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EUFED, BUEEBGRT L — 2B @RISR SN T L, TOFEEZ LT [p o1 q) OFHT [q oL
pl BBIT 2FEOMEMEICONWT, IZEOREL, MANOSEERE, IHHIC L 258 ofRE, BARRK
~OIGHO 4 SO E & 3%E LB L 720 BIFEOREETIE, MMM, S50 E0, V—IVKRATE) & &
Eah, BT L - 2BRORBICELRITOETVIZE TN TS, BANOREBRE T, S

L

LR T L — LD OFRED 2 DIT41T,

EB X ORI OB O W TR R, FIEIC L 55

BOMRETIE, RAGHLERELZIILO L LEHEROMELOBR T L — ADIFI2 X A O 1
FCHREIL T 5o ARG Tl Acceptance and Commitment Therapy D2 B _TW 5,

®—7— KRS, BIRRT L — ARG, KPR

M, [pebidql B LA E, HEIC g
Lol pl OFEBRPITONLBEMICH D, TIULGHERY
IR TH D (e ziE TRiEEmTHhsr] & &,
[BWERkTHL] LIEFARV) #, AR>S %
W FE CIRIL CBM S NG, TOHZUL, EFTEHICX
> TX RN A 7 A (symmetry bias), & #5143 i
(symmetry reasoning), X (symmetry), HHAEMNN T
(mutual entailment), AR (biconditional interpreta-
tion), X FRVEEE (symmetry principle), 7 7' % 7 ¥ =
> (abduction), % fF H € (affirming the consequent),
[HRghRR (inverse fallacy) 72 &, BESMERIC L > TH
FNDHHEIR LD 0D, HALZHEILATORTW
5o

KR TIE [p 251X qgDEE, g bidpl LT3
FRAIAIME ) 2 KRR (symmetry) &EFRT AT & & L7,
E72, KL TREATEGATF OB S, WA
JEORELE R, FEARE, LIS, (OBEERRICD
WTBBIL 72 1T, SRORRIZOW TS,

MFRERR T D 2

BV BT, AP B3 2 TSR 30
2SI UFY, TFETIEERT L — 2 BEmORE» S
WMEABEEN TV S, 2 2 TIRATHITE D S A7k
FRMEITFED B LRI A C, BR LoD ) o
BIEAISRRRME & b ) 2 FD L — VHEATENIC D W
THRET 5,

RS TEHONFEICBNT, b OB o

YA THBRBMEOHIZEIE Sidman (1971) O H A
HICET2%E2 013 L E 5. Aame L TRMICER
LETo70E, HBHRICNESN TV 1TROELED
HISERE O VIO A TR T2, BLZ504F
VLEDRIOW9ETdH - 72 (Sidman, 1971)0 = D, i
W E SO TR E R SR D 7O E LB
L, FPEITE (stimulus equivalence) & L T4
ftah7znid, BLXZ10FER-THhLDIETHS
(Sidman & Tailby, 1982)

B AR M, EWCRAEG D ERE (matching to
sample: MTS) I2& o CHERLT& 7. MTS i, BAE
B L MHEN LR ORIB O ERICH S, BT & I
EN B OBEIRWEE 2RI ER S, AR &
o L 7z e o0 83 % 3k & 2 FRE OB TH 5 (Fig-
ure o Fit & HARIZ IBHRRIIHFLEL Tzl &
)b EL X EORAELRH Y (Itard, 1801
B ARHAR 1978), NIRRT v b, BREL EOEMN
PARPFEBTLH ST WS, MTS Tl [p (RAM
W) o g GEIUED ] oFH 2T 52 LT
&, WIBEEMMEDS LT 5 720 OBEE AT (reflex-
ivity), xFRREE (symmetry), H#EBHE (transitivity), Zffi
it (equivalence) M 42 &L EFK SN TWw S (Figure 2),
gt L L, T4 %5134 ERIETESLILETH D
A5, WL EFERRY B 2ol I3 M OFIBE TH B Z L
WUETH D, AFEEIE, [4 25X B] 23 L7
He, [BRrblFA]l LRIBTELZIETH D, HEBE
L, [AZB Bl EBRbIFC] ZIWMLD
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Figure 2 HIMEEAMTE OB
EoTABBIEC) ERUBTEDZ ETH D, Sl e

