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OF LOW FERTILITY AND ECONOMIC INSTABILITY

The article is devoted to investigate sociodemographic differences of fertility intentions in Lithuania within the
context of lowering and low fertility and changing economic situation. To reveal the dynamics of fertility inten-
tions the findings obtained from the several international and national surveys carried out in Lithuania over the
last fifteen years have been used for the analysis.
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Introduction and significance. During the last two decades the fertility pattern of Lithuania
has been undergoing essential changes. In the early 1990s fertility in Lithuania started lowe-
ring and within a few years dropped drastically to the lowest low level. A consistent increase
of fertility rates which has been observed since 2005 and which, to this day, does not allow
Lithuania to escape the range of the low fertility, should be basically associated with the fer-
tility postponement process. The fertility changes of Lithuania are most similar to those of
the other Central and Eastern European countries which, in addition to the various specific
factors — economic, social and transformational-period, were affected the strongest by the
factors which in Western Europe had initiated the changes several decades earlier and which
had been included into the theoretical framework of the second demographic transition
explaining the mechanism of the new fertility pattern.

Childbearing attitudes are an important element of fertility change. Whether the child-
bearing attitudes are changing alongside the essentially changing socio-economic and cultural
conditions and how this change occurs in different socio-demographic sub-populations, is an
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important question both at the theoretical and practical level, which could offer clarification
of the current fertility situation. The research emphasises that disclosure of childbearing
attitudes is highly instrumental in foreseeing further fertility changes and enables to assess
the likely fertility level in the near and remote future, at least within the already examinable
thirty-year period [10].

The fertility level and childbearing attitudes are concurrently affected by micro- and
macro-factors which reflect not only the current condition, but reach back into the past and
are related to the future. And the relationship also depends on the demographic regime and its
change. As noted by Testa and Grilli [19], childbearing attitudes depend on the demographic
regime and its typical fertility model, which is reflected in the childbearing preferences and
behaviour of the cohorts: childbearing attitudes depend on the demographic regime at the
time of the cohort’s growth, which with the decreasing fertility acquires lower childbearing
attitudes. This predetermines a smaller number of children in the subsequent cohorts. Thus
socialization of a young cohort in the environment of progressively lowering number of
children has a lowering effect on the childbearing attitudes and also on the behaviour [9].

Research of childbearing attitudes is also important since comparison of their indicators
with the real facts, i.e. actual family size, supplies information on the (un)suitability of the
contextual environment (at macro- and micro-levels) for realisation of the attitudes. A sig-
nificant deviation of childbearing attitudes from the actual indicators of fertility behaviour
signifies unfavourable conditions for families’ aspiration to strive to childbearing goals and to
have a planned number of children. This is an important message for the designers of family
policy, who are drafting a family-friendly pronatal policy bringing it closer to the needs of
different socio-demographic groups and substantiating the targeted fertility indicators and
their likely shift.

This is one of the main reasons why as of late research of fertility attitudes and intentions
has been given increasingly more emphasis. Questions on fertility attitudes and intentions
have been included into the questionnaires of the major international comparative surveys
on family and fertility of the last two decades: longitudinal Generations and Gender Survey
(ongoing since the beginning of this century), Population Policy Acceptance Study (conducted
in the beginning of 2000s). Information of such kind has also been accumulated within the
framework of the European Value Study. Basing on the findings of the survey a number of
works containing empirical as well as conceptual ideas have been published [5; 8; 16; 17; and
others). Considerable attention has been attached to the assessment of the effect of fertility
attitudes on the fertility level. Importance of such information for policy makers has been
noted by numerous researchers of fertility and family policy [7; 10; 16; 15; 17; 18]).

However, a lot of rather controversial conclusions both on usefulness of the information
concerning the quantities measurements of fertility attitudes and on formation of family
policy have been voiced [17;16; 14; 19; 4; 5; 11], more so that different researches have do-
cumented significant differences between the ideal, desired and actual number of children
[5; 8; 12; 14].

