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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

Older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands
People of Surinamese ancestry form one of the largest migrant groups in the Neth-
erlands [1]. In 2023, almost 13% of the older population (65 years and older) in the 
Netherlands had a Surinamese background [1]. The majority of older Surinamese 
migrants live in one of the four major cities in the Netherlands (Amsterdam, Rot-
terdam, the Hague and Utrecht) [2].

Surinam is a former Dutch colony located on the north-eastern Atlantic coast 
of South America that gained independence in 1975. Surinamese migrants ar-
rived in the Netherlands in two main waves, seeking either higher education and 
employment or escape from political unrest, respectively [3]. The population of 
Surinam is heterogeneous in culture and geographic origin, and includes people 
of Chinese, Javanese, Creole (West African) and Hindustani (Indian) descent [4]; 
the Surinamese population in the Netherlands is comprised primarily of individu-
als with the latter two backgrounds. Each of these ethnic groups has unique tradi-
tions, norms, values and customs that they brought from their original countries 
or that developed in Surinam [5]. Creoles have a rich cultural heritage with strong 
influences from West Africa, which are reflected in their music, dance, spiritual 
practices and culinary traditions. Creole art forms such as kawina music and winti 
religion are important aspects of their cultural identity [6, 7]. Hindustani have a 
strong cultural bond with India, retaining traditions such as Hinduism, Indian 
languages, music and dance [7]. Their religious festivals and customs, such as Di-
wali and Holi, are important pillars of their cultural identity [8]. Javanese maintain 
traditional Javanese customs, such as wayang theatre, gamelan music, batik and 
other Javanese art forms. A central value among Javanese is ‘rukun’, which can 
be translated as harmony or togetherness. This harmony between people is also 
achieved by holding ritual sacrificial meals known as slametans [9]. The Chinese 
community in Surinam has a rich cultural heritage with traditional Chinese cus-
toms, such as Chinese New Year celebrations, traditional Chinese medicine and 
Chinese cuisine [10]. In general, most Surinamese speak Dutch fluently, as it is an 
official language of Surinam and is used in education, government, and the media; 
this characteristic distinguishes older Surinamese migrants from other migrant 
groups such as older Moroccan or Turkish older migrants.

Older Surinamese people have worse health compared to the native Dutch 
population. For example, they are more likely to suffer from chronic diseases (e.g. 
type 2 diabetes mellitus) [11-14] and psychological distress [15]. In addition, the 
presence of multiple chronic diseases is more prevalent among Surinamese than 
native Dutch individuals [16]. According to a recent literature review, only a few 
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studies of the well-being of older migrants have been conducted in the Nether-
lands; the included studies were focused on older adults of Turkish and Moroccan 
descent, while none addressed the well-being of older Surinamese [17].

The neighbourhood
The majority of Dutch neighbourhoods that were built after the Second World 
War are no longer suitable for the current population. Residential complexes are 
constructed primarily for average families (mother, father, and two children); 
consequently, neighbourhoods are unprepared for the increasing number of older 
adults, including older migrants [18]. The Dutch government encourages older 
people to live independently at home for as long as possible; consequently, the 
neighbourhood is an important setting in which to grow old.

Large cities in the Netherlands have a multicultural composition of their soci-
eties, in which each group has its own particular needs and preferences in terms 
of ageing in the neighbourhood [17, 19]. Culture impacts an individual’s attitude 
towards health behaviours [20, 21], interactions with the neighbourhood [22], and 
well-being [23, 24], and also influences how society defines these concepts and 
the social status of older adults [25]. Thus, understanding neighbourhood age-
friendliness to promote health behaviours and optimize well-being is impossible 
without understanding particular cultures. This dissertation will focus on the ex-
periences of older Surinamese adults regarding neighbourhood age-friendliness, 
health behaviours, and well-being.

Age-friendly neighbourhoods
Age-friendly neighbourhoods are environments in which older adults are actively 
involved, valued, and supported; and that offer physical and social resources and 
services that accommodate their needs, and thereby promote health and well-being 
effectively [26]. The interaction between older adults’ needs and neighbourhood 
age-friendliness is dynamic and impacts well-being [27-30]. Well-being encom-
passes both emotional and functional aspects, entailing not just the experience 
of positive emotions like happiness and contentment, but also the actualization 
of personal capabilities, the presence of autonomy and control over one’s life, the 
pursuit of meaningful goals, and the cultivation of positive and supportive rela-
tionships with others [31]. The evaluation of well-being relies on personal stan-
dards of judgment, shaped by own perspectives, values, motivational patterns, life 
experiences, and socio-cultural context [23, 32]. Due to physical, psychological, 
and social changes (e.g. limited mobility, reduced social networks), older adults 
are more likely to be dependent on the age-friendliness of their neighbourhoods 
to engage in healthy behaviours and realize well-being [33]. Additionally, a safe, 
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convenient, and barrier-free neighbourhood can facilitate their adaptation to age-
related changes and contribute to their well-being [33].

In the Netherlands, older migrants are more likely to live in disadvantaged and 
less well-maintained neighbourhoods than older native adults [34, 35]. In general, 
such neighbourhoods have poor housing conditions and reduced access to physi-
cal and social resources and services. Language and structural barriers such as 
discrimination and racism may adversely impact how older migrants experience 
their neighbourhood’s age-friendliness [36, 37]. Conversely, the availability of eth-
nic communal resources (e.g. ethnic amenities) and informal sources of support 
in neighbourhoods with high concentrations of ethnic groups may enhance the 
experiences of older migrants with their neighbourhood’s age-friendliness [38]. 
In the context of an ageing population, researchers, service providers, and policy 
makers are increasingly aware of the importance of building and maintaining age-
friendly neighbourhoods. However, the perceptions of older Surinamese migrants 
in the Netherlands regarding neighbourhood age-friendliness and whether and 
how age-friendly neighbourhoods facilitate healthy behaviours and realize well-
being have heretofore remained unknown.

Health behaviours
Healthy behaviours confer well-known benefits to health and well-being [39-42]. A 
growing body of literature shows that neighbourhoods may provide both potential 
opportunities and barriers to engaging in a healthy lifestyle by either promoting or 
impeding healthy behaviours [43]. A lack of age-friendly neighbourhood resources 
may foster unhealthy behaviours and decrease levels of health and well-being. 
For example, sidewalks in poor condition or located disproportionately among 
neighbourhoods may compromise the walking activity of older adults [44, 45].

Engaging in healthy behaviours may be influenced by certain cultural and 
social beliefs and/or values [46, 47]. For example, beliefs regarding diet vary 
widely between countries, and can be influenced by social customs, religion, and 
shared cultural values [48]. Thus, the relationship between health behaviours 
and the well-being of older migrants might differ from that of the general older 
population. Engaging in healthy behaviours clearly improves the well-being of the 
general older population; however, the current literature lacks evidence of this re-
lationship among older Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands. Insight into the 
relationship between health behaviours and the well-being of older Surinamese 
adults may facilitate the development of policies that are aligned with the older 
Surinamese population in the Netherlands to thereby promote health behaviours 
and subsequent well-being.
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Neighbourhood-based interventions to promote health and/or well-
being among older migrants
Health and well-being among older adults can be improved by neighbourhood-
based interventions [49, 50]. The Dutch government encourages healthy lifestyles 
and environments. The National Institute for Public Health and the Environment 
helps municipal policymakers and professionals improve/maintain the health and 
well-being of residents by implementing neighbourhood-based interventions [51]. 
These interventions are assessed by independent scientific and functional experts 
regarding their effectiveness (using elements which ensure that the interventions 
are successful), and their use is subsequently encouraged to optimize health and 
well-being. Although culturally sensitive interventions might lead to higher ef-
fectiveness due for example to fewer dropouts among participants [52, 53], they 
are offered infrequently to older migrants in the Netherlands. Culturally sensitive 
interventions promoting the health and/or well-being of older migrants are lack-
ing both globally and in the Netherlands [53-56]. Additionally, little is known about 
which approach is most effective under particular circumstances. Thus, research 
regarding the needs of older migrants in their neighbourhoods is necessary to 
develop effective interventions to maintain/promote well-being.

The main objective of this dissertation is to examine the importance of neigh-
bourhood age-friendliness in the promotion of health behaviours and optimiza-
tion of well-being among older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands.

The research aims are:
1. To identify promising neighbourhood interventions to promote the health and 

well-being of older migrants.
2. To identify the relationship between neighbourhood age-friendliness and 

physical activity among older Surinamese adults.
3. To identify the relationship between health behaviours and the well-being of 

older Surinamese adults.
4. To identify how older Surinamese adults experience the age-friendliness of 

their neighbourhood and how they realize well-being.

Dissertation outline
Chapter 2 provides a systematic review assessing promising neighbourhood-based 
behavioural change interventions to promote the health and/or well-being of older 
migrants. The objective of this Chapter was to identify promising neighbourhood 
interventions to promote the health and well-being of older migrants. Chapters 3 
and 4 describe the relationships of neighbourhood age-friendliness with health be-
haviours and well-being by using cross-sectional survey data. The study in Chapter 
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3 aimed to identify the relationship between neighbourhood age-friendliness and 
physical activity among older Surinamese. The research presented in Chapter 4 
aimed to identify the relationship of older Surinamese adults’ health behaviours 
with their well-being. Although the association of neighbourhood resources with 
the well-being of older adults is widely acknowledged, a clear understanding of 
how older Surinamese adults experience their neighbourhood resources to op-
timize their well-being is lacking. Chapters 5 and 6 describe studies concerning 
neighbourhood resources and well-being to identify how older Surinamese adults 
experience the age-friendliness of their neighbourhood and how they realize 
well-being. As the COVID-19 pandemic has disproportionately impacted some 
segments of the Dutch population, such as older Surinamese adults, Chapter 5 
provides an interview-based description of their neighbourhood experiences in 
general and during the pandemic. The relative importance of neighbourhood re-
sources is described in Chapter 6. Chapters 5 and 6 propose that older Surinamese 
adults require various neighbourhood resources for their well-being realization. 
Chapter 7 contains an overall discussion of the main findings of this dissertation; 
theoretical and methodological considerations; implications for policy; and rec-
ommendations for future research.
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Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

ABSTRACT

Background: Whether behaviour change interventions are effective for the main-
tenance of older migrants’ health and well-being is uncertain. A systematic review 
was conducted to assess evidence for the capacity of behaviour change techniques 
(BCTs) to promote the health and well-being of older migrants.
Methods: Electronic databases (Cochrane CENTRAL, Embase, Ovid MEDLINE and 
Web of Science) were searched systematically to identify relevant randomised con-
trolled trials, pre–post studies and quasi-experimental studies published before 
March 2021. Additional articles were identified through citation tracking. Studies 
examining BCTs used to promote the health and/or well-being of older migrants 
were eligible. Two independent reviewers used the Behaviour Change Technique 
Taxonomy version 1 to extract data on BCTs. Data on intervention functions (IFs) 
and cultural adaption strategies were also extracted. Intervention contents (BCTs, 
IFs, culture adaption strategies) were compared across effective and ineffective 
interventions according to health and well-being outcome clusters (anthropomet-
rics, health behaviour, physical functioning, mental health and cognitive function-
ing, social functioning and generic health and well-being).
Results: Forty-three studies (23 randomised controlled trials, 13 pre–post studies 
and 7 quasi-experimental studies) reporting on 39 interventions met the inclusion 
criteria. Thirteen BCTs were identified as promising for at least one outcome 
cluster: goal-setting (behaviour), problem-solving, behavioural contract, self-
monitoring of behaviour, social support (unspecified), instruction on how to per-
form the behaviour, information about health consequences, information about 
social and environmental consequences, demonstration of the behaviour, social 
comparison, behavioural practice/rehearsal, generalisation of a target behaviour 
and addition of objects to the environment. Three BCTs (instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour, demonstration of the behaviour, and social comparison) 
and two IFs (modelling and training) were identified as promising for all outcome 
clusters.
Conclusions: Thirteen distinct BCTs are promising for use in future interventions 
to optimise health and well-being among older migrants. Future research should 
focus on the effectiveness of these BCTs (combinations) in various contexts and 
among different subgroups of older migrants, as well as the mechanisms through 
which they act. Given the scarcity of interventions in which cultural adaption has 
been taken into account, future behavioural change interventions should consider 
cultural appropriateness for various older migrant (sub)groups.



2

21

INTRODUCTION

Globally migration occurs due to a range of factors such as political unrest, un-
employment, colonial factors and displacement related to conflict [1]. Although 
migration is not a recent phenomenon, it has been an important part of human 
history. According to the Population Division of the United Nations, the global 
number of international migrants increased by 60 million between 2010 and 2020 
[2]. Older adults are overrepresented among international migrants, compared to 
the total population; in 2020 globally 12% of international migrants were at least 
65 years old, compared to 9% of the total population [2].

‘Migrant’ is an umbrella term that refers to “a person who moves away from his 
or her place of usual residence, whether within a country or across an international 
border, temporarily or permanently” ([3], p. 132). Research in the interdisciplinary 
field of ageing and migration generally differentiates groups of migrants, such as 
guest workers (e.g. Turks and Moroccans in Western Europe), people from former 
colonies (e.g. Indians and Pakistanis in the UK, Indonesian and Surinamese in 
the Netherlands), and labour migrants (e.g. Mexicans and Caribbeans in the US) 
[4, 5]. Older migrants in these groups have the common characteristics of having 
migrated at relatively young ages, having spent much of their working lives in their 
host countries, and identification as first-generation migrants (people born in a 
country other than that of their country of residence) [6-9].

When people migrate, they settle down in a new culture, developing ‘migrant 
identities.’ These identities are aspects of people’s social identities derived from 
the sense of belonging to a particular group, culture, and environment [10]. 
Positive migrant identities buffer against the distress experienced by migrants and 
seem to be invariant across ethnicities [11-14]. Migrant identities are essential for 
the well-being of people experiencing other cultures [15]; indeed, they seem to 
be associated positively with health and well-being [16-18]. They can be seen as 
an aspect of acculturation, which involves physical, psychological, cultural, and 
social changes (e.g. learning a new language, establishing new social connections, 
shifting old cultural expectations) as people adjust to the cultures of their host 
countries [19]. Individuals create migrant identities in societies in four ways: 
1) through strong identification with both groups, indicative of integration; 2) 
through identification with neither group, suggesting marginalization; 3) through 
exclusive identification with the majority culture, indicating assimilation; and 4) 
through identification with only the minority group, reflecting separation [20]. 
For older migrants, this process involves cross-cultural adjustment and dealing 
with ageing in a foreign country. A majority of migrants experience accultura-
tive stress and difficulties with their identities due to the pressure to assimilate 
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while maintaining cultural roots; identification with two different groups may be 
challenging for ethnic minority group members because of conflicts in attitudes, 
values, and behaviours [21, 22]. Irrespective of how migrants identify themselves, 
their home and host cultures seem to have impacts on their lives, depending on 
the context [23]. Given that culture varies across groups and within the same group 
and individual, cultural appropriateness should be considered when migrants are 
involved [24].

The disease risk profiles of migrant and native populations differ, sometimes 
in favour of, but usually to the disadvantage of migrants. Well-documented ex-
amples are the greater prevalence of coronary disease among people originating 
from the South Asian subcontinent [25], depression among labour migrants from 
Morocco and Turkey [26], and stroke among people originating from Africa [27]. 
Mental disorders are common in a large share of migrant populations [28, 29]. This 
manifestation has been related to the feelings of rejection in host countries, social 
exclusion, and discrimination that these populations may face [6, 30-33]. Perceived 
discrimination also seems to negatively affect migrants’ health and well-being [34-
39], and has been related to higher levels of stress and unhealthy behaviours [33, 
40, 41]. Older migrants are especially vulnerable, given that they tend to have more 
chronic diseases, lower levels of self-rated health and functioning, more limita-
tions in daily activities, and higher rates of depressive symptoms compared with 
their native counterparts [42-50], which might have an impact on their quality of 
life [51]. The maintenance of healthy behaviours such as physical activity (PA) and 
healthy eating is known to be beneficial for physical health, mental health, and 
well-being [52-57].

Although migrants are expected to differ in some aspects, depending on their 
country of origin, there are also similarities for the migrant population in general. 
Older migrants are more likely than their native counterparts to be disadvantaged 
in terms of socio-economic status (SES) due to lower educational levels, un/under-
employment and, often, responsibilities to relatives abroad [58-61]. Low SES has 
been shown to result in poorer health [62], well-being [63, 64] and unhealthy 
behaviours [65, 66], and thus less overall health [67].

On arrival in a variety of countries, migrants are widely acknowledged to have 
an initial health advantage over the native population, known as the ‘healthy 
migrant effect’ [68-75]. A vast body of empirical literature, however, shows that 
the initial health advantage diminishes over time [50, 76]. Migrants acquire disad-
vantages over the life course, both early life conditions in the country of origin, as 
well as exposure to challenging situations in the country of destination in terms of 
poor economic and social conditions. These economic and social conditions are 
further enforced by cultural and language barriers, homesickness, discrimination 
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and stigmatization [77-79], which erases the initial health advantage and creates a 
decline over time in migrants’ health status [58].

Next, for older migrants ageing takes place in a second language environment. 
This poses extra cultural, social, and health-related challenges when mastery of the 
second language is low. Inadequate health literacy [80, 81], language differences 
[82-84] and, sociocultural factors [85, 86] may be informal barriers to physical and 
mental health services access. Low language proficiency also affects individuals’ 
health behaviours [87] because the ability to find and understand health informa-
tion is associated with the ability to make appropriate health-related decisions 
[88].

Finally, accessing physical and mental health services is challenging for older 
populations in general [89-91], however, research indicates that it is more chal-
lenging for older migrants due to barriers associated with language, discrimina-
tion, health beliefs, the lack of culturally appropriate programs, knowledge of the 
health care system, and awareness of available health services [47, 92-97]. These 
factors may result in the underutilization of essential health services [98-100], 
eventually leading to an increase in illness, lower levels of well-being, multimor-
bidity, disability, and mortality [82, 101-103]. Given these commonalities, this 
systematic review focused on the global population of older migrants.

People’s health and well-being depend heavily, but not solely, on health be-
haviours; for instance, PA results in improved cardiovascular health, lower blood 
pressure, increased muscular strength, decreased depression and improved qual-
ity of life [104]. A healthy diet helps to prevent many diseases, such as diabetes 
[105], coronary heart disease [106] and cancer [107]. Social behaviours, such as 
social participation and social activities, also improve health and well-being 
[108-111]. These examples illustrate how health behaviours are relevant to health 
and well-being, and in turn depend on behaviour choices [112]. These choices, 
such as being (more) active and having a healthy diet, are not always easily ac-
complished or maintained. Moreover, engagement in healthy behaviours differs 
across migrant groups, due for example to cultural factors such as PA patterns and 
dietary habits, and individual factors such as language proficiency [113-115]. The 
challenge is to find appropriate means of supporting older migrants’ adoption of 
healthy behaviours.

Behaviour change interventions (BCIs) have received considerable attention, 
given their potential to promote healthy behaviours, such as the adoption of a 
healthy diet [116, 117], adequate PA [118] and social activity [119]. BCIs can be 
defined as coordinated sets of activities designed to change specific behaviour 
patterns [120], and have the potential to improve health and well-being [121]. 
BCIs have observable, replicable and irreducible components designed to alter or 
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redirect behaviour, known as behaviour change techniques (BCTs) [120]. BCTs are 
relevant across behaviours and outcomes, as they are not specifically applicable 
to single outcome measures. The identification of BCTs aids the assessment of the 
effectiveness of intervention components targeting several outcome measures. 
Several reviews have examined associations between BCTs and intervention ef-
fects, identifying various effects [116-119, 122]. Increasing numbers of BCTs are 
not necessarily associated with better outcomes [116], but combinations of BCTs 
might increase the effectiveness of interventions [122]. Yet, no existing evidence 
indicates which BCTs optimise older migrants’ health behaviours and, conse-
quently, their health and well-being.

A useful start in addressing this issue and identifying potentially effective 
components is to specify the BCTs used in interventions. BCT taxonomies are de-
veloped with the aim of establishing a sound basis for the description of the proce-
dures involved in interventions, without additional assumptions about BCTs, and 
ultimately of guiding the development of future behaviour change interventions 
[123]. Michie and colleagues [124] developed the Behaviour Change Technique Tax-
onomy version 1 (BCTTv1), a comprehensive taxonomy which describes distinct 
techniques that may be used to change behaviour, together with nine individual 
functions that any intervention may provide [120]. Michie and colleagues propose 
that the classification of distinct BCTs and functions within interventions enables 
the determination of how interventions operate and thus of which components 
might be integrated into new and more effective interventions [120, 124, 125].

Previous research has indicated that intervention effectiveness may be im-
proved by tailoring programmes to the relevant populations (e.g. by taking culture 
into account) [126-128], but current systematic reviews focus mainly on the health 
and well-being of the general older population, and not specifically on older mi-
grants [129-133]. Older migrants comprise a vulnerable group in society in terms 
of the maintenance of health and well-being. Behaviour change interventions have 
the potential to positively affect health behaviours. The identification of interven-
tion components such as BCTs that can effectively change behaviours can guide 
future intervention development, thereby improving the health and well-being of 
vulnerable groups such as older migrants. To our knowledge, no systematic review 
to date has explored BCIs targeting the health and/or well-being of older migrants; 
thus, we conducted this review of existing empirical research on the topic. Its aim 
was to identify promising BCTs that are components of effective BCIs that promote 
the health and/or well-being of older migrants, with consideration of the cultural 
adaption of interventions. The findings will facilitate the development of effective 
BCIs for this population.
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METHODS

This systematic review was registered with the International Prospective Register 
of Systematic Reviews (PROSPERO, registration number CRD4201811285), and was 
conducted and reported following the Preferred Reporting Item for Systematic 
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement (Appendix Table1) [134].

The definition of older individuals varies among countries [135] and between 
natives and migrants [136]. In most high-income countries, the cut-off of 65 years is 
used to demarcate older age, but this threshold is not suitable for older migrants. In 
most Asian countries, people aged ≥ 45 years are considered to be old. In general, 
migrants report ‘feeling old’ at younger ages relative to their native counterparts 
[137], which is related to their hard lives and work, and low educational levels. To 
maintain consistency with international studies [138-140], we used the cut-off age 
of 45 years to define older individuals.

For the present review, the definition of migrant was based on that provided 
by the International Organization for Migration: ‘any person who is moving or has 
moved across an international border or within a State away from his/her habitual 
place of residence, regardless of the person’s legal status, whether the movement 
is voluntary or involuntary, what the causes for the movement are, or what the 
length of stay is’ [141]. As this review focused on international migrants, we did not 
consider individuals who migrated within states.

Search strategy
We conducted a systematic search of reports on BCIs implemented with older 
migrants. Studies were identified initially by searches of the Cochrane CENTRAL, 
Embase, Ovid MEDLINE and Web of Science electronic databases from inception 
to March 2021 using keywords referring to BCIs, older migrants (age ≥ 45 years), 
health and well-being. Details of the searches are provided in Table 2 of the Ap-
pendix. Additionally, references cited in identified reviews were screened for 
eligibility. No limitation on the date of publication was imposed.

Data collection and analysis

Selection of studies
Studies that were eligible for inclusion met the following criteria: 1) focus on BCIs 
to promote health and/or well-being; 2) targeting of individuals aged 45 years and 
older; 3) inclusion of migrants; 4) randomised controlled trial, pre–post study, or 
quasi-experimental design; and 5) written in English.
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Data extraction and management
All identified articles were downloaded to the reference management software 
Endnote X6.0.1. Duplicate reports were excluded, and the titles and abstracts of 
the remaining articles were assessed for relevance. The inclusion criteria were 
then applied to exclude ineligible articles. Additionally, identified reviews were 
screened for potentially relevant references. The full texts of the eligible articles 
were then retrieved and subjected to full review. Two reviewers (JMC and WJ) inde-
pendently performed the study selection. Discrepancies regarding eligibility were 
resolved by discussion and consensus. The following data were extracted from 
the final set of selected articles and entered into an Excel spreadsheet (Microsoft 
Office Professional Plus 2013): author(s), title, year of publication, aim, ethnicity 
of participants (definition of migrant), age range, study design, data collection/
follow-up (method and period), loss to follow-up (number and reasons), interven-
tion details [country, setting, content, function, BCT, level (individual or group), 
cultural adaption, intensity], behaviour change theory/model used, method(s) 
used to assess health and well-being and corresponding results. P values for mean 
changes between baseline and follow-up(s) were extracted, with effect sizes when 
available. Effects were interpreted as small (Cohen’s d ≥ 0.2), medium (d ≥ 0.5) and 
large (d ≥ 0.8) [142].

Study quality and risk of bias assessment
The same two reviewers who assessed study eligibility (JMC and WJ) assessed 
the methodological quality of the studies using the seven domains (random se-
quence generation, random allocation concealment, blinding of participants and 
personnel, blinding of outcome assessment, incomplete outcome data, selection 
outcome reporting and other sources of bias) provided in the Cochrane Handbook 
[143] for randomised controlled trials (Appendix Table 3). Each domain was rated 
according to the risk of bias (high, low or unclear). Studies were considered to be 
highly susceptible to bias when two or more of the seven domains showed suscep-
tibility to bias, three or more domains had unclear risks, or one domain showed 
susceptibility to bias and two domains had unclear risks. Eleven studies showed 
susceptibility to bias [144-154], three studies had a moderate risk of bias [155-157] 
and nine studies had a low risk of bias [158-166].

The Newcastle-Ottawa Scale (NOS) [167] for cohort studies was used to assess 
the quality of non-randomised trials (S4 Table). Points were allocated for the three 
domains of selection, comparability and outcome (maximum, 9 points). The risk 
of bias was categorised as high (0–3 points), moderate (4–6 points) or low (7–9 
points). The strength of the evidence for each intervention was assessed using 
predefined criteria adapted from the Center for Evidence-Based Medicine’s levels 
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of evidence [168] (Appendix Table 3 and Table 4). Eleven studies had a moderate 
risk of bias [169-179] and eight studies had a low risk of bias [180-187].

Intervention functions
Descriptions from the behaviour change wheel [120] were used to code each inter-
vention as serving one or more of the following nine functions: 1) coercion (creat-
ing the expectation of punishment or cost), 2) education (increasing knowledge or 
understanding), 3) enablement [increasing means/reducing barriers to increase 
capability (beyond education and training) or opportunity (beyond environmental 
restructuring)], 4) environmental restructuring (changing the physical or social 
context), 5) incentivisation (creating the expectation of reward), 6) modelling (pro-
viding an example for people to aspire to or imitate), 7) persuasion (using commu-
nication to induce positive or negative feelings or stimulate action), 8) restriction 
[using rules to reduce the opportunity to engage in the target behaviour (or to 
increase the target behaviour by reducing the opportunity to engage in compet-
ing behaviours)] and 9) training (imparting skills). For example, an intervention 
involving the provision of information to promote healthy eating was coded as 
having an ‘education’ function. Each intervention could involve more than one of 
the nine functions.

Cultural adaption
To identify culturally adapted interventions, Kreuter and colleagues’ work describ-
ing strategies to promote culturally appropriate health promotion programmes 
and materials was used [188]. Five categories were distinguished: 1) peripheral 
strategies that improve programme/study materials’ visual appeal to the target 
population (i.e. by using certain colours, images or fonts), 2) evidential strategies 
that enhance the perceived relevance of a health issue for a given group by raising 
awareness and providing facts on the importance of a health condition for that 
group, 3) linguistic strategies to improve the accessibility of programmes/materials 
by providing them in the dominant or native language of the target population, 4) 
constituents-involving strategies that draw directly on the experience of members 
of the target population (i.e. by hiring indigenous staff members, involving com-
munity members in programme development and delivery) and 5) socio-cultural 
strategies by which health-related issues are discussed in the context of broader 
social and/or cultural values and characteristics of the target population.

BCTs coding and analysis
The BCTTv1 provides consensus definitions and labels for 93 distinct BCTs or-
ganised hierarchically into 16 clusters: 1) goals and planning, 2) feedback and 
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monitoring, 3) social support, 4) shaping knowledge, 5) natural consequences, 6) 
comparison of behaviour, 7) associations, 8) repetition and substitution, 9) com-
parison of outcomes, 10) reward and threat, 11) regulation, 12) antecedents, 13) 
identity, 14) scheduled consequences, 15) self-belief and 16) covert learning [124]. 
The taxonomy also includes detailed coding instructions enabling the identifica-
tion and precise description of technical intervention components that elicit be-
haviour changes (e.g. physical activity, diet). According to its authors, the BCTTv1 
is a trustworthy tool for the extraction of details about intervention content, and 
the identification and synthesis of distinct and replicable (combinations of) poten-
tially active ingredients related to effectiveness [124]. The BCTTv1 was developed 
for the organisation of information about behaviour change interventions, rather 
than to illustrate behaviour in a real-time context [189]. In addition, it enables 
the investigation of how other factors, such as the mode of delivery, intervention 
intensity, target behaviour and target population, may make BCTs more or less 
effective [125]. The BCTTv1 guides the characterization of intervention content to 
facilitate intervention implementation, delivery and evaluation, with the synthe-
sis of evidence at the BCT level [116-119]. Trained coders can apply the BCTTv1 
to identify BCTs from intervention descriptions reliably (in consensus with each 
other and over time) and validly (as assessed by agreement with experienced coder 
consensus) [190]. BCTTv1 codes were assigned to intervention components. BCTs 
in intervention and control groups were identified separately, and BCTs applied 
exclusively in the intervention groups were extracted. This approach was used to 
explain differences in effects, as described by Peters and colleagues [191]. Online 
training in BCTTv1 use was completed [192], to ensure consistency in data record-
ing, BCT data extraction was duplicated independently (by JMC and WJ) at a level 
of 10% based on the most comprehensive published intervention descriptions. 
Freely available published protocols and full manuals were used for the coding 
procedure when available. Any disagreement in coding was resolved through 
discussion to reach consensus. Following BCTTv1 coding principles, we extracted 
BCTs that were definitely (coded ++) or probably (coded +) present to capture all 
relevant BCTs. For example, when an intervention involved participants’ recording 
of their food intake, the ‘self-monitoring of behaviour’ BCT was coded as probably 
present (+). When the intervention manual indicated that participants were asked 
to record and review their food diaries each week, this BCT was coded as definitely 
present (++).

As no intervention assessed in the included studies involved the use of a single 
BCT, we report only on the effectiveness of BCT combinations.
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Analysis
Two analyses were completed. First, intervention components covering interven-
tion function, cultural awareness and BCTs, of the included interventions were de-
scribed. Second, the effectiveness of interventions and links between components 
and effectiveness were estimated.

Following Gardner and colleagues [121], each extracted outcome variable was 
classified inductively into one of six outcome clusters: anthropometrics (i.e. weight, 
blood pressure), health behaviour (i.e. PA, fruit and vegetable intake, social activ-
ity), physical functioning (i.e. functional status, activities of daily living, physical 
impairment), mental health and cognitive functioning (i.e. depressive symptoms, 
recall), social functioning (i.e. social support, loneliness) and generic health and 
well-being involving indicators not captured by other clusters (i.e. health-related 
quality of life, vitality, pain).

Intervention effectiveness was evaluated for each outcome cluster according 
to the presence of a significant (p < 0.05) change in the intervention group. In-
dices of potential (IPs) for intervention components (percentages with evidence 
of effectiveness) were computed for each outcome cluster, following Gardner and 
colleagues [121]. IPs were calculated only for components used in four or more 
interventions to avoid over-interpretation of scant data. Intervention components 
with IPs > 50% (indicating that they were present in more effective than ineffective 
interventions) were deemed ‘promising’, and those with IPs ≤ 50% were deemed 
‘not promising’.

The effectiveness of lifestyle interventions is commonly assessed after 3, 6, or 
12 months [193]. The impact of intervention content (i.e. in terms of the behaviour 
targeted, intervention function, cultural awareness and BCTs) on effectiveness was 
assessed for all included studies and separately for studies providing ≥3 months 
follow-up data as opposed to shorter than 3 months.

RESULTS

The search for articles related to BCIs promoting health and well-being among 
older migrants yielded 3313 records, from which 95 full-text articles were re-
trieved. After application of the eligibility criteria, 43 studies were deemed eligible 
for inclusion (Figure 1).
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Description of the included studies
Tables 1 and 2 summarise study and intervention characteristics; further study 
details are provided in Table 5 of the Appendix. The reviewed studies were ran-
domised controlled trials (n = 17), cluster-randomised controlled trials (n = 2), par-
allel design randomised controlled trials (n = 2), two-group randomised controlled 
trials (n = 1), three-group randomised controlled trials (n = 1), pre–post studies (n
= 13) and quasi-experimental studies (n = 7). Three countries were represented, 
including Canada (n = 3), the Netherlands (n = 1) and the United States (n = 39). The 
studies included 20–781 individuals, with most of the studies (74%) using a cut-off  
age of 65 or 70 years. Across all studies, the most common races/ethnicities were 
Black/African American, Hispanic/Latino, Asian, Chinese and Korean American. 
Twenty-nine studies [144, 149, 151-156, 158, 161-166, 170, 172-183, 194] involved 
solely older migrants and four-teen studies [145-148, 150, 157, 159, 160, 169, 171, 
184-187] involved older migrants and natives. With the exception of two studies 

Figure 1. Flowchart of study selection
PRISMA Flowchart for the identifi cation, screening, eligibility and inclusion of studies [134].
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[159, 169], more than 50% of participants in the latter studies were migrants. Par-
ticipants’ migration backgrounds were defined by birth in a foreign country, pro-
ficiency in a language other than the native language of the country in which the 
intervention was conducted, and self-identification as a migrant. The authors of 30 
articles did not mention how participants’ migration backgrounds were defined.

Eight interventions were delivered individually [145, 149, 154, 159, 165, 171, 184, 
185, 187], 18 were provided in groups [148, 152, 153, 156, 158, 163, 164, 169, 170, 
175-180, 182-186, 194] and 13 used a combination of individual and group formats 
[144, 146, 147, 150, 151, 155, 157, 160-162, 166, 172-174, 181]. Different outcomes of 
the same interventions were reported separately for the Healthy Habits Program 
[174, 181], Well Elderly Lifestyle Redesign [146, 160], Experience Corps [147, 157], 
and Active Choices and Active Living Every Day [184, 185]. For the Healthy Habits 
Program, Hau et al. [181] build upon Lu et al’s [174] pilot study using a community-
engaged approach. Several authors reported data from the same study. Clark et al. 
[146] and Juang et al. [160] reported data from the Lifestyle Redesign intervention, 
and Manson et al. [175, 176] and Taylor-Piliae et al. [178, 179] described two differ-
ent tai chi interventions. This resulted in 39 articles reporting on 35 interventions. 
Manson et al. [176] and Wilcox et al. [185] reported data from previous studies, also 
included in this review [175, 184].

The number of functions per intervention ranged from one to four. Common 
functions were education, enablement and persuasion.

Twenty-four interventions implemented cultural adaptions, with four cultural 
adaption strategies identified. The number of such strategies per intervention 
ranged from one to three. Most of these studies took the native languages of the 
participants into account (linguistic strategy).

Of the 93 possible BCTs, 36 were identified in at least one intervention (Ap-
pendix Table 5 and Table 6). All BCT clusters except scheduled consequences and 
covert learning were represented. All interventions included multiple BCTs in 
various clusters (14 of 19), with all interventions encompassing two or more BCTs. 
The number of BCTs per intervention ranged from 2 to 15. The most frequently 
used BCTs were social support (unspecified) and instruction on how to perform 
the behaviour. Most studies targeted one behaviour, most frequently PA. Eleven 
studies targeted two behaviours (i.e. PA, healthy diet, social functioning). The 
authors of 14 studies specified that the interventions were based on behaviour 
change theories or models [144, 150-152, 156, 161-163, 165, 166, 173, 184-186]. 
Among all included interventions, 50 BCTs were coded as probably present (+) and 
215 BCTs were coded as definitely present (++); Appendix Table 6.

The frequency of contact with participants ranged from 1 to 34 sessions, with 
nine studies involving individually tailored programmes [144, 146, 151, 152, 154, 
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160, 162, 171, 187]. Intervention durations were 1 day; 6, 8, 9, 12, 16 and 20 weeks; 
6 months; and 1 year. Thirty studies involved single follow-up evaluations, con-
ducted 2 weeks to 2 years after baseline assessments [145, 146, 148-151, 153, 156, 
157, 159, 160, 162-166, 169-171, 173, 175-182, 184, 186, 187, 194]. The remaining 13 
studies had multiple (two or three) follow-up time points covering periods of 6 
weeks to 4 years [144, 152, 154, 155, 157, 158, 161, 172, 174, 178, 179, 183, 185].

Among the 39 interventions assessing health and well-being outcomes, 12 of 
16 showed effectiveness for anthropometrics outcomes, and 15 of 17 showed effec-
tiveness for health behaviour outcomes. In addition, effectiveness was shown for 
17 of 19 interventions assessing physical function outcomes, 11 of 18 examining 
mental health and cognitive function outcomes, 8 of 10 social function outcomes 
and 11 of 18 assessing generic health and well-being.

Assessment of the number of effective interventions among all interventions 
in each outcome cluster revealed that individually delivered interventions seemed 
to be less effective for all outcome clusters (one of four individually delivered 
interventions was effective for anthropometrics outcomes, one of four for health 
behaviour outcomes, two of three for physical function outcomes, one of three 
for mental health and cognitive function outcomes, one of four for generic health 
and well-being outcomes, and no such intervention was effective for social func-
tion outcomes). Interventions implemented in group-based sessions (alone or in 
combination with individual sessions) were most effective for all outcome clusters 
(9 of 11 group-based interventions were effective for anthropometrics outcomes, 
10 of 12 for health behaviour outcomes, 15 of 17 for physical function outcomes, 
8 of 13 for mental health and cognitive function outcomes, 8 of 10 for social func-
tion outcomes and 9 of 13 such interventions were effective for generic health and 
well-being outcomes).

Table 1. Summary of intervention characteristics (n = 39)

Intervention characteristics Number of 
interventions

(n = 39) (%)

Number of behaviours targeted

One behaviour 28 (72%)

Two behaviours 11 (28%)

Specific behaviours targeted

Physical activity 31 (79%)

Healthy diet 10 (26%)

Social functioning 6 (15%)

Blood pressure management 1 (3%)

Depression management 1 (3%)
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Intervention characteristics Number of 
interventions

(n = 39) (%)

Health management 2 (5%)

Intervention functions#

Education 19 (49%)

Enablement 19 (49%)

Environmental restructuring 8 (21%)

Modeling 14 (36%)

Persuasion 15 (38%)

Training 16 (41%)

Cultural adaptive interventions¥ 24 (62%)

Constituents-involving strategies 4 (17%)

Linguistic strategies 19 (79%)

Peripheral strategies 2 (8%)

Sociocultural strategies 11 (46%)

Setting

Community based 5 (13%)

Community center 8 (21%)

Home based 6 (15%)

Local church 5 (13%)

Public elementary school 1 (3%)

Senior center 10 (26%)

Urban hospital 1 (3%)

Delivered by

Exercise expert 5 (13%)

Health care professional 9 (23%)

Older adult volunteer 1 (3%)

Peer educator 3 (8%)

Researcher 2 (5%)

Trained facilitator 11 (28%)

Not mentioned 8 (21%)

Evidence of effectiveness, by 
outcome cluster

Anthropometrics (n = 16) Effective n = 12
Not effective n = 4

Behaviour (n = 17) Effective n = 14
Not effective n = 3

Physical functioning (n = 19) Effective n = 17
Not effective n = 2

Mental health and cognitive functioning (n = 
18)

Effective n = 11
Not effective n = 7
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BCTs used in trials characterised as promising
BCTs targeting health and/or well-being, identified from descriptions of interven-
tions in the included articles, are summarised by outcome cluster in Table 2. BCTs 
used in individual trials are shown in Table 5 and Table 6 of the Appendix.

Anthropometrics outcomes
A total of 12 interventions assessing anthropometrics outcomes resulted in signifi-
cant improvements [144, 155, 156, 158, 161, 164, 174, 176-179, 184, 185], with most 
of these interventions targeting PA (Table 2). Five of six identified intervention 
functions were deemed promising: education (IP = 57%), enablement (IP = 67%), 
environmental restructuring (IP = 75%), modelling (IP = 83%) and training (IP = 
100%). Eight effective interventions implemented cultural adaption strategies, most 
providing their programmes/materials in participants’ native languages (linguistic 
strategy; IP = 100%). Socio-cultural strategies (i.e. incorporation of traditional 
cuisine, culturally relevant music; IP = 75%) also showed promising effects. Nine 
BCTs were identified as promising: problem solving (IP = 57%), self-monitoring of 
behaviour (IP = 67%), social support (unspecified; IP = 73%), instruction on how 
to perform the behaviour (IP = 82%), information about health consequences (IP 
= 56%), demonstration of the behaviour (IP = 86%), social comparison (IP = 80%), 
behavioural practice/rehearsal (IP = 86%) and addition of objects to the environ-
ment (IP = 75%).

