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Cli mate varitability has been 1T mplicated I n changing patterns of human migration around the worl d. However, t he
di recti on and -cengethgéhnhviorf onsneonwt a l stressor s, such as temperature and precipitation shocks, O N
mi grati on has not Dbeen <cl ear, especlially 1 n the United States. Most previous studies I n this context have focused on
acut e,onmrsaepti denvironment al di sasters such as floods and hurricanes (Boust an, Kahn, and Rhode 2012; Smi th
and Mccarty 2009) . Al t hough sever al studi es have examined the effects of temperature and preciplitation on
mi gration 1 n the United States, t hey ei ther focused on certain regions such as the Great Pl aitns (Gut mann et a l
2005) and the corn belt (Feng, Oppenhel mer, and Schlenker 2012) or were conducted at high | evels of aggregati on,
such as the state | eveltadtosstaomd eltomdiI.t ADIOMLal. SAtnuduyp of environment al mi gration with full
coverage of t he conti guous United States 1Is much needed. We addressed this gap by I 1 nking net mi gration r ate
( NMR) esti mates and decenni al census data to c¢cli1I mat-e data I n the | ast four decades. We then used spati al f1 xed
effects model s to measure environment al effects on NMR while controlli ng for sociodemographic confounders and

decade and county fi1 xed effects.

Cli mate exposures affect NMR by posing threats to sustaitnable |1 velil hoods and I i1 vability, and theilr | mpacts di ffer
across places and subpopul ati ons. We seek to answer the following three questions to deci pher the relationship

bet ween <cl i mate expétlowr el daredampEMRBRt u(de) and preci pilteavteilon vari ability affect the county

NMR (200 environment al ed eeetl s NMR tWWheée fecomebtyywypoalel tdadl)os it @asus ?

environment al efdeves MRt def tewuntagross age groups?
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DATA, VARI ABLES, AND METHOD RESULTS CONCLUSI ONS
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