In the countries which belonged to the former USSR research of fertility attitudes and
differentiation thereof has an experience reaching far back into the past. The results of the
surveys conducted as early as the 1960s and later years are summed up in the acknowledged
works by Belova, Darskij, Bondarskaja [1; 2; 3], and others.

The article aims to investigate childbearing attitudes and intentions and their socio-de-
mographic differences in Lithuania in the context of low fertility and the unstable economic
situation.
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Data and methods. For disclosure of changes in Lithuanian fertility intentions the re-
search uses the data from the surveys conducted within the last fifteen years: international
Fertility and Family Survey (initiated and coordinated by United Nations Economic Commission
Jfor Europe, Population Activities Unit, conducted in more than 20 countries; in Lithuan-
ia — in 1994—1995), first and second waves of Generations and Gender Survey (initiated and
coordinated by United Nations Economic Commission for Europe, Population Activities Unit;
conducted in Lithuania — in 2006 and 2009), Population Policy Acceptance Study (coor-
dinated by Federal Institute for population Research, Wiesbaden, Germany; conducted in
14 countries; Lithuania — in 2001) and national survey Needs of Family Policy (2010). For
the analysis the data of answers to identical questions on the desired and intended number
of children and on fertility intentions within the next three years are used. For evaluation of
changes on the intended number of children the data of the 1994—1995 and 2010 surveys and
on the desired number of children, the 2001, 2006, 2009 and 2010 surveys have been used.
A descriptive and logistic regression analysis has been applied for the appraisal of changes
in sociodemographic fertility intentions.

Results. The findings of the surveys conducted around the last fifteen years (1994—2010)
show that not only fertility has decreased in Lithuania but fertility intentions have been
shifting towards decline, too. During the fifteen years since the mid-1990s the mean desired
number of children among the 18—49 year-olds (both men and women) who already have
and/or desire to have children has fallen from 2.09 (in 1994—1995) to 1.99 (in 2010), while
among the total population of this age the change is from 1.84 to 1.81.

The number of children intended to have which at the turn of this century was still close
to the replacement level, has fallen, within the decade, far below two children: among the

18—49 year-olds the mean number of children intended to have fallen from 1.91 in 2001 to
1.751in 2010 (Fig. 1).
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Fig. 1. Mean number of children intended to have. Respondents of 18—49 years old

Sources: Generations and Gender Survey: first wave — 2006, second wave — 2009; Population Policy Acceptance Stu-
dy — 2001; Needs of Family Policy — 2010.

ISSN 2072-9480. llemoepais ma couyianvna exonomixa, 2014, Nel(21) 61



V. STANKUNIENE, M. BAUBLYTE

Table 1. Mean number of children intended to have. Men and women of 18—49 years old

2001 2006 2009 2010
A. Mean number of children intended to have (all respondents)
Men 1.96 1.88 1.83 1.68
Women 1.87 1.91 1.87 1.81
Total 1.91 1.90 1.85 1.75

B. Mean number of children intended to have (respondents with children / want to have children)

Men 2.16 2.04 2.01 1.99
Women 2.03 2.00 2.00 1.96
Total 2.09 2.02 2.00 1.98

Sources: Generations and Gender Survey: first wave — 2006, second wave — 2009; Population Policy Acceptance Stu-
dy — 2001; Needs of Family Policy — 2010.

Differences between fertility intentions of men and women are considerable. Although
the development trend of fertility intentions of men and women is similar, the rates and the
change trajectory are considerably different: intended fertility rates of men which had been
higherin 2001, were falling consistently and to a larger extent in over the period of 2001—2010
(2001, 2006, 2009 and 2010 survey data), whereas among women they were slowly moving,
with slight fluctuations, towards decline and according to the data of the last survey (2010)
are higher than those of men: for 18—49 years men the mean intended number of children
has declined from 1.96 to 1.68, and for women — from 1.87 to 1.81 (Table 1).

The 2006, 2009 and 2010 survey data enable to make an analysis of the differences
and changes in the fertility intentions, i.e. mean intended to have number of children, of
different socio-demographic and socio-economic groups within the context of the unstable
macroeconomic development.