Health behaviour outcomes
Effectiveness was shown for 14 of 17 interventions assessing behaviour outcomes 
[144, 145, 147-149, 157-159, 162, 163, 165, 172, 173, 180-182, 184, 185, 194], with 
most of these interventions targeting PA. Five intervention functions were iden-

Intervention characteristics Number of 
interventions

(n = 39) (%)

Social functioning (n = 10) Effective n = 8
Not effective n = 2

Generic health and well-being (n = 18) Effective n = 11
Not effective n = 7

#Definition of intervention functions: Education: ‘increasing knowledge or understanding’; Enablement: ‘increasing 
means/reducing barriers to increase capability (beyond education and training) or opportunity (beyond environ-
mental restructuring)’; Environmental restructuring: ‘changing the physical or social context’; Modeling: ‘providing 
an example for people to aspire to or imitate’; Persuasion: ‘using communication to induce positive or negative 
feelings or stimulate action’; Training: ‘imparting skills’ [120].
¥ Definition of cultural adaption: Linguistic strategies improve the accessibility of programs/materials by providing 
them in the dominant or native language of the target population. Sociocultural strategies discuss health-related 
issues in the context of broader social and/or cultural values and characteristics of the target population [188].
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tified as promising, ranging from one to four per intervention. Eight effective 
interventions included cultural adaption (linguistic and socio-cultural) strategies. 
In total, 13 BCTs were identified as promising: goal-setting (behaviour; IP = 91%), 
problem solving (IP = 91%), behavioural contract (IP = 75%), self-monitoring of 
behaviour (IP = 100%), social support (unspecified; IP = 91%), instruction on how 
to perform the behaviour (IP = 88%), information about health consequences (IP = 
73%), information about social and environmental consequences (IP = 75%), dem-
onstration of the behaviour (IP = 100%), social comparison (IP = 86%), behavioural 
practice/rehearsal (IP = 100%), and addition of objects to the environment (IP = 
100%).

Physical function outcomes
Nineteen BCIs employed physical function outcome measures [146, 147, 150, 153, 
159, 160, 163, 164, 166, 170, 171, 173-181, 183, 187]; two interventions resulted in no 
significant improvement [153, 174]. All interventions targeted PA, except for one 
which targeted social functioning [147]. All six intervention functions were identi-
fied as promising. Fourteen interventions assessing physical functioning involved 
cultural adaption strategies, most of which were linguistic and socio-cultural. 
Goal-setting (behaviour; IP = 100%), problem solving (IP = 100%), self-monitoring 
of behaviour (IP = 100%), social support (unspecified; IP = 89%), instruction on how 
to perform the behaviour (IP = 93%), information about health consequences (IP 
= 60%), demonstration of the behaviour (IP = 93%), social comparison (IP = 80%), 
behavioural practice/rehearsal (IP = 93%), generalisation of a target behaviour (IP 
= 83%), and addition of objects to the environment (IP = 80%) were identified as 
promising BCTs.

Mental health and cognitive function outcomes
Eleven interventions resulted in significant progress in mental health and cognitive 
function outcome measures [146, 153, 160, 161, 163, 170, 171, 174, 178, 179, 181, 183, 
184], with most of these interventions targeting PA. Four intervention functions 
were deemed promising: education (IP = 63%), enablement (IP = 67%), modelling 
(IP = 67%), and training (IP = 56%). Eleven effective interventions involved cultural 
adaption strategies, most of which were linguistic and socio-cultural. Problem 
solving (IP = 56%), social support (unspecified; IP = 58%), instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour (IP = 67%), information about health consequences (IP = 
67%), demonstration of the behaviour (IP = 75%), social comparison (IP = 67%), 
behavioural practice/rehearsal (IP = 67%), generalisation of a target behaviour (IP 
= 80%) and addition of objects to the environment (IP = 60%) were identified as 
promising BCTs.
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Social function outcomes
Ten interventions employed social function outcome measures, with eight inter-
ventions resulting in significant improvements in social contact, social activities, 
social support, and loneliness [146, 147, 150, 151, 160, 166, 169, 170, 173, 178, 179, 
194]. Most social-function interventions targeted PA. Four promising intervention 
functions were identified: education (IP = 75%), modelling (IP = 100%), persuasion 
(IP = 80%) and training (IP = 100%). Five effective interventions included linguistic 
strategies. Eight BCTs were identified as promising: goal-setting (behaviour; IP = 
100%), problem solving (IP = 100%), self-monitoring of behaviour (IP = 100%), so-
cial support (unspecified; IP = 80%), instruction on how to perform the behaviour 
(IP = 89%), demonstration of the behaviour (IP = 86%), social comparison (IP = 
83%) and behavioural practice/rehearsal (IP = 78%).

Generic health and well-being outcomes
Eighteen interventions employed generic health and well-being outcome mea-
sures, covering aspects such as vitality, life satisfaction, stress, pain and fatigue 
[146, 151, 153, 154, 159, 160, 163, 164, 169-172, 176-180, 183-186], ten interventions 
showed to be significant [146, 160, 164, 169, 170, 176-180, 183, 186]. Eleven interven-
tions targeted PA, with education (IP = 60%), modelling (IP = 86%) and training (IP 
= 83%) identified as promising intervention functions. Linguistic strategies were 
implemented in most of the effective interventions involving cultural adaption. In 
total, five BCTs were deemed promising: instruction on how to perform the behav-
iour (IP = 83%), demonstration of the behaviour (IP = 78%), social comparison (IP 
= 57%), behavioural practice/rehearsal (IP = 78%) and generalisation of a target 
behaviour (IP = 79%).

Table 2. Intervention effectiveness by outcome cluster*

Anthropometrics outcomes

Targeted 
behaviour

Evidence of 
effectiveness 

(n = 12)

No 
evidence of 

effectiveness 
(n = 4)

All
(n = 16)

Index of 
potential**

Physical activity 11 3 14 79%

Healthy diet 5 5 100%

Intervention 
functions#

Education 4 3 7 57%

Enablement 3 2 5 60%

Environmental restructuring 3 1 4 75%

Modelling 5 1 6 83%
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Persuasion 2 3 5 40%

Training 6 6 100%

Cultural 
adaption 
strategies¥

8 1 9 88%

Linguistic 6 6 100%

Socio-cultural 3 1 4 75%

BCT code BCT label

1.1 Goal-setting (behaviour) 3 3 6 50%

1.2 Problem solving 4 3 7 57%

1.8 Behavioural contract 2 2 4 50%

2.3 Self-monitoring of behaviour 4 2 6 67%

3.1 Social support (unspecified) 8 3 11 73%

4.1 Instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour

9 2 11 82%

5.1 Information about health 
consequences

5 4 9 56%

6.1 Demonstration of the 
behaviour

6 1 7 86%

6.2 Social comparison 4 1 5 80%

8.1 Behavioural practice/
rehearsal

6 1 7 86%

12.5 Adding objects to the 
environment

3 1 4 75%

Health behaviour outcomes

Targeted 
behaviour

Evidence of 
effectiveness 

(n = 15)

No 
evidence of 

effectiveness 
(n = 2)

All
(n = 17)

Index of 
potential**

Physical activity 12 2 14 86%

Healthy diet 5 2 7 71%

Intervention 
functions#

Education 7 1 8 88%

Enablement 7 2 9 78%

Modelling 4 4 100%

Persuasion 8 2 10 80%

Training 6 6 100%

Cultural 
adaption 
strategies¥

8 1 9 89%

Linguistic 6 1 7 86%

Socio-cultural 4 1 5 80%
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BCT code BCT label

1.1 Goal-setting (behaviour) 10 1 11 91%

1.2 Problem solving 10 1 11 91%

1.8 Behavioural contract 3 1 4 75%

2.3 Self-monitoring of behaviour 6 6 100%

3.1 Social support (unspecified) 10 1 11 91%

4.1 Instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour

7 1 8 88%

5.1 Information about health 
consequences

8 3 11 73%

5.3 Information about social and 
environmental consequences

3 1 4 75%

6.1 Demonstration of the 
behaviour

4 4 100%

6.2 Social comparison 6 1 7 86%

8.1 Behavioural practice/
rehearsal

6 6 100%

9.2 Pros and cons 2 2 4 50%

12.5 Adding objects to the 
environment

4 4 100%

Physical function outcomes

Targeted 
behaviour

Evidence of 
effectiveness 

(n = 17)

No 
evidence of 

effectiveness
(n = 2)

All
(n = 19)

Index of 
potential**

Physical activity 15 2 17 88%

Intervention 
functions#

Education 6 1 7 86%

Enablement 8 1 9 89%

Modelling 10 1 11 91%

Persuasion 6 6 100%

Training 6 1 7 86%

Cultural 
adaption 
strategies¥

13 2 15 87%

Linguistic 11 2 13 85%

Socio-cultural 6 1 7 86%

BCT code BCT label

1.1 Goal-setting (behaviour) 8 8 100%

1.2 Problem-solving 9 9 100%

2.3 Self-monitoring of behaviour 5 5 100%

3.1 Social support (unspecified) 8 1 9 89%
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4.1 Instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour

14 1 15 93%

5.1 Information about health 
consequences

4 2 6 67%

6.1 Demonstration of the 
behaviour

13 1 14 93%

6.2 Social comparison 4 1 5 80%

8.1 Behavioural practice/
rehearsal

14 1 14 93%

8.6 Generalisation of a target 
behaviour

5 1 6 83%

Mental health and cognitive function outcomes

Targeted 
behaviour

Evidence of 
effectiveness 

(n = 11)

No 
evidence of 

effectiveness 
(n = 7)

All
(n = 18)

Index of 
potential**

Physical activity 10 5 15 67%

Intervention 
functions#

Education 5 3 8 63%

Enablement 6 3 9 67%

Modelling 4 2 6 67%

Persuasion 1 4 5 20%

Training 5 4 9 56%

Cultural 
adaption 
strategies¥

10 3 13 77%

Linguistic 9 2 11 82%

Socio-cultural 4 1 5 80%

BCT code BCT label

1.1 Goal-setting (behaviour) 3 3 6 50%

1.2 Problem solving 5 4 9 56%

1.8 Behavioural contract 2 3 5 40%

2.3 Self-monitoring of behaviour 2 3 5 40%

3.1 Social support (unspecified) 7 5 12 58%

4.1 Instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour

8 4 12 67%

5.1 Information about health 
consequences

4 2 6 67%

6.1 Demonstration of the 
behaviour

6 2 8 75%

6.2 Social comparison 4 2 6 67%

8.1 Behavioural practice/
rehearsal

6 3 9 67%
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8.6 Generalisation of a target 
behaviour

4 1 5 80%

12.5 Adding objects to the 
environment

3 2 75 60%

Social function outcomes

Targeted 
behaviour

Evidence of 
effectiveness 

(n = 8)

No 
evidence of 

effectiveness 
(n = 2)

All
(n = 10)

Index of 
potential**

Physical activity 5 1 6 83%

Social functioning 4 1 5 80%

Intervention 
functions#

Education 3 1 4 75%

Modelling 4 4 100%

Persuasion 4 1 5 80%

Training 5 5 100%

Cultural 
adaption 
strategy¥

5 2 7 71%%

Linguistic 3 1 4 75%

BCT code BCT label

1.1 Goal-setting (behaviour) 5 5 100%

1.2 Problem solving 4 4 100%

2.3 Self-monitoring of behaviour 4 4 100%

3.1 Social support (unspecified) 4 1 5 80%

4.1 Instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour

8 1 9 89%

6.1 Demonstration of the 
behaviour

6 1 7 86%

6.2 Social comparison 5 1 6 83%

8.1 Behavioural practice/
rehearsal

7 1 8 88%

Generic health and well-being outcomes

Targeted 
behaviour

Evidence of 
effectiveness 

(n = 11)

No 
evidence of 

effectiveness 
(n = 7)

All
(n = 18)

Index of 
potential**

Physical activity 10 5 15 67%

Intervention 
functions#

Education 6 4 10 60%

Enablement 4 5 9 44%

Modelling 6 1 7 86%

Persuasion 3 4 7 43%
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BCTs used in trials involving assessment ≥3 months after baseline 
characterised as promising
The impacts of interventions involving assessment ≥3 months after baseline on 
effectiveness are summarised in Table 7 of the Appendix. Of the 27 interventions 
in this category [144-147, 150, 155, 157-161, 163-166, 169-172, 174-179, 181-187], 10 

Training 5 1 6 83%

Cultural 
adaption 
strategy¥

7 5 12 58%

Linguistic 6 3 9 67%

BCT code BCT label

1.1 Goal-setting (behaviour) 3 4 7 43%

1.2 Problem solving 4 4 8 50%

1.8 Behavioural contract 1 4 5 20%

2.2 Feedback on behaviour 1 3 4 25%

2.3 Self-monitoring of behaviour 1 3 4 25%

3.1 Social support (unspecified) 5 6 11 45%

4.1 Instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour

10 2 12 83%

5.1 Information about health 
consequences

3 3 6 50%

6.1 Demonstration of the 
behaviour

7 2 9 78%

6.2 Social comparison 4 3 7 57%

8.1 Behavioural practice/
rehearsal

7 2 9 78%

8.6 Generalisation of a target 
behaviour

6 2 8 75%

12.5 Adding objects to the 
environment

1 3 4 25%

15.1 Verbal persuasion about 
capability

2 2 4 50%

BCT, behaviour change technique
*Only characteristics identified in at least four interventions within each cluster are reported for that cluster.
** Among all interventions featuring the focal characteristic, the percentage of interventions showing evidence 
of potential effectiveness for at least one variable in the relevant outcome cluster. Entries in bold are components 
found to show promise (index of potential > 50%).
#Definitions of intervention functions: education, ‘increasing knowledge or understanding’; enablement, ‘increas-
ing means/reducing barriers to increase capability (beyond education and training) or opportunity (beyond en-
vironmental restructuring)’; environmental restructuring, ‘changing the physical or social context’; modelling, 
‘providing an example for people to aspire to or imitate’; persuasion, ‘using communication to induce positive or 
negative feelings or stimulate action’; training, ‘imparting skills’ (ref. [120], p. 7).
¥ Definitions of cultural adaption strategies: linguistic, improving programme/materials accessibility by providing 
them in the dominant or native language of the target population; socio-cultural, discussing health-related issues 
in the context of broader social and/or cultural values and characteristics of the target population (ref. [188], p. 
135-136.
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were effective assessing anthropometrics outcomes [144, 155, 156, 158, 161, 164, 
174, 176, 178, 179, 184, 185]. Nine interventions were effective assessing behaviour 
outcomes [144, 147, 149, 157-159, 163, 165, 172, 182], 16 for physical functioning 
[146, 147, 150, 159, 160, 163, 164, 166, 170, 171, 175-179, 181, 183, 187], 10 for men-
tal health and cognitive functioning [146, 161, 163, 170, 171, 174, 178, 179, 181, 
183, 184], 6 for social functioning [146, 147, 150, 166, 169, 178, 179] and 9 effective 
interventions employed generic health and well-being outcomes [146, 164, 169, 
170, 176, 178, 179, 183-186]. Only one BCT, instruction on how to perform the be-
haviour, remained promising in all outcome clusters. Problem solving (IP = 60%), 
self-monitoring of behaviour (IP = 75%), social support (unspecified; IP = 75%), 
instruction on how to perform the behaviour (IP = 89%), information about health 
consequences (IP = 63%) and behavioural practice/rehearsal (IP = 100%) remained 
promising among the interventions assessing anthropometrics outcomes. Inter-
ventions assessing behaviour outcomes employed six promising BCTs: goal-setting 
(behaviour; IP = 100%), problem solving (IP = 100%), self-monitoring of behaviour 
(IP = 100%), social support (unspecified; IP = 8%), instruction on how to perform 
the behaviour (IP = 100%) and information about health consequences (IP = 88%). 
In interventions assessing physical outcomes and mental health and cognitive 
function outcomes, all BCTs except social comparison and generalisation of a 
target behaviour were promising. Only three BCTs were promising in interven-
tions assessing social functioning: instruction on how to perform the behaviour 
(IP = 86%), demonstration of the behaviour (IP = 80%) and behavioural practice/
rehearsal (IP = 83%). All BCTs in the generic health and well-being outcome cluster 
were promising.

DISCUSSION

The aim of this review was to summarise the current body of literature on BCTs 
that are present in effective behavioural change interventions which target the 
health and well-being of older migrants. Thirty-nine BCIs showed mixed effects 
in health and well-being outcome clusters, and 13 BCTs were identified as promis-
ing for at least one outcome cluster. Four BCTs and two intervention functions 
were identified as promising for all outcome clusters; only instruction on how to 
perform the behaviour and training remained promising for all outcome clusters 
≥3 months after baseline. Twenty-four studies included cultural adaption, most 
commonly using linguistic and socio-cultural strategies; linguistic strategies were 
identified as promising for all outcome clusters (except social functioning at ≥3 
months after baseline).
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Given the lack of previous systematic reviews focusing on older migrants, the 
results from this study can be compared with systematic reviews of BCTs used to 
promote health and/or well-being in other populations. Promising BCTs included: 
goal-setting (behaviour), problem-solving, self-monitoring of behaviour, social 
support (unspecified), instruction on how to perform the behaviour, demonstration 
how to perform the behaviour, behavioural practice/rehearsal, information about 
health consequences, information about social and environmental consequences, 
behavioural contract, social comparison, generalisation of a target behaviour and 
adding objects to the environment.

The finding that goal-setting (behaviour), problem solving and self-monitoring 
of behaviour were promising is in line with results from previous studies [116, 
117, 122, 195-197]. The definition of goals, for instance by developing PA plans or 
by monitoring behaviour using a pedometer or log book, has been associated with 
better intervention effects in previous research [116, 122, 195, 197]. In contrast, the 
systematic review conducted by French et al. [198] showed a negative association 
of goal-setting (behaviour) with PA among older individuals. Further research is 
needed to explore whether this difference in study findings is due to differences in 
the populations examined or other factors.

Social support (unspecified) has been shown to be effective in promoting 
healthy behaviours, such as PA [195, 199] and good dietary habits [117, 200, 201]. 
Older individuals have also reported that social support facilitates participation in 
PA [202]. Social support from family members and friends may be more important 
for the initiation of PA among community-dwelling older individuals [203-205], 
whereas social support from sports professionals, health care providers and ex-
ercise group members may be more important for the maintenance of PA [206].

Instruction on how to perform the behaviour has been shown in previous 
research to be associated with better outcomes of interventions targeting healthy 
behaviours, such as smoking cessation and PA [116, 118, 207, 208]. Interventions 
involving such instruction provided, for example, handouts or exercise training, 
and some also involved information about health, social and/or environmental 
consequences, which have been identified as promising for the promotion of 
smoking cessation [207, 209].

To our knowledge, our review showed for the first time that the BCTs of behav-
ioural practice/rehearsal, behavioural contract, social comparison, generalisation 
of a target behaviour, and addition of objects to the environment can be promising 
for the promotion of health behaviours. Further research is needed to explore the 
effectiveness of these BCTs in achieving this goal.
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In line with previous research, the results of this systematic review suggest that 
group-based interventions are more effective than individually delivered interven-
tions [210, 211].

Previous research has indicated that people from disadvantaged backgrounds 
are less successful in achieving behaviour changes (e.g. cessation of smoking) 
following participation in formal programmes than less disadvantaged socio-
economic groups [212]. However, Michie and colleagues [213] indicated that BCIs 
can be effective among individuals with such backgrounds. They proposed that 
a small set of BCTs may be more effective for this part of the population than 
would interventions combining large numbers of different BCTs. In contrast to 
other literature showing that BCT combinations are more likely to show effective-
ness in promoting healthy behaviour, suggesting that greater numbers of BCTs 
are associated with increased intervention effectiveness [197, 214-216]. The BCTs 
that we identified as promising may work differently for older migrants than for 
native older individuals. We cannot draw specific conclusions about comparative 
intervention effectiveness in these two populations because most interventions 
included in this review targeted older migrants.

The number of behaviours targeted might also impact intervention effective-
ness; in this systematic review, 11 of 35 interventions targeted two behaviours. 
Efforts to change multiple behaviours simultaneously, rather than changing 
behaviours individually, have been found to be more effective in changing at 
least one behaviour [217]. Precisely how this process works is unclear, but it has 
been proposed that a successful change in one behaviour can enable change in 
other behaviours, and that the targeting of behavioural patterns may be more suit-
able [218]. For example, Schölmerich and Kawachi [219] suggest that multi-level 
interventions (which target change at levels including policy, community, organ-
isational, interpersonal and intrapersonal) exert the strongest effects on health 
outcomes. The implementation of health behaviour interventions is a complex 
process; more insight is needed on the optimal number of BCTs to implement and 
behaviours to target for the promotion of health behaviour among older migrants.

Four-teen research groups reported the use of eight behaviour change theo-
ries and models to underpin interventions in the articles included in this review; 
research has shown that theory-driven interventions are more effective [216, 220-
223]. Although, the reasons for the incorporation of some BCTs in interventions 
were not always clear, our findings show that a variety of BCTs can be implemented 
to improve the health and/or well-being of older migrants. These findings reflect 
the heterogeneity of BCTs and technical intervention formats that can effectively 
promote health and/or well-being among older migrants.
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This review showed mixed results for intervention effectiveness among out-
come clusters. First, several interventions had no impact on anthropometric [145, 
154, 159, 173], health behaviour [145, 148, 181], physical function [153, 174], mental 
health and cognitive function [147, 151, 152, 159, 180, 184, 187], social function 
[151, 170] and/or generic health and well-being [151, 153, 159, 163, 171, 172, 184, 
185] outcomes, highlighting the possibility that BCIs will fail and emphasising 
the importance of identifying intervention components that may contribute to 
effectiveness [224]. However, the identification of effective BCTs is difficult, given 
the pool of different combinations of BCTs within and across studies. Second, 
more than half of the interventions were effective for each outcome cluster in this 
review, in contrast to a previous study in which less than half of the interventions 
effectively enhanced health and well-being outcomes [121]. An explanation for this 
difference might be publication bias among included articles, or our definition of a 
promising BCT based on positive effects in at least one outcome in a cluster, which 
may have led to the overestimation of effectiveness. For instance, two interven-
tions with promising BCTs each changed only one of four health behaviours [147, 
157, 159] or social function outcomes [147, 157]. Reasons for the mixed results may 
be the lack of clarity about key intervention components [225], lack of a theoretical 
framework [226] and/or use of inappropriate BCTs for the target population [227].

Most of the included interventions targeted PA, with three interventions ad-
dressing social functioning. Social functioning is an important social determinant 
of health (i.e. social participation, loneliness) and has impacts on health outcomes 
(i.e. health-related quality of life, cognitive impairment, dementia, depression and 
mortality) [108-111]. Previous research has indicated that interventions addressing 
social participation, social isolation and loneliness in community-dwelling ethnic 
minority groups can be effective [228]. Our review highlights the importance of 
investing in the development and implementation of interventions addressing 
social functioning among older migrants, as we found only a small number of 
studies on this subject.

Implications for Policy and Intervention Design
This study provides an overview of promising BCTs for six health/well-being 
outcome clusters, which can be used for intervention development. For example, 
three BCTs (demonstration of the behaviour, social comparison, and behavioural 
practice/rehearsal) were promising for all outcome clusters, suggesting that they 
could be used in the development of interventions targeting older migrants’ health 
and well-being. Behavioural contract establishment and the provision of informa-
tion about social and environmental consequences were promising only for health 
behaviour outcomes. Thus, the implementation of these BCTs in BCIs targeting 
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such outcomes (e.g. PA) would likely be beneficial. In addition, six intervention 
functions were identified as promising, for all outcome clusters in two cases 
(education and modeling). Thus, BCIs that increase participants’ knowledge and 
understanding (education) and provide examples for people to aspire to or imitate 
(modeling) are likely to improve health and well-being among older migrants.

The influence of culture is important to consider in intervention development, 
as many cultural factors influence people’s health-related beliefs [229] and, in turn, 
might influence their actions and impact intervention effectiveness. For example, 
previous findings suggest that culture impacts the role of social support with 
regard to PA [230-232]. Interventions included in this review that involved cultural 
adaption employed single cultural adaptive strategies Linguistic and sociocultural 
strategies to make interventions culturally appropriate were found to be promis-
ing in this study. This finding suggests that information about an intervention and 
the materials used therein should be provided in the native language of the target 
population. In addition, the social and/or cultural values of the target population 
should be considered when BCIs are developed.

Most studies included in this review were conducted in high-income countries, 
which resulted in the exclusion of certain countries and migrant groups. This situ-
ation has to do partly with funding for migrant research. Funding agencies could 
aid research efforts by investing in studies conducted with migrant (sub)groups in 
various countries.

Strengths and limitations
The results of our review must be viewed with caution because of several limita-
tions. Our findings have limited generalisability to the international population of 
older migrants, as all trials were conducted in high-income countries, primarily 
the United States and only one study in Europe. This lack of diversity in studies 
shows that academic research on ageing among older migrants remains scarce. 
The search of this study yielded several study protocols of future interventions 
targeting health and/or well-being among older migrants in various countries, this 
shows that there will be more interventions for this population in the future.

Despite the heterogeneity that exists among and within subgroups of migrant 
populations (e.g. in terms of country of origin, reason for migration, age at migra-
tion, number of years living in the host country), our review focused on migrants 
in general and included studies conducted with diverse racial/ethnic groups. Thus, 
we could not draw conclusions about the effectiveness of BCTs for specific migrant 
groups. Our findings shed light on ageing among migrants, but as older migrants 
form a heterogeneous group, suggestions about behavioural change interventions 



2

47

need to be aligned with country and population subgroup contexts. In addition, 
this study did not report possible costs associated with older migrant health.

The BCTTv1 facilitates the accurate identification of intervention content and 
provides a useful overview of BCTs and their definitions. However, it does not per-
mit consideration that BCTs might be effective only under the specific conditions 
in which the interventions are delivered (i.e. the potential for interaction between 
BCTs and intervention contexts) [233]. In addition, overlap may exist in BCTs deliv-
ered in the intervention and control groups [234, 235], which hampers the drawing 
of conclusions about which BCTs do and do not work. In this study, this factor was 
taken into account by including only BCTs delivered in the intervention group, and 
not in the control group, in the analysis, as recommended by Peters and colleagues 
[191]. Moreover, the implementation of sets of BCTs in interventions might pose 
a challenge because some BCTs may be employed simultaneously. For example, a 
previous study showed that interventions combining self-monitoring, goal-setting 
and action planning were twice as effective as those that did not [122]. These 
contextual factors might impact the effect size and interact with the intervention 
content, thereby confounding the BCT–effect size relationship [191, 236]. Despite 
these limitations, however, the BCTTv1 is a useful tool for the assessment of ef-
fectiveness at the BCT level, as demonstrated by analyses conducted in various 
health behaviour contexts [116, 118, 122]. For example, one study showed that 
problem-solving, social support, goal-setting, the use of prompts and the provi-
sion of feedback on behaviour were associated with greater intervention effects on 
fruit and vegetable consumption compared with interventions not including these 
BCTs [117]. To fully understand the effects of BCTs on behaviour, the classification 
of knowledge about other aspects of BCIs and its inclusion in the analysis of BCT 
effectiveness are crucial. Michie and colleagues [189] noted the need to develop 
proper methods to link evidence from various types of evaluation, to permit the 
drawing of conclusions regarding effect sizes of BCT combinations tailored to the 
targeted behaviours and contexts.

The BCTTv1 is a valuable tool, as it assisted to relate descriptions of interven-
tion content to definitions of BCTs. Vigorous BCT coding depends on the provision 
of complete descriptions of interventions in the original studies [189, 237]. In 
addition, more BCTs than reported may have been implemented in the interven-
tions in practice. We did not contact the authors of the included studies; rather, 
we addressed this situation by coding BCTs as probably present (+) in addition 
to definitely present (++) following the coding scheme. BCTs were coded using 
only published papers and, when available, published protocols, which might have 
increased the risk of publication bias. Additionally, some BCTs may not have been 
captured, as interventions are often poorly described [238]. Detailed intervention 
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description is important not only for BCT coding, but also for intervention deliv-
ery. BCT delivery can be challenging; for example, goal setting requires specific 
behavioural, measurable, observable and challenging, yet realistic, goals [239-
241]. Published descriptions of interventions typically provide insufficient details 
to check for appropriate delivery of this BCT and others.

Our study included articles described health and well-being outcomes in dif-
ferent ways, and not all articles mentioned effect sizes, thereby limiting our ability 
to conduct a meta-analysis. Although our review revealed differences in terms 
of health and well-being outcome measures, features beyond ethnic association 
alone may have contributed to this variance. For instance, contextual factors 
such as limited proficiency in the native language, social isolation and barriers 
to health and well-being behaviours might be stronger predictors among migrant 
(sub)groups. Migrants are extremely diverse in terms of migration patterns, nativ-
ity, language and socio-economic status. Thus, interventions that consider how 
these factors may affect health and well-being behaviours by subgroup are critical. 
Although linguistic tailoring increases accessibility and acceptability, more adap-
tions might lower barriers to the performance of healthy behaviour(s).

Future research
In this study we focused on the general older migrant population. Future research 
could focus on the effectiveness of the BCTs examined in various contexts and 
subgroups of older migrants. For example, acculturation is related to health 
behaviours [242-244], but may differ among migrant groups and host countries. 
Moreover, all interventions examined in this review incorporated combinations 
of BCTs, which may increase effectiveness [122]. The specific BCT combinations 
that most effectively promote health and/or well-being among older migrants, 
however, have not been identified clearly. Future research could focus on examin-
ing BCT combinations and the interplay among them, as well as the mechanisms 
by which effective BCTs modify behaviour, to enable the development of inter-
ventions with components that are more likely to be effective [245] and to better 
explain interventions’ effects [246]. In addition, the majority of participants in the 
studies included in the present review were female (S8 Table). An in-depth under-
standing of this bias will be important for future research to meet the needs of 
other gender groups. Finally, the quality of the included studies was judged using 
various categories and the risk of bias. In future research, several other sources 
of bias may also need to be considered. For example, detailed descriptions of the 
interventions (e.g. language use in intervention materials), which may not always 
be provided in study publications, should be considered as such factors may have 
impacts on response rates.
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CONCLUSIONS

We identified 13 promising BCTs used in interventions to promote health and 
well-being among older migrants. Older migrants are heterogeneous, with diverse 
subgroups within and across countries, and have different unhealthy behaviours 
to address. In addition, future research should examine the effectiveness of these 
BCTs in various contexts and among different subgroups of older migrants, as well 
as the mechanisms through which these BCTs act. In addition, given the paucity of 
interventions in which cultural adaption has been taken into account in alignment 
with the target group, future BCIs should consider cultural appropriateness for dif-
ferent older migrant (sub)groups. Our findings may guide future research with the 
goal of developing culturally appropriate interventions incorporating promising 
BCTs that can change behaviours and improve the health and well-being of older 
migrants.



50

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

REFERENCES
1. Castles S. (2018). International migration at the beginning of the twenty-first century: 

global trends and issues. International Social Science Journal; 68(227-228):151-162.
2. United Nations. (2020). International Migration 2020 Highlights. Department of Economic 

and Social Affairs.
3. International Organization for Migration. (2019). Glossary on Migration - International 

migration law.
4. de Haas H, Castles S, Miller M.J. (2020). Migration in Europe since 1945. In: The Age of 

Migration. Red Globe Press. p. 117-141.
5. de Haas H, Castles S, Miller M.J. (2020). Migration in the Americas. In: The Age of Migra-

tion. Red Globe Press. p. 145 - 170.
6. Warnes AM, Friedrich K, Kellaher L, Torres S. (2004). The diversity and welfare of older 

migrants in Europe. Ageing and Society; 24(3):307-326.
7. Warnes AM, Williams A. (2006). Older migrants in Europe: A new focus for migration stud-

ies. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies; 32(8):1257-1281.
8. Wilson G. (2000). Understanding old age: Critical and global perspectives. Sage.
9. Mizoguchi N, Walker L, Trevelyan E, Ahmed B. (2019). The older foreign-born population 

in the United States: 2012–2016. United States Census Bureau.
10. Phinney JS, Ong AD. (2007). Conceptualization and measurement of ethnic identity: Cur-

rent status and future directions. Journal of Counseling Psychology; 54(3):271.
11. Ponterotto JG, Park-Taylor J. (2007). Racial and ethnic identity theory, measurement, and 

research in counseling psychology: Present status and future directions. Journal of Counsel-
ing Psychology; 54(3):282.

12. Espinosa A, Tikhonov A, Ellman LM, Kern DM, Lui F, Anglin D. (2018). Ethnic identity and 
perceived stress among ethnically diverse immigrants. Journal of Immigrant and Minority 
Health; 20(1):155-163.

13. Mossakowski KN. (2003). Coping with perceived discrimination: does ethnic identity pro-
tect mental health? Journal of Health and Social Behavior; 44(3):318-331.

14. Torres L, Ong AD. (2010). A daily diary investigation of Latino ethnic identity, discrimina-
tion, and depression. Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology; 16(4):561.

15. Smith TB, Silva L. (2011). Ethnic identity and personal well-being of people of color: a 
meta-analysis. Journal of Counseling Psychology; 58(1):42.

16. Henríquez D, Urzúa A, López-López W. (2021). Indicators of identity and psychological 
well-being in immigrant population. Frontiers in Psychology; 12:4729.

17. Wilson AR, Leaper C. (2016). Bridging multidimensional models of ethnic–racial and gen-
der identity among ethnically diverse emerging adults. Journal of Youth and Adolescence; 
45(8):1614-1637.

18. Balidemaj A, Small M. (2019). The effects of ethnic identity and acculturation in mental 
health of immigrants: A literature review. International Journal of Social Psychiatry; 65(7-
8):643-655.

19. Ward C. (2008). Thinking outside the Berry boxes: New perspectives on identity, accultura-
tion and intercultural relations. International Journal of Intercultural Relations; 32(2):105-
114.

20. Berry JW, Trimble JE, Olmedo EL. (1986). Assessment of acculturation. In: Field methods 
in cross-cultural research. Sage Publications. p. 291-324.



2

51

21. Lewin K. (1948). Resolving social conflicts; selected papers on group dynamics. Harper & 
Row.

22. Tajfel H. (1978). The social psychology of minorities. Minority Rights Group.
23. Liu S, Dane S, Gallois C, Haslam C, Nghi Tran TL. (2020). The dynamics of acculturation 

among older immigrants in Australia. Journal of Cross-cultural Psychology; 51(6):424-441.
24. Ward C. (2013). Probing identity, integration and adaptation: Big questions, little answers. 

International Journal of Intercultural Relations; 37(4):391-404.
25. Bainey KR, Jugdutt BI. (2009). Increased burden of coronary artery disease in South-Asians 

living in North America. Need for an aggressive management algorithm. Atherosclerosis; 
204(1):1-10.

26. van der Wurff F, Beekman A, Dijkshoorn H, Spijker J, Smits C, Stek M, et al. (2004). Preva-
lence and risk-factors for depression in elderly Turkish and Moroccan migrants in the 
Netherlands. Journal of Affective Disorders; 83(1):33-41.

27. Liebson PR. (2010). Cardiovascular disease in special populations III: stroke. Preventive 
Cardiology; 13(1):1-7.

28. Carta MG, Bernal M, Hardoy MC, Haro-Abad JM. (2005). Migration and mental health in 
Europe Clinical Practice and Epidemiology in Mental Health; 1(1):13.

29. Fuller-Thomson E, Noack AM, George U. (2011). Health decline among recent immigrants 
to Canada: findings from a nationally-representative longitudinal survey. Canadian Journal 
of Public Health; 102(4):273-280.

30. Gee GC, Ro A, Shariff-Marco S, Chae D. (2009). Racial discrimination and health among 
Asian Americans: evidence, assessment, and directions for future research. Epidemiologic 
Reviews; 31(1):130-151.

31. Nadimpalli SB, Hutchinson MK. (2012). An integrative review of relationships between 
discrimination and Asian American health. Journal of Nursing Scholarship; 44(2):127-135.

32. Ikram UZ, Snijder MB, Fassaert TJ, Schene AH, Kunst AE, Stronks K. (2015). The contri-
bution of perceived ethnic discrimination to the prevalence of depression. The European 
Journal of Public Health; 25(2):243-248.

33. Aichberger MC, Bromand Z, Rapp MA, Yesil R, Montesinos AH, Temur-Erman S, et al. (2015). 
Perceived ethnic discrimination, acculturation, and psychological distress in women of 
Turkish origin in Germany. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology; 50(11):1691-1700.

34. Williams DR, Neighbors HW, Jackson JS. (2003). Racial/ethnic discrimination and health: 
Findings from community studies. American Journal of Public Health; 93(2):200-208.

35. Berg AO, Melle I, Rossberg JI, Romm KL, Larsson S, Lagerberg TV, et al. (2011). Perceived 
discrimination is associated with severity of positive and depression/anxiety symptoms in 
immigrants with psychosis: a cross-sectional study. BMC Psychiatry; 11(1):1-9.

36. Jasinskaja-Lahti I, Liebkind K, Jaakkola M, Reuter A. (2006). Perceived discrimination, 
social support networks, and psychological well-being among three immigrant groups. 
Journal of Cross-cultural Psychology; 37(3):293-311.

37. Jasinskaja-Lahti I, Liebkind K, Perhoniemi R. (2006). Perceived discrimination and well-
being: A victim study of different immigrant groups. Journal of Community and Applied 
Social Psychology; 16(4):267-284.

38. Igel U, Brähler E, Grande G. (2010). The influence of perceived discrimination on health in 
migrants. Psychiatrische Praxis; 37(4):183-190.



52

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

39. Bardol O, Grot S, Oh H, Poulet E, Zeroug-Vial H, Brunelin J, et al. (2020). Perceived ethnic 
discrimination as a risk factor for psychotic symptoms: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Psychological Medicine; 50(7):1077-1089.

40. Pascoe EA, Smart Richman L. (2009). Perceived discrimination and health: a meta-analytic 
review. Psychological Bulletin; 135(4):531.

41. Cislo AM. (2007). Psychological distress among Cuban and Colombian immigrants in 
Miami: Considering the roles of acculturation and ethnic discrimination. The Florida State 
University.

42. World Health Organization. (2018). Report on the health of refugees and migrants in the 
WHO European Region: No public health without refugees and migrant health.

43. Lewinter M, Kesmez SS, Gezgin K. (1993). Self-reported health and function status of 
elderly Turkish immigrants in Copenhagen, Denmark. Scandinavian Journal of Social Medi-
cine; 21(3):159-163.

44. Denktas S, Koopmans G, Birnie E, Foets M, Bonsel G. (2011). Ethnic differences in function-
al limitations: a national study of native Dutch and elderly immigrants in the Netherlands. 
Erasmus University Rotterdam.

45. Aichberger MC, Schouler-Ocak M, Mundt A, Busch MA, Nickels E, Heimann HM, et al. 
(2010). Depression in middle-aged and older first generation migrants in Europe: results 
from the Survey of Health, Ageing and Retirement in Europe (SHARE). European Psychiatry; 
25(8):468-475.

46. Bas-Sarmiento P, Saucedo-Moreno MJ, Fernández-Gutiérrez M, Poza-Méndez M. (2017). 
Mental health in immigrants versus native population: a systematic review of the litera-
ture. Archives of Psychiatric Nursing; 31(1):111-121.

47. Solé-Auró A, Crimmins EM. (2008). Health of immigrants in European countries. Interna-
tional Migration Review; 42(4):861-876.

48. Lanari D, Bussini O. (2012). International migration and health inequalities in later life. 
Ageing and Society; 32(6):935-962.

49. Reus-Pons M, Kibele EU, Janssen F. (2017). Differences in healthy life expectancy between 
older migrants and non-migrants in three European countries over time. International 
Journal of Public Health; 62(5):531-540.

50. Markides KS, Rote S. (2019). The healthy immigrant effect and aging in the United States 
and other western countries. The Gerontologist; 59(2):205-214.

51. Uitenbroek DG, Verhoeff AP. (2002). Life expectancy and mortality differences between mi-
grant groups living in Amsterdam, the Netherlands. Social Science and Medicine; 54(9):1379-
1388.

52. Prendergast KB, Schofield GM, Mackay LM. (2015). Associations between lifestyle behav-
iours and optimal wellbeing in a diverse sample of New Zealand adults. BMC Public Health; 
16(1):1-11.

53. Haapasalo V, de Vries H, Vandelanotte C, Rosenkranz RR, Duncan MJ. (2018). Cross-
sectional associations between multiple lifestyle behaviours and excellent well-being in 
Australian adults. Preventive Medicine; 116:119-125.

54. LaMonte MJ, Blair SN, Church TS. (2005). Physical activity and diabetes prevention. Journal 
of Applied Physiology; 99(3):1205-1213.

55. Kohl H. (2001). Physical activity and cardiovascular disease: evidence for a dose response. 
Medicine and Science in Sports and Exercise; 33(6):S472-S483.



2

53

56. Thune I, Furberg A-S. (2001). Physical activity and cancer risk: dose-response and cancer, 
all sites and site-specific. Medicine and Science in Sports and Exercise; 33.

57. Fox KR, Stathi A. (2002). Psysical activity and mental health in older adults: Current evi-
dence and future perspectives. Psychology: The Journal of the Hellenic Psychological Society; 
9(4):563-580.

58. Davies AA, Basten A, Frattini C. (2009). Migration: a social determinant of the health of 
migrants. Eurohealth; 16(1):10-12.

59. Kessing LL, Norredam M, Kvernrod A-B, Mygind A, Kristiansen M. (2013). Contextualising 
migrants’ health behaviour-a qualitative study of transnational ties and their implications 
for participation in mammography screening. BMC Public Health; 13(1):431.

60. de Haas H, Castles S, Miller M.J. (2020). Migrants and Minorities in the Labour Force. In: 
The Age of Migration. Red Globe Press. p. 275-294.

61. Reyneri E, Fullin G. (2011). Labour market penalties of new immigrants in new and old 
receiving West European countries. International Migration; 49(1):31-57.

62. Wilkinson RG, Marmot M. (2003). Social determinants of health: the solid facts. World 
Health Organization.

63. George LK. (2010). Still happy after all these years: Research frontiers on subjective well-
being in later life. Journals of Gerontology Series B: Psychological Sciences and Social Sciences; 
65(3):331-339.

64. Pinquart M, Sörensen S. (2000). Influences of socioeconomic status, social network, and 
competence on subjective well-being in later life: a meta-analysis. Psychology and Aging; 
15(2):187.

65. Giskes K, Avendaňo M, Brug J, Kunst A. (2010). A systematic review of studies on socioeco-
nomic inequalities in dietary intakes associated with weight gain and overweight/obesity 
conducted among European adults. Obesity Reviews; 11(6):413-429.

66. Kamphuis CB, van Lenthe FJ, Giskes K, Huisman M, Brug J, Mackenbach JP. (2009). So-
cioeconomic differences in lack of recreational walking among older adults: the role of 
neighbourhood and individual factors. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and 
Physical Activity; 6(1).

