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How does parents’ social support impact 
children’s health practice? Examining 
a mediating role of health knowledge
Paulin Tay Straughan1 and Chengwei Xu2*    

Abstract 

Background  Family environmental factors play a vital role in shaping children’s health practices (e.g., obesity pre-
vention). It is still unclear how parents’ social support affects children’s obesity-related health practices. The present 
study argues that whether parents’ social support positively associates with children’s obesity-related health practice 
depends on if it could promote parents’ obesity-related health knowledge. Thus, we hypothesize that health knowl-
edge mediates the relationship between parents’ social support and children’s health practice regarding weight 
management.

Methods  To test the hypothesis, we conducted a questionnaire survey and collected a nationally representative 
sample of 1488 household responses in Singapore. The survey included questions about parents’ social support, 
health knowledge, children’s health practices, and socio-demographic variables. All participants have at least one 
child 14 years old or younger. In the sample, 66.1% of the respondents are female, and 93.7% are below 50 years old. 
Structural equation modeling (SEM) via Stata was used to examine the associations between parents’ social support, 
health knowledge, and children’s health practice.

Results  The results of our analysis support our hypothesis. Specifically, (1) parents’ social support shows a positive 
relationship with health knowledge (Coef. = 0.17, p < 0.001 for BMI knowledge and Coef. = 0.18, p < 0.001 for nutri-
tion knowledge); (2) parents’ social support (total effect of social support = 0.081, p = 0.071) and health knowledge 
positively associate with children’s obesity-related health practice (coefficient of BMI knowledge = 0.10, p < 0.01; 
coefficient of nutrition knowledge = 0.31, p < 0.001); and (3) the effects of parents’ social support on children’s health 
practice is fully mediated by parents’ health knowledge (mediating effect = 100%, p = 0.007).

Conclusion  The present study provides fresh evidence from a multicultural context to understand the relationships 
between parents’ social support, health knowledge, and children’s obesity-related health practice. Our findings sup-
port the argument that social support from parents’ social networks does not necessarily promote health outcomes. 
The only social support that carries proper health knowledge can facilitate good health practice.

Keyword  Childhood obesity, Health knowledge, Health practice, Social support, Social determinants, Weight 
management
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Background
The increasing prevalence of childhood obesity has 
been one of the most challenging issues faced by both 
developed and developing countries  [1]. Between 1980 
and 2013, the rate of childhood overweight and obesity 
jumped from 16.6 to 23.2% in developed countries, and 
from 8.3 to 13.2% in developing countries [2]. In response 
to the heightened concern, parental influence over child 
weight merits attention. Many studies support the view 
that parents are highly responsible for childhood obe-
sity and obesity prevention practices  [3, 4]. Golan and 
colleagues even suggested that health promotion pro-
grams focusing on parents only are more effective than 
that involving both parents and their children with obe-
sity  [5]. How parental factors impacts children’s health 
practice merits attention. Notably, physical activity and 
food intake control have been identified as two critical 
means of intervention for parents to manage their chil-
dren’s body weight. Thus, the present study focuses on 
children’s participation in physical activities and diet con-
trol as the primary obesity-related health practice.

Parents’ social support is critical for parenting prac-
tice, and whether social support has a positive impact 
depends very much on their social environment, in par-
ticular who parents can draw knowledge and advisories 
from [6, 7]. Social support for parenting comprises both 
formal and informal support. Formal support is concep-
tualized as caregiving help provided by professionals and 
formal organizations, where assistance is governed by 
contractual rather than affiliative norms [8, 9]. The opera-
tionalization of formal support typically determines if 
the care recipient and/or caregiver uses specific services. 
Typical services include home health, daycare, support 
groups, transportation, and referral services. In con-
trast, informal social support tends to be provided within 
an individual’s network, comprising mainly family and 
friends [10]. Yet, while the relationship between an indi-
vidual’s social support and their health and weight man-
agement has been explored [6], it has not been explored 
as thoroughly with regards to parent’s child-rearing prac-
tices. That is, there is still a dearth of literature focusing 
on the effects of parents’ social support on their chil-
dren’s obesity-related health practice (e.g., physical exer-
cise and eating less junk food).

Further, whether social support always produces posi-
tive impacts is questionable. Specifically, there is a lack of 
empirical evidence to demonstrate what is likely to ena-
ble social support to positively impact health behaviors, 
and conversely what causes social support to fail to make 
a difference or even have a negative effect. Although 
many studies indicate a positive relationship between 
social support and health practice  [11, 12], some schol-
ars presented inconsistent findings  [13]. Several studies 

indicate that social support can, in some cases, bring 
positive effects, and in other cases, negative effects on 
health behaviors, depending on whether social support 
carries salutary health-related knowledge or inadequate 
knowledge may have adverse health effects [14, 15]. We 
thus can speculate that health knowledge may mediate 
the relationship between social support and health prac-
tice. Put differently, the present study argues that the only 
social support that carries proper health knowledge can 
facilitate good health practice.

The primary hypothesis of this paper posits that the 
relationship between parents’ social support and chil-
dren’s obesity-related health practice is determined by 
parents’ health knowledge of weight management (e.g., 
knowledge about body mass index and what constitutes a 
healthy diet). In particular, the mediating effect of health 
knowledge on the relationship between social support 
and health practice is to be examined. Health knowledge 
refers to parents’ general understanding and awareness of 
what constitutes obesity, how obesity is measured, what 
constitutes a healthy diet, and parents’ ability to com-
prehend nutritional labels on food products. We expect 
that parents’ social support will enhance children’s health 
practice only when parents are knowledgeable about how 
to manage body weight. Hence, parents’ obesity-related 
knowledge may mediate the relationship between social 
support and health practice.

To examine the hypotheses, empirical evidence 
is drawn from a nationally representative survey of 
1,488 parents with children who are 14  years old and 
younger in Singapore. We use structural equation mod-
eling (SEM) to verify the hypotheses of the associations 
between parents’ social support, health knowledge, and 
children’s health practice. The following section reviews 
the existing literature and presents the study’s hypothe-
ses. Next, we introduce data, analysis, and results. Lastly, 
we discuss the findings, implications, future directions, 
and conclusions.

Literature review
Social support and health practices
The effect of social support on health outcomes has 
been an important research topic for the past four dec-
ades [14]. Social support refers to support and resources 
that an individual can receive from his or her social 
networks (e.g., family members, friends, relatives, col-
leagues, and neighborhood residents) [16]. It can be given 
in the form of problem-solving information or advice, 
positive interactions, emotional or affective support, or 
even tangible aid [17, 18]. The concept is important for 
health outcomes as scholarship has shown that when 
people face health problems, they are very likely to seek 
support from people within their close networks [19].
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Current research has indicated that there is a causal 
relationship between social support and positive health 
practices and outcomes [11, 12]. It has been argued that 
information and assistance from friends and relatives 
can promote patients’ awareness of seeking medical care 
[20]. For instance, one study found that women with 
obesity who received frequent support from family and 
friends had a higher possibility of losing weight [6]. Evi-
dence from participants from 16 countries also indicated 
that low social support is associated with less physical 
activities [21].

