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The Puzzle
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How was your initial encounter? Percent Percent
In School Apprenticeship Job 21 45 Through Kin 1 89In School, Apprenticeship, Job 21.45 Through Kin 1.89
Hobby, Club, Sports 11.26 Personal Ad 1.07
Pub, Disco 21.56 Vacation 2.16
Through Friends  34.98 Other 5.63
n= 6,998
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Why? Theoretical Framework

• Social Exchange Theory
• “Relationships grow, develop, deteriorate, and dissolve as a consequence of an unfolding 

social exchange process which may be conceived as a bartering of rewards and costs bothsocial exchange process, which may be conceived as a bartering of rewards and costs both 
between the partners and between members of the partnership and others" (Huston/Burgess 
1979)
In estment Model of Social Relations“ (R sb lt 1980)• „Investment Model of Social Relations“ (Rusbult 1980)

SATISFACTION 
(REWARDS

COMMITMENT STAY/LEAVE

(REWARDS –
COSTS)
ALTERNATIVES
INVESTMENT

• Love and Rational Choice?• Love and Rational Choice?
• Rusbult (1983):during the early 'honeymoon' period of a romantic relationship, the balance 
of exchange was largely ignored.
•Enzo (2005): Neurotrophine level in blood high during the first year of relationship.
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Why? Theoretical Arguments

1. Homophily: 
– homogenous relationships are more stableg p
– structured meeting leads to homogenous partners

2. Information2. Information
3. Social Embeddedness:

– Predicted Outcome Theory: social embeddedness high cost ofPredicted Outcome Theory: social embeddedness high cost of
breaking up high uncertainty reduction

– Costs of breaking upg p
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Hypotheses

Information Homophily Social 
Embeddedness

In School, 
Apprenticeship, Job

0 + +

Hobby, Club, Sports - + 0
Pub, Disco - - -
Through Friends + + +
Through Kin + + +
Personal Ad - - -
Vacation - - -
Other ? ? ?
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Data and Method

• Biography of all „close heterosexual intimate relations“ longer than one year 

• Familiensurvey
• 3rd wave, without panel, without age 16-17
• no migrants• no migrants
• no respondents from eastern Germany
• no missing values in the analysisg y
• 4,588 respondents
• 6,998 episodes, 3,826 censored

• Cox Regression
• Effect coding: deviations from 

the grand mean
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Variables

Variable n Mean Min Max
Interethnic Partnership 6991 .04 0 1
Age Homogeneity 6973 .35 0 1
Homogeneity of Education 6806 72 0 1Homogeneity of Education 6806 .72 0 1
Homogeneity of Religion 6998 .60 0 1
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Homophily
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Homophily
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Information
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Social Embeddedness
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Preliminary Conclusion

• Full model: 
– „School/Job“ negative, significant
– „Disco“ negative, significant
– „Friends“ and „Sports“ no deviation from the mean

• Homophily explains a fraction of „Meeting Effects“
• Social Embeddedness determinant of stability, but: no test.y,
• Information?

• Further Evidence:
– Effects not time varying

Effects similar in within estimation“ (fixed effects)– Effects similar in „within estimation  (fixed effects)
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Marriage 
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Marriage
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Marriage
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Marriage 
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Marriage
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Conclusion

• Does it matter if you met your girl while playing tennis or while 
drinking beer?g

• Of course not!
• What is important instead: having something in common and aWhat is important instead: having something in common and a 

shared hobby (in the long run).

Thank youThank you.
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Appendix 1
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Appendix 2
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