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ABSTRACT
Objectives: This study investigated (1) whether there are differences in life satisfaction levels between 
young adults (YA) and older adults (OA), and (2) which factors are associated with life satisfaction in 
these groups.
Method: 279 United Kingdom (UK) participants were included (166 YA aged 19–25 years and 113 OA 
aged 60–94 years). Participants completed an online questionnaire examining life satisfaction and its 
associated factors: health status, purpose in life, social support, environment, financial well-being, 
and religiosity. T-tests, correlational, and regression analyses were conducted.
Results: Life satisfaction was significantly higher in OA than YA. The regression analyses revealed that 
purpose in life and mental health were the only variables which were significantly associated with life 
satisfaction in both YA and OA. In YA, social support and health perception were also significantly 
associated with life satisfaction, whilst for OA it was improved role functioning.
Conclusion: Techniques to increase purpose in life and improve mental health should be incorporated 
into life satisfaction interventions for both age groups, but addressing the distinct needs of different 
age groups may help to improve interventions for life satisfaction.

Background

The percentage of people aged 65 and older is expected to 
grow from 10% in 2022 to 16% by 2050 worldwide (United 
Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population 
Division, 2022). In England and Wales, the fertility rate has fallen 
to its lowest level on record in 2023 (Office for National 
Statistics, 2024) with ramifications for the ratio of young to 
older people in the population. In addition, the number of 
those aged 65 and over has increased from 9.2 million in 2011 
to over 11 million in 2021 (Office for National Statistics, 2023). 
The costs of caring for older individuals rises significantly as 
they age (Office for Budget Responsibility, 2016), which esca-
lates their healthcare expenses. There has been a rapidly grow-
ing interest in promoting and maintaining well-being in older 
adults (OA) with a goal that this could mitigate ageing-related 
pressures on health care systems.

Life satisfaction (LS) is often used to measure well-being in 
OA. It is the cognitive-judgment element of subjective well--
being, reflecting favourable dispositions towards life experi-
ences (Diener et al., 1985; Hall, 2014). LS can change with age 
(Baird et al., 2010; Park et al., 2019) due to physical, psycholog-
ical, and social-economic variations (Rony et  al., 2024; World 
Health Organization, 2023). In OA, higher LS is associated with 
lower suicide risk (Diener, 2012) and greater longevity (Diener 
& Chan, 2011; St. John et al., 2015). LS is equally important for 
young adults (YA) and research focused on improving quality 
of life and reducing the risk of suicide is crucial. Higher LS pro-
tects against suicidal thoughts and behaviours (Le et al., 2023; 

Morales-Vives & Dueñas, 2018). When young people are satisfied 
with their circumstances, they are less likely to feel hopeless or 
depressed, both of which are suicide risk factors. Therefore, LS 
is a critical indicator of better health and well-being in both 
OA and YA.

Studies indicate that that levels of LS differ between YA and 
OA. Life satisfaction levels can be affected by various factors 
and these might differ by age: YA may worry about educational 
choices and their future, while OA may struggle with adapting 
to retirement and limitations in health or social roles. Whilst 
acknowledging the unique challenges and pressures faced by 
YA and OA, comparing LS and its associates in YA and OA might 
provide a richer understanding of the factors influencing the 
observed variations in LS levels across age groups. Some schol-
ars have argued that LS shows a U-shaped pattern (Blanchflower 
& Oswald, 2008; Helliwell & Putnam, 2004; Kageyama & Sato, 
2021) with LS decreasing during middle age and subsequently 
increasing during older age. Others (Baird et  al., 2010; Park 
et al., 2019) have instead suggested that LS declines in a linear 
way over the lifespan. A longitudinal study in American veter-
ans (Mroczek & Spiro, 2005) found proximity to death was 
associated with a significant decline in LS, supporting this 
proposition of an ongoing linear decrease in LS. A third theory 
points to a pattern of decline during midlife, then maintaining 
a stable (flat) consistency throughout old age. As the present 
study focused on whether life satisfaction levels differed 
between two UK groups: YA and OA, one of our goals was to 
confirm whether these patterns may apply to our sample. If a 
U-shaped trajectory is correct, we would expect there to be no 
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difference between levels of LS in our groups. If instead, there 
is a linear decline or a decline followed by a stable period in 
old age, we would expect lower levels in OA than YA. This study 
focused on YA and OA rather than middle-aged individuals due 
to the clear contrast in life phases, roles, responsibilities, goals, 
and challenges thus avoiding the transitional complexity of 
middle adulthood.

Identifying the factors influencing LS in YA and OA is cru-
cial for developing targeted interventions to promote 
well-being across different age groups. Recent studies of LS 
in OA found that variables such as health, cognitive status, 
activities of daily living, social support, social participation, 
economic sources, sense of meaning or purpose, mental 
health, and sense of coherence contributed to LS in OA 
(Mekonnen et  al., 2022; Tavares, 2022; Tian & Chen, 2022). 
Nuqoba et al. (2023) found that economic satisfaction, satis-
faction with daily activities, sense of meaning and purpose, 
and health status were key determinants of LS in OA. 
Conversely, LS in YA has been associated with family interac-
tion or support, mental health, social skills, interaction with 
peers, and positive behaviour (Piko, 2023; Proctor & Linley, 
2014). Piko (2023) pointed out that family support was the 
strongest associate of LS in YA followed by depression, socio-
economic (SES) self-assessment, future orientation, satisfac-
tion with school, going to church, and friend support. In these 
studies, social aspects and mental health appeared to be 
most consistent associates of LS in both OA and YA. However, 
these studies did not directly compare data between YA and 
OA using the same measures, and so this present study 
addressed this gap by using the same measures across both 
groups to identify the predictors of LS.

Existing studies comparing age groups in relation to LS have 
been limited by the inclusion of working age adults only (Handa 
et al., 2023) or by the inclusion of a restricted range of indepen-
dent variables. For example, studies comparing YA and OA have 
examined positive emotion (Berenbaum et al., 2013), physical 
activity (An et al., 2020), and income (Cheung & Lucas, 2015) 
but have not considered social support, environment, religios-
ity. These latter variables have been identified as being import-
ant in ageing well in cross-cultural studies (Nguyen & Seal, 2014; 
Reich et al., 2020; Sulandari et al., 2024). Of the studies which 
have measured a broader range of variables in relation to LS, 
such as health factors (Mekonnen et al., 2022; Nuqoba et al., 
2023; Tavares, 2022), psychological factors (Mekonnen et  al., 
2022; Nuqoba et al., 2023; Tavares, 2022), environmental factors 
(Gan et  al., 2022; Park & Kang, 2022), financial well-being 
(Mekonnen et al., 2022; Nuqoba et al., 2023; Tavares, 2022; Tian 
& Chen, 2022), religiosity (Muhammad et al., 2023; Sharif et al., 
2021), and social aspects (Mekonnen et al., 2022; Tavares, 2022; 
Tian & Chen, 2022), no YA were included. Furthermore, they did 
not examine together this range of factors to identify those 
which might be most important for LS. The present study will 
address this gap by measuring a wide range of factors that we 
identified as important in a previous study (Sulandari et  al., 
2024) in relation to LS in both OA and YA groups, and by employ-
ing the regression analysis to identify the most strongly associ-
ated and therefore important factors in relation to LS in 
these groups.

This study uses the UK as a case example and aimed to (1) 
examine whether there are differences in life satisfaction levels 
between YA and OA and (2) establish which factors are associ-
ated with LS in each age group.

