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Abstract

The aim is to explore the characteristic of perceived social support on the left-behind children and
the relationship among parent-children cohesion, loneliness and perceived social support. There
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are 293 left-behind children investigated by Perceived Social Support Scale, Parent-Child Cohesion
Scale and Children’s Loneliness Scale, applying SPSS 17.0 and Process plug-ins to analyze the data.
Results: 1) There are significant differences on perceived social support of the left-behind children
that are the three factors interaction of gender, only-child type and upbringing type, the two fac-
tors interaction of only-child type and upbringing type and the main effect of subjective economic
situation. 2) Parent-child cohesion is positively correlated with perceived social support, while
parent-child cohesion and perceived social support are negatively correlated with loneliness. 3)
Parent-child cohesion positively predicts perceived social support significantly, and loneliness
plays a partly mediating role between parent-child cohesion and perceived social support.
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1. 51§

AR 5 )L — AR S REXUT B — 07 D AR SE IR R Ah th (B, Jiladk, 2005), HifEsk 3 A~ H LA (1
SOPAE 2020)NRE S AR AE TR 18 K LU IM)LE. EEM RN, 5—BJLEML, B)LEEE
T U P O L R 1) B CRE A 25, 2022) RN 2R SE N ) A (¢, L AE, 2022)

BRIEAL 22 3CHRE,  FRAMAOT A BRI 55 S 4 AN =R 1 — B BN AN PEAN (U 07 07 55, 2019)0 BB 23
FrAB BB I B <y ) LR AR o SR (DI 2, 2019), ZEARARA T 32 B2 R HPIR L (ZE 45 Te 2% 2020),
Xof o R R AN B ) LA G E R . Ak, BSF)LE R T RIS E, BT RREEKTIERE T
JLEGEME, ik, 2020). MisEToRA, RS P sk@ Mg G B A RS, BRI Mk
TSI AR R4 R A I8 ELBHAT R AR B I ] P 535 85 A5 B2 (X 552 JTRA%:, 2013) o AR S BE D) BRER 1L (172 4L
S TREIA, 2018)FIAEZS RS, MAFTAL 1 R EEROM AR RS RGA FUKHE B R 5 5 & TR H RS |
W RO MRS K EE D RERT, B SGE AR B o0t B RS OB TSI, AR R
2020)% M, ETRGSUEAM S LREE EME, HIEmMNSHEA &3 #.

PO, FrAMA T I R B AN BR oG R TR SRR BN AL, 3 A2 — v SE AR I O BRARSG (Weiss,
1975). RO AW, B LEAARLR R K AUMUBE 2 5 T8 LE ST, R, 2020). MRAEAAE TR
Mg, BT LERSETRARTFREGAZNG LN, HES AN #58F KA B L, JOUE N ]
DITS B Zef . AIFFRIN, 25256 03 S T AIOMUBR (PRITT IS, 2019), AU HL 2 S RES AR S 3 671
(L AR, W, 2019). F4h, WRIEERGEEIER, 1H%RMAR G HE 5058 B ahid f2 PRl A
BRI, BENS R I A e EAMA RSN AR (s A2 2 2021) 0 WFFCR I, S5 T-35& 5 A0M R B A AR (5K X
125 2019), FIOBEETT DLBRACATEE 12 S H7(Zhou et al., 2008), 4FUHE 23 37 4320 ] LA 5 A oh A Hifth 00 38
AR B 5 AIMUBE R )50 R (4 e, 20215 251555 2022).

kb, MAREFRIRANR LT RA UMBEFGEH 2SR = IR R, A FOREIR T =%
KR, TAHE TAEZESRTE AL B 7 LB & LR R G, 2480517 ERI4E 5. ik,
ETOAWI, REXTZFEXKMATML: FTREG T2 R B 7 )L a2 308, 58
TR AR AT LA E i IR ) B 5 1 B < ) L3 R A A 2 S RF (] 1)
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Figure 1. Hypothesis of the relationship among the parent-child cohesion, loneliness
and perceived social support of left-behind children

B 1 BFILEXETFRA. IMRSTEHSIHNXARR

2. ARG E
2.1. HFRM®

TR T RS, S BEL T AE I T R = AN, JERCT 610 17, Rk 598 13 24 1n) 45 (98% 4 AL
), dERSFILEA 305 N, WHSFJLEA 293 N B JLEACFRER N 11.34 % (SD = 1.004), H4
137 N, B4 156 N, VU542 96 N, HEHK 118 N, NEH 79 A,

22. fiRIR

221 FFREER

K FH T S5 45 NARAE Olson [ 5% 2 235 5 AILE I M 3R e (V15 T2 A R (1 523, 5K 50T, 2007),
EHBTETREMLTHETEAMNNDERE, & SHEBMM, KM 5 A2 ARE “IA” 35 R%
CEET ). AW, &R Cronbach’s o 5%0°4 0.76.
222 MEHSTHER

KRR Zimet Su (0SB S MESCRFER (™A, A, 2006), ALFERKEECRE. AR
AR S RE =N . ABF5CH, E3E M Cronbach’s o R%CH 0.85.

