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The Effect of Couples’ Income Gap and Age Gap on The Subjective Well-being
of the Couples: Analysis based on Microdata

LU Wan—jun’ ZHANG Bin—bin*
1. Public Administration School Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 200095;2. Financial and

Economic Strategy Research Institute of China Academy of Social Science, Beijing 100028

Abstract This paper, based on the data of CGSS2013, examines the effect of the couples’ income gap and age gap on
their subjective well-being. The findings are as follows: The high proportion of wife’s income in the family can significantly
reduce the subjective well-being of husband if the total family income is controlled. The increase of husband’ s income can
significantly increase his own subjective well-being, while wife” s income increase has significant effect on her husband” s
subjective well-being. The relative status of income within the family has no significant impact on wife and husband”~ s
income growth can significantly raise wife” s well-being, while her own income increase is positive to her well-being. On
the other hand, age gap of the couple has no significant effect on husband but has a negative impact on wife’s subjective
well =being.  Further studies suggest that the negative impact of wife’s relative income increase on husband’s subjective
well —being is caused by his traditional gender role concept, the more acceptance of the idea that husband’s decision—
makings should be the issues outside the family and wife s should be the issues inside the family, the more negative effect
on husband’s well-being. The above findings are robust in the test of OLS and ordered probit model.

Key words Subjective well-being, Relative income status, Age gap, Concept of family roles, Resource exchange
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A Study of the Impacts of Marital Relation, Livelihood Strategies on the Subjective
Wellbeing of Women Left behind Hometown in the Rural Area

LUO Cheng

Rural Development Institute Shanxi Provincial Academy of Social Science, Xi—an 710065

Abstract  Based on the data from a survey of the rural women in Chao—hu, An-hui province, this study describes the
subjective well-being, the marital relation and the livelihood strategies of the women left behind hometown and analyzes the
impacts of marital relation and livelihood strategies on their subjective wellbeing in the comparison with other women. It
found that the marital relation and the livelihoods strategies both affect the subjective wellbeing of all women in the rural
areas, but there are some differences among three groups of rural women, the women the emphasis and specific contents in

love” and bread” the women are chasing varies across the three groups. For the women left—behind separating from their
husband long time, marital relation and livelihood strategy are both important for them, that is to say love and bread are
equally important for them shaping their subjective well-being independently. For other women, though love and bread are
both important to them, they put more attention on livelihood strategy, which mean that bread is the basis of love in their
practical consideration.
Key words Rural Left—behind Women, Subjective Wellbeing, Marital Relationship, Livelihood Strategies
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