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Abstract

With the continuous advancement of digitalization and population aging, the content and forms of
family intergenerational interaction are undergoing significant changes. Leveraging their advantages
in digital technology and information access, the younger generation provides their parents with
digital technology guidance, information support, and assistance in digital life, thereby forming a
digital reverse mentoring behavior (digital feedback) characterized by the zeitgeist. Meanwhile, fil-
ial piety is not a singular traditional norm; rather, it encompasses diverse psychological orienta-
tions, including authoritarian filial piety and reciprocal filial piety. Among these, reciprocal filial
piety emphasizes emotional bonding, mutual support, and relationship maintenance between par-
ents and children, and may serve as a crucial psychological foundation for the younger generation’s
proactive engagement in family support behaviors. Grounded in the Dual Filial Piety Theory and the
Intergenerational Solidarity Theory, this study takes reciprocal filial piety as the focal point, posi-
tions digital reverse mentoring as the behavioral mechanism, and regards family intergenerational
solidarity as the relational outcome. Furthermore, it examines the contextual role of intergenera-
tional communication from the perspective of family communication patterns. By synthesizing rel-
evant theoretical and empirical research, this paper posits that reciprocal filial piety may enhance
individuals’ motivations for relationship maintenance and reciprocation, thereby encouraging the
younger generation to participate more actively in digital reverse mentoring, which in turn pro-
motes emotional bonding, interactive support, and value consensus among family members. Con-
currently, an open and egalitarian conversation orientation may provide a more conducive family
interaction environment for translating these value orientations into actual support behaviors.
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21 BB IR I ERAT, AR EIRZIV R AR, o [F 0 5 Ok R AT IR ARG IR BR Fk
AR Y B SR R R RSLAL » T2 22 J AR S SR AR AR LR, SO AP R R UG 8 (KL%, 2016).
A NN X — IR SR R 2 — U o B A e S (A2l g, 2014) . AR SCAG TR
iR, FIEETERIRMFIEG M —, —HHERTHERRMMLK . 455 RRIT S5
G ZETERE T RZ W, ASCRHXUTZEERW, W FE ) 5 E B Hgi, &5 Ep s
TEXARFR H 45 15

HIRM . B2 ST DUR AR S A S B B AL B TRG M RS, 25 AATTZE SR T EERER. AIAHRIR
TR T RS AR, AR R R A . (2 S BEUIFAT RIS A N DAL, B TR E
e N TR e PR R, VAL Hse— EAR AT, IF BARE TR R B X4 7 — MR, 1F
N M FER” IR AR BEAFE K AU BT R I I B b AT 1 R AR A e, T “ Bk
IR B HT AR B.5) 77 (Loges & Jung, 2001). H S 5 ¢ 2 A F AR SR Bl AN B2 R A 7AX
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e, MRS TR ), T E G K E A R R, TR T A
THF AT R “ I mBl” , XL AR A LSRG 7R 0B S (2 g, R
5%, 2024).

B 1 R A T R IR OISR, AR By e A 2t 22 5 e B R 225 AR B [ 25 (1 52
BT B A IARBIR L, NS5 AZ AR AR E R, TR FEAESER
FE, SEARAAMRENN AR, BRMATEAUTK ., SEACEESE, FRUZIRZHE, M.
B2 HF AR s, R —AE T 28 RN KB 1 S A [F] X SR B Ok R A BERUB A 1 AN [R] Y
B, A A AR v 77 22 A A 1 R B AR B 145 56 2 (Zhou & Gui, 2017). AR SC 3 ZE2HF 7 AR
VB PRI, PR R M SR TE . He O AR PR A A R R

gi b, HEVESZEAURBAAER B E N E, 0 fe il i BAR AR SCRAT R I H K.
T A E ST, FRAMEANEERIRSEARLSE, FFEE N FKEESCRAT R
THRAT R . HA R B FETE K AR RESE A T OGRS BRI AR VE R ok, B I BOR
185 M5 B SCRAE T AR T b Bh A U SSe i SOR s  SOR SOnT el s AR BLED L2 L ik
PR 515 BACH DAL T R s , it — P K E BRI 45 . SR, AMAR TR BTl
NEBR BT SCRAT R, B P RESZ B 5 E B 1 S8 R o X 138 B A oo PR K B B IR R IE WL sty
FEEIS HIE IR, FTREAZEENE M8 7 SCRAT AN AR S IR U B3R BRI, ASC
IR« HEMEZE - B R - RIEAPREZE” A, JEE SRR R e, LA
AT S AR G TE N E R K EEARPR G R 1 B A O B 547 L .

