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Establishing a method for measuring a change agenda based

on the Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure (IRAP)
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#1E kB o E R

B o | ek, ARk E (§ - FEREE, F8, 8%, &
W) coEmzEyg, AERFoOHE, HE, RREZEREL IS & F
%2 Z & T» % (Hayes, Strosahl, & Wilson, 1999a), KB o [[ 83z v — 1
YEATHE LCoflii% b (Masuda - RBE, 2011), B 4 72 K o g &
DHIEERNTH % L &3 (Fledderus, Bohlmeijer, & Pieterse, 2010),
2%, EHER (McCracken, Vowles, & Eccleston, 2004), 5 2% (Bond
etal., 2011), KR %HE (Dalrymple & Herbert, 2007), D M5 # = +
L 2 [EE (Marx & Sloan, 2005), ¥ E i f1 &% (Shoal & Giancola, 2001)
HELDIEDODHENRRINA TS, —F T, Thit TEAMLHEY DM
CHW»wTH, BFEMH (Wegner, Schneider, Carter, & White, 1987) % &
1% # # (Gross & Levenson, 1993) @ X 9 ic, R HkFE L a v b o —n
LEP2 T 2o BEEEPEIFINLTE 2, Fric, BENF IS 2
BEOBREZEEABRVWELRZVWEISICavyie—nAL X+ niydd 31
E, A2 TCXZOREZ2BVHELIP_XTLII>IEVIDBDOTHE, 20X
Sic, BAMHERFEZHIMEL I ETF 2R A2IECoEE, EHICHTL
TV, 2o TZOMELZENIETL X I (Blackledge, & Hayes, 2001),
REBEomEISERTIZHERKE LTI, TEC_2o20HERPET LN T WD
(Hayes & Smith, 2005 B - FJH - & - M &:R 20100, 1 2HIE [ F
RAERBPHEKRFRIRETZ] i r—nickosTCHESTLNE &0
P DTHB, TDXIHI A -, HHFR (KEONMOBRE) <
FHEICHEET 2720, NWHR (RIHEF) L cd@EMLTL
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FOWBEErEL RS, 2208, KB oREGE A OB (HER 2R

WMOBREICX o CTITEBEM) KXo THRINZI LWV HDTH B,

% 2 #i Acceptance and Commitment Therapy: ACT

o b EICER Y CAEREXWARBEE L L T, Acceptance and
Commitment Therapy (LA F, ACT &3 %) 282 & v 5 (Hayes, Strosahl,
& Wilson, 1999a), ACT FHF ICEMHEKE, BREA L, 95 2O, WAk
E, OBHBEERECH T3 EMES R T TWw 3 (Society of Clinical
Psychology, 2016), ACT D HM X, MR FOLEWHWEZHKEL D, 7 7
ATy PAflifECESCAETHZMBENICITZS XS CXXETZ LT
» % (Hayes, Strosahl, & Wilson, 2012 R - = HHK - K H R 2014), L
HRZHMEIC DT, ACTOBRBECIEHEMHFE LEERME L N 5.0
B EZmEE T AL LR 2RELE OFERB & I N2
LDHEMZREETARBEEIN TS, 2L T, LEMICIEZRZRIRGE
OLLDHEMICEMARELZ®ED 2 L) CXEEITH>, LEWIEFFZRME=E
Falx, (KRB mEEE |, BN 72—Yav], [EZFMAEE], [#a
ClLCcoBHCicN T 2E], [flifaoREE], T2 Iy P X v o XU
LS 60D EMBFE T e e X (HAWTHEH) »oRINE, —
e, LENEREE=T LR, [ 7272272 v 2], (7 a2a—Yav],
(4, ZoBE~oFAFE] [XkeL <o), IifE], =23
y PEINEMTR] wvwdr)6o00aT7 e X (EEWTEHHEE) » 5 H
MEN2, TRNEFRoBEHFEE Yo xxea7 7o v xoBEIk, K&
ORBICH LTI T 7272 vy R, RBAN7 2 —Y a2 Vi LTt~
a—vaviwi kiR ITIBEKLELTCEZONLTEY, T2 &7
ZYARH 7 2a—Vav D620 0B TZHED T Fr Rt 5
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HrZ T I7A4A v FOXEENREST S5 (Hayes, Strosahl, & Wilson,
2012 K jE - =ZHAN - KA 2014),
EBomBORFTH L L, ThARANWELEFEE2 L 20 T 0%
JARZ WS [ 72727 % v x| g &2 % (Hayes, Strosahl, &
Wilson, 1999a), TN FEF TH LK DMFTICHBWT, 777X v RGKDEH
SR RS CH b, il 21F, Hayes, Bissett, Korn, Zettle, Rosenfarbm
Cooper, & Grundt (1999b) ** E & - Kk - £ H - &£ 14 (2002) &, 0 ~1°C
DWmKICFEDTF 2w a— A FT Ly —BFEEHV T, KEOMH
BT LT 772V ATHOMP_BEZIT>oTWE, ZOHE, 77
v T2V ANADRITONEHICE T, WMAKOMARBL2EINT % &
BREINT VDL, 2DOX5ICACT TR, hEomEEoREfTHLE L CT
7 7R VAFTBERELCEY, T0MERL K OWRICL > THE
AW I HF T T w3 (e.g., Hayes et al. 1999b; E & 5, 2002, Masedo &

Esteve, 2007, Forsyth & Hayes, 2014),

B3 EBEOT Vv FoME

REBoEBONREITEHL LT, T2 72V 2N ADHMERLFH X
N 4T, 7272V 2N ADOHEERLE LTCERDODT Vv XD
FAEPIEME LT3 (Bach & Moran, 2008 ® i - &5 - Il - BE BF &R
2009), BEROT7 Vv Eeld, BikL2zX) A [AAEELERED A
ClahiE, MBERERMRHEL, XIVRVWAEREND | Lo FEZ (V-
L) TH % (Flaxman, Blackledge, & Bond, 2011), 2R D T ¥ = v X &,
ANDBAEELZ2IZTCHRLREZTH DD, 7274V IFEDODERDOT YV =2V
E~DBEERPGVEESE, 727272y A% KBEoREOHEEE L CH
WTLEI>EWIMERD 2 (Fl : RABNHKRFEL2 R T 20T
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s TR VAEHWS) . ZTOXHSICHERNICRT 72 TR YA ERL
TWwWa 2, #EWMICERABRoRBETZ3ITHZRLUNT 7722k

MO,ACT TR ZER 2t oEEEZB RS T w3 (Bach & Moran,

1

2008, sE - FHM - AN - BEEFER 2009), ch b0z b, T 7w
ZBYVANADBRBENT 207742V PoEROT Y v XOHRE
EEEBRL T EPEHELINLTWDE, KT, 727272V
ACEROT V2V XFEENABERCE VY, T2 72 Y 2N A
KX 377272y 2{THoElLic L CHBENCEE2 52 38K

LTCERDOT Y = v X R MEDIT 72,

Ha4t AIENEE

ACTOWRFEZHBICED 20 IC, BRDODT Y 2 v X OHEREEZ KR
T LHPEETHDLINP, ZO—FT, BREOT V2V XOWHEED
BHRAED TR A W &b H SN TWw 3 (Harris, 2018) . # ® 72, ACT
TRLBICH LT, ERDT Vv XOMIBEZKMR S & 5 5 #E A
ERME) BT O, AlENEOERI, BEOMBEMRI O Lo
DAADPERICEAMED —HThoze wIHFEBRICHEL T3 HOLER
L XN Tw3 (Bach & Moran, 2008, R - & - &) - BEEFFR 2009),
¥, RAIEMMEOBRM I, FEWENEZABEZFRL, RETHZ AT
7o DxHM A% > 52 & (Flaxman, Blackledge, & Bond, 2011), [0] & 1T
e rhisEIv2damAar—n (RUH K, BY7B1E) oBE%
b ETHBEHHETN TS (Hayes & Wilson, 1994), T h & @

En b, AlEMEEIARBEoOREIC LY > CEHFEBRICH > T2 I 4

Y

TV IR H L AENRETEH (fl: 7272 v R) RT X onTF e s

R, T/ x v AMEYICHWE o0 BEBELRBEEK T 5 &

Y
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EAb. ARMTRAIEWHEEZ [2h ToXfAL5EE KB O REEOH

MEZIRVIEY, ZHEOT YV v X 25d 2 HBEERE] CEXRT 5,

EB5fi FROTVzvAKETAIWESH
Kfficid, 2ROT7T Yz v X T2 2MEBlsz, cnEcEHN
HiesnwT, BREDT7 Vv XILHEHITIMERBLACERMINTI R
o, TOERD1IDE LT, BIEMNHBECEEDT YV =z v X ICHT
ZHEFEPBFEEL oz I MESH 2 (HEH - - FH - R
B 2013), Zo kS mdhc, Wi HHRT - KB (2014) BPEFOD
TY 2V X~DOFEREFE L B O % Visual Analogue Scale (LT, VAS
L3 5) s CTHEZITo . BRI, EBMSMEOLED T ¥
v X (fl AR E 2R L) ZRAELEZDOL, HEE : 20
ko9 FE2E, YoRE, HE - -FELZ2RL TV LEVE T2, BHE
DT 20X hEZARLEORE, EITLLY, THIECEZ I LB WE
Th, LwiHHINLTOo (2L Z2BbAEw) ~100 (FEHFiczH>HE
9) 2w THE%2Kkw 2L wINATHL, LT, AlEMHED N A
CXo TERDT V=V A ~OHBGEYHER ST LB LTS8 T, T2
T A VRV AXDBELVEICHEET S ERERIENICR SN,
Zoflt, JFE - #EES (2018) X, HRXALKEE O D 5 K¥EEK
HLCTAENHEEONAZIT VW, BREDT V2V X~DEELEHK-S
FEFO L LT, AC—FHHICHN T HIEEEREMT L2 L PR
- FSH2PODHBLEZVESVWAKKT 2 22 L0LTWw3, %72,
W - RBE - KA (2016) &, BIENHBE TS T, HhicERI L
V= (Bl s AL GmAEbEL CDMERIICETOARDEL W) BE
BRobEEE KL, MiffcEkoKTEH2zRIBESTI A - 220
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LCHEET 3L ZRLTW 3,

EETIE, I - EH - S - B (2018) KXo TEADT Vv XK
~OFERFE LRSI oREZHE ST 2 E MMM Change agenda Ques-
tionnaire (LA F, CAQ ¢ 3 2) A IhTwi, T6I1C, CAQx Hw
THEMHELEON ADM B EBRA T I2MEDER I N T Z (HF - A
Ho- I - H k- - BB, 2019, 2O XHC, BRDOT Vv XOfE
EEZHUEST2HEEREIAEINEZIET, ERDOT Vv X 2K

THDZLODEELPCHAPEIEN IR INDG XS5k T,

Bofi HERBEORR

INFEFTERDT YV x v XOMAEEDMETEIZ, VASGEH 5, 2014)
L CAQ (g5, 2018) L Wwo ZZBMERBICI 2 HEPHLNT X /2,
L2 Ladnrs, MEREIC X 2MEFIHS2ME L X (Arnold & Feldman
1981) S R K (Orne, 1962) D EZZ T 5 L2 MEI L, WHR
HEOFENECARENFEST 2, FFio, EHOT YV = v XOHEE%
MEFT2XMCcr ETLoOMEIRESCEbo T3 EE2XLNE, il 2

i, WHEHS (2014) TR, EROT Vv X 2L LE2EML A

il

B EON AR EERD T Vv X2 M3 2 ERL KD
HAFICEBWT, MCXIECNMACHTIMBOEELrEE>»I L%
ALTWwW2, 20, COXISBNANETH-TDH, SMEEFNMAL
WELZeMETI2AEER2D L 2R LTS (2 AP 2REH
kFEoavire—AREFL uwarhnwZ s, WICED T wikiET
b, avito—nr@FEFL 2w E%T 2), ¥/, Hayes et al.
(1999a) XAl EM M E DO N ABICZ 74 v P BB LLEE 2 B2k
ELTH, NADAREZARALICHBEL T3 2Iic2w T, TH ©HKAE
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ErOo 2B EEZBRXTCWE, Thbol b, ZHEODT YV VXD
EREEIX, HOCRERNOBEERECRIHELSL WHEHKTH 5 2 L 21 H
Z 5,

¥ 72, Hariss (2018) ¥, 72 74 TV POERDOT Y = v XTI
b o THBEIC R TWE e, —H, ZEOT Vv EBHEF > kY
Al Tdh, MEDAENHELED TR ECTILELRATRLIEARAD & W
774V IOREEREHLTCVE, 2Fh, BRDODT Vv AR ED
2R3 RFG T A EREEINS, X bIT, Levin, Harger, & Smith
(2017) 13, 2B R 2HCHE X OWEERE R Z 2B, HEHEIZ
ZOBREBMNT 2R TAEILETHY, KEBEoRBBDO XS5 AN
ReEFMT 2 3L AEEEZRTw 23, 72, (Ko b2 &
WEIE, AW REBoREE» S, RO BB ICEE T 2 BE2KFEE T
ZHHEMEDIBHML T (AL EH->TdHD , ALFEAhAVERET D),
INLORITMEERE T A, HE&EMWE T L I LCBERFEE L v o 2 X
TROFELZMz, MAPDOEROT Y 2 v ZoRER2HET 3 2
BT P Y EHEBOMELZREST 2 )2 TCHETHIL EEZDL

n 5,

BTH TEHEE2EDEHEORRE
EBLZZREFOT Y2 v XOoRMEHEORFCMA T, REDT ¥V =
VX T 2 RATHE Tk, B o B AT o HlE BRI X
230 THhY THREZEGEDZMEDIZTLATEBINL T AW (e.g.,
WH S, 20135 WH S, 2014 BFHH S, 2016), Z D7, EE=EPRN CH
EVBERTHEFEO N7 X4 o He T, AENHYE N AR % BE
TERHEES (HEHL, 2016), BHEOT YV v X0 EBIFEM (VAS)
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LR o REGECHMEICE O W AEREOTE L OB EM 2 R T 5 84 BIE
B onTws (HAESL, 20014), 2nbD XS, THEEL2ED -
MEIPARL TR L, BREOT Vv XOMEENAGENMHEE P
T2 T R2VYANARCIZTHHEREOLRNZ EOBRE T T 52 & 28T

LI OWVWTHBERRIER I N T WAV,

% 8 #i Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure @ & F 7] BE #£

il L 2B RER S DR EOoMICHEHTH 52 D& L T, Implicit
Relational Assessment Procedure (LA N, IRAP & 32 ) 2% x b 1L 5 , IRAP
tix, NHMoS@Ee@Micn L CiTEam#madiH %175 Relational
Frame Theory (L F, RFT & 4 % ; Hayes, Barnes-Holmes, & Roche, 2001)
CEOSWTHE I N PCRAMBETD 2, IRAP B EMNRM % M E F
% Implicit Association Test (AT, IAT & 3+ %) BEBEXRFL 20 %
Ml £ 3 % Relational Evaluation Procedure 20 & R4 L = @ T H b
(Barnes-Holmes, Barnes-Holmes, Power, Hayden, & Stewart, 2006), I 3 [
ODBEBRKIGEDRE ZHET L7720 ICERETHN T WD (Barnes-Holmes,
Barnes-Holmes, Stewart, & Boles, 2010a), IRAP 3 S &F B & » 3 TIC ¥
BLTw2HIBBERBCESWTIRIET S LrkdDoNd —BHATL,
IThicEHESIr AT RET IRk N2 A —HATHHAEI LT
w3 (KH- KT, 2012) 2L T, 2~3F&wv) EErf cBEFREICIEL
WRIERKRD b b (IEORISIEHERETHRE > T ), IRAP ® XK
Wi, MAO¥HELESE T2 AT~ IEIEF, F—
AT~ KIE LY BHEL 2 DE LI b DTH S (Golijani-Moghaddam,
Hart, & Dawson, 2013), IRAP TH W S R 2 MMz, 220D 7 X fil#,
2HEBEOZ -7y PRI (1EHICODZE 6 20Ml#), 220 KIGEREK
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(Bl 3w, wwz) THEHEERIN T3 (Figure3-1 2M1), &lfric s

W T, HmEBEIC22D XVl B 1 2P ERRI N, PCHME

B

R 2B O -y PRI S b1 ORI RINS, T 5T, PCIH
MOETEHETIR2ODRICERKZ2ZNLZLRTII N, ZMF T F —
LRI T, b oD RIGERKZERT S LI I5CkDON B,
Blz i, TRl v filge THY ] & v flkoBEGKIEDME %2 3l &
T8 G, 7l TR, 2 =7 v PRl TEY ), KIGERK

v, Twwz | 2F%ETscer1c& s, LT, —#%AT (2o
Bak, Tidwv] 2@ RT2 5B EMET2) A8 T(coEE R,
vz ] ZFBINST 2B IEMRE T Z) ~ORICER O %D IRAP O 1%
HELTHHBEINLS,

IRAP 3, k204 HwLNTEALBENEMNOEETH 2 1AT
YV bEABEEFERO FHICcHERATH IR RENT LS, il 213
Vahey, Nicholson, & Banes-Holmes (2015) (& 15 @ IRAP #ff % % X % 4
BrL 7z 48, IRAP 3 BEERE, FF 442 =Y, a4 viklE, %
RN EOMKBEBEER & OB r =45 THo2Z L ERLTW 3,
—H T, IATIE AL L oMM r =30, HYMHEHLOMEL r=227TH
%5 &R E N T % (Greenwald, Poehlman, Uhlmann, & Banaji, 2009) .
Zofth, RO BERBERIHEREI VD EREOTH O FMlICHE L T
Wb BRI NT WD, il Z1E, Dawson, Barnes-Holmes, Gresswell,
Hart, & Gore (2009) &, HWfEmMIc > w <, 7 XA fl#ic [Childl, %
— %7 v b #I#EC [ Sexual] , [ Arousing| , [Erotic| & & o HEE % v 7z
IRAP ZER L, WEicx 3 2 thILFEH 16 4L — KD R¥EAE 16 4 ic bl &
TR, MHFFIKCESVWTIRAP FHOoERRONZZEERLTCWVDE, —F
T, HMEBECCEHEHFORRCERN R I N L2 o7z, ¥ 72, Dovido,
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Kawakami, Johnson, & Howard (1997) <&, B A3 2 A Ao #=H{T
BicownwT, BHEBEI TR 2 2T 4avi2 2 r0EFETHZTH
Lzt zWMELTWE, — /T, HAERKERESETHZ TH L 22
2, TNLDIZ L, IRAPCIX>THIELEZERDOT YV zv XK
ik, HERE LV I RBEORBESL T 72 72 vy X078 % THl T 5 Z

CICHE L CWAREEREZ LN S,

%5 9ffi RFT & Relational Elaboration and Coherence Model

RET Tk, SERCHAmL oz Ao R o P& Ix, Hl#e
Mz ZEMCHEBoOT 280 cd s (BEMNICEM A 2B %R KIG :
Arbitrarily Applicable Relational Responding )& % 2 5 2T \» 3 (Ramnerd
& Torneke, 2008) . 2 & Y < F 7] Ag 72 B £R ROIG 13, A28 N4 o 9 i o+
RTVIPEEDOTEBEL CEE T I METH(RILLI T P)TH D,
F OV ARFBICKEL ST, EEMCHEINEZ LA EVEAIC
FwTd, HEHELEEBEHBCHEEKE ST S8 CTH 2 (Hughes &
Barnes-Holmes, 2016), Z#h b &, M AR AN E (Mutual entailment), #HE&
(%) #H 1 M @ (Conbinatorial entalment), il ¥ #& 8 © Z #2 ( Transformation
of stimulus functions) ® 3 DO HRICFEHB ST L3 MEHHNE & 1T,
H52O00HBA—-HEICEHBZOT O REES, WA b BB
rEPELZ 2T (Fl: AFXBIXYKEVWI LEEHTZ L, B
T A XYV /AN BEEERSEETNE), HEWHEAENT L X, 22
ORI HMEFBEMAG DT, 3OHOHEBEIEL B EIET (AIFB
XYV REL, BECXhWREwZ2EETLZ L, CTAXVD/HITW
EEBEREEND ), ST, FIMBEEO LI L X, B 5 FFE ORI
DA ERE (B R t) AAE LTV, ZoflEeBEBEoOT LN
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7o fth oo H Wi b f BB RE S ESL X B 2 & TH % (Hayes, Barnes-Holmes,
& Roche, 2001), ZEM I H TR 2 BAMRKRIG X, &0 % 558 &R &
b it ic X o CHJE T 5 (Hughes, De Houwer, & Barnes-Holmes,
2016 ) o IRAP 1 C o BIR K IG © M & # Wl E L T w3 & 3 n

(Barnes-Holmes et al., 2010a), ¥4, RFT ® Wf 3 & ¥ IRAP % il v T,
B x~ il o B R RIS o E % Ml E L (Hussey, Barnes-Holems, &
Barnes-Holems, 2015b), Z o4& CHfricow T, FHAHEIFT 2 2 L ik A
T\ % (Hughes & Barnes-Holmes, 2016),

IRAP TH I} & #1 %2 1§ sl 1%, Relational Elaboration and Coherence Model
(LT, RECModel & %) 256 @32 X T3 (Barnes-Holmes et al.,
2010a) . REC Model T3, ANM 23R 3B LIC I, Rrfdl il & & b ick
R fa] o B RE Y 72 BY 2 )X I& (Brief and immediate relational responses (LA
T, BIRR &3 2%) » 56, JRAEM CTHRBL S 72z KIE (Extended and
elaborated relational responses (MM F, EERR & 3 2) ~#% W &b s L¥E
ZbncTwsd (KH - KT, 2011) . BIRR i HEH# (automatic) , &
W) (implicit) 2B XIS 246 L, EERR (&, BHLEM (explicit) , il
X7 (controlled) BA%2 X )G % 58 3 (Hughes, Barnes-Holmes, & Vahey,
2012) ., Bl 2, AAiCoO R Y —F @Ik, BIRR & [ AHI T
DA —FFHALZLR] LI BEBRRKEEPFERINLSEZ 2D LAk, I
g & &b, BRA R CIRER 2 &+, EERR & [ A ¥ —F %4
ERXRTEFTIEOBARKIERFR I NS 2D LA IRAP © HE 1T,
RHEHMR2A2 0 (1 T oEERMBA2 ~38) , EEENKkD S
Nz (bo»LOEREMAPEDZEL WRIGCERKEERTZ) . %
LT, MADFHEBEICKEIDXZMEMICRIET 22 Erke o b —BEk
TEAZELTRIDT 2LELRD 2 A —BHRAITZIT I 2o, FHEME D BIRR

