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ALY IR g T AR R 2 D B
ok Ty & 4K 1) 5 i

(FE S

gl

(B B] SHARTETRIDLNLH ZGEWMYrh, 2RI BAPAD L F oG s BALH, BF
R RIMP F AL BRI BT S AR S H MR 2 R e, AL BT R AR £
PALF AR AL 2 3 09 S8 20 A7 R15 B RIALE) B A A Z W, 5 SLRIALAUS , AR f 5 8 20 B 67 %
BABRFEARE ;5 —F @, BHEHFR 2R F, EFARMEG T FHA58", 74 AK
For AR I, AT 5| BT RG AR ABR 3P AR B B A A R SF 0 KR T T ARSI R MR R0 R B
ol i ZIMER R M AT o B S AE A (SIDD) #t — 7 AR T 2R R AL R R B A AW
&M, AR AT RBRAET T 312,

[REBT] SFE 2RI G F 2P Z AL SIS B R AL

ji[[]

—. 5l

e — 2 RS R A SRR LA eSS AR | LS AR R K A A G
TR W LB E R TRE A B R T LA R A el BREAH DG 45 2R (Wurm et al.,2017) , 4 4 1
PR RS A IR 85 R HR 0 i LA PR J7 58 (Rowe & Kahn,2015) o #2021 4R Ji, F I 60 %/ K LI
EAFNIIREN 2. 67 AL N, BN H I 18.9% ;65 2 K LA 1 2BAF NIIR2 2V 1, H B ANH T 14.2% .
TERR 0 A B 0 A B 5 5T, ey S B e e J2 i R 2 THT ) s Bl 2 1 2 6 Tl 224 i T o
5 PR

FE I EACTE Z i ZS B AR 2B ED G2 (age stereotypes ) B K DAy 52 i 2 4 A G EI) 2 1 FO) O B
PEAR B8 i (Diehl, et al.,2015; Levy,2009) . 4R ZI 4 BD RO 48 41 2 SO B 3L 2 iy 5 T2 A ad A2 A
EAETHA R LS 5 U (Wurm, et al.,2017) A B S R0 S R SR TE 52 Witk 2 2 (3
A ApR D28 ,2013) o JRAECABITER W], 4RI 2 ENR 250 2 4R B 50423 B A
BUB AT AR AR | 2 BE B Ak 23 il LA AR PR OC 28 55 B B A AR G 25 2R (Levy & Leitheit-
Limson,2009 ; Kornadt, et al., 2018 ) , {EAH X~ 5 A4 i 2 A B G2 AR a3 A1 52 W) 1) R R ( 20 A
il ,2021) , W5 X T 4RI 2B B G 0T 1 2 2 A ma HLER A8 S A0 R 4 T

FEK, CEFEL BRITERZER LT HREFT (AR 210097) , AXFERUASHZESTA RUEBAOT
RUBRTEZERHEETRES SMALRAR" (18BRK031) M ERMMR.
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RE TR ZIM IR ZAE NI 2 AL R G PE 2, 32288 PR B U S AR 57 )& 1Y i
P s — D7 THT , 25 TR Bl TH B A 8 2 Al BRI, S 4 N 233 3 4F 1 2 A B 42 N 4K (internalization of
age stereotypes ) FHAE WS 2k BN 415 B R4 3 B 3 A& 22 ' (Rothermund & Brandistidter,2003 ) 5 55— 5
T S 4 A TSI 00 55 2 R 254 L B 14 81 Cage-group dissociation) f
], IF R I T L TR R 4 4 AR 1) 1 FRME A, DA 50 0 B 2 b 20 B BD G e B B A AR
B SEAR M e 7 A B ) 5200 (Weiss & Freund 2012 ; Weiss & Lang,2012) , #4EH: 250 B2 XF
FIWr L RS, AF I 2B ER G AL T 1 [R) Ak 800 (assimilation effects ) , 7 4F % 25 43 25 W F8000 1 %oF
FEARS (contrast effects) o 7E [AIARZON T, BRAR S5 IH A AF I 20 AR ED G2 4% [l AL 3] B FeAk &z v, 4k i 52
W) B RS A AE S A5 L s AR R FEXT LUAUNE T, X6 B AU S AF N7 I T A PP 2 38 s AR Y B FRAE
AT AR HE ) Ak

