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reliability and validity. Methods: The LGS was revised using semi-structured interviews, expert
evaluation, and questionnaire surveys. The initial and retest of the questionnaire were conducted
among 256 elderly individuals and 300 elderly individuals respectively. Results: The revised scale
showed good reliability, with an overall Cronbach’s « of 0.92, and Cronbach’s a for each dimension
ranging from 0.69 to 0.85. Exploratory and confirmatory factor analysis results indicated good con-
struct validity: the factor loadings of items on their respective factors exceeded 0.57. Additionally,
the confirmatory factor analysis fit indices also met the required standards for psychological meas-
urement. The revised scale also showed good criterion-related validity, as the scores of each dimen-
sion and the total score were significantly positively correlated with the criterion measure, with
correlation coefficients ranging from 0.47 to 0.69. Conclusion: The revised Loyola Generativity Scale
has good psychometric properties and can serve as an effective tool for assessing generativity in
Chinese elderly.
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1. 518

4, RECEHEAZ RIS B2 R URREIEEAN R &, —J7, 3728 A 10 B i KT
TR AF AR 5 5 B A O T — TR Al e (R Ak 2 1) R, o o o e ] 55 o i ] 2 S B AR AR R0 N 11 2R84
P R, AT AR e LA, 4R TH T RE NSRRI SRR 22RO E U, 2021); H—
Ji, BEAE N DEERALETIN D, AT BRSO B 2 AR N O AL 2 RS B 3 (Shimizu etal., 2023). T
XX PR, AR RO IR TR M 1 — AN S . BRI R il Erikson (1963)7E H 034
R B AR, AR B R E SO T — A SR GRS 3, IR IR A e S
I ) 3 EEAT 55 o 2 5 BB L8 E Erikson FRIR ARG AW SRR R AT IR R AR e, DA I 3k A
N, BHHBIEA SRR Erikson T ™ w6 $2 I B KR, BTRIRAE AN Z AR BOSAEAE, MR
WP R E T E SR E R By (Datta Roy & Panda, 2022; Hart et al., 2001; McAdams & de St. Aubin, 1992;
Millova & Blatny, 2016; Wiktorowicz et al., 2022), & 54Tk ) S FE Bt 70 B 5 A B AT TR DA — Fp AR AR 1 o
KRIEWIRCE R EEN, ANMEATI RE I MRS R AT REGE 7)), [EI R TAAIE SR B . AL XMt 2
1125 5Tk (Cox et al., 2010; Hopflinger, 2002; McAdams & Guo, 2015; Murayama et al., 2022).

EFENEIRIRRTFEE REY], BHAT DR m 2 N E AR, AR, BES A B T AR
IR, FE(EHEZAE NI B O e, SRR 240 77 T R AT S 2L AR AE FH (An & Cooney, 2006; Au et
al., 2020; Cox et al., 2010; Gager et al., 2024; Grosshaum & Bates, 2002; Grossman & Gruenewald, 2020;
Gruenewald et al., 2012; McAdams et al., 1993; McAdams & Guo, 2015; Ong et al., 2024; Pozzi et al., 2014). &
N BV BT SEIAMUA B T2 B AR SIS, XA 042t B B EAME (Shimizu et al., 2023).

H McAdams & de St. Aubin (1992)%47E 5l AW 78 FE Ak oKy BHE S R Getb g ) 1 58 B = 1)
T. H——Loyola Generativity Scale (LGS)Z J&, LGS T\ & a4l ) iZ HIE 5 B & T H (Villar et al.,
2023), 145 Mc Adams 7£ PN IR ST — At AT B LGS B fif il 2.2 4 N (1 25 5E K (Au et al., 2020;
Gager et al., 2024; Hofer et al., 2014; McAdams et al., 1993), &KX —H&IREREAS EH LT L+
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4, BAE B4 \JLHER, BHEEMAE AR CEHER 72N E, BERER R ML TS B
B, CAMIRHEA RV T 5 P EATIY, TEGE R I — B B E A A S SO R A
(McAdams & de St. Aubin, 1992), FEFRATXFE—Fpaf 2 . KeE £ LINHE RS, 28 AN EhE AT
R4y BA — AN [ - 74 77 SCALHIY AU (Cheng et al., 2008), [, ASHFF0R K LGS #HT A AL HIMEIT,
T i [ 224 N\ %458 J 1) %5 (Loyola Generativity Scale-Chinese Elderly, J& 3 B & #% LGS-CE), J-#£ 5T LGS-
CE fEFRE 2 NFEAR T B A 0L, DU IR IE 220 N BB AH DS Fi e A 2l & T A

