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Investigating the Effect of Depressive Rumination on Working
Memory Capacity in Non-Clinical Samples

Chia-Chi Chow

Abstract

Introduction : Literature review shows that depressive rumination sustains
depressed mood. However, recent studies have suggested of two separated
subcomponents of depressive rumination, i.e., brooding and reflection, representing the
maladaptive and adaptive cognitive aspects of depressive rumination, respectively.
From another point of view, some researchers proposed that there were cognitive
mechanisms accounting for the persistence of rumination process, i.e., the tendency to
ruminate is the results of individual’s cognitive impairments or rumination itself
occupies one’s cognitive resources. Both hypotheses need to be further examined.
Purpose : Thus, the present thesis aimed to empirically investigate the relationship
among rumination tendency, rumination process and working memory capacity.
Method : Study 1 examined the psychometric properties of the Chinese version of the
Rumination Response Scale-Short Form (CRRS-SF). It validated a two-factor model of
depressive rumination by using a sample of 220 undergraduate students. Study 2
developed the Chinese version of operation span task, and resulted in two parallel sets
of items equivalent in difficulties for evaluating subjects” working memory capacity
pre- and post- manipulation in the next study. Study 3 consists of two experiments.
Experiment 1 was designed to examine whether the rumination process occupied
cognitive resources in 70 undergraduate students. In experiment 2, another 58 students
were instructed to induce sad mood before manipulation in order to further investigate
the impact of depressive rumination on cognitive function. Results : All in all, the
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results indicate that: (1) The CRRS-SF yielded adequate psychometric properties.
Moreover, scores on the brooding subscale, rather than reflection subscale, were
significantly positively correlated with depressive symptoms. The results supported a
satisfactory two-factor construct of depressive rumination. (2) Rumination process
alone, in the absence of depressed mood, was not able to elicit participants’ negative
emotions or impair their cognitive function. (3) Normal subjects with sad mood
induction did not show deleterious effects on mood or executive function after
ruminating. Notably, participants with higher scores on reflection subscale showed
greater working memory capacity than participants with lower scores after remediation
from sad mood states. Discussion : Based on the findings, the structure aspects such as
the valence of thought contents and subjects’ characteristic were discussed to elucidate
the appropriateness of applying the theory of rumination in non-clinical samples.

Possible application and future directions were also addressed.

Keywords: Depressive Rumination, Response Style Theory, Working Memory

Capacity, Operation Span Task.
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SR PN E BERLT N AE AR
R AL RBEF hE 2 F LA AL B RN R RS

] o Fpb 0 AP RN BLEL S IR R B inaed OB B o



Fo1irfREE

Baddeley £2 Hitch (1974) # 411 ¥ #ic:¢ (working memory model ) » % §#
31 iFEfRafrd o D = BINL E e > & 3¢ LT (central executive)
4 EL1 2 3 fRse B (articulatory loop ) ~ 4R 7 B % 4 (visuospatial sketchpad ) %
B AR & 5 (slave systems ) o 25 5 Su f F 8% B E S R E 2 B e & o
PARERRR T REALS TR LI LRI EAR - FI 0 1 iFs Ak
TRFZ-BFRF Vb a0 T 2T URBIRTE S EERYIIIAEF
%75 (storage) frid® (process) e » F|pt > 1 TRl (74 4 & Jf Al & a2
BEFOFRET AT LRE A

Daneman ¥ Carpenter (1980) # Ba EAg 3R & (complex span) 7% » & f
BRAASZH B ok pFima s 2 2F# A R (reading span) %7
RPFF LN Bobiaed o 2 B RAFLE BT Dbl -
BFF o S FREAFREFL FRLEUFEY RN RFT1ERFEDB

# A 2 &R o Turner &2 Engle (1989) = " BFRFARLRLT R AZ 2 it 4

Vo fRE S A 2 ETRRTE S SR FRE TR R LR UIRE R
FORFARLR > &- HEFAFRA R TLIRE R E P i 4 8- 7 %
P ek (domain-free) h@ FE# i 0 % € % Tl A engiem 58 o

WP TRFE DHECRAERITE > AFRA
V- BAGRA Tt Uk F et o BOI R APRTR A TR RS -
FHETE T Al - BT AL EM O TP 0 IR FFRBALHS
Kw et e JgT o G R 4 2 B o 04 Baddeley &2 Hitch (1974) ¢ha i%3

WAl kg o AR R FER BT LS LHE s 4 o - BB R TER
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B R EGE B o

Kane ~Bleckley ~ Conway~ % Engle(2001 )12 ¢t # {72 & # (executive attention )

FRLELLE 1 TR A B ik o AHIEHAP > BEd e (short term memory )
4_£ #p 72 ® (long term memory ) i £ AZE R LB 3 2 H 97 o e el

FELLT A fARAIFAAIR A BB 4 TR ] BRG] B

A

Flpt i Fre Rt bY o ihr - BEAER R EALY 49 0 ] Al
BB L ehrtay 0 TP R A 4 4 E e (block) ~ #r4] (inhibit) 2P &
Benk 3 Mo 1 (PR F & A HmiE T oA TR S T F 4 (interference )
4o (distraction) 7% (conflict) efFa;T > ¥l afFpMa il A% 2 > F
gy s o A ARl 2 P EE e 75 (goal-directed behavior) it 4 FLF] o 4
Tj‘&{?ﬁ’ﬁiﬂ 1 FeRFEAZNILBHT LA AEF ] F 2P EApH L
GARAFEP RS RABMMENTEALACIL Y PR ke
o RE o R B AT IRIER R TERRIR 2L 2 TR £ i
Mie 4~ 82— R Ar 4 (general fluid intelligence) B 55 > B IL¥F M R ff 011

TeR7ZEEEHERE PR OEL > BIRGHATIRH ch- TR oo pL et ’,I'Z‘?»‘L'L?QJ'#E“%

_.\

FreRF RE - SRS ek REAREFFE 1 TR EH BN

‘\1

WAL Repp A F Y > PRI E ST 5 EFHHE (Conway,
Cowan, Bunting, Therriault, & Minkoff, 2002 )~ F]* » # iT R B (T 4R 5 v &) e

BAEBEFTELFET RplEP AR/ Fa 4 ahdmo

Rl B rRRE E
Engle ~ Conway ~ Tuholski ~ 2 Shisler (1995) #& J!$r4]-F /R 3% (inhibition

resource hypothesis ) » 3% 5 #r 4| H - B F &R 4£ 73w F kR £ BT IR ER

FerRaz o 4 FAE 0 f BT B R R M TR Fepli 4§ T
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FHIUVRIZFE A PR FET M) w0k g B o ot - J
WRE R BT R VT RT o BFFERSFARI L o gy
PET F GRACE RAR D > FIPURPERITE AR GRE c BEFER L v BF kT §

AT R s e R o ,T%q,\‘;b AT R poe B Rk 4
Flm T e f e B FEY > Ry LT & Y4324 F Jh o Conway ~ Tuholski,
Shisler ~ % Engle (1999 ) $ * 4p e ikt ¥+ 3 ~ M1 (e fi i B % éﬁﬁi’gf—?iﬁi‘ )
FOAWREEES S BERTFIRADERE A §RRS v G E > A0

a1

F_*

REGZFEL BRI mRt ] o A B » W% - RBY
FreREFENLE > ¢ adrdlipM FEHLIR -

MFETTR RPIE DI TR E e e R T o B B Feplip M anit R
P 4 B o Redick ~ Heitz ~ 2 Engle (2007 ) W B3 77 7 > 13953 e drd|# i

mﬁ%é\ %\Fl s Ay T rf‘!;ﬁ% 2

(=) gFma¥ (perceptual) I & > e i
BRITE
Conway ~ Cowan ~ % Bunting (2001) &R FTEF % » 45 TR ?‘;ﬁ'fg;‘ir‘éﬂi
Ho - By T - R R AR L VRS R L F T
Al feo bk B TR R &ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ??‘g%&dﬁi TEIFL DRI L PEF(65%Vs.
2%@»%3%%&ﬁ&?*¢%@%1 Ljeds o AT HERAPEUBIZR
WAl TR B fdmi2Ar A dsEaiiac c 1 7Rz E

(e Fadd ol ~ ¥ oSk Renic 4§ M

=

Flanker %

pL ]F;r_ ;hjfg_mq,\,, Féﬂ Kl ulﬁjag]v} e 7& S 11 /;I,}—g‘;"iﬁrg g 4 o & Fé.ﬂz

LT VRIS DI S N Pl A P
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FAp b ol (b4 HHHHH) > » ¥ i 2.5 J#Eﬂ % (&4 HHSHH) o
PRESCHFRBER FlZ AT WP RS O FIY i?i"?qzmé
PEE BRS¢ B o » #F 5 P48 o Heitz 2 Engle (2007 ) 124§ B i%d i& (777

E %fl?u’ﬁta‘r"$ Tl R P s X3 BT % Freni® B anfiin > 02 gk

£ ERE AT 2R 5 ML PR D °“*%T%%§ﬁ”
FRARES MR RE RS ERAARFT IR F AR LTERL PR

(=) A#Pril (suppress) &> LFK & F7 &
fe ¥ 95 % i ¥ (Paired-associates task )

Rosen ¥ Engle (1988) ;R i#f T8 Z —pHh ) feften™ 8 Y 33 &
YR A o FEAA- BV RURBRLRF @G o pivEnE
RRAN>NERT PR RER > il SRFF Y I TRE - PR
fedtie &> 3300 2 € £4F 3 (b4 EF-CD-AB, bird-bath; eye-glass; dust- pan )
e FPled Hrp PR EF A -(HReho A 2 E - Rrk Z R FEII AP RTF
» 48k ()4 AB-AC-AB, bird-bath; bird-dawn; bird-bath ) - # 7 & % k1 &+ 45

BT MRRE AvRE DEFPAAE O RFILIN - RFPOTHE B R

}i’%‘ AEF R ZRFIFTREOF R R I 4] E—m%%}i’%"[ﬁ @R R
K F A AE R AT EIFRT e Y 2 B P B AR IR T R
o RA I RF FS}%}%.J‘J °§—*‘#E‘_1P 1@‘*%{%}%&—%?1%@&%@3

