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Figure 1 Trend in female |abor force participation rate and total
fertility rate since 1965
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Figure2 Trend in the distribution of employment status among the
fermnale labor force since 1960
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% Figure 3. Trend in the female labor force participation rate by
age group
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Figure 4. Proportion of continucus workers after the birth of
%) the first child by firm size
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Tablel. Logit analsis of the continuation of work after the birth of first child

Coefficient

constant
Wife's age
Wife's education

Husband’s education |

Urban dummy

Self-employment dummy [
Professional dummy |
White—collar dummy |
Government dummy [
occupation missing dummy |
size missing dummy

o122 %%
0.017 *x
~0.02
. .—0.076 **
. 0.695 *x%x

0122
-0.406 **
=1.282 *%_
0179

Note: * significant .05 Jevel, ** significant .01 level

Source: 1998 National Family Survey

Table 2. Mother's work status by nation

employees self-employed not-working
Germany | 43.6(69.9) 44 523
Italy 37.9(39.5) 8.1 54.8
Sweden 72.0(51.5) 3.7 242
Taiwan 34.4 145 511
U.K. 57.1(69.9) 47 383
U.S. 54.0(35.8) 6.7 393
Japan 369 11.9 51.2

Note: The data source for Japan is the 1985 SSM survey and

for other nations the LIS data. The survey year for

Germany and the U.S. is 1994 and that of others is 1995.

The figures in the parentheses are the proportion of par—time

workers among employees
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Table 3 The proportion of working mother's contribution

to the household economy by nation

proportion of

mother's eaming ' Germany Italy Sweden Taiwan UK. i US. Japan
less than 20% 18.5 8.4 20.3 10 434 | 288 511
20-45% 23.1 47 36.6 716.7 385 | 424 352
45-53% 372 26 17.9 9.2 74 | 153 89
55-75% 11.8 115 22.1 26 55 9.8 34
75-100% 75 4.8 29 15 4 3.3 0.9
100% 1.8 22 02 0 0.1 0.8 0.4

Table 4 The proportion of working mothers working full-time or part-time
by the age of theyoungest chiid by nation

the age of the

jyoungest child Germany Italy Sweden Taiwan UK. u.s. Japan

<3 80.0 424 834 41.2 473 54 17.6
(94.5) (41.9) (50.2) (65.6) : (33.6)

3to5 53.7 441 73.9 42.3 56 60 224
(67.0) (43.3) (64.6) (712.7) ¢+ 33.7)

6to9 66.7 391 77 458 66.6 65.2 293
(54.1) (36.7) (63.0} (711.0) | (36.9)

10to 14 720 43.4 70.1 36.9 754 65.8 476
(45.1) (36.5) (45.1) (71.4) | (348)

15 to 17 59.2 318 576 296 67.2 59.1 523
(30.0) (36.7) (47.3) (102) | (37.7)

Note: The figures in the parenthesies are the percentage of mothers working part—time out of all working mothers.
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Table 3 The proportion of the wife’s earning to the gross wages and salaries

among dual~working couples

The age of the
youngest child Germany Italy Sweden Taiwan UK us. Japan
<3 214 43.33 52.91 3571 30.11 | 3551 26.22
3to5 29.17 4418 534 34.33 2716 | 3458 | 2986
6to9 33.24 44.78 52.68 33.36 2557 | 33.48 | 2451
10 to 14 3N 43.83 52.55 33.22 24 31.84 19.99
15 to 17 35.41 42.51 51.45 36.04 28 2944 | 2243
total 32.63 43.89 52.72 34.18 26.88 | 33.48 229
Table 6 Multinomial Logit Analysis on Mother's work by Nation
Germany [taly Sweden (UK. .S, Japan
ful-time
constant 2179 2931 |-10462+x-4.112% | -0.414 -10.228 %%
Age 0.141% | 0438+ 05424k 0231%x 0.291** | 0.6944%
Age2 =0.177 [-0.5234F -0.635*k—0.292 4+ -0.038%* | —-0.078 **
husband's earning =055 %+~-0368%x  0.26%k-0.022 |-0329%% | -0.9774%*
higher education 1.4745%% 150134k 2093%k 0985* 1.66 %k 0.247
high school diploma 0.648%%| 2.022%x 1.433%¥ 0376 1.263+%*% | 0403
kid younger than 3 —2.412 %x-0.082 0.626 #*—0.669 4k —0.499 %% | ~1.275%*
part—time
constant —7.414%¥ 0274 |-11.495%%-1782 |-0.946 —7.936 %%
Age 03284k 0.339%# 0.623*% 0.119% | 0.025 0.403 #*
Age2 —0.449%%-0.383 +* -0.778%*-0.165% |-0.036 —0.049 **
husband's earning —0.404 % 0.254+* -0.01 0.054 -0.493 *
higher education 0.591 %k 2.052+x 1.778+x 0.386 0.987+% | ~0.515
high school diploma 0.808** 3.739%x 1565%x 0.188 0.723 % 0.18
kid younger than 3 —1.525%*-0.048 0.372%¥—0,907 4 —0.6819%*x | —-2.673%*

Note: ** statisticaliy significant at the .01 level, *statistically significant at the .05 level.
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F1 mREOLSHEEESH
[ 19984F  1995%F 19924 1980&F 19865
BHERHT 34 32 26 25 22
THESHE 13.6 12.6 12.0 11.1 97
EKIBO AT 26.8 24.3 232 20.7 185
FRIBOFELNSULEEEHT 13.3 13.2 116 104 106
BEOFELERBTHEHCHE 346 38.3 419 430 50.0
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& & 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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& & 100.0 100.0] 100.0 100.0] 100.0] 100.0{ 100.0 100.0] 100.0 100.0
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