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AR =D HHIZBIT A
TL Ty — 2 & AL A TR R
INT F —< v ADFR

N OMESE - ORI

1. 3T L o i

AR=VIZBI BT+ —< A, EHA - GEAHERICE > TOART
5L D TIE% <, M (perception) - FifE (memory) - &{E (emotion) - 72
41 (cognition) - HIWF (decision) 7 & D.LFHRRY - FEHIER OFEIZ L - T
bREDLHDTH 5, FRICERGIZAEID - FHERMUCICE, o .OFERY - R
MERICHEELRIZT, 2LT, BIGOMEZICEEL RIZTONTLy v v
—Thh,

AR= I FHIIBVWTEBRLHREO R LELIZ»2b 5T, Hkt kil 5
ROBFREIEICT Ly vy —L#lbRiThdLb%w, Ly v —FAKR—
VEPILHEEHER A L AR BV AME Ao CWh D, N7 -y
ADHEFFRI LAE TV v ¥ v — 12 X 20K AR L, 2
TAHIENEELRD,

AT, TV vy — LB LHEAEREE L NT =< Y ADBKRO W
TEHT 5o

2. 7Ly y—

Ty v — LI —RIBMNERERDZ LT, Ly vy —0ERELS
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DI [RMAFFES N WEE] 2, [HANEa] &5 2 25 AR &
DEBPETENS,

AR=VZBWTET Ly vy =R LA 5L, Ty v —I12&)
A% (anxiety) 7x & OREIEAMGE S, ZIUSPEWAEBARRE S 2L L,
FONRT =V AZEELRITT, T, 7Ly v —HE ) 7B
B OME KNS (cerebral cortex) (ZRIERERL A U S, RIEFICHKT
# (hypothalamus) OB & ZIRIE L, & ICHE D P SIG R B 17 RSO X
I AR - BERNELESIERI T TH S,

SUANRIERIZ (Lazarus, 1999) 1235 &, Ly v v — 12X BB
RiE, Ly vy —HHEPAECICERT 220G, BCICAERPENE V) —
KU L, 7Ly v =BT 2 2050 L v ) ZRFHEIC L - T
WFELEEZOND, F72, ZOMBIIINTREZNET 5 BIZIERERR
A, L THRRERRALE RO XD 2B ANERES L, HAEF AT
Bo ZOMAZEILE > TT Ly vy —DRELHTRNT 4 —< Y ANDEED R
%5,

COEHIIAR=VIZBWTE, 7Ly ¥y —5EZ W2 IZFRIIZET
fifis 2D, 2L TEFIHE ) LR - FREILD ST + =< 2 ANED X
VBT LONNPMEL R LDTH S,

L2L, Ly vy —ICXBARRERENGNT + =<2 Y AL T L ERES
FAZTT DI Tldm v, FTEEHRLEE (behaviorist) 12 & 52 REHZET, K
GEDFRELREL, BT+ —< Y AOHH (drive) £ %5 EbREN
Twb (Mowrer, 1939 ; Miller, 1948), Wi, 7L v ¥ ¥ — Il XA REx
322812k oT, o I—DOXRFVT 4 Fy 7iHE NV ERIIBW
T, FEEEFPET T2 LV IR LEREIN TS (Horikawa & Yagi,
2004 ; BRI - R - UK - B, 2005), D F D, AEEF/T7 4 —< A %A
HsrZELHNE, FRTH - AERWHITEZED D B,
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3. R %

TLy Yy =l DR SN LA, — RIS ERE®LE, LT 510
AOBIETH D, LT, B, 20, BiEsE o0& - BARNZL
RO DTH B, i (fear) LEWAZIE, EBRIZEMEZEL S5
D%, WOTEBMLEET, BHSEEFONED B4 LfEBIGT 2 K

