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Analysis of sex composition of the population
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Analysis of never married population aged
20 —49
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Cross boundary marriages
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Analysis of the changein thetotal fertility rate
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Sex Ratlo
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Common Indicator to measure the sex
composition

— PR R T i (A
Referring to theratio of the number of
males per 1 000 females
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Situation of Sex Compositiori of the Population

- Ef” FOTERIE=spl— Jujut & 19 1 001 Fya8
2 FET T (9 022 (R - PR
L4 ST IREE I REPIERUEL 2 o
Thesexratioin Hong Kong decreased
continuoudly from 1 001 in 1996 to 922

(provisional) in 2005, indicating that there
was an excess of females.
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Dosition of the Population (Cont’d)

fp‘v B B RV EY

Theincreasein the number of femaleswaslarger than

that of males.
1996 - 2005 ] F 153 F+
TEH( 1996 2005* Per centage of increase during
Sex 1996 - 2005*
Bl Male 3220000 | 3331300 +3.5
¥ Female | 3215500 | 3612 300 +12.3
F’ﬁ?{‘ Overall | 6435500 | 6943600 +7.9

=7 ¢ < S

Note : * Provisional figuresasat mid-year
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Se Ratlo by Age Group

FiHE [
Hong Kong Population
A | SRR T W R EM
Age group I ncluding foreign Excluding foreign
domestic helpers domestic helpers
1996 2005 * 1996 2005 *
0-14 1075 1067 1075 1067
15-24 1023 1 002 1079 1077
25 —-44 944 805 1038 915
45 — 64 1143 1001 1157 1027
65+ 824 870 824 870
F’*,;% 1001 922 1048 980
OveraJI
@ ote * Pr OV|S|onaI figures =/



& o gt B RS R G
Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

0-14 7% :

0-14 AgeGroup :

— “PERFFRE > T 1060 = 1080 [ 25 P
LG B VAR S S LIRS )R -
Remained fairly stable at 1 060 — 1 080,

r eflecting the biological phenomenon that there
was a moder ate excess of baby boysthan baby
girlsat birth.
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Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

15-24 7% :

15—-24 Age Group

— T Jufut E T R E ST 1023
1002 » & P EIPEF D (ERVEFE AR o
Being 1 023 and 1 002 in 1996 and 2005

respectively, indicating that the numbers of
males and females wereroughly the same.
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Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

25— 44 7, :

25—44 Age Group :

— f§— Jufesh F AU 044 T = T S0 AV 805
K- g I[PV 1E ST LML 2 -
Decreased from 944 in 1996 to 805 in 2005,
Indicating a lar ge excess of females.
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Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

— 1%3 Rl Rl s
Mainly dueto:
BRI B (2 EAE e
LB

A largeinflow of female One-way Permit
Holders from the mainland of China
joining their husbandsin Hong Kong.
> LT DEVE R R D D [E
A considerable number of female foreign
domestic helpersworking in Hong Kong. .



5 g Wl R s pvi = ()
Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

45 — 64 5 -

45 - 64 Age Group:
— ff— oA FAY 1143 M ES T FTET F Y
1001 -

Decreased from 1 143 1n 1996 to 1 001 in 2005.
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Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)
— SERERIAR T 2 L R 2 (R
A B
Relatively small change in thisgroup, which is
theinterplay of the following threefactors:
> b P TR e LR
| nflow of female One-way Permit Holders
from the mainland of Chinajoining their

husbands in Hong Kong.
> b P BRI T [

Female foreign domestic helpersworking in
@ Hong Kong.
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Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

> T} 70 F f*‘ [&EFJH/ 80 &F [N ¥JHY | & | >
j r a—‘\f" }‘—{ E[[—’\@[ 1"";737[‘77?[
S T B PR

i
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ar ge |nflow of people from the Mainland,

of whom most wer e young men, in the late
1970s and early 1980s prior to abolition of

the “reached-base’ policy.
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Changein Sex Ratio of Each Age Group (Cont’d)

(15)

65 % &~ ]

Age Group 65 and over ;

— T Jufet AT FETE S ]5E824 A
870 » WPt 1t ¢ [ R B 2 -

Being 824 and 870 in 1996 and 2005
respectively, indicating that there was an excess
of females.

