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Tables and Figures 
 
 

 
Table 1: Determinants of Attitudes toward Working Mothers and Family Models  
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
East .153 *** .308 *** .287 *** .096 *** .241 *** .146 *** 
 .005 .007 .008 .007 .007 .008 
Female .054 *** .161 *** .092 *** .023 *** .080 *** .073 *** 
 .005 .007 .007 .007 .007 .007 
Age .004 *** .009 *** -.000 -.000 .003 *** .005 *** 
 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001 
Age squared (*10²) -.004 *** -.011 *** -.003 *** -.005 *** -.010 *** -.011 *** 
 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001 
Lower secundary education .066 *** .081 *** .039 .117 *** .117 *** .080 *** 
 .015 .025 .026 .021 .024 .024 
Medium secundary education .091 *** .129 *** .107 *** .199 *** .225 *** .180 *** 
 .013 .025 .026 .018 .022 .023 
Higher secundary education .118 *** .207 *** .177 *** .273 *** .340 *** .315 *** 
 .011 .024 .027 .014 .018 .019 
Other .071 *** .116 ** .106 ** .151 *** .225 *** .218 *** 
 .023 .049 .054 .029 .033 .034 
Pupil .099 *** .134 *** .056 .189 *** .277 *** .210 *** 
 .016 .046 .050 .024 .027 .035 
Year 1992 .018 ** .012 .036 *** -.052 *** -.026 ** .032 *** 
 .008 .013 .013 .012 .013 .013 
Year 1996 .032 *** .049 *** .050 *** .013 *** .033 *** .091 *** 
 .008 .013 .013 .012 .013 .012 
Year 2000 .050 *** .113 *** .115 *** .022 *** .030 ** .163 *** 
 .008 .013 .013 .011 .013 .011 
Year 2004 .033 *** .175 *** .223 *** .121 *** .136 *** .176 *** 
 .008 .013 .014 .010 .012 .011 
Year 2008 .068 *** .232 *** .283 *** .118 *** .151 *** .191 *** 
  .008 .012 .013 .010 .012 .011 
N 19,950 19,278 19,804 19,340 19,774 19,463 
Log likelihood -8,562 -11,922 -11,934 -10,585 -11,513 -11,670 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Omitted categories are West Germany, male, no 
secondary education, and year 1991. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of significance, ** 
5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Table 2: The East-West Gaps by Gender 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
Female subsample       
East .121 *** .273 *** .266 *** .097 *** .244 *** .136 *** 
 .006 .010 .011 .009 .010 .010 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 10,355 9,990 10,259 10,056 10,220 10,038 
Log likelihood -4,090 -6,136 -6,339 -5,459 -5,821 -5,865 
       
Male subsample       
East .189 *** .339 *** .307 *** .094 *** .238 *** .157 *** 
 .007 .011 .011 .010 .011 .011 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 9,595 9,288 9,545 9,284 9,554 9,425 
Log likelihood -4,446 -5,759 -5,573 -5,113 -5,679 -5,797 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Included as controls are gender, age (and its 
square), and dummies for education and years. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of 
significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Table 3: Determinants of Attitudes toward Women and Family Models – Federal States Specification 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
East Berlin .115 *** .290 *** .292 *** .161 *** .298 *** .220 *** 
 .009 .018 .022 .016 .014 .018 
Brandenburg .130 *** .307 *** .296 *** .106 *** .212 *** .162 *** 
 .006 .012 .015 .012 .012 .013 
Mecklenburg W.Pomerania .120 *** .326 *** .363 *** .118 *** .245 *** .168 *** 
 .007 .013 .016 .014 .014 .016 
Saxony .119 *** .274 *** .260 *** .086 *** .212 *** .101 *** 
 .005 .010 .012 .010 .010 .012 
Saxony-Anhalt .118 *** .292 *** .306 *** .084 *** .239 *** .131 *** 
 .006 .012 .014 .012 .011 .013 
Thuringia .117 *** .265 *** .274 *** .042 *** .177 *** .139 *** 
 .006 .013 .015 .014 .013 .014 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 19,950 19,278 19,804 19,340 19,774 19,463 
Log likelihood -8,559 -11,912 -11,918 -10,565 -11,488 -11,650 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Included as controls are gender, age (and its 
square), and dummies for education and years. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of 
significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Table 4: Attitudes toward Women and Family Models of East German Movers 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
East-West mover dummy .105 *** .223 *** .258 *** .051 .129 *** .140 *** 
 .029 .044 .046 .042 .046 .043 
Female .088 *** .179 *** .109 *** .013 .057 *** .073 *** 
 .011 .013 .012 .012 .013 .013 
Age .007 *** .015 *** .004 * .000 .005 ** .010 *** 
 .002 .002 .002 .002 .002 .002 
Age squared (*10²) -.008 *** -.019 *** -.009 *** .023 *** -.015 *** -.018 *** 
 .002 .002 .002 .002 .002 .002 
Lower secundary education .093 ** .127 * -.081 .010 .086 .111 * 
 .042 .067 .052 .053 .065 .061 
Medium secundary education .133 *** .215 *** -.013 .108 ** .223 *** .221 *** 
 .035 .068 .053 .048 .060 .055 
Higher secundary education .182 *** .293 *** .071 .216 *** .349 *** .361 *** 
 .031 .066 .056 .040 .052 .046 
Other .140 *** .217 * .084 .079 .189 * .284 *** 
 .047 .119 .117 .086 .098 .071 
Pupil .160 *** .264 *** -.023 .079 .206 *** .275 *** 
 .030 .089 .076 .072 .078 .059 
Year 1992 .010 -.001 .007 -.069 *** -.055 *** .012 
 .015 .019 .018 .018 .019 .019 
Year 2000 .066 *** .098 *** .055 *** .033 * .025 .152 *** 
 .014 .019 .018 .017 .020 .018 
Year 2004 .043 *** .128 *** .149 *** .126 *** .130 *** .171 *** 
  .015 .020 .020 .016 .020 .019 
N 6,453 6,237 6,433 6,282 6,417 6,318 
Log likelihood -3,326 -3,931 -3,647 -3,335 -3,801 -3,778 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Omitted categories are born and living in West 
Germany, male, no secondary education, and year 1991. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level 
of significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Table 5: The East-West Gaps by Cohort 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
Cohort -1935       
East .210 *** .417 *** .340 *** .192 *** .365 *** .235 *** 
 .012 .015 .015 .016 .015 .016 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 4,247 4,064 4,220 4,043 4,219 4,099 
Log likelihood -2,092 -2,335 -2,170 -2,656 -2,410 -2,495 
       
