants from these two new Member States can reside in Italy if

they: (i) have a regular job, (ii) have sufficient financial resources and health insurance,

(iii) are enrolled in a school or in a vocational training programme offered by a public

or private institution, (iv) are family members of an EU citizen who, according to the

above conditions, regularly resides in Italy. The fulfilment of one of the above conditions,

especially in terms of employment, was facilitated by the Italian government which, only

three days before the 2007 enlargement, decided to grant full rights to new EU citizens

and to fully liberalise the labour market. Italy was fully open to workers from the new EU

member states in sectors such as agriculture, tourism and hospitality, domestic work, care

work, construction, manufacturing of machinery and equipment, and seasonal work. For

the remaining sectors, for which the government had not set a quota, the employer had

to submit an application for authorisation. However, Italy relaxed the quota threshold

to allow more migrants. Thus, in practice, Italy removed almost all entry barriers for

workers from Romania and Bulgaria.

2.2 Access to VPT

The Italian NHS is a national insurance scheme, tax-funded, covering a very broad set

of constitutionally defined services, including maternal and child care. VPT is regulated

declares her/his willingness to become Italian; this possibility expires within a year after reaching the
age of eighteen.
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under Law 194/1978 and is provided free of charge by the NHS, which was established the

same year. Article 4 of Law 194/1978 states that during the first 90 days of pregnancy,

a woman may undergo a voluntary abortion if pregnancy, childbirth, or maternity may

compromise her physical or mental health, taking into account her health, her economic,

social or family characteristics, the circumstances in which the conception took place or

the likelihood that the child is affected by anomalies or malformations.3 After 90 days of

pregnancy, VPT is only allowed for therapeutic purposes, i.e., when the woman’s mental

and physical health is at risk.

In Italy, legal abortion can only be performed in a hospital. Formally, in order to

have an abortion, a gynaecologist must issue a certificate specifying the presumed date

of conception. Once this certificate has been obtained, after seven days, the woman can

undergo the surgical procedure in the hospital of her choice. The procedure is confidential

and independent of the partner’s consent. In addition, all women (national and migrant)

are granted access to legal VPT, and access for migrants was independent of having a

legal residence permit even before 2007. Foreign women can have an abortion free of

charge according to the same rules valid for Italian women. However, despite having the

right to access the NHS, illegal immigrant women may fear that accessing the services

will mean that the hospital will report them to the police, threatening their chances of

staying in Italy. In this case, they recur to illegal abortion. Estimates produced by the

Italian Ministry of Health (2021) suggest that illegal abortions have declined over time,

stabilising around 10,000 cases in the latest years, a number which includes Italian and

foreign women.

After EU enlargement in 2007, thanks to the legal status, almost all migrants from

Romania and Bulgaria meet at least one of the requirements to be able to freely join the

Italian NHS. 4

3Screening tests for abnormalities or malformations are offered free of charge by the Italian NHS; see
Di Giacomo et al. (2022).

4These requirements imply the fulfilment of one of the following conditions: (i) having a regular job
in Italy, (ii) being a family member of an Italian citizen or of a new EU citizen with a regular job in
Italy, (iii) having a long-term residence permit (with at least five years of residence in Italy), (iv) being
unemployed but registered in the placement lists or in a vocational training program, (v) having specific
conditions. Conditions mentioned in point (v) are met when citizens are included in one of the following
community forms: (i) E106, identifying workers sent by their employer to carry out a service in another
EU Member State, students from another Member State participating in an exchange study program
(e.g., Erasmus), (ii) E109 or E37, identifying individuals with valid residence in Italy and a with a family
member from an EU Member State with a regular job in Italy, (iii) E120, E121 or E33, identifying
individuals, with residence in Italy, receiving pension income from another EU Member State, and their
family.
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The possibility to legally access the NHS represents a clear improvement for Romanian

and Bulgarian women with respect to those from candidate countries. This is only one of

the advantages that come with the 2007 enlargement. For EU2 women, the migrant legal

status implied an improvement in living conditions along several dimensions, including

the possibility of legally accessing the labour market and the education system besides

the NHS. The potential impact on VPT is uncertain. On the one hand, better education

and employment opportunities translate into better economic conditions, which should

imply a reduction in the use of VPT. On the other hand, the possibility to access legally

the NHS reduces the need to use illegal services for fear to be reported to the police,

which should imply an increase in legal abortions.

In practice, as discussed in Autorino et al. (2020), even after being granted full and

free access to the NHS, access to VPT might be difficult because of the high presence of

gynaecologists registered as conscientious objectors, who in Italy represent a very large

share (71%) of all gynaecologists. A high presence of objectors in the hospitals active

in the area of residence may increase the likelihood of resorting to illegal services and

lead to a decrease in legal VPT services. However, this difficulty is shared also with

natives and it is likely to impact illegal migrants more. In the following sections, we

will provide evidence that the presence of anti-abortion gynaecologists cannot explain

the observed larger decrease in abortion rates after the enlargement for Romanian and

Bulgarian women with respect to women from candidate countries.

3 Data

We use data from the VPT survey conducted by ISTAT. This survey takes into account

the universe of legal VPTs in Italy and provides information on the socio-demographic

characteristics of women, such as age, marital status, education, employment status,

type of work and economic activity, and the characteristics of VPTs, such as gestational

age, complications, and urgency. The survey is carried out by ISTAT in agreement

with the Italian regions, the Ministry of Health, and the Italian National Institute of

Health (INIH). A specific form (D.12), signed by the physician who performed the VPT,

must be filled in. The data collected in a given year correspond to the total number

of VPTs performed between the 1st of January and the 31st of December of the same
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year. The data must be sent to ISTAT by 30th April of the following year. The quality

and completeness of the information are guaranteed by the fact that, according to D.Lgs.

322/1989 (art.7), they are compulsory and, when regions do not comply with them,

administrative sanctions are applied. We merge information from the VPT survey with

demographic information on the foreign population in Italy by gender, country of origin,

province, and year also provided by ISTAT. We focus our sample on observations between

2002 and 2010 since before 2002 we do not have information on population by country of

origin and from 2010 onward the census modified the official estimates of the immigrant

population by province.5

Our final sample includes both women from Romania and Bulgaria (hereafter EU2,

the treated group) and from candidate countries (the control group) who used the VPT

service between 2002 and 2010. We end up with information on 124,079 women. Table A1

shows descriptive statistics for the main variables considered in the analysis. The table

provides separate descriptive statistics for Italian and non-EU women for comparison

with the two groups of women included in the sample. Non-EU women will also be used,

in the robustness section of the paper, as an alternative to defining the control group.

Considering the age of VPT users, 60% of EU2 women are under 29 years old, compared

to 45% of Italian women, 53% of women from candidate countries, and 55% of non-EU

women. Married and single women represent similar proportions in the sample, except

for women from candidate countries, who are more likely to be single (73%) than married

(24%). By level of education, regardless of country of origin, women with secondary

education only and college-graduated women represent a proportion of the sample over

80% and below 7%, implying a lower level of education for women using the legal VPT

service, with respect to native women for whom the proportion with secondary education

and a college degree is 66% and 22%, respectively. Almost 70% of women from candidate

countries are unemployed, while the same figure is around 50% for women from EU2,

Italy, and outside the EU. Again, women using the VPT service are more likely to be

unemployed than the average Italian woman, for whom the unemployment rate is around

30%. Looking at employment status, the highest proportion is dependent workers (mostly

blue-collar workers), caregivers, and housekeepers. In particular, EU2 and non-EU women

5As discussed in Albani & Simone (2015) after the censuses of 1991, 2001 and 2011 the stock of foreign
population, by gender and citizenship, is recalculated because for many municipalities there is either a
misalignment between information on the resident population contained in the municipal registry and
the census population or problems connected to under/over coverage of the census.
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work mostly as caregivers and housekeepers (65% and 61%, respectively). Women from

Italian and candidate countries work as caregivers and housekeepers (32% and 38%,

respectively) and in the trade, hotel, and catering sectors (33% and 30%, respectively).

The outcome variable of interest is the VPT rate per 1,000 women, computed as the

ratio of the number of VPT to the foreign-born female population multiplied by 1,000. In

Figure 1, we show the time variation both of VPT rates and the resident female population

for the EU2 and the candidate countries. Focusing on EU2 women (top panel), VPT rates

went from 61 per 1,000 women in 2006 to almost 34 per 1,000 women in 2007, decreasing

by 45% (left panel). The sudden drop in VPT rates of EU2 women is matched with a

significant increase of almost 83% in the number of resident women, as a result of the EU

enlargement (right panel).6 This was not the case for women from candidate countries.

VPT rates remained almost stable at 15 per 1,000 women, and the number of women

from candidate countries increased by only 6.9%.7 Patterns similar to those shown by

candidate countries are observed for women from outside the EU, as shown in Figure A1.

Figure 2 shows the spatial variability of average VPT rates in Italian regions, for the

periods 2002-2006 (before EU2 enlargement) and 2007-2010 (after EU2 enlargement).

The upper and lower panels consider foreign women from EU2 and candidate countries,

respectively. Before the enlargement, VPT rates are higher in the South and in Lazio for

EU2 women, while they are higher in almost all regions facing the Adriatic Sea for women

from candidate countries. After the enlargement, VPT rates decreased significantly in

all Italian regions for EU2 women, but this was not the case for women from candidate

countries. Again, if we look at Figure A2, we see a pattern closely mirroring that of

women from candidate countries and also for women from outside the EU.

[Figuresa1− 2aaroundahere]

6Women from EU2 countries legally resident in 2006 were 191,484 and became 350,858 in 2007.
7Women from candidate countries in 2006 were 254,134 and became 271,705 in 2007.
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4 Empirical strategy

4.1 Main specification

Our aim is to estimate the causal effect of obtaining the legal status for migrant women

on VPT rates, exploiting the 2007 enlargement as an exogenous shock to legal status

for EU2 women. Following the literature (for instance, Mastrobuoni & Pinotti (2015),

Adda et al. (2020)) we adopt a DD model where the post-enlargement behaviour of

immigrants from EU2 countries (treatment group) is compared with that of immigrants

from candidate member countries (control group). Choosing immigrants from candidate

countries as a control group is particularly important to meet the assumptions of the DD

model, according to which treated and controls should differ only for the effect of the

treatment (i.e., the EU citizenship assignment) and not as a response to other observable

or unobservable factors. Immigrants from candidate countries represent a natural control

group, comparable to EU2 nationals in terms of economic conditions and political views

towards Europe, as their countries of origin had already started negotiations with the

EU before 2007, and in addition they almost all (except those from Iceland and Turkey8)

belong to the same geographical area, sharing similar cultural and linguistic traits with

those of the treatment group. We estimate the following general model:

ln(V PT rate)pct = α + βEU2pct × postt + δc + λt + ξp +
K∑
i=1

γiXpct + ϵpct. (1)

Our outcome variable is the natural logarithm of the VPT rate per 1,000 women,

computed as (V PTpct/Pop fpct) × 1, 000, where V PTpct and Pop fpct are the number

of VPTs and the female population of nationals of country c in province p at time t,

respectively. EU2 is a dichotomous variable equal to 1 if the immigrant is a national

from either Romania or Bulgaria and 0 otherwise. postt is a dummy variable equal to 1

from 2007 onward and 0 otherwise. δc and λt are country of origin and year fixed effects.

Equation 1 also includes province-specific fixed effects, ξp, to account for time-invariant

differences in VPT rates across provinces. Xpct is a full set of covariates at the level

of the country of origin c, province p, and year t for a number of observable individual

8However, women from Iceland and Turkey represent the 0.05% and 1.57% of the total number of
women from candidate countries in our sample.
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characteristics potentially correlated with immigration and VPT rates9. Our parameter

of interest is β, capturing the causal effect of obtaining the legal status (thanks to the

enlargement) on EU2 women’s VPT rates. Since our outcome variable is expressed in

natural logarithm, we can interpret β as the growth rate of EU2 women’s VPT rate after

the enlargement.

