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When estimating a male wage equation one often includes, among other vari-
ables, the individual’s marital status as a regressor. In most studies this is usually
represented by a dichotomous variable and its coefficient is most often large and sig-
nificant. However, there is rarely much discussion of this effect. The central focus of
this paper is exactly this effect. This paper investigates the impact of marital status
on the earnings of males 25 to 64 years of age across twelve countries using the Lux-
embourg Income Study data base. The coefficients on marital status are found {o be
sta.j;istica.lly significant in all countries and quite large in most. Controlling for age,
and, when available, education, full/part-time work, and location, marriage premiums
in annual earnings in favor of currently married males range from 3 percent to 31
percent in the twelve countries. It is also found that the nature in which the marriage
effect alters the male age-earnings profile varies across countries when the marriage

premium is allowed to vary with age.

INTRODUCTION

In the United States it has been noted for some time that married men earn
substantially more on average than unmarried men. This premium! persists whether
one measures earnings as annual earnings or hourly wages.? The purpose of this study
is to examine this phenomenon across twelve developed countries. Table 1 gives the
annual earnings of males, 25 to 64 years of age, with positive earnings by marital
status for twelve countries using the Luxembourg Income Study. As the table shows,
on average, males who are not currently married are m#.king between 68 and 93 percent
of the amount their married counterparts earn.

Table 1 here

Previous studies have found that this premium persists even when variables for
education, age or experience, race, and other controls are added that one may deem
appropriate to be included as regressors in an earnings equation. Some of these results

using U.S. data follow.

1 The term “premium” will be used throughout, This does not imply that observed differences are the effecis of marriage
Per se.

21t hypothesized that this premium would be greater if annual earnings Is the measure used. This is due to the fact
that married men may not only make more per hour, but also work more bours per week and weeks per year.
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Bartlett and Callahan (1984) analyzed earnings equations for men 55 to 64
years of age using the National Longitudinal Survey. Controlling for human capital
variables, job commitment, location, and demand conditions, they found that married
men make 19.5 percent more in wages than divorced, widowed, or separated men, and

32 percent more than unmarried men as a whole.

Investigating the wages of young men 14-24 years old in 1966, Griliches (1976)
concluded that marriage was one of the “strongest” explanatory variables in his equa-
tions(p.579). His point estimates suggest that married men’s wages are 10 percent
higher, and their annual earnings are about 33 percent higher, Griliches controls for,
among other things, schooling, 1Q, service in armed forces, region, race, and union

membership.

For household heads and wives 18-64 years of age, Hill (1979) concluded that
“marital status does not appear to act as a proxy for_differential work experience,
on-the-job training, or labor force attachment in wage regressions”(p.590). Using the
Panel Study of Income Dynamics, she found that married males, both black and white,
earned wages between 23 and 29 percent higher than their single counterparts. She
makes use of an elaborate set of controls including formal education, experience and
its square, location, years of training completed on current job, years with current

employer prior to current position, and many others.

There are several hypotheses that have been put forth attempting to explain
this difference. Three of the most commonly proposed are: (1) productivity differences,
(2) selection into marriage, and (3) discrimination by employers. The first hypothe-
sis suggests that marriage per se makes workers mox;e productive. This may occur
through specialization of spouses in a Becker-type hypothesis, or perhaps that a mar-
ried man feels a stronger sense of responsibility because he is contributing not only to
his own well-being, but also to that of his wife’s and family’s. The second hypothesis
proposes that in a marriage market type analysis one may believe that individuals
who are financially successful may be more Iikely to be selected into marriage. The
third hypothesis suggests that marital status may be a signal of some unobservable
characteristic to the employer. These unobservables may be geographical stability or
security. The employer then may decide to promote and/or hire individuals on the

basis of their marital status.
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This paper documents the effect of marital status on earnings and wage profiles _
in a cross-sectional analysis. The study investigates the magnitude, and the nature
in which a marital status variable may enter the earnings regression equation., It
is unique in that twelve countries are analyzed together in one study using a data
base(the Luxembourg Income Study) prepared to a common plan. This allows one to
test the role of the marital status variable across several countries.

The paper is organized in the following way. The first section discusses the
data. Section II presents the estimation procedure that is applied to each country
and the results of these estima.tions, making international comparisons. Section III

summarizes and concludes.

SECTION I-THE DATA

In April of 1983 the government of Luxembourg began sponsorship of the Lux-
embourg Income Study(LIS). The LIS was established to “...gather in one central loca-
tion, the Center for Population, Poverty and Policy Studies(C.E.P.S.) in Walferdange,
Luxembourg, sophisticated microdata sets which contain comprehensive measures of
income and economic well-being for a set of modern industrialized welfare states.”
The organizers of the LIS felt that such a study would allow researchers to conduct
more meaningful cross-national policy research. As a result of their efforts, the LIS
data bank currently contains income and demographic variables for thirteen countries
prepared to a common plan. Currently the data bank is being upd'ated with 1985 and
1986 data for most countries. The project organizers plan to “... perpetually update
and expand the data bank to include the most recent data available for any and all
nations with high qualify income microdata sets which choose to participate.”

The twelve countries analyzed here are: Australia, Canada, France, West Ger-
many, Italy, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Sweden, Switzerland, the United King-
dom, and the United States. Table 2 contains the original source of the data for each of
these twelve countries. The data are from 1979, 1981, 1982, 1983, or 1986, depending
on the country.

| Table 2 here
Dependent Variable
Table 3 defines the variables investigated for each of the twelve LIS countries.
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The income variable used(EARNINGS) is defined as gross annual wage and salary
income in nine of the twelve countries. Wage and salary income net of taxes is the
earnings variable available for the remaining three countries analyzed. Analyses us-
ing wages as the dependent variable were also conducted. However, EARNINGS is
available for a greater number of countries; therefore, the results from those regressions
will receive primary attention.’ EARNINGS are in the current value of the home
currency.
Table 3 here

Explanatory Variables - Marriage Effect

Marital status(M ARRIED) is a dichotomous variable with currently married

being equal to one, zero otherwise. The data doesn’t distinguish marital status in more
detail for all the countries considered. Therefore, only these two states are analyzed.
Furthermore, the definition varies slightly across countries. Most notably, the Swedish
data do not distinguish between marriage and cohabitation.
Expla.na.tofy Variables - Controls

The definition of the LIS schooling variable varies across countries. Of the data

analyzed here, only the U.S. data contained a single years of schooling variable. To
capture the schooling effects the education variable available for each country was
trichotomized. This allows for some degree of homogeneity of schooling definitions
across countries. The definition for each country is listed in Table 3. In most cases
the three categories are: 0 to 9 years of schooling, 10 to 12 years of schooling, and
greater than 12 years of schooling. Five of the twelve countries do not have schooling
variables in their data bases. _

FULLTIME takes the value one for those who are working fulltime, and is
available for seven of the twelve countries. The definition of Y RBAN varies substan-
tially between countries, but in general it equals one if the individual resides in a large
urban area. URBAN appears in eight of the countrys’ data bases.

