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Abstract

Implicit theories are the intrinsic beliefs of individuals about whether a particular attribute is
malleable, including incremental theory and entity theory. Studies have shown that implicit
theory that individuals hold affects their choice of goals, attribution of frustration, and future
growth. Individuals may hold different implicit theories for different attributes (such as intelli-
gence, interest, personality and intimate relationship). This article presented a concise summary
of implicit theory held by individuals on different attributes, and talked about future study.
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1. 3]

P e B2 2% (implicit theories) /& M T HE—HFE B ME R B T BREA M AERE S, WERESMMES 3
[ AR 237 Dweck 5 Leggett (1988)7E Rk H AR B ISR B3R, 2500 54 & 20158 HEIHE A
P S, WRRHESAFEPFZET. KT N R & (incremental theory)F[E A Y 4 B 2E & (entity theory),
FRg KA A B S AMAE A T R R Al AR LS B R A B M, e Y P B R B AN A ) T
HEE AR FaE I ESERMMERE. WERE S MR METEINE . 5% 51T 8 B ZE R4t 17—
ANFIHUERESE . R SHRBE N RIS, GETRITEN TMEVFZ 05, BES5TAER
FIE R, JFde P g SR A R i 4

2. RRRENES

WS S, —AMEXNE X — B IR N ER & Dweck M MEREE BN EEE & 5 A
2. [HA % 7P B (entity theory of intelligence)5 14 M % /7 #2 (incremental theory of intelligence). F
[ A0 28 3 B )AL 7] T UA S B g [ ELE DACSCAR IR, TR B A R D B A AR e TAH
B 7172 TR A a] # K  (Blackwell, Trzesniewski, & Dweck, 2007; Dweck & Leggett, 1988).

MNIFFE AR DS m e B, B, #rAE, PR (Dweck, 2011). 24
AN B T3 72 [ FOAE LA B, UM ) TR B B R 77 IR B BRI AT 55, [ml 38 R 2 I oy
) “EIUET” IR BEmSB EERKR TR, XS RPN AL B2 Fk R 3 T3
IR, 25 5y R T IR BRI 5 TG B, 76 T 6 R AN Bk R DL R R o T MK 1B R R T 4
ATRT S iE )JEVEE, METE TR H O ) B SR . B PRINAR S5, AR O ) R AR
AWK B NEERRKL R LR, EWEE ) B2 RBOAR TR a AL, SHEEA
W RE TSI R R, BN KM RS, AW 2250 (1) SR BLXS Bk (Dweck & Yeager, 2019). B
W2 Ah, RGN B S R, BRI R ) B AMAREE S T R I A BEAP R, GG
THDOT BRAR 15 T T 3 B0 I B A4 (1) 0 35 5 04 B J2.(Blackwell et al., 2007; Dweck et al., 2019).

P B BN AMA T AR I 5 49 B 1 SRIe = S LK B ARG B8 R T SR ERAIE . Mueller Al Dweck
(1998)i L 25 T A [FI 2B I RAZ(RAA T J1/3R45 55 D)1\ LE 1 A RS E y BE & (1A B4/ KA, 3R T AR
BN 52T ERINIAIN KRR, HARGRER, METHRHP NG A EE B ,
TEMA B A R IS BR I T R S U S R T, RIS B SRR R . T8 AT 55 IR AR
%, fEE ST 5 R 2, HHE 2R RMA T8 = 68 77 . 5K Blackwell, Trzsniewski -5 Dweck (2007)
£ Mueller (B FCEEA b, XPHHFIN 373 Ao @A i AT 7 O AR A 1m) BRERHIT 78, B 70 R IR RE A
PN B DS BON R, BB BRI 77 B Re 8 A RCTIU R A RS R, i A AL Y B
JIBRE T 7 PR AE R S S, MR H PRGNS RIS EE L X AR R U U IR DA B X B

][l

I~
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BE R PR N B DB 5 SR I R Rl 2 7 /M VER . AR, Blackwell 25 A (2007) 15
R, B RIERRIIES S, FrEA AR JE S M B ILE N A R TEIREA, XAT 682l
T I ST B SR R 8 Ty 8 A2 [ I L (R o EUAB AN TRD) , 17 A5 Y P BB B 8 A 2 %o 2R UL
J&. 2018 4 Yeager 25X K H EE A& 14,000 A7 JUEFESH 2R 365 3017 481, R4S R ER
IOUE T R ) 5 MR R Bk DL A Sl R I (AR R .

