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Abstract

As the positive effects of secure attachment priming have been widely verified, a review of pre-
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vious studies using different secure attachment priming styles is now conducted to classify
whether the priming context, attachment style and stimulus material can be recognized. It is found
that the supraliminal secure attachment priming paradigm is the most widely used and effective
priming method for bias research. Secondly, the moderating factors of secure attachment priming
on intergroup bias are discussed, and it is found that attachment style, empathy and threat as-
sessment will influence the secure attachment priming effect. Future research can be targeted to
innovate the methods of secure attachment priming. And the inner mechanism of secure attach-
ment priming should be discussed.
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1. 3]

i D NATIRE S — b 2 B A R R oA ) — PV ARAS B, B AR IA NS 1 B8 FIAT N = AN ES (Hewstone,
Rubin, & Willis, 2002). i W= 4= 1 5 B B #TA A R ES SR ARR:, 1HRVAIR R, AMERAXT B S AT
TR 098 7 B 72 AN AR L= A AR AR L R (K PR 3, 2017)0 a2 it , AT m) T4 S M AR A —Fh
JBH o MRS UAMELESZ B BT, ] I ER A AR AR G SRR AT I Rl (Bowlby, 1969). /M
B, S R B SR BB 2 b AMATE AN [F B N AR, A KUK T A2 A2 1 N 3 AR AL o
FERIIE A, AR 5 AR B 25 AL B gUPAH 5S (Bowlby, 1973b)e i WL 7 AL igh A2 T AN ok
FEARAAE A — g, T A (R 788 XU AR AE T X gl Joh s 2 A AN TR BRI B AL o 4R DL b ) R 3 A
GRS MAEST AN B 2 B R AN (Light, 2014), [BIEERUK R IR S X AN = A 58 2 18
YL W(Di Pentima & Toni, 2009), £EREAUARAS A 22 4 BRI AN R I HH B 22 P B L A9
Wt 4 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007). 5 B 22 &R AR HIAMEE AR M) B 3 - A, 5% 2Kk
FHEL, 27 A S i I o AN 22 4 R AN AR ALE T X JB P B 2 2 S0 B AL ] RID0E o ] P AR B A0 A ik
SrBUR, BB HEF A B AR, DR st AR AR B 2 1 e A

FEXT TPl WA B T4, Allport $2 H T BEbREfib b it , BIEF A2 2 B) 2 R 2 — L8 2% A (R F S5 A
aMifr, ILEEEbR, AHEA YRR SRR, 6 R e 0% gk WL, TN, 2018). AR
ML, BN A AR AR RE eI, 1T HX b o7 sUE O T IS 1 B AR S, SR Z R4 ME
T AN [EARC S JRUAS AN A B T T 0 g B S50 A ] PR R 7 ABE X, A AR TR0 PRy 817 AL ke Sk jgl iy, i 322
A AR AT AN A VA S22 () D L o X 5] 3 FRATT AR AR 30 1 A B2 25 AT sl s L B F007 XA
AT DL 22 AR BAT A ) BT AR ) 25 2% EEORF MR AA i L ) 5035 o IILAE A T 96 3R AR XU AN A
NIERHEIFEFR 2, B Al ¥ A25[E(Bowlby, 1973a; Canterberry & Gillath, 2013; Hofstra, Oudenhoven, &
Buunk, 2005). FfJE BRI, MESEHRIARRR R AR ), B MR H R
ARG o 22 KA JE B RN AN 22 RS B AR TR A 7 (B W] 45 AR A X R AE, 2 B I Mt 505 FL %2
MR RAE, R 2 KRG — RV, v bRl iR . S TH RN 2 Ak aE
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007). I A B 7T UE I 22 4 K J8 Bl 23 1AM AR I Xof S AR 1) s LA SCRRAT 9
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001), 6B F] EUMAR (4 A BE SR ILAEAFAE I — LE RO . RGP i 1)L, X A

][l
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AL 2 oF JE TR A 1R R .

WEFHEZTH I T 2243 a5 I B 28 @ 203 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007; Boag & Carnelley,
2012; Davis, Soref, Villalobos, & Mikulincer, 2016), f# AR PMPREEA. B sh W&, HELEHNME
NN EIEA DGR AR, EAFAEVE 2 T E R . 22 R XA 2, mk—F e 377
FURE S a Mgl D I, X AR IR ) — AN 7T . BAEXS T 22 2K AR 3 5 0 W28 R AT 5T o,
WAL T VFZ RN —F R R ER . P LU ST T R S R 22 A0 R 3 7 200) i AL FE S A 22 44K
)R B FH T O AR A 52 B 3R o AR IR A ST L4, AR SR I 22 4 i 2 5 0 L RO AT 9 S (38 B 7 1
NULE R SR A 5 2 BRI 7 R o AR T DABEAT BE 2 oA I AT 9T, O HARORBLZIR Rt — M6
T & AU XS 1) 22 4 R Bl T 2K

