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Abstract
Based on the data from China Comprehensive Social Survey (CGSS), using multiple logistic regres-
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sion model and from the perspective of social factor perception, this paper discusses the impact of
cognitive social capital and subjective cognitive class on the fertility intention of childbearing age
groups in China. The study found that the perception of social fairness will affect the transforma-
tion of individual fertility intention from 0 to 1, and social trust will affect the transformation of
individual fertility intention from 1 to more. At present, the improvement of subjective social class
and social mobility expectation will improve fertility intention, while the higher the family level in
adolescence, the lower the fertility intention. Based on this, the paper puts forward some sugges-
tions to improve social fairness, enhance citizens’ trust in society, and improve the social support
system for the protection of reproductive rights and interests, so as to comprehensively enhance
the reproductive wishes of childbearing age groups.
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Table 1. Statistical description of basic sample information

*= 1 HAREREERgIHER

TEL A W Pk
BWEAEERE 104 2.13%

EERE 1/ 1119 22.94%

2 el 3654 74.92%

5 2265 46.44%

5]

i@ 2612 53.56%

Rk PR 4483 91.92%
HoAh 394 8.08 %

. H 420 8.61%

UM

e 4457 91.39%

. & 1618 33.18%

Bz KRG KU EHE

5 3259 66.82%

CLE 1165 23.8%

USRI

HoAth 3712 76.11 %

& 2607 53.45%

oafE LT

3 2270 46.55%

& 2144 44.96%

CafE L

5 2733 56.04%
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Table 2. Variable assignment and descriptive statistics

= 2. TEWES#HAGT
TEL FERE e R
0= BALEFEE, 1=11%7F,

EHER 2= 2 ALl T 1.728 0.491

P50 1= 5, 0=% 0.464 0.499

e 18~49 % 36.055 8.771

R TT 1376.84 617.144

N3 1= Pk, 0= Hith 0.919 0.273

SREUEM 1=F, 0=k 0.861 0.281

s KT R EHH 1=, 0= & 0.332 0.471

FBE NIRRT H 9.993 1.197

FIE NSNS HCFT7 101.307 23.994

GSHRAR L 1= 24, 0= Hik 0.761 0.426

RERLGIEEPINE 1= &, 0= % 0.535 0.499

EEAES R/ 1= &, 0= % 0.440 0.496
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1= EHARE, 2= LBEAFRE,
HeEE 3= YA LREARE, 3.354 1.043
4= WKFEE, 5= FHEE
= BEANT, 2= HWEAAT,
th SRR SN 3= WA LA PFEEARERALNT, 3.016 1.050
4= LA, 5= waenT
T EMRESIE 1~10 4.251 1.632
FE B T —9~9 1.252 1.408
F DRI BH R BE AT AR 2 1~10 3.440 1.812

3. SLIEAIRGRE SR
3.1 FHHEEEFER

WRHEZ 3 2 I Logistic BT R, AREE BRI RAR, i “4F7R8ERN 2
DLEEZT” MRERMEZ T “BALEEaER” .

Table 3. Multiple logistic regression results (the reference group is “one child is willing to bear”)
3. I Logistic MAZER(SRAA “£EBEEALIET”)

B WHAEEER AFREN2 AU RET
s —0.522** 0.0072
Pl (0.2213) (0.072)
P -0.1658 —0.1788%***
o (0.1039) (0.0402)
. 0.0027* 0.0024%**
R (0.0015) (0.0006)
X —0.864** -0.1453
R (0.3474) (0.1487)
o o 0.3326 0.6218***
EHUEM (0.4245) (0.1557)
= \ . 0.3063 0.0484
. " 0.208 -1.003**
FBE NI HL (0.9925) (0.3433)
. - -0.0008 0.046%**
FIENEANKECT 7 (0.0466) (0.017)
—0.9903*** —0.2673**
Y (0.321) (0.1162)
—0.6972* 0.7847%**
YA
CEAAILT (0.3606) (0.0972)
—0.9372%* 0.9601 ***
A
LA L (0.3953) (0.0944)
s -0.0115 0.0669*
A=
e fEE (0.1056) (0.0358)
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