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Automatic Emotional Information Processing in Interpersonal
Trauma Survivors with Posttraumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD)

Yuan-Chien Pan

Abstract

According to past psychopathological models of posttraumatic stress disorder
(PTSD), the individual differences of trauma memory may impact the development
and maintain of PTSD. Based on cognitive approach to the psychopathology of PTSD,
trauma memory may reveal two different kinds of problems. One is difficulty in
intentionally retrieving a complete memory of the traumatic event; another is high
frequency of involuntary triggered intrusive memories in.a very vivid and emotional
way. The later related to cue-driven process and have been commonly linked to
automatic information processing. When trauma memory was automatically activated
by trauma-related cues, it can-have impact on subsequent behavioral, cognitive or
emotional processes. That involves the automatic emotional information processing
and may be one probable interpretation of why posttraumatic stress symptoms
maintain. However, only few studies have investigated automatic emotional
information processing in trauma survivors with PTSD but the findings were still
inconsistent. Therefore, more studies focus on this topic is needed. This study aimed
to explore the automatic information processing toward emotional facial expression in
interpersonal trauma survivors with PTSD and to investigate the relationship between
this automatic process and clinical symptoms.

Recruited undergraduate students were divided into three groups depend on their

traumatic experience and the intensity of posttraumatic stress symptoms: interpersonal



trauma survivors with PTSD (PTSD group, n = 18), interpersonal trauma survivors
without PTSD (C_IPT group, n = 46), and healthy control group without interpersonal
trauma history (C_H group, n = 38). Affective priming paradigm was used, with
colorful photos of angry, happy, and neutral human faces as priming and target
materials. Stimulus onset asynchrony between prime and target was 200ms. In
experimental procedure, all participants will complete the measurements of trauma
experience, clinical symptoms, and other related trait first. Then finish computerized
affective priming task and material threatening evaluation task. After all, a brief
semi-structured diagnostic interview was delivered. It is hypothesized that PTSD
group would show different response tendency to C_IPT and C_H group. This effect
only appears when angry face as prime stimulus.

Results revealed: (1) The performance of PTSD group in affective priming task
was different from the other two control groups; (2) PTSD group showed less
interference effect than the other two groups when the angry prime was followed by
happy target; (3) The performance of interpersonal trauma‘survivors in affective
priming task was significant related to their posttraumatic stress symptoms. These
results suggested that, when trauma memory was activated by trauma-related stimulus,
PTSD individuals may automatically try to minimize the impacts of such stimulus.
The findings suggest that automatic activation of trauma memory has more impacts
on consequent evaluative process in interpersonal trauma survivors inclined to PTSD
psychopathology, such as emotional numbing. Based on these results, implication for
clinical intervention and future research are discussed.

Keywords: Automatic emotional information process, Posttraumatic stress disorder,

Interpersonal trauma, Affective priming task.
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% ~ A1 ¥ @ (traumatic event) £2 £ {3 /R 4 A & (posttraumatic

stress disorder, PTSD )
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AREE R AT RN g AR R AR S R AR LA EG T OB BAGEIIAGE R
SV R AR RARE O iEs © GRS AR R RSk - o b (HH A RY
#re? vzt £ p % o 4k ) (Diagnostic Statistic Manual of Mental Disorders- Forth

Edition- Text Revision, DSM-IV ) ® 4 £] 5% 2 eh@ H40™ (1) EHGHS P

pEE edr e e P REG TS o AR PR FEST R (2)
BRI E Berwzlhdtos get AT E o DSMIV @ 718 eyt g

FHTRE S LENPREANAL R RBFS RS LT F LT AL
AFEP o= £ (American Psychiatric Association [APA], 1994 ) » iz ¥ & 3

T A BRERE (bH4r i a8 X A4 2T ) ML ERERE (Bde B2 B
Beh k) BEG T BHAS LA HPE e LiEd FHERS A TR
en— I8 < A7 f*??i??% L HFR G 60.7%:0F Hfe 51.2% = P H - 4 3

bR - = g1 ¥ % (Kessler, Sonnega, Bromet, Hughes, & Nelson, 1995 ) ; G

pt2_7h > Breslau & A (1998) A% RAFED 78 F 1 - 7 ® B 00
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R4 A ROFREE R EL C FH I FF LR R NEm A ERPM AT
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~ Horowitz (1986) =& 4 £ e i 3¥ (stress response syndrome )
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el A TR A A UGE Y RS N 0 T B RGAB E dy
Flo W ad A RBE RN S AE R A GFROALE FRFEERA N
MpeF T @Y c EFAL DA Fr AR R AR AL G2
PR AT T £ L PRSI RS BRI k0 R EA G 5
F eopa F P 7 (flashback ) o) i Ap B enS B > i F AR 5 X p HffEeRa

FOE L 2OV ACA] G S AR M R AT B A R 8 e R 0 RIS G foiE v

Fere gLy M oo

£ A0 M RIR A A A et M

Brewin ¥ 4 (1996) 7“4t+£| 5 (6B B o #0572 > frFoa ¥ 4
(1989) s BEag i > ¥4 B e R frAn b F- 2 T v B R 457t o d 3P4 SR 4
Fanm g B g R R RES AT P eI 4 o B

o

#t Brewin & A 35 0 Jn R ALY L & B RS S SR B0k

W

Ryp Pehgiz i fehd - B A% 5 BEEF > e RpP A LEE Fea
BB rp G AR o Afoiddr s RS w s s EATE 2 F 2R fodidl

B A A28 EEE I GAAMALY » B FEFEROET - B

R RE R P L e oy A B HACHE Y R 2 LiER
Tgl_pi?,ﬁ;g B Elap dpcd o Ra o Aok £ 5k S et B

X RERBYEHFPRIr D N R AIRA G R (F RBEEONE Y Rl

THEMMEERY L ) ML RAFERERER LY R EZREES
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DE2 AR AT A B R AT S I T R A G sk i
2 - % A % > gy i (Rachman, 1980) - 7 i » et Fm™ > &

S E R AR FRE Y DA LS (reminder) BF 0 1V iy i S o

22

PF e B AT TR E A e A A G RS A b ho L TE iR i
Bpf L PRE AL R F i AR fRES e R A T2 22 A W DTRA

Mg o R LERRES 4 | 4cmﬁ’fmmi‘3’}?ﬁ"”ﬁ-’\ °

£ +Ehlers 4= Clark (2000 ) 17 PTSD 2+ 24% -3¢ (cognitive model of the

maintenance of PTSD )

¥4 & PTSD & 2@ i chd 4
AT AR AL BRI EZ G E R R O TES R LG UERY A
B 2.3 %7 > Ehlers 4v Clark (2000) # 17 ta4wBm o 12 i 2 LR EEA RN A
B4 AR LGU Rk T R ALY R A A R LR el e i
Bdleh o ARG AR Al P BREd - G SRS B R ERL b
WSl FBHE RN EN LG LG T el nd HRMEHCR
BT ELRF A SRR L RAG AR R ap R VR XD
tos & 4 o A3t 5% > Ehlers fo Clark s v df 050 45 4 o o 7 B AR
SEIGIERABRAF PR AN PRI TR ARET D
gHFAR DL PRFE G = (1) HAGE 2/AG B REanuTTR 5 (2)
Bl e FirgFl (FudelteRhiimRFeE» RPR Ln)-

WS EHAG B /RIS B iR o 2R B RS T e AR
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Bl 16 ehi o B Rl G e g a5 g 518 AR e ehsh 2 f B (o ba s
e~ & LB &) Bk §EFFR#LIGFRTRL2EBES
RPA L 2% EREPAL T ODFE R RAGEEER L -
S VA B R EG ehiF i o T2t > Ehlers fr Clark (2000) 315 0 % E£ 5
FerBA G2 BHFFRATRL 26 RPaE o R FEAL B RS

LGSR A R

A1 i & enseop 841

B2t A1 e FfeR R Rl R A LG M i
PEF § AR EEN G L R BH AT B M o R R R P TR
ML AT B BRSNS A el L Y g3 F AT
3 IR T % ( Amir, Stafford, Freshman, & Foa, 1998; Foa, Molnar, & Cashman, 1995;
van der Kolk & Fisler, 1995 ) » & ® A& fr e fl G2 4 § T4 L o R Rit 3
B (Siegel, 1995)° @ » ¥ = F o BH gL g2 A2 7§ ERIZLD 1

3 enik r Bie il B e R B HE A S N ER £ B T

PR (1) F R AL G AR DT s (2) ¥ P AR F AR AR (F
W EALE ) (3) & A nflg—tlge (S-S) & flg—F & (S-R) 2 °

Flt o B TREY NIRAIG AR B AU LR B gt e T A f il A

o R8P GR B R Tl (SeAl G R nd e s £ F
P OEEE AR B 2 A F o ¢t *h o Ehlers e Clark (2000) ##%l45 ) > i

[ ﬁ ¢ B 15 7] endeF 183 I % (perceptual priming ) @ (737 § fo gl 4p B 1

L FIAp bl R FE AR R D2 LA F o jed i Ap b
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=

EF A A B SRR FAPRRET A od BT I £ B 1S Rl
NS & % 3 v

ERFRG RS R DFE A QG eRAOFERATT P BAIGAAMIL ¢

de i A R o

7 5Bk ¥ PTSD iz ﬁ;}%
IR AL R o frd R A T AL IR T AL B FE P
B ° Ehler 4= Clark (2000) 225 > A1 B 8R4 B B B AL G FE 28> HAGF
PRGERARET R EFA TR Lo SRHIRRLPRIIST - F 8P
PHEAFTRA A A R TIMERE G F D) G TR RE
FRBPHFE L BR fripli® R (B ) A8 # i LR P
B XA g B EEE R E SR B # 6 P P L
{28 B PREgFRIFLIRNBREFIRVE A GRS M@
P R AR BRI 3 TR E T Z AL SRS A
Bo(1) ERAL LGSR GER T(2) P LG FR/EIG R RDE o3F
FARICE S R (3) Bk Rl G oA AR o ipdt T L E - BT
LT R A AR RIER R BE ARG F Y §ERERAIGRRS pRE 2
e $E 415 4 B e f8 2 B4 (thought suppression) ~ F #frdlEAe 2 17 5 14 2 #
P Ak ER IR Y (selective attention to threat cues ) » ¥ #75 ¢ Al &
ARFFGTL 7L AR F kG FHAPM e IR ik 2 R PR s g
R SRS RS ERE T Y AR
=+ #7if > Ehlers fv Clark (2000 ) szt 56 3 suir F) & $HA1 5 (5 R 4

T RS T BLINEE T3 S R U v s ERIPIE R Ryt
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2R A A I oo MRS R A FERROL Gl B § BEA

BREERIGLARAL LG TR R P- EHFRRISP L FE AR

%

FAIG R R NRAE S ARSI e BT 0 2 5 - BT A FE
ARl arEe 2 AIG ERA B B DF :}Iis.%i’#? & (e.g., Dunmore, Clark,

& Ehlers, 1999, 2001 ) -

T~ ]

i

s LA e B
PR B AL R A s TR TR e T A R

H@~ P E L RRATR G RS R SR ERF 7 - XA &

ki

BAgad Ry AEcdl B kT @t =R 212 LG e R~ K

Lz plp APk LehE b B 357 B Y £ R % & (Bhlers & Clark, 2000) © &4 3

pas)

3
=
ETIAS
I

PR K SRR e BRI R B b 2 B iR

a0 PRI LR 2 0k LG T B RN 2 F AR
FER A B ARAA N TR TIIEH Y > ARG LA G F A
7 ENRBLE AR R HEF RO RIS RIS

Pollak ~ Cicchetti f= Klorman (1998) %5 > % £15 F 2 #7518 cnfr g4k 3 > H

H‘:\

B E E gy fékﬁﬂg’ﬂmd W TR 48 gr‘lp FEE
o prip Rt S K € XTI o Pollak ¥ A 4 IR FEE AL > I

Fp R B od TR Pl hE A AR P f LA S g A
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SO o XY ERZ B LRJEEART R EFE SR d LTS
bl A% g SR TR RN SRR gk s 9T A 4 Dl
B L o e n T2 0 A G SRR FHE kg ke
RlpsiEs f AL L& o T8 &8 P LRI &V e
BAIGF o T AR o A G AP B L AR AR DR R AR

AlgseRep EeBir L AR ERHE AR LAZL BT

-

I HAIGSRS A BT EIL R w Y 0 T U RICRE R
SRR GEWEA G ER ERER LT RO AAIG SRS A LB AR {2
SR JER S R e e AL R G Rl R S A
P S BAREA GARM UL LS AR ke R
o B A e BElR TR o 0 AR P R ekt o ¥

RERIALR A poE ) RAG FR R P AP X su K p B it ks o Michael ~ Ehlers

v Halligan (2005) 335 » 38~ g eli e 5 & L fE e (implicit memory ) |
7
s oa ¢ - R E RN SRR A K JAG R A LY

&~ ;%328 (Bower & Sivers, 1998; Siegel, 1995) o 3w JREAF I ¢ > N R0

STAR AP R A A BT AL DG ER AT R AR B PG L A

foirgirg L3R B8 2%z P EeRORIE A ¥ § 58 - £
A EFHFARFLALE R F el TR P T S PR

AL RFHEFRTELRIAETERA g LR AR 0 iE S
A 1 e eidn & (Schacter, Chiu, & Ochsner, 1993 ) « 4% (£ % £ i § & i

FRARS > A7 POERBOTA D R F kR AR o UL BT LB R A
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3\
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FE LG RATIRT F R A G SRS A BB AR B P
BERGLE G R G el BB S A i e b iR B A 0 ¥
AL (A N R Rk B P T R A 3 IR AL
R AR BHIGR S BB R T ER ) Snel o A SR R T
BEGF A LA RARA L P A R P e fepl Ml
LR Fl o Al G el frdl AR M L2 e AR M 2 Y 0 T 2

B b & o
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FIE AGRESARANHER L AL

B 1R A L AT L RIE G R %

FIG R AR BHEFSERL DRI

LA ISR BRF AR ITE RS JARRAR I FRET LAY %
R BRFELAIG R AL BTSN LRI AL G
oo S AR AIGAPM 2 Pl RET o s AL G ARM F ~ A1 ST S A B
LB 23 RAGARMaE SR S (B o R ) BT B A
Beck (1976) # 1 ehph 7 3 24 B3R ( content-specificity hypothesis ) - Beck 33 %
EReBWARTBH ¢ 422 frd FR RGP IR AR g i B P
HivdrAAp p ol L A 2 @ hko B4 30 Y B B RA BB Y
o Lehad2d Rt pE P PR A R EF M B BB g FIRE
FEIR % (Beck & Clark, 1997; McNally, 1995) ¢

W3 3R HREEFRA GRS AR BREA G AP R TR EI
S R W P amaae kAT A L F B ARAIG AR B S L ST o 4943 Litz »
Orsillo ~ Kaloupek f= Weathers (2000) g % > £11 {4 /& 4 A & B F 30 4
FEJEE AR p B e Fpt s FU R R NRAcA G AN L R LT
fe AT AR R B PO Ry Y o SRR DS e 2R o &
HieFaofry o frim i A2 B Liz A v ? > ERHAIG R A
B2 A= Flf 2 us g B Y PRG L pdEr £l Geh i 5

FREARDFE S e AR AL BT R A K P
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FE SRR EPERS:

1\3

T REEE TR Y SRS Y PR Y
FE T T > ¢ 2 4 50 7] el (Miller & Litz, 2004; Orsillo, Batten,
Plumb, Luterek, & Roessner, 2004) > i ¥ 5 ¢ & 4 e+ chd B F B> & £ T I%
4 #L % (skin conductance habituation slope ) ~ = B & (heat rate ) ¥ ¥ 3890 q i
(facial electromyography, facial EMG ) % it (Pole, 2007; Veazey, Blanchard,
Hickling, & Buckley, 2004 ) - Buckley ~ Blanchard 4+ Neill (2000) % 4-4£17% {2
BRA BRI L RIIFAE TV FRAGREFE DA GRRA BB OB
P AAPROTAF R NAGRRA AR F A LAGFAG o HA G M P

WAL I REARS T PR oo

£l R4 A R BRI PRIR R

W2 TR RS P EFE RN A I B FERR R L S F S
vf%x#iffp HisRA AR BHELG AP LS IT R G BT e T AR

MY RS B R BHIEe s TR 4 - (attentional bias ) ~ 348 hE
(memory bias ) frj%§# i % (interpretation bias) % (Buckley et al., 2000 ) - &%
R oA GRS ARBHRE LIS TRBLIIZ Aop G AP M =
PR A SR F E @A B LA G AP 2 2 4 (Buckley et al., 2000;
McNally, 1998) > 12 2 M B s 2@ 5 2 5 = #4142 8 (Elwood et al.,
2007 ) o gt ¢k 5 BEAREF AT G AP B Tl L R AR 5 AUR P A1 R angd
> 2 Foa » Huppert v Cahill (2006) 3%5 » ¢ 3 & AJL HiE %+ ¢ wiGep &
REGEERS ALBHTEELOFY 5 1t PHRHBNLAILHBFLL G

