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Abstract

Fertility is the statistical result of fertility behavior. In order to study the impact of family support
policies on fertility behavior to explore the possibility of raising the total fertility rate by formu-
lating corresponding policies, this study collected panel data from 35 OECD countries between
2010 and 2017, and quantitatively analyzed the impact of different family support policies on the
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total fertility rate by using systematic GMM method. The results show that family cash subsidies
have a significant positive effect on fertility, and the k-means clustering analysis shows that the
effect of cash subsidies in the “social democratic model” is more stable. However, combined with
the analysis of per capita GDP of 208 countries in the world, in the group of high-income countries,
the effect of family cash subsidy policy on the total fertility rate is small. For every 1 percentage
point increase in the ratio of family cash subsidy to GDP, the total fertility rate will increase by 2.1
thousandths. In addition, family benefits in kind and services have no significant impact on the to-
tal fertility rate.
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FHEREEA DB A RIE 2020 FEMAEFFEN L[], KTAEF “ZaeXE” , FIK
ARG R NEVEEOR T A AR AT BESR i 2E B R BORI SR PUAE A R R 8 TS
FEF SR T 28I E AL, 20 tH4D 60 SEARPE T F S AL BRI TR, P2 B TANRAEF RN
MBS P PAE 2 BUATR, B RUSFE R AR 8RR BHESE 1 SR,
DR A B A1) W] BE ANEAE T SR BE SR A R A PR IR [2] 0 5 il 3 — N VR R i G 5 A R R 50
FIEBORMN | B G ORESIE, ZORFEBCRAE AR R R R, EhnE R H([3] [4]-

VU 7548 [ 2% B Sl SR B A . SR SEA 5 RS AR . BOSCRMG L 7 B E S R SRR R
P BE SR A ALK S SCRFBORA R E M SOOI 2 [5] [6] [7], WRAF 2 RUIER T
LIRS A AR RV P P AR (38 o AR 77 AT R B IR B AR [8] . T KB by SRBE e 5
FAEMBERAE A T AT BL WOy T REBCE P IR FUE /i, PR LTS A I BOA N 52
FAEE R AT B R E N T BRI 15 AN E R FKEECE 54 § mIER AR, KR 5
AN A TN A B 2T BIBAAAE R, LR RS A A BB RS B E 9], SR
P B BIEIFAET LA TN, W AR RES

2. XHEkgid

LG HRT, B TREN MR MEER, EFEERASISRARE ™ i
BN E R BEA[10] o B4 B 2 5247 45 1 25 A R T 2l e 6 SR A N R A IR MR I A & e 13
FFBUKE, 0T IXFMIBEERT & & R 0ERLH], B ASE# T T KEP7T. Adrian Kalwij (2010) 5 H]
HRAEATINE 16 ANPHEKE R 08T, s R INFEBOR I, Hha ol R ES 5l s &,
A E A TR B[11]. Cohen (2013)#R 4% A5 [E K G it R AR 7S R B, 76T SRR Rk
BrpAh, B H RAE B E M RUN[12]. Nelly EI-Mallakh (2018)7E % %% | 2014 4F 1k [ 5 2 BUK BU %
A B RN B S B R Ry, RS IR, B TR SRA AT ) LB SR I 2 PR SR 2 T 1)
HAEBEZE[13].

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.125220 2160 W H5

2
b


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.125220
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PP, B

1T ] P 2728 e 3 77 T R FEARDR B =2 o 288 (2019) 55 1 S MK 5 SR B FR RITIT, ALK
BT 5 8 M B R RORR MRS B S P 3 50 SR A WL, = O [ 5K 3 S B 17 5k 2R [14]
2R (2021) S0 BRI A B SCRFBOREAT € I LLEL AT, e Mrd thoxt e e Rkt X, K% Jg ) L FOR)
BRI ORI T LN AT DARSE A2 R [15] . ARZ5(2021) 7047 1IN 15 AE 5K (0 % AR EEBUARE R A
BUSRE M, S TG E RS X RO AR B R E B2 IR s [9] . (EAATTRIRT AL s AR A2 TH B
W B 53 B SCRFBUAOR A B R A RAL M, IF B sh I R 8 RIA R A Py A TR 8, TS8R )
R ZRARA AT P BT A R ZE . HUIEA SO STk EZA U P A 35—, H TS E SCRFEUGR N
o 2 AT BAR (M, 2021) [16]H1 A, FRIEESTRFBUSRN 4 B R MR i, AR T BN
R T AT R EEBL AN BN« KBE S5 IR SSAR MBI A B R0, 28—, kA ik
M5, AR T AT PATE A & A AR VE R R R S8 GMM (1 SUHE VRS, St T B e 45 e I m (S 1k

