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The Impact of Pension Insurance on Fertility Desire
—An Empirical Study Based on Chinese General Social Survey
CHEN Huan ZHANG Yue — hua

Abstract: Considering the economic motivation and function of childbearing this paper constructed a simple two — period de—

cision model. The theoretical analysis showed that pension insurance had a crowding — out effect on fertility desire. Then the

paper used the mixed cross — section data of Chinese General Social Survey in 2010 2012 2013 and 2015 and used Poisson

Regression the Propensity Score Matching Method and the Instrumental Variable Method to estimate the impact of pension in—

surance on fertility desire. We find that participating in the pension insurance reduces people’ s total fertility desire by 14. 1%

the desire to give birth to sons is reduced by 7.2% and the desire to give birth to daughters is reduced by 5.4% . Further a—

nalysis shows that this negative impact mainly occurs in low — income and high — income families. The impact on middle — in—

come families is not significant.

Key words: pension insurance; fertility desire; crowding — out effect



