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Abstract

Psychological resilience, as a core construct for understanding why individuals achieve positive ad-
aptation in the face of adversity, has become a hotly debated interdisciplinary field spanning psy-
chology, psychiatry, and neuroscience. However, conceptual ambiguity and diverse operationaliza-
tion approaches have long constrained the accumulation and comparability of research findings.
This review traces the paradigm shift from trait-oriented to process-oriented approaches in resili-
ence research, systematically examining the hierarchical structure of protective factors, statistical
models of underlying mechanisms, and evidence for intervention effectiveness. The findings reveal
that resilience research is undergoing a profound transition from static description to dynamic ex-
planation: the introduction of longitudinal designs has uncovered heterogeneity in intra-individual
adaptation trajectories, neuroimaging advances have provided preliminary evidence for the biolog-
ical underpinnings of resilience, and intervention studies have attempted to translate protective
factors into actionable practical programs. Nevertheless, operationalization challenges, fragmenta-
tion of measurement instruments, insufficient ecological validity, and neglect of cultural contexts
remain critical bottlenecks constraining disciplinary development. Future research should seek
breakthroughs in methodological integration, cross-cultural comparison, dynamic systems model-
ing, and intervention precision.
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1. 5|8
“Sweet are the uses of adversity, which, like the toad, ugly and venomous, wears yet a precious jewel in his

head.” WA (B RRE) FRIAYZ L, EH T — Ml ZBMRFEARANIEY]: w2 5] ek
RNEMEZ TR ? X — [ AR O B R B T E IS —— O BB (psychological resilience) i
Fo

ORI T 20 tH4E 70 44X, LA Norman Garmezy (Garmezy, 1971; Garmezy, 1974)+
Michael Rutter (Rutter, 1979; Rutter, 1985)#1 Emmy Werner (Werner & Smith, 1982, 1989, Werner et al., 1971)
S FHWITEIE TAE AR E . AR, H0 B b v RS IR0 SO RE AT AE 0 23 R 2K BE) ) J L3
FEARMPUAIAE B IR RRERT, SR REFRIERIAE /). X — “H-Frokl” BRBLEE 72 LUk
BRI ORI FETE R, AR T SREE TR S B IR AE BB e O BT OB FU R AR . LR AN, OB
PR T NEREME RN RGRR . N2 B ) 2 22 B R & - 51 3¢ (8] (Citation Space,
CiteSpace) \J ¥ T ik 7w, 2001 %2 2024 4R (4], {1 [E A1) (China National Knowledge Infrastructure, CNKI)
K PSR ) SCAE 4B 51 3% 5] (Chinese Social Sciences Citation Index, CSSCI)/U B #14 SCHREIIA 767
s WFR ARG T R ARSI R S 2 N .

SR, — AR SON S R S (OB PERT SR R, NS I S s m R B . 14D Sisto
S N(Sistoetal, 201)FELER TS, “REEAFEFTHRE T2 E XL, HIES NIETIRERZ X2
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WE %

AT o XS ERE OIS IR AR AR P ) B ARR L, EEE B APE A R
Ho—, WEFUEE R 8 AT LA 32 ——R AN R 8 23 SEbs L] REAE T R AR LR s H =,
TN AR N M —— WU R FUE et M EAT A7 B SER,  CanfTiiE” wlE AR

ARG XSO B AERT AT R CRRERE, R0 RERA = 5, FELO B S 1 AR
K4 5% 043 FR7s HRR T D RE e 1] 1 AR A8 K, BN R TR R AU T BRI RS,
HRRERTPER R ERPLEIA TR =N Fa, REHETH AR R R EAR R . 25
R BRI — AN VE R AR O —— ARSI . EREBLR L, R sl
1. RGNVER IS PR —— X — B B BE 75 2, B T HIF 9T 3 e 75 IR EL T 5 0705 B AR A P

2. B GE
2.1. XAk TR

SR F AU 2738 (narrative review) R 7 VAR, 5 7E X O B P S50 04 A% O WCRIBEA T B S LR S
RERIPE VP4 . SCRRAS 220 56 LA 2R PE: PubMed. PsycINFO. Web of Science. CNKI & J 5 #4# Sl i iR
BTG . KRB RIS 2000 4 1 H % 2026 4 6 1, LARHORTE 55 12 S0 TR 1530 21) 24 115 58 ik Fg 1 56
L die

K& N = HITHERZR: (1) 2O &H——< L35 ” (psychological resilience / resilience)«

COERIMET . “RIEN7; 2) MEENEMH—— “%E X7 (definition).  “ME&L” (conceptualization).

