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Introduction

Untilthe late 1970’s, sexuality remained absent from studies on mobility and internal
migration, which assumed migrants to be heterosexual and mostly male (MANALANSAN 1V,
2006). Bell and Valentine (1995) recall the first attempts from geographers to insert sexuality
inthe field of urban sociology that ultimately unfolded in studies of gay ‘ghettos’. In the field of
anthropology, it was Weston (1995) who first examined the rural-urban flows in the US during
the late 1970’s. Since then, rural-urban queer migration has been a recurring topic when
analyzing migratory trajectories of sexual minorities seeking urban spaces (HUBBARD, 2012).

In the last two decades, the shift in the dynamics of internal migration to a predominately
urban-urban flow has also changed the way scholars perceive sexuality in migration studies
(SCHEITLE; GUTHRIE, 2019). Before that, sexuality was limited to sexual and reproductive rights
within the family realm. Additionally, beyond that, sexuality was constrained to gender roles,
pathologies and deviance (MANALANSAN 1V, 2006).

In demographic research, migration of sexual minorities has not advanced as much as
studies of families of sexual minorities (RECZEK, 2020). Some studies have shown that sexual
minorities have higher chances of migrating than heterosexualindividuals (BAUMLE; COMPTON;
POSTON JR., 2009), that they are over concentrated in highly urban cities (BLACK et al., 2000;
COOKE; RAPINO, 2007; WIMARK; OSTH, 2014), and that migration can also improve mental
health of gays and leshians (UENO; VAGHELA; RITTER, 2014; WIENKE; HILL, 2013). These studies
reveal the need for more research on how internal migration affects sexuality and vice-versa.
Therefore, a research agenda is necessary to show the dimensions of queer migration, which
could benefit not only migration studies, but also all other subfields in demographic research
thatintersect with sexuality and migration. In this spirit, another gap tofillis migration studies of
sexual minorities in the Global South that have emerged with a focus on international migration
(ANDRADE, 2017; FRANCA, 2017), but little has been done regarding internal migration in the
past twenty years (FRANCA, 2013; PARKER, 2002).

The primary aim of this article is to map studies appearing in academic journals between
January 2000 and June 2021 in demographic research regarding internal migration of sexual
minorities. Asecond objective is to use Brazil as a case study, by reviewing the development of
demographic studies of sexuality and migration in a country from the Global South. From this
retrospection, | intend to compare the progress in the Global North with that in a country from
the Global South, to which extent these studies have become stifled, and to identify the gaps
that needfilling to establish a research agenda. This paper will not attempt to revise migration
theories, but will allow space for discussions on how the inclusion of sexuality in migration
studies mightimprove the understanding of population mobility.

Therefore, a literature review was conducted in different academic databases focusing
on quantitative studies related to internal migration and sexuality. First, | give some general
context on studying sexuality quantitatively, given that most demographic studies make use
of quantitative data in their analysis. Then, | explain the method used to search and filter
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the articles. | found 26 articles that fit the description of the search that were later classified
into three categories (Internal migration, Spatial segregation, Spatial distribution) that were
chosenbased on the similarity of the topics in each article. Afterwards, | searched for Brazilian
demographic articles within the scope of sexuality and migration. The review of these articles
gave some clues to the reasons behind the lack of studies within this topic and the recent growth
in studies of sexuality in demographic research. Onthe one hand, the studies show the potential
of research in migration studies when considering sexuality in their analysis. On the other hand,
this review identifies some gaps within migration studies that need to be addressed such as
family issues, health and wellbeing and ethnicity when considering sexuality in population
mobility and distribution.

Sexuality & migration

The study of sexuality within the field of demography is stillin a process of establishment
and has experienced a constant growth in the last couple of decades (BAUMLE; DREON,
2019). The absence of demographic research on this issue was pointed out when the term
demography of sexuality was coined alongside demography of sexual orientation by Baumle,
Compton and Poston Jr. (2009). Before that, Badgett and Williams (1992) established a
research agenda in the field of economics that sparked a conversation about the lack of
studies including sexual orientation. In this effort, a common critique amongst scholars
was lack of good quality data to conduct research in a broader manner (BANENS, 2013;
BLACK et al., 2007; DEMAIO; BATES; O’CONNELL, 2013).

After the legalization of same-sex marriage in the early 2000’s in European countries
mostly, civil registry data became available, and after 2010, many population-based
surveys also started to collect data on same-sex couples. At first, initial studies focused
on measurement of data collection errors in where a significant number of miscoded
different-sex couples were found in countries such as the US (O’CONNELL; FELIZ, 2011). In
an attempt to make the data usable, Di Bennardo and Gates (2014) created a formula for
researchers to adjust the US Census data on same-sex couples in future research. Another
step would be to understand the best ways to obtain this kind of information in surveys,
which few studies have done over the years (BANENS, 2014; CORTINA; FESTY, 2014; GATES;
STEINBERGER, 2009).

In the last 20 years, a total of 29 countries have legalized same-sex marriage and have
been able to obtain good quality survey data or/and registry data on same-sex unions. This
gave way to groundbreaking research related to the demographics of same-sex couples and
to new studies on partnership and family dynamics (ANDERSSON et al., 2006; BAUMLE;
COMPTON; POSTON JR., 2009; GOLDANI; ESTEVE; TURU, 2013). After that, over the course
of the last ten to fifteen years some data have become available on sexual orientation,
sexual behavior and sexual desire, which have led to the emergence of studies in the field
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of demography that focus on family dynamics, labor market outcomes and health issues
(BOERTIEN; VIGNOLI, 2019; CARPENTER, 2020; LAGOS; COMPTON, 2021; RECZEK, 2020).

In contrast, the studies of sexuality related to migration, spatial concentration and spatial
segregation have many common aspects that limit their analysis in demographic research.
The primary one is the lack of data that contain information on both migration and sexual
orientation. The few surveys with this type of information are mostly focused on same-sex
couples. Therefore, it is difficult for studies to advance and draw general conclusions about
the mobility of sexual minorities since the information available is related to partnership and
not sexual orientation. Thus, the analysis using this type of data lies on assuming that the
category of same-sex couples is representative of the entire gay and lesbian community, which
limits the power of inference in the results. Also, the category of internal migration has its own
limitations with different definitions across studies, which can contribute to inconsistenciesin
the conclusions in comparative studies (GARCIA, 2015).

Review of the literature

Studies on sexuality in demography have increased over the last two decades, but studies
thatintersect sexuality and migration are still scarce in demographic research. By focusing on
quantitative research, | aim to facilitate a dialogue between the fields of human geography,
sociology and psychology found in the review through the greater affinity between quantitative
studies and demographic research. Another reason to focus on quantitative studies is the
lack of a literature review with this scope. The study by Manalansan IV (2006) focused on the
development of gender and sexuality in international migration. Also, Donato et al. (2006)
addressed the role of gender in qualitative research in casting a spotlight onto neighboring
social science fields that are open to new methodologies bringing gender to the forefront of
migration studies. Lastly, the systematic review done by Lee et al. (2018) focuses on quantitative
studies showing how different geographical units of concentration of sexual minorities can
impact health-related outcomes. These studies are important steppingstones to build
knowledge regarding sexuality and migration, although their main scope are qualitative studies
and international migration, and the quantitative review is focused on the field of geography.
Thus, this review aims to add to these studies another layer related to internal migration and
sexuality within demographic research.

