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Rethinking Chinas Actual and Desired Fertility: Now and Future
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Abstract: This paper uses the data of the seven northern provinces and cities in the 2017 China Fer—
tility Survey, to assess the fertility status and actual fertility level in China, particularly in the northern
provinces, with total fertility rate, parity progressive total fertility rate, lifetime fertility rate, and fertility
patfterns ( age patterns of marriage and childbearing) . The results suggest that the fertility level in China
is indeed at a moderately low fertility level between 1.5 and 1.9, but not at a very low level. The two-
child policy has a significant effect on the fertility of the second child. Parity Progressive desired fertility
tends to more truly represent the actual desired fertility. According to the parity progressive desired fertil—
ity at ages 20 ~29 and 30 ~39, there is a possibility of increase in future fertility in China.
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FEAL S TR PR AR AE B BOR 2T AT 40 4500k, IR IE B R A B KA E BIESL A
THRIRFE AR . M T BOR , B FEER A, PR 2E N T Y 5 2 Je , 38 1) A 4k 3 8 5 it
XU 4% < BB P 2% ( 2014) F14 TR % ( 2016) R o TR 42 THT R 42 BUR St Lok Hh AR N F 3 R 30
F£H 2017 F1 2018 4F 3 LEREAR A3k L AT 4 10 £ B8ORS RO A AR R F T4, i L DAAE
TR A B R B — AT 27K SO BT — 5 A 4 (A 4R, 2015; 17 M 5K AR, 2012; FR 1
B ,2019; B1FH4AE,2018; R JLAE,2018)  AFAE AT 25 B, X 1 A= B /KA B B A R AIT
FEAE T RRIFDE B PR, 2019; T M ,2018; F265%,2018; MR R E H,2018) o ABA, MATHK
B B 8 104 B R E— N ERER KT IE? S5 Q0 R4 R AT (N F 2 Hl R DR A 55 o i 8
FATRMRE 1.3 DUF 7TWe? BEERE S EAMTAAEET KRR ILe? a4 k5
S AT R S DOk AR B A S RIS AR BB SOZEFEN — 7K it iR
MIAR A B ARG S R EREE? Yo sl Reis 3 T AT AE T BIE A B K1 R E A MRLE? Xt
[71) R LR AT T AR AR X AU AL A 1 3 M A B 1A 7 22 2 T R BPA S AR B o

X3 E AR B ACE AN BT SRR 2 ( BRI B IR 1% ,2019; 7 M 4% ,2018; 13EKI,2017; £ 4
BRI, 2016; BR T HEES,2014) S SERF I 45 A 25 00 AP TR R I 4t . 1982 ~ 2006 4F,
DA T SR A E R DU & b R 25 AT A, AR A S T IR E ST BRI
WFFE X BOR VR B SRR B T S H AR - (B2 2006 45 LS 308 45 AR ZE 2L T 3k , 2000 4F L) A
KeF E A FBRDBL A 5T 2 R A N 34 4 [ 1% A O JiRE 1 A S5 8500 70k BR 2.,2019; T M
45,2018; FRAENI,2017; F 48 HiEE,2016; R T 5, 2014) DIREE VBEIY PA - Sk {E R
(PRI TRBEIR ,2013) SFECHE (B EAh T AT 2 A 45 L, S Se Al 125 A 26 e ™, A3 S fE 7F — o e
BER RS, L A S 5 S BRAE BUANAE , FLSEME S SRR A B M . AR BN — R SIS, W RT3
FERRI I o =X 1 17 L | = e o N = e i o 1| N = e 7 A IR R S B (TR N B
AN B S B i RT3 AT 5920 X6 1 501 A 8 B TRD IR VR 2 A AR 3 R BB 00 AT 43 A0 L B 2 s 0
2o X FAER BB TSR BA R (B 8 5%, 2011 A E H,2014; T 475 % ,2008) , 4K
R RIS P XoF 4 ] AN R DX I LA R ek %) () A R T EL K 4 i R 1% BUK i i R A B 98 R
Xof 300 3 R A3 BT T AR R AR B KV B T REAR B A B B R AR R DL T R T AR

