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Impact of Premarital Cohabitation on Stability of First Marriage in China.
An Analysis Based on CFPS Data

Lu Jiehua Gu Yuchen

Abstract; In line with the expectation of the Second Demographic Transition, premarital cohabitation
is becoming increasingly common in China. Based on China Family Panel Studies ( CFPS) data from
2010 to 2022, this study adopts the Cox proportional hazards regression model to analyze the influence
of premarital cohabitation on the stability of first marriage and its mechanisms. This study also tests sev-
eral competitive hypotheses, including the Trial Marriage Hypothesis, the Experience Hypothesis, the
Selectivity Hypothesis, and the Diffusion Hypothesis. The findings show that the risk of divorce at first
marriage is significantly higher for those who have experienced premarital cohabitation, and the nega-
tive effect of premarital cohabitation on the stability of first marriage is still robust after removing the self-
selection effect. The cultural meaning and popularity of premarital cohabitation varies across different
groups. Further analysis reveals the moderating effects of birth cohorts and education levels. Overall,
premarital cohabitation still has a negative effect on the stability of first marriage in the Chinese context.
However, as cohabitation gradually spreads among recent birth cohorts and highly educated groups,
its negative influence is weakened, supporting the main argument of the Diffusion Hypothesis.
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55 U RO AR A A BRORI VY BRE AR AR B IS R R S T AR B 58 AR N 1 B
A5 ('The Second Demographic Transition) FHTRFE | AN4E B ACEKE MR RIESZHAL K
JELA AR E M TR, I AR T s TR AR B S AL 5 A 16 % HE( Van De Kaa,1987) , 3T
AR TR AR 2 T 28 UV A 2358 R N 5 28 (OIS AN R R A8 3, HH AR 40 W) i A B0
IS USRS T WIS AR HEIR A AP TR (i 5 5 F2,2019) . Horb W@ 4T
SRS R B S ARFET TR AR B BOR 7 42 1S BN A RS it , 22 a2 Oy vk X T HAS 3
KM Ko, F WS TPEA T 5 Rl a4t 7 O e ] i) 25 3R A0 A it L R 00 22 R A 4 v 1 2
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QR W [ JE R (R v i A, 22 B A [ R R 2R R R R OC R, HL B IR B AT
b FHARIKF (Lesthaeghe ,2022) , AT 15 7 18] 03X — FE 28 JEL - 7 I Ak-25 19 [) Jo R s R 2
AR FRIRE , 3 Z AR AR TR FR 0 JUHR U T W] AR A U 408 %) 7145 i B, Xk 45
FaE MR AL AT WA, i T3 EARLEZ D T WAL G4l 4L 25 3R Tolk#k 2 Gt
R 2 G ) T A 2 PRSI P B R A FE WS AT IR E VR T IS R e M s ft v B A7
FESS RN AR B 4 1 “ SCAL 2R, D B —““ SCAR 2 o0 185 R 3 () 2 780 3 ) 35
AR T ZE AN [V REAAR 5] 22 B0 S o S o P 2

2920 W EAT MRS IS AT M TP — B 22 | (45 [ N2 FF 4R 5 I WS wi ) e 5
ISR EPEZ A OC R IS A MR G — ., A5 E YO, ISHT RS W2 5m 73R
] i B AR e A 1 XU ( B2 KA B AT, 20163 B2 ] 5%, 2017 ) s A RS 2% B, WS Al ) s %
B8 IR T A FH A e 43 ) 5 2R JHL B ) 2 B thE AR B T 980 55 (01 K 55, 2019 ; FRRBAR 4%,
2018) . MHERI T , E A% FA USRI B A IR AR e MG R TR T sy, & S AT 1L
TIIE B 28 D R R PR B R S TR e R, O IRl X — 2 5 o3 B, A SR A
[l AR A U L 22 DAL PR AU T U U B S At I, S il v R R B R A i 230
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O HBEEHERRTERAT AT R, EARKIM A https :// data. stats. gov. cn/ easyquery. htm?cn =
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2.1 BRI AR R GEERR

AR ( Trial Marriage Hypothesis ) 58 3 {5 5\ J2 05 QR A2 5 P 119 S SR S 0l PR 2%, 70 85 R 4%
FHIVCECE B AR 0GB 5 BRI R R, 0 W) 5 43 87 8 91 ( Trial Marriage ) Y
F60, Tl I R PRSI 0 0 L D RE , AR T AR B Z 18] 945 BN X R (Svarer, 2004 ) o 7E [] J5 18]
], BUJ7 REAE LU Ao Joe A0 B -t O S5 A8 s P R e A ] DATE RS HEA T OIS IR O O AT H2 T 1 fiox
T3, NI DATEAR BAS IR 51 2245 5., DA PPl XU 7 A= 1 <22 HE A DR P R0 oK SR A IS I AT 5. Y
BT ) J PR i BB s PR TRC R B (IR B Ji M LA i N3 5 i A B IR OC R i i s 28 1k
XA A AT (Klijzing, 1992) |, 171 753X — B B VT FCPR 5 5 5 10 £ A5 D05 0] 5 DA [m] s 2 a2 5
P O S T VR A S ISP i @i e D (21 v B i R NS B Sy - Y o R % N B ]
pb [l FE R T AL A BT A 3[R A= 75 R HE A B2 [ Y T A% 5 B G ( Bumpass 4§,1991)
B EMH SR 5 PSSR . Rt T 1 A R R S D MR TR A 2 ST
TR DE FORES S i, 45 1 58 22 6 8 5 o I 5 v S 0 15, DT b T[] s 8 D A
AT B o 118 U A0R J5 5 R0 B 58 ) WS AR S E 1% ( Kulu A1 Boyle,2010)