— 35 folRLp W e TERVTEIR ap R RO R ) <
Mainly attributable to the fact that the
expectation of lifefor femalesis higher than
that for males. (=)
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Analyss of
Never Married Population Aged 20 -49
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Analysisof Never Married

SIS
opulatlon Aged 20-49

1996* 2001*
oF gy , :
<R Bl £ = Hll Bl £ = Wil
Male Female Difference Male Female Difference
Agegroup
(1) (2) (3)=(1) -(2) (4) (5) (6)=(4) - (5)
20-24 211400 | 181700| 29700 (1164) | 215000 | 193000 22000 (1114
25-29 174800 | 127400 | 47400 (1372) | 182400 | 144200 38100 (1264)
30-34 118700 77300| 41400 (1536) | 113700 81 700 32000 (1391)
35-39 50200| 40700( 18500 (1456) 73 100 58 900 14 100 (1 240)
40 -44 26800 20300 6500 (1318) 39 300 36 100 3200 (1087)
45— 49 16900 | 10500 6500 (1618) 20 800 19 900 900 (1047)
R L HEAREm -
T IR BTk -

Notes: *

()

Excluding foreign domestic helpers.
Figuresin bracketsrefer to the corresponding sex ratios.
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No.

55000 -
50000 -
45000 -
40000 -
35000 -
30000 -
25000 r
20000 -
15000 |-
10000 |-
5000 r

29700

SN e A Nﬁ%} E3-lad

Excess of Never

47400

38100

20-24

25-29

41400

arried Males

18500
14100
6500
3200
30-34 35-39 40-44
Age group
J 1996 N 2001
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Sex Ratio of Never Married Population

1318

20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49
Age group
£ 1996 B 2001 //’:_“\\
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Results of Analysis

— T 20— 49 FRAVATE | F R (I S
ﬂ\?t[ﬁﬂ JpIE A [ |15 P [\ﬂ:ﬂjg 2, o
Therewere more never married males
than never married femalesin all the

age groups aged 20 — 49.
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Results of Analysis (Cont’d)

— AN HPVRL > PHEMHREEE = P Ifk“ﬁf
Q- = =% & pIEAIE lfﬁ*r“‘»?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁiﬂi

w1 BT 302 R AN 27.5 1% » iy~ 35T
= AARVERI 5T HIES 31.1 mA 28.1 7% e >
One must bear in mind that thereisatendency
of males marrying females of younger agesin
Hong Kong (e.g. the median ages at fir st
marriage for males and females were 30.2 and
27.5 respectively in 2001, and the corresponding
figuresfor 2004 were 31.1 and 28.1).




BV T AR

HE E{E‘JE‘; g Wl

Age Differ ence between Bachelorsand
Spinsterswhen Married
JREYS | =

G ES MR EY = RS
F ) |Husbandsolder | Husbandsand | Husbandsyounger | R&Ef
Y ear than wives |wives of same age than wives Total

(F15759) (F15759) (F15759) (F15759)

(%) (%) (%) (%)
1996 72.5 10.8 16.7 100.0
2001 71.0 12.5 16.5 100.0

..... s I s e GO s
2003 /1.1 12.4 16.5 100.0
2004 70.7 12.6 16.6 100.0
=l



20 — 49 R 1A SHIRE 1 * B
T = = RV Al 1% BV
Never Married Males Aged 20-49 Compared
with Never Married Females 3 Years Younger

PIET & 1996* 2001*
Sl v ¢ = i B 2 A
Age group of Male Female Difference Male | Female Difference

males (1) (2) 3)=(1) - (4) (5) (6)=(4) - (5)

20-24 211 400 189500 | 21900 (1116) | 215000 | 214100 800 (1004)

25-29 | 174800| 165400| 9400 (1057)| 182400 | 176300 | 6100 (1034)

30-34 118 700 104200 | 14400 (1138) | 113700 | 115200 | -1500  (987)

35-39 59 200 61 100 | -1 900 (969) | 73100 | 70800 2300 (1032
40 - 44 26 800 30400 | -3600 (881) | 39300 | 49500 |-10200 (793
45-49 16 900 15900| 1000 (1061)| 20800 | 28500 -7700  (729)

e ﬁv?ﬁ% =P
BRI B AR R
Notes: * Excluding foreign domestic helpers.
@ Figuresin bracketsrefer to the corresponding sex ratios.
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No.

