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“ New ” Good Fathers ?
The Culture and Participation of Immigrant Families’

Fatherhood in Taiwan – Examples of the Adolescents’ Fathers (Π)

Abstract
The purpose of this study drew attention to the “Adolescents’ Fatherhood 

Participation” culture in immigrant families in Taiwan. In order to achieve the above 
purpose, the study aimed on junior high school children in Taiwan’s immigrant families. 
Using the method of Stratified Random Sampling, it took samples on four regions in 
Taiwan (North, Middle, South, East) and chose 427 children in the South-Eastern 
immigrant families for the objects of the study. By investigating the perceptions of the 
adolescent children, the research instruments would be “The Fatherhood Participation 
Scale,” “The Life Adjustment Scale,” “The Parent-Child Relationship Scale,” and 
which were all developed by this particular study.  The study could also further 
understand the current situation of fatherhood participation in immigrant families with 
junior high school children, and the differences between families with different 
background variables. Furthermore, by analyzing the information collected by the 
questionnaire surveys, the study could focus on the correlation between “the 
participation of fatherhood,” “the accommodation of children” and “the relationship of 
parent-child.” In order to understand the significant comparison between immigrant 
families and regular Taiwanese families, the study also sampled from adolescent 
children in regular Taiwanese families (received 520 valid questionnaires). The results 
of the study would be listed as follows: 

1. In immigrant families with adolescent children, the fathers tended to “earn money”
instead of “giving substantial companionship” to their children. Moreover, these fathers 
tended to “discipline their children’ behaviors” instead of “taking care of their daily 
lives.” In comparison, these fathers lacked “activities participation” in their children’ 
schoolwork.

2. In general, children in South-Eastern immigrant families were most likely to feel like
their fathers do not often participate in their lives in the areas such as “supporting them 
with money,” “giving substantial companionship,” “showing concern on their school 
work,” “disciplining their behaviors” and “taking care of their daily lives.” (compare to 
children in regular Taiwanese families)

3. The participation of fatherhood in immigrant families was influenced by several
factors. Such as but not limited to: the marital relationship between the couple, the 
economic status and family structure, the socioeconomic status (education level and job 



IV 

income of the fathers) Generally, the poorer the marital relationship between the couple 
was, the poorer the socioeconomic status was, the worse the participation of fatherhood 
was. 

4. There’s a positive correlation between these three factors: “the fatherhood
participation of immigrant families,” “the accommodation of children.” and “the 
relationship of parent-child,” 

According to the results above, the study would put forward a few suggestions for 
central government agencies, local county and city governments, schools and family 
education centers to establish policies related to family education and promoted various 
activities .

Key words: Good Father, Immigrant Families, Fatherhood Culture, Fatherhood 

Participation, Adolescent
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1.  

    critical ratio,CR  
 discrimination

 
27%   27%  t

CR 3.00 3-1
50  

 
3-1  

 
 

CR  
 

 
CR  

1 6.830 31 9.591 
2 7.066 32 9.831 
3 7.682 33 9.444 
4 7.287 34 8.384 
5 5.362 35 8.667 
6 5.299 36 10.033 
7 3.991 37 9.655 
8 6.980 38 7.881 
9 8.207 39 7.930 
10 8.639 40 7.747 
11 7.712 41 8.367 
12 5.051 42 9.016 
13 7.794 43 10.905 
14 7.865 44 10.118 
15 10.343 45 5.590 
16 7.439 46 4.477 
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17 9.060 47 3.705 
18 7.172 48 6.296 
19 7.199 49 7.445 
20 7.351 50 2.531** 
21 8.941 51 4.003 
22 8.318 52 5.737 
23 11.094 53 6.326 
24 11.291 54 5.863 
25 7.282 55 6.205 
26 10.741 56 5.551 
27 10.374 57 5.739 
28 10.198 58 5.771 
29 10.019 59 5.445 
30 10.479 60 6.355 
**p<0.01 

2.  

