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T ZEE F N HEEn?
ZENZERENER

ZHE XM X B KEF HER

(B P IR K F AR B AR U E T LI ZE, PH%E 710062)

W E FHEUWEE NSRS —, R, DAERTRE AL AR S R4 e, el e R B2
Wz —RBA RN A SSRERE o SR U0 7 1T (0] 73 PR 58 8 AR N2 I R1- 2 0l 0547
R 22 [ E E JRE X0 R4 AR I T T BE AR 52 ) o BSR4 SRR W, X TR TR R BT &, MOARDERCAT L, 15/
SO AR IS LA BIBR A5 S g IR 265 S5 VE OIS B4 AR T R B S o AR RS DR BC RO O T, ARG
JE B 1R B R AR B SR R4 s O B AR AR AR T35 R A T B S Rp g i fd s, (EL5 TR %
ARF M TIMEBRINT R, 1EN B R A SRy —F AVCECR, BT RO R TSy, TR T i
SCRFI A NI e, I A BRI 28 SR AV B S Rp A eI, SIRA0ITs L (5 S Rr . TRIUIRFL
LRTHIHFFBEA KRR SRR LTS B BN R n SeB i R P m HAE T S M B B R, i
IS TR SRR RS AR AP BN R
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KR FENRr, FESHFT, AR R AT, PO, AR

$HES B4

1 55

CHEBZE RS, FIE MR E SO S TR
bR B 8 ¢ R 1 — A~ 2L A 1 (Wang et al., 2009),
R EAL RAGG ALy 5, WA e
FEEFNE, JEEIEA IR SO AMRYR . 2508 & i
SEAE IR LAl b ZREE G R MEN, R A Sy B A A
HAC AT b, WSCR Gk E, YR vF 5Ll
FAREE . BURAE AR fE A9 in# (Chong & Liu, 2016)
AR PG5 B A& (IR W, BRASEE, 2016))™ o
i TAEG 2R, IRR AN 2 E WS E Ll
KEELEs e . Wb BRI E P ZE;
T SR A, BEE TR EZ BB R, K%
ZIEWM SRR E SR 2T, Wi, F&.
HCE RS IR R BAA AR (WRTE, AL, 2019),

W H #: 2022-01-12

WA FE SR TP MBEIT I R JE, 2R HNJET-#
TRER AR B IR, AR A BRI AY 55 K L3 fin
T, BRI AR AR R AR 2 AR 3 R — T
LG B, PRI, BUAE R AR T R SRR
AR I 1% S A R0 BRI %) AH DG ST A 5 | /S T A0F 5
AR R DGR . SR, 51 F i SE S FpA 7oA i 2218 W 75
(filial responsibility expectation)I I A 15 2I1R 41 1Y
Hf#t(Gans & Silverstein, 2006), 452 E7EF FE &
—ANEEWE S B, Bk K EERE, JF
HHTE LT TSR 55 (Cheng & Chan, 2006),
158 2518 WA TR BE B i - A T AR Ak, AREEIE R
T RSN E (S 2, 2016). MR, FET %
AE AR A FE ) 2208 W RR L BE 2 & AR T U (Wang
et al., 2009). MIEFRFKFE, BAECEZIE Y]
FEEE RS F L MZ2ET BV RN, ZH WA

* [ K E ST R R (2020YFC2003000), SR BE BOR HOH BT A S5 = I 4 0 - b g m AL AR BEBIT L 55 3% K R 4

(GK202205021)% 8,
WAEIEE: K EFS, E-mail: pizl@snnu.edu.cn
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L

S B NP A5 K- (Dong et al., 2012), #&1f,
H A m i 58 55 /0 56 R B AR 5 T AR ACRE
2208 W R A2 1 22 TE AT R 2 An ey 2L (7] 5% i 22 4F
PNGUER e

ZETE W I AR o 55 R B AR AL B
B — PSR, R T Lo A SRR R,
ERER W T — B s G, SR T AR AR
LeiE 47 A ) HAKRIIEE (van der Pas et al., 2005),
I, FE MRS BEER BB YIR R
N PAH OGS R B, 4 N 2208 W i 55 LR AR
JREL IEAH5C(Wang et al., 2009; FRIEE, 7, 2013;
W 45, 2019), -5 FHLAHUBFHIAR 5 A G (2
IR 4, 2019; HIgksE 4%, 2003), XATRER M T
EAE NN ZETE 1 R i T HOE SRR, R
IR TR E ), $EE T REER, R, EAMFR
A, MEFNFEMF E N, XS AR
ATRESEE, M SO AR, MLz, FiE
I RE B 22 4 N A AT (AR A5 4 v 1Y) 26 T T 2
. U, Seelbach Fl Sauer (1977)45 i, &4 A
A B TR X BEORL 7 T A S SR (R pr RS B . AR AE
BRI PR RLEAR SR OB 22, H AR 36 W
AT Lee 55 A (1995) &, 4 N 2418 W1 Ry
SRR IEADE, ACHEXTF 2o oy I B R, A N T
B SR E, MATIACh, IREEXT AR A
e PR N AT RES X O 3 T SRR B AN
e, DTS BO0E ™ 5 AR

