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Experimental investigation of intergenerational interaction and older adults’ generativity

Megumi Tabuchi and Asako Miura (Kwansei Gakuin University)

This study examined the effects of the reactions of younger adukts toward older adults on the psychological
attributese and behavior of elderly. Participants were 34 older male adults aged 60-82 years. They completed a
questionnaire on generativity before and after the experimental condition, and were also observed taking flyers
on different topics after the experiment. They were assigned to the younger condition or the same generation
condition. In both conditions, the participants were asked to talk to recipients about experiences from their youth
and the wisdom they have gained. The recipients responded to the participants in either a positive or a neutral
way. The results showed that generativity was promoted most when the younger recipients responded in a positive
manner, whereas the neutral reactions of younger recipients led to the inhibition of generativity. Younger persons’
positive reactions promoted the participants’ helping behaviors, as indicated by the flyers they took. The present
study shows increases in the generativity of the elderly following positive reactions from younger recipients not

only on questionnaires but also in an experimental setting.
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Table 1
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The mean scores and standard deviations of age, years of education, subjective health,
generative act, and generativity in each group

Old Young

Positive (n=8) Neutral (n=9) Positive (n=8) Neutral (n=09)

M SD M SD M SD M SD
Age 69.00 (330)  67.78 (2.99)  66.13 (3.31) 7044 (3.54)
Education 15.88 (0.35) 16.33 (0.71) 16.63 (1.84)  15.83 (1.51)
Health 3.44 (0.33) 3.20 (0.63) 3.10 (0.68) 3.33 (0.65)
Generative act 5100  (11.12) 4944  (13.59) 5437  (1241) 5258  (14.59)
Generativity (pre-trial) 16.75 (2.60) 17.44 (3.12) 17.65 (2.43) 17.66 (3.39)
Generativity (post-trial) 17.85 (2.76) 18.71 (3.08) 19.51 (3.22) 16.30 (3.24)
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Figure 1. The mean scores of generativity scale in each
group.
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Figure 2. The rate of participants who take out the flyers

about support for young, health, and hobby.
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