To validate the consistency of our estimates, we consider four different specifications of

the general model in Equation 1: specification (1) including only country of residence and

year-specific fixed effects; specification (2) adding province-specific fixed effects; specifi-

cation (3) adding, to specification (2), province-specific linear time trends and a common

quadratic component; finally, specification (4) adding, to specification (2), province-level

covariates.

We estimate all the specifications from Equation 1 by OLS and weight observations

by the share of women from country c living in province p at time t with respect to

the foreign population, i.e., ws = Pop fpct/Pop fct. Thus, we avoid our estimates being

biased by provinces with a small share of foreign resident women, which could be those

with larger negative variations in VPT rates. We will discuss the impact of alternative

weighting procedures in what follows.

The identification of the causal effect in DD models relies on the parallel trend as-

sumption. As a first simple discussion on this assumption, we estimate the following

event-study model:

ln(V PT rate)pct = γ +
−1∑

j=−q

ηjDpct +
m∑
j=0

µjDpct + λc + ψt + ξpct (2)

Equation 2 includes q numbers of leads (ηj) and m numbers of lags (µj), that can

be interpreted as prior- and post-enlargement effects, respectively. Dpct is a dichotomous

variable equal to 1 if the VPT rate of country c at time t in province p is from the

treatment group, 0 otherwise. In our specification, the first lead (one period prior to the

reform, j = -1) is omitted. λc and ψt represent country of origin and year fixed effects.

The leads coefficients being statistically insignificant provides suggestive evidence that

immigrants from both treated and control groups behaved similarly before the enlarge-

9We use the average by country of origin c, province p and year t of age, marital status, educa-
tion, employment, type of position, economic activity, gestational age, level of urgency, and presence of
complications.
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ment took place. Post-treatment coefficients (i.e., lags) serve us well to show whether

the effect grows or fades as time passes, providing additional evidence relative to the size

and duration of the estimates of β from Equation 1.

4.2 Separating the effect of citizenship from selection

The coefficient β in Equation 1 and the coefficients µj in Equation 2 represent the

weighted sum of two effects: (i) the change in VPT rates due to legal and illegal fe-

male migrants from EU2 countries already living in Italy before 2007, both obtaining a

permanent legal migrant status after the enlargement in 2007 (“citizenship” effect); and,

(ii) the change in VPT rates due to a new wave of migrants women from EU2 countries

deciding to migrate to Italy because of the enlargement (“selection” effect). Both effects

might have decreased the VPT rates after the enlargement. In what follows we define

a procedure to separate the total effect into the two components focusing on the event

study.

Consider the coefficients µ̂j estimated from Equation 2. We can interpret these coef-

ficients as the differential percentage change in VPT rates between treated and controls

after the enlargement compared to the baseline reference year (2006), for different lags.

Formally, we can rewrite µ̂j as follows:

µ̂j = ∆ln(V PTEU2
ref,j)−∆ln(V PT cand

ref,j ) (3)

where ∆ln(V PT g
ref,j) represents the variation of the natural logarithm of the VPT rate

for group g = (EU2, cand) between period j and the first lead (ref , that corresponds to

one year before the enlargement, 2006).

To separate the effect of citizenship from that of selection, we can rewrite the overall

variation of the VPT rate for EU2 women between period j and the reference (ref) period

as the weighted sum of the variation of the VPT rate for two groups of migrants: EU2Cit,

i.e., migrants that were already in Italy (or that would have arrived in Italy following the

pre-enlargement trend, see below); and EU2Sel, i.e., new EU2 immigrants that arrived

in Italy because they were attracted by the improvement in opportunities induced by

the enlargement. The total effect depends on the relative size of the two groups: the

weighted sum is defined considering the weights w1,j and 1 − w1,j, which represent the

15



share of EU2Cit and EU2Sel on the overall EU2 population in a given period j:

µ̂j = [w1,j ×∆ln(V PTEU2Cit

ref,j ) + (1− w1,j)×∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j )]−∆ln(V PT cand
ref,j ) (4)

Equation 4 allows us to disentangle the causal effect of citizenship on the VPT rate

of EU2 women from the total effect.10 For a given period j, consider the following:

µ̂cit
j = w1,j ×∆ln(V PTEU2Cit

ref,j )−∆ln(V PT cand
ref,j ) = µ̂j − (1−w1,j)×∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j ) (5)

According to the last part of Equation (5), to estimate µ̂cit
j , we need estimates of (i)

the share of new EU2 immigrants that arrived in Italy after the enlargement, i.e., the

weight (1 − w1,j); and, of (ii) the percentage difference between the VPT rate of EU2

women residing in Italy in the reference period (2006) and the VPT rate of EU2 women

that arrived in Italy after the enlargement, i.e., ∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j ).

We consider two alternative scenarios for (1 − w1,j). First, we assume that all EU2

women who entered Italy after the enlargement make up the selection effect. This first

scenario provides an overestimate of 1 − ŵ1t = 1 − EU2citref/EU2t. Second, we estimate

the share of women from EU countries that would have entered Italy if the enlargement

did not take place using pre-enlargement trends. This would provide a more conser-

vative estimate of 1 − ŵ1t = 1 − EU2citref/EU2t. To this end, we start by estimating

the following model on the choice of location of EU2 women across Italian provinces

in the pre-enlargement period using demographic information on the foreign population

provided by ISTAT:

F poppEU2t = γ0 +

Np−1∑
p=1

γptrendt × p+ γNptrend
2 + υpt (6)

F poppEU2t is the female population of EU2 countries living in province p at time

t, trendt × p is a set of province specific linear time trends and trend2 is a common

quadratic component, υpt is the residual term. We use the parameter estimates from

10Alternatively, we can estimate the selection effect considering that µ̂sel
j = µ̂j − µ̂cit

j . Notice that µ̂cit
j

represents a lower bound of the true “citizenship” effect, since w1,j are by construction equal or lower
than 1.
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Equation (6) to predict ÊU2
cit

pt , i.e., the EU2 female population in province p at time t

as if the enlargement did not take place in 2007. We sum these values by province and

obtain an estimate of the total number of EU2 women at time t that we would have

observed without the enlargement; thus: 1− ŵ1t = 1− ÊU2
cit

t /EU2t.

We consider two alternative scenarios also for ∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j ), i.e., the difference

between the VPT rate of EU2 women living in Italy in 2006 and the VPT rate of EU2

women that arrived in Italy because of the enlargement. First, we assume that new EU2

women arriving after 2007 have the same VPT rate as women in the respective countries

of origin (Romania and Bulgaria). Using data from the United Nations database for the

years 2003 and 2004, the VPT rate per 1,000 women in Romania and Bulgaria was 27.8

and 21.3, respectively. Considering that Romanian women account for 96% of VPT from

EU2 women, we obtain a weighted VPT rate for EU2 women of 27.54 per 1,000. The

VPT rate in Romania and Bulgaria amounts then to 45.1% of the VPT characterising

Romanian and Bulgarian women already living in Italy in 2006. This first assumption

represents an overestimate of the VPT rate, if new EU2 immigrants after 2007 attracted

by the enlargement are positively selected. Hence, it provides a conservative estimate of

∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j ). Second, we assume that new EU2 women arriving after 2007 have a

VPT rate equal to zero. This second assumption clearly represents an underestimate of

the VPT rate for the new flows of migrants, that by definition cannot take values lower

than 0. Hence, it provides an overestimate of ∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j ). The actual VPT rate

characterizing EU2Sel will lie between these two estimates of the VPT rate. Thus, the set

of assumptions on the share of EU2Sel and on the VPT rates characterizing this group of

migrants allows us to obtain a plausible range of values for the causal effect of citizenship.

4.3 Accounting for differences in observable characteristics

through propensity score weighting

An additional issue in the identification of the causal effect of obtaining the legal status

on VPT rates rests on the differences in the composition of the treated and the control

group. To account for the effect that an imbalance of characteristics between groups,

amplified by the treatment, might have on the causal interpretation of our estimates,

we follow Mastrobuoni & Pinotti (2015) and we consider the semi-parametric DD esti-
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mator developed in Abadie (2005). Formally, we weight each observation by the inverse

propensity score of the assignment conditional on the observed covariates. The weight ω

is defined as:

ω = EU2pct
pr(Eu2)

pr(EU2|Xpct)
+ (1− EU2pct)

1− pr(EU2)

1− pr(EU2|Xpct)
, (7)

where pr(EU2) is the unconditional probability of belonging to the EU2 group, and

pr(EU2|Xpct) (the propensity score) is defined as the likelihood of belonging to the treat-

ment group conditional on a set of observable characteristics. The weights ω improve

the comparability between the treated and the control group, attaching more weights to

observations that are more similar to the other group than the average observation in the

sample.

We estimate the propensity score by means of logistic regression using the following

set of observable covariates: age, marital status, education, employment status as well

as VPT characteristics (the urgency, and the absence of complications). The dependent

variable is a dummy equal to 1 for women from EU2 in province p at time t and observable

covariates represented by the averages by country of origin c, province p, and time t;

the dummy is zero for women from candidate countries. Once obtained an estimate of

pr(EU2|Xpct), we compute the weights ω according to Equation 7 to estimate our main

model.

5 Results

5.1 Main estimates

Table 1 shows in the upper panel our main estimates for the effect of the 2007 EU enlarge-

ment on EU2 women VPT rates. Column (1) shows our baseline specification including

only country of residence and year-specific fixed effects; column (2) adds province-specific

fixed effects; column (3) adds, to specification 2, province-specific linear time trends and

a common quadratic component; finally, column (4) adds, to specification 2, province-

level covariates. Estimates are weighted by the share of women from country c living in

province p at time t with respect to the foreign population. Estimated coefficients from

Table 1 are consistently negative and highly statistically significant across specifications.
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Also, the magnitude is fairly stable: the coefficients range from -0.5679 (column 1) to -

0.6822 (column 4), implying that the 2007 EU enlargement decreased VPT rates between

57% and 68%. The magnitude of the effect increases after accounting for observable char-

acteristics, even if the difference with respect to our baseline specification (column 1) is

not significant since confidence intervals overlap. Unweighted estimates, presented in the

lower panel in Table 1, are higher but very close to weighted ones: they range between

-0.6468 (column 1) to -0.7471 (column 4), and largely confirm the drop in VPT caused

by the enlargement.

[Tablea1aaroundahere]

Figure 3 reports the leads and lags coefficients estimated using Equation 2. All the

leads are clearly not statistically different from zero, showing the absence of differential

trends between treated and controls before the enlargement in terms of VPT rates. In

addition, all the lags are negative and statistically significant, with an increasing mag-

nitude of the point estimate of the effect over time. The general message is that, only

after the enlargement, VPT rates for EU2 women experienced a large drop compared

to women from candidate countries. In what follows, we discuss this finding in several

directions.

[Figurea3aaroundahere]

5.2 Separating citizenship effect from selection effect

A first observation is that the drop in VPT rates estimated using our baseline specification

is really the composition of two effects: a “citizenship” effect and a “selection” effect. The

first is due to women already residing in Italy (or that would have come to Italy even

without the enlargement), which changed their behaviour because of the enlargement.

The second picks up the change in VPT due to new flows of women from EU2 caused

by the enlargement. We first provide evidence about the new flows of migrants and then

estimate the relative magnitude of these two effects.
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5.2.1 Change in the characteristics of EU2 migrant women by date of

arrival in Italy

We start by looking at how the EU enlargement is associated with a change in the

observable characteristics of EU2 migrant women. To offer descriptive evidence on this

issue, we use data from the Italian Labour Force Survey (LFS) for the years between 2009

and 2016 and exploit retrospective information on the year of the arrival of migrants.

