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ABSTRACT Numerous stud ies have shown that paren tal divorce is asso ci ated with an 
increase in adult chil dren’s divorce risk. We extend this lit er a ture by assessing how 
paren tal divorce on both sides of a cou ple is related to their part ner ship dynam ics, spe
cifiically,iwhetherithereiisiparenitalidivorceihomogiamyiandiwhetheriaihisitoryiofiparenitali
divorce for both part ners is asso ci ated with increased dis so lu tion risks for cohabiting 
and mar ried unions. We use Finn ish Census Panel data on 28,021 cohabiting and mar
i tal part ner ships to con duct eventhis tory mod els that fol low indi vid u als between ages 
18 and 45. Findings show sub stan tial paren tal divorce homog amy. Children with expe
ri ence of paren tal divorce have 13% greater odds of cohabiting with and 17% greater 
odds of mar ry ing a fel low child of divorcees, com pared with those whose par ents have 
not divorced. Moreover, con trary to evi dence from the United States and Norway, 
ourifndiingsiforiFinlandisupiportianiaddiitive—ratherithanimulitiipliicaitive—assoiciiaitioni
between paren tal divorce homog amy and union dis so lu tion. Parental divorce homog
amy increases off spring’s union dis so lu tion risk by 20% for cohab i ta tion and 70% for 
mar riage, com pared with cou ples for whom nei ther part ner’s par ents are divorced. In 
Finland, the sizes of these asso ci a tions are nota bly weaker than in the United States and 
Norway, likely because cohab i ta tion and sep a ra tion are more wide spread and socially 
accepted in Finland, and an expan sive wel fare state buff ers the socio eco nomic con se
quences of divorce.
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Introduction

In recent decades, divorce, sep a ra tion, and repartnering have pro lif er ated across 
manyiaffluientidemociraiciesi(Thomsoni2014). Numerous stud ies sug gest that paren tal 
divorcei increasesi thei riskiofidivorceiamongioffispringi (e.g.,ideiGraafiandiKalmijni
2006; Diekmann and Schmidheiny 2013; Dronkers and Härkönen 2008; Lyngstad 
and Jalovaara 2010).iTheiinterigenieriaitionalitransimisisioniofiparenitalidivorce,ithere
fore,iisioneiposisiibleidriveriofirisiingioriperisisitentlyihighidivorceiratesi(Wagneri2020). 
Mechanisms linking par ents’ and off spring’s divorce include socio eco nomic sta tus 
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trans mis sion, social learn ing of atti tudes and inter per sonal behav iors from par ents, 
andiailowerithreshioldiofiunionidisisoiluitioniwheniitiwasiobservediiniparientsi(Amatoi
1996;iAmatoiandiDeBoeri2001; review also Lyngstad and Jalovaara 2010). Com
pared with divorce, much less is known about inter gen er a tional trans mis sion of sep
a ra tion when the adult chil dren cohabit.

Unioni disisoiluitioni hasi numeriousi coniseiquencesi fori adultsi andi chilidreni (Amatoi
2000;iKalmijniandiLeopoldi2020). For adults, con se quences include new phases of 
liv ing alone, sin gle and non res i den tial par ent hood, and the pos si ble for ma tion of new 
part ner ships and stepfamilies. Divorced house holds are often sin gleincome house
holdsi thati arei ati ani increasedi riskiofi poviertyi (Hübgeni2018; Smock et al. 1999), 
par tic u larly among those with lower edu ca tion or weak labor mar ket attach ment 
before or after union dis so lu tion. Comparative research sug gests that eco nomic con
seiquencesiofidivorceiareitemiperedibyiwelifareistateiarrangeimentsi(Uunki2004).

Parental divorce is also related to chil dren’s upbring ing and fam ily for ma tion. 
Studies sug gest that chil dren of divorced par ents tend to grow up, on aver age, with 
fewer socio eco nomic resources and fewer pos i tive role mod els for inter per sonal 
behaviioraliskillsi(e.g.,iAmatoi&iSobolewskii2001; Cherlin et al. 1995), such as com
proimisiingi andi coniflicti resioiluition,i toi mainitaini longlastiingi relaitioniships.i Further
more, they tend to hold more prodivorce atti tudes, which could lower thresh olds for 
sepiairaitioni(e.g.,iAmatoi1996).

Most stud ies focus on sim ple par ent–child dyads to exam ine the inter gen er a tional 
trans mis sion of divorce; how ever, sep a ra tions are nego ti ated within cou ples. Com
pared with cou ples in which only one part ner’s par ents divorced, the risk fac tors 
for sep a ra tion and divorce in cou ples in which both part ners expe ri enced paren tal 
divorce could accu mu late either addi tively or mul ti pli ca tively, depending on the 
thresh old for union dis so lu tion at the soci e tal level and across gen er a tions, as well as 
theiintenisityiofiinteriperisonaliconiflicti(Amatoi1996;iWolfngeri2003). In this arti cle, 
we ask how paren tal divorce on both sides of a cou ple is related to union for ma
tion and union dis so lu tion risk. First, we exam ine whether there is paren tal divorce 
homogiamy—thati is,iwhetherichilidreniofidivorceesiareimorei likelyi toipartineriwithi
fel low chil dren of divorcees. Second, we inves ti gate whether and the extent to which 
the dis so lu tion risk of cohabiting unions and mar riages changes when both part ners’ 
parientsiareidivorced.iThisienablesiaimoreicomipreihenisiveiaccountiofitheicorireilatesi
of paren tal divorce homog amy for off spring’s fam ily for ma tion in cohabiting and 
mar ried unions. We use rich rep re sen ta tive reg is ter data for Finland that allow us to 
fol low entire cores i den tial part ner ship his to ries between the ages of 18 and 45, and 
link each cohabiting and mar ried part ner ship to both part ners’ paren tal divorce his
tory, which is usu ally not pos si ble in avail  able sur vey data.

Theiconitriibuitioniofithisistudyiisithreeifold.iFirst,iweiaccountiforitheientireipriori
cores i den tial part ner ship his tory from ages 18 to 45 as a path way through which sep
a ra tion risks are passed from one gen er a tion to the next, includ ing paren tal divorce 
homog amy in cohab i ta tion and mar riage. If chil dren of divorced par ents have an 
ele vated like li hood of partnering with each other, paren tal divorce homog amy is rel
e vant for a larger share of the pop u la tion. Second, we explore whether the strength 
of paren tal divorce homog amy and its asso ci a tion with off spring sep a ra tion risks 
are weaker in the Nor dic wel fare state of Finland than in the United States, the only 
nonNoridicicounitryiforiwhichiestiimaitesiofithisiassoiciiaitioniexist.iThird,iweipresienti
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theifrstistudy,itoiouriknowliedge,ithaticomiparesitheseiassoiciiaitionsiforibothicohabit
ing and mar ried cou ples. Cohabitation has become a com mon union type that is not 
only a pre lude to mar riage. Children of divorced par ents may be more likely never to 
marryi(GlenniandiKrameri1987) and may cohabit instead. If paren tal divorce homog
amy is con cen trated among cohabiting cou ples, focus ing only on mar riage misses a 
sub stan tial pro por tion of sep a ra tions asso ci ated with paren tal divorce.

Background

Previous Research

Numerous stud ies sug gest that paren tal divorce increases off spring’s divorce risk and 
that inter gen er a tional divorce trans mis sion is stron ger in some con texts than in oth ers 
(e.g.,ideiGraafiandiKalmijni2006; Diekmann and Schmidheiny 2013; Dronkers and 
Härkönen 2008). For exam ple, trans mis sion is weaker in countries where divorce 
amongitheiparientigenieriaitioniisimoreicomimoni(DronkersiandiHärköneni2008) and 
lessisociallyistigimaitizedi(KalmijniandiUunki2007).iAimetaanaliyisisiofi120iEuroipeani
divorce stud ies showed that lower divorce bar ri ers in a soci ety are asso ci ated with 
weakeriinterigenieriaitionalidivorceitransimisisioni(WagneriandiWeißi2006).iAsidivorcei
pro lif er ates, its inter gen er a tional trans mis sion might weaken, but it becomes rel e vant 
for a larger num ber of indi vid u als who have expe ri enced paren tal divorce. While 
there is a size able lit er a ture on inter gen er a tional divorce trans mis sion in sim ple 
par ent–child dyads, the cou ple level in which both part ners’ have expe ri enced paren
tal divorce has received much less research atten tion.

