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A & BARE: (MCT; Wells, 2008) 1235\ C, fFHB B OMER: - BEZEKO 1 DICBBE=5 1) ¥ 78
Hbo BME=F) 7L, [BRBEEOHICEEZEESEL L Vo EBNATA] LERSH
T (Wells, 2009 REEFMIEF, 2012), TERDOWIZEICBNWT, BME=4 ) ¥ 7 & llIET 5 HLLARX
OEBAIZIER ST WA, T TARIIETIE, BURARDBRE=5 ") ¥ FREAIERL, 20
EREME L ZU MM T2 2 L2 HIWE L7z, RTOWOR, [BROBE] | [BEAOFEEOMRAE]
[BRH 5 OFEEORBEOREE | @ 3 W25l S hize RESKRZ S KR H0 2 N4
EHEREMZ L EDTR SNz L LEREE LT, S Z U OB IA T Tho 72 &, 50
WO DBRENT-Z ENBTFENE, ZD70, SHRIETHEHANEOUET # FEhi L, REX R 2 0%%

Mo kbo

== K RAYEEEE BWE=S ) 7 EENA T A

FEE B

PRATE MR ICB VT, N EREDH
iE, MEFFEREEZ oNAERABO 1 DL L
TEREFHI T 2EENA T AN D (1B
A, 2006) 0 ERNAT AL, [TEHROATIE
BThl &I 2, NROFEIEH % #IRW
WAL 28] tefshs (8
AR, 2006), FENA T AWIEZIODORL D
FEENRHY , 2t [BEAOFEZEOIRE
(facilitated attention) | [ % 7> & DT 5 D #x it
DO (difficulty in disengagement) | [ZE D [H]
J# (attentional avoidance) | & EF N5 (Cisler
& Koster, 2010) ,,

MERDEFENA T AOWZETIE, Fv b7
O — 7 EREE A MV — TREE L W o ol
* o RIRHEKE R BRI R
o RURRH RS N RS20 B

BOBBEZHOTORMP SR ENTE
72 (Cisler & Koster, 2010), =45 O H
MEE Wl HEIZRERE N T A
IZDOWTHRET L7z b D% (KK - L5 - 12
L& - FJ B 2008 Schneider, Dumais, & Shiffrin,
1984)c — 75, {EE/NA 7 A DREEEK D0
TId, BB 2R BN T AOFED RIS L
TwWwb (Wells & Matthews, 1994 F5H - & H -
FHEF EZER 2002) , Cisler & Koster (2010) Tid,
HEANA T AFEIZL 5T, 2N2ILER
KPR L D EENTWD, [BEANDTEEOR
HE ] OFMIHBNZRFERTNA T ATH D LR
BENTEY , [BED S OFZE OO K |
& TBBOMEE ] OFMIEREEIY 2N A
TACTHAHERBRINTWS (Cisler & Koster,
2010),

REBIIY R B/ NA 7 A G % Gl 5 Z A
D12 LT, AYEHMOIFENRIERE NS
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(Wells & Matthews, 1994 4g It B3R, 2002)
AL, BAOWNEIZHET T 55T
b, BELCEMONE LR, G, SEM5
L EROFEMBERETH D (Wells, 2009 AETT -
A3F - BE BRI 2012) RRANE G 5 A 4 R
HMCEB L, BRIy Tu—F 9 508
LD 1D, A ¥ BAEF (Metacognitive
Therapy: MCT) %8 % (Wells, 2008) o