(A AR IS * [ IRE
= B RS 1~ A AR
Excess of Never Married Maleswith
Never Married Females 3 Years Y ounger

25000
21900

20000 r

15000 -

10000 |- 9400

6100
5000 r
800
0 —

-5000 [

-10000 r

-15000 -
20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49

Age group of maes
£ 1996 B 2001
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Sex Ratio of Never arried Population with
the Age of Females Adjusted Upwardsby 3 Years

1200 1116 1138
1061

1057

1000 NN

Sex ratio

20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49

Age group of males (i
0199 W 2001
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Population Aged 20-29
Who were Never Married by Sex and Educational Attainment

1981 2001
2 £% w3 £3
Male Female Male Female
FIER B Foib B FioiEe “EE| OFTES B | FroEe
Educational attainment No. % No. % No. % No. %
B TR 122 200 28.8 75000 28.3 8400 2.1 9 600 2.5
Primary and below
SRR 252 800 59.7 | 159100 60.1 | 253 000 63.6 | 227 600 58.7
Secondary/Matriculation
Eﬁ 35 ] (3 JESAE ) 28 700 6.8 20900 7.9 29900 7.5 34 700 8.9
Tertlary (non-degr ee)
;E'f 35 ] (3 Zhb ) 20 200 4.8 10 000 3.8 | 106300 26.7 | 115900 29.9
Tertlary (degree)
ET 423 900 100.0 | 265 000 100.0 | 397 600 100.0 | 387 800 100.0
Total
El —Jur—- T S F AL
D 19&41 and 2001 Population ot ’%

@ Source:

/m
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Population Aged 30—-39

Who were Never Married by Sex and Educational Attainment

1981 2001
2 £% w3 £3
Male Female Male Female
R B Froib B FioiEe “EE| OFTES B | FroiEe
Educational attainment No. % No. % No. % No. %
B TR 36 600 45.7 6 700 27.6 12 600 6.7 9100 5.3
Primary and below
SRR 36 300 45.3 13 400 55.1 | 121700 65.1 | 105500 61.8
Secondary/Matriculation
Eﬁ 35 ] ¢ JESAE ) 2800 35 2300 9.5 10300 55 12 000 7.0
Tertlary (non-degr ee)
;E'f 35 ] (3 26k ) 4300 54 1900 7.8 42 300 22.7| 44200 25.9
Tertlary (degree)
AT 80 100 100.0 24 300 100.0 | 186900 100.0 | 170800 100.0
Total
El —Jur—- T S F AL
D 19&41 and 2001 Population ot ’%

@ Source:

/m
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Population Aged 40 — 49
Who were Never Married by Sex and Educational Attainment

/m
(

1981 2001
2 E% ¥l £
Male Female Male Female
R B FroiE B Frobe B FiooEe B FroiEe
Educational attainment No. % No. % No. % No. %
BRI 20 000 67.0 2500 44.4 16 600 27.6 12 000 18.8
Primary and below
FIIER AR 7 800 26.3 2100 36.8 33500 55.7 37 100 58.3
Secondary/M atriculation
Eji J—?ﬁ] (ZEERE ) 600 2.2 500 8.5 2 400 4.0 3500 5.4
Tertiary (non-degree)
Ejl J*?ﬁf?] (Behbk) 1 400 4.6 600 104 7600 12.6 11 100 17.4
Tertiary (degree)
T 29 800 100.0 5700 100.0 60 100 100.0 63 700 100.0
Total
TR PVE 0 — Jur— BT e I A
Eszﬁlgt?:ﬁl 19&41 and 2001~P0|cguljation C([ensFulﬁs ’f%
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Results of Analysis
A RIS o 2 B R I S [T
R e
The educational attainment of never married males and
females aged 20 — 49 continued to improve.
(At e IO L T £ | GRS 2D
o e 0 S 22 e P 2P g e 1
Fl1 > 57 H[[]38.8% » 32.9% ~22.8% &THikEIR FRRA - || e
%ﬁﬁm‘l‘gﬁp@ﬁl%\%ﬁj2334.2% » 28.2% +16.6% -
Never married females had higher level of educational
attainment than their male counter parts. The proportions of
never married femalesaged 20 — 29, 30 — 39 and 40 — 49

having attended tertiary education in 2001 were 38.8%,
32.9% and 22.8% respectively, as compared with the

corresponding proportions of 34.2%, 28.2% and 16.6% for /==\

their male counterparts.
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Employed Persons Aged 20 — 29
Who were Never Married by Sex and | ndustry

1981 2001
2 £ #l K3
Male Female Male Female

== e FioaiE R FioiE | FioiEs "B Froi e
Industry No. % No. % No. % No. %
%{F‘ﬁf 142 100 37.8 | 125700 53.0 34 400 11.6 25 600 8.3
Manufacturing
ﬁ{?ﬁf . 47 400 12.6 2 900 12 30 300 10.2 3900 13
Construction
’i[i’ﬁ’%ﬁf * 174 500 46.4 | 104 500 44.1 | 230600 774 | 278400 90.2
Ser vices*
Nl 12 400 3.3 3900 1.7 2 500 0.8 900 0.3
Others
T 376 300 100.0 | 237000 100.0 | 297 800 100.0 | 308 800 100.0
Total

