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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article examines how air quality information affects individual residential locations in China from 2010-2015.
2. The study finds that more people migrate away from prefectures with poorer air quality following the program, mainly driven by individual preferences for clean air.
3. Stricter regulatory environment following the program also contributes to around 30% of the total effect.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Monitor_Migration” is a well-researched and comprehensive analysis of how air quality information affects individual residential locations in China from 2010-2015. The authors have used data from China's air quality disclosure program in 2013-2015 and the 2015 census data to examine this issue. The findings suggest that more people migrate away from prefectures with poorer air quality following the program, mainly driven by individual preferences for clean air, while stricter regulatory environment following the program also contributes to around 30% of the total effect. 
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy as it provides a detailed analysis of its research question and presents evidence to support its claims. The authors have used a variety of methods such as DiD model with wave-by-year fixed effects (FE) and spatial regression discontinuity (RD) design to analyze their data, which adds credibility to their findings. Furthermore, they have provided robustness checks for their results, which further strengthens their conclusions. 
However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. Firstly, the authors have not discussed any possible counterarguments or alternative explanations for their findings which could weaken their conclusions if explored further. Secondly, they have not discussed any potential risks associated with migration due to pollution information disclosure which could be an important factor to consider when interpreting their results. Finally, they have not presented both sides equally as they focus solely on how environmental regulations affect individuals’ migration decisions without exploring other factors such as economic development or job prospects that could influence migration decisions as well. 
In conclusion, while “Monitor_Migration” is a reliable and trustworthy article overall, there are some potential biases that should be noted when interpreting its results such as lack of discussion on counterarguments or alternative explanations for its findings and lack of discussion on potential risks associated with migration due to pollution information disclosure.
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· Migration decisions and economic development
· Migration decisions and job prospects
· Pollution information disclosure and risks
· Counterarguments to air quality disclosure program
· Alternative explanations for migration decisions
· Effects of environmental regulations on migration
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