19@4 f %L:uﬂ)ﬁ—;ﬂﬁ&ﬁ; Piﬂlﬁ'#é‘_ﬁmﬁ_é ’LLE;L%\E |h ‘E‘[ﬁﬁ:,&fﬂ;’g‘gﬁ/
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o A ARFIR o 0 I RIZE R BRI B B A R B4 - PTSD

e~ e L o @t A A T IR IR % { 4c4f 52 (Foaet al.,

)
e
¢a
T
TR
P
IS
=

FRF AEREHLIG RS AR HAILEFHEN AL RS I

BB Lop &g R it 2

£l e R4 Rk enaIFFRF L R LagT

AR Atk o )G SR A R i B B fog 4 R R ASE AR 4 L 4P
B o 43 > Rachman (1980) 45 #1 A1 §f67& 4 bA L engF 4 LR A = % il Sk
72 > & Foa{- Rothbaum (1998 ) 7305 4¢ L @l md® v * L F & 25415 2R
PBRRBIAIG RS BRSO BH o RAAGRURE B LI TARY  HITENL
ALPR A RIT ARG A R A R R G555 F]F foidF F15 (Amir et
al., 2002; Buckley et al., 2000) o T ** F-4 2 & a2 fod] i (5B 4 5 B = 4 sk
H(LEF L@ BRER) 2ME > FFHRL HIPRLOAL
dOmE R E R Bk PR T A SHER S PR LR 4 W { i
Ak g f it 5 B (Constans, 2005; Matthew & MacLeod, 2002 ) ; RN
FIRo A G R AR B Rk L HESE L2 T @ R IR R e

A E R 7 P AR i (Milanak & Berenbaum, 2009 ) » A @ > $24% McNally
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(1998) &-4F4115 (64 A B2 3340 R % (cognitive abnormality ) #7i& {7 s gf

B3t A XIS A S DREE SRR S AL R 2 M

t5 BENG I S o A A e ) SR A SRR S o o " A W = & R Rl 7
F A i3] HEIG RS B R 2 K E LR -
Frord > PERA GRS B R BHEFSENL TR R G R S

Sifie o R R HAIGARM LR § E R B R SR B o B
FF I G R AR LR G fo Fre R Ml T F R A LG ERE T A
MR-k ges 0 2 ERp A s A T 0 & @ 3% Horowitz (1986) ~ Foa % +

(1989) ~ Brewin % * (1996). 4= Ehlers & 4 (2000 ) > AT A 2 £ % ze

#

f& o 2t b > Ehlers & A *fd D fep {5 € #F B HF 3 &30 rmdTh 0 @ B
RfEz & TR e er A BAEELF ARE RNEFSLEF L SRk
Wofem o2 BT A GRED L SERT P REHA T e R E T

:%i’gf"“,%? TG oA AFL R HEEER L2 e A 4 T

NS R i

FFE R L AL R

Bl B GRT P AR Y S HIF R L DRI AR - A T T R
A G A AR R > T B 1 g2 (automatic processing ) £ vk b R
(strategic processing ) © 124 Posner = Snyder (1975) 5 F‘ ERRIE @ E I L1 4

LB GEPALY TR F AT AT AR S p B AR A

\

A2 MEF N A A FREFARA The FEHp B LI

e

ARE TR LRI Y Z B i F ITE L URERFR AR T R g

22



B - ERRES EHREANTT R T ARREACEFI BT L%
(awareness check) » MRS EF G A2 ER g A Tf 2RI Tk -
#Xm > McNally (1995 ) Ap o BIRA T Y HE P o A cnp B it (‘automaticity )

L SRR R R Y Y

FedR et A0 e By BB P ndF e s p B R RS AR ARF- A
R G T FE L AU P A R B R R P A e
R FREE L B @ # F v £ 4T % (Bryant & Harvey, 1997 ) » %
Williams ~ Watts ~ MacLeod 4= Mathews (1997 ) g1~ & # pdo K & B8 o 4t
R LPE Hp B A e i S R PR R gl R L AT
SR B SR IE I B ORG R BB B LAGE
Ed MO AREF AL BFONEL AL e AR TRAREL T
WA o X2 RE R 0 SRTE ) Sl kLA p #0 - 0 (Buckley

etal., 2000) °

P ERIE P - REL S %
MRAFHA GRS AR BRSO LAILATE AT RS 2T A
HAPEFF L o SmE F RO HAG AP LE TR 3% o 1 Stroop
e d TTEY O LIGAAMFHEHAIG RS BARAL T RA DPEITE T T P
Hd F e XTI AIGAAMTOTE A & FF BT %L (Cassiday, McNally,
& Zeitlin, 1992; Foa, Feske, Murdock, Kozak, & McCarthy, 1991 ) ; ¥ #F » # 8L 15 B

(dot-probe) F# ¥ » " HFERAIG SRS B L BHEHAIGAIM FILL § ot
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7R (Bryant & Harvey, 1995)° 2@ > i3 v 4G SR+ 5 & B4 5 % 47
REAAFBCALAIIFAY > BRI - Ko BB AT Y 3 F Ry

P L e B0 RJ2 % (e.g., Harvey & Bryant, 1996) » 7 £ B (e.g.,
McNally, Amir, & Lipke, 1996 ) f+ % #p - S &40 F A T 7 P F IR 7 A
Rl oRS A LBHE Y AFENAGERS AR BN - BB SERNR

SamE A PE o R E@

m‘*

IR FAGRERS AR ERERIRE KT F
& (McNally et al., 1987 ) o - 4ti&4k 7% — 3 > Buckley & ¢ (2000) 23 ¥ it
ferrFm L2 Rl G AT Mo B PR PE RO M A R AR B EL
AILLFE G R AL 5 R AR B -

Fgp 0 wRET UE R MR G R 4 AR R LRSI L 0 ¢ 5T 3
SR A E R AT B RS b A Bk b v A G Tk
EHLFARELIE L RER P SR L G R LT LM

BB GRS AL ERE il B TIN LR d
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Y AFRERABARBHFEER LG BRI

FE A G B2 s &g (facilitation)) £2 4] (inhibition )

W2 AT F R L B mdB AR o MR A L EE A R
o B AL AR E R 0 & 35 RAEST R AP d2 % o B o Michael # 4
(2005) % 3 iz L (¥ ¥ (word-stem completion task) 4|5 (6 B4 5 2 B

v

fWeimmy o HiviE G

3
’1‘_‘"_*

EEFFEA RS LRI F R E - 2d A AP
Fo- R PFior pF el a7 FulE R B E e §
FORFEFIFEAGTE SXFFLIGLERA AL BHE Y B IR LA
B R Bg G AR F 0 TR AR BB L JUR k] AR R L o % 4o Harvey
4 (1996) #* Stroop ¥ (TEAGF T F R AlB SRS B B BHHA G AP
wiﬁﬁéF@%ﬁ@%’ﬁﬁﬂf@@*ﬁ&%@%?%ﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁ%iﬁl
Booa A4 PEscEk o ph > Constans ~ McCloskey ~ Vasterling ~ Brailey f=

Mathews (2004) e 5 3 > & p d - cnStroop*a d T4 7 > HAIGFERA B
RAnBaa 5o it Y A BB F o # R R LRI AN F
Ptk o P B RDER T LGRS AR BWELI G LD &L iLE
Pedk o WAL R RDAIGARM L 0 g B AR M e R A TS > BRI AP
B3 e A 4 SR ik o

R ol F-oLEFTIBER FAIGERAMREFE 0 F A €SPl

PR L 2 PR o BEAe Amir ® 4 (2002) ¥ @#* B3 R ARF KA ERS B

25



RBAp b it e g - B PHRAIG RS AR B Gp Bl
FEB g L drdlP R RF NP AL A RAF RPFFREd p0 7 40 B30
pd it T IR AR E T R S AR R
o T RGE R R B ek o RS B R A S0 2 LT B E

LR TSRS

7o~ B g ied (affective priming paradigm )

MR R 7 B A
0 b e sl et B 4 w3 SR L R RIE TR T Y
7 % ¢ 1 Fazio ~ Sanbonmatsu ~ Powell {- Kardes ( 1986) #74& o} crvfi- i 184 it
%t {7 o Fazio # 4 35" AT eniE At Pt d v 7 g
EXCICEUES R Y 5 S B S Gt A S 0 R G R RS
% PR 1 M B F el R S R AL S - g B e
FoF o F BARETI R RS i (prime) BF oo K€ R His e
gL 3R T8 LR B R o TR R R B B § R
Aok B M Rt A A BRI F L o UEE iFE R L
R T 7 iR R ¢ P I F R B RIS TlEfo B AR
M- RPEFS K- HGERBRE P R T g E o ot I 1 > % (affective priming
effects) ; & 2 » 3 4F Tljgefe P R flgrantbag b7 - pF > P17 ¢ F mae s p
4k % (Klauer & Musch, 2003 ) -

B BT AR © 3 5 R S R KR 7 AR AT R
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% (e.g., Hermans, Spruyt, De Houwer, & Eelen, 2003; Li, Zinbarg, Boehm, & Paller,
2008; Spruyt, Hermans, De Houwer, Vandromme, & Eelen, 2007 ) » i ¥ & % % fé4f
ST AL € T SR I b e R kg B IR e 2 F oW R
F24 BW ~ F R 37H 1] £ (Spruyt et al., 2007 ) #* F > & Vemeulen ~ Luminet
Fv Corneille (2006 ) 4-%Fit -7t (alexithymia) #Ti8{Fenf %@ » F IR F i

B TENE R BHEFER L) & A2 BB -

RRFg TE2 RhIE - 25 & F 4 s % (affective priming effect )
ER A TE Y A R ARG F RO B RSN L g B
3=z #4/( Spruyt, Hermans, De Houwer, & Eelen, 2002 )» @ 345 Spruyt & * (2007 )
g o W ESE TR TR S PR T HY - AR ¢ IR (1) 1l
# P (stimulus onset asynchrony, SOA) & ‘& & (/] > 300 £ 4)) pF;(2) #7
PRSI e RN FIORE AR () R RE T § IR E R
2z 1'% ;5 (4) &5 g s B T (Csubliminal ) % 3 o “,ﬁ% IRk s R g
SRR @ RS AR vk R IRE E o Spruyt & 4 (2002) ST 7 R IR
MRS G 2 FREE o T NI RESE sk S Ry R BRF L S D
=2 ﬁ.»c:".zm BEFaOREEg sck o b PHMARDNER O RIB T TIET NE &
O~ T E & 4 5L (semantic system ) 3%k AP & 7T AT F AR KA o
v F AR N FE R AT > & JE AR 2L R PR i 5 (lexical system )
Fb oo B P AR AR W A T PRI B Y kT
RooRypt g FRARY BV TS FEY DR SFa

Pl - Ken g o
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BT A TR0 A TR L F e R RS 5 A R R
e PR 0 X MAF L PRAARE T o LT AR Y o F B
TlgcE % € ¥ 51 L - ARE (fixation) » #F MBI & IS ]k

o R BRI 8RR R R R T LR -
HehiTiE G P BRI s T % (positive, Pos) 2 f + (negative, Neg) -

F2g R PR EEARPARE o R AFRELT O fFFEFRT AR

-
A

__.\
F_L
T
=
’r;“\
™3
(w
[
pie
%‘1

wAk s R IRE PR E TEARRE o B o

il F JRA A - A ZIRT S R e & f e 2 R PR d T T e P R
flgrd 3 3 A7 i Dt - 27 )2 v fafe 4= 3 (Pos—Pos ~Pos—Neg -
Neg—Pos ~ Neg—Neg ) = 49 45 M4 08 (7 Fuipat > & 08 Flcfe B -1l i
- 3k (congruent) p¥ol ¢ MEENTR A2 F o ApE & 0§ B T EAep
] greniy 7 - 3% (incongruent )ofF » Q|2 14 SiRsE %k 0 B P AT Y
AR ATERZRG G UF FEFHERE - RO REF S R B F BiE R
§ FliEaE ok @ oo @ AN - R SRR B 5 ik R R € AR R
Boodetd 57 B BHOFERETER s BB > TuEd - k¥R

T oKk REFRRL F‘ i _ i)(?b T OF RPER > Emt B S N e

124 7% % = [(Pos—Neg)X +(Neg—Pos)*" | — [(Pos—Pos)* +(Neg—Neg)*]

FRHESF TR S F & A BT A2 WEEF B2 2k F kg st

SEERATESFNEF AR BWEP RN F R EF 0 A
Wi TR @y ol R 2 2k PR ERAA > B f BT AH
TR »c% > 8 3 NI 35k 18 % (reversed affective priming effect ) »
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et B g #ics e (Hermans, De Houwer, & Eelen, 1994; Hermans, De
Houwer, & Eelen, 2001 ) % 77 B4 A7 — 2. F R bk Bk B F @ B3t 4

- k2 H 3 o e Glaser v Banaji (1999 ) e#7 3 ¢ » 3 TV IRIE F 4 RaF s sk o B

M7 pd R & (automatic overcorrection) kRN % o G KRB P )
PABaw A i gn L BHET2 A2 REZanTi e Flm § & L

BRI AL T iR 2T A A i 2 4ot 2 % % o Maier ~ Berner
22 Pekrun (2003 ) ¥ 4-%F30 fF W 2% DIV A R FRE AR %%:}ﬁ -

S

9

#F i L g (traitanxiety) ¥ v 5 2 ¢ ch- A & F)F 0 B PF R &
AT LM R B R TR R B R TRk
Moo R g 2 BARR] A DR Rk o R iR (T T R (R E
B FRBLEEDOPPER R RAVETR LR gL

$ PR AR B

i3 B 1T ¥ 124841

DR (TR ehd 484 o Fazio (2001) i 7w AE R 4 0 0 F it
& (response competition) = T MARE D ihg i 0 SR § B G RS WA T
it~ BRI LA HPE > M-E R BB R N EIEAPM DE o A S
200 MR Tl e BRI RO A TR B PA A FEE B
wo B A PR R ROE e § G Do B R i - RPF

B P T R B R R P IR T R A 2 Rk SRR B0 F

i

g e P a7 - REFS R EF 4 F B b o o i ol

g AP B P AR R RERE L od TR TR KR p B i
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FEARRS > T3 §RLBFHT B2 PHIE 2 oo prt (T BUARS AP E SR
¥ (implicit measure ) - #& o ¥79% De Houwer ~ Teige-Mocigemba ~ Spruyt fv
Moors (2009) #%& d e8> & ¢ LR FEPIE S N AP EDRIE > W ER T E Y
TZ RIS (1) BIEZEEETE o gFE e @M (psychological
attribute ) A& 2 5 (2) ;2 EAFREPIE S F A 2 0% DPEFI T 5 E 5 (3)
BRI ERE LT FRET I p RS AT R BREZ

De Houwer & X 3n 5 i g (T £ v S0 AR 2 — AP EVR R o3 &% 203

ﬁ’

fo 38 HHFHALap b i L -

T R Ry A TRA AL AR LT

ST A R EG S AR R B I L T PR PSR
180 friEd * KRB ERL AILRFLIFEE G AR B Ra o TRk
REEFHBY RO FHHEY G LR ERF2 § 7 FF&88%
BOAERERA L BHROREFEFE 8% bp b v i B indl oy
R ARATALASLE S c AL FERBRLBEREARLE S 6 0 R FRNE
HUEF NG EESE Ak oA FIR T e B T S g Rk
(interference effect) ; 2 ** % & oA &2 B8 & F friz B ixdle - Rl4 B3 R
O R vk 823 T 18 v % (Dannlowski et al., 2006 ) ¢ ¢t “b > Suslow -
Roestel fr Arolt (2003) 7§ &34 & Hup & e iR T2y o B
S P S f R A A B B B TE R TR IR I e T Ak
R o P RERT OBRAD WEHFTAREY TEAFITERETITY

* 5 5 e ‘FK—‘: IJJ?ERPE}%@%&»% [fEE2 ,[;;gé‘l ’ TL% H':'}f]':}.:P‘_J_Eﬁ-»7 ;g%ﬂ‘l s ﬁ‘—‘g—%i,g‘

30



FIEEN R I b h L R RS ARG R A L
BHMEFEFL K LA HAIG RS AL B P B HER LA AT L

- H2 B

F Rl R4 B R BRI

B Ry & PTSD A= 2 5 * &

TAEEL MR GRS BRBHLT LN TV BRA GRS A
BOBRE oA f A AR A AR LT 0 R B A 2 L T2 iR
(Amir et al., 2002 ) » ¢ Milanak f= Berenbaum (2009 ) %7 3 ¢ 7= B> £]iF B
B AR B B R i R E L AT B 2 ek A
%R DS R A AR AR B 0 [ SR AT R € AR o BE PRI T IR ARG
PN I SRt V-E N i el R L g S S O R TR R I S L
FOEF R A B LR AR BRRNET AL R ZIEE kR
BRI AR B L2 BA AP AR AS AL  fo- RBHSERT F o

