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Intergenerational Living Arrangement in an Aging Society:

Evidence from the 2007 and 2010 Jiangsu Surveys

Wang Lei

Abstract: The impact of intergenerational relation on living arrangement is examined using data from
2007 and 2010 Jiangsu Surveys. Results show that first of all most married children live with their parents
and only 30% of them live independently and there are more urban than rural married children living inde-
pendently. Secondly generational exchange desire increases the possibility to live together for both married
children and their parents. Thirdly the need to care grandchildren plays a bigger role in living together than
the need to care parents. Changes of living arrangement are determined mainly by the condition of baby
care. Changes of living arrangement has not been responding to changes of the elderly care desire. Home —
living — based care for the elderly is facing challenges in this aging society.
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1
Table 1 Definition of Variables
Rl a 3L A A E A
FEAERE X, 0=FR4E; 1 =14 0.298 0.457 10499
0=(k42F;1=H0~2 ¥3ETF;
LRI AET A FRE 2.309 1.087 13036
2=H3~6%HEZF:3=HT¥BEALEZT
AEE [ PR 0=REBH: 1 =F%RH 0.135 0.342 13666
E FMAE 23, KA 49 35.613 5.214 15657
o 0=IFRE; | =FFELMmMTE;
R e kA . R . 0.503 0.919 15657
2=X REBMEHE;3 = VIR
Z2F P O=fRLIpuo;l=3RFo 0.374 0.484 13771
O=mPREAT; 1=/ ;
%% X . PR wEITE 0.445 0.707 13860
THRARE 2=KER AL
2F 14 0=RIAE1=HATH% 0.905 0.294 13836
A2 B kR 0=XZ8 TS| KFF/NELES 0.205 0.304 13859
EHERA 2010 FLRAFERERTERSAFTHARAE
3
3.1
2010 @® 70% 2007
( 2) 5
2
Table 2 Comparison of Living Arrangements
AAE( %) FE( %) At A A
2007 4 29.77 70.23 100 12477
2010 # 29.82 70. 08 100 10499
AR 2007.2010 L G AFRERTERE AFATAHAE AT
Jn T SR BUOA SO SRR R
o / N
N o 1 2007 2010
(5%)
(4%) - 25% 75%
60%
(35%) -
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Figure 1 ~ Comparison of Living Arrangements
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3 2010 (n =10499)
Table 3 Children’ s Fertility Condition and Living Arrangement in 2010 %
JEAEAE X
FHR A
PE ) FE 527 RXHFRE 5k RAEFME 5 R 75 LA R4 At
FF % 27.5 38.4 31.9 2.2 100
HO~2 FF% 17.7 30.4 47.4 4.5 100
H3~6%F% 21.6 21.7 53.5 3.2 100
j7 YA 0 LT 32.8 16.2 49.2 1.8 100
b3t 29.5 18.3 49.9 2.3 100
4 2010 (n =10499)
Table 4 Parents’ Desire for Care Services and Living Arrangement in 2010 %
AR FAERE K
BHE R X F L5£FLFAME HRAXFERME 5 75 S HF FAE At
EFXETEBA 30.7 23.5 43.3 2.5 100
R E B 33.7 17.2 46.9 2.2 100
ETHFEERA 25.9 21.8 49.4 2.9 100
RE A 32.4 17.4 48.0 2.2 100
LR R FFZBA 33.8 16.0 47.8 2.4 100
R F A 34.4 14.6 48.9 2.1 100
St REFE LA 32.7 14.1 50. 4 2.8 100
E B4 32.0 15.1 50.6 2.3 100
&3t 29.5 18.3 49.9 2.3 100
( 5) - (1)
2 8.1% -
3.3% . (2)
11.2%11.9%  7.3% . (3)
13.8% .
/ N 7.9% 10.8% -
(4) 19.7% »
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5 2010 Binary Probit

Table 5 Estimates from the Binary Probit Model on Intergenerational Living Arrangement in 2010

% dF /dx RSE P> Izl x — bar
EFAFTRAKRET)
HO~2 % F% -0.081 0.041 0.075 0.034
H3~6%F% -0.043 0.039 0.288 0.242
HTH AN LT 0.011 0.041 0.781 0.710
S 22 R (7 F RA
% 2Rt -0.033 0.014 0.022 0.127
FRER (M FR)
EF R -0.112 0.014 0. 000 0.129
KRR -0.119 0.013 0. 000 0.181
AR T -0.073 0.017 0. 000 0. 100
T 5% 0.005 0.016 0.757 33.739
S Ein ik -1.61E-06  0.000 0.995 1161. 030
EFrpw (R P A5)
ERPH 0.138 0.012 0.000 0.412
ETZHFARE  (FPAAT)
HE /b 0.079 0.014 0. 000 0.226
XE AL 0.108 0.018 0. 000 0.162
5 T4 (&A%
H T 0.009 0.017 0.588 0.906
£ 5 kR (FHAE5)
L AAE B -0.197 0.010 0. 000 0.264
obs. P 0.296
pred. P 0.270 (at x — bar)
Number of obs 8904
Wald chi2(22) 950. 290
Prob > chi2 0. 000
Pseudo R2 0.105
Log pseudolikelihood -4845.395