Method

Participants and recruitment

We recruited YA aged 18 to 25 years and OA aged 60+; who 
self-identified as British; and had a proficient level of English. 
YA were recruited via social media, a flyer, word of mouth or the 
School of Psychology student participant pool in exchange for 
course credits. OA were also recruited via social media and word 
of mouth, and members or the School of Psychology Successful 
Ageing Panel. Altogether 360 participants responded. 67 pro-
vided incomplete data and 14 were ineligible for the age criteria 
so were excluded. Data were considered incomplete for a par-
ticipant when they missed one set or more of the measures. 
Where data were missing, it was complete measures rather than 
partial completion of questionnaires, so we did not need to 
apply any strategies to handle the missing data, such as impu-
tation or exclusion methods. Little’s MCAR test was performed 
to assess the missing data mechanism. The results were non-sig-
nificant, χ2(df = 138) = 155.62, p = 0.15, suggesting that the data 
are Missing Completely at Random (MCAR). 279 usable cases 
were used for the analysis, including 166 YA aged 19–25 years 
old (Mean age = 20.66, SD = 1.17) and 113 OA aged 60–94 years 
old (Mean age = 70.15, SD = 6.46). Data were collected between 
21st February and 27th September 2023. Ethical approval was 
gained from School of Psychology, University of Leeds: PSYC-
805, 16/02/2023.

Procedure

Participants completed an online 15–30-minute questionnaire 
using the Qualtrics XM Platform™. A brief study description was 
provided before completion of the consent form and the 
questionnaire.

Measures

This study examined LS, health status, purpose in life, social 
support, environment, financial well-being, and religiosity.

Life satisfaction
The Riverside Life Satisfaction Scale (RLSS) (Margolis et al., 2019) 
was used to measure LS. It consists of six items. Participants 
rated their agreement with each item using a 7-point Likert 
scale (1 = Strongly disagree, 2 = Moderately disagree, 3 = Slightly 
disagree, 4 = Neither agree nor disagree, 5 = Slightly agree, 
6 = Moderately agree, 7 = Strongly agree). This instrument com-
prises both direct and indirect indications. Items 2, 4, and 6, 
classified as indirect indicators, were reverse scored. The final 
scores varied from 6 to 42, with higher scores indicating greater 
LS. Margolis et al. (2019) developed this instrument to improve 
the widely renowned measure of LS, the Satisfaction with Life 
Scale (SWLS) (Diener et al., 1985) and found in a predominantly 
British sample of adults that The RLSS has greater bandwidth 
than the SWLS because it includes indirect indicators, while 
maintaining high levels of internal consistency and test-retest 
stability.

Health status
A short multi-dimensional instrument, the 20-Item Short Form 
Survey (SF-20) (Stewart et al., 1982, 1988; Ware et al., 1992) 
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was employed to measure health status. It measures six 
aspects: physical functioning (six items), role functioning (two 
items), social functioning (one item), mental health (five 
items), health perception (five items), and pain (one item). 
Physical functioning measures physical limitations and capac-
ities, mobility, and self-care. Role functioning measures lim-
itations in role functioning due to poor health and by the 
extent to which individuals participate in defined roles within 
their community. Social functioning is defined as the ability 
to develop, maintain, and nurture major social relationships 
and focuses on whether the respondent’s health has limited 
social activities. Mental health represents the four major men-
tal health dimensions (anxiety, depression, loss of 
behavioural-emotional control, and psychological well- being). 
Health perception measures the perception of current health. 
Pain asks respondents to rate pain on a scale from none to 
very severe. All scores have been transformed to a 0–100 scale, 
with the lowest score being 0 and the highest score being 100, 
such that a high value represented better performance, with 
the exception of pain where a higher score indicated more 
pain. For further information regarding the scoring of SF-20, 
sees Appendix 1. Six domains of SF-20 were calculated sepa-
rately for the purposes of analysis.

Purpose in life
The Purpose in Life Test-Short Form (PIL-SF) (Schulenberg et al., 
2011) measures participants’ life purpose through four items 
which cover the presence of clear life goals, life being meaning-
ful, life goal completion, and presence of goals/life purpose. A 
7-point Likert scale was employed featuring different anchors 
for each item. The responses were summed up for each partic-
ipant, with higher scores reflecting a stronger sense of purpose 
in life, ranging from 4 to 28.

Social support
Duke-UNC Functional Social Support Questionnaire (DUFSS) 
(Broadhead et al., 1988) was employed to measure social sup-
port using eight items. Participants rated a scale ranging for 
each item from 1 = much less than I would like to 5 = as much 
as I would like. The higher the average score, the greater the 
perceived social support, ranging from 8 to 40.

Environment
Perceptions of environment were measured using Assessing 
Levels of Physical Activity and fitness (ALPHA) (Spittaels et al., 
2010) which a 10-item scale assessing physical activity related 
to environmental factors. Participants respond Yes = 1 or No = 
0 for items 1–8 with an additional choice of Not Applicable (NA) 
for items 9 and 10 which related to work and education. Higher 
scores represented a more positive environment, ranging from 
0 to 10.

Financial well-being
The CFPB Financial Well-Being Scale (Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, 2015) was employed to measure financial 
wellbeing which is scored on a 5-point categorical response 
scales from 0 to 4, with two sections: one asking how well an 
item describes an individual (0 = ‘not at all’ to 4 = ‘completely’) 
and one asking how often an item applies to the individual 
(0 = ‘never’ to 4 = ‘always’), further information sees Appendix 1, 

scores ranged from 0 to 40 with higher scores indicating better 
financial wellbeing.

Religiosity
Religiosity was measured by the Centrality of Religiosity Scale 
(CRS) (Huber & Huber, 2012), which consists of 5 items scored 
from 1 (‘never/not at all’) to 5 (‘very often/very much so’). Higher 
scores reflecting higher levels of religiosity, which total possible 
scores ranging from 5 to 25.

For further information regarding the examples of the items 
in the scales used to measure these variables, the internal con-
sistency score for each measure and the power calculation 
score, see Appendix 1.

Data analysis

First, descriptive and t-test analyses for all potential predictors 
of life satisfaction were conducted. T-tests were used to com-
pare means between YA and OA. Second, Pearson’s correlations 
were conducted to determine relationships between variables 
of interest and life satisfaction in YA and OA, separately. Third, 
multiple regression analyses applying enter method was per-
formed to identify the most important determinants of life sat-
isfaction among YA and OA. The outcome variable was LS, 
measured by RLSS. The initial set of predictive variables included 
health status, purpose in life, social support, environment, finan-
cial well-being, and religiosity. This current study presented data 
without controlling for age and gender since there were no 
differences in relation to the significance of individual factors 
that contributed to LS (see Appendix 2, Tables S1–S3). All analy-
ses were carried out using SPSS 28.

Results

For participant characteristics see Table 1 and Appendix 1. The 
findings from the t-tests suggested there was a significant dif-
ference between groups for LS (Table 2) with OAs being more 
satisfied than YAs. There were no significant differences between 
groups for social functioning or health perception. OA had 
higher levels of mental health, pain, purpose in life, social sup-
port, religiosity, environment, and financial well-being com-
pared to YA but lower levels of physical functioning and role 
functioning.

