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The purpose of this paper is to explore one aspect that has been considered most relevant to comparative studies of occupational characteristics of migrants and natives. We want to see if migrants from Mexico City have educational disadvantages with respect to the natives, whether they are associated with disadvantages in access to education in their communities of origin before migrating, or because their educational paths see truncated earliest once reached the city. We want to know whether, if there are such disadvantages, they are directly due to immigration status, or other characteristics such as social origins, demographic and contextual features. We use data from the Survey on Inequality and Social Mobility in Mexico City, 2009.
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Determinantes del logro educativo de los migrantes en la Ciudad de México 
Resumen
El propósito de este trabajo será explorar uno de los aspectos que han sido considerados más relevantes en los estudios comparativos de las características ocupacionales de migrantes y nativos. Nos interesa ver si los migrantes de la Ciudad de México presentan desventajas educativas con respecto a los nativos, ya sean estas asociadas a las desventajas en el acceso a la educación en sus comunidades de origen antes de migrar, o bien a que sus trayectorias educativas se ven truncadas más tempranamente una vez que llegaron a la ciudad. Queremos saber si, en caso de existir tales desventajas, éstas se deben directamente a la situación migratoria, o bien a otras características como los orígenes sociales, características sociodemográficas y contextuales. Para ello utilizamos los datos de la Encuesta sobre Desigualdad y de Movilidad Social en la Ciudad de México, 2009. 
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Introduction
Historically, Mexico City has been one of the main attractions of migrants seeking job opportunities and a place to settle; This was especially noticeable in the case of young migrants from rural areas and with low levels of education (Negrete, 1990: 647). The increasing migration of rural areas and backward areas was accompanied by a reduction in levels of education and lack of experience in non-agricultural jobs, which increased its disadvantages in the labor market of the city with respect to native given the increase in formal requirements to enter the workforce (Balan, Browning and Jelin, 1977; Munoz, Oliveira and Stern, 1977).
This work aims to analyze certain aspects that have been considered relevant in comparative studies of the characteristics of the labor migrant and native work.[footnoteRef:2] This is intended to help renew the interest in the study of internal migration to large urban areas of the country, particularly Mexico City and its link with one of the most relevant factors, formal education, which has been the primary means by which people have had access to different occupational positions, from data provided by the Survey on Inequality and Social Mobility in Mexico City (EDESMOV).[footnoteRef:3] More specifically, the purpose of this paper is to analyze the determinants of age of leaving school and educational attainment of migrants to Mexico City. We want to see if migrants have educational disadvantages with respect to the natives, and are associated with disadvantages in access to education in their communities of origin before migrating, or because their educational paths are truncated earliest once who arrived in the city. We want to know whether, if there are such disadvantages, they are directly due to the current immigration status or other characteristics associated with it, such as social origins (measured by education and occupation of the father), and other variables individual (such as gender) and contextual sociodemographic (such as birth cohort). [2:  The most important studies with Balan, Browning y Jelín (1973); Muñoz, Oliveira y Stern, (1977); Contreras (1978).]  [3:  The universe of study was people between 30 and 60 years old living in private homes in the metropolitan area of ​​Mexico City and was raised between April and August 2009. The final sample size was 2,038 individuals interviewed, with similar proportions of men and women. The main objective of the survey was to identify emerging patterns of social mobility observed in Mexico City in the context of structural changes since the late eighties (Solis, 2011). To do so, the survey recorded residential, educational and occupational histories of respondents and retrospective information on some of its most significant family transitions. In addition, the survey includes a wide range of questions with information on the socioeconomic characteristics of the parent (or economic head of household) and the household in which the respondent was living when he was 15 years old.] 

To do this, the work is organized as follows. In addition to the introduction and annex. In the first part, we reflect on the links between internal migration and the determinants of educational attainment. In the second, descriptive statistics are presented by sex to render an account of some of the consequences advocated by migration in the forms of educational attainment of subjects in Mexico City. In the third part, the age at leaving school from survival analysis technique that will allow contrasting strengths and calendars of men and women according to immigration status is analyzed. However, because this technique has some limitations that hinder the realization of more complex analyzes in a second moment, a binomial logistic model was used to explore the factors that influence the likelihood of experiencing the after school along individual time. In that case, the model takes the form of a discrete time logistic model, assessing the probability that a person change from one state (still attending school) to another (not attending school). For the analysis of educational attainment it resorted to the ordered logistic models. These models allow us to know to what extent the migration origin, but also the social origins and other individual and contextual variables affect the educational attainment of migrants. Finally, some concluding remarks product of the most important findings of this work are presented. 

Migration and education
In modern societies, formal education is the primary means by which people gain access to the various occupational positions. The diplomas or degrees awarded by the school serve as "credentials" that certifies a certain level training and also ensure that people who own them have "adequate" (Balan, 1969) individual characteristics. While recently it presented evidence of diminishing returns of schooling in the labor market, particularly in higher education levels (Diaz, 1995: ANUIES, 1996, Muñoz, 1996). At least until the second half of the last century, education played an important role in the processes of social mobility in our country. In fact, as argued Solis (2007: 85): "Education is not only represented an opportunity to enter new worlds through access to culture and knowledge, but also became more important in the world of work due to growing demands for skilled workers associated with industrial expansion".
In this context, education became an important factor in the process of making decisions to migrate, since individuals who had a higher level of education assimilated better information, to perceive better employment opportunities in other regions and thus achieving greater chance of success, which a greater propensity to migrate was derived. The educational system also forced to move to cities to people who wish to continue their studies, also because the type of education they receive is more focused on activities of urban character, the impacts to reside in them (Cantú, 1994 ).
In the case of Mexico City it has been one of the main points of attraction for migrants seeking job opportunities; was especially noticeable since the middle of last century a process of increasing occupational marginalization due in part to the poor level of education that reached the city significant proportions of young migrants came mainly from rural areas and backward areas, widening the gap in education levels of migrants living in the capital and the natives of the same and, therefore, encouraged to decrease their competitiveness in terms of employment opportunities, given the increase in formal requirements to enter the workforce (Stern, 1977: 101).
We will have to explore the current validity of this and other approaches to the conditions now facing Mexico City and the country in general. Especially that the city maintains a privileged position in relation to the rest of the country with respect to the levels of socio-economic development and demographic indicators. Which they have been reflected in the field of education provision that is not only quantitatively extensive but also qualitatively different, particularly in the middle and higher levels. In addition, Mexico City has become the headquarters of some of the institutions of higher education most prestigious in the country, both public and private (White et al., 2014). However, the city is also a space marked by broad educational inequalities, manifested in the diversification of educational paths and stratification of achievement levels, as will be seen later. Before it is presented succinctly the evolution of the phenomenon in recent decades in order to contextualize the study object. 


