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1. 1ZL®I

(X707 DR L) BEPD L, WD Y T HEAOLERYH 1. P. Pavlov
34 X OMALBIEENC T AHF2E1C BT, BRI W & BRI AT oo s
AMNBNT-EHOMH L mOMBTHL I L 2FHR L2, & HIZHIZZOWIZE
ZELUC, HZEAZY, MEEOREEL Z\W/Y) L2721 T, A X0MERZ
GWTHIEERRM L7, 2F D, EWL oA AN ER LTI AR
ENDEISE, FRICEH-MICELL CERENHHICE > TOFEREIND
£kt ZoHRKE, B TIEIHBASEMH D) (classical conditioning)
ELTELHMBNTHSE W,

WSRO OEBRFRETIE, #SEMUS (unconditioned response :
UR) #Mai23 2018, J2b5MS5M0H1# (unconditioned stimulus : US)
IZHAT LT, 4t-# (conditioned stimulus: CS) 2R3 5, 2D LI
GRERARD RS L, SRR L TS RUSICEM LS, $hbb
%S (conditioned response : CR) ZSHIT % X 91274 %, K51
DU THWOHNS FUGIE, BRI NIES) 2 &0 BALRIG O, RIS

(1) I P.Pavlov (£ 1904 45, COHALICB T 2HZEIC L > T [/ —~NVAEHS - &
FH | BZE L7z WA S S RUHC X 2 KN RO IS B O B8 12 78 2 #%4
IZDoWTiE, HH (2009) ICL2BHESEINIV. 2B, KT [RET
LT, TRIS) W) JHiEE W5,
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LIEMED) & o Z2FHER S FOTEIID L, TNHOFFIL, FHlES
o PEEDTIERIIBIT LEAFHTHL L2 EOTLIDTHLH L
Wz 5@

WA MO OWFFESCIRTIE, Pavlov (1927) ORERIZ I & L7z I
WD o T, REERIGEAEACHC SN TE 2, REERIEEIIIEE
B AIRETH Y, 209 2, FUEREOEEIES T, FREHTRENE
B R2NETEL L WHIRED D 5, TD720, HHBISEMDT OEBRRE
THOLNASE, 4O HBKEOH TRFERGH RO LV, Hikd
BEMERICOEBIZET 5 mFOHh T—HIIM A ER L2200, T4
2 DI FEFEIR & OB S, B OO —@E > T b,

ATl FRHELGEIC O W Tilh, FOHBAEESITIZET 5k
ATt & & BT OWFFEBIIC DWW Cal R 721212, UREFEISOFM I R EEIZD
WTEBZIT) . RETIE, ZLOIHITE RFELAGIIIZOWTIRNS,

2. BZJHESTNED

2.1. ETEREBEREE

HRIICER S 5 &, FIITEZN FIFTERPICLLLD, Ny aT%
BY LT, MBRICIHEOZREL DR R, 2O—T, B E%RL
N2 ARRFET S H Do BB ML, REZEAERT LI T
b0 FEAMEFET OEMIITELRIKTH Y, AT OMMIITE L RIKE
BB ORHTHL, TO) 5, FAMEIETTIAEEI RS IS 21T

(2) ZOMOFTEIEFEIZBIT HIERFEIH L LT, #EEMEMDT (instrumental con-
ditioning) 7% IF 5N 5, L2 L, AMTIIKIROBBROS, BEEYEES
FIZOoWTIfilinZz v, 2B, HEOEEDIT EEENEEDT L v HiER
Hilgard & Marquis (1940) 12D W TW A A, ZFofiiz sy o 7B &Eo0)
L= F A 7 BIEMD &) JHEE (Rescorla, 1967), S & 2\ ik L AR
YFEYMNEEOT, REHDLVIEFNRT Y MEEDIT E v M (Skinner,
1938) 2H 5,
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B, v4abbEI% - kERS (fight or flight response) & FEIZEET S &
WhHhLTw5 (Cannon, 1929), Bz 1L, BHRFEOFERZTIIFrOHNLLW
LVICHEER Lo LIBL LV HIISED bOTH Y, AERKDEERET
THITET % 1 BB EEE A K& 560w BIISHE ) bDTH S, /2, Lot
FTRUIVEZ IO L T2MEEZ TS 22w FEbH D, &
B, BUEFET RO OMEDORIE, SO ) BRI T 2TEEIGIC &L 5
LD Z L #% 2 5T\ b (Edelberg, 1972). fiF7, A& OiREAMAEFFIE
HROB FAZE, MEOEEM (homeostasis) MRS 5720 DA HHY
GRIRTH Bo WMBMEFT 2 LIS, AmGEZMHERTLZ LIEATRTH S,
EL L LAMEDEFIZE o TEELEIETSH 5%, LEFOE TR
e R & 72 D 2 L%\,

CNORMEDET L ERMWICE H 27200, BEHESINE) (electroder-
mal activity : EDA) Th %, EMEKIGEOWEHEICE, (1) FELTFE
W2 L —xf O BRI 2 ER AL, KO R» T Lozt
Np@EELE, (2) BRERTI LR, W OBMBE OEAMEZ EHENE
TLEMED 2TEENRD L, BIZIE, WIEINEEZEROT7 1 T2,
HIIBEBO—FEE AR LTV EEZIUTHFEL R T VO, WL a8
R T OGS & BERAITRGE L, #EE OEBIIRECRRANGE), [HHL
LB A T - FHliT A HETH L, B, HEEREHICOVWTEINLD
HEERIE LT, MBIl INTwE, 2070, RHTIIEEER
WEIOSHEIZ O W TS,

2.2. FEEREEDHRE

BRI E I E SIS S N A RSRY T — 4 Th D, WIRIROZ L 2R
Fo HWEEDLVFEMEOVTNEMHH LS ETY, LoiixbiZize®
% POG & IR R B OEE DG SN Do FIZIE, FIEFEICAZRITzE &

(3) MIEFFEOFMICOVTIE, #HE - £k (1986), Boucsein (1992), Roy, Bouc-
sein, Fowles and Gruzelier (1992) »3&#(27% 5%,
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WCHELAZKLEEZDE) ZIDTHY, BEZHOMHF &I L 280ZA1L
D) 7% b DEEZIUIEME LT\

VIFBEE B LD W ER BRI O 5L 7 3) —FlIIR L Tw»
%o BELETHE SN S UGIZIE, FFIPLSIS (skin resistance response :
SRR) tfif§a > %2 % » AKJE (skin conductance response : SCR) 5%
%o F7BEETHE SN DMHBIRZIEROLEEIE, B2 HPIKE (skin resis-
tance level : SRL) & EJ§ 3> 427 ¥ » AKH#E (skin conductance level :
SCL) 7% %o PG E|IUKEE, a8y r s ARG LE Ty 57 5 2 A
KEDHBITHERMOATH Y, WINLBELIC Lo THROEND L)
TIRFEICLTH 2 W, WPLRIL & HIKEL B b TRFHRIZ (skin resis-
tance change: SRC), I V¥ 7 ¥ Y ARINE IV ¥ 0 5 v AK#ER HbET
BEar ¥4y v A%t (skin conductance change : SCC) &M%, ALk