&, T4 %5138l & [Basidcl zdlLLd L,
[C oiFal EETEDLZETHLID, WHEE
WREOM B ORI E &, INHOFEFE, B TH
N2 ETHTRELHRETH S (Devany et al.,
1986)

b b ORFREN 3BV THIS R TR RE S 2 L&
CUPEETHY), NP EELHR L“Clﬂéo 7l
WEEMMEL R L CW 2RO 5 B, & 2 FlEasF 50
Be LTl & 5127 % Lo RIE S ko 75 E &
L’C’fﬁ%l‘b?% EHIERY, HBHAHAHMILT & L“C@b<
L% b tﬁﬁ@ﬂwﬁ% LT & LTS5 &9

_t#ﬂ%ﬂfwéum%amwwwmm&
Hayes, 1988). H& M2 F% 2805 uE, BHERTICHERE
35 [4WE] BSKRIFCTH-7-& LT, Dandxse L
THEPNTVD [AF] REFLLTHIZT S [ ke
ki'] ZRMETHETTRAIDPEELE LB LTV
A, HIEIC L2 BB OBIZLERMETE723TIHA
SNTEHEICRVERLZIEEMITILEIICRLI L
Thb, TOBG% FIHAERE DL (transformation of
stimulus functions) & V9 A%, HBE A4 O FFZE IR T
BFHFDEFSIN TRV, L L, SRR
WML ER—OWELT RIS JAICTEL T L
i, L FOSHERBMIIBOTHETHLEENTH

D, BEREERT 5 OWIIE IR s O A A E
ThBEEERILTCWLE I EDPRENTW S (Rosales
& Rehfeldt, 2007), L7225 T, HEFELZKE T2 5
NBZEDREAN T ADEBRETH Y, R &
SHEIIEELERICIHLEEZOND,

FIBEEATE L e b LMo B O R 7 8 £ A D —1i
IO 2CT AUEHERE LTOREMAEIN TS, T¢X
WM OWIZETIZ e b &2 RICHINFEEREDOSHINME L
TIThbIL TS, FEMEOM &L TR S L CTH

bz, e MM oBPIC OIS SN THE Y (Sidman
etal, 1982), BIET M4 2B THE D & LBFFEAT

bITwb (eg,Bruceetal, 2022)s L2 LAMD, b
FUS DB BV TRREE D L & el T A TSR
AL OB RIEF IR SN S (e.g., Schusterman
& Kastak, 1993) o %@fﬂm ELT, B IE -
TeBICEER TR OFE 2L, BoREt v b CTH
JE D 7 A b %ﬁ‘;& DR, WEOHHIZ X S
(multiple exemplar training: MET) D8 EAE 2 S
TBY, WEDOLE 2 —THRBBEOBILIZET 25
A 7 BRSO W TR f S LT A (Lionello-DeNolf,
2021)o — 5T, & MPSOBIPIC BT B HERHE O KA
PHE T A3EIE L5 5 (Gazes et al, 2022), & LA
NOEN THRBEDIBL T A2HAO O E D& LT, A
HEORE S EOYHMNFRL & X8R 7% 5 £BINO T BfR

ERMT AMAEICLLbDOEEZ LN TS (Bond
et al., 2003; Paz-y-Mifio et al., 2004), ¥ 7z, ZEffifiic o

Tl MU OB TRIZBI S LTy (Harte
& Barnes-Holmes, 2021) o Z D728, b UL OBY T
D HEMPE O AL I E—EERD SN DA, & b LKL
TR & 2 HERPIER ICHEE R Db H Y, HREL
THIBEEME2 e MEFORA T A THD L SN
TWh,

