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Tab. A1: Most frequent countries of birth by anchors’ and partners’ regions of

origin

Anchor Partner

Country of birth % Country of birth %
Native/native

Germany 100 Germany 100
Both Eastern European

Poland 345 Poland 34.5

Romania 24.3 Romania 22.6

Hungary 9.6 Hungary 10.7
W Eastern European/M native

Germany 45.7 Germany 54.3

Poland 26.7 Poland 24.9

Romania 13.1 Romania 5.9
W native/M Eastern European

Germany 58.3 Germany a41.7

Poland 23.7 Poland 29.5

Romania 8.6 Romania 12.2
Both Asian

Kazakhstan 26.9 Kazakhstan 25.0

Russia 22.0 Russia 22.0

Turkey 6.3 Turkey 5.7
W Asian/M native

Germany 47.6 Germany 52.4

Russia 13.3 Russia 11.6

Kazakhstan 6.8 Kazakhstan 7.1
W native/M Asian

Germany 58.3 Germany 41.7

Russia 9.5 Russia 17.3

Turkey 8.9 Kazakhstan 12.5
W Western/M native

Germany 47.0 Germany 53.0

France 8.0 Brazil 8.0

Austria 6.6 Switzerland 6.6
W native/M Western

Germany 69.7 Germany 30.3

Austria 5.3 Austria 10.5

France 4.0 United States 9.2
Other combination

Germany 30.0 Germany 22.8

Italy 9.6 Italy 12.0

Spain 7.2 Morocco 5.1

Note: Own calculations based on the analytical sample of this study. W refers to women,
M refers to men.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0 (on-site file), W1R (birth country anchor) and W1A
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Tab. A2: Origin constellation in migrant/migrant couples by partners’ country of
origin (in %)

Partners’ countries of origin Migrant/migrant couples Total
Different countries of origin 32.58 13.52
Same country of origin 67.42 86.48
Total 100.00 100.00

Note: Own calculations based on the analytical sample of this study.
Source: FReDA v.2.0.0 (on-site file), W1R and W1A

Tab. A3: Overview of number and share of missing values

Number Percentage

Dependent variables:

Arithmetic mean index routine tasks 144 1.19
Preparing meals 153 1.26
Vacuuming 160 1.32
Cleaning and mopping 157 1.29
Doing laundry 175 1.44

Arithmetic mean index non-routine tasks 150 1.24
Small repairs 163 1.34
Finances 164 1.35

Independent and control variables:

Couples' origin constellation 21 0.17

Couples' regions of origin 91 0.75

Gender, anchor 0 0

Marital status 16 0.13

Number of children 138 1.14

Relationship duration (in years) 145 1.20

Woman's employment status 160 1.32

Man's employment status 99 0.82

Age difference 7 0.06

Educational difference 160 1.32

Gender role attitudes 1" 0.09

Sample selection variables:

Gender, partner 5 0.04

Cohabitation status 14 0.12

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Section A1: Procedure of principal component factor analyses

We generated the outcome variables, the arithmetic mean indices of the division of
routine and non-routine housework, by running factor analyses and rescaling the
factors, so they conform to principal component analysis (PCA) (Mooi et al. 2018).
We employed Stata’s factor, pcf command to run the PCA. The analyses extracted
two principal component factor scores, with an eigenvalue larger than 1 following
the Kaiser criterion. The first factor included the four items “Preparing daily meals”,
“Vacuum cleaning the house”, “Cleaning and mopping”, and “Doing the laundry”,
which we interpreted as “routine housework”. The second factor included the two
items “Doing small repairs in and around the house” and “Paying bills and keeping
financial records”, which we subsumed under “non-routine housework”. A third
factor consisted of the single item “Organising joint social activities” that could not
be assigned to a certain type of routine tasks (for similar results, see Coltrane 2000).
We therefore excluded this item before generating both arithmetic mean indices.
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Tab. A5: Descriptive statistics of control variables by partners’ origin
constellation

