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FEYERFMATT, 327 2 NMAHT AN BRI AR E
SLRVERAE, & SR I E RS SR B AT 55
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(concern), & (commitment), X Ff g 145 A0
(belief in the species) , 173 (action), LARATE
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7E BN S A M e, Ho 0 o R
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DL K B E AR R, B P &
FAT NGV B S KRk, R FIg1 3 T —
A ACFIAR T, B REXT At A= 76 5 sCRIME SR AR FF
AL KA S AT, BRI AL AR H DTk R
IHAFAR EAR AT AR —BobE . B A M AR
T —AN I THEMT S AE RIT. 7FREU A (agentic
style) B4 B SR I =K B R A,
XA A SR 52 o AAT B S PR A2 AN A FR E FRFHE
TR NBRARIE SR, AT TR A A P ) 96
HRFENR, WIRDS 5 AESEE SR TAE,
X — R GER G | SR DA ER, W “T
R M NE Y (communal style) /MR
o R N R EEFIAT R, FE A N B B A
D HREAL SR IR (EEARAT I 5 2 I 7 ZE A
TR EE A i B A s 7 A2, JLREBAT
TR RATHN  HIEM . WX RSB A4
T2 BT B 3 4y D% FH 2K 2 AT R Al AT s vt 52
BlRa, REAFT T AR, ARInAY
Al N B AR — AN LR L, B AT Al A FH
MEHLEMBRANRAH LS HA NFESH b2
AR . BIUFEIELS R (conventional style) 4™
e, EFPNTEKCE R, AAKHE, BRI
H R AR o AMATIAE AR LR ZIAR , A% T W 5 25
INHNAZG T T — R e R, BRCA NNE.
ARG T B AR R T M A 1)
THERI XSS, WA BRI OENE. &5 —
i) (stagnant style), (1S3 BAMKETY K P
B, TEHAENG RSN TR BN, A
TR ERAR . BTN . WBUR TG, Wit
B TRATE, X AR A R D SRF B X AT ]
()L FEFH A Je J7 T R IILIBEAR

W2t A AR T R IR S 72 e R 5 1A 4
B SR, s R Z M2 McAdams
Fl de St Aubin (1992) [FJ%EHH K H FAR 5 H K LGS

(Loyola Generativity Scale), i 20 M H, #ik
XERNIUE 0 “SERAES IR B 3 “AHEHE B
REAR” T ARE, HhE 6 NH MR M
o, ZERWNBENRARATRSNEE (a=
0.83). LGS — M I o BRI T Ao I
G IR 5y — PP v AT R 3 RAUARTE,
PR AR B i A L 7 B R R B AR TR
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AME LT B AR AT o TF5Th, — X A
IS A A FSRVEAL AMA I B R
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SR PR AT FH I i I e i A R e 1
BUTS, PN AR T s KPR %
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AT T2 e o X BUAE LM BT AT 70 R I, %
FEIAE FPAE LH s R R DL SR e . M= 154> 8
1, IXABLP U B A AR R SR ) R R TR R R
PR, AU SZ AR5 A0 8 T AL 7 s B B B A 42
JH 45 IR 2% (5% 0 ( Stewart, Ostrove, & Helson, 2001) .

B IEAE Ay — AR R TR REAETE T IR 9
HERTR, WSEYIE A L R R BRI —
AR F5T (Jacquelyn & Nicole, 2006) &
T, BRZA B IR A — PR B R RS 5 R R,
[F) I S U St P A W S A 1 B R o 3 I i EE T 1)
TR o ATF 5 R I IR R AN [ & 5 7 A IR AN
[FIB BS B Ttk e F ) 3 B ha I i 2 v
IR S HH IR RS R A BRI RE 75 AR
) ] B K PR S (Kleiber & Nimrod, 2007)

R AW (Kleiber & Nimrod, 2007) #isf
T IR B R I AL S 5 IR, K&
FEIRAT A AR — R A AR AT, TS
IR ) AR S D 2 i A A DG . AT
530 R AR R 3 R0 N ) S T UK ) A R A 0 T 15
S AR IR AR 5 BAT TR 0 S K, i B
FAER I, a9 HA R R A5
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B FAME M P BRI, FisE b, IRZZBE AR
GBI NN EARIEDTRR, A FER AR e T 5
2, BUES MG B ERS, FRAEXA
TFEH R KB (grand-generativity): HI%
AN Gk 52 R AE O e h % R W B B AN AR HE DT
MR, RIS AT TR TSR A AT O S B 3O
)44 (Ryckman, 2005).
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4. Slater (2003) MAFFTR, LHEETHELE
{EAEFISE B Y BRI R AR, T 55 1tk e A
YA BRI A B BRI B2 () SRR ) 5
AT AR, SRR, SR L igE
WA R R E 2, H SR FESREF AW
IR A S B 2 [AA B A OG o,
TRy %741 23 i IR R R AN 1) 55 5586 1) BB Ik
ARG, AR L £ T A ) R R iE S ) 5 B
AL 2 BRI A 9% (McKeering & Pakenham,
20000 o RIAZSENFKEE S T AR IR BN S Hb o
H AN AE N R85 T A A5, Kfifg
P B B BRI, AR B ER
Morfei, Hooker, Carpenter, Mix#/Blakeley (2004) 1H
T AT 50 B AT AN [F) A R R I L, AR
s B A R PR I 3 3 Hh R I T B 2 At A B ) 1)