IBTH 5,
Cattell (1965) DOAEWIE%E 5 &4, Spielberger (1966) I, JREERZ
i, A

/

— MR (state trait anxiety theory) Z32/R L7z, ZOHGHT
TEIE 3 DI &N D,

5 1 IIREAZ (state anxiety) T, FERIAICZALT 2 —HERY 2 G HE IR AR
Thb, FEM, BEHEUIGEMINDLZRELANNY 2 EORIEFREL, B
fh#E% (autonomic nervous system) DIEEID 2 WA S Y . b, HEIM %
fabilt & IEERRA Ve 5 2 3IFEAL (trait anxiety) T, ANLIREED
B\ BB O U & S L, R ZE5E L 7=l A\ O A EI % 7R3
bOTHbH, H531FA ML A (stress) REZE (threat) % &t [WLHEY
WREE LTOARE] T, BHRELTELONIZDBRENZDTEHAMLAC
LoTHELLLDTH S (Spielberger, 1972 ; Spielberger, 1975),

C DIRFEAZE L AL 2 W) 2 W B REE & L CHRRE — R A REE
(state-trait anxiety inventory : STAI) % %3 L (Spielberger, 1966), Z®
T HAGEERL STAI bAER S 4L (A - S5, 1986), LY, ZR—YOWn

DHFIFNIBVTH L DHIFRICH LN TS

A R

HEAMLAETITEZ 2 A8 % %, BEAL (competitive anxiety) & &
Y, A (1997) I3BEEA L OFEAEBEE Fig. 1 O X9 ITHBI L7z, Bk
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T ——[ =mnnE |—— afneRRS -

SRRSO ZE b
FRAIRIAERR FRITEY
RN

HRBEOEE
Fig. 1 BHAZOSRABE (EAR, 1997)

SR

REIIRNOZEAL L P DIRIL A & 520 5 FlEA3, iﬁ%ﬁﬁ(mwmwmm
arousal) IZHE L5 2, »HMOGEMKILGEE] &2 ¥, LML
FOFEBIHED E, HEW, R, EROUT Lo ZZRHNIERSINA 5 b 2
EAZ XD AEEA - AR (BEAEERIUG), 1TEIIZAL (NLATE)), O
g2t (LN 2HELHE 0 bDTHL, T LT, ALEERITE),
HEMRRD B/ S8 — 2 7 &5, ZOROKRHFALE N TV S BRSO
HMBREFIC X o TRRZ 5D, ZOREBBOEHMTH 5,

AERERIZE > THEL 2 BHAFRO ST, ZEREANRER & RIS A
ROFENT 2T ORILB R ON S, 728 21E, HEPEHE V&2 k>
720, WICEE LB o720 Fh, WO —FEICE U Sy — Y 2RT b
DTIE 7%\,

Martens (1977) &, —#WBALRETIEAR -V BHIZHER 2 AL %
HETHZ LI LW EEZR, AR—VEHA%T A b (Sport Competitive
Anxiety Test: SCAT) &, 1983 fEIIREARL # HI%E T 2 HHIREARZL H #
(Competitive State Anxiety Inventory-2: CSAI-2) %33 L 72 (Martens,
Burton, & Vealey, 1990), Z D%, HAFEM D SCAT (i, 1980) %
CSAI-2 (A - ik - 4 - &W, 1984), & HIZAR— VBH AL

B (Trait Anxiety Inventory for Sport: TAIS) X AR — V EHIREEARZ

J (State Anxiety Inventory for Sport: SAIS) ZSEf St (FEA - ik
< &l - AR - M, 1985 5 AEA - flik - £ 4 AN - 4l - HEH, 1986), 2
R=VBHIZBW UL HWSENRT WA,
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SRR LN T + — < v AD G

BHARG L X7 5 —< Y AOBRIE, SRITEALHH (multidimensional
anxiety theory) #HWCHH I Nz, TOHGTIE, BHARIE) T &
TEB0E) DOLRIZED BEBMIAEZ L, LEMA LI L2 EHYRK
IBDHHE % S 2 BARIARZ ORI L 72 2 212437 5% (Burton, 1988 ;
Martens et al., 1990 ; Morris, Davis, & Hutchings, 1981), FRHMAZ 1L
W4 2 @R o bEC 2 SO L, BT 2 EBI 2 TR I BAR L T4
T 2LDTH L, HERMAZIIHEHIICAL L EOEEFHIET, 5
HORFEDFMGT 21 EH L, BT+ =<V ADUHEE L L2 H0DTH
% (Martens et al, 1990) .