Native/ W native/ W migrant/ Migrant/
native M migrant M native migrant
Gender, anchor
Female 0.57 0.62 0.53 0.57
Male 0.43 0.38 0.47 0.43
Marital status
Married 0.64 0.65 0.71 0.86
Unmarried 0.36 0.35 0.29 0.14
Number of children in household 1.1 1.16 113 1.38
(1.07) (1.11) (1.06) (1.16)
Relationship duration (in years) 12.12 10.37 11.28 13.46
(7.47) (6.77) (6.90) (7.40)
Age, woman 38.09 37.41 39.61 38.86
(8.33) (8.09) (8.45) (7.17)
Age, man 35.65 34.83 37.22 36.26
(7.67) (7.33) (7.23) (6.67)
Woman’s employment status
Not employed 0.30 0.36 0.34 0.44
Employed 0.70 0.64 0.66 0.56
Man’s employment status
Not employed 0.10 0.12 0.10 0.14
Employed 0.90 0.88 0.90 0.86
Age difference
Man older 0.32 0.35 0.35 0.34
Similar age 0.63 0.59 0.56 0.63
Woman older 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.04
Educational difference
Man higher education 0.14 0.13 0.14 0.16
Both similar education 0.64 0.62 0.65 0.59
Woman higher education 0.23 0.25 0.20 0.25
Gender role attitudes 3.14 3.16 3.18 3.26
(0.28) (0.30) (0.32) (0.38)
N 9258 561 739 665

Note: Depicted are means/proportions, standard deviations in parentheses. W refers to
women, M refers to men. Not weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A6: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of routine

housework by partners’ origin constellation

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Partners’ origin constellation (ref.: native/native)
W native/M migrant 0.049 0.047 0.043 0.035
(1.70) (1.69) (1.57) (1.32)
W migrant/M native -0.026 -0.006 -0.013 -0.026
(-1.03) (-0.26) (-0.54) (-1.16)
Migrant/migrant 0.127*** 0.070%** 0.062* 0.018
(4.62) (2.71) (2.40) (0.71)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married 0.069*** 0.047** 0.041**
(4.39) (3.02) (2.68)
Number of children living in household 0.124*** 0.107*** 0.097***
(19.47) (16.74) (15.48)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.008*** 0.010%*** 0.010%**
(8.03) (9.46) (10.19)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.296*** 0.289*** 0.327%**
(24.97) (24.49) (27.59)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.131%**  -0.120%**
(-9.85) (-9.22)
Employment status, man (ref.. not employed)
Employed 0.240%*** 0.224%**
(11.71) (11.23)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.019 -0.014
(-1.50) (-1.09)
Woman older 0.049 0.052
(1.67) (1.77)
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education -0.148***  -0.118%**
(-8.81) (-7.09)
Woman higher education -0.026 -0.011
(-1.33) (-0.57)
Gender role attitudes 0.435%**
(20.63)
Constant 3.659*%** 3.206*** 3.212%** 1.815%**
(524.08) (247.12) (116.16) (25.25)
Observations 11223 11223 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A7: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of non-routine
housework by partners’ origin constellation

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Partners’ origin constellation (ref.: native/native)
W native/M migrant 0.222%** 0.209*** 0.207*** 0.210%**
(6.31) (6.39) (6.38) (6.55)
W migrant/M native -0.294%***  .0.258***  .0.256%**  -0.250%**
(-9.95) (-9.13) (-9.07) (-8.93)
Migrant/migrant -0.198***  -0.174***  -0.168***  -0.160***
(-5.99) (-5.48) (-56.37) (-4.78)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married -0.124***  .0.104***  -0.101%**
(-7.27) (-6.15) (-6.00)
Number of children living in household -0.012 -0.001 0.003
(-1.64) (-0.11) (0.46)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.003* 0.002 0.002
(2.37) (1.50) (1.31)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.468*** 0.457*** 0.443%**
(34.59) (34.12) (32.74)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.098*** 0.094***
(6.38) (6.08)
Employment status, man (ref.. not employed)
Employed -0.128***  .0.122%**
(-5.62) (-5.35)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.021 -0.023
(-1.41) (-1.58)
Woman older 0.101** 0.099%**
(3.13) (3.11)
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education 0.194*** 0.1871***
(9.83) (9.18)
Woman higher education 0.313*** 0.306***
(13.58) (13.34)
Gender role attitudes -0.183***
(-7.40)
Constant 2.4071*** 2.192%** 2.045*** 2.633***
(309.92) (148.62) (64.59) (31.06)
Observations 11223 11223 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <

0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A8: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of routine

housework by couples’ regions of origin

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Couples’ regions of origin (ref.: native/native)
Both Eastern European 0.185%** 0.123* 0.108* 0.066
(3.56) (2.45) (2.17) (1.38)
W Eastern European/M native 0.014 0.004 -0.009 -0.017
(0.28) (0.09) (-0.19) (-0.38)
W native/M Eastern European 0.162** 0.156%* 0.130* 0.113*
(3.06) (3.08) (2.55) (2.27)
Both Asian 0.201%** 0.118*** 0.108** 0.040
(5.44) (3.31) (3.03) (1.14)
W Asian/M native 0.009 0.034 0.024 -0.005
(0.22) (0.91) (0.67) (-0.13)
W native/M Asian 0.133** 0.138** 0.120* 0.081
(2.76) (2.93) (2.56) (1.71)
W Western/M native -0.150** -0.115* -0.109* -0.105*
(-3.12) (-2.55) (-2.48) (-2.43)
W native/M Western -0.125* -0.119* -0.094 -0.064
(-2.29) (-2.25) (-1.80) (-1.25)
Other -0.046 -0.035 -0.032 -0.030
(-1.19) (-0.99) (-0.92) (-0.88)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married 0.066*** 0.045** 0.039*
(4.16) (2.83) (2.55)
Number of children living in household 0.124%*** 0.107%*** 0.097***
(19.44) (16.75) (15.52)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.008*** 0.010%** 0.010%***
(8.02) (9.43) (10.14)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.296*** 0.289*** 0.321%**
(25.02) (24.55) (27.60)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.129%**  -0.118***
(-9.68) (-9.12)
Employment status, man (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.237%** 0.222%**
(11.61) (11.14)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.020 -0.014
(-1.53) (-1.10)
Woman older 0.051 0.053
(1.73) (1.82)
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Tab. A8: Continuation

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)

Both similar education -0.147%** -0.117%**
(-8.74) (-7.05)
Woman higher education -0.028 -0.012
(-1.41) (-0.63)

Gender role attitudes 0.430%***
(20.34)

Constant 3.659%** 3.208*** 3.215%** 1.833***
(523.94) (247.05) (116.35) (25.43)
Observations 11223 11223 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A9: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of non-routine

housework by couples’ regions of origin

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Couples’ regions of origin (ref.: native/native)
Both Eastern European -0.076 -0.074 -0.084 -0.067
(-1.23) (-1.24) (-1.39) (-1.09)
W Eastern European/M native -0.233***  -0.206%**  -0.218***  -0.215***
(-4.34) (-3.91) (-4.21) (-4.16)
W native/M Eastern European 0.076 0.082 0.101 0.108
(1.09) (1.32) (1.59) (1.72)
Both Asian -0.319%**  -0.291***  .0.284***  .0.257%**
(-7.23) (-6.84) (-6.81) (-6.15)
W Asian/M native -0.335%**  .0.294%***  .0.285%**  .0,273***
(-7.42) (-6.79) (-6.62) (-6.39)
W native/M Asian 0.075 0.077 0.078 0.094
(1.21) (1.30) (1.33) (1.61)
W Western/M native -0.283***  .0.265%***  .0.240%**  -0.242%**
(-4.47) (-4.26) (-3.92) (-3.97)
W native/M Western 0.400***  0.339%** 0.322%** 0.310***
(5.98) (5.50) (5.31) (5.15)
Other 0.010 0.041 0.044 0.044
(0.20) (0.94) (1.02) (1.01)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married -0.120***  -0.101***  -0.099%***
(-7.07) (-5.96) (-5.85)
Number of children living in household -0.011 0.000 0.004
(-1.50) (0.00) (0.54)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.003* 0.002 0.001
(2.27) (1.44) (1.26)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.469%** 0.457***  0.445%**
(34.61) (34.15) (32.81)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.096*** 0.092%***
(6.21) (5.95)
Employment status, man (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.127***  -0.1271%**
(-5.56) (-5.31)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.019 -0.022
(-1.31) (-1.47)
Woman older 0.097%* 0.097**
(3.03) (3.02)
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Tab. A9: Continuation