The migration to Mexico City
The rapid growth of cities in Mexico, as throughout Latin America, largely due to rural-urban migration that sometimes exceeded the natural growth of the population of cities. In Mexico it was the capital of the country which attracted the largest number of immigrants and since the 1940s it became a strong magnet for impoverished rural population (Romer, 2009; Corona and Luque, 1992).
The dynamic industrial development and services created a labor market in constant growth achieved average annual rates of 7% and 7.6% for men and women, respectively, providing stimulus to internal migration. This offer job suffered a considerable decline in the later 1950s 4.9 and 5% in 1960 and 3.3% 3.2 (Contreras, 1972). These changes in employment were due largely to the changes that occurred in the industrial structure since the mid-fifties. At this time he began the substitution policy of capital goods by which imports and the use of capital-intensive technology increased, which resulted in reduced demand for labor (Oliveira, 1977).
While in the 1940s the important migration to the capital responded to a real attraction was reflected in employment opportunities and better pay, in later decades the intensification of migration occurred outside the demand for labor and basically reflected the unemployment and underemployment in agriculture, the result of a deep crisis facing the sector (Muñoz et al. 1977: 131). Indeed, an intensification of the migratory flow was observed in the 1960s and 1970s despite the steady decline in employment opportunities.
Between 1940 and 1970, Mexico City had received about 50 percent of migrants from across the country and the increased intensity of the migratory flow was recorded in the 1960s In 1970, more than a third of the eight million people with whom the city had were immigrants (Stern, 1977: 115). This only made aware of the importance of migration in 1970, which warned even if taking into account that about 54 percent of the economically active population (EAP) male 21 to 60 years consisted of workforce immigrant (Muñoz, et al., 1977). This mass of workers managed to integrate more fully the secondary sector -of more specifically in industries that manufacture goods of production in other branches of the tertiary sector, including personal services had an important role in the demand for labor (Munoz et al., 1977).
While until the 1970s migrants were able to join the labor market in occupations with some job security, immigrants from the decades, especially from rural areas and low educational levels, whose experience was limited predominantly agriculture, were most affected by poverty (urban marginality). Integration into the manufacturing sector meant lower wages while many others failed to integrate, what drove him to underemployment (or unemployment) disguised with wages below the minimum wage (Muñoz et al. 1977: 129, 220).
In addition to this, the rapid pace of spatial concentration of the population, combined with the development of industry and economic activity in Mexico City, eventually modify the observed pattern (at least until the end of the seventies) of spatial redistribution of Mexicans, as a result of various factors related to problems of the huge size of the city: segregation and urban marginalization of a large number of people who could not be absorbed by industrial urban economies, the increasing casualization of labor, the rising cost of major urban services (water, sewer, etc.), housing shortages, public insecurity, environmental pollution and problems to meet the demand for health services, education and entertainment units (Browning and Corona, nineteen ninety five).
In such a way that the late seventies reaches exhaustion, eminently, the industrialization model implemented in the country. Economic and social in the early eighties crisis, marked a new stage of growth of the city, where industrial activities and population deconcentrated to the towns of the State of Mexico, as a result of the new policy of reindustrialization and economic liberalization pursuing the establishment of an industrial sector articulated with the rest of the economy and specialized international trade, promoting certain territorial diversification of productive activities, accelerated the neighboring secondary urban center growth and a process of service economy District Federal (Garza, 2003).
Perhaps the most important change was the modification of its historical behavior of being the largest recipient of population center, in the eighties, it becomes the primary cause of population (Corona, Chavez and Gutierrez, 1999). Census data indicated that during the five years 1975-1980 the City of Mexico reached a positive net migration balance close to 105 thousand people, which meant an average net migration rate of the order of 0.7%. In contrast, for the five years 1985-1990 the situation was different, immigration decreased, while emigration nearly doubled its magnitude,[footnoteRef:4] turning negative net migration rate with a value close to -1.9% (Camposortega, 1992).[footnoteRef:5] For the first half of the nineties,[footnoteRef:6] data from 1995 Count showed a relative recovery of their migration balance, which was confirmed by the XII General Census of Population and Housing revealed that Mexico City regained their immigration balance to reach virtually zero in the period 1995-2000,[footnoteRef:7] a trend that has continued to the most recent five-year period of 2005-2010, according to census data.[footnoteRef:8] [4:  According to census data, the immigration status of the area during the five year period 1985-1990 was 425.361 people over the next five years changed their residence inside the republic to Mexico City, while the number of migrants was 716.224 people, representing a negative migration balance of 290.863 people.]  [5:  In the period 1985-1990 the city reached 80 men for every 100 women, a situation that can find its explanation in the greater female employment in tertiary activities (Corona, et al., 1999).]  [6:  They reached approximately 692 thousand people and left 638,000, which resulted in a positive balance of 53,000, representing a migration rate of 0.3% (Corona, et al., 1999).]  [7:  They reached approximately 517 thousand people and left 549 thousand, which resulted in a negative balance of 32 thousand (Pérez, 2005).]  [8:  According to census data from 2010, about 891,000 people came and left 680 thousand, which resulted in a positive balance of 210, 767 people in the reference period.] 

One of the main aspects that show changes in migration of the eighties and nineties, is that the geographical origin of migrants has changed little, what has changed is the relative importance of each of the entities of origin.[footnoteRef:9] Similarly sociodemographic characteristics of the immigrant population in Mexico City have experienced little change, continued arriving population with low levels of schooling, which were located mainly in the tertiary sector, informal work or domestic employment. An important difference in the nineties with the previous decade, is the change in female dominated by the male.[footnoteRef:10] Regarding the age structure, immigrant children 15 years accounted for 20% of the population who arrived in 1990-1995, while the population aged 15 to 34 years old accounted for 61%. This meant that about 80% of the immigrant population was under 35, suggesting a predominantly labor migration (Corona, Chavez and Gutierrez, 1999). [9:  According to census data for the period 1975-1980, 1985-1990, 1990-1995 and 1995-2000, entities that sent more people to Mexico City were Puebla, Veracruz, Oaxaca, Hidalgo, Guerrero, Michoacan, Guanajuato, Jalisco and neighboring municipalities in the State of Mexico. During the first half of the nineties these nine states sent 83% of immigrants in the area, meaning that four out of five came from them (Corona, et al., 1999).]  [10:  While in the second half of the eighty per 100 women who came did so 80 men in the first half of the nineties for every 100 women who immigrated did 130 men (Corona, et al., 1999).] 

All these elements shows that the migration of the population of Mexico City is an expression of the reshuffling of the inhabitants of medium or few resources in search of better opportunities and better quality of life. We will have to explore the determinants and patterns of educational attainment of migrants to Mexico City, in order to assess the extent to which migration to the main urban agglomeration in the country represents an alternative educational achievement or represents a step conditions disadvantage and continued marginalization (Santiago, 2015).

Specifics of age at first leaving school
The age at leaving school is one of the most important events in the transition to adulthood because denotes the end of an initial period of training, insofar as it involves the acquisition of skills, cognitive skills and coping skills more preparation roles and adult responsibilities, such as the start of working life and marriage among others. The educational system has become the main source of socialization, especially for women, who in the last 30 years have massively incorporated into the educational system in most countries (Lloyd, et al., 2005; Lloyd, 2006). In the world, in the late nineties, access to the education system especially in rural areas, increased in all countries except in some areas of West Africa. The most significant increase occurred in access to primary, which is an achievement due to increased population attending school (Lloyd, et al., 2005; Lloyd, 2006, UNESCO, 2009). However, talking of schooling involves going beyond access to the education system; since the permanence within it is essential to explain the transition to adulthood factor (Billari and Philipov, 2004,. Hofferth, et al, 2001; Lloyd, et al., 2005; Echarri and Perez, 2007).
In a country like ours and in particular its main metropolis, where the institutionalization of the life course, is at best partially or segmented case (Solis, 1997), one would expect a greater heterogeneity in the age at first leaving school, as this would depend largely on the social origins of individuals, as well as the differences between men and women. Such differences in the age of leaving school would, therefore, an indicator of the gap in educational opportunities between individuals of different social strata. That is why it is important to review the differences in the timing of leaving school, with special emphasis on those that are associated with the migration situation, which are the main object of this work.
Table 1 shows the indicators calendar age to the first output of the education system according to immigration status. (1-Sx), an indicator calendar that values ​​the proportion of people who first came out of school at 15 years old it is. Quartile (Q), age or duration in which 25%, 50% and 75% of the population first interrupted his studies. From quartiles you can get a fourth measure, called the interquartile range, which is the number of years it takes for the first dismissal pass to constitute 25% to 75% of the total population of the group in question (Solis , 2008).




Overall, the results confirm some differences according to immigration status, particularly among the population socialized outside Mexico City, especially those from rural areas exhibiting a younger leaving school against socialized in the city calendar. In particular, the first-generation migrant population shows a greater proportion of people who had left at fifteen in relation to the second generation and native (49.25 versus 19.40 and 14.3 percent, respectively).[footnoteRef:11] Similarly, the median age is lower for socialized out that socialized within the City of Mexico (15 years for the first rural generation and 14 for urban, compared to 18 years of the second generation and native, respectively). Age at first quartile and third quartile has more consistent trends, the age at leaving school in both cases is lower for socialized outside the city, particularly for rural areas. This is consistent with evidenced by works, like Echarri and Perez (2007) when compared to Mexican youth in rural and urban origins finds that the proportion of young people with rural backgrounds who left school before age 15 is almost 25 percentage points higher than their urban, consistent with the greater extent of school enrollment in urban localities similes. [11:  The percentage of people who had left at fifteen is even greater than the first urban generation immigrants with 37.99 percent.] 

Now, if for example we compare the percentages of leaving school at 15 years of age according to the father's occupation (Table 1) it is possible to observe that among the children of parents with manual occupations lower the proportion of individuals who had he left school at age 15 was 34.5 percent; Contrast between the children of parents with high and intermediate non-manual occupations decreases reaching about 5 percent. These differences are confirmed by observing the quartiles, for example, the median age for the children of parents with high and intermediate non-manual occupations is 23, compared to 16 years of the children of father with manual occupations casualties.
When comparing the levels of parent education can be observed an inverse relationship with the percentages of leaving school at age 15. Children of parents with low education levels exhibit a higher percentage of output, confirming the importance of socioeconomic status of the family of origin in educational opportunities. For example, the percentage of output to 15-year education system for children of parents with higher education compared to children of parents without education is substantial (4 versus 43.4 percent, respectively). Similarly, the age at different quartiles is later for the children of parents with higher education, also have the lowest interquartile range for all groups considered, ie, greater homogeneity at the age of leaving school; for example, while the median age for those who had parents with no education is (15 years) with a deviation of 4 years for those whose parents attained a higher educational level is (23 years old) with a dispersion of 3 years.
In the case of birth cohorts results suggest that those born in the cohort (1950-1959) tend to leave the younger school than those born in the most recent cohort (1971-1979).[footnoteRef:12] In the first cohort (1950-1959) the people who left the education system at fifteen reached a little over 32%, which is reduced in the next cohort (1960-1970) to 21.5 percent and then for the cohort more recent (1971-1979) the decline is more drastic nearly 12 percent, ie, the change is recent. On the other hand, analysis of quartiles shows an increase in the median age for leaving the educational system over time, from 16 years in those born in the oldest cohort to 18 years for those born in the cohort more recent. [12:  Should be noted for this part of the analysis that the experience of each cohort will reflect a specific period of economic and social change experienced by the country and the own City of Mexico for the past 50 years, so that changes between cohorts show effects of these changes in the proportion of out of school at different ages by cohort. "In the four decades that passed between 1940 and 1980, the country experienced an accelerated process of industrialization and urbanization. Then, during the eighties, depletion of the development model based on import substitution led to a deep economic crisis, which resulted in a marked increase of poverty and reduced levels of welfare. Later, in the late eighties, the economic liberalization measures were accompanied by a certain revival of economic growth, although it had a much lower rate than that observed before the lost decade of the eighties "(Solis, 2005: 43). In addition, the fact that the 2008 crisis was reflected in affection and 2009.] 

