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Abstract

Objective: This study investigates whether sorting into occupations and work organizations
contributes to gender differences in parents’ likelihood to reduce their working hours.

Background: While mothers reduce their work hours to reconcile their work and personal
lives, fathers increasingly wish to reduce their hours but face obstacles to doing so.
Mismatches between parents’ desired and actual work hours prompt the question of
whether fathers’ realization of working-time reductions is constrained due to their sorting
into more time-intensive occupations and/or work organizations.

Method: Cross-classified multilevel models were applied to German linked employer-
employee data analyzing gender differences in parents’ likelihood of reducing work hours.
Including sorting indicators, the question of whether differences in full-time employed
mothers’ and fathers’ working-time reductions were driven by sorting into different work
contexts (occupations/work organizations) was explored.

Results: The results confirmed that full-time employed mothers are more likely to reduce
their work hours than full-time employed fathers. While occupations play almost no role in
determining working-time adjustments, work context does at least partly contribute to
parents’ variation in working-time reductions. However, neither gendered sorting into
occupations nor gendered sorting into work organizations explained gender differences in
parents’ likelihood of scaling back their work hours.

Conclusion: It is concluded that gender differences in German parents’ reduction of
working hours rather respond to traditional gender norms than being influenced by the
different occupations or work organizations mothers and fathers sort themselves into.
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1. Introduction

Gender inequalities in employment patterns (i.e. work hours, career interruptions) and
employment outcomes (i.e. wages, authority) persist despite the alignment of male and
female careers (Blau & Kahn 2017; Granato 2017; Schrenker & Zucco 2020). Especially,
following the transition to parenthood mothers’ and fathers’ career paths diverge: it is
mainly mothers who take on the main responsibility for childcare and who take advantage
of working-time flexibility by reducing their work hours to better integrate work and family
demands (e.g., Grunow, Schulz & Blossfeld 2012; Rosenfeld & Birkelund 1995; Van der
Lippe 2001). Research provides evidence that mothers’ part-time employment is a relevant
contributor to the gender pay gap and likewise hampers mothers’ access to management
positions (Cha & Weeden 2014; Goldin 2014; Leuze & Straufd 2016; Schrenker & Zucco
2020). In contrast, fathers rarely work fewer hours and instead are more likely to work even
longer hours after the birth of a child (e.g., Fagan 2004; Lewis, Campbell & Huerta 2008).
More recently, however, the ideal of involved fatherhood has gained traction, and fathers’
experiences of work-life conflict are becoming comparable to those of their female
counterparts (Biinning 2015; Oberndorfer & Rost 2005; Zerle-Elsisser & Li 2017). Although
fathers increasingly desire a reduction in work hours (Abendroth & Pausch 2018; Hobson
& Fahlén 2009; Pollmann-Schult & Reynolds 2017), they continue to be less likely to realize
reductions than mothers (Clarkberg & Moen 2001; Hobson & Fahlén 2009; Thornthwaite
2004). Hence, it seems that possibilities for work-hour reductions are gendered.

Previous research on parents’ working-time adjustments mainly addressed household
dynamics: While fathers’ opportunities to reduce their working hours are constrained
because of their financial responsibilities due to the gendered division of labor (Pollmann-
Schult 2008; Pollmann-Schult & Reynolds 2017), mothers as primary caregivers are
expected to reduce their working-time when returning to the labor market. However, less is
known about how the work context shapes parents’ opportunities to scale back work hours.
This study explores whether gendered sorting into occupations and work organizations
explains differences in parents’ possibilities for work-hour reduction.

Gender segregation into occupations (Cha 2013; Huffman & Cohen 2004) and work
organizations (Fuller 2017; Reskin 1993) has been used to explain gender differences in
absolute work hours but has not yet received much attention as potentially explaining
gendered working-time adjustments. Althaber & Leuze (2020) provided first evidence that
transitions from full-time to part-time work are shaped by occupational working-time
norms. However, men and women sort into different work organizations that vary in their
work-hour norms, even when they have the same occupations (Bielby & Baron 1986; Bryan
2007). Hence, this article argues that it is essential to look at the impact of not only
occupation but also work organization on working-time adjustments. Thus, it is asked: Are
gender differences in parents’ possibilities of attaining a reduction in work hours driven by
segregation of mothers and fathers into different occupations and/or work organizations?

This study adds to existing research in several ways. First, individual- and family-related
explanations for the gender gap in the reduction of work hours are theoretically expanded
by work-related explanations, such as gendered segregation into different occupations and
work organizations. Second, this study expands previous research on consequences of
labor-market segregation (Cha 2013; Leuze & Straufs 2016) by examining to what extent sex
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segregation into occupations/work organizations influences mothers’ and fathers’
possibilities of adjusting their work hours. Third, including individual preferences for
reducing work hours allows exploring whether gender differences are influenced by
mothers’ and fathers’ different wishes. On the one hand, mothers and fathers might
develop different preferences for work hours throughout their careers, regardless of their
work context, based on differences in family orientation (Correll, Bernard & Paik 2007). On
the other hand, parents might sort into different occupations and work organizations where
they are more or less likely to experience stress and high work pressures, resulting in
different preferences for reducing their working-time.

Analyses are based on two waves of unique German linked employer-employee data
(LEEP-B3) that combine information on employees’ preferences for reducing their work
hours with information on their actual realization of working-time adjustments within the
work organization context. Therefore, a quasi-longitudinal approach by analyzing work-
hour differences between two observation periods and controlling for parents’ sorting into
work organizations and occupations can be used. This article is organized as follows: the
second section sets the study into context of working-time reductions in Germany and
current findings. The third section presents the theoretical framework and discusses the
proposed hypotheses. The methodology and the results of the empirical analysis are
presented in the fourth and fifth sections. Concluding remarks are drawn in the final
section.

2. Gender differences in the reduction of work hours

Research provides extensive evidence that, regardless of modern couples’ egalitarian gender
beliefs before becoming parents, after the birth of their first child, German parents re-
traditionalize their division of labor, following the long tradition of the male-breadwinner
ideal (Grunow 2013; Kiithhirt 2012; Rosenfeld & Birkelund 1995; Schrenker & Zucco 2020).
German parents’ division of labor is particularly interesting because they receive
contradictory signals from institutions: Since 2001, employees have the right to demand a
part-time job; however, the employer can refuse if the firm is unable to change its work
organization (Leitner, Ostner & Schratzenstaller 2004). Additionally, mothers and fathers
are, since 2007, allowed to take parental leave simultaneously and two months of parental
leave are explicitly reserved for fathers (Biinning 2015). Despite this support for both
mothers’ and fathers’ reconciliation of work and private life, few childcare options
(Kreyenfeld & Geisler 2006; Rosenfeld, Trappe & Gornick 2004) and joint taxation of
German spouses (Hipp, Bernhardt & Allmendinger 2015) might counteract ambitions to
foster gender equality in the labor market and might create incentives especially for women
to reduce their hours. In 2018, approximately 70% of German mothers with young children
worked part-time, but only 6% of fathers did (DESTATIS 2019). However, it becomes
increasingly evident that mothers’ and fathers’ realized employment patterns are not in line
with their preferences (Pollmann-Schult 2008; Van Echtelt, Gleebek & Lindberg 2006;
Wanger 2011): While full-time working fathers are dissatisfied with their long work hours
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(Abendroth & Pausch 2018), women in part-time employment are wishing to increase their
working-time (Harnisch, Miiller & Neumann 2018).

Although some studies indicate that both men and women can realize reductions in
working hours, when they prefer to do so, women’s working-time reductions remain to be
more extensive compared to men’s (Seifert et al. 2016). Moreover, gender differences in the
reduction of work hours are especially pronounced among parents of young children
(Young & Schiemann 2018). However, there is evidence that institutional reconfigurations
are effective in increasing fathers’ likelihood of reducing their work hours, such as the
introduction of so-called “daddy months” in parental leave regulations (for Germany: see
Biinning 2015; for Sweden: see Duvander & Jans 2009). Although younger men scale back
their work hours due to fatherhood, their adjustments still depend on their female partners’
employment and are still substantially smaller than mothers’ adjustments (Pollmann-
Schult & Reynolds 2017). Moreover, research argues that adjustments in work
arrangements for supporting the reconciliation of work and private life (i.e. paternal leave,
working-time reductions) are more prevalent among highly educated fathers with highly
educated partners (Geisler & Kreyenfeld 2011) and with more egalitarian gender attitudes
(Pollmann-Schult & Reynolds 2017). When it comes to their previous involvement in care-
work and in paid employment, fathers who adjust their work arrangements for family
reasons, by taking parental-leave, do not seem to deviate from others (Geisler & Kreyenfeld
2011).

Recent studies also took employees’ work context into account for explaining working-
time adjustments and show that men working in occupations with lower working-time
norms are indeed more likely to reduce their work hours, whereas they refrain from such
reductions in occupations with pronounced long work-hour norms (Althaber & Leuze
2020). In contrast, women in occupations with long work hours are even more likely to
change to part-time work. Focusing on work organizations Seifert and Colleagues (2016)
found that realized reductions of work hours in line with employees’ preferences are related
to employer changes, indicating that work organizations also vary in expectations regarding
employees’ time investment in their work, which might influence their openness to
reducing work hours.

One the one hand, empirical findings demonstrate the persistence of gender
differences in reductions in work hours to the disadvantage of modern fathers, who
increasingly wish to work reduced hours. On the other hand, research provides evidence
that constraints in realizing desired work-hour reductions emanate not only from
household dynamics but also from work contexts (occupations/work organizations).
However, to the best of knowledge, there has not been a systematic analysis of occupations
and work organizations and the specific roles they play in shaping fathers’ and mothers’
ability to realize work-hour reductions.
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3. Gender differences in the reduction of work hours and gendered
segregation into work contexts

This section provides theoretical reasoning for why gendered sorting into work contexts
(occupations/work organizations) with different work-hour norms should contribute to
gender differences in parents’ ability to obtain reductions in work hours.

3.1 Occupational segregation

Research on occupational gender segregation provides extensive evidence that men and
women are clustered in different jobs which is causing gender inequalities in employment
outcomes (Card, Cardoso & Kline 2016; Leuze & Strauf3 2016). Labor-market research
attributes occupational gender segregation to supply- and demand-side factors derived from
economic (Becker 1964; Polachek 1981) as well as social psychological and sociological
theories (Padavic & Reskin 2002; Ridgeway & Correll 2004; for an overview: Achatz 2018).

