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ANALYSIS OF THE BALANCE 
OF INTENTION 

TO SUPPORT PARENTS 
AND PARENTS-IN-LAW:

A Study of Intergenerational Support as Seen 
from Patterns of Support Balance

SUZUKI Fumiko

In many cases, marriage results in a married couple 
having two sets of child-parent relationships: a 
relationship with one’s own parents (hereafter 
referred to as “parents”) and a relationship with 
one’s spouse’s parents (hereafter referred to as 
“parents-in-law”).  Various delicate, complex 
issues result from the relationships formed with the 
respective parents of the wife and husband. First, 
there is the matter of housing, involving which set 
of parents the couple will live with or live close 
to.  There is the matter of visits that will be paid 
at annual observances such as Obon and New 
Year’s.  There are issues of socializing in everyday 
life, involving telephone calls, courtesy visits and 
gifts, the frequency of bringing grandchildren to 
visit and future issues such as care-giving toward 
parents.  

Concerning the relationships with parents, 
Ochiai (2001) predicted from demographic 
factors that in the future there would be an 
intergenerational shift involving both sets of 
parents.  The high-birth rate and low-death rate 
generation born between 1925 and 1949 also had 

a large number of siblings, and even following 
World War II, males (especially the eldest 
son) resided with their own parents, receiving 
inheritances from the parents and in exchange 
taking on responsibility for support of the parents, 
making possible an intergenerational relationship 
founded on preference for the husband’s family 
(the paternal line).  However, the generation born 
in 1950 and following had fewer siblings, a low 
birth rate and low death rate.  Most of the children 
of this generation were eldest sons and eldest 
daughters.  In the case of parent-child relations 
with only a daughter, the existing “paternal line” 
intergenerational relationship meant that the 
parents lost the support of their child, and as a 
“daughter and heir,” it became difficult for the 
female child to marry.

How in actual fact is the low-birth rate 
and low-death rate generation born after 1950 
attempting to manage relationships with these two 
sets of parents, their own parents and their parents-
in-law?  Are they able to socialize with both sets 
of parents while maintaining a balance between 

Ⅰ.  Introduction
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both, or are they inclined to socialize with one set 
more than the other?

Within the intergenerational relationships, this 
article focuses on the child’s (married female’s) 
intention to support and assist parents.  Employing 
nation-wide data, it analyzes the married female’s 
method of maintaining a balance in relations with 
both sets of parents and the standards and factors 
for doing so, and considers the current situation of 
intergenerational support in a society faced with 
declining birthrates and an aging population, along 
with future directions.

Following are two distinguishing features of 
the analysis.  First, in order to grasp in as simple 

terms as possible the complex relations a married 
couple has with two sets of parents, it employs 
a “support balance system” which combines 
the existence or nonexistence of an intention to 
support one’s own parents and one’s parents-in-
law.  Second, simultaneously considering relations 
with one’s own parents and parents-in-law means 
not limiting consideration to just the relationship 
between the generations but taking into account 
the relationship between husband and wife who 
comprise the child generation that provides the 
support.  Bearing these two features in mind, 
this article will consider the balance of support 
between the two generations.

A number of points require attention in grasping 
intergenerational support.  There is the aspect 
of the content of the support and the direction 
in which it moves, that is, from whom to whom.  
The substance of the support varies and includes 
financial assistance; help with household chores, 
childcare and care-giving; care of the sick; 
visitation; and offering of advice.  Further, in the 
matter of the direction, in addition to whether the 
support is based on blood relationship or marital 
relationship—one’s own parents or parents-in-
law—the issue of gender comes forward, such as 
whether the recipient is the father or mother, or 
the son or the daughter.  Moreover, there is the 
issue of whose perspective the intergenerational 
relationship is to be viewed from, that is, who the 
respondent is.  While the support may be between 
parent and child, it is possible that the way of 
looking at that support varies between parent and 
child.  In this way, various essential elements 
are involved in intergenerational support, and 
the various researchers have followed their own 

interests in deciding where to put the focus, and in 
doing so, have taken into account the limitations 
of the data.

The mainstream of such research to date has 
been, for each variety of support, to grasp the 
support relationship as a one-to-one relationship of 
child to parent or parent to child.  Mitani (1991), as 
an example, for each individual form of support1, 
focuses on the respondent (male or female) and 
his or her own parent and on the respondent and 
child.  In terms of relationship with parents, the 
frequency of the husband’s parents is compared 
with that of the wife’s parents, and in terms of 
the relationship with children, the frequency with 
the son and daughter-in-law was compared with 
that of daughter and son-in-law.  It is clear that 
there is a difference in support relations between 
the husband’s parents (son’s parents) and wife’s 
parents (daughter’s parents).  Shirahase (2005) 
discusses the support relationship in terms of the 
relationship between the respondents (females) and 
each of the parents (husband’s father, husband’s 

Ⅱ．Analytical Methods of Prior Research and the Present 
Study
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mother, wife’s father, wife’s mother).2  The results 
of the analysis of how various factors affect 
support relationships indicate that intergenerational 
co-residence, distance of residence from parents 
and parental needs increase support of parents 
and that if the husband is a first-born son, this 
increases the probability of looking after the 
parents, and these in turn suggest that a paternal 
pattern remains.  Further, Shi (2009) discusses 
the exchange of support between respondents and 
their own parents (father and mother), comparing 
the effects of differences of gender and differences 
in the composition of the husband’s and wife’s 
siblings, and concludes that there is a difference in 
the nature of the support relationship between the 
husband’s parents and the wife’s parents.3 

Regardless of the methods of analysis, 
an attempt is made to carry out the analysis 
while observing the direction and the variety of 
intergenerational support, taking into consideration 
who was supporting whom and what kind 
of support was provided.  However, because 
consideration was being given separately to each 
of the multiple relations of support that a single 
individual was engaged in, it was difficult to grasp 
an overall perspective of the entirety of these 
support relationships.

In order to grasp the whole picture of the 
support relationships that each person possessed, 
devices were designed to integrate, to the degree 
possible, the complex data concerning the 
direction of support and the varieties of support.

Yasuda (2004) focuses on who supports 
whom, classifying the support relationship into 
four categories: mutual benefit (relationships of 
mutual support between parents and children), 
provide-only relationships (children to parents 
only), accept-only relationships (parents to 
children only) and no-support relationships.  
Shimazaki (2009), on the other hand, focuses on 
the varieties of support, classifying it into four 

categories: financial and non-financial support, 
financial support only, non-financial support only 
and neither type of support.  Okubo (2004) focuses 
on which set of parents were provided with care-
giving where a person’s own parents and parents-
in-law had died, classifying care-giving experience 
into four categories: own parents and parents-in-
law, own parents only, parents-in-law only and 
neither of the two.