Formally, we estimate the following equation:

Y l
ict = δ +

−1∑
j=−q

γjDpct +
m∑
j=0

ΘjDpct + θc + ψa + µt + ξp + υict (8)

Equation 8 includes q numbers of leads (γj) and m numbers of lags (Θj), that can

be interpreted as prior- and post-enlargement effects, respectively. Dpct is a dichotomous

variable equal to 1 if the socio-economic characteristics describing women i from country

c at time t— Y l
ict, with l = 1, ..., L— is from the treatment group, 0 otherwise. We focus

on the age structure (at arrival), education (at and after arrival), marital status (at and

after arrival), employment (current and first job), and family type. In our specification,

the first lead (one period prior to the reform, j = -1) is omitted. θc and ψa are country

of origin and year of arrival fixed effects. Lastly, ξp and µt represent province and year

fixed effects.

Figures 4-11 show estimates of coefficients associated to lags and leads. There are

several interesting insights emerging from this exercise. First, almost all the leads coef-

ficient are statistically insignificant, suggesting the absence of any differences in trends

before the 2007 enlargement between the characteristics of EU2 women and of women

from candidate countries.

Second, we find evidence of “selection” with respect to some characteristics, especially

concerning age and marital status at arrival. Figure 4 shows a decrease in the age of

women at arrival for EU2 immigrants, but only for the years 2007 and 2008. Figure

5 shows the level of education at arrival. There seems to be an increasing trend for

women with only primary education and a decreasing trend for those with secondary

education, but these effects are barely significant at the usual conventional level. We do

not find effects for college-graduated women. After arrival, Figure 6 shows an increase
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in women from EU2 countries with only primary education, but no significant effects

for the other levels of education. On the contrary, Figure 7 shows a clear change in the

characteristics of women with respect to marital status. After the enlargement, fewer

married women and more single/divorced women from EU2 countries arrived in Italy

compared to those from candidate countries. In addition, Figure 8 shows that there is

a clear decrease in the probability of being married after arrival, and the same result

is confirmed when looking at intermarriages between EU2 natives and Italians. This

evidence clearly mirrors results in Adda et al. (2020), which show that - after the 2007

EU enlargement - the likelihood of EU2 female migrants marrying natives decreased by

almost 60% and increased by 20% the likelihood of breaking up in mixed couples formed

before the legal status acquisition.11 Connected to marital status, in Figure 9 we can

observe a clear increase in the probability of households composed of single members for

EU2 immigrants arriving after 2009 and a clear decrease in the probability of households

composed of married couples with no children. Finally, Figures 10 and 11 show the results

related to the employment status of EU2 immigrants arriving after the EU enlargement.

Almost all the lags are statistically insignificant, albeit some mild evidence of a positive

effect on labour income and on hours worked in the case of a first job. Overall, these results

suggest that women from EU2 countries migrating to Italy soon after the enlargement are

somewhat younger compared to those from candidate countries. These younger women

are more likely to be independent, or to have a family with children (but less likely to

marry an Italian). There are no clear signs of a different selection of women in terms of

education and in terms of employment status.

[Figurea4− 11aaroundahere]

5.2.2 Disentangling the citizenship effect

Given the change in migrant women’s characteristics caused by the enlargement, we now

apply the procedure described in Section 4.2 to separate the “citizenship” effect from the

“selection” effect. Table 2 provides estimates of the “citizenship” effect, defined as the

decrease in VPT rates driven by EU2 women already residing in Italy (either legally or

11The impact on intermarriages is supported also by literature focusing on the USA. For instance,
Amuedo-Dorantes et al. (2020) show that mixed marriages between immigrants and natives are an
important mechanism to preserve legal status against intensified immigration controls.
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illegally) acquiring the permanent status of legal migrants after the 2007 enlargement.

The “citizenship” effect is estimated using Equation 5 for the four lags 2007-2010.

[Tablea2aaroundahere]

Column (1) of Table 2 reports the original coefficients of the event study presented in

Equation 2 (µ̂j), which represents the total effect on VPT rates caused by the enlargement.

Columns (2) and (3) show the estimates of the causal effect of citizenship under alternative

hypotheses with respect to new flows of migrants. In particular, results in column (2)

consider all new EU2 migrant women arriving after 2007 in Italy because of the benefits

provided by enlargement, with 1 − ŵ1t = 1 − ÊU2
cit

ref/EU2t. These estimates assign a

higher weight to the selection effect in Equation 6 and, consequently, provide conservative

values for the causal effect of citizenship.

Alternatively, column (3) presents estimates of the causal effect of citizenship by

estimating the share of new EU2 immigrants arriving after 2007 by the benefits provided

by enlargement using the regression analysis proposed in Equation 6. We estimate 1 −

w1,t using the predictions obtained from the regression analysis proposed in Equation 6.

Figure 12 represents the predicted values using diamonds (with dashed lines showing the

confidence interval of the estimates) compared to the observed total number of female

migrants from EU2 countries arriving in Italy in the period 2007-2010 (represented by

dots). The values predicted by the model follow the pre-enlargement trend very closely

and are significantly lower than the actual total number of immigrant women from EU2

countries arriving in Italy each year after the enlargement.

[Figurea12aaroundahere]

Both in columns (2) and (3), we show the range of plausible values for the causal

effect of EU citizenship attainment on EU2 women’s VPT rates obtained assuming that:

(i) new EU2 immigrant women after 2007 have the same VPT rate as women from the

respective countries of origin, and (ii) new EU2 immigrants arriving after enlargement

have a VPT rate equal to 0. To provide estimates under the first assumption we use

data from the UN database and estimate a rate of VPT per 1,000 EU2 women of 27.54.

Using this value we estimate a percentage difference between the VPT rate of EU2 women
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residing in Italy in 2006 and the VPT rate of EU2 women that arrived in Italy because of

the enlargement (∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j )) equal to -55%. In order to provide estimates under

the second assumption, we assume that the percentage difference between the VPT rate

of EU2 women residing in Italy in 2006 and the VPT rate of EU2 women that arrived in

Italy because of the enlargement (∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,j )) is -100%.

According to results presented in Table 2, columns (2) and (3), the causal effect of

citizenship ranges: between -22 and -45% in 2007; between -4 and -33% in 2008; between

-27 and -60% in 2009; and between -26 and -59% in 2010. Table 2, column (4) provides

an easy way to interpret these estimates, showing the share of the total effect represented

by the citizenship effect: the range is between 30% and 60% of the total effect, but for

2008 when the large flows of new migrants make the selection effect to weigh more.

5.3 Propensity score weighting

A second observation is that the drop in VPT rates estimated using our baseline specifi-

cation may be driven simply by the differences between the group of treated and controls,

and these differences are correlated with access to VPT. We first show descriptive evi-

dence of the differences between the two groups and then compare our baseline estimates

with those obtained using propensity score weights.

5.3.1 VPT user characteristics before and after the enlargement

We start by comparing the characteristics of EU2 and candidate countries women using a

logistic regression model: the dependent variable is a dummy identifying EU2 women; the

independent variables are observable characteristics X (age, marital status, education,

employment status, employment sector, and clinical conditions) of women using VPT.

Table 3, column (1), reports the coefficients of this model and reveals the presence of

significant differences in observable characteristics between EU2 and candidate country

nationals using VPT services in Italian provinces. On average, immigrants from the

treated countries are younger and less likely to be single, have a higher education, are

less likely to be unemployed, have better jobs, and less complicated VPT.

[Tablea3aaroundahere]
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Given results in the previous section 5.2, these differences might be driven by the

selection effect. Hence, we now study how observable characteristics of EU2 women

using VPT service change after the enlargement, estimating the following equation:

Xict = σ + θEU2ict × postt + ιc + ϕt + σp + εict (9)

where θ captures the differential variation for the same set of observable characteristics

X (age, marital status, education, employment status, employment sector, and clinical

conditions) of EU2 women compared to those from candidate countries. We also control

for country of origin (ιc), time (ϕt) and province (σp) fixed effects.

Estimated θ in Figure 13 provides visual evidence of a change in the composition of

VPT users after the enlargement along many dimensions. First, we observe non-linear

changes in terms of age: we record an increase in the proportion of EU2 women aged 20-24

and 40-44, coupled with a decrease in the proportion of EU2 women aged 25-39. Second,

considering marital status, EU2 married women making use of VPT services decreased

by 4 percentage points, and, conversely, single and separated/divorced women increased

by a similar amount. Third, in terms of education, we observe a significant increase in

the proportion of EU2 women with low educational attainment using the VPT service,

by approximately 3 percentage points, while we observe a decrease in the proportion with

secondary education, by approximately the same amount. Fourth, there are no relevant

differences in terms of employment status, but we do observe an increase in the number

of EU2 women using VPT employed in the sectors of agriculture, industry, and wholesale

trade. Finally, there are no significant differences in terms of complications or urgency of

the VPT.

[Figurea13aaroundahere]

5.3.2 Comparing different weighting strategies

A concern of the DD strategy is that, if treated and control groups differ in terms of

observable characteristics, such differences may affect trends in VPT over time. To dis-

cuss this issue, we follow Mastrobuoni & Pinotti (2015) and compute a system of weights

defined by the inverse propensity score of the assignment conditional on observable char-

acteristics of migrants, as discussed in section 4.3.
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Figure 14 shows the propensity score distributions for our treatment and control

groups. Unsurprisingly, the two distributions appear to be very different from each other.

The propensity score distribution in the control group is very close to zero, which means

that there are provinces where EU2 and candidate country nationals have very different

observable characteristics. We now use the weights ω (see Equation 7) as alternative

weights in the baseline model (see Equation 1). Clearly, by weighting using ω, we reduce

the influence of observations far from the centre of the distribution and increase the

importance of those at the centre. The impact of weighting is clear from Table 3, column

(2): after weighting by ω, we do not find any more significant difference in terms of

observable characteristics between the treatment and the control group.

[Figurea14aaroundahere]

Table 4 shows a comparison between the estimates of β in Equation (1), specification

(4), including province-level covariates, with different weighting strategies. Column (1)

shows the “unweighted” effect of the enlargement, while columns from (2) to (4) report

β estimates with three different weights: column (2) shows estimates weighted by the

propensity score (ω); column (3) shows the estimates (already reported in Table 1, column

(4)) when using as weights the share of immigrants from country c in province p at time t

with respect to the population of immigrants in province p at time t (ws); lastly, column

(4) shows estimates weighted by a combination of the previously specified weights, after

implementing appropriate standardization between 0 and 1 (wc = wstd
s × wstd

p s).12 The

four β estimates reported in Table 4 are all quite similar and statistically significant: the

“unweighted” effect is the largest in magnitude (-0.7471); the most conservative estimate

is obtained when using propensity scores weights (-0.6790). The overall conclusion is

that weighting, either by immigrant population or by propensity score, does not affect

our baseline results.13

[Tablea4aaroundahere]

12We standardized weights as follows: wstd
i = wi−min(wi)

max(wi)−min(wi)
with i = s, ps. This procedure was

implemented to assign equal importance to previous weighting strategies when calculating the combined
weight.

13We showed here a comparison considering our preferred specification (4) of Equation (1), but the
same conclusion applies when using other specifications. These results are not reported in the paper but
are available from authors upon request.
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5.4 Robustness to alternative explanations

Our findings show that after obtaining legal migrant status thanks to the EU enlargement,

EU2 women significantly reduced the use of VPT compared to women from candidate

countries. This finding does not depend on differences across the two groups of women; it

is explained by a change in the behaviour of women already residing in Italy (either legally

or illegally), and by new flows of women with different characteristics. We now consider

alternative explanations for the observed variation in abortion rates among EU2 women

after 2007. In particular, we consider the role of (i) conscientious objector gynaecologists,

(ii) illegal immigrants, and (iii) illegal abortions. In the following, we show suggestive

evidence that none of these alternative stories can explain the estimated variation in VPT

rates.

5.4.1 Conscientious objection

In Italy, the share of gynaecologists refusing to perform abortions due to conscientious

objection increased from around 60% in 2003 to 70% in 2008, remaining stable at this level

until now. The increase in the presence of anti-abortion gynaecologists has been paralleled

by an increase in miscarriages, suggesting that more women were likely undergoing illegal

VPT.

