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Abstract

The fertility concepts of college students in their prime reproductive years have an important im-
pact on the future fertility behavior and population quality in China. At the same time, the family
background of college students plays an important role in influencing their fertility concepts. This
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paper takes Chongqing as an example to investigate the influence of college students’ family back-
ground on their fertility concepts based on an empirical study, and to explore the influence me-
chanisms. The results of the study show that college students’ fertility concepts are correlated with
their family backgrounds. Specifically, the education level of parents in the family environment af-
fects college students’ fertility intentions, and the number of children expected by parents in the
family concepts is significantly correlated with the number of college students’ fertility preferences,
while the other factors do not have a significant effect. Therefore, when researching and formu-
lating fertility policies, not only the individual factors of college students should be taken into ac-
count, but also their family background factors should be effectively considered, and the propa-
ganda of fertility policies to their parents may have a transmission effect on the increase of college
students’ fertility intentions.
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1. 51§

I JVERE A B BOR R A 7RO ), RERYE 6 TR, AEHIACOHE. &
i, FOEESEEMANNSEN, SiEEMEFRECE, EREE FERKMZ 205§ BERE LT
EORFZMA[L]. dbAh, BIFEFEE I HEAEBORN SR, Sy AR, ITEREZ S8 E AR
Y K[2], MERKZEABAMN, FATESH S TEE SR, HA TSR ERk
AT A AN R A B [3]. IR 2R R A A B W s R 2 R FL[A] N0
2 X KERA NEZ T 7 Ar[5]. o, SO KRS PR BERE. KK R
RAENENF BT WEAT 0T, AT, FKEES SAE NN AMETE R K e FEYUE R 2R, R K 4E
(AR B WA A B

HHAL “ 35— B KT AFHRIBES S b, OB & i — 24301, 2021 4F GDP &4 E4HE
LR, AR XA L5 R RER6]. thih, HEKSTR 2022 4 4 AfHEdE#RHE, 2010
HE~2021 4F, HREAENOFRSE 8 T, A 2010 41 59.81% T B3 2021 4E(1) 3.5%, A 1 AE R KR4k
NEE[7], BRAL NECER, EERIB R, ANOHEKR 6.49%, LR EO5 & &LLEAND HHEE
NEIIEEE) A 17.8%, EE 2020 4E42 55 0.7 N E 70 A, LA K F & 3.6 M2, A543 4
SO AR R R B, T R AR L B . thAh,  EE PR T AR S G R I M — B T,
PWEZEL RGNS, REFEIRFENREM, 5T RS KA. Fi,
ASCEFEUER T @G, RRFKEY S REEE WS, AR H P A DBOE
SEFPAT IR AL S K

2. XEFRSMREIL
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AR SR AATIT UL H A R A AR AR I, AT — WA RSO R R 17
BRI B RAAE — s 2257 PO AE A WS I ERB R, — e R R E A AR
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AEEME I LIRSV E RS AR M. BEAIAER], XA TSRS T E RSN
o WU R[N EE WS NI AE T RRAFENERE, BXRAMIEFTANNEST), B2
FAEFAT N E SRR AH KR [12]52 1A 5 M EDR AR A2 6 257 T AR B R
FrLER v, R—NEAZHEELRRE O RS, A, TR BT A B O E A S 1R JE SR
BRI AR RIN T o 223 KU [13]5R A B AR A —E ISt e SCHIABT T s i £ H B
ZIPAA, RRTEFIRIE. ME. AR TR BESIORIEA, NAESREER IR,
WL AR AF o AR B I BT R B E 3G IR AR A R R AR T R R K
RN R R TAEBUSHIIT . SEumEE KR, ASOMEENSHHRIENEETER. £F
Bl A i AN A R DA T AT