In contrast to these, Iwai and Yasuda (2008) 
make no recourse to types, instead carrying out 
analysis via a “support balance index” which 
is defined as the difference between the degree 
of support and is attained by subtracting the 
respective figures representing the degree of 
support from the wife’s parents from that from 
the husband’s parents, and, in the same way, the 
support given to the respective parents.  This 
research is a departure in terms of analysis, first, 
because it deals simultaneously with the two sets 
of parental relationships of a single couple and it 
employs the concept of “support balance index.”  
Second, it is extremely interesting that its analysis 
takes up such variables as those related to the 
marital relationship as they affect the “support 
balance index.” It is worth examining the contents 
of this research in further detail here.

Iwai  and Yasuda,  taking as  their  base 
American theoretical developments regarding 
intergenerational relationships, focus on the 
balance between the husband’s family and 
the wife’s family, from the awareness that in 
“bilateral”4 parent-child and kinship relations, as 
a result of the weakening of the norm of paternal 
line, not only is there a tendency to treat the 
husband’s side on equal terms with the wife’s 
side, but there might be a tendency toward the 
wife’s side taking precedence as the central bearer 
of support.  Subjects were restricted to children 
living separately from parents and analysis was 
carried out on prescribed factors of economic 
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support and practical, everyday support of the 
“support balance index.”  The researchers carried 
out their investigation by including such factors 
as the relationship of the husband and wife in the 
intergenerational relationship, the age difference 
between the husband and wife, and the years 
of education of husband and wife.  Results of 
the analysis indicate even when the child lives 
separately—wherein it would be thought that 
the paternal line pattern would be weak, and 
even when one’s view of support consciousness 
is incompatible—that there is a tendency for 
intergenerational support of parents to follow the 
paternal line.

The research of Iwai and Yasuda yields a 
highly significant analysis model regarding 
the bilateral parent-child and kinship relations 
of intergenerational relations.  If there is one 
weakness, it is that within the support balance 
index no distinction is made between cases of 
support of parents on both sides and cases where 
there is no support of either side.  Regardless of 
whether there is support of parents of both sides 
or no support on either side, the support balance 
index difference between degree of support of the 
husband’s parents and degree of support of the 
wife’s parents is “0.”

At a macro level, the arrival of the society with 
fewer children and an aging population means 
the shrinking of the number of children and the 
increase in the number of older people, but from 
the perspective of an individual living in such a 
society, it also means a decline in the number of 

siblings and an increase in the support one might 
anticipate receiving from one’s parents.  From a 
different perspective, it means that responsibilities 
toward parents increase.  For better or worse, it 
has become harder to sever relations.  Under such 
circumstances, it will become important to discern 
whether the child generation will have relations 
with one set of parents or will have relations with 
both sets of parents.

Further, what stance a wife takes toward her 
own parents and those of her husband will become 
an important factor not only in intergenerational 
issues but also in the relations between husband 
and wife.  For a married woman, the issue of 
what kind of support relationship she will form 
with her own parents cannot be discussed without 
considering both her relationship with her parents-
in-law and in turn her relationship with their son, 
who is her own husband.

Taking the above into account, this article 
narrows down the focus to everyday assistance 
given to parents (household chores, care-giving, 
and visiting) and, regarding the method married 
women adopt in order to balance intergenerational 
assistance toward two sets of parents—their own 
parents and their parents-in-law—considers the 
husband-wife relationship via the introduction 
of an analytical framework.  In concrete terms, it 
examines whether or not there is an intention to 
provide everyday support to her parents and her 
parents-in-law, elucidates four types and delineates 
the distinguishing features of each type.

Ⅲ．Data Used and Creation of Types

1. Data employed

The present article employs the data of the 17th 

Survey of the Institute for Research on Household 
Economics (Juridical Foundation): “Japanese 
Panel Survey of Consumers” (JPSC).  This survey, 
in order to clarify the actual circumstances of 
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women and their family life employs the panel 
research method to track the same individuals at 
multiple occasions over a long period of time.

Samplings of the respondents have been 
conducted on four occasions.  This began with 
the first cohort (cohort A) which was selected 
randomly from across Japan in 1993 and it consists 
of 1,500 young women between the ages of 24 and 
34.  Additional samplings have been conducted 
in 1997, 2003, and 2008 in order to supplement 
younger cohorts. The second cohort (cohort B) 
consisted of 500 women between the ages of 24 
and 27 sampled in 1997 for the Wave 5 Survey; the 
third cohort (cohort C) consisted of 836 women 
between the ages of 24 and 29 sampled in 2003 for 
the Wave 11 Survey; and the fourth cohort (cohort 
D) consisted of 636 women between the ages of 24 
and 28 sampled in 2008 for the Wave 16 Survey.  
Each of these cohorts was selected from across 
Japan by random selection and added to the total 
sample.  As a result, in the Wave 17 Survey (2009) 
the respondents range in age from 25 to 50 and the 
overall sample size is 2,155 (of which 1,396 have 
a spouse and 756 do not have a spouse).

The current analysis takes as its sample those 
in the Wave 17 Survey who have a spouse, at least 

one living parent and at least one living parent-in-
law.

2. Intention to Support Parents and 
Parents-in-law: Financial Support 
and Everyday Support

The panel survey inquires whether the respondent 
intends to provide “financial support” and 
“support including household chores, care-
giving and visitation” (hereafter referred to as 
“everyday support”) toward her own parents and 
her husband’s parents, both at present and in the 
future.  Answers are selected from “currently 
providing,” “plan to provide in the future” and “not 
currently providing and do not plan to do so in the 
future.” 

Looking at the percentages of those currently 
providing support to parents, we find that 4.5% 
provide financial support and 7.5% provide 
everyday support to their own parents. While 
8.4% provide financial support and 9.6% provide 
everyday support to their parents-in-law.  In 
respect to both sets of parents, the percentage 
providing everyday support is somewhat higher, 
but neither exceeds 10% (Figure 1).

Figure 1: Intention to support parents and parents-in-law: financial support and everyday support

n=1243 

n=1245 

n=1245 

n=1245 



ANALYSIS OF THE BALANCE OF INTENTION 
TO SUPPORT PARENTS AND PARENTS-IN-LAW 111

Table 1. Patterns of support details resulting from combinations of financial support and everyday support

As to whether respondents intend to provide 
assistance in the future, 29.4% said that they would 
provide financial support to their own parents and 
56.3%, the majority, said that they would provide 
everyday support.  It is clear that irrespective of 
whether the set of parents are their own or their 
parents-in-law, intention to provide everyday 
support is high.  Here we detect a tendency to 
support parents via everyday assistance, such as 
doing household chores, care-giving and visitation 
rather than through financial support.

