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§4 REBCE (childcare)

Hmm L, AL WIRE, & I 3k RORE Ofefitit, HH L REOWI L, FHO R % 3%
T2V LIEFICEETH L, I MBSy VOB EDEEBIEL XA 2EELRBIEKTH H 5,
REF (provision) DIRILIL, BHEFEHEOFMC, MBEHER L, EeHIc X > TREC B d, T, i
RRBEDPRIERB D>, fliaxRE TO. s O AREER. VIHFAEHEEC S EIETH S, LEIC
X, HRBHC X 2REREDEENS,

BERINCIZ, BIMHEER b koT ki rTRE L 72 5 &, i - B OBSEMEA L, HAER(TFR)ICIEDR
Brdbizod EZOND, FICIL, f/RE OFIFATEEN: (availability) DFAR A FICIEORIR % b 72 53
ETHWRD B LM, FIET2EROETEY ., FEROMRIIEHETH 5,

1 ZuxFvaFrinth

B OFIF ATHEM: (availability) & fllifg(cost) (2. HEDREERIE ICHEL 5 2 2 0feldH 5, 7axF v 1
FAGHTCIE, RERBERIFFE SN AR Vd oo, HARLE 3k L OB FIH (attendance) (58 FHBERI
BHBEIEPRINT NS,

2

—

RO BT — DT

Castles(2003) 1x, OECD20 2EH0D 7 v 2& 7 v a3 v 7 — X 2T, 1998 ol AER(PTFR) &, X ¥
F RBORIEEICOWTHONT L7z, 2 OFEER, AR E ORIICHEHNICEE TV IEOHBIRIRIVR iz D
X, (3R RORE AR & BREFAE CFH)] thorz (1 LK),

—J7. 13 BAN R D AR

L T EOTNSN Table 4 Patterns of association between 1998 period total fertility rates and various measures of
H *“EH_PJ @{ﬁ{‘yk&i;lzﬁ)ﬁ'\(\ family-friendly public policy in 20 OECD countries®

rgﬁui@i\\m1%ﬁﬁ“gﬁj-‘ﬁj Correlation with PTFR
Proportion of children using formal child-care arrangements®
57 ) - 2 -
13 HAESRIKT A RICHBE L o 03 73
e Aged 3 to mandarory school age 37
Twz (F1TE), e Average 6%
< < Proportion of children using publicly funded child-care arrangements
F 72, HAEROEEZEE . 0-3* 44
e Aged3to6” -.52%
SN H e Average* -.30
Fo OLS & cid, [REH g
>—;—,: ST b 127 N=)
FI# CF9) | ofBHRbd K #£1 HBh: Castles(2003) p.223 Table 4 H S>3

Ehotz (K2),

ery - o
*n%&“‘o [ANEN EK‘ YN =S Table 5 Best-fit model of the determinants of cross-national variation in 1998 period total fertility
rates in 20 OECD countries

(== 7 Tl - )y
{* H ibyf@ ijﬁf B tt < N ﬁ I{:E Coefficient Standard error t-value
BRBELBICRERE DY | Constant 1.01 160 6.36%%
E e A ,f* H A %—) $“EH Female tertiary education 5.57E-03 .002 3.02%*
S e Female unemployment -1.77E-02 .006 =3 13%%
T ‘g{ R N zLl <\ H‘_‘$: & Hj Average level of formal child care 8.33E-03 .002 3.92%%
N - Adj. R2=0.72
PERMILCAEECES . Y
Notes: *” = significant at .01 level. All cases as in previous tables other than Switzerland for which no child-care data are available.

5. LEEROTTL S,
Tho, LimoIOTTb %2 i Castles(2003) p.224

' 2002 4F 3 HD v v 5T BYNERR IR L <. 205/ 8 SO AESER Z I bR 720, IRETRELZE L. 2010
FECIC 3 Er ORBABFMO TP LD 90%. 3 WeRkmDOFHROD R &b BRICRELRET 2 LEEL TS
(European council 2002),

2 2 2o [AF (formal child-care) | 1lt, AE B X OCRBOEEI-CETREREZAT - L TOREREGENS, £/, Fr AL P~ A
VE—ILLZAETOMREL. KIETHRVAFABEL T AREEICLE 7T ETNS,

P 2T [BRE] 3. AMICHBEE S T 2 £F 9 — £ X (publicly funded child-care) & v 9 BB CER L T %,
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Table 1. The impact of family policies on fertility — selected empirical results.
Leave entitlements Childcare provisions
Spending per|
Payment rate child (all
Explained Financial of maternity leave Spending Country and period
variable transfer Duration leave included) per child  Enrolment rates | covered — methodology

Gauthier Total fertility rates Positive Positive but  Negative but 22 OECD countries
and (for women with statistically  statistically 1970-1990: Panel data
Hatzius, 1. 2, or 3 and methods
1997 more children

separately)

D’Addio and Total fertility rates Positive Negative Positive 16 OECD countries
Mira 1980-1999; Panel data
d’Ercole. methods
2005

Hilgeman Achieved Fertility - Negative Not - - Positive 20 QOECD countries,
and Butts, at age 1845 significant 1995-2000 waves of
2009 European or World Value

Surveys — cross-sectional
multilevel approach

Kalwij, 2010 Timing of birth No effect Not = Positive No | No effect Not included 16 European countries:

Completed family No effect  included significant Positive Event history analysis

size effect information on individual
fertility history from the
European Social Survey
2004

Luci and TFR Tempo- Positive Positive - Positive Negative  Positive OECD countries 1982
Thévenon., adjusted fertility 2007: Pancl data methods
2011 rates

Source: OECD (2011),

33 8 : Thévenon and Gauthier(2011) Table 1 A S

D'Addio and Mira d'Ercole (2005) 1Z. 1999 £ OECD19 2:ED 7 v 2t 27 v a vir—X #HWT, REFT
A (enrolment, 3 ikii) DIE2 X & F ABIIERIC X > CHAR(TFR) OEIC X 2% 507 L7,
Z DR, REFTAFTERL S — b X 4 LTl LHEOEEHE . THOEBEIIMES . BRI E
T, WAERSEEICE 5 C L ARE NIz, 7o, HEEREKIE, RETTATIRD 109803 5 &, Hitksden
2.12% 545 2 & %R LS, BOEOMITIEA IR OPEN &2 E B LR e F Ao 2o, it
RICTEELVETH D L L,

Hilgeman and Butts (2009) 1%, 1995—2000 40 OECD20 22EHD 7 vzt 7 v a v 7 —X AL LT —
H BT, BERHA A RET AT LY RIED ISP EE RIS 23 A (realized fertility) 1< 5 7 8
W LTee Z DFER, LD 7 A 4 LEFIPEL ~VRFPR IR RS T E 05 7, IREHAE L
S L OIICIEDHMAHER S Nrze MRICOWT, [REY — & R RHAERA LD 720 DR TR THY
TWFHB IR DRI X 2D eb b F 3 Do) (p.115) &m0 T3,

Kalwij(2010) 1%, BUMNOFKIEBHRZH OZAC 3 HAEFRIC G 2 258 % R L T\ 5, BEaRE e~ — F
EFTMT XY | ARE B (childcare subsidy) i 227> 2 BUF L HISHEE IC G- 2 B B % HET L 72, % DFEER, Tt
DWW wietE GE—THE) ICIEBEREEDRR» 7208, BT UBOHEICHERERIEOMEI R E NIz,
72, COETARFHLEZEY T ALE - Y22 =Y a v EToTE Y, REHE 10%MET 2 &, &
AT T4t 1 A47: 0 oFIEUIAEICHEM L, 5ERHIERD 0.4% EAS 5 2 LAVRE Nz,

