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ABSTRACT
In late modern societies characterized by increasing mobility and individualization, temporary living and working arrange-

ments are no longer a rare phenomenon. In many life biographies, temporary and multi‐local periods, with more than one place

of residence, have become common. This paper adopts a life course perspective to explore how temporary experiences influence

individuals’ perceptions of their current multi‐local arrangements and future aspirations. Moreover it investigates how multi‐
local residents perceive and realize home in their life course. Based on biographical interviews with multi‐local residents in two

German cities, Frankfurt am Main and Leipzig, this study aims to deepen our understanding of multi‐local living arrangement

from a life course perspective and to examine its implications on the processuality of home.

1 | Introduction

In the past, housing was often perceived as permanent, not only in
everyday life but also from an academic perspective (Flade 2020).
Today, however, living in one place for a lifetime is no longer
common. In modern Western societies, housing has become
characterized by temporary arrangements and multi‐locality
(Reuschke 2010; Wood et al. 2015). In Germany, for instance,
trends in individualization and pluralization (Beck 2008), increased
mobility (Sheller and Urry 2006), and labor market flexibilization
(Eichhorst and Buhlmann 2015) have all contributed to the pro-
liferation of temporary living arrangements. Labor market flex-
ibilization, in particular, has made temporary employment and
frequent job changes more common (Walwei 2014; Walwei and
Muschik 2023). Lifelong work at one location for one employer has
become a rarity. Moreover, flexible working times, project work,
and new places of work, along with innovative communication
technologies and the corresponding rise of remote work, at least
since the COVID‐19 pandemic, have led to more dynamic and
novel work arrangements (Hofmann et al. 2021).

As a result of these shifts, residential biographies are becoming
more “fragile” due to being no longer characterized by linearity
(Dittrich‐Wesbuer et al. 2015; Häußermann and Siebel 2000;
Hilti 2020). People today often change between different forms
of housing more frequently over the course of their lives
(Häußermann and Siebel 2000). In addition to time‐limited
stages of housing and working, many biographies now include
phases of multi‐local living, which refers to individuals living
their lives across distinct locations (Hilti 2020; Hilti and
Petzold 2020). Multi‐local living arrangements can occur at
different stages over the course of the life for various and in
part overlapping reasons, such as family, leisure, family, part-
nership, lifestyle, training and above all work (Hesse and
Scheiner 2007; Hilti 2020).

A life course approach helps to better understand intentions,
moving behaviors and perceptions of residential mobility.
Although multi‐locality is an increasingly relevant phenome-
non, the dependencies between different temporary and multi‐
local phases in individual biographies have remained under‐
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researched (Petzold 2017). Moreover, a life course approach
offers the advantage of focusing on attachments to places,
which is characteristically noteworthy in the case of changing
residential and working locations, and especially in the case of
multi‐locality. While some studies have examined attachment
to places in multi‐local living arrangements (Hilti 2013;
Nadler 2014; Williams and Patten 2006), the perception and
realization of home as a lifelong process has not yet been
studied. This paper aims to bridge this research gap by inves-
tigating the following research questions: 1. how do temporary
experience influence the perception of a current multi‐local
living arrangement and future ideas? and 2. how do multi‐local
residents perceive and realize their home(s) in their biography?

I begin by reviewing the literature on the phenomenon of multi‐
locality und decision‐making from a life course perspective, as
well as attachments to places and home in a multi‐local
arrangement, before describing the methodology adopted in
this research. I then present my findings on how temporary ex-
perience influence the perception of a multi‐local living
arrangement and how home is realized over life course, providing
new insights into the notions of temporariness and processuality
of home for multi‐local residents. I end by discussing the pre-
sented findings in detail before providing my conclusions.

2 | Theoretical Framework

2.1 | The Conceptual Framework of Multi‐local
Living

Multi‐locality is a term that is mainly used in the German‐
speaking but also European context. Multi‐locality means “vita
activa in several places”, referring to a daily life that takes place
across multiple locations (Rolshoven 2006, p. 181). The places
are visited alternately and are often characterized by differing
functions (Rolshoven 2006; Weichhart 2009) This broad defi-
nition is further specified in some studies with the term resi-
dential multi‐locality or multi‐local living (Dittrich‐Wesbuer
et al. 2015). The concept extends beyond simply visiting several
places in everyday life and instead focuses on “living practices in
several places” (Dittrich‐Wesbuer et al. 2015; Weichhart and
Rumpolt 2015). This definition includes regular overnight stays
in various dwellings in several places (Dittrich‐Weber et al. 2015;
Hilti 2013). The term “dwelling” thereby also includes residences
beyond one's own apartment, such as long‐term hotel rentals or
regularly use of boardinghouses, and does not necessarily imply a
registered place of residence. The spectrum of multi‐local re-
sidents is broad and includes different age, social, and occupa-
tional groups, such as weekend commuters, couples in double
households (“Living Apart Together”), expatriates, transnational
carers, individuals with holiday accommodations, or commuting
children in post‐separation families (Dittrich‐Wesbuer and
Sturm 2020).

In both German‐speaking and international research, there are
several related terms that need to be distinguished at this point.
A detailed distinction of other related German concepts, such as
“place polygamy” (Beck 1997) or “polytopic living” (Stock 2009),
will not be addressed here; for an extensive differentiation, see
Petzold (2013a) and Hilti (2013). Although these related concepts

generally refer to multiple locations, they are less precise and less
specifically related to residency and also include places of leisure,
for example.

The Anglo‐Saxon debate tends to use the broader term translo-
cality (Brickell & Datta 2011). The term translocality, describes
“mobilities and multiple forms of spatial connectedness” (Greiner
and Sakdapolrak 2013, p. 375). The term is widely referred to in
migration studies, as translocality is seen in the literature as a
result of transnational migration (Didero and Pfaffenbach 2014)
and thus addresses (cross‐border) social and economic entangle-
ment processes. European studies, which primarily address job‐
related mobility, examine specific groups having multiple re-
sidences such as “long distance commuters”, “overnighters” or
“shuttles” (Schneider and Collet 2010). If additional residences
serve leisure purposes, the term “second home” is used commonly
(Paris 2012) and is primarily addressed in tourism research.

Since no other term has the same nuanced meaning as resi-
dential multi‐locality, and thereby encompasses multiple re-
sidences within and across borders for different job‐ as well as
leisure‐related reasons, in this paper I consistently use the
conceptual framework of multi‐local living. This conceptual
framework in turn means that this reviewed literature focuses
on the German research landscape.

2.2 | Multi‐local Living Decision‐making and
Biography

Whether people choose a multi‐local arrangement depends on
decision‐making processes, both by individuals and, even more
complex, in households. These processes can be explained using
a simplified cost–benefit approach familiar from migration
studies. This approach suggests that people weigh up their
individual goals and the subjective expectation of achieving
them by moving when deciding to relocate (Petzold 2017). In
mobility studies, decision‐making between mobility alternatives
is influenced by various factors, with socialization playing a
significant role (Döring et al. 2014). However, only a few studies
to date have incorporated biographical experiences when ex-
amining multi‐local arrangements. A Swiss study examined
residential experiences in relation to the subjective evaluation
of current multi‐local arrangements (Hilti and Petzold 2020).
The findings indicate that individuals who (1) have more fre-
quent relocation experiences, (2) have lived multi‐locally in the
past, or (3) whose current second residence is linked to an
earlier phase in their life (such as childhood or education) are
less likely to intend to abandon their multi‐local arrangement
(Duchêne‐Lacroix, Schad, and Hilti 2020). Petzold (2017) also
found a positive relationship between biographical experiences
and the decision for multi‐local living in a quantitative study
conducted in Switzerland, using hypothetical job offers. In-
dividuals with experience in multi‐local living were more will-
ing to relocate and establish a multi‐local arrangement again for
a beneficial job offer (Petzold 2017), leading Petzold and Hilti
(2015) to refer to such biographical experience as an “ice-
breaker” for re‐engaging in multi‐locality. Hilti and Petzold
(2020) conclude that, similar to mobility studies, socialization
processes also influence spatial mobility in the form of multi‐
local living arrangements.
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Assuming that biographical experiences influence the percep-
tion of the multi‐local arrangement and future decision‐making
processes, this paper aims to expand and deepen the under-
standing on how this influence appears. The qualitative
research design offers advantages over the previous quantitative
studies: it allows me to ask specific questions about intentions,
perceptions and subjective evaluations and to explore the pro-
cesses behind them.