MCT &3, ANEIG 7 2 7 RAMEEDOER
REEREOTZREOm EE AL T, BT
#REMERE (Cognitive Attention Syndrome: CAS)
W7 7R —=F$RHELETH L (59 - 49,
2011), CAS DRI EFZD 1 DIZB T =%
VY ThH L (Wells, 2006), BHE=45 1) »
7 TERBEEORBIEREY @G S5 &
Vo 7R NA T A (Wells, 2009 REEPAl HEER
2012) | R [RALOFEE LT, HWL L<IX
TR BB AN T 14 T ERICEE F Sy
52 & (Wells, 2008) | 7 & & EFRIND,
BRE=F ) ZIEENL T AL
B BIREDNGEIET 5o Bl 21E, s
(Obsessive Compulsive Disorder: OCD) °.[A94}
Bt A b L A% (Posttraumatic Stress Disorder:
PTSD) 7 & OB EIZBTiL, BRIk E
RVEAEN 2 B SR L CREBIA ISR Z AT,
HERIICHAO KA RS &5 2 LR
ENTWD (Wells, 2009 REEFA BEER | 2012),
COZEDNS BHRE=Y) Y IO [
W OET (B R BB o 7w HF AR R B T
T, BB ZoJEr BRICHERT 5
U] BPHEETHEEZLND, T2, LA
JE (Hypochondriasis) |ZBITAEBE=F1) ~
7, B0 BRI R R RE O MERR R & 1k
FEIRDAF v U b oo GRS & S
Tw b (Wells, 2009 REEF B3R, 2012), &L
T, [ERIZEEEZMITL 2 TREELED
LT ENTEDL] R [fEICESEZLTH
LT, AFERETHLEND ] kb wvwoizx s

S E & DFEIIRIE SN T WD (I - BE
B, 2014; Wells, 2009 RETHill B3R, 2012), 2@
ZEXD REREFHEENTHL EEZLNTY
72 [BWAOEZEOMRE ] 12DV T b BEEIY 7
WA 5 Z EDREINT WS, $72, BH
T H Y TDEFD DI, (R EOH
WICHEEYBEESEDLE VS ZIEENA T A
(Wells, 2009 REEF BEFR, 2012) ] & B T &
L0 EENATAORETHL [BER2LD
FEOEMROWEE] PEHME=5 1) ¥ 7 OIEE

ELTVEZLNA,

MCT IZBWCEBE= 5 ¥ 7L, fEuE
BOMEF: - BIEER D 1 DL ERTEBY) , A%
AN L TERMEESN LM ETH L, Lo
LBWE=%") v 7% lET 5HCLEARDOE
MAKIZ I N E TSN TEBL T, BEE=
) v 7L RO B OBET IR A
ThbEEZONG, BWE=S ) ¥ 7 &E
THRERERSTAZ EICLY , B4 AR
B A7 AR EE TNV OFRERAL T FEIC 2
LEEZONDL, FITARMIETIL, HERRA
ROBWE=5) ¥ 7 % PET 5 ERKOIER
TV, TOEHEEE Ao E T L
»HMET 5,

HEMNGRE

AR D 4 AEHIFA KRG ) KA 464 %
A HRE L CHEEFERL, AR 206 %
(BP9 %, w102 4, HRIKRRLA 12 4, F
ARG 2043 = 130 7%, HAYINIEEE 44.40%) %
TR E L7z,

AEFHE
RRBIEBORFEHB B ICH D2 KEL | #
FTHETHROHECHMEHET EL 72,
72, e E OB 5 RARH KA — 27 )V
R LT, REF O % 13 CEMRO A &
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FEhi L 720

BREMF

D) BRE=%Y v 7 REOFR : A8 T
xR ADLRETH L, R OCHEEZHLT S
KB 1 48 K¥HE 14T, 56175 (Cisler
& Koster, 2010; 53 - AR - 49F - #REE | 2015;
Wells, 2009 REEPA BEER, 2012; [LE - &G - %
M- KEF - RIE | 2005; 11117 - BEEF | 2014) 2%
ZIZ LU CHIEHE B L7z [BBOBE] [%
IMANDOEBOIRAE] | [ BB S OEBEOHIED
R | o 3 KT x fHE L TWwb, 30 HHE
POHEREN, 1 (HTEEFSRV) ~6 (HT
3F5) ©6HETRIEE KD,