Toiouriknowliedge,ionlyithreeistudiiesitoidateihaveiexamiinedihowiparenitalidivorcei
oni bothi sidesi ofi ai couiplei isi assoiciiatediwithi offispring’si divorcei riski (Amatoi1996; 
Storksen et al. 2007;iWolfngeri2003).iTheyialliisupiportiupitoithreeitimesihigheridivorcei
risks when both spouses’ par ents are divorced, com pared with those cou ples in which 
theiparientsiofineiitheripartineriareidivorced.iThisisugigestsiaimulitiipliicaitive—ratherithani
aniaddiitive—assoiciiaitioniofiparenitalidivorceionibothisidesiofitheicouiple.iForitheiUnitedi
States,iAmatoi(1996) attri butes this largely to a com pound effect of poor inter per sonal 
skillsiofibothispousesithatiaccuimuilate,icausiingiconiflict.iUsingidififerientidataiforimorei
recenticohortsiinitheiUnitediStates,iWolfngeri(2003)isimiiilarlyifndsiaithreeitimesihigheri
like li hood of divorce for cou ples in which both part ners’ par ents are divorced than for 
those in which nei ther are. In addi tion, chil dren of divorced par ents are 31% more 
likelyithaniothiersitoimarryiaifelilowichildiofidivorcees.iWolfngeri(2003) con cludes that 
paren tal divorce homog amy mul ti pli ca tively com pounds the risk of off spring divorce.

TheifndiingsimightibeispeicifcitoitheiUnitediStates,iwhereimaririageiisipariticiuilarlyi
ideialiizediandiculituriallyiloaded,idespiteihighidivorceiandiremarriageiratesi(Cherlini
2004;iLewisiandiKreideri2015;iSharpiandiGanongi2011). Further, the socio eco nomic 
con se quences of divorce are severe in the United States, espe cially for women, 
because of the lim ited wel fare pro vi sions for sin gle moth ers and per sis tent gen der 
gapsi ini employimenti andiwagesi (Cherlini2010). Compared with the esti ma tes for 
theiUnitediStates,ithoseireportediforiNorwayibyiStorksenietial.i(2007) are slightly 
smaller for both paren tal divorce homog amy and the divorce risk when both spouses’ 
par ents are divorced.
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The Finn ish Context

Finland is an inter est ing con text in which to study inter gen er a tional divorce trans mis
sion and paren tal divorce homog amy for sev eral rea sons. First, it is a fore run ner of 
changes in part ner ship dynam ics asso ci ated with the sec ond demo graphic tran si tion 
(Guzzoi2014; Lesthaege 2010).iTheiaveriageiageiatifrstimaririageihasiincreased:iini
1982 it was about 25 for both men and women, and in 2017 it was 32 for women and 
34iforimeni(OffcialiStatisticsiofiFinlandi2015, 2018).iTheiaveriageiageiatidivorceiwasi
41iforiwomeniandi43iforimeniini2017i(OffcialiStatisticsiofiFinlandi2018). Cohab
itationiisiwidelyiaccepted:iitiisicomimoniforiyounigeriadultsitoicohabitiforilongiperi
odsibeforeitheyimarryi(ifitheyidoimarry)i(JalovaaraiandiFasangi2020). Nonetheless, 
mar riage remains impor tant as a sig nal of the highest com mit ment, and cohab i ta tions 
disisolveiatiaimuchihigherirateithanimaririagesi(JalovaaraiandiKului2018).

Second, Finland is a gen deregal i tar ian coun try where women’s employ ment rates 
are high. Further, the Finn ish wel fare state pro vi des gen er ous, largely uni ver sal, and 
indi vid u al ized ser vices and income trans fers that buffer the socio eco nomic con se
quencesiofiunionidisisoiluitioni(Hakovirtai2011).iThus,ipoviertyiisinotiasistronglyitrans
mit ted by paren tal divorce as in lib eral and less gen er ous wel fare states, such as the 
UnitediStates.iTheiassoiciiaitionibetweeniparenitalidivorceiandioffispring’siunionidisiso
lu tion is likely stron ger in countries where divorce bar ri ers are higher and divorce has 
moreisevereisocioiecoinomiciconiseiquences.iThus,iweiexpectiweakeriparenitalidivorcei
homog amy and weaker asso ci a tions of paren tal divorce homog amy with off spring’s 
unionidisisoiluitioniiniFinlandithaniinitheiUnitediStatesi(Amatoi1996;iWolfngeri2003).

Extending Mechanisms of Intergenerational Transmission of Union Dissolution 
to Parental Divorce Homogamy

Commonlyidiscussedimechiainismsiofitransimititingiunionidisisoiluitioni(andiunionifor
ma tion) from par ents to chil dren include socio eco nomic sta tus trans mis sion, social i
zaition,iandiaigeneticicomipoinenti(FasangiandiRaabi2014).iTheseimechiainismsipartlyi
play out and are reinforced by part ner ship his to ries pre ced ing union dis so lu tion 
(LyngstadiandiJalovaarai2010), mar ry ing, part ner selec tion, and cohab i ta tion. Union 
dis so lu tion is nego ti ated within cou ples. Mechanisms of trans mis sion between par
ents and chil dren could either mul ti pli ca tively or addi tively com pound when both 
partinersihaveiexpeiriiencediparenitalidivorce.iToiextenditheiforegoingimechiainismsitoi
parenitalidivorceihomogiamy,iweiassumeithatisepiairaitionicruciallyidependsioni(1)ithei
freiquencyiandi intenisityiofi interiperisonaliconiflictsiandi(2)ibothipartiners’i threshioldsi
foridivorceiatigivenilevielsioficoniflict.iFactorsithatiincreaseitheifreiquencyiandiinten
sityiofiinteriperisonaliconiflictiareimoreilikelyitoimulitiipliicaitivelyicomipoundisepiairaitioni
risksi assoiciiatediwithi parenitali divorcei homogiamyi (Amatoi1996;iWolfngeri2003). 
Conflictsiaccuimuilateiandieasiilyitrigigerifurithericoniflictimulitiipliicaitivelyiwithiouticom
pen sat ing forces. In con trast, fac tors that merely change thresh olds for divorce but 
doinoti increaseiconiflictiareimorei likelyi toiaddiitivelyicomipoundiamongicouiplesi ini
which both part ners expe ri enced paren tal divorce than among those in which only 
one part ner did so. Lower thresh olds for divorce refer to lower lev els of com mit
ment to the rela tion ship and a lack of love or pos i tive per spec tive on the rela tion ship 
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(e.g.,iAmatoiandiPrevitii2003;iAmatoiandiRogersi1997;iClarkeStewartiandiBrentanoi
2006). Under these cir cum stances, part ners will more read ily see sep a ra tion as an 
acceptiableioptioniatigivenilevielsioficoniflict.

In the following, we pro vide an exten sion of the pro posed mech a nisms of inter
genieriaitionali divorcei transimisisioni toi parenitali divorcei homogiamy.iSpecifcally,iwei
disitiniguishiwhetheriobservediriskifacitors,isuchiasiinteriperisonaliconiflict,iactiasimul
tiipliiersiwheniobservedi inibothipartinersi (mulitiipliicaitiveieffect)ioriwhetheri theyiarei
moreilikelyitoisimiplyioperateiaddiitivelyi(addiitiveieffect)i(Figure 1). More gen er ally, 
an addi tive effect could be found in soci e ties and among gen er a tions in which union 
dis so lu tion is more socially accept able and com mon, because the inter gen er a tional 
transimisisioniofidivorceicouldibeiweakerianditheiroleiofidivorceidififerient.iBecausei
we can not test all  mech a nisms discussed directly with our data, we focus on their 
impli ca tions for effect size in the added sep a ra tion risks asso ci ated with paren tal 
divorce homog amy, which we can deter mine with high accu racy and reli abil ity. We 
can directly account for indi ca tors of sta tus trans mis sion and include exten sive infor
ma tion on part ner ship his to ries pre ced ing off spring divorce.