Because the percentage of those currently 
providing support differs by cohort6, this article 
carries out analysis by excluding those currently 
doing so.  Instead it narrows the focus to those 
who intend to offer support to their own parents 
and parents-in-law, that is, those who responded 
that they intend to assist (“plan to provide in the 
future”) or do not intend to assist (“do not plan to 
provide in the future”).

3. Patterns of Support Details 
Resulting from Combinations of 
Financial Support and Everyday 
Support

The survey determined support details concerning 
whether the respondent intended to provide 
both financial support and everyday support 
to respective sets of parents or whether the 
respondent intended to provide just one form 
of support.  The results showed “intention to 
support both financially and everyday” (own 
parents 25.7%, parents-in-law 29.0%); “intention 
to support only financially” (own parents 2.8%, 
parents-in-law 2.2%), “intend to provide only 
everyday support” (own parents 27.1%, parents-in-
law 24.2%), and “do not intend to provide either 
type of support” (own parents 44.4%, parents-in 
law 44.7%) (Table 1).

both financially
 and everyday only financially only everyday neither financially

 nor everyday total

support to
parents 274 (25.7%) 30 (2.8%) 289 (27.1%) 474 (44.4%) 1067 (100.0%)

support to  
parents-in-law 309 (29.0%) 23 (2.2%) 258 (24.2%) 477 (44.7%) 1067 (100.0%)

When we compare the figures for “own 
parents” and “parents-in-law,” although the 
percentages for intention to offer only everyday 
support to their own parents and intention to 
support parents-in-law both financially and 
everyday are 3% higher respectively,  the 
percentages for both sets of parents in terms 
of financial support only are extremely low at 
approximately 2% and the majority intending to 
offer no support of either form show a pattern 
of support that differs very little from one set of 
parents to the other.  In terms of support of parents, 

there are almost no cases, either of own parents 
or parents-in-law, where only financial support 
is intended.  From this we can infer that financial 
support is accompanied by everyday support.  The 
base of the child-generation support of parents can 
be said to be everyday support.

4. Creation of Support Balance Types

Accordingly, in this article, focus has been 
placed on everyday support, combining those 
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with and without an intention to provide everyday 
support to their own parents with those with or 
without an intention to provide everyday support 

to their parents-in-law.  From this, four “support 
balance types” have been created, the details of 
which are shown in (Table 2) .

Table 2. Creation of support balance types combining intention to provide everyday support to 
parents and to parents-in-law

intention to everyday support to parents-in-law
total

yes no

intention to everyday support to parents

yes support-both
420 (39.4%)

parents priority
143 (13.4%) 563 (52.8%)

no parents-in-law priority
147 (13.8%)

no-support
357 (33.5%) 504 (47.2%)

total 567 (13.1%) 500 (46.9%) 1067 (100.0%)

Ⅳ．Analysis 1: Special Features of Support Balance Types: 
Cross-totaled Results

In examining the details, one finds that the 
largest number, comprising approximately 40% of 
the total, comprised what is hereafter referred to as 
the “support-both pattern,” which refers to those 
intending to provide everyday support to both 
their own parents and their parents-in-law.  Next, 
approximately one third belong to the “no-support 
pattern” which refers to those who do not intend 
to offer everyday support to parents on either side.  
This is followed by the “parents-in-law priority 

pattern” and the “parents priority pattern”, each of 
which accounts for somewhat over 10%.  Rather 
than supporting just the parents or just the parents-
in-law, a large number intend to offer support 
without discrimination.  However, we can see that 
even where there seems to be a balance, there is a 
polarization between those who intend to support 
both sets of parents and those who do not intend to 
support either set of parents.

1. Establishment of Variables

First, in regard to the attaining of a balance 
between parents and parents-in-law in terms of 
everyday support, cross tabulation is used to 
determine which factors correlate.

Shirahase (2005) takes up financial support 
and everyday support and investigates which 
factors determine whether a married child will 
provide support to the parents.  As factors used to 

explain this, Shirahase considers conditions on the 
child’s side, including the economic capacity of 
the child’s generation vis-à-vis that of the parents’ 
generation (educational background, occupation, 
etc.) and conditions on the parents’ side, such as 
whether the parents need assistance, and whether 
couples received assistance from their parents at 
the time of the birth of their own children.

Iwai and Yasuda (2008), focusing on the 
balance of intergenerational support between the 
wife’s parents and kin and the husband’s parents 
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and kin, employ three factors in their argument: 
attributes of the husband and wife of the children’s 
generation, attributes of the parents’ generation 
and norm consciousness of the respondents 
(children’s generation).

While referring to this earlier research and 
taking into account the limitations of the data7 the 
present analysis investigates factors associated 
with the child generation and factors associated 
with the parent generation.

As factors associated with the child generation, 
attribute variables are established for each of the 
following: the wife’s birth cohort; the number 
of husband’s and wife’s siblings; the husband’s 
position in his family in terms of birth order 
(whether he is a first-born son) and the wife’s 
position in her family (whether she is a first-
born daughter); educational background; monthly 
income; and so on.

In addition, the analysis addresses the couple’s 
attributes, combining the attributes of both parties.  
In concrete terms, this means the composition of 
the husband’s and wife’s siblings, the combination 
of the couple’s educational background, the 
degree to which the wife contributes to the family 
budget, the couple’s combined monthly income, 
and as a perception variable the wife’s degree 
of satisfaction with the couple’s relationship.  If 
the norm for priority for the husband’s parents 
and kin (the paternal line) remains strong, then 
depending on whether a man is a first-born son and 
whether a woman has male siblings, the sense of 
responsibility for the parents changes dramatically.  
Due to this, a new variable, “composition of 
husband’s and wife’s siblings,” combining the 
two variables has been created, with the following 
as the breakdown: “wife with male siblings and 
husband as the first-born son,” “wife without male 
siblings and husband as first-born son,” “wife with 
male siblings and husband as second or third son,” 
and “wife without male siblings and husband as 

second or third son.”
The couple’s combined educational background, 

including the respective academic backgrounds 
of both, was categorized as follows: “husband 
with advanced educational background,” “wife 
with advanced educational background,” “same 
educational background (graduate of junior high 
or high school),” “same educational background 
(graduate of vocational school, junior college, 
or technical college),” and “same educational 
background (graduate of university or graduate 
school).”

The wife’s contribution to the family budget 
is calculated by dividing the wife’s monthly 
wages by the couple’s total monthly income and is 
separated into “none,” “less than 30%,” and “more 
than 30%.”

The degree of satisfaction with the couple’s 
relationship employed an item inquiring “Are you 
currently satisfied with your relationship as wife 
and husband?”  The five response options provided 
were: “very satisfied,” “somewhat satisfied,” 
“average,” “somewhat dissatisfied,” and “very 
dissatisfied.”