KL A ST I T 2017 A7 A A R 0 AR R A A L G ORI AR TR s T RRE R
LA FRUSAEFER(AFER) 2SR G AR R BRI B M E iR o a4 F
ARBEFN L PR A B 7K s 38 X BHAR 4% P50 A B B B s A B R U A B BRI AR ER
S3HT BN 150H WA B BRI B SR FA R AE B KR v ReAE 3
2 MRSk R AR AN R 3 FE N Ab 3B
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ARSI A R A BE R IR F 2017 474 AR B AROUHIFE VR A i RE A X 4 A 2017 47 J 1
HZ} 15 ~60 & (2, B 1956 47 H 1 H ~2002 4 6 H 30 H ML, RASZE =B S5
BRI AR A i . A ERRAR AR R 25 T3 N AR L B Tt 61983 AMEAR . AL
SRR TR B SR 1 FoR .

O NRAEMRRA: 1982 F4E 1A £ F FiHRE. 1988 FLELFT T HFHFRE 192 FRAEHXALFTE
G RAH RAE1997 FLBA D5 A5 RASE 2001 S4B AR /A RASF 2006 F2EAD
Foit X A F AL
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Table 1  Survey Sample Characteristics

KR Sk Y8l (%) EAE N SR YAl (%)

15~19 % 4769 7.7 w19 BT 38091 61.5

20 ~29 % 13395 21.6 THEAARE ZHP.FE 12156 19.6
XS 30 ~39 ¥ 14150 22.8 X+ AKFE L 11736 18.9

40 ~49 # 14932 24.1 . R 46454 74.9

V=23

50 % B b 14737 23.8 FER L 15530 25.1

22 20419 32.9 293 &7 59755 96.4
WY Bk -

AEA 41564 67.1 2 BT 17250 29.0

FHEAD 57842 93.3 2~4 % 16890 28.4
wirggn .

FANA D 4141 6.7 R SF BN 4~67% 10939 18.4

R 12170 80. 4 6~8 % 5323 9.0
&R AR A

A A5 49813 19.6 8 Z Ak 9015 15.2

ARYAMAE VR AT P9 25 F 5 TN [0 R AR 5 o A B EE; FihAE Rk P A e 22 1 0
AU P RHER , & — IR AR 4 FE RN XS AR 1A SC A BIR GG AR 9 A ( 981145 ,2018) &
2.2 HATFREGEERERENTHERESENERTE

S AU R R 253 25307 B RE , 25 T BIAE IS VIR 2 005 W0 5 485 4 P [ AT, H 2, AN s
TETESARREAR MRS « (EARTS VR A BRI  He IR 2015 AFE42 [ 1% R VR AR 25 5 , %o oW A AR S5 08 I 4%
T XSz ] DX PN A IS R A S R M AR R« st X A6 7B T AR REAS AU (38 S A AT
PUIAR R FEAR B FEREA Al 1 5 H 74.9% AL 15 B 25. 1% ; Fi IR 3% 2 %) 4%, FEAEAE IR
(RS R 32.9% , SR ( A ZE4s) R 67. 1% o Horh, 15 ~49 B R ETE W ( Jm 2 4s) Mk
35.6% , SR ( KL [l 64.4% ;15 ~19.20 ~29.30 ~39.40 ~49.50 2 K L) I (3217 & 50 35 L
H$7.7% 21.6% 22.8% 24. 1% 23. 8% ; B 15 i 1L 80. 4% , K5 5 1 19. 6% « H,15 ~49 2 U5
HeBh 25.6% , CUS LL ok 74.4% « ZHEREZ IOIH RUIT &R 61.5% , & Kb b
19.6% , KE AP UL L5 18.9% o AR 2010 47 A 1H 38 A4 SR 4048 A1 2015 4FE 454 1% A ik
PEA BRI 0 4549 5 AR U AR AR 4548 EL X, 2010 ARAE T B4 T N D B AE 3-8 52.33% , A A
15 ~49 &AL di ok 32.16% , £ I 4 ol 67. 84% ; 2015 4RR A6 7 -E 4 N 3L R0
61.07% e NH 15 ~49 S 2 5 R 35.09% , £ BiAZe b ok 64.91% , UL AR IR A8 3 £
BIRAL A — W2, BRI S ) Z AP AR S5 & AW & o I, 2 2 1T R 5
TAL e =S IAL A ARG 2010 45N 1H A 4 R AR AT 2015 4 19% N FHlAE ] A 3045 45 48 T 43 Ik
TS IR 15 ~49 2 Lotk N H 4.
3 tFEEAHIEL ERNEBKETHEITEBTKEHNHIAR
3.1 AFKERNF[FAFIAR

