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Fertility in China: How Much Has It Really Declined?

China has achieved low fertility in the 1990s. According to 2000 population census, total fertility rate in China
was 1.22 in 2000, which implies substantial under— reporting of births. But how much has fertility really de-
clined? This paper analyzes fertility in the 1990s using own— children method, birth history reconstruction method

and parity progression ratios, and reaches an estimate of a TFR of 1. 58 in 2000. Decomposition of TFR shows
that Chinese fertility decline in the 1990s is attributable to both marriage deferral (43% ) and decline in martial
fertility (57%) .
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