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Abstract

Birth deficit and population aging have become problems faced by the world in the 21st century.
How to improve the willingness of citizens to have children, alleviate potential population prob-
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lems and other social problems has become a top priority. This study used a questionnaire me-
thod to investigate the mediating role of life history strategies between subjective socioeco-
nomic status and fertility willingness. The results show that: 1) Subjective socioeconomic status
has a negative impact on fertility willingness. 2) The indirect effect of life history strategies on
the relationship between subjective socioeconomic status and fertility willingness was signifi-
cant.
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1. 518

ME R Gtk Jm RN O SRS, WEAOPAN TRAEERERKIATHION R, ok,
W, ZZ1 K, 2019), iHAERRFE NN, BOVHANOKE AR RN E R85, FLE,
2019).  “A T HdE A A A 15 B E AR — BRI, A E R RN ] RS (N R,
2021). FILEH LR P RBUA R SR E S “ =7 BUR(— X RERT AR =EAET), BMEREA D
KT R R (R Bif ), 2021-5-31). AE B RN — P2 NOKESRFKERENHE, K
MR B RAE— R E Lok E A5 K RMBUGTE, MMl K— Rt B, 2019), 5
MeEE, ECBN “ARAEFREBE fE BRI, 2016), #EREAFTRDOHRLFZE.

Mk, EHEG T — RFIEEE LIRS E R, 02013 4E 12 H . 2016 4 1 H JTFUAS24T b — 20K
AEAT “ THEGR” , AAEBERAMRE, 2017 FERE HAEZF L 2016 4 R 0.52% (% 2, 2019).
LG, REARRR AR B R R, X EE BRI A R SRR B, 2021 4F 2 H 18 H,
E R PATTAEZM XA T AR R, RAE S RIBZAT SRRV & . 454 EEB 2016 F [ & Eox,
53.3%1) 52 Vi K EER AR E 8%, Hhdi e S8 LL BT 60%, 1ERIEE h Flm k2 25T AL
FREF, HH MR BK.

DL MR RIR, RS a i MAm A s BIEEEE R, HUEXTAERENHAZ
RN FROTEA, e, 20165 7k, S8, 2012). AHEEANHZERE, #E@ TR E Ehe
KA, NIHE e BB AR 10, 2018). Kk, ABFFEEMNOEZEMAE R, #
T A S B E B R I

2. kA
21 EYRHSLEFMUSEERER

F A2 AT (Subjective Social-economic Status, SSS)FE /M 5 i FBlth A EL2 5 72 A8 6 B St
SETEHAL ) P, BN AR B e 2545 18 (R Hh A7 1) 7 (Singh-Manoux et al., 2003). AT B
“TLFRMI T IS , SSS TEXAMARM YR, 47 07 NG~ AR E B m (L B, B, 2020).
8147 9 ¥ i (Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB) (Flanders et al., 1975)i\ 4y, M W0 16 (%32 B 4t
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2 RN AVRIBEAT N EE IO E SR BRIRAIAL B AN AN PR AL ) 2 B AT R (R B BIE) G
=, #5, 2013). 74b, Gary S. Becker Hiiti AT I TN, WAt T A KA E BIER
fik(Becker, 1960). LAMERFFLEB, SSS FAEFHREEEZ NFAHKIKLR. SHEFFIRHSCR, Wep 2
IREFIAA 18638 A MK, K AEREN MATE RS A REEMC 2, P15, 2013); [FK
Whelpton 7ERF 5L R B, SSS Bk, SATREZ M RIALEI S, A SEBK(Whelpton, 1949). 164k,
PSR BL— S5 F: 0 Baizan XFOEE L AR, VEE L IREAORFTEREL, = SSS MIAMATE EALH &k
&, FHEN /> (Baizan, 2021). 3T R M A RIRRILE S e E o A4S R ELIE P,
SSS A FRIBAEEMAI(RE B, A, 2021); 3% Torres (2020)%F 6 ANy T 359 5K (R 4 7.
EFE. BHMEELE. &R SRR ) N DS A FEAREAT 20, K SSS ALK SSS MIMAA & =
FEAKCP AR

DI A48 7R T SSS XA B 1 BLEERZ I, AR X PR R (1 N AENLHIFEIR KRR AT THAS IS Bl o
DA A 5T IR 7T SSS “E AR (TP AR &) mAMA A .