_ | BRIk
(SPL)
| EEELES |
(SPA)
| | RRBERE |
(SPR)
ERBESES | |
(EDA) | EEERkE | | | REERRE
(SRL) (EDR)
ERa>5y
| | ERERTE ] | 4o xk#
(SRC) (scL)
REaVEH
2 UAEE
| | ERERRE
(SCC) (SRR)
REaVEH
B AR
(SCR)
K1 EEEREESOSEH, WEFEEHNE LT, FEF RSN TV,

4) ¥y AFMMOFHTHY, TOHIZT — X A (siemens: S),

HAHVIEE— (mho: O) TH b,
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THE SN AL RIS I3 7 B EAMKIS (skin potential response : SPR) #%%
D, WU BADETRE S NS BREEREEH OB ILE FEMAKE (skin po-
tential level : SPL) 2% %, WAL & BAAKEL HbE T, FHEEMGH
(skin potential activity : SPA) &5,

KERMAEEEOBMED H Y (Fowles, Christie, Edelberg, Grings, Lyk-
ken, & Venables, 1981), fERDWFETId SRC & %\ 1d SCC DMlENHE
FBETHo72h (eg., HIX - £, 1951 Hk - =H, 1973 : ¥BE - & H,
1974), EFREHBLOWEICHET ST 7 bu=7 Z0HESKIIE- T, SPA
ZWETHMELEML TS (e.g., W - L - HE, 1969 ; LA - M
i, 2005). %d, KEESNEE VW) ML, SRC & SCC, LU SPA
DB ELTHWOENE Z DB\, F72, #EEICL LG (SRR, SCR)
REAMEICLHKIE (SPR) 28 L T, BEEKE (electrodermal re-
sponse: EDR) &LIFERZEHL 0O, 7= Likos B, FHMERIIHIS
LCAL 228 RNIRESBIZE L CHENEFETE %, LaL, 0T
BRVEHETTORBPHET a0 H 5, 20 L9 L% B R G
(spontaneous response) & W08, I HEIZ L7245 C, HFM SRR, H
%M SCR, H%ZM SPR L4534 T 5 2 L b4\,

bold, EEOEFLEYD L VI LEABEANE TIE, SCC AW
GND LN TH L. TOERICIE, (1) SPA DWRIIHEMTH S 2
L%, ZORBEFRTFROWE L BAMIZER L ENTERVI L, (2)
SRC 35T EEADHEEZ b D20, T—5 & LTRE LN, 2D
Bind s (PE, 2005). 7%k, HHIEMEDSITOERFETIE, SCC D
HFTH SCRVHWOLNDL Z D%\, 72720, TNHOIFEDHIZIE SCR
DHEEFHLTDHDEHIUE, SCRIZHAZ T SCL ¥ HIEM: SCR % #a)

(5) A LEHVEETHN T, FESKYT (psychogalvanic reflex : PGR) & % \»
3 ALYt (galvanic skin reflex : GSR) &\ ) HFE L B2 5N 598,
AP BN I BLE (electrodermal response : EDR) L [HFETH 5, L
WLEHRS, TNOSOHEZHHITRETEZVEVIEELH Y (Boucsein,
1992), BFETIEIINOSOMFEFIZEACHEH SN TV,
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LTw2bDbRZT5NL720, DT ORBEIINIEH WG U THEIRS
N5 &) EHEE) D v,

FROLHIZ, INFETIIEEESIGEICOW TN TE /2, REITIE, &
J8 BRI B) O dT A DT I § 5 — I TFHR X I2OW TR,

3. BMESAET

3. 1. £HDTO—MHWF#EE
3. 1. 1. SHRIH & EBRARE

ERERIGEOLMEO T, REERSM D) (electrodermal condition-
ing) EIHEND, BHELASLGEDTIHC LN L LMHEE LTiE, MBS
T =% EORERE, HEREER EOBRBEIRES N TH 5, Bl 21T,
Hovland (1937) (3#i&F D4, 1000 Hz TR &L D 40 dB K& Wi & {5
ELTwb, ¥/, ®iETlE Gao, Raine, Venables, Dawson and Mednick
(2010) 7%, 60 dB OfiHE & Sl L THWTWo o &) IZIRVRIHE &
Rl E LCHWA &, 205N L TELEHMEO SUBHAE U b 79,
WU SR ORI T BRI b, M, BRI E LTiE, B
RFEENOBESTHNEI R D~ TH D, 2070, REEILMHOTOFEER
X, ZOREAEPEBREICL > TRRL DD E B2, BRHESLGDOT
(aversive conditioning) OFEL %5, XML HVONEZ L DT
2L, (1) MEGREORENEL TH LI L, (2) ZE L 72 E\EH B
WAkE S, SRS T 2L (habituation) 24 UIZ< W e, Y
DEMDH B, LrL, FEEIIWS MMM ZEED, S, MEiEe L Ton
TEHVWLZE DB, 72771, ZOBAITERPIREVEVIELEIH S,
B, WMEMREE L CERMMCME 2 Vo ERFRIL, Bkt
(fear conditioning) & M-I S Z & b Ly,
3. 1. 2. FMARIA & BEARIBOEENHE

2512, EMESSEHOTOMEIRTIE, ERLo &) BREAE I
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cs [

(a) [ﬁﬁ%#’jﬁ USE
CS I [

(o) EHEHEST =
cs [

(c) EHEHSIT us u—
cs ]

(d) FfTHEHFSHT Us

(0]

2 SR L AR ORI BT IS X 2 T & 0. (b) EEHEMDT T
&, SO ZRPHHE T 5 X T, FMPMEAZRINHRTLZ L bH D,

T, SR & SRR A 5 RS A RO REH AT D EE L 7 5, R
MEE 2189 X912, FEE, EH, BB, B X OEITRGOT 0 4
2 Ens, (a) [AESEMD1) (simultaneous conditioning) T ld 4]
WE ESRIBUI RIS BRI NS, F72, (b) EHFSMDU) (delayed con-
ditioning) TIEFMRIBITMAEMRIBUCFERIMICET L TERS N, 0%
HRIBO BRI L QBmEEMHEFREREIND L T THRHT 2. — 4,
ST SR AT RER END L OO, MR O BIR A EESAF RN
O ERANEAET 2O M A EIx, (¢) EBSEMDF (trace condition-
ing) LIHEND, LT, (d) #1744 51F (backward conditioning) T
VA & SRR O BRI A A B 2SS P SR T A 02 S )
BICHATL TER SN G HEELARNOITICRS S, oo iiysito
FOEBRREIZBWTY, KIS OEGEERER SN D LOKRE 3,
MEFG SO0, RIS, FRRADIT OIS KR, #7541
TIREEZOLOPREEE 25, 2O 2BERE»S, BEERLFITOE
BCIIEREE ST OFHmETH L I P —HNTH S,
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3.1.3. X8ty 3> DB
B BRIGIIIEFICHB LR TH S, L5 T, ZOMo st
DUFIZHART, by ¥ a VEBBITHEHZ DL 2o TWd,, ESEMRIE LT
BRI E AV 2561%, BREEIEOEAZSKE WO, HEBRERTY
B FISREE O BERIMATH SN S Z LD, T L 5l I EHBRE I
AL VDAL BREICIRE S NS, COMERMESEDLS &, S
W T 2 G EO S EBEET 272012, SN E BMERT 5 HS
(B BATS—E N, &5\ IZGEEIIE T 2 MmO SUB AT 2~38
FAEER L CAONRL A ETITbN s, TOMHLFEITORIRICIE, FWER
BOJIIREZTRD 72012, BMEMRHE R ERT L2255, HiT
SR & SR O BRI X B 5401305, FATHMIE (intertrial in-
terval: ITI) #%30~60 (3 & T 10~20 HATHT 515 © o Gtk RS AR
ENDE, FHHHMPEMTERENDHZE (extinction) ORATICHE L6
bdHbo B, HECBITLRWEAIE, TORE TOSMHE & M4
DOBRMEIZ D W TERERE (verbal report) = HiBFE I1ZKD LEH %\,

