20
20
2003) .
20

( © 05JJD840146)

20 21

“ " ( Great Transition)

. ( Jonas Salk 1985)

( jx@ pku. edu. cn) ;



61

13
TQ
11
10
210

pa

th O =1 e

L Y

8000 8000 1) 20
20 o
20
() 1254
1
mn
E
H207%
{15
410
Hos
— I 0

1 Salk

. Jonas Salk  “The Next Evolutionary Step in the Ascent of Man in the Cosmos

Leonardo” Vol. 18 No. 4 Special Issue: Jacob Bronowski: A Retrospective ( 1985) p.238.

“ ”

20 21



62

v 21

20

1950

20 50

50

25

50%

17

1950

2000

21

49

67.75%

o

[

60

1950

2000

( population change)

o 20
( 1993: 78)
1950
50 o
0 18
9%0 ~ 10%o0
21
8 12
20 50
( )
2000
2
80. 38%



63

( 2) 2050 90
79 86%
RO
Z00r mepEZ OfRPER QiR B
a0 — |
70
50 F |—| | |
4{] L
30 F
: ﬂ
10 F
0 1 1 1 1 . 1
1950 1975 2000 2025 2050 (i
2

© UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision)

2.
(
16.2% -
60
14% 2015 65
17.3% 21 50
26%
5% 2020
o 2050

New York 2007.

1) . 2050 65
2050

( 3)

. 20 50
16%

65
7%
14.7%



64

20.6% . (4 21
1 (1950 ~2050)
%
1950 1975 2000 2025 2050
25.35 40.76 61.24 80. 11 91.91
34.2 36.8 30.2 24.1 19.9
65 5.2 5.7 6.9 10.5 16.2
8.14 10. 48 11.94 12.59 12.45
27.4 24.2 18.3 15.6 15.8
65 7.9 10. 8 14.3 20.7 26.1
17.21 30.28 49.30 67.51 79. 46
37.4 41.2 33.1 25.7 20.6
65 3.9 3.8 5.1 8.6 14.7
( ) 11.65 20. 96 36.53 52.97 65.28
39.2 42.0 36.0 27.8 21.7
65 3.6 3.6 4.4 7.1 12.7
. UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
—~ 40 —O—PEILEAD  —m—60F KL EAND
o
35k
30 F
25F
20 F
15 F
10} = I
5F
1950 1975 2000 2025 2050 (445 )
3
. UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
N 20
20 21 1950 ~2050 100 “
7 100 50



65

2y 30 —e— AR —m— EREFE R
Toash
20 b
15 |
10
5F # + + >
n '} L '} L L 1 1 1 1 1 1
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 ( 4E{5})
4 65
. UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
( 1999) . 100
1965 ~ 1970
2% ;
1985 ~ 1990 8600 20
2200
100 (
2003) .
o 20
. 21 [ »
20 14 » 114 »
“ ” ( baby bomb) “ ”
20 “ 7 10%o0 ; N N
“ ” 20 4%0 ~7%0 -

20



66

o 2000 ~ 2005
1.03% ( ) .
2) .
2 N N 20 50
© %o
1950 ~ 1955 24.3 9.5 15.9 11.7 19.5 12.8 16.0 11.1
1960 ~ 1965 21.8 9.4 18.4 11.8 18. 1 11.2 17.8 11.8
1970 ~ 1975 15.7 9.2 14.5 11.8 16.3 10.7 11.4 12.3
1980 ~ 1985 15.6 8.9 13.5 11.8 14.3 10. 1 10. 8 12. 1
1990 ~ 1995 15.7 8.9 13.2 11.3 12.8 9.2 10.0 11.2
2000 ~2005 14.1 8.3 11.6 10.2 12.8 9.2 8.7 10.3
. UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
1950 1.58
2000 2.85 80% - “ 7
o 800
15% - 1700 40% - 1400
20% o N
o - 2000 65
12.3% 15% 3~
o 20 50
o 65
1950 8.3% 2000 12.3% 4
1950 2000 N N

5~6 ( 3) .