2.2, PRI NER

FATVIREIFRE SSS 52 A iy s SEBE PR O FEALH, 52 HHBGAC AR iy S SRS AT e 2> 72 SSS AAE B =[]
EHRMER . Ek, SSS nlRERZMN AL Ay SEHRHE . Az SHEE 18 (Life History Strategy)& MAXS A PR 5 IR 2T
KA 4 B ) S B A5 ), AR AMATE R4 %% 7 (somatic effort) F1Z5A7%% 7 (reproductive effort) 22 7] (1) %5 Y 43 i
R (Figueredo et al., 2014; R4, FiE, 2015).

JUETABFURT SSS s A & e 1T e SR RS AR, i, INEIT 5T, SR EE ISR I 7E SSS
A E BB SN ER (Zhang, 2004); TEASHREETTH, WANFIZEE KT Sl e o0 KA E 2R
7= A 2 (Berent, 1952; Boberg-Fazlic, Sharp, & Weisdorf, 2011), 1B &/ 78 5 M A= i 5 S g I — 40 A 2515
i SSS HAFEEM KRR, TS NQ0LNWIFINA, = SSS SREIRIH A, M AEIR T L 1 S ZAIE K
Je A i S0 ST ) B L O 4R B (Griskevicius, Tybur, Delton, & Robertson, 2011b). A= 2 B¢ (Life History
Theory) ] DAEREMMA AT E 1 5 HAT AR R, MR ARG 28 17 (A0 K PR 858) 22 2 e S A 1)
AT, TR AN [ P A oy S SR o SRR Fe 285 SR SRRz B e, — Tk B 36 BN 135 2 (1 508l o,
7 SSS 5“8 SEmg ” 1E1E B2 1E A 5% (Griskevicius, Delton, Robertson, & Tybur, 2011a). SZi =6 77 [FIRE &
PUARBAZE SR, 72 )5 Bk ke SSS I i, M S a) T8 ORsFAT A HF “ A8 A dr S 3R (Griskevicius et
al., 2013).

Griskevicius 25 A\ (2013)4 H! AU Ak 1 78 (Sensitization Model)$5 Y, AMAE S %4 FEER 45 (T SSS) )
CI0 N 2 TR IE M R AR i LS, TR M AT 7 S (AR E ) P AR s o MR A 22 B
M MR ISR B B BRI AR (A, A4, 2020), AMACRR PR A i s SR 7 el TR B 2
) %5 5 ) T 47 J5 48 (Griskevicius, Delton et al., 2011a). Ellis 25 A (2009) FISEIERT N A, H “HRogmg”
B AU 1) Tl TR T B R R 25 T R K R 25 AT (E s, Figueredo, Brumbach, & Schlomer, 2009) . S %
W R R DAL SR, TEJ3 BN IK SSS HALTEAR T TIAEE f5,  “PREEmE” MAMELL “I8 5~ AMATE
JE AR AL A IER (Griskevicius et al., 2013), A4 H MR E .

SRR, SSS — T 2 s B B A BHIR L, 51 R A AR AN [ ARy S SR T ) R
J& (Griskevicius et al., 2013; Kaplan & Gangestad, 2005). H— 51, “HREHE” MEAEINE A,
T 2 BTSSR E A B I (Belsky, 2010). [Ah SSS x4 7 B sz mi n] DAL A Ay s 5K
WS R E ARSI . ok, FRAVEBEAE Ay L SEmE 7 SSS S4B RIBMK R M ER. T L,
PEH DL BB (4] 1).
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Figure 1. Hypothetical model diagram of subjective socioeconomic status af-
fecting life and fertility willingness
B 1 ERHSLFiEnE E RN RIZEEE

3. ARFE
3.1, #it

EEH NSRS, ESRKALFBENEZERGER, 3t 271 A, B30H8%dE 263 A\, HAp B
117 N, 2ot 146 N “FH&ER 21.27 £4.08 4

32. fiRIR

321 EMHREFHER
Z: [/ MacArthur BB 2 (Kraus et al., 2010)Wll & #7010 = M A &5 A, MRIKER &t T 1~10
WALy, 130k, Fon A S L B AL (Cronbach’s o = 0.72).

3.2.2. EMERRER

K E#eE ANBIT 1 Mini-K A=y s B R (E k4, 2017), RN BRI M1 s ng
YR ERAR gy, AR 18 @, R Likert? Zi¥oy, 1590 1 25 B A2 A 5 S W B 18 (Cronbach’s . = 0.86).
323 EEEEER

RAECPE L, 2014)gmflaR, A8 3 N&H, “WEZEFHESREE" . “REREFTZ TN
ALK “HEE R RZFEREE” , n AR Likerts sitt4r(Cronbach’s a = 0.67).