The 2006 survey data reflected the fertility attitudes preconditioned by the economic
upswing: feeling of economic stability and prosperity, hopes for making long-term plans
favourable for family planning, whereas the 2009 data reflected a clash with a threat of eco-
nomic recession, and the 2010 — actual negative consequences of the economic crisis at the
national, family and individual levels.

A descriptive and logistic regression analysis performed shows correlation between fer-
tility intentions and age, education, employment status and residence. With the change of
the macro-economic situation the strength of the factors was also changing which resulted
in different impact on the fertility intentions of various sociodemographic groups.

An evaluation of fertility intentions in the context of macroeconomic fluctuations has
revealed an unmistakable reaction of the youngest men and women to economic difficulties:
mean number of intended to have children of the men aged 20-29 years decreased from 1.97
in 2006 to 1.84 in 2009 and as low as to 1.67 in 2010, of women — correspondingly from 2.07
to 2.05 and even to 1.78 (Fig. 2).

The highest fertility intentions are observed among the men with university education.
According to the 2006, 2009 and 2010 survey data fertility intentions of men with higher
education are not affected even by economic fluctuations — they are steadily oriented to an
average family of two children. Meanwhile the men with lower education who during the
periods of economic instability usually face uncertainty on the labour market and in assuring
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the family wellbeing, have lower fertility intentions, thus during economic downturn they
favour an even smaller number of children (Fig. 3).

According to the 2006 data the indicators of fertility intentions among women with diffe-
rent education were actually equal (mean number of intended to have children — 1.92-1.93).
During the period of economic downturn fertility intentions of women were also experiencing
a shift toward decrease, but the variation depended on education: the fertility intentions of
women with university and secondary education were decreasing, while those of lower than
secondary educated even rose.

Findings on differentiation of fertility intentions by employment status confirm that
men and women response to economic instability and unemployment differently, particu-
larly in the societies with firm standards of traditional gender roles [6]. Fertility intentions
of men who have a job are higher than of women, irrespective of the economic situation in
the country. The personal factors which ensure their economic stability, employment and
income from employment, are highly important in making childbearing plans. However,
during hardship periods, these are adjusted significantly: the mean number of intended to
have children of employed men was 1.93 in 2006, 1.75 in 2010 (Fig. 4). Vague prospects for
the future make them be more cautious in planning a family. Meanwhile unemployed men
have considerably smaller childbearing plans, irrespective of the overall macroeconomic
situation: the findings of the Lithuanian survey evidence that for men losing a job is a factor
of paramount importance which adjusts the fertility behaviour and intentions [13].
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Fig. 2. Mean number of children intended to have by age of respondents

ISSN 2072-9480. llemoepais ma couyianvna exonomixa, 2014, Nel(21) 63



V. STANKUNIENE, M. BAUBLYTE

Men Women
2.20 2.20
2.00 202
2.007 . 00193 -T2
1.95 1.96 2.00 -
- 1.92 87
1.80 1.80 1.85 1.80
1.74
1.60 1.58 1.60 7
1.40 7 1.40
1.20 7 1.20
1.00 1.00
2006 2009 2010 2006 2009 2010
Higher Secondary 0T T ——- Lower than secondary

Fig. 3. Mean number of children intended to have by education level of respondents. Respondents of 20—49
years old

The fertility intentions of working women are lower than of men and are considerably
less affected by the macroeconomic situation, and with the unemployed, they have a totally
different model from that of men: first, they are considerably higher; second, even in the
context of economic fluctuations they have a different trajectory of the change — oscillation
with no expressed decrease trend.

The differences in fertility intentions by residence and changes thereof in the context of
fluctuating economic development demonstrate, first, great dependence of intentions on the
type of residence, its economic dynamism, the social infrastructure provided and a chance to
ensure the children’s and family wellbeing therein. Second, this reveals sub-populations by
the type of residence affected the most severely by the recent economic instability. Vilnius,
capital of Lithuania stands out, conspicuously, by the highest fertility intention indicators.
The mean number of intended to have children both among men and women, according
to the data of the surveys under analysis which provide information on the periods of ec-
onomic upswing and downturn, is the largest in Vilnius and actually is on replacement
level — 2.02—2.19 (Fig. 5). Even during the years of the most intensive economic decline the
indicator equalled 2 in Vilnius. In all other residential areas fertility intentions of both men
and women were much lower and besides, during the economic recession they were subject
to a much stronger adjustment.