The presence of anti-abortion gynaecologists could represent a threat to our identifi-

cation strategy, as the estimated reduction in terms of EU2 women’s VPT rate could be

explained by either (i) a strong increase of objectors after the enlargement, or (ii) EU2

migrants arriving after 2007 and settling in regions with high percentages of anti-abortion

gynaecologists. There is no evidence to support both scenarios.

First, Figure 15 shows the absence of any significant discontinuity after the EU2

enlargement in 2007 in both the share of anti-abortion gynaecologists out of the total

of Italian gynaecologists (panel A) and the number of anti-abortion gynaecologists per

100,000 people (panel B). The share of objectors is fairly stable at around 70% of the

total number of specialists, while the number per 100,000 people if anything, decreased

after 2007.

Second, Figure 16 represents the relationship between the percentage increase in EU2

women from the pre- to the post-enlargement period (considering averages calculated

for the periods 2002-2006 and 2007-2010 at the regional level), and either (panel A) the
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proportion of objectors at the regional level, or (panel B) the number of objectors per

100,000 people. The size of the circles representing each Italian region is proportional to

the share of EU2 women in the pre-enlargement period, allowing us to check whether the

results are affected by regions with a low proportion of EU2 nationals. Figure 16 shows

that there is no evidence of an association between the allocation of EU2 women after the

enlargement and the presence of anti-abortion gynaecologists. Some of the Southern re-

gions experiencing a large percentage increase in EU2 migrants (like Campania, Calabria,

Puglia, and Sicily) are characterized by the same number of anti-abortion gynaecologists

characterizing some regions in the Centre-North (like Veneto and Lazio), which are also

those with many EU2 women residing before the enlargement.

As an additional check, we also consider that, if the proportion of anti-abortion gy-

naecologists is driving our results, we should observe that the estimated decrease in VPT

for EU2 women is larger in regions with a lower proportion of objectors. We can test this

hypothesis by estimating the following model:

ln(V PT rate)pct = λ+ θEU2pct × postt + θrEU2pct × postt × regionr+

+ γc + σt + ιp +
K∑
i=1

ψiXpct + υpct
(10)

Besides capturing the overall effect of EU enlargement on EU2 women’s VPT rates

(θ), Equation (10) allows us to estimate also the heterogeneous effects for each region, by

interacting EU2pct with postt and regionr (θr). The θr coefficients represent the additional

effect of the EU enlargement in 2007 on EU2 women’s VPT rates in each region. We

plot these coefficients in Figure 17 against both the share of objectors (panel A) and

the number of objectors per 100,000 people (panel B). If our hypothesis was correct, we

should expect a negative correlation between these two variables, i.e., lower effects in

terms of VPT reductions in regions where the presence of anti-abortion gynaecologists is

lower. We do not find any evidence in support of this story.

[Figuresa15− 17aaroundahere]
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5.4.2 Illegal immigration and illegal abortions

Another concern relates to the presence of illegal immigrants before 2007 and the practice

of illegal abortions outside hospitals. Since these illegal immigrants from EU2 are included

in official population statistics only from 2007 onward, thanks to the legal migrant status

allowed by the EU enlargement, the VPT rate for EU2 women is overestimated before the

enlargement. To determine the magnitude of this bias, we consider available estimates

of the number of illegal migrants. For instance, Fasani (2008) suggests that the share

of illegal immigrants in Italy is between 7 and 13%; a similar estimate, around 10%,

is provided by Fondazione ISMU. Given these numbers, we assume that the share of

illegal immigrants amounts to 10% for all the years before the enlargement and adjust

the denominator of the VPT rate accordingly. Figure 18 “corrects” the upper left panel of

the previous Figure 1. It plots the “corrected” version of the average VPT rate before the

enlargement, obtained by increasing the foreign population by 10% (dashed line), with the

“unadjusted” version (solid line). We still observe a significant jump after enlargement.

Specifically, even considering a 10% share of illegal immigrants in 2006, we would observe

a reduction in the VPT rate of 37%, which represents 85.43% of the unadjusted change.

Thus, illegal female migrants in the official population figures after 2007 can explain, at

most, about 15% of the unadjusted change in the VPT rate.

[Figurea18aaroundahere]

However, there are at least two reasons to believe that the bias due to illegal migration

is likely to be even lower than this estimate. First, it is likely that the proportion of

illegal immigrants in 2006 was less than 10%, since the law Decreto Flussi 2006 allowed

the recruitment, and thus the legal entry into Italy, of 170,000 foreigners.14 Second, the

number of legal abortions after 2007 could also be affected by illegal migrants turning

legal because of the enlargement. Before 2007, EU2 women could decide to undergo an

illegal abortion for fear of being reported to the police. But after the enlargement, this

reason will no longer be relevant. Hence, observed legal VPT also includes a share of

previous illegal abortions, potentially resulting in an increase of VPT after 2007.15

14The Decreto Flussi, literally Flows Decree, is a yearly law passed by the Italian government since
2001 on the basis of the Law n. 40/1998 (so-called, Law Turco-Napolitano). It establishes the number
of workers from non-EU countries admitted to Italy every year.

15Notice that the increase in legal VPT due to illegal migrants turning to legal runs counter to finding
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Still, one can even think that the observed decrease in VPT rates after 2007 is driven

by an increase in illegal abortion by new EU2 immigrant women. Since we can rule out

a preference for illegal abortion after the enlargement, we remain with illegal abortion to

be chosen because hospitals are unable to respond to additional demand by new EU im-

migrants due to capacity constraints. To show that this is not the case, we compute how

many additional VPTs would result in each year due to the increase in EU2 immigrant

women after the 2007 enlargement. We obtain back-of-the-envelope estimates by multi-

plying the rate of VPT per 1,000 EU2 immigrant women by the annual change in EU2

immigrant women after enlargement. For example, EU2 immigrant women increased by

159,374 from 2007 to 2008. As a consequence, we can expect an additional demand for

4,368 legal abortions (i.e., 27.54× 159,374/1,000, where 27.54 is the VPT rate per 1,000

women in the country of origin obtained from the United Nations database for the years

2003 and 2004). Following the same procedure, we calculate the expected increase in

demand for legal abortions for the years 2008 to 2010, corresponding to 2,657, 1,609, and

1,489 additional VPT, respectively. To understand whether these additional VPTs can

be absorbed by the legal service supplied by hospitals, consider that the total number

of VPTs decreased by 18,435 units from 2002 to 2010. This means that all else equal,

in 2010 the legal VPT service can perform about 18,000 additional abortions, a number

much higher than the potential additional demand from new EU2 women. For this esti-

mate to be credible, we must also verify that objectors did not increase significantly in

the same years. However, looking at the previous Figure 15, the presence of objectors

remained stable. In view of these results, we can reasonably exclude the possibility that

the legal VPT service was unable to absorb the increase in demand potentially associated

with the enlargement.

5.4.3 Other robustness checks

In this section we discuss three additional robustness checks to show that our baseline

results: (i) are not sensitive to the choice of the control group; (ii) are stable across all

countries that make up our treatment group; and (iii) are not sensitive to the inclusion

of VPT performed after 90 days.

First, Table 5 shows estimates of Equation (1) considering as control group women

an effect of the enlargement, which makes our results if anything, more convincing.
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from countries outside the EU (not included in the list of candidate countries). To facili-

tate comparison, columns (1) to (4) show coefficients from the same four model specifica-

tions reported in Table 1. The four estimates are consistently negative and statistically

significant, clustering around -0.77/-0.78. They are always higher than estimates obtained

using women from candidate countries as the control group, which supports our choice of

the original control group based on candidate countries as a group of women more similar

to those from Bulgaria and Romania. We also estimate Equation (1) as an event study,

still considering women from countries outside the EU as the control group. Figure A3

plots the leads and lags coefficients, clearly showing the absence of any differential trend

in VPT rates between the group of treated and control women before the enlargement,

and a significant drop soon after 2007.

[Tablea5aaroundahere]

We also run a placebo test by replacing EU2 women with immigrants from non-EU

countries as the treatment group. We perform this exercise by randomly drawing 1,000

samples of women from outside the EU (excluding women from candidate countries), and

re-estimating Equation (1) as if each of these placebo samples was the “true” treatment

group. Figure 19 shows that the distribution of estimated placebo effects is centred around

zero, suggesting that (i) the change in VPT rates experienced by EU2 women (i.e., the

true treated group), represented by the dashed vertical line, is significantly larger than the

variation obtained using an alternative randomised treatment group, further reassuring

about the validity of our results, and (ii) the change in VPT rates experienced by the

control group made up by candidate countries after the EU enlargement is close to zero.

[Figurea19aaroundahere]

Second, Table 6 shows estimates of the original four specifications of Equation (1)

considering as the treatment group either the group of only Bulgarian women or the group

of only Romanian women. All the estimated coefficients are negative and statistically

significant, very similar to those reported in Table 1, albeit those for Bulgarian are higher

than those for Romanian women.

Finally, Table 7 reports the estimated effect of the enlargement when we exclude VPT
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performed after 90 days of pregnancy. According to Italian legislation, after 90 days of

pregnancy, VPT is only allowed when the woman’s mental and physical health is severely

at risk and represents a medical decision more than a decision by the woman. Estimated

coefficients of Equation (1) on this restricted sample are almost equal to the original

estimates presented in Table 1. This result is unsurprising as, according to data from the

Italian Ministry of Health, only 6.5% of all VPTs are performed after three months of

pregnancy.

[Tablesa6aanda7aaroundahere]

5.5 The effect on birth rates

Since we documented a significant reduction in VPT rates for EU2 women after the

enlargement, it is interesting to understand whether this was matched also with a change

in fertility rates. A priori, the estimated decrease in VPT rates could be matched by either

a decrease or an increase in birth rates. On the one hand, the decrease in intermarriages

and the increase in the number of single women can result in a reduction in fertility rates

matching the sharp decrease in VPT rates. On the other hand, the improvement in living

conditions and the increase in households with children can imply an increase in fertility

rates matching the decrease in abortions.

We use data on births by country of origin and year at the regional level available

from ISTAT from 2004 to 2010.16 We estimate the following event study:

ln(Birth rate)pct = λ+
−1∑

j=−q

δjDpct +
m∑
j=0

νkDpct + ξc + ωt + υpct (11)

Equation 11 includes q numbers of leads (γj) and m numbers of lags (Θj), that can

be interpreted as prior- and post-enlargement effects, respectively. Dpct is a dichotomous

variable equal to 1 if the ratio between the number of births from women from country c

in the region r at time t and the female population from country c in the region r at time

t (ln(Birth rate)pct) is from the treatment group, 0 otherwise. δj and νk are parameters

associated to leads and lags, respectively. In this specification, the first lead (one period

prior to the reform, j = 1), is omitted. ξc and ωt represent country of origin and year

16Unfortunately, data for the year 2003 are unavailable.
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fixed effects.

Figure 20 shows results from this analysis. Birth rates for EU2 women decline after

2007, but the estimated effects are not significant at the usual conventional level. Hence,

the decrease in VPT rates of EU2 women is mirrored by a decrease in fertility rates for

the same group. However, it must be noticed that the latter is not significant according

to our estimates. This result is in line with findings by the literature exploring women

empowerment and fertility (Upadhyay et al. 2014).

[Figurea20aaroundahere]

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we exploit the 2007 EU enlargement to Bulgaria and Romania to esti-

mate the effect of granting legal status to migrants on VPT rates. Using a standard

Difference-in-Differences approach, we find a negative and strongly significant reduction

in abortions, by 57-68% depending on the model specification, for EU2 women compared

to those from candidate countries (our control group). We show that this reduction is

the weighted sum of two components: (i) the causal effect of obtaining EU citizenship,

and consequently gaining the permanent status of legal migrant for both legal and illegal

EU2 women residing in Italy before 2007, and (ii) a selection effect determined by new

EU2 immigrants who arrived in Italy after 2007 lured by the potential improvements in

economic conditions. We calculate that the “citizenship” effect accounts for a share of

the total effect ranging between 30% and 60%, while the “selection” effect is responsible

for a share of the total effect between 40% and 70%. Finally, we also test our baseline

results in several directions: we show that results are robust to the role of gynaecologists

registered as conscientious objectors, illegal migrants, and illegal abortions; in addition,

we find that results are not affected by the choice of candidate countries included in

the control group, are stable across the countries of origin that make up our treatment

group, and are not sensitive to the inclusion of abortions performed after 90 days. As a

last step, we also present some evidence of a decline, albeit not statistically significant,

in birth rates for EU2 women after 2007.