As factors associated with the parent generation, 
the analysis includes “relationship between couple’s 
residence and residence of both sets of parents” and 
“whether there is support from parents.”  From the 
two variables “distance between couple’s residence 
and residence of both sets of parents” and “whether 
the couple lives closer to parents or parents-in-
law,” a new variable was created: “relationship 
between couple’s residence and residence of both 
sets of parents.”  Couples living with parents in 
the same building or in separate buildings on the 
same lot were categorized as “co-residing.”  Those 
residing within 1 km or in the same neighborhood 
(machi, cho), the same ward (ku), or same city, 
town or village (shi, cho, son) were categorized as 
“residing nearby.”  Those living further away were 
categorized as “residing far away.”  Combining this 
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variable with the second variable surveyed by the 
question “Do you live closer to your own parents or 
your parents-in-law?”, the following six categories 
were created: “co-residence with parents,” “parents 
nearby,” “co-residence with parents-in-law,” 
“parents-in-law nearby,” “both sets of parents 
nearby,” and “both sets of parents far away.”  In 
addition, there was one respondent who replied that 
they were living with both sets of parents.

This survey established four items: concerning 
support received from parents and parents-in-
law, it inquired whether the couple was currently 
receiving financial support and whether there was 
a future possibility of receiving an inheritance 
from parents, and for subjects with children of 
junior high age or younger, it inquired whether the 
couple received everyday support in childcare and 
child-rearing or advice support.

Because this research considers the “balance 
of support toward parents and parents-in-law, these 
dependent variables also introduce the perspective 
of the balance of support received from parents.  
In concrete terms, in regard to the four items 
concerning support from parents, by combining 
the date regarding whether there is support from 
parents and parents-in-law, the following variables 
were created: “receiving support from both sets 
of parents,” “receiving support only from own 
parents,” “receiving support only from parents-in-
law, and “receiving no support from either set of 
parents.”  This enables us to see how the balance 
of support from parents affects the balance of 
support toward parents.

The above two groups of 18 items were 
screened by chi-square independence tests for 
cross-tabulation with the four patterns of balance 
of everyday support of parents and parents-in-
law.  In the following, we will focus on significant 
results only.  We will first discuss the association 
between the variables for the child generation and 
the four patterns, and then the association between 

the variables for the parent generation and the four 
patterns.

2. Analysis Results

(1) Variables related to the child generation
In regard to variables connected with the child 
generation, 8 items have a significant association 
with the four patterns of balance of everyday 
support of parents and parents-in-law: cohort, 
number of wife’s siblings, number of husband’s 
siblings, husband’s position in his family in terms 
of birth order, composition of husband’s and wife’s 
siblings, wife’s educational background, couple’s 
combined educational background, and degree 
of satisfaction with the couple’s relationship (see 
Table 3).

① Cohort
Four stages were established for the cohorts: 
cohort A (ages 40-50), cohort B (ages 36-39), 
cohort C (ages 30-35) and cohort D (ages 25-
29).  Differences between the patterns of support 
balance were significant at 5%.

Looking at the way in which they are related, 
the “parents-in-law priority pattern” in cohort 
A, the oldest of the cohorts, was more dominant 
than in any other cohort, whereas in cohort D, 
the youngest cohort, the “support-both pattern” 
occupied approximately half.  The younger the 
cohort is, there is an apparent shift toward a 
loosening of the paternal line norm of “parents-
in-law priority” and toward a strengthening of 
“support-both support.”  However, in cohort C, 
the second youngest to cohort D, the “support-
both pattern” is low in percentage and the largest 
percentage instead belongs to the “no-support 
pattern,” where neither set of parents provides 
support.  Even when we say that there is a balance 
of support toward parents of both spouses, there 
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are two lines this follows: support provided to both 
sets of parents and no support provided to either 
set of parents.

② Sibling relationships
In terms of sibling relationships, number of wife’s 
siblings, husband’s position in his family in terms 
of birth order, and composition of the husband’s 
and wife’s siblings are significant at 1%, while the 
number of the husband’s siblings is significant at 
5%, so a significant relationship is seen with the 
support balance pattern.

First, in terms of the number of siblings, when 
the wife is an only child, the tendency is toward 
the “support-both pattern” or “parents priority 
pattern.”  When the husband is an only child, the 
tendency is toward the “support-both pattern” 
or “parents-in-law priority pattern.”  In contrast, 
when the wife’s siblings number three or more, 
the tendency is toward the “parents-in-law priority 
pattern,” and when the husband’s siblings number 
four or more, the tendency is toward the “parents 
priority pattern.”  A tendency can be seen for those 
with fewer siblings to turn that support toward 
their own parents and for those with more siblings 
to give priority to the parents of their spouses, but 
one detects a higher hurdle in drawing the husband 
over to the wife’s side.

Regarding position within the family in terms 
of birth order, i.e., whether the respondent is a 
first-born daughter and whether the husband is 
a first-born son, there is a significant connection 
only between the husband and the support balance 
patterns.  If the husband is a first-born son, there 
is a tendency toward the “support-both pattern” 
or the “parents-in-law priority pattern.”  If the 
husband is a second or third son, there is a greater 
tendency toward the “parents priority pattern” or 
“no-support pattern.”

In particular, special features dependent upon 
siblings were made most apparent via “composition 

of husband’s and wife’s siblings,” which was 
created from data regarding the siblings of both 
husband and wife.  Frequent correlations appear 
between the following: “wife with male siblings 
and husband as first-born son” and the “parents-
in-law priority pattern”; “wife with no male 
siblings and husband as first-born son” and the 
“support-both pattern”; “wife with male siblings 
and husband as second or third son” and the “no-
support pattern”; and “wife with no male siblings 
and husband as second or third son” and the 
“parents priority pattern.”

③ Educational background
In regard to educational background, that of 
the wife is significant at 5%, and the couple’s 
combined educational background is significant 
at 10% in relationship to the support balance 
patterns.

Concerning the wife’s educational background, 
percentages were higher among “graduate of 
junior high or high school” for the “parents-in-law 
priority pattern,” among “graduate of vocational 
school, junior college or technical school” for the 
“parents priority pattern,” and among “graduate 
of university or graduate school” for the “support-
both pattern”.  The husband’s educational 
background was not significant.

When we observe the combination of a 
couple’s educational background, we can see 
that a large percentage of couples in which both 
graduated from university or graduate school 
fell within the “support-both pattern” and a large 
percentage where the wife was a junior high or 
high school graduate fell within the “parents 
priority pattern”.

④ Income correlations
Here the correlations of 3 variables with support 
base patterns are observable.  In addition to 
the husband’s monthly salary and the couple’s 
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combined monthly salary, a third variable is 
added: “wife’s contribution to the family budget,” 
a variable which may be seen as reflecting the 
power balance resulting from the husband and 
wife’s respective responsibility for earning 
income.  In the results, no significant relationship 
was observed between any of the three variables 
and the support balance patterns.