With the aim to map these studies, | conducted systematic research on studies published
from January 2000 to June 2021 in 10 of the top-ranked journals! in Demography according
to SCImago inJune of 2021. With the objective of obtaining more language diversity | chose
from the 10 journals: 2 from Latin America, 3 from non-Anglophone countries in Europe, 3
from the U.K and the remaining 2 were from the US.

' Revista Brasileira de Estudos de Populagdo, Papeles de Poblacion, European Journal of Population, Journal of Population
Economics, Population, Demographic Research, Population and Development Review, Population, Space and Place,
International Migration Review, Demography.
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This initial search was done considering the scope of this revision that are studies of
internal migration and sexuality related to demographic studies, which were filtered through
title, keywords and abstract of the articles. Initially, | used the combination of the following

” € ”

keywords for the search: “same-sex”, “gay men”,

”

leshian”, “homosexuality”, “sexuality”,
“sexual minorities”, “sexual orientation” and “migration” and their translation to Spanish
and Portuguese.

| retrieved a total of 63 articles from the search and classified them into six topics by
reading their abstracts: Family and Household Dynamics (23), Labor Market (4), Measurement
(11), Education (5), Health Issues (10), Tolerance (4) and Migration and Spatial Distribution (6).
Given the small number of articles related to migration/sexuality (6) in the 10 journals, | chose
to search Scopusand JSTOR databases using the same keywords to access studies of migration
and sexuality in journals of other fields (sociology, human geography, psychology, economics
and law) that are related to demographic research and population studies.

The search in Scopus and JSTOR, retrieved a total of 212 articles including the 6 articles
on migration and spatial distribution from the previous search in the 10 journals. I filtered
these results using the information in the title, keywords, abstracts, and selected only the
articles related to migration and sexuality, which left me with 80 articlesin total. These articles
were classified into six categories: Sexual and Mental Health (40); Refugees and Asylum
Seekers (3); International Migrants (11); Internal Migration (10); Spatial Distribution (8) and
Spatial Segregation (8). Therefore, the literature review focuses on 26 articles classified into
the following three categories: Internal Migration (10); Spatial Distribution (8) and Spatial
Segregation (8). Although | found only 10 articles directly related to internal migration
quantitatively, | chose to expand the analysis to include studies about spatial distribution and
spatial segregation as they were instrumental to the analysis of internal migration.

The spatial aspect of studies related to sexual minorities have been the main subject of
interest of scholars that saw the importance of knowing where sexual minorities live and if
this spatial distribution was concentrated or dispersed given the stigma, discrimination and
violence against sexual minorities. Another issue derived from spatial distribution is spatial
segregation, which has its originsin analyzing unequal distribution of minorities spatially (BOLT;
VAN KEMPEN; VAN HAM, 2008; BROWN; CHUNG, 2006; PEACH, 1996). Thus, it adds another
layer to spatial distribution by qualifying and exploring the reasons behind the segregation of
sexual minorities. Aninteresting topic that ties these together is internal migration, a key factor
contributing to spatial distribution and segregation (CURRAN et al., 2006; MASSEY; GROSS;
SHIBUYA, 1994).

Most studies found were from the Global North, with a concentration of studies in
European countries and the United States, as already shown by Lee et al. (2018). Baumle
(2018) has described the hardship of navigating the intersection between sexuality studies
and demographic research over the years. She shares her experience on how sexuality
scholars are not very receptive to a limited categorization of sexual identity or the use of
categories of sexual behavior and kinship as a proxy for sexual orientation. According to
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Baumle (2018), an extra effort is needed to convey to reviewers the importance of findings
and carefully explain the limitations and the reasons for using a determined category of
sexuality and excluding another. In demography journals there is skepticism regarding the
data being reliable to apply quantitative modeling. This could be the reason why studies
found in the review are scattered over journals related to sexualities, demography, sociology,
economics, and geography. Also, the interdisciplinary nature of migration and sexuality
makes it hard to focus on a specific field.

Since the search retrieved no articles from the Global South that fit the scope of this study, |
provide an extended review of research on sexuality and migration within demographic research
in Brazil. l use Brazilas a case study to understand the dimensions of sexuality in a Global South
context and aim to combine the insights from literature review of the quantitative research on
the Global North to build a research agenda that showcases the gaps in research of migration
and sexuality in demographic studies.

The exercise of revisiting this body of literature is relevant to the purpose of this study and
will ground the analysis and delineate the state of the art of this growing field of knowledge. |
argue that establishing a research agenda can help move forward studies on migration of sexual
minorities since it is an important life event and therefore, an important piece to be included
with other life events such as family formation, parenthood, schooling, entering labor market
and childbearing.

Spatial distribution

It was only in the early 2000s that demographic studies recognized the potential of
using population-based surveys to analyze the spatial distribution of gay men and lesbians.
In the literature review there were nine articles of research conducted using quantitative
population-based surveys to map the spatial distribution of sexual minorities. Initially,
Black et al. (2000) used the geographical distribution of same-sex couples in the US as a
means to identify possible measurement errors in data collection. The results of geographic
concentration of same-sex couples in major cities in the US compared to the population
in general validated the data and pointed to a tendency already observed in qualitative
studies (BELL; VALENTINE, 1995; WESTON, 1995).

Afterwards, Black et al. (2002) investigated the spatial distribution of male couples in
the US and tested if these couples chose cities with high amenities to live in. They found
that gay men concentrated in cities with high housing value and coastal climate compared
to lesbians and heterosexuals. In addition, Gates and Ost (2004) showed that same-sex
couples had a diverse distribution geographically in the 2000 US. Census, when taking
ethnicity into account it became evident that African-Americans and Latinos in same-sex
couples had different spatial distribution than the rest of the couples. Baumle (2010) also
brought attention to the concentration of same-sex unmarried couples in the US-Mexico
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border. The results built on the necessity to incorporate ethnicity as well as the intersection
with sexual orientation in determining residential choices.

The understanding of residential preferences of sexual minorities and their spatial
distribution has led to the identification of neighborhood characteristics related to a
higher concentration of same-sex couples. Since geographers had already pointed out the
importance of space for sexual minorities in previous case studies, the pursuit of this type of
research seemed a natural fit in the field (KNOPP, 1995; SIBALIS, 2004; VALENTINE, 1996).