“ZINREDG AL 5 AR ZH 43 B SR T RN 58 A B R A — AR T A TE 7 AR T AL
St a7 RS T KA ZIBRENRNAL? ARG T Mook AR AR H 4 597 AR SC R R X ZI B
BN AL 5 AR 2 2 25 AR FHBLI S L B2 R 8 75 5% IR HAF % 20 ED G2 %) i 2l 22 Ak 1Y)
S ALERL, AT A 2l A TR HE R 2 A A

=, FRARENR AL B3 R ThE L8R5 R

AR ZIA BN G N AL TT iR 1A i 300 47 2 28 AR R (Levy , 2009 ) o YAMARHEACEARE, A3
BRI AR L5 PN AR A9 4 % 220 B 2 4 DD S , DA TS B0 ISP 4 8 FROULRIA T 5 A AL A 4T % 0 i BN G2
FE RN (Rothermund & Brandtstidter,2003 ), JE pGBU s AR 19 & 40 B AL, AT i 2y 2 4k
LS e AL TR LA O

(—) AEBZIBREN G A R 330

A ZMERN G P AL S HE R 24 I 2R A T I Tl AP 1 e ABE 5 10 i 7 ( Wurm, et al.,
2017) o 3 —HEAT LT 20 148 70 4EAR, JFHE Levy % & %42 E1 52 L B B34 (stereotype embodiment
theory ) B 3L ( Levy,2009) .

BF5E R B, LHEN S 2 TP PO AL JEIT B 4k 2 SCAL O AR5 2B ED 52 , Allport 4 X — i B4
“ B TR LA L TE 7 ML R B SO AL FR 8 32 (take over) ¥ 20 S0 AL I 75 B A 20 AR V427
( Allport, 1954 ) , H4 52 2 40t 2 SCAR 0B L 3 A 48 AR TR By ek 1 T IR 9 ok
B ZERER AR R A SRR TRAL L A AR 1 1 U 2 0 R 2 M 46 4 0 2045 4 Tl A 3
FLFRA T, B 1 TRAVBREN G ( self-stereotypes) o 15 Levy 75 3, A~ A HE A AF 022 7y, 4 4F 20 45
GIFTIE T [, P 55 % 2 0BT ED 4 1k (Levy ,2009) 5 1 L, ¥4 20 42 BV 42 19 1l S B4 M o
A 1T (future aging self) 72 A AL T3k 54 48 A1 0 BIRE 249 B B S5CFl I BAR BF S 2 itk —
S BRAL TR AE I ZILEN 19 P L. Levy,2017)

S B B RIE R AR A o TR U AR I 20 B 2 % , JL 4 191 26 8L T 47
A B ThRE A OB K R W {E B (levy, Slade & Kasl, 2002 ; Levy, et al.,2002 ; Wurm , Tesch-Romer &
Tomasik 2007 ) o SRl , AN T RURAE S ZIAR NG , 15 M AF I 200 MR B 5 7 K 22 KR 2 SC A v o L 3% it
PG L EL P AL M A 5 2045 B0 %2 55 17 R K 1380 ( Komadt & Rothermund ,2015) . Levy %
BRI, AMHAAE 18—39 %A GUIAF IS ZILEN 5, 60 4 I FBLO LA 05 19 7T Al 2 9 6 T LR
S 24 NG 9 TR A B4 (Levy & Leifheit-Limson,2009) o A~ PAE A fir L0145 59 1 47 % %1
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i B G2 2 B INAMARAE T2 B fig BT J) 2 Vi SR RE 25 &0 23, 4 17 5 380 3 W0 =2 A A R 3R B L B 1R )
fig faHE A5 4719 R % ( Kornadt & Rothermund 2015 ; Levy,2009 ; Wurm , et al.,2017) , SZI#F55 7R %
B, AE TR AT 20 B B G2, T AR AT 4 20 M ED 4 B 3 45 B B AT NSRBI T K A 7 B I 35 22
BTN N 2 B AN CAZ 2 B LA B ShAIL AN B PR T8 , 7 EL I AR AT I 220 A B 42 114 52 Wi JL~F- 2 B 4T i 221 A B
%2 ) = £3% (Hess, Hinson & Statham,2004) .