SR, IER 3 R P4 J7 B 2 1) SE IR 90 45 2R 5 U 5 i BV AR TR AH 2, & B i ] Ji 22
Pyas & R AR WA e 1, HLS WS A0 s A R {183 . g o i A R g i 171 A O ( Cohan 11 Klein-
baum ,2002) , ¥f1, 28 7 {B it ( Experience Hypothesis) 25 T B O RE , AR 1 [R] & 2E 4
A BBy I [F] AR R — B A 0 A TE R HE 52 1 A TR RIS B AN 52 A= 1% 19 J7 =X
T BRSO S 10 T DA R WRAS T A A 0 < Al [ s ) 1 S R S 2 B B 2 1)
S E RSO S IRAR T TR)JE SO B8 {1 A v 12 R 5418 ( Axinn FT Barber,1997) , 52
FRIX MU R ARSI FE 4 th | R AR 355 14 28 ] BE 2 eh 7 (] i 8 Rl A 1 DX 2R AR 0 ] R i) 285 38
WL I BE RS2 I AT B T I M 2R B O AR A XS AT AR 3 A AR 14 £ 17 2
HE, W B REHZ ARG R VA4S ( Dush 55,2003) o A ik [A] Js 28 D 94 RIE e 285 ) 540, o
ANE )T B SRS R O 28 00 il B2 Ak B 0y, 25 A AT T I 05 PN 8 O I, BB AT B B2 52 O 0 R B A
(Berrington F1 Diamond ,1999) . SEHEBFSE s , FARTER] R LA S R8T AR IR OC ZR A R
W T R, L& U ) g sk ) A 118 R 5 T E 8 8% ( Bennett 55,1988 3 Thomson Fil Colella, 1992)

AT 7, PEFEARUL ( Selectivity Hypothesis ) B 5¢3F: [A] & & AR R R 2207, % Bt A,
[F) J a2 — A A AT R, SRR A R A L[] e 5 A B A SRR ACRR BT, AR e rY i
SR DU | S v A DU | T %) R P O | Ak B %85OG 2R Y RE S JE 4% ((Smock,
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2000) o 3K LENF) T4 AR S E )4 BT AU A AL $% 7] J& ( Booth 1 Johnson, 1988) , i 23 &
ST R T U OC R L A3 A B 0 SR A Ml = DA TRIER 78 XoF S R A W e 2 T fi ) T
B0 ( Axinn F1 Thornton, 1992) | Fe 252 M HAFWRERE PR o A o0 BIF 5 70458 1] [m] Jos 8 R0 A [ Js 2
(AR 8 IR S, A 30 3 B R A XU 194 2 3l KR 46 71 ( Hall Fl Zhao ,1995) , #5258 205 K
(De Vaus 45,2003 ; Lillard %5,1995)
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55 RN AU ARSI NS B AT R A8 1) B 25 32 B AN SCAL AT ORI TR i 52
] ( Lesthaeghe ,2022) , 5 AR, 7E RIS B i3, 28 Dy (B Ut BE B IR U 2 A1, 9 #fB Ut ( Diffusion
Hypothesis ) $i& | [A] J& (19470 PN I 0] e SRl E 1 2 G 55 AR 110 2 A %78 ( Manting, 1996) |, 24 ]
JEFEREE B 25 5508 A SCAL R S SR AN [l B, X A R e Pk A/ AL e 25 k2B AR Ak
( Liefbroer Al Dourleijn 2006 ; Manning F1 Cohen,2012) . 7 [f] & AH X /0 WA 3R 5%E | 4511 IR R AR
AT REAZ il TR S R RSO NS  E XA AT TCie R & U & A A BC A2 , e 2830
TFat 2 e 780 H 5C R A T E A WA ( Stanley 45,2006 , 1M1 RE %13 1 Bl Bk % 32 38 A (ED0 T e 45
[F) J AR AT BT S BR Y SOAR e T , ik 4 S IS IR AN R e MEAR DG R RE B s — 2P AT ARt A
PEREBIN (Schoen , 1992) | IEHS USRI [] AN SOME L & FFI0 ISR, B ks & S 20k it WS e 2
JEE R (o T B A XU 55 2 AT, > [l S S D I T4 R —Fh A B R AR X0 B
SR T, BRAEIE T[RRI W2 A A SR O 2R | RO [ B s D RE H 250 i,
[FIES [ AT Ry B R AR R 2 o Z2 oo AR, L 5 AR R a5 25 2R RE Bg i i, H 4
AN A BT T R B[] 2 AN e v s U (4R B (L 55,2012

