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Cohabitation Measurement Across Surveys
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ever lived with for one month of more? By ‘lived with’ we mean

_ - _ _ Notes:Predicted values based on logistic model of current cohabitation that includes
that neither of you kept a separate residence while you were Cohabitation Status Figure 3. Currently Cohabiting by Educational Attainment indicators for variables shown in table 1.
35 Sources:National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent to Adult Health (Add Health);
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living together.”
« N=6,264; from wave 4 Figure 1. Currently Cohabiting 95% Confidence Intervals
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* National Longitudinal Survey of Youth 1997 (NLSY97) Add Health Relationship
* Roster: “Lover/romantic partner” on the household roster. NLSYT Roster 2 «  Measurement of cohabitation widely varies across national
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