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)

Both similar education 0.192%*** 0.180***
(9.73) (9.11)

Woman higher education 0.314%** 0.307%***
(13.61 (13.37)

Gender role attitudes -0.175%**
(-7.04)

Constant 2.401*** 2.189*** 2.042%** 2.604***
(309.83) (148.18) (64.55) (30.58)
Observations 11223 11223 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A10: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of routine and
non-routine housework by partners’ origin constellation with detailed

employment status measure

Routine Non-routine
housework housework
Partners’ origin constellation (ref.: native/native)
W native/M migrant 0.044 0.193%#**
(1.64) (5.94)
W migrant/M native -0.030 -0.243***
(-1.31) (-8.42)
Migrant/migrant 0.022 -0.129%**
(0.86) (-4.00)
Marital status (ref.. unmarried)
Married 0.020 -0.091%**
(1.25) (-5.25)
Number of children living in household 0.072%** 0.016*
(10.66) (2.07)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.009*** 0.002*
(8.55) (2.05)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.323*** 0.453***
(27.42) (32.82)
Employment status, woman (ref.: no paid employment)
Part-time employed (<28 hours) -0.004 0.076*
(-0.22) (3.13)
Almost full-time employed (28-35 hours) -0.167*** 0.142%**
(-7.82) (5.51)
Full-time employed (>35 hours) -0.247%%* 0.201%**
(-12.38) (8.39)
Employment status, man (ref.: no paid employment)
Part-time employed (<28 hours) -0.071 0.072
(-1.62) (1.45)
Almost full-time employed (28-35 hours) 0.164%*x -0.128**
(4.48) (-2.99)
Full-time employed (>35 hours) 0.270%** -0.152%%*
(8.71) (-4.26)
-0.071 0.072
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.017 -0.019
(-1.36) (-1.26)
Woman older 0.042 0.104**
(1.41) (3.19)
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Tab. A10: Continuation

Routine Non-routine
housework housework
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education -0.103*** 0.1771%**
(-6.08) (8.53)
Woman higher education 0.009 0.302%**
(0.46) (12.95)
Gender role attitudes 0.426*** -0.161%**
(19.78) (-6.31)
Constant 1.898%** 2.495%**
(24.14) (27.10)
10612 10612

Observations

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A11: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of routine
and non-routine housework by couples’ regions of origin with detailed

employment status measure

Routine Non-routine
housework housework
Couples’ regions of origin (ref.: native/native)
Both Eastern European 0.062 -0.043
(1.25) (-0.71)
W Eastern European/M native -0.019 -0.224%**
(-0.43) (-4.30)
W native/M Eastern European 0.145%* 0.093
(2.94) (1.47)
Both Asian 0.046 -0.233***
(1.29) (-5.37)
W Asian/M native -0.012 -0.264%**
(-0.33) (-6.01)
W native/M Asian 0.082 0.071
(1.70) (1.21)
W Western/M native -0.124%* -0.211%**
(-2.86) (-3.31)
W native/M Western -0.076 0.297#***
(-1.49) (4.85)
Other -0.009 0.041
(-0.27) (0.94)
Marital status (ref.. unmarried)
Married 0.018 -0.088***
(1.12) (-5.09)
Number of children living in household 0.072*** 0.017*
(10.70) (2.13)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.008*** 0.002*
(8.49) (1.99)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.323*** 0.454%***
(27.43) (32.88)
Employment status, woman (ref.: no paid employment)
Part-time employed (<28 hours) -0.003 0.076**
(-0.15) (3.12)
Almost full-time employed (28-35 hours) -0.166%** 0.142%**
(-7.77) (5.49)
Full-time employed (>35 hours) -0.246%** 0.200%***
(-12.34) (8.34)
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Tab. A11: Continuation

