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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between intergenerational parenting and adolescents’ sense
SEHAERE

MES| M FRRRE, TIRE, T 2(2024). AR TG H A EA G R UK AR R OB R,
14(11), 134-140. DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1411775


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1411775
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1411775
https://www.hanspub.org/

Terkih &

of meaning in life, as well as the role of family cohesion and psychological resilience in this relation-
ship. Methods: Using a simple random sampling method, data was collected through the use of the
Short Form of the Egma Minnen av Barndoms Uppfostran, the Meaning in Life Questionnaire, the
Family Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation Scale, and the Adolescent Resilience Scale, and SPSS
for statistical analysis. Results: The positive intergenerational parenting style significantly predicts
the meaning in adolescent life, while the negative intergenerational parenting style is not signifi-
cantly correlated with meaning in adolescent life (§ = 0.80, p < 0.001). The positive intergenerational
parenting approach can not only directly affect the level of meaning in adolescent life, but also in-
fluence meaning in life through the mediating effects of family cohesion, resilience, and the chain me-
diating effects of family cohesion and resilience. Conclusion: There is no significant correlation be-
tween negative intergenerational parenting and meaning in adolescent life; family cohesion and re-
silience play a chain mediating role between positive intergenerational parenting style and meaning
in adolescent life.
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1. 5l

T AERISCBERACT TAR L FAHEEY A 2 SV EBER MR+ 0, HAERAREFEI R W5
KT MMIPRE. HET TR, HEMEFEAASMBEENE, #rhr ABEFS TR
FE A AT X (XL F, i 7250, Bk, 2023). DI 9T 2 1 5 T A REEE 5 s s i 2 A AL IR
Fio AWPFUIEET HEAIEHIEDFEZ 55 LERETR G, A0 A EAMEOR R I R A AR 2,
I FEN RS S5 HEFHE I TR 7 205 ) L A Ay i U 9% 28 S SR R 55 2 P RO BRI R VR F LA

pRABTRRIRAEHFAEET, HESHIENITE, AKIEEH BT INETE, FHAE
B[R RR TP ZE () 9 AR 0, Qndeik oA bR, HRETE 8 =S5 (WA H, PV EE, 2020 MRABHE4E, 2023).
BWEFLRI, SCRER BB 1) 2 7 225 1 1) T 7 /4 A A iy i SRR, 1% 74k T RHB IR 5
TR B A IR S, PR A B SUBOKY s R aR 7 S5 D A i UG AR, R
R OURRAME R S SOOI, HRESZER S 2 AR ERE W, AMUSAREZ), #3R 07
GRS, 5T L FAOG, PV ar S SURE B R R SCARE (RS, XFI4E, J5#ear, 2021,
WA, 2020). fit LA ESRACBEREUGH TR 2N, ARAMR ] BE R A A% G 2 18 B R TN K FE A AR
REZNG, R HY AR H A, B TERETE T O B Ay SOOI R, BRI TR T
DA A B SURTC R E MO HE, R4, Ji#sr, 2021).

NSRS HAIWARH, MAE & PFRIE S SNBSS A M BAER, AN SRR R XA
A et ) 5 45 SR 2 32 BN B SRR AR I 7 AR s AL B 55 (Burmeister et al., 2008), EFK R
FESEUT, SRR A P B 1 1140 5 B 11 L T %o TR e 5 e T 0 mT AR, SR B 1 S R By, (AR
e 1S BT I SCRF . SCBERIUBRIR B 7 M R BE L R BE R B T LF,  H AR 0 31 S S5 2 BE K
SERE (AL AR, 20215 SR, 2023). SAEBRAIRM, L HII#EE T A R R ARG SRR
HEE N E A e Iads, MERTRR, WREFREE MR, 445 ) 085S B K2 iR
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SR, PAERRIPLEIGE R, EA, XF, 2021). AWPFUESE, R, SRR ERSA BT
FILE I RIS ZE, (et OB S A, B S B AT A G R A, TS RIS BERA
BRESEE LRI TR, JLEA SR, SR AZM, JUE M A B N, e
2 PRI (DT, KA, 2023). DMERTURI, Be D ERHE KT AR TEAE AT SRR B 3
WAL R ESOARINE . SIABEEN ELA) K IF L 2 1 A RN B, RPRRNESGH DA
A AR o, IRAG IR AR R R KT I AL i R SUR(CE A4S, 2023).

