FORECASTING REGIONAL FERTILITY TRENDS: A FUNCTIONAL PCA
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Spain offers high regional and provincial variability in fertility trends The projection model employs a functional forecast using a Figure 6: Total Fertility Rate Projection In 2011 there were important high and low fertility clusters (East
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The projected fertility schedule (colors)
shows how future fertility will heavily
depend on later age births, while early

This method exploit the mean and basis functions (similar
across provinces) from PCA decomposition and applies it to the
various regions and provinces to obtain TFR projections.
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