On the supply side, the neoclassical economic perspective emphasizes women’s sorting
into occupations based on rational-choice considerations. As women anticipate lower
employment continuity over their life-course compared to men, they sort into jobs in which
career breaks due to family formation do not lead to the atrophy of skills and high wage
losses (Polachek 1981). Additionally, the compensating differentials argument states that
women, based on their role as homemaker, trade off working in occupations that allow for
flexible working-time arrangements against lower economic rewards (Filer 1985).
Sociological approaches emphasize the internalization of traditional gender roles during
socialization that form men’s and women’s gender identity and cause gendered career goals
to develop (Padavic & Reskin 2002). In alignment with gender identities, women are likely
to work in occupations where female characteristics, such as being caring and communal,
are valued (e.g., nurses and teachers), whereas men sort into occupations where the
perception of being ambitious is valued (Gmiir 2004). The doing gender approach (West &
Zimmermann 1987) argues that gender is not ascribed as stated in socialization theories
but actively produced in social interactions. Men and women choose how to act based on
their knowledge of what is expected as appropriate behavior.

Demand-side arguments emphasize the relevance of employers’ considerations when
hiring. Employers might discriminate against women in hiring based on (conscious or
unconscious) gender stereotypes, thereby restricting women’s access to male-dominated
jobs (Achatz 2018; Bernard & Correll 2010; Correll et al. 2007). Statistical discrimination
states that employers lack information about workers’ productivity when hiring, as a result
of which they rely on categorical distinctions, such as gender or educational credentials, as
indicators of employees’ productivity (Bernard & Correll 2010). Based on employers’
previous experiences, they are assumed to hire women for positions that are less timely
demanding, whereas men are considered more suitable for time-intensive job.

Empirical evidence confirms that the occupational structure indeed entails expectations
about workers’ time investment and productivity (Carney & Junor 2014; Cha 2013; Cha &
Weeden 2014; Leuze & Straufl 2016; Lott & Abendroth 2019) but mainly focuses on absolute
work hours rather than flexibility in adjusting working-time. Research on absolute work
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hours indicates that male-dominated occupations (i.e., managerial, or professional
occupations) are characterized by long work hours, expectations of overtime work and
constant availability (Cha 2013; Epstein et al. 1999; Hipp & Stuth 2013). In these
occupations, employees signal loyalty to employers or convey motivation (Cha 2013; Bryan
2007). Penalties for violating these norms are high (Blair-Loy 2003; Cha 2013). High work
hours are also likely when employers want to keep productivity high at low labor costs, such
as in production and operations occupations (Cha 2013; Ely & Meyerson 2010; Horrell &
Rubery 1991). In contrast, women sort into more flexible jobs (Goldin 2014). Jobs that
developed in the service sector were particularly well-matched to women who prefer to work
shorter hours because of family obligations and employers’ growing need for a flexible
workforce (Horrell & Rubery 1991). Hence, occupations such as teachers, nurses, and social
workers (Wrohlich 2017), have on average shorter work hours and allow for reconciliation
of work and personal lives (Cha 2013; Damelang & Ebensperger 2020; Epstein et al. 1999;
Leuze & Straufd 2016). Working in the same occupations, both men and women are more
likely to work part-time when there is a higher number of women in an occupation (Malin
2020). The same was found to be true for the uptake of flexible measures (Minotte, Cook &
Minotte 2010). To our knowledge, there was only one study systematically investigating the
relevance of occupations’ gender-composition to working-time adjustments: Althaber &
Leuze (2020) showed that men’s transitions from full-time to part-time employment are
hampered by long occupational working-time norms.

Based on supply- and demand-side arguments, and previous findings, it is argued that
mothers’ and fathers’ sorting into occupations with different working-time norms should
not only explain different absolute working-times but also differential possibilities of scaling
back work hours. First, when occupations with a greater share of female employees have
lower working-time norms, the organization of work tasks may already allow flexible staff
deployment and reduce structural barriers to work-hour reductions. Additionally, long-term
monetary losses due to working-time reductions should be lower in female-dominated
occupations and therefore not hinder employees’ reducing work hours. In contrast, fathers
employed in occupations with pronounced long work-hour norms may face constraints in
reducing their work hours because the organization of tasks requires full-time work to fulfill
job requirements. Additionally, fathers might refrain from scaling back working hours in
male-typed occupations, because they fear being considered less productive. Reductions for
personal reasons might be in line with female gender roles and therefore accepted in
female-typed occupations but not in male-typed jobs. Lastly, based on demand-side
arguments, mothers might be hired to less demanding positions that allow for flexible
working-time arrangements, whereas fathers might be hired to time-intensive jobs that do
not allow for any reductions to accommodate employees’ preferences. Hence, it is
hypothesized:

H1: When considering the share of female employees on the occupation level, differences in the
realization of work-hour reductions between mothers and fathers should decrease.

3.2 Gender segregation in work organizations

In addition to the long tradition of studying occupational stratification, organizational
scholars emphasize the inequality-generating processes that are rooted in variations
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between work organizations (Baron & Bielby 1985; Tomaskovic-Devey & Avent-Holt 2019).
Even if mothers and fathers work in the same occupation, they sort into different work
organizations (Bielby & Baron 1984). Relational Inequality Theory (RIT) (Tomaskovic-Devey
& Avent-Holt 2019) emphasizes the significance of work organizations’ specific norms and
rules that employees absorb and adhere to in generating inequality. Work organizations’
expectations of employees’ work hours potentially emphasize or mitigate occupational
work-hour norms. Consequently, it is essential to consider fathers’ and mothers’ sorting
into work organizations with different work-hour norms (Bryan 2007) because this is where
working arrangements, such as individual working-time adjustments, are negotiated
(Tomaskovic-Devey & Avent-Holt 2019).

Joan Acker’s theory of Gendered Organizations (1990) claims that gender inequality is
built into work organizations. Most organizations prefer male workers based on their
preference for employees who are fully available to the work organization and face few
distractions from their work as stated in the ideal worker norm (Williams 2000) and the
work devotion schema (Blair-Loy 2003). Preferences are legitimized in work rules, such as
standardized career ladders, job descriptions, or job evaluations (Acker 1990; Biernat, Tocci
& Williams 2012). Following Acker (1990; 2006), the engraining of such preferences into
the logic of work organizations systematically disadvantages mothers who are the primary
caregivers in households and therefore constrained in the hours they work. When work
organizations are organized following the ideal worker norm that mainly fits male careers,
gendered status differences are likely to develop there. In today’s work organizations, it is
still mainly men who hold high-status jobs that are also more time intensive, as opposed to
women (Busch 2013; Huffman & Cohen 2004). However, work organizations adhere to
different inequality regimes, that is, organizational rules and practices that disadvantage
groups of employees with certain characteristics (Acker 2006; Tomaskovic-Devey & Avent-
Holt 2019). Therefore, there is also variation in the extent to which work organizations
follow traditional logics that advantage male employees who are better able to align with the
ideal worker norm. This is, for example, the case for expected work hours that have been
shown to vary between work organizations (Bryan 2007) as well as the provision of flexible
work arrangements (Alemann, Beaufays & Oechsle 2017; Bernhardt & Biinning 2018; Den
Dulk 2001).

Despite increasing need for organizations to provide employees with flexible work
arrangements due to societal changes and a changing workforce, some organizations face
greater pressures than others to do so, causing workplace variation in possibilities for
requesting working reduced hours. Furthermore, organizations that do make these changes
might have different rationales for doing so (Abendroth & Diewald 2019; Alemann et al.
2017): On the one hand, they can be an investment in workers’ employability. In that case,
allowing more flexible work schedules is considered to increase organizations’ economic
returns because employees can remain employed and productive despite their family
obligations (Abendroth & Diewald 2019). In organizations following this ideal, working
with reduced hours should be supported by employers and colleagues, and, therefore,
employees should be more likely to realize a reduction. On the other hand, following neo-
institutionalism, work organizations might opt for external legitimacy driven by demands
from politics, media, or clients to support employees’ reconciliation of work and personal
lives (Beile & Jahnz 2007; Den Dulk 2001). The formal provision of flexible working-time
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arrangements, then, is a response to external pressures, while employers might still follow
the idea of the ideal worker. When flexible arrangements are integrated due to external
pressures, possibilities of realizing desired reductions should be reduced because they
might still signal lower commitment and productivity and employees fear stigmatization
and negative career outcomes in these contexts (Abendroth & Diewald 2019; Rudman &
Mescher 2013; Williams, Blair-Loy & Berdahl 2013). This assumption is in line with
Abendroth & Pausch (2018), who applied the Capabilities Approach (Sen 1992) in arguing
that fathers’ preference for a reduction in work hours is shaped by opportunities that seem
available in the work context. Following this line of argument, scaling back might not be an
accepted reconciliation strategy when the majority of employees works long hours. Hence,
fathers might not feel entitled to act on their desire to reduce their working-time, as this
would be a deviation from a full-time norm associated with the perception of lower
productivity and less commitment than their colleagues in male-dominated work
organizations. In contrast, working-time adjustments might be an accepted strategy in
female-dominated work organizations and therefore realized more often. Hence, gender
differences in mothers’ and fathers’ potential to reduce work hours should be shaped by not
only differences in work organizations’ provision of flexible work arrangements but also the
different rationales that are followed when flexible working-time reductions are available.

Research on gendered sorting into work organizations argues, that mothers sort
themselves into work contexts that allow them to adjust their work hours to their timely
demands at home, even if they have to trade off increased possibilities for reconciliation
against higher income and career prospects (Fuller 2017; Fuller & Hirsh 2018; Gangl &
Ziefle 2009; Lott & Klenner 2018). Moreover, research shows that female-dominated work
organizations are more likely to invest in family-friendly working arrangements, including
possibilities of reducing work hours (Bichmann et al. 2020; Den Dulk 2001). Especially
women transitioning to motherhood are more likely to leave work organizations not
offering flexibility in working-time arrangements (Bichmann, Frodermann & Miiller 2020).
As a result, mothers are assumed to be more likely to be employed in work organizations
offering more opportunities to reduce work hours. In contrast, based on fathers’ role as
male breadwinner, fathers might sort into work organizations with a pronounced norm of
working full-time that restricts opportunities for reductions. Research provides evidence
that fathers are more likely to be employed in high-wage and high-productivity firms (Bruns
2019), which might indicate increased timely demands and constrained ability to scale back
hours.