BRI, UL SS A — SETf 50 45 X Dweck &5 ARS8 774 T 5 %%(Sisk, Burgoyne, Sun, Butler, & Mac-
namara, 2018). Paunesku %(2015)LL 1594 £i7 9~12 SFE22ANFEAR, HRENFRE 11 HE 5L W 5 K5t
PIRFR, RIAGHERBIZE T, NEEESA 5FAS RGOS GHEEM . Li Al Bates (2019)
P TAMEARIRA RS AR 0T IR FUSE, A AT Mueller A1 Dweck 7£ 1998 4
LA K Blackwell “54E 2007 SR FLREAT S MR TE, 45 F RoR g K A B ) B3 0 AN e A R w1 A S e
JIUA S R B = o

HATHF R S50 2 B, ARRIE Fed it 73 T7 1n . EBE W SO A b, FRATAT DAk St iy a
JIBRE RN A ST L, IRRAE N S5 gt B F ke A WA, WAL
BN HRPAR N B D B S 1L g7 sl — P AT IE, SRR AR SR, e F A L AiE
PEHOTILE BT AT e . R, FEACSREBE T, AT Lt P HERR MR S (. MEJEE
JIBRE,  SEES R A A U B ) X A A R

3. REEMBES

Chen, Ellsworth 15 Schwarz (2015)% BB AL 5] AR TAEXGEBIW T, P B3RS A BEAR
WAMAIRAG TR IR 5770 0 ARG [ G 7Y A B3 8 A A AR AR DGR 5 1 £ 8%
BRI TAE, X TAE DGR KB BRI AR R TAEM R 7E TAE R AW AR IR ). Chen
ENQOTS) IR FLEE R, X TAEDGEREA AR A RS2 5 KA ERIZIHL: EFlfE, FFEE
AU B A ) T A S, RSB E QBRI AR T RE A A A B MR TE Bl
B2 HATEHAEHEIE.

Keefe. Dweck 5 Walton (2018)7E Chen 55 NFZEAN I, BB AMESY K, I MEXBEA N
B o AT AR I, PBESERBE S MR I R VE . SR . DARAE DB IE B F b 1947 3R 8.
BART S, FREAA A A BEOGERE S AT A T U R KA, MAFEIFRAMEIME DH%
s AN, AT E AR, WU B B SR ATIR 5, A6 ek X e Ath 4538
PIRZR, RAZ 0 PGB LAY R A RN RE A Y A B SR B M, W BEsh e A A S
HENHUIAEE, AT TN AT X RIE S FE RS2 W iE TE R . BINLRZ A TRIR AN BT, #CSAbATI7E
WHRE B AR R BT AP, BEA G X A CAxiE s LR R e AR M RE, FEER GNGE: TR
BN BEGEEL MR N, M2 B O3k £, IRIFAYERE DGR TR E A Wi 3 N IR FFRI %S 77,
AT A 0o D BT DA A1 () P TR IRORE P B, R N RS ) B U R RO G 3, ARAT 6 I8 SRR
HRATBE H I DGR OR . EIEPE SIT A — B EAR A, R I PR I B 2 M £ IR RE D R (Keefe,
Dweck, & Walton, 2018).

MR 2RI R RO, KT 2O R R A e IR 5 R RN NEE B CIEEM
WAL, REHE IR BRI AT, (F2 R AN F B SAME f 2 7 E —E sl . AT R T
Mol NFEE S BT, BEAR, HH T HROREISHE B 0B F g RBEAT IR, ARSKRIHT 5T AT LA
ZWSCAIRSE . 7R BB R R Y B S I E I 5 R, 5 AMKHE Chen S5 OB 50 R BL, W
Tl A B R ER  FE A S8 A S AIHE R, AN T BE [F) B 4575 AS [RIRE B (1) [ A B G B 3 5 1 K A MR
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Hax, FURRM ARG IS S T AL, ARIRA TR AT LT A SR o5 A A A BEOER R
BB TRI T AL, A PR R AE N RS R B S R e A ol R SC AR

REEARIES

P B A% 23 (Implicit personality theories, IPTs), A& /M T A REF R E AR T FEA N TES &
R A Y A B AAS B AMAE, i a) T ARSI AR BN AR E - AT TN AR R LSO I s REH A
R ANAS BRI AMA, 0 T NSRRI 2 RIE 7T 2B ) (Dweck et al., 1995a). P B AK BR G M AMAE 4
ST RPN I TS . AR &SRR AR OB g B (Dweck, Chiu, & Hong, 1995a; Dweck, Chiu,
& Hong, 1995b; Schleider & Schroder, 2018).