    

principal component analysis
1 .40

3-2
.40  

    Cronbach α
3-2 α=.921 α=.897

α=.905 α=.967 α=.951
α=.848 α=.957 α

7 12 33  
    56

7 7 9 8
10 7 8

3-2  
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3-2   

 Alpha=.921 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

1 .804 .910 1 
2 .841 .909 2 
3 .906 .900 3 
4 .880 .902 4 
5 .773 .914 5 
6 .737 .916 6 
7 .627 .925*  
8 .873 .904 7 

 Alpha=.897 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

9 .811 .881 8 
10 .836 .878 9 
11 .804 .880 10 
12 .551 .906*  
13 .784 .883 11 
14 .766 .883 12 
15 .846 .876 13 
16 .743 .886 14 

 Alpha=.905 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

17 .752 .895 15 
18 .788 .891 16 
19 .760 .894 17 
20 .835 .888 18 
21 .716 .897 19 
22 .700 .901 20 
23 .752 .895 21 
24 .809 .889 22 
25 .720 .897 23 

 Alpha=.967 
  Alpha if item  
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Deleted 
26 .913 .962 24 
27 .883 .964 25 
28 .902 .963 26 
29 .937 .961 27 
30 .905 .963 28 
31 .928 .962 29 
32 .936 .961 30 
33 .788 .969*  
34 .842 .966 31 

 Alpha=.951 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

35 .779 .948 32 
36 .834 .945 33 
37 .862 .944 34 
38 .776 .948 35 
39 .825 .946 36 
40 .836 .945 37 
41 .835 .945 38 
42 .864 .944 39 
43 .850 .944 40 
44 .865 .944 41 

 Alpha=.848 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

45 .786 .818 42 
46 .744 .825 43 
47 .791 .818 44 
48 .761 .822 45 
49 .685 .832 46 
51 .608 .840 47 
52 .587 .842 48 

 Alpha=.957 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

53 .855 .953 49 
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54 .857 .953 50 
55 .894 .950 51 
56 .896 .950 52 
57 .909 .949 53 
58 .883 .951 54 
59 .891 .950 55 
60 .839 .954 56 

 

    

5

200
182  

1.  

    critical ratio,CR  
 discrimination

 
27%   27%  t

CR 3.00 3-3
CR 3.00  

 
3-3  

 
 

CR  
  

CR  
1 8.138 14 9.829 
2 8.961 15 7.190 
3 11.690 16 6.959 
4 13.929 17 10.872 
5 11.126 18 8.973 
6 11.825 19 9.057 
7 11.845 20 10.624 
8 13.873 21 8.634 
9 13.143 22 11.791 
10 12.943 23 12.529 
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11 13.406 24 12.355 
12 11.553 25 8.811 
13 11.640 26 5.416 
  27 9.000 
*p<0.1 **p<0.01    

2.  

    

principal component analysis
1 .40

3-4
.40  

    Cronbach α
2-2 α=.954 α=.940

α=.906 α=.852 α
1 15 16 26

 
    23  

7 7 6 3
3-4  

 
3-4   

 Alpha=.954 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

1 .767 .955*  
2 .842 .949 1 
3 .857 .948 2 
4 .919 .943 3 
5 .885 .946 4 
6 .876 .947 5 
7 .890 .946 6 
8 .913 .944 7 

 Alpha=.940 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 
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9 .888 .928 8 
10 .913 .927 9 
11 .919 .926 10 
12 .888 .929 11 
13 .844 .931 12 
14 .841 .932 13 
15 .675 .943*  
16 .673 .942*  
17 .788 .935 14 

 Alpha=.906 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

18 .773 .898 15 
19 .799 .894 16 
20 .842 .886 17 
21 .821 .891 18 
22 .865 .883 19 
23 .866 .883 20 

 Alpha=.852 

  Alpha if item 
Deleted 

 

24 .847 .805 21 
25 .878 .781 22 
26 .739 .860*  
27 .865 .795 23 

 

    2009

5
200

182
 

1.  

    critical ratio,CR  
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 discrimination 1
2 3 27% 27%

t CR 3.00
3-5 CR 3.00  

 
3-5  

 
 

CR  
 

 
CR  

1 10.483 7 10.639 
2 11.024 8 10.807 
3 13.017 9 11.702 
4 12.088 10 13.991 
5 8.473 11 12.797 
6 12.890 12 9.066 

2.  

    

principal component analysis
3 3-6

.40 55.936%
Cronbach α .70 .79 Cronbach 

α .791  
 

3-6   

  
   Alpha  

1 .688 

31.640% .70 
2 .767 
3 .750 
4 .682 

 Alpha  
    

5 .646 

14.264% .70 
6 .690 
7 .710 
8 .751 
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   Alpha  

9 .825 

10.032% .79 
10 .729 
11 .655 
12 .787 

  55.936% .791 

 

    

 
    

: 
 

 
    2019 :

38.6% 29.5% 29.4% 2.5%
3-7: 

3-7  
    

 15,842 38.6% 232 
 12,117 29.5% 177 
 12,102 29.4% 176 
 980 2.5% 15 

 4 1041  100% 600 

    
232 177 176

15

100
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427 3-8: 

