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Intergenerational Latent Solidarity Class, ambivalence and
Relationship Quality among Chinese

YANG Jingjing, ZHENG Yong
(Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging 400715)

Abstract: The present research aimed to investigate the associations between solidarity,
ambivalence and quality of intergenerational relationships between adult children and their parents
and their physical and psychological consequences. Firstly, latent class analysis on the basis of
data from Chinese adult children and their parents (N = 121 dyads) shows that five latent
solidarity classes emerged, then they were analyzed by actor-partner interaction models with
ambivalence and quality. Results indicate that better latent solidarity class and better relationship
quality are associated with both generations’ higher well-being, and better latent solidarity class
and lower ambivalence predict both generations’ lower distress; lower ambivalence and partner’s
better relationship quality are associated with both generations’ higher self-rated health, better
relationship quality are associated with both generations’ longer subjective life expectancy.

Key words: intergenerational latent solidarity class; ambivalence; relationship quality; time left in
life; parents
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FJFURIE 20T o Z SRR E VPR SEAREG™ A AR IR, AQBR AR R AN TR 2250t
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1.1 BRI

AT RTE B 127 XA L b 2 AR AR, ATI7E 2015 4F 7 F43-9 452
) AT o IR LE AR AE L BN T A R T T ek 7 A RS ACE & . R
BR A — X — VTR, SCRE R I —AN BUE Lo 3 e B ) 4, 58 BON AR I 2 [R] 9%
RIGVEAL . TAILS A, BBk T 6 XN &, KO IRE 1 Ea 2@, pr AT
ZRTCRE o BRI, RN I IE T A S T 121 Xk A R SRR S AR T L A
1
1.2 WE

REFES: B4 218 H] 1 Silverstein il Bengtson (1997) PRt -y IF T HE 42 2 H A
We EANYERE: B ERITEIS . BRYE S IR S . SHRMERISE . ThRErE IS,
JutE A g AP SE, S 10 S . AR 5, KRERSAVNFEER S,
T ECRIT T, B LIAHRAE, 45 T RIS 303 B i, WEFRACRERPE IR UAE T Lo 54T 5 X
5, ORI . Rl T B IR, FRAT TN S 57 S RERIFL TR AT 22 1) STAT A0 L4518 )5
155 [A] Silverstein AT Bengtson {1 F 11 77 A AL, AN A& H B R % 5 2 AR 1 I 5EAT B
S5, TR X AT S34h, PRI E Clarke 25 (mFoel), Xt iy %
ANFFAESE, A B S A LUK 5 S04k 1 38 P 4 PIBII0-43T

REF BTG ARE5 77 & 17 8 1) A P 2 el g v, BV e v 1) 3k e« ek b/
i CHES AN BRI TG K. "EEMN I=MA, B 4=9E 540 .

FRFE NIRRT S, AR A e, <kl R
IHERRARIACE (BEED DL (L) ZAIMKRR? "B RN 1=4E% AU 4=3E% i .

EVRRRE AU L8 AR, 3% B R A RBEF I, ik R 5 AR
W ? »Z R L=BH R BUALF, B 4= 5 .

EWHEMRY EMKERE A5 Ross AT Mirowsky (2002) W58 IR , “k
FURAEIG B2 /0% 2 RPN (K 3 00 iy TUUIYe 3 00 I 1 ) J2 FHD 23 W7 i T340
SEBRAERE . SERRAER MR RIS A AR AT A .

MEN OG-8 AWFCN & T HARIIN KT, ZEE KT WAKFN 1=H
P AN<1000 7T, F 4= HHA>5000 Jo. ZHHE KN 1=/NMELUT, B 4=t -1 DL E, %A
SRR G BT WK 1.
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AW FMAR R 45 5 R AR R BEA TV LRI 0 AT, R ARBr 7 JE 1 I AN O 2 it — ) F
ANZ R MR IAT Ao X R- RS LAY (actor-partner interaction model, APIM)
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(7 R AT, 2 DRl AT ST R (RO 2 SRR 1 2= A B — R S HEAT DR £ J e 548 »
MR . AT, level-1 MR R AL S, XN EEAREGL R, level-2 (&
XA (R 1) o ASEWEIERRT T2 Mplus 4.0, 22 2 gl PR 4 11 ) 2
HLM 6.08. fXBrXUT AFEES . WATFNSZ BOE 7K AR A 4as il AR S g NS o O T A i B
iR, BATTRHA TR ASMRER ST R T2 ACRE FAPY R LAV G Ae X 43 AR B G R (5L
T Ry BEFRIBEL IR BT T 80N g0t , HERE: AR & DA HAb i AR R AR A T 5
T RCPEE L.