CO L) IEEEREMHEOTOERTIE, G, MO0, HELHE LY
Va VB RITH B, LL, ZORICHOSEGOTRITEEERITE
HORLZY, SIS EEE L2RICHR 13 S ATEHEAGO B S EE
(spontaneous recovery) DFEEEZFANL 4L, MFEHMIC L > TEKHICH
T2 BHER Y v a VRS EINS Z L b S\,
3. 1. 4. MBREMADEE

B BRSO OFERTIE, NS TEMFREIIST 2 WA RS &
REL72ELTYH, Ml SO0 I TESAIMSEREN5S &, §ift (sen-
sitization) 12 & o TH LMK L CEREMEDO UG ERT S £ 9 12

(6) WHHMGMED T OERFETIE, FTHMBIIEETIEIZR L, —EDOXKBNTE
BEHLTRMEPHOENE Z LN\, %5, b LLEITHIBENZFEL
AL, FORMESBSEEIEO O ESE LTHERT 2720 TH b, ZOB
R, BEAYSMO) (temporal conditioning) & FHEN TV 5,
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b I NS\, TOX) R, FEDTEAT TROMBIIR L CTRISAE
Uize LTh, ENDHRMMEDBIE % O S & 2 B0 UG 7% O 2
XL ZENREETH D, FO7c0, WERE TR LIS
SRR O MEAE 2 2 4% (random control) Tl X A%, BEERE N FEEEEI W T
1351b4eto1F (differential conditioning) Fft & 245, M-S DS % A
L7008 BEGEE LTHRASNTEZ, LHMAL%R25, Rescorla (1967)
VIR 2 70 AR T & & 720 BB O SIS, F OB RIS
BERENZVEV)ZRERFETE LTH 72010, SR LI s
ST a7z A ORMEEZRL, ROMEE MBI B O F I A
A 7275l (truly random control : TRC) T & & & ) BN L TR
FL7o CORMBETIIGENOT 22T 2 EBEE L URITHIBRT, S0
Bl AR A2 B S, FHHMOEREICE L HFHENE, §

DEESEHHMOF IS, ZNOFEREND T TORMAE BRICHE
ENb,
3. 1. 5. RHERISDEHEIL

KEESGEE 21X Lo & T 5 BHEPUGOSEMEDTIE, FEs) & 358 7% 2 58
EFo TV 5, BEERGMHOTIIBWTEHSOEEERE ST 256
X, RIBOENE (amplitude), & (latency), B L UO—ZEHEATOARE
YHE (frequency) 7% &EOZEALZFFHKT S (KI3BMW), ZOHTLHIZ, R
R EEEORESARTNEL LT, BEtodRets I Lnrd
WO, RIFBHEIXIZEAEDYE, av 5 s 5 v ABAMTHlE S, BSFEAR
(square root transformation) & %\ 3} #2# (logarithmic transforma-
tion) M S N7ztRIC, FAMEMTICOITOEND T LTk b, BB, TOREIC

(7) 3R T LIS, THEKFMH (peak time) =° 1/2 [MI{EKF[ (half recovery
time), HIfEKEE (recovery time constant) 7 EIRIEC R LAMC &k~ 72
WERD L. 7k, MM THA (area under the curve: AUC) X215 D
WIRTEFGATEY, BURREREICB T 2HBEOREa Y 57 5 v A6
T LB, RO L HWSENTWS (eg., Finger & Murphy, 2011 ;
Naqvi & Bechara, 2006) .
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12@ R P
TR AR h;\—l E A |
37%
SCL
* : N J/
M SIHEAY N
(@ TEm ] B

38 EMary sy AUEOME, Hi#E ER L T2 6 UEHILS E3s
FCOBHMEL 2 BHIRICETT 2720, BREIE 1~-3HOMICHES
NDHZENL v, B, 50% X 37% L\ ) Hififix, SCR IEIEZ 100%
EL72GEDOHMETH %,

TN G THRONIRIGME E OHKICL D, E LD THERAIGE
FRETBHIENTE B,

T/, HEERSEMH DT TIEREBEND 2 WElfTT B CHRU USSR E 25 2
ENHL, FOBBLEEI A L 52 L3 TH B, M7, HEMTIIGH
WA EFICHET 2 2 E MO N TV 5, ERROIRIBHEOZILO AL 5
BT (resistance of extinction), 2 F V) B O 2R 123 L THRIGAS
ARLZLS 22 FTICELLETED 72, £ERICORESOIEE 2L
GIdDH 6,

FRD L), RHTEIEHEREAE ST THY LN —FITHEIZOW
THRRTE 7z WHTIE, HEERGUOTICHT 2REDOEHTD ) &
SR ORI S 2 FREIC O W TR RS,

(8) LL7Zeds, HFEEMALMIUEDOKRE EEZBYICEL TVERENIIONT
BRI OAHDSH 5o 724 21X, Humphreys (1940) (Il & M2 43l L
D LR ER SN WA ISHEIRIISR 2 5, #oiaibiE =3 % (par-
tial reinforcement extinction effect : PREE) OfFfE & f8fi L T\ 5, HEIK
VxRSO RE SORIZ L T HGEE, FHEDOTONEZ TICEET A4
ENd b
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8. 2. FHRICDHER
3.2.1. 7 X MHATOHEA

ARz L 912, EHERSEHOITOERTIIERFHOTPFEFER L
LTHWOENT WS, 727210, EHEHDT (B 5WVIHEEEFEST) OFit
ST AHAIE, SN ORERY b EEMRIMO 2R £ TR H
@, T bbRlME RN (interstimulus interval : ISI) % #E3 2 LENH
%o RSO T 2 EOMER O 6%, 0.5 EEOBRE T4&RMAIGIERK
ELBLZEPHMEINTWSYY (Kimble, Mann, & Dufort, 1955), HAEG
THLREEREMNOTOLETLAMKOMERIBELNTRDL I RS
(White & Schlosberg, 1952), i ORIEHMREIL 0.5 F & AR INTE 7,