Scholars have also linked parental social support to 
parenting practices and their children’s health outcomes. 
For example, social support from relatives and friends has 
significantly influenced parents’ parenting capacities and 
practices [17, 22]. Other studies have illustrated that par-
ents with greater social support from their extended kin 
are more likely to have healthier children [23]. One of the 
possible mechanisms identified that enables this could be 
that support from family and friends helps parents start 
and maintain a healthier lifestyle with their children (e.g., 
regularly participating in physical exercises or eating less 
junk food) [24–26]. In light of this, we hypothesize that 
(see Fig. 1):

H1  Parents’ social support is positively associated with 
their children’s health practices.

Social support and health knowledge
An important dynamic in the way social support influ-
ences health practice is the transmission of health knowl-
edge. Despite the lack of consensus on the definition, 
health-related knowledge is a concept that is commonly 
agreed upon to be key within the health literacy frame-
work  [27]. Baker argues that health-related knowledge 
could facilitate the development of health literacy as it is 
with prior knowledge that the individual can comprehend 
health information and is, in that sense, literate [28]. This 
runs counter to frameworks developed by Nutbeam and 
colleagues, who deem health knowledge as an aspect of 
health literacy [27, 29]. They posit that health knowledge 

is necessary as it is what the individual acts upon to be 
considered health literate.

Social support serves as a critical means for individu-
als to gain health knowledge. Coleman argued that social 
support is important in gaining new information and 
serves as information channels, whereby the use of social 
relations with others provides the means through which 
one can acquire more knowledge. He further argued 
that while individuals may maintain social relations for 
other purposes, knowledge is also passed through in 
the process  [30]. In House’s conceptualization of social 
support  [31], informational support, or the provision of 
useful information, is one of the four forms of providing 
social support. Studies have also shown that individu-
als tend to seek health information from interpersonal 
sources as they may provide information tailored to their 
needs  [32, 33]. A person’s social support may signifi-
cantly impact his or her health knowledge. Therefore, we 
hypothesize that:

H2  Parents’ social support is positively associated with 
parents’ obesity-related health knowledge.

Health knowledge and health practices
The impact of health knowledge on an individual’s health 
practice has been well explored. It has been argued that 
knowledge plays a major role in behavioral change  [34]. 
Particular to health behavior, individuals with adequate 
health knowledge tend to adopt more preventive care 
[35–37]. A study based in Italy found that people with 
adequate nutrition knowledge are more likely to have 
healthier dietary patterns and a lower prevalence of obe-
sity [38]. On the flipside, a lack of health knowledge has 
also been shown to lead to more health risk behaviors 
and poor health status [39, 40]. Studies found that the 
lack of health knowledge or literacy is associated with 
chronic diseases, higher rates of hospital admissions, 
longer hospital stays, and even unnecessary use of health 
care resources [41, 42].

However, the health knowledge of individuals is impor-
tant not just for individuals’ own health outcomes, but 

H1

H3

H4

H2

Social support

Health knowledge

Health practices

Fig. 1  Hypotheses
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in the case of parents, the health outcomes and prac-
tices of their children [43]. This is because parents play 
a dominant role in children’s lifestyles, particularly in 
the case of younger children in their formative years. It 
has been shown, for instance, that parents’ possession 
of health-related knowledge has positive effects on chil-
dren’s health practice  [44, 45]. Evidence also shows that 
children are more likely to have a better health status 
when their parents understand disease prevention [46] 
[. Concurrently, children whose caregivers had limited 
health literacy and less health knowledge tend to have 
worse health outcomes  [47]. Yin and colleagues found 
that caregivers with inadequate health knowledge knew 
little about weight-based medication dosing and used 
non-standardized dosing instruments when administer-
ing medications [48]. Another study on children aged six 
and below showed that children whose caregivers with 
limited oral health knowledge tended to practice more 
harmful oral health behaviors, such as no daily cleaning 
or no brushing [49, 50]. Etelson and colleagues found that 
parents of children with excess weight are generally una-
ble to recognize that their children have a weight prob-
lem  [4]. And they argue that the success of any obesity 
prevention practices targeting young children depends 
on parents’ capability to recognize the overweight/obe-
sity problem and to provide a healthy diet. Based on what 
we discussed above, we could argue that parents’ knowl-
edge and capability to recognize obesity (e.g., identifying 
overweight/obesity) and to provide health interventions 
(e.g., providing a healthy diet) may significantly impact 
children’s health behaviors (e.g., participation in physical 
exercises). We thus hypothesize that:

H3  Parents’ obesity-related health knowledge is posi-
tively associated with their children’s health practice.

Despite this, several studies have also argued that social 
support can bring about negative health outcomes. Spe-
cifically, adequate information from individuals’ social 
networks may facilitate healthful knowledge and prac-
tice, whereas inadequate support or negative informa-
tion may have an adverse health influence, especially for 
those with low health literacy [39, 51]. Thus, while there 
is strong evidence that positive social support has protec-
tive effects against all-cause mortality [14, 52], and that 
adequate resources help individuals to cope with health 
issues [39, 53], misleading information or advice, on the 
other hand, may hinder patients from seeking appro-
priate medical care or even reinforce unhealthy prac-
tice  [15]. For example, for individuals with risky health 
practices (e.g., smoking and heavy drinking), social sup-
port from people with similar habits may normalize and 
maintain those unhealthy practices  [39, 54]. Therefore, 

we can speculate that social support promotes health 
practice only when it can provide adequate health knowl-
edge. It is not how much social support parents have in 
their child-raising endeavors but rather, what this sup-
port contributes to their health knowledge that matters. 
The relationships between social support, health knowl-
edge, and health practice are further illustrated in Fig. 1.

Building on all the discussions above, we hypothesize 
that:

H4  The effect of parents’ social support on children’s 
health practices is mediated by parents’ obesity-related 
health knowledge.

Methods
Participants
Data is drawn from a nationally representative survey of 
parents with young children (age 14 years and younger) 
conducted in Singapore between June and November 
2018. The sampling was based on a representative sam-
ple of household addresses provided by the Singapore 
Department of Statistics (SDOS). As requested by the 
research team, SDOS randomly drew 2116 household 
addresses from the total population excluding those 
without children or children aged 15 and above. Once 
we received the list of addresses, our research team pro-
ceeded to visit the 2116 households and conduct face-to-
face surveys. The questionnaire includes measurement 
scales of social support, health knowledge, health prac-
tices, and socio-democratic variables. Each survey took 
about ten to 15 min to be completed. We prepared ques-
tionnaires in Chinese, English, Malay, and Tamil though 
all participants responded in English. Of the 2116 house-
holds being visited, 1488 valid responses were returned 
and the response rate was 70.6%. We conceptualized that 
parents’ influence is strongest when children are 14 years 
old or younger as parents remain socially significant in 
these children’s everyday lives. At this age, children tend 
to be homebound and are less likely to be influenced as 
strongly by peers and social media (compared to older 
teenagers, for example). Thus, the unit of analysis for our 
study was parents with a child age 14  years or younger. 
In the sample, 66.1% of the respondents are female, 
30.1% are younger than 36 years old, 30.7% are between 
36 and 40 years old, 33.0% are between 41 and 49 years 
old, and 6.3% are 50 years old and above; of the respond-
ents, 40.4% have a bachelor’s degree, 33.3% have a post-
secondary diploma, and 26.3% have secondary education 
and below. Among the respondents, 61.2% are Chinese, 
20.2% are Malay, and 18.6% are Indian. This ethnic ratio 
is generally consistent with the country’s ethnic com-
position. More information about the sample profile is 
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available in Table  1 which presents the frequencies of 
gender, age group, work status, housing type (as a proxy 
for social class), and education.