AR P B A0 2 MR D 52 2 15 23 = AR TE ARG I 8 7 Fung Z8BF 5 IAR , AN YIS B )RR 199 28 i
I 2 5 R A0 e g A B e 22 52 B 3o 4 40T B8 1 = B R 9 R A, LA B BN R e ) A % 20 Al B 5 R ]
RESI X AT N By 3 WS AR RN B 257 A 57 T 52 0 ( Fung et al.,2015)

() ARRYZIBEN R N AR 11 HTDLIR

SR ZIN EN G N AL ARl 2 i 2 28 A e 7 ZI AR ED R HL B BB A, AR I ZI R ED G 1 2 2] (LR
FA AL BT 2E TSR 34~ A= i J I, O 38 o & 4k A 3R 201k (aging self-stereotyping ) , 4 N AL (1441 23
AR 2 EN R AL E AR A B FRAE & 2 rbr, DT 7 A 8 4 i 0 Rt J 23, 52 o HG 22 4 1)
M4 (Levy ,2009) o ZiIM BN H B B 2N LIS =ASJ7 TR 1 4R I8 20 A ED R N AR X 2 4F
W2 ARV HIBL -

L ATz, AL (self-categorization theory) I, H M UE 22 3% B 2 H Koy
ISR, X PR R RAE 8 T F IR AR, B A R 2R A . AR X —BHe , BRI R 75 24 5
TREAE 227 2RI A N TERY A F5E SC, T A FRENGEFNAT 0 5 N RF R ZI AR ERR A 8 T — 2, 4k
T, A RTEIEA S AR, HC A Al A5 8 20 B BN G B )98 1) MR (B AERFA) | (H B A I 1
HcZ AL IRAR 1] A REAC CED B ), AT S BON B[R] L (intergroup assimilation) (& 4E, #7575 2, 24
TRIEAZAE , BAE I TT 40 N AL AR 18 20 R EN G 2378 1 FRAR 5C (self-relevance ) , 1 23 4F I ZI Ml ED 5
THa s A3, FECEA A FZIAL (aging self-stereotyping) , M TR IS BB s 1 41 1) 2 Ak H A&
N T HAEX — WAL, Rothermund HEATHY— LB EROF 5T & B, 5 BLBY 8 4E N7 AH OGO RRIEAETE 25 i 4l
AN SRS B FW =z b 1 H AR08 20 M BRI o 22 AR Y FT g B 3R R3] B 3
WE& 2z b b 2l MR G | B FRWE (self-views ) 520 H R Ok 19 H Fe WL (future self-views ) ( Rother-
mund & Brandtstidter,2003)

2. A BIRMGE, VER AR ZI AR ED G52 J5 2 B AL th A8 i, Ak A F N GE (self-perception
of aging) ZH&MALEN AN TAITH HEAt 1 AYSCT AFB A RS [HE 5, 2 A RS
H B BER 3 (Wurm et al.,2017) o WF5E J B, 42 fi 3 R 1) 28 48 JF G 09 A 25 AR AR A 1) 22 46 %1
HRENGR, T 3 SRR A9 45 % 221 Al D G2 2 1 ol A2 A ) BRAR SRR i /D T A SRR, R T AT R b
oK B0 A B DR B D REAE R R B [ Z IR 9K (Levy & Leitheit-Limson,2009) . R, 246 [ 3058
JE R L) AR R B0 B ) 4 (Westerhof et al.,2014 ), HAT B FSLBLHUE B0V ( self-fulfilling proph-
ecies effect) , B A% Ty F50I0 2 45 31 1 A= BN DI RE g BRE CDNTRE 5 . 32 00 St A 2R A 335 B M BT
IR S5 ) 8 A AH DG 45 2R (Wurm et al.,2013)

3. Ak B RN 3 B kO BEER AR AT R PR AR S AR B AR S R S AR Y U 2 A (Levy ,2009)
(1) LIREEAE (psychological pathway) : 24k B F A1 58 23 3 o 22 2% . 3 Fo A A8 IR A= A7 2 B8 LA B ik
£ - oAl - #MEH (SOC) 450 B R i 24k . an, Warm SR 58 % B, TH AR &AL H F 5
il AR T AL FIAMEE (SOC) 71 N 3 33 55 3w 1 4, A7 P A 1) 91 5 4 07 200 Al B 5 it
N H LI (Warm, et al.,2013) . (2) 47 4 #42 (behavioral pathway ) : 1k F 3158 23 18 5 e B
AR AR T T 20 IR 24 IO | B Ig il B K iz sl B S5 0BT M A R A T VR T T el s 2, B Y

107



Ak F IR BRI 2 AT R IR 22 (14 T 7 1 A 7 Sy, e AU i T A 1 XU, , DT o8 R 7
EACHEE A RERC LSS . (3) A B E% 42 (physiological pathway) : &4k FI 30838 i B2 247 A B0
o I 7E5 38 2 1 ( Cardiovascular reactivity ) %84 (inflammation ) K e 2 ( Cystatin C ) 25 A5 383 84 52 7
FAUBER G5 I oSl

