38 4 2014 7

Vol.38 No.4 July 2014 27 Population Research

— logistic

[ ] CGSS2008 18 ~32

) ~

[ ]
. 2300071

Differences in Living Arrangement between Only Children and
Non-only Children: A Logistic Decomposition Analysis

Yuan Xin  Mu Yingtan

Abstract :Using data from the 2008 Chinese General Social Survey the article examines patterns and
determinants of living arrangement of young people (aged 1832 with at least one parent alive) con-
trasting only children with non-only children. Results show that demographic characteristics offspring
demand and the only child status have significant impacts on the choice of living arrangement of the
young children while parental demand also plays a role in the choice of living arrangement of the only
children. Logistic decomposition models suggest that the differences in living arrangement between the
only children and the non-only children are largely a result of differences in their choice of living ar-
rangement. Socio-demographic characteristics explain a relatively small proportion of the differences.
Disadvantageous population structure in the only—hild families is the major determinant of their living ar—
rangement.
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Table 1  Basic Information of the Sample
(%) (%)
)
18 ~22 24. 34 44.19 32.54 65. 44
23 ~27 32.79 43.63 6 24.34 17. 85
28 ~32 42.87 12.18 6 43.13 16.71
60
23.91 6.52
55.85 45.33 76. 09 93.48
49.19 10.76 45.94 17.28
N N 26.90 25.50 54.06 82.72
23.91 63.74
14 30. 32 56. 66
30.23 78. 47 69. 68 43.34
69.77 21.53 — — —
3.1
logistic
M
( 2). 18 ~22 .23 ~27 28 ~32
18 ~ 22 (76.54%) 18 ~22
(69.33%) 18 ~22 (60.98%) 28 ~32
13.03% 45. 68%
13. 03% 60. 98% 30.28% “v”

o
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Table 2 Living Arrangement by Gender the Only Child Status and Age %
)
18 ~22 45. 68 76. 54 60. 98 69. 33
23 ~27 15.38 35.38 40. 34 47.19
28 ~32 13.03 42.86 30.28 51.72
3) « 3
50.43% 28.57%
(‘V »
“V ”»
3 N
Table 3  Living Arrangement by Gender the Only Child Status and Education %
17.25 66. 67 50. 43 46. 15
N 27. 88 40.91 37.33 80. 43
25.85 62.5 28.57 49.59
C)) o
N 6 6 o 1
6
6 7

70. 56% 51. 18%
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Figure 1 Relationship between Offspring Demand and Living Arrangement
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( R =
0.1664) 0. 695
2.00 0. 001
4 logistic
Table 4 Logistic Regression of Factors Influencing Offspring’s Living-arrangement
Exp(B) (S.E)  Exp(B) (S.E)  Exp(B) (S E) Exp(B) (S.E)
. L7147 (L 154) L6957 (L 175)  1.38077 (. 271)
14 b —.5627 (L 137)  -.666 77 (L134)  —.49577 (L142) -.33077 (. 160)
¢ L7757 (L 118) 65077 (. 121) L6337 (L 122)  .84577 (L 142)
d
23 ~27 —1.26977 (L 142) - 77177 (L 155) . 75477 (L157)  -.768 77 (.159)
28 ~32 —1.53977 (L 151)  -.759 77 (L177)  -.64277(.180) —.6867 (.193)
. —. 1617 (. 153)  -.3207 (. 160)  -.3527 (L160) -.32677(.163)
. 4247 (L 160)  -.66377 (L 166) -.8197 (L 173) -.8147 (. 177)
.
6 ~1.3597 (. 187) -1.3857(.188) -1.208 " (.218)
~1.12577 (L 164) -1.107 77 (. 165) -1.021 " (. 180)
60 e —.174(. 482) —.136(. 320) ~.179(. 148)
¢ -.349(. 302) -.302" (.493)  -.307 (.189)
) —.548(.394)
’ -.114(. 370)
: 60 .078(. 523)
. L2737 (.372)
" 14 —.744" (.338)
: -. 7227 (.280)
.3427 (.185) 1.128(. 193) (8597 (L202) 6047 (.224)
N 1524 1524 1524 1524
Pro > chi2 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
Pseudo R 0. 1298 0. 1568 0. 1664 0. 1724
la— ;b- ;e— ; d- ye—
;- 60 g- .
. 4 ( R*=0.1724)
13 6 » _ 1. 756 (13 6 »

-1.135
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Table 5 Estimated Probability of Only Child and Non-only Child Co—esiding with Their Parents

( ) 0. 5666

( ) 0.4118
( ) 0. 3032

14 14

( ) 0. 6101 ( ) 0. 4078

( ) 0.4235 ( ) 0. 3696
( ) 0. 3446 ( ) 0. 2852

6 6

( ) 0. 2540 ( ) 0. 3559

( ) 0. 206 ( ) 0. 2396
( ) 0. 1754 ( ) 0.2178

60

( ) 0.3913 ( ) 0. 4754

( ) 0.2614 ( ) 0.3348
( ) 0. 2000 ( ) 0.2677

5
56. 66% -
41.18% » 114 N 6
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41.23% 58.77%
( 6 . 60 )
84.21% .
14 31.16% 2/3
6

Table 6 Decomposition of Living Arrangement Differences between Only Children and Non-enly Children

(%) (%) (%)
41.23 58.77 26. 34
14 68. 84 31. 16 —
6 38.93 61.07 —
15.79 84.21 —
60 32. 10 67.90 —
32.31 67. 69 —
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