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Changing Intergenerational Coresidence and Proximity and its Determinants in 
Japan 

Rokuro TABUCHI 
Sophia University 

 
This study investigated recent changes in intergenerational coresidence and proximity in Japan. Recent 

studies on Japanese intergenerational relationships have argued that intergenerational relationships arebecoming 

more “bilateral”. Based on this assumption, residential proximity between couples and their parents is supposed 

to be becoming less patrilocal because of declining traditional patrilocal residential norms, according to which 

the married eldest son is expected to live with their own parents. Using three waves of NFRJ datasets conducted 

in 1999, 2004 and 2009, this article explored whether there is a tendency away from partilocal intergenerational 

coresidence and proximity and whether determinants of them are changing in the last decade. 

The results showed that coresidence rate with husband’s parents somewhat declined, but the rate of living 

near wife’s parents declined as well. This suggests that there is no clear evidence which suggest that 

intergenerational proximity is becoming less partilocal. Multivariate analysis of three waves of datasets showed 

that the effect of marital status of husband’s parent on the likelihood of coresidence with husband’s parent has 

become less salient. It also showed that the effect of wife’s employment status on the likelihood of living near 

wife’s parent is significant. It is argued that the meanings of intergenerational coresidence and proximity are 

changing 

 
Key words and phrases: coresidence, proximity, intergenerational relationships, “bilateralization”
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