3-8  
    
 232 171 73.7% 
 177 120 67.8% 
 176 124 70.5% 
 15 12 80.0% 

 600 427 71.2% 
    71.2%  

3-9: 
 

3-9  
    

  
 
 

103 
130 
194 

24.1 
30.4 
45.4 

  
 

 

214 
210 
3 

50.1 
49.2 
0.7 

 
 

 
 
 

 

42 
47 
152 
179 
7 

9.8 
11.0 
35.6 
41.9 
1.6 

 
 

 
 

 
 

12 
52 
239 
123 
1 

2.8 
12.2 
56.1 
28.9 
0.2 

 
 

 
 

 
 

305 
75 
32 
14 
1 

71.4 
17.6 
7.5 
3.3 
0.2 

  
 

312 
75 

73.1 
17.6 
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 40 9.4 

 
 

 
 

 
 

94 
137 
151 
32 
13 

22.0 
32.1 
35.4 
7.5 
3.0 

 
 

 
 
 

 

35 
34 
70 
273 
15 

8.2 
8.0 
16.4 
63.9 
3.5 

 35  
36-40  
41-45  
46-50  
51  

 

96 
173 
98 
38 
10 
12 

22.5 
40.5 
23.0 
8.9 
2.3 
2.8 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

20 
141 
191 
18 
46 
11 

4.7 
33 
44.7 
4.2 
10.8 
2.6 

 
 

 
 
 

 

42 
57 
39 
282 
7 

9.8 
13.3 
9.1 
66 
1.6 

 40  
41-45  
46-50  
51-55  
56-60  
61  

 

36 
93 
97 
110 
53 
30 
8 

8.4 
21.8 
22.7 
25.8 
12.4 
7.0 
1.9 

 

    3-9
71%

77% 68%
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73.1% 17.6
9.4%

90% 40 63%

44.7% 15%
66% 51-55 25.8%  

 
: 20%

15% 28%
 

    54% 32%
37% 32%

40 51 45%
 

 

 

3-10: 
 

3-10  
    
 238 190 79.8% 
 174 166 95.4% 
 160 145 90.6% 
 28 19 67.9% 

 600 520 86.7% 
 

   600
520 86.7%   
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SPSS 22.0
 

( )  

 
( ) ANOVA 
     
( ) t  
    
( )  

 

 

 

 

    
ANOVA 1-1-1: 

 
1-1-1  

   ANOVA  
1.  3.76 1.02 

F=158.49*** 4>2,1>5>7 3>6 

2.  3.81 0.84 
3.  3.12 0.99 
4.  4.08 0.95 
5.  3.47 0.96 
6.  2.98 0.98 
7.  3.22 1.08 
***p<.001 

   
F=158.49 p<.001 2.98 
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M=3.12 SD=8.88

M=4.08 SD=7.68 M=3.81 SD=5.87
M=3.76 SD=7.17

M=3.47 SD=10.22 M=3.22 SD=8.62
 

 

    
t

1-2-1: 
 
 

1-2-1 t  

  N Mean S.D. t  df p  

 
 520 28.28 5.70 

4.424 805.128 .000*** 
 427 26.38 7.17 

 
 520 27.74 5.59 

2.674 945 .008** 
 427 26.74 5.87 

 
 520 29.83 8.86 

2.860 945 .004** 
 427 28.17 8.88 

 
 520 34.33 6.54 

3.514 839.110 .000*** 
 427 32.68 7.69 

 
 520 36.40 9.88 

2.565 945 .010* 
 427 34.71 10.23 

 
 520 21.27 6.76 

.894 905.420 .371  427 20.88 6.84 
 427 25.77 8.62624 

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001 

    1-2-1 t

t 4.424 p<.001 2.674 p<.01  
2.860 p<.01 3.514 p<.001 2.565 p<.05 .894

p<.001

 



22 
 

 

    

1997 2000

 
    

 

2007

 
    

2001

 

 

 

   
2-1-1: 
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2-1-1   

   
 

