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20

2017 4
1 1995 ~ 2015 %
20~ 29 30~ 39 40 ~ 49 20~ 29 30~ 39 40 ~ 49 20~ 29 30~ 39 40 ~ 49
1995 83.68 11.75 0.81 86.15 11.11 0.58 82.77 12.16 0.90
1996 83.04 13.73 0.88 86.50 11.61 0.62 81.70 14.69 0.97
1997 82.53 15.94 0.63 86.43 12.66 0.55 80.91 17.39 0.67
1998 81.08 17.18 0.87 83.18 15.28 1.10 79.54 18.66 0.86
1999 80.58 17.99 0.57 83.95 15.09 0.59 79.14 19.26 0.58
2000 81.47 15.19 0.88 83.23 14.62 0.90 80.81 15.21 0.86
2001 80.10 18.09 0.85 81.60 17.39 0.55 79.48 18.39 0.99
2002 79.19 19.06 0.77 81.36 17.65 0.63 78.33 19.66 0.83
2003 80.33 16.98 0.81 82.02 15.69 1.01 79.63 17.60 0.70
2004 79.16 18.08 0.82 80.74 17.57 0.65 78.52 18.29 0.92
2005 77.66 18.84 1.11 78.50 18.56 1.18 77.70 18.63 1.03
2006 73.67 22.04 2.61 72.54 23.07 2.79 74.90 21.03 2.44
2007 70.05 24.25 4.33 68.92 25.27 4.80 71.28 23.32 3.92
2008 67.69 24.60 5.89 63.83 27.39 7.73 70.82 22.44 4.59
2009 68.12 24.53 5.05 64.58 26.27 7.61 70.80 23.31 3.26
2010 65.55 26.53 5.37 62.87 29.40 6.22 67.94 24.15 4.60
2011 69.72 24.96 2.31 68.32 27.16 251 71.00 23.32 2.05
2012 67.71 26.70 2.88 66.47 28.99 2.72 68.83 24.93 2.91
2013 66.13 28.03 2.65 63.77 31.21 2.97 68.07 25.50 2.32
2014 67.83 25.81 1.99 66.37 28.69 1.88 69.22 23.34 2.01
2015 61.58 30.15 3.96 59.79 33.89 4.13 64.51 25.77 3.68
20 .
2014 3% 2015 2.18%.
2005 1% 1%
2015
6.03%.
20 .
20 ~ 29 2 .
2005 90%
2015 72.62% 30 ~ 39
1995 3.23% 2007 12.79% 10%
2015 17.54%.,



1995

2 1995 ~ 2015 %
20~29 30~39 40~49 20~29 30~39 40~49 20~29 30~39 40~49
1995 91.38 828 0.15 92.27 4.96 0.21 91.24 2.40 0.13
1996 92.31 4.31 0.25 92.32 6.00 0.30 92.60 3.31 0.25
1997 93.12 5.50 0.18 92.28 7.14 0.17 93.68 4.66 0.17
1998 92.64 6.05 0.23 89.31 9.67 0.51 93.96 4.68 0.12
1999 92.32 6.41 0.09 90.33 9.16 0.15 93.61 4.81 0.06
2000 91.40 4.98 0.25 90.30 7.81 0.43 91.87 3.33 0.15
2001 91.30 7.30 0.16 87.82 11.50 0.18 93.62 4,57 0.16
2002 90.58 7.93 0.22 88.21 11.15 0.26 92.23 5.87 0.19
2003 90.39 6.88 0.20 88.47 9.71 0.34 91.95 4.90 0.10
2004 89.67 7.59 0.26 88.19 10.29 0.34 90.95 5.65 0.20
2005 90.39 5.88 0.30 88.27 8.97 0.51 92.29 341 0.14
2006 86.18 9.69 1.86 82.14 13.93 2.01 89.27 6.63 1.72
2007 81.87 12.79 3.50 76.93 17,51 4.29 86.20 8.81 2.84
2008 77.65 14.62 5.24 70.61 20.15 7.93 84.10 9.60 3.10
2009 78.51 13.54 4.89 71.85 18.26 8.05 84.84 9.00 2.35
2010 77.94 14.95 3.28 72.84 20.49 4.64 83.31 9.05 2.10
2011 81.40 13.05 1.33 78.92 16.98 1.66 84.22 9.16 1.03
2012 78.31 16.24 1.43 7588 20.93 1.25 81.98 11.09 1.52
2013 75.74 18.12 1.49 72.42 23.02 1.84 79.74 12.55 1.14
2014 77.97 14.54 0.63 76.17 18.68 0.73 80.85 9.02 0.56
2015 72.62 17.54 2.74 71.72 21.57 3.29 7528 11.67 2.09
20 o
5% 2014 2015
6.85% 7.09% 2006 1%
2014 1%~6% 2015  2.74%.
2001 90% 2007 80% 2015 71.72%
2006 13.93% 10% 2015
21.57%. 15 ~ 19
2010 2% 2014 2015 4.43% 3.42%,
2014 80%
2012.2013 2015 10%
2010 5% 2015 11.02%.
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3.
- 1995 ~ 1998
1995 63.10% 1998 48.86%
- 1999 ~ 2015 2000 2014
30~ 39
40% ~ 50% 2012
45% 2014 51.54%,
1995
50% 2007 ~ 2009 50%
2007
3 1995 ~ 2015 %
20~29 30~39 40~49 20~29 30~39 40~49 20~29 30~39 40~49
1995 73.36 24.81 0.76 63.10 35.09 1.14 74.86 23.34 0.69
1996 68.14 30.02 0.89 57.57 40.06 1.62 69.26 29.00 0.80
1997 60.65 38.45 0.71 51.34 46.75 1.90 61.36 37.94 0.53
1998 56.94 41.30 1.34 48.86 46.81 4.33 57.38 4121 0.95
1999 56.67 42.25 0.99 45.27 52.57 2.16 58.09 41.00 0.81
2000 61.92 36.31 121 52.85 44.55 2.27 64.89 2183 a1 0.94
2001 53.52 44.60 1.65 39.97 58.46 1.57 56.21 41.87 1.67
2002 51.94 46.44 1.39 41.90 55.24 2.43 54.43 44.19 1.20
2003 56.26 41.70 1.76 45.34 49.71 4.59 59.24 39.46 1.06
2004 52.78 45.27 1.53 41.07 56.86 1.78 56.44 41.68 1.47
2005 54.14 43.57 1.88 48.09 48.97 2.68 57.86 40.21 1.50
2006 46.87 49.06 3.64 41.20 53.45 4.71 50.24 46.32 3.11
2007 45.33 48.52 5.82 41.05 52.68 6.17 48.01 46.20 5.45
2008 46.51 46.28 6.89 42.52 50.49 6.78 48.97 43.99 6.66
2009 47.36 47.35 4.55 41.87 51.66 5.77 49.98 45.46 3.83
2010 48.10 44.21 7.18 41.15 49.87 8.66 52.55 40.80 6.04
2011 49.25 46.33 3.69 41.68 53.60 4.10 53.73 42.34 3:25
2012 51.00 44.05 4.62 45.88 48.11 5.81 54.03 41.88 3.69
2013 51.65 43.78 el 45.68 49.06 4.69 55.46 40.60 3.22
2014 57.60 38.42 3.02 51.54 4417 3.58 62.02 34.31 2.55
2015 51.46 42.93 4.30 45.18 49.78 4.48 58.81 35.41 3.96
20 °
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1% 2015 1.31%. 40 ~49 2006
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10%. 2015 N
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ABSTRACTS