3. BIERMRFZE
3.1. ¥IREKIE

AR SCTHAREE P 35 NMEIZK, 8 MFEJEME, FANE K& 2010~2017 4L 8 41 [ s d . Al
R E R A E R, AR E 0~14 % AR, 15~64 % AR, iS5, AR K IE
T FHARAT (The World bank) tH 7 e 5 e, R BE SCRFBUR 1B & IR BEIL &AM K BEE S5 IR 5548
F BRI K T2 & 4 2K B2 $ids 122 (OECD database), 47 i) 45 B A2k JEE 4 B0 F (S BBk 45 1R 50 e
(UN database). 34, SCHFTIEFH 15 208 ANE 5 A\ ¥ GDP %d i H th SR A7t 7R e B8 2

32. ¥IRT=E
321 ETE

BF 70 32 BT AN ) ) R B S RF R  MRAE B R RmfE . Hitk, RN R R E NEEE
R —ANE Kol X A F R E P A E T 8.
322 BATE

%A 5T 5K % 02 TV 95 5% B S RO SN AR B R (5 . B 50 1 [ A AL 3R A% O R A &
AR RA R, DEMRENE 1.

Table 1. Variable interpretation table

* 1 BEMRER

A Ginc P
R A5 TFR AL H
cash FKEEIL 44D
RO RREAL .
services FKBE S5 IR S5 AR A
hdi NERESRE
ratio, 0~14 % NI EEA)
AR ratio, 15~64 % N\ L4
ratiOgender 0~65 % Ltk 5 B A
urbanrate AR AR
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M 1 AR S DR A R AN T

FBEDLEANIARF] - [ T L IR EEIR A5 ) LE A R B H A% (DL AaA) , AR F Py A 045 LB ES,
PRt BRI E AN B 8 LB B LBURI IRV A RSN ANl 8o 2 0F 7E R B S B B < b B A B i
GDP F 7y L2 .

FBESKY) S IR STARA B ELAE BT B A AN )L L OR 7 A0 300 2807 it (1 52 {4t 3 08 3 ) S RE SOAT 2 I
R AIOLE R TS, A HER K ER AR OB R 55 BB IR ST . [FIRE RS 5 i 554
@ 5 GDP H 4 B R 23

FEHAE RN NRRRIRE. 0~14 5 NI, 15~64 5 NI, 2tk B, i,

AR R G WK 2.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables

2. LEmMAMGITR

Variables N Mean sd min max
country 280 18 10.12 1 35
year 280 2014 2.295 2010 2017
TFR 280 1.68 0.352 1.05 311
cash 280 1.23 0.619 0.05 3
services 280 0.91 0.55 0.07 249
ratio; 280 17.18 3.748 12.81 29.51
ratio, 280 66.35 2.435 60.08 73.41
ratiOgender 280 1.04 0.046 0.98 1.18
hdi 280 0.88 0.046 0.68 0.96
urbanrate 280 76.73 12.1 52.66 97.96
33. MiRA=E

3.3.1. &% GMM

i DR, T BB KSR [ V1A 7R g 8] A0 RS 2R AR B ATL RIS, L X P e A 2R 35 Ao FH T 3 48 T B
. [Ht, Blundell #1 Bond # AT 1998 E42H T R4t GMM 777k, R4 GMM J5i5A BT 4 AE M 1)
(e, IF HAZOTIEAEAFAE AR IGO0 R 20 b 45 R FIREG 24[17] [18]. R4t GMM A ALK 4 fif e A8 & (1)
TG IR R S G| N BN E A8, (A BA ShASARRERE 71, IS IE AR L8R 21 1Mk 57 5 1
ANETALIAR B 2 IR 22 AV FE R N AR I el . B JR BRI R .

