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bE 2 S8 SA W R A A > 0¥ F AR B LG H 20117 RERALERK
FOG#E » #5 AH20145 281.28 A » E2060FE KB ATEHE A » ¥ Ak
FHEEA0% (#8dg » 2014) o PIgFan L i o B 50T QB 2 5 A RE A R AL S 4
Ko A EERE R LA » b b — A B ] B TE A R AR b = AR
S ZRER N » & & LTI ZHE MBS #E A5  (Attias-Donfut & Arber,
2000) oA FEMFEFWIMAKREHRZBE (FEE - EEHE > 2008 ;
Fingerman, Pillemer, Silverstein, & Suitor, 2012)  {C[EIRE (R (4 i B 8 A&k »
S B 5 A HA A 0 0 0 T DL R {1 A R B 2R 1 BOR RS B EBR R (Lin, 2015)
I - $FE8H R GAEIAR > 898 T LA ZEARE > THEF 201 =R RIBIGR - 7]
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A R BER S oy B o
FHER R AE Y 22 AR 0 - 52 Gl W T AR R k& ~ BB RIS I B 1 S 38 ) DA B
B kAL A mBEER SRR - (TREATE (Bengston, Elder, & Putney,
2005) - R A IEE G AT RE I 52 A LT Z F X (Pruchno, 2012) -« EEE ~ [
SRR B iy B i B K22 55 i 5 B0 I 20005 2 f7 7 Jee Fifl DA 52 G il 15 B U
At > B BB TR EE ) REREER - MR AR A IS EHEHY
BEHERE (AARP 2001; Seoul National University Institute on Aging, 2011) - {H
R BERRIACRHEIRRAGR - JESL B T2 mall THEE ~ EENFR K BB E
RS (MRANEE » 2012) - BB GRS H 4 % sr 84 (Allen, Bilieszner, & Roberto,
2000; Amato, 2005) - Fingerman%E A (2012) sHigH : S 6d i {CEL S i h A [A
TACHIBAGR » 85 BT € 2T A HRBA R IR K -
AT e R v 2 S AR AR e R POt & SUIE RS B £ B R R s 2 - I 1 %
RSB N A fr R rT e 2 B SR i 722 52 - i TR ) e TEIR WA - o8
T AC B ACRE ~ B T 2B X FF R BT - BEME » AHsestE TH AR
(Generation 1, G1) DI AT 7% (Generation 3, G3) | B ed it (Cix A
(Generation 2, G2) » £EFEHACRHIBAGR > HFFCHBIATT -

— ~ AT R SRR EL AL R ~ AR 2 = A Z R R E AT S R AR A o

o T NE YR BTl R B R R S AU 2 (U] SRR AR A Y S B IR 55 -

& MEERE

— >~ BRmERO T REFE

(—) ERHMERNESR

M8 sdwi{X (Baby Boomer Generation) ] » —#&K: » 1296 H 1945 £ X
M FORE LI £1960 & AR AR REN AL o TERIRBE G RUBRRIR TR Z
S% o B ~ mE N R - (B B BT T B IK i R & > Elg A AN [F] (Cochran,
Rothschadl, & Rudick, 2009) o DIZEEAEHE - tHECP BRI (A 2800 K& T 18
TRMFKE 2 1R 18 AR L R A B3R 50 (Alwin, 2011) o HLZ5RR T
5 0 BSEIHEE 1950F AR WIAS oK » il ~ iEBIHIE 7€ 1940 F A BIZE 1960
AR > PRI E BT R o S B A S I IS R B R BRI AR 43 Tl B 19454
R 1954 B 1961 £ 19654 (5| H Leach, Phillipson, Biggs, & Money, 2008) - rx
I B A R 2 B2 Sl AR AR 2 5 TEIBETE{C ) (Dankai No Sedai) - 3Z2#51947
FERETSTFE AR (Asao, 2007) o DIZ#EAKFE » Hi A B 8L B 1 & 78 sh Bk
FEELZ 0 HI1949F B REUFIER 218 - A ANOEAE308 A > Hinlw 259 —4&
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FIEFOM 4 KR ABERE LT > BFEFHNE0FEEL LLE - £
196744 P E40E A LT (WEERFELR] » 2013) o #Fil & B 52 S X2 8
BRFE - MHBA TG Tt s "B SN 0 SUE R 1946-1064F 2 MR & » B E
gk DU ERE0RG 58 - DUSEIE B IR R B8 O O A Bl A 2R 3 i A IR U 20 0 42 - o
MEIR R G4E) FUCH T1949F 19665 ) LB (4 - BE&ZE » 2003)

