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TRESHREANA

L AR

AL IHTE A B AR, JE T 100875)

W OE ARIERBAMAABIBALEFROLR, R—ALBEHAESHHANA, MEFRT
Fktm Y, MARRL FHIEM R TIE 20 F/E T RBGLE, ASHERFLBFTEATLHERER, A
WRAAERFRL, RAFRERRBELHSERT &, SRR . 0L, ABFRLIR, A
LR LA RARIREH M X ZRTRL . ARFARAETAATF GBRARAL: Bivk, 28
EHOAMRREAMREIARE# 5 EFEFFASEL, #—F T he Faon; FERL P, TEE M0

Ok, RN ELEARMNMRANEZE,

KR ARHEN, AKRIRE FEERBE, EH

SES  B84s
AEHTSEMSEREAREN

AN (Personality Dynamics; Kuper et al.,
2021) 36 M AE — 5 SCAL SO 35 i 2 i 3l
AR SV AENLEL, DL SR NS i R S A AR )
NI EERI G . 20 20 3, Allport Wl AA
FE S BEAE B RE A AT BR8N RE T A A
N FASLILR (1937, p. 48), Mischel (1968)i#—
R, A IR PSR S A TS AT R A
REAR, MEAT R EA @ SRR S, WA
W], Lewin (1951)F M, FEAT RO LTE TS
sk, JREAT R ONARZS TR (B 48 5 1 1)
Ak, Wk L, 8T AR S
5., Cattell FI Luborsky (195071545 K £ 419
BLmlt BT = AR R (A AR ]
=), KA AR P B R AR LAY S A AR A A
BRI 30 B RS Sl 2 1 SR A S ) 7
T A R A AE S [R5 58 5 s () 2 8 T A AR
b, SETARZS I HELEVE Kk s AR, 21 tHh4a wir,
A 0 B 22 BF 5T R 22 5 A A 1) 2 S5 1) 3 ki 2 285
My, REUKE FR IR B BF 75 9L, AL, Allport
S A A PR S Bl 25 T SRR R A SEUE A

1
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FERRT Iz A, R R TS S A RN
5 RO B T O vk < B 3 O, S
. ” (Baldwin, 1946, p.164) 4G Units, A A M HR
W AR g AAR B A PERF SR T & Y e 5k
il

T 20 4F, B BRI S g R B Kk
JE, BOK B2 BE G T IR s R RS Bl SR RIS
A, AHSCHT TSRO R BT, Rk, A
K Bl A PR 9 RE W AT R X R TR b AT A 7S, 2
TSI 5 2 B BT 19 (A0 Mdttus et al.,
2020; Revelle & Wilt, 2020; Rauthmann et al., 2019;
Jayawickreme et al., 2021; Rauthmann, 2021a), B
Je, NS SIS PRI FEAE AR B R A 1 Ll L 3k —
WEEE T RN . AR R BUBETE 8 X
Z AR A [ — I [0) 0 6 BT B0 A7 4 A, TR
X AN A AE Z2 A I ) A ) A A R BLE AT W 5
(Mattus et al., 2017), SR, T4 W s 45 3] /Y
AR TR) AR 25 40 A R 45 T4 3 A1 A A
ZE#5 (Molenaar, 2004), WA M5 E X MEANEER
DU 50 AT o A A B, R TRIA A g A S v 2
PR e B, IR AEFRAT & AR ] A K 1A%
251 (Hamaker et al., 2005), ItAh, A& sh &S5
TEAl IR AN RE B 0y il B — 20 R AR T IR A
B o AR RR BT UL IS T TR 25, HIE LAXE A
& BT ORI JHBL R 4T B (John et al., 1988),
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VAR T AR BRG], S 1) P K w8 19 A 1A 1 A
[ A3V 'R 3 NI TR N v Y T
SR HMa PE A FRAR AT ] Sl 545K
AR TR Sy, AL T IR, N kAR A
FASCAT YRR o AR B ST 35 Ay B A AT it
B, T B AR B 1 S Can b i P o
e 9 A B S A 2 AR ) BEAT S

2 ABEEMEERIESR

NHE B TEHIE R A T MEE A 7 54
PR P A o F2 14 BRI 7 B (Kuper et al., 2021), H
h, BUT RE MR EM: X AT e 5
4 3 43 3 AT X 43 (4n: Mischel & Shoda, 1995;
Fleeson & Jayawickreme, 2015; Rauthmann, 2021b);
PRI AR — DB BT IIRERY R GL(AN: Mischel
& Shoda, 1995; Corr, 2008; DeYoung, 2015; Wood
et al., 2017); XVEAMERAKEE TR, 2
SR I PR 19 B2 W (U0 : Rauthmann, 2021b; Fleeson &
Jayawickreme, 2015; DeYoung, 2015); & A%
J2 2 M R 2L AR R 2 28 (4 Mischel & Shoda,
1995; Fleeson & Jayawickreme, 2015; Sherman et al.,
2012),

A AR5 (B A A M, DR A Bl 2
PEIIE o e A PR A AL 5 AR 5 A
B, NS SRR AR G A AR A R GE A A [ B8
P AT R BARRE R, SR AR TR REAT Y R e
K2R e = A B o AR SR SRR A 458 DA ol 22 A 3
fill . AR NG R R AT O, DA KGRI R
AHEAER AT S A o SRR A S
T RETERIT T ERNE R, KHitEmgh
T AN P R AR R RO R P, AR
TP S R T 2 ) B 0GR TS B AR D 5 A
T AR N R J5T 114 80 PR B AR AL, A
RS TR SR R, OGRS R Y
KA, B hEEERARETRESAR
EFA TG KR, FFEmEm: hitasE
THEAR AT I NAS BT, R A A 2 T8 AN 1A K-
O NAR R BT, AR BT A2 A% 2 R AR 55
VLR 4G 53 00 A 28 1 R 5 28 00 A T AR et 3 i
B
2.1 Agd 2R

NS FE B A O 1) 8 22— 2 i Xof A A A A%
TENEHE P BB S FEAT AR o AR RE AR L B X A

R e BRI 7 AR G AR AT R, XA A [R) 15 85
W AT o gl B 7 A AL SR AL T BEIE R X (Baumert
et al., 2017), fRFM:BAE ETAFHEMNGEEIMT .
HArSm . BRI . AHBRGE M A
R IEAT IR BRI AL 2N AT (Cervone et al.,
2001), PIESRARIERSGS | 17 08005 M, 5%
P A b 2842 B A AR BT (DeYoung & Gray,
2009), LAk, T K BN E KRR B,
AT BIFFE 5 R 1 58 15 NS 22 B8 Qo AR EL 52 W) 17 7
AT MR R PEAT T M B (Rauthmann, 2021b), L)
R B M e v o 7

2.1.1 #HEINAAEER

FELAR AR BB LT =R E: B G,
AR S IE 2 H 35> (reciprocal determinism;
Bandura, 1978), R M—NRIRGE, MK
A BREE X 73 S M S A . R, SRS
75 52 B9 AR BTSN ], A2 DA AR B AR
5 b A S S A AR NS B B AT 0T
w5, AR ERI Sy A2 Z Rl AR
S AR A EAE I B H ZH 2R St (Cervone
etal., 2001),

