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Re-examining China’s Provincial Socioeconomic Development
and Fertility Change
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Abstract; This study explores the relationship between China’s provincial total fertility rate (TFR) cal-
culated from census dafa and adjusted by scholars in 1982,1990,2000 and 2010 and the provincial hu-
man development index (HDI). China experienced rapid increase in the HDI and confinuous decrease
in the TFR at all provinces and shrinking regional disparities in both of them. The two variables are nega-
tively correlated while the inhibition effect of HDI on TFR is gradually decreased. After dividing regions by
different policy types,we find that the two still have negative correlation and without Showing a J-shape
relation in different category of regions, although Shanghai, Beijing and Tianjin have reached the very
high human development level which exceeds 0. 788 in 2010. Unlike some western developed coun-
tries, China's fertility level does not turn to rise with the socioeconomic development. Without adjusting
fertility policy,the fertility level of all the provinces would continue declining with the socioeconomic de-
velopment. A timely releasing of fertility policy can effectively restrain further decline of TFR.
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— BRI K IEAE B RS 2 AN T2 56 AR & R 5 B 20 R R /KT ] Y 8%
BAMTFEREAR IR, 20 22 L N EARHEE MRN8 I T 4 B /K28 0 R 9T 10 5
%5, Notestein(1945) 7EXT N OFEASHLIS () 23R vh 38 Y, KA R 4R & R LA F 2L MR L&
JEITF=H . DN RS A e Al 2 205 g AT 2 AR B H R Ak 4 R IR A B R
B R BILOR , AT A 2B dh S & K- # i, A4 BRI, L, &b S A & Rt 5| &
TN B R, E B A = TR T R S, B A — B RIRAKKOE,
A B BRI STE B, UG B A4 R T B 3o &8 15 40 I M 2 A1) B ( Lutz and Skir-
bekk ,2005) .

SRINT IEAFER VG 53 R AR B AL G Bt S HF e R RAG OU T I AR EKE 0 B 51 R T 2
B IZ WS SR, A 5 85 5 BT I8 7 ) 5 R X 20 {20 2K IOk 1) S R AE B 2R (Total
Fertility Rate, TFR) 2R gh#a#4, R At 2 4 0F S0k BUR S B4 R E KA 21 a2 U5
PR RI R 0 T AR B E TG (B 2014 Ml R PR %, 2016) o 2008 4F | IR BE IR 2 1
A BRI LAt [ R ) A B R ) 1 48 1.3 DA E ( Goldstein %5,2009) , Marcantonio 45 ( 2009) % Fi— 2L [H
FAEF BRI BRI TRR A4 [0 7, 3 Fh [ T A £ 52 808 K FA 56, R34y [ 5 Rt IX 78 28
TeAb S e K RIS BT B A T R B3 B TH I e ek 2 & JB N A 75 /K1 =22 18] 1) 56 22 24411 3
RG22 HIA RGBT, 2% (2015) # XA R E KA GDP AL v 26 & R 1R
5 TFR AT HX, KA Tt & R RS54 F K Z R AR LT m SE R

NS B B E R R AR 2R B T T 5 RS I EIXT 2 5 4k £ K B 5 A B K 1Y 56 R AT
B EEE IR A —E,

LR TN AL T AL KBS E B KRB &R, R AR B8 AR T AR 58 42— 2, (H X Fh
TR A P A [ Z P RS 2 B R, A A AR 9T R WA 3 22 ) A s o £ 1] 56 2R 7 Hh B A 26 78
4 X R IRAS T LI (T Ak SRR 4E, 1989) A 22 3 R BAE & ik K i AR A B A 1
B HAHIEIE R (Panicker, 1992) , A 24E T8 B T /8000 E R, HA A W AR 5 2 [ 7772
BT IE R (Cai,2010) , HEIR LG & R K T8 R B KA, I HIR A S IR R IRk
- (L 2015) o Al Furuoka (2013 ) & SRAE HDI BRI 19 (6 52, W6 35 1) 171 1) 56 28 0K 5 %, [ 4R 10
HDI R, W6 10 1) 56 Rl B3, b B RS R R, 451 Rtk 2 RFss £, &0
KKV pe e A B KO I 2t P 2 P R SO DGO R (PO B, 1994 ) 60 & SR /KT-#E
FFIROULZ IR b5 R A B R AR S A BER (BE0R, 1993) ; &tk SRR 2 S 3P E 1990 4F404E
BACE N R (JHIH,2008) o