Overall, our results suggest that the permanent legal status allowed by joining the EU
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for Bulgarian and Romanian women can be interpreted as an empowerment mechanism

for women. In terms of family decisions, after the enlargement, EU2 women are more

likely to be single and less likely to get married, especially with an Italian native. They

can take more conscious decisions in terms of their career, and fertility, hence reducing

the need for VPT. The policy implications of this work point in the direction of improving

access conditions to legal status for migrant women to better safeguard their health and

their dignity. Differently from men, illegal status is likely to carry several additional

negative consequences for women, including abuse and violence (Ayres et al. 2013). For

instance, the inability to access the legal labour market can bring illegal migrants to fall

prey to prostitute traffickers, increasing risks to their health, as well as risks of unintended

pregnancies, resulting in the need for abortions. As most of the illegal markets are in

the hands of criminal organizations, improving the living conditions of migrant women is

also a way to reduce the room for such organizations.
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Notes: This Figure shows the time variation of VPT rates and resident female population in the period 2002-2010. The
upper and lower panels consider women with foreign nationality from EU2 and candidate countries, respectively. The
dashed vertical line corresponds to the year of the EU enlargement, i.e. 2007. EU2 includes Romania and Bulgaria.
Candidate countries include Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro,
Serbia, and Turkey.

Figure 1: Trends in VPT rates and resident female immigrant population during the
period 2002-2010 - immigrant women from EU2 and candidate countries.
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Notes: This Figure shows the territorial dispersion of average VPT rates in Italian regions for the periods 2002-2006
and 2007-2010. The upper and lower panels consider women with foreign nationality from EU2 and candidate countries,
respectively. EU2 includes Romania and Bulgaria. Candidate countries include Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey.

Figure 2: Regional variability in VPT rates before and after the 2007 EU enlargement -
immigrant women from EU2 and candidate countries.
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corresponds to 0. The year before the enlargement is used as the reference category, and, for this reason, no confidence
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Estimates are weighted by the share of foreign women in the population. Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 3: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT
rates.
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countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries
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Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 4: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’ age
at arrival.
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Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 5: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’
education at arrival
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Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 6: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’
education after arrival
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Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 7: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’
marital status at arrival
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event study for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’ marital status after arrival. The year of the
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graphically whether the estimated coefficients are equal to 0. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2
countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries
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Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 8: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’
marital status after arrival
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Notes: This Figure shows the coefficients estimated from Equation 2, corresponding to the first 3 lags and 4 leads of the
event study for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants family type. The year of the enlargement
corresponds to 0. The year before the enlargement is used as the reference category, and, for this reason, no confidence
intervals are displayed. Vertical bars represent 95% confidence intervals. The horizontal line is set at 0 to test
graphically whether the estimated coefficients are equal to 0. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2
countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries
(i.e., Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey).
Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 9: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants family
type
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Notes: This Figure shows the coefficients estimated from Equation 2, corresponding to the first 3 lags and 4 leads of the
event study for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’ current employment status. The year of the
enlargement corresponds to 0. The year before the enlargement is used as the reference category, and, for this reason, no
confidence intervals are displayed. Vertical bars represent 95% confidence intervals. The horizontal line is set at 0 to test
graphically whether the estimated coefficients are equal to 0. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2
countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries
(i.e., Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey).
Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 10: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’
current employment status
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Notes: This Figure shows the coefficients estimated from Equation 2, corresponding to the first 3 lags and 4 leads of the
event study for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’ first employment. The year of the
enlargement corresponds to 0. The year before the enlargement is used as the reference category, and, for this reason, no
confidence intervals are displayed. Vertical bars represent 95% confidence intervals. The horizontal line is set at 0 to test
graphically whether the estimated coefficients are equal to 0. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2
countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries
(i.e., Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey).
Standard errors clustered at the province level.

Figure 11: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 immigrants’
first employment.
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the years 2007-2010. Dashed lines represent 95% C.I.

Figure 12: EU2 female population in Italy: real flows and estimated trend.
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Notes: This Figure shows how EU2 women’s observable characteristics - marital status, age, level of education, previous
pregnancies, and employment status - vary after the 2007 EU enlargement, with respect to observable characteristics of
women from candidate countries. Coefficients are estimated from Equation 3, which controls for country of origin, time,
and province-specific fixed effects. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2 countries, including Romania
and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries (i.e., Albania, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey). Standard errors clustered at the
province level. Significant levels: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Figure 13: Variation in observable characteristics of EU2 women using VPT service after
the 2007 EU enlargement.
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Notes: This Figure shows the propensity score distributions for treated and control groups. Propensity scores are
obtained from a logistic regression where the dependent variable takes value 1 for women from EU2 and 0 for women
from candidate countries in province p at time t and observable covariates are represented by the averages by country of
origin c, province p and time t for the following observable characteristics: age, marital status, education, employment
status, and position, VPT characteristics.

Figure 14: Propensity scores distributions for EU2 and candidate countries.
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Notes: This Figure shows the time trend for the share (panel A) and the number per 100,000 people (panel B) of
gynaecologists against practising abortions in the period 2002-2018.

Figure 15: Gynaecologists against practising abortions in the period 2002-2018.
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Notes: This Figure shows a scatter plot with on the x-axis the post-enlargement increase in EU2 women across Italian
regions, calculated considering the average percentage increase between pre- and post-enlargement periods (i.e.,
2002-2006 and 2007-2010, respectively) and on the y-axis the share (panel A) and the number per 100,000 people (panel
B) of gynaecologists against practising abortions in Italian regions, calculated as averages during the post-enlargement
period (i.e., 2007-2010). The dot size in the chart is proportional to the share of EU2 women in each region in the
pre-enlargement period (i.e., 2002-2006).

Figure 16: Association between the post-enlargement increase in EU2 women and the
presence of gynaecologists against practising abortions in Italian regions.
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Notes: This Figure shows a scatter plot with on the x-axis the share (panel A) and the number per 100,000 people (panel
B) of gynaecologists against practising abortions in Italian regions and, on the y-axis, the heterogeneous effect for each
Italian region of the EU enlargement in 2007 on EU2 women’s VPT rates.

Figure 17: Association between regional post-enlargement variation in VPT rates of EU2
migrants and presence of gynaecologists against practising abortions in Italian regions.
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Notes: This Figure shows the time variation of VPT rates for women from EU2 countries. The dashed line before 2007
represents the estimated time variation for VPT rates including illegal immigrants in population estimates. The solid
line before 2007 is the unadjusted VPT rate for EU2 women. The dashed vertical line corresponds to the year of the EU
enlargement, i.e. 2007. EU2 includes Romania and Bulgaria.

Figure 18: Trends in VPT rates and resident female immigrant population during the
period 2002-2010 - accounting for irregular immigrants before 2007.
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Notes: This Figure shows the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement when our original treatment group, composed of EU2
women, is substituted by randomly drawing 1,000 samples of women from outside the EU (excluding candidate
countries). The dashed line represents the effect of the enlargement when EU2 women are used as the treatment group
obtained from Equation 1 using specification (4). Estimates are weighted by the share of immigrant women in province p
at time t with respect to the total number of immigrant women in Italy during the year t.

Figure 19: Placebo test using women from outside EU as treated.

55



−
.4

−
.2

0
.2

.4

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3
years from enlargement

Estimate 95% CI

Notes: This Figure shows the coefficients estimated from Equation 2, corresponding to the first 3 lags and leads of the
event study for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women birth rates. The year of the enlargement
corresponds to 0. The year before the enlargement is used as the reference category, and, for this reason, no confidence
intervals are displayed. Vertical bars represent 95% confidence intervals. The horizontal line is set at 0 to test
graphically whether the estimated coefficients are equal to 0. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2
countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from candidate countries
(i.e., Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey).
Estimates are weighted by the share of foreign women in the population. Standard errors clustered at the region and
country of origin level.

Figure 20: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women birth
rates.
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Table 1: Effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU women VPT rates.

VPT rate

Weighted by the share of immigrant women

(1) (2) (3) (4)

EU2 × post -0.5679*** -0.6397*** -0.5870*** -0.6822***

(0.075) (0.064) (0.063) (0.068)

Constant 0.6711*** 0.9988*** -0.1381 0.7321

(0.070) (0.114) (0.132) (1.193)

Observations 3,739 3,739 3,739 3,651

R-squared 0.5641 0.6902 0.7101 0.7108

Unweighted

EU2 × post -0.6468*** -0.6615*** -0.6745*** -0.7471***

(0.053) (0.050) (0.050) (0.059)

Constant 0.5611*** 0.6677*** -0.3353*** 0.0573

(0.052) (0.080) (0.068) (0.791)

Province FE No Yes Yes Yes

Province FE × linear trend No No Yes No

Post × covariates No No No Yes

Observations 3,739 3,739 3,739 3,651

R-squared 0.2792 0.4963 0.5171 0.5115

Notes: This Table shows estimates for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates. Column (1)
shows our baseline specification, including only country of residence and year-specific fixed effects, column (2) adds
province-specific fixed effects, column (3) adds, to specification 2, province-specific linear time trends and a common
quadratic component, whereas column (4) adds, to specification 2, province-level covariates. EU2 includes Romania and
Bulgaria. The control group is composed of women from candidate countries including Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey. Standard errors clustered at the province level.
Estimates in the upper panel are weighted by the share of immigrant women in province p at time t with respect to the
total number of immigrant women in Italy during the year t. Significant levels: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.
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Table 2: Lower bound of the causal effect of EU citizenship on EU2 women VPT rates.

Citizenship effect with selection estimated by: Citizenship effect

k (year) µ̂j all new EU2 pre-enlargement trend % of the total effect

(1) (2) (3) (4)

1 (2007) -0.67 [-0.22 ; -0.42] [-0.27 ; -0.45] 32.83% - 62.68%

2 (2008) -0.61 [-0.04 ; -0.30] [-0.11 ; -0.33] 6.55% - 49.18%

3 (2009) -0.89 [-0.27 ; -0.55] [-0.35 ; -0.60] 30.33% - 61.79%

4 (2010) -0.92 [-0.26 ; -0.55] [-0.32 ; -0.59] 28.26% - 59.78%

Notes: This Table shows estimates for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates. Column (1)
shows the original coefficients from the case event study presented in Equation 2 (µ̂k). Column (2) shows estimates of
the causal effect of citizenship when considering that all new EU2 immigrants arrived after 2007 came in Italy for the
benefits provided by the enlargement, with 1− ŵ1t = 1− EU2citref/EU2t. These estimates assign a higher weight to the

selection effect in Equation 6 and consequently provide conservative values for the lower bound of the causal effect of
citizenship. Column (3) presents estimates of the lower bound of the causal effect of citizenship estimating the share of
new EU2 immigrants who arrived after 2007 for the benefits provided by the enlargement using the regression analysis

proposed in Equation 6, 1− ŵ1t = 1− ÊU2
cit

t /EU2t. Column(4) shows estimates of the ratio between the lower and
upper bounds of the lower bound of the causal effect of citizenship on the VPT of EU2 women and the overall effect.
Each column shows the range of plausible values for the lower bound of the causal effect of obtaining EU citizenship on
VPT rates of EU2 women obtained assuming that: (i) new EU2 immigrant women after 2007 have the same VPT rate
as women in the respective countries of origin. Using data from the United Nations database for the years 2003 and
2004 we know that the VPT rate per 1,000 women in Romania and Bulgaria is equal to 27.8 and 21.3, respectively.
Considering that Romanian women account for 96% of VPTs from EU2 women, we obtain a weighted VPT rate per
1,000 EU2 women of 27.54 (0.96×27.8 + 0.04×21.3). Using this value we estimate a percentage difference between the
VPT rate of EU2 women residing in Italy in 2006 and the VPT rate of EU2 women that arrived in Italy because of the

enlargement (∆ln(V PTEU2Sel

ref,k )) equal to -55%; and (ii) the same variation is equal to -100%, which is equivalent to

assuming that new EU2 immigrants arrived after the enlargement have a VPT rate equal to 0.
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Table 3: Balancing test for covariates.