E dF/dx RIEAEER TERAEAEZZ G, AL TN ENMN AT RMENP MR, X TAEME T, NARZALE
M0 2] 1 P = & 69 B4 % 4L; RSE ( Robust Standard Error) , BP#&4# 47 £ 3% £ ; x — bar, BF 3918,

2007 2010
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. 2010 2007 ( 2012) .
4
o 2010
1
o ( 6)
(1) 2007 2010 70.5% 22.6%
6.9% (2)
80% ;
(3) 9.3% o
2007
2010 0
6 (n=9791)
Table 6 Change of Living Arrangement %
2010 SF BAEAE X
20T FRERA R FARAE 52 FXFRME 5L RLEFRME 5y LER4E &t
FE X ¥ 70.5 6.0 22.6 0.9 100
5 &7 RXFRME 11.7 78.3 6.2 3.8 100
5 ¥ X R AR 13.8 2.1 82.1 2.0 100
5 R A R AR 19.7 29.3 41.7 9.3 100
2007 2010
«C 7 ‘ - ”
“ — 72007 2010
2007 2010 93.4% ,
7
Table 7 Change of Fertility Condition and Change of Living Arrangement %
JEER X E
AHFRENEF 2007 4 3%4%(n =192) 2007 % F)4£( n =65)
2010 4 2010 4
BI4E JAE &t BI{E JRAE &t
AEZTFoAEET 62.5 37.5 100 80.2 19.8 100

KA T CAHETF 68.3 31.7 100 93.4 6.6 100
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Table 8 Change of Parents’ Desire for Care Service and Change of Living Arrangement %
JEEAR R E
2007 4 4% ( n =6410) 2007 4 B 4E£(n =2748)
A A E Ry L3
2010 % 2010
FI4E JRAE &t FI{E JRAE A3t
RE B R F BA 28.6 71.4 100 84.8 15.2 100
RE B F B 28.7 71.3 100 87.4 12.6 100
FERA—F R 26.6 73.4 100 87.3 12.7 100
binary probit
2007 2007 0
5 o
0 1 o 13 ” 3
) (2 )
( 9) 1 2, ;
/ 2007
( 1) 2007 2) o 2007 2010
0~2 6.2% 2010 /
2.8% 2 2007 2010



9 Binary Probit

Table 9  Estimates of Binary Probit Model on the Change of Inter — generational Living Arrangement

o BA 1:2007 4 Rl A 2:2007 £ 4AE
- dF/dx RSE P>zl dF/dx RSE P>zl
AFRL (A3 FEALETFX)
AHO~2FF4& -0.062 0.018 0.007 -0.072 0.063 0.239
AR [ PR R E R
EEBAT -0.028 0.012 0.024 -0.010 0.030 0.734
S in 0.008 0.013 0.543 0.067 0.032 0.037
ZT T 5 0.000 0. 000 0.438 -0.001 0.000 0.109
KRR A (AE R RE)
EFEBERE -0.058 0.011 0.000 -0.018 0.039 0.633
R EME R -0.054 0.010 0.000 -0.076 0.035 0.024
R T -0.027 0.014 0.067 -0.008 0. 044 0. 846
EF P a(RLpH)
FERPHE 0.066 0.011 0.000 0.070 0.023 0.002
EFZREFRE(MPRAT)
HE/PE 0.042 0.013 0.000 0. 006 0.025 0.815
X & Bk 0.045 0.016 0.003 0.054 0.029 0. 066
ZF (R TAE)
I 0. 006 0.015 0.700 0.016 0.034 0. 641
125 R B (T RAE5)
LHAE B -0.104 0. 008 0. 000 -0.245 0.031 0. 000
obs. P 0.143 0. 695
pred. P 0.126 0.705
Number of obs 6070 2314
Wald chi2( 12) 282. 14 175.89
Prob > chi2 0. 0000 0. 0000
Pseudo R2 0.0641 0.0643
Log pseudo likelihood -2327.82 -1331.10

E dF/dx RIEEERH T AR EZE, A EENEANRERENY OBE, AZZTAEMTE, NA®RZALE S
M0 2] 1 B = 4 69 B4 % 4¢; RSE ( Robust Standard Error) , BP #&f& 47 45 3% £ -

2007 2010
. . ; 30%
( 40% ) ( 75%) ;

2007 2010
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