The correlates of LS for all the participants are in Table 3. In 
separate analysis between groups, the correlates of LS varied 
between YA and OA (Tables 4 and 5). In YA, all tested variables 
had a significant correlation with LS, except religiosity (Table 4). 
However, after applying Bonferroni corrections only higher lev-
els of social functioning, mental health, health perception, pur-
pose in life, social support, and financial well-being remained 
significantly correlated with greater LS. In OA, all tested vari-
ables had a significant correlation with LS, except for environ-
ment and religiosity (Table 5). However, after applying 
Bonferroni corrections, only greater role functioning, social 
functioning, mental health, health perception, purpose in life, 
social support, and financial well-being were associated with 
greater LS.

In a regression analysis of all participants, the total amount 
of variance accounted for by the covariates was 72% (Table 6). 
Purpose in life (β = 0.50, p < 0.001), mental health (β = 0.13, 
p < 0.001), social support (β = 0.12, p < 0.001), financial 
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well-being (β = 0.09, p = 0.03), and health perception (β = 0.07, 
p < 0.001) significantly predicted LS while physical functioning, 
role functioning, social functioning, pain, environment, and 
religiosity did not. A collinearity test in all participants showed 

a maximum variance inflation factor (VIF) value of 3 and a min-
imum tolerance value of 0.3, suggesting no multicollinearity 
among included variables.
Further analyses for each group revealed a difference in the total 
amount of variance accounted for by the covariates (74% in YA; 
65% in OA, see Tables 7 and 8). In the YA group, purpose in life 
(β = 0.40, p < 0.001), social support (β = 0.17, p < 0.001), mental 
health (β = 0.13, p < 0.001), and health perception (β = 0.07, 
p = 0.002) significantly predicted LS in YA while in OA, LS was 
significantly predicted by purpose in life (β = 0.59, p < 0.001) 
followed by mental health (β = 0.13, p = 0.002) and role func-
tioning (β = 0.05, p = 0.13).

Discussion

Principal findings

OA had higher levels of LS than YA, and the factors influencing 
LS varied across the two age groups. Social functioning, mental 
health, health perception, purpose in life, and social support 
were correlated with LS in both groups, and role functioning 
and financial well-being were also correlated with LS in OA. 
Regression analyses revealed that LS was significantly associ-
ated with purpose in life, social support, mental health, and 
health perception in YA, whilst in OA, LS was significantly asso-
ciated with purpose in life, mental health, and role functioning. 
The models explained a greater amount of variance in YA than 
in OA. Our findings highlight that interventions to increase LS 
should address purpose in life and mental health in both age 
groups but need to be otherwise targeted to specific age groups 
to meet variations in predictors of LS.

Comparisons with similar research

Our findings extend the literature in three main ways. Firstly, 
we found that there was a significant difference in LS scores 
between YA and OA in which the OA were more satisfied with 
their life than YA. One possible explanation is that the UK cur-
rently is a relatively positive environment for OA due to govern-
ment policies generally being favourable towards them 
(Department of Health, 2001; Office for Health Improvement & 
Disparities, 2022). These systems contribute to a sense of secu-
rity and well-being among older individuals. Additionally, as 
people age, their children often become independent, allowing 
OA more time to enjoy leisure activities and pursue personal 
interests (Sulandari et al., 2024). A second explanation could be 
that levels of LS in YA in the UK have decreased in recent years 
(Handa et al., 2023; Hrytsenko et al., 2024; Orben et al., 2022), 
perhaps due to pandemic pressures, intense smartphone access 
and internet use (Twenge et al., 2021), resulting in them being 
less satisfied than OAs (thus moving away from a theory sup-
porting linear decline, U-shaped change, or a decline followed 
by a stable period in old age). However, it is worth noting that 
as this present study did not include a mid-life group, it is pos-
sible that our group difference in LS levels could also indicate 
a linear increased trajectory of LS, or a flat or declining trend of 
LS in young to middle age followed by an increase in old age 
to a level higher than that experienced when younger. Further 
research to investigate this would be useful, but our findings 
clearly reject a linear decline or U-Shaped trend.

Secondly, purpose in life and mental health significantly 
contributed to LS in both YA and OA in the regression analysis. 

Table 1. Characteristics of the participants by age group.

number of participants (%)

Characteristics YA, n = 166 OA, n = 113

gender
 Male 14(8.4) 35(31)
 Female 149(89.8) 78(69)
 non-binary 3(1.8) 0
living arrangement
 living alone 9(5.4) 33(29.2)
 living with friends 117(70.5) 0
 living with partner/spouse 8(4.8) 73(64.6)
 living with child(ren)/

parent(s)
32(19.3) 5(4.4)

 Other 0 2(1.8)
Marital status
 Married 0 70(61.9)
 Divorced/separated 1(0.6) 17(15.1)
 Widowed 0 20(17.7)
 never married 164(98.8) 4(3.5)
 Prefer not to say 1(0.6) 2(1.8)
Working status
 Working (employed or 

self-employed)
23(13.9) 21(18.6)

 Unemployed 8(4.8) 0
 in education 127(76.5) 0
 Retired 0 87(77)
 Disabled (not able to work) 0 0
 Working (employed or 

self-employed)
8(4.8) 5(4.4)

educational background
 CSe/gCSe or ‘O’ level 5(3.0) 16(14.2)
 Vocational qualification 

(gnVQ or BteC)
3(1.8) 6(5.3)

 ‘A’ or ‘AS’ level 129(77.7) 12(10.6)
 Higher national Certificate 

(HnC) or Diploma (HnD)
3(1.8) 16(14.2)

 Undergraduate degree 24(14.5) 34(30.1)
 Postgraduate qualification 

(Masters or PhD)
2(1.2) 17(30.1)

 no qualifications 0 7(6.2)
 Other (please specify) 0 5(4.4)
Children
 none 165(99.4) 12(10.6)
 1 1(0.6) 11(9.7)
 2 0 57(50.4)
 3 0 23(20.4)
 More than 3 0 10(8.8)
ethnicity
 White British 138(83.1) 109(96.5)
 Other 28(16.9) 4(3.8)

Table 2. independent sample t-test on each variable by age group.

Variable

Mean (SD)

tYA OA

life satisfaction 27.60(7.27) 32.42(7.16) 5.48***
Physical functioning 

(SF-20)
90.86(17.70) 77.73(27.76) −4.45***

Role functioning 
(SF-20)

91.11(21.67) 83.19(33.48) −2.22*

Social functioning 
(SF-20)

87.47(17.95) 90.27(22.06) 1.16

Mental health 
(SF-20)

58.17(21.04) 78.83(15.90) 9.33***

Health perception 
(SF-20)

66.11(20.28) 66.96(26.72) .28

Pain (SF-20) 28.67(19.25) 36.58(24.75) 2.50***
Purpose in life 19.07(4.37) 21.82(4.19) 5.25***
Social support 50.24(10.15) 52.67(1039) 1.95**
Religiosity 9.30(4.59) 12.48(6.10) 4.70***
environment 15.75(1.66) 16.33(1.25) 3.30***
Financial well-being 22.69(7.04) 31.06(7.22) 8.70***

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.
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Purpose in life was the strongest contributor in both groups. 
This supports findings from a previous systematic review which 
found greater purpose in life was associated with better health 
and well-being in OA (Irving et al., 2017). However, this review 
included varied measures to capture health and well-being, 
including LS, and analysed these as a homogenous group, pre-
venting specific conclusions being drawn regarding LS as an 

isolated variable. Additionally, this study only focused on OA. 
Moreover, a longitudinal study was conducted by Joshanloo 
(2024) which revealed that an increase in life purpose was asso-
ciated with higher subsequent LS, but again this study only 
included OA. The effect of purpose in life on LS is rarely inves-
tigated in YA, but one study (Bronk et al., 2009) examined this 
association in three stages of life and found purpose in life was 

Table 3. Correlations between study variables and life satisfaction in all participants.