22. XTREERMNEBUSHE WA

KT FEEE SEE S KR BT TR B AT 2T M REM SE R R A TE 54 7 W&
SN, SRR S RE T ACBRI A R o0 AR B S, HE2 R THiE, e I oA
BN =0 EEEI. MIAU AT B A UKL, FEM R E N R EZEOERES . K&
AN =ANTT T 5, REEGH L EAR R BN T LB . tHRIAE H BOR I Lg% 1
D) HAt B 5 1 5 A R A 7 L I R IE S o EI B0 (14158 AW FE R, ARAE T SAAE T2
FEAE I ] AR AEZE 50, AR T Lol A4 A I 18] 2L T AR A 1 2o SRS RIS AR PRI A SRR R g —
ZE B BB RSN RN R, AR A SRR AR BEAR LB A B, IR L O, B
A EZ DR LR, FBEIR SR A8 R BE A 23 7 DL R ZE BB 1 0045 - W BRESI[16] (I F 72 R 3.
FBEHF RZER FBORE, A T A A B, RE PR T RABRE, i T 7 HE.
ERRTFLTIER A & R 5 A N BOR (0 AL SN R FE TR 27 B A e
MIIEFFEM . BhAh, FAH18IA NSRRI A B SR & ERGE M B2 A, R B WS AR
JEERACRHET W MIESE, JLrpfh 7Ry, A7 2Ess.
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K R BET O R 2E A B O 52 B E FC SCRRAR X JLAR AT FooR B B e, HLRZ il = 4R 1
WETE o ASCRIUA MR TR EE TR o« AERBELHIX R 2 AR B RIS 7 0, AR [1914E &) N
REAE T WS KA T LAfE e E B HEN R ER LN T, BUVBITES M T 20f MR,
A LA T W LA (ERA B TR AR RIS E, RIER[20]1 56 T8 AR 228 A B LB Te 45
A T A TR, PSR A ORI L2 A C— R T BE T — S irE.
BEAh, ARH WK 2IFERT TP 7 2 R 2 A R B SN SRR 2 T RKIEA BRI, AT R
A2 JR VB R B LR AR A ) AT AR B NEIR DT, ONE B R R BEANE K E A AESCREX T
LR E IR T, Nosaka F1 Chasiotis [22]7E4] = H-H 5 78 5 Lo M EAT I AT I 0, A o 5 3 119
BEOR SRS VB e TAE B B2 27, Bol & fia T8 2 A A 80R . EIR[23]15 NEX K
A BB TR A R R IS BERS BT S B 45 O AR A R R R DR
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Figure 1. Hypothetical model
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H7: REFIEFRE TR 5 RFAEEERERE. EFIN. EFHE. EEREFEMLKR.
H8: B T LA R TIEE S KA TR, ATl AFEE. EFREAEMRKR.

3. iR, TESHX%
3.1. BEkR

AT RS iy AR P T R R A AR AR B WA T IR A o SR FH X 28 BE ML AR A i) 5 10 7 kAT R
i SPSS 26.0 X FKEET 5t 548 & M & M BT IR R R 701, 455838 & 544 Cronbach’s «
REET 0.8, WM R LT ARBFFILRIAL 170 A, HIBRES LA HS IR ST EAR 2
i, JLECE RS 153 4y, A RR S RIEE Y 90%, BRI AR TR AE 21~30 % .

32. TENE
321 WRRTE

HRMRFAEEEM. BRmOERTRZALEFTUNE NS, AnGaglUN 4R A58, &
BaWl. AF WG AEFRE, BFEEEFALEFEE. AFHM. BRAEFTER. FELFHESENE,
3L 8 MBI, H AR A B BRI ARSI 7 B R BT b . fE SR EY, IR FEE AR D
1L EBEREIFRC N 0 FEFRIERE B, IR IR T 3 TR S, WS —ANEDURIE N 06 BB A
EIFRICA 1y BB =ANEWFRIC A 2, DARIEHE; RidA BAREOR &0 & SUE TR N S i R AE: 24
IR E R, BR BN IE N 1, A BR BRI ) AR 1EA 0, WIFE—A> 2 8@ ANk Tl id
N1 NFRIRZIE R R, HARETFR I 0 KR

322 WMBTE

FIEY 5. BMNFEY SMEE, SR KEL SR SR, A SCREEH 2 AN &
SAEFREY S, LW E SN FESW . FERE. XS, SREFEASERN . KN D
REMAE T, RBHREIRN . QRHER . OREZHE LS4 IL 8 M,
323 FHIZTE