W WL EAS TR AR A K= 1 FR:

Vi = X B+ 1 + &

ECYTAR B A B A SIS RHERT, S TIARCCIZETE BRI BN, TFERATZE 5y, 2 B R

N
Ay, = gAY, + A% B+ Ay

FEN 2270 I S BB MR L, (H AT B ARG VAR i & B AE 99 T HAZ R, PRI 7K1 [ )5
MZED I G G o B XEARFERE
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Hop, *ROHARZH(WNZES), LEIKTE
EAHSEREH, , EX
Qu = Z XiZ, ’sz = Z Ziy,, W =Q,,AQ;,

A:[Z z;Hizi]_l,

Z, X T EAS B B HRE . W EH RS GMM Al THE 2
é :Wilez Asz
FIFSHREEARNH N 1 Fs.
Yie = BYia + X B+ 14 + &, 1)

Hr, pRIRRE, 1 T/ MEREE RN, &, FniRZE T H S BTG B EA8 56 24 B A G .
3.3.2. K ER

K WEERRETHEARE SR MR, HE B R AW kA Fh 1 i W E 5% .
K BME R R BARRRES BRAR

1) WHHR B LA kAR S TR 3, ( =1,2,3- K)

2) HEFTATREA A, ( =1.2,3n) B 0 &, PR AR

E,(j,i)=1Jb2—a?

3) MRAEIKINER RS, REAZAEAS m 70 2 B 25 doe /I (19 50 PR 7
4) ~PIYMEAREE BT A S AR OE

N, RN — R FEA SN

5) ®E 2~4 WP, HEROGEAHEL.
4, SCHEST AT
4.1, 1ERIE

WA A Z PR R S F R, WN . ZHEBREE AN LA 1T AN
Mg T SR AE B R IR . RIEAR SCE B4 M K IE B4 FRESEY 5 IR SRR A B R I sh A5
MR, ARSI AR SRR S RN AE MR R BT AR R R . A SO BRI E nE(2), K
FE I G AR AR S BE S 5 R S AR R AE A R s i (3) . K(4).

TFR, = f+ B,TFR, , + pcash, + B,cash, , + f;services, + f,services, , + fhdi

. . . 2

+ Byratio, + B;ratio, + Byratiog, . + Surbaneate +w, + &, @)
FKRE I AN B A

cash < 2 SEIE AN 1 3

GDP %0
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FBE SN 5 IR S5 AR A
GDP %

services =

(4)

4.2. SEESHREGER

R 34 VIF 7 ZIZIK IR 7)M UVIF (7 2 ) KAWL B2 I A7 45 2 IRLRME I, 45 R BTt
AZEN VIF E/NT 10, HIAREZ AR 2 ALk E, RUERGEREF AL s %2, ST
BAHR &4 JIH T AR E BN RS GMM B R 52 STRFIECRON B M B R, [R5 18 2 [
SE AN 2 AT DRI AR B A7 A A A I, DR AP AR S A P ] 2 A R I R 5 Y DR AR B ) Je T 7R 1 A
MY 2 SR 1 A AR B AN AE B AR I P 5B SCRFIBCRON A B AR A, 45 B I I 7E 5%
R VAT T B2, HoOE T R IR AR PIANBEY I ZKE B kb oS 7 7 R R B Bl
TN ) A% B [ 5 ROV AR T 45 R R K E I &4 5 GDP I E 43 LLiR i Aeah 1%, SRR e
1.8%o, AN FEHAS B I i 78 RO 25 R R R I A 5 GDP AU H 70 B =28l 1%, SAAE
FPER 1.9%o00 1 24 1K K RE S5 MR 35 AR A0 26 7 ORGP A2 B 2 R