INFIE R R Gi s A (cognitive-affective personality
system model, CAPS model; Mischel & Shoda,
1995) 2 4k 23 AR AAR AR (g A QM B AR A
CAPS BIRITA Ny, AHEJ2 i A [A] A R — 1% B ot
(cognitive affective units)¥4 1Y R 48, EIGA-K
MFE RS S AT BIfF/ A ST, Hix
M ELERTT | R I L K IR E T /AR I BT
& HAIT RS B AR A B A2 B, DT 7 A BAR AT
A (Mischel & Shoda, 1995), & BRI HIFFETR
RAS S, ASRAERS R 16 BE P 14T o B AE—
Rk, Bpednif... .- Fi{F7 R Wi e RPN
A5 2 (if-then contingency; Shoda et al., 1994),
CAPS H BUAT By T it e g Ao A5 DAy () i HAT Rl 742 1
SRt R T UEAE A SR, AR
WY, A7 58 A AP LE AR 18] 5 A K E AT
PATIIN AT R B9 A B HE (Sherman et al., 2010); &
PR ZSS T 5 Y B SR T AR S B Atk 54 0
FERE R FH MG, HAMEMIEE 5 ARSI A G
PEAFAERAGE (914 22 5 (Miinbashian et al., 2010).
2.1.2 HWEEEANIEEKR

AR AR AL 2 DA IR AL, B 28 A BN AR AR AU DA
SEIEJZE AIA IR 2 BRSNS R ILAY LA o ol
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21 BN AR A A 7E TR A A P 2R SR
[EEZVIN I POR S BT Biii N S B2 S Al PR i ]
B FORR AT B, TS 2R G811 X
B RN & g B TR T, ISR AL
WU A (reinforcement sensitivity theory, RST;
Corr, 2008; Smillie, 2008)5Z % H¥RIE . RST 1A
h, HHOE Bk AN ) A AT O AR G R Y AR AT
g, FEARAE P28 28 58 X AN [ 28 BRI 380 o 1o A X
KT 3 ATRE, & TFREAEAARFEMEE
HILAK, 435002 G-k~ 1k R 4t (Fight-Flight-
Freeze System, FFFS), 157 W % 1M A% 0%, 724
PR S AR I TS, DA 7 A [k AL S B
MPEAT Sy, RIS 24T o0 i R G847 i
Z % (Behavioural Approach System, BAS), i 5¢4b
SO A8, 22 5% il SR IR 0 A 0 0 B A
I, PREASAR A BRI 4, SR sl B AKS
AH G, WS B & 0kl FFFS; 47 o I R 4
(Behavioural Inhibition System, BIS), 17155 AT X
W VAL, A A 8 A8 TSR A 1 X E RS i S B
ZARGAE FFFS 5 BAS FG¢ Al I B B0,
S8 A% K (Corr, 2008), RST AN =FK
GRAT R HEMIER, HAMRMERGEXHET S
AR BRI AN ) SRR B A L T AN TR A A
213 A-EXRER

N—FRBE 5 Z M7 (person-environment relations

model, PERM; Rauthmann, 2021b)¥ & 5 £ 5%
WP AR, A TEOHAMA 5 3R )
RIFZEMESEFR . Lewin (1935)TF Lk 442 H,
AR AT S i A A AR PR AR B S0 B i 3 ] e
E o T Lewin FUFES AR, Rauthmann 25 A3
T PERM, B MESHIZE R X0 RERE
HRE BT S5 S IR, JFIMA T a4, FEA
AU XA A G PR TB] YOG R 2B A . N HAR EAE
P EAT T 45 . WIE 1 iR, PERM ACK, 5%
O T A0 A A A (RIAT R, SR sE PRI ARAE e
(At ) . ARRE MR REE B (NG 54
B, MENRERRFEE p AMEINE) AR
NARRERR P (ANFLRE) Rk E . A5H
B2 0] 9 AH BAE I OC R RN A (i 48, i
S5 ¥ (navigation mechanisms)IE il .

RIS, A-FEEKEA 430 4 25(Rauthmann,
2021b, pp. 442-484): (WAL H. KR (M2 5 ¢”),
FARME GBS B AR, A0 BT B
(Trait activation theory; Tett et al., 2013)IAN, %F
BT RAE ARG SR e R B BRSO T A S 800
QMXXRANBERE d), TR ANGHBEZE MR
BIAHESCR, WAT Rast AL 22 L B, AR e e 3k
RT3 5 B A A5 A7 A i 3 A G (Dick et al.,
2015); B)EHEIR ARG H R R G A TR
), IR B —BOEERE, Wik
—F1 455 DT Jig 45 54 (person-environment fit model; van

f, f"
e m
FIHTL |—E— MATIRp | o N| FHTIE e |5 F3lHTI |
h' n o h"
a
; o
y ! WARTI ,
1 P,p,E,e i"
j 9 k
S
p' ”
\ \/ \
FIBUHT2 AMET2P, p %ﬁTmmﬁﬂm |
' /
FEIPLHTI
1 A5 Z A E (Adapted with permission from: Rauthmann, 2021b, p. 438)



1272 DI = N S S

%31 4%

Vianen, 2018)IA i A ARG B R G4 A
A ey, AT S AR i 5 BRI A K CF AR
VERCHS, A/ R mIT AER, @hE R R
(ANERAE n, 0), FEARIMF ] £ AR R 5 35T A
FINAE X G R FR, 0 ABR AR R B XS R A Hs
) 8 3 AT PR R 1 B R T -
22 ABEARE

AT SE N, 52 0 AAR B HY N AL 45 A 14
(] A% S5 5 A A A% o 72 PR 73 (Baumert et
al., 2017) AFE RS BIRIGE 5 A MG, RE T
SRR BT R S PR AL . Horb, o FIARER
PEFRLIS AR AN 25 5 R 23 DA AR 2 P 1 42 4 o 3
& (whole trait theory, WTT; Fleeson & Jayawickreme,
2015, 2021; Jayawickreme et al., 2019)-5 A F1TFA
1 A% 4 1 16 (knowledge-and-appraisal model of
personality architecture, KAPA; Cervone, 2004), LA
KIEFEHSAA K ANFEEEHS (cybernetic big
five theory, CB5T; DeYoung, 2015),
22,1 EHFRER

4 HF S (WTT; Fleeson & Jayawickreme,
2015, 2021288 45 B EE 5 A0 B9FE 2l
BHATES , B 2 B, WTT DO RRB 4G
PIER SR N, 23l ik A R I &R 7y, FRN

i [ﬁiﬁA}Nﬁ$# ]
- 2

- RS
o
- HASFBE AR
- BB BAREIE

o s
(Traitgxe)

FF BT s (TRAITps), LA KA B G R 43,
PR AR B e e (TRAI Txp) o 48 SO e 4] RO SO g
SRR, P A TR AR ERb 3, () A B o R 1
FRBTN TR, PR,

FE I e R I AR R A . WTT
UL NS DN & S LIRS i B S N
B8 — K K-, R LA H AR 3 P R RS 3R
B, AR ) DL A A DR A A A% 43
AR AR AN, 5340 192 S HC AT TR A A
N (U ] R A A LR g AR, B ot 22
FOR MRS S VESE), M AR SR B,
T s BE S PR HETE I E & A5 B, BMEAR TR A&
AR A R IR BR8P A RS IR
Syt ] B8 S B S T A o TR T e EL A K
IR B — I ZI NAR R N TE NG B A
Sl B RS, 0T IR e e 1 N TR 2D
T AL AKS B8 1 JE A (Fleeson, 2017), 1A
R ARG R A [ A AN R 3g B A