Concerning sta tus trans mis sion, low socio eco nomic sta tus is asso ci ated with 
higherisepiairaitionirisksi (Amatoi2010; Jalovaara 2001;iKului2014).iBecauseisocio
eco nomic sta tus is trans mit ted from one gen er a tion to the next, divorce trans mis sion 
caniariseiasiaibyprodiuct.iElevatedistress,iconiflict,iandisepiairaitionidueitoiecoinomici
hardishipihaveibeenifoundiforimaririediandicohabitingicouiplesi(HallidayiHardieiandi
Lucas 2010), and lowincome cou ples are less likely to ever marry and more likely 
to cohabit com pared with cou ples with higher income. If paren tal divorce homog amy 
is dis pro por tion ately asso ci ated with both part ners expe ri enc ing eco nomic dis ad van
tage, the stress related to eco nomic hard ship is likely to increase the risk of union 
disisoiluitionimulitiipliicaitivelyibecauseiofiheightienediinteriperisonaliconiflicts.iAssocia
tionsibetweenidualilowiincomesiorijobilessinessiwithisepiairaitioniareilikelyiweakeriini
more gen er ous wel fare states, such as Finland, which mit i gate imme di ate eco nomic 
hardishipiandirelatediinteriperisonaliconiflict,ithaniinilibieraliandiconiserivaitiveiwelifarei
countriesi(Hanseni2005).

Socialization and social learn ing refer to the norms and val ues about desir able 
andiapproipriiateifamiilyilivesithatichilidrenilearniiniearlyichildihoodi(FasangiandiRaabi

Fig. 1 Illustration of the additive effect and multiplicative effect of parental divorce
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2014). Children who have expe ri enced paren tal divorce gen er ally stig ma tize sep a
raitionilessithanichilidreniwhoseiparientsihaveinotidivorcedi(DronkersiandiHärköneni
2008). More pos i tive atti tudes toward divorce among both part ners in a cou ple will 
lowerithreshioldsiforisepiairaitionibutiseemiunlikelyitoiincreaseiinteriperisonaliconiflicts.i
We, there fore, expect a mere addi tive increase in sep a ra tion risks because of both 
part ners hav ing more favor able atti tudes to divorce and more quickly agree ing on 
sepiairaitioniatiaigivenilevelioficoniflict.iProdivorceiattiitudesiwereialreadyiwideispreadi
foriouristudyicohorts—pariticiuilarlyitheiyounigerigenieriaition—iniFinland.iWeiexpecti
that both part ners hold ing more prodivorce atti tudes addi tively low ers thresh olds for 
divorce and that this is par tic u larly salient for our study cohorts in Finland.

Socialization and social learn ing also occur with regard to rela tion ship skills that 
areiobservediinitheiparenitalihomei(Wolfngeri2003). If union dis so lu tion is trig gered 
byiweakiinteriperisonaliskillsibetweenipartinersi(typiiically,itheiabiliityitoicomimuiniicatei
and com pro mise), chil dren of divorced par ents may adopt the same behav ioral pat
ternsithatitheniunderimineitheistaibiliityiofitheirirelaitionishipsi(Amatoi1996; Storksen 
et al. 2007).iAitransimisisioniofiweakirelaitionishipiskillsiwouldiincreaseitheifreiquencyi
andiintenisityiofiinteriperisonaliconiflictsiand,ithereifore,ileaditoiaimulitiipliicaitiveiincreasei
in cou ples’ sep a ra tion risk when both part ners’ par ents are divorced, as com pared 
with when only one part ner’s par ents are divorced. Prodivorce atti tudes are related 
toicounitryspeicifciculituraliandiinstiituitionalifacitors.iSocialilearniingiofipooriinteriper
sonalirelaitionishipiskillsicouldimulitiipliicaitivelyiaccuimuilateiconiflict,ipariticiuilarlyiwheni
mar riage and roman tic love are strongly cul tur ally ide al ized, such as in the United 
States,iwhereidisiapipointimentiininotireachingitheseiideialsicoulditrigigerimoreiconiflicti
than in a coun try con text such as Finland.

A genetic com po nent can also con trib ute to inter gen er a tional trans mis sion of 
union dis so lu tion. Shared genetic fac tors between sib lings account for some of the 
interigenieriaitionali transimisisionsi ofi divorcei (McGuei andi Lykkeni 1992).i Thei exacti
bio log i cal and psy cho log i cal mech a nisms linking paren tal and off spring’s divorce 
largelyiremainiaiblackibox.iInianyicase,igeneticiandihealthrelatedifacitors—foriexam
ple,itheiinheriiitanceioficeritainiperisonialiityitraits—seemimoreilikelyitoiaffectiinteriper
sonaliconiflicti(mulitiipliicaitive)ithanitoiaffectisepiairaitionithreshioldsi(addiitiveieffects).i
GeneticieffectsioniunionidynamiicsicouldibeistronigeriinilibieraliconitextsisuchiasiFinlandi
whereisocialinormsiareilessirestricitivei(seeiKohlerietial.i(2002) for fer til ity).

Theiforegoingimechiainismsipartlyiplayioutioveritheipart ner ship his to ries pre ced
ing divorce. Several fac tors are asso ci ated with ele vated divorce risks and are more 
likelyiforichilidreniofidivorcediparients:imariryiingiatianiearlyiagei(Kului2014; Lehrer 
2008; Moore and Waite 1981),ineverimariryiingi(GlenniandiKrameri1987; Storksen 
et al. 2007),i andi haviingi divorcedi preiviiouslyi (Amatoi 2010). Moreover, sep a rated 
indi vid u als are more likely to sep a rate again. In this study, we focus on two aspects 
ofirelaitionishipihisitoiriesipreicediingidivorce:i(1)iparenitalidivorceihomogiamyiasipartiofi
assortativeimatiing,iandi(2)iitsiroleiforisepiairatiingifromicohabitingirelaitioniships,inoti
only mar riages.

Parental divorce homog amyi (Storkseni eti al.i 2007;iWolfngeri 2003) is part of 
assortative mat ing. It can result from emo tional close ness of shar ing the expe ri ence 
ofiparenitalidivorceioriariseiasiaibyprodiuctiofiassortativeimatiing.iTheistrengthiofi
assortativeimatiingidififersiacrossicountries,i likelyi leadiingi toicounitryspeicifciasso
ciiaitionsi betweeni parenitali divorcei homogiamyi andi offispring’si sepiairaitioni risk.iThei

CORRECTED PROOFS
Downloaded from http://read.dukeupress.edu/demography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-9489802/1046784/9489802.pdf
by guest
on 20 September 2021



7Parental Divorce Homogamy and Risk of Separation

stron ger assortative mat ing is and the more neg a tively selected cou ples with paren
tal divorce homog amy are, the stron ger the asso ci a tion between paren tal divorce 
homogiamyiandioffispring’siunionidisisoiluitioniwillibe.iAssortativeimatiingionisocioieco
nomic char ac ter is tics and their asso ci a tion with fam ily behav ior are stron ger in such 
highinequal ity con texts as the United States than in such lowinequal ity con texts as 
Finlandi(Schwartzi2013). We expect weaker and socio eco nom i cally less neg a tively 
selected paren tal divorce homog amy and, there fore, weaker asso ci a tions with off
spring dis so lu tion risk in Finland than in the United States.

Longlast ing cohab i ta tions are increas ingly wide spread in countries in advanced 
stages of the sec ond demo graphic tran si tion. If chil dren of divorced par ents tend to 
cohabitiratherithanimarryi(Storksenietial.i2007), paren tal divorce might con trib ute to 
many more sep a ra tions of cores i den tial unions than are cap tured in divorce trans mis
sion only. Despite the grow ing pop u lar ity of cohab i ta tion, mar riage and cohab i ta tion 
dififeriinimanyirespects.iIniFinland,imostimaririagesistartiwithicohabiiitaitioni(Jalovaarai
2012), and cou ples that con tinue to cohabit often remain in lower socio eco nomic 
posiitionsithanithoseithatievenituiallyimarryi(Jalovaarai2013;iJalovaaraiandiKului2018).

Normativei baririiersi arei loweri toi disisolvei cohabiiitaitionsi thani divorce.i Eveni in 
Scan di na vian countries, mar ried cou ples report higher com mit ment and higher lev
elsiofirelaitionishipiqualiityithanicohabitersi(Wiikietial.i2009).iMarriedicouiplesibenieift 
from stron ger social sup port and expe ri ence higher social pres sure to stay together. 
Marriage is legally bind ing, and its dis so lu tion requires for mal divorce pro ce dures, 
whileicohabitingi relaitionishipsiendibyi (simiply)imoviingiapart.iMarriedicouiplesiarei
alsoimorei likelyi toihavei chilidreni andi jointlyiownipropierty,iwhichi furitherioperatei
asi baririiersi toi unioni disisoiluitioni (Jalovaarai 2013;i Jalovaarai andiAnderssoni 2018). 
Despite these dif fer ences, pre vi ous research has shown that the ante ced ents of union 
dis so lu tion in Finland are sim i lar for cohab i ta tion and mar riage, although socio  
ecoinomiciresourcesiareisomeiwhatimoreiimporitantiforimaririagesi(Jalovaarai2013).