AT Mplusd.0 AT AR IS5 3 A0, K R 25 S e ¥ ok =40 AR &, M4
AIC, adjusted BIC, 1 BLRT Zx4(1) p i, FRATHmA LR T 5 FRuIBIAL. I 2 H5IHA 2] 6
BRI ) AIC {HAR YR 5 k : 4188.009, 4094.208, 4069.192, 4061.680, 4066.537, adjusted
BIC fHH# k43 5 & 4201.093, 4113.993, 4095.679, 4094.868, 4106.427, BLRT Z%¥) p 1
MVR 535k 0.0000, 0.0000, 0.0000, 0.0000, 0.3333. At 5 AHIAAL A AR, M
HACBRI A FEFR5E S (conditional probability>0.400) , Kfilt 5 KB THEE, MALE
B E i gmit fg 5-1.

2 SR

21 RSV

& 1A, AR RREAR AL BT, LR IR BN FEA T ) T 62.4%,
TRAMNGE T 2.5%. XHHTAPFEE R, WAFE L LRIBEER SR M L AL R H N
S, B R AR R, TS TR B LR . AW AN AE R T Pearson
FHOG, HPAHIGN-0.014 AR AE IS T RIAX BR A JE 17 124 1) Pearson AH5C) 1 0.623 (M7
AT TR W AR 2RI ) 1) Pearson AHOG) , JEAR FAHICIIZEXHEAAE 0.105 £ 0.424 2 [W))E
T EEREEEARDS, AR AN ) AN 30 A7 i O AR G =y (r=0.623, p<.001) , 7/ A
Gert oy, S0 HT I A 2 RS2 BIARER OC AR A AR B R IR 5 [

®1 BRI Tevel-1 Fil level-2 AR HEIR 34T

n Mean SD MINIMUM MAXIMUM
Level-1
ERER3:5 242 3.09 0.69 1.00 4.00
SEAR K 242 25.57 4.59 11.00 31.00
D 242 16.47 4.88 10.00 32.00
F WA i T
WA A B[] 242 54.83 16.70 8.48 90.99
fbr 242 0.00 1.00 -1.00 1.00
A 242 1.77 0.87 1.00 4.00
PN 242 1.62 0.79 1.00 4.00
ZBE KT 242 3.02 1.14 1.00 4.00
KA 242 3.32 0.61 1.00 4.00
Ve 242 3.21 1.13 1.00 5.00
T JE i Ik 242 1.85 0.54 1.00 3.00
Level-2

n %
RLKRER 71 29.3
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B KRR 151 62.4
LT RER 6 25
BEFRR 14 5.8

22 REERAXMFEITT BVFEARRE. OEE R EEN

GIRRBL (R 2) , ABRIKRR AR B S5SNI F R A AR I AR AT 25 AR
B, BT SIS . AR ) ARBR R RS, A IR R R, WA AT B
12 b S I B U &N AN AN B b S e PN B AL W e P A R [ S A
S LB IX UL, AN AT SE AT 45 AT IREER 1 AR B 5 R 00 2 il D FLO B 19 KT
1A 2 Je A Je v PR AP UL 2 A 5 v R B 1

K2 AT LORSCRERAER ST S o JE I T O 8 TR AR B U5 1 D S A AT B (1 5

MWD ST o 0 5 — RN A BT ) 2047 45
SEAR K BT
b SE t-ratio b SE t-ratio
RTFFEA 3.214 1.774 1.812 -3.079 0.053 -0.463
KTER -0.748 0.840 -0.891 1.000 0.906 1.103
RUFR -1.225 1.247 -0.982 0.034 0.046 0.745
NN 0.026 0.357 0.074 1.652 1.346 1.227
AfRHZE 1.159 0.259 4.470 -0.690 0.288 -2.397
ATIEGEK  -0.348 0.570 -0.610 2.484 0.629 3.951
AR 1.381 0.527 2.621 0.438 0.585 0.749
PfCR1Z5H]  0.056 0.259 0.215 0.466 0.288 1.618
PGS -0.265 0.570 -0.465 0.847 0.629 1.347
PXAFE 0562 0.527 1.066 -0.134 0.584 -0.229