Anacker and Morrow-Jones (2005) have shown in their national level study that same-sex
households cluster in neighborhoods that have lower cost of living and at the same time
a higher number of job openings. Also, these couples concentrate more in neighborhoods
with low levels of crime and high levels of cultural, health and recreational activities. These
findings suggest social and spatial characteristics influence where same-sex couples chose
to live. The authors concluded that quality of life is one of the motivators behind the spatial
concentration of same-sex couples in certain parts of the US.

Brown and Knopp (2006) questioned how the information available in the 2000 US.
Census about gay men and lesbians can lead to closeting individuals that became invisible
according to a specific geographical level of analysis. To this end, the authors use the
work by Gates and Ost (2004) as an example of how different decisions can bring upon
conclusions that exclude certain gay and lesbian individuals from spaces.

Baumle, Compton and Poston Jr. (2009) studied which spatial aspects could explain the
concentration of same-sex couples in metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas in the US.
The results found that climate, poverty rate, population size, the heterosexual cohabitation
rate and the percentage of voting Republicans were associated with where these couples
were residing. Walther, Poston Jr. and Gu (2011) used the 2000 US. census to understand
the concentration of same-sex couples in metropolitan areas of the country, but added
heterosexual couples to the comparatives. The results are quite similar to those found by
Baumle, Compton and Poston Jr. (2009) with the addition that heterosexual couples show
different results, which according to the study are related to the role of migration of these
couples. The correlations between the percentage of migrants and the prevalence indexes
of male and female couples are much higher than for heterosexual couples, which led the
authors to attribute part of the differences in prevalence to migration decisions to relocate
to warmer locations (WALTHER; POSTON JR.; GU, 2011).

Another important aspect of the spatial distribution of population is the civil status
of individuals. Since most studies rely on data on same-sex couples, Wimark and Osth
(2014) undertook the challenge of comparing spatial concentration of single gay men
and lesbians to coupled gay men and lesbians in Sweden. The results suggest that single
gay men concentrate more in urban cities as opposed to couples. Therefore, the authors
conclude the difference between single and coupled gay men and lesbians might have a
life course factor that needs to be addressed further such as couples’ preference for less
or more urban space to raise children.
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A systematic review conducted by Lee et al. (2018) assessed how the measure of area
unit characteristics can affect what is known about sexual minority concentration and
their surroundings. At a regional level, sexual minorities concentrate in regions that are
high in resources and at neighborhood level they are concentrated in places with fewer
resources. Thus, the authors showed the lack of studies in the field and how variation in
the geographical levels of analysis can influence studies leading to opposing conclusions
about where sexual minorities reside in the same country.

Another recent study using same-sex couple data from the Spanish census showed a
concentration of 40.7% of same-sex couples in the cities of Barcelona and Madrid (LAMA;
NIETO CALAMAESTRA, 2018). The gender differences in geographical concentration of
same-sex couples were also found in Spain, which calls attention to the need for a gender
based perspective when analyzing this type of data since male partners are concentrated in
fewer cities than female partners. Moreover, the concentration in more urban and touristic
places adds to the findings in other countries of the Global North (BLACK et al., 2002;
WIMARK; OSTH, 2014).

Identifying the spatial distribution of sexual minorities is only the first step in creating
a bigger picture regarding where these individuals live and what their surroundings
look like. Another study worth mentioning by Everett (2014) has linked the relationship
between neighborhood characteristics to mental health of sexual minorities, in which
fewer urban spaces with high percentages of Republican voters are associated to higher
risk of depression.

Wimark and Fortes de Lena (2022) are interested in understanding the spatial
concentration of gay men and lesbians in Sweden. Findings show that the preference
of residence in each group is different with a concentration of same-sex partners in
more urban areas, with the exception of male same-sex partners that also concentrate
in bordered deprived areas. Another interesting finding is that when controlling for
children results do not differ from those found using the dissimilarity index, which differ
from previous studies using family structure to justify differences in spatial distribution
between male same-sex partners and female same-sex partners (BLACK et al., 2002;
WIMARK; OSTH, 2014). These results show the importance of future studies that may
explain the differencesin residential mobility that differ from the established knowledge
mainly based in US studies.

The studies mentioned above have shown that sexual minorities tend to concentrate
in more urban cities with warm weather and with large population size and that lesbians
are more spatially dispersed than gay men. At the neighborhood level these groups tend
to surround themselves with more tolerant, ethnically diverse people and sites high
in natural amenities. These initial findings open a discussion on spatial segregation
discussed below.
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Spatial segregation

The studies that have focused on segregation of sexual minorities were an initial attempt
tounderstand the “gayborhood” phenomenon (GHAZIANI, 2014). Early scholars denominated
these enclaves as “ghettos” and tried to establish connections between gentrification and
spatial concentration of sexual minorities as consequence of social marginalization. Some
studies were able to establish connection between areas considered deprived with the presence
of gay men and leshians (KNOPP, 1990; LAURIA; KNOPP, 1985). The systematic research found
eight studies related to segregation using quantitative data. Most studies are focused on the
US with the exception of two: one in Australia (GOLDIE, 2018) and another in France (GIRAUD,
2006).

One of the first researchers on residential segregation of gay and leshians couples by
Baumle, Compton and Poston Jr. (2009) uses an exposure index to quantify the segregation
between same-sex couples and different-sex couples in 40 large cities of the US. The findings
show that gay male partners are less exposed to heterosexuals than lesbians. Afterwards, they
consider what variables might be related to their segregation and find that population size,
number of gay men and leshians are important predictors of segregation between homosexuals
and heterosexuals in the USin 2000.

A study by Giraud (2006) uses the number of subscribers of a gay magazine in 2007 and the
French census of 1999 to calculate a gay coefficientin each Parisian neighborhood. The author
controls the distribution of gay men by occupation and age group, which show that occupation is
a good proxy for economic status given that senior executives live in more central neighborhood
and blue-collar workers live in less appealing neighborhoods. Another interesting finding is
thatthe age group 30-39 concentrates in the central highly desirable neighborhoods and adults
over 50 years old are living in the outskirts of Paris. The study has data limitations, but shows
in a simple manner how sexuality intersected with life stages can influence where they live.

Hayslett and Kane (2011) focused their study in Columbus, Ohio and found mixed results
in which co-location of gay and lesbian couples was an important explanatory variable for high
concentration of same-sex couples. However, other variables like diversity, openness and
diversity were also significant in the regression models. The findings evidence that gay men
are more concentrated in neighborhoods with less family households and more rented houses
and lesbians are concentrated in neighborhoods with more family households and foreign-born
residents. The results show that different barriers constrain these two groups into different
areas. The authors can only hypothesize about these constraints and have suggested qualitative
studies as an alternative to understand and identify these barriers more clearly.

