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Diverging countries

• Although all countries have experienced 
changes in family behavior, countries appear to 
be diverging.
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Educational differences

• “Diverging destinies” (McLanahan 2004)
– Low education associated with cohabitation and 

divorce
– High education associated with marriage and 

postponement of marriage
• Marriage and divorce are becoming more elite 

(Cherlin 2009, Kalmijn 2013)
• Suggestion that trajectories are diverging in 

other countries
• Universal phenomenon?
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Education and partnership formation
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• Mixed results for marriage (Kalmijn 2013) and 
marriage timing (Sobotka and Toulemon
2008)

• Mixed results for cohabitation (US: Cherlin 
2009, UK: Ni Bhrolchain and Beaujouan 
2012, Europe: Neels and Perelli-Harris 2013)

• Mixed results for divorce (Europe: Härkönen
and Dronkers 2006, US: Martin 2006)



Aims of study

How are partnership patterns across the early 
lifecourse associated with education?

 Is there a universal (in 15 countries) 
educational gradient for certain partnership 
patterns? 

What is more important for determining 
partnership patterns – education or country?



Data

• Harmonized histories in 15 countries: GGS, 
BHPS, NSFG, etc.

• Cohabitation/marriage histories
• Women age 15-45
• Pooled dataset
• Weights

– We adjust sampling weights so each survey amounts to1/15th of the 
dataset
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Methods

1. Latent Class Growth Models (LCGMs)
– Trajectories are modelled as a function of age

• Never in a union
• Cohabiting
• Married preceded by cohabitation
• Directly married
• Single after separation

– Classes determined through statistical tests
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Methods

2. Multinomial logit regression
- Dependent variable: 8 classes
- Independent variables: education, cohort, country

• Low (ISCED  1&2), Medium (ISCED 3&4), High (ISCED 5&6)

3. ANOVA on predicted probabilities to test 
whether country or education contributed more to 
results for each class.
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Latent classes

• 8 classes of behavior
1. Early direct marriage
2. Late direct marriage 
3. Early marriage preceded by cohabitation
4. Late marriage preceded by cohabitation
5. Late union formation and never partnered
6. Divorce after direct marriage
7. Union dissolution following cohabitation and marriage 
8. Long-term Cohabitation
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Direct marriage classes
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Gradient: Marriage preceded by cohabitation 
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Gradient: Late partnership
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Gradient: Dissolution
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Gradient: Cohabitation
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Proportion of variance in class membership explained by 
education and country for each class
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Education explains some variation in the probability of being in a particular 
partnership class; however, it declines over time. 

Country explains the variation in the probability of being in a particular 
partnership class better than education. For most classes, country is becoming 
even more important over time.



Conclusions

• Education is associated with classes devoted to the 
timing of marriage

• For the most part, premarital cohabitation does not 
change the association

• Little evidence for consistent educational gradient in 
separation and divorce classes or in cohabitation class 
(negative?)

• Little evidence of changing or emerging gradients in 
education and partnership association



Conclusions

• Overall, country context matters more than 
education, and is becoming even more 
important over time.

• Although education is important for the 
timing of marriage, the increasing variation 
in behaviour between countries has 
become more essential for understanding 
partnership patterns.
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