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Abstract

This study aims to explore the impact of intergenerational support from children on the life satis-
faction of rural elderly people, and further investigate whether this impact is mediated by loneli-
ness and moderated by psychological coherence in this mediating process. This study used a ques-
tionnaire survey method, taking rural elderly people aged 65 and over in Ganzhou City, Jiangxi Prov-
ince as the research subjects. A total of 70 valid questionnaires were collected using the Intergen-
erational Support Scale, Life Satisfaction Scale, Emotional-Social Loneliness Scale, and Psychological
Coherence Scale. Through structural equation modeling analysis, the results showed that: 1) inter-
generational support from children is significantly positively correlated with life satisfaction
among rural elderly people, that is, intergenerational support from children can significantly im-
prove the life satisfaction of rural elderly people; 2) In the mediating analysis of loneliness, it was
found that intergenerational support from children can improve the life satisfaction of rural elderly
by reducing their loneliness, and loneliness plays a partial mediating role in the process of inter-
generational support from children improving the life satisfaction of rural elderly; 3) The path of
psychological consistency regulating intergenerational support and loneliness in children, that is,
psychological consistency strengthens the negative predictive effect of intergenerational support
on loneliness.
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L1. FERBEZHERFEFALEFTRRENXR

AL TE I R M B AR TR BT AR, RV MAATE RN — M E R, 2 AR
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Figure 1. Relationship model of variables
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2. ARAZE
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AR T EROREE, DAL PEE 8N iR A ZE N AN R, BERAT LRPR IR A 2
SENAETEG B, DL AR AR A RO T N . B AT H A L PR A SN TR R AN 76
BUNEES S, FFT A A, RS 76 4y, [BIRES 76 4, BIERERUAE 6 4y, 18216 %K
FEA 70 4 (F1E 32 N, bk 38 N), BEARAT RN 92.1%. PR 69.91 %, FrfE2 6.60 %,

22. TH

22.1. KIEZHER

SRk SCUE RN 2R 1 (2005 dm il AR PR Se Fr 3R, EEARE T L RSB IE M =R RBR L FF . ZRE
HOANTH, WA, ATEREAMZER 3 M EE, BRXH S5 Sida0 = |2, 5= 87),
1oy, RUVPR SRR S . B 7 i 8 R 1 Cronbach’s a RECH 0.741.

222 £EHBEER

K RE R FIVF L EE 2009 il AR TR = E B3R, ZER G RIFNEEMAE, J 2.
ABERILS MEH, KH 1~7 AP0 = EFEAFRZ, 7= EFHEE), 2305, EEHSERS. K
WF5E % E £ K Cronbach’s a 2N 0.756.
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K H] Hays and DiMatteo (198741 ) ULS-8 IR %K. ZERKIL 8 MFH, KM 4 Sita(1= M
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H, 7= &WRE), o¥ils, O —FUSGHE . AR HIZER N Cronbach’s a RECHN 0.784.
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BT AR 7 P s A el ) B U, O b AT SRR v S BRSNS . AR A OSBRI S (i, s
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Table 1. Correlation analysis of variables

= 1. STEWREXON

M + SD 1 2 3 4
1 T LARPRSCRF 21.07 +£5.03 1.000
2 AETEIR R 24.64 +7.68 0.857#%% 1.000
3 P 1430 £ 5.09 —0.677%** —0.703%** 1.000
4 O F—HUK 1431+428 —0.434%%* —0.461%** —0.005%** 1.000

VE: *p<0.05, *p<0.01, ***p<0.001, FI[d.

3.3. MR

Table 2. Analysis of the mediating effect of loneliness
F 2. IRBARN PN

AR R A
e
M1 M3 M2
() -2.921 8.442% 28.142%*%
T LARPRS R 0.857%** 0.679%** —0.650%**
P —0.273%*
F 187.253 %% 116.380%** 49.814%**
R2 0.734 0.776 0.423
WE )5 R? 0.730 0.770 0.414

AW T B FR A RORE S S6 1 56K Baron and Kenny (1986)HJiZ B4 56v, FE =10, Bk, KK
B AR 5 (1 L ARBR SRR R R AR B (A 5T 5 ) B g2, R BIAER ML 3235, K0 B AR (T L ARBR SR
rH AR B (MBI 2, ABRIEEA M2; )5, R 5IN B3R & (7 2 ARBR SRR A b A2 S (IUUEK),
WA TRE, MBI M3, BRI R TR REEE M1 /AR R, FRBRSCRR
PRAEAL I R 0.857, KT 0, HAE 0.001 KF ER2E, BI-7 2o ABRSCRE 3 1E 18] 5200 A i 2 B
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AR . RIEEA M2 W LAE R, 1 2oRBR SRR AR AE AL R R E0H-0.650, HAE 0.001 7K |
BE, WP LoRBR 3R R S e U, 55 OB R RII0E. ARAERIA M3 RTLUE R, R 5INEAR
BAPAZEE, HEENFUELRINZRECN 0.679, HAE 0.001 /K 8, MK bR R TR E
H-0.273, HAE 0.01 KF ERE, B AOMER AR R, FEEERR A ER .
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T AR SR O — BUR AR AL R E R ECN-0.226, HAE 0.05 K 522, RIS —BUR 9/ 5
RO FE AL o

Table 3. Adjustment effect test
= 3. AT

AR M4 M5
() 39.714%%** 35.462%%*
F L RBR>CRF —0.845%** —0.749%%*
IO HE— B —0.423%%* —0.335%*
FALARPR SRR O — FUK -0.226*
F 43.262%%%* 33.742 %%
R2 0.564 0.605
JHE 5 R? 0.551 0.587
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Figure 2. The moderating effect of psychological consistency on intergener-
ational support of children and loneliness among rural elderly
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e 5 2 0 A T AR A 24 NPT (b = —0.528, t =—4.35, p<0.001); TfEm LE—BE&M4 T, T4
ARBR S 0 AR 28 N PIOMUBR A 67 i) T 4 FE B 5 (b = —1.032, t =—11.573, p < 0.001).
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4.3. LE—BURBETER

WEFEE R AL, OB BURR T T 2 ARPr SO MM 2 MR R . B2, fEROE—ZUkT, A
PR SRR AR I FEMA RN o WEFEUESE, Ry DB — BUR MR IG B BURACT A8 A A3 TK
Ji(Jorgensen, 1999), A= BHANCo B A HE/K T #0225 0 TR LB — BURET o 0 B — BUR K 5 D4 7] 2R
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Ko PIEGR IR i T MA S5 50 S BB B T 7 A R AR RS 4 AR I (U255, 2014), RIBEMRZE, H
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