W—IVEXETE FENE S CHHERNC & 21TENE
V= VXEATE & L TERSN TV S, IR S
f(Lf: R LA T d 5 o RRRIED & IZEAS

LEEN DS, ATEIGTFICBT 5 SRR A5t
; 7% 4T B) (verbal behavior) | ¥ % & 9~ % (Skinner,
l%ﬂo§%ﬁﬁi$oﬁ%ﬁbiaﬁﬁ#éf%ﬂf
BY, MEFICESE LTV —VERITE (rule-
governed behavior) X FFEMTRWVE ENEDL CHEH S
NTE7z V- VHRATEDPRBS N0, L MIB
WTIRETRIZ L o THALA 7 ¥ 2 — VDRSS b
DSOS 3R E B b 2 & &b O IR AT
BLXHTAH7:0THY), BoROBKEIIAHO DL L
THBROTHEDO L EMAESED SN T, %’(Eﬁi@
Skinner |2 & %)V — VERATEIOERIZ [V —IZ Lo
THIM SN2 IEFHENRITE] & Sh, Tﬂ}fﬂ.}.@m?ﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬁ
DI DI & ) i Td - 72 (Skinner, 1969)
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FREEEA T REICEE L T b L v ) HIROBFEIC
LoT, HBRPEORICL AR ONIFRHE & L TR E
WR T2V — VERTEIE GRT A5 L1l b, V—
WVERATENDEHRCTHE L 2o 72DIE, V—IVOEFKRE
[HfEE 2R T2 MM L2 Tho 2
(Skinner, 1969), = DEHXDVREMER TR o 7272
B, V=V EFFIRIBOXHIATTE S, HEO L p:EE
RBBIZL > TREDITHO AN A L0 D5 L FRT
LIl ol BlziE, RER—VEDE
TLEBIHRT 2R =%k [MoTBWT ! | Lwvw) B
THD AT AUV — VLEATENC 22 0, Gk Y Fiik
D TERZ MEIXHEEEERITEI TH L L TH L) 2T
LTHDH, 22T, Bl EREBWIZERTHICH
D, KIS OB D O & DT A HIERFEDF .2
HATREMEICE H L@@ ifig sz, 374bb, il
T2 A RE DO AH H AT REVE IS & o TITENIC B %
Gz 50 E LTz, THENANE, BEWAE, #l
HHREO L L Vo HEIC L > TTBE 2 KT 25
] L #7212 % & L7 (Hayes, 1989; Hayes et al.,
2001), ZHUZHEV, V= VEFRATENE [SFEIC L 250
TR L o CHI S N 2178 ] LERLBES N TN
(Hayes, 1989), 72, V— VHRITH %13 U2 %
L7z Skinner H& &, 7% LFOITENCIZH & FOEED
VEARNRTHY), MEFOTHL E-FHENTHo 72
Z & &R T\ % (Skinner, 1989)

BRTL— LD RSO BRIEEM 72 Tl
T\, T DA OEYTHLRIMOKRE S LD
PR 2 BB LD C R T d A H (transposition) A%
BlELTEITFOND, b FOEAEICR D, Tl
D& RBH oYY R R R L LTREE L
(=Y, Ba M OBREL BRHICHUTDIT 615
X% b, ZORMIEIZIE, 27 (coordination/ same-
ness), I % (opposition), [X Jll (distinction/ differ-
ence), L#L (comparison), M§[E 14 (temporality), [ &
1 (hierarchy), /< (deictic) R EVHLHESND, B
FERIBICIEC O L) e B L LT, RIS
MDA ORIREEZ GO TR LD D EEE T L — 4
1} (relational framing) &\39 o BIR7 L — A0 1L,
FHE AN (mutual entailment), # 4 AYP A, (combina-
torial entailment), FIBIEFEDO LR D3 HAHER S L
%o MEMAEEIE, [4 251X B LYV REW] 258
L7 & [B ol 4 L)/hEn] ERIBTES L9
GBIl ThHDb, TIITAMBEDOLIICEZ S, [4 %
LIFB LY REV] 25 [B4abid4 IhREw] %
FEHLTWDLEDIT T LW E TSNS, HENA
Wi, T425EB LY REV] & B ZLIEC &
DREW] 2FFLLLE 4l dC L) REW]
ETC o4 L0/ ERETEL LI R E