IS

SHBHZE$41% <share of children aged 0-3 enrolled in formal childcare >

5 % 3 ® D'Addio and Mira d'Ercole (2005) {34 L5 — 2 A (GMMH#EE) D AR E T 5, B IRT — 2 R THW L T,

¢ World Values Survey(WVS) ® 1995 —1997 4Ei, European Values Study(EVS) ® 1999 —2000 i % F\ T\ 5,

T ZOMETIE, 3MUT OO ) L REL AHEMLTRALPORERRZ T 2 THOBEIEER RS, TATT. TLATA—=TT77
IV =k v E— B -y X —Fx AL v A= ET N, EBEICIXARBIEEN R,

¢ YLRIHZ RN WVS & EVS OFifkE e COBHEHAE R (77— & 13 18-45 %t 7,080 A) o

! FEEET M. FIRBOEOBHES 2 F 8 L <. MBS BIHOETNNT 24X 4 IV ZORIGE ST L T b,
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Luci-Greulich and Thévenon(2013)iZ., OECD18 D E®D A NTF— X % T, B ~DAIESHAE
TTENC G 2 22D \WTOMT L 72 BB 3 ki 1 A7z » oA EBhEBUF S (1 A%72 b GD
PichH®23%) < 3 A RAFTHRZ &5 BOR, #EiiAAEUIC HE¥R(TER) & 7 v R#EH A ¥ (tempo-adjust
ed TFR) "%\ 72, £7-, EHE KB OREEIE % € F MK AAA T B (two-way fixed effect model)',

Z DFER. TR COBEEBIEDFE TR L7203, KOG BIRHE & iZeR 2 dilHls 2 &, 3 mAm EAATER
DIRECHEMEDSE L. M7 T 2 B CIIRE OB T 5 2 L BRI NIz, T 72, KDL
il & HAEFIC A OMBAZYR &4, WMISZSCHER A 0 1T AUTC e 7 & ARSI 5, LEBHL TWw3,

* & 3Tl 1 AY Y EEEEBUTSE (spending per child) DIBAYNegative” & 2 > TWLA 5 A, Luci and Thévenon(2013) T

I&. “Positive”ICEBE N T3 (p.407),

<A AT =29

Baizan, Arpino, and Delclos (2016)1%, 2004—09 ® EU16 22EDfEAL ~7— % (Fifs - 4GB,
EU-SILC) (EL_ATF—ZEZHNT, wAFL L - EF Y vEFNC L O REFTE B2 (childcare cover
age)” L SEREHERDBHR Z M L 72, % DFGR, T XCOYHE CIHRBEE BFIT, sefitidR L EoMHEEs
HBIEIRENT, FEEDP10% (1992—98 FED 4 2 Y 7HBEANEHICAHY) 205 50% (F2 7 = —F Vi
W) T BFT B b RO AT 1.8 AA D 2.0 AN L, @RI 15 A S 1.9 Al
AT 5, . PR EBROMAFRAMEICL Y, HEROPEEF v v 7IIERT oL, PRICL 2
BhAEVPRLNDE DX, EEROKERT KL VDG EDARTH S Z LIRS N,

Diprete, Morgan, Engelhardt, and Pacalova(2003)1, 5 2:E®-%Y) 7 1 "HlEhnHAR & 7o Z i (costs of
having children) "% 5, HEZL 72, % DFEHR, IEEH D5 & T BHARIC T 7 208 % 5 72 2 alRElt %
RNL72. BB HET2RERIZEICXL > TRELERY, REBCKOEE LM TH 5,

Del Boca, Aaberge, Colombino, Ermisch, Francesconi, Pasqua, and Strom(2003) 1%, 4 2>EDORE 7% & Dtt4
BOR & Etiigss, (e HPEICB 3 2 WO EEWEICE 2 2528 % it Lz, Z DR, (RE OFIHAEE
PR EBHAEICIEORE R 52 2 2 BN LTz, T2, = 24 n5#os. (B, BRINIER, BEFY
X, BEKEDKLHEDOHBESMOZBREICKE mHELG525L Lz R4,

Table 3 Overview of studies on the impact of policies on fertility—work-related policies ( childcare)

Country Authors (year) Data Methods of analysis Dependent variable Policy variables Findings

Micro-level data

Denmark, (West) Diprete et al. Panel surveys Descriptive analysis Parity progression Cost of childcare Institutionally driven child

Germany, Italy, (2003) ratio care costs affect the

UK, USA fertility pattern
Denmark, Italy,  Del Boca et al. European Fixed effect and Whether or not the Childcare availability Childcare availability has a

Netherlands, (2003) Community random effect woman had a child positive effect on fertility

Spain Household Panel models in the last two years

& 4 B8 Gauthier(2007) Table 3 A ke

O SREDNOFH R Y H— &7 4 —=— B L7 AGHEC, A R4 (adjusted total fertility rate, ATFR) & 3, Hi4:%(TFR)
DA% S HANER O AR OZLICIE U CHE T 2 b o, HEDIHED | Bl L2370 e EiIcAKD 2 N & 14K (TFR) okt %
BT 3 (4 I X% <https://imidas.jp/genre/detail /F-109-0045.html>, Bongaarts and Feeney 1998) (F5{8).

" Z ofts, B RN 3 (two stage least squares, 2SLS), —%{bE— A ¥ FE(GMM) 7 & X F & Atk E T obromEdEtEE
AL T3,

22004 FFIC BT BT (F 3OS E 521 72) (RETEXOE B 0-2 iR 19 2 E& (childcare coverage), & OISR,
EFIHZE (childcare usage) ICDWTH ML TH Y, FIEOHESS LNz LG L T» 3,

U AEDSEIETH 51T LR, HEEOSEM S E 0. HAERIMEL 72 B LIER & 11T\ B (Bongaarts 2003, Jones, Schoonbroodt,
and Tertilt 2008 75 &),

BN, 1 AOLHEDSERS E TICPEA S IO, SV T4 0 13T, SV T4 LIkl A (FH8) o

ORI, ERSERERE. I & b 7 D ST & AT KO B IC B B o LT — 2 R P TS
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2  ERISHT (availability, coverage ICBE$ % D)

T DI CIREMBAERVPE TG, R 5ICE LD ONTEIE. HPEEMRZ PRI, RE OFit:
(availability, cost) # FHHZAE L L C, RBEOFFHRREMECE A HERICE 2 28O W THIT L T 5,

IV 2 —ICOWTHFZE L 72 Kravdal(1996) 1%, (REFTS MEIZTERMIERICEDHELZ 52 5L L, 41X
Y TITDWTHZE L 72 Del Boca(2002) 13, {8 OFIFFTREMEAS 10% F59 2 & | FibAFOfEE (probability)
2302% EAT 2 eME L, — /. I NT =274 VTV FIZOWTHSE L 72 Ronsen(2004), [HPE N4 >
IZDWTHFFE L 72 Hank and Kreyenfeld (2003), 27 = —F Y IZDWTHIZE L 72 Andersson, Duvander, and
Hank(2004) (%, £RE OFIFHATREM IV AERICHEIICE R B L 5 2 7w e iRE L T %,

FERBIES XD TH 2 ERNICOWT, Gauthier(2007) 13, —HDE T FH B M-CRB G038 L
T3 e, BORE = —XOREEN, FEKRE R EREFIEOIES2E R 8% HIF T\ 5,

Table 3 Overview of studies on the impact of policies on fertility—work-related policies ( childcare)

Country Authors (year) Data Methods of Dependent Policy variables Findings
analysis variable
Finland and  Ronsen (1999) 1988 Norwegian Family Hazard-rate Probability of Parental leave Parental leave has had a small positive effect
Norway and Occupation Survey analysis birth on fertility in these two countries. The
and the 1989 Finnish impact is stronger in Finland