WA DRI R I 2B At 25 & XA B KOS M, PRkl & Rt & = AR HEME . Gold-
stein 45 (2009 ) & BLJ R A GDP 3K R AEE A s I TFR A9ZE 1k , 25 50 IR B B4 T4 38 R 350 40 e A
A B RA9 I, Luci F Thevenon (2011 ,2014) & BRZ T & R 3| — @ f2 B S A2 A= 5 R M F-, IF & B
GV R JRAE A FE—— TAE VA i SE B A B KO3 i A 2 S, Myrskyli 25 (2009) % B, HDI
HAFRE R )RR, RIS HDL AR — MG FHYAJS , HDL (9 b e ik TFR Fhm , Hoilm SHE 2
0.85~0.9, lb N3 [ (1976 4E, HDI {4 0. 881) R/ ( 1983 4 HDI {H 0. 892) & K F] (1994 4E  HDI {4
0. 898) FE 4 R AR i AR AR AR B3 % . BEJS Myrskyla 55 (2011) 3id it HDI B304 & Bl SHEAE 0. 80~
0.85 Z[a], ZJ& ,Kenneth F1 Sebastian (2014 ) F I & E JF & 1141 8 % 7 19 HDI 3 535 %) Myrskyla
Z5(2009) FRIFFE HEA TR , & BB AR HDT B 3L — 58 I LA J5 % TFR A48 16 %A AR 4 8 i, (1
J& HDI Ml TFR (456 R 7853 25 20~ 30 4R A9 & Az i ARk, BRAER IR (2016) 5T R W, b —




6 1] BoE &XR B Al PESFHSRRSEFTKREEHXEBRE 35

A EZEEUH X HDI B3 &, TFR S T BRI AT 2805 24 HDIL 353 0. 8 LIS, TFR HEARR E
7E1.67 LU L ;34 HDL#BRE 0.9 LUR , TFR &4 —E R /) R A1 L .

AR, PG TR0 A ik B Rt BRI TE e DAt S FRE R R OL T A2 B K Bk ml T =512, LA &
Fe B SCHRA FH I PR T ES B2 A2 R R AR B K S il e i HE i AR, 51 & T AR ORI Y
ORI 4HR , P (X ) #H %0 AR 22 57 B R EARRR I RFEE 0 AR 25+
SRETRET | e tt RR X AE T ACE MV F 7 n] FNRE B2 2 anfef A2 Ak 595 75 843 [ 58 fr 52 31
2 At o R X B OKOE Se il S AR S R R S — B &t SRR R —E M BE AR BT
REASSCIL A ShEE T fE BRI AT+t S R R R X AEF MEBOR THUZ A% BRjEE K&
SbEE AV R RS T RA & BT, BT A B KRS, T4 & BUR B (W L 2
S B XoF A T IR R AR ) KT

MR TR ERRR A B BOR A B KO AR SR Z B2 Uik 23 R R W5 i 7EAR KR
B2 THORNE . REA FH R T 2 5 FIBOR T AR F K 52 i B0 5 8 #R e e ik v
(R AR 1 B BOSR BV, DB 328 S T f8 5 TR R 3o ok T8 TR 3 A 7 BB T e oA B9 N 10 D2
AHRHIBEIT (BT JEW L, 2004 B A5 L,2011) , L1 I 400004 B R FAE B /KT 56 R gL A
R RMERRRTT A A 6 UL, AR SCHUE A of A2k 1A= 7 BCSR AR A I BT Y 1982 ,1990,2000,2010 4§ 4 ¥
N RGBS A P 44 (X)) TRR FI2E4 V84 TFR S5 AHN ARGy A9 HDI 8] 56 R 17 %
I — R4 (X)) 34 B BOR AR 43, DOURT GEHERR AE B EOR g, 45 R R, 78
2010 4F S AT, HDI 55 TFR AR B I [ SR, AR B8 L el 2« i J 7, i oA 8 21 P 5 3 43
Kk EZR B A B KPR A S Rk AT B, A B KPR Z AR SR 32 22 BUR
FRM K RO BOR BB A H] TFR #E—25 TR,
2 MRBESHERX
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TILAN R

