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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between reproductive motivation of childbearing women
and family closeness and adaptability of family of origin. Methods: A total of 255 women of child-
bearing age in Chongqing were selected. The fertility motivation questionnaire, family closeness
and adaptability questionnaire were used. Results: 1) There was no significant difference in fertil-
ity motivation, but there was significant difference in family closeness and adaptability. 2) There
is a significant difference in fertility motivation in the domicile location, but there is no significant
difference in family closeness and adaptability in the domicile location. 3) Educational back-
ground shows a significant difference in the fertility motivation of women of childbearing age, but
there is no significant difference in the closeness and adaptability of family of origin. 4) There is a
significant positive correlation between fertility motivation of women of childbearing age and
family closeness and adaptability. 5) Both the closeness of family of origin and adaptability can
significantly positively predict the fertility motivation of women of childbearing age. Conclusion:
The fertility motivation of women of childbearing age is affected by the closeness and adaptability
of their family of origin.
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Hh [ SR AE 2R 20 T2 90 AERAIF AR O T PR B B K BUR, IR N AR B BB (CE %,
FJTML 2016) . YRS TR I TE R F7 s SRk, N VLRI T 1 2R 5 — R A2 1),
REH 2014 FRRMASLH T “ B %7 “AE T SAETFECE, DUSAX AR B I ECR PR (%
i, T, 2020).

PR H RN DR AT, R 2017 4 4 [ AR BRI R A A O S RREA, b T
HER T 2006~2016 “E[AIAE KT, KIIX 11 R HEER T SAE G R2A AR, P 1.61. HEKIL
RGN ZBOR R EIABCR TR SRS BI, HZZREMmM, if 38.1%M LT A &% TH0D
T2 A4, BERWWEEETEFRE AR, WA R F A EEZ5 (2L,
EILA, sER, 2019).

DAL 2 AR B XA B /K RAT O, B E BEIE AT B CAEBIT M EWE, RI
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£ AE 2000 SEZ BT, FEEBCER SR SRS, BTN RN = (7 /144, 2018). AT
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SR pE e MA R e i AI3FT(Liu et al., 2018), JFUAEZKEETHRE T ARt — S BE ) R G AT 1
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]I OC Ry FREEIE RIME R K BE RGN 1 RO e 77 FA4 1 O HAL T 28546« A €8 43I0 B SR R 1 U 7
REJI(E55, FBHn, 2018)e ZRBEME RPENIFE 2 R EEI R A A BB B K E A R B R R, RKBE R
Gohnl gE Bl — 2 ) JR, R AMNRERIENIEE 1. BR LT ERKIIEAE, & T AFRB#EEE
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A B HLE RAE R BER SRR L AR S E MK R
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K FHBE LI X B R 17 300 44 B e eV R iun 45, A A W 453850 v =655, SE— 8 N N 2240 &,
FHANEEINIAE, B ARESEE GG N R, BRI E R A SKRE I R
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90 /5 150 A(58.8%), 00 J& 32 A(12.5%); Jh4:T % 99 A\ (38.8%), FEHMAET# 156 A(61.2%); il 147
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K (FBEEHE SE M ER) (Family Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation Scale 11, FACES I1)ff]
HOCRR(TFIESE, 2019). 1%ERA 30 MHIH, KH 5 miihar, 7 ASKEENEE B (16 /) AE N (14 7)) M
TR, 3 B R TN 5RE S R P BT B R (P G, 1991). AW H —EUE RN 0.94,
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oy, ARG, . BE. KEMEMEZ T4 5 NMERE, oS, EEIIVUER. ATt
— M RECH 0.93.
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BRAR AR N L5 B2 5, SR A Pearson AR ZEAH G/ TR IR AR RS2 8 5 B L MEAE B a2 1)
FHR KR
3. BRI
3.1 HEFERERE

FERARISER SE I, AR A T R 37 21 (2004) Bl B2t (3 R 7 i 2245 967 v, R Harman B2

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.118220 1958 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.118220

W %

AT IS T A AR AR A ZE , R I A7 45 R, A i i) (A 3R  tr 34e
B 16 NIRRT 1 HIRT, S — 2P B Z R 23.2%, A HIUEA P 7 iR R
40.000 15 L, IX R WA TR A7 A5 B S (K 3 R 7 i 22