N T FERBIE T BTAFAE B 2B IR R, ARSCE— 20 R T RIS TR B R 48 GMM BER . 3% 4 11
B8 3 hFIH T R GMM BURIF R SR, At 45 R BURL Y chi® fED 0, BURSBE MG 1R . AR(D)
(—Fr BI)RE p BT 0,001, BRGE —F HAARK, AR(2) (ZFr AR kK P {EK T 0.01,
PR E N P SIAMOR AR S B Ja AT AR TR AR W E TR SR, Hansen A e AN & 25 1
WAL, THABREAN. R% GMM BALEE RS IR W 5 R a4 4 GDP 1 73 UAE 12
1%, BAEFFRER 21%0. FAh, MRS ISR AT R AR . IF HAERE K
NAER 5 RS GMM [ 7 e Ja — I R S 5 IR S5 Aa A B AR B R e e, B &
Bz, FNET B, /M 1, FU e R Em L, BUFR B EI At A T R BA K
BN o

Table 3. Multicollinearity test
3. ZEHZEMKRRE

Variable VIF UVIF
cash 1.12 0.89
services 1.44 0.69
hdi 2.38 0.42
ratio; 1.8 0.56
ratio, 1.84 0.54
ratiogender 2.47 0.40
urbanrate 221 0.45
Mean VIF 1.89 0.53

Table 4. Model estimation results
4. RBEITEER

AR 1 (Fe) iR 2 (Fe) KR 3 (system GMM)
0.919™
(-0.099)

L.TFR
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0.196™ 0.184™ 0.209™
cash
(-0.069) (-0.062) (-0.095)
-0.089 -0.064 -0.185"
L.cash
(-0.064) (-0.06) (0.080)
0.114 0.094 0.296
services
(-0.071) (-0.081) (-0.186)
-0.139" -0.130" -0.323"
L.services
(0.081) (-0.074) (-0.191)
0.093" 0.008
ratio;
(-0.042) (0.009)
_ 0.021 -0.002
ratio,
(-0.035) (0.005)
) 0.432 0.513
ratlogender
(—2.064) (0.461)
-0.013 0.341
hdi
(-0.519) (0.638)
-0.006 -0.001
urbanrate
(0.026) (-0.001)
1586 —1.456 -0.719
constant
-0.082 (0.013) (1.296)
Chi? 0
AR(1)-p 0.001
AR(2)-p 0.872
Hansen-J 0.535
A ONIIEUE R RBRIE R Frfafirdig: ™, 7, " REREEE 1%, 5%H 10%KF FEBEME, L XRE
i E— W
4.3. TRBEMES

ARSI S [ 5 RN (Fe) B AN R 48 GMM AR 347 X Ll 43 A i3k i 30 AE AR T p R g vk . AR 4 st
A1 BREA 3 T RSN RE, YIS B BRI R E N IE, HEAMER A H &R
Bogin . e — WM R ELY) SIRESMAIN LR A TR B NN . ARG R —38, AR
SCR SR BT 45 R B RafEE .

4.4. REMEHN D

[EE SN 5 KRG8 GMM RIS T4 R BR, FEINSEMNEFTITAEEEZTLWN, RS
GMM R 4E B R 0 R 2 G4 B &% GDP R LW ESIR S 1L N E 4 A, BT REFH 21 0NT40 4.
ZEE RN T EARF I AN SN B R E R AE RN K, AW E A HAE
K FRE I 4R AE F RCR BN R R R i — B . A E AR — B A KRR Z st
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ot R AR SN A BENTF A 7E B 52 7 E SR I 4 4N BB N 3 & G 4R 23 [ X A4 1 FR s f
VN B EL T 5 208 ANE 5K 2015 4 (1K) AN 35) GDP #idE It eIt o0 #ir, /i di R WL 1 5% 5.

i ST R ALY 208 AN E X N3 GDP HEF Bl 54 A4 2R 35 NNEK AL GDP FEAIRE IR,
LA SR 58% [ [E X A\ Y GDP fEHH: FHEA T 40 4 LA, I 80%[1[E 5% A\ GDP HE44 | 60, #ci
A1) GDP Ny 123514.20 576, Hf&HN 9616.6 0. 4 L s, @A HLERL EFHBRANKEEER,
FRARZ TR ITH, B RAEKPE. BT, FATI A SRR 2 BUE R EILE NECRN 2 4
HLE KA F R E /N EZE R R —.

