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» 32 % & (History of Psychology)

—AEESEANE BROES
i 50 R FHIRIOS R

KW A o ERAR
(R TR 2730 T BF SR, s R 2 D B B, A0 210097)

W OE ATEFH%ETR AREFECHFE 50 FOMAI IO A—ANFE T BANE?, LP,
Clayton Al S£iER AT 504 B0 2069 /3o, FF46 0 Al 2R R F 1976 4, B KMk T 1982 4, L4 s 2«2 —
W, HECHEFHREE N, B E 20 242 80 FRTH, 485 21 B, LALLMk s
R—FwFE, HAEREXFENAE L FHEEAR L Grriaiie, FECEPHALGE ZHk, o
MAEH 2004 F, G ENAE, ERERFTLIL, CEERALRF @ — 2K BHMAD L4t & F 24
A, WATESARANFEERPMNEFEIL, —2XRT IAMENRSE, #—F R THLECERY
BERARR, CRE E PR SO SRR mAR, TARBHALL: —&, 505k, SHFECEPWHR
ZHT—AMALE AR Ao RBAAL . NEZRTE Z ARG LRI, Z&, IR ERTEH 0
FAER) A B AR, BRI EHWHE, BRLESFEL OB EREEFERTATE, 25T —AMgr LAt
widAE, REREK, RAAAN T @ERAFECHFOHRT: —&, ARARFAFRELGRAFREX, F8
TR BG R, R, AR B ARL.

KR ARZGFLN, MARFERK, HERLAZUFLN, FROFERE, ST =R B
SES  B84s

1 5|87 25 D) B EAT B Be X 4, HAT{L UL Sternberg
F1 Glick (20220 40 3 M B 55 —W B,
CRET - TOA) e WA %, ezt Am Ok QOODKFERT 3 AR 5 EL TP
S et s . N AT 20 80 4FCwIY), H=E 20 ek, H4s
SeH, WZIE. “FDEE GRTDHT) B ) . o~
. L . . fiE & AE Paul B. Baltes (9415, HHy B E 20
“GERNZ R, A2 A8 7 T SR RS RO A
, e FER 2 T2 A 0 R AR At 55 — e,
TN, BRI E R — AN, IEH, RPNy i . - e
AT B B AR (VR BT FF 4T 2001 4F Monika Ardelt 388 SCX] MR 4L
Sl i) J N PARSALS K, =L, \ ] o e N
2%9;mzézxmi;Wm mn;}% g SURITIRBUILH, ShIE TR B £ G
, , ; Xi , , A, , e . N SR
R . e 20 it 70 fefop fp T S EEEHAZ IR,
AR s = T 4 [ (D S T T TR L
A B O B 2 19 41 1EF (Clayton, 1975a, 1975b, i K AN RSSO E L B
1075c, 1976). HNT%F 1970 4F ELKIE 50 455 5.0, FRA 5B =B B, B RTRY B, FURRAE R
: ° ~ GEHHE B M — R A AR I, T
B — Pl I B RS, Bk D R
Weks H #: 2022-12-11 A3 IR 25 (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022), Sternberg
* A A ARSI (31971014); 2020 SEEVLHRE gy Glick 4 BRI 22 7 S0 20 BEEBR S B

BTMI33 BRI B TR B o
RS0 R TR 2 3 BB SRR TR SR
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B EEAT i (1) HFARIR Vivian Clayton 7
B 2O ER R AT IR TTER Q)R BB
AT IR [ 5E T 2001 4F 2R UHERT 7 (3K HTRY
BOANER B O P2 AT 5T 1Y 26 = B BLRE 5 77
i Sternberg H1 Gliick A B 28 = B B T4 A i i)
bR, AR BIT U AR R B BRI AR = B B 2 (A1 7E
MR EEAEES LR AREER, FERE
W B ASRELEME, HMS BBk i i fa)ik
ANF] 20 4, BT, BN BERLVE 2 Ml 57 By
BL (ORI A BN H 4 R A5 %5 Clayton
YR B0 B IR (5) X B WA 4 Uk 55
oAb ILANE B G B KD, SR A R R, K
TR AR ETT AR, 5% Sternberg Al Gliick /1Y I
WU, LA EEFBNTISE, 20 22 70 4248
DIk 08 B B O sy e — A p i 5
TN B, “—DIP i 5B BB Z YOG
RN G IRMEFTIR — M, BIATIR AR 8 2T K

AT, JRIREAERERR T, B ORI o fE A, 1,

XPE DB 50 ARBE ST DI REEAT T A4S, IR
TREER, LU S B B Bl ) R

2 B0 BELEFWRNFH

FERAEELE R, — B2 IN Vivian
Clayton J& 58— F SCUE R A 8 49 2 1) 0 Bl 22 %
(Hall, 2010), Clayton JSZUFL AT 528 2.0 31 P
i, JFEREFEI R AKE T 1976 4F, BARMIET
1982 4F, HApf i R“E4E—3”, W Clayton ) T
2R AR T IR0 B0 B — e B
. WA 402 Clayton U FH SEE Jr ik AFF 55 0 25 7
At 4 Clayton ZERFR SO 2= TSR b
Jii SRR 2 A 5 B O B I I D 1
7 fh2 Clayton HIBFSE HREFRAVESR 20324
(0 i, 20N BE AR RO 2 B ST — S B
Bt At 4 J5 R R bR R BRSO A 4k K
Clayton 7% .00 B 22 10 ST 7 TEAf T axX 2L ik
P, A0 53 b ) SR B sk L il A AR R R
SR B LA K S I T ARG 1 bR iE

Clayton T 1950 4FilA: AR EAM Y, FEH
AR B S SR T b B A ERE | RLACEERIAMILALBE
A SAT o R E XS, WEXMEA, T
1968 4 E| 4] 24 JM 52 K £ 47 6 B 43 #% (the  State
University of New York at Buffalo).0r#24 %\l
A B (Hall, 2010), WIS T — 8 (4