AN ;;?T}g%f?% ;f%ﬁ %B'ﬁg;‘f% AR D AROSRE ¢ ST (IR - B9 P Y

Note: * Including the wholesale, retail and import/export trades, restaurants and hotels sector; thetransport; storage

BASUE
Source:

and communications sector; the financing insurance, real estate and business services sector; and the
community, social and personal services sector. ,fa

I

- Jer= R g 5 g (=
1981 and 2001 Population Censuses
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Employed PersonsAged 30 -39

Who were Never Married by Sex and | ndustry

== A JummpyES A

s

1981 2001
Pl £ #} EZ
Male Female Male Female
EE ¢ e FioaiE MR FiaiE | FioiEs "B e
Industry No. % No. % No. % No. %
%{F‘ﬁf 26 300 35.8 8 600 38.9 21 400 13.6 15100 10.0
Manufacturing
ﬁ ok § 8500 115 200 11 12 800 8.1 1 600 1.1
Constr uction
ENYEE 36 400 49.6 13100 58.8 | 121600 77.3 | 134400 88.6
Services*
N3l 2 300 3.1 300 12 1 600 1.0 500 0.3
Others
T 73 300 100.0 22 200 100.0 | 157 300 100.0 | 151 600 100.0
Total

mR cui}jﬁii I TR

P st CERAVUI SR - QROVRTY SR RIS PR R IR
i #Fﬁﬁﬁ IS - P 3 S~ i G ERkizE

Note: * Includlngthewholesale retail and import/export trades, restaurants and hotels sector; the transport; storage

and communications sector; the financing insurance, real estate and business services sector; and the

community, social and personal services sector. / /3
YR - Jur- BRI HE- FALIER ==k
Source: 1981 and 2001 Population Censuses =——==E
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Employed Persons Aged 40 — 49
Who were Never Married by Sex and | ndustry

1981 2001
Pl £ #} K7
Male Female Male Female

=y Sgr| Tk A | FisTE fgr | FisTE S dRIbie
Industry No. % No. % No. % No. %
%{F‘ﬁf 9500 36.0 1200 25.3 5800 131 6 800 13.0
Manufacturing
ﬁ{?ﬁf 3200 12.2 100 16 4 000 9.0 400 0.8
Construction
’i[i’ﬁ’%ﬁf* 12 500 47.5 3300 71.4 33800 76.5 44 800 85.7
Services*
Py 1200 4.4 100 1.7 600 1.3 200 04
Others
AT 26 300 100.0 4700 100.0 44100 100.0 52 300 100.0
Total

SR r BRI R EN[RTRL - RAWTVEE OEE - ARRFY SR BUE - PR R R

ﬁ LB~ g S I~ B s

Note: * Including the wholesale, retail and import/export trades, restaurants and hotels sector; thetransport; storage

and communications sector; the financing insurance, real estate and business services sector; and the
community, social and personal services sector. ;;;;
TR - Jer- ERC RS B LI =)
Source: 1981 and 2001 Population Censuses =

(
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Results of Analysis

Ed e “”HIJH | P AR PRI
e RS EIE R o [k R
A=y > BIREH lfkﬁ O ff

The proportion of never married femalesworking in the
services sector was higher than their male counter parts
In all thethree age groupsunder study; whilethe
proportion of never married malesworking in the
construction sector was significantly higher than their
female counter parts.
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Employed Persons Aged 20 — 29
Who were Never Married by Sex and Occupation

s

1991 2001
Fl K3 b} K4
Male Female Male Female
BH B | FroiEe “EE| Fioobe “EE | b B | FioiEs
Occupation No. % No. % No. % No. %
e i E.’l;{%‘jiﬁ * E‘lbéﬁ?ﬁﬁfﬁf * 88 300 26.3 58 800 21.7 | 110 200 37.0 | 95300 30.9
Manager s and administrators;
professionals; and associate professionals
T EV AR f"iwﬁﬂ’ﬁ—[f»ﬁi l';% S S 104 800 31.2 | 159600 59.0 | 101 100 339 | 154300 50.0
Clerks; and service workers and shop sales
workers
T ERE JI%EJ e F_&;%’F'}Bﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁigﬁ KoaEfEl | 139 900 41.7 51 700 19.1 | 85900 288 | 59100 19.1
ARt
Craft and related workers; plant and
machine oper ators and assemblers; and
elementary occupations
P 2700 0.8 500 0.2 600 0.2 100 *
Others
AT 335 600 100.0 | 270600 100.0 | 297 800 100.0 | 308 800 100.0
Total
R pET0.05 o
ote: * Lessthan 0.05.
TR - Jof- BN FE- F LER /g—%

a Fifh
Source: 1991 and 2001 Population Censuses

/m
(



HIEH 2]