Figure 1. Ranking chart of world GDP per capital
1. R A GDP HEFE

Table 5. The basic situation of per capita GDP in 35 OECD countries
5. KAAN 35 PMERALY GDP EAIK

He# Heal b b A GDP ($)
e 3 123514.20
wAKHEA 83 9616.65

4 T 40 58%
7 HE T 60 80%

4.5. REFEHEITHT

i SO TR S B I A IR B M BOR I 2O SRR AT S EAT s R PR, 1
WEE AR E K, SRR < A BB AR e W] e S B KIS ). AR A A 23 B R X R BRI
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KIEFFET, FEBEE PRI AR SR I A B BRI i T AS R R &% B i s, AR A
6. AL EHL 35 NEK 2010~2017 F V-8 FAE T FIHAT k-means K2, BRERNE 7.

Table 6. Features of the cash subsidy policy for industrialized families

% 6. TAEHREN S BIBERY R
HIEB R LM 25 7K R SR E R

WA SRR I EE T, EIEVE R S SCRFBUR, R

y AN =1 pasia L
HERER iR hnck.  FRETIE Bers, 0 o e JHE i
e o AR L, RFR i) T & B S RE SCRPBOCR I BE, vl - s
PRy £ U PRI T ) B, HEE ., R, %E
B SRekpRE, e o SERICAE e e, g
. FERLEARACFEUIR, — - "
El:ESE S0 i T 5595 BE XF R BEI SCRF I AR BEE ., HiL. HA
ZERLRIE: Gauthier, A. H. (2002) Family policies in industrialized countries: Is there convergence? Population, 57(3):
447-474 [6].

WXL 6 5% 7 LA, GESITILE 20 FATRI LR RO O R E R S F R L
&+ 1.5, AFAEFE “2eXE” , Ty F RS B i E SRR B AR R LRI
B YRR R ZR, EhRAEFT VRN TR R, TR AL 2 ] AR R A R
RREE, ZORRFE 1.7~1.8 VG A o 8 DURh SR SR EUCR AOG LEhal s, $RAB R b 5
A A 2 R M S E DL AN RO KR M B R BOVRE T Bl HRIICR R L.

4.6. REKMS RS BFISH

FRES) 5 RS ARA BEARSE PR A B AT AR B 2 RS E ] . (HEE T30 AW AU R BT B IR0
TMANNERBBAEERWIN S, ShEFTANEETEERER . KT, FAlH PRI,
SIEAMIRHENMEL,  H TS E Y5 IR SRR KRN R mE A . FREEIL AN BN SR RE 5L
Y5 IR SSARMIHAST L& 3 Fros. EEIP AL 35 ME KR FFE 35250 UKE . IR Flt, SEEAH
[ 7 A K S BE S 5 IR S5 AR A BN T e T KB A By, oo 2 B SR i R (R T I b B
Wle PRI T 2 BE S 5 MR S5 AR A BN 0 BE R/ XS SRR AE B AT N ML A 5 3k — 2B IR 5T

Table 7. Fertility cluster analysis
T EBEREESH

% RRCEAES I
Belgium 1.750 1
Denmark 1.745 1

Finland 1.709 1
Netherlands 1.700 1
Norway 1.783 1
Switzerland 1.528 1
Canada 1.578 1
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Czechia 1.531
Slovenia 1.576
Luxembourg 1.504
Estonia 1.590
Latvia 1.554
Lithuania 1.611
Israel 3.063
France 1.978
Iceland 1.921
Ireland 1.914
Sweden 1.880
England 1.840
America 1.856
New Zealand 1.995
Australia 1.849
Mexico 2.255
Turkey 2.108
Austria 1.469
Germany 1.443
Spain 1.325
Korea 1.204
Japan 1.420
Greece 1.359
Hungary 1.376
Italy 1.373
Portugal 1.311
Slovak 1.412
Poland 1.329

