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Abstract

This study is based on the current social phenomenon of low fertility rates and the low fertility
willingness of young women. Based on the Miller fertility sequence model, a mediation model is
proposed to explore the relationship between negative fertility motivation and fertility willing-
ness of young women, and to examine the mediating effects of psychological capital’s dimensions
of self-confidence, hope, resilience, and optimism. The study used a questionnaire survey method
to investigate 426 young women, with research tools including the Psychological Capital Scale,
Negative Fertility Motivation Scale, and Fertility Intention Scale. The research results indicate that:
1) there is a negative correlation between negative reproductive motivation and reproductive wil-
lingness among young women; There is a positive correlation between the various dimensions of
psychological capital of young women and their willingness to have children; There is a negative
correlation between negative reproductive motivation and various dimensions of psychological
capital. 2) After adding various dimensions of psychological capital, negative fertility motivation
can significantly negatively predict the optimistic dimension in psychological capital, the optimis-
tic dimension in psychological capital can significantly positively predict fertility intention, and
negative fertility motivation can still significantly negatively predict fertility intention, indicating
that the optimistic dimension in psychological capital plays a partial mediating role. 3) In the
process of negative motivation exerting a negative promoting effect on fertility intention, the op-
timistic dimension in psychological capital plays a very important role.
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1. 518

RIEBUN et B B, 2022 48, EANCHIL T 61 fEk i g, SRR E R B 1.1,
FEmPEANOSRBRIE AN ER, REZHELSTHEPGE EFF, 2015 44 6.1%, 2020 42
B 10% . FRH [ R AR B R A 02 B 45 05 A AE B AT NI E AR 1L HE S ¥ (Atoh et al., 2004; Straughan et
al., 2008; Yip & Lee, 2002): ZEUSHEIR \ I H AR 7 AR A AR Y B R 456 N D28k 57 3)) 1 2
a5, RAEF RN NOSMA T ERE, BOTRE TR R R E KPR, FELAEFIT AN
IBAEJBBE(P %155, 2008).

KA\ B 7 TDIB (Traits-Desires-Intentions-Behavior)4: & FE #1881 (Miller, 1994), #; %% &R
THEEIN. FERE. AFTRIAEFITAZERR R, %8 TDIB 4, WEE BB EE “ 4
I - EFRE - E/HIUR - AT SR MERAETH . SRS, HMAE T 3hPL(Negative Childbearing
Motivation, NCM)&LFEVYNLESE, 73708 2B W RIAIE . X NSRS RAIHEE . )L ORL ) £
ML . B ARXBHERIRE S, &G4 (Zeng, et al., 2023; Miller, 1994),

HELHENAEBITAZARZRERNZN, 5RSHHMIBMmMELL, KhEgrBEREFTAN—
ANIRAT FIITRIAE AR R, 59%, 2022; Westoff & Ryder, 1977; Schoen et al., 1999), i T4 & & &M
SRR, ZMEASEE . N DRHE A OSBRI 2, SO0 2 T R AH SS It 58 (e ) O BRZ 1)
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PIRAEE A MR(E R T, 2R, 2015). SRR NBA B ROENHARZ , AR LS
EHRKRE IR (McAllister, et al., 2016), DA FANANIEN—NEEM ENLE, HELEMEFTER
S B MROBARFERT N BRIE] 920 RECT . BFFTRIT, AR O B SAPERRAE 2 S m) i & 68 5 4 etk —
BAEREOKERES, 2019). AMEF A B LR 2R AMATG BARR A B B - e 454, Mhor
PEFN R SIHL A 2 A S R R AR B =R (WRIE, A 2¢7%, 2020; Houseknecht, 1978). A= & ZhHl
2R A BB VR AT R IESL R, A RIMNAEE BIEEZ R R R AR A SIS T 4R
CRAE, W%, 2022). SZARNZO SR E IR, Luthans 25 SR Y 00 B 8 AU A O B AR M Ak
TER R AN R P R B SR 1) — P AR 1 O BDIRAS, BARIU . fEI bt TAERT, A AE0F
B AT L B EE T USRS BRI (E S s X T H AR B AN Ry, 800 L A B BRI A8 K I R B s B H b
MIER(REE): M ALERahy 7 R R SRR, BeEURRE, GE T SRR (TITE) s XA 15 AR I Ak
DA TR A BRI (R W) (EJE &, K%, 2007; Harms, etal., 2018).

AWFLE AEHE T TDIB BRLR T OB BE A & 2 BRI AE B L5 4 B R R A 9w A B A2 (O AL
25, 2022), ISR TE B A FE R I T AR kAR B R, RA BRI EEE LA T RENE .

