BIO Web of Conferences 116, 08002 (2024)
EBWFF 2024

https://doi.org/10.1051/bioconf/202411608002

Reproductive attitudes: gender aspect

T.A. Kamarova'*, N.V. Tonkikh', and 7.L. Markova!

Ural State University of Economics, March 8§ st., 62, Yekaterinburg, Russia

Abstract. The paper actualizes the problem of studying

their current living conditions. The authors
the multifaceted significance of factor

decision to have a child and barriers to
The main research instrument is

questionnaire). The pilot survey was co
among citizens of reproductive age, who

en and women.
urvey (online
iod 2022-2023
ork experience.

per presents some
assess reproductive attitudes,
ion to have a child and

research findings that made i
identify the main barriers that
significant factors ind

e problem of demographic crisis is being solved at the state level,
and stimulate fertility are being developed. The study of reproductive

ve behavior is influenced by changes in society, prospective opportunities for
development and career building, changes in lifestyle, family and marriage practices,
anges in values and attitudes, and the socio-political situation. On the threshold of a
large-scale demographic crisis, the study of behavioral factors and reproductive attitudes of
the population becomes of great importance.

The purpose of the study is to determine the reproductive attitudes of citizens in a
gender perspective. Based on the research goal, the objectives were set to identify male and
female attitudes to:
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- ideal number of children under all necessary conditions;

- expected number of children under current living conditions;

- the main barriers to the decision to have a child;

- significant factors affecting fertility.

We put forward the following research hypotheses:

- the obtained indicators about the ideal number of children under all necessary
conditions will differ from the indicators of the expected number of children under
living conditions;

- the factors influencing the decision to have a child and the main barriers
will differ in the groups of male and female respondents.

The results of the study can be used as an information base for improyd
policy measures aimed at stimulating fertility and adjusting reproductiy

2 Literature review

The issues of reproductive attitudes have been the subje
years. Scientific works investigate the difference in reproductive
groups of the population of students [1]; married ¢ “singles”
6]. The stages of formation of sociological apfilysis of fertility an
approach to the terms of childbearing are widely, i ies [7]. Empirical studies
of the influence of living standards on the repro of Russians are presented
in the literature [8; 9].

Vyalshina et al. considers gender iariti attitudes, with the focus on
the factors of reproductive orientations patdiithood status attitudes: the ideal number of
children, the desire to have children [10].

Modern studies of marri g

wow a trend towards egalitarianism, in the
on the organization of family life, similarity
of life goals, financial 4 p conditions, the ability to make decisions
together, and the sa;
consider reproducti i lated to the value of health and longeV1ty [11].

A number icati 1 with the issues of behavioral changes in relation to

fatherhood avior of modern men in the context of the value of

manifested in recent decades in different areas of research. The interests and needs of men
ad women in the processes of family formation are different. The search for differences in
attitudes will allow for a deeper understanding of gender roles and stereotypes in order to
develop gender-oriented measures to support fertility.

3 Materials and methods

In the research work there have been used the methods of sociological research (online
survey), generalization, comparative and correlation analysis.
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The results of the questionnaire survey served as an empirical basis for the research. To
achieve the research task, the authors conducted a pilot survey using standard digital
technologies of Google Forms service. The object of the pilot study is men and women of
reproductive age who currently are employed or have work experience. The subject of the
study is reproductive attitudes of men and women. Reproductive age of women is 15-49
years old. For men, the reproductive age is defined by the age boundaries of 15-59 years.
The authors designated this age taking into account the results of studies o

age for men as 15-59 years. The choice of men and women of reproductive
object of the study made it possible to conduct a correlation analysis
attitudes by gender. The reference to the questionnaire was distributed
method through digital communication platforms: social
communities, and internal corporate services of companies in the Ur
preamble of the questionnaire addressed respondents with th
questionnaire among their acquaintances.

The geography of respondents covered all eight fi
Federation, with respondents from the Urals Federal g
survey was conducted in the period from 2022 to were interviewed.
Respondents who did not specify their gender a
excluded from the total sample, thus the final sanijjle included 829 respondents. The results
were downloaded from Google Form into Excel calculations.

Characteristics and age structure of responden n Tables 1 and 2.