2.3 | Attachments to Places and Home as a
Lifelong Process

There are numerous concepts from different disciplines that
describe and explore the connection between people and places.
Some of the most notable include sense of place (Jackson 1995),
place identity or spatial identity (Brown, Altman, and Werner 2012;
Weichhart 2019), place attachment (Low and Altman 1992),
belonging (Antonsich 2010), and home (Easthope 2004). In many
of these concepts, “place” plays a central role, often imbued with
specific meanings in contrast to the more abstract notion of
“space” (Tuan 2016). For example, in psychology studies, sense of
place is often described as the “atmosphere of a place”
(Jackson 1995, p. 24), referring to a product of setting and personal
experience (Bruns and Mündelein 2019).

Place identity, referred to in German literature as spatial identity
(Weichhart 2018), emerges from a sense of place that connects
individuals with locations, shaping personal identity (Brown,
Altman, and Werner 2012). In essence, it is a cognitive‐
emotional construct closely related to the feeling of home
(Weichhart 2018, 2019). While place identity refers more to a
state, place attachment is used to conceptualize the process of
forming emotional bonds with places. It characterizes the
emotional ties individuals or groups have to specific locations
(Low and Altman 1992). Lewicka (2011) describes the different
scales at which place attachment can occur, ranging from the
smallest scale of home (in the sense of dwelling) to neighbor-
hoods, cities, regions, and even countries or continents.

While the majority of studies on place attachment rely on
quantitative survey methods, qualitative sociological research
often explores related concepts such as belonging and home.
Belonging can be understood in two distinct ways: as a formal
structure, such as membership in a group or organization, or as
a personal sense of place attachment formed through everyday
practices (Antonsich 2010; Fenster 2004; Yuval‐Davis 2006).
Antonsich (2010, p. 647) describes this personal sense as “being
at home” in a place, or place belongingness. Gustafson (2009)
refers to territorial belonging to emphasize that this may also be
at different levels (e.g. local, regional, national). One of the
factors contributing to a personal feeling of belonging, alongside
others for example social ties, is a “auto‐biographical factor,”
such as past history, personal experiences, relationships, and
memories (Antonsich 2010).

While some studies associate home with “dwelling”, more recent
international research suggests that home is not limited to a single
dwelling but can encompass multiple places (Easthope 2004;
Winther 2009) across different scales, such as neighborhoods,
cities, or even countries (Boccagni and Kusenbach 2020). Home is

almost exclusively associated with positive attributes, including
stability, familiarity, security, comfort, and emotional attachment
(Boccagni 2017; hooks 2019). Home often seems to be something
fixed, but individuals can have many homes, that either coexist or
shift over the course of their lives (Blunt and Dowling 2022; Pérez
Murcia and Boccagni 2022). In this sense, home can be under-
stood as a process, “a process of creating and understanding forms
of dwelling and belonging” that features material and imaginative
elements (Blunt and Dowling 2022, p. 309). As Boccagni (2022)
conceptualizes it, home is more about “becoming” than “being”,
including routines and practices between the past and future
imaginations. This, albeit a rather vague definition, underscores
the idea of home as a dynamic process—something i.e. actively
“made” and evolves over time.

Given that this study was conducted in two cities in Germany, it
is necessary to clarify the linguistic and content‐related pecu-
liarities of German terminology. German distinguishes between
Zuhause (home) and Heimat (place of origin). The literature
relates Heimat to the biographical “roots” as a kind of “retro-
spective imagination,” whereas Zuhause is constituted from the
context of the current lifeworld and is significant in the present
(Nadler 2013, pp. 62–64; Weichhart 2019, pp. 54–56). This
separation allows for a temporal differentiation between the
past home (Heimat) and the current home (Zuhause). Although
this distinction is often used in everyday language, it is seldom
clearly defined. Besides the past home, Heimat can also refer to
cognitive feelings of home.

In this paper, I use the concept of home for several reasons. The
broad definition of home allows for an exploratory investigation
of relationships to places within the context of multi‐local living
over the course of a life. More than just a meaningful place, as
van der Klis and Karsten (2009) describe, home is a particularly
significant place that is intimate and personal. In contrast to
place attachment, which often focuses on a single scale (e.g., just
cities), the concept of home opens the possibility to explore
multiple scales within one research. Most importantly, home is
understood as a dynamic process – it is not fixed to specific
places or bound by time. In this paper, home is conceptualized
as a lifelong process of developing, maintaining, discovering
anew, and rediscovering feelings of home. Accordingly, home is
not just one place but can include several places that exist
simultaneously or in succession over the life course.

2.4 | Multi‐local Living and Home

Several studies have more or less explicitly addressed the issue
of attachments to places (place attachment, spatial identity,
belonging) in multi‐local living arrangements and related forms
of spatial mobility.

Previous research has associated place attachment and
belonging with permanence in one place, presuming that the
relationship with a given place intensifies with the duration of
residence (“roots”) (Gustafson 2001; Lewicka 2010). Conse-
quently, studies have assumed that there is a loss of place‐based
attachments in an increasingly mobile world (Hummon 1992;
Petzold 2013b). Nevertheless, recent empirical studies on
multi‐locality have found that those living with multi‐local
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arrangements develop attachments to several places, such as
their place of residence, their place of work or their second
homes (Hilti 2013; Nadler 2014; Stedman 2006; Williams and
Patten 2006) or even places of routinized travel (Nadler 2020;
Rolshoven 2007). These place‐based attachments can be hierar-
chical, where individuals prioritize certain locations over others
(van der Klis and Karsten 2009; Petzold 2010, 2013b;
Pollini 2005) or heterarchical, characterized by equal attachment
to multiple places (Cuba & Hummon 1993; Gustafson 2009;
Petzold 2010, 2013b). Petzold (2010) distinguishes between
“translocality” and “interlocality”, with the former indicating an
equality among residences and the latter signifying a hierarchy
and strong separation between residences.

3 | Methods—a Life‐course Approach to
Exploring Temporariness and Home

The life‐course perspective is a frequently used and largely
uncontroversial approach within residential mobility research
(Coulter and Scott 2015, Peter, Tippel, and Steinführer 2022).
This perspective focuses on individual biographies, including
places of work and residence, in addition to mobility (Castree,
Kitchin, and Rogers 2013). Moreover, person's relationship with
places can be explored through the closely related biographical
approach, which is “a way of understanding the relationship
between people and places on an individual life course”
(Castree, Kitchin, and Rogers 2013, p. 33). Instead of concen-
trating on life transitions, such as professional changes, mar-
riage, and family formation, as is common in the life‐course
approach (Feijten 2015), I take a more holistic approach fo-
cusing on the entire biography. In addition to residential and
working stages, past and current experiences in everyday life, as
well as future aspirations, are particularly relevant in this vein.
This allows for a more comprehensive understanding of the
subjective determinations of residential location, facilitating the
analysis of perceptions of individual places in the biography. In
the sense of socialization, a life course perspective can also be “a
way of understanding how events or places early in life affect
later well‐being” (Castree, Kitchin, and Rogers 2013, p. 286) and
how residential experiences affect subsequent residential choi-
ces (Albrecht et al. 2019; Feijten, Hooimeijer, and Mulder 2008;
Feijten 2015).

To gain insights into multi‐local living arrangements, a qual-
itative approach was used in this study, utilizing in‐depth in-
terviews organized as narrative‐based biographical interviews
(Schütze 1983), conducted in 2022 and 2023. Following a life‐
course approach, interviews were structured according to a
timeline on which the interviewees’ residential and working
biographies were drawn over the course of the interview.
Recognizing that not all social groups naturally generate a
significant volume of relevant information independently
(Helfferich 2011), the timeline method was used to facilitate
dialogical support during the narrative interviews. To prevent
overwhelming the interviewees with a white sheet of paper
(Worth 2011), the timeline was provided as a pre‐printed
document. This timeline was structured according to Garde
and Greinke (2022), with two pre‐structured topics, residential
and working biographies, since work turned out to be one of
the primary causes of multi‐locality (Dittrich‐Wesbuer,

Föbker, and Sturm 2015). Each interview began with an initial
question designed to elicit the narrative (King and
Harrocks 2010) regarding the working and housing biogra-
phies, and then interviewees were invited to draw their nar-
rated biography on the timeline. While drawing, the mainly
monological part of the interview took place. This was fol-
lowed by a questioning phase, during which specific targeted
topics were addressed (Rosenthal 1993, 2019); this allowed
these specific topics such as the perception of temporary ex-
periences and home to be investigated in more detail.