gi b, BRAREERTT 3R 1 R SRR U5 200 78 04 A i 5 SR I ABL R R i B LA I (B AR
o BARCHH D KT S B DFEGE UERRIFIIT, ARisk=Z AR FOFEE
EOUR KB DFET T EN R IERETE, FOFE S OHEFMACHIUH R, Tk, AR
FERRAEE 75 T D R i i U 6 2 S AR IR

2. AR FF%
2.1. R ntg

SRS J BEATLAAE X JE T P P vh /N2 B AR R LT 393 NRTEIAVR 194, AIBRAEEE . AAE
R RIHG 4 4 5 WA 2000 4 389 3, [R1Hc#E 99.000%

TERBFEAT, HERIL 163 N, NEHIL 226 N; FAIL 195 N, L3194 N, FBAEET XM
268 N, FBAEEAMEA 121 N BETFLHE 95 N, dRMAETFLoH 294 N, GAEMEDREFINE
342 N\, HERAZEMRBFMNE 47 N\,

22. fiRIR

221 BR&#EFHFR

K G 2 ABAT (R 1 AL BF R 7 SR (15 5255, 2010), AW SIRAFRE 7 7%, 76k ) 5 544
XS HATIETT, B BRSO A B (A 5, 2021). )54k 21 @, GOSN, 1B |
SRR = 4R, RAIDU sivh o, oY A o s 3R B R G0 R 2R 5 K

AT 52 2 [ 3 52 52 (2020) 785, A AR 7 SRR AR 2 07 A M s 5 N4 E, AR
#7577 RS BRI, JH TR 7 SRR AR 4 B R BE O A, AR AR AR 37 7 045 0 1 B R 2 4
AR T AT AL T AT B R4 A TR 53 o ANBIE S HR R 37 7 s B e e B2 o R %004 0.788,
TR 7 A e R A o %008 0.711,

222 EHENEK

KA EEZRQ013) BT A M S URER, ZERE TN, A A A dr B OO TR AE e UM
MNERE; ZEFRRAZ w0y, BomlkE R A dr B S UBOKE R . EEART AT, ZERN R
Lk o 2500 0.724, 4bT AT HE5256E Hl

223 REXZE

KR T N ET MR ERHE SEN M ER. FRERILEG =18, 2 AFERFEESER
FUERNERER, AR REEHE BRI 16 8, RAERRT AT . EAMRF, ZERNT
Tk o 5% 0.874.
2.2.4. LIRS

KR 25 H G R (2008) il 5 DR OB VE B R . iZERILE 27 M HA SIS BA
FNAETLERE, RAA SR TR, BHARE] S OB ACT B S . EAHIE T iR R N R A o REL
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Ju
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9 0.820.
2.3, AT ESEES

AU TAEE L AR R B AL H W EeA B T ITRE, B R 2R TG il 3ER0K 393
AR A6 I 3Bl 1736 [BIYCsE a AR BRI, SR SPSS BEAT B AL /) #7 -

3. R
3.1. #HEGERERES

K Haman S8 Sk 323 A7 LR ik 2 k5, 153 21 M 1 R+, B2 7R
ZERRREE 3 HE A 16.680, /N T 40% Il FHAEL, A5l 45 S B ASHIF 5 i AN AE 2 2 R S [ 0 v A 22 (R 82 )
32. R#EFAN, REFEE., LEHMY, S9BENBNEHEREXESH

S IESTER AR T AT T A OB SRR T = A AN R IES A, Rk
AT USRI B IR 2 AR S Bt (AR A AT 70, SRR 1o i3 1 P EE mT g, HEERIR S RS 0
BEE . FBESRE L A BOURE D 3 IS HFEIRA TN S QBFRIE . FREESR T R 2 AR K,
S dr e URTC R A HIEN R 50 FKEEREERE MR, SEds URTEENE
PN

