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Fertility Desire and Its Significance

Zheng Zhenzhen

Abstract: Briefly reviewing studies of fertility desire at home and abroad, and its practical signifr
cance in different population Development phase, the Paper introduced decision— making process from
fertility desire to reprodudive behavior, discussed the change of fertility desire, family planning and re
productive behavior of the couple fitted to the two— child policy in the low fertility regions. The author
believes that the ideal number of children, fertility desire and family planning will gradually close to the
reality of the three levels. Compared with the ideal number of children, fertility desire and family plar
ning will be more policy relevance and of more practical value.

Key words: The ideal number of children; fertility desire; family planning; fertility behavior
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