2. KBRS R BRI

AR B R AN 2 A AR SR A TT (58 T A5 RN R BCRAE, 2 87 I P 3 e 22
HIARALE , R HE 22 S RS ) — ZR S ARAR RONE , B B BBl « AR v« ST M A ) 22 22 B & (Mikulineer
& Shaver, 2007), RAHNTTRAVEE, LREAY, 7T N L ERBB AN Z2KEEE, A%
SRR SRR R 3 KR8 8 S A R B (PR, PR, A, FRdst, 2020); 1%
JA BRI TR RARAK, AT B B R S AT R 2l

2.1. BhEsh

FH B AE R RIEOBOE AR S RS )3 ShAFr oA BUM JE 3l o B G 3 i it 57 5 i 52 305 AR S
(U5 470 G 43 B I ) B S AR AR AN ELEAH ORI (dn 2RI — i) BOE AR A R g8, T AR R Bl
BONL(B R, IVFT, SRR, Z4st, 2020). HixER—8E, BRI, BRI TN E
WRAAR SIS B IR B, B 3% % 1 T ARG AR AR 3 1 48 72, AR FEAS 5 i -5 4 78 16 O 1R 4] T 1) R
(Grangvist et al., 2012; Mikulincer et al., 2000; Mikulincer et al., 2002). {E 1555 i 7¢ A& & BB 8 sh 38 hn 74K
R R A 0] KM (Carr & Landau, 2012). 5546, MABRESIIAERE, EABRZEH, HT AR
FHIE B, AR BUP K AR TG 2 BRARXS B AR AR A R RS, AN 22 s A 5 N 1) BB /K 1 B
(Gabriel et al., 2010; Rosenthal et al., 2012). MRIEAKIIR, BB 32 BT B RAMEKFD, HALE
AMACR FH Oz B SR o KNI B B, ARSI I 535 25 3 SROFHEE 25 9 ok Rt 7 2XPT R 52 A AR T A
AFAEMI R (VLR e, VR, AR, Z45e, 2020). RRERAS 21 B Ja SR8, BARskid, %
A R ASAMATFNAN 22 A RS AMARAE U JE B0 R8N, AR 22 5 o AN 22 A I A AARABT e) 5A5 FH 98 B0 ) %o SR s
PSP 371 3 = ) ) 0 O 7 o L N M N NS L WS I E R S B3

FE WL FE T, AR U B8 (022 R 8 St WLIPE A o R X B g I B AN 2 2
5 HASAE S I B A RE T SR — AT I A5, SRR — Mg B R RS, 45 R BORTE
A BUE 5E REOL S AR A B S B LT, 2 AR R BN AR REAE FH T4 ek ot AR R AR S N
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001)o XF T WKV, FMEEAAXT T B & 80H N AR AR AL E—F g, X FRRLAE
TR — P SR, o O L7 AR R R AT o i DA B8 1) 22 A 7 8 300 45 T B 17 5 1) 22 4
RN, BIEE E RS, HRREA A M W, o DR LI AE AR A S B S T DL R i e, AR /D
TR F B JR B ) 7 2

2.2. KIBERIEAENE S B
FERIPE A, T DA AR R B0 2 A R S RN 2 A R B (BT T, VAT, AT AR R,
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2020). XfFZEMKAEZ, EUFELDSRCEAE AP FRIESE |22 i golE 2 5E . RES
ARG 2, THEREUIME B O3 OT 45 iakatr R AT IR, 5 LA & 1 SR, B T Y i B
IRV, FRIE, B0, 2011). [FIRS, A B i R I T A2 K8 8 3 )RR (Boag & Carnelley, 2016,
Carnelley & Rowe, 2010; Hudson & Fraley, 2018; Rowe et al., 2012).