Table 1. Correlation analysis of each variable

1 BREEMEXMSH

Btk g dE

M SD OBEYE RKEERER AR U P L e
1.0 104207  14.117 1
2 KSR 60.752  11.686 0.521** 1
AR UKL 54.010  9.464 0.326** 0.329%* 1
4 TR AR & 21.779  4.368 0.441%* 0.540** 0.326** 1
LR L CRIN 7.550 2.382 —0.342** —0.350** -0.082 1
6 1 FELR Y 14,787  3.380 -0.167** —0.158** —0.008 1

FE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, p<0.001, F,

33 WEFEE. [DEHMENEADNTWNEE

AW FORGAH BE N B B A A FERN R 7 A, IR AN I R R T A s s
Ktsks iR T AMENAZR X, HOFEGEURENRTE Y, MEEREE M1, OFHM
M2 JEFRIVE N A As i, M@ s T REAR AL, KR PROCESS % Faft #9877 s\ 5 5 A A i i UBSR R
HEAT o, SR AMAE .. BERE, RHAESE0E 747 Bootstrap v H B HliFE 5000 ks i H A/
LTI E R

SER 77 R M2 WL 1o AR TR O AL e P 5K g 5 % (B = —0.257, p < 0.001), VIR HTR
5 32 A7 ) O B B (B = —0.587, p < 0.001), {HTH AR 37 5 0T AE iy 2 SRR AR ek 285087 R L B2 3 1)
AN E BRI 2R 3 1E [ T R 2R % % (B = 0.561, p < 0.001), FAMR TR 75 3 3 1F [ TH0) O B
FE(B = 0.218, p < 0.001), FMFEFF 5 03 1E 1) W0 AE iy = (B = 0.206, p < 0.001), ZKEESEH
2 0E [ TR0y B (B = 0.418, p < 0.001), ZXJE o325 B IE 34 1F 1) T AE iy = UJ#%(B = 0.140, p < 0.05), »
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PP S 25 1E ) T AR Ay 2 SUR(B = 0.200, p < 0.001).

B=0.418
P <0.001 o
REEDE IR
B=0.561 B=0.218 B=0.140 B=0.200
P <0.001 P <0.00 P<0.05 P <0.001
RRREFS P
S B=0206 P <0.001

E¥ R p=0.804 P <0.001

Figure 1. Interaction model
B 1 {ERREE

K H Bootstarp yA3HFE 5000 HEAT A RNAG G, AR 2. WnEE 2 BTN 95% X [ AN
0, HFARMEE .

Table 2. Analysis of intermediary effect
w2 PAYEAHT

95% & {5 [X [H]

A% PR R B R A
TR LR
TR BRI A — K BESE 5 B — A i U 0.162 0.007 0.334
R 277 07 — O B P — A= iy 2 SRR 0.094 0.031 0.171
BRI R— F B R B — OB — A Ay i UK 0.101 0.036 0.181

4. g

AR IR I BE U 203 7 2B 2 1F 1 T 50 4 s SO, AL BE W I e sk S D 4R
B SRR, ATRBRAHE, KBS UAETRARGEES, 20205 257, xFIE, T,
2021), X BLWIEFRBERRBE T, BRIOBEE T R e BB E D E A G S UK F IR R . — RS,
SR IR AN TS e 7 N R T35 A3 IUE 2 I RO B 5 438 LS iy, BRE 2B,
FREG S ETE W E (SN AR B A . IR IR R R, T I R i Sk
SPOUTRGE, 20215 485, FREYE, 2024).

R 7 3 5 K A A A SR S R, AR TS 4 22 7 U A
o Sk, T AT BAE [ T o 2 AR A i B U (R R, 20205 A5, XIFIME, Jrda, 2021). T
AT, WWEEE T R 5 L AR PR F AR LA MR, XA 2 AR5 5 S 75 4
EIRAMERAR, B ARG, (AR I E T SRIEIFLOR X, JEamit, 250%, 2021), A
PATT 2 R L R S BRI I SR IBIHL, 4R TR A I B SORIEAT MRS, TR AR FE SR B AR 7 7 =
TR A SUBOKT BRI B A . AR UBRAMA B LIRS, HR BRI S
% I R KI5, T2 0 2 AR 75 1 B30, 2SN AR B A A B SURR(ZE 75 7, )R, Jystieer,
2021), FALGF LN, TFEYRBARET T REBANOE, BT i R
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KFZ AT NAT ST AHZEN B ORI 5500, LA B O A I8 SR SLILAE ay = SR A
B, DDA RRAREIRIR Zo0 B B A iy SUBKE 52