L2 L%adss, 2089 28Rl % F 7z &0 0 o5& % 5
MT B0, FHMOAE BMERT 57 A MldT2, £H2THTO
AT A LV ELE LD, BERD, 2O L) HREMT TIEEMRHRD
EOR &SRO ER ORIFEAS SCR ORUGER & ) b W72o12, £l
W TR P BB S 7S BUGDS, SRR 3 5 St UG T d 5 A IS
WIS T 2 MGG TH L2052 XFTEIENTELVALTHS (M4
B), 72720, TOLIBEMTTTAMRMIEHALZELTD, ZOM
BEPELIBRINEDITTIEZ V. 8%, 20X %7 A MRTTIEE
TRENTWZ T OEEFFIEDTRE SN TV LD, TNETOEEDT
BATL IR 22 H R 7L %0, MG (orienting response : OR) %%

CR? UR?
=]] 1SI CR? OR?
0.5% ‘ 0.5%
Cc8 25 Ccs 2%
Us — EHOURT g | FRBRT
]

4 TALMRTOWAB (White & Schlosberg, 1952), 0.5 #7 & o LAy 4H
WIS & V725613, 00T 7 A PEATIC BT 5 UGS,
2L DRODPEFETE R,
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RS 775 TH b (Sokolov, 1963)0 D F 1), Z DI A 3 ] 1 F i 12
BINTUEDS, SMRIEII S 2 S-S TdH 2 N EGEARIE A 2T &I
T BEMBIGTHEDERHNTEIENTEL V. 2OLHII, FHERIGE
HDHI2ODT A MEITT, FEHRIGDHNDORIEEGPRAT S LIFEFT LW
TETEARWO, E512, ZOHETIE 1 HTEICRBRIS 0SB %
RBZENTEL, 2072, EAEDWFETIE 0.5 F & v o 7 il
fATid7z <, 874D SCR DGR & D &+ BV MR 2 Hwv
T, FEDFEITHRICART 2 U DML E L, Z0EEERE 5
M5 EDRALNTE (eg., Prokasy & Ebel, 1967 ; Stewart, Stern,
Winokur, & Fredman, 1961)
3. 2. 2. BERBDHH

L2 Ladss, BRI RWHEEEZ Hvws &, ZoR TEHEOE
ELOWGRILHERT 5720, [EOEE S o TRERILE TRED? ] &
W RENE LS (M5 308), Stewart et al. (1961) Tl 7.5 F5 o 7l gk i i
B2 HWT, RO ERE 1~4 B ORIZE U % 5H—MH IR SUG (first inter-

TIR (UR)
Fr SR

SIR

FIR TIR (OR}

1% J4RP 4.5 8.58 1% /4704.58 8.5

|/
Cs | 75|1r L cs | zsﬁ ] L
Us | 1 EHOURAT | | TR EERIT
RXES S, | SN

5 HEISOSHH (Stewart, Stern, Winokur & Fredman, 1961). 7.5
Loz R WEITHBEIRE HW7235618, EEAREOERICE
LIS, 2% D EEZMIEKIS (third interval response : TIR) % f#72 T
b, BLY, TAMNMITEBALZBICZORIGAASN 2R 61X, #
NSRS E R EN LG D722 LI B EMUG EMIETE 5,

(9) ZOXI) BEHET CHELNIRBEDSFEISTH 5 050 L ) @wmdld, KF
BRSO OWIE%E — I RER XD Z 12D %A 5 72, Furedy and Pou-
los (1977) EZ 0 k9 g%z, MER= V] 0 XkH%dbozL, FINIH
LTWwW5, ZORMEIZOWTIE, BE (1992) 12X 28HErSBI NI,
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val response : FIR) % $ifbic & 2 UG, Hiv TEHRAFIMO 2R% 4.5~8.5
FoOMICA L 25 MRS (second interval response : SIR) % §fh-4F
WG (conditioned anticipatory response : CAR) & %EFH L, T OLRMAHETF
WRIEZ b o T [BEOENRIS] THHEALZ LTS, Ui, xtHESE
& DB B TERMRE & WA O 2RI & 282550 5 i
X, ENDEMRIETH B & T HEIENERITIE, BHERISEE T &S
AL TITEE %V (e.g., Kimmel, 1964 ; Pineles, Orr & Orr, 2009) o
B, INHEDIYH SCR L) —BEDOUGZIEEE L-DIZx L,
SCL ® H%M SCR 7 L OFmlk LB 2 IRIE L L72HIFE D H 5. 21T,

0~10% TIR (UR)
’ SIR
F|R\ z\-
LA RBSE S
CS 10~ 40Fh
EHEDSITET
us 058 e
S il
9.5~39.5§

6 FEBilkSef UG (Lovibond, 1992) o SO EI/RE RS 10 B £ TOH
M2 L7250 oFATHMBICB S, (1) BEa v 575 v ZAKEDES
(ASCL), (2) H%MZH) (spontaneous fluctuation: SF), @ 2 A% D
WEL 22, WOIESGMRD 5% 2 &ML L, Thr @ no4i
HEZBRNEB L EE L. 2B, TORIATONAFEETIEIT A M alfT %
AW Db B2 6N sy, ZOMERIZEAE (1) THR—3INTWVS
(e.g., Lovibond, 2003 ; Mitchell & Lovibond, 2002) .

10 Zotk, WBE - EH (1974) (EEZHBOSHAEMEEOIGTH 5 Z & &R
LTWwb, L2L, HoldENE oMU E LR 2 OGS 2 ML Twb
CEERETHICETY, EMBENEOAE DL T [EOLMS] & ART
CEICETTEN R REERL TS, B, RIEOWITE TR AR 2R 1
% 8MIIEEL, B—WMIRLE SURIMOERE 1~4 8, EZHMBEE% 4
~9BOMICAEL MG E LTEHRT 5 Z L A7% 0 (Pineles, Orr & Orr, 2009) .
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Lovibond (1992) (¥ MM % 9.5~39.5 O TEB) S W7 i 54hD
JOFHEE & AT, MR ERERH &R E RSO SCL, &%\ id
H5M SCR OESIZ L > TRIFHIGEEHRT A L E2RA TS (K62
H) o WIS L BRI O EE TR SN TV E56, FOH#EOR
RHUNIZ G ROR D AR Lt 5 & & 2, SO 2RER?S 10 FT
DI A L 72 USH & — @O &G, £ O & ik L7225 o
FTIHIRIRR CHARE L - BB 2 Feth O S BOS & B L, BED L 0 S
MO & L TOSRMRIMOMKEL KT 2 & FRLTWb,
3.2.8. RIS DDEZNEERE