Gendered sorting into work organizations might also be induced by employers: Based
on employers’ discriminatory hiring behavior, mothers whose available time for work is
perceived to depend on their personal duties (Ridgeway & Correll 2004) might not be
considered able to fulfill time expectations and therefore might not be granted access to
demanding work organizations (Bichmann et al. 2020). In this case, fathers should be more
likely to be hired into work organizations with pronounced long work-hour norms and
restricted opportunities to scale back. Hence, it is assumed that gender differences in the
likelihood of reducing work hours are driven by mothers’ and fathers’ sorting into different
work organizations that support or hinder their adjusting their work hours:

H2: When considering the share of female employees at the work-organization level, differences
in the reduction of work hours between mothers and fathers should decrease.
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4. Data and methods

4.1 Sample

The analyses are based on the first (2012-2013) and second wave (2014-2015) of the German
Linked Employer-Employee Panel Survey (LEEP-B3). The data were collected within the
study “Interactions Between Capabilities in Work and Private Life: A Study of Employees
in Different Work Organizations”. The study was conducted in cooperation with the
Institute for Employment Research (IAB) in Nuremberg (Abendroth et al. 2014). The
dataset combines information at the organization level (including administrative data) with
information at the level of employees of these organizations and their partners or spouses
(Jacobebbinghaus et al. 2015). First, work organizations were randomly selected from
administrative records. Next, employees were randomly selected, and with their consent,
their work histories were added to the survey data. The final data set is representative of
workers who are subject to social security contributions and employed in large German
work organizations with at least 500 employees (Diewald et al. 2014). The hierarchical data
structure and the information on employees’ occupations allows for clustering employees
in occupations and work organizations.

Because working-time adjustments of mothers and fathers between waves 1 and 2 are
of interest, only respondents who took part in the survey in both waves, with children living
in their households, and who could be matched to work organizations were included. These
are employees who remained with the same employer over the two observation periods.
Because many mothers in the sample already realized a reduction of working hours, the
sample was restricted to parents working full-time in wave 1 (>35 hours per week).
Respondents also had to indicate whether they wanted to reduce their work hours in wave
1. After all restrictions were implemented, the final sample contained information on 1464
employees in 100 work organizations with 415 mothers and 1049 fathers (see Table 1).
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Table 1: Case numbers following sample restrictions

Restrictions N
Original data set 8413
Took part in both waves 4000
Children living in household 2947
Employee matched to work organization/occupation 2604
Full-time employed (>35 hrs/week) wave 1 1856
Information on work hours in waves 1 & 2 1786
Employee indicated reason for preference 1657
Information on employee’s partner available 1464

Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015

4.2 Variables

4.2.1 Dependent variable: Working-time adjustments

Work-hour adjustments were measured by subtracting contracted work hours in wave 2
from work hours in wave 1. The variable differentiates employees who reduced their
working-time by at least 1 hour (1) from employees reducing their working-time by less
than 1 hour or who increased their work hours (0). Approximately 17% of the employees in
the sample reduced their work hours between the waves: 13% of fathers and 26% of mothers
(see Table 2). Comparing these numbers to other studies, it becomes evident that the
identified reductions vary, based on different measurements and observed time periods:
Althaber and Leuze (2020: 331) described that 4% of men and 17% of women transitioned
from working full-time to working part-time. Explicitly focusing on transitions from full-
time employment to part-time employment, the numbers are smaller compared to the
current study that considers all reductions in actual working hours. Seifert and colleagues
(2016: 305) found that within a period of three years about 40% of employees were able to
realize reductions in actual working hours by at least three hours. Sopp and Wagner (2016:
56) found that between 1999 and 2013 about 19% to 25% of employees were able to realize
their preferred reduction in working hours between two observation periods. These
numbers are comparable to the results of the current study.

4.2.2 Sorting indicators

Mothers’ and fathers’ sorting into occupations is indicated using the 2-digit indicator of the
2008 version of the International Standard Classification of Occupations (ISCO). Occupations
with less than 30 observations were combined with their closest neighbor (if the differences
between occupational groups were marginal), leading to 30 occupational groups in the
samplel. Sorting into work organizations was performed using the ID of each of the 100

1 To rule out that the different numbers of work organizations and occupational groups bias the results,
additional sensitivity analyses, using the German Classification of Occupations (KLDB) on the three-digit
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work organizations. The models also include the share of female employees on the occupation
and work organization levels, depicting the proportion of female employees in each
occupation or work organization. The shares of female employees were generated based on
aggregated information taken from the full-sample of the LEEP-B3 (including 8413
employees; see Table 1) and averaged over the two observation periods (on the level of
occupations/work organizations).

Table 2: Sample description

Overall Fathers Mothers
Variable Mean SD Min Max Mean SD Min Max Mean SD Min Max
No Reduction (ref)
Reduction 0.17 0.37 0 1 0.13 0.34 0 1 0.26 0.44 0 1
Mothers (ref)
Fathers 0.72 0.45 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
Age 45.72 6.92 24 54 4597 6.59 24 54 45.04 7.66 26 54
Tenure 11.29 794 05 36.7 12.0 816 0.5 36.7 9.53 7.05 05 335
Single (ref) 0.07 0.25 0 1 0.04 0.2 0 1 0.13 0.34 0 1
Coupled? 0.14 0.34 0 1 0.1 0.29 0 1 0.24 043 0 1
Married 08 04 0 1 0.86 0.35 0 1 0.63 0.48 0 1
Partner not employed (ref)
Partner Employed 0.83 0.38 0 1 0.83 0.38 0 1 0.82 0.38 0 1
Children >= 6 (ref)
Children < 6 0.25 0.44 0 1 0.26 0.44 0 1 0.24 0.43 0 1
No Preference (ref) 0.38 0.49 0 1 0.42 0.49 0 1 0.28 0.45 0 1
Family Reasons 0.21 0.41 0 1 0.19 0.39 0 1 0.29 0.45 0 1
Leisure 0.32 047 0 1 0.32 0.47 0 1 0.33 0.47 0 1
Stress/WLB 0.08 0.27 0 1 0.07 0.26 0 1 0.1 0.3 0 1
Women in OCCP 0.42 0.25 0.03 0.83 0.32 0.22 0.04 0.83 0.56 0.22 0.04 0.83
Women WO¢ 0.43 0.27 0 1 0.31 0.22 0 099 059 0.23 0.06 1
N 1464 1049 415

Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015; *coupled = not married; *0CC = Occupation; bWO = Work
Organization

4.2.3 Preference for reduction in work hours

The respondents were asked the following question to indicate their preferred work hours:
“if you could choose your own number of work hours taking into account that your income
would change according to the number of hours: how many hours would you want to
work?”. If the number of preferred work hours was lower than the actual number of hours
employees worked, respondents are considered to prefer a reduction. The question is
comparable to the SOEP questionnaire and does not include a prior filter question about

level, were added (see Appendix, Table Al). Integrating this more detailed operationalization of occupations
led to around 90 occupational groups in the sample. Due to low case numbers within each occupational
category, the share of female employees was added based on information from the Microcensus. Results
between different operationalizations are comparable. Hence, the smaller impact off occupations does not
seem to be driven by the operationalization. Due to a rather small sample size in the all-parent sample, models
were reproduced with a larger sample that included all full-time employed men and women (Appendix, Table
Al).
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whether a reduction or increase of work hours was preferred. According to Rengers,
Bringmann & Holst (2017), the indication of a preference for reducing hours is lower in
studies that include a prior filter. Hence, the indication of preferences to reduce hours
might be higher in the used data set (45%) compared to other sources (e.g., Microcensus).
If parents preferred a reduction in work hours, they had to choose from a list of reasons
why. Combining information from those two questions, a categorical variable was built,
differentiating between employees with no preference for reduction, when employees did not
wish for a reduction or wanted to increase their work hours, and those with a preference for
reducing hours for family reasons, for leisure and self-care, or for decreasing stress and work-life
conflict.2 The variable was built based on a previous study by Abendroth & Pausch (2018)3,
who focused on fathers’ preferences for reducing their work hours.

4.2.4 Control variables

As work-hour adjustments are related to individual characteristics and the household
situation, it was controlled for age, age squared, marital status, whether children younger than
6 years were living in the household, tenure, and whether the partner was in gainful
employment (sample description in Table 2). For a robustness check, control variables on job
characteristics, such as supervisory position and whether employees engaged in overwork, were
also included. Because gendered sorting into work organizations and occupations as well
as decisions about working-time reductions should be influenced by gender norms,
individual gender ideology was considered as well.

4.3 Methods

To test assumptions on the relevance of gendered sorting into occupations and work
organizations for parental gender differences to their likelihood of reducing work hours,
linear probability models were estimated (Breen, Karlson & Holm 2018). The explanatory
power of occupations and work organizations was investigated by exploiting the hierarchical
structure of the data and estimating cross-classified multilevel models (Snijders & Bosker
2012). It is argued that individuals’ working-time adjustments are shaped by occupational
and work-organization contexts; therefore, it was accounted for occupations when
quantifying the relative impact of work organizations on parents’ work-hour reductions and
vice versa. However, work organizations and occupations are not strictly hierarchically
nested. Hence, in this type of models, employees are nested within groups of a two-way
cross-classification of occupations by work organizations. The models were built stepwise:
First, random intercept-only models accounting for employees’ clustering in occupations
and work organizations were estimated to disentangle the different variance components

2 Comparing the distribution of the preference-variable between panel respondents, work organization leavers
and dropouts who only participated in survey wave 1 shows equal patterns between groups. Except that panel
respondents are slightly less likely to wish for a reduction to reduce hours and mothers who wish to reduce
their work hours for family reasons are more likely to change employers. Therefore, gender differences and
the effect of work organizations on working-time adjustments might be underestimated due to employer
changes.

3 For an overview of characteristics of fathers with/without a preference to reduce hours, also see Abendroth &
Pausch (2018).
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in the reduction of work hours (variation due to occupational contexts/work
organizations/individual differences). Using the variance components, the intraclass
correlation coefficient (ICC) was calculated for each level. This indicator depicts the
proportion of the overall variation in the dependent variable that was due to differences
between occupations/work organizations/individuals. After gender was introduced in the
second model (Model 2), individual-level control variables were added in Model 3. Model 4
includes the share of female employees within occupations, and the share of female
employees within work organizations was added in Model 5. The models for all the
employees (Models 1 to 5) allow for analyzing the correlation between gender differences
in work-hour reductions and the context. Whether fathers’ and mothers’ working-time
reductions were differently affected by work contexts was examined by applying the same
procedure to all-fathers (Models 6 to 9) and all-mothers (Models 10 to13) samples.