14



DEIETE DL EZ LN TS (Barnes-Holems et al., 2010a) . — /5 T,
B EOBWAEREIX EERR ZHE L TWw 23 &F x 54 TWw b (Hughes
& Barnes-Holmes, 2012), ¥ 72, IRAP ~O R ZF FWE % o< 2 & AW T
»hbHLHEIFETNTWDE (McKenna, Barnes-Holmes, Barnes-Holmes, &
Stewart, 2007) , Th 65D b, IRAPZH W3 Z T, E&MWE X
LERPERFEEL o2 XMERNOEELZ2NZ M AOEROT ¥V =2 v
BT 2BEBRKRIGCOMBEIZHUMET 2 LRAEETHDLEEZILND,
IRAP L EHEMMEFHMEL CI2B8BERICORXRITEEL > TWw 3,
Figurel-1 /R L7z X 9 ic, BMIEFEFTIZRBEPE VIZ L, BRSO KM E
CURAEME N T 5 IRAP I ERMIM E e K2 O FHET 2 REW 2B E
Ech 2 IAT oo BERICORITTEZHEL TWwdEIhnTwsi
(Hughes, Barnes-Holmes, & Vahey, 2012), Z# L T, IRAPHFHE D L & =
— G X I HEWT,IRAP L BHAERBRIE R 2RI 7 7 AR T2 HMEL T
W3 ZERBL RT3 (Golijani-Moghaddam et al., 2013), [ 7F 5 1=
CRWEREOBMBHICOVWTR BT IARDINLIE, —BLAEAAR
LbIFHETE LS OBEMTDH S (Hughes & Barnes-Holmes, 2012), A Bf
T, ZHEOT YV v X 3EKE O KR 2B RKIG2 6 IRAEN TR
BLENZBEBRRKIGICH» T TCHEREDLDSZ ZERBEI NG 2o, M
MTHESTIERDT V=V XDFHE IRAP THMET 2EREDT ¥V =

VEADOREBHBEIELS R 2B EI NS,
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Figure 1-1. Relationships between measurement tools and relational re-
sponse.
Note. Hughes, Barnes-Holmes, & Vahey (2012) ® X % 5] F1 . IAT = Implicit
Association Test, Direct Procedure = F i H & # & =X © & B #, Relational

Complexity = B & X J& @ #H # 7, Derivation = B % X & © Ik 4
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B 10fi IRAPIC X > T ACTOEROHME L 2ETHE

INF TIRAPIC X o TACTICBET 2 ZHOME»RK A SN 72 %
B OPHFEET I, KBTI, 200 0%fTHAEZMELL, IRAP % [
WwWhZEoRHAECLHIEREL BT 5,

T, (KB B O M T %R A2 IRAP D HF%E & L T, Hooper, Villatte,
Neofotistou, & Mchugh (2010) 2% %, Z O % TlE K¥ 4 50 4 BB #
e~ A v F 7032 AFICIRY 2T ok, Pre 8B W T, (Ko
[0 3 IRAP & Acceptance and Action Questionnire-II (LA F, AAQ-II & ¥
2) BMEINEZ, RESMEOAMBEE2F R I 3 720 (C
International Affective Picture System DSE MR E R % L& 72, 2 0k, EF
MEIE iz, BFEMHE B2 REINIZNAEZITY, 4V F 703 ZAHIC
F, FEEA oM REEH N ARITTbObNTZ, £ LT, PostiZH W
THUKE O # IRAP & AAQ-IIZME I N/, ZDOHE, ~4 v F 7
VA AHOERBoOME IRAP HRAPAEREICHEBLAEZI LR INEZ, K
i AAQ-II K 3B/ RoZfLr Aok, TOULDORDL L,
AAQ-II D X 5 R EHMHM X v 3 IRAP 2K o [b 8 o 2 % #l & + 2 5 1=
L CHHTH 2R ERE I N,

XK IT, Drake, Timko, & Luoma (2016) ¥, K% o KBk o [o] i % #ll & &
%2 IRAP ZAE L, Zof5HEEE Z Y M2 ML 2., B O EE IRAP
FHEEERLZHEB L L T, Hooperetal. (2010) 25F AL L 7= A Bk @ [n] it
IRAP D fEF X, IRAP D& GtM (420l fToff Ao FHME) 2H T
BYH, IRAPO & RIT (HH) oMl A REAHTH L2 Z e B3E T bh
2o 3% DOR¥FENRSML, KB O M B IRAP O Z Y% M+ 2 720
7L AKF—AT 4 v 7227 (GRMMAQITEIEE CH O, %k
LM AECIEEHERMAPK L), AAQ-II (B HAAEmWIE EHKRED
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[o] 36 2% & ), Drexel Defusion Scale (Forman et al., 2012 ; 3 5 28 & W (%
W7 a—YavolRErEGEw) tolErmF IRz L2L AR5,
KRB o Bl IRAP 3 7V R F =7 4 v 27 % X2, AAQ-II, Drexel De-
fusion Scale & O ICHF W CTIRHRMBE Y OMHBE FI R I N 272 (Z OWE
TX, ABR @ B IRAP & AAQ-II I EDoMHBE BRI N B LIRE XN T W
) MEDORLEL LTI, 3 —AF 7Ly 3 —FELAMRAEG~ D F
WRR 2 Y, BAa27HEEL IRAP OB#E 2B T2 0 EERBND
Nie £7, NAICE>TIRAP O RBLEAT 25 L 5120w ThH
Mt 2175 B EBER B DS N,

B ol ICBlE L 72 IRAP O Wf9t & L T, &% IC Levin, Haeger, &
Smith (2017) oMK %2 T 5, oK T, KBEoHEDO KWL S
m7e e R MEI NS EHFM (Emotion Judgement) I fE R 234 T H
N, BHFMEIZ, FRAEACOEBFICHL TRy, Bweifilizird
TEThY, BuEFRESL, B2 Me 2o L7 3 HETH%
ARIFEZHDTH S, IRAP AL ZHE L LT, AAQ-II & ¥ D
B omBEOEMMTIE, EROHHLHFAET 2720, Ko RE G &
DEIARFE T meRICLoTHERIINTWY S D2 aEMIC T2
TwZaWwewSMEIET LN, £, BEAERE AR OMEE DR
e, SMEIPALEZRBRLTCwZLE LTHFEEKLSBE ST 3 BT
BHE TN (Levin et al, 2017), T 6D & » b, [ R —Hw ],
(Vv 72 2—Rw] ZEoX7THHFEZ M, EEHFFEM IRAP & KE o
S RAL L OBELARFT Sz, 20T R¥EE 774 HB S0
L, EFBEICKER, HHHFM IRAP, AAQ-II, Five Facet Mindfulness
Questionnaire-Non Judgement(Baer, Smith , Hopkins, Krietemever, & Toney,
2006 ; LM, FFMQ-NJ & 3 %), Public Speaking Task, A & — F IZ B4 3
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2EMME~omZERnfTbhiz, ZoWRoBMIX, 1HHFFM IRAP % {F
B L, AAQ-II ¥ FFMQ-NJ & oM ic s wTINHRWZ Y% Mat 3 25
&, Public Speaking Task I X 3 2 EE o T8 (R v —F kM), LK,
A —FICNFT IV 40 vy (FiHEE) LIEHFM IRAP © BH#
rMRA T2 ThHho, MMEDOHE, A L—HFEw] & w5 IRAP HH
BEH (BEA2EVIEEHEHTM NS 7 228 EH W) & AAQ-II, FFMQ-NIJ
DOMBEEIEI r =29, r =31 THYH, WHNZHEERLRINLEL, LaL
b, RO —HEw] &vw) IRAPHEH S A (B8 288 »Iig & 8 3F M
NA T ABE ) L AAQ-II, FFMQ-NJ o fHBEI 1k, IkKitic KL, & o
BManrahnz (Hic, r= —.30, r= —.31,),

— T, A —=FFOoLPBDOHEMICO W TIX,IRAP DfF i IC X » T,
A —FKEOMDL T4 ) VY I FR0KI L OHEERR D L DBR
A, 2T, [fL—HFEw] w5 IRAP HHOB/ A2 & W #H 1T,
LHHE2EMNT 2R —-FHEE Y4 )V VY I3 ABBASLE.2F D,
(g -] LI ANAT2APBELELABAELS RZICOoLT, &
E—FREBZEAPL, Av—FiexFrainmEErmASLEL, —F5F T,
[RZ—Fw] & w5 IRAP HHOfF R MKW E X, LHEAEML -
BAIcEWwTY, Av—FKHEeLrv 1V v xR0 PIEIREOAT VL
WORER BRI IN, 2O DK RS 5, Levin et al. (2017) 1 EFE
BT, [AL—HFw] v flEEFRONE KB O R EICBEHEL, H
Mk o Kt (EERR) X Y &, IRAP I X o TH#ll & ¥ h 72 BIRR @ J5 251k
BoEEOTHICE  CHEAKEH ZRAZL T 2AREREXL LKL,

RIC, ACTDODaT77utAD1D2ThHisH7a—Yay (HooRBRE
PO EELS) OBREL IRAPIC X o THIE L 28 % & L T, Kishita,
Muto, Ohtsuki, & Barnes-Holmes (2014) 2% %, EBRS & IR AL
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AR H 2 KEETCHY, M7a—YavBE R2LEHEHBE 128100
b7z, ME X Pre & Post B WT,5 Mo Ry —F#HE, X% IRAP
(fFl: Z_AFITAL, TRL], 2=7 v FPRHETER, 250wkl ],
(v, Beprhl]) CBlELEZ, B7a—-Yavificilk, 7—-FD v
—F AV T2y st I T -V a v ERREIEBENARIT O,
Al IETHARCEST 2 FE2s50MamEdh, ZOoOME, H7a—va
VO AR L IRAP © — AT & A — B AT © KIS FE 23 Pre 2> b Post I
BT L e REI Nz, ~ T, HAEIHOAL IRAP © — BRK
TORIGEHERICEELDIRARbR A2 o2, 26D ED S, IRAP 22
Z7a2a—YavoiEEt L EHTEINEESARENEZ, SHOEEL
LCTid, BMMEZE&D725 2T IRAP O FHME %2 BT 3 2 &4 FME 28R
b,

B % 12, Hussey & Barnes-Holmes (2012) O#fFic> w3, &
DFFE L, EHEMWIC ACTDEH % IRAP IC X > THlIEL CTh w2, IS
SMEE &2 MET 5 S5 O IRAP & AAQ-IT (L FEM R E) & o B# %
HLTws, EBsmE R, FWNS> oEmE 1SH LW >EHEH 154
BEBICSML 72, Pre i T, AAQ-II, #l 5 o IRAP, X7 @ FEE »
WEZ N, 2ok, BLIoX[AnFErirTbitik, L T, PostiCk W
T, AAQ-II, #1592 IRAP, [ O BEXME Nz, Z OfE, FEM
S0 F IR, [AAFEEETo-L L THH S > IRAP O e £ it

Rohedprofo =TS 2ERF I, A»

®

H AT 5 &, 5 > IRAP
DANT47HEHICEHETI2/BEAPEE> R, 2O 6, W5 S5M
MEOELIORDOMRICEHT 24247 4 78 O BKK 7 B 7 KIS
(BIRR) % IRAP FMIECTE 35 2 L B » & %o T,

TN ORITHAEE L 5L, 3 Hooperetal. (2010) < Kishita et
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al. (2014) 13, EBBE KB HED 2 HFZETH Y, Hooperetal. (2010)
Tk, EBHC~A v P 7 20 A, HHHEICEZIH, Kishita et al.
(2014) TlE, EBBECH 72 —Ya vz sz 3 F+ 4 X, HEIRCKLF
FTHEDLZLVINARITDONA, Z LT, EBWHEICE W T, IRAP O 1§ H 28
MR FEERKBRT 5085 »ICKo>T, IRAP 22 ACT D 71 & A ZH %
HET 2 eHHETDI PRI INL, ZDOX)BERST XL L
% Fl \» T, Hooper et al.(2010) % Kishita et al. (2014) %, IRAP 7% §f
ERE XD D ACT ME o Z K 2 ME T 2HHE L L CH#EL CTw 2 ARkt
L7z,

¥ 72, Levinetal. (2017) € X > TmRENLTWwW3B X 5IC, IRAP i A v
—FHm A S LCHENAMAS ZRA T cCoTH2EMMKEY & FHlCX
A HEEN R E N T w3, X 5IC, Hussey & Barnes-Holmes (2012) O
MR EEE 225 L, IRAP IC X o THIE X 1 5 K[ o B KE 19 72 B8 1R &S
(BIRR) &, BMMCcHllE T h 2 Kt s n22BFEKE (EERR) XV
b, NEHFOEBOTHCLAR, WH>o0R 0% FHlF2 e cELTL
LA HEHEREZ LN D,

W oEE e LT, Drake et al. (2016) FHEMST & T w %178 {5
BoEnr»rica—A F 7Ly ¥y —FECARZBER~OFEHFERL v ok
fTENIERE & IRAP OB E 2 Mt ¥ 2 0 B A2HEF w3, £, ACT it
ADHERW 28 R % IRAP R FHITE 30520, HHEEKEZED =5

Z CIRAPOHEHMEZ BT+ 2 LB MW 20X 5 7 (Kishita et al., 2014),

£ &
FB1EONAEO —HIE, FMHE KR 2PE (-5, 2018;

+
h

HEEF, 2019) KB TAKRINLTW S,
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F2HE

HROMEORELANEOEW

FI1H KEKRKOWHEOREME
Bl1ELL, 727272 VRADODNAZTEAEMICHEEI T2 201213, &
KOT V2V ZONL—ABFFWI LoEEELRHLL2ER>7-, T 77,

LT 208t kofoBRELE L TET LML,

1) BERBEBLIZEROT7T V2V AR ERTBECRRA®D B

VAS PEMMM E wo ZBHARECE, taWEFT L IPEKRFEEL W
ol XMOWEEL I TL, 20D, BREOTYVzvXILHT HEKRK
JO X, R o BV /Y 2 BA MR OGS & IRAER TR UL 2 2 B fR R G T i,
WEPRLZAREMERIFET S, LoD &hb, KWFFJ TIE IRAP
AT, Lok ) aXMERNOEEA2NZ, MARDOEFOT Y

=V X OERH O MKW ZBERKICZHEST 2HEEOFERZAA S,

) THEBEOFADFAREBAEROT V2V AOEERELEL AL
EEOT Vv ZOWMEREI B I, MTRPED LN TE L,
EHofT#EE e oBE*RALAMRERIFEL A, TDk®, EE
ENICBT2THEED XL 2T, ZADT Y =¥ X IRAP
BRLLEROT V2 Vv X OHEREIGEBROEESLT 77 X2 v 20T
HiEEE DI SICHEHELTVWEZ2O2Z2HL2ICTI2LELRLD S, FFiC
EROT YV zv ZOUMELTTCEAL, AIENHBECT 772V 20D
NABICBT LT 772y 208 EOLE{LE TN T 2EEKEOT ¥
Vv XAOBEEEAMBICT AL RERTHY, BANWERD KE v,
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B2 AWMREOEN

Fido@Eicx L, KX TCEUTOHWTMHEZ T T2 3%,

) ZEREDOT7T Vv X2 ET3IRAPOER B L UVEESL L Z Y2 K
RS

EBI3IFBEILBWT, BRADODT V2V X 2HET 35725HD IRAP (LT, &

3

¥

YOT7 Y=V X IRAP L9 2) ZfEKL, ZofFHELZY OB %

T, FFIC IRAP Z WA E S 0T clik, Ao mEEORE L D

-\

BlE 2B T2 22, MNARCKXZIRAPOELEZRFT T2 008% <,
BEMZ I T 2 IRAP O Z Y HMAEGEELZ T+ BT L 2%
23 72 v (Golijani-Moghaddam et al., 2013), % & TARW I TITH 3 ¥ i
BT, ERADT Y v X IRAP 2fF L, Z o %YL HikaiEENE

ZEMIcHRE Stz HMNE T 5,

2)) BEROT V2V EIRAPOITHER N TS FH A CODWTHERE
BT 3

B4, 5FEDEEMKEIT Figure 2-1 0 5V TH 3, F4EITHE W,
BERDT V2V X IRAP BT 7 72V ANAIRK DT 772 v 24T
HoZlz T T 3B TEEIPICO>NTRIZT S, BAEBICIT,
T2 TRAYAOTEEMEELT, a—AFTLy Sy —HELEHW S,
-V F7VLy b —HERIT 7272V AN ANOMBEUE T %7815
LTS HwLRT WS (e.g., Hayes et al., 1999; & 5, 2002),
a— A F7 Ly —HER, KEoORETZETT 772y X0TEITE
Echbv, AMEcRHKCFEMFIZ L TCELZRKREZT 7 & 7 %
VADOIMTEIERE L TCHY 2, BHL (2014) &, EROT Vv X%k
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HEICEB L THBL 2 &T, T2 7T XV ARL0EMICKIET S L
FRLTWwd, 20720, KFETEERDOT Y = v X IRAP O 5 55
TwHEIEX, XV 7 272272y 200 AXREREL, 2—2AF 7Ly ¥ —H
oM ARBZEML ST we v FHHzLTk,

¥ 7z, Kishitaetal. (2014) &, HR#E 2 & 7% 5 2 T IRAP O M %
Ema T2 EEEEBRRTVWE, TR, BERFOT YV v X oHMK
RETH?2 CAQ-b L ERDT V=2V X IRAPDE L LW, T 27 7RV
ANANICEKEZT 7272 v 280 ZE2 T T 221200 THhBRE %
79

BSETE, a2 -2 F7Lyd—DUHOTHEREC>TH, £ZRD
7Y 2 X IRAP B FHl T 23R TCE2r2Rmid+2, BEARDT
Yz v X IRAP DS HWRREZHRN T 220, REELACBVWTIIHDS
NZMEBTHO 12 LT, A —FHHPobBETENCES Y T3,
Bk, iMMeREEEZH T, EFBRESMEL ALY —FhIiclRE
DHoOffEEEHRCELZRRE (TA4Aa3v&2LbV) 37772 AD1T
BiEfE L 3 2, Drakeetal. (2015) &, hFomHEECT 7 7 %2 v 2D
fT#fEfme LT, a— A F 7Ly d—@FEofthic, FHRABBKR~DFH
Wil % % T w3, £7, Arch & Craske (2006) €T d, =4 v F
TR ANADOITEIERE LT, AMRaEKEzRI B TERLEAY
EHVWTWw3, A —FHERFOHOMNLEZ A6, A —F %3 3

CtEATRTHBI LB EEIND, THDOD I DL, RAE - FRER

Y

B3+ 274avxs okl (T8EE) 3727272 v 20178
B LTZYTHDL LLEFEZLN D,

Fa4, 5BV T, EHESMHFREARMIC ACT T T 2 M2 2w
HrWNRL Lz, 200, 7772 VyATE8EIT 7272 AN A
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KXo THEBTZEHRELAEL, 2V, Pre RE TR T 7% 7% v 2AfT
AL v RELE, Bk thrb, ZRADOT V=V X
IRAP ° CAQ-b & 7 7 72 v 2fTEioE% K 2 icid, MiEMED Pre
DIEE, T7 272V ZR{TEHOD Pre 2» 5 Post i 2 7224 & o Bl & % k&

HY s,
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: CAQ-b I
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IR My 0 ~ 3 =

ERODT T v XIRAP 45

FHITZDH

TK}7 S o g 5T

p—1 O _——_—_——e—,—_ee—_—_ee—_—_e—_—ee—_—ee—_—ee—_—e—_—e—_——_-—-e-—-eee.e-——-—-—m—-—me—— ~\
TR 78 we \
aA—L K7Lyt — T TRSR TROTV 58 fie |

SRRE BEKDTRARBEABRIZCWL | B
(Post/Pre) z |
A E—Fi5Mm ERE~AODT7AART7 D | # |
BEERAAME N < L (Post/Pre) |
TRDTV /4 5H |
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~ -

Figure 2-1. The big picture of chapter 4 and 5.
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HI3H AMEOERKNER
MR O N ZBARKICOXRTTICE T I2EKDT YV = v X2 ET
ELHEEPHAEIND LT, SROEBFOT V2V X LHEHT IR D

WEI RS2 eATEILERZLONDS, BAEMICIE, YHEEELZ KL

|

i, TOVMBMNCEROT V2 v X 2O INABFEL2EREEZE CHRE
T2 ENTEL, T/, IRAPIEM 40 SEMEFREMACHMETE % 72
W, BEROT V2V ERHFETHILL WEODREPL, ERDODT Vv XN
HEFE, BRINWS T VEREORBIWorICT 20 TE S, A%
DHMAERK N BZ ZLE, ACTCHETAME2REI &, BEDED

mRICKELSHFEG T2 icoars e MEIN D,

B A AR ORK

RWFZE O 2k O WK 1 Figure 22 KR 3T HBY Th s, b, KXo

)

NWEZRE T 201, BREHR?E TAZHRE T 2K BT 2wl

e
BEERES| OKFE (HKAFLS:2017-226;2018-108) ZH T w3,
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B1E FTROT7TYVzvAicHETIsWEESR

¥

E 2B REOWMEORBELAMEOEW

3E ZEADT Y x v X Implicit Relational Assessment Pro-

L3

cedure (IRAP) DR B X UEHE L Z Yok (HFE 1)

¥ ¥

F4E EREOT V=V X BHE BEROTYVzvH

IRAPDT 7272V XT8N D IRAPDT 2727 XY AfTH
FTHHhoBFT —=a2—21F T OFH T oORFN—HREEE
y¥ —BREErHAVCT— (W% 2) BxAWwT— (W% 3)

) 2 ) 2

Figure 2-2. Overview of the present study.
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¥ 3=
ERDT Y = v X Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure (IRAP) @

ERBBLUCEEE L ZLAEORET (FTE1)

H

BIECTWE, ERDT7 Vv X2 MET L7290 IRAP (LY, ZH D
7YV XIRAP £ T 2) KT %, 2L T, ERDT Y = v X IRAP
DMK ZYE, THRZYE, FREFHEHEIRFT 2T, B 1R
BT ~72 K5I, IRAP L HREIMAMEL TV I2HREITEL> T3
B MEINDG, TOY, BEEDOT Y v X IRAP O 5l 1) 2 4 4
DBEFIC>2>VwWTlR, ZROT Yz v XoHMMAE ©H 25 Change
Agenda Questionnaire-b (I§ &, 2018), Ko R O HERMMARE TH %
Acceptance and Action Questionnaire-IT (If &, 2013), FE¥E A L o & B #K
R E < ® % State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait ({&E /K + 5%, 1981) & @
M 2K L, B EoMBELrALNE L 2ERT I, RiT, BHEOD
7Yz VX IRAPD PRI Z Y EIC > W Tid, TN ETACTZ%EHL T
72 ACTOHEMFEL ACTE IV X ME, ACTZE2HMbAWVKE.AD
2BV T, BROT YV v X IRAP OB HICEVAEALNLSE 2 L)
PICOWVWTHETT 2, Kt LT, ACT2L2AIbAVWHOHLPER
DTV xv X IRAP D m @ b (BEFEOT7 Yz v XREmn) &L
o MBICERDT Yz X IRAP OFBRAERFHEMEIC O W T b B %217

-

2o

B1fli EADOT Y x v X IRAP O ERR
ACT © B #E FF (Eifert & Forsyth, 2005 = H A& - X #E R 2012, Hayes &
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Smith, 2005 K - FH B - 4 )i - BEFF R 2010 ; Bach & Moran, 2008 & i -
M - )l - BEEFER 2009 5 Hayes, Strosahl, & Wilson, 2012 B - 7 [ -
FIR 2014) o2, EROT7T Vv Aty siddzikcs L, &
BOT7Vzv oAl LT aREbsr Rz L33 L ]

FEHB LA E A, 2hieET 24—y rHl#%E 6% 0HEMEK (ACT
DREBERBEADH Y, ACT 2HMITHEE2ITT> TV 3EAKLELI K &

ACT ZHMICIRZfToCwdBELRBEBOXEIH) CLosTEEL =,
Zozkickh, BERDOT YV 2V X IRAP ONRMZ Y2 E0 -, &
b, HAGBHEREE (K% - LK - LF, 2008) Offix FE L /44
B, 2=y rHlEe LT, TR %], [MET2], [Eicks] »#E
EEx Nk, T, HIMEHONZ vVAEZLLZEZDIL, EROT YV =2 v X
DHEHHERKMNIC BiaKiHEb2Z T AN L] L WwIT 2T 2R
DI7_filEe, TELORZ ], [ 2], [HLIARZ] v x—7F
y PIBOEHDHELZ, FBRoEBLE T 7 €7 % v 2130 HE
TE2fEThHh L EINDB L DS (Blackledge, & Hayes, 2001), 7 7 %
TRV ADRTEATOEERE Y (Fofi) 2 RERDOT V= v X

D KW o B 1 7 BRI JS AR C & 2 BT 5.