ST Ul 5 7R IH GRS B 2 DR BENE R, Il vy — % ST HEAR R
BN e S Rl RN i SO B S o € o N 1 | ES e ey - ol A 0 B D EEp O 0 Y S el P
FAAVE (Zhang ,2017) , LSR8 Z [BI A OC RANE o028, e B TRe 5 19 i s 25 A
SRR BT BB A SR FE 2 T BT [ S X6 G AR P 198 5 i 52 38 HL SO A i 5
SARFERIIRTT . PERSHTIREASE WAL T H 5 B IKURS: = ] 2 B A JG OGS 45 Hif 7]
JE R IIRA T A 3k s, X 2 0 JXURS: A 5 M KT B ( Schoen , 19925 Reinhold ,2010) , —- 3% 1l GE
JEK(Lu 55,2012) , F& USR] E 23 EARUS DAL 2409 XU ( Hewitt A1 De Vaus,2009)
2.3 A8 3K B 5% A 1

AR Bt TR R RS F A7 A K AR 2R T, B N ST G WIS B AR I MR 2
IR T AR B R 5 P07 5 IR DR AR A IR A . (B DG [R] J a) A S5 A
SEA NI AL ARG b A58 RN H 2B HE SRR 5 W] A R Bl 4 3 (O 5% L 8F57, 2017,
2019) FsZ i R 2 4341 (X 52,2019 3 857 AT4E,2021) , SR, WAL R A 5] 3830 1 [5] 8 47
R AE A U R 1 2 B8k U o B, WS ) = S b R B R 9 AT HILAH 18R 43 ( Teachman , 2003 ) ,
XoF L T A R AR M A AR

H AT 0 B0 W USRI [R]JE RS R RS PR G 2R 00 [ AT, — R I 11 (7] 5 45 WS i) | 45
ISAFAY SN A S HAL AR S — G A IR R ] RE 2 R BUR AR A B IR 2, FF AN
I USR] FE R TN Y B RS, (32 R (BR AR, 20165 2[R 51, 2017 ) 5 30 Bl EAG 56 5 U0 1
I IR)JE %) A R B RA0E, si i S B PR RN FE T T A T ) R A AR R A R T) 1) B ) 06 R
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(XN E P, 2019; FRRPARSE 2018) o FE T A AF 5% 24 70 B XT3 RN &S s BE il 23 T AR —
SETRER —J7 T, A2 FO U T[] i 5 8 RS 1 5C 2R i A A B U 1 R T LGt — 2548, T [
P 2 X X — U ) S TEAR R D AR B ESE — 1 e SR S il Rl | 28 R | e 4R 11
YA BRBEAE o TR T A2 BRAR R ) 53 —J7 1, A WSS ] 2010 ~ 2022 4F 1) 2 48 v ]
R BEIE RV A BRI AT 3 W, 0 8 A SRR — e i R A 45 2R BB A% UL I B A% L A BA B 1) 46 i
[Fi] s AR QRS P 1O, 8 ] % ) s A7 SRy B AT BB AR DGR 9 BB B 2R AT B TR ) A 55
3 #Et
3.1 HARBREFFIESR

A5 R 3 SRS B, K9 7R I A 2 SO TR B | R Ah 2 B X B i R S S A
RS TE P0G FR AR H AT R U 28 P AR U e IR DA B B A R R S ad . A,
AW A A MR

R 1 JS I R 23 i v B s XU, BRI S R 1k

B 2 - PRSI R VR TR0 Re e P i ik A2 v B8 T W) s A7 B BR800, Al 1 R 4
RN, HO R R MR S e A R T 2k

B 3 AR AL 23 S5 RN SR EE T B I [R] Jo X0 W W B 1 ) 52 W A7 7 22 5, RIVIS
T[] X A S A M A A FH A2 31 SOl e 5 38 SRR B

i 3.1 G AR TR) AT H 4 97 80, AH G T3 B AR BAA | 4 i [] J B W) R X A e
Hh AR BAS) B0 B RS P A HE AR A H

Rk 3.2 A0 L T HE K FEARAREAR, BT R B 17 A 7E s 20w KPR R B s WL, B
B AT XS AU A M R AR A

Y T L2 A BE 2 RE LGS BIAMARTEFE 32 U [ I 75 A A WS A 1A, %o T 380 22 1 e 1) )
BSTENS AAEAS | ORI 1) HE A R 5 22 1sf ), e BT B4R B P S A 22 08 T R Bl
PRSI A7 R A PR3 1, DR A BIF SR T4 52 23 v i TG Cox LEAT JXURS: ] U1 4SS 20 4G 56 8%
AR SRR E e R, S HAMBIRIA E, Cox H A7 IRURS: 0] I AR Y Yo 3 286 XU R A
S BRI, HRERE AN AT Z2 BREAT B, AT A0 R A T A HE R R S AR AR (2K
Fiy BR A4 ,2016) o 5Bl Cox FL MUK Bl ARY | BEAS A 2 i Sh R (DI AS BS 4% ) 1) i B S 5
R g AR I I ) (RO B AP 240 ) 4 5Bk , JFRE LA /3 i [w) A e g HL A A
FHBL, 6T e A AT AL TR0 A5 7R AR AS AR, X AN N 2R A 3], ASHIESE Cox HL A
JRUG [l YR A ) SRR X h

Inh(t) =Inh,(t) + B + Cohabitation + ZBL.XL.