INT =AU T, FISRRIMALSRE 2 RITL, LrbZor
BRI~YA T ADMRERT, 2%, BHUALSIHINE, 7+ —3 R
T3 5&0w) Z&THA (Martens et al, 1990) . Gould, Petlichkoff, and
Weinberg (1984) < Burton (1988) 12X > T, % K&DHDOBRIRER
BOEFSERERENT 5 —< ¥ ZAOBRIZO W TOEEIFESHIFIE DR
B, BT 5 =7 VA LB LORICEAOHAN R SN D L) R
RSN TWD, L L, FERIOARELHEH /N7 + =< Y AOMIZIE8 U T
DA HERE S 172 (Gould, Petlichkoff, Simon, & Vevera, 1987 ; Burton,
1988)

372, BAMALDE SIS 7+ —< Y ATH LT, EELZRKESDOHIZEE
ARLEDRENET A FADRRERL, KREFOHH B G ERIAL» RN &
TIADORBERT EVIHERD DS (Parfitt, Jones, & Hardy, 1990) .

S5, RHMIANLER GRIAL e BET 5 R 537 54 L2082 v
TP CRLZ DHRMVE N2, BAMAR, FEHARLERT +—< ¥
A DRI 2 D, ARG & SR L OMENEH OB AT & 7
> T &7,
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6. HEFPEEEE N T ¥ —< v ADOMEKR

— R I EREE N T+ — < Y ADOBRE T A DL LT, Yerkes
and Dodson (1908) DRI H 255, ZOFEHITIIEFNERE L X7 + —<
Y A3 U FoRRERT (Fig. 2),

DFY, X7 4=V A RIEREREIEIAZ L ICE o TRES R
B, RHMEEIDLLANVEMZLENZ>TiFoN5E, $72, The
NOINT F =< Y ANl 2 BN RS D), L w74 —< 2 AFE
Z Dl s AR RIS B 5,

LL, 2o U SR (inverted-u hypothesis) Tld, BIEO%KILA
LR ORANAE & FHEHAZOMAEEHOMBELFHHATE 2w, £72, Z
DARFNTEIE T, 72 T I ARKED S RGN, AT TLED
LWV k Ik, AR=VIZBWTROND [REOTNDIZEDL] LWwHHR
FFEIEATTHETH 5,

Z2 T, Hardy 5 3RBHINAZE, EBMOEE, N7+ -~ ZA0OEKRTH
LML, REENRT =<V ADHH AT 14 - 7))L (catastrophe
model) *# % L7 (Fazey & Hardy, 1988 ; Hardy, 1990 ; Hardy & Par-

B

SaATEDR

1€ th =
HELRIL
Fig. 2 Yerkes & Dodson DiEHNZ D < AT HEE L TH O BR
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SHEMERE

\EIUP

RAHTR

Y
Fig.3 Hardy H5iC&Bah ¥ A a7+ - ET)

fitt, 1991), Fig. 3I/RT LT, HF A MO T 4 - EF)VIEH U PRI
BHIAREDORITCE MR 72 3RTCETFINVT, X A EE, Y #iid 7
=<y A (T8), Z WIBHIALL T 5,

HEANOTT 4 - BFMIZBWT, REMERIL 1 DOMTEET, RiE
AT T 2 RO B ICER 3 2 R RIC & L T&S 1 5 (Pri-
bram & McGuinness, 1975), Z® & 9 % BRI ALZ DO TRICB VT,
B RRIEI I T ARG RS TH S EEZ 5N D (Cannon, 1953), [
G/ ARERIBN T T B G RBSIETH S EE 2 5D (Cannon, 1953),
Bl 5/ WREBUIE T & B A B TR SRR 2 S B IS S % 2%, fliod &
RRIRIEOFB L 517 5 (Fazey & Hardy, 1988) . o HRRITRIEIZ & 5 8
ZIEO BRI ZER DN S W& & AR EE O — I EAICE S T
L ¥ 9 (Lacey, 1967 ; Neiss, 1988), =MD 7%, Fazey and Hardy (1988)
1, B RSSO SIIRTO— I UE & L CERREREIIEET, A
TN 5 — A HERIL E LTER 2,