The variables’ means and standard deviations are reported in Table 4 for each
LIS country. Male heads of households, age 25 to 64 with positive earnings are cho-
sen. The percent who are married ranged from 73 in the Swedish data to 97 in the

3 The wage resulls were somewhat similar to the earnings results, but smaller in magnitude. These results are available
from the author upon request. Estimating Model 1(discussed below) with log wages as the dependent variable leads
to a marriage difference of 13.85 percent on average across the seven countries for which data are available, Using log
earnings leads to an average of 17.43 percent for these same seven countries.
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French data. As reported in Table 1, mean earnings is higher for married men in all
twelve countries. Mean age is higher for the married than unmarried for all co;mtries
except U.K. Excluding the U.K., married men are on average between 1.32(France) to
7.82(Switzerland) years older than their unmarried counterparts.

FULLTIME shows that almost all the males in the samples were fulltime
workers. Also, the descriptive statistics show some possible problems with the educa-
tion data. In Germany, the Netherlands, and Italy, only 33 percent, 48 I;ercent, and
38 percent of the sample where in the highest two education groups, respectively.*

- Table 4 here

Section II: Method and Results

Male heads of households 25-64 years of age with positive earnings were included
in the analysis for each of the twelve countries. The log of earnings is regressed on
various sets of regressors depending on the model and country that is investigated.
Model 1 regresses log earnings on the dichotomous marriage variable (M ARRIED;),
and the controls that are available for each specific country.

Model 1: Log(EARNINGS;)= o+ JIMARRIED; + XB4 + ¢;

where X is the matrix of control variables whose dimensions vary across countries, and
By is a vector of coefficients.

Models 2 and 3 for each country are identical to Model 1 except that AGE; and
AGESQ; are interacted with M ARRIED; to allow the marriage effect to vary with
AGE.’

Model 2: Log(EARNINGS;) = fp + BiMARRIED; + B AGE; * MARRIED;+
XBa+ pi

Model 8: Log(EARNINGS;) = fo + fuMARRIED; + B, AGE; + MARRIED;+
BrAGESQ; * MARRIED; + X4 + w;

A full reporting of the results from these regressions are contained in appendix

Tables 7TA-18A. Of central concern to the present study are the coefficients on the

4 The bousebold weights of the LIS data base are used in all the analyses.
5 To test the “smoothness” of the change in the marriage premium with age, MARRIED; was interacied with § year
age dummles instead of the continuous AGE variable. The age-specific marriage premiums found by implementing this

model are very similar to those that are generated with the continuous AGE; variable. These results are not reported
here.



marriage variables; 8; .82, and $3. These coefficients and their levels of significance
for each of the three models are presented in Table 5. F-tests were also conducted to
determine the joint significance of 8y and 2 in Model 2, and 3, (2, and §;5 in Model
3. The results of these F-tests are reported in Table 5, also. In addition, Table 5
contains the age-specific marriage premium for ages 30, 40, and 50 implied by each of
the models. ' '

U.S. Results

Consider the results for the U.S. in appendix Table 18A. Each regressor in Model
1 is statistically significant at the .01 level. Moreover, the coefficient on MARRIED;
(.306) suggests a marriage premium of 31 percent.

By interacting age and age squared with the marriage effect(Model 3) for the
U.S. it is found that neither AGE; * MARRIED;, nor AGESQ;+ MARRIED; is in-
dividually statistically significant. However, the hypothesis that the marriage effect as
represented by the three marrjage variables is zero is rejected using an F-test(F=58.96).
Furthermore, the age-specific marriage premium for the U.S. is found to be 28.8 per-
cent at age 30, 30.3 percent at age 40, and 32.5 percent at age 50 when the premium is
allowed to vary with age as specified in Model 3. Unlike most of the twelve countries,
the premium for the U.S. is fairly constant with age.

The marriage premium of 31 percent for male annual earnings is consistent
with previous studies of earnings profiles in the U.S. As discussed earlier, premiums of
approximately 30 percent in annual earnings have been found in previous studies with
U.S. data,

Also reported in the table is the age at peak earnings implied by each model.
For the U.S. it is found that married males’ profiles peak at a later age (46.4 years)

than unmarried males’ (45.2 years).

Results for All Twelve Countries

Model specifications 1, 2, and 3 are applied to each of the twelve LIS countries
investigated. The results of these regressions are given in full in Tables 7A-18A. Tables
5 and 6 summarize these results.

Table 5 shows that the marriage premium is significant in all countries. In
the regressions which allow only the intercept to shift(Model 1), marriage premiums
of between 3 percent (Poland) and 31 percent (United States) are found. The mean
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premium for the twelve countries is 16.60 percent, with a fairly large variance of 71.5.

Allowing the marriage premium to vary with age by interacting M ARRIED;
with AGE; and AGESQ; suggests some interesting patterns. The marriage effect
appears to alter the earnings equation quite differently across countries. For some,
the marriage premium is fairly constant with age (e.g. Australia, Netherlands, United
States), while for others it changes considerably with age (e.g. Germany, Italy, Norway,
Sweden, Switzerland). For those countries in which the premium does change with age,
a positive relationship over most of the age range is usually found.

Furthermmore, a.ppendix Tables 7A through 18A show that peak earnings occurs
at a slightly older age for the married males. The mean age at peak earnings across the
twelve countries for married and unmarried males is 44.4 and 43.7 years, respectively.

To better visualize these relationships, Model 3 is plotted for each country.’
These plots are contained in Figures 1 through 3. Model 3 is evaluated for married
males (MARRIED; = 1) and unmarried males (MARRIED; = 0) at the mean of
the va.riable-s for the entire sample. The earnings are expressed in 1979 U.S. dollars.”