Variable lS PF RF SF MH HP Pain Pil SS envi FWB Reli

lS –
PF .105 –
RF .206**** .603**** –
SF .348**** .451**** .575**** –
MH .753**** .008 .107 .339**** –
HP .538**** .564**** .578**** .602**** .496**** –
Pain −0.166** −0.425**** −0.420**** −0.353**** −0.117 −0.502**** –
Pil .709**** .117 .095 .278**** .619**** .391**** −0.123* –
SS .573**** .091 .129* .329**** .439**** .340**** −0.146* .570**** –
envi .195** .090 .165** .139**** 180** .208**** −0.057 .194** .192** –
FWB .566**** −0.032 .089 .281 .587**** .316**** −0.115 .531**** .371**** .179** –
Reli −0.060 −0.043 −0.047 .047 −0.105 .026 .020 .206**** .004 .034 .175** –

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.00091 (Bonferroni-corrected significance threshold).
note: lS: life satisfaction, PF: physical functioning, RF: role functioning, SF: social functioning, MH: mental health, HP: health perception, pain, Pil: purpose in life, SS: 

social support, envi: environment, FWB: financial well-being and Reli: religiosity.

Table 4. Correlations between study variables and life satisfaction in YA.

Variable lS PF RF SF MH HP Pain Pil SS envi FWB Reli

lS –
PF .188* –
RF .184* .468**** –
SF .284**** .331**** .577**** –
MH .765**** .173* .211** .309**** –
HP .594**** .393**** .505**** .540**** .605**** –
Pain −0.214** −0.276**** −0.388**** −0.301**** −0.248*** −0.456**** –
Pil .726**** .229** .136* .225** .642**** .440**** −0.188* –
SS .652**** .069 .117 .290**** .498**** .407**** −0.244** .602**** –
envi .220** .095 .225** .146* .156* .238** −0.146 .164* .178* –
FWB .513**** .197* .279**** .309**** .422**** .392**** −0.221** .553**** .424**** .189* –
Reli −0.064 .034 .001 .024 −0.012 −0.089 .064 .059 −0.245** −0.148 .021 –

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.00091 (Bonferroni-corrected significance threshold).

Table 5. Correlations between study variables and life satisfaction in OA.

Variable lS PF RF SF MH HP Pain Pil SS envi FWB Reli

lS –
PF .243** –
RF .359**** .668**** –
SF .422**** .620**** .611**** –
MH .658**** .177 .213* .436**** –
HP .536**** .739**** .650**** .659**** .526**** –
Pain −0.249** −0.498**** −0.425**** −0.433**** −0.191* −0.560**** –
Pil .605**** .223* .163 .331**** .427**** .373**** −0.175 –
SS .449**** .189* .184 .366**** .338**** .272** −0.083 .511**** –
envi .004 .241* .189* .112 −0.018 .184 −0.009 .119 .173 –
FWB .479**** .072 .111 .261** .509**** .321**** −0.234* .324**** .279** −0.062 –
Reli .003 .045 −0.012 .032 −0.072 .116 −0.103 .218* .202* .167 .057 –

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.00091 (Bonferroni-corrected significance threshold).

Table 6. Regression analysis of predictors associated with life satisfaction for all participants.

Variable B SE β t P
PF −0.022 .015 −0.069 −1.471 .142
RF .022 .013 .081 1.705 .089
SF −0.024 .017 −0.061 −1.359 .175
MH .129 .018 .367 7.267 <.001***

HP .068 .019 .208 3.691 <.001***

Pain .012 .013 .036 .916 .360
PiL .497 .082 .294 6.065 <.001***

SS .120 .030 .163 3.949 <.001***

envi −0.070 .167 −0.014 −0.417 .677
FWB .086 .039 .093 2.180 .030*

Reli −0.081 .047 −0.058 −1.716 .087

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.
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associated with greater LS in all groups. However, these stages 
of life only covered adolescence, emerging adult and adult and 
did not include OA. Thus, this is the first study to examine pur-
pose in life in relation to LS in both an OA and a YA groups. This 
finding aligns with the positive psychology propositions of 
Seligman (2002) who suggested purpose improves LS by pro-
viding life meaning and a sense of achievement.

Our findings support previous studies suggesting mental 
health is related to LS in YA (Fergusson et al., 2015; Piko, 2023), 
as well as in OA (Kim et al., 2021). However, few studies have 
examined this association in these groups using comparable 
measures. This current study extends those findings by provid-
ing evidence, using the same measures to compare both groups, 
that mental health is important for LS across the life span.

Thirdly, the results from the regression analyses found that 
social support was the second strongest factor in YAs’ LS, but 
it was not significantly associated with LS in OA. These findings 
support previous research suggesting that social support is 
important in YA (Azpiazu et al., 2023; Gan et al., 2020; Su et al., 
2022). A possible explanation is that social support from peers 
and family is important during the youth developmental stage 
including key life transitions like education, career, and rela-
tionships, because it provides encouragement, sense of pur-
pose, and raises self-esteem (Cai & Lian, 2022; Tezci et al., 2015; 
Varga et al., 2023). These processes rely heavily on supportive 
relationships, which have a direct impact on LS. As people 
age, this support tends to shift. In later life friends may play a 
smaller role due to retirement or the loss of social connections 
over time. Moreover, individuals who are older frequently have 
had the opportunity to develop good resilience and a broader 
perspective on life from earlier support from social relation-
ships (Ami & David, 2020; Brinkhof et al., 2024).

Declining health is another source of stress for older per-
sons. While social support remains vital, how people deal with 
limitations in role functioning due to poor health and the 
extent to which individuals participate in defined roles within 
their community may have a greater impact on their LS than 

their general level of social support. This is in line with our 
finding that role functioning significantly predicted LS in OA. 
OA recognise that being able to perform their usual roles and 
responsibilities in daily life, particularly related to work and 
other important activities/duties, is critical for their well-being, 
emphasising the significance of health in their life, as found in 
our previous study (Sulandari et al., 2024). Moreover, the pres-
ent findings also extend the literature by showing that health 
is important at all ages (Handa et al., 2023; Tavares, 2022) but 
how this manifests might change according to age. While in 
OA having a good role functioning is essential, in YA, having a 
positive health perception was more important. This supports 
a previous study (Atienza-González et al., 2020), which revealed 
that health perceptions were correlated with LS in YA. It is pos-
sible that when people are young, they are aware of the impor-
tance of health from school-based health education 
programmes (Yoon et al., 2021), and, because they are gener-
ally healthy, they appreciate the overall importance of 
keeping it.

Implications

Professionals designing interventions to promote LS across the 
life span should prioritise strengthening individuals’ sense of 
purpose in life and mental health. For purpose in life, this can, 
for example, be achieved through life crafting (Schippers & 
Ziegler, 2019), which enables individuals to discover their values 
and passions, transform these into goals, and establish plans 
for reaching those goals. Purpose in life can also be achieved 
through five steps based on the contents of a goal-training pro-
gram and goal-setting intervention (Shin & Steger, 2014), or a 
combination of two brief online interventions, such as purpose 
from the perspective of goal setting and values exploration and 
gratitude as a springboard (Bronk et al., 2019). However, previ-
ous studies that explored interventions to develop purpose in 
life were conducted in YA, so further research is needed to 
understand if these interventions could also be useful in OA. 