Fopk s enp B (AR R 4 g 2R M o

R ETA A A K ehE R L

EEAR P BMAIG R AL B LASL S Y 0 4 A 4
@ TR IGH > 38 0 3F 2 foBl fenief 2 AT > W2 RG30 Fen® n a
Bl ot 5 5 o 1230 L R o { B o i2 L S Rt gefess 2 flednt

L 29 » B R Loank sup (Glaser & Glaser, 1989) » & De Houwer 4+
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Hermans (1994) éhf %@ > § & £X 25 000 H 5 R tipe 728 3R
Bl P s~ tpeaha sg 42 F 3 0 R~ PlEira iz TR T (Eas
B et b o B R P A B RGE 2 Pl A SE R E R T 6 AR B R T
FE A R Sl ML O Y v A T A
ARG R RN A GRRS AR B BT iy b
W engl el ks > FIAH Y 2 50 {5 M ALY .

prb o R A E I AR R TR - BN REE T R A
T A LR HARAIGE R EA T o B AR DORRAE
SR E T T TR HEARIAE SR PR A F AR
Fs b AL A BR BTG TREA BRI - AR P RS B
( Carter, Turovsky, & Barlow, 1994) > Rapee f- Heimberg ( 1997 ) #4r < T {F
J& (social phobia) %7 3 ¥ R AT E me B~ H S PR EERIE
BHALOE d AL E g BRI R PR R g PR
At kS PERESR EH TP P o p Lie 7 AR (Clark & Wells,
1995) 23 p|G R4 AR BHEL  BFFTTFR B PIREFEFR
2t - Ko b4elB LA EGE s BHARNBREEIRG o LG 4P
e G A B 3R B € Barp £k A a1 (Gross & Levenson,
1997 ) - # Roemer - Orsillo ~ Litz = Wagner (2001 ) %= 3 ¢ 7= Ap i Al SR

45 B g@;ﬁ'p@, T X ,3’—&;!: Gl R g ST BN I RV R

)

W — Rk o R E B T ey RS § R AE T B g
d Bk gk ARAIGF R EFFATRILAAEM B 2 T REFRYE

TS G MG T AR A A T A L G
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4 2 1% (Gotlib, Krasnoperova, Yue, & Joormann, 2004) ; £ # » * #fit 3%
BRAFR T R kAR ¢ PR AL N AT
PER- TRk s Fla S K EART BB R IT R EsERL 4 il -
ARG AR DA RERE R A RFERR R A 7 @I A - KR

(Ekman, 1993 ) ¢ g3t b oarif » 7 g A0 A R § FREEL S ~ FFE - K

Mg gl E g FURREF RN ARG g A EAGE S

#

FEE - BB AR TP G NG AR AT A g IR R

“V—

5 Pl Rieoe f] 1 BR DR HEGE >k > A A ELIGF & s
FoT o R AN S - B EG MF L RO 4o P {395 Spruyt ¥ 4

(2002) 2.5 i » % BR (& 5058 T2 DAk Tl it 59 1 3148 Tehii o 1y
Mol o ARG B R AR IR AT S QMR A R AR R Y B

oA 2
fi ek 2.

PPN

i

B

RliginM2 Sl 2 540

PR v TR R N B (Becks 1976) B W fr s B4 530 - &

PlaniivAiso e HA R4 B rd et R{lpE A g A REFE1 € 4

2o Bt BRFGIMAFHARLGEFFFRENLAIGLERS AL BHDS
R L R TR AT R ERINAEEE A 3 ek P

Bl s AR T 2 & PR FE G = 2 e-Ekman-~Freisen 2 Ancoli( 1980)

CEEEE R S AR R

\_‘,ﬁ

‘%%‘i%‘ﬂ'}g‘%é’f‘?@i% ,
FIRE ORIV RCE F B R L BT R - KPR

SRR F b ol B R RIR A R BT R E - Springer ~ Rosas ~ McGetrick -
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e Bowers (2007) 35 » B R P avgifi e dad 5 2 BIF > 8 PREAF
TR PEIREFRGF T R LU PRE R L
WOREAFRINEERTEREY Ok 2 P50 BN RIEEP O PEEAF &
Williams ~ Moss ~ Bradshaw {= Mattingley (2005) ¥ % %8 #1:& (7 chf s % %
P A FARE REEE TR 0 B B B 2
B E o B - AT B PSR EE T A B

o PHlakh AP Liid A FAFALTHFR

)ﬂ\

e R

>

ARA TR A REEAFREATRRY R - SPRERRG A RE

5

SRE LR BT R AR R B R d A B GER
(R EEA GRS 2 SL e TR S R R Sl
G Y CHER AT R AR L ARG T kR 4

AREFTHRARG § B E PN ARG R A e Tl A S 3 A

a0

T ET 2§ 2R AGAPM ZF g ¥ b d 0t fff kg (v
BEET - Af G EREMN T PR ER PR R ST ST

Rutherford ~ Chattha ¥7 Krysko (2008) 2z #&3% » 5 ¥ -2 4 & iF

X

g,m
-
a0

HE 2 s WBRES A7 e RS QR T i gk o

FORSRA A 5 HFCH L I3 S R
R R RN TV P =L ¢ 14 Stroop *& ¢ ¥ % RigfT oo @iﬁﬂw

FpX - At E o G FEY RN G AN T EL NS F B B



f# (Moggetal.,2000) > F e > fff4 85 %2 ¥ > De Houwer ~ Hermans ~
Rothermund = Wentura (2002) » # % - § & 4 ¥ *ﬁ“ﬁ e ] AT e i e
Tl & &2 gt @ B (o] 2878 5 & f BiFsgid pRTIs T
BT 2bd g )0 37 € DI R 2% o b b > Michael & 4 (2005) ST
hinAriTE Y EN GEF RS 2 g4 0 BT U (TERE L a0 L
PR EREE L0 LR iEd niTEESITEY e FF IR FHERY
BT LR RIZBE TR OL I LT XA AR TR 1 M
R A2 ERPLAFL oo B e (ol fljon b i
HRERG )0 @ etk F B Rg folt P e T s R ORE 4w .
CFEFERS N R A R R gl kS P B e g
- HRAFTLE B FEEFRELLDL e A T AL AR
( Dannlowski et al., 2006) - é’?éﬁmp 2 AT R-ER g TR
Gl R R PIETEE D R TR AR H g AP R HELTE LG P
P X PR o A RSB EERPB T Qg LA R AIG SR
AEBHOTERE Y RJ ITEIERER -
RAL KRB AL ATERY DR TEY gt 4§ (An) fof-# (Ha)
AR A B TS A Do B lpo T & RGP EE P R e 8
BRI EACFEAG EGFFTERNLAIG B AR BHEESE
WL A BRI AR T e - IR R R oAl R 4 g SR I S 4] 0

v oap BB o
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L
4
ki
o+

B e E SRR

AT HHAIG SRS BB BRHHFELER L &0 mdle 743 1995
A A Y phw T OB R B I I B A SR R 2 ) B g
E & A bR BRI AR oA G e R T R R G &2 P A
Bk g~ 3 7] e df 1RF 2 41 o Fazio (2001) A $5& ag (v £ 12 (7 ehe
FRW AR dp d o g R 1T R AT DR 0 R RV A U SR LI TR
FASPL R P T RGAIGERA A LB A F 0 L RIT IR %
- R T AR AP B e L BT R AZ o #U b Fazio X $& 3] 0 A¥
MR NP B R T A G B e S AR R 1 R ehp B 1k
o pd PO AL S &R ot & (attitude-evoking object ) ¢ 1T - fr )] if vk AR4
HEGRPEY 3 TP Ll B GRS AR BHAT I TE Y 2
AR NFTUF P P LG RAREIG L p B e 2 AR R PR
fo— B BT 2 o

Foobo B R R Ty 5 L - R (Pos—Pos
Neg—Neg) ¥ % — & (Pos—Neg ~ Neg—Pos ) imT™ #7118 3| ek Jig pF fF 4p g o
PR R R otk 2 B gk e A o 3 G LA B 7 R R iR
B €A b AT e > B I R T E A it (73
Eov i e HTHREEALRA o bl4o o B Hermans ¥ 4 (2003) 1B % 5 11

FHRE AR T R OFERETEY B s BE T EHF LR B
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LASLE D PR e T HB REA T 0 R R L e L WS Tl PR
AR s AR 0 g s e F e o Bt o s T
Dannlowski % A (2006) %7 7 ¥ & FRAFHEF TE? > T HP ETIKL P
oo BT g R B E BPHE R AN L 2L RS - F 0 ST LI
3o A A Tl T € M S A T E Y R Mg X7 kel
fglj o

Flot o A SRS A R B A T 0 1395 Beck (1976) #& 12 p FHF UL
B AR I RAen PAIGARMZ L (o 25 20 ) g~ phoy
FE AR R ARk (T fepl B PR 2 sedR i ) A BB s e
EOLrAT e 2R 0 $HE R BALA 08 R § RRAPEROL G L AT EReE
ﬁ&ﬁﬂi?nﬁﬁmﬁwﬁwfmﬂmap@ﬁé$ P pRE  FUHRE
B E fop] § R Banl & (4o A0 ) Rld 20 A1 G RS B B B A S
gtz p A A o TN E B F L R R AR sfzg X PR T2 B
TRt gz 2P EEFRE T S TRA YL A §F A2
B HAIG RS A BB AR LB ARG L ¢ WA FehF R

woo Th R WG e ALt B TR R SR

\\\r

FLPFFERT A
HHESAS TR ARG IR ALY A RRR S EF AT
P He BRI
Fretyt s AP T2 A &P 0T SEL
(1) % 30 00 5 flgebh it s s (P RS AIG RS A LB
WHE SR L hp &0 L AR

(2) ¥ 7 otz Bt (T 4§ e Rh240) 4.7 ¢ 5
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DR e E R o
3) %P TERALAT §HEL Py vEr2 43R -

(4) FAg R TE 2 2 MELIGERY kR ERZ M -

2530 L A m?}?&ﬂ*&ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ;’i Benz 3tk > AT Y R Y FHEE B AT
B tRERD B LI A G RS A R TR IR ] L AR e

Ld o EAELHRYZ R

9

f o A u LA PTSD 2~ 4 A 3 4] e fr
Rl (12T A u @A 5 PTSD & ~ CUIPT e fc C_H ) -
$HPTSD fem 3 » 30 H 2] el 35X DIAIGAP B s 4 2 i 0
e P AT ERBFIFE N2 ARf-ELS 25 A oo
B 1 AAgitEd sPTSD % ~ CUIPT v C H chi MG ¥
BRAR
g 2 it > 48367 B iR 1l > ¢ p B8 7 bk B

TT;‘”_*LLLI,'@;' = iﬁmﬁ Jfﬁ%}*d%‘_ ZFEvfj“kq"J,/%f’“"l‘lgG\'m{%°

FAABERIIF LT RN B EE TR A RAPR

ZP\?‘]J‘ﬁkr}m'E\?ﬂ %&Lvﬁ"ﬁ&??w;\,zﬂ;ﬁ 21 ’fq%’al"??‘j‘
%o A RIS PTSD BAEenAl G 2ofBins b £ P41 G ARM 4 2 s > i a 418
é§m% @w{ﬁ% v A 4 B f’,g'}o P T j\;_:ri#g‘l?] K %ﬁﬁ'ﬁm%ﬁ%éﬂ
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LR SPEN XS R A R A S D I
B AR o g N4 A W L RN T PGS SOt R (RGEA B

556 F )

il

FEo N TEy SR
BIK 3 E 2§ AT L R e
B% 3-1: (An—An) ®:PTSD &= >C_IPT &= >C_H =
B% 3-2:(An—Ha) ® : PTSD &&= <C_IPT &= <C_H % -
TR 4 A T L R TR
B#&k41:(H—Ha) B garlFemid
B 4-2 1 (Ha—An) ™ &
Rlede AR ES TR AR ML RS ARDE MR EELFY B
A BRATIEF 2% o
B 5 A A TR > £ wag IR (An—An) ® > (An—Ha) " 4r
(Ha—Ha) ® > (Ha—An) ® 241 -
Bots o 19 PREHBE R AHIFEILL S B AL R fopl 1R
P BN LSRR IDT R M s A AR A RAIG B A RE TR
P2 AR G o R4 sk EE T R
B 6: L ELIG %K (PTSD lefe C_IPT &) hifsgias v £ 2 41

ol e B4 A B2 e R EM -

Note.

A F—2 § fegteniiie 2 # > (An—An)" = (Ne—An)"' —(An—An)"";

Bd § —-gpestehiiie 2 # > (An—Ha)™ = Ne—Ha)"' — (An—Ha)"";

Aopos 4 F Rt eniise A Bk 0 (Ha—An)™ = (Ne—An)® — (Ha—An)*";

B o e 4 eniR e A dik > (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)® — (Ha—Ha)®" -

(An—An)T= &4 F—2 FRar BEF; (An—Ha)Y = &4 §F P @i sk R,
(Ha—An)"' = &% 4 § pestens B, (Ha—Ha)\ = &P % P @pyar RpFm,

Ne—An)' = &¢ 4 § peftens BERF;, Ne—Ha)' = &v PP @asnr RER -
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!
1
Sl
it
oY

&
W

Fo8 YrRHRARTEARA BT EAMG AL

RIBRBFEFRHT LR ES TEARZIPE AP EE A
FROBTERRE AR TER % F 2 WNSTAIEF £ 45 B3 FiRA
¢ 3 Rk & (Form X ) &2 p £ Spielberger ~ Vagg ~ Barker ~ Donham 4= Westberry
(1980) i i eed g £ 2 % & (FormY ) Spielberger 4v Vagg (1984 ) i st
PURFDEP > A d W RASKASTAL e AP w2 E B ahd 7
o E 8 g A 30% BEp ¥ OUATEEIE B > & L iriRis2 FormY e
¥ Spielberger % 4 %75 *Form Y & p % »x BfczE o0& + e 5t Form X &
43 o P wF 5 F AT e STAL (Form Y ) KB~ X Rdpnerim & o B3t
TR FHIMHERRE RO AN REREE T B 0 RIER T ATRZ STALT
g e & Ra o FR P W R §—"“ffSTAI -T(FromY)i#&{Fe < it >
AP TRAETS - A B KA E R NIRESEF BT L
e IR
337 STALT (FormY) 2 i4e? » £d F{ ¥ief7¢ < if > £ 4
PR 2 (R my alrEe o B TR S V- iRA

REXF L TALENRALHR -

P
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Ty

\\\Xr

CIZH AR N R H R RRERMA L E kA Kk

T AR AR R S P R

\\\Xr

ﬁ_ﬁﬁm%ko}w %

PE ARG SRS RS (&4

SEMAREL )

L IE TS

198 & (975 &> %123 &) &40 18 1 31 & (L3528 =20.02 #%

WE =159)0 Himik A A v I HPIA 2]

# 2-1

FE AL S E AR AT BT (n=198)

Av g S A ik Pt %
R3] g 75 37.9
= 123 62.1
= # 18 26 13.1
19 54 27.3
20 39 19.7
21 43 21.7
% 15 7.6
23 7 3.5
25 1 0.5
31 1 0.5
peho AR SR RIGRSITION  FEEY S S E A EAE R g
d F oA Mk ko REREDRZFEF I 24 HY 2

?éiE'J—*Ff—’:—f 374 (9111 & %4226

£ kgAY 2 88 %) 0 L 4T 18

320 A& (Tiofk =19.60 0 B L =1.09)c FRHE AL AL T FHBE LD

# 2-2 0
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AAA T gHEHE (n=37)-

Ar'%jgf F\? 4@: 'p"/n\l’l‘%
R3] g 11 29.7
& 26 70.3
£ 18 18.9
19 24.3
20 10 27.0
21 9 24.3
R 1E

Faa s rEgE+—# 1 &R (State-Trait Anxiety Scale—Trait,
STAI-T) *

STAI ( Spielberger, Gorsuch, & Lushene, 1970) 3= E g P& * - p M
1B E 4 et E G PR A STAL £ § 4048 » ¢ 32 20 3001 & 5
ERfr20 38R & &0 g s3Ef o d 203 b F S LA e WE AR T 7 B
B XBHOPF TR A g @b P a TR TR R A R
STAI-T % & % ;é"ﬁ fFE B g 0 " ¥ H 2 7324 - Spielberger ~ Gorsuch ~
Lushene ~ Vagg £ Jacobs (1983) 4t » FHFERE L DL RIGR 23 FFY Y
fi*+.73 1.86 - ¥ *t > Spielberger ~ Sydeman ~ Owen = Marsh (1999) 745 ! »