Erikson M) A% & JEEIS I T2 N fE P JEIN
R E D) MIRSUER—T T2 R AR AR,
VIR F5 38 HACE B FIRME LR B A & J5 (elusive
quality; Druckerman, 2018), Clayton ‘A4 ZEWF5E
E. H. Erikson f< A\M & Ji/\ By BEHIE ™ HL A9 B 5
DI AR BIRTE 20 42 70 ARARZ AT 3
O, BELHRERAKHEIT G Stanley
Hall i) 53, /EArREE —21 ) —Fi(Hall, 1922)
1 E. H. Erikson B« A#% & B /\BrBedlig v, i
# & Hall 3T HC B ME FI N4 (Sternberg &
Gliick, 2022), HA#ARME [ 4R A b Erikson <A
% &\ B B BRiS”  Erikson 7E 1950 4F i #9¢ L
BS54 ) —BEER T AL\ B
17, FEIZFIEH, Erikson AN BR S 414k
BHRHTEE, P ERE AR ol el
(Wisdom is the ego strength or virtue), fLHHRA T
TR UE (1 LA B A T ) . B BT
FF TRDAE XS, SRR A A L T AE T B ) A i A B
RO — AR, FrLL, FEEHIE T,
— A NI & A A A R R A 5 A By
B, B R R BT A e B S T T
AL EEILZENTY, 52, BHEENTE
Be o BO5 4 & & R A9 TS (Erikson, 1959,
1964), i J2, Erikson ZEHEH X —EK)E, I
BT i Z 51> F (Hall, 2010). Clayton 5573
M1 T Erikson M & B\ B Be s, B HSHE
A 5K SR PR (other organismic theories of
development)Zi Gk 5 1, 14510 REHA
EFEWGE, B4 33K IEBE (foreclosure), 24t
AR A B, RIS R RIS\ B,
PRI, 70 TG I A 2 e g — o B i 18 81 (78 M R
Xif wh 2 77 4 1 Z P (compromise) 1] A & 5¢€ 42 ff Dt
EE, ALLT R ) AR\ B B DL S LSS )
2, REX A (Clayton, 1975a), Clayton [
RIS SCH WEIRZI M AT T Erikson A% K JRé
B BOHLE FR AR RO B A, JF X Erikson ¢
TAER R I B 8 A AR B BT I 4 A fE 1L
JE A RE & R LR B WL FRR B BE . 3T 1975
R R (NZR R ) P17 I (Clayton, 19752), H
HURE NS Erikson AME &R /\ M BeELS L
B LI AR RE, JHERE T K E
A NN K2 (University of Southern California)isz.(»
A LS, T RALRSRE S (Hall, 2010).
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1972 4, Clayton EIEFMIMN K2, IREEFRR &
WA B T 2 — . ALK I E.
Birren (1918~2016) X0 i+ 2= i, 4k LLfF 553
2. N THHTSEUERIS, Clayton 72 [ Rl 43477 56
TR SCHR G A, B B TR — Rl R e
—RPRRIR I AR 7, O HUE SO BT E I
S AR OXURR ) B ) A e B 43 AR A, JR ARG,
BEFENE @ TR, A EMANER
%, fRORIn SR BE ) o, B SR EAT T R G
G B P AR AR E I . AR R DL e
BRI AT U H I (Clayton, 1975b), Clayton kb
BT 3R A ——k 22 R G AR A (R
AR )FNE A B CEAF N)—— P W R 4R 44 Al
X B AR AN B R I A —
HAEZNM R ERYRE I 225, HIHREIT S
J5 22 57 B v BOHE AT AR B, (BRI 5T 45 SR AN B AR
(Clayton, 1975b, 1976), iX & Bk Mg 5 2 X A~
F A — A SSUERF R R M T, AU s SOk
AT AR T B AR, R R R
AEAE —BL JH ¥ (Clayton, 1976), [H I, Clayton
(1975¢) SHEAT T 58 IO TR M SIERF ST, X
YRt AN - e o 8 A SC, T 2 1 R i AT
FARGBNE EE L B, bl 2k
BERENC, 183 150 4, Hk, HE 150 M4
I PR s Y 33 S, W —H PR 33
AR AE 2 KAR BE LT DA AR B AT 7
Wi, R, #7500, HE R S
(Clayton, 1975¢, 1976),

IR I SR R S UEAIF Y 45 R RS AN B
AH, 0 PR B 454 £ 2 1Y (Clayton, 1976).
FJ&, 1E Birren FYELT, Clayton FFIAFHE 24
h— R 0 BREE R, DR E R R
CHRAE R 8 L), DA 4k 22 35 47 S5 EBF 52 (Hall,
2010). A THIMK SUERRR RS, T ik
o IR, JF ROk IF AR B i TR R
fill, Clayton ¥ ¥R H i i it Forrest W. Young'

! Clayton (11§ 3C 25 51 43 (Dissertation Committee) ] J. E.

Birren. Norman Cliff Fil K. Warner Schaie 21 i, H, J. E.
Birren /T EJ& (Clayton, 1976), K. Warner Schaie 2414
Lo HR2£ 5%, Norman CLff #0452 2 00 BRI i 22 400 ) — A B 22
AN, flij& Forrest W. Young (1940~2006) {8 -1 S0 6t
NG, Young T 1967 AFFRTF L2, ZYEpREE L Z
Torgerson T 1952 4Ffig A 42 i, Forrest W. Young X} £ 445
PAET mE T,

R K A9 22 ZERR 7 (multidimensional scaling, MDS,
— 2B AR FEN . PEANEANE
3AHEIR R B 2, R LT 4 AR
(WEZEHEIATED, HEEGHAN 12
M7 (2) OB B YR R4 ()X L
BT RS2 @WRAIMS 2S5,
EATES 54 PR EiEe 1K SN AR &
X7 (Clayton, 1976). EIR F 43 #1122 4k b E 1
Wy EFRAR L, R Z i B 00 T S e AN A
PR B %N S E R S /AN N O DR/ BLE
(15 0L (Guilford, 1954). M PR SIERT 5,
Clayton 75 2] “[F] & A9 (empathetic) . “3Z F #~
(pragmatic) . “#( i )" (observant) . “H ¥ [#)”
(intuitive) . “H B A9 (intelligent) . “>F- FI Y~
(peaceful) . “UFN4H 19> (introspective) . It FlfY”
(gentle) Fl“H4ERIER (sense of humor)%s 9 M IAFT 2
RIE AR, in_Lfli2£09” (knowledgeable) . “F 5
) (experienced)fl“if# AZ > (understanding)5§
3AE TR ZE WA, a8 12 M
LR RER. N T IR Z5ER LKA
KWXR, XFEWEPIMAAERE” (aged) M
“F&7 (myself), fRJEN LRI (wise) A, 14
WEAHATMEME S 15 MEARNIRE,
Clayton R FHZ4EbR W, 1 15 ANTEATEPIFI L
B, HIEI 105 4> RV AL AT 287 X5 [1/2 % n x
(n — D], n“BEE M- R BRI 3R, &5
8, BRGORITE BT AN N S TE 45 9]
PYAERIERR I, RIS 5 R ERT4, M
“HEWAHML” (very similar, i€ 1 ZM)F|“IEH AlH]”
(very different, 12 5 43). 0 T 3R1F Al §EEAG I, bl
LR 22 B A TXT EE L, BB A X
TEA R BT w2 B, il AT 127 Ik
JE 25 1R X Y AH AR 34 B (Clayton, 1976). Clayton
T 1976 4F 9 H Se il T 0N (8 B A i 2 i pr
3 YT 2 AR 30, JT ORI i AR, ARAR T
+-25 7, TEIZCH, Clayton &, 4E&H A . H4E
NFE NG 3 AR B EMKE /N, #8
L&A S (cognitive) | 175 B (affective) Fll i &
(reflective) = Fh & Bt (qualities) [ = 4 45 4 #4 2%
(Clayton, 1976). [FIt, Clayton HIRARHET T —
MagtE L BER-D2gL W, BA Y
R R R FIA R 43 (Clayton, 1976). K AR
HATEAT B T 00 SR F 5F 45 SR AR BAR, R AT
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k3%, Clayton FRILIH 2= AR SCBEZE L A
X} 1) SCUEAFSE (Clayton, 1976), Hi AT 40, 1B
Sk FEA 1 s F SR RIS 2955 — A, Clayton
FHSEUE A58 5 22 (s [A) 22 53R ANBE T 1976 42 9 A,
D] SAy s Pl 8 5 A T 2R S