WTT BT 2 Ab 75 T4 45 5T A4 8 8 4 oA
55 B NBRIEITRES, TR en B R DT
Y 3 2 8 B O FL B G B (accretion; Fleeson &
Jayawickreme, 2015), USRI REMRIE, AMERIHA
S i B — R BRSO, T AN R AR R

B Y PRSP LA TR
© BREABFRFRILAE

~

~

% _

R

7K

ql

Ei _ﬁfﬁfm&
;gf (Traitpgs)
3]

D3|

*

S

20 40 60 80  100)
R ARSI

B2 4 HLS AR F] (Adapted with permission from: Fleeson & Jayawickreme, 2015)
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A S Eh AL R BRI N, H AR R 2
SR, 17 e A TE S — B Z i 3%
o T SEUEMF I SCHE T R B e T U B e 1Y
Mgk, BFRRRY, AN TSP R R
i B 24 T AH R ARRIRES 50% 1Y 28 7 (McCabe &
Fleeson, 2016); /M4 T (1 = WAF SR IE B AR 1%
R4 H W3 B Y T AR ZS (Zachry et al.,
2018).

WTT HVRE BT B 1 58 115 58 AR 4T
PUMES, $RAE T AME TR 5 A R R Rk
MBS HELR, HABURR I A (A& o) B . WF A,
BN R Z AR S A EEBHESE . AR
FKi# Academic Search Complete, Business Search
Complete, PsychINFO, PsychARTICLES %i#i /%,
XF 1994 2 2021 4[] LA Y A% 3 32 4 W 58 %
LTSRN #E AT AL I, A 82 W5 L
AR AR T BRS04, Horh, RIS
FF WTT (56.68%) 5% CAPS (19.23%)/E A HEHE
i(Ness et al., 2021, p.325), M F, PAHAbM
WA LA Y SR B 5T 1 R D L
2.2.2 NFITEERAEIGIE R

5 WTT AL, RS AR H 3 18 (KAPA;
Cervone, 2004; Cervone & Little, 2019)[i]#f 3 T4t
SIS BIE AT i, KAPA I, DL CAPS
e AR AL 2 IA RS B 1 B B 7E TR
W1 Y XA B 5 450, W CAPS B Hir S
M EULEA T AT AR RS I ) AR E 1Y H AR, T ARk
Rifi 17 3% 2l 25 A8 1k 79 B A5 PF 4l i 72 (Bandura &
Cervone, 1986), XN FIWF5E & M LARAELE
At SN AR AR B, B S A E Hie
B AL S 20w T A B2 E 1 45 44 (Cervone,
2004).,

Xk, KAPA FHS IA#7 Z AL 7 T % A #% &
SHATER R, WE X EIX TR 5 RE
PR RARZR . A RGP RaE AR 20 e A A
I AR ISR 0 B RAE 505 &, RO
WG (Knowledge), #:52, ARKASHLERE
S RS . TS RGP SR
PRXF A B 5505 1 5T A) G R B AW, Bk P A i
FE(Appraisal), A& RGHIVEHIEFEANIE 3 Fis:
AN TR A 17 B O R AG  I EER eA A
Xof 175 B AR 1525 4T 5 B A P B R S A
o A CH A S 15 85 v B A 2 S AR A 4 e R A

RERLIEAT ), Besh, SIS B T IS
18 25 IR A 10 3o 2o 3 i R TR EE A (9 S 105 PPAG

{ ERRGE LR

T~
T~

[ SRS |

HREEH

( mpwm |

B3 NP4l Y RS 4 3 98 B 8 1] (Adapted with

permission from: Cervone, 2004, p.183)

KAPA HSTESAEMEFE A3 3 T — & 1 3,
4 Lisa 28 A(2017)3 T KAPA RIS & T MA4:
S A FRERE R 5 AR E A G BT T TP
TR B, AR [ 06 BE 1 AT B 1 5
SR, TR B IR g ELT R BT A
TE1) A ARl o5 235 A 0 R 5 W 18 35 v O DA, U A
VR S 1 S5 A8 A BE Atk 35 R AR A AR 17
B i peAG AR
223 KEAEEHE

NGBS 5 — 4 A R 1R ot
HOS AR W . BEHDe IO Tl E B
MGG S AR FRDIRERES KRB E R
(Wiener, 2019) . FE¥E HIE LA T, DeYoung #2&H
TRIANMEHIIS(CBST; 2015), CB5T ikh, A
W R T N st i o A7 5 [R5 2R 58 5 i I
R 38 PR T R AL, R — AN B RSO 6E
B3 I PE R G, AR G0 B DR LB A PR AE 75 1y
5 Hk R AR BT T A A AR AR N L R A TR AT
3K (DeYoung, 2010), HA —& A MIMGh %
ARG G I L)

N T R R G T, AR KRS
BLH: A R 538 W PR RRAE . R 4 Fim. A
#% 45 BT (personality traits) /& X Fa & 15 46 . sh#l .
INHI S 1T A AR P A . A8 T R X ik
it b B MR AR R B, BT 5
N TR) O I 3 3 1 S Iy AR 5 CBST Hp 9 A%
R RC T NS TN & 5 35100 & N NS (K S S X A
FAT I — e, JE RS R, 17 CBST
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HRR AR 5 S B A SRR S, AN TR A R T
90 O 7 AN ] 26 R0 £ 0038, B A R L A A B
A 22 AR N P R B 8 R BT . TR
R XE B M SRR 5 60 55, 38 NP 45 Ak
(characteristics adaptations) & ™ A ic 12 H 17 i 1)
— RIVES R R B AR . RS O . 3 NP
AL A T i i R A 15 358 500 AR T 1 T J Y
AR S SO R o AR AR 5T P R
AN AR EL S 0 B A0 A7 R BT, A TR AR A 7 5 3R B
5 AR E R B A — B B PEAT O, I 1)
AMRTEAL AL 1 55 vh 2 IR A1 ] 19 AR 2555 (Safron &
DeYoung, 2021),

- ﬁgi‘%ﬁﬁr} SRHE
w5 PRI R (3 iy
| A A ] T

B4 RIEAMEHIEHEAIE . SR S5FRTEE A
RREBTH S B RILE, If 0 — 20 S s NP RRAE, PR

ST B R RS LR R o AN TR 1R AL 22 [R)AE LS

IR PR 5 A A R Z AMBAH 20 . (Adapted with

permission from: DeYoung, 2015)