= FRASE REM A Z TR

SRS T 2 05 SCICHT SRR T A% ZI B EN R AL Y A A= SR AR VR 2 AL 2 W BE AR AE T, AR
AT S Z AR AR L3 8 (Weiss & Freund ,2012) o 34+ 25k (R BIE A A B A4 200
BRI, AR IO AR AT 1 220 A BN G IR T 23 SR MO A7 FUE B0 SRS e i 4 AU 19 B MR &, SR B
AR L R ] LASEE G T AR AL IR ED RO R AR Y A B A IR B S AR A B 5
M 7 3o #2 ( Wurm, et al.,2017)

(—) “AEEYHLS 27 B H )

CARIER L A3 B SR P B AR IR R ) IR 7RI 28 R ST RS SO A A5 B T
BE ., BT ABL, hysk e A2 ) 67 Y 2 A AR RS 2 ED G A T AR T, 1R & A AR DG XU e 7544, 24
TET X i o A7 U 2L AH DG e 70 TR A 2L N, 28 4 2 0 1) R 1] T LU A+ 25 LU SRS, it 2 L i s 4F
WAL AN SEBRAE IS, 5 (A N R R O R 2, AT RIS 3 3R 58 AR 524k M1 7] ( Weiss & Freund ,2012) ,
TR B Gk FR R AT S 4 0 B Bk 3 AR B2 e WL (subjective age bias) ( Kleinspehn-Ammerlahn,
Kotter-Gruiihn & Smith,2008 ) . F= %47 LA PR R B : — 2 2 4F A [n] Tl S Rl ¢ ER & 1, 10 H
I RAFIAN , E— A R A N7 (Weiss & Freund,2012; Weiss & Lang,2012) , & #4F A
XA REAR RIS AR R A R B 5 ZU A N B 4F o BIFSE A B, 244 0 B A 108 220 Al ED R BTG ), B 4F
A FHAR B A e 2N TR), 3 00 AR 2 AL ] (Weiss & Lang,2012) . Hess S5 P50 K
B TR IS ZI R EN R 25 R B AR BEAR R A AR B2 (0 EULAR I, T 5 2 AR AR R4 S R R ey, U
G A BUAE A R i S5 A A ™ A 1 2 AR ED R Y UK (Heess et al.,2017)

AW LH 23 AT B TR RO B TR AR I 2 AR ED R AT R AR R R AR Y B R
PEHERE B . BT A B, AR 20 3 B A AT 5 S e 1) B AR DA R £ 5 | B v ) A 3% G R N 32 WL S
AR R B AT 18 A 38 AR AEE K T i 25 (R R 4 SR AH OC ( Weiss & Lang,2012 ; Wurm, et al.,2007) , % &4 A
FIVFAERE GCIZIIRE O PRAERRE 25 HAT (47 12 ZE A HI (Spuling, et al.,2020) . 424 AR 4R 1%
ZH B I, HORT 28 I3 ) TE 8 S B i S 8 P 118 B T A 1 220 A B 08 H: I R YA T S MR AR X 0N 5 T
H, IR = AR AR Ak HLAE 28 A [RS8 AR R I 1 2 48 N (RIS ARIA TR #7) SR 30 5 i 7K 10 L
FEIAN B O A KR A5 [] (Weiss , Sassenberg & Freund ,2013) .

AR I B B SRR 7 IR BFFE R AR IR A 4 B AN T BE 2 S BUCE AR N 5 H Tk i
AR W B ) R AT A5 IS, T L, A0 20 0 s R B T A R S PR o 9 I A 1 2 A B R
FR95% 3, M LA SR AT 2 R0 S T2 T A A A 0 0 B B 42, S T T R [ 1 47 0% 1B 9 BEL A 4 2 A o
(Weiss & Lang,2012) ,,

() “ARE AL s 37 M TEHBLEI
SRR T B AT R B AR N R 8 AL 7 AR A 20N R BE A B R A AL 2B, AR IR 4
OY T RSB AR THDGS 55 AU A O A 07 T 5 B T 2 B SR B SR A 1 £ 7 SR s ( self-protective



strategies ) FIiE W P i H B $2E T+ IR WS ( self-enhancement strategies)