Cohort 1935-1945       
East .170 *** .320 *** .324 *** .159 *** .315 *** .177 *** 
 .012 .017 .017 .016 .017 .018 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 3,477 3,372 3,445 3,360 3,432 3,389 
Log likelihood -1,489 -2,086 -1,956 -2,044 -2,095 -2,178 
       
Cohort 1945-1955       
East .128 *** .259 *** .263 *** .035 ** .168 ***  .098 *** 
 .012 .018 .019 .017 .018 .018 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 3,480 3,374 3,463 3,379 3,448 3,415 
Log likelihood -1,371 -2,123 -2,134 -1,828 -2,064 -2,082 
       
Cohort 1955-1965       
East .138 *** .249 *** .235 *** .016 .144 *** .091 *** 
 .011 .017 .017 .014 .015 .016 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 4,327 4,205 4,300 4,226 4,290 4,240 
Log likelihood -1,732 -2,631 -2,782 -2,037 -2,424 -2,409 
       
Cohort 1965-       
East .113 *** .264 *** .239 *** .031 ** .128 *** .085 *** 
 .011 .016 .017 .013 .014 .015 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 4,416 4,262 4,373 4,329 4,383 4,319 
Log likelihood -1,835 -2,669 -2,805 -1,908 -2,400 -2,421 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Included as controls are gender, age (and its 
square), and dummies for education and years. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of 
significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Table 6: Dynamics of Attitudes toward Working Mothers and Family Models 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
East .153 *** .266 *** .222 *** .045 *** .208 *** .113 *** 
 .008 .013 .013 .012 .012 .013 
East * 1996 -.009 .060 ** .075 *** .068 *** .072 *** .038 * 
 .019 .023 .023 .018 .022 .022 
East * 2000 -.003 .028 .089 *** .032 * .011 .063 *** 
 .018 .023 .023 .019 .022 .022 
East * 2004 .020 .121 *** .131 *** .108 *** .089 *** .068 *** 
 .018 .025 .025 .019 .024 .024 
East * 2008 -.009 .097 *** .115 *** .122 *** .072 *** .042 * 
 .020 .025 .024 .018 .024 .024 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 19,950 19,278 19,804 19,340 19,774 19,463 
Log likelihood -8,561 -11,906 -11,913 -10,559 -11,502 -11,664 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Included as controls are gender, age (and its 
square), and dummies for education and years. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of 
significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Figure 1: Childcare spaces in East and West Germany 
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Notes: The figure shows the development of childcare spaces for up to 3 year old children per 1,000 children of 
that age on a federal state level. East German federal states are represented by solid lines, whereas West German 
federal states are represented by dotted lines; the y-axis is log-scaled. Data source: German Federal Statistical 
Office (years 1994, 1998, and 2002) and own calculations (linear trends for the years 1992, 1996, 2000, and 
2004). 
 