L RICAGZ MG O ARG L AN EBEOXFNIIEETH 505, Lz
TR L LA ERBONZ T, ERLASAIOAMRYER & JERINAZR IR
DY A L a—RITHEH T LR SNz (Parfitt et al. 1990) . FiFm L, A
B HESRTFOIEMZ R OFHWREEOZIIC L 5T, N7+ —< v R
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EHEE% 12T (Hockey & Hamilton, 1983 ; Humphreys & Revelle,
1984 ; Parfitt et al., 1990), & 5124 { OWFET, RELIZEE S 2 A A H,
FRIE/NT 4 =< Y RO EHIFHL Z LrpmaEhs: (Baddeley & ldzikow-
ski, 1983 ; Cox, Hallam, O’'Connor, & Rachman, 1983), 2 S {KRIANZE 1&

BENZFONMEE BERICHERT S & X120, 71—V AICEEL
(Burton, 1988 ; Martens et al., 1990), /N7 # —< VAT H LiH R D &
fiisg &7z (Martens et al., 1990),

INH5DZ ks, Fazey and Hardy (1988) I 4 A a7 4 - ETL
ICBWTC, N7 4=V ACEEERIZTHE SN ERE L CRANNAR
&, AR ERE RO L,

BT A =RV ADOHFANET 4 - EFNIZL DI

AYANAT 4 BT NVICBT B RBHNAL & A RBEORENL, TN —
INT F = Y AR OLEAMRERZ AT 5 720 2 ER SNz, FRAINAE
3, TTEFFPEANTREOLBEEZEEND 5 VIIEEMITHRT 50089 »
Rid, ZORR, NTF =< Y ACBI B ERNEBEOEED, e
FICELBDH, KESAERNICELLDH, ThomiBigDo &2
BOadb, Tz, EBPEEIZ ST+ —< v ACEEF L TREMNICR)
E Y AEan

BAMALEIMER N E &, AREREE ST 3 —< Y ZOBRIT—HT,
Fig.3 DTHIZ/RE N5 U FI27% % (Davey, 1973), L C, EEZLZKE
Y H OB AREDN BN E &1L, Fig. 3OAHNIREND X2, BHNAZR
ENRT = AOMICEAOHMAP A 51 % (Burton, 1988 ; Gould et al.,
1984), & 512, EELZKIFOMAMOEBYERE KL &, Fig. 30K
FIREND LI, BAMARENNT +—< Y AR IEOHEPR SN S
(Parfitt et al. 1990), A ICEE L AKX YUH, RBHUWALIEH L E, AR
MHEBEORFEITEAVT IO EHEL, ZOERNEEROREL, BHNAL
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mELAIL
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Fig. 4 HEHWEEEL T+ -7V RAZBITLLAT LY RS

We—TOo.C83—m

RERPEBOS SITKEL TELT 5 (Parfitt et al. 1990 ; Jones & Cale,
1989) o FAHIMAL R LB HE O & SRS 221018, ERI TR L X7
F =X Y ADNRY PVEIHAT L2 TR SN,

RAARZ D E L 21, Fig. 3 DRIHEIIRENS L9 2 A7 LT A (hys-
teresis) U B, N7+ —< v AL, AFMHEES LA TLE X0HEGL

LB, AN ERESHA L CnE E EOBERH ) o LEEDT 5 —< X
Fl TEYEM) (FRRAAARZE & 1E12, TEIZEICETWw D & I ER
L7- (Fazey & Hardy, 1988 ; Hardy, 1990),

Fig. 4 \ZRT X912, BATF LI AL, BBAMALTEL BbIZoNn, &
HEEBEO LA E WL NVT, N7 43— Y ADPEMICHELAL L 250D
D, SHIZ—FENT =<V APRTT 5L, ABNERELPTIFTH, /3
T A =R YAPTLDOLRVIIEIR YIS L2 BIRT 5 (EAH, 1997),

