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Characteristics and Changing Trend of Age Difference of

First — marriage Couples: The Case of Beijing
GAO Ying
( School of Social Development and Public Policy of Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China)

Abstract: Using the marriage registration data of Beijing during 2004 to 2009 this paper examines the char—
acteristics and changing trend of age difference of first — marriage couples in recent years and briefly dis—
cusses the influence factors. We find that the average age difference of couples in Beijing is about 1. 87
and the "older husband and younger wife" is still the main mode of marriage age matching. However the
age difference of couples is decreasing because of the increase of couples featured "older wife and younger
husband" and the decrease of couples featured " older husband and younger wife" with big age gap. There
are certain factors that promote the decrease of age difference of couples such as the delay of females” first
marriage the improvement of females” educational level and the reduction of educational gap between two
sexes and the progress of urbanization. These findings are helpful for us to understand the marriage situa—
tion and development trend in big cities and provide a basis for further research.

Key Words: age difference of couples first — marriage age household registration educational level Beijing