(D) ERBMERNEE

BN HRANBRS » Httd ~ AOFR B BRI > B EBZAEY

(The Gerontological Society of America) P FEZH] ] (The Gerontologist) & H

fi T2 S A0 B - 3 22 6 W AU BE E— 1y B ARG AN > BR9e 8
AR R AL R R+ & S0 e ~ BSE T > IR HEE ~ T B4 ar R > DLW #E
B~ R\ B Bt o 45 R S AR AR R - FE R AHERME 98 77 1 (Pruchno, 2012)
2GR R g BB S8 > s (2006) [RIBHERTY
T B b > fRHH R RN ERBBOR B RS A E TEEES » EE
R (15 ] R PTG HE R AR EE RS AR o 19607 (4% J Br FH i T 56 2 08 528 R {2 ot Iy
RN ER AT B T o R R ROR W B 0 AR BAAT  AKEE AL B 1980F
REME BT ZERT 55— T B > A - 20k ~ PERIA 6 ~ I i ~ 585 07 T5% (fL
FEHH > 2006 5 (FBEE ~ FRHE > 2008) o Hiz > 1968FEiLFHIREBEE » B
PHERGEE  BHEABEERS - LB ANEERNEERE @ 655 LI ¥ AH
BIEE A WL ER/NRLLT (8 7#%) » 55~645 1 REBEEE A0 Lk B
KDL B BEHACER L » R ¥F NOAGHEA SRS LFIAZWEhn (REED
2009) -

LSRR 7 K A RS R S ot - O HAS R ~ BOa MRS TR H
B LR BB L AL - ¥ > & HEE R E B 250 > 2o MRS e TRy 38 5L 1
I BHESI A E R E—R 0 SR FAEENEGESZ T (e - BHL
2005) © FRTM > DLEEEIARE - 1960 1% Bt 15 & B B IS 252007 BTt 3B — P IIS &
DUBE S #1854 ( Faust & McKibben, 1999) » WhitbourneEiWills (2006) ¥ 45 H]
LGB S B — 1A e 2 % Ju iR IR R - ANEAS ~ AIETE - AT ALER
REURK B35 22 BRAPE 22 B e 2 B o RO BR A5 AN 128 St BRI A ik > B B OR A = 4 1 A 07 3
KB R AR FIBCR A £ AE AR (Lin, 2015) -

= B R a AR R B R4
(BB g EE (2008) [0l & 8 60 F 2 o) B2 1+ Er B2 5T - d5 it « (X RALR Y
S 4 Ik 7 A WFJR A o Bengtson fl Schrader (1982) #2 t X il it 2 ¥ i
(Intergenerational Solidarity Theory) » B TRKEEETR ) » ZAECHE R (RE
fii /e % H AR HERT » 3 B 2 1 ) 2 ERE 0 IR R & M BN o 2% 0 B
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— AR #2287 & (Intergenerational Ambivalence) HUHES: » &3 CHIBH 17
Hy1E & [ E S (Pillemer & Suitor, 2002; Szydlik, 2008) o H b » (LR S HF A HAFE &
il 75 m) A2 5 B 26 W S RE TR - NS E AT - AU SRR S B & AE Al
A B i &) (Hanson & Sauer, 1985) » A 22 #7378 [ B HE IR 1Y
At (Lowenstein & Daatland, 2006) © KRR B [0 5 L £ AT AR FEIY ~ FrAE R X
Fe AR Us > WA TR A AH AL 17 Bh R AR B AR B 2ERY BB {7 (Mancini & Bileszner,
1989) o