“ & ”(measurement/scale); (3) AL 5T gL —— LR34 K 3 "(protective factors). “ F-Tii "(intervention)-

“YAATF ST (longitudinal).  “AL#]” (mechanism). ItAh, X SIREUCHA RIS 25 SCHk Y R ST B A R
(backward snowballing), AN 7S5t e 1 5 2 Sk

2.2. PN SHRRFRAE

IANFRE: (1) DLOEREMONIZ O F B SSET L . S0ABIE R (2) KRR T [FAT P T AL
AR R s (3) JESCERAP SO0k HERRBRHE: (1) DURROERFRME (RN B Bz AR BB 7T (2)
FVHE . EARSCRARFARYE R R (3) WEABE NS ALK SRR LN Jr kiR A ) -

2.3. HTIESS

AR A F 25 A (thematic synthesis) I 7 V20 AN SCERIEAT 7341 o 43 B TAE Bl 58 DU AN A% O 6 R RS I
(1) Lo BRAEE RIS S S AT 4 (2) DRI MR SR VLI R SSIEIESE; (3) Tt st s
Al (4) TERRBERKITH.. F—FBT, RENANRFHELER . o f KRN BTT, FR 5
JEE IS 1A A R SCAL AR I SRR DT RR

3. IRGER
3.1, DM AESEITS R EFIN

3.0.1. BSETA=ME
O FRBAPE N AR PR BRI N = AN B, BB B T2 SOOI G AR A [ B A
F—FrBt: RFHUA(trait-oriented approach). fEXX—HA T, oIS ERE A AANMA A 10— KRR
BiRe ), BAMNAREME. WFE SO TR e DT “AESRERE T BIRFHIE, WA, B, S E
BAE . X — U] PARER M TAE A2 Block SRIAXT “ HIRWINE” (ego-resiliency) 7T, K H i SN/ MAMRHE I
i R FRAE R ACEIIRE ST o AR5 I PR FAAE T3 T B AT, (H R BR [RIRE I St e e i ) T o 2
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FAPEAR TAMENES, Z2AL 7 RSN AR FE . Egan 58 A\ (Egan et al., 2024)IZRib s tH, 4o B
(P 3R AR BN R R I 1, (AR AR B = A S IR A EAE F BT 5 RS IR () A8 R s

BB i FEEUA) (process-oriented approach). BHAE KB RGHIRIDGE, #FFE HEWRE], O
PSP TEAEAME “IE 7 IE LB YE, TR MR SIS BAE A R Eh A R I I FE . Luthar %5 A (Luthar
etal., 2000)Rf Lo FRSME T g D “AE B W BT A ARAIOE B I B A 72 7 o 3X — FE A 10 BR AR () TN A%
OEFER: —& “BFEUE” MAAE——& L ER BB, iRA Laptk; =& “PRIERN” 1
I ——1X i B AT AR I g O B B R (PR K . DHREMVAERFERIRE, HB I EREK. SHE%EA
(SRS, 2008)F8H, A O ELHE T 7T B AT K245 RS —Br B, BIXHOE SRR B R s X
TS N LENLR AR 2 O B R A T2 58 I B, I O A TR I ST IR A

BB A RGUHLUA (ecosystem-oriented approach). TR, (OoFESRMET FHE— D A T AAME
AFO TR TG, BAYT BERE. X, XSRS, Masten (Masten, 200132 H 1“3 50 &
%7 (ordinary magic)fBUi\ Ay, OFRHEMEIRIESF WA, TR T A NFEN RAEUIK KRR, A
HIRe ST AR XER N IEF SRR IR o X — W RO TP B B A R B S W S0 B S (1) il 2
a7 AR “RRERT BIRG, ISR G AE TR RS X BE LR R G, T AR IR R
BRED “HMERRE” o« Waller (Waller, 2001)t M A= Z5 R G A0 A XF O B M M8 R0V AR 100 AT T YR N0 HT, 5
O PR DO Z0AE AR 5 PRI A2 B b i DA

EAERNZ, R =AM BIFAER IR R, MASMILF. Wolke % A(Wolke et al., 2025)
TR B —TEE R 193 TR R BT RGELRIR KN, A 32%HIBEFC A € 1O B I ik & —— o
YRR E L) 7 6% TERZERE LG 19% AF R e LI 8%. 52, it =72 ~KI9\m
W FEAERTE W E AL OSSO IR TR —— X — KIS NERE, i SR e vk .