A DN DDA DN D DD DNDNDWO®W®W®W®WW®W®W®WWND R R B B P

v, -
0a'® :
1.8 (" Y

1.6 I
@

)

[

1.2
o Ot S S o 0 IO N R R R I @
R 1k 2 0B H- [ P Y & & of d
k2 2y

‘

ESES

Figure 2. Comparative analysis of policy models
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RERMNEHS NN ERXHEENER TR E R Y 8RR R R E
DA RKNE R R ER S FE RN DO R AN RN R KEE R &
R E O B 0 SNEK HLx FmEssERH

SN I e =
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FEDL AN W KBS S IS5 F

Figure 3. Comparison of investment in family support policies
3. REZFFERIBAILL

5. it 511e
5.1. 45ig

TG HZ 35 ME K 2010~2017 45K G SCRFBUR AR G 2808, 7675 18 N AR 1 0 U Al T, DA
A4 GMM B BT T KEIEAN . FKEESLY 5 IR SSARFIR S AL 2R M. #id 248 GMM
ST FRMEMER IS K k BIME IR, BT R IR

F—, FENSMRIBRKZEN AT RIREEN, BUFER SR BAN EX g m A F i
FRRAER, FKEEBLEANECRAE E K E T b= KR

F, 25HAEFFENSAMBORTER IR R T Z2MBOREA, B E . M
RRASE AN [ EH E SORE 5 B I A SCRFIBUR 9 SR I AR B AN AR N, itk 2 R FERT Brig s
P& A RE . e PR E MNP R EE IS MU 7 SR BN R TR I — M BUE T .

=, KEEU S AN BARKT B A B R RIEE IE R R EEH, (BEXA A A1 mRANE RN,
R JE I 4 A BB R v AR R R A RCR U

H0U, FHREFEAIE R DAEE RS XA & R IEAAE R sgm, (HRF 78 B R R BB G E K
VAN, FERI T SR RE T2 45 I 55 A R0 BLAA A B AT st il I 30 5K B S 5 IR S5 AR R S B AR B AT R 9F
KA R ELW, %G RRW T 4G HSE FAE 5 RE S5 RS54 R 77 TH A BUR 285 H AR AR B R A
MR, AR TIESAMERNT S, 2RI ER N, R s R ELY) S RSAEFRAS EE
TN A R — B T 7L

5.2. i71ig

FRIEFE 1949~1999 4R 1X 55 45 1) 50 A I [A] A 58 i 1 78 77 [l 5K 5 200 4 N 2 A8 DR o (R RN
P AR AR AR IRIE B 2 . BEUR AN Il BT 0 2 e th ok o TN H 25 B FE K BEN I, FRIE MK
JE L FFBURIE AL YRS IR RN B, AEA REMERNECRIA R PG5 E R R CA R T 568 1 X SR
BR ARG R K, REEEEAE, (AFRE AT LIRS SRR W IR 2R o0, s A 3R K A
KBRIA R

1, KRS WIFKEIESANNTE PR E BT AP IR E AR KRB, ERmNEZRF,
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FRED G A SR RIEAEF /DN, ABRIB RIS REMIERIER, mREEN—NMREFREZK, A GDP
A HE% 92, A3 GDP {H 8016.4 370, S54AHEEFBAREAHZ 1600.2 376, FI SR EEIL 4 #MNEL
TR AR E 0] e A KIS 7T

HWK, ENREAERABORZ —, FREW DE S E—E AP & Mk R BB K E a4 Bh
PELL . W ERIREIRERRKFBARMAEE T, ¥ RFERSANIIZ A NEE . RIS, FE RN RLGE
SRR TRIR K BESFRFIRBEAA, ik o R ME R4 5 R R A B — X R SR AR S 5 By o DR
PR EEILE AN AT LUES RAMYE R, fEZ G R R RS RERN &8 PR, BN
ZYEAEIRY) Ll T A F S N 2 Z 2R KM B, IS EG0LAE, LSS I T R EE % 4 K
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