LR o it L W ST 1 € R o 70 A AT A T B W R L A WAy 2 |
B o PRANTE (2015) 5ORMHBARIRR SRS I RIRFHER & 5 AR ROl 1 2o 82 5l i
A s Bl AR B NRY THERE ) X (Pivot Generation) - #E& {2 HRIER
BEEASE o AT AR ) o W I AR o R TB A1 HITE
NAREL BIFR IR - iR 2B Tal$ ) (Janus) > BEWRFRER =802 ARy R i
A B & TR EEMAMG (Attias-Donfut & Arber,2000; Hagestad &
Herlofson,2007) o FHE A @AY TH A - 52 5 Wl TH A 25 16 o SRR ACRE AR SR B (eg:
Attias-Donfut & Wolff, 2000; Schoeni, Freedman, & Martin, 2008) - FingermanZ
A (2012) $5H + 5t ACBE R i A A (R AR R BR 1% - 1 B8 8 2858 i AR B AR
R o JE b T iz [ 22 5 W T AR IRE 38 2 B AL B R SRR 122 FHACRE ~ 1K
FErkHC = mEEe T F ) 8 TREFFE) 2R ~ &5 ki

(Igarashi et al., 2013) o

TZ BTG ARE » & AW FSI A B 2 IR S FF = 220 LR R it
F (Lin et al., 2003; Lin & Yi, 2011) » FE » FHEH K] [ ERAS T A 557~ KB
BIERFFTR > TR A B AR IR PR BL 784 E - RalvE (2012) {EH
St E B A 20 E LRI ¢ RIS R F 2 B ACRE[R] AR B EL 51 2 3 4 s
B 0l HAFR SR R 7 2 B ACRER AU AL B E B B TR AL ) - thil /R IERS &
RERY RS B 55 15 1h B o m AR ELE A IR 22K E - R AT S BT R 7 22
I > ME SR B L R AR SCRE » ARG -

AT o 20 A B I T HR AT RO RS S R R 25 B T Bh R I LAEESE - 5T
HHFE - ACTHBER PR A RS - (BRA RIS TRCE R ACRE L B ZIAEN
R o FKEEAFEACHAE A S8 fe BB e B R Wi AR 8L o ASBHF 92 37 5L 5 Al i
B SR SCFE o Bl itk — AR BA AR i A% O 5 E - 38 RS S B 55 75 1 B 55 45
1 AR SE S R IR (CREIRR LR » B TACKE (G1)1 ~ TR (G2)1 ~ THE
Ffir (G3)1 F= DI L 5t 2 AR R AR I - HASE A BB 4 B2 X B
TR FERLEF o

ZoHERMIXEFORE: TR I B2THFR] 2!
#EAS b ERRERAEE TR > FURERIEEEZHAL » EEm T
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BB TR REF285E TEeEEEXy > I E LR - A RE AR
A o T PY T B KA A R AR AR RS B AR M2 RKEE R
PR AR 2 2 ) B o MRAIEE (2012) WFFERE : FEE L E8E > A
M E B+ R (B ERE AEEE T o FE TR NE IR S
HAG T AR XK o B E > BE 2Bl A R R LA 2B nEEss » FERRE KR
WSR2 TREERER 1 » B 120 F 2R ACRERS SRRy TRFEAY 1 AAREIBATR 2
IS - ZotkE (1998) (& ME MR H 28 - AR - FE IR 11X
B4 REEMER FE N » MBS E B OB (4 i) F A8
B oo FEZ R MHBA TR I AHE R B E AR » BT R B SR B
FARE s REF BT mE T b 824 BRI IR R SRR e T $24it
(#Ra0¥EE » 2012 5 Lin, Chang, & Huang, 2011; Lin & Yi, 2013; Yi & Lin, 2009) -
SRV 77 5% JE AT SCHF A H 7 [l WY 72 5 > (B ST b R 3 R AR U U EE A A G T
[II:TJ °
B2 ST ACARER » AU S F 2 Bl vk & RO UIRAS B IR e 2 > i R =ik
R B AR 2 s AL B2 G i H (B 3 47 AC RF AH BE RO I TS 5 i 82 S iR 2 1 2
B E D o ol BRI RN B A FRE &% 7 B LR > BRI RS AN 5
R~ BRIESEELACRREER LI o 1F THI#E ) & TEIR) P28 > Bt
B 5% BE A SR 1 B 2 2 3 H AR B9 =X 2 2 A5 BGER R S E Hidt & » HACH Sy
1§ 2B R 6 - IEEZFARIUER 2 HE > HEERNEEBE 25 EME
] 42 (B 1 20 SRR B b B 7 S R A 15t — 20 BRSTHY B SRR o

