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Does Generation Gap Influence Intergenerational Supports

Analyzed From Rural Elderly Parents’ Perspective

XIONG Bo
( Philosophy Department of Zhongnan University of Economics and Law Wuhan 430073  China)

Abstract: This paper analyzes the intergenerational supports from generation gap based on rural elderly
parents’ perspective. Using the questionnaire data in Shandong Hubei and Shanxi provinces the study utili—
zes quantitative research method and finds that: first the generation gap does not have obvious effects on eco—
nomic inter — generational supports; second the generation gap have negative effects on labour supports for
both elderly parents’ giving and getting except for grandchildren — bearing; Last the generation gap has nega—
tive effects on emotional supports.
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