3.1.2. =HREFXH LB

MES T2 TR L, 3B VR T 2 b O B M 7R H e - N B AT AAEAR A oy . 55 S0k, BRI
FiE 77 AR =K

VB NHRE T (trait), BP0 BB " HEFR AN — R VA BT RO 058 (1 MRS RRAE 5 L& T2 40 Connor-
Davidson 1% # 2 (CD-RISC) (Connor & Davidson, 2003)#1(Smith et al., 2008). XFhF5E i il @ E IR 18
TR RS : AATTH “ofit” SRR N A N TG RAF, Tl & “ofik” i SO T 1& B R U AT R I
WEAN, T A HE DASR RS AR LEAS [R5 BERT A B B b s it S A 2 3 A8 Ak . IE AR R, KRt B
FERXT R E I R S EARAE, (BT AT RERIAS NZ 7. FREERZ I MUK R BUM 3N, X BhER 1R AR A 54
P9 AR S 1 AN

YE R4S R (outcome), B “.BRFRME” FERRE IS5 £ I ABINCE RORES o #RAEM 7 NAHE: AR
ACPAR T KR B HELKF . FREEmIRESE . XFhF M ATE T Al E v, (EARM ZRK T O
MU AORRE ) —— “HftE” BT — AN A AR S, MERT AT HId #E . Richardson (Richardson,
2002) R gt RIX 43 N =FhARIRR AL SRS (B ABK) IKE BRI ) BL AT i R %
B RS —E), XMZREEE— DR 1 45 R E SRR o

YE it i (process), B “CoBRFME " FRFRAMA S AR 328 BAE FH DR ZERRGE S A BT 3X P
SR TR ORI A T S, R T A R IR R, BRI R S MR S R T —
— S AL TN BIE . iR A R AE B G

Huerzeler 25 A\ (Huerzeler et al., 2025)7EX} 24 FiulBE#AME R R(2013~2024 E B R R R Gisiid &
Bl, ERMOETFEWRN T HANERRE: AAOHEBEHERERCRE. Pk, 6. AR S0,
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WE %

W EHEIER) . A RERREUN . SN GBI — SR E RIS R X AR, R
IR E R Z IR, IR T AR RIS br LIS E R AR R . IXONARRBE
BORM T AR

3.2. RIPHEERBERMLE

O BB B T B — MO BGE L . WREE R 2 B T AR AE W 5 b DR AR ARG B 2 3X L8 [R 308 W 4
N “ARIP R (protective factors), {HIHBAKPNKAERH 7 XA EEEER .

3.2.1. ARERNEBERER

LA Z LRI R I, RPPER R ITTEME . FKERAEX =ANE ML,

MRS TR AR EE——HE A ORI R R E &, RN R AR R R R 2 —;
RS A X AR S R A, A BT 4R e BRI AT 33 0 AR I —— AT
REFN ) AR BE T, A B T AMABRAR AR 524 R 5E s 3R B8 ) —— el & 15 28 TR 15 R vh sl i il
EANARLE T A B 0 4 KR M SV . Egan 25 N\ (Egan et al., 2024) (2R e, B AR (A0 75
R IR )R SRR ARG R 0 58 5 BRI ) F B R IR . AR IR N (LIRS, 2008)
EZE AR 2 RS M D R LG R AP MRS . ABRIs] . @ A B AE &,

IR BE 2T 32 B K SRV G R R . SR E ST HF RIS RE ARG B UIF S ) L3 A /D 40 B 8
MEEEHRE. X —RUSKEEIRE U — 8 22 BUKA N MA IR RIS SO PRt 7 “ %
A ML o EARERSE N (RIS, 2008)FRH, BURBIEGR(RIE. B4, mE). BRI KL /.
A 0 5 BESR SRR 1 £ (i R 1 8 T B B K B 2 T AR R R