223, JLEMMRER

KA ZRSEN 1993 4EARHE Asher 55 A\ 1984 42w il 1) )L B JIMUB SR (VE M AR 55 9%, 1993), 3L 24
ANEE, H 16 MHFIFELEMMUE, LR 8 ANKTMNEL, EHT 3~6 FHM¥A, FH RIS &
HoERQAE “—HW” , 5% “IFdet” ). ABFFH, &FM Cronbach’s a Z%¥ 0.81.

2.3. MIREFSHELE

FARAIEGON AL, G AP E A PGSR, MR RBORE S, HMsERs)e, BikE
. WD RIZ909 15 4t HdEficiek N5, iz SPSS 17.0 LL & Process i xt 2t AT Gt it 734

3. &R
3.1 £EAERERR

K Harman S[R3 73 A3 o (8 32 03 20 Wi, e = ATt 6 3 10 4 8 RO A7 3 [R) 07 6 A ZE e 36
FEHUH T 10 MRFEAR KT 1 MB7 HE— B TR R R 20%, <400%(Him FbrifE, RHI=AEEMEA
HA B F T A R -
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3.2. BFILEREHLSHNEREER

321 #Al, BEFLMEFLBERELL I LHEREN

X B ST LB AR AL 2 SRR AT R ) B T R R R R B IR AR T 2 T . Giit IR,
P SR g A T (R PR 2 A L ARONE S35 (F (1, 2270) = 9.33, p < 0.05), 1. $hFRBRIAMA T =H

FAHAN F3E (F (1, 2034) = 8.36, p < 0.05).  Hiit4h Aok 1.

Table 1. Difference test of gender, only-child types and fostering types in

perceived social support

=1 Ml WA FEMRF X ETEL ST ENERKQE

el
PRI
AT
PER* e IR R
PER> A T2
PR B T

%«

PR FR R T &

E
3.55
0.01
0.26
2.83
9.33
0.39
8.36

p
0.06

0.99
0.61
30.06
0.00
0.68
0.00

HBE— 3P0 PEFR I RIS A T 2 I = DN 2558 ELRRLHEAT 7 SR R R A8 F AR B . AR TR
oY AR, RIS = R KA EL AN, R B R A BLAEF, 45 R WAITETL IR R B = 35, PR BRIk AR
T AEAE WG R4S HAEHI(F (1, 3140) = 12.90, p < 0.05), W14 2. FfJ5, 4kE:nkae8R=t03ERS, PERIM
MU F L AT T AT G, 255 A AR 7 B 2K T AR AR 7 (F (1, 1316) = 5.41, p < 0.05), #’E
RO 4 B2 T AR AR &0 (F (1, 1827) = 7.51, p < 0.05).
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Figure 2. Interaction diagram of gender and only-child types when fostering type = grandparent
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322 F&. BFREMEMREFERENEHS T H ENERST

SR 57 )L I ATAE AL & AT AE S . B SRR E A SRS L B R AR B E 0. it s R
Ry WUE MGG RN B (F (4, 611) = 2.50, p< 0.05). #— B3 EL BRI, TWAFE
WU B <7 L 2 TR ZERI(p < 0.05), EMAFHH I~ )L 2w TR 21 (p < 0.05).
3.3. BFILENFETFRE, MMRMAMELSIHZENEXKR

FT A DM TEAL 2 SR A ST I 26 2. S5 ToR& HAUMURE 2 Fik % (p < 0.05), 41
FE AL 22 3CRF 5 IUMUB R 25 1A G (p < 0.05); SR TR & HOUEAL 2 3 R 3 IEAH G (p < 0.05).

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis on parent-child cohesion, loneliness and perceived social support of
left-behind children (N = 293)
F# 2. BFIILEETFRE . MMRFSUELS TIHFNRIR ST MK S (N = 293)

M+D P FTRE B R
PR 32.19£11.03 1
KRG 33.31+8.94 -0.15" 1
BTG AL 2 S FE 61.60 = 15.79 -0.34" -0.50" 1

: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, Tp<0.001, FF.