Thb, LoT, EWBHELEMBOL) TLH LY, M
HIYAE & FRRICRIE O BRIEE UL L T\ 5, FilEL
RO L1, MEMHNE L L EENNES AL L
TVRHRTL—ADFIZBWT, & 5HBIRFED G
HHERER S 5 & &, ZOBRMEICHE > THORIE DR
HEDVERT A2 &R d. &b, BfR7L—4DF0IE
KA 20928 7 58 % B4R UG (Arbitrarily Ap-
plicable Relational Response: AARR) T & % %%, R4 MY
BIRBUGRIRAEM R ER 2 S RBEN D 2 205D
5o

BARR 7 L — L DT IC B S 2 53 AT O Rl A 3 T % e b
Twbe BHR7L— 20 ERHR7 L — L85 (Rela-
tional Frame Theory: RFT) & L THRIfL SN Tw 3
(Hayes et al., 2001)s B2 7 L — A DIFICB$ 5 HF%ET
I3 Relational Evaluation Procedure (REP: Hayes & Barnes
1997) %, REP & Implicit Association Test % Al & &
4 72 Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure (IRAP:
Barnes-Holmes et al., 2006) 7 EA3fHib I Twv %, #
OWFZETIE, BB 7L — A0 2 M2 RIC k- T
K %1 3 % Relational Elaboration and Coherence model
(REC model: Barnes-Holmes et al., 2010) DA IZFED
WA TR Ch o7z 20K, BR7L—LD1F0D
i) 3% BE AR 12 B 1 % 24 C 72 Multi-Dimensional Multi-Level
framework (MDML framework : Barnes-Holmes et al.,
2017) RN S, I AE IC # % 24 T 72 Differential
Arbitrarily Applicable Relational Responding Effects model
(DAARRE model: Finn et al., 2018) & DA EHFET, B
f£ 1% Hyper-Dimensional Multi-Level framework (HDML
framework: Barnes-Holmes et al., 2020) & L TH & S 1L
TWa,

T OGO ATIZ, WFRMEDOME &R RO B
Bz, 2ol sk misfrbhTtwn
%o MDML framework 3 & UF HDML framework T (&,
H B FRIZ DWW T 42D KIE (dimension) & 52 DK
# (level) 2252 %o WIGIZ—HEM (coherence),
MeE (complexity), JRZEE (derivation), ZR#kE (flexi-
bility) THEK SN %, KEICIE—BEM L IZEEICR
BRL7M &) Ut & —HFEIT—B LT ahrdi
L, BHENE & 13 B2 B AR LN 2 Bk e R SOIR I AH o
iR LOBROL S &L, REMEE GEEIZENT
BT L— a0zt L, FRMIITIRIC L 5%
LOLRTEEIET. LoT, KILlIdD 2 HFEOFME
WZOWTOWEEZMY EiFdboeEZ 5N b, kit
HEMANE (mutual entailment), BAFRT L — AT (re-
lational framing), B4f%&4 v b7 — 2 351F (relational net-
working), BIARMER RO (relating relations), B4R A
v b7 — 27 4% 51F (relating relational networks) T
BEND, MRty bT—2OiF i, BEBR7L—2D
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T ORANEALTH 5 3 HORBEIIR & Y B KX WEITR
DNFDOZETH L, BRMIERBROT LI, BfR7L—A4
SURLOEBET L — L0 Thb. WAy bT—2
FfpoiF e, Bty b= FELOBFR7L—L4D
JTHb, £oT, KilEEDHLHFEOMBEIZOVWTE
TNLHWHOBEZIDY L2 bneZE2 505, L
T2ho T, ATEIAIFICBIT 2 FoORBMY 7o AT
b LHRREL, HEIFARALOEOOEOWELEENS
PHET % 4 v b7 — 27 OBEE &0 725 H OFL AT
HHLEZDI,