JYENZ

EER
Z =

vy ,

LTRFIY T

A AR

Employed Persons Aged 30 — 39
Who were Never Married by Sex and Occupation

1991 2001
# ¥ Pl k%
Male Female Male Female
BK M| FoiE B | FIoiE Mg | FroiEe M| PR
Occupation No. % No. % No. % No. %
B S, F.’l;{%‘jﬁf * Eﬁbéﬁ?ﬁﬁfﬁf * 34 400 271 17 900 234 | 69100 439 | 55500 36.6
Manager s and administrators;
professionals; and associate professionals
T EV AR ﬁbﬁﬂ’ﬁ—&ﬁ: S 27700 21.8 27700 36.3 [ 40500 25.7 | 56700 374
Clerks; and serwceworkers and shop sales
workers
T BT ﬁé{ El; %F g FR= AR SiT 64 200 50.5 30700 40.2 | 47400 30.1 | 39200 259
IR
Craft and related workers; plant and
machine oper ators and assemblers; and
elementary occupations
P 900 0.7 100 0.1 400 0.2 100 *
Others
AT 127 100 100.0 76 500 100.0 | 157 300 100.0 | 151 600 100.0
Total
R pET0.05 o
ote: * Lessthan 0.05.
"FIER "//E;;
=}

DRI D = oo B R B & LR
Source: 1991 and 2001 Population Censuses
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Employed Persons Aged 40 — 49

vy ,

LRy

s

I -

Who were Never Married by Sex and Occupation

1991 2001
# E% Fl £
Male Female Male Female
BY “gE | FIovE “gE | FIovE M| T “gE | FIoTE
Occupation No. % No. % No. % No. %
BRI S, E.’l;{%‘fﬁf * E‘lbéﬁf’iﬁéﬁi{ * 5000 204 4100 28.7 | 14900 339 | 16800 321
Manager s and administrators;
professionals; and associate professionals
T PR l"ﬂny?J’FﬁéﬁJ S 5100 20.7 3700 25.4 9500 21.6 | 18900 36.1
Clerks; and serwceworkers and shop sales
workers
TBERE % El; %F | RS RN (B ) e B 14 300 58.3 6 600 458 | 19500 44.3 | 16 600 31.7
IR
Craft and related workers; plant and
machine oper ators and assemblers; and
elementary occupations
Py 100 0.5 * 0.1 100 0.2 100 0.2
Others
AT 24500 100.0 14 400 100.0 [ 44100 100.0 [ 52300 100.0
Total
SRk PRS0 o
ote: * Lessthan 50.
Fpi 7=\
u=j

PRI © — e E WS g E AN
Source: 1991 and 2001 Population Censuses
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Results of Analysis

ri’Fé'uELC [ BRI ! > (iR I AL B
a,ﬁ =LY F@ eﬁjg kF Fu%’ﬂh@tg (S rjj I > BiF
«ﬁFﬁFﬁ Jr[:;:]; T EVKE FITEJ ~ES ;ﬁkpb;ﬁ&o%ﬁglt
E 1 el %‘DJE&E&“* A
The proportion of never married females working as
clerks; service workersand shop salesworkerswas
higher than their male counterpartsin all thethree age
groups under study. Thereverse situation wasfound in
such occupations as craft and related workers, plant and
machine oper ators and assemblers; and elementary
occupations.
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Results of Analysis (Cont’d)

- EEACC 2D A A 22 R R
Fl1 > 53] E] 110 200 ¥1#169 100 £ f&F 2SR W 5 5 AR a g
E.&Biﬁ?ﬁgji’ S El B (A rﬁﬁi‘/ [EpuAtERrE T (GIHIES
95 300 £,H155 500 €, ) £% % o fE » &Fggyfi o0 P 2P Jug;

FTEA I GRS 1 0 1 J g - i

Brf! (14900%)) FEAfeiss (501 (16800%,) 517D -

The numbers of never married males aged 20-29 and 30-39

wor king as managers and administrators; professionals and

associate professionals were 110 200 and 69 100 respectively in

2001, which wer e higher than the corresponding numbers of 95

300 and 55 500 for their female counterparts. However, the

number of never married males aged 40-49 working as

manager s and administrators; professionals and associate
professionals (14 900) wer e lower than that of their female

counter parts (16 800). ’f%
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Cross Boundary Marriages

1||
I

|

(i



I

Cross Boundary Marriages
FH BV ) () P (R B (S

Hong Kong males can marry females from the mainland
of Chinain two ways.

