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Time Allocation on Housework and Care among Urban Couples in China
He Guangye KAN Man-yee Wu Xiaogang

Abstract: Based on analysis of data from China Family Panel Survey (CFPS) in 2010,
this article investigates the pattern of time allocation between partners of married
couples in urban China. We take account of the unobserved gender role expectation,
internal motives potentially associated with the division of household labor, which have
been largely neglected in previous studies, and employ Seemingly Unrelated Regression
Equations (SURE model) to examine how relative income of husbands and wives may affect
their time spent on housework and caring work. We separate work days from holidays, and
housework from family care in the empirical analysis. Results show that “gender display”
pattern in time allocation is less pronounced in housework than in family care. On work
days, wives’ earnings contribution is positively associated with husbands’ housework time,
but negatively associated with their own housework time. On holidays, wives earnings and
husbands’ housework time shows a curve-linear relationship, first increasing and then
declining. As to family care, wives’ earnings contribution is not significantly
associated with husbands’ caring time. There is a clear pattern of “gender display” on
both work days and holidays for wives: their caring time would first decrease and then
increase with their earnings, after their earnings reach 60 percent of their husbands’ .
To understand women’ s living conditions in China, we call for further exploration of
potential mechanisms and forces that drive the long—term change and continuity of the
traditional gender practices
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Table 2 SURE Model Predicting Housework Time of Husbands and Wives

TR ESa
P ] TR 2 P 3 A | Y 2 P 3
T/EH
TETHRILRE 0. 084 -0. 176%
(0. 057) (0.076)
FF IR TTHR 0. 318% 0. 722% 0. 758wk 0- 80T
(0. 159) (0. 282) (0.210) (0. 374)
FEFUWNTTHRT 7 -0. 451 0. 055
(0. 261) (0. 345)
e = _ _ _
XRMZEHZE (152) 063088 0. 6308k 0. B30k 0.023 0. 040 0. 040
(0. 051) (0. 051) (0. 051) (0. 068) (0. 068) (0. 068)
e =
LTS5 (1=2) 0.101% 0. 090 0.084 | oanuws 1 206wk L 2055k
(0. 050) (0. 050) (0. 050) (0. 066) (0. 067) (0. 067)
SURAFW AT HL 00208k  0-011  =0.012  -0.001  -0.022%  —0.022%
(0. 005) (0. 007) (0. 007) (0. 006) (0. 009) (0. 009)
E S (W 0. 006 0.000  —0.003 {5 0. 000 0. 000
(0. 003) (0. 005) (0. 005) (0. 004) (0. 007) (0. 007)
T K= -0. 021 -0. 020 -0.020  0.151%% 0. 149%k 0. 149%%
(0. 035) (0. 035) (0. 035) (0. 046) (0. 046) (0. 046)
??ﬁﬁ&@nm&%ﬁﬁ
Es
ANEE 0.003 -0. 002 -0. 006 -0. 101 -0. 090 -0. 089
(0. 069) (0. 069) (0. 069) (0.091) (0.091) (0.091)
5 0-6 % F&FAME -0.013 -0.012 -0.012 —0.269%% —0.271%kx —0.271%%
(0. 075) (0. 075) (0. 075) (0. 099) (0. 099) (0. 099)
5 7-14 %74 [AMFE -0.115 -0.116  -0.119% -0. 069 -0. 067 -0. 067
(0. 060) (0. 060) (0. 060) (0. 079) (0. 079) (0. 079)
R—F )5 0.119 0.12 0.121 0. 306 0. 308 0. 308
il 431. 297 433.44  436.846 1406.586 1417.631 1417.667
3%%§iiﬂ%ﬁ%%§$ﬁéé%%iﬁ 0. 050 0. 052 0. 052 0.051 0. 051 0. 100
WEH
ESE T LS 0. 053 -0.073
(0. 068) (0. 085)
FFIN TR 0.316  0.910%% —0.649%x  —0. 980%
(0. 188) (0. 333) (0. 236) (0.419)
FF N TR -0. 664 0. 370
(0. 308) (0. 387)
LRSS (1=2) -0.138%  -0.130%  —0.130% 0.105 0. 086 0. 086
(0. 060) (0. 061) (0.061) (0.076) (0.076) (0.076)
o m =
Ermyahz5 (1=2) 0.111 0. 099 0.091 () asgiss 0. 490%%k 0, A8k
(0. 059) (0. 059) (0. 059) (0.074) (0.075) (0. 075)
RFWARTEL -0. 012% -0. 002 -0. 003 0. 002 -0.018 -0.017
(0. 005) (0. 008) (0. 008) (0. 007) (0.010) (0.010)
FFFWAITEL 0.005 -0. 002 -0.007 —0.015%x* -0. 001 0. 002
(0. 004) (0. 006) (0. 006) (0. 005) (0. 007) (0. 008)
T L= —0.084%  —0.083%  —0. 084 0. 094 0. 090 0. 090
(0. 041) (0. 041) (0.041) (0. 052) (0. 052) (0. 052)
ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁawﬁ%%ﬁﬁ
is
ENGIEES -0. 086 -0. 090 -0. 096 -0. 139 -0. 131 -0. 127
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(0. 081) (0.081) (0.081) (0. 102) (0. 102) (0. 102)