RHE 3 SRR [l 5T (O AE FEME LS, KT 7T Hols AT RE S K 22 2E A B A LA R 2R, F iRk, 4
Wy BURTHSR. AP LA T B4R REAT I & .
3.3. ARFBZE

ERE T 7, AW A A S s, B el b 5 R 2 B A RO ) R R T
HNAERTT EES RIEEN REAEE . FRES SAET WA =4 BN EGA 1P il R o EZ
—W, UARIERTICEE M . N 205 B RS CPa 8. dnvEZ . d 0 th) B AR R
G S B, SRS B AR E RS 1A Rk, e logistics [ 43445 S 78 T ARV A0 RAEA [
FRIR _E i R
4, SCUEST T
41. AOREEGiTah

W 1R, RV BB Lo S bR T0%, 2T UM, HARZEROK; fEREACRIET, RA
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Table 1. Demographic information
=1 AOgtHZEER

YR ZBREA SR FEHAEARL L VA E, R

B 2551 18 AEL H 45 (%)
0= 46 30.1%
4 531
= 107 69.9%
. 0= s 69 45.1%
1= RA 84 54.9%
0=20%LLF 0 0%
1=21~25% 120 78.4%
g
2=25~30 % 26 17%
3=30%0LL L 7 4.6%
0= LR R 51 33.3%
1= &% R 13 8.5%
BUATHIS 2= HHRIR 73 47.7%
3= #A 13 8.5%
4= FAth 3 2%
0= KZELH 7 4.6%
T 1= REAF 60 39.2%
2= WAt 86 56.2%
4.2. RS
Table 2. Descriptive statistical analysis (Family background)
F 2 HERAMSHSTERES R
It H 299 N LEAd H 43 (%)
0=0~27j 39 25.5%
1=2~47 30 19.6%
FRENBIEBN 2=4~6Fj 29 19.0%
3=6~8 51 21 13.7%
4=8 7L I 34 22.2%
0=42%LLF 1 0.7%
1=43-52 % 108 70.6%
S REAEHS
2 =53~62 % 41 26.8%
3=62 %Lk 3 2.0%
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Continued
0= A% 54 35.3%
1= —% 72 47.1%
B ‘
2= WWEAR 13 8.5%
3 FEF A 14 9.2%
0= ¥ KLLT 89 58.2%
= \mihE 44 28.8%
REFHEFEE 2= R¥LHR 8 5.2%
3= KF} 10 6.5%
4= WL 2 1.3%
1= & 51 33.3%
REMA T4
0=% 102 66.7%
1= & 123 80.4%
RS FR T
0=% 30 19.6%
0=1" 22 14.4%
‘ 5 1=24 53 34.6%
B A B2
2=34 2 1.3%
3= WHER 76 49.7%

HI 2 AR, ESE AT, FEATER AN R RGBS, RBAFTELTORATF
FELENS 7200 s T0%IIHR S BHERY R T 43~52 &, LLAUES fECRHERITIRIL L, KRR R — B Z,
i E 47.1%; SCREZAE L L, ERERTIP L RLT, RURZ BB — G
PR A, B THAT LA 51N, A=7r2—, RAGAEMET LM —F; 80%MPHA SRR IE =
W T LR % T RO FIXBN T RAETEZTIEERAER, HRRZHFET AT 1-2 M

T

Table 3. Descriptive statistical analysis (Fertility ideas)
= 3. WIRMEU I HEBUR)

T H 25 i1 EHEA Ei 4 E (%)
1= & 87 56.9%
AEREE
0= 7% 66 43.1%
g 35 40.2%
FRILpiE 22 25.3%
W57 Eh 8 9%
EH L s 8 9%
UL R ZE R 38 43.7%
HWNZT 53 60.9%
oAt 13 14.9%
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Continued

20~25 % 4 4.6%
26~30 % 68 78.2%

B
31~35 % 14 16.1%
3B LU 1 1.1%
14 33 37.9%
AR 2 51 58.6%
3MKLLE 3 3.4%
14 4 4.6%
1-34F 45 51.7%

=S =i 101
3FLLE 23 26.4%
BEIELE AT 15 13.8%
5 19 21.8%
HHEE VT (H 22 ) L% 16 18.4%
BHER 52 59.8%
e T 2 2.3%
et 1 1.1%

WMD) (2 2
BELBHA 57 65.5%
TR 27 31%
Wit AR 1 1.1%
s 0 0%
WY T L HE KT KELFR 2 2.3%
N 24 27.6%
oA 60 69.0%
NGNS 108 70.6%
A SN 60 39.2%
AN 2SS 133 86.9%
RSN 54 35.3%
FHoAth 14 9.2%