BRSO BT BSOS L Z O EICE T A MEIES IS
WA ZEIETE RV, LA L, SITEELZDOIL [MTE b o TERBERG
L3207 ZFTHL, [FNENORIGHETIEIMERBL TWEH? ] %
EZETHILTHHED VD (IBFF, 1992), Bz, ZB—HEKIG % S
I & 2 506, MRS Z ST IR & Ak T umnid 5 2 L35k
HAR72EBY TH D, MAEOWFTIE, AIFEIEZEOBREL MY 5 Z & (Pro-
kasy & Raskin, 1973), B LU BENTFHOEEE KBS % Z £ 5% (Ohman,
1979), ZNFNREEIN TV D, F72, BEOKGIZO W TIBHEERE~D
BB R 59 5 HHE, 5 WIZERTH D L\ ) BfF D & % (Cheng, Richards
& Helmstetter, 2007). & 512, Lovibond (1992) 258181Z & L /- Fbi kD B
i3, BB E RIS E Vo Zo— B3O RIS L ) b, A% (anxiety)
B EOEBMIHZ KL CTWA EEZDLIENTEDL, 2O I [HIG
B & L Cwb 0 ? | #BET 52 L1, FHREIE > T2 08
FHBEERTAMTILIIO%M 5, WIEEMIZIE U CTIREL 72 5 RUSES &
BIRT 5 2 L1, EHOSOMER L ZOREICET A2MEICH LT, 0EoD
L RTODTH L EBbL s,

O XHI, RETEHEMEOER L Z O EIZET 2 FHEIZ DOV Tl
NTE, DETRIOBERICEIVTLEINTE L, REOWEEIIZOW
TR, KHEHTI TS, WSO OEBRFREICEIT SR d HE 2 ME
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DOEDTH LRHFHEIZOVWTHER, TOREIZOVWTEE LTI,

3.3. RAHmE

TR L )12, R EAEEIIIER BB RERTH L, LA - T,
ZOMOFIBD G FIZIAT, B2 I 2 #mANG R Th o 7
TLREDR, L Leds, EEEINS OFmE AL LT, MR
WEEANATOND L)oo Z e # ML TB E 20,

WA SO EEROIETG I, HIHHE S (stimulus competition) & %\ i
F2I0 Y #A (cue competition) OFEEL VAIZFHHTE 201205 > T
%o MEGHE L3, &5 RMNHP BRI LS ERENTVDIZE b
59, ZNLDAMIHIOEMHFR O FIE L TW A 7212, EHRILA R bt
W2 lkEWH, COFEREIT [MNEROBHASEZ 5138, FHOTI3HEE S ]
EV) HBIRERNFEIINT 2D TH Y, FHREHS S O 2 0HE R
L% 53R (context) & DAHHEAEHO T THET A2 LEARL TWLA, Z
DD, TOL) EELEASLMN DT (compound conditioning) ORE &
Rz e b %, £1TIIRENLZTMHEHEBOTHRE %, MIEHTHR/MHE
JBEREEETORLEZDDTH LD TSI NV,

3.3.1. Bk

[2i% (overshadowing) &%, HWEOFMHEE A L CHESMRIK L &2
RL72BRIZ, ENENDOSEMFIBIIR T 2 BUSAS, &SRl % BT 4tk
T LR ER L2 A TR TN 28R TH 5 BRI A X OEER S
FOBOFEBRE TR SN/ 2bDTH Y (Pavloy, 1927), TN F T KR %R
RS2 SN TET2e BROZ E LS, BEERSGMHOTOFEETH R
DeINTEY, &b 5 HIEONESEMS 2 I REE LTHWONE Z

1) INSOHEEIE, FMARME AR IAR L ChIUESEB D SALT 5
L, [HREYE (contingency) DOBEEIZEERI 2T T TH Y, BEIRRVIRIE
EWLOLEATY D, S &N EES T ERORRICOWTIX, 4
- HE (2003) RIS/,
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®1 AR LIS FREOERTH =

i Ak 1 Ak 2 7 A b Fp S
TEAT X-US X? CR
B AX-US X? CR
[UERTSS A -US AX-US X? cr

AT IR AX-US A -US X? cr
R it ik g AX-US A X? CR

) A& XAI&EMRHE, US EME4RHERT. $72, [CR] & [crl
E0D, Ter) & el I dREVIEE, ERENET, B, EE
DEBRTIEEHR LS LT, B4 N BEIEIRESN S,

L% (e.g., Kimmel & Bevill, 1991, 1996 ; Hinchy, Lovibond, & Ter-
Horst, 1995),
3.3.2. FHIE

BHIE (blocking) &%, & 5% U4l & MAmRlMz i 2R L TH<
L, ZTORIOEMRRENOEMREEZHEE L THER LIS, Fmah
PSRRI § 2 RIS A O N B BB R TH Lo HIEIET v bO%
MU IFOEBRTRBEENZZLDOTHY (Kamin, 1968), k& ILA TS
AR ENTE. ZTDOHRIE Rescorla and Wagner (1972) #1Z L%
5%, HRIWEGOTHEROERME o722 L THONT WS, 2B, M
IEIZOWTIIEEBERGMH DT OFERTHIMWREL L SNTWEY, Eb50h
THEMEILDSEAIE (full blocking) 29R SNAWFRIETENTH D
(Mitchell & Lovibond, 2002), I& A & DOWZE Tid# 4 fHIE (partial block-
ing) ARENZICEE RV (e.g., Kimmel & Bevill, 1991, 1996 ; Hinchy et
al., 1995). & 512, MILZDb OOMERRIZEK L7226 b HEHE STV 5
Z &5 (eg., Davey & Singh, 1988 ; Lovibond, Siddle, & Bond, 1988),
B S BRSO OMFEIRCTHIEZ AT 2 2 L IIAES TIE R v & v ) FRF
b &% (Arcediano, Ortega & Matute, 1996) (12),

12 ZoL)%REZICHETE, Arcediano, Ortega and Matute (1996) 1¥5 v b %
R E LB O1r 0 EER (Estes & Skinner, 1941) #Z#12, b b4
-] (conditioned suppression) DI Z KA TV L, HILTIE, O
EERICH L2 ot iThhvo2dH 5 (B - IBIE, 2010).
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3.8.3. WTRALE

Wi4THIE (backward blocking) & IZMHIEOFH X 2 i X &b D TH
D, AL EEMEEE X ER L72RIC, —HORMEO A % E5H
BERMERT DL, HFES Tl OSMERRBIC R 3 2 S0 BOG 251855
THHRKTH D, HATHIEIZT v F ORMGEHEOITOEBRTREINIZHDOT
» %% (Kamin, 1968), T4F T TIAESAAIHO LY A EEANE (biological
significance) %550 2L FHREZHVWAVIEEY, ZOBRKEIEL Ve
Zz 6N T&7 (eg, Miller & Matute, 1996 ; Urushihara & Miller,
2010)c %&b, REEREMAOTOMEIRTIE, €OL) ZTHa 2wz
CTHLZOHERBELE V) WD, ErERoME I N TV
(Mitchell & Lovibond, 2002), Z®OHIZEFIIL 145 L I3E 2 7\ 13,
3. 3. 4. RRWKARRR

FERz# 5 (unovershadowing) & % W ZEERRA & DL (release from over-
shadowing) WATHHIEOFHE * —HEH LD TH D, HEFK L S
RIS M BIR L 721212, — T O&RMEIEO A% BMERT 5 L, ST
W2 W DGRBS 3 2 S BOG 2SS T 2 BIR Th 5o BMRIRIEZ
v N OB OV OEBE TR EN/ZL D TH5HA (Kaufman & Bolles,
1981), MATHHIL L #T 5 &L COMRBEIHFERA THLLEZ LN TV D, %
B, REELEGEOTOMEXRTIE, PEOEBRTHEINZ I TV DL
(Lovibond, 2003), #4TRHIE & FARICZOWFZERNIE 0 135 2 v W4T
FHIE & B R OBES i, IS v WAl 2 s bd
LT E,s, IS F RIS (retrospective revaluation) DIFEHE & I
PN F 22D
8.3.5. HHENEADTEROHESE

