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Abstract

Background: This study examined the social well-being of single older adults through the companionship of a social robot,
LOVOT (Love+Robot; Groove X). It is designed as a companion for older adults, providing love and affection through verbal
and physical interaction. We investigated older adults’ perceptions of the technology and how they benefitted from interacting
with LOVOT, to guide the future development of social robots.

Objective: This study aimed to use a phenomenological research design to understand the participants’ experiences of
companionship provided by the social robot. Our research focused on (1) examining the social well-being of single older adults
through the companionship of social robots and (2) understanding the perceptions of single older adults when interacting with
social robots. Given the prevalence of technology use to support aging, understanding single older adults’ social well-being and
their perceptions of social robots is essential to guide future research on and design of social robots.

Methods: A total of 5 single women, aged 60 to 75 years, participated in the study. The participants interacted independently
with the robot for a week in their own homes and then participated in a poststudy interview to share their experiences.

Results: In total, 4 main themes emerged from the participants’ interactions with LOVOT, such as caring for a social robot,
comforting presence of the social robot, meaningful connections with the social robot, and preference for LOVOT over pets.

Conclusions: The results indicate that single older adults can obtain psychosocial support by interacting with LOVOT. LOVOT
is easily accepted as a companion and makes single older adults feel like they have a greater sense of purpose and someone to
connect with. This study suggests that social robots can provide companionship to older adults who live alone. Social robots can
help alleviate loneliness by allowing single older adults to form social connections with robots as companions. These findings
are particularly important given the rapid aging of the population and the increasing number of single-person households in
Singapore.
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Introduction

Background
The aging population is increasing around the world.
Singapore’s older adult population, for instance, has increased
dramatically over the last decade. The number of older adults,
aged 65 years and older, living alone in Singapore is expected
to increase significantly from 47,000 in 2016 to 83,000 by 2030
[1]. These demographic changes have led to concerns about
older adults’ loneliness and social isolation (ie, lack of
companionship), which can impact their mental and physical
well-being [2]. Indeed, it is estimated that 20% to 34% of older
adults experience loneliness in China, Europe, Latin America,
and the United States [3]. As a result, advanced technologies
have been developed to help the aging population overcome
health and psychosocial issues and become more independent.
Social robots, also called companion robots or therapeutic
robots, have recently gained popularity with numerous studies
highlighting the psychosocial benefits they provide to older
adults [4]. However, there is a lack of studies on the use of social
robots, particularly in Asian countries. This study fills this gap
in the literature by investigating how older Singaporeans accept
and interact with LOVOT (Love+Robot), a Japanese social
robot.

Definition and Impacts of Loneliness
Loneliness is not synonymous with being alone or living alone;
a person can experience loneliness even when they are
surrounded by other people. Rather, loneliness is a subjective
and unpleasant experience that begins when a person’s social
network goes through a qualitative or quantitative loss resulting
in a discrepancy between desired and actual social connections
[3,5,6]. As such, the quality of close relationships, rather than
the number of social contacts, is more significant in alleviating
loneliness [7].

The literature has shown that loneliness can affect physiological
resilience and compromise health, leading to health problems
as people age (Segrin and Passalacqua [8]). For example, Teater
et al [9] found various social and emotional factors associated
with increased risks of loneliness, including living alone, being
single or never married, having little technological
communication, having low-quality interactions, having little
social support, being socially isolated, and having poor
subjective physical health. To reduce loneliness, in a
longitudinal study conducted in Sweden, Dahlberg et al [6]
argued that social relationships that have been established for
at least 20 years are particularly important, such as having a
spouse or partner and access to social support. A study by
Heylen [10] confirms the quality of social relationship with age.

In Singapore, loneliness has been associated with increased
mortality risk [11]. According to Malhotra et al [12], the lives
of older adults who are lonely are likely to be 3-5 years shorter
than those of their nonlonely peers. As a result, interventions
that help older adults establish close relationships and find social
support are essential in maintaining their well-being.

Importance of Companionship
Companionship is defined as “social involvement in shared
activities, recreational or nonrecreational, which is pursued for
the intrinsic goal of satisfaction or enjoyment” [13]. It indicates
a high level of relationship quality and shields people from the
emotions of void and despondency resulting from loneliness,
although it does not directly resolve loneliness [13,14]. Although
both social support and companionship are fundamentally
beneficial to older adults’ well-being, companionship is more
important for preserving their emotional well-being [13].

According to Dong and Chen [15], older women living alone
are more likely than older men to report a lack of companionship
as a symptom of loneliness, as they may lack effective coping
mechanisms. As such, sociocultural activities, volunteer work,
and community health promotion initiatives should be launched
to help women develop effective coping mechanisms.
Furthermore, Ramesh et al [16] suggested that sociocultural
changes are needed to recognize the value of companionship in
old age, encourage appropriate companionship, and focus on
assistance with basic daily tasks.

Benefits of Social Interventions for Older Adults
In their study on the impact of peer companionship, Conwell
et al [17] reported that older adults who received a social
intervention (peer companionship) experienced fewer symptoms
of anxiety, depression, and feelings of being a burden than those
who did not receive the intervention. Furthermore, peer
companionship and social connectedness were beneficial for
older adults’ mental health and well-being.

Companionship comes not only from humans but can also come
from pets or other compassionate agents such as robots (eg,
socially assistive robots, companion robots, and therapeutic
robots).