67. Mackenbach JP, Stirbu I, Roskam A-JR, Schaap MM, Menvielle G, Leinsalu M, et al. (2008). 
Socioeconomic inequalities in health in 22 European countries. New England Journal of 
Medicine; 358(23):2468-2481.

68. Kennedy S, Kidd MP, McDonald JT, Biddle N. (2015). The healthy immigrant effect and 
immigrant selection: patterns and evidence from four countries. Journal of International 
Migration and Integration; 6:317-332.

69. Newbold KB, Danforth J. (2003). Health status and Canada’s immigrant population. Social 
Science and Medicine; 57(10):1981-1995.

70. McDonald JT, Kennedy S. (2004). Insights into the ‘healthy immigrant effect’: health status 
and health service use of immigrants to Canada. Social Science and Medicine; 59(8):1613-
1627.

71. Singh GK, Siahpush M. (2002). Ethnic-immigrant differentials in health behaviors, morbid-
ity, and cause-specific mortality in the United States: an analysis of two national data bases. 
Human Biology; 74(1):83-109.

72. Antecol H, Bedard K. (2006). Unhealthy assimilation: why do immigrants converge to 
American health status levels? Demography; 43(2):337-360.



54

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

73. Constant AF, García-Muñoz T, Neuman S, Neuman T. (2014). Micro and macro determi-
nants of health: older immigrants in Europe. Institute for the Study of Labor.

74. Neuman S. (2014). Are immigrants healthier than native residents? Institute for the Study of 
Labor.

75. Constant AF, García-Muñoz T, Neuman S, Neuman T. (2018). A “healthy immigrant effect” 
or a “sick immigrant effect”? Selection and policies matter. The European Journal of Health 
Economics; 19(1):103-121.

76. Mladovsky P. (2007). Migration and health in the EU. The London School of Economics and 
Plotical Science

77. Roux AVD, Borrell LN, Haan M, Jackson SA, Schultz R. (2004). Neighbourhood environ-
ments and mortality in an elderly cohort: results from the cardiovascular health study. 
Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health; 58(11):917-923.

78. Kristiansen M, Razum O, Tezcan-Güntekin H, Krasnik A. (2016). Aging and health among 
migrants in a European perspective. Public Health Reviews; 37(1):1-14.

79. Nazroo JY. (2003). The structuring of ethnic inequalities in health: economic position, 
racial discrimination, and racism. American Journal of Public Health; 93(2):277-284.

80. Kickbusch IS. (2001). Health literacy: addressing the health and education divide. Health 
Promotion International; 16(3):289-297.

81. Nobre ML, Amorim FM, de Souza MCF, de Neves-Manta FS, Esquenazi D, Moraes MO, et al. 
(2017). Multibacillary leprosy and the elderly: a field for further research. Leprosy Review; 
88(4):510-519.

82. Ponce NA, Hays RD, Cunningham WE. (2006). Linguistic disparities in health care access 
and health status among older adults. Journal of General Internal Medicine; 21(7):786-791.

83. Cheng EM, Chen A, Cunningham W. (2007). Primary language and receipt of recommended 
health care among Hispanics in the United States. Journal of General Internal Medicine; 
22(2):283-288.

84. Ng E, Sanmartin C, Tu J, Manuel D. (2014). Use of acute care hospital services by immigrant 
seniors in Ontario: A linkage study. Health Reports; 25(10):15-22.

85. Johnson JL, Bottorff JL, Browne AJ, Grewal S, Hilton BA, Clarke H. (2004). Othering and 
being othered in the context of health care services. Health Communication; 16(2):255-271.

86. Zubair M, Norris M. (2015). Perspectives on ageing, later life and ethnicity: ageing research 
in ethnic minority contexts. Ageing and Society; 35(5):897-916.

87. von Wagner C, Knight K, Steptoe A, Wardle J. (2007). Functional health literacy and health-
promoting behaviour in a national sample of British adults. Journal of Epidemiology and 
Community Health; 61(12):1086-1090.

88. Miller LMS, Cassady DL. (2012). Making healthy food choices using nutrition facts pan-
els. The roles of knowledge, motivation, dietary modifications goals, and age. Appetite; 
59(1):129-139.

89. Fitzpatrick AL, Powe NR, Cooper LS, Ives DG, Robbins JA. (2004). Barriers to health care 
access among the elderly and who perceives them. American Journal of Public Health; 
94(10):1788-1794.

90. van Gaans D, Dent E. (2018). Issues of accessibility to health services by older Australians: 
a review. Public Health Reviews; 39(1):1-16.

91. Kruse C, Fohn J, Wilson N, Patlan EN, Zipp S, Mileski M. (2020). Utilization barriers and 
medical outcomes commensurate with the use of telehealth among older adults: system-
atic review. JMIR Medical Informatics; 8(8):e20359.



2

55

92. Pot A, Keijzer M, de Bot K. (2018). Do low L2 abilities impede healthy aging for migrant 
older adults in the Netherlands? Dutch Journal of Applied Linguistics; 7(1):109-120.

93. Ding H, Hargraves L. (2009). Stress-associated poor health among adult immigrants with a 
language barrier in the United States. Journal of Immigrant and Minority Health; 11(6):446-
452.

94. Lai D, Chappell N. (2007). Use of traditional chinese medicine by older chinese immigrants 
in canada. Family Practice; 24(1):56-64.

95. Lai DW, Surood S. (2010). Types and factor structure of barriers to utilization of health ser-
vices among aging South Asians in Calgary, Canada. Canadian Journal on Aging; 29(2):249-
258.

96. Thomson MS, Chaze F, George U, Guruge S. (2015). Improving immigrant populations’ 
access to mental health services in Canada: a review of barriers and recommendations. 
Journal of Immigrant and Minority Health; 17(6):1895-1905.

97. Wang L, Guruge S, Montana G. (2019). Older immigrants’ access to primary health care in 
Canada: A scoping review. Canadian Journal on Aging; 38(2):193-209.

98. Shaaban AN, Morais S, Peleteiro B. (2019). Healthcare services utilization among migrants 
in Portugal: results from the National Health Survey 2014. Journal of Immigrant and Minor-
ity Health; 21(2):219-229.

99. Grochtdreis T, König H-H, Dams J. (2021). Health care services utilization of persons 
with direct, indirect and without migration background in germany: a longitudinal study 
based on the german socio-economic panel (SOEP). International Journal of Environmental 
Research and Public Health; 18(21):11640.

100. Denktaş S, Koopmans G, Birnie E, Foets M, Bonsel G. (2010). Underutilization of prescribed 
drugs use among first generation elderly immigrants in the Netherlands. BMC Health Ser-
vices Research; 10(1):1-11.

101. Du Y, Xu Q. (2016). Health disparities and delayed health care among older adults in 
California: a perspective from race, ethnicity, and immigration. Public Health Nursing; 
33(5):383-394.

102. Pot A, Keijzer M, de Bot K. (2020). The language barrier in migrant aging. International 
Journal of Bilingual Education and Bilingualism; 23(9):1139-1157.

103. Palmberger M. (2017). Social ties and embeddedness in old age: older Turkish labour 
migrants in Vienna. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies; 43(2):235-249.

104. Bouchard C, Tremblay A, Despres JP, Theriault G, Nadeau A, Lupien PJ, et al. (1994). The 
response to exercise with constant energy intake in identical twins. Obesity Research; 
2(5):400-410.

105. Rahati S, Shahraki M, Arjomand G, Shahraki T. (2014). Food pattern, lifestyle and diabetes 
mellitus. International Journal of High Risk Behaviors and Addiction; 3(1):e8725-e8725.

106. Bhupathiraju SN, Tucker KL. (2011). Coronary heart disease prevention: nutrients, foods, 
and dietary patterns. International Journal of Clinical Chemistry; 412(17-18):1493-1514.

107. Marmot M. (2007). Food, nutrition, physical activity, and the prevention of cancer: a global 
perspective. American Institue for Cancer Research.

108. Kuiper JS, Zuidersma M, Oude Voshaar RC, Zuidema SU, van den Heuvel ER, Stolk RP, et al. 
(2015). Social relationships and risk of dementia: A systematic review and meta-analysis of 
longitudinal cohort studies. Ageing Research Reviews; 22:39-57.



56

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

109. Minagawa Y, Saito Y. (2015). Active social participation and mortality risk among older peo-
ple in Japan: results from a nationally representative sample. Research on Aging; 37(5):481-
499.

110. Roh HW, Hong CH, Lee Y, Oh BH, Lee KS, Chang KJ, et al. (2015). Participation in Physical, 
Social, and Religious Activity and Risk of Depression in the Elderly: A Community-Based 
Three-Year Longitudinal Study in Korea. Plos One; 10(7):e0132838.

111. Zhang W, Feng Q, Liu L, Zhen Z. (2015). Social engagement and health: findings from the 
2013 survey of the shanghai elderly life and opinion. International Journal of Aging and 
Human Development; 80(4):332-356.

112. U.S. Department of Healtha nd Human Services. (2000). Healthy people 2010: Understand-
ing and improving health. U.S. Government Printing Office

113. Karlson S, Becares L, Roth M, Craig G, Atkin K, Chattoo S, et al. (2012). Understanding the 
influence of ethnicity and health. In: Understanding ‘race’ and ethnicity. Policy Press. p. 
115-132.

114. Bhopal R. (2013). Inequalities, inequities, and disparities in health and health care by 
migration status, race, and ethnicity. In: Migration, ethnicity, race, and health in multicul-
tural societies. Oxford University Press.

115. World Health Organization. (2018). Health of older refugees and migrants: Technical guid-
ance.

116. Dombrowski SU, Sniehotta FF, Avenell A, Johnston M, MacLennan G, Araújo-Soares V. 
(2012). Identifying active ingredients in complex behavioural interventions for obese 
adults with obesity-related co-morbidities or additional risk factors for co-morbidities: a 
systematic review. Health Psychology Review; 6(1):7-32.

117. Lara J, Evans EH, O’Brien N, Moynihan PJ, Meyer TD, Adamson AJ, et al. (2014). Association 
of behaviour change techniques with effectiveness of dietary interventions among adults 
of retirement age: a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials. 
BMC Medicine; 12(1):177.

118. Williams SL, French DP. (2011). What are the most effective intervention techniques for 
changing physical activity self-efficacy and physical activity behaviour—and are they the 
same? Health Education Research; 26(2):308-322.

119. Hunter RF, McAneney H, Davis M, Tully MA, Valente TW, Kee F. (2015). “Hidden” social 
networks in behavior change interventions. American Journal of Public Health; 105(3).

120. Michie S, van Stralen M, West R. (2011). The behaviour change wheel: a new method for 
characterising and designing behaviour change interventions. Implementation Science; 
6:42.

121. Gardner B, Jovicic A, Belk C, Kharicha K, Iliffe S, Manthorpe J, et al. (2017). Specifying the 
content of home-based health behaviour change interventions for older people with frailty 
or at risk of frailty: an exploratory systematic review. BMJ Open; 7(2):e014127.

122. Michie S, Abraham C, Whittington C, McAteer J, Gupta S. (2009). Effective techniques in 
healthy eating and physical activity interventions: a meta-regression. Health Psychology; 
28(6):690.

123. Michie S, Johnson BT, Johnston M. (2015). Advancing cumulative evidence on behaviour 
change techniques and interventions: a comment on Peters, de Bruin, and Crutzen. Health 
Psychology Review; 9(1):25-29.

124. Michie S, Richardson M, Johnston M, Abraham C, Francis J, Hardeman W. (2013). The be-
havior change technique taxonomy (v1) of 93 hierarchically clustered techniques: building 



2

57

an international consensus for the reporting of behavior change interventions. Annals of 
Behavioral Medicine; 46:81-95.

125. Michie S, Wood CE, Johnston M, Abraham C, Francis JJ, Hardeman W. (2015). Behaviour 
change techniques: the development and evaluation of a taxonomic method for reporting 
and describing behaviour change interventions (a suite of five studies involving consensus 
methods, randomised controlled trials and analysis of qualitative data). Health Technology 
Assessment; 19(99):1-188.

126. King AC, King DK. (2010). Physical activity for an aging population. Public Health Reviews; 
32(2):401.

127. Ziegelmann JP, Knoll N. (2015). Future directions in the study of health behavior among 
older adults. Gerontology; 61(5):469-476.

128. Muller-Riemenschneider F, Reinhold T, Nocon M, Willich SN. (2008). Long-term effective-
ness of interventions promoting physical activity: a systematic review. Preventive Medicine; 
47(4):354-368.

129. Niclasen J, Lund L, Obel C, Larsen L. (2018). Mental health interventions among older 
adults: A systematic review. Scandinavian Journal of Public Health; 47:240-250.

130. Ilgaz A, Gözüm S. (2019). Health promotion interventions for older people living alone: a 
systematic review. Perspectives in Public Health; 139(5):255-263.

131. Ronzi S, Orton L, Pope D, Valtorta NK, Bruce NG. (2018). What is the impact on health and 
wellbeing of interventions that foster respect and social inclusion in community-residing 
older adults? A systematic review of quantitative and qualitative studies. Systematic Reviews; 
7(1):26.

132. Yeo NL, Elliott LR, Bethel A, White MP, Dean SG, Garside R. (2019). Indoor Nature Inter-
ventions for Health and Wellbeing of Older Adults in Residential Settings: A Systematic 
Review. The Gerontologist; 60(3):e184-e199.

133. Nigg CR, Long CR. (2012). A systematic review of single health behavior change interven-
tions vs. multiple health behavior change interventions among older adults. Translational 
Behavioral Medicine; 2(2):163-179.

134. Moher D, Liberati A, Tetzlaff J, Altman DG. (2009). Preferred reporting items for systematic 
reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. Annals of Internal Medicine; 151(4):264-
269.

135. Kowal P, Dowd JE. (2002). Definition of an older person. Proposed working definition of an 
older person in Africa for the MDS Project. World Health Organization; 10(2.1):5188-9286.

136. Löckenhoff CE, de Fruyt F, Terracciano A, McCrae RR, de Bolle M, Costa PT, Jr., et al. 
(2009). Perceptions of aging across 26 cultures and their culture-level associates. Psychology 
and Aging; 24(4):941-954.

137. Choi EY, Jang Y. (2019). Subjective age in older Korean Americans: the impact of functional 
disability mediated by attitudes toward aging. International Journal of Aging and Human 
Development; 91(4):563-580.

138. Zhao Y, Hu Y, Smith JP, Strauss J, Yang G. (2012). Cohort profile: the China Health And 
Retirement Longitudinal Study (CHARLS). International Journal of Epidemiology; 43(1):61-
68.

139. Arokiasamy P, Bloom D, Lee J, Feeney K, Ozolins M. (2012). Longitudinal aging study in 
India: Vision, design, implementation, and preliminary findings. In: Aging in Asia: find-
ings from new and emerging data initiatives. National Academies Press.



58

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

140. Boo K-C, Chang J-Y. (2006). Korean longitudinal study of ageing: research design for inter-
national comparative studies. Survey Research; 7(2):97-122.

141. International Organization for Migration. (2019). Key Migration Terms.
142. Cohen J. (1992). A power primer. Psychological Bulletin; 112(1):155-159.
143. Green S, Higgins J. Cochrane handbook for systematic reviews of interventions. 2005.
144. Agurs-Collins TD, Kumanyika SK, Ten Have TR, Adams-Campbell LL. (1997). A random-

ized controlled trial of weight reduction and exercise for diabetes management in older 
African-American subjects. Diabetes Care; 20(10):1503-1511.

145. Batik O, Phelan EA, Walwick JA, Wang G, LoGerfo JP. (2008). Translating a community-
based motivational support program to increase physical activity among older adults with 
diabetes at community clinics: a pilot study of Physical Activity for a Lifetime of Success 
(PALS). Prevention Chronic Disease; 5(1).

146. Clark F, Jackson J, Carlson M, Chou CP, Cherry BJ, Jordan-Marsh M, et al. (2012). Effective-
ness of a lifestyle intervention in promoting the well-being of independently living older 
people: Results of the Well Elderly 2 Randomised Controlled Trial. Journal of Epidemiology 
and Community Health; 66(9):782-790.

147. Fried LP, Carlson MC, Freedman M, Frick KD, Glass TA, Hill J, et al. (2004). A social model 
for health promotion for an aging population: initial evidence on the Experience Corps 
model. Journal of Urban Health; 81(1):64-78.

148. Geller KS, Mendoza ID, Timbobolan J, Montjoy HL, Nigg CR. (2012). The decisional balance 
sheet to promote healthy behavior among ethnically diverse older adults. Public Health 
Nursing; 29(3):241-246.

149. Kim BH, Glanz K. (2013). Text messaging to motivate walking in older african americans: A 
randomized controlled trial. American Journal of Preventive Medicine; 44(1):71-75.

150. Rejeski WJ, Spring B, Domanchuk K, Tao H, Tian L, Zhao L, et al. (2014). A group-mediated, 
home-based physical activity intervention for patients with peripheral artery disease: ef-
fects on social and psychological function. Journal of Translational Medicine; 12:29-29.

151. Lai ETC, Yu R, Woo J. (2020). The associations of income, education and income inequality 
and subjective well-being among elderly in hong kong-a multilevel analysis. International 
Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health; 17(4).

152. Piedra LM, Andrade FC, Hernandez R, Boughton SW, Trejo L, Sarkisian CA. (2017). The 
influence of exercise on cognitive function in older Hispanic/Latino adults: results from 
the “¡ Caminemos!” study. The Gerontologist; 57(6):1072-1083.

153. Reijneveld S, Westhoff M, Hopman-Rock M. (2003). Promotion of health and physical 
activity improves the mental health of elderly immigrants: results of a group randomised 
controlled trial among Turkish immigrants in the Netherlands aged 45 and over. Journal of 
Epidemiology and Community Health; 57(6):405-411.

154. Skelly AH, Carlson J, Leeman J, Soward A, Burns D. (2009). Controlled trial of nursing 
interventions to improve health outcomes of older African American women with type 2 
diabetes. Nursing Research; 58(6):410.

155. Keller CS, Cantue A. (2008). Camina por Salud: walking in Mexican-American women. Ap-
plied Nursing Research; 21(2):110-113.

156. Palta P, Page G, Piferi RL, Gill JM, Hayat MJ, Connolly AB, et al. (2012). Evaluation of a 
mindfulness-based intervention program to decrease blood pressure in low-income 
African-American older adults. Journal of Urban Health; 89(2):308-316.



2

59

157. Parisi JM, Kuo J, Rebok GW, Xue Q-L, Fried LP, Gruenewald TL, et al. (2015). Increases in 
lifestyle activities as a result of experience Corps® participation. Journal of Urban Health; 
92(1):55-66.

158. Fernandez S, Scales KL, Pineiro JM, Schoenthaler AM, Ogedegbe G. (2008). A senior center-
based pilot trial of the effect of lifestyle intervention on blood pressure in minority elderly 
people with hypertension. Journal of the American Geriatrics Society; 56(10):1860-1866.

159. Holland SK, Greenberg J, Tidwell L, Malone J, Mullan J, Newcomer R. (2005). Community-
based health coaching, exercise, and health service utilization. Journal of Aging and Health; 
17(6):697-716.

160. Juang C, Knight BG, Carlson M, Schepens Niemiec SL, Vigen C, Clark F. (2018). Understand-
ing the mechanisms of change in a lifestyle intervention for older adults. The Gerontologist; 
58(2):353-361.

161. Kim KB, Han HR, Huh B, Nguyen T, Lee H, Kim MT. (2014). The effect of a community-
based self-help multimodal behavioral intervention in Korean American seniors with high 
blood pressure. American Journal of Hypertension; 27(9):1199-1208.

162. Qi BB, Resnick B, Smeltzer SC, Bausell B. (2011). Self-efficacy program to prevent osteo-
porosis among Chinese immigrants: a randomized controlled trial. Nursing Research; 
60(6):393-404.

163. Resnick B, Luisi D, Vogel A. (2008). Testing the Senior Exercise Self-efficacy Project (SESEP) 
for use with urban dwelling minority older adults. Public Health Nursing; 25(3):221-234.

164. Sun WY, Dosch M, Gilmore GD, Pemberton W, Scarseth T. (1996). Effects of a Tai Chi Chuan 
program on Hmong American older adults. Educational Gerontology; 22(2):161-167.

165. Wolf RL, Lepore SJ, Vandergrift JL, Basch CE, Yaroch AL. (2009). Tailored telephone educa-
tion to promote awareness and adoption of fruit and vegetable recommendations among 
urban and mostly immigrant black men: a randomized controlled trial. Preventive Medicine; 
48(1):32-38.

166. Yeom HA, Fleury J. (2014). A motivational physical activity intervention for improving 
mobility in older korean americans. Western Journal of Nursing Research; 36(6):713-731.

167. Peterson J, Welch V, Losos M, Tugwell P. (2011). The Newcastle-Ottawa scale (NOS) for as-
sessing the quality of nonrandomised studies in meta-analyses. Ottawa Hospital Research 
Institute.

168. Centre for Evidence-Based Medicine. (2009). Oxford centre for evidence-based medicine - 
levels of evidence

169. Collins CC, Benedict J. (2006). Evaluation of a community-based health promotion program 
for the elderly: lessons from Seniors CAN. American Journal of Health Promotion; 21(1):45-
48.

170. Dogra S, Shah S, Patel M, Tamim H. (2015). Effectiveness of a Tai Chi intervention for 
improving functional fitness and general health among ethnically diverse older adults 
with self-reported arthritis living in low-income neighborhoods: a cohort study. Journal of 
Geriatric Physical Therapy; 38(2):71-77.

171. Emery-Tiburcio EE, Mack L, Lattie EG, Lusarreta M, Marquine M, Vail M, et al. (2017). Man-
aging depression among diverse older adults in primary care: the BRIGHTEN program. 
Clinical Gerontologist; 40(2):88-96.

172. Goldfinger JZ, Arniella G, Wylie-Rosett J, Horowitz CR. (2008). Project HEAL: Peer educa-
tion leads to weight loss in harlem. Journal of Health Care for the Poor and Underserved; 
19(1):180-192.



60

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

173. Hooker SP, Harmon B, Burroughs EL, Rheaume CE, Wilcox S. (2011). Exploring the feasibil-
ity of a physical activity intervention for midlife African American men. Health Education 
Research; 26(4):732-738.

174. Lu Y, Dipierro M, Chen L, Chin R, Fava M, Yeung A. (2014). The evaluation of a culturally 
appropriate, community-based lifestyle intervention program for elderly Chinese immi-
grants with chronic diseases: a pilot study. Journal of Public Health; 36(1):149-155.

175. Manson J, Ritvo P, Ardern C, Weir P, Baker J, Jamnik V, et al. (2013). Tai Chi’s effects on 
health-related fitness of low-income older adults. Canadian Journal on Aging; 32(3):270-277.

176. Manson J, Rotondi M, Jamnik V, Ardern C, Tamim H. (2013). Effect of tai chi on musculo-
skeletal health-related fitness and self-reported physical health changes in low income, 
multiple ethnicity mid to older adults. BMC Geriatrics; 13:114.

177. Sin MK, Belza B, LoGerfo J, Cunningham S. (2005). Evaluation of a community-based exer-
cise program for elderly Korean immigrants. Public Health Nursing; 22(5):407-413.

178. Taylor-Piliae RE, Haskell WL, Sivarajan Froelicher E. (2006). Hemodynamic responses to a 
community-based Tai Chi exercise intervention in ethnic Chinese adults with cardiovascu-
lar disease risk factors. European Journal of Cardiovascular Nursing; 5(2):165-174.

179. Taylor-Piliae RE, Haskell WL, Waters CM, Froelicher ES. (2006). Change in perceived 
psychosocial status following a 12-week Tai Chi exercise programme. Journal of Advanced 
Nursing; 54(3):313-329.

180. Beissner K, Parker SJ, Henderson Jr CR, Pal A, Iannone L, Reid MC. (2012). A cognitive-
behavioral plus exercise intervention for older adults with chronic back pain: race/ethnic-
ity effect? Journal of Aging and Physical Activity; 20(2):246-265.

181. Hau C, Reid KF, Wong KF, Chin RJ, Botto TJ, Eliasziw M, et al. (2016). Collaborative evalua-
tion of the healthy habits program: An effective community intervention to improve mobil-
ity and cognition of Chinese older adults living in the U.S. Journal Nutrition Health and 
Aging; 20(4):391-397.

182. Jih J, Le G, Woo K, Tsoh JY, Stewart S, Gildengorin G, et al. (2016). Educational interven-
tions to promote healthy nutrition and physical activity among older chinese americans: a 
cluster-randomized trial. American Journal of Public Health; 106(6):1092-1098.

183. Parker SJ, Vasquez R, Chen EK, Henderson CR, Jr., Pillemer K, Robbins L, et al. (2011). 
A comparison of the arthritis foundation self-help program across three race/ethnicity 
groups. Ethnicity and Disease; 21(4):444-450.

184. Wilcox S, Dowda M, Griffin SF, Rheaume C, Ory MG, Leviton L, et al. (2006). Results of the 
first year of active for life: translation of 2 evidence-based physical activity programs for 
older adults into community settings. American Journal of Public Health; 96(7):1201-1209.

185. Wilcox S, Dowda M, Leviton LC, Bartlett-Prescott J, Bazzarre T, Campbell-Voytal K, et al. 
(2008). Active for life. final results from the translation of two physical activity programs. 
American Journal of Preventive Medicine; 35(4):340-351.

186. Yan T, Wilber KH, Aguirre R, Trejo L. (2009). Do sedentary older adults benefit from 
community-based exercise? results from the active start program. The Gerontologist; 
49(6):847-855.

187. Yan T, Wilber KH, Wieckowski J, Simmons WJ. (2009). Results from the healthy moves for 
aging well program: Changes of the health outcomes. Home Health Care Services Quarterly; 
28(2-3):100-111.



2

61

188. Kreuter MW, Lukwago SN, Bucholtz DC, Clark EM, Sanders-Thompson V. (2003). Achieving 
cultural appropriateness in health promotion programs: targeted and tailored approaches. 
Health Education and Behavior; 30(2):133-146.

189. Michie S, West R, Sheals K, Godinho CA. (2018). Evaluating the effectiveness of behavior 
change techniques in health-related behavior: a scoping review of methods used. Transla-
tional Behavioral Medicine; 8(2):212-224.

190. Abraham C, Wood CE, Johnston M, Francis J, Hardeman W, Richardson M, et al. (2015). 
Reliability of identification of behavior change techniques in intervention descriptions. 
Annals of Behavioral Medicine; 49(6):885-900.

191. Peters G-JY, de Bruin M, Crutzen R. (2015). Everything should be as simple as possible, but 
no simpler: towards a protocol for accumulating evidence regarding the active content of 
health behaviour change interventions. Health Psychology Review; 9(1):1-14.

192. BCT Taxonomy v1 Online Training.
193. Sun Y, You W, Almeida F, Estabrooks P, Davy B. (2017). The effectiveness and cost of lifestyle 

interventions including nutrition education for diabetes prevention: a systematic review 
and meta-analysis. Journal of the Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics; 117(3):404-421.

194. Melchior MA, Seff LR, Bastida E, Albatineh AN, Page TF, Palmer RC. (2013). Intermedi-
ate outcomes of a chronic disease self-management program for Spanish-speaking older 
adults in South Florida, 2008-2010. Prevention Chronic Disease; 10:e146.

195. Nyman SR, Adamczewska N, Howlett N. (2018). Systematic review of behaviour change 
techniques to promote participation in physical activity among people with dementia. 
British Journal of Health Psychology; 23(1):148-170.

196. Galea MN, Weinman JA, White C, Bearne LM. (2013). Do behaviour-change techniques con-
tribute to the effectiveness of exercise therapy in patients with intermittent claudication? a 
systematic review. European Journal of Vascular and Endovascular Surgery; 46(1):132-141.

197. Eisele A, Schagg D, Kramer LV, Bengel J, Gohner W. (2019). Behaviour change techniques 
applied in interventions to enhance physical activity adherence in patients with chronic 
musculoskeletal conditions: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Patient Education and 
Counseling; 102(1):25-36.

198. French DP, Olander EK, Chisholm A, Mc Sharry J. (2014). Which behaviour change tech-
niques are most effective at increasing older adults’ self-efficacy and physical activity 
behaviour? A systematic review. Annals Behavioral Medicine; 48(2):225-234.

199. Allgower A, Wardle J, Steptoe A. (2001). Depressive symptoms, social support, and personal 
health behaviors in young men and women. Health Psychology; 20(3):223-227.

200. van Achterberg T, Huisman-de Waal GG, Ketelaar NA, Oostendorp RA, Jacobs JE, Woller-
sheim HC. (2010). How to promote healthy behaviours in patients? An overview of evidence 
for behaviour change techniques. Health Promotion International; 26(2):148-162.

201. Samdal GB, Eide GE, Barth T, Williams G, Meland E. (2017). Effective behaviour change 
techniques for physical activity and healthy eating in overweight and obese adults; system-
atic review and meta-regression analyses. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and 
Physical Activity; 14(1):42-42.

202. Franco MR, Tong A, Howard K, Sherrington C, Ferreira PH, Pinto RZ, et al. (2015). Older 
people’s perspectives on participation in physical activity: a systematic review and the-
matic synthesis of qualitative literature. British Journal of Sports Medicine; 49(19):1268.



62

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

203. Bohm AW, Mielke GI, da Cruz MF, Ramirez VV, Wehrmesister FC. (2016). Social support 
and leisure-time physical activity among the elderly: a population-based study. Journal of 
Physical Activity and Health; 13(6):599-605.

204. Loprinzi PD, Joyner C. (2016). Source and size of emotional and financial-related social 
support network on physical activity behavior among older adults. Journal of Physical Activ-
ity and Health; 13(7):776-779.

205. Thanakwang K, Soonthorndhada K. (2011). Mechanisms by which social support networks 
influence healthy aging among Thai community-dwelling elderly. Journal of Aging and 
Health; 23(8):1352-1378.

206. van Stralen MM, de Vries H, Mudde AN, Bolman C, Lechner L. (2009). Determinants of 
initiation and maintenance of physical activity among older adults: a literature review. 
Health Psychology Review; 3(2):147-207.

207. Brown TJ, Hardeman W, Bauld L, Holland R, Maskrey V, Naughton F, et al. (2019). A sys-
tematic review of behaviour change techniques within interventions to prevent return to 
smoking postpartum. Addictive Behaviors; 92:236-243.

208. Yang C-H, Maher JP, Conroy DE. (2015). Implementation of behavior change techniques in 
mobile applications for physical activity. American Journal of Preventive Medicine; 48(4):452-
455.

209. Campbell K, Fergie L, Coleman-Haynes T, Cooper S, Lorencatto F, Ussher M, et al. (2018). 
Improving behavioral support for smoking cessation in pregnancy: what are the barriers 
to stopping and which behavior change techniques can influence them? application of 
theoretical domains framework. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public 
Health; 15(2):359.

210. Paul-Ebhohimhen V, Avenell A. (2009). A systematic review of the effectiveness of group 
versus individual treatments for adult obesity. Obesity Facts; 2(1):17-24.

211. Renjilian DA, Perri MG, Nezu AM, McKelvey WF, Shermer RL, Anton SD. (2001). Individual 
versus group therapy for obesity: effects of matching participants to their treatment pref-
erences. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology; 69(4):717.

212. Bauld L, Hiscock R, Dobbie F, Aveyard P, Coleman T, Leonardi-Bee J, et al. (2016). English 
Stop-Smoking Services: One-Year Outcomes. International Journal of Environmental Research 
and Public Health; 13(12):1175.

213. Michie S, Jochelson K, Markham WA, Bridle C. (2009). Low-income groups and behaviour 
change interventions: a review of intervention content, effectiveness and theoretical 
frameworks. Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health; 63(8):610-622.

214. Dusseldorp E, van Genugten L, van Buuren S, Verheijden MW, van Empelen P. (2014). Com-
binations of techniques that effectively change health behavior: Evidence from Meta-CART 
analysis. Health Psychology; 33(12):1530.

215. Kunstler BE, Cook JL, Freene N, Finch CF, Kemp JL, O’Halloran PD, et al. (2018). Physio-
therapists use a small number of behaviour change techniques when promoting physical 
activity: A systematic review comparing experimental and observational studies. Journal of 
Science and Medicine in Sport; 21(6):609-615.

216. Webb TL, Joseph J, Yardley L, Michie S. (2010). Using the internet to promote health behav-
ior change: a systematic review and meta-analysis of the impact of theoretical basis, use of 
behavior change techniques, and mode of delivery on efficacy. Journal of Medical Internet 
Research; 12(1):e4.



2

63

217. Hyman DJ, Pavlik VN, Taylor WC, Goodrick GK, Moye L. (2007). Simultaneous vs sequential 
counseling for multiple behavior change. Archives of Internal Medicine; 167(11):1152-1158.

218. Lippke S, Nigg CR, Maddock JE. (2012). Health-promoting and health-risk behaviors: 
theory-driven analyses of multiple health behavior change in three international samples. 
International Journal of Behavioral Medicine; 19(1):1-13.

219. Schölmerich VLN, Kawachi I. (2016). Translating the socio-ecological perspective into 
multilevel interventions: gaps between theory and practice. Health Education and Behavior; 
43(1):17-20.

220. Avery KN, Donovan JL, Horwood J, Lane JA. (2013). Behavior theory for dietary interven-
tions for cancer prevention: a systematic review of utilization and effectiveness in creating 
behavior change. Cancer Causes Control; 24(3):409-420.

221. Protogerou C, Johnson BT. (2014). Factors underlying the success of behavioral HIV-pre-
vention interventions for adolescents: a meta-review. AIDS and Behavior; 18(10):1847-1863.

222. Chase JA. (2015). Interventions to increase physical activity among older adults: a meta-
analysis. The Gerontologist; 55(4):706-718.

223. Prestwich A, Sniehotta FF, Whittington C, Dombrowski SU, Rogers L, Michie S. (2014). Does 
theory influence the effectiveness of health behavior interventions? Meta-analysis. Health 
Psychology; 33(5):465-474.

224. Michie S, Abraham C. (2004). Interventions to change health behaviours: evidence-based 
or evidence-inspired? Psychology and Health; 19.

225. French SD, Green SE, O’Connor DA, McKenzie JE, Francis JJ, Michie S, et al. (2012). Develop-
ing theory-informed behaviour change interventions to implement evidence into practice: 
a systematic approach using the Theoretical Domains Framework. Implementation Science; 
7:38-38.

226. Baert V, Gorus E, Mets T, Geerts C, Bautmans I. (2011). Motivators and barriers for physical 
activity in the oldest old: A systematic review. Ageing Research Reviews; 10(4):464-474.

227. Fleig L, McAllister M, Chen P, Iverson J, Milne K, A McKay H, et al. (2016). Health behaviour 
change theory meets falls prevention: feasibility of a habit-based balance and strength 
exercise intervention for older adults. Psychology of Sport and Exercise; 22:114-122.

228. Pool MS, Agyemang CO, Smalbrugge M. (2017). Interventions to improve social determi-
nants of health among elderly ethnic minority groups: a review. European Journal of Public 
Health; 27(6):1048-1054.

229. Vaughn LM, Jacquez F, Bakar RC. (2009). Cultural health attributions, beliefs, and prac-
tices: Effects on healthcare and medical education. The Open Medical Education Journal; 
2(1).

230. Dressler W, Bindon J. (2000). The health consequences of cultural consonance: cultural 
dimensions of lifestyle, social support and arterial blood pressure in an African American 
community. American Anthropologist; 102:244-260.

231. Airhihenbuwa CO, Kumanyika S, Agurs TD, Lowe A. (1995). Perceptions and beliefs about 
exercise, rest, and health among African-Americans. American Journal of Health Promotion; 
9(6):426-429.

232. Airhihenbuwa CO, Liburd L. (2006). Eliminating health disparities in the African American 
population: the interface of culture, gender, and power. Health Education and Behavior; 
33(4):488-501.

233. Schaalma H, Kok G. (2009). Decoding health education interventions: the times are a-
changin’. Psychology and Health; 24(1):5-9.



64

Chapter 2  |  Neighbourhood-based interventions, health, well-being and older migrants – literature review

234. de Bruin M, Viechtbauer W, Hospers HJ, Schaalma HP, Kok G. (2009). Standard care qual-
ity determines treatment outcomes in control groups of HAART-adherence intervention 
studies: implications for the interpretation and comparison of intervention effects. Health 
Psychology; 28(6):668-674.

235. Michie S, Prestwich A, Bruin Md. (2010). Importance of the nature of comparison condi-
tions for testing theory-based interventions: Reply. Health Psychology; 29(5):468-470.

236. Bishop FL, Fenge-Davies AL, Kirby S, Geraghty AW. (2015). Context effects and behaviour 
change techniques in randomised trials: a systematic review using the example of trials 
to increase adherence to physical activity in musculoskeletal pain. Psychology and Health; 
30(1):104-121.

237. Michie S, Fixsen D, Grimshaw JM, Eccles MP. (2009). Specifying and reporting complex 
behaviour change interventions: the need for a scientific method. Implementation Science; 
4(1):40.

238. Lorencatto F, West R, Christopherson C, Michie S. (2013). Assessing fidelity of delivery of 
smoking cessation behavioural support in practice. Implementation Science; 8(1):40.

239. A. Locke E, Latham G. (1991). A Theory of Goal Setting and Task Performance. Prentice-
Hall; 04/01.

240. Locke EA, Latham GP. (2002). Building a practically useful theory of goal setting and task 
motivation. A 35-year odyssey. American Psychology; 57(9):705-717.

241. Strecher VJ, Seijts GH, Kok GJ, Latham GP, Glasgow R, DeVellis B, et al. (1995). Goal setting 
as a strategy for health behavior change. Health Education Quarterly; 22(2):190-200.

242. Abraido-Lanza AF, Chao MT, Flórez KR. (2005). Do healthy behaviors decline with greater 
acculturation?: Implications for the Latino mortality paradox. Social Science and Medicine; 
61(6):1243-1255.

243. Andreeva VA, Cockburn MG, Yaroch AL, Unger JB, Rueda R, Reynolds KD. (2011). Pre-
liminary evidence for mediation of the association between acculturation and sun-safe 
behaviors. Archives of Dermatology; 147(7):814-819.

244. Ayala GX, Baquero B, Klinger S. (2008). A systematic review of the relationship between ac-
culturation and diet among Latinos in the United States: implications for future research. 
Journal of the American Dietetic Association; 108(8):1330-1344.

245. Onken LS, Carroll KM, Shoham V, Cuthbert BN, Riddle M. (2014). Reenvisioning clinical 
science: Unifying the discipline to improve the public health. Clinical Psychological Science; 
2(1):22-34.

246. Carey RN, Connell LE, Johnston M, Rothman AJ, de Bruin M, Kelly MP, et al. (2018). Behav-
ior change techniques and their mechanisms of action: a synthesis of links described in 
published intervention literature. Annals of Behavioral Medicine; 53(8):693-707.



2

65

APPENDIX
Table 1. PRIMA 2009 checklist
This table is available online and can be accessed through the following link: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0269778.s001

Table 2. Search strategy
This table is available online and can be accessed through the following link:
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0269778.s002

Table 3. Assessment of quality for included randomized controlled trials studies based on Cochrane tool
This table is available online and can be accessed through the following link:
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0269778.s003

Table 4. Assessment of quality for included non-controlled intervention studies based on Newcastle-Ottawa 
Scale
This table is available online and can be accessed through the following link:
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0269778.s004

Table 5. Study characteristics of included trials
This table is available online and can be accessed through the following link:
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0269778.s005
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ABSTRACT

Background: Age-friendly neighbourhoods seem to promote physical activity 
among older individuals. Physical activity is especially important for chronically 
ill individuals. In the Netherlands, older Surinamese individuals are more likely to 
have chronic diseases than are their native Dutch counterparts. This study exam-
ined relationships of neighbourhood characteristics with physical activity among 
older Surinamese individuals in Rotterdam, the Netherlands.
Methods: Of 2749 potential participants, 697 (25%) community-dwelling older (age 
≥ 70 years) Surinamese individuals living in Rotterdam, the Netherlands, completed 
a questionnaire on personal and neighbourhood characteristics between March 
and June 2020. Correlation and multilevel regression analyses were performed to 
identify associations between missing neighbourhood characteristics for ageing 
in place and physical activity.
Results: Scores for the neighbourhood domains outdoor spaces and buildings (r = 
-0.084, p ≤ 0.05), communication and information (r = -0.099, p ≤ 0.05), community 
support and health services (r = -0.139, p ≤ 0.001), and respect and social inclusion 
(r = -0.141, p ≤ 0.001), correlated negatively with participants’ PA. In the multilevel 
analysis, overall missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in place scores 
were associated negatively with physical activity (p ≤ 0.05).
Conclusion: This study showed the importance of age-friendly neighbourhoods 
for physical activity among older Surinamese individuals in Rotterdam, the 
Netherlands. Our findings suggest that the neighbourhood plays an important 
role in supporting older individuals’ leading of physically active lifestyles. Further 
research is needed to support the development of interventions to create age-
friendly neighbourhoods.
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INTRODUCTION

The health of older Surinamese individuals in the Netherlands is worse than 
that of the native Dutch population. These individuals are more likely to have 
(multiple) chronic diseases (e.g. hypertension, type 2 diabetes mellitus) [1-5] and 
to experience psychological distress [6] than are native Dutch individuals. Ad-
ditionally, older Surinamese individuals have a greater risk of death from these 
chronic diseases than their native counterparts with the same socio-economic 
backgrounds or educational levels [1-3, 7]. Physical activity (PA) plays a significant 
role in the prevention of many chronic diseases, including hypertension and type 
2 diabetes [8-11]. PA involves all movements including actively commuting (walk-
ing, cycling), household activities, and leisure-time activities (sports, walking, 
gardening, cycling) [12]. Despite current knowledge about the importance of PA, 
a decline in the average activity level with age [13, 14] and a low PA level among 
Surinamese individuals in the Netherlands [15] have been observed.