AN, SE EIRZEN R . TLZFE L
Fr 5 24 SR B0 B 58 45 SRR — B0 s IR T e
SRR N ZEE TR 5 AR F L 2208 SR T
ZIAFFA—ERVLEL R . Flhn, Peek 55 A(1998)1A
R, AR N2 B R B AR A RS B AR A
BERY 55, (AR B AT T B F, AR i BHL A (an 4k
TR WS IR PSR SR ) 23 BR il - 2 BRI AC B
AT, MR 22 N AT REAR IHA A I AE, i
B2 N )25 AT i R AIGI RF o Ren 55 A(2022)
R, YRR L ok it 2 0 22 18 ST,
VFZ A N TH6 A O a9 e, Dk k3,
MRS T Lok i, WERE—2 kB, ZFEAD
ZE WRE 5 R F o SR T O Z M 22 T g
25 M T == AR 41140, Guo 5(2020) Y BIF5E &
W, TGRSR, BERAE T2
JGE, AR SR L R B L X RN, RESE SR
S IH A 25 FOF JE TS 45 o Hamon #1 Blieszner
(1990)IA g, >4 FH 2438 53 4T B0 v > Ay 12 W AR N BT

AT B 2 2k 22 S5, T ACREFIN 20 70 A (10 2
B EE, SR DVREAE 0GR 1Y LBl R Y
WA N Am B, PRSI E Mg, ARNE
1Y 52 BE G Z2 ] BB 23 0] 28 A7 AR 18 H A AR 39 25 3™
A ARON, R AR TR I R T B (Huang &
Fiocco, 2020), WL UL, DAFEBFSREE A G AR
e T 2FENNZFENRE S T 2218 R 2
A VCECFREE, PRIt 8 WA AR A SRR B A 2 5 ) 2
AE NSRS IO

FHE SR IS I ESTER RS U SR
FENAETEREN R, DR R E T T —22
1 (Liu et al., 2020; Ren et al., 2022; Silverstein et
al., 1996), BN, LE2019) k8, EFEANEZT
LSRR ZE A FE 5 32 S R 2 R i A R Ay
MAER . AR ARG T 228 M fIZ2 A SR
[EIVCBC AR 5 e AE N IR A AR 90 Z A 2 2R o 191
an, IR (2019) & B, ZFIE I AT LR REARE
AENINARIE 26, 0] LG i A 81T ok 57
il NIINARTE 45 . 1IEUN van der Pas %6 A (2006)
I, XA RN S AR R, R SRR
A g T A N O L R H R T 2 AR AR AR
753 A IBE 22 T S A9 A0 R X R A R 3 2 R

ZEE AR5 M SRR AN U e AR B B AN T T
— 7, M NZEIB RS T F L ZE1E Sk
Bf, XS A B T A /E I (Cheng & Chan, 2006;
Dong et al., 2017; Liu et al., 2020), i, Liu 55 A
(2020) I 5E & B s 56 [ A A2 N 8 4R A BRI 2218
WA TGN B0 F L 22 ETT N, XA —3,
< 1) R 155 R T TR P AN — BRI 22 10 B i R K P
H K. MIXFRZF S (Relative Deprivation Theory)
ik, AR T — LM TIA S B A AT 3
9 ZR VY B, A A 2 O 1) 7 A — Tl X ) 34 2 UK
MG AN . JE TR, S K218 BT E
b e, S B0 SRR T A, #F
B FR B M ACREAEAE 2045 H S N iZ AR B £
MY ZEN 2, A B A 45 B A0 AT 0 2 45 31 19 S8,
— BT B R 2 IR CR ) T R 23 B, DGR AIG T
AT S AR IR (Dai, 1995)