Clayton 718 4 54k J5 B 1H 4 10 52K 2200
2R R Y I HZ, TR Sl F RS b
OESS OIRS LY/ S N R R i B S S
K35 37 K EFAT A B A D B 2E R Paul B.
Baltes 7F N i — 265 53 35 (14 % ) 5% 1 (Hall, 2010),
EHELOH%E WL MM, Clayton F
1979 41 31 4] 20 (4 R4 LT K2 I 0 27 e O B 7
W2 24 B B #0552 (Hall, 2010), 1980 4F, Clayton Fl
Birren A /EESIF/E— IR CHER LR T BN
(BEYTAR—E R —A - BiE A
TS SC, FEZSCH, MATRICR L 55 2
WL RG SC, K 80 2 SO R AR T T SR o
JE N R BE 1, I 1 22 e bR B GE TR P A AT,
N B SIANA(EIR T T G AR
(E SN RFEAHEL R o 1982 4, Clayton &%
TR ESE Iy AR AR AR AP S T EE ),
P ESE N E X ERES . BAT g X
Ry — R AR RE S HE AT 2 A S . A Ak R AR
ST R B T B 2] LI e O
BT T A 7 G AR RE T . BARE T
R EEERPN K 2 B AR IR P IS R T R K, JF
HACA N RK B R R, T &0, R,
BA T AR R R R RS R R
RYNTR], {E 75 2R 00 7 A0 (Clayton, 1982),

BRI S, Clayton 78 31 %7 B} ABFAE BB IE K2
FEUR, AR R, HOMARE | O IEAET
F— NN B RS B Y R R e
By, REUR R AR, REIRAEK
KEBRAR—DEIENEE, BER TEKO,
MR FRARAE IR0 AR08 TR oA BT ARy, R B2 R0
B, EEEZ IS, SR TAE, XtE Ak
T A ARSI ZL IR (Hall, 2010), A 0t
ZJG, Clayton BIJF T2 ARFURAIZ), DIBAFMZ0
PR B S 516K TAE, 2RISR b A
LITNFE ZOHEAATIE . FIL, Clayton A K52
OHAE RIS, U A KSR 2= 6 ], &
IETFHMEHE TR 2EFEI, & R R)E — A
KB B 2RISR 1982 4F(Clayton, 1982).

Clayton % ["JWF 78 2 250 BRI 14 B £y HUR 1
AR, HE T TSR SO M= i
A, RSO A A 5T R R TE S i A SE LG
PR PR T — R, GRS Baltes A1 Sternberg 45
450 P R B 26, (HIF R LR AR O
AR F AT ELEAE S M . R Baltes
FI Sternberg #BJE7EE F Clayton WF5X 5 25 A JF
LR BLO ISR, Aad, AR Bt R A
NS S Clayton [ ELO 32 AR [R]A BH
WRARRCR, HI, EARRREAER O
MI— B BE, B Sternberg T HZEAVE S AR 2.0 F0
2 3B, HFEAR$E Clayton 7ER 2O HA=
ST B 5Tk (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022),

HEHR Clayton X4 2.0 HL2 AR R REALAE
B OO R ITRIR Be, AT AR O
SERTTE R, A AR S A — R 28 T
B, fEXAFEMTR, Clayton X .0 B 22 5T Y
DTRR A = (1) E YCRHISEIEE U HE 24k bx
BT RN, AR a1
A=A QBERGEET 714k
PERE SC, B 2 E RN — DR 3 A S
78— AT LA 2 WL 2 1.0 PR AEAE A (3K
LM R BRI R, XA BIRE
Xof I A P AR SRR A e, H 2 A
FRERCH . 7#EA 21 42K, Clayton fY I
WU 2R B OB BT 7 A T
Wi, B FEARBAE 3 AT (1)fEk—2 8/ EE
SCARE VA Clayton Fl Birren (1980)32 i 8 Z v A
FOANAL BRI R =AU, A A I E
(Aldwin, 2009), JEHE Ardelt [94h i = 455 Z A5 R
(three-dimensional wisdom model, 3D-WM, Ardelt,
2004a, 2004b), LA Clayton FY PN Fat = 4 5 25 0
RBERR R ;)= A ZYEbR AT 2T
IR — R EZT71%; (3) Clayton FYHIFFEERMA,
o R AR S T L2 2 B0 A& TG (Clayton &
Birren, 1980), iX & X8 2B — A0k [F AT,
INHEANA—ERIEEE, FRABMA—ERZ
8 E(Clayton, 1982), 26 i & BRI 2 1 A
PRLER ARV SR . B RS en
KEMBEEHE S LE,

3 —enF, WAEHERE: 80
EERRHNE—MER

B BEHT IR — B B, IFE R A 20 T
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70 80 AEACRLI), FELRE 21 {haid), Ho e
WM, PR G AR,
30 HREEEX—RMF

B R R EEEARROIER
Baltes T 1980 4F AR THEEAAAK €152 T 1963
AR 1Y S 5 307 -3 B e N2 K S O ST (the
Max Planck Institute for Human Development and
Education in Berlin) ¥ 2% = 18 /& 2 W 5% 53 (senior
fellow) Al A T < (Co-Director, HE45E—), Hr4i
[) 5 4 AR DA WS AL B A 2 A SC KR &R
JE . BE M TAEA MR R L h i &),
H Clayton i % £Z.0H 2 W IF 504085, Baltes
H B O B T T X A R T Ok, A ST
ST R IF R B 2, TE R ST R
OIER SR, I, B SO BRI 0 A
5 B RS BITE AR, B S — Bl A R
F14 7 ) SCAR (00F (Hall, 2010), %5 20 B 2 4508 Y
— SR 2 H ——4 Monika Ardelt (4%, Judith
Gliick #(#% . Susan Bluck #(#%. Michel Ferrari #{
M Igor Grossmann ¥ 5F——Z RIEE ok A 7
13 [ [ 20 F & 5 (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022),

Baltes It 1% [5] 35 i 52 3% 4 B8 A= BB (life-
span psychology). &% R4t (expert system) A Al
% 1k 19 FA #% J7 1 (positive aspects of cognitive
aging) = /N7 MR, F 1990 EER T (GEM
FE LI K HOAR RIS ) (Baltes & Smith, 1990)
R ARG R 7 AR TERL R R) 1 A 4F
%225 ) (Smith & Baltes, 1990)Mijk 18 3¢, BAIE
)8 MM ZEH L (the Berlin model of
wisdom, BMW, or Berlin wisdom paradigm, BWP)
— ], ZICHRHIRR R R SRR O TR B R
HIRR S, HERH RS R T Z )5 8P bk
B EAA R OWA . HI, 1990 4 Baltes 1141
AR S A0 BIF 5T A i J A A0 B B, (H R AR A
AL C 2 BAE I AN BT . XA S R,
PR R i R R TE 1990 4F H Baltes B AIBA
UCHER R . JF H, S FHIMAE S8, Baltes
1Y A BA R SE T R B, mAH R I E MR
IR 7k —— AR AR R 2 B Y5 2K (Baltes &
Smith, 1990; Smith & Baltes, 1990), %4/}
A RN —R R,

