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Tables and Figures

Table 1.

Synopsis of NFRJ03

Survey name

Survey organizer

Survey company
Survey area
Subjects
Sampling method
Sample size
Survey period
Survey method
Published reports

Data availability

National Family Research of Japan 2003 (5 2 Bl £ ERKAE)

Japan Society of Family Sociology, NFRJ Committee (A ARkt a¥ 4 2EREZESR)
Central Research Service Inc. (R RFFZE4h)

All over Japan

Japanese nationals living in Japan and born between 1926 and 1975 (28 to 77 years old as of the end of 2003)
Stratified two-stage random sampling.

10,000 (response 6,302, response rate 63.02%)

January to February 2004

Leave and pick-up

The first report in 2005 and the second report (2 volumes) in 2006

Deposited at the SSJ Data Archive by the University of Tokyo (Survey Number 0517)

Website http://www.wdc-jp.com/jsfs/english/nfrj.html
Table 2. Log equivalent household income by household size
?gﬁieﬁsjsiizﬁée Mean Standard deviation ()
1 5.483 0.851 (365)
2 5.633 0.704 (1465)
3 5.731 0.647 (1343)
4 5.742 0.575 (1311)
5 5.682 0.578 (683)
6 5.632 0.563 (356)
7+ 5.565 0.549 (205)
Total 5.675 0.649 (5728)

Natural logarithm of annual household income (in 10,000 yen) in the last year (taxes included).

R*=0.012 (p < 0.01).

Table 3. Log equivalent household income by sex and marital experience

Unmarried Divorced* Widowed* Married Total

Male 5.697 5.631 5.688 5.736 5.722
0.681 0.694 0.726 0.611 0.629

(278) (206) (86) (2139) (2709)

Female  5.655 5.302 5.287 5.702 5.632
0.682 0.760 0.765 0.617 0.664

(192) (253) (244) (2329) (3019)

Total 5.680 5.450 5.392 5.718 5.675
0.681 0.749 0.774 0.614 0.649

(470) (459) (330) (4468) (5727)

Mean, standard deviation, and (N) in each cell.

*: Including those who have remarried.

Results of ANOVA: p < 0.01 for all of the main and interaction effects (by Type III SS).
R*=0.034 (p < 0.01).



Table 4. Contribution to household income (among those who experienced divorce)
c=0 0<c<025 025<c<0.5 05<c=<0.75 0.75<c<1 c=1 Total (N)

Male 2.0 2.0 2.5 9.8 123 71.6 100.0 (204)
Female 13.9 17.1 13.9 11.9 2.0 41.3 100.0 (252)
Total 8.6 10.3 8.8 11.0 6.6 54.8 100.0 (456)

¢ = Respondents personal income / household income. Percentage in each cell. Cramer’s V= 0.463 (p < 0.01).

Table 5. Remarriage or co-residence with parents (among those who experienced divorce)
Not remarried

Remarried - - Total
Without parent ~ With parent

Male 53.1 30.8 16.1 100.0
(119) (69) (36) (224)

Female 33.0 46.7 20.4 100.0
(89) (126) (55) (270)

Total 42.1 39.5 18.4 100.0
(208) (195) 91) (494)

% (N). Cramer’s V'=0.205 (p < 0.01).

Table 6. Presence of children under 13 (among those who experienced divorce)

Male 2.2 (224)
Female 14.4 (270)
Total 8.9 (494)

% (N) of those who have not remarried and live with children under 13.
Cramer’s V'=10.213 (p <0.01)

Table 7. Percentage of full-time regular employees (among those who experienced divorce)

Male 429 (224)
Female 24.1 (270)
Total 32.6 (494)
% (N). Cramer’s ¥ =0.199 (p < 0.05).

Table 8. Descriptive statistics for regression analysis (for those who experienced divorce)

Male Female
Mean SD Mean SD

Log equivalent household income  5.633 0.698 5.309 0.760
Age:

28-37 0.118 0.193

38-47 0.246 0.301

48-57 0.281 0.261

58-67 0.241 0.181

68-77 0.113 0.064
Education* 12.493 2.355 11.936 1.898
Remarried 0.562 0.497 0.325 0.469
One-person household 0.232 0.423 0.141 0.348
Living with parent 0.236 0.426 0.217 0413
Child under 13 0.020 0.139 0.153 0.360
Full-time regular employee 0.438 0.497 0.257 0.438
@) (203) (249)

*: Years of standard requirements. SD: Standard deviation.



Table 9. Regression analysis of log equivalent household income (for those who experienced divorce)

Model 1 Model 2

Model 3 Model 4

Constant
Age (reference: 48-57):
28-37
38-47
58-67
68-77
Female
Education
Remarried
One-person household
Living with parent
Child under 13

5.840%*(0.075) 4.526%*(0.222)

~0.156  (0.107) —0.131  (0.103)
~0.208* (0.092) —0.233**(0.088)
—0.327%*(0.099) —0.210* (0.097)
—0.512%*(0.133) —0.329* (0.131)
~0.346%*(0.069) —0.274**(0.067)

0.102%*(0.016)

Full-time regular employee

4.435%%(0.229) 4.350** (0.226)

—0.042  (0.105) —0.045 (0.103)
—0.165  (0.088) —0.176* (0.086)
—0.222* (0.095) —0.147  (0.096)
—0.379%*%(0.129) —0.261* (0.131)
—0.183%%(0.070) —0.121  (0.071)
0.098**(0.016)  0.092** (0.016)
0.246%*(0.088)  0.266** (0.087)
0.009 (0.108) 0.025 (0.106)
—0.098  (0.090) —0.082  (0.089)
—0.373%%(0.128) —0.352%** (0.127)

0.282** (0.072)

R2

0.087 ** 0.161**

0.22] ** 0.247**

Coefficient (standard error).

#* p<0.01.* p<005 N=452.