Measures
Social support. To measure social support, Sarason 
and colleagues used a six-item index that operational-
izes social support by counting the number of support 
sources [10]. Participants are asked to list the people 
whom they counted on to help them. A higher score 
indicated greater perceived availability of social support. 
Procidano and Heller employed a list of dichotomous 
items to count the number of support sources (e.g., My 
friends are good at helping me solve problems; 1 = yes, 
and 0 = No)  [55]. Zimet and colleagues proposed a 
multi-dimensional scale that includes support from fam-
ily, friends, and significant others (e.g., “My family really 
tries to help me”, “I can talk about my problems with my 
friends”, “There is a special person who is around when 
I am in need”, etc.) [56]. Building on the measurements 
developed in the above-mentioned studies, we employed 
five dichotomous items to measure the number of avail-
able support sources (see Table 2). Besides the two items 
on support from family and friends (e.g., “Do you have 
family members / close friends whom you trust to discuss 
childcare matters with?”), we also adapted Zimet and 

Table 1  Frequency table of gender, age group, work status, 
education, and residence type

N = 1488. HDB refers to the homes built by the Housing & Development Board 
(HDB) of Singapore

Gender Percent Age Percent

Female 66.11 30 and below 8.6

Male 33.89 31 to 35 21.47

Total 100 36 to 40 30.7

41 to 49 32.97

50 and above 6.26

Total 100

Work status Percent Education level Percent

Not working now 22.07 Below secondary 8.81

Working part-time 7.81 Secondary 17.48

Working full-time 70.12 Post-secondary (A levels 
and poly diploma)

33.33

Total 100 Bachelor and postgraduate 40.38

Total 100

Residence type Percent

HDB 1-room to 3-room 21.28

HDB 4- to 5-room 72.03

Private apartment, 
condo or landed 
property

6.68

Total 100

Table 2  Measurement scale of social support, health knowledge, and health practices

Variables Min Max Mean/percentage 
of positive 
response

Social support [55, 56, 59]

Do you know where to look for information on child nutrition and well-being? 0 1 80.4%

Do you have family members whom you trust to discuss childcare matters? 0 1 88.8%

Do you have close friends whom you trust to discuss childcare matters? 0 1 78.9%

Are you able to seek advice from a doctor, when you need to? 0 1 90%

Are you able to seek advice from other health care providers like a nurse or dietitian, when you need to? 0 1 79.4%

Health knowledge [57, 58]

BMI knowledge

 Do you know how obesity is measured? 0 1 66.8%

 Do you know what is BMI? 0 1 87.3%

  Will you be able to tell if your child is obese by checking your child’s height and weight? 0 1 58.7%

Nutrition knowledge (of weight management)

 I have a good knowledge of what constitutes a healthy nutritious diet for children 1 4 3.02

 I know what my children should consume 1 4 2.96

 Children should eat home-cooked meals instead of food bought from outside 1 4 3.31

 I do not understand the details printed on nutrition labels (reversed) 1 4 2.89

 I read the nutrition labels on the food products 1 4 2.93

 I know how to help my child stay within the acceptable weight range 1 4 3.05

Health practice

How often do your children exercise? 1 5 2.64

How often do your children eat out at a fast food restaurant? (reversed) 1 5 3.05
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colleagues’ scale items of the support for significant other 
and created three new items: “Are you able to seek help 
from a doctor, when you need to?” and “Are you able to 
seek help from other health care providers like a nurse or 
dietitian, when you need to?”. Further, we include another 
item to capture parents’ general ability to look for help: 
“Do you know where to look for information on child 
nutrition and well-being?”. All indicators have a dichot-
omous outcome (1 = Yes and 0 = No). The number of 
‘Yes’ answers is accumulated to create an index of social 
support.

Obesity-related health knowledge.  The present study 
assesses two aspects of health knowledge: knowledge on 
what constitutes obesity (e.g., knowledge of BMI) and 
knowledge on nutrition (e.g., what constitutes a healthy 
diet). Although many scales have been developed to 
measure disease-related knowledge, few studies address 
the measurement of knowledge about bodyweight man-
agement (e.g., knowledge of BMI and healthy diet). One 
study assessed nutrition knowledge by four items (e.g., 
Knowledge of recommended fruit servings a person 
should eat each day) [57]. Carter et al. measured patients’ 
cancer knowledge using a seven-item scale (e.g., “Do you 
know what breast cancer is?” “Do you know what a mam-
mogram is?”  [58]. Building on Carter and colleagues’ 
work, we assess BMI knowledge with three items (e.g., 
“Do you know how obesity is measured?”, “Do you know 
what is BMI?”, and “Will you be able to tell if your child is 
obese by checking your child’s height and weight?”). For 
knowledge of nutrition, we constructed six Likert scale 
instruments that captured respondents’ understanding of 
what constitutes a healthy diet and their confidence that 
they could provide for the nutritional needs of their chil-
dren (see Table 2).

Obesity-related health practice. We use two items to 
capture weight management practices: “How often do 
your children exercise?” and “How often do your chil-
dren eat out at a fast food restaurant?” Both items were 
rated by five-point-Likert scale items (from 1 = ‘Rarely or 
never’ to 5 = ‘Daily’). These items capture the frequency 
of health practices, which is the main weight control 
practice for children, and manifest both parents’ and chil-
dren’s proactive role in weight management.

Control variables.  To improve the robustness of the 
structural equation model, we include several control var-
iables in the analysis. Parents’ social-economic status has 
been shown to play a significant influence on parenting 
practice and children’s participation in physical activities 

and eating [60, 61]. Therefore, we controlled the follow-
ing social class and background factors in our model: 
gender, age, education (1 = below secondary; 4 = degree 
or above), employment status (1 = not working; 2 = work-
ing part-time; 3 = working full-time), and residence type 
(1 = one-room to three-room HDB; 2 = four-room or 
five-room HDB; 3 = private apartment, condominium or 
landed house). Recent studies also reported that fathers 
and mothers may have different perceptions about par-
enting, and fathers’ involvement in child-rearing is 
important for children’s health practice  [62, 63]. These 
factors were also controlled for. Father/mother involve-
ment was measured by asking whether mostly father/
mother does the five types of household tasks (e.g., plan-
ning meals, feeding children, watching over child nutri-
tion, cooking, and ensuring sufficient physical exercise; 
1 = Yes and 0 = No).