Consider the plot for the U.S. in Figure 2. The two profiles are approximately
horizontal transformations of each other, showing the invariance of the marriage pre-
miem with age. The profiles in Figures 1 through 3 demonstrate the patterns suggested
by the results in Tables 7A through 18A. Namely, the marriage premium appears to
be large in many countries, it increases with age in most countries, and the earnings
profile peaks at a later age for the married males in eight of the twelve countries.

Table 6 contains a more formal statistical comparison of the marriage premi-
ums across countries using identically specified regression equations for each country.
Log EARNINGS; is regressed only on the three variables AGE;, AGESQ;, and

- MARRIED; (and an intercept). That is:

Log(EARNINGS;;) = apj + ey jMARRIED;; + az; AGE;; + a3; AGESQ:; + nij
seperately for each of the twelve j countries.
The coefficients a;; for all twelve countries are reported in descending order of

magnitude from Switzerland (.3633) to the Netherlands (.0459) in Table 6. Then, a

test for difference of premiums across countries in these exactly identified equations

€ For the U.K., Model 2 s plotted because the age at peak earnings derived from Mode! 3 is not reasonable.

T UEARNINGS is first discounted for each country into the 1879 value of its currency. Then, it is exchanged into 1879
5. dollars.



was conducted (i.e.Ho: a1 = aya, for all § # k). The test statistic is:

i a1k '-‘Ctl:' = ~ N{0,1)
(Gay + "'&u)
This test was applied to each of the sixty-six possible comparisons,

For example, testing the difference of the marriage premium for Australia
(.1742) against the premium for the United States (.3039), a test statistic of 3.49
is found. This leads to a rejection of the hypothesis that the coefficients are equal.
Thirt;-ﬁve of the sixty-six tests reject the hypothesis that thecoefficients are equal at
the .05 level. This suggests that there exists a fairly large difference in the size of the

marriage premiums across countries.

Section IIl: Summary

In many studies the marriage premium in the U.S. has been found to be quite
large and significant when annual earnings or hourly wages are regressed on a host
of control variables and a marriage dummy. Recently much more attention has been
given to this effect(e.g. Korenman and Neumark(£988)). However, little has been know
about how the magnitude of the marriage premium varies across countries. Moreover,
most studies simply allow the marriage effect to be captured by a dichotomous variable.

The table below summarizes the marriage premiums for each of the twelve coun-
tries when a simple dichotomous marriage variable and various controls are included
as regressors in a male earnings equation(i.e. Model 1). This table shows that the
effect is large for many countries. In the U.S. we find a 31 percent premium. Nor-
way, Sweden, and Switzerland also have premiums greater than 25 percent. Poland(3
percent) is the only country whose premium is negligible; yet, it is still found to be
statistically significant. On average, a mean premium across these twelve countries of

16.60 percent is found.

Country Matriage Premium(%)
Australia 13.64
Canads 14.12
France 12.77
Germany 12.42
Italy 9.33
Netherlands 11.97
Norway 26.41
Poland 3.16
Sweden 26.09
Switzerland 26.00
United Kingdom 12.67
United States 30.56

Premium implied by Mode} 1,



Furthermore, when the marriage variable is allowed to vary with age (e.g. Mod-
els 2 and 3) it is most often found that the premium tends to increase with age. The
average marriage premium for the twelve countries at ages 30 and 50 are 13.6, and
19.7 percent, respectively. This is a 45 percent increase in the mean premium over
those twenty years.

The regressions also find that fhe earnings profile peaks at a later age for the
married men. The mean age of peak earnings being 43.7 years for unmarried men and
44 .4 years for married men.

Given that marital status is consistently one of the most “powerful” determi-
nants of earnings, it is important to understand the causes of the observed premium.
Three theories explaining the observed marriage premiums have been hypothesized in
the literature: (1) productivity differences, (2) selection into marriage, and (3) dis-
crimination by employers. Unfortunately the data analyzed here do not tell us why
the premium is observed. But, they do allow us to investigate cross-country differ-
ences in tﬁe magnitudes and nature of the marriage premium. The premium is large
in most countries, and the manner by which it alters the age-earnings profile varies
considerably across countries.

Work by Korenman and Nuemark(1988) using panel da.ta., and others may lead
us closer to answering the question of why, Furthermore, given the changes that have
occurred within the family in the past 20 years, it may be enlightening to investigate

the trend of the premium over time.
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TABLE 2

Description of the

Luxembourg Income Study Datasets

Country Original Dataset Year Size*
Australia Income and Housing 1981-82 17,000
{AUS) Survey -
Canada Survey of Consumer 1981 37,900
{CAN) Finances :
France INED-CERC Survey of 1981 3,639
{FRN) ' Women with Children
Germany Transfer Survey 1981 2,800
{GER) -
Italy Bank of Italy 1986 8,022
{IT) Income Survey
Netherlands Survey of Income 1983 4,833
{NL) and Program Users
Norway Norwegian Tax Files 1979 10,400
(NGR)
Poland Polish Household 1986 10,646
(POL) Budget Survey
Sweden Swedish Income 1981 9,600
(SWE) Distribution Survey
Switzerland Income and Wealth 1982 7,036
{CH) Survey
United Kingdom Family Expenditure 1979 6,800
{UK) Survey
United States Current Population 1979 65,000
{USA) Survey

* Data size is the number of actual households surveyed.



TABLE 3

Variable Definitions

Countries for which

Variable . Definition Variable is Available
MARRIED =] if head is MARRIED, AUS, FRN, GER

=0 otherwise NL, NOR, UK

=) if head is MARRIED or seperated CH

=() otherwise.

=] 1f head is MARRIED or cchabitating SWE
=0 otherwise

=] if head is part of a ‘married couple’ CAN,USA, IT

=0 POL

AGE =Age of head All

AGESQ =AGE squared All
EDUCATION1 =1 if head has 10 to 12 years of CAN, GER
schooling. NL,USA

=0 otherwise.

=1 if head did not leave school AUS
before age 17 and earned no more
than a certificate/diploma

=0 otherwise

=] if head has a high school degree IT
and no higher schooling.
=0 otherwise

=1 if head has at least completed POL
occupational training but has gone
no further than completeing the
general level,

=0 otherwise.

EDUCATIONZ2 =] if head earned at least a bachelor’s AUS
degree.
=0 otherwise.

=1 if head has more than 13 years schooling. CAN,GER
=(Q otherwise NL,USA

=1 if head is a college graduate. IT
=0 otherwise.

