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The Impacts of Educational Assortative Mating on Men’ s Equal Participation in Housework
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Abstract: Using data from Survey on the Status of Chinese Women conducted in 2000 and 2010
this paper examines the phenomenon of men’ s participation in housework in China. The results
show that China is witnessing an important albeit slow trend of equalizing division of household
work between couples. In 2010 twenty percent of the couples aged 18 to 64 shared their housework
relatively equally. Educationally homogamous marriage are more favorable in promoting equal
division of housework between couples compared with the traditional hypergamous marriage.
Moreover the newly-emerging marital pattern with women marrying downward in educational

gradient also promotes men’ s equal participation in housework significantly. This study concludes
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that an equal division of housework signifies the direction for future development of domestic division
of labor. Rapid advances of female education and evolving nature of assortative mating are the most
effective forces driving the equalization process. Nevertheless it is also important to equip the
society with more friendly social services as to facilitate the process.
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1
° (N = 7421) (N = 9205) (N = 12894) (N = 14438)
(
18—29 12.36 15.01 9.05 13.31
30—39 36. 83 38.50 26. 74 29.46
40—49 28.76 27.53 32.40 32.39
. 50—59 16. 33 13. 88 23.69 19.25
( 60—64 5.73 5.07 8. 12 5.58
97%) 50. 06 49.99 45.34 45.63
) 49.94 50. 01 54. 66 54.37
° 25. 14 41. 49 23.24 35.27
40. 46 33.69 41. 61 36.70
/ 23.70 18.91 22.18 18. 30
2 7.34 4.42 7.87 6.17
2—S5 1/4. 3.37 1.49 5.10 3.56
5.50 2.69 4.78 1.83
9.20 9.85 7.34 8.70
6.31 3.29 7.68 5.14
11.76 14. 50 15. 84 23.60
42.55 47. 64 33.98 40.28
22.53 14. 44 29. 46 15. 85
2. 14 7.58 0.93 4. 60
° 97.21 96. 61 97.08 96.75
2.79 3.39 2.92 3.25
2000 1.85 1.93 1.65 1.64
6 24.00 22.44 8.03 8.73
2010
64. 95 61.36 64. 19 60. 95
2—5 23.03 24. 44 23.7 25.06
5 8.46 12.27 9.04 11.20
. 2 3.56 1.94 3.07 2.79
44.52 44.51 56. 36 53.66
s 55. 48 55.49 43. 64 46.34
49.99 50.23 53.22 52.26
° 1 28. 54 28.62 26. 19 27.08
2 8.51 8.39 6.81 6.75
1 11.21 11.32 11.70 12.00
° 2 1.76 1. 44 2.08 1.92
11. 84 8. 89 9.84 .72
73.00 76. 04 71.17 74. 55
15. 16 15.07 18. 98 17.73
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24% ( =1-exp ( —0.28)); 2
“ ” (49% =1-exp ( —0.68)) .
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(19% =1-exp ( -0.21)) & 1
18—64 2000 13. 7% 2010 18. 6%
18—29 2000 17.2% 2010 26.3%; 30—39
2000 12.7% 2010 20.0%
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2 logit ( )
( N =15520) ( N =16468)
( = )
1 -0.19" —0.28* —0.20 % -0.08
2 -0.30" -0. 68 —-0.447 -0.21"
1 0.23* 0.23* 0.23™ 0.05
2 0.417 0.43* 0.54™ 0.10
( = ) 0.14" 0.21%* 0.18* 0.21%*
( = )
-0.58 -0.21* 0. 49 ** 0.38
-0.21 -0.34™ 0.26" 0.07
( = 2 )
2 0.03 0.02 0.21 -0.14
2—5 0.12 0.23 % 0.19* . 06
5 0.55** 0.30** 0.18 0.15"
-0.36™* 0.16" 0.12 0.35*%
( = ) -0.11 -0.26™ 0.13 -0.06
( =50—64 )
18—29 0.36™ 0. 42% 0. 38" 0.26™
30—39 0.09 .07 -0.21" -0.18™
40—49 0.04 -0.03 -0.18" -0.15"
( = )
0.10 -0.14" 0.15 -0.11
0.13 L3177 -0.10 0.08
0.33™ 0. 48 7 -0.21 0.22"
0.32" 0. 84 -0.20 0. 47
( = )
/ -0.28* -0.13 0.35* 0.15°%
0.17 0.06 -0.07 -0.07
0.04 0.17" 0.08 0.05
0.13 0.07 -0.24" -0.21*
0.18 0.20 0.04 -0.05
-0.03 -0.02* 0. 03 0.02**
“« 7 -0.06 -0.22" 0. 59 -0.01
/ 0.15 -0.09 -0.16" —0.59 7
“ ” -0.25™* —0.43 7 -0.15" -0.28™*
2010 =2000 ) -0.04 0.26 7 -0.09 0.15™
—1.13% —1.33% —-2.56™* —1.82%
1. “ " ( )~
: . 2.%5p<0.1 "p<0.05 *p<0.01 *p<0.001.
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