PR B AR B3 5 AN [ (A e A 1) 5 SR A7 72 AH 5% (Kammrath & Dweck, 2006) . FF [ 5 54 P B A A%
AR, 55 T AR B RO SR IR S R R DR R G RSN AS BEE AAAT 1r) TAR s
WCIZIRBRRE X ZAT NG R SWMKMARASESREEMALL, BEMNNERAEESRAE E 2
F— M AR YE R TR, X AMHRAE B T AR g S (Levy, Hong, & Chiu, 2006; Miller et al., 2007;
Petrocellia et al., 2010; Yeager et al., 2011). FRE%# 75 MLE AMIF 7 A958R b, X ERGhn T0R g 5 4 i A%
P B B 0% RIFEATIRIY s R IAAAE 0w At N B A8 A5 2 07 S5 MR G N B S B S A AR A O
BART S, 35 A AL P BE RS B S A AN A 1) 450 5 R N T, a4t A5 5 8 RIS 44 540 Wi o At A
TEBCED G 5 38 TR Py e Ak B8 R AN A0 1) 45 FH 2 A 20n L, S8 At A7 15 B AT iC A2 M
R B E BEXHM AN TERED R (L3, AR, 1RREM, 2016).

B N SR 5 AMA VA R L R RS 26 AR50 . AT N R IMAFEA DG . AR DA A S IAT AT, He[E
AN BN BLS 0AMA, i TR AT N BT NN R FROE R, SR AR AT N IEAT A N
T MR A N B NS B B AN, 001 TReAtb N SR TAT A E R TR S B SE R 3R, IR Rk =
HATHI N 20 E DL R e I (Dweck et al., 1995a). Rutledge, Crouch, Valentiner, Davila, Milner &
Skowronski (2018) I 78 & I : AHAL T REG A Y B ARE B M ACEE, FRIEA B N B AAR B AL B 2
(R % BB FAT VAR T %7 B SRR BT, R0 1) T8 567 73 RO 28097 g (Rutledge et al., 2018). AM&
PR 55 AL . AT NRIAFEM G, WHRRY], 5 DR A o A 1 7 vh ol 52 1) R HE U
BRI T B S s fER T, AT 2R 52 B 2 AR SR 2 B A DS I IS 4 (R B Z5 0. B R AIUIR);
M4 /D 5 22 Rk 2 A A A R rh B P 4 VI DR T A5 350N, DA 56 380 B 22 (R IS B AH S TH ARG 48 (n A= <L A
iys MR R E SO N 252 B A 5 IO NI AT] 2 22 00 5 22 i Mot 7] 5 47 9 (Graham & Juvonen,
1998; Yeager et al., 2011). Schleider, Abel 1 Weisz (2015) @it 760 HriER, G B A B A H &
BT AR AR I 25 5 B AT N .

P B A B 52 e AN AR A AT R I RN A 2 R Al B R Sy Sk . BEE R, KR B AR
N B 3 A B 25 i g 58 o R ) B AR 2 TR DAy 5 2 M R #E A IR 52 (Yeager, Lee, & Jamieson,
2016). [ 2y B AR BE 3 e TN A8 HE S5 s TSR XA B AR 15 15 ) 5 £ 58 (Yeager et al., 2014) DAL B i
2 BE AR W RS (Miu & Yeager, 2015; Schleider, Abel, & Weisz, 2015). il it & Jf 5 > FEAME A & AT AE (1,
X A IR N B N A% B S 34T T R 0% A RPN A B A & e 21K B A7 9 BLA I PR B AR SE
R, HEE D FE I N X E I (Yeager et al., 2014; Yeager et al., 2013; Miu & Yeager, 2015; Yeager, Lee, &
Jamieson, 2016).

5. RBEXAES

WEEOR R B SON ANATIR TR . PO AN YRR 2% 5 o0 R PEE 7 BB IEAl, A B TR MALE4E R G R
FHIBIHILZE . Knee (1998)4F WERELE SI AR R RGUH, YA T3 R IIA B MR [ A A

&
4.
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BRI PR N RS WoRE R R R A A RS AME, smRARRULECHE, SRl drhiEg i Xt
RN 5 TR R R R KR A BB M, BT T R RIIRDC B R R &R, A RE R R PRI
HMEANPRAR L D SRAFAE T, 5 3L [F] B A AN L [R] S0 PR AL SR % 8 R R B ZAEH] . Knee NI FE 5%
R EAIEELAR LR SLRNIE, TR SR OC R RIS T RS RIS DM R w5y
WAMTE A BN BB S, s A ARG I 2 YRR B, e MY v [ 20 P o 8 D R AR R T iT A
TP RSFR &, 455 m AR T 2 P B ok R B AR iR R MR AR R 85 o ToR B R RIS 20, ikt
TS AR VEECRR B AneT, AR I#A B AR SRR FFRILES O 2R, R e [ A ARG Y K 3 8 g A i
VAR VCAC R B2, A A TS0 S R BN A AR T AR 435 — BOOG &R, R0 A B B 2 1)/ B 1 0
AR VERC A SR R AE 4 ¢ R AR ZEAT S 0, FERUAIG P B B & R A0 51 5 00 R BRI, 1A M £ 4
FF2E % 2 R (Knee, Nanayakkara, Vietor, Neighbors, & Patrick, 2001). Babarskiene 1 Gaiduk (2018)FITF 5 &
B, RBFRAR . SCRFMERME. W ACEE R RKIMEE, MRl IES. #E. B EEUANMEa S
SRR AR IR RSN B ok R B AR