Neighbourhood characteristics provide potential opportunities and barriers 
to engagement in physically active lifestyles [16]. It becomes more important 
as people age, likely because older individuals spend more time in their neigh-
bourhoods than do their younger counterparts [17-19]. This makes them more 
dependent on the social and physical infrastructure of the neighbourhood. Thus, 
the investigation of associations between neighbourhood characteristics and PA 
among older individuals is of particular relevance. In addition, declining physi-
cal and mental health and increased fragility reduce older individuals’ ability to 
cope with environmental demands [20-22], and these qualities are more prevalent 
among older Surinamese individuals than among older individuals born in the 
Netherlands [23, 24].

Rotterdam is the second largest city in the Netherlands, and it hosts 19% of 
older individuals who migrated from non-Western countries, of which Surinamese 
individuals form the largest group [25]. On average, Rotterdam has a lower socio-
economic status than the Netherlands in general [26]. Health deprivation and 
worse perceived health are also more prevalent in this city than in other Dutch cit-
ies [27]. Individuals who migrated from non-Western countries are concentrated 
highly in large cities and often live in deprived neighbourhoods [28, 29], which 
may entail low levels of greenness [30], poor services provision and a lack of social 
cohesion [31], in turn impairing physically active lifestyles.

The World Health Organization (WHO) identified eight domains for the de-
scription of neighbourhood characteristics in ‘age-friendly’ cities [32]: 1) outdoor 
spaces and buildings, 2) housing, 3) transportation, 4) communication and infor-
mation, 5) community support and health services, 6) respect and social inclusion, 
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7) social participation, and 8) civic participation and employment. These domains 
are likely to be associated with the PA levels of older individuals and are discussed 
individually below [33].

Research aim
Age-friendly neighbourhood characteristics seem to be associated with the PA 
of older individuals. However, the current literature lacks studies on the effects 
of neighbourhood characteristics on diverse societal subgroups [34]. As older 
Surinamese individuals are more likely to develop chronic conditions, compared 
to native Dutch individuals, that can be prevented by regular PA, the aim of this 
study was to examine associations of neighbourhood characteristics with PA 
levels among older Surinamese individuals in Rotterdam, the Netherlands. We 
hypothesised that physical activity would be associated negatively with missing 
neighbourhood characteristics among older Surinamese individuals.

Outdoor spaces and buildings
Older individuals have emphasised the importance of walkability (e.g. the pres-
ence of walking surfaces, sidewalks, bike lanes) for the performance of PA in their 
neighbourhoods [35-37]. Neighbourhood infrastructure seems to be important 
for the improvement and/or maintenance of individuals’ PA levels. For example, 
greater street connectivity [38, 39], (perceived) traffic safety [40, 41], distances to 
destinations such as parks and stores [39, 42, 43] and access to these destinations 
[36] have been associated with more walking and bicycling. These factors might be 
especially important for older individuals due to, for example, mobility limitations 
resulting in the use of a walker or wheelchair. Terrain features such as steps and 
uneven surfaces [44] might be barriers for neighbourhood PA. Conversely, traffic 
lights [45], street lighting [45-48] and facilities such as benches and toilets are im-
portant facilitators [46, 49]. For example, the timing of traffic lights at pedestrian 
crossings must consider the walking speed of crossing users, and research has 
indicated that older individuals become delayed as the traffic volume increases 
[50]. Furthermore, attractive and green open spaces lead to more PA [37, 39].

Housing
Indoor aspects also play important roles in the activity levels of older individuals. 
Suitable housing is an important facilitator of older individuals’ PA [51]. For exam-
ple, wide doors and non-slippery floors enable older individuals, including those 
who use walkers and wheelchairs, to move about in their homes. Even floors make 
it easier for older individuals to go outside (e.g. for grocery shopping or a walk) and 
to be physically active. The availability of home modification programmes might 
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also be essential for older individuals without limitations. For example, research 
has indicated that older individuals with home modifications (e.g. railings, bath-
room modifications) are less likely to experience declines in physical functioning 
and falls [52]. In addition, home modification has been shown to improve the 
activities of daily living of older individuals with and without limitations [53, 54], 
making them less dependent on others and more likely to be active on their own.

Transportation
Transportation involves movement from place to place, for example, by car, 
public transportation, walking or cycling. Regardless of cultural and policy differ-
ences, the car is the most commonly used mode of transport by older populations 
worldwide [55-57]. Various health conditions associated with ageing (e.g. visual 
impairment, dementia, Parkinson’s disease) may negatively impact driving perfor-
mance [58-60]. However, the largest proportion of older drivers is considered to be 
healthy [61]. Driving-related facilities might facilitate PA among older individuals. 
For example, the presence of parking lots (e.g. at shopping malls or parks) has 
been associated positively with walking in this population [62], and thus might 
increase PA.

Access to public transportation (including stops and vehicle features such as 
priority seating, low steps and non-slippery floors) might be another significant 
contributor to PA among older individuals [63, 64]. It seems to be associated with 
older individuals’ walking in their neighbourhoods [35, 65]. Older individuals have 
emphasised the importance of the proximity of public transportation stops [66], 
stops at key destinations (e.g. health care and shopping centres) and well-connect-
ed routes [32] to their use of public transportation. The availability of information 
such as clear time tables, routes and signage in public vehicles also seems to be an 
important factor [32].

Walking and cycling are common forms of neighbourhood transportation. The 
distance to a given destination seems to be an important contributor to individuals’ 
decision to walk or cycle [67, 68]. Neighbourhoods with greater residential density, 
mixed land use and grid-like street patterns with short blocks have been shown 
to enhance the use of walking and cycling for transportation [69]. In addition, 
perceptions about traffic and busy roads seem to be associated with walking for a 
particular purpose [36].

Communication and information
Informing older individuals about neighbourhood services and programmes is 
important to make them aware of these opportunities [70, 71], and might increase 
their participation, for example, in PA programmes [72]. However, the location 
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and source of information provision must be considered. For example, older indi-
viduals appreciate the availability of information at locations that they frequent; 
information provision by individuals in close, regular contact with older individu-
als, such as health care providers, is also essential [73-75]. Older individuals have 
emphasised the importance of knowing where to look for information [76]. In 
addition, the format and design of materials (e.g. use of large font and understand-
able language, sound quality) are important to make information accessible for 
older individuals [32]; appropriate designs contribute to their healthy behaviours, 
including PA [77].

Community support and health services
Community and health services provide formal support, such as in general 
practitioner (GP) practices and pharmacies, and informal support, such as that of 
neighbours and volunteers. These services are vital to the maintenance of older 
individuals’ health and independence [32], and eventually might have impacts on 
their PA, which takes place most often in community settings. Neighbours can be 
important facilitators of PA among older individuals [48], who prefer and respond 
best to face-to-face social support and peer coaching [78-81]. Such individualised 
support seems to engage older individuals in PA, as it provides them with advice 
and information from non-professionals with common backgrounds (e.g. similar 
life experiences, shared characteristics) who help them to reach shared goals [79, 
81, 82]. Thus, the provision of PA sessions that involve face-to-face social support 
and/or peer coaching in the community might encourage older individuals to be 
physically active.

Research suggests that GPs can effectively promote PA with simple positive-
reinforcement messages and the provision of specific plans for fitness-related 
activities, known as ‘PA prescriptions’ [83, 84]. In addition, GPs seem to play an 
important role in the provision of information (e.g. about community PA pro-
grammes and groups) to older and chronically ill individuals, thereby facilitating 
participation in neighbourhood activities [85].

Respect and social inclusion
The attitudes, behaviour and messages of individuals in the community toward 
older individuals should convey respect and social inclusion. The degree to which 
this is true affects the range of opportunities offered to older individuals for social 
participation, entertainment and/or employment. Greater neighbourhood social 
cohesion has been shown to facilitate older individuals’ participation in commu-
nity-based activities overall, and specifically to increase their engagement in PA 
[86-90]. In addition, a sense of belonging has been found to be important for older 
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individuals’ participation in activities [91]. Community belonging is associated 
with healthy behaviours such as walking [92], and it encourages networking [93]. 
Finally, (perceived) neighbourhood safety and fear of violence influence individu-
als’ activity levels [40, 94].

Social participation
Participation creates opportunities for older individuals to be physically active 
and to broaden their networks [95]. Conversely, older individuals with limited 
social participation are less likely to be physically active [96]. Thus, the creation of 
opportunities for older individuals to participate socially and to create networks 
might eventually increase their PA.

Civic participation and employment
Civic participation and employment (paid or unpaid), such as (flexible) job op-
portunities, job training, volunteer work and involvement in decision-making 
bodies, provide opportunities for older individuals to exercise citizenship. Older 
individuals who volunteer might also be more physically active [97]. However, 
volunteer opportunities need to be accessible and tailored to older individuals’ 
capabilities and interests [32, 98]; visual impairment, for example, has been found 
to reduce the community participation of older individuals [99]. The promotion 
of volunteer work, which has been found to be a successful predictor of older 
individuals’ social connectedness [100], might eventually lead to older individuals’ 
engagement in PA.

METHODS

Population
In the Netherlands, Surinamese individuals form one of the largest groups with 
non-Western migration backgrounds. Surinam is a former Dutch colony that ob-
tained independence in 1975. Surinamese individuals migrated to the Netherlands 
in two main waves, seeking higher education and work and due to political unrest, 
respectively [101]. The population of Surinam is heterogeneous in terms of culture 
and geographic origin, including Javanese, Surinamese Chinese, Surinamese 
Creole (of West African descent), and Surinamese Hindustani (of Indian descent) 
groups [102]; the population in the Netherlands is comprised mainly of individuals 
with the latter two backgrounds. Individuals with comparable Surinamese Creole 
and Surinamese Hindustani backgrounds can also be found in other European 
countries, such as United Kingdom. In general, most Surinamese individuals speak 
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Dutch well, as Dutch is an official language in Surinam and is used in education, 
government and the media; this characteristic distinguishes this group from other 
older individuals who migrated to the Netherlands with limited Dutch language 
proficiency. Community-dwelling Surinamese individuals aged 70 years and older 
and living in Rotterdam, the Netherlands, participated in this research.

Recruitment and questionnaire administration
Potential participants were identified using Rotterdam’s municipal register and 
asked to participate in this study between March and June 2020. In total 2749 poten-
tial participants were contacted, nested in 55 neighbourhoods. Neighbourhoods 
were classified using four-digit postal codes assigned by the Dutch government. 
Questionnaires and self-addressed envelopes were distributed via post, followed 
by a postal reminder. An informational leaflet explaining the aim of the study and 
its anonymous and voluntary nature was provided to the respondents. Informed 
consent (written) was obtained from all participants. The first author’s contact 
information was provided in case potential participants had additional questions. 
No (financial) incentive was provided. The Ethics Review Committee of Erasmus 
University Rotterdam approved this study (application no. 19-048) and determined 
that the rules imposed by the Dutch Medical Research Involving Human Subjects 
Act did not apply.

Of 2749 older Surinamese individuals contacted, 34 were found to be ineligible 
due to medical conditions (e.g. dementia, rehabilitation), nursing home residence, 
change of address or death. Thus, the number of eligible participants was 2715. Of 
them, 697 individuals filled in the questionnaire (25% response rate).

Measures

Missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in place
Neighbourhood characteristics were evaluated using an instrument developed 
and utilised in previous research [103-105], applying the WHO framework for age-
friendly cities (2007) and additional research [32, 106] (Appendix Table 1).

As the questionnaire was developed among the general population of older in-
dividuals in the Netherlands [103], we assessed its suitability for the older Surinam-
ese population with four 70-year-old Surinamese individuals in the Netherlands in 
December 2019–January 2020. As a result, we added two items to the questionnaire; 
‘A neighbourhood where individuals help me, for example with a chore or to bring 
me somewhere’ (community support and health services) and ‘A neighbourhood 
where social activities are organized specially for Surinamese older individuals’ 
(social participation). Participants were asked to indicate whether they missed 
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neighbourhood components using a five-point scale ranging from 0 (‘not at all’) to 
4 (‘extremely’). Twenty-six items representing the eight age-friendly city domains 
recognized by the WHO were assessed. Examples by domain are ‘Public buildings 
with elevators that are easily accessible for wheelchairs and walkers’ (outdoor 
spaces and buildings, 4 items), ‘Suitable housing for older individuals’ (housing, 
2 items); ‘Good public transport’ (transportation, 2 items), ‘Local newspaper with 
information about what’s going on in the neighbourhood’ (communication and 
information, 2 items), ‘A neighbourhood with the GP and pharmacy at walking 
distance’ (community support and health services, 6 items), ‘A neighbourhood 
where individuals have respect for older individuals’ (respect and social inclusion, 
5 items), ‘Affordable activities for older individuals’ (social participation, 3 items) 
and ‘A neighbourhood where older individuals are involved, for example concern-
ing changes in the neighbourhood’ (civic participation and employment, 2 items). 
Mean total and domain scores were calculated; higher scores represented more 
missed neighbourhood characteristics. The Cronbach’s alpha value for the mean 
total was 0.894, indicating excellent reliability. Cronbach’s alpha value for the 
subscales ranged from 0.531 to 0.869. We also checked if deleting items resulted in 
a better Cronbach’s alpha, which was only the case for one item (‘A neighbourhood 
with people of the same ethnic background as me’). Previous research, however, 
showed that this item was important for the general older Dutch population [103, 
104]. Therefore, we decided to keep this item which allowed us to examine the 
importance of this item among older Surinamese people.

Physical activity
PA was assessed by asking respondents on how many days per week they were 
physically active for at least 30 minutes. The questionnaire items covered active 
commuting (walking, cycling), household activities and leisure-time activities 
(sports, walking, gardening, cycling). This question is from the validated and reli-
able short questionnaire to assess health-enhancing physical activity (SQUASH) 
[107, 108]. Government agencies use this instrument to monitor the PA of the Dutch 
population [109]. Scores ranged from 0 (not physically active for 30 minutes on any 
day during the week) to 7 (physically active every day of the week). PA scores were 
dichotomised as meeting (1; 30 minutes PA per day on at least 5 days of the week) 
and not meeting (0) the Dutch standard for healthy physical activity [109].

Number of chronic diseases
A questionnaire was used to identify the presence of chronic diseases and inquired 
the following question: ‘Have you had any of the following diseases or conditions 
in the previous 12 months?’ (0 = no, 1 = yes). A list of 10 chronic conditions (i.e. car-
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diovascular diseases, diabetes, lung diseases) adopted from O’Halloran et al. [110] 
was provided. Participants were also asked to report unlisted conditions, which 
resulted in the reporting of 51 additional conditions, including kidney failure and 
limited vision. These conditions (denoted ‘other chronic diseases’) were taken into 
account when we counted chronic diseases. We allocated participant-reported 
conditions already listed on the questionnaire to the appropriate listed options. 
Participants also reported risk factors for chronic diseases, such as high choles-
terol and high blood pressure, which we did not include in the analysis. Simple 
count was used in the analyses.

Socio-demographic variables
The questionnaire solicited information on respondents’ age, gender (male or 
female) and marital status (living alone/widowed/divorced or married/living 
with a partner). Respondents were asked to report the highest educational level 
completed in the Netherlands or abroad, with the option to write unlisted forms 
of schooling. This variable was dichotomised as low (completion of elementary 
school or less) and high (more than elementary school). Income levels were de-
termined based on respondents’ reported monthly household incomes, including 
social benefits, pensions and alimony. Response options ranged from ‘less than 
€1000 a month’ (1) to ‘€3050 or more a month’ (4), with a fifth ‘do not know/ do not 
want to tell’ option provided. This variable was dichotomised as low (less than 
€1350 a month) and high (€1350 or more a month).

Statistical analyses
The SPSS software (version 26; IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA) was used to 
analyse the data. Descriptive statistics (means, minimums, maximums, standard 
deviations and/or percentages) were calculated for all variables. Assessment for 
multicollinearity yielded tolerance values > 0.3 and variance inflation factors < 
3, indicating no sign of multicollinearity. Spearman correlation analysis was 
performed to identify associations of background characteristics and missed 
neighbourhood characteristics with PA. Two-sided p values ≤ 0.05 were considered 
to be significant. We found that the neighbourhood level significantly affected 
PA by comparing the –2 log likelihoods of the regression models containing PA 
only and containing PA and the neighbourhood level (Appendix Table 2). We thus 
employed multilevel regression analyses to account for the clustering of our data; 
older Surinamese individuals (level 1) were nested in 55 neighbourhoods (level 2). 
Unaggregated individual data were used for all analyses. In the multilevel model, 
besides a random intercept on neighbourhood level, we evaluated the necessity of 
adding random slopes for the different covariates (age, sex, marital status, educa-
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tion, income, and number of chronic diseases). This evaluation was performed 
with likelihood ratio tests. Furthermore, because age is the only covariate with a 
non-meaningful zero, the centred value of age was used in the multilevel model-
ling. All multilevel analyses were performed with the mixed procedure in STATA 
(version 17) using maximum likelihood. The regression coefficients in the mixed 
procedure were tested with the z-test.

RESULTS

Table 1 displays the characteristics of the 697 study participants; 54.2% were 
women, 67.4% were unpartnered, 38.5% had low educational levels and 49.7% 
had low incomes. The mean age was 76.2 ± 4.9 (range 70-100) years and the mean 
number of chronic diseases was 1.6 ± 1.4 (range 0-8). The missing neighbourhood 
characteristic scores ranged from 0.90 ± 0.90 to 1.4 ± 1.5 (range 0–4), suggesting 
that the respondents found their neighbourhoods to be moderate to highly age-
friendly. On average participants were physically active on 3.7 days per week; 
39.8% of the participants met the PA standard.

Table 1. Descriptive Statistics for the Study Population (n = 697)

Characteristic Range % or mean (SD)

Gender (female)a 54.2

Age 70-100 76.2 (4.9)

Marital status (unpartnered)b 67.4

Education (low)c 38.5

Income (low)d 49.7

Number of chronic diseases 0-8 1.6 (1.5)

Missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in place

 Outdoor spaces and buildings 0-4 1.1 (1.0)

 Housing 0-4 1.4 (1.3)

 Transportation 0-4 1.1 (1.1)

 Communication and information 0-4 1.0 (1.0)

 Community support and health services 0-4 1.0 (1.0)

 Respect and social inclusion 0-4 1.1 (0.9)

 Social participation 0-4 1.4 (1.2)

 Civic participation and employment 0-4 0.9 (0.9)

Overall missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in place 0-4 1.1 (0.8)

Number of days physically active 0-7 3.7 (2.4)

Meeting physical activity standard 39.8

SD, standard deviation.
a = reference category is male, b = reference category is partner, c = reference category is high education, d = refer-
ence category is high income
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Table 2 displays the results of the correlation analyses. Age (p ≤ 0.01), unpart-
nered status (p ≤ 0.01), low educational level (p ≤ 0.01), low income (p ≤ 0.001), 
and number of chronic diseases (p ≤ 0.001) were associated negatively with PA. In 
addition, we found negative correlations of PA with the domains outdoor spaces 
and buildings, communication and information, community support and health 
services, respect and social inclusion and overall missing neighbourhood charac-
teristics to age in place scores (r = -0.099 to -0.141, all p < 0.05).

The results of the multilevel analyses are presented in Table 3. Regarding the 
random slopes, we found that a random slope for education significantly improved 
the model. Adding random slopes for the other covariates did not significantly 
improve the model. So, the final multilevel model contained a random intercept 
and a random slope for education (see Table 2 of the Appendix for the final 
multilevel model). After controlling for background characteristics age (p < 0.01) 
and unpartnered status (p = 0.02) were significantly associated negatively with PA 
(Table 3). In addition, the overall missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in 
place score was associated negatively with PA (p = 0.005). Unlike the correlation 

Table 2. Correlations of Participant and Missing Neighbourhood Characteristics to Age in Place with Physical 
Activity (n = 697)

Variable Physical activity

n r p

Age (years) 633 -0.123 0.002**

Gender (female)a 633 0.038 0.339

Marital status (unpartnered)b 618 -0.114 0.005**

Education (low)c 617 -0.107 0.008**

Income (low)d 596 -0.148 <0.001***

Number of chronic diseases 621 -0.153 <0.001***

Missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in place scores

 Outdoor spaces and buildings 601 -0.084 0.038*

 Housing 609 -0.020 0.622

 Transportation 612 -0.076 0.060#

 Communication and information 585 -0.099 0.016*

 Community support and health services 588 -0.139 0.001***

 Respect and social inclusion 592 -0.141 <0.001***

 Social participation 610 -0.003 0.947

 Civic participation and employment 586 -0.072 0.082#

Overall missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in placea 558 -0.114 0.007**

n = sample size, r = correlation coefficient
a = reference category is male, b = reference category is partner, c = reference category is high education, d = refer-
ence category is high income
#p ≤ 0.10, *p ≤ 0.05, **p ≤ 0.01, ***p ≤ 0.001.
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analysis, the multilevel regression analysis revealed no significant association of 
PA with low educational level (p = 0.11), low income level (p = 0.56) or number of 
chronic diseases level (p = 0.06).

DISCUSSION

This study demonstrated the importance of neighbourhood characteristics for 
older Surinamese individuals’ PA. On average, participants considered their neigh-
bourhoods to be moderate to highly age-friendly, perhaps because Rotterdam 
has implemented programmes to develop supportive neighbourhoods for older 
individuals (e.g. Let’s Talk [Even Buurten], NEW ROADS) for decades [111, 112].

Although similar findings have been obtained for the general older popula-
tion [33, 113], this study is the first to show associations between neighbourhood 
characteristics and PA among older Surinamese individuals, although the effect 
sizes were small. As human behaviour responds to neighbourhood characteris-
tics, facilitative changes in the environment are likely to support PA and improve 
subsequent health outcomes. The crucial role of local governments in providing 
age-friendly neighbourhoods is acknowledged [106, 114]. Our findings have im-
plications for policy makers and service providers aiming to build and maintain 
age-friendly communities that support older individuals’ PA, in turn benefitting 
health and potentially reducing care costs [115, 116].

In particular, this study showed a weak association between outdoor spaces and 
buildings and PA levels among older Surinamese individuals. In line with previ-
ous literature, our research suggests that attention should be given to features 
such as walkability (e.g. sidewalks, safe crosswalks), infrastructure (e.g. greater 

Table 3. Associations of Participant and Neighbourhood Characteristics to Age in Place with Physical Activity, 
as Determined by Multilevel Analysis

Variable Physical activity

B 95% CI p*

Constant 4.63 4.17 to 5.08 <0.001

Age (years; centred) -0.10 -0.14 to -0.06 <0.001

Gender (female) 0.36 0.05 to 0.78 0.09

Marital status (unpartnered) -0.54 -1.0 to -0.08 0.02

Education (low) -0.44 -0.99 to 0.11 0.11

Income (low) -0.13 -0.56 to 0.30 0.56

Number of chronic diseases -0.38 -0.78 to 0.01 0.06

Overall missing neighbourhood characteristics to age in place -0.34 -0.58 to -0.10 0.005

B = unstandardized regression coefficient derived from the mixed procedure in STATA, CI = Confidence Interval, 
*p values based on the z-test.
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street connectivity, traffic safety) and the provision of attractive and green open 
spaces [35, 65, 117, 118]. Walkability has been found to promote walking as a form 
of transportation [119]. Thus, the presence of nearby destinations (e.g. grocery 
stores) in walkable neighbourhoods might increase PA among older individuals. 
In addition, public building accessibility seems to be essential for PA. The involve-
ment of various actors (e.g. architects, contractors, customers) in designing public 
spaces is important to achieve optimal accessibility [120].

The communication and information domain was also correlated with PA among 
older Surinamese individuals. Native and non-native older individuals have 
emphasised the importance of knowing where to look for information, which is 
not always easy [76]. Older individuals, for example, often struggle with finding 
information about neighbourhood activities and social- and health-related mat-
ters. Previous research has indicated that health services contexts (e.g. health care 
sites and health-related events) are essential places at which such information is 
provided [121]. However, the consideration of channels that reach older migrants, 
such as local newspapers and the post, is also important [121]. Older migrants pre-
fer to receive information via printed materials or directly from other people [122, 
123]. Efforts to promote access to information, including the implementation of 
effective communication systems that reach migrant older individuals and a focus 
on accessible (oral and printed) forms of communication, seem to be essential for 
the promotion of PA [123].

Our findings support that the domain community support and health services is 
associated with PA among older Surinamese individuals. The social element of 
activities is an important motivator of native and non-native older individuals’ par-
ticipation in PA and maintenance of physically active lifestyles [81, 124-128]. Older 
individuals have emphasised that making new friends, socialising and encourag-
ing other participants during group activities motivate them to be physically active 
[125]. The provision of social support in the community setting has been shown to 
effectively increase PA [129]. The creation of environments that facilitate social in-
teraction and the formation of new friendships, which eventually become sources 
of social support, may motivate older individuals to engage in PA [130-132]. For 
example, the sharing of food and drink after a PA session creates an opportunity 
to socialise in addition to being physically active. Such approaches may be espe-
cially important for older migrants, who sometimes lack PA-related social support 
[132]. Thus, community-based PA promotion may enhance PA levels among older 
Surinamese individuals.

In line with our findings, previous research has demonstrated the potential 
of PA promotion via neighbourhood health services [133-138]. PA counselling 
programmes implemented through primary health care, for example, have been 
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shown to be feasible and cost-effective strategies for the promotion of PA [133-137]. 
Thus, health care professionals’ guidance, such as the provision of verbal advice 
about PA or the mailing of pamphlets on exercise, is important to encourage PA 
among older Surinamese individuals [138].

Next, the domain respect and social inclusion was correlated with PA among older 
Surinamese individuals. The feeling that one is respected and socially included is 
known to be related to PA among community-dwelling older individuals [139, 140]. 
Accordingly, persistent disrespectful attitudes and ageism have been recognised 
as important barriers to the development of effective public healthy-ageing poli-
cies [141, 142]. Therefore, the ways in which ageing and older individuals are rep-
resented should be considered during the development of health interventions.

These findings are particularly relevant for policy makers, as they aid the 
targeting of neighbourhood characteristics for the development of supportive 
environments that encourage PA among older individuals. Neighbourhood in-
terventions that promote PA among older individuals have been shown to yield 
significant results in improving health [143]. Although the WHO framework for 
age-friendly cities was developed for the older population, it might also benefit the 
general population [144]. Other factors (e.g. gender, income level, ethnicity, health 
status) also must be considered when developing interventions to promote PA, as 
these factors have been associated with behaviour changes and PA levels [145]. 
In addition, individuals’ capabilities should be considered, as neighbourhood 
characteristics have stronger effects on the behaviour of individuals than those 
without functional limitations [146].

We did not find a significant relationship between the domains social participa-
tion and civic participation and employment with PA among Surinamese older indi-
viduals. A study conducted with individuals aged ≥ 55 years in Ireland showed that 
community participation was related to a greater frequency of meeting friends 
socially with PA [33]. However, research on the relationship between social partici-
pation and PA among older migrants remains scarce [147]. For older Surinamese 
individuals, a supportive environment (as reflected by community support and 
health services, as well as respect and social inclusion) seems to be more impor-
tant than actual participation in given social activities for PA engagement. Given 
the age of our population (70 years and older), civic participation and employment 
are expected to be less relevant to PA.

Although previous research has indicated that housing has been associated 
with PA among older individuals, our study did not find an association between 
housing and PA among Surinamese older individuals [148]. Older individuals move 
mainly to better-quality housing in the same neighbourhood [149, 150], maintain-
ing the advantage of a supportive home without the loss of social connections, 
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outdoor routines and emotional bonding to a familiar place [151]. Participants in 
this study may not have been thinking about their possible future housing needs, 
or whether their neighbourhoods accommodated them (or whether they would 
have to move farther away to meet those needs). Another explanation might be 
that from an international perspective, homes in the Netherlands are of high qual-
ity [152]. More specifically, Rotterdam provides residents with many opportunities 
for home modification, such as the installation of grab bars, rails and raised toilet 
seats, resulting in fewer home hazards and improvement in activities of daily liv-
ing (e.g. dressing) and instrumental activities of daily living (e.g. preparing meals, 
housekeeping activities) [153, 154]. Thus, study participants’ homes may have 
already supported their capabilities, explaining the lack of association with PA.

Finally, we found no association between the domain transportation and PA. 
In Rotterdam, older individuals (age ≥ 65 years) are qualified to use public trans-
portation for free. In addition, neighbourhood buses are available for individuals 
aged ≥ 55 years and those with disabilities. For individuals aged 75 years, the 
municipality of Rotterdam provides an opportunity to travel by bus after 7 p.m. 
under supervision. Individuals with disabilities (condition duration ≥ 6 months, 
no full recovery possible, not able to walk more than 100 meters without a break) 
are able to request a European parking card, which permits them to park for free 
in spots reserved for disabled individuals (marked with a wheelchair symbol) at 
busy destinations, such as shopping malls and health care centres. The card also 
qualifies holders for a private parking space on their license plates to park near 
their homes. The existence of these transportation privileges and facilities may 
explain the lack of association with PA. In neighbourhoods without such facilities 
for older individuals, findings are likely to differ.

This study has several limitations that should be considered when interpret-
ing our findings. Given that the data collection took place during the onset of the 
COVID-19 pandemic, a separate analysis was performed to determine whether PA 
levels differed between participants who filled in the questionnaire before and 
after COVID-19 measures (Appendix Table 3) proposed by the National Institute 
for Public Health and the Environment which were taken in the Netherlands. 
Reported PA levels were low initially and did not decrease after the introduction 
of the COVID-19 measures. Next, given the heterogeneity of the Surinamese 
population in the Netherlands, additional analyses were performed to determine 
whether ethnicity (Javanese, Surinamese Chinese, Surinamese Creole and Suri-
namese Hindustani) significantly affected PA (Appendix Table 4). No significant 
difference in PA was found among ethnic groups. Additionally, the cross-sectional 
design of this study prevented us from determining the causality of relationships. 
However, our results showed a significant association between neighbourhood 
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characteristics and PA, which is an essential step that prompts further studies to 
analyze directionality. A longitudinal study design is needed to investigate the re-
lationship between ageing in place and PA over time. Furthermore, this study was 
conducted in Rotterdam, the Netherlands; research in other regions is needed to 
understand differences among municipalities and their effects on older individu-
als’ PA. Although some facilities and privileges (e.g. European parking card) are 
regulated nationally, neighbourhood characteristics such as community support, 
respect and social inclusion are expected to show regional differences. Thus, fu-
ture research should involve comparisons among municipalities and/or countries. 
Finally, the effect sizes in this study were small, indicating that the relationships 
between neighbourhood characteristics and PA were weak [155].

CONCLUSION

This study showed that the absence of neighbourhood characteristics for ageing 
in place is associated negatively with PA among older Surinamese individuals in 
Rotterdam. The findings represent a first step toward the development of inter-
ventions and policies contributing to the age-friendliness of neighbourhoods for 
these older individuals, including support of PA. A longitudinal follow-up study 
conducted in a variety of settings is needed to examine potential causal pathways 
and to identify differences among municipalities and their effects on older indi-
viduals’ PA over time.
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APPENDIX

Table 1. Instrument to Assess Missing Neighbourhood Characteristics to Age in Place

We would like to know what you are missing in your neighbourhood in order to be able to live there 
as long as possible. Please choose one of the following answer options: Not at all, Slightly, Quite, 
Very, Extremely.

Outdoor spaces and buildings

A clean and green neighbourhood.
A neighbourhood with wide sidewalks and safe crosswalks.
Public buildings with elevators that are easily accessible for wheelchairs and walkers.
A safe neighbourhood.

Housing

Affordable housing.
Suitable housing for older people.

Transportation

Good public transport.
Sufficient parking spots.

Communication and information

Local newspaper with information about what’s going on in the neighbourhood.
Access to internet and internet courses in the neighbourhood.

Community support and health service

A neighbourhood where people help me, for example with a chore or to bring me somewhere.
A neighbourhood where home care is easily accessible.
A neighbourhood with the GP and pharmacy at walking distance.
A neighbourhood with places where older people can go for advice and support.
A neighbourhood with volunteers who provide help when necessary.
A neighbourhood with shops and other facilities within walking distance.

Respect and social inclusion

A neighbourhood where people have respect for older people.
A neighbourhood where people are willing to help each other whenever necessary.
A neighbourhood with people having the same ethnical background as me.
A neighbourhood where people dare to speak up to each other.
A neighbourhood where people great and talk to each other.

Social participation

A neighbourhood where many social activities are organized.
A neighbourhood where social activities are organized specially for Surinamese older people.
Affordable activities for older people.

Civic participation and employment

A neighbourhood with possibilities for voluntary work.
A neighbourhood where older people are involved, for example concerning changes in the 
neighbourhood.
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Table 2. Multilevel Model on Missing Neighbourhood Characteristics for Ageing in Place and Physical Activity
Level 1:
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Table 2. Multilevel Model on Missing Neighbourhood Characteristics for Ageing in Place and Physical 
Activity 

 

Level 1: 
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𝛽𝛽0𝑗𝑗 =  γ00 + 𝑠𝑠0𝑖𝑖 
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𝛽𝛽4𝑗𝑗 =  γ40 + 𝑠𝑠4𝑖𝑖 

𝛽𝛽5𝑖𝑖 = γ50  

𝛽𝛽6𝑖𝑖 = γ60  
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Model - 2 log likelihood AIC* 

With no covariates and no random intercept 2880 2884 

With no covariates and a random intercept 2875 2881 

With all covariates and a random intercept 2264 2284 

With all covariates, a random intercept and a random slope for education 2255 2271 

*Akaike information criterion  

 

Table 3. Physical Activity Before and After Implementation of COVID-19 Measures 

 Before COVID-19 measures (n=215) After COVID-19 measures (n=376) p 
 Mean (SD) Mean (SD)  

Physical activity 3.66 (2.32) 3.79 (2.37) 0.51 
*One way paired t-test was performed in order to compare physical activity among participants who filled in the 

questionnaire before and after the implementation of COVID-19 measures in the Netherlands. SD, standard 

deviation. 

 
Table 4. Physical Activity of Creole, Hindustani and Other Surinamese 

 Surinamese Creole (n=259) Surinamese Hindustani (n=234) Other (n=127) p 
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Physical activity 3.70 (2.24) 3.65 (2.45) 3.87 (2.34) 0.68 
* Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) was performed in order to compare physical activity among participants 

based on their ethnicity. SD, standard deviation. 

Model - 2 log likelihood AIC*

With no covariates and no random intercept 2880 2884

With no covariates and a random intercept 2875 2881

With all covariates and a random intercept 2264 2284

With all covariates, a random intercept and a random slope for 
education

2255 2271

*Akaike information criterion

Table 3. Physical Activity Before and After Implementation of COVID-19 Measures

Before COVID-19 measures (n=215) After COVID-19 measures (n=376) p

Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Physical activity 3.66 (2.32) 3.79 (2.37) 0.51

*One way paired t-test was performed in order to compare physical activity among participants who filled in the 
questionnaire before and after the implementation of COVID-19 measures in the Netherlands. SD, standard devia-
tion.

Table 4. Physical Activity of Creole, Hindustani and Other Surinamese

Surinamese Creole 
(n=259)

Surinamese Hindustani 
(n=234)

Other (n=127) p

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Physical activity 3.70 (2.24) 3.65 (2.45) 3.87 (2.34) 0.68

* Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) was performed in order to compare physical activity among participants based on 
their ethnicity. SD, standard deviation.





 4 Health behaviours and well-
being among older adults 
with a Surinamese migration 
background in the Netherlands

� is chapter has been published as:
Jagroep, W., Cramm, J. M., Denktaş, S., & Nieboer, A. P. (2022). 
Health behaviours and well-being among older adults with a 
Surinamese migration background in the Netherlands. BMC Public 
Health, 22(1): 2006.



Chapter 4  |  Health behaviours and well-being among older Surinamese migrants

98

ABSTRACT

Background: This study aims to identify the relationships between health behav-
iours (healthy diet, physical activity, not smoking and social activity) and well-
being among older adults with a Surinamese background.
Methods: Community-dwelling older adults (≥ 70 years) with a Surinamese back-
ground living in Rotterdam, the Netherlands, were identified by the municipal 
register. A survey study was conducted to assess background information, health 
behaviours (healthy diet, physical activity, not smoking and social activity) and 
well-being. Multiple regression analyses were performed to assess the relation-
ships of health behaviours with well-being while controlling for background 
characteristics.
Results: Average age of participants was 76.2 (4.9) years, slightly more than half of 
them were female (54.2%). Almost half of the participants had a low-income level 
(49.6%). More than half of the participants met the Dutch guidelines of fruit intake 
(63.0%) and vegetable intake (62.8%). Less than half of the participants met the 
guidelines of fish intake (40.9%) and physical activity (39.8%). The majority of the 
participants were non-smokers (87.9%). Most of the participants had daily contact 
with family/friends (90.9%) and slightly more than half of the participants visited 
family/friends often (53.6%). Looking at the health behaviours, a positive relation-
ship was found between eating enough fruit (β = .109; p ≤ 0.05) and vegetables (β = 
.135; p ≤ 0.01), physical activity (β = .164; p ≤ 0.001) and often visiting family/friends 
(β = .158; p ≤ 0.001) with well-being.
Conclusion: This study suggests that next to traditional health behaviours also 
social activity is an essential health behaviour for the well-being of older Surinam-
ese adults. Research about health promotion should expand its focus by including 
social activity as health behaviour.
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INTRODUCTION

Surinamese people are one of the largest communities with non-Western migra-
tory backgrounds in the Netherlands. The number of older Surinamese adults (≥ 
55 years) in the Netherlands has more than quadrupled between 1990 and 2020 
[1]. Surinamese people migrated to the Netherlands from Surinam, a former 
Dutch colony in South America. Surinam’s population is diverse, with Surinamese 
Chinese, Surinamese Creole, Surinamese Javanese and Surinamese Hindustani, 
all having different cultures and geographical origins. In the Netherlands, the 
main subgroups are Surinamese Creole (West African descent) and Surinamese 
Hindustani (Indian descent).

A recent literature review on health and well-being among older migrants 
(including Surinamese older adults) in the Netherlands, indicated that research 
into the well-being of older migrants in the Netherlands is scarce; none of the 
included studies involved the well-being of Surinamese older adults (only Turkish 
and Moroccan older adults) [2]. However, studies about aspects related to well-
being, such as loneliness, were discussed, indicating that Surinamese older adults 
are more often lonely due to disadvantaged health, socio-economic status and low 
social participation compared to their native counterparts.

Maintaining a healthy lifestyle such as regular engagement in physical activity 
(PA), eating healthy and retaining from smoking is well known to be beneficial 
to people’s well-being [3-5]. Furthermore, findings from earlier studies show that 
people who engage in fewer health risk behaviours are more likely to be satisfied 
with their lives [6]. Besides traditional health behaviours such as PA, a healthy diet 
and not smoking, also older adults’ ability to stay socially active and connected to 
others seems to be critical to sustaining their well-being [7].

In general, in all ages health behaviours are known to differ between migrants 
and natives [8-10], which may be influenced by certain social and cultural beliefs 
and/or values [11, 12]. According to previous research, beliefs about food vary 
widely from country to country, and can be influenced by social customs, religion 
and shared cultural values [13, 14]. Many people with a migration background 
continue to eat foods from their country of origin, in addition to foods from the 
host country [15]. Also, among the Surinamese population in the Netherlands, 
research shows that traditional Surinamese dishes and vegetables play an impor-
tant role in the dietary behaviour of Surinamese people, especially among the 
first generation [16-18]. The cooking and eating practices of Surinamese people 
are deeply rooted in cultural beliefs and values (e.g. bitter vegetables are good for 
health) [19]. In addition, Surinamese older adults have indicated that the available 
options in the Netherlands regarding physical activities are insufficiently adapted 
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to their cultural habits, such as inexperience with recommended ‘Dutch’ activities 
such as cycling and unavailability of programs which they prefer (e.g. dancing 
to Surinamese music), which discourages them to engage in a physically active 
lifestyle [20]. Furthermore, in Surinamese culture being curvy is often regarded as 
a sign of beauty, prosperity and strength in their community; this norm is likely 
to discourage them from being physically active [20]. Religion and culture play an 
essential role in shaping smoking behaviours, among Surinamese people social 
norms discourage women to smoke which does not apply to men [21, 22]. Older 
adults with a Surinamese background are mainly socially active within their own 
social network (family and friends). Social activities outside the household (e.g. 
theatre, going to a restaurant) and social clubs (e.g. sports, music) are less popular 
within this population [23].

In the Netherlands, people with a Surinamese background are more likely to 
have (multiple) chronic diseases (e.g. type II diabetes mellitus) [24, 25]. Research 
indicates that chronic diseases are associated with impaired well-being [26]. 
Engaging in a healthy lifestyle plays an essential role in the prevention of many 
chronic diseases, such as type II diabetes mellitus and might eventually have a 
positive impact on sustaining well-being [27].

While previous research has indicated that a healthy lifestyle is associated 
with well-being among the general older population, there is still a lack of studies 
investigating the relationship between a healthy lifestyle and well-being among 
the Surinamese population in the Netherlands. The present study aims to examine 
the relationship between health behaviours (healthy diet, physical activity, not 
smoking, and social activity) and well-being among older adults with a Surinamese 
migration background in Rotterdam, the Netherlands.

METHODS

Population
Surinam is a former Dutch colony in South America that gained independence 
in 1975. People from Surinam have migrated to the Netherlands mainly because 
of the unstable political situation in Surinam and to seek higher education and 
work [28]. As Dutch is an official language of Surinam and is used in education, 
government, and the media, most Surinamese people speak it well. The health of 
older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands is worse than that of the native Dutch 
older population. Older Surinamese adults are more likely to develop (multiple) 
chronic diseases (e.g. type II diabetes mellitus) and to experience mental health 
problems than their native counterparts [24, 25, 29-31]. Additionally, older Suri-
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namese adults have a greater risk of mortality from these chronic diseases than 
their native counterparts with the same socioeconomic backgrounds or education 
levels [24, 29, 30, 32].