FIZ B 2 BURTCIE , RESMRIZHT 55
R EZNENO TET I & ORI & L
L7zo RESMHISHT 2H0RILTIE, BIEED
MV ER LD DIZOWTHOIHE % #INT 5,
HEWE, [ (BLwk#E HF e kAzE)]
[RF NI (N & 2859 5 100, 565510 %
O THEDOEE @ELA, Aen )| THY
OFRRD (BFE, BRe )] [BEo Ty
VARER (Fl, KRE 2R R )| [8ir (WD
A, BHNZE)] [HFWLELLb0, AL
EL2b0] [Zoft (HHFEHR)] & Lz, £
7o, HHBROB, Earofalz &KL 55 0%
WEOBHHEEKPE LS S DIERGENE Lz, £
OB, ROFEI MO EELL2LDFTLAL
ZOBDOTREZTE ORI - HEIZHTL
L X IZHTEOTHELTES) LHICL
7oo TRHRF T LT 2HORIE, [BRHO
Rl R0 HEEFRIRICBWT X
WCRHLT, EOL) BEEDMITHE L TwE
FTHh? ] &L [BEAOFEEORME] Tk,
"X PBNRE &, B0 XD RIEEOT
wLET?] L7 [BEDLOEEOE
oW | <t ["X" 2SHENCHEREB L7
LE,EDIH)REBEOMT T ELETH?
EL7,

M- B - A8E - B BRE =5 O T REOMER S & OMEEME - 24 obES

2) 7xA AT — b AEHEOER L Fix 5
7z,

3) REEDAYIE = A R (Voluntary Attention
Control Scale: VACS; 434, 2015) : REB)HY 7%
AR 2 W3 A R, [EIRMERE
[ifRrEE ], [odEE] o3 W& T
RSN T b, FEEFEERELZ M ESE52
EI2X o T, CAS D & fEtad 5 & SN Tw
B (5, 2011) SO & XY | FEEHIEE
FELBHE=%) v 7ORIIZEENH L Z L
NHEZOND, 1I8HED» OB S, 1 (£<
HTIFELLV) ~ 6 GFHIZHTIZEL) O
6 ML TCHIE 2 KD 720 @B & 2412
HLTBY , RIF7E TR S Z 4o fET
D7D L 72,

4) Penn State Worry Questionnaire H A% 5 i
(PSWQ; [l - A8 5L - ¥k, 2009) : LA OFEFE
wHET D R GERIZRREME 2 KA
ETHHEEND, CASOEFRIFHOERIZ
Lo THMOT N L) Bk DY) |, K
BB ELBWE=5) v TIZBENH L L&
ZHND, I6THEP OB S, 1 (2K T
FELRV) ~ 5 GEFICUTIEES) OS5
BETHEEZ KD, W EEEE 42 H L
TED , RIFZE TR S Z LD O 72
O L7z,

5) AH T 4 7 T 9 R E (Negative
Rumination Scale: NRS: ff - FH , 2001) : &
T4 THREFERIKT 5 HBOREEIZOWTH
ETHRNE. AL FE RN 7% ENEE T
HoHEEIND, LEEREE, K8bHCHERIC
Lo THEOTLN, BE=Y) ¥ 7 LDH
ICBHEDSH L L EZ LN D, 14THE 2 5 HERK
S 1 (BTEESLRY) ~6 (HTIFTED)
D6 FETHE R KDz, HHTICIZY I —IHH
RV NHAEZMHEH L2, sWwEEEE %
LA AELTED , RIFZE TR &% 41
DORET D7D L 72,
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Table 1 #EBIZZAEICET SRR

BEE=F) T

BRI D DEF D

Bri~D

Rt > B VERE O AR OB
LD
) _ _
VACS Bt
SR - 55V AR EEE% 850V A
BRI -~ e FOAORE R0
T B e RS D
Sy BIE 8B OF R it P
L O D \ RO
PSWQ® TE AR 4R 9V EOFHB E O
RO LD LD \
NRS 9 TE AR T4 O B EOME
STALT 0 RO D D D
EDFER IED R IEDOFERY IEDOFHRY