2. BiIPNESMRIHRE
21 BEEMEE

8 R T B G R RS B B R A, R B R E AR R EE S OHE TR, (B
HHAE A g R FREAR SR R RN E BRI S OBAME, HAZOMTET ARG R MR i
EW AR “ =417 (Al R oS LA & BARSE, B 5 B ARHS 2 A IR s ) Rk
1, AATT5E R 2258 R BT IR, X2 4E R EAPR- S A i E AL (HpEE B AN SR,
FEPRETHNEIRN . IRE D AIITR . FKEMBBATE AT 2 720 T, HarZEdE
KA. HEFINNFECRE RN, FRFEPN L TR B, A5 —Ma5%E i, B
DRGNSk BRIl ARG S B A KA A ), IF BAR Ged il ik B RS 3%
ARy — b 5B S WA S E B R 2B (2, 2009). BEE OB A AL AT HERE, 2238 AN
B —MEGEERX — 1, &F5/MEOE S A2 DR 456 1 —Ti

M #E S Bedford (M6 #E, 2009; Yeh & Bedford, 2003)4# Hi XU 7T 2108 B 2 2 224 B ifF 7t 2238 O L 45
FAIT EIRMELE o ZAR N 2208 X o N RUE 1 2218 5 B B 2 T8 A MO B R AR 4 . Horp, B
PEFETE R ARMAEE TR G IRERSS . BEAL S C R e b, B IR SRR IR LR 1]
Wi, ERE T YRR IE” M CRIREBE” WIAYERE, XERNAT FACHE T SRR R, sRiEFHRAN
Z BV AH L0 5 SR (T 6, 2009) o 125 1) 5 R 2 57150 R R I 19 8O 5 S5 A BLSCRE, KRR
HXTHIRUR, KIE “RERG” WAER, MR BATHESAE XS £SO B 20E
B LEBERFEIURFKERRPPEN, BRI R EES ., 5SHEEEZEAR, PUREFEES “Md
Jigise” A0 “AbSRASR” BANGERE, W RLRFACEL ) BB JFEN, WS B RIEH . NABUBAE 10
FAAT R, SRS S RRRT (PNISUH5E . 2025).
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MRS R R B B, SRR R SE AP AE . A EE, XA TN H
TR B R IE . MG, AR 218 W) 5 s ) B — (B AR RYE, MR . Kehga, &
HEPETFRA S HEMFEML, WEAANPE, BUSMEARFEROCR T GiEE BEMAL, XMZET
K F RN TS, BHERKZSHEIRNEN, BAHARE, Bk FrRso8t:2iE 55
Sy EEM. BIREREIESZ B0 GEAFAE 7R CEE, EHAE R IR LR, v REZ BIKBE i BT
KRS HAR TS BRI i (25 5545, 20165 #0714, 2017; Leung et al., 2010). F&T AU 208
FIEF WAL R B Re B/ | A, AT B S 4 TR R (O, 2009) 0 MO B BRI B
FHEFER KRG, HEMZEEEER TR R P I RE RS R R0 e SR, BRI
SHPEE 1B BRI K RE BB REE .