Becauseimaririageiisiusuiallyipreicededibyicohabiiitaition,ianyiparenitalidivorceihomog
amy found in mar riages is also likely in cohab i ta tions. If chil dren of divorcees are more 
likelyi toineverimarryiandicohabiti insteadi(GlenniandiKrameri1987; Storksen et al. 
2007), paren tal divorce homog amy could be even stron ger among cohabiting cou ples 
that even tu ally sep a rate and do not marry. If lower thresh olds for divorce rather than 
eleivatediinteriperisonaliconiflictsidriveitheiassoiciiaitionibetweeniparenitalidivorceihomog
amy with off spring union dis so lu tion in Finland, asso ci a tions are likely weaker for 
sep a ra tion from cohab i ta tion than from mar riage. Parental divorce homog amy would 
then argu  ably con trib ute less to already low thresh olds for sep a ra tion and an already 
ele vated sep a ra tion risk in cohabiting cou ples. In con trast, paren tal divorce homog amy 
might be more rel e vant in low er ing over all higher bar ri ers and thresh olds for divorce.

Finally, the mech a nisms might operate in gender-specific ways when only the 
man or only the woman has expe ri enced paren tal divorce. Note that gen der dif fer 
 ences in effect sizes would not dis tort our gen eral frame work of addi tive and mul ti
pli ca tive asso ci a tions of dis so lu tion risk with paren tal divorce homog amy rel a tive to 
onlyioneipartineriexpeiriienciingiparenitalidivorce.iButitheitheioiretiiicalireaisoniingiabovei
easiilyiextendsitoigenideridififeriencesibasedioni(1)iwomen’sihigherilikeiliihoodiofiini
tiiatiingithei(emoitionaliandibureauicratic)iproicessiofiunionidisisoiluitioni(Hewitti2009; 
Hewitt et al. 2006; Sayer et al. 2011)iandi (2)igenideredinormsiandisocioiecoinomic 
corireilatesi ofi divorcei (Pessini2018).i Bothi accountsi sugigesti ai stronigeri assoiciiaitioni
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8 S. Kailaheimo-Lönnqvist et al.

when the woman’s par ents are divorced than when the man’s par ents are. In Finland, 
abouti 70%iofi divorcei appliicaitionsi areifledibyiwomeni (Kontulai2013).iGenderedi
ini ti a tion of sep a ra tion from cohab i ta tion is unknown. Women expe ri enc ing paren tal 
divorce might, there fore, be more rel e vant in low er ing thresh olds for ini ti at ing divorce 
and sep a ra tion. Finland rep re sents a fairly gen deregal i tar ian con text with high lev els 
ofifulltimeifemaleiemployimentiandigenieriousiindiividiuialiizediuniiverisalibenieiftsithati
loweridepenidenceionifamiilyimemibers.iButitheigenideriearniingsigapiremainsisubistan
tial,iespeiciallyiamongimaririedimeniandiwomeni(JalovaaraiandiFasangi2020), which 
sug gests that women on aver age do lose more eco nom i cally from divorce than men.

Hypotheses

Ouricoreiresearchiinteriestiisitoiestiimateitheidisisoiluitioniriskiinicohabitingiandimaririedi
unions for cou ples in which both part ners’ par ents are divorced, com pared with cou ples in 
whichineiitheriorionlyioneiofitheipartiner’siparientsiareidivorcedi(seeiLundbergietial.i2020).

Hypothesis 1:iChildreniofidivorcediparientsiareimoreilikelyithaniothiersitoiformi
cohabitingiandimaririediunionsiwithiaifelilowichildiofidivorcediparientsi(paren tal 
divorce homog amy hypoth e sis).

Hypothesis 2:iChildreniofidivorcediparientsihaveiaihigheriunionidisisoiluitioniriski
inibothicohabiiitaitioniandimaririageithanithoseiwithioutidivorcediparientsi(gen eral 
paren tal divorce hypoth e sis).

Hypothesis 3:i Couplesi iniwhichi bothi partinersi expeiriiencedi parenitali divorcei
have a mul ti pli ca tively higher risk of union dis so lu tion in both cohab i ta tion 
and mar riage than those in which nei ther part ner expe ri enced paren tal divorce 
(dual paren tal divorce hypoth e sis, see Figure 1).

Hypothesis 4:iParentalidivorceionibothisidesiofiaicouipleiincreasesidisisoiluitioni
riskimoreiinimaririageithaniinicohabiiitaitioni(union type hypoth e sis).

Data and Methods

Data

WeiusedihighqualiityiFinniishiregiisiteridata,iTheiFinniishiGrowthiEnvironmentiPaneli
(FinGEP),iwhichi isi basedi oni ai 10%i samiplei ofi indiividiuialsi liviingi perimainentlyi ini
Finlandiini1980.iTheidataistrucitureiforioneiexamipleicaseiisidisplayediiniFigure 2. 
First,itheiindexperisonsi(“Parents”)iwereilinkeditoialliitheiribioilogiiicalichilidreni(ouri
focali “Individuals”).i Second,i “Individuals”iwerei linkedi toi eachi ofi theiri oppoisite
sex,1icoresiiidenitial,ieithericohabitingiorimaririedipartinersi (“Partneri1,”i“Partneri2,”i
“Partneri3”),iandieachipartineriwasilinkeditoitheiriparientsi(“Partner’siparients”).

1 We do not study samesex unions because the reg is ter data do not allow us to dis tin guish cohabiting 
cou ples from room mates, such as stu dents who share a liv ing facil ity to reduce expenses, which would be 
a seri ous prob lem in these agegroups.
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9Parental Divorce Homogamy and Risk of Separation

Toi derivei alliimaririedi andi cohabitingi partineriships,iwei selectedi ai subisamiplei ofi
indexper sons’ daugh ters born between 1969 and 1973, who we followed from ages 
18itoi41–45i(i.e.,ibetweenitheiyearsi1987iandi2014).iInieachiyear,iweimatchedi(adult)i
daugh ters with their cohabiting or mar i tal part ner, if they had one. If we used both 
sonsiandidaughiters,iweiwouldihaveiinflatediourisamipleibyiincludiingisomeirelaition
ships twice. We, there fore, derived all  rela tion ships by reconstructing the daugh
ters’irelaitionishipihisitoiries.iRobustnessichecksiusingionlyitheisonsiasiindexperisonsi
yielded qual i ta tively the same results, but a some what lower case num ber of cou ples, 
as sons entered unions at a higher age. Since 1987, Finn ish reg is ters con tain infor
maitioniaboutitheiplaceiofiresiiidenceidownitoitheispeicifciapartiment,itherebyienablingi
the link age of oppo sitesex indi vid u als to cores i den tial cou ples, even when they are 
unmaririedi andi childilessi (seei Jalovaarai andiKului2018).iTheipartinersi cani thenibei
linked to their bio log i cal par ents.

Unionsiwereifollowedifromitheiristartiuntili(ifirelieivant)itheiridisisoiluition.iWeicon
sid ered all  cores i den tial part ner ships that women had between 18 and 41–45. Cohab
itingicouiplesientereditheianaliyisisiwhenitheyistarteditoicohabiti(moveiinitogether),iandi
mar ried cou ples entered when they mar ried. In both cases, rightcen sor ing occurred 
afteriemiigraition,iaipartiner’sideath,ioriagei41–45i(dependingionicohort).iForicohabii
taitions,ientryiintoimaririageiwasianiaddiitionalirighticenisor.iTheifnalisamipleiincludedi
28,021 cohabiting or mar ried cou ples, who con trib uted 284,802 total cou pleyears at 
risk of union dis so lu tion. Married cou ples con trib uted 219,935 cou pleyears at risk 
and 4,305 divorces, whereas cohabiting cou ples con trib uted 66,499 cou pleyears at 
risk and 10,897 sep a ra tions. In con trast to sur vey data, reg is ter data do not suf fer 
from non re sponse or mem ory bias, enabling a reli able and rep re sen ta tive link age of 
cou ples and both part ners’ paren tal divorce. We excluded 1.9% of the cases because 
there was no infor ma tion on the par ents of both part ners; in almost all  of these cases, 
the par ents were born abroad.