Population Survey
(cohorts 1943-1965)

Finland and  Ronsen (2004) Norwegian Family and Hazard model Probability of Parental leave, public Parental leave has a positive effect on
Norway Occupation Survey and first, second, day-care coverage, fertility. The provision of day care has no
the 1989 Finnish and third birth and child benefits effect on fertility. Child benefits have no
Population Survey effect on fertility
Germany Hank and German Socio- Economic  Multilevel Probability of a Availability of public No statistically significant effect
Kreyenfeld Panel Study (GSOEP), discrete-time first birth day care
(2003) 1984-19935 logit models
[taly Del Boca Bank of ltaly’s Survey of  Cross-sectional Whether or not the Child care availability The availability of childcare increases the
(2002) Households™ Income and pooled woman had a probability of having a child
and Wealth, 1991-1995 logit model child in the last
two years
Norway Kravdal Family and Occupation Logistic Probability of Day care facilities The provision of day care facilities has a
(1996) Survey 1988 regression first- second-, weak positive effect on fertility. A 20-
and third-birth percentage point increase in childcare

enrolment rate would result in an increase
in cohort fertility of .05 children per

woman
Sweden Andersson, Register data, Event-history Probability of Regional childcare No effect
Duvander, 1997-1998 analysis second and characteristics
and Hank third birth
(2004)
USA Blau and Employment opportunity ~ Hazard rate model Birth probability — Childeare cost Higher child-care costs result in a lower
Robins pilot projects, 1980 birth rate for non-employed women but
(1989) not for employed women

% 5 B Gauthier(2007) Table 3 H Sk

K (Y z— AT 2—FV)

Kravdal(1996) 1%, / V7 = —ICH T SIRBEX DILR I HERICE 2 2758 %5l L 72, 1988 FD /vy
= — 5 - WEEHE I, ABRICHESIBAEERE E 2 vy 2 — DL HRIRIC BT BB FTE B (coverage)
DRI T — 2% ) v 7 &8, uPRT 4 v 7[RI L 39 %175 72,

Z OFER, HT L E OG- A FlfE3 2 &, HUOMRBEFTE BF I3 =LA O HEEMER & IEOFHBIIVR X
Niz. Tz, REFIHH (enrolment rate) 23 20%3Eh1 L 7254, 2+ — b OFEREHAERSME 1 AL720 0.05
BNg % LHEE SNz, SRz, REFTE BEOKEMERLESICHETH Y, 1970 FPEFUFOE=
TFHEMEEOEP 7 EFICEHE L T 5,

772 L, WHEOREREZZET 2 L AR TR AV, (REFTERRESE L 725 LR, /2. F
—F. BT OHEMERIIREIEMOED ICON TR T I 2 Z LARR I N, ZOfFRICONT, BR%E

'* Chamberlain(1980) 2SR L 7= e & v o v MEEE G EBI0E) 2T, Wi L OBBREL AR THITL T 2,
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D3, fRE (day care) DR Z & HITHP LT Ml PREOHEI LD b 2T HIE, HIERICIZE AL
R % G272\ 725 5, LiEmO T T3,

Andersson etal. (2004)1%. AV = —F v IiZEB T BHIBORE R, KIFGOE . F=ToHAERICE 2
LRSEEME LT IRERHE L 3. (REMEROOE SR, @7t LB oE (H). ORERL 253, 1997
L 1998 FICkIF 2 AT = —7 v O NABREICET 2 AL~V 7 — X % BEREQSH{EHABEICET 2
EREE (R Y 2 —7 v @ 288 BIRRORENEXRICBIT 216 &V v o3, REFEC L ICE T =
FOHEANF—FEHEE L (AxXV P - e XY =517,

Z DFER, MO ERFEASEI A (continued childbearing) ICH BB % 5.2 7\ 2 L AVRE Tz, ¥
PRI —FHEIGEER 52T b3, BEHR LitE 08 b IFFE I W (2-3%), fRERDE CRE
HEAMER G FRAIC RS2tk ix, B n 7 a0) — (filikg & & A TH67) IcfEDRRic~_ T, BT HE LR
B 2 A[REEA DT HICE L WIEEMER O BRI CHE=FHEA Y — P2 T%EL 2272 E, EBICKT S
RSN, RBER L B=T-HE & OMHBERIGR. FE PALE b <, iR R ot i 2 12t 43 B
BRICEA TV 256, BIMHEDHERD 11%&E< 2>Tw b,

FERICOWT, Anderssonetal. (2004) 13, 2V = —F VO FEWFHRBEEBHTE L TWE7-0TH 5 LT 5,
Ay =2 —T Tk, RN CEDORmWRES T REI N T 2720, BUIRET 0LV olgIc it
INFTICHEOEERENTE, T/, L OFFNIRPLFROERRER LICL > T (RERRERSIC
i A TED, LHPHL T2,

Z MUK L T Rindfuss, Guilkey, Morgan, Kravdal, and Guzzo (2007) &, HEFHICHEEFHICH. LLAIBATEL25RET
FEAMSORB ICITHERENRELH S EEZ LN TWLWBIZHEDH 5T, Andersson et al. (2004) TZ DIRGERHATIFE NA LR
ELT, T—2RRE [REORBIINEN] LWHIREEIERE L7z, HERICEESE5X 5 [BHRINBLVHISHER] 14,
REOFAMREEOMIEEICHEFEAX 5EX DAEENBL (ERENTHS) . L LTW5, BERMHEHEHERBRAEICRRICE
ERE5ZDUHEMEOHIMFEREZ IV FO—ILT 52 TIOMBEISHLL, REOFAMEEL T E % & E—TFHEEHHMNE
TFBHZEmRLT,

Rindfuss et al.(2007)1%, / AV = —ICHF 3 1957 FEH 5 1962 FEE N aF— b ITDOWTC, RE DFIFAlHE
M —FHERHRIC G 2 2 B % T~ T, FIFATREEOIEIXREFTIC AT L T 2 ERT R EoH & %
HIKHTARL, FRNRL72d D TH b, /AT = —2ROREFTAFTERIL, 1973 FITIHIZIF 0 %7 57223, 1
990 1T 72 5 & 40%LA RICHER L7z LA L, BHIRIRIC K o TEBL D E KR E hodz, Kb, TOZ
BAFH L ItREFEEFHEE 21T > T\ 5, BT HERSHIC O W CHEEH AN — F T LI X Y
HEE L, fiR% X WV ERNIRZ 5720, ARFIEEA v X%&R LT,

Z DFER, 15—19 i, 20—24 &%, 25—29 &%, 30— 35 KD K4E MG Clal: BiRRORE T AFTR S HIE D F
HELLBHEL T Y, ZORRIFEFREERZ W LR niz (K1, £6),

7T ERICRT B BRE ORI OWT, FlRIE, FERBETREMRSE > Tk wicthid, BN RNRICT 2 720 HiEEZ R 5
TeBBBD (TYFHR) | FEREER (Y X258 BATLbE R, EHPALTw 2,

T 2D LS R COREREIL, RE QMU AENIC 2 L A BT, @il cE v v,

" Kravdal (1996)1c XiuE, A7 = —FT v v ) — Tk, (RE OIRMIEDEGEE ST d HAER~OREIITHT L v I,