DbED X512, aAEoBigEisd B0t L 5 2
LEBICETRASN, b hoRMeESEL AT 5%
Sl L THRbNTwh,

WIS S 1T B EARDREEERE

KIS, WHHEOFERED LD b 0P T 5.
FREOWIZEFIR L X222 D, v N OFESRIC IS
itk B 7 L — 2D OBR TR V. L2 LA
MO LTS E AL, SERZEOBEL &L KT
% F B M O 563 & M RE ) 7 SRS 2 BAER 7
L —ADUDFEED 2 D25 CTatak L 72,

FBEMEDTE v N OFEBR IS
P AR ST RIETE DD 5. FIMEMEOEGD S B
RLBEMIREN2 DI HETHY, EHRILHR
15 22 OFIRC X 2B HE ST % (de Sousa et
al., 2015; Imai et al., 2022) o MFEORIZA8H TH
L7561, EEEROBEBTORIIREL R LEEOH
HEEOHEXIT> T L EBETH 5L (Stager &
Werker, 1997) o Hill &5 il 14 0 38 32 & #E W9 1238 - 72 B
FeCIE, REORICHERE, 2% F CICEMEL AL
L7zZk%#&E L Twb (Lipkens et al., 1993; Luciano
etal, 2007), & oC, WHEITAEBNTH L THEMED
b, ZOBROHEBEOERIIECFMESRL ST S &
ZEZbND,

FIBEFPE I SR ORHRICH L L ST b, H
ERFERIER OB TH DRERBHRIL 125 2D
BIZHITTERT 525, 2SS OBER & —3
LTWh, 20728, Sl L o TS %
FELTW5DEERT L5 (Home & Lowe, 1996) & &
D, SrEOM AR 2 T ORI EEE TH - T
DEMPEIFZAED 5N TWD (Carr et al., 2000) F 72,
O VF LS I LFMEMEO N LT 2 & T

1 73, HDML framework Tl&, RICELKIHEIZL S5
HrHLAL Ol %4 |2 ROE-Ming 3% £ 15 25, Tk
Tl E OREEEE O & D1, EOREAKND
B WVIIHEER T 2 27 EORIBARAEICH S E 24T
TR ATH Y, R SCOMFRIED SR 5 720 E]
% L7 (cf Harte & Barnes-Holmes, 2021) o

FBEAVELAZ LS (LA, 2009), HIEEMMEC X
STEBRNIBETLIDEEZOND, 72721, ft
RIS IIF M OEBRTH S 12 0B TAHIZIIFFEIC
B ZEGH RSN D 7280, SIEFRICIIFRED
HEELBEEE R L CWDWREENDH D, LoT, i
R D R LIRS N B BB TR L o CERER 1L
L, SEMEOEESFHEEREELREL TS D
DEEZHND,

FIBEMMEOTEICHE L TV DD SHELT TlE %
Vo FEEFE TICERNT 2178 L LT, dkREESH AW
SR 7 EHHEHE OMBEE b o TITb LA ITEICTH 5
LR E N T % (Pelaez & Monlux, 2018) . i 2 i,
HFEESIIFEPEFTE R E o 1t &b Tr
SHIORBICER LR L CHEME L HEr&bED 2
ETHY, INDHIMFELOES I B CEERLE
i, FEPEEE, HAle LoRBAHENT L L E
Z 5N TWwb (Mundy & Newell, 2007), #L&HIZI,
i DOEERLEEXSEZICT LI L THY, FIEEE
12 & o T ORIEPTER S 2 55 & FFEOTIIORRE
AREODFENDZ s, FUBICE > THE RO
MBI A3 E2E 3 7 & OFRIGIZ X o THA R D BEE R 2
WEEINDL E#EZ 5N 5 (DeQuinzio et al., 2016)s & >
T, b MISEEATEI ORI S R & g
HMIERZ LTWEIDEEZ LN D,