I conducted interviews with multi‐local residents1 in the
German cities of Frankfurt am Main (approx. 750,000 in-
habitants) and Leipzig (approx. 580,000 inhabitants). The cit-
ies were selected because they are expected to have a high
number of multi‐local residents with diverse work biographies
and lifestyles due to various factors, including the size of the
city, the demographic and economic dynamics of the city, the
high fluctuation on the housing market, the presence of uni-
versities, and various (international) companies. The two cities
serve as case studies for the research project2. In selecting the
cities, we intentionally avoided the federal states where project
team members are based, while ensuring that the chosen cities
remain easily accessible. In addition, surrounding communi-
ties in the metropolitan area were included to understand how
multi‐local living is shaped and experienced in different spatial
contexts. The recruitment of interview participants was linked
to a postal quantitative survey conducted by the research team,
which involved a random sample of residents (10,000 gross
sample) obtained from registration. Accompanying this survey
was a postcard inviting respondents, with their consent to the
statement, “I live here temporarily or have a second residence
in another place”, to contact me (using the postcard, a QR
code, or email) to participate in an in‐depth interview. I in-
terviewed all the multi‐local residents who reached out to me
to participate. Interviews were conducted in German or Eng-
lish and lasted between 25 and 80 min. All interviews were
audio recorded with participants’ permission, transcribed, and
then analyzed using a coding process based on the concept of
“Theoretical Coding” in the framework of grounded theory
(Glaser and Strauss 2008). Coding and analysis were assisted
by the software MaxQDA, which serves as a tool to support
qualitative data analysis (Flick 2021). Categories evaluated for
the analysis of this paper were the frequency of relocations and
job changes, the perception of temporariness, and the under-
standing of home. All extracts from the interviews are pre-
sented under a pseudonym, and German quotes have been
translated into English. The interviewees are listed below,
along with their relevant characteristics (Table 1).

I conducted interviews with 27 multi‐local residents, consisting
of 20 men and 7 women. This low number of women likely
reflects factors such as time constraints from family responsi-
bilities or less awareness of their multi‐local status (time/
availability bias), rather than the actual prevalence of such ar-
rangements. In the team's quantitative study, women were
equally likely to have multi‐local living arrangements (Willecke
and Wächter 2024). Self‐selection biases may also have influ-
enced participation. The fact that the interviewer was known to
be a young woman may have encouraged more men to volun-
teer for interviews. Additionally, other common self‐selection
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biases in qualitative research, such as a higher participation rate
among highly educated individuals, can be inferred from the
characteristics of the interviewees.

The interviewees range in age from 18 to 74, whereby those in
the 18–24 age group all have a second place of residence in
Frankfurt or Leipzig due to their studies, and all interviewees
in the oldest group (65–74) have already retired and therefore
do not (or no longer) have a second residence for professional
reasons. All the age groups in between (25–64) work and have
very different work biographies and associated income situa-
tions; the majority of the interviewees are professionals in IT,

logistics, management or academic fields. The families and
household situations of the interviewees vary; the majority are
in a partnership (22), 11 of whom have children. Only a
minority are not in a partnership (5).

4 | Temporariness in the Life Course of Multi‐
local Residents

Using a timeline, I documented the residential and working
biographies of the interview participants, which illustrated the
frequency of relocations and job changes along with the duration

TABLE 1 | Multi‐local Interviewees and Relevant Characteristics.

Name Sex City
Age

Group Current Occupation Family
Working
Stages

Residential
Stages

Vanessa W Frankfurt 18–24 University Student (Business) No 2 5

Harry M Frankfurt 25–34 First Officer (Logistic) Yes 4 10

Tanja W Frankfurt* 35–44 Manager (Furniture) Yes 5 5

Sascha M Frankfurt* 35–44 Research Assistant Yes 2 4

Benjamin M Frankfurt* 35–44 Research Assistant Yes 3 2

Stefan M Frankfurt 45–54 Manager (Auditing) No 4 4

Hermann M Frankfurt 55–64 Librarian (Counselling) Yes+ 3 5

Hans M Frankfurt 55–64 Professional (Publisher) No 2 6

Andrea W Frankfurt 55–64 Professional (Real Estate) Yes 5 4

Dieter M Frankfurt* 55–64 Managing Director (Bank) Yes 4 7

Bjarne M Frankfurt* 55–64 IT Professional Yes+ 11 7

Nina W Leipzig 18–24 University Student
(Pharmacy)

Yes 1 5

Yannik M Leipzig 25–34 Manager (IT‐Start‐up) No 5 7

Joachim M Leipzig 35‐44 Teacher (Vocational School) Yes 4 10

Christoph M Leipzig* 35–44 Pilot (Logistic) Yes 8 8

Sarah W Leipzig* 35–44 Manager (Real Estate) Yes+ 6 10

Tom M Leipzig 35–44 Research Assistant Yes 4 3

Robert M Leipzig 45–54 Manager (Railway) Yes+ 3 4

Birgit W Leipzig 45–54 Professional (Railway) No 5 7

Steffen M Leipzig 45–54 Pilot (Logistic) Yes+ 6 7

Mario M Leipzig 45–54 Manager (Utility Service
Provider)

Yes+ 6 6

Ralf M Leipzig 45–54 Managing director
(Construction)

Yes+ 2 4

Andreas M Leipzig 45–54 Historian (Museum) Yes+ 4 2

Holger M Leipzig* 45–54 Managing Director (IT) Yes+ 9 11

Ulrike W Leipzig 55–64 Judge Yes+ 4 2

Manfred M Leipzig 65–74 Retired (Project Management) Yes 6 5

Ulrich M Leipzig 65–74 Retired (Lawyer) Yes+ 1 8

City: City* = municipality in the metropolitan area of Frankfurt/Leipzig.
Family: Yes = partnership, Yes + = partnership and children.
Working stages: Number of stages of work drawn and mentioned during the interview. Studies and professional training were considered a working stage as a preparatory
stage in one's working life.
Residential stages: Number of stages of residence drawn and mentioned, both sequential and simultaneous (multi‐local).
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of each individual stage. Almost without exception, the life
course of the multi‐local residents interviewed was character-
ized by nonlinear, “fragile” (Hilti 2020, p. 225) biographies and
multiple changes in residential location and work. The stages of
housing and working ranged from a few months to several years
and were highly individualized. Figure 1 shows the example of
Steffen's timeline, with a high number of working and resi-
dential stages, some lasting only a few years

Although the quantity of living and working stages generally
depends on the interviewee's age, an examination of the
number of temporary experiences that have shaped and con-
tinue to shape their life is meaningful. The average number of
residential (between 5 and 6) and working stages (between 4
and 5) in the participants’ biographies was high in each case
and differed from a linear biography. In fact, temporary stages
of housing and working can be assumed to be the norm
among multi‐local residents. The assessment and evaluation
of whether the multi‐local interviewees also perceived their
various life stages as temporary was determined by them-
selves and taken into account in the following analysis. In the
following, the research questions are investigated regarding
how do temporary experiences influence the perception of a
current multi‐local arrangement and future ideas? (4.1) and
how do multi‐local residents perceive and realize their home
(s) in their biography (4.2).

4.1 | Perceptions of Temporary Experiences in
the Life Course of Multi‐local Residents

A life course approach offers the possibility of exploring the
perceptions of individual periods and the everyday lives of
multi‐local residents during their life course (Castree, Kitchin,
and Rogers 2013) with regard to temporary experiences. Thus,
current narratives could be linked to the events that were drawn
on the timeline, thereby enabling a differentiated and evaluated
picture of an individual's life course.

The interviewees had either positive, negative, or no (conscious)
temporary experiences in the past. Temporary experiences in
this sense could be time‐limited living and/or working stages,
but also multi‐local stages with several places of residence. I
clustered the perceptions of interviewees’ current multi‐local
arrangements into three categories: “desire”, “compromise”,
and “constraint”. The first category “desire” indicates that the
person had no negative feelings towards the arrangement or
that the positive feelings outweighed the negative. The second
category “constraint” implies that the interviewee perceived the
multi‐local arrangement as a necessity or restriction and felt
negatively toward it. The third category “compromise” en-
compasses a wide range of positive and negative perceptions; it
is significant that the interviewees weighed up the options and
considered the multi‐local arrangement to be the best option at

FIGURE 1 | Work‐life biography of Steffen. The hand‐filled timeline was digitized, and employer names and residential locations were anon-

ymized. The names of municipalities with less than 100,000 inhabitants are replaced by the term “municipality”. The gray box visualizes a multi‐local
living arrangement.
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the time. As a result of these perceptions, either a (new) multi‐
local arrangement or a mono‐local arrangement that contrasts
with their current situation is sought.