Ho2fi BEAROT Vv X IRAPOEEHME L Z YKo

e £ 3IE

EEBBME T 131 4 (BW 404, LM 91 4, FHHEERH=21.93 %,
SD=3.19) Thotl, EMBMEDOLESEIX, K¥OBEMLT RICH
HECCEBRBNEOR U2 T A{To%k, 20M, K¥OMANLCERS
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MEHEED KX X —Z2FBEL =,

i B2 B B R

AR ETEMBERY: A2 R eI 2MECHTI2HHEEERZL 2
DEREHRT, EBANBTOHRYW, BohkT — X FHIWICUE I NS
Tl ZMEAEETHLZ L, WMBLAEAT - X2EWMEDOHB O AT
Il zWrRL, EBRZNoRAEE2Zz2H CEMs L (OKRAHF

5 :2017-226),

B E 18 B

1) IRAPCENZ o0 ERE

IRAPORERFHL W Db, BADT YV x v X IRAP & E i 3 2 i
i, IRAPFEHKICELTDH 55 2L ZHMIC IRAP KN 2 72 0 O ff
HHEE~ORZE%2 KD 7Z IRAPCEL 200 EHRERIUL T4 250
KT anz, —FY 740 75 T (FxrfE THhRTed 3|,
2=y PRI TEX, BRIE, 20, LI E, BLIE, 0tk
T, =2 T4 THT (TR BBTRTHZ], =7 v Pl
PO L A, MERIE, HL AT, A, BEEX, Barix] ), K~k
— R T4 T7HT (T IARTH 2], 27y PRIETE R,
HAHIE, S0, L3, BLXEF, ok i] ), fk—3 47
4 7RIT (F_VHE TARRTcH 2], =7y PRI TELAEZE, W
ik, wLAR, Uaxix, BEE, A riEl ) o KIGERKEI 2w
ETwvwwz ] PHwWSL R,

ME7 2 —XF24H 70 KT (B 7wy 7r) & 24FFTOLR—

BT (A= T7wevy7r) Zley Pl T, mK2%y P2

ri:[
(—.,
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oo ME 7 2 — X ORI RKICHERF O FR{E%Z 2,000ms LT & L,
ERIGEIZ 8O%U LR o, EFRSZMEILPHE 7 = — X OH—*%
y PN KT oy /7B XU0A—HTr Yy Z200nTNICE W TDERKE
WEi-LZRKRET, AFE 72— X ~BHLE, AHE7=2—-—X132 kv

FTH o T,

2) BERDT YV =V X IRAP

ERDOT V2V X IRAP IZU T D4 >0 RTH- LMK &N~ (Figure
3-1) c BEROT V2 v X —FI T4 7T (VK THixKFES %
B ZHeF 2L, 2=y PHWBIRBS 2, BIckhd, Bikss]),
BROT V2V X—2 A7 478 T (X0 Hl# THASRED 2% <%
ST, 2=y il EELS 3, ¥F¥<Ahd, HLLR3]),
T2 272 A=FY T4 7R T (TR THAEALKFEDZXT AN
e, 2=y b TR A2, Bickhd, Rr+s]), 77%
TRVA=FHNT 4 7HAT(I_XVHHIHEL[FELEZ2ZT A0S L],
=y Pl [EI x5, ¥ A2, LR35 ), RIGERKIIZ
fTEw] &t Twvwwz ] THY, PCHBEODOAHFLEETICT v XALICHRRX
N7, IRAPRRAZ2EVWEY, MAOERDOT Vv X ICHT 2 HEHMO
BV R B RIC B B W 2 & 2R, IRAPRBABZEVWIZ Y, 77 & 7 X
VAT 2 R o BN R BIMR RS A 2 L &R T,

HE 72— —HAT (=% 7wy 27 28 R97) A —FAT (F
—HTuy 24 fT)E 1y PELT, BKA4Ey FPEBEVEL 2,
E 7 2 — X DEREME I ICHER O F i % 3,000ms AT &L, 1IEX
JGE L B0%U L kv o, EBMSMEIPME 7 = —XDOF—% v b
WO —H 78y 728X0LF—H7080y 700 hics v b iEREHER
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Wiz L72RHET, KE7xz—X~BiTLk, KFEZ7x—-—RXFT3 €y b T
Holeo KEFEZ7z—XILHBTH, PREGER D 3,000ms 2 2 IFEKIG
K BO%EEH L THEST 22X ICHRL L, FRKIIGCHER O 3,000ms &
WOEI P EROEEEZ D LICED 2, IRAP ICEN 3 720 o B H FfE
EERDT Y 2 v X IRAP ¥ Microsoft Visual Basic 6.0 TIER & 1 7=

IRAP#EZH W2 (KT 5, 2012),

33



EEDT YV = X—FKY 7 4 7R AT

BREDODT Y x v X—3H T 4 7RAT
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Figure 3-1. Example of the change agenda IRAP trial-types.

Note. % — %7 v b Hl#ic 2w T,
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KMo RKH 2 -7, Ao RH LA
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2) Change Agenda Questionnaire-believability (CAQ-b; I§ - EH - § 1 -
BEBF, 2018)

CAQ-b 3 ZERDODT7T Vv X~DlfffgEzllESTIRETCH L, 7THH
THiE (1=%-o72K 228 bAhwv, 7T=Tbzxr285) THEESHL
TWw3, BRZPEWVWIRY, HENRERDOT V=2V X ~OMHEE» &V
TEeERT, KIFRICHEWWT, CAQ-b AR DT ¥ = v £ IRAP @ F jl
WL HEomFToLdicHwLONLE, 72, BREGEHMEOMITICE L
T, EEHsmEoREBEoREN. (1 RHHEHOHEL 20 HHE<TIKER
KELEMNLL TR WD) ZHRT 27201 CAQ-bAH v b N 72,CAQ-b
DIEHHAFE L TR, TEESPE2Favie—aArTcEhdhidhsd v,
[EHaravibe—aArTcEnE, IVRVWVAER ENRS | 2&FT LTV
2, CAQbiIEmVHBREARFGHEELA R I TE Y (ICC (2,1) =.82, 95%CI
[0.79 to 0.85], LA T o RE L oB#E »A/R XL TWw b (Acceptance and
Action Questionnaire-II (#=.18), Thought Control Questionnaire ® [ & IE

5 L J(r=.23), Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (»=.16; lE &, 2018),

3) HAZEM Acceptance and Action Questionnaire-II (AAQ-II; IE - #f
R I - BBE, 2013)

AAQ-II oo RBE*METIRNETCH L2, THHT7HIE (1
=F o Z5TlHAEwn, T=HICZX5ThHs) THEINLTE, &
H2AFWIEREY, KBEoRBAE VW 2T, AFFEICEH W T, AAQ-II
TERKDT Y =V X IRAP DR Z YoMt ic Hwo ik,
AAQ-TI DIHHABI & LTk, THHOW LRI EIZ, A2 KFiTL
TWwaEE2 XL zWEICT L], LT 2L ERDOE 0T
EmB ] BPEINT VS, AAQ-II T EH VHHEBEAERRINLTEHY
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( Cronbach’s alpha=0.88), L TN o R E & o #2853 & 1L TWw 3
(Rumination-Reflection Questionnaire (r = .60) , Penn State Worry
Questionnaire (r=.64) , Behavioral Activation for Depression Scale (r =

=52 B 5, 2013)

4) State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait(STAI-T; F K + 4%, 1981)
STAL FIREALRLFHUEALZNMEST Z2RETDH 5, KT CTIEFEAR
L2 WEST S STAILTOA Z MW7 20 HE 4K (1 =138 AR,
4 =13t AEn2d) THEIN TS, BAEAIEVIZY, BHEARARD
BMWwWZltERT, AMRICH VT, STAILT 3ERDT ¥ = ¥ X IRAP ©
FHWZY oG oD ICH W LN, STAL-T E & W 58 & F 32
rENTEHEY (r=.80), UTORELOBHERRIN TS (Taylor
Manifest Anxiety Scale (r=.59) , Cattel Anxiety Scale (r=.57; i& /K,

Lo 1981)

5)Acceptance and Commitment Therapy KB+ 2 M B L E T EK
ZMED ACT BT 2HMBELFEEHER, ACT o 7 v X FEZIAA
23Oo0HHBEMBE LA, HH1 X, ACTCHET 2MBoBRE 2 ME T
2 0THH, EMIEHEIE [ Acceptance and Commitment Therapy C B &
ZAEHIE, CoBRERAVEIITL] THY, BEERBEEI (1=%-7%
7w, 10=2THH2) Thotl, HH2IF, ACTO¥YHERHEZARN
2b0THY, EMIEHIX [ Acceptance and Commitment Therapy I D \»
TEMF*PEELCwE T2 Thh, ¥YHEHoxLbdE ko, HH
31, ACT oFEEREZ2ANZIboTHY, BRIEHHIE [ Acceptance and
Commitment Therapy Z il £ [H], EE L TWwE T2 THYH, ACTD & 7
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X MEBDORLDE KD 2,

F fc

EWHFH % O N % Figure 3-2 KR L7, EBx 20 » oMM h,
FTRCEMIcERmINZ, EBRIRBHE 2REHO MMM 1IEB TS -
oo KB 1R H X ACT B3 2 M 5% & 48, CAQ-b, AAQ-II, STAI-T,
IRAP CENZ -0 0 BHE, ZHDOT Y =2 v X IRAP ~DO I ZE B KD
bz, EFH2EBHRBEARADT YV =V X IRAP O B ERE L 2 i+
2720 ICHE ST, CAQ-b, AAQ-II, BAXK DT ¥ = v X IRAP ~® [0 %
BkwoNnz, EBRIBBICEWT, ERDOT Y =z v X IRAP D& K
A ZLZHEICI> T, BRDOT Y =2 v X IRAP DR BI 2 Y%L ¥
Mz homidsitbhriz, £/, 2HoEBKRCSML, 20HE HE
Ko7V zv X IRAP OFERKEELRHAZLAEELTHT, EFDOT V=
VA IRAP O B EFSEHME LSRG SN/, IRAP ICHE N 2 72 0 o #F @
K2OW T, IRAPIKIENZ Ct2#HME L, MERATECE Ao H
b, BEHEDT7 Y 2V X IRAP ~OHE~H#EATL, Ik, KFEDFHD
ZUEBS IO TFTHNZYMoF Yy T ricid, H42=, 20 Pre F il
DFVITNSIEHEBEHEL TS, £, FA4E, HE20HFEHHFEO v

TAL208 2 BREGEEOY v IV ICED TR EIT o 2,
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Participants (N=131)

'

First time Knowledge of ACT, CAQ-b, AAQ-II, STAI-T, Preparation IRAP, CA-IRAP

)

CA-IRAP first achiever (N = 83)

v

Convergent validity analysis

A 4

ACT learner (N=19) and Non-ACT learner (N = 34)

v

Predictive validity analysis

Y

Participants who returned to participate in the second experiment (N = 50)

v

Second time CAQ-b, AAQ-II, CA-IRAP,

CA-IRAP second achiever (N = 48)

v

Three Participants were excluded by CAQ-b score (V= 45)

v

Test-retest reliability analysis

ACT learner (N=11) and Non-ACT learner (N=17)

.

Test-retest reliability sub-analysis

Figure 3-2. Experimental design.
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g3 B 7 &

FUEBEFEOPIMEEEREFEAEZHEB L &, IRAP O F 5L D score
% B H L 7z (Hussey, 2015a) ., D score D E i ik 1d, K&E 7 = — X D IRAP
DA —HATOFHRIEHER?2 S ~BATOo VP RIEERELREL, K
#F7oy 7 0oRIGCER ODIFEEREZTRLZZMETH - 7%,

BHRDT V=X IRAP ORI Z Y zmat 201, ZROT
Y x v X IRAP & CAQ-b, AAQ-II, STAI-T o #E # K&+ 5., MW &
BFEe7 Yy voREMHBEGBEEREL T 5,

BHDT YV =V X IRAP O VP Z B HEDRET 217 9 29 i, ACT %
BEHEE ACTHE¥EFEHEDOEARDT ¥ = v £ IRAP @ D score # L ¥ %,
fEFT HE T 2w T, R ZM%E ACT ¥ EHHZE L ACTIHE¥YEE, EEK
FERDOT Y 2V X IRAPD R {T D Dscore L7721 HKDEE R

S EAT ), MR AR & LT, CAQ-b & AAQ-II IT > W T ¥, fi7

N

ZR % ACTPHEE L ACTIYEH, IEBAEKZ CAQ-b, AAQ-II & L 7
1 EH D8I %49,

BHEDT V=X IRAP OBFBREGEEICODWTIE, 2KACET 3
BEHOT Y = v X IRAP O F 1T D D score I B F 2k N HMH B %K
(Interclass correlation coefficients; ICC (2,1) #HH 3+ 2%, 7, AR
D7 Y xzv X IRAP OFBEGEHME DWW, *BFRHOBELRD 2 » &
S MR T 272D, ACT #HH L ACT ¥ HEH LT T, ZHOD
7Y xzv X IRAP O R EGFGEEZMHMENICKRE T2, ICC D HRER
FEPE o F#E13,0.40-0.59 A fair, 0.60-0.74 2% good, 0.75 LA E 2% excellent

& L7z (Cicchetti, 1994) .
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1% 3t
ERDT Y 2 X IRAP ORI ZYHiconwT, BREDODT YV v X

IRAP @ % 1T % 4 7 ® D score 13, CAQ-b, AAQ-II, STAI-T & 5§ \» IE D
HMBEZRT e TRLE (r=30), KHAOHFMIUTOEY TH %,

1. CAQ-b BERDODT7T Vv A~ EEzHET2HEAERETD 3,
CAQ-b L ERDT Y =2V X IRAP IR LEROT ¥V = v X I T 2% B1{%
RIGxEHEL TS 2, MFFEOHBEBERIICAIIZI EEZDOLNDE, L
LR, BHARKREL IRAP ZHMETIRICZ A2 RLE 2720, H
BRICONFICERELD LI EEZOLNS (FERBLE EDICEAOHNE
BEDD) ZD7=®, CAQ-b EERDT ¥V =2 vV X IRAPDEZERAITT 24 7
FHEwWIEoMHBro BEMZ I T L PHEL &,

2. AAQ-U EHBoREOBRELHE T 2HMEEECTCH L2, EHEDT

Vv ExiE, RKBEoOREEEELS L -V TH D% (Hayes & Smith, 2005

{{

K - R - FH R - MR 2010), WEF FBEEL TR THRIN
% (Hayes et al., 2012), BEE R & IRAP O B R b B £ 2 2 &
(Golijani-Moghaddam et al., 2013), AAQ-II ¢ ZER DT ¥ = v X IRAP
DERIT 247 I HEOHBE2 S EHEMBAERTEFHRL AL, £7F L,
CAQ-b L AEARDT Y v X IRAP XV 3 HEBEBGRHLS A2 EEEZL LN
7z o

3. STAI-TZHAEB o m#E (AAQ-TI) ¢ ED MRS 2 2 L 2AHA LI T
w3 (r=.54; Yavuz et al., 2016), BATE4EHE & IRAP O BRI D B £ 2 2
& (Golijani-Moghaddam et al., 2013), STAI-T AKX D T ¥ = ¥ X IRAP

DERITEXA 7L VIEOHBE 2 WHEZ RS FREL %,

ERDT Y =2V X IRAP O FPHlNZ Y iconwT, BREDT Vv X
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IRAP DT RTCOAIT XA 7D D score 13, ACT¥EHHE XY I ACT F ¥
BEONTPGEL 52T LE, AMRICHT 2 &AT 24 7D REIF
LUTFTo@EYy Th s,

1. EROT V2 v X —F Y7478 T (HinxKRFEbitrhzrL T
2L —R<KR2) O Dscoreld ACTH¥EEHFICHB W TES 2L THEL
OB E LT, ZERDOT Vv XD XS B EMBIEN AL — T,

MARCEIET 22D ICEEREHZHE A~ L T3 (Hayes et al., 2012),
ZD7®, ACTHFAEHEHZFICLEWT, UFZ - I FHEEFAKICL > T
fkah Tz e PP I3 (Strosahl, Gustaysson, & Robinson, 2012),
— /T, ACTH2BERLEROT Vv X—KY 574 7RITItHBWwTHA
DKL PHLE, 2oBE & L T, Muto, Hayes, & Jeffcoat (2011)
X, ACTD v V7~V T RKEZOGZT CHRBEoREELRD T 2L %2R
LTWwd, 2072, ACTY¥EFHERIERDODT ¥V = v X O RERENEOHERB
BiEALTHWIEEZLR, BROT V2 v E—FRI 74 7RITOH/EIF
KL< mserPHL 7,

2. EBROT Vv E—2AT7T4 7R T (HirKRFELERSZ Y LT

5 & —HL A b)D Dscore FACTFEHEFIBEBWTELS AL TFTRL &,

CoMEE LT, ACT 2HHIX ACT XM icsw<, 24774 7 hFh
MHkEE2 RS EI I HRA LI TREPENTEZEEEHLT
Wb, BEROT Vv X —FHT47DX) RBEEKIGHSENLS
Tw3eFEIZbLNE, EbIL, AlEMNHEDODNARCL T, BHRDT VY
T VEABRICTEERVWEWI AL —ARERINSE L EIFINLT S
G, B, KH, 2016),

3. T2 TRx2vA—FKY T4 T7THT (AR EZXTANDS & —

R<72) ® Dscore i ACTH¥EHEZFICEBWTHEKLS RS ETFHRLAE, 2O
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Bl e LT, ACT ¥EF & 13 ACT DXz EL T, FAMMHKEZ
ZTFANDZZLEFRVwWEwWI L2 HRLTEY, 7772y R2—FK
VT4 7 CETIBEABRKErAELLINTVE EFEIZLNDE D TH D,
4. T o2 T2V A3 A7 4 7R T (HERFEDEZTANLD & —
L 72) ® Dscoreld, ACTH¥EHH L ACTIHFEEHZFICHT » TKE &#E
RN AVWEFHLEZ, 2hid, AKX LE2Z T Ah 2L —ELA
209 XEBS ACT X#odh T, 13&AERS5NT (Eifert & Forsyth,
2005 = H A - HBEFR 2012, Hayes & Smith, 2005 R BE - HF M - &I - fE
¥ 8% 2010 5 Bach & Moran, 2008 & - & [ - £ JII - AEBF S 2009 ; Hayes,
Strosahl, & Wilson, 2012 # & - & - AJIIFR 2014), BHE D7 ¥V = v X
— A AT A4 TOX AEBRRIEABAEINIEE2WHBFCETH AR
LY LD TH B,

BHEDT Y=V X IRAP OFBREGHEMECO>WTIE, 2 X o R T
2 AT ICC 13.40~50 A mn T e PRLAE, ChLERITHAEOHRERE
" o fi # 2% 1 L 7= (Drake, Kramer, Sain, Swiatek, Kohn, & Murphy,
2015), Ffic, Z2ROT7 Yz v X —F Y74 7AofTR>Ew ICC ofi R
SNz EFHRLE, CORTEATREROT V2 v Xy v I Ltk
LT3 HHMIEHTH»2-20RERLLTL, £ 0BMERER
DTV v XICHTIBEBRRICG 2N ASELRFEMAKIIC X > T T
Tw3eEz26oNnd720, —HLERGXZ—-vFEbohd L TPHELZ,
R, 77272V RA—FKI T4 7H_TICO20THEW ICCDHM»R X
N2 FPHELE, ChidEaxiF bz I AN E—ROA 5L 0w
AEbHIBEMEREL T VHBHOMAGDLDE TH Y, HEFEL LT,

HhHr2BEE——HLERIOAANZ—vRELNDI EEZT-T-DTH 5,
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mOR
fig A o R &

131 B EBRCEZML, ERIBEHCEWTEAREDT ¥ = v X IRAP
DERFEAE L EE L 72 83 4 (B 274, XMW S6 4, FHEE=22.33,
SD=3.72) BERD T ¥ = v &£ IRAP O 7 Wl () Z 1 ¥ o i I & R #H 1< & 1}
Nk, £/, EROT Y 2 v X IRAP O FTHINZ Y oG oo, 83
Lo ACT¥E8#E (ACT2 7Y X5 ACT %2 1 MU E¥EL Tw
222 ACT ICBE T 2B ICO2WTS5SUEIRHZFLAZHE) & ACT IR
H(ACTICE T 2HFBicovwTlicHELEZHEODR) DEENITON I,
ZOREE,ACTEEFH X 194 (HE 104, K194, FHFEH=2568,
SD=4.63), ACTIH¥EHFK T 344 (B 104, K244, FHFEW=
20.15, SD=1.37) 2EFE N7z, EHDOT Y = v X IRAP O H B &EREHEH M
DN N RHF L 45 A (HE 174, LM 28 4, FHH#=22.44, SD=3.27)
THoTle BITRNREN 458 o REITow T, £E 2 [\ HICSM
LE2EWMR 50 4CTHY, 2HPEHR2BHICETZ2EZEDT V=V X
IRAP D ERKEEX B EHCE ok, T2, 3LV ER 1NMHEL EB 2
B HICEWT CAQ-b DB HEA 10 S EELTHY, REOLRENW%®
HET 2720 0B L . 1058 EE W EIZ, BIT0F% (IBS5, 2018)
® Smallest Drtectable Change D i % S FE IC & E L 7=, 7, ACT ¥ #H
HELACTHEYEBFEOEARDOT ¥V = v X IRAP © B iR & 5 M 1k © i i7 % 17
w45 H o s, ACTHEE 114 (BHESHA, w34, T
i =22.36, SD=2.91), ACTH¥EHE 174 (BWHs5 4, Kt 124, F
B4 i =20.00, SD=1.62) EEI N, &F, KWK TIX, IRAP ICH
N272020EBREOERKEEZ 7 )T CETCLRVWERSNE AR

DT Y v X IRAP D Eji & & & 7=,
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TET I T AV IT—R2OHEH

BHEDT YV =V X IRAP O Al 2 ¥k, FHIMZ Y%, HREREM
HICHONEMIT N RED ACTICHE T 2M#BORELRLICHT 27
£/ 774 v 7T — X% Table 3-1, 3-2 R LKk, TNHDI L HhbH,
ACTICBE T 2HM#EP R wE L, ACTLHETIHM#ELIL2HZE0H Y 7Y v

IHBAITATWDE ZEHRHL LR,
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Table 3-1

The demographic data of these each analysis.