X B THESE: FARs TR AT SRR B L XEER . e AR, EFERE,
X2 HE R AN R FAEEAR M Z IR, X — RO T OB R R ET “BEA
7 BB, BRI TR RIREELE H O 2. Wolke 28 A (Wolke et al., 2025)IZ5R 48 1, 31
AT LUK E T Z I PR B IR R0 1] R e e FRAEE) RN R (R E K R SR,
FAEREE), 2 LIRS b 3 55 1) 47 T B o

3.2.2. RiFS5RE: BENXSS5EE

EOHFVE TR,  “fRIVERIER” (protective factor)Fl “{EHEMERIZK ” (promotive factor) #77R F ,
A ZFHAAEG TS R L EAFEEE X .

PRBEPEDR Ffa 5 R A R B K R —— LR A =K, R 28 T M. Hgiitxt
Ry 3208 (main effect). 51401, 52 BHE IR HE AT BE 8 (23 LB 1 O I (R RE, A ig HOR R4 ) 35 10 5% .

PRAPPE DR R ARG S5 A N R AR G2V F 1R TR 35— — & B A% 1) 95 BRI 10 58 0 A A P 57 1T 5
LG TR N AT B RN (interaction effect)o 170, AQBEN #4 AT REAEAR XS JLEE R T B # 52, {H7E & AU
JUEE Hh R B AR AT Dy ) R A 26

FESLBRAITFE, A — BB AEA R AR BN Rl A A 25 B T e R L (2 Bk BR3P 2R . Wolke 58 A
(Wolke et al., 2025)5| F§ Masten 2§ A\ (Masten, 2001; Masten & Coatsworth, 1998; Masten, 1994; Masten et al.,
1995) At Fedia . RIECR e xt L NN AN AT 5 R AT e (PR EAE ), (EORMIC AR AR L Y
AR W R I A g e PE ORGP RN o X — X0 A SEBRANMEAE T2 (RBEE PR 3 Y 1 3 P T Skegs, T
P DAY 3R B xR T A2 14 12 R A T3

3.3. {ERHHIRYIEILIREY
IRV RS E R R T OB R , B AETEIZEREER Ui 7 A R RS
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JET COLBEFPENURIT AL —— )5 PO e O B SRR TR S B BOMIR R TT )

33.1. FHNRE, PARBEZEHNER

FECEFNE FIHLEIRE T, = RGeS R B 1 B A 3R 1) 00 AR A% oA

RO R BB PR PR RGN R AT B IR AR08, BRSL T3 B KT o IR AR B i id
(R “ARBERINL” o A BT RN (] R e R B A P, (LR BE 0 B g (T 2 3088 rh AR [R) A4 R 2
BRI K,

AL 4B s R 1R DR 2 o S i A AR B ] e A T IE R R i, B BRALRE AT e it
et 32 2 0SSR RIS PR MRS, (A3 TR 58 )5 Lo B Ko TR AR B THT T “oft” i
o EALHLH PSS A

A NSRS 56 ORAP PR DR 22 15 P T B 5 45 R 2 B R R ——RIR B BT “Z2ih” A, X
RETY BRI ORI ELRIZR 7 (7™M 5 Lo HBEATE AN HIBE xRy 14 IR 3K 10 5 T 00 25 TN 3 [ 4
R, HAZEAEAAT G T QI AT v DR D21 200 B 5 o

3.3.2. NEEFORANMEPIL: FERKHIR

400 BE B B 7 DLAR 8 H 0 7 75 (variable-centered approach) iy E 5, RIZE LA J2 THI A6 56 2% 5 (8] 1) 28
PR R AR, AREFLITER—ANEEREE: THOFEARRA R —— 50 g A sz 77 202
— . X—REIEE I RSB A EESE

M0 J7 1 (person-centered approach) & it | 5 — R AT B IE ik TR B A AE AU B IR R T 2
R AR B . B9 K TR A B A (Growth Mixture Modeling, GMM) R 2 ) 14 K 43 #7 (Latent Class
Growth Analysis)& & F 545 T . B, WFFEnTRe kI, T RIFE b R g, —4 ) LERDE <3
PERNIE” (MGAEFRFERIEIT), 3 —HRIE “ NEHuE” , F=ANT “FE KT .