(communal) ZFHFAT N, HIEEZHOGLMN, (2

HEAMEIHBEERINE FU AR R A HZ T
WA LGS 5 &I, 30~502 Lotk 1 BB ek K%
LR Ve e F B AR AR B S H SRR R
1EAHZR (Stewart, Ostrove, & Helson, 2001) . Peterson
FiDuncan (2007) LRI, ZHHEKREIE 7 T £t
TR NFSRRAE . ASUAFIBESE S R, BLAOK
DAk .

AR, BT AR R A AR S B A €2 10 S ]
R ZESE,  AVBM AN T S DG Bk R 1)
EHL, AN BRI RIS IR T R
IR BRI R BOMTE A BR FIAE 2
KMTT A7y AR AR 2 £ T LAER/MA
B RETE R T 2 1 4 1% (Clark &
Arnold, 2008) . B4, MRS 2 PR SR |
R 3 45 TR 35 1R A8 AR G B Ik s R A R T 5
Wi o RSB JER PR 2R A £ 0 L ) R T TR
KINAR S BHHIEACTBEAN A A (AN R 22 5 2%

GRS 2 AT SR PR AR T O 2% 1 i 8t B A A A7
AN 5 -

3 EEHIRNER
3.1 REMHFAN

AR I AVEZ PR R A AR T
el ey 2O S RvoE TR, Rl Mk 10
B AL REERHAD R TR (¥ HLB)) KRR L5 W TR )
BB ARAF AN R S H A AR (Rothrauff,
Cooney, 2008) . Frensch, Pratt 1 Norris (2007) H
A i e R VAR T AR RN
IR AR M e 5, RV U AR
BERHGRFIAT R J7 30 3 DI RS R 54T
AL HEBAA A B 5% Frensch 55 KA
D/ VRIE S oy WIS i R = (= IV B B 7 = 13 =
WRZANRIAEE, HEFW (16 2D 7L EnlfE
TEZ SRR B (20 %) ORI KRB
SR UL, ACRER R IR T AT
XA ISR AL AT A AT ) A T ) SR R 3R
BHRBEAATISER. SAETRERET FKEME
W (family values) % ¥ 1& Rk BAT EHEFN G4 &
(¥ A LA ¥ 72 5% M (Pratt, Skoe, & Arnold, 2004) .
1M Lawford 4% A LGS Ml & 17~23 % 4 EY BEAS A
REIEROGTE, 19 TAHRI &5 R, RIS G
5 HAREHAUR R B 37 7 U IEA ¢ (Lawford,
Pratt, Hunsberger, & Pancer, 2005)
3.2 ML IREREE

A BRI BOE 2R MR,
SRAMAIEE B 5 R 5 0 1 SEI T 3R AN S 4
SIHIAIAD, DK OR 25 8 TR AR s 0 5 A
EIERR R IR, BA RSB
G BT ORTE , BRI AL B T H AR AT
VUMY, [ I HE A A iy S ) B AT
( Hofer, Busch, Chasiotis, Kértner, & Campos,
2008) o BUFEHIAMAMIEEE SR A et gk
S Ain s A3 1 A B U E T R AR SRR AL, [F
N34 LL—Fh AR TE R, DU E 33
AT A, AR TR

IeAb,  Slater R FUIE 76 3 T A IR 1 R JEE A
. BRI AR A AT & A B AR RDE 2 B
JCIOAR, A A R0 s A R R R I Bl
DATIE Y A S J () e 5 I () PR 2% . T HL, 4
BB “SEHL” AR AL AT — B B A AL
FFEH U DAL RE Y, 3t BRI IR AT R R L
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AMATE BT B I [ — R0 23 4% 13 ) R0 1) ol T i e
IR BRSO Bk, WD K RAEYI
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FE2e DTATRHE 2 DURR A K BRI S50 3 R LI
SRALSAT ARG BT, e A AT i B A A
RIEMIHERE . PrattFl Arnold (2006) 32 FH AR G g
RUR 775 T 75 DA A A IR S A R — 1k DT
(moral identity commitment) LA fz BEHE & A 2 1118
TRYERE, N /DRy T 1) TE A R R e A
At FT) RS A LT B A . WL, AN LY
TRV it JO A, 2 L R 0 S TR R R A R e 1) 0 B
il
3.3 HEXLFEK