FEFERINA P IR- RIEY 24F > Cronbach’s a & 5 .86 < ¢ < % STAIL-T 7+ &

D
=
=k
15
e
il

\_.
(g
ki

Bl BRRER G FTEAEARET65 AP - K2

oo FHERE 4 Cronbach’sa & 5 .80 (4L & ~F& Rk > 1984)

* 7 Bl A= Sielberger % * PR |
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7 5 ¥4 7 5 % £ 4 (Behavioral Inhibition Scale/Behavioral

-
Activation Scale, BIS/BAS )
BIS/BAS (Caver & White, 1994) % 20 %2chp & % » * Rp|&£3E ¥ —‘Fk,
Al T A s kAo BISIBAS £ 7 B diw BFE > 2w i T 754
(behavioral inhibition ) ~ T ¥ & J&  (reward responsiveness ) » M54 | (drive)
e T & F%48 | (fun seeking) > & %14 ¢ Cronbach’s o & 4 .66 ¥1.76 » £ B3

B .59 1.69 2. & (Carver & White, 1994) - ¢ < % BIS/BAS 7* & § if % <12

b
3
¥

FEEE LFEOPR N KRG FAHE A2 5 % £ 4 2 Cronbach’s
o0 EANGZT76fc8l (TRl A friF i FE AT FRLRITRA S LTS

o650 2ME LR 571 (£ 7% 2010)

b # &R E % (Beck Anxiety Inventory, BAI )

BAI ( Beck, Epstein, Brown, & Steer, 1988) 2 21.48¢0p & & > 2 & % &)

(g

FEESAZ EREK o RS L g hd T RGE (7R o BAL ehp 30—

®E (Cronbach’sa=.92) > £ RHER 573 ¢ > BAI{frd & chE g £ 1
£ 3 24 R aoocA (meanr=51 ) feR @R 1 £ 2 F i § 0% F0 & (mean

r=28) EHa 3 £ 4pF e IE3t§ 244 (Becketal, 1988) ¢« ¥ ¥ 4K
BAI ep 38— %4 3% (Cronbach’sa=.95)" A & g A & Z % » 22 MINI e %7
P4 BAR-RMOCRBERLTOHFERLS F hEp kR L (2

AL~ pET MY SEF2~FFH 0 2006) -

BB E 4-% - %% (Beck Depression Inventory-II, BDI-II )
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BDI (Beck, Ward, Mendelson, Mock, & Erbaugh, 1961 ) & - B * k=E 5 ¥
HRERADPMEL > 1 F 21 BAEP > FFF o E (I3 ) &34
B d ke B F SRR T IRS S F 2R (Beck, Steer, &
Brown, 1996 )2 # 7 &7t *BDI-II £ 5 24F @454 H p 30— REEF >

% FFy P #74E 4 J g Cronbach’s o B+ % % .90 (Osman, Kopper, Barrios,

Gutierrez, & Bagge, 2004 ) »

X5 % (Symptom Check-List-90-Revised, SCL-90-R )
SCL-90-R ( Derogatis & Cleary, 1977 ) 64 4 g £ * >N p| & & 805k ok o
BB AR d 4B A s T FlE e A DR
(' somatization ) ~ 3 ié ¥ (obsessive-compulsive )~ ‘A #2 a7 & (interpersonal
sensitivity ) ~ & # (depression ) ~ & g (anxiety ) ~ & & “(hostility ) ~ % |E} & Jg
( phobic anxiety ) ~ 4% 2% & 4 ( paranoidiideation ) fvi## it ( psychoticism ) »
P EG AR M o d AR A STALT (FormY) 2 7 %/ &
Flas  wmphtetid? PPENE oA B R BA B4 T3 AT R &K

SR 2 APM L E o

> LR

>

AR LB B RSRS S TR R AR TR

e

W

AAFTHRE RAFBREBFTEREZ—FTER L EREL -~ F5PrilE
FAEEEL L LBMER- N R RRRPA-EA R R PR

AR R RRIZERMERFL I e BRIOEARTRERApR S NEF o
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LRI L i<

AFAF 12 SPSS £ ELHAME T AT o d 303 &% x5 STALT (FormY)
ARk A BN Y F 2 %4 4 7 (exploratory factor analysis ) %
Br fR ot & 4 eh7) 2 éﬂ‘ﬁ o FA Y P E* A $hTF)E 2 (principal axis factoring ) 5 3+
FlAf L T AT HERE R TF RN L ST TE Bl BET AR
B i bz (promax ) B {TdEdh o Lk > AFTF REE AP IR KRG R S LB

TR Rt AT B 0 £ AL | &A% £ 49 B (Pearson’s Product Moment

Correlation) ~¥7% ¢ & & 2 4R o
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¥o8 Faagir¥
f

3 FIHY

AL FEFRRL R FREFE (e RAFMEFLEL ) G
WEHAR2 24~ FHRFEFRRERR L E MRS k> R d foEY
AR A AR R PR e S P 0 23120 L (T 138 Lo 482 %)
EHA2 18 1 25k (Lo =19.94 B L =143) Fwmfl A A v FIE
A4 230 2T HARETRE S AT TARENT 22K (D) BH
Y A g2 2 EEEY (n=1)0(2) K H OB L EL L e
o FIP B EG P EHA B R B EESF (n=1)5(3) wi
MAF TR Y K D FEG B K (N=16)7 S 2R WA frens ¥ 5§ 102
Ao A BARP O FHRANLFEET N G NF RER T SRR R
F;@p/\/,,\ﬁ—*ﬁJ 1rré\,zp/\4\%fr—*‘ﬁj LRIV AR o BERET RN
THEAAR N AT L RA L T T AR AT R L S FE A
L Al iR (LR TEE 4 24)0

R 2 it A5G R AR 12w BT e A I (P b e
LZIMG Mo ARG FEAEGET O ARINVE R Y 5 TR i

T FE 'fr’—— AR penE B oo L0 IR REFE Fjl,j\/};ﬂ';i:fz‘;ﬁg

SREAIGEE 2 aA{c PISD 87 #rf St o S =t Awld (1) 4%
Bl PISD e B SHREBAZAGF IR IR TSI ECFRFL poivE

LEPTISD 2 %7 (2) A 4l dle S5 FER A LG E I BAE T3
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BAFETE > L p w2 B L PISD 2245 (3) hipdle  #48 (a) 5=
FEFELAAELGIE TP RS FERAELGER > PR B E
PTSD 2. Z#7; & H_(b) AGFEERe| G T & f Jam b > His

K

"EI

@303 G- & DSM-IV ¢ A1 G R ERla RIS E E(F 3
UEEE s LN RS S R L R D S FIRN AR
o iliE % ‘ﬁaf_)a o A PFEp e B Zﬁbbir’}%%,|j£ & Pt

Yo TRHF L ApE L F KBS FE2E R o A2 (8 A LG PTSD &

!

(PTSD) %3218 4 (F 444 > & 14 4 ), ALl irgle (CIPT) £33+
46 4 (T 11 4 > %354 ) EE e (CH) 23384 (9154 »

423 4 )

% 2-3
Hsk i e 4 A R i = 120) ¢

LT R N s A%
e g 38 31.7
- 82 68.3
e 18 18 15.0
19 35 29.2
20 24 20.0
21 26 21.7
22 9 7.5
23 5 4.2
25 1 0.8
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3 2-4
PrEAR NS L RT L PL B R

K NPAAS A Y S NP AVAR SR
(n=102) (n=18) df X

#7 (Fe) n % n %
e 30 29.4 8 44 .4 1 1.60

72 70.6 10 55.6
1 (@) Mean SD Mean SD df t B
£ & 19.91 1.44 20.11 1.37 116 -.55
PTDS &, 4 7.38 9.48 7.78 9.98 118 -.16
STAI-T & & 46.53 9.97 44.67 10.17 118 73
BAI % 4~ 6.47 7.07 7.33 9.14 118 -.46
BDI-II & 4 8.94 Fil 7 8.44 7.61 118 25
SCLI90R-A & & 4.41 5.43 4.64 4.79 118 -.16
SCLO0R-IS & 4 .73 6.01 6.83 5.69 118 .59
BIS i~ 21.10 3.33 19.61 2.99 118 1.77
BAS %4~ 39.52 5.04 40.56 4.42 118 -.82

PEF T LA S AR 2 A GE 2T (1) A %AE PTSD &

FREAT PR RAER Y (54 ) FFRREG T HER (34) R PR
oA RFA AL P RERT (24 ) S EERY P LHAT (2 4) & 13
Fmfes 0T KA G (24)5(2) A A GHdle X RiEmRy P
pERded 4 (13 4 )~ PRGBS A LS T EERT (64) 82 13 ke
AT R R (64 ) R FEERY P EHAS (54) frits
BS54 G)RELAlE AR FEERAS= (114 )T RET (94>

BAE (44 ) aF SARER2ASEBEERAGE R (L4 26)
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PTSD C_IPT C_H
AR A n % n % n %
1. =T 8 444 12 261 9 237
2. BARR 3 167 5 109 2 53
3. THE | #aang o 7 389 2 43 3 179
4. WHARL 0 - 0 - 0 -
5. MAATEHRAKS 11 611 7 152 5 132
6. “TEFEFRIPL b4 12 667 15 326 5 132
7. REE &R 0 - 2 43 2 53
8. h/iE * J B 2 1.1 0 - 0 -
9. Binmank frgd AT 0 - 2 43 0 -
10. PpiRent Ap2 AL BRERET 5 278 8 174 0 -
1. = 2 ke T s 3 167 6 130 0 -
12. =& iE42 % 7] A AT 5278 10 217 0 -
13. & Fs‘@ﬁ_ P B ML 3 14 778 19 413 0 -
14, pAazpdiEgT L P NI %0 - 0 -
15. 13 ;& ook 107 ;%« Gk f Mg 5 278+ 5 109 0 -
16. 13 fw @ 7 2 & e 1 ©56._3 65 0 -
17. F &l 0 2 B& IRy 0 5 2 43 0 -
18, = A PFE 1 2 BE enld (Y 2 11 2 43 0 -
19. 4% 3% 4222 7 152 0 -
20. 2% 6 333 7 152 0 -
21. in A 0 - 0 - 0 -
22, £ HZF 0 - 0 - 1 26
23, Fu THu gl g 7 389 7 152 1 26
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LB KRR b FIEE A
AimpgEe C_H o PTSD C_IPT
n % n % n %
TR 9 237 | B/ FE o - 0 -
AR 4 105 | ARz A frgd A kD 0 - 0 -
L 2 53 |¢# Eﬁm*wﬂ ApAALIERERT 2 1Ll 6 130
LS B 0 - |r-sEEgzode 3167 1 22
M AATE KRR 11 289 | =& 4% @ % | & 4 d 2 1.1 5 109
HEXGER P A AN TR 3 79 | S KA Py REk 7 389 13 283
o A R T 0 - |#HEmEEgTiH 0o - 1 22
in A 0 - |1Bf&®fec 20T hent § dag 2 111 6 130
EH S 1 26 | 1347 &g 1 56 3 65
Fu THw g F 2 3,09 | FoEED R EE DR 0 - 2 43
R EFERER 5 132 A7 BE DR 0 - 0 -
1% 38 1 56 5 109
HE 0 - 4 87
FFE1E
(- AT GERI BRL DGR ERTR

AL ERC

)
=~
oo
N
an
! \'
e
ol
**B
-E-t

i
\\\Xr

ETIAS

T2

Ao TEAMIE R 2430 AR RBIfRE Y

TLEQ % P % /& ¥ B % £ l’}‘:i R it 1 £

(1995) % 4 > TLEQ g &

T 5L A RFEARDE L G E SR A

i

FREREEmLLG e

A E N E AR 0 FlS PR H

7 A Bl AU Kubany 27~ PRI |

ARG

% (Kubany et al., 2000) % p| & # &2 Hp]| 5 5% o £] 1

@fs; N
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i+ § 2 (Traumatic Life Event Questionnaire, TLEQ) °

;}% #* é'] ff; 4

LETEE

» Haynes ~ Richard = Kubany

% » TLEQ

S2E P B R

L

v

D

erm(fﬁ»ﬁmﬁ ,,54 ‘:El— °
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G

fes

—*‘Ff‘ ZAGRPEARAL N DT g TLEQ KB FA| G F 22725 - 3%

)

B EIEE-E IR

&

# % P2 £ 5% o TLEQ e 23 35325 7 b 5F

pe
=y
g

gl G2 SRIFEFEEFEHI-ALGF I ET L0, T#2
R 2 TR 2 LR 5RRAadto A8 BRE > P2 g1
BEAF 2L AN R MR L (L5 REXH ST FHEE) 5

VERE 2L R AR EEREFFIA TG 1EDRFLERF RS

3]
Ay

- AR AR S TR FE BT PYREF AP L okl
- A AN AP REE TR LG TR S DT e R -

LpFRAE TS 5o Kubany & 4 (2000) % 12 42 =% R 245 5 A &k
#FTLEQ £ B A Y (TLiavp] > T2: FIE= (SR> #2137 F
20 45 < Kappa (#4000 F > @5 12 A 460 14 b o 3 A AR - R A v R
HoTI 4o T2 35— *w §% 84 3% 203E B AL)hE 40 d 50%3 100%
T35% 81%; Tl {eT235- R¥ 5 A% 4 2% &g 2 R 25%3 100% -

T3a% 82% > T BR Pl RkBd T1%3E 100% 2 T355 86% - 4 & 442

HHEFALT LR FRADRIGER (APFRRE R prE e

B 57 T dalFss ) 21 487 5 19 45 Kappa i fic .40 0 5 16 32 .60 >
- REAFAWLLEOND - RAFHF AN L 8% FHITIHE R KR
% 89% o

£l s R4 B ¥rE 4 (Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale, PTDS )
B£8R A e ket o % chd £ 8R4 L ¥ E 4 (Foa, Cashmen,

Jaycox, & Perry, 1997 ) 2 49 48chp i1 £ - % lgﬁi;iév‘ﬁ BT - BN oeng)
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BURYRREER  EVRIEG LT R EMGERS A LD iR

PTDS ¢ #zw B304 (1) A1GF 2R 8 5(2) BRIALIFE 23R 5(3) 415
BRA ERZBEEREFFET L S (4) # R AAB T - Ra o d 3 hpg e

E* TLEQ R 8RR A5 EFEFBL LG F 2 L& KR8 HF NApH b 5T
e - FE g PIDS 0P eha & L BB R 484 o 29d s
]GSR AR BE B F A PTDS # 403~ 0 ok § M2 35 RAH ¥
£ 184E 0 & 354 B ¥ BT 1738 PTSD ¥ 8 Rl e ki B (£ SR ik ¥
A AR TR R ELERFE S ) £ e 1 R R
%0 o PTDS ¢ i e ph € R g F oo Bh@ = 3H 0 0 J8 0 (JEAR4rpt ) T3
(BT @ E et /- T A8L S5 ) B FRAA0 D51 @AARF 27 P o
B 18RS kAR B E o Foa % 47 (1997) %% 4 4 » PTDS £ § 24 ehw 23
B %7 P 8- R4EZ (Cronbachis a=92) 2 # » 44} PTSD  #7& PTSD
BRERPLRIERA YL T4E 83 V2R AIPTDS 7+ B § if 4 che T § 4
Moy FmE NN RkiEF (Cronbach’sa=.92)> AR H > 6 >
FHZ Iw el Pl R 5.83 (FRL A ~ kA > 2006) -

 PTSD &4 ehiéf k> & > Foa % 4 (1997) 3ni 1@&A 15 A TFL 284
He i ] PTSD enacg Rk » 22 @ 2475 % 7 % 2 PTSD 2§ - sk g
Bottos & E R R E S8 F 0 2Pk B § DSMAIV ¢ éh PTSD 2 47 o &
7 #* Sheeran fv Zimmerman (2002) # ! chiéiie % > # 35 1 (1) PTDS
AL EA 154 5 (2) 48 DSM-IV P & k3 ag K& fiie (x| 35
1AM ERELR ) TLGRHEMRFEL S LI @/ FAp k¥l >3

7~ B R EPLE KL 258 0 4 Ehring ~ Kleim ~ Clark ~ Foa = Ehlers (2007 )
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¥ PTDS 2 & & & 8 913 (7 chw g ¥ ip 1 > 14 Sheeran fr Zimmerman (2002) =

24 PTSD £ (7 & e cracp 125 .86 0 45 B 1] H.82 -

(=) HFams e
CHEY P

AR BB O L A FEINEA DR Y TG TEH R IEE B

S Y

BAES ARSI E —SHR > R SFE
AL rE e IR AFERE (MR B > 2006) Rk B T2 S
% Brrit o471 £ (Diagnostic Analysis of Non-Verbal Accuracy, DANVA) #_d
Nowicki = Duke (1994) #73 BE s £ 5 %3INEAF~ B3 38 ~ T H 3= B4
ARl ZBAPRIRIEEEEENES A FERBEREY - SR
PLE T T A AT B 2 T ¢ PR IRA N BB > LA ki

