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Abstract: Migration and its diverse forms, including economic migration, irregular migration, forced
migration, as well as the plethora of factors that drive people’s decisions to leave their habitat and
seek fortune in new places, occupy a dominant position in contemporary research and political debate.
Academic literature today brims with contributions elaborating on the complexities and implications
of migration, thus not only opening several avenues of research, but also delivering in-depth insights
into the phenomenon of migration. This notwithstanding, certain topics require greater attention of
the research community if ways of navigating the complex challenges and opportunities specific to
migration are to be identified. This overview offers some leads in this respect. Against this backdrop,
this introduction also highlights that much more work needs to be done to trigger the momentum for
the inclusion of information and communication technology (ICT) in migration research. A case is
made that in times of the 4th industrial revolution the nexus between ICT and migration needs to be
taken seriously.
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1. Introduction: On the Relevance of the Topic

Migration and its diverse forms, including economic migration, irregular migration, forced
migration, and the plethora of factors that undermine people’s decisions to leave their habitat and
seek fortune in new places, occupy a dominant position in contemporary research and political
debate [1–5]. At that debate unfolds, the aggregate term ‘migration’ has turned into a buzzword of
popular discourse [1], with its key components, such as individual agency, an individual’s suffering
and success, the causal relationships defining individual decisions to move, regulatory frameworks,
red tape, and transaction costs being—perhaps unconsciously—but, effectively, ontologically reduced
in this debate. As a result, popular media depictions of migration either simplify it or offer a biased
account of migration and migrants themselves [6,7].

On the positive side, prestigious journals brim with contributions elaborating on the complexities
and implications of migration worldwide [8–12], thus not only opening several avenues of research,
but also delivering in-depth insights into the phenomenon of migration. This notwithstanding, certain
topics still require greater attention of the research community. The Rohingya crisis or the case of
internally displaced persons (IDPs) in Yemen are just the most striking cases in this respect [13–15];
so is the Venezuela refugee crisis and many more. In some respects, the surge in migration research and
the variety of contributions from diverse scholarly perspectives does just that [16]. Notably, we can talk
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of a substantial breakthrough as regards our thinking of the regulatory dimensions of migration. Here
questions of asylum, asylum regimes, the right to protection, and, finally, the very question of varieties
of approaches to (im)migration policies have been placed in the center of the conversation [17–24].

As the debate continues and a growing number of scholars call for a new research agenda in
the field of migration [1,2,21], the role that sophisticated information and communication technology
(ICT) plays with regards to migration remains underdiscussed [25–27]. In this context, somewhat
surprisingly, the nexus between cities and migration, and perhaps most prominently, between smart
cities and migration remains opaque in the literature. The few existing contributions highlight just
how much of an important research and policy-field it is [28,29].

Driven by these considerations, the objective of this Special Issue is to make a case that, regardless
of the positive developments in the migration research, a vast field of research remains under-explored.
Accordingly, the objective of this Special Issue is to encourage research that builds on the premises of
an integrated inter- and multidisciplinary research agenda apt to capture the logic, dynamics, and
mechanisms underpinning migration in the modern age. The key assumption underpinning this
Special Issue was that our societies, and so decision-makers, can no longer pretend that migration does
not concern them. All of us, in one way or another, are exposed to diverse forms of migration and
their implications. Migration, in other words, and our societies’ ability and capacity to deal with it
responsibly, are a function of our societies’ sustainability. Hence, the imperative is to embrace the logic
specific to the sustainability debate and infuse the migration debate with it.

2. Overview of the Special Issue

The papers submitted to this Special Issue offer a brief insight into the complex matter of
contemporary migration. Much more needs to be done if the research agenda that the call for papers
delineated is to be populated and an in-depth discussion is to be ignited. The papers included in this
Special Issue address five broad issue areas, including: (i) the EU member states capacity to respond
to irregular migration; (ii) issues and challenges pertinent to irregular migration in the EU, such as
questions of instrumentalization of migration, populism, economic cost of managing migration, and
implementing integration policies, as well as our societies’ mangling ability to face the challenge of
migration; (iii) factors determining people’s decision to leave their habitat; (iv) involuntary domestic
migration, but not forced displacement; (v) social psychology of migration.