Recruitment and data collection
Community-dwelling older adults (≥ 70 years) with a Surinamese background liv-
ing in Rotterdam, the Netherlands, were identified by the municipal register. Par-
ticipants were asked to participate in the study between March 2020 and June 2020. 
A written questionnaire was sent to participants by post with a self-addressed en-
velope, followed by a postal reminder. The aim of the study and its anonymous and 
voluntary nature were explained to participants by an information leaflet. The first 
authors’ contact details were provided to participants in case they had additional 
questions. In total 2749 participants were approached. Thirty-four participants 
were excluded, as they resided in nursing homes, due to serious medical issues 
(e.g. dementia, revalidation), change of address or death. Of the remaining 2715 
participants, 679 returned filled-in questionnaires (25% response rate), nested in 
56 neighbourhoods.

Measures

Well-being
The short version of the validated social production function instrument for 
the level of well-being (SPF-ILs) was used to assess well-being [33]. The overall 
well-being was assessed by measuring levels of social well-being (affection, behav-
ioural confirmation, and status), physical well-being (comfort and stimulation), 
and overall well-being [33-36]. Examples of questions assessing social well-being 
are: ‘Do people really love you?’ (affection), ‘Do others appreciate your role in 
the group?’ (behavioural confirmation) and ‘Do people think you do better than 
others?’ (status). ‘In the past few months, have you felt relaxed?’ (comfort) and 
‘Are your activities challenging to you?’ (stimulation) are questions which assessed 
physical well-being. On a four-point scale, responses ranged from never (1) to 
always (4). The mean of the five subscales was used to calculate overall well-being. 
In this study, Cronbach’s alpha value for overall well-being was 0.85, indicating 
high internal consistency.

Dietary behaviour
Diet was assessed by evaluating participants’ fish, fruit, and vegetable consump-
tion as an indicator of healthy eating. Guidelines of the Dutch Health Council 
regarding healthy eating were followed to distinguish between healthy and un-
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healthy diets [37]. Questions solicited about food quantity and frequency; we gave 
Surinamese examples in the questionnaire. We used the threshold value of two 
times a week fish consumption to distinguish healthy from unhealthy diets. Fish 
consumption was dichotomized into 0 (less than 2 times a week fish consumption) 
and 1 (≥ 2 times a week fish consumption). Participants were asked about their 
fruit consumption, a threshold value of two pieces of fruit every day of which half 
(one piece) can be replaced by one glass of fruit juice was considered to be healthy. 
Fruit consumption was dichotomized into 0 (fewer than two pieces of fruit every 
day) and 1 (≥ two pieces of fruit every day). Vegetable intake was assessed by asking 
participants whether they consumed 200 grams of vegetables per day. Vegetable 
consumption was dichotomized into 0 (fewer than 200 grams of vegetables per 
day) and 1 (≥ 200 grams of vegetables per day).

Physical activity
Participants were asked to report how many days per week they were physically 
active (i.e., sports activities, exercise, house cleaning, work in the garden) for at 
least 30 minutes each day. This question comes from the validated and reliable 
short questionnaire to assess health-enhancing physical activity (SQUASH) [38, 
39]. In the Netherlands, government agencies use this instrument to monitor the 
PA of the population [40]. Scores ranged from 0 (not being physically active at all 
for at least 30 minutes a week) to 7 (being physically active for at least 30 minutes 
every day of the week). The Dutch Standard for Healthy Physical Activity (≥ 5 days 
per week at least 30 minutes physically active) was used to dichotomize the PA 
scale into 0 (not meeting the standard) and 1 (meeting the standard of PA and be-
ing active for at least 30 minutes a day for at least five times per week) [40].

Smoking
Smoking was assessed by asking participants whether they currently smoked (0 = 
yes/ 1 = no).

Social activity
Social activity was assessed by asking participants how often they visited family 
and friends (never, once a year, several times a year, 1 – 3 times a month, once a 
week, several times a week). This variable was dichotomized into 0 (≤ 1 – 3 times 
a month visiting family or friends) and 1 (≥ 1 – 3 times a month visiting family or 
friends). Additionally, participants were asked how many people visited or called 
them per day (none, 1 – 2, 3 – 4, 5 – 6, 7 – 10 or > 10). This variable was dichotomized 
into 0 (no daily contact with family or friends) and 1 (daily contact with family or 
friends).



4

103

Multimorbidity
Multimorbidity was defined as having two or more chronic diseases [41]. The pres-
ence of chronic diseases was determined using a questionnaire that asked, ‘Have 
you had any of the following diseases or conditions in the preceding 12 months?’ 
(0 = no, 1 = yes). A list of 10 chronic conditions (i.e. cardiovascular diseases, diabe-
tes, lung diseases) developed by O’Halloran et al. [42] was provided. An option to 
report unlisted conditions was provided to participants, which resulted in a list of 
51 additional conditions (e.g. limited vision and kidney failure). Most participants 
had osteoarthritis (n = 288) or diabetes (n = 249). These conditions were taken into 
account when we counted chronic diseases. Simple count was used in the analyses.

Socio-demographic variables
The questionnaire additionally asked participants for information on their age, 
gender (male or female), marital status (living alone/widowed/divorced or mar-
ried/living with a partner), education and income.

Participants were asked to report their highest educational level completed in 
the Netherlands or abroad, with the option to write another response for unlisted 
forms of schooling. This variable was dichotomized into low education (completion 
of elementary school or less) and high education (more than elementary school).

Participants’ monthly household income, including social benefits, pensions 
and alimony was asked to determine their income level. Response options ranged 
from 1 (less than €1000 a month net) to 4 (€3050 or more a month net). An option 
was given with ‘Do not know/ do not want to tell’ as the fifth category. This variable 
was dichotomized into low income (less than €1350 a month net) and high income 
(€1350 or more a month net).

Data analysis
In this study, SPSS software version 27 (IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA) was 
used to analyse the data. Descriptive statistics were calculated to characterize 
participants’ health behaviours. Bivariate associations of variables expressing 
background characteristics, health behaviours (diet, PA, smoking and social activ-
ity) and well-being were examined. The assessment of multicollinearity yielded 
tolerance values > 0.3 and variance inflation factors < 3, indicating no sign of 
multicollinearity. The data met the assumptions of independent errors (Durbin-
Watson value = 1.904) and normality of distribution. A histogram and a normal 
P-P plot of the standardized residuals indicated that the data contained approxi-
mately normally distributed errors. Multiple regression analyses were performed 
to assess the relationships of health behaviours with well-being while controlling 
for background characteristics. We tested whether neighbourhood level (level 2) 
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significantly affected well-being by comparing -2 log likelihoods of the regression 
models containing well-being only and containing well-being and the neighbour-
hood level. The results showed that the neighbourhood level did not significantly 
affect well-being (889.613 vs. 886.624; p = 0.08). Listwise deletion of missing cases 
was used in the multivariate analyses (n = 413). Results were considered statisti-
cally significant when two-sided p values were ≤ 0.05.

RESULTS

Table 1 displays descriptive statistics for the older Surinamese adults. The aver-
age age of the 697 participants was 76.2 ± 4.9 (range 70 – 100) years and 54.2% of 
them were female. The majority of the participants reported being unpartnered 
(67.4%). Almost 40% of the participants reported low education and almost half of 
the participants reported having a low income. The mean number of multimorbid-
ity was 1.6 ± 1.4 (range 0-8). Regarding a healthy diet, 40.9% of the participants 
met the standard of fish consumption. More than half of the participants met the 
standard of fruit (63.0%) and vegetable (62.8%) consumption. Nearly 40% of the 
participants met the standard of PA. The majority of the participants reported 
being non-smokers (87.9%). The majority of participants indicated having daily 
contact with family/friends (90.9%). Slightly more than half of the participants 
reported that they did visit their family/friends often (53.6%). Mean scores for 
overall well-being were 2.86 ± 1.39 (range 1 – 4).

Table 2 shows the correlation between health behaviours (diet, PA, smoking 
and social activity) and well-being. Significant positive correlations were found 
between fruit consumption (r = .153; p ≤ 0.001), vegetable consumption (r = .244; p 
≤ 0.001) and meeting the PA standard (r =.210; p ≤ 0.001) with well-being. Regarding 
social activity, a significant positive association was found between daily contact 
with family/friends (r =.088; p ≤ 0.05) and often visiting family/friends (r =.225; 
p ≤ 0.001) with well-being. No significant associations were found between fish 
consumption, smoking and well-being.

Table 3 demonstrates the association of health behaviours and well-being as-
sessed by multiple regression analyses. After controlling for age, sex, marital sta-
tus, education, income and multimorbidity, fruit consumption (β = .109; p ≤ 0.05) 
and vegetable consumption (β = .135; p ≤ 0.01) were associated with well-being 
among older Surinamese adults. In addition, meeting the PA standard was associ-
ated with well-being (β = .164; p ≤ 0.001). Finally, often visiting family/friends was 
associated with well-being (β = .158; p ≤ 0.001) among older Surinamese adults.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the study population (n = 697)

Characteristic n Range % or mean (SD)
Age 697 70 – 100 76.2 (4.9)

Gender (female) 697 54.2

Marital status (unpartnered) 680 67.4

Education (low)a 676 38.5

Income (low)b 654 49.6

Multimorbidity 681 1.6 (1.4)

Diet

- Fish (meets standard) 685 40.9

- Fruit (meets standard) 605 63.0

- Vegetable (meets standard) 689 62.8

Standard physical activity (meets standard) 633 39.8

Smoking (no) 684 87.9

Social activity

- Daily contact family/friends (yes) 662 90.9

- Visiting family/friends (often) 658 53.6

Well-being 669 1 – 4 2.86 (0.47)
a = low education is completion of elementary school or less, b = low income is less than €1350 a month net, SD = 
standard deviation.

Table 2. Spearman correlations health behaviours (diet, physical activity, smoking and social activity) and 
well-being among older Surinamese adults

Overall Well-being
r p 95% CI

Age -.077 .045 -.155 to .001

Gender (female)a -.003 .929 -.081 to .075

Marital status (unpartnered)b -.045 .252 -.123 to .034

Education (low)c -.185 <.001 -.260 to -.107

Income (low)d -.120 .002 -.199 to -.040

Multimorbidity -.187 <.001 -.262 to -.110

Diet

- Fish (meets standard)e .003 .940 -.075 to .081

- Fruit (meets standard)f .153 <.001 .070 to .233

- Vegetables (meets standard)g .244 <.001 .163 to .321

Standard physical activity (meets standard)h .210 <.001 .131 to .286

Smoking (no)i .004 .928 -.075 to .082

Social activity

- Daily contact family/friends (yes)j .088 .027 .008 to .166

- Visiting family/friends (often)k .225 <.001 .148 to .300

r = correlation coefficient, CI = Confidence Interval, a = reference category is male, b = reference category is partner, 
c = reference category is high education, d = reference category is high income, e = reference category is meets fish 
consumption standard, f = reference category is meets fruit consumption standard, g = reference category is meets 
vegetable consumption standard, h = reference category is meets physical activity standard, i = reference category 
is smoking, j = reference category is no daily contact with family/friends, and k = reference category is seldom visits 
for family/friends.
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DISCUSSION

This study aimed to investigate the relationship between health behaviours (diet, 
PA, smoking, and social activity) and well-being among older Surinamese adults 
in Rotterdam. the Netherlands. After controlling for background characteristics 
and multimorbidity, fruit and vegetable consumption, meeting the PA standard 
and social activity, specifically visiting family/friends, were associated with better 
well-being. Although similar findings have been obtained among other population 
groups [3-5, 7], this study is the first to show associations between multiple health 
behaviours and well-being among older Surinamese adults.

This study shows that fruit and vegetable consumption among older Surinamese 
adults is associated with better well-being. Several mechanisms may underlie 
the relationship between fruit and vegetable intake and well-being. For example, 
fruits and vegetables are rich in micronutrients such as vitamin C, which act as 
cofactors for neurotransmitters involved in positive motivational states [43].

A few studies have investigated diet among the Surinamese population in the 
Netherlands, however, these studies have examined the relationship of diet with 
health related outcomes such as diabetes type II rather than well-being related 
outcomes [44]. Dietary interventions seem to have the potential to improve the 

Table 3. Relationships between health behaviours (diet, physical activity, smoking and social activity) and 
well-being, while controlling for socio-demographic characteristics, among older Surinamese adults

Overall well-being

Β 95% CI p

Constant 2.774 2.112 to 3.435 .000

Age -.001 -.009 to .008 .862

Gender (female) -.047 -.135 to .041 .296

Marital status (unpartnered) -.040 -.135 to .054 .401

Education (low) -.122 -.207 to -.038 .005

Income (low) .004 -.084 to .092 .925

Multimorbidity -.111 -.192 to -.030 .008

Diet

- Fish (meets standard) -.021 -.102 to .061 .616

- Fruit (meets standard) .109 .020 to .197 .017

- Vegetables (meets standard) .135 .047 to .222 .003

Standard physical activity (meets standard) .164 .081 to .248 .000

Smoking (no) -.052 -.179 to .075 .423

Social activity

- Daily contact family/friends (yes) .065 -.088 to .219 .402

- Visiting family/friends (often) .158 .077 to .239 .000

B = unstandardized regression coefficient, CI = Confidence Interval
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diet quality of older adults [45]. In the Netherlands, dietary interventions for older 
adults are mainly focused on malnutrition and its health consequences such as 
decrease in muscle mass and a decrease in the immune system [46]. Well-being 
measures are often omitted, despite that well-being improvements are promising 
to decrease health care utilization and expenditures [47]. In addition, these diet 
interventions are focused on the general older population, despite research sug-
gests that culturally adapted interventions (e.g. use of traditional vegetables and 
species) might be more effective in promoting a healthy diet [48]. Future dietary 
intervention should also focus on outcome measures related to well-being and 
involve the culture of the targeted population. This will help to develop effective 
dietary interventions, which will be beneficial for the health and well-being of 
older Surinamese adults (and the general (older) population) and potentially re-
duce health care expenditures.

A positive relationship between meeting PA guidelines with better well-being 
was seen in our study. PA releases endorphins in the body, which increase mood 
and energy, promoting well-being [49]. In the Netherlands, PA interventions are 
mainly focused to prevent and maintain diseases and limitations [50]; well-being 
outcome measures are also omitted during evaluation of PA interventions. Less 
than half of the participants in our study met the PA guidelines of ≥ 5 days per 
week at least 30 minutes physically active. A recent study among older Surinamese 
adults showed that neighbourhood characteristics have an important role in sup-
porting older Surinamese adults in engaging in an active lifestyle [51]. Thus, policy 
makers should promote neighbourhood interventions that promote/support PA 
among the older Surinamese population, which might also be beneficial for the 
general population.

In our study, visiting family/friends was associated with significantly better well-
being. Having daily contact with family/friends was not significantly associated with 
well-being in the multiple regression analyses. This indicates that digital social 
interactions do not replace face-to-face interactions. Therefore, it can be assumed 
that face-to-face social contact is more valuable compared to digital social inter-
actions for the well-being of older Surinamese adults. In times of the COVID-19 
pandemic, digital solutions were often used to maintain social contact with older 
adults due to social distancing. While digital solutions might be beneficial to main-
tain social distancing, this study shows that it is at the expense of the well-being 
of older Surinamese adults. A relevant example is the relaxation of the COVID-19 
measures by the Dutch government at the insistence of the ANBO (Algemene 
Nederlandse Bond voor Ouderen; General Dutch Association for Older Adults), since 
older adults became socially isolated [52]. Community-dwelling older adults were 
allowed to see one or two permanent persons physically, as long as the COVID 
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measures were maintained. Policy makers and future well-being interventions 
should consider the importance of face-to-face contact upon policy and interven-
tion development. Visiting family and friends may be a way for older adults to 
receive social support, which may promote well-being through enhanced self-
esteem [53]. This increased self-esteem, in turn, may promote optimism, positive 
affect, and better well-being [54]. Additionally, family members and friends may 
affect health-related behaviour [55]; social interaction and integration encourage 
the exchange of health information and persuasion and support, which may influ-
ence people, for example, to modify dietary and physical activity patterns [56].

Although Schiepers et al. [57], have indicated a positive relationship between 
greater fish consumption and well-being among a generally healthy population in 
the Netherlands, our study does not show this relationship. A possible explana-
tion for this might be that our study was conducted among the older population. 
Indeed, an earlier study conducted among older men also showed no positive 
association between fish consumption and well-being [58].

In the present study, we found no relationship between not smoking and well-
being. which is contrary to the findings of Lang et al. [59] who found a positive 
relationship. Daily exposure to stressors plays an essential role in smoking initia-
tion and continuation [60]. People often attempt to ameliorate stress by smoking 
which gives them temporary relief [61]. It might be that participants used smoking 
as a coping strategy for stress. Another possible explanation for this might be the 
low number of participants who smoked.

The Dutch government supports municipal health promotion, which focuses 
on changing people’s behaviour to promote health and/or prevent disease [62]. For 
older adults, the focus is on ‘healthy and vital ageing.’ Municipalities are given 
tools to help them stimulate healthy behaviour and influence circumstances to 
improve residents’ health, such as materials for interventions recognized to be 
effective and active intervention elements. The government recognizes the impor-
tance of adapting parts of existing interventions to neighbourhood situations and 
target populations.

Strength and limitations
Our study had several strengths. First, previous research has mainly focused on 
traditional health behaviours (diet, PA and smoking) and the well-being of older 
adults. In our study, we also included social activity as a health behaviour. which 
seems to be essential for the well-being of older Surinamese adults. Second, in 
the current study specific food items such as Surinamese vegetables (e.g. bitawiri, 
bravoe) were given as examples, to take the diet habits of Surinamese people into 
account. Third, despite the diversity in the Surinamese population in the Nether-



4

109

lands, we included all ethnic groups in our study. Given the heterogeneity of the 
Surinamese population in the Netherlands, additional analyses were performed to 
examine whether ethnicity (Surinamese Chinese, Surinamese Creole, Surinamese 
Javanese, and Surinamese Hindustani) significantly affected well-being. No signifi-
cant differences in well-being were found among the ethnic groups (Additional file 
1). Fourth, we collected data during the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, which 
gives us valuable information about the health behaviours of a vulnerable group in 
the Netherlands. In order to examine whether well-being levels differed between 
participants who filled in the questionnaire before and after COVID-19 measures, 
a separate analysis was performed. Reported well-being levels did not decrease 
after the implementation of the COVID-19 measurements (Additional file 2).

Our findings should be viewed in light of the study’s limitations. First, the study 
is a cross-sectional survey, which does not permit to make causal inferences. 
Health behaviours and well-being might be reciprocally related. For example, 
research indicates that older adults with a higher well-being level tend to have a 
healthier diet, compared to older adults with a lower well-being level [63]. Future 
studies should explore the effects of changes in well-being on health behaviours. 
Second, health risk behaviours such as not meeting the PA goal and irregular eat-
ing patterns tend to cluster together in ethnic minority groups but not in native 
Dutch people [64]. However, in our study, we did not examine this. Future research 
could investigate these clusters, including social activity. among the Surinamese 
older population to develop prevention strategies. Third, our response rate was 
relatively low, which might indicate response bias. We conducted non-response 
analyses, which revealed significant differences in age and gender between re-
sponders and non-responders. There were more females among non-respondents 
than respondents (60.3% vs. 53.8%), but the effect size was small (phi = –0.058, p = 
0.003). Respondents were slightly younger than non-respondents (mean age, 76.23 
[SD = 4.93] vs. 76.80 [SD = 5.46] years, respectively; Cohen’s d = 0.106, p < 0.001). This 
difference might indicate selective non-response, but we expected a low response 
rate as the involvement of older non-Western migrants, such as older Surinamese 
adults, in research is known to be challenging [65, 66]. Moreover, some older 
adults may not have been able to complete the questionnaire because they were 
too vulnerable (e.g. health), which may have resulted in the overestimation of the 
well-being level in the total population. However, this possibility did not influence 
our main conclusions, as we focused on the relationships between health behav-
iours and well-being. Fourth, the use of self-administered questionnaires alone 
to measure PA is a limitation of this study. We collected the study data during the 
COVID-19 pandemic, which made home visits problematic or impossible. Thus, 
we did not use objective measures of physical activity such as walking or fitness 
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tests. Fifth, we did not include items covering all potentially relevant aspects in the 
questionnaire. For example, we did not ask participants about their oral health, 
which is known to affect dietary behaviour and to be essential for good health 
and well-being [67-70]. We also did not assess participants’ acculturation, length 
of residence in the Netherlands, age at migration, cognition, or independence in 
(instrumental) activities of daily living, which may be associated with well-being 
or health [71-76]. Future research on health behaviours and well-being should 
involve the consideration of these aspects.

CONCLUSION

From this study, we can conclude that multiple health behaviours are associated 
with better well-being among the older Surinamese population. Next to traditional 
health behaviours (healthy diet and physical activity), social activity (being able 
to visit others on a regular basis) is associated with the well-being of older adults 
with a Surinamese background. Since, social participation is still an undervalued 
health behaviour, intervention designers should involve this. These findings rep-
resent a first step toward developing health behaviour interventions and policies 
to improve the well-being of older Surinamese adults. Policy makers designing 
health promotion strategies should aim to enhance healthy dietary habits and 
physical and social activity among older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands to 
promote their well-being.
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ABSTRACT

Older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands have been disproportionately affected 
by COVID-19. The ability to provide support in response to older adults’ needs 
contributes to the age-friendliness of neighbourhoods and may be especially im-
portant during public health emergencies such as a pandemic. In this study, older 
Surinamese adults’ experience of neighbourhood age-friendliness, as indicator of 
a vital city, in general and during the COVID-19 pandemic was explored. Based on 
the eight age-friendly domains identified by the WHO, semi-structured interviews 
were conducted with 17 Surinamese adults (≥70 years) living in Rotterdam and 
the Hague. Views on the age-friendliness of the neighbourhoods in general and 
during the pandemic were asked. Despite differences in resilience within and 
across neighbourhoods, this study showed that certain age-friendly features can 
support older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands during a pandemic. These 
findings have implications for policymakers and health service providers seeking 
to develop age-friendly neighbourhoods, as an indicator of a vital city, in general 
and during a pandemic.
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INTRODUCTION

In response to the COVID-19 pandemic, countries worldwide adopted policies 
aiming to reduce viral transmission, which resulted in stay-at-home and physi-
cal (or ‘social’) distancing (‘lockdown’) measures. Under these conditions, people 
became more dependent on their neighbourhoods. As such, neighbourhood age-
friendliness is expected to play an essential role in the ability to respond to the 
needs of older people, especially those who are vulnerable or at risk and especially 
under conditions such as the COVID-19 pandemic [1, 2].

Research indicates that older people with a migration background and ethnic 
minorities are at greater risk of infection of COVID-19, intensive care unit admis-
sion and mortality due to the disease, compared to natives [3-6]. Similarly, in the 
Netherlands, the relative risks of COVID-19 infection and mortality are greater 
among people with migration backgrounds than among native Dutch people, 
particularly in Amsterdam, the Hague and Rotterdam [7]. These risks appear to 
be greater among people with Surinamese backgrounds compared to people with 
other migration backgrounds [7]. These findings suggest that older Surinamese 
adults may have been extra disadvantaged during the COVID-19 pandemic. Fur-
thermore, municipal and societal responses are known to disproportionately affect 
certain social groups, such as people living in deprived areas [8-10]. People with 
migration backgrounds are more likely to live in these deprived neighbourhoods 
[11, 12]. Reduced accessibility of essential physical and social infrastructures 
during a pandemic raises fundamental questions about the responses required 
to assist older adults. Additionally, citizens of low-income neighbourhoods are 
disproportionately affected by COVID-19, as these neighbourhoods have already 
been impacted by cuts to public services, poor housing quality, a lack of social 
infrastructure and pressures on the voluntary sector [13].

As described in the introductory article of this special issue, vital cities are bet-
ter able to absorb shocks (e.g. pandemic effects), recover and positively transform 
from these shocks than are less vital cities. As parts of vital cities, age-friendly 
neighbourhoods are expected to offer supportive and adaptive living environments 
that enable older residents to age within them and optimise their well-being [14, 
15]. In (age-friendly) neighbourhoods, communities can develop in which older 
adults realise well-being needs together [16, 17]. The COVID-19 pandemic has 
dramatically altered older adults’ living environments, restricting access to usual 
healthcare, daily activities (e.g. grocery shopping) and social support systems 
(i.e. family and friends). It has provided an example of pandemic challenges to 
age-friendly neighbourhoods, for example via poor regulations and reduced com-
munity participation for older adults [18]. Resilience has been characterised as a 
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dynamic process of maintaining positive adaptation and effective coping strate-
gies in the face of difficulties [19]. Age-friendly neighbourhoods have been shown 
to support older adults in times of shock and crisis, due, for example, to existing 
partnerships, prior efforts to improve communication with older adults and the 
presence of volunteer networks [18, 20]. Thus, we suggest that the experience of 
one’s neighbourhood as age-friendly can contribute to resilience. In this paper, we 
use the age-friendly neighbourhood features described by the WHO as indicators 
of vital cities [15].

The current literature recognises the importance of age-friendly neighbour-
hood features [21], especially in times of crisis such as a pandemic. However, the 
extent of this importance for older adults with migration backgrounds remains 
unclear. Given that older adults with Surinamese backgrounds have been dispro-
portionally affected by the COVID-19 pandemic relative to other population groups 
in the Netherlands insights are needed for future policy to ensure that it fits the 
needs of older Surinamese adults. Therefore, the aim of this study was to explore 
how older Surinamese adults experienced their neighbourhood age-friendliness 
(as indicators of vital cities) in general and during the COVID-19 pandemic.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In 2007 the WHO developed the ‘age-friendly cities guide’ in which they identi-
fied eight domains to describe the age-friendliness of a neighbourhood in which 
communities can improve their structures and services to meet the needs of older 
adults and include: 1) community support and health services, 2) social participa-
tion, 3) respect and social inclusion, 4) housing, 5) outdoor spaces and buildings, 
6) transportation, 7) communication and information, and 8) civic participation 
[15].

Research indicates that age-friendly neighbourhoods have positive impacts on 
older adults’ health and well-being [22, 23]. However, why some neighbourhoods 
are more age-friendly than others and how age-friendly neighbourhoods are relat-
ed to the well-being of older adults, especially those with migration backgrounds, 
remain unclear. In addition, how older adults with migration backgrounds in the 
Netherlands perceive neighbourhood age-friendliness and whether and how age-
friendly neighbourhoods help them realise well-being remains unclear [17].

Consistent achievement of the eight age-friendly domains has proven to be 
challenging, due to variations in national income levels and urban–rural gradi-
ents [24, 25]. Rugel et al. [26] recently demonstrated that older adults residing in 
low- and middle-income countries and rural areas have less access to age-friendly 
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facilities and policies in their neighbourhoods than do those residing in higher-
income countries and urban areas. Numerous organisations have defined indica-
tors for the monitoring of improvements in neighbourhood age-friendliness, but 
research has confirmed that these indicators need to be adapted according to what 
is most relevant in the local context [27]. For example, the presence of a general 
practitioner may not be a realistic indicator of neighbourhood age-friendliness in 
all countries.

Community support and health services
The importance of community support and health services increases with illness 
and disability in advancing age [28]. For older adults, local contacts may be es-
sential resources for social and instrumental support due to mobility and health 
limitations [29]. During the COVID-19 pandemic, older adults in the Netherlands 
received support, for example, via neighbours’ delivery of groceries and medical 
prescriptions [30, 31]. In addition, volunteer activities have been implemented to 
combat social isolation, mental health problems and domestic abuse [32, 33].

Home and community services and support contribute to physical and mental 
health and well-being [34]. However, barriers such as the lack of service awareness 
[35, 36] and affordability [35, 37] may impede their utilisation. As many older adults 
have declining mobility, these services need to be accessible and nearby (e.g. at 
walking distance) [38, 39]. During the COVID-19 pandemic, digital solutions for 
the delivery of care to older adults (e.g. online video chatting) were implemented 
in the Netherlands, but many older adults, lack access to digital services and thus 
had less access to healthcare [40, 41].

Social participation
Attendance at entertaining activities creates opportunities for older adults to get 
together and chat with each other, which promotes their community participation 
and enables them to maintain or establish supportive and caring relationships, 
thereby enhancing their health and well-being [42, 43]. The benefits of social inter-
action in neighbourhoods are probably more essential for older than for younger 
adults, due to the shrinking of social networks in later life [44-46]. In addition, 
research showed that older adults indicated a decrease in their social life and less 
in-person social interaction during the COVID-19 pandemic, which was associ-
ated with reduced well-being levels [47]. Social distancing due to the COVID-19 
pandemic, has brought social challenges with it, which might have an impact on 
the vitality of a community within a neighbourhood.
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Respect and social inclusion
Respect and social inclusion are essential predictors of overall health and well-
being of older adults [48, 49]. Social inclusion gives older adults a sense of purpose 
and belonging to the community. It enables older adults to stay active within the 
community and fosters ties that prevent isolation. Older adults’ development of 
neighbourhood social networks helps to reduce their loneliness [50]. These fa-
vourable social constructs can support the development of health and well-being 
[51-53]. Greater social inclusion, social capital and social diversity have been 
associated with better health [51]. In order to stay connected with the commu-
nity, digital platforms such as Zoom, Facetime and Skype were also used for this 
purpose during the COVID-19 pandemic [54]. However, older adults indicated that 
they feel excluded from society due to these digital solutions [55], as it is difficult 
for older adults in the Netherlands to adapt to new technology [56].

Housing
Housing conditions are linked to older adults’ well-being and ability to live inde-
pendently [57, 58]. Convenient housing design and proximity to neighbourhood 
amenities support older adults’ ageing in place and enables them to cope with 
(future) challenges which contributes to an age-friendly neighbourhood. The 
affordability of housing influences where older adults live. High costs can discour-
age older adults from moving to more suitable housing. The availability of home 
modification programmes, which can help older adults adjust their homes to meet 
their needs, is an important factor.

Outdoor spaces and buildings
The external environment significantly affects older adults’ mobility, indepen-
dence and well-being as they age [59, 60]. A clean neighbourhood with well-kept 
leisure areas, adequate rest areas and well-maintained pavements enables older 
adults to age in place. Public spaces and parks provide opportunities to exercise 
(e.g. walk) and interact socially, which are beneficial for physical and mental 
health [61-63]. In addition, and increased presence of local amenities and neigh-
bourhood proximity to the city centre are strongly associated with the vitality of a 
neighbourhood [64].

Transportation
Access to convenient transportation options is important for older adults’ inde-
pendence and community engagement, and has been associated with greater 
well-being [65-68]. Public transport should be accessible for people with a range 
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of mobility needs. Helpful drivers might aid older adults’ use of public transport. 
The availability of parking facilities for older adults should also be kept in mind.

Communication and information
Adequate information provision enables older adults to stay connected with the 
community and be informed about neighbourhood events and activities that 
might promote health and well-being [69-72]. Such information should be made 
accessible to older adults, for example, by using a suitable font and text size. In ad-
dition, language use should be suitable for older adults with low literacy and older 
migrants who might not have mastered the native language. In the Netherlands, 
older adults have received information mainly through national television and lo-
cal newspapers during the COVID-19 pandemic. Digital platforms have been used 
to communicate and stay informed, but older adults generally have limited access 
to internet services, rendering information accessibility for them challenging [73]. 
The challenge may be even greater for older adults with vision or hearing impair-
ments and those who have not mastered the native language. Research indicated 
that during the COVID-19 pandemic, older adults had less access to high quality 
information [74].

Civic participation
Engagement in civic activities helps older adults maintain social contacts and con-
tinue to be involved in neighbourhood events and politics [75, 76]. For example, 
available, accessible volunteer work can help to keep older adults socially engaged. 
To encourage their participation, older adults’ preferences, needs, abilities and 
skills should be considered in the design and offer of volunteer work. In addition, 
the involvement of older adults in decisions on issues that might impact them is 
essential. Although civic engagement encompasses diverse activities (e.g. voting, 
attending community meetings, involvement in public affairs), most research on 
such engagement among older adults has focused on volunteering [77].

These eight age-friendly neighbourhood domains overlap and interact with 
each other. For example, housing has an impact on older adults’ need for commu-
nity support services. Respect and social inclusion are reflected in the accessibility 
of outdoor spaces and buildings and the variety of opportunities for older adults 
to participate in social activities. The provision of accessible public transport is 
an essential feature that enables older adults to participate in family and com-
munity life [78, 79]. Conversely, social participation has impacts on social inclusion 
and access to information. Furthermore, walkability and the existence of nearby 
public transport stops may enable older adults’ mobility and reduce their isola-
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tion. Ultimately, these features may have health benefits and increase older adults’ 
well-being through social inclusion and participation [79].

METHODS

Study population
Surinamese people form one of the largest groups with non-Western migration 
backgrounds in the Netherlands. Surinam has a colonial history with the Neth-
erlands and obtained independence in 1975. Surinamese people migrated to the 
Netherlands seeking higher education and work and due to political unrest in their 
home country [80]. The population of Surinam is diverse in terms of culture and 
geographic origin, and includes, Surinamese Chinese, Surinamese Javanese, Suri-
namese Creole (of West African descent), and Surinamese Hindustani (of Indian 
descent) [81], with most Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands having the latter 
two backgrounds. Other European countries, such as the United Kingdom, also 
have citizens with Surinamese Creole and Surinamese Hindustani backgrounds. 
As Dutch is an official language in Surinam and is used in education, government 
and the media, most Surinamese people speak Dutch well, which distinguishes 
them from other people who have migrated to the Netherlands (e.g. those with 
Turkish and Moroccan backgrounds).

Study setting
This study was conducted (between October 2020 and January 2021) in the munici-
palities of Rotterdam and the Hague, Province of South Holland, the Netherlands. 
In January 2020, the population of Rotterdam was slightly more than 650,000 
inhabitants, including 100,312 inhabitants aged ≥ 65 years, of whom 6,107 inhabit-
ants had Surinamese backgrounds [82]; the population of the Hague was nearly 
550,000 inhabitants, including 79,890 inhabitants aged ≥ 65 years [83], of whom 
5,839 inhabitants had Surinamese backgrounds. The Hague is a member of the 
WHO’s age-friendly cities consortium [84], and Rotterdam implements strategies 
to develop an age-friendly city without being a consortium member.

COVID-19 measures implemented in the Netherlands
In response to the COVID-19 pandemic, the first measures in the Netherlands were 
taken in mid-March 2020. Basic rules were established to prevent the spread of 
the virus. Additional rules were in force during the data collection period, based 
on infection rates and the pressure on the nation’s healthcare system (Box 1). The 
enforcement of these additional rules was relaxed when infection rates decreased.
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Recruitment
Multiple recruitment strategies were used to reach potential study participants, 
including community canvassing, the following of community gatekeepers’ rec-
ommendations, social media, and snowball sampling from an initial set of par-
ticipants. Community gatekeepers facilitated contact with potential participants, 
after which the first author (WJ; MSc in Vitality and Ageing, female, PhD candi-
date) visited these older adults to explain the goal of the research and what they 
could expect during the interview. Sheets with information about the purpose of 
the study, what participants can expect during the interview and the first author’s 
contact details were provided to these potential participants. Eligibility criteria 
were: (a) current residence in the Netherlands, (b) age ≥ 70 years, (c) Surinamese 
migration background, (d) ability and willingness to answer questions in Dutch 
and (e) community-dwelling (independently living). In total 17 older Surinamese 
adults living in Rotterdam or the Hague met the eligibility criteria and agreed to 
participate in the study.

Box 1. COVID-19 measures implemented in the Netherlands during the data collection period

Basic rules

- Keep 1.5-meter distance from others
- Avoid crowded places
- Work at home unless there is no other option
- Cough and sneeze into your elbow
- Wear mouth mask in public places.

Additional rules

October 2020

-  Maximum of 3 visitors per day at home
-  Shops closed at 8 p.m. at the latest; shops selling food/basic necessities 

are excluded
-  Selling alcohol after 8 p.m. was prohibited
-  Special shopping hours for vulnerable people
-  Registration of contact information was needed for clients of contact 

professions (e.g. hairdresser, beauty salons)
-  Bars, cafés, restaurants (only take out was allowed) were closed
-  Events were prohibited

November 2020

-  Maximum of 2 visitors per day at home
-  Publicly accessible locations were closed (e.g. museums, cinemas, 

libraries)

December 2020

-  Only essential shops were allowed to stay open (e.g. supermarkets, 
drugstores, gas stations)

-  Non-medical contact professions (e.g. hairdresser, beauty salons) were 
not allowed to perform their profession

- Gyms were closed
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Data collection
The first author (WJ) conducted semi-structured interviews designed according to 
the WHO’s eight age-friendly domains to obtain insight into participants’ percep-
tions and experiences regarding neighbourhood features in general and during 
the COVID-19 pandemic (e.g. ‘In which (social) activities in your neighbourhood 
do you participate?’ and ‘How did you maintain your social contacts during the 
pandemic?’. See supporting information for the complete interview guide. Par-
ticipants’ definition of a ‘neighbourhood’ was asked in order to reflect on the geo-
graphic scale; participants defined their neighbourhood as ‘in walking distance’. 
WJ had previously received interview training and had experience with conduct-
ing semi-structured interviews. She had no prior connection with the participants.

Participants were given the choice of interview location, including by tele-
phone or video call, to ensure feelings of safety, comfort, and convenience; the 
majority of interviews were conducted in their homes. Only the participant and 
researcher were present, except that the participant’s partner was present during 
the last part of one interview. An opportunity was given to participants to hold the 
interview by telephone or video call; in total two interviews were conducted by 
phone and two by video call. Written information about the study and the anonym-
ity of the research, with the first author’s contact information, was provided to 
each participant on the day of the interview. All participants gave permission to 
record the interview and provided informed consent to study participation. The 
interviews lasted about 50–70 minutes, and were conducted in a conversational 
style according to the interview guide, which provided open-ended questions that 
allowed participants to speak freely about what they felt was relevant and essential 
on the topic of age-friendly neighbourhoods. After each interview, the first author 
(WJ) composed a summary. The interview guide was tested in February–March 
2020 with three older Surinamese adults (aged 70–76 years; 2 females, 1 male) who 
did not participate in the study. The results obtained guided the revision of the 
topic list (e.g. addition of questions, changing of topic order).

The Ethics Review Committee of Erasmus University Rotterdam approved 
this study (application no. 20-020) and determined that the rules imposed by the 
Dutch Medical Research Involving Human Subjects Act did not apply. The study is 
reported in accordance with the 32-item checklist of the Consolidated Criteria for 
Reporting Qualitative Research.

Data analysis
Thematic analysis was applied to the qualitative data. The interviews were tran-
scribed verbatim and uploaded into Atlas.ti (version 9.0.16; Atlas.ti Scientific 
Software Development GmbH). Data were collected until all ethnic groups within 



5

127

the Surinamese population were well represented and saturation was reached; a 
situation where no new information, concepts or themes emerged from the data. 
To avoid researcher bias, which may occur during interpretive data analysis, mul-
tiple researchers (WJ, JMC, SD, APN) were involved. The full transcripts were read 
for familiarization with the data, then structured and coded based on the eight 
age-friendly city domains. The researchers convened to establish a preliminary 
coding framework based on the WHO’s age-friendly domains (community support 
and health services, social participation, respect and social inclusion, housing, 
outdoor spaces and buildings, transportation, communication and information, 
and civic participation). A code list was maintained throughout the initial coding 
process to track the development of codes and ideas regarding the data (e.g. the 
transportation domain consisted initially of the sub-codes ‘car’, ‘public transport’ 
and ‘tailor-made transport’, which were merged into the sub-code ‘transportation 
options’). Constant comparison across and within interviews resulted in the devel-
opment of sub-codes for the larger topics of neighbourhood age-friendliness and 
COVID-19. The first author coded the data deductively (i.e. following the theoreti-
cal framework for age-friendly cities) and inductively (i.e. stemming from partici-
pants’ narratives). The research team then reconvened for discussion, refinement 
and the achievement of consensus on the coding structure. Any disagreement was 
resolved by discussion.

RESULTS

In total, 17 interviews were conducted with Surinamese Chinese (n = 2), Surinam-
ese Creole (n = 5), Surinamese Hindustani (n = 8) and Surinamese Javanese (n = 2) 
older adults (10 female, 7 male) aged 71–85 years. A minority of the participants 
lived alone. Most of the participants had at least one chronic condition. The demo-
graphic composition of the study sample is shown in Table 1.

Overview
The study participants described aspects that increased and decreased the age-
friendliness of their neighbourhoods, and suggested ways in which some of the 
barriers identified could be reduced. In addition, participants indicated shifts in 
priorities and perceptions of neighbourhood age-friendliness during the COVID-19 
pandemic. Overall, the older Surinamese adults indicated that the age-friendliness 
of neighbourhoods played an important role in their community engagement and 
the provision of social support, especially during the pandemic. The COVID-19 
pandemic had an impact on the experience of neighbourhood age-friendliness of 
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Table 1. Study participants

Interviewee Age Gender District,
Municipality

Ethnicity Living 
situation

Health 
limitation

1 75 Female IJsselmonde, 
Rotterdam

Surinamese 
Chinese

Independently, 
with others

2 71 Female Middelland, 
Rotterdam

Surinamese 
Chinese

Independently, 
with others

3 76 Female Prinsenland, 
Rotterdam

Surinamese 
Creole

Independently, 
with others

One chronic 
condition

4 75 Female Liskwartier, 
Rotterdam

Surinamese 
Creole

Independently, 
alone

Walking 
difficulties, 
one chronic 

condition

5 77 Male Transvaal,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
alone

Walking 
difficulties, 

multi 
morbidity

6 79 Male Regentessekwartier, 
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
with others

Walking 
difficulties, 
one chronic 

condition

7 85 Male Laak,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Creole

Independently, 
with others

Walking 
difficulties, 

multi 
morbidity

8 74 Female Regentessekwartier, 
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
with others

Walking 
difficulties, 

multi 
morbidity

9 84 Female Schilderswijk,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
alone

10 72 Female Koningsplein,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
alone

11 76 Female Koningsplein,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
alone

Walking 
difficulties, 

multi 
morbidity

12 76 Male Oude Westen, 
Rotterdam

Surinamese 
Creole

Independently, 
with others

13 83 Female Middelland, 
Rotterdam

Surinamese 
Creole

Independently, 
alone

14 76 Male Segbroek,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Javanese

Independently, 
with others

15 75 Female Regentessekwartier, 
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
with others

16 80 Male Valkenboskwartier, 
the Hague

Surinamese 
Hindustani

Independently, 
with others

Multi 
morbidity

17 78 Male Schilderswijk,
the Hague

Surinamese 
Javanese

Independently, 
alone
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older Surinamese adults within the domains community support and health ser-
vices, social participation, respect and social inclusion, outdoor spaces and build-
ings, transportation, communication and information, and civic participation, 
which are important lessons for policymakers. The analysis revealed sub-themes 
falling within the WHO’s eight key dimensions of age-friendly cities.