Lo ﬁ_j\/p;’i: v ﬁﬁb—gﬁ,fg'}&jiﬁ

\i<
‘;.
\

%10 503 A R ORI SRR
PAR oA PR EHRE I (- 8 FF S B 2R ) o PR P
E G oo d AT R A T RIS PTSD B cp & 1 AJ2 Fr iz -

+

o

Ry
A

KR T ARRARE 0 AT BRI SRR AR T e i

9
&

s

T

B

ol

VBT N U A W 2R OR R PR R R 2R e S
BEEE LR IEE S PENR LR AEOS% M and F AR LERE L 16%
(T¥ak B 4§ =80.13% ; -8 =98.38% )¢ s~ ¢ » 4 » 1636 ¢ |4 ff
g s oo % kA LM (baseline) i o e (filler) 2. fedd - fe = A9 %

IR AL Y ERERAGRY DT AR - L

v
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kR A 1
NP 4Rt Fazio % A4 (1986) #74% 1 e 56 /Rl KB 0 AR
FIEED > TRF F L € kA P & RS 1 (prime) {r P %1 (target ) »
W e P e tlpae 24 § BB ed B BRI AERY A
L16FE E AZIE K ok AR AL T R S B
SO - B R R g AR A R TR e 2 T 20 B R o At
PRGOS G 0 L7 WL - RGINA RS e AR TT I T e AR
AR 4G ER S A L s 2 125E (45E2 F 4R 4EY )
Hedwiri B e (PP s eiti pfEflge (T' T @Y7 4
Poehf bl Gl BT (F I A ) o B E e Ba B Dl gcfos e p 1)
FEE A o A B HEFA(P' T VP T PPT  PPT?) o 12 P e T
Z et i b o = fAE S g Tl (Anpros ~ Haoros ~ Neoros) #-€ fr= 7 I
g e 41 (Angoo ~ Hago.1a » Negop) et o £ 4 b vz o BF 5 a5 T
Fr(Bloros) e ¥t €2 4k 3 £ 12f@pFEFR ¢4 §—2 § (An—An)-
4§ —P-% (An—Ha)~ 2 § —7 £ (An—Ne )~ - %—4 § (Ha—An)~ P-%—
P-%# (Ha—Ha) ~» $-#—7 1% (Ha—Ne)~ ¥ £—42 § (Ne—An)~ ¥ %
(Ne—Ha)~*¢ #+—* {#(Ne—Ne )~ 7 ¢ —2 % (Bl—An)~ 3 v —pP-%(Bl—Ha)
fed —9 B (Bl—Ne)o 11t & fipiefiinshs ¢ 3 4 BE R %- BHFE
Bub (s €7 48 B hlppedd  HBFHREF 192 B {lgEmH o GBI 2 fel
RE e B SRGINA R Y AR REARY 2E T O6= A PR
fed hESEGINA R P96 BB o F B E NP P RIOREHB IR

DI HE BT O E G A K€ BT 72 (counterbalance ) 0 P im e g
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oL e 42 N dod 2-7 0T o

# 2-7

Tl s 4 .

Block 01 Block 02 Block 03 Block 04
p! T' p! T p’ T' p? T

Ango.12 Anjz.i6 Ango.12 Angz.ie
Ang.o4 Hago.12 Ang.o4 Tai3.16 Angs.og Hago.12 Angs.og Hai3.16
Neoo.12 Neis.16 Nego-12 Neis.16
Ango.12 Angz.i6 Ango.12 Anpz.i6
Haopi-04 Hago.12 Hag1.04 Haiz.16 Haps.os Hago.12 Hags.os Hais.16
Neoo.12 Neis.16 Nego-12 Neis.16
Ango.12 Anys-ie Ango.12 Angz.i6
Neo1.04 Hago.12 Negi.04 Hais.16 Neos.os Hago.12 Neos.os Hais.16
Nego-12 Nejs-16 Nego-12 Neis.16
Ango.12 Anizie Ango.12 Anjz.i6
Bloio4 Hago.12 Bloi-o4 Hai3.i6 Blos.og Hago.12 Blos.os Hais.16
Nego-12 Neis-16 Nego.12 Neis.16

Brap gy T g e (et R s FaniT Fiod TR E MAvie s

- B § o SR FRP ET REFDLLGRIAFIERR R RFE
Bip 2 wtre g I “%I S B R SR R TS ir_y 1
ﬁ’%ﬁﬁfg%mﬂﬂ“%°&§@ﬁ%m’ﬁﬁﬁﬁw%@k%m%ﬁ%

o2 sAamy gt RO B Rpagadmy o2 ko g3

W

5&—,*’2"%{—1}"]@*?%3: ER P A Prg IR A @_EL %ﬁ‘ﬁ’fﬁféf;:‘}i‘—j%&;i’éiﬂ:
Fll $am S peatiers a4 BEM 23603 ($9) 8T (%)
WIS 20 g S a R | AR R e e

ke Pk BRPER o bt AT NFEHRB LT gi ’/}F'ﬁ B {7 12 B3y
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Eik (F AR B BT o 7§ R AR I F @ AR o

BRY BRI OEER ARIOPEFEEER R RV BB R
PRRETHRE TR NP %Y hE - ER R A AT RN F L -
FUARLEE (500 4))> £ § LIS 11 (200 £ 4))> FHFL AP il

A

B0 H AR KD RIS SRR D R R g

ﬁ’

P YRR R I’»); | B r;‘,’l’ﬁ G0 @ B E Rz B e IR E500 T HF

PRZIRF § T R p r 2147 - 53 BRI ZFIHELT RLFE

w

B

"
7
7‘"\

A —*’5% poiTiad-T e

A i e 12 fEfie $52 ¢ 9 Ne—An ~ Ne—Ha + Bl—An {r Bl—Ha fie 4 ¢
FORPE R %0 LRl AR ek B ARl L I 3 B IR ok kel
£ T iEse 4 #c (facilitation score ) s 124 ¢ M AR L b 0 L FE A ELE
A et B e T

(An—An) = (Ne—An) X1 —(An—An) ¥

(An—Ha) ™= (Ne—Ha) X" = (An—Ha) *"

(Ha—An) ™= (Ne—An) ¥ = (Ha—An) *"

(Ha—Ha) ™ = (Ne—Ha) *" — (Ha—Ha) *"

¥ ¢ » An—Ne » Ha—Ne fr Ne—Ne 2. fljrfie 3 & L% % it 5 9 S e &

fligr FT 2 R r» B BFHRFTHEDLITE P o

(2) flgiRae 325 T

9

ﬁg 1 1E“.f—r 3’—&;!:’3:-1* s 11 é“}f'g*ﬁ,%} j"?'%ﬂﬁﬁﬁii%jf'fi’j?%gtb i’g_—_ 5‘54\’]:%1
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Folew) 2 ogr K iR B P2 HIET T G AR B 2 e BRI E
¢ ;L—é_;gv,\z m_}_IﬁJ;}ﬂ Wz, 45y ?/:Q_tz'?—:ﬂk L jﬁ F}{ﬁjrﬁ“ 2 g—w [qﬁjfm
RO > - VB 3R 2 LRI PRI - SR
P TR B S PIPRl SRR Y g RS0 F 0 M1 § R K
S8 4 HETRIR] A A PRIV A R AR UL R P g
forF 10BER €356 P10 BEEY F- B o4 2 HH2T6F PFELY

Bt GHniF L3 A AR Apiatggyt £ © (analogue scale) 2 1

i

2o R EBEROBEN AL TREFL EIRI0BY ®I L S K iE

5
RLoEHERS PRI I PR > T TreeEE L 10 B R A
SERF R § R RS AR S PR AR b e A E
WY FER R ERRT S N oI AR R RIE L RS TR g

@ EOA ORI Y  EARAF Rt 165 (K 483 ) A S

EM o R PR FELFTREAITRLLEE- FP L -

(z)BFH1EaHE L
i R gAY S 4 € 3 (Mini International Neuropsychiatric Interview,
MINI )

MINI ( Sheehan et al., 1998 ) /& # &_ix B DSM-III-R §v ICD-10 2. & %7 B
FR D - BRSSO R R s k% ¥ DSM-III-R 23k %
DSM-IV > * £ REFB78 5 pmeduned « 2 7 4pd 0 1 555 2
AR T RN i KR A sk A RO T B AR LR Y

Tk foF? 7 2 338 o MINT £ 4 15 B AL 2 %38 22  DSM-IV % — i 47 ( @
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R Rkt L), Ay EY B9 14 B e ki (7% 3 o Sheehan & £ ¥
44+ MINI 4 Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-III-R diagnoses (SCID ) 7
Br- RMEFIFT O SR FRA FMA B HT Y72 kappa Th#c /it .43 1.90
dAEA g (B oW ) fod A (¥ 2) dhkappa fides W 5 534076 0 ¢ 2 aReh
MINI & d 5 &4 4 FEEFLER ] 22000 i AR R ER bR

FA 1S T 20 A4 %A DSMAIV 5 — b s 2 35 87 o

HuipMii

AP PRI TS S8 T PENCE RIS I Y

=

LA BT ARG RARES 3P BB ¢ BHRUBTER
PLAPFEE LAEBRER PR HRF I A EL L ALHR A
S AR A-ER S U2 BERBPEACERRER - F R A w2 w2 E

FHdpLoars - g2 Ty 18 | 2R
P ol

ARG IO F B R BRPER R E TR o F L g e S
R oehp hdinge s ¥4l F A Ml e ATy RFE P ARLE (R
) R LR ERARTR (R L N ESERES R Y

PRELCHAFLFFLEEL CAGFRRIZEEL - FRES

S
1%
ke
3
I3

N

FEREA—FFT LBl RpE4 FRFrfloripdis L d@E4-

PR RRETA-E R MR RRRP AL ERE R A R
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ii‘éifii%?é'ﬁ%?é@4é';%fri%v' i E® L % PTSD #7F & ;‘i)ﬁf%m@’é?
FERFSE A FURBEE S AR LB DR S P F g S

B B E WP o R 2R E LS AT R g TAE R INA NG
Pl ehfF g g (T4 Bl v P e F o= T > AR E =

SRR G B EREARS FFO0L 804 FRELL £

=
»
&

BECFLFRLI AR RFES T > V0 AR RERY > FFE

*

"

ke
N

SRR TP R R PO A Y SRR TS S E R A N

ol
1=

TEYETE PR R EFI RO OKES PP MR T TG

) %

9
\‘E‘_
ok

HEr ARSI A RLRR - F 2257 38 7 AR

REA M TR L (g Y o SERE)

Bt ad

e “,%F JEPERE ] 30 250  fy e < 301500 F 2 F 4L 0 ¥ b o d AN iR i

FOop B AL AR SO K e R E R R bR A
’H’Eﬂ;‘lﬁ'_}?\)\ﬁ"%’— FY@EE'?F'“@;% S 2k B R A B o 7,\,};3 % SPSS st

EEGMY ol M LM {o% #5217 (Analysis of Variance, ANOVA) it
FRR AT ¥ 7 21 ¥ L B2 (Turkey’s Honest Significant Difference,
Turkey’s HSD ) fefie$t4% & t # % (Paired t-test) K& {7 & 2@ & e p L jEen®
v BERBBAFARELZ A BRI (1) BR3P TP

4 ez fe ¥ 2T (An—An~ An—Ha > Ha—An -~ Ha—Ha~Ne—An~Ne—Ha) -
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U FEE L EF LT R ER LR () B AL A
Sz iz A # ((An—An) ™~ (An—Ha) ™~ (Ha—An) ™ - (Ha—Ha) ™)

ERFHFLTLE « % L FHFLAPMAY KB 27 I 85 4 #icfe PTSD

B R B R ARk AR RO e s TR R - RS
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=
fn
v
k¢!
o+
ik
’\m

AE T A G4F A A1 PTSD BRBIT L hp 5 10 RS AE X0 i

B feAF B PTSD ¥ 2 AGHAFAGE2FELF IR odokj e LR

T g HHE LR 0@ d 3 PTSD BREA] G R 7 i 7 5 A%
R LT 0 A RS L LRI R AT R AR

£1% PTSD B 48 &7 o % {gcfop Rl fet b 2 2 Mehlep £ 8> it
B el e BRI AN Ly L R F A RBTEAT AR
BRANEAS FE 2 AR RARFISFL Do BAFE YRRy
PREREA—HFEROCRRTH QR HEFIR Y ctehf?
WAL 2 RHRE P ER LA —ETER DR RRE S L AT Sy

KGN R 2R R

Fo HRAPTEARA—BTERGCARRES

HY 2 RFBOBTER R LA —HTERZ GRS ¢ RHFERLFZA

AR RMEER LRI R ARSI R o AS R R

VRIS

T FERBEFZ AN

AF Y i #h %)% 2 (principal axis factoring) £ A 2 . i fihi%
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(promax ) ¢ v smFREFFER T L —F T EREFFF 4147 UE 3% 4
BHEGFEFREFE REFREFE AN O03 ZEEE S AT EFR
FAFERFZLIFE M2 wF T EHRE-FZ L A2 HT Y 2R
BEFTEREA—FFTERTHENS BELFZ IR ERS B FEEAQ
Eont REERESR S AR RS TR S ZATERS B

LR FRHERA L 0 EA RS ERA R RS LS (HT AR
7. (trait anxiety present ) ; &2 " 4 7 £ g * & R (trait anxiety absent) ; & " I &

Muit (positive statement ) | 22 T & & it (negative statement ) | %] % ( Vigneau &

Cormier, 2008 ) » f&i"i"‘ﬁ"ﬁ{éi'l; PN R R T A E TR

/H-
=
e
ks
L

IR

MEEP 2 BN wanEn PRESLE TREAE 2 TR L
d e 9 e s HE TR BT | FlF 2d Boodlired a4 T s

#FER 2 e Lo

I LTS

PR RERETEEE A —FFEEZ N8 &4 (Cronbach’s a) 3 .91 -
"TRRBHE o T34 Z 4 | hCronbach’s o P4 B] 5 .86 £7.88 o it — # &
¥#]4 & 4858 ¢+ ch Cronbach’s o % 1t » Sk IR F gud |3 vh— 2L > JRE it

Cronbach’sa ™ *% » 87 A £ & 3 4Fenp 8- Rk o L& 3-1¢
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% 3-

SORERAPT ERE A —HTERNTE B

1

B R— R H(n=195)e

F% - T & =

¥ 4R i EipAEE BRRpA X
LR @ 91 -18
10, A o (r) 88 -.04
16. 2% & (1) 75 -.02
6. AFATE (1) 70 -17
3. Agp e BRI () .64 -.15
19. AE BTN (D) 55 -19
7. RNAE LA LT (1) 45 11
13. AR F%E > () 43 27
14, A% B ok 2 41 22
17. —lgﬁ;ifﬂ_?g??flﬁm SR AN P DA FliEE S =22 .79
11, 5 - Bt P -.02 .69
12. &4k 2p .07 .64
18. A4 ¥ h R KT ER R -.02 .64
9. AL - L ah T—%mi -.11 .60
15. AFFpe 2t .09 S7
4, 3 F G s A PR P 18 46
5. A¥Ep e @\{1@; % pr ¥ f 21 45
8. AFEFIE € LRI IR 16 44
20. - BRlEkiTep oﬁli'&@mmijkrg?fﬁg B 24 38
2. A ERER P E2TR 29 33
N R - ® 1+ % #i (Cronbach’sa) = .88 .86

Note. 3P {573 1%3 U(f) » & ow Ao

%~

S RER R ERE 4
18.27 »

R R RR AN E82 0l FRHRALLZEEAELS 2yt

3-2-

ERIGR
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— P ER2~ 13328 % (T30 P ¥k =

THE =395) PRERALN BRFA XA R AR i FaELsE 4
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%32
PR ETERE L BT R AL R AR (n=37)

T 3P 153 Rl R
Mean SD Mean SD ¥
STAI-T & 4~ 45.08 9.95 43.92 10.07 .92
A 23.32 5.49 22.54 5.56 .82
ECE SR o2 21.76 5.26 21.38 5.27 91
BAI & & 6.62 4.75 4.65 3.59
SCL90R-A 3 4 4.22 3.99 2.89 2.94
SCLI90OR-IS i %~ 6.86 5.06 5.19 4.55

Note. STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait (Form Y); BAI = Beck Anxiety Inventory;
SCLI90R-A = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Anxiety subscale); SCLIOR-IS = Symptom
Checklist-90-Revised (Interpersonal Sensitivity subscale).