SHRFFINAOEY o AHRIF - RF I A ONF MR R K T B

7 4eB R BF 0TI LR P MR E B2 T ATE S AR g o

(=) AJLF gL (response competition)
Stroop i* %

B Stroop T @ > RN FRALBHDREF o FPFREFI BT RS



#—ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’gﬁ*iﬁﬁi@ﬁﬁﬂﬁp%’a&uﬁmiéﬁiﬂﬁﬁo
Kane ¥ Engle (2003) % Z#- Stroop T % 7 ehf| gt kL 5 FEABE (Gldor
FOFMERTS DAt bHEE L TS%PE MR R AF I BT ERF - R
EVBARFAL L P FREF - F BE AR BT ERAFREE R ETF
A DRGSR P FR G MR R F OF AL O RP T B PG R AR

FLOAF LD 4 RT § LI HRTF -

F pt# ( antisacade ) 7%

B TR o R AR L IR L RIS R £ & RS
A g B A GURBEAS B Sl R G o BBt o R A T A58 BT
B gk (prosaccade ) HMARAMA w2 (cue) NIz ¥ 5 F PR R HEAR
B o FURBEAS B S8 AR E 607 5 o (2 d S MAREAS B (g RN B
- BT pEit g R o &L EPES e A F D oe AT EL B
LATIFERA G T AP g BAL P R # % (goal oriented) & & -

Unsworth ~ Schrock ~ £ Engle (2004) 14§ ~ MR & & 7Y o 4 17RIE
Femb el o AP %- 7 0 A ELFY DIRB S SRR SREF ) LB o
LA FEEERY O MBREVFRRYOF BERE RS SE YK
R RS TES o R AR A FRAFF R AL

P AFRETEY  XRESFRIPEEF B L FRLRF LB RE

ISR R s AP
PR B R R KPR AERFLLY ARETEY S B - R
o WP iFRBE RN A G A AR NEIH N 04 F 7T HAFRA D
BIE o
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RN

é\’"‘l__!' —?}EJ( y F\ fFB—p—I']‘z ;p]ﬂ;:}ﬁj_ iF: g]"éﬁ + m;L’_;glL;,_ R @#,p#]gg%‘h){}@
FELFARA FHM o AR TS R ARE T L HHELR

ABgEdla A 2Bl R B RERE Y DFE 2 oo f_"-_%“gv} R MR A

>
>
>
»

I

FIER RITEOTRAEAPMA ]

B TR R TEMRL R AL % U RARKET 2

BEEEHY s BRKEH o SHeAF A F i Rl ( general factor) =¥t R i thz ¢k o H

fo B A F7 ELEE 0 P A H P—};/m;v)’rslkb;f@;ﬂ'}ﬁﬁiﬂ it g SRR Y W 3
Boo M2 FHURRK BHERRATARY it 4 AR e PR EFRRTELRE
15 OTRA AR Y R 5 o e T SR MR & R TR £ 0ap

F&g@)’%l&e

(- ) Btk

W4 2 pkdp % A 1 (Multiple Sclerosis) R &1 feieip B (F KR
Zendo o wHBERGE T HEMS o F R IET L LTS F A g b Y
FRELT BER 0 £ BRATRATRE S 0 R RS SRR T R K AL A

iT ¥ #15%& (Hartlage, Alloy, Vazquez, & Dykman, 1999 ) - Arnett ~ Higginson - Voss -
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Bender ~ Wurst ~ 2 Tippin (1999) A3 %% 7 & B BEX > $ & xR Jﬁ" *F

FLy RERE AR v§}§}§ilf$Pm%iﬁﬁ”%ﬁﬁi}iﬁm&ij\
FEILFRBFEMERA T UIEREE TR LR TTROTE LRI - Flt o

P yiah b g R e F £ Mo @ & 34r 4 L% 4 - Conway ~ Tuholski ~
Shisler ~ % Engle (1999) & 52 B eH T AT hp >R H BRI 2 o f
GO A SR LAY TRARI L 6 R B ARR BALAST K RS
WA AR ET o BT VIEY KSR B T E IR TR o

Dalgleish ~ Williams ~ Golden ~ Perkins, ~ Barrett ~ 2 Barnard (2007) 12 ~ & #

o fpd  BROHNEE (RABEEAAKY - % > 15) bR TR A

4-

mz\lﬁ,e‘%p—gx"&*"— it (P d@ELA28HY-K < 10)e ¥ eh-2L 54

\-Hiz

Y

% ;éiﬁ" » 5 R A 5N 2s BRI (autobiographical memory test) ~ ¥ (TR B 1T ¥ -
2R RBMEE  BRENIAERTRARGTENEIRE B EREE AR TR DN
(r(30)=-41,p<.02)- &2 a4r4|7 BWRKELER PP FE FITR R TEL
1w R p 1B 5N s R endF 2 (autobiographical memory specificity ) 7 & ¥ e § 4p

B(pr(29)=-49,p<.005) -

(Z) fred2BZRAIFH
Klein ¥? Boals (2001) 3 Sk %87 SRR 5 § = 2 R4 & BAIIE (TR
BiEkZmAF M tied @RS AEHFERATEDLRAN - FHE
TE R F R e AR T EIE0 - B2 BESRE > B BRFLR
2OFFALA TR RARRL  FP TR L ARG FLEL -
7

Brofo- BiohE A 2BT R Pty anp®

i

- P AT 8 E B~ Baid (thought intrusion) friigF f72 (avoidant thinking )
SRR - BRI el RO B AL RS B R

ek AEFENE R A e AR RER PRI LG £ B 2T
b j
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FRPAREREIERF DRI LW S G TREF RS F3IF AT
FERMOEEZ > RAPL gHRFRELR S F L (2R G hafrd 4
AR DEE o SR AT Y F ARK 0 4+ i Wegner &2 Zanakos

(1994) F & FrAZIZh * s s B2 B NEH » F & F T Rebg 2 o

FoREEHE R

F o TR B RicBH 7 E& ok R B BldAcg BSR4 iR ‘\’:‘i,&'?qz

FREFEAGFEAMDEZSAR G RO g fhRE L EE > 2 R
el m gy AL RfrR L T IR -

Brewin £2 Beaton (2002) 14 Wegner £2 Zanakos (1994) #13& 3+ o ju F %45
HL BRI 21 FeRF B OB o KL S G BIFE ) BB
I adhe % - MR ARIE AR LR (baseline) > X 4L ¥ ¥ &3 B4R L 8 7
HiE e AT o ¥ RRR TR BRI R R R T R EE AL R

Aa R R T iy A LAk AR Fr ERAFLEDA

T

P T e Ei‘f‘uif%é@%‘%‘\»fﬁ" PAE o BB 4 (expression) FEE R EHT
FLERRIOEE > FATETIY LR RS BEFRL FeRE L8 APl
PRE BT fienidic MEFFAPM > 1 (TR s BARMPIART 5 5 e B i
A ER o M~ fr Rosen & Engle (1998) #F 4 1 iFe g7 £ MEE YV il 3
€73 P AR IR GG M AP KR B A Y P2 > Brewin ¥ Smart (2005 )
R I P e § Brfl B B A G ML L d e AT R F AR BT
BARE a2 TR BAGHRITLREIFIDIHR R RALAS T
Ferid @ eh D i yorp 1 B BEL (TRiRE RO R AP IR BTE
el BEF LM BERBHL w%raw%éraﬁézaﬂﬁ%@%m
WG B FERFEMT M -1 FERFEDFPHIZf-BHEAT S
P T oo B EF L R 4 ARG Moo
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F iz cnE FldElr - AR 2EAH ~FF0IR > FF LA EF X
SR ESH ISR S B g BT AT D« e v AR
BRERLELRRER SR RS ut i Ly - R EL SR Eo EAE S SRR
MR E e B (trait) A F RRE (state) B fEE R~ o B AA
B nfafl (1) F HF 5 57 s B 0§ FIEEe bl A M s
Foo(2) F Bk g AL Lo T haofir o 7 B0 B L R T R
B E etk i e

By B R R AT T AR RN T o Ak AR
AR A A ER PR U TR S HF I TR

BT F AR M AR A T AR b le 1 (e IR AR o AT LA A
i RS PARITE o 1 Te R EFE E L Bardla 4 2 3 fARM o Tl o
LHRLFHREF HFEFL TP 2 TR ELEFRENLL ik -

Joorman (2006) ¥ #& Midrd| et s HE Bonu ol FER £ 5 F
SR Al e g e 52 £ & ~ & o0 (non-relevant) & Hh B2 i~ 1 iF
B BHEZEANERETIABAEG « FHEIF LMD S RTHFTRE > &
BEAT R AL FRRFEN CHNEFLLS § VOB T AL RS
foed BFRAEEZEYRTT RO Fof B IR S el e bR Lehk
MR o

¥ — % 6 > Watkins £ Brown (2002) Rl3%5 F A L4 5 £ F R
iR BRI AF BT EOT R A @ BHERET - RDE HER 2B

¥ 8h2c 4 2 424 (mental control ) kg {F MERR T G niTH 48] o

Wegner 22 Zanakos (1994) i L Bdrdle 37 3 B4 @ fdlfe—=E1 8 4
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B RR RS 1 E R A—H L R ES o R AR
Foe o FHIFEART & B ABORYRTT RIS izf;ffg‘ rnd F AR R
%EﬁizﬁﬁpuﬁpﬁwﬁﬂupﬁﬂL*$o—ﬁkﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ$’f%&
oL ook BE R o R BHMORLTTIRG L A W TR R
BB AR AR R IR A R oR R AL S TR AR T
BEORZFEIABEG cGFF SF Bi P ERTTRNTEL S AT LEL
F oo BMS-E 2l g S e FHEL T BRORE - R E
o B EETR @ ERAEE Bk TR -

AR S AR EE P T R PR 2 Pde o f A

TR A SR R R B LT

»
>
|

»
g

BT R

FhE T #7dn W en B F BRBAE a FEREDOLE @ 3 ARREERT
R BA A AT ET RS AP AT BHAERE LR &

¢ oM o Pt P RS TR ARLA@ NS BN FE A LT
’B‘&#'Jm%\%‘}%‘°?”;ﬁff'ﬁ% R R~ BRI TR EAEFHFE T

lﬁ%ﬁiiiﬁwﬁﬁiﬁak%%*ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ*’J?ﬁéﬂiﬁﬁﬁ

fe e oK E S 1 iFRREE N s MR LN Prdl# o gl ivE LR
L

BHHETF B BB TS A F LR TR AR

ERFE AT REBHOIRL B EF HOME > G N L B RF i
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F2ZW G Bt AL EREFHF HMe  F Bk TR R 2 M

FriRwlt o d 32 kR HBEF Aol { R FIRINFELE §fo5 e
B R BB AVERDE B E L R4 o R H R RAE B b 1
BAP T AE ZINLREIE o FIr Ay R ¢ 2 PRI E s UHRFELIRA