Jy— 5, Y NFEL T2 80T
LN ZE T SRR, AR N SE AR AR AT RE 23 R AT
(Silverstein et al., 1996). 4 W2h Z ¥ 1E(Successful
Aging)Hie, WYL =N ERZ —REEFAN
BRSO A B S A PG b e o S
Hi 12 (Disengagement Theory) Fl i 2 B 15 (Activity
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Theory) it — 548, IFLIN Sy [ & BT B T 1Y
AN, MR A IR IEGNR [ R R RS TR
5, FARFEE X AT A 1S 5 (Reichstadt et al.,
2010)., 1] 3% 5L #H £ (Continuity Theory)# i, A7
FREAE F ORIt RS 2 ] e —FPEX R, b
MG S A B AN B 2, 1T o B R ki 25 2B 306 Ty
AU IEZE (Atchley, 1989), I, A1 T & 457 & i
RIS B SRR, TTRESTTRE B NN
KT, DASFF A TARAF R i A 55 . 3
T RIS FIAETE, A 0F5EE B AR BRI e AF AR T
AHELARH UL A5, 12 A DA %o SR RE D3 1 A A 3
R AE N WA, AR A 2 7 A T AR
PO HESR, FrARAE 2 SR, MWBUE T2
TS FRLAG 3] o SR B B SRR 2R 1Y, [HR I 2 3CH
T 23 FAR H: = 4 S (Silverstein et al., 1996) .

Pk, FATA R 24 N LB R 52 80
T2 ZEIEAT A AR DCE (WA = S . IR (IR SE
F) B A A 0] AR o SR AR R, 1 AN DG C (s B ARG
A AR SRR AT e S PRI AR R A, AT
FH R, AR I 1022 18 W 1Y) SR A
AHTEIE o a0, Bai (2019)i i3 %) 2k [ 1E 20 18 i & A
A 1 =R (7o) 9 225 RN I FRORE | 1 Rk R
AN BRERIE B OB W 2800 40 BT R, AHLEZ T,
20V R4 o R R 5 15 8 R CRE D T A 00 B A S R
FER s, AE R R A S PR R . R, AT
FER H PR B ARG B . TH | B AIGE R
DU ANy T 1) 2 T8 301 04 2 BB BB 5 HL A T v R
FIPAER Y SE 2R
2 Tk
21 MR

FE P T T X B IX 5 (8 BORE & A N )
% 250 fy, BRI 243 4y, AR 201 4y, F
KA M 68.05 + 9.04 %, Hirp ot 109 A
(54.2%), BB 91 AN(45.3%), PEBIEEER 1
N(0.5%), BOXHES IR IEN R . RIE 2 N(1.0%), 2
15174 N\ (86.6%), B3 N(1.5%), 1 18 A(9%),
BSUAME BB 4 N (2.0%). BERAIZHE TN -
INETLLLTE 32 N(15.9%), #1H 53 A(26.4%), =
% 58 N(28.9%), K& 35 N(17.4%), AEL LKL
120 A(10.0%), Z# &R B 3 A (1.5%),
PO L FE O . IS 110 A(54.7%), +
LR 13 N(6.5%), Befl 2+ 23t fm 52 N(25.9%),
PR A IS 2 A (1.0%), #1723 A(11.4%), 3t

JEFAR BB 1 A(0.5%),

KA R 5 saca s, ZEANMEE T BT
ZERM A = EFAWE, 5 = AEF )AL
AR B AR = FEFONMERE, 5 = JEE )
M EWEKSZ . X EHBZFREET RABE 4 A
(2.0%), AR 9 N(4.5%), —ft 54 N (26.9%), i
B 116 N(57.7%), dEHWHE 16 AN(8.00%), Z3FIR
BAE BB 2 N (1.0%) 0 fele V4R SRR 5 A i)
1 N(0.5%), ANHEEE 4 N(2.0%), —& 71 A(35.3%),
il EE 104 A(51.7%), FEHHEEE 20 A(10.0%), {5
RGUF BB 1 N(0.5%)

22 HIRIEA
22,1 EEAZEHFER

K HMETT ) van der Pas 55 A (2005) ) 248 15
0 £ (filial responsibility scale), 1% & 760557 B
i (emotional expectations), L H 1 (instrumental
expectations) . JJk 2% 11 (contact expectations) Fl{i 5.
¥ (information expectations) VU4 B, 3 164~
H, RHZwEE 5 sl =, T E8EAN %
FI 258 AT, 1950805 R s ZIE IR KOs . 78
AW, BEFRMPUNYEE R Cronbach’s a 231
43514 0.96, 0.90, 0.91, 0.82, 0.86, K ilE1E ZE 43 Hr
ZEHN 4% = 311.25, df = 92, RMSEA = 0.08, SRMR =
0.05, CFI = 0.96, TLI = 0.94,,