Table 1. Chara

Indi | Meaning

Gender structure:

357
64.3

13.0
43.8

12.1

8.6

20.0
1.1
1.4

have children 52.7
have no children 473

Among respondents with children, 45.7% have one child, 42.6% - two children, 11.7% -
three and more children.

Table 2. Age structure of the respondents, %

Age Men Women
15-20 14.2 9.2
21-25 19.6 34.7
26-30 12.8 114
31-35 13.5 14.4
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36-40 11.5 13.1
41-50 19.3 17.1
51-59 9.1 -

Total 100.0 100.0

Respondents are represented in all age groups, the predominant age is 21-25 years old
(19.6% men and 34.7% women).

4 Findings

gender are presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Distribution of answers to the question “Do you plan to

Indicator

Yes, I am / we are already expecting a child

Yes, I plan to have a child in the next 23 years

I plan to have a child, but I don’t know when
I don't plan to have a child, my health doesn'

I don’t want to have children, I am pro-

I don’t plan to have children
Difficult to say

Other
Total

same time, 27.3%
11.8% of mother:

The women who chose the option “other” provided the following comments: “I do not
an to give birth to a child, I am considering adoption”; “I already have children”; “My age
does not allow me to have a child”.

To identify the attitudes about the ideal number of children among men and women, the
respondents were asked the question “How many children would you ideally like to have if
you have all the necessary conditions?”, the results of the gender distribution of answers are
presented in Table 4.
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Table 4. Distribution of answers to the question “How many children would you ideally like to have
given all necessary conditions?”, %.

Indicator Men Women
One child 12.2 9.4
Two children 51.4 56.3
Three and more children 25.3 25.7
None 3.4
Difficult to say 7.8
Total 100.0

are more women (3.6%) than men (3.4%). The

among the childfree respondents (36.3%); in

respondents (36.3%) have a partner, they are dati
In order to find out whether there is a differ

the majority of
flie together (not married).

s about the ideal number
, i.e. planned reproductive

“How many children in total (including existing
urrent living conditions?”, %.

Men Women
10.8 19.0
40.9 42.0
12.5 10.3
16.2 18.0
19.6 10.7
100.0 100.0

is as follows: the predominant majority (40.9%) actually intend to have two
chlldren almost a fifth (19.6%) do not intend to have children; 12.5% are ready to have
aree or more children in the current circumstances; 10.8% - are planning to have only one

The ranking of answers given by women is different. The majority of women (42.0%)
also plan to have two children in the cur-rent circumstances, which correlates with the
results about the ideal number of children. Yet, in contrast to men, the second place among
women’s answers is occupied by the reproductive decision to have one child (19.0%);
followed by the decision to become childfree (18.0%). Around one tenth of the women in
the survey intend to have three or more children (10.3%), which is 0.5 p.p. fewer than
among men.
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Table 6 shows the comparison between the ideal (desired) number of children in the
opinion of men and women in the presence of all necessary conditions and the real
(expected) number of children they are going to have in the current conditions of life.

Table 6. Comparison of desired and expected number of children, %.

Men Women
. Expected . Expected
Indicator Desired number of Desired numbe
number of . number of
. children . )
children children .
child
One child 12.2 10.8 9.4 .0
Two children 514 40.9 56.3 42.0
Three and more 253 125 257
children
None 34 16.2 18.0
Difficult to say 7.8 19.6 1 7
Total 100.0 100.0 1 10
The majority of respondents, regardless of ge d that they d@sire and expect to

have two children in their families. Under curre ondltlons 16.2% of men and 18.0% of
women do not plan to have children, which is 5
the ideal number of children among both genders.
To become aware of the main factq

consider when planning to
of the following is the most
another child)?”, and the respondents
g of answers by gender is presented

en planning for a child, %

Men Women
63.5 85.7
47.6 574
58.1 56.3
18.6 22.3
17.6 21.8
10.8 13.7
11.5 8.6
10.1 5.8
1.0 1.1
100.0 100.0

Both men and women (63.5% and 85.7% respectively) consider health to be the most
portant factor taken into account when planning for a child. The second most important
factor for women is the relationship with their spouse (57.4%). This factor is the third most
important for men with the value 9.8 p.p. lower than in the female group. For men, the
second most important factor is stable employment (58.1%); 56.3% women share this view.
Obviously, stable employment implies stable wages, which is important for parents when
planning for a child. 22.3% women and 18.6% men pointed out to the importance of such
factor as formal marriage, i.c. a legitimate marriage reinforces the desire to have a
child/children [4].
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The survey results show that the top five significant factors influencing the decision to
have children also include the possibility to choose a flexible working schedule. Flexible
working hours are becoming a trend in the modern labor market, the right for flexible
schedule allows parents with children to maintain a balance between work and childcare,
especially when raising young children.

