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FIGURE 1 Completed fertility, 1950-79 cohorts
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WOTE: Thick lines show the reglonal average welghted by population size. Shading for 197579 cohorts highlights
increasing forecast uncertainty; for quantification see the section on forecast accuracy.
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TABLE 2 Actual and forecasted cohort fertility (CTFR) and change in cohort fertility in 37 developed coun tries

Change in CTER :;z:;:_’::g‘::ﬁ

Fertility by birth cohort (CTFR) (shading indicates decrease) CTFR reversal  completed fer-
1950 1960 1970 1973 1979 195060  1960-70 1970-73 1979-75  significant (*}* tility observed
United States 204 201 210 222 2.23 —0.03 .09 0.12 0.01 * 0.56
United Kingdom 214 199 191 1.93 2.03 -0.15 -0.08 0.02 0.10 * 0.55
Lithuania 202 194 176 176 1.B6 —0.08 —0.18 0.00 0.10 * .66
Belgium 1.84 1.87 1.82 1.88 1.91 0.03 -0.05 0.06 0.04 * 0.59
Netherlands 1.0 L8B7 136 179 1.85 —0.03 —0.11 0.03 0.06 * 0.50
Russia 1.84 186 1lel 162 1.69 .02 —0.25 0.01 0.07 * 0.70
Germany, East .77 L&1 151 155 L3538 0.04 -0.30 0.05 0.03 * 0.59
France 211 213 200 202 208 0.02 -0.12 0.02 0.06 * 0.57
Canada 1.5 L85 1.78 1.84 1l.84 -0.10 -0.07 0.06 0.00 0.42
Germany, West 1.71 L&l 152 1357 137 —-0.10 -0.09 0.05 0.01 * 0.56
Iceland 2,67 246 2.34 231 239 -0.21 -0.12 -0.03 0.09 * 0.57
Slovenia 2.14 L84 169 L70  L73 —0.30 —0.13 .01 0.02 0.56
Estonia .99 209 186 189 1.90 0.10 -0.23 0.02 0.02 0.62
Ireland 3.08 237 213 214 217 071 —0.24 0.01 0.0 041
New Zealand 2.59 237 217 2l1& 221 -0.22 -0.20 0.00 0.03 0.55
Switzerland 1.80 L79% lae6 166 1.69 —0.01 —0.13 0.00 0.02 046
Norway 2,100 209 206 204 2.09 -0.02 -0.03 -0.01 0.05 0.55
Sweden 2,000 206 200 2.00 2.03 .05 —0.06 —0.01 0.04 0.49
Australia 2.42 217 202 203 2.05 -0.25 -0.15 0.01 0.02 0.51
Bulgaria 2.09  1.97 168 163 1.70 -0.12 -0.29 -0.05 0.07 0.71
Finland .86 L55 150 190 L1.52 0.0% -0.05 0.00 0.02 * 0.55
Italy 1.86 L6% 148 146 1.49 —0.17 —0.21 -0.02 0.03 045
Greece 2.00 L7 led4 Lol 1.65 -0.04 -0.32 -0.03 0.04 0.50
Luxembourg .70 L75 1.85 1.84 1.85 0.05 .10 —0.01 0.02 * 0.355
Japan 1.9 L85 148 143 1.47 -0.14 -0.37 -0.05 0.04 0.52
Denmark 1.1 LEBE 198 198 1.96 —0.03 .10 0.00 —0.02 0.54
Austria .89 L70 1.6l 1l.64 1.59 -0.18 -0.09 0.03 -0.05 0.60
Romania .52 2lé 162 156 1.54 -0.36 —-0.54 -0.06 -0.02 0.73
Spain 2,20 L80 150 141 1.40 —0.40 -0.30 -0.09 -0.01 0.41
Czech Republic 210 204 189 181 1.75 —0.06 —0.15 —0.08 —0.06 0.59
Singapore 2,19 L&& 159 143 L.3é -0.30 -0.29 -0.15 -0.07 0.52
Portugal 211 L9419 157 146 -0.17 —0.25 =011 =011 0.59
Poland 2.25 222 1.85 164 1.57 —0.04 —0.36 -0.22 —0.06 0.66
Slovakia 2,33 218 193 177 l.e4 -0.15 -0.24 -0.1& =013 064
Hungary 1.87 203 1.88 168 1.57 0.06 —0.15 -0.20 —0.11 0.62
Korea 2,90 208 175 1356 1.41 —0.82 —0.34 -0.19 —0.15 0.55
Taiwan 2.86 220 1.74 155 1.35 -0.66 —0.47 -0.19 -0.19 0.63
Average 213 L9% 180 177 177 -0.14 =019 -0.03 0.00 0.56
Median —0.10 —0.13 .00 .02 0.56
No. of countries stable or increasing 9 3 19 25

No. of countries with significant increase

12

NOTE: Countries ranked according to the change in CTFR over the 1 970-1 970 birth cohorts.
aReversal is significant if the lower bound of the 95 percent confidence interval for the 1979 cohort is above the lowest ohserved CTFR among the 196 0-75 cohorts.
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TABLE 4 Simulated impact of the late 2000s recession on cohort total
fertility rates (CTFR) for the 1970s birth cohorts

Number of countries experiencing
specified CTFR change over the

Average No.of

CTFR, countries 1975-79 cohorts 1970-79 cohorts
1979 with 1979 Change Change Change Change
cohort CTFR >1.75 =0 <0 =0 <0
Baseline forecast using data
up to 2009 1.77 18 22 15 24 13
2008-09 change multiplied
by factor of 2 1.76 18 25 12 21 16
by factor of 3 1.75 17 22 15 18 19
by factor of 4 1.73 16 19 18 14 23
2008-10 change multiplied
by factor of 2 1.75 18 24 13 20 17
by factor of 3 1.74 17 21 16 16 21
by factor of 4 1.72 16 20 17 15 22

NOTE: Based on a total of 37 countries.
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