32. REREFREE. ENM. £EINEAODZEHERKRE

321 REMESEEIN., FEREFRRE. REREENEZENERKE

Lol M)NBEAE, AT FAEREREE . ERREE Ny AR AT AL R A
theds, AR LASRATLUE . R EMAN TAFNERA LRI B F 25 (p=012>0.05), HHREL
AN TAE T SINIIRI — B, A 7 oA A T 2 A F LS e R R A A
JAE R RS PRI R B MR 22 5 (p < 0.001), AFAMAE T2 (¥ JRAE SRS P B TV 7 2 e A
NP I A2 2R 3 N P R I L S 2 7 (p < 0.001), AR e 1 S AR R B Mk B0 T A T

Table 1. The difference test of fertility motivation, closeness of family of origin, adaptability
of family of origin on the singleton or not

FLEEIN. REREFREE. REREENMESRIRE FHNERER

REAE RS FrifE 22 t p

= 57.09 17.91

EH LA -1.56 0.12
5 60.61 17.27
= 45,73 11.74

Ji AR SR BE SR Y -3.90 0.00
5 51.33 11.23
7 41.82 9.15

JER A= 5% 3 -4.03 0.00
& 46.29 8.28
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LA EETAEGI T . 2 ) N AR, EHE L. FAERERT L . SR A KR IE N R AR A7l
SEREA thRSe, AR 2 iRV DA P EETET T A E SR B EE R (p < 0.05), Ml
fAE B PSR T 2 BRI BBl P RERTE F R AE E2R o R R B2 R (p =
0.58 > 0.05), FMRHE &R FrEHN TR AE SXRE R B PR L —Ehk; 7 #E P ons T B AR SR i B
AR R FEVEZ 5 (p = 0.94 > 0.05), FWRE 7 FEFTAE U T IR S B B R — Bk

Table 2. The difference test of fertility motivation, closeness of family of origin, adaptability
of family of origin in the place of residence

F2 £HIN. REREFREE. REREENMEFEREL EHERER

JAFERTE Hh PRI bR t p

W 62.54 17.68

EH LS 0.12 0.00
28 54.75 16.45
W 48.82 12.12

JRAE RS 0.55 0.58
£ 49.62 10.63
Wi 44,59 10.29

JiR AR 5 o 3 0.07 0.94
28 4451 6.93
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PRI (R R BAR S BRL AR SR B R, EFEENL. FAERESREE . AR RSN
R AT I Z 50T, I 3 G RATLLE M S0t TAE FEh WL B3 2% 7 (p < 0.001), 221K
R AR AR T2 I e AR B S = AR B AL 22 R T 5 AR R B SR B P A R I BB 2 e (p =
0.18 > 0.05); 243X} T Ji A 5 R 7 14 A B HH I 25 14 22 57 (p = 0.40 > 0.05).
Table 3. Variance analysis of educational background and fertility motivation, family close-

ness and adaptability of family of origin
#=3 FHEEEM. BEREXREE. REREENENFESHT

=301 FHE RIS F p
AL 78.00 13.19 0.00
LR 54.10 15.75 0.00
EH LA 29.75
AR} 59.35 16.93 0.00
WF9E A 51.68 13.79 0.00
SN 47.24 9.60
LR} 51.80 1057
JR A R BE SR 1.64 0.18
AR 48.02 11.98
B 9E A 50.71 11.81
mEH &L 44.79 9.50
LR} 45.90 7.23
JiR A SR B 3 I 1.00 0.40
AR 43.42 9.56
W5t 45.40 8.09
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Table 4. Analysis of the correlation between reproductive motivation and the closeness of the
family of origin and the adaptability of the family of origin

T4 EEINEREREFREE. REREENMERIHEXTH(N = 255)
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TR J7{E 0.02, HMA AR 5K BESE % B T] AR R AR B B LI 2% 4k o X B EAT B E VRS, R
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Table 5. Regression analysis of reproductive motivation and the closeness of the original family

5. £ EMNEREREFEEMEYIFH(N = 255)

iRt R R Jj AR 77 F B t
1 0.13 0.02 0.01 4.12 0.18 2.03

333, £ EIEREREE MBS

MF 6 FTLAE H, B R {H N 0.05, ARG JFA S EEE NE AT DLERE A B BIHLIK 5% 4k, X5
BT WSS, KILF = 13.17, p=<0.001, B J5A: REEIE N YE— & X AR G AL AR K R J7
A 5% BT S 4 (5] UH R B0ME M 0.22 (t = 3.63, p = <0.001), EWRA J5 A 5K e i Bk 2 onf A B s L= Ak B35
NADEA PN

Table 6. Regression analysis of reproductive motivation and the adaptability of the family of origin
= 6. £ B EREREEMMEAIEIYIFHI(N = 255)

it R R AR Jj F B t
1 0.22 0.05 0.05 12.17 0.44 3.63
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