L. ABRYRNG . ARAEAT SN BRI, AT A 000 1 .4 DA ) 9 B v P40 s e 2 07 A I 1Y
FEAR, B R T AR 1 FR IR AR RS2 A AT 0, AT 5 2 3 3l G0 A 0 s DA AR R B 1 1 3%
WER o A — 7l BRI AT 0 17 32 1) 670 T8 2 A0 368 75 7 DA ] S, 4T 1% 2 B B 42 Bl ( age-based  stereotype
threat) 237 F 1 T LAE NN DI BE R BHARRE F7 o BRIL , XY 40 NIz B30 M A7 18 20 B ED 42 S i it
AEAE SRR T AT AR (RIFE B O 55 0 S 45 100 o8 22 1 N AT ER AR . 3R LU R TR i A b A9 B 4 ) Ske 4
FRRU Y A TR S . PG AR AN R — Fh s L i B R AR AT R, AR A RS B2 ) Ak T A A
W 2B EN G 1) E R SBT3 AL, 24 2 A0 N A2 i 30 T J8 A1 2 A G (7% 67 T 15 2 i Je e 8] gt B 45
SIS T 15 5 4 P O 18 T B A A st SR 2 7 % 5 T T AT AL R & URAT Y, Sl K ) O 5 R
L 22 1 N AT HBOR AR B 1 Ak B TR0, DT 26 0 1 B R 0 B2 AR ARt 1), LA R AR 45 2 10 A
SR KU FT5 44, B2 AR 7 TR B 5 200 B0 G2 8 T ARG

2. AIRAETRNE . BIALARE) A BT S 32 B AL S T A% 1 A AR SRR A B A Bk R . AR A
Fr At 2o A AR B R E BN AR A D6, Of B B R BT TR, Rl 42+ A 2
MR, BT X —HE, AR AR S U 0 2 A0 AR 56 W 00k 4R 15 B 2510 BURAS 327 (positive
confusion) , 47 B THEFHZAE AN A /KT, 640, Pinquart (2002 ) A5 28 B, 498156 14 B 4F 7 21 g Ep
G, A N AR B A A LA 30 S 7 TG RRAE (R E0 R T AR e R AR Y Ak A RN
PRI, AT 20 43 B 2 A AT NI — i 7 P A R SR W, 73 i 07 A1 2 47 1 S Ak b oA Bl T R e BB 1Y
F PR, (R e R K 55, BT 3 WL 57 4518k ( Westerhof & Barrett,2005) .

m, ZREPF AL EFRASBRLENHDRFH

IR G 5L T &A= ZIMRED R NAL? fIRMIEEE T KA 4F IR 53 87 S 1 [l F R )T, Weiss & Kor-
nadt (2018 ) 42 i T A8 ZIM EN R N Ak 5 73 BS 35 54515 ( age-stereotype internalization and dissociation, fij
PR SIDL) (ULIET 1), Ay U A % 220 A B 52 %58 1 B 2 Ak 1 s ma L3 1L 1 0 o8 4 T A BRGB HE 4 . A
RUEAMRE A 55— AR 2 ED G5 & A8 0 T U= 4 gk AT ok 2% I R {5 25 a0y 22 fb A DG 445 21
Y 52 ) Sl i B AR X — TP AP SC LAY 28—, B RS R B AR T B IR A B S, U FE
A B TR | H BAE  RAR IR 2R BN TS | U S AR Y IE S AR ) AR 5% 21 B BN G N AR AT 15 20 43
BIAE AL . MRS FARRIRY A IS 20 BN G AL RAR S 20 43 5 1 & 2B 5 18 FRAH G HE (self-relevance) (XL
HAE IR IALF] (dual age identities ) Nz 22 A0 W& A5 A A R 2R K 20 A B R0 5 X 48 W8 20 W BN R 1 B 45
) A2 SO B B R R R B A G

(—) MERFE

Lo BIRAHEME . A FRAR SN2 PN AF % 20 R BN G AL FAE I 420 B O R BE 25 1F . A FRAE G
SR AR EE N AR N WFE R, AR08 20 B BN 84 18 Bl 00 ke A TR 28 AR AR b (Hess, et
al.,2004 ; Levy,2009) , H BAT 4RI AH O A ) 00 ( Kornadt, et al.,2018) o HA55E , —J5 i, iX Ff A
FEAH T B2 R BRI ZIMREN R N AL, S BRI 5 55— J5 T, TEAR 8 20 AR ER R %) A FRAE &4 i
JRIB ST, E AR TR 0] REIE o 45 0 2 53 15 SR W Ok 3k 6 A7 I 22 W B 42 O T AR S 0, BT 5 1 800 Ll
2w (Weiss & Freund ,2012)

