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HEDIEEHR
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FER¥k MKE

[ ZB] MAEADTIE G0 KRB A BRI 69 hn ), do fTHLHE B S5 A 52 IR ) 2 #51L
AR B IR BB R R AT R X EG TR, R I — AT e A I T 1961
F3E 19875, A8 - FRFME - FEGRD LR LF LB TAERE RAEXHT A
RS RKEX ., £50 Z50MREAAEY, FRARBRT AT A TRE B AN EFHEX S
AABX AR A SRR, LRSI F BT 7 EHALZ T T A DA B A M NE
AL B) EAALA AE Rikgn B F Ak WA RE AR KAt MBLE A0 3, R R0y R ik
ACHF R &) T AR B 8 R A R0 TS AR AL S B Ry iRk 0 K AR A RIS
X5 A% FARITREEA]  Fr k) Rk R B RN F S AL FRRGR, 2 EFHE R,
BALR G ZALHER 0 5 A S B AR IR R ZR S AR B —F @, kit
L BB R A BT, AR AR R & Fo ik A B B 4 25 A, A 3 3 2K B R 3 A AR 0 B

[XKE1F] R B ; AR BAZFFR 5 F Adhde

B WAL (successful aging ) 33X — & Fe W) A2 HH WS ZE 10 0y ((R. J. Havinghurst ) T 1961 4R 42
L TR AT REIA B RCA T B A SE AR ARZS” (Havinghurst, 1961, p.8 ), & “H% A IR LA
1 CEEME SRS . 1987 4F, & (J. Rowe ) AR B (R. Kahn ) FFJit T I &AL SHERF 58 2 560, 42110 T
FH A PR (MacArthur model ), SEWARAITFY F I SE B 1 DA RS Dol )k FRE P11 A ) 85X
%7 (Rowe & Kahn, 1987 ), Kt HE 5 SEUEMF ST R B i 2h -2 0% AL A9 A TE -5 58 2 #% 4% ( Pruchino
& Carr, 2017, p.201 ). ARyl tl? mEE I AL AR IE 2 2 WA 2 E LAY 7 2 i k2 5 B
A AT SRR TR BE S IR P B4R N7 AR AESE BRI T T 2 iR
ARGS9, SRR T4 CEFES) (The Gerontologist ) Fl CEAF-EAE B - LB 54
2B ) (The Journal of Gerontology Series B : Psychological and Social Sciences ) 4375 F 20154FEf12017
ARG TS BB A SUB A T8 F I . D28 50 ZARM R R, I Z IRk T ol AN EAREE O
oy Aot p S B R SCTE A B BRI ARXS T E R, e e R AT — AR B

*FREL, CVEFE L, BRI EAZ S L FFHRER, IHSEFEFPREMEE, 210097 ;ASE, ADFE+, £H
T ZEE, IR R, AXRERURESTE “DEMEAIREP LS ZREEMPIR” ( 12BSH027 )  IAESRKEEMES
BEEARSIME “TIHERUMESERSER  AHEBEEHR" (2011ZDAXMO16 ) ERMEHRA R,
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A BIREE:, ARSCITFE A TP B B BEE 6 BN 10 UM A7 A 9 E R AN F 2 i A HERR A TR, anfry
et A NS BRI & e A R 2 AR S B BORE i 5 ks S i T 0. O, MR S e Ay
BRI ITTE R , TRAEXH I % A PR ) B , SRS RS 28 e AT S B AR 1], %o T HERE B [l 1 2
ES I AU ETRTI Y W E SRS 8

—. BMZRUHSERESHER R

KT B WA g 56, AR AR5 AR 5 BUR ) DG (W £ s [, 2o 253 3048 L, A
g AR 2 LA 100 ZF) ( Rowe & Kahn, 2015), HIAZ4 K 3247 LA T = FhF5ER A - RIAE e
2 (biomedical model ), U FRFE 232245 2 ( psychosocial model ) UL K Wi 2 45 G ——H: 9.0 P4 41
3 ( biopsychosocial model ) ( Bowling & Dieppe, 2005, p. 1548 ).