Community support

Community and family support
Participants reported that they received practical and emotional support from 
their (grand)children and their neighbours. Whether (grand)children lived in the 
same neighbourhood (at walking distance) varied among participants; those who 
did offered more practical support, described as letter reading, filling out of forms, 
grocery shopping, cooking and collection of medication. Participants indicated 
that trusted people (e.g. their children), rather than others such as neighbours, 
read personal letters out loud and filled out forms related to their finances. One 
participant reported that her neighbour had a spare key in case of emergency. One 
participant reported that her neighbour rang the bell to see how she was doing 
and to have a chat when she had not seen her for a few days, which she liked very 
much. Another participant indicated that he kept an eye on a neighbour because 
she was in her nineties.

I also have a Surinamese Javanese neighbour. If she has not seen me for a day, 
she will tap on my window, ‘Oh neighbour, I have not seen you. I have missed 
you’. Then we have a little chat. She keeps an eye on me. I like it, that she still 
does it. (Participant 9)

So the neighbours have an essential role in keeping an eye on each other. Receiv-
ing support from neighbours and keeping an eye on each other contributed to par-
ticipants being valued and part of society, increasing their social connectedness.

COVID-19 pandemic
Participants reported shifts in the support that they needed and received during 
the COVID-19 pandemic. For example, some interviewees reported that to avoid 
crowded places they went grocery shopping less often or not at all, and that their 
(grand)children and neighbours helped them with this task more often during the 
pandemic than previously:

For example, now with COVID-19, not everyone dares to go outside anymore. 
Fortunately, my children do the grocery shopping, so I do not have to go myself 
in the crowd. (Participant 7)
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The participants indicated that they appreciated this support. However, this sup-
port contributed to their feeling of being a burden, as they did their shopping 
themselves before the pandemic, these seemingly minor activities gave structure 
to their daily routines.

The interviewees reported receiving different degrees of emotional support 
from their neighbours during the pandemic. Some older Surinamese adults in-
dicated that their neighbours asked them how they were doing more often than 
before the pandemic, whereas others indicated that they expected more emotional 
support from their neighbours. Participants received support from neighbours 
with whom they had regular contact before the pandemic, a majority of the par-
ticipants indicated that these neighbours also had a Surinamese background. They 
indicated that support from neighbours is essential when one is vulnerable, such 
as during the pandemic. They reported that asking neighbours whom they did not 
know for help was less appealing, even during the pandemic. Some interviewees 
did not have broad neighbourhood social networks during the pandemic, and con-
tact with neighbours was an important means of overcoming the barrier to asking 
for help. The interviewees described the current pandemic situation as difficult 
and lonely, and stated that they expected neighbours to keep an eye on each other, 
especially on the older population, as they were all in the same boat.

Also, in this situation [the COVID-19 pandemic], no one will come by to ask, 
‘How are you doing?’. And you are living in a residential community. I would 
like it if people would ask how I am doing or if they could do something for 
me. (Participant 11)

The interviewees mentioned missing emotional support, such as an occasional 
hug, from their (grand)children during the pandemic. Some participants indicated 
that they (video)called their (grand)children to remain in contact. Although not all 
participants were digitally savvy, they tried to use their smartphones to keep in 
touch with their (grand)children during the pandemic, keeping to the advice to 
maintain physical distance. Even though, they understood the wisdom of main-
taining physical distance, they reported feeling lonely more often than previously.

Health services

Support from healthcare providers
Most of the study participants indicated that they received domestic help, and 
some older Surinamese adults reported that they received support in activities of 
daily living, such as showering or dressing. Participants appreciated such support, 
as tasks such as making the bed had become difficult for them to perform:
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I am not that young anymore and I cannot do everything myself anymore. I am glad 
that I receive domestic help. (Participant 5)

COVID-19 pandemic
The interviewees expressed their appreciation that district nursing and home care 
continued to be available during the pandemic, and that the measures needed to 
ensure this availability had been taken. They indicated that home care was essen-
tial for them, as it had an impact on their daily activities. Participants also reported 
that they had received more emotional support from home care professionals, 
during the pandemic. They indicated that more time was spent protecting their 
well-being, for example by chatting, than before the pandemic. The participants 
emphasised that they appreciated these professionals more during the pandemic, 
as they were the only people whom they saw regularly:

For example, I can no longer lift, which is why I need help. We [the domestic 
helper and participant] do certain things together. I am glad that she still 
comes during the pandemic. She is the one whom I see regularly. (Participant 
9)

This indicated that the receipt of help from care professionals (e.g. district nurses) 
is essential for older Surinamese adults’ ability to continue to live independently. 
In addition, care professionals play a (more) important role in the provision of 
emotional support as well as care during a pandemic

Accessibility of health services
The interviewees indicated that they were satisfied with healthcare in the Neth-
erlands, especially in comparison with that in Surinam. They perceived health-
care before the pandemic as accessible, as healthcare services such as general 
practitioners (GPs) practices and pharmacies were close to their homes. Most 
interviewees had known their GPs for several years and had good relationships 
with them, which they indicated was essential to make healthcare accessible and 
important as they grew older.

COVID-19 pandemic
Older Surinamese adults reported that going to see their GPs for ‘small’ things was 
difficult during the pandemic, as regular healthcare had been scaled down:

We older adults are already sensitive to everything, especially with the pan-
demic now. However, you cannot go to the GP for little things now. It is a pity. 
(Participant 16)

They also mentioned that they did not know what they could expect from health-
care providers during the pandemic. They wondered how decisions about health-
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care, especially for older adults, who are generally in poorer health than younger 
people, were made in this situation. Despite the implementation of solutions such 
as the home delivery of medication and digital solutions, the interviewees felt that 
healthcare was no longer as accessible as before the pandemic since efforts made 
to keep healthcare as accessible as possible during the pandemic, did not meet 
their needs.

Social participation

Neighbourhood activities
The interviewees’ reported social participation in the neighbourhood varied, and 
included activities such as meeting for coffee, playing bingo, practicing yoga and 
being busy in an allotment garden. The interviewees indicated that these activi-
ties provided opportunities to be physically active and socialise with other people 
and functioned as a platform to meet people and foster new friendships. They 
also stated that such activities provided opportunities to remain engaged with and 
informed about their neighbourhoods. Older Surinamese adults reported that it 
was their own responsibility to maintain inclusion in the community by going to 
these neighbourhood activities, as it had a positive impact on their well-being. 
Most of the activities mentioned took place in the interviewees’ own neighbour-
hoods. However, some older Surinamese adults indicated that they travelled 
long distances to community centres where activities were organised especially 
for older adults with Surinamese backgrounds (e.g. playing Surinamese games, 
singing traditional songs). The interviewees indicated that taking part in cultural 
activities, such as Deepavali (the festival of lights) or Surinam’s Independence Day, 
was important to them, and that they travelled outside of their neighbourhoods 
when necessary to do so. They also mentioned that the participation of people 
from other backgrounds in such celebrations contributed to their feeling of con-
nectedness. Participants indicated that people purposefully spoke Dutch during 
these celebrations to include the whole society:

For example, during Divali [the festival of lights], they [the community centre 
staff] throw parties. People from various backgrounds are present at these 
parties. (Participant 10)
Yes, also multicultural. For example, we do not speak Surinamese here either, 
Srang Tongo, we speak Dutch. It is multicultural, so all people who are present 
can understand. (Participant 7)

So, it is important for older Surinamese adults to stay in touch with their culture 
by going to cultural celebrations, even if they have to travel for this. These celebra-
tions are accessible to all by speaking the Dutch language.
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COVID-19 pandemic
Older Surinamese adults reported feeling a loss of engagement in purposeful ac-
tivities (e.g. activities at community centre, volunteer work) during the pandemic. 
This loss strongly impacted most interviewees’ daily lives, as they had previously 
engaged in neighbourhood activities several times a week. In addition, the inter-
viewees reported feeling the loss of the social support that they received at these 
activities. Especially those who lived alone mentioned that they missed having 
contact with others with whom they could discuss things and that would help 
disrupt their rumination:

And when you go there [the community centre], you will have fun with other 
older adults. You can sing and talk with others. If you are worried about 
something, you can tell someone about it. However, now with the pandemic, 
that is no longer possible. Now you are alone at home. (Participant 10)

They felt that a safe place had been taken from them and that they had received 
nothing in return, which contributed to their loneliness and feelings of loss of 
engagement with community life, feelings of exclusion, which eventually had a 
negative impact on their well-being. The social distancing rules had a detrimental 
impact on the social support that older Surinamese adults received during com-
munity activities, challenging their engagement with the community during the 
pandemic. Participants indicated that they felt lonelier during than before the 
pandemic. Participants maintained contact with friends from their community 
centres by telephoning them, but emphasised that this did not replace the physical 
contact that they had previously.

Participants adapted to the loss of activities in different ways; a minority of 
the participants indicated that they actively looked for activities in and around 
their homes (i.e. doing puzzles and gardening) to keep themselves busy, reflecting 
variation in resilience:

I used to go away a lot. But that is done now. I like culture, so now I read a lot 
and I do puzzles. My brain and memory are good and I want to keep it sharp. 
I can keep it sharp by taking an interest in what is happening today and by 
doing things that keep my brain active. (Participant 11)

Thus, older Surinamese adults may find it challenging to cope with the loss of 
activities during the pandemic and require support to enable them to do this and 
to remain engaged in community life.
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Respect and social inclusion

Social cohesion in the neighbourhood
The study participants indicated that they had lived in their current neighbour-
hoods for decades and knew their neighbourhoods well. They reported sharing 
joys and sorrows with neighbours whom they had known for decades, which 
contributed to a sense of belonging to the community. They stated that they knew 
the local people and stores and recognised familiar faces, which they perceived as 
inviting greetings and chatting (e.g. with shopkeepers):

You go to shops where the employees know who you are and know what you 
come for. We always have a chat. At home I am alone. So when you go outside, 
you can chat with someone whom you see regularly. You do not have to tell 
everything, but you can have a chat. (Participant 15)

COVID-19 pandemic
Older Surinamese adults appreciated this attention from familiar people in their 
neighbourhood, which made them feel like a part of the community. During the 
pandemic they missed this attention as they had spent less time outside during the 
pandemic than previously. The participants indicated that greetings made them 
feel respected, and that one receives respect when one gives it to others.

Older Surinamese adults reported that the composition of their neighbourhood 
had changed over the years, with the loss of neighbours due, for example, to relo-
cation or death. They stated that connecting with new neighbours was not always 
easy. For example, some interviewees indicated that their neighbourhoods now 
contained many students or young families, who are often busy. They stated that 
they would appreciate new neighbours’ coming to introduce themselves because 
they feel it is important to know who lives where:

I am not very active in the neighbourhood; however, it is important to know 
your neighbours. Knowing you belong to the neighbourhood. When people see 
me walking on the street or see me standing at the bus stop, then they know 
‘Oh yes, that lady lives nearby’. (Participant 12)

Participants indicated that it used to be common to introduce yourself to the 
neighbours, but not currently, which has negatively affected the social cohesion 
of the neighbourhood. Older Surinamese adults indicated that this was essential 
to know the neighbours, for example, in case of an emergency or to share infor-
mation about the neighbourhood. The interviewees had mixed experiences with 
respect towards older adults in their neighbourhoods. For example, addressing 
someone regarding their behaviour was not always appreciated:
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They [boys at the bus stop] started berating me. Say some words that you can-
not say. I was with my walker and looked at them, but I said nothing. Other-
wise, they would beat me up. Yes, I am afraid of those things. (Participant 8)

Participants felt that one must think about what one wants to say because some 
exchanges can lead to arguments, and they feared physical violence, which con-
tributed to their feelings of vulnerability and exclusion and had a negative impact 
on the social cohesion of the neighbourhood.

Multicultural neighbourhoods
All study participants indicated that they lived in multicultural neighbourhoods 
(those populated by native people and people with migration backgrounds). They 
felt that the consideration of cultural norms and values was essential to show 
respect, as all of them lived in multicultural neighbourhoods. They noted that in 
general, older adults with, for example, Turkish or Moroccan backgrounds do not 
master the Dutch language well, making communication with them difficult. The 
interviewees indicated that they and such people greeted each other, but could not 
converse more (e.g. ask how the other is doing), which made connecting difficult. 
Some interviewees indicated that connecting with younger neighbours with Turk-
ish and Moroccan backgrounds was easier, given their better mastery of the Dutch 
language:

I do feel that it is easier to get in touch with young people than older ones. 
Especially because the language is a barrier. Older adults who do not speak the 
Dutch language move a bit in their own group. (Participant 2)

Although participants could not communicate well with some of their neighbours 
who do not speak Dutch well, they felt it was important to share cultural practices 
with them, by sharing food. They stated that such experiences contributed to their 
feelings of connectedness and inclusion in the community.

Surinamese Creole participants indicated that they had felt discriminated 
against in the past due to their Surinamese backgrounds, but that the multicultural 
compositions of their neighbourhoods contributed to their feeling of connected-
ness with their neighbours:

A lot of people from the first batch are gone. Now I do not notice any dis-
crimination here anymore. More migrants have also come to live here. The 
Dutch have made way for the migrants. It is also easier to make a connection. 
(Participant 3)

They felt that their cultural norms and values were more accepted currently than 
in the past, and they believed that this acceptance was also attributable to the 
multicultural compositions of their neighbourhoods.
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Housing

Supportive residential complexes
Older Surinamese people indicated that features of their home environments 
affected their social lives, independence and, ultimately, well-being. They stated 
that barriers in their residential complexes (e.g. stairs) prevented them from go-
ing outside, and potentially impacted their ability to receive guests, as many of 
their friends were also older and would have difficulty, for example, using stairs. 
The interviewees, and especially those with mobility limitations, expressed their 
preference for features such as elevators, automatic doors and even floors, which 
facilitated their entry and exit from their buildings:

I am not mobile. You have seen, you just have to push those buttons and 
those doors fly open and we have an elevator. It is a bit of sheltered living. 
(Participant 11)

This indicates that these features of the residential complexes in a neighbourhood 
have a great impact on the (daily) lives of older Surinamese adults.

Older Surinamese adults with mobility limitations had been offered home 
modification services, such as the installation of grab bars and removal of steps 
in their homes, to support them in their home environments. Interviewees with 
no limitation indicated that they were familiar with the municipal home modifi-
cation programmes, but specified that modifications were offered only to those 
with health limitations, and not as preventive measures. They felt negative about 
the requirement that they had to be ill before they could modify their homes in 
a supportive manner; they believed that prevention would be better than a cure. 
One participant indicated that she had installed grab bars in her bathroom on her 
own, although she did not yet need them, so that she was prepared for the future.

Some interviewees indicated that they would like to live in senior housing, 
where they believed they would receive advanced support for older adults. How-
ever, they felt that staying in their neighbourhoods was essential. They noted that 
senior housing in their neighbourhoods was fully occupied, with long waiting lists:

You are 80 years old and you have to climb the stairs four high with the 
groceries. There are a lot of older adults who have to use stairs, which is an 
obstacle for them. One of the complaints that you have as you get older is knee 
problems. So, when they do not have an elevator, they do not want to go down 
and back up. There are senior residences in the area, but they are all occupied. 
(Participant 14)

The interviewees further indicated that housing specifically for older adults with 
Surinamese backgrounds was present in their neighbourhoods. In addition, 
Hindustani Surinamese interviewees reported the availability of group living for 
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Hindustani Surinamese in their neighbourhoods. However, the preference for 
Surinamese-dedicated or regular senior housing differed among interviewees. 
Participants indicated that norms, cultural aspects, and traditional cuisine were 
important considerations contributing to their preferences, as was the need to 
move to another neighbourhood (with consequences for social contacts) due to 
the unavailability of housing specifically for older Surinamese adults in some 
interviewees’ neighbourhoods.

Outdoor spaces and buildings

Accessibility in the neighbourhood
Interviewees without mobility limitations indicated that public buildings were 
accessible for them, but that they could imagine that places such as shops with 
narrow aisles would not be accessible for older adults with health impairments 
(e.g. walking or visual limitation). Those with mobility limitations indicated that 
most public buildings were accessible to them due to features such as automatic 
doors, doors that are propped open and elevators:

I think if you are in a wheelchair or when you have a walker, some places are 
difficult to access. Some shops. However, nowadays most shops have sliding 
doors or doors are kept open. So it is getting better for older adults. (Partici-
pant 17)

Interviewees noted that the accessibility of public spaces was essential for social 
engagement since inaccessible public spaces prevented older adults with mobility 
limitations from meeting with others at these places.

Places to socialize with others
In addition to providing resting places, benches provided opportunities to socialise 
with others and contributed to the feeling of inclusion:

Having benches is also inviting to take a walk and then enjoy the weather. 
Sometimes you get talking to others. (Participant 1)

It supported older Surinamese people’s ability to go for walks and engage in active 
lifestyles. Interviewees described green spaces and parks as free and accessible 
places to meet up with friends and meet new people, which contributed to com-
munity engagement. In general, the interviewees had positive opinions regarding 
the availability of benches in their neighbourhoods. However, the accessibility of 
park locations appeared to differ among neighbourhoods. The interviewees also 
mentioned libraries as free and accessible places to meet others and cultivate one’s 
interests, as well as places where activities and lectures were held. They indicated 
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that going to the library was an important way for them to take part in society and 
stay up to date:

Sometimes I go to the library at […]. But now everything is closed. There are 
many people there, so you can meet other people there. All kinds of people, 
men, women, older adults. When I go there, I just talk with them. So, it is a 
way to meet new people and sometimes you keep in touch. (Participant 12)

COVID-19 pandemic
Some interviewees indicated that they went for walks less often during the pan-
demic due to the lack of resting places, as public benches in their neighbourhoods 
had been removed or made unavailable. However, other interviewees indicated 
that benches with 1.5 m spacing of seats, according to the social distancing rule, 
were available in their neighbourhoods. Thus, the extent to which communities 
supported older adults’ ability to go outside and engage with community life dur-
ing the pandemic differed among neighbourhoods.

Neighbourhood facilities
The study interviewees stated that they appreciated having shops that carried 
traditional Surinamese herbs and vegetables in their neighbourhoods, as they had 
previously had to travel long distances to such shops:

It’s nice to have a Surinamese toko nearby, sometimes you want to make a 
Surinamese dish. (Participant 6)

They mentioned that the availability of a Surinamese toko in the neighbourhood 
contributed to their feelings of social inclusion and belonging.

COVID-19 pandemic
Older Surinamese adults valued having various destinations (e.g. different su-
permarkets, pharmacies, libraries, cafés) at walking distance in their neighbour-
hoods, as they made going for walks appealing. They also noted that features such 
as places to rest and public toilets supported them in going out and engagement 
with the community. They reported that the closure of public toilets during the 
COVID-19 pandemic reduced their confidence and discouraged them from going 
outside, and indeed they had spent less time outside during the pandemic than 
previously. They emphasised the importance of keep moving for their general 
health, especially when recommended by physiotherapists.



5

139

Transportation

Transportation options
The interviewees reported that they used various transportation options, depend-
ing on the distance of their destinations. Interviewees with mobility limitations 
reported that they used mobility scooters to travel longer distances, which allowed 
them to remain independent and supported them in going outside and taking part 
in society:

And I have a mobility scooter, which is very convenient for me. I would not be 
able to do my grocery shopping on my own if I did not have a mobility scooter. 
(Participant 13)

The interviewees perceived public transport as a key resource that helped them 
to remain independent and participate regularly in community life. They were 
satisfied with the public transport in their neighbourhoods, as it was reliable and 
easy to use, with stops within walking distance from their homes and various op-
tions (e.g. tram, bus, metro). Interviewees with health and mobility limitations 
indicated that they preferred to use tailor-made transport (which was available 
specifically for people aged ≥ 75 years and those with such limitations) or travel by 
car as a passenger, because they were brought from door to door so that they did 
not have to walk long distances. Various travel options for older adults contributed 
to the age-friendliness of a neighbourhood, as older adults could decide for them-
selves what was feasible for them.

You can take tram 1, 9, 15. And on the other side there are other options. You 
can also take the bus. (Participant 14)

COVID-19 pandemic
The study participants indicated that they had used public transport less during 
the COVID-19 pandemic, in part due to the cancellation of many activities in which 
they were previously engaged (e.g. social activities at community centres). In ad-
dition, despite the health and safety measures implemented for public transport 
use, they indicated that they would rather use tailor-made transport, where the 
limitation on the number of passengers made them feel safer:

Now with the pandemic, I do not want to make use of public transport. You do 
not know in advance how busy it is. With tailor-made transport they help you 
and there are fewer passengers. (Participant 5)

Accessibility of transportation
The interviewees reported that the accessibility of public transport varied through-
out their neighbourhoods, as some stops were lower than the vehicle entrances. 
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Especially for those who used walkers or wheelchairs, these stops were not acces-
sible:

Sometimes stops are very low, which makes it difficult to get on or off the tram. 
They have made some stops a bit higher now, but not all of them. And you do 
not always know where the stops are too low. (Participant 2)

Some interviewees suggested that public transport users should be made more 
aware of the accessibility of the next stop, such as by announcements made in the 
vehicles. In addition, they emphasised that they would appreciate extra time at 
stops to exit and enter public transport vehicles.

The study participants perceived tailor-made transport as a ‘specialised ser-
vice’ that was more accessible for older adults than public transport. They indi-
cated that the tailor-made transport staff seemed to be able to deal well with older 
adults, helping them to get in and out and putting on their seat belts. In addition, 
they waited until everyone was seated before driving, which was often not the 
case on public transport. The interviewees indicated that they appreciated these 
measures, and for this reason preferred to use tailor-made transport.

Communication and information

Information exchange
Some study participants reported that they communicated with their neighbours 
through WhatsApp, for example, to inform each other about neighbourhood ac-
tivities, to alert neighbours of a bicycle in the way or to report noise nuisance:

We also have a group app with neighbours in it. If there is anything or when 
we want to give information about occasions in the neighbourhood, we for-
ward it to each other. (Participant 7)

Participants appreciated this way of communication because wider groups of 
people could be reached. However, not all study participants had smartphones 
enabling neighbourhood app use, suggesting that they would be excluded from 
relevant information about their neighbourhoods. The interviewees reported 
that their main source of information about neighbourhood activities and events 
was other people. They indicated that they received less information of this type 
during the pandemic, as they had less contact with other older adults whom they 
had previously met at neighbourhood activities (e.g. at community centres). The 
interviewees indicated that they received information about community care and 
support from their GPs. They also felt that their GPs could inform them about 
activities specific to older adults:

I think the GP can also help you with addresses, for example, about home 
modification. (Participant 2)
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These statements suggest that the social network is an important source of infor-
mation about the neighbourhood, in addition, older Surinamese adults assume 
that they can obtain information about ‘ageing’ from their GP.

COVID-19 pandemic
Information about the current situation in the Netherlands regarding COVID-19, 
related measures and their relaxation has been provided through press confer-
ences. The interviewees reported that they had watched the news on public broad-
casting outlets to follow national and international developments regarding the 
pandemic. In general, they indicated that they had understood such information; 
when something was unclear to them, they had asked their children or someone 
in their social networks to clarify. Thus, their social networks had had impacts 
on the information that they received. Indeed, some interviewees mentioned the 
importance of having a broad network or social capital, which facilitates the col-
lection of information:

You have to go after a lot of things yourself, if those people [acquaintances] 
have already done that for you, then they will tell you. Then you do not have 
to do it from the beginning, that makes a difference. (Participant 15)

Participants reported that most of the (extra) information (e.g. fact sheets) about 
the pandemic provided by the Dutch government could be found online. Some 
participants indicated that they had access to this information through family 
members or friends who were well versed in digital technology. The majority of the 
participants indicated that they were unable to find this information themselves.

Civic participation

Volunteering
The interviewees emphasised the value of community centres, which offer 
neighbourhood activities and a place where older adults can volunteer. Many 
interviewees reported that they volunteered to keep themselves busy and in touch 
with others. However, the interviewees noted that older adults are not able to 
do everything they could do in the past, for example, due to reduced energy and 
that volunteer work should be designed to accommodate their capabilities. They 
described the community centres where they volunteered as open to everyone and 
as places where people could meet, learn, and socialise, which contributed to their 
well-being and their feeling of being valued.
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COVID-19 pandemic
They mentioned that they missed their volunteer work, which had been suspended 
with the closure of community centres during the pandemic. They indicated that 
the disappearance of physical and social activities in which they had previously 
participated had impacts on their daily lives and social contact. Participants re-
ported that volunteering gave them structure throughout the week and a sense of 
doing something useful. During the pandemic, the maintenance of such structure 
was challenging, which reduced their well-being. As mentioned in the section on 
neighbourhood activities, some participants actively looked for activities to keep 
themselves busy, but the degree to which they did so varied.

Making decisions about the neighbourhood
The study participants indicated that they were infrequently involved in decision 
making about their neighbourhoods, which they viewed as a pity, especially as 
they were getting older and had different needs:

And we older adults we grow older. What we need is, to live as comfortably as 
possible. You notice it when you get older, you will get other needs. (Partici-
pant 1)

They mentioned that they would like to raise some points about neighbourhood is-
sues, but that they did not know how or where to do so. Some interviewees felt that 
such raising of issues was pointless because they had already been ‘written off’:

We [the participant and partner] have made some suggestions in the past, but 
they did nothing with them. People from the municipality do not even look at 
it I guess. They have their own ideas. (Participant 5)

These findings indicate that older Surinamese adults feel a need to be involved in 
choices made about their neighbourhood since their needs change as they grow 
older. This is especially important in order to adapt policies to the needs of older 
Surinamese adults.

DISCUSSION

This study was conducted to explore how older Surinamese adults in the Nether-
lands experienced their neighbourhoods’ age-friendliness, as a vital city indicator, 
in general and during the COVID-19 pandemic. It provides novel insights into this 
experience and changes in this population’s needs concerning neighbourhood 
age-friendliness during the pandemic. Experiences with the domains of commu-
nity support and health services, social participation, respect and social inclusion, 
outdoor spaces and buildings, transportation, communication and information, 
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and civic participation changed during the pandemic. Several physical and social 
neighbourhood features were discussed which contributed to the age-friendliness 
of the neighbourhood (e.g. supportive residential complexes, transportation op-
tions); those that detracted from it included for example decision making about 
neighbourhoods without listening to the needs of older adults and the accessibility 
of healthcare during the pandemic.

The study participants emphasised the importance of neighbourhood features 
that had impacts on their social lives, such as social support and social participa-
tion, which supported their participation in community life and ultimately had 
positive impacts on their well-being. They also emphasised the importance of 
supportive neighbourhood features that enabled them to remain physically active 
and engaged with community life during the pandemic.

In line with previous research, this study showed that community and family 
support is essential for older Surinamese adults’ experience of neighbourhood 
age-friendliness [15, 85]. Neighbours and (grand)children played prominent roles 
in the provision of support to the study participants. Participants expected more 
support from neighbours during the pandemic, but not all of them received it, 
which affected their resilience. Neighbourhoods in which social ties are strong 
tend to be more resilient, recover more easily and facilitate adaption to crises [86-
88]. This study shows that in times of a pandemic support from neighbours has a 
more prominent role among older Surinamese adults, having an impact on their 
resilience.

The majority of the participants reported that they received support from 
neighbours with Surinamese backgrounds. Turkish and Moroccan migrants in the 
Netherlands are more strongly embedded in their neighbourhoods than are Dutch 
natives, which gives them more access to neighbourhood support [89], but this fac-
tor has not been explored for Surinamese migrants. Given our findings, we suggest 
that older Surinamese adults’ ethnic backgrounds affect their receipt of support.

The loss of their social support systems, which included their (grand)children, 
neighbours and friends (from their community centres), as well as social cohe-
sion in the neighbourhood seemed to have a negative impact on older Surinamese 
adults’ well-being. Participants adapted to this situation by using technology to 
stay in touch with family and friends, however, this did not replace the physical 
contact with them that they had before the pandemic. Indeed, previous research 
showed that visiting family and friends, but not daily telephone or digital contact 
with them, was associated with better well-being of older Surinamese adults [90]; 
in other words, physical social interaction is more valuable than digital social 
interaction. Our findings and those of other studies [91, 92] indicate that although 
social technology is a way to stay engaged with family and friends even during a 
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pandemic, not all older adults have adapted to digital solutions and it surely does 
not replace face-to-face contact and the need for an occasional hug.

In the Netherlands, less-urgent healthcare was postponed and care was deliv-
ered remotely when possible during the pandemic, which affected the accessibility 
of healthcare services [93], as confirmed by the participants in this study. Although 
the Dutch healthcare system adapted to the pandemic by providing telephone and 
digital consultations, the participants did not mention these measures, suggesting 
that they did not contribute to the accessibility of healthcare for this population 
group. Indeed, research shows that certain social groups, such as migrants, are 
disproportionately affected by certain social responses during the pandemic [8-
10].

Participants indicated that they received more emotional support from district 
nurses during the pandemic, which had a positive impact on their well-being. 
Given the pressure on home care in the Netherlands [94], it is especially important 
to find solutions for this since district nurses also give emotional support to older 
adults besides medical care. In times of the pandemic this was especially impor-
tant for the participants.

In line with previous research [95], our findings show that neighbourhood 
activities provided opportunities for older Surinamese adults to have physically 
and socially active lives. Previous research on the loss of neighbourhood activities 
during the pandemic has focused mainly on quantitative outcome measures (e.g. 
the frequency of social interactions or receipt of social support) [47], rather than 
older adults’ experience of this loss. This study revealed that older Surinamese 
adults felt socially excluded with the loss of neighbourhood activities and that it 
was challenging for the majority of participants to find activities that they could do 
during the pandemic, resulting in lower levels of well-being. Not all participants 
had the skills required to maintain positive adaptation to this loss, resulting in 
differences in resilience.

The Dutch government has provided tools to help people deal with the CO-
VID-19 pandemic, but most materials have focused on how to comply with the 
measures implemented, rather than how to deal with the situation in daily life 
[96]. Telephone helplines were available to answer questions about COVID-19 [97]. 
However, the older Surinamese adults who participated in this study expressed 
that dealing with the impacts of the pandemic on their daily lives was challenging, 
suggesting that these resources do not meet the needs of this population.

This study showed that older Surinamese adults prefer to live in residential 
complexes that support their independence, which has a positive effect on their 
well-being. The current literature on ageing in place in the Netherlands focuses 
mainly on the general older population [22, 98-101]. As differences in age-related 
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wishes have been detected between and within migrant groups, the inclusion of 
and separate examination of migrant groups in such research is important [102] 
to improve policy development and the creation of age-friendly environments for 
all older adults. For example, Surinamese Hindustani interviewees in this study 
frequently raised the issue of the availability of group living specifically for older 
adults with Surinamese backgrounds, suggesting that this form of living is more 
popular in this group than in other groups with Surinamese backgrounds in the 
Netherlands. Indeed, previous research in the Netherlands has revealed differ-
ences in living preferences among Surinamese population groups; for example, 
Surinamese Creole people prefer to live independently, with or without care [103]. 
As some older Surinamese adults indicated that moving to senior housing in their 
neighbourhoods was challenging, as such facilities were fully occupied, recogni-
tion of the significance of supportive residential complexes for older adults is im-
portant. These complexes support older adults’ maintenance of positive adaptions 
during ageing (e.g. with mobility limitations), enabling them to live independently 
and actively in their communities [104].

Participants did not mention any pandemic-specific factor in the housing do-
main, but as they spent more time in their homes during the pandemic, challenges 
that they experienced at home may have been especially important.

Participants identified several features that contributed to the age-friendliness 
of their neighbourhoods, supporting their engagement in community life and con-
tributing to their feeling of inclusiveness. However, the degree of adaptiveness to 
support participants’ well-being realisation during the pandemic differed across 
and within neighbourhoods. For example, changes in the physical environments of 
their neighbourhoods with the implementation of pandemic-related measures (e.g. 
making benches unavailable due to the 1.5-meter distance requirement) discour-
aged them from going for walks (e.g. because they had no place to rest). However, 
such changes that discouraged physical activity were not made in all interviewees’ 
neighbourhoods, revealing differences in the extent to which neighbourhoods in 
the Netherlands supported older (Surinamese) adults’ ability to go outside and 
engage in active lifestyles during the pandemic. Pandemic-related measures must 
consider the capabilities of older adults to help them maintain physically active 
lifestyles, as sedentary behaviour is associated with lower levels of health and 
well-being [105, 106].

With the rapid ageing of populations, the creation of environments that support 
(native and migrant) older adults’ engagement in physically and socially active 
lives for the realisation of optimal well-being is essential. Research indicates that 
the involvement of older adults in the creation of age-friendly environments is es-
sential for public health policy [107], as these residents experience challenges and 
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opportunities regarding age-friendliness. As a member of the WHO’s age-friendly 
cities consortium, the Hague involves older adults in this manner [108]. Although 
not a consortium member, Rotterdam implements strategies for age-friendly city 
development, such as the provision of home modification options and free public 
transport for people aged ≥ 65 years [109]. However, the involvement of older 
migrants, with their distinct experiences and perceptions, in the development of 
age-friendly neighbourhoods remains rare. Indeed, our study shows that older 
Surinamese adults would like to be involved in neighbourhood decisions, but that 
they do not feel involved and do not know how they can contribute actively. In 
future research, investigation of the effects of differences in municipal policy on 
the experience of neighbourhood age-friendliness would be of interest.

In line with other findings [85, 110, 111], our findings suggest that the age-
friendly domains are highly interconnected. For example, this study showed that 
participants had to travel long distances to community centres where Surinamese 
activities were organised. Presumably, older Surinamese adults with travel limita-
tions were not able to attend these activities, resulting in social exclusion. Mu-
nicipal policies must meet this population’s need for Surinamese activities (social 
participation), which has an impact on their feeling of social inclusion. Second, re-
search conducted mainly in large cities in the Netherlands has revealed that many 
older adults live in unsuitable homes [112]. Participants in this study emphasised 
the importance of having elevators in their residential complexes to make this 
form of housing suitable for them, as this factor affects their entry into and exit 
from the building, and thereby their social lives (social inclusion/social participa-
tion). Almost half of adults aged ≥ 65 years in the Netherlands live in unsuitable 
housing [113], and policies need to be adapted to address this issue. Lastly, this 
study showed that neighbourhood activities provided opportunities to be physi-
cally and socially active (social participation) and were essential for participants to 
remain engaged with and informed about their neighbourhoods (communication 
and information). Interactions between and within age-friendly domains should 
be considered during the development of age-friendly environments and policies. 
For example, places that older adults often visit, such as neighbourhood centres 
(social participation), could serve as the main locations where older adults can 
receive information (communication and information).

Strength and limitations
A strength of this study is the timing; the interviews were conducted during the 
second peak of COVID-19 in the Netherlands. Participants had already experi-
enced the lockdown measures in the Netherlands at the time of the interviews; 
they had time to adjust to the situation, however, they were still experiencing 
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it. The inclusion of older adults with various Surinamese backgrounds in this 
study enabled us to capture an in-depth view of this heterogeneous population’s 
experiences concerning age-friendly neighbourhoods during the pandemic in the 
Netherlands. In addition, the first author visited study participants in their homes, 
which enabled contact with vulnerable people who otherwise would not have 
been reached. The involvement of multiple researchers in the analysis reduced 
researcher bias. Despite these strengths, this study has several limitations. Its re-
sults apply only to the older Surinamese population in the Netherlands; findings in 
other population groups in the Netherlands and other countries may be different, 
despite the similarity of pandemic mitigation measures implemented across the 
world. In addition, the study participants lived in only two municipalities; future 
research should include older adults living in a more diverse range of municipali-
ties to ensure better representation which will contribute to our understanding of 
the barriers to the implementation of age-friendly initiatives in the Netherlands. 
Additionally, given that this study is qualitative, we only investigated respondent’s 
experiences of within and between neighbourhood variations.

Policy recommendations
Based on the findings of this study, we make several policy suggestions. First, this 
study revealed the importance of bench availability, which facilitates older Suri-
namese adults’ walking in their neighbourhoods. This factor is especially impor-
tant during a pandemic, when older Surinamese adults (and possibly older adults 
in general) are discouraged from walking outside when benches are not available. 
This factor has a negative impact on this population’s social life, as benches are 
places where older Surinamese adults socialise with others. Outdoor spaces and 
built environments can be structured to promote mobility, socialisation and safety 
during a pandemic, such as with the provision of masks, handwashing stations 
and a variety of sanitised seating options in public places [114]. Stickers could be 
used to indicate where people can sit in accordance with social distancing rules.

Second, study participants indicated that the tools that the Dutch govern-
ment provided during the pandemic did not meet their needs; they preferred 
social support, rather than helplines on which they could ask questions about 
COVID-19. Indeed, the removal of social barriers during the pandemic to reach 
migrant populations (e.g. at temples) seemed to be essential to inform them about 
COVID-19 vaccinations [115], emphasising the importance of social contact for 
older migrants. We recommend that the government make telephone lines avail-
able for volunteers to actively call older adults to ask about their well-being, which 
would enable monitoring and the provision of support to vulnerable individuals. 
Additionally, helplines do not require access to the internet or sophisticated digital 
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devices, making them accessible to older adults who are not digitally savvy. Tele-
phone interventions have been shown to effectively reach socially isolated older 
adults and improve their well-being [116].

Policymakers could use the findings of the current study to inform their assess-
ment of current policies and to guide future actions and interventions undertaken 
by various stakeholders, such as municipalities and community organisations. 
Our findings may also help municipalities to identify gaps in current policies.

CONCLUSION

Research shows that older adults are less likely to be prepared for crises and may 
experience challenges in responding to crisis situations due to advancing age 
[117], this especially holds for older migrant populations. Age-friendly neighbour-
hoods have been shown to support older adults in responding better in times of 
crisis [18, 20]. This study showed that certain age-friendly features promoted older 
Surinamese adults’ positive responses to the negative experience of the pandemic. 
However, resilience seemed to differ within and across neighbourhoods during the 
pandemic (e.g. support for the maintenance of physically active lifestyles). Some 
neighbourhoods adapted to such challenges and others did not, reducing older 
adults’ opportunities to realise well-being needs together (a prerequisite for com-
munity development) [3,4]. As parts of vital cities, age-friendly neighbourhoods 
offer supportive and adaptive living environments that enable older residents to 
age within them and optimise their well-being [1, 2]. Participants who lived in 
neighbourhoods with strong social networks seemed to be better supported by 
their neighbours during the pandemic, indicating that these networks are essential 
resources. Resources in the neighbourhood, such as supportive neighbours, pro-
vide a context for individual resilience on the neighbourhood level [118]. Involv-
ing older (Surinamese) adults in the development of age-friendly public policies 
(related to COVID-19) in the Netherlands could help age-friendly neighbourhood 
development, as an indicator of a vital city, and make the pandemic manageable 
for this population.
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ABSTRACT

In the western world, the ageing population is becoming more ethnically diverse. 
Research has shown the importance of physical and social neighbourhood 
resources for the well-being realisation of older adults. However, the relative 
importance of neighbourhood resources for the well-being realisation of older 
Surinamese adults remains unknown. We conducted a Q-methodology study in 
April–July 2022 to capture the variety of viewpoints of older adults (age ≥ 65 years) 
with Surinamese backgrounds in the Netherlands on neighbourhood age-friend-
liness and well-being realisation. A purposive sample of 33 participants ranked 
38 neighbourhood-related opinion statements according to their importance for 
their well-being and explained their rankings during follow-up interviews. By-
person factor analysis of the data was conducted to identify common patterns in 
the statement rankings. Three distinct viewpoints in which various aspects were 
considered to be important were extracted: 1) a safe neighbourhood in which to 
stay socially active, 2) a supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent 
and 3) a well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents. These results 
suggest that not all older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands find the same 
neighbourhood resources to be important for the realisation of well-being.
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INTRODUCTION

In the Western world, the ageing population is becoming more ethnically diverse. 
In the Netherlands, Surinamese people form one of the largest groups with non-
western migration backgrounds and are concentrated in neighbourhoods in large 
cities [1]. Research has shown that physical and social neighbourhood resources 
affect the well-being of older adults [2-7]. For example, accessible green spaces 
provide opportunities for relaxation and social and physical activities [8], and so-
cial cohesion and support among neighbours provide affective support, increase 
self-esteem and enhance mutual respect [9]. With ageing, people may experience 
physical, psychological and social changes (e.g. mobility limitations, reduction of 
social networks), making them more likely to depend on neighbourhood resources. 
A safe and convenient living environment can support older adults’ adaptation to 
such changes and contribute to their well-being [7].