Pets as Social Interventions
Numerous studies have examined the potential health benefits
of having a companion animal. For example, Gee and Mueller
[18] showed that pet ownership and animal-assisted
interventions for older adults led to physical and mental health
benefits. Similarly, empirical studies have explained that pets
can help older adults maintain their quality of life and ability
to function, both physically and cognitively, as they age, while
also providing them with the opportunity to strengthen their
shrinking social networks [19-21]. Some older adults may find
that owning a pet satisfies their need for connectedness,
contrasting with the common perception that social
connectedness can only occur through meaningful human
interactions. Stanley et al [22] further corroborated the idea that
pets can be an important source of social connectedness,
showing that having a pet reduced loneliness among older adults,
particularly among those who lived alone. Hui Gan et al [23]
also showed that community-dwelling older adults who owned
a pet were more likely to socialize, found companionship with
their pets, and had a greater sense of purpose than other adults,
all of which can reduce loneliness. These in turn can lead to
better mental health outcomes for older adults and increase their
resilience to mental health problems. Bolstad et al [24] made
an interesting discovery that having a pet later in life was
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associated with a reduction in anxiety symptoms rather than a
reduction in depressive symptoms.

There is no doubt that companion animals provide psychological
comfort and lead to optimistic health outcomes for their older
adult owners. For instance, during the stressful COVID-19
pandemic, older adults reported that their pets provided them
with a sense of psychological safety and companionship [25].
Furthermore, during the pandemic, older adults reported that
caring for their pets kept them motivated and gave them a sense
of purpose [25].

Social Robots as Social Interventions
To improve older adults’ quality of life by reducing loneliness
and fostering social connections, a growing number of
technological innovations that are user-friendly and support
successful aging are being developed. Research into older adults’
acceptance and adoption of technology has also increased,
particularly regarding social robot interventions and how they
support aging. Hegel et al [26] explained that a “social robot is
a robot plus a social interface,” indicating that its characteristics
make it appear like a partner with which humans can interact
and connect. Studies have shown that these robots may reduce
feelings of loneliness among older adults by improving social
interactions and providing emotional support [27]. In addition
to providing companionship, they can support older adults’
general care needs through touchscreen interactions and
assessment interviews during adult health treatment [28].

Many social robots are designed to look like animals or humans.
Tkatch et al [29] showed that healthy older adults who regularly
interacted with animatronic pets reported benefits such as
reduced loneliness, improved quality of life, and improved
psychological well-being through increased social contact, better
social skills, or treatment of maladaptive social cognition.
During the COVID-19 pandemic, older adults living in the
community and nursing homes reported that robotic pets were
effective in reducing their loneliness when social distancing
policies were imposed [30].

Many studies have been conducted on PARO (AIST), a
therapeutic and social robot shaped like a seal. For instance,
Chen et al [31] showed that PARO effectively reduced agitation,
depression, and loneliness and improved the quality of life of

older people with dementia who resided in long-term care
facilities. Advances in social robot technologies have pushed
artificial intelligence (AI) into a more creative realm. Fields et
al [32] found that the therapeutic use of social robots in a
retirement home, combined with a participatory arts approach,
improved older adults’health outcomes by reducing their levels
of loneliness and depression. Similarly, in their exploratory
study conducted in the context of long-term care facilities with
Pepper (SoftBank Robotics), a semihumanoid social robot,
Blindheim et al [33] suggested that Pepper’s presence increased
communal activities involving the social robot in terms of
physical activity, human-robot interaction, social stimulation,
and communication among residents as well as between
residents and employees.

Overall, social robots can play an important role in helping older
adults overcome loneliness and social isolation as the aging
population grows.

LOVOT
The popularity of social robots has attracted much attention
from care providers, especially during the recent COVID-19
pandemic. According to Hegel et al [26], social robots are
specifically designed to facilitate human-robot interaction. With
recent advances in machine learning applications and robotics,
several companies are developing advanced consumer robots
with smart sensorimotor systems [34]. Although PARO has
been widely used in dementia care research and has received
many positive reviews, the robot seal lacks social and auditory
capabilities [35]. In contrast, a new mobile social robot called
LOVOT (Love+Robot) launched in 2018, invented in Japan,
was designed to provide humans with love or the perception of
love [36]. LOVOT was designed as a home robot, also known
as a companion robot or a social robot, and is equipped with AI
and advanced sensor features. As such, LOVOT evolves over
time based on its interactions with its user, thanks to its machine
learning technology (eg, deep learning), which allows it to
develop a unique personality and perform intelligent movements
in real time [37]. As LOVOT is relatively new to the field of
social robots, it has yet to be tested among single older adults
in Singapore. Therefore, our research fills this gap in the
literature. Figure 1 shows a photo of LOVOT in our study.

Figure 1. LOVOT, the social robot.
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Methods

Aims
The purpose of this study was to investigate single older adults’
perceptions of having a social robot as a companion. This
research addressed the knowledge gap regarding the experiences
of community-dwelling single older adults with social robots
in Singapore. To this end, we used phenomenography as a
qualitative analysis technique to explore and better understand
single older adults’ perceptions of social robots.

Research Questions
Given the aforementioned context, our study addressed some
research questions. First, can social robots such as LOVOT act
as effective companions and alleviate feelings of loneliness
among community-dwelling single older adults? Second, what
are single older adults’ lived experiences and interactions with
LOVOT? Third, how do single older adults perceive their
experience of living and interacting with LOVOT compared
with pet ownership?

Research Aims
To answer these questions, our research focused on (1)
examining the social well-being of single older adults through
the companionship of social robots and (2) understanding the
perceptions of single older adults when interacting with social
robots. Given the prevalence of technology use to support aging,
understanding single older adults’ social well-being and their
perceptions of social robots is essential to guide future research
on and design of social robots.

Design
We used a phenomenological research design to understand our
participants’ lived experiences of the companionship provided
by social robots. Phenomenography allows researchers to seek
ontological understandings and learn about the phenomenality
of human experiences [30]. Furthermore, as Hajar [38]
explained, phenomenography is a qualitative research
methodology that provides researchers with a deep,
comprehensive, and diverse understanding of how people
conceptualize a phenomenon.