Table 7. Regression analysis of predictors associated with life satisfaction among young adults.

Variable B SE β t P
PF .003 .020 .006 .131 .896
RF −0.010 .019 −0.031 −0.546 .586
SF −0.022 .022 −0.055 −1.005 .316
MH .129 .021 .374 6.106 <.001***

HP .073 .023 .204 3.140 .002**

Pain .026 .018 .068 1.443 .151
PiL .389 .109 .234 3.574 <.001***

SS .174 .041 .243 4.193 <.001***

envi .196 .188 .045 1.042 .299
FWB .068 .053 .066 1.282 .202
Reli .010 .071 .006 .140 .889

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.

Table 8. Regression analysis of predictors associated with life satisfaction among older adults.

Variable B SE β t P
PF −0.047 .027 −0.183 −1.728 .087
RF .048 .019 .224 2.529 .013*

SF −0.021 .030 −0.063 −0.695 .489
MH .130 .040 .289 3.231 .002**

HP .065 .033 .242 1.950 .054
Pain .002 .022 .007 .093 .926
PiL .588 .129 .344 4.573 <.001***

SS .085 .051 .123 1.673 .097
envi −0.383 .366 −0.067 −1.048 .297
FWB .115 .071 .116 1.613 .110
Reli −0.101 .076 −0.086 −1.323 .189

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.
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This disparity may be explained by the idea that in later life, 
individuals tend to have more stable life, such as family, work, 
and other responsibilities compare to the YA who may still strug-
gle with their identity exploration. This preconception leads to 
less emphasis on purpose in life in OA. However, as people age, 
changes such as retirement, declining health and a decreasing 
social network can cause a re-evaluation of one’s sense of pur-
pose and interventions designed for YA may not address the 
unique issues that OA face. Addressing this research gap could 
lead to more effective, age-appropriate interventions that 
develop a revitalised sense of purpose in the OA, thereby 
increasing their LS.

Our findings also imply that it is essential to consider mental 
health in LS interventions. Psychosocial interventions (Forsman 
et  al., 2011) which focus on psychological or social aspects, 
encompassing psychological therapy, health education, and 
social activities initiatives can be considered as alternatives to 
promote and maintain the individual’s mental health. 
Interventions could also incorporate cognitive-behavioural tech-
niques (Olisaeloka et al., 2024) that address depressive symptoms.

Interventions that can integrate solutions for increasing pur-
pose in life and mental health with other factors (e.g. social 
support and health perception for YA, role functioning for OA) 
might be the most effective at improving LS. For example, in 
YA, purpose in life can be fostered through group goal-setting 
exercises which encourage participants to identify meaningful 
life objectives whilst gaining social support through sharing 
their experiences. In OA, integrated interventions can be 
designed by fostering activities that enable them to re-evaluate 
their purpose in life through community participation as this 
would also foster healthier perspectives on their role in a com-
munity setting.

Moreover, public health practitioners and healthcare profes-
sionals can collaborate with local communities to implement 
targeted interventions that address specific needs, while poli-
cymakers can establish supportive frameworks and policies to 
enhance the implementation of these programs. The use of 
technology, such as mobile health applications which enhance 
accessibility, offer continuous support, and monitor progress, 
may serve as an effective tool to enhance interventions. 
However, due to the possible limitation of accessing technology 
for OA, combining mobile health interventions with face-to-face 
support or other alternatives should be considered to ensure 
long-term user engagement (van Acker et al., 2023).

Strengths, limitations and future directions

A potential limitation in the present study is the limited vari-
ability of the samples’ demographic information, which reduces 
the generalizability of our findings. The cross-sectional design 
also means that it was not possible to draw conclusions about 
the temporal relationship between LS and the associated fac-
tors. Future research should undertake repeated measurements 
over time to ascertain whether the independent variables pro-
spectively predict LS. Furthermore, our sample was limited to 
UK participants and included a relatively small sample size, 
which might have influenced the veracity of this study’s results. 
This study also limited the age groups to YA and OA and did not 
include middle-aged participants. Replicating the same data in 
multiple cultures or countries and age groups, such as young, 
middle, and older, may help to better understand what is com-
plex social picture.

Conclusion

YA are likely to experience greater LS to the extent that they have 
purpose in life, social support, good mental health, and health 
perceptions; while OA are likely to experience greater LS when 
they have purpose in life, good mental health, and higher role 
functioning. Addressing the specific needs of each age group can 
enhance targeted interventions for improving LS. Policymakers 
and healthcare professionals should consider and prioritise these 
factors for different age groups when implementing strategies.

Acknowledgments

We thanks to three undergraduate students (Bethany Codd, Charlotte 
Elliott, Shadine Alsaeed) who helped with data collection.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Funding

This work was funded by BPPT (Centre for Higher Education Funding), 
Ministry of Education, Culture, Research, and Technology, the Republic 
of Indonesia and LPDP (Indonesia Endowment Fund for Education), 
Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Indonesia [Ref. Number: 3384/
BPPT/BPI.LG/V/2024].

ORCID

Santi Sulandari  http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0091-3382
Judith Johnson  http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0431-013X
Rachel O. Coats  http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4415-408X

Data availability statement

The data, analytic methods or materials are available to other research-
ers for replication purposes, they can be accessed by contacting the 
authors directly.

References

Ami, R., & David, B. (2020). Older adults and their life experience: What can 
we learn from them? Journal of Nursing and Practice, 3(1), 202–211. 
https://doi.org/10.36959/545/384

An, H. Y., Chen, W., Wang, C. W., Yang, H. F., Huang, W. T., & Fan, S. Y. (2020). 
The relationships between physical activity and life satisfaction and 
happiness among young, middle-aged, and older adults. International 
Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(13), 1–10. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17134817

Atienza-González, F. L., Martínez, N., & Silva, C. (2020). Life satisfaction and 
self-rated health in adolescents: The relationships between them and 
the role of gender and age. The Spanish Journal of Psychology, 23, e4. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/SJP.2020.10

Azpiazu, L., Antonio-Agirre, I., Fernández-Zabala, A., & Escalante, N. (2023). 
How does social support and emotional intelligence enhance life satis-
faction among adolescents? A mediational analysis study. Psychology 
Research and Behavior Management, 16, 2341–2351. https://doi.
org/10.2147/prbm.S413068

Baird, B. M., Lucas, R. E., & Donnellan, M. B. (2010). Life satisfaction across 
the lifespan: Findings from two nationally representative panel studies. 
Social Indicators Research, 99(2), 183–203. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11205-010-9584-9

Berenbaum, H., Chow, P. I., Schoenleber, M., & Flores, L. E. (2013). Pleasurable 
emotions, age, and life satisfaction. The Journal of Positive Psychology, 
8(2), 140–143. https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2013.772221

https://doi.org/10.36959/545/384
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17134817
https://doi.org/10.1017/SJP.2020.10
https://doi.org/10.2147/prbm.S413068
https://doi.org/10.2147/prbm.S413068
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-010-9584-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-010-9584-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2013.772221


8 S. SULANDARI ET AL.

Blanchflower, D. G., & Oswald, A. J. (2008). Is well-being U-shaped over the 
life cycle? Social Science & Medicine (1982), 66(8), 1733–1749. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.01.030

Brinkhof, L. P., Chambon, M., Ridderinkhof, K. R., van Harreveld, F., Murre, J. 
M. J., Krugers, H. J., & de Wit, S. (2024). Resilience among older individu-
als in the face of adversity: How demographic and trait factors affect 
mental-health constructs and their temporal dynamics. Clinical 
Psychological Science, 12(4), 563–585. https://doi.org/10.1177/21677 
026231190294