 F   

 
 1095.244 3 365.081 8.026*** 

1<4,3<4  18923.746 416 45.490  
 20018.990 419   

 
 892.791 3 297.597 10.384*** 

1<4,3<4  11922.266 416 28.659  
 12815.057 419   

 
 2952.065 3 984.022 14.975*** 

1<4,2<4, 
3<4 

 27334.897 416 65.709  
 30286.962 419   

 
 1875.729 3 625.243 12.448*** 

1<4,2<4, 
3<4 

 20894.869 416 50.228  
 22770.598 419   

 
 5649.955 3 1883.318 22.701*** 

1<4,2<4, 
3<4 

 34511.595 416 82.961  
 40161.550 419   

 
 1384.198 3 461.399 11.759*** 

1<3,1<4, 
3<4 

 16322.780 416 39.237  
 17706.979 419   

 
 3936.648 3 1312.216 21.889*** 

1<3,1<4, 
2<4,3<4 

 24938.864 416 59.949  
 28875.512 419   

***p<.001 
1:  2: 3: 4:  

 
    

F 8.026 p<.001 10.384
p<.001 14.975 p<.001 12.448 p<.001 22.701 p<.001 11.759 p<.001

21.889 p<.001
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2-1-2: 
 

2-1-2  

   
 

 F   

 
 406.574 3 135.525 

2.659* n.s  21504.741 422 50.959 
 21911.315 425  

 
 305.509 3 101.836 

2.994* n.s  14355.357 422 34.017 
 14660.866 425  

 
 950.398 3 316.799 

4.094** 2<4  32657.426 422 77.387 
 33607.824 425  

 
 514.540 3 171.513 

2.939* n.s  24630.458 422 58.366 
 25144.998 425  

 
 1420.043 3 473.348 

4.629** 2<4  43152.588 422 102.257 
 44572.631 425  

 
 473.246 3 157.749 

3.425* 2<4  19438.653 422 46.063 
 19911.899 425  

 
 929.435 3 309.812 

4.273** n.s  30594.642 422 72.499 
 31524.077 425  

*p<.05 **p<.01  
1: 2: 3: 4:  

 
    2-1-2

F 2.659 p<.05 2.994
p<.05 4.094 p<.01 2.939 p<.05 4.629 p<.01 3.425 p<.05 4.273
p<.01  
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2-1-3: 
 

2-1-3   

   
 

 F   

 
 1505.251 3 501.750 10.376*** 

1>3,2>3  20406.064 422 48.356  
 21911.315 425   

 
 847.128 3 282.376 8.647*** 

1>3,2>3  13781.482 422 32.658  
 14628.610 425   

 
 776.202 3 258.734 3.343* 

1>3  32665.838 422 77.407  
 33442.040 425   

 
 1292.880 3 430.960 7.616*** 

1>3,2>3  23878.765 422 56.585  
 25171.646 425   

 
 1894.325 3 631.442 6.244*** 

1>3  42678.736 422 101.134  
 44573.061 425   

 
 748.522 3 249.507 5.494** 

1>3  19164.373 422 45.413  
 19912.894 425   

 
 2344.678 3 781.559 11.236*** 

1>2,1>3  29353.315 422 69.558  
 31697.993 425   

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001 
1: 2: 3: 4:  

      
 
    2-1-3

F 10.376 p<.001 8.647
p<.001 3.343 p<.05 7.616 p<.001 6.244 p<.001 5.494 p<.01

11.236 p<.001  
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( )  

    
2-2-1: 

 
2-2-1  

   
 

 F   

 
 240.348 4 60.087 1.266 

  19502.536 411 47.451  
 19742.885 415   

 
 80.420 4 20.105 .670 

  12335.578 411 30.014  
 12415.998 415   

 
 1602.298 4 400.574 5.844*** 

1<4,1<5 
2<4, 

 28173.912 411 68.550  
 29776.209 415   

 
 141.898 4 35.474 .708 

  20603.292 411 50.130  
 20745.190 415   

 
 207.400 4 51.850 .584 

  36511.656 411 88.836  
 36719.055 415   

 
 316.473 4 79.118 2.087 

  15580.441 411 37.909  
 15896.913 415   

 
 208.869 4 52.217 .823 

  26078.044 411 63.450  
 26286.913 415   

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001 
1: 2: 3: 4:  5.  