5 0-6 ¥ &[FME -0.014 -0.013 -0.014 -0.210 -0.210 -0.210
(0. 088) (0. 088) (0. 088) (0. 111) (0.111) (0.111)

5 7-14 ¥ ¥ [FfE -0.074 -0. 075 -0. 079 -0. 002 0. 000 0. 002
(0. 070) (0. 070) (0. 070) (0. 089) (0. 088) (0. 089)

R—F 0. 052 0. 052 0. 054 0.127 0.128 0.129
K7 173.935  176.270  181.186  461.459  469.313  470. 361
RFE TR ZE R B 0. 101 0.103 0.103 0. 101 0.103 0.103

VE: ek p<0. 001, *x p<0.01, * p<0.05. &5 BT ARMERER. LMEHEEaRE: M2
[ (NS SLRERFET) GER, FRT, LRMEE TFHAFEE, EEANO, KEZHH
BB GREERME, = 5QERME, —RERGEN, REHM ). Breusch-Pagan A7 PG 5645 515

e

o

4.3 F AR ]

FRoR, RSB R L, FATARIL, I A1 W] K B ATS IH 2 R A H SN SRR 8] () 2 2
Big. $2] 7 HAAR RS, A TR SR TAERI SR H BB AL 30 708t AHRIM, AT
VERIZE TN L BEA TAFRIZE T RAEAE B B> 1T AYVNE . REXUT A R R0 He B A
HC % ) X BE SRR (8] TE 225 R0 ORB ) o 32 B 7 IR O 27 (R RORHN (B A e mi o A8 —A>
T, FFHERIERIN A 20 13 70h. Behbh, R T2 M ARRE 20 SUIRFIZE 1R ORI 7]
AR, NETICE. MES 15 ZLLETLFEERNRZE, 502 6 217 LFAASEERNET
SRR FIRORIR [B12) 2 /N, AHEEZ T, SCRAGIERH RGN 20 708 28X AR R
L 8] B 2 I SR, BIAMA RIS 22 T OB NI 8] (2 REE o Blmy, AE
FERURIRON I (] bl b) T AN 28 52 SU IR AR TR SR I [] o

BRI &, ] 7 AR R A OL T, FPUONESUR 2 & B SO R A i
), T ) B BEORHIN [R5 R Fe . B8 1D o 5SS IFahmt AR, ZE RN stk R O
FANBIARLNER R FETHFAMRR R 2P AREBLRK PR B, RFEH 55%. A
TS, F TR SN TR SN STk A e b s (H 24 SN TTiRiA 2 5502 )5, FETELE
RO XN L A 1) B SN D ik (18 0 S i 4 oo

REH IO TAEH K. 7Bt 227 IR [0 B35 50, [R5 S e RZEAEAE IR
BEE R AT R0, B LVE s . BEE AR BRI, SN B SUOR 22 2 B 35 1 SUORAE
MR XN LRI TR A R 1) o 7 BN s ioe JL ORI TE] Sz 280 “ o) s ™ AR, Bl
FEFAEAETRORI N I T S B8 SN DTk A 3 n g2l , - =4 N Dilifids 21 R 22 O 1 60%K
FEPUYSON TR AR o0 e T 2 1 o0 A U XN ) ] 2 i

# 3 SURE LAY T 3 MORL I (]
Table 3 SURE Model Predicting Caring Time of Husbands and Wives

LR EER
P 1 B 2 R 3 R 1 fEAY 2 PR 3

TAEH
ESE I LS 0. 1813+ 0. 097
(0. 059) (0. 103)
FFIN TR 0. 513%x 0. 056 -0.275 —1.515%%
(0. 163) (0. 289) (0. 284) (0. 504)
FTFURNTTHRF T 0.511 1. 385%x%
(0. 267) (0. 466)
LRIZINZE (1=:2) 0. 498%%% 0. 490%k% 0. AQOHE 0.079 0. 063 0. 063
(0. 052) (0. 053) (0. 053) (0.091) (0. 092) (0. 092)
FETMHhSH5 (1=2) -0. 028 -0. 043 -0. 037 B B B