Note: YV VACS: Voluntary Attention Control Scale, ? PSWQ: Penn State Worry Questionnaire,
3 NRS: Negative Rumination Scale, ¥ STAI-T: State Trait Anxiety Inventory — Trait

6) State-Trait Anxiety Inventory HZANFEWL (STAL
HK - 4%, 1981) O T REE [HEAZ]
AR ORI O WCTHIES 5 RIE, &l
WA BIEE N A 7 ARG & MuFr 9 2 N
EENTWD, SO ELVEENATALH
P THLEME=Y ) v 7 L A%
WIEBEYRH D 2 ENEZHND, 20 THE 2
LRSI, 1| (ELTE) Tldhw) ~4 (»
DLZ)THD) OAMETHEE KD, &
WEHEME L 2L A A L TB Y, AU TIdRE
Wk &2 MYEOBET O 72O L 72,

F72,1) ORE LR AZ LML HET
HDRELOMIZIE, Table 1 @O X9 % BH A D
b ERMEEL,
PRAE

HAD version 14.00 (j&7K, 2016) % Fi\\CiE
FWI R T 4T # 47V, SPSS version 21 (IBM,
New York, USA) % H\\CIEHHT, N4
T, I E 2 BTk oMET, REE4ER2 5 U2

B RBE DS 55545 DR , Amos version 21
(IBM, New York, Japan) % > CHERE A2 4%
DO ZAT o 720
fRIZRVECE

ARBITRRHRFICBITS [Ae2i%e T
BHWFEICE T 2 Ml EE %] OKRREEERTER
L7z GKEEF5 2 2015-110) 6

/R

HE Lol L EEREERGH L, KIE
L RN R OGRS, I ONCSREE L B OGS
AT o 7GR, BB R 2HB X 2000
oo 72 IRMBESHT LY BE=F) ¥
FREOKEH L #%YSIEE DAL OEHE O A5H5
HOMBEREERER L. Zof%E, HERE
DA >72 (r < 200) 3IHAZHIKR L2 £
%, THH B ORI NENZ B HEORBE O
FER, Mo H Lot s R o n/z 10 HAE
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Table 2

BT =2 7 REORRNEF 5

" H

L IEENLLOEBOEROEEE] (a=.903)
26 "X"NOEMAEZ ST I LATEARL,

910 | .037 -.111

25 "X"IEEAZMTCLES & ARORREE#R TR D, .884 | -.164 137

23 "XMTEEEMITLE, AETR-TWEZ LICHEEZRITET Z EATE2R, | 743 | 110 -.046

27 —HX"PHE#EZLLTH, KMI< L EZBEZMITTLE S, 710 | 169  .033

L MBBEA~DEBDRE] (a=.847)

14 "X L TEURIZZR 5,

11 "X"BRENLE, THELICEEENIT D,
18 Hh/-"X"Ixt L THEEEL D,

L MEEBDBERE] (a=.855)

3 "X"OEBITH L THE LTV D,

5 "X"2AHHTLOTIERONELET D,
2 "X"RENAL D LW AT,

8 "X"NEINDDICFA THENBER L T\ D,

.063 | .810| .034

~.030 | .767| .020

110 ) .649 | .045

~.127  .015 | .854

.046  .092 | .716

169 -.115 | .695

-.036 .111 | .672

ESEREEIELES!