4.1.1 | Compromise

The majority of interviewees had positive associations with their
previous temporary experiences. For example, Harry, who moved
internationally several times in his early childhood due to his
father's different jobs, said, “That my father ‘was moved’ a lot by
work (…) that was the right decision in my opinion. That was a
great experience for all of us, and I think that personally gave me
the confidence to move away later, too.” In this way, he related
his past experiences to his current life situation and the decision
to move to Germany for further education after completing his
university studies in his home country of England. Harry cur-
rently has a multi‐local arrangement for work reasons. In addition
to his primary residence with his girlfriend in Frankfurt, he stays
in a shared flat in a medium‐sized municipality near Leipzig with
a few colleagues, which he frequents several times a month for
his job as a co‐pilot. He perceived this multi‐local situation as a
compromise. He said that he enjoys his career, but his absence
from his primary residence bothered him and put a strain on his
relationship: “Yes, it is quite difficult sometimes. When I look at
the month, I'm more than half gone. And sometimes, that actu-
ally hurts a little bit. Not only for me but also for my girlfriend.”
He also described the 5‐h commute between his two homes,
which he usually travels by train, as “lost living time.” This is one
of the reasons why Harry is seeking a mono‐local arrangement in
Frankfurt in the future. After his temporary stages and the multi‐
local arrangement, he said that he prefers a fixed, permanent
residence: “In the future, I would like to stay in Frankfurt without
moving too often. (…) I just want to have some peace and quiet.”

However, some interviewees also expressed negative connota-
tions regarding their past temporary experiences. One example is
Nina, who has lived in two places since the age of ten due to her
parents’ divorce: her mother's place of residence and her father's
place of residence. She and her younger sister changed places
every week: “I wasn't so happy before, where it was always back
and forth with my dad and my mom. That's super hard for a kid,
(…) I always thought I actually wanted one home.” Despite the
negative experiences and desire to have only one home, Nina has
currently opted for a multi‐local arrangement, spending the week
in Leipzig at her place of study in a shared flat, while on the
weekends, she either lives with her mother, where her younger
sister still lives, or at her boyfriend's place of residence. The
choice of this arrangement was a compromise that reconciles her
desire to study with being close to her family:

I definitely wanted to study pharmacy, and in Saxony,

that is only possible in Leipzig. (…) Another federal state
would only have been an option for me if I hadn't had a

boyfriend. (…) I also wanted to be close to my sister

because we somehow became super close through the

whole divorce thing, and she also misses me a lot.

For the future, however, she envisions a mono‐local lifestyle
with one home “where you have your things permanently and
can take your things from there.”

4.1.2 | Desire and Constraint

In addition to those who perceived their current temporary
arrangement as a compromise, there were others who perceived
it as a desire or, conversely, as a constraint. Ulrike and Joachim
are two prime examples of this dichotomy. Both have had no
(conscious) temporary experiences in the past. Ulrike decided to
take the next step in her career after her children moved out,
taking a job about 140 kilometers away in Leipzig. For this job,
she rents a small flat in the city center, where she lives every
2 weeks from Monday to Wednesday. For her, this dual lifestyle
is associated with a higher quality of life and more opportuni-
ties. The fact that three of her five children live nearby, and she
can spend time with them also contributed to a sense of
belonging. She perceived the current arrangement as a desire
and could easily imagine maintaining her residence for leisure
reasons even after her employment ends.

However, for Joachim, who likewise has a work‐related second
home in Leipzig, the perception was entirely different. He moved
to Leipzig because he couldn't find a well‐paying job in his
hometown (about 120 kilometers away), where he owns a house.
He rents furnished apartments in Leipzig from a housing pro-
vider and lives there during the week, traveling every weekend
either to his partner's or his own house, where his mother also
lives. He perceived the multi‐local situation as a constraint: the
decision was not voluntary but forced, and Leipzig for him was
nothing more than a “working exile.” He said that he would like
to give up his multi‐local arrangement as soon as possible.

These examples show how the current perception of the multi‐
local situation is linked to perceptions of former temporary ex-
periences, as well as ideas about the future. Figure 2 illustrates
these perceptions; supplemented with individual quotations, the
thickness of the arrows symbolizes the number of interviewees
who shared the particular perception; the dotted line denotes
that none of the interviewees shared this perception.

It is noteworthy that many multi‐local residents who viewed
their current arrangements as a desire expressed maintaining
these in the future or envisioned having different yet similarly
multi‐local arrangements. Conversely, many who perceived
their arrangement as a compromise for various reasons, as well
as all interviewees who viewed their arrangement as a con-
straint, mentioned the desire to seek a mono‐local arrangement
with only one residence. Not surprisingly, there were no
interviewees who saw the multi‐local arrangement as a con-
straint that aimed for a similar multi‐local arrangement in the
future. Positive temporary experiences in the past led most
interviewees to perceive their current arrangement either as a
compromise or even as a desire.

4.2 | Home in the Life Course of Multi‐Local
Residents

Understanding home as a lifelong process (Blunt and
Dowling 2022), it is important to note how individuals define
their home in terms of their life course. The distinction between
Heimat (place of origin) and Zuhause (current home)
was omnipresent in the interviews with German‐speaking
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multi‐local residents. Several interviewees identified Heimat,
particularly with regard to their life course and past, as the
place where close ties exist. Heimat was perceived on different
scales, from one's specific parental home to an entire region or
home country. In the interviews, Heimat was often shown
precisely on the timeline as the first stage in life while simul-
taneously being associated with the feeling of home. For Ben-
jamin, Heimat was where “I grew up for a long time and where
my (parents’) house is,” but he also said that Heimat is “es-
sentially the region.” Sebastian considered the city where he
was born and went to school and where his mother still lives to
be Heimat: “Well, you know the neighbors, (…) there are people
who are now all in their seventies and above, you know them
from your own childhood.” Sarah said, “Heimat is definitely
where my family is. That's very important for me, but also a
sense of memory. I'm very emotionally attached to [a munici-
pality near Leipzig, where she grew up] because I'm very
familiar with the neighborhood.” Stefan, who lives in several
locations and feels at home in many places, nevertheless
defined Heimat as real home: “My real home is where I grew
up. My brother has now taken over my parents’ house.” The
topic of Heimat was only brought into the conversation through
the life course approach. Through the inclusion of past life
realities, the interviewees reflected on current and past con-
nections to home. Heimat was often perceived as a past home,
although in many cases, it still exists today. Heimat was strongly
shaped by memories and, as proposed in the literature, seen
biographically, with one's roots as a “retrospective imagination”
(Nadler 2013, pp. 62–64; Weichhart 2019, pp. 54–56).

Descriptions of their current home (Zuhause) varied widely
among the multi‐local residents I interviewed. Either exactly
one place was perceived as home, several places, or even no
current place.

4.2.1 | One Place Perceived as Home

If only one place was perceived as home, this was usually where
the multi‐local residents found their center of life, and in the
case of interviewees with families, this was often the family
residence. Mario, a father of two children who commutes
between his family house in Hannover and his flat in Leipzig
for professional reasons, said, “Of course, I feel at home in
Hannover; otherwise, I wouldn't say I'd stay there. (…) I have
my family base there; I have lots of friends there, too. Leipzig…
yes, it's kind of a second choice for me.” If one's Heimat was one
of the current places of residence, this usually outweighed the
newer place of residence. Nina mentioned feeling most at home
in the place where she grew up before her parents got divorced
and where her mother still lives. Memories play an important
part in this perception. Later residential locations, like her
father's place of residence or her second home for her studies in
a shared flat in Leipzig, were places where she could feel
comfortable, but not necessarily at home:

And at the moment, I feel at home where my family is. I

feel very comfortable in [a municipality in Saxony where

her mother lives] and with my boyfriend. And in [the

FIGURE 2 | Perceptions of temporary experiences in the life course (supplemented with individual quotations, the thickness of the arrows symbolizes

the number of interviewees who share the particular perception, the dotted line denotes that none of the interviewees shared this perception).
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municipality in Saxony where her father lives] with my

dad, for example, I've always lovingly described it as a

holiday flat. You feel good when you're there. But when

I'm there permanently, I don't feel at home. That's simply

because of the memories this house brings with it. And

even in Leipzig, I would say that I feel pretty comfortable

in my room, within my four walls. But it's still a bit

strange in the kitchen and bathroom. Sometimes, you

look in the cupboards and don't even know where things

are. That's a different feeling.