Broadhead, W. E., Gehlbach, S. H., Gruy, F. V. D., & Kaplan, B. H. (1988). The 
Duke-UNC Functional Social Support Questionnaire: Measurement of 
social support in family medicine patients. Medical Care, 26(7), 709–723. 
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-198807000-00006

Bronk, C., Kendall, Baumsteiger, R., Mangan, S., Riches, B., & Bono, G. (2019). 
Fostering purpose among adolescents: Effective online interventions. 
Effective Online Interventions. Journal of Character Education, 14(2), 21–
38. https://go.openathens.net/redirector/leeds.ac.uk?url=https://
www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/fostering-purpose-among-
young-adults-effective/docview/2309267095/se-2

Bronk, K. C., Hill, P. L., Lapsley, D. K., Talib, T. L., & Finch, H. (2009). Purpose, 
hope, and life satisfaction in three age groups. The Journal of Positive 
Psychology, 4(6), 500–510. https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760903271439

Cai, J., & Lian, R. (2022). Social support and a sense of purpose: The role of 
personal growth initiative and academic self-efficacy. Frontiers in 
Psychology, 12, 788841. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.788841

Cheung, F., & Lucas, R. E. (2015). When does money matter most? Examining 
the association between income and life satisfaction over the life 
course. Psychology and Aging, 30(1), 120–135. https://doi.org/10.1037/
a0038682

Consumer Financial Protection Bureau. (2015). Measuring Financial 
Well‑being: A Guide to Using the CFPB Financial Well‑Being Scale. 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau. https://files.consumerfinance.
gov/f/201512_cfpb_financial-well-being-user-guide-scale.pdf

Department of Health. (2001). National service framework for older people. 
Department of Health. Retrieved from https://assets.publishing.service.
gov.uk/media/5a7b4f16e5274a34770ead1c/National_Service_
Framework_for_Older_People.pdf

Diener, E. (2012). New findings and future directions for subjective well-be-
ing research. The American Psychologist, 67(8), 590–597. https://doi.
org/10.1037/a0029541

Diener, E., & Chan, M. Y. (2011). Happy people live longer: Subjective 
well-being contributes to health and longevity. Applied Psychology: 
Health and Well‑Being, 3(1), 1–43. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-0854. 
2010.01045.x

Diener, E., Emmons, R. A., Larsen, R. J., & Griffin, S. (1985). The satisfaction 
with life scale. Journal of Personality Assessment, 49(1), 71–75. https://
doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa4901_13

Fergusson, D., McLeod, G., Horwood, L., Swain, N., Chapple, S., & Poulton, R. 
(2015). Life satisfaction and mental health problems (18 to 35 years). 
Psychological Medicine, 45(11), 2427–2436. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0033291715000422

Forsman, A. K., Nordmyr, J., & Wahlbeck, K. (2011). Psychosocial interven-
tions for the promotion of mental health and the prevention of depres-
sion among older adults. Health Promotion International, 26(suppl_1), 
i85–i107. https://doi.org/10.1093/heapro/dar074

Gan, D. R. Y., Wister, A. V., & Best, J. R. (2022). Environmental influences on 
life satisfaction and depressive symptoms among older adults with 
multimorbidity: Path analysis through loneliness in the Canadian longi-
tudinal study on aging. The Gerontologist, 62(6), 855–864. https://doi.
org/10.1093/geront/gnac004

Gan, S.-W., Ong, L. S., Lee, C. H., & Lin, Y. S. (2020). Perceived social support 
and life satisfaction of Malaysian Chinese young adults: The mediating 
effect of loneliness. The Journal of Genetic Psychology, 181(6), 458–469. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221325.2020.1803196

Hall, A. (2014). Life satisfaction, concept of. In A. C. Michalos (Ed.), 
Encyclopedia of quality of life and well‑being research (pp. 3599–3601) 
Springer Netherlands. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0753-
5_1649

Handa, S., Pereira, A., & Holmqvist, G. (2023). The rapid decline of happi-
ness: Exploring life satisfaction among young people across the world. 
Applied Research in Quality of Life, 18(3), 1549–1579. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11482-023-10153-4

Helliwell, J. F., & Putnam, R. D. (2004). The social context of well-being. 
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series B, 
Biological Sciences, 359(1449), 1435–1446. https://doi.org/10.1098/
rstb.2004.1522

Huber, S., & Huber, O. W. (2012). The Centrality of Religiosity Scale (CRS). 
Religions, 3(3), 710–724. https://doi.org/10.3390/rel3030710

Hrytsenko, V., Eida, T., Ferris, E., Hulbert, S., Pomplun, R., Kendall, S. (2024). Life 
satisfaction of adolescents. Findings from the 2021‑2022 HBSC study for 
England. U. o. K. Centre for Health Services Studies. https://hbscengland.org/

Irving, J., Davis, S., & Collier, A. (2017). Aging with purpose: Systematic 
search and review of literature pertaining to older adults and purpose. 
International Journal of Aging & Human Development, 85(4), 403–437. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0091415017702908

Joshanloo, M. (2024). Purpose in life links positive aging views to life satis-
faction: A within-person analysis spanning 13 Years. Journal of Applied 
Gerontology, 43(5), 471–480. https://doi.org/10.1177/07334648231 
217643

Kageyama, J., & Sato, K. (2021). Explaining the U-shaped life satisfaction: 
Dissatisfaction as a driver of behavior. Journal of Bioeconomics, 23(2), 
179–202. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10818-020-09306-4

Kim, E. S., Delaney, S. W., Tay, L., Chen, Y., Diener, E. D., & Vanderweele, T. J. 
(2021). Life satisfaction and subsequent physical, behavioral, and psy-
chosocial health in older adults. The Milbank Quarterly, 99(1), 209–239. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12497

Le, N., Belay, Y. B., Le, L. K.-D., Pirkis, J., & Mihalopoulos, C. (2023). Health-
related quality of life in children, adolescents and young adults with 
self-harm or suicidality: A systematic review. The Australian and New 
Zealand Journal of Psychiatry, 57(7), 952–965. https://doi.org/10. 
1177/00048674231165477

Margolis, S., Schwitzgebel, E., Ozer, D. J., & Lyubomirsky, S. (2019). A new 
measure of life satisfaction: The Riverside Life Satisfaction Scale. Journal 
of Personality Assessment, 101(6), 621–630. https://doi.org/10.1080/002
23891.2018.1464457

Mekonnen, H. S., Lindgren, H., Geda, B., Azale, T., & Erlandsson, K. (2022). 
Satisfaction with life and associated factors among elderly people liv-
ing in two cities in northwest Ethiopia: A community-based cross-sec-
tional study. BMJ Open, 12(9), e061931. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjop-
en-2022-061931

Morales-Vives, F., & Dueñas, J. M. (2018). Predicting suicidal ideation in ad-
olescent boys and girls: The role of psychological maturity, personality 
traits, depression and life satisfaction. The Spanish Journal of Psychology, 
21, E10, Article E10. https://doi.org/10.1017/sjp.2018.12

Mroczek, D. K., & Spiro, A.3rd. (2005). Change in life satisfaction during 
adulthood: Findings from the veterans affairs normative aging study. 
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 88(1), 189–202. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-3514.88.1.189