AT BB ZEE 0 B R, B S H TR SR R K e BRI 45 (R R &R L
JEPEZEIEVE N R FIEES R — 4, AR T AR MZ O AR, FIAN EEE ., K&
TR, M TR 208, BEMEZE S MR O, EWSERE. BT RRAEZIERE.
BRI (Yeh & Bedford, 2003). Yeh il Bedford fHF 70 & B, T BV 22308 AL 0% 1E [ TRINAS 1 . W0 A
KF. BRBHES, AR T, HEMESIE COIE S AE NS 8 2% i H 5 SRR (25 W], 2014).
RSB (5227, 2017) LA RSRAE AT /KA, X2 BEAR AR 32— AR S 2 M B 5 ) 2 7 (1 B 2
OHA R, PR 2T BT ZM, o BB A it — Doy R ARBR BT A, &
A BN R 5 AR 2 T8 AR 45 6 DA SO SRR BR 125 AR FA BT, 398 Z RGURTT

2.2. KErE%

AR E A A UL DA B A R AN U T SRR, AR R SR E A 01 2 T (1 EL )
HREMRRK R RBRHL BB FERPR X RN BEEHICH S, HAZOETHRAFNRPFRE R R Z
IERC AR HIER . SCREFIME DA A 55 75 TR W BRI 0% RERAS .

FE AT RKEA R % R RGBT Ft AT Bengtson 542 i HUAPRIZI 45 B8 . Bengtson 5 Roberts
(1991 KeAR PR 45 [X 43 Nk M vE 145 . BE RIS ThRehERISE . — SOtk A 4G A5 itk (1 45 R0 ORI S 1 P 45
AN E RBE BE AN E R 4ERE . b, S5 4 o B R W SR B R 5L 2 TR B R S R kA,
JE R RO AR ) M B B B R R e RS BR AR 4 S EARIUAR R R 5 2 TR BB A &R (AR S
s DhReME A4 R K BE A 2 (R PEA G Bk, (5 8 A LA B U5 77 T A B S R 5 50 4, — ik A14s
SBARER B A AEANE N 75 BEFN R WA J7 T AR BARR B8 5 175 e A 46 2 AR ISR T IR SR % . (54T
PRAEANNG AN s R P 45 WA I SR B J AR AR BR 54 FRBE X 55 B B HERETE (1A IR (Bengtson &
Roberts, 1991),

X—Z AR HESRE R, PRI IR — MR EE R R ETRAR, 12 AR Z TH 08 R A S [H
PRI 25 G 1 R BE R A o A RIS FKBE 30 AT N AT e E ) TARBRIA S (A I 4ERE, 1 BLAS R 48 52
ZIRFEA—E RTS8 B, AR BHEME T RARTE 3. G B R . B
BB RE B & 4R SO e, 1 2 vl BER BN T BE 1k [ 45 R IE R 1 P 4 i s FERRSE BBl FE A, SR
FIFFREMS AR B XU VB AR BN R S RE B A e, AT ReiE— R IR A g . R, B
R HAE = A R AR R G R S8R R R EERBR NN Z R WA S B B A A
PEEIS, B SRR T BEAEBE R R R K S Rk, B SR AR B [ 45 AN [ 4 P f s i ] e R A 2
S, FE B ORI SCRFAT D9 1T B A R T B SR O R

AW TR KRR BN B S 450 BER . Thae. 1B LIRS ARSEENZ ZR KR
SERY, JEREA TR SO AT REVS I R I THAREE ARG B 4. EIRHNE, SRS ES

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1610501 368 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1610501

FRA

S EER BT . SR BE S M SR AR E LA, IR AREIT OB RENS B CR IR RYEE . — A
Ta I S5 M BE 205 A E S R R RE R, HAR A nT ReFR KA FL A A2 . Rk, AR 5O/ AR A
R KPR S E NG G R R R R, I LR 7N (5] 4 R A0 A B AR 5 S 1 F WL )
BRI S, A TR T SO BT 4 R LA A (] v A 5] 3 B T S