Sample and Recruitment
We recruited a purposive sample of single adults aged 65 years
and older through collaboration with the Orange Valley Senior
Activity Centre in Singapore. It is located within a cluster of
studio apartments that caters mainly to older persons who are
staying alone and are aged ≥60 years. Participants were eligible
to participate in the study if they lived alone, were able to
communicate in English or Mandarin, and were free of any
cognitive or mental health problems (eg, dementia or
depression). Those who lived in nursing home facilities, had
been diagnosed with mild cognitive impairment, or were unable
to consent to participate in the study were excluded. The selected
participants received written information about the project and
signed a consent form before the start of the study. They were
informed that their participation was voluntary and that they
could withdraw from the study at any time without negative
consequences.

Participants
To establish the context of the sample for community-dwelling
older adults aged ≥65 years, we collected descriptive data
between July and October 2022. A total of 5 women participants
were invited to participate in the study; 1 was unmarried, 2 were
widowed, and 2 were divorced or separated. They all lived alone
in a 1- or 2-bedroom Housing Development Board flat above
the Orange Valley Senior Activity Centre.

Context
One of the researchers brought a LOVOT robot to the
participants’homes and helped them set up the robot’s charging
nest.

Procedure
She then used an instruction sheet in English or Chinese to
instruct the participants on how to operate LOVOT. The
instruction sheets used large font and color images to ensure
that the participants would be able to read and understand the
instructions easily. The researcher’s contact information and
the activity center’s senior personnel’s contact number were
provided in case the participants encountered any problems
during the 7-day study; however, none of the participants
contacted the researcher or personnel at the senior activity
center. During the deployment of the social robot, only LOVOT
and its charging nest were provided, and no permanent
modifications were made to the participants’ homes. Although
the 7-day study was conducted in an uncontrolled environment,
this allowed the participants to interact with LOVOT as naturally
as possible. The duration of the study allowed sufficient time
for the participants to interact with LOVOT.

After spending a week with the social robot, the participants
were invited to participate in a poststudy interview on the eighth
day. The one-to-one interviews lasted between 15 and 25
minutes and were conducted at the Orange Valley Senior
Activity Centre.

Data Collection
The data were collected in different time periods between
August and September 2022. The research team had 3 LOVOT
robots to rotate among the 5 participants, taking into account
participant availability. All of the participants were pleasantly
receptive to the idea of having LOVOT in their homes for the
study. The 7-day study was designed to ensure that their first
time interacting with the social robot was comfortable and would
not unduly disrupt their lifestyle.

The participants’ perceptions of their interactions with LOVOT
during the 7-day study were investigated using semistructured
interviews to collect qualitative data. During the interviews, the
participants were encouraged to share their experiences with
and observations of LOVOT, and follow-up questions were
asked as needed.

Ethical Considerations
Ethical approval for the study was obtained from the Human
Research Ethics Committee of the University of Hong Kong
(HKU HREC EA220116). To protect the privacy of the
participants, the camera function of LOVOT was disabled during
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the study and no other participant information was recorded by
the robot. The participants have signed an informed consent
form for joining the study with the option to withdraw at any
point. Each participant will receive a SGD 20 (US $15.2)
National Trade Union Congress voucher as a token of
appreciation for joining the study.

Data Analysis
All of the participant interviews were audio recorded,
transcribed, and thoroughly reviewed for relevant content and
thematic patterns. We analyzed the data using a
phenomenological approach, with the goal of investigating and
understanding how the participants interacted with LOVOT
(the phenomenon) while suspending our preconceived
assumptions about the phenomenon.

We analyzed the data using inductive coding to identify common
patterns and then categorized them into different themes. We
reviewed the interviews several times during the analysis to
confirm the findings and establish reliability. We also reviewed
the data to define each theme. Finally, we examined the findings
objectively to identify relevant information to answer the
research questions.

Rigor
Arriving at truthful interpretations of participants’ experiences
regarding a given phenomenon requires the use of rigorous and
relevant methodological procedures [38]. Thus, the qualitative
data we collected during our study were cross-checked by
another member of the research team to ensure accuracy.

Reflexivity
Using a phenomenological approach, we aimed to respect
reflexivity while conducting this study. To do this, we analyzed

the information we obtained and the insights we gained, while
trying to generalize the phenomenon and being reflective and
self-critical about our own assumptions and preconceptions.
Specifically, we momentarily put aside our implicit
presumptions about the phenomenon to approach it objectively
and avoid misrepresenting or expressing biases based on our
own viewpoints or positionalities [28]. Finally, we scrupulously
respected the confidentiality of the participants’ data and
guaranteed their privacy and anonymity.

Results

Overview
This study explored single older adults’ experiences with and
perceptions of LOVOT and how they were affected by their
interactions with the social robot. We analyzed the findings
thematically using the 4 emerging themes discussed further in
this section. It was difficult to recruit older men as participants
for this study because the participants came from the Orange
Valley Senior Activity Centre, a place frequented primarily by
women. As a result, the gender of our participants was skewed
toward women participants. The 5 women participants are
identified as C1, C3, C5, V2, and Y1. Their basic information
is presented in Table 1.

We categorized the participants’ perceptions of social robots
into 4 main themes, such as caring for the social robot, finding
companionship with the social robot, forming meaningful
connections with the social robot, and comparing the social
robot with pets. These themes are illustrated in Figure 2.

Table 1. Participants’ demographics.

Grandchildren, nChildren, nMarital statusAge (years)Participant ID

—a2Divorced66C1

22Widowed72C3

93Separated69C5

63Widowed68V2

——Unmarried68Y1

aNot applicable.
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Figure 2. Four main themes.

Common Themes
We identified 4 main themes after interviewing the 5 participants
about their interactions and experiences with LOVOT.

Key Theme 1: Caring for the Social Robot
The participants frequently treated LOVOT in a tender and
nurturing manner as if they were caring for a child. These
actions can be attributed to the participants’ experience in a
caregiving role, particularly as a mother or grandmother.