3.4. MIMERAEFTFHRAMAEMLSIFFZ BN P NBN

KALHERENARZE LR, #— B afreE Rt IUBRIAIE A 2 LR = F M R R,
W2 3o MoETFIRA . MU BN FIRIEEC /AL R vk, SR 7RG W3 Fum Tl 9IS @ =
—0.15, t = —2.63, p < 0.01), ZET3EEREMBAIIMUR 2061038 57 S5 TR & 038 IE 1A T ARG+ 22 S0 KR (B =
0.50, t=9.86, p < 0.01), “ETEA REMREAITE AL 2 S HFF 25% M8 5 21 12 A FNIUBIIER 52 38 471 ) T 4501
AR (p <0.01), ST oEA AU RE MR STTE 1 2 2 FF 31%1AE 7

Table 3. Regression analysis of parent-child cohesion, loneliness and perceived social support
3. ETFFEE. IMBEMAEL S ZHFNEYAS

[B] 377 72 ARG 2L EIEEY &S
g R AR AR R AR? F B t p

PR FToEA 0.15 0.02 6.92 -0.15 -2.63 0.00

B SRR KRG 0.50 0.25 97.16 0.50 9.86 0.00

SitEAE SRR PR 0.34 0.11 36.71 -0.34 -6.06 0.00

} FTEE 0.46 9.38 0.00
MBS R 0.57 0.31 67.82

PO -0.27 -5.40 0.00

K AESH0E 4% Bootstrap 5000 X [1)7777:, A 56 IIUMUBKAE 535 55 A 5 AUE AL 23 SCRF A 1) Hp A RS
T AR N (Gl A, HEAE, 20140, fEFHAESE0H Ak Bootstrap %, % 95%EAE X [A] A4S 0,
WIAATE RN o A0 S50, DIVHUBAE Iy A1 B2 RN 1) 95% {7 X [7] 9[0.01, 0.15], 95% & A5 X [ AL
B 0. JOMURAE SR T2k 6 F 3 BN FRAELE RN RN, a8, =0.07, RN &Y 8%, &4 A1)
YER, BARZER L 4,
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Table 4. Analysis of mediating path table
4 PNBRESWE

S Effect Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCL N
SRR 0.88 0.09 0.00 0.71 100%
HAEN 0.81 0.09 0.00 0.64 92%
DI 1 T e 507 0.07 0.04 0.01 0.15 8%

BB T B R AR R EL, SR 3. SR TR A B S SCR IR R BUE 2 (p < 0.01),
BT AR —~ B HAAF 2 R EURE (p < 0.05), JIBURKTE S5 T25 & XA IE 4L 2 SRR (s i
LI (S

PR

-0.15™

RTHRAE GBS FF

v

0.46™

Figure 3. Mediating model path coefficient diagram

E 3. chAERIEE ANE
4. g
41 BFIILESEHSTRHNESOH

P PRFR A T B E RN AR 3, (PR Po IR F A A 7 A i) = PR 3R 58 B RN R0
SRR RER . RYE ZRAESKEE I, ESRGEHINRRREE L TR LK
ARG, 2021), /Al 4 22 35 XU R 3R PT RE B RESE I J LB A Do BB R A JRE o EAL, B <7 LS A 2E TR
IR, TR T AL A A AL R R N, B AR T U AL SO B R T AR AR R, A
AT AUEAL 2 SO B T AR R . IXRT RE AR DA AE T A AE T G DU, 2R BE WS B
AR ZES . GBS T, BAEEERALFERAR. JeSBHETHEEKE, 2014), T2+
RE—ANHEn, HETRN LS T T EZRE, WebITEZ 50, MARBEMENSR, Fril
ISR I B T R e U B (A & SO L AR T ARAAE I . AR BOh, AEARESRE, P TR
MAESEE, — T HAHZEX LN E A AT REA s, T MR T ReS T2 PRI E, Friih
AR A SRR R T ARIAR s O, ARSI LR B 2 AT RER AT IR
1A A 2 4% M s2 UL IE XTI AT I — (2 97, T DAARAIAE Lo 2 i R Ak 2 SCRF R 2R AR AE 19

TWATEE GUEGUEAL 22 3CRE EAFAE B35 1 ER08, BB R OURU 1B~ ) L3 525 v T L2 Y,
RERME LB RZE S TIRER . M T EWATFEOBER BT ILE, XA E B L E e
KH CIA E 2 RGBT LA E A, ook 8 B AR R S R s T RE R D9 B Y
SPLE B AR AN AR, B OA A BUERIF YIRS IE DL, B LS BRI S2 21 A Bl PR 50 B 2
SCRFe BEAh, ML THE IR Z I B 7 ) L3 BTG B (A 25O B2 R TRER, R RG22 HTIRER
EWATFEOL, LA A B35 EANSC 2 EINBUR, ERRZIPREHX . 2R ZIMAFE 24 T 1)
SIS o
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4.2. BFIILEFRTHRE, MMRSREHLSTRHNXRIN

PR RGEME LR MR 2SO RF LM, KR aRE ERISHEL 306, X504
WETRA R — (R 2020). HRARFRIEDNREREIE, Z)LE AT W P AMALEIS, SO RERE BY HLHKI |
HL U SE0E TR A DR 7 5 1A RNV, PRI 8 I 4 0 X th e A R IR A5 0% TRV I R B Ak
BAMBNE ST BE . M0 T 2% 7 AT RO ISR TR ARSI, R S AN RIR B A A ST 9%
ORISR, IFEP AR B SRR R 2SR R 5