SR PRI LTS T RENLE /B RGBS Be e o DA
Fogh R gl snaest a2 M o

F-2a o @ v F AT S Gonk o SR RMA] G
BTAEFZ o F AARTAELT A I FE w S AR AERLTE
(Nolen-Hoeksema & Morrow, 1993 ; Lyubomirsky & Nolen-Hoeksema, 1995) - 4 ¥ ﬂ

BAFG Y R A R RERZ R URFESRY

F R

FEumE2 i o AR RSB AT BRET RS

(=) F pF b E1EELEH
Hol. 7 & F ek B2 2 @%7 520 Txlap § 0% TIRLE 4, 3 BFR -
TR F L TRLE G, AR A @A SR EE L BB EE A

LR R

() FAhFERRE - BERAZLIFERFEZHFH
Ho2. B¥m e R el tehz €7 f » M-
Hol3. F fhF Jeh 51 FRFEELF f » I o

Ho4. & %ﬁmj_ T By B F MR %’% .
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(2) F kgt

Ho.5. & A514 f g fFHaimT™ » LR FEFF hF RIFES 2 o F T
o1 iFERFERFHEEFLR -

Ho.6. t Al f{ & HHDERT - F LA FFr het s ivd 2
FE

(2) &G <HTHF pRiGRE

Ho.7. 3% &

GHSEG RAF B BIEL SR A PR EME £
s F R % i KR
Ho8. 3% &5 Hakis » 1 it BAMY » Zfop Mo 2 F Bitsd 2
T% o3BT F HITEL  MALLIMBFREINF AL BTN CITER
B (RS Eﬁ.»/)z”}; £ 3 0
Ho.9. 314 &1

AMw B E KiTEG 3
EF TR HITER AL MEF B A BT ITER
B ARG LR

EAR B
| R 35/ |

7 | 5 8, o
1
AT R E TE
3, 4

’Z/ J;:“J [\-EI' 5(,
2
g oL =
[ merH H—— B K
- . . |
IEXrE S .
11 &R B
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- a2 SL
¥R Py 2BER%

AL IR WA R P ORNSIFAF AL FY
“HEFPPRAEARERAEREE R E L o g AR RRE LF

TEh REZANFIZFRH - AL PP E2?d FFRRTEPRERZ T

A s LRI R L TR

»¥
=k
)

Z1E TR RESDINELE A2
Tl B2MmE 29 2 & Z 1 ABFHR FHh- NP OAFEEFE HLY L
TN AT R F5% - R AREF R - R LB L B AN H A
foooRRniER s - KT REF hEptRas LR -

ARRGEARP LIELIELHE T 1L R AT AR

- % F3- PR AFRABREAEKRZZES

5% (12004 ) %:F Nolen-Hoeksema »* 1991 & #7 5 # #7i¢ * ik G 2 7
EHPLREARPIE  FLREHAP 2 F RLBRELAE G A RGN -
ﬁa»&ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@~&@F@&ﬁw%dﬁﬁ%y5@&%§%
( Ruminative Response Style, RRS ) » i »+iT # 3 &2 Treynor 3 Gonzalez * I #% !
FhFEh#EAd FLEEUZEShpFarhddifes 2RALAELES 7

IR FIEFHE] - FRLZEFRIF AMAEY 2 757 F RS E RS
e ¥R i» ( Treynor, Gonzalez, & Nolen-Hoeksema, 2003 ) - ﬁ;é'idﬁ" egtEE R FIR 0 ¢
CPFEERREAY DA FEHEEY DS AP o o F 5 SRR A
EAZHIAARFL AR AT P 0 BB o Bl AP AR E AT 2

AR R L Y Y @K BT AR Y o #0121 W E ¥ Dr. Nolen-Hoeksema

23



=iy

hAFHEY P

- kA :

TR AATELRIG AR

s Bt Rl P AR THR%RZE LA A

=
A
FEr BB AN RYR  UB B L AK @Y SUEEE B

LARFEREY SHLRFHLER

Fonf MR CRFETAAIL B A B AP - A NT R

R ERLBR AT - EEANDFE HF R B A ER HS 103

FIF AT A A BT PR AN S04 o AFFY Y FAL T

Z Lo * gk

LE X EREE CA S FEGH A CILE 2 RS F A L WA R g
2o 3o XV R EERARLSA LG 225 L RREE S8
%‘\, -
F g FF a2 L35 A v B e (n=220) ¢
S A d A%
A g 94 42.70
A 126 57.30
& § 18~21 211 95.90
22~27 9 4.10
423 v B 28 12.70
2 36 16.40
18R 4 1.80
FEII 22 10.00
i H I 12 5.50
A E 26 11.80
EL g 35 15.90
o 9E3 2 .90
TEER 2.30
ENF X 453 2.30
AP FTRELE R 44 20.00
H i 1 .50
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M%%ﬁ%~ﬁ%@ﬁ

ek 97.8 06) e L F LI NI RN E S EEAT 18 3

o TimEds s 19.60 e (8

2@ E S s

"

145 & ) o 2tmA T

FELBIATORAKRRR IR S FERR

‘\?“'K?-"B
Plof A S8 Rl R %

\&‘fh\"ﬂ—" JE AT AR A o B

4L > 1L

v’LJF

stk A A Beh 220 4 (bR

27 Az

EATH LA o

oo T0 A g T e

ALY TS AR R 4 K & 35

o

z
g

okt A L 32 4 (iR#EAZ 9149 )0 £3F

BRI A AZ B L REE T LRE AR 18 1 24 2
T T3oEdl 2038 f (A 131K )odmt v SR TA 0 LA o
e
- ERFS2IFF A 8 E (n=32)
v g A i A%
4w g 10 31.30
2 22 68.80
& 18~22 30 93.80
23~24 2 6.20
2 1 > F 1 3.10
° 8 15 46.90
18 0 .00
FER 5 15.60
e 3 0 .00
AR 3 9.40
R X35 4 12.50
O = 0 .00
TFEER 0 .00
4 e% ﬁi g 3 0 .00
i P /);ﬂy_ﬁ %F’D 4 12.50
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ﬁ\' NI Sl Y
C)P2FAFRREBEL®RLBY

I A% (2004) BEZ Y 2K AAF Rk B AN R
4+%t Treynor ~ Gonzalez ~ ™2 % Nolen-Hoeksema (2003 ) % 4 #] “f FAAE R
B4 P PR REERITINZ MAE B TR AR A T o R
EA7uEs iR FE 4 (reflection); £ TG p  (brooding), = & %1% -
He » FRF AP F I HEIPFERF B R U E BRRARIEDEE
PldeT BT RORE T AT o B FAP G I P FRINERE TR

BAR LT L%,W%Fﬁmfﬂﬁﬂu@’mywhf%?wowﬁaa%

B

TR LS BE A R B R B R 1T B
TR 2T R 3T F T ALK RE | e

BiriEArY F LHLEFT vt Rl P E Y 2 TRk o ILER Y B

2 o Ed BHE Z Rk IR AN B F M0 REd ¥ - iRk
RIS XX

(=) BEHER G2

AT EY Y 2RE B EE % % - 9% (Beck Depression Inventory, Second
Edition ; BDI-IL) » 2+ £ # % A st & @4 R £ #Miwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ
ot BT AP SRR EREFFEL o E e B R IFE
BAFEEE 0634 ABARF A BERARARKL -FPFLHETY 2R L
BEAF D RaPIM—REZRL 094 FFLERZ 091 »xR > 5 > FlE A7
TEARA-EFEMNE PMe RS BFF o 2 ROC & Rik{7F £ BWRED T2
oo AR RS 804% FER G 628% AR G T2.8% (pE B AT -
SR 2 s VAFL 5 2002) 0 ARk (2004) ~ AR (2003) R E R E A p
M- Rt 823 B7T2F - xBAFAaFang B RE 75 (hFH
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2003) c RgpAFT T P 220 A B A KA EEORR—REER S 91 = iF

e

ZZRRIER G T8 vt > WAt £

D

ARG B RA

[}

B o

(\x,

T RE

j\;ﬁﬂ‘z&iﬁél?% gggf%'u/—g,, g/{h‘]m/—i ﬁ g %’}"L ﬁlﬁ ’ I} Jﬁ]%@ﬁ
RS R E TR o X AR AR EERARARTR Y 2 A
BhtBimrn2? 2Rl L BEREAS SR LRBRARRET 20 F

ﬂ(-g: IE#EFF"’ “xErr o

R T A i i)
*FEF 02 SPSSI12.0 & A HMEFT L 470 A7 N deT
L FEREFRAHT 0 N AT R PR EEAED Bk kR Ao T2 R gdR
* ¥F % 12 %1% # 47 ( Exploratory Factor Analysis ) "By 34 & % F1 % g - 4

1 # 4L pwF+ 2 (principal factor analysis ) fo 3 F1% f i E >

(=3

by S 3 a0
R AR N 2L B F R Bl BRBRTFIR LT APB L D
T RBRSHA (1995) #F& o EF AL EKRE (promax ) iE T o

2. PIN—REER CEPEF HF R EELAERERLFTR -

3. PRIGR TR EREABFROETR O ONBERELI LT T 20

4. e At P E L REAZ AR TR0 Tl L 5 AUl
o Aedp b A 475 3 IR g I o

SOARBR MBIt ATHRIRKEEAZ IR IAEL LI LG HYULE -
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L~y %%

(=) FREFF L H

AFFT A FhF]F 22 AR EM Y 2 F AF Bk T4 EKE
FFREAY K TF L FEANO03 2 EPRE A ESE AT REIPTFE L
RS M E oD > G ER - I FR L FERTRRE AT R
A BEATIE > LT LRI AZ c SRR ERM A B BFE
BEER L REREAZHEE ARERS BRE AN TEMep L2 TR
LER o &d 4402 6XEAEP o o A FZVER2 LYEE L 4657 %

FlE B eoAp b hlics 440 BT Tl RREARME 0 e DR RaE R o

(=) p#-REGR

PR AR R AR P IR- R (Cronbach’so) % 74 =l p
% =R F 4 ernCronbach™s o Pl & %] & .66 22 71> &4 = o
%=

