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Abstract The purpose of this study is to analyze how parents' income, goal, expectancy, and value
affect their parents' child supporting behavior, and to understand the behavior of parents supporting
their children of elite athletes. For this, the influence relations of parental supporting cost/time
according to income, children's achievement level, parents' sports parenting objective, achievement
expectancy, and task value were analyzed through simple regression analysis and hierarchical
regression analysis. As a result of the study, income and identity objective had an effect on supporting
time. Income affected the supporting cost. Achievement expectancy had a moderating effect of income
on supporting cost, and usefulness value had a moderating effect on income and relational objective.

It is significant that it provided a quantitative basis for understanding parents' child supporting
behavior.
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behavior
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Table 1. Factor analysis of values, objectives

Factor 1 2
Relational objectivel 0.823 0.164
Relational objective2 0.750 0.175
Relational objective3 0.747 0.077
Relational objective4 0.703 0.091
Identity objectivel -0.064 0.777
Identity objective2 0.294 0.766
Identity objective3 0.229 0.761

Eigen values 2.935 1.342
% of variance 41.928 19.178
Cumulative 41.928 61.106
KMO=.763 Batlett=758.783, df=21, sig=.000
Factor 1 2
Intrinsic valuel 0.826 0.135
Intrinsic value2 0.806 0.188
Intrinsic value3 0.779 0.107
Intrinsic value4 0.551 -0.027
Usefulness valuel 0.054 0.834
Usefulness value2 -0.018 0.861
Usefulness value3 0.274 0.618
Eigen values 2.935 1.342
% of variance 41.928 19.178
Cumulative 41.928 61.106

KMO=.703 Batlett=804.244, df=21, sig=.000
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Table 2. Correlation analysis

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 1
2 |=199% 1
3 1.191%* | -.093| 1
4 | .285% |-112%.195%%| 1
5 | -.079 | -.026 | -.073|-.097*| 1
6 | -.033 | -.050 |.212**| .069 | .000 1
7 | .061 |=213%|.117% | .010 |.330**|.229**| 1
8 | -.045 | .012 |.144**|-.021| .080 |.217**|.360**| 1
9 | .085 [-160%| .023 | -.009 |.416**|.229**|.603**| .000 1

Income, 2:Achievement level, 3:Supporting time,
4:Supporting cost, 5:Relationship objective,
6:ldentity objective, 7:Expectancy,

8:Intrinsic value, 9:Usefulness value
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Table 3. Regression analysis of supporting behavior as
objectives, expectancy, and values

o In Un-std. Std.
deep:tn depende coef. coef. ¢ 0
nt p SE. &
1 185 | 049 | 185 | 3776 | .000
2 | -045 | 050 | -.045 | -899 | .369
3 | -074 | 054 | -074 | -1382| .168
Support 4 188 | .050 189 | 3738 | .000
‘;;‘:ge 5 075 | 068 | .075 | 1.108 | .269
6 090 | .055 | .000 | 1.653 | .099
7 | -058 | 067 | 058 | -875 | 382
F=6.690, A'=0.104
1 281 | 049 | 283 | 5783 | .000
2 | -052 | 049 | -052 | -1.048 | 295
3 | o052 | 054 | 052 | 972 | 332
Support | 4 094 | 050 | .094 | 1.864 | .063
oS 75 | o032 | 068 | 032 | 474 | 6%
6 | -036 | 054 | -036 | -662 | 508
7 | -061 | 086 | -081 | -911 | .363
F=6.520, A°=0.101

1:Income, 2:Achievement level, 3:Relationship objective,
4:|dentity objective, 5:Expectancy, 6:Intrinsic value,
7:Usefulness value
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Table 4. Hierarchical regression analysis of supporting
behavior as expectancy, usefulness value

Variables 1step 2step 3step
1 270%** 277%x 245%**%
2 -.056 -.059 -.080
Independent
b g 3 -.077 -.073 -.076
epneen 4 | o7 078 066
Suppor Moderation 5 -.013 -.004
~ting Interaction |1 x 5 1747
cost
F 10.915 8.724 6.613
Vs .087 085 109
AChange .096 .000 031
1 [278*** .283*** 267***
2 -.052 -.057 -.059
Independent
3 -.070 -.053 -.040
Dependen 4 .079 .088 .084
t: Moderation 7 -.040 -.040
Suppor 1 x 7 128*
—ti X .
ting Interaction
cost Bx7 115%
F 11.210 9.067 6.724
lid 091 .090 112
A Change .099 .001 .030%

1:Income, 2:Achievement level, 3:Relationship objective,
4:ldentity objective, 5:Expectancy, 6:Intrinsic value,
7:Usefulness value
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