PR 0% 28 B R MO 155 % R b op JE IO AS RE, S AN R R 5 2R R P JE [ SRS . Kammrath 5
Dweck (20060)8F 78 7 WA RIS 5 R IR R, ARG 5¢ 2R L3 54 R0 b SR A v S
FEAEIEA DG, TG B¢ RS 5 M R AR R RG BA WM J5. Weigel, Lalasz 5 Weiser (2016)%f 187
FLIEAL ToR % KX R AT L M B A, KGR AN ECRES 5RE R RPN R RIT N
(n: ARRAEAT R TFRAEAT N AR PEAT A Sy SEAEAT AR B 25 IEAH G . WK RELEZIE 5 ML
AR IS R T BT RAFAEA O, Hp B K2 50 R B (M4 1) 1308 5% 2R R R AR S 4G BE A48 ) B
RN R RIS, FEMPRMEDR G 237 A — b 5 9 ZU K 5% F R U BT A2 /(K nee et al., 2004). MRS
TR A IR AN ERE T SO AMEAT P R, B AE Knee FIFEAL B, SRR TIKASC RIS H K
RPRIATAEPIR R, FFREMELER R BRIREE E O 23 1 3RS F 0 2 e K A RS 5 &
TR ER] . BEFRAs RN B KA A RE SR R B RS A SRR FE 2 04708, MR BRI A
T A5 1) 335 A2 B AE S 2 1 9 R AR 313 1576 FHJ (Cobb, DeWall, Lambert, & Finchan, 2013). H4h, B RIEK
AR RRE S HRE R R PR EAATAFEMR: FFm A 20 RS MEE L IR R R b
FSREL %% 247 N (Finkel et al., 2007). 7E33EAE E Burnette 5 Franiuk (2010)&3: &4 7 N B¢ RBE & FF
AE SRR AR ILECAE B R, e R B AR A . NEESC R B S 5K K R R AL
R, X TREAA KRB EHMEN S, AEHEHUE AT T4 O R E R CEE, MRy
KRG RIS B RVAE AR AR JEANRT & BRAR I 5 00 T L BB 3R 15 58 Z 6 & BE (Franiuk, Cohen, & Pome-
rantz, 2002),

FRI T R0 R B 0T 70 3 SN R o R B 1 e R JEIT, (BERERNZ, JEARH
BRIUL, XRE R R M ARSI SR A S O R, A AR R R A
Faok R G 5 R R YR DL BRI R R VR 2 BRI, ARSRIIE FU T LR SR 2RI LB R 3K AE A R
KA 5ORE R RYE PEAR R AR EER T o T W Rk RIS R HT R S R IR R A 1

B AU T N RESC RSN, AN SO BB T B 3Ok R B R (A AR SR AT SRR Y
— il

6. REERE

RIS HERE OB A TGS 8 CARI L, AR S BA WV ? A% IS I B AN AR AT
MR REAE]? ANFERGRIR AFE M LA B CREE, REBHOIFBCE BRI i
i PRIE S SN TN D reeiof o g S gsta 58 21 I N BT ) S el g S 8 R N B DA S A = N
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() H AR S0 P T AN E AT O SOSE R R SR A, s AR e . I DL SR IR BRI 5
TR, 3R A RS B S DA BE A M T A S A AR S AR ARSI B . SRR A R ] S5 5t
TS P B DB AT T I, SRRAE IR T SR TR 5 2 RE 6 XA A B B S 04T A 2T 191,
R AT AR N BB T b g N W B2 IR AR R AR R B AN 2o, 2 AR
KL AR RAEAS AT SO D B T 7). A R SR B MR AR R 5 ) B A, 7EA
PES AR TTTH,  AFEAKE B AR SR U RA RN TR R MR AR SR 247 gt 7 —4
A, WRABRNSE S S5ZIMENR . BT NEZEE R, R RRPEART B, &
ZRHAE A S 85 A SCHIE TE T HET 1 5 A R, AR A A Y BN B AT A ] AT
Til..... B2 AR T T 1]
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