It is possible that the differences are due to the universalization of access to public education initiated in Mexico from the late 70s that have been highly successful in terms of coverage. This, coupled with social programs that encourage school participation of individuals with low income, generating more than considerable growth in the proportions of men and women who have attended school, as well as increased levels of average schooling in the population of recent generations (Muñóz, 2006).[footnoteRef:13]  [13:  Current educational requirements are greater labor market, which has caused an upward shift in educational requirements to enter the world of work in a relatively advantageous manner. That is, with increasing frequency reach levels of schooling that were previously considered sufficient to enter the world of work in favorable positions, now less useful (Villagómez, 2008: 45).] 

So far we have referred exclusively to the schedule after school for boys. Regarding the timing of the dismissal of women, we can see a greater intensity in the out of school (in general the differences remain between the socialized outside or inside the City of Mexico, where the first have a lower proportion of permanence in the educational system).
Table 2 shows the quartiles of the age at which the event was experienced. Overall socialized outside Mexico City, they have a less prolonged stay in the education system socialized within the city. However, compared to men women's calendar is earlier, ie, women had a higher risk of leaving school at earlier ages than men. In the case of native the proportion who had left school at age 15 was almost 20 percent, among men reached a little over 14 percent. Similarly, while rural women first generation that had experienced leaving school at 15 years reached 60 percent, its similar males reached 49 percent. Similarly, the median age is lower for rural migrants first generation to their similar men (13 years versus 15 years, respectively). Age at first quartile and third quartile age follow the same behavior. This is consistent with evidenced by Gandini and Castro (2006), who point out that the timing of women remains much earlier than men, although they note that younger women stay longer in school than their predecessors .
With regard to social origins by education and occupation parent or breadwinner, it is still holding as among men daughters of parents with low education levels exhibit a higher percentage of output, contrary to the daughters of parents more education, reaffirming the importance of family socioeconomic status in educational opportunities for women. Similarly, the daughters of parents with low manual occupations show a higher percentage of output, as opposed to the daughters of parents with high and intermediate non-manual occupations. However, women have a higher risk of leaving school at ages younger than men especially in cases where parents have lower educational levels and are positioned in manual jobs. It is noteworthy that in the case of occupational origin -in all occupations of the parents and women have a higher proportion in out of school at age 15 than men and education only up before school, after this, women behave in reverse (see table 2).[footnoteRef:14]  [14:  In a job where three generations of Mexican women are compared: 1946-1950, 1951-1955 and 1966-1970, Conapo (2000) found that youth whose mother did not attend school or did not complete primary school leavers at an age much earlier than those who have a mother with complete schooling or more primary. Among the first the presence of gender differences is also noted as the daughters leave school earlier than children; whereas such differences are not seen when mothers are more educated. Although the analysis Conapo the mother's education as an approach to the socioeconomic status of the family of origin, its conclusions remain valid for a job like this is used.] 



Cohort differences are evident, as are more recent, the timing of the transition is analyzed later for women and even for men. In the first cohort (1950-1959) women who left the education system at fifteen reached almost 47%, versus 35% of men, a percentage that is drastically reduced for the cohort 1960-1970 to 30 % for women and slightly more than 21% for males. To fall further in the most recent cohort (1971-1979) with 17 percent for women and nearly 12 percent of the male population, ie, the gap closes on schedule after school between men and women, very probamente due to growth and own development experienced by the country, particularly in education which women have benefited in recent decades. This is confirmed in the analysis of quartiles showing an increase in the median age at leaving school, although it occurs at a slower pace for the younger cohorts, particularly in the case of women, where there was no increase.[footnoteRef:15] [15:  Gandini and Castro (2006), have attributed the closing of the gap in the schedule after school between men and women to progress in terms of attendance and compulsory education has been experiencing since the Thirties in Mexico and become much more visible in the fifties onwards, hence the differences in the timing of the transition seem gradual in inter-cohort differences between older generations and are more marked in the case of the generation sixties particularly among males.] 

The analysis of calendar withdrawal from school made in this section, to explore the effects of the variables individually, has some limitations that hinder the realization of more complex analysis because it could lead to errors arising from lack of control of other variables. In these circumstances, the natural step is setting multivariate models (Solis, 2007).

Determinants of leaving school by sex
In the previous section, it was the age at Suggested That leaving the educational system of migrants is strongly influenced by the social origins. However, analysis of the timing of the dismissal from the descriptive indicators does not reveal Whether the Differences in school dismissal are produced by the direct effect of migration or situation are the result of other Associated variables such social as origin and other personal and contextual Sociodemographic Characteristics . This can only be Achieved through a multivariate model to Properly ASSESS the independent effect of each varying on the probability of leaving Variable school.da in the probability of leaving school. 
This section provides a discrete time logistic model is presented to explore the factors that influence the likelihood of experiencing the after school.[footnoteRef:16] The dependent variable is whether the individual experienced (1), or experiment (0), the output of the school. As independent variables immigration status, occupation and father's education and age cohort and included. The at risk for leaving school person-years were included in the model as a variable "dummy" four categories: the first category is defined six to ten years of age (6-10); the second category of eleven to fifteen years (11-15); the third category of sixteen to twenty years (16-20); and the last of the twenty-one to twenty-nine (21-29) (see attached table). With the above it assumes that the probability of occurrence does not vary within each category, but between categories. [16:  Since it has the educational history of individuals it can accurately identify the years in which the individual remained in the education system, as well as the year out of school (ie if you experiment the transition of interest). In this sense, the unit of analysis are the years who correspond to the years in which the individual remained in the education system, ie, many observations should be taken to an individual as years has been in the education system. The dependent variable is binary and takes the value of 0 if the individual is not left school in the year in question and 1 if left in the year in question.] 

The results of the models for men are presented in Table 3. Models 1 to 6 present the unadjusted odds ratios, that is, those that are obtained from fitting models where each variable is introduced as the only independent variable. In general, most of the coefficients are significant, indicating that already described association between the various independent variables and dismissal.
With regard to immigration status, the unadjusted model shows that it is more likely to leave school at any age for first generation migrants, particularly in rural areas. The odds of leaving school at any age for migrant first generation urban and rural areas are 27% and 37% higher than those of the natives, respectively. The adjusted model shows that controlling for education and father's occupation, cohort, age and immigration status, the odds of leaving school at any age for migrant first rural generation are 45% higher than those of native and only 17% lower in the case of second-generation migrants compared to natives. Above it may be because this past inherited from their parents the entrepreneurial drive, plus they do not have the disadvantageous conditions of origin than their parents had, coupled with access to the educational system in Mexico City. However it should be noted that in the case of migrants from first rural generation effect is increased as compared with urban first generation whose coefficient actually becomes not significant, suggesting that being a migrant first rural generation entails a greater risk of dropping, mainly because of their differences of origin -Disadvantages present before migrar-.
Father's occupation or breadwinners reported significant coefficients as expected: the odds of leaving school at any age are about 20% higher for children of parents who had commercial occupations for the children of parents who had non-manual occupations high and intermediate; similarly, the odds are 48% higher for children whose parents had low manual occupation than for children of parents who had high and intermediate non-manual occupations. The adjusted model, however shows that the effect is only significant for the children of parents with low manual occupations compared to children of parents who had high and intermediate collar occupations ie becomes manifest inequality between these two groups. Regarding the education of fathers or breadwinners, a significant effect is observed. The unadjusted model shows that it is less likely to leave school to higher education level of the father, something similar happens with the adjusted odds model. This confirms that parent education is of great importance in explaining educational inequalities between individuals in general, and between migrants and natives in particular.


	Regarding cohorts, the unadjusted model shows that it is less likely to leave school at any age for the most recent cohort, possibly associated with the above process of universalization of access to public education in Mexico. The adjusted model reported no significant effects on the age of leaving school cohort, suggesting that other variables absorb the effect.
 In the case of women (Table 4) the odds of leaving school are about 10% higher for second generation migrants than native, which is not evidenced in the case of men. On the other hand, the odds of leaving school are 41% and 50% higher for migrant first generation urban and rural respectively, for native. The adjusted model shows that controlling for education and father's occupation, cohort, age and immigration status, the odds of leaving school at any age for migrant first rural generation is still higher than that of the native (1.38), just as the first urban generation migrants have odds of leaving school (1.41) higher than that of natives.
Regarding the second-generation migrants coefficient becomes not statistically significant, suggesting that the effect is absorbed by the other variables. Father's occupation or breadwinners reported some variants respect evidenced by men, input although the unadjusted model shows that it is less likely to leave school to better occupational status of the father, the effect is only significant for the daughters of parents who had a commercial or manual occupation against the daughters of parents who had high and intermediate non-manual occupations. The adjusted model, however shows that the effect is only significant for the daughters of parents with low collar occupations against the daughters of parents who had high and intermediate non-manual occupations, like evidenced by men.
In the case of the father's schooling reported coefficients are significant, like evidenced among men. The adjusted model does not suggest that they are less likely to leave school to higher education level of the father, which is demonstrated equally in the adjusted model. This indicates that one of the main determinants in the educational attainment of migrants is education of parents and to a lesser extent their occupation.
Attributed to birth cohorts, it shows the case unadjusted model is less likely to leave school at any age for women from the most recent cohort, much like evidenced by men effect. If any difference exists, it occurs in the middle cohort where women have 17% lower odds of leaving school at any age. Instead men for the same cohort coefficient was not significant. The adjusted model confirmed the above.