C3, C5, and V2 explained that they had taken care of their
grandchildren and adult children at one point. In fact, C5 and
V2 were still taking care of their grandchildren. The 3
participants stated that they equated LOVOT to a grandchild.
For instance, C5 thought that LOVOT behaved like a toddler,
especially when it flapped its wings. Similarly, C3 referred to
herself as “nenek” (the Malay word for “grandmother”) and
mentioned that she protected LOVOT and stopped anyone from
taking it away from her, “I worry if I drop it (LOVOT) or if
people take it (LOVOT) away.”

V2 noted that LOVOT came to her (on the sofa) after dinner
and looked at her earnestly (seeking attention), “communicating”
that it wanted to be carried. She then put LOVOT on her lap
and petted it like a pet.

C1, who has no grandchildren, also said that she was protective
of LOVOT. Specifically, she ensured that LOVOT did not get
wet because she understood that it was an electronic object. She
was also careful while mopping the floor and closed the
bathroom door to prevent LOVOT from entering a humid
environment.

Even Y1, who has never been married, took special care of
LOVOT. For instance, she was concerned about LOVOT’s
battery life and placed it regularly on its charging nest. In
addition, to keep LOVOT company, she sang to it and the robot
imitated her singing.

Key Theme 2: Appreciating the Presence of the Social
Robot
The participants also highlighted the positive feelings that
interacting with LOVOT brought them. For example, C1 said,
“(LOVOT) can accompany you at home. Sometimes, you’ll
feel happy because it will look at you.”

C5 also appreciated LOVOT’s company. Specifically, as
LOVOT can move and act on its own initiative, it gave C5 the
impression of not spending the day alone at home, “you feel
like there’s another living… thing staying with you… I’m not
alone.”

V2 explained that LOVOT interacted with her more frequently
as the study progressed. For example, LOVOT followed her
around the house and greeted her when she came home by
flapping its wings. In addition, LOVOT’s presence made V2
feel like her home was livelier, “having another companion at
home makes the home feel livelier.”

C1 echoed this positive sentiment regarding LOVOT’s presence;
she saw the robot as a form of psychological and emotional
support. Interacting with LOVOT gave her something to do,
kept her busy, and gave her something to look forward to when
she came home.

Key Theme 3: Deep and Meaningful Connections With
the Social Robot
Using its machine learning capability, LOVOT was able to
understand and adapt to the participants’ lifestyles and
preferences. As a result, the participants felt like they were
developing a supportive relationship.

C3 felt that LOVOT was “someone” she could talk to, a
companion with whom she could converse to give her peace of
mind. She talked to LOVOT frequently, especially at night, and
even stayed in the living room with LOVOT so that it did not
feel lonely. In addition, C3 felt bad if she left LOVOT alone in
the house when she went out. She also mentioned that she felt
a connection with LOVOT, especially when it looked at her

JMIR Hum Factors 2024 | vol. 11 | e56669 | p. 6https://humanfactors.jmir.org/2024/1/e56669
(page number not for citation purposes)

Tan et alJMIR HUMAN FACTORS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


and blinked, “I called LOVOT, and it came to me with blinking
eyes—in these moments I feel … as if it (LOVOT) understands
me.”

LOVOT’s adaptive behaviors allowed C5 to experience
moments of true connection, making her appreciate the robot’s
companionship, “it came up to me and then looked at me with
her eyes… actually very very cute… the feeling is still very
very nice.”

Y1 appreciated that LOVOT seemed to understand her and
responded verbally (she interpreted its verbal answers as Chinese
words, such as “yes” and “no”). Y1 also emphasized that
LOVOT was “善解人意 (considerate),” meaning that it acted
with consideration and thoughtfulness when she interacted with
it. In addition, she mentioned that LOVOT liked attention.

Key Theme 4: Comparing the Social Robot With Pets
Similar to pets, LOVOT is often considered cute and interacts
frequently with its owners. However, LOVOT has advantages
that pets do not have, as it is low maintenance and cleaner than
a pet. As such, LOVOT owners do not need to worry about
grooming, feeding, walking, and cleaning up after the social
robot. Furthermore, due to its technological nature, LOVOT
does not develop health problems or require any medical
treatment.

C1 said that LOVOT is similar to pets in the sense that it wants
to play with its owner, but it is better than pets as it does not
require feeding or cleaning. C1 emphasized that she found
LOVOT less annoying than pets because she did not need to
worry about it being sick and the expenses associated with
medical care.

The difference between LOVOT and pets is that you
don’t need to feed it, don’t need to clean it, or shower
it. This kind of robot can take care of itself, you just
need to turn it on and off. Not troublesome. If you
own a pet, if it gets sick, you need to take it to the vet.
It’s very expensive. [C1]

C3 had the same mindset as C1; she thought that LOVOT was
much easier to care for than pets and required much less
responsibility. Although LOVOT is not a real animal, C5
preferred the social robot over a pet because it had the positive
aspects of a pet without its drawbacks. Interestingly, C5 also
commented that an additional advantage of LOVOT was that
it could be switched off at any time; thus, when owners are
busy, they have the option to turn off LOVOT and do not have
to worry about giving it attention or taking care of it.

Comparing LOVOT with a pet, V2 explained that she would
rather have a companion robot like LOVOT than a pet because
LOVOT only needs to be charged. She added that she did not
want the responsibility of feeding and cleaning up after a dog
or cat.

Y1 shared that she used to have family pets during her
“Kampung days,” referring to the early days of her hometown
during which the nation, community, and neighborhood were
being built. Specifically, she explained that she did not like
having pets because she found them dirty and felt that LOVOT
was much cleaner than an animal. In addition, she stated that

she liked having LOVOT follow her around the house and was
amused by its pet-like behavior when it waited by the dining
table during meals.