VE: £ 0.05 AKE G LB, £ .01 AKE U R, ZE 001 ACE G
LEFEM TR

2.3 AREFKENAFEITT BTES AR, =R A TR W5 fr T B

ZiRRY] (R 3, AUSTPJE T XA B P BT, Mo 7 v 56 &R
TR 0N B P RRAT RS o IX AR ], A PR S SR R PR A I, U
FAVHERA S, M ACRRIC R R T RIS B9 AR B A, W2 5w IMA I B PRAR K
(RIS AN E BRI 1 & R TN 0 dr PUYI R 21 1 22 AR, SR TR R R
SR IR 2 A K A SR A i FIUY] o ARHIE ST o 00 A% A I TR D 45 R A AT T ek
M, SERURBL, B REAMRRIE SN T AR I S5 S . TR, RS R TR,
OGS AR A I TR AT S35 (. XU, A AR AR R R M 4 R AR
R3O TSRS ST AESR . a5 AN D% R T AR XU B PR . WA i TIUYI A

LA A I T PR 5 S o o G- R A AR B ) AT 5 2R

H VA TR i Y FHAR I 1]
b SE t-ratio b SE t-ratio b SE t-ratio
LT RER 0.229 0.222 1.030 10.259 4565  2.247 10.998 4.583 2.399
BT RAR -0.207 0.105 -1.966 -5.172 2.160 -2.394 -5.187 2.169 -2.391
R REHR 0.059 0.156 0.376 0.760 0.677 1.122 0.590 3.222 0.183
b -0.064 0.069 -0.925 1.711 0.950 1.801 -6.500 1.270 -5.116
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AfRRIZEE 0020 0.041 0.479 0.760 0.677 1122 1.472 0.791 1.861
AFJEIEEK  -0.241 0.087 -2.783 -0.815 1.485  -0.549 -2.072 1.679 -1.234
AXZJiE 0027 0084 0.316 2.830 1.377  2.055 1.971 1.605 1.288
PACHIEY  -0.057 0.041 -1.369 -0.167 0.677 -0.246  -0.242  0.791 -0.305
PFERM  -0.031 0.087 -0.362 -0.990 1.485  -0.667 -0.366 1.679 -0.218
PX:AGE 0159 0.083 1.896 1.379 1.377  1.002 1.553 1.605 0.963

3 itie

AWFFCHAE ] T =20 FAR R RSN BT, SIS AR G5 bR L 1R HL
SEOOVEAN, AT T-WETUEACHRAN Tk AN AR By s AL S5 o (ECR AT U BEE 1 &
T LA B B A 4538 A0 20 0 43 2 45 A5 BAT 2 i Al — 2 A i o 45 R — 50,
SRt TLAMIBAESN, IR A1 45 BB AR S S FET I sCURAT B RS E P, n] DAAE AR Y,
FHAE S I TR 4 L R A F 5

ARBS G AESI ARSI 5GBS A QR U (1 1 VP ARG S S SR Y
THA 25 o W] ARSI AR B O R 2L, XA BA R PERIME R 1o
FEZ T FIEFT AN B BB T RARRS S5 D00 . R AR IR AR E PR BB 235
Wi o X2 [ I 22550, W] RE e P AEAHIE T BRI 1 AR 7 JE 1 JBOX AN AR i, T 5%
Wi 1) 7 JLAR AR B 1) S 5 1 o 10 S0 AR 7 i 5 Ao [ 4598 2S00 5 0 2 R 2 TR R G R
5 2 ) RN — I

ARG R, AR A I 1) R U3 iy FUY) 2 T A A G o (EU U 3 i T
S BB R R AR MR, RIACERICZR T LA 2R 0 000, A5 FR 6 % ot vT LA
B WA 1R T2 AT iy PO P o {ELRE T2 A% A N TR 507 52 2R LR 5 IRARER K AR
RIVEAR BT S o 207 fiy FOUY S B2 00 S AR R AR, 2B T L B A G, (H
WA AN TR PR O AR SE 4 T T AE, 52 BUMRLE D 28, LK 2 5% i 2 A PRI L8 B Lok
RILE SRSt i A T
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