PR BF Bk REAEETR SHE P RE G (n=220) -
F& - F& =

g 450 Etap F  FLFA

7. BI T A G e ARG PR LY .80 -22
8. R TimAag 2RI FASLE & 74 -.03
Ioofr TR B A A F et T2 A7 .06
6. LA BITOFR ATHE TV MRE L F 31 15
4. pePEE > IR S PIREERFER -.05 .63
2. AHEREHFEE > FREBL PR ERTIEE .07 .59
3. B NimaAnf* gHas VKR 26 52
5. BT et AT -.15 52
9. AYTiREA BEM - RREEIFPRERTIEN 22 48
10. pp 2 FEx 30T e g% -.10 43
pR- &Mtk (Cronbach'sa) = .66 J1
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AEPRBHEFLRCARSY L RIFRFRL 2G> E S
4w o 2 F BFRRREZAEREDEBIGRL T2 Flop FAELZIFL

FAARELRPLPITRAG L 612 660

(2) FHRFRBRRE -FLFE ST -RE kLB BRI RN AT

xR ABEE R A (n=220) BFEAFTEFEAT TE 0 F AF B

BAERLAS R RMERTEAMTIM - 25 - Bwf kAR AR
W kB s B F AF B BB LA ®EY FLE 4 e E G T AR
22 B MEM > Slep A LARREERT MF AN LFLF 4L E

LR REE S BTG W

+
LR AF AEAEREL ES LB R EA U BDI 2 4 i 5e3t o
w0 iR is 3B
T (R £) n TR 1) n
FohF k(A ) 2738(4.13) 32 26.53 (4.33) 32
=hep # 11.09 (2.47) 32 11.03 (2.13) 32
e N 16.28 (2.80) 32 15.50 (2.87) 32
& 4 R 10.94 (6.53) 32 10.84 (6.75) 32
T
FhELmrirea s g @4 ~BDI 2 f ik 3322 4p 2 47 (n=220) -
1 2 3 4
1 FahrFR (B4) -
2 Elap ¥ 65% -
3FRLF A T70** 33k -
4 B WoEHK .09 27** .00 -
T3of(R8 ) 25.66 (4.97) 10.69(2.56) 14.96(3.51) 9.22(8.19)

%< 01,
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(Z)FHAFB-FLFE - Flop TERERMZEE LR 04
A EE LFEEELSEANE B EREERA Y AEFLR LA o

NI e lhu s e TR AT A THALA M BEER RS T A

ek

FERFIAM o LA o

o
Al E BF b R AEKREASES BAE < (F4 BDI 2 & ik 43 T 2
Tiof (FH#X) t p-value
Fowr (8~ )*H (n=126) 25.36 (5.13) 1.06 29
74 (n= 94) 26.07 (4.74)
Zhop # L (n=126) 10.60 (2.65) 59 58
74 (n= 94) 10.81 (2.45)
ELF G 41 (n=126) 15.03 (3.54) -35 72
74 (n= 94) 14.86 (3.49)
B Wk % (n=126) 9.25 (7.86) -.08 94
74 (n= 94) 9.17 (8.66)
E
A EF hFREAERRAEA A EL ~BDI-IL 2 4a b A 47 o
1 2 3 4
% 4 (n=126)
1 F 55 R -
2 Flap 69%* -
3ELE S T6%* 42 -
4 & W& .08 26%* -.01 -
7 1 (n=94)
1 F 55 R -
2 Ftep ¥ 59 -
3ELE S 64%* 2% -
4 & W 11 28%* .00 -
**p <.01.
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FE RSV P R AR B REAEESD AT A RAIE
Bhi B EFE AT TEERN TElep f 8 TRLEE A B R LKA

B 4AHE O AR ASPHENER O EF TR BERTE o A EETAL
SRS RAED B A B A AR A T A E B F P AR
5 &> % » 15 Cronbachs o 3-8 &8 (2 & § L4l | P 2377
2R R AR AR AT R AR AP - R il 4 ] T L
U 3B ERE AR AR AP 26— R R RSN G
WAk eR R A TR R L AR B - UPBPRERA AT EREL S

B hF ke R RELMBIE AT 2R BF b RELER

T

AT ARBERAKERT M REP Elp FARARELABEEAE
AEREAAM SRR LAFF Sl FEELE F RS BIMAT FLER -
F-25 0 AETHRANLE HF B2 B R EER PP AE LA

FPRU LR LM REEES (2004) A A SR T R R

Conway % % (2005) w ki3 = Lf’c#g TR RITESRELIFRBIEL
WHFLE HEIFRRFE LGRS G 0 alpha £ 77 (Kaneetal, 2004) > = i 7
Beng Rl A 42 70 2 80 2 B (Klein & Fiss, 1999) » 22 > & » (¥R &
FENZRT VIFRIH S ERELLA AR FTEDLIR > Bt (FEEF 240
Teaerek o A3 E 2P TS 2 RE TR RITE X pRER L T R

o

ai

Ao MRIERFH 210

=k

.]‘%7)&
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i FLHE

CEEEL S M EEE Y F PR SR EERY R SIS T N
FHFT I EARAS AL 0 L A2 LF D RH S AT RARY > P RIS
FAEBRMARE (85%)2 A 2 mrxth Mt Foocth A A ik 40 & (B RtkA2 952
%) XEKXRPRA RS> L HLFEE NI ERAT 18T 8 RLE

Tiogds s 19.60 & (REEL 1.66 & ) tEim A v BRI 0 LA A o

EAPN

FEZ XEE AT HIEE (n=40)-

Aov g A #e A%

R g 17 42.50
= 23 57.50

4 18~22 39 97.50
23~28 1 2.50

g v Flx 3 7.50
LR 4 23 10 25.00
18 0 .00
FER 11 27.50
%5 Ix 3 7.50
PSR 1 2.50
H R E 1 2.50
o FE A 0 .00
T gk 3 7.50
EANCE o 4 £ 5 12.50
AFFREL SR 3 7.50

(=) BEFHEE

2
g ~

9

G
bull™

FLRLE REFEL B L0 s ERATR Lk o

)
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(=) ¢ > mPFIERRTEZ TP EP2 Y
BERRTER RERE b JFln3pwhivE? B SR € ok

g E o F R RS § PR NA B

F 330> > Turner 22 Engle (1989 ) enih @ R Bl E_jGH4 ¥ #7 E 436 B
FAESDE G E L T LHRERT IR I KT RFRATLA G

(1997) %@ TRFFHL i A BB T F 3 0 4EE | P P T

FEIEL A o TP 2 FEEF WM FG 2 0 A3 2224 2 FF

-\\

FHEPE N A0 BEF O EL S o 50 FlESHFA LA BRILF &

piﬁ%@ﬁa\aa%ﬁ&wéﬁiﬁ%io#mﬁ—?ﬁwiﬁﬁﬁﬂ20%
FREST R BRIR R G LR BRE 60 BREF L HERLFHEP D
FRELAAB 2B w BT BES BFF- Ll £F T AT P RK

AR HTE 0 B LT mAT 0 LR o LAl B 0 B4 IR PR R IF
X iU BRI BFEadiees LD mEE R E R pik % IR 9'_—%" ¥ A 3}7%
:Gﬁéﬁﬁé‘é 45 g2 X AUl 0 gaf ¥ Conway & 4 (2005) sz o 34>
BF@- mendEie Ik F TEIRR o

B V8> » & P& Turner 22 Engle (1989) %@ & N iv £ R p] » & 5% 2

ETIES
I
o

—=

@Eﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%é%ﬁﬁﬁ’#@Fﬁéﬁ’fﬁﬂfﬁ

SR RE LT 200 BSGERRE L L A E L o BN LRI E AT S

*
e AR AE R bl [(9/3) —2=1 0 RAEN L RENDRE RNFA T

S LR PG E A R blae T(8x 1) F1=T 0 B L R E Rk R

FERARAEAZ B AEPENL0HENF RIS FOEN B
Wapsdy - K2 BF AP SR o e - MITY 0 BRI AR P

Eiendt 3 MR o TR RITESRIFUIEE S NEF > LN R A Pd 7
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=
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ast
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=
fa-

43555 2 A [

(2X2)+1=9 = #

2 35T 2 GIAEAL

(Bx1)+1=T 2

)\ pé‘§ﬁ {H’ fb ’
4T AL o

9/3)-2=1 K&

SRERNEF PG T oA A AR

oA R TEEE A AW

“Il

3 FIRAER

F TR R ITE DY %ARS Y E-prime 88 7 - % éféiﬁﬁﬁ hEF g 56%?1"
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2R R FH TR S LY R RS (54§ PR ECE T - 4T <0

SR wm oo F RGP Xpe & AE KT N o )22 Windows 2000 -

(=) FTHickzr
AIFTEE R ERF oY A FNEILL R LB B

—uE R AR RE LY EF R0 AL BT o wRARs L AERN
B AUBRET o ARARIERRIEE o 7~ 0 ARG DL LR > LR

TS SR PR R o A AR - R 0 2 AT - R o F

Aul

REABIRAHLFHEFR R RP (debriefing ) » ¥ g #HrH %27 o = £ 5

AT EGE L A4 o

(=) HITRRITTELS RS

PelER RIFED L3N ARV L S LA F] (partial credit) fe2F 2 &

| (all or nothing ) &+ #§ - & L@ s g T MADMEY LREFEL Z BFF
SO A E B EEHE BADT 0 27 2RAMRE ML FH - B
A Fp 2 ARSI PEFEY e BRI AE N DT IREI R L
Fla dAFN2INFw o A MG k® effi% - Conway % 4 (2005) w ff #
Firm 2 gt RO 2 G 2 RG] NP RA TR LR bR R T RS
AR NS LU AR SRR L P
LY RIRE e FIPAF T £ Conway & 4 (2005) 22k > 5 3% ¥ 4
#+ 541 (partial credit loaded ) 344 o p3+ a3 A dgg s H iz NEXRH B
AR R DA T RE A e WA 2 L F DT 2
INREIE Hc P o /»\31:#%]/?‘“0 1 2. B o pt ¢k > Conway & 4 (2005) » 3% 5 7
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fo AP e R R DY} 2R AR DAY 5 83 %

5> LL’]‘E—% =20 ,fﬁ *‘\" bts s W H B LA m‘”"ﬁé}ﬁ’(ﬁ*ﬁﬁw [g‘é’\*fr °

L~ 332 s
AFTF 2 SPSSI2.0 £ A B T AT > A5 e T

Lo oS3 2 ApM AT D HAR (TR R (TET ~ c R A A 2 TIakc b A
FL R F B AR M AR 25 R A & TR Pl B o