- EVRBVEI T R S SRR R e B PR S
Hon Kong malgscana ply for a ertlflcateofAbsence
of Marrlage Record (CAM R) and get married in the
mainland of China.

i QQEALEJFPB—P PR )i W SRR

emalesfrom the mainland of China can cometo Hong

Kong asvisitorsand registered their marriages with
Hong Kong malesin Hong Kong.

(= 9R) (and vice versa)



BV R ( (5% Pl Eﬁﬁﬁ ZIDIEE!
rﬁ ST AR F1 P B9 < e
Successful Appllcants of é |f|cate of Absence of Marriage Record (CAMR) for the
purpose of marrying in the mainland of China and the number of marriagesregistered in

Hong Kong with bridegrooms/brides from the mainland of China

B peE fREE e Fo MgeE fREE
ﬁﬁaﬁ'%’«m FHZ % a‘lﬁn E'%lm P %

CErposssif CErporsr

PIHR) PoIR)
Y ear | ssue of Marriages Total Y ear I ssue of Marriages Total

CAMR registered in CAMR registered in
HK HK
PR B FrAREL |
Brides from the mainland of China Bridegrooms from the mainland of China
FiE Male 2 % Female

1986 15073 703 15776 1986 596 79 675
1991 20 630 590 21220 1991 1300 90 1390
1996 22 349 2215 24564 1996 1552 269 1821
2001 13211 5169 18380 2001 1636 723 2 359
2002 10 127 7724 17851 2002 1394 977 2371
2003 7501 10185 17686 2003 1083 1324 2407
2004 7 842 13126 20968 2004 1504 1 888 3392

PR g#%ﬁlﬂf?% EIRACISRGEIME (R0 PRI GRRARD M) - Rt St o 1) PRUREETI b LR AR AR

Note: Since successful applicants of CAMR for the purpose of marrying in the mainland of China may not eventually lead to marriages,
the total figure above only gives a crudeindicator of the total number of marriages.
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Analysis of the Change
In the Total Fertility Rate
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[In Hong Kong, thereisa strong relationsnip

between the marriage situation of females and
their fertility rate.]
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Total Fertility Rate
EI7g— [y & A s e e -

Most commonly used indicator to measurethe
fertility level of an economy.

i e BRI S I I 2%
P R I U R
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Referring to the average number of children that
would be born aliveto 1 000 women during their
lifetime if they wereto passthrough their
childbearing ages 15 — 49 experiencing the age
specific fertility rates prevailing in agiven year. (E=))
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Age Specific Fertlllty Rates and Total Fertlllty Rate, 1976—2001

g [l ARA
Age group &4 FJ bE
Total
1519 | 2024 | 2529 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 4044 | 4549 fertility
=[5 rate
Year (B &% B B 5ot
(Number of live births per 1 000 women)
1976 17 108 189 118 48 14 2 2 480
1986 7 49 112 79 27 4 * 1 367
1996 6 37 81 79 32 5 * 1191
2001 4 29 57 62 29 5 * 932
=R * DET05 .
Klote . * Lessthan 0.5.
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Method of Analysis

A3 3542 (Prof. E. M. Kitagawa) {f|@&[ 57 Bffk
(57 > SR ) S prmebagh 7 5 B b R [R5 -
Employing the decomposition technigue advocated
by Prof. E. M. Kitagawa to split the changein the
total fertility rateinto the following two
components:

—¥ '[‘gkblﬁﬁf | 73 PHVEEURER
Changein proportion of now married females
S i o e

Changein marital fertility rate
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Method of Decomposition

%@ﬂlifﬁ AUBEIRGRT I ] 55 AR e [l lﬁf‘ﬁn -~ [letRL= sl

RIS 5] F*ELJ%’%HE@ Pi= [HRLE 145 {2 ]
ﬁj« s J_#,E,ME&"\ ’ 73 ﬁj[J[ﬁrF' Rl jry!ﬁl N Jr:wlﬁq‘/ e o
HIE [Nt 1 (R ERh TR k= M@
The change In thetotal fertility rate may be decomposed
Into two components. one from compositional changesin
age specific proportions of now married females and the
other from changesin age specific marital fertility rates,
weighted respectively by the aver age age specific marital
fertility rates and the aver age age specific proportions of
females married over two time-points.
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Marital Fertility Rate