 

 24



Figure 2: Unemployment Rate in East and West Germany 
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Notes: The figure shows the development of unemployment rates (in percent) in East and West Germany. Data 

source: Statistics from the German Federal Employment Agency.  
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Table 7: Dynamics of the East-West Gap by Cohorts 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  (I) (II) (III) (IV) (V) (VI) 
Cohort -1935       
East dummy .186 *** .369 *** .249 *** .086 *** .315 *** .158 *** 
 .017 .024 .023 .025 .024 .025 
East * 1996 .080 ** .126 ** .102 ** .181 *** .116 ** .106 ** 
 .033 .049 .046 .044 .048 .047 
East * 2000 .018 .032 .129 *** .112 ** .026 .130 *** 
 .040 .048 .047 .046 .045 .048 
East * 2004 .088 ** .149 ** .275 *** .231 *** .113 * .204 *** 
 .040 .064 .063 .053 .060 .060 
East * 2008 .023 .112 * .267 *** .316 *** .175 *** .155 *** 
 .051 .064 .063 .047 .062 .060 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 4,247 4,064 4,220 4,043 4,219 4,099 
Log likelihood -2,088 -2,329 -2,151 -2,633 -2,403 -2,486 
       
Cohort 1965-       
East dummy .158 *** .252 *** .260 *** .015 .140 *** .089 *** 
 .023 .036 .039 .029 .031 .033 
East * 1996 -.085 -.014 -.008 .006 -.011 .039 
 .061 .061 .061 .043 .055 .063 
East * 2000 -.062 -.001 -.052 -.020 -.063 -.058 
 .054 .055 .054 .042 .052 .048 
East * 2004 -.080 .052 .002 .042 .032 .039 
 .054 .056 .055 .035 .048 .046 
East * 2008 -.112 ** .018 -.040 .045 -.016 -.027 
 .056 .055 .053 .033 .049 .049 
Covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 4,416 4,262 4,373 4,329 4,383 4,319 
Log likelihood -1,833 -2,669 -2,804 -1,906 -2,398 -2,419 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Included as controls are gender, age (and its 
square), and dummies for education and years. Robust standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of 
significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of significance. 
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Table 8: Dynamics of the East-West Gap with Regional Controls 
  Mothers and work Women in the family 
  I II III IV V VI 
East .121 *** .170 *** .117 *** .068 ** .173 *** .103 *** 
 .020 .031 .030 .028 .030 .030 
East * 1996 -.016 .071 *** .068 ** .050 ** .056 ** .021 
 .023 .027 .027 .023 .027 .026 
East * 2000 -.020 .026 .063 ** .016 -.019 .045 * 
 .024 .028 .027 .025 .029 .027 
East * 2004 .002 .116 *** .101 *** .098 *** .059 * .047 
 .024 .030 .030 .024 .030 .029 
Unemployment rate .004 ** .005 ** .006 ** -.002 .004 .001 
 .002 .003 .003 .002 .003 .003 
Childcare spaces (*10²) .005 .015 ** .019 *** .005 .009 .007 
 .006 .007 .007 .007 .007 .007 
Other covariates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
N 13,551 13,058 13,441 13,103 13,410 13,208 
Log likelihood -5,918 -8,080 -7,982 -7,264 -7,815 -7,934 
Notes: The table reports probit marginal effects where the columns I) to VI) correspond to the six dummy 
outcome variables discussed in the text. Positive coefficients on the explaining variables are associated with 
more egalitarian or non-traditional views about gender roles. Included as controls are gender, age (and its 
square), dummies for education and years, the unemployment rate at the federal state level, and the number of 
childcare spaces for up to three years old children per 1,000 children of that age at the federal state level. Robust 
standard errors are given in italics. *** 1% level of significance, ** 5% level of significance, * 10% level of 
significance. 

 27



Figure 3: East Germans’ emotional ties to the former GDR 

 
Notes: The graph represents answers of people living in East Germany to the question “Do you have feelings of 
belonging to the former GDR and its citizens?". Respondents could choose one out of four categories, namely 
„very strong“, “quite strong”, „less strong“, or “not at all”. 
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Appendix 
 
 
Appendix 1: Summary statistics 
    West East Total 
Gender     
 Male 6,425 3,425 9,850 
  48.78 47.76 48.42 
 Female 6,746 3,747 10,493 
  51.22 52.24 51.58 
 Total 13,171 7,172 20,343 
  100.00 100.00 100.00 
Education     
 No secondary 326 152 478 
  2.48 2.13 2.36 
 Lower secondary 6,082 2,489 8,571 
  46.31 34.81 42.26 
 Medium secondary 3,287 3,053 6,340 
  25.03 42.70 31.26 
 Higher secondary 3,241 1,354 4,595 
  24.68 18.94 22.65 
 Other 70 66 136 
  0.53 0.92 0.67 
 Pupil 127 36 163 
  0.97 0.50 0.80 
 Total 13,133 7,150 20,283 
  100.00 100.00 100.00 
Birth Cohort     
 -1935 2,767 1,599 4,366 
  21.04 22.31 21.49 
 1935-1945 2,152 1,372 3,524 
  16.37 19.15 17.35 
 1945-1955 2,212 1,319 3,531 
  16.82 18.41 17.38 
 1955-1965 2,877 1,516 4,393 
  21.88 21.16 21.62 
 1965- 3,142 1,360 4,502 
  23.89 18.98 22.16 
 Total 13,150 7,166 20,316 
  100.00 100.00 100.00 
Age     
 Mean 46.87 47.64 47.14 
 Std. dev. 17.35 16.95 17.21 
  N 13,150 7,166 20,316 
Notes: Unless otherwise specified, the figures show number of observations in each cell; percentage shares are 
given in italics.  
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