Now, to observe the terms of interaction Between immigration status and age categories for men, it is Necessary to perform additional calculations that would not only compare the probability of leaving school according to immigration status at different ages, but Also contrast the immigration situation in each age group, Which is the focus of the next section. This in order to show the immigration status whether you have a differential effect on the age of leaving school

Effects of immigration status by sex on the probability of leaving school by age group
Table 5 shows the effects of immigration status on the probability of leaving school for boys. The results suggest that the effect of immigration status depends on age. The odds of leaving school before age 16 are much higher for rural migrants first generation (odds ratio with respect to the natives is 9.56 in the section of ages 6-10 and 3.03 in 11-14) . However, in later ages rural migrants who managed to stay in school until age 15 no longer have differences with other groups, including natives. This suggests that the different performance of migrants first rural generation, particularly in education, is mainly a result of their differences of origin (disadvantages already present when they migrated), why the effect of being rural migrant manifests itself only before 16 years. No doubt that leaving school at an early age is an important element of disadvantage for first generation migrants (particularly rural) compared with the natives, which in turn will impact on the quality of employment because of low levels of education are associated with greater job instability (Oliveira, 2006; Oliveira and Mora, 2008).


In the case of women (Table 6), the results are similar, but with greater magnitude differences between migrants and native. Between 6 and 10 years of age, the odds of leaving school are 24 times higher for urban migrants first generation for native and almost 28 times higher among first-generation rural compared to native. In the next age group (from 11 to 15 years), although the odds ratios of leaving school decline, still remains a disadvantage for socialized outside Mexico City, particularly rural ones. From age 16 until age 29, the age of leaving school is not determined to be rural migrant first generation and from 21 years to 29 years for having socialized outside the MCMA. It is noteworthy that the second-generation migrants present significant coefficients for all age groups and between 6 and 20 years show more likely to leave school than native particularly at an early age and only to the group aged 21 to 29 years present almost a third less likely to leave school. This is interesting because it suggests that there are significant differences in patterns of integration[footnoteRef:17] of migrant women and men, in the sense that women did not achieve full adaptation to the opposite second generation evidenced by men. [footnoteRef:18] [17:  See Santiago, 2012 and 2015.]  [18:  They may have children earlier, ie a transitional model family.] 

But why there is a deficit in the second generation of women and not in that of men? One possible answer, given by the literature, is that reported in the case of women, pattern is indicative of the ways in which sexual division of household labor operates. The withdrawal of women from the school system may be accompanied by greater responsibilities in performing household chores and sibling care and elderly within their families. Similar results are reported by other authors for all young people. [footnoteRef:19] However, the results of this work are consistent with evidenced by Oliveira and Mora, who argue that this is a proper behavior of poor women. It seems that patterns of sexual division of labor show greater persistence in the most disadvantaged social contexts in socio-economic terms (Oliveira and Mora, 2008: 127). In this sense Mier y Teran (2004), show that young people in marginalized rural communities leave school earlier than boys begin their working life but to a lesser extent they all ages. [19:  See Horbath, 2004 y Gandini y Castro, 2006.] 



1. 
2. 
3. 
Determinants of educational attainment
It is pertinent to remember that this work is of interest to assess the influence the migration situation in two central aspects of the educational trajectories: the age at leaving school and educational attainment. So far only they have been presented the particularities of the output of the education system, capturing the importance of immigration status, individual variables and contextual, in addition to its interaction with age in the dropout rate in the educational careers of migrants and natives sex. To complement the above discussed in this section the influence of the migratory situation in educational attainment. For this he will investigate whether educational opportunities are determined by the immigration status even after taking into account the family socioeconomic status, sex and cohort.
Before starting with the analysis of the determinants of educational attainment, it should be noted that it was decided to start this section so prior to an analysis by birth cohort, so that we can trace, descriptively, the differences generated in educational attainment of subjects associated with changes over time as a result of the universalization of access to public education from the 70s, in addition to the changes related to urban development. In that sense, this section seeks to study the structural transformations in defined time intervals and their impact on educational opportunities for each of the cohorts distinguished achievement for analytical purposes.

4. 
4.5 
Cohort and sex changes in educational attainment of migrants in Mexico City
Table 7 presents the odds ratios of ordered logistic regression models that measure the effect of different generations of migrant men on educational attainment for three different cohorts. It is recalled that in these models the dependent variable is the level of education attained by the individual, classified in six categories (none, incomplete primary, complete primary, complete and incomplete secondary, complete and incomplete and professional school), as presented in Annex.
The model results not set on educational attainment of migrants does not show enough statistical evidence among second-generation migrants in all birth cohorts, suggesting that other categories of migrants absorb the effect. In contrast, migrants from rural first generation from the oldest cohort (1950-1959) showed a deficit in terms of educational attainment, the odds of 0.29 confirmed, suggesting a greater likelihood of being pushed to the bottom of the social structure due to the association with low educational levels. In the middle cohort the situation does not improve, in fact it seems that the deficit until the most recent cohort is retained. They draw attention to urban migrants first generation, that cohort (1950-1959) showed deficits in educational attainment, but from the middle cohort the odds become insignificant.


In the case of women, the story is completely different. In fact Table 8 shows that from the oldest cohort (1950-1959) second-generation migrants showed deficits of educational attainment, the odds ratio of 0.38 for the second-generation migrants had since confirmed that educational achievement gap between them. Stresses that second-generation migrants present no significant coefficient in the middle cohort, despite the educational attainment gap remains in the last cohort, although with a slight decrease.


Meanwhile the first urban generation migrants, among cohort analysis suggests a strong deficit in educational attainment and worsens in the most recent cohort. In contrast, the analysis results among cohorts of rural migrants first generation, show that the odds of achieving a higher level of education than native point to a reduction in terms of educational achievement gap. However, the picture is not entirely flattering, the odds ratio of 0.23 among migrant first rural generation of the most recent cohort, to be significant suggests a lower likelihood of achieving a higher level of education regarding native, indicating to be socialized outside Mexico City, it brings some disadvantages associated with social origins and low levels of schooling.
From this it follows that in the case of male migrants first rural generation is continuing its disadvantageous condition regarding the natives to achieve a higher level of education, especially in the middle cohort, the above draws attention especially in a context improvement, as has been mentioned, in education coverage in recent decades. In the case of women, the trend is towards reducing the negative effect in terms of educational attainment, particularly among rural migrants, despite their disadvantage is that at the beginning that even in the most recent cohort show a wide gap in achievement education regarding native. 

Determinants of educational attainment of migrants
So far it has been considered in the analysis only the association between educational attainment and immigration status and sex cohort individually. since they are however, many factors involved in the educational attainment of migrants, we must move into a multidimensional explanation as to show the effect of each variable "controlled" by the other. For them 6 models where the dependent variable remains the educational level they adjusted. As independent variables immigration status, occupation and father's education and birth cohort (see Tables 9 and 10) is included.
The results of male models are presented in Table 9. The results of the models unadjusted for immigration status synthesized effects already observed in Table 7. The odds of achieving a higher educational level are lower for migrants first urban and rural generation than for natives. Instead on controlling for occupation and father's education adjusted model, as well as the birth cohort, the odds suggest a greater likelihood among second generation migrants, to achieve a higher educational level than natives. The negative effect of being a migrant first urban generation disappears in the adjusted model, in contrast to the migrant first rural generation remain negative even with a slight reduction in the odds effect, suggesting that being a migrant if "explains" part of why some people reach a higher educational level than others. This is likely also to certain factors associated with features already bring when they come to Mexico City and makes rural migrants have a lower propensity to reach higher levels of education and therefore to be located in occupations due lower hierarchy (Santiago, 2015).
The occupational status of the father also shows a substantial effect. Better father's occupation means that the odds of achieving a higher level of education are larger and vice versa. In the adjusted model, the effect of parental occupations-the altos- trade and manuals on educational attainment of the children disappears (the coefficients become insignificant). However the hypothesis that a better occupation of the father contributes to a better education of the children is held, the odds ratios of 0.50 and 0.56 among children of parents with low manual occupations and non-manual low, respectively, confirm this.
Parent education for their part more clearly shows a substantial effect on both the unadjusted and adjusted model. More educated parent makes it more likely achieve a higher level of education, especially for children of parents with higher education. For example, the odds of achieving a higher level of education are (1.46) times greater for individuals whose parents achieved incomplete primary education for individuals whose parents did not reach any level of education. The effect on the odds have increased as the educational level of the father is older, but as already noted, higher education parent makes a big distance from the odds of achieving a higher level of education, those odds are (13.84 ) times greater for the children of parents who reached higher education for the children of parents who did not achieve any level of education.
In the analysis of the effects of birth cohort, the adjusted model does not confirm the improvement in education levels in Mexico City since the early seventies. The odds of achieving education are (1.68) times larger for the second cohort for the first cohort. The effect of the policies of universal education in our country of the seventies is reflected most clearly in increasing the odds of achieving a higher educational level (2.93) for the cohort (1971-1979), in relation to the first cohort. The adjusted model corroborates this reduction of the effects on educational levels. In this regard it is worth recalling the figures quoted in demographic statistics, which have documented a slight increase in the average level of education of men and women over 15 years of age in the country, which went from 2.6 years of schooling on average 5.5 years 1960 to 1980, 6.6 years and 7.4 years in 1990 in 1997 (INEGI, 2000).



