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Abstract

Childbearing intentions are primary predictor of childbearing behaviors, particulary in low
fertility societies. This study examined the role of relative status of women in childbearing
intentions in Iran where fertility has been declining since 1986 and it has been around the
replacement level during the last two decades. Data from the 2010 Iran's Multiple Indicator
Demographic and Health Survey (IrMIDHS) were used to estimale the effect of relative sta-
tus of women on intention to have more children among women with one child and those
with two children. The results showed modest effect of relative status of women on future
childbearing intentions at both parity one and two controlling for sociceconomic and demo-
graphic factors. One implication from this finding is that within low fertility regimes where fer-
tility level is around or below replacement level, the relative status of women is no more as
impartant determinant of childbearing intention as in situations of high fertility regimes. This
interpretation is consistent with the fact that most of the studies showing strong effect from
relative status of women on childbearing are based on data from the situations where fertility
level has been at the pre-transitional level.
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Analysis of economic determinants of fertility in Iran: a multilevel
approach
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Abstract Article History:
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6.5 per woman in 1983 to 1.89 in 2010. This paper analyzes the extent to which economic determinants at the Accepted: 22 August 2014
micro and macro levels are associated with the number of children in Iranian households. ePublished: 26 August 2014

Methods: Household data from the 2010 Household Expenditure and Income Survey (HEIS) is linked to

provincial data from the 2010 Iran Multiple-Indicator Demographic and Health Survey (IrMIDHS), the National

Census of Population and Housing conducted in 1986, 1996, 2006 and 2011, and the 1985-2010 Iran statistical

year books. Fertility is measured as the number of children in each household. A random intercept multilevel

Poisson regression function is specified based on a collective model of intra-household bargaining power to

investigate potential determinants of the number of children in Iranian households.

Results: Ceteris paribus (other things being equal), probability of having more children drops significantly as

either real per capita educational expenditure or real total expenditure of each household increase. Both the

low- and the high-income households show probabilities of having more children compared to the middle-

income households. Living in provinces with either higher average amount of value added of manufacturing

establishments or lower average rate of house rent is associated to higher probability of having larger number

of children. Higher levels of gender gap indices, resulting in household’s wife’s limited power over household

decision-making, positively affect the probability of having more children.

Conclusion: Economic determinants at the micro and macro levels, distribution of intra-household bargaining

power between spouses and demographic covariates determined fertility behavior of Iranian households.

Keywords: Fertility, Multilevel Analysis, Intra-Household Bargaining Power, Economic Determinants, Iran

Copyright: ©@ 2014 by Kerman University of Medical Sciences *Correspondence to:
Citation: Moeeni M, Pourreza A, Torabi F, Heydari H, Mahmoudi M. Analysis of economic determinants of Abolghasem Pourreza
fertility in Iran: a multilevel approach. Int | Health Policy Manag 2014; 3: 135-144. doi: 10.15171/ijhpm.2014.78 Email: porrezaa@sina.tums.ac.ir



Journal of Family and Economic Issues
https://doi.org/10.1007/510834-020-0967 6-x

ORIGINAL PAPER 1’

Check far
updates
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Abstract

Couples’ bargaining power over reproductive choices can be a key component of the fertility outcome. We analyzed data
from a national survey conducted in 2014 to evaluate the association of couples’ bargaining position with their progression
from second to third birth in Iran. The sample included 7202 representative rural and urban Iranian families. Intra-household
bargaining position was measured through the relative educational qualification of couples at the household level as well as
the reversed gender gap score at the province level. The results revealed that the distribution of bargaining power between
couples correlated with the progression to third birth. However, intra-household bargaining position did not have the same
pattern among rural and urban families. The bargaining position of couples in the rural sample was significantly influenced
by the contextual factor of the reversed gender gap. Nevertheless, the bargaining position of couples in the urban sample was
influenced by both their relative educational qualification in the household and the province reversed gender gap.

Keywords Game theory - Intra-household bargaining position - Fertility - Third birth - Iran
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