An analysis of logistic regression was performed in order to distance away from the
structural changes and to appraise the factors which may encourage 20—39 years men and
women with no children for intention of having two or more children.
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Fig. 5. Mean number of children intended to have by residence. Respondents of 20—49 years old

ISSN 2072-9480. Jlemoepaghis ma coyianvha exonomixa, 2014, Nel(21)

65



V. STANKUNIENE, M. BAUBLYTE

The analysis of logistic regression revealed a considerably large difference of impact
factors on fertility intentions by gender (Table 2). The intentions of men with no children to
have two and more children are much more susceptible to economic factors than of women
and this is most evident during the period of economic downturn.

Table 2. Factors of intentions to have two children. 20—39 years old childless respondents

Factors Odds ratio Exp(B)
2006 2009

Men Women Men Women
Age
20-24 1 1 1 1
25-29 0,536%* 0,761 0,572* | 0,428**
3034 0,205%** | 0,202%** | 0,267*** | (,133%**
35-39 0,070*%** | 0,045%* | 0,063%** | (,042%**
Marital status
Married 1 1 1 1
Cohabitation 0.416%* 0.351%** 0.787 1.025
Otherl 0.455%* | 0.321%** | (.442* 0.656
Education
Higher 1 1 1 1
Secondary 1.036 0.819 1.314 0.537**
Lower than secondary 0.676 1.208 0.415%* 0.369
Residence
>10 000 1 1 1 1
10 001—100 000 1.032 0.603 0.775 0.892
100 001—500 000 1.182 0.958 0.616* 0.792
Vilnius 3.733%*k* | 5.356%** 1.892* 2.278*
Dwelling
Have 1 room 1 1 1 1
Have 2 rooms 0.917 0.815 1.373 1.080
Have 3 rooms 1.231 0.862 1.643 1.206
Have 4 and more rooms 1.755 1.167 1.299 0.995
Estimations of household’s total monthly income: is household able to make ends meet
Very easily + easily 0.879 0.836 1.892 1.503
Fairly easily 1.327 0.604 2.541%%* 1.133
With some difficulty 1.164 0.476* 1.529 1.292
With great difficulty + with difficulty 1 1 1 1
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Factors QOdds ratio Exp(B)
2006 2009

Men Women Men Women

What other people might think about your having a/another child during the next three years1

Everyone thinks that you should have children 1.543* 1.491 1.228 2.037*
Neither should or should not have 1 1 1 1
Everyone thinks that you should not have children 0.794 1.358 0.624* 1.310

Significance level: * 5 (per 100), ** 1 (per 100) ir *** 1 (per 1000).

1Integrated factor. Statements about what other people might think about your having a/another child during the next
three years:

a. Most of your friends think that you should have a/another child

b. Your parents think that you should have a/another child

¢. Most of your relatives think that you should have a/another child

Possible answers: strongly agree; agree; neither agree nor disagree; disagree; strongly disagree;

Everyone thinks that you should have children: a, b, ¢ = (strongly agree+agree)

Everyone thinks that you should not have children: a, b, ¢ = (disagree+strongly disagree)

Neither should or should not be: all other combinations of a, b, c.

During an economic downturn an evident dependence of childless men’s intentions
to have more than one child on the economic wellbeing of the family is revealed. The ones
with the income enabling comfortable living in comparison with the ones who state that
the income permits them just basic living or hard living, during the 2009 survey expressed
an intention to have two and more children twice and a half times more frequently. Also,
among these men became evident dependence of their intention to have more than one child on
their residence. During the economic upswing (2006) the men residing in Vilnius were singled out
much more frequently (nearly four times, and with a high level of reliability) by the intention to
have more than two children. Although during the years of decline (2009) these intentions were
voiced less frequently, nevertheless, the difference by residence re-mained significant.