222 EEABZFLIHEETHER

RIEAHE G B 1, 11T T H 4k 5255 A (2003) %
il 1 N3 32 U T ot & 3235 - 7 s, BT
Ja WA M B R . TSR | B SRR
B RraNgERE, 20 M H, SRAIZ iR 4 9l
A, TR NEZ BN T L BT, 557
R R T L FEITAEZEZ . AU, SR
TERE R . THE R . BRGS0
Cronbach’s a ZZ43 M 0.96, 0.92, 0.89, 0.78 Fll
0.86, JUEPEHZE ML R K = 450.91, df = 164,
RMSEA = 0.07, SRMR = 0.03, CFI = 0.94, TLI = 0.93,,
223 £FEHBEREER

K] Diener 55 A (1985) % il 14 A= 1 1 725 5 B 3%
(satisfaction with life scale), 3t 5 AN H, 2 7iks
7 sy, 4540 E RYAR TE R RS . AEARSY
AR TE SR R 1Y Cronbach’s o RECH 0.93,
224 MMHRER

K H] UCLA PRk £ 2 58 — Mt (Russell, 1996),
ZmREBHFEEN, FEEMAEX T3
B 8 B2 5 S B K B 22 15 T 7 A 9 IR, 3t 20
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ANH, HETURE 4 GOy, 15530 B s
o EAMSE T, MR R A Cronbach’s o %L
4 0.80,

2.3 SHTREE

U TAL 458 22 5 43 B0 43 A A8 1 DE TE 5 45 i A
AR i S B SRy BR P (LR SRy BRPE T L de Haan et al.,
2018), AR LT 251 = 4 7 [T 53T (response
surface analysis, RSA)X % 24 A\ 28 W] 75 M1
2 238 SRR T O i DT R S A N A R
FPIAER ) 5C R o e 7 T8 43 B AT DATEA%R 2 22 3 = [l
HRERL b, 22l WA B AR R0 x Fy) FA S
%) TP, DG AN P A S BN, 1T
PR 1178 B 22 )R A DG R 2ok S g o BV ™= A —
SRVCHL 4R (x = y) Fl— SR AT L LR (x = —y)o A& S Bk
WA [ AR 2 7E— Bl U i 1 DL T 5 R AR B ok
B JaA KR A H AR S E AN — SO LT 5 R AR
(1) X B¥ (Edwards, 2002), 3XFh 5 BEME FH T B 4 1fi
b Sz e A e DR O AR S5 R A R &R, R,
TR T R RGBS | RS 2 A 5T U
(Luo et al., 2020),

FA'12% Shanock % A (2010)f8f Fi§ RSA #4171
VAT TR S = I O = VA D= 1 S i a3
SRR LA R B WU H AR, e DA
175 R RN I B Ay DR AR e R AT 22 I K (] O AR A
AT, ik B AL T TE1 U9 R BSOS B 1 R1 45
MEARFE AT LA N7 ke i RE, I T A i 2 T,
) F e oz TR A e g 22 3 = (0] U 1 45 SR (Barranti et al.,
2017), SRJE, FET RGP RIEE R, 115 4 D REL
(ar~ay), SARTEXT N B 1 [l (Edwards, 2002), H44&
K, BT REEG T2 L JRAG T AL 2
LMW ()i 2 IR I (ay), a1 R —IHHT

P 11 78 o F PR AR i 22 ] A fRT PR G R, 2, PR
— B B BN A AR R R0 R AR R 2 ] Rl 2R e
Fo R RBOTAA—EUF O T WA [ A8 BRI AR
T Z AR AT NEMEIC AR (a3) B 2 N K B (ag)

FAN, ABFFE R Harman B ZEAG 30 K6 56
Tk, BRI A 2% B — i iR R I %
A3HT, SLARRE A TT 2 64.56% 178 5, A —A K il
BT RMATT 22 26.37% 78 5, /NT 40% M5 ifE, A<
R AR B R 2L R D w25 . R SPSS 21.0
H1 Mplus 7.0 AT 8RB S 58t 0 M.