BRI L—LDUOEE BTN OBIRME 2
fRCE DT EAXHINAES) & B LT 5o S0 & ROk
X0, & ARG R I ARET L 72 WF9E1dH % A% (Dunne et
al, 2014), ZOSENFIIHEHE LI OEILEENET S
M % ERICHE £ o T\ % (Barnes-Holmes et al.,
2013) F 7z, FIHHOBREISWEEEKIC L2 b0
W) PTIHESELRY, FRICHEEIEEEOREIZL o
TR N - Do X ) b HRICR o720 T
5 EDHE SN TS (Kirsten & Stewart, 2022) 5 Ji%,
Nexf e L22mgeTid, X MR E S5 ER
HIBIER % o 72 BUERE DS IR O B 2 Tl 95 &
EMIEEN TV 5 (O’Hora et al., 2008) s & 512, 4l
HIFEERES 1R L, FNREMRAT & Promoting the Emergence
of Advanced Knowledge (PEAK: Dixon, 2014) & M:-iE 11
LFEHMEICL o TR T L — A0 OFHli & 47 - 72058
T, HBEHREDTEWIZ LR T L — A0 OFFHliATE
WZ EERLTWA (Dixon et al, 2018)c £ o T, FiE
AR WBER BIRMEICRIR CTE S L) 12k, oA
IR LB LT b 720, JAYEES & BE) D
hEEZHN5,

LML BRT L — A0 O FEW e HEOE R
TV —=u0FE, RABKRICEEL TWw5b, BREY
L—2AaDifkid, Two, &2T, Zhd] bwvo i
BRI R & 22 BEFR, ©F AMIBIERD 3 O EF T
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bo ZD72, EHRT L — AT IZBBRERED T,
FEERA Y P EROFTH L EEZ LT
% (Harte et al, 2021)0 & 512, HFLIER %L 2 H#
HEZFOFAEL L ThE 28T 5 2 L TbE ol m
M T 50 O (theory of mind) =° 1 11 I 1%
(perspective-taking) & L CHMEINTEY, HENZ,
MESREITARITAHAICEBETE LI EHLNTYS
(Wellman et al, 2001)o LA L7%AD5, EIRHT7 L —A4
DT AZEDD Y, £ OWEE S 2N O FEHHE I
BT 22 L2 RTHIR DSBS (eg, Kavanagh et
al, 2020)0 £ o T, HAICL o THEO LDV EDD
BT L — A DN ST 545, BIGREASHLA G
DI DBHEIZ % BTN THl ki TR A ZE D A
U, #RMICABILEETS2Z b H 5D,

WIS B 1 BEIRRIC & 2FBDO(EE

E MIBU B PR E T e 35T T O S A EAE
Mok cERsN, HBYELILESNEL0TLHY
FOETHEMRTARE RSO TRV, 22 TlE, &
FRMED BRI & 558 OIREIC OV TR D, HAND
FEEMAR L MRS, RS L R 7 L — 401002
DA CRER L7z,

FSEMEDINR ThiE 0% 13 MTS BH VLR
THBY, T LM CHfEILE L CWw 2 G e0s
BYETH D, MTS IZIEH K Sk 4 RIS 5
(B, 1995), SiEEALR EICHEL TV DIERMA
REDLEIETH ), IEEE %2 BRI & Edlo
HAE DEDEEREZ X o THIB WL & MR R
WHE SN TV DLUEDND D, Z ORI &
TERLRETOEDZ L 2 BEY (arbitrary) &V
WS R D D Z 0 IEBEM (nonarbitrary)
L X B &1 % (Hughes & Barnes-Holmes, 2016) . i 2
i, EE (R LT (RN oflAae bt
HOIEBREMICLDLDE R D, TD0, FERFEMEIC
IaB3e NS OB TLEINS N DD, BEMIC
L£2%BIIe PTOAREGIBINES N, /2, Sk
ENDLLGAIBEREICLILIEHIIEEND D
(O’Connor et al., 2009), F#HIZ L ALENWHEL S b
(Murphy et al., 2005)

SIEESIIRFERE & & RSO 20 OTEE b
LCHEEZHIFTWD (eg., Rehfeldt, 2011), Bl 2 (L,
BEFDHZE (Hayes et al,, 1989), [EE D455 (Alter &
Borrero, 2015), #tRt5 (Albright et al., 2015) 7 & ff 4
BB bDI b, INLOFHFEIFTIyEa -5 LOE
BHTHLZENETEAETHDY, 7T—27 =1
(Walker et al., 2010) X &% #& % 2\ (Fienup et al,, 2016)
TOEBHbH L, $72, INLOEFIHEIZA Y HHIC
Lo THBMMEDIR SN TWw S (Brodsky & Fienup,