Unweighted Weighted by propensity score

(1) (2)

Age -0.6818*** -0.2441

(0.1707) (0.4287)

Not married -0.2301*** 0.0755

(0.0118) (0.0557)

Low educated -0.1097*** 0.0424

(0.0092) (0.0432)

Unemployed -0.1323*** 0.0101

(0.0108) (0.0259)

Manager 0.0076*** 0.0021

(0.0034) (0.0034)

Blue collar 0.0577*** 0.0194

(0.0085) (0.0148)

Self-employed 0.0000 0.0003

(0.001) (0.001)

Urgent 0.0031 -0.01645

(0.0055) (0.01549)

No complications 0.0024*** 0.0004

(0.0011) (0.0011)

Observations 3,739 3,739

Notes: This Table shows estimated coefficients from a logistic regression where the dependent variable
takes value 1 for women from EU2 and 0 for women from candidate countries in province p at time t and
observable covariates are represented by the averages by country of origin c, province p and time t for the
following observable characteristics: age, marital status, education, employment status, and position,
VPT characteristics. EU2 includes Romania and Bulgaria. The control group is composed of women
from candidate countries including Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo,
Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey. Standard errors clustered at the province level. Significant
levels: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table 4: Effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates - a comparison
using different weighting strategy.

Unweighted Weighted by

propensity % of foreign propensity score and

score population % of foreign population

(1) (2) (3) (4)

EU2 × post -0.7471*** -0.6790*** -0.6822*** -0.7002***

(0.059) (0.063) (0.068) (0.067)

Constant 0.0573 -0.1381 0.7321 0.0500

(0.791) (0.132) (1.193) (0.091)

Province FE Yes Yes Yes Yes

Province FE × linear trend No No No No

Post × covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 3,739 3,739 3,650 3,651

R-squared 0.5171 0.7101 0.8359 0.5646

Notes: This Table shows a comparison among estimates obtained from Equation 1 using specification (4) - i.e. including
province-level covariates - with different weighting strategies. Column (1) shows unweighted estimates, reported as the
baseline. Column (2) shows estimates weighted by the propensity score (wps). Column (3) shows estimates weighted by
the share of female immigrants from country c in province p at time t with respect to the population of female
immigrants in province p at time t (ws). Lastly, column 4 shows estimates weighted by a combination of the previously
specified weights, after implementing appropriate standardization between 0 and 1. Standardization performed as follows:

wstd
i =

wi−min(wi)
max(wi)−min(wi)

with i = s, ps. This procedure was implemented to assign equal importance to previous

weighting strategies when calculating the combined weight., (wc = wstd
s × wstd

p s). Standard errors clustered at the
province level. EU2 includes Romania and Bulgaria. The control group is composed of women from candidate countries
including Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey.
Significant levels: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table 5: Effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates - control group
of women from outside the EU

VPT rate

(1) (2) (3) (4)

EU2 × post -0.7738*** -0.7763*** -0.7773*** -0.7811***

(0.086) (0.079) (0.071) (0.079)

Constant 1.3488*** 1.6633*** 1.3717*** 1.4964***

(0.061) (0.208) (0.236) (0.455)

Province FE Yes Yes Yes Yes

Province FE × linear trend No No No No

Post × covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 20,600 20,600 20,600 19,787

R-squared 0.6354 0.7221 0.7294 0.7262

Notes: This Table shows estimates for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates. Column (1)
shows our baseline specification, including only country of residence and year-specific fixed effects, column (2) adds
province-specific fixed effects, column (3) adds, to specification 2, province-specific linear time trends and a common
quadratic component, whereas column (4) adds, to specification 2, province-level covariates. EU2 includes Romania and
Bulgaria. The control group is composed of women from countries outside the EU different from candidate countries
(i.e., Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey).
Estimates are weighted by the share of immigrant women in province p at time t with respect to the total number of
immigrant women in Italy during the year t. Standard errors clustered at the province level. Significant levels: ***
p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table 6: Effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 VPT rates - heterogeneous effects
by country of origin.

VPT rate

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Only Bulgaria

Bulgaria × post -0.5810*** -0.6814*** -0.6191*** -0.7393***

(0.082) (0.085) (0.084) (0.094)

Constant 0.6697*** 1.1164*** 1.4003*** 0.3136

(0.073) (0.152) (0.217) (1.464)

Only Romania

Romania × post -0.5547*** -0.5852*** -0.5564*** -0.6512***

(0.079) (0.060) (0.055) (0.066)

Constant 0.6530*** 0.9640*** -0.1717 0.7619

(0.069) (0.118) (0.136) (1.443)

Province FE No Yes Yes Yes

Province FE × linear trend No No Yes No

Post × covariates No No No Yes

Observations 2,904 2,904 2,904 2,825

R-squared 0.5337 0.6603 0.6822 0.6830

Notes: This Table shows estimates for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on Bulgarian (panel A) and Romanian
(panel B) women’s VPT rates. Column (1) shows our baseline specification, including only country of residence and
year-specific fixed effects, column (2) adds province-specific fixed effects, column (3) adds, to specification 2,
province-specific linear time trends and a common quadratic component, whereas column (4) adds, to specification 2,
province-level covariates. The control group is composed of women from candidate countries including Albania, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey. Standard errors clustered at
the province level. Estimates are weighted by the share of immigrant women in province p at time t with respect to the
total number of immigrant women in Italy during the year t. Significant levels: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Table 7: Effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates - excluding
voluntary pregnancy terminations after 90 days.

VPT rate

(1) (2) (3) (4)

EU2 × post -0.5637*** -0.6376*** -0.5791*** -0.6796***

(0.075) (0.064) (0.064) (0.068)

Constant 0.6601*** 0.9878*** -0.1388 0.5441

(0.069) (0.115) (0.130) (1.195)

Province FE Yes Yes Yes Yes

Province FE × linear trend No No No No

Post × covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 3,729 3,729 3,729 3,641

R-squared 0.5638 0.6911 0.7109 0.7113

Notes: This Table shows estimates for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates excluding VPTs
after 90 days. Column (1) shows our baseline specification, including only country of residence and year-specific fixed
effects, column (2) adds province-specific fixed effects, column (3) adds, to specification 2, province-specific linear time
trends and a common quadratic component, whereas column (4) adds, to specification 2, province-level covariates. EU2
includes Romania and Bulgaria. The control group is composed of women from candidate countries including Albania,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey. Standard errors
clustered at the province level. Estimates are weighted by the share of immigrant women in province p at time t with
respect to the total number of immigrant women in Italy during the year t. Significant levels: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, *
p<0.1.
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Notes: This Figure shows the time variation of VPT rates and resident female population in the period 2002-2010 for
immigrant women from outside the EU excluding candidate countries. The dashed vertical line corresponds to the year of
the EU enlargement, i.e. 2007. Candidate countries include Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo,
Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey.

Figure A1: Trends in VPT rates and resident female immigrant population during the
period 2002-2010 - immigrant women from outside the EU.
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Notes: This Figure shows the territorial dispersion of average VPT rates in Italian regions for the periods 2002-2006
and 2007-2010 for women from outside the EU excluding candidate countries. Candidate countries include Albania,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Turkey.

Figure A2: Regional variability in VPT rates before and after the 2007 EU enlargement
- immigrant women from outside the EU.
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Estimate 95% CI

Notes: This Figure shows the coefficients estimated from Equation 2, corresponding to the first 3 lags and 4 leads of the
event study for the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT rates. The year of the enlargement
corresponds to 0. The year before the enlargement is used as the reference category, and, for this reason, no confidence
intervals are displayed. Vertical bars represent 95% confidence intervals. The horizontal line is set at 0 to test
graphically whether the estimated coefficients are equal to 0. The treatment group is composed of women from EU2
countries, including Romania and Bulgaria, whereas the control group is composed of women from outside the EU
excluding candidate countries (i.e., Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro,
Serbia, and Turkey). Estimates are weighted by the share of foreign women in the population. Standard errors clustered
at the province level.

Figure A3: Event study of the effect of the 2007 EU enlargement on EU2 women VPT
rates - control group of immigrant women from outside the EU.

66



T
ab

le
A
1:

D
es
cr
ip
ti
ve

st
at
is
ti
cs
.

E
U
2

It
a
li
a
n

C
a
n
d
id
a
te

c
o
u
n
tr
ie
s

E
x
tr
a
E
U

V
a
ri
a
b
le

O
b
s

M
e
a
n

S
td

.
D
e
v
.

O
b
s

M
e
a
n

S
td

.
D
e
v
.

O
b
s

M
e
a
n

S
td

.
D
e
v
.

O
b
s

M
e
a
n

S
td

.
D
e
v
.

(1
)

(2
)

(3
)

(4
)

(5
)

(6
)

(7
)

(8
)

(9
)

(1
0
)

(1
1
)

(1
2
)