Fig. 2i Illustrationi ofi datai structure:i alli previousi coresidentiali partnershipsi andi parentali informationi
between ages 18 and 41–45 are included

CORRECTED PROOFS
Downloaded from http://read.dukeupress.edu/demography/article-pdf/doi/10.1215/00703370-9489802/1046784/9489802.pdf
by guest
on 20 September 2021



10 S. Kailaheimo-Lönnqvist et al.

Ourimainipreidicitor—parenitalidivorce—wasioperationalizediasifolilows:i0i=i“noti
divorced,”i1i=i“woman’siparientsidivorced,”i2i=i“man’siparientsidivorced,”iandi3i= 
“bothipartiners’iparientsidivorced.”iTheicatieigoryi“notidivorced”i includesi stillimar
ried par ents and widowed par ents. We excluded per sons who were born to sin gle 
moth ers because, in such cases, infor ma tion on the father is often miss ing and our 
analiyisisirequirediinforimaitionionibothiparients.iAfterithisirestricition,ilessithani1%iofi
theiparientsiofitheiremainingisamipleperisonsi(6,078icases)iwereinevermaririediorididi
not have infor ma tion on both par ents; these were excluded from the anal y sis. We 
included all  mar riages of bio log i cal par ents, regard less of whether par ents mar ried 
each other before or after the child was born.

Followingitheilitieriaiture,iweiconitrollediforibothipartiners’ieduicaitioni(aitimevaryiingi
variiiable,ihenceiforthiindiicatedibyi“tv”),ibothipartiners’iparients’ieduicaition,iageiatiunioni
forimaition,iunioniorderi(tv),ipartinerishipiduraitioni(timeielapsedisinceientryiintoieitheri
the cohabiting or the mar ried part ner ship, tv), birth cohort, and age of the youn gest 
childi ini thei famiilyi (tv)i (Tablei1). Parents’ edu ca tion is timecon stant and given by 
theidomiiinanceipriniciiplei(i.e.,i theihighestiobservedimaterinalioripaterinalieduicaition).i
Parentalieduicaitioniwasicatieigoirizediintoipriimary,iseciondiaryi(includiingivocaitionaliandi
genieralitracks),ianditeritiaryieduicaitioni(thoseiwithiaibachieilor’sidegreeiorihigher).iBothi
part ners’ edu ca tion was coded as timevary ing as the highest degree attained at each 
obserivaitionipoint.iTheirieduicaitioniwasicatieigoirizediintoipriimary,iseciondiaryi(includiingi
vocaitionaliandigenieralitracks),iloweriteritiaryi(bachieilor’sidegree),iandihigheriteritiaryi
(masiter’sidegreeiorihigher).

In line with pre vi ous research, cohabiting cou ples in our sam ple dissolved their 
relaitionishipsimoreiofteni thanididimaririedicouiplesi (e.g.,i Jalovaarai2013). Partners’ 
and their par ents’ edu ca tion lev els were lower among cohabiters than among mar ried 
partiners.iTheimeaniageiofimoviingiinitogetheriwasislightlyiloweriamongimaririedicou
ples. Cohabiters had fewer chil dren and more often had expe ri enced paren tal divorce.

Methods

Toiassessiparenitalidivorceihomogiamyi(Hypothesisi1),iweifollowedipreiviiousiresearchi
toifrstiestiimateilogisiticiregresisionimodielsionitheiprobiaibiliityiofienteriingiaicohabitingi
orimaririedirelaitionishipiwithiaiwomaniwithidivorcediparientsi(Storkseni2007;iWolfngeri
2003).iTheicenitraliindeipenidentivariiiableiwasiwhetheritheimanialsoihasidivorcedipar
ents.iToiassessitheiassoiciiaitionibetweeniparenitalidivorceiandioffispring’sidisisoiluitioniriski
(Hypothesesi2,i3,iandi4),iweiusedipieceiwiseiconistantiexpoinenitialieventhisitoryimodielsi
thatidivideditheitimeiaxisiintoioneyeariinterivalsi(Blossfeldietial.i2009).iTheibaseilinei
haziardiwasiassumeditoibeiconistantiwithinieachioneyeariinterival,ibuticouldivaryiflexii
blyiwithioutiassumiingianyispeicifcifuncitionaliformibetweeniinterivals.

For some women, we observed mul ti ple part ner ships, as sep a ra tion is a poten tially 
recur ring event. Women who sep a rate mul ti ple times might dif fer from women who 
do not on the basis of unob served fac tors. Furthermore, pre vi ous sep a ra tions tend to 
increase the risk of future ones. We followed two strat e gies to account for poten tial 
bias due to unob served fac tors and recur ring sep a ra tions. First, we ran the entire anal
yisisiconisidieriingionlyitheifrsticohabiiitaitionianditheifrstimaririagei(analiyisisiavailiiablei
fromiauthors).iTheiresultsiremainedisubistanitivelyitheisame.iSecond,iweiranialliimodielsi
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includiingiai“frailty”iterm,iaiwomanleveliranidomieffectithaticonitrollediforitheitime
invariiantiunmeaisuredichariaciteriisiticsiofiaiwomani(oriunobiservedihetieroigeineiity),iwhichi
couldiinfluienceitheihaziardiofiunionidisisoiluitioniforianyiofiheripartineriships—foriexam
ple, per son al ity traits or inter per sonal behav ior. We tested both gamma and inverse 
Gaussiiandisitribiutedisharedifrailty,ibutitheiresultsiwereisimiiilar.iTableiA1iinitheionlinei
appen dix pres ents gammadis trib uted shared frailty, which is widely used in the lit  
eriaitureibecauseiitihasiaiflexiiibleishapeiandiisianailytiiicallyitracitaiblei(Gutierrezi2002). 
Theiresultsiremainedisubistanitivelyitheisameiwithioriwithioutifrailty.iWe,ithereifore,icon
clude that unob served timeinvari ant char ac ter is tics and recur ring sep a ra tions do not 

Table 1 Descriptiveichariaciteriisiticsiofitheistudyisamiplei(disitriibuitionioficouipleyearsiatirisk),iFinniishi
GrowthiEnvironmentiPanelidata

Cohabitation

Variable NeverMarriedi(%) Alli(%) Marriagei(%)

Union Dissolution 14 10 2
Parental Divorce
 Not divorced 54 63 67
 Woman’s par ents divorced 18 17 15
 Man’s par ents divorced 19 15 14
i Bothidivorced 8 5 4
AgeiofiYoungestiChild
 Childless 56 34 27
 0–12 months 6 10 12
 1–3 years 15 23 26
 4–10 years 16 24 27
 ≥11 years 7 8 8
Woman’siEducation
 Primary 15 9 8
 Secondary 49 40 38
 Lower ter tiary 29 36 37
 Higher ter tiary 7 16 17
Man’siEducation
 Primary 21 13 12
 Secondary 57 50 48
 Lower ter tiary 17 24 25
 Higher ter tiary 5 13 15
EducationiofiWoman’siParents
 Primary 33 28 28
 Secondary 56 58 57
i Tertiary 11 14 15
EducationiofiMan’siParents
 Primary 37 32 33
 Secondary 52 53 52
i Tertiary 11 15 15
MeaniUnioniOrder 1.4i(0.9) 1.2i(0.7) 1.2i(0.6)
MeaniPartnershipiDurationi(years) 5.1i(5.4) 7.9i(6.2) 8.8i(6.2)
MeaniAgeiatiMovingiiniTogetheri(years) 25.0i(5.8) 24.2i(4.7) 23.8i(4.3)

Notes:iStandardideviiaitionsiareishowniiniparenitheises.iTotalsimayinotisumitoi100ibecauseiofirounding.
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seem to bias our esti ma tes of sep a ra tion risks to a sub stan tive degree. In the following, 
we pres ent mod els with out the frailty term. Stata 15.1 was used for the data anal y sis.

Results

Do Children of Divorced Parents Partner More With Each Other?