© ZITRCEREEMIIEE E(TWEFE) iE, —fRIEET N0 0200 (GDD) ORI TH B, & v TN A4 XpFEHICRE W C & 2FIH
L. BEFERSEZ W GERIBEIC X 594 7 X L RE OMHTREEO IR ZFHIE L T\ 5,
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Table 3
a. Fixed-Effects Model Expected Odds of a First Birth for Selected Factors and
1.00 - & :
= Woman's Age: Naive and Fixed-Effects Models
75%
2% Woman's Age
o 25%
=
g —— 0% Variable 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-35
= e
E‘s .40 e Percentage in Day Care
= Fixed-effects model
0 0.020 0.049 0.104 0.070
0.01 . . . . 25 0.031 0.064 0.115 0.078
Lot 024 25220 =35 50 0.045 0084 0.127  0.087
Woman'’s Age
Figure 2. 75 0.069 0.110 0.140 0.097
Expected First-Birth Odds With Various Day Care Levels, by Age
1 Hi#f o Rindfuss et al. (2007) p.24 Figure 2 7 >3 26 L Rindfuss et al. (2007) p.29 Table 3 Sk

[ L7 —% - %\, Rindfuss, Guilkey, Morgan, and Kravdal(2010) (%, BRI N Y — =T 0 X
. HE—THES O Z OBROHE T Tkt 5. HEERHT OWREZRICOWTHEE L7z, & 51T, HEEMRE
Yial—vavETMCHMLT, REDOHMMAREMEL, KIEDS 35 mE ClcHiES 2 FHtofefuc iz s
RGN LTZ . T OfEE, RBEIAFRDS LA T2 &, SeitERImE 5 2 L amsnsz,

R, RETAITEZ I I I ERGEGD, 35K E CICHEL 72 P or Iar—va v
HRCH 5, REITAFITED 0% DEHAIE 1.51 A, 60%DEE1E2.18 A&, K 0.67 ADERD B, AFTE
2310% B35 T &I, k1 ANY72 Y OV,

0.10—0.12 A#ind 5 Z & & sz, Percent child-care Number of children

availability ever born
v ial—va VEERIC KU, 1957-1962 fRicE S o
NP, 1970 FFERPIED X 5 1c, (REFTAIED X 1 10 1.62
R WEA, 35 E TIC 1 AY7- 03 1.5 AoFikx H 20 1.74
FET 23T Th 5, EEOTREHELRERD L, T DFENR 30 1.85
DAPEI, 1973 LD 2 RE OIEAD B 5T, 1A 40 197
U7z 9 2 AL EDTHEEIEL T2, $72, HED 50 2.08
60 2.18

FIATAREME D E I S aL—va vy LT RTDANY
F A THELNG, %7 &8 : Rindfuss et al. (2010) p.20

K8IF ANV TAMARE VY T4 X CTX+L FHOFREZEDHG) 2 Iz —va v LERTH 2,

FEEROFNZ, 1957 —1962 F a7k — b DD, FEIRERL 7230 7 4 IEAEEZ R LT3 Wil i3, FH—
T 2R L 72 A0 EIA 13 86%) . EAH DL, (RE OFIFFREMEZ . 0%, 20%,40%, 60% & L 7=3%56
DY T APREDY T2 —va VERL TS, REFD 0% 5 60%ICETT % &, PNtz 0.5
—0.7 N HET B LICR 5,

o 251%, #RiE7ZfE0% & 60%) DD « T 7R ZEZ R L T D, M RERRD KE VO
BE T ~0BFH10.22) <, MM ARZEIRD KEWOIIE =T ~0B TH(1.64) TH2 (E8),

fERICOWT, RE L HAETENCE T 2 EBI iR e — L T s & LT, /vy = —OfFERIL, TR <A
IR C, FEZRMMIE D, HOEWRER D NUTHALR LAICHMTH 2 2 L 2R 5, Liffamo T3,

71957 DS 1962 FED /) vy x— AaFk— MoWnwT, 15-351%. FH—T2 BT coHERRZ R cifEE LT3,
2 ARG ORI ATREM: S Z DAt OB O RSHERFRIC X > THRAZ Z E2FEL T 5,
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Differences between
60 and 0 percent

Parity progression ratios simulated child-care availability
Simulated level of child care Absolute Relative
Parity
progression  Actual 0 20 40 60 (60-0) (60/0)
Oto1l .86 .80 .84 .88 91 0.11 1.14
1to2 .78 65 .74 82 .88 0.22 1.35
2to3 .38 .28 .35 41 46 0.18 1.64
304 .19 .18 .20 22 .24 0.06 1.33
4105 .16 .14 .16 .19 22 0.08 1.57

#&8 i : Rindfuss et al. (2010) p.21
R F—

Wood and Neels (2019)1&. 4e1THIZE DR (Hank and Kreyenfeld 2002, Andersson et al. 2004) &% 2 . 125 OF R ATBEIE
(availability) & HAKICESS 2HARICIHHIREB ICEBRIES D X2 0H 2EMNEL TH S & LT, ERMICRBERE X (childcare
coverage) ' H b v 7V 5 ZTHY DD, ERNTIEEERIIHARY IESDEAH D ILF—EDTORRE L1,

Wood and Neels (2019) 1%, 2000 R OFEM & ESGRE - B8k7 — £ & 588 HikfAD 03 ARG EB¥
DZEALE VT, EER M@ E 7y T A0 ) 74 JIHERL OBIRZFHE L7z, vy U v 7B xR
WC, BT B BETHAECET 2EERTE A Y - P T AV RHEE L2 TV X LR (TR
V) TV EHIREEIRE T IS XD | WK LGB R R L Tv B,

Z DGR, EEFROEIIHFENF — F L IEOHREZ S V. & ITHIETHIG C L2VR I iz, (REIHCE
DOWNAEWE L LR L 7-HUBEESNRE T LTI, &2 AIGHROEBEN 1 %2 T 5 &, F-THEF Y XiT
10.8% L5322, 1. HB=FlFF2nZh 2.8%, 2.1%ICL L o7z, T, Bl 2RI IR E iR
DZREXRIR LA TN 5 DI LGBIMHEDORERIZS £ 0 FHRTIE R\ 720 TliE R h LEH L T 5,

X i, HHAER(TFRICS 2 2R L~V CTERIL L 7ze ~AF— )% % v 7L @ SPPR ICED
¢ HZER(TFR) O BHEIEIX 1.679 A TH 283, 7 v X LIRETF A CTEBRD 10% EF7T 2 L L1 A4720
1.750 A (4.2%_ 5. BEESHRETAT1I% LA T2 L 1.730 AB0% L) & s e avREns (£9),

FERICDOWT, JeEEORHAER, BRI AERZZET 2 LHYOMFETH v SEE O TLRIC B
T, REV—ECABENAEFERL R VES, LimoTTnb,

Table2 Aggregate-level fertility measures SPPR, ; and SPPR,_;-based total fertility rate, observed and

under a 10% difference (random-effects model) or 1% change (fixed-effects model) in childcare coverage,
Belgium 2002-2005

Observed fertility®  + 10% childcare coverage in + 1% childcare coverage in fixed-
random-effects model effects model
Level Level Diff® Diff® (%) Level C h;mgc—" Ci ]mngch (%)
SPPR, .895 921 026 291 915 .02 2.23
SPPR, 680 692 012 1.76 689 009 1.32
SPPR; 288 301 013 451 293 005 1.74
SPPR_;- 1.679 1.750 071 423 1.730 051 3.04
based
TFR

“Observed fertility based on the average fertility schedule for our sample

"Difference (random-effects model) or change (fixed-effects model) compared to observed fertility levels

#£9 H#h: Wood and Neels (2019) p.930

? REMOEBR% 0-3EADTH 5724 D,

PIHE R A4 Y & AT 2 =T VICDWT DT CIRABEATE BROHAER~DHBII R b h 72, [HIE F A4 Y OEEHIE XA
IR R VT (Hank and Kreyenfeld 2003) . A7 = —F v id—#AIC 53 CH 5 LRI T2 (Andersson et al. 2004),