2. WA, S ARSI RNy, A A PP AL A A I [T RE A ) — 2 4R A, —
2[RI EEIA[R] ( cohort identity ) B 14T 1A [F] ( generation identity ) ( Weiss & Lang,2009) . R4 8% 4 1%
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e TSRS
- WAk R
- IR ERGR A B S 45
- bR I
Y[ e PR v
i ffkmEe | - AA
e |y et U
MEREE - TR
- AFRARSCE <
- B AR N
- EfEE

Bl FRABEDKAUSSERE

WA [R] 25 B AR AR 1 20 A ED R -S54 R A% AR SR R TRDUL , {EL BT [ S0 A DA Te) ) BE A 28 4F A i 17— Fi i
By JELE S AU B AL AR IR [ A TR 3 IR gk e 22 1y, B A B9 3 1V D RE

BRI, 2R EN G AT S AR AR AT W AT (age identity ) BYSEAF R Z i, BV R A A7 1 20
IR EAE A 2 AT AR AT % 20 A ED AR, AT 5 Z RIS, Thi HLAE i = A7 75 SCH R AR 4F % A
[F] C BTSRRI R] ) A1 0T, T A 4 220 B BN G X AR D) BE 25 i 2 22 A AR DG 25 3R BLAT 5 Y 17 THT AL
S (Weiss & Kornadt,2018) o S 2, $H44F DA [ 9 5 AFA> (AU i 1) T4 21 732

WA AR N AR B AR 4L 20 2, WA ol BEs B FR 2RO AR A, A T RESR B[R] 4k
BV (Weiss & Lang,2012) o BE—2DAF58 % B, 47 0 41 70 2 S WA 2 55 (R i 9 23 B, T AN 2 5 (] 39
HER 28 (Weiss & Lang,2009) o 4 T ARFFFRB A B BN, IE AP A1 54 B FME & AN 32 170 T 4F 1% %)
HRED G NR , E A N REAS e P e T A AT 8 0B B 4%, M) L AR DA TR] B9 A 4 (LB D T, 388
T HEPASTATR] AT i 582 WE A 52 1o T 0 AT 1 220 A0 ED R %A B 1) B , A3 8 Al 22 4 B )
B X G R S T — g R e B R A 1 AL

3. BAMEE AT L SGRRARA T E o AR ZIMREN R N AL BAR R 2H 20 B 1B IOk T2 AR AP
A IEAAR SIRAR B TSGR R ARA i 3 S (Weiss, 2018 ) o EALMY A5 32 305 & (EBA) I, &k
AR AR B ELAN TR TN 2 T S A AR 2R 00 o AR 20 AR ED R A AR NS A 2 B -5 A BB
BRI TRI AR , TE AL R AR AR AR 2 S R — AN AR 1™ B S A AR T 32 SOV R S8 A REM v 5 T IR 290
AR R — I B B A AR AR BT 3 SOUL A 2 4R I T RE R B AR IR 2H 3 1 . Bl A, Weiss
(2018) P A B, Fp A J5t = SO AR & 4 NG 1] K5 22 AL A O 19 32 5% B O AN T b S 1), B2 5 45652
I PP B AT 0 220 A G, DT ] 3553 2 47 N BT T A AF % 220 Al BN G2 52 MR B BE ), S B 2 AR ED R P4 A
A A I SRAL T I ARAT 8 2B B G0k T B AR I AR R o AH B, R AR AR T 3 SOM ) 2 4R A
AR AR AT BB 1Y, 47 A AT RESR T B B ORGP SR M A1 2 T S WS R AR 070 170 ) 4F % 20
PG, Il 3 BRI 2 73

() s

Lo 770 AR 2B B G 1 BT PR 75 2, BN s MO S 380G o Hess Z80F 7S K 31,
DAY I A 2 A/ S R T A % 2 B D G P A sl AT % 2 73 8 1) S B P 195 85 [H 3R (Heess, Hinson &
Statham,2004) o HARZK I , 5 50 2 S0 T AR AF 0 20 B B G IR, 2 AF BT 1) 4 0 20 2 75 AR 9 71
AT e 22 A BTV G 014 G0 1T 52 W), DRI 28 B0 Ry X FEAIONE 5 AH S, PR G A i 220 Al B 9 £ 16 2 T o 9% A
SRAT o BT T LA 1 A A& , S AT 1% 20 M D G2 A ([RIAEARNE ) o

2. AFREZIREN GG A5 o AR IR ZINEN G AR R AT R AL 00 B IR B AR ZIR EN G i i
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b AR Bl R 25 A U DA S 2R s SR ) e A8 R A TR Z hid R A e . BRI R IT AR IR
Z R EN G A AR A2 1R R S UGS A i i 2 B RIDRE T A 19 55 47 I A DG 14 228 A0 R RG A8 i T 5 | & 19 5 Tl
SRS ZH I 1 MR E 2 R AR A2 AL g | & (Kornadt, Voss & Rothermund ,2017)