TIBGR A FRICET 2RI RSO EROBBIL L VI BE, S,
FHICHETHD LV D, RS, 2HART LI ICINSOBHLILNR

13 HEWFHEEEE VI EEICOVTIE, JIE - AR JIIE) (2008) X5
(2010) DBEIZ7% %,
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EOHERTLLTUTE LWL THS, TNHOHERIL, FEHEHHRO
ANBEBETELALEEZ DD D (e.g., Dickinson & Burke, 1996 ; Van
Hamme & Wasserman, 1994) &, [EHOH BB TCAELLEEZ LD
(Miller & Matzel, 1998) @ 2 DIZKFIEN Do &I AHD, EEOLZAHZN
b OWGEE, B ENRE L2IgE, 25 wide MR E L 72REAE R
(contingency judgment) DOWFZEIZL AL T APKEVWW, —F ZNFT
WARCTEZLH I, HEBEBLRSGEMHESTOMEIRTIE, ZOBIZRENIKKE L
TTHaEiREave B E2OERICIE, (1) MIk7Z & O FARN 7 55l #st
GOMREPEL W &, (2) HREOEAS L SERELOBIZLITLIE
RN=FHAEND DI, FHREEOTFENLFAPE L NI L, & EORE
NH D EHRINL, WHITIREOHHEME, HEIIWHREOERMEISERT S
HMEE LT, BRTL2ILENTELI). LALAEDS, 20L& Z2EEESD
o7z LThH, TNHIERBELASLENEDT OEBRDPHIEH G OREEI#E S 2w

R2 B EHREITET B IMAY SO BR O T

Rt FHIE  ATRELE B
Rescorla and Wagner (1972) O O X X
Mackintosh (1975) O O X X
Pearce and Hall (1980) O O X X
Wagner (1981) O O X X
Pearce (1987) O O X x
Miller and Matzel (1988) O O O O
Van Hamme and Wasserman (1994) O O O O
Dickinson and Burke (1996) O O O O

H) Olx2oBi% %2 FHlWRETHL I LE, XETFHATRTHLILE, £
NENFES,

4 BB S [HHTIULZ ) b &) BREOBELEEOSH B % Mt
T LEBREETH D, EBROERTIE, BEEIIFI,D LHEROIEROIER
252 5N7BIC, INLOHEZBOBMBIIOVWTHBTZ RO OND, TDLH
7 PR L, WSRO ITIC B B SR & SR O BOoR L AL L
TBY, BEieHIEZZ Comz CEULAZBHERLERZIN TS (eg., BH
< OKH - IS, 2011 {FH - 1B, 2009).
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CEREBLICERT DT TIE RV, FliE, FBEFHETHL L) LT
FEBHE R A R ERDP T B ERMELr L 00, Fh e RRIATEIES
OBMELFEHICEETCELTMREEEZEA TS, 72, BEMOA—FKIZOoWn
TITEFEN L FHAICHEEL S boo, 2RI [THIBEE L EOBRc4
Uah] 222500800 127%5 (B, 2009). LA, [HlIEHES
EREHELE2? ] L) RBROMEEHS 2T 57201218, S OFERF
RAFBINTER L TS LERH DL LS XTSI SHORBEL L
T, BEBEBSREMOTOMEIRICBIT B, RGO S5 % 25 e &
N5,

3. 4. FEMFMERORE

v b ERE Lol M Seth o) O FEERERRE TIIWERE |4 L Sl &
RKODZENTE Do TNRBMOERFEIZZLZVAROVEOTHL LT
RhBo L) DIF, EMERSEHOTOMIEIRTIE, SR s et
FEfE % (contingency awareness) #5735 2 &I2X - T, SEHERED
BRI T 2R R B SN TE L. 20 L) ZiEmmIdniE cl R
7oA OME L b ER MRS H L. REITIE, WftEEROEEZO
LR L, HHWESOTIIBIT S (&S LR OBRIZOWT
EREIT) o
3.4.1. FEHEMERHI» H2 0 SEERISIFEL S ?

Bz, BERE DD 52 U o SRl & LR o BELEEZ M S S htwn
b & FMERIDOBERLHEMEE XS (Grings & Lockhart, 1963) . F
7o, HEENCBATT 2B, EEMHME £RT 5 720 OB % #EE > 5 4t
&, FMEULCOHEEDPZHEIZAEL S (Hall & Prior, 1969) . Zi1H DFHE
1, ST & SR B 3 2 BB O BRI R AS, SO TS
BOTHEELEEHEZR L TWLILEREL TV,

CORBEZTFRETLOOL LT, SRS L WA OBRIEIZ GO
BEERE TR RIS A O N, KOD %o 72 H I EMRILA A D e\ &
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WL H S, Blz1E, Dawson and Furedy (1976) (ZFEEEM:E AT
SNATIUTHBENEEOTIZAE LW, 2089 LRBMORE & &4 R
I T L IEOMHBBRIC RN &6, BIEEERRII LS OERIC L
S TUELFBETH LN, P& TEENIEEZERLTVD, L2LAEDR
5, Schell, Dawson, and Marinkovic (1991) I 4e:liEg & 4% 5= {4 o I8
PP ERIALS NS Z &1, HHAEGEDTIZE o TRESEGFE TRV E V),
HORBERL T2,

3.4.2. FEFMERI» G THERHERIDIBEL S ?

FEEPE RS M DT ICB W TEEREE 2 £/ L Twb L v ) BfE
& 5—7)7 T, Ohman and Soares (1993) (LZufi R HI#L (fear-relevant
stimulus) % AW72TIW 2 EFREZITV, FEEMEERD 2 < TH LB E
UbZlaHE L CTwd, oI ER s £ EOEG % 5L418, BRI
TR E LCHWT, EEERSGU DT OERET o7z, 2 THBRE
VOLL, FEHFEIEHO T30 IV LAERSINTBLT, S HICE&MHHM
DERERIIIFOEBENET LD AF V FHHPERIN TV
Thhb, 2F Y, HfT<vAF 7 (backward masking) D FH & 12L& - T,
C OEBROWEE TN ETHMOFE L SFHILTE 2V 2 hbed, £
MUK B RS Z 7R L72e CORRIIEMBERH TSI N b0
D, LR F / aIOWMG % ORI E N (fear-irrelevant stimulus) T
BBIgE SN p o7z T2, FRKOHRIIANER Y £ EO/NEN 72T Tid %
, BRY)LEORELZFEHMME L-BETOIHE SN TS (Esteves &
Ohman, 1993). Z O X 9 REHMIZDOWTIE, Seligman (1970) A3ERE L 7:
# 4 %: (preparedness) O#& L OBEI R INTEB Y, #ELLOEWT
HbHEV) RFEIRENTWS (Ohman & Mineka, 2001),