BEA TR, ARBRTE RIS, 15 SR BE IR B (Y SRS AFE B IR &R AR SRR EAAN R IR
VB ER DRI AT 4, AT e 52 B B 2K E RV 1 HE [F) 520 (Connidis & McMullin, 2010). R & (IAAFR
P45 R 1 it K A O PRV R R, 2240k, IR RT BB ZZ i ARBR P 5% (Luischer & Pillemer, 1998; 7, 138,
2024). KT, IR IUEZ M EVFARAE . SCBHE BRI M K2 251 56 5 T AR R ARBR (1 46, 0 T4 —
AR ERANE X ] LA B B A R BE SCRAAT N an ey 3k [m] sema A 5] 2 T AR PR A1 45, ik = REGEARRE

R FCR, FEEABRASS BT B A B 5 R T4 45 (0 T T A8 AR 0T SCRE o B /A
R FARTES . & EEA LT A TE B SO ET I ARER SCRE 2. B0 RO R S 1
BRI R AT BESCRFS AR BE R J, FEAERF S VIS N 1 — A R i SRR 2

23. BFRME

HERMIE ARSI AR . TAELKAR R TT N, B BE RN 22 A2 i AN o] Bk i — 8 4. H
MR “H g FEAER” , POdUR RIS B e e 52 e Y, R AR TR 2 )
WHILTRZIG, HAPEE I —17 R TG EAR R TR AL s A, AR XU B
HRFME. Correa (2014)¥4 57 IR “ B LM FRAHIRE ARG , BRI TIEHA N T RO 2
R FAERK — R TR IR . BRI S —FT 0y, & — N ERERXT BB i
FREAR L, TUEEL, 2020). Z5EEFHMI, ASONAE T MR RER ST =T, FARAHE
FERFEARTINEE 7 T S, W SRR IR AL Refb S R 5 B 2 A AT U B AT i # . i —
B BB R A O 5, R — AR AL AR R I, S X BRI G 32 R AR A SRRE 2 R (T
W, 2RIk, 2017). FRATIATERMR T EfE SRS T, SEARMBUBAL R &, SRR IE B
BiiEh R MAR, “AiE2%” SRR EER. M RIRRE, B ge ik i,
FEHCT 2 () R R — AT AL AR SR BE SR R SR, TSRS A R i HeT SO ) O 2k
ANBUTT Z AV sy, NSRRI OC R

B SO E R — T R A APR SR 7 WK EAR R R A E AR . FRERG T —ME
REAWRALEE, i BBk 2 AR IR 555, SEULTRE G SRR — ROBER 5 72 8 1 1 4:
PSRBAE SR, a0 B H A A I B SO ) BB (IR AR, 2025) KEERRTTA
PR rte g BE A, PRI LR FEER I SRR, IR A58 . (HC T30
ERSCR, AT MR A8 A EH VBT ROEH ST DU S K — 2 FUE R Rk
Tz, 2018). AHF—J7 HIRFFLRI, B REEME R RHEERK BN, S 5885101
Yo, (HEIFEARIE R I E AR TG S (R BE /T, AR AT F B /r (Caceres & Chaparro, 2019).

DA TR, BT AU R ARG ES, EREE IR EK — M &S5RI E 0 E
I, HECER TR RCR S, 2018), HEMEZIE MRS, . BB ERAC R4, R AAH
L e L AR A KT R AT R A ) T RN S BEE B AR TR T R M, IR R SR B S iR R
SCRF BT SRR R AT DA AR 23 A R 1 2 A o B R B SCRRAT NI B BT R L. SR, HL
FIRWE A — BT T 4518, T35 507 SO R AT R 2 O T 2 1 O BB IR 5 SRRt 35 . DAL,
B ROA R Al B R F B, 1 — A PR SRR R Y R IR MR BEAT N, B H IROFAT A
NS SCRIF () LB 220 5 e SR AR PR A1 45 1 A WL, A B RE

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1610501 369 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1610501

ERA

2.4, KBrsaiE

BEAE A= IR R, BB+, “TRASME T SRR L. WRESIERNE S B B H g
FIRHERARRESE, WiET TR, AT, Wilae ). iR AEBCR AR
M) AT 940 368 7% R R ATl ) 2 2[R 32 (Canary & Spitzberg, 1987). ARBR 1A I A& 43 8@ A [F 4 % B AR A sl A1
Z ARSI EE) A5 B M & UL 3 (Law et al., 2019). R —ARRHE K — AR A8 /) LA S V88 A Bl
(RABE AT BE e i e 5 4R K — AR B S (Holman & Kellas, 2015). — ki, R maEK
—REVGETT, WA REERRK, marsenr NVEK—R, REESEK—RmE, FK—Rts
WAFIX LIV R HEFRE A, TR R BIEAERE KNG, HATERFEK—
RV, FR—RESEIEA ZUR AR, M1 E R A 2 T 5 22748 B AT N I e (= 75 77
2025).

