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Multi-stage Probability-proportional-to-size PPS 2,400
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7 1 2006 9
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81.8 50.1 22.6
12.2 40.8 76.9
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Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B)

1.03 1.71 0.79 0.84 0.77 1.54 *
0.11 *** 1.90 0.61 0.70 0.45 * 1.22
0.14 *** 7.76 *** 1.01 0.84 0.55 + 1.13

4
2-3 0.70 6.53 + 1.43 1.02 0.74 1.73 *
1 0.46 37.09 *** 3.26 * 1.88 1.00 2.16

30
40 1.58 + 1.81 1.14 0.78 1.03 0.74
50 1.61 1.89 1.32 0.96 0.96 0.55 **

6.45 0.45 0.47 1.01 2.98 0.86
3.45 0.39 0.60 0.87 1.89 0.85

0.82 0.32 0.51 1.35 0.60 1.20
1.00 0.16 * 0.52 1.86 0.96 1.44

0.82 0.72 0.53 * 0.55 * 1.35 1.02
0.74 0.59 0.39 *** 0.52 * 1.30 1.00

1.46 0.66 0.53 + 1.15 0.84 0.79
1.72 0.42 1.83 0.68 0.40 0.92

(500 )
(500-800 ) 1.29 1.54 0.90 0.98 0.70 0.98

(800 ) 1.81 * 2.15 1.16 1.32 0.45 ** 0.92

0.36 *** 0.75 0.56 * 1.07 0.61 * 1.03
0.17 0.04 * 1.75 0.31 0.57 0.62

-2 Log Likehood 600.35 307.15 481.44 614.20 528.53 798.37
Model Chi-square 116.99 *** 79.90 *** 32.52 * 16.10 31.60 * 28.65 *
n 656 654 500 596 500 597

+p<.1  *p<.05  **p<.01  ***p<.005
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Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B)

0.35 * 1.09 0.59 + 0.72 1.11 1.45
1.01 1.86 1.32 1.11 0.87 0.93
0.55 3.92 *** 0.81 0.83 0.78 1.69

4
2-3 1.06 2.01 + 1.03 0.99 1.04 0.93
1 1.28 4.91 ** 3.58 *** 2.08 0.90 0.69

30
40 0.57 * 0.68 1.14 0.74 1.26 1.14
50 0.54 + 0.37 + 1.38 0.74 1.11 0.59 *

1.47 0.65 1.13 1.30 1.11 2.43 ***
1.60 0.92 1.53 1.61 1.92 * 2.09 **

0.79 1.82 0.89 1.17 0.77 0.86
0.35 ** 1.32 1.80 * 1.55 0.98 0.97

0.99 1.82 0.95 0.60 + 1.36 0.50 **
0.84 1.20 0.98 1.09 0.97 1.22

0.69 0.68 1.59 1.07 0.40 *** 0.93
1.33 1.95 1.27 0.74 0.74 1.78 *

15000
15000-30000 1.25 2.21 + 2.22 *** 2.35 *** 1.03 1.40 +

30000 1.45 4.03 ** 3.72 *** 2.89 *** 0.97 1.78 *

0.35 *** 1.02 0.74 0.61 * 0.35 *** 1.38

2.92 ** 2.75 * 0.36 *** 0.69 1.18 0.97
1.93 + 2.03 1.46 2.52 *** 0.84 0.44 ***
1.93 + 1.17 1.15 1.74 * 0.66 0.40 ***
0.28 *** 0.01 *** 0.86 1.02 3.90 *** 1.17

-2 Log Likehood 653.28 385.75 756.17 846.07 880.41 921.60
Model Chi-square 73.31 *** 61.46 *** 79.84 *** 99.52 *** 53.05 *** 122.04 ***
n 838 838 695 761 699 771

+p<.1  *p<.05  **p<.01  ***p<.005
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Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B) Exp(B)

1.52 0.02 2.76 1.63 0.90 0.86
0.39 *** 2.69 + 1.10 0.74 + 0.80 + 1.06
0.18 + 16.46 *** 0.73 1.90 0.54 0.89

4
2-3 0.90 1.09 0.97 0.93 1.10 1.00
1 0.01 0.00 2.35 0.02 2.36 3.92

30
40 1.33 1.38 0.69 * 0.92 0.74 * 0.56 ***
50 0.92 1.65 0.31 *** 0.85 0.46 *** 0.41 ***

0.64 2.61 0.88 1.12 0.74 1.21
0.36 ** 3.35 0.68 1.85 0.68 1.50

1.30 0.73 1.68 1.29 1.03 0.96
1.47 0.54 2.23 + 1.04 1.65 1.50

1.22 0.58 0.46 ** 0.59 * 1.31 0.82
0.91 1.13 0.70 0.78 1.22 0.91

1.07 0.69 0.95 0.91 1.16 0.97
1.06 0.01 0.20 * 0.83 0.42 0.98

2000
2000-3000 1.17 2.60 1.05 1.23 0.80 0.84

3000 1.13 4.65 + 0.87 1.25 1.18 1.25

0.36 *** 0.22 *** 0.88 1.23 0.58 ** 1.03
0.50 0.01 *** 3.82 ** 0.17 *** 1.35 0.98

-2 Log Likehood 885.89 209.95 895.66 980.38 1619.06 1780.28
Model Chi-square 70.39 *** 23.91 47.89 *** 27.83 + 50.00 *** 95.07 ***
n 1376 1377 795 1089 1224 1354

+p<.1  *p<.05  **p<.01  ***p<.005
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The data for this secondary analysis on Japan, “NFRJ08 (National Family Research of Japan),” was provided by 

Japan Society of Family Sociology, NFRJ Committee. The data for this secondary analysis on Korea come from 

Korean National Family Survey 2003 conducted by Korea Women’s Development Institute. The author appreciates 

informative discussions made among the members of “Cross Cultural Comparison on Family Pattern and Family 

Change in East Asia Project.” The project was funded by Grant in Aid for Scientific Research of Japan Society for 

the Promotion of Science awarded to Prof. Kunio Ishihara (Grant Number 17330119). 
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Confucianism and Intergenerational Relations among Japan, China and Korea 

Liping SHI
Meiji University 

This paper aims to explore how traditional family and kinship system have shaped 

intergenerational relations, by focusing on the intergenerational relations among Japan, China and Korea 

all of which share their Confucian cultural background. In order to achieve this goal, three data sets were 

used: National Family Research of Japan 2009, Family Survey in China 2006 and Korean National 

Family Survey 2003. Through analyzing thoroughly and comprehensively these data sets, this study 

finds the following characteristics: A) Married couple tends to coreside with husband’s parents, 

demonstrating that the patrilineal kinship norm remains in the three countries; B) Among three countries, 

the patrilineal kinship norm in Korea is stronger than other two countries; C) While the family and 

kinship systems impact directly on the pattern of coresidence with parents, they do not have an effect on 

the pattern of support to and communication with their parents; D) Intergenerational relations turn out to 

be asymmetrical. That is to say, while the right and obligation presented in terms of coresidence are 

more likely to be unequal, the collaboration and cooperation shown in contexts of the support to and 

communication with parents are more likely to be equal. 

Key words and phrases: Confucianism, stem family system, joint family system, norm of patrilineal 

kinship, intergenerational relations 

63



64