2. BB L THRAURGF - 2R LT e RAFALILMAS o &

vgm s SRS ETE R £ -

o
ht!
&+
ik
,\:ﬂ

(-) HIERRFEARRIZBOMMPI R AL R BT
RBEARRAT LRI FPM (r=84,p<.0l) LR ¥ AT » % p 7
%éb%ﬁgil g_’s\éé’/{g’é\g’_ﬂ’iaio J‘rry ’%WIPJIIE}::,g g\,%ﬁ_gﬁﬁ334

S R ARSI Kk o 2 TR kg T RIE e 9 0.05 4 > B A

# 4
FERRITE? s RAZ LR BT o
Tiofk (B X) df t p-value
LpI]E TR 71(.13) 38 39 70
2 i 70 (.09)
BRI E TR 75 (11) 38 35 73
2 i 77 (14)
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3 L

S
FITR R TERY 22 L B2 o
T o (8% ) df t p-value
L¥ {50 ApPPEA 71 (.13) 19 -3.26 .00%*
ERIEEN 77 (.14)
Lo 59 AR A 70 (.09) 19 3.4 00
ERIEEN 75 (.11)
B L plaR A J1(.11) 39 -4.77 00**
R A 76 (.13)
*4p < 01
528 PPz i FAHB1FERFEMBELSRE

PRt s hEE 28 T B ARG o A L RER M RAE R
BB SREF R T RFEOMIE  FHRINFA S B B - FFERLP
BEREEJFTRRTEDR > SRR GFBRTEES ZETRRITELPR -
AN B T AHE BF b el (el B2 MIE G A 0§ o PR
FREFRTREEED FF BEERESL TRy 20 & 2 M-

AFELAN AR - HA K FHS LR AN AL A LR

N

EGHEIH I ELF pREHL R R B LR A 6
MKETAFT R o ¥- 35 0 TR TRRTELARER L2 MEaztd H

BERgS o AR FERERRFLERTS  REREREER g

37



Ro— K R F BT E 1 iERE MM IF

Y
2 % "m*ij\j\/};ﬂﬁ-];],_r/? ?:@I'}—H oI g, v )ﬁ’_?}jﬁgzﬁ‘lg

4. 2
ERCIE N

*mk-

VEE AR, TR £ T8 L5 R °alt""$‘?ﬁ'5€§#ﬁ%9xﬁ325
L(XRBERFLRT P F R R HEA D s ) S A E R MIRE 2
A TR ORA Rk 1 A2 Eokk A o A L lE 70 & (R AL
BOT%) e KFEH RPN AR AR EF I NT L B A 18 T 24 2

o TioEdrs 1961 & (BEL 128 & ) Emend 0 A > LA L - o

%__L
P - LA AT RAHE (n=70) -
A

r 3;2 bi:] A ;g{ “F']‘ PARTN/A
e 7 31 44.30
-* 39 55.70

# 4 18~22 68 97.10
23~24 2 2.90

43 X4 6 8.57
5 9 12.86

18R 1 1.43

FER 17 24.29

* B 0 .00

AL 10 14.29

CELX- S 5 7.14

> EE e 0 .00

TP HIR 5 7.14

SRR S S 2 2.86

A FTRTEREER 15 21.43
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BRARLAMBRP A EATI AR FEAGIVR
ERERAFALT N HALTFTEF LR > N THR I RS it e
7O =4kt A AAA T I VA BARTE  BEEFERLE L $E2 4
Mo ToE RELE AP RAES 0 LALC
BEET O GAKIAERY B ARG RAELR - F BR R i A
B FAGAFALR PPN TRATRLEE FE L DR R LY LB EF Y

B EEFATRAETO B FER A E T RS

- FPHErAE A A2 £ BT

Tioge (HERL )t p-value

EALBMELY K EBHEA (n=70) 9.56( 836) -1.06 .29
n4 H A (n=8) 6.38 ( 3.16)
i T FPHEA (n=70)  1125( 9.54) -76 45

w4k (n= 8)  15.83(16.60)

FhFE b 8 4 FPHEA (n=70)  2520( 456) -65 .52
mA A (n= 8)  24.13( 3.09)

2 EAFF EEHEA (n=70) 11759( 991) -13 .90
A A (n= 8) 117.13( 6.90)

e (e R (¥ R EBHA (n=70) JA( .09)  -78 44
m4 A (n= 8) J1( .13)
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4

Z) TRERKDE
tf\fi%ﬁiﬁwﬁﬁﬁ1£$ﬁﬁﬁ##@’uﬁ%9ﬁﬁﬁ#%ﬁ

# (psychotic symptoms ) % % 4~ ix #f 2 ;& * (substance dependence or abuse ) /% >

rﬂﬁ?sbs\gé\:p\;ff'%\m_,/?] \5‘; m’*vé‘ﬂ °FF’B§ ’—ﬁﬁ%gﬁ;\‘i%\ ’iﬂ;’
LAEA PN PR EHERG 1R B SR GRS P S

HREEEL LR ELA T DKo

1. -8R R R%EA T T & % # & % ( Mini International Neuropsychiatry
Interview ; MINI )

MINI % % % #4 F 4 % 7058 DSM-IV 2 ICD-10 5 #7380 » 4 & 2 ‘235 3
WA B RZEE R L it a By ARk o T O TR R
;éiﬂ" e AY K i (Sheehan etal., 1998) o #F7 7 #1 * 5 4 4 %5 Fe¢ryHEl e
2000 # gz ¢ v R A o KBRS RIH T A 20 4 4p = DSM-IV & -

fhitF A B fﬁi R gl o

2. "2 RE AW E LY - K (BDID)

Lﬁ%égm*ﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁfﬁi’ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

KL o ARG AABEERREE RPpATHET? 2REANAFEAY DK
SR ARG S RMBERKRALAELL (FEL2RE EE R

AL 2002) 0 P B AL - WP o

{1 1098 s R UM i S VK [ B
41%7A@%r@%a<ar1 w0 g RIS B RS © 0 ) MINT 7 S 0

FH %E lﬁ%”ﬁmj‘aga g :J"?

DR



(z2) &4 2mpE
R ARG P2 R RITE ST SR ERES b 2 iF

&]‘%;E‘_m)’g@%]"} s 4 ,PJ'E‘_— = Fé—kmé‘a""; % I8 > lll{E{FM‘P T Jﬁllé‘a—"’; 7T

Tl

ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ%EW;Pmam%wo

I TR RITE

BAELFREL? R ERATE S RRERRE DL FRT R - A
SEEF AT RIEOERIT RALE o SRR L R o TR R TR A A S
R ARk o UIRGEAFIAH o L J%Ué?i?é REFEE DA B

]F€ g__T»I"(‘—r’\SS%mP‘}';LIJ‘}HJT Z;]J)\%—L;E:O

2. A4 Rl

Blyler ~ Gold ~ Iannone ~ % | Buchanan ( 2000 ) %< = A 54 § £ % = K
( Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-IIT )= %8| % ( information ) ~ & #ip| %
(arithmetic ) ~ B]A53% 2-B1% ( block design )~ % #cF 1 5.5 Pl ( digit symbol
substitution ) ¥ = & RF e~ BRI L= A A R R F 24 > Dqp il e
Wi RwRBERE 4 T AFREE N ELAP o F 2L (2006) £
A (2007 ) FOF B pw 2 RS T e F BT R R RIS (digitspan) i g ki
PRWRERLF TS AR 2P A% RIME L ET - FHRA - & PSS
AAEA R AR Z R el T BELF SRS ~ BRI - B Rl TR R
M%~#$W%§z%¢W%ﬁﬁﬁ»%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ4%moﬂﬂﬁ§%w
B ERA AR S K BRROART MG X B IF AR LY I PRT

MRl 2 BA Rk A BRIV Y R G B ITE o
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() RHFAH2LAMTE
1. F R i% (Response Task)

*F 3 %% Rusting £ Nolen-Hoeksema (1998 ) > 2 2 Bushman ~ Bonacci
Pedersen ~ Vasquez ~ # Miller (2005) 45 i £ 2 BB R A > R 2 %F i
B THALD 175 b RIFEF IRBFARE wTRLE AL RS TE
FREEH T AER TP L EER OB o F BT ROD et E R R
ARARTEFEANONF o FTENFRAL L LI R ASF PP HY T
T 44 104LL 4 1AL Lukr o FF HIER > SFARE Re BB
AR B 2 P AR AIER o Blde TIRE_E - B A 2 T iR el
FAFRAEARE? o~ s TERGRBAHEEFHEM DT RTL > blde
"X Y REDE & TRRRARG L E e AP LR AR A R
PO fEF Rk HeiTE > AT | APV AL R BRI E

“Kir'l”xiﬁ 8 A,\ég—rru_ }‘ IE"}‘I:

RFF M F BT EE  ETRE R AR REEY TR LR 3R
Moo %;ﬁdﬂzu'ﬂ*g\w kAT AP FREDF AT oREp 2 Aribant 5] o
3. i.é;k;PA

BAEE Y T PR R EHETERES BN RERTE
VB ERREA T ARG S ORP AL RAELBE TR FLED RIS
$EH AR % - £ & (Visual Analogue Scale, VAS ) » 3% 3 F 2197 T b gk
BREFUTHFWORAE - ORLR2APE 1002206 XFHT

B3 0-100 22 [ eniz e ficF o

42



%~ =] AR

AIETEE BT R AL R € FPAER o Y —

HoBusR]  AXREAEFL EFFARAT LT SRR ZHERY

E TR BITEDR ~F RITEES - H TR B TELR -4 26 > htbie
f:’ﬁ:ﬁd ﬂ}%;ﬁgq’%;i 5@%7‘&35&’ TR fs o WX pq‘é‘ 15\-1"'ﬁ5§|9p’up9 T’;ﬁ’ﬁ»j‘o

% B 5 RIAR R T PR X 80-100 4 45 o
T~ L HrAER

(=) ¥-FB&E: FhFERE > RERREL TR 243
L da i 53t 2 Ap M A 49

PPRATR R TR SR A 2 T ol R L X 4 B dp BT BB R
TR R TE R H 6 p|E %F Fenhf 5 o

2. A& T
(DM ThTe%F? FEERRL IFH BHFFRRTETRARLE &}
w xR oo
(D) ThTIeF?FF HiFe 2 X34 BFFRRTETRARLE &7
RIS

(=) FoR&E:F pRERL FEREELHET
1. Z 2% 2

(1) uTﬁiﬁ%ﬁQAZkF@W#QWiﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ%@ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ

R NZFERRTEDPILARITE S 2n L8 o

43



(2) NTwRIRFF BIEETLDEHIFE > 2 XFHPPTRPN T 2

Btk o URRGLE bRk S ek -

(3) MERESITRILFFLEAF A2 o F BIrE2L  FFRRLR
FEAFE AR
(4) MEREAITHRZIRF Wi ~ F RITERE TR AL R 22k o

(5) MEREAFRBFBHRREER « F RITE 4K TR R AR %% o

L~ RE%

(=) ¥-BEFHFET RERRkEL TR E2853

LA FLIRER R~ F hhfe > BERE - B 25532 AR A §7
SHA 0 BETTF RCERE LT R FE R R R TR AR LB

L

n\\l

SRR ERREER (r=.02) &<t (r=116) 5 H5 &% (r=.03)-

B4 AR (r=.12) A EAEAM > L4 L=

2. HITRBRAARE HitEe ou2 X BT

LHEUFE - AL F BFBELBREERMNE & Rl 3 Me 228
B M A A2 A TRLKE AHEe e 290 PR ERE BEw e N TH
RS B FH 2L F TR RARLE FRALART EFFLL o PR A
FBER R P F H A AR RA R S FABARAOANT A K

LR NI2A N G LECFLF AL EA DB AT ML 1T AN 5 F

s LEHEFTHRIY AFRJFIEFREZRZALE > S5FLL Ly o
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+ -
%+ =

TH&-FERRTEF HF LT B RARA A7) 2 i 0

2 4al A4t (n=70) -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 B8
2 EG 51
3F hh e (BRA) .09 29%
4 Zlap ¥ 23 28% Ak
5 FLE 4 -.05 20 85%* 28%
6 *E&TH 18 .04 -.16 -.18 -.09
T EXHE 12 .00 -.14 -.13 -.10 60%*
8 M iTHT 15 .05 -.08 =12 202 T9** .04 -
9 iR A& .02 16 .03 .08 -.02 12 20 -.04 -
T 3ok 9.56 15.83 25.20 10.43 14.77 117.59 117.59 116.00 T4
(%% 1) 8.36 16.60 4.56 2.53 3.15 9.91 10.52 16.68 .09
*p <.05. **p <.01.
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3. RERAARA LI R AR ER LN L RRT
AL - e sl ML R BRHELAF D ORES A 14 a2 R

»

TR BAENIANT oM E Y AAETRRARIFREFAE LA L o

:l' L o
FHR-FTRALIRF e en2 £ BT o

T o (BE# ) t p-value
BEMLFREMET (n=20) 74 (.10) - .05 .96
ME B E S (n=15) 74(.09)
=l p R AL (n=27) 73(.09) -1.26 21
Zhafp AL (n=23) 76 (.09)
ELEZRAE (n=19) 75(.10) 34 74
ELE B A E (n=16) 74(.09)
BMREEALE (n=19) 74(.07) 51 61
BWRA KA E (n=16) 72 (.10)

(z) %-m&: Fhpigeaieis EHd
I B2 A F BITEEI 2L e LA KT
AL IRE s e B R IT RS RY o Fl TR LT HIR TR
BFERRE S R RPED > L7 THRIFEA RIS Bp LB HTL
BRLRFEEREER F R AR RAEHF
AP o RFFABERFLR HEERATRS ABTOSEFLE AL LT o

2. F ek a2 oock e

AR TS B i R RS o 2 - Bk kvé‘ﬂ P
LERIEE P SE4EL N M T - #F]’f;i,'—_,‘ AITEEF DS RPIE - B
F AR BITET @ PWE TR ENE EGHERE

AATE R o B A (FEER 2 R 0 R F BT ERFRT
PEORENRTROEAVEFRINRIF HITEFA LB LA o
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+ 1L -

= a
FoH- R F RITEES EN2Z LR BT o
T iof (B A) t p-value

B FHiv% (n=36) 10.03( 9.61) 48 63
A iTE (n=234) 9.06 ( 6.92)

FohFk (BA) FAiFE (n=36) 2506( 3.91) =27 79
A ¥ (n=34)  2535( 5.22)

=l p # F fHit% (n=36) 10.19( 2.53) -.80 43
A iE¥ (n=34)  10.68( 2.54)

LR R F it (n=36) 14.86( 2.75) 24 81
A iE¥ (n=34)  14.68( 3.57)

rEAHT FHiv¥ (n=36) 119.83 (10.48) 1.99 05%
A ¥ (n=34) 11521 ( 8.81)

ET2AH F fhit® (n=36) 119.22(10.85) 1.35 18
A iE¥ (n=34) 115.85(10.02)

P (CAR Fhit® (n=36) 119.58(18.49) 1.88 06"
A ¥ (n=34)  112.21(13.79)

P itR B ITLF R F HitE (n=36) 72( .09) -1.83 07

A ¥ (n=34) 76( .09)

*p<.05. Tp<.08.

%+ =
WH- FRTEES 2o

e (n=36) Aok (n=34)
Tiog (%L ) T (HFEL) t p-value

Ayt eb B (%) 19.00 (12.18) 79.79 (10.44 ) 2236 .00%*

< 0l

]5_&&/?]—5‘ 0 BRI AN l/'t‘}yr-’f'_f‘f”,%‘h} F‘ﬁ‘k’\z}gﬂfk\ ?’%‘E%’}‘ZE (t=1.81,p
dORRHRIRFEE RO FRES L TERE 0 BX A

A
A
JBERR s AL o
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3 L =

F3
Foh- FRITERI DS FRRE -
w0 fs B t p-value
B F he (n=36)18.03(16.28) 17.03(17.43) 59 56
Al (n=34)12.59(13.76) 10.29 (12.06)  1.81 08"
BEEE F Al (n=36)5297(1628) 49.83(20.24)  1.06 30
Al (n=34)5279(18.88) 53.68(17.81) - .46 65
p<.08.

3. AR FEITEen AR RITELROEIRLE

foplZ B H© R ERA M AT o BRIARTEX ;éﬁ s P 2 IR
FEHEMM (r=.70,p<.001)d AP %P cha 3T F AL LT 450
ER O P AR R E O R ARI LR #u;rf—a B 1 RE
FTEFEF AL S amek o AHPIEARIERENFELET > A TEIASCEE
MhiTES B ARTRARFEBRSER  BEFR > LRk %L
By ok® > w@rch Pl AR LE - A0k RAHHETR R TEDEREAR
TR RIS BITES RERFFEE R RSB RAR FLA LN

L4

]
s

ERERUN

R F kA e bR TR R SR E R i S o

FRITE R S Pl n

F o e 75 11 36

RSN 79 13 34

B 77 12 70

L4

Foh- F iR F eu AR ITR RSP AR X R T o

R kiR SS df Mean Square F p-value
ERgE(TRIAR) 46 1 46 64.31 00%*
FRIEELS & .00 1 .00 .00 98
pGEL) 48 67 48

B 93 69

**p<.01.
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4. AFFE BiEe s F RTE Ak TR R AR xS

NEE -2 A fRAr A REIFL oA RE S XEHAF M REAZELE
2EA O S EFAETETS S "ﬁ%‘ﬁ.ﬁ%/}_f@_’ SN E A % 25 "‘l—r;ﬁﬂ']?ﬁa?‘a
UANCREN I U S A A Y 29/\'1FF%F%T’E‘Tré*\ZZ/»\J‘!’f;;fﬁF%,f»gré,,é_:g
Foh FARAEA 124 52500 B AR 0T 25 A F KA R F
REAARAY VT AN GRRE R AR 13T SR A

MEIERBETRIALL ERIE CHRITRBBSPEAILL T B%hE ML R
AAFHRSZ TERLE > BE TP RERAEEFLE P ALE B 1 Bk
B

ijf%ﬁ%ﬁ%’ig‘:ii%\:iz .

-+
B F B o F it d k(TR Bk 2 g5 ik s o
FRiTE L T 5k T L n
F e WA 75 14 11
AN i 10 7
A ke EWARC] 83 15 9
AN .80 .10 8
iAo 79 13 35
%\ - L _
Fo—F htEe ~ FRITE AEITR Bock 2 & fikrir o
2R KR SS df Mean Square F p-value
£ E (R4 IR 24 1 46 25.24 00**
FRivEs e .00 1 .00 30 .59
EhFE e .00 1 .00 .00 99
FhF e xFE it .00 1 .00 49 49
BN (L) 29 30 .00
EX 53 34
**p < .01.
- Lo
Ehaf F M o F R (T E Ak (TR R TR 2 45 i st o
F@W% -mgp?v T 3ok i n
F o W] 73 12 14
AN 77 .10 10
Al A e 76 11 13
AR 81 .09 13
B 77 11 50
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b

-1z
Foh- Flap T~ FRTELE TR R o0k 2 X RHA 47 o
22 R SS df Mean Square F p-value
£ gE R IR) 32 1 31 53.76 00%**
FIEiTd e e .00 1 .00 .04 .84
Flep §iEw .00 1 .00 .56 46
=l p 'fp‘ e xkE BIEE .00 1 .00 55 46
BN (FRL) 27 45 .01
> i .59 49
< 0],
-1
FohR-FLFE A~ F RITEAPFITR R 0k 2Lyt o
FsTTE ELE R e R o A n
Fohle [N 75 13 15

® A i) .09 9
VAR 1 (WA .84 12 10

B A e .82 2 8

e {79 2 42
- +7
FoH-FLFE AW~ FRITELREITR Rock2 & ¥lHrir o
R Lk SS df Mean Square F p-value
LR PR ER) 31 1 31 42.4 .00**
FRITELS B .02 1 .01 2.42 13
%’ LE R e .00 1 .00 .08 78

FLFE G MEexF BIEE .00 1 .00 .20 .66
,,-_F_P\ F4) 27 37 .01
i@ 60 41
*p<.0l.