(1) BAERR

SR B SRR R E W A i A B K I8 Ar e S8 X b - 48 i I A SRR AR B 28 ST R
AJLAZRAS 2006 ~ 2016 4[5 4F Fr i A 0 B 18 10 20 43I0 2 A A 43 AR I A B R, 4k ] DL B AR 2
DI AAE T #. BRI S A 2500, X3 & AR A= B R - T3k 2 S5 5 A, AT AR B =R S
IALEAA T (WK 2) o £ 2 rhaESMA T REH R A B TR A4 B8R 1535 2], i itk aT
W, , 4 W 0 Lo SAAE B RAET 10 ARBRAS AR AMARETE 1.5 ~ 1.8 Z[u], b £ B A KF
W T EUKOF L RREAE 1.5 ~ 1.9 Z ). 2015 AR J& —NRERAE Gy, Toie 2 2 i 2t 7 LA T a
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AR REHABAFERIRAR Z o 30X, T L T pg 7 000 — 2R 42 11 P £ BOR Z BT PR 5 T 88 A=
BN, AW PHZ R 5 AR B K B3R T AN, Bmims AR B Ll AR e BOR A B i AR A KPR,
R T BRI LT HRE AT 25 25 T /KPR $ s 7Ll oy~ 5l — ELAE TR AR
K-, AT B T A B K BB THIE BE RN e SUFEIAS BRI AR AR HRIR, 2016 4R R0
FENDERIA= BN 1.246,2016 4F R FE N O EFIET RN 1466, {0 T3 [E A /K Fr 0 49 3
X225 JRAEMAL AT AT AR = N R fE i & 10 44 B i AR B K AU d T B i A
Vi~ NS AR /KRR fEAE 5L TR AR DA B K i T A K-

Fz2 2006 ~2016 F£RAMEBTR(EFMNLER)
Table 2 Total Fertility Rate ( Post-Weighted Results) ,2006 —2016

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

A 1.625 1.691 1.714 1.677 1.637 1.613 1.781 1.554 1.670 1.410 1.770
XE#H  1.765 1.834 1.721 1.646 1.661 1.588 1.783 1.502 1.757 1.221 1.902
Ak 2.016 2.174 2.157 2.054 2.128 2.052 2.042 1.670 1.869 1.092 1.797
Mk 1.927  2.186  2.231 2.400 2.354 2.375 2.553 2.034 2.033 1.664 1.971
LG 1.442  1.138  1.518  1.470 1.519 1.452 1.604 1.352 1.459 1.061 1.636
LAE  1.400  1.674 1.682 1.605 1.763 1.576 1.766 1.582 2.052 1.159 2.309
AZE  0.971 1.179 1.283 1.122 1.343 1.205 1.561 1.287 1.595 0.901 1.541

KA R AIE 2017 4 A B RIS 2B R 2010 A O£ 5 KBS 2015 4 1% A 0 kA5 451 5

HPITE],

A AR ERAFTRERR REBUEE. PEE 10 SR AEFAKF LY. AvHr5,2019;1:347.