Tablei2 shows logis tic regres sion mod els of the prob a bil ity of enter ing into cohab i
ta tion or mar riage with a fel low child of divorcees to assess paren tal divorce homog
amyi(Hypothesisi1).iTheiestiimaitesisupiporticonisidieriableiparenitalidivorceihomogiamy,i
which is slightly stron ger in mar riages than in cohab i ta tions. Net of con trols, the odds 
ratios for women whose par ents are divorced of being in a union with a man whose 
parientsiareidivorcediarei1.17i(95%iCI,i1.14–1.20)iforimaririedicouiplesiandi1.13i(95%i
CI,i1.08–1.17)iforicohabitingicouiples.iParentalidivorceiappearsitoiinfluienceiassorta
tive mat ing, mak ing paren tal divorce homog amy a rel e vant fea ture on the pop u la tion 
level.

Is Parental Divorce Related to Cohabitation and Marriage Separation Risk?

Figure 3ishowsiKaplanMeierisurivivalicurvesiforisepiairaitionifromicohabiiitaitioni(top)i
andimaririagei(botitom)ibyiparenitalidivorce.iInilineiwithitheipreiviiousilitieriaiture,icohab
i ta tions dis solve at a higher rate and more quickly than mar riages. In addi tion, dif
fer ences in sep a ra tion risks by paren tal divorce are more pro nounced for mar riages 
than for cohab i ta tions. Couples in which both part ners expe ri enced paren tal divorce 
show the highest divorce risks, followed by cou ples in which only one part ner expe
riiencediparenitalidivorce.iTheisurivivaliestiimaitesiareithusiconisisitentiwithiHypothesesi
2i(gen eral paren tal divorce hypoth e sis),i3i(dual paren tal divorce hypoth e sis), and 4 
(union type hypoth e sis).

Tablei 3 shows expo nen tial piece wise con stant mod els for dis so lu tion risks for 
cohab i ta tion and mar riage. In line with Hypotheses 2 and 3, among both cohabiting 
and mar ried cou ples, the risk of sep a ra tion is higher for cou ples in which both part
ners’i parientsi arei divorcedi thani fori thosei iniwhichi justi oneiori neiitheri partineri hadi
expeiriiencediparenitalidivorcei(modeli0).iParentalidivorceionibothisidesiofitheicou
ple increases the risk of union dis so lu tion more among mar ried cou ples than among 
cohabitingionesi(Hypothesisi4).iForimaririedicouiples,iwhenioneiofitheipartiners’ipar
ents are divorced com pared with nei ther, we observe a 28%–35% increase in the 
riskiofidivorcei(seeiTableiA2iinitheionlineiappenidix).iIfibothipartiners’iparientsiarei
divorced, the risk of off spring’s divorce increases addi tively to 70%. For cohabiting 
cou ples, the dif fer ence in the asso ci a tion between paren tal divorce and their own risk 
ofiunionidisisoiluitioniisimuchilower:iani8%–13%iincreasediriskiforiunionidisisoiluitioni
if one of the part ners’ par ents are divorced and an addi tive increase of 20% if both 
partiners’iparientsiareidivorced.iWhenialliiconitrolivariiiablesiarei includedi(fullimodeli
in Tablei 3), the dif fer ences between paren tal divorce sta tus slightly dimin ished, 
espe cially for mar ried cou ples, com pared with the raw asso ci a tions. Including the 
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edu ca tion of par ents and off spring leads to the larg est reduc tion in the size of the asso
ci a tion between own and paren tal divorce, which remains nota ble, suggesting that 
some but not all  of the trans mis sion of divorce can be attrib uted to sta tus trans mis sion.

Theiincreaseiinisepiairaitioniriskiassoiciiatediwithiparenitalidivorceionibothisidesiofithei
couple, compared with on one side, is almost twice as high, supporting an addi tive and 
not a mul ti pli ca tive asso ci a tion in Finland. We fur ther tested whether there is any indi
ca tion of a mul ti pli ca tive asso ci a tion on sep a ra tion risk owing to dual paren tal divorce 
byiincludiingianiinteriacitionitermibetweenitheimen’siandiwomen’siparenitalidivorce.iThei
interiacitionitermiproveditoibeicloseitoizeroiforibothicohabiiitaitionsiandimaririagesi(seei
TableiA3iinitheionlineiappenidix).iContraryitoipreiviiousistudiiesiiniwhichitheisizeiofithei
esti ma tes for the prob a bil ity of own divorce was three times larger for cou ples whose 
parientsihadibothidivorced,ipointingitowardiaimulitiipliicaitiveiassoiciiaitioni(Amatoi1996; 
Storksen et al. 2007;iWolfngeri2003),iouristudyifndsistrongieviidenceiofiaimerelyiaddi
tive increase in sep a ra tion risk when par ents on both sides of a cou ple are divorced.

Foritheifrstitime,iweishowithatitheiassoiciiaitionibetweeniparenitalidivorceiandioff
spring sep a ra tion risk dif fers between cohab i ta tion and mar riage. Parental divorce 
increases sep a ra tion risk more for mar ried cou ples than for cohabiting cou ples, thus 
supportingiHypothesisi4.iAlthoughiouridataidoinotiallowiusi toiclearlyidisienitaniglei
the mech a nisms driv ing the het ero ge neous asso ci a tion for dual paren tal divorce for 
cohabiiitaitioniandimaririage,iweiareiconifidentithatibirthicohort,ioffispring,iandiparenitali

Table 2 Logit model results explor ing paren tal divorce homog amy, show ing women’s like li hood to 
part ner with a man whose par ents are divorced

Cohabitation Marriage

Variable OR 95% CI OR 95% CI

Man’s Parents Divorced 1.13 1.08–1.17 1.17 1.14–1.20
YeariofiBirth 1.05 1.04–1.06 1.02 1.01–1.02
AgeiatiUnioniFormation 0.99 0.98–0.99 0.99 0.99–1.00
UnioniOrder 1.10 1.08–1.13 1.13 1.11–1.15
Child 0.94 0.91–0.98 0.91 0.89–0.93
Woman’siEducationi(ref.i= pri mary)
 Secondary 0.85 0.81–0.90 0.81 0.77–0.84
 Lower ter tiary 0.81 0.76–0.85 0.75 0.72–0.78
 Higher ter tiary 0.61 0.56–0.67 0.62 0.59–0.66
Man’siEducationi(ref.i= pri mary)
 Secondary 0.53 0.50–0.55 0.66 0.64–0.68
 Lower ter tiary 0.35 0.33–0.37 0.48 0.47–0.50
 Higher ter tiary 0.33 0.29–0.36 0.43 0.41–0.44
Woman’siParents’iEducationi(ref.i= pri mary)
 Secondary 1.03 0.99–1.07 0.99 0.97–1.01
i Tertiary 1.24 1.17–1.32 1.14 1.10–1.19
Man’siParents’iEducationi(ref.i= pri mary)
 Secondary 1.54 1.49–1.60 1.61 1.57–1.65
i Tertiary 1.45 1.36–1.54 1.44 1.39–1.50
Ni(couipleyears) 70,460 216,525

Note:iORi= odds ratio; ref. = ref er ence cat e gory.
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14 S. Kailaheimo-Lönnqvist et al.

Fig. 3i KaplanMeierisurvivalicurvesiofiunionidissolutionifromicohabitationi(top)iandimarriagei(bottom)i
by parental divorce status. Partnership duration is cohabitation duration for cohabitations, and marriage 
duration for marriages.
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eduicaitioni(sta tus trans mis sion), as well as age at union for ma tion, union order, and 
theiageiofitheiyounigestichildiinitheifamiilyi(pre ced ing rela tion ship his tory), do not 
account for these dif fer ences to a large extent.