2. SHEMFE
2.1. HIRMR

K BENUAR K B E LEE AR S S 465 AEE LS G, HIFREAE @i
AR 39 4 JE IS IRIAE 2 v] 2 426 1, M EA RN 91.61%. A kil L 2548 135 A (7 31.69%).
KAH 299 A(70.19%). Fifg $RERAE 18~35 &, “FI4ERR N 24.15 ¥ (hrfE % +£5.17).
2.2. ME
221 . BEE

SR A QOLA)FRET LA BERA B 2B g 1L § BB B TR, 3L 2 AN&H, 208

“EEREE SMF SN, X AREENMET? DA CHE AR TR R B EE? 7 4

BRI 5 AR 4 s ERIY, Bl 1 RN “ONMET”, SRR UKL, BB 1RR A
B, 4 FOR AR ETY RS, adokker, R4 E BB, AT X iR % Cronbach’s
o RECH 0.72, HABIFMERE.

22.2. £ Bzl

AW TR K 1995 Kk F#HA B SHLIR EE CBQ (Miller, 1995) A B HIHLER, AT
TR IRAE . AR RARAME RS . JLE IR E 07 A SRR 7 DY A4, 3k 20 MEEH, e
CHLERZTRMEFEM e, SWHKA Likert 4 &iitsr, M A7 B “IEH” 4510 1~4 . &R
TEAWEFLH 1) Cronbach’s o RECH 0.93, HA RUFIIEE.
2.2.3. ILEEAE

AW TR OB B A 0] 35:(PCQ) (Harms, et al., 2018), i A{E. . FIMEAURMIUANLEREE, 3L 16
ANEH, AR E O TR IR BN TINEE, RERBIRZ IMIRIEN K" o &0 H R
Likert 6 sif&ilsr, M “IEHARZE” 2 “AEHFRE" 20l 1~6 7, Bom, RO B4R .
Y P 4y B RN i R AR AT 7T H ) Cronbach’s o %043 74 0.85.0.86.0.83 1 0.88, A7 R UF IS .
2.3. B4

AWFFAEH SPSS23.0 1 Process T #in Ab ¥ . R Pearson #H5< 3 #T BI 7 ik 7 = ANl 2
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%

W IARSEIE 2, SRFH Process A2 A La OB V8 AU AN 40 41 (10 b A28, REAC Ry 5000, KBzl ik
T4, YEE 950N E XA .

3. R

1. £#RAFRERE

KM Harman FRI SRR IGO0 AT FE T & BRI A IUH AT IR R R b, S5 RFHEE R T 1
I TIA 84, BB — NN TR Ty 24 80N 27.87%, AL 40% it FHbrite . BLHIAHT FLAAE
2™ H IR R T i 22

3.2. #LEEEHMEXERIE

T 1 ERER: WAETINSETERZEGELTE ML, LDEEANSEE ST RIE
AR IEASG. YEAAE & BNl OB B3 ZKIEIAQEWZIEUT?Eﬂ%ﬁi‘B%
Table 1. Correlation coefficient matrix between research variables
% 1. MRTEZEHEXRNIER

75 A5 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6

1 tEER 1.99 0.83 1

2 WA E B 2.80 0.68 -0.39" 1

3 HiE 17.79 3.43 0.19"  -0.14" 1

4 gl 17.52 3.67 014"  -0.14" 0.57" 1

5 EIl 17.34 3.34 0.14”  -0.18" 0.65™ 0.70™ 1

6 SR 17.27 4.07 024"  -022" 0547 0.56™ 0.63" 1
7 'P<0.05, “"P<0.01.
3.3. HIREEDNMETRENXR: dNHERLE

BHEWAETINENEZE, AFREENRTZE, OHERN4EEE AT N2 E, #1T Bootstrap

AR EAG G, FEASELESE 5000, WE 95% RS X [, R EIN, HARAEE NN E S BIEEA B
A ) FIUINAE FH o O BEBEAS R I SR B S AR B A R I IE R TR . A IR R T A A B B LR
SSMEA B SR M EARXT RATE X AR E 0, FRARNIIE ST #E S, Wk 20 OFEET AR 4 Xt
THARAE B SRR B =R A1 A RS A2 P L] 1

Table 2. The mediating effect test results of the four dimensions of psychological capital between negative fertility motiva-
tion and fertility intention

=2 DIEBERANGERAERE BN SE EERZ BRI ES

RS AR B SE 95%Cl
BN HIREEIN~FEEFER -0.39 0.05 [-0.58, —0.36]
STk O HIREFDIH—~BE~EFRE -0.02 0.01 [-0.04, 0.00]
HRE DI -HE~EF A 0.00 0.01 [-0.02, 0.02]
WA E N~ F R 0.02 0.01 [0.00, 0.05]
HIRAEE TN~ T~ EEER -0.04 0.01 [-0.07, —0.01]
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.142119 970 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.142119

goth 5%

TR F B

¥E: "P<0.05, "P<0.01,

Figure 1. The mediating effect model of various dimensions of psychological
capital on the relationship between negative fertility motivation and fertility
intention

B 1 OIBEAR S EERE BN B EE AR AR AER
4. g
4.1. BELME BEFINERIEHE

R R EoR, HELMERHERAEETIN A E BRI 20 E FAHK, FELMEHEES
LR, BIZRE A RIAE . XA NS BRI ) L3 OB SRS . B SRR 1)
JER5E, BRSPHISAET o X S5oKER Bk LU IR U 34 (Zeng, et al., 2023; Miller, 1994). L3 ZE A
MNEE S RONAE R PIEANRUE S EELENET SRR EEIEHR, X5UEFFELERE
B BIEZ B AR EERHE R W SO — B0(PRIE, B2, 20205 kRN, s, s fe, 2019;
Houseknecht, 1978; McAllister, et al., 2016).