⑤ Degree of satisfaction with marital relations
A relationship was found between the degree of 
satisfaction with marital relations and the support 
balance patterns, at a significance of 1%.  The five 
response options provided are: “very satisfied,” 
“somewhat satisfied,” “average,” “somewhat 
dissatisfied,” and “very dissatisfied.”  Of those 
who responded “very satisfied” or “somewhat 
satisfied,” more than 40% fell into the “support-
both pattern” and the “parent priority pattern” 
remained at approximately 10%.  In contrast, 
among those who replied “very dissatisfied,” the 
“support-both pattern” failed to reach 30%, while 
the “parents support pattern” occupied a full 
30%, a result which showed a conspicuous gap 
in comparison with those who are satisfied with 
marital relations.

(2) Variables related to the parent generation
In regard to variables connected with the parent 
generation, 5 items have a significant association 
with the four patterns of balance of everyday 
support: the relationship between residences, 
whether the couple was currently receiving 
financial support, the possibility of receiving 
an inheritance in the future, and, for those with 
children of junior high age or younger, everyday 
assistance and advice support regarding childcare 
and the raising of children (Table 4).

① Relationship between couple’s residence and 
the residences of both sets of parents

Regarding the relationship of residence and 
parents, there was a connection with the support 
balance pattern at a 1% level of significance.

Among those co-residing with parents or 
residing near parents, more than half belonged to 
the “parents priority pattern,” revealing a tendency 
for everyday support to gather overwhelmingly 
with wife’s parents alone.  In contrast, with “co-
residence with parents-in-law” and “parents-in-
law nearby” not only the “parents-in-law priority 
pattern” but also the “support-both pattern” 
increases.  Depending on whether the couple lives 
with the wife’s parents or her parents-in-law, a 
gap can be observed in the intention to support the 
other set of parents.

② Whether support is received from parents
In regard to whether at present the couple is 
receiving financial support from parents, whether 
in the future there is a possibility of receiving an 
inheritance and, in cases where there are children 
of junior high age or younger, whether there is 
everyday support with childcare or child-raising, 
the analysis of the relationship with support 
balance patterns showed a relationship with each 
kind of support with significance at 1%.

First, looking at the proportion of those 
currently receiving some form of financial support 
from parents, those receiving support from parents 
was 12.1% (127), and those receiving support 
from parents-in-law was 11.7% (123), remaining 
within a range of approximately 10%.  When we 
examine the way in which this is carried out, those 
receiving support from both sets of parents often 
fall in the “support-both pattern,” those receiving 
support from their own parents fall in the “parents 
priority pattern,” and those receiving assistance 
from parents-in-law often fall in the “parents-in-
law priority pattern.”

However, depending on which set of parents 
support is received from, a gap appears in the 
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intention of supporting the other set of parents.  
When support is received only from the parents-in-
law, both the “parents-in-law priority pattern” and 
the “support-both pattern” increase, whereas when 
support comes only from the wife’s own parents, 
only the “parents priority pattern” increases.

The same tendency can be seen in the 
“possibility of receiving an inheritance” and the 
support patterns.  When there is a possibility of 
receiving an inheritance from both parents and 
parents-in-law, there is an increase in the “support-
both pattern,” and when there is a possibility of 
inheritance from one set, one sees a tendency 
toward everyday support of the parents of the set 
that would provide the inheritance.  However, 
when there is a possibility of inheritance from 
only the parents-in-law, an increase is observed in 
both the “parents-in-law priority pattern” and the 
“support-both pattern.”

In terms of childcare and child-raising or 
advice support, the pattern of support from parents 
corresponds with the pattern of support toward 
parents.  If support is received from both sets of 
parents, then intention to provide support toward 
parents of both sides is observable.  Alternately, 
if support is received from one set only, then 

intention to provide support to that set of parents is 
observable.

In regard to current financial support, the 
possibility of future inheritance and assistance 
with childcare and child-raising, when there is no 
support from either set of parents (or no prospect 
of such), the “no-support pattern” increases.  
Financial support and everyday support from 
parents is closely related to whether the child 
generation supports the parents, including the 
future prospects of such support.

In regard to the variables related to support 
balance patterns, the variables for the child 
generation and parent generation are divided 
and examined above.  As a result, it has been 
clarified that there is a significant relationship 
between the age cohort of the child generation, 
the circumstances of  wife  and husband’s 
siblings, social status factors such as educational 
background, satisfaction within the marital 
relationship, co-residence with parents, and the 
interchange of resources between generations.

Next, multiple logit analysis will be applied 
to determine whether the relation with these 
groups of variables remains, even when the other 
conditions are controlled.8 

Ⅴ．Analysis 2: Distinguishing Features of Support Balance 
Patterns: Multinomial Logit Analysis

We conducted multinomial logit analysis for 
the dependent variables of support patterns.  
Independent variables were 6 variables related 
to children and 3 variables related to the parents.  
These independent variables were selected from 
the variables for which a significant association 
with support pattern was reported in the cross-
tabulation analysis above.  Variables related to 
children include the following 6: cohort, number 
of wife’s siblings, number of husband’s siblings, 

composition of husband’s and wife’s siblings, 
combined educational background of husband 
and wife, and the degree of satisfaction with the 
marital relationship.  Variables related to parents 
include the following 3: relation of residence vis-
à-vis parents and parents-in-law, whether there is 
current financial support from parents, and whether 
there is a possibility of inheritance from parents.  
Of these variables, the number of the wife’s 
siblings, the number of the husband’s siblings 
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and the degree of satisfaction with the marital 
relationship were submitted as covariates.  To 
avoid confusion, the value of satisfaction with the 
marital relationship was converted to allow natural 
interpretation (i.e., the higher value indicates 
higher satisfaction).  The reference category for 
the dependent variable was set to the “support-both 
pattern,” which is characterized by an intention to 
provide everyday support to both sets of parents.  
Results are shown in Table 5.

In comparing the “support-both pattern” with 
the “parent priority pattern,” when the husband is 
the first-born son and there is co-residence with or 
residence nearby the parents-in-law, the tendency 
is toward supporting both sets of parents.  On the 
contrary, there is a greater tendency toward the 
“parent priority pattern” when assistance comes 
only from the respondent’s parents, as well as 
when the level of satisfaction with the marital 
relationship is low.

When comparing the “support-both pattern” 
and the “parents-in-law priority pattern,” when 
the number of the wife’s siblings is large, when 
the wife has male siblings, when there is co-
residence with parents-in-law or they live nearby, 

and when there is a possibility of inheritance from 
parents-in-law, the tendency is toward “parents-
in-law priority.”  Furthermore, though it was not 
significant, in terms of the couple’s combined 
educational background, when couples had 
identical educational backgrounds (both graduated 
from university or graduate school), a tendency 
toward supporting both sets of parents was 
observable.