AR ZIARED G0 —Fi G BE AL A RN 454 , BEALH515 5 25 (gains and losses) , ¥ S BAG AN R T g
FIJE P 1 £ 15 45188 (life domains) . Kornadt, Voss & Rothermund (2017 ) $44F 88 24 EP 42 Fr 6 Je 9 A= 1%
G R R E S R R AR (REIUE) JRA AN (ABRGUS) S8 B R A R B8 AR IR I 3l
A2 ST (ARSI W 55 IR00 (W 55 Tt) T AR SRR (ARG B O B (IR o BT
T AR ZIAREN G AL 2 B AT 2 AR T R E L A% AR BRI 25 R 2 40U ( specific domains )
TR A B S AR AR DG R AR A BT 5 LR A, PRI AE i AR AR vh Rk e o s B, IR BTE RE L TAF
R 2GR AR ZIMRED R b, #0522 AR 2R BN G N AL 3 SR IR S 4 0 U0 O AR AR A AR
AT, A R ik T 2 AL B FRZE ALY (self-categorization being old) o T4F #4173 85 2 i MA
C R AE AT S R, BUJE XS AR © 2 28 D5 3 e 728 Ak S A8 79 2 0z, PR T 4 6 A1 R v Bk 3%
i (Kornadt, Voss & Rothermund ,2017) , R4 H Fe P PEFR 6, AR C 48 A= AR | A 45 Sl 11
TH AR AF S 2 B D 42 AT g 25 e B LA B FRIA RN, BRI 4 2 4 N TR A S A DG 1) 7428 b 5t 45 1 25 5% ]
H F ARG 5 A T2 TH LR LR MR B TR 32 g B Al AR 2% R TH R 5 i

3. koot AR T R E SUR SR 22 S AR YR 2 — . SRR, TE S AR R
VIR 75 208 Fof FOW R AR R (9 A 32 SOk b, 228 4F N80 [ A i s fe e o il if , 241
N AT BRI 25 25 3 FRANEL A XURS: | 4F I 20 53 25 Bl o — R B AMEE D RE Y B FR 42 T3 % ( Westerhof
& Barrett,2005) , Westerhof ZEA/F58 4 B, S48 33X — SR AR A 3 SCOSCA P B3t A7 78, {ERH %5 F 78 )
FANIERRE K, 3X — SR A 2 [ R B s A0, S R 7E TAL 2 AR A 9 22 5 . 48 Esping-Andersen
AR A 338 (Esping-Andersen,1990) , FH Hy 3 AR ARSI S E iR D AN EXMHZE I,
BOR PR AT oA R A B, 28 BT B X0 75 2 4 R 7 DR 6y 4 R R R 54T, Rt FE SR 2
AN ZEXT A Fep B A TR S HCE AR AR PR IR B ST, AR N B S 1ok AR AR [ A TSR
A 32 0= A 8% 5 I DR 3 SRR Tl 0 2 ] vk [ L R ) 45 1 ) o sl 2 IR 3 32 S R A o
BB B R P I 2L SRR E 5K, ph S AR A 2 b 0 R — R AR SR R T A A5 TS 2 A TR
1 AR S AR R 5 22 1l e [ SRR B A8 A PT LURRSE T4 B & 1Y 2 A F R 524, 1 H &
AEAL AR 1 B A FIREUR 5 20 WLAE 8 19 OC 3 T8 g SR 4%, DR UG 8 A AR 109 2 WLATE 1 ke 25 Ty 5 1
( Westerhof & Barrett,2005)

A& W&

ARIR ZIMEN G AR NI AL AT R GENE R AR BT R o S 28 A N AR 5 70 A A i
ZIRR EP G A7 ELREAE AT DA U ) AN [R) T AS (7], {555 R URRE 43 220 B B GRAR B, TF A0 A I8 20 A B 5 O L
3k PE A 16 F 1 ( Diehl, Smyer & Mehrotra,2020) o 12 5 T & BREEA BT/ M ESE T 19 A0 AF % 1
B ER GRS I D AL B AN FI R ( Meisner, 2012 ; Westerhof et al.,2014 ) A F L2324\ B K IZ IR 2% |
W 3R AR TR TR A PR T XRS5 B R M A DR D A AN Rl e ) e 2R

