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Supplementary Table S1. Univariate analyses of factors associated with fertility intentions (n = 233)
	Variable
	Overall (N=233)
	Fertility intentions 
	F/χ²/t
	P

	
	
	Willing(n=57)
	Unwilling(n=77)
	Uncertain(n=99)
	
	

	Age (years)
	21.17±1.87
	21.12±1.75
	21.37±1.89
	21.03±1.91
	14.95
	<0.001

	Family Values
	68.98±7.51
	71.90±7.58
	68.32±6.76
	67.91±7.59
	124.20
	<0.001

	Fear of Childbirth
	48.77±9.55
	45.17±8.38
	52.11±9.52
	48.11±9.28
	206.44
	<0.001

	Grade
	
	
	
	
	-0.88
	0.38

	Undergraduate
	203
	52
	66
	85
	
	

	Graduate
	30
	5
	11
	14
	
	

	Gender
	
	
	
	
	41.23
	<0.001

	Male
	82
	39
	12
	31
	
	

	Female
	151
	18
	65
	68
	
	

	Household registration
	
	
	
	
	2.21
	0.33

	Urban
	102
	23
	39
	40
	
	

	Rural
	131
	34
	38
	59
	
	

	Only child
	
	
	
	
	4.66
	0.10

	Yes
	69
	19
	28
	22
	
	

	No
	164
	38
	49
	77
	
	

	Monthly household income (RMB)
	
	
	
	
	1.24
	0.29

	<5000
	70
	17
	17
	36
	
	

	5000–10000
	96
	22
	37
	37
	
	

	 >10000
	67
	18
	23
	26
	
	

	Major
	
	
	
	
	-0.56
	0.57

	Non-medical
	181
	49
	53
	79
	
	

	Medical
	52
	8
	24
	20
	
	

	Relationship status
	
	
	
	
	41.20
	<0.001

	Single, actively seeking
	83
	32
	12
	39
	
	

	Single, not seeking
	87
	6
	48
	33
	
	

	In a relationship
	61
	18
	17
	26
	
	

	Attention to negative birth info
	
	
	
	
	23.97
	<0.001

	Never
	18
	6
	3
	9
	
	

	Occasionally
	88
	31
	23
	34
	
	

	Sometimes
	91
	17
	29
	45
	
	

	Frequently
	36
	3
	22
	11
	
	


Note: Continuous variables are presented as mean ± SD; categorical variables are presented as n. F = one-way ANOVA F-statistic; χ² = chi-square statistic; t = independent samples t-test. P < 0.05 indicates statistical significance. Significant variables (P < 0.05) are shown in bold.
Supplementary Table S2. Full results of multivariable multinomial logistic regression: factors associated with fertility intentions (reference: willing)
	Predictor
	Unwilling vs. Willing
	Uncertain vs. Willing

	
	B
	aOR 
(95% CI)
	P
	B
	aOR 
(95% CI)
	P

	Gender (Ref.: Male)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Female vs. Male
	-1.58
	0.21
 (0.07–0.64)
	0.006
	-1.27
	0.28 
(0.11–0.69)
	0.006

	Relationship Status (Ref.: In a relationship)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Single, seeking vs. In a relationship
	-0.26
	0.77 
(0.26–2.27)
	0.638
	0.20
	1.22 
(0.50–2.98)
	0.664

	Single, not seeking vs. In a relationship
	2.74
	15.54
 (4.33–55.79)
	<0.001
	1.51
	4.51
 (1.40–14.61)
	0.011

	Attention to Negative Birth Info (Ref.: Never)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Frequently vs. Never
	-1.48
	0.23
 (0.02–2.15)
	0.190
	-0.39
	0.68
 (0.10–4.51)
	0.690

	Frequently vs. Occasionally
	-1.10
	0.33
 (0.06–1.77)
	0.170
	-0.59
	0.56 
(0.13–2.39)
	0.450

	Frequently vs. Sometimes
	-0.53
	0.59 
(0.12–2.89)
	0.510
	-0.01
	1.01 
(0.22–4.63)
	0.990

	Age (per year increase)
	0.08
	1.09
 (0.84–1.41)
	0.540
	-0.07
	0.94
 (0.76–1.16)
	0.570

	Family Values (per point)
	-0.03
	0.97 
(0.91–1.04)
	0.353
	-0.06
	0.95 
(0.90–1.00)
	0.030

	Fear of Childbirth (per point)
	0.08
	1.08 
(1.02–1.14)
	0.007
	0.03
	1.03 
(0.98–1.08)
	0.218


Note: aOR = adjusted odds ratio; CI = confidence interval; Ref. = reference group. Model adjusted for age, gender, relationship status, attention to negative birth information, family values, and fear of childbirth. B = regression coefficient. This table includes the full results for attention to negative birth information, which were omitted from Table 3 in the main text.


Supplementary Table S3. Exploratory multivariable multinomial logistic regression: factors associated with intended age at first birth among participants (n = 57)
	Predictor
	25–30 years vs. <25 years
	30–35 years vs. <25 years

	
	B
	aOR (95% CI)
	P
	B
	aOR (95% CI)
	P

	Family Values (per point)
	0.05
	1.05 (0.86–1.28)
	0.640
	-0.004
	1.00 (0.79–1.26)
	0.980

	Fear of Childbirth (per point)
	0.18
	1.20 (1.01–1.43)
	0.040
	0.31
	1.37 (1.09–1.71)
	0.006


Note: aOR = adjusted odds ratio; CI = confidence interval. Reference category: <25 years. Model included family values and fear of childbirth as predictors. Due to the small sample size (n = 57) and no participants selecting >35 years, only two comparison groups were available. Results should be interpreted with caution.