BIRTF TEEN S OERE OB K
H2lT TEEA~OEEOMRE)

BI3ET TEBOWER

— 678 523

— .649

ZHIBE L 720

) o 17HHE I LT, mLEIC L AR
H R T8 & £l L 720 3 KT F CHEAMEOH
WIULETH o722 DR ENT 720, B A
P—FHIZL ) SHRTFHEETH L ERL 72,
Zot%k, BERLE 7o~y 7 ANERIZ X 5K
TN aiTo720 ZEAMIP RO LNDIH
EHFARTREDS 04 K OIHHE 2 NEIZHIER L T
Vo 7ok 6 O AR TREFE DU L 720 56

L HTF284HE , E2RT3HE, HE3RT
PWAHEHOF NHE MWL SN/ EB1RT
1, BEOEASSHBLL 22t Z oM S0
MRIEEZRT L DHETH D Lo 72IH
HICAEPKEho /o720, [N S D
BOMROWE] Lma Lz, F2RFIE, B
RSB L 72 IR T, 2 oRIBICEE % )
T REHERHERE T AHEBICAmEIKE o
72720 [BA~OFEZEOMRME ] iyt L7z,



eI

B 3RFIE, BRIRIMO 2 WIRUT, 2o
R JE B OIRDUU 3 L CHEE R AT 2 3 H R 0AD
FTALAHBICAMENRKE N o770, [BEO
W bawk Lo F2, THET MO B
RT3 A 728 | Pearson DFE AR R L % 5
L7z ZO/R, £FFHEFHIC =R
FRIEDOIEOFHBI AR S 1720 }’“FFE’JI?‘ GIHTIC
FoTHitisn NEHE ERFAEMES LU
K F-[HAHRE % Table 2 127R 3

Blt=4) 7 REONKEEIEE KR
HT a0, FTMRF L REEEIZOWT
Cronbach O o fREiZ HHI L7z, ZORR, 551
KT a =903, 55 2 [NF 13 o =847, 55 3 11
a =855 Tholo F7z, REAETIE, a =907
ThH-o7,

BHEMHE T L > TR SR THED
B2 U 2 MR 5 2 729 | RERERY R T-53- 07
HEE L7z ETIVEEEOIER L LT, GFI
(Goodness of Fit Index), AGFI (Adjusted GFI),
CFI (Comparative Fit Index), TLI (Tucker-
RMSEA (Root Mean Square Error
SRMR (Standardized Root

Lewis Index),

of Approximation),

Table 3 &t =% 1 v/ RE L%

R Ly Bl 22 T 78

16K Bl

Mean square Residual) % fvy7z, &48HE1X %
nNEN0~10ftix &), GFI, AGFL CFI, TLI
DOEE TIZEB T 21ZEE F L <, RMSEA,
SRMR (Z 02T HIZEEF L e END
(%P - 857K - /N, 2005, HEFHE, 2011), 2D
#E 9 GFI = 922, AGFI = 875, CFI = 958, TLI
= 944, RMSEA = 079, SRMR = 048, & {4a&F
HCELBEMEEER L. 72, KRTHH
FZIHHNOSZBHIL, &T1% KETHET
HoTlz,

R & Z U OB IO W TIX, BRE
=) Y I REOLTMET L, PSWQ, NRS,
STAIT, VACS & [ ? Pearson &= B4R %L

2B 7> (Table 3), VACS O FH2 KT [55
Wik, Tzl & (B o ok
HOWROWNEE] L OMIZIZERENEER D
CHWAOHM L AELRIFTVAEOHBEI RSN
7oo LU, SEIMEE L OMICHEELMHEIX
IRENL o Tze 72, VACS @%Tﬁl%a
[BRAOFBEORME ] [BROBHER] OB

BERMMBIEIREN Lo 72, PSWQ I F%
@75’%03&50)&?1}@0).?@ [BROBE] &

AT Y ORBEHT AW REE & OFEEIRE

ey P, Bk

%ﬁ%ﬁgj/& %ﬁéggég gg;é% REORR
VACS -.101 -.184% .046 -.070
BIRAIEE -.092 -.175™ .029 -.058
HERHAATEE -.135 -. 214" .023 -.107
S EIREE -.037 -.102 072 -.009
PSWQ ? 512" 449" 327 489"
NRS ? 462" 484" .295™ .385™
STAI-T ¥ 375" .386™ 186" 331"
**¥p< 01 *p<.05