Muhammad, T., Pai, M., Afsal, K., Saravanakumar, P., & Irshad, C. V. (2023). 
The association between loneliness and life satisfaction: Examining 
spirituality, religiosity, and religious participation as moderators. BMC 
Geriatrics, 23(1), 301. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-023-04017-7

Nguyen, A. L., & Seal, D. W. (2014). Cross-cultural comparison of successful 
aging definitions between Chinese and Hmong elders in the United 
States. Journal of Cross‑Cultural Gerontology, 29(2), 153–171. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10823-014-9231-z

Nuqoba, B. T., Y., Wen, Wong, Y., Cong., & Lim, W. (2023). Key determinants 
of life satisfaction in older adults (pp. 1–15). Singapore Management 
University, Centre for Research on Successful Ageing. https://ink.library.
smu.edu.sg/rosa_reports/19

Office for Budget Responsibility. (2016). Fiscal sustainability analytical pa‑
per: Fiscal sustainability and public spending on health. Office for Budget 
Responsibility. Retrieved from https://obr.uk/docs/dlm_uploads/
Health-FSAP.pdf

Office for Health Improvement & Disparities. (2022). Healthy ageing: 
Applying all our health. Office for Health Improvement & Disparities. 
Retrieved March 1, from https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/ 
healthy-ageing/healthy-ageing-applying-all-our-health

Office for National Statistics. (2023). Profile of the older population living in 
England and Wales in 2021 and changes since 2011. Office for National 
Statistics. Retrieved from https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulation 
andcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/ageing/articles/profileofth
eolderpopulationlivinginenglandandwalesin2021andchangessin
ce2011/2023-04-03

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1177/21677026231190294
https://doi.org/10.1177/21677026231190294
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-198807000-00006
https://go.openathens.net/redirector/leeds.ac.uk?url=https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/fostering-purpose-among-young-adults-effective/docview/2309267095/se-2
https://go.openathens.net/redirector/leeds.ac.uk?url=https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/fostering-purpose-among-young-adults-effective/docview/2309267095/se-2
https://go.openathens.net/redirector/leeds.ac.uk?url=https://www.proquest.com/scholarly-journals/fostering-purpose-among-young-adults-effective/docview/2309267095/se-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760903271439
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.788841
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038682
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038682
https://files.consumerfinance.gov/f/201512_cfpb_financial‑well‑being‑user‑guide‑scale.pdf
https://files.consumerfinance.gov/f/201512_cfpb_financial‑well‑being‑user‑guide‑scale.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a7b4f16e5274a34770ead1c/National_Service_Framework_for_Older_People.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a7b4f16e5274a34770ead1c/National_Service_Framework_for_Older_People.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a7b4f16e5274a34770ead1c/National_Service_Framework_for_Older_People.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0029541
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0029541
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-0854.2010.01045.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-0854.2010.01045.x
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa4901_13
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa4901_13
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291715000422
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291715000422
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapro/dar074
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnac004
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnac004
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221325.2020.1803196
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0753-5_1649
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0753-5_1649
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11482-023-10153-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11482-023-10153-4
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2004.1522
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2004.1522
https://doi.org/10.3390/rel3030710
https://hbscengland.org/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0091415017702908
https://doi.org/10.1177/07334648231217643
https://doi.org/10.1177/07334648231217643
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10818-020-09306-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12497
https://doi.org/10.1177/00048674231165477
https://doi.org/10.1177/00048674231165477
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223891.2018.1464457
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223891.2018.1464457
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061931
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2022-061931
https://doi.org/10.1017/sjp.2018.12
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.88.1.189
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.88.1.189
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-023-04017-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10823-014-9231-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10823-014-9231-z
https://ink.library.smu.edu.sg/rosa_reports/19
https://ink.library.smu.edu.sg/rosa_reports/19
https://obr.uk/docs/dlm_uploads/Health-FSAP.pdf
https://obr.uk/docs/dlm_uploads/Health-FSAP.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/healthy-ageing/healthy-ageing-applying-all-our-health
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/healthy-ageing/healthy-ageing-applying-all-our-health
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/ageing/articles/profileoftheolderpopulationlivinginenglandandwalesin2021andchangessince2011/2023-04-03
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/ageing/articles/profileoftheolderpopulationlivinginenglandandwalesin2021andchangessince2011/2023-04-03
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/ageing/articles/profileoftheolderpopulationlivinginenglandandwalesin2021andchangessince2011/2023-04-03
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/ageing/articles/profileoftheolderpopulationlivinginenglandandwalesin2021andchangessince2011/2023-04-03


AGING & MENTAL HEALTH 9

Office for National Statistics. (2024). How is the fertility rate changing in 
England and Wales? Office for National Statistics. https://www.ons.gov.
uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/
conceptionandfertilityrates/articles/howisthefertilityratechanginginen
glandandwales/2024-10-28#:~:text=Our%20Births%20in%20
England%20and,at%201.44%20children%20per%20woman

Olisaeloka, L., Udokanma, E., & Ashraf, A. (2024). Psychosocial interven-
tions for depression among young people in Sub-Saharan Africa: A sys-
tematic review and meta-analysis. International Journal of Mental Health 
Systems, 18(1), 24. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13033-024-00642-w

Orben, A., Lucas, R. E., Fuhrmann, D., & Kievit, R. A. (2022). Trajectories of 
adolescent life satisfaction. Royal Society Open Science, 9(8), 211808. 
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.211808

Park, J., Joshanloo, M., & Scheifinger, H. (2019). Predictors of life satisfaction 
in a large nationally representative Japanese sample. Social Science 
Research, 82, 45–58. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2019.03.016

Park, J.-H., & Kang, S.-W. (2022). Factors related to life satisfaction of older 
adults at home: A focus on residential conditions. Healthcare, 10(7), 
1279. https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare10071279

Piko, B. F. (2023). Adolescent life satisfaction: Association with psychological, 
school-related, religious and socially supportive factors. Children (Basel, 
Switzerland), 10(7), 1–12. https://doi.org/10.3390/children10071176

Proctor, C., & Linley, P. A. (2014). Life satisfaction in youth. In G. Fava and C. 
Ruini (Eds), Increasing psychological well‑being in clinical and education‑
al settings (Cross‑Cultural Advancements in Positive Psychology)  (Vol. 8, 
pp. 199–215). Dordrecht: Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-
017-8669-0_13

Reich, A. J., Claunch, K. D., Verdeja, M. A., Dungan, M. T., Anderson, S., 
Clayton, C. K., Goates, M. C., & Thacker, E. L. (2020). What does “success-
ful aging" mean to you? - Systematic review and cross-cultural compar-
ison of lay perspectives of older adults in 13 Countries, 2010–2020. 
Journal of Cross‑Cultural Gerontology, 35(4), 455–478. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10823-020-09416-6

Rony, M. K. K., Parvin, M. R., Wahiduzzaman, M., Akter, K., & Ullah, M. (2024). 
Challenges and advancements in the health-related quality of life of 
older people. Advances in Public Health, 2024, 1–18. https://doi.
org/10.1155/2024/8839631

Schippers, M. C., & Ziegler, N. (2019). Life crafting as a way to find purpose 
and meaning in life. Frontiers in Psychology, 10, 2778. https://doi.
org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02778

Schulenberg, S. E., Schnetzer, L. W., & Buchanan, E. M. (2011). The purpose 
in life test-short form: Development and psychometric support. Journal 
of Happiness Studies, 12(5), 861–876. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-
010-9231-9

Seligman, M. E. P. (2002). Authentic happiness: Using the new positive psy‑
chology to realize your potential for lasting fulfillment. Free Press.