1992 4§, Baltes FIt Y [F] G5 1E ORI RIESE
BRI A 2 O <RI E A (the Berlin

I =l

model of wisdom, BMW), F22 il Hi 5 5Y [&] Ji2 7
WL o TERIMRE BB K b, Ml DR
SO ARG T E BN E S B . R
FIWT AL, A A A iy 2 H S L R A
HARGH L, TEARE S DT HER: ()A X
AR EE H SRS )A REMmY
FEZHLARRMAEIN I, Q)R AT G 5t
SRR AR, (4 K% JE A IE AN E PR AR
(5)A K25 R (A AR T H AR A X E R IR,
TP ITA T I TRR R RV LA R, Je =
FH R EA ) (Baltes et al., 1992), XFE£H, 7
Baltes 55 NBEK, B EH R T A ARA XA
1Y HL S e S AR R Z A, FE X
MRS, FEH NS B RS BB AR A E
5 N4 K& 01 3% 4k L 4k (life-span  contextualism),
T LAAE X PE B4 40 8 W0 SR 1 2 2 BT I 7 (Baltes
& Staudinger, 2000),

W5, Baltes A4t A% [F] 2541 F“Berlin wisdom
paradigm (BWP) 8 FR“FIME B (Baltes &
Smith, 2008; Baltes & Staudinger, 2000), A, il
VTR e AR B AR 2 A A 0 SO B ST /DN 3 5
HEIAER B AERWBAE , 7E 2008 4 KR —F
WSCHL, At AT A AR B A A A 1 LT ¥
AR 2008 4B B Baltes 25 it Cid 25 13T 2 4R (],
8 CAT U2 Baltes ARG —fiA XE 21
1 3 (Baltes & Smith, 2008).

HF| 21 a4, 5O, e
BRI H AT F AL, AR B R A
PRI 7 ik — ER A 20 B U Y E A
7 FIJ7 5 (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022), Baltes il 4
TR Z 22 G ENY, A, HHI
PBERALAREE, 7 FHHR TAELKEHNK
AT B, SR, YIRS AR > AE
554 Z (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022), {HJ&, 7E Baltes
LB RE R, AR X T AT AT Y = 5 AR
fifi B B — E S IR 32 200 2 A R A BE B (o
Baltes & Smith, 2008; Baltes & Staudinger, 1993,
2000; Pasupathi et al., 2001; Smith & Baltes,
1990), 51t [F] i, Baltes i 538 ) T — R 20 F
SR TE R BN, 75 AR B0 B0 2% 45 B 2R
IE /Y U. M. Staudinger. A. Maercker I J. Smith
EHE RZA N EZ G, T R Baltes 7£
B0 B ST A T B4 TR, Sternberg 5 Gliick

VH
UE

s

4
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TG i (ORI TN ) Rl E5IE . <JER
FR 24 B Y Paul B. Baltes 2%, 7258 203
HIH R I RIERF T, Ay TRk R AR,
(Sternberg & Gliick, 2019)

3.2 WHSM AR FELARZIRT Sternberg

R EEN

TR SO B TR S — W B, B O AR
JR A Sternberg 4% 25 W& A FLAA M ZE45 10 I
Jr s,

J2 W RN AR 2 (intelligence, FE— 1%
VER 3, o nT AR 2O Y & e il B AR 48 U7 X
18 5 JEe Ry A AN BRI A DA R R T
JE A SRR R R T £ RE R A A 1 A R KR e
b A R A AN R R ) B S B B, LABFIE
SR Yk 1 IR A BAE (Piaget, 2001; Riegel, 1973), 7E
LA b, BT WS % UK (Neo-Piagetian, 5572 &
X, BAETRSZ B WA F SR B0 ARSI
K, BOFEERIEEHE, NI RIFA 5
B, PR — AR i AN A2 LLAR BT 22 T 9 4%
ﬁ’ﬁ%rﬂ@(Kitchener & Brenner, 1990; Labouvie-
Vief, 1990). MA@ A5 & B, BB ILpr b2 —
Tl Y B AN TR K B B b 5 iU A B B O
KBEBE), mifi TH ERSE A BE—AERG
JE 238 5 B Bt (post-formal operation)—— ¥ 7= )
(Labouvie-Vief, 1980, 1990). 87 Bz ¥ 72 IR Xt 2 2%
WF5E 1 BRBRHE I, B O B A R SRS TR TR
A BT AR . 245 H, &
4e )7 XAIR R Z O =R W EH Tz —,
RIS AT B AIF 58 2 0 AN R 8 B e — Rl 8 4 05 =X,
AR A SR 2 Ty U B0 T A R A B
— AN YEPE (U Gliick & Weststrate, 2022; Zhang
et al., 2022),

SR, Sternberg (1985, 1986) ] 52iE 75 1
DA N B T N BB 7 W5 P B
BN, KB BESE ) =EEME LA
HYRAE, i TR ERNE L 1990 4,
Sternberg (1990a)4 48 LA T (& & A, &I
HERY , XEHELMEETR L L AL
SCHE TR AR U, Sternberg KA M 25
5007 B A 2 YR S5 (1 A 0 B 2 S A 4
Hrb, JFEWEEN T DR EWSN RS, A
BEPEMR R, —FEgET R A
BHLFNE SRS 6 T Z (Sternberg, 1990b).

1998 4, FLFXJ S ERET J1 (practical intelligence)——
AR S A= 16 PRI AR A5 T A DR B S A 15 1)
TR S——BYIF5T, Sternberg Jf Hir ) £ 44 (1)
BN BIE R OGS R ) IR A O, SRiA
SR E B ARG Bt A, B — A
e, B T-4 i8> (A balance theory of
wisdom): & ZREAMAUMEM ATE T, 28k
AR, AR A S BRI FTAS RS Y
Fl g, 35N B0 A IR B PR IR B, DA
NIEAEAY R . B 1998 £ LISk, B4k Sternberg
Z U LI B — SRR AT A BT, (H
HAZ O WL 5, — B AR5 R4S (Sternberg, 1998, 2004,
2019; Sternberg & Gliick, 2022), M E K NE L.
PRAZ G P — N E TS . JFH, FE Sternberg /Y
B, RO A U R B R AT LU 45
F (N Sternberg, 1990a; Sternberg & Gliick, 2019,
2022; Sternberg & Jordan, 2005; Sternberg et al.,
2019), J5 8 )5 ok (0 47 5 2 35 i A BIF 98 3 2 Y 1
H S [FIIT, Sternberg #5357 T8 2.0 B2 G A 22 AR
ek, Rk T HE O EFRE Z MR,
PR TR EOHAREN . HARTTIAHE, Sternberg
B AR B A R — A EHBE A,
JE R R O B U ) RN T 4E W) Baltes
T 2006 4F LAt E E AN