R RE ST LEIMREZE R, SR TRE BE AR B, X5 0G gk —5
(PRI, 2019). RIGEZRGEIE, KT REGENMERFERNES RS, SR E OB 4 5%
Moo BeAh, S I R R B A RS TR SR BIRR T, AR AN 107 K2 MR AL B SR 2
= BRI A A F RIS B, MU PRI A . B SR AR, L% T RVARER S
SCRESEAT O T 7808, 2% 7 IS BT REtB A AR Jm o FERXFP AL T, SCREAR R A i B H At
MNTFB S Z TR FEFPUR VA (1 6 1045, 2020), ToiRgERFRKTRIZE TR &R, BSPLERYTH
JE AN A A SR BLICIEAS B AL, T A 2 I 25 R0

MRS B <7 LB A OUE AL 2 SRR R O o0, VIR 35 77 TN U AL 22508, X5 AR
SRR —BCLWAR, WAk, 2019; GKPCIEAE, 2019). ARFEASIELEEIL, 1A RIRIEMEHIAAAE TAME
MIARIRERE (VS A2 5, 2021)0 2B <3 LIE B AL T 90 A 75 SRk LAAS 23 2 A FIPA I, R S ARG 3]
T A Sk 2 1 1 T IR L B P 1) SR 17 28 15 TR A e S B < LB X ) R A S5 (R S A AR
BEAR AT TR P4 2 ST HF o

4.3. BTFI)LEMBRERTRESRELSIRHEN DA BN 24

T AE R, PR SR TR G M B 7 ) LR I OUE A & SCRAFE B M2 sh R, BISR 7R AMY
A VAL TR AL 22 SCHF, 3R] DL L AIOMUR (R B2 B <3 ) L2 (0 U AL SRR IRTE AR S R g i
AT RIS AL RAGZFIE, 8 )L X LS RETVEMN RANTHISE TR R TR, RISR TR
BTG , AATTAS A A B R R B 2 A6 B B < ARt R A AU AIIURR, IR I B oA 3 2%
fift, LT URISAE R AR SN HA N RITEAN, FRAK E B AU AL 25 R

44. HERKR

FEPR TR S1 ) LB LB AL 2 SCRF R s 5 T, BTSRRI, VR A 7 2o P R AR G ik A 1
A AN AN E LT IE DL E RN, 7T LU e B 7 LB (R A 2 S0 . AR E B R —
LHE T, ERENE T ILERAE RSO RGN, NMiZGa% R E T ILEAMD] . MET &,
DR RA R GUEAL SR B ZE S IE DL, IR PR SR H E 3 .

PRAh, SRTIRE . IMURS B~ ) LB AU AL 2 SO = R OR R R R W] BT LERISR TR &
PSRN GG AL 22 SCRF 2 IR R A G 2% 1 2% & AN U2 B e T IO, 3 mT D i AICA K )
Gy AR TR R i B <7 ) L B8 U AL 225 RE . B #0E AR B A2 F & AL RE B <3 ) L2 B JRIB A A
RFFRGE, UMM T . —J7H, MEsialE, —2@UmaT LUk B S/l 755z
I, b7 A 55 AR H CRIR BB A IR, ik AR 1 B <3 %1 RO ZE i A
BORAS, Bk 57 )L 5 R A R R S AVE I8 . 3 —J7 1, FRARE < ) LE IR AT, 2L
B LA DOE T M AHRRE 5 G A B A XES), ik TS SRS h 8 e B 2
MIRRAC, T 2R B ~F 1% AL SRR AT 51 A ARG 28 445
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5. &g

1) B 7 ILEUEAL & SO A T 2o R AR A i~ A 7 A [ R BB S B8, &
MZETEIEDUEAT 538 (M RN . 2) B <7 JLEL ISR 72K A BB AU A 2 SR 2 TR P 2 25 4K 3)
P LE P2 TR G R 38 R PN IR, 5 38 10 e U PR AL 2 SO . AIUIUBRAE B <7 LB NSR TR 5 5
SR AL 2 SCRF IR A B AR
B oW

WESC 2 P RESE S T i S b VL IR TR I SR AN K R AL P 1 — R E I RO BREAR B, 98500 )R 3t g 3R g
PR T, AR A B AT, AT S PR RIS . HR, BERHEN K A3 it G 2 1 2
ARV G, IEFF UL R OAART QR BRGNP RR, EREUET O
MW FE R IT e B O LR e, BRICEREEPRSEIFEIM, T ahiis @i, ibRAEE ST TIF
HAT IR
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