Wolke % N (Wolke et al., 20251 KRG LR TR, TE 193 T R OEE SR 7, AR g b 7747 5
“Aant T F(85%), MEFCLTTEA S ADH, WA AR SO AW . Miller-Lewis 55 A (Miller-
Lewis etal., 2013)IBFFL R B, AL & O nl e e m i — AR E AR EEE R, AN A o0 231 DU T R R 30
[ —AZ Bt “HPE ) VB R OR AV EH—— PR B, T AETE S

AR, BHFiE a8 “BEn” —— KRR OMAME RO TIEEE SR, DU R i 4
RIS P . X — FIRETTEIR B ATAT, (BAESEE O FEA S AR S5 M ER Y 1 B =K

3.4. THMRAERS KRR

O FLENERE TR ARG 2 —AE T S —— 8 B2 i i MRS S AP i R SR S5 R < LK,
BT OB B 0T T H AN WAL, (R SRR T A TR SR B

3.4.1. FHRELEBEHR

Abate %5 A\ (Abate et al., 2024) [RGB (B 5 44 THAR G 4508, BFEAR 556,920 MRS T %K T
MG RN ZRE MO HE ST HUA 0.52, WEIAT NITVA(CBT) T AN 0.30, IE&EF A 0.21, B
BRTFHN 0.51, XN & JEAF/NEE, 525 5 ST 10 55 MR BRI 22 5, 53R IO B R
FHEA ATHHR AR BOR .

FEEIREE T, OB RGN R O TRHE R TR, B AR BRAR AR S N S AN 1 S 8
WEEIRPTSD) IR AR . ERIAETH I ek st ” T H @ w45 ST B e I Sk 548 B F A
ATNSCHRE . W PR Cndie i £ HVAISRE A8 38 ) 0 T D0 B 3 o o\ e B R 33K

Pasha % A\ (Pasha et al., 2025)I R LEIR Y, A R0 T0 52 W E0 45 S8 1o URT IR A0 B A% 85 41
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BEAL SRR, PARSERAMEA T PE R BT iR S5 . SRR I ZRI H A IE & F Bl gk s, JuARRA
SE DA S HUAE % 75 EEAR R B8 T B BN 55 59 2 VLT s MRS B0 e 2

3.4.2. FHMERLA G

FIRCR I AR — 8, HA R 2 30 2 R R

B, TIRERESHIE. B, R TEECRA R, MRS 280 &5 2R msE
PETF TSR E N % .

FLUR, TR A5 0 o T A O T 5 A A T B A R 300 A St ) 8 R R T bk
Tl MbAh, LL“RG” RS UNSEE K EEDRE . R T TR G b B Al Il 2R B e B iR A ——
1X 5 Masten (Masten, 200 1) “ i JBEVL” Bt —5.

F=, WMETE. V2 TR B PRE R ME— VFNFabs, AT BEAFLE AL PR VE I i £3 A1 3L
[F) 5 EAR S ) . Bk Z AR BRFR AR AT MEREEE = i, R T 458 mAafag k.

3.43. N N B “EBRETFW” ¥

—MERIEREH A, OBERPETHUE MM LR BRI B, B RARE A, R
BE AEIX 2RI “EBRGETI o Brrit FoHE T HHESL SR M LR HAR: ISR EEL B SR fie it
FTT . BRLE RN, Womor B G D ERXHERE . BRI R R IRE AT, X —F
[ AR T ORPE R R AR RN R B, MR T “LBEAPE RN TAE RS BRI,

3.5. HEEMFEMNMRIHRE

IEAESR, WHAE TP IR R OBV AR AW A, K B MR 485 1 R T i J22 T B A A A g A 5
5 HAG A ] () B

Tai %% A\ (Tai et al., 2023) I — TR G 45 IR (I 19 Tl S TIREREILIR UG 70) KB, O g FE N
Hh 50 BRI AR DG B O — BN ORI X B4 . HERIUR 2 A0l 2. By A k. XL gh iy R B
J& 115 45 W 4% (emotional network), /R4 M it AR OE R EZ O Mt. BN S5HA
RRE——"E R ARG 28 PR AL, 5 AN Bl R E B DI G . BERU 2 12 5 48
IFa) 17 2 VR T R AL 50 T DI Re

