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Abstract

The questionnaire survey was carried out on 411 old people in Chongqing by using the general
well-being index scale, the perceived social support scale and the UCLA loneliness scale. The re-
sults showed that there is a moderate correlation between well-being index, social support and
loneliness; social support has more advantages than loneliness in the prediction of well-being in-
dex of the elderly, accounting for 76.99% of the total variance in two variables. The research indi-
cated that increasing the social support of the elderly may be an effective way to promote the
well-being index of the old people.
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1. 5]

SEARTR BN AR IR AT HOEAG, T AR RV M UM E AR . SR R AR AR EUE — I 2
B HR, BAEEESED, NRAFIEMEE SRR RIEKRE . B “WRE N5
AETETREL AURIRGL, A ST RAR G BRR A FURS 007 T B SR, DUBT AL 2 S AT i 75 5K
AWERE . ZUPIRGL. AR E SRR, HAZ DR DA GO EE, Ak, ik
2012). HAl, FRECHANZERH 2 BTN — AN S48 (0 2 3275 25 ZBUR TR AT — 0
FHRAE T

M E A NSRRI R AR Z , Hoh b 30k, UM AR 48500 X R 23 7 B WA DI
()557E(Chen & Feeley, 2013; R4, &JE, NN, H465%8, 2004). th2x3CRF(Social support)fi 2
MEMKEE. BN A [RIFEE A LA rR RIS I BT (R FRS P S BRI S8, B R 1 — A AFI4:
SRR E VTR S N IX ML R 15 & (Blumenthal, Burg, Barefoot, Williams, Haney, & Zimet, 1987). HF 3%
B, OO 2 N PR B — A E OB ), 2 40 B L IO A 2 44 B Rgaionk, 2
BN B OFEA 22 A R BCE AR R ) 32 W82 (Peplau, Russell, & Heim, 1979).

KT e R 2, AN FER BB AN R AR P F R A A s AR R BRI
LSS WA 25 ik Z 2 ISR B AR YR A S0 DR 2 A AR DA D A A () M R0 B8 DR R 3 B3 T AUk (Siingh, 2015)
FE2 SCHR R MR ARAE SE L2 AT DR I BT IR SCRE,  IX PSR RIAE R o] DR B AN BEAARFIHE X (Lin,
Dean, & Ensel, 1981), iX—M i 5 MM Uik — B (ERA, RE Dy, HREfh, 2014). 4
DXFFZA K REY), RIF 2 R R BRI AR 1 JIUSK (Kearns, Whitley, Tannahill, & Ellaway,
2015) o fEXF SEAR TR ECW S oma h, PIUBRE H R AR D9 Ak 2 SR R i 32 4R 18 2R A AR 8T AR AE
(Hombrados-Mendieta, Garcia-Martin, & Gomez-Jacinto, 2013). 14> FRe 1 38 5 5w A (6] 522 5 i SE 48
TRBUL, o EREXN AR (LA, FREM, 2R, Mg, FH:, JEuRf, 2012, %
f#, 2008),

N AR N AR TR, AEBR D IO 2 SR 2 N SRR B s rh, G675
RV IR AR BRI RSy, TR AR R AR RO T SE R . UE TR N SEAR TR A
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REEEER, AREE T 25, A PEHORIBOUH B S, 38 M2 AN RIERRIREL BRI
ROR o R 22 SC3F BV AR, 7T BRI A% 23 # (dominance analysis), %7777 LA E — 2%
TG B UA 75 5 8% A T AR B S B TR0 i o (% L5 (Budescu, 1993) o AN 5T LA EE PR X FR) 22 4F A AR i
TG, KA EEHER T, MARREATIRS 2, PRI 2 SO 25\ SR 1 B i A
X

2. 75k
2.1 FEMNR

AR BCRE R, 7E 8 PCYa R NI 7 411 £7 60 B UL ERIEZAEN . ZFENTFHFER N 70.84+
6.59 % . Hrh BEiEpyik 168 44, ikt 243 4.

22. BAETR

221 RFEREERER

ZAE NI SEARAE BRI XA L 254k iR 25705 B2 (201.2) 2 ) (KU T S AR T AR 36 I A5 B I Bt - A
Fafe AR R AT SR A TR . BRI LU R R s IR R ILUAN T, R Ak &
FHA RIS RS, o 2500 0.888.