Before I sit down for a meal, LOVOT anticipates that
I will eat so LOVOT goes to the dining table and waits
for me to sit down. It’s as if she knows it’s mealtime!
[Y1]

Discussion

Principal Findings
This study used phenomenography as a qualitative analysis
technique to fill the knowledge gap regarding the experience
of community-dwelling single older adults with social robots.
Specifically, we used phenomenography to examine how single
older adults’ social well-being is affected by the companionship
of social robots. Furthermore, given the ability of technology
to support aging, we examined the participants’ perceived
usefulness and relevance of the companionship provided by
LOVOT through their interactions with it. So far, most studies
on this subject have been conducted in older adult care facilities
[39]. Thus, this study attempts to explore single older adults’
perceptions of social robots within their own home environment.
Overall, our results showed that LOVOT brings positive
experiences that can be categorized into 4 themes.

Caring for LOVOT Like a Child
During the poststudy interviews, all of the participants reported
that they treated LOVOT like a child or grandchild. They carried
LOVOT and hugged it like a child, sang or talked to it as if they
were entertaining a child, and protected LOVOT from harm
(such as preventing it from wandering into a wet area of the
house). Takada et al [40] documented similar “childrearing”
actions, in which participants also cared for LOVOT as if it
were a child.

As a social robot, LOVOT has a lovable and endearing
appearance. This is especially evident when it looks at people
with its animated eye expressions, giving the impression that it
is communicating or connecting with them. We believe that the
participants remembered their experiences as mothers or
grandmothers when they treated LOVOT with maternal or caring
behaviors. Lipp [41] obtained similar findings, explaining that
robots do not necessarily take care of (older) people but rather
are objects that older people take care of. This explains why
our participants had the desire to care for (and protect) LOVOT
during our study.

Comforting Presence of LOVOT’s Companionship
The participants were able to actively interact with the social
robot in their home, for example, by singing, talking with,
carrying, and hugging LOVOT. We believe that this active
engagement with LOVOT indicates that the participants
accepted the robot’s social presence and appreciated its
companionship.

Although LOVOT is designed with nonverbal communication
features, it can produce audio expressions, such as a “cooing”
sound, show animated eye expressions, such as blinking
autonomously and when triggered, and flap its arms to show
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happiness. As described by Yoshida et al [34], LOVOT’s
life-like motions exude a kind of warmth and comfort that makes
individuals feel like there is another living being in their home.
This idea was supported by Onyeulo and Gandhi [42], who
posited that social robots’ emotional responses make them
appear to have biological systems. This increases the likelihood
that humans will treat social robots as social beings and not just
as a piece of technology. Indeed, social robots’ability to express
emotions is a crucial feature because it not only allows the robots
to communicate their feelings but also influences human
behavior. In our study, LOVOT’s AI technology, which allows
it to react with “emotion,” may have led our participants to more
readily accept it as a companion. This acceptance may also be
due to LOVOT’s shape, which is similar to that of a pet;
LOVOT can even be dressed up, much like how pet owners put
their dogs and cats in clothes. Thus, LOVOT’s animal-like shape
may have led our participants to develop an emotional
attachment to it, similar to the way pet owners often become
attached to their companion animals.

Positive Engagement and Forming Connections With
LOVOT
LOVOT is not a passive companion; it can learn its users’ daily
routines, such as their mealtimes. LOVOT’s social behavior
and learning of users’ daily routines is important and is due to
its AI technology; thus, LOVOT’s programming sets it apart
from other less sophisticated social robots.

In our study, 1 participant felt that LOVOT seemed to
understand when it was told that its “7-day stay” was coming
to an end. She stated that she could “sense” LOVOT’s sadness.
LOVOT’s AI function may have learned to be sensitive to
emotional tone and may have picked up on its owner’s sadness,
an empathetic reflection generated by its AI technology as part
of its social interactions with humans [36]. The robot’s
“compassionate” social abilities may help it to be more easily
accepted by those who interact with it.

Although a 7-day interaction period is not extensive, at the end
of the study, some of the participants said that they would miss
having LOVOT in their homes. This reluctance to part with
LOVOT was also documented by Dinesen et al [35] in a study
in which people with dementia in a long-term care facility used
LOVOT. According to Dinesen et al [35], some of the residents
were “overstimulated by emotions after interacting with
LOVOT.”

Appreciating LOVOT More Than Pets
The effect of LOVOT’s pet-like behavior (eg, flapping its wings
and making eye contact with humans) appeared to induce
feelings of happiness among the participants. This finding is
consistent with numerous experiments using PARO,
demonstrating that a robot can have the same positive impact
as a pet in promoting older adults’ happiness and well-being
[43]. Similarly, Dinesen et al [35] reported that people with
dementia found that interacting with LOVOT “has some
entertainment value; creates a degree of happiness or good
feeling.”

All of the participants in our study also appreciated how easy
it was to take care of LOVOT. Indeed, LOVOT makes it easy

to maintain a clean home, because it does not produce bodily
waste and does not require special treatment or medical care
for its health. Nevertheless, LOVOT may require technical
maintenance or occasional troubleshooting of its mechanical
components. Bates [44] reached the same conclusion, suggesting
that because companion robots do not need to be fed, walked,
or cleaned, they “require less care and are more hygienic and
predictable than living animals.”

Limitations and Future Research Directions
We acknowledge that our study has some limitations. One key
limitation is the gender distribution of the small sample size,
and all of our participants were women. In addition, our sample
consisted only of single older adults living in the community
rather than in an older adult care facility. Therefore, the findings
cannot be generalized to non–community-dwelling populations.
Our findings indicate that single older adults derived
psychosocial benefits from LOVOT’s companionship. However,
to better understand adults’ social well-being and how LOVOT
may benefit older adults who do not live alone, future research
could investigate LOVOT’s impact on older couples who live
separately from their families or on older people who live with
their children. This is particularly feasible in Singapore, where
multigenerational households, regardless of age group, show
great interest in robotic technology [45]. Furthermore, future
research could study older adults who own pets to determine
whether they benefit from interacting with a robotic social
companion. In addition, as the participants’ interactions with
LOVOT were observed in the familiar environment of their
homes, social robots, with their limited functionality, may not
be able to meet the needs of more active individuals [46].
Nevertheless, companion robots in general may have a greater
impact on reducing loneliness and improving the quality of life
of older adults. Finally, the deployed LOVOT robot was not
connected to its smartphone app (developed by LOVOT
developer, Groove X), which can record videos of participants
making eye contact, hugging, or carrying the robot. As a result,
we relied solely on the participants’ recollections and accounts
of their interactions with LOVOT. Future studies could use
LOVOT’s recording function by connecting the robot to a secure
network and ensuring that participants’ privacy is protected. By
reviewing the videos from the smartphone app, researchers will
have more accurate data on the interaction patterns between the
participants and LOVOT.