(—) HEP-BApi

A - B R, R S R AR A 2 A R v, AN B R N AE 2 Ak e B, DT
B N4 A B RE A T e AR TR,

B HR B 22 15 B A R A - B 2 T (R SRR e o AT DR ) At Ak A5 [7) 1 JC e il A
KBE. TEMATE K, LAER IR AR AR BRI S B “ R Y™ R TR 07 PR 26, XELLHEIR
AR TR ST . A, AR AR B AR, AT T A" (usual aging ) 5 R L
HEFT T X3« Wi H P R A LRGBS, i3 (1 A, 0T R ARG 55 473 B AH DG IR 1 0 5 Je 4 8 (IR
B FLAE BRI B8 R AP AR, e/ 28 58 4 8AT SR B 5 AR I8 B AH O 19 0 ( Rowe & Kahn, 1987 ),
1997 4F, lufi T — 204 & T ) B A0 i N, DR B AR AL B LR = AN R« RVl e
I BE s 4ERF R4 r A RO EE DI e M 4521252 5 (Rowe & Kahn, 1997, p. 433 ),

PR B PR R N, V20585 R R AR Y- B2 2e i i R 5 0 e 2 & 4k, 7535 (C. AL
Depp ) FIZSHTHE (D. V. Jeste ) BFFEFRM, HETC T I 2/ EE S, For 90% A= BT
IHBESE % WA ARAE N RSN Z AL AN AR UE ( Depp & Jeste, 2006, p. 6 ). AE4—BE A5 24T 2 H i
BRI A AR R S AT L

Az ) B A R A P 5O B RE R0 S B R i b 2 Ok . A PR R T
WF5E B IAEY AT R Bt 2555 5 T BT 2 18 A 2 e MR R I F 9T 2488, 1 g T 2 Ui oe 1) 4R
PURSE S . I N = 31 3 [ )8

() DE-FE23BEK

DB 2R DL BEAME I AR A ( Selective Optimization with Compensation , fijFK SOC ). B¢
A= ¥ IS (life-span theory of control ) M AE23 1% 25 B I (socioemotional selectivity theory ) 55 41X,
6, SRIEA TR R AL ST RELL G BERE IR ( Bowling & Dieppe, 2005, p.1549 ) KHAEAE Sl & i
1B H T (self-assessed successful aging ) 55 FMAE bR, AR T 2R HCON ) IZ #Z 1 B8 AL FUE
FLFEPIE B . A RRMES | BVASERRERAE Rt SO Re AR MR S aRe At s E S s
B N AAT Sy 5 DBRGEIEN A4S A FRAE . F TGRSO A= G p i . 3 F v ST | xR Ak
GG RN A 515 NSNS 5 A H RS 2R AR B S22 50 i AN ST

AFRT T HAD AR AR, A AN AE e 5 AR SN e | At 23 0 2% B 28 B WSO A 55 5 T 1) 2 2 XU 1) 34
INTRE EAEN AT RE A BN E SRR, SR, RS R I, SR BT AR AE 1 i T~
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R 5 B4 N AT BE LU AR 38 A AR 21 5 /0 (T AR 17 & ST Z2 B AR & . X R 4 N AR BRAGA T BE T
R 32 WL S A A A e L B A BT TR 2SR R AR BRI (paradox of
aging ) ({ILIBE /AT, 2009, p. 363 ). BESREIAI BRAETEMEREE CHERE I i 2 E k%, IR 4 &k
QAT 5 TSR AR R A SR TR R AE— R AW ?

PEELO B2 5 IR ZZ (P, B. Balts ) S5 A BEREAMEE R e A B ) 8 i AL B R A AU (AR
BAGE)) ATl Z A, ST CRAEEE ) (45 BTl 2 fe/ME ( Baltes & Baltes, 1990 ), 7E
ATk, ZAENTEA R B S 2 B AR R 16 P a2k, T2l FEE#E (selection ) 4K (optimization )
K AME (compensation ) S B M X0 X 263225, PRI, RS2 2R, Toie 48 A Ry (Rl A A SR ) R 4
P80, MR RELERE— 7 i FREERR K-

MVESERR (1. Heckhausen ) SFFE LI 240 FUE N MARE S WITERE A4l AL 25, 3R
PRI — G RERYBE O . it , AR 1 He AR A e S HAT) 42 1 AN A o ) e DA A A
TR SR 73 DR DURRSE R - PRI A ) | AMEMEAR Az ) | PERE R A2 i) B2 AR R e )
(Hechausen, et al., 2010 ), JS8EZ4F TG & 4 3 AL S D) RE A%, (H 38 5 A [ 1 SR s 11
SERAE R, AR T AR R i ) SEARIBOK T, TS B & 14

