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Appendices Chapter 3
Table A3.1. Overall pooled model for all the 20 countries for respondents born between 1960 and
1994: Effect of parental education on timing of first marriage separately for women and men.

Model 1

Model 2

Model 3a

Model 3b

B (SE)

B (SE)

B (SE)

B (SE)

Not cohabiting

Cohabiting

Women
Effect parental education
Cross-national variation (I2)

-.129 **
(.016)

-.089 **
(.011)

-.121 **
(.014)

-.002
(.015)

90.5%

76.5%

81.8%

70.2%

Not cohabiting

Cohabiting

Men
Effect parental education
Cross-national variation (I2)

-.120 **
(.015)

-.102 **
(.014)

-.118 **
(.019)

-.052 *
(.019)

79.9%

72.9%

82.6%

67.6%

Note: In all models controlled for age and squared term, birth year and squared term, and the interactions
between parental education and age (and squared term).
*= p<.05, ** = p<.01
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Figure A3.1a. Net effect of parental education on marriage for women (controlled Figure A3.1b. Net effect of parental education on marriage for men (controlled for own
for own education and enrollment) for 18 European and two North-American education and enrollment) for 18 European and two North-American countries. Metacountries. Meta-analysis of estimates from discrete- time logistic models.
analysis of estimates from discrete- time logistic models.
country

ES (95% CI)

(1) Cohabitation as prelude to marriage
Italy
Hungary
Romania
Czech Republic
Bulgaria
Poland
Lithuania
Russia
Subtotal (I-squared = 81.2%, p = 0.000)
.
(2) Cohabitation as trial marriage
Germany
Georgia
United Kingdom
Canada
Subtotal (I-squared = 46.0%, p = 0.136)
.
(3) Cohabitation as alternative to marriage
Netherlands
Austria
Belgium
United States
France
Estonia
Subtotal (I-squared = 69.9%, p = 0.005)
.
(4) Cohabitation as the norm
Sweden
Norway
Subtotal (I-squared = 54.3%, p = 0.139)
.
Overall (I-squared = 76.5%, p = 0.000)
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-0.09 (-0.12, -0.05)

-0.07 (-0.13, -0.02)
-0.02 (-0.07, 0.02)
-0.05 (-0.10, 0.00)
-0.09 (-0.11, -0.07)
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country

ES (95% CI)

(1) Cohabitation as prelude to marriage
Bulgaria
Czech Republic
Hungary
Poland
Italy
Romania
Lithuania
Russia
Subtotal (I-squared = 66.4%, p = 0.004)
.
(2) Cohabitation as trial marriage
Germany
Canada
Georgia
United Kingdom
Subtotal (I-squared = 75.4%, p = 0.007)
.
(3) Cohabitation as alternative to marriage
Austria
Netherlands
United States
Belgium
France
Estonia
Subtotal (I-squared = 51.5%, p = 0.067)
.
(4) Cohabitation as the norm
Sweden
Norway
Subtotal (I-squared = 85.8%, p = 0.008)
.
Overall (I-squared = 72.9%, p = 0.000)
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Figure A3.2a. Effect of parental education on marriage when young adults are not Figure A3.2b. Effect of parental education on marriage when young adults are living
living together for women for 18 European and two North-American countries. Meta- together for women for 18 European and two North-American countries. Metaanalysis of estimates from discrete- time logistic models.
analysis of estimates from discrete- time logistic models.
ES (95% CI)

country
(1) Cohabitation as prelude to marriage
Romania
Italy
Hungary
Czech Republic
Bulgaria
Poland
Lithuania
Russia
Subtotal (I-squared = 81.5%, p = 0.000)
.
(2) Cohabitation as trial marriage
Germany
United Kingdom
Canada
Georgia
Subtotal (I-squared = 51.8%, p = 0.101)
.
(3) Cohabitation as alternative to marriage
Austria
Netherlands
Belgium
United States
France
Estonia
Subtotal (I-squared = 78.4%, p = 0.000)
.
(4) Cohabitation as the norm
Sweden
Norway
Subtotal (I-squared = 87.6%, p = 0.004)
.
Overall (I-squared = 81.8%, p = 0.000)
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-0.17 (-0.26, -0.08)
-0.07 (-0.14, -0.00)
-0.05 (-0.08, -0.02)
-0.04 (-0.10, 0.02)
-0.07 (-0.11, -0.03)

-0.23 (-0.30, -0.17)
-0.22 (-0.29, -0.16)
-0.12 (-0.18, -0.06)
-0.12 (-0.16, -0.08)
-0.12 (-0.19, -0.04)
-0.05 (-0.13, 0.03)
-0.15 (-0.20, -0.09)

-0.18 (-0.28, -0.09)
-0.01 (-0.08, 0.06)
-0.09 (-0.26, 0.07)
-0.12 (-0.15, -0.09)
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country

ES (95% CI)

(1) Cohabitation as prelude to marriage
Romania
Italy
Hungary
Czech Republic
Bulgaria
Poland
Lithuania
Russia
Subtotal (I-squared = 78.4%, p = 0.000)
.
(2) Cohabitation as trial marriage
Germany
United Kingdom
Canada
Georgia
Subtotal (I-squared = 33.3%, p = 0.212)
.
(3) Cohabitation as alternative to marriage
Austria
Netherlands
Belgium
United States
France
Estonia
Subtotal (I-squared = 71.7%, p = 0.003)
.
(4) Cohabitation as the norm
Sweden
Norway
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.553)
.
Overall (I-squared = 70.2%, p = 0.000)
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-0.02 (-0.07, 0.03)

0.01 (-0.05, 0.07)
0.03 (-0.02, 0.08)
0.02 (-0.02, 0.06)
-0.00 (-0.03, 0.03)

-.1

0

.1

.2

.3

171

Figure A3.3a. Effect of parental education on marriage when young adults are not Figure A3.3b. Effect of parental education on marriage when young adults are living
living together for men for 18 European and two North-American countries. Meta- together for men for 18 European and two North-American countries. Meta-analysis
analysis of estimates from discrete- time logistic models.
of estimates from discrete- time logistic models.
country

ES (95% CI)

(1) Cohabitation as prelude to marriage
Bulgaria
Czech Republic
Hungary
Italy
Poland
Romania
Lithuania
Russia
Subtotal (I-squared = 65.6%, p = 0.005)
.
(2) Cohabitation as trial marriage
Germany
Canada
Georgia
United Kingdom
Subtotal (I-squared = 89.7%, p = 0.000)
.
(3) Cohabitation as alternative to marriage
Austria
United States
France
Netherlands
Belgium
Estonia
Subtotal (I-squared = 70.2%, p = 0.005)
.
(4) Cohabitation as the norm
Sweden
Norway
Subtotal (I-squared = 92.8%, p = 0.000)
.
Overall (I-squared = 82.6%, p = 0.000)
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country

ES (95% CI)

(1) Cohabitation as prelude to marriage
Bulgaria
Czech Republic
Hungary
Italy
Poland
Romania
Lithuania
Russia
Subtotal (I-squared = 77.2%, p = 0.000)
.
(2) Cohabitation as trial marriage
Germany
Canada
Georgia
United Kingdom
Subtotal (I-squared = 44.3%, p = 0.145)
.
(3) Cohabitation as alternative to marriage
Austria
United States
France
Netherlands
Belgium
Estonia
Subtotal (I-squared = 53.0%, p = 0.059)
.
(4) Cohabitation as the norm
Sweden
Norway
Subtotal (I-squared = 76.9%, p = 0.038)
.
Overall (I-squared = 67.6%, p = 0.000)
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