A study centered in the San Francisco Bay Area conducted by Compton and Baumle (2012)
uses mixed methods that show evidence of the larger concentration of gay men in San Francisco
Countyand of lesbians in Sonoma County. Other findings include differencesin racialand ethnic
composition and average age, in which Alameda County had a more diverse racial/ethnic
population of leshians with a younger age average as opposed to the San Francisco County
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thatwas predominately white and Sonoma County that had the highest age averages. However,
the counties were different regarding demographic characteristics, as the qualitative interviews
foundthat the residential choicesin all counties were motivated by the presence of a gay/lesbian
community and a liberal political climate. Therefore, the creation of gay/lesbian enclavesin the
San Francisco Bay Area might have similar motivations, but different demographic profiles may
also have different preferences and constraints in check when choosing where to live.

Spring (2013) with a study using US census from 2000 and 2010 tried to fill the gap
regarding segregation of same-sex partners from different-sex partners at city level. The findings
show a decline in segregation of same-sex couples from different-sex couples from 2000 to
2010. This was in tune with the studies questioning whether social acceptance or tolerance
were driving the decline of segregation, which could mean the end of the “gayborhood”. In
addition, the study sheds light on the segregation of same-sex partners and its similarity to
segregation of ethnic minorities, which shows that sexual orientation should be taken into
accountin segregation studies that usually only considered race and economics as main factors
of segregation (SPRING, 2013).

A study by Madden and Ruther (2015) also uses two points in time (2000-2010) to follow
how the presence of gay men and lesbians influences population growth and income in US
censustracts. The evidence points to leshians and gay men being less segregated than African
Americans and found that lesbians are less spatially concentrated than gay men. Additionally,
census tracts thathad more gay men in 2000 finished the decade with more population growth
andincome. The same cannot be said for leshian concentration in census tract regarding these
twovariables. Adownside of this article is not accounting for how much of the population growth
inthe censustractis due to migration, which could help explain if gay men are indeed attracted
to high amenity places and are the protagonists of that growth.

The most recent study of residential segregation in US uses the American Community Survey
from 20080 2012 to calculate dissimilarity indexes and test whether gay and lesbian partners
are segregated from heterosexual partners (POSTON JR. et al., 2017). The hypotheses are based
on previous evidence (BAUMLE; COMPTON; POSTON JR., 2009; SPRING, 2013) and initially
analyse the dissimilarity indexes between male same-sex partners, female same-sex partners,
male-female married partners and male-female cohabitating partners. The authors conclude
that gay men are more segregated than lesbians, which reaffirms the evidence of previous
studies in the field. The results suggest the prevalence of gay men contributes to a higher
segregation. Inaddition, conservatism and population size influence segregation between male
same-sex partners and male-female married or cohabitating partners. Poston Jr. et al. (2017)
reinforces the findings in previous studies and does not advance the discussion that connects
individual and neighborhood characteristics.

Goldie (2018) traces the levels of aggregation and segregation between gay men and
lesbians in Australia in an attempt to understand if there are differences in the relationship
of these groups to urban spaces and to each other spatially. The results show that gay men
and lesbians have high levels of clustering in Sydney and less in Melbourne, with lesbian
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couples being less clustered than gay couples in both cities. Another finding is that gay couples
are segregated from lesbian couples, despite being in close proximity to each other. Goldie
(2018) shows that ethnic diversity, which was an important variable in other studies of spatial
distribution in the US, is not significant in the Australian context.

The studies on segregation reviewed here mainly focused on the US, which evidences
the need to expand the studies of residential and spatial segregation of sexual minorities to
other countries. The narrow scope of studies in other countries has shown that the process of
segregation thatoccurredinthose places has parallels, but at the same time differences with the
US context. On one hand, the findings stir a conversation about the importance of considering
the surroundings of sexual minorities when looking at where they live or choose to live. On the
other hand, these studies miss the opportunity of combining individual and neighborhood
sociodemographic characteristics to help understand the profile of the groups that live in a
certain part of a city or country. Therefore, the relationship between internal migration and
spatial segregation has yet to be explored in future studies.

Internal migration

It was in the field of anthropology that a first step was taken towards creating a narrative
that focused on gay and lesbian individuals and internal migration with the classic Get Thee
to a Big City by Weston (1995). The collective imagination of the small-town queer individual
that fled to the large city in an effort to experience their true selves has been the benchmark for
queer migration studies for decades. Still in the 90’s, geographers were drawn to this subject
with the works of Belland Binnie (1999), which explored the relationship between space, sexual
orientation and genderidentity. The studies of where gay men lived were ample since academia
is not exempt of gender bias, which meant that there were more men interested in studying
other men. Feminist scholars pushed for a more inclusive perspective and lesbians started to
get more visibility in geography of sexualities in the early 2000s.

In the systematic research, 10 articles on internal migration were found, some of which
were related to subjects such as wellbeing, labor market, marriage laws and sexual behavior.
Only four of the articles deal specifically with internal migration as a phenomenon, the others
used migration status as a controlvariable in regression models or as a variable in descriptive
analysis. When analyzing the information about sexuality used in these articles: four on same-
sexcouples, three use data on men who have sex with men, three on LGB individuals, three on
lesbians and gay men and one uses sexual attraction and sexual identity.

Afirst attempt to use the 1990 US census data with migration status was made by Cooke
(2005) who tested if same-sex couples are affected in the labor market when moving to a new
city. The hypothesis is that because heterosexual married women suffer employment issues
when moving to a new city, a same-sex couple would not have that problem given that there
isn’t a gender role difference between the couples. The results indicate that employment and
working hours are not affected by the move made by same-sex couples, which for the author is
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indirect evidence that heterosexual women that migrate with families are affected in the labor
market because of their gender role. While the study has interesting findings, an addition to
the analysis would be inserting the family structure of the couples, which seems odd since the
author mentions the importance of family migration for heterosexual married women.

Rosenfeld and Kim (2005) were interested in the relationship between independence
from community of origin and unions that are nontraditional in US society. To that end, the
authors focused on interracial, same-sex unions, married and cohabitating unions. They
used geographical mobility as a proxy for independence from place of origin and found that
nontraditional unions are more likely to move from the place of origin than heterosexual, same-
race, married unions. In that spectrum, the most mobile group is the same-sex, interracialand
cohabitating couples. Rosenfeld and Kim (2005) found that the independence life stage is
declining over time, which could be an indication of more acceptance and tolerance towards
nontraditional unions in the communities of origin. However, the findings of Rosenfeld and
Kim (2005) are enlightening regarding the likelihood of internal migration in the US, there is
little indication of distance from the community of origin and no differentiation between male
same-sex and female same-sex couples, which previous studies have shown to be important
in the migration and spatial distribution of gay men and lesbians in the US (BLACK et al., 2000;
COOKE, 2005).

Atopicthat gained tractionin demographic and epidemiological studies is that of migration
and HIV/AIDS. Most of these studies are focused on men that have sex with men (MSM) and
want to understand the migration patterns and risk behavior of these migrants. On that note,
Catania etal. (2006) uses migration status, closetedness and family structure to create a profile
on urban men that have sex with men in the US. The authors hypothesize that minority ethnic
groups and lower socioeconomic groups will disclose their sexuality less than other groups.
Ontheotherhand, they use migration status to test if it affects the disclosure of sexuality when
controlled also by age, ethnicity and social class. The findings evidence that most of the sample
of MSM is of in-migrants (82%) and that they are more likely to be white highly educated men.
Age and social class were not variables that differentiate MSM from non-migrants MSMin large
urban areas. Overall, the results suggest that sub-representation of ethnic minority groups in
MSM surveys might be due to non-disclosure of sexuality by these minority groups that, when
in-migrants, lower the chances of disclosing their sexuality.