2 N — PRSI D A Y T 4 JEAKZE (synthetic parity progression ratios, SPPR),
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FA4Y (BEFAY)

BIHRFIERTHS MY TlE, HEBICOWTEBRIIAREEDH DDA T, EFNABEEIIZMNOIGEICERON TV,
D1, REOREIRTIIINC L > TRELER S, 2002 FRIVED 3FKRBHRAEBEAERIL, |BE R A Vi< 37%. |HA
KA Y #iIs Tl 2.7% T - 7= (E#E 2011),

Hank and Kreyenfeld(2003) 1%, JAFEDIRE OFIFHATREIEA T —THEEIC G 2 2558 % i L 72, HUlS DAY
{5 (public day-care) iCBH9~ 2 15" & #2885 <4 L (SOEP,1984—99) D 7 — & % FWsT, < /L F L~ LK
e Yy P =T K D, HIE R AV IfED R0 — 1 HIPEMER (first birth risk) Z € L 72, B & i
WHREMEER ST R [EHN] BiReTre, K7 v X212 G~ L FL_IVET LD 2 FHOE TV
X OHEE L 72,

Z ORGSR, HREHC X 24 v 74—~ AT T ORI, FH—FHEREZAREICENIE 2 2 LRI
2, BDIRE ORI OWTIIERHENERI N 272, WTROETFATYH, A VT4 —<ATTD
FIF O IFER < (1.20,1.21), & I, A EEEOMBILE CHNC EA TH 2 5AEICIE. BT HERR
DRI20% L7 T B2 EIREINTz, T, A VT =<7 T OIEORRIE, HIKOREHAGL ~ v & (3R
BThHdIlbbholz, —H. NHEBOFHICOWTIE, EHE T A TR SIER IC/h X < (0.0122),
BECTHED» o7, T Tld, BB S HIT/NE {72 572(0.0112),

INHRE OBERI 7 BB L HEERER L D F v v FIconT, AL E N 2 7 7R 2 ZE
35 L, BHEDIHME F A Y ofREHIE L. FIRMZ2FHERERR 2 & ZEERSHE 2 EES 2 DIch T+ Th
22 LERBT L2000 L, LHIHLTWS, X560, FEEEHIRICOWT, #E OE OHIE ik oME
L. RE=—XFFENTHFHITD 2V L2 FET 208D 0 (REFTOINED X 5 hil—DiE R
B CIHRB O EZ HciiE T E v d Lk, & LT3,

FA YTl REISHT 2ERFEREOBANICL > TRBEBROEFENED N7, 1999 FLUEE. 3FULDOREITRENER
~DNFRERELRD Htz, 2005 5 1 AICid, BREHRBILISE BITICL Y. 3FAREOREICSHT 2REIIG U7 1RE DMt
B EDHONT: (2010 F 10 B 1 BE THEFHEAKRIT ONE) » 51T, 2013 FEB AN HIF 1AL 3IFKED REICHR
BREKELNRDOOND (B . JOWEITEBBIIATE LD, M BAERHIERERCTH 7720, BT KAV D 325 DB
ch. BEMICH, 3mRHREE DBEMEE (coverage) ICKEHIEHLDENEL T,

Bauernschuster, Hener, and Rainer(2016)(%, ZDIXH2 & #FIHL T, W6 N4 Y officEs T 2 -BITEE
¥ (public child care coverage)’, HAERICE X BEE ML, 3. HANRES D554 (DID) €
TNERNT, BD 5 b EBILKF (expansion) 23 IYEIA EOE% AREHE ). HRELLT Ol % [
& LT, MR 2 IS5 2 & 70 < & 1,000 A 72 o AR Z i L < 5, ki, —fifb X7z DID
(GDD)E 7V T, BB L EDEERIROMIC, HulsErE (NEES 1 A%72 ) GDP 7% & oL O+
v b)) EMAZEROT 2T 572, ZOFER, &6 L OHEEITTETH ANREPHAERICHEERIEOIE % Ff
DI LR —HLTUREIN, DID £74Cl, 2010 £ T, B L NIRHOE BEDOEITRAN 7 %+

©PER A4 Yo 328 (FBRIZ 300) D kreis(Bf) L= DT — 2T, DNHIRE OHHGEIE T 2 THHIF L ~Lic e k Difv & ST 3,

UM A X b e R P ) —ETAREAL, FTHEOY - FERE I 2T 4 v 7 AIREECHEE T 3,

BEESIZ TAFAVORBL A, HERT I7IAVAA LTENTE X 51cd 55, HEELT8— b 24 L TLM#IT R b0, &l
FH DR DB > T B EEZT WD,

P ERTLE HEEHLOOFBIIS L CREDO O ORBERBE 2 I T 5 720 D]

O BARITIE, 1998 4E2> 5 2010 4E F TD 3 IRARMA NN T 2 AR BERDIE S D & VT, AMRE OKIERREZEILK (2005 42>
5 2008 4F) DIREMIEL T3,

* Difference-in-Differences(DID) € 7 M id, BRI —fRI 7 FiETH 228, il D720 OIRGE CHATHBIORE) AN/ b 2 L it
13 LA\, —%{t DID(GDD)%® 5 A 1d, SO M L v F&EINT % 2 & TllifT M L v FOEZFER L 7285 4,
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A v MITEL, BB EEHA RIS BRI R T 0.86 ABEIIL 72, GDD €7 A Tld, FEEED 10%K 4
v b ERF B LA 1,000 247 0 OHERAS 1.2 AL, AR 2.8% LR35 2 L ARE Nz, 2D
FERIZ, MO 7 7 v XX v 2 e NOBREDOER 52173, 2B RTIRSTE L T 2 1~ &R
AL ORED Z T EPERI LTS
iiqﬁmﬁmiw%m$EU%mi%%Eék\ﬁﬁMk®%%m\k<m2%§#63mﬁ@ﬁﬁfﬁ<\
B BETOHEZBINE T3 LRI NT0E, TERB10%FEA v P EFRT B &, BT B=7
@ﬁi%#%n%n3%@75%hﬁtto:naﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbmié%@#ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ?é%ﬁ%
BEEL 7= & 25, “FHEFIRIEE 1. BT AR AL THY B =FCIIFAR). JebiER
DIIRD D 5 Z L omB s 5, LFHL T3,

o, WERY L AEREOEHMNRICOWTHIRBEEL T3, P4V OREFLE 1 %N 3
LA — BT HASRE L, TRz T AR 0.16% R4 27, I 4 fEx—o & flioT
58,823 N5 DR EF(slots) TR T 2 & REFTEBRIHK 29%+F 4 v F EF L, HAEFEIT 0.82% L7323
HEICR S, 2, (REBFEOEANNRIZ T LIHOK 5 f5Cch 5 LHlFHT 2 L L bic, REBEUEMZIES
TRNR D HER & N7z 7= D SR A IR b BN 2 L fEfi L T 2

:@%%Komf\ﬂ@%ﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁ\&i%ﬁi@t@@ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%éz&%ﬁtfm5aLf\