Entire sample

Convergent

validity sample

Predictive

validity sample

ACT Non-ACT
Characteristics N=131 N=83 N=19 N=34
Knowledge of
ACT
1 58 (44) 34 (41) 0 (0) 34(100)
2 to 4 42 (32) 30 (36) 3(16) 0
5to7 25 (19) 13 (16) 11 (58) 0
8 or more 6 (5) 6 (7) 5 (26) 0
Years spent
studying ACT
0 years 98 (75) 56 (67) 0 (100) 34(100)
1 year 13 (10) 11 (13) 5(26) 0
2 to 4 years 19 (15) 15(18) 13 (68) 0
5 or more years 1 (1) 1 (1) 1 (5) 0
Years as ACT
therapist
0 years 122 (93) 75 (90) 11 (58) 34(100)
1 year 4 (3) 4 (5) 4 (21) 0
2 to 4 years 4 (3) 3(4) 3 (16) 0
5 or more years 1 (1) 1 (1) 1 (5) 0

Note. N (%), ACT=ACT learner, Non-ACT=Non-ACT leaner.
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Table 3-2

The demographic data of the test-retest reliability sample.

Test-retest reliability sample

ACT Non-ACT
Characteristics N=45 N=11 N=17
Knowledge of
ACT
1 17 (38) 0 17 (100)
2 to 4 16 (36) 2 (18) 0
5to7 10 (22) 8 (72) 0
8 or more 2 (4) 1 (10) 0
Years spent
studying ACT
0 years 29 (64) 0 17 (100)
1 year 7 (16) 4 (36) 0
2 to 4 years 9 (20) 7 (64) 0
5 or more years 0 0 0
Years as ACT
therapist
0 years 40 (91) 7 (64) 17(100)
1 year 2 (4) 2 (18) 0
2 to 4 years 2 (4) 2 (18) 0
5 or more years 0 0 0

Note. N (%), ACT=ACT learner, Non-ACT=Non-ACT leaner.
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EEBoORBHKEE
AMRICEBWTHELNLEZEERKO FHME L B E % Table 3-3, 3-4
35 IR L ACTEEHZ L ACTIHFXEEZFLDICERDT ¥V = v X IRAP

FROBERERBIIEFELV LD ok,
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Table 3-3

Descriptive statistics of the discriminant and predictive validity samples.

Discriminant Predictive validity sample

validity sample

ACT learner Non-ACT

learner
N =83 N=19 N =34
Measures M SD M SD M SD
Knowledge of ACT 2.92 2.31 6.05 1.90 1.00 0.00
Years spent studying  0.68 1.25 2.42 1.50 0.00 0.00

ACT
Years as ACT thera- 0.22 0.87 0.92 1.67 0.00 0.00
pist

Change agen-

0.16 0.55 -0.07 0.57 0.35 0.52
da-Positive
Change agen-

-0.12 0.52 -0.38 0.58 0.04 0.50
da-Negative
Acceptance-Positive -0.35 0.59 -0.60 0.52 -0.14 0.59
Acceptance-Negative -0.08 0.56 -0.29 0.69 0.10 0.49
Overall -0.10 0.42 -0.34 0.48 0.09 0.36
CAQ-b 34.11 7.35 29.79 7.30 37.35 4.70
AAQ-II 23.92 7.90 21.79 7.80 24.74 7.47
STAI-T 48.49 10.11 45.95 9.74 48.56 9.75
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Table 3-4

Descriptive statistics of the test-retest reliability samples.

Test-retest reliability sample

Ist time 2nd time

N =45 N =45
Measures M SD M SD
Knowledge of ACT 3.04 2.20 -
Years spent studying ACT 0.63 0.98 -
Years as ACT therapist 0.14 0.46 -
CA-Posi 0.14 0.46 0.13 0.57
CA-Nega -0.17 0.45 -0.16 0.47
Accept-Posi -0.28 0.58 -0.38 0.56
Accept-Nega -0.12 0.51 -0.08 0.46
Overall -0.11 0.37 -0.13 0.35
CAQ-b 33.93 7.49 33.09 7.06
AAQ-II 23.80 8.16 23.27 7.77
STAI-T 47.20 9.45 -

Note. The values represented for the trial-types are D scores, CAQ-b =
Change Agenda Questionnaire-believability, AAQ-II = Acceptance and Ac-
tion Questionnaire-II, STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait, CA =

Change agenda, Accept = Acceptance, Posi = Positive, Nega = Negative.
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Table 3-5

Descriptive statistics of the test-retest reliability sub-group samples.

Test-retest reliability sample

ACT leaner ACT Non-ACT Non-ACT
Ist time 2nd time Ist time 2nd time
N =11 N=11 N=17 N =17
Measures M SD M SD M SD M SD
Knowledge 5.55 1.51 - 1.00 0.00 -
of
ACT
Years spent 1.91 0.94 - 0.00 0.00 -
studying
ACT
Years as ACT 0.55 0.82 - 0.00 0.00 -
therapist
CA-Posi 0.05 0.53 0.13 0.84 0.23 0.51 0.20 0.53
CA-Nega -0.34 0.49 -0.21 0.29 -0.14 0.46 -0.11 0.65
Accept-Posi -0.56 0.60 -0.58 0.39 -0.05 0.55 -0.18 0.65
Accept-Nega -0.32 0.65 -0.26 0.40 0.06 0.41 0.13 0.44
Overall -0.29 0.47 -0.23 0.31 0.02 0.30 0.01 0.42
CAQ-b 30.73 5.20 29.00 5.66 36.82 5.55 35.59 5.30
AAQ-II 23.27 8.36 21.00 7.46 22.82 6.92 23.24 5.83
STAI-T 44.64 7.65 - 45.47 8.45 -
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ERDT7 Y xv X IRAP ORI 7 Y #

BRDOT Y =2V XIRAP EHRM & o v T v v o MBI »H#E % Table
36 I R L7, CAQb I ZRDT V= v X—FKYF 4 7RT (WK HE
La R ZH2E T 5L —RL 7% %), Overall D score & @ [ 1C 55 W\ 1E @ fH
BB EEICREINZ, LI, CAQLbLEAEARDT V2 v X —32HT 47
RfT (AR A2 AR Z T2 -8Bl AZ)FHEOHBERE
BfEmonrnInrt, 207 Y zv E—KIFT 4 7RI & Overall D
score ¥ STAI-T ¢ offlics WIEDHBE P AFEME CcCRI N, £, &
KDOT7 Y2y X IRAP & AAQ-II OMIC 3 A ERMBER R IR 2 o 72,
TN b, BEREDT Y v X IRAP & CAQ-b, AAQ-II, STAI-T

oM TmMEBE, dLREHVIEDMHBEBEBR TS 32 LRI i,
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Table 3-6

Correlations among explicit measures and CA-IRAP D scores.

Measures 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. CAQ-b

2. AAQ-II S3HEHE

3. STAI-T 1871 708***

4. CA-Positive 227 * 118 1807

5. CA-Negative A817 .086 147 A16%**

6. Accept-Positive  .124 -.045 .143 J14%Ek A3 5xkk

7. Accept-Negative .157 066 159 S06%F* - 4D4%kk 444%*

8. Overall D score  .228%* 072 2097 J39xEE - A4REER - JAQREE TR

Note. Tp<0.1, *p<.05, ***p<. 001, CAQ-b = Change Agenda Question-
naire-believability, AAQ-II = Acceptance and Action Questionnaire-II,
STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait, CA = Change agenda, Accept

= Acceptance.
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ERADT7 Vv X IRAPD FHIKNZ Y ¥

ERDT Y = v X IRAP O % T ® D score % ACT #H # & ACT %
BHEICH W TCHKL %Z (Figure 3-3), #f (ACT ¥ ¥ & - ACTH¥EH)
RMSER, BERDT YV 2V X IRAP D& RIT (BEEDT ¥V =2 v X —FK
T 4T, BEROT V2V A=A N T 4T, T RT R A—KY T 4
7, TV T XY A=K T 47, Overall Dscore) Z{EEEK L L, 2
HRHOLERBIWM O 2T o772, ZOME, BHOTMWEIEETH > 72
(Wilks> Lambda = .784, F (4,48) = 3.307, p = .018, partial n° = .216.), %
RITIcP TR E2RAd T 220 IRy 720 —=FEICX 3% EHEK
oA, ElfrI T THBERrEbNnNE (BERDT Y
L VX —KY T 47 5 F(1,51)=7.643, p=.008, partial y° = .130, BHE D
TV VR —FHT 47 5 F(1,51) =7.721, p=.008, partial n° = 131, T
7 TRV A—FY T 4 73 F(1,51)=8.226,p=.006, partial n° = .139, T
7 T RVA—=FHT 47 5 F(1,51) = 5.614, p = .022, partial n° = .099,
Overall D score: F(1,51) = 13.466, p < .001, partial n° =.209), Th b D
Eh b, ACT#EHEIVDIF ACTHEHEEFEDOT BRI RTOERDT ¥V x
VEZIRAP D RTEA T BWT, EZHDT YV =V X IRAPHR AP E W I

EBRET N,
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CA/Posi CA/Nega Accept/Posi Accept/Nega Overall

Figure 3-3. The CA-IRAP trial type D scores of ACT learner and Non-ACT

learner.

Note. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, CA = Change agenda, Accept = Ac-

ceptance, Posi = Positive, Nega = Negative. Error bars represent standard

CIrrors.
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CAQ-b & AAQ-II @ T HI By Z 4

Bl R 72 AT & LT, CAQ-b & AAQ-ITICF T b ACT #HHE L ACT
JErEHEOHTCHEDOENAR LN D B % 1T > 7= (Figure 3-4, 3-5.) .
B O(ACT %28 E - ACTIHEEE) ZMIZH, CAQ-b & AAQ-II & 2 1
FoftlEAEg e L, 1ERosWaln (HBEERHE) 2772, 20
EH, CAQ-b HEWTHOEMELEETH o 72 (F(1,53) = 21.055, p
< .001, partial y° = 292) o —H T, AAQ-IIICHB VW T EFH O ERE LA

bIixd o7z (F(1,53) =1.837, p = .181, partial n° = .035),
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Figure 3-4. The CAQ-b score of ACT learner and Non-ACT learner.

Note. ***p<0.001, Error bar represent standard errors.
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Figure 3-5. The AAQ-II score of ACT learner and Non-ACT learner.

Note. Error bar represent standard errors.
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ERDODT7YV 2V X IRAPOEREEEN

PRAEBEICHE CEEOL Do 45SHDBERDT YV = v X IRAP O Hi
BEEHEEOMIT N R & o 72 (Table 3-7)s £ 7, ERDOT7 YV =z v X —FK
T4 7R, T2 T Ex A=K T 4 71T, Overall D score ®
MEGEM X fair o K#E X2 L2 (BT, ICC(2,1)=.41,p <.001, 95%
CI[0.18,0.59], I1CC (2,1)=.50,p <.001, 95% CI [0.30, 0.67], ICC (2,1) =.44,
p <.001,95% CI [0.22,0.62])s — /i C, BHRDT V=2V X —FHNT 47
RIT, 772272 v R—% 774 7RITOHBKREBENE X fair 0 K%
W7o (EIT, ICC(2,1)=.22,p=.074,95% CI[-0.03, 0.44], ICC

(2,1) =.24, p = .055, 95% CI [-0.01, 0.46]) .

ACT 2 FE L ACTHEXEEFHECBUIZIEBRDT V2V X IRAP OFHKRE
Bk

ACT BT 2% HORBREIERDT YV =2 X IRAP O HBRERFEM
WEEZLG 22 EERPELZLONRDLE 2D, BIRMAMBIE LT, ACT ¥ H
HLEACTIHYEEH LB T L2EAFEDT Y =2V X IRAP © H IR &5 % o {H
Z B H L 72 (Table 3-8), ACT KT 2% HORELILZRDODT ¥V = v X
IRAP O M EFEME ICHEL G 22 ELH 2 EXLLHB IR, ER
DTV 2V ERT 77T X2VyAICHETIZZEEI L wHEIRE (BFRKIGD
), 2HETEROT Y 2 VX IRAPZ#EBL S A1, 1HHEE 2
FHCTIRAPTH R OWEL2EF B3Pt FEX2DTH L,
ACTH¥EHZE NNAKLB W TERDT V2V X IRAPO IR EGEM 2 H
H L7~ & 2%, Overall D score 13 good @ R #E 28 )R & 1L 7z (ICC (2,1) =.63,
= .014, 95% CI1 [0.21, 0.86]), 7/, BROT V2V XK T4 7,
T2 TRV A—KY T4 7OHBERGEEE fair OKERR I N L
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(Mg c, ICC (2,1) =.59, p = .022, 95% CI [0.15, 0.84], ICC (2,1) =.53, p
=.053,95% CI1[0.01,0.79]). —H T, BRDOT V=2V X —3HT 47 ¢
T2 7 R2YA—FHT 4 7RTOHMRERFEM I fair 0 KL H# %R X &
2o 7= (ICC (2,1) =.00, p = .500, 95% CI [-0.50, 0.50], ICC (2,1) =.32, p
=.15,95% CI [-0.19, 0.70]),

ACTIHZEEHREZE 1THICBVWTH, BEREDT Y = v X IRAP © iR & (5
HofizEH LA, T2 72 v RA—FKY T 4 73T E Overall
i good DEHEZ IR L /= (EIC, ICC (2,1) =.64, p = .002, 95% CI [0.32,
0.82], Overall D score: ICC (2,1) =.63, p = .002, 95% CI [0.32, 0.82]), ¥
7o, BROT V2V E—KIYTATHTEERDODT YV =2V X —30T 4
THITOHEBRERGEM X fair o RE R R I Z(BEIC, ICC (2,1) =.42, p
=.040, 95% CI [0.04, 0.70], ICC (2,1) =.44, p = .033, 95% CI [0.06, 0.71]).

T2 TRV A—=—FHT 4 7HTICE O TIE fair DR HEFI R T e p

5 72 (ICC (2,1) =.24, p = .170, 95% CI [-0.17, 0.58]),
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Table 3-7

The test-retest reliability of the CA-IRAP.

Full sample

N = 45

Icc 95% CI
Measures
CA-Positive 0.41*** 0.18 to 0.59
CA-Negative 0.22¢% -0.03 to 0.44
Accept-Positive 0.50*** 0.30 to 0.67
Accept-Negative 0.24+% -0.01 to 0.46
Overall 0.44**%* 0.22 to 0.62
CAQ-b 0.91*** 0.85 to 0.94
AAQ-II 0.83*** 0.74 to 0.90

Note. Tp<0.1, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, CAQ-b = Change Agenda
Questionnaire-believability, AAQ-II = Acceptance and Action Question-
naire-II, the results of the CAQ-b and AAQ-II were described for reference

only. CA = Change agenda, Accept = Acceptance.
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Table 3-8

The test-retest reliability of the CA-IRAP in the sub-group.

ACT learner Non-ACT learner

N=11 N= 17

icc 95% CI icc 95% CI
Measures
CA-Positive 0.59% 0.15 to 0.84 0.42%* 0.04 to 0.70
CA-Negative 0.00 -0.50 to 0.50 0.44%* 0.06 to 0.71
Accept-Positive 0.49* 0.01 to 0.79 0.64** 0.32 to 0.82
Accept-Negative 0.32 -0.19 to 0.70 0.24 -0.17 to 0.58
Overall 0.63*%* 0.21 to 0.86 0.63** 0.32 to 0.82
CAQ-b 0.83*** (0.55to 0.94 0.87%** 0.70 to 0.94
AAQ-II 0.75*** 0.43 to 0.91 0.73%** 0.48 to 0.88

Note. Tp<0.1, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, CAQ-b = Change Agenda
Questionnaire-believability, AAQ-II = Acceptance and Action Question-
naire-II, the results of the CAQ-b and AAQ-II were described for reference

only. CA = Change agenda, Accept = Acceptance.
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ACTHEEBEEDHS
BURBEbELLZILETEL + WMUREbER<EILTHL + BERRLERHANDE = BLARLERHAND L =
Cfunc Cfunc Cfunc Cfunc

+ Crel w— Crel = Crel + Crel

RALB/HICHD/MBRTS + Bhd/BELLD/ECHD

RALD/RAD/BRTE | BCAB/ELCAB/ELE —
Cfunc Cfunc Cfunc Cfunc
(= 4A) [A1AFS Fw [AIAF 3 4% [AIAF4 =48] [AIAV &
+ - |+ - |+ - |+ -
(RCI) (RCD (RCD (RCD (RCD (RCD (RCI) (RCI)
J | / | J
| {

Y I
Reduce Coherence Reduce Coherence

Max Coherence Reduce Coherence

Dominance Trial-Type

Figure 3-8. The DAARRE model as it applies to the change agenda IRAP in

Non-ACT learner.
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ACT 2EEDISS

BMERBHELLZIET DL
Cfunc

— Crel

BAHB/EEHD/BRTS =

Cfunc
(-4 (AIAYS
+ —
(RCI) (RCI)

|

Reduce Coherence

MERBLELRLZILETIE
Cfunc

+ Crel

BLBD/BELLLD/FLHED w—

Cfunc
=48} [ATAY &
+ —
(RCD (RCD)

WEEHLERUARGE =

Cfunc
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Cfunc
(=48] (AIRY3
+ -
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(RCD

(RCI)

WERHLERIARDE =
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m— Crel

BLED/BLLED/ECBD wm
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(=48] (RIAT &
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Dominance Trial-Type
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Figure 3-9. The DAARRE model as it applies to the change agenda IRAP in

ACT learner.
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Z %

KO HMWIZ, EROT7 Y 2 v X %HET 5 IRAP Z{ER L, Z O
EEtEeZLY 2R T2 Thotz, 3, BEADT Y = v X IRAP
DIHHZ ACTOHEMRICX o Tk l, HHONANZ LM% &0 72,
¥, BEHOT Yz X IRAP ORI ZYEOFHRICOVT, ZHD
TV 2V X —KY T 4 7HAT & Overall D score I 5\ T ¥, CAQ-b & 55
WEDOHBEAAEBRCLREINE, £, EROT V2 v X —37H7 4 7R
fTTIiE CAQ-b &t WIEDHBEALRLAEMRPA TR INAEZ, T HIC, BXEDT
Vv X —KTY T 4 7HIT L Overall D score ¥ STAI-T & @ [ I 55 \» IE
ODMHBETPHEEMBE CRIN, AMMEORHR»L, EHROT YV = v X
IRAP D & R1T 24 7D1E X, CAQ-b, AAQ-II, STAI-T & {X \» B4 B
RchdzenrIn, AN ZYEIERINLE, EEOT V= Vv X
IRAP O P Z Y i L T, §9_XTCoRTLA4 7T, ACT ¥FHH&H &
ACTHZEEHEORM RN ELALNEZZ L2 (ACTHE¥XEEDHBE
BROT V2V Rl o), BERDOT Y = v & IRAP © Tl 19 % 4 4 28
RN, EEDT Yz X IRAP OFBREEEHE D VWTIZ, R
DTV xv XKV T4 7R T, 72772 vyR—FYTFT 1 71T,
Overall D score iCE W T fairDREERN R I N, ZDO—FHT, BEDT
CaVE—FHTATRITET T2 VR H T4 THITOHEBKREAE
B fair D RRHEDR R Z I N o,