For women according to their migratory status, does not confirm the model adjusted for differences in educational opportunities (Table 10). In all cases migrants first and second generation have a deficit in educational attainment. The adjusted model, once controlled by social origins and birth cohort, the odds of achieving a higher level of education become insignificant in the case of second-generation migrants, indicating that there is insufficient statistical evidence (coefficients not significant) to make any inference, suggesting that other variables absorb the negative effect. However, it is not the same be one that a rural urban migrants, since it is the latter who have the greatest educational disadvantages (the odds ratios of 0.42 and 0.30 of the migrants first urban and rural generation, respectively suggest so) more later become deficient occupational insertions (Santiago, 2015). 
Father's occupation also shows a substantial effect, although the daughters of parents with low collar occupations reported no significant effect on the odds of achieving a higher education level in relation to the daughters of parents with high collar occupations. However, as with men, the trend towards higher educational attainment among those who come from families whose father or economic chief had a senior occupation remains. The adjusted model shows that the daughters of parents with manual occupations casualties reported a deficit in terms of educational attainment in relation to the daughters of parents with high collar occupations, the other categories become not statistically significant, suggesting the effect manifested by the other variables.
Meanwhile, parent education has very powerful effects on educational attainment, and remains important even after controlling for the other variables. Both the model set as the unadjusted shows that more educated parent makes it more likely achieve a higher level of education, especially among children of parents with higher education. This confirms, as has been said, the importance of social origins measured through parent education or economic support.
In the analysis of the effects of birth cohort, note that the odds of achieving a higher level of education are 2.86 times higher for the second cohort for the first cohort, and 4.77 times higher for the most recent cohort for the first . Certainly associated with significant advances in education in our country since the seventies, especially for the female population.
In sum, our results suggest that the mechanisms that generate and reproduce inequality in educational opportunities as the migration situation in the City of Mexico, particularly in education, are mainly a result of their differences of origin (existing disadvantages when they migrated) and only secondarily a result of the disadvantages already faced in Mexico City (Santiago, 2015).

Final thoughts
This study aimed to analyze the influence of the migration situation in two central aspects of the educational trajectories: the age at leaving school and educational attainment. He wanted to know if migrants had educational disadvantages regarding the natives, whether these were associated with disadvantages in access to education in their communities of origin before migrating, or because their educational paths are truncated earliest once they arrived in Mexico City. In essence, if there is such difference was interested to see if they were due directly to the current immigration status or other characteristics associated with it, such as social origins (measured by education and occupation of the father), and other sociodemographic variables individual (such as gender) and contextual (such as birth cohort). Based on this and taking up the results of this work, then the following concluding reflections point.
First, the first rural immigrant population presents the youngest generation of leaving school calendar. This means that residents of Mexico City who were socialized in rural areas were less time in school, they had lower educational attainment, faced educational disaffiliation at younger ages, and were in a position to experience other transitions that typically follow off school earlier so that those with other migratory characteristics. When we consider women, rural migrants first generation are those notoriously showed greater disadvantages in their educational careers in connection with its second-generation migrants and native congeners. These differences may be more significant if we also consider the effects on the age of leaving school representing the father's schooling, suggesting that migrants first rural generation face greater constraints in the course of life that prevents them from developing successful educational careers.
To explain the gap between migrants and natives, the results presented in this paper confirmed that these differences were due to features already brought with them when they migrated in fact the results of Tables 6 and 7 pointed to the gap between migrants and natives It was (particularly in the case of educational differences and disadvantages of rural migrants) to existing spreads when migrants arrived in Mexico City.
Third, the father's schooling confirms the great importance in explaining educational inequalities between individuals. More schooling parent is likely to be associated with a higher family socioeconomic status, which is not only more resources to provide children continuity and quality in their educational careers, but also the intergenerational transmission of skills and positive perceptions of Education.
Migration also exerts a great influence on educational opportunities. Inequities between natives and migrants from first and second generation could be based on the institutional mechanisms that operate in rural and urban areas regarding child labor and assistance to the education system, in addition to the same phenomenon of migration. It is very likely that many of the migrants have made their first years of schooling in rural areas, where there is a higher opportunity cost of developing agricultural activities how unpaid family workers or laborers at an early age, interrupting their educational careers. This also probably affects people who migrated at an early age and began their educational careers in Mexico City, in most cases, the position of social disadvantage in that their parents or relatives arrive, it may affect the abandonment the educational system pushing them to be used in low-skilled manual activities, a situation that could be extended to second-generation migrants and native underclass in the city.
Several factors may be influencing behavior cohort. First, and how the rest of the country, the effect of industrialization, urbanization from the fifties and the increase in supply in educational services since the early seventies as suggested throughout the work, made possible a greater permanence in the school system and therefore an increase in education levels across different cohorts; however, as evidenced, they have not been sufficient to reverse the growing inequalities in our country particularly among migrants from rural areas and women whose expansion policies in education in the country continue leaving them marginalized, forcing to think of another strategy, which contributes effectively to reduce such inequalities, not only in terms of years of schooling, but also the quality of it that really allow an increase in their competitiveness in terms of employment opportunities, given the increasing in the formal requirements to enter the labor market in Mexico City.
Finally, this paper hinted at the need for greater efforts to discern the mechanisms that promote inequality of educational opportunities between natives and immigrants both in cities and national level. In that sense, the effects of immigration status in the structural change and socio-occupational mobility and educational achievement should be evaluated in future research, in the light of more advanced methodologies, supported by analytical frameworks such as studies of stratification , educational and occupational achievement, which allowed us to make important and original contributions to the subject of study. We think that the results showed in this research are interesting and novel for themselves, in the sense that in the studies reviewed in this paper showed that very little is known about female migration to Mexico City and much less about immigration status distinction as from generations of migrants, which also constitutes a substantial theoretical and methodological advance for the analysis of intergenerational social integration processes.
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Annexed
The variables used in the analysis are described; the features, coding and names of variables is also shown:

The dependent variables
· School Dropout (discrete time logistic model): This dependent variable is whether the individual experienced (1), experienced or not (0), the output of the school. This is a variable that allows us to assess the probability that a person change from one state to another.
· Ego Schooling (ordered logistic model): A variable measuring abilities, knowledge, skills and qualifications of individuals. It will be measured by years of schooling achieved by ego. 

Independent variables
· Immigration status: [footnoteRef:20] coded as 0 for "Native"[footnoteRef:21] 1 "second-generation migrants",[footnoteRef:22] 2 "Migrant first urban generation"[footnoteRef:23] and 3 "rural migrants first generation" (See James, 2012). [footnoteRef:24] [20: The conventional way to differentiate a population as to be analyzed in this paper, is to use the native-migrant distinction, which is available in almost all censuses and in most of the surveys. In such a way that if a person is interviewed at a different place of birth place, it is classified as a migrant, and if born in the community is classified as native. But this distinction is made only based on place of birth so this distinction is far from ideal. What matters in this paper is to present a more detailed differentiation that takes into account their "home community" in-that the individual spend most of the time between 5 and 15 years of age as classical studies Browning and Feindt 1969 and Muñoz et al. 1977. For being born in a particular locality has little sociological importance compared to having to have spent most of the period of "socialization" in it.]  [21:  The father was born in Mexico City and ego too.]  [22:  The father was born outside Mexico City, but ego was born and / or socialized in the city.]  [23:  Ego socializes and born outside Mexico City in an urban community.]  [24:  Ego socializes and born outside Mexico City in a rural community.] 

· Age (variable only included for analysis model discrete time): They are person-years at risk for leaving school are included in the model as a variable "dummy" four categories: the first category is defined six to ten years of age (6-10); the second category of eleven to fifteen years (11-15); the third category of sixteen to twenty years (16-20) and finally the last category of twenty to twenty-nine (21-29). With the above it assumes that the probability of occurrence does not vary within each category, but among categories.
· Sex:[footnoteRef:25] The variable is coded as 1 for men and 0 for women. [25:  The variable sex is an articulating principle of demographic, cultural (gender roles) and social factors (biological sex) (how these roles are reaffirmed or transformed during the migration experience). Gender is a basic organizing principle that shapes identities, behaviors and power relations that are socially constructed in relation to biological sex (Paredes, 2009). This principle underlies the migration processes, so that gender relations can configure the occupational achievement.] 