2. ARMEMAGE
2.1. ARR

FEA L (WIREA): [l 54000 5 ZE DL B 2 248 N FRT %, BIBR ekl 45 5, 3L RIS 256 4
R, Horh B 88 44(34.4%), it 168 44(65.6%), #HRAEMSTE 60~96 % 2 [H], “T-HJ4E#4 68.90 % (SD
=6.00), #AN H2EE B NE 1.

FEAR 2 (FRIUREAR): ()45 P LA G L VAT RS S5 M X 2 2 4E OB AT G, BB AR A5 5, SE (Rl
300 A Binl 5, o Bk 100 44(33.30%), P 200 44 (66.70%), #EiRAERYTE 60~81 % 2 i), “FILERS
67.97 % (SD = 4.98), #iA A H#ERTENL 1.

Table 1. Demographic information of participants

=1 i ADEER

[EESZR v 45 P

LS Hart LS [Epae
60~69 132 51.60% 176 58.70%
. 70~79 114 44.50% 120 40.00%
80~89 7 2.70% 4 1.30%

90~99 2 0.80% - -
P % 88 34.40% 100 33.30%
S 168 65.60% 200 66.70%
bt 3 1.20% 1 0.30%
S N 33 12.90% 23 8.30%
KO Wl 121 47.30% 151 50.30%
= 75 29.30% 101 33.70%
KEFIRE K UL T 24 9.40% 22 7.30%
PN 3 1.20% 3 1.00%
U5 CE 222 86.70% 238 79.30%
R B 8 3.10% 10 3.30%
e 23 9.00% 49 16.30%
I W 228 89.10% 266 88.70%
) AR 28 10.90% 24 11.30%

22. iIRI R

2.2.1. PEEFEAEERGE(LGS-CE)

WFFEXF McAdams F de St. Aubin (1992) 4 il i) B HE B 7] 45 (LGS)HEAT A L AUAEIT, TERR Ti&E A E &
SE N 1 B % 0 45 LGS-CE. JFUR M LGS M453k 20 NMIUH, 5 MNERE, /il 4iFr 5% A& (GE 1. 3.
12, 19 @), Fh<TiEk(EE 5. 154 18, 20 ), FAEVEAFI(EE 4. 6. 8. 10, 13. 14 @), A/~SAlE(EE
7. 17 B)FIOGHE S5 (EE 24 94 11, 16 @), 7EXT 14 A2 NI aiXui ik, i R E 24
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NHVETHRERIFF & Mc Adams 76 LGS HRE2H1 5 4EfERAL, ARFE, W TFREZFEANNS, BHET
— N EERIEN T LR IE ST, ERME LGS, FHRETIETH .. WIETRER, £E%
8%, LGS-CE MR IR HILEE SITH XI5y, MmN 2 MBI F L5 R0 H HR g N\ oG SR 4E
B “ReHB T A, WGCAMRIE QL E)” , BT g B e, REAIRE A Q2 )7 .

L RIE. HRE, BHBNE. IGNHAA & BT 25, TERCT 22 BRA ) LGS-CE, [n 45K H
4 sk, N0 B 34 RIAER “AEEARE” B “AEWERT , EuEE, MR ETEIR KT,
BRpring 21, 22 @4k, e (1) JH LGSt 2. 5. 9. 13, 14, 15 BN AT E, HERFE NN
SNERfRRE IR, N2 AN NI RN R I 2 AR R IAEH, 2% HER2E, B
BON T IERZFRE; (2) JR LGS TS 11 @08 “wiREKH CARA T, REREMFR/NZ” , ZHENERIK
Db s Bt eI H BRI 1 B 5 A AT T SEBR AR VR IS S AR AEBOR B RS, B Z I SEAH SSRGS 1, B 5+
FitwZ Ja, e UL A RE ZENM SO A SERR AT ARSI E “ S rL =g m
(17 AT AR,