67

3 1950 ~2000 NN
%
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
1.58 1.86 2.10 2.31 2.56 2.85
65 +% 8.3 9.2 9.8 11.2 12.2 12.3
0.51 0.53 0.56 0.56 0.57 0.59
65 + % 10.7 11.7 13.0 14.9 15.7 15.8
0.42 0. 46 0.51 0.54 0.57 0.59
65 + % 11.4 11.6 12.9 14.0 14.0 16.3
0. 68 0.73 0.78 0.78 0.79 0.82
65 + % 9.7 11.5 13.7 15.6 15.0 16. 4
UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
“ ” D ~
“ i “ 7
( » ®: 20 80
N o 4
N N 2050 3
4 7 6.6
4 2000 ~2050 N
%
2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
3.15 3.42 3.66 3.86 4.02
65 + % 12. 8 15.8 19.4 20.5 21.0
7.30 7.22 7.07 6. 87 6. 64
65 + % 16.2 18.9 22.6 25.5 27.6
2.91 2.76 2.58 2.40 2.22
65 + % 13.7 16. 4 20.2 22.3 26.6
UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
() § 2002 24 ( { » 2002



68

2 o
36
21 114 »
“ ” ( BRICs)
2001 (
Needs Better Economic BRICs) BRIC
. 2003
BRICs 2050 2050
o 2008 2009 G20
o 21
1. 20
20 50 N N
17%0 ~ 18%o
o N N 50 “
( 43%o) ( 26%0) "
“ (26. 5%o)
90
10. 9%o 13. 2%o
20 20
10 8%o0 ~ 10%o0 ;

; 2050
53

) ( The World

N

“«

(9.5%0) "



69

10 3% ;
20 10 50
10%o ( 5) .
5 20 50
© %o
(1990
)
CBR CDR CBR CDR CBR CDR CBR | CDR
1950 ~1955 | 43.8 25.1 43.3 26.0 44.0 15.4 26.5 9.5
1960 ~1965 | 38.0 17.1 40.7 20.2 42.1 12.6 21.0 8.8
1970 ~1975 | 28.6 6.3 37.3 15.1 33.7 9.9 15.3 9.1
1980 ~1985 | 20.9 7.7 34.3 11.6 30.8 8.3 16. 8 11.6
1990 ~1995 | 18.2 7.1 30.7 9.8 22.6 6.8 10.9 13.2
2000 ~2005 13.6 6.6 25.1 8.7 20.6 6.3 9.9 15.9
: UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
1950
1980 30 4.4 81.4% . 2000
12. 67 o
7 o
1.2 50
4000
222 % 181%
N 129% 44% .
- 2000 65
7%
o 20 60 ~70 65
7% 30 2000
12.3% 6.9%
( 6) -



70

6 1950 ~2000 . . .
%
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
5.54 6.57 8.30 9.98 11.49 12. 67
65 + 4.5 4.8 4.3 4.7 5.4 6.8
3.71 4. 46 5.49 6. 88 8. 60 10. 46
65 + 3.1 3.0 3.3 3.6 3.9 4.6
0.54 0.72 0.96 1.21 1.49 1.74
65 + 3.0 3.3 3.6 4.1 4.4 5.5
1.02 1.19 1.30 1.38 1.48 1.47
65 + 6.2 6.3 7.7 10. 2 10.0 12.3
. UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
2.
2007 50 “
( TFR) 50
TFR 20 2.1 2020
TFR 21 2.1 TFR 2020 ~
2030 o
( ) 50
2030 14. 58
2050 5000 .
21 1/5 2050 15% -
50 ( 6 )
( 17.08% 18.04%)
“ ” o 50
1.74 2.54 .
50 TFR 2000 1.30 2050
1.71 2000
1.47 2. 4% 1

1L.17% ( 7 .