3 4

3.1 HRMSITEXSER

T BT AN HE . bR DU
KREL, R, BT IR 5 8 4348 i 22 (8] A
KA 2, A4S AR it 22 (] AH 56 5 35 (ps < 0.01).
32 EFEAZFEHGHNIUNEENEETHEE

FIESER

M 2 T AR (B =1.19, p=0.003) i
BSCHRB = 2.04, p < 0.001)FIA 1% W BT B BT
AR 2R, H 22300 (0] U 0 235 SR 5 A 0t — A5 i o
MBI E SR (AR? = 0.07, p=0.001). F1I& 1, Wi 5 i
AR IR, ay BIRVCECZE 0yt 3 i Hil 2 W
(B =-0.61, p=0.090), HPRIBIFETIHEMREM
SCRFANVUECRS, 3% VG Jic B 2 4 A A= 155 3 2 B AR
s oa MITCECZ M RPREZENIEQP = 3.23, p <
0.001), 7EVCHECHT, A= i 1 B B B3 a0 155 155 Ik
BESTOE Y INIE T

A% 2RI, T EL SRR AR 3 W 2 22 ] 1 Bk
AARKIMAEIEREP = 0.27, p = 0.580), HT.HZ
FERA TR R R B F ERERRQP = 115, p =

x1 JBLEEWEXSH

ik M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 1R IR 4.37+0.58 1
2 THERE 3.57 £ 0.91 0.68%* 1
3 B HIFE 436+0.67  0.71%*  0.59%* 1
4 {5 BINTE 424+071  0.75%*  0.63%*  0.67** 1
5 1B ER 3.18+£0.63  0.42%%  034%%  (0.35%x  (37%* 1
6 THZH 3.35+0.60  0.42%%  0.34%%  (.35%%  0.43%x  (71%* 1
7 WRER R 3.46+0.59  0.42%%  0.28%F  0.41%%  0.42%*  (.77%* 0.74%* 1
8 15 E 3 3.48+£0.56  0.54%%  0.23%%  0.33%%  037%F 077 0.78%*  0.078%% |
9 A Ek 36.38 £ 8.66  —0.09 0.04 0.04 -0.16%*  —0.10 -0.10 -0.18*  —0.12 1
10 0GRS E 26,36+ 5.45  0.25%%  0.18* 0.25%*  0.29%*  0.21%*  0.26%%  0.33%%  025%F  —0.42%*

H: *p<0.05 ** p<0.01
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x2 ZFEHF-FLXIRLEIEFRHEEIIA Z XN EE T 45 H
- 2 E )| Wi . T 43 BT
B ! P F P p ! P

5% B 157 1.19 3.05 0.003 ay 3.23 451 <0.001
1% RS Hr 2.04 3.71 <0.001 a, —0.86 -3.27  0.001
I A TE 2 -0.11 -0.07 0.945 0.07 5.36 0.001 a;  —0.86 -1.36  0.176
17 B R > 7 I S -0.13 -0.58 0.564 a,  —0.61 -1.70  0.090
17 IR A 2 -0.72 -3.70 0.000
T HWIR 0.27 0.55 0.582

THIHf 1.15 2.86 0.005

THIRE 2 0.05 0.26 0.794 0.01 0.62 0.603 —
THW R TH K 0.09 0.42 0.672
TH IR -0.22 -1.31 0.190
I 4% 40 15 0.10 0.23 0.822 a 1.74 262 0.010
B4 R 1.64 3.49 0.001 a, —0.14 -0.58  0.565
45 1 2 -0.01 —0.04 0.971 0.04 2.84 0.039 as  —1.54 -239  0.018
I 26 U < R 245 S 3 0.34 1.73 0.086 a, —0.82 -224  0.026
I SRR -0.47 -2.68 0.008

E¥sSLLR; 0.84 1.90 0.060 a 2.73 4.65 <0.001
EicSEsi 1.89 424 <0.001 a, 051 -2.28  0.024
(=8 UIC 0.21 1.39 0.168 0.06 4.51 0.004 as  —1.05 -1.59  0.117
5 BIAFR (5 B SR -0.17 -0.88 0.378 a,  —0.17 -0.49  0.627
fERAIH? -0.55 -3.00 0.003

P 1 SR — 155 S S AR5 WE TC AR A 5% i A8 1 G R

0.005), 223 2 [ U1 11 205 SR I AN Tl 2 10— 2 i o7 1T
IHTBIESR (AR = 0.01, p = 0.603), iZ 45 R, 4
75 T At T L SRR R 1 i e

% 2 T, IO 465 B 75 R A i TG R B BB R R
RIAETEREP = 0.10, p = 0.822), {HEELK L HEF
AR R R B IE M ERR (B = 1.64, p = 0.001),
Z2 15 X 1] U5 (00 45 S 05 2 A — 2 o) 0 T 43 BT ) oK
(AR*=0.04, p = 0.039), HH &l 2, Wi L7 1A 4B &% 2 b
7N, ag BIRVCFECEZR M R B N (B = —0.82, p =
0.026), BV 3% B AR 4 T 16 25 3] 5 AN SZ 35 AS D i