58, P EWAEFKEZ 23 A B BOR W2 m, e DL X G5 at Sk BIAE . B XX — (]
R, — 71, T FRE TR AE B O A S AR Bl ok 52 e A SO B[] BE IRCGT AR R A IR AR
e sE R, 20 thag 70 AR A B BOR IE2UR 3, TERT AR 22 A A — N BORE WAL 1T 3h
(V352013 45« BBk W £ BOR 1E 5 S00 , EJE I BOR AR s K, M 1982 ~2010 4, X 3T 30 4 [A]
(A B BOR B SRR E 1, 2t & & R 5 AR B /KF A8 sh Rl AL il I B & — e B E 1
Pl TBORIRE . 55— 5 BT GTE [RIRE ) s 1 P 45 b BCR AS — (R I 400, $U03 1 OOR A B RN 43 2K
Xof [F) 2 BOSR F Hl IX AR A T3 #T

HR, P E A F K RER M Z BT EE . A T G — 1048 A K B AR R A A A T A
FAE R, G SRS DTS A AR AE AR T 4, A TR AR A — A R Ge, R =258 ) 119 /2 TFR
(LXK, X AR B RN, 45858 — AN 825 TR AR G008 o [R) 43 A2 A 128 B BUR AH
X RaE YA 19821990 ,2000 2010 4F 4 R4 E A %2 H Ap A E LR JLUR S 2 59 08 5 4
BrW] 758 | BB AR AR S BT IR, AE BOETE S ( B4 HAET 20135 5K R EE 414,
2003) , £ PR A1 UAE 1982 4F35 A | 1990 4F 5 th [F] BE A7 AE ( A B A5 45, 1996) , 1% iX — [ fE, 76
TR AT i A P oG A B T SRR A TFR R R4 TR (R4 7 Hoxd, R HERR G B i A
By RAE R

R, P ESA (XTI ) 1 2 R /K12 nfal i a2t | A7 76 4 i, A 55 2R FH 1 B3 FH A9 HDIT 45
b, LEA—1Y GDP T REZE A b S e— [ ok — b X B 28 55 4k 4 & KK, I HL (S 1) [ B %o s AT A
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[ i S b AR, A6 45 2 (Human Development Index , HDT) K7 [ JF 43130 (UNDP) F 1990 4F:
HREE AR R 3 AR R AR A S A I L ok i R AR AR, F AR
FR(2/3 B ) DR ERG AR (1/3 BUE ) R fli i ; A TG AP 4EEE , Y GDP (3K J3°F- M 35T
PPP $ ) Kfiji, 4 NETRERRE 1K S/ IME, B KAE 5 e/ IME X AR A7 I i 4 A0 f5 B
4 ABRIEME, PR 2R ARAF 4R B P BR v (AR A N 3R AR 20 A 8 Bbn e, B 5 3 A F8 ks
WEAE 4% FRAE AT AR AR INARAT e LR 8, S AR EUE R FZ M X 22 5+ 23 R JE K SF- 8  ( UNDP,
1990) , AZK%&JRAEECEPIPE) 12 1 T B K 0] 4 54t 25 & JRR B0 L, Wl i, — 224 3 10K H R
T — G, FH LA A 3l DX R] i) 22 5 (B AW 45, 2013 ; ATk ) 2015) . — ELLA>E, UNDP %t
HDI P 5L AW T35 , 2010 QAR SRR 5 ) B AE 8 AR 8 | i KM 5 S5/ IMEL B 1) 126 3 LA
K AR 7 AT T At 9k (UNDP, 2010) |, 5558 H T [ Brost i F 9 4848 7E 456 R e
R, A SCE R P EA RN S (2013) H] UNDP 2010 4E B¢ Bt r e H g i rh [ & 48 (IX
1) HDI {ERAR A (X 7)) 763X 4 ARHA R 25t & & K-,