2.3 ANEHEMHEHMERER

B EIRA 2R B, WA BT R e —
ELARAUIR ) A Sh 2 PE B8 (Kuper et al., 2021),
TSR S 5452 X 00] 5C 58 B AAR A 22 50 FR A Y
(PERSonality and SOCial Relationships framework,
PERSOC; Back et al., 2011) . 3¢ AAE U] 28 A [F]
T 5L T 77 A 1 26 B9 MG 1 25 fiff B8 BRAE (personality
affect construal theory; Thapa et al., 2020)%, Itb4h,
M T A SCRE T AR A 3h i 7, X5 AMK
R SRR DG MR Bl B R, IXOIEARR AN K
JRAEBIS G TP AEE, 5 AW S BB
BIRFGRIC R, AMFTRE NS, BA ¥ AR5
B NIRRT AR R R AE R — A B AR AT
WF9E, A REE IEXT 3 . 450 5 & ik il g
(Baumert et al., 2017), IA /T EIL T ALK
Bk e SRS RS, ACE ISR TN A
HE AR R (life story model; McAdams & McLean,
2013) . LA B A 5% 3 R R A BN 5 A (Triggering
situations, Expectancy, States/State Expressions,
and ReActions, TESSERA; Wrzus & Roberts, 2017;
Wrzus, 2020)55 . 5 22 5C T A& S A A G IE A

% (NS SFRFM) (Handbook of
Personality Dynamics and Processes; Rauthmann,
2021a) 5 (MRS 5 & 5 HEE ) (Measuring
and Modeling Persons and Situations; Wood et al.,
2021),

3 ANEHEMARTE

RYE UL FHISI A AT LU L, AME S rEwT
G SAE T AR IR R S HLH, WK sk
P A DR I X L R TR, RS v AR B A A
ANERE R ANG R AT ELE MG, TR WE 5L
53 BT 43 Sy I e s (D T K 18 T Al 080 D A 3 4R
B EE 24 (Intensive longitudinal data; Hamaker &
Wichers, 2017), b, T A 8 H T 058 A%
W & FEE R B, A LA 4R 81 e 0 P A A o 1
Bl 5 i ] A B AR TGk AR T 4 4R 5 I U LA
T2 431 3 1 (— R — IR B £ K)o (Walls &
Schafer, 2006), i ] T #&R AN AL BB E i
FRo UTAESE, BEAR 1A EREYE 4B Oy 1 0 T B A
FIE T ABNEEPRE X, MR HE e A
WA RZEAK SR . ARRESEEWN
RHKZRFR, LUT &R H AR e O =X
Wi T H . 55587 =5 e i A4 s S 0T
GEITIE IR
3.1 HiEWE

£ B B FE 15 (Experience sampling method,
ESM), RIXA: 16 28 50 F 4T 2R Gtk SR 4R 1 B0 e 4R
77 3 (Csikszentmihalyi & Larson, 2014), T 4E47E
AN SRR PR3 T )2 (1432 A (Conner
et al., 2009; Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020), 2245 Bk
TR B T DA A RS 1 I B i AT
AL, Al DR AR KO I B AT R, AR
R EIKSE B HEAT Hed, BB A S S5 i
WL B R T

R MORE T, EAREURE O R T 4 2
5] % A0 5 BURE 325 (interval contingent sampling) 5} 35
{AH S BURE 1 (event contingent sampling; Horstmann,
2021). [AIF@AESCHURE L Hh, AR5 35 1 [ 2 sl B Bl
55 B (v ) 5 i %o e PR A A T 1) B e )
MAFR—R BN REZRASE, T s SR
[E)AH DG, R 2 i BT Ak A B 2 B ALY, FTAE
St BT[] PR VAL 380 KR [R5 B 8 A AR RS B,
SR PR T 000 4 v P 7 55 0 e 0 A 9 1 B Bk,
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T RE 23 38 MU BE SR I B R, R /N R L,
T2 A YR T R AE AR A ) R B £ SR S A
TR G, DR AT i TG 12 0 80 A T 5 3 OG0 9
TG4, NG F T A X SRR @ 15 5 T AR A8 ki
R R T =424 P G BUARE 32 DU B2 SR A i A e e
& A BT R, R S T R R T R
HAFRFSE, LN BOR PR & A A 24T A Y TR
BEXT B O ARSI AT 2 (Geukes et al., 2017),
32 MEIR

FLI AR P 8 5 R BT AL I S AT 4y, R
P X% 2 AN R, R AR SC I & T B4 S P2
AT R T E, DL S T H

T B RR, WA A R S0 AR RS
i, AR E R RSN AT 2 5 R IA
LIS BALAE U 3 R AR R R B[R] KT B
AL 38 b5 (Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020), #B4r# 5541
XA SR ], il i R K% (40: Fleeson &
Law, 2015), K75 A#% (1: Horstmann et al., 2021)
TEHH ARG PRy B s B0, W B R AR AU
#1145 (Ten-Item Personality Inventory; Gosling
et al., 2003) K% faj i [ PR K HAHE I & 8% (Mini
International Personality Item Pool; Donnellan et al.,
2006)%, — Mot ARHE TR R SO AR RS
WU 22 ChnRs <3 AR A 5 38 R IR B0 E AT 2 B
“TEARE 2R =N R DL T IR ), A
AIF 5T DI £ A 45 BT 1 s M A 12 3R v 8 930 358 40 R
0T (U0 e 2% 8 1 28 1 458 78 A AT Fleeson, 2001)3F
T . ek, A IO 55 AR R BT 5
P B — > B FR A S B 0T, [ 3R AR i AR
(Hofmann et al., 2012), JH#H %% (Pihet et al., 2017) .
BhHLid FE (Hart & Albarracin, 2009)% .

BB ST A [ B RS R AR S B . 1R B,
BPASA YR A A 30858, A8 A AR fip 8 A0 T
G &H A A Z 40 1 1E F (Fleeson, 2004; Furr &
Funder, 2004) . {15 8 7] 8% 4 A = 24 (Rauthmann
et al., 2015): THIRE R AT P AP ELREAE, W—
JERF) W AHE(E B R OB E L, i+
FRE TAE) A5 (FR LT SRR IE ) — 28 1 BE,
WM TAEFRIER), Hord, XAMARTT A A B AL
FH G B RRAE, WE X SRR A 2 TR
PAERA TR AZ B0 . H RN A B it
Z2(DIAMONDS, Rauthmann & Sherman, 2016b),
2 RGN BT . WiEE . B

ERR . B, MR, WOR. 438 8 AR, H
A MR 4EFE A 1 81(Rauthmann & Sherman,
2016a), e % 4238 BRI AT v de ol # o R
35 AR 0 2 ) =5 1 1 300 5= 3% (Situational Five;
Ziegler et al., 2019) . {5 5% 7~ Wi i 32 (Situational Six;
Oreg et al., 2020). LI K %% 6B & (CAPTION;
Parrigon et al., 2017)% . 1% 55 4 AiE 0 12 T B 1 50 8T
R BE R AP AR T IR SRR IE 5 A8
REMRFR . MPARTRY, HERES RIS R
WA, (HBA B RS20 77 17 (Rauthmann
et al.,, 2016); SHPIX VK EIE bk BRI =
BRI, SR80 H B & B8 MR MK S (Fleeson, 2007);
AR I 5 1 B8 RRAE R 805 2l S T A 44 o 4
1Y AHE AR AS S5 (Sherman et al., 2015),
3.3 RS