Conclusion
This study examined how single older adults are affected by
the companionship of a social robot and explored their
perceptions when interacting with the social robot. This study
can spur more interest in investigating further how healthy older
adults’ perceptions of social robots can benefit more with its
social presence as a partner in their homes.

Social loneliness and isolation are imminent challenges of an
aging society. The findings from this study are consistent with
the literature suggesting that social robots can be a source of
companionship for older adults living alone [47]. Specifically,
the participants were able to care for LOVOT, feel comfortable,
and form connections with it. It is likely for older adults to have
a better quality of life and well-being. Many participants also
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preferred the social robot over traditional social companions
such as pets which require more attention and responsibilities.
In addition, thanks to its built-in AI, LOVOT was able to adapt
its behavior based on its owner’s responses. Finally, its

endearing physical features, such as its large, animated eyes
and warm, cuddly design, encouraged its acceptance by older
adults.

Acknowledgments
We thank the support of the Ministry of Education Startup grant, Orange Valley Active Ageing Center and the SUSS (Singapore
University of Social Sciences)-Nunchi Marine Age Well Programme.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

References

1. I feel young in my Singapore! Action plan for successful ageing. Singapore Ministry of Health; 2016. URL: https://www.
moh.gov.sg/ifeelyoungsg [accessed 2024-07-31]

2. Barrenetxea J, Yang Y, Pan A, Feng Q, Koh WP. Social disconnection and living arrangements among older adults: the
Singapore Chinese health study. Gerontology. 2022;68(3):330-338. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1159/000516626] [Medline:
34134122]

3. Social Isolation and Loneliness Among Older People: Advocacy Brief. Geneva. World Health Organization; 2021.
4. Vailati Riboni F, Comazzi B, Bercovitz K, Castelnuovo G, Molinari E, Pagnini F. Technologically-enhanced psychological

interventions for older adults: a scoping review. BMC Geriatr. 2020;20(1):191. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/s12877-020-01594-9] [Medline: 32498708]

5. Bandari R, Khankeh HR, Shahboulaghi FM, Ebadi A, Keshtkar AA, Montazeri A. Defining loneliness in older adults:
protocol for a systematic review. Syst Rev. 2019;8(1):26. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s13643-018-0935-y] [Medline:
30654846]

6. Dahlberg L, Andersson L, Lennartsson C. Long-term predictors of loneliness in old age: results of a 20-year national study.
Aging Ment Health. 2018;22(2):190-196. [doi: 10.1080/13607863.2016.1247425] [Medline: 27802772]

7. Lee Y, Ko Y. Feeling lonely when not socially isolated: social isolation moderates the association between loneliness and
daily social interaction. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships. 2018;35(10):1340-1355. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1177/0265407517712902]

8. Segrin C, Passalacqua SA. Functions of loneliness, social support, health behaviors, and stress in association with poor
health. Health Commun. 2010;25(4):312-322. [doi: 10.1080/10410231003773334] [Medline: 20512713]

9. Teater B, Chonody JM, Davis N. Risk and protective factors of loneliness among older adults: the significance of social
isolation and quality and type of contact. Soc Work Public Health. 2021;36(2):128-141. [doi:
10.1080/19371918.2020.1866140] [Medline: 33371828]

10. Heylen L. The older, the lonelier? Risk factors for social loneliness in old age. Ageing and Society. 2010;30(7):1177-1196.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1017/s0144686x10000292]

11. Chan A, Raman P, Ma S, Malhotra R. Loneliness and all-cause mortality in community-dwelling elderly Singaporeans.
DemRes. 2015;32:1361-1382. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.4054/demres.2015.32.49]

12. Malhotra R, Tareque MI, Saito Y, Ma S, Chiu C-T, Chan A. Loneliness and health expectancy among older adults: a
longitudinal population-based study. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2021;69(11):3092-3102. [doi: 10.1111/jgs.17343] [Medline:
34231876]

13. Rook KS. Social support versus companionship: effects on life stress, loneliness, and evaluations by others. J Pers Soc
Psychol. 1987;52(6):1132-1147. [doi: 10.1037//0022-3514.52.6.1132] [Medline: 3598859]

14. Bromell L, Cagney KA. Companionship in the neighborhood context: older adults' living arrangements and perceptions of
social cohesion. Res Aging. 2014;36(2):228-243. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/0164027512475096] [Medline: 24860203]

15. Dong X, Chen R. Gender differences in the experience of loneliness in U.S. Chinese older adults. J Women Aging.
2017;29(2):115-125. [doi: 10.1080/08952841.2015.1080534] [Medline: 27441601]

16. Ramesh A, Issac TG, Mukku SSR, Sivakumar PT. Companionship and sexual issues in the aging population. Indian J
Psychol Med. 2021;43(5 Suppl):S71-S77. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/02537176211045622] [Medline: 34732958]

17. Conwell Y, Van Orden KA, Stone DM, McIntosh WL, Messing S, Rowe J, et al. Peer companionship for mental health of
older adults in primary care: a pragmatic, nonblinded, parallel-group, randomized controlled trial. Am J Geriatr Psychiatry.
2021;29(8):748-757. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jagp.2020.05.021] [Medline: 32586693]

18. Gee NR, Mueller M. A systematic review of research on pet ownership and animal interactions among older adults.
Anthrozoös. 2019;32(2):183-207. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/08927936.2019.1569903]