5. Results

5.1 Gender differences in opportunities to reduce work hours

The boxplots in Figure 1 show the variation in occupational/work organizational averages
in mothers’ and fathers’ likelihood of reducing work hours. The figure indicates that in
some work organizations, none of the employees reduced their work hours, while in others,
more than 40% of the employees did so. Between occupations, the overall variation in work-
hour reductions was smaller, compared to work organizations, with a maximum of
approximately 33%. Comparing the distributions between mothers and fathers shows a
similar pattern for work organizations and occupations, mothers were in both contexts
more likely to reduce their work hours than fathers. Additional t-tests indicate that gender
differences in the mean values were significant on the work-organization and occupation
levels (results not shown). While the median of mothers’ reducing their working hours on
the level of work organizations was at 16.7%, it was 14.3% for fathers. This indicates that
fathers were on average less likely than mothers to reduce their work hours. The difference,
however, was rather small. Looking at the median of mothers and fathers reducing their
work hours on the occupation level, differences were more pronounced (20.5% mothers,
14% fathers). The boxplots show that the overall variation in working-time reductions was
greater among work organizations than among occupations. Hence, the figure reveals that
considering occupation alone does not paint the full picture of influences on parents’
working-time reductions.

5.2 Gender differences in opportunities to reduce work hours and sex
segregation

Table 3 presents the results of the cross-classified multilevel models, including
determinants on the occupation and work-organization levels. Firstly, the identified gender
differences in working-time reductions for full-time employed mothers and fathers are
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examined. Looking at Model 2, fathers’ likelihood to reduce their working hours was 12.9%
lower, compared to mothers. Interestingly, the effect for fathers does not change
significantly following the integration of individual preferences and small children (<6
years) in the household in Model 3. Hence, differences in the likelihood of reducing work
hours do not seem to be driven by gender differences in work-hour preferences.

Turning to the relevance of gendered sorting into occupations and work organizations
for differences in mothers’ and fathers’ possibilities to reduce their working hours, neither
the share of women in occupations (Model 4) nor the share of women in work organizations
(Model 5) seemed to influence employees’ likelihood of reducing work hours in the sample.
Hence, the findings do not support H1 and H2, which assumed that controlling for
employees sorting into female-dominated occupations (H1) and work organizations (H2)
would reduce the gender gap in parents’ likelihood of reducing their contracted work hours.
This findings were further supported when models were estimated for fathers (Models 8
and 9) and mothers (Models 12 and 13) separately: Neither mothers’ nor fathers’ likelihood
of adjusting their work hours was influenced by women’s representation in occupations or

work organizations*.

4 There was a negative effect of women'’s share of employees in the work organization on fathers’ working-time
reductions which indicates that fathers were less likely to reduce their work hours when more women were
in the work organization. However, the coefficient was only significant on the 10% level and was not robust
to different model specifications with a) additional control variables, and b) when a 2-hours threshold for
reductions is used (see Appendix, Table A2; A3).
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Figure I:  Variation in mothers’ and fathers’ likelihood of reducing contracted work hours
by work organization and occupation

°
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Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015; N: 1464.

The current analyses do not suggest that gendered sorting into occupations/work
organizations drives the gender gap in the reduction of working hours, however, looking at
the explanatory power of the individual-, occupational and work organizational level shows
that the work context shapes full-time employed workers’ possibilities for working-time
reductions, to some extent. Although, more than 90% of the variation in the likelihood of
full-time employed workers reduction of work hours was related to individual-level
differences (see Model 1; Ul Individual: 0.129%**; ICC Individual: 93.16%), work
organizations accounted for 5.33% (U3 WO: 0.007***; ICC WO: 5.33%) and occupations
for 1.51% (U2 OCC: 0.002***; ICC OCC: 1.51%). These findings further suggest that work
organizations were more relevant to employees’ working-time adjustments than
occupations. Adding individual-level covariates (Model 3) to the models, the between-level
variance of occupations (U2 OCC: 0.001***) and work organizations (U3 WO: 0.0087**%*)
stayed almost unchanged, as did the individual-level variance (U1 Individual: 0.124%*%%).
Hence, it does not seem to be the case that the variation on each of the levels was driven by
workforce composition.
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Table 3: Cross-classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted work hours

Overall

1) 29 3) @) 5)
Mothers (ref)
Fathers -0.1297  .0.1347"  .0.128™"  -0.145™
Age (cent) 0.018 0.018 0.020
Age (sq) 0.000  -0.000  -0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
Single (ref)
Couple (not married) 0.015 0.014 0.016
Married 0.015 0.015 0.016
Partner not Employed (ref)
Partner Employed -0.014 -0.014 -0.014
Children >= 6 (ref)
Children < 6 0.086™ 0.085™ 0.087"
No Reduction (ref)
Family Reasons -0.003 -0.004 -0.003
Leisure & Selfcare 0.047" 0.046" 0.045"
Stress & WLB 0.030 0.028 0.031
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC 0.045
Women in WO -0.055
Explained Variances
U3 WO 0.007" 0.008™"  0.008"  0.008""
U2 OCC 0.002"" 0.001"  0.001"" 0.000
U1 Individual 0.129™ 0.124™ 0.124™  0.125™
ICCWO 5.33% 5.89% 6.00% 6.01%
ICCOCC 1.51% 0.8 5% 0.73% 0.11%
ICC Both (WO+0OCC) 6.84% 6.74% 6.73% 6.12%
ICC Individual 93.16% 93.70% 93.26% 93.27% 93.88%
AIC 1231.231 1202.128 1201.353  1202.735 1203.927
BIC 1252.387 1228.572 1280.687 1287.358  1288.55
Log Likelihood -611.616 -596.064 -585.677  -585.368  -585.964
-2 * Log Likelihood -1223.23  -1192.13  -1171.35 -1170.74  -1171.93
Degrees of Freedom 4 5 15 16 16

Observations 1464
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Table 3: Cross-classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted work hours

(continued)
Fathers
(6) 7) ®) )
Mothers (ref)
Fathers
Age (cent) 0.047" 0.047" 0.049"
Age (sq) -0.001" -0.001" -0.001"*
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
Single (ref)
Couple (not married) -0.030 -0.031 -0.032
Married -0.051 -0.051 -0.056
Partner not Employed (ref)
Partner Employed -0.015 -0.016 -0.013
Children >= 6 (ref)
Children < 6 0.020 0.020 0.022
No Reduction (ref)
Family Reasons -0.010 -0.010 -0.010
Leisure & Selfcare 0.034 0.034 0.033
Stress & WLB 0.059 0.058 0.057
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC 0.031
Women in WO -0.115*
Explained Variances
U3 WO 0.008™" 0.008™" 0.009™" 0.008™"
U2 0CC 0.002" 0.002"" 0.002" 0.002""
U1 Individual 0.103" 0.101" 0.101"* 0.101"
ICCWO 7.27% 7.62% 6.70% 6.70%
ICCOCC 1.59% 1.45% 1.38% 1.76%
ICC Both (WO+0OCC) 8.87 9.06 9.07% 8.75%
ICC Individual 91.13% 90.94% 90.97% 90.97%
AIC 664.9171 671.9511 673.7064 670.9731
BIC 684.7395 741.3294 748.0403 745.307
Log Likelihood 328.459 -321.976 -321.853 -320.487
-2 * Log Likelihood 656.92 -643.95 -643.71 -640.97
Degrees of Freedom 4 14 15 15
Observations 1049
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Table 3: Cross-classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted work hours

(continued)
Mothers
(10) (11) (12) (13)
Mothers (ref)
Fathers
Age (cent) 0.016 0.015 0.017
Age (sq) -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.001 -0.001 -0.000
Single (ref)
Couple (not married) 0.029 0.028 0.033
Married 0.068 0.069 0.073
Partner not Employed (ref)
Partner Employed -0.042 -0.043 -0.043
Children >= 6 (ref)
Children < 6 0.354™ 0.353" 0.359™
No Reduction (ref)
Family Reasons 0.006 0.004 0.007
Leisure & Selfcare 0.041 0.037 0.041
Stress & WLB -0.013 -0.022 -0.016
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC 0.077
Women in WO 0.101
Explained Variances
U3 wo 0.014™ 0.011 0.011 0.011
U2 0CC 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
U1 Individual 0.175"" 0.163 0.163 0.163
ICCWO 7.37% 6.42% 6.22% 6.10%
ICCOCC 0.4% - - -
ICC Both (WO+0OCC) 7.37% 6.42% 6.22% 6.12%
ICC Individual 92.63% 93.58% 93.78% 93.88%
AIC 489.4912 470.9312 472.3667 471.9324
BIC 505.6043 515.2423 520.7061 520.2717
Log Likelihood -240.746 -224.466 -224.183 -223.966
-2 * Log Likelihood -481.49 -448.93 -448.37 -447.93
Degrees of Freedom 4 14 15 15
Observations 415

Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015; + p < 0.10, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001; c model 2 cannot
be reproduced in all fathers/all mothers sample; WO = Work Organization; OCC = Occupation; ICC: Intraclass
Correlation Coefficient; proportion explained by level: e.g. ((Modl: ( 0.0073543%** [ (0.0073543%**
+0.0020777%%* +0.1285215%** )) =5.33%.
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Interestingly, the residual variance terms also remained unchanged after the
integration of the share of female employees on the occupation level (Model 3: 0.001%*%;
Model 4: 001%**) and work-organization level (Model 3: 0.008***; Model 4: 0.008%**%).
Performing likelihood-ratio tests between Model 3 and Models 4 and 5 further indicate that
neither the introduction of the share of female employees in occupations (Model 4) nor the
share of female employees in work organizations (Model 5) increased the models’
explanatory power. Again, highlighting that differences in the gender composition between
occupations/work organizations does not seem to play a role for full-time employed
workers’ possibilities to reduce their working hours when staying with the same employer.
Once again, results were supported, and even more pronounced, in the separate models for
mothers and fathers: The clustering in work organizations accounted for approximately
7.27% of the variation in fathers’ likelihood of reducing contracted work hours (Model 6).
Within the group of mothers, the affiliation with work organizations even accounted for
7.37% (Model 10) and the integration of sorting indicators did not influence the explanatory
power.