Note: Y VACS: Voluntary Attention Control Scale, 2 PSWQ: Penn State Worry Questionnaire,
3 NRS: Negative Rumination Scale, ¥ STAI-T: State Trait Anxiety Inventory — Trait
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Table 4 4% ML T DR KL &

e B
BREIZ MmO EMERZE ROK RoME SRR - - -

WEHE (EHEERAE) R EEEZE)
©) 199 13.82 4.60 24 13 .087 (.343) .087 (.172)
@ 202 13.59 3.33 18 18 -.370 (.341) -.458 (.171)
@) 198 14.46 5.04 24 16 -.626 (.344) -.093 (.173)

Note: ©: BEHHOEZOHEHRORE @ FHHEA~OEZOMRE O FHEOERK

DN ZENTNHE 2 TREDOEOMBATR S
N, [ BEANOEZEOMRAE] & ORIZEELT
WIEOMBEA R SN /z0 NRS X, [BE2 5D
HEOEROWE | & OMICHEE % PREDIE
DOHADPREN, [BEANOERORE] [
OHFEFR| LoMIZENENERE 255V IEOHE
MR ENTz STALT L, [ 5 OEEDR
WoOWE | [BROEER] LoMizEzheh s
BRIFVIEOHMPR S, [BEADFEED
| E DOMICHE R 2 HWIEOHE IR &
N7ze BEE=%") v 7 RESEKTIL, VACS
ERBIEOMICEERMHBIIRE N o
7oo T, BEE=Y ) Y IRESKRE PSWQ,
AT ATHEITHORELOBICEFNENEE
HREEOIEOMBEDR S, STALT & ORI
BEZIFVCIEOMHMAR Sz,

T/, REBHEOERY 2 /AXL720, £
HWFoihmetEr B L7z, 2OFR, [#
ANOEBEOAE ] OEFHE RO RMEE L HRR
HTH2Z L, FEOHIMEIEAETRIED 2 5
EDREVZEDIREN, BRIEY 2H S Z
EDTR E L7z (Table 4)

zZ =B
AWFEOKER LY BEE=F) V7 D3D

ORFEMETEAREMELENEEZS
Nt S50, BRE=Y) v IREEKLS

CIZETMHET L I3 NEEEOEA
RENT. Z L CHERERI R T2 BT 3 [
THEEET VAL 25, BRE=5)
YT REOENZ BB LR EN
720

FABA AT IS X 2 R AR & 2 24 1 DO MET O &
FBEE=Y) VIRED [BROBEE] (&
EANDEE O] & VACS D TRLRE & D
MICHEBELRMEBII RSN ol T2, 18
O DFBEOEIROKEE | & VACS @ [#R
HEE] LOMICERELR S WEaOMHM, [
WrpEE] COMICEELRISVAOHBE IR
Sz, oL, [odiEE] LoMicsE
AR EN o7z BEDSE LN Do
ZERELT, BRE=S) Y IRETHIES
NDEFOMITHIZIE, VACS THIEST 5 2 &
DTELWVEBOMHEEH LI ENEZLN
%o MCT IZBWTC, {EEEREO % M
S8 5P EE I (Attentional Training
Technique; ATT; Wells, 1990) 753 %, VACS i
ATT TR S 12 i B BB RE % JT IS /B S
NRETH S, ATT THE & 5 13 5 I
Hreld, W2 BECERBICHIT 27200, f
PERY Z 000 2 FEE OB O TS S 1
BKENDLHDTHLEENL, —T, BEE=
Z) U RETHELTWAERE=Y) 7
BRI T 2 EETH D EERIANTD
XEPER LT EIZE D) VACS THIE S NS
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EEEBRE=Y) Y IRETNET AEET
IIPRBEVEIIZE 2 2 2 LRI S N7,