4.2. R NBRL

BB ARSI R, BB P ) SR AR FEAE T A M AR A B LN R 2 [
R AR, AR F SIS B R SRR A L R B R IR IAT, X LR
BB BT RN, AT UBE XA TR A B BT A, R g o0 B BT A o R R R AEAT AR

B2y, James 45 A\ (2009) B EB L EE R ACRLAE . A EE L SRUUMITIE AR AR B ) AT RE S S A M R A
JVRGIAERARAC I GBS WL AR 06 30 1) W A7 28 AR EE T 25 00 2 b — 25 (McHalle, Clark, Tramonte,
2015), SRAMHEFE LS AERINTIEMEE S, P75 50 B B AEE R, e AN
PN, FEH AR B 5 7 SRR ) 40 ol 22 59 SR 1635 AR 4% 0 2158 48 BORh Vi AR PR SR kAT AR A R »
PGS N XEIS ], B R R AT 5 S I WS AR (R 4208, F 9538, 2023; Carver et al., 2010).
JIT SR R B0 7 4 L PEAE TG [RTRE AR T AR A B s L& = B /D BN ARG 26, 7 2R A o 22 8 A B il
R, AEERAETERE. JFHROIE R B ARRE KUK, TGS s g Z A0 17 - SR B AN 2 0 5
WSROI AE S, 2016), Carver S8 N MR HLURMLE 2 RAVHSETH) . AR EL 58 K Wy R SRR N 0] S, AT
NTY H ARSI SS A7, AATTAE AN WHEIE H AR 103 72 ot 2 A4 56 31 22 iR 175 45 (Carver et all., 2010).
FIt USR5 48 2 1 BE 5 S 47 se MR A 2E B s LI Ema BLHEAT AR B AT N

SR LRENS 75 B A AR 2 sh it 0l A e RV AR A B AL, AP BRSSO A
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PTT AN N 2 A7 3G 55 75 4F LR O MR A 8 S WL AR I AN e 3 B AR A 30 TSR A R I BE 7T 5
FEAF T4 LA T B A R BERLE S RE (1R 7508, EA0TF, 2023). ARULAITE 4 LA TR X 22 6 4 R A
AT S NSCRHESIRRAEE . JLE OB A i R . S ONSCRHR B I A7, AT DR B A 72
ARDUAT— MO B R OC R (FE UL, PhILHR, 2010), FHFSHiHIRS /1 AIFFSEA WG (955 70 K RIxT S i, I
A AR AR O FRA 22 BEURAT BB R MR T, ARG 21 AR UL IX b AR R 75 26 1) ) Bt 948 2 AR B0 30 B 22 Atk R ARG
T (Ee2, £, MR, 2003), HEEFH GRS B3PI 4B BRI R APER I, et R
O BRET I AN FEARS ARE, STl B AN R A A 580K

43. MRBUERRE

AR TR 7R T LB B AR T A LA B RIS, R R A B BRI S TR R
EMSHME. B, AW TR B A SRS 74 LA & i AT SR AR e o LR B 7 A shbL
WA E LM AVER R A BORBCE AL, RATREIRD R R AN E . 9 NSRRI BAR AL RS . JLE
I B KU RSB i R kAR B R AR . R, SRR AL S A A B R Z A A
AR, DRI SRRl ORI i i R L M A B R o G SR L AL A A 2 T PR A 15 4 4
60 DA AP FR) 7 o SR A 7 4 2 7% B e e ARV W 2 7 sh LS A RS A R

AW FAFAEL T RRIR, 5 JERRT P Ao, B, AR FURBEEE AT, HAEdk
A FEN. EFERE. LHEBEASYELE=FNRR, EsE - DHWBIRCR, HEEE A
AR AP R UG X T #IERSME B MIR RIE RN, AR L B AR M Lk
FERH BBRE A AERXE, BN DR A B B L

ESmHE
VU118 48 R~ LE BB B L I 2R 35T H (S202310619066) -
SE 3K
BRIE, #1%5(2020). M SUEEFREE X7 —— A B AL AR BT MBI . ST H A 2R, (@)
28-38.

HOILAE, RENAR, T, 58(2016). R VERMLI (R 7] S b 2R BRSO URSR. O 2 Ff it e, 24(6), 946-957.

AL, VAR (2010). SRR XS B B BN A LS O B R B R R TE . 0L RS HE, 26(5),
515-520.

&P, FIE, AR (2003). RGBS —FUBi IR ST . O BER R, 11(3), 321-3217.
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