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NFRJ98,NFRJ08 15

NFRJ03,NFRJ08
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NFRJ98 NFRJ03 NFRJ08

McLanahan & Percheski (2008)

2000

3 4 1

2 5 3 2

Amato and 

Sobolewski 2001
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( 2008)

1993

(2008, 2011) SSM2005 15

(2010) SSM

(2008)
1

18 11~18

(McLanahan and Bumpass 1988)

                                                   
1 SSM 15  
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3.1

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

3.2

NFRJ

NFRJ98 NFRJ08 15

NFRJ03
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1 1 20 2

NFRJ

NFRJ03,NFRJ08 NFRJ98

2

4.1

NFRJ98 NFRJ08

15

4.2

1 15

15 1920 25 40-49

                                                   
2 

1
 

135



17

NFRJ98 08 1

NFRJ98

1940-49 50-59 10

NFRJ98 NFRJ08 15

NFRJ98 NFRJ08

1920-29 554(74.7) 188(25.3) 188(24.3) ----- 742(100.0)

1930-39 1109(76.9) 334(23.2) 292(24.3) 42(17.4) 1443(100.0)

1940-49 2138(83.1) 435(16.9) 337(22.1) 98( 9.4) 2573(100.0)

1950-59 2286(90.6) 238( 9.5) 201(14.0) 37( 3.4) 2524(100.0)

1960-69 2310(94.7) 129(5.3) 98( 7.2) 31( 2.9) 2439(100.0)

1970-80 1271(98.4) 21(1.6) 8( 5.6) 13( 1.1) 1292(100.0)

9968(87.8) 1345(12.2) 1124(17.5) 221( 4.8) 11013(100.0)

2 15

NFRJ98 NFRJ08 2010

NFRJ98 1999 NFRJ08

(2009 )

NFRJ08

NFRJ98 NFRJ08

NFRJ98 NFRJ08
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4.3

4.3.1

15

28

15

15
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40

50

60

70

80

90

100

1920-29 1930-39 1940-49 1950-59 1960-69 1970-80

0
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10
15
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25
30
35
40
45
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1920-29 1930-39 1940-49 1950-59 1960-69 1970-80
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60

60

4.3.2

2

=1 =0

1900 3 NFRJ08=1

NFRJ98 0 4 15

=1 =0 =1 =0

NFRJ08 (=1) 0.42 0.49 0 1

(=1) 0.48 0.50 0 1

2.76 2.14 0 14

52.39 14.04 21 80

15 (=1) 0.12 0.33 0 1

(=1) 0.83 0.38 0 1

(=1) 0.31 0.42 0 1

n=10,801 

15

15
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( ) 15

0.985

1.71 p<.001 15

(2008, 2011) 2010

*p<.05   **p<.01    *** p<.001 n=10,801

4.3.3

15

NFRJ98 15 21% NFRJ08 33%

NFRJ08 NFRJ08

NFRJ98 15 18.6%

11.5

NFRJ08 (=1) 0.97*** 0.81***

(=1) 1.07 1.57***

0.86*** 0.78***

1.08*** 1.02**

15 (=1) 0.74*** 0.68***

-2LL 7786.16 12290.29

χ2 2080.36*** 1095.80***

Pseudo R2 .211 .082
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NFRJ08

NFRJ08 4

NFRJ08

(=1) 0.89 1.53***

0.85*** 0.78***

1.07*** 1.00

1.81*** 1.47***

15 (=1) 0.70 0.59**

-2LL 1742.83 4510.78

χ2 490.21*** 624.33***

Pseudo R2 .220 .122

*p<.05   **p<.01    *** p<.001   n=3,903 

15

5.1

NFRJ03 NFRJ08 1 20
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family structure

1

5

21

2005

100

(2005 )

15 19 4.59 7.46
20 24 4.92 4.84
25 29 2.44 2.32
30 34 1.63 1.52
35 39 1.23 1.08
40 44 0.90 0.76
45 49 0.66 0.50
50 54 0.46 0.29
55 59 0.28 0.18

2009

40

1 20 30

1

1
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1

1

1

1

2

5.2

2 4

OLS

5.3

1

1

1
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20

1 15

NFRJ03 2004 NFRJ08 2009

1 ~ 60-69

60-69

14

1 20

1 1

1

1940-49 22(42.3) 7(13.5) 0 21(40.4) 2(3.9) 52(100.0)

1950-59 317(69.5) 17( 3.7) 10(2.2) 101(22.2) 11(2.4) 456(100.0)

1960-69 1405(79.2) 54(3.1) 72(4.1) 210(11.8) 32(1.8) 1773(100.0)