=} if head attended a university POL
=0

FULLTIME =] if head is a FULLTIME worker AUS,CAN,GER
=0 otherwise SWE,CH, UK

FRN




TABLE 3
{continued)

Variable Definitions

Countries for which

Variable Definition Variable is Available
URBAN =} if head resides in large URBAN area i CaN
=1 if haed resides in a city. = - ° CH,NL
=0 otherwise
=] if head resides in Paris. FRN
=0 otherwise
=1 if head resides in an URBAN area NOR
=) otherwise
=] if head resides in Warsaw. POL
={) otherwise.
=1 if head resides in Stockholm, SWE
Goethenburg, Malmoe, or other town with
population of more than 90,000.
=) otherwise
=1 if head resides in greater London or the UK
metropolitan district
=0 otherwise
EARNINGS =gross wage and salary income of head AUS, GER, UK, NOR
*  NL,CAN,USA, SWE
CH
=wage and salary income of head net FRN, IT
of taxes.* POL

* Jtalian earnings

are in 1,0008 of lira.



TABLE 4
Males, 25-64 years of age
with positive earnings

Descriptive Statistics of Variables:
Mean (Standard Deviation)

Country
Variable AUS CAN FRN GER
(N=6943) {(N=5193) (N=2732) (N=1485)
MARRIED M .851 .846 .973 870
------- (.356) (.361) {.162) {.336)
*BARNINGS - Total 17448 ' 23364 71857 39056
———————— {7790) {11405) {54507) {16396)
If Married 17808 23862 72200 39452
{7850) {(11216) {55042) {(16595)
If Not Married 15384 20618 59507 36413
{7104) (12038) " {26749) {14732)
AGE - Total 41.18 39.43 37.30 42 .44
—— (10.88) (10.64) {7.68) (9.82)
If Married 41.60 . 39.97 37.45 43.09
: (10.73) {10.60) {7.68) (9.67)
If Not Married 38.76 36.49 35.41 38.11
(11.44) (10.38) {(7.42) (9.81)
EDUCATIION1 - Total .5484 .3656 -— NBA —--— .2262
----------- (.4977) (.4817) (.4164)
If Married .5527 .3601 .2229
{.4973) {.4801) (.4162)
If Not Married .5240 .395%7 .2481
(.5001) {.4895) (.4321)
EDUCATIONZ -~ Total .1058 L4322 -- NA —-- .0995
---------- (.3076) (.4955) (.2993)
If Married .09398 L4247 .0921
(.2998) {.4944) (.2892)
If Not Married .1401 ,4736 .1487
{.3475) {.4998) - {.3559)
FULLTIME - Total .9141 .8299 .9657 .9382
-------- {.2803) {.376) (.182) {.2407)
If Married .9236 .B439 .9654 .9367
(.265T) {.363) (.183) {.2435}
If Not Married .B8595 .1525 .9753 .9485
{.3480) (.432) {.156) {.2210)
URBAN - Total -= NA -- .6167 L0280 e NAR ==
_____ {.486) (.165)
If Married .5990 .0277
(.490) (.164)
If Not Married L7141 .0370
(.452) (.190)

*In current value ¢f the home currency.
NA=not available.



TABLE 4
{continued)

Males, 25-64 years of age
with positive earnings

Descriptive Statistics of Variables:
Mean (Standard Deviation)

Country
Variable IT** NL NOR POL
(N=3534) - (N=2105) {N=4931) (N=4824)
MARRIED .951 .893 .830 .738
------- {.215) ’ {.310) (.376) {.440}
*EARNINGS - Total 15934 48083 83545 345055
——————— {6656) (19897) (45892) {(146628)
If Married 16002 48628 86235 351319
(6659) (20184) (46849) (154025)
If Not Married 14608 43542 70436 327410
{6460) (16673) (38448} (121770)
AGE = Total 43.25 39.92 42.60 39.67
—-— _ {9.33) (9.72) {11.68) {(9.19)
If Married 43.31 40.35 43.15 41.52
(9.26) (9.59) {11.60) (10.74)
If Not Married 41.99 35.96 39.93 35.01
{10.57) ’ (9.89) {11.77) {8.48)
EDUCATION1-Total .2966 .4015 -= NA =-- .6532
---------- (.4568) {.4903) (.4760)
If Married .2974 .3909 .6640
(.4572) (.4881) (.4724)
If Not Married .2810 .489%7 .6226
(.4500) {.5009) (.4849)
EDUCATION2-Total .0790 .0836 -~ NA -- 0981
---------- (.2697) (.2769) (.2974)
If Married . L0757 .0733 .1126
(.2645) {.2607) {.3162)
If Not Married .1437 .1696 .0570
(.3512) {.3760) (.2319)
FULLTIME - Total —-— NA ==— e NA e e NA —— == NA =—=
If Married
If Not Married
URBAN -~ Total == NA -~ .5100 .4999 .1130
----- {.5000) (.5003) (.3166)
If Married .45%09 .4841 .1202
(.5000) {.5001) {.3253)
If Not Married .6690 .5767 .0926
(.4715) {.4960) {.2899)

*In current value of the home currency. NA=not available.
**Ttalian EARNINGS are expressed in 1,000s of lira.



TABLE 4
{continued)

Males, 25-64 Years of Age
with positive earnings

Descriptive Statistics of Variables:
Mean (Standard Deviation)

Country
Variable SWE CH UK USA
{(N=4998) {(N=4224) (N=3400) {N=6800)
MARRIED . 725 .750 .904 .819
------- (.446) {.433) {.295) (.385)
*EARNINGS —~ Total 79740 52954 5665 18180
--------- (43758) (34837) {2683) {10159)
If Married 84988 57507 5749 18888
(45381) (37566) (2727 (10105)
If Not Married 65872 39289 4880 14983
(35641) (19316) {2075) (9785)
AGE -~ Total 42.22 42.20 42.06 41.29
(11.36) {11.06) {11.25) {11.17)
If Married 43.39 44.16 41.88 42.01
(11.19) (10.36} {11.08) {11.11)
If Not Married 39.13 36.34 43.74 38.07
(11.25) {11.03) {12.62) {(10.84)
EDUCATIION1 - Total -— NA == == NA —- == NA == .4219
---------- {.494)
If Married .4351
{.496)
If Not Married .3619
(.481)
EDUCATIONZ - Total ~~= NA ~- —-= NA -=- == NA -- .4631
__________ (.499)
If Married .4498
{.498)
If Not Married .523¢
(.499)
FULLTIME - Total .8303 .9572 L9821 —— NA —-—
-------- {.376) {(.2025) {.1328)
If Married .8579 L9771 .9821
{(.349) {(.1498) {.1326)
If Not Married .7572 .897¢6 .9817
{.429) (.3036) {.1344)
URBAN - Total .6466 .2207 .3350 -- NA -
----- {(.478) {.41489) (.4786)
If Married .6359 .2043 .3485
{.481) (.4033) (.4766)
If Not Married .6751 .2702 .4159
{.469) {.4447) (.4936)

* In current value of the home currency.