53 M B 38 R G I PR S 75 SR T 5 B T B
FEARIRI 0 43 07 7 i, BEA LR 2 RE A% X E5 405 T 1Y
RS 2 AL RIS ) 2800 HEA T AR RS, Ok, M ARIA R
B & 2 MR Z0CREE B, WA
CIRZS K ) 5 A4~ M ] (R 5T 7K T ) 1 7K - B8 B 45
¥, ZWEiR B LA AT 43 P R 23 ok ™ B 1 45
B S A= R O o 1 o 1 ST 5 I VN7 1 e )
P [ 2580 Rz (AN 19 TR 80T 38 U S 500 ) AN 7T A0,
BARA A PR E A

b, 3 T AR 0 o SR B
AT LAGE e (1) REXT B8 22 28 85 44 T 7 A= A A2
% AR (Multilevel Model, MLM; Nezlek, 2008)
ZJZ L5 T FEBLRY (Multilevel Structural Equational
Model, MSEM; Sadikaj et al., 2021); (2)i& F T4
LRty = 1 Bl 0 S S i R = B ol T SR PSS 1)
J7 72 #% A (Dynamic Structural Equation Model,
DSEM; Asparouhov et al., 2018). LI H T )
21 3R Z T (Group Iterative Multiple Model
Estimation, GIMME; Beltz & Gates, 2017)%; (3)i&
AT 2@ 5 m ik MEsi
(Network Analysis; Borgatti et al., 2009); (4)i&
il BB S FRAE BB AL . )38 R G B R (Dynamic
System Model, DSM; Sosnowska et al., 2019, 2020)
. WEEREMNIE, LLERIS SO FTARE,
AR, A ZBRRM B A& 5T E
F. W DSEM, 2 )z M4 A5 R AT L) Ak 2 ik
B B DSM, ZEBIAI nl fE AR B2 TS R
GLZ T A KPR E B SRR, WAL 5
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DSEM %54, HMTHITZ RN HXLRE, L

TR XTIX 4 SRS S HA R ARRULE A Bl

P FE b R AT

331 SE#EBEBMLMEESEEHFTEESR
(MSEM)

MLM 2 SEIE A 52 o e Ry i I 43 07 O ik
RS 43 25 A AR 0] A8 S S AN A A AR S, X0 o A
B TR 2 )2 5000 R 0% S At 5 o Y 2 B fh ot
25 5 (Nezlek, 2008), A W5 H XF Academic Search
Complete, Business Search Complete, PsychINFO,
LI} PsychARTICLES #(#i)% 1, 1994 = 2021 4
(] = AR A A AAR AR S 82 TSR RIS R A T
ZER KB, RAEFWIFAEH T MLM #1770 B
(50%) (Ness et al., 2021, p.340),

WA RN T MSEM, MSEM 254 T
Z AR G AR Iy B AL B AR FR, AT MLM
TR R, A EAL AL R AR A R AR
i, AR RO Y R 5 (Hox, 2013), 7EAAZ)
AMEMFEH, 4 MSEM fEN% fe VFF 75 % 7] i X
AMRNRINED . 5 AT N S IEEERAOCC R |
A A TN AR 7B 5 1 3 55 4 4T % %% (Sadikaj et
al., 2021), WABIFEHFIH] MSEM KB, A
e 5 T IR I 25 REAE )15 24 T AT 555 oK SRS R 58
PERYSC AR, ELAMA 1 7 AR 8 2 TR0 G i 9 5
U (Minbashian et al., 2018), [A]if, MSEM if A]
LI FARFEA MR PUIR AR A 2ok 725 A4 1) 5 Jo 22
FROCR, WAFTEE R MSEM #8758 T 4Bk H
XF T2 i 3 SRR T OKCE AR A R
P R Z ) B 52 HAE R, I B 22 HAE
5 A0 19 3 UL =2 4R SR AF 7 .35 FH 56 (Neubauer
etal., 2022),

332 HELEHMARKREDSEM)EAER S K
&t (GIMME)

BUAFH5HT 1A %25 2 3 A% ) 28 LG 2R ik
PRy el 4 B T REAE T AL DSEM,
PAR ST AR BT B GIMME, M %% %
JRRAY, SRR N R G, SR TR T
HERCGRET I 48, 2021),

DSEM &5 T 22800 | iRl P SRR | 454
5 ARG AU I 722 550 0 A 7Y ) K 5 45580 (Asparouhov
et al., 2018), FIEFXSAMARE AR AR 5 . MAN
B F5 . A DDA ]S RS AR R T
A, DSEM 4RI R N Y=Yy it Yy +Ys, HA%

OAE TR S R AR 1978 57 (Y3 43 B R AR
FERYFEBT(Y,, ) YHTI ] AL ARAE(Ys ) DA KA A
TE 211 ] s RSB B (Y, ) =B 0328 e L
B SE R A A A O DG T I [ R R I (B ] —
TX — B ) S5 X AR B 7 KT R BR S ), AR SR
WA F Vs, X—Wor, (EHPIKF DSEM 5
OREF T4, 2021), ATERFAMAR N b —f ] R 2
X YRR A 0 B AL, DA RS [RLIR 3 928 S
J RO A ) R, AR DG SZUERF ST 4N Pavani 45(2017)
L H K F DSEM 858 T AMK NI 26 51 44
IR X S R R TR R AR S 4 A
] 5 AR Y R 43, PRt BT TR A A A ot
SRR R, AR R, ANFRE
WIDOR I E - FrONAINR RS SN IR RS C RS PUE S N i
[Eihs 5 35 AH 5% (Dixon-Gordon & Laws, 2021),

DSEM 38 1R N FIA R A 5, [ i 7E
PR i GIMME R T AN R4k 1 A0
1, XA G B E ST A, R R R
F A3 A VR R TRY v E ) BAR  AREIARE  v
IR E R OKCF A, w2, # RAE D4
N B TR 5 51 v Jid 25 1 B A AN 2 Bl AR A4 A
AI(Beltz & Gates, 2017), A W, GIMME Hi& J T
A A XA AT BT IE o AN SRR ST S
JH GIMME &3, AN MRS 51 5 I AR +E
e — AR Bl h oA ARG, AE 5T — 0o 1
iﬁ*xﬁﬁﬁ%*ﬁ%ﬂackson & Beck, 2021),

H T 23 S I AR G R LA 228 Y A2
AR, A0 WTT AR 1R A3 S sl e
ZEH S TG SRR BRI, KA A58 75 EXT
ANUA b 7 S [ T A, PR 2 7 AR R XU
St (1] {0 ) A5 9 R0 2R, G I 3l o A A0 2
¥ DSEM 5 GIMME 5 24 /0 i EAT 255, M
) FH AT Al 009 2% A% 51 T Ay 17 BT %) WL %3¢ 78 Sk [R] AH L
FMSCAR, [AI ] LT 2% 2 T 1 RRAE S AL
333 WS

PO 266 P 39 T T R ) A R, A B A
WFoEh, W RUE ORI TS AT A AR
PE AR, ) R DU AR SRR S Y [ IR G
B IEE . 2R R R . Mo al I TR £
75t (S £ 2R G0 )2 TH ) RRAIE (A0 P 24 85 B 5 ok )
DL R 50 )2 TR )RR AR (AN 45 715 0578 R 40 vh B A X
Tk E) (Newman, 2018),