F A% (L. Carstensen ) L2 1E 25 15 £ 118 ( socioemotional selectivity theory ) AN, bifi 25 AF- I
ARG, I TR] ST R B AT BR , AN [R) BARRIPL St s R A8 A . i T A s A TS W el A &
FBYRGZ , i AR ISR A THAE , B 4E N T 516 48 BT B Xttt . X
FRSHL A B T AR B B 2 R R i B 2R A LS AR TS B AR 942 TE ( Carstensen, et al.,
1999 ). HJEi ((Q. M. Kennedy ) SHFFRALIRE], S4EE ML, B4E A 23il i i BRR A5 B A O s m
T, R Z I B IE 2RSS 53X FP BN (positive effect ) REREA AL TH A A A4 36 1 8
FFWSEARIE ( Kennedy, et al., 2004 ).

AR A ) 24 B 0K R T i A A Sy — gl S, 0 B4k S BT i) 0 LR Ay — o ol
(‘process ), £ 5 XA 1% AFAE RS . A FRAKBRIER AT R0 XS SREMG | 3 1 Ko T2 WA B s AT IX BB RE
AT BEFE (R 5 D RE I DL T S & ik Ak

(=) - DPi—4t2BEX

Y-S R A Y-S O B A S A LA & . ISR, PR A TE
oy, (BATAT— PO B B I F AR ) — RS A & - BN, O B e e TR
i 5 DI RERR AT, B 22 SC TR A TR I A | S AR R A L AR B | A 2 28 5 SCFE RS pE RS
525 it Y-S . B, ORGSR E A, RS FIR PRI, A2
(objective success ) 5 FEWAT) ( subjective success ) PR T 4 1T )RR R T A6 1 Y T8 ( Pruchno, et
al., 2010, p. 671 ),

H T, VF 25 e T LU — 0 B4 SR i 2 i 1k, BE AR | 2K RE SN T g
SEEOUAR R A I, ISR FSERR R A S O BT SO S e 1AL A TR EMAEDR (Cosco,
et al., 2013), Jil (D. Gu) SR L Z A€ B AE N A Fe I E R M2 i Ak 73 sk - JE it 2 4k
AR BN G FE RN B E A AR B AE N B R E AR E R )2 A DA ) A
PREGINEFE . GREW, 329 R AE N , 756 L FZIFERIBRER S 2L E LY 7%, 34%
NFE A IRIEPRER I B | 27% R SARUERIAPR I & o BE—2D kW], Lo 5t
SE BRI A S AN A FFUE M 2 A B A R B 2 2R R R, 7 b3 o2 I 2 ik T4
BET ATk A 4 AR A0 AT S 20 (Gu, et al., 2017, p.214), WA, ORI Z (W AF5E
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HINTY, AW - B 2 ORI O B A SN2 B AR FE , I & A e % 2 2 4 B ) R -0
e

=, BRI ENZ D mE

LEIMEEAR I T N BRI T, FEBGELLT W% Al B TT, T4 50 Z4R R, 182D
BB R C SR T WEYAFOE B ie, WAL A B A0, L 53] & A
NN =AY NEIEN S E R AN U RS L

(—) IRIERA A B R AL 2 ek ?

I EIR SR AR T )i AT 2 B 7 BHTR 2 B0 2R A K 2 56T M2 1 DL AE ) -B=
AR DA S B - O B A SRR T R AR A iU B W Al . AHSR AR SCRD
AR A SCHR ) 22008 T 4k S R P DR BT AR R R T AR A S

PRI R — AR, 228 TR X () ) SR A SR OG- B2l 37 1 1) S AR B S
A 2R JEL, SRR A ST T A0 2 A R TaT . AR 2 R B OG- R I & 18 Ak 1) UL b o
REHCEAE NI TGP R BEME LA AE S ) 2 8 Ak, SRR ot 3= U ) 2 i A BRI T R
REAE IR AT AN, R Ak T AT A, 3 BN 2K BB M R85 4 A AL HE SR L (B A0 e 2% (AL
Classen ) T4 19, “BAEAAUASURA AR A TGRS, 17 HUZ—FhF Ul 7 =X By SR s L 15 5 AL
( Classen, 2007, p. 58 )