(2) RS T R R — R AR

R AR ) A 59 22 S R A B Y 2006 ~ 2016 4EJE T LA T E 8 10 & or 2k 4R E L B, 2006 ~
2013 4EH], ~ AT R RS T ZEA TR, ZBAFREM. —Z4F R0 BE 2012 4, b5
TR TR 2014 AR5, A F Rl — A E R, IS S 18 2016 AFA R (. B T4EF
B BRI SN , A5 — MG IR A= B 780 A 03 Hh PR AR, 5312 “4x T PRI 9% 7 BUOR S Tt )
THAB RS A T BB L £F 2014 F12016 AEHBE T HERIE TR ( WA 3) .

R3 2006 ~2016 FRRBFIE T E
Table 3 Total and Parity-Specific Fertility Rate, 2006 —2016

1y — =] =) EAnk F F
2006 0.952 0.672 0.088 1.765
2007 0.998 0.745 0.102 1.834
2008 1.037 0.752 0.125 1.721
2009 0.948 0.749 0.132 1.646
2010 0.975 0. 696 0.133 1.661
2011 0.973 0.661 0.124 1.588
2012 1.075 0.748 0.117 1.783
2013 0.892 0.724 0.115 1.502
2014 0.902 0.921 0.121 1.757
2015 0.544 0.738 0.121 1.221
2016 0.674 1.215 0.154 1.902

KA R B AR 2017 4 E & F Ik SUIAR A & O 2 5 A7 3)

O IR T B A R AR T DU S — 0 i R 1R A ORI R BSOS
(W3 4) 7R ,2006 ~2016 4F[a], JL77-E45 R A H .20 ~29.30 ~39 % PIAMERY X 8] — £ HitA:
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FARKF R BSEAEE 2012 AR R B AR A 5 4, BT 2016 4FRIABIE(E, 7351 4 0. 653.0. 537 , A 1L
2013 AEZHIHE R 1 50% LA L 75 40 ~ 49 BARGR AL ARl HE /N , B PR St 4 ThT W £ BORE T — 4%

FHRAYIESRR, AR XA R A FRH 0.01 #2555 0.022. 20 ~29.30 ~39 B HRIAL —
?Z%’éﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁjf 2014 AR BN I, £ 2016 AR IR fr iy o S “ORM £ 7R “Ax T Y 4% 7 BOR
St X T AR A T R R 0 7 S 2 )R R, U Txi?jtﬁ*ﬁﬁ“ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ—i‘?iﬁiﬁﬁf
WAL AR 40 ~ 49 BARRE XA B 2 AR FRORIR Y ER, 55 40 ~ 49 20 d “ B IR
FAEBRZE

=4 2006-~2016 FZEHEBER
Table 4 Cumulative Fertility Rate of Second Birth, 2006 —2016

2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006
20 ~29 % 0.653 0.421 0.529 0.404 0.428 0.362 0.355 0.372 0.387 0.338 0.295
30 ~39 % 0.537 0.364 0.364 0.307 0.305 0.282 0.324 0.361 0.348 0.386 0.364
40 ~49 ¥ 0.022 0.012 0.018 0.012 0.124 0.014 0.013 0.012 0.015 0.015 0.010

FAE R R ARAE 2017 2B A F R R & HIE L2 T3],

(3) BAEFLH—LEAT R

SA BRI RS , 52 B BOR A B AR IR SR T sl HE R S5 R R A2 i K, i B3z B4
B AR S AR A A AE B 25 HERR AT BB ( FR T2 Belge e ,2019) o i 1 AF Lo 80 H i AS B AR IR 4
PR LI B RS B B RS R AE B MBS A A AR F 3, AT DL B BAS LS 24 B A
IR BT S KT o AR I A 5 ) 28 SIS AT DAAS- 3 BT I A AR AR A 08 85 A 2 88, il i
SIS FEOT LRI AT 80k 87716 N A 50 86634 N, FET-3 K 12.335%0. W] W,
FeE L4 LFE T AR A /NS A R BRI -

WA sk ik LR 2%, R A L i 8 A - 2o80T DU RAE B o it L, RV E IR I e -
FEFWELBIEN . BRI R ERY, IR A TR O LR R lA T, 2k
AT X E HIHE 30 2 KU E AT AT SR R S) o 48R ER,30 5 KU ER A AE R