Forb o RIS AFEE b (o) RIS AT S ¢ A5 it R AT O ) g A XIS RIS, ey (1) A
L XL R KK, Cohabitation S ANIFFE BT SETE RIS AT [A) JE A8 B | X, 37n — ZR 90 ] RESZ i A2
A DU P42 i) A 4, 8 KT B, i) DA e [ Joe 7 g M o A2 (9 IR 3R %, o B sl B, KT 0,
UM R 7R H e B TR DX , o IO7 18 XU EEA T 15 Sz, WU 37 ik A o o) 4 i e P 3 A
FH Xk R A8 RS HERE /N T 1

BT R LI AW IR IEAELR N . B 5, (R B 7 FER Kaplan-Meier 4277 145,
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Figure 1 Schematic Diagram of Analysis
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32 HEFRESTEILE

AW I R R B A5 R v R 2B A vt (1SSS) =5 1y v [ 58 B 18 5 ) £
(China Family Panel Studies, CFPS) i H . H 2010 4EFELE4 4 LISK , CFPS B 4 5¢ % 6 UB B
Pl BRERISCER MR K BE 411X 3 AN RS , AR A BT 55 BRI 5 b DX DL ROR i | P
M NS T E AR MG 25 A ( AIR X BT, nHE A 2 EAR AR,
AFFRHEEL CFPS A 2010 ~2022 4F 11~ N H 25 [5]3R5 2 B I ) S 0080 S 434, -0 7
SRR R T e Wil (51 22 JE1 % Aotk 20 JH 3 BUREAS,

AR C A WS, 05 1T ) 5 X0 05 F-FEA & ELA AN R 118 25 SCRTEZ IR ( Smock , 2000) , AR AJF
FEASURT AT S P A P 5 T [+) s AR A R A A 155 O R A 7 40 7, AS O 5 AR DI IS B Al [R) J (5 229k
HEABSHOCR ) BTG S, H R 5 R B U 2 BN WIS A, DR300 5 30 0 WS A 1S | P-4 ) S
R AR OSEE ATEABIE T B2 TR N, PRI ASHIF S R i R A i Ry A 75 8 DT TR U
WA B IS, DL IS B RS2 i 8] A% O B AR S R HEA R AR RIS TR R AT . S IRUME
A ANUSFEE PERY SCIR , AP S U P A8 45 MR R M P O AR R IR 2 HuIX
SN2 EAS & A RE KT 3 0 By SR BRSSO R 5 [N, 2% P& 3 e
B PR 28 7T B8 2 S M) 0 14 B B0R 5 2 R 2 6 1] (01 22,2019 ), A5 — 204 0 S TRC A )
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BAE AFRVEEC A SIS N AE B RIS I AL, AP IS BIBR % (Listwise Deletion) D4k
PR BB (EL, SR AR 12707 DAREEA . A7 S R LRI A LR 1 FR

®1 TEERESIT
Table 1  Descriptive Statistics of Variables

x & AR R N AN V] HE(AFREL)/ GHk
WRETE
AR =0, B =1 7.61%
SRS A 27.91(14.04)
RILERTE
5AT B & L=0;F=1 13.17%
EHTE
5 k=0, B k=1 48.72%
PO Kk poa=0;RkFra=1 29.97%
i L N4 52.94(12.84)
K% YRR =0, k=1 92.65%
.5 KA =0;348=1 52.41%
X GaF=1 27.14%
PR =2 26.13%
R =3 32.00%
Al=4 14.73%
HE KT PNEREAT =1 43.26%
=2 32.30%
BP/ PR/ AR/ BREH=3 13.85%
XEBE W k=4 10.59%
5 R G EXR=0;%0=1 7.55%
EHAZAP =0;%h=1 3.07%
#FiBik 2 ABINIR=0; B TikiR=1 25.62%
S5 I B I R #HE=0; Rl #b45=1 62.16%
WERNAER F=0;F=1 85.21%
FA R IR ARFE 2010 ~2022 4 CFPS ¥t A 52 133), B XA KL

4 ISR X AIIE T M 1E AL

SETFL 5 (RIS B U ) A0 % 2 Bt 1) (RIS A7 S 00) 22 B 42 BE AR Kaplan-Meier 2E 77 i
25 (WK 2) TR, BB ISR A RO SE I, AN o0 S R AR U T BT, o, A s e
7 J 28 173 (9 A VR R R A 7 8 TE B, B0 855 £ 17 3 B 20 A5 5k [ £ 4 58 ek
Fag, BARTI T, YW USHRSE T ] 7E 20 4R LLA IR, BE 75 WS WA 728 0T A9 28 K, A0SR IR 28 1
FI A A S 7 256 0 AR U 0 K T 95 A A0 A 0 o 28 1 ) S A S A 7 3 A T R A5 B