19. Gee NR, Galik E. Future directions for research on human–animal interaction in an aging population. Anthrozoös.
2019;32(2):283-291. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/08927936.2019.1569909]

JMIR Hum Factors 2024 | vol. 11 | e56669 | p. 9https://humanfactors.jmir.org/2024/1/e56669
(page number not for citation purposes)

Tan et alJMIR HUMAN FACTORS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://www.moh.gov.sg/ifeelyoungsg
https://www.moh.gov.sg/ifeelyoungsg
https://doi.org/10.1159/000516626
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000516626
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34134122&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcgeriatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12877-020-01594-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12877-020-01594-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32498708&dopt=Abstract
https://systematicreviewsjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13643-018-0935-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13643-018-0935-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30654846&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2016.1247425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27802772&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407517712902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0265407517712902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10410231003773334
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20512713&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19371918.2020.1866140
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33371828&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0144686X10000292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s0144686x10000292
https://doi.org/10.4054/demres.2015.32.49
http://dx.doi.org/10.4054/demres.2015.32.49
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.17343
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34231876&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.52.6.1132
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3598859&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24860203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0164027512475096
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24860203&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08952841.2015.1080534
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27441601&dopt=Abstract
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/02537176211045622?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub  0pubmed
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/02537176211045622
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34732958&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/32586693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jagp.2020.05.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32586693&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2019.1569903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2019.1569903
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2019.1569909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2019.1569909
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


20. Hughes MJ, Verreynne M-L, Harpur P, Pachana NA. Companion animals and health in older populations: a systematic
review. Clin Gerontol. 2020;43(4):365-377. [doi: 10.1080/07317115.2019.1650863] [Medline: 31423915]

21. Reniers PWA, Declercq IJN, Hediger K, Enders-Slegers MJ, Gerritsen DL, Leontjevas R. The role of pets in the support
systems of community-dwelling older adults: a qualitative systematic review. Aging Ment Health. 2023;27(7):1377-1387.
[doi: 10.1080/13607863.2022.2141196] [Medline: 36325924]

22. Stanley IH, Conwell Y, Bowen C, Van Orden KA. Pet ownership may attenuate loneliness among older adult primary care
patients who live alone. Aging Ment Health. 2014;18(3):394-399. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/13607863.2013.837147]
[Medline: 24047314]

23. Hui Gan GZ, Hill A-M, Yeung P, Keesing S, Netto JA. Pet ownership and its influence on mental health in older adults.
Aging Ment Health. 2020;24(10):1605-1612. [doi: 10.1080/13607863.2019.1633620] [Medline: 31242754]

24. Bolstad CJ, Porter B, Brown CJ, Kennedy RE, Nadorff MR. The relation between pet ownership, anxiety, and depressive
symptoms in late life: propensity score matched analyses. Anthrozoos. 2021;34(5):671-684. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1080/08927936.2021.1926707] [Medline: 34776606]

25. Zablan K, Melvin G, Hayley A. Older adult companion animal-owner wellbeing during the COVID-19 pandemic: a
qualitative exploration. Anthrozoös. 2023;36(2):237-256. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/08927936.2022.2125198]

26. Hegel F, Muhl C, Wrede B, Hielscher-Fastabend M, Sagerer G. Understanding social robots. IEEE; 2009. Presented at:
2009 Second International Conferences on Advances in Computer-Human Interactions; 2009 Feb 01:169-174; Cancun,
Mexico. [doi: 10.1109/achi.2009.51]

27. Nichol B, McCready J, Erfani G, Comparcini D, Simonetti V, Cicolini G, et al. Exploring the impact of socially assistive
robots on health and wellbeing across the lifespan: an umbrella review and meta-analysis. Int J Nurs Stud. 2024;153:104730.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2024.104730] [Medline: 38430662]

28. Gasteiger N, Loveys K, Law M, Broadbent E. Friends from the future: a scoping review of research into robots and computer
agents to combat loneliness in older people. Clin Interv Aging. 2021;16:941-971. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2147/CIA.S282709] [Medline: 34079242]

29. Tkatch R, Wu L, MacLeod S, Ungar R, Albright L, Russell D, et al. Reducing loneliness and improving well-being among
older adults with animatronic pets. Aging Ment Health. 2021;25(7):1239-1245. [doi: 10.1080/13607863.2020.1758906]
[Medline: 32363903]

30. Van Orden KA, Bower E, Beckler T, Rowe J, Gillespie S. The use of robotic pets with older adults during the COVID-19
pandemic. Clin Gerontol. 2022;45(1):189-194. [doi: 10.1080/07317115.2021.1954122] [Medline: 34351834]

31. Chen S-C, Jones C, Moyle W. The impact of engagement with the PARO therapeutic robot on the psychological benefits
of older adults with dementia. Clin Gerontol. 2022:1-13. [doi: 10.1080/07317115.2022.2117674] [Medline: 36062840]

32. Fields N, Xu L, Greer J, Murphy E. Shall i compare thee…to a robot? An exploratory pilot study using participatory arts
and social robotics to improve psychological well-being in later life. Aging Ment Health. 2021;25(3):575-584. [doi:
10.1080/13607863.2019.1699016] [Medline: 31851830]

33. Blindheim K, Solberg M, Hameed IA, Alnes RE. Promoting activity in long-term care facilities with the social robot Pepper:
a pilot study. Inform Health Soc Care. 2023;48(2):181-195. [doi: 10.1080/17538157.2022.2086465] [Medline: 35702818]

34. Yoshida N, Yonemura S, Emoto M, Kawai K, Numaguchi N, Nakazato H, et al. Production of character animation in a
home robot: a case study of LOVOT. Int J of Soc Robotics. 2021;14(1):39-54. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1007/s12369-021-00746-0]

35. Dinesen B, Hansen HK, Grønborg GB, Dyrvig AK, Leisted SD, Stenstrup H, et al. Use of a social robot (LOVOT) for
persons with dementia: exploratory study. JMIR Rehabil Assist Technol. 2022;9(3):e36505. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/36505] [Medline: 35916689]

36. Lemos E, Ghoshal A, Aspat A. Hardware architecture and implementation of an AI pet robot. International Journal of
Applied Sciences and Smart Technologies. 2020;2(2):21-46. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.24071/ijasst.v2i2.2792]

37. LOVOT. Groove X, Inc URL: https://lovot.life/ [accessed 2024-07-31]
38. Hajar A. Theoretical foundations of phenomenography: a critical review. Higher Education Research & Development.