INLDOHELPL, BERDODT Y 2 X IRAP I, —HOHEHICH W T,
HREGEHEOMELDZ2db 00, BROT Vv X ICHT 2 HEKRD
AEE M 2B IC 2 M E 3 2 e L<, FAMWZY e P02y 4%

rHITOEETHI LR E LN,
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EBEOT7 Yz X IRAPO R Z L ICE T 3 FE

¥9, EAROT V=V X IRAP ORI Z Y ICBE T 2/ RICo0wT
ERT L, AMMROKR, EREOT Vv E—F V74 7H_TEERD
TY 2V X —=32HT 4 7T CAQ-b EFHVWIEDOHBEZ AL, K2 X
Fanr, — /AT, RAICK LT, CAQ-b &7 277XV R—FKI T4
THRAT, CAQ-b & T /2 T X v A= AT 4 TRITICHE R MK
RENLE o, WKL, KBORBD K OITH N2 —-vIiET 7%
TRV ATH DL EHHETN T WD (e.g., Blackledge, & Haye, 2001; Fer-
nandez-Rodriguez, Paz-Caballero, Gonzalez-Fernandez, & Pérez-Alvarez,
2018; MM AR, 2014), 2D &b, T 277 % v 2D IRAPIHEHH & CAQ-b
(Ko REZEL—-LELT) CRFCIEOHBER RTINS &EE
LTwad, KifEofRcld, 7727 % XD IRAPHH & CAQ-b
CHERBEER R I Aoz, 2O Db, Ko EEZ2EL & X
NEZERDOT V2 v XET 7T E2YyRADNL—VFHE—RJCEICEL

VAR DSE Z b,

ERDODT7V /X IRAPOD PRI Z Y HicET 3 EE

R, ZEOT YV =z v X IRAP O PRI Z 4 ICE T 2R o0 TH
KT 5, KAMEOHKER, EAEDT V=2V X IRAP DT _XToilkfrx 4 7
CHEWT, ACTHY*EFHFORALEL, ACTEEHHFO/ALE L L& W)
Witz ZHFTI2H-REL2EON, BREDOT YV 2 v X IRAP O TRl Z 4 1%
BRI N,

EROT Vv X —FKY 74 7HTORBICOTRFEY, JE ACT
FEEITACTFEEIV S, D score DRV E»>72, 2F 0, ACT
ZAM O —fRI T REEDTTVEXEDT ¥ = v X IRAP OB 28 & W»

67



TR INE, TZOfMBEOHAELT, AEDODT Vv XD LI RM
R 2B F R B CEE 2K 2 RL7ZL TH Y (Hayes et al.,
2012 Wk - ZHA - RAR2014), ZHEOT7 V= v X3 WO VBFHET 2
SEHERAKL-L2PLOBILEIN TS 20 TH DL EFE 2 LN DL (Strosahl,
Robinson, & Gustavsson, 2012), — /7 C, ACT¥ HEHERERDOT ¥V =z v X
DAKBEZHEMBL TV 2D, ZREOT Vv X—FKY 74 78T
A—HATICRIKRIELZEE 2 LN, EBEIC, ACTODEALVTZ ~ LT
RKepgbGrZFT, KBEORBRWY T2 B8R3N TWwE I EHH

(Muto et al., 2011), ACT*HEZFERELEROT ¥V = Vv XARKIC L Zx»w I
Bl Cw A EErEVEEZ LN D,

BERDT V2V ZX—F T4 7RITORBICO W T, ACT ¥¥ & i1
ACTIHFEE IV DMK W DscoreDIHFHZRLAZ,ZOMBICODVTYH,
ACT ¥ BEHERIEBFOT Vv X OoOAKEEEZEZSE2P S i, [£
KOT YV zv X —3 A7 47 —lFw ] c@lHFT2EFEREPEALT LT
2w oRMBELFINELEZLN S,

T7 %72V A—FKY T4 7RTOMBICOTHKIMAY, ACT %
FHITACTIHFEE LY 3E W Dscore DR RINTTZ, TOMMEIC
D2WVWT, ACT ¥ EHHF X ACT 2% EH T 2T, 72272 vRDAY Y
FARA¥ATWE D [T 2272 v 2—K Y7 4 7] oBE%KIGEEANA
EhTwsetE2on2, L2ALAadL, (RSHICK L TACTI ¥ EHIC

BFWTd, 7772V A=K7 4 7H_ITD D score T DA% RL

oo 2O, DL, =B ALAICEBWTS, 777X VR—FKYT
A 70X hBEBRRICIEIHE» D MLI N T W 3 A[EBESTR®B I N,

BRI, 77272 Y 2A—42#7 4 7RTOERICO VT, 0T
CEBWTY, MDD score i TEDLRPR N, BFH L, ACTHEEHIZ
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(7772 VvA—F3HT 47—z ] &widA—-BRTIcELRIG
L7zeFE2bh b,

AWMEOHM XN 25, KMo EERMHRLLT, 7272 7%
VA—ERKY T4 TRATTHE, ACTEEEZERL T TIEARL, ACTHEEHHIC
FWThH Dscore PEADEERLAEZILTHZ (MEFELDIT 7T &V
A—RY T4 7TOBBRIGE D ZERERFELTVWDE), ~ 4T, EXOT
Va2V X —KI T4 7THAITTIE,RHAEY ACTHEEEPIEDMHEZ R L
oo THODFERN2L, ACT EEEEZ L ACT ¥HEHE DO KT 2 E (T,
BRDODT V2V X—KY T4 70HBRICOBITH LI LBbd 5,
DD, TI7 T RXVANADRIE, T2/ T2V R—FI T4 7D
BREKICCERT 2 ZFdcClRA+THY, BEREDODT V2 v X —FKY T
4 7OBBRICOBEI I ERET I L, BIUVZOBEBERIGEZT D 3

& (AlEMAAE) o BEEMELRR I N,

EREOT7T Yz X IRAPOBREGEHME CEH I EER

REDT Y xzv X IRAP OHBREGHMECH T MR IC> T, FH
T2, BROT Vv X —FY T4 7RTD fairoFLHELH A LAEZL
2w T, fidliZXICE DAL HELL, BROT V2 v X —
RY T4 70 BKIEPHEIL TN Twb Z & & (Blackledge, & Hayes,
2001; Strosahl, Robinson, & Gustavsson, 2012), ST ol # o H A &
DbERRDY Y ITNECEROT Y2 v 2K LZboThHhY, MEL®
Ty, HRECGHEMLEOMD fairo L2z LEZEEZL LN S,
R, 72772V A—FKY T4 7R_TOHREGEMEOMED fair D
H#EZWHZLELcitowTd, FIBHEEPEZSLST WHHOMAAGD
ETHhHhLIZILHAEABLTCVWIZEEZXOLNSE, £, BEEDT YV x VXK
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IRAP D PRI Z B EORELL D, T2 272V A=K7 4 78TO
D score I ACTH¥EHHZILBWVWTHDODKREZREZRLTWS, Z20DZ & Hh
5, UEATOEMRKISCxrHE TH 2 FH»E <, HBEERFBEMED fair D
E#z R L AgEREZEZLZLONLE, L2LAaBL, Lo 22074
A 7DV T fair DRERHEZINZDd 00, FEEHEXBEIEE WS W I [
MEPTFET S, 20D, AR THLNAL ICCOEICD W TIRER
R & Th s,

BRDT V2V Z—=FNT4 7R ITRT 77T E2 23774 7
TOoOHBREGEMLED fair O RE LS 2o 2B AL LT, [bEFPE
LWIHHOMAGDLDE TH -7 & FE 2 LD, Hussey et al. (2015)
i, J_AVREE 2 =Ty PRIEAAT T A THIBOMAEDYE (TH
BE) K2 HEIPHELLEZHEMLTCVWZ, EHEDODT V=2 v X —
FATATRAITR TR ERETE R D, BET L LI ICEHE
Lol b TPEHINL, HREGHEOCEIKS Ao 2F 2
bNd, 7772V A—FKY T4 7HlTORENPHELVEHEHEINSD
T 2 Tl Differential arbitrarily applicable relational model @ & fif T
a3 2,

BREBICAME T, BIRWAMBITE LT ACT ¥ EHH L ACTIHYEH
McHEmEFEHEOM2ZRHLZ, TOMR, ACTH¥EHFCRIERDOT
Vv A =R T4 TRIT, T2 T2V R—FY T4 7HITCHB VT
HHRESEME O fair ®HH#, Overall I W T good DR % i 72 L 7=,
— T, BEOT V=2V X —=—FNT 478, 72T X2V A—FAT
4 7T T fair D EHEZ W72 X b o T,

T, RKHAICK LT, ACTHEZEHER, ZHEOT7 Vv X —KIY T4
TRATEEBEOT Y = B—A A7 4 7847 & fair ¥R 72 L 7o
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¥/, T2 72 v 22—, 7 4 73T, Overall i good @ K HE % i 72
L7z, ACT #EHE XDV S ACT E¥EF DT, REDOT V=V X—%
HF4 7T T7 27272 v 2—KI 74 7HITOHBRERSENOE
FMlhoZl eilo2nwT, BZ5H6L ACT¥EHHEOH T ACT @ ¥ HEHK
PHBOBEICETODEDR DY, REDT V=2V XFILDODWTHEHEPER
DObIENEEITNL T LA RBELREZLONS, 2L, HRERGEE
ODMFTICHEHLZ ACT2EHE L ACTHY¥IFEHF O Y 7 rixznzth
YHECTHLZ 2L, YEMEROMMNITIEEICITNETH 2,

EROT Y =X IRAP O THIM Z Yt HRAEGHEEOM R 2 £ &
WDTCEZDLE, BRDOT Y 2V X IRAP BAADPRFELTCVWEIERDOT
Vv EART 772 v A CHETIERKICOMIEZMEST 5 L HRT
¥ptEZLNDE, £, BEROT7TY =2V X IRAP OHEBKREFEEM T2
WTlE, BROT Vv E—FRY 747, 77272 v 2R—FKYTF
4 7317, Overall it B W TR 2R CHELZZHAGICETVTD, &5 1E
E-HLEEREXZ2—-—v2GbhstE26bnd, — /T, BEREDODT Y
TV E—FHN T4 TRITET 72T 2 v 22— H T4 7RITIERERE
FEPE A & BRI N T,

AKFFEORAEZB N2, TF1OHIK ACTEEHE L ACTIH¥EEHFD
HREEEHEHEOMBWT CH W EY Yy TARb B nwETH 2, BTV T
LEMP L, AMROERERIPBEHRI LI 2PE I 2IC2 Tl 21T 5 &
WHRH DL, 220HIF, IRAPD A 7 v 2 —=—N"F7 v 2 (—HATHr2rSHD 3
B, R—HRIT2roBE®3H) 20w T, Ak mMmEM (— %R
T2l 2 H LA KA IT2roBO2FH)ZTClER, ZMEN (3£
BlEHCcr T KRk frorbho 2B 3EBR20EHTCEAR KT
LIB®D2) LEWTHHA Y VR —=—NFTVREHZELL, ZO®, B
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HITORBRRIELH FH X, IV HREGEHMEOMEIIKLS ko2 &2
MEENZE, 3O2OHORBIR, BRDOT Y = v X IRAP D RERE P %

W TH B, T id, Drakeetal. (2016) R X O R{THE L LK L TH,
MEOEMBEERIEGE O, CoMICEL T, FBER» S b2 2 2 LI, IRAP
DEMEELABAREL T EAREELF X b5 (Figure 3-6, Figure
-T1)o ARWFFE TIE 131 &b 48 4 28 80% LAk, 3,000ms @ 5 #E % §i 72 37 C
LB TERD o, RBCREREFEOHREATERCAZ L, 75% L L
DIEZERZHEIHAITIFELEL CH O, KR 75% THHE T 2 L KEMK
Frh AL DL 24K O T A TE B, A TIE, Hooper et al.
(2010) 5% & F I, 80% D IEZE R L 3,000ms AN @ [ Z& % H A L 7%
2, XEHMBOBEFELZITS CFEEREG, EEEOKEZL 80% » 5
5% T eclthiErzehko28icysctnTcErireELLN
2o Z D132, IRAP OEENLIC D72 5 72 FA & L T, IRAP 8 i B+
2003 HEEBRSMECTEIENTETC AL 2 EELE 2
bihd, $7, IRAPCHENLZ2 200 EBREICO>DVT, REROH HZE

KDODT7 Yz X IRAPDEE~L ATV, IRAP D HEENRE 4
PO REVWEITERDOT Y 2 VXIRAPRY Ei S ¢ 20 EERZE 2 b 5,
00, H5%IE, XY+ ic IRAP REOEMICE T2 W2 EHRS

MHFECITI> T EREETN D,

v
\

EREOT7T Y2V X IRAPRHAEL T 2BBRRICOBEHICOWT

EROT Y =2V Z IRAP PHEL T 3 BEFREKICOBEEICD W T, K
MR CcHwRZ =7y PRI, 7Rl KOG ERE R D w TR
T2, AR CHVAEZT A Hl#E MaAfEbzand x93 2L
LIRS b 2RI AN L] THE, 2—7 v PRI TR AR 2
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SR R T S, B 22,/ E LS s,/ ¥ 73] T»hs,
K=y PRIEE IO BERE, T~23 28] & [ ZofE]
DiflrEbEeThHIEEIZOLNSE, MEKIGCOEBICEERF (AL B
®7x3), Fii (AXBEHULTH ), ik (Ao IE B), HHE (A
X B —#), KH (Ao B), IR (AXBOFEK), & (A2 B
DE&M), ¥ (A ZRAT B ddinsz) H 3 (e.g., Hughhes &
Barnes-Holmes, 2016), ZARH D7 ¥ = vV X IRAP ® 7 A il & % — 7 v
PRI oBEGBEEZEZS LRROBBRICTH DI EE LMD, — KW
7% IRAP IZEBE P KA & v ) RIGERBE 2w, FiioBERKRERLE
ZWEST 22, AR TCHOAERIGERKIZ Tdw] & Tvwwz] Tb
b, FRAFIEE 2 =7y PRIBOBEBRIED —HELXHEL T3 L
Eibhd, bl thrb, BEROTY = X IRAP X, 7 X
BWIH - BARfEbE RS ZI T L] ex—ry PRIB TH : BL
b /Wb BRT L) ORBOBABRKICOEEE [iTw] & Tw

Wz | ODRIGERKEICEX-oTHELTWS EEZ2ZbN 3B,

DAARRE Model Z il VW72 R BE D7 ¥ = ¥ £ IRAP O R

B, RO ERAHWTCE RV, ZHEDOT YV v X IRAP O F
WMy ZL4 o RICOWTERZED 5 72 ® 1T, Finn, Barnes-Holmes, &
McEnteggart (2018) ® Differential arbitrarily applicable relational model
(LT, DAARRE Model & 3 2) OoBlm»bMM%E4T 5. &% b, REC
Model T ¥, IRAP TH W 2 fl|# ® 75 M 2 F (orienting) BEFE S, Z N b
DBRIGERBROERE L YD XS ICHAEFRL Cw2 2 zaFMIciiiC2
72w THb, TNETO IRAP R TR, 420724 713 xh
ITNFE LA ex )= (FEHEDXL Y AbDbORIET) 2RI LS C
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EBTERZEHREINL TR, L2LARL, BFE, 42017447
BRILCEISICe AP —2BEACRERAZ TRV E WS 2T Vv XARAHA
ENn 3% X 5iC/k o7 (Finn, Barnes-Holmes, Hussey, & Graddy, 2016), &
Bl o1 > LTiE, 420FTL2A4A 7D, 12071247
B3 2D0HITEAATXDDKRKELR IRAP FRABAELNDL LW b oD
T®» % (Finn etal., 2016), < %1 i¥, Single-trial-type dominance effect &
FiEn<Tsh, 29L& IRAPDERITEXA TOANT7 53— vV RAILDOW0
THBH%E AR 2 DP DAARREModel TH V), ¥F —FHOMEREITH> DD
T & % (Finnetal., 2018), DAARRE Model ® & 8 2 R 3 13, 317 2 4
7O/ R E, Cfunc 7B X7 4 & Crel 77 4 & RCI 70 N7 4 O
SEREIC L s TRENDE L w5 D DTHS, DAARRE Model Tid, 1T
HEEDX - L 3325007 —2%2ET2, 12oHB I AH#L
2 =7 v PRIBMOBEBRTHD, Crel & 7Aoo Nnd, 22oHIF, 7
_RLHIEE 2 =7y PR F B (orienting) “RE DO L TH Y,
Cfunc & 7 _ A2 N3, 32HIE, 2200 KIGERE (F : 1d v,

Wiz ) O —H M (coherence) DHéFET H %,

FBZIC, Finn, Barnes-Holmes, & McEnteggart (2018) # & & i, AR

DT Yz XIRAPICH L T DAARRE Model Z# ] L 72 @ % Figure 3-8
KR T ., S2ZTRHACTHFHEEZFE LSV, EINIEROT YV =2 v X
IRAP ® 7 X VR, 2 —7 v PRI, KIGERKOKELZEEL -, £
T, 7RVHEO THZAFFHDE2 R X253 5&] @ Cfune 7 v N7
41377 %2 (ACTIH¥BEHEICE->TIR, HIRE2BHY, BMHEETEL
TVW2HBThLs2eERZ), 7XVHBOIHREAFELDEZZ T AN S L]
WS TRV D Cfune 77 X7 4 3 ~v A4 F R (ACTIHF¥EHEEZFICL -
T, WAhAAfFb2 AR 224 2L, XV EFEHEETEL TV 2H
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MehbbsreE2) L, $72, 2—F v rHl#Eo B &3/ HKic
"B/ fRHRT S]] O Cfuncid 77 A, 2= v rHlEo B3,/ W%
L3/ %73 ]D Cfunci3~A4FZATH 2 LHMEL7~ (Figure 3-8)
IhiE, YT 4T hBEOHB AT T 4 7 hBEEL L D BEMBEELS
WIZERBEINE DL TH D (Zajone, 1968), KRIT 7 XVl & % —
7w bR o B R 2 — H (coherence) L TWw 3 & 1k, Crel 287 7 X
EaY, —HLTwAaWE &R, Crel’~A4 FR2E 35, ACTHEEH
BT, [ HAERAFEDE RS Z 2L T2 —RAAR5 1w EFRMEIL,
BER2EL2IDTHE2LEEZLN, Crel 37 7R L7z, ZOMD IR
LR 2 =7y PRHIMOBABHEDR LB AL IV T 2B %o
o RIGERKFICOWTELVwWOF [Ew] THDYH, RCI X777 ATH
2, TN EBEHETZLE, BT D Single-trial-type dominance effect
(Max coherence) BERD T V2 v X —F Y54 7R T THALAFED %
" ZEHIET LR —Fw] s e&Fx b0 % (Finn et al.,
2018)., DAARRE Model Tix, T ® —H M (coherence) D & & 2% IRAP %
HICEETZEEZLNLTWS, ¥ 51T, Finnetal. (2018) % &% I
BELTWL Y, T2 72 v R2A—3HT 4 7RT iR FED 22T
ANz e -8l A5 i, —BEAFTC T TR oREHKRD b
275 (RCIIZ 77 %), Cfunc i3 22¢ b ~A4AF2THHY—HLAWV, &
—HHITcR. Tz ot F2oRIGE KD 5N (RCIIZ~ A F X),
T_XALHE e 2 =7y PRI Cfunc (=) & — 53 %25 Crel (+) &
F—HLAaAWw, b, BYDODERDODT Vv X —%HT 4 7RfT [#
TRFb PR 22T 2L 8L d] LT 77X VA—FKI T4
TR THZRFEE2ZF AN L R AL b7 fl#e x—-7
v b fI# D Cfunc, Crel & RCILIC—EMER v, ZhbDZ b, %
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ROT Vv X —RY 74 7R 7247 THinsREbr x93
E—RAA A2 —1Fw] i3, i3 20 fT447XbY b KEAR IRAP O
BH2PELNE, 2%, BROT Vv X—FY 74 7H_TE
Single-trial-type dominance effect (Max coherence) 2R & 1 % & HH M
CEZD LB TE L, ERICAKHR T, ACTIHEZEHEEHEICHEWT, X
ROT Vv X—RY 74 7R T, o3 20744 7X0 b HEE
7 Dscore BRI NTEH (BEXDT Y 2 v X)), DAARRE Model
DHHEY OMERELNLTWE I EBFE 2503 (Figure 3-3),

— 7 T, DAARRE Model IZih > THEHEL T &, ACT ¥HHEL
ACTIZEHEZETIE 7 XAV D Cfunc & 7 _XAHl & 2 =4 v b+ HI# D
Crel 2 ® 72 2 [ g2 %E 2 & 1L 72 (Figure 3-8,3-9). K& X B A % 0L,
TRXALHE o [BiaKFEba2 Rz T 25L] © Cfunec 787 4 (C
DWT, ACTIHFEHEFICL o TlX, 77 RETRVIDIFLZEDB, ACT ¥
BHEIcoTl AR D22 T AN L] IR A2H 0, #AHE
hAEL, BHETELTVwILEzZbN: 20, [HAXFEd 22X
YT E AT REIRALDT L, AR FELEZ T ANLD &
EWwd I RABEIC, TIARAETRADTFLAE, bSO VE D, ACT I
YEHELORKEREBEOX, 70 eE -7y PRIBOBEFREETH %,
ACT2#EHLTw3HER, BROT7T Vv XoREREEL, 727 7%
VAOBEMBEEMMBL TR ILBBREINDE, TDO®, T XHEK
X =Ty PRI OB, ACTHZEHRLIEH LRI LEEXLN
727 (ACT ¥ HFHILBWT, AR PERXR I ANLDE L —RLEAE D0
Crel 3= A FATH oD, ACTEEHBZ LTI T 7 RICY VW ED2),
£ =%y FHIE D Cfunc i€ 2 W T3, ACT ¥ H & & ACT FE%¥ 8 FH 13 Ak
ThbreEZZ, Wbk b, ACT #H #H ® DAARRE Model i€ 2 \»
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T, Finn et al. (2018) # & & i & 2 % L, Single-trial-type dominance effect

