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Fig. 1 Distribution of family policy awareness among the treatment group
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Table 2 Odds ratios from weighted ordered logistic regression models predicting high marital intentions

Gender
All Women Men Difference
Exposure to Family Policy Information (ref. = no) 1.25%** 1.14%* 1.39%** 1.38%**
(0.06) 0.07) (0.09) (0.09)
Gender (ref. = men) 1.61%*%**
(0.10)
Exposure to Family Policy Information X Gender 0.85
(0.08)
Cut Point 1 0.11%** 0.09*** 0.13*** 0.13***
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Cut Point 2 0.41%** 0.34%** 0.49%** 0.50%**
(0.01) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)
Cut Point 3 2.91%** 2.32%** 3.73%x* 3.62%**
(0.11) (0.12) (0.20) (0.18)
X Statistics 20.29 5.90 16.23 88.78
AIC 16,278.68  8,006.09  8,209.69 16,214.19
BIC 16,305.85 8,030.49  8,234.08 16,254.94
Number of Observations 6,544 3,271 3,273 6,544

Notes: Standard errors are shown in parentheses. AIC = Akaike information criterion. BIC = Bayesian

information criterion.

*p<.05; ¥**p<.001 (two-tailed tests)

SRR - HERNC A D L ZHEICOWTIE, EEE (KEE) TH D EAUEDRIEIIKE
fEf2H 5, BETIE, K ERUT) LEZEBICBELTUBEOENRRZ VL (L
) kD IFHEEE = B - K - BEOY Y N A AP HLABICKR > TuEWn AT

LIS IIcRZB),



2023/04/29 Reading Circle for Inequality Studies

Probability of Having a High Marital Intention
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Fig. 2 Effects of policy information exposure on women’s marital intentions, by education level
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Fig. 3 Effects of policy information exposure on men’s marital intentions, by education level
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