YT RERVE IR B, B — A RAFIAE 05T , ST i AR i JE R 22
Ko Ao SIS, SR E WA LBERFSCPER- . #VEE (S, T. Mejia ) 55481, 4
WG IRAE AR RIS BRI RIAE 2 250 (BRI s Rl MBI AE ) Z I A BOAS Y 55, 20 i &1 1k
PR 235 SR 7= A AT R A B EWERLN ( Mejia, et al., 2017 ), B FIRET 20154E % % ORI &#162.0 : 21
LSRR ) —3C, #E IR AL 2.0 #5558 (successful aging 2.0 ), K¢ AU AL HOHE S A A2
1f0 b It 24232 ( Rowe & Kahn, 2015 ), 7EABATE K, BLIAL LI 2B, T EXEWMHET . T
AV BEST AL S ORER AR L SR A TR B A AR A LS N R AN I R ARSI, DA
T 1 — > B E SE R B A AP SRS . B A& — BRI A0y, A SRR %
HH, A= i 301 B0 8 b s FME R ATy FE 2 T R U5 RO B 2 R AR B AR A T AR R I A
Mo B, BFFEN A DR B LA R RS BT B A A B B2, eAh, SR ) 2 i e T 22
FEA R AR N T 5B N T IR &, K R 20, AR BT — 1 . 1
23T T A8 A AT A T2 A A2 T ) 8 A I S8R, I3 RS AH B E . AHAH 25 % (Rowe &
Kahn, 2015, p. 594 ).

() “BRAIWFFE” 3B “EORFE"? e & A SUE 2 ochk?

SR TR B 2 A EER LR AR5 07 2 - BUE QLA 5T Cetic approach ) A1 A A 5T
(‘emic approach ). FAMFFURIGATTEH LISMRN (L5 MRLM BRI AL , R G — i ail
RS S A NS B AL RO T AL B, I AFTE A (O AG BE 5 107 5 L5

RAETR A AT S WA B R, AT B AR AL A BRI 2 e AL B P

IR E R A A - B 2 AR TRl SR FH B SRS, i TR 2 SCRY A LA, (B A Aty

PR RS, B A7E TR S AL R s PR . (Bl TR AT i e %
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T, PR 2 T S R Sk oot

FAOFGE LAAS +- 30N 37, DUAETEAEAS £ S0 i 24 AR A RS I ) 1440, I AR ik
AR UE AR I)T, 55 8 244 A BT 2 I T 28 56 9 B A DL SRR ik iz . ATk,
itk Z2 5 ER YA EA ST, B0, 15 ( Q. Feng ) FITEEST B (P T. Straughan ) F8 H « “BiIE AL =
PNEAGEA B G M 7= LAAEAR ST H T Z 0 Y SCAR ZAEPE )T ( Feng & Straughan, 2017, p. 205 ).

— SN R EHE T H I 2 LS AE 19 7720 (Tate, et al, 2003, p. 743 ), K2
LA PRI T B SCAR e . KK (S, Katz ) FIRH7ZE42 (T, Calasanti ) AR, BRI B 2
LRI R e T 56 IR A A (A0, X 1 S AR A 1 FROUL A AR S R 6 FE SR 1A g AT
AT AMAGE Y 5 5E” (Katz & Calasanti, 2015, p. 27 ) FIVLEAHSE . 15230 E A () FHEFRIFSE I
A RCHIE R T T i A HA SO REE . Bilan, FEET (S, Torves ) AFFE 2 I, 35 A E 3 8 ) %
WAL S E LA ST A TR RE I AR, & AR B A A B EIE 2 582 [, M, AT R
JEE 5 JE 1 O T A I Z AL B bR &S 22— (Torres, 1999, p. 38) ;2% (1. J. Lee ) HIBF5T A5 H,
Fr s E 2 ANTEIR M A O X B & A6 0 B8 8 2o 220 ( Lee, 2009 ) 5 2248 ( Lamb ) XJ B
NI AR TE 26 B, ENRE A TF AR A0 37 B B OB, T 258 [ A TR IR 1Y ( Lamb, 2014, p. 42),
B T BRI GA1 , B9 A R SR OB 1) AR ) i A ) SR A SE T 2R . BRI
(H. C. Hsu) 5128 T 578 %A N I8 A0 FANARHE < B, REEAAE £ 300 A 3 B Pk, f e =
ZAE A FE (Hsu , 2007 ) 588 (S. Chung) A1 1A% (S. J. Park ) F1 M T 8 ERILA B AE N B
TR AR TR S B AR T2 P DA S S N OG22 55 = AN J7 1T ( Chung & Park, 2008 ) 55 FI T RE
55 BT AR L 5 79 7 B AL BRI AR EL , B 4 A R B2 32 3 (familism ) W0k i 84k 11
I (Feng & Straughan, 2017, p. 204 ),

