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Table 1. Means and Standard Deviations of the Variables Used in Developing Subjective and Objective Indexes

for Marital Quality EEN L FEN RIS EEe ASE & 8#E0 Ty U EEREE

Items Mean S.D.

Items for Subjective Index

Satisfaction with husband’s :

mental character(Y1) 33 0.87
affection for herself(Y2) 3.7 0.75
job & income(Y3) 3.0 0.86
drinking & smoking habits(Y4) 31 1.00
health(Y5) ' 35 0.92
Attitude to marriage(Y6) 31 1.25

Items for Objective Index
How frequently :

go for shopping together ? (Y7) 2.6 1.10
go outdoors and participate

in social gatherings together ? (Y8) : 29 1.00
talk together about what happened

at husband’s work place ? (Y9) 31 1.05
talk together about child or }

domestic affairs ? (Y10) 37 0.85

How much each spouse knows about ,
the other’s friends ? (Y11) 35 0.80

Whether the couple have any social
meetings that they attend together ? -
(0=no, l=yes) (Y12) 0.2 041
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Table 2. Correlation Coefficients’ between the Variables Used for Measuring the Subjective Index

TEHN BIE BT AL

= BHSM2 MEAREN

Variables? Y, Y, Y Y, Ys Y
Y, 1.00
Y, 0.54 1.00
Y 0.31 0.32 1.00
Y 027 022 - 023 1.00
Ys 020 021 0.20 0.20 1.00
Ys 0.20 0.15 .

0.12 0.12 0.05 1.00

1) Zero-order correlation coefficients

2) For notations of the variables, refer to (Table 1)

Table 3. Correlation Coefficients between the Variables Used for Measuring the Objective Index
TEY BIE gEo ASE BHE Mol HRGRRN

Variables? Y, Ys Yo Y10 Yu Yie
Ys 1.00 -
Ys 0.54 1.00
Y, 0.31 0.32 1.00
Yo 0.27 0.22 0.23 1.00
Yuu 0.20 0.21 0.20 0.20 1.00
Yo 0.20 0.15 0.12 0.12 0.05 1.00

1) Zero-order correlation coefficients

2) For notations of the variables, refer to (Table 1)
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Table 4. Means and Standard Deviations of Variables in the Model
B I BT AIEE 2HEMS HEEARE

Variables Mean SD.
Marital Quality”
Subjective index 0.0 0.86
Objective index 0.0 0.83
Homogamy
Birth place(0=same province ; 1=otherwise) 0.5 0.50
Religious affiliation(0=same ; 1=0therwise) 0.1 0.31
Education(years of difference) 2.0 2.38
Age(years of difference) 4.1 3.05
Demographic and Family Characteristics
Whether live with parents ? (0=yes ; 1=no) 09 0.33
Number of children 2.8 1.80
Duration of miarriage(years) 175 13.60
Socio-economic Characteristics
“Household’s Monthly income(10, OOOWon) 64.9 44.87
Whether the wife paraticipate in labor force ?
(0=no ; 1=yes) 0.4 0.50

D Both the indexes were measured as follows.

Subj. Index=0.44Y,+0.37Y,+0.15Y5+0.11Y,+ 0.09Y;—

0.71Y,

Obj. Index=0.25Y;+0.10Y1,+0.39Y5 + 0.18Y, +0.20Y:o — +0.18Yy
where coefficients are factor-score coefficients obtained from factor analyses(For notations of variables, refer

to {Table 1)).
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Table 5. OLS Regression Coefficients on the Subjective Index for Marital Quality
FH BIE gxol ALSE #HE Fol ERRE

Model 1 Model 2

Variables b Beta b Beta
Different birth place —.063 —.036 -.089* —.0563
Difference in age —.018**  —.063 —.015* —.052
Different religious affiliation —.122* —.044 —.112 —.040
Difference in educational attainments —.004 —.013 —.003 —.007
Household’s monthly income 002#** 098
Wife’s labour force participation ‘ —.101**  —.0569
Cohabitation with parents —.095 —-.037
Marital Duration —.132E-3 —.024
No. of living children —.008 —.015
Constant 124 174
F 424 551
Adusted R? ; » 006 019

#xx statistically significant at < 0.001
#+  statistically significant at { 0.01
*  statistically significant at < 0.05

Table 6. OLS Regres§ion Coefficients on the Objective Index for Marital Quality
BREN & By T o 12 REE

o Model 1 Model 2
Variables
b Beta b Beta
Different birth place 145%** .087 —.003 —.002
Difference in age _ —.034%*  — 123 - 017  — 061
Different religious affiliation —.190*** . — 070 —.176** — 065
Difference in educational attainments —.005 —.015 004 011
Household’s monthly income 003*¥* 155
Wife’s labour force participation . —.073%  —.044
Cohabitation with parents v 099 039
Marital Duration —.001%*  — 219
No. of living children —.032 —.062
Constant 104 164
F 15.79 31.80
Adusted R? 027 - o123

= statistically significant at < 0.001
x+  statistically significant. at { 0.01
% statistically significant at {0.05
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{Summary,

The Effects of Homogamy on Marital Quality

Keywon Cheong* - Sang-Young Lee**

Previous studies on marriage have suggested
that homogamy operates as a norm in mate selec-
tion, and the data from a handful of studies in
other countries have supported the hypothesis
that the greater the premarital homogamy, the hi-
gher the marital quality. Using data on family st-
ructures and fuctions in Korea, this study asses-
ses the effects of homogamy on the quality of
marriage, and disentangles the relative effects of
the homogamy from those of other socio-economic
objectix}e index. The subjective index of marital
quality is developed through the degree to which
the wife was satisfied with her spouse’s characte-

ristics. The objective quality of the marriage was

indexed by the degree to which the couples were

interacting and communicating. Homogamy was
measured in terms of the region of birth, age,
educational attainment, and religious affiliation of
husband and wife. A two-step hierarchical multi-
variate regression model was employed in analy-
zing the data from the Korea Family Functions
Survey, which was conducted by the Korea Insti-
tute for Population and Health in 1989. Major fin-
dings of the analysis are -

a) Homogamy, in particular measured in terms

of differences in age and religion between

spouses, have statistically significant influe-
nces on the quality of marriage as measured
by the subjective and objective indexes.

b) The greater the age gap the lower the level
of statisfaction with marriage and the inte-
raction between spouses.

¢) A couple with different religious backgrou-
nds has lower index scores.

d) The socio-economic characteristics of the
couple account for a larger proportion of va-
riation in both the indexes for marital qua-
lity, than the variables used for homogamy,
but this does not necessarily mean that so-
cio-economic characteristics have a closer
relationship with marital quality than homo-
gamy, because the problem of measurement
scale is involved. A good possibility remains
that a different picture will evolve only if a
better designed index for homogamy is de-
veloped.

There has been little study on the quality of
marriage in Korea, and since there are limitations
on the data and methodology this study is expec-
ted to contribute considerably towards the reser-

voir of the studies in this field.

+ Senior researcher, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs(KIHASA)
#x Researcher, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs(KIHASA)
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