The women, choosing the option “other”, provided the following comments: “I don't
want to have children”, “I don't plan to have children at all”, “I don't intend tg

does not interfere with family”.
To identify the main barriers to fertility, the respondents were aske

three most significant factors. The respondents’ ranking of answ,

in Table 8.
Table 8. Main barriers to fertiligg¥o
Indicator Me Women

Low income 62.8 64.4
Health 0.4 53.1
Relationship with the spouse / partner 1.6 28.5
Age 0.6 28.0
Lack of stable employment 38.2 27.2
Instability (economy, geopolitics) 22.0 22.7
Unfavourable housing conditi 18.6 19.5
12.2 17.6

9.1 12.6

6.4 124

9.8 10.9

11.5 10.7

10.8 10.3

5.1 6.9

44 4.9

- 0.6
100.0 100.0

omen and men consider low income to be the most significant barrier to the
decision to have a child. Another major barrier for men is the lack of stability (stable
loyment; stable situation in the country), which becomes of special importance during
period of geopolitical turbulence. These factors appear to be less important for women
who plan for a child. The health factor ranks second and third among women and men
respectively (53.1% vs. 30.4%). For 28.5% of women, the relationship with their
spouse/partner can be an obstacle to the decision to have children, while the proportion of
men who share this idea is smaller and equals to 21.6%. Age is viewed as a barrier by
28.0% of women and 20.0% of men. For men, the factor of age is less significant than for
women; 26.0% of male respondents consider 41-45 years as the limit age for fertility. At
the same time, the majority of respondents (27.7% of male respondents and 30.4% of
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female respondents) consider 36-40 years as the age limit for fertility; 6.1% of men and
5.8% of women believe that there is no age limit for having a child. At present, changes in
the age structure of fertility are observed, the average age of the mother at the birth of the
first and subsequent children is increasing.

Unfavourable housing conditions were among the top ten important barriers to the
decision to have a child (8.6% and 19.5% for men and women respectively). The young
people aged 21-25 make up the majority (46.5%) in the group of respondents who pg
out the lack of housing conditions as a significant factor hindering childbirth.

There were identified gender differences related to the factor “The desira
successful career”. Among women this factor ranks 9th (12.6%), while amo
12th (9.1% of men included it in the top three most significant barriers
may be due to the transformation of perceptions among women
importance of building a career/self-realization over family va
Traditionally, it is women who are on maternity leave after chi
obstacle for them in building a career.

Distribution of answers to the question: “Is a two-paren
make a decision to have a child?” is presented in Table 9.

Table 9. Distribution of answers to the question “Is a t
make a decision to hav

Indicator Women
Yes 48.3
Rather yes than no 26.7
Rather no than yes 133
No 8.9
Difficult to say 2.8
Total 100.0
The majority of. esence of a two-parent family as a prerequisite
for making a degi child, and among women this indicator is 5.7 p.p. lower

answers "rather no than yes" and "no", this proportion
ong men and women respectively. Traditional family-
ortant for over a half of respondents. At the same time,
n are ready to have a child without a spouse or partner.

than among
will amount

titudes of men and women. We believe that the first hypothesis was partially
he idea of the ideal number of children, given the presence of all necessary
conditions, coincides among men and women, the majority of them consider the ideal
mber to be two children in a family; in the second place - three or more children, in the
d place - one child, in the fourth place - childfree. The majority of men and women
intend to have two children in the current living conditions. The answers show differences
between the ideal and expected number of children among men and women. The second
hypothesis about different factors influencing the decision to have a child and the main
barriers to fertility in the groups of men and women was partially confirmed. Despite the
fact that the majority of respondents consider a traditional two-parent family as a
prerequisite for childbirth, among respondents there are those who are ready to have
children without having a traditional two-parent family. The authors plan further research
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on reproductive attitudes among men and women depending on the possible impact of
digitalization of employment.
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