 
    2-2-1
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F 1.266 
.670 5.844 .708 .584 .708 .584 2.087 .823

p<.001  
    

 

( )  

    
2-2-2: 

 
2-2-2   

     F  
 

 

 5482.382 3 1827.461 52.174*** 1.2<4 
1<3 
1<2 
 

 14570.951 416 35.026  

 
20053.333 419   

 
 315.936 3 105.312 3.493*  
 12541.121 416 30.147  
 12857.057 419   

 
 796.797 3 265.599 3.795* 2<4 

  29114.117 416 69.986  
 29910.914 419   

 
 884.187 3 294.729 6.149*** 1<4 

  19940.411 416 47.934  
 20824.598 419   

 
 749.246 3 249.749 2.842*  
 36563.219 416 87.892  
 37312.464 419   

 
 290.362 3 96.787 2.560  
 15726.350 416 37.804  
 16016.712 419   

 
 347.044 3 115.681 1.818  
 26473.134 416 63.637  
 26820.179 419   

*p<.05  ***p<.001 
1.  2.  3.   4.  
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    2-2-2

F 52.174 3.493
3.795 6.149 2.842 2.560 1.818 p<.001

p<.05 p<.05 p<.001 p<.05
 

    
 

( )  

    
2-3-1: 

 
2-3-1  

     F  

 
 65.851 3 21.950 .424 
 21213.127 410 51.739  
 21278.978 413   

 
 53.224 3 17.741 .507 
 14340.254 410 34.976  
 14393.478 413   

 
 425.028 3 141.676 1.808 
 32134.267 410 78.376  
 32559.295 413   

 
 58.696 3 19.565 .327 
 24552.598 410 59.884  
 24611.295 413   

 
 276.918 3 92.306 .881 
 42962.405 410 104.786  
 43239.324 413   

 
 351.649 3 117.216 2.525 
 19031.155 410 46.417  
 19382.804 413   

 
 479.658 3 159.886 2.218 
 29549.869 410 72.073  
 30029.527 413   
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   2-3-1

F .424 .507
1.808 .327 .881 2.525 2.218

( )

2-3-2:

2-3-2 

F

1245.235 3 415.078 8.438***
1>3,1>420069.192 408 49.189

21314.427 411
135.187 3 45.062 1.287
14284.542 408 35.011
14419.728 411
468.354 3 156.118 1.976
32232.393 408 79.001
32700.748 411
123.555 3 41.185 .686
24492.192 408 60.030
24615.748 411
316.667 3 105.556 1.009
42672.750 408 104.590
42989.417 411
93.658 3 31.219 .685
18583.650 408 45.548
18677.308 411
663.186 3 221.062 3.079*

n.s29291.792 408 71.794
29954.978 411

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
1.  2.  3.   4.
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   2-3-2

F 8.438 1.287
1.976 .686 1.266 1.009 .685  3.079 p<.001

p<.05  
    

 

    
Doherty,Kouneski & 

Erickson,1998

Flouri Buchanan 2003
2007

2018
……

2001
 

    
 

 

( )  

    
3-1-1: 
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3-1-1  
x   Y   

 χ1 χ2  η1 η2 
 .521 -.529  .961 .130 
 .765 -.466  .962 -.223 
 .797  -.210  .847 -.192 
 .698 -.594  .823 .273 
 .982 .058    
 
 

.638 

.577 
.096 
.037 

   

% 
52.61 12.96 

% 
81.16 4.45 

 35.79 1.19  55.22 0.41 
ρ .825*** .303***    

ρ2 
.680 .092    

***p<.001 
 
   3-1-1 .001

ρ=.825 p<.001 ρ=.303 p<.001
 

   x χ1 Y
η1 68.0% ρ2 =.68 Y

Y 81.16% x Y 55.22%
x Y 55.22%  

   x χ2 Y
η2 9.2% ρ2 =.092 Y

Y 4.45 x Y 0.41%
x Y 0.41%  

    x Y 55.63%

55.63%
 

    

.521  
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( )  

    
3-2-1: 

 
3-2-1  

x   Y   
 χ1 χ2  η1 η2 
 .362 -.342  

 
 

.482 

.839 

.859 

-.159 
-.463 
.511 

 .753 .037 
 .870 .267 
 .773 -.095 
 .847 -.247 
 .693 .295 
 .807 -.315 

% 55.75 6.37 % 55.78 16.71 
 9.77 0.41  9.77 1.06 
ρ .419*** .252**    

ρ2 
.175 .064    

***p<.001   **p<.01 
    3-2-1

ρ=.419 p<.001 ρ=.252 p<.01
 

   x χ1 Y
η1 17.5% ρ2 =.175 Y

Y 55.78% x Y 9.77%
x Y 9.77%  

   x χ2 Y
η2 6.4% ρ2 =.064 Y

Y 16.71 x Y 1.06%
x Y 1.06%  

    x Y 10.83%

10.83%
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( )

Barber & Olsen,2005

Ehrenreich, Beron, Brinkley & Underwood,2014 King, 
Mitchell & Hawkins,2010
   

Flouri 2005

2006
2018
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( )
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

( )
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2018
   :2018 10 19  
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