The 2015–2016 twin migration and refugee crises and their implications challenged the European
Union and its member states in a variety of ways [30,31]. The relative inability to develop apt
responses to the crisis situation revealed, on the one hand, that the existing regulatory frameworks
designed to deal with immigration, and the right to asylum were ineffective, and on the other hand,
that the EU member states were unable to talk to each other in view of addressing the multiple
challenge together [28,29]. The case of Romania elaborated in this Special Issue by Vasile and
Androniceanu [30] attests to that. In their paper titled ‘An Overview of the Romanian Asylum
Policies’, the authors examine the state of the art of asylum policy in Romania. The authors make
an interesting observation that the EU member states have been divided, not only on account of
their stance toward migration, and specifically vis-à-vis the emergency relocation scheme, but also on
account of their economic attractiveness. The latter case allows to divide the EU member states into de
facto host and transit countries. In this context, Romania—considered as one of the transit countries
for migrants heading to Western Europe—developed a set of policies, that in line with the acquis
communautaire, render Romania prepared for the possibility of irregular migration. Against this
conceptual background, the authors examine to what extent asylum policy implemented in Romania
may benefit from improvements.

Haller et al. [31] in their paper titled ‘International Migrant Remittances in the Context of Economic
and Social Sustainable Development. A Comparative Study of Romania-Bulgaria’, discuss migration
as it is experienced by Bulgaria and Romania. The authors focus on economic determinants and
implications of migration. To this end, such factors as inflation rate, GDP growth, GDP growth rate per
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capita, remittances received/capita are examined. The findings suggest that there is a direct relationship
(negative and with average intensity) between the remittances received/capita and price inflation
rate in Romania but not in Bulgaria. In the case of Romania and Bulgaria, the results indicate that
there is a direct relationship with a similar intensity between the remittances received/capita and the
unemployment rate, the household final consumption and income inequality.

Focusing on economic determinant of migration, Yüksel et al. [32] explore the specificity of
migration in Azerbaijan. The authors collect annual data of 11 explanatory variables for the period
of 1995–2015 and apply the Multivariate Adaptive Regression Splines (MARS) method to examine
them. The research results show that people prefer to move to other countries in case of high
unemployment rates. Furthermore, migration levels increase in times of population growth and
increased mortality rates.

The question of economic determinants of migration, specifically in a Chinese context, are discussed
by Fan et al. [33]. In their paper titled ‘The Spatio-Temporal Characteristics and Modeling Research
of Inter-Provincial Migration in China’. The authors examine national census data from two periods
1995–2000 and 2005–2010 to identify spatio-temporal characteristics of inter-provincial population
migration in China. The findings of this research highlight that inter-provincial population migration
increases rapidly in size with strong geographical proximity, however, China’s inter-provincial
population migration is still nascent. Statistically, inter-provincial population migration is negatively
correlated with the level of economic development in the emigrant place and the migration distance
and positively correlated with the level of economic development in the immigrant place and the
population scale in the emigrant and immigrant places.

While the authors of the following paper [34] also examine factors determining people’s decision
to leave their habitat, the key focus of their discussion is that of de facto involuntary domestic migration
in China. In their paper ‘Exploring the Determinants of Migrant Workers’ Willingness to Buy Houses
in Cities: A Case Study in Xi’an, China’, Zhang et al. [34] explore the real estate market in Chinese
cities. Interestingly, by examining it through the lens of incoming migrant population and their house
purchases’ decisions, the authors shed light on an underdiscussed in the literature process of social
engineering taking place in China today. Whereas the authors focus on the housing market and, to
this end, utilize a logistic regression model with the data collected from 410 migrant workers in Xi’an,
tacitly, the content of the paper showcases a very important, albeit underdiscussed facet of migration.

The Special Issue closes with a contribution that addresses questions pertinent to the
social-psychology of migration [35,36]. In their paper titled ‘Post-traumatic Stress Disorder and
Social Isolation among North Korean Refugee Women in South Korea: The Moderating Role of Formal
and Informal Support’, Ryu and Park [37] explore post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) in context
of migration. The authors argue that while there is abundant literature on the positive correlation
between refugee PTSD and social isolation, few studies examine the moderating effects of formal and
informal interpersonal support. The paper offers therefore an insight into this issue. Drawing from a
careful analysis of primary date, the findings of the paper will be of great use to policy-makers when
designing early proactive interventions to reduce the social isolation refugees.

3. Conclusions

The debate on migration flourishes. The burgeoning literature on diverse aspects of migration
attests to that [38–40]. As it is always the case with research agendas that experience a boom, it is
necessary that the conceptual precepts of the debate consolidate, while its metatheoretical foundations
are taken seriously. In the same manner, it is necessary that topics of exploration are not the outcome of
haphazard choices; rather, that they systematically bring together empirical concerns and considerations
and conceptual frameworks. In this vein, this Special Issue, somewhat implicitly makes a case that
much more work needs to be done to trigger the momentum for the inclusion of ICT in migration
research. In times of the 4th industrial revolution, in times of profound advances in ICT, the nexus
between ICT and migration needs to be taken seriously.
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