Analysis
The primary aim of the present study is to examine the 
mediating effects of health knowledge on the relation-
ship between social support and health practice. We use 
structural equation modeling (SEM) via Stata 15.0 to 
conduct mediation analysis.

Descriptive analysis. Before SEM, we conducted 
descriptive analysis and correlation analysis to prelimi-
narily describe our variables and their relationships. We 
also used a series of tests to examine the reliability and 
validity of our measurements. We first examine the reli-
ability of each measurement using ordinal alpha as all 
the scale items are ordinal and non-normally distrib-
uted [64]. An alpha coefficient of 0.70 or higher is usually 
considered as a cutoff point for good internal consist-
ency but a value between 0.50 and 0.60 is still acceptable 
for preliminary studies in social sciences, especially for 
scales with a limited number of items [65–69]. We then 
exmined composite reliability (CR) and average variance 
extracted (AVE). CR values ranges from 0.70 to 0.80. and 
AVE ranges from 0.40 to 0.60. According to Forrell and 
Lacker [70], AVE values below 0.50 are acceptable if CR 
is above 0.7. Regarding the diagnosis of convergent and 
discriminant validity, we followed the methods by Cour-
voisier et al. and Wingenfeld et al. [71, 72]. It is deemed 
adequate if within-scale item-to-total correlations are 
greater than between-scale item-to-total correlations.

Structural equation modeling (SEM). To test the medi-
ating effects of BMI and nutrition knowledge in the rela-
tionship between parental social support and children’s 
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Table 3  Descriptive statistics and correlation

N = 1484. Bold coefficients: p < 0.05. AVE Average variance extracted. CR Composite reliability

Variable Mean SD Min Max Ordinal α CR AVE 1 2 3 4

1. Health practice 2.94 1.13 1 5 0.64 0.71 0.58 –

2. BMI knowledge 2.22 0.89 0 3 0.72 0.68 0.53 0.09 –

3. Nutrition knowledge 3.05 0.37 1.67 4 0.70 0.80 0.50 0.22 0.09 –

4. Social Support 4.20 1.21 0 5 0.86 0.79 0.41 0.11 0.17 0.16 –

5. Gender – – 0 1 – − 0.04 − 0.06 − 0.11 − 0.04

6. Age group – – 1 5 – 0.06 0.001 − 0.03 - 0.10
7. Education – – 1 4 – 0.11 0.21 0.07 0.15
8. Work status – – 1 3 – − 0.03 0.05 − 0.13 0.001

9. Residence type – – 1 3 – 0.01 0.11 − 0.01 0.03

11. Mother’s involvement 2.44 1.81 0 5 – 0.04 0.002 0.10 − 0.06

12. Father’s involvement 0.40 1.01 0 5 – 0.01 − 0.07 − 0.03 − 0.07

health practice, structural equation modeling (SEM) 
via Stata 15.0 was employed. Comparing to traditional 
mediation analysis through step-by-step regression, SEM 
has many advantages, especially when models include 
latent variables and more than one mediator [73]. The 
SEM package with Stata can directly estimate the indi-
rect effects (mediating effects) of the main predictor 
which makes the mediation test much easier. SEM also 
can produce model fit information about the consistency 
between the data and the hypothesized model.

We used multiple goodness-of-fit indices to assess the 
model fit  [74]: root means squared error of approxima-
tion (RMSEA), standardized root means squared resid-
ual (SRMR), comparative fit index (CFI), and chi-square 
to the degree of freedom ratio (χ2/df ). Values smaller 
than 0.1 for RMSEA indicate acceptable fit, and values 
between 0.05 and 0.08 indicate a good fit [75]. Values less 
than 0.08 for SRMR show a good fit  [76]. Values of CFI 
greater than 0.90 indicate adequate fit [77]. Scholars also 
suggested that a value of SBχ2/df lower than 3 indicates a 
good fit [78].

We build two SEM models for comparison purposes. 
Model 1 (see Fig.  2)  contains the predictor (social sup-
port), dependent variable (health practice), and two 
mediators (BMI and Nutrition knowledge). In Model 
2  (see  Fig.  3), we add additional control variables (e.g., 
age, gender, education, work status, and mother/father 
involvement.

Results
Descriptive analysis
The results in Table 3 show that respondents have a mod-
erate level of knowledge about BMI and nutrition – out 
of the 3 questions asked on awareness of what BMI meas-
ures, most were able to respond affirmative to 2 out of 3 
indicators. On average, children exercise less than once 
a week, with the mean falling just below the average of 

once a week (mean = 2.94). Correlations between the 
dependent variable and key independent variables range 
from 0.09 to 0.22, thus assuring that there are no issues 
with collinearity between variables in the model. Nutri-
tion knowledge is positively associated with children’s 
health practices (r = 0.22). Social support is found to have 
significant positive associations with social support and 
health knowledge. Gender, age, and education level were 
included as control variables.

Table  3 also shows that ordinal alpha ranges from 
0.64 to 0.86 for the four scales, demonstrating accept-
able internal reliability of each measurement. CR values 
ranges from 0.68 to 0.80. and AVE ranges from 0.41 to 
0.58. Results of AVE also support our measurement tools’ 
convergent validity. The convergent and discriminant 
validity were supported by correlation analysis in Appen-
dix Table 5 showing that within-scale item-to-total cor-
relations are stronger than between-scale item-to-total 
correlations.

Structural equation modeling (SEM)
Results of Model 1 and 2 are shown in Figs.  2 and 3 
respectively. Results for Model 1 show a good model 
fit (see Table  4): χ2/df = 69.11/30 < 3, RMSEA = 0.039; 
CFI = 0.958; SRMR = 0.033. All predictors explain 9.02% 
of the variance in health practice. All the path coeffi-
cients through mediators are significant (p < 0.1). Results 
of Model 1 (see Fig. 2) also show that 76.85% of the total 
effects of social support on health practice are mediated 
by BMI and nutrition knowledge: Total effect = 0.108 
(p = 0.008), indirect effect = 0.083 (p = 0.000), and direct 
effect = 0.025 (p = 0.575).

Estimation of Model 2 (Fig.  3)  shows a satisfac-
tory model fit (see Table  4): χ2/df = 154.08/80 < 3, 
RMSEA = 0.038, CFI = 0.904, and SRMR = 0.037. All 
predictors explain 20.20% of the variance in health 
practice. All the path coefficients through mediators 
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are significant (p < 0.1). Most control variables are not 
significant except age (β = – 0.081, p = 0.06), father 
involvement (β = 0.088, p = 0.07), and residence type 
(β = – 0.074, p = 0.09). The total effect of social support 
is 0.081 (p = 0.071), the indirect effect through BMI 
knowledge and nutrition knowledge is 0.081 (p = 0.007), 
and its direct effect is not significant (p > 0.1). This 
demonstrates that the two types of health knowledge 
have full mediation effects on the relationship between 
social support and children’s health practice.