Lastly, the overall results remained stable when alternative model specifications with a)
additional control variables, and b) a 2-hours threshold for reductions were applied (see
Appendix, Table A2; A3).

6. Discussion

Despite the growing relevance of intensive fathering in the public debate and fathers’
increased desire to reduce their work hours, it is still mainly mothers who use flexible work
arrangements, such as reduced work hours, to manage conflicting demands from paid
employment and their private responsibilities. This paper aimed to contribute to the
understanding of persisting gender differences in the reduction of work hours, focusing on
full-time employed parents’ work context (occupations/work organizations) staying within
the same work organization. Relying on economic and sociological explanations for
occupational gender segregation as well as theories of gendered organizations and relational
inequality, it was argued that working-time reductions are also influenced by normative
barriers in occupations and work organizations. More specifically, it was assumed that
mothers’ sorting into work contexts with lower work-hour norms and fathers’ sorting into
contexts with a pronounced norm to work full-time contributes to gender differences in
parents’ potential to reduce their work hours.

The results show that full-time employed mothers staying with the same employer are
more likely than fathers to reduce their contracted work hours. For these full-time employed
parents, results further suggest that gender differences in working-time reductions are, in
contrast to the derived hypotheses, not shaped by their sorting into different work contexts
(occupations/work organizations). Moreover, findings indicate that parents’ potential to
reduce work hours is to a great extent shaped by individual differences, whereas affiliation
with occupations or work organizations do play a smaller role. Work organizations are,
however, more influential for individual working-time adjustments than occupations. This
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was the case for both, full-time working mothers, and fathers staying with the same
employer in the sample.

The results of this study confirm previous research on gender differences in the
reduction of working hours, indicating that working-time adjustments are a common
strategy for mothers to reconcile work and family demands (Young & Schiemann 2014).
Moreover, this article contributes to the literature by examining how parents’ sorting into
occupations and work organizations relate to gender differences in their ability to achieve
reductions in work hours. Although previous research finds that gender segregation on the
labor market explains gender differences in overall work hours (Damelang & Ebensperger
2020), the findings on working-time reductions are rather mixed (Althaber & Leuze 2020;
Sopp &Wagner 2016). For the full-time employed parents who stayed with the same
employer, the current study does not support the idea that their previous sorting into work
contexts (occupations/work organizations) shapes differences in mothers’ and fathers’
potential to reduce their work hours. For this group of parents, the findings indicate that
gender differences in work-hour reductions seem to be more responsive to broader societal
gender norms. Fathers’ lower likelihood of adjusting their work hours, regardless of their
affiliation with occupations or work organizations, might be explained by societal beliefs
about fathers as primary breadwinners. It may also reflect their need to comply with the
ideal worker norm, characterized by full-time employment and undivided attention to their
job. In contrast, mothers’ reduction in work hours seems to be in line with their role as
primary caregivers, an accepted strategy to reconcile work and family. Moreover, mothers
may lack any options other than to reduce their work hours due to restricted opportunities
to outsource personal duties that are still perceived as their responsibility.

The findings are stable, even when accounting for parents’ preferences to reduce their
work hours. Hence, results suggest that fathers’ lower likelihood to reduce working hours
is neither related to their lower preference for a reduction, nor does it seem to be the case
that traditional fathers, following the ideal of the male breadwinner, sort into time intensive
jobs without developing preferences for reducing work hours. This is in line with
Abendroth’s and Pausch’s (2018) result that fathers’ preference for reducing work hours
rather develops when they are confronted with pronounced high work demands than in
response to work organization norms. These results point to the prescriptive effects of
traditional gender norms on parents’ labor-market decisions and the path dependency
following fathers’ selection into working-time regimes, which leaves little room for
adjustments when work pressures are high.

Although gendered sorting into work organizations did not explain gender differences
in parents’ work-hour reductions in the analyses as expected, the findings suggest that work
organizations do have the power to shape parents’ options for working-time reductions.
Previous research points towards the role of regulated organizational practices for work-life
balance (formal rules on flexible work / telework; flexible work arrangements available to
all employees) as well as a weak ideal worker norm for shorter working hours among fathers
(Bernhardt & Biinning 2018). Future research could further investigate whether
organizational rules and practices regarding the reconciliation of work and private life affect
employees’ possibilities for working time adjustments, as well.

This study focusses on possibilities and constraints for working time adjustments
within work organizations and occupations. Therefore, analyses do not account for
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alternative strategies to adjust work hours outside of the work organization or occupation.
Some employees might be forced to change occupations or employer if they want to reduce
their working hours but cannot realize this in their current work context (Seifert et al. 2016).
Future research could investigate when these alternative strategies need to be utilized and
whether they are specifically relevant for certain types of occupations/work organizations,
or certain types of employees who are not given the possibility to realize working-time
reductions in their current work context (e.g., employees in low-status jobs might sort out
of their occupation/work organization for realizing a reduction in working hours). While
employer changes have been shown effective for realizing reductions in working hours, the
findings on occupational changes are mixed (Boheim & Taylor 2004; Seifert et al. 2016).
Although the revolving-door argument (Jacobs 1989) suggests that especially mothers might
leave male-typed occupations in order to realize a reduction, recent research indicates that
selection processes likely happen when women enter male-typed occupations but not
afterwards: women occupying leadership positions in male-typed occupations have been
shown to not be more likely to leave those positions, compared to men (Malin & Wise 2018).

The analyses also had shortcomings. It was not possible to fully disentangle different
mechanisms leading to actual reductions in work hours: Changes in work hours could
result from negotiations between employees and supervisors, or they could be driven by
employers’ preferences for flexible staff deployment. In contrast, it is not clear whether
employees not reducing their hours did not ask for a reduction or whether the claimed
reduction was not granted. The sample only included large work organizations with at least
500 employees. Research indicates that preferred adjustments in work hours are more likely
to be realized in small work organizations (with up to 20 employees; Seifert et al. 2016).
This could cause overestimation of gender differences in working-time adjustments
because mothers and fathers are both better able to align their work hours with their
preferences in small work organizations. Despite these shortcomings, this study makes a
relevant contribution to organizational research on working-time reductions by jointly
examining two factors that have previously been shown to influence employees’ absolute
working-times: occupations and work organizations.

Concluding, the persistent differences in mothers’ and fathers’ reduction in work hours
constitute a hindrance to reaching gender equality. Because part-time work is linked to
lower wages and hampers access to positions of power in work organizations, women
reducing their hours in the phase of family formation are disadvantaged in their
employment outcomes. Gender differences in parents’ employment patterns cause not only
inequalities in direct employment outcomes (i.e., wages and authority) but also long-term
consequences, such as women'’s higher risk of old-age poverty. While in the current study,
gender segregation did not contribute to gender differences in this study, the findings
indicate that work organizations do play a role in shaping parents’ potential to reduce their
work hours. Therefore, work organizations should further promote all employees’ use of
flexible working-time arrangements for men and women to both feel entitled to flexibly
adjust their work schedules in line with their individual needs and preferences (Schrenker
& Zucco 2020). Research also points to the relevance of managers’ work hours to setting
norms in work organizations (Bond et al. 2002; Lewis 2003). Empowering employees in
management positions to adjust their hours, when preferred, could further dismantle
negative stereotypes related to working-time reductions for personal reasons.



658

Acknowledgments

The research was funded by the German Science Foundation as a part of the project
,Organizational Inequalities and Interdependencies between Capabilities in Work and
Personal Life: A Study of Employees in Different Work Organizations, grant number
373090005.

References

Abendroth, A.-K., Melzer, S.M., Jacobebbinghaus, P. & Schlechter, F. (2014).
Methodological report employee and partner surveys of the linked employer-employee
panel (LEEP-B3) in project B3: Interactions between capabilities in work and private
life: A study of employees in different work organizations. SFB 882 Technical Report
Series, 12. Bielefeld, Germany: DFG Research Center (SFB).

Abendroth, A.-K. & Diewald, M. (2019). Auswirkungen von Teleheimarbeit auf
geschlechtsspezifische Einkommensungleichheiten in Arbeitsorganisationen. Die
Bedeutung unterschiedlicher Umsetzungsformen. Kélner Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie und
Sozialpsychologie, 71, 1, 81-109.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11577-019-00614-w

Abendroth, A.-K. & Pausch, S. (2018). German fathers and their preferences for shorter
working hours for family reasons. Community, Work & Family, 21, 4, 463-481.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2017.1356805

Achatz, J. (2018). Berufliche Geschlechtersegregation. In: Abraham, M. & Hinz, T. (Eds.),
Arbeitsmarktsoziologie. Probleme, Theorien, empirische Befunde, Wiesbaden: Springer VS,
389-435.

Acker, J. (1990). Hierarchies, jobs, bodies: A theory of gendered organizations. Gender &
Society, 4, 2, 139-158.
https://doi.org/10.1177/089124390004002002

Acker, J. (2006). Inequality regimes: Gender, class, and race in organizations. Gender and
Society, 20, 441-64.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243206289499

Alemann, A., Beaufajs, S. & Oechsle, M. (2017). Aktive Vaterschaft in Organisationen.
Anspruchsbewusstsein und verborgene Regeln in Unternehmenskulturen. Zeitschrift
fiir Familienforschung, 29, 1, 72-89.
https://doi.org/10.3224/z{f.v29i1.04

Althaber, A. & Leuze, K. (2020). Der Einfluss der beruflichen Geschlechtersegregation und
beruflicher Arbeitszeitarrangements auf Teilzeitarbeit. Kélner Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie,
72, 317-349.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11577-020-00666-3

Bichmann, A.-C., Frodermann, C. & Miiller, D. (2020). Does the firm make the difference?
The influence of organizational family-friendly arrangements on the duration of
employment interruptions after childbirth. European Sociological Review, 36, 5, 798-813.
https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcaa016


https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2017.1356805
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F089124390004002002
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0891243206289499

659

Bichmann, A.-C., Frodermann, C., Grunow, D., Hagen, M. & Miiller, D. (2020). Family
friendly organizational arrangements - anything but “a fuss” (over nothing)! Niirnberg:
IABForum.

Baron, J.N. & Bielby, W.T. (1985). Organizational barriers to gender equality: Sex
segregation of jobs and opportunities. In: Rossi, A.S. (Ed.), Gender and the Life Course.
New York: Aldine, 233-251.