· Birth Cohort: This variable is coded as 1 "1950-1959", 2 "1960-1970" and 3 "1971-1979", with it seeks to control the influence of socio-demographic and socio-economic changes long duration in the last third of the twentieth century. 
· To measure the influence of social origins in the calendar of leaving school and educational achievement introduce the model schooling and father's occupation:[footnoteRef:26] [26:  This three forms of intergenerational transmission of socioeconomic status are distinguished: the first refers to inequalities in educational opportunities; the second emphasizes that the aspirations, personality characteristics and values of individuals are strongly affected by the characteristics of the family and dominant cultural models in society; Finally, intellectual abilities could also be transmitted across generations from parent to child.] 

a) Father's occupation or economic support: This variable is obtained to classify father's occupation or economic support to the 15 years of the interviewee. It is coded as 0 "No high manual grade" 1 "No manual low grade" 2 "Trade", 3 "high grade Manual" and 4 "Manual low rating". 
b) Schooling parent or breadwinner: It is a variable that is measured from the year of schooling parent or financial support to the 15 years of the interviewee. It is an element (like father's occupation) which evaluates the importance of social origins in the process of achieving occupational status.
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Cuadro 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 2

		Cuadro 2. Indicadores de intensidad y calendario de la edad a la salidad de la escuela de acuerdo con los origenes sociales y contextuales en la ZMVM 2009 (Mujeres)

						Cuartiles

		Variables		Sujetos que experimentaron el evento a los 15 años (%)		Primer cuartil		Mediana		Tercer cuartil		Rango intercuartil

		Situación migratoria

		Nativa		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generación		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. Generación urbana		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. Generación rural		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manuales bajos		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Comercio		30.23		13		17		20		7

		Manual alto		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual bajo		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna		53.6		12		14		16		4

		Primaria incompleta		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Primaria completa		20.47		15		17		19		4

		Secundaria		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatoria		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Profesional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohorte (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohorte (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6





Cuadro 3

		

		Cuadro 3. Modelo de tiempo discreto para la primera salida de la escuela para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Salida de la escuela		Modelos no ajustados																								Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generaciones de inmigrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generación		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. Generación urbana		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. Generación rural		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manuales bajos						1.13		**																		1.12

		Comercio						1.20		***																		1.11

		Manual alto						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual bajo						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------																---------

		Primaria incompleta										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Primaria completa										0.79		***														0.62		***

		Secundaria										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatoria										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Profesional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Edad

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Número de observaciones		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Fuente: Elaboración propia con base en datos de la Encuesta sobre desigualdad y movilidad social en la Zona Metropolitana del Valle de México 2009





Cuadro 4

		

		Cuadro 4. Modelo de tiempo discreto para la primera salida de la escuela para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Salida de la escuela		Modelos no ajustados																								Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generaciones de inmigrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generación		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. Generación urbana		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. Generación rural		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manuales bajos						1.07																				1.00

		Comercio						1.24		***																		1.05

		Manual alto						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual bajo						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------																---------

		Primaria incompleta										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Primaria completa										0.73		***														0.64		***

		Secundaria										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatoria										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Profesional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Edad

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Número de observaciones		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Fuente: Elaboración propia con base en datos de la Encuesta sobre desigualdad y movilidad social en la Zona Metropolitana del Valle de México 2009





Cuadros 5 

		

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generación		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. Generación urbana		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. Generación rural		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Número de observaciones		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 6

		

				Cuadro 6. Efectos de la adscripción migratoria sobre la probabilidad de salida de la escuela. Razones de momios calculadas apartir de la interacción entre las generaciones de migrantes y la edad (mujeres)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generación		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. Generación urbana		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. Generación rural		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Número de observaciones		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadros 7

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. Generación urbana		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. Generación rural		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Número de observaciones		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Generations

Native 19.76 15 18 22 7

2a. Generation 27.62 14 16 20 6

1a. urban generation 56.26 11 14 18 7

1a. rural generation 59.99 11 13 15 4

Father's occupation or economic support

No high and intermediate manuals 11.54 17 20 24 7

No manual low 28.67 14 19 23 9

Commerce 30.23 13 17 20 7

High Manual 20.62 15 18 22 7

Manual under 40.89 13 15 18 5

Father's education or economic support

Any 53.6 12 14 16 4

incomplete primary 32.68 13 16 19 6

Full primary 20.47 15 17 19 4

High school 18.59 15 18 22 7

Preparatory 2.45 18 21 24 6

Professional 2.93 20 22 24 4

Birth Cohort

Cohort (1950-1959) 46.92 12 15 18 6

Cohort (1960-1970) 29.77 14 17 20 6

Cohort (1971-1979) 17.1 15 17 21 6

Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and 

contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 

2009

Quartiles


Microsoft_Excel_97-2003_Worksheet2.xls
Cuadro 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 3

		

		Cuadro 3. Modelo de tiempo discreto para la primera salida de la escuela para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Salida de la escuela		Modelos no ajustados																								Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generaciones de inmigrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generación		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. Generación urbana		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. Generación rural		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manuales bajos						1.13		**																		1.12

		Comercio						1.20		***																		1.11

		Manual alto						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual bajo						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------																---------

		Primaria incompleta										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Primaria completa										0.79		***														0.62		***

		Secundaria										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatoria										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Profesional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Edad

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Número de observaciones		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Fuente: Elaboración propia con base en datos de la Encuesta sobre desigualdad y movilidad social en la Zona Metropolitana del Valle de México 2009





Cuadro 4

		

		Cuadro 4. Modelo de tiempo discreto para la primera salida de la escuela para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Salida de la escuela		Modelos no ajustados																								Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generaciones de inmigrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generación		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. Generación urbana		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. Generación rural		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manuales bajos						1.07																				1.00

		Comercio						1.24		***																		1.05

		Manual alto						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual bajo						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------																---------

		Primaria incompleta										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Primaria completa										0.73		***														0.64		***

		Secundaria										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatoria										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Profesional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Edad

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Número de observaciones		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Fuente: Elaboración propia con base en datos de la Encuesta sobre desigualdad y movilidad social en la Zona Metropolitana del Valle de México 2009





Cuadros 5 

		

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generación		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. Generación urbana		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. Generación rural		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Número de observaciones		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 6

		

				Cuadro 6. Efectos de la adscripción migratoria sobre la probabilidad de salida de la escuela. Razones de momios calculadas apartir de la interacción entre las generaciones de migrantes y la edad (mujeres)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generación		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. Generación urbana		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. Generación rural		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Número de observaciones		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadros 7

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. Generación urbana		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. Generación rural		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Número de observaciones		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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School exit

Variables 4 5 6 7

Generations of immigrants

Native (ref.) --------- ---------

2a. Generation 1.01 0.83**

1a. urban generation 1.27*** 1.31

1a. rural generation 1.37*** 1.45**

Father's occupation or economic support

No high and intermediate manual (ref.) --------- ---------

No manual low 1.13** 1.12

Commerce 1.20*** 1.11

High Manual 1.22*** 1.07

Manual under 1.48*** 1.36***

Father's education or economic support

Any (ref.) --------- ---------

Incomplete primary 0.90** 0.77*

Full primary 0.79*** 0.62***

High school 0.70*** 0.50***

Preparatory 0.58*** 0.32***

Professional 0.58*** 0.34***

Birth Cohort

Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.) --------- ---------

Cohort (1960-1970) 0.94 0.95

Cohort (1971-1979) 0.85*** 0.99

Age

6 a 10 (ref.) --------- ---------

11 a 15 11.51*** 11.99***

16 a 20 25.66*** 32.06***

21 a 29 50.33*** 72.29***

Studies to private or public secondary

Public (ref.) --------- ---------

Particular 0.76*** 0.79**



Number of observations 12012 11740 12012 12012 12012 12012 11740

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

Adjusted model Unadjusted models

Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic 

models up to 29 years old)

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009
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Cuadro 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 4

		

		Cuadro 4. Modelo de tiempo discreto para la primera salida de la escuela para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Salida de la escuela		Modelos no ajustados																								Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generaciones de inmigrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generación		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. Generación urbana		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. Generación rural		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manuales bajos						1.07																				1.00

		Comercio						1.24		***																		1.05

		Manual alto						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual bajo						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------																---------

		Primaria incompleta										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Primaria completa										0.73		***														0.64		***

		Secundaria										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatoria										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Profesional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Edad

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Número de observaciones		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Fuente: Elaboración propia con base en datos de la Encuesta sobre desigualdad y movilidad social en la Zona Metropolitana del Valle de México 2009





Cuadros 5 

		

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generación		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. Generación urbana		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. Generación rural		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Número de observaciones		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 6

		

				Cuadro 6. Efectos de la adscripción migratoria sobre la probabilidad de salida de la escuela. Razones de momios calculadas apartir de la interacción entre las generaciones de migrantes y la edad (mujeres)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generación		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. Generación urbana		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. Generación rural		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Número de observaciones		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadros 7

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. Generación urbana		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. Generación rural		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Número de observaciones		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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School exit