When comparing the “support-both pattern” 
and the “no-support pattern,” within cohort C (30-
35 years of age), there was a tendency toward the 
“no-support pattern.”  On the other hand, when 
the wife has no male siblings and the husband is 
a first-born son (when there are no siblings who 
can be relied upon to care for the parents), when 
the couple co-resides with or lives nearby the 
parents, when there is currently financial support 
from the parents and there is the possibility of an 
inheritance in the future, and when satisfaction 
with marital relations is high, it turns out that there 
is a tendency toward the “support-both pattern.”

Ⅵ．Summary

1. Analysis Results

This article has, in the preceding sections, 
examined the two sets of parent-child relations, 
those with own parents and with parents-in-
law, which result from marriage.  It has created 
support balance patterns and has attempted to find 
distinguishing features of those patterns through 
cross-totaled analysis and multinomial logit 
analysis.  Through this analysis, the following 
points have been clarified.

(1) Powerful influence of sibling circumstances 
on intention to support and the still deep-
rooted eldest-son norm

In terms of variables related to siblings, the 
number of the wife’s and husband’s respective 
siblings, the fact that the husband is a first-born 
son, and the composition of the couple’s respective 
siblings combined together are related to the 
support balance patterns.  If we reframe “couple’s 
sibling composition” as a composite variable of 
the husband’s and wife’s respective responsibilities 
for supporting parents, then we find the following 
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to be large in number: “wife with male siblings 
and husband as first-born son” (only husband has 
support responsibilities) leads to the “parents-in-
law priority pattern”; “wife with no male siblings 
and husband as first-born son” (both spouses have 
support responsibilities) leads to the “support-both 
pattern”; “wife with male siblings and husband as 
second or third son” (neither spouse has support 
responsibilities) leads to the “no-support pattern”; 
and “wife with no male siblings and husband 
as second or third son” (wife along has support 
responsibilities) leads to the “parent preference 
pattern.”  This suggests that at the foundation of 
intention to support parents a deep-rooted paternal 
line remains normative, such that whether the 
husband is the first-born son and whether the wife 
has male siblings to succeed as the head of the 
family come into play.

(2) Relationships between balance of influence 
within spousal relations and patterns of 
support balance

On the other hand, it is observed that there is 
not only the paternal-line factor but also the 
possibility of a social stratification factor—that 
of educational background.  Of great interest is 
the fact that this is a result not so much of the 
husband’s educational background as of the wife’s 
educational background or the combination of the 
husband and wife’s educational background.  The 
fact that the “support-both pattern” is frequent 
among couples in which both spouses have a high 
level of education (university or graduate school) 
and that “parent priority” is frequent when the 
wife has a high level of education suggests that 
the issue of whether to provide everyday support 
to parents or parents-in-law reflects a balance of 
influence within the marital relationship.

In respect to a couple’s educational background, 
Iwai and Yasuda (2008) indicated that when the 
husband has more years of schooling than the 

wife, it has the effect of shifting the balance 
toward the wife’s side.  However, in the present 
analysis, a reverse relationship was observed, such 
that when the wife had a higher-level educational 
background, the tendency was toward “parent 
priority.”  Furthermore, when both husband and 
wife graduated from university or graduate school, 
a tendency toward the “support-both pattern” was 
observable, a view that differs from the results 
reported by Iwai and Yasuda.

One reason why there is a difference in the 
results of analysis could be that in the present 
research support of parents and parents-in-law 
were separated from the case of “no-support” from 
the case of “support-both”.  When considering 
support balance toward parents and parents-in-
law, the present author argues that it is essential 
not only to consider the balance but also to pay 
attention to the amount of assistance provided.

(3) Relationship between the satisfactoriness 
of the marital relationship and the support 
balance patterns

The current article employs an analysis of 
variables that combine the attributes of both 
husband and wife, such as composition of the 
couple’s siblings and the couple’s educational 
background, and variables relating to the marital 
relationship itself.  Instead of investigating just the 
independent attributes of the husband and the wife 
but rather grasping the couple as a married unit, 
thereby attempting to incorporate analysis of the 
dynamism of the spousal relationship, we are able 
to gain a valuable perspective for grasping family 
relationships.

Of special  interest  is  the fact  that  the 
satisfactoriness of marital relations is observed to 
have an impact on support balance patterns.  When 
attempting to manage the two relationships, with 
her own parents and her parents-in-law, unless the 
motivation of the wife, who is the primary bearer 
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or responsibility for support, is heightened, it is 
difficult to get along with the parents of both sides.  
In considering the support balance between her 
parents and kinfolk and those of her husband, the 
satisfactoriness of the marital relationship becomes 
an important element.  In the balance between the 
two sets of child-parent relationships, we see that 
not only normative and circumstantial elements 
such as the composition of the couple’s siblings 
and the couple’s independent attributes are at issue 
but also involved are the individual’s intentionality 
and options.

(4) Difference of meaning of “own parents” and 
“parents-in-law” in the support relationships 
with parents

In contrast with the predominance of the “parent 
priority pattern” that is found when residing 
with one’s own parents, when co-residing with 
parents-in-law, both “parents-in-law priority” 
and “support-both” patterns increase.  The same 
tendency appears in regard to financial support 
from parents and the possibility of inheritance.  
In contrast with the tendency toward the “parent 
priority pattern” when there is support only 
from one’s own parents, when there is support 
from parents-in-law, not only the “parents-in-
law priority” but also the “support-both” pattern 
increases.

Depending on whether the provider of support 
is parents or parents-in-law, the fact that a gap 
develops in support of the other set of parents 
means that even when the “support” is the same 
whether it comes from her own parents or her 
parents-in-law, the impact on the wife differs.  
When we consider that the wife (daughter), 
regardless of whether there is support from her 
own parents, continued to be inclined to support 
her own parents must, from the perspective of her 
parents, be reassuring.

3. Toward Future Generational 
Support

Next, let us attempt to summarize the patterns that 
we have seen in the analysis above.

Support-both pattern:  
The husband is first-born son and both 
spouses have a small number of siblings.  
Either co-residing with parents-in-law or 
residing nearby.  Wife has strong intention 
of supporting not only her parents-in-law but 
also her own parents.  Both husband and wife 
have advanced educational background.  In 
the future, there is a high probability of an 
inheritance from both parents and parents-in-
law.

Parent priority pattern:
Husband is second or third son who has large 
number of siblings.  Wife has no male siblings 
or is an only child and therefore her inclination 
to support her own parents is high.  Either 
co-residing with parents or living nearby.  
There is a tendency for the wife to have a 
higher level educational background than her 
husband.  Currently receiving financial support 
from her parents and in the future there is the 
possibility of receiving an inheritance from 
them.  Low level of satisfaction with the 
marital relationship.