71

7 50 N N N
%
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TFR 2.65 2.55 2.37 2.21 2.10 2.02
61.24 69. 06 76. 67 83.17 88.23 91.91
TFR 1.78 1.73 1.83 1.85 1.85 1.85
12. 69 13.51 14.21 14.58 14. 48 14. 08
20.72 19. 56 18.53 17.53 16. 41 15.32
TFR 3.46 2.81 2.32 1.97 1.85 1. 85
10. 46 12. 20 13.79 15.05 15.96 16. 58
17. 08 17. 67 17.99 18. 10 18.09 18. 04
TFR 2.35 2.25 2.06 1.92 1.85 1.85
1.74 1.98 2.20 2.36 2.47 2.54
2.84 2.87 2.87 2.84 2.80 2.76
TFR 1.30 1.34 1. 41 1.51 1.61 1.71
1.47 1.40 1.32 1.24 1. 15 1.07
2.40 2.03 1.73 1.49 1.31 1.17
UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
20
70 21
« ” ( 5) .
COPEAOSE —e— PR AR
~18 - [CIHEANOSE  —a— BEACHESE o 25 ~
iz %
— 16 F A ™ P
4 U
F N Seam Al
4 ¥ = .
12 — 4 15
10 | = | ‘T N ‘ ‘ ‘
I~ q 10
—
6 T 1 15
T
1 .
[~ <0
L L L L L Blhans
[ J 1 S T S AN NN AN T N N A Y 11 L | L | 1 1 -5

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040  2050( F{)

5 N 1950 ~ 2050

65 2010



72

2050 65
23.7% 7.5 o
50 6.3
2000 65
4.6% 35%
5 o
20 2050
14. 5% o
2000 65
5.5% 21
2005 12. 4%o
2050 1. 5%o0
2000 20
7% 10 o 2050
19.4%
2000 65
12.3% 2050 65
23. 8%
(2030 70 2050 73.3 79.3



73

8
© %
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
65 + 6.9 7.7 9.4 11.8 14.3 16.2
15 - 30.2 26.9 25.1 23.0 21.0 19.9
65 + 6.8 8.4 11.9 16.2 22.2 23.7
15 - 24.9 19.6 18.3 17.3 15.6 15.3
65 + 4.6 5.3 6.7 8.8 11.3 14.5
15 - 35.0 30.7 26.7 22.9 19.8 18.2
65 + 5.5 6.8 9.1 12.5 15.7 19. 4
15 - 29.6 26. 8 23.7 20.9 18.9 17.7
65 + 12.3 12.6 14.8 18.9 20.2 23.8
15 - 18. 1 15.0 15.9 14.2 14. 1 15.0
: UN  World Population Prospects ( The 2006 Revision) New York 2007.
2000 8. 66
2020 9.9 2040
9 2050 8.6 50 2000
o 15 ~24 2000
22. 7% 2050 17. 8%
21 20
1.3
21
2.2 o 2000 2030 10
1.3 2040
2050 11.6 2020 ~2030
2000 1.13
2040 1.62

2050 1.59 15 ~24



74

2000 30%
19% .
2000 1.02
50 6600 .
15 ~24
2000 22.8% 2050 16.45% .
9) .
9 « ” (15~64 )
15 ~24
%
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
8. 66 9.73 9.91 9. 69 9.00 8.59
15 ~24 22.7 22.5 18.1 17.6 19.0 17.8
6.32 7. 80 9.17 10. 28 11. 00 11. 16
15 ~24 31.8 30.1 26.7 23.8 21.2 18.8
1.13 1.32 1.47 1.57 1.62 1.59
15 ~24 30. 63 25.51 23.63 22.21 20. 38 19. 61
1.02 1.01 0.91 0. 83 0.76 0. 66
15 ~24 22.80 19. 86 14. 80 17. 65 16. 13 16. 45

: UN  World Population Prospects New York 2007.

David E. Bloom  Jeffrey G. Williamson

”»

(1998) .