Cooke and Rapino (2007) uses census data on interregional migration to show the
migration patterns of gay men and lesbians in the US. The findings showed that migration
flows of gay men were mostly to moderate-sized urban regions with an abundance of natural
amenities and that leshians migrated to less populated regions with a significant pre-
existing lesbian community. An interesting result is that population density is not significant
to lesbian migration and is important for gay migration, which could be gender related,
either showing that women do not have preference for large and dense cities or that they
do not take those variables into account when choosing where to migrate. Unfortunately,
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there was not a regression with heterosexual couples and therefore conclusions regarding
the comparisons between these groups cannot be drawn from the study.

Rault (2016) was able to add knowledge about distance from the family of origin in his
study regarding the geographical mobility of gay men and lesbians in France. These results
suggest that sexual minorities are more prone to move further away from their family of
origin, especially gay men when compared to lesbians. Another finding is that compared
to heterosexual couples, same-sex couples invest more in education and upward social
mobility. Gay men are also more likely to move to larger cities than their heterosexual
counterparts. Some of the latter findings are in line with other studies in the US that focus
on spatial concentration of gay men in large cities (BLACK et al., 2002; COMPTON; BAUMLE,
2012). At the same time, this study shows the importance of considering distance from
family as an important indicator of migration decision making among sexual minorities.

An innovative study by Hughes, Chen and Scheer (2017) created a modeling method
to estimate the migration patterns of men that have sex with men using race and HIV
serostatus. With the use of data from the National HIV Behavioral Surveillance project,
the authors estimated in-migration, out-migration and net migration from 2006 to 2013
of MSM in San Francisco. The results show that HIV-positive out-migration is higher than
HIV-positive MSM in-migration and when analyzed by race the values are even higher
compared to white MSM. In regard to HIV prevalence in the population, the results show a
decrease in HIV-positive in the population over time for all races/ethnicities. The importance
of having a model that relates migration with HIV serostatus is a critical step to establish a
benchmark that can be beneficial for future studies seeking to understand how migration
can impact HIV transmission (HUGHES; CHEN; SCHEER, 2017).

The wellbeing of sexual minorities has been a subfield of interest that relates minority
stress, stigma and discrimination with mental health of queer individuals. Wienke and
Hill (2013) expanded on this topic and were interested in investigating how the place of
residence could influence wellbeing for gay men and lesbians. Controlling for individual
characteristics, they found the wellbeing of gay men and lesbians to be lower in large cities
thaninruralareas. In more specific terms, using migration status results suggest that non-
migrant lesbians from large cities were less happy than migrant lesbians to large cities and
from rural areas. Also, migrants to rural areas reported more satisfaction with their work
than migrants and non-migrants of large cities. These results are contrary to what some
studies have suggested over the years that rural settings are detrimental to the wellbeing
of sexual minorities. Therefore, determinist theory can explain to some extent that urban
life is not without costs, including noise, pollution, traffic, crime and ethnic conflicts all of
which negatively affect wellbeing (WIENKE; HILL, 2013).

Wienke and Hill (2013) started the conversation surrounding mental health, place of
residence and migration status, another study by Ueno; Vaghela and Ritter (2014) tried to
fill the gaps left by previous studies regarding internal migration, sexual orientation and
mental health. Using Add Health data from the US, the authors found that sexual minorities
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have a higher migration rate than heterosexuals and have better mental health when
they migrate to counties more urban than the places they left. These findings add to the
importance of migration for sexual minorities that use this strategy to escape stigma and
discrimination, thus improving their mental health. Having data that enabled the study to
be delineated around transition to adulthood is innovative and necessary since migration
isin many cases closely related to that process, which makes the results even more robust.

A more recent study by Scheitle and Guthrie (2019) acknowledges that few studies have
tackled internal migration systematically and using data that allows for measures of childhood
and current residency. In this context, their article utilizes the General Social Survey from
2008 until 2016 to calculate in the residential context where gay men, lesbians, bisexual
and heterosexual people lived when they were 16 years of age and where they currently live.
The authors conclude there is no clear sexuality effect in moving towards more urban areas,
mainly because most sexual minorities are already from an urban context. They also found that
ethnic minority individuals were more likely to have moved to more urban areas since the age
of 16. The article has its limitations, insofar as they capture only one stage of movement for
theseindividuals. Nevertheless, their study shows the importance of residential contextin the
childhood of sexual minorities when analyzing migration patterns.

A lot of studies on migration use data on same-sex partners but none had used it with
a purpose of establishing a relationship between marriage and migration. It was Marcén
and Morales (2022) who connected the dots and analyzed the impact of same-sex marriage
legalization on migration patternsin the US. With the use of data from the America Community
Survey thereis evidence that the legalization of same-sex marriage does have a positive effect
on the migration flows of homosexual individuals to the states where it became legal. The
novelty of the study is using an external factor that can impact and shift the spatial distribution
of sexual minoritiesin the country. This line of research deserves more attention where the study
of marriage migration takes on a mean of its own regarding same-sex marriage.

The literature review shows that there are still many mixed results and at the same time
many possibilities of dialogue within migration studies and with other fields related to sexuality.
The factthat space and mobility are two important factors for demographic research makesitan
idealenvironmentto develop research about the relationships between sexuality and migration.
Therefore, an important articulation is paramount to solidify the subfield of demography of
sexualities, which has scholars spread across many different fields and in need of a network to
push this agenda forward.

The next step isto use Brazil as a case study in which migration is intertwined with sexuality
studies. Theaim s to give the reader a historic context that willhelp understand what is known
aboutthe relationship between sexuality and spatial mobility in Braziland the challenges faced
to advance these understandings.
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Sexuality & migration: demographic research in Brazil

The literature review has shown that there are many isolated studies from different
parts of the world with a large concentration of studies in the United States that investigate
the relationship between sexuality and migration. There were also no quantitative studies
found on migration and sexuality using Brazilian data. Therefore, | bring an overview of
the context in which sexuality and migration co-exist in Brazil and try to create a research
agenda that may contribute to this subfield of knowledge in the country more recently.

It was only a decade ago that the Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics (IBGE)
started collecting data on same-sex couples through the 2010 Census. At the time same-
sex marriage was not yet legal and would only become a reality in the country in 2013. The
availability of quantitative data on same-sex couples such asthe 2010 Census, later on the
civilregistry, and most recently the National Health Survey of 2019 could be the missing link
necessary for Brazilian demographers to research and produce knowledge on the subject.