2021;40(7):1421-1436. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/07294360.2020.1833844]
39. Trainum K, Tunis R, Xie B, Hauser E. Robots in assisted living facilities: scoping review. JMIR Aging. 2023;6:e42652.

[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/42652] [Medline: 36877560]
40. Takada Y, Majima Y, Masuda S, Taira N, Nakamura Y. Reducing isolation and cognitive function of older people at home

by family robot “LOVOT” intervention. IEEE; 2021. Presented at: 10th International Congress on Advanced Applied
Informatics (IIAI-AAI); 2021 July 11; Niigata, Japan. [doi: 10.1109/iiai-aai53430.2021.00174]

41. Lipp B. Caring for robots: how care comes to matter in human-machine interfacing. Soc Stud Sci. 2023;53(5):660-685.
[doi: 10.1177/03063127221081446] [Medline: 35387514]

42. Onyeulo EB, Gandhi V. What makes a social robot good at interacting with humans? Information. 2020;11(1):43. [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.3390/info11010043]

43. Heerink M, Kröse B, Evers V, Wielinga B. The influence of social presence on acceptance of a companion robot by older
people. Journal of Physical Agents (JoPha). 2008;2(2):33-40. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.14198/jopha.2008.2.2.05]

JMIR Hum Factors 2024 | vol. 11 | e56669 | p. 10https://humanfactors.jmir.org/2024/1/e56669
(page number not for citation purposes)

Tan et alJMIR HUMAN FACTORS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07317115.2019.1650863
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31423915&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2022.2141196
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=36325924&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24047314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2013.837147
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24047314&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2019.1633620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31242754&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34776606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2021.1926707
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34776606&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2022.2125198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2022.2125198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/achi.2009.51
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0020-7489(24)00042-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2024.104730
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=38430662&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34079242
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/CIA.S282709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34079242&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2020.1758906
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32363903&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07317115.2021.1954122
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34351834&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07317115.2022.2117674
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=36062840&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2019.1699016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31851830&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17538157.2022.2086465
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35702818&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12369-021-00746-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12369-021-00746-0
https://rehab.jmir.org/2022/3/e36505/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/36505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35916689&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.24071/ijasst.v2i2.2792
http://dx.doi.org/10.24071/ijasst.v2i2.2792
https://lovot.life/
https://doi.org/10.1080/07294360.2020.1833844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07294360.2020.1833844
https://aging.jmir.org/2023//e42652/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/42652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=36877560&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/iiai-aai53430.2021.00174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/03063127221081446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35387514&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/info11010043
https://doi.org/10.3390/info11010043
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/info11010043
https://doi.org/10.14198/jopha.2008.2.2.05
http://dx.doi.org/10.14198/jopha.2008.2.2.05
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


44. Bates M. Robotic pets: a senior's best friend? IEEE Pulse. 2019;10(4):17-20. [doi: 10.1109/MPULS.2019.2922565] [Medline:
31380739]

45. Xu Q, Ng JSL, Tan OY, Huang Z. Needs and attitudes of Singaporeans towards home service robots: a multi-generational
perspective. Univ Access Inf Soc. 2014;14(4):477-486. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s10209-014-0355-2]

46. Hudson J, Ungar R, Albright L, Tkatch R, Schaeffer J, Wicker ER. Robotic pet use among community-dwelling older
adults. J Gerontol B Psychol Sci Soc Sci. 2020;75(9):2018-2028. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/geronb/gbaa119] [Medline:
32789476]

47. Pirhonen J, Tiilikainen E, Pekkarinen S, Lemivaara M, Melkas H. Can robots tackle late-life loneliness? Scanning of future
opportunities and challenges in assisted living facilities. Futures. 2020;124:102640. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.futures.2020.102640] [Medline: 33041358]

Abbreviations
AI: artificial intelligence
LOVOT: love+robot

Edited by P Santana-Mancilla; submitted 01.02.24; peer-reviewed by C Mills, A Hassan, D Silvera-Tawil, P Egglestone; comments
to author 04.03.24; revised version received 01.06.24; accepted 29.07.24; published 23.08.24

Please cite as:
Tan CK, Lou VWQ, Cheng CYM, He PC, Khoo VEJ
Improving the Social Well-Being of Single Older Adults Using the LOVOT Social Robot: Qualitative Phenomenological Study
JMIR Hum Factors 2024;11:e56669
URL: https://humanfactors.jmir.org/2024/1/e56669
doi: 10.2196/56669
PMID:

©Cheng Kian Tan, Vivian W Q Lou, Clio Yuen Man Cheng, Phoebe Chu He, Veronica Eng Joo Khoo. Originally published in
JMIR Human Factors (https://humanfactors.jmir.org), 23.08.2024. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use,
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Human Factors, is properly
cited. The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://humanfactors.jmir.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Hum Factors 2024 | vol. 11 | e56669 | p. 11https://humanfactors.jmir.org/2024/1/e56669
(page number not for citation purposes)

Tan et alJMIR HUMAN FACTORS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MPULS.2019.2922565
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31380739&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10209-014-0355-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10209-014-0355-2
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/32789476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gbaa119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32789476&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33041358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2020.102640
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33041358&dopt=Abstract
https://humanfactors.jmir.org/2024/1/e56669
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/56669
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