NA=not availlable,



TABLE 5

Summary of Regression Results From

Tables 7-18

OLS Estimation -- Dependent variable=LOG{EARNINGS)
*(**}=gignificant at the .05(.01l) level

AUSTRALIA
Explanatory —_—
Variable 1 2 3

MARRIED 0.136385 0.149791 -0.20003
*% 4,17 1.28 0.40
AGE*MARRIED ~0.00034 0.017449
0.12 0.69
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.00021
0.71
F-Test **24 .47 **16.80

Age-Specific Cw

Marriage -

Difference (%) :
AGE=30 13.6385 13.9591 13.6236
AGE=4( 13.6385 13.6191 16.5126
AGE=50 13.6385 13.2791 15.2416

Controls:Age,Education

Fulltime
FRANCE
Explanatory ——-——--—--—mmmemmmm——se—eee————
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.127723 -0.07022 ~0.26605
k2 g7 0.30 *%x £ 65
AGE*MARRIED 0.005598 0.015471
0.86 0.35
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.00012
' 0.22
F-Test * 3.57 2.39
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference (%) :
AGE=30 12,7723 9.772 8.9177
AGE=40 12.7723 15.37 15,9187

AGE=50 12,7723 20.968 20,4997

CANADA
1 2 3
0.141173 0,123367 -0.39696
*x  4.93 1,17 0.90
0.000479 0.02766
0.18 1.22
-0.00033
1.21
x%19.03 **13,44
14.1173 13.7737 13.7636
14.1173 14.2527 18.4636
14.1173 14,7317 16.6036
Controls:Age,Education
Fulltime,Urban
GERMANY
1 2 3
0.124226 0.312839% 0.341024
*% 9,22 %% 5,75 1.47
-0.00485 -0.0063
**% 3,58 0.54
1.76E-05
0.13

12.4226 16.7309 16.7726
12.4226 11.8799 11.6992
12,4226  7.0289 6.9774

Controls:Age,Fulltime,Urban

Controls:age,Education
Fulltime



TABLE 5
(continued)

Summary of Regression Results From
Tables 7-18

OLS Estimation -- Dependent variable=LOG (EARNINGS)
* (**)mwgignificant at the ,05(.01) level

ITALY NETHERLANDS
Explanatory  —=——=—-seo—o—————cseoccsmmm——s | e e e — e e
Variable ki 2 3 . 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.093291 -0.3447 0.439114 0.119667 0.061006 0.188944
**% 4,36 *% 3.9; 1.16 *x 489 0.67 0.48
AGE*MARRIED 0.010412 -0.02782 0.001602 -~-0.00509
*%  5.13 1.53 0.66 0.25
AGESQ*MARRIED 0.000438 8.14E-05
0.05 0.33
F-Test *%k 9,23 *xx §£.,77 ** 310.80 ** 7,23
Age-Specific
Marriage .
Difference(%):
AGE=30 9.32901 -3.234 -0.072 11.9667 10.9066 10,9384
AGE=4( 8.3291 7.1781 2.8074 11.9667 12.5086 11.5424
AGE=S50 89,3291 17.5901 14.4564 11.9667 14.1106 13.7744
Controls:Age,Education Controls:Age,Education
Urban
NORWAY POLAND
Explanatory ———-—mr—meemsemmmee e e ——
Variable 1 2 3 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.264074 -0.,10428 0.970656 0.031616 (0.139356 0.079328
* 2.42 0.27 0.57 % 2,53 *x 2. 73 0.36
AGE*MARRIED 0.009074 -0.04501 -0.00266 0.000403
0.98 0.53 * 2.18 0.04
AGESQ*MARRIED 0.000627 -3.7E-05
0.65 0.28
F-Test *% 22 .22 *% 15,72 %  §5_57 * 3.74
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%): .
AGE=30 26.4074 16.7936 18.4806 3.1616 5.956 5.876
AGE=40 26.4074 25.8676 17.3656 3.1616 3.348 3.693
AGE=50 26.4074 34.941¢ 28.7906 3.1616 0.697 0.717
Controls:Age,Urban Controls:Age,Education

Urban



TABLE 5
{continueq)

Summary of Regression Results From

Tables 7-18

OLS Estimation -- Dependent variable=LOG{EARNINGS)
* (k*)ymgignificant at the .05(.0l) level

SWEDEN SWITZERLAND
Explanatory —-———--~——-—-- - -
Variable 1 2 3 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.260928 -0.08426 0.345347 0.25999 0.108729 -0.35863
*% 5,35 0.47 0.46 ** .90 0.81 0.68
AGE*MARRIED 0.008534 -0.01293 0.003847 0.027663
* 2,00 0.35 1.17 1.05
AGESQ*MARRIED 0.000249 ~0.00028
0.59 0.92
F-Test ** 44,45 *% 29 94 *% §7.25 %% 45,62
Age-Specific - ) -
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 26.0928 17.1757 18,1217 25.999 22,4139 21.9256
AGE=40 26.0928 25,7097 22.5987 25.999 26.2609 29.9886
AGE=50 26.0928 34,2437 32,0497 25,999 30.1079 32.4516
Controls:Age,Fulltime Controls:Age,Fulltime
Urban Urban
UNITED KINGDOM UNITED STATES
Explanatory -—-~-——=--=——-o=- —-—— -— mmeemmeere o oseeeeooo— o=
Variable 1 2 3 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.126734 -0,05485 -1.1293 .0.30562 0.227399 0.295881
: ** 5,11 0.61 **% 3.05 *%31 .32 ** 6,29 * 1.95
AGE*MARRIED 0.004172 0.058365 0.002014 -0.00153
* 2.10 *x  3.21 * 2,25 0.20
AGESQ*MARRIED ~-0.00063 4.24E-05
**x 2,089 0.47
F-Test ** 15.29 k% 13,21 *%x B8.41 ** 58.96
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference (%) :
AGE=30 12.6734 7.0309 5.8251 30.562 28,7819 28.8211
AGE=40 12,6734 11.2029 20,3701 30.562 30.7959 30.2581
AGE=510 12,6734 15.374% 22,3951 30.562 32.809% 32.5431
Controls:Age,Fulltime Controls:Age,Education