PRI, OG0 B T8 2o 48 7R A [R] A A0 (B 2R 48X LD 07 A 7 SCAR s, DACTT S 2l R
D A i) SCA R AR P

(=) “RHONAY B “ENNAT? ) ZRe A bt 2 W TG ?

LT A AL S Ve B AZ O T S AT AR B AR LA i, SO — R (BT, T DLk
FPPAL T L7 e F 2, WA AU OE BAE R B I T T ek ik, R T KRR EEANA 7
20 Sof 35, B 2 A A A AR Y R 2 X Rowe FlIKahn ) 2 15 B] SR 45 X A 5 A B4 4] 22 — (Katz &
Calasanti, 2015 ), #%#1& (E. A. Phelan ) f1$#% (E. B. Larson ) f§ 1} : “/RUEGWIRE LAEFhor X0 2 %
WA S A TR AL, (H AR 09 S 8 AT AR R GEHBAR T S 8 A A T i 2 i A i S
fif s, FRATXS L —TC T (2002, p. 1306 ) FEIUL, B R 22 1) 27 35 I i ) 2 i AU B S N A
NIAF (lay perception of successful aging ).

WM R, BB LN 5 W A OANET Z AR A AR B RDOR TS H
L GZANFRRHE 1) 2K BE AT Al e 15119 & 4 A T BE 5 A AR 8 i A 06 i, OF AL FR AL it 246
T35 T8 SN AR | IR O R AP 1 248 AT BE A A AR &4k # . iln, Wrkes5 4 B
71 (W. J. Strawbridge ) 250758 2 W, 50.3%1) 65—99 & #4FE N A & I i Th Bk b, (HIHh |
i 18.8%MIFF A L N IR 5 A 36.8% BTG L N AARIE, (HE A A& NIRRT &
( Strawbridge, et al., 2002 ). HrHEo7 7 E A FIR/KIGAR (M. 1. Wallhagen ) 1955 —FWF5 R, =502 —
AP ATEE DR BRI R AR HE R AR A A Ch 1, A =02 — R 18 s
B A5 2 F-R BRI A bR vE I AR A F O3 T &AL ( Strawbridge & Wallhagen, 2003 ),
XTI, Z84E (R. B. Tate ) S5t sEIIE LT N IAJNR GBS R AR & N M i, HEE R S8
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FNHE H NIAFIAZEAVEHL ( Tate, et al., 2013 ),

PLAE B WF S8 AE 80 & G0N 5 0 RN 22 S i, DR 228 L UH DX 7 0 3 22 ) i) R iR T 2
(knowledge gap ) 515 H.7% 2% (information gap ). K Ifif R 4 Z2 (BT 98 & BRL, X Aty A HE 08 3 a7 3%
(AR 5% 7 2OME LA A AR N5 2R M AR TG A, L 2 mT R Ok L K H S RUBRIH I8 . FI4E (S, R.
Levy ) S8R 04 N 5 5 JONFITE AR R L L5 SR 00 22 S i, B FLUR R Ry “BR22 31087 (scientific
theories ) 5 “H AFEIE” (lay theories ) Z [AIf 220 ( Levy & Karafantis, 2012 ),

SR IL ZNIN T W IOANFI 2257, T 2T "R =1E0" 1 “RAR=TCH" Mfa P25, Wi
NS R B A A, e 208 I SO A 2 B — AR AU B o S, i 2 B I 9 3 7 i
F1 AR A FEET , T PR T KA & 75 25 ], I 5 IR A b G 3 LB 0 Tk 1) ST A P Tk B G
FERIRESTS

(M9) e ER AR & nf RER A R RE SO a1 BE 7

27 1 B R N LT T A — AR 380 35 2 A I I AR A B LT VA 5 A4 AH G 1) 2017
BN AL, 3K — PRI H T3 NS 2 BE B AR B8 b 2 AR IR FIEHL TR BOREL LA . B4, 1)
ISR T RE R AR TS R S B e