Despite the fact that studies about sexual minorities using quantitative data are scarce,
qualitative studies brought the topic to light in the 1980s, as Maria Andrea Loyola recalls
in her paper Anthropology of Sexuality in Brazil (2000), in which she describes the first
seminars of the Sexuality and Reproduction Work Group of the Brazilian Association of
Population Studies (1983), where she found “areal desert of studies regarding the subject”.?
In 1984, at the IV Brazilian Association of Population Studies Meeting, Loyola alongside
Peter Fry coordinated a seminar on a wide range of subjects related to sexuality such as
equality, hierarchy, liberty, dependency among others. While Loyola’s (2000) intention
with her paper was to describe the trajectory of studies of sexuality in the country, it also
revealed that research on sexuality in population studies had encountered conceptual
disagreements that were put to the test given the interdisciplinary nature of the subject. This
seemed to have made scholars at the time gravitate towards their core fields of sociology,
anthropology, psychology and history and not the other way around. Of all the scholars that
participated in the 1983 seminar, only two remained conducting research in population
studies: Elza Berqué and Elisabete Déria Bilac.

Elza Berqud, a reference in demographic research in Brazil, would continue her studies
on family planning and postponement of motherhood related to sexuality and reproduction
(BERQUO, 1987, 1990; BERQUO; LOYOLA, 1984). She also investigated sexual behavior and risk
behavior specially related to HIV/AIDS (BARBOSA et al., 2008; FERREIRA et al., 2008). Elisabete
Bilac would go onto become areference in family demography in the country shedding lighton
the discussion of gender, labor and family (BILAC, 1995, 2014). The other participants in the
seminarwould become referencesin theirown fields regarding sexuality, such as Peter Fry and
Edward MacRae (1991); Maria Luiza Heilborn (2004); Nestor Perlongher (1987) and Carmen
Dora Guimardes (2004) who paved the way for many anthropologists and sociologists interested

2 Loyola (2000, p. 146) freely translated.
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in researching sexuality and identity. The difference between these paths is that the latter did
their work on sexuality related to sexual orientation and not sexuality, related to reproductive
rights, therefore the methodological and conceptual discussion that Loyola points out at the
end of her paper did not advance:
Considering the field of sexual-affective relations in its totality, with tensions and internal
contradictions among different organizational and categorical systems, we can thinkand

visualize the logical and political function that implement a more ample reproduction
of a social system that it constitutes and is constituted by it. (LOYOLA, 2000, p. 160-161)

Tracing back to the first studies about sexuality in Brazil most of them were focused
on individuality, power dynamics and romantic relationships. A step further was to find the
first studies that related mobility and migration to sexual minorities, which were found to
be concentrated in the field of Urban Anthropology.

The first works to allude to migration of gay men and lesbians in Brazil started in the
70’s with Guimaraes (2004) that studied homosexual middle class men in Rio de Janeiro who
happened to be migrants. Unfortunately, this line of queries regarding migration was not
the focus of her work, but came up in the interviews where “freedom and anonymity” were
the main motivators of the migration of those individuals. It was only in the 80’s and 90’s
thatRichard Parker (2002) dedicated a chapter of his book to identifying internal migration
in three major cities in the country. The conclusions after several interviews with gay men
was that most of the migration occurred in two stages, in which migrants left small rural
towns towards regional capitals and then eventually went to Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro
as a final destination. In some cases, the final destination was another country, but to get
there all of them had gone to Sdo Paulo and Rio before. Also, in the 80’s Perlongher (1987)
who focused his work on male prostitution in Sao Paulo acknowledged the importance
of migration to that city, which led to the structuring of a network that revolved around
the male prostitution market. Other scholars such as the historian Green (2000) pointed
to the rural-urban migration in the 70’s as an important mobility by gay men at the time,
fundamental for creating networks for homosexual individuals move and settle in these
large cities. Some scholars have even argued that this migration help build and fortify the
homosexual civil rights movement that emerged in the 1970’s in the cities of Sao Paulo
and Rio de Janeiro (SIMOES; FACCHINI, 2009).

The rural-urban migration trajectories of sexual minorities described by qualitative
research were inserted into a national dynamic of internal migration flows that were
occurring at the time in a country spiked by the economic growth and job availability
centered in the Southeast region, mostly Sdo Paulo and Rio de Janeiro (BRAGA, 2006). The
industrial development of the country between 1970 and 1980 was responsible for the
redistribution of population in Brazil and for making internal migration part of Brazilian
culture (DURHAM, 1984; FARIA, 1991; PATARRA; PACHECO, 1997). Despite being part of a
larger dynamic of internal migration the reasons behind this type of migration had more
than just economic motivators as depicted by Parker (2002).

16 R. bras. Est. Pop., v.39, 129, e0222, 2022



Fortes de Lena, F. Setting a research agenda on sexuality and migration in demographic studies

In 1994, the International Conference of Population and Development established
the control of the HIV/AIDS epidemic as one of the most important actions regarding
population. This opened a field of studies of sexual behavior especially in epidemiology
in sync with demographic research at the time (PARKER; BARBOSA, 1996; KNAUTH et al.,
2002). The funding of these studies in the 1990’s, which focused on HIV/AIDS made an
impact that still reverberates in the field of sexuality and sexual behavior (FERREIRA et al.,
2008; PAIVA et al., 2015). Although there are international studies that relate to migration
and HIV/AIDS (CATANIA et al., 2006; HUGHES; CHEN; SCHEER, 2017), in Brazil this topic
is yet to be explored.

Inthe last ten years, some qualitative studies have emerged and discussions surrounding
the specificities of migration of sexual minorities in Brazil started to gain traction. Franga
(2013) examined the migration of gay men from Sao Paulo to Recife and found that social
practices common to these men in both cities is what bonded them despite their different
backgrounds. Later, Teixeira (2015) discusses homosexual migration in the context of urban
spaces while using the concept of metronormativity (HALBERSTAM, 2005), where the urban
space is supposed to be the equivalent of freedom and sexual satisfaction, to discuss how
much of the migration process plays a part on the narratives of the lives of homosexuals. In his
final remarks, the author concludes that the mobility of homosexual individuals to different
cities and even to other countries is almost an imposition of how their subjectivity is built and
therefore: “the homosexual would be an innate migrant” (TEIXEIRA, 2015, p. 36). Unfortunately,
there is no quantitative data available that can support his conclusions, which are therefore
open fordiscussion.

Passamani (2016) focused his study on the city of Corumba near the Bolivian border and
found contradicting most studies that the participants were non-migrants who made their lives
in this small city by negotiating the private and public spaces where their sexuality could be
communicated. Campos and Moretti-Pires (2018) focused their study on homeless gay menand
lesbians in Florianépolis, in the South region of Brazil, and found that most of the individuals
interviewed were migrants who had been kicked out by their family because of violence triggered
by homophobia and that their socioeconomic background was determinant as to why they
ended up in homelessness. More recently, research on international LGBTIQ+ migrants showed
that internal migration has occurred in the trajectories of sexual minorities once established
in Brazil. Hadriel and Cogo (2020) show how internal migration by international migrants and
their partners occurs in three stages: first leaving a small-town heading to the state capitaland
afterwards going to Sdo Paulo, a similar path noted by Parker (2002) in the late 1990s.

