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“Raising Sons for Old Age ”or “Raising Daughters for Old Age”?
—An Empirical Analysis of Influences of Children Scale and Gender
Structure on Family Intergenerational Support

ZHANG Dong' ZHENG Lu®> CHU Song-—ze’

(1 College of Humanities and Development Studies China Agricultural University Beijing
100083 China; 2 School of Social Sciences Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China; 3 the
Experimental High School Attached to Betjing Normal University Beijing 100032 China)

Abstract: Based on the empirical analysis of the data of the China Longitudinal Aging Social
Survey 2014 starting with the gender roles of “Raising Sons for Old Age ”or “Raising Daughters
for Old Age” this paper explores the Influences of Children Scale and Gender Structure on the
economic support life care and spiritual support given by their children and the role of life

satisfaction in the elderly. The empirical results show that the concept of “multiple children
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more blessings ”still exists in modern society although the increase in the number of children
only increases the possibility and degree of children’ s financial support to their parents but
does not significantly increase the children’ s spiritual comfort support to their parents. It even
reduces the children’ s support for their parents’ life care. However judging from the results of
intergenerational support the more children there are the higher the life satisfaction of the
elderly will be which is consistent regardless of whether they are in urban or rural areas. People
are more likely to receive financial support and spiritual comfort from their children but the
amount of life care they receive has decreased. At the same time ‘raising children to prevent
the elderly ”faces a series of challenges especially in rural areas. Compared with the elderly
with more daughters The more sons are raised the financial support life care and spiritual com—
fort that the elderly receive will decrease but it does not significantly affect the life satisfaction
of the elderly and daughters are playing an increasing role in the care of their parents. In addi-
tion the number of children has a significant positive correlation with the life satisfaction of the
elderly and all kinds of support provided by children have significantly improved the life satis—
faction of the elderly.

Key words: Raising Sons for Old Age; Raising Daughters for Old Age; Children Scale; Gender

Structure; Family Intergenerational Support
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 1
2 0.059" 1
3 0.134 0.168" 1
4 0.097°  0.054°  0.154 1
5 0.083"  -0.049" -0.020" 0.033" 1
6 -0.041° -0.053" -0.056" -0.017" -0.103" 1
7 -0.037" -0.054" -0.047" -0.001 0.323" 0.656" 1
8 0.022° 0.017 0.031° 0.023" 0.386" -0.746" -0.158" 1
9 0.007 0.039" 0.008 0.007 0.110" 0.011 0.037°  0.026 1
10 -0.064"  0.078° -0.046" 0.072° 0.448"  -0.026" 0.128" 0.154 0.069"
11 -0.0640 0.078" -0.046" 0.067° -0.360" -0.020" -0.167" -0.122" -0.315"
12 0.060°  -0.085" 0.047" 0.014  -0.218" -0.009 -0.075" -0.058" -0.273"
13 0.065" 0.013 0.084"  0.291° -0.107" 0.006  -0.032" -0.039" -0.081"
14 -0.043" -0.072" -0.005 0.006 -0.052" 0.022" 0.038" 0.003  -0.133"
15 0.104 0.015 0.046 0.107°  -0.252° -0.030° -0.129° -0.082" -0.174"
16 0.061° 0.007 0.025" 0.067° -0.091" -0.023" -0.068" -0.031" —-0.065"
17 0.094°  0.088" 0.011 0.093"  -0.079" -0.027" -0.052" -0.015 -0.001
18 0.048"  -0.026"  0.003 0.012  -0.206° -0.028" -0.057" -0.038" -0.095"
19 -0.054"  0.270 -0.004 -0.021" 0.101" 0.038"  0.092° 0.008 0.122°
10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
10 1
11 -0.252" 1
12 -0.391° 0.275" 1
13 -0.103" 0.169" 0.087" 1
14 -0.279" -0.039" 0.158"  0.105 1
15  -0.060" 0.413" 0.151° 0.165 0.023" 1
16 0.035 0.185"  0.060°  0.022° -0.089" 0.316" 1
17 0.252° 0.203" -0.013  0.066° -0.170"° 0.291" 0.112" 1
18  -0.173" 0.174 0.211° 0.088" 0.065" 0.179" 0.032" 0.056" 1
19 0.124" -0.142° -0.431" -0.018° -0.071" -0.137" -0.056" -0.030" -0.172" 1
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- (4.26) (1.48) (2.90) (0.67) ( -1.56) (3.58)
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