Sharif, S. P., Amiri, M., Allen, K. A., Sharif Nia, H., Khoshnavay Fomani, F., 
Hatef Matbue, Y., Goudarzian, A. H., Arefi, S., Yaghoobzadeh, A., & 
Waheed, H. (2021). Attachment: The mediating role of hope, religiosity, 
and life satisfaction in older adults. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes, 
19(1), Article 57. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12955-021-01695-y

Shin, J. Y., & Steger, M. (2014). Promoting meaning and purpose in life. In A. 
C. Parks and S. M. Schueller (Eds), The Wiley Blackwell Handbook of 
Positive Psychological Interventions (pp. 90–110). https://doi.
org/10.1002/9781118315927.ch5

Spittaels, H., Verloigne, M., Gidlow, C., Gloanec, J., Titze, S., Foster, C., 
Oppert, J.-M., Rutter, H., Oja, P., Sjöström, M., & De Bourdeaudhuij, I. 
(2010). Measuring physical activity-related environmental factors: 

Reliability and predictive validity of the European environmental ques-
tionnaire ALPHA. The International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and 
Physical Activity, 7(1), 48. https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-7-48

St. John, P. D., Mackenzie, C., & Menec, V. (2015). Does life satisfaction predict 
five-year mortality in community-living older adults? Aging & Mental 
Health, 19(4), 363–370. https://doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2014.938602

Stewart, A. L., Hays, R. D., & Ware, J. E.Jr. (1988). The MOS short-form gener-
al health survey. Reliability and validity in a patient population. Medical 
Care, 26(7), 724–735.https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-198807000-
00007

Stewart, A. L., Ware, J. E., & Brook, R. H. (1982). Construction and scoring of 
aggregate functional status measures (Vol. 1). RAND.

Su, Y., D’Arcy, C., Li, M., & Meng, X. (2022). Trends and patterns of life satisfaction 
and its relationship with social support in Canada, 2009 to 2018. Scientific 
Reports, 12(1), 9720. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-13794-x

Sulandari, S., Coats, R. O., Taufik, T., & Johnson, J. (2024). What does It mean 
to “age well” among British and Javanese older adults? A cross-cultural 
qualitative study. The Journals of Gerontology, Series B: Psychological 
Sciences and Social Sciences, 79(7), gbae085. https://doi.org/10.1093/
geronb/gbae085

Tavares, A. I. (2022). Health and life satisfaction factors of Portuguese older 
adults. Archives of Gerontology and Geriatrics, 99, 104600. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.archger.2021.104600

Tezci, E., Sezer, F., Gurgan, U., & Aktan, S. (2015). A study on social support 
and motivation. The Anthropologist, 22(2), 284–292. https://doi.org/10.
1080/09720073.2015.11891879

Tian, H., & Chen, J. (2022). Study on life satisfaction of the elderly based on 
healthy aging. Journal of Healthcare Engineering, 2022, 8343452–
8343457. https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/8343452

Twenge, J. M., Haidt, J., Blake, A. B., McAllister, C., Lemon, H., & Le Roy, A. (2021). 
Worldwide increases in adolescent loneliness. Journal of Adolescence, 93(1), 
257–269. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2021.06.006

United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population 
Division. (2022). World population prospects 2022: Summary of results. 
United Nations. https://www.un.org/development/desa/pd/sites/
www.un.org.development.desa.pd/files/wpp2022_summary_of_
results.pdf

van Acker, J., Maenhout, L., & Compernolle, S. A.-O. (2023). Older adults’ 
user engagement with mobile health: A systematic review of qualita-
tive and mixed-methods studies. Innovation in Aging, 7(2), 1–17. https://
doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igad007.

Varga, S. M., Yu, M. V. B., Johnson, H. E., Futch Ehrlich, V., & Deutsch, N. L. 
(2023). “It’s going to help me in life”: Forms, sources, and functions of 
social support for youth in natural mentoring relationships. Journal of 
Community Psychology, 51(8), 3289–3308. https://doi.org/10.1002/
jcop.23045

Ware, J. E., Sherbourne, C. D., & Davies, A. R. (1992). Developing and testing 
the MOS 20-item short-form health survey: A general population appli-
cation. In A. L. Stewart & J. E. Ware (Eds.), Measuring functioning and 
well‑being: The medical outcomes study approach (pp. 277–290). Duke 
University Press.

World Health Organization. (2023). Mental health of older adults. https://www.
who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/mental-health-of-older-adults

Yoon, S., An, S., Noh, D. H., Tuan, L. T., & Lee, J. (2021). Effects of health educa-
tion on adolescents’ non-cognitive skills, life satisfaction and aspirations, 
and health-related quality of life: A cluster-randomized controlled trial in 
Vietnam. PLoS One, 16(12), e0259000. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0259000

https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/conceptionandfertilityrates/articles/howisthefertilityratechanginginenglandandwales/2024-10-28#:∼:text=Our%20Births%20in%20England%20and,at%201.44%20children%20per%20woman
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/conceptionandfertilityrates/articles/howisthefertilityratechanginginenglandandwales/2024-10-28#:∼:text=Our%20Births%20in%20England%20and,at%201.44%20children%20per%20woman
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/conceptionandfertilityrates/articles/howisthefertilityratechanginginenglandandwales/2024-10-28#:∼:text=Our%20Births%20in%20England%20and,at%201.44%20children%20per%20woman
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/conceptionandfertilityrates/articles/howisthefertilityratechanginginenglandandwales/2024-10-28#:∼:text=Our%20Births%20in%20England%20and,at%201.44%20children%20per%20woman
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/conceptionandfertilityrates/articles/howisthefertilityratechanginginenglandandwales/2024-10-28#:∼:text=Our%20Births%20in%20England%20and,at%201.44%20children%20per%20woman
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13033-024-00642-w
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.211808
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2019.03.016
https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare10071279
https://doi.org/10.3390/children10071176
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-8669-0_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-8669-0_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10823-020-09416-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10823-020-09416-6
https://doi.org/10.1155/2024/8839631
https://doi.org/10.1155/2024/8839631
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02778
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02778
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-010-9231-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-010-9231-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12955-021-01695-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118315927.ch5
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118315927.ch5
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-7-48
https://doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2014.938602
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-198807000-00007
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-198807000-00007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-13794-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gbae085
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gbae085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archger.2021.104600
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archger.2021.104600
https://doi.org/10.1080/09720073.2015.11891879
https://doi.org/10.1080/09720073.2015.11891879
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/8343452
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2021.06.006
https://www.un.org/development/desa/pd/sites/www.un.org.development.desa.pd/files/wpp2022_summary_of_results.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/pd/sites/www.un.org.development.desa.pd/files/wpp2022_summary_of_results.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/pd/sites/www.un.org.development.desa.pd/files/wpp2022_summary_of_results.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igad007
https://doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igad007
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.23045
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.23045
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/mental-health-of-older-adults
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/mental-health-of-older-adults
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0259000
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0259000

	Life satisfaction and its associated factors among young and older adults in the United Kingdom (UK)
	ABSTRACT
	Background
	Method
	Participants and recruitment
	Procedure
	Measures
	Life satisfaction
	Health status
	Purpose in life
	Social support
	Environment
	Financial well-being
	Religiosity

	Data analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Principal findings
	Comparisons with similar research
	Implications
	Strengths, limitations and future directions
	Conclusion

	Acknowledgments
	Disclosure statement
	Funding
	ORCID
	Data availability statement
	References