Variables 4 5 6 7

Generations of immigrants

Native (ref.) --------- ---------

2a. Generation 1.09*** 0.97

1a. urban generation 1.41*** 1.41*

1a. rural generation 1.50*** 1.38*

Father's occupation or economic support

No high and intermediate manual (ref.) --------- ---------

No manual low 1.07 1.00

Commerce 1.24*** 1.05

High Manual 1.13*** 0.94

Manual under 1.49*** 1.53***

Father's education or economic support

Any (ref.) --------- ---------

Incomplete primary 0.78*** 0.63***

Full primary 0.73*** 0.64***

High school 0.67*** 0.51***

Preparatory 0.57*** 0.42***

Professional 0.52*** 0.35***

Birth Cohort

Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.) --------- ---------

Cohort (1960-1970) 0.83*** 0.79**

Cohort (1971-1979) 0.78*** 0.74***

Age

6 a 10 (ref.) --------- ---------

11 a 15 9.06*** 10.26***

16 a 20 19.65*** 28.16***

21 a 29 29.05*** 50.06***

Studies to private or public secondary

Public (ref.) --------- ---------

Particular 0.67*** 0.54**



Number of observations 10504 10281 10497 10504 10504 10504 10281

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time 

logistic models up to 29 years old)
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Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009

Unadjusted models

Adjusted model
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Cuadro 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 5 

		

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generación		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. Generación urbana		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. Generación rural		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Número de observaciones		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 6

		

				Cuadro 6. Efectos de la adscripción migratoria sobre la probabilidad de salida de la escuela. Razones de momios calculadas apartir de la interacción entre las generaciones de migrantes y la edad (mujeres)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generación		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. Generación urbana		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. Generación rural		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Número de observaciones		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadros 7

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. Generación urbana		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. Generación rural		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Número de observaciones		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Variable

Generations of migrants

Native (ref.) --------- --------- --------- ---------

2a. Generation 1.81 1.21 0.93 0.86

1a. urban generation 3.98 * 2.66*** 1.07 1.32

1a. rural generation 9.56*** 3.03*** 1.12 1.13

Number of observations 4684 4121 2142 1065

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009
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Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from 

the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)
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Table 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 5 

		

				Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generation		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. urban generation		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. rural generation		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Number of observations		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 6

		

				Cuadro 6. Efectos de la adscripción migratoria sobre la probabilidad de salida de la escuela. Razones de momios calculadas apartir de la interacción entre las generaciones de migrantes y la edad (mujeres)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generaciones de migrantes

				Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generación		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. Generación urbana		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. Generación rural		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Número de observaciones		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01





Cuadros 7

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. Generación urbana		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. Generación rural		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Número de observaciones		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Variable

Generations of migrants

Native (ref.) --------- --------- ---------

2a. Generation 4.47** 1.36*** 1.30 * 0.72***

1a. urban generation 25.08*** 1.92*** 1.75** 1.83

1a. rural generation 28.59*** 3.11*** 1.11 0.66

Number of observations 4483 3749 1673 599

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

 Odds Ratio  Odds Ratio  Odds Ratio  Odds Ratio

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009

Table 6. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from 

the interaction between generations of migrants and age (women)

6 a 10 años 11 a 15 años 16 a 20 años 21 a 29 años


Microsoft_Excel_97-2003_Worksheet6.xls
Table 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 5 

		

				Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generation		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. urban generation		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. rural generation		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Number of observations		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 6

		

				Table 6. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (women)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generation		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. urban generation		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. rural generation		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Number of observations		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 7

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativo (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. Generación urbana		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. Generación rural		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Número de observaciones		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Highest level of education

Generations of migrants

Native (ref.) --------- --------- ---------

2a. Generation 0.77 1.24 1.15

1a. urban generation 0.45** 0.70 0.43

1a. rural generation 0.29*** 0.16*** 0.29*

Number of observations 256 349 339

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

 Table 7. Effects Unadjusted of migrant origin on educational attainment. Odds ratios of logistic regression 

model ordered (Men)

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009

1950-1959 1960-1970 1971-1979

 Odds Ratio  Odds Ratio  Odds Ratio
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Table 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 5 

		

				Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generation		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. urban generation		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. rural generation		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Number of observations		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 6

		

				Table 6. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (women)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generation		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. urban generation		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. rural generation		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Number of observations		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 7

		

		Table 7. Effects Unadjusted of migrant origin on educational attainment. Odds ratios of logistic regression model ordered (Men)

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. urban generation		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. rural generation		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Number of observations		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 8

		

		Máximo nivel educativo		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generación		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. Generación urbana		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Número de observaciones		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Highest level of education

Generations of migrants

Native (ref.) --------- ---------

2a. Generation 0.38*** 1.06 0.57**

1a. urban generation 0.26** 0.25*** 0.07***

1a. rural generation 0.06*** 0.17*** 0.23**

Number of observations 248 344 318

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009

Table 8. Unadjusted effects of migration background on educational attainment. Odds ratios of logistic 
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Table 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 5 

		

				Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generation		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. urban generation		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. rural generation		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Number of observations		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 6

		

				Table 6. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (women)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generation		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. urban generation		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. rural generation		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Number of observations		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 7

		

		Table 7. Effects Unadjusted of migrant origin on educational attainment. Odds ratios of logistic regression model ordered (Men)

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. urban generation		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. rural generation		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Number of observations		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 8

		

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. urban generation		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. rural generation		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Number of observations		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 9

		Cuadro 9. Determinanates de logro  educativo para los hombres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. Generación urbana		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. Generación rural		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Comercio						0.34		***														0.81

		Manual alto						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual bajo						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Primaria completa										3.68		***										3.00		***

		Secundaria										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatoria										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Profesional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Número de observaciones		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Highest level of education Adjusted model

Variables 4 5 6

Generations of migrants

Native (ref.) --------- ---------

2a. Generation 0.96 1.52***

1a. urban generation 0.42*** 1.00

1a. rural generation 0.18*** 0.43***

Father's occupation or economic support

No high and intermediate manual (ref.) --------- ---------

No manual low 0.42*** 0.56*

Commerce 0.34*** 0.81

High manual 0.32*** 0.80

Manual under 0.11*** 0.50***

Father's education or economic support

Any (ref.) --------- ---------

Incomplete primary 1.65*** 1.46*

Full primary 3.68*** 3.00***

High school 7.32*** 4.82***

Preparatory 18.45*** 12.48***

Professional 26.04*** 13.84***

Birth Cohort

Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.) --------- ---------

Cohort (1960-1970) 1.68*** 1.51 **

Cohort (1971-1979) 2.93*** 1.69 ***

Studies to private or public secondary

Public (ref.) --------- ---------

Particular 3.86*** 1.97***

Number of observations 944 920 944 944 944 920

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

Table 9. Determinants of educational attainment for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete 

time logistic models up to 29 years old)

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009

1 2 3

Unadjusted models


Microsoft_Excel_97-2003_Worksheet9.xls
Table 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 5 

		

				Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generation		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. urban generation		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. rural generation		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Number of observations		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 6

		

				Table 6. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (women)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generation		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. urban generation		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. rural generation		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Number of observations		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 7

		

		Table 7. Effects Unadjusted of migrant origin on educational attainment. Odds ratios of logistic regression model ordered (Men)

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. urban generation		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. rural generation		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Number of observations		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 8

		

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. urban generation		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. rural generation		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Number of observations		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 9

		Table 9. Determinants of educational attainment for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		Highest level of education		Unadjusted models																				Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generation		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. urban generation		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. rural generation		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manual low						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Commerce						0.34		***														0.81

		High manual						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual under						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------												---------

		Incomplete primary										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Full primary										3.68		***										3.00		***

		High school										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatory										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Professional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Number of observations		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 10

		Cuadro 10. Determinanates de logro  educativo para las mujeres. Razones de momios derivadas de los modelos logísticos binomiales (Ajuste de los modelos logísticos de tiempo discreto hasta los 29 años de edad)

		Máximo nivel educativo		Modelos no ajustados																				Modelo ajustado

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generaciones de migrantes

		Nativa (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generación		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. Generación urbana		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. Generación rural		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Ocupación del padre o sostén económico

		No manuales altos e intermedios (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manuales bajos						0.71																1.33

		Comercio						0.29		***														1.03

		Manual alto						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual bajo						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Escolaridad del padre o sostén económico

		Ninguna (ref.)										---------												---------

		Primaria incompleta										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Primaria completa										4.84		***										2.68		***

		Secundaria										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatoria										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Profesional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Cohorte de nacimiento

		Cohorte (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohorte (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohorte (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Estudios hasta secundaria particular o pública

		Pública (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Número de observaciones		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01
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Highest level of education Adjusted model

Variables 4 5 6

Generations of migrants

Native (ref.) --------- ---------

2a. Generation 0.59*** 0.98

1a. urban generation 0.17*** 0.42***

1a. rural generation 0.10*** 0.30***

Father's occupation or economic support

No high and intermediate manual (ref.) --------- ---------

No manual low 0.71 1.33

Commerce 0.29*** 1.03

High manual 0.42*** 1.07

Manual under 0.12*** 0.47**

Father's education or economic support

Any (ref.) --------- ---------

Incomplete primary 2.89*** 2.19***

Full primary 4.84*** 2.68***

High school 7.44*** 3.80***

Preparatory 17.47*** 6.40***

Professional 60.74*** 24.02***

Birth Cohort

Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.) --------- ---------

Cohort (1960-1970) 2.86*** 2.48***

Cohort (1971-1979) 4.77*** 3.40***

Studies to private or public secondary

Public (ref.) --------- ---------

Particular 10.02*** 5.28***

Number of observations 910 892 909 910 910 892

* p < 0.1

** p< 0.05

*** p< 0.01

Table 10. Determinanates of educational attainment for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the 

discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

Unadjusted models

Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009

1 2 3
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Table 1

		Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		14.30		16		18		22		6

		2a. Generation		19.40		15		18		23		8

		1a. urban generation		37.99		12		14		20		8

		1a. rural generation		49.25		12		15		18		6

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		4.7		17		23		25		8

		No manual low		7.69		16		20		23		7

		Commerce		13.02		16		18		23		7

		High Manual		14.88		16		18		23		7

		Manual under		34.51		13		16		19		6

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		43.42		13		15		17		4

		incomplete primary		30.63		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		16.83		15		18		21		6