(Max coherence) &, 7272 72 v 2—FK YT 4 7RhfTOoR—-HHATD
BicHhhanzeEzonsz(IicrkiFbz2Z AN & —RL &5 —
v ), EEIC, ACT ¥ B HICH T, Ik bBHE L Dscore /R & L7z
DIFZOHATEATOR AT TH Y, DAARRE Model THH L 7z @
D DRERBE S LT3 (Figure 3-3), T 45 ® DAARRE Model % A W
ERIE, BEHEMNADLOTH I, ACTHF¥EHZLFPVWTERDT V=
VE—=—KRY T4 7T TERD KE R Dscore o n-HA, ACT ¥
FEEILCBWTT 772 Vv 2A—FY 74 7T TdKE7% Dscore
Bfeoh7-HBEOHHEZMTTI2bD0THLILLEZLND,

72, COBADPLEZDE, ACTR2¥HT 2 2LICX>T, b75H
EhskexaZli, 2l -7y rHBoBEBRELRED 2 &
WHZETHBE, bbAA, ACTONAREMTH 270, ZORY T
Fawvr, 2ALELAENHEZO XIS ANAR, ERDODT Vv XK
IRAP T L2 7 Xl 2 —7 v bRl B R (Crel) & x 3
bDTH D EEZIND (Figure 3-3, 3-8, 3-9),

X 5 i, DAARRE Model @ ¥ (Figure 3-8, Figure 3-9) # & ¥ ic, &
BADT Y xv X IRAP OBFBREFGHEHMEICOVWTHIEREZT >, HRER
HHICHWEFI Y TV 45H8THYH, 2D 5 H 2940 ACT O ¥ HFEK
BOHETHDY, 16420 ACTZ 1HEUEFEHL Tk, ACT 2 14D L
FELTLIZHFLEWTh, ZHOL X VICEFEFL2EXH Y, ACT I
¥ H I B J 5 DAARRE Model I X » TR 2175 A MY 2 & b F1E
LR EZLNSE, WTFNICLTH, ACT ¥HH L ACT ¥ 8H
®» DAARRE Model ® X % = W 3+ %2 & ( Figure 3-8, Figure 3-9),
Single-trial-type dominance effect (Max coherence) 28 H 2 & & & 1L 3
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AT X 4 71k, Cfunc & Crel & RCIVBITRTC—-HITL2LERDOT V= v X
— KT 7HTFT (—BRITFIcBwTTRTTIR) THB, £7 ACT
CHMBRS2HE»POT 2L, T/ T2 v 2—F Y54 78T (A
HKITCHB T T RTT 7 R)ITFH W TdH Single-trial-type dominance effect
(Max coherence) 283 ¢ FEF 2z b b, Thllio [ EROT V=2 v X
— 2 T4 7] A7 [ 77272 v2—3xKH74 7] AT, —E
RITP AR —HATEHBT, 2=F vy P, 7 XV, KIGEREKE
DT TRAEAFARTRTC-EHIFT 2L hw, ERC, BRAEEME
MBE» 0o 72RITEA TR EROT Y2 v X—3 74 717l 7T
s TR VA= AT 47 RfTTHY, x—=7 v FRIE, 7X0H¥E
ERIGERB AR OB —EHMHo k2, BUHBREGFEEMHEICO
BB oD TRV EEFERTE S, EBIC, 1T (Drake et al.,
2016) IKHWVWTDH, TRTCORATLEA 7B TR LEBRESHEME O E
BELNTE VARV, TNLLDZ 2L, IRAP TR X2 -7 v Pl & 7
XLl KIS ERE Ao 2o EMEHICL > T, BHRAEREM
ERELS 2R T24 TR R2ETE2ATBRELET L2 LEE LN,
%Z 3 b 1% Single-trial-type dominance effect (Max coherence) & [Al £k @ #]

HrDMTE 3 EEIRIBRI N,

BIWM AEOI LD

AKETE, BROT7 Y=V X%MEST 2 IRAP ZfFK L, % o5k
YoM EIT o, AMFROMER, EAEDT Y = v & IRAP I,
—HoHHICEWT, HREGHMEOMELS 2 b0, ZHEOT ¥V x
VE IRAP DT RTORIT LA TicswT, THMZLYEDLREI N,
¥/, ZRDOT7 Y =V X IRAPDIHH I ACTOHMRIC X > THEIEL T
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BY, NEANZYHEZHRAL TS, AfEOHRE2rL, ERDT V=
V& IRAP 13, Z2ROT Y = v & 0% KM o K2R KIGZ 8 E T
Z2HBLLTCRZYTCHLI LR REINE, 2O —/HT, BEROT YV =V
B2 BT 4 TRITET 7 TRV RA—3 AT 4 7RITOHBREE@EME
KEWTE fair D EER I N o die, FRliT2 A4 T70HKRE
EHEOGEXMEPLI VAP YEZBEEORBEL L TET LN, 2Dk
D, MAMEICEBWT, BRDOT7 Yz v X IRAP i+ 3 iz, Bk
BEEEHEPEVRKITE2A T COoOWTEETILEEL2EZObNLE, AE
T, PHIMZYM e HRAECSEE O EIiC2w T, DAARRE Model %
bDEFEFERSHUAT, RMEMBIL, ZHEOT YV = v X IRAP OFHE L
ZUMEZHERAL-DATH B0, BEAEKRE (CAQ-b) L Dikic kT

ZEMEOBRI IO WL, F4, 5ECHRIAET.,

f &
HI3IHEONREIE, EIFMiHiE ©H % The Psychological Record (Inoue,
Shima, Takahashi, Lee, Ohtsuki, & Kumano, 2020) I E W T K I LT W
2, $7, BIBEOMEIR, RMHRY (A2 0fRe T 2T 2

MBEEEZES | O&KR (KAEFESF:2017-226) 2HTWw 3B,
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4=
EREDT7P 2V X IRAPDT 72 72 v A8 0 FH#l5 o st

—a— A F7Lr vy —BEE2HT— (FFE2)

BI1fi a2 A F7rvyy-—REL2AVEER

H#

HEIBFITTOMEICETBT, BEOT Yz v XzllEST 2 IRAP % fF
L, zofEECPZ4 oM 2iTok, F4ECTEH, EHDOT7 V=
VX IRAP BT 2 27X VANALL K 2T 272y 278 OLEN % T
M3z enTEIzrCo>0THRITEZITI>, 42, ZoTHlHico>n<T
BEIERIE TH 5 CAQ-b & DELE D 1T I,

FlBEECEWTHRRZ L IIE, ACTTEHKRBoEEORBFETEH L L T
AREBIEREZIIDBPETFILCZITIANRIEVWIT 772y 2%
%4 % (Hayes, Strosahl, & Wilson, 1999a), £ 7, % o fficH v T,
T 7R VRATBOBFHMELR I AT WS, fl 21, Hayes et al.
(1999b) * EHE S (2002) &, 0 ~1°ComKICENRZETFE2 2 T
2R TELIPEMESTSZa—AFT Ly —FEErHT, Ao
Mg e T 72 T2 v RTTORIEEZIT>TWwE, ZLTCT, T2 %7
ZYAMNABPITORERICE VT, MAKOMARBZEMS 2 2 & 2R
INTwd, Kt cid, 77272 v 2off#fEfFe L, 2 -1 F
Ty —HEEHNL, LT, T2 7F%YAMNAERITW», Pre D
BERDOT Y = v X IRAP D35 & Pre #* & Post T 2 1F 7 W K it A K ]
ZlboBEEZ BT L, BRDOT7 Y 2 v X IRAP BT 7 & 7% v A/ A

L2 1THERFoORILEZ FHTE 22 RIAT 5.
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7 &

Xt & F

KA, R¥EBRE 97 ZHB ML 7z, BHEBE O RFEICH I FHEZ R
L, WRBOABLTCOM PP T PLREMANOERS MEFEEFR X X —
CCEBSZMEAHZE L, T2 72 ZAF 494, FHHE 48 4 ic
ERICEH YT, RERBITNKREIT 272 28214 (B 44,
T 174, FHER 21.38, SD=2.62), #HHl#F 204 (BH e, &k
14 %, F¥HEH 21.30, SD=3.26) Thotl, 4L LT, EHD
7YV XIRAPOMEBERITZ 27 ) T CTEhdroH 444, WK AR
fil 23 Pretest T300 W2 A & 84 (T 277 & v AHE 34, IS
%), BKMAKBOLERANEOE 4% (T2 72y 234, #
FIEE 1 &) Z2BRALL 72, 300 LU E & v 9 K #E X Masedo & Esteve (2007)
© Forsyth & Hayes (2014) O %fTHIEIC R b o 72, @WAKIM AR © Pre
75 Post DEALEKDH NEICODVWT IR, I AVT7 2757 T AMEZIT -

7’:»
- o

fir B 1) i &

AWTEFTRMEHRYE TAZ20R e T2 cHTs2MHEEELZTE 2
DERERT, EHRNEFOHM, BohT —XEHAWICLUIE I N2
Tl ZMEEETHLZ L, WBLAEAT - XEFMEDOHB O A I
IhzcthhzWHRL, ERZMoRAEFEFL2HRE CEBI N (KA
5:2017-226), EBRK T RIS, EBMSMNMEFLCNL T, AHHROHWLE
M oHREERHAHZT > 2.

Al € 15 &'

JxzA{ XY —}F
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PRl L Flsx 23 iz,

IRAPICEN 2 D0 ERE

IRAPORERFHE L W b, BADT YV x v X IRAP & £ 3 2 i
IC, IRAP EHMKICENLTDL S5 5 2 &2 HMICIRAP ICE N 3 720 O
HRE~DOREZRKRDZJARAPICENL S 20 0B REITILL T D 4 250D
RO I, R—F Y74 7R T (VM THRTH 2],
Z2—=27 v PRI TEX, BRIE, 20, BLIE, BLIE, O X
TR, =2 AT 7THhIT (TR THRTHB], =7 v
BOTH L A, R, LA, Uk, BEE, A ), Rk
— KT 4 7HGT (TR HBIARRTH 2], -7 v PHETEIL,
B, 203, #L i, BLX I, LX), Rk—2 774
TR (ZHB TRk cH 2], 2—=7 v PRI L, #HR
i, WL A, Ui, BERX, B rld) ) o RIGERBKIE MTw] &
fWwwz | PHws N,

ME7 =2 —XF24H T0 KT (B T7evy72r) & 24aHTOR—
HRAIT (A —%7wvvy2) 14ty beLlT, BK2%Xy b ZEIEKEL
oo ME 7 2 - XOZEREHEFRICER O FLMEEZ 2,000ms LT & L,
ERIGEHEIZ WU Evkdoh, EESMELHME 7 = — X OF — %
y PO —=H 7T vy 7 BX0A—HT7ry 700nTNICE W TDERE
WEGZLEZRET, AF 72— ~BiiLEz, AFE 72 -3 2 v

FTH o T2,
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ERADT Y x v X IRAP

BRDODT7 Y 2V X IRAP 3, BROT7T Yz v e T7 72742 v 2l
T2HH~0HZ%2RkD7, BEREDODT YV 2 v X IRAP U T D 4 20
ThroBERINE. BEROT V2 v X —FY 75 4 7RIT (7 <0 R8T
nRAFELEARLSZSE T L], 42— v PHIBIRLS &2, gk b,
fRik3 21 ), BROT YV 2 v X —3 774 7T (758 T &
[AfEbE AL ZSILETBE ], 2= v ¥ TELS RS, L &b,
EHL kR3] ), T2 72 v 2—F 54 7HT (08 8%
AFELPEZRIAND E |, =7 v bl TR A%, Kickd, @ik
T3] ), 7272 v A—3HT4 78T (Z70F THAAFD
EZTANDL L |, 2 =7y PRI TELS RS, ¥ b, H LSR5,
KIGERBE X v & Tvwwzx ] Thbbh, PCHEOAFEETICT V
FLICRREINZ,IRAPHADZEH VI LY, MADERDOT Y 2 v X i
T MM oMW 2RISR L %2R T IRAP 5 8 28K v Iig &,
T 277 2y 2ICET2ERFEOMNBENZERIKIESE Y L %2R T,
ME 7 - X387 (% 7m vy 724 f7) &R -ZRAT (F
—HT7uy 24 7)) R 1y P LT, K4y PEEBVEREL 2,
RE 7 2 — X D ERHEE T ICERE O P Ifi 2 3,000ms AT &L, 1IEX
IGFE L 80%U L kDb, EBSMEIPHTE 7 2 —XDOFE —+« v b
NO—HK78y 72BL0A—HT70y 700nFNICE W TDdEMRLER.
W7z L7zRH<T, AEZ7z—X~BfTLE, AFHE7x—-—XF 3y T
Holeo RFEZ7xz—XICHFWTH, FREIGEHER O 3,000ms 2 D IE K
K BN EEHL TCHEST S XIICHRLAZ, IRAP IZHN 2 720 O fHH
B L EROT Y 2 v X IRAP IF Microsoft Visual Basic 6.0 TTEK & 1

72 IRAP#HE 2 H w77~ (KF 5, 2012),
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Change agenda Questionnaire-believability (CAQ-b; I8 &, 2018)
CAQ-bIZ 7THH?»POLMMINIERDODT V2V XA ~DERFEHEORE %

MES 2EHMETH B, 7THE (1 =225 8bhw, 7 = ¢

A
e

ZO2BY)THY, BEIPEVEEERDODT V2V X ~DMHEENEH W
AR TURESCE I aviie— a2 hTF T AL AW, [ Rk

ZEEzZz RS2t d 2034 Roc k] ZREODHEAXPEEN S,

NPT Ly —RE (7772 20FT8ER)

HKDMAWE 27 2272 v 20T8HEEE L7z, KE 10cm, Kl
I3 ~4° CCHRELAELZ, BERISHEICHKRELALZ, KL ITTE %772
FRABAKICFEDTFZ L51C] BRLE, GAKRKMARHEIET 7+ 7 %

VADNMNAIC XL o CTHEINT 52 BRI N TS (Hayes et al.,1999),

727 % 722D EBIE : Visual Analogue Scale (VAS)
WKOWREICHEAEZBIT IO LW HBICNL T, 0 % & F

o2& LA, T100%8BE LI L2Z] &L, 10ecm D LT % 5] <

Lok, fRB2EVIEE, FBHNAT 7272 vy ARGV L%

Z N I

ERFh ¥

KR T X CEMNICEE T Nz, FEEIE Pre, M A, Post 2 & K
X7 (Figure4-1), £B 1 HH®D Pre T, 7 =24 2+ — F, CAQ-b,
IRAP N 2 7200 EHRE, RAEDT Y = v X IRAP, 2 — 1 F 7L
vy —E, T/ 27 Ry RAICHRTEZEBOFTM~ 0 L L BEE SN

Fiekvz,a—-Ar P77y —FEicowTiF,[T& %72 FE KR,
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FrmAKkKio2F koL T 23w, EHEIFILALS T RLKTT
R L, 3 —AF T Ly — 0 & KINARKRHEIZNANE BT -
e KM AR OMED L IFEBESME»r L&D ELSBEALG T,
EBREZME»LOLMUMEFEIRAAZAVII>ICE#RLLZ, CHEIFHEL T3
CEBREBRSZMECE R 2 E2 PR T 20 Tho7z, EB2HEH
FAAE Post IO, HBE1HHEFER2HHOBRIZH 1 HEM
THolre MAWR, 7272 VvABICRT 7 T2y 2E2RET BN
ANZAT W, HEF I X EREEAMICE T 2 K% 10 0 M 8EE <& 72, #hBk
WmBEA O R ZERLZHB T, LHENCHELr RN AZIT ) 2D TH
2% NMAREHNND ACT D7 =2 > a3y 7iICEML, ACT O KR
BB 1ETH o EEP T XTCIT o772, MAK, Post TiE, CAQ-b, %
ROT7 Y2V ZIRAP, a— A F 7Ly —E, 7772 v 2T
2 EBFME RS 2, Riric, TRTCOEBRSMF TN L CHL % E

L, EBOoHMWEMNANBTICOD W CTHERBIAHZIT > %2,
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Figure 4-1. Experimental design.
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T7% 72 VABE~DODNARNE

NAMICEBT 27 7272y APFE~DNAFT 2207 % 4 X Hh
LRI N, T2 72 v 222794 X101, AL EMHERE2 M
w72 (Wegner et al., 1987), ALK MG EHRzZzH 22BN, 7277
ZVAZ I AX0FEAL L TCRNHEkFLrayir—1TE LoD
LI ERBE T2 icHviE, BEWNH O LEEE BRI, HIED
(2002) CHB T2, T2 72V 2N AD1IDICHAAENT Y B, A
AFREBERSZmMECHL, O THUH, iz bLEL R E»E T L@
HYVFEIT D, £/, ThicLlL T X el vz 2HML
e BERNRBROH L LT, (ot E2Tenir>»eET 2], [HF
DERLAZVWISIKT S A Ttholzs RCHZH LT bW, [ 15
M, A FicowcHtficZzrvwI o>l EFEIwn] E#HRL, 1
DBECNABIERERSZNHEC TS TLE2, TRKCHL 232 K0
BreX¥vwnicddcedcziler]tiln. ZMEORELL CTIE
Sk, Lokl RS0, LT, [HEHOBAZEZ R LD S
HMoHK T EHAKLCENLa VIR L2 T 2228 LVo2rDd LN
THAR] AL, Ric, AR EAMHEEZNH T2 2L oK
REEZrOEEKRL, ALHEML TSI ZZHIL, @ THL TSV THE
WEPRTHRLRT, MoV THFEZTDIW] EHRL, 15H5M
HzPHALTdbok, BEAYOHMEIE, ACEROLY b EwFEL R
T, z2officonwT, NAFR (¥ TcL 2] ¢33k, ZNE
DELORPZFEERF, TEHRLAVIILCT 222> THELIPATERLZ] LW
YbDThHhY, AMEABWEREIHMEST S 202 oTI NV Y FT 5
cevENTEILEERL 2,

T2 TR VAZ IV AX2RBRBICTLIZ I AR EeH L
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(Hayes & Smith, 2005 i - JEJH - & - M 5K 2010), Bic T 3 =7
FHAXFEBS (2002) THWT, 72772 2% REST 27 %
PARXELE LT IZA TS, AAFRERSZMFCNLCT, £5V 7
Yy ATELHRBELY, HEHUL, BAKEC o2 AR HkE (F :
A, B, BoAaY) 20 2#RNL, Thi 4 X -V EEi, [ 42
—VIFrtRMEEITLE ) EOBEERIESITL Xl Ak,
zoth, DlI4 2 =YL Twdbolacfhlzzefltacl x 2], @
[BEERECABELTCLII ), @ TRETRFENSHLWVTL & 9 » )
LV LDV EDH T EIT, SRR LTREEEZRDZ, £ LT, 4
A=Y LEboxBHooko FiclYHL, ZhtxLlFo o 2ewn
S e EBHVWLZ 40K, —FBRLO»ICARAEHREE I A -V L
ORI HEOERE LS ORBICENNEIIYV ET AN, LD
ZMEOREF, (A EbLECE]LIMBL CYELER 2L TE
LI ARRE TR o721 bDTHoT NAFELEEBRSME I
LEE#MZE TR 2 X L2B0 T2 HEEZLORERIREL bR
Wl e rHEL L,

Postlff @ a2 — v F 7L v b —FBEEZTHIRIC, T 27272 AR ICIE
TV I A X CORBEE»L, WA ZHeTr20TiInl, B
KT, RUANDLZ LI ICLAadMs, FETELZLEFRIBAKICDT T

(I WVEHRL 2,

HEBE~ONMNARNE
T o772 vy 2AFLEFEIC, BELCRBFCEIT I 2SS A X EEL
T, "AHNEBZHMNLEZ, AR, BGEXPL LGN -HEREERELXIC

BT 24K%2 10 pMERFI T EL 02 DTH o7, Post D a2 — L
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F7L oy —FELTIBICE, = 7934 X coRBErsEnrL, F%

TEL2RIRSGARKICODT T ZEZIEHIRL .

i &

1. FERW AT 72272 vy RO0BFEBPT 772 v A0 ALERITHEM
35,

2. A<k, 727272 v 2L, AL TWHERE TV,
BROT V2V ZEWOINANT Lo T, BEDODNMATH 2 Z
E b, CAQ-b ¢t ERXKDT Y2V X IRAPIZOWT, AEABDIZA S
N7z v,

3. Pre BT BZ2ERDT Y = v & IRAP 55 & Gkt A KM o £ X

(Post/Pre) A DMHBE R T, F 7, 2 DHBEBRE X Pre IT B F % CAQ-b
EmOKMMARMEOZA KO MHMBEBRE LY b ES 22 e BEL &, Fic,
BEROT V2V X —FYV T 4 7R T8 &DBKMAREROZMEL o R
A OMHBEERT EFHRLZ,

THREoA, ZXR2REHLZHEBC DT, /& - 1T - WK -
WE - RE (2017) 13, 72—V a vy N ARG KBARROZ{ich
A B eI T A, WwAKMAKMOZLE (HE: Post/Pre) & H
HMLTws, Bhel<clx, MAECLZEEZHKA T 220 THDY,
AR ETHRICHE D E, BAKMAKK D ZE (Post/Pre) % H H}

L7,

f& T 77 %

BEEBEICONT, PHEEEREZENLZ., £/, 72727522

NADEBEF 2y 707-d Il EOT 74 7% v 20 E80TFM (%K
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DA ZTBELZEAY) oL Ex BT L7z, BRI (Pre, Post)
<TE(T 2772y 28, HEE) O28KWEAHEHO DS ZT-
2o RIT, BRDODT YV x2 v X IRAP D & CAQ-b D E AL iT 2w T K
T 3701, B (Pre, Post) x# (77 7% v 28, HllEE) o2
WREAGFEH O 8O ZIT o7, RIT, PreiC BT % CAQ-b B XL U ZE
HDOT Y v X IRAP D m KM AR O ZAKO FH I w TRE T
5791 Pre il ® CAQ-b B X UVZERF DT ¥ = v X IRAP 15 &l & i KIi¥
ARl oZlLEo R T~y O EMHEBEGEEZH WA, 72, BIXN%
fEtr & LT, Pre BT 3 CAQ-b BLXUZEARADT Y = v X IRAP & Pre
MEOFBMN AT 2272 v 202 T~y 0 EMHBEGRE 2 H W7,
TNiE, BEROT V2V X IRAP B EBWN T 7272 v ZAOoBREL Y

DX LBBERIKCI I ERN T 2720 TH o7,

R
ERBOoOLABKE R
FTREOFEME & AR 2= % Table 4-1 IT/7R L 72, i #F & 1T Pre FF A
CBF2FEBMN AT 272272y 20EAEVVERLCEEZRLTWS L

b o T,
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Table

Means and standard deviations

4-1

of the measures in the study.