Parents-in-law priority pattern:
Husband is first-born son and wife has 
large number of siblings.  High degree of 
intention to support parents-in-law.  Either co-
residing with parents-in-law or living nearby.  
Possibility of receiving inheritance from only 
the parents-in-law in the future.  Of the four 
patterns, this most closely adheres to the norm 
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of the paternal line.
No-support pattern:
Husband is second or third son and wife has 
large number of siblings, therefore neither 
spouse has significant responsibilities for 
looking after their respective parents.  Living 
separate from both sets of parents.  Currently 
not receiving financial support from parents 
and there is a low probability of receiving an 
inheritance in the future.  Relationship with 
parents is weak, yet the relationship between 
the spouses is not necessarily good.

In conclusion, on the basis of the distinguishing 
features of the four patterns that have been 
obtained from the analysis so far, it is helpful 
to briefly consider the possible outcome of the 
intergenerational support within an aged society 
with low fertility.  Ochiai (2001) points out, in 
regard to the post-World War II trend toward the 
nuclear family, that what made that nuclearization 
of the family possible, while maintaining the 
extended family (the three-generation family), was 
that there was a demographic transition generation 
with a high-birth rate and a low-death rate to 
shoulder the transformation of the family of that 
period.  It was a period where “if the couple of 
the first-born son co-resided with the parents, then 
the second and third sons and the daughters were 
free to go off to Tokyo or Osaka.”  That is, it was 
a generation where the “eldest brother would stay 
at home in the countryside and maintain the family 
system and the younger brothers and sisters would 
feel at ease about moving to the cities and create 
nuclear families” (Ochiai 2001: 83).

The formative years of the contemporary 
family is the low-birth rate low-death rate 
generation born beginning in 1950.  The “first-
born son” of this generation ought to look quite 
different in real terms from his predecessor in 
the period of high-birth rate and low-death rate.  

Nonetheless, the “first-born son” and “second and 
third-born sons” examined in the current analysis 
are clearly different in terms of their consciousness 
of parental support.  It can be said that in Japan 
the norm of the first-born son remains deeply 
rooted.  Within circumstances where this norm 
consciousness remains the base and there is the 
practical problem of the decline in the number of 
siblings, each respective couple is searching for 
a way to relate with their own parents from here 
forward, and we are justified in saying that what 
has surfaced as a feasible compromise plan is the 
“support-both pattern.”

If there is a cause for concern regarding the 
future of intergenerational support, it is that the 
factor of whether or not there is financial support 
from parents at present or in the future, has a large 
prescriptive influence when it come to controlling 
variables related to siblings.  The fact that if there 
is no support from parents there will be no support 
toward parents means that parents who do not 
possess the economic wherewithal to provide 
financial support to their children or to pass down 
an inheritance will not be able to receive support 
from their children in the future.  An issue that 
should be immediately considered beyond the 
framework of the family is what kind of support 
needs to be provided for elderly people who are 
not economically well off.

The intergenerational support relationship, not 
only of the present day but in the past and in the 
years to come is connected with the giving and 
receiving of support.  The present study does not 
confirm whether or not support has been provided 
by parents in the past.  In regard to whether in 
the past there has been support from the parents, 
rather than depending on retrospective data, the 
panel data has the advantage of providing that 
information.  Employing this distinctive feature, 
the carrying out of analysis adding time factors is 
a subject for future research.
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Supplementary note
This article is an English translation of a revision of an article 
previously published in Japanese in the Japanese Journal of 
Research on Household Economics, No. 88 (August 2010), 
pp. 49-62.
 The author is also a part-time researcher of The Institute 
for Research on Household Economics (Public Service 
Corporation) and has received permission to have this article 
translated into English.
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Notes
  1 Mitani (1991) takes up as acts of support such events as 

the following: visitation on a day-to-day basis, at Obon 
and the New Year, and at times of illness; communication 
by means such as telephone calls; leisure activities; the 
interexchange of gifts at Chugen and Seibo as well as 
at regular and irregular occasions; financial support; 
assistance at child-birth and consultation of everyday 
living during old age.

  2 Shirahase (2005) analyzes whether or not there is everyday 
support and financial support vis-à-vis respective sets of 
parents. In this case the two separate words shien (support, 
assistance) and enjo (support, assistance) are used, but 
because these two terms are virtually synonymous, the 
present article unifies their meanings in the term enjo 
(support).

  3 Shi (2009) analyzes support in terms of “financial support” 
and “non-financial support”.

  4 Iwai and Yasuda (2008) employ the term “bilateral parent-

child and kinship relations” (sokeika), which can be 
interpreted to mean that there is a balance between the sets 
of parents, with no preference given to either one, and in 
the present study I employ the term in quotations to mean 
“so-called bilateral relations.”

  5 The questionnaire form provides four options: (1) 
currently providing, (2) intend to provide in the future, (3) 
not providing currently and not intending to provide in the 
future, and (4) own (husband’s) parents are both deceased.  
In accord with the purpose of the present research, only 
the first three responses are taken into consideration.

  6 Everyday support of parents by cohort is as follows: A, 
13.2%; B, 5.6%; C, 2.4%; and D, 3.7%.  Everyday support 
of parents-in-law by cohort is as follows: A, 19.3%; B: 
5.6%; C, 2.1%; and D, 2.3%.

  7 In reference to the health of the parent generation, the 
Japanese Panel Survey of Consumers does not inquire 
about parents’ health, so it is not possible to analyze that.  
Among variables related to the parent generation that were 
not included in the analysis are the age of the parents, 
whether the parents are single or whether both parents are 
living, and the parents’ economic situation.  In regard to 
the parents’ financial circumstances, some consideration 
was given to the advisability of introducing such variables 
as whether the couple was currently receiving financial 
support from parents and whether there was a possibility 
of receiving an inheritance in the future.  Increasing 
the amount of such information concerning parents and 
analyzing it remains the subject of future research.