Routine Non-routine
housework housework
Employment status, man (ref.: no paid employment)
Part-time employed (<28 hours) -0.072 0.072
(-1.66) (1.44)
Almost full-time employed (28-35 hours) 0.161*** -0.129**
(4.39) (-3.00)
Full-time employed (>35 hours) 0.267*** -0.152%**
(8.63) (-4.27)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.017 -0.018
(-1.37) (-1.18)
Woman older 0.043 0.101**
(1.44) (3.09)
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education -0.103*** 0.169***
(-6.03) (8.46)
Woman higher education 0.008 0.304%***
(0.42) (13.00)
Gender role attitudes 0.421%%* -0.153%**
(19.49) (-5.98)
Constant 1.918*** 2.468***
(24.33) (26.69)
10612 10612

Observations

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <

0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.
Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A12: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of routine
housework by partners’ origin constellation (differentiating between
natives in western and eastern Germany)

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Partners’ origin constellation (ref.: native/native in western Germany)

Native/native (eastern Germany) -0.014 -0.046%** -0.036* -0.033*
(-0.81) (-2.73) (-2.14) (-2.02)
W native/M migrant 0.046 0.039 0.037 0.030
(1.61) (1.41) (1.35) (1.11)
W migrant/M native -0.029 -0.013 -0.018 -0.032
(-1.11) (-0.56) (-0.78) (-1.38)
Migrant/migrant 0.125*** 0.063* 0.056* 0.013
(4.49) (2.41) (2.17) (0.51)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married 0.065*** 0.044** 0.038*
(4.10) (2.81) (2.48)
Number of children living in household 0.125*** 0.108*** 0.098***
(19.57) (16.82) (15.55)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.008*** 0.010*** 0.010%**
(8.17) (9.55) (10.27)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.296*** 0.289*** 0.321%**
(25.01) (24.52) (27.61)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.130***  -0.118%***
(-9.73) (-9.11)
Employment status, man (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.240%** 0.224%**
(11.70) (11.21)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.019 -0.014
(-1.49) (-1.08)
Woman older 0.049 0.052
(1.68) (1.78)
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education -0.147***  -0.117%**
(-8.74) (-7.02)
Woman higher education -0.024 -0.009

(-1.24) (-0.48)
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Tab. A12: Continuation

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Gender role attitudes 0.435%**
(20.61)

Constant 3.661*** 3.213*** 3.216*** 1.819%**
(470.95) (242.30) (116.11) (25.30)
Observations 11223 11223 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A13: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of non-routine
housework by partners’ origin constellation (differentiating between

natives in western and eastern Germany)

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Partners’ origin constellation (ref.: native/native in western Germany)
Native/native (eastern Germany) 0.041* 0.021 0.004 0.002
(2.15) (1.14) (0.19) (0.13)
W native/M migrant 0.229*** 0.212*** 0.207*** 0.210%**
(6.47) (6.46) (6.36) (6.52)
W migrant/M native -0.287***  -0.265***  .0.255***  .0.250%**
(-9.64) (-8.95) (-8.99) (-8.85)
Migrant/migrant -0.191***  -0.170***  -0.168***  -0.150***
(-5.74) (-5.35) (-5.32) (-4.74)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married -0.122%**  -0.104%**  -0.101***
(-7.11) (-6.09) (-5.96)
Number of children living in household -0.013 -0.001 0.003
(-1.70) (-0.12) (0.45)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.003* 0.002 0.002
(2.30) (1.49) (1.31)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.468*** 0.457*** 0.443%**
(34.57) (34.11) (32.73)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.098*** 0.093***
(6.36) (6.07)
Employment status, man (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.128%¥%  .0,122%%*
(-5.62) (-5.34)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.021 -0.023
(-1.41) (-1.58)
Woman older 0.101** 0.099**
(3.13) (3.11)
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education 0.194*** 0.1871***
(9.81) (9.16)
Woman higher education 0.312%** 0.306%**
(13.56) (13.32)
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Tab. A13: Continuation
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Gender role attitudes -0.183***
(-7.40)
Constant 2.394%** 2.189*** 2.044%** 2.632%**
(276.52) (145.72) (64.43) (31.04)
Observations 11223 11223 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <

