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Effects of the Conversation and Support of Family Network Factors on

Fertility Intentions among Korean Married Women
Sang-Mi Park’
Dept. of Health Administration, Hanyang Women’s University, Seoul, Korea

ABSTRACT

This study examined the relationships between the conversation and support of family network
factors and the fertility intentions among married women. Family network factors consisted of
parents, parents—in—law, husband, and siblings. Data from the 3¢ wave Korea Longitudinal
Study of Women and Family included married women with more than one child (4,165 women
aged 20-49 years). Stepwise multivariate logistic regression analyses were conducted and the
results showed that frequent talking with her husband was strongly associated with the fertility
intentions among married women. In contrast, the emotional support from the women’s siblings
was found to be related to decreased fertility intentions among married women. Consequently,
a foundation for a fertility—friendly familial environment is required, focusing on frequent

conversations with her husband.
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Table 1. Distribution of the intention for childbirth according to sociodemographic status in 4,165
married women aged 20-49 with more than one child

Intention for childbirth

Yes No
n(%) n(%) P-value?
Sociodemographic status
Women’s age" 32.5 + 4.38Y 409 + 5.83
20-29 55(23.3) 76( 1.9) <0.001
30-39 164(69.5) 1,592(40.5)
40-49 170 7.2) 2,261(57.5)
Women’s education
High school or less 68(28.8) 2,336(59.5) <0.001
College degree or more 168(71.2) 1,595(40.5)
Women’s employment
Not employed 138(58.5) 2,058(52.4) 0.069
Employed 98(41.5) 1,871(47.6)

Weighted sample of married women aged 20-49 from the 2009 KLoWF

YMean + SD
DSignificance as determined by a chi—square test
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Table 2. Distribution of the intention for childbirth by family network factors in 4,165 married
women aged 20-49 years with more than one child

Intention for childbirth

Yes No
Variable n(%) n(%) P-value”
Family network factors
Reside together women’s parents
Yes 4 1.7) 59( 1.5 0.813
No 232(98.3) 3,870(98.5)
Reside together husband’s parents
Yes 15( 6.4) 289( 7.4) 0.566
No 221(93.6) 3,640(92.6)
Talking with women’s parents
Yes 223(94.5) 3,237(82.4) <0.001
No 13( 5.5 692(17.6)
Talking with husband’s parents
Yes 205(86.9) 2,820(71.8) <0.001
No 31(13.D) 1,109(28.2)
Frequent talking with husband
Yes 210(89.0) 3,045(71.5) <0.001
No 26(11.0) 884(22.5)
Husband’s weekdays and weekend time
for housework & child care (h)
<1 97(41.1) 921(23.4) <0.001
>1 139(58.9) 3,008(76.6)
Women’s siblings relationships
Instrumental support
Yes 17( 1.5 253( 6.5) 0.585
No 211092.5) 3,619(93.5)
Emotional support
Yes 203(86.0) 3,566(90.8) 0.016
No 33(14.0) 363( 9.2)
Husband’s siblings relationships
Instrumental support
Yes 6( 2.7 191( 5.0) 0.125
No 216(97.3) 3,643(95.0)
Emotional support
Yes 168(71.2) 2,998(76.3) 0.074
No 68(28.8) 931(23.7)

Weighted sample of married women aged 20-49 from the 2009 KLoWF
U Significance as determined by chi—square test
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Table 3. Adjusted odds ratios (95% Confidence Interval) for intention for childbirth from four
models containing sociodemographic status and family network factors, including
parents, husbands, and siblings of 4,165 married women aged 20-49 years with more
than one child

Intention for childbirth
Characteristics Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Sociodemographic status

Women's age

20-29 1 1 1 1
30-39 0.14(0.09-0.20)"" 0.13(0.09-0.20)"" 0.14(0.09-0.20)"" 0.15(0.10-0.23)""
40-49 0.01(0.01-0.02)"" 0.01(0.01-0.02)"" 0.01(0.01-0.03)"" 0.02(0.01-0.03)""

Women’s education

College degree or more 2.42(1.78-329)"" 2.33(1.71-3.18)"" 2.20(1.61-3.01)"" 2.21(1.60-3.07)""
(vs. high school or less)

Women's employment
Employed (vs. not employed) 1.14(0.86-1.52)  1.17(0.88-1.56)  1.14(0.86-1.53)  1.09(0.80-1.47)

Family network factors

Parents
Reside with women’s parents (vs. no) 0.63(0.20-1.98)  0.66(0.21-2.06)  0.75(0.24-2.33)
Reside with husband’s parents (vs. no) 0.98(0.56-1.79)  1.08(0.60-1.93)  1.18(0.65-2.16)
Talking with women’s parents (vs. no) 1.68(0.90-3.12)  1.59(0.85-2.97)  1.53(0.80-2.92)
Talking with husband’s parents (vs. no) 1.13(0.75-1.72)  1.07(0.70-1.63)  1.04(0.67-1.60)
Husband

Frequent talking with husband

1.64(1.05-2.56)"  1.67(1.05-2.65)"
(vs. no)

Husband’s weekdays and weekend
time for housework & child care (h)

1 (vs. 1) 1.27(0.94-1.71)  1.31(0.96-1.78)
Siblings
Women'’s siblings relationships
Instrumental support (vs. no) 1.50(0.82-2.72)
Emotional support (vs. no) 0.58(0.35-0.96)"
Husband’s siblings relationships
Instrumental support (vs. no) 0.51(0.21-1.28)
Emotional support (vs. no) 0.97(0.67-1.41)

Model 1 is adjusted for the woman’s age, education, and employment status. Model 2 is adjusted for Model 1 +
the woman’s parents and husband’s parents-related factors. Model 3 is adjusted for Model 2 + the husband-related
factors. Model 4 is adjusted for Model 3 + the woman’s siblings and husband’s siblings—related factors

*p<0.05, “*p<0.01
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