RBRVEIE R 2 5 R BEN T ACIA O, 104 Je i3 B BRI A R G bria i
BT HRIT R, REME T RS PRI B RGNS, RS, 2024). EEMKE -, A
REREE LA R, BEAREFRRIEIERE /1. Vi@ E(Afifi et al., 2008). AFE & AE = B (Aloia
& Warren, 2021) LA R SET R RAK RIFRE(E =M, 525, 2017)55 B2 35 fm0 5K o2 Hh IR I8 1 L
FEER AR IR, AR 23R K E AR A LEE B A 5 ERRIA 5 B SR 2 o B e A
I AE R R 5 1) 5.5 /7 K (Koerner & Fitzpatrick, 2002) 5% JiE 741 3B AR 28BS K L %1 70 b 4G B 1) 5 — 3ot
AN AZ O GESE o SHERUA SR TFBOST . EEERIE S PE ;s — B s — 8. BUR SR
Mo ANTRIVEDEASE 2R E T 5K E A DA KA AT Ay SO BRAR 7 5o SR 10 308 v A TR 2 PR I O R K
KAWL T FKEER A Z A —FORR . RK R KRR I 75 32 F (Koerner & Fitzpatrick, 2002).

FE X 18 B A] ) SR BB VAN 20, SRR i DR T TSR A0 S (1 7 3 6T 1 R A DR P 5 A i e AN T
A, SR ATE NS 532 3 IR E 85 B8l (Koerner & Fitzpatrick, 2002). X & H A
MR BEAEAN S T L B & A A I BT B 17— S0 H i 174 5% JEE ¥/ 3 A X ) 2R 5% B
RAEM R A BT TR TR AR FF—B, AN S K BE M R o v — B m) I R BEAE AR PR o &R B 7 Zont
SCBRERUB BN, TR FF KA T S50 46 11 2R i 45 14 (Koerner & Fitzpatrick, 2002). 1 4n &l (1 &
G AR B A, — o FEE S 2R, SR T LM B T (2018)5E H, METHEIE Y4
Z = AR A R B B D 1 I AR AR Y B 3 6 1 B ) AN — SO R A A A 2 R DG
KA, HHHEHAEF. FL b, XA e 2 b M e K2 8RR AR, X6 5 RE 1 R A A
FEHARKRE . BSR FK E V IE R ER YR T 75 77, RT3 A T R B 1 K AR B i 38 H (Zhang, 2007).

RFrm R EE OIME. ITARBES XA RNEZERLRE, FEAFREETFERE R
i R K e 5K RE o6 2R B BB ARSI (Hummert, 2015). BFFCAR IR, K B st i B ) 5 e i 4E i — A0 A
HAA TR VAIERE S, REWSEZE R ATA S, WSO M5 45 K — T 18 SO W BU/A A AL 2 1) %5
(Scruggs & Schrodt, 2021). AHXT L, K H iE— B Ha) 5 R 75 4 ANATAFARBRIA A AR AR EUIK,  H 3 e T
TERHLE B e b R . REFAIE

25 BFRENFREREEEREATE

T A 0L, M R AEHUR . T DR 7 5K 5 S B
H AR DUARBR LA IS OB . TR, 7ERHe * LA - Hey Rl - fRBRHIEE” %R
B AT I N S R R BB LA R R BE T T 0602 52 0 B o
£33

Ho, W2 ST AR SR AR T BEERS  BC R B  AF DL AR T B L . A
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SRR T RERE R SCREX B 7 ORI oK, AT BESE T e et M L& . FERTTER, IR B 2
T, AR Sl BURAG AAD B R R 5T SO B K R .