3.3. BIERHWES SR

K SPSS 26.0 B #EAT A /04, PROCESS 3.3 (A 4) F - B4 540 2347
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4.1. ARG R X ERE

R MR L], SSS 54 FEE(r = —-0.038, p > 0.05) & A, SSS HA4:Ar g (r = 0.287, p <
0.001) & 3 IEAHSE, Ay s seng Ak 5 & (r = -0.319, p < 0.001) & & #F k%, S W#E 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis results of each variable

F* 1. BT EEARGITMEXSER

AR £ M+ SD 1 2 3 4
1. 5 1.56 + 0.50 1 -

2.SSS 5.00 + 1.63 0.098 1

3. A s sRE 99.87 + 14.75 0.191** 0.287** 1

4. FHER 9.45+3.72 -0.008 -0.038 0.319** 1

JE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0001, LAFFE. RmiG: Bt =1, &k =2,

4.2. P

K FH Bootstrap %, fiH] PROCESS 3.0 ZZH2 /7 H A 4 Bk rh /A8 . DL SSS N H AR &, sk
AN AR, A B RIB N R, 4R BRI 2 fE 2), SSS A6 3 1E [ T A= iy 52 5 ng (B = 2.59,
p <0.001); 43t SSS AL Ay s SR WS [RINHE TR &, A F B IRME NS RASRIAT RIS HTE, AR drs
SR IE ) O AE B =B (B = 0.09, p < 0.01). SSS A LA Al T AR & =B (B = —0.32, p < 0.05). BkAk, Aty
S SR AR 1) (R B2 2508 Bootstrap95% B {5 X [AIANVEL T 0, {H B BN AL4E 0, PEHIAE Ay 525 mE 78 SSS X4k
B RIEIS 0 AR RN, (RSB AN T

Table 2. Mediating role of life history strategies between socioeconomic status and fertility willingness

F2 ERERBRAMSEFMUSETERZENHNER

IEZZS VA (EN Boot #rifE iR Boot Cl T [R Boot Cl F[R
BN -0.32 0.13 -0.13 0.10
iy 5 TR 0.23 0.73 -0.59 -0.45

7E: Boot xR, Boot ClI TFRFI Boot CI _BR 4y 7 Fi5 81 {22 55 1E A 43152 Bootstrap 12t 11 A TR 2 RN, A b 14 1%
Z. BWEFXIAN FRM LK.

A fii SR SRS
2.5G %k 0.09%*
FWAL 2T AL AHER
-0.32%

Figure 2. The mediating role model of life history strategies between socioeco-
nomic status and fertility willingness
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5. #ig

TERFFEREARRISE R BRI, EMA S5 £ BIEA fumiem, 5 LR — 855,
2020; JH[EZr, fIREE, b, 2021), £F& Gary S. Becker BLAGHT T M2 5 BIS TR I % T HUE - T
BRI I S (Becker, 1960) ML . MRIEETHE - E SRR IIA, MAEFRENSE, F
BRI A E R, b i 5 ] B2 R 77— m i i T T E il — R AN BUR R Z 5
MESE TR A RESL . 4, EIA TR T, 278 m e w27 rae ks i ot
W, DETBRZFIaE. Bk, K255 SSS RRHERN/Z T4, Tk M s i\ 28577
HRENEZ T, XA A S RBEFENINS, R L i m v 50 fF . John Caldwell 14
BiE R (Caldwell, 1982)[FIFER] AR IZIL S, DAMELLE S, MITFREE TS A —M “FILpiE”
ML, (ABEE L AR SE fm,  “FRILBTE” RIORE MM EE T FRE, WRE — DT, MBI
MRS FE TN BRI BRI, AT LA K 2 4m SSS M BRIk AE A =R

WFFCR I, Aoy S SRWEAE SSS XA & BIB M2 v [ N 2, B, SSS ik AR i 5 SR s i A
A RIE. RN, Ay s SRms IE P AE B R, R A dy SR IE, A F R, X
S ARG LAE BRI 72 45 SRAR o o AT R I iR R F 90 Hh K 2 B A NI R 22 1 — AE 2,
AT A2 B AR O EE A IR N BAR, JF AR SRR AR, R AR AR R 4L, KKt
FURLXFAT B W R AT i B A3

AW FEETH T AT H0 . Ay SE R A G IE R AR5 R, D@ T — MR B,
52 Ay RIS AE SSS A E RIBZ AR AER . WF S Bt TRk, g SSS 54 F & R 5 /2
FEA — B AR IR .

6. &it
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