4.2.2 | More Than One Places Perceived as Home

Some multi‐local residents mentioned having two or more
homes, which were also associated with attributes like famil-
iarity and stability (Boccagni 2017). Hermann described his two
residences as places where feelings of home are generated
through different practices: “[His second home] It's also a feel‐
good place, if I can sit in my armchair in the evening, turn up
the music player, listen to what I want, and choose the TV
program. (…) The main residence is also a place of well‐being. I
can light my fireplace there; I have an outside fireplace. [I feel
home] If I've mowed my lawn and it looks nice.” Furthermore,
there also exists the special case that home is perceived without
a specific reference to a place; in other words, detached from
place. This can be location‐independent, as with Manfred, who
lives with his wife alternately at three residences and uses them
for leisure purposes, who said, “I felt everywhere at home, ev-
erywhere I lived,” or person‐related, like with Nadine, who said,
“Home is where my husband is, no matter where in the world.”

4.2.3 | No Current Place Perceived as Home

The perception of no current places of residence being home
was only the case for a few of the multi‐local residents inter-
viewed. Steffen, who currently has a multi‐local arrangement
comprising his family home in a municipality in Bavaria, where
he lives with his wife and his teenage child, and a rented flat at
his place of work in Leipzig, does not feel at home in any of his
current places of residence. Regarding his place of work in
Leipzig, he said, “In Leipzig, of course, I don't have that kind of
attachment. (…) I couldn't imagine moving here either.” By
saying that he can't imagine moving to Leipzig, he clearly ex-
pressed that he does not consider Leipzig a residential location
or a home. He also said that he doesn't feel at home in his family
house either and that he has had a feeling of “homesickness”
towards his Heimat Oldenburg since he moved from there. In
contrast, he has always felt at home in previous temporary re-
sidences, where he has sometimes lived for only a few years:

But I have to say that I never had this feeling, this

homesickness, at the other stages. (…) I felt at home in

[municipality near Augsburg]. (…) This may also have

been due to the fact that I made friends during my

training. (…) I also found [municipality near Munich]

okay. I also made friends there through my employer. Or

in [municipality in the Rhine‐Main Area], I've always felt

super comfortable. The people of the Palatinate are just

super nice. I've already met some of them, and I think

they're very nice people. (…) I don't have any friends at all
here in [municipality in Bavaria]. (…) That's why I've

only had this feeling of homecoming back to Oldenburg

since I've been living there.

His sense of home was significantly shaped by the existence of
friends, with the lack of social contacts restricting his feeling of
home in his current community and directing his view and his
feeling of belonging to past stages and Heimat.

The feelings of home differed widely among the multi‐local
residents with whom I spoke. Generally, at least one of the
residencies was perceived as home if it satisfied certain attri-
butes, such as stability, familiarity, and comfort (Boccagni 2017;
hooks 2019). More specifically, personal ties (Antonsich 2010),
emotional relations with friends and family members, strongly
influenced place belongingness and the feeling of home. The
fact that these ties were missing for some led many to perceive
their current residential locations as something other than
home. In contrast, cultural, economic, and legal factors
(Antonsich 2010) did not appear to play a role in the sense of
belonging among the multi‐local residents I interviewed. What
has already become clear with regard to the Heimat is that auto‐
biographical factors (Antonsich 2010) play a substantial role in
this discussion. This becomes even clearer when the findings of
the individual temporary experiences in the life course are
combined with the feelings of home.

Bringing together the perceptions of temporary experiences in
the life course (4.1) with the perception of home (4.2) in the
biography of the multi‐local residents yielded some noteworthy
observations. All respondents who perceived their current multi‐
local arrangement as a desire felt at home in several current and
past places of residence. Conversely, all respondents who per-
ceived their current multi‐local living situation as a constraint
mentioned not feeling at home in at least one of their two current
places of residence. Moreover, feelings of home appeared to
influence future perceptions. When several of the current re-
sidences were perceived as home, the ambition to continue such
an arrangement was high. For instance, Ralf, whose primary
residence is in Munich, mentioned also being attached to
his second residence in Leipzig and developing feelings of home
there: “I've grown very fond of Leipzig.” Although he only rented
the flat for work reasons, he does not want to give it up even after
his employment contract ends and the reason for his multi‐
locality disappears: “I actually have two homes. It will be difficult
for me to say goodbye to Leipzig. I only have the flat because I
work here. But when I retire, I don't want to give it up.” In
contrast, all multi‐local residents who were dissatisfied with their
current or past temporary situation sought a mono‐local
arrangement, hoping that this would make them feel at home.

5 | Conclusion and Discussion

In late modern societies, which are characterized by increasing
mobility and individualization, temporary forms of living
and working are no longer a rare phenomenon. In particular,
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multi‐local stages, with more than one place of residence, have
become common in many life courses. This paper argued that
adopting a life course approach expands our knowledge of the
perception of multi‐locality and home, as it offers the possibility
of incorporating past experiences of temporary living arrange-
ments as well as future ideas.

The findings revealed that the biographies of multi‐local re-
sidents are characterized by periods of temporary living and
working arrangements, which are realized at different ages
and stages in life. The study was able to show that “social-
ization,” in the sense of experiences with temporariness,
influences the perception of the current multi‐local arrange-
ment and also future decisions for or against such an
arrangement. A differentiation between positive and negative
experiences, which was not made in previous studies (Petzold
and Hilti 2015), has proven to be very significant. Unlike in
Duchêne‐Lacroix et al.‘s (2020) study, more frequent relocation
experiences and past experiences with multilocality are not
necessarily associated with a positive evaluation of the multi‐
local arrangement. Instead, what is crucial is how these ex-
periences were perceived (positively or negatively), and
whether they were seen as temporary. This, in turn, leads to
different outcomes, such as the courage and confidence to live
multi‐locally in the future, or, conversely, the exhaustion from
a temporary life across multiple places. Regarding future
decisions, biographical experiences can, as described by
Petzold and Hilti (2015), act as an “icebreaker” for re‐engaging
with multilocality. It is important to emphasize in the results
that not only socialization but also other aspects are significant
for the perception of the multi‐local arrangement and future
aspirations, aspects that were not examined in this article, such
as the evaluation of economic factors or attachments to the
local environment.

In line with previous studies (Hilti 2013; Nadler 2014;
Stedman 2006; Williams and Patten 2006), findings suggest that
multi‐local residents can develop attachments to more than one
place. However, more important for this study is the question if
these places were perceived currently or retrospectively as
particularly intimate places, as home(s). In the interviews, the
multi‐local residents mentioned both Zuhause (current home)
and Heimat (past home), often in distinction from one another.
Heimat was perceived on different scales, ranging from the
parental home to an entire region, as already explored in
various studies on the concept of home (Boccagni and
Kusenbach 2020). However, the identification with broader
constructs, such as “Homeland” or “Europa” or other over-
arching notions, as found in other studies (Petzold 2013a), was
not observed here. Regarding their current home (Zuhause), the
multi‐local residents either had only one place that was per-
ceived as home, more than one place or no current place that
was perceived as home. This corresponds to previous studies
that assume different types of identification, including hierar-
chical and heterarchical, thus leading to different attachments
(Hilti 2013; Petzold 2013b). A strong attachment to one's Hei-
mat frequently corresponded with multi‐local residents not
feeling at home in their current (second) place of residence. This
shows that the biographical perspective is important for un-
derstanding the underlying mechanisms of the realization of
home. The broad and process‐oriented understanding of home

was particularly advantageous from a biographical perspective.
However, it should be noted that the term should not be
overused to avoid the risk of making overly vague statements.

Results become particularly meaningful by combining the
findings from the experiences with temporary arrangements
and feelings of home in the life course. The perception of the
current multi‐local arrangement has an impact on the feeling of
home. Individuals who perceive the multi‐local arrangement as
a desire tend to feel at home in their several places of residence;
while those who perceived their current multi‐local living sit-
uation as a constraint tend to not feel at home. Moreover,
feelings of home appeared to influence future perceptions; in-
dividuals who considered several residences as home expressed
the ambition to maintain the multi‐local arrangement; in-
dividuals who were dissatisfied with their past temporary or
current multi‐local situation sought a mono‐local arrangement,
hoping that this would make them feel at home.

Despite these insights, some important considerations must be
taken into account. First, the life course approach offers only
one variable to explain the perception of the multi‐local ar-
rangements and home. The interviews also revealed other
significant factors, particularly social relationships, which play
a crucial role and should not be overlooked. Second, in rela-
tion to place attachment and spatial mobility, Lewicka (2011)
and Gustafson (2009) encourage a critical examination of
causality: mobility influences territorial belonging, but con-
versely, belonging can also shape the willingness to move and
be mobile. Since this study relies on qualitative narrative in-
terviews, where the connections were made by the inter-
viewees themselves, this reasoning can be considered valid for
them. However, it remains an important consideration for
further analysis.