4 BRFTH:SELEERENE_NE

FOAMRAE A AW o — S M, 032 B0 I
752Uk Labouvie-Vief (1990)/ LI, Labouvie-
Vief A, ANAREWHE b —FhA 5Ll il
BIAHIEES . Ardelt AT Labouvie-Vief B _LiA ¥
M, 5|/ Claudio Naranjo BT, 2 25 E—Fh
B R A A % 9 0 iR (Naranjo, 1972), BEA 2%
SR NP 7 Y BT R P2 (O | b B
(Ardelt, 1994), UL Clayton HYHIF5T BIR Hy FE A,
Ardelt Z23R0R R BRI AR S HEA T 4, DR IR R
B AR DA R S B SR B 2 [E] 1) 96 R (Arrdeelt,
1994, 1997) o Aik, Wi = Nt If R b2 5,
W B AR LT, AR, M2
1149 TR 38 19 35K A U0 5K R A S R A g
MY, FEA R, PO NS B2 S0 S A 4k
PR, TS J& 72 1 3 P 1Y (Sternberg &  Gliick,
2019; Zhang et al., 2022), & & 5 58 75 24 i B4
ot R A 7 7 A R R
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HH| 2004 4F, Ardelt & | THEFIAIARE B
e SRR, AFTH T HAFZE LA «— 461t
F5 AL, Sternberg Fl Gliick (2022)75 FR B H.0 31
FOPFERISE B BG A 2001 4F Ardelt X HIARE
ERiU R Bt A, Sternberg ¥+ 2001 43
FHIBR LI, HLEHMEN Ardelt FIF LI 24
Wk, HAL AR SRR 18 SCRTE 2001 445
i, ST 2004 4EREE, FTUA, BEOHEIR
5B B BN IR [ 2004 4F 2 B A PR T R
SCAER IR, Ardelt (1997, 2000854 £ X o3
TARIFEEAG N R B o B E e
AN . BCEURME RS FFIERY 5 o 76 Ardelt
FR, B EOFEGR A 22005 b pg R 2ok
A A A AR B T UL IR RS, RO T A Y
NI E . ¥ VKUK 1R (Baltes & Kunzmann,
2004), i J2 AN AT WLZH B, 33 2 Jle) D 0 2505 2o
MNEERAT, TENAA EI5, AITHERER
NAZe . K R T 2 A 8 15 T DA R I B 2L
YEt, A2 3RA55 2 (Ardelt, 2004a), #E1M, Ardelt
T Clayton PN = 4E2 20 g il H = 480 2
18 3% (Three-Dimensional Wisdom Scale, 3D-WS,
2003), $2 i Ah o = 4 E BT (Ardelt, 2004a,
2004b, 2010; Ardelt & Bruya, 2021), #8478
Bfeg, mENALE . HE% (Wang et al,
2022), %2 — RS R TR AR B A R O
SRR AN T AR MR, R R
HA . B e (compassion) =Fh AR 4R 4
25 G 25 5 (Ardelt, 2011), Ardelt X AR 2k
AHEH T 2004 4E LIFE T8 SCIE R RIECA
ERRE) I, ZWRERNTIAT 3 FMAHZE
BB SCA 1 R Ardelt B[RV P SC(Achenbaum,
2004; Ardelt, 2004b; Baltes & Kunzmann, 2004;
Sternberg, 2004), Baltes 1 Kunzmann (2004)X}i%
SCHY IR S . B R, AR
HAEF TR E, CHE AR, Ardelt KGR
B ERH W RHIE (FE3X — £, Ardelt 5§ Clayton 584> —
B0, MM RO R A B Y RFIE . TE
Baltes Il i1 [F] 5 5 o, AAMRED RO L 0 80 R
AR ENR, & —A~ 2 4 (multidimensional)
LS, HNAHEME DRI . A OGRS AR E A
LR SR 2 PR U DR A TR S

“EHRE R . B, Baltes XILHIBAIFEAIALR Ardelt
B AR PE(Baltes & Kunzmann, 2004) , 45 Gk,

{H Ardelt FJ3iE 25| % Baltes il Sternberg %5 145 />
PRI MR, AR B O R A TR,
Ardelt t1«“— .4 (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022),
MG, BEZ RO 5t o2k T 2000,
AEZ 2 HMABII R E R MLZ T, RP)r
SCAR IR B R R R

251, Ardelt 7EBUUE B0 B B =AY
PIRTTRR: — 2B, i 2004 4F & T M — it
FIPE TS SC, X 2 Ab T — A0 55 A7 Y RAAR R AR
BEAEAT T IRZIE I (Ardelt, 2004a), BIIRSIHE T
Fo— e 55 Az, Sy R B BRI ST R
CEHALFHCR R TAT R T AL 0 AR R, 2
“3L7, P TS S ARTTE BAL S, Pl Clayton
Y PN Bk = A 2 R R, AR F R &,
TE 2004 % 3 (14 5T BE A0 AR R B AT Y a8 s,
Ardelt B HEH A1 1 = iR B A (Ardelt,
2004a; Ardelt & Bruya, 2021), 7E 2004 4% Baltes
A4 I 7 348 SC 9 B D — SCHL IR the three-
dimensional wisdom model (3D-WM)—ii(Ardelt,
2004b), RR3T, Clayton Ry = 2% 25 W2 i L) 3%
3N A T A A P R RO, Ardelt 1)
SRR SRR S LA R 0 B U R S
F A B B0, WA, % FIFIE FTA B s
HA R T AR R A 0L, W T RS
175 26 DL S HA TS A TR IR, Ardelt R HA% 4k 2
PR 2 7205 I (Ardelt, 2011), DL = 4L 2540,
PRI LR, 25605 A n N B SO0, Ardelt SE5
Gl th 2 DRRASH) =R R, — T 1997
AETF IR SRS IE, T 2003 AE B R &K R 39 4
BRI A RRAS (Ardelt, 2003), % —ANE 2017 4E 4%
B 12 AN ) {3 LB AR (Thomas et al., 2017),
Ardelt S EOBAEE ISR AE TR A I 5 TR
B AR SR ) R R B, i TR
Sy 4y, AR e, (et TR R I A
WHoE, IR R Z MU RN R E BT 508
FH (4 Bang & Montgomery, 2013; Bang & Zhou,
2014; Kim & Knight, 2015), 1% T #5535 4
AN E RN RN LR, TR, 2020;
Grossmann, 2017; Levenson et al., 2005; Webster,
2003), JFE TR EOHERI IS I B—16
H 2004 4F, SEZE N, HAR ST AEST I,
F AR IAEPIAN 7 I