M3 3 TR, EFTA B, WAL B RIENA 66 N, HPFTHREAN 43.1%. WA REA %L H
AAEERER 87 e, X HAATHRVESG . EREELEFNRAS, REPOHTT R ET H I
FEPEENNE T U RS MR, XRIRAENAE T AELS R EINE LA
TR, HRVRAAEAE T RN TR AR B AR, R REFHER L 26~30 & S, &
PR R AT AAEFREL, ERET 2 M 8ERS, KIS 14, &FE

B 3R AR, X5 ATSERER “ =R A S

ER LB L, T 80%HH

HE REAEME—E b A AN, B RN Z TS 2R, HEERZ
S BRUZINEEAR, RIS GO+ 27 BER A BAL GOR SOEEA N RIH B % 40
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EANGTH, R WMAERZ LGN, HAFEARZRARRER, WERE T X SR
EREZ TR N T, EWRE T LB E KT L, 43k MEE R AR S R4, RPPRZ 5
HFE T LB ENHE K. EFAmEET, EEERESHE TS, fBPERNEBTEGETE &4
e — B R B RS A B W R AR R

4.3, XS4

431 BEMEFLES5EETER

Table 4. Whether only child or not and fertility intention crosstabs
T4 BREMETFLZELEEERERZNER

EERE
= F Bt
. TH 30 21 51
* b RS MAE TR 58.8% 41.2% 100%
T &
. Tt 57 45 102
5
bR T LW E T 55.9% 44.1%
- e 87 66 153
HRTEMAETLNE T 56.9% 43.1% 100%

3% 4 R R, AT L 5IEME T oMt E T BRI TRAEEFREMAL, H
EARZENARMRIAE; AR TREME T LR LT RIEZ MRS, Wik, ERTR
AR R B 78 2 IESR R W SO A T AR B B AR, X AT RER PR AR RS .

432. FEESR5XERER

Table 5. Table of correlation analysis between family background and fertility intention
#25 RESRE5EEEEEXIHR

FEAE R OREH QRHE QR QRRRH %;%E ;;:i‘f
BN OANEEC BT WRm ER ERE o h

T =
FREFEIIUN 1.000
FEEN 3L -0.152 1.000
R4 -0.191"  0.381" 1.000
A BRI IR L -0.076  0.185 0.070 1.000
AL BRERS -0.004  0.079 0.101 0.008  1.000
REPZHERE 0401  -0.174" -0.322" -0.025 0.095 1.000
REFREHIHFE T4 0057  —0.041 0.105 0.088 0.112  0.036 1.000
LEHASEE F = -0.178"  -0.076 0.072 0.048 0.033 -0.116 0.034 1.000
LHRE 0.018  -0.048 0.028 0.049 0071 0177 0.068 0.058
N 153 153 153 153 153 153 153 153

"ARSRHEAE 0.05 AKFCR) R EARDE, TAE 0.01 AKSPCRAN)_F 2 EAR K
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H1% 5 A4, 153 MREABIR T RIET S AT RN E A b, HKEHE RN HE R
EEEEREREEZHEMICKR, MIXRECN 0.177, W U BEZH A, T vl i
BEALT, RARERARV R Z A e s, B EAORTE. TR, X7 0 e
¥, M WESZBINRZEAL, AR AT AR EL, [R5 RESZ 307 R BB =] e [
KRR ARSI . MR AREDMAC, X rsrad i I m s g, Hr @z
BN REZHMD, HMNEB & T LFRE ST AU, g 504 g7 Ao,

433. REEBERS5EE3M

Table 6. Correlation analysis of family background and reproductive motivation

# 6. KESREEEINEXITR

=z 3 o =N AP} R £ F I n YA 3&7\%%: Q/E\:H
HIEFI) N A SRHEEE BE KRR m  wAn

L'ON ANB#  ATx& AR R B Tt )