Pre Post
Experiential
M SD M SD

condition
Subjective Acceptance 51.29 27.43 80.48 11.21
acceptance Control 49.60 27.69 48.30 23.12
CP task Acceptance 46.00 26.75 74.09 43.22
Tolerance time Control 56.46 55.85 92.44 102.45

Acceptance 35.48 6.42 28.62 6.72
CAQ-b

Control 36.45 5.47 31.55 6.62
CA-IRAP Acceptance 0.14 0.62 0.12 0.59
CA-Posi Control 0.06 0.46 0.14 0.55
CA-IRAP Acceptance -0.14 0.43 -0.02 0.57
CA-Nega Control -0.12 0.50 -0.12 0.43
CA-IRAP Acceptance -0.40 0.56 -0.44 0.43
Accept-Posi Control -0.15 0.64 -0.27 0.65
CA-IRAP Acceptance 0.00 0.58 -0.16 0.57
Accept-Nega Control -0.09 0.51 0.08 0.42
CA-IRAP Acceptance -0.10 0.40 -0.13 0.40
Overall Control -0.07 0.38 -0.04 0.37

Note. CP task = Cold pressor task.

91



T72%7 X VAN ADERIEF = v 7

T2 T 2V ABEINTET 272272 Y ANADBRZY AR DTH D
DEERT 220, BEFzv 27 LT, o7 27272y 20 FH
WEFEMl (MKDOEAZBELAEZEAY) O EBRE Lz, A1 R
(Pre, Post) xHf (7 7 7 &2 v 2, HElIH) o 2 WKEAFEHO
MO EiTo7, ZOME, RO ETHERXLEETH Y (F(1, 39)=12.12,
p =.00), K LHOXRHEFHLBIEE TH > 72 (F (1,39) = 14.48, p =.00,
partial n> =.24), FMEVRBEZEM L L 5, T 77T 2 v RHF
ODEHH O EFELPHE TH Y (F(1, 20)= 32.66, p =.00, partial n° =.62),
post B 2 B0 ERENAEE(F(1, 39)= 32.66, p =.00, partial n°> =.46)
THolre TOHBELSL, T2 T2 VABOTHNAT 77 2V R
DWMBREDOLN, T2 2T EZVANADERERZ Y TH L & BIHER

TN,
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Figure 4-2. Manipulation check of the acceptance intervention.
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ERDT Y =¥ X IRAP & CAQ-b D E{LiIc D \w T

KW Ccld, ZROT V2V EARFWEIR, 72772y 24 AR X
DHERET 2L WO RHMD D L EBREZITo T 772 v AT L T,
HS EHHERZIT, ZROT Y2 v X2 /INADOHNERITTD
B, BEONATH LI ED2HLD, CAQ-b PERKDT ¥ = v X IRAP 1§
Ho@PRALLAZVWERELAEZ. 2 Z2TCTR, 72272 2#D CAQ-b
EEKDT YV = v X IRAP BRI HEHIAE & LB L, Pre & Post DfHIC &
WTHEBEARZLZMAR W L 2R T 5, BT IR (Pre, Post) x#f (7
7 7 v AR, AR © 2 TWEIRAGHE OSSN % AT o 72, CAQ-b
KowTlk, Wl oEMELRXEE TH Y (F(1,39)=41.83, p =.00), 0l #H i
fTRoOBEBALBPELS LD, BEARAEMFEHEIRAL LR » o 72 (F
(1,39)=1.16, p=.29); ZRXDT7 ¥V = Y X IRAPICOo W T, WFnolEH
b, AR ARPO TR ELAEFHBIRON AL >R (ERDOT ¥V =2 v &
— R YT 4 7THAT B s F(1,39)=.08, p=.78, R AHEEM : F(1,39)=.25,
p=062, BERDOT Vv X —-FHT 4 7RI W F 1,39 =33,p=.57,
LTHAER  F (1,39) =33, p =57, 772 72 v 2A—FKI 57 4 7T 5 W
W F(1,39) =92, p =34, RXHEAFH : F(1,39) =15, p =70, 7 7 & 7 X
VA=A T4 7HAAT s KW 2 F(1,39)=.00, p =97, KEAEMH : F(1,39)
=2.50, p=.12, Overall; BEH] : F (1,39)=.00,p=.99, X EEHMH : F(1,39)
=35,p=56)y TNLODOFERDIPL, 72772 v ABICRTZNAR, &
KOT YV X IRAP, CAQ-b DB L THIELAZLGAD, BEHOT Y

TV A BEBIEINRTCE Aozl ERHEERINT,
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Pre BT 3 CAQ-b BIXUVEBRDT7T Vv X IRAPD G KM AKE OZE
ftEDFHICDwT

Pre R COLERDT V2V EABHFWIEE, 7772 VANADPX
DHEBET B2 L WIHORFT DD &, Pre Ffid CAQ-b BXUEARDT ¥ = vV
X IRAP B il & KT A R o Z/L R o MBI %2 H I L 72 (Table 4-2), fi#
Mok, A7~ v oEMMHEBEGERREH WA, BITo#R, Pre Fim o
CAQ-b W AKMAKMOENRICIEFEAHMBRIRON AL 5> (p =
- 21, p=36), —H T, BRDOT Y=z Y XIRAPKEBWVWTIX, 777
RYA—AHT 4 THRITOHR, GARKMAKREOLE{E LA HELEE
el o (p = -39, p=08), ZOHHELL, EREDODT YV 2 v X
IRAP D —HoHEHIKEWT, 727272V ANARIZITEHOENEZ T

W3 2 AlRETE R T N7z,
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Table 4-2

Correlational analyses of each measure in the acceptance group.

Measures N =21 1 2 3 4 5 6
1. CAQ-b in pre

2. CA-Positive in pre 0.09

3. CA-Negative in pre -0.05 0.39%*

4. Accept-Positive in pre -0.02 0.36 0.24

5. Accept-Negative in pre -0.06 0.26 0.23 0.54%**

6. Overall D score in pre -0.05 0.72%** (Q.55*%** (. 79%** (0, 70***

7. The change rate dura- -0.21 -0.12 -0.04 0.05 -0.39% -0.12

tion of the CP task time

(Post / pre)

Note. CA = Change agenda, Accept = Acceptance.
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Pre iCB 1} 3 CAQ-b B XU ERDT7 YV VXIRAP L XEBW AT 7€ 7
2 v ZADEALE (Pre 2 b Post) O FEHEIZT DWW T

Pre CB T B3ERDT Y = X IRAP, CAQ-b ¢ EHBMW T 7 72 v
2iEEOLENBOBEEL T 7 X Vv RABEOF Y I 21 LicEB »TH
RICHF L, ZofHR, —HH D Pre DERDT ¥ = v X IRAP 1T
77 xS a v Ao FEEREoOLZLRIKRFICK LT, AERIEDMHEA
EFRLE(EIC,ZEROT7 V2 X —FY 54 7R IT:p=.66,p=.001, &
BKOT Vv E—AHNT 4 7R T p=.18,p=.45, T 77T X v XA —3FK
T4 THIT p=30, p=.184, T 7 R T XV A -3 T T 4 THIT: p=
— .05, p=.825, Overall: p=40, p=.072), Pre ® CAQ-b & 8B & T 7

72 v AoEFEoOE{LBEICIHERA LN D o7z (p=.25,p=.272),

E -

AKFFROHMIZ, ERDODT V2V X IRAP BT 7 & 7% v AN AKX
57 2772 vRiTHOLRNE T T 2R TEDED, £, EHEOD
TV v XOBEERE (CAQ-b) L BIEIHE (IRAP) OB LR T 7 &
TEYVANANLCL 2T 7272y 2780 ZLEe TH T 2 0012 W0nT
oI35 8 THoiz,

R OER, Pre CH T L2ERDT YV 2 VX IRAPDT 7 & 7 & vV R
— AN T 4 TEAT LK AR o Z LRI, 55w a oM A EMERA
TRz, oz, KRHEF—HEXFINLLZEVWZDE, —FH T,
Pre IC B3 17 5 CAQ-b & W /KIMM AR @ Z LK & o ICITHE 2L E S i
ot MODADODHBELRALNZ L FHRLAEALARDT YV 2 v X —FKY T
4 70w T, WAKMARBOZAER OB ICAHERMHEBE IR I L

2> o 77,
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T2 T XY R—AHNT 4 7RITOHIC, WKW AKKRZEARRS
Nz éownwT, YEATL2sA4 7R 7772 v 2or—LE2HET S
NETHhoEBEBELTWVWI EEZONSE, 2%V, Bix&KFEd %
ZUO AN el A2 HHICNLT, Tvwwnx | LROEETE
HEIIRE, BKOMARBMBEMLL T o7z, 2O L, T 7%
TERYRATTWMBHFE LS EBRRICEBASMEL, 727272V

AT XV AEMICHEEL, WAKOMAKHBPHEMLZZ L23EZbh

(R

B. AT, TI/RT XV AERKT 5 LB B L0 BRKIESH

Sy

v (MR RFEBEZUIANRSZ E—BL AL —FWw) SMER, 72717
RYANREY T A THDLDE VI L — AR, HhARKiIcNT 27 7 &S
2V ARITEBERLICLS ozl B EZLLN S,

KRBT IZHEZRAMALELT, 7272272 v 2OEBEOITH B X
DEMICHEEET 220 ICE, T2 72 Yy 2P EEL VLT 3 BEK
RIGCOWEPEETHL LB RBINL, ERODT Vv XET I %
xR v AOWMAICHETZERMBO MKW A2BEFRKICZRKCHEL, %
NoDFMABMBNRIRONTET 7272y 2{THOE#E % KRitcx 3
EWV)HBAERDODT V2 v X IRAPOR A TH DL EEZLN D,

KWFRoORAHELTR, T2 T2 v 2—3%H7 4 7kfrix, 3=
CEWT o AZEREGEE 2B 2 P TETCVARAWVWEA L W) ST
Hb, 0w, KFREROMBNICOWTRBEELCRILELH 3,

AW CliE, 77272 v2offEEFLELTCa -2 F 7Ly —@F
MERWEDL, ZofoT7 7272y 20TE8EZEICE Y TH, KR

EFRkDOFERPBONDEZLED D, T OLIMFADPBETDH 2,
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H2H AEOI LD

FBAETIE, T2 7T 2VyANARCKBEZT 7272y 278 (&KI
AER) OE{LEZERDOT Y=V X IRAP Pl T2 2 LB TE B HpIC
DWVWTHA 2T o7, ZDME, Pre BEADT 27XV A —FHT 4
THATEmAKMARKBOZAEREEMHECcCAOHBEE I L, 205
Db, FHIKERDODT Y2V X IRAP DT 72 2 72 Y A —3H T
4 7HRITOBHREPIBEE (T2 T2VyZDODAL—ARRE) §E, 7
7 7 RAVYANARL X > THKDOIMMAKRB2ZEMLL ST W &3 EZDL
N7, —JH T, Pre BFfid CAQ-b & WKt AR o Z LK ICHBEIZR S
Nhdolk, ROETIE, 2 —AF7Lyd—FEUNOTHEECE

WTh, AFELAKOEREPFTON L 2 2R T 5,

ff &
FA4EOWEIE, BRHHRYE TANZHRE T 2HRICHET 2 MEHFEAE

%

i

2 DK (KA FEF:2017-226) EHT W 5,

\
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5=
EREDODT7 VX IRAPDT 72 72 v XA{T8 o FHlH oKt

—HREREELZRAwCT— (W% 3)

Bl HREEBEREZHAVAERR

HH

BOEETIE, a2— A PPy —BREUINDT 727 & v 20iTH
BibsonwTd, ZEDOT YV 2V X IRAP 7 77XV AN ALK BT
s 72 v AfTH oLt E THCE 2R T A, RAROT ¥V
v & IRAP O G HAEEE 2 M T 2720, KFHEILCBEBLWTISRLNS
FETEHO LD LT, A —FHHEHPOMHETEICELEZY TS,
B, fiMeEREEZ2H T, EFBEBEMELS AL —FFcBERE
DHOfMEAZFRCEALKME (T4 avx s ) 2777 %Y ADAT
BIEfE & 3 5. Drake et al. (2015) &, hBFoEHEELT 7€ 7 &2 v 2D
fTEEREE LT, a—A F7 vy —FBEofiic, PR BEH~OFER
B E2HF w3, ¥/, 7T4av a2 bol#EIERALOETE LR
o oeoe I TWwdb (Weeks, Howell, Srivastav, & Goldin, 2019), &
bit, ACT D7 7272 v ALK 7 a—-—Yavoxz sy ¥+ f4X&LT
Eyes on exercise & \» 9 b ® 2% % (Hayes,n.d.)s TN, Z AT & &
D, HirAbe, 2OoOPCHEPAT AR AEBE2Z I ANTE D,
Rtz ECBEZIT DD THE, b enrb, TA4avxs:b
F—ED0ARPEGE2FERI 2L rEOLNLTEY, A —FRRE
KN T 2274 avcr s ol T 7272y 2A0TEERE L CZEY

THdLEZLN D,
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7 &

ERSmME

BB O KRFEICH) REAEAEREREZNRE L, #WEROEL TO
U2 FPCREABNICE T 2ERSMEFZEORRA X — L CEBRS A
AEELE, ERSMEEW L2427 7 72 v 2R 40 %4, il
a2 CEELCHOMNT 2 BMEREOMTIEE -FEFE VIR
hFEICXoTiTbhiz, 7, B-FHREHNINTRERALHH» o %,

REMICERCEMLEZ0 X 714 (B34, X384, FHE
fit =20.27, SD =2.57) TH Y, AWM NREL, 7272272 R0
224 (B84, Ltk 144, FIYFH =21.00 %, SD=3.85), #fl#E

264 (B 104, 164, FHEMR=19.96 %, SD=1.43) TH » 7=,

RN > DAL 2 O AR IC 2w T, Pre ® CA-IRAP 28 E K T & & 2 o
108 (727272224, A SH), Av—FROEHKER
HEOSRBICT 7 —BELE6/(T 27272y AF3IL, HEIHIH),
Post DEBRICEML o7k 3% (72727 X2Y AR 34), PostD

CA-IRAP BEK CTE o2 1% (T 27272y AH14), Post DE
MM IC RIBE 2R D o234 (T 27272 v 2824, HEEE14) Tb

2 7z,

H € 15 %
HIRAPICEN S /-0 0B HRE

IRAPHBEHMEKICELTD LI 2 & EHMIC IRAPICHEN 2 20 0l H
MEEMHLZ, Z_XAHMIE PCHE O FEICRRITIA, =7 v
FIB I PCHiE O PEICIETRNE N2, IRAPICHE N 2 720 © #iH HE 135

3, 4 EOMWMELEKDD D& HH W,
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EBSMELENDE 2D, B3, 482X T2
L, ERATE 12y b (—BHATEA-HATE2 1 HIFT D), KRAT
F1ley b (—HATLEA-BATE21IRTO) CHEREL 2., HEKRAT
BT 2R RIS FERIX 2,000ms TH O, EFEFEIT 80%U EAKkD L1

7‘»
C o

2) ERXDT Y = ¥ X IRAP

EROT Y 2V X IRAP I, BRDOT V2 v X eT 77 %2y 2icH
TL2HEHH~DMHE %KD 77~ (Figure3-1) . MERITEIRAK6 LY F, K
AITWE3 2y P CTHo, MEMATICE T 2 RIS HER I 3,000ms T
HY, EEXEEIT S0 kDb, IRAP ICHN 2 7= ®» o HHE
EERDT Y 2 v X IRAP ¥ Microsoft Visual Basic 6.0 TIER & 1 7=

IRAP R ZH w77 (KT 5, 2012) .

3) Change Agenda Questionnaire-b: CAQ-b

CAQ-b BREARDT7T Y2 v XA ~DfEEZMEST IRETH L, 7HH
THE (1=F%o0%<KZ58bhrw, 7T=TbZzo5/E5) THEIN
Twd, fEAEVIEY, ZREDOT V2V X ~OERFEE H I & 2R

j—o

4) EROEERE (72722742 vy 20fTHHEE)

133 A vFE=Z—CMIPERE 1AL CHADL>T, 200 RAYE—F
7o Thbw, MREOHMEZ R 2 e CcERl% 120 (2 45)
THRLAMBEEZT7T 72272y 20FHERELELE, YEBEEIIARTEO X

AT O FhHhLTHS, HBERER®EIL Tobii 77 / v ¥ —# D Glass 2
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xRV, ERERHNEiCEY, EBREMEOR Y —F 2T =X 8L
THWTWw2LWwd e ERSMHF ICIE R 72, BRF O MG IT & (FE
BesmE+ERECRO2OTW2EHBETHY, 9> FTFAhEEFRL) T
Holed, EBREMECIHEREFEIHFEMRGE LI 2RI I IICL

7‘»
C o

5) AER LAY -—FHROFARLERORE
HEODALDOBEEICOoOWTEWIHEHHBIEXLT, 1 (F&EEHWV) ~
100 (KRR H2) 2oBMFEERIEEL, £/, BEOREREORE LD
WwWTewo HHIEKNLT, 1 (VJZ7vyZ7ALTWwW3) ~10 (FRL Tw
2) 2o TEERIEZ, Chb0FHIE, A —FEHEP AR AR
NTHholZl bR T2-DICHEHLE, AERE ALY —-FRKICYK

HHICHE %2 KD 72,

6) TBH AT 72 Vv 2AORE

A —FHOARALICODWTED LI WU LELAED»EWwHIHHI
LT, 1 (MxXxo&li) ~10(xoEFilLTHBnik) »bHF
FERS G2, CORER, T2 72 VAN AOEEF Yy 720770

KR L &=,

7 EBEN AR - FRORBLAVY—-—FHOFRRORE
STHhAE—FHDOZLICODVWT, ExTCwEFnrewiryHEHICXL

T, 1 (& ETlEEHARw) ~10 (ETHHTETDB) »oHF % &

R, 2v—FHhoRLoBREC>vwTEwI >HEPAI LT, 1 (F

RBHEV) ~10(ARLHHB) »oBFEBRBRI L, 2 b OIEER,
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A —FHBEHICNTEZT 7272 Yy AN ADOMBZH 2 FTHHIEEL LT

Bl X By HlE L 7,

8) HAGEMK Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale (LSAS-J; i A&, 2002)
HRALZOBRE*HWETI220ICHVE, BHEREAREROEE, [
WOREIL>WTZNZN24THH 4 FETHE TN T WS, LSAS T HE

BesmBEOHRAZROEEZILET 2 -0 CHEHL 2.