SR ZH T AR A D R I S &84k, (BN WF9E 8 D i 2 i A R 1
AR RV RY TS T is . &2 00R M, S8 52 MR IR & ST 1 i iish 2 i1
PRUEIEAHALT , (ELAE A P R D R IR A | 4k 1 ) BRI ik O PRos s A G B e 2L ) S5 S AR A, 3
ARSI %5 1E ( Pruchno & Carr, 2017, p. 202 ).

e LRI R, 2R BEEGH BTt B AR I I 2 AL 5 0 BREIPE (resilience ) A & B VI KR
(Baltes & Baltes, 1990 ). E—FlC38E A , OB M RS 2 AR BORE AR THV 2 AR 2k Bt
SXEERPEBERFIT , (AR AR R P PR 2 RO A 6 PR 2R IS A 52, DT T8 B e 234 vy B 0 fe
. Fi5E7E (A ). Lamond ) ZEBF5E R, O3 5 )28 Ak b (0 Ak SR 32 5L i & i Ak
HIT A2 5 5 A O LS 2 0 2% IEAHOC (Lamond, et al., 2009 ),

BRI (1. R. Molton ) FIZY 5Ll ( K. M. Yorkston ) 58, TN E X TH EH KWL FE DA%
RN A 2 T2 5 — OB RIE , GG OIS RS, DL B R A6 AR B PRk i
JERRETT 5 55 =, O BRIE WV O AR R A S R L RO AR MEE DA K R R B SR R 5 5
TR B EPEFESE 550, dhay AEIXS 5 K 5 AR TE M ERES ;46 1, BEy7 BB AT 450k 5 1 1]
PE 575, AN BB T I B ) D RERRE AR 9 R0 M2 ( Molton & Yorkston, 2017, p. 296 ).

it G P P SRR R A2 i B A R FE B T 43, (RS2 430 5 iR — A & WA
HER T EFIWT . X TR BEZAE AR UL, W & 08 v] W A% R A2 R BRI BE T i A0 3 A 2593
R A B RRBURE YR A A B S HA A AR — B AR T

=, ARRE

T A o FE B B BTRRAE T B U 1 A ROR X T2 i AL A (Rl A R, iR R AU
I RTERE . VR — RS LS a5 R AR, R R T AR B AR o R B 2
— (Katz & Calasanti, 2015, p. 26 ) ; Bk T E A1 Hig a0 “E@REZIBIL” (healthy aging ), “FR
W B AE” (positive aging ), “Uf J1 Z WL Cactive aging ), “H= =P E IR L™ (productive aging ) 552 {pL
AIARTE . BEE N FUY A B SE R S e BRE I AL HERE A IR, ey WA S A7\ 52 BRI 2 % A A
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JIEA ] PN A R A SR o e 2 i M ] S ) B B0 AR BRSSO T AR A5 T

(—) IR e 55 5t

T (P. Martin ) Z48 11« “FERE K09 504E T, ) B LR T A T2 AR ST R T Ky 3
W5 ST, AR AL s AR T W AT ST 0, B - 5 35K — B B AR A
FEHRAI TR SR EORE N L (Martin, et al., 2015, p. 14 ) BE0Z 80 0 SERF9E R £ 522 T2 F- R 1AL
122 15 B BRI ) i AL BRI T R TF 11 . B2 IS AR A, 2388 14 e BRI 7 b 88, ZE AR I 2
SCCCFALBR” KR R AR NI S HERR T SR H 250 1, A B L i B AT i —
Bt 5. 5B—, B AT T IH I i B KPR — R & P Sl AR — Btk . Kok
HIRIFFE I 3] T A P B G O B S A LS A, DA LR 00 79 1 22 T 4 1 R A T 0%
TR I 5 55 =, JRAE SR B T i b S 2 et AR H kRS 2 (8 “db 28898 X AEE A
T G RFSE” AR 5 A 4a XL ( Feng & Straughan, 2017, p. 205 ) 5 AR (RIS 1N T 22 b B8 45
F I LA SO Z TOHE R, RS E AL SCIRAR T, 28 =, RSO B T A 1%
PRI | KRB S N BT A8 0T RESC IR T & 18 Ak, (B H iR 6 = 5 R BEAIF 9T 1 7243 45 & ( Martin, et al.,
2015 ), A 1y B WAL iz T A 55 PEYE R (intersectional paradigm ) (B8 0k, 2016, p. 102), %%
AT I i B A | )2 L BB 1 AE Z U BRI 22 T2, AT GG 5 1A (] AR EAAR 1) i )
IEIEEE