B« oxif B Bk R

AT ¢ 2 8Kz BAIL ~ SCL9OR-A-~ SCL9OR-IS £2 BIS/BAS (% 5 »2ik »
K%Y R RE BT A RE A B L Rl R B EF R 2K
WREFTERE L —$H L84 A= BAT~ SCLO0R-A ~ SCLIOR-IS ~ BDI-II ~
BIS %4 ¢ 28 ¥ 10 > - BAS B A RIEREF [ IPM - 8- H L4473 F A

AL i 2

s dah > FMAB A H X A F £ %A ¥ BAI~ SCLOOR-A

D

SCLO0R-IS ~ BDI-II ~ BIS 7325 kg ¥t 4p M > f- BAS RI:Z 8 ¥ £ AR M 5 Bdr £

LA ST A S G 0 B B4 o BAI ~ SCLOOR-A ~ SCLO0R-IS ~ BDI-II ~ BIS %,

\\Xy
e

A ERAPMAF > feBAS B AL B AMF LM 0 FeA iR E L2

3-3-
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# 3-3

PRREREFTERE A T E R iR s AR 44T e

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1 STALT %4 ]

2 BRRpHE 92 -

3 L E A 90T 66% -

4 BAI 4 60%% 62k ATEE

5 SCLOOR-A 3,4  .61%+ 2%+ A8+  g7#% .

6 SCLOOR-IS 3 A .67+  72%%  4Q#%  g5#k 73k

7 BDII 44 TR 0RR S58FE GTRE GTEE G4

8 BIS 44 68%F 68K S4RE 3Twx 30wk STk (e

9 BAS A4 S23Fk _14%  _29%x .08  -09  -05 -10  -.08 -
Mean 4571 2382 2189 695 449 744 907 2051 3995
SD 930 545 475 662 509 597 746 331 472

Note. STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait (FormY); BAI = Beck Anxiety Inventory;
SCLI90R-A = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Anxiety subscale); SCLIOR-IS = Symptom
Checklist-90-Revised (Interpersonal Sensitivity subscale); BDI-II = Beck Depression Inventory-II; BIS
= Behavioral Inhibition Scale; BAS = Behavioral Activation Scale. **p< .01, *p < .05

T~ %

PR RERTERE AT R R ARFHF AL A £ B
"REprE 8 TRITgEE ABLEL  Aud 1IEErIfE TS o
REHR 2o > aBALrELAEFME LB LHap - REHSLRERZ AR
TG BT EIETRIEOMAR T FFEY B RTIBFRFETL &
— BT RAPELE o EMBTR S G o P PR R AP T EREA—FTE
Bkl EEREKZARELAFET 300 R @Rk 7 BA0M 20 L8
FEFZIFEH L P R RE R T ERE LA BT ER-BISAAS 2 &
FLAPM 0 2 BAS WA RN F L APM o friE2 F B ERBHE L
# % 52 4 4p F (Johnson, Turner, & Iwata, 2003 ) o ©2 F 2% &7 - ¥ 2 5k if
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3~ PO PRFR

EE PR S PR G HEFE T T A A (1) 3 R AN
LEPARA R (2) F e RS AL S PR e LB A
FrZ S B EA AR RS PRl R AR F AL

FPEh o BTG 5 S F 2w (LFAG PTSD & A B4 £ e i

-

Bl ) ep 515 Q5 Pl o S (24 ~B8fcd ) S5 7
Tl oS 2R 5 BEFLR (F(,101)249599, p<.001) > &% 150 g
B #rF FEFHEF ATV TR FF Y LA R AN 7Y A
Brened $i0h "R FR TR AR WG B BHI RRINE R

P EFL oM LB AT 5% Fnd s A4 5551 4 34 2 4 350

% 34
Tl o P A2 R 2 49 3 53t o

All participants PTSD C_IPT C_H

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

® PR

EN Y 4.86 1.46 5.13 1.21 4.69 1.63 4.94 1.36
P A 0.70 0.75 0.91 0.85 0.68 0.81 0.62 0.61
¢ A 2.32 1.29 2.66 1.24 2.13 1.35 2.39 1.23

Note. PTSD = * % £[#% PTSD &;C_IPT= A %4542, C_H= &kidle
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% 3-5
Plgpch i & P A2k 2 - 75 %8 5§ -

Factor SS df MS F Post hoc

v

AT 623 2 3.11 1.01

A 305.85 99 3.09
p

HE 27724 1 27724  495.99%%*%  An>Ne>Ha

Frii x ey 0.06 2 0.03 .06

A (FRE) 55.34 99 0.56

Note. ***p < .001

R~ AmAIG PTSD &~ A BG4l it B indles i 2%

B H o A TR s A A PTSD 8 s A A frd| e it B
Frlez 283 FLR (F(Q2,97)=419,p<.05)> A %4 PTSD ez ##& 3
SERfdlE o ¥ oo A mAE PTSD B B AR s? & & PTSD 0] A
I EE (F(2,89)=3519,p<.001) > # =t £ ALIG 4]0 o B ] el
4

~ “,,&Aq\ﬂs W

Btz b A TR A IR EFLR -

[

(g
e

v 4504 FEM LB & PTDS &4 (F(2,99) = 11691, p <.001 )~ STALT
@A (F(2,99) =16.30, p<.001) BAI &4 (F(2,99)=30.96, p <.001) ~ BDLII
@A (F(2,99)=21.11, p<.001)~ SCLOOR-A %4 (F (2,99)=30.01, p <.001) ~
SCL9OR-IS 2,4 (F (2, 99) = 22.96, p < .001 4= BIS .4 (F (2, 99) = 35.19, p < .05)

Fo BRI AEARE PTSD A3 A LB drdle > A A prdlex &tk

.
=

B dliez i o pteb s BAS 84 (F(2,99)=324,p<.05) RIEF A L

A EF Rl e T LR Fofk it B R 404 360
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% 3-6

P R TR R R L gy st e

PTSD C_IPT C_H

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD S5 df MS F Post hoc

F# 2044  1.79 20.11 1.37 1940 121 =w 16.38 2 8.19 4.19% PTSD > C_H
7 A 189.81 97 1.96

BAAFE 4 563 342 269 185 071 080 w=w 267.12 2 133.56  35.19%** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
o 337.79 89 3.80

B IR E PR 3.06 195 218 172 222 193 ‘@ww 10.74 2 5.37 1.59
A 30696 91 3.37

PTDS & ~ 2429 952 487 424 240 3.08: ww 6377.79 2 3188.89 116.91*** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
A £ 270043 99 27.28

STAI-T & 4~ 57.06 6.19 45.07 898 4331 - 941 ‘ww 248782 2 124391  16.30*** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
A4 755636 99 76.33

BAI & ~ 1550 1041 579 432 3.03- 338 ‘ms 193984 2 969.92  30.96*** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
A% | 3102.01 99 31.33

BDI-II % & 1801 950 750 6.01 639 548 w=w 182088 2 910.44  21.11*** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
A% 4269.39 99 43.13

SCL90R-A % 4~ 11.33 8.04 380 347 1.87 241" @mw=) - 112513 2 562.56  30.01*** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
A% 185558 99 18.74

SCLO0R-IS .4 14.61 690 733 477 495 421 =% 1154.03 2 577.02  22.96*** PTSD>C_IPT>C_H
A4 248828 99 25.13

BIS & 4~ 2322 258 2078 322 2047 345 ‘e 100.61 2 50.30 4.89% PTSD > C_IPT>C_H
A4 101841 99 10.29

BAS & & 3844 596 40.89 526 3837 389 &w 15772 2 78.86 3.24% C_IPT>C_H
A4 240974 99 24.34

(Form Y); BAI = Beck Anxiety Inventory; SCL90R-A = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Anxiety subscale); SCLIOR-IS = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised
(Interpersonal Sensitivity subscale); BDI-II = Beck Depression Inventory-1I; BIS = Behavioral Inhibition Scale; BAS = Behavioral Activation Scale. ***p<.001, *p<.05

Note. PTSD = 4 % £ PTSD &; C_IPT= A Z£]% #4]%; C_H= &2 ¥ 4] %; PTDS = Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale; STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait
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$ o WA TERE A

AIRA AR IR TEY LA R R IS BT L
P FBERFR O S e R R s R F BT E LR AR AR
B LT AR R 40T
(1) MEFF RAELATRES P ou] 58 F 2 L R TIFRET OF &
TR B R F REFLEE G 2R LR
(2) Mz P15 B EAITHRB D w0 F b b T e s

B EF4 LRz

&
/fj
(s
D2
%*
1f“tﬂ
Ez
D2
o3

(3) MR fff ZAP WA S RS 7 ek

2 B o

FREEFRESE RieF BEFF A7

FrEF T RA S 2F T g R B asy o T
(An—An) “®~(An—Ha) ® ~ (Ha—An) ®~(Ha—Ha) ®+ (Ne—An) R =
(Ne—Ha) R 2% s minagm LB > L4 37

é.ﬁf’_?}}—‘fﬁ"ﬁ@&pﬁ R P o iBal o fie2 $ 535530 & 3-8 0 AFT Y Bl
RGeS et £ H TS R BB RR R E K A R TR T R
F PR 2% 3 Ra(Ne—Ha)N 5 el 2 £ 8 (F(2,99)=3.40,p<.05)-

—HUN P RFLARZEFRLS VR BRI AG EPS BT LR ET A

FoAAMABVAEL - A 0 L4 39
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2 37
SRR RSP RIEE B O LR SR Y E YT

PTSD C_IPT C H
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD SS df MS F

(An—An)=® 081 0.17 083 0.14 083 0.13 =% 0006 2 0003 .16
AL 1961 99 0.020

(An—Ha)™® 094 0.15 096 0.08 097 0.07 =% 0017 2 0.009 1.07
AL 0.803 99 0.008

(Ha—An)™® 078 021 077 0.17 084 0.14 =% 0097 2 0049 1.74
AL 2764 99 0.028

(Ha—Ha)® 095 0.12 097 0.08 098 0.04 =% 0007 2 0004 .65
AL 0563 99 0.006

(Ne—An)*™® 081 0.19 080 016 082 0.14 =% 0011 2 0005 .20
AL 2557 99 0.026

(Ne—Ha)® 097 0.09 096 0.08 098 0.04 =% 0011 2 0006 1.12
AL 0504 99 0.005

Note. PTSD = A "2 4] % PTSD % ; C_IPT = 4 “,?%ﬁ,]h; Fedle, CH= #Ef4le;
(An—An)R= a4 §—2 f e ens i Fi S (An—Ha)® = 44 F—P#peenE Bl RS
(Ha—An)® = & P-%—2 & et enk ol /23 (Ha—Ha) R = & pos— } #fe gt Rk It RS
Ne—An)® = & P2 § peenpt & /2 Sp(Ne—Ha) R = 4@ —p ﬁ*ﬁofwfmﬁ Bl S o
% 3-

8
LR BT b W T 7 R GE A ey it g

PTSD C_IPT CH
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

FRER
(An—An)XT 822.25 119.49 . 79559 = 108.77  800.07 119.21
(An—Ha) X" 763.15 16838  748.92 12936 73545  106.57
(Ha—An) ®T 836.95  129.17  811.69  101.39  799.12 111.80
(Ha—Ha)®* 737.18 13742  693.41 130.66  684.69 111.28
(Ne—An) RT 821.82  118.08  789.20  113.36  777.21 109.13
(Ne—Ha)®* 771.85 172.64  706.97 113.09  683.20 93.83
LECE
(An—An)"™S -0.43 52.67 -6.39 78.54 -22.87 80.19
(An—Ha) ™ 870  101.15 -41.96 71.40 -52.26 60.69
(Ha—An) ™ -15.13 72.20 22.49 65.09 21.91 67.69
(Ha—Ha) ™ 34 67 87.14 13 56 50.88 -1 50 54.02
S L e ik L P

(Ha—An)E: tu}*—é% iﬁé ﬁ‘ioi%mﬁ f@fw (Ha— Ha)ijz é_'}’«ﬁ* Eﬁoﬁmﬁ )@fw;

(Ne—An)" = &¢ B—4 §F itk B, (Ne—Ha)" = &¥ B—P2a$ar B,

B §—3 § pedfeniie A # o (An—An)" = (Ne—An)"" — (An— An)”;

fd F —P-# et eninae A B (An—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)®" — (An—Ha)"";

b4 § pedfeniiie A o (Ha—An)™ = Ne—An)"' — (Ha—An)"";

fe e e 8 e $ iR A #c 0 (Ha—Ha)™ = Ne—Ha)®" — (Ha—Ha)*" =
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9
BB bR R R L R E PR A 4T

SS df MS F Post hoc
(An—An)N s 9413.50 2 4706.75 36
AL 130093047 99  13140.71
(An—Ha)®" W 9898.36 2 4949.18 30

AL 1655302.35 99  16720.23
(Ha—An)®Y" %) 17484.48 2 8742.24 72
AL 120871636 99  12209.26
(Ha—Ha)®" ‘%) 3532699 2 17663.50  1.13
AL 154747236 99  15631.03
(Ne—An)®X"' %) 2444628 2 12223.14 96
AL 1255883.73 99  12685.69
(Ne—Ha)®" ‘% 96553.86 2 48276.93  3.40*
AL 1407909.97 99  14221.31

Note. (An—AnX = &4 § —4 7 pefhenk B (An—Ha)" = &
(Ha—An)"" = & p-#— 35 pedbens R, (Ha—Ha) " = &
Ne—An)*" = & ¢ 3 G senrs BpFRy (Ne—Ha)\ =% ¢
*p < .05

4§ —PEpHar B
P — } FpnE R
f—P- R E B

dNEL T F BT R R A € BN P s (T ahd
Bt nfi g sz @ A% b s fefrt 200
B2 Aph > g R B g 2 B o 4o 3-10 777 0 & A F IR STALT
Bz Bae A 2 BEFARM AT BEFAT Y 2 Eu T BT L RN
FE L2 (T o A 8k 3-10 ¢ 7 ¥ I > (An—Ha) 4o PTDS &4 (r
=38) B ERHA (r=.36) CERHEA (r=34)-DEplEAs (r=.33)-
BAI ¢4 (r=.27) 4= SCLOOR-A (r=.29) & A B+ ¥ 4p 4 > (Ha—Ha)
4 4o PTDS &4 (r=.32)~B#RI%A (r=34)~CHlAA (r=26) D #

|54 (r=.29) 2 SCLOOR-A (r=.23) &4 FF BFI4pM o o L 257 >
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\\\Xr

2% b (TE b2 2T i ol A PTSD Bof A ~ &% PTSD it

SRR M - A AN A TR R R AL

% 3-10

R e A e £ A RS 2 APH o

2

LSS
(An—An)"™  (An—Ha)™®  (Ha—An)"  (Ha—Ha)"™
PTDS & 4 .05 38** .01 32x*
B # )i > .05 36%* .08 4%
C Eplig» -.02 34%* -.07 26%*
D &)k o A2 3%k .04 29%%
STAI-T %4 .05 .19 .01 .08
BAI 3, 4~ A2 2755 .03 17
SCLI90R-A & & 10 .29%7 -.03 23%*
SCLI0R-IS & 4 .08 a2 .00 A1
BDI-II & 4 .05 18 .00 17
BIS &~ Jd .05 .00 13
BAS &~ -.04 -.07 -.02 .04
Note. 4 § —2 § fe¥tenii e » #ic > (An—An)™ = Ne—An)"" — (An—An)"";
B — % e $ e 2 #c o (An—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)"" — (An—Ha)"";
B4 F FedeniTaEA B (Ha—An)™ = (Ne—An)" — (Ha—An)*";

e e e $ PR A d 0 (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)"" — (Ha—Ha)"";
PTDS = Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale; STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait (Form Y);
BAI = Beck Anxiety Inventory; SCL90R-A = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Anxiety
subscale); SCLO0OR-IS = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Interpersonal Sensitivity subscale);
BDI-II = Beck Depression Inventory-II; BIS = Behavioral Inhibition Scale; BAS = Behavioral
Activation Scale. **p < .01, *p < .05

B3R A (TR e iR SR o R 2 B R A AT BRFS L 4
g2 w] (PTSD > C_IPT~C_H): & Bl p %13 plA ] 5 00 et s
(An~Ha) fop -l (An > Ha) o & % 87 88 Tk B 3Tk

TREFLIEY (F(,99)=2224,p<.001)> @ 2w (F(2,99)=3.36,p<.05)

~m

N

ERFN R (F(,99)=1178,p<01) R % 7 ¥ 1L &»c% > 247 = F_%:Q—E’—'ﬁ
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AFHE T ARG ARF LR L& 311