Becker, G. (1964). Human capital: A theoretical and empirical analysis, with special reference to
education. New York: National Bureau of Economic Research.

Beile, J. & Jahnz, S. (2007). Work-Life Balance in der Unternehmenspraxis.
Sozialwissenschaften und Berufspraxis, 30, 85-102.

Bernard, S. & Correll, J.C. (2010). Normative discrimination and the motherhood penalty.
Gender and Society, 24, 5, 616-646.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243210383142

Bernhardt, J. & Biinning, M. (2018). Arbeitszeiten von Vitern: Welche Rolle spielen
betriebskulturelle und betriebsstrukturelle Rahmenbedingungen? ZfF, 1, 49-71.
https://doi.org/10.3224/z{f.¥v29i1.03

Bielby, W.T. & Baron, J.N. (1984). The organization of work in a segmented economy.
American Sociological Review, 49, 454-473.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2095462

Bielby, W.T. & Baron, J.N. (1986). Men and women at work: Sex segregation and statistical
discrimination. American Journal of Sociology, 91, 4, 759-799.
https://doi.org/10.1086/228350

Biernat, M., Tocci, M.]. & Williams, J.C. (2012). The language of performance evaluations:
gender-based shifts in content and consistency of judgment. Social Psychological and
Personality Science, 3, 2, 186-192.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550611415693

Blair-Loy, M. (2003). Competing devotions: career and family among women executives.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Blau, F.D. & Kahn, L.M. (2017). The gender wage gap: Extent, trends, and explanations.
Journal of Economic Literature, 55, 3, 789-865.
https://doi.org/10.1257/jel.20160995

Boheim, R. & Taylor, M.P. (2004). Actual and preferred working hours. British Journal of
Industrial Relations, 42, 1, 149-166.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8543.2004.00308.x

Bond, S., Hyman, J., Summers, J. & Wise, S. (2002). Family friendly working? Putting policy
into practice. York, UK: Joseph Rowntree Foundation.

Breen, R., Karlson, K.B., & Holm A. (2018). Interpreting and understanding logits, probits,
and other nonlinear probability models. Annual Review of Sociology, 44, 39-54.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-soc-073117-041429

Bruns, B. (2019). Changes in workplace heterogeneity and how they widen the gender wage
gap. American Economic Journal: Applied Economics, 11, 2, 74-113.
https://doi.org/10.1257 /app.20160664

Bryan, M.L. (2007). Workers, workplaces and working hours. British Journal of Industrial
Relations, 45, 4, 735-759.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8543.2007.00647 .


https://doi.org/10.3224/zff.v29i1.03
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.2307%2F2095462
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1086/228350
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1948550611415693
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1111%2Fj.1467-8543.2007.00647.x

660

Biinning, M. (2015). What happens after the ‘Daddy Months’? Fathers’ involvement in paid
work, childcare, and housework after taking parental leave in Germany. European
Sociological Review, 31, 6, 738-748.
https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcv072

Busch, A. (2013). Der Einfluss der beruflichen Geschlechtersegregation auf den ‘Gender
Pay Gap’. Kélner Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie und Sozialpsychologie, 65, 2, 301-38.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11577-013-0201-1

Card, D., Cardoso, A.R. & Kline, P. (2016). Bargaining, sorting, and the gender wage gap:
quantifying the impact of firms on the relative pay of women. The Quarterly Journal of
Economics, 131, 2, 633-686.
https://doi.org/10.3386/w21403

Carney, T. & Junor, A. (2014). How do occupational norms shape mothers’ career and
caring options? Journal of Industrial Relations, 56, 4, 465-487.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022185614538442

Cha, Y. (2013). Overwork and the persistence of gender segregation in occupations. Gender
& Society, 27, 2, 158-184.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243212470510

Cha, Y. & Weeden, K.A. (2014). Overwork and the slow convergence in the gender gap in
wages. American Sociological Review, 79, 3, 457-484.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122414528936

Clarkberg, M. & Moen, P. (2001). Understanding the time-squeeze: Married couples’
preferred and actual work-hour strategies. American Behavioral Scientist, 44, 7, 1115—
1136.
https:/ /doi.org/10.1177/0002764201044007005

Correll, S.J., Benard, S. & Paik, I. (2007). Getting a job: Is there a motherhood penalty?
American Journal of Sociology, 112, 5, 1297-1338.
https://doi.org/10.1086/511799

Damelang, A. & Ebensperger, S. (2020). Gender composition of occupations and
occupational characteristics: Explaining their true relationship by using longitudinal
data. Social Science Research, 86, online first.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2019.102394

Den Dulk, L. (2001). Work-family arrangements in organisations. A cross-national study in the
Netherlands, Italy, the United Kingdom and Sweden. Amsterdam: Rozenberg.

[DESTATIS] Federal Statistical Office of Germany (2019). Eltern die Teilzeit Arbeiten.
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Arbeit/Arbeitsmarkt/Qualitaet-
Arbeit/Dimension-3/eltern-teilzeitarbeit.html [retrieved March 18, 2020].

Diewald, M., Schunck, R., Abendroth, A.-K., Melzer, S., Pausch, S., Reimann, M.,
Adernach, B. & Jacobebbinghaus, P. (2014). The SFB882-B3 linked employer—-employee
panel survey (LEEP-B3). Schmoller’s Jahrbuch, 134, 3, 379-89.
https://doi.org/10.3790/schm.134.3.379

Duvander, A.Z. & Jans, A.C. (2009). Consequences of fathers’ parental leave use. Evidence
from Sweden. Finnish  Yearbook of Population Research, 44, 49-62.
https://doi.org/10.23979/fypr.45044

Ely, R.J. & Meyerson, D.E. (2010). An organizational approach to undoing gender: The
unlikely case of offshore oil platforms. Research in Organizational Behavior, 30, 3-34.


https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcv072
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1007%2Fs11577-013-0201-1
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0022185614538442
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0891243212470510
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0003122414528936
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764201044007005
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1086%2F511799
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/0049089X/86/supp/C
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2019.102394
https://doi.org/10.3790/schm.134.3.379

661

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.riob.2010.09.002

Epstein, C.F., Seron, C., Oglensky, B. & Saute, R. (1999). The part-time paradox: Time norms,
professional lives, family and gender. New York: Routledge.

Fagan, C. (2004). Gender and working time in industrialized countries. In: Messenger, J.
(Ed.), Working time and workers’ preferences in industrialized countries: Finding the balance.
London: Routledge, 108-146.

Filer, R.K. (1985). Male-female wage differences: The importance of compensating
differentials. Industrial and Labor Relations Review, 38, 3, 426-437.
https://doi.org/10.1177/001979398503800309

Fuller, S. (2017). Segregation across workplaces and the motherhood wage gap: Why do
mothers work in low-wage establishments? Social Forces, 96, 4, 1443-1476.
https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/sox087

Fuller, S. & Hirsh, C.E. (2018). “Family friendly” jobs and motherhood pay penalties: The
impact of flexible work arrangements across the educational spectrum. Work and
Occupations, 46, 1, 3-44.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0730888418771116

Gangl, M. & Ziefle, A. (2009). Motherhood, labor force behavior, and women’s careers: An
empirical assessment of the wage penalty for motherhood in Britain, Germany, and the
United States. Demography, 46, 2, 341-354.
https://doi.org/10.1353/dem.0.0056

Geisler, E. & Kreyenfeld, M. (2011). Against all odds: Fathers’ use of parental leave in
Germany. Journal of European Social Policy, 21, 1, 88-99.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0958928710385732

Gmiir, M. (2004). Was ist ein ,idealer Manager’ und was eine ,ideale Managerin‘?
Geschlechtsrollenstereotypen und ihre Bedeutung fiir die Eignungsbeurteilung von
Minnern und Frauen in Fiithrungspositionen. Zeitschrift fiir Personalforschung, 18, 4,
396-417.
https://doi.org/10.1177/239700220401800402

Goldin, C. (2014). A grand gender convergence: Its last chapter. American Economic Review,
104, 4, 1091-1119.
https://doi.org/10.1257 /aer.104.4.1091

Granato, N. (2017). The gender gap in workplace authority: Labor market segregation and
occupational opportunity structures. Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie, 46, 3, 185-200.
https://doi.org/10.1515/zfs02-2017-1011

Grunow, D. Schulz, F. & Blossfeld, H.P. (2012). What determines change in the division of
housework over the course of marriage? International Sociology, 27, 3, 289-307.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0268580911423056

Grunow, D. (2013). Zwei Schritte vor, eineinhalb Schritte zuriick. Geschlechtsspezifische
Arbeitsteilung und Sozialisation aus Perspektive des Lebensverlaufs. Zeitschrifi fiir
Soziologie der Erziehung und Sozialisation, 4, 384-398.

Harnisch, M., Miiller, K.U. & Neumann, M. (2018). Teilzeitbeschiftigte wiirden gerne
mehr Stunden arbeiten, Vollzeitbeschiftigte lieber reduzieren. DIW Wochenbericht, 38.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.riob.2010.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F001979398503800309
https://doi.org/10.1093/sf/sox087
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0730888418771116
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353%2Fdem.0.0056
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F239700220401800402
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.4.1091
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0268580911423056

662

Hipp, L., Bernhardt, J. & Allmendinger, J. (2015). Institutions and the prevalence of
nonstandard employment. Socio-Economic Review, 13, 2, 351-37.
https://doi.org/10.1093/ser/ mwv002

Hipp, L. & Stuth, S. (2013). Management und Teilzeit? — Eine empirische Analyse zur
Verbreitung von Teilzeitarbeit unter Managerinnen und Managern in Europa. Kélner
Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie, 65, 1, 101-12.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11577-013-0193-x

Hobson, B. & Fahlén, S. (2009). Competing scenarios for European fathers: Applying Sen's
capabilities and agency framework to work—family balance. ANNALS of the American
Academy of Political and Social Science, 624, 1, 214-233.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716209334435

Horrell, S. & Rubery, J. (1991). Gender and working time: an analysis of employers’
working-time policies. Cambridge Journal of Economics, 15, 4, 373-391.
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.cje.a035179

Huffman, M.L. & Cohen, P.N. (2004). Occupational segregation and the gender gap in
workplace authority: National versus local labor markets. Sociological Forum, 19, 1, 121-
147.
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:SOF0.0000019650.97510.de

Jacobebbinghaus, P., Seth, S., Diewald, M., Schunck, R., Abendroth, A.-K., Melzer, S.M.,
Pausch, S., Reimann, M. & Andernach, B. (2015). Linking LEEP-B3 Survey Data with
Administrative IAB Data. SFB 882 Technical Report Series, 21.