®5 NEHEBKBEHE
Table 5  Parity Progressive Ratio By Age Group

— iUtk —uddtk =itk

Fira RitE#E SAAFE
a0 al a2

30 ~34 0.926 0.595 0.127 1.547 —

35 ~39 0.974 0.632 0. 150 1.682 —

40 ~44 0.975 0.596 0.162 1.650 —

45 ~49 0.992 0.631 0.189 — 1.736

50 ~54 0.993 0.716 0.272 — 1.897

55 ~59 0.995 0.756 0.374 — 2.029

FA R R ARYE 2017 A A F RIS IR R IEE 2T

D A ZHRAEARKAW,ZEVAF I 4‘%’2%%&2#/&%&%%%&1{% ii+1,i 42, N EZak Az Fo, ¥
EVAFR I+ IANAFESEILGELAKR EE VAT i AES LU B, B TF AT ZRE g,
al 2T i—i+ 1 B IR,

Wi+ 1 EHFREHEL = q, = 2 W, /ZW

k=i+l
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) — % i LL IR F) 0.92 LU 1,45 % K UL E A4 — b gk Lh 20 1. b dk b =i i 1
PIBE 2 A R  InHp_E TE ARAE I 21 1 — % K — 4% LU B AR T R AR A

AT U, FRATTAT LA A0 S WA 5 A 518 AR B W — 7 T2 G PR 12 2019) SO 2 [
Ui i L A5 AU B A 2 AL 5 N TR B e A A F Y L L R 1980 AREARUS A=
INHE, A ET WOA LS T 8% , i HA G XM AR TR AT - Bk, AR E O A&
A BT 10% $£ 2 15% AR IE o & AR TE A1 SEBR; o5 — 7 1, i & TP kb if e i aAe
B ZIHEFRMLEATRE RN RE, T 10 5L F T 30 2470 SRVE § 28 W% 0% 225 5 ¢
2K T 1. 54,

(4) kA B R DA F R

AR I 2 U A T R R — ) SO B A B KT FE b B2 5 AR 5 A R A AS R 1 2 0
B T AR DB A 52 e A B R0 A B AR A8 Bl (4 2 i), W) B 55 BA S 9 £ vk ash iF BL DA B BB B ¢
AT FM I, B & — DI 20 1 2 A2 K B8 AR, RIMEAR BRI 44 B U kA B R e — AR &
AP E R AT DL AR B RMERGE . T IR AR

DA i ZELTEYTFAT  + 1 R

w. .
Jiin(x) = {{(li)x) (1)

Hodr, £ (%) A i GETESFAT  + D ZIOHER WA RS TR W, ., (x) A i
AR AR T i+ 1 IR W) A0 | A e i R e T
2) i ik BRI R

49
TFR;,,, =1 - H<1 _fi,m(x)) A.(2)
x=15
3) B F R
dTFR = TFR,, + TFR,, * TFR,, + TFR,, * TFR,, * TFR, ,, #x(3)

AR A ) A R A i e X RS AT L) ~ (3) AT ARG 21 2011 4 LK @ #2382
R T FHE IS E TR WL 6) o PTLIFE IS SR T 30 TR EMA T R N —Zb it
SR HRAE , — 7 HH R 7 HEIR AR AR 736 A AR, — %0 E BRI 75 300551 0. 98 L) b, T
HARIGHNEE , RV LA T E R AL A AR AT LIRS T 2%; 73— 77
S YA — A R B AR S2bs R A R AR R BOR S Z AR B B a1

xR6 HSEBIRBHBMEFTE
Table 6  Parity Progression-based Total and Parity-Specific Fertility Rate

Fh BREFEFTE BRI RETE —RRRIFEFTE ZHBREREFTE
2011 1.836 0.9875 0. 6946 0.2365
2012 1.907 0. 9960 0.7158 0.2780
2013 1.930 0.9925 0.7641 0.2358
2014 2.035 0.9985 0.7875 0.3185
2015 1.856 0.9815 0.7059 0.2616
2016 2.218 0.9887 0.9499 0.3090

TR R AR 2017 4 E A F R OUIHEA & HIEEEIZF] .