It was only in 2015 that studies in demographic research in Brazil focused on sexual
minorities using data on same-sex couples from the 2010 Census comparing assortative mating
of these couple to different-sex couples (DE LENA; OLIVEIRA, 2015). A subsequent study by
De Lena (2016) explored conjugality and parenthood of same-sex couples in the descriptive
statistics of same-sex couples and showed that 12% of gay men and 8% of lesbians in same-sex
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relationships had both migrated between 2005 and 2010. Unfortunately, there was no further
analysis to identify if these couples had migrated together between those years.

Recently, a qualitative study by Souza (2020) that investigates the childbearing and
parenthood intentions of same-sex couples in Brasilia, capital of Brazil, found differences in
parentalintentions of lesbians when compared to gay men. The reproduction of heteronormative
roles regarding family formation were found among the couples, which made female care a
more common approach to parenting. Lastly, a study by Silva (2021) draws on a mixed-method
approach to understand the relationship between mental health and identity building of sexual
minorities in Minas Gerais in the Southeast region of Brazil. The author finds that lesbians and
bisexual women in more advanced ages were mostly migrants and fared better in regard to
mental health when compared to younger lesbians and bisexual women. In the qualitative part
of the study, there were indications that lesbians and bisexual women migrated at an earlier
stage of their life course than gay men. These results suggest that migration might be a strategy
for lesbians and bisexual women which may affect their future mental health.

Most of the studies showcased here stem from the social sciences, but in the field of
geography, which was marked in the country by the work of Silva (2008), publications have
emerged related to sexual minorities, territoriality and space (SOUZA; ORNAT, 2020; ORNAT,
2008; SILVA; ORNAT, 2015). In their review of articles published on sexuality in the field of
geography in Brazil, Silva and Vieira (2014) set the scenery of literature published between
1995 and 2012 and the problems faced by Brazilian scholars in a field dominated by Anglophone
literature. Initially, the authors thought that the existence of established internationaljournals
of geography of sexualities would facilitate the insertion of their discussions in the field. They
draw attention to the requirements imposed by top-ranked journals that make the possibility of
awider dissemination of knowledge produced by geographers of sexualities about Brazil very
limited. In addition, the little regard Anglophone reviewers have for concepts and methodologies
notbased on native Anglophone scholars creates a specific way of producing knowledge in the
field, which excludes productions from the Global South (SILVA; VIEIRA, 2014).

The difficulties to publish in international journals encountered by Silva and Vieira (2014)
could help explain the absence of articles in the systematic review from the Global South using
quantitative data on migration and sexuality. Another reason might be related to the lack of
articulation between scholars of the subfields of sexualities and migration in the country. Silva
and Vieira (2014) point to the importance of the launch of the Revista Latino-Americana de
Geografia e Género in 2009 thus creating a space where articles of geography of sexualities
from the Global South could circulate.

So far, studies conducted in Brazil that research migration and sexuality have used
qualitative methods, which limits the power of generalization of the results in terms of the
Brazilian population. Arecent study by Fortes de Lena (2022) has made use of census data and
found that migration of gay men and lesbians is concentrated on medium sized cities, which is
similarto the migration of heterosexuals. Beyond that, when analyzing large cities, gay men do
migrate more to megacities such as Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro than lesbians and heterosexual
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men and women. Nevertheless, these studies indicate that migration of sexual minorities is
an important event in the life course and needs to be addressed quantitatively to gain better
understanding of this phenomenon in a more general perspective.

Setting a research agenda

Afterreviewing the studies from the systematic review, itis clear that the questions of where
sexual minorities live, and where they move to are both important aspects of the lives of sexual
minorities, which are a part of social and economic processes related to availability of capital,
warm weather, tolerance and urbanity to name a few (BLACK et al., 2002; COMPTON; BAUMLE,
2012). The profile of sexual minorities remains unclear, as well as whether their individual
characteristics make a difference in where they choose to live. The studies reviewed here point to
some topics that stand out and have the potentialto be explored and incorporated into migration
studies. Three main topics thread the needle into discussions about internal migration of sexual
minorities: Migration and Health Issues, Migration and Family, Migration and Ethnicity,

Migration and health issues

A field of studies that can benefit from a deeper knowledge on internal migration is
epidemiology and health related studies, which have data on sexual orientation and gender
identity that fuels the production of knowledge around issues such as HIV/AIDS, minority stress,
mental health and access to healthcare. The legalization of marriage has generated studies
interested in wellbeing of same-sex couples after marriage equality. Studies have shown how
equalrightsincrease the wellbeing of these couples and social acceptance of sexual minorities
in places like the U.K. and the Netherlands (BOERTIEN; VIGNOLI, 2019; CHEN; OURS, 2018).

In addition, health disparities among the LGB population have been shown to increase
over birth cohorts, which shows the importance of identifying the causes of these disparities
for public policies (LIU; RECZEK, 2021). The study by Liu and Reczek (2021) shows that LGB
people fare worse regarding mental and physical health controlling for sociodemographicand
geographical factors, but they did not use information on migration status, which could be a
factor since migration has been shown to improve mental health of sexual minorities in the US
(UENO; VAGHELA; RITTER, 2014; WIENKE; HILL, 2013).

Two of the studies reviewed in this paper have showed the importance of wellbeing of gay
men and lesbians and migration, and have come to different conclusions regarding migration
and mental health. Wienke and Hill (2013) found that gay men and lesbians that live in urban
areas have a higher wellbeing than those in rural areas. On the other hand, Ueno, Vaghela and
Ritter (2014) showed that in the context of transition to adulthood migration to urban cities
improves the mental health of sexual minorities. In the Brazilian context, future studies focusing
oninternal migration of sexual minorities in the country related to mental health might be able
to explore the relationship initially found by Silva (2021).
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Migration and family

Family demography has been the entry point for studies of sexuality in demographic
research that take into account the sexual orientation of the population. The field of family
formation and family dynamics of sexual minorities has been studied at large in demographic
research, especially with regard to marriage equality laws and differences between same-sex
and different sex couples regarding marital choices and union stability. In the 1990’s many of
the family studies had not successfully incorporated family diversity into their analysis mostly
dueto lack of data (ALLEN; DEMO, 1995).

More recently, Reczek (2020) reviewed studies on sexual — and gender-minority families
(SGM) and found that a lot has changed in the last decade. The author draws attention to the
multiplicity of research related to sexual — and gender-minority families focusing on adolescence,
young adulthood, family formation, household dynamics, parenthood, relationship dissolution,
health and wellbeing. Onthe other hand, Reczek shows that there are still limitations to studies
onthese families such as the underrepresentation of groups such as bisexual, transgender and
asexual individuals and polyamorous families. Another important point is the lack of racial-
ethnic representation and the necessity to incorporate studies with a life course perspective
(RECZEK, 2020). Another issue that had no mentions in the study conducted by Reczek was
migration related gender- and sexual minority families, which suggests an oversight in this field.