O FHE—FTEHHEENE, WA BAEAS IR P R
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V52, YOS RS AT 35 4R A7 WS A R 22 D B A RIS A A R AR B A 8T% /i T
A USRI ) S 2 D) B AR IS AT R ASEAE 93% M

B2 SBEREELNEEGFRTH#EE (Kaplan-Meier £ 177 # £%)
Figure 2 Survival Curves of First Marriage by Sub-samples ( Kaplan-Meier Method)
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ABFEAH Cox FLAI XU [RNIEAERY a2 iS FT R JE SR e M R . A FEACTE 313K
R FRER (W2 51 ( 1)) Fede il b A B 0T, iS5 AT 1R -5 0 s fe e MR BN 7 1) 56
5K, BV S iy ) 2 D (R AR B e XU i 2 0 v el i) P 0 A i o3 e e B8 XU A1 52
K3, BEASBF IS e — 4 LA =3 MR UESES 7432 Cox [BIHD  FEEFAG T 1 [BIAREAY | fl3-45 5 4n
F250(2) R, WHREREE i, Aeds il A AR 5 f5 , WS A [A) s S5 w0 e e MEATD 2 B R ¢
A HF USR] i A Wi ) A A 1) B 0 XU e BT T 57% , 53X -5 04 07 B ST
1% AL ( Axinn F1 Barber, 1997 ; Dush 55,2003 ) . Fk e B AR i [R5 B s UL Z [8] 11 7] 5
Ut 7EFRE | WSHT IR E RIS R e MRV E AT & e D Badd M Fiis Bt B0 1 7530500E,,

A4 AR 1 5 W IR T 1Y 56 FR AR A M S 9 AR A5 I 2L, i an AR R KT
FRIAE 2 08 T T S ) 85 e 7 1 BEAEG (R ) 5, 2017) T [ B 00 B e o Ml AR AE — 2 1Y
DX 3 22 5 2R b e X 8 A S 0 XU vk v i t IX e S A 1.99 43, 3k ] BE 5 A ] Ml X 0 1
B FRBER R e R A N R AT 6, ZR AU X H A Rk B4t 25 SO Fn R A, LA B4
g DN 7 3 S g R e B R ) N A I 2 W Y LB R E S NP 53 A e
JRURG: 1) E 2 PR 2, B AR B AR 00 3 25 20 S B0 06, -5 AR AR AR A it T
WIHIREA W e e MR g

@ & Cox AR E ZEAEZA D ERAE ALE/N 5 EA T B 6 K & R F 4, B & AN
BMHAITEABETE (D EEERBHRANBER) , HH A TR 5 BRI R A F 5 mEw LG
Cox B2 EAH Eoy RN JH A AR 6,
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#F2 Cox LLBRUBEEFREE T4 R
Table 2 Results of Cox Proportional Hazards Regression Model

Ao B MR P e &

1 ¥

(1) (2)
WA R & (A RE=R) 1.57* 1.57™
(0.16) (0.16)
PR (SR = 4ok ) 1.10
(0.08)
Fa(AREA=RLFa) 2.92*
(0.26)
il 0.99" 0.99"
(0.00) (0.00)
Bk ( A B =Y K E %) 0.85 0.85
(0.11) (0.11)
WY (HA BB = RKAT) 1.49 1.49 =
(0.13) (0.13)
WX (A= H3)
b 3R 0.91 0.91
(0.11) (0.10)
A 3R 0.92 0.92
(0.10) (0.10)
%k 1.98 1.99
(0.21) (0.22)
HEKP(HBLE=PFRUT)
1 ¥ 0.38™ 0.37°
(0.04) (0.03)
B/ P E/ BAR/RG 0.21" 0.21"
(0.03) (0.03)
XEBE L 0.12" 0.13™
(0.02) (0.02)
SR S (ARA=AEE ) 1.41 1.43
(0.09) (0.22)
ERA (SR =R) 0.44™ 0.44*
(0.13) (0.13)
BBk 12 (A B =A-BiIkIR) 1.15" 1.15"
(0.10) (0.10)
S I B (AR 20 = dF B E) 0.84™ 0.84™
(0.06) (0.06)
HAAEF(HABRE=L) 0.41™ 0.40 ™"
(0.03) (0.03)
-2LL -6047.44 -5002.58