) F B (Graphical Vector Autoregressive
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Model, GVAR; Epskamp, 2017; Epskamp et al.,
2018) 45 1 )ik [ [ AR R 55 G R, £
GVAR  HE 1 [R] I X 22 748t [H] 5 B AR A7 A6 11,
XA DA S 2800 G i P 285 ) A P [ B 28007
([RTERF R 28) o LA e A A TRI 00 (A 1) o0 24 ) 3647 4
B, BRI S RS I 5, SRR ST el XA A
PR RS ) i [ [0S RIS, DA 3 B A4
PR Y Y 2% 25 4 5 280, U Beck £ Jackson
(2020)FIFH £ )2 GVAR X8k iy A A Ak A% 9145
R EHAT TIRF, RIMAE RBEAFTERK
AR 22 5, R A AN [R) A A% 000 235 v 14 [ B 5 9
J % R B B B 25 A% 01T R TR o

I FH D 248 % N6 3ok B AT SN SUR T ik |
HHEE, ERS FWA G2, PSSR
SR RN B Y AR R 4 B AR e (B YOG R b B
SRR S A AL rh, A R BB SO R[] A
y NI 8 SRS E R R =g TN BN N R e T o
WA E PR e m LR RERE A
AT A B B AR B SR A, AR T X — (R AN
— R, WSS bRz ) Y AR T B2 B AR & )
H A2 H i LAY (Costantini et al., 2015), BIA#
S ANFRARD . E4E . A7 878 5 R B R T A
) — R4, FEXMAMA T, “FE S Aty
“FRE LI L Z ] 1R 52 B R 3 A7 A
PR SC R, RI<FR B0 5 A3 A o DAL Bk
F L (Cramer et al., 2012), Tk, AT
FHINA o]l THA A B 5450, A
WA EEZ BT MmSS i A R g, R
FE TR TR B AR ELAE T A B R S8R R

(Baumert et al., 2017),
334 HERGEE

A R GAEE(DSM; Fishwick, 2007)t EA
—EFEEEA, DSM ¥ AMME—-BF 5Ty
WM E R ARG, NIRRT — RS AR
BT, A4 A 32 BB 5l i 35 IR 225 ) g 29 A
KO, AHg RGe2s#k AT B B 2 mEARERRT,
FL A& R L5 A K% 2 5455 (Personality Dynamics
Model, PersDyn; Sosnowska et al., 2019, 2020)5 7%
Ak R 75 B4R B (Change as Outcome Model; Danvers et
al., 2020).,

PersDyn 5t T Jr PR R JE A7 (8L, BRAE
RIMAGKZ YA SE, KB, ARRER
EAGAE B A Y FT AR RIS 5 B LA 2518
REFEANMEBFTEE WS, DL BENLER 5 3 [
T (Sosnowska et al., 2020), W55 & ] ) H
PersDyn £&HUHT 1 3 A FRAF S 1 38 A 19 A8 IR
BRG, W LA, AR RE 0T
K AREAE SR, B AR IR 2 48 3L 28 /K 1 Bl
) S B AR S ARSI S 7KOF, RIS 1A
BEARE R R R LRSS E, RET A
MAZH AR . A, A8k P A4S B A
(Danvers et al., 2020) 4% 0 B A2 ARIRS )
AT 552, 5 PersDyn A2, ALK AE
ST AR L E A RE S, KA TR SRS K
AR ARG T — BRSO 5 AR
KR (AR 0 B AR f AT A, TH 5 P, A
Airh, YRS (RPIRAS ZE) N 0 B, AR (A
F& RO R Z AR A = RS KOF, 3

b= I

Gl

___

AR P2

5 gt [ T R RO AR R A R R D R4 R, BIVEE S, Py 2 Ps DR IFSE TP TSGR BN [ AAR i
At ARG R, ARA R, LA ARKR AR, LRBIBLERLRNIER . 22
GVAR BERSTE 45 AR B A ) 2855 ) I IR0 288 () Sl b, 75 300 400 V4T 7 75 B AR ST BRI I PO 26 [l ik o 2%
VAR R R 2% o LU Ry B}, AT 5838 ATt — 20 00 25715 sUREAE, LR R 4 K R iR HEAT 5 4%
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., R RN TRAKY, RIS GREK
T TRAEAKTR, WEEMA N, K2, K
AL R IE o SEUERF 5T UN Danvers 45 (2020)F) FH
7R A PR AR 5 A5 TS R T AR IR A Y B 5 0t A
HEATERA L B, MR AR JR g B AR K 57
PE, DR R BT LA P B = AR AR,
Az i th T RE R U A TE R R B b B R L R[]
MINKSIRAS o W] WLAH HEARGE AR BTl PAAE 2R
ARG HNAR RS R TE ZHE R .

SR, W R 2 RGBS E % g B
MIBREE, T TE A R, WG] R AR AR
S E S S AN, 5T i — DRSS
W BEAT I UE . H@ By BN A, HANRE
Xof 2271 i [ I ) A 22 AR RY  JC 1 S e AN [ 2
JE SRS MR N ZE B, 15 30 125 AT
B HET
33.5 HERSHATENG

VI BN R 2288 ZhaS 554 T BB A
Do 268 3 At L Bl 25 2R G A 45 14 ml e T B A
M. BT R R Z)E TRE %, R
H R ST 7 5 N (2021) % %5 45 38 SR AU AR R
HIZER, LA AR BURE /3 HT ) — i (Intensive
longitudinal methods,; Bolger & Laurenceau, 2013)
X HRBEIE Jy kAT i — Ry ) o A, T
AP 3l AR R X AR 22 BT 5 3 SR Ul — A Bk
iR, X BRI — D EAE R AR 6), MR
AT BRI ) B, S A AT RO
m WTT Ah & A S R3S B T G R,
WEoEE A E A A 12 . SO B R
Y 28 AR, 2 U 45 1 B 28 R SRR R DAR T H
SRR R, XU FH AT EET PERM
XA 5 B EEOC R L ik, FIH] DSEM 42

MAA B S A AR B S AR, WEEREWN
S, DMESZUFBFST 2 R MLM  MSEM X A8 i
FRAR B AT EAR, A5 RB A XTI R A 1 A AR
AR O AT 43 8, (AR BATY AR O N 5
T4 8 (B a2 R 2 X o B R 265 A B i ) ) 8 2
B TG AR B AR B T LR e R S sh 2
K RIFR A PEATIRAE, DY UL R R F 5T R F 5T 3
SRR RE R FH B AR AT EASE

4 [ESPNATRIR

NHE B A A O B IR 9 2 B R AR A Tlk/
20 200 B 2 5511 PR > B8 2 4538 (Kuper et al.,
2021; Sosnowska et al., 2021), 5% N & 046 A&
BRI AR SR B T
NGRS E R . A& TS,

Tolk/AHA 2z I AR S S TR K £,
RE XX TAERIAAE TR AR
R, AMOIRE . ARMIRE S . ARIR
AR S AR ] 22 S T — R B TAETT 5%
P A S0, AR T R AR AS BE A% Wl 3 1E )
A B TAE LS 4 GUN B AT M (Debusscher et
al., 2016, 2017); JE 57748 5 BEAS k2 1T ) 900
H 7= TAEAT N % (Vossen & Hofmans, 2021); 4
IR T CAPS L ZBAM B R AR
] 25 5 75 A% G2 A& e o ) R Al b X 45 R A5 2L
# B3 B WAL H (Minbashian et al., 2010), [AH},
TFF 5% 2 o % AR 1 45 v A A% U8 30 145 o BR324 7
THRR, UEEENRS APRZIERR, EsE
HE 1) TAE % 7] (Hofmans et al., 2015). AFrr
J& (Judge et al., 2014) 8% 3 52 M AR RAS 19 48
S, X Déei % A (2021 33 44 A P R O
F(dyads)BEHY, K IEFH 200 B IRITAN I 3)