Since Model 2 explains more variance in the depend-
ent variables, we use the results from Model 2 for 
further reference. According to estimation results 
from Model 2, all the path coefficients are significant 
(p < 0.001) except the direct path between social sup-
port and health practice. Therefore, Hypothesis H2 
and H3 are supported. We can also conclude that the 
mediating effects of BMI and nutrition knowledge on 
the relationship between parental social support and 

children’s health practice are supported (Hypothesis 
H4 is supported). Although the direct path between 
social support and health practice is not significant due 
to the full mediation effects (100%), the total effects of 
social support on health practice in both Model 1 and 
2 are significant (p = 0.008 and p = 0.071). This means 
that the relationship between social support and health 
practice is significant and positive when mediators are 
not included in the model. Thus, Hypothesis H1 is sup-
ported (Fig. 3).

Discussion
Summary of findings
Using structural equation modeling on a representative 
sample of Singaporean households with children aged 
14 or younger, we found that parents’ social support and 
health knowledge significantly associate with children’s 
participation in weight management practices (e.g., phys-
ical exercises). More importantly, our results support that 

Fig. 2  SEM model 1 testing the mediating effects of health knowledge on the relationship between social support and children’s health practice

Table 4  Descriptive measures of the model fit

Model fit indices Criteria Obtained value

Model 1 Model 2

χ2/df  < 3.00 2.30 1.93

Root means squared error of approximation (RMSEA)  < 0.10 0.039 0.038

Comparative fit index (CFI)  > .90 0.958 0.904

Standardized root means squared residual (SRMR)  < 0.08 0.033 0.037



Page 9 of 13Straughan and Xu ﻿Global Health Research and Policy             (2023) 8:8 	

Fig. 3  SEM model 1 testing the mediating effects of health knowledge on the relationship between social support and children’s health practice. 
Parameters of control variables are not presented in this graph due to parsimony consideration

parents’ health knowledge serves a mediating role in the 
relationship between parents’ social support and chil-
dren’s health practices in weight management. Specifi-
cally, there is a significant positive relationship between 
parents’ social support and health knowledge, thus sug-
gesting that parents draw pro-health information from 
their social support network. Further, it is noted that 
the direct effect of social support of parents on chil-
dren’s health practices is not significant after the media-
tion effects of health knowledge are considered, which 
suggests the full mediation effects of health knowledge. 
These findings contextualize the relationship between 
social support and health outcomes and advance our the-
oretical appreciation of the impact of social support as an 
essential resource. The empirical distillation of the medi-
ation effects advised how pro-health information can be 
effectively disseminated and will have helpful in framing 
public health initiatives.

Theoretical contributions
Three theoretical contributions are noteworthy. First, the 
present study complements existing knowledge on social 
determinants (e.g., parents’ social support and health 
knowledge) of childhood obesity, that there is a direct 
and positive link between social support and health-
related behaviors or outcomes [11, 12]. Our model shows 
that social support from an individual’s networks does 
not always necessarily impact pro-health behaviors. As 

with all peer influence, the normative behaviors of peers 
vary, as do their credibility as resource persons for health 
information.

Second, the current study tests a mediation model that 
bridges social support theories, health knowledge litera-
ture, and childhood obesity research. Our findings pro-
vide empirical evidence for how children’s health practice 
is influenced by parents’ social support and health knowl-
edge. The mediating role of health knowledge in the 
relationship between social support and health practice 
was supported, which responded to the doubt about why 
inconsistent findings on the relationship between social 
support and health practice exist  [11–15, 39, 51]. The 
SEM model demonstrates that while both parents’ BMI 
and nutrition knowledge fully mediates the relationship 
between parents’ social support and children’s health 
practices, compared to BMI knowledge, parents’ nutri-
tion knowledge plays a stronger role.

Finally, this is one of the few studies on the effects of 
social support on health behavior conducted on an afflu-
ent and multi-cultural Southeast Asian population. 
Although obesity is not traditionally considered a big 
problem in Asian countries, the growing prevalence of 
obesity rates attracts increasing attention from research-
ers and policymakers. Our findings thus contribute to 
existing knowledge by grounding it within an Asian 
context.
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Policy values
The findings clarify how pro-health information can 
be more effectively disseminated to the general pub-
lic. Health promotion and obesity prevention programs 
should target participants’ social support networks. Pub-
lic health messages that are too broad-based and tar-
geted at a general audience dissipate without impacting 
their target audience. In addition to focusing on parents 
with young children, our research suggests that another 
important avenue for disseminating pro-health messages 
through social support networks, perhaps with simple tag 
lines like “share this information with a parent of young 
children”. Against the backdrop of the persistent COVID-
19 pandemic, public health educators or governments 
can be better informed by this study how to guarantee a 
successful vaccination campaign.

Concurrently, an effort to evolve a network of public 
health champions in the community may be an effective 
way of disseminating pro-health information and advi-
sories. These champions can be positioned as support 
resources to partner parents in their childrearing endeav-
ors. In parenting talks and community education events, 
invited parents can bring a friend so that information 
disseminated can reach a larger audience. Such interven-
tions will encourage the provision of social support from 
sources with higher levels of health knowledge.

One highlight from our study alerted us to the lack of 
understanding on how the BMI is derived and what it 
can be used for, and how to make sense of food nutri-
tion labels to support their children’s well-being. This is 
a reminder that while we have made many advances in 
pushing out tests and procedures to push out nutrition 
and health information, for these to impact health prac-
tice, we have to invest in educating the lay public on how 
to render relevance to such information in their everyday 
practice.

Limitations and future research directions
Limitations appear in the present study. Our study is 
based on an analysis of cross-sectional data, which 
may limit the validity of our results and interpretation. 
Researchers elsewhere suggest the use of longitudinal 
rather than cross-sectional data to establish the inference 
of causality and mediation models  [79]. Due to limited 
resources, the present study was also only able to col-
lect data from parents to test our hypotheses. Informa-
tion from the child’s position is absent. Future studies 

may consider a longitudinal research design and collect 
data based on a parent–child dyad approach. Further, 
the findings presented in this paper are a small section 
taken from a more extensive study on sociocultural envi-
ronmental effects on childhood obesity, and have only 
limited instruments to measure for health practice and 
health knowledge. Although we believe that our results 
based on the current measurement scales are still trust-
worthy, there is a need to improve the validity and reli-
ability of the scales. Future studies should include more 
detailed instruments to capture these constructs holis-
tically. For example, the health knowledge should be 
expanded to include awareness of risk factors of child-
hood obesity on adult chronic diseases morbidity. Health 
practice scale should include more information about 
children’ physical activities and diet management. While 
this paper demonstrated the effect of access to social sup-
port on health knowledge, future research should elabo-
rate on the more complex effects of social support on 
other aspects of pro-health behaviors.