W~ R X FG ARG - AR

BiE 25 AT B AR AR 1 H 2 500 > AH BRI A 52 B ) A R T ) 43 Bl R ge A IR AR 2
Sf o e —D A TR ) BURES » RS AN (W] i 22 A A CRETRR CR A JEAY » A 52 E A
A FCTE BR AR 26 B T 3 o AR SR AN HU W B 0 E B2 10 B - th /B 4% HC{th 28 20 7 3¢
£t o R > FIAMMH R L AR 2 X8 (5~ 5555) ~ PRI XF (%2/
%) o DLRASFETACZ AR SR 70 BIE T 0 07 » DABURS I ZERS R B 5 2 T R R
PR EIER I - Hogan, Eggebeen®il Clogg (1993) & Jt i Fl T (£ 4541 77 #r (Latent Class
Analysis, LCA) 77358 I3 A AC T30 H#8 » S 3 « SEBI SR EE Rl - 20 B AC RER AT A LR
f o TRACHE, ~ TEsc#el ~ TPke% ) ~ THE% ) DR - Hik » #sk
B2 tH BRI TR [ PR X TRERY 73 M 0 )73 (40« #R40%E » 2012 : Dykstra & Fokkema,
2011; Lin et al., 2011, Park et al., 2005; van Gaalen & Dykstra, 20065 ) » {#i{{{ 2
1) S Al RR Bl S K7 75 (m) S5 (S R - B A R fR AR AR (U SR ac R Al - 15
LATA]IRE F8 BT S R A A i ) 25 R 1k ~ AR e 7 1) o [RIL - B R VB (2 R8N 43 AT )7 35
PRET T SR AC i R AT » 2@ Rl T 2 2R i Fh AN [R] TH ) S dse A2 #2273 A R - i
S RE 22 ] S A 52 S T AU SR i R i 1 B 2 T AT SR AC R R L
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FHES R PG 75 i ZE 38 B - 04 5 SR ERI AR SR - B am e i ACE =X » B 211
{CRR MR T2 (S SRRy T Pt ) URE - EREROMISC R « A 1 2o it
CERXBW R 2 PG EE AR SR - (AR e N EfRfty (FER
2014 5 FRANVE » 2012 5 Linetal., 2011) - 175 B &8 2 AU ERT (TR 3 H HI D
FAFFE AT » =R ME RS KA R (G1ELG2 ~ G2EBLG3) ~ AS[RIFEA Y
SCFF (MBS ~ 55995) » LU SRR 32805 160 H R B (R0 SO AR BB O 5 T4 i B RS
A 3 > IR B2 AR SRR 0 TR > SR IR T 20 2 SCFF % R 1 fit
CHENR L T MER) FHEEFE ? ESRTE -

2 MRTGE

— AHRRAREHR

AW LL T2 AL B R AR AR = ) (DU TR T s&R A L) R
WZE R TR EMME | BRRETT 08T - +L & 8E P E R ) g = R Bk Rk 05 1% -
S m B A ABBRE - Sx AP - = B e 185 LLERY AT » (5 A B A 2L
o PR M B THG 35 R A R A R IR SR - TRIEMME ) BN 5Eds 2,135 (&
JeE o~ HRSE ~ BEEHE > 2012) o AWFTEEEBHES TR ZCHRBEE
WAL R R e 0L 1940 — 19664 1 A 2Bk A » e —B DL TAARHFEIR ] ~ ThE
FECREE BRI BINEIR TEDR —RARHFIE) 8 TEDR —E 122
LBRGURIH A > HEEF287 A - AT HSRE 2 AT A HA AR Y

- 434 |l 2
=~ gEAZ

201141 8B A S SIS — R EMMBEER > St EEEIH
& B AR A BT AT -

(—) EHBIE

1. B2 5E 0 TH (X4l B Bl 1 2 MR < SEA TR ISR - ZZMER0 - MR Dl itz
ARt - SRS CRY BE121 A (42.2%) » ZPER166 N (57.8%) 5 TiREE 1 &
JTHHE 5145 0 (50.5%) » 53142 (49.5%)