B N R BN SR = - R 1 | N U e )
REREZENIEPB = 1.74, p = 0.010), {EVCECRT, 4
T TG R AR 245 U1 R IR 2 S R 488 i 4 v o
3R 2 AT, A5 R I ASr AR AR O R R R
L FE (P = 0.84, p = 0.060), 15 B 33 HIAE T =
R R IERAEBEREP = 1.89, p < 0.001), HZmm
2 [0 U 238 SR 6 2 0 — 2 i 7 T 43 BT (Y B3R (AR =
0.06, p = 0.004), &l 3, WL 5B 45 R oK, a,
REARVEECZE 1y i R R IAFE R E P = —0.17, p =
0.627), RIZREH " FHICEL S5, 24 N0 A 36 i &
JERA R EES, a) WL NRPREE FIEP =

ARE B
RFEHEE
30 B
= 25-30
25
" = 20-25
= 20 » 15-20
2 ® 10-15
w15 «5-10
H

2‘0 2.0 1.0

0 _
Btz
B2 WRAEHATE B4R SRR DO O AN A 1R W R S R

10 50 5430 &
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K3 A5 B —15 B SRR VCC 5 A % Tl R A K R

2.73, p < 0.001), FEVCECAT, A 1% i 2 B bl 5 830
T R S SRR B3 I 42 5 o
33 ZFEAZEHFNSHAREESITMBENXR
FH % 3 AT, I R R AN AT SR Y B R R e B
FETE S (B =—0.74, p = 0.256), 15 £ F 0 &
5B AU B R (B = —2.63, p = 0.005), £ (1]
VST P 5 SR 36— 2 W 7 T 40 AT A BEOR (AR =.04,
p=0.042), & 4, W5 E AL R PR, ag RIARIT
Bt gk 1) il R K A7 7E 5 (B = 0.09, p = 0.884),
VLI IR S A5, A NI A 25 25 5
A a3 HIRICRLA M RIRN G N EPB = 1.88, p =

0.076), FHAFEANVCECRT, BT 1% B FF i 107 ek
THE, IR TS B R R AR AR AL
al RPVCECZE R & R 7B = —3.37, p = 0.006),
FEVC LT, DI R B 17 %30 o 0 A7 SR S A e 14 m
REAIC .

H R 3 AN, T ELIATR A R 4 5k 3R R R
FETE R E B = —0.47, p = 0.559), T H 3 H R0 sk
FIER R AR K B E R & (B =—-0.93, p = 0.157), £
0 2 5T VA P 235 SR 5 AN T e 1 — 2 i 07 T 43 AT 1Y)
R(AR* =0.02, p = 0.285),

2R 3 AT, E 4 B Aop A g 9 Bk 3R R R I
FETE M (B = —0.52, p = 0.504), {HIRZE SZHE AP
JECEE B A YR R (B = —1.88, p = 0.020), Wi
] U1 1) 245 SR AN Wl A2 fF — 2 ) 7 T 43 AT A SR
(AR*=0.01, p = 0.780), 25 S, PR JaRAS bt 6 245
SCRERY T REA

H 2R 3 AN, A5 B AT A g Y Bk 3R R R I
FETE M (B = —0.32, p = 0.670), {HIRZE SR
R B A B R (B = —1.53, p = 0.045), ZIix
] U1 ) 245 SR O AN Tl A2 2F — 2 ) 7 T8 43 AT A SR
(AR*=0.02, p = 0.193), &5 SR, FRMUEAL b5 B
SCRERY ST REAR

R 3 FEHRFF ST X AIE R R N Y 0% i A T 3 U3 53 A

A E2EE| W Jo7 T 47
B ! p AR? F p B t p

155 B -0.74 -1.14 0.256 a -3.37 -2.81 0.006
15 B -2.63 -2.85 0.005 a, 0.99 225 0.025
IR 1R 2 -0.27 -0.99 0.323 0.04 2.78 0.042 as 1.88 1.79 0.076
55 IR 725 < I R S A 0.45 1.25 0.214 ay 0.09 0.15 0.884
ISR 2 0.81 2.47 0.015
T HIIRE -0.47 -0.59 0.559
THIHf -0.94 -1.42 0.157
THWIE? 0.11 0.36 0.722 0.02 1.27 0.285 —
THW R THEE 0.58 1.61 0.108
THEZH? -0.27 -1.00 0.319
145 015 0.52 0.67 0.504
14K A -1.88 -2.35 0.020
1B 4% 19175 2 -0.07 -0.25 0.804 0.01 1.36 0.780 —
AR IR 28 S —0.04 -0.11 0.910
4 g 0.31 1.02 0.309
15 B fF -0.32 —0.43 0.670
{5 B -1.53 -2.02 0.045
15 B TE 2 -0.29 -1.13 0.258 0.02 1.58 0.193 —
FRMTFEELE  -0.04 -0.14 0.892
{532 0.60 1.94 0.054
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R
RRHE
HiiE
= 50-60