The Main Features of the Low Fertility Process in China: Enlightenment from the Results of the
National 1% Population Sampling Survey in 2015 Guo Zhigang - 2 +
The national 1% population sampling survey in 2015 refreshes the lowest record of the total fertility rate. Although fer-
tility rates of the second, third birth and over became slightly higher, the fertility rate of first birth has got a large reduction,
which has led to a decline in the overall fertility rate. This paper finds that the reduction in the total fertility rate of first
birth is comprehensive, which is prevalent in both urban and rural areas, in both migrants and non- migrants, and which has
been greatly affected by the increase in the proportion of never- married women of childbearing age. In fact, the declining
fertility rate of first birth along with the increasing share of never- married women had been the distinct feature in the low
fertility process in China for more than 20 years. The decline of the first birth also led to a relative increase in the share of
the second birth, so the increase in the proportion of the second births born in recent years reflects both the adjustment ef-
fect of fertility policy and the decline in the fertility level of first birth. Therefore, it is extremely important to improve the
fertility level of first birth, otherwise the policy adjustment can only increase the number of second birth born in the short
term, and then the overall fertility level will be reduced thereafter. As a matter of fact, despite the adjustment of the fertility
policy, the risk of too low fertility still persists. This must arouse the high vigilance of the government authorities and the
whole society.

Characteristics and Changes of Fertility Pattern of Chinese Women since 1995 Song Jian  Tang Shimeng <15+

Using data from national population census, 1% population sampling survey and 1%. sampling survey on population
changes, based on women's fertility pattern and index of children's fertility pattern, this paper analyses the characteristics
and changes of fertility pattern of Chinese women between 1995 and 2015 by paying close attention to urban- rural differ-
ence, the second childbearing and the situation of women aged 30- 39 years old. The results find that fertility pattern of Chi-
nese women shows that the most children were given birth by women aged at child- bearing age and a few by women aged at
a later stage. The first child is the main pattern, and the proportion of the second is rising. Fertility pattern manifests the in-
crease of late childbearing over time as the decline of contribution of child- bearing age group, but the trend of late child-
bearing has eased recently. Meanwhile, the proportions of early childbearing, of very late childbearing and of three and more
children gradually rise. There have been hints that the age at childbearing is not only getting comparatively early but cover-
ing wider age range. Urban and rural areas are seen similarity with the overall fertility pattern with different fertility pattern
for the second child, and the changes in fertility pattern are also similar between urban and rural areas.

The Creation of Local Employment: Multiplier Effect of Manufacturing Employment on Service Employment
Lai Desheng  Gao Man -28-
This paper uses 2003- 2015 city level panel data to estimate the multiplier effect of manufacturing employment on local
service employment. After using IV Estimation to reduce the endogenous bias, it finds that 1 point increase of manufacturing
employment creates 1.1 new jobs in local service employment in the short run and 0.57 new jobs in the long run. The high-
est multiplier effect is in the west region folloned by one in the middle region, and the lowest is in east region. The driving
impact of manufacturing to producer services is higher than that to life services and public services. There is heterogeneity of
the multiplier effect for cities with different labour market characteristics. The more flexible the labour market and the
greater the size of the labour market are, the greater the employment multiplier is. The rise of living costs will decrease re-
gional employment multiplier. Based on the results, there are several policy implications. We should implement manufactur-
ing power strategy, promote deep integrating of manufacturing and service industries, improve the flexibility of labor market,