5214
AR B I IIHE & O 2 (ES 2 BORPAMCH 5, LD T2
Table 3: Studies of childcare
COUNTRY
AUTHORS MAIN (SECONDARY)
(PUBL. YEAR) INTERVENTION (AFE\}JSIEEED) OUTCOME STRATIFICATION METHOD AND RESULTS
RINDFUSS, GUILKEY, ; o 4 ; ) wa'o-f«’.ay fixed Effe_ClS:
Increase in % pre-school-age chil- Norway . A T Earlier transition to motherhood, and
MORGAN, KRAVDAL, iren i cli e e 19731998 First birth timing Age higher probability of b 5 s
GUZZO0 (2007) dren 1n chlldcare cenlers 1gher probabilily o ecoming mother a
every age
RINDFUSS, GUILKEY, ; _—_— ~ - o . Two-way fixed effects;
MORGAN, KRAVDAL 11 B e e e oL e Parity Positive effect for all paritis,
(2010) strongest for 2™ and 3" births
) . . Sy . e o . Municipality fixed effects;
WOOD, NEELS (2019) Increase in chddc-ale places for 0-3 Belglumr Probability of hé\-lr]g a child Parity DSl et e on Dl haer Fonall Dart:
vear olds 2002-2005 among dual-earner couples. has
- ; . . § Germany Births per 1000 women aged I . Generalized DiD;
Hi%léini‘fs\(l:ggslﬂz}i]ﬁ EXPM}ZT;‘?]{; ::{:i:::ljc:r; S (West) 15-44; Age-specific birth Pi‘;‘ie'y iﬂn_al::dl s_:':lul"l: d Positive effect on birth rates, driven by
2 ¢ ) 2 2005-2008 rates (health of newborn) ¥ e ) married, strongest for 2" and 3" births
DiDy;
o g e ffan e o 15 b b
GATHMANN, SASS Home care subsidy r'eform in. Fen:n:my Childcare choices (having Pﬁn{y, Eamlly status;  Discourages 1 bmh;., No general e[fgc[ on
(2018) creased price of choosing public (Thuringia) nothes chld fer Tt Education; Income; subsequent births; Small pos. effects if 2+
childcare compared to home care 2006 2 ¥ Citizenship children; Stranger if single, low-income,
foreign;
) . L DID;
Childcare reform standardized Municipality; House- I T L o
MORK, SJOGREN, childcare fees and imposed price Sweden Child births per 1000 women hold type (children + larl‘; i?low—income' 2 births 0";: p—
SVALERYD (2013)  cap (1998 announcement, 2002 im- 2002 p income); Voting pat- ) ; posthoned;

plementation)

terns

Higher order births positive price effect,
neg. income effect

%10

% Gauthier and Hatzius(1997) 1. &

H#h : Bergsvik et al. (2020) Table 3 H &3
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3 ERtR (cost ICBE3 3% D)
BB EHET 2EERNEIEICE > TRECEAR Y, AMWREECSROELE Ao L > Th 5, RERDH %
TTFEZRFHIHEE L LT, BAERICE 2 28200 201980 5 3,

KE

KETIE, PRI S TR 20 U TR B & (childcare cost) 2MBh X LT 7z,

Blau and Robins (1989)13. {#&E A HECEHORIRE ICH 2 2 2L V)0 TIIITHH L2, 55
Bis & WAERREOY v I HnT, 22 ZHBD A XV b - e 2 P ) =0 %27 o 72 BELicow,
JEM - FEEMIC b b3 MbDJERMRE~ESATS 2] & [BIEOEARRBIC L & - CTHIEES 5% %
ETBLedic, REEACESR EOMELRIC L o TAYF = FERLED X 5 ICELT 2 0 HE L 7z,

Z ORGSR, ERLZMECoWTIE, (BB 1 FANZ 2 & LICHIED 2 %3N (fiBias 1 Atz 2
& BEREIT 0.4%4) L, RIS DT ITIEDRIRY B - 72 BEHNCH R Tl b o 720 JEREFLIEICD
WCIE, FEEMAS T FAMZ 3 T LI ARSI 3% T L, HARLHI2 %K T2 L #EE I n,

HEEHAILEOHECEAOEEREICHEL 52 2 2 L 2R TS oz & LT, (FfShis 2
U72) REEHBIEICOWTHREEREE L TR I3 _ETH 5, LRI 7.

ATz —F

Mérk, Sjdgren, and Svaleryd(2013)1d, 1998 FiZFF &, 2002 FIZFIBRID_ER(a userfeecap) 2 EA LR T = —F > D
REREOHEIRIOEE Lo A7 = —7 ¥ TIIBEFNCREMAFNIZIZEEAISRO oM., FIRRHME BHROBESIN
RHFEBICED o7 BBEI L ICRBRIDTR— SN, ERIRESNTcd, (FE A EDERTRERID B S N, RELHL
PHRRAC T OFR - ABUSECTE Lo, FHENS . BFBIHETH 2 IZERRIBENARE N > 7,

Mérk etal. (2013)1%, 2D (DID) I X b, defERiEo A% Golk 1,000 A47-0) %, fHiF
DXATERBEL~VTHIELTW3" & 10), 2R, 7y 7o —TFHECIEOERR O, H
ABUT 9.8%EMN L 72, FIEFEHHEIC XL 2 b DTH > 72, KHIC K » T, HEEMIZFE 111,000 7 v —
A (17,000 K FV)JEEEE A CTE D, i, OV RWTEOFEFENOK 4 50 1ITHYS T %,

—77. BoTHERISEY INTE Y, (RVEBROBEZEARZ T 53 X 5 i HERIRZ L 7-7-
DT ARV EFHIN TS, o, ZTLUROHARIT 14.5%80 L 7225, MR INE 525 72,
I, HTECIBEMHE~DE DTN DT LICHETH 5 72,

FERICOWT, WFILEMHED a X 25| & FF5—77, T CICHERBEINCHET Qw2 iFICiZAD
FrSR AR I N TE Y, SEED R4 v o327 FIZHL TRy, RS T T3,

CHEERRSEIERBF T 0 ST LCHIEIN T2, ZONWClE, EIFER, OB L N3 MBIE0AZ IR E LT3,

Y CONMDT — X%, S — X —BHERRIC F B 03 FENE L 7 SKIRIEB) 9EEE 7 1 2°F 2 EOPP (Employment Opportunity Pilot Projects)
MR LEIHEI N T2, AR L 1980 44 H2>H 10 AICH 13 TE2k 20 Ml cH-EME X 7z, 1979 4~1980 £ED 16~22 A HIC
D7z B KB A v 7 v osEfii e FEiGIERE & . BT 0T R CoFoEFEA RIS, (REEMIL. EOPP
oI 1 M7 0 IETIGREREH (RERE 2RI L 2 fEOEE RS L2 b 0) I X 2, ENREIREL, v 7 Tid
SERTTER 218 Fov, MEFORAHIBIEET 800 Fi,

© ZoatrTiE. SR B 2RI oo T, B 2TilIN O & ZEEO MR ORI EZ EDHER L . SURE DR LR X Okt
Feodhc, R UHlTR oF CREOHH O i 2 EE DR LU L T\ 3,
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FAY

Haan and Wrohlich (2011) 1%, REROBEE % S0FIC 3 ARV OMRE R A #iBh 3~ 2 2y, T & AR
5.2 5578 CONToHNT L7z, ZMEOEM & HEDPUE IR T 2 BN B E0ERE 7T A 25T L. BOEY 12
L—a v a{Tol, TOETFAE, FFNA vy T 4 705, 892, ELHE I LOREICED X
INET 2 hHATE %, @licix, REREZEUR BN Z—v a vEFHL TV, 7—XI1,
Hak&E <A (SOEP) 20 5155172 2000 —06 SEDORIME 0 % Fl 727,

Z DFER, EREEM TR EMIE R T LT, T_TCOREOHBHFEHEIMT 2 2 LAVREh
7= CHAL THEZMERIL 1.6%. FHBIRTEIL 2.4%8M L 72), HAERICO WL, P L CRERMIRIEA
LT 0 7B, TR WIE (])9% ER) L& gDt (7% L) Tlid. KERIEQXERIIR S
hie (& 1), TofEFRICOVT, FHEOWHRWLEIZFHEZ R > 2 EAICOAKEOREEZ T 5720, %
o ETTEDLEIIRIEIC L L E 5 2 L OABEHPRD E . BRI DIV —T7Ic L o T D NI TH
B0, LEHAL TV 3,

Table 7
Average behavioral effects of an increase in child care subsidies in %
Source: SOEP, wave 2000-2007, STSM.