= 40-50

30-40
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41 ZEHGIUEENEETEEENXR

AWFFE KB, AHECTFARUCEL, 55 R 7 7 ek
SCHFUCBC I DL R 356 24 3 55 F1IER 45 S 457 DG C I 28 48
N 17 1 T e o 3k 5 AN SR 3 B A K A
FAER B, RIZ21E AR 0 SCURE B S 52 AL B
£ (Dai, 1995; Dong et al., 2012; Quinn & Keller,
1983; Seelbach & Sauer, 1977), A4 AHXS 3125 BEiE
MPAERISR, M7 LSk 5 B AN ZEIE R ILRL,
A IR, JOf H SR 80T 24 Al
PR SRR, SR TR E S, R TR, N
1A A AT = A AR A 4, 32 v =2 AR B (Da,
1995; Dong et al., 2012; % @E4f], 2019; Eul 4,
2019), AHSZ, ZEIEWR S F L ZEIEAT WAL,
SHEINGERE RN FIEE, hE SCfe s 5T 184
N, N5 52 BRI R BE R RN, 3
HoA: 5 2 % N B (Huang & Fiocco, 2020), A,
TATA N Y BENZEY G S EZRN T L FiE
A7 Ry AH DT BC I A AT e A G A 7% 1 B

Ji5b, B G AL S AR AT TN A AT AR R
PN E SR (ERIREZY R ke A n N e
fF(Cheng & Chan, 2006; Hsu et al., 2001; Ren et al.,
2022; tgl&, 2016), AWFFREM, BAE TN
7 TR S A 5 ACRE SRR 3 1 1 TR S A (BRI IR S A 1)
i) e A T F L 25 & 5 AR A I T
ZIHMKR, AN T F i ZEEN S
ACREAR TG BB ORI RAE 2o de ik TR 3Z
Fi 5 ACBREGN 3 (1) TH SRR () TR SRR 4% 38 7E
WA T2 22115 & 5 AR AR TR B B R ik
HXFER TP VE ] (Zheng & Li, 2022), ASBFFE45 5
PERFRAT, ZEEEE P E AR N ARG R, AR

L W B TR A BE B IR R

AWFFEIE K B, TR SRR L BC Ry 1 0T,
AR N AR TS W R T BE AR B A S SR 1S
MEE . TERZERCE ST, B8 NGBS H
MR JEA W ZBAE, B0, 2 B4E NHEA
AT R, RN TR (Hu et al., 2020), 333
ARSI S R A (R SOR S, 2021), P RAAE
M, RGO SO, WAL IR A, WAMEATRY
PRI, IF45 /MR BR 2 0] {5 B 74> (Hasan &
Linger, 2016; Tsai et al., 2017),

4.2 ZFEHRGIAREMIMMENXR

ARWEFE R, 51 BT T SR T,
5 B 5 e T SRR AR I 2 A A A IR vy o BF
FEFINN, T2 S (BT ) TEUD> AR I
BT R E T EEAEN, Waw S5E%FENNES
NI TE K (van der Pas et al., 2006), 417 B £F
TP IR IR SCRE, B RS R FCR I 25 AR
NP RS AU S o Bt IR A 15 U sl 1 4
KRG SR B P SRR AR SRS i Ak 1
FrhREPZE,

AWETEE K, TEMER . BRI AE R
IR B S AR B X IO R AT 52, A A
BER 2% SRR B SR B 3G NN FEAIR . 33X AT REJE
TA T L EOR . ZIESEHEL . N TR A
i, ZEANRHT L EWEC & LE Tl
7% (Cheung & Kwan, 2009; Liu, 2016; Zhang & Goza,
2006). FFETVFZ B4 NAE T s (25 B)RE, AE
T LARD IR UTMAT], AL NE B —4F L
A R A L A BE(Lao et al., 2019), [H,
LR TR, AT RE SRR Lo B B 4% 4]
FrAfE BTG, JF Esh b b AT Z B ER S, &
WIE R T WA R SBCA O BR, X TE—
FEFREE FREME R BEAMT T G5 2R L U) b —Fh AT RE A,
AR N 30 5 A B b ek Tl 1k % R A
RER . BFENN T TRHEHR L REATE, RIMEA
1B E &332 7 X RN A 25 3 2 1Y I
T4, XA RN, F8 e mik g =3,
S LEACBR R IR . psi b HAIOphER, Ty AR AL N
T AR L PN AC BRI 2 1 £ B XURE R
X, XK T LWz A RHR M 2 1905 B
% #¥(Godfrey & Johnson, 2009).,

