
of multipartnered fertility, because such differences may

reduce the stability of the relationship.

We also include a measure of birth wantedness (the

respondent was asked, ‘‘Did you want to have a child

then?’’) and assess whether the respondent was using

contraceptives when she became pregnant. We hypothe-

size that women who carry to term a pregnancy that they

did not want but were not trying to avoid may be less

likely to practice contraception in future relationships

than women who were actively trying to avoid becoming

pregnant when they conceived.

Finally, we include a measure of the respondent’s

relationship status at Wave 3, classified as noncoresiden-

tial, cohabiting or married. These categories are assigned

if applicable at any point during the past year and are

mutually exclusive. Individuals who lived with a partner

earlier in the year but subsequently lived alone are

classified as cohabiting; respondents who cohabited

and married in the same year are coded as married.

Analyses

In descriptive analyses, we produce estimates of the

proportion of women who had a first birth, the propor-

tion who had births with two or more partners and the

proportion of those with a first nonmarital birth who had

a subsequent birthwith a newpartner; estimates are given

for all women as well as by race and ethnicity.* We

examine, among women with a nonmarital first birth

and at least one subsequent birth, the number of men

with whom respondents had a child. We also examine

key characteristics of first births and whether these

characteristics are related, in a bivariate setting, to young

women’s transitions from a nonmarital first birth to a

birth with a new partner. Finally, in a descriptive analysis,

we compare the characteristics of partners who fathered

all of awoman’s childrenwith thecharacteristicsof themost

recent partner of women who had births with multiple

men. In all of these analyses, we use sampling weights that

adjust for the sampling design and for the differential

attrition that had occurred by Wave 3, and we correct

all variance estimates for the clustered sampling design.

Inmultivariate analyses, we examine the characteristics

associated with the transition from a nonmarital first

birth to a birth with a new partner. The analytic sample is

converted intowoman-years; women enter the sample the

year after a nonmarital first birth (assuming they do not

have twobirths in one year) and leave the yearof theWave

3 interview or when they experience a birth with a new

partner. We then use multinomial logistic regression of

woman-years to estimate by relationship status the likeli-

hood that a woman will have a subsequent birth with

a new partner. The dependent variable includes four

categories: no birth (the reference category), birth with

a new partner outside of a coresidential union, birth with

a cohabiting new partner and birth with a marital new

partner. Because the relationship context of higher order

births was missing or unclear for 114 cases, the sample

size for this analysis is 1,254. Multivariate models are

unweighted but include the appropriate covariates to

adjust for the sampling design.

RESULTS

Prevalence ofMultipartnered Fertility

Twenty-nine percent of women in the sample had a birth,

the majority of them (21% overall) outside of marriage

(Table 1). More than half of nonmarital births were to

women in noncoresidential relationships. The overall

prevalence of multipartnered fertility was 3%, making

it a relatively rare event in this general sample of young

adult women.

Entry into parenthood and multipartnered fertility

varied significantly by race and ethnicity. Forty-one

percent of sexually active young black women and 35%

of sexually active Hispanic women had had at least one

TABLE 1. Percentage of women aged 19–25, by selected fertility-related characteris-
tics, according to race and ethnicity, Wave 3 of the National Longitudinal Study of
Adolescent Health, 2001–2002

Measure All
(N=6,442)

White
(N=3,541)

Black
(N=1,504)

Hispanic
(N=1,007)

Asian
(N=390)

Had a first birth* 29.3 26.0 40.7 35.4 16.2
Noncoresidential 12.2 8.5 27.5 14.1 4.2
Cohabiting 9.1 8.3 10.6 13.0 6.0
Married 7.9 9.3 2.6 8.4 6.1

Had births with ‚2 partners 3.2 2.7 6.6 2.3 0.1

Had a birth with a new partner‡ 13.5 13.2 16.8 8.6 5.0
Noncoresidential* 4.8 3.3 9.0 1.8 4.3
Cohabiting* 5.7 6.4 5.9 3.2 0.0
Married* 3.0 3.5 1.9 3.6 0.7

*p<.05 for differences across race and ethnicity. ‡Amongwomenwith a nonmarital first birth.Notes: All propor-

tions areweighted to reflect the characteristics of the baseline sample; sample sizes are unweighted.Marital and

cohabitation status refer to the time of the birth. Percentages may not add up to totals because of rounding.

TABLE 2. Percentage distribution of women aged 19–25
with a nonmarital first birth and at least one additional
birth, by number of partners, according to total number of
births

No. of partners Total no. of births

All
(N=436)

2
(N=332)

3
(N=92)

4
(N=12)

1 59.1 60.9 53.8 47.6
2 38.0 39.1 34.4 36.4
3 2.9 0.0 11.7 16.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Notes: All proportions are weighted to reflect the characteristics of the base-

line sample; sample sizes areunweighted. Percentagesmaynot total 100because

of rounding.

*We were unable to produce life-table estimates of the probability that

an individual would have children with multiple partners. Life-table

estimates require age- and duration-specific rates, and our cell sizes

became very small, especially at the extremes of our sample’s age range,

when the sample was disaggregated by age at nonmarital first birth and

by duration since first birth. The issue of cell size became even more

problematic when the samplewas disaggregated by socioeconomic and

demographic factors.
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