AR, R FE 7 AT DUd i 5% e 55 2% B 1) R R e 5 D A AR A B UK. RS RS
R F iR AMROIE I RSB FFARISLN, HEZ 2| — RN, OIRE— e RIS
FIFE; AN RS R EA S SSAMER B R BB (D57, K4, 2023), KEEEHEERR
FEDNRe I B E, & RGPS BEM 0 EE B A, o I O B 53 5 AT 49 2 AR e 0 I 52 381 5% 2 1) R R A
RN R, EFERR A N BRASAE IR R A B SR B PEAS R e, A R O AR Vs BRI AR %, X
A SCIRIE SR, T R R AR iy B BT (F 523, 2023),

AT, R AR 7 AT DU I 0 BRI o A FH R e 7 /D 47 (1) A i i UK AR SR SE
SCBERIGRIE « KBS AR X B T AN O S, (R T B AR WAPEAE K B,
(7] B AR SE AR AR TR0 R S5 e, mT RAFR 23 R B B 5 S i i) B2 IR se iR IR SC Bl B3R g, AT RE IS 48
LFI ST, 2B BUEPIRITRE S, SEINAE RE TN 2% 2] 5 AR s v R R A, o B S K ST v (L
W, 2023); MIX N EEEIEFAE B BRHGE SRS, UE KK B EHRREREESEaiE, 15
HAE B UBOKF(EHIEE, BREN, 9KBESC, 2020).

ARFTERIL, FMHEEE T R nT LUB I R R . OB i = A 1 kS 5 /D S 1 A=
B R AR RE SR FE A )M AR T 22 M5 S g RS N ELZh A, T 2 HURSZ BISR 1 SR BE R
NIISCRE B 00%%, FelfE MR 2 P4 S5 TG v M, AT DAZE 20 YA 30 5 RE i 0 D35 B AT SR 15155 Jk
SCRE, U TR I AR RIGRK, BT FR S KO, L A R RO B AR ) SRR, L
B 7T B AN A 2 I AR AR b A4 56 2B VS B SRR R AR A 00 S, BE A M T 0 A= 3 PR AR A 5 TR A
AR AR, ST BRI AR A B SUBOKSF (B, BRE, sk, 2020).

AT FE BIAH SR E5 18 T LA IR A B B e AH 2E R A TR TR 14 ) L 28 B R 11 i A B bk 5 e A 2E
MBE 7 IR B R E N K IEHE m i =R SR IR LB HR PG % . B R RN R 1 K g %
R, BOm S SR (MK Re g B V) /D[R SR L (B &R, 845 L DR AR A O B8 0 J5T 11 (] I
REmS A8 Bh X R i A 1 B Bh e R K R R R A, RIS, M ZEAE DRI S SR INEHERIIE LT, NE S
WHRBERI BT S, WA Bt R, % B SR RBTENE, A I3 K TE AR TR,
WNE % AT BIREE, JRHER D G O BRI KR .

AT BRAREE 7 R EEFDFA G B VR R R LERAVERI TR, F8 TR
TAERIBLRL, (HRARANIRAFAE— LR R . —J7 T, 2R AFBR HI A0t F ik BN S IR B BRT
—ANRT, HEAREEATIZARREARPIT, RKATUEZ AR TG ICE 2 WFEARTF AT 55—
M, BT AT AR TR, AFRSRUA 7770, e SR &
FINLE SRR AR IR 70, BARZ AT S R BB s BRAEV R AR 77 0 L R & B R ]
1T, ARSRRRT DU & it T B AR R 7 N & B ok — o 7t s s vtk

5. &hig

BT FRW], B ACHEIR 5 20 3 I 0 7 A 4R A i OO, T AR R AR 7 U 5 75 /b4
A i i SBT3 G B BRARE R T sCBE RE LM /D> 4R 28 dw B SUBOKCP, STl SRR L
O BSEPE R A E AR EE SR L O B A BE b A4 AR M i > AR 2R B SRR

&E 3k
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