(2 BRI BRALHESE )T IR AL ¥

ARRBIWFFERL LT I LA T AT IR A8 - S — , AR S A i & . F AT
ERAHTFE L RACTFEN F, (AR AL DI R RO Y, BRICIE SE e n B AR AL R i S 2%
P, IR B SCARRY At 2 B LS BIA B9 ) i X 2 e A OS2I o T 2475 2 i AL B 2 T
LY TR RN IR, T 2R A TALBT STk, RO e IE R, 5 AR T 38 S0 ¢
BIMLELS B TE 5 BB T AR XL G0N A R 5T , HAT RGBTS0 BT 5 R R DI RE , AT LA 3L
HbAR ) AL IS (R 5 SR E” ( Cosco, et al., 2013, p. 2). I, AR MBI Z I ALHFIE
NOZ SR )T 2 T0IR ALY, 456 BRI S BUBFTE A3, UM, BT 55—, BAFR
5 BT LA NS & o B ARTFORIRT L 50N, AR IR A fe it 1T §¢
AEER RN IEIE , FFAHIN T A R R AL i 2 AR, (R REITTE IR AR — R SR BRI - il , i
IR B E y BA SCIRE P, JOik e 7 R B S A SCA R . T R AR TER
PETH NN, W vRah 1 I s bE , A7) T S A PR 1l ) 28 W AR B 22 0 SCAR AL 5 (B F2 407
B AR D RIE At L P e ] S IS DS B S VA I P O i 8 1) e bl I R DN (RS S NE R
ARG, HASDRIE R F 0L IR S BRI BELR o R R BOWFFE RLKE & AL S FEALUFFE L L Z0A A
NS AR, BT, BEH A & 1 0 % MUAR 5 B R R A A, SR A AR AR
0 5 SOl E A R EE R A EROR o 5 =, B ERDTSE (longitude study ) WAECA AR K F 1155 1 8975 1]
ARARHIBEFE N IZHE T LR A S U BE , S0 TIB BRI, & A Fea it 5 AME nl I 59 & Wibn i, L&
S SCAR X BT 2 % A 1 B ( Pruchno, et al., 2010, p. 830), 43P0, 412 2 Hi A2 0 10455 -
BRIAREAGH  P AL 2 2 05 AR T E R Z A 52 A R VR AT XA B AR 2T Y
RAPEA." (Rowe & Kahn, 2015, p. 595 ) Z# LA 2 BIPREAERT A2 1A I E I AL AT S H 22
JR TR EIE S 2T SO BN ST 3 B R B8R AL 2.0 AR Mk e T R i AL F T R N
I | S R 2 A B ARARBIE SRR W T 7 1wl
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(SREHREE  His)

Successful Aging: Theories, Research and Prospects
GUO Ai-mei, GU Da-nan

Abstract: With the prolonged life expectancy and the rapid population aging worldwide, how to promote
successful aging has been a focus for researchers and policymakers. Since the MacArthur model of successful
aging, described by John Rowe and Robert Kahn in 1987, transformed the study of aging from a discipline
focusing on disease and decline to one emphasizing health and growth, thousands of conceptual and empirical
studies have struggled to explain what successful aging is and how best to achieve it. Over the past 50 years,
definitions of successful aging have stimulated research on biomedical, psychosocial, and biopsychosocial
models of aging; and research paradigms have been undergoing shifts from essentialism to social
constructionism, from etic to emic approach, and from healthy seniors to older adults with physical limitations.
Future studies should focus on theoretical refinement and methodological innovations, including emphasis on
the successful aging’s relevance to more diverse populations, incorporation of the etic and emic approaches,
combination of quantitative and qualitative methods, self-report and externally measurable criteria, appreciation
of the longitudinal designs and life-course approach, and integration of individual and societal levels. All this
can help promote the development of successful aging research in China.

Key words: successful aging; emic approach; etic approach; layperson perspective
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