Conclusion
The present study aimed to investigate the joint influ-
ence of parents’ social support and health knowledge 
on children’s health practice. Results from our analysis 
on a nationally representative sample from Singapore 
support the view that parents’ obesity-related health 
knowledge has a mediating effect on the relationship 
between parents’ social support and children’s obesity-
related health practice. This indicates that the influence 
that social support has on health practice is heterogene-
ous – while parents’ social support has a positive effect 
on children’s body weight management practices when 
social support could enhance obesity-related health 
knowledge, this is not the case when there is a lack of 
health knowledge embedded in parents’ social support. 
This study highlighted the family environmental factors 
of children’s health from the perspective of social support 
theories, health knowledge literature, and childhood obe-
sity research. Future studies should adopt a longitudinal 
research design and include more comprehensive instru-
ments to measure the constructs of social support, obe-
sity-related health knowledge, and obesity-related health 
practices.

Appendix
See Table 5



Page 11 of 13Straughan and Xu ﻿Global Health Research and Policy             (2023) 8:8 	

Ta
bl

e 
5 

Co
rr

el
at

io
ns

 b
et

w
ee

n 
sc

al
e 

ite
m

s

Q
32

a
Q

32
b

Q
32

c
Q

32
d

Q
32

e
Q

1h
Q

1i
Q

1j
Q

34
d

Q
34

e
Q

34
f

BM
IK

1
BM

IK
2

BM
IK

3
Q

22
h

Q
22

i

So
ci

al
 s

up
po

rt
Q

32
a

1.
00

Q
32

b
0.

44
1.

00

Q
32

c
0.

28
0.

25
1.

00

Q
32

d
0.

21
0.

21
0.

50
1.

00

Q
32

e
0.

23
0.

25
0.

30
0.

40
1.

00

N
ut

rit
io

n 
kn

ow
le

dg
e

Q
1h

0.
05

0.
05

0.
04

0.
08

0.
09

1.
00

Q
1i

0.
05

0.
04

0.
04

0.
11

0.
10

0.
34

1.
00

Q
1j

0.
03

0.
05

0.
08

0.
09

0.
14

0.
23

0.
25

1.
00

Q
34

d
0.

01
0.

03
– 

0.
04

0.
00

0.
03

0.
16

0.
14

0.
14

1.
00

Q
34

e
0.

04
0.

03
0.

02
0.

04
0.

06
0.

16
0.

19
0.

17
0.

40
1.

00

Q
34

f
0.

10
0.

09
0.

09
0.

13
0.

18
0.

16
0.

25
0.

19
0.

33
0.

45
1.

00

BM
I k

no
w

le
de

BM
IK

1
0.

11
0.

10
0.

18
0.

12
0.

21
0.

07
0.

08
0.

14
0.

05
0.

00
0.

12
1.

00

BM
IK

2
0.

14
0.

14
0.

20
0.

14
0.

23
0.

07
0.

05
0.

12
0.

06
0.

01
0.

06
0.

47
1.

00

BM
IK

3
0.

02
0.

05
– 

0.
01

0.
03

0.
03

0.
02

0.
05

0.
05

0.
02

– 
0.

03
– 

0.
03

0.
22

0.
12

1.
00

H
ea

lth
 p

ra
ct

ic
e

Q
22

h
0.

11
0.

09
0.

05
0.

05
0.

12
0.

15
0.

16
0.

10
0.

10
0.

09
0.

14
0.

11
0.

12
0.

05
1.

00

Q
22

i
0.

06
0.

04
0.

02
0.

05
0.

11
0.

09
0.

08
0.

07
0.

13
0.

07
0.

15
0.

08
0.

09
– 

0.
01

0.
47

1.
00



Page 12 of 13Straughan and Xu ﻿Global Health Research and Policy             (2023) 8:8 

Acknowledgements
The authors thank the anonymous reviewers for their insightful comments 
which helped us crystalise the key arguments. We are also grateful to col-
leagues Professors Qiushi Feng and William Tov, Ms Grace Cheong and Mr 
Micah Tan for their contributions in framing the arguements.

Author contributions
Both authors contributed equally to this paper. PTS is the Principal Investiga-
tor and project supervisor who designed the questionnaire and collected 
data. CX analyzed the data and wrote the main manuscript text. All authors 
reviewed and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This research is supported by the Ministry of Education, Singapore, under 
its Academic Research Fund Tier 2 grant (MOE2016-T2-2-085). Any opinions, 
findings and conclusions or recommendations expressed in this material are 
those of the authors and do not reflect the views of the Ministry of Education, 
Singapore.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets generated and/or analysed during the current study are not 
publicly available due to personal privacy of participants, but summary tables 
may be requested from the corresponding author.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The present research was conducted in accordance with the general ethical 
guidelines and the ethical approval was obtained from the Institutional 
Review Board (IRB) of Singapore Management University. Written informed 
consent was obtained from all participants prior to the survey.

Consent to publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 School of Social Sciences, Singapore Management University, Singapore, 
Singapore. 2 Public Management and Policy Analysis (PMPP), Graduate School 
of International Relations (GSIR), International University of Japan (IUJ), Mina-
miuonuma, Japan. 

Received: 28 June 2022   Accepted: 5 March 2023

References
	1.	 Staniford LJ, Breckon JD, Copeland RJ. Treatment of childhood obesity: a 

systematic review. J Child Fam Stud. 2012;21(4):545–64.
	2.	 Ng M, Fleming T, Robinson M, Thomson B, Graetz N, Margono C, et al. 

Global, regional, and national prevalence of overweight and obesity 
in children and adults during 1980–2013: a systematic analysis for the 
global burden of disease study 2013. The lancet. 2014;384(9945):766–81.

	3.	 Andrews KR, Silk KS, Eneli IU. Parents as health promoters: a theory of 
planned behavior perspective on the prevention of childhood obesity. J 
Health Commun. 2010;15(1):95–107.

	4.	 Etelson D, Brand DA, Patrick PA, Shirali A. Childhood obesity: do parents 
recognize this health risk? Obes Res. 2003;11(11):1362–8.

	5.	 Golan M, Kaufman V, Shahar DR. Childhood obesity treatment: target-
ing parents exclusively v. Parents and children. British J Nutrition. 
2006;95(5):1008–15.

	6.	 Kiernan M, Moore SD, Schoffman DE, Lee K, King AC, Taylor CB, et al. 
Social support for healthy behaviors: scale psychometrics and predic-
tion of weight loss among women in a behavioral program. Obesity. 
2012;20(4):756–64.

	7.	 Group LAR. The look AHEAD study: a description of the lifestyle interven-
tion and the evidence supporting it. Obesity. 2006;14(5):737–52.

	8.	 Eustis NN, Fischer LR. Relationships between home care clients and their 
workers: implications for quality of care. Gerontologist. 1991;31(4):447–56.

	9.	 Miller B, McFall S, Campbell RT. Changes in sources of community 
long-term care among African American and white frail older persons. J 
Gerontol. 1994;49(1):S14–24.