Urban



Table 6

Test for Equality of
Marriage Difference Across Countries

Country CH SWE USA NOR CAN AUS FRN UK GER IT POL NL
&, .3633 .3562 .3039 .2361 .1869 .1742 .1252 .1247 .0984 .0695 .0461 .0459
CE |  ——- .11 1.39 1.08 *3.36 *3.44 *3.75 *4.92 *6.03 *6.20 *7.33 *6.42
SWE : cee .98 .99 %2.74 *2.86 *3.24 *3.97 *4.72 *4.99 *5.73 *5.25
USA : ——— .62 %3.46 %3.49 *3.63 *6.59%11.53 *9.29%15.90 *8.94
NOR : . —— .43 .53 .83 .99 1.24 1.49 1.72 1.68
CAN : E —— .26 1.06 1.52 *2.50 *2.96 *4.06 *3.35
AUS l ——— .82 1.13 *1.96 *2.96 *3.37 *2.86
FRN : — .01 .53 .66 1.59 1.44
UK : ——— .90 1.61 *2.78 *2.13
GER : -—- 1.06 *2,70 1.71
IT : -— .89 .66
POL : — .01
_ -

*Significant at the .05 level.

Model: Log earnings is regressed on AGE, AGESQ,
The coefficients on MARRIED are reported above for each country,
and then they are tested to determine if they are statistically
significantly different from each other.

-y

and MARRIED for each country.
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Appendix of full regression results

for each country



TABLE 7A
Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile
Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

AUSTRALIAR
Model
Explanatory —--—-—————rns-ssme————- e e e e e e e e e
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.136385 0.149791 -0.20003
**k 4,17 1.28 0.40
AGE*MARRIED -0.00034 0.017445
0,12 0.69
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.00021
0.71
AGE 0.037383 0.037611 0.022592
*%  4.03 ** 3,97 0.98
AGESQ -0.0004 ~0.0004 -0.00022
*%  3.76 *%  3.75 0.83
FULLTIME 0.81131 0.811092 0.811574
** 19,45 k% 19,42 ** 19,43
URBAN
EDUCATION1 0.144105 0.14414 0.143946
*x  5.74 % 5,74 *%x 5,73
EDUCATION2 0.4276 0.427822 0.42764
** 10.50 ** 310.50 ** 10.49
Constant 7.839688 7.829929 8.123257
** 41.31 *% 37.86 ** 17.59
R Squared 0.19351 0.19351 0.19368
@F-test % 24 .47 ** 16.80
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 46.49858 46.47257 46.23672
Not Married 46.49858 46.89651 50.20444
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 13.6385 13.9591 13.6236
AGE=40 13.6385 13.6191 16.5126
AGE=50 13.6385 13.2791 15.2416

t-statistics below point estimates.

* (**x) significant at the .05(.01) level.

@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on

MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED,

and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE BA
Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile
Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation —- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

. CANADA
Model
Explanatory
vVariable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.141173 0.123367 ~0.39696
** 4.93 1,17 0.50
AGE*MARRIED 0.000479 0.02766
0.18 : 1.22
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.00033
1.21
AGE 0.061726 0.061467 0.038414
*% 7 48 k% 7,33 1.84
AGESQ -0.00069 -0.0007 -0.00042
*x  7.21 **  T7.19 * 2,48
FULLTIME 0.80593 0.806097 0.80578
x% 29,19 *% 29 .17 *% 2916
URBAN 0.009584 0.009481 0.01012¢6
0.45 0.45 0.48
EDUCATION1 0.070207 0.070176 0.070607
*  2.46 * 2,46 * 2.48
EDUCATIONZ 0.211262 0.211244 0.210995
*% 7.53 k% 753 xx 7,52
Constant 7.711675 7.723627 B8.16155
% 45,98 ** 42.69 *%x 20.16
R Squared 0.26185 0.26186 0.26218
AF-test *%x 19,03 *k 13,44
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 44.45197 44.50144 44.40457
Not Married 44.45197 44.15733 46.170867
Age-Specific
Marriage
bPifference(%):
AGE=30 14,1173 13.7737 13.7636
AGE=40 14.1173 14.2527 18.4636
AGE=50 14.1173 14.7317 16.6036

t-statistics below point estimates.
* (x%x) asignificant at the .05(.01) level.

@ The F~tests test the restriction of zero cocefficients on
MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED,

and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE 9A
Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile
Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

FRANCE
Model
Explanatory ————=———mm—mmm e e w— -
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.127723 ~0.07022 -0.26605
** 287 0.30 *%k  §,65
AGE*MARRIED 0.005598 0.015471
0.86 0.35
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.,00012
0.22
AGE 0.079709 0.073887 0.064454
*x §_.85 *%  £.56 1.48
AGESQ ~-0.00092 -0.00091 -0.0008
*x .08 *%x  8.03 "1.51
FULLTIME -0.03%29 -0.03981 -0.03981
0.92 0.93 0.93
URBAN 0.265657 0.265811 0.266053
** 5,64 k% 5_§5 %  5.65
EDUCATION1
EDUCATION2
Constant 9.325591 9.5262 9.70879
** 50.27 *% 32.00 % 11.21
R Squared 0.05239 0.05263 0.05264
@F-test * 3.57 2.35
Age at Peak
EBarnings:
Married 43.50928 43,62514 43.57961
Not Married 43.50928 40.55269 40.48618
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 12,7723 9.772 8.9177
AGE=40 12.7723 15.370 15.9187
AGE=50 12.7723 20.968 20.499%7

t-statistics below point estimates,
* (x%) significant at the .05(.01) level.
@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on

MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED,



Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile

TABLE 1

0a

Males: 25-64 Years of Age

QLS Estimation -~ Dependendent Variable=Log(EARNINGS)