Jacobs, J. A. (1989). Revolving doors: Sex segregation and women's careers. Stanford, CA:
Stanford University Press.

Kreyenfeld, M. and Geisler, E. (2006). Miittererwerbstitigkeit in Ost- und Westdeutschland.
Eine Analyse mit den Mikrozensen 1991-2002. Zeitschrift Fiir Familienforschung, 18,
333-357.

Kiihhirt, M. (2012). Childbirth and the long-term division of labour within couples: How do
substitution, bargaining power, and norms affect parents’ time allocation in West
Germany? European Sociological Review, 28, 5, 565-582.
https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcr026

Leitner, S., Ostner, I. & Schratzenstaller, M. (2004). Was kommt nach dem Erndhrermodell?
Sozialpolitik zwischen Re-Kommodifizierung und Re- Familialisierung. In: Leitner, S.,
Ostner, I. & Schratzenstaller, M. (Eds.), Wohlfahrtsstaat und Geschlechterverhiltnis im
Umbruch — Was kommt nach dem Ernihrermodell. Opladen: Springer, 9-27.

Leuze, K. & StrauR, S. (2016). Why do occupations dominated by women pay less? How
‘female-typical’ work tasks and working-time arrangements affect the gender wage gap
among higher education graduates. Gender & Employment, 30, 5, 802-820.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0950017015624402

Lewis, S. (2003). Flexible working arrangements: implementation, outcomes, and
management. International Review of Industrial and Organizational Psychology, 18, 1-28.
https:/ /doi.org/10.1002/0470013346

Lewis, J., Campbell, M. & Huerta, C. (2008). Patterns of paid and unpaid work in Western
Europe: Gender, commodification, preferences and the implications for policy. Journal
of European Social Policy, 18, 1, 21-37.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0958928707084450


https://doi.org/10.1093/ser/mwv002
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1007%2Fs11577-013-0193-x
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0002716209334435
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.cje.a035179
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:SOFO.0000019650.97510.de
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0950017015624402
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0958928707084450

663

Lott, Y. & Klenner, C. (2018). Are the ideal worker and ideal parent norms about to change?
The acceptance of part-time and parental leave at German workplaces. Community,
Work € Family, 21, 5, 564-580.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2018.1526775

Lott, Y. & Abendroth, A.-K. (2019). The non-use of telework in an ideal worker culture: why
women perceive more cultural barriers. Community, Work & Family, 23, 5, 593-611.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2020.1817726

Ludsteck, J. (2014). The impact of segregation and sorting on gender wage gap: Evidence
from German linked longitudinal employer employee data. International Labor Review,
67,2, 362-394.
https://doi.org/10.1177/001979391406700204

Malin, L. (2020). The role of occupational segregation for gender specific employment
patterns. In: West Germany, Beitrige zur Jahrestagung des Vereins fiir Sozialpolitik
2020: Gender Economics, ZBW - Leibniz Information Centre for Economics: Kiel,
Hamburg.

Malin, L. & Wise, R. (2018). Glass ceilings, glass escalators and revolving doors. In:
Ritschard, G. & Studer, M (Eds.), Sequence analysis and related approaches. Life course
research and social policies. Cham, Switzerland: Springer, 49-68.

Minotte, K.L., Cook, A. & Minotte, M.C. (2010). Occupation and industry sex segregation,
gender, and workplace support: The use of flexible scheduling policies. Journal of Family
Issues, 31, 5, 656-680.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X09348593

Oberndorfer, R. & Rost, H. (2005). Neue Viter - Anspruch und Realitit. Journal of Family
Research, 17, 1, 50-65.

Padavic, I. & Reskin, B.F. (2002). Women and men at work. Thousand Oaks, CA: Pine Forge
Press.

Polachek, S. (1981). Occupational self-selection: a human capital approach to sex differences
in occupational structure. Review of Economics and Statistics, 63, 1, 60-69.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1924218

Pollmann-Schult, M. (2008). Familiengriindung und gewtinschter Erwerbsumfang von
Minnern: Eine Lingsschnittanalyse fiir die alten Bundeslinder. Zeitschrifi fiir
Soziologie, 37, 6, 498-515.
https://doi.org/10.1515/zfs0z-2008-0605

Pollmann-Schult, M. & Reynolds, J. (2017). The work and wishes of fathers: Actual and
preferred work hours among German fathers. European Sociological Review, 33, 6, 823-
838.
https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcx079

Rengers, M., Bringmann, J. & Holst, E. (2017). Arbeitszeiten und Arbeitszeitwiinsche:
Unterschiede zwischen Mikrozensus und SOEP. WISTA, 4, 11-44.

Reskin, B. (1993). Sex segregation in the workplace. Annual Review of Sociology, 19, 241-270.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.s0.19.080193.001325

Ridgeway, C.L. & Correll, S.J. (2004). Unpacking the gender system: A theoretical
perspective on gender beliefs and social relations. Gender & Society, 18, 4, 510-531.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243204265269


https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2018.1526775
https://doi.org/10.1515/zfsoz-2008-0605
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.so.19.080193.001325

664

Rosenfeld, R.A. & Birkelund, G.E. (1995). Women’s part-time work: A cross-national
comparison. European Sociological Review, 11, 2, 111-134.
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.esr.a036352

Rosenfeld, R.A., Trappe, H., Gornick J.C. (2004). Gender and work in Germany. Before and
after reunification. Annual Review of Sociology, 30, 103-124.
https://doi.org /10.1146/annurev.soc.30.012703.110531

Rudman, L.A. & Mescher, K. (2013). Penalizing men who request a family leave: Is
flexibility stigma a femininity stigma? Journal of Social Issues, 69, 2, 322-340.
https://doi.org/10.1111/josi.12017

Schrenker, A. & Zucco, A. (2020). Gender Pay Gap steigt ab dem Alter von 30 Jahren stark
an. DIW Wochenbericht, 87, 10, 137-145.
https://doi.org/10.18723/diw_wb:2020-10-2

Sen, A. (1992). Inequality reexamined. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Seifert, H., Holst, E., Matiaske, W. & Tobsch, V. (2016). Arbeitszeitwiinsche und ihre
kurzfristige Realisierung. WSI Mitteilungen, 4, 300-308.

Snijders, T. & Bosker, R. (2012). Multilevel Analysis: An Introduction to Basic and Applied
Muiltilevel Analysis (2nd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Sopp, P. & Wagner, A. (2017). Vertragliche, tatsichliche und gewiinschte Arbeitszeiten.
SOEPpapers, 909.

StataCorp. (2013). Stata 13 Base Reference Manual. College Station, TX: Stata Press.

Thornthwaite, L. (2004). Working time and work—family balance: A review of employees’
preferences. Asia Pacific Journal of Human Resources, 42, 2, 166-184.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1038411104045360

Tomaskovic-Devey, D. & Avent-Holt, D. (2019). Relational inequalities: An organizational
approach. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Van Echtelt, P.E., Glebeek, A.C. & Lindberg, S.M. (2006). The new lumpiness of work:
explaining the mismatch between actual and preferred working hours. Work,
Employment and Society, 20, 3, 493-512.
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0950017006066998

Van der Lippe, T. (2001). The effect of individual and institutional constraints on hours of
paid work of women: an international comparison. In: Van der Lippe, T. & Van Dijk, L.
(Eds.), Women’s employment in a comparative perspective. New York: Aldine de Gruyter,
221-243.

Wanger, S. (2011): Ungenutzte Potenziale in der Teilzeit: Viele Frauen wiirden gerne linger
arbeiten. IAB-Kurzbericht, 09.

West, C. & Zimmerman, D H. (1987). Doing gender. Gender & Society, 1, 2, 125-151.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243287001002002

Williams, J.C. (2000). Unbending gender. New York: Oxford University Press.

Williams, J.C., Blair-Loy, M. & Berdahl, J.L. (2013). Cultural schemas, social class, and the
flexibility stigma. Journal of Social Issues, 69, 2, 209-234.
https://doi.org/10.1111/josi.12012

Wrohlich, K. (2017). Gender pay gap varies greatly by occupation. DIW Economic Bulletin,
7,43, 429-43.


https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.esr.a036352
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1111%2Fjosi.12017
https://doi.org/10.18723/diw_wb:2020-10-2
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1038411104045360
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0891243287001002002
https://doi.org/10.1111/josi.12012

665

Young, M. & Schiemann, S. (2018). Scaling back and finding flexibility: Gender differences
in parents’ strategies to manage work—family conflict. Journal of Marriage and Family,
80, 1, 99-118.
https://doi.org/10.1111/jomf.12435

Zerle-Elsifer, C. & Li, X. (2017). Viter im Familienalltag — Determinanten einer aktiven
Vaterschaft. Journal of Family Research, 29, 1, 11-31.
https://doi.org/10.3224/z{f.v29i1.01



666

Appendix

Table A.1: Sensitivity analyses: Gender differences full-time men & women with different operationalizations

of occupations

ISCO-2 digit; female share based on Sample
(1) (2) €) (4) (5)

Mothers (ref)

Fathers -0.073""  -0.073""  -0.066"" -0.078™"
Age (cent) -0.009 -0.009 -0.009
Age (sq) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
Single (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Couple (not married) 0.010 0.010 0.008
Married 0.026 0.027 0.024
Partner not Employed (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Partner Employed -0.031 -0.032 -0.029
Children >= 6 (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Children < 6 0.078"*  0.078"*  0.078"
No Reduction (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Family Reasons 0.006 0.005 0.006
Leisure & Selfcare 0.038" 0.037" 0.038"
Stress & WLB -0.009 -0.009 -0.009
Sorting Indicators

Women in OCC 0.080

Women in WO -0.055
Explained Variances

U3 wo 0.007""  0.007  0.008™"  0.009""  0.008""
U2 0CC 0.002°"  0.002""  0.0017"  0.001""  0.002""
U1 Individual 0.126™  0.125""  0.123""  0.123""  0.123"
AIC 1751.271 1737.94 1731.628 1731.02 1736.203
BIC 1773.962 1766.304 1816.719 1821.784 1826.967
Log Likelihood -871.636  -863.97  -850.814 -849.510 -852.102
-2* Log Likelihood -1743.27  -1727.94 -1701.63 -1699.02 -1704.20
Degrees of Freedom 4 5 15 16 16