1970-79 1962(84.6) 59(2.6) 119(5.1) 116( 5.0) 62(2.7) 2318(100.0)

1980-89 1076(85.1) 53(4.2) 81(6.4) 28( 2.2) 27(2.1) 1265(100.0)

4782(81.6) 190(3.2) 282(4.8) 476( 8.1) 134(2.3) 5864(100.0)

1

1

~

60-69

14

1

1 1

1920-29 141(68.5) 5(  2.4) 3( 1.5) 51(24.8) 6(2.9) 206(100.0)

1930-39 1056(76.8) 42(  3.0) 41( 3.0) 200(14.4) 39(2.8) 1388(100.0)

1940-49 2056(83.4) 68(  2.8) 105( 4.3) 175( 7.1) 60(2.4) 2464(100.0)

1950-59 1350(85.6) 52(  3.3) 101( 6.4) 47( 3.0) 27(1.7) 1577(100.0)

1960-69 169(74.5) 21(  9.3) 32(14.1) 3( 1.3) 2(0.9) 227(100.0)

1970-80 0 2(100.0) 0 0 2(100.0)

4782(81.6) 190( 3.2) 282(4.8) 476( 8.1) 134(2.3) 5864(100.0)
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229 6(93.0) 96(3.9) 77(3.1) 2785(100.0)

2486(89.3) 94(3.4) 205(7.4) 2469(100.0)

4782(91.0) 190(3.6) 28.2(5.4) 5254(100.0)

χ2(4) =46.8 p<.001)

5.4

1 10

3

1940-49 1950-59 1960-69 1970-79 1980-89

21(95.5) 299(94.6) 1379(98.2) 1919(98.3) 1052(98.4)

4(57.1) 14(87.5) 52(96.3) 53(89.8) 51(96.2)

0(0) 9(90.0) 67(95.7) 110(93.2) 75(96.2)
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10

1940-49 1950-59 1960-69 1970-79 1980-89

9(40.9) 140(44.6) 700(50.1) 1079(55.4) 637(59.8)

1(14.3) 3(20.0) 19(35.2) 15(25.9) 19(36.5)

0(0.0) 1(10.0) 9(12.9) 37(31.4) 12(15.4)

1940-49

1940-49

10

20 30% 10 1940-49

3

Cherlin(1979)

2002

1950-89

11
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0.8
0.82
0.84
0.86
0.88

0.9
0.92
0.94
0.96
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1

1950-59 1960-69 1970-79 1980-89

1
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11

1950-59 1960-69 1970-79 1980-89

173( 95.1) 720( 98.2) 968(98.0) 545(98.0)

8( 80.0) 20( 90.9) 25(96.2) 29(93.6)

8( 88.9) 45( 95.7) 79(94.1) 58(95.1)

126( 94.0) 659( 98.2) 951(98.6) 507(98.8)

6(100.0) 32(100.0) 28(84.9) 22(100.0)

1(100.0) 22( 95.7) 31(91.2) 17(100.0)

86(47.5) 376(51.4) 541(54.9) 335(60.6)

2(22.2) 5(22.7) 4(15.4) 11(36.7)

1(11.1) 6(12.8) 31(36.9) 10(16.4)

54(40.6) 324(48.7) 538(55.9) 302(58.9)

1(16.7) 14(43.8) 11(34.4) 8(36.4)

0( 0.0) 3(13.0) 6(17.7) 2(11.8)

11

70-79
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5.5

NFRJ08 NFRJ03=0 (

=1 =0 ) 3 1900 2

=1 =0

12

13

                                                   
3  

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

1950-59 1960-69 1970-79 1980-89
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12

n=5,191 

13 1

N=5,191 *p<.05  ** p<.01  *** p<.001

NFRJ08 (=1) 0.45 0.50 0 1

(=1) 0.47 0.50 0 1

2.27 0.76 1 9

12.70 2.32 9 18

72.41 8.42 44 88

(=1) 0.52 0.50 0 1

=1 0.05 0.22 0 1

=1 0.04 0.19 0 1

=1 0.98 0.14 0 1

=1 0.52 0.50 0 1

Model1 Model2 Model3 Model1 Model2 Model3

NFRJ08(=1) 1.00 1.02 1.00 1.17* 1.16* 1.17*

(=1) 1.39 1.40 1.38 0.94 0.94 0.95

0.76* 0.75* 0.76* 0.82*** 0.82*** 0.82***

1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99* 0.99* 0.99**

(=1) 0.55** 0.44** 0.55** 1.01 1.02 1.01

1.45*** 1.45*** 1.45*** 1.48*** 1.43*** 1.43***

=1 0.43** 0.39 0.42* 0.31*** 0.33*** 0.37***

=1 0.28*** 0.12*** 0.29** 0.40*** 0.38*** 0.30***

× 1.15 0.85

× 5.11* 1.09

× 1.21 0.46*

× 0.91 1.74

-2LL 913.61 907.64 913.51 6355.98 6355.64 6349.05

χ2 97.84*** 103.82*** 97.94*** 835.28*** 835.62*** 842.21***

R2 (Pseudo) (.097) (.103) (.097) .116 .116 .117
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1944-88 45

