
1 
 

Appendix B: Sectoral effects 
The headline ATT captures aggregate employment dynamics. Where these job losses fall 
across the NAICS-2 sectors is informative: If enforcement simply removed immigrant 
workers in proportion to where they already worked, sectoral losses should track each  
sector’s immigrant share. Departures from that benchmark may point to demand spillovers 
or sector-specific enforcement intensity. 
 
We first perform the same Callaway Sant’Anna DiD, but on total employment by 2 and 3-
digit NAICS sectors and find the aggregate post estimate for each sector. We don’t include 
agriculture or mining because of the relative non-presence of the two sectors in metro 
areas. 
 
For details, turn to the following pages. 
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Under uniform removal by sector (every sector loses the same fraction of its likely 
undocumented workforce), a sector’s expected log-employment decline is its likely 
undocumented share 𝑆𝑠 scaled by the panel-wide ratio aggregate ATT  𝑇̅ to pooled likely 
undocumented share (across CBSAs in our sample) 𝑆̅: 

𝐴𝑇𝑇𝑠
𝑒𝑥𝑝 =̂  𝑇̅ ∗

𝑆𝑠

𝑆̅
 

 
A sector’s deviation from this benchmark is: 
 

𝐷𝑠 =  𝐴𝑇𝑇𝑠
𝑜𝑏𝑠 − 𝐴𝑇𝑇𝑠

𝑒𝑥𝑝 
 
If 𝐷𝑠 is less than 0, it would imply that the sector lost more jobs than uniform removal 
would predict, consistent with concentrated enforcement, deeper labor-demand 
spillovers, or harder-to-substitute labor. 
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