A
g
e
c
la
ss
e
s

<
14

91
33
7

0
0.
0
3

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
0
.0
5

3
2
7
4
2

0
0
.0
3

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
0
.0
3

15
-1
9

91
33
7

0.
08

0.
2
7

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.0
9

0
.2
9

3
2
7
4
2

0
.0
4

0
.2

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
.0
5

0
.2
2

20
-2
4

91
33
7

0.
26

0.
4
4

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.1
7

0
.3
8

3
2
7
4
2

0
.2
1

0
.4
1

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
.2

0
.4

25
-2
9

91
33
7

0.
26

0.
4
4

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.1
9

0
.3
9

3
2
7
4
2

0
.2
8

0
.4
5

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
.2
8

0
.4
5

30
-3
4

91
33
7

0.
22

0.
4
1

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.2
2

0
.4
1

3
2
7
4
2

0
.2
6

0
.4
4

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
.2
5

0
.4
3

35
-3
9

91
33
7

0.
14

0.
3
5

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.2
1

0
.4
1

3
2
7
4
2

0
.1
6

0
.3
7

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
.1
6

0
.3
6

40
-4
4

91
33
7

0.
04

0
.2

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.1

0
.3

3
2
7
4
2

0
.0
5

0
.2
1

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
.0
5

0
.2
2

45
+

91
33
7

0
0.
0
4

7
8
1
6
9
5

0
.0
1

0
.1

3
2
7
4
2

0
0
.0
5

1
9
1
2
4
6

0
0
.0
6

M
a
ri
ta

l
st
a
tu

s
M
ar
ri
ed

90
68
1

0.
45

0
.5

7
7
8
1
1
6

0
.4
8

0
.5

3
2
4
6
6

0
.2
4

0
.4
3

1
8
9
3
5
6

0
.4
6

0
.5

S
in
gl
e

90
68
1

0.
48

0
.5

7
7
8
1
1
6

0
.4
4

0
.5

3
2
4
6
6

0
.7
3

0
.4
5

1
8
9
3
5
6

0
.4
8

0
.5

O
th
er

90
68
1

0.
07

0.
2
5

7
7
8
1
1
6

0
.0
7

0
.2
6

3
2
4
6
6

0
.0
3

0
.1
8

1
8
9
3
5
6

0
.0
6

0
.2
4

E
d
u
c
a
ti
o
n

P
ri
m
ar
y
ed
u
ca
ti
on

88
34
7

0.
1

0
.3

7
5
9
1
6
8

0
.0
4

0
.2

3
1
3
4
3

0
.1
6

0
.3
7

1
8
2
3
7
7

0
.1
4

0
.3
5

S
ec
on

d
ar
y
ed
u
ca
ti
on

88
34
7

0.
87

0.
3
4

7
5
9
1
6
8

0
.8
8

0
.3
2

3
1
3
4
3

0
.8

0
.4

1
8
2
3
7
7

0
.8

0
.4

D
eg
re
e

88
34
7

0.
03

0.
1
8

7
5
9
1
6
8

0
.0
7

0
.2
6

3
1
3
4
3

0
.0
4

0
.2

1
8
2
3
7
7

0
.0
6

0
.2
4

E
m
p
lo
y
m
e
n
t
st
a
tu

s
E
m
p
lo
ye
d

90
40
4

0.
3

0.
4
6

7
7
2
9
0
0

0
.4
2

0
.4
9

3
2
4
3
5

0
.2
4

0
.4
3

1
8
9
0
2
1

0
.3
1

0
.4
6

U
n
em

p
lo
ye
d

90
40
4

0.
57

0.
4
9

7
7
2
9
0
0

0
.5
4

0
.5

3
2
4
3
5

0
.7

0
.4
6

1
8
9
0
2
1

0
.5
4

0
.5

O
th
er

co
n
d
it
io
n

90
40
4

0.
13

0.
3
3

7
7
2
9
0
0

0
.0
4

0
.1
8

3
2
4
3
5

0
.0
5

0
.2
2

1
8
9
0
2
1

0
.1
5

0
.3
6

T
y
p
e
o
f
p
o
si
ti
o
n

E
n
tr
ep
re
n
eu
r/
W

h
it
e
co
ll
ar

27
34
5

0.
09

0.
2
9

3
2
6
5
1
6

0
.1
7

0
.3
8

7
8
7
4

0
.0
8

0
.2
6

5
8
7
6
3

0
.1
2

0
.3
3

S
el
f-
em

p
lo
ye
d

27
34
5

0.
01

0
.1

3
2
6
5
1
6

0
.0
3

0
.1
8

7
8
7
4

0
.0
1

0
.0
8

5
8
7
6
3

0
.0
1

0
.1

W
or
ke
r/
C
ar
eg
iv
er
/H

ou
se

k
ee
p
er

27
34
5

0.
9

0.
3
1

3
2
6
5
1
6

0
.7
9

0
.4
1

7
8
7
4

0
.9
2

0
.2
7

5
8
7
6
3

0
.8
7

0
.3
4

E
c
o
n
o
m
ic

a
c
ti
v
it
y

A
gr
ic
u
lt
u
re

34
33
9

0.
04

0.
1
9

3
0
2
1
8
2

0
.0
3

0
.1
8

7
9
8
9

0
.0
3

0
.1
8

7
2
7
8
8

0
.0
1

0
.1
1

In
d
u
st
ry

34
33
9

0.
11

0.
3
1

3
0
2
1
8
2

0
.1
6

0
.3
7

7
9
8
9

0
.2
5

0
.4
3

7
2
7
8
8

0
.1
5

0
.3
6

W
h
ol
es
al
e

34
33
9

0.
18

0.
3
9

3
0
2
1
8
2

0
.3
3

0
.4
7

7
9
8
9

0
.3

0
.4
6

7
2
7
8
8

0
.2

0
.4

P
u
b
li
c
ad

m
in
is
tr
at
io
n

34
33
9

0.
02

0.
1
5

3
0
2
1
8
2

0
.1
5

0
.3
6

7
9
8
9

0
.0
3

0
.1
7

7
2
7
8
8

0
.0
3

0
.1
7

O
th
er

p
ri
va
te

se
rv
ic
es

34
33
9

0.
65

0.
4
8

3
0
2
1
8
2

0
.3
2

0
.4
7

7
9
8
9

0
.3
8

0
.4
9

7
2
7
8
8

0
.6
1

0
.4
9

G
e
st
a
ti
o
n
a
l
a
g
e

<
90

d
ay

s
91
27
7

0.
99

0
.1

7
8
1
5
8
2

0
.9
7

0
.1
7

3
2
6
8
0

0
.9
8

0
.1
3

1
9
1
0
7
4

0
.9
9

0
.1
1

≥
90

d
ay

s
91
27
7

0.
01

0
.1

7
8
1
5
8
2

0
.0
3

0
.1
7

3
2
6
8
0

0
.0
2

0
.1
3

1
9
1
0
7
4

0
.0
1

0
.1
1

U
rg

e
n
c
y

N
o

89
67
5

0.
9

0
.3

7
6
8
4
0
0

0
.9

0
.3

3
2
3
2
0

0
.9

0
.2
9

1
8
8
6
5
1

0
.9
1

0
.2
9

Y
es

89
67
5

0.
1

0
.3

7
6
8
4
0
0

0
.1

0
.3

3
2
3
2
0

0
.1

0
.2
9

1
8
8
6
5
1

0
.0
9

0
.2
9

C
o
m
p
li
c
a
ti
o
n
s

N
o

89
57
7

1
0.
0
5

7
6
8
4
2
4

1
0
.0
7

3
2
0
6
0

1
0
.0
6

1
8
6
8
7
2

1
0
.0
7

Y
es

89
57
7

0
0.
0
5

7
6
8
4
2
4

0
0
.0
7

3
2
0
6
0

0
0
.0
6

1
8
6
8
7
2

0
0
.0
7

67



 

 



 

 

 
Working Paper del Dipartimento di Economia e Finanza 

 
 

 
1. L. Colombo, H. Dawid, Strategic Location Choice under Dynamic Oligopolistic 

Competition and Spillovers, novembre 2013. 
2. M. Bordignon, M. Gamalerio, G. Turati, Decentralization, Vertical Fiscal Imbalance, and 

Political Selection, novembre 2013. 
3. M. Guerini, Is the Friedman Rule Stabilizing? Some Unpleasant Results in a Heterogeneous 

Expectations Framework, novembre 2013. 
4. E. Brenna, C. Di Novi, Is caring for elderly parents detrimental to women’s mental health? 

The influence of the European North-South gradient, novembre 2013. 
5. F. Sobbrio, Citizen-Editors' Endogenous Information Acquisition and News Accuracy, 

novembre 2013. 
6. P. Bingley, L. Cappellari, Correlation of Brothers Earnings and Intergenerational 

Transmission, novembre 2013. 
7. T. Assenza, W. A. Brock, C. H. Hommes, Animal Spirits, Heterogeneous Expectations and 

the Emergence of Booms and Busts, dicembre 2013. 
8. D. Parisi, Is There Room for ‘Fear’ as a Human Passion in the Work by Adam Smith?, 

gennaio 2014. 
9. E. Brenna, F. Spandonaro, Does federalism induce patients’ mobility across regions? 

Evidence from the Italian experience, febbraio 2014. 
10. A. Monticini, F. Ravazzolo, Forecasting the intraday market price of money, febbraio 2014. 
11. Tiziana Assenza, Jakob Grazzini, Cars Hommes, Domenico Massaro, PQ Strategies in 

Monopolistic Competition: Some Insights from the Lab, marzo 2014. 
12.  R. Davidson, A. Monticini, Heteroskedasticity-and-Autocorrelation-Consistent 

Bootstrapping, marzo 2014. 
13. C. Lucifora, S. Moriconi, Policy Myopia and Labour Market Institutions, giugno 2014. 
14. N. Pecora, A. Spelta, Shareholding Network in the Euro Area Banking Market, giugno 2014. 
15. G. Mazzolini, The economic consequences of accidents at work, giugno 2014. 
16. M. Ambrosanio, P. Balduzzi, M. Bordignon, Economic crisis and fiscal federalism in Italy, 

settembre 2014. 
17. P. Bingley, L. Cappellari, K. Tatsiramos, Family, Community and Long-Term Earnings 

Inequality, ottobre 2014. 
18. S. Frazzoni, M. L. Mancusi, Z. Rotondi, M. Sobrero, A. Vezzulli, Innovation and export in 

SMEs: the role of relationship banking, novembre 2014. 
19. H. Gnutzmann, Price Discrimination in Asymmetric Industries: Implications for 

Competition and Welfare, novembre 2014. 
20. A. Baglioni, A. Boitani, M. Bordignon, Labor mobility and fiscal policy in a currency union, 

novembre 2014. 
21. C. Nielsen, Rational Overconfidence and Social Security, dicembre 2014. 
22. M. Kurz, M. Motolese, G. Piccillo, H. Wu, Monetary Policy with Diverse Private 

Expectations, febbraio 2015. 
23. S. Piccolo, P. Tedeschi, G. Ursino, How Limiting Deceptive Practices Harms Consumers, 

maggio 2015. 
24. A.K.S. Chand, S. Currarini, G. Ursino, Cheap Talk with Correlated Signals, maggio 2015. 
25. S. Piccolo, P. Tedeschi, G. Ursino, Deceptive Advertising with Rational Buyers, giugno 

2015. 



 

 

26. S. Piccolo, E. Tarantino, G. Ursino, The Value of Transparency in Multidivisional Firms, 
giugno 2015. 

27. G. Ursino, Supply Chain Control: a Theory of Vertical Integration, giugno 2015. 
28. I. Aldasoro, D. Delli Gatti, E. Faia, Bank Networks: Contagion, Systemic Risk and 

Prudential Policy, luglio 2015. 
29. S. Moriconi, G. Peri, Country-Specific Preferences and Employment Rates in Europe, 

settembre 2015. 
30. R. Crinò, L. Ogliari, Financial Frictions, Product Quality, and International Trade, 

settembre 2015. 
31. J. Grazzini, A. Spelta, An empirical analysis of the global input-output network and its 

evolution, ottobre 2015. 
32. L. Cappellari, A. Di Paolo, Bilingual Schooling and Earnings: Evidence from a Language-

in-Education Reform, novembre 2015. 
33. A. Litina, S. Moriconi, S. Zanaj, The Cultural Transmission of Environmental Preferences: 

Evidence from International Migration, novembre 2015. 
34. S. Moriconi, P. M. Picard, S. Zanaj, Commodity Taxation and Regulatory Competition, 

novembre 2015. 
35. M. Bordignon, V. Grembi, S. Piazza, Who do you blame in local finance? An analysis of 

municipal financing in Italy, dicembre 2015. 
36. A. Spelta, A unified view of systemic risk: detecting SIFIs and forecasting the financial cycle 

via EWSs, gennaio 2016. 
37. N. Pecora, A. Spelta, Discovering SIFIs in interbank communities, febbraio 2016. 
38. M. Botta, L. Colombo, Macroeconomic and Institutional Determinants of Capital Structure 

Decisions, aprile 2016. 
39. A. Gamba, G. Immordino, S. Piccolo, Organized Crime and the Bright Side of Subversion of 

Law, maggio 2016. 
40.  L. Corno, N. Hildebrandt, A. Voena, Weather Shocks, Age of Marriage and the Direction of 

Marriage Payments, maggio 2016. 
41. A. Spelta, Stock prices prediction via tensor decomposition and links forecast, maggio 2016. 
42. T. Assenza, D. Delli Gatti, J. Grazzini, G. Ricchiuti, Heterogeneous Firms and International 

Trade: The role of productivity and financial fragility, giugno 2016. 
43. S. Moriconi, Taxation, industry integration and production efficiency, giugno 2016. 
44. L. Fiorito, C. Orsi, Survival Value and a Robust, Practical, Joyless Individualism: Thomas 

Nixon Carver, Social Justice, and Eugenics, luglio 2016. 
45. E. Cottini, P. Ghinetti, Employment insecurity and employees’ health in Denmark, settembre 

2016. 
46. G. Cecere, N. Corrocher, M. L. Mancusi, Financial constraints and public funding for eco-

innovation: Empirical evidence on European SMEs, settembre 2016. 
47. E. Brenna, L. Gitto, Financing elderly care in Italy and Europe. Is there a common vision?, 

settembre 2016. 
48. D. G. C. Britto, Unemployment Insurance and the Duration of Employment: Theory and 

Evidence from a Regression Kink Design, settembre 2016. 
49. E. Caroli, C.Lucifora, D. Vigani, Is there a Retirement-Health Care utilization puzzle? 