2. SRS H ACHS AR D0 B B £ 1 2B ARIR L - BOFR A (B8~ FE) ~ HEE (%
18~ BESS ~ orfE) o EAEEFEPOSIEE - 1A o BB AEE /R EEF
H (86.1%) » MEE 22 I UEEEE 2 8 (75.6%) -

3. WL RGP « Zah& £ A RIS - BHEb TRAr ) 2 TR -
DHlkE T 1ESS) - AN HFMERIRDUR I TR (FH8=3.81) -

(2) BiREIR
1. 22 50 W ACRE AR O« 3256 & E BB &P SR g WA B A SR e 3 5 — A Z T
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o HHH MERZ Y £ TRRZ Y - 2l T1ESS) o BE 2 H I £
REPRDRHERGT ) (F9%=2.80) -

2. BRI R « A9 323 B AT AOK e BER I BERGIR DL » M &5« TACREM & & At
1~ TACBRE— AR - —SL ) ~ TR — AR~ —BERR ~ TACRE—ER
—HEC » BACRHETTEGERR ) VURH 5 S RlRe T 1-40) o H o BUBE - ROR AR E
B RME - QR ETRTRE1.98 » REBEGEETRARE (50.2%) Hif#
AT

3. BUEF R TARRDL « Wy s THERIE TAEY ~ TRHEZBTIE) - iEEessE L T2
BETAE) 230 o E TR A ZMTIEE(E61% » 2R TIEER39% -

(=) KEFF1EED

M Thasel) ke TRIEZE (BURBVINMZ ~ MR ) RTEFE SR B HE H &
MEeft) Bl DES ) SRR T - 3E%3E AR - WE—FWN - T35
Fra TR (RFET20) WiBhl 3 DIk TREHE SR (BEET220) Wi -
BHE TR A1 £ TRME D - IRFEH 0 R1ESS) o T U SR A 2 T (1
RO HE - TR~ TEZwa ) W TR SE Dy - TER ~ TREH D -
MRFCH ) B THe(t/ 8152 0 208 - k83 - fR1KFE » B2 HKENHX
FEACHATFAE 2 52 > BRSO T ([R]IRF 4 {1 9 22 < 88 B 55 55 h B A BRBRL IR 4R 1 2 »

%=1
LR : KEAZFRE - BERRMEEZERSE (N=287)

pupE| HilE/ %IH N#(%)  F45H(SD) t {H
e BN
RO AL R 88 1-5 2.78(1.31) ¢ ass
SR8 1-5 1.15(.48) ‘
PRILAL RFE5 7 1-5 2.64(137) | o
RS 1-5 1.30(.84) '
PR FaEEE 15 2.34(.53) o pgoe
BERFE L s 15 1.99(1.26) '
PR F 5 15 3.01A5D o gygsx
EERFTL5E 15 2.73(1.12) '
KEFEERN NGENEEES 79(27.5)

(EELACRE(GD) [RIE: 11(3.8)

B pl 2 (G3) [RE: 162(56.4)

g MRRECHKRFE)  35(12.2)

FEHE 0-4 3.79(.33)

*p<.05, ¥*p<.01, ***p<.001
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(M0) KA ERSR

i< 92 S i AR AR AR AR DL 73 75 TR B AR AR v 2[Rl (0 ~ TR ELACRFRI{E L
=A% (R B R 1 20 R ACBRRIME ) o ke TARREIANRI (. (R Bl o 1 22 R B
WRHFE) o LT A - DL T =A% Fe 22l - 0 T8 SRl 1 2 [l ) B
M B ACRE[RIE J R & OFRE TRIACIR 0 o SBT3 S I ACRKeEsR - T8 B B 1 22 [R] 4
el (56.4%) » HKREs TAUEIAEED 27.5% - T=EHY Al{E12.2% -

() FERE

B TREEME ) s RERT THAMEFEE ) (B - 1997) Z@EHE T
o IR THAARINET RO FEREL ~ TG AR SR A - R it
{1~ TAREACRHL MM LS EET ) ~ BPAR R > NMEEGZE - SR
AR - B ROEI45) > o BOBIR 2RoR H i £ E B HL(E SR R o B
GRS E R TIREE ) (FH=3.79) -