— R A A U I A IR A, R
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PN L FR T B AR T, MR 2 A R
T 5MEEZN T HE, BIKTHZTRMT
fERFSA, KRIEFA T EMR AR, 15
BELHATHED KRR, BMEWU, mTEE
PIRAS B 152 0k . B B R — 5 S S
PR SCAR AR T, DL A 53 S N HR T &
BEFE LA 55 XA R AR R (TR, FBAL, 2022),
BR T L SCO IR MDA B s A <
EREHEIS . Ardelt BY = 4E 5 Z AR FUET B D
REFIRE Z AN, H 2003 4ELICk, ZFE 2
WH W 4 Bk, AR 2w U E T2 2 m
AR, EIHEFEAERT —Re T8 ENES
I f 1] 5% (Zhang et al., 2022). H, @R =Fhg
MR AR = 4 T — % 2 1 (Sternberg & Gliick,
2022): (1)AE K B 3B ELS (self-transcendence
wisdom), Michael R. Levenson 25 A M\ 477 UL R
Tl ORI 27 % 480 20 SE e i 8 1 R v U TR
FURR, R E Y A RS R SR
FAFRBH, AR — N ANINE AT E X
A IO SR B B SRR, RS (AOR FRAR A E
FRECNIRL . st Bk, A5, ABRKR
FEyn AL, MXEHRG N OHAR
(interiority) FIUKE # Pk (spirituality), 552432 2]
2 F1K e 18 B 38 J&% (connectedness), H 3
BT DAY BRI B AR A — R,
IRAFEEC . RANNATRE S A 3484 (Levenson
et al., 2005). HFMHAEGE LA B 3 A0
W R R, B2 . a5 NSEREARF]
Zn, HARAE BT i &, sl b 43 A ()
AR YR, RS, B IR RS R SR E
B EEREEAR, R RS EET AN
oA, R B B0 B LA Bl e R
BB IE MR 2R, B A S8, A fFit
— BRI SCHE, TERUAR, 2022). (2)F R Ay Sk
5% (the H.E.R.O. (E.) model of wisdom), Jeffrey
Dean Webster AR EE B4 5 DFAE: WK
(Humor). &% 5 (Emotion Regulation) ., [FlJili5 [z
44 (Reminiscence/Reflectiveness) . FFJi{ P4 (Openness) .
A A4 25 (Experience), 2 52 AL T AW
KI5 DA TSN SRS DR T
(Webster, 2003, 2010); HiX 5 MFAERIECE F
BEfEA R ME(HER.O. (B) )y"—id, Hit, B
2017 4ELASK, Webster % AK 2003 4E42 1Y 134

FERIHR A B W) JE AR T (Webster et al., 2018),

B BRI . FaRET . BIZSRE . &%
FERCME A TR 2 50 A OB AL A B A, XRA
PR B FTA — & i, JF5 Jason %£(2001)fY
— IS 45 A Tl 2 Ak, Jason 58 AR F 5T
SR, BENA RS BARK.

[ RO RE T . BREA ARG . A RBRE . E
R Mg K. FeF, 95 il - g siE ) &
FIC K, e B RGER (1 A S0 IR A, IRk e BR
iz R L, AR EUS RIFRCE, kAR
AR B AN, R BR R T R B BRI
KEM T WFZ, AN ARG HER
BE EM MR, Q) ENEA RIS, I
R N A G B v i HA AR L
WICR B, R R & — e,
DNERN: OXEZHNHAE. BRETN-
DHEFR- M= R HA R E: MTAZEE,
BERH BT NNERR, B 2T e A0S
fife e — S MERL, I H AT 85 2R, itk
Fi 25 AR A 5 RS ALAY; L E R BTy
MR, BRI ) 5 R e Bl
ZHMAR 5% I BN —MEA — RN &0
. RAFMESIRIAA R G &2 WA
MR HEIR AR, BEERAESE BRI
ARSI, QX B NFE L, Tk =
E o DUV ISR = 22 I e TG 5 4 )
A — R R R A . T, #
it B, JFE, Waitl. FBS
MRAEE, HETHHEFEAAII LWE. K
R EWES T B RS =R WA BV,
BEDhHEFEQFAEE . TH. TE WIS,

2% FERTFAE. BHETHEAS EZH
EFETIEEACFNE Ty RSN AR R
IR R =, X E B . K
BB EARNERAR, $EEFIAES
WA KRR B A B R A A R 2 A 2
22 5, KRS N HE SRR, IR
EHEENERZIEEEN2ZS, B8 &S N
FEUT AR R R S e A BRI
DA X m 2R RS R R R R E %

Fok AR R EAE S Z R T SRR
HAE FR ISR A R i R B A S R R IR R R
(M3, TERZE, 2013; Wang & Zheng, 2012; 7F
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R, H4L, 2014, 2015, 2022; Zhang et al., 2022) . 5
2P R SRR AR WA AL S, AR &
DI FIE 2 (Zhang et al., 2022), 5H[A]
o, B2 — RS B A B — S S AR
B SCRF(BRIGHE, TERUR, 2016, 2020; {4558, 1T
R, 2020), Ait, &4 — KBS —Lk
W —— ) B —— H A R A SRR,
AT SR B 2 0 SHIEESR (9 S28F . B TFIE A
ZFE SIS, AN L, 2R A B RN
ik, ihAFsREA T 2k, XU EERE
S FE PRI IR s (D)FRBEN IR ], RN
FAME B 2 Y 2 (Baltes & Staudinger, 1993,
2000; Staudinger et al., 19944k R 5% &, Bils
TR T S AP 50, 3 A A R R 1Y
B R IUORN & R EOKF . Hoh, Mickler 1
Staudinger (2008) T I &t A4~ {4 fif e [ B 3 388 1)
R IR 2, B AE E (personal wisdom),
BCHE T AR B S S R U = e AR S R, DA
AN T B 11 A B2 Wi LSS RIS A IR B, SRR
A M 25520 (the Bremen wisdom paradigm).
Grossmann (2017)TA A% 25 /4 P4 18 IFE IR BT g
G, PRI E RN & ) R4 2R 4 (wise thinking)
o B Z A H (wise reasoning), B AHARE Z i
KB T bR 5 R AT @Ak, I AE SE R A R
B 55 B VR S A SRS, [FIA R IEAE —B
A ] PR £ 2 1) 5 R AR UEAS BE, WO S Al e
KRG AR, ERIAE (R 2
1% ) (Brienza et al., 2018), Grossmann il x4~
NEE, {55 Mickler Fl Staudinger (2008)A 7] At 2,
Grossmann Fll Kross (2014)3% H 4 — (191 & 8 bR 17
NS RN 5 (PN LN 7]
E(—REE), QBBEMERU, £5 Clayton Ml
Ardelt WA 2 hy—Fh 22 2 45 44 1 T 5% B AR — B,
BIG T A Mg, R B E R, Wil
TR SR AR B AR FRIE . IERE X
KRETENT, FEARE (G ERER) 2003 4
JiZ(Ardelt, 2003)F1 2017 4£Z(Thomas et al., 2017) .
CHIRVPEE 253 ) (Self-Assessed Wisdom Scale,
SWAS; Webster, 2003, 2007). { B A [ ik #E1n]% )
(Adult Self-Transcendence Inventory, ASTI; Levenson
etal., 2005). { & & &k it 5 3% ) (Wisdom Development
Scale, WDS; Brown & Greene, 2006). { faj A& &
ity 5 ¢ ) (Brief Wisdom Screening Scale, BWSS;