o EHJ E| (IS 1)
e A NES: 1 Jipé‘:%ﬁ' pIREE! > ISR
F F Hlulﬁﬁq‘z [\ﬂ: MTTRYEESR o
Themarital fertility rateisthe number of live
births occurring to all women (including
married and not married) during a calendar
year tothetotal now married female
population at mid-year.
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Proportion of Now Married Females by Age, 1976-2001
g 1l
F 5 Age group
Year | 15-19 | 2024 | 2529 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 4044 | 45-49
1976 4 31 74 92 95 94 o1
1986 2 21 62 84 89 o1 90
1996 2 16 50 72 81 85 86
2001 1 12 42 66 76 80 82
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Age Spe(:lflc Marital Fertility Rates, 1976-2001

/

F g )

Age group
F {5 | 1519 | 2024 | 2529 | 30-34 | 3539 | 4044 | 4549
Year (B {15t EFE R REE )

(No. of live births per 1 000 now marrled women)

1976 442 343 256 128 51 15 2
1986 342 231 181 94 30 4 *
1996 351 228 163 110 39 6 *
2001 557 238 137 03 38 6 *
=t * DHT0.5 -
Rlote : * Lessthan 0.5.
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Decomposition of the Changem the Total Fertlllty Rate (TFR), 1976-2001%

SRPRT T NSRS e BRIV E 155 (%)
Proportion (%) of declinein TFER attributable to changein
5 b PSR Y e | A
Age group | Proportion of now married females | Marital fertility rate | Total
15-19 5 -1 4
2024 18 7 25
25-29 20 22 43
30-34 9 18
35-39 3 6
4044 * 3 3
4549 * * *
Nt 56 44 100
Total
:ﬁ?% + X5 P B o 1\]547"’[!5&7]4 FIE2 480 f171 548932 -
* J/JE 05-
Notes: # Duringthisperiod, TFR fell by 1 548, from 2 480 to 932. =\
* Lessthan 0.5. ==
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Results of Analysis

- LIS O s
P (142480 P2 032) [1956% o <l
ek gl = ) 2 R | AT 2 )
FRjf144% -

Changesin proportion of now married
females accounted for 56% of the declinein
thetotal fertility ratefrom 2 480 to 932,
while changes in age specific marital
fertility rates accounted for 44% of the
declinein thetotal fertility rate.
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Results of Analysis (Cont’d)
— 20-29% 7 'l*gkbltzﬁff | 75 EEiREUE fﬁ%ﬁiﬂl Ea

FNERPVEEERE R T 240% -

Changesin proportion of now married

females aged 20 — 29 accounted for
40% of the declinein thetotal ferti

— 20-2955= 4R 1 & ) SfOAR
?]quﬁ\ ERAVA7929% -

nearly

Ity rate.

J s

Changesin marital fertility ratesfor
females aged 20 — 29 only accounted for

29% of thedeclinein thetotal fertli

lity rate.
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Further analysis had been carried out by
splitting the study period into the following

three parts;

— — —)u_}-‘—.{\_.':ji;‘_- —JulT . =

1976 to 1986

_ — —JuIT —.{\EF:_"‘;_- —}u—)u—,f\ F

1986 to 1996

_ - et R s

1996 to 2001



Decomposition of the
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hangein the Total Fertility Rate (TFR), 1976-1986

AL | PSP 13 RT3 E(% )
Proportion (%) of declinein TFER attributable to changein
EX =il & T 5T P A S
Agegroup | Proportion of now married females | Marital fertility rate | Total
15-19 3 1 5
20-24 14 13 27
25-29 12 23 35
30-34 14 18
35-39 1 9 10
40-44 * 5
4549 * 1
Nt 35 65 100
Total
SRR L * DET05 .
ote: * Lessthan 0.5.
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Results of Analysis
_ —’uﬂu —,{\_ﬁig;g —)uﬂ -+
1976-1986
— AL 12480 BR1 11321 367 -
Total fertility ratefell by 1 113, from 2480to 1 367.

easons:

- ZRRLRTT A =2 ?&%F&a“'t[ﬁ? T P pT BRAES (AR
%pék;ﬁ jﬂ\ﬁ‘skpw J( ) o
Mainly caused by the decline in martial fertility rates for

females in thar twenties and early thirties that accounted for
half of the declinein thetotal fertility rate.

— 20208 % SUBR 15T EAu S PRI 2 Ty BRAVPUST

The decline in the proportion of now married females aged 20-
29 accounted for another quarter of the decline in the total
fertility rate.