2018),

BR7L—LDU DK FHtE Tld MET OEZEM
AR STV B, RN Z% Fit X 121E REP X° IRAP
RCP (Relational Completion Procedure: Walsh et al., 2014)
LEDHD, BBRTL— A0 BN CEELE
FIEMET 2% > TWAB I &ETHhb, MET &1E, W<
Db ORI~ FUBEI E L, KIFEOF AR T b [H
HORBRTEL LI TLEIETH L, Bl 2L,
- %Fr] & Tam-U] OBz )E+Z LT, %
MO EERIEL L) LFHRETHDL, 2% h, FliL
&R T BRI A E 5 2 & THigbans 7u
CtATHLELERZ D, TD20, FEMEIZB T
b MET ThAHILIIEETHY, FICHBR7IL—LD
FIZBWTIEZOMPR A S MET T2l iU #EHTE
TWHEHED H DL E EN T 5D (Harte et al., 2021; Mul-
hern, 2022) o

IR 7 L— 220003t e b oMiEE 2 m LR
%o FIMEEMMED I T S MG O _LAED 5T
WA, FERUAORRE IR L 72 HE 121320 5 /50
LB D EPHE SN TS (Cassidy et al.,
2011)0 BE % 1T o 72 Cassidy et al. (2016) TiE, 107
5 12D JAHE 15 4T WISC-IVIZ & % Mg Hh™F
¥1SD DLEESML 722 L s shTwb, BfE, %
@ #t B 13 Strengthening Mental Abilities with Relational
Training (SMART training) & L CHBZE SN, 54D —
WIFFEHARE L7 A F 3 TIC B W CIESFEME 1Q 1SR L
FREOMENH L I ENRBEEN TS (May etal,
2022), F 72, SMART training & [A 4D % v 7- B8
27 L — 2D IZB 9 % 5FAfi 7 2 | Relational Abilities
Index %% V), ZOFREMEBKAE L MFEhOMBIEE L
=74), BRAEEEE (r=81) b T4 TH5s (Colbert
etal, 2017) ZDIIAH, MR EESLHMANRS b J
LAFEIZENT 7248 7 L — A1 2§ 5 T4 % 12 PEAK
system (Dixon, 2014) 72 &b SN TV 5, Lok
I, BRI I THIBNC X 2 mRe o i
T2 L SNTEAAH (Hunt, 2014), FTHFEIZ%R >
THER7Z L =D V) BEILOT 7 —FI128k o
THEHAWNETH S I LA RTIHESEE S NODH 5,

M B 1 B R AR DICHA

BB H B L S5, b BMERBERED
D LDTHBERGT L — 223 OFFMRHIHIT LD
PREINTVDEHO0, EXLSI NI FHEIIOVT
id s S T v v (Montoya-Rodriguez et al., 2017) o
L2 Lahss, MR EOGHEICIGH ST 5 BRTE
WERE 7 L— AR5 %20,

RFT (ZFERERY IR FEL LI IEN 2T FICETE, &
FOATENIH S 5 [FillAoRE] 2 Hiy & L7 2EpE
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MEWVIVHLMETH Y, ZOILHBIIHEITE 2
Vo BT, HHEREANOBWIERTI N A & L TRERW
7 ¥ 1k T & % Acceptance and Commitment Therapy
(ACT: Hayes et al., 2009) (¥ RFT & 3L1258R L T & 72
(McEnteggart, 2018) o

