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Having an Auspicious Baby in an Auspicious Year?
Empirical Research on Zodiac Preference in China, 1949- 2008
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Abstract Zodbc preferences seem 1 be increashgly popubir in our socety. However anec-
dotfalevidence does not necessarily refect an objective tendency Ushg birth data from 1949~ 2008
in Ching thk paperapplies the ndtes of age preference to testing preferences for Chinese Zoduic in
fertilty Resulsshow that at the nationa | leve lwhether for a single year or a single Chinese Zodiag
or thewhok twele Chhese Zodg Zod tic preferences actually do not exst Annual fluctuations in
biths are largely a resutt of chang hg populatbonmaomentum built in the age structure I & therefore
mportant to overcame superstiton of Chinese Zodiag and fo advocate the rationa | fertility concept in
our society
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Fiure 1 Change ofAnnual Births of Ching 1949- 2008 ( 10 Thousand Pesons)
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Figure2 F wveTums ofChinese Zod hc Change O rAnnual Births ( 10 Thousand P ersons)
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Figure 3 Change of Total Births of Each Chinese Zodiag 1949— 2008 ( 10 Thousand Persons)
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Table1l ChieseZodic and Iis Corresponding C alendarY ear 1949- 2008 ’
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Tabk 4 Testing Preference of Chinese Zod ac UsngM yers Index
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