52

50 2005 2000 49.1

NFRJ

2010

82
84
86
88
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92
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98

100
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6

5.6

―

2010; McLanahan and Bumpass 1988; Amato, and 

Sobolewski 2001

NFRJ

4

20

n=5,198

3.67 0.58

20 30 40

7

7
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7 ( )

14

N=5,198 *p<.05  ** p<.01  *** p<.001

2.8

3

3.2

3.4

3.6

3.8

20-29 30-39 40-

OLS

Model1 Model2 Model3 Model1 Model2 Model3

NFRJ08(=1) 1.09 1.09 1.09 0.01 0.01 0.01

(=1) 0.88 0.88* 0.92 -0.04* -0.04* -0.02

1.12** 1.11* 1.12** 0.02* 0.02* 0.02*

0.98*** 0.98*** 0.98*** -0.00*** -0.00*** -0.01***

(=1) 0.60*** 0.59*** 0.61*** -0.12*** -0.12*** -0.12***

1.10*** 1.10*** 1.10*** 0.02*** 0.02*** 0.02***

=1 0.45*** 0.41*** 0.60*** -0.32*** -0.33*** -0.19***

=1 0.46*** 0.43*** 0.40*** -0.28*** -0.25*** -0.32***

× 1.23 0.02

× 1.13 -0.05

× 0.36*** -0.46***

× 1.33 0.09

-2LL 7395.66 7394.91 7382.27

χ2 198.63*** 199.38*** 212.03***

R2 .031 .026 .028 .04*** .05*** .04***
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13

-1.90 3.91

OLS

14

14

―

15

6.1

(1)

(2)
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(3)

(4)

6.2

McLanahan and Bumpass 

1988; 2009
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6.3

18

2011a

,2003

15

SSM 2008, 2011b (2010) 15
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NFRJ98 NFRJ03 SSJ

2008 -

Amato, Paul R. and Juliana M. Sobolewski. 2001. The effects of divorce and marital discord on adult children’s 

psychological well-being. American Sociological Review, 66: 900-921.  

2011a NFRJ98/03/08 23(1): 43-52

2011b 21

1

2010 NFRJ08 22(1): 226-231

2008

2005 SSM 1-19

2002 53(2): 69-84

2009 21

McLanahan ,Sara and Larry Bumpass, 1988.”Intergenerational consequences of family disruption,” American 

Journal of Sociology, 94: 130-152.

McLanahan, Sara and Percheski ,Christine. 2008. Family structure and the reproduction of inequalities. Annual 

Review of Sociology, 34: 257-276. 

2003

2010

1993
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Effects of Parental Death, Divorce and Remarriage 
 on Children’s Educational Attainment in Japan 

Akihide INABA 
Tokyo Metropolitan University 

Recently, Japanese family scholars found that children who grew up in a loan mother family showed 

low educational attainment and other disadvantage over the life course compared to those grew up in a first 

marriage continuing (so called intact) family. This is well-known findings in United States, but in Japan, we 

still do not have enough information about the difference among those grew up in a divorced single parent 

family, widowed single parent family, and step family. This paper examines these family structure effects 

on children’s educational attainment.

Results of the analyses showed following findings. Comparing to children who grew up in a first 

marriage continuing family, 1) Educational attainment of children who grew up in a widowed mother 

family is lower, especially for female children. 2) Educational attainment of children grew up in a divorced 

family is lower, especially for university entering. This inequality is larger among female children. 3) 

Educational attainment of children who experience parent’s remarriage is lower. This inequality is also 

larger among females. 

As a whole, we found large inequality of educational attainment between children grew up in a first 

marriage continuing family and those grew up in their counterparts. The disadvantage was especially large 

for university entering rather than high school entering. These inequalities have been maintained 

continuously since after World War II, that means inequality itself has not been reduced.  

This ‘unchanging structure’ seems to be explained by the characteristics of Japanese social policies.

Social security systems (pension, child allowance, etc) do not cover the duration after children graduate 

high school. This is why the inequality was large for entering university. 

Finally, future direction for the research is discussed. 

KKey words and phrases: divorce, step family, educational attainment, single parent family, inequality 
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