GERMANY
Model
Explanatory e e e e e e e e e e e -
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.124226 0.312839 0.341024
kx g 22 **x 5,75 1.47
AGE*MARRIED -0.00485 ~0.0063
** 3,58 0.54
AGESQ*MARRIED 1.76E~05
0.13
AGE 0.06652 0.069144 0.07042
** 17,06 *x 17,44 *x  §_43
AGESQ -0.0008 -0.00078 -0.00078
. **x 17.50 **x 16.99 *% 5,99
FULLTIME 0.590993 0.589682 0.589674
*%* 31,76 **x  31.7 *% 31,7
URBAN
EDUCATION1 0.250075 0.251577 0.251606
*%x 2308 *k 23 22 *%x 23 21
EDUCATION2 0.396801 0.399198 0.399237
** 26,19 **x 26,34 *% 26.33
Constant B8.404084 8.275725 8.251133
*%104,82 **x 094 26 ** 38_.32
R Squared 0.2039 0.20487 0.20487
@F-test % 6,96 % 4 .63
Age at Peak -
Earnings:
Married 41.83648 41,4259 41.39614
Not Married 41.83648 44.55155 44.,45707
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 12.422¢6 16.7309 le.7726
AGE=40 12.4226 11.8799 11.6992
AGE=50 12,4226 7.0289 6.9774

t-statistics below point estimates.
*(**) significant at the ,05(.01) level.
@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on

MARRIED and AGE*MARRIED,



TABLE 1l1A
Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Proflle
Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -~ Dependendent Variable=Log(EARNINGS)

ITALY
Model
Explanatory B
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.093291 -0.3447 0.439114
. *% 4,386 *x 3,91 1.16
AGE*MARRIED . 0.010412 ~-0.02782
**x 5,13 1.53
AGESQ*MARRIED 0.000438
0.05
AGE 0.072804 0.063237 0.099084
** 16,48 *%x 13,21 *%x 5_64
AGESQ ~-0.00078 =0.00078 -0.00119
) *% 15_48 *%x 15,55 *%x  5_04
FULLTIME
URBAN
EDUCATION1 0.31555 0.315538 0.316023
*x 30,41 ** 30,46 % 30.50
EDUCATIONZ 0.500196 0.501667 0.500356
*% 28 83 *% 28,96 ** 28,87
Constant 14.64196 15.04768 14.31345
*%154,02 *%121,74 T k% 38,92
R Squared 0.17216 0.17467 0.1751
@r-test *%x 9,23 ** 6,77
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 46.86933 47.27757 47.41717
Not Married 46.86933 40.55379 41.63193
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference{%):
AGE=30 9.3291 -3.234 =-0.072
AGE=40 9.3291 7.1781 2.8074
AGE=50 9.3291 17.5%01 14.4564

t-statistics below point estimates.

* (x%) significant at the ,05(.01) level.

@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on
MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE 12A

Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile

Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

NETHERLANDS
Model
Explanatory - - e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.119667 0.061006 0.188944
*x 4,89 0.67 0.48
AGE*MARRIED 0.001602 -0.00509
0.66 0.25
AGESQ*MARRIED B.14E-05
0.33
AGE 0.050283 0.049245 0.055169
**x  7_.65 *x 7,29 *x 2 .89
AGESQ —0.0005 =0.00051 -0.00058
% £.49 ** 6,53 * 2.50
FULLTIME
URBAN -0.05387 -0.05414 ~0.05419
** 3 .66 ** 3,67 ** 3,68
EDUCATION1 0.284104 0.283786 0.283823
*%x 18,37 ** 18,33 **x 18,33
EDUCATIONZ 0.576493 ¢.576579 0.576366
**x 20.94 %%k 20,94 *x 20,92
Censtant 9.302406 9.346375 9.233941
**x 70,10 ** §3,02 *%x 24,94
R Squared 0.24947 0.24961 0.24964
@F-test ** 10,80 *k  7.23
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 50.02288 50.12322 50.31652
Not Married 50.02288 48.54402 47.64162
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 11.9667 10.9066 10.9384
AGE=40 11,9667 12.5086 11.5424
AGE=50 11.9667 14,1106 13.7744

t-statistics below point estimates.

*(*%) significant at the .05(.01) level,

@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on
MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE 13A
Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile
Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

NORWAY
Model
Explanatory —--———=-====== e et e e e e e e e
Variable ‘ 1 2 3
MARRIED T 0.264074 ~0.10428 0.970656
* 2.42 0.27 0.57
AGE*MARRIED : 0.009074 -0.04501
0.98 0.53
AGESQ*MARRIED 0.000627
) 0.65
AGE 0.057088 0.052986 0.097631
1.78 1.64 1.28
AGESQ -0.00071 -0.00075 -0.00127
B * 1.96 * 2.05 1.44
FULLTIME
URBAN 0.302577 0.299862 0.298001
% 3.72 ** 3,68 ** 3,66
EDUCATION1
EDUCATION2
Constant 9.615493 9.847629 8.967889
*% 14,35 **% 313,85 *% 5 _84
R Squared 0.03124 0.03247 0.033
@F-test k% 22,22 ** 15,72
Age at Peak
BEarnings:
Married 40.25952 41.48396 40.98598
Not Married 40.25952 35.41845 38.46769
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference (%) :
AGE=30 26.4074 16.7936 18.4806
AGE=40 26.4074 25.B676 17.3656
AGE=50 26.4074 34.9416 28.7906

t-statistics below point estimates.

* (%%} ajgnificant at the .05(.01) level

@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero ceoefficients on
MRRRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED,



TABLE 1l4A

Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile

Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log{EARNINGS)

POLAND
Model
Explanatory —---——-——————=—-===——e—— e L LR -
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.031616 0.139356 0.079328
* 2.53 xk  2.73 0.36
AGE*MARRIED -0(.00266 0.000403
* 2,18 0.04
AGESQ*MARRIED -3.7E-05
0.28
AGE L 0.032792 0.034434 0.032363
) ** 6,33 **% 6,58 ** 3 .56
AGESQ -0.00034 -0.00034 -0.00032
** 5.56 *% 5 _55 ** 2,93
FULLTIME
URBAN -0.06293 -0.06238 -0.06237
*% 371 *% 3 68 ** 3_68
EDUCATION] 0.135346 0.13675 0.136663
**x 10,33 *%10,43 ** 10,42
EDUCATIONZ 0.256986 0.258795 0.258691
*x 12 62 % 12 .71 *% 12 .70
Constant 11.81363 11.74301 11.78343
*%¥112,51 **106.89 ** 64,76
R Squared 0.05317 0.05411 0.05412
degrees freedom 4817 4816 4815
@F-test **x 5,57 * 3,74
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 47.94 46.59 46.46
Not Married 47.94 50.48 51.20
Age-Specific
Marriage
Premium:
AGE=30 0.031 0.059 0.058
AGE=40 0.031 0.033 0.036
AGE=S50 0.031 0.006 0.007

t-statistics below point estimates.