Gliick et al., 2013), { &1 21 F Z 4255 ) (the San
Diego Wisdom Scale, SD-WISE; Thomas et al., 2019)
5 (EAEERR) (45, HERAE, 202005,
TRBEEZEOHEME T 2PN,
ve TRV ()R EE XWe 5
o N EI AR R LE LR, £ME XaE
ke, Tk BEH T, BRI & e X
FEH 4 DL, R ERENA B —F
e JE M L AR B P R B R ) — U
ANSEHE TP — g AT 30 R
(Sternberg, 2019), X & & LIS G IR, 24
AT REA 4 PSR, KE R E R EEG
R, RKE: O <& 208 AR (Common
wisdom model), B HEBPY 7 & ZHHINM S KR T
BEEMEMNER, ANNEEFEXRFENRESS
INHLE R b DB AR R Sl i S 3R 0, JF 5Kk
Z RO A I T IA AT, TG R J A
BRARENH ST RSEEK . B ERAA
BEIHALRBS, #48WIRN(B IR W), 2
DAAAE R 3 1) B VR RS BRI <58 21 3 P
DU it OB AR F 4 2020 4F 6 7 H AR
FiEAr ) (Psychological Inquiry) I(Grossmann et al.,
2020), 193] 9 MEEUFE A AR BN 5T, 12
TR A D B R AR D <oP A HELR”
(A unified 6P framework), Sternberg % A KM
“6P” I £ B E A H 89 (purpose) B 21 1F 55
(press). Ty 28 ¥ [A) 5 (problems) . A IAHI
450 # [H 2K (persons) . B E WS 10 B R
(processes) FIE 2k 1 7 ¥ (products)—— HR i 5 2k,
FEHE I — A TR 3 B R T W A 6P I T
H N4 (Sternberg & Karami, 2021), @ “FHEHE
BT 5 IR AC BAR IR B R RE S Y R
INALS R 8 SR ETENL S, mIANE S5
& AR B0 A PR B S BAT M ERR, FRLL,
2022), @F EAT R EYREHA> (the “Elephant
Model” of wise behavior; Gliick & Weststrate, 2022),
T ARG 8 B E A R AT R R L S
FROTE B EHEM | E AR S 4t 15 5 (Wang
et al., 2022), TA7E RGBS A 16 Pk kb,
AR AR A R PR X S0 A
L) 2 SRR BTN A R JTIA A fig
FE TR BUEOX B EAT R . X 4 FhAE AR
R R 2 AN T, WEPLES WA R 2EsL
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UEAG B, (HZ%8 ZAFRA R TI601, Wl A1
— 0 R RIS R B [l R L ()8 AR
H5WHLCHFFENANELREHE -3, ZEPRA
By 2 — BV Oy B B F A A SR A
Grossmann 55 N WAHE 2R HITRA A,
BT 2010 471 R R EHE R A AE S, A AR
B 2RI = Y SE bR [ B R A SE
2 (Grossmann et al., 2010), & Z e B A B4t
o, MR AR RS K S, BT
ARAG RO A S, A0 B 3 4€ (Grossmann,
2017), B#:#, Grossmann K H:FA A RIF T — R T
BY PS5 SEWF SR (e. g., Grossmann & Kross,
2014; Grossmann et al.,, 2013, 2019; Kross &
Grossmann, 2012), &t AR ZiE 3L )
(Situated Wise Reasoning Scale, SWIS; Grossmann,
2017) 5 R A 454 N 1 (Brienza et al., 2018), i
B E A 2R O B A A A R
—, )R E5 AT, 2008 4F, Charlotte Mickler 5
Ursula M. Staudinger ZIX 7% £ 1 ¥ Fp 728
A AN E (personal wisdom, fAjFR“PW”)§—14>
ANEACAEFR BRI R &, Bk, AR
B AR PEC D ATEAL T B 2 A BN
1 7 P o R RIS e B R R Y B b — R
# (general wisdom, fAJFK“GW”)E— 1 ALLWLER
HI B S A, TE AL B — Bl — i A 3 ] A
PR MR 2L XA R AR AEOC Y, (HAE
R BT AR EN R, HILW
BUR AN 77 5T LU (Mickler & Staudinger,
2008)., T, BT HIME ZE I kA3
MR B = T AR 2, IR RS AR
S0 Y HE & % HL R AT R %% (Mlickler & Staudinger,
2008), Grossmann 5 Kross (2014)f 858 & 8L, 4~
A T I 1 8 170 A0 s S 00 7 Ao At A (7] 881 s B4
=, MR P T (King Solomon)—#4£, FEALFET
PN FRAEE, ACHRAEL — B,
TR X PP G A 4 A< 2 111518 (Solomon’s
paradox), [FIAFER L, 58— A BRI A S 4y
5= ANFRALA I ] LU A R o,
H B S I R PR, DA T R v R B HE A K
F(Grossmann et al., 2019), Ml Levenson % A
(2005) 4 1y < Z g 3 FR RIS, IR
55 R 0GR A 0 B SRR Y A S
iz —@ i, TR, 2022), @B ZHF. 4

R T 5 bR R, AEE A
BRI, TR G B, IR R E R
Z P HMEEA B E 2 (Sternberg & Hagen, 2019),
R A IR, B EREF R Z I T FE
LI AR, HEAFNERDARRER ., K
W, Sternberg AR K EHEHFIS I T HE RS
I Z240F B JFE N5 P (Sternberg, 2001a, 2001b,
2013, 2018; Sternberg & Hagen, 2019); Ferrari Fl
Potworowski (2008) 5 VEGfH T L 1 (B R s
BB A )8 SCEE, Ferrari Fil Kim (2019)
Nk oE T & 20E F 9K, Grossman %
B FANES B4 Hid(the distanced-self-reflection
diary method )AJ DAfiE %] 254 2 (Grossmann et al.,
2021); ERA AR R A fEA — RS R
T BEE AR AT EIRAERR, 2022;
TERUS, L, 2014), 545, 4R, FEOHER
B 5 4538k 9% K K # 5 (Sternberg & Gliick, 2022),
EWA LIRS