AR —0.005 0.031 0.053 0.067 0.099 -0.162 -0.188 0.207
FEILBi%E 0.256" -0.109 -0.079  -0.031 0.089 0.126 0.154 0.023
WIns7sh 71 -0.061 -0.065 0.034 -0.108 0.111 -0.126 0.026 0.147
ekl 0.095 -0.104 -0.104 -0.025 0.102 0.132 0.171 -0.080
U] 5% 22 1 0.016 -0.163 0.103  -0.303"  -0.080 -0.019 0.089 -0.014
ENET 0.087 0.191 0.162 0.206 0.078 -0.095 0.241" 0.270°
FHAth -0.033 0.075 -0.035 0.035 -0.077 -0.060 -0.191 -0.153

N 87 87 87 87 87 87 87 87

TARRYELE 0.05 /KT(RUN)_ESZAE, 7 AE 0.01 KU _E B EAR K

HI7E 6 AR, A4 SN 87 MkE A X BT 5t 5 A TSI RNE TR, RIS
H5RILERAE A EREEHRKR, A5 NFEROGB RN 7 oA T ge 195 ) LB 1 H 1)
BT . CEHREEIROUS M R R G R, PSRRI O S B R ZER S A B H I R B3
IEARSRR AR, SCRHREIROUBSF, H7 B, R Na M r@Zz mmsnsl, freleig
BT HERERE N H LS T KERSHIIR T LE5ET N PERNMNETR2EFIEMR, K
BER A BRI 7 i, RUICBHE & 51 5 AF LB AE S, R SCBEXF 2o 22 AR
BERNERE, WRaibA T ZRAfEEREZ T Es. KENEEFZ T ESET P ERN
BrREEIEMR, RKEFELETRNSETEZRINEZ T2, LT ddta X8R
Wi, I FRE AR T

434 FEEREEERE

HI4 7 AR, SCRRR AR T X SEAEFHEERF MR, TR st,
AT AR, FUBOHEM, 8 PRI R, A AN SCRER B TR 4% 1 1] LASBRAD 48, G AT fE 2 )
EREZET . KPWEAERTZ T HESERNATRER B EMXOCR, BN R ZH0EEA 72
BFBE, P ASCREROUL s 20 He P AR O, R A B 2 I, R AR 10 A4 A R

ESi VB
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Table 7. Table of correlation analysis between family background and number of births
F7. REESREEEHEEXINR

ST YN T TS S S o el o
B 0% ETH ek w0 WSRO RER
FERE T =
FREFEIIUN 1.000
FEEN 5L -0.203 1.000
RB/MET L -0.092  0.425” 1.000
A BRI IR L 0.028 0.115 0.097 1.000
R BFAERY 0.030 0.098 -0.027 0.015 1.000
REFZHEFELE 0211°  -0.107 -0.316"  0.015 0.138 1.000
KRR BRI FL 0127 -0.023 0.011 0.055 0.090  -0.001 1.000
BRI B R -0.001 0.153 0.087 0255  0.337°  —0.245 0.182 1.000
MR -0.056 0.064 -0.080 —0.055 0.198  -0.011 0.236 0.818"
N 87 87 87 87 87 87 87 45
" HSCHEAE 0.05 AKSF(IU) - R, T AE 0.01 AKF (UM I B A
435 REERELXERE
Table 8. Correlation analysis table of family background and fertility quality
#8 REESREEEREBEXINR
FHE  REA LM omm oy gl CHRE SO
BN (REy Ard WBIRB R . o s
FEEFIIURN 1.000
P4 YNBE -0.203 1.000
REMAT L -0.092  0.425” 1.000
A2 BREAR R L 0.028 0.115 0.097 1.000
SCBEERE 0.030 0.098 -0.027 0.015 1.000
REFZ B 0211°  -0.107 -0.316"  0.015 0.138 1.000
REPRGHYHLTF T2 0127 -0.023 0.011 0.055 0.090  —0.001 1.000
RIS E B -0.001 0.153 0.087 0.255 0.337° -0.245 0.182 1.000
BT LB ERE -0.113  0.333" 0.016 -0.018  0.116 0.073 0.052 0.125
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