2010F % 6 No.6, 2010
(%% 1843 ) POPUIATION JOURNAL (Tot.Na 184 )

MIFrEE B ER dbtX AO Zue it

@, KA F
(FHKRF & ALFL PO, T4 KA 130012)

[ IAD FAb R R A 227 fiEM| TE A, ALK REZTAT AD £ L5450
T, FEAD AL ERBHX AT ZRAUEZN TEERF A AAROEE AL ELERLTREA
5, T AR BRI IR Z D FILE Forbl AR Ry, R AU N8 R R IKI L ARl 1R T, ALK
Tl TERUBENH mmE, BENAL WAL N2ED hRENEE ZR AR P KRBT HESL

[ BEA; & AD Farl; D FILERAN: AP 2R A R K

[ 1C913. 6 [ 1A doi 10 3969/j ssn 1004- 129X. 2010 06 007

[ 1 1004- 129X (2010)06- 0038- 04

[ 1 2010- 03- 23

[ JEZHMELEATE  2IHLKEAD R EFEH2EME X R (0K ZD022)

[ 1ZWE (1977- ), &, EMBEA, ERFEL, EMAFR LLHAT F 0 7

0~ 14 15~

) 18
19~ 34 35~ 60 60

(©)

O« » , , {
» o, , ( » «

»
& »



1985 ~ 2008 , 1985
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% 1 1985~ 20084 2 i1 Ic b (% )

1985 54. 3 48 5 59

1990 43. 8 38 3 55

1995 38.9 32 6 64

1996 36. 4 29 4 71

1997 36. 1 29 0 71

1998 34.7 27 17 70

1999 35.0 27 17 13

2000 32 4 25 0 714

2001 322 24 3 80

2002 30. 5 22 2 83

2003 29. 0 20 4 86

2004 27. 1 18 5 86

2005 28. 8 19 0 98

2006 28. 3 18 0 10 3

2007 28 4 16 8 116

2008 27.9 16 1 118
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& 2 1990~ 2008 511 T 4 #IRIL (% )

1990 40. 7 327 80
1995 40. 2 30 0 10 2
1996 38. 0 28 4 95
1997 36. 6 26 0 10 7
1998 35.2 25 0 10 2
1999 35.7 25 1 10 6
2000 34. 3 23 8 10 6
2001 34. 3 23 8 106
2002 312 20 6 10 6
2003 323 21 0 112
2004 30. 6 18 9 116
2005 31. 4 18 6 12 8
2006 30. 1 16 4 137
2007 30. 4 16 5 139
2008 30. 6 15 7 14 9
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27 1 17 7 9.5
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38 6 26 8 11. 9
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40 1 27 4 12.7
30 1 16 3 13. 8
27 2 16 7 10. 5
2006 28 3 18 0 10. 4
383 255 12 7
28 9 13 6 15. 4
26 9 13 5 13 4
2007 27 6 14 1 13. 5
29 2 17 1 122
30 7 13 9 148
27 2 156 1. 6
2008 27 9 16 3 1.7
36 7 23 7 13. 0
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Study on the Population A ging in N ortheast China:

fran the Perspective of Changes of D ependency Ratio
LIYu- tong ZHANG Jian— yu

( Center for Northeast Asian Stud ies of J ilin Un wersity Changchun Jilin 130012 Ch ia)
Abstract Popu latbon dependency rato is an mportant ind cator © m iror social and econan ic burdens and its level depends
mainly on changes of the popu latbn age stucture O - age dependency mto & an in portant ind icator b reflect the degree of the
regonal population aging The total dependency ratio in northeast China & at a low level i the country and this rehtively bwer
total dependency mtio is caused by the relatively lover child dependency mtin Norheast China should avoid being misled by its
relatively bw er dependency ratb to knore the populatbn aging i the context of bw dependency ratin It should take advantage of
the currentw ndov of opportunity tom ake preparations for the further populaton aging n the future
K ey W ords dependency matiq old- age dependency ratiy child dependency ratiy popu laton aging northeast region