222 FEHSIHER

XA Blumenthal, Burg, Barefoot, Williams, Haney il Zimet (1987)4w i, HHVEM A F A ARF1 L5
(1999)EHi% . ETT IATIE 4 4> S 7 5 2% (Perceived Social Support Scale, PSSS)Jill & % 4 A\ 345 ()t 252
Fio GUBAH SR EEA =AY FEECHRF . PIACCHFIMEb SRR . B R LA, HLf 12
AN, AUTEAL 2 SRR R R AR E W ABEE VR e R T REFIE AR, BARERN o 13
0.9, FLAHSREET ZE NSRRI S (YRdE, IR, ele, &ikik4, 2016).

2.2.3. UCLA i ER

KH Russell, Peplau 1 Ferguson (1978)4mffil, FHVERI 4. A5 bR E 54(1999) 8. &1T 1 UCLA
(University of California at Los Angels) Ut & 32 I & 2 4 A UK . Z 8 R KA I S0k, 3820 ANl
Wie @A RRIOMFRE R, Eikal, 2011). ZERFTH @I IEA B <" —ia, &XXHEb
BRI SN P SRR 3 T AR K I3 B (£ 501, 1995). UCLA MU 26 76 Fe [ p 2 SR B b B RIF IS
L, MAEM o RECH 0.90 245 (BHE 77, ATH S, 2005).

2.3. MEMEFEHIELE

T A 7B AR 52 20 2 00 I I AR R 1, RV AR — X — & 7, BT 2N
FEERKH T RORE . HE OB IARE ., BT, MATERERTZE 7 RERIEI .
WA AU RS, RS2 E NI . HEREWS, KA SPSS20 Giit B AT i %N,
BRI . TEREEEF N 5, B Tt — 2 b 2

3. /R
3.1. BEAERIEH. MILMLSTIFE SRS T

K SRR L PR R AR AR B (BA T IR AR 18 580)  AIUBUR 0 AR TE A 22 SRR IS 70 AT Al
SIREAR T R BARBENE 1o SURRY, ZFANFARIEECRIVIUERAENE R a3 2R aik
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32. B BEEMEZEZEEX
XEFENFEREIREL UCLA IR AN TEA: 2 SCRFE R S AT HE B AT OG0, B L% 2.
BAREIR, ZHENEEIBE. UCLA UM B RN GUEAL 2SR SRR EAOC, MCHERZ . SUEL
DA AR IO, MR R HAE 0.635~0.888 L [A], MHRMEE
3.3. MMAM S FHFRMEFAER/ERIANERZS S
NP G (X o) A 22 S (Xo) TN & 4 N SR 5 K (Y) BOARO 240, SR 2 2 Iml A T 2 20 8 XL
X2 43 BN BI AL 5 A 8 1 B 1 4% A 7R 5 B = A B (B ST (AR?) . B S5 S 3.
BT AIREY]: AT S T, JFH, S CRITTZER 23.01%, e sCkfd
QLRI ZE [ 76.99%. X —Z5REH], I HE NERRIEEUKCPR, A SCRFEL AU A/ Y 5E 5

Table 1. Gender difference T test of Happiness Index, PSSS and UCLA (N =411)
F 1 ZBFEAEREYR, IRESMAELIRHDOMRE T RN = 411)

FE(n = 168) Lot n =243
T Nl Rl PR ZE t p
SEARREL 3.98 0.57 4,02 0.64 -0.721 0.471
P S) 37.68 9.14 36.37 8.08 1.536 0.125
G SRFR S 63.08 11.98 66.30 11.20 —2.766 0.006

Table 2. The average, standard deviation and correlation coefficient of Happiness Index, PSSS and UCLA (N = 411)
=2 ZFEAEREY. RNALRHNNE. FEEMBEXRB(N =411)

FHME PR % S EARTR L UCLA Ak 3£
SEARTRE 4.00 0.61
UCLA il &% 36.89 8.53 -0.376™"
Gt rL o SR 65.00 11.60 0.575™ -0.425™"

vE: "p<0.001.

Table 3. Value-added contribution, the average contribution and the total average contribution of the prediction variables

=3 BTNEEMIBETIE. TSRS TSR

HH TTHR(AR?)
THRERI ) B A 5 (X) R?

