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Abstract

Taking the married women of the post-80s generation in Zhengzhou city as the research object,
this paper conducts an empirical study on the chain transmission of objective factors, subjective
perception and the desire to have a second child. The conclusion of the study is that the family
housing situation will affect the subjective perception of individuals, but this subjective percep-
tion will not affect the fertility intention of the second child. At the same time, the housing situa-
tion will not have a direct impact on fertility desire.
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Table 1. Variable setting and problem design in the study
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of housing conditions

¥ 2. EEBRARER G

Frequency Percent (%)
B a1 B B Bk 162 402
Valid B MG E B EA B 210 52.1
BRI A B B 17 42
FAERIRNAE 55 14 35
Total 403 100.0
Table 3. The frequency of respondents’ choice of various factors
= 3. P AT R L ERIRFRSURIAZE
it BIRESE BRI (%)
RETHH N T 300 74.4
25PN 273 67.7
FEZT A 252 62.5
R AR 27 SR 185 45.9
fi FER L 155 38.5
R 142 35.2
LT A ME 138 342
AR IORL AN R 98 24.3
REBNE 97 24.1
WA ZT K 68 16.9
TR A B AN A 46 11.4
J N & 23 5.7
oAt 4 1.0
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Figure 1. The ranking of all factors in subjective evaluation of respondents
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Table 4. Cross analysis of the objective situation of housing and subjective judgment (%)
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B IGE 55 B8R BTN = 162) 3L5 68.5
H I3 EA BN = 210) 34.8 65.2
BRI A BT B (N = 17) 47.1 52.9
HAERIRNE BN = 14) 71.4 28.6
Gt 64.8 352
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Figure 2. Subjective evaluation of respondents in different types of housing on whether housing
affects the fertility intention of the second child
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Figure 3. The desire to have two children of different types of housing owners
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Table 5. Cross analysis of objective factors and fertility intention (%)

#=5 BEUERRSEBERENRZXSH(%)

P &
B E 55 H A 5T (N = 162) 65.4 34.6
HIGE B EA PR (N = 210) 64.3 35.7
FALR B A T BUE (N = 17) 35.3 64.7
FAEMRNEFN = 14) 64.3 35.7

it 63.5 36.5

vE: chi®(3)=6.157, p=0.104.
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Table 6. Cross analysis of subjective evaluation and fertility intention (%)
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it 63.5 36.5
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