T/, [BHAOEZEOME] & PSWQ, NRS,
STALT & OB EDS, BWE=4 V) ¥ I RE
OEE, [ZBRHD O OEEORMBORE ] 725
N T oOBFE] & PSWQ, NRS, STALT &
DOMBBREIC R TR EAVRE N2, O
RHEE CAS DR EFZ D1 OTH Y |, HH
E ) 7 EIFHCER V) Sl E s H S
EENTW D (Wells, 2009 REEHB B23R | 2012)
T, BT T OEMMATH HIEE
INA T AIAZOWMEZER LR SN D (I8
AK,2006), DL LD PSWQ, RRQ, STALT
FBWE=5) v 7 EBENH L L E LT,
L2l , ECTOREE [BEA~OEZEORAL]
EOMTENENARE R T ~ §IWIED
MBICE T o720 2LTC, [BEADOEEOMR
#] OB AORBMESRKETHSLZ L,
EEOM I EREEZD 2 L ETH o722
LD EBEIRYBH L EDRENT, 2
DL Iy, [BEA~OFEEOMRE] NT0IH
Hid, fiho 2 RF-OEHIZHAT, &) —f1
BREBEONTFERML T, EEZON, &
WE=41) v 7 HRMETE TR WITREEATR
sz,

RWFZETIE, RSB OMER:, R L
NLEWE=F) v 72 BRI L IET LR
FEogkz1i) 2Lz HigE LTwiz, Kiif7e
TR S N7z RV T e NI EE A1 & & Y
FBEDTRE Nz RIFFETIER L 72 RE % H
WHZEIZEY BEEL YY) VT AR
152 BEBRZWPONITHI LD S
EEZBNDL, LA LARWIEDRESA S E LT,
TR AR I R O & 22 U M O MRES S AT 45
THoZENFTFTONDL, D70, FH—#
BRE\R S A PR A B O MG, BEIH 72
EDD CAS % l5E T 5 KRB & F v 72 R ik
A UVEOFMET, 7 5 NI DI RE AT

B FRAR & FH 72 BOBE & 22 4 T O EBRI T &
THOZENEF LWwWEEZONDL, 72, [F
ANDFEEORE ] RFOHBEPBME=5 ")
T ERMETE TR WITREEAVRIE S 722
EXY, BRI T A WE R EEOE &
KIHNEICYET 2T, WEL T2 2
EThbEEZLND, T LT, RIFJEILMER
KFEEZWNGE LI TH o120 ZD0,
SRR EE I L C o R i LT L
DR ATV, BRAE B E G35 LET
bHbHEEZOND,

51 A3k

PR B - R BA - RE R (2005). A
M o3 M D IR TR

Cisler, J. M., & Koster, E. H. W. (2010).
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S0 IEF] - REE IR - 49 TET - RE &
5 (2015). BEEYAOVERESGIEIC BT 2 TE
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5L, 8, 85-95.

AR 40 - REL—HB (2001). AT 4 TR
) REOIERE & U DIRE L OBIEMED
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A 22 (2006). EEHA PV — THEL T
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Abstract

In metacognitive therapy (MCT; Wells, 2008), threat monitoring is one of the maintaining
and worsening factors of mental disorders. Threat monitoring is defined as “attentional bias in
the form of fixating attention on threat-related stimuli.” In previous studies, a self-administered
measure for threat monitoring has not been developed. Therefore, the purpose of this study was to
develop the Threat-Monitoring Questionnaire and examine its reliability and validity. The result
of the factor analysis showed that the threat-monitoring questionnaire covers the following three
factors: attentional search, facilitated attention, and difficulty in disengagement. A significant
structural validity and reliability was shown for the entire questionnaire as well as for each
of the three subscales. However, the following two limitations were revealed: the insufficient
construct validity and the deviation of the score of facilitated attention. Therefore, some of the

questionnaire items need revision, and the questionnaire needs further investigation.
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