@ The F-tests test the jeoint restriction of zerc ccefficients on
MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.

*(*x)mgignificant at the .05(.01) lewvel.



TABLE 15A

Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile

Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

SWEDEN
Model
Explanatory —-—--—--———sssemm—————— ——
Varlable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.260928 -0.08426 0.345347.
** 5.35 0.47 0.46
AGE*MARRIED 9.003534 -0.01293
* 2.00 0.35
AGESQ*MARRIED 0.000249
0.59
AGE 0.046442 0.045302 0.060559
*x  2.74 **x 2 67 * 1.95
AGESQ -0,.0006 -0.00065 -0.00083
_ *x 311 *% 3 37 * 2.31
FULLTIME 1.0502¢68 1.048304 1.048813
** 17,98 ** 17,96 ** 17,96
UREAN 0.146351 0.145468 0.146246
** 3 .30 ** 3 28 *k 328
EDUCATION1
EDUCATIONZ
Censtant 9,.051378 9.193248 8.891544
% 26,05 *x 25.94 *k 14,25
R Squared 0.20047 0.2022 0.20235
EF-test *% 44,45 ** 29 .94
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 38.89615 41.09618 40.68736
Not Married 38.89615 34.58168 36.30723
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 26.0928 17.1757 18.1217
AGE=40 26.0928 25.7097 22.5987
AGE=50 26.0928 34,2437 32.0497

t-statistics below point estimates.
*{**) significant at the .05(.01) level.
@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on

MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE 167
Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile
Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation -- Dependendent Variable=Log (EARNINGS)

SWITZERLAND
Model
Explanatory —---——--——————=mee—cecao— e e e e e e
variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.2599% 0.108729 -0.35863
*% §_90 0.81 0.68
AGE*MARRIED 0.003847 0.027663
1.17 1.05
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.00028
0.92
AGE 0.056411 0.057507 0.040686
*% 4 .82 **  4_.90 1.87
AGESQ -0.00062 -0.00066 —0.00046
*% 4 67 ** 4 .81 1.77
FULLTIME 1.437684 1.438103 1.436167
**x 19.3 ** 19 31 *% 19_27
URBAN 0.077364 0.077242 0.079129
* 2.16 * 2.16 * 2.21
EDUCATION1
EDUCATION2
Constant 7.917376 7.941028 8.261604
*x 32 47 **k 32 .46 *% 19_.33
R Squared 0,2713 0.271985 0.27235
GF-test **x §7.25 ** 45 62
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 45,7139%4 46,33988 46.20049
Not Married 45,71394 43.43429 44.25277
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 25.999 22.413% 21.9256
AGE=40 25.999 26.2609 29,9886
AGE=50 25,899 30.1079 32.451¢

t-statistics below point estimates.

*{**) gignificant at the .05(.01} level.

@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficments on
MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE 17A

Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile

Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimation —-- Dependendent Variable=Log{(EARNINGS)

UNITED KINGDOM

Model
Explanatory ———————mmmrm e e e e A ———————
Variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.126734. -0.05485 ~1.,1293
*% 511 0.61 ** 3_05
AGE*MARRIED 0.004172 0.058365
* 2.10 *% 3. 2]
AGESQ*MARRIED -0.00063
**x  2.99
AGE 0.054717 0.051103 0.002976
** 9,51 **  g.51 0.17
AGESQ -0.00067 -0.00068 -0.00012
- *% 10,22 **x 10,23 0.60
FULLTIME 0.618007 0.622685 0.620716
*x 11.29 *% 11,37 **x 11,34
URBAN 0.024344 0.023558 0.024373
1.60 1.55 1.61
EDUCATION1
EDUCATIONZ
Constant 6.796199 6.951214 7.904689
** 52 .21 % 46.48 *% 22 .48
R Squared 0.08477 0.08597 0.08838
@r-test *% 15.29. ** 13,21
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 40.59125 40.94444 41,2237%
Not Marriled 40.59125 37.85407 12.61017
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%):
AGE=30 12.6734 7.0309 5.8251
AGE=40 12.6734 11.2029 20.3701
AGE=50 12.6734 15.3749 22.3951

t-statistics below point estimates,
* (**) gignificant at the .05(.0l1l) level.
@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on

MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.



TABLE 18a

Effects of Marriage on the Earnings Profile

Males: 25-64 Years of Age

OLS Estimaticon -- Dependendent Variable=Log(EARNINGS)

UNITED STATES

Model
Explanatory -—---- - -—
variable 1 2 3
MARRIED 0.30562 0.227399 0.295981
**31,32 **  §,29 * 1.95
AGE*MARRIED 0.002014 ~0.00153
* 2.25 0.20
AGESQ*MARRIED 4,24E-05
0.47
AGE 0.089879 0.089126 0.092077
** 31,20 ** 30,73 **x 13.20
AGESQ -0.00097 ~0.00098 -0.00102
**x 29,19 *% 29 21 *x 12.17
FULLTIME
URBAN
EDUCATION] 0.393046 0.391624 0.391253
=% 3] .33 ** 31.18 *% 31.09
EDUCATIONZ2 0.648435 0.646385 0.646087
*% 5]1_25 ** 50,96 **x 50,87
Constant 6.956671 7.003788 6.947547
*%116.14 *%110.36 *%x 50.85
R Squared 0.11783 0.11795 0.11796
@F-test **x 88,41 ** 58,96
Age at Peak
Earnings:
Married 46.23405 46.4053 46.40529
Not Married 46.23405 45.37984 45.22446
Age-Specific
Marriage
Difference(%) :
AGE=30 30.562 28,7819 28.8211
AGE=40 30.562 30.7959 30.2581
AGE=50 30.562 32.8099 32.5431

t-statistics below point estimates,
*(**) gignificant at the .05(.01) level
@ The F-tests test the joint restriction of zero coefficients on

MARRIED, AGE*MARRIED, and AGESQ*MARRIED.
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