FRAE DL L L K458 (1K, T1) 1982 ~2010 4F[1] 4 A-E-A 4Ry () TFR AT HDI Geitingk 1, #hs
A (X ) AR BUE W] 545 2010 4EC AR KR ) it 545 [ 2010 4F HDI {8 5 HE 4 i
FrEBRXT bR, B s T E A (X 1) A9 HDILAE FE FRHER 7R 4 AN A ARy 2 [ 35940 F AW 7
FPRAS . JERTTE 1982 4F (¥ HDI AHS T 2010 4 EBRHEA 105 44, 2 2010 4EC T+ = 31 44 BB AK P
VA 1982 AFAS T 86 44, FI| 2010 4F BV BRI & 27 443 KB KERAR I PE TR 1982 4R 404 T
167 4,31 2010 4E AR 4R T2 116 44
3 TFR #EREF M

I, 2 R N 03 5 i () AT 2 B, 3 4 RN 5 B AP 7E R IR S, DT 4F
TFR HPARAE CRLL HWAE ,2016) o MUK, 1982 4E LA B D R B A vpr ) =38 | DU i 50 o e 4
(B4 RHIER 2013 22 Al , 1984 ), FE IR 0% 20 A7 78 7™ il i, 2000 4F 19 TFR #EARAR (R 8,
2012) , N EWAFAEFRERIE O, RO, 2 E AT TFR G838 05 0918 1F £ 24X 1% 58 %508 (¢
AEAE 2004 R T B HEEE 2014 B RIS ,2015)

VIR R] B 7538 A 451, 7S el 28 17 N BE 7 2, DDA $3e B A N 10 800 1) i ) ;e A8 Ay
R FHAR A M B A SR (B[R AE SR AE < A X 2 ANTE Y B E M R AR B, P B e B R IC A
NEAF B A5 758 N 0B [ B A7 76 JE RN 4 0 T BE 0P ESCHE HEA T IPAG RS IE M BE R, 6 F oK
W43 TFR B IE B AR SCHIE 8 3870, 13X 26 /b s B 5 22 Sk ) 2 Ak o, JH v e oy 77 3o 1 s P SO 4%
(2013) FIBIFSE  IZAFSE R E R Ge it R« 7538 3 30 b se 10 S B #5501 AR 8 43 i P 48 BT
FE L, T REE T 3B BS T sloed i A NBORAE BRI 52, W B Tt BE R AN T Lo B8 5P s s BT8R
PEASXT L 1) R, REAS B ER M AT 2010 AR 448 (X 1T B9 TFR, A8 43R HIF SORESE (2013 ) 4
T TFR BAEAE M H 5 TFR B A1, R (2000 ~ 2010 4F (8 L FTBAESE ) Hh 2010 4E4%
A (X T) TFR BafE N G TFR £, 5448 (IX 1) HDI #E47 1A 208, e TRR 08 v v X
e 15 PENIU AT ST

MEHAT LU Y, JCI TFR BUi 2 AR W S 38 a8 m 4~ iRt &5t S kR 54EF KT
ARSI A DGR KT ) I8 AR s, HL i S ARt I ) 5 000 B R S5OME ], 9 45 R KA 1P AT, IF A
SEM AR A LB S 4007 . 28R ATHE BOS B AT L& B, R 2L TFR B 38R 408, T 1A
F i I BN BSE TFR A EOS LR, f a3 m B 2, R* E 5 &
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R1 1982~2010 FEE (R ) BFHESRZREEEKTEED
Table 1  Provincial Socioeconomic Development and Fertility Level Change,1982 —2010