Age-friendly cities are urban environments in which older adults are actively 
involved, valued and supported, with physical and social infrastructure and ser-
vices that effectively accommodate their needs [10]. The age-friendliness of a 
neighbourhood can be described in terms of resources in eight domains: outdoor 
spaces and buildings, transport, housing, social participation, respect and social 
inclusion, civic participation, community support and health services, and com-
munication and information [11, 12]. Research on neighbourhood age-friendliness 
in the Netherlands has focused mainly on the general older population, with the 
underrepresentation of older adults with migration backgrounds [13-15]. As cul-
tural factors influence individuals’ attitudes toward ageing [16], neighbourhood 
interaction [17] and well-being [18, 19], requirements for age-friendly neighbour-
hood development for well-being realisation may differ between native Dutch and 
migrant older people (see Nieboer & Cramm, 2022 for further theoretical elabora-
tion [20]). Although neighbourhood age-friendliness is known to positively affect 
the well-being of older adults, little is known about how such neighbourhoods are 
related to older adults’, and especially older migrants’, realisation of well-being 
[21].

In the Netherlands, older adults with migration backgrounds are more likely 
to live in disadvantaged and less-maintained neighbourhoods than native older 
adults [22, 23]. In general, such neighbourhoods have poor housing conditions and 
reduced accessibility to physical and social infrastructure, which can have nega-
tive impacts on the realisation of well-being. Various neighbourhood resources 
are known to be essential for older people’s well-being realisation [2-7]. However, 
the relative importance of these resources and how older Surinamese adults in the 
Netherlands experience them remain unclear. This study was conducted to exam-
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ine this population’s viewpoints on their well-being realisation in their neighbour-
hoods. This study contributes to the promotion of more inclusive policies for older 
adults to grow old in their own neighbourhood that meet the demands of diverse 
groups of older adults.

METHODS

Population
The Surinamese population is one of the largest groups with non-Wester back-
grounds in the Netherlands. Surinam, located on the north-eastern Atlantic 
coast of South America, obtained independence from the Netherlands in 1975. 
Its population is diverse in terms of culture and geographic origin and includes 
Surinamese Chinese, Surinamese Javanese, Surinamese Creole (of West African 
descent) and Surinamese Hindustani (of Indian descent) individuals [24]. The 
majority of Surinamese individuals in the Netherlands have Surinamese Creole 
and Surinamese Hindustani backgrounds. Most Surinamese people speak Dutch 
well, as it is an official language of Surinam; this characteristic distinguishes this 
group from other migrant groups in the Netherlands.

Almost 13% of the older Surinamese population in the Netherlands is aged ≥ 75 
years [25]. The majority of older Surinamese adults live alone, and slightly more 
than half are women [25]. In general, the socio-economic status (e.g. education 
and income levels) of older Surinamese migrants is lower than that of older Dutch 
natives [26]. Surinamese people have worse health than native Dutch people; they 
are more likely to develop (multiple) chronic diseases [27, 28]. Additionally, social 
frailty (e.g. living alone, having little social support) seems to be more prevalent 
among Surinamese than among native Dutch older adults [29], suggesting that the 
former have weak social networks and are thus more likely to depend on neigh-
bourhood resources. A recent literature review confirmed that the research on the 
well-being of older migrants, including older Surinamese people, in the Nether-
lands is scarce; included studies examined the well-being of older Moroccan and 
Turkish, but not Surinamese adults [30]. Thus, research on the well-being of older 
Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands is needed.

This study was conducted in four cities in the Netherlands, namely: Amster-
dam, Rotterdam, the Hague and Utrecht. In 2022, the majority of older adults with 
a non-Western migration background lived in these four cities [25]. Participants 
were recruited living in different districts of these cities to secure variation within 
the study population (Figure 1). Eligible individuals were community-dwelling and 
had not been abroad for >6 months in the previous year. The Ethics Review Com-
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mittee of Erasmus University Rotterdam approved this study (no. ETH2122-0125), 
and all participants provided written informed consent to study participation and 
audio recording of the interviews.

As the aim of Q-methodology research is to explore the variety of viewpoints 
that people hold, and not to make claims about the people expressing them, par-
ticipants were recruited by purposive sampling and in diff erent districts of the 
target cities to ensure diversity. Multiple recruitment strategies, including the le-
veraging of the fi rst author’s (WJ’s) network, community canvassing, social media 
posts and snowball sampling from an initial set of participants, were used. The 
Network of Older Migrants’ Organizations (Netwerk Organisaties voor Oudere Mi-
granten) facilitated contact with key community members, whom the fi rst author 
visited or called to explain the goal of the research and what would be expected 
during the interviews held for the study. These key community members then 

Figure 1. Overview of the neighbourhoods in which participants lived in Amsterdam, Rotterdam, the Hague 
and Utrecht.
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introduced the first author to potential participants, who were provided with writ-
ten materials containing information about the purpose of the study, what could 
be expected during the interviews, and the first author’s contact details. A small 
financial incentive (30-euro gift voucher) was used to help recruit participants.

Design
This study was part of a larger research programme examining well-being realisa-
tion and age-friendly neighbourhoods for older native and migrant adults in the 
Netherlands [20]. It was performed using the Q-methodology, which combines 
qualitative and quantitative methods for the systematic examination of experi-
ences and perspectives (i.e. beliefs, opinions, values) [31, 32]. A Q-study entails the 
following three steps: 1) Q-set development, 2) data collection, and 3) statistical 
analysis and factor interpretation.

Q-set development
A set of opinion statements (Q-set) was developed to identify factors that older 
Surinamese adults considered to be essential to their well-being realisation in 
their neighbourhoods. A literature review was conducted to identify potentially 
relevant factors, based on the World Health Organization’s (2007) framework for 
age-friendly cities and other relevant literature, such as policy documents. A full 
list of publications consulted during Q-set development is provided in the Ap-
pendix. The research team identified recurrent themes and concepts as relevant 
for the measurement of the age-friendliness of neighbourhood resources for 
inclusion in the Q-set (Table 2). The comprehensibility and unambiguity of the 
statements in the initial Q-sets were assessed during pilot interviews with partici-
pants, and these participants’ responses and comments were considered in weekly 
meetings of the research team. Any ambiguity revealed by several participants’ 
responses resulted in the adjustment of a statement, followed by a reassessment of 
the statement’s perceived meaning in an interview with a new participant. Thus, 
the Q-set was developed iteratively, with interview responses serving as feedback 
about its usability. This approach enabled the validation of Q-set development. 
The entire process continued until interviews no longer provided new findings. 
The statements in the final Q-set were printed on equally sized and styled cards. A 
forced-choice grid was developed for participants’ sorting of the statements; it had 
a quasi-normal and symmetrical distribution ranging from –4 (least important) to 
4 (most important; Figure 2).
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Data collection
The fi rst author conducted individual interviews (~1 hour long) at participants’ 
homes, in public places (e.g. neighbourhood centres) and at Erasmus University 
Rotterdam in April–July 2022. The interviews were audio recorded. Each partici-
pant was provided with an introduction letter, an informed consent form, the 
Q-set statements and the sorting grid. Following an explanation of the process, the 
participants were asked to sort the statements according to their relative impor-
tance for well-being realisation in their neighbourhoods. The interviewer asked 
the participants ‘What is important to you to feel good in your neighbourhood?’ 
and then read the statements and showed them to the participants to acquaint 
them with the complete Q-set. Next, the participants sorted the statements into 
‘important’, ‘I do not know/no opinion’, and ‘not important’ plies. They re-read the 
statements in the ‘important’ pile and ranked them from most to least important 
using the sorting grid (Figure 2). They then repeated this process with the state-
ments in the ‘I do not know/no opinion’ and ‘not important’ piles, fi lling the entire 
grid. The participants were asked whether they were satisfi ed with their rankings 
and given the opportunity to make adjustments to best refl ect their perspectives. 
The interviewer then asked the participants to elaborate on their rankings, starting 
with the three extreme columns on the sorting grid and proceeding to the other 
columns. Finally, the participants were asked to summarise their perspectives 
on well-being realisation in their neighbourhoods. Aft er the interview, they were 

What is important to you to feel good in your neighbourhood?

Figure 2. The sorting grid
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asked to fill out a questionnaire to provide information about their background 
characteristics, health and well-being.

Analysis
The data were analysed using the PQ Method software package (version 2.11) [33]. 
By-person factor analysis was used to identify significant clusters of correlations 
among rankings, under the assumption that participants who ranked the state-
ments identically had similar perspectives (comprising a factor). The Kaiser–Gutt-
man criterion (eigenvalues > 1) was used to determine the number of factors 
extracted [34, 35]. Each factor represented a viewpoint held by study participants 
on essential neighbourhood resources for well-being, with some statements 
having higher loadings (i.e. greater relative importance) than others. All Q-sorts 
belonging to a factor were merged by weighted averaging to form a factor array. 
These arrays showed which neighbourhood resources were most important ac-
cording to different viewpoints (Table 2), and formed the basis for different forms 
of factor interpretation. To fully understand and explain the shared viewpoints, 
the patterning of items in the factor arrays was examined, with the consultation 
of comments and explanations that respondents gave during the Q-sort and inter-
views. The interpretation of the qualitative data helped to explain the statements’ 
importance and to characterise older Surinamese adults with similar perspectives.

Although all statements were considered in relation to each other, characteris-
ing and distinguishing statements for each factor were identified. Characterising 
statements had rankings of –4, –3, 3 or 4 and were considered to provide insight 
into the content of the factor (i.e. viewpoint). Distinguishing statements had rank-
ings that differed significantly (p < 0.05) between the examined factor and other 
factors, and were considered to represent crucial differences between viewpoints. 
In the Results, distinguishing statements are indicated with *. The verbal com-
ments that participants with a given exclusive viewpoint provided during the 
Q-sort and follow-up interviews were used to aid and supplement the interpreta-
tion of that viewpoint (factor). Finally, statements whose rankings did not differ 
significantly between any factor pair were taken to be consensus statements and 
were examined to obtain information about issues with which participants with all 
viewpoints (dis)agreed.

RESULTS

Thirty-three individuals [20 women and 13 men, mean age 75 (range 65–90) years] 
participated in the study. Their socio-demographic characteristics are presented 
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in Table 1. The participants’ educational levels ranged from elementary school 
completion or less to university. Twenty-two participants lived alone. Ten par-
ticipants lived in Amsterdam, nine lived in Rotterdam, six lived in the Hague and 
eight lived in Utrecht. Four participants had Surinamese Chinese backgrounds, 8 
had Surinamese Creole backgrounds, 3 had Surinamese Javanese backgrounds, 
and 16 had Surinamese Hindustani backgrounds; two participants had mixed 
backgrounds. Twenty-one participants had chronic conditions, of whom 15 had 
multimorbidity.

The definitive version of the Q-set comprised 38 statements (Table 2). The 
analysis revealed three factors representing distinct viewpoints. Data from 24 
participants were associated significantly with one of these factors (factor 1, n = 
13; factor 2, n = 6; factor 3, n = 5; Table 2). Descriptive statistics for each factor are 
presented in Table 1 of the Appendix.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the study participants (n = 33)

Mean (SD) or 
percentage

Range

Age (years) 75.18 (6.57) (65 – 90)

Gender (female) 60.6

Educationa (low) 27.3

Living situation (alone) 66.7

City

- Amsterdam 30.3

- Rotterdam 27.3

- The Hague 18.2

- Utrecht 24.2

Cultural background

- Surinamese Chinese 9.1

- Surinamese Creole 27.3

- Surinamese Javanese 9.1

- Surinamese Hindustani 48.5

- Mixed 6.1

Chronic disease 63.6

Multimorbidity 45.5

a = educational level completed in the Netherlands or abroad
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Table 2. Statements and factor loadings

WHO Domains and Statements
Viewpoints

Factor 1a Factor 2b Factor 3c

Outdoor spaces and buildings

1. A clean and well-maintained neighbourhood +2 +2 +4*

2. Plenty of green 0* -1 -2

3. Benches -2 -1 -1

4. Good sidewalks and crosswalks 0 +1 0

5. A safe neighbourhood +4 +1* +4

6. Accessible buildings 0 0 -1

7. No nuisance +4* -2* +1*

8. Public toilets -4* -2 -1

9. Beautiful buildings -3 -4 -3

Transportation

10. Good public transport +3* 0 0

11. Special transport for older adults with a disability +1 +1 0

12. Sufficient parking spaces 0 -1 +1

13. Cycling and walking trails -2 0* -2

Housing

14. Affordable housing +1 0 +1

15. Suitable homes for older adults +2* +3 0*

Social participation

16. A neighbourhood where social/cultural activities are organized 0 +2 +1

17. Affordable activities -3* 0* -2

18. A meeting place for older adults +2* 0* -2*

19. Activities especially for Surinamese people 0 -3 -4

Respect and social inclusion

20. A neighbourhood where people have respect for older adults +3 +2 +3

21. A neighbourhood where people know each other +1 -2* 0

22. Friends and/or family in the neighbourhood -1 -3* -1

23. A neighbourhood with people from the same background -4 -4 -4

24. No discrimination in the neighbourhood 0 +1* 0*

25. Contact between young and old in the neighbourhood -1* 0* +3*

Civic participation and employment

26. Opportunities to volunteer -3 0* -3

27. A neighbourhood where older adults have a say +1 -1 0

28. Availability of courses or trainings in the neighbourhood -2 -3 -1

Communication and information

29. Understandable information about facilities and activities in the 
neighbourhood

-1* +1 +2*

30. Municipal information in a central place -1 -1 +2*
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Viewpoint 1: A safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active
Participants holding viewpoint 1 find it important that there is a good relationship 
among neighbours, which contributes to a safe neighbourhood and no nuisance. 
As the majority of the participants live alone (Appendix Table 1), they are indepen-
dent, socially active and like to go out. Public transport supports them in doing so. 
They also find it important that local facilities such as shops, public transport and 
meeting places for older adults are well arranged.

Participants with viewpoint 1 value a neighbourhood where they feel safe 
(statement 5, +4), without nuisance (statement 7, +4) to realize well-being. They 
described vandalism and loiterers as nuisances associated with not feeling safe in 
their neighbourhoods: ‘They [loiterers] cause noise nuisance and you automatically 
feel less safe with those loiterers. It is scary when they hang out together’ (Participant 
20). For neighbourhood safety, they indicated that it would be important to ad-
dress someone about these individuals’ behaviour, but they did not do so them-
selves because they did not know how people would respond and even feared 
physical violence. Although these participants valued neighbourhoods with good 
social ties, including knowing people in the neighbourhood (statement 21, +1), 
they did not want excessive contact with their neighbours: ‘It is important to know 
who your neighbours are, however, I do not hang out with my neighbours every day. I 
would not want that either’ (Participant 32). Additionally, these participants valued 
neighbourhoods in which people treat each other with respect (statement 20, +3), 
regardless of age and ethnicity: ‘There should be respect for everyone, not only our 
[Surinamese] people, but for the whole neighbourhood’ (Participant 4). They indi-
cated that people with different ethnicities and cultures can learn from each other, 
and thus did not prefer neighbourhoods with people from the same background 
(statement 23, –4): ‘There must be a mixed society, there must be togetherness, which 
is the most important thing among the people. They must understand each other, have 

31. A neighbourhood where people keep each other informed about 
what happens

+1 -2* +2

Community support and health services

32. A neighbourhood where care at home is easy to get +2 +3 +2

33. A neighbourhood where care providers work together and inform 
each other

-1* +2 0

34. The general practitioner and pharmacy in the neighbourhood +1* +4* -3*

35. A place where I can go for advice and support 0 +1 +3*

36. Volunteers who provide assistance when needed -1* +3* +1

37. Shops and other amenities in the neighbourhood +3* +4 -1*

38. Sports facilities in the neighbourhood -2* -1* +1*

a = A safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active, b = A supportive neighbourhood in which to stay indepen-
dent, c= A well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents. * = Distinguishing factor
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respect for each other and learn from each other’ (Participant 13). They expressed that 
a neighbourhood with exclusively Surinamese people would only lead to ‘gossip 
and quarrels’ (Participants 4, 8, 13, 20, and 23). Participant 8 stated, ‘And what I 
absolutely would not want is a specific neighbourhood with only Hindustani people, I 
would feel very unhappy […]. That gossip does not interest me.’

To stay independent, participants holding viewpoint 1 found the good organisa-
tion of neighbourhood facilities to be essential. For example, good public trans-
port (statement 10*, +3) supported their ability to go to places they liked, engage 
in activities and have a socially active life: ‘And I also think that public transport is 
important because it takes you where you want to go and keeps you among the people’ 
(Participant 23). They also indicated the importance of shops and other amenities 
(statement 37*, +3), including meeting places for older adults (statement 18*, +2), 
in the neighbourhood. They felt that the latter contributed to their well-being, as 
they provide opportunities to be socially active, may prevent loneliness and help 
them to keep an eye on one another: ‘Yes, you also hear stories from others and then 
you are also alert, “Oh that is going on with her”, then you keep an eye on it, ask about it 
the next time. It is also the social control, that you can also help the other’ (Participant 
28). They appreciated the availability of Surinamese activities in their neighbour-
hoods, as they provided opportunities to share memories about Surinam with 
each other and to enjoy Surinamese music and food. However, the participants 
emphasised that activities especially for Surinamese people (statement 19, 0) 
should be accessible to everyone to avoid discrimination. These activities contrib-
uted to their well-being, as they provided opportunities for social support: ‘You 
also hear stories from each other during social gatherings, what is going on at home. 
You can then give each other advice, for example, if you notice that your husband is 
behaving differently and think it is dementia’ (Participant 28). This factor may explain 
why participants holding viewpoint 1 did not consider places to go for advice and 
support (statement 35, 0) and volunteers who provide assistance when needed 
(statement 36*, –1) to be important for their well-being.

Despite these participants’ valuing of neighbourhoods that support their social 
activity, they did not consider activities such as courses (statement 28, –2), sports 
facilities (statement 38*, –2) and volunteer opportunities (statement 26, –3) to be 
important. They indicated that activities did not have to be affordable (statement 
17*, –3), but rather thought that they should be completely free of charge.

Considering the future, participants with viewpoint 1 indicated the importance 
of receiving care at home (statement 32, +2) for their well-being: ‘Yes, of course, 
because if I cannot do it [take care of myself] anymore when I am older, I would like it if 
I could get care at home’ (Participant 20). ‘When you get housebound, you also want to 
have care at home. That someone can come to you, the general practitioner can come to 
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you and they can also send someone to take care of you. Things like that are important 
when you get older’ (Participant 8). They felt that suitable homes for older adults 
(statement 15*, +2) were needed, as they anticipate the need for home modifica-
tions in response to potential future physical limitations.

Viewpoint 2: A supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent
More participants holding viewpoint 2 than those holding the other viewpoints 
were vulnerable (e.g. had health and/or walking limitations) or had vulnerable 
partners. The age-friendly domain most characterising this viewpoint is com-
munity support and health services. As the majority of participants with this 
viewpoint had health limitations and lived alone, they depended a great deal on 
formal and informal care and support and valued neighbourhoods in which such 
services were accessible and arranged well. In addition, they found the availability 
of suitable homes for older adults and shops and activities within walking distance 
to be important because these facilities support their ability to continue to live 
independently at home despite their physical limitations.

Participants holding viewpoint 2 valued neighbourhoods with a general prac-
titioner and pharmacy in the neighbourhood (statement 34*, +4) and where care 
at home is easy to get (statement 32, +3). Many of them did not have family living 
nearby and required on-site help quickly when needed: ‘Suppose something happens 
to me, then the general practitioner can come quickly’ (Participant 26). They consid-
ered it to be important that care providers work together and inform each other 
(statement 33, +2), as such cooperation contributes to the quality of their care and 
ultimately their well-being. Participants, and especially those with vulnerable 
partners, also emphasised the importance of having volunteers who provide 
assistance when needed (statement 36*, +3) to support their ability to continue 
living at home. They found knowing people in the neighbourhood (statement 
21, –2) to be unimportant, but emphasised the importance of having strong social 
ties with their immediate neighbours, who were crucial in providing support: ‘I do 
not have family or friends nearby, however, you have to be good with your neighbours, 
because they are the first to arrive’ (Participant 2). In the presence of such support 
from neighbours, and with the ability to stay in touch using smartphones, these 
participants did not find having friends and/or family in the neighbourhood 
(statement 22*, –3) to be important.

Participants holding viewpoint 2 found living in a suitable home for older 
adults (statement 15, +3) to be essential, for practical (e.g. having an elevator, wide 
doorways) and safety (no obstacles, burglar proof, alarm button) reasons. They 
valued the safety of their neighbourhoods (statement 5*, +1) and homes: ‘I spend a 
lot of time at home, so for me it is also important to be safe at home. For example, I have 
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a pendant when I push on the button, there will help right away’ (Participant 26). To 
enable their independent living, they also valued having (especially Surinamese) 
shops and other amenities in the neighbourhood (statement 37*, +4) and social/
cultural activities (e.g. Surinamese cooking; statement 16, +2). The availability 
of activities at accessible locations within walking distance enabled these partici-
pants to be outside and share with others. The participants stated that activities 
did not have to be especially for Surinamese people (statement 19, –3) and did not 
have a preference for a neighbourhood with people from the same background 
(statement 23, –4). They indicated that Surinam and the Netherlands have multi-
cultural societies, and people should not form groups based on their backgrounds: 
‘Well, we live in the Netherlands, don’t we? Here it is mixed anyway. In Surinam we also 
lived together, so why not here?’ (Participant 21).

Viewpoint 3: A well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents
Participants holding viewpoint 3 found the appearance and safety of their neigh-
bourhoods to be important, and expected residents to contribute to these aspects. 
They also found being well-informed and having information accessible to every-
one to be important.

Older Surinamese adults holding viewpoint 3 valued clean, well-maintained 
neighbourhoods (statement 1*, +4), which gave them and others positive out-
looks: ‘A neighbourhood that is clean and well-maintained also gives me a feeling of 
happiness. It is also the image towards the people who do not live in the neighbourhood’ 
(Participant 27). They emphasised that residents were responsible for keeping 
their neighbourhoods clean, for example by throwing their garbage in, rather 
than leaving it next to, containers, but also viewed the facilitation of cleanliness 
as a municipal responsibility. For example, they spoke of the need for the munici-
pality to provide sufficient numbers of trash cans, especially where people come 
together to socialise (e.g. near benches). Additionally, these participants valued 
neighbourhood safety (statement 5, +4), to which they expected neighbours to 
contribute by keeping each other informed (statement 31, +2): ‘You can also hear 
from each other about certain things to keep the neighbourhood safe’ (Participant 27). 
They emphasised the importance of understanding information (statement 29*, 
+2) and having municipal information in a central place (statement 30*, +2), to 
prevent them from being sent ‘from pillar to post’. They stated that having a place 
to go for advice and support (statement 35*, +3) and contact between young and 
old in the neighbourhood (statement 25*, +3) could help them to be well-informed 
because they were not digitally literate: ‘I think that is important, such a place [where 
I can go for advice and support]. It must also be accessible to everyone, so that you also 
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know where to go for advice for example for digital issues. Because some people do not 
know where to go’ (Participant 1).

Participants holding this viewpoint were active mainly in their own social 
circles (e.g. family and friends) and thus had no preference for a meeting place 
for older adults (statement 18*, –2), activities especially for Surinamese people 
(statement 19, –4) or volunteer opportunities (statement 26, –3). As they often 
visited and hosted family and friends, they considered the availability and af-
fordability of sufficient parking spaces (statement 12, +1) to be important: ‘It is 
important for visitors, people no longer like to come to us. “Yes, it is so difficult to park 
at your place”. If they have to drop off something, they do it through the letterbox. You 
are lonely, so to speak. I get fewer and fewer visitors, my own children do not like coming 
either, it is now also paid parking every day, which quickly adds up’ (Participant 1). 
They did not have a preference for a neighbourhood with people from the same 
background (statement 23, –4) because they believed that exposure to distinct cul-
tures, such as by sharing food on culturally important occasions, enriched one’s 
life. They also emphasised the importance of respect for older adults (statement 
20, +3) regardless of cultural background, including greeting each other, chatting 
and offering help when needed.

Consensus among viewpoints
Although the three viewpoints are distinct in many respects, they also reflect 
agreement on several age-friendly factors that contribute to well-being. Partici-
pants with all viewpoints found a neighbourhood where home care is easy to get 
(statement 32, +2/+3/+2) to be essential and did not find courses (statement 28, 
-2/-3/-1) or benches (statement 3, -2/-1/-1) to be important. The participants indi-
cated that benches made it easier for them to go for a walk, but ranked them as 
unimportant because they also attract loiterers. In addition, all three viewpoints 
were in consensus on two items in the respect and social inclusion domain. Par-
ticipants valued a neighbourhood where people respect older adults (statement 
20, +3/+2/+3): ‘Respect for older adults, that is how it should be. Have a chat with them 
if everything is okay with them. So always involve older adults and do not leave them 
behind’ (Participant 1, viewpoint 3). They did not feel that a neighbourhood with 
people from the same background (statement 23, -4/-4/-4) was important for their 
well-being.
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DISCUSSION

With increasing numbers of ethnically diverse older people in certain neighbour-
hoods, the interest in and urgency of creating age-friendly neighbourhoods that 
support older migrants’ realisation of well-being is growing. This study explored 
the relative importance of age-friendly neighbourhood aspects for the well-
being realisation of older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands. Three distinct 
viewpoints were identified: a safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active, 
a supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent, and a well-maintained 
neighbourhood with involved residents. The findings of this study suggest that not all 
older Surinamese adults require the same neighbourhood resources and that the 
age-friendly domains are not equally important for their well-being realisation.

A safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active
Older adults’ well-being has been associated with feeling safe and secure in their 
neighbourhoods [4]. Conversely, the lack of neighbourhood safety is a stressor that 
reduces well-being [36]. These findings are in line with older Surinamese adults 
who value a safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active in this study. These 
participants valued safety and good neighbourhood facilities because they had 
socially active lives and liked to go out. This observation is in line with findings 
that older adults in Amsterdam and Parkstad Limburg, the Netherlands, value 
neighbourhoods that are safe, accessible and enable them to stay active, involved 
and engaged to realise well-being [37, 38]. Participants spending ample time in 
their neighbourhoods may also explain the importance that they placed on having 
good social ties with neighbours. However, the participants emphasised the need 
for low-key contact with neighbours (e.g. greeting each other but not needing to be 
in touch everyday) to safeguard their privacy. Privacy in the home has been found 
to be an important contributor to well-being [39]. These participants also engaged 
in neighbourhood activities, which has been associated with the availability of 
social resources, such as support and contacts [40]. Indeed, participants holding 
this viewpoint indicated that activity attendance contributed to their social and 
emotional support systems and was critical for receiving information.

A supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent
Older Surinamese adults who value a supportive neighbourhood in which to stay inde-
pendent reflects the community support and health services domain, presumably 
because many participants holding it lived alone and had health issues that caused 
them to focus on health-related aspects. This result supports the finding that older 
people frequently mention health when defining well-being [41, 42]. Older adults 
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seem to assess their neighbourhood resources in terms of the extent to which they 
contribute to a sense of control and autonomy, taking past experiences and future 
expectations into consideration [43]. The sense of control and autonomy was re-
duced for participants with this viewpoint, as they could not do everything as they 
had in the past. They emphasised the importance of suitable housing (e.g. with an 
elevator) and shops within walking distance, as these resources supported their 
preservation of independence or minimal dependence (i.e. conferred control and 
autonomy in their daily activities). Additionally, suitable housing has been shown 
to contribute to the sense of safety of older adults in the Hague, the Netherlands 
[44]. Moreover, poorly adapted housing can lead to the institutionalisation of older 
adults [45]. Older adults seem to be selective about when and from whom they 
seek support and about the kind of support that they seek [46]. In general, they 
seek support from family and close friends before seeking it from neighbours 
[47]; however, our participants with this viewpoint emphasised the importance of 
neighbours’ support, as their family lived far away and such support was more ac-
cessible. The exchange of help among neighbours can contribute to the personal 
support networks that help older adults to cope with everyday life, and ultimately 
to their well-being [48, 49].

A well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents
Older Surinamese adults who value a well-maintained neighbourhood with involved 
residents emphasise the importance of well-maintained and safe neighbourhoods 
and residents’ involvement in contributing to these aspects, in part to impact 
others’ perceptions; this perspective reflects a certain degree of neighbourhood 
attachment. Residents’ involvement in neighbourhood maintenance pertains to 
neighbourhood social structures [50]. Residents with neighbourhood attachment 
tend to be more passionate about community matters than are other residents, 
and to more actively maintain and safeguard their communities [51]. Our partici-
pants also emphasised the need for the municipality to facilitate neighbourhood 
maintenance. Consistent with their viewpoint, research shows that successful 
neighbourhood maintenance requires the engagement of residents and local (e.g. 
municipal) governmental agencies [52]. These participants also valued being well-
informed, including understanding information and knowing where you can find 
information. They spoke of their challenges in accessing digital information, and 
proposed that younger people with more digital skills could help them do so. The 
digital provision of public information has been found to challenge the skills of 
older adults in the Netherlands; provision in oral and printed forms is essential 
for this group to receive information [13]. A recent literature review showed that 
older adults face major challenges in participating in and benefitting from the 
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digital revolution, which excludes them from society [53]. In addition, tutors seem 
to be crucial for the overall success of interventions targeting the digital skills of 
older adults [54]. For example, college students’ tutoring of older adults effectively 
improved the latter’s eHealth literacy [55]. The implementation of tutor-based 
interventions may be a solution for the digital exclusion that older Surinamese 
adults experience.

Consensus statements
All participants in this study emphasised the importance of living in neighbour-
hoods where people respect older adults. Although respect is known to be influ-
enced by physical (e.g. inaccessible buildings) and social (e.g. age-targeting stereo-
types) neighbourhood characteristics [56], our participants addressed only social 
aspects related to respect in their neighbourhoods. Additionally, all participants 
valued living in neighbourhoods where care at home is easy to obtain, albeit for 
different reasons. Participants who valued a safe neighbourhood in which to stay 
socially active considered the receipt of care at home to be relatively important 
with consideration of potential future impairment, whereas those who valued a 
supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent and a well-maintained 
neighbourhood with involved residents did so with consideration of previous and 
current health impairment and experiences. The receipt of care at home can be 
important for the well-being of older adults who are vulnerable and in poor health 
[57] our findings indicate that it is also important for the well-being of older Suri-
namese adults who are not vulnerable and are in relatively good health.

The international literature shows that migrants’ choices of neighbourhoods 
in which to reside are determined largely by the composition of neighbourhood 
populations, and specifically the presence of ethnic minorities with the same 
backgrounds [58]. Findings regarding Surinamese migrants’ preferences regarding 
their residential locations and whether to live near people with the same ethnic 
background in the Netherlands are inconclusive [59, 60]. This study shows that 
older Surinamese adults do not prefer to live in neighbourhoods with exclusively 
Surinamese people. Living among people with the same ethnic background can 
shelter individuals from discrimination and provide positive social and cultural 
connections [61, 62]. However, participants in our study highlighted the opportu-
nities provided by mixed neighbourhoods, such as learning about other cultures 
and sharing food on culturally important occasions.

Limitations
Several limitations need to be considered when interpreting the results of this 
study. First, we assessed the comprehensibility and unambiguity of the Q-set state-
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ments, but during the interviews participants mentioned the feasibility of certain 
statements (e.g. on affordable housing) with respect to other statements that may 
have influenced their ranking. Second, the generalisability of our results may be 
limited, as this study was conducted in the four largest cities in the Netherlands. 
Thus, further research in other regions and countries is needed to confirm and 
expand our study findings. Third, it was not feasible to examine all migrant groups 
in the Netherlands in this study. In a larger study, we focus on several of these 
migrant populations [20]. In general, facilities in the Netherlands are clustered in 
neighbourhood units that are functionally ordered across cities [63]; the replica-
tion of this study in other countries with different neighbourhood structures may 
yield different findings.

CONCLUSION

This study revealed three distinct viewpoints on aspects that older Surinamese 
adults in the Netherlands find to be important for neighbourhood age-friendliness 
and their well-being realisation: a safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially 
active, a supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent and a well-main-
tained neighbourhood with involved residents. Thus, not all older Surinamese 
adults in the Netherlands need the same neighbourhood resources, and not all 
neighbourhood resources are equally important for this population’s well-being.
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APPENDIX

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the factors

Factor 1a

n = 13
Factor 2b

n = 6
Factor 3c

n = 5

Number or mean (SD)

Age (years) 75.38 (5.61)
(68 – 84)

77.33 (8.24)
(65 – 88)

73.80 (5.93)
(68 – 82)

Gender

- Female 8 3 2

- Male 5 3 3

Education

- Low 3 1 2

- High 10 5 3

Living situation

- Alone 9 4 2

- With partner 4 2 3

City

- Amsterdam 6 1 2

- Rotterdam 3 2 2

- The Hague 1 2 2

- Utrecht 3 1 0

Ethnic background

- Surinamese Chinese 2 0 1

- Surinamese Creole 1 5 1

- Surinamese Javanese 1 1 0

- Surinamese Hindustani 8 0 2

- Mixed 1
(Surinamese Creole and 
Surinamese Javanese)

0 1
(Surinamese Chinese 

and Surinamese 
Javanese)

Walking difficulties 4 4 0

Poor balance 5 2 0

Visually impaired 2 2 1

Chronic condition

- Diabetes mellitus II 3 0 1

- Cardiovascular diseases 2 1 0

- Lung diseases 4 0 2

- Joint wear 7 2 2

- Osteoporosis 2 1 0

- Chronic joint 
inflammation

4 0 1
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- Other 1
(hearing impaired)

0 0

Chronic disease 10 2 3

Multimorbidity 8 2 1

Overall well-being 3.22 (.51) 2.85 (.86) 3.12 (.15)

Physical well-being 3.12 (.69) 3.06 (.74) 3.37 (.30)

Social well-being 3.26 (.49) 2.93 (1.00) 2.96 (.13)
a = A safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active, b = A supportive neighbourhood in which to stay indepen-
dent, c= A well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents.
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GENERAL DISCUSSION

The main objective of this dissertation is to examine the importance of neighbour-
hood age-friendliness in the promotion of health behaviours and the optimization 
of well-being among older Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands. We expect 
that insights into these relationships will facilitate the development of policy to 
promote health behaviours and well-being among older Surinamese adults in the 
Netherlands and provide directions for future research. The research aims of this 
study were stated as follows:
1. To identify promising neighbourhood interventions to promote the health and 

well-being of older migrants.
2. To identify the relationship between neighbourhood age-friendliness and 

physical activity among older Surinamese adults.
3. To identify the relationship between health behaviours and the well-being of 

older Surinamese adults.
4. To identify how older Surinamese adults experience the age-friendliness of 

their neighbourhood and how they realize well-being.
In this chapter, the main findings of the research conducted for this disserta-

tion are discussed. Furthermore, theoretical and methodological reflections, and 
the implications of the research for practice and future research are discussed.

Main research findings

Research aim 1: To identify promising neighbourhood interventions to promote the 
health and well-being of older migrants.
The research conducted to achieve this aim involved a systematic review of the 
effectiveness of neighbourhood interventions to promote the health and/or well-
being of older migrants. The majority (89%) of the included studies demonstrated 
efficacy in the attainment of at least one health and/or well-being outcome. Thus, 
Chapter 2 shows that neighbourhood interventions can improve the health and/
or well-being of older migrants. These interventions can either be small (e.g. 
establishing a walking group in the community to enhance physical activity) or 
large-scale (e.g. improving street connectivity to stimulate mobility, safety, and so-
cial connections in the neighbourhood) [48]. These insights can be used to develop 
neighbourhood interventions to enhance older migrants’ health and well-being.

Chapter 2 reveals that 22 interventions (out of a total of 39) used a culturally 
sensitive approach and were effective in promoting health and/or well-being. How-
ever, the majority of these studies only took the native language of the participants 
into account. This is an important first step (involving bilingual facilitators or 
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providing materials to participants in their native language is known to enhance 
the effectiveness of interventions targeting healthy behaviours [1]), but still rather 
small in terms of a culturally sensitive approach. The consideration of additional 
methods such as the use of culturally sensitive pictures and socially and culturally 
specific examples would be worthwhile [2-5]. Only nine of the 22 culturally sensi-
tive interventions included in the systematic review used this combined approach. 
These interventions not only translated information into the native language of 
the participants, but also tailored their examples and pictures to the targeted cul-
ture. Although this approach seems rather small, it emphasizes the importance of 
developing interventions which combine various culturally sensitive strategies to 
promote older migrants’ health and well-being. Culturally sensitive interventions 
for migrant populations do not need to be developed de novo; existing effective 
interventions can be adapted to the older migrant population. Davidson and col-
leagues (2013) developed RESET (Relevance, Evidence base, Stages of intervention, 
Ethnicity, and Trends), a decision-making tool which can assist researchers in 
selecting adaptations to employ and in determining when to develop culturally 
sensitive interventions [6]. The adaptation of existing interventions to improve 
their suitability for a culturally diverse group tends to be more effective and better 
accepted by the target population [7-10]. Indeed, el Fakiri and colleagues adapted 
the Zicht op Evenwicht (View of Balance) intervention to align it to the older migrant 
population in the Netherlands. The intervention aimed to reduce the fear of falling 
among older participants. To align the intervention with the older migrant popula-
tion, adaptations were made in the content of the intervention, visual material that 
better matched the experience of the older migrant population was applied, and 
shorter and less complex sentences were used in the PowerPoint presentations 
[11]. The effect evaluation showed that participants experienced less fear of falling 
during the performance of various activities, more self-confidence, and reduced 
social loneliness. Neighbourhood interventions targeting the migrant population 
can benefit from such an approach. These measures would vastly improve the 
cultural sensitivity of interventions, which would be expected to produce better 
outcomes.

Research aim 2: To identify the relationship between neighbourhood age-
friendliness and physical activity among older Surinamese adults.
The study described in Chapter 3 provided insight into cross-sectional associations 
of neighbourhood age-friendliness and physical activity among older Surinamese 
adults. Multilevel analysis disclosed that the neighbourhood level significantly af-
fected physical activity among older Surinamese adults, indicating that neighbour-
hoods differ in the impacts of neighbourhood age-friendliness on physical activity. 
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As in the general older population [12, 13], positive relationships between age-
friendly neighbourhood resources with physical activity among older Surinamese 
adults were identified in this study. Specifically, outdoor spaces and buildings, com-
munication and information, community support and health services, and respect and 
social inclusion correlated with physical activity. Thus, age-friendly neighbourhood 
resources are expected to increase this population’s physical activity level.

Neighbourhood resources such as street connectivity, sidewalks, and the 
availability of green spaces have promoted physical activities, especially walking, 
among older adults [14]. Inhabitants of neighbourhoods that support a physically 
active lifestyle (e.g. walkable environments, destinations for walking) are more 
likely to maintain residence at home than their counterparts [15]. Thus, ageing in 
place can be promoted by local neighbourhood resources conducive to physical 
activity. The development of neighbourhoods that support physical activity near 
homes may enable older adults to maintain a balance between their functional 
abilities and living environments, thereby adding more years of ageing in place.

Adherence to lifestyle advice (such as maintaining physical activity) that is 
inconsistent with one’s culture may be challenging for Surinamese people [16]. 
Communication which takes migrants’ culture, language and literacy into account 
seems essential to promote a healthy lifestyle [17]. Peer educators seem to be ef-
fective in informing migrants to promote healthy behaviour [18]. In addition to lin-
guistic benefits for those who do not speak the host nation’s language, information 
for and by migrants carries the advantage that the culture of the target population 
and the information provider correspond, which may strengthen the information 
message [19]. In addition, the use of ethnically specific channels (e.g. temples, key 
persons) seems essential to reach older migrants in the Netherlands and thereby 
promote interventions [20-22].

Chapter 3 showed that community support and health services are positively as-
sociated with physical activity among older Surinamese migrants. According to 
an inventory report of Mulier Instituut, coordination between various parties (e.g. 
policy makers, sports facilities) regarding the promotion of physical activity among 
older adults is absent at both national and regional levels in the Netherlands [23]. 
More cooperation and coordination are desirable, so that knowledge and financial 
resources can be applied efficiently to promote physical activity among the older 
migrant population.

In the Netherlands, people with a migration background and older adults are 
less likely to be physically active [24]. In 2022, the Ministry of Health, Welfare and 
Sport acknowledged that more attention is needed to promote a healthy lifestyle, 
including physical activity, through the physical living environment [25]. This 
study showed that in addition to physical neighbourhood resources such as outdoor 
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spaces and buildings, communication and information, and community support and 
health services, neighbourhood social resources such as respect and social inclusion 
impact the physical activity of older Surinamese. This finding emphasizes the im-
portance of addressing neighbourhood social resources in policy development to 
promote physical activity. For example, social inclusion (e.g. sense of community) 
promotes walking [26].

Chapter 3 indicated that there was no association between the domains hous-
ing, transportation, social participation, and civic participation and employment 
with physical activity among older Surinamese migrants. From an international 
perspective, housing options in the Netherlands are of high quality [27]. Addition-
ally, in the Netherlands, home modification options are encouraged to support 
older adults and enable them to live at home for as long as possible. Thus, 
participants’ homes may already have supported their capabilities, which may 
explain the lack of association between housing and physical activity. In contrast 
to previous research that found a positive association between public transport and 
physical activity [28], the findings of Chapter 3 showed no significant association. 
Customer satisfaction with public transport in the Netherlands is high [29]; this 
might explain why the study in Chapter 3 did not find a significant association 
between public transport and physical activity. Based on the results of Chapter 
3, social participation and civic participation and employment seemed less relevant 
concerning physical activity for older Surinamese adults. In general, social and 
civic participation seems low among the older Surinamese population [30], which 
may explain the lack of association between these domains and physical activity 
within this community.

Research aim 3: To identify the relationship between health behaviours and the 
well-being of older Surinamese adults.
The research conducted to fulfil this aim provided insight into cross-sectional as-
sociations of health behaviours (healthy diet, physical activity, no smoking, social 
activity) with older Surinamese adults’ well-being. Chapter 4 showed positive 
relationships between fruit and vegetable intake, physical activity, and often visit-
ing family/friends with the well-being of older Surinamese adults, which also has 
been demonstrated in other population groups [31-33]. Thus, healthy behaviours 
are expected to benefit older Surinamese adults’ well-being. Furthermore, social 
activity should be included as an important health behaviour to promote well-
being among older Surinamese adults in addition to the more traditional health 
behaviours (healthy diet, physical activity, no smoking).