S BWRABER K RITE AR ITA R AR RS
AR -z s fkh e A RS AR XRF AL LR EARA AT
ARBTS(144) N KRG F AR FRFARB (3A) 2T HAE K
Al v TR RTRIARG ST BRIARE R RRE KA LETF
BATOARLE cBEEALG ERTLHTRE AL L2 T4 Lo
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3 - L=

~ —
F—- R RAER - F RITE AE TR B2k 2 ik st o
FRiT¥ B R AR =k A n
F b AN 74 12 12
B A 78 12 9
AN -8 LWAN] .86 .14 7
B A 72 .09 7
B 77 12 35
%\— L =
F- BW R ARE  F RITEARITR Bock 2 £ $lstr -
23 Xk SS df Mean Square F p-value
£ BE (R4 R) 27 1 27 34.43 00**
FRITELS w .00 1 .00 01 76
R kEER .00 1 .00 14 71
B REEAXF BITE 02 1 02 2.97 .10
BN GRL) 23 30 01
X )] 52 34
*¥p <.01.
(2) R%R-FPLR%]%
FENIBAT i FERRFESRARI IR DR YRMELR - &
B F HF RS A RIREY AT R A% kAP
1 {F: U'F;F:_'?E”\EF’; 3 302 y%?mfﬁf‘?%’ll 715\3"4 ﬁ"f‘;%;/-z—g"}"

T RBEAGEEACAF HIFE S B §HHE R R BRI SR R KE

E oAk

TR FERRER AR AT G BFALS MR ERELEALS 2 FY
BEARFRITELZ S PR FRBPIARE G Ik o

FIPPARF HF RS UL RFE RO 0 S8

- HEGEFF ALY F A1 ivREIELME

@év)gk%ﬁ—‘rﬁ%&%’ﬁqkmga*z% GEEBRAST L & HET A €S

* (Lyubomirsky & Nolen-Hoeksema, 1995 ; Nolen-Hoeksema & Morrow, 1993 ) » #]
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IR RIS R S L R et ¥ S el

?%:il-ﬁﬂm‘pf"g’“ﬁ*j[)’? Fé_ﬂz 1%:\,:]‘); ]97151‘1‘}:?, /,;:\,F}@n;‘
Lo EFERFL T RFENEAM XY L XREF hMEe v F BiTE B H
FARER - EEER RITE LR bl 5 o

3 FiEE

Fo- R ARRF - I M2 oA FERF UL SZE Y g RR
BikPE 2 Ed PRAEZRFLLAAENRES L pud o FHET EE A
e AN A A TSP TR R ARRY BT 227 2
2.39%) ~HEREFEER A2 L (RAEIA2Z61%) Aef R RIS LR 4 (X
FHEAFELLIPN FRBETREES D OPE 64~ EEIFEHHHE2 L)
DAES A B MR 2 4 TGO R 1 AR E 1 A2 oAl g
P A Ak S8 L (HRIEAZ BAL% Jo Xy KA R0 SR
Sor gl KR EERA I8 2SR F 0 TEEL 2043 K ((HREL 157

B Yo FimenA v SR o LA - A

3 - LA

P= X@EE AT AP (n=58)-

AR A e A%

125 g 18 31.00
= 40 69.00

# & 18~22 56 96.60
23~25 2 3.40

453 -3 10 17.20
L 43 6 10.30
18k 3 5.20
Fék 6 10.30
* B 2 3.50
X ok 4 8 13.80
LR 2 8 13.80
2 a5 1 1.70
TPk 8 13.80
ER L ok 453 0 .00
AFTRELE R 6 10.30
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BARAZMEBE L FAmD S AT R

EB RN A HALINHEALTE G LB > THR TR 202 kA2 58
PR APLEE AR A TR A ERTRRTE B EAREE L R
Wz TioE ~ERL 2 Btk R4 4

BEHT M ARAERYRALGISARAT AT A FOLE T Y
AT R S8 R R A TR o

T 1IE e AMNTHE TRARADE S ARPIE 2 F RN
SR SEEL AR F T EREE RIOUEL N REVEE RIE RS ER O
LGRS SR S wk’%ﬁi*%—7*“°*+P ARSI E X Al
FHP AT
- +4

FHR-EFHIrENAHRAZZIERT

T o8 (FF£) t pvalue

ELBMEL YK E5fEA (n=58) 573( 340)  -149 .14
w4 A (n=11) 9.78 ( 8.86)

o Y EBHEA (n=58) 9.09 (17.72) -88 .38
w4 A (n=11) 14.09 (17.17)

FhrmbiagEd E5$EA (n=58) 2536 ( 4.11) -33 74
mA A (n=11) 25.86 ( 4.64)

2R AR B A (n=58) 11582 ( 6.82) ~50 .62

A RA (n=11) 117.48 (10.56)

FICR BICLT R FBEA (n=58) 73(  .08) 72 A7
A A (n=11) T .08)

=
s

w
3y

a\

e

IR EHES ’EJ‘ R G oox2 B IE T8 $77 (Gerrards-Hesse, Spies,
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& Hesse, 1994 ; Westermann, Spies, Stahl, & Hesse, 1996 ) » * 1434 4 5 3¢ el o

Apéﬁﬂ ,__;}ﬂ—]-—ri\ FRSBRT B SRR 8 ¥ e R A B

7

mg @} Fc']ﬁﬁ'{é\.g_c

#E &% P o 2 Samuel Barber#t 1¥2_ ”Adagio for Strings” i ¥ F § &
( Morrow & Nolen-Hoeksema, 1990 ) » i B f BT e RE EwmE o 7Y
ThE e AP ZFHRNPRAE 0 ANFLRIZLE 0 T R EF PRI

A v % > % Edward Grieg #7i¥2. Peer Gynt Suite No.1, Op.46 “Morning
Mood* (de Jong-Meyer, Kuczmera, & Tripp, 2007) » & % f§ -2 32 )54 48 I35

7

SREH e R AR R L v Rk -

T AR
AT G —H—BRER  ARBFE ORI BRI oRAFHEF %
PR ZEBF Y S RITRRITEDPR - f o T3 F BRITE-FTR

R R ?4¢$’&wﬁﬁ%ﬂf@ AR EEEA EE LR
#

W

i BT F S mp (debriefing) i 3R BF o = B RIARA 5 100-120 4 48 o

B uLAeRE

?%:;iﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬁ&%%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ,g%
YRR R B R Bk AP o

(=) $-BE&E: FLABER -BREREREL TR ELFH
1. #p it szt 2 4p Bl Ao 47

FREAETR R TR RE A 2 T iogc R o 3w L A B B 13
FiTR B IFEL RS H W p|E 70 b 5 o

2. 2R
(DT e%F? FEERALSFY > LHEERATEDRLRLE 5
RCE S N
(2) M TH WK FF pe LS4 DR TRRTEDRILRLT LS

| LR oo
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(=) %-FE: FhRiga TR E2HFH
1. £ 22
(1) M THITRFRS AP F TR EN 2 L RF  BREARR ~F Hb
R A 2 EFRRTEDRARLT LG 2w 8 o
(2) MTHEHFEGHFEFF TED LD =R mRFHHEF % -
(3) MTHwEIRFF BIEETLEDFHIFE > 2 XFHPPTRPN T 2
Btk URRLF BITERES ok o
(4) ™ é@ﬁf:&ﬁ%ﬁ%;\&i‘xihﬁ?y s B TEE 2 (S BT R (SR
AEETEG ZR -
(5) MERHAVTHRZARF HtEe ~F RIFTEAE TR R LA RZ 285 o
(6) MERHEA T RFLBFRMELZR - F RFELFE TR R LR 2% o

Ly %%
(=) ¥-FBEFHFRR{ @R kE ffeRF E24F3

L3 AD2IJERE S F bh 1 BERA S 285352 4p bl A 47
SHTEAF BTERALT AR FSHRERR FELARE ARG R
HBEER (r=-.06) FH ot (r=-24)~F hF e (r=-14)- 122 54
AR (r=-02) ¥ AEBEFHH > LA =L o

‘U\\-

2. FITRRAIRE At on2 L B
PR - ARz AR KA EZ AR AR N EF K- Pk
ABEEE B F R e s B h F e FLF A2 3 KA R TR AF

PFETRRZRLIEFLE > B5FELEAZ L
6. #IFRAET P RERAKCLAR Y2 LR T

MR- AR A TR R RE R DR KA BT R AR
REZRIFRHEFLE  LEi=L- o
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+ -
%=+

BHoHTRRTEF BF bt BERRATE TS LAY 2 M A 17 (n=58) ¢

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Y T35 i
2 #i e 50%* -
3K bRk .19 -.20 -
4 Thap ¥ 31* -.17 81** -
5 7LF A .06 -.18 90%* A9** -
6 2T LHFF - .18 -.11 -.09 -.11 -.05 -
T EKHR - 27* -.09 -.07 -.13 -.00 J718%* -
8 e iTHT -.02 -.10 -.09 -.04 -.10 T4xE 17 -
9 ¥ iTR AR - .06 -.24 -.14 -.14 -.00 -.02 13 -.13 -
R S 9.78 14.09 25.86 10.97 14.90 117.48 113.43 120.86 71
(REZ) 8.86 17.17 4.64 2.26 3.10 10.56 11.09 15.49 .08
*p<.05. *p<.0l.
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3 - L

~ =
FHR-FERELIRFE hMe 2wz £ R o

T o (BH L) t p-value
BF hFEHE® (n=15) 73(.09) 37 71
ME BF e (n=15) 72(.07)
Zhep 342 (n=13) 74(.09) 1.06 30
Zhep F A2 (n=21) 71(.08)
ELE B FAE (n=20) 73(.09) 50 62
ELE B A E (n=16) 72(.07)
B¥WEkF A2 (n=13) 73(.07) 61 55
B EMA A E (n=14) 70(.11)

(=) ¥zpE: FhhhgiiteBiz 2
. BX 2R FBITEHERF2Z 8L R KT

TR eI RIIE s v F RIER R SRHABFTLT LT HFL
P ol s o X3 AREEMNR F PR RS ARMEEER R DR
WAEHFLAL L&z

=tz
P A F TR e L BT -
T e (B8 %) t p-value

AR FhieE (n=30)  10.00( 9.80) 20 84
A fE¥ (n=28) 9.56 ( 7.90)

o Bk FhicE (n=30)  25.17( 3.82) “1.19 24
A feE (n=28)  26.61( 536)

o p # Fhic® (n=30)  10.73( 2.12) - 81 42
A feE (n=28)  11.21( 2.43)

ELE Fhit¥ (n=30)  1443( 257)  -1.19 24
A feE (n=28)  15.39( 3.56)

2EAHFH FHit% (n=30) 11620 (11.07) -.96 34
A frE (n=28)  118.86(10.01)

e R Fhie® (n=30) 111.83(11.64)  -1.14 26
ms iT% (n=28) 115.14 (10.39)

P EAFH F Hit¥ (n=30) 120.20(14.36) -33 74
A irE (n=28)  121.57(16.86)

WIERARITETR  F HiFE (n=30) T .09) -10 92
A iEE (n=28) 71( .08)
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2. EGHFHEE FEL KRB