  8 In regard to support from parents, it is desirable to 
consider not only financial support but also everyday 
support and advice support, but for this research, in order 
to guarantee the sample number, in the multinomial logit 
analysis, support from parents was restricted to financial 
support.  I hope to pursue this matter in future research.
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support-both parents 
priority

parents-in-law
priority

no-support total

cohort                                                          χ2=18.019*

    A 36.3% 15.3% 16.4% 32.0%   372

    B 40.9% 13.4% 11.0% 34.8%   164

    C 36.5% 11.0% 13.5% 39.0%   326

    D 48.3% 13.7% 11.7% 26.3%   205

(39.4%) (13.4%) (13.8%) (33.5%) 1067

Number of wife’s siblings                          χ2=51.322**

    1 50.0% 28.4% 4.1% 17.6%     74

    2 41.3% 14.9% 11.3% 32.5%   538

    3 36.9% 10.0% 16.9% 36.1%   379

    4 27.6%   5.3% 25.0% 42.1%     96

(39.4%) (13.4%) (13.8%) (33.5%) 1067

Composition of couple’s siblings                χ2=127.872**

Wife with male siblings, husband as first-born son 39.3%   6.5% 20.2% 34.0%   415

Wife with no male siblings, husband as first-born son 51.6% 10.2% 11.8% 26.3%   304

Wife with male siblings, husband as second or third son 26.9% 17.3% 12.2% 43.7%   197

Wife with no male siblings, 30.8% 34.2%   2.1% 32.9%   146

     husband as second or third son

(39.4%) (13.4%) (13.8%) (33.4%) 1062

The couple’s combined education              χ2=19.995+

     Husband with advanced education 39.6% 12.1% 16.2% 32.1%   321

     Wife with advanced education 38.2% 19.4% 11.5% 30.9%   217

     Same (junior high or high school) 35.3% 12.5% 14.5% 37.7%   289

     Same (vocational school ,junior or technical college) 38.9% 11.1% 17.8% 32.2%     90

     Same (university or graduate school) 48.7% 10.7%   8.0% 32.7%   150

(39.4%) (13.4%) (13.8%) (33.5%) 1067

Satisfaction with the couple’s relationship  χ2=33.022**

     Very dissatisfied 27.7% 34.0% 10.6% 27.7%   47

     Somewhat dissatisfied 34.8% 18.0% 12.4% 34.8%   89

     Average 34.3% 14.0% 15.7% 36.0% 344

     Somewhat satisfied 42.7% 11.4% 12.1% 33.7% 412

     Very satisfied 46.9%   9.1% 15.4% 28.6% 175

(39.4%) (13.4%) (13.8%) (33.5%) 1067

Table 3.  Cross-totaled results of the factors about the child generation correlated with support 
balance types

Note: Bold and boxed percentages indicate adjusted residual of 1.65 and above; shaded percentages, less than 1.65.
         +p<.1 *  <.05 **  p<.01 ** 
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support-both parents 
priority

parents-in-law
priority

no-support total

Relation with residence of both sets of parents  
                                                                   χ2=273.991**

Co-residence with parents 33.8% 54.5%   3.9%   7.8%    77

Parents nearby 42.0% 17.1%   5.4% 32.7%   205

Co-residence with parents-in-law 50.0%   2.5% 36.7% 10.8%   158

Parents-in-law nearby 36.6%   5.2% 18.1% 40.1%   232

Both sets of parents nearby1) 44.7%   8.5%   4.3% 42.6%     47

Both sets of parents far away 35.4% 13.3%   8.8% 42.5%   339

(39.4%) (13.4%) (13.8%) (33.4%) 1058

Currently receiving financial support         χ2=149.338**

     Receiving support from both sets of parents 58.5%   4.9% 12.2% 24.4%     41

     Receiving support from only from own parents 38.4% 44.2%   3.5% 14.0%     86

     Receiving support from only from parents-in-law 53.7%   2.4% 35.4%   8.5%     82

     Receiving no support from either sets of parents 37.4% 11.7% 12.5% 38.4%   843

(39.5%) (13.4%) (13.5%) (33.6%) 1052

Possibility of receiving an inheritance       χ2=260.518**

     Receiving support from both sets of parents 60.7%   6.6%   7.7% 25.1%   183

     Receiving support from only from own parents 32.0% 43.4%    3.3% 21.3%   122

     Receiving support from only from parents-in-law 44.1%   3.4% 30.0% 22.4% 263

     Receiving no support from either sets of parents 30.6% 13.3%   9.3% 46.8% 474

(39.4%) (13.1%) (13.5%) (33.9%) 1042

Everyday assistance in childcare and child-rearing
                                                                    χ2=179.954**

     Receiving support from both sets of parents 51.2%   3.4% 11.8% 33.5%   203

     Receiving support from only from own parents 36.4% 30.5%   4.1% 29.1%   220

     Receiving support from only from parents-in-law 36.1%   2.8% 39.8% 21.3%   108

     Receiving no support from either sets of parents 27.3% 10.5% 12.7% 49.5%   220

(37.7%) (13.3%) (13.8%)  (35.2%)   751

Table 4.  Cross-totaled results in regard to factors about the parents generation correlated with 
support balance types

Note: 1) One respondent replied that they were living with both sets of parents.
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Exp(B)

parents priority parents-in-law
priority

no-support

Factors associated with the child generation
cohort (reference: D)

     A   .900 1.158 1.278

     B   .919   .810 1.249

     C   .941 1.329 1.840**

The number of wife’s siblings   .859 1.395* 1.219

The number of husband’s siblings 1.224 1.084 1.058

The composition of the couple’s siblings

  (reference: Wife with no male siblings, husband as second or third son)

     Wife with male siblings, husband as first-born son   .338** 3.572*   .861

     Wife with no male siblings, husband as first-born son   .278** 2.903   .624+

     Wife with male siblings, husband as second or third son 1.038 4.452*   1.293

The couple’s combined education (reference: Same (university or graduate school))

     Husband with advanced education 1.135 1.717   1.290

     Wife with advanced education 1.559 1.342   1.175

     Same (junior high or high school) 1.210 1.551   1.477

     Same (vocational school ,junior or technical college)   .955 1.794   1.115

Satisfaction with the couple’s relationship   .669**   .942   .801*

Factors associated with the parents generation
Relation with residence of both sets of parents
  (reference: Both sets of parents far away)

     Co-residence with parents 1.552 1.123   .196**

     Parents nearby   .811   .605   .671+

     Co-residence with parents-in-law   .192* 2.018*   .215**

     Parents-in-law nearby   .344** 1.827*   .776

     Both sets of parents nearby1)   .345   .491   .788

Currently receiving financial support
  (reference: Receiving no support from either sets of parents)

     Receiving support from both sets of parents   .545   .544   .495

     Receiving support from only from own parents 1.822+   .400   .447*

     Receiving support from only from parents-in-law   .762   .975   .342*

Possibility of receiving an inheritance
  (reference: Receiving no support from either sets of parents)

     Receiving support from both sets of parents   .407*   .474*   .416**

     Receiving support from only from own parents 1.906*   .505   .558*

     Receiving support from only from parents-in-law   .368* 1.899**   .497**

Table 5.  Distinguishing features of support balance patterns: multinomial logit analysis (reference: 
support-both)

Model Chi-square (d.f.=72)
-2 Log Likelihood

     486.368**
2077.397
(n=134)

 

(n=138) (n=343)