& D" p<0.1, " p<0.05, ™ p<0.001, /& £ ., Q5 A4HEAH

AEE G RE,
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4.2 XHEFERIRERE

PRSI TN R, A A R AR R B A S AT BE R S [R]85 45 0 , B T [A) Js S s AR
SEMERY T ¢ R ORI T H IR RERON AR [R] AT A B (Lillard 55 ,1995) o BARE| [ 9 31k
BN TR S K — B N a2 5 i W) J DA B 5 Z A DG BB TR A T SRy i 42 52 B AR [l
JoE 2 TR AR R B WL 2 RN TE 78 1 7, 3X AT e S B A [ B ATy B 8 1) A IR PR (SRR
HRAE,2018) , RIVUA AR Ir AR GERG S A A 2 B RIS AT [R] Ja (X B 9448, 2019) , T IX— W
A TETS UE R[] J5 X R WS RS P S M B, Co LR 8] JRURS: [T DA 78 v ) 45 4 o A2 £ v R [
Ao 5 B T ) A RS AR DG . I, BT B 5 1) 7543 PR JE 5 ¥ ( Propensity Score Matc-
hing , PSM ) X 5] B 5 0 4 i7 [m] Jis: FHA7) B8R 25 1) 28 B AR AT REAS UG I, 4% PR UG e 45 2R AT A
Cox LU XS A1, 38 3k b A HERR 1 28 B A0 FTJe DG S B 0 o IXURS: LA (B A9 22 4k (L
85,2012 LIS IF ) F Xob ) S R P () A8, A B S A L 2 75 BT

Zenb AT R SRR EE RS 430 BH  ABEGE PR AR IS IS MK $R
IR AR VCIC RN X =35 P2 A5 . MRTa /R0 i (USHT RS ) , A RETOR AR AR 43 Ry A PR 2H
(HSHTIR fEE ) Fa 20 (ISTTR R fE )  JFEE T LA BAR & WREARHE T 1 0 1 ERBPERE, LUS 7]
RESIRAC IR A I AR AE A R 4T B 225 . B 3 R T REAS DRI Jm &2 bR e A X
2RO, AT LA IRAE VE R, S5 [ 5 5 AR [m) J 2 2 ) AR S MK FREEAE
AERA DT IC T T EAT B 22 5% (R DCHD 5 — B e X S AR i A P A

B3 HALEmEREEMELHEZNEL
Figure 3  Standardized Mean Difference (SMD) Changes before and after Matching

FEMERAR | T @
SER X @
ﬂﬂﬂ 1[‘%':‘IJ_Y R R R v @ R R .
= & X o ILHCHT
=l -
5 BB A 00 PSS L PERC
ﬂ:”ﬁ‘?\p;[;@‘a_ ......................... @ 3
T e X
~100 -50 0 50 100
bR 22

T PSM VT Be 5 51, A 58 i — 20 R 396 Ak B AR R N AL ((Inverse Probability of
Treatment Weighting, IPTW) O, XFEEARBEFT AL Cox HoAB] U 11 U, 235 SR e A mT 0 A HE Bk e 1%
PEAS R S ARG THE . A0 3 Frn 24 A SRR B A R e, 3 i I i 5 i XU 22 TR 4TS
I SC AR (R T TR] Ja 2 e g RURS: He A A BT T e 8 i I 2 1 o 2 XU, L Ry AR [

O  EFHEA AR EAE T R AR E, T & UL AL Ao A A R, — A JE L8 AR A BRI
AP AR R AR RE R EFAT—5,
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JEHE I 1.43 455 B 2 15 BERSr IRk, 3K — 45 5 nT A0 A 0 i [m] s X ) A B 1 1) e R i 13
B RIS TE S R AEAS 1 BR800 5, BT[] X ) e e MR SR I E IR AAAE . KIS
V7 L R 4 5 (1 AR 2518 R[] ( Booth Al Johnson, 1988 ; De Vaus 45,2003) , J5# Z1iA K H
TEPEASON 2 0 i 7] o X W0 USRS 1 7 AR TH ARG i ) S 22 PR, 3k m] R PR Dy v AR 2 S 04
Tt AE R AT B2 22 AR RE TR B R () s 19 R BUE X2 15 Hi W] & ( Premarital
Cohabitation ) M AEAE 85 [A] J& ( Nonmarital Cohabitation ) , B[V [F] J& 2 @5 8 14 101 65 50 VE B Bt 7E
X 25T B[R] i ) X7 AN 3, HeAs ] 68 PR Ay [) i A8 1 a2 B 55 0 32 AU A5G &R
(Stanley 55,2006) , H-52 00 J5 2e (OISR B &, P, 7ESIBR B BR800 5, 3o 5 B A 1§ Aif 7]
JEAT AT B e o) B v 1 G 0 XU

&3 SR Cox Lk IXUBE @ YFHEBY fh i+ 45 3R
Table 3 Results of Weighted Cox Proportional Hazards Regression Model

T A E AR P w &
WA R E( A BE=) 1.43™ 1.43™
(0.20) (0.20)
PER) (SRR =4t ) 1.28"
(0.19)
Fo(ARE=FRKLFrna) 2.81"
(0.48)
S P2 E
-2LL -2262.21 -1832.93

4.3 ETRATREY BRREE

TR B 28 Dt P 2 A, 7 B0 5 4T, B[] S F 00 B B P e 45 AR
VERTE S TR AE T, Bk T4 2 Iy S % A R0 SCAR R B8 (] J A7 24 1Y 35 B2 2 B ( Liefbroer #l
Dourleijn, 2006 ) . >4 [F] & AT Ay A oA Bifi 2 175 458 728 30 T A e 228 B, C X i et e M 1) VE
PLii 2 & H2 284k ( Manning #1 Cohen ,2012)