38

AB#HR

43 %
e

P —LUBE, RAE T H I AR -

M b ik SN RKF 2014 F12016 4F " A H R mACK,

71 2016 AR A B F R EL B A B 94% LA L, A TR 4% 2 JiX — ZKEARF 70% , sk
VLR 2014 AE Z [ 1A B K AR T e K BE R LA F) 30% -
3.2 AFAKEEHHEXZM
AERR FE WL T AT RIR O AR AR A TP AR B A BRI . 2006 ~2016 4FEdL 7 LA T
IR A SARAE BB AR DG, NS TG AE BB DL ,2006.2011 F12016 44 F AL M 2634
TR A B0 53 AT, A LT 5, B T2 T K BOR S0l 5 2016 4F 2 E AR 3, (A&
BN S8, WA HEIR 5 25 B LIS ( WA 1) o« 255 IR ,2006 4E46 B T 2 Uitid i i AR AR R
27.00 % 2011 SERy P i A FARIE y 26. 71 2, ik S0 6] v o7 28 B AR I8 A e A 94, i3] 2016 4 rh
PR F AR A 28.93 %, KW 2012 ~2016 AEH i A FAEWRE 4G T 2 2 2, A FFERV BIHER. H
AT UL, i F7E 2006 ~ 2011 AR ] rh i A= B AR 180N, B — @ PR AR B HERR, T 2 J5 4 B AR IR
FHEAR 3 B — 2 TR P I 01 A B K R AT
E1 2006~2016 £ AELEHAEALMEETERX

Figure 1  Fertility Patterns in Seven Northern Provinces and Cities,2006 —2016

0.18

0.15

0.09

0.06

0.03

0.00

0.18
— 2006 — 2006
——2011 0.15 | ——2011
2 - 2016 e 2016
o\ A
I 0.12 1)
| gl
1 || W i s
N 009 (i
/ ¥ W I 1\
SN Lo :
e 0.06 F /I
!r \\ 0.03 - ']' i
/ \\\ ) ;1' )
L L e : . 0.00 == L N .
15 25 35 45 (%) 15 25 35 45 (%)
(AHFEDAEEEL) (—ZEEEX)
0.18
— 2006
0.15 ——2011
e 2016
0.12 |
0.09
0.06
0.03
0.00 e
15 25 35 45 (%)
(ZZEFEHEN)

FA R R ARYE 2017 4 B A F R A S KB ERIFI .

Ryt —2E e A F AR AR Bl AT A B IR T I AL B, SZ FEAN K A B ), $EHRX 20062011
2016 AE4rVE—Z M A R AR S, A 1 ] LLE ), — a0 A R SR L T4 1 , 2016 4R
WE(EAE 24 %/ ( UL 7) ,2006 4F—Z (i F AR R 24. 34 %/ ,2011 4 —Z (A B4R 23.64 2,
2016 —ZH I T A R 25.78 % UL —Z A F AR IR AE 2011 4R 2 J5 i 4FE K N A FEIAE
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2006 4F " fZ A AR FARRY O 30. 64 ¥ ,2011 4704 29.36 %, #2016 4704 29.52 %, KW — A F AL
AR ARSI BT T P BOR A A B ARG 20 ~29 % A A RS

RT 2006 ~2016 FNEFR VEFR IEFER . —REFER . £EFERE
Table 7 Age at First Marriage, Age at First Birth, Age at Second Birth, and Birth Intervals, 2006 —2016
Fhr CPHMBEFR(S) PHMABFE(Y) FHBFTRBF) FHZAERFE(S) FHEFTERE)

2006 23.39 24.86 1.44 31.08 7.33
2007 23.28 24.79 1.39 31.08 7.21
2008 23.42 24.80 1.41 30. 68 6.95
2009 23.31 24.60 1.33 30.42 6.63
2010 23.42 24.77 1.28 30.12 6.35
2011 23.51 24.63 1.38 29.79 6.07
2012 24.03 25.25 1.56 29.49 5.78
2013 24.50 25.26 1.50 29.31 5.75
2014 25.14 26.06 1.63 29.49 5.87
2015 25.33 26.35 1.89 29.71 5.80
2016 25.57 26.73 1.94 30.18 5.99

TR RR AR 2017 4B A F R ILIA A T HIE IR IFE] .