Within the context of economic fluctuation the correlation of fertility intentions of men
with no children and education was changing importantly. During the economic upswing
(2006), correlation of fertility intentions of men with no children to have more than one
child and education was not observed, while during recession (2009), among lower-educated
such intentions were recorded steadily and were significantly lower (more than twice lower
than among university graduates).

Among the women who do not have children yet, a strong and consistent correlation
between fertility intentions to have more than one child and residence has been observed.
According to the 2006 survey, the residents of Vilnius, to compare with village and small
town residents stated more than five times more frequently an intention to have two and
more children, and in 2009 — more than twice more frequently.

During economic downturn (2009), observed fertility intentions of secondary-educated
women with no children to have two and more children were twice as low as those of women
with university education.

A short-term fertility intention (three years) analysis has shown a small number of fir-
mly determined to have a child within the next three years. Such intentions were expressed
slightly more frequently by the women aged 25—39 years. During economic decline such
intentions became even more infrequent. In 2009, only 13—15 per cent of 25—39 year-old
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women stated a firm (definitely yes) intention to have children within the next three years. A
high portion of respondents express uncertainty (answers probably yes, probably no) about
having children within the next three years, and during the recession period this portion
increased even more.

The analysis of logistic regression performed has revealed the greatest correlation of the
fertility intentions to have children within the next three years with age and education. Men
and women with higher education express much more positive short-term fertility inten-
tions than the respondents with other educational background. A worsened macroeconomic
situation increases the differences of fertility intentions by education even more: the gap
between the university-educated from the lower-educated by the positive short-term fertility
intentions becomes wider still.

Conclusions. Within the last twenty years, a greatly lowered and persisting low fertility
in Lithuania has been accompanied by declining fertility intentions, which already are well
below the replacement level and are strongly differentiated by socio-demographic groups.
Bearing in mind the fact that the actual number of children is usually much smaller than
the intended one, positive fertility changes are hardly to be expected in the future. Besides,
high sensitivity of fertility intentions to fluctuations of economic development that has been
revealed, increases considerably differentiation of the intentions and during economic decline
is most severely felt among the socially vulnerable groups. By fertility intentions, subpopu-
lations with a lower and strongly economic fluctuation-susceptible level are low-educated
men, unemployed men and village and small town residents. Childbearing intentions of men
living in the capital are high and remain practically stable within the context of macroeco-
nomic fluctuations. Differences of women fertility intentions by sociodemographic groups
are smaller and their reaction to macro-economic changes is rather controversial.

This study was funded by a grant (No. VPI-3.1-SMM-07-K-02-067) from the Research
Council of Lithuania.
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COUIAJIbHO-AEMOI'PA®IYHI BIAMIHHOCTI PETPOAYKTUBHUX YCTAHOBOK
BJIMTBI B YMOBAX HU3bKOI HAPOJIXKYBAHOCTI TA EKOHOMIYHUWX 3MIH

3a ocTaHHI IBaalUSITh POKIB 3HAUYHE 3HUXEHHS i 30epeKeHHsI HU3bKO1 HapoaXyBaHOCTI B JIUTBi
CYMPOBOJIKYETHCS i 3HMXKEHHSIM PeNpPOIyKTUBHUX YCTAHOBOK. bakaHe i ouikyBaHe YMCIIO IiTei 3HU3UI0CS
Habarato HuX4e piBHs, HEOOXiTHOTO IS POCTOrO BiITBOPEHHS HAaCeAeHHSs1. PenpoayKTUBHI yCTaHOBKU
CWIbHO, @ B yMOBax €KOHOMIYHOTO CIany Ile B OiMbIIMX pO3Mipax, pO3pi3HSIOThCS 3a COLliaJbHO-
neMorpabiyHUMU rpyriaMy HaceJIeHHs (3a BikOM, OCBITOI0, 3aiiHSITICTIO, MiclieM MPOXUBaHH). OcoOIMBO
HU3bKMMU MOKa3HUKAMM OYiKyBaHOTO YHWcJa JiTell BUAISIOTHCS YOJIOBIKM 3 HU3BKOIO OCBITOIO,
0e3po0iTHI, SIKi KMBYTb Ha CeJIi i B MaJIUX MicTax.