1. 080%%%  1.061%kk 1. 0445k
(0. 051) (0. 052) (0. 052) (0. 089) (0. 090) (0. 090)
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SCRFWATT L 0. 01 T4 -0. 004 -0. 003 0. 004 -0. 007 -0. 005
(0. 005) (0. 007) (0. 007) (0. 008) (0.012) (0.012)
LTINS EL 0. 006 0. 004 0.000 ( og0msx 0. 03 ks 0. 022%
(0. 003) (0. 005) (0. 005) (0. 006) (0. 009) (0. 009)
T = 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.22Tkkk 0. 222%%% (. 223k
(0. 036) (0. 036) (0. 036) (0. 062) (0. 062) (0. 062)
f?ﬁ@@ﬂ%m%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ
F
AFME -0. 045 -0. 054 -0.050  —0.299%  -0.298%  —0.286%
(0. 070) (0. 070) (0. 070) (0.123) (0.123) (0.123)
5 0-6 ¥ 1 [F{E 0.691%kk  0.693%kx  0.693%kk 2. 114k 2. [16%kk 2. 116%k%
(0.077) (0.077) (0.077) (0. 134) (0. 134) (0. 134)
5 7-14 Z¥L&AMfE 0.190%%  0.188%k 0. 191%% 0.514%kk 0. 513%k%x (. 522%kk
(0. 061) (0. 061) (0. 061) (0. 107) (0. 107) (0. 107)
R—F 7 0.123 0.123 0.124 0. 307 0. 307 0. 309
K75 447.402  447.956  452.126 1411.685 1411.757 1424.539
3%%???%%%%2%*&%@%%%& 0.214 0.216 0.214 0.214 0.216 0.214
WEH
TETRRILRZE 0. 154% 0. 062
(0. 076) (0. 109)
FF N TR 0. 463% 0.203 —0.438 —1.698%%
(0.211) (0. 376) (0. 301) (0. 535)
FF N TR 0.291 1. 408%%
(0. 347) (0. 494)
LRMFHHSE (1=2) -0. 079 -0.072 -0.072 0. 102 0. 082 0. 082
(0. 068) (0. 068) (0. 068) (0. 097) (0. 097) (0. 097)
2 — B _ _ _
LTI 55 (1=2) 0. 052 0. 066 0.062 ) cgises 0. 557%k 0. 530k
(0. 066) (0. 067) (0. 067) (0. 094) (0. 095) (0. 095)
SCRFWAITEL ~0. 017%* -0. 005 -0. 005 -0. 003 -0. 020 -0.018
(0. 006) (0. 009) (0. 009) (0. 009) (0.013) (0.013)
LTINS 0.003 -0. 005 =0.003 ) (3qsss O 023% -0.013
(0. 004) (0. 007) (0. 007) (0. 006) (0. 009) (0.010)
TLH=E 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 140% 0. 135% 0. 136%
(0. 046) (0. 046) (0. 046) (0. 066) (0. 066) (0. 066)
5yt (5 15 £+7L[H
1F)
ANEE 0.071 0.079 0.077 ) yagsss 0, 43Tsse  ~0- 42405
(0. 091) (0.091) (0.091) (0. 130) (0. 130) (0. 130)
50-6 ¥ 1v&[FfE 1. 12048k 1. 1225k 1. 122k 2. 531%k%k 2. 533kekk 2. 533skskck
(0. 100) (0. 100) (0. 100) (0. 142) (0. 142) (0. 142)
5 7-14 % ¥4 [FMfE 0.255%k  0.253%%x  0.255%% (. 623%kkk (. 6234k . 632kkk
(0. 079) (0. 079) (0. 079) (0.113) (0.113) (0.113)
R—F 5 0.119 0. 120 0. 120 0. 287 0. 288 0. 289
il 431.853  432.694  433.492 1282.774 1285.292  1296. 702
Ry FE VR ZE A L 0. 284 0. 286 0. 285 0. 284 0. 286 0. 285
VE: k% p<0. 001, %k p<0.01, * p<0.05. FfF5 HEE T AR @R R HAm AR LE 2 FR.
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i 125 % SR VG N R 5 B VE 7R 7 B AORIEF LR A (K 2 . 15055 55 SRR X
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SEREEEMIRIL, FATRIL, SCRM S 55 57 S Rl BE 22 A WO 1 T B I sl i %5 . 1
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