¥ 72 Baeyens, Eelen, and Crombez (1995) (X, 0¥ & M40
BEfEE BT Aiie s L WERFRE L LT, M4t (evaluative condi-
tioning) ZZFIF T 5, HHIE [HE - (like-dislike) ] &V FEIWE
TEEH % SRS OIRIE L L7234, (1) BEEMEEHRA 2 < TH LHIss
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2

HELBZE, BLUD (2) HEMCBWTEHRIED LR PEES NN
Lk, TNENHLMIL TS, TNHOHENS, MRS BAEHDF
121E, EEHRIEE T 2720 0EF 5% (signal learning) &, [ % -
B ] % SIBUCA ST % 720 OFFHTiZ: Y (evaluative learning) @, 2D
DD D H 2 L ERBLTWDo THUIRFE DTSRI BT 5 T
Wn#EzbkoTw5h (eg., De Houwer, 2007 ; i, 2001 ; # 5, 2006 a,
2006 b) .
3.4.3. FEHMERDOEEICETSIET IV

Felk o & 512, FERAEEIRATE MR IC BT 2 ER TH 2 12
DVTIFRECERIS 2TV 5%, Lovibond and Shanks (2002) % Lovi-
bond (2003) 1IREPEMEERRICEI T2 Ll E £ &0, FEX N5 LHIGOT
BB EZK 7 IORT 3 DOORNIGHEH L TWwb, (a) ifETET IV (propositional
model) TlZ, BATHOFE W & o THES SN FEREME B R 0 N6 %
BT % 2 EAMES N T2 (Lovibond, 2003), ZDETIVTIE, xFER
Lo THON LM & BmEHRBOESGICE T, [ L ALLIEB
THha] LI IHGAL SN mENNBIEERIND LEZ D, Hl2E, TH
LRSS 5 7 AR H 5 | L) SREERDPTAEONL Z &
B, ZOREOGENAROEGIHY T L, ZOREIRILROZ LLDPH,
AR HIFRO BT & 2 MRS A U2 b UL, EHRRIEAECZna L
127 %, —J, (b) #HAETI (associative model) TIIFERIZ L - TR
THEOEFBEMME L, ZORE L Candi R & &0 5B O T
27 S5 2 EDIRGE ST 5 (Dickinson & Burke, 1996) & D E 7 )L
TIE, S & ISR 0 G A3 PO & R IR A Ak 2 D TEHCS
LLEZD, ZOWE, ENMBRIGEHENCORR L EA L SNR NI LI
nhe ZLTC, (¢) ZHE#BEETI (dual-process model) TlIxtERIZL -
Tk (BEIERY) 258 @E LRk (BER) 278 iEr@s, miEicdo
TaBNAIRDS, BEICL o TRHRIBPTER I NS 2 EPHE SN TS
(e.g., Razran, 1955 ; Squire, 1992), Z DA T, FMERISIZERKZSEE
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(a) MBEETIL

cs—us || BRTHO |5 AR || FHRIED
BHEOER FEBE i 44 1374

(b) EEETIL

cs—us RiTED SENTRO
Bt D 25 $ERE Be
FHRIED
- B
(c) ZEB/EETFIL
BRERTE HEOHBD
BEHED 2R ERGRITE EHRIED
OPERE Bk

M7 BEELEHROREICNT 5 8 00T T V. MEHHROERO
RESIA, TR RE > T D,

BRSOV T E NS 720, Bk FEH BEOR R TH 5 a1 Hlak 234
Camporz LT, FHRSIIELD Z LR %,

3 5L, (a) 2 (b) ODETIVCIIBEEMEERE SMKID L O—3 %,
(¢) DEFNTIRINSDOA—H%, TNLNHYTELILIThD, &b
(a) & (b) DEVNZ, FURZ 2L BN OBRIEDS, SISO
B G2 5PEPTH b, TORICHEINIMRICBNT, HEHIT—EL
T (a) DEFNVEZLFELTWAS DD (Mitchell, De Houwer & Lovibond,
2009), EETIX () DETNEZILFFT HHRLHE SN TH Y (Shultz & Helm-
stetter, 2010), ZORMIT—H L T, /2, 20X Likm SRS
O OWFEELIRTHIGERIZ R SN TV DA, REZICREEA TV (eg,
Manns, Clark, & Squire, 2002 ; Shanks & Lovibond, 2002 ; Wiens & Oh-
man, 2002), SHOBEEL LT, b bEFRE L RNEMED T OERE
BE R, MEGEEROREICHET S 02 2BEIRES NS,
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4. FWH R EE

INETHERRTEZZABELSHO 2R &L 912, REERSEM OOk
RGBS ORI A, B RO 5 E 70 & ORLY ML~ X A
FRENTWE, LELAEDS, OIS OESRHIEsGFEEICE T 5 MEX
DA RSB LA L BB O ENC B T 2 BRI G EY & o
BIESE, EROTHIERIC B W CTEERRIBE ATV S 2 & IXH#EN A
Vo INLOREEET LR, REEREMHEDTHPLEEICE OHH % EER
HETHL I LICBEVOEIZR VY, S5, BETIEHLILD ZOFHELE
DT 270D &2, MR RME S & v o 72 HEER & o B TR S
TWh, REITIE, BRMERSEHEOT &y, I MES L OBEIC
DOWTHEBI 21TV, BEEHIROFAMN R ERIZOVTERE LTI,

4. 1. #HERF & DOEE

KETIE 1990 8% [ 10 4 (A decade of the brain) | & L, O
xR E R THES 2 2 EWES SNz DHETLROMIEIZEA TR
TBY, JIETIEAT A 7B HIEHIGEE IR {AThNTWwb, fMRI %1
LOE$HMRETHEOREIZLY, FEI2WE, MotkiE: LTo [0 Of
ZEXTEFL L 2o H 5,

Zb2h, HEEAENEOTRIILO LT ML DT OEBRFEREL,
MARRFER 2 TEZE & OB V. 22 (1) HBMEHED T O T &
DB HEMTH L 2 LR, (2) FHSOBERLHELESTH L I &,
(8) Wizext B & e 2fADBRIZOVTH KL MRS EHIN TR &,
EVS N H L, TOL) BEENPS, HBMEEOTIIMOM X % F
L27:00KEE LT, HEDLRBEAIHVLN TV S,

B BRSO IRE T UL, SRS EESCHER T, &2 W IdEE)
BT AR OBEEZIT L LIZOVTERVOEMIIR V., )b
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V, EAEOIRRENFSE R MRI WFsECld, RSB ARk EE
D ST % (Critchley, 2002) . Bl Z 1, MESTOMMIZBIT 5%
RS E L, RAREOWHHELRIHERICHME T2 2 LMo T b (La-
Bar, Gatenby, Gore, LeDoux & Phelps, 1998). ¥ 72, FHbE DM XA
FIBEART 2 (Barbas, Saha, Rempel-Clower & Ghashghaei, 2003), HHiTE
i (Carter, O’'Doherty, Seymour, Koch & Dolan, 2006), /% (Knight,
Smith, Cheng, Stein & Helmstetter, 2004), & (Shi & Davis, 2001) 7 &
DOEEDIEHIN T2,