% 3-11
bl GRS TR e feihs FlS R A A AT o
Factor SS df MS F
kiR
5| 4873430 2 24367.15  3.36*
A 718886.71 99 7261.48
Bp
L&A Up - 25299.08 1 25299.08 11.78%**
B e x 2w 4997.08 2 2498.54  1.16
7 A (ESF 1K) 212680.42 99 2148.29
IR UP =2 6137.37 1 6137.37 .88
PAETIE x 2y 15045.74 2 7522.87  1.08
A (P H&ilH) 690779.92 99 6977.58
B e x P iR 63395.65 1 63395.65 22.24%*%*

Bl x Bl x EBw 412180 2 2060.90 72
A (T x P HEflE) | 282257750 99 2851.09

Note. ***%p < .001, **p < .01, *p. < .05

P (kR SR E RS T P BB L R ik N F]S
Frigie- H AT 0 ERF L W ERESE LGl es B
PTSD e st 4 ez 715 % B #om 47 (mp F15 5 8 fpcfop k) - &
MyEaogkeds (1) Rl e i flpd p RflpL 2308 (F(,37)=
8.09,p <.01)~ 8 tljgrehi & »e% (F(1,37)=10.81,p<.01); (2) * %4]
Frdle A g p gz 2 3 0% (F(1,45)=20.15,p <.001) ~ &5 {1

geeni & onk (F (1,45 =7.86,p<.01);(3) %414 PISD i A @ir 2 3

T N Rockd gy LA 31234314
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% 3-12

Al (CLH) MUEA ez 75 % 3 4l 47 -

Factor SS df MS F
R
L& P = 25407.19 1 25407.19 10.81**
E QS U )) 86983.57 37 2350.91
B 76442 1 764.42 13
A (P H&ilH) 226954.40 37 6133.90
g x PR 23564.61 1 23564.61  8.09%*
A (EFFTH x P &) 107836.54 37 2914.50
Note. **p < .01
% 3-13
ARG il (CUIPT) iBGE A~ #ieh- T3 % R @il 47 o
Factor SS df MS F
Bp
L RUP 1785884 1 ' 17858.84  7.86%*
A (a1 ) 102269.90 45 2272.66
P 2591 1 2.59 .00
A (P HETlE) 289536.05 « 45 6434.13
w2 g x B 58983.37 "1 - 58983.37  20.15%%*
A (gl x P EflE) 131721.33 45 2927.14
Note. ***p < .001, **p < .01
% 3-14
L gl PTSD 2 (PTSD) e A #cehs F]5 % B dih 45 o
Factor SS df MS F
L RUP 57195 1 57195 42
A (a1 ) 23426.96 17 1378.06
P 15627.06 1 1025232 152
A (P H&TlH) 174289.47 17  10252.32
B g x B 744342 1 744342  2.96
AL (RS TH x PEDIHE)  42699.89 17 2511.76
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- HETEHE A BIREFTE RO T EF SRR ERE P
FoMAEL RS RATARERFF Dp 50040 4375 % R R T
¢ (Ha—Ha)™ 38 % 8 **(An—Ha)™ (1 (37)=-4.44,p <.004) > t A 4] £ 4]
‘¢ (Ha—Ha)™ fe(An—Ha)™ 2. £ B # 2 88% (1 (45)=-5.54,p<.004) " &7 &
r A e gt ¥t Ha—Ha et & 2 il o % % 4 20 An—Ha 2 fedt o & 2

SR e A 315 3 4 3170
¥ ooh o b T A RGeS e <] A e 1R L 3-1)
(1) C_H ! :(Ha—Ha) ®> (An—An) ™= (Ha—An) ®> (An—Ha) ¥
(%4 # : (Ha—Ha) 8%+ (An—Ha) );
(2) C_IPT & : (Ha—Ha) ®> (An—An)" > (Ha—An) ®> (An—Ha) ©®
(%5 2 1 (Ha—Ha)™ & ¥ * 35 (An—Ha)"™) ;

(3) PTSD % : (Ha—Ha) > (An—=Ha) ™ > (An—An) ®> (Ha—An) ™

(v ARRERBFLE)

4 3-15
EEdle (C_H) e+ tik 2o
Pair Mean SD df t direction

1. (An—An)™ — (Ha—An)™ -0.96 74.64 37  -0.08 =
2. (An—Ha)®™® — (Ha—Ha)"™ -50.76 70.43 37 -4.44%%% <
3. (An—An)®™ — (An—Ha)™ 29039  107.68 37 1.68 >
4. (Ha—An®™ — (Ha—Ha)™ -20.42 80.64 37 -1.56 <
Note. t? § —% § pedteniiie A #i > (An—An)™ = (Ne—An) — (An—An)";

bt F— } # fe 4t eniiiE A Bic > (An—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)®"" — (An—Ha)"";

B4 F Fedeniise A dkoo (Ha—An)™ = Ne—An)® — (Ha—An)*";

P B % e 4 enige A dk > (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)Y — (Ha—Ha)"";

ik < 004

R HER - VAL PTSD %~ [ 4 BRIV A (7.2 Bl ¢ 2 (2] ks
AR By [HIESRNTELS]IF SR
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% 3-16
LA Al (CUIPT) et & the 2o

Pair Mean SD df t direction

1. (An—An)™® — (Ha—An)"™ 16.10 76.01 45 1.44 >
2. (An—Ha)®™® — (Ha—Ha)"™ -55.51 67.98 45 554k <
3. (An—An)®™ — (An—Ha)™ 35.57 10279 45 2.35 >
4. (Ha—An)®™ — (Ha—Ha)"™ -36.05 90.32 45 271 <
Note. t? § —% § pedteniiie A #i > (An—An)™ = (Ne—An) — (An—An)";

hd F —P-# e it enitie A B0 (An—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)®" — (An—Ha)";

P-4 F pedtenitae A B (Ha—An)™ = (Ne—An)S — (Ha—An)<;

P B e 4 enige A dk > (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)® — (Ha—Ha)®";

***p<'0
4 3-17
L uxglis PTSD %2 (PTSD) fedti & t He 2 -

Pair Mean SD df t direction

1. (An—An)™ — Ha—An)™ 14.70 6252 17  1.00 >
2. (An—Ha)® — (Ha—Ha)"™ 225.97 62.21 17  -1.77 <
3. (An—An)® — (An—Ha)® 913 114.03 17 -34 <
4. (Ha—An)®™ — (Ha—Ha)® 4980 | 111.92 17 -1.89 <
Note. #&.# § —2 § Fedfeniiie & # > (An—An)"™ = Ne—An)"" " — (An—An)*";

Bd F P e 4 enin e A By (An—Ha)® = (Ne—Ha)"" — (An—Ha)"";

B2 F pedtenitie A #e o (Ha—An)D = (Ne—An)S" — (Ha—An)~";

P SRt ehITE A i 0 (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)N" — (Ha—Ha)"";

*#k*p <.004
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40
30 //‘
20
0 //
-{:, O :/\ . . : A +PTSD
i S i
Yo ‘10 - - Pd '--.---
3 s -
S0 . o - CH
30 o e
-40 A N} ‘l":/'/
-50 Ve
-60
(An—An)®™ (An—Ha)® Ha—An)™ Ha—Ha)Fs
T I
f®l 3-1
LSl E ARSI E 2 & o
Note. t? § —% § et enii it 2% » (An—An)™ = (Ne—An)Y = (An—An)";
B3 F —-#pegtehinie 2 B (An—Ha)'® =(Ne—Ha)®" — (An—Ha)"";
BB 4§ e Enie Ak 0 (Ha—An) = Ne—An)S — (Ha—An)"";
B 88 e 4 enitae 4~ e 0 (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)®' — (Ha—Ha)"";
B L U S R R R R H T e T LR

k- = Bl R R g e ha N FlS (R T PRI B2 w 5T

it~ #i ((An—An) ™~ (An—Ha) ™« (Ha—An) ™ - (Ha—Ha) ) » ¥

AL BRIEEF LY
(An—Ha) 24 ¥ um i
AR E S o FRS

PRSI ARG e R irdle

& 4p

kol e R ET HE T RBEAT T B

B (F(2,99)=436,p<.05)> i&- H 11> kg F

AP 3&%p %L PTSD e (An—Ha) ™

(p<.05)» &4 3-18
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3 gﬁ—bﬁ’ﬁ B EGEA B E T R R AR R
SS df MS F Post hoc
(An—A )FS KR 8318.21 2 4159.10 73
n—An
A 562654.59 99 5683.38
(An—H )FS KR 47556.92 2 23778.50 4.36* PTSD >C_H
n—ma
7 A 539619.05 99 5450.70
(HaAn) ™ R 753.50 2 376.75 .08
a—ANn
A 448795.52 99 4533.29
(Ha—H )Fs KR 16270.30 2 8135.15 2.28
a—Hna
A 353535.66 99 3571.07
Note. % §—2 § fedfeniiie» # > (An—An)"™ = (Ne—An) — (An—An)™;
Bd F —P-# et eninae A B0 (An—Ha) ™ = (Ne—Ha)X" — (An—Ha)"";
A% F pedteniiie A %0 (Ha—An)™ = Ne—An)® — (Ha—An)"";
f P B e 4 PR A B0 (Ha—Ha) S =(Ne—Ha)"" — (Ha—Ha)"" -
*p < .05

LECTAE 3 h o WA )
SRERRNEE LS s E€ R VRTEEIE L SO T Vo
RO biBirdle g AFRERlue c e F ARSI ERM 0 LA

3-19 A A B frdl e B AELIE PISD 23 6 > d 205 o2 A le RP1 & &

$r PTSD 2 Je€ B > Bt %30 » st Bdn g M miphl Adr o i 2
BB R ILe A M B A BRI T 2 MR S L 2 R

(restriction of range ) 2. A 4% » % % 4r# 3-20 #75] > (An—Ha) ™ 2 PTSD &4
G a kBt R BEL MM 0 £ 32 PTDS 4 (r=.40)- #£p| B A (r

= 42)~ R C A (r=35)f8p D & A (r=35) % ¥ 2 BAL %A (r=.30)-
SCLOOR-A (r=.28) % & hpRE 4+ 2 HE¥ T 4pH - (H—Ha) ™4 PTDS
BA(r=34) %0 B A (r=38) 80 CaAh(r=.27)%p D &4 (r=.30)
BAL 3,4 (r=21) »#sFn4pk » ¥ ¢t > 4 73 (Ha—Ha) ™ 4o BDLII @
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FEFLAM (r=25)

% 3-19

EEL et £ A% 2 40 (n=38) -

RELIAS
(An—An)®  (An—Ha)®®  (Ha—An®™  (Ha—Ha)™

PTDS 4, 4 -.16 .03 .06 .00
B # p s 4 -.07 -.09 12 01
C #p) s -.14 16 .05 -.03
D 8 ] s 4 -.18 -.04 -.08 .02
STALT 4, A -.09 07 .08 -.06
BAI &4 -.06 -.07 12 -.10
SCLOOR-A &, A .06 R 11 10
SCLYOR-IS & A -.04 -.07 10 -.12
BDI-IT 4, 4 -.03 -.06 1R =25
BIS 4,4 .00 8 06 14
BAS A 19 .15 21 .08

Note. t# §—2 § peteniale 2 #c » (An—An)" =(Ne—An)X" — (An—An)*";

4§ —i# e $ it A ik (An—Ha)[® = (Ne—Ha)™" — (An—Ha)™;

B-# 4§ pesteniiie A o (Ha—An)™ = (Ne—An)"" — (Ha—An)"";

B e - e 4 40 1GE A e o (Ha—Ha) © = (Ne—Ha)"! = (Ha—Ha)"";

PTDS = Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale; STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait (Form Y);
BAI = Beck Anxiety Inventory; SCL90OR-A = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Anxiety
subscale); SCLO0OR-IS = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Interpersonal Sensitivity subscale);
BDI-II = Beck Depression Inventory-II; BIS = Behavioral Inhibition Scale; BAS = Behavioral

Activation Scale.
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SR TR A EARA 2 (n=64)-

LELIAS 3
(An—An)®  (An—Ha)®®  (Ha—An)"™ (Ha—Ha)™

PTDS 4 03 A0 .00 34

B & g A .04 ARk .08 38k

C #p) g n -.08 35k -11 27k

D % p) & & 14 35 .05 30%%
STAI-T 4~ .09 19 -.04 .08
BAI ‘&4 14 30% .00 17
SCLO9OR-A & A .06 28% -.08 21%
SCLYOR-IS & A .08 11 -.04 11
BDI-II 4 A .05 21 -.05 25%
BIS 4,4 17 11 -.04 10
BAS A -.17 -.09 -.12 -.02

Note. .2 f —4 F peeniiie A B (An—An)" = (Ne—An)N — (An—An)"";

- e 4t eh e o0 (An—Ha) ™ = (Ne—Ha)". = (An—Ha)"";
P —4 § psteniGE s 0 (Ha—An) ™ £ (Ne—An) = (Ha—An)"";
b - % e g eniR e A e 0 (Ha—Ha)™ = (Ne—Ha)"" — (Ha—Ha)"";
PTDS = Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale; STAI-T = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait (Form Y);
BAI = Beck Anxiety Inventory; SCL90R-A = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Anxiety
subscale); SCLO0OR-IS = Symptom Checklist-90-Revised (Interpersonal Sensitivity subscale);
BDI-II = Beck Depression Inventory-II; BIS = Behavioral Inhibition Scale; BAS = Behavioral
Activation Scale.
**p < .01, *p <.05
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AR I G P RAFH AR A1 PTSD BRI AL G e 1
BT 3 EE R R G & PTSD w32 4] F i i cnd & o P g Bk Ao
AeEplig g 25 B 9 PTSD 2 BRESF & L chp & L AL fo k3 B )
PTSD 2 X 4] B4 & i BALF PAE2 B o & R AL BEis 4 o aF
i IR T L RARRIE B D PTSD ek B B o AN HGRT - 2 24T
S SHT IR LT % (1) A R A G PTSD B4 2 Pt &tk b &R
(2) p g i Hag3n & A2 g PTSD < s 5 412 M 5% 5 (3) f 8 1 s 4

JEJE VE e 22 PTSD Tk 3B % 2 il o

¥- & A%LG PISD ¥ 2 #1480 foik gk & R

% - A %414 PTSD Bz #i

2

9

#
m-ﬂ
&
“
IS

SK KRS G AL R A E LG PTSD B 4 487
B4l A B RRT e R F 2 kiR Mo AT A 00 R X
PHERER AR K SRR FR I RENG Y o mE L B
Bl T ARG PTSD ¢ B b2 2 E A f wEgcRo h ) A R TE
WL B LA JRETA LG PTSD RREE B F A A il o2 B g
LETPEPN o LAY AT T F LR

M3 52582 2 4G 5% AP T RERT L ETEEER ARG FRL
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Gl SEFRAEAG PTSD &t A B Gl e s 5 BRI ALIGE
o feid 5L L Al sk VATEER P W PTSD Bf A2 %% 40 (Ozer

etal., 2003) c ¢ “t » vander Kolk % 4 (2005) % &7 » = LiEf7 €45 < 4]

mv

B e PTSD sk > se dfm § & 52 FHR T2 5o~ RIS
BF A RFREFEFLE AT LT AFREPEFS S -

B E RIS AT R BT A A PTSD 8 ¥ 30 L A G indle

FEI G BER ALY L PTSD kA pE 2 BRE > FF A
B ARF 2 ARF IS EF L FABP RN AESIHERA L FA S AR
£ PTSD e bf ¥ 33 L %415 ALl S A PR B TR
o piriEd HERAEBABPWL AR FITEF 27 7 % % 48 F (Johnson et
al., 2003); {7 & s B A E A KT B T RA EAI G A B F R AL
Flge P gk Mar o A3 P PISDRBR A ER{ris s 88 F 2 TR~
RifcEgs b B R -

Bid 50 B ERAEITIRR L AT AR AR TR
PRERET DR BRER iR B RS M E fIEH R S P (FE P i AR
SRAER  EFEF I RBE RS NABRMBEFLIR SRS FRILF IR
EF AR T A KR - TR TR X E A PTSD 2 X %A1 #04)
BRI e RREF AT PR RS TENEA RS LG RARL

AR

o~ A%AG PTSD B2 oAk gk ER
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RS e K onfe ko p ok RO AT 7 S % B I AR PTSD € A& (PTDS )~

Lk EERER (BB R Cic®p D) &£ BEHi (BAI~ SCLIOR-A) -

R g (BDI-I) & A %5t & (SCLIOR-IS) S A A PTSD &
BRAEL G4l AELGiplex 3N RELY R FEF LR ot

A1 PTSD B B BE 2k EMm @ * % 7 ®F 2 PISD v & g
Fod FEERY FORM RS L F A AR A 3 e Briere % 4
(2008) 7 3 %% F F > S A B4 H o PTSD B8 g B 1 R iE Tk
g LI o gt #h o Cloitre % 4 (2005) Pt Tt > & E P & 4 ST S iR
ZHEFE P ERRINRS DFRA SRR R A LAY Y g RA
#4115 PTSD fenA agRg B G287 BB ogcv dath A %A PTSD Bt
LRV S ERAENRE AT M ORRETARATTARYIZ R YR
LA B F S AL Mg Ee L R 2 2 AR ik M (Bbert &
Dyck, 2004) » 4c+ 4 % Lokl (G B5 - 25~ F4) AL g ks