Hik, Fpgtt a2 G ot 75 BRI EERE R R . B RO R AEA DR T T 22 R A
Hersife, WEFRERSHAMBMIB TR MK FIRS LA K. Filin, & aEFHL.
PR % A B8 B 46 BRI AT 175 0 AT RE R MR SQ RS2 J 7 SERF I SR B, T SR R 5 2% APF L AT e R
FIRMECFHAR S 1R 7). BRIk, FREEH: 200 M AL F] B [ B 5 407 SO A SR REARBR 08 /ARG, TERE
RO H B AT AR AR

PR 2T A 3t 2 e W] SO iy S R R B R L R AR . 3 T 5 SR ) fa (B
R EOL MRS, Ky S AT B8 5 22 RPN TG 1 () B 3R AR 4R S AT s 30157
JERAERIZR TS, By ST e 22 i il RS A, AR A R T DL R 2k A AR T Sk
Blo Pk, HEEEEACGE R EAMAER, tha] 5e e 8y R SRR g 2 A E R . JEHH
FERAE, BOsAeR e Al I A AR E R B R AT ARPR 1SS, H o R AT RT B 52 2V il i AT
H ARG KR -

BEAN, By S Tl e (0 BAR N SR A w] e AE AR IR A A R B0y M R AR — 470, )
REVS LI SRR L (R RRAS BRI, RBBISAY . MR SR AT . A 3R S5 AR AR i 3 55 B 4
LA AN FEC N A AN F B DD RE R MR ELBNEOR . A, SR SR SN AT RE S B 3 R B A
ATHL S, RS AN AT S 55 R N I T e SE 2 AR BLI Be P SO a5 . DAL, RS [R) B B P 15 45 2 4L
AR KT S AT O, T REHE o 5y S 55 AR T 45 2 1) 96 & (1 57 o 1

SCBEE B (BT BE D [RTRE R RERZ M B0 SO A A o SRR B RE BRI, AR 27 7 SRR
i KT RER R, (HAPRECT AR /AR, AT RE S BT ORI AR R A M . TR B L AT
AP BB R R BES . M, AR BARE N TR AN, T T EARNE T I RATHE T B+,
(EX0T5 A7 ] i 3 (R A BT B AT (5 B A e fE IR B3 . (Rl SCREBCT 8 0 vl B[R] 5 e 25
S ) 5 SR KP S H LB

ST B, ARTTUR BT SO BN N BAR RSB AR SCREAT N, T ARSE 4 ARG
BB PRE (1 AT N R . AESHIEWETUH, NOE MR 2 W5t RIEASATOIR0L, K T Hh B e
CLEACRHEUT S LSS AME R, PR HAE i ez A B el A . RIS, ke IO 2
FLARR SRR BTG, DL B I AN RS SO R B R AP E 57

3. Zit5RE

PR R IETE U SR BE B A 2 IR S R sl B3l 75 SN S ARBR SR, AR — R 57 5
WA S EHR I T HARSR 5 BB R s v, (807 S oy B =4 AR A R
H AR EEYIN R

FTXOCFEHR SRS RS, A “ LREVEFIE - Hor o - FIE PR REs” rERAE
2, IR ER S N B K E LE S A . R EfR R, FKIENAPRIZIF R — R 1k
REER, MROREAEMYE. BRRM DIRENE. — vk BRIV S NI 2 4R R G . BT R
W e W] R AR BB 5 BN SR SR I R S ThRE LRI 4, I AT et — bl KRk
H AR OR R IS0 B e 1 PR [T 45 i L3S T OB B AN S N RS2, D0 T i 32 8 5 STAK
T IERE A DL KBS 2 I LRI . BRI, AW TR AS TS S e o A B 141 465 i 5 4 P2 B A M )
T3 AR FIREEE A5, T AR AR AR B A N SR S VER R EUR, R AN R4 FE AR il R e
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