		High school		5.3		16		19		23		7

		Preparatory		4.69		21		23		26		5

		Professional		4		22		23		25		3

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		35.19		13		16		22		9

		Cohort (1960-1970)		21.45		15		17		22		7

		Cohort (1971-1979)		11.7		16		18		23		7

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 2

		Table 2. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Women)

						Quartiles

		Variables		Subjects who experienced the event at 15 years (%)		First quartile		median		Third quartile		Interquartile range

		Generations

		Native		19.76		15		18		22		7

		2a. Generation		27.62		14		16		20		6

		1a. urban generation		56.26		11		14		18		7

		1a. rural generation		59.99		11		13		15		4

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manuals		11.54		17		20		24		7

		No manual low		28.67		14		19		23		9

		Commerce		30.23		13		17		20		7

		High Manual		20.62		15		18		22		7

		Manual under		40.89		13		15		18		5

		Father's education or economic support

		Any		53.6		12		14		16		4

		incomplete primary		32.68		13		16		19		6

		Full primary		20.47		15		17		19		4

		High school		18.59		15		18		22		7

		Preparatory		2.45		18		21		24		6

		Professional		2.93		20		22		24		4

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959)		46.92		12		15		18		6

		Cohort (1960-1970)		29.77		14		17		20		6

		Cohort (1971-1979)		17.1		15		17		21		6

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 3

		

		Table 3. discrete time model for the first out of school for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.01																								0.83		**

		1a. urban generation		1.27		***																						1.31

		1a. rural generation		1.37		***																						1.45		**

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.13		**																		1.12

		Commerce						1.20		***																		1.11

		High Manual						1.22		***																		1.07

		Manual under						1.48		***																		1.36		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.90		**														0.77		*

		Full primary										0.79		***														0.62		***

		High school										0.70		***														0.50		***

		Preparatory										0.58		***														0.32		***

		Professional										0.58		***														0.34		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.94												0.95

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.85		***										0.99

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		11.51		***						11.99		***

		16 a 20																		25.66		***						32.06		***

		21 a 29																		50.33		***						72.29		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.76		***		0.79		**

		Number of observations		12012				11740				12012				12012				12012				12012				11740

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the metropolitan area of Mexico City 2009





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Model discrete time for the first out of school for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		School exit		Unadjusted models																								Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6				7

		Generations of immigrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																								---------

		2a. Generation		1.09		***																						0.97

		1a. urban generation		1.41		***																						1.41		*

		1a. rural generation		1.50		***																						1.38		*

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																				---------

		No manual low						1.07																				1.00

		Commerce						1.24		***																		1.05

		High Manual						1.13		***																		0.94

		Manual under						1.49		***																		1.53		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------																---------

		Incomplete primary										0.78		***														0.63		***

		Full primary										0.73		***														0.64		***

		High school										0.67		***														0.51		***

		Preparatory										0.57		***														0.42		***

		Professional										0.52		***														0.35		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------												---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														0.83		***										0.79		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														0.78		***										0.74		***

		Age

		6 a 10 (ref.)																		---------								---------

		11 a 15																		9.06		***						10.26		***

		16 a 20																		19.65		***						28.16		***

		21 a 29																		29.05		***						50.06		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																						---------				---------

		Particular																						0.67		***		0.54		**

		Number of observations		10504				10281				10497				10504				10504				10504				10281

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Table 5 

		

				Table 5. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (men)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------				---------

				2a. Generation		1.81				1.21				0.93				0.86

				1a. urban generation		3.98		*		2.66		***		1.07				1.32

				1a. rural generation		9.56		***		3.03		***		1.12				1.13

				Number of observations		4684				4121				2142				1065

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 6

		

				Table 6. Effects of immigration secondment on the probability of leaving school. Odds ratios calculated starting from the interaction between generations of migrants and age (women)

				Variable		6 a 10 años				11 a 15 años				16 a 20 años				21 a 29 años

						Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

				Generations of migrants

				Native (ref.)		---------				---------								---------

				2a. Generation		4.47		**		1.36		***		1.30		*		0.72		***

				1a. urban generation		25.08		***		1.92		***		1.75		**		1.83

				1a. rural generation		28.59		***		3.11		***		1.11				0.66

				Number of observations		4483				3749				1673				599

				* p < 0.1

				** p< 0.05

				*** p< 0.01

				Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadros 7

		

		Table 7. Effects Unadjusted of migrant origin on educational attainment. Odds ratios of logistic regression model ordered (Men)

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.77				1.24				1.15

		1a. urban generation		0.45		**		0.70				0.43

		1a. rural generation		0.29		***		0.16		***		0.29		*

		Number of observations		256				349				339

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 8

		

		Highest level of education		1950-1959				1960-1970				1971-1979

				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio				Odds Ratio

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------				---------

		2a. Generation		0.38		***		1.06				0.57		**

		1a. urban generation		0.26		**		0.25		***		0.07		***

		1a. rural generation		0.06		***		0.17		***		0.23		**

		Number of observations		248				344				318

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 9

		Table 9. Determinants of educational attainment for men. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		Highest level of education		Unadjusted models																				Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generation		0.96																				1.52		***

		1a. urban generation		0.42		***																		1.00

		1a. rural generation		0.18		***																		0.43		***

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manual low						0.42		***														0.56		*

		Commerce						0.34		***														0.81

		High manual						0.32		***														0.80

		Manual under						0.11		***														0.50		***

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------												---------

		Incomplete primary										1.65		***										1.46		*

		Full primary										3.68		***										3.00		***

		High school										7.32		***										4.82		***

		Preparatory										18.45		***										12.48		***

		Professional										26.04		***										13.84		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														1.68		***						1.51		**

		Cohort (1971-1979)														2.93		***						1.69		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		3.86		***		1.97		***

		Number of observations		944				920				944				944				944				920

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009





Cuadro 10

		Table 10. Determinanates of educational attainment for women. Odds ratios derived from the binomial logistic models (Setting the discrete time logistic models up to 29 years old)

		Highest level of education		Unadjusted models																				Adjusted model

		Variables		1				2				3				4				5				6

		Generations of migrants

		Native (ref.)		---------																				---------

		2a. Generation		0.59		***																		0.98

		1a. urban generation		0.17		***																		0.42		***

		1a. rural generation		0.10		***																		0.30		***

		Father's occupation or economic support

		No high and intermediate manual (ref.)						---------																---------

		No manual low						0.71																1.33

		Commerce						0.29		***														1.03

		High manual						0.42		***														1.07

		Manual under						0.12		***														0.47		**

		Father's education or economic support

		Any (ref.)										---------												---------

		Incomplete primary										2.89		***										2.19		***

		Full primary										4.84		***										2.68		***

		High school										7.44		***										3.80		***

		Preparatory										17.47		***										6.40		***

		Professional										60.74		***										24.02		***

		Birth Cohort

		Cohort (1950-1959) (ref.)														---------								---------

		Cohort (1960-1970)														2.86		***						2.48		***

		Cohort (1971-1979)														4.77		***						3.40		***

		Studies to private or public secondary

		Public (ref.)																		---------				---------

		Particular																		10.02		***		5.28		***

		Number of observations		910				892				909				910				910				892

		* p < 0.1

		** p< 0.05

		*** p< 0.01

		Source: calculations based on data from the Survey on inequality and social mobility in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009
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Variables

Subjects who 

experienced the 
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First 

quartile

median

Third 

quartile

Interquartil

e range

Generations

Native 14.30 16 18 22 6

2a. Generation 19.40 15 18 23 8

1a. urban generation 37.99 12 14 20 8

1a. rural generation 49.25 12 15 18 6

Father's occupation or economic support

No high and intermediate manuals 4.7 17 23 25 8

No manual low 7.69 16 20 23 7

Commerce 13.02 16 18 23 7

High Manual 14.88 16 18 23 7

Manual under 34.51 13 16 19 6

Father's education or economic support

Any 43.42 13 15 17 4

incomplete primary 30.63 13 16 19 6

Full primary 16.83 15 18 21 6

High school 5.3 16 19 23 7

Preparatory 4.69 21 23 26 5

Professional 4 22 23 25 3

Birth Cohort

Cohort (1950-1959) 35.19 13 16 22 9

Cohort (1960-1970) 21.45 15 17 22 7

Cohort (1971-1979) 11.7 16 18 23 7

Table 1. Indicators of intensity and timing of the age at school salidad according to social and 

contextual origins in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico City 2009 (Men)

Quartiles

Source:calculationsbasedondatafromtheSurveyoninequalityandsocialmobilityintheMetropolitanAreaofMexicoCity

2009