Change in employment Change in working hours Change in fertility

5th perc. Median 95th perc. 5th perc. Median 95th perc. 5th perc. Median 95th perc.
East Germany 1.31 1.40 1.48 1.79 1.93 2.06 —5.08 —228 1.25
West Germany 1.58 1.69 1.78 240 258 2.73 —1.46 0.34 2.87
Low education 1.84 1.98 215 270 296 3.23 —4.32 —3.18 —2.07
Medium education 1.51 162 1.71 224 241 2.54 —2.84 —095 1.89
High education LI7 1.26 1.34 178 1.91 2.06 4.00 6.73 10.59
Other children 1.63 1.74 1.84 249 2.67 2.82 7.65 6.31 -4.74
No children 1.20 129 142 166 1.79 1.98 5.89 8.80 13.04
All 1.51 1.62 1.71 224 241 2.55 —1.87 —0.18 2.46

Low education: less than 11 years of formal schooling, medium education: between 11 and 13 years of formal schooling, high education: more than 13 years of formal schooling. In
parenthesis we present the group specific employment and birth rates. Confidence intervals are derived using parametric bootstrap with 100 replications.

%11 H#i: Haan and Wrohlich (2011) p.509

[FIkRIC, S WHEFHIEH (37T o 3 AR ILICAER 360 2 — o) ICoW TR L 728 25, 3~ C
DLW N — T OHARICHERIEOMRIR I Nz, MEE L TaDEMMR LRI (F12),

Table 6
Average behavioral effects of an increase in child care benefits in .
Source; SOEP, wave 2000-2007, STSM.

Change in employment Change in working hours Change in fertility

5th perc. Median 95th perc. 5th perc. Median 95th perc. 5th perc. Median 95th perc.
East Germany 0.14 012 010 022 0.19 017 463 5.04 342
West Germany —-0.14 —0.13 —011 —023 —021 —0.19 4.24 4.50 479
Low education 017 -0.15 -013 -027 —0.24 0.21 495 527 5.59
Medium education 0.14 0.13 0.11 022 0.20 0.18 4.25 4.55 4.80
High education —{.12 —0.11 —0.09 —0.24 —021 —0.19 3.89 422 453
Other children -0.14 -0.13 -0.12 -0.21 0.19 -0.18 4.99 529 5.60
Mo children 0,14 0,12 011 027 0.24 0.21 329 363 3.90
All 0.14 0,13 o1 0.23 0.21 0.19 4.32 462 4.88

Low education: less than 11 years of formal schooling. medium education: between 11 and 13 years of formal schooling, high education: more than 13 years of formal schooling.

Confidence intervals are derived using parametric bootstrap with 100 replications.

#12 H#i : Haan and Wrohlich (2011) p.509

flame LC, [HE F A4 Y 0 X 5 IRHAEE & RO REERICET 3 2 Elic BT, i I FIRHCHLY fH s
FIEECRFEHIIER IR CH 225, [ERZEMFL T 2REMHIEOH] 13, 2 20EEAY 7 7L —TIC
JEF L BAEDO —BEOEDOMELH 2 2 b, & QICIEDEMAMBEIISCEO MBI X b & KiRICHIKT 2 2 &2
b, BBRELTXVEAEYETHSE, LT3,

* N A VLEED 11,000 HHLAEEX S E Lz SOEP 7—226, {HA - HF L~V COSIRFHNAEICEE T 2 1B E INEE. 2000—07
FEoRNIcA 7K &b 2 Mol L 728Ul T — 2 2 R oBEE, FENR 23R & L =A< A L 2B, 2000—06 4E % TOMKIFR
BMESNTWE,
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2008 £ 12 A. MREBANCH T2 3MAHOREDOTIRICEY 275F (BFF : BREBIAE) | VHIEIN. 2 DOWENIRRS
N7z, & 1(2010 & 10 A7) TlE. 2 TOE<ARIC 1RUALEORBEFBREZRE L. BE 2(2013 F 8 A7) Tl I N %I
MEOABRICHILART 2L VIRNBTHD, KB DFEICHRE DRESEHHNRE o,

Bick(2019) 1%, o 2 20U FAL T, KMo EISN & HAEDOEIUARE 2352 2 581DV TBER
vialb—vavE{Tol, Kl ¥4 (1984—2006) T, ZNOLDOFEREEN LT A 794 7 rET L
KA L L T2, 3 ko 2 BERO SIS IE I AWRE AT 2 RIEIC LR 2 2 L2 E 2, €7
VEARE et &), RERE (@B L), RN X 2 BERE #0327, 2 o0%did, &
AL LB X ICETMELTEY . SEDEMIX. Bz 357

Z OFER. NIRE R T L. T 0580 b 2 RO, RO FESMNER DT I EAS 5 2 LR
INTz, T, = 2 A LTEKEERDL ClE, AIREZ LV Z KHHTEE, 74024 4T X
ICHRBILEREL TS EFHIAL TS,

T NRB R L CHHAERII LR L RN AR I N80 1 Ik, T Wi w0 G % 0.5%
FA VPRI B0, EEROHERIIZED O v, SO 2 Tld, MROFECFDb—FIC S 3200
B, HEERDTHPIET L (F13),

TABLE 4. Fertility.

Fraction with n children Fertility rate
0 1 2 3
Baseline 10.6 221 50.5 16.8 1.74
Reform | — Baseline —0.5 +1.4 -1.5 +0.7 0.00
Reform 2 — Baseline —0.5 +4.1 =31 —0.4 —0.04

# 13 8 : Bick(2019) p.662

213, FEBlO IS L RE IR Z . TS M L IcHIRL T3, &b 5 odEd | KT
SR b BEZZ T Tokv, &2 Tl @fetims CREZZT w5, —J7, SR BEMZait
WS 5720, FENREERD S S LFHIALTW 3,

Maternal Labor Force Participation Rate Child-Care Enrollment Rate

90 100

200 30 40 5;] 60 70 80 90 100
40 50 60 70 80

200 30

0o 10
0 10

T T T T T
1 2nd 3nd dth Sth Lst 2nd 3ud 4th Sth
Quintile Quintile

— & Busline —@— Reform| —=— Reform 2 —e— Baseline —#— Reform | —8— Reform 2

FIGURE 5. Policy effects by potential household income.