F i %

FEIT TR CEME X 7z (Figure 5-1,5-2), FB 1 HHIX, Pre
(ANERDOAL L RFROBEE, CAQ-b, IRAP ICHN 2 72 » o & HE,
BERDOT Y =V X IRAP, A —FHE (T4 a3 vz 7 FFKHOHE),
A —FHOALLBROBRE, FBWNAT 7272 v 2, FBMN AR
E—FHBOKHFLAY—FHOARALROBREOFMEMEL, FH~DN
A& fio7z), EB2HHIZ, Post (AEROALAR L ZEROBE, &~
DA, CAQ-b, ZADT ¥ =V X IRAP, Av —F#HE (74 avrz
FREFOWE), A —-FHOARLEBROBRE, FBHNAEZT 7 72 v
A, FBNBEAC - FHRORBAY —Fho LR BREDFMEZIT> 72,
EB1HH:EB 2HHOMBR1IBEAB T >, NABEEPFEML
o AV —FHEIZ, ASUSHE D 133 4 v FDE =X — T - - R
FlHICHD» > T, A —F &K I & 7 (Figure 5-1), FER X, FAETIC
FHEHL7Zd0oThHhY, BMEFECEBRSZMEZE 2D 2 X5 alKzHw
o EBSMHFICIT NMoHTECHERIFRLTCEBY, Zo ANicmd o
TAE—=—F %L T EFE0, JIELbb3EMBED I X TITX > T

OhBNoTwIET, A2 LNFHTADN, TEEZ3FTHFOHZHRT
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A —F%TE2LILCLTLAZIw] LBHWL L,

loiceE =2 -1 oMEHRL (+) 2RR-INE, RiCE =X —
T30S0 EFICHFERLTCCIERZFCHLTCAY —F 21T -
ThbobnEd, WMREIEXRBECHRS2 D TEITY, TEEA3FIMFO
HWr A<, EFAEY—-F%2FT 2Ll T AETn] LERRLZ,
RiICE=ZX2—IC60WHE, A —FD7—=2UTOXICRRINTL,
[T —~<RHEMMEHEEICODVT, KNL2PERL? A —FOoHNEEZ 1 5IH
THEATCKEEIw, A —FolEE 2B TT] ¢ XRFLLZ, Pre D
A —FF—=<L, [BWEBRICOWT, BEH» K521, Post DR ¥ —
FTr—~F, TMHEHE >, BER2rKEKN»]| THoTo A —F D
F—~v Wl TESFTBRETIRNAEOH T L 2ERM L, Wong &
Moulds (2009) D A v —FHEDO T —~ Kok, Z0tk, 20D
WREOMGBLEE =2 —ICRTEIh, EBSMERI AL —-F 25 &9
ckwohzz, EBRERE =2 —CORRHPHETIIRMICERE 2 5 BH
Lize ZLC, 2H0MoAEY—FRKbokBICAEL, EHWESME D
SooBltofFHrHEL, IREBEBREXEOHE 2L, T=X -0
BreHREMGBEORRTIICOVWTER, EM 7o 774V 7 d PsychoPy 2
Wk, A —F % IRAP FE I L2 CHFTE TSV T{To72, ETH I

E~oPZESCNHN AR EZEDOBROEE CEEL 72,
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Figure 5-1. Speech scene in the experiment.
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T2 TEVABE~DODHNANE

T2 72V ABONAIE, EBRIBHI TS TWHER] 2 Hwv
o ¥, EM2HHBKC (BT IZ2Z 7334 X] BHLNE, AL
FMHIEHmEEZHW-ZHWNIE, 7772y 227334 XDEAELT
M kHEZ2a vy be— A T32 oML EZ2HREBETZ-0ICH W,
Bicd sz 7944 X, BHES (2002) LsWwT, 777XV A%
METIZZDICHEHINTVIZLD2L, AFRICEBNTLT 27X
VADINHANELTHHL &,
HSEWdEHRicowT, O THH, ok beLEALrEL»LE L
AV ETr, A, ThicHL T X >C/HLL T3 H] & HIM
Lz, BENAOHl LTI, (ftoc s E2CERLS LT 2], [H
FTVE#MLAVISCT 2] A Thof, RICHZHALTH bW, [1
g, ACFRoVTHTIEEZAZVEIIICLTLZI ] LHRL
Il BicNHAAFIERSMEC €5 TLEr, TRICHL I EL2 L
M EXricT 22 enTcEELAEL] LRRA, SEOEEZFL LT
[(Bokb, Lozl %ok, LT, [HEOBRE X 1 &
bSHOoOAS T LRMKCEN LY - ET 2228 L V02D

LhhiggAnl tHEFLAE, i, ARZBHERFEZNH T2 0

(@]

FHREE*OEHKL, BLCHEMLTLILI 2D, @ THLL T2
THRwEHA»RTdALET, McowTdEZTH L] EHFL, 1
SEIBZEAL T DL o7z, BEALOHREER, ACETAOLY D AW F
2T, ZofFRICOVWT, NAFR [ThETcLrIn] ¢ahk, &
MEDL LK OBEF, BE#HLAVIICTEEDPZ>THEPATE ]
LI bDTHY, AMREBMWEREIMEST 222 >TYNY VF

R

Y

ExeElLTrsc bz FL L,
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Bicd+ 3294 4 X3 (Hayes & Smith, 2005 R - J&H - F W -

B 2010), EiES (2002) T, 7272 v 2% RS 372
VA XL LTHHIATHE, NAFRIERSZMFCNL T, £35Y
Ty s ATEL2KBHELY, HEHAL, REKEC o 2 LR HKkFE (f -
A, Bk, BYOARY) 20 e2#RL, Thi 4 X -V &2k, [ 42
VIR REIT LI MAOEREFEITL I 2L AAR,
zoth, D42 =YL Twsbolacfhlzzefltacl x 52, @
(BEERECABRBELCTCLI I ), @TREZTRFENSHLWVTL & 9 )
LV LDV EDH T EIT, SRR LTREEEZRDZ, £ LT, 4
A=Y L7edbDoxHPOKO LiclY L, ZhAz Lok 3L w
YTl EBHWLAE, 0BK, —FRILDICAREHKkKFEELI A -V L
ORGP HEOERE LS ORBICEN TV ET AL INL, LD
ZMEOREF, (Ao ELECELIMBL CYELrR 2L TE
LI ARRE TR o721 bDTHoT NAFELEEBRSME I
LIEMZE TR 2 X)L LB0 T3 HAEEZLAORERIREL 2ok
Wl e rHEL L,

T, AR TR, ERIHHEER2HHDORBIC HW 228k T b h 7z,
HW 13 A4 A 1 ol — b Tdy, BHNRHAHEICE W TR
OO RNEEEOHREER T 2D TH o7, HW O F W IF, FE 1 H
HoHSIMHEREZ2Tw, 2v—FHhokBEd a0t LEZD (R
E—FHOALRLERICOVWTD, R XL T 22X THEM»AT
K272, 3P FTFTRCLTCHBVEAPR2DLATREAR) KT -
7o BRE LTIE, HEAFCHEVT, AL EIMHEBRLEAL X 5 &k
Boell#EicXo T RWHTAZEEF o Th2oRkBERH o 72

BA&AICHW OKESH Y — P22 X51ckd, TICARLREDR
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HolRP, ZORE oTH, ZhICXo THLNSEBN R,
RHWAHERE (ROWHATRZ2ELEI I Rodh) E20THARRD 2,
THB T3z R AT SE XS ICHRL %,

PostlfD 2 v — FHBERTIHRICIER, =27 F A X CoRBEED» L,
HWrnEzehizr>T 30Tl AL, BFANLS XIICLARDPL, Pre
L TEZRLZIMTE (BBRE) OHZ2ATAY—F% 7T 2% L9 KK

ﬂ—‘_\‘L/fCo

MEAHE~ONAANE

M FEOMAEF, FBRIHDHEER2HHICEF T ALY - FHITHW®
M EEBREIEETSLIOCLE (Bl A b2EbELE LI L
Lzt wirsSsmFICHLT, Z0oHFEFMRN2ILNLELALL, XHE
bR L EIARTHETAEY —F %2fTo T EFET W), HW X, 1 @M 5
WER T2 LR TCECI»Po 23T EILETEENS H DT
»Ho T,

Post D 2 v —FHEA2ITIBRICE, = 79I [ X CcoRBE2EH» L,
Pre bLHIL XS5 AY—-—F%2FT 5 X51CKRkDMZ, £7, Pre & HFkIC T

2EOHMTF (BRHE) OHEATAC—F %232 L5 &R LE,
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Figure 5-2. Experimental design
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i 3

1. 7272 Y 2D AR, 727272V AFEDOAY —FhoFE
BWAET 7272 vy 238N T %,

2. KW, 77272y AfeL T, B EMHERZ ATV,
BHEDOT V2V X EWINANET LR TWwER, BFEONATH
5Z2¢05, CAQ-b EEARDT ¥ = v X IRAP LD W T, HE &R
A E ST RT (VTR

3. 7272V ADNHNANDHRRE, T2 72 v2Afforr—5Hho7T
Aavzz okl (727272 20fTEIEE) BEMT %,

4, Prel OB RKDT ¥V 2V X IRAP DR REBEWIEE, 777 & v
AZATE M (£ L3 =Post/Pre) LT W I &R REIN2 (ADM
B

5. AV —FHDORE, AV —FHEORBOEEICDO VT, Pre B oD
EROT Y 2 v X IRAPHEBE VW LY, 727272y 2ERL -
Boxv—FHoORKBOBERBD T2 (EoMHBE),

6. R4, 5o T, BHAEHFEHEILY IRAP DT BB HEEZ R T,

fi& Bt

FEBOVFHELEERERFE*EELZ, AV —-FHmICE T 2 RLL
FRWEDOEIEF = v 7O0@ITL LT, 2TOSMEDOAEROLL S
S OCBRLAV-FHOALRBIVBROBEBEIC>VT, WHitod 3 ¢
MExRToke T2 T X2 VANAOENREF 2y 7 BLXVCEROT V2
v Z IRAP & CAQ-b & L ic B F 2T, B (727 % v 28, #
Wil B ) xWgH] (pre, Post) © 2 BREREAFH OO E2IT>72, BR

D7V XIRAP &7 27 72 v 20T OZENR, A —-—FFo
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R, A —FHoRBoPEBICOWTIE, T2Z72 72y 2oy v 7
EMHWT, AT v olEfHEAREEZEN L, T4 2 v 227 0D
Kk, 20Moxe—FohcHNE~DHBOEHARRZEEL,
ZofEx 1200 (240) TBRL 2,

A —FHOAE, A —FHRORFICODVWTEILEZ KD LD IT,
R#EEMHIZT1I~10THDY, MAERPRESHZVWEEZ XD TDH 5,
— /T, TAavzzroRHEIEMHEACLE s TEIRELS B2 LEEZLDL
n, MAZ0ER 2 HEH T 22D ICHELIEDa— AL Ly —HFED

i A B [ & [E Bk i 21t @ B % (Post/Pre) ZHH L 72,

R
sC b #t & 82
KHIE @ ZEIC 2w T, Pl & BE ¥R 2E % Table 5-1, 5-2 IR L 7%z,
LSAS-fear D52 b, 727 %2 72 v AR HEIE & b IR LR

BRLEHWI VYT ALTHoz B EZLNL,
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Table 5-1

Means and standard deviations of the measures in the study.

Pre Post
M SD M SD

Subjective Acceptance 6.40 2.59 7.23 1.60
acceptance Control 7.12 1.97 7.31 2.17
The duration of Acceptance 0.25 0.20 0.28 0.22
eye contact Control 0.20 0.21 0.20 0.21

Acceptance 39.14 6.15 35.36 5.88
CAQ-b

Control 36.54 7.55 33.54 8.78

Acceptance 0.31 0.41 0.26 0.31
CA-Posi

Control 0.31 0.69 0.23 0.70

Acceptance 0.18 0.35 0.10 0.50
CA-Nega

Control 0.28 0.72 0.24 0.64

Acceptance -0.13 0.62 -0.46 0.69
Accept-Posi

Control -0.03 0.78 -0.14 0.79

Acceptance 0.16 0.39 -0.14 0.60
Accept-Nega

Control 0.15 0.53 0.02 0.46

Acceptance 0.13 0.32 -0.06 0.40
CA-IRAP Overall

Control 0.13 0.54 0.09 0.54
Anxiety during the Acceptance 7.50 2.26 4.95 2.06
speech Control 7.92 1.70 5.62 2.17
Rumination after the Acceptance 6.41 2.04 4.77 2.09
speech Control 6.35 2.74 5.54 2.32
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Table 5-2

Means and standard deviations of the measures in the study.

Pre Post
Experiential
M SD M SD
condition
Acceptance 36.14 10.16 33.62 13.26
LSAS fear
Control 33.62 13.26 42.54 14.92
Acceptance 30.32 12.74 26.88 13.35
LSAS avoidance
Control 26.88 13.35 28.04 12.99
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FREBROGBICEHTZ2BEFz v 7

AR aAHEEFCNTE T 2272 v 2 2R T 2201, 2 —
FHHBAERSMEICL o CARBERRATHEIVERD 572, %2 D,
KB1HHOAZKOARL, HKBRIHHODAY —FHROAKX ZHEEEK
ELTHIEDD 2 tMEEXIT>7. ZDHRE, t(47)=-4.11, p =.000 TH
D, A —FHHAPEBRSMBFICL s TARZMEI T IG5 TH > 7
L AR X L7z (Table 5-3),

¥, EBIHHOAZERORR, EFHIHHOAVY -—FROERE
MREB L L2XNICD D 2 tREZIT o7, £ DRE, t(47)=2.98, p=.005
ThY, A —FHHEIPEBSMEICE > CRREABEI T 250 TH

o272 & DBHER XN (Table 5-3),

T2 72V ANADERIETF = v 7

FBN AT 72272y 20HERE (A -FHFOLRRICOWTLED XS
CRLLELAED> 0:x ke LAi~10 Z0FFiCLTHBNE) %
WEAELE LT, B(T 2772y 28, HHE) <xEH (pre, post) @ 2
HREAGFTHO B AN ZITo7/. ZOHE, ZRHEFABPEERTDH o 72
(F (1,46) = 5.53, p =.02), partial ° =.10), Hii EshRmEOKER, 7 7
7 x v Aol o TR ICHEEL AL L (F (1,46) =12.62,
p=.0002), partial n’°=.38), ZOFER P L, T 77T 2 v DN ADESE

BEYTH D EDPRENZ (Figure 5-3),
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Table 5-3

Anxiety and nervous in the speech scene.

Day 1 Day 1
p value 95% CI
Before the speech  After the speech
M SD M SD
Anxiety 4.21 2.17 5.67 2.09 0.00 -2.17 to -7.45
Nervous 4.35 1.77 5.48 2.25 0.01 -1.88 to -0.36
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Figure 5-3. Manipulation check of the acceptance intervention.
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ERADT7 Y =V X IRAP B HOEA

BEHDT YV = v X IRAP OF AT 2 MEBELEK LT, B (7717 x%
v AR, MAIEE) xBEH (pre, post) @ 2 TR & & H © 9 89 & AT
o, BRDODT V2 v X —RI 74 7R TIcowT, BERENHOEW
B O(F (1,48) =.241, p=.626, partial n? =.005), X I HF E 2 X L 1EH &
Ronzmh»os (F (1,47) =007, p=.932, partial n?°=.000), ZHX D T ¥
sV X —F3 AT 4 7THAITICOT, KIHOFEHFE(F(1,48)=.821, p=.369,
partial n°=.017), EEARXAEEFH IR LN 2 -7 (F (1,48) =305, p
= .583, partial n° =.006), 7 7 7 X% v ZA—KY 7T 4 7HoTIKDOW T,
Ml o Esh A AFEMEE TALNEZD (F(1,48) =3.684, p=.061, partial
n°=.071), AEARXRAEEHAHRRONZAR » > 7% (F (1,48) =966, p= .331,
partial n°=.021), 7 27 72 VA2 HT 4 7HTICOoDwT, F#HoFE
BB AR LN (F (1,48) =11.104, p=.002, partial n°=.188), H &
THEHBZR N A2 o7 (F(1,48) =1.684, p=.201, partial n°=.034),
Overall €2 W T, Ko TR H LN 722 (F(1,48) =6.290, p=.016,
partial n?=.116), EEEAXHEEH IR O d o7 (F (1,48) =1.274,p
= .265, partial n°=.026), TN HLOFER» L, BEHDT YV = v X IRAP D

BEEI, 727272 VvANARRI>TEL TR W LBERI N,

CAQ-b D &1t

CAQ-b ZWBERK L LT, B (T 2727 & v 2B, M #) < W (pre,
post) ® 2 HEEEAGTHOE AN ET o772, ZOKE, Hillo EFHR
BEETH > 7= (F (1,48) =30.772, p<0.001, partial n°=.391), HE
BEXHERIRR N R 2 o 72(F (1,48)=.508, p=.479, partial n*=.010),

ORI L, CAQ-bDHEHIF, AMEDOT 77Xy Z2DH ALK o
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TE LTV W ERERINE,

EREOH~DHBOEFEEREB OERAL
WREOH~OHBOBEZKMIcowT, B (T 2727 %y 2B, #
Bl #E) xWEH (pre, post) @ 2 HKEAGTH O W AN EITo 7. T O
R, WMo XMW EIEETH o722 (F(1,48) =10.772, p=.002, partial
n’=.183), AEALTHEM IR >N b o7 (F (1,48) =.764, p= .386,

partial y° =.016)

Pre BT B3ERDT7T V=2V X IRAP B X U CAQ-b E TTEIIEEDEL D
B &

T 772y AHED 22 40 vy T ArEHWT, Pre iICFH T %5 CAQ-b
EEROT YV 2 v X IRAP e T4 ave s bEM (T 27272y R
DITEIEE) © Pre 225 Post D B E o HMMHEA R E % H H L 72 (Table
54), ZOfER, CAQ-b EERDOT Yz v X IRAP X, 74 2 v x

7 PR OZM R FEZMBES R IR b o k.

Pre CBEJBZERDT7T V2V X IRAPE XU CAQ-b L ARV —FHDOKEH
PDEEBIUSRAY-—FHoRROoBEOENLEDOHME

T T RYABD 24 D% v A& WT,Pre B D CAQ-b & &
KOT YV xv X IRAPFH & Pre b Post iC B 2 A —FHoKEH,
A —FHOLAROENREDIEAMHBRE %2 EE L7~ (Table 5-4), £ ©
R Pre DERDT YV 2 VX IRAPDT 7k 7 2 v A=KV T 4 7kfr
LAY —TFHROREBDOENE(Predr b Post) E IEDQMHBE%Z R L 72 (p= .50,

p =.017), £ 7, Overall E A —F K% DOKHDOELI{E (Pre 2> 5 Post)
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DEBEMEMCEOMHBEZRL7Z(p=.36,p=20.99), —}5 T, CAQ-b xR
- FRORBFEOEHER R I ok, £/, Pre DERKDT ¥ = v
£ IRAP, CAQ-b & A v —FHDOALLEDEINAE (Pre 7» b Post) IT DWW T

X, BEZMHBE TR S ik d» o 72 (Table 5-4),
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Table 5-4

Correlational analyses of each measure in the acceptance group.

Measures N=22 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. CAQ-bin pre

2. CA-Positive in pre 0.42%**

3. CA-Negative in pre -0.03 0.44*

4. Accept-Positive in pre 0.24 0.39%  0.10

5. Accept-Negative in pre 0.09 0.21 0.11 0.29

6. Overall D score in pre 0.23 0.82** 0.67** 0.63** 0.43*

7. The change rate duration of -0.20 -0.04 0.22 -0.04 0.19 0.10

eye contact (Post / pre)

8. The change amount of anxiety 0.15 0.22 0.05 0.22 0.34 0.28 -0.22

during speech (Post—Pre)

9. The change amount of rumina- 0.19 0.20 0.19 0.50*  0.25 0.361  -0.03 0.43*

tion after the speech (Post—Pre)
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Pre B B3ERDT YV xv X IRAP, CAQ-b L EBMWMAT 77 % v
BEEOX{LE L DBE

FABEICEWTRLAZLEIIIC, Prel BT E2ERDT Y = v X IRAP,
CAQ-bL FBMN AT 7 72 v AEH oA EOHEE2T 7 7 &% v &
Moy vyr7r24cseCHIXMICRANLEZ.ZofR, Ktk L T,
— DO Pre DERKDT YV =2 Vv XIRAPHIT ET 7 7 2 v 2D B I5HE
DEBEFIEEARAEOMHBE%ZRLZ (Hic, BROT7T V2 Vv X —FKY 7T
4 TRIT 1 p=54,p=001, BEROT V=2 v X —3HT 4 7RAT: p= .24,
p=.29, T 27T EX2VA_KTT 4 THoIT:p=.29,p=.186, 7 7 & 7 X
VA=A T 4 7HAFTp=—.08, p=.720, Overall: p= .46, p= .035), Pre
D CAQ-b L FHBM AT 7 72 v ADEEOL{BICIEMHERA LN

ot (p=.076, p=.742),

%

AMEOHMWIZ, A —FHEBMEINTE2T 772y ZANAKEET
s 72 v A (TEEE) oLLsZERDT Y = v X IRAP ATl + 3
EBRNT L L TH oz, RIHRDOHR, Pre Friic B 1F 5 CAQ-b &
ERDT V2V XIRAPRFRAY —FHHEICBB T 27 277Xy XITEH(T
Aavxz ol OZAEREZ TFHMLAErok, TOZEHH, K
HORMEIXFEIN ok, FHWICEMDBEIT ZIToE T 5, &
E—FHOKFOEE (Pre 225 Post DEILE) & Pre DERKDT ¥V =
VEIRAPD T 7 & 7 2 v RA—KY T 4 7HIT D Dscore iZ F/EE D IED
HEBEZRLEZ, 20, 2727272V 2—FY T4 70BBRK
JERFE (BEBEOT7 Vv XRBY) BT 7272y 2A%2FEKL XS

LT3l AV —TFTRONFEED DI LI I LBEZLNT,
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AKifFgE Tz, BRDOT Y =¥ X IRAP & CAQ-b DMifEE Iic T, X
C—FHHics 277272y 278 o%Zl (HK) 27T 3L
TCcEhhrol, TOERELT, ER~DT A2y 27 FRKHE®T 2
v TR VANANDOEE EFARM T Z2 2B TEC Al SE
bbb, K Ik, iTH % (Drake et al.,, 2015; Weeks et al., 2019;
Hayes, nd.) 225, R~ 743 v 227 P EBET7 27+ 7% v 2017
IEEL LTCZY B2 EHBEL T, L2L AL, K5O
BEro, BREOT 772 VANATETAavy 27 PR %2Elx 2
5L 2o BEREZLZLONLD, FITTA a3 v 227 bida—n
F7Lv vy —FHEo X5 cBHMA2EE (GKRKCF2 ANT, ZRICH
2) TiHxALS, EBREMBEOMOERPRKE w, 72, EROHML D
MEFEROEELREVWI 2L, TAa v 22 bEBET 22752V
ZANANDHELZZIFILL L, BREDT Y =2 v X IRAP ¥ CAQ-b & o B
B o EABEELE X LN S,

AMETEH, FLT VP ALTHLZT A avyry FFEOENLEL Pre
DERKDT YV 2V X IRAP I O wCTHE IR INT, KRHEBFZAIIEL &
2k, ZZTHEMWIL, AV —FTHROKBOEEDOEIE (Post— Pre)
EEROT VYV 2V X IRAP L OE AR LAZE A, 777XV R
—F T4 T7HAGT oMt AELATREOEOHBER R I N, T DR
Bz, BEWMHO) Ny v P ROHEBLOOMMAARETDH 3 &5 2
5N % (Wegneretal.,, 1987), 2%V, Pre D TT7 7 & 7 % v 2 — K
T4 T OBEBRKIEAHE (BEEDOT Y 2 v XBE ) X, Post TT
I TRV AEEKRLLILELTD, T2 T XV ZADNL—=ARE L,
ERODT V2V ABEmn®, 72772y T8 EBEOEELE LT

BELTCwZgREELrEZObNDE, 2070, AV —-—FHOKRFHDOEN
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Pre X 9 % PostiCHB WML AZREERrE2ZLNSE, —J7 T, Lo
BEERREINZDE, EROT V2V X —FRI T4 70HHTH % &
HMELTWVZDY, BRI INEDODRT 72T 2V A—FKY T4 70
124 7Chot, ZOZEDL, MKW RIBRELTWE, 7772V
ZADMBERFHECREINDZ DRI, T2 T2V R—FKIT 470D

B RICBEit s 2 b o EBEERET L L,

A EORR S

RKMRICETZ2T 7272y 208 EHFEICO T, HREBREEHA
KofR+nEdbE2bhk, RMETIER, T=x —cMm2EEREICHL
T, AV —F2FEMLTDIL oD, A —FHhEBRSMEOHEM®H
2, iz EFCHMECECL R RBEARADL T2 TH2E2BHFAEL ZLEHE
bbb, 72, EBRSMEFECL> T, HBEREBEIUEL T 3 H
e EBOPMMOMEICALALBEL TS HEEPD Y, EfMICH
MofMBEZHETCETCOARAVWAEELES >, D0, SHITAL —
FEMTOIOBLCERSZNMEOHEZEET 22, oM EL XV EH#
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