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A Demographic Sociological Analysis on the High Sex Ratio at Birth

SONG Quan-cheng WEN Qing-ying
(School of Philosophy and Social Development, Institute of Migration Studies,
Shandong University, Jinan 250100, P. R. China)

Abstract: The high sex ratio at birth (SRB) is an important population phenomenon to which the
government must pay more attention in China. Census data of Shandong Province in 2010 indicate
that SRB in Shandong Province has been in a continuing high level for a long time and has shown a
tendency of rapid rise, but there are significant differences between regions. The SRB at urban,
town and rural areas are all increased, but the SRB of rural or town is much higher than that of the
urban. The SRB increases with parity, along with the mother’s age increasing to increase first and
then decrease. However, SRB is negatively correlated with mother’s education level. The high SRB
is the synthetic action of many factors, but consciousness of sex preference in traditional fertility
culture and the sex preference dominated by economic factors are the basic reasons, while the direct
reasons are the abuse of sex selection technology, together with the underreporting and conceal of
the girl in the statistics, as well as the realistic constraints of the current fertility policy and so on.
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