Although the life‐course perspective encompasses a longer
period of time, the interview remains a snapshot. It is important
to emphasize that cognitive adaptation processes can lead to
distortions in the perception of previous experiences. Satisfac-
tion with the current situation, including the perception of
home, is influenced by the timing of the interview and can be
dependent on daily factors such as mood and other transient
conditions. Despite an open acquisition strategy through self‐
classification that includes multi‐locals in different life situa-
tions even without registered residences, I primarily recruited
(highly) skilled multi‐local residents, as evinced in their occu-
pational details. Less‐skilled interviewees were rarely included
in the sample, which may be due to the method of acquisition,
accessibility, and willingness to talk, but it could also be due to
the financial constraints of living in several places. It is likely
that multi‐local residents in lower socioeconomic situations
have different perceptions of home, an aspect that should be
further explored in future research. Another interesting aspect
for future research could be a comparison between the con-
struction and perception of home between multi‐local residents
and mono‐local residents.

Despite these limitations, this work has shown that the life
course approach provides new insights into the perception of
the temporariness and processuality of home in the life course
of multi‐local residents.
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Endnotes
1While the broader study also included mono‐local residents, who live
temporarily in cities, this paper focuses exclusively on multi‐local
individuals. This decision was made to maintain a clear emphasis on
multi‐local living arrangements and their emotional attachments,
which were central to the interviews with multi‐local residents and
align with the conceptual framework of multi‐locality explored in this
paper.

2This article was created as part of the DFG‐funded research project
“Temporality of Living ‐ Places of Emotional Belonging and Everyday
Practices,” which was conducted in collaboration between RWTH
Aachen University and Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT).
Using a mixed‐methods approach, the project examined temporary
living and working arrangements in the metropolitan areas of
Frankfurt/Main and Leipzig.

References

Albrecht, J., L. Döring, C. Holz‐Rau, and J. Scheiner. 2019. Residential
Location Choices of Couples Considering Both Partners' Residential Biog-
raphies and Family Ties (Comparative Population Studies, Vol. 44).
Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.12765/CPOS-2019-12EN.

Antonsich, M. 2010. “Searching for Belonging ‐ An Analytical Frame-
work.” Geography Compass 4, no. 6: 644–659. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1749-8198.2009.00317.x.

Beck, U. 1997. Was ist Globalisierung? Irrtümer des Globalismus ‐ An-
tworten auf Globalisierung [What Is Globalization?]. Suhrkamp.

Beck, U. 2008. “Jenseits von Klasse und Nation: Individualisierung und
Transnationalisierung Sozialer Ungleichheiten [Beyond Class and
Nation].” SozW 59, no. 4: 301–325. https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-
6073-2008-4-301.

Blunt, A., and R. Dowling. 2022. Home. 2nd ed. Routledge. https://doi.
org/10.4324/9780429327360.

Boccagni, P. 2017. “Migration and the Search for Home.” In Mapping
Domestic Space in Migrants’ Everyday Lives. US: Palgrave Macmillan.
https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-137-58802-9.

Boccagni, P. 2022. “Homing: A Category for Research on Space
Appropriation and ‘Home‐Oriented’ Mobilities.” Mobilities 17, no. 4:
585–601. https://doi.org/10.1080/17450101.2022.2046977.

Boccagni, P., and M. Kusenbach. 2020. “For a Comparative Sociology of
Home: Relationships, Cultures, Structures.” Current Sociology 68, no. 5:
595–606. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392120927776.

Brickell, K. and Datta, A., ed. 2011. Translocal Geographies: Spaces,
Places, Connections. Ashgate.

Brown, B. B., I. Altman, and C. M. Werner. 2012. “Place Attachment.”
In International Encyclopedia of Housing and Home, edited by S. J.
Smith. Elsevier.

Bruns, D., and D. Mündelein. 2019. “Internationale Konzepte zur
Erklärung von Mensch‐Ort‐Beziehungen [International Concepts to
Explain Human‐Place Relationships].” In Heimat: Ein vielfältiges Kon-
strukt, edited by M. Hülz, O. Kühne, and F. Weber, 99–119. Raum-
Fragen: Stadt‐Region‐Landschaft: Springer.

Castree, N., R. Kitchin, and A. Rogers. 2013. Dictionary of Human
Geography. Oxford University Press.

Cuba, L., and D. M. Hummon. 1993. “Constructing a Sense of Home:
Place Affiliation and Migration Across the Life Cycle.” Sociol Forum 8,
no. 4: 547–572. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01115211.

Coulter, R., and J. Scott. 2015. “What Motivates Residential Mobility?
Re‐Examining Self‐Reported Reasons for Desiring and Making Resi-
dential Moves.” Population, Space and Place 21, no. 4: 354–371. https://
doi.org/10.1002/psp.1863.

Didero, M., and C. Pfaffenbach. 2014. “Mulilokalität Und Translokalität
[Multi‐Locality and Translocality].” Geographische Rundschau 11: 4–9.

Dittrich‐Wesbuer, A., S. Föbker, and G. Sturm. 2015. “Multilokales
Wohnen: Empirische Befunde zur Verbreitung in Deutschland [Multi‐
local Living].” In Mobil und doppelt sesshaft: Studien zur residenziellen
Multilokalität, edited by P. Weichhart and A. Dittrich‐Wesbuer, 121–143.
Inst. für Geographie und Regionalforschung.

Dittrich‐Wesbuer, A., and G. Sturm. 2020. “Quantitative Daten I: Am-
tliche Daten zur Verbreitung Multilokaler Lebensformen in Deutsch-
land, Österreich und der Schweiz [Quantitative Data I: Official Data on
the Prevalence of Multi‐Local Living Arrangements in Germany, Aus-
tria and Switzerland].” In Multilokale Lebensführungen und räumliche
Entwicklungen: ein Kompendium, edited by R. Danielzyk, A. Dittrich‐
Wesbuer, and N. Hilti, 104–111. Forschungsberichte der ARL.

Dittrich‐Wesbuer, A., C. Kramer, C. Duchêne‐Lacroix, and P. Rumpolt.
2015. “Multi‐Local Living Arrangements: Approaches to Quantification
in German Language Official Statistics and Surveys.” Tijdschrift Voor
Economische en Sociale Geografie 106, no. 4: 409–424. https://doi.org/10.
1111/tesg.12160.

Döring, L., J. Albrecht, J. Scheiner, and C. Holz‐Rau. 2014. “Mobility
Biographies in Three Generations – Socialization Effects on Commute
Mode Choice.” Transportation Research Procedia 1, no. 1: 165–176.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2014.07.017.

Duchêne‐Lacroix, C., H. Schad, and N. Hilti. 2020. “Multilokales
Wohnen in der Schweiz: ein Forschungsprojekt [Multi‐Local Living in
Switzerland].” In Multilokale Lebensführungen und räumliche En-
twicklungen: ein Kompendium, edited by R. Danielzyk, A. Dittrich‐
Wesbuer, and N. Hilti, 270–277. Forschungsberichte der ARL.

Easthope, H. 2004. “A Place Called Home.” Housing, Theory and Society
21, no. 3: 128–138.

Eichhorst, W., and F. Buhlmann. 2015. “Die Zukunft der Arbeit und der
Wandel der Arbeitswelt [The Future of Work and the Changing World of
Work].” In IZA Standpunkte (77). Forschungsinstitut zur Zukunft der
Arbeit.

Feijten, P., P. Hooimeijer, and C. H. Mulder. 2008. “Residential Experi-
ence and Residential Environment Choice Over the Life‐Course.” Urban
Studies 45, no. 1: 141–162. https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098007085105.

Feijten, P. M. 2015. Life Events and the Housing Career: A Retrospective
Analysis of Timed Effects. Universiteit Utrecht.

Fenster, T. 2004. “Belonging, Memory and the Politics of Planning in
Israel.” Social & Cultural Geography 5, no. 3: 403–417. https://doi.org/
10.1080/1464936042000252796.

Flade, A. 2020. “Wohnen in der individualisierten Gesellschaft: Psy-
chologisch kommentiert [Living in the Individualized Society].” In
AWMF, Angewandte Wohn‐ und Mobilitätsforschung. Springer.