KIS E - KLU & MK BB A, 2011 4F J5 #I i 4E 1 1 AR 4 5, 1R 23. 51 % & = 1) 2016
AEIY 25.57 2 W B IR AR X —RHARAE S R, B 24,63 A 85 26.73 % IS H BB 2 1. 38
EFEE 1,94 4F . 3R 2012 AR LIk — A B R BAERRINA FE RN . A1 W EOR R %k F R
WA U/ D L U S B T ORI AR

MBI E R IR TR LAEAT R RIS A B R AR 0 2445 R
B RSB R T 2019) BUPFEE( 2018) S LA ( 2018) A Y] A 1 42 [ £ 4 70 M7 , ik — 2B ERIE T
DAFE BB 2 SCHR T R RS A AR 98 45 20 LA 0 S0 B . — R UE A IR EIE 10 A7k i 1 28 & 7K S ff 5
b TR A, B R 2% 4 A% O 2 A, FEARGEFRAE 1.5 ~ 1.8 2 [a), 4 i W3 4% B 5 i 19 7K SF
WA B2 L AR AR AL FAAE B KE: ZRIEIRE TR A L A P& TR A 34 FKF)
RMEAET 1,55 4>, IR i 2% 20 AR R E A AR KO ( B MAR T %) A KR 2t T 1.5,
BN RIS T 1.3; =2 WAEF KRR R B KRS G, %A B BOR A
TR RV FH RIS I, 2 Fh A0 065 4 38 A 8 () Bl 17 48 1 52 350 2014 4F Dok — %42 B R 3R I BRI
A BEMS (145 1 09 A= 5 /K T35 2 UK S i i BB AK T AR — % kb it A B /KB L FRE 0 e &
HEAHEE ISR S ARk — 1245 B KA 1E 5 K.

4 £EEERAEERZE
4.1 BEFLH

T LA T Z VB R E L AR L8O 1.86 N AR 280k 2 S UL B E I AL b
Lboh 88.7% o JE X edb 7 £ 48 i Eds & I, IR A8 52 Ui & i 10 207 B 38U 1 o8 i, o 1,903
A AEE IR IR 2, A 1.8961. 883 Fil 1. 874 /4>, INFEd HiIX Ay 1. 818 />, Rfeni b it
Ti53 A0 1.759 F11.739 4~ RIEAFIS A1 32 U5 10 2e 2 [ LB AR 7 Lo B0 22 SR K, A 4F i 4 HLARL T
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MR AL B I L e A R AR IF R B 7 2 A 5 3, T FLA AR 401 02 7 el 4 A
B2 AIET 20 ~29 BAEIRLA 30 ~ 39 A2 3%/ A FREA LB AR i S 64% Tt
AR I 2 ph TR I SR DR AR B 5 2 A% T2 DA L TR ZERAIG o ph I 2 S AW o 1,
Fr LA MBI L BB B AT R 1.77,20 ~29.30 ~ 39 & 4 %5 BB/ HIA 5] 1.773 A1 1. 846 4,
R 40 ~49 % F I 4o 191 258 T LoBns 18 13 8)

®8 LA ELEATAFEREFHEEFXZH(%)
Table 8 Average Desired Number of Children by Age in the Seven Provinces and Cities( %)

ik 2a 0 3% 1 3% 2 #% 3#mBAALE FHERFLHE(A)

20 ~29 2.8 21.9 70.5 4.80 1.773
30 ~39 0.7 24.3 64.7 10.3 1. 846
40 ~49 0.7 36.2 52.3 10.8 1.732

FTA R R ARIE 2017 SF 4B A F R AT HIELERFH .
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Table 9 The Proportion of Ideal Number of Children and Number of Desired Children by Age (%)

