
Open Access

© The Author(s) 2023. Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits 
use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original 
author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third 
party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the mate-
rial. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or 
exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

CORRECTION

De Coninck and Solano  
Comparative Migration Studies           (2023) 11:31  
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878-023-00354-z

Comparative Migration Studies

Correction: Integration policies and migrants’ 
labour market outcomes: a local perspective 
based on different regional configurations 
in the EU
David De Coninck1† and Giacomo Solano2*† 

Correction: Comparative Migration Studies (2023) 11:23.  
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s40878- 023- 00347-y

The original publication of this article contained several typographical errors and incor-
rect headings in table 3. These errors have been amended, the incorrect and correct ver-
sion of table 3 are shown in this correction article. The original article has been updated.
Incorrect table 3 

Degree of urbanisation n % T-test (degree of freedom)

Share of urban regions 53 12 − 9.524 (279)***

Share of intermediate regions 20 11 1.925 (279)*

Share of rural regions 27 77 7.964 (279)***

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001

Correct table 3 

Degree of urbanisation Cluster 1 
(n = 157)

Cluster 2 
(n = 123)

T-test (degree of freedom)

Share of urban regions 53 12 − 9.524 (279)***

Share of intermediate regions 20 11 1.925 (279)*

Share of rural regions 27 77 7.964 (279)***

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001
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