A | HRERORERIAT |

o SEEEER
o Bk
RERHNREE W7 RERHNREE W7
BR—1 = r—— 5 -
| MLM, MSEM |

| A R4, DSM | DSEM, GIMME |

ECETE

Hih: [ﬁJ%‘?‘éﬁiﬁ&] [@Eil‘ﬂ*ﬁ;ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁm%ﬂ] [%’Sgﬁﬁﬁ]

[@ﬁﬁ%%ié]

P 6 A5 Rk A T 1]
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50T RO A RIEO sl R 205

A Bl 25 1 REREAE I PR O 27 1 0 32 A
BAE NS BE AT 5 A T B rh o MRS A
AN BT AR b+ B, A G A%
BRI A 0 2 — 2 IR NI AT E
P R AR R AR B R AR RIEA 5 ) [ 254
517 01 3 &0t #E (Hopwood, 2018), SEUERFSE
i Wright S£(2017) &3, ARG 21/ fib A\ SZ R
S A B B XU YOG R TE A AR BE AT R
BRI SCARBIE T A A [R] 19 A% 1 4% 0 R A
At o 2% A A T B, T R IR 2% A Y B
25 54 5 7K - 57 (Bringmann et al., 2016), JT:
H, A% 8l 25 09 AR o A% T IS S it 1 52
P (Rebele et al., 2021), BA M LU LHE T
NAE T B RSy, W D 4E [ G A7 R T T
(Conrod et al., 2008; Conrod et al., 2013; O'Leary-
Barrett et al., 2016), O'Leary-Barrett 55 A (2016)%}
Xof 7 /DA (] LRI A7 A 049 JRUBS: A A R 2R (A o 5
P BRIEHURIE) AT T O PAR R T IITSE, B
FHIEGE T AR ) BRI T .

5 AEAEHTOEF

DL BRSOk 5 NI K R T E AN, LA
T E NS SIS A OCHE R AT AR L, A
[ %0 R (https://www.cnki.net/)#E 7 = 8 &, SCiHk
SR H SRR 2 AR PR R EE S | B2k
2 RS T 5 ASCREE L R B
2 PSR INe 5k dhaE R gt
HEMHHAFEEH, 2 5% E R

F1 FELARIHEEARIAK

2 KREFRIERE 2000 4E 1 H 1 HE 2022 4E 6
A 17 H o 2 RS [ e A&, G H R
YR LT 25Tk R . (DR Rk A AL
WFFT AR AR BEGT, BRI . M
W7, 3875 R REN T ARCIR A Il 3had RE A I
7%, Bl < ARIRAS ARSI Bh AKEBh A, 3k
101 &5 Q)RR H AN sh 2 A S B W A 19
WFoE, Se: “arEfEw . WTT, NS ERER
GLHE . CAPS”, 3L S HS; (HRR I A 51
BRI HEAT e R AT, gk 4R BT BT,
47 Js (SR SR FH %5 4 38 B3 5 AH DG A 5 7 i 1Y)
WEFE, SCHEIA: UG HREL | BAEIBEE . HidEk”,
1o it 161 fo BB LR 161 5 Uk ZE i
TPt — i SCF T 2R A R Ar Y &
020k [ B 2 /DA — R 2 . BRIR LR T 72 3
ISR AR E W sh B L R L HLH S5 A e B
W, AMRE S AR SEE . &5
FFEZERM SO 9 F, W3 L.

AL L NS B 285 A B S AR AE [ N R A
FEAHE SN, WA B ITE X A AR
PE LA AT TR 5 R B A ilE AT T R EMTTE,
TN F 7% 55 (2020) 1Y £ 38 v 0 5543 A8 sh S e L
B2 B WORR T 0 8 T 64T T 48 S0 R AT /N
B (2015)%F A BUF A Sh Bl FE 5 K 5 11
AT T Ve, FARFFHEQOI)MF I ZE
T, AAREFFE R BT B 5 A5
JAHH 4055 . ME R 1 AR Sh A 4
WOAIE 1S EMAR, TR A BREZ
AU B 2% G T U 50 8 2 R L A R STAE L

P % wH o e
2000 THES R TS e LA 0 AR BT P re—
2019 ik DKL R e . AR S AR
e
018 T U BRI RS B R i;* I G [ 0 g A2 U
2015 WKE. WIAE . BIRAE: AP SRS Sk LR
2006 HEF. WAE MAFERTAM—— MRS Sk LM
2006 KIFH O LB 45 T S 2 36 b LT HE R
2005 [ETiHE . R CAPS T ML A 4 Gk BRI KRG SRR
A6 I S e 2% 2 e s Rl 2
2004 BTE, WAE AT IT T SHL R ik %fM“ﬁ**ﬁL“I”Eﬂ*
2001 1k IR TSR A AT R 5 b R B
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PRI AAEFE I SRS S | AR B %
BRI AR %2 (N: Blum et al., 2021; Quirin et
al., 2020; Cervone & Little, 2019; Rauthmann et al.,
2019; Jeronimus & Reitsema, 2018); F5¢ ik I,
WA L UL 5T 22 R )% 238 Br AU M 2 )2 A A
HLET 5, 3h A& #AJ7 i (I DSEM, GIMME,
DSM 45) & JEE TG, 7 [ o Y Rl I 0 1 R 7 31
WZ IR o AR SCHEAMS S A A A 5 D s R
fie R SR A RIAL L BARIA BB IR ST T R
AT T RN AR E W T EHNFEA,
S5 G BB EX AR, AR Ll A
6 R [B] 1 00 RIFATIRSE, 84S G B N AR 58 A A%
AR — 2D e A& Sh A M ST 9, AT ZEBE
FEH A RS SCAR FE AR F8 3 % A B Y % 3 1
HEATIAIE . B2, A Bl A VW57 U AE T BE
J7RE BRI RS (], RSROT 5 AL/
EI AR, A /2008 B IR R .

6 REERFTME

6.1 HEBEXR

NS SIS P EE A AR F R 5 T L
T, RE RS B AR A 2 B A R, R A SE
R IT 0] . AW 7] LA LT 4k
LA 5L RIA IS

F 5T 5 FE BRI H R R B XA AR A 2544
EAMAE A 451 . WTT, CAPS FHif, KAPA Ff
Vo S 353 2 Ak 2 D S AR A R RS AL, (R
Yo B4R 2 T A% S5 4 i AL S S R R R, A (Al
28 5 AT S S T R R I AE B ARV R
AT, CBST A AME e T A28 fhad i v
Z 3 5 BT R WY B 4R R g, Mk
iR BRI TR A 2 TR A T (P A A TR] A A 25
KB RCIH 5D fE, B LS H A AR B aE B
S NI S (2 b 2 S i N R N N =3
MR A TG TP AR E R, T2, s
A B AR (A WTT) B3 T R AR
N G5 T S VR FIBLHL, e e M T
K B A AR (A1 CBST) B 28 o) 3 A A i) A A
SERI B LIRS IhRE . RGBT — B A