=~ EH A
BrE DO X s BEE SR\ MHEE  EHKEHEE -2
(Dichotomization ) W) XE I % 8 » ¥kl Latent GOLD 6. 1§85 1T PR 58 14 ¥ 1F il 1 1
2 o DOVBE AR o0 17 1 o3t AR 00 B S R B AU AR =X B (B o RIS 23S & &
E o 1 [R]RE A8R A R S AE RE  > R REAE A AL 2 AR A L ~ OR 2L
st e ZHERLE - DRSS ZREMEE R (FouH - 81RE » 1995) - #—25
% A SRR A S R 0 Hoop BRI RS B 2 JE N B = R R LA B > SR i e
RIPRBA1% » iR H 2 3 2 iE 1 EF (Multinomial Logistic Regression) ( E#% ]I ~ 5
B > 2004) o BEITAE N E 5 B 2 0 R T SR A g s

B MRER

— >~ BRAERIZRENE L FAY

ARfgedtE THARE (G1) BRE T (G3)1 BN (G2) - #17X
(ISR R AU o3 7 - DA% &2 18 o i 2 i (ROSR E (RIS R I Bl 2 B » 222 AR 25
MO BLEAE 5 B e > 2255 BRA% IR (2008) Frtaf @ R A 2 Z B e > RIKAICH
BIC{E=K adj BIC - ilfi H 2 & &8 A 3 LL B B/ D - DU 2 B RS 3R 55 I
I o R RUPC R G SRR« (AR SRR AL o7 £ = MR RIS B R R iR 5
fEFEEC (L* = 159.243, df = 228, p = 0.9998) o
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*2
REAXTBEEHELSIERE (N=287)

ERCHETE — — X —H PUXH ik

AIC 2579.008 2549.802 2530.702 2525.388 2527.919
BIC 2608.284 2612.013 2625.848 2653.470 2688.936
Adj - BIC  2582.915 2558.104 2543.400 2542.481 2549.408

Entropy - 1.000 0.884 0.752 0.627
L2 245.894 197.717 159.243 134.233 121.786
Df 246 237 228 219 210

P-value 0.4899 0.9702 0.9998 1.0000 1.0000

LA R R (R SRR 2 oy I T (3R3) - wh/\EHEIRARE - THER
— 1 2R - BGHCE ARE ~ BUE TR R 8~ B H LGB SR
& - fean s TEACHAAY ) o DRV = ) R PER « BB S FE F 255 B
BY - FERS R 7 20 B SRR BE A £5.533 » (HAH B RS HA A R A iy - $R Bk
FF B E ) AR SR REARET - B2 S H (R ) S 15 B AE T 2 Bh 2 1 2
- BLACRE Z AN B LE B IR - ean s TRl M2 Al o TREAN = | 2SS -
S5 TH (CHR B AC R BB AF 1 S 88 5 - M HL PR ERR AR 1 2055 8510 B » T 2 R T =<
Fr L MALY o BEEEAGER - BRI FE R SR DL TH FRE ) 2HPlRG

(39.37%) » TXF: TR Xkz (35.54%) » TEAHA ] 525.09% -

%=3
=RRENREXE : BEHESMBER - RSNV R(N=287)
FEA— FEAL— FEA =
KA H#a H N5 *F BT
ANE(n) 72 113 102
k(%) 25.09 39.37 35.54
LA R S5 Fr 0.500 0.550 0.762*
UL AR 2595 X Fr 0.431 0.558 0.558
RN EEE R 0.056 0.043 0.041
JER AR5 X Fr 0.069 0.069 0.104
RN T 2 e B Fr 0.000 0.186 1.000*
PRHL R F 255 X FF 0.361 0.686™ 0.681%
JEIFRAE Tk 0.292 0.533 0.066
JEFF R LS 5 3K 0.000 1.000* 0.593

fiat - RAPEUERREIE TReftCER)Z 1 2fl: 7>06
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= BEFERHXFHEAGA L