AL SO B T # 2 B DR 58 I (W 54T
RN, TR Sl e P A S AN R TE £ 00 S R A
RN Skt 2 TR AR LS, XA AR AR
U R BT b B P RN . (RAEAMAESK A
AN R LI, EFRF MG ERL A
O 55 A SR RSN R, AT PRALE R % 5
iy R BRI . IXFP 52 4145 SCA R SR IK
B 1) B A SO = 5. BFST (Hofer,
Busch, Chasiotis, Kirtner, & Campos, 2008) % BT
VEIR IR B oA 22 5, R IR R A L SN
TSP 2 SO B VIR T AR SRR I 7K
SEZEERE, AR SO AN A ORI T A
PRSI AL B R, A AT T e W] AR 5
NI FAT WA B m T A (Hart,
McAdams, Hirsch, & Bauer, 2001) . 7] WAFEMt2r
F1R ST TR R A A SRR R T ORI A AT 2 A R
JuAE . Penezi¢ 5 N IR ST W UE S BETEAT by 32 B30
P SRR Y AE T SR E 5 R, AR A 248
TR F 7K STt 5 W) ) 4 2 1 0 1) BB T Ol A
[AIE %% (i Croatia #1 Slovenia) i M S50 AT
N ZET ARIEAEAT Ay BEREIEAT D PR R 72
(AR A e, B OCHE LK A H AR I S 2 A
725t (Penezié, et al, 2008) .

4 RRATRE

TR 22 O B S 3 MR ARIER I 0 R
HAYER Mt 25 . W50 (Hofer, Busch, Chasiotis,
Kirtner, & Campos, 2008) #5157 B 5 B i A [7) 4k
HEWEEERN KR, 4R 2R BREHEAT AN
ST SE AR R AR O B TIOIR , (FJE R UR
W — AT O ERE S, AR BAT S 1 s Th e

ARFH AL I T SR TE RO 5 A PR A 3 0 R A
SO RS IEAR SR, o) — 7 T AR £ 18 5 DA
Ko AR BRI 5 F AR KK 1E 10 56 2R L 2s
DRI A 31 A1 €0 22 57t DA S AR 2 STARRIR (EDU RO AN ]
LRI FFE L EAT (McKeering &
Pakenham, 2000; Clark & Arnold, 2008; Penezic, et al,
2008) o H T BEFREBORT Ak S IR 5 SR AR T
X, REFNESMIT TR 2RI A AR
AR T EIIERIBERI T, R AR R 1 ST AT 5T
B LU LA TP LRI 556, BT BRI
SE ML, TR Ty 2R SR B AU AN [F]
St W ROR — BRI A AR ) BB H
b S AT B U, 1 BETEIA) F FAR  B AR LGS
USO8 PR ORI IOV . METHERIAR, A
RE PR 45 R BRI, BT RS Bl
BT, A ReRE— LT R RN ST JL
Ko B R T HIER R 2 7 U A 1
T, WA (Morfei, Hooker, Carpenter, Mix, &
Blakeley, 2004) &I, Zoth3RILH 5 2 il A LA
(communal) IR EFEEAT N, HH AR EEE R I
5 ESEARR R AT O 1S 2 WU R W] SRR g
1E ) TR0 Lo Mk i = M 248 JE (Stewart, Ostrove, &
Helson, 2001; Peterson & Duncan, 2007) . iXn] LA
R Dy, XS AN G E AT HE - ik ) R BE Y
W — P OS5I AR BRI R I, R AN e ok
TR A i AR IS AR L AR . BRI X o
I 22 57 e R D A 8 0 1 €8 23 TR B, 50
E LR JEACTR I BB AT R AR A I i
WA, MH, NIRRT R ) S
PR R LR R i S AL TR B SR SR ) EL P A
[IPESER . DR, B T AR GEME o #6570 T LASR ) 3
R A ALBIR R . B A K Hh
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Generativity: Individual Differences and Influencing Factors

HE Jin-Lian; GUO Shao-Dan;  ZHANG Li-Yan
(Department of Psychology, Hu 'nan Normal University, Changsha 410081, China)

Abstract: Generativity is a main psychosocial developmental task of the mid-adult individual, which involves
productivity, parenting, leadership, interpersonal and social care, encompassing some domains such as generative
concern, commitment, and action as well. It can be found in some life stages in varieties of forms. Recent
researches suggest that generativity emphasizes a positive existence and development pattern of individual, which
can promote interpersonal relationship and social harmony. The individual differences of generativity can be
manifested in state level, age and gender role. And its main influencing factors are social culture demand,
individual’s inner desire, and parenting styles. Future research will focus on integrating measure methods, and
exploring the relationship between generativity and subjective well-being.

Key words: generativity; concern; individual differences; inner desire; cultural demand