A SIS P B W] — 25 0 B B A S
HATEE . AMEHEISZIFIEWH AW, HIE5EAN
& BRI 1) T O FE AR E ORI, 1T 0 BRI P 2 A
FE 5 I R SR AN T — e 15 IR 5 h AR bt A

H(Ringwald et al., 2021), H1L5 AMEBHIEE # 4>
JE PR R IR R L SR, ADRRCE B, AR A
& BEAS 0 AR HEAT S R ME S I G s 2 — B AE T
o] R S ) R T DT A 45 S 5 A R A T s B
12 LA %5 B B S (Hopwood et al., 2015), AT I,
NHE SIS VR BEAE S 5 70 BLS AAR B ST A4S B 1)
— KL, G0 CBST Keda il L 10 248 53 40 Ay 3% 2
B, A A B AR DI RE R S 1 R . Kok
TFF5% 25 1T 255 W DR 55 18 5 0 B B2 PR Ak B4R
JEIAG FLIEHESE

BEAR, AR 5T B mT 7 e o iE— 2 R
IR o BRAT AA% Sh A RIS 0 R R GE e i
] A28 52 A, AN R S8 BRI HE 2l AR i P o
WTT B 3 A8 48 B8 oy NSRS 1 A e
WA, HLAAMMBE ., B, REESS
BTN AR RGEREAE, SRR E 7k
A B IEIRE G T FE LR . Wik, A5
HHE R AR R B0 JR A AT A B I Y A
F ANKE R (Beck & Jackson, 2021), Wi B BFGEE
B NAEARTS 1Y AR ARy R AR B 3 28 R e 1Y
(Sosnowska et al., 2020), {HiXEL22i{E L3 & A
RS I VR R T ik, AR BIR SE R LA T R
B ASRBLIS TS5 A SRR IT 509 T IR B R R
2P FE BB
6.2 TIEARNER I

FREBFFR T E o FE . T AEERARAR . W
TR A5 A R TR A . BB AR B A
PRI R 2R A RIS B, R A RS
HEEBEMRIFA TG, BENARMY
SGS H5FWRMRA A, XEFHRHE NG
ANTE D WA T 1912 AP 5 A SRR [T i ]
HEATHCE ; OF B, F)E 3047 A el Tk
S O L B4 5, A TG 9 6 2 A 45 S AR i R A
iy [, B — U vk AR L T BE S ok
I [7) J5 1 A 25 55 [ {8 (M Gttus, 2016) o

o T 254 i A BEM X B A TN 7T,
AT R AR PR SRR AE PR AR R S 2 A
gt S T HAT B . BAUCA DB R
T A ATFA & B, 40 Abrahams 5§ A (2021)
FEWFFE TSR T AR O F TG B R E 5 55 LB
S5 BT SRR, WSS A AP S E,
i BE AR 104 28 S R ik R X = O B A A 4
UF St T 5 AF X 75 X0 118 TR A 155 B AR AE AL
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T3 — B 2 W 7 kR T A AR I A U
i, }\%ﬂ“%ﬁ(Personality Computing; Phan &
Rauthmann, 2021)J& A0 B 22 S51FE LR 221
LR, A AEARATFIL. FHREEHER
TR LR E R ES SHNEERE, W
FIFEBEROMERS . WA . BN RGEE) ST HE
(HE . BAE . GRS, WER MRS
Bl . A2 AT . BEIRAE) SR L L R
BEAEVBY & WE B.(Vaid et al., 2021), AH L2 50 BURE
B, w5 B R AR R i T B % 4R AL B 5 00 A]
22 BWMMEIRE R, B T 8l i A,
AR T SR B e, W Kalimeri 48 A
2019254 FHL S IS 5 A TG L &L 0,
A AP 3 1 ] 10 53 5 07 B A A S R % LA IR 2]
o 85 ) A A TR A A P ST 3 L (IS R
it s
6.3 LIEARMNEANE

ARRAFFEH, W E ST T A
e RS 2 508 FH T R G R AR R ), A8
MO — R R AT AMRE, EAR
RSB E A WF5E IR — B A I,
AR 1A ARSI & T & 1 a1, R4
AF 5 158 P A L A 2 RO - R A ]

FEAR B Ty VR, TR A T U T A
B A L S B . ARIELSIA T, AR
AR E SGEAHIE, 40 WTT A AR AH R
NASFR T BRI, & 0L & VR A0 BRI
& R JOT ) R AT B A SR A I A RS A
SR, XA I Ay 3 B AR B0 A RIR S I AN B B
Bl R A N AR FR I R R, B SE, WA
PR AR 2 A T RS B AN 2 AN A R T
e 2 A AR R B, anAS A2 T R B8 4
FPERAT R, TTRER B T S ) PR UK P
Bes, AT AR AR B A A AR T M R K
R AR B R AN AN ] 43S 15 35 T B B = )
IR AW 7K - (Fleeson, 2017); MeAlh, AR AR
PRAIE 32 2 2 T 15 3% 55 P K 19532 W (Sherman et al.,
2015).

AL IR, AR T R AR sl A R B )
Fr A% B B NSRS AR S s T 22 Bt sk AR
VAL, TSI E R, Xk, HRE
Fr BB S R — BRI M F R, T o R i
FORIRIZRA, . B, WAl ek 41k

W) R 3T ) e — o3 2 R, LR AR 12 R ) A5 1) A
S BEUS AR TR BT, sl 1F 200 55 5 46 w16 [7)
B Xo) % R T AR B ) B, o P R R Y T
YR FEATI G, a0 WFoe 8 Eokphl B i
5 A SRR E AR AT, I e TS S
KRR SR R HETTIPAl (Lisa et al,, 2017); 5%
PIA A0 I 5 50 Sy T, JF & 38 H I R A
RYIm) 3, 4 Zimmermann 28(2019)LA H iC 2 R AEZ
LB AR, Bt 2 )RR R R e T
MUK BNAS Hid A, JEAEM S FEAS th X i i %
AR ] 5 R AR RO AT T 3k

AN, WFoT 3 WA BE X AR R G (A VR L
il 47 %5 %2, W] R B X 22 A0 B R EAT DU 4
NASAE R 2278 i R 50 00 R e JBARAE 24 AR A Al
HRERA FTRBL, 40 CBST YUCM AR RE—AA AL
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Personality dynamics: The integration of process and trait

WU Fan, HU Yueqin
(Faculty of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Personality dynamics studies personality from a dynamic perspective, emphasizing intra-
individual differences in personality and their relationship to traits, thus reflecting the integration of process
and trait. Conventional personality research has largely focused on stable inter-individual differences and
structural trait models. With advances in research methods, theoretical and empirical research on personality
dynamics has developed rapidly over the past two decades. These studies are typically based on theories that
focus on personality processes, such as the whole trait theory and the cognitive-affective personality system
model, and use intensive longitudinal data and dynamic modeling methods to investigate personality
processes, such as the intra-individual interplay of cognitive, affective, and motivational processes,
person-situation interactions, and dynamic features of personality. This article reviews early ideas,
contemporary theoretical frameworks and methodological approaches in personality dynamics, and suggests
that future research distinguish between intra- and inter-individual personality structures, integrate normal
and abnormal personality theories, discuss temporal effects, and incorporate multiple measures to improve
the reliability and validity of intra-individual measures.

Keywords: personality dynamics, personality process, intensive longitudinal data, integration