0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Fig. A1:  Ordinary least square regression models on the division of routine and
non-routine housework by partners’ origin constellation (differentiating
between natives in western and eastern Germany)
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Note: Reference group native/native couples in western Germany. Depicted are regression
coefficients from Tables A12 and A13.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A14: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of non-routine
housework (differentiating between financial tasks and small repairs) by

partners’ origin constellation

Financial tasks

Small repairs

Partners’ origin constellation (ref.: native/native)

W native/M migrant 0.340%**
(7.01)
W migrant/M native -0.386***
(-9.54)
Migrant/migrant -0.140%*
(-2.84)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married -0.117%**
(-4.78)
Number of children living in household 0.018
(1.57)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.005%*
(2.80)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.506***
(24.96)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.186***
(8.09)
Employment status, man (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.212%**
(-6.44)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.016
(-0.73)
Woman older 0.199%**
(4.17)
Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)
Both similar education 0.323***
(11.05)
Woman higher education 0.685***

(20.02)

0.080*
(2.10)
-0.114%**
(-3.58)
-0.159%**
(-4.81)

-0.085%**
(-4.14)

-0.0M
(-1.29)

-0.002
(-1.43)

0.380%***
(24.17)

0.001
(0.05)

-0.032
(-1.18)

-0.030
(-1.76)

-0.000
(-0.01)

0.039
(1.66)
-0.073**

(-2.71)
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Tab. A14: Continuation

Financial tasks

Small repairs

Gender role attitudes -0.159*** -0.207%**
(-4.23) (-7.56)

Constant 2.748%** 2.517%**
(21.23) (26.59)

Observations 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Tab. A15: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of non-routine
housework (differentiating between financial tasks and small repairs) by
couples’ regions of origin

Financial tasks Small repairs
Couples’ regions of origin (ref.: native/native)
Both Eastern European 0.012 -0.145*
(0.13) (-2.30)
W Eastern European/M native -0.286%** -0.143*
(-3.74) (-2.51)
W native/M Eastern European 0.219* -0.003
(2.25) (-0.04)
Both Asian -0.271%%* -0.243%**
(-3.85) (-5.67)
W Asian/M native -0.382%** -0.164%**
(-6.19) (-3.46)
W native/M Asian 0.194* -0.006
(2.24) (-0.10)
W Western/M native -0.460%*** -0.024
(-5.55) (-0.32)
W native/M Western 0.418*** 0.202%*
(4.38) (2.59)
Other 0.049 0.038
(0.79) (0.79)
Marital status (ref.: unmarried)
Married -0.115%** -0.082%***
(-4.69) (-3.99)
Number of children living in household 0.019 -0.011
(1.66) (-1.27)
Relationship duration (in years) 0.005%* -0.002
(2.73) (-1.43)
Gender (ref.: male)
Female 0.509*** 0.380%***
(25.01) (24.22)
Employment status, woman (ref.: not employed)
Employed 0.184%** -0.001
(7.98) (-0.03)
Employment status, man (ref.: not employed)
Employed -0.213*** -0.029
(-6.45) (-1.10)
Couples’ age difference (ref.: man older)
Similar age -0.014 -0.029
(-0.64) (-1.69)
Woman older 0.195%** -0.002

(4.06) (-0.05)
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Tab. A15: Continuation

Financial tasks Small repairs

Couples’ educational difference (ref.: man higher education)

Both similar education 0.322%** 0.039
(10.97) (1.64)
Woman higher education 0.685*** -0.071**
(19.96) (-2.62)
Gender role attitudes -0.152%** -0.198***
(-4.02) (-7.23)
Constant 2.725%** 2.484%**
(20.92) (26.21)
Observations 11223 11223

Note: Robust standard errors. t statistics in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <
0.001. W refers to women, M refers to men. Weighted.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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Fig. A2: Ordinary least square regression models on the division of non-routine
housework (differentiating between financial tasks and small repairs) by
partners’ origin constellations and couples’ regions of origin
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Note: Reference group native/native couples. Depicted are regression coefficients from
Tables A14 and A15.

Source: FReDA v.2.0.0, W1R and W1A
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