FRRY TS 5 il GATM R ML AT S AT A Y
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Fo8&  pEi ML RIZE PTSD w2532 {842 B o
R LT 2 v B3 3 BB F R LRI sah 5 41 ek

2 3¢ R PTSD BAEEHAP B 30 L chadB fE A2 £ H F R P DA AP
MARERPE > 8 PRLFE2 ARG R s » BRER T ie £
AT R EYFE R RSt g i PTSD R 45 - 2 g E
#HH % PTSD B#chp & b 55 AJE fr iz > & 2 A% L B 2t PTSD fhk ik 6
%7 B W 53k PTSD BAfom 2410 ¢ BRI b ink e « 7 % BT
FEF LR LR G ho A A AL 2B 0 AT A A PTSD B 8845
HML R B AR AR € BRI PR ol S A A G2
PTSD B #8:& 7 5= 3 B % 40 I (Buckley et al., 2000; Michael et al., 2005 ) -
SO BERALEFLR  AEG TR AT B AEH R REERT
2 Mgk > BB AW S AELFPTSD £ & (An—Ha) fe$t™ ik i
BEFPEAH @A e @ PTSD 24 DI g ehli 45 (8 Hi > @ gt £ B
TERSp S A F TN R HES Y L v AP R ARG AR
£1% PTSD @48 ot A G ARRE U L P> H A G o B-g ke > m A2 iR
AESEHE- R L2 e ek BRFIR ST BA G RN L 0 B
HEFE? - RML2Z J2 Y7 i £ Fla T 4% & (An—Ha) feft™ o
Az hlig PTSD B 5i% € B * i grnk o R - TR EFF R L5415

Fllefo B d.,(An—Ha)ﬁoﬁ'f R E A ek o 2 A A5 PTSD

=S

BREE R R A7 AT H (An—Ha) BiR2 Bty A B @A o 50

- BRI AR L F R T BT R ¢ 5 (1)
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Bl Lad 2 LB RJTM D 5 (2) p # 3 & K1 (automatic overcorrection ) &2
i w e 42 (backward inhibition process ) 5 (3) B ® k sez T A o HT X

B B LG SR R AL BRI

WAK WS - RN

i3 McNally % 4 (1996) % 12 Stroop (¥ ¥ 4% PTSD £ 7477 » I § &
BTERLAPNALPF - IELEAPISD BHHEHL P Favred F RERF 7 PR
PEF P @ #2F IR Stroop (R EPOW B Bl et ag s gk o 0 b iR Amir
£4(2002) Ty RS PUETIIA R BN R R R T AL PR
i PTSD BREAFE Feni R ELIIPIF A TR R PHEF R AT 5
Fled B g2 x5 RirgpIRPTSD B p & it ed@rd B0 ({1 chs
BRER L 100 EF)) i k-ddrflF R R RF ORI F R R PHEFERST
E gk oA Pt bl B AT ¥ Amir T AR GER 0 G A B i)
BRI L 2 AT i 5 PTSD BMe- sE M 2 27 4 o % AmAI G0

LR RERE P RAE L WRIZZHNL LS > 42 2RI

AT e e LA Y A i v ST ¢ o - T BR G R (T
(dot-probe task ) & {7 @ B R > B PTSD k2 2 £ 5231 € B Il §
Tligrz it &4 HFIR % (Pineetal,2005) @ 75 His k* gL pl e £ awT 3 A
I PTSD BAI$ = 3 4 anEH 41 4 (Elsesser, Sartory, & Tackenberg,
2004) LR A R TR Y CHEHR PR LD B R e 272 F L Mogg

{o Bradley (2006) ¥ %ty 4% 128 > 8 PAEF R AmA P LE o - B
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e B BRI R Hp B S P LRl R g B 2
30 o d T AR RS TR o WA TR RIS AR B H R
€ LR IERF R R RS Tl £ P IRPIEEEF o &5 Mogg 1 %
Bradley 2. 5 72 » il idaf T 57 -5 2 5 & 1% 5 W (IR fi35 PTSD
BREGVIZ A Tais gApERl > X F PR B PAL PR e ZFRTE
Foehp Rflp s BPRAFFE Fa g3 F R Ao o
"ot E A4 PTSD B4 & (An—Ha) fedtiin™ F R# R F 7 8455
MV a R 2 ERAT I BREPTSD B kR Al G ARBE UL €
g LRI L 2 e B T o BT S IR4a R 2 F A T
W Ty § R AP R AdF A FAFRET @26 P (An—An)
fedtz F R R %W o Ad o AT AF R (An—An) REFRTOEFE
FAR - AT g il WA (An—Ha) 2 5 & sef 2 i

BFETER > X0 FE{ ST O

R pRERRE S PR

W ORE AL R SR AR R R R AT Y 0 BRSO AR T
sk g o R RG - BT HFI T ARE 2%k > TS AT Tl A R
wank o iR TEY WG f e Bk gl T T - R & T2
- Ry A RS R LR SR FH T - R R i
Bt T — 5% fie$d o Glaser o Banaji (1999 ) = 3 @ & U7 3 F 4 B »c

Rou PR TpHEARDE 232 KB R E I FREY LB
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WZ O L R BRA A BRI e MR E R LK B
B R RIE R o FRE PRI - REFDF iR P o Maier ¥
©(2003) § HHP P RF L BT EFF L B RPFERS - AP A
SRR B PR o NG BT R R BRI R i i

Foek (P~ MEF LR BRI L F RStk ) o Maier ¥ 4 #0048 )

R BE T R BHAE P REEL R Sl h R R B %Y E
R g BApF DT 3 F T ERF g FE T e e e ket

o0 A B LLIETEIEZ e o R g p bRl e 7 L ke i
Foom B P AT - REFOEBR AR AT BRI AFRLE K
ZEFERfrE- e s By B EAPM > T PTSD BH ™ 2 > A1 s R FE 5
MR R BRI FEMR M Vg Tl p AL FANTRE N
fo oo i (An—Ha) festiimT Hap 6 A RD 2 2 0 L b
FEIEE L 4o

R SR e s S L R e SR L
i Wentura (1999) z e drdi| Az » # 15k AT AgF (FE£ Y o073 - R
Aot ™ o F B R 2 B TR g e AR P ch N e Pt > -6 e D
Firiiz PR A 2 e frdl I g o N E g S g A ek 2 F 4 0 i
ZP N LA F 8 R E M R S w2 R o gt ¢ Maier ¥

4 (2003) 4Rt N A e AR RGBT RS PR E Pag iz o RN

m

Bl » el k> AT BB & SRl A (superordinate category )
S G REEE > - LB RENMAEE o o Rg e L Pl - A

BB AR RS Pl )l"} PTSD B#Em 2 > Al ARR3U A VAR S 3 2 3%
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2Rt Al G BT A G AR B L AT en® R NI A o d 3T PTSD 3 48
e RIE B ARG > BT BT AIG AP L RIRPE g  A A G R
2B BFE > DA s 6 AL 2 AT frk BRI AL g
71uﬁ,@rﬁ, A8 00 2. F o

R ke AT T AFR (An—An) RR¥EFRTOEFEFLE
el R RD R e AR TEH H B0 sl b pR 98 R AR S PTSD B AY

HHHEER L L8 RS v L - A PR R S KA

1395 Beck (1975) Hp 7 #F R hipGne it > B B 8 <& 14
BRI L S ko A0 BEER ARt R e D AT RIS P
Mz g AR RRLEGETEIR B RERLFEEF FALL L g B
R FILBIE AT pFon R H ARG RIITE Y S L i 4
(Helfinstein, White, Bar-Haim, & Fox, 2008 ) iz #f#7 7 & 2L L34 % B g 2 #7
7 AR 3 > Constans & 4 (2004 ) % 4% PTSD BRI cvi & 4 i) 2 M & {747
T REFRAE AR TTERFL N EREREFEEL PRI P2 ER

QN %’% R - W FE) PTSD BRI 7 ¢ & Stroop (¥ ¥ ¢ R4 4]

GARM L LY e o RS 0 ERA L BREHE PR L kg

FTREAFEL P AELIBPISD B Rg FE 2 A T HFRL B A
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Pl fF R rc kB Ry A E %’K’ﬁ NIRRT F2 M (An—An)
higie A e+t (An—Ha) ehigse A e b A % 4] PTSD 2¢ > (An—An)
fr (An—Ha) 2 Bag /B ip % o f 0B E RS A © B ga ka3 i
LEAE A G kA 2 PTSD > it — H L2 B e i £ A 2

BF L AW A RAIG PTSD e A K IR 5 B 2% 0¥ i R F]G = (1)

5

£ 5 R Plpeend § 4 Fcriiges 0 PTSD BAEA] G AP M et 2 4 2

=

HAGE R AT G ML F e n B A AR RSB L
o 5 (2) RS it ERRY - P g fRERALEP MRS B2
B HIRA S EE R TR N E G RRARS L A ge P Al
£z Ao ¢ x g Al PTSD P2 25855 B o 7&?2‘ SR s
REers o 315 WG - AT E IR RS TR LA e 2 AR

oS EF R EEBECE o ARRLIF O] A ERE T > LR Rk
A%l R e A kA% R 2 A8 (Milanak & Berenbaum, 2009 )- 12 9318 2 % PTSD
AR o WEFARRE? THHERZE R MR 2Z % 7 7 i FpF
¢ 45 iR eenat £ (Litz, etal,, 2000) e & et PL 4 - 3T A E4ER] 0 H

PTSD ®#m % > g A1 Gkt RenplgApmn L p dped s > 35 7 i

\\~\-

Mend LY MR A PrdladBig A L2 e o Fa d w2 anl 2@ p e

a5

o

P o AR AT A LR R Ak s L -

<
=

B D R L p 8 A

AR R > LR AN L B TR T AFIRE P RSE A B
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BFRm AR o FHRE TE: > G o B Z w3000 4 B F enif i B ok
5 2 EHIERD D wApF2 e > T (Ha—Ha) enifag & #ic~ >t (Ha—An) -
FUF - P MR Ak 2 4R A E 4G PTSD iz T2 i p e
PR e TR A G REEEd ¢ R Ly T2 as
Plgeped 2 o F Bte ) 2 B3 o ¥ BRI R A 2 %AV m gk
Bor g e R T 0 3802 (Ha—Ha) enifie » dic s o5 o Bior #4975 4
F R RS R L N e 0 30 A 2 GE AT BB A e dr AT 2
FoAE e o §IRE (2003) 45 0 B AAGHA A B B AL § A
dyEda  frirdle s LR EHF 0 R PREEL oI R R
BoX Do dle B PR BT B AT A R A ARG R E -
FaA i B RS A TER R ARG HE A e R A B AN

SO Pl rr @ Pl el R g »a %k T AE L L 3

%2 Z Yy o

‘E\H
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o
i

Bdit R LA PISD R R &2 38 8

& Ehlers {v Clark (2000) # 1 e7 PTSD gnim s st 4 1> £ & % &
RIGE AW ¢ ke 2] chi B R g Fp fLen Ao bl G AP M T 5 432 Ap
ik enflges € BAA 2 AP Pl 4 B F fgcs o Michael £ 4 (2005)
SHERAG RGP AFR AL G 3B 6B T 29 B 2 PTSD
ERPFREFIIM X2 o SR % A_PTSD & » fp ke @ a2 F o
AIARR FE 0 AT A LG PTSD e fe A LG irdle £ & > 4 4 E L)
By a RS T 2 AR PTSD ek B d R & F AP 4 47> B % & R
(An—Ha) hifse ~ i PTSD Bk fo g A #3507 ¥ LM - 7 £ &
Y2 B e

B+t (An—Ha) & 2 #cfe PTSD sk endg Fat 4phd > o 204 w4 §F &0
Sl & (An—Ha) fedt T R AT 8 N R 45 s AT -4 4 Frarek
7]t (An—Ha) i#:& 4 #ce2 PTSD ERE R & L R R chn Ap B v L2 5
¥ AEAG B Y & (An—Ha) TR EI5 goc % 4| PTSD A8 K o
LIGERARE BN R AR A2 E- HEHFHAFEM G b
BEBA AR P BRI Ao 8 PTSD ek R BT F B o v
FHEFHR & Sroop [FF ¢ o § PTSD @M= ©F 8174 &bk hin o e
w ded 4 % (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) s 7 & % 40 B (Bushetal,

1998) o 1 b 5 kor hinav v ¥ ¢ g4 ok RIS 0 & PTSD B8 2 "u3R+ 1Y

A dpphcigges 0 St AT deh o PTSD BRUEHE UL chp 8 1 AgL T i 4o
Wi A FF M AR Y S EH (An—Ha) 2 F Jg7 47 0237 Stroop ¥ ¥
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CHEPF AR LRI B0 LR F CRAG BHF b (An—Ha) b

SiRE A #F v 5 PTSD B B ch- 5apdh » @ S ME R § 2 gkt 45 o
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- FRIR

o RFHFL R

PLRE

v ERE 3 2 )’%Fa,?*“ PTSD @8 fde i sk iR 2 853> 2 4 A3 Tk &
L %% 73 - & Buckley & 4 (2000) 4p 127 i ol ¥ 2 gbiFiiy Mo
i F* AT EE PTSD BTG 3 LF T X AEHF LG E
PRFHFN ST R ERAFAE A F &R TR 2 ]G A M T
A G ERF ARSI KT AHTREFEIRE T FLFY
L £l A F KRBT > 4245 Glaser - Glaser (1989) g i » B ¥ 1k

P BRI FOEPF R A R A B AR B B R D

SENEE R e E s AE RN ARG E R e
%% Dannlowski % 4 (2006) 2 i3k » i e 5k R s 2 (X 42 B > #R A
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HAHRTFZ I o TR PR IR HE P RRE ER R &
LRI AR Y TR PR R R ER RS L EVRAE R
iﬁ,’i}i’\ﬁj”’ﬁ B o

’n‘:‘_’}—;"ﬁ/w\ 3G o AFY R ;}iﬁé PTSD §F %F= 3 AR P ol w2 1872 >

A3 B 4 PTSD 2 &7 ‘ﬁgﬁ R e dogt - j&f 7 ¥ B 2 PTSD 3 48 4r
- B BMATEARI Z A5 R ¥ RiFeF LR R4 kp 415 5%:E
A_PTSD cue ST L] o gt #h > BEAR AT 7 2 S22 230 p < FHF] o 2 b
PTSD z_ %7+t » (%3 % Sheetan v Zimmerman (2002) #7& &k B %22
#HERA > '% 0 PTSD FREE R b e E At & £ RNt R
B3 & DSM-IV ¢ 2 & M & F o B AT A Higk ik 2874 7 > 2 & PTSD

SEFE-E LIERTE Sy NS SE S

(

ERE

R

B B 3R B PTSD B8R (7 af™ 1 1 b4 FF B B2 2R AR ok 2t
FATY A HCT S T 4G - e 4R R (v £ %8 PTSD B ARiE 74
31 (i.e., Milanak & Berenbaum, 2009 ) » % I & i 4% fo i 5F g »c %k 2 B &

BEFLAPR - Ra o d WEHPF T TG HEG iiﬁ‘ﬁi@ﬁé\fé@ v @ B R AR
FE T N R T R m R T R 2x % fo PTSD e B 20 F1 5% B 1% o 247
THT R HI LWKE o FE A B4 PTSD B4 G ot B4
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BRI R P B A R R X7 6 e R I
g R R sk A B B EE T E e BT e R B T E
AR e Bk e 23R cRa o AAFET R 0 B G A AIG AL (F L R
w4 € FMAELIG PTSD 2fcd s A fldrdle 5 P AT ek R
o Ao A A3 PTSD BAEA 3 0 3 b 82 0 Tl € e 3 b ih
Pt o 11 F 3 IR Tooby fr Cosmides (1990) ehgi24ale » # F3ni A 4
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R A d A BB e R B X o BT N AFT B A S TG
PEER A SRR B o R RE M2 R

AT REFR A EAG PTSD BAEp & i 0 4L g2 frfeeni & B 48
B FHREY NRAGAAMALE B P g IR T2 RPE, SF B K
PhEE A B R RSN A & A RAER > g st L PTSD juAviE 5 s
BEAR T 6 B RIT ek 0 A BARA A SRR G Rt L R R
e R e b B P gt 8 AREAI G e R A B iR R o &
iRk HFI AN ek S K RS R AR BT g RIT
g 4 o ied e d 4 B (Foaetal, 1995) 0 A > b %] A sk ¥
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L RFLREAR 0 NUAEAT B R EAR A3 &
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