Robustness Checks

In addi tion to the ana ly ses reported in detail above, we also performed a series of 
robust ness checks to fur ther sub stan ti ate our results. First, we rep li cated all  ana ly ses 
usingimeniasisamipleiindexperisons.iTheiresultsifromitheimulitiivariiiateianailyisesi(seei
TablesiA4iandiA5iinitheionlineiappenidix)iareihighlyiconisisitentiwithithoseidiscussedi
earlier.iTheionlyinotaibleidififerienceiisiinitheidescripitiveidisitriibuitions:2 indi vid u als in 
the sam ple based on male indexper sons were slightly older when they entered unions 
(cohabiiitaition,i26.7ivs.i25.0;imaririage,i25.4ivs.i23.8)i thani ini theiwomen’sisamiple,i
and we observe slightly fewer unions of men than of women when keep ing the same 
agebracketiasitheiobserivaitioniperiodi(cohabiiitaition,i68,889icouipleyearsivs.i70,460i
cou pleyears; mar riage, 197,987 cou pleyears vs. 216,525 cou pleyears). Second, we 
conductedialliianailyisesiusingiaidififerientiindiicaitoriforiparenitalibackiground:itheiresultsi
didinotichangeiwheniweiusediISEIi(interinaitionalisocioiecoinomici indexiofioccuipa
tional sta tus) instead of edu ca tion.3

Discussion and Conclusions

Thisistudyiaimeditoiassessitheiroleiofiparenitalidivorceihomogiamyiinicouiple’sipart
nerishipidynamiics.iSpecifcally,iweiexamiinediparenitalidivorceihomogiamyiinipartineri
selecition,ianditheidisisoiluitionioficohabitingiandimaririediunions.iToiouriknowliedge,i
onlyithreeipreiviiousistudiies—twoiinitheiUnitediStatesi(Amatoi1996;iWolfngeri2003) 
andioneiiniNorwayi(Storksenietial.i2007),iandialliiamongioldericohorts—haveiexam
inediconiseiquencesiofiparenitalidivorceihomogiamyiforimariiitalistaibiliity.iOuristudyiisi
theifrsti toi conisideri indiividiuials’i entireihisitoryiofi coresiiidenitialipartinerishipsi andi toi
inves ti gate the dif fer ences between cohab i ta tions and mar riages.

We add to the lit er a ture in three ways. First, we show that paren tal divorce on one or 
both sides of a cou ple not only ele vates off spring’s divorce risk but also drives paren tal 
divorce homog amy and addi tively com pounds sep a ra tion risk in both cohab i ta tion and 
mar riage. We were  able to include all  cores i den tial part ner ships regard less of mar i tal 
sta tus, which is rarely pos si ble given that data on cohab i ta tions and par ents of cohab
itingipartinersioverilongiperiiodsiareiusuiallyiunavailiable.iTheimechiainismsitransimititingi
union dis so lu tion, there fore, also operate and are reinforced along dif fer ent stages of the 
partinerishipihisitoryipreicediingiunionidisisoiluition.iBecauseichilidreniofidivorcediparientsi
have an increased like li hood of partnering with each other, the ele vated sep a ra tion risk 
when both part ners’ par ents are divorced is rel e vant for a larger share of the pop u la tion. 
Therefore,iitiisiimporitantitoistudyiinterigenieriaitionalidivorceitransimisisionionitheicouiplei
level, instead of focus ing on the par ent–child dyad of one part ner only.

2i Resultsiavailiiableifromitheifrstiauthor.
3i Resultsiavailableifromitheifrstiauthor.
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Second,i togetheri withi preiviiousi studiies,i ouri fndiingsi conitexituialiizei thei rolei ofi
paren tal divorce homog amy for off spring’s fam ily for ma tion and union dis so lu tion. 
In Finland, a fore run ner of the sec ond demo graphic tran si tion, cohab i ta tion and sep a
ra tion are com mon, widely socially accepted, and not eco nom i cally disas trous, espe
ciallyiforitheiyounigericohortsiiniouridata.iWolfngeri(2003) found that, in the United 
States, paren tal divorce increased the like li hood of choos ing a part ner whose par ents 
are also divorced by 58% with out con trols and by 31% when includ ing a broad set of 
con trols. In con trast, in our ana ly ses, which included a rel a tively nar row set of con
trols,iweifoundijustiai13%iandiai17%iincreaseiinitheilikeiliihoodiofichoosiingiaipartineri
whoseiparientsiareialsoidivorcediforicohabiiitaitioniandimaririage,irespecitively.iTheisizei
ofi thei coefificienti fori parenitali divorcei homogiamyi inimaririagei ini Finlandi roughlyi
corireispondsitoihalfiofithatiestiimatediforitheiUnitediStates.iThus,iourifndiingsiareiini
line with weaker assortative mat ing and lessneg a tive selec tion into paren tal divorce 
homog amy in lowinequal ity con texts, such as Finland, com pared with highinequal ity 
con texts, such as the United States. Moreover, con trary to pre vi ous stud ies, we found 
aimerelyiaddiitivei(douible)—andinotimulitiipliicaitivei(triiple)—increaseiinitheicoefif
cient for paren tal divorce on both sides of a cou ple for their sep a ra tion risk from both 
cohab i ta tions and mar riages.

Previous stud ies have interpreted the mul ti pli ca tive asso ci a tion as deriv ing from 
pooriinteriperisonaliskillsithaticumuilaitivelyispiiraliintoiconiflictiandisepiairaition.iWhilei
weicouldinotidirectlyimeaisurei interiperisonaliskills,iourifndiingsiforiFinlandidoinoti
supiportisuchianiinteripreitaition.iRather,iourifndiingsiareiconisisitentiwithitheiinteripreita
tion that dual paren tal divorce pri mar ily low ers thresh olds for divorce for both part
ners,iratherithanicumuilaitivelyiincreasiingiinteriperisonaliconiflict.iThisiisiinilineiwithi
the assump tion that the trans mis sion of prodivorce atti tudes and lower thresh olds 
for divorce when hav ing observed it in one’s own par ents, as well as weaker and 
less neg a tively selected paren tal divorce homog amy, is a salient mechanism con
nectingi parenitali divorcei homogiamyi toi offispring’si sepiairaitioni iniFinland.iAssocia
tions between both part ners’ paren tal divorce and off spring’s union dis so lu tion are 
likely stron ger in countries where cohab i ta tion and sep a ra tion are more stig ma tized, 
mar riage is ide al ized and sym bol i cally loaded, the wel fare state does not effec tively 
buffer its socio eco nomic con se quences, and assortative mat ing on paren tal divorce 
is stron ger and more neg a tively selected. Unfortunately, given the data at hand, we 
can not clearly spec ify the rel a tive impor tance of each of these fac tors in con trib ut ing 
to the lower asso ci a tions found between paren tal divorce homog amy and off spring’s 
unionidisisoiluitioniiniFinland.iThisiremainsianiimporitantitaskiforifutureiresearch.

Third,i toi ouri knowliedge,i wei presienti thei frsti studyi thati comiparesi thei rolei ofi
paren tal divorce from both sides of a cou ple on dis so lu tion risks in cohabiting 
andimaririedi relaitioniships.iThei examiiinaitioni ofi cohabiiitaitioni isi gainingi imporitancei
asi iti proilifieriatesi asi ai subistiitute—noti onlyi ai preilude—forimaririagei andi isi assoici
ated with lower socio eco nomic stand ing and higher base line union dis so lu tion risks 
(Jalovaarai2013). If dual paren tal divorce is con cen trated among cohabiting cou ples, 
ele vat ing their sep a ra tion risk, this could addi tion ally rein force cohabiting cou ples’ 
socio eco nomic dis ad van tages rel a tive to mar ried cou ples. However, this is not sup
portedibyiourifndiings.iInstead,iweishowithatibothiparenitalidivorceihomogiamyiandi
divorce trans mis sion from one or both sides of a cou ple are stron ger in mar riages 
thaniinicohabiiitaitions.iItiseemsithatitheisameievent—divorceifromimaririage—isimorei
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stronglyi transimititediacrossigenieriaitions.iTheistronigerinorimaitiveisiginalioficomimit
mentiattacheditoimaririageilikelyicreiatesiaihigherithreshioldiforidivorce—iniaddiitioni
toi thei legali andiecoinomiciburidensiassoiciiatediwithidivorce—thani foridissolvingiai
cohabiting union. Further, hav ing observed one’s par ents’ divorce might encour age 
off spring to divorce rather than stay in an unsat is fac tory part ner ship. Separation risks 
fromicohabiiitaitioniareigenieriallyihigher,iandiotherifacitorsiappearitoibeimoreiinfluienitiali
than paren tal divorce, although paren tal divorce nota bly increases sep a ra tion risks for 
cohabiting unions. Indeed, we would miss cru cial infor ma tion about the sep a ra tion 
of cores i den tial unions due to dual paren tal divorce if we focused only on off spring’s 
divorceifromimaririage,iasihasibeenidoneiinipreiviiousistudiiesi(Amatoi1996; Storksen 
et al. 2007;iWolfngeri2003). More gen er ally, the lower sep a ra tion risk from cohab
i ta tion than from mar riage asso ci ated with paren tal divorce homog amy is con sis tent 
withiouri interipreitaitioniofi itsiaddiitivei ratheri thanimulitiipliicaitiveieffectsi iniFinland:i
parenitalidivorceiseemsitoipriimariilyilowerithreshioldsiforisepiairaition—whichiareigen
eriallyihigheriinimaririageithanicohabiiitaition—ratherithaniincreaseiinteriperisonalicon
flict.iHeightenediinteriperisonaliconiflictiassoiciiatediwithiparenitalidivorceihomogiamyi
could be expected to mul ti pli ca tively increase sep a ra tion risks from both mar riage 
and cohab i ta tion, which is not supported by our esti ma tes for Finland.