AR I EN G A A5 AR 2 93 1 T2 A 2 A 1 22 W BT G 32 W) 28 A7 N B ) 2 AL 8 T o AR s L ot
P AEM R B R AR VE ] . — 7 T, AR B RUKF b 2ead i 208 ED R A s
SRR ZIAR EN G [ AL 2 19 FRAE & 2 v, DA T Wi A A7 89 DA TR A DA 7, A RS B80T A ) 4 1% 220 A B
SRR AREEIIE " 5 75— T T, T AR % 20 B B G 233800 & AR NI B FR AR 37 SR 8 | TR 4R 715
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W, L 5 T i A e 2L RS PR AT 0%, DL A7 BN A ) B &, O ol 0 T 1 28 A 22 W B R 6 G 1 R
AR AR R AR . IR PR LF i B0 BRALE] , S8 PR bR — MO T B A
(IO TET ™, phy 25 b A AR RS RIS TR 3 BT 1, A e ik 1 FeME i — A LA 0T B2 A AR S 45 2R
PR B o ARYEAFRS 2R EN N AL S 2 B R AR, O T AR AR B — B A R
AP REAS A L4 M [F] AL AU AF 1% 20 Al BN G2, 315 [0 1 AL 5 , LA ER 37 A B 52 T R A 8% 20 Al B 4%
N (Weiss & Kornadt,2018) o (AL, AJEFFAIEIE AW s Mudie 32 At 2x AR 2 B ED R ) 52 00 5 A
NZERES B MR B By 2 AL AR S AR DR XA B BRI A B RS 2 B e B3,
M RZ MR RN AR A R o UTAF R, R B 2 BT ST AR R W], WL £k (subjective aging) , R4
WA A C e A R, X B AR A A A B T

ATt ZUMR ED G0 B AL M LR A BRSO 2R B 28 By e Ji o B2 | S8 A0 B2 A {0
A SEREBT T, 10 ELX - B AN 3 TR SIS B B S I LT AR RGBS OGS R I 5T
YR, T e N b S AL 23 JZ 18, #RAT 7870 (9 B b X A28 2 A 15 A 3 BRR 1) 2552 ( Diehl,
Smyer & Mehrotra,2020 ) ; {H AN n] 75 AT A 1) & U AL B ATS SR AR TR 4% ] (Levy ,2017) |, “ AL —A>
WA, AR NN — DAL A TR R Z R AR LAY (Lindland , et al.,2015) o 4K, 028 H |
DA SR 1R 1B Sy 1] B A 5 0 A AL AN T E — BRI A0, {ELE 2 i Jo 0 e KRR 2 4 A
Fe )RR AL 2, DO B AT g B A BB AR A T O BRCE AT R T30, A5 7 B8 A I E B 2 2 AL i) B
AR AR

AT S AR IC TS 2 BV S AR R N 1 2 1 Al [ 52 s, JE AR S i WL Al B e AL B
FAZ T R R A B s EAU A T g i, BUR i B4R N REBAR AR, B4R R AR
i B Z B AR T LA A 8 A PURBY R ZEAE BB o 7R AU B0 A H 2 i Al
FEl G AROMS T5 55T , fe h t 2 f Sr ARURR S8 o L, o 4 2 i Jo) 301 807, o S S8 AR N 19 1 8 220 Al ED
G, BT OB RER AT I MR A T AT Sy oA S8 U #9228 T A A2
1T B4 BN AL

SE Wk
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(REHE:H F)

Stereotype Internalization or Age-Group Dissociation

The Influence of Age Stereotype on Successful Aging

GUO Aimei

Abstract ; The influence mechanism of social age stereotype on successful aging is mainly manifested
by two opposing effects, namely “internalization of age stereotypes” and “age-group dissociation”. On
the one hand, it has been shown that older adults assimilate socially-shared age stereotypes into their
self-concepts through age stereotype internalization when faced with positive or negative age stereo-
types, then making age stereotypes become self-fulfilling prophecies. On the other hand, there is con-
siderable evidence for age-group dissociation, showing that older adults are motivated to counteract
negative age stereotypes and engage in self-protective behavior by putting psychological distance
between oneself and similarly aged people to protect their self-concept and adult development from
negative age stereotypes, giving rise to the contrast effects. Furthermore, the integrated model of age-
stereotype internalization and dissociation ( SIDI) further elucidate the boundary conditions under which
the assimilation effect or contrast effect occur, and thus provide possible pathways for successful aging
intervention.

Keywords : age stereotypes; age-stereotype internalization; age-group dissociation; successful aging
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