Decomposition of the

Iy gjz_q@ﬁ@ Igp:;‘i_ Jur 4 # 2o Jufud & F'Efjpfj_ﬂ,@?@
hangein the Total Fertility Rate (TFR), 1986-1996

SRIENT N PSR R A SR %ﬁ'ﬂ'ﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂflﬁ (%)
Proportion (%) of declinein TFR attributable to changein
EX =il & T 5T P e
Agegroup | Proportion of now married females | Marital fertility rate | Total
15-19 3 * 3
20-24 29 2 30
25-29 54 28 82
30-34 31 -32 *
35-39 -20 -13
4044 -3 3
4549 * * *
AT 126 -26 100
Total
=L L x PER05 o
ote: * Lessthan 0.5.
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Results of Analysis
~ Jur A FZ e &
1986-1996

— "l\m%l:li? j" k[-—‘l 367—]\ Egi‘] 176 1 191 °
Total fertlllty ratefell by 176, from 1367to 1 191.

E’L[ﬂ =

easons:

_ ulﬁ LR EY l—ﬁﬁd[*‘ %F‘lf[lif F _=H]
U[ﬁﬁﬁl I—HFIJ_'\ & g ﬂlfﬁ?ﬁ ‘?’ﬁ@

Rlsesm marital fertility ratesled to an increase in the
total fertility rate, but such an increase was offset by
drop in proportion of now married females.

(57)
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Results of Analysis (Cont’d)

— 30-39mR > ® (2 & Tk B o | HCRLER I P
= BREEI A 8P S BRI
HEEE
There were increases in marital fertility rates for
females aged 30-39, possibly due to a catch-up
effect following the delay in marriage at ther
twenties.

— 2034554 PESISE 15T P PSS Pkl
fIpt ™ Bk SERRAIE ) SRV PSR £ 114%

The drop in proportion of now married females
aged 20-34 led to substantial decline in the total

fertility rate, which was eguivalent to 114% of the
actual changein thetotal fertility rate.
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Decomposition of the Changein the Total Fertility Rate (TFR), 1996—2001

SRPRT T NSRS o BRIV E 155 (%)
Proportion (%) of declinein TFR attributable to changein
£ g0 ¢ ERISE 5 N T i
Agegroup | Proportion of now married females | Marital fertility rate | Total
15-19 8 -5 3
20-24 17 -3 15
25-29 22 23 44
30-34 10 22 32
35-39 4 1
40-44 1 * 1
4549 * * *
T 62 38 100
Total

SRR L * DFN05 o
ote: * Lessthan 0.5.
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Results of Analysis
— Jujudt 2T FEe
1996-2001
— mﬁ[li? FIEL 1917 By 259=-932 -
Total fertility ratefell by 259, from 1 191 to 932.

R
Reasons:
- ¥ I‘ﬂf“'% F 153 P IgEAgh ({7629 )L Sl 4 ) 3k
= ol B @
The contrlbutlon from change in the proportion of

now married females (62%) was even more
significant to the declinein thetotal fertility rate.
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Results of Analysis (Cont’d)

= 1 s e TER 2 @\Eﬁ&i%@liﬁﬁ > (E115-24%%,
SIS TS kgl A - YRR g
I P B et R

The catch-up effect for femalesin their thirties had
ceased, but the marital fertility rates for females
aged 15-24 had increased, partly due to the
Increasing number of births born in Hong Kong to
young females from the mainland of China.
25-3455 550 i & P [OBTE T PRok 2 R4 5
SR i & ST IS RA S SR -

The decrease in marital fertility rates for females
aged 25-34 offset all the contributions arising from
Increases in marital fertility rates for young =\

i

females. =)



sipmaER (B )

Results of Analysis (Summary)

= R IR AR RLE R S S RS IR
[—k[ o

Delaying marriage of females in their twenties was the
main contributing factor to the decline in the total fertility
rate.

O 25-34%%'&?-;4@7%?{/ e 2 I }Agg%m Pk

Decline in marital fertility rates for females aged 25-34
was significant in recent years.

T el B B Jujud B 2o SRRIRS S PR
ERERG » EETHNEE 8 -

The catch-up effect of marital fertility rates for femalesin

ther thirties was once seen during 1986 to 1996 but the<

effect was not sustained.
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Analysis of the

AL )0 £

Changein the Total Fertility Rate

2R
Refer ence:

B << WIS F | F>> T FF F R B

£ 5L AR SRR 5 A PR,

Y

Feature article entitled “ Analysis of the Change

In the Total Fertility Rate” publishec

INn the

September 2005 issue of the Hong Kong M onthly

Digest of Statistics
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