Karouoei caosa: napooicysanicmo, penpo0yKkmueHi yCmaunosKu, couiarbHo-0emoepagpiuni iominHocmi
Hapodxcysanocmi, Jlumea.
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BJIUTBE B YCJIOBUAX HU3KOU POXKIAEMOCTU U BKOHOMUYECKUX U3BMEHEHU

3a mocienHue MBaAIaTh JIET 3HAYUTETbHOE CHIDKEHNE W COXpaHeHWe HU3KOU poxkmaeMocTH B JIuTse
COMPOBOXIACTCS U CHIXKEHUEM PETNpONyKTUBHBIX YCTaHOBOK. JKemaemMoe M OXuaaeMoe YUCIO NeTeit
yHaJio ropas3fio HUXXe YPOBHSI, HY>KHOTO [UIs1 TPOCTOrO BOCIIPOM3BOACTBA HaceleHUsl. PernpoaykTuBHbIe
YCTaHOBKM CHJIBHO, a B YCJIIOBUSIX 9KOHOMUYECKOTO Crajia eiié B OOJbIINX pa3Mepax, pa3indyaiorcs 1o
CcolUaIbHO-IeMOorpaduIecKM TpyTraM HaceJeHus (10 BO3pacTy, 00pa30oBaHUIO, 3aHITOCTH, MECTY
KuTenbeTBa). OCOOEHHO HU3KUMM MOKA3aTeIsIMU OXXKUIAEMOT0 YMCIia AeTel BhIIEISIOTCS MYXYUHBI C
HU3KUM 00pa3oBaHMeM, 6e3pabOTHBIE, XKUBYLIIME HA CEJie U B MaJIbIX TOPOJIaX.

Karoueeswte caosa: posxcoaemocms, penpoOyKmueHble YCMAHOBKU, COUUANbHO-0eMOopapuueckue paznuus
poscdaemocmu, Jlumsa.
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SOCIODEMOGRAPHIC DIFFERENCES OF FERTILITY INTENTIONS IN LITHUANIA IN
THE CONTEXT OF LOW FERTILITY AND ECONOMIC INSTABILITY

The research aims to investigate sociodemographic differences of fertility intentions in Lithuania within the
context of lowering and low fertility and changing economic situation. To reveal the dynamics of fertility
intentions the findings obtained from the surveys carried out in Lithuania over the last fifteen years: interna-
tional longitudinal Generations and Gender Surveys (two waves in Lithuania conducted in 2006 and 2009),
international Fertility and Family Surveys (in Lithuania conducted in 1994-1995), international Population
Policy Acceptance Study (in Lithuania conducted in 2001) and the national survey Needs of Family Policy
(conducted in 2010) have been used for the analysis.

Within the last twenty years, a greatly lowered and persisting low fertility in Lithuania has been accom-
panied by changes in fertility intentions as well. The results of descriptive analysis in assessing the attitudes on
the number of children desired and intended to have and in estimating the likelihood of plans for an(other)
child within the next three years show that over the last fifteen years not only the fertility rates in Lithuania
have dropped significantly, but also have been going down fertility intentions (desired and intended number
of children), which have fallen well below the replacement level. However within the context of the overall
downturn of fertility intentions, the changes in different sociodemographic groups (by age, education,
employment status, residence) have been occurring in different ways. By fertility intentions, subpopulations
with a lower and strongly economic fluctuation-susceptible level are revealed, which include low-educated
men, unemployed men and village and small town residents. Childbearing intentions of men living in the
capital are high (on replacement level) and remain practically stable within the context of macroeconomic
fluctuations. Differences of women fertility intentions by sociodemographic groups are smaller and their
reaction to macro-economic changes is rather controversial. The analysis of logistic regression performed
has revealed the greatest correlation of the fertility intentions to have children with age and residence. Men
and women living in capital city express much higher fertility intentions than the respondents in other
residences. The greatest sociodemographic differences are seen in short-term (during the next three years)
fertility intentions which are quick to respond to the macro economic situation.

Keywords: fertility; fertility intentions; sociodemographic fertility differences, Lithuania
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