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Abstract

This study focuses on contemporary university students’ cognitions of elderly care, employing a
questionnaire survey to explore their cognition, attitudes, and future planning regarding elderly
care issues. The research reveals that students’ cognitions of elderly care exhibit diversified charac-
teristics, influenced both by traditional family values and modern societal care models. Findings indi-
cate that while a majority of students believe elderly care responsibilities should be shared among
families, governments, society, and individuals, most demonstrate limited understanding of current
elderly care policies. Factors such as gender, academic background, and family economic status sig-
nificantly shape their cognition. Based on these results, the study proposes recommendations to
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strengthen elderly care education, improve the social security system, and promote the develop-
ment of diversified elderly care models.
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Figure 1. College students’ cognition of elderly care responsibilities
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Figure 2. Distribution of elderly care responsibilities
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Figure 3. College students’ attitudes towards supporting parents
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Figure 4. Understanding of elderly care policies
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Figure 5. College students’ attitudes and evaluations on current elderly care policies
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Figure 6. Students’ expectations for policy improvement
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Figure 7. Manifestation of college students’ elderly care cognition
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Figure 8. Level of personal retirement planning
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Figure 9. College students’ willingness to send their parents to elderly care institutions
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Figure 10. Correlation between gender and willingness
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Figure 11. Regional differences in willingness
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Figure 12. Factors influencing the decision to place elderly parents in pension institutions
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Figure 13. Level of understanding of elderly care policies by academic major category
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Figure 14. The Impact of major on college students’ cognition of elderly care
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Figure 15. Correlation between the only-child status and the level of policy understanding
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Figure 16. Correlation between family residence and choice of elderly care mode
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