R TFR HDI(4&/2010 5 %4 %)
i 1982 ¢ 1990 4 2000 4 2010 4 1982 4 1990 4 2000 4 2010 4
Y3 1.78 1.44 0.67 0.71 0.61/105 0. 66/90 0.74/58 0.82/31
X & 1.85 1.61 0. 88 0.91 0.58/112  0.62/103 0.71/68 0.81/36
Tk 2.96 2.48 1.29 1.31 0.39/151  0.47/130  0.60/108 0.71/68
) 75 2.92 2.44 1.44 1.10 0.41/144  0.49/123  0.60/107 0.72/65
NEE 2.91 2.13 1.09 1.07 0.38/154  0.46/131  0.57/113 0.72/64
DT 1.90 1.70 0.98 0.74 0.50/123  0.56/116 0. 65/94 0.74/58
E A 2.10 1.87 0.84 0.76 0.41/145  0.50/120  0.60/106 0.71/70
2R 2.39 1.91 0. 88 0.75 0.45/132  0.51/119  0.60/109 0.70/70
L 1.54 1.42 0. 68 0.74 0.67/86 0.70/75 0.78/46 0.85/27
i3 2.14 2.01 0.97 1.05 0.44/134  0.53/118 0.65/93 0.76/53
Hri 2.37 1.59 1.04 1.02 0.41/144  0.50/120 0. 64/98 0.74/58
ZHK 3.09 2.49 1.33 1.48 0.31/160  0.41/145  0.54/117 0. 66/90
AR 3.40 2.57 1.03 1.12 0.36/155  0.47/130  0.61/106 0.71/66
LG 3.27 2.62 1.59 1.39 0.34/156  0.43/141  0.54/117 0. 68/84
NEES 2.37 2.11 1.16 1.17 0.37/154  0.47/128  0.61/104 0.73/62
o) 3.05 2.90 1.44 1.30 0.32/159  0.44/134  0.56/115 0. 68/84
iEld 2.69 2.46 1.06 1.34 0.39/151 0.47/130  0.59/111 0.69/78
ik 3.50 2.43 1.27 1.42 0.35/155  0.43/142  0.54/117 0.67/86
I & 3.09 2.48 0.94 1.06 0.44/133  0.54/117 0. 64/95 0.73/61
] 3.88 2.71 1.54 1.79 0.30/162  0.37/154  0.52/119 0.67/88
el 4.59 3.03 1.54 1.51 0.33/157  0.50/122  0.60/109 0.72/66
TR 1.26 1.16 0.32/159  0.42/144  0.56/116 0.70/76
)| 2.85 2.00 1.23 1.08 0.33/157  0.42/144  0.54/117 0.67/86
M 4.39 3.03 2.19 1.75 0.19/168  0.33/157  0.44/133 0. 60/107
=& 4.20 2.67 1.81 1.41 0.26/167  0.37/154  0.48/128 0.61/104
%5 K 5.36 3.81 1.85 1.05 0.26/167  0.29/164  0.42/143 0.56/116
% %G 2.70 2.67 1.13 1.05 0.34/156  0.44/133  0.56/116 0.68/81
H# 2.94 2.30 1.32 1.28 0.33/157  0.42/143  0.52/119 0. 63/98
Fi5 4.00 2.59 1.54 1.37 0.34/156  0.39/151  0.48/127 0. 63/98
TA 4.42 2. 60 1.69 1.36 0.36/155  0.45/132  0.54/118 0.68/81
52 4.21 3.13 1.52 1.53 0.36/155  0.46/131  0.56/116 0. 69/80

FA KRR 1.1982,1990 4 TFR R B . ¥e#7 K, F o PR FAATKESE. LT . FEA 2 HRAE, 1994142 - 143;
2000 4F TFR & B : £ U, KT & 1990 Ak P EF AATHEE. 7. FEA D R4, 2003742010 4 TFR R
B & I )L, FHA. 2000~2010 4 B F AA @ HKIEE. LT P EA 2 R 2012.87

2. %4 HDIR B 38N, 23 E. TEZMRAZLE. Kt F 5 XAR (1980 -2010). F 4 X FFR(H
FAEAHPHR) ,2013;5:55 - 68, H P 1982 iy 55 &R (1990 4 & & 49 HDI 4 # %40 5 4% 5, HDI 14 /£ 2010 444
T=$E % R B ; UNDP. 2010. Human Development Report 2010 (20th Anniversary Edition) Published for UNDP ;143 — 147
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BE1 2010 £&4 (X, %) HDI SIAZRE TFR TEHX R
Figure 1 The Relationship between HDI and TFR /Adjusted TFR,2010
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4 BFHESEREEFTKENXER

