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Abstract: Objective: The paper was to explore the development of well-being intelligence at different ages.
Methods: 1172 college students, 132 adults and 121 high school students were measured through the tools of
well-being Intelligence Scale, Raven’s Standard Progressive Matrices. Results: 1) Differences on the total
score of well-being intelligence, perception and experience of well-being, expression of well-being, assess-
ment of well-being, regulation of well-being and Raven’s Progressive intelligence existed among adults,
college students and high school students. 2) There was no obvious change in Raven’s Progressive Matrices
level with the increase of age, yet well-being Intelligence level tended to rise gradually. 3) During the de-
velopment of well-being intelligence, the total marks went up slowly with a relatively small fluctuation while
its fourth factor showed more changes. Conclusion: With the increase of age, well-being intelligence level
tended to develop upward in a slow and fluctuating way.
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Table 1. The comparison of the total score of well-being intelligence and the aver age of its factors functioning in the groups of adults, college
students and high school students
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Table 2. The aftermath comparison of thetotal score of well-being intelligence and the differences of its factorsfunctioning in the group of
adults, college students and high school students
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Figurel. Theagelevel of Raven's progressiveintelligence and the
total score of well-being intelligence
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Figure2. The agelevel of the scores of well-being intelligence’s
four factors
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Figure 3. The comparison of the development curves of well-being
intelligence and Raven's Progressive
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Table 3. Theoriginal distribution situation and the distribution situation after combination (n = 1424)
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Figure4. The comparison of the development curves of the total
score of well-being intelligence and Raven’s Progressive
intelligence
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Figure5. The comparison of the development curves of the four
factors of well-being intelligence
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