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Contrast the existing results by using:
A All group mortality

A All group fertility

A No mixing matrix

A Zero migration

A Zero international migration




Impact on total population number and age
structure of total population, regional effects

Impact on ethnic groups, ethnic composition, ethn
groups age structure

Example local area impact on population size and
age structure, ethnic composition



The UKG6s tot al
Projections Final p(_)pulation Eercent
2051 (in 1000) difference
TRENDEF 77720
AlIMORT 77700 -0.03
ALLFERT 77563 -0.2
NOMIXING 77744 0.03
NolntMig 62510 -19.57 §
NoMIG 61320 -21.1 2
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Population in Millions
Projections 0Oto 15 16t064 65+ ODR
2001 11.86 37.88 9.37 25
2051TREND  13.39 44.61 19.72 44
205]ALLMORT 13.39 44.61 19.71 44
2051ALLFERT 13.26 44.53 19.77 44
205INOMIXING 135 4459 19.65 44
2051noIntMIG  10.37 34.00 18.14 53
2051noMIG 10.02 32.78 18.52 56
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Total population change in percent 2051 compared to 2001
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Old age dependency ratio (ODR) England

ODR TREND 2051 ODR NolntMig 2051 ODR NoMig 2051
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The UKOs et hnic group composition unoc
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Components effects on tihmdividualéssaleet hni ¢ grr

International Internal Mortality Feritility Mixing
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Components effects on tihs@mnddrdécale et hni c gr

International Internal Mortality Feritility Mixing
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Age structure UK ethnic groups

TREND No internat. Mig No migration
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Spati al
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Change of the Index of dissimilarity compared (loD) to 2001

O
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Change 2051-2001

Group NO INT MIXIN
TREND MIG NoMIG FERT G MORT
British WBR -15 -12 -3 -15 -14 -15
White Irish WIR -20 -10 5 -22 -26 -20
Other White OWH -1 4 3 -1 -1 -1
W & BI Caribbean WBC -14 -10 -11 -15 -11 -15
. W & Bl African WBA -17 -13 -10 -17 -17 -17
Mixed
White & Asian WAS -6 -1 -6 -6 -6 -6
Other Mixed OoMI -9 -4 -5 -9 -9 -9
Indian IND -6 -2 -1 -7 -6 -6
Asian or Asian Pakistani PAK -15 -14 -15 -14 -15
British Bangladeshi BAN 19 17 3 20  -18  -19
Other Asian OAS -17 -12 -3 -17 -17 -17
Black Caribbean BCA -20 -16 -20 -20 -20
Black or Black )
British Black African BAF -21 -15 2 -21 -21 -21
Other Black OBL -29 -25 -29 -31 -29
Chinese or Other Chinese CHI -3 2 -1 -3 -4 -3
Other Ethnic Groug OET -14 -6 -5 -14 -14 -14
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Spatial distribution

Index of dissimilarity
(loD)
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Newham 1 Example LA
Population in 2001 ca. 250 thousand

: - OTH
CHI
Final p o OBL
Projections  population _ﬁercent ®
2051 (in 100q difference BLA
TRENDEF 504 _ BLC
AlIMORT 503 -0.31 2 Q-
ALLFERT 503 026 | 3 OAS
noMIXING 529 4.94 2
) : BAN
olntMig 233 -53.88 g
NoMIG 427 1528 | S ¥ PAK
IND
S OMI
WAS
WBA
o -
. WBC
2001  TF2051 NIM2051 NM2051 AF2051 Nmi2051 AM2051
WHO
Newham
Population in 1000 WIR
Projections 0Oto15 16to64 65+ ODR
2001 63.6¢ 163.91 21.82 13 WBR
2051TREND 98.7¢ 302.1¢€ 103.2z 34

2051AlIIMORT 98.82 302.0z 101.7¢ 34
2051AlIFERT 100.5¢ 298.67 103.6: 35
2051noMIXING 110.6¢ 315.5€ 102.85 33
2051noIntMIG 4582z 123.17 63.5t5 52
2051noMIG 98.62 227.7 100.84 44
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Newham ethnic groups age structure under different scenarios
TREND No internat. Mig No migration
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Components effects on Nelvindigidualscaket hni ¢ gr

International Internal Mortality Feritility Mixing
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Components effects on Newtaredartdscalet hni c gr

International Internal Mortality Feritility Mixing
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Conclusion

A Migration, in the first place international migration and to a lesser
extend internal migration impact on the total population number
as well as on the age structure of the population for the UK
population

A population growth is boosted for all groups except the White
British by international migration

A international migration plays an important role in slowing
population aging down but only moderately

A population redistribution and spatial mixing depends mainly on
Internal migration

A ethnic specific mortality and ethnic specific fertility does not affec
the total population much though it does affect particular groups

A For single local areas and the different ethnic groups, the
Importance of the various components might differ from what is
observed for the whole of the UK
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