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.
Introduction

A The collapse of the communist system and the following period
of social and economiansformation ofsocietycaused dramatic
profound changes in the reproductivehaviourin the SlovakRepublic
(and inother Visegracdcountries.

A Postponement of important life course transition witbnnectionto
the reproductiong leavingthe parentalhome, resident and economic
Independence, enter to the marriage apdrenthoodbecame
widespread among young people born in 1970s and 1980s.

A Sincethe early1990s fertility trendsin Slovakia (andther Visegrad
countrieg havebeendominatedby the shift in childbearingo later
agesc often describedasfertility postponement
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Introduction

A Questions
A 1.)will recoveryreallytake place? (if ye9
A 2.)what portion of postponed births will beecovered®

A 3.)what changesanwe expectin the completedfertility and
parity structure?

A Themainaim of our presentationis to analysechangesn the
cohortfertility trendsin Slovakia inthe pasttwo decades
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.
Dataand methods

A We focused on the postponement and recuperation process
using the basic benchmamodel (Sobotkaet al.2011al).

A Forbenchmark cohort we have chosen first cohort that
experienced an increase in the mean age at first birth that
continued for at least five cohorts (cohort 1965).

A Thepostponement and recuperation process was measured by
age(andbirth order) for any cohort of interest, which was
compared with an older benchmark cohort.
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.
Dataand methods

A Postponement represents cumulative fertility decline (absolute or
relative) in all ages when fertility has fallen in comparison with
selected benchmarkohort (postponementmeasure.

A Postponemenmeasurereflectsthe maximalgapbetweenthe cohort
of Interestandthe benchmarkcohort ¢ the depth of the declinein
cohortfertility at youngerages

A Recuperationexpress fertility increases in all ages when fertility has
Increasedrecuperationindex). @bsoluteor realtiveincreaseof cohort
fertility at olderagesfrom the agewhenpostponementreached
maximum to endf reproductiveperiod)

A Finaldifference = permanentdecline(or oncreasein situationof
overcompensatioh, derivedfrom postponementandrecuperation
measure
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.
Dataand methods

A Eachof indicatorswasspecifiedby birth order.

A Fourimportantindicators:

1) initial fertility level (from benchmark cohort),

2) cumulativefertility decline at younger ages

3) relativedegree of fertility recuperation at oldexges
4) final (permanen) declineof CTFR

A Orderandagespecificcohort fertility dataorignatefrom the
HumankFertility DatabaseVital statisticsdatain 2010- 2014
providedby Statisticaloffice of the SlovakRepublic
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A simplified model of the postponementand recuperationof
fertility in acohort perspective

benchmark cohort
> 0,00 - <
£
< lyzed
£ 005 analyze -
= cohort
S
" A
:E -0,10 | i max..cum.
‘—;‘ decline of
§ fertility
o e postponement
E ’ maximum abs.
> recuperation
s measure
© -0,20 -
Q
3 .
o Postponement Recuperation
< -0.25
15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Age

Driving forcesbehind demographictrends in Visegradcountries 10.cm M ® P H n Mrstiut Rrdhd



-
Formercharacterof cohort fertility

A Thespecificpatternsof demographidehaviourduring
communistsocietyled to the situationthat Slovakia irthe late
1980sstill belongedto the countrieswith the highestfertility in
Europe(CTFR 2 children per woman

A Cohortfertility:

a) concentratedat verybeginningof the reproductiveperiod,
b) relativelyhigh(decline2.5 to 2.0 C194Q C1968)

c) stablereproductivemodel (vomenbornin 1940sc 1960s),
d) graduallyintercohortacceptedwo childfamily (1960s),

e) verylow proportion of womenwith onechild (11¢ 13 % ),
f) childlessvomen(7 ¢ 10 %),

g) more often largerfamilies
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Changesn cohort fertility

A Postponement; fertility declineacrossyoungerages

A Recuperatior(recovery catchingup) ¢ fertility increase
acrossolderages

A Declinein the levelof completedfertility, changesn
tempo and paritystructure.
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Agespecific cohort fertility rates by birth order, selected cohorts
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Agespecific cohort fertility rate by birth order, selected cohorts
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Total cohort fertility rate andmeanageat first birth in cohorts
1940¢ 1974
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Cumulateddifferencesin the cohort fertility ratesof selectedcohorts
comparedto the benchmarkcohort of 1965 (irst and secondbirths)
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Cumulateddifferencesin the cohort fertility ratesof selectedcohortscompared
to the benchmarkcohort of 1965(third and higher-order, all births)
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Absolutecumulativefertility declineat youngerages(postponemeny
Recuperationindex bybirth order, women born in 1966¢ 1979
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Permanentdeclinein cohort fertility by birth order
Contributionsto permanentdeclineby birth order
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Observedandprojected CTFR bdifferent scenarios
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Observedand projected parity structure (constant averagescenariq
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Observedand projected parity structure (15-10-5 %scenariq
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