Evidence from SHARE data in Europe, ottobre 2016. 
50. G. Femminis, From simple growth to numerical simulations: A primer in dynamic 

programming, ottobre 2016. 
51. C. Lucifora, M. Tonello, Monitoring and sanctioning cheating at school: What works? 

Evidence from a national evaluation program, ottobre 2016. 



 

 

52. A. Baglioni, M. Esposito, Modigliani-Miller Doesn’t Hold in a “Bailinable” World: A New 
Capital Structure to Reduce the Banks’ Funding Cost, novembre 2016. 

53. L. Cappellari, P. Castelnovo, D. Checchi, M. Leonardi, Skilled or educated? Educational 
reforms, human capital and earnings, novembre 2016. 

54. D. Britto, S. Fiorin, Corruption and Legislature Size: Evidence from Brazil, dicembre 2016. 
55. F. Andreoli, E. Peluso, So close yet so unequal: Reconsidering spatial inequality in U.S. 

cities, febbraio 2017. 
56. E. Cottini, P. Ghinetti, Is it the way you live or the job you have? Health effects of lifestyles 

and working conditions, marzo 2017. 
57. A. Albanese, L. Cappellari, M. Leonardi, The Effects of Youth Labor Market Reforms: 

Evidence from Italian Apprenticeships; maggio 2017. 
58. S. Perdichizzi, Estimating Fiscal multipliers in the Eurozone. A Nonlinear Panel Data 

Approach, maggio 2017. 
59. S. Perdichizzi, The impact of ECBs conventional and unconventional monetary policies on 

European banking indexes returns, maggio 2017. 
60. E. Brenna, Healthcare tax credits: financial help to taxpayers or support to higher income 

and better educated patients? Evidence from Italy, giugno 2017. 
61. G. Gokmen, T. Nannicini, M. G. Onorato, C. Papageorgiou, Policies in Hard Times: 

Assessing the Impact of Financial Crises on Structural Reforms, settembre 2017. 
62. M. Tettamanzi, E Many Pluribus Unum: A Behavioural Macro-Economic Agent Based 

Model, novembre 2017. 
63. A. Boitani, C. Punzo, Banks’ leverage behaviour in a two-agent New Keynesian model, 

gennaio 2018. 
64. M. Bertoni, G. Brunello, L. Cappellari, Parents, Siblings and Schoolmates. The Effects of 

Family-School Interactions on Educational Achievement and Long-term Labor Market 
Outcomes, gennaio 2018. 

65. G. P. Barbetta, G. Sorrenti, G. Turati, Multigrading and Child Achievement, gennaio 2018. 
66. S. Gagliarducci, M. G. Onorato, F. Sobbrio, G. Tabellini, War of the Waves: Radio and 

Resistance During World War II, febbraio 2018. 
67. P. Bingley, L. Cappellari, Workers, Firms and Life-Cycle Wage Dynamics, marzo 2018. 
68. A. Boitani, S. Perdichizzi, Public Expenditure Multipliers in recessions. Evidence from the 

Eurozone, marzo 2018. 
69. M. Le Moglie, G. Turati, Electoral Cycle Bias in the Media Coverage of Corruption News, 

aprile 2018. 
70. R. Davidson, A. Monticini, Improvements in Bootstrap Inference, aprile 2018. 
71. R. Crinò, G. Immordino, S. Piccolo, Fighting Mobile Crime, giugno 2018. 
72. R. Caminal, L. Cappellari, A. Di Paolo, Linguistic skills and the intergenerational 

transmission of language, agosto 2018. 
73. E. Brenna, L. Gitto, Adult education, the use of Information and Communication 

Technologies and the impact on quality of life: a case study, settembre 2018. 
74. M. Bordignon, Y. Deng, J. Huang, J. Yang, Plunging into the Sea: Ideological Change, 

Institutional Environments and Private Entrepreneurship in China, settembre 2018. 
75. M. Bordignon, D. Xiang, L. Zhan, Predicting the Effects of a Sugar Sweetened Beverage 

Tax in a Household Production Model, settembre 2018. 
76. C. Punzo, L. Rossi, The Redistributive Effects of a Money-Financed Fiscal Stimulus, 

gennaio 2019. 
77. A. Baglioni, L. Colombo, P. Rossi, Debt restructuring with multiple bank relationships, 

gennaio 2019. 



 

 

78. E. Cottini, P. Ghinetti, S. Moriconi, Higher Education Supply, Neighbourhood effects and 
Economic Welfare, febbraio 2019. 

79. S. Della Lena, F. Panebianco, Cultural Transmission with Incomplete Information: Parental 
Perceived Efficacy and Group Misrepresentation, marzo 2019. 

80. T. Colussi, Ingo E. Isphording, Nico Pestel, Minority Salience and Political Extremism, 
marzo 2019. 

81. G. P. Barbetta, P. Canino, S. Cima, Let’s tweet again? The impact of social networks on 
literature achievement in high school students: Evidence from a randomized controlled 
trial, maggio 2019. 

82. Y. Brilli, C. Lucifora, A. Russo, M. Tonello, Vaccination take-up and health: evidence from 
a flu vaccination program for the elderly, giugno 2019. 

83. C. Di Novi, M. Piacenza, S. Robone, G. Turati, Does fiscal decentralization affect regional 
disparities in health? Quasi-experimental evidence from Italy, luglio 2019. 

84. L. Abrardi, L. Colombo, P. Tedeschi, The Gains of Ignoring Risk: Insurance with Better 
Informed Principals, luglio 2019. 

85. A. Garnero, C. Lucifora, Turning a Blind Eye? Compliance to Minimum Wages and 
Employment, gennaio 2020. 

86. M. Bordignon, M. Gamalerio, E. Slerca, G. Turati, Stop invasion! The electoral tipping 
point in anti-immigrant voting, marzo 2020. 

87. D. Vigani, C. Lucifora, Losing control? Unions' Representativeness, “Pirate” Collective 
Agreements and Wages, marzo 2020. 

88. S. L. Comi, E. Cottini, C. Lucifora, The effect of retirement on social relationships: new 
evidence from SHARE, maggio 2020. 

89. A. Boitani, S. Perdichizzi, C. Punzo, Nonlinearities and expenditure multipliers in the 
Eurozone, giugno 2020. 

90. R. A. Ramos, F. Bassi, D. Lang, Bet against the trend and cash in profits, ottobre 2020. 
91. F. Bassi, Chronic Excess Capacity and Unemployment Hysteresis in EU Countries. A 

Structural Approach, ottobre 2020. 
92. M. Bordignon, T. Colussi, Dancing with the Populist. New Parties, Electoral Rules and 

Italian Municipal Elections, ottobre 2020. 
93. E. Cottini, C. Lucifora, G. Turati, D. Vigani, Children Use of Emergency Care: Differences 

Between Natives and Migrants in Italy, ottobre 2020. 
94. B. Fanfani, Tastes for Discrimination in Monopsonistic Labour Markets, ottobre 2020. 
95. B. Fanfani, The Employment Effects of Collective Bargaining, ottobre 2020. 
96. O. Giuntella, J. Lonsky, F. Mazzonna, L. Stella, Immigration Policy and Immigrants’ Sleep. 

Evidence from DACA, dicembre 2020. 
97. E. Cottini, P. Ghinetti, E. Iossa, P. Sacco, Stress and Incentives at Work, gennaio 2021. 
98. L. Pieroni, M. R. Roig, L. Salmasi, Italy: immigration and the evolution of populism, 

gennaio 2021. 
99. L. Corno, E. La Ferrara, A. Voena, Female Genital Cutting and the Slave Trade, febbraio 

2021. 
100. O. Giuntella, L. Rotunno, L. Stella, Trade Shocks, Fertility, and Marital Behavior , marzo 
2021. 
101. P. Bingley, L. Cappellari, K. Tatsiramos, Parental Assortative Mating and the 
Intergenerational Transmission of Human Capital, aprile 2021. 
102. F. Devicienti, B. Fanfani, Firms' Margins of Adjustment to Wage Growth. The Case of 
Italian Collective Bargaining; aprile 2021. 
103. C. Lucifora, A. Russo, D. Vigani, Does prescribing appropriateness reduce health 
expenditures? Main e_ects and unintended outcomes, maggio 2021. 



 

 

104. T. Colussi, The Political Effects of Threats to the Nation: Evidence from the Cuban 
Missile Crisis, giugno 2021. 
105. M. Bordignon, N. Gatti, M. G. Onorato, Getting closer or falling apart? Euro countries 
after the Euro crisis, giugno 2021. 
106. E. Battistin, M. Ovidi, Rising Stars, giugno 2021. 
107. D. Checchi, A. Fenizia, C. Lucifora, PUBLIC SECTOR JOBS: Working in the public 
sector in Europe and the US, giugno 2021. 
108. K. Aktas, G. Argentin, G. P. Barbetta, G. Barbieri, L. V. A. Colombo, High School 
Choices by Immigrant Students in Italy: Evidence from Administrative Data, luglio 2021. 
109. B. Fanfani, C. Lucifora, D. Vigani, Employer Association in Italy. Trends and Economic 
Outcomes, luglio 2021. 
110. F. Bassi, A. Boitani, Monetary and macroprudential policy: The multiplier effects of 
cooperation, settembre 2021. 
111. S. Basiglio, A. Foresta, G. Turati, Impatience and crime. Evidence from the NLSY97, 
settembre 2021. 
112. A. Baglioni, A. Monticini, D. Peel, The Impact of the ECB Banking Supervision 
Announcements on the EU Stock Market, novembre 2021. 
113. E. Facchetti, L. Neri, M. Ovidi, Should you Meet The Parents? The impact of information 
on non-test score attributes on school choice, dicembre 2021. 
114. M. Bratti, E. Cottini, P. Ghinetti, Education, health and health-related behaviors: 
Evidence from higher education expansion, febbraio 2022. 
115. A. Boitani, C. Dragomirescu-Gaina, News and narratives: A cointegration analysis of 
Russian economic policy uncertainty, aprile 2022. 
116. D. Delli Gatti, J. Grazzini, D. Massaro, F. Panebianco, The Impact of Growth on the 
Transmission of Patience, luglio 2022. 
117. I. Torrini, C. Lucifora, A. Russo, The Long-Term Effects of Hospitalization on Health 
Care Expenditures: An Empirical Analysis for the Young-Old Population, luglio 2022. 
118. T. Colussi, M. Romagnoli, E. Villar, The Intended and Unintended Consequences of 
Taxing Waste, settembre 2022. 
119. D. Delli Gatti, G. Iannotta, Behavioural credit cycles, settembre 2022. 
120. C. Punzo, G. Rivolta, Money versus debt financed regime: Evidence from an estimated 
DSGE model, novembre 2022. 
121. M. Ovidi, Parents Know Better: Sorting on Match Effects in Primary School, novembre 
2022. 
122. L. Cappellari, D. Checchi, M. Ovidi, The effects of schooling on cognitive skills: evidence 
from education expansions, dicembre 2022. 
123. M. Bertoni, G. Brunello, L. Cappellari, M. De Paola, The long-run earnings effects of 
winning a mayoral election, gennaio 2023. 
124. M. Bordignon, F. Franzoni, M. Gamalerio, Is Populism reversible? Evidence from Italian 
local elections during the pandemic, gennaio 2023. 
125. L. Colombo, G. Femminis, A. Pavan, Subsidies to Technology Adoption when Firms' 
Information is Endogenous, gennaio 2023. 
126. L. Pieroni, M. Rosselló Roig, L. Salmasi, G. Turati, Legal status and voluntary abortions 
by immigrants, gennaio 2023. 
 
 

 
 
 