11 of 13

 15448452, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/psp.70007 by R

w
th A

achen U
niversity Z

entraler R
echnungseingang, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/02/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.12765/CPOS-2019-12EN
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-8198.2009.00317.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-8198.2009.00317.x
https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-6073-2008-4-301
https://doi.org/10.5771/0038-6073-2008-4-301
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429327360
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429327360
https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-137-58802-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/17450101.2022.2046977
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392120927776
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01115211
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.1863
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.1863
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12160
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2014.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098007085105
https://doi.org/10.1080/1464936042000252796
https://doi.org/10.1080/1464936042000252796


Flick, U. 2021. “Qualitative Sozialforschung: Eine Einführung [Quali-
tative Social Research] (10th ed.).” In Rororo Rowohlts Enzyklopädie:
Vol. 55694. Rowohlt Taschenbuch Verlag.

Garde, L., and L. Greinke. 2022. “Using Participatory Visual Methods to
Explore Multi‐Local Living Arrangements ‐ The Example of Work‐Life
Biographies and Reflexive Photography.” International Journal of
Qualitative Methods 21: 16094069221121242. https://doi.org/10.1177/
16094069221121242.

Glaser, B. G., and A. L. Strauss. 2008. “Grounded Theory: Strategien
Qualitativer Forschung.” In Gesundheitswissenschaften Methoden.
(2nd ed.). Huber.

Greiner, C., and P. Sakdapolrak. 2013. “Translocality: Concepts, Ap-
plications and Emerging Research Perspectives.” Geography Compass 7,
no. 5: 373–384. https://doi.org/10.1111/gec3.12048.

Gustafson, P. 2001. “Roots and Routes.” Environment and Behavior 33,
no. 5: 667–686. https://doi.org/10.1177/00139160121973188.

Gustafson, P. 2009. “Mobility and Territorial Belonging.” Environment and
Behavior 41, no. 4: 490–508. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916508314478.

Häußermann, H., and W. Siebel. 2000. Soziologie des Wohnens: Eine
Einführung in Wandel und Ausdifferenzierung des Wohnens [Sociology of
Housing]. (2nd ed.). Juventa Verlag.

Helfferich, C. 2011. Die Qualität qualitativer Daten: Manual für die
Durchführung qualitativer Interviews [The Quality of Qualitative Data]
(4th ed.). VS Verlag für Sozialwissenschaften/Springer. https://doi.org/
10.1007/978-3-531-92076-4.

Hesse, M., and J. Scheiner. 2007. “Räumliche Mobilität Im Kontext Des
Sozialen Wandels: Eine Typologie Multilokalen Wohnens [Spatial
Mobility in the Context of Social Change].” Geographische Zeitschrift 95,
no. 3: 138–154.

Hilti, N. 2013. “Lebenswelten multilokal Wohnender: Eine Betrachtung
des Spannungsfeldes von Bewegung und Verankerung [Living Worlds of
Multi‐Local Residents].” In Stadt, Raum und Gesellschaft: Vol. 25. Springer.

Hilti, N., and K. Petzold. 2020. “Biografie: Multilokales Wohnen an der
Schnittstelle von Wohn‐ und Mobilitätsbiografie [Biography].” In Mul-
tilokale Lebensführungen und räumliche Entwicklungen: ein Kompen-
dium, edited by R. Danielzyk, A. Dittrich‐Wesbuer, and N. Hilti, 98–103.
Forschungsberichte der ARL.

Hilti, N. 2020. “(Multilokales) Wohnen [(Multi‐Local) Living].” In
Multilokale Lebensführungen und räumliche Entwicklungen: ein Kom-
pendium, edited by R. Danielzyk, A. Dittrich‐Wesbuer, and N. Hilti,
222–228. Forschungsberichte der ARL.

Hofmann, J., A. Piele, and C. Piele 2021. Arbeiten in der Corona‐
Pandemie: Folgeergebnisse Ausgestaltung des »New Normal« [Working
During the Covid‐19 Pandemic]. https://www.iao.fraunhofer.de/
content/dam/iao/images/iao-news/arbeiten-in-der-corona-pandemie-
folgeergebnisse-ausgestaltung.pdf.

hooks, b. 2019. Belonging: A Culture of Place. Routledge.

Hummon, D. M. 1992. “Community Attachment: Local Sentiment and
Sense of Place.” In Place Attachment: Human Behavior and Environ-
ment (Advances in Theory and Research), edited by M. Low Setha and A.
Irwin, (12th ed.), 253–278. Springer.

Jackson, J. B. 1995. “A Sense of Place, a Sense of Time.” Design
Quarterly 164: 24–27.

King, N., and C. Harrocks. 2010. Interviews in Qualitative Research. Sage.

van der Klis, M., and L. Karsten. 2009. “Commuting Partners, Dual Re-
sidences and the Meaning of Home.” Journal of Environmental
Psychology 29, no. 2: 235–245. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2008.11.002.

Lewicka, M. 2010. “What Makes Neighborhood Different From Home
and City? Effects of Place Scale on Place Attachment.” Journal of
Environmental Psychology 30, no. 1: 35–51. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
JENVP.2009.05.004.

Lewicka, M. 2011. “Place Attachment: How Far Have We Come in the
Last 40 Years?” Journal of Environmental Psychology 31, no. 3: 207–230.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2010.10.001.

Low, S. M., and I. Altman. 1992. “Place Attachment: A Conceptual
Inquiry.” In Place Attachment: Human Behavior and Environment
(Advances in Theory and Research), edited by I. Altman and S. M. Low,
(12th ed.), 1–12. Springer.

Nadler, R. 2014. Plug&Play Places: Lifeworlds of Multilocal Creative
Knowledge Workers. De Gruyter Open. https://doi.org/10.2478/
9783110401745.

Nadler, R. 2013. “Von der präsenten Heimat zum appräsenten Zu-
hause? Multilokalität und kreative Wissensarbeiter/innen [From the
Present Home to the Appresent Home?].” In Hier und dort: Ressourcen
und Verwundbarkeiten in multilokalen Lebenswelten, edited by C.
Duchêne‐Lacroix and P. Maeder, 55–69. Schwabe Verlag.

Nadler, R. 2020. “Plug&Play Places: Über die Bespielbarkeit von Orten
in multilokalen Lebenswelten.” In Multilokale Lebensführungen und
räumliche Entwicklungen: ein Kompendium, edited by R. Danielzyk, A.
Dittrich‐Wesbuer, and N. Hilti, 308–314. Forschungsberichte der ARL.

Paris, C. T. 2012. Multiple homes. International Encyclopedia of Hous-
ing and Home. https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/social-sciences/
second-home.

Pérez Murcia, L. E., and P. Boccagni. 2022. “Of Home‐Comings and
Home‐Scales: Reframing Return Migration Through a Multiscalar Un-
derstanding of Home.” Global Networks 22, no. 3: 499–513. https://doi.
org/10.1111/glob.12371.

Peter, H., C. Tippel, and A. Steinführer. 2022. “Wohnstandortentschei-
dungen in einer wohnbiographischen Perspektive: Eine explorative Studie
in ländlichen und großstädtischen Kontexten [Residential Location Deci-
sions From a Residential Biographical Perspective].” In Thünen‐Report: Vol.
93, 251733. Johann‐Heinrich‐von‐Thünen‐Institut.

Petzold, K. 2013a. “Multilokalität als Handlungssituation.” In Lokale
Identifikation, Kosmopolitismus und Ortsbezogenes Handeln unter Mo-
bilitätsbedingungen [Multi‐Locality as a Situation of Action]. Springer.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-531-19490-5.

Petzold, K. 2013b. “Von Einem, aer auszog Wurzeln zu Schlagen: Mul-
tilokalisierte Akteure und die Mechanismen lokaler Identifikation am
Beispiel von Fernpendlern [About Someone Who Set Out to Put Down
Roots].” Soziale Welt 64: 291–316.

Petzold, K. 2017. “Mobility Experience and Mobility Decision‐Making:
An Experiment on Permanent Migration and Residential Multilocality.”
Population, Space and Place 23, no. 8: e2065. https://doi.org/10.1002/
psp.2065.

Petzold, K., and N. Hilti. 2015. “Intentionen zur Multilokalisierung bei
Akademikerinnen und Akademikern: Biografische Erfahrungen als
„Eisbrecher“ [Intentions to Multilocalize Among Academics: Bio-
graphical Experiences as ‘Icebreakers’].” In Räumliche Mobilität und
Lebenslauf: Studien zu Mobilitätsbiografien und Mobilitätssozialisation,
edited by J. Scheiner and C. Holz‐Rau, 277–295. Springer VS.

Petzold, K. 2010. “Wenn sich alles um den Locus dreht: Multilokalität,
Multilokation, multilokales Wohnen, Inter‐ und Translokalität als Be-
griffe der Mehrfachverortung [When Everything Focuses on the
Locus].” In Transkulturalität, Transnationalität, Transstaatlichkeit,
Translokalität: Theoretische und empirische Begriffsbestimmungen, edi-
ted by M. Hühn, D. Lerp, K. Petzold, and M. Stock, 235–257. LIT.