Ourifndiingsimustibei interpretedi ini lightiofi sevierali limiiitaitions.iFirst,iwhilei thei
reg is ter data allowed us to include rep re sen ta tive infor ma tion on paren tal divorce on 
both sides of the cou ple and to recon struct entire part ner ship his to ries, includ ing all  
cohabiting unions on a yearly basis over a long period, the data con tain lim ited infor
ma tion to dis en tan gle poten tial mech a nisms that drive the inter gen er a tional trans mis
sion of divorce. In con trast to sur vey data, reg is ter data do not include infor ma tion on 
prodivorce atti tudes and val ues, inter per sonal behav ior, or rela tion ship qual ity. Next 
toi theimechiainismsiconisidieredisoifar,i recentieviidencei(Gagerietial.i2016) sug gests 
thatiitiisinotitheiparenitalidivorceiperisei(i.e.,ichangeiinifamiilyistruciture)ithatiincreasesi
offispringidisisoiluitionirisk,ibutiratheriparenitaliconiflictianditheipoorirelaitionishipiqual
ityithatipreicededitheidivorce.iGageriandicolileaguesi(2016) show that paren tal con
flictsiincreaseioffispringisepiairaitionirisksiirrespectiveiofiparenitalidivorce.iWithiregiisiteri
data, we could not test these mech a nisms directly, but we did pro vide some insights 
by the o ret i cally con sid er ing which mech a nisms would plau si bly lead to addi tive or 
mul ti pli ca tive effects of paren tal divorce homog amy. We can assess pop u la tionlevel 
effect sizes with par tic u larly high pre ci sion and reli abil ity with the reg is ter data and 
hopeithatiouritheioiretiiicaliconisidieriations—whileipartlyispeciuilaitive—willibeiuseifuliini
informing future research.

Second, we could not sta tis ti cally com pare our data on the weaker asso ci a tion 
between paren tal divorce homog amy on ownunion dis so lu tion risk in Finland to pre
vi ous stud ies or other countries, which would have required merg ing the respec tive 
national sam ples. Still, if the U.S. and Nor we gian data are rea son ably rep re sen ta tive, 
the weaker asso ci a tion found in our study strongly sug gests that inter gen er a tional 
divorce trans mis sion is weaker at var i ous stages of fam ily for ma tion than for the 
oldericohortsistudiiediinitheiUnitediStatesiandiNorway.iThisiweakeriassoiciiaitionifori
Finland rel a tive to the United States is in line with the crossnation ally com par a tive 
divorce lit er a ture suggesting that inter gen er a tional con ti nu ity in union dis so lu tion is 
lower in con texts where sep a ra tion is more wide spread, is less socially stig ma tized, 
andi hasi lessi severei socioiecoinomici coniseiquencesi (Dronkersi andi Härköneni 2008; 
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Kalmijni andiUunki2007).iAgainsti thisi backidrop,i thei reliaitivelyi strongi assoiciiaitioni
foundibyiStorksenietial.i(2007)iforiNorwayiisisomeiwhatipuzizling.iOneireaisonifori
dififerientifndiingsiforiFinlandimayibeithatiouridatairepireisentiyounigericohortsiamongi
whomiparenitalidivorceiisimoreicomimon.iThisimightiexplainiwhyiweifoundiaddiitivei
assoiciiaitionsiwhenipreiviiousistudiiesiiniNorwayifoundimulitiipliicaitiveiones.iThisiwouldi
sug gest an impor tant role of nor ma tive change and the rel a tive prev a lence of divorce, 
in addi tion to struc tural con di tions of sep a ra tion entrenched in wel fare state insti tu
tions.iAnotherireaisonimightibeithatiouridataiareirepireisenitaitiveiofitheiFinniishipopiuila
tion, whereas the Nor we gian data are for only one county. Harmonized crossnational 
lon gi tu di nal data that account for changes in fam ily con stel la tions of part ners would 
allow for directly test ing dif fer ences in the strength of asso ci a tions with paren tal 
divorce homog amy, as well as esti mat ing coun try and cohort inter ac tion effects.

Third,i ouri inforimaitioni oni parenitali relaitionishipi hisitoiriesiwasi limiited.iWeiwerei
unable to include paren tal sep a ra tion from cohab i ta tion, as cohab i ta tions can be reli
ablyiidenitiifediinitheiFinniishiregiisitersionlyifromi1987ionward.iItiisiposisiibleithatioff
spring’s sep a ra tion risks from cohab i ta tion are more strongly asso ci ated with paren tal 
sep a ra tion than with divorce, if indeed trans mis sion of the same demo graphic event 
isipariticiuilarlyistrong.iButicohabiiitaitionsiwereilessiwideispreadiamongitheiparientigen
er a tion and, there fore, pos si bly played only a minor role com pared with youn ger 
gen er a tions. Moreover, our data do not allow us to pre cisely know the chil dren’s age 
when their par ents divorced. Previous stud ies sug gest that paren tal divorce early in 
thei child’si lifei isipariticiuilarlyi coniseiquenitiali fori lateri lifeiouticomesi (Amatoi1996). 
Finally, because of our research design, we could observe only rel a tively early sep a
raitionsiandidivorcesibeforeiagesi41–45.iForiNorway,iStorksenietial.i(2007) show that 
the asso ci a tion of paren tal divorce with off spring’s divorce was highest within the 
frsti10iyearsiofioffispring’simaririages.iTheseiareiarguiiablyiwellcovierediiniouridata,i
givenianiaveriageifrstimaririageiageiofiabouti32iandiaveriageiageiofidivorceiofi41iini
Finlandi(OffcialiStatisticsiofiFinlandi2015, 2018).iYet,itheiassoiciiaitionsifoundiiniouri
study might dif fer for laterlife and higher order union dis so lu tions. Future research 
is needed to assess how the tim ing of sin gle or dual paren tal divorce in a child’s life 
mat ters for their fam ily for ma tion and how these asso ci a tions vary across countries. 
Finally, the results presented in this arti cle should be interpreted as asso ci a tions, and 
not causal rela tion ships.

We con clude that not con sid er ing how paren tal divorce on both sides of a cou
ple affects their broader fam ily for ma tion pro cesses risks underestimating the con se
quences of paren tal divorce for demo graphic behav ior and asso ci ated socio eco nomic 
out comes. Parental divorce homog amy addi tively increases sep a ra tion risk to a 
greateriextentiinimaririagesithaniinicohabiiitaitions—eveniiniaigenieriousiwelifareistatei
withi libieralifamiilyivaliues,isuchiasiFinland.iAnalyzingimulitiigenieriaitionalidynamiicsi
of wider kin ship and inlaw net works as deter mi nants of demo graphic behav ior and 
socioiecoinomiciouticomesi(KailaheimoLönnqvistietial.i2019; Mare 2011), as well as 
sys tem at i cally assessing their crossnational var i a tion, remains an impor tant task for 
future research. Studies on the inter gen er a tional trans mis sion of fam ily for ma tion 
more broadly, includ ing the tim ing and sequenc ing of union dynam ics and fer til ity 
(FasangiandiRaabi2014),iwouldibenieiftifromiconisidieriingibothipartiners’iparients’ifam
ilyiforimaition.iBecauseifamiilyiforimaitioniisinegoitiiatediwithinicouiples,ibothipartiners’i
par ents likely mat ter for all  of these pro cesses but are often rel e gated to unex plained 
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com po nents in regres sion ana ly ses. For exam ple, paren tal divorce homog amy could 
conitribiuteitoirisiingidivorceiratesi(Wagneri2020), and paren tal divorce is linked with 
ai loweriprobiaibiliityiofibecomiingiaiparienti (Jalovaarai2013).iThus,iparenitalidivorcei
homogiamyiandiitsigrowiingifreiquencyimightialsoireduceiferitiliity.i■
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