5 REERE

] o R O PRl S0 AR ST DO AR, T LAAS
WAL

—J, I 50 4ER, MEBELHENARED
T—PMMNAEBI AW, WIrBBEIEHR, NEE
Wt R AR R SR AE IR &
DA S — N, Clayton MBS B &1,
HE— AN, BA B DESIE. 8 EL
HAEP s b, EEEAEELRRBOMER
Baltes 7£3% 2 1 55l - I AR R S HE
U, BRGT— D TRBITH A HL . B &
Giih T YU B, RAUEA T E LA MM
B, WS TR ZLHSN R, BE AR
R BA 75 44 A DL R 2O B2 I R
MARZE LIPS, B ZOMFAAERE L
P 2% SO0 5 Rk R, R | R B 2 A R SE
B2 Z R H A TSR B o Baltes T 2006 4525
e, FAEREADS - HWRARKRESHE
5T BT B4 20 B A R AR, A3 B3 R
FALIE 1Y B AR 2 N B B2 T . R T
TR SERHIT 7 5T R AT AT, 2007 4EEEZ
BRI 2 ST S B ZE R 5T 0 (Center for
practical wisdom), %O FERNAMEA 11 A
JB 5 Z 555 %, Robert J. Sternberg. Ursula M.
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Staudinger. Judith Gliick. Monika Ardelt 5 Igor
Groomsman %58 2.0 BAA U ) 1 44 L R 1%
LIRS, IFT 2007 48 9 A E AT EXTF R 3 4F
S5 AN (2007.9~201 1. 1) B2 RIS P ——BT
FiihE(B 1 (interdisciplinary programs, Arete Initiative),
LITHRW X — 38, HEMATHEA 200
T3 R ITTHIWE 5T 28 9% L T B E L (“Defining
Wisdom”——a project of the University of Chicago),
It At AU AR OC T B B Mt st R, N
Rz Pisiog . mECyE . el B BFE
o DBAE L AW AR LR RS A R
I, BN 600 203 BT R T AL T 23 44 BT ST ik
9B, BrBerEfr s iRk T 2009 4F 6 A A 2010
6 Hlid 2P ENE ST YA, A
2012 4F2 2015 48, SUJTUR 75 R a0 BT,
HZ MR FHAR TR0 6 DHFRIE, &
8 3 AR el R R B ] Y OC R AT
27 SR AN IGR R . TR B L R
NHL . A VG B R R A A M a7 B BCPERT
FERUR T 2014 451 2015 4738 10 25 50 FT 3780 2 0 4%
SUCT LA, TER S0 B = T IR R
T, WEFEXRNE B B RRAE S R E)
PR R, FREVE EE RRE, HES SRR
FBVRRIE R BRI R R 2, &) T —4
JiE I T3 2 . Clayton TA TR SR MEFH SE0E L 15 4%
IR, TR SR A B B 5 B F4R
BRI, DU TR il L 5E A A R R A SOk
JE A B EE R 5T, (HEFFE S R A B
M. T2, Clayton SRR, 1hBARTX 33
AR B IRNCAE 2 R AR B BT DL I
HEAT 7 ATy, EASRA A RS, SN2 4E
WREEMIREEN . PEATE A 3 DAL
PR O, e U S, S T I8 3,
HERAEET T —1ME5ME LG9 Baltes
5 Clayton W58 Z LM 22 5% « Baltes M H: 4]
PAMN TR BER & KRG H IR, G2
B E A G FFE, Baltes AN Clayton 553k
Ardelt —#F, UM 2R BA MARE, AR
RO B RYRHIE; B RRIE BARIE R R, AR
AER R B ORISR R TR, —H AR — Il
(Baltes & Kunzmann, 2004). iXJ& Clayton 7E44 2%
DR A ILEEAA X Baltes K H: 7 BA = A 2
EmN— N RARE . FEE, # AR E G

B4 7 2 L8R B B A T, Sternberg
Ardelt 55 A0 1280 22 ) REAE RS B, 2
T, BFFE AT AR e T 0 7 ) R — A
ZEM R 2 (Clayton, 1976), 3K RNZMH . L
FR R )2 1E DA AR SORE R £ B e 5 2 (Zhang
et al., 2022), SZBR b R45a 8 S 00 EE I £
FROERDIFCE &, DU X —4i8 .

A, EAE AN Iy TR 0 A
5T :

— 2, US YT RS E E 0 A L I =,
IR B ALE . HAT, W R £
KBRS T L W T . BRSO
[ 25 38 RN £ v, JC AR Gtk OGS T S S
W, JFR& W Z R0 AR R B SR, F M B i
M B s, X7TE—E R RHl TR &N
STYGAFSE, o HR TG A B A LA . AR
PRIT KW 50 8 B A S s =, DLt — 2t
B BRAERE I R A, IR R R I L,
I R B R R A

TR, IR R B N RS o AT —
PR AR B AR, #B A X Ak s A T
A ELPREVER, ARETE AR JE, B
OO AE IR R 2 4 D T SRR ST A, 7
NS, B TR EBE I, BN TR
O ETE NG E W B R AN, Rk EIRADE
X EAE N [R) 4538 1 . FH (Sternberg & Karami,
2021; Zhang et al., 2022), N MRERHALE H %k
T H A M A A A A SR SR S R
RN, A YORGUR IS, RARITE £
T (Hu et al,, 2019), B 2443 (Zhang et al., 2022)
INMBESEEM Sternberg, 2002; X4, R
21, 2018)5F F 8, $ETH R I B koK, %
VR B AR A U P I R, i — 2 R
H Y E (AN Karami et al., 2020; Yang, 2011), %
EE MU Nonaka et al., 2014)LL SRS 245
fRE RAF A SiRH,; S5 A T4 1E,
TR T8 B W58 (0 Jeste et al., 2020; VERE,
BRI/, 2018), BhfiHr —AAAEMAN TR e &
&, &4,

B EFRAMSTFERARETERL, X
AR P R T Ak 5 JLLE OF A Vivian
Clayton #4% #= Monika Ardelt #i% 42 #4948 % =
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“One prelude” and “two movements”: A portrayal of the research
process of wisdom psychology in the past 50 years

ZHANG Kaili, ZHENG Hong, WANG Fengyan

(Institute of Moral Education, Nanjing Normal University;
School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University;, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: The research history of wisdom psychology in the past 50 years is comprehensively reviewed,
critically drawing on the work of Sternberg and Gliick. The symphony of the development of wisdom
psychology consists of “one prelude” and “two movements”. Specifically, “one prelude” refers to Vivian
Clayton’s wisdom research, which started no later than 1976 and ended abruptly in 1982, when Clayton left
academia. Clayton elevated the concept of wisdom to scientific status for the first time, paving the way for
empirical research on wisdom psychology. The “two movements” are “one flower blooming with two buds”
and “all flowers bloom together”. The first stage of wisdom psychology, begun in the early 1980s, was
characterized by the leading position of the Berlin wisdom model, which shed light on an expert knowledge
system dealing with the fundamental pragmatics of life, as well as neo-Piagetian theory and the balance
theory of wisdom by Robert J. Sternberg. The second stage of wisdom psychology began with Monika
Ardelt’s critical review of the Berlin group’s definition, operationalization, and particular measurement of
wisdom in 2004 and has continued to this day. In reviewing the research history of wisdom psychology over
the past half-century, two conclusions can be drawn. First, the study of wisdom psychology has evolved
from spontaneity to consciousness, from dispersion to organization, and from sporadic discussion to
systematic research. Second, the research object of wisdom has gone through an alternate spiral change
process that from characteristics of the wise person to characteristics of wisdom per se, and back to
characteristics of the wise person, until finally, integration of the two. Furthermore, future research on
wisdom psychology should be promoted in two areas. One aspect is to develop a maturely experimental
paradigm for studying wisdom directly and revealing its brain mechanism. The other is to pay more
attention to the study of applying wisdom to real-life situations.

Keywords: implicit three-dimensional wisdom view, Berlin wisdom model, neo-Piagetian theory, the balance

theory of wisdom, explicit three-dimensional wisdom model