Wimark (2016) has shown that family ties are an important factor in the analysis of
migratory trajectories of sexual minorities in Turkey. As family ties influence migration by
constraints and supportiveness (WIMARK, 2016), migration can also be the factor influencing
family formation and family dissolution of sexual minorities. In the systematic review there
were some studies that signaled the incorporation of family structure by insertion of having
children in the household.

In addition, the size of maritalmarkets is importantin union formation (VERBAKEL; KALMIJN,
2014) and has not been correlated with the knowledge that migration of sexual minorities partly
occurs notonly as a pursuit of sexual freedom but also a pursuit of sexual and marital markets.
Marcén and Morales (2022) showed that legalization of same-sex marriage had an impact
on the spatial distribution of same-sex couples. Another question would be if the decision of
where to migrate to for gay men and lesbians is correlated to the size of the marriage markets.
Wimark and Osth (2014) found that single gay men and leshians concentrate more in larger
cities. Therefore, a follow up question would be: is the urban space the only environment for
family formation of sexual minorities? There is evidence to support the large concentration of
sexual minorities in large cities, but most of these studies rely on individuals who are already
in romantic relationships. Therefore, the importance of urban spaces for family formation of
sexual minoritiesis a subjectto be addressed by scholars as well as how that may also explain
the appeal of large cities for migrants in search of partners.
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Migration and ethnicity

In the systematic review, some studies showed the similarities between the spatial
segregation of sexual minorities and ethnic minorities (SPRING, 2013). Other studies showed
how ethnicity might influence where some sexual minorities choose to live (BAUMLE, 2010).
Another finding related to the migration of MSM, showed different patterns when analyzing by
race/ethnicity (HUGHES; CHEN; SCHEER, 2017). All of these studies contributed in showing the
importance of ethnicity in migration studies of sexual minorities. Nevertheless, these studies
are based on the US, which have historic differences to the Brazilian context of how race/
ethnicity are engendered into these societies. Studies on spatial segregation and race in the
Brazilian context have shown that internal migrants according to race are spatially segregated to
peripheralregions (FACCHINI; FRANCA, 2020). Therefore, adding to these findings would be the
incorporation of sexual minorities by race and their migration patterns which remain unknown
so farand how they might contribute to the spatial segregation found in previous studies.

Final remarks

Demographic research is an interdisciplinary field at its core and therefore, the perfect
setting for studies of sexuality and migration that are complex and require quantitative
and qualitative research to produce knowledge. In reviewing the body of work produced so
far regarding migration and sexuality within demographic research, | have identified some
hypotheses that could explain some reasons for the small number of publications regarding
this subjectin demographic studies and, more specifically, in the Global South. The review also
gave some indication of themes that should be explored in future research creating a research
agenda that can encourage research on migration and sexuality in demographic research.

However, there are still few quantitative studies with information on both sexuality and
migratory status, which stifles progress in the understanding of how sexuality operates in the
spatial distribution and mobility of populations. Moreover, most studies are concentrated in
the Global North, where social acceptance of sexual minorities is much higherthan in countries
inthe Global South. The comparison of the inner workings of sexuality in the Global North and
Global South is a theme that has yet to be explored in demographic research. This review has
shown that the knowledge on sexual minorities quantitatively is focused in the Global North.
However, this review has also shown there is a growing number of studies given the recent
availability of surveys, census and registry data that enable the analysis of sexual minorities
in the Global South. How sexuality operates in these locations regarding migration and how it
differs from studies in the Global North will contribute not only to migration studies, but also to
gender and sexuality studies, since openness, stigma and discrimination have been shown to
drive migration for sexual minorities.

As a case study, the production of sexuality studies in Brazil has created a narrative of urban
migration studies interested in sexuality and the city. The advance in geography of sexualities
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in the country has shown how the relationship between sexuality, gender, urban spaces and
territory is a source of interesting findings even with some resistance from scholars (SILVA;
ORNAT, 2019). However, studies focusing on internal migration and sexuality quantitatively in
demographicresearch and geography of sexualities in Brazil remain scarce. The lack of progress
in the field of demographic research is combined with unfamiliarity of migration scholars with
sexuality studies and vice-versa. In this sense, it is important for future scholars to articulate
cooperation among these academics to investigate how sexuality affects the spatial distribution
of sexual minorities in the country through internal migration.
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Resumo

Estabelecendo uma agenda de pesquisa em sexualidade e migragdo nos estudos
demogrdficos: o que emerge da revisdo de literatura

Esse artigo faz uma revisao sistematica de textos publicados no periodo de janeiro de 2000
a junho de 2021, com enfoque em migracao interna e sexualidade, utilizando métodos
quantitativos e dados relacionados a estudos demograficos. Portanto, esse trabalho tem por
objetivo mapearo que se sabe até o momento em estudos demograficos associados a migracao
interna de minorias sexuais, bem como utilizar o desenvolvimento dos estudos de migracao
e sexualidade no Brasil como um estudo de caso em migragao e sexualidade no Sul Global. A
partir dessa retrospectiva sao identificados os empecilhos encontrados nas Gltimas décadas
e as lacunas que precisam ser preenchidas. Com isso, se estabelece uma agenda de pesquisa
para estudos de migracao interna de minorias sexuais em estudos demograficos com énfase
no Brasil, que englobam temas relacionados a satde, familia e ra¢a/etnia.

Palavras-chave: Revisdo sistematica. Sul Global. Migracdo interna. Sexualidade. Demografia

Resumen

Estableciendo una agenda de investigacion sobre sexualidad y migracién en los estudios
demogrdficos: lo que emerge de la revisién de la literatura

Este articulo presenta una revision sistematica de textos publicados desde enero de 2000
hasta junio de 2021, centrados en la migracién interna y la sexualidad utilizando métodos
cuantitativos y datos relacionados con estudios demograficos. Por tanto, tiene como objetivo
mapear lo conocido hasta el momento en los estudios demograficos vinculados a la migracién
interna de minorias sexuales. Un segundo objetivo es usar el desarrollo de estudios sobre
migracion y sexualidad en el Sur Global, perspectiva a partir de la cual se identifican los
obstaculos encontrados en las dltimas décadas y qué vacios es necesario llenar. Con esto, se
establece una agenda de investigacion para estudios de migracién interna de minorias sexuales
en estudios demograficos con énfasis en Brasil que abarcan temas relacionados con la salud,
la familia y la raza-etnia.

Palabras clave: Revision sistematica. Sur Global. Migracién interna. Sexualidad. Demografia.

Received for publication in 05/10/2021
Approved for publication in 10/08/2022

R. bras. Est. Pop., v.39, 129, 0222, 2022 29