	10.	 Sarason IG, Sarason BR, Shearin EN, Pierce GR. A brief measure of 
social support: practical and theoretical implications. J Soc Pers Relat. 
1987;4(4):497–510.

	11.	 House JS, Landis KR, Umberson D. Social relationships and health. Sci-
ence. 1988;241(4865):540–5.

	12.	 Smith SG, Jackson SE, Kobayashi LC, Steptoe A. Social isolation, health 
literacy, and mortality risk: findings from the english longitudinal study of 
ageing. Health Psychol. 2018;37(2):160.

	13.	 Wadden TA, Phelan S. Behavioral assessment of the obese patient. Hand-
book of obesity treatment. 2002;186–226.

	14.	 Eaker ED. Social support and physical health: understanding the health 
consequences of relationships. Oxford: Oxford University Press; 2005.

	15.	 Jorm AF. Mental health literacy: public knowledge and beliefs about 
mental disorders. Br J Psychiatry. 2000;177(5):396–401.

	16.	 Lepore SJ, Evans GW, Schneider ML. Dynamic role of social support in the 
link between chronic stress and psychological distress. J Pers Soc Psychol. 
1991;61(6):899.

	17.	 Armstrong MI, Birnie-Lefcovitch S, Ungar MT. Pathways between social 
support, family well being, quality of parenting, and child resilience: What 
we know. J Child Fam Stud. 2005;14(2):269–81.

	18.	 Sherbourne CD, Stewart AL. The MOS social support survey. Soc Sci Med. 
1991;32(6):705–14.

	19.	 Verbrugge LM, Ascione FJ. Exploring the iceberg: common symptoms 
and how people care for them. Medical Care 1987:539–69.

	20.	 Lydakis C, Kerr H, Hutchings K, Lip G. Women’s awareness of, and attitudes 
towards, hormone replacement therapy: ethnic differences and effects of 
age and education. Int J Clin Pract. 1998;52(1):7.

	21.	 Allgöwer A, Wardle J, Steptoe A. Depressive symptoms, social support, 
and personal health behaviors in young men and women. Health Psy-
chol. 2001;20(3):223.

	22.	 Snowdon AW, Cameron S, Dunham K. Relationships between stress, 
coping resources, and satisfaction with family functioning in families of 
children with disabilities. Canadian J Nurs Res Archiv. 1994;26(3):63.

	23.	 Kana’Iaupuni SM, Donato KM, Thompson-Colon T, Stainback M. Counting 
on kin: social networks, social support, and child health status. Soc Forces. 
2005;83(3):1137–64.

	24.	 Kim Y-H, Cardinal BJ. Psychosocial correlates of Korean adolescents’ physi-
cal activity behavior. J Exerc Sci Fit. 2010;8(2):97–104.

	25.	 Sylvia-Bobiak S, Caldwell LL. Factors related to physically active leisure 
among college students. Leis Sci. 2006;28(1):73–89.

	26.	 Theodoropoulou E, Karteroliotis K, Stavrou N. Validity and reliability of 
Greek versions of two scales assessing family and friend support for 
exercise behaviour. Percept Mot Skills. 2014;118(1):26–40.

	27.	 Sørensen K, Van den Broucke S, Fullam J, Doyle G, Pelikan J, Slonska Z, 
et al. Health literacy and public health: a systematic review and integra-
tion of definitions and models. BMC Public Health. 2012;12(1):80.

	28.	 Baker DW. The meaning and the measure of health literacy. J Gen Intern 
Med. 2006;21(8):878–83.

	29.	 Nutbeam D. Health literacy as a public health goal: a challenge for con-
temporary health education and communication strategies into the 21st 
century. Health Promot Int. 2000;15(3):259–67.

	30.	 Coleman JS. Social capital in the creation of human capital. Am J Sociol. 
1988;94:S95–120.

	31.	 House JS. Work stress and social support. Addison-wesley series on occu-
pational stress. 1983.

	32.	 Albrecht TL, Adelman MB. Communicating social support. USA: Sage 
Publications; 1987.

	33.	 Johnson JD, Meishcke H. Differences in evaluations of communication 
channels for cancer-related information. J Behav Med. 1992;15(5):429–45.

	34.	 Noar SM, Zimmerman RS. Health behavior theory and cumulative knowl-
edge regarding health behaviors: are we moving in the right direction? 
Health Educ Res. 2005;20(3):275–90.

	35.	 Lindau ST, Tomori C, Lyons T, Langseth L, Bennett CL, Garcia P. The 
association of health literacy with cervical cancer prevention knowledge 
and health behaviors in a multiethnic cohort of women. Am J Obstet 
Gynecol. 2002;186(5):938–43.



Page 13 of 13Straughan and Xu ﻿Global Health Research and Policy             (2023) 8:8 	

	36.	 Malla C, Aylward P, Ward P. Knowledge translation for public health in 
low-and middle-income countries: a critical interpretive synthesis. Global 
Health Res Policy. 2018;3(1):1–12.

	37.	 Scott TL, Gazmararian JA, Williams MV, Baker DW. Health literacy and 
preventive health care use among medicare enrollees in a managed care 
organization. Med Care. 2002;40(5):395–404.

	38.	 Bonaccio M, Di Castelnuovo A, Costanzo S, De Lucia F, Olivieri M, Donati 
MB, et al. Nutrition knowledge is associated with higher adherence to 
Mediterranean diet and lower prevalence of obesity. Results Moli-Sani 
Stud Appetite. 2013;68:139–46.

	39.	 Lee SY, Arozullah AM, Cho YI. Health literacy, social support, and health: a 
research agenda. Soc Sci Med. 2004;58(7):1309–21.

	40.	 Sudore RL, Mehta KM, Simonsick EM, Harris TB, Newman AB, Satterfield 
S, et al. Limited literacy in older people and disparities in health and 
healthcare access. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2006;54(5):770–6.

	41.	 Baker DW, Gazmararian JA, Williams MV, Scott T, Parker RM, Green D, et al. 
Functional health literacy and the risk of hospital admission among medi-
care managed care enrollees. Am J Public Health. 2002;92(8):1278–83.

	42.	 Zarcadoolas C. The simplicity complex: exploring simplified health mes-
sages in a complex world. Health Promot Int. 2011;26(3):338–50.

	43.	 Sanders LM, Thompson VT, Wilkinson JD. Caregiver health literacy and the 
use of child health services. Pediatrics. 2007;119(1):e86–92.

	44.	 Adair PM, Pine CM, Burnside G, Nicoll AD, Gillett A, Anwar S, et al. Familial 
and cultural perceptions and beliefs of oral hygiene and dietary practices 
among ethnically and socio-economicall diverse groups. Community 
Dent Health. 2004;21(1 Suppl):102–11.

	45.	 Saied-Moallemi Z, Virtanen J, Ghofranipour F, Murtomaa H. Influence of 
mothers’ oral health knowledge and attitudes on their children’s dental 
health. Eur Arch Paediatr Dent. 2008;9(2):79–83.