43 RR

AWFFAFAE—E W RBRME . & %8, ARUF5ECR
e BRI i, TCIEHEMT S i Z [ PR G &R,
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ARSI FE AT LR S 98 i %) 238 ) i AT — 52 T2
FERY R, BE— B IRARDT B4R N TR0 3
WA BRI R S AL R, A5 A
AT HRTEFE ARSI, IZEARTEARR . HDOR
OLAE DT AR IEA R, R 251 HE 2 BRI
BRSBTS AT LA B 2R AL OREA 5 40T
FEAERM G, 55 =, AWFECR AR TR d
SMITTEE T R, BRIRA AT T8k, (Al fEFF A
B ¢ 42 I B3R [ 9 2238 S0 fk, flin, 5 SR (2021)
IR P AR AR . IRNACEE . FIEIR 1AL
B SFRABACRE BEEACHE . A AR ACHE .
HOCHRE . AT WACHRE . AR LA R . RRE)
WFFE LR AS & [ 2l SCAl, 2 i 22 E W 5 4 2 A
FIEIF O ER, TR A, &5, #
BT AT AT N LTS, s R R
WO IR 1B, TR TR RN R Tk, AT
UM 87 TAT [ U1 G A A7 A BRI = (1)1 DC B Js T [l 42 0
i, 200 T WY WLV AZ s (2) 3 TR I I
1425 A~ Rl R 00 SO AR I 23R 1 2R Ge it
FRAIBER, )5 — BT, 20 1 I
W2 . RKRMBFFAET B ALt B A IZ AR UERE S
A, ik X g e A g T 24Tt — 2P T I
K, FEMFTE 7 ik AR R WLIE T -5 % WLPC A
RS, 0K E T (0] U1 45 45 0 O R AR AR 4G 45
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Is older adult happier with more filial piety children? The role of filial
responsibility expectation of older adult

LI Xiying, JIN Yitong, LIU Jing, ZHANG Xingyu, PI Zhongling

(Key Laboratory of Modern Teaching Technology, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710062, China)

Abstract

Filial piety is an essential variable influencing the intergenerational interaction in the context of Chinese culture.
Filial piety is a model of China’s refined traditional culture which guides family interactions based on blood
relationships. It is, therefore, a social moral and normative behavior standard. Filial piety plays a vital role in older
adults’ lives. However, conclusions from previous studies concerning the relationship between filial responsibility
expectation and older adults’ quality of life are not consistent. This is partly because the studies did not consider filial
support behaviors from adult children and filial discrepancy.

Few studies have investigated whether older adults’ filial responsibility expectations match filial support from
children and the effects of filial discrepancy on their life satisfaction and loneliness. To bridge this gap, the present
study aimed to test whether filial discrepancy affects older adults’ life satisfaction and loneliness using a quadratic
polynomial regression with response surface analysis.

Our results showed that older adults’ life satisfaction was higher when emotional expectation and support, as well
as contact expectation and support matched compared with when these expectations and supports did not match. The
slope of the matching line was significantly positive (B = 3.23, p < 0.001). Specifically, a good match between
emotional expectation and support linearly increased life satisfaction. Life satisfaction was higher when contact
expectation and support matched than when they did not match. Moreover, the slope of the matching line was
significantly positive (B = 1.74, p = 0.010). Specifically, when the contact expectation and support matched, life
satisfaction increased with the increase in these two variables. Notably, older adults’ high life satisfaction was
associated with children’s high instrumental support, but not the instrumental expectation. It was found that when
emotional expectation and emotional support were mismatched, older adults felt lonelier when the emotional
expectation was higher than emotional support compared with when the emotional expectation was lower than
emotional support. Low loneliness was associated with high contact support and information support. However,
loneliness was not related to contact expectation, information expectation, instrumental expectation, or instrumental
support.

In summary, our study found significant differences in the impact of filial discrepancy on the positive indicator of
happiness in older adults (life satisfaction) and the negative indicator (loneliness). For life satisfaction, matching
emotional expectation and emotional support, as well as contact expectation and contact support, are critical factors
which improve older adults’ life satisfaction. In terms of loneliness, higher emotional expectation compared with
emotional support increases older adults’ loneliness.

Keywords filial responsibility expectation, filial support behavior, quadratic polynomial regression with response
surface analysis, loneliness, life satisfaction