222 LEHSLERER—HERIEBR(GS-MPD)

AW FEEL T Hawley (1985)%1 % Erikson U HE A2 & FE B BY PR S T K& 1) &3 (Measure of Psychoso-
cial Development, MPD)H i S & 7> B R (LA N T 508 GS-MPD)E BT IF & AN b . 28RN
SRy, R 5 S, N0 B 4 AR “AEEARIE” B “AEEERET , MRS R, B
SRR
2.3. iREF

WFiEIT 28 F 5 TG0 NS, B2 2A g — 8 TAE N R R 70 St R H
(1) B OSOGHER RN R =G e i 8 & (R Re ) HATIES %, B LAE N A B8 B AN Sk I, #f
S RE) o o) WO B AT . (1) BI0, BT B VP52 IR LGS-CE; (2) FHll,
IR T ML 58 R & i LGS-CE F1 GS-MPD.

3. HREGER
3.1. RS HF

XHRIMEAEBEAT UE 70 Hr, R “TH SRR« “BRIESH SR AR L “ITH RS 1)
a fB” « “ImFLEE(CR)” FERFIAIENS, 1T = Mats EEARIR R H K FvE:  “WH 587010
K7 CBFIETUH 58y BARSC” BITH 558 R 82 DL AR B0 (& 12300 3 ) RS, — iAot
R ZRZBRT 0.40 (R r>0.40);  “ T H BHER G B o {87 JMIBRiIZ S, Homb i 5 2 8] i 38— 20 &
AR, BEZENDNTESETERIAOH A SR/ 8. “InAHECR)” AR S50
DX 73 s 7 AR (AT 27%) SR A5 27%) )5, FERE - ARPTALE RN T H 17 802 R i R 5 1,
ST IEH SR . B CRAENHIFEAR Mm%, Bk 75 RE i (IR g™ Z R 5 B E 24,
ERAZIE B IG A EE R t bR, — BN, t Gk & AR AE(E N %% 3.00 (5 FE, 2010).

Table 2. Item analysis of the revised scale (n = 256)
= 2. 11T E1ER9I E 5347 (n = 256)

i3 5] A A SR
= TH 5 823 fRIAEE JFF TR H 5 7 IR R I R S5 Y o B CR
1 0.61™ 0.56 0.916 10.05™"
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gk
2 0.66™" 0.62 0.915 10.50""
3 0.55™" 0.47 0.919 9.12"
4 0.56™" 0.50 0.918 8.50™"
5 0.62" 0.57 0.916 10.08"
6 0.64™" 0.59 0.915 10.75"
7 0.64™" 0.59 0.916 11.08"
8 0.60™" 0.55 0.916 9.40™"
9 0.41™" 0.35 0.920 6.36™"
10 0.72" 0.68 0.914 12.49"
11 0.41™" 0.35 0.920 7.28™"
12 0.68™" 0.63 0.915 11.86™
13 0.72™ 0.67 0.914 13.15"
14 0.69™ 0.64 0.914 9.91™
15 0.76™" 0.73 0.913 11.37"
16 0.62"" 0.57 0.916 9.22"
17 0.67" 0.62 0.915 11.59"
18 0.63™ 0.58 0.916 9.16™"
19 0.65™" 0.61 0.915 9.79™"
20 0.69™ 0.65 0.914 11.60"
21 0.50™" 0.45 0.918 8.95™
22 0.49™ 0.44 0.918 9.52™"
Hinte >0.40 >0.40.0 <0.920 >3.00

il
¥: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001,

T H AT B B SE Bn 2 Bos. B2 T A5 9 . 11 S HAM IR H S (& R I B )M 2B 0.35
Sbo FEHAR =AFIR AR £, PrABH SR RE: 1) BHSERA ZABREIEMK, HHEKRE
KT 04(rjaf: 041~0.76); (2) W EREAKNT—EE o RECH 0.920, 22 PMHHMBRZ G o
B34/ 0.920; (3) WiH M CREIIKT 3, HIARREAKF. REH 9. 11 SEFE “HiEmH SR
SRR XS, (HE HEARRT S0 0.35 B AHEIR FILE IFEARME 0.40, [F)RS AN 100 H -t 55 47 b s ik
T A=A FR X 2 B S, 27675 Bk e (R 4xi8 22 AN H .