	46.	 Sanders LM, Shaw JS, Guez G, Baur C, Rudd R. Health literacy and child 
health promotion: implications for research, clinical care, and public 
policy. Pediatrics. 2009;124(Supplement 3):S306–14.

	47.	 DeWalt DA, Hink A. Health literacy and child health outcomes: a system-
atic review of the literature. Pediatrics. 2009;124(Supplement 3):S265–74.

	48.	 Yin HS, Dreyer BP, Foltin G, van Schaick L, Mendelsohn AL. Association of 
low caregiver health literacy with reported use of nonstandardized dos-
ing instruments and lack of knowledge of weight-based dosing. Ambul 
Pediatr. 2007;7(4):292–8.

	49.	 Miller E, Lee JY, DeWalt DA, Vann WF. Impact of caregiver literacy on 
children’s oral health outcomes. Pediatrics. 2010;126(1):107–14.

	50.	 Vann W Jr, Lee JY, Baker D, Divaris K. Oral health literacy among female 
caregivers: impact on oral health outcomes in early childhood. J Dent 
Res. 2010;89(12):1395–400.

	51.	 Lee S-YD, Arozullah AM, Cho YI, Crittenden K, Vicencio D. Health literacy, 
social support, and health status among older adults. Edu Gerontol 
2009;35(3):191–201.

	52.	 Uchino BN. Social support and physical health: understanding the health 
consequences of relationships. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press; 
2004.

	53.	 Lyyra T-M, Heikkinen R-L. Perceived social support and mortality in older 
people. J Gerontol B Psychol Sci Soc Sci. 2006;61(3):S147–52.

	54.	 Engels RC, Knibbe RA, Drop MJ, Haan YTd. Homogeneity of cigarette 
smoking within peer groups: Influence or selection?. Health Educ. Behav. 
1997;24(6):801–11.

	55.	 Procidano ME, Heller K. Measures of perceived social support from friends 
and from family: three validation studies. Am J Community Psychol. 
1983;11(1):1–24.

	56.	 Zimet GD, Dahlem NW, Zimet SG, Farley GK. The multidimensional scale 
of perceived social support. J Pers Assess. 1988;52(1):30–41.

	57.	 Variyam JN. Overweight children: is parental nutrition knowledge a fac-
tor? Food Rev Nat Food Rev. 2001;24:18–22.

	58.	 Carter J, Park ER, Moadel A, Cleary SD, Morgan C. Cancer knowledge, 
attitudes, beliefs, and practices (KABP) of disadvantaged women in the 
South Bronx. J Cancer Educ. 2002;17(3):142–9.

	59.	 Sarason BR, Shearin EN, Pierce GR, Sarason IG. Interrelations of social sup-
port measures: theoretical and practical implications. J Pers Soc Psychol. 
1987;52(4):813.

	60.	 Gibson LY, Allen KL, Byrne SM, Clark K, Blair E, Davis E, et al. Childhood 
overweight and obesity: maternal and family factors. J Child Fam Stud. 
2016;25(11):3236–46.

	61.	 Noh H-M, Park J, Sung E-J, Ju YS, Lee H-J, Jeong Y-K, et al. Family factors 
and obesity in relation to mental health among korean children and 
adolescents. J Child Family Stud 2019:1–9.

	62.	 Alehagen S, Hägg M, Kalén-Enterlöv M, Johansson A. Experiences of com-
munity health nurses regarding father participation in child health care. J 
Child Health Care. 2011;15(3):153–62.

	63.	 Algarvio S, Isabel L, Maroco J. Parental concerns’ prevalence and 
socio-demographic variables in general parenting. J Child Health Care. 
2013;17(2):204–14.

	64.	 McNeish D. Thanks coefficient alpha, we’ll take it from here. Psychol 
Methods. 2018;23(3):412.

	65.	 Chen C-A, Xu C. ‘No, I cannot just walk away’: government 
career entrenchment in China. Int Rev Administrative Sci 
2020:0020852319884624.

	66.	 Gliem JA, Gliem RR, editors. Calculating, interpreting, and reporting 
Cronbach’s alpha reliability coefficient for Likert-type scales2003: Midwest 
research-to-practice conference in adult, continuing, and community ….

	67.	 Peterson RA. A meta-analysis of cronbach’s coefficient alpha. J Consumer 
Res. 1994;21(2):381–91.

	68.	 Streiner DL, Norman GR, Cairney J. Health measurement scales: a practical 
guide to their development and use. USA: Oxford University Press; 2015.

	69.	 Xu C. Work motivation in the public service: a scale development based 
on the self-determination theory. SAGE Open. 2022;12(2):1–13.

	70.	 Fornell C, Larcker DF. Evaluating structural equation models with unob-
servable variables and measurement error. J Mark Res. 1981;18(1):39–50.

	71.	 Courvoisier DS, Nussbeck FW, Eid M, Geiser C, Cole DA. Analyzing the 
convergent and discriminant validity of states and traits: development 
and applications of multimethod latent state-trait models. Psychol Assess. 
2008;20(3):270.

	72.	 Wingenfeld SA, Lachar D, Gruber CP, Kline RB. Development of the 
teacher-informant student behavior survey. J Psychoeduc Assess. 
1998;16(3):226–49.

	73.	 Gunzler D, Chen T, Wu P, Zhang H. Introduction to mediation analysis with 
structural equation modeling. Shanghai Arch Psychiatry. 2013;25(6):390.

	74.	 Greiff S, Heene M. Why psychological assessment needs to start worrying 
about model fit. Eur J Psychol Assess. 2017;33(5):313–7.

	75.	 Kenny DA. Measuring model fit 2015 [Available from: f://davidakenny.net/
cm/fit.htm.

	76.	 Hu Lt, Bentler PM. Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure 
analysis: Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Struct Equ Model: 
Multidisciplinary J 1999;6(1):1–55.

	77.	 Gagné M, Forest J, Gilbert M-H, Aubé C, Morin E, Malorni A. The motiva-
tion at work scale: validation evidence in two languages. Educ Psychol 
Measur. 2010;70(4):628–46.

	78.	 Kline RB. Principles and practice of structural equation modeling. New 
York: Guilford publications; 2015.

	79.	 O’Laughlin KD, Martin MJ, Ferrer E. Cross-sectional analysis of longitudinal 
mediation processes. Multivar Behav Res. 2018;53(3):375–402.


	How does parents’ social support impact children’s health practice? Examining a mediating role of health knowledge
	Citation

	How does parents’ social support impact children’s health practice? Examining a mediating role of health knowledge
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Background
	Literature review
	Social support and health practices
	Social support and health knowledge
	Health knowledge and health practices

	Methods
	Participants
	Measures
	Analysis

	Results
	Descriptive analysis
	Structural equation modeling (SEM)

	Discussion
	Summary of findings
	Theoretical contributions
	Policy values
	Limitations and future research directions

	Conclusion
	Appendix
	Acknowledgements
	References