Pon 1 3% 2 3% =3 3%
BREFTAH FRAFTHK BREFTAH EFRAFTHK BRThH FERAFH

15 ~19 15.0 24.6 81.4 68.7 2.0 1.2
20 ~24 15.3 24.2 80.2 68.8 2.1 1.7
25 ~29 11.1 20.3 83.7 71.7 4.8 6.9
30 ~34 10.7 21.1 83.5 67.8 5.6 10.3
35~39 9.7 28.0 84.2 61.1 5.8 10.2
40 ~44 10. 4 36.6 83.6 52.6 5.9 10.0
45 ~49 7.8 35.8 84.3 52.0 7.8 11.6
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4.4 T™TH(E) £EHEERA

AT BOR S IR, B IR I e B R AR AR T O . (B R U5 A R m iR A
AT £ F . AEEEFHE L ANRE RO T I E R S EHARA T E 2N, [



2 1 I€E DEH TEW HELEFKE LEFEENBEIAL HLMAREK 41
O

A P A I LA AR RO S BB A B A 25N 7R A L A P R 75 08 1
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R0 FTE(E) £EBEHEERE( %)
Table 10 The Main Reasons for Not Planning to ( Re) producing ( %)

JR B EZRA RERR %=ZRHA
Z2FfieE 63.4 12.7 4.9
AT 5.1 18.6 11.6
PACERY ¥ 3 1.1 3.8 7.2
FHER K 19.1 14.2 12.3
XL 0.6 1.5 3.7
XEZ KRR 2.5 3.1 4.6
REZTRF S 3.4 10.7 21.1
B T % AT 1.9 2.1 5.0
WA FHARRE 0.5 0.9 2.7
EA AR R / 32.0 26.6
H At 2.5 0.4 0.4

FH AR AR 2017 FABREAFTRAMH AT HIBELER
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IMFIRAIRE A AR AN I Z 5T AR AT (FF) AR A A 2 A R 22 5 DR 3R A LL A9l
W T 8 B ST Dl 2> T A R Rk — AR M7 e B I i e JUHUR: 45 ~ 49 B F IR e rb i LUl
i 40% o pE AT L A AR A NTT IR A B I B AR 2 5 SUH T AR RO R AR IR L iR 1
LR AN (W3 11) o

11 HDERAFRITE(E) £FEE( %)
Table 11  Reasons for Not Intending to Give Birth ( again) by Age Group ( %)

25 AN BRMAA FE stk AE AKEFZFT ATEE AATX

e filmE wHET FLEAE KK REBE FHRRE K%C A8%F RRE e
20 ~24 75.0 5.8 2.5 0.0 0.7 0.7 4.0 8.3 0.1 2.9
25 ~29 72.9 6.8 2.2 0.5 1.0 1.3 6.1 5.8 0.7 2.8
30 ~34 73.8 7.0 2.1 2.8 0.9 1.6 5.3 3.1 0.7 2.8
35 ~39 69.9 7.6 1.1 9.9 0.6 2.8 3.6 1.4 0.6 2.6
40 ~44 60. 6 4.0 0.5 25.5 0.6 2.8 2.6 0.8 0.3 2.3
45 ~49 49.3 2.0 0.3 40.6 0.4 3.3 1.4 0.3 0.3 2.2

TR R ARIE 2017 4B A F R A S HIBERFH .
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FEARH 1.2 AU IS R AR 20 ~29 BARRYH s ®) 17 0.9 DL . 2 SRR kLS 3 R R
B LU A BTN FEAR 3 Ah , X B I A B R VE I 1. 74 ~2. 16 ZJ6],2 L B
PGB A AERAE 0.75 ~ 1,17 ZJa),3 #Z% K LA B b AR 5 ARV HIE 0. 18 ~0.28 [l

R12 mRERS#
Table 12 Parity-Specific Progressive Ratio of Desired Fertility

s 1 & Rk 2 %% Rtk 3HERE & Rt
AFH A F A F ik KHAEFE
20 ~29 % 0.998 0.910 0.283 2.162
30 ~39 % 0.993 0.774 0.184 1.903
40 ~49 % 0.995 0.638 0.182 1.744
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