3.2. MESH

3.2.1. REME RS (EFA)

TEXSHEIT B RAAT EFA (i fEh, FRE 3 WP (2010) 52, WnSRmt 7e E e BRSBTS, 16
ZEVAM R IR G, CEE T ERINZHmAEMRD, B2 U 82R) DA E (4R
HAER)NETRE, HERWET T “LHRMBE” KL%, BFTE ] LA ER AN F %=
SIRTHR TR € R TH (5 B3R 7 RATIR R HT, ARl A2 o B R B2 AN I 40 AT IR 3R A
AWFFAE 25T R 2% T McAdams & de St. Aubin (1992)f LGS &3 K 4 R4y, B R F AL
T NEREAVIR PR, REZE NN ZRIESE A Mc Adams T H i Baa e B AL, DRk, 78
X LGS [T IET I R, AR T LGS MTALAYENE, /N (1 Bt A 5 L IR 1 e
RN AR KL RIS . WO 78 o 2 AT EFA, BTGB 16 F AN 4EFE 40 7 E4T EFA.

TEHATIR R IEF B ONRT, %L KMO 185 Bartlett BRIEAG 25 AW i H e B SR 24
KMO < 0.50 i, A@E AT R T Bartlett BRIZ AT IR MM p < 0.05, MIFRE S AT R
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Bro e EERAIZ, KMO IR PG AR 2 (8 i AH S VR IR bR 2 —, SR AR B It A2 7 ik,
EMAFENLAZ B KMO A [ 0.5, TEEbriIgtit e 3, AR R Z A SLPRIAHNE, o]
FLRHA BT R, WOREAT R > 0.4 WA R(INLERL 4). BLAN, EHHMTIRRVER R o0y, —ELs
25 ERFAEARAE U AT A 36 4 U R R 3R R AR T Z2 I B U (R 20 25, 2019 W[, 2010), #%
PEFTARRNVERI R AT VAR SE RILAE 3o MRABRFEROR T 1 MHEN], S5 aien i, B 4EREE & mi— A3
T A BEAES HYEEE EREATE 0.57~0.87 (], RARIFIMRET, R BURE RIS .

Table 3. Exploratory factor analysis of the revised scale (n = 256)

< 3. BT IEERIREEE R 2 (n = 256)

Y4eRE 1 YeRE 2 YeRE 3 YR 4 YEPE 5
S e Tk RAEPEARK Y EsToilbe K A
4 0.67 2 0.73
1 0.77 5 0.71 6 0.75 9 0.57
- 3 0.72 15 0.81 8 0.70 7 0.87 11 0.60
[y ey 12 0.84 18 0.78 10 0.75 17 0.87 16 0.68
19 0.77 20 0.81 13 0.82 21 0.72
14 0.77 22 0.76
REIEAR 2.40 2.43 3.32 1.52 2.76
Bl EfR R 59.98% 60.67% 55.31% 75.82% 45.92%
KMO #1 Bartlett KMO 0.77 0.78 0.86 - 0.81
L 2 (df) 268.03 (6)™  274.68 (6)™" 52151 (15)™ 7858 (1)™  319.97 (15)™*

JE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001.

3.2.2. WiFtERSH(CFA)

BB T n) 45 1) R ZAR Y, SR AR O A THE (ML) XS ARl () 300 17 %4z 34T CFA, 45 R iR,
¥2=1390.700, df=199, »*/df=1.960, RMSEA=0.06, CFI=0.93, TLI=0.91, 75 &P 2EA400 1) 2R
(IR DB, 2004).

3.2.3. MUFHE A
PL Hawley (1985)f) %5 /& %€ GS-MPD {EN LGS-CE HI4M#%br. LGS-CE {45 805
GS-MPD 43 %034 2 IEAH 2R, FHSCRE r 75 0.47~0.69 1], HAkgE R L% 4,

Table 4. Criterion-related validity of the revised scale (n = 300)
F+ 4. 12T B ERIBHR K BRSUE (n = 300)

LGS-CE
ALK k2 DTk FAMEART A SAE RESKE HREIY
GS-MPD 0.59" 0.64" 0.56"" 0.58" 0.47 0.69"