ACT &1F, BEERN TR 2 NI EEICR LR L 72
Daryhu— LIS E L) TEREEMLLS T
LREETH B LI FHkE (psychological flexibility) %
FOLLHEFETH Y, BEEHAORBATEREDOD L
DTH Do LEHFERIEOETFVIZ6 D07 - FHt
ATHERINTBY, 7727 % A (acceptance), Fii
72— 3 (defusion), [4, Z OWE ] ~DOFik %
77 (flexible attention to the present moment), CHR & L
TOHLC (self-as-context), flifEl (value), T I v M S
7247 5D A (committed action)e SNLE DD B, X
HOVEHZ @M L CWLDIEH 7 22— a » Lflif,
kR LCTOHTTHAS (Schoendorff et al., 2014) o
B721—23> ACTOREMLZEETH LM
a—a &, WO R e — b & B S B Tl &
Thbo PRT7 L — LD L > TEREHIBEOHE LR
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BOZEEZBMW 72—V a3 v EIFD, ZOEFENLD
WEEVZALT 5, TabEERT L — a0 22 (tsE
DFMEDEEP T 2 -V arLEHRLTVD (As-
saz et al., 2018)0 FAHM 7 2 — a VIIXLTFEFHATD
32 —varELENTHIEICHELT L
O, b MIEEE%EDL LTRPELWDDTHLYS, JF
FEREM RATE /NS — 2D RD D & XICHEE B b f
A, EICERISED T RN BREL L%
T RED o7z T, BAPMAENZ L2 LT
BEb N 72BN E BVIABRSKER LT L) B
ETHbH, bLLS, A VKR 2D TEELHN
TWwel), ZzH2LTCnz) Liz2ohd Lk,
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DA% Do

7 2= a v o AITH A A S 578, 3
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BEThoHA, —HIZEET 2 & ORBGER L FED
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ST, BN 72— 3 YVIFHENREAEZAIEE LT

BY, [T 22— a VIZEBICSEN L EES TN
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NI HERTHL, T2, TOHKEIE, BHHIERS
N, ERMICHEEINILOTHY, UL -T, £
DIHFB DI — R 5 F BRI F DL SN D,
172, ZOWEOBILTIE, ZFOMIEDT 5N iGE)
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B (Wilson, 2009), SaERINIC X i #EE L CHE
RTED. PIAIE, ZEAEICH L, [LuliEz R,
AABPLEREND S | [L VG EZ R, it
BCHMLHDFRIIAFTELIEA ] L) FENR
RS A IAEILT A L) R ETH L, BIHT
HIFEHSINL Z LIZHT 24 A= LTROEDD
2D, BETHIMITHK CTEA & v ) B g0
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FAFT el D, Lo T, WRENRITEIZ AR SE 2
72D DR BEICHEET 5 Z LM Ch % &%
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AREDOH S % FEik3 5 2 & (Barnes-Holmes et al., 2013)
THY, RN TIL—LDFIIBITS [(-4-2C
DR OEBET L ETH D, e BhTHELLTO
HOWE, 2L 50BEReH&Nirz s HO L&D
DI TREADNSEKBRT AL TH LD, TRELTD
HOE IIRHMEL 2 4 ISR A CTEREIC L 28I L
FHIZHETHZETHDEEZLND, Lo T, Xk
ELTOHTCIENPEDBEH & ABH % Pt 2 15257
DL EE RS

ToReTE VAR [4, ZoOBE] ~NOFRRIEE
I3y MENTATHETHHOSNLEEBE T 7 4 X
R A YT 7 —OFH X OFFIL TGS T OMRER & K
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Wrhd I e THRiETLIEEZOND, D ED L) 1oxt
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513 pl OXEIE, € bOTEI R RS L FTEREL
IR TH D, & MO T 0L ATHLHIETITE)
GIFENPHIECE D, FROHES, RALLEY, HEGER
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REFR SR 20dh 505, FEW LRI ED %
Vg

BR7 L — 20 oJAmee ) & m L& 5 A
WBEBIET 2. LALARDS, MO S &R
EHROBEERLZ SICHBEAR 515 2 & (Coplan et al.,
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Nb, LoT, HITHHMELERIELZTTRL, £
OEERLFHME R EICOVTHEMALELTEOLNLN
ETH2r), REEREZR-72HIE LT, BRERIC
T LUBR 7 L — A0 DFlli 2 T\, ACT DI ARIR
Ol L a2 A 7-W7E D H 5 (Gilsenan et al., 2022), H72
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