PR Ry 28 D TR B B ) v A s T AT R RS, BRI, 7R K BEFNAE
SIWTETEL A Z A A NAT NI 52 BN oAt B 1 A8 B, T ) i -5 g 400 g b g 2
AT AFE F,2017) AR KRFREE Fals Ak, RS EAUE R Z A5, R4
POEARARAL . SR TFUS 0 R BRE Y S A RN Tl AL R R AR N 1 S A A B AL
SR BB AR E B RS RSO R O AR, 2021) , ( hAe N R IEFIE IS4 )
WA T 1980 4- 1 2001 A PR E KRBT (KA (HRAAE,2016) AL GU IR AR e 1A
TR SR 55 , NATTRYARZ AR AL & B 45 i, 5 IRl g 94 J7 [ 58 0 A (EDUL AN A 17 7 =X
TN A M IS FRBE At 2 MRS T i 2% AR B R 7% | W] S AT o H 4 7 HIOF ok 2 1y
NIT 32 ( Zhang,2017) ,

Aat FREAT R BOFA R IC 200 & A 0 A R BT AL 4k 23 PR B A ], %k [m] Je ik —
AT 5 2R A RN 4 52 R O AR S | A0 T ) Jes A7 S Ay A B A S [] 1 S Ak i A SRR T
4 o  TEFRE L ASIE] Az BB I AR G 5 AS [ At 2 KT, A 8 AN [R] B SR8, AH L
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F 50 J5 K AR H A BAF AR N BB TR AR 7 SO T U BRI (80 & K LA SR
(P A BRI ) |, 52 RIS & 298/, [REAT R s s UL, S A R E LL @il 2.36% 1 7+ 21
it 30% , FHIE TR E A 8.70 A EFFE] 11.19 A BEAh, B 8E KF BT 2R
RACPIM: SR B T A R AR5 T 5 8 AR R s B B O 5% J8F5%,2017) . AL
B KRN J LR BIREAS A 3 WS A R JE AT R A o AR 7.73% , T 349 46 i [R] JE B
KA 9.43 D H  WHHEZ L KL R U 3B AT, B AT R H 5] 057 2 1§ A1 1] i
W HHRTF 2 26.75%F1 10.48 1~ H
F4 ARHERS HEKFEERIETEEL G R FHRAK

Table 4 Premarital Cohabitation and Its Duration by Birth Cohort and Educational Level

WATRE  FHIEATRE

R Yl (%) HK(A)
ARAER 13.17 9.75
B 2 A7

50 J& B VLET 2.36 8.70
60 & 5.47 9.47
70 & 15.13 9.82
80 & B VA& 31.00 11.19
A KF
NEBET 7.73 9.43
1P 14.35 9.51
B/ P E/ R RG 16.99 9.87
X EBE L 26.75 10.48

A HEAT BB M RAUT A 2 E A B AT S

WG TBOB U0 A L A5, WS ) Jos 18 S R B 2 52 e LA T S A e e =K, Rt
AW FE R 2B S FNZLE K B8 5 380 I 3BT, 7E Cox LU A8 JRUS: [l D 452 78 rbr 249 A 1§ iy
[vi] J R HE A BAB) I ) J AN KPS B0 (L3 5) , R BUAHER T 50 J5 B LART I 4=
BAS) 45 i ) o e 5 e JXUIG: 1 I 16 1 FAE 80 J B LA A M A= BA B AT BT R 1% 3 08 K-
11, AH LT BB KT R /N K DL BRI ezl m b/ i/ B/ B AR & UL BE
R R T | BT ) Xy e e M A T AR s el (R R A T i 55 . (X 3.1 R 3.2 15809 43
IUE, BV i ST SR ) AV 32 B3R 8 R X ) WA RE PR A A T AR R W, (37 3] ) i
e KRBT, X —TH AR AR R RER TR I R INMEAE 2 5. 76 80 J5 K LU AL Az 3 &
H X DL OB IR ) SIS LA A SR80S |, 3 SO R AT (] J A T oy A 32 i ke e
QR IY [7) o ol L 5 e DRSS ) 1 07 7 — o AR B 8 I 55 ( Reinhold ,2010 ; Mu,2024)

AU B RN T R A B T M A IV W A 2 < SO 2 3R A 4 T ] S A A XU A
KRFR FA IR, I A W E RN, FREEAL T8 m A7 R PRy sony s b, a] LA
G (EERU IR ) e e I £/ T R0 3 SO I T A N3 A 7 2 R S R e e
M5 AN EC A PEAR BT WS IR G R | R AE S RS B LB G Y BE Al L, 5 &3 i AR i
NI BT ) o R e IR AR A P S 38 1E A 5, B8 o 22 b 3 3y B0 i () 3 1o i i Ty
FE S AL T B8 AP 25 465 XUKS: ( Hewitt A1 De Vaus,2009)
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&5 BAIIFNHEREZRET TEREEXVIERE SRR