2015
T2%
2050 61%



75

8 20 2020 ~2030
2030 o 2040 ~ 2050
68. 94%
20
2010 67.2%
10 1% ~3%
2050 66.5%
50 2010
72.5%
2000 7
2050 61.2%
( 10)
10 . . (15~64 )
© %
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
68.23 72.03 69.79 66. 48 62.17 61.03
60. 44 63.96 66. 55 68. 30 68.94 67.32
66. 50 67.20 66. 60 65. 40 62.90 66. 50
65. 60 72.50 69. 20 66. 90 65.70 61.20
. UN  World Population Prospects New York 2007.
. . 2000

46. 7%



76

10% . 2010 38. 8%
2020 43.3%
2040 60.9% 2050 63.8% .
2000 21% 10 10% 2050
60%
2000 65.5%
7.6% 21
40 45.1% 2050
2050 56.9%
. 20 .
2000 ~2010 2050
54.0%
58.9%
(2000 8.4%  7.5% 2050 30. 8%
29.0%) .
2000 12.3%
30. 4%
. 2010
27.53%
12.56% .
2050 38. 83% 23.81%
.11
2030 (



77

11
%
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
46.7 38.8 43.3 49.0 60.9 63.8
10.0 11.6 17.1 24. 4 35.8 38.8
65.5 56. 4 50.3 46. 4 45.1 56.9
7.6 8.3 10.0 12.9 16.5 21.5
54.0 50.5 48.8 50.2 53.0 58.9
8.4 10.2 13.5 18.8 24.0 30.8
30. 40 27.53 30.78 33.08 34.32 38.83
12.30 12.56 14. 85 18.89 20. 22 23.81
: UN  World Population Prospects New York 2007.
~50r  —e—iE  —m—hE () EMHE --- ELF -ok-- RPN
Cast
40 +
5 F
30 F
25
20 F
15 |
10
s
1 1 1 ]
2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 (44 )
6 “ ”»
6.
20 60 N o
21 “ ”»
“ ”»
Y o
€006 »

70. 8



78

9 99%
6 N
o 50
GDP  2.2%
3.7% o
1990 GDP 2.3% 1998 ~ 2000
2.1%:; o
12 2004 R N
() (%) (%) | GDP %
— 0.741 67.3 — 67
— 0. 556 58.7 62.3 54
81 0.768 71.9 90.9 70 2.2
126 0.611 63.6 61.0 62 3.7
69 0.792 70. 8 88.6 86 —
65 0.797 65.2 99. 4 88 3.7
( ) ( ) (
GDP) .
{2006 ) 2006 .

43

1993) [43 ”»

43



79

- 20 50
o . 18+ 19
19
19 14%o0
5%o0 o 19
”» “ ”» 5 200
( )
20
o 20 70 ~ 80
20 80 - 1979
( : )
o 20 N
(13 ” 20 80 (14 ”
o 20
65 1980 9. 0% 2000
17.2% X 11.2%
12. 3% o
21 13 »” 13



80

2020
(1998; 2005) .
(

113 »

21

”»

21

(43

”

13

20

( world system)

« (

13 »

80

”»



81

. 2005 ¢ — )
1999 ¢ )y « > ( ) 1.2
— 2003 ( 21 Yy« y 2 .
. M. 1993 ¢ ) : .
2006 {2006 Do
. 1998 { ) : .

Bloom David E. & Jeffrey G. Williamson 1998 Demographi¢  “Transitions and Economic
Miracles in Emerging Asia” in The World Bank Economic Review Vol.12 No.3: 419 -
455.

Salk Jonas 1985 “The Next Evolutionary Step in the Ascent of Man in the Cosmos
Leonardo” Vol. 18 No.4 Special Issue: Jacob Bronowski: A Retrospective 238.

United Nations 2007  World Population Prospects  The 2006 Revision Vol. 1
Comprehensive Tables New York.



Table of Contents & Abstracts 257

s fertility control has already been trapped in a paradox. On one hand the rising awareness of
the structural defects of one—child families ( and some other types of families) forces the
government to compensate and to subsidize those families who are victims of the flawed policy. On
the other hand the authority is still implementing one-child policy. With its enormous cost what the
one-child policy really brought to us is indeed a high—risk society. Therefore it is an inevitable
choice to end one—child policy if we want to avoid the systemic risk of one—child families.
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defined along the trajectory of lifecycle so as to include the security of procreation rearing
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implies that more attention should be diverted from fertility control to human resource
development. Meanwhile the structure and spatial distribution of population are both
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