M FEAE 4 A4 E DS A RIS — 552 213558 A 0T HA 4RO 18] n] F (94548 (IX 1) 1 3%
JE 1 TFR B0 RIME, H TFR 00 0 % 42 i 8] 5C 38 1 R B2 AN K, AR 43 1582 R FH 38 2 5aie
PAFI TFR AT A (X T e — R0, HOR % 848 bRl A= & BUR 0 22 5% BT 48 1y 3L 1R
YRNBETE g8 (X T ) FEAS R 2R 4R 45yt HDI RIS 25 500 B et 1 TFR 2 i i 56 &, &l
2, B2 [FIER T 4 DAFERE AL P44 (X 1) HDL 5 TFR BYC R HAFAAE T R g AL bn
HOAT L, AU AT LA HHAAE0) A AR i 5 IR AR AR B R | AR AE /R S [RIAE A3 18] HDT 2 4 20 IX
[E] AR AL, AN RAE (3 ] TRR A, 20 X B AR R, AN [RAE 3 ] HDT 5 TFR 56 & (RER) M2 (L i,

SEEENEE ., SRS EEE N T EERL A 95% B F X,

FI P 2B AR, £S48 (X)) LBt & &SR K AR TE B I I 2 5 . 1982 4R 448 (IX
7)o HDI e KR B3 (0. 67) , H124 T 2010 4E 355 (86 44) 17K s S AR AK S R 5694 (0. 19) , 4
T 2010 AERIR (168 44 ) B 5 F-HBIKF- RS (0. 38) A2 T 2010 45571 (154 £4) K-,
2010 4F4548 (X 1) HDI $5e i 7KSFEh B (0. 85) , AH 24T 2010 4583k (27 £4) WK e ik A
VY3 (0. 56) , FH5F 2010 4Ffa b BHr (116 £4) BI7K 5 FREIKF A EH K (0. 70) , AH2S F 2010 45335
JRW.(76 44) BIKF, AR 30 4E, 445 (IX 1) B9 HDI SF2 /K F-4H2 55 7 83. 4%, HDI H i K 4R T
26. 8% , K JEAR B fe s i) B AUt KHE 3 TG M A AR K4 5 21 T il s A28 R K
T 52 JREFEE e IR 50N PR . = B S B I L B 2 MR AR R JBK - & R 3 T 4 N3 % B KED,

Bl 2 2R Y TR, FR S (X ) A B K R R T, 1982 4E4648 (X ) 4B
B R K PR (5. 36) , e MRkl (1. 54) , 42 [E5F-3 TFR 4 2. 86, 2010 4E4545 (X . 1i1) TFR
WK RV (1.79) ek b st (0. 71) , &) TFR o4 1. 18, i 30 4F[a], TFR P37k
TFET 58.7% ,#04 0 E Lk AMEAE B K751,

D 2010 FYAELZE/RE)FHEHREE LF HDIHF AW o= E 50  BFALLERKEX A 4 £, 5 ARG
A KK KT (HDI=0.788) & Ak K JE KT (0. 677<HDI<0. 788) . 7 % A %k & J& K F (0. 488 < HDI<0. 677) .
kA % % J KT (HDI<O0. 488) (UNDP,2010) .
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B2 1982~2010 F£&& (X.7)HDI 5 TFR EZX R
Figure 2 The Relationship between Provincial HDI and TFR,1982 —2010
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B MR AR TFR {H22 22 M\ 1982 4EAY 3. 82 F& 2 1990 4EAY 2. 39 , B i 2 2000 4Ef) 1. 52 F112010
AR 1,08, 2010 4F il £k 20 3 () 45 S 0 S V3, BRZ8 B AL 2 K R N AN, HA R A B /KF T fiE 5 H o
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EIrihZeilm 47 R iRt R &48 (X ) Uk R R ACE B A B K8, A ETA]
DA RSN A B B B R A 22 5, (R AR S5O i A 7 R FLZE, HDI A TFR 52 8 5 3 97 A
K FR AR I S A AR b, B 2010 4530048 (IX ) Bk B m AR KT,

Pl il 2 30 B R AR 2%, Ron e Bt 2 RS A B K S A B AR /N, 4 SR iR
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