SR, ZLFR RN, BRI T R A I 56 A — S5 K DX S B 28T o IX — 7 THD P AR T o 3ot
PEERAE B U E R——AFEFAMNE itk ” e BAARPMERHE: 5— 1, f#EsIhReE
P2 Z P R R BEARRHE . S8 i), 307 B0 AL LR HE

124 PR E AR F TORAFAE — AN RERIR: RZHOREWIT T, M UX 20 SR AE 2 0 B S 1)
TR IR CEER” o BB IR TE S U ARG, ANHEROR R K& RO B A 4 nT R AR AR
BT B A, (RIX G 2 BLE R R OC R T M &R . Wolke 58 A(Wolke et al., 2025)
fath, (EQ A OIRAERT I, WA R E RN GG, XA T S BT T — AN A R

4. it
FREHRIRT T R SO S . D2 MU TS A SRR R T

MFEERR, EFRNhRE TETRERE. TSRS SRR, R TREE AL SCHiES
IR DA R 7 R B8 22 1B TR i

4.1. BRI ELEE
O BRI T I AR AR O FAE “ g L7 X — 8, A Ui X B ——RI
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FE SCE TR I 2 18] (1) e Ak )

WRTHTIR, OB e W M =M 0B WE PNGER . LA ZFHZRINSIA KRR
SR, FEERAEACPY B, X =B MINIE NS ot “WE” WS 8RN IZEH 0 R (4B
ARETT T F—GGFEAE), &2 HAME B ERIRE QB AR E 71K F)? ERAZ R R — (A E), &
RBERMERRS 2 EEFEARE])? AREFRE SERARE XSRS R “FH—" O, S N5
Huerzeler % A\ (Huerzeler et al., 2025)F8 1, W 7ESCER H BERT AR QUG AR B AR . REEMR),
0] DUFR BN 1R R AR5 (o TAR S BT AL 23R 8 . H AR Ts R I R 77) IR Tl 20 A5 Ao B8R 580 2 ) 5 55
WA I .

OCRNGERN” T E: EMNIZERERIER S DIRERIYERE, IE R A ? PR SR A S T 6
R ISR E TR . AT EIK, D RAEPIA B ST Al 3 45 R ——— AN P
P BN, TER —S T BRI A . WX — 5K, A IA K EACR A 5 — 03 g B 48 b T
F, HEARTTRE TR L E B

XA AL RS H AR — A “HIRGHT 7 0. B B0 R B0 7 45 i ] LA mr B AR
—— WA R FAEH 7RSI R AN [F S SRR AN R e e BE, B AETRK
WRBERICE IR ? IR — DB R S i)

4.2. MET AR

EMEEE X Z VR AR, G BRI & T A 2L H S B . 2015 FEZHT RG iR C
W AR E R 1 2013 & 2024 48], FiHF R IR RERFELRIL

XA EGE S B W MRS, R 7O B PR T AU R R A 2 oAk s ANV AT
E, B RFERZ AL CmSARAE” , BRE| RS HE TR RARE EL AL

Huerzeler 25 A\ (Huerzeler et al., 2025)H R L5E N 24 PR AT T OB E2R 218405, 4GRS A
Porg: X 11 P RIE B =00 . 2L by SObR BN N 28 R0 R I (3 A 21 AR 19 Pk
LB BT, (ERREE(ENE )RS —IF 4 MEREZEEAIRI. XEWE, 250
P52 B ZE R W & P e 4R B 5 SRR 1) GG, EE DL ORIEAE S E h B — Sl & ——
X AE G R A I FE BT 0 75 3R A %

4.3. XHIBERB

oA (SR ANE R — A RIS B 78 70 SRR ). A LR HE S B TR, 1 B T 74 77 (¥
RIRALFEANFINFEA S SRR, HBs SO Ve A kit . AFESCHR “J8E” fE SORFEL “ARaE
27 HIARHEASE] S “ORPIERIR” RIS F . AR SO0, SREEFIALIX SRR AT RE LEAS AR5
(UK A BAE)E N EEL; R IR A RN B SCATE S R, BT AT REAR A AN AL 7 5
PE” RO A SOOI BE E (0 RAE T S BRI E A . RSB IR I RIE N =, o2k
ST TNBT i) 5 B P FE T A —— TR 28 72 e i 1 | PR R D 2 2R 7 A R G
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