2t Bick(2019) p.664

7 Z ®FF 1T Gauthier and Hatzius (1997) &R Uit 242 &, k1 A%720 0.1 Ao+FfEasbgmL . HAERIZ5.7% EFR L 7=,
P COMROYH L F ) ATl BINTROBEZRO70, Bl 2 2B (0.3%,0.7%) ST d,
¥z Z TS (potential income) & 1d, LMD TV X 4 LTE)S TV B LARGE L 72 5& ORI ARED - &,
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fiam & LTy IHPE N A 25, PEIK, AERDE WGBSR, HAERIGEVR2 {20t AHRE 21
RFEFTCRATDTH I EZRBL TS, &L,

2008 ED BEIRGKICIE. RBEFY (Betreuungsgeld) HEBYAENT-, NHIATIENEL SN TV ARBOHEL < XILIE
FREEY. 3IMmKEOREAANAEE (BE%) CRETAWRATHRCE RSB (F-13\YFv—,1502—0) TH
V. (AELOORBHRIENEAING) 2013FE8 BASEAIN,

FAY (Fa—=Y v Vi)

Fa—UrTUNTIE 2006 7 BAS, 2B E 3MIRE KRS (formal child care)“ICTEIF TWARWRICESFY (B#:
F—F1501—nA, F-F2001—0, F=F2502— 0, HEUFLUFE3001— Q) & HET 2 H7- 7 BEE (Betreuungsgeld, homecare
subsidy) ZEA L7, HHAEEIZ2006 LEOFHHEERERION 2 Il L, MOREZERT 2 22 L 2, FEERERA v 7
F = MEE D2 A M AT, HIICE & T 2508255 - 72, ORI ORINIC b &L T2 (1 10%)

Gathmann and Sass (2018) 1%, ZOBHEAFIFHL T, ARE D 2 2 } 5| & RIF2MRE O 4578,
EANEAIC G 2 25588 ERRIE S T L T b, #2530 753 31 (DID) % FiVC. BORDEARZR T, 7=
— Vv VN GRIERD &, tholHE F A v oM R & o, g REO » A R L 72, 7— &3,
2000 —10 £E DL < H L (SOEP) % 200510 ED~ 4 7 0t v H 2% FH L T 3,

Z DFER, DNRBEH OAIE LT GYEA) ICIE L T, WEEE O NIRRT ~ DT 8%+
A v M (23%) L, #EY (informal care) D FIFH b ) 18% K 4 » + (38%) & KlEICIRAD L 72, — /5. KIET (=
FHBLC) (R SN2 EIA23 18%F A v + (1 45%)H5 2. 72 D0, FHEOH BN IZHED T8 d> > 7=,

BIHAE~OFZEICOWTIL, 2 ROV IR CTHR D LEHNICERERRIIMRcE b o7 (R
i), 72720, T EOMEICRS L b T RICIEDOMER A LN (—THRHIIEEICATH-72), T
WiE, FHEBDL WIE ESHREERRE (22 720 Tl AW LHIHL T 2,

Tz, MARIREO W IRk cA B &, F—FHEZIHIL T 523, FOWwBHHRICIZD T 0 g2
Lddotz, ¥ I, & ) EREFT R (P62 20%). JE EU AMEAMEH CIE. SizmaskE KT
L. SBITHRAICIEOMGEIR SR I N2, TNHD I N — 7 Tld, YRR ) 0ElAE % 5D 3
720, UROFERTHL L LT D,

fiame LT, DNRE OB IIRE HIEOFINICKR & B % 5.2, BIMEAEC S hr b THEEL 52 5
23, RRREIIIAE RV, L TWw 5,

© {5 21X Manuelli and Seshadri(2009) 1%, [EFRLE T OFER, LR L Bt o ERFE 2 S HAEREZOBIHICETH 2 & LT 5,

2015 48 7 HIGEIEESCHFTIC B W OERHR (RETEIE P A VEARICHTE T 5 (Aol o2 ElidsboLiEans
T s, BENIOLEERII R WO HE) A, FHEEE S Wz (B4, 2020 £ IMERHRE),

2N TR R S T B R, A Y TIREBER D% < A HRECIEEFINRIC X o GEE XT3,

© SR, NBURA AT 2 1 A7 0 OAEE OB 150 2— it RA 8L 7ro T3, 2008 EICFMNICIR - TEE BB
D L7=DIEz D70 Tldzevd & HEHIX T 3 (B 2011),

“NRBORIHTEN R o7 BRI ERICER L2) FKETH, deEkiciddnd &b A 150 2— v 0BT %21 5,

©xHic, MEGOHIE N L v FEPERT 2 - ICER ORI E 2 BMOMRE L L CHW 2 ZE2HREDDD) ., iR & s
X OEELT 2 X5 IcBIE A EEEADT Lz 255 X Y v 2 DID I X 3REIAOHT B ITo T 3,

“© @, KA. EFRDOAN, REOF ¥ AL F<Af v X —ic X 345,
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4 Fi®

AT, REBERHAERICE Z 28IRICOWT, F—v v O3k E LIS Lz, IRETEROFIH
ATREME DS AR IS TR\ IE D DR % R0 & #0172 F92 (Rindfuss et al. 2007) b HiUX, Z D X 5 3R I3 7%
W & AEERO 1 72798 (Hank and Kreyenfeld 2003) b & b, HAKICH T 2B ORI —EH L Tk, it
X, REOHVTBEICK > TRELERR S 2 &, REDHMATREIEIIRE O —HHRIGEE L2 &, N
R TH % & FiHE 1T % (Gauthier 2013),

¥ 7o, REBCRICBIT 230 IE. K@ ito Ty AL (R, FEINERS) BT 5b0
b2 b BB, HEESHRICED bR THRVDOEFESEIEIY FIFCuiay, RERR~D7 4 — oy
7 DBIRDOIL, M SHRC K HERIEE &\ o 72 BORBEE~OF G 2 28HIC, KRS IR tED
WA, FHDT 7 b 7 LG L § 23RO TOF —~A BHEMD S Ly,

(F7H15)
>/ uRAF v aFantricsunalt, 3ERIIRE O L ~ vy, AR L IEOHBEYSH 5,
>ELOHITICENTIE, MRIIZTEFIETH D, EOEDHERTE RVIHADLFKTH %,
-REOR, B, g8 —EDL N VIGET B L, HERICEELE 2 vy (R 2—T V),
REOMA LT X GHFEEZAR YY) BA—E L~ VIEL ARV E, HERICGEERZ 52 v (BEFA4 YY),
- EDFH SN & ARE B FEHCREN L T\ 3 - o8 R E B,
CBOREB = — X0 REME, HRRFICX 24 v 7 4 — < REE DL,
>RE OfRMAEL, FHEISINIC X R (HEOERBE M O SR o AT E 2 5.2 2 7]
AEMED S (Baizan et al. 2016, Haan and Wrohlich 2011, Kravdal 1996) .,
> [l < BHE~ DB 12, 2 DOEELRY 77— A g & RO “EOIEOMERHZ L, &
CICIEDERZIRIZSCE DM a 2 b 2 KIBICHRR T 2 2 256, BORL LTXVELETH 2
>HPE DR RPIE ICETE 2 DI RE OFHES T Tldm W LUF OEE S $ 72 HAEREZ RIS 2 nlEetrd 2.
1EEL . BB FHODIChs LEHTEL2DDTH S,
2.5 T DEfmO D, & IT, 3K RORE L FEREBH MR TH 2,
3RS ORI & b2 CREFT & 21T\ % (Hank and Kreyenfeld 2003)
(FNEA LT, WERREDRD 5720 | KEREDP 5720 LT FiRTHIT 2 2 &3 TE %,)
4EEDERM AR E < Zrv,
>RAEHBRER R ENAT 2013, AifThH s (FHTRAY) LEETE2HAGICRONE, TTofk
BRI 2 BRI L WEE= 2 ) v 23, (REDE DR X LA~ DM B TICEN LD,
AV =TV EINT 2—F, REORBIE L -EERFITH D,

TN 2 —TIHEE ~D RS AS 1998 420 5 2012 EDORNITIZIFEIE L. GDP @ 1.4%IC3#E L T 5, BRI HTER 720 o7 CBE
THEER~ DB b BIEE X 7z, 2000 £E1C (ZBUFISEE 2 DK 55% % E3H L T 7223, 2012 FEici3AWEAHEDS 85% I £ TIER L 727
o, REEARIRIEICED L7 CHEMR5-0#) 10%. OECD F4EFFHS1 25%) o (TR AR HIEMSR %213 5, 2009 i
2. 1785 5T RTOFIC ABIEHE % IS5 2 T\ % (Sobotka et al. 2019)
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