Observations 2149
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Table A.1: Sensitivity analyses: Gender differences full-time men & women with different operationalizations

of occupations (continued)

KLDB-3 digit; female share based on Microcensus

(6) 7) ®) ) (10)
Mothers (ref)
Fathers -0.079™*  -0.080"  -0.071""  -0.083""
Age (cent) 0.009  -0.009  -0.009
Age (sq) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
Single (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Couple (not married) 0.012 0.012 0.011
Married 0.028 0.029 0.027
Partner not Employed (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Partner Employed -0.033 -0.034 -0.032
Children >= 6 (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Children <6 0.077"  0.078""  0.077""
No Reduction (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Family Reasons 0.005 0.004 0.005
Leisure & Selfcare 0.037" 0.037" 0.037"
Stress & WLB 0.010 0.009 0.010
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC 0.047
Women in WO -0.031
Explained Variances
U3 wo 0.008"*  0.008"" 0.009""  0.009
U2 0CC 0.001"  0.001"" ’ 0.000”"  0.001"*
U1 Individual 0.127°"  0.126™"  0.124™  0.124™  0.124"™
AIC 1758.475 1740.711 1734.438 1730.696  1736.203
BIC 1781.166 1769.075 1819.529 1821.46  1826.967
Log Likelihood -875.238  -865.356  -852.219  -849.348  -852.102
-2* Log Likelihood -1750.48  -173071  -1704.44  -1698.7  -1704.20
Degrees of Freedom 4 5 15 16 16
Observations 2149

Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015 + p < 0.10, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001; WO = Work
Organization; OCC = Occupation; because of low case numbers in all parent-sample, analyses based on all full-
time male and female employees; differences in father-coefficients between Models 3 and 4 as well as 8 and 9 not

significant.
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Table A.2: Cross classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted working hours (additional control
variables)
Overall Fathers Mothers
1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9)

Mothers
Fathers -0.147 -0.155™ -0.140™
Age (cent) 0.018 0.019 0.018 0.046" 0.047° 0.046" 0.016 0.017 0.016
Age (sq) -0.000  -0.000  -0.000 -0.001" -0.001° -0.001" -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.001  -0.001  -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.000 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
Single (ref)
Couple (not married) 0.014  0.011 0.012 -0.042 -0.044 -0.044 0.059 0.064 0.058
Married 0.010 0.007 0.010 -0.062 -0.066 -0.063 0.103 0.108 0.103
Partner not Employed (ref)
Partner Employed -0.011  -0.009 -0.011 -0.012 -0.010 -0.012 -0.057 -0.059 -0.058
Children >= 6 (ref)
Children < 6 0.091  0.092 0.091" 0.022 0.024 0.021 0.357" 0.363™ 0.357""
No Reduction (ref)
Family Reasons 0.007  0.006 0.006 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.009 0.011 0.008
Leisure & Selfcare 0.058" 0.057° 0.058" 0.047* 0.045* 0.047*+ 0.036 0.037 0.033
Stress & WLB 0.042  0.041  0.040 0.075* 0.073* 0.074" -0.041 -0.044 -0.047
Additional Controls
Traditional Norms 0.007*  0.007* 0.007* 0.005 0.004 0.005 0.015* 0.015* 0.015*
No Supervisory Position (ref)
Supervisory Position -0.003  -0.002 -0.003 0.018 0.019 0.018 -0.063 -0.071 -0.063
Engages in Overwork (ref)
Daily (ref)
At least once a week 0.015 0.016 0.015 0.003 0.006 0.004 0.043 0.035 0.040
Almost never 0.054"  0.054° 0.055" 0.073 0.073" 0.074™ 0.025 0.022 0.025
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC -0.057 -0.103 0.127
‘Women in WO 0.058 0.053 0.060
Explained Variances
U3 wo 0.009""  0.008 0.008
U2 0CC 0.000  0.000  0.000
U1 Individual 0 0.1257 0.1257 01647 0.164 0.1647
Observations 1445 408

Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015 + p < 0.10, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001; WO = Work
Organization; OCC = Occupation
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Table A.3: Cross classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted working hours (2 hour threshold)
Overall
(1) 29 () (4) (5)

Mothers

Fathers 01277 .0.1347 .0.1197"  -0.129™
Age (cent) 0.018 0.001 0.002
Age (sq.) -0.000 0.000  -0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.000 -0.002* -0.002*
Single (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Couple (not married) 0.015 -0.028 -0.024
Married 0.015 -0.006 -0.001
Partner not Employed (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Partner Employed -0.014 0.017 0.015
Children >= 6 (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Children < 6 0.086™ 0.063" 0.065"
No Reduction (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Family Reasons -0.003 0.007 0.008
Leisure & Selfcare 0.047" 0.054™ 0.054™
Stress & WLB 0.030 0.062" 0.066"
Sorting Indicators

Women in OCC 0.040

Women in WO -0.001
Explained Variances

U3 WO 0.005""  0.004™  0.008""  0.0047*  0.004"
U2 OCC 0.002"*  0.001""  0.001™"  0.001"" 0.000
U1 Individual 0.095""  0.093""  0.1247"  0.0917"  0.092""
Observations 1464
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Table A.3: Cross classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted working hours (2 hour threshold)
(continued)
Men
(6) 7) (8) ©)
Mothers
Fathers
Age (cent) 0.017 0.017 0.018
Age (sq.) -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.002" -0.002" -0.002"
Single (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Couple (not married) -0.039 -0.040 -0.040
Married -0.063 -0.063 -0.066
Partner not Employed (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Partner Employed 0.014 0.014 0.016
Children >= 6 (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Children < 6 -0.003 -0.003 -0.002
No Reduction (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Family Reasons 0.005 0.005 0.005
Leisure & Selfcare 0.037* 0.037* 0.036*
Stress & WLB 0.083" 0.083" 0.082"
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC 0.022
Women in WO -0.053
Explained Variances
U3 WO 0.005" 0.005" 0.005™" 0.005"
U2 OCC 0.002"" 0.002"" 0.002" 0.002""
U1 Individual 0.064™" 0.063™" 0.063™" 0.063™"

Observations 1049
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Table A.3: Cross classified multilevel model on reduction of contracted working hours (2 hour threshold)
(continued)
Women
(10) (11) (12) (13)
Mothers
Fathers
Age (cent) 0.032 0.032 0.033
Age (sq.) -0.000 -0.000 -0.000
Tenure in Years (cent) -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
Single (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Couple (not married) -0.078 -0.079 -0.073
Married 0.010 0.010 0.015
Partner not Employed (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Partner Employed 0.027 0.026 0.025
Children >= 6 (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Children < 6 0.346™ 0.345™ 0.351"
No Reduction (ref) 0.000 0.000 0.000
Family Reasons 0.003 0.001 0.003
Leisure & Selfcare 0.063 0.061 0.064
Stress & WLB 0.037 0.030 0.034
Sorting Indicators
Women in OCC 0.062
Women in WO 0.110
Explained Variances
U3 WO 0.009" 0.008 0.008"" 0.007"
U2 OCC 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
U1 Individual 0.158™" 0.143 0.143" 0.143"
Observations 415

Source: Author’s calculations, LEEP 2012-2015 + p < 0.10, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001; ¢ model 2 cannot
be reproduced in all fathers/all mothers sample; WO = Work Organization; OCC = Occupation.
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Information in German

Deutscher Titel

Wenn Eltern ihre Arbeitszeiten reduzieren wollen: Erklirt die Sortierung in Berufe und
Arbeitsorganisationen die Geschlechterunterschiede bei Arbeitszeitanpassungen?

Zusammenfassung

Fragestellung: Diese Studie untersucht, ob die Sortierung von Minnern und Frauen mit
Kindern in Berufe und Arbeitsorganisationen zu Geschlechterunterschieden in der
Wahrscheinlichkeit beitragt, ihre Arbeitszeiten zu reduzieren.

Hintergrund: Wihrend Miitter ihre Arbeitszeit verringern, um Berufs- und Privatleben zu
vereinbaren, mochten auch Viter zunehmend weniger Stunden arbeiten, stof3en dabei aber
auf Hindernisse. Diskrepanzen zwischen gewiinschter und tatsichlicher Arbeitszeit von
Eltern werfen die Frage auf, ob die Realisierung von Arbeitszeitreduktionen bei Vitern
durch ihre Beschiftigung in zeitlich fordernden Berufen und/oder Arbeitsorganisationen
eingeschrinkt wird.

Methode: Unter Verwendung deutscher Linked-Employer-Employee-Daten wurden
kreuzklassifizierte Mehrebenenmodelle berechnet, um Geschlechterunterschiede in der
Wahrscheinlichkeit der Arbeitszeitreduktion von Eltern zu analysieren. Unter
Einbeziehung von Indikatoren der Geschlechtersegregation wurde untersucht, ob
Unterschiede in der Arbeitszeitreduktion von vollzeitbeschiftigten Miittern und Vitern
durch ihre Sortierung in unterschiedliche Arbeitskontexte (Berufe/Arbeitsorganisationen)
getrieben sind.

Ergebnisse: Die Ergebnisse bestitigen, dass vollzeitbeschiftigte Miitter eher ihre
Arbeitszeit reduzieren als vollzeitbeschiftigte Viter. Wihrend Berufe kaum eine Rolle fiir
Arbeitszeitanpassungen spielen, trigt der Arbeitskontext teilweise zur Variation der
Arbeitszeitreduzierung von Eltern bei. Weder die geschlechtsspezifische Sortierung in
Berufe noch die Sortierung in Arbeitsorganisationen erkliren jedoch die Unterschiede in
der Wahrscheinlichkeit, dass Miitter und Viter ihre Arbeitszeit reduzieren.

Schlussfolgerung: Es wird geschlussfolgert, dass die geschlechtsspezifischen Unterschiede
in der Arbeitszeitreduzierung deutscher Eltern eher auf traditionelle Geschlechternormen
reagieren, als dass sie durch die unterschiedlichen Berufe oder Arbeitsorganisationen, in
die sich Mitter und Viter einsortieren, beeinflusst werden.

Schlagworter:  Arbeitszeitarrangements,  Geschlechterungleichheit, ~ Segregation,
Deutschland
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