S5, INHOMRFIBICB VT, RGO IIERREDOREIZE
A A7 EAMOME (Bechara, Damasio, Damasio, & Anderson, 1994 )
EHESIT NG Z LB E L, ENHICHET D MREIERICO VT ORI D 2
ENTw% (Dawson, Schell & Courtney, 2011), = X 9512, d#y5em:
DIFLE S OSSR 2 R FBHEM & L TR 2255, £72, HiF
BTz T2 28T, B G RRMEEER R & ORI ORTEIZ
DWTH, TEFEREEIRLZLMUANSHEETE S Z LITHEV 2V,
SO OFERFRE T AV HREREN 2 IEIL, 4R EHI1IXNT s 2 &8
FHEINLS,

4.2. HEHER EORE

WEFEDOIZ LD, R TROMEBO S 5 AWM EFEDO D L O TH % Nature D%
% [FEHFEED 10 4£ (A decade for psychiatric disorders) | &\ 9 fai s
filio7zo MR BHEEMEOBEEEOREI R E o TV B HHITH S
Jo LLADS, BMEELEZDLOEMNSRE LIkl —ATH S
EbWnz D, HEEIZEL W) LER LT, HAEME BiF T2 LIEATHET
H5bo

ZHFH, REBREM ORI L &3 HRMEN DT OFEBRERIL, F
MEZH B HIZE L OBHEDS T V. FAUTIE (1) FfERIG DS 2SERE %
EORMBEEDET NV EALEDLI LR, (2) FRUERIEOHEIZHET 580



FaEE e taelb 79

NEEFEIE Y (exposure therapy) 7% CRIEATEIOGEICEAT A LVWAIR %
L CEZE, ZEOEEADTD S,

AT DOWFFE & L T Schiller, Monfils, Raio, Johnson, LeDoux and Phelps
(2010) (&, BAINH > EAEMHHE L-EHEREGOTOERICB VT,
HERIZA SN HEMAE 2 1ZIZEEIHH T2 FmE 2 mE L Twb, H
FEMEEDOBIDRS & )12, HEIIBRERS SNREULEDN S BIET
372 <, FECOIH Z R T H2METH L EERON TS, ZOERI
LT, BREYEEO MBS L 720H 2SR ESE I o THRb 7o
A UTAEREMBRENL, L LGS, HOIIEARMOA L R LRI
10 P REEREZHITL, ZOEZ,SHEELZHUTIT) L BEWEEIETECAED
BWZEREBLTWS, L2d, ZORRIT1HELLERT 2 2 LAVRE
NTWo, CHIIMFORBANBEHICE SRR LFETH), InETI
ZZONTEZHELRZHFOFEE TIEeVE, HHEFFERLTVWE, 20X
P & ITFREOFRER O (extinction training during reconsoli-
dation) LIFHENTHY, LHIMEERA + L AEE (posttraumatic stress dis-
order : PTSD) 7% & OR§MEEE OHRIZIGHTE AW RN DH 5 (Quirk,
Paré, Richardson, Herry, Monfils, Schiller & Vicentic, 2010) (15,

S5, HEELASMOTICE L TIE PTSD 72217 T% { (Wessa & Flor,
2007), &AL EER (Lissek, Levenson, Biggs, Johnson, Ameli, Pine &
Grillon, 2008), /3= v 7 [f% (Michael, Blechert, Vriends, Margraf & Wil-
helm, 2007) % EOARLZHEEDEF L2 R E LML THLITEY, »b
W5 EHEH EDFBWEDENP—H L URENT VD, 2O L) LikAIEIA
HREDOHEIHFIZOWT, IILVWHAIRZRET LD THLE VR B,

HAETIE 1995 4F 1 A 17 HICHAREERRE R L, T4 3 A 20 HIZHT

15 HEOMEEL L TEERENEEOMIC, FHH (disinhibition) RHEIT (re-
newal), 5/@ (reinstatement) 7 EDSFEIT SN L, TS OB ST OEERK 12
BT LEMIER DTS (return of fear) & OBIRPIEVWE ZINTEBY, KA
WD b T & 72, ZOFMICOWTIE, P (2007) 2Bz,
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) CHEME 201143 A 11 HICIREHARREEFAE L Twb, T72,
RSB E Vo CHRKE, FERBAGICBILREFRG R b KREN S
Vo Sk, I ED T OEBRFEL VR MESZN 2RI, E5I10Z
DEFMZBET Z LA TFHEENG,

5. B b O IZ

AFaTIE, REESAEEICOWTHNZRIC, TOHBREEDITIZET S
— M TR & & AL OB O W THEBI L, R MBI O M0 7
FIOWTEREITo /o0 RHELIGEN, T4 0 LB 2 2R & J§ 5
S R Th 2 LIRS, HBREOBRTHMET 2 2 & 258 L WEBlIE
BTbdhb, T2, HHNEHDT OB LTS 720 DFHEIED &
BEL LT, HCHWONTEZFEER DL, TNEFTHRRTE2LHIZ, K
JE BRSO T O FESCIRICIZED LR EREEIER SN TN B 00, &k
W OWFFE % X2 A AN & LTk 4 REICIE A 2 ST b,

SLdHzY, YHERTHBRI) MEREFEEO O Lo, HEEE ORE
E PR BB OBENCET AMETH L. ARMTHALIZE D12, FIEEEI1C
DWTOMEHIRZ T TIE AR L, ZOREFIZOVTIRAWRELZ W,
SHROBEE LT, M4 ORBHAEEHEEL, COMBEZHO2IZTEI L0
HETHL, 72, HEBRBALMEDTOMELIRTIE, BEBREDOFMELLEF
FEHREOBICLIELIEARA—BEN AN EORELTEES LV, 2DXD
B EBRAEFEL, LTI B) AR ERORE OFEEEE T D
DTHY, L MNEREZTIERZDOLDTHELLEEL D, SHOBHEL LT
SRR & SREREOBRICOVTHTEL, Tho0BRICH L EEZHS 2
T A LDEELGPELEEZL725 90 TORAIBWTITHBEGHE OFRE
FHWT, ZNENOIEN FEARLZENVEODEELDELD . ThE
TICHRONTEAAAGEICHIT 2 2 TR ECIRETH 205, &
5 7% % EBRFEONENZ OVEHE L TRRIZT 5 Z L ITHE W v,
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Ar

T 7o, EEHEEAOERE W) BERTIE, BENEEZIILOETAEED
FREICHD MO 2 LA EETHA ) TOERIZH WL OO, HEDHEEEIZ
DWTERBHDOEH L o LA L, ZOMBEIZOW TR L iR
HHLNIBEMEZLOBEEIZL - T, SOLLBEPMFETEZLEEDbNS,
WHhW LEEDOFE LD OHEFENE LTS HORT, FE O iEE %
BT 7200M—DFETHLLEFEoTOBF TRV £HDTHIE,DS
MAEMAE BIET7-010E, HEOREZ#IT GEL Z LIETE RV,
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