Worldwide, national governments and municipalities focus on prevention to 
promote health and well-being. The findings in Chapter 4 disclose that health 
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behaviours (healthy diet, physical activity, and social activity) can be used in a pre-
vention strategy to promote older Surinamese adults’ well-being. Socio-economic 
health inequalities continue to increase in the Netherlands. This dissertation shows 
that prevention strategies aimed at promoting healthy behaviours may enhance 
health and well-being among older Surinamese effectively, and may subsequently 
lead to lower health care costs [34, 35]. As shown in Chapter 2, the consideration of 
culturally sensitive strategies is essential in the design of preventive interventions 
for older migrants.

Research aim 4: To identify how older Surinamese adults experience the age-
friendliness of their neighbourhood and how they realize well-being.
In order to create age-friendly neighbourhoods to thereby enhance the well-being 
of a diverse group of older adults, experiences and the relative importance of neigh-
bourhood age-friendliness must be explored. Chapter 5 describes the experience 
of older Surinamese adults with neighbourhood age-friendliness, in general and 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. Neighbourhood age-friendliness was essential 
for the community engagement of older Surinamese adults and for the provision 
of social support. Participants indicated that certain neighbourhood resources 
enabled them to overcome the negative experiences of the pandemic. However, 
neighbourhood age-friendliness differed within and across neighbourhoods. For 
example, with the implementation of pandemic-related measures to maintain 
physical distance, benches were made unavailable. Participants indicated that 
this discouraged them from going for walks, because they had nowhere to rest. 
Neighbourhood changes that deterred physical activity among older Surinamese 
adults were not made in all neighbourhoods, revealing differences in the extent to 
which neighbourhoods supported older (Surinamese) adults’ opportunities to ven-
ture outdoors and engage in active lifestyles during the pandemic. Indeed, older 
adults in the Netherlands were less physically active than before the pandemic 
[36]. This finding highlights the benefit that a simple neighbourhood resource 
such as a bench can bring to the lifestyle of older (Surinamese) adults, which 
can subsequently impact their health and well-being. As older Surinamese adults 
in the Netherlands have been disproportionately affected by the COVID-19 pan-
demic, the ability to provide support in response to older adults’ needs contributes 
to their neighbourhood age-friendliness and may be especially important during 
public health emergencies [37].

Older Surinamese participants emphasized the importance of maintaining a 
connection with their culture, which was evident in their perceptions and experi-
ences of neighbourhood age-friendliness. For example, participants reported 
that having a Surinamese toko in the neighbourhood where they could purchase 
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traditional herbs and vegetables contributed to an age-friendly neighbourhood. 
Congruent with previous research, this dissertation shows that culture is an es-
sential consideration during the development of age-friendly neighbourhoods in 
response to the needs of a diverse group of older people [38-40].

Previous research has indicated that neighbourhood age-friendliness is es-
sential to realize well-being; however, the relative importance of neighbourhood 
age-friendliness may vary among older Surinamese adults. The findings reported 
in Chapter 6 show that not all older Surinamese adults require the same neigh-
bourhood resources for their well-being. Three distinct viewpoints in which vari-
ous neighbourhood aspects were considered important were extracted: 1) a safe 
neighbourhood in which to stay socially active, 2) a supportive neighbourhood in which 
to stay independent and 3) a well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents.

In contrast to older Surinamese with other viewpoints, participants holding 
the viewpoint a safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially active are independent, 
socially active, and like to go out. In doing so, participants value a neighbourhood 
in which local facilities such as public transportation, shops, and meeting places 
for older adults are well arranged. Also, participants emphasized the importance 
of feeling safe in the neighbourhood. Preference for neighbourhood safety and 
being active in the neighbourhood might be linked, as older adults who perceive 
their neighbourhood as safe are more likely to be active compared to those who 
regard their neighbourhood as unsafe [41].

Unlike older Surinamese adults with other viewpoints, participants who val-
ued a supportive neighbourhood in which to stay independent highly appreciate the 
domain community support and health services; most of these participants have 
health limitations, live alone, and depend a great deal on formal and informal 
care and support. They value a neighbourhood which supports their ability to live 
independently at home despite their physical limitations. Social cohesion and 
social capital among neighbours may lead to higher levels of well-being among 
older adults, as they result in higher degrees of social organisation, including the 
provision of support [42]. Indeed, participants who value a supportive neighbour-
hood in which to stay independent appreciate strong social ties with their immediate 
neighbours who were crucial in providing support. Next to enhancing partici-
pants’ well-being realisation, informal care is expected to reduce burdens on the 
healthcare system by preventing or delaying nursing home admissions [43]. Older 
Surinamese adults who valued a supportive neighbourhood in which to stay indepen-
dent also indicated that volunteers could support their ability to continue living 
at home; however, the facilitation of collaboration among neighbours, volunteers 
and professional support-givers is challenging [44, 45]. Additionally, such collabo-
ration may increase health inequities within and between neighbourhoods, but do 
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not necessarily increase equity of access to neighbourhood services among groups 
of older migrants in the Netherlands [46-49]. Consistent with previous research 
among frail older adults in the Netherlands, participants who valued a supportive 
neighbourhood in which to stay independent emphasized the importance of having 
neighbourhood resources (e.g. general practitioners and pharmacies, shops within 
walking distance) to maintain their independence [50]. ‘Independence’ may have 
different connotations for different populations; thus, building neighbourhoods 
that support older adults’ ability to maintain independent living requires recogni-
tion of the interplay between needs and physical and social conditions.

Older Surinamese participants who valued a well-maintained neighbourhood 
with involved residents appreciated a neighbourhood which was clean and well-
maintained as it gave them and others positive outlooks. Participants also indi-
cated that neighbourhood safety contributed to their well-being. These findings 
are consistent with previous research which showed that the more litter and 
degeneration that older people perceive and experience in the neighbourhood, 
the more they feel unsafe [51]. Older Surinamese adults holding this viewpoint 
stressed the importance of residents’ involvement in achieving a well-maintained 
and safe neighbourhood. However, they indicated the need for the municipality to 
facilitate neighbourhood maintenance and safety. Consistent with this viewpoint, 
previous research indicated that successful neighbourhood maintenance requires 
the engagement of residents and local governmental agencies [52].

Theoretical reflection
For this dissertation, the World Health Organization’s (WHO) guide for age-friendly 
cities was utilized to investigate neighbourhood age-friendliness, health behav-
iours, and well-being. The framework enabled the involvement of a wide range of 
important physical and social neighbourhood resources. The framework is based 
on comprehensive research and takes a broad perspective on physical and social 
neighbourhood resources; thus, it provides a strong bottom-up empirical founda-
tion of research on essential neighbourhood resources. The WHO age-friendly 
cities framework is a guide for a city’s self-assessment and can be used to evaluate 
progress. However, it does not offer a strong theoretical foundation. Therefore, we 
incorporated important theoretical concepts of the ageing in place literature to 
investigate neighbourhood age-friendliness among older Surinamese migrants in 
the Dutch context and to strengthen the theoretical foundation. Effective interven-
tions are rooted in robust theoretical foundations. While this study provides an im-
portant step to improve health and well-being among older Surinamese migrants 
in the Netherlands, larger-scale research is needed. Our understanding of why cer-
tain neighbourhoods are more age-friendly than others, and how such age-friendly 
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communities relate to the well-being of older people, particularly older migrants, 
remains limited. Using the WHO guide for age-friendly cities gave some direction 
but lacked a strong theoretical foundation as it adopted a bottom-up approach, re-
sulting in a somewhat idiosyncratic compilation of neighbourhood resources. Fur-
thermore, even if we were aware of relevant neighbourhood resources, validated 
instruments to assess these resources and the age-friendliness of communities for 
migrant populations (e.g. among older people in the Netherlands with a Turkish or 
Moroccan migration background, which are the largest migrant populations in the 
Netherlands) are lacking. Theory on community age-friendliness among older na-
tive Dutch and migrant individuals, as well as the extent to which age-friendliness 
contributes to their well-being, are still largely unknown, and will be addressed in 
large-scale follow-up research [53].

Methodological reflection
While this dissertation provided important insight into the importance of 
culturally sensitive (neighbourhood) interventions to promote health and well-
being among older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands, we did not develop and 
evaluate such an intervention. The initial idea was to develop a culturally sensitive 
neighbourhood intervention, in collaboration with the municipality of Rotterdam 
and older Surinamese adults to promote their health and/or well-being. However, 
due to the COVID-19 pandemic and its consequent restrictions, the development 
of a culturally sensitive neighbourhood intervention to promote older Surinamese 
migrants’ health and/or well-being was not feasible. Alternatively, we conducted 
a Q-study (Chapter 6) to examine the relative importance of neighbourhood 
resources to realize well-being. This study gave us relevant insights to promote 
more inclusive policies for migrants to grow old in their own neighbourhoods that 
meet the demands of a diverse group of older adults. Furthermore, the findings of 
Chapters 2, 3, 4, and 5 also provide valuable new insights for the development of 
culturally sensitive neighbourhood interventions.

In this dissertation, we relied on self-reported measures to examine older 
Surinamese adults’ neighbourhood age-friendliness, health behaviours, and 
well-being. Self-reported and objective neighbourhood measures may be distinct 
(e.g. perceiving the neighbourhood to be less walkable than it objectively is); 
this discrepancy seems more common among older adults compared to younger 
people [54-56]. The consideration of both perceived and objective neighbourhood 
measures can improve our understanding of the associations of neighbourhood 
age-friendliness, health behaviours, and well-being.

This dissertation utilized a mixed-methods design that featured the combined 
analysis of quantitative and qualitative data. Multiple research methods were 
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used to investigate the importance of neighbourhood resources in the promotion 
of health behaviours and the optimization of well-being. The systematic review 
provided us insight into promising neighbourhood interventions to promote older 
migrants’ health and/or well-being. The survey study provided us with an under-
standing of the relationship between neighbourhood resources and physical activ-
ity among older Surinamese adults. It also provided us insight into the relationship 
between their health behaviours and well-being. Next, the interviews provided 
insight into older Surinamese adults’ experiences with the age-friendliness of 
their neighbourhoods in general and during the COVID-19 pandemic. Finally, the 
use of Q-methodology allowed us to explore participants’ views on neighbourhood 
resources for their well-being realisation. The combined use of multiple research 
methods is a considerable strength of this dissertation, as it enables the develop-
ment of a more thorough understanding of older Surinamese adults’ needs for 
neighbourhood resources to optimize/maintain their well-being.

Implications for practice
The findings presented in this dissertation show that investment in age-friendly 
neighbourhoods id valuable for older Surinamese adults’ health and well-being 
realization. Compared to the native Dutch older population, older Surinamese 
adults have poorer health and are more likely to suffer from chronic diseases [57-
60] and psychological distress [61]. Engaging in a healthy lifestyle is well known 
to benefit health and well-being. This dissertation shows that neighbourhood 
resources play a significant role in older Surinamese adults’ health behaviour and 
their well-being realization. Furthermore, it provides insight into facilitators and 
barriers in older Surinamese adults’ experiences with the age-friendliness of their 
neighbourhood and their well-being realisation. This dissertation provides guid-
ance for policymakers regarding steps that are necessary to facilitate the develop-
ment of age-friendly neighbourhoods.

Developing age-friendly neighbourhoods for a diverse group of older adults 
becomes increasingly important with the establishment of governmental policies 
aiming at independent living in the community for as long as possible. This dis-
sertation confirmed that neighbourhood age-friendliness impacts the health and 
well-being of older Surinamese adults. Participants indicated that staying in touch 
with their culture was essential, which they reflected in their experiences with and 
perceptions of neighbourhood age-friendliness. For example, the availabilities of 
Surinamese tokos, Surinamese group living facilities, and Surinamese activities in 
the neighbourhood were indicated to enhance participants’ well-being, and con-
tributed to their sense of neighbourhood age-friendliness. Thus, the development 
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of age-friendly neighbourhoods for a diverse group of older adults must consider 
their cultural norms and values regarding their neighbourhood resources.

This dissertation implies that the social element (e.g. contact with neighbours, 
familiar faces in local shops, neighbourhood activities) of the neighbourhood is 
essential for older Surinamese people in their perception of an age-friendly neigh-
bourhood. Social neighbourhood resources emerged in the different domains 
of an age-friendly neighbourhood, which illustrates the overlap of the different 
domains. Focusing on the social elements in the neighbourhood can contribute 
positively to the attainment of the goal of the Dutch government to enable older 
adults to live at home for as long as possible. This research shows, for example, 
that strong social contacts between neighbours provide access to support, and 
promote feelings of being more informed about the neighbourhood and belonging 
to the community. Additionally, social neighbourhood resources were indicated 
to improve physical activity. Investing in local social contact of older Surinamese 
adults might be especially important for this population, as they are more likely 
to live without a partner or children compared to the elders of other migrant and 
native Dutch populations [30], which may impact their self-reliance.

During the COVID-19 pandemic, the primary focus of the Dutch government 
was to reduce viral transmission; social distancing was the foremost measure. 
This dissertation shows that social distancing had a huge negative impact on the 
well-being of older Surinamese adults. Social distancing rules confounded physi-
cally and socially active lifestyles. This dissertation shows that older Surinamese 
adults require support to enable them to cope with the loss of purposeful activities 
during a pandemic and to remain engaged in community life. Additionally, par-
ticipants indicated that places in which to socialize (e.g. parks, libraries, benches) 
contribute to their feeling of inclusion and provide opportunities to be physically 
and socially active. This dissertation shows the importance of the availability of 
meeting places, in general and during a pandemic, as it has a profound impact on 
the physical and social life of older Surinamese adults and their subsequent health 
and well-being.

Recommendations for future research
We used a mixed method design to gain insight into the importance of neighbour-
hood age-friendliness in the promotion of health behaviours and the optimization 
of well-being among older Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands. Based on 
the findings reported in this dissertation, several recommendations for future 
research can be given.

First, future research should invest in the development of culturally sensitive 
neighbourhood interventions to promote older Surinamese migrants’ health and/
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or well-being. This dissertation showed a positive association between healthy 
behaviours and the well-being of older Surinamese. Thus, we recommend the ex-
ploration of how neighbourhood interventions targeting older Surinamese adults’ 
health behaviours contribute to their well-being.

Second, this dissertation shows that age-friendly neighbourhoods impact the 
healthy behaviour and well-being of older Surinamese. It provides insight into 
their experiences and preferences regarding neighbourhood resources concern-
ing age-friendliness. For further research, we recommend the examination of how 
neighbourhood resources impact the health and well-being of older Surinamese 
migrants.

Third, we focused on older Surinamese adults, which is the first step in devel-
oping age-friendly neighbourhoods in the Netherlands for this particular migrant 
group. Research among other migrant groups in the Netherlands, such as Moroc-
can and Turkish migrant populations, which are the other large migrant groups 
in the Netherlands, is recommended. This will contribute to the development of 
inclusive age-friendly neighbourhoods in the Netherlands. Large-scale studies 
which have strong theoretical underpinning are suggested.

Conclusions
The main objective of this dissertation was to examine the importance of neigh-
bourhood age-friendliness in the promotion of health behaviours and the optimi-
zation of well-being among older Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands. The re-
search reported in this dissertation provides new perspectives on neighbourhood 
age-friendliness, health behaviour, and well-being among the older Surinamese 
population. It expands on the existing literature by giving insight into 1) promis-
ing neighbourhood interventions to promote the health and/or well-being of older 
migrants, 2) the relationship between neighbourhood age-friendliness and physi-
cal activity, 3) the relationship between health behaviours and well-being, and 4) 
the views of older Surinamese adults in the Netherlands on neighbourhood age-
friendliness and well-being realization. This dissertation highlights the value of 
investing in neighbourhood age-friendliness to benefit the health and well-being 
of older Surinamese migrants. For future research, we recommended culturally 
sensitive approaches to target the health and/or well-being of older Surinamese 
migrants.



Chapter 7  |  General discussion

198

REFERENCES
1. Hasan M, Singh H, Haffizulla F. (2021). Culturally Sensitive Health Education in the Carib-

bean Diaspora: A Scoping Review. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public 
Health; 18(4):1476.

2. Kreuter MW, Lukwago SN, Bucholtz DC, Clark EM, Sanders-Thompson V. (2003). Achieving 
cultural appropriateness in health promotion programs: targeted and tailored approaches. 
Health Education and Behavior; 30(2):133-146.

3. Burton WM, White AN, Knowlden AP. (2017). A systematic review of culturally tailored 
obesity interventions among African American adults. American Journal of Health Educa-
tion; 48(3):185-197.

4. McCurley JL, Gutierrez AP, Gallo LC. (2017). Diabetes prevention in US Hispanic adults: 
a systematic review of culturally tailored interventions. American Journal of Preventive 
Medicine; 52(4):519-529.

5. Ellis DM, Draheim AA, Anderson PL. (2022). Culturally adapted digital mental health 
interventions for ethnic/racial minorities: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal 
of Consulting and Clinical Psychology; 90(10):717.

6. Davidson EM, Liu JJ, Bhopal R, White M, Johnson MR, Netto G, et al. (2013). Behavior 
change interventions to improve the health of racial and ethnic minority populations: a 
tool kit of adaptation approaches. The Milbank Quarterly; 91(4):811-851.

7. Keyserling TC, Samuel-Hodge CD, Ammerman AS, Ainsworth BE, Henríquez-Roldán CF, 
Elasy TA, et al. (2002). A randomized trial of an intervention to improve self-care behaviors 
of African-American women with type 2 diabetes: impact on physical activity. Diabetes 
Care; 25(9):1576-1583.

8. Liu J, Davidson E, Bhopal R, White M, Johnson M, Netto G, et al. (2012). Adapting health 
promotion interventions to meet the needs of ethnic minority groups: mixed-methods 
evidence synthesis. Health Technology Assessment; 16(44):1.

9. Skaff MM, Chesla CA, de los Santos Mycue V, Fisher L. (2002). Lessons in cultural com-
petence: Adapting research methodology for Latino participants. Journal of Community 
Psychology; 30(3):305-323.

10. Horne M, Tierney S, Henderson S, Wearden A, Skelton D. (2018). A systematic review of 
interventions to increase physical activity among South Asian adults. Public Health; 162:71-
81.

11. Boers M, Djoechro E, El Fakiri F. (2019). Evaluatieonderzoek van de pilot Zicht op Even-
wicht voor migranten [Evaluation study of the pilot Insight into Balance for migrants]. GGD 
Amsterdam, Epidemiologie, Gezondheidsbevordering en Zorginnovatie.

12. Ward M, Gibney S, O’Callaghan D, Shannon S. (2020). Age-friendly environments, active 
lives? Associations between the local physical and social environment and physical activity 
among adults aged 55 and older in Ireland. Journal of Aging and Physical Activity; 28(1):140-
148.

13. Bonaccorsi G, Manzi F, Del Riccio M, Setola N, Naldi E, Milani C, et al. (2020). Impact of 
the built environment and the neighborhood in promoting the physical activity and the 
healthy aging in older people: an umbrella review. International Journal of Environmental 
Research and Public Health; 17(17):6127.



7

199

14. Barnett DW, Barnett A, Nathan A, Van Cauwenberg J, Cerin E. (2017). Built environmental 
correlates of older adults’ total physical activity and walking: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity; 14(1):1-24.

15. Wang Z, Shepley MM. (2018). Can aging-in-place be promoted by the built environment 
near home for physical activity: a case study of non-Hispanic White elderly in Texas. Jour-
nal of Housing and the Built Environment; 33:749-766.

16. Oosterberg E, Devillé W, Brewster L, Agyemang C, van den Muijsenbergh M. (2013). 
Chronische ziekten bij allochtonen: hand vatten voor patiëntgerichte zorg bij diabetes, 
hypertensie en COPD. Nederlands Tijdschrift voor Geneeskunde; 157.

17. van der Velden JH. (2018). Persoonsgerichte zorg bij mensen met een migratieachtergrond 
[Person-centred care for people with a migration background]. Bijblijven; 34(3-4):207-217.

18. Jansen J, Schuit AJ, van der Lucht FJ. (2002). Tijd Voor Gezond Gedrag: Bevordering Gezond 
Gedrag Specifieke Groepen [Time For Healthy Behavior: Promoting Healthy Behavior 
Specific Groups]. Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu.

19. Matz-Costa C, Howard EP, Castaneda-Sceppa C, Diaz-Valdes Iriarte A, Lachman ME. (2019). 
Peer-based strategies to support physical activity interventions for older adults: A typology, 
conceptual framework, and practice guidelines. The Gerontologist; 59(6):1007-1016.

20. van Wieringen J. (2014). Wie zorgt voor oudere migranten? De rol van mantelzorgers, 
sleutelfiguren, professionals, gemeenten en ouderen zelf [Who takes care of older 
migrants? The role of informal carers, key figures, professionals, municipalities and the 
elderly themselves]. Pharos.

21. Herber G, Lemmens L, Spijkerman A, De Bruin S, Van Oostrom S. (2018). Preventieve 
activiteiten voor ouderen die onvoldoende bereikt worden: wat zijn kansrijke elementen 
[Preventive activities for older adults who are insufficiently reached: what are promising 
elements]. Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu.

22. Hesselink AE, Verhoeff AP, Stronks K. (2009). Ethnic health care advisors: a good strategy to 
improve the access to health care and social welfare services for ethnic minorities? Journal 
of Community Health; 34:419-429.

23. Ooms L, Gutter K, Della V, Stam van W, Folkersma Kok F, Lindert van C. (2021). Sport-
organisaties hebben wel aandacht voor ouderen, maar hebben ouderen niet als primaire 
doelgroep [Sports organizations do pay attention to the elderly, but do not have the elderly 
as their primary target group]. Mulier Instituut.

24. Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezonheid en Milieu. (2022). Cijfers en feiten sport en bewegen 
[Figures and facts sports and exercise].

25. Kruize H, Arrahmani F, Savelkoul M. (2022). Invloed van de fysieke leefomgeving op gezond 
gedrag [Influence of the physical living environment on healthy behaviour]. Ministerie van 
Volksgezonheid, Welzijn en Sport.

26. Wood L, Frank LD, Giles-Corti B. (2010). Sense of community and its relationship with 
walking and neighborhood design. Social Science and Medicine; 70(9):1381-1390.

27. Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development. (2023). Housing - Netherlands 
- Key findings.

28. Laverty AA, Webb E, Vamos EP, Millett C. (2018). Associations of increases in public 
transport use with physical activity and adiposity in older adults. International Journal of 
Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity; 15(1):31.

29. Minelgaitė A, Dagiliūtė R, Liobikienė G. (2020). The usage of public transport and impact of 
satisfaction in the European Union. Sustainability; 12(21):9154.



Chapter 7  |  General discussion

200

30. Statistics Netherlands. (2022). Integratie en Samenleving - Sociale en maatschappelijke 
participatie [Integration and Society - Social and community participation].

31. Govindaraju T, Sahle BW, McCaffrey TA, McNeil JJ, Owen AJ. (2018). Dietary patterns and 
quality of life in older adults: A systematic review. Nutrients; 10(8):971.

32. Vagetti GC, Barbosa Filho VC, Moreira NB, de Oliveira V, Mazzardo O, de Campos W. (2014). 
Association between physical activity and quality of life in the elderly: a systematic review. 
Brazilian Journal of Psychiatry; 36:76-88.

33. Feng Z, Cramm JM, Nieboer AP. (2020). Social participation is an important health be-
haviour for health and quality of life among chronically ill older Chinese people. BMC 
Geriatrics; 20:1-10.

34. Mireau J. (2021). Sociaal-economische gezondheidsverschillen in Nederland [Socio-
economic health differences in the Netherlands]. Pharos:71-76.

35. Cygańska M, Kludacz-Alessandri M, Pyke C. (2023). Healthcare Costs and Health Status: 
Insights from the SHARE Survey. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public 
Health; 20(2):1418.

36. de Haas M, Faber R, Hamersma M. (2020). How COVID-19 and the Dutch ‘intelligent 
lockdown’change activities, work and travel behaviour: Evidence from longitudinal data in 
the Netherlands. Transportation Research Interdisciplinary Perspectives; 6:100150.

37. de Visser M, Kunst A, Stoeldraijer L, Harmsen C. (2021). Sociaal-demografische verschillen 
in COVID-19-sterfte tijdens de eerste golf van de corona-epidemie [Socio-demographic 
differences in COVID-19 mortality during the first wave of the corona epidemic]. CBS: 
Statistics Netherlands.

38. Syed MA, McDonald L, Smirle C, Lau K, Mirza RM, Hitzig SL. (2017). Social isolation in 
Chinese older adults: Scoping review for age-friendly community planning. Canadian 
Journal on Aging; 36(2):223-245.

39. Buffel T, Phillipson C, Scharf T. (2012). Ageing in urban environments: Developing ‘age-
friendly’cities. Critical Social Policy; 32(4):597-617.

40. Menec VH, Means R, Keating N, Parkhurst G, Eales J. (2011). Conceptualizing age-friendly 
communities. Canadian Journal on Aging; 30(3):479-493.

41. Tucker-Seeley RD, Subramanian SV, Li Y, Sorensen G. (2009). Neighborhood safety, so-
cioeconomic status, and physical activity in older adults. American Journal of Preventive 
Medicine; 37(3):207-213.

42. Cramm JM, Van Dijk HM, Nieboer AP. (2013). The importance of neighborhood social 
cohesion and social capital for the well being of older adults in the community. The Geron-
tologist; 53(1):142-152.

43. Kehusmaa S, Autti-Rämö I, Helenius H, Rissanen P. (2013). Does informal care reduce pub-
lic care expenditure on elderly care? Estimates based on Finland’s Age Study. BMC Health 
Services Research; 13(1):317.

44. van Dijk HM, Cramm JM, Nieboer AP. (2013). The experiences of neighbour, volunteer and 
professional support-givers in supporting community dwelling older people. Health and 
Social Care in the Community; 21(2):150-158.

45. Andfossen NB. (2016). The potential for collaborative innovation between public services 
and volunteers in the long-term care sector. The Public Sector Innovation Journal; 21(3).

46. Bailey N, Pill M. (2011). The continuing popularity of the neighbourhood and neighbour-
hood governance in the transition from the ‘big state’to the ‘big society’paradigm. Environ-
ment and Planning C: Government and Policy; 29(5):927-942.



7

201

47. Lowndes V, Sullivan H. (2008). How low can you go? Rationales and challenges for neigh-
bourhood governance. Public Administration; 86(1):53-74.

48. Blacksher E. (2012). Redistribution and recognition: Pursuing social justice in public 
health. Cambridge Quarterly of Healthcare Ethics; 21(3):320-331.

49. Carlsson H, Pijpers R. (2020). Working towards health equity for ethnic minority elders: 
spanning the boundaries of neighbourhood governance. Journal of Health Organization and 
Management; 35(2):212-228.

50. van Dijk HM, Cramm JM, van Exel J, Nieboer AP. (2015). The ideal neighbourhood for age-
ing in place as perceived by frail and non-frail community-dwelling older people. Ageing 
and Society; 35(8):1771.

51. de Donder L, Buffel T, Dury S, de Witte N, Verté D. (2013). Perceptual quality of neighbour-
hood design and feelings of unsafety. Ageing and Society; 33(6):917-937.

52. Bakker J, Denters B, Oude Vrielink M, Klok P-J. (2012). Citizens’ initiatives: How local 
governments fill their facilitative role. Local Government Studies; 38(4):395-414.

53. Nieboer AP, Cramm JM. (2022). Age-friendly communities and well-being realization 
among older native and immigrant populations in the Netherlands: a theory-guided study 
protocol. BMC Geriatrics; 22(1):273.

54. Gebel K, Bauman AE, Sugiyama T, Owen N. (2011). Mismatch between perceived and 
objectively assessed neighborhood walkability attributes: Prospective relationships with 
walking and weight gain. Health and Place; 17(2):519-524.

55. Arvidsson D, Kawakami N, Ohlsson H, Sundquist K. (2012). Physical activity and concor-
dance between objective and perceived walkability. Medicine and Science in Sports and 
Exercise; 44(2):280-287.

56. Koohsari MJ, Badland H, Sugiyama T, Mavoa S, Christian H, Giles-Corti B. (2015). Mismatch 
between perceived and objectively measured land use mix and street connectivity: associa-
tions with neighborhood walking. Journal of Urban Health; 92:242-252.

57. Stirbu I, Kunst AE, Bos V, Mackenbach JP. (2006). Differences in avoidable mortality be-
tween migrants and the native Dutch in The Netherlands. BMC Public Health; 6(1):1-10.

58. Bindraban NR, van Valkengoed IG, Mairuhu G, Holleman F, Hoekstra JB, Michels BP, et al. 
(2008). Prevalence of diabetes mellitus and the performance of a risk score among Hin-
dustani Surinamese, African Surinamese and ethnic Dutch: a cross-sectional population-
based study. BMC Public Health; 8(1):1-10.

59. van Laer SD, Snijder MB, Agyemang C, Peters RJ, van den Born B-JH. (2018). Ethnic dif-
ferences in hypertension prevalence and contributing determinants–the HELIUS study. 
European Journal of Preventive Cardiology; 25(18):1914-1922.

60. Agyemang C, van Oeffelen AA, Norredam M, Kappelle LJ, Klijn CJ, Bots ML, et al. (2014). 
Socioeconomic inequalities in stroke incidence among migrant groups: analysis of nation-
wide data. Stroke; 45(8):2397-2403.

61. Erdem Ö, Riva E, Prins RG, Burdorf A, Van der Doef M. (2019). Health-related behaviours 
mediate the relation between ethnicity and (mental) health in the Netherlands. Ethnicity 
and Health; 24(3):287-300.





 Appendix
Summary
Samenvatting
Dank woord
PhD portfolio





A

205

SUMMARY

Currently, Dutch neighbourhoods do not meet the demands of a culturally diverse 
older population. Multicultural cities in the Netherlands have diverse societies 
with distinctive needs and preferences regarding ageing in place. In order to 
understand neighbourhood age-friendliness and promote health behaviours and 
well-being effectively, it is essential to consider the influence of different cultures. 
The main objective of this dissertation is to examine the importance of neigh-
bourhood age-friendliness to promote health behaviours and optimize well-being 
among older Surinamese migrants in the Netherlands.

Whether neighbourhood interventions improve older migrants’ health and/or 
well-being is not clear. The research described in Chapter 2 involves a systematic 
review reporting on 39 interventions aiming at older migrants’ health behaviour to 
promote their health and/or well-being. The systematic review indicated that the 
neighbourhood is a significant place to implement interventions to promote older 
migrants’ health and/or well-being. However, there is a lack of culturally sensitive 
interventions to enhance older migrants’ health and/or well-being.

Neighbourhood age-friendliness is expected to promote physical activity, but 
the relationship among older Surinamese adults remains unclear. The research 
in Chapter 3 described the results of a cross-sectional survey among 697 older Su-
rinamese adults living in Rotterdam, the Netherlands. Correlation and multilevel 
analysis were performed to examine the relationship between neighbourhood 
age-friendliness and physical activity among older Surinamese adults. The results 
showed a significant relationship between the domains outdoor spaces and build-
ings, communication and information, community support and health services, 
and respect and social inclusion with physical activity. The multilevel analysis 
further confirmed that overall neighbourhood age-friendliness was positively as-
sociated with physical activity.

Chapter 4 presented research examining the relationship between health be-
haviours (healthy diet, physical activity, not smoking and social activity) with well-
being among older Surinamese adults. Over half of the participants met the Dutch 
guidelines for fruit and vegetable intake, but less than half met the guidelines for 
fish intake and physical activity. The majority of the participants were nonsmok-
ers and had regular contact with family and/or friends. The multiple regression 
analyses indicated that eating enough fruits and vegetables, engaging in physical 
activity, and frequently visiting family and/or friends were positively associated 
with well-being among older Surinamese individuals.

In order to identify how older Surinamese adults experienced the age-friend-
liness of their neighbourhood in general and during the COVID-19 pandemic, in-
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depth interviews were conducted. Chapter 5 described older Surinamese adults’ 
experiences and preferences regarding neighbourhood age-friendliness in gen-
eral and during the COVID-19 pandemic. In total 17 older Surinamese adults living 
in Rotterdam and the Hague were interviewed on their views on neighbourhood 
age-friendliness and their experiences with it. Older Surinamese adults shared 
their perspectives on how certain neighbourhood resources either enhanced or 
hindered the age-friendliness of their neighbourhood. During the COVID-19 pan-
demic, the participants experienced changes in their priorities and perceptions of 
neighbourhood age-friendliness. The study found that overall, older Surinamese 
adults considered age-friendly neighbourhoods to be crucial for community en-
gagement and receiving social support, especially during the pandemic.

Chapter 6 describes a Q-methodology, which combines quantitative and quali-
tative analysis, to explore the relative importance of neighbourhood resources to 
realize well-being among older Surinamese adults. The analyses revealed three 
factors representing three distinct viewpoints of older Surinamese adults on the 
importance of neighbourhood resources to realize well-being. Older Surinamese 
adults holding viewpoint 1 value a safe neighbourhood in which to stay socially 
active. Participants prioritize having good neighbourly relationships, as it fos-
ters a sense of safety and minimizes disturbance. Participants emphasized the 
significance of the good organization of neighbourhood facilities, such as public 
transport and neighbourhood activities, as it supported them to be socially active. 
Older Surinamese adults holding viewpoint 2 valued a supportive neighbourhood 
in which to stay independent. As many of these participants faced health limita-
tions and lived alone, they relied heavily on formal and informal care and support. 
The most defining age-friendly domain for this viewpoint was community support 
and health services. Participants emphasized the importance of having suitable 
housing for older adults and having shops and activities within walking distance. 
These facilities were crucial in enabling them to maintain their independence at 
home despite their physical limitations. Older Surinamese adults holding view-
point 3 value a well-maintained neighbourhood with involved residents. These 
participants emphasized the significance of their neighbourhood’s appearance 
and safety, while also stressing the collective responsibility of residents in main-
taining these aspects.

Chapter 7 provides a discussion of the main findings of this dissertation. Ad-
ditionally, it reflects upon the theory and methodology. Implications for practice 
such as, consideration of culture to develop age-friendly neighbourhoods are 
described. Furthermore, recommendations for future research such as the de-
velopment of a culturally sensitive neighbourhood intervention to promote older 
Surinamese migrants’ health and/or well-being are described.
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This dissertation shows the importance of neighbourhood age-friendliness 
to promote health behaviours and optimize well-being among older Surinamese 
migrants in the Netherlands. Neighbourhood resources seem to have a significant 
impact on older Surinamese adults’ health behaviours and well-being. This dis-
sertation provided new perspectives on neighbourhood age-friendliness and its 
relationship with health behaviours and well-being among Surinamese adults.
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SAMENVATTING

Momenteel voldoen Nederlandse buurten niet aan de eisen van een cultureel 
diverse oudere bevolking. Multiculturele steden in Nederland hebben onderschei-
dende samenlevingen met verschillende behoeften en voorkeuren met betrekking 
tot het ouder worden in de eigen buurt. Om leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten voor 
ouderen te begrijpen en effectief gezond gedrag en welzijn te bevorderen, is het 
essentieel om rekening te houden met de invloed van verschillende culturen. Het 
hoofddoel van dit proefschrift is om het belang van leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten 
te onderzoeken om gezond gedrag te bevorderen en welzijn te optimaliseren bij 
oudere Surinaamse migranten in Nederland.

Het is niet duidelijk of buurtinterventies de gezondheid en/of het welzijn van 
oudere migranten verbeteren. Het onderzoek beschreven in Hoofdstuk 2 omvat 
een systematische review van 39 interventies gericht op gezond gedrag van oudere 
migranten om hun gezondheid en/of welzijn te bevorderen. De systematische 
review gaf aan dat de buurt een belangrijke plek is om interventies te implemen-
teren om de gezondheid en/of het welzijn van oudere migranten te bevorderen. 
Er ontbreken echter cultuur sensitieve interventies om de gezondheid en/of het 
welzijn van oudere migranten te verbeteren.

Verwacht wordt dat leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten de fysieke activiteit bevordert, 
echter is de relatie onder Surinaamse ouderen nog onduidelijk. Het onderzoek in 
Hoofdstuk 3 beschrijft de resultaten van een cross-sectioneel onderzoek onder 697 
Surinaamse ouderen die in Rotterdam wonen. Correlatie- en multilevel-analyses 
werden uitgevoerd om de relatie tussen leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten en fysieke 
activiteit onder Surinaamse ouderen te onderzoeken. De resultaten toonden een 
significante relatie aan tussen de domeinen buitenruimtes en gebouwen, commu-
nicatie en informatie, gemeenschapsondersteuning en gezondheidsdiensten, en respect 
en sociale inclusie met fysieke activiteit. De multilevel-analyse bevestigde verder 
dat de mate waarin sprake was van algehele leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten positief 
geassocieerd was met fysieke activiteit.

Hoofdstuk 4 presenteerde onderzoek naar de relatie tussen gezond gedrag 
(gezond dieet, fysieke activiteit, niet roken en sociale activiteit) en welzijn onder 
Surinaamse ouderen. Meer dan de helft van de deelnemers voldeed aan de Ne-
derlandse richtlijnen voor fruit- en groente-inname, maar minder dan de helft 
voldeed aan de richtlijnen voor visinname en fysieke activiteit. De meerderheid 
van de deelnemers waren niet-rokers en hadden regelmatig contact met familie 
en/of vrienden. De multiple regressie-analyses toonden aan dat voldoende fruit en 
groenten inname, deelnemen aan fysieke activiteit en regelmatig familie en/of vrienden 
bezoeken positief geassocieerd waren met het welzijn onder Surinaamse ouderen.
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Om te identificeren hoe Surinaamse ouderen de leeftijdsvriendelijkheid van 
hun buurt in het algemeen en tijdens de COVID-19-pandemie ervaarden, werden 
diepte-interviews gehouden. Hoofdstuk 5 beschreef de ervaringen en voorkeuren 
van Surinaamse ouderen met betrekking tot leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten in het 
algemeen en tijdens de COVID-19-pandemie. In totaal werden 17 Surinaamse ou-
deren die in Rotterdam en Den Haag wonen, geïnterviewd over hun mening over 
leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten en hun ervaringen daarmee. Surinaamse ouderen 
deelden hun perspectieven over hoe bepaalde buurtbronnen de vriendelijkheid 
van hun buurt verbeterden of belemmerden. Tijdens de COVID-19-pandemie 
ervaarden de deelnemers veranderingen in hun prioriteiten en percepties 
van buurtvriendelijkheid. Het onderzoek toonde aan dat Surinaamse ouderen 
leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten als cruciaal beschouwen voor betrokkenheid bij de 
gemeenschap en het ontvangen van sociale steun, vooral tijdens de pandemie.

Hoofdstuk 6 beschrijft een Q-studie, een methodologie die kwantitatieve en 
kwalitatieve analyse combineert, om de relatieve belangrijkheid van buurtbron-
nen voor het welzijn van Surinaamse ouderen te onderzoeken. De analyses ont-
hulden drie factoren die drie verschillende standpunten van Surinaamse ouderen 
vertegenwoordigen over het belang van buurtbronnen om welzijn te realiseren. 
Surinaamse ouderen met standpunt 1 hechten waarde aan een veilige buurt om 
sociaal actief te blijven. Deelnemers geven prioriteit aan goede buurrelaties, omdat 
dit een gevoel van veiligheid bevordert en verstoring minimaliseert. Deelnemers 
benadrukten het belang van een goede organisatie van buurtfaciliteiten, zoals 
openbaar vervoer en buurtactiviteiten, omdat dit hen ondersteunde om sociaal 
actief te zijn. Surinaamse ouderen met standpunt 2 hechtten waarde aan een on-
dersteunende buurt om onafhankelijk te blijven. Omdat veel van deze deelnemers met 
gezondheidsbeperkingen te maken hadden en alleen woonden, waren ze sterk af-
hankelijk van formele en informele zorg en ondersteuning. Het meest bepalende 
leeftijdsvriendelijke domein voor dit standpunt was gemeenschapsondersteuning 
en gezondheidsdiensten. Deelnemers benadrukten het belang van geschikte wo-
ningen voor ouderen en het hebben van winkels en activiteiten op loopafstand. 
Deze voorzieningen waren cruciaal om hun zelfstandigheid thuis te behouden 
ondanks hun fysieke beperkingen. Surinaamse ouderen met standpunt 3 hechtten 
waarde aan een goed onderhouden buurt met betrokken bewoners. Deze deelnemers 
benadrukten het belang van het uiterlijk en de veiligheid van hun buurt, waarbij 
ze ook het collectieve verantwoordelijkheidsgevoel van bewoners benadrukten in 
het behouden van deze aspecten.

Hoofdstuk 7 biedt een discussie van de belangrijkste bevindingen van dit 
proefschrift. Daarnaast reflecteert het op de theorie en methodologie. Er worden 
aanbevelingen voor de praktijk beschreven, zoals het overwegen van cultuur om 
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leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten te ontwikkelen. Verder worden aanbevelingen voor 
toekomstig onderzoek beschreven, zoals de ontwikkeling van cultuur sensitieve 
buurtinterventies om de gezondheid en/of het welzijn van oudere Surinaamse 
migranten te bevorderen.

Dit proefschrift toont het belang van leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten om gezond 
gedrag te bevorderen en welzijn te optimaliseren onder oudere Surinaamse mi-
granten in Nederland. Buurtbronnen lijken een aanzienlijke invloed te hebben 
op het gezond gedrag en welzijn van Surinaamse ouderen. Dit proefschrift biedt 
nieuwe perspectieven op leeftijdsvriendelijke buurten en de relatie met gezond 
gedrag en welzijn onder Surinaamse ouderen.
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