Table 5 Impact of Premarital Cohabitation on the Stability of First Marriage with

Birth Cohorts and Educational Levels as Moderators

Rl Ao o)X= By~
FA 3 3R o 28 B
WEAT R B (S RBA=R) 2.55" 2.64
(0.77) (0.79)
ARG (A B =50 J& BVATT)
60 J& 1.84 1.85™
(0.31) (0.31)
70 J& 2.83" 2.82°
(0.68) (0.68)
80 J& BV )& 2.10™ 2.07"
(0.76) (0.75)
58T Bl B %60 & 0.70 0.67
(0.26) (0.25)
W5 B EXT0 J& 0.64 0.61
(0.22) (0.21)
W5 B %80 J& Bk G 0.51™ 0.49™
(0.18) (0.18)
2 Fegil ¥4
-2LL -6021.19 -4975.79
FH AT R
WEAT R B (SRR = 1) 2.03" 1.99 =
(0.31) (0.32)
HEHEKF(HBUE=PFRT)
1 ¥ 0.41™ 0.40
(0.04) (0.04)
AP/ PE/ ARG 0.23"" 0.23""
(0.04) (0.04)
X+ A& E 0.16 ™ 0.16™
(0.03) (0.03)
Y5 B B xA1 P 0.64 0.66
(0.14) (0.15)
WA B ExZ ¥/ P 5/ AR/ RS 0.63™ 0.66
(0.22) (0.22)
WERT R BEx K+ Al b 0.37" 0.39™
(0.15) (0.16)
B 2 Fegil Feal
-2LL -6042.61 -4998.33
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5 #it5itig

WO TR, T A [ Ja 3 R B WS R R S B T} | 3 AR — B AR B fa B SR IR I E AE
21— 5000 EZRS ZIR N DU AR R R RIS I R AR . ABFSE3E T 2010~ 2022 4
CFPS %4z , R A Cox HuAF RURS: A1 AR RS | SRS B T o s B i R) S 55 0 s AR e Pk =2 ) 7Y
RFR IR TS e 2 Py Bl BB BB fE h iR N R ), EEMR
e .

S — FERS A P R RS 0T R A T IR R R B A X RS T
25 DB U AL a5, BRIV T () 2 7 308 Ao 3R A8 T 7 v A B2 2 DA, AR T A AR R G
Z SR 1 B2 A TA 60 5 25 B ( Axinn Fl1 Barber, 1997 ) | i Ho X6 TF 2CHS 00 A el % PR A2 ik | S FGE
SRR OC 2 1) 1 BE AL By, DATT 5800 6588 74 T B ( Cohan 1 Kleinbaum ,2002)

S5 AR A IR ERARON T, FEFR ] BRI SR AT B At e o T A R A RS AEER TP A
23 FRE R R EAT I Z A8 ISR R RUEH A7 R — e R E L
BN T A XU, (T [ R AR B R w i AR e M O B R B P RS, &
U B 8 % 7 HE B PRI 13 B 54 ( Berrington A1 Diamond , 1999 ; Dush 45,2003 )

55 = R AR BRI RN R KT B KON T 7 B TR R A R A T A A RN
CUFEAR (3 E BRI [R) 8 A7 A 70 5 e 1 A BA B 0 v 20 B /K AR b 2535 (R 5% L8P,
2017) o AZULSEMR WS [R) X S s M i A AL i) 3% 80 o B e W] A A 25 5% 7 80 S
KDL JE Rz sl e v S UL 20RO b WS [R] X6 2 s XU 1% T 800 7 — o R B L
HIl 55,

Zx Lk, B s R E 3 E E Rt A 2 R A DR N M REfERH . A
Ao R4 R L0 P G 50 4% SR 300 ) i B e TR SRR« T ) e % 40 S A 1 P 5 i A7
FIHTH AEAS AR v 22 5 A SRR B8 A IR, X 38 RN G AR B A I N A 2 R ik i
BT RR IR )« SCAR LR (), A SHe B o T R0 AF e AR B 7 O A8 | M T T R P A oA B TR 221
A5 DL R BB LS (U HE S SGHE IS ) Bk 2 K | 5 i [R) J5 BT 1 I 18 0 24 TOKs 2 32
TR o ST RS R —Fh R SRR AR U7 BRI T 7] J5 (AR 55 4 I T2 5 4 AU 40
KF, W R) R X WS AR A 22 (R B E PR A T 3, S A S R (G ORI s ) 114 il 5 A
2 E (Manning Fl Cohen,2012) , ANk, AHFFEAL TR T WU HF 1A 1) 465 i ) Je5: 0 g s = 2, [l
A5 FANFEAZE O XE LAE T 213 05 (7] 3 3P 2 0 A5 A I 100, Sy S 4 PR e ke o i s
S BT e 5 B S 2 B] ) 2 0 2R, oA Sl St Gl e ot %) D J Al RS 0 56 R J R
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