FHAE 2 s e T E G EAS FES AR R R Rtk 220
At e F ORI E AR AT AT TR SR E N 0 BE )T
BRI LSRR SR AT R T 0 S HRET TR ARY TG Y

HEL S 3R EMETE LA L2 o

— g B R —_

2z +=
EGHEAF TEL A%

T iofc(RE £) t p-value
g g E 29.16 ( 20.00) 11.10 .00%*
RN E -16.15(13.90) - 8.80 00**
wxp < 01,

3. FRITEREH 2 ki

AFFETUERBEpERE R AR ) BB R BTk
BEnf R TS P RIT RS TR L feRiptR e

AT R O B A TR AL AR 0 PR N TR E R TS
FAVOBFRNRLF BITERS LSFEE LA e o FRRIES G

BEHE BASCEEL £ SR I F SR F B T

2

LD

i\u

-y

B2 BRE=ZLT o
2=t

FHR-F BITEES Lok -
FHhE (n=30) sk (n=28)
Tiofk (R#L) Tk (FEL) t  p-value

PPt b R (%) 18.87 (10.99) 78.36 (14.19) -17.92  .00**
x5 p< 01,
#=+7
B BT RS 2 R R
P fs i t p-value

0 HE R B e(n=30) 38.80(23.85)  18.00(16.69)  7.19  .00**
A e (n=28) 45.89(24.84)  17.21(19.96) 732 .00**
FEES £ e (n=30) 37.17(18.13)  5127(21.11)  -5.15  .00%*
A e (n=28) 40.71(20.31)  53.36(18.74)  -521  .00%*
< 01,
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4. 2R FETEENWAFTRRTELSRDLIMLE

BT R R B S XRE ORRERE T AR R ART EFM (r=.62
P<.001)c 57 v i P F L F LRI BEH A R A RS HRE
UEFERE T F AR BRAL LR ERCTR U B RARL £ R
Boo W PR ACEULR: R wBRACEF HITES DX RYDLMLE o
RESFH-MF > FFHRERRDRLAREERARG BF ORI > 22

BrFRBRITEDZBFEBETRRDEREAR L2212 v 2L o

=f

PR
T o= kAR A N hAR TR R SR A 2 g i byt

FlsiT% el S i n

e 72 10 30

VANN R 72 .08 28

4 fe 72 09 58

2=+

F o= F kA e ek TRR SR AR K RS T -

22 R SS df Mean Square F p-value
L (wRAR) 17 1 A 34.74 00%*
FEiTE s e .00 1 .00 .10 75

o (L) 27 55 00

E - 44 57

o p< 01,

5. ARE BHe o FBIEE AR TR A AR E

FH-ERH-F AR S KREAF hFREL Efep AR
FNFLFE AT CBAENFA - A RATELT A ERTS N Lﬁigr—g

A MOTE A RB 25 T RIAR G WA B o

MEFHFERATRIZRS X R REFF HF B F USRI FE
B®Hiehi AR - BEFREFIHE>EPERF > L F hF e G A&
ek RAZ LA cFRRIARE M E RSB AR T KE S
% 18 4F o
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+ - L X\

~ =

T F Qi s FRITE AR ITR B ok 2 fyif st o

F it E T 3ok [ ati e n

Fophe EVAN:E 73 10 7
B A 74 11 6

A e (WA .69 .09 8
B A 76 .09 9
B 73 .09 30

Fz14

P F hWEe  F RITEAEITR RS2 & Rl dT o

2B LR SS df Mean Square F p-value
£ BE (R4 R) 14 1 14 36.69 00%*
FRIT¥As m .00 1 .00 .06 .80

F B F .02 1 .02 4.35 05%
FhF REEexk kitE 00 1 .00 83 37
BN (GEAL) 10 25 .00

> 26 29

*p<.05. **p<.0l.

- B A AR E AR HAEAF RFESSHLIMLIE L Lin
L2 REFRFELF AR REEREART LBk o SE VR LSD % F

RIFLF 4B A LB RZAREF CFLFE EHASBREE > LEZ -

e
T Tlop M~ FRITELETR R ock 2 fyif 3t o
F T ¥ Flop § M T ok L n

e (WA 12 A1 7

|

B A 73 .09 10
ZANN N (AN 72 .08 6
® A 72 .08 11

we 72 08 34
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B EHG D F T F TR g (TR Rk 2 E A T o

22 Kk SS df Mean Square  F p-value
£ R RIAR) .08 1 .08 14.57 00**
FRivEs e .00 1 .00 .03 85

Tl p F e .00 1 .00 .60 44
Zhop e xF L .00 1 .00 .80 38
BN GEL) 15 29 01

£ 24 33

**p<.01.

v Lz

R ELF R e o KRR A TR Rk 2 g B -

F it ¥ ELE G T ik A n
e [N 0.73 0.09 11

B Ak 0.76 0.10 7
VAR R AN 0.69 0.08 9

B A E 0.76 0.09 9

e 0.73 0.09 36
2wtz
FHR-FLFE M ~ FRTELEITR Rovk2 & Flh o
R LRk SS df Mean Square F p-value
LR SACEIEEN .14 1 .14 37.88 L00**
FRITELS B .00 1 .00 .01 .93
LR R e .03 1 .03 7.49 01%*
ELFE e xE BITE 00 1 .00 .05 .83
BN GEL) A1 31 .00
%8 28 35
**p<.0l.
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_____ o GEERE
— W SEEREE

=
Ji

CRLE G e mn kTR R FELSRIZ AR .

6. REEMAELR ~F BITEBEERR 2Rz 0%

LHrpmy - A fRAZ DA RWR AR SRS ko R %R LR
NBRBE R RET RN T UEERRITE NP ARG X BE > (4

RIZRG ERA > RS L EFEARF BIEELDLIRLL > B 5L AFRS

N

¥4

TERE N EENSEY B Ake e s LT oo

%\"Z:’J"Z:

Foe=- BWRMARR - F ITE AR Rk 2 45 i B3t o

FRE B RERAER g 1 5

Fohle AN 0.70 0.10
B A 0.76 0.11
VANNZN A 0.76 0.07
B A 0.67 0.08

~N N 9 Q|5

e 0.72 0.10 27
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2w L3

T BWRMAER ~F BITEAETR R>TE: 2 & k{7 -

2R Lk SS df Mean Square  F p-value
£ (P4 R) .09 1 .09 14.29 00**
FRiv®s e .00 1 .00 01 94

B EARKLR .00 1 .00 01 93
B B E BXEF BITE 00 1 01 1.20 29

B GERL) 14 22 01

B i 24 26

**p<.01.

(a

FHR-ZPLRY IR
B2 H - R RHRETR - ISR CRTRRTES R AR LR

—'ﬁmﬁ@&ﬂ*\ﬁ:ﬁfi B R BE RS T ARE S REEFAM -

FH-ZF RIS AFIRFFLEG o LR Y E O P RES
2 FEME > R o F RITED Ao AL B B IR > F A %
foFEe T - 368 hF M R TR RS RIA G HEF RS
AR REAIS R R lE Ak o FRSE P Rk pELE BN E
B BHAFEGHELE  PERTEEOERT CFLF YRS B LR AE
RlRREFVRELE § KA BE REFE

N RERARRE RS RRES G FF RICEHE TR R A vt
o ES R AR - o DAF RGN RE R BRI LR SR F S -

—
[

63



64



AT ERRGE he F pREEI RTINS LSRR
HrQFEF2eanvm i v B4 LA FAFRY 2 F hF B RELEK &
AR HFEAEF AR AT T RMEDNE R LGRS Booe o XS
SIER T (TenY 2 REITRRIVE NIV BFA L AAH e Y AT 2P
R EGEA G NEFR e~ F Bk R A N B I BRIk

AR EEETELF SR T T SRS

LoF 5F sh fegr R4 G2 Mo

2. Rk fFelRE 2 M

3. F ek L Ty B2 B

F-8 FAHFRERREBEMK G2 N

PR FAFRBAREA®ELER
E KRR BATR L e R A R B 4 LA
3R> » 82 7% Nolen-Hoeksema £2 Morrow (1991) #t&4gihk HF G2 4 - 42 %

1 Ea g

SELHY RARERWF AP PIRI L RFAS KBRS EAY ¢
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Think “What am I doing to deserve this?” B’ Ru’ B
Analyze recent events to try to understand why you are depressed R’ Dis’ R
Think “Why do I always react this way?” B Ru R
Go away by yourself and think about why you feel this way R Ru R
Write down what your are thinking about and analyze it R R
Think about a recent situation, wishing it would have gone better B Dis B
Think “Why do I have problems other people don’t have?” B Ru B
Think “Why can’t I handle things better?” B Ru B
Analyze your personality to try to understand why you are depressed R R
Go someplace alone to think about your feelings R Ru R
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’B = Brooding ( =& A # ):R=Reflection( i#2 ¥ 4 ); Ru=Rumination ; Dis = Distraction e
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G D F B b R A ERLA L LB R

ARy 22 Treynor % 4 (2003) & HA1F Bh RE A ®EES2Z L BT o

n zhep & ELE R BARIE t  p-value
3
AET G - 94 10.81(2.45) 14.86(3.49) 26.07(4.74) 1499 .00**
Treynor % + ' 631 9.11(2.78) 9.64(3.01) 18.75%
e
AET G - 126 10.60 (2.65) 15.03(3.54) 2536(5.13) 1246 .00%*
Treynor % « 697  9.66(3.09) 10.00(3.19) 19.66°

*Ep<.01.

(=

"Treynor % 4 (2003) % Treynor ~ Gonzalez ~ 2 Nolen-Hoeksema (2003 ) % % < )I?% o

*Treynor % 4 (2003) 2 % i A7 Do T ol d 3 p ] A B2 § T4
P o R TIEE AP s B RIE

AT 2 Moulds & 4 (2007) F HAF Bh BB d@RB s 2 LB o

n Bl FELEE  RARBPE t pevalue
L e
AT - 94 10.81(2.45) 14.86(3.49) 26.07(4.74) 2293  .00**
Moulds % « ! 30 6.17(2.00) 870(320) 14.87
L
AT - 126 10.60(2.65) 15.03(3.54) 2536(5.13) 1833  .00**
Moulds % * 74 6.64(221) 1034(321) 16.98°
*p<.01.
5
"Moulds % « (2007) % Moulds ~ Kandris ~ Starr ~ 2 Wong (2007) % % 2_ = )[?% °

A

> Moulds & 4 (2007) 2 ¥ fed ERGUNEA Tl d R E AR G
TREALD > AMH T pte LA B E -
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