¥E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001,

3.3. EEST

FRMREAS ) LGS-CE RILH TR 38— 50k, &4E)E Cronbach’s o R EI7E 0.69~0.85 2 [/], &
VT 1) G BEAR N3 — M 230 0= 0.92, 1 ILF% 5.
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Table 5. Reliability testing of the revised scale (n = 300)
F 5. BITIRIEBREERLE(n = 300)

B — B R 5L T H #i
YERE 1. YRR S LR 0.76 4
T 2. ALTImk 0.73 4
HRE 3. FAEMEARHKS 0.85 6
HE 4. L5 0.69 2
HRE 5. REFEKE 0.77 6
MEE 0.92 22

4. ¥1ig

AW AL IR T X LGS &7 1817, HIERNRE R S 52 F AR, BiTE]
B A 2 A N B K W) 45 (LGS-CE) 7R JR LGS fdkat BBk 7 L ANTH, ¥l 7 3ATH. @il ik,
F 7538 R B 2 4E N HO B R 3 LS R LA 5 McAdams 1 de St. Aubin (1992)7F LGS & H i)
FI&RL, RIAET 5 LGS-CE f#7 7 H AR M4k 50 B %15y (H EhE B A G it 2R T o e
— M, S5TAE, RITHEFSCHREREE X, HAOEVIRP R, REZENEREE A
HEFRFAKEE, RIWAN TG REAEIE L, HRHIFARGE “OGESKE” X—ul, Fikik
MHEREEABEAEE P IANT 2 N5 FREFEMKMIIH. tk4h, JE LGS Il H 11 JFEAFFEEFE AN
SRR EE, BREKIMBR, DLTE AR E R AN SO O BE AT S B AR TE DA RIRAS B T H AT B AR
BRI LGS-CE 22 NIH AR, 438 5 NERE: (1) 4EFrSfek, BmiR. BRgkmaaf N, JtH
£ T BFEIH 1. 3. 12, 19; (2) vk, ArEra . AEMEEEH TR, B4EIH 5. 15,
18. 20; (3) BRAEMEAFT, ff—egik A0 E PR A T “FEA” FFHE, BFEIE 4.
6. 8. 10. 13. 14; (4) A/~50liE, mEMEMANE S A, BHEHE 7. 17; (5) KiEHKE,
SR DO AT, AFEEE 2. 9. 11, 16. 21, 22.

BT LGS-CE HA BRI HIME R, 77O ORI &2 b o HL vl 35 K 4% 44 52 1) P T — 3501k R 3
BiEkR, I RIFHEEKT . RFFRMEHE T McAdams & de St. Aubin (1992) ) LGS FiI4E 51 H %I
4y, MRFFBIL(EVIE, 2010), EBITEERMR EFA T, & CRYESCR 5 HIC U R R 12
MR & ZHEIUS E, S ARE, Ao E A Ao 3 AT R = . ik, AHE AR
BAT A& 1) 5 ANEFEIR —ET EFA, ST AE, S4EEIRN— 1 A& G, H&EDH #
B AT #E—DHh, SRAUFHEH 7/ BT (CFA)E SRR, T DK B AR 45 4 J2 1H L 4 A B S5 4 250k
A IIHSCHE T B SRR . b4, LGS-CE &4 73 B DA K & 3R 4y 53R 1] % GS-MPD 2 [A]AH %
REER T, RILH T BT I RO SRR

BTG 1) LGS-CE 74> % & 1 IEZFE NP 5t b M EOFMEREHE, FMfFERELZFEAN
MISEbRtEaL, AT DME A G il & T R . TEEERE, RETRERERA VIR S RAEEIT
R T BAARLRAIE, CIESR A SFE R, B EAHEL B AT LGS HAWIH ,
HAR AR E A A BB AESE R SV s R A . (R, RORIIE RN SRR E ZEANEE L
FMERET] . B E RN R E SR AWML, DLRAE SRS IR 4% Ge STk BT 282 0 S HE R 1 R Y
FAAMERDL, TSI ST PR BEINA LA B E R . XA AR L R R 2 A s
P, IEBENE NS STk EL B AU A B 0 I S R R

5. &P
LGS-CE ) % 7% £ /0 B B bt FL S 043 4 3 B 2 4 A 1R S B oot 2 0 B v B 41 N R 11
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