L L, SAIMALS R E 213, e XF LY RARELZV, 2L T, Fig.
IDOHEMIREIND L H1T, AHIEE /Y7 + -~ 20, AHNE
FEA2SEFALTH FRELTH R LEMICHE

T/, BAMAZPRNE Z LD ENIET) D, EBFONT 4+ -7 X AIHE
IZRL, WEONT 3 =<V ATEBICEL b I 2R L7,

UtoZen»s, A2 a74 - EFILVTE, 3DODEFEATHI SN,
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DEAF LY AFRAREHE N E ZIFE LB, s XITHE LR,

@FNFNORTDINT + —< v R

I, BHARLEPERNEZ LD, B ED
EIVEBICRL B, QFNEFNOBFOREOINT 5 —< v AL, A
TR EY), B EDIF)INVEEITEL LS

8. FLw, 4ROEE

KEETIE, AKR— VM
=RV ADBERONVTEET LD, $T 7Ly v —,
MEEMHL, STy v —
ZOREREL AN - BERNEEINRT =<V AT RIZTRE LR L

BIFs7Ly vy —

2 & AR,

X BB L NT
BAHANE D
AR e © ORIBE & |

NE,

720
e - ey
BRET—F/tv2 | ! -
............................................ > SBARETHE fe— =
l ERAER
TREM
FR(BRFR) Toth
RHMTR
SEHTFR
| R BHESLL
HRZAT4-ETIL
BHMTER \
INTH—IVR INTH—IVR
EE/RBEGEHTR) S EHREGEHTR)
HIEDERH EEOER
[ |

Fig.5 7L vy x =287+ —< > A ET 5 ToHME
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Fig. 5137 Ly vy =287 5 =< Y A ET 5L TOBRE, izl

LObDTHbH, T¥, MAWEROEBELZ T H0S, TV vy —YH
U & > TREDEZ B0 ) DR E Do ZOREIIFEHAL &

SN L BANIARE L FHRIAZTH Y, FEMARIE, 7S A taT 14 - F
TIUTIIAEBRWEREEFEMREEEDZON TS, RIZ, AHEREEL X7 5 —
7y10%%u,mﬂMTﬁ# FoEAIEIFY AP T 4 - EFLVORTE
DiER, FHEOLLPoIGEEIEEDOERH I . 51T, T ORR T
EN, T4—=FNv 7 EN5, 2EziE, BEMICBIOY vy h—0ORKAET
&, e LT A BEICx LT 2 OBREATHE D R S, RRAIIANER & AR Y
HEEPEE > IRET AT LY AP LA EDHLEELZOND,

HEA IO T 4 - BT MIZDWTIE, FRHBIARZ R A B EEE ORI
REEAHBE RN b L, 728 213, BANAZ I EELEBIIEIT DL L
T, RNZAARC AR 5 EOEBOMANERIREL T2, ABNE
BEOREES, BEMBERORKICE KL 2 b 0 & ULk, REEMIE,
MEMRESFSERBESHVONIZ) LTWE, IS8 FSEFLRERIC
B L CREfl SN TTOMIIED’, SHICERLNLZEIZL ST, BF A
Fa 74 - BTSN D LIRS NS,

F72, Fig. 5 IORENABRICBVT, RE HHAR), RANAREDOE
BIERNTHD, TLTC, BAMAREHTENEE, N7+ =T ALTLD
AT AOFRE RITTHLIFTIERL, RNEEI DT+ =<V APEL R
HIlbHDHIEND, AR—YBEPIZEL o TRAMNARLZDOL V%32 b0
—VTELILIIEETH L, 2512, Ty v —BiiAERPAZREE T
LTHILTEBHE ) DS, /87 4 —< v AOHEFRM FICIEETH L L%
ZoND, LEEONEPLENLIIELGTERMATHET LI LR, 7L
VY =AY PO LVTLHBERETLIEOE T NG,
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