Pollini, G. 2005. “Elements of a Theory of Place Attachment and Socio‐
Territorial Belonging.” International Review of Sociology 15, no. 3: 497–515.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03906700500272483.

Reuschke, D. 2010. “Berufsbedingtes Pendeln Zwischen Zwei Wohnsit-
zen: Merkmale Einer Multilokalen Lebensform in Der Spätmoderne
[Work‐Related Commuting Between Two Places of Residence].”
Comparative Population Studies – Zeitschrift für Bevölkerungswissenschaft
35: 135–164.

12 of 13 Population, Space and Place, 2025

 15448452, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/psp.70007 by R

w
th A

achen U
niversity Z

entraler R
echnungseingang, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/02/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1177/16094069221121242
https://doi.org/10.1177/16094069221121242
https://doi.org/10.1111/gec3.12048
https://doi.org/10.1177/00139160121973188
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916508314478
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-531-92076-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-531-92076-4
https://www.iao.fraunhofer.de/content/dam/iao/images/iao-news/arbeiten-in-der-corona-pandemie-folgeergebnisse-ausgestaltung.pdf
https://www.iao.fraunhofer.de/content/dam/iao/images/iao-news/arbeiten-in-der-corona-pandemie-folgeergebnisse-ausgestaltung.pdf
https://www.iao.fraunhofer.de/content/dam/iao/images/iao-news/arbeiten-in-der-corona-pandemie-folgeergebnisse-ausgestaltung.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2008.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JENVP.2009.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JENVP.2009.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2010.10.001
https://doi.org/10.2478/9783110401745
https://doi.org/10.2478/9783110401745
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/social-sciences/second-home
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/social-sciences/second-home
https://doi.org/10.1111/glob.12371
https://doi.org/10.1111/glob.12371
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-531-19490-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2065
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2065
https://doi.org/10.1080/03906700500272483


Rolshoven, J. 2006. “Woanders Daheim: Kulturwissenschaftliche An-
sätze Zur Multilokalen Lebensweise in Der Spätmoderne [Elsewhere at
Home].” Zeitschrift Für Volkskunde 102, no. 2: 179–194.

Rolshoven, J. 2007. “The Temptations of the Provisional: Multilocality
as a Way of Life.” Ethnologia Europaea 37, no. 1: 17–25. https://doi.org/
10.16995/EE.1010.

Rosenthal, G. 1993. “Reconstruction of Life Stories: Principles of
Selection in Generating Stories for Narrative Biographical Interviews.”
Narrative Study of Lives 1: 59–91. https://www.ssoar.info/ssoar/handle/
document/5929.

Rosenthal, G. 2019. “Biographieforschung [Biography Research].” In
Handbuch Methoden der Empirischen Sozialforschung, edited by N. Baur
and J. Blasius, 585–598. Springer VS.

Schneider, N. F. and Collet, B., ed. 2010. Mobile Living Across Europe:
Causes and Consequences of Job‐Related Spatial Mobility in Cross‐
National Comparison. Budrich.

Schütze, F. 1983. “Biographieforschung Und Narratives Interview
[Biographical Research and Narrative Interview].” Neue Praxis 13, no. 3:
283–293.

Sheller, M., and J. Urry. 2006. “The New Mobilities Paradigm.”
Environment and Planning a: Economy and Space 38, no. 2: 207–226.
https://doi.org/10.1068/a37268.

Stedman, R. C. 2006. “Understanding Place Attachment Among Second
Home Owners.” American Behavioral Scientist 50, no. 2: 187–205.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764206290633.

Stock, M. 2009. “Polytopisches Wohnen: Ein Phänomenologisch‐
Prozessorientierter Zugang [Polytopic Living].” Informationen zur
Raumentwicklung no. 1/2: 107–116.

Tuan, Y.‐F. 2016. “Space and Place: Humanistic Perspective.” In Raum
und Ort, edited by A. Escher and S. Petermann, 133–166. Franz Steiner
Verlag.

Walwei, U. 2014. “Times of Change: What Drives the Growth of Work
Arrangements in Germany?” Journal for Labour Market Research 47,
no. 3: 183–204. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12651-013-0136-z.

Walwei, U., and M. L. Muschik. 2023. “Wandel der Erwerbsformen-
struktur ‐ Alte und neue Trends [Change in the Employment Struc-
ture].” In IAB‐Forschungsbericht: 1/2023. Institut für Arbeitsmarkt‐ und
Berufsforschung. https://doi.org/10.48720/IAB.FB.2301.

Weichhart, P. 2009. “Multilokalität ‐ Konzepte, Theoriebezüge und For-
schungsfragen [Multi‐Locality].” In Informationen zur Raumentwicklung:
1/2. 1–14.

Weichhart, P. 2018. “Identität, raumbezogene [Spatial Identity].” In
Handwörterbuch der Stadt‐ und Raumentwicklung, edited by Akademie
für Raumentwicklung in der Leibniz‐Gemeinschaft, 909–914.

Weichhart, P. 2019. “Heimat, raumbezogene Identität und Descartes’
Irrtum [Home, Spatial Identity and Descartes’ Fallacy].” In Heimat: Ein
vielfältiges Konstrukt, edited by M. Hülz, O. Kühne, and F. Weber, 53–66.
Springer VS.

Weichhart, P., and A. Rumpolt. 2015. “Residenzielle Multilokalität –:
Problemlagen und Desiderata der Forschung [Residential Multi‐
locality].” In Mobil und doppelt sesshaft: Studien zur residenziellen
Multilokalität, edited by P. Weichhart and A. Dittrich‐Wesbuer, 11–60.
Inst. für Geographie und Regionalforschung.

Willecke, M., and L. Wächter. 2024. “Unveiling Her Perspective: Ex-
ploring Women's Multi‐Local Living Arrangements in German Cities.”
Women's Studies International Forum 107: 103004. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.wsif.2024.103004.

Williams, D. R., and S. R. Patten. 2006. “Home and Away? Creating
Identities and Sustaining Places in a Multi‐Centered World.” InMultiple
Dwelling and Tourism: Negotiating Place, Home, and Identity, edited by
N. McIntyre, D. Williams, and K. McHugh, 32–50.

Winther, I. W. 2009. “Homing Oneself: Home as a Practice.” Haecceity
Papers 4, no. 2: 49–83.

Wood, G., N. Hilti, C. Kramer, and M. Schier. 2015. “A Residential
Perspective on Multi‐Locality: Editorial.” Tijdschrift Voor Economische en
Sociale Geografie 106, no. 4: 363–377. https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12158.

Worth, N. 2011. “Evaluating Life Maps as a Versatile Method for Life-
course Geographies.” Area 43, no. 4: 405–412.

Yuval‐Davis, N. 2006. “Belonging and the Politics of Belonging.” Patterns of
Prejudice 40, no. 3: 197–214. https://doi.org/10.1080/00313220600769331.

13 of 13

 15448452, 2025, 2, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/psp.70007 by R

w
th A

achen U
niversity Z

entraler R
echnungseingang, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/02/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.16995/EE.1010
https://doi.org/10.16995/EE.1010
https://www.ssoar.info/ssoar/handle/document/5929
https://www.ssoar.info/ssoar/handle/document/5929
https://doi.org/10.1068/a37268
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764206290633
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12651-013-0136-z
https://doi.org/10.48720/IAB.FB.2301
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2024.103004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2024.103004
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12158
https://doi.org/10.1080/00313220600769331

	Temporariness in the Life Course of Multi-local Residents: Processuality of Home
	1 Introduction
	2 Theoretical Framework
	2.1 The Conceptual Framework of Multi-local Living
	2.2 Multi-local Living Decision-making and Biography
	2.3 Attachments to Places and Home as a Lifelong Process
	2.4 Multi-local Living and Home

	3 Methods—a Life-course Approach to Exploring Temporariness and Home
	4 Temporariness in the Life Course of Multi-local Residents
	4.1 Perceptions of Temporary Experiences in the Life Course of Multi-local Residents
	4.1.1 Compromise
	4.1.2 Desire and Constraint

	4.2 Home in the Life Course of Multi-Local Residents
	4.2.1 One Place Perceived as Home
	4.2.2 More Than One Places Perceived as Home
	4.2.3 No Current Place Perceived as Home


	5 Conclusion and Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Conflicts of Interest
	Data Availability Statement
	Endnotes
	References