X Xz
S K =0, “FH5TEk 0 0.141 0.331
e 0.141 — 0.211

X, 0.331 0.021 —
K=101, “FHoTim — 0.021 0.211

X1Xo 0.352 — —
PR — 0.081 0.271
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4. ¥+1ig

AT IR FE I S AR R 2 T (1) S S R S U PN 2 4 N SRS S AR R A& 1. A,
%03 R SRR TS SR R AL A T AN A A T R R O B, A T R AR AR
DNFIHEAT FLA, AR b 4 T U A AT T ) S K8 15 IR e o

41 ZEANEZREHHMNER

LFENFEARBE S MR MR, X H5RZ AT N4 Re — B4, EIsE, 158154,
NI, 2010). 29 AIIMUBACE AEEMER 2 57, XWEMIE 7T ANRIBEFEE RO, RS, R
2009: FEER, #FF, BT, /K b, AOKE S, 2014). TiEHE ARG RS SR AR E VR
o, WY RE S T B, XRS5 ENMNE TS R &, X AREE T &
PESE R [F 1 O R A BREUERYE, S S ANERLA N BRIC &R,  tSEINRE A% I8 SZ B AP AR OO R SCHR (5K
o, wKIKEE, ZFRUF, 2015).

4.2. R FFAIME ERIERER M

AR BB S TV SV IR DU AR TS B G (Diener, 1984; XA, B EE, 2015). Al
MR AE A N b DL — o M 15 88 (Singh, 2015) . AIOMURR S 38 248 A B A 5 I8k, AT IAIG 1 3
EEEIEA

B AL 2 e v 2 AR NI SEAR e 8 (Tian, 2016: 283, #kid, XIWe/T, 2015). By REFHIH:
DXHF, BRREMSAAMA LRI R AP SRS, MITTECLF 445 B O R, NRRWo a1y AN 2, ff
JE DTSN B0 FTE AR AR B2, R ROBCRAS T A (i, B/, ETEDY, SRR, S,
Bk, 2013; 4L 5, RWUE, 2010).

A2 SRR LU e X 24 N EAmfa B/ 0l o SRR, BEINE 45 N 4L 2 SCRpRE A 20t
AT . S 5E(2008) I LR B, B NSRRI SRR L, PR E g /b, 2 S0FR
SR JJEREIRE L TN R, S22 SR N BB B R RR F 5 2 BTG
%, Titlit, BB, Fik, PRI —A EZRA MR 2 FEA NS
TR W R, I A E B R PSS NN T HE = T2 N SEAR SR S (MR 1, B
TERE, Pi%E, 2010). HJRDAE, ZH ALEMGREE BRI 5, SBMAMH RS S Sk
HEHAT A RIN S o X R IR BIR 0T LA 2 4E N — PR A 28 A, I 3RAS 3T 4 2 S e ot
Ha I 2F N4

M SRR N AR AR B 2 I . AW ARM, A SRR DB R AR AR
e, Hae T DOE R E B, O RS O R, B SE AR PR UK P (Kong,  Zhao, & You,
2013; 255, RWIHIE, 2010). M NFE BT LA R A 20 75 T O RR IR I, 7038 BRI A2 75 SR
RN, KA ) A2 . 7E B IRIATTRE ) N BRI %, RAFHIHE S SCREARILH T
FRRRIER . N IR LA S H AR 2 2L 3R AT (R 4 2 SR A2 22 4F N B 31 e ) AR I R B 22 )
TER, GRfR IR T A0 FE B O g, T ORRR 1 2 4F NSO RS (R, /R, DY, 5RARYT,
Sk, AR 2013). AR SCRRERENS @IS IR B AR NI R UM AR TR A, dEREE RN R I SR B
O FESC I NEARIR BT . XSt AR, dhae SCReR &4 N AR R HO 58 /758 T 9K
MR A

4.3. BAZBENERIEHHTITHIE
BEARIRTH 24 N HOAE & SCRF AT AR INAR AT B0 AR F8 O HLRE R AR N AIUUES, IR A 3RATRT AR
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W2 Pl AT HE Bt R R T EAE N A & 308F, R R IR — MR MR, EHRFRERBEZENS
B2 KPR AATRI R Z AL, SR TR A S SR ARR IR BY . E NI & SO 2RI T
=T RN A EEA N . Bk, A XH LR B2 % 05 T ) R E EE AR SO R
IRAEEENRIRE R, TP RS ML A3, S Nkl . BEIONEE LR T HE. TR AR, %
FNPBREL ARSI Rl RO A, 5 E CHAERETRZFEN. ibii122
HPAiEsh, 25, USREE 2 it 3R,

E&mE
R A SRR R RS E “ Wl sE AR R £t 7T (2010CQZDWO7).
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