BB S 2 AR SR R R Y (R 58 R ] 2 AT 22 TH i R R B o0 A > DAT H
TEE ISR - KRBT - RIEP A EAE 5 REE LR R 2 5
fRRBALZ B A e 5 B QR S R A 2 BRI (3R4) o AHERS TR P&, - R
BT (A (2 B2 G T e 2 TEACHA Y ) 5 i H - SRS U2 R 1 2 5
RIG ~ RtEE - AHCREISCRi AR TSR B A ) AUBRESIRE  #R B RARTAG IR » A
2 B B T AR AR DL - S SRS i (B SR g B T Z [T SCHRp R R 2 T
e R RAE o FHBOARER » B S (C.Z 2 ARV AR TR oK - HINE R B S B A
g B -

A& I EER R AT E - A REREI T » AR SHRHE T
AT VB B o AR SR BRI SR i B R B o 1 22 53 i (P 5 2 =2 8 AL
A I RE RN i 5 e (] S e RR AR OR LA 2 BRI -

=4
LRAEKHIRERRZFHEEIENEELQFE DT (N=287)
Exp(B) KA H#A XFLET
sl 1.583 1.108
A2 1 R 1.809 1.960
HSARR 626 3.753
FSCAE - ZCHB AR L .805 048%**
PEERIETE .902 790
A FHER R 1.287 .880
FEFEHR I 1.152 1.591
22 TR 1.243 .085%**
R JEEZHE
HREA[FEE 7.670%* 2.258
LKV 1.143 470
Z3EH#(G2) 438 873
x2 171.410%**
Df 22

Cox & Snell 458

Nagelkerke 517

McFadden 283

*p<.05, ¥*p<.01, ***p<.001
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f - FERELETER

AWFFEEM2011 & T EsER A ) B NE K TREMME ) B - 8138
FRGUTHAC BERRS RN SFr i BB % - $Ra 25w C (G2) BdFRE
LB (GL) ~ 70 (G3) 1y TAUMRI SR ) A0 » St 3R B E A Az i ] 58 2 B R
RefoRpasR 2 - 1 TRLEE) B TEIR) BUARL - rAr SRS B AR ~ i T 22
LRSI IAT RS o Al RELE am Al T

—~ BB RORERM I FGETRAY
JE P TE AL BRI o0 A R B S Fp R R - A SRR« SRS AR) = (AR E 2 (U =
FREE AR - Wy R = « TH MRE ] LR - R152 Sl (O SR
FF B R - B ACRE Z A L B AR 5 A5 = AL B2 S O AN
R EEAR HEESF » TR MIARE TR F o B IR E TR 5 DUk > 84
BEBRAE 1 200 SR W AR THRACHRAY ) (54525.09% €0 MRG R Al B i« &K
BE 2 G2 I SR A # - =R MW AR SR BIRE 2 T » Bk 11 b T8 8 ) HO Y
& SR ERIRR I TR (| ) BEDL - & - THFREN) 8 IR LT
AR WA - Jr 1A b e {4 A0 B S 1ah W B (860 o) g (R el B AR =AM 17 o I
JEREM R « BUE T 2R IR S SCRF i BlfG € £ AR » (NSRBI i 1A 2 T Al
E B BRI TR SRR T T $2 4t (D F - 2014 5 BRANVE » 2012 5
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Family Mainstay:

Baby Boomers’ Intergenerational Support Types
Chiu-Hua Huang'

Abstract

This study examined a typology of multigenerational support exchange of Baby
Boomers, their aging parents and adult children. Using data from the 2011 Taiwan
Social Change Survey (Round 6, Year 2, Family Questionnaire). In this study,
subjects were born between 1949 and 1966, with at least one aging parent still alive
and one adult child were analyzed. Latent Class Analyses was applied to develop
intergenerational support types for (a) upward support, (b) support up and down,
and (c) low exchange. The Baby Boomers whose adult children were single, or
unemployed have a higher probability of falling into the “support up and down”
type. While the Baby Boomers live with their aging parents and adult children, it
increases the likelihood to become the “upward support” type.

Keywords: Baby Boomers, Intergenerational Support Types, Latent Class Analysis,
Intergenerational Relationships, Taiwan Social Change Survey
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