AR R E ORISR 3 AR RIRERS 2, i RO RHEOE R e AR 2, B
BUEfE, AR EAAE B IR M, JRRN MR SR SRR OB AIAT . FEZATIEE L, A AN BRHORSR ]
DA SR 2R 8 6 R P IRE IR I 21, b AT T IR S 5 5 B PR AR A — B (Sakaluk, 2014). iX
FERJE 277 2B AR LR EMZ AR G AN R, eH O AN [R] R AR 7S 3B AR A . AR R 2,
CRWBAENT, RS —BoRia., SFERKR: BIEEEITN, kAR — B SR S A E 1)
KF; HEIERAT, ik R —BoRBoEE, EXFENEIF SRR R & TR L& [A] 8 5
T T AT R, B R G RAAEA—BIIISR . BRI, WRKEEEEE, MR ES
NI&E R HEAT N (Grau & Doll, 2003; Wilkinson et al., 2013; Mikulincer et al., 2001). {E 155 i 7 &R K £
FE R B 5 2 4 JR Eh R B H SRR 0N (Rowe et al., 2012), H 2 84 1F 78k BLE 2K AR FE )3 B 2 A1
fEFE B AMA ) £ FE 7K P (Hudson & Fraley, 2018). F34b, WRANER R S 200 0138k 5 2 208 T 5 s AR EAS
—HH45 R (Camelley & Rowe, 2010), {HAAGHF IR I EE FE I3 3 F0 (0138 /5 2 20N 6 % 5 (Luke et al.,
2012; Mikulincer et al., 2001) _FIRAN—F i) 45 5 AT §E A2 [ BEAN AR R AR AR A% B 20 b i N RAEAN A3 F )
ARAEAR AR TEAL , [ BE RN AT T R At N ZRALE T 8 R AN AT RN 10 At N ARV B 1) B SRR AE
A7 A B AH O T 2 e A7 AE RRURRT T B I i 5 100 B R At N R AGE 1 VF R R L SR IF 9 45 SR AN — Bl (D1 1k
e, INEL, AR, FB4ESE, 2020).

FEMKZS JE 2550 DL AR 78 b, E A A a8 B0 AN A AR 7R, R 58 R SRR AR IR S J= A4
PRl WLAH G T o 7E Boag A1 Carnelley (2016)A/F 5T HF 5258 2 KA 14K B RS A L _E OB FH
Bz 450, [l R AR 3. Sei sl RORIN, BOalfE %4 B3 N Bl 85 3 T H IR LS 7E 5] 38E 5 3))
NHIHGR, RS TSR AR R o RIS B T MR R I SE D R RIS IS 2 1w . H RTR
AN A (S JR B RO FE A AE — L 5 A G L EAS— W45 2R (Hudson & Fraley, 2018), DL T3¢
WA A SV E FIALHI T 055, #RT LUR R 3l 22 4 WA R 3 1A 22 M8 R 2 77 30 58 22 11 N FH 4tk .
(AR T AL WA BNIE RAFAE — AT R R, IEFHE TR TE . AR AT AR IR R AR
BN B JA B0 NATY 22 42 I K S S KRS AL, S 4 b PR 20 AR Bl R B

23. B EMBTHREKTER

AR 2 A 8 3 77 N E K77 U R MA R B Re R B, 2 N BB T a3, B E
CRWBAEN TGV, BN, L5222 B R FECAE g Rla o, 5 B [A)— R fE
500 ms PL_L, BEMEHANAK AT EE 58 B (Mikulincer, Shaver, & Rom, 2011). J&F R I, JEi ik gl 41 AR
KRNI AT, HE—MRIEA R AR R KRR T AR e A R Z), X8 T b
AR B —Fh(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007). {HILAE— S B LR 72 B2 BHIZB R B EESTEA.
AN EEN T R EE R S5, 91 SR S GO A MBIRIR R M F A, 5 BE IR R
I Y I RS2 PR R o XA E B RO T e e E R, R HA TSR, TR LA
FE 5 SRR 7 Ja 5L R S Al ATT O 5 45 (Miikulincer & Shaver, 2001). BN B2 4K 3) T 22 il 2B 5K
AR BGTRNE S B RS NI 44 5 AR Dy RISt e, 52 SRR ] BB AN 28 2 R i st 3
EAE 20~50 ms (Mikulincer, Shaver, Gillath, & Nitzberg, 2005). BT B 5 3317 2 Ie 6wl B IR B 15
OUT 2 IURNEOAORL, BT DA T 2 A K S Bl B G i i R TR [ 1 e R AN A 2 R 280N A A
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(Cassidy, Shaver, Mikulincer, & Lavy, 2009), $§Al @0 T A RBAMEKU . (HR B T 22 K8 3 [
B AEE GRS, R DL IR 3 s 2, DRI AR R 2 AR A8 2 2 J5 R FH R B 280 A 36 55 77
ERIARE BN (Fraley & Davis, 1997; Milyavskaya, McClure, Ma, Koestner, & Lydon, 2012).

TEZ AW A B WA S Fe b, — MR 2 R A B B a3 7 e RER X TR AR AN A
i, FRETEE A T B KA R B A R T R AR R TR AR I RV SR 5 2 IR U LU AR
WA R L EKE S, RERS AR AT BE S S S (Gillath & Karantzas, 2018). BARTEBRAIR % 2K
A B T WA T, SR T B R R R AR AR A B s, B RN T R KA R Bl
BES FAAR X AMEEAA (100 WL (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001). {ESZAHFFLIN N, B A 8077 R REA 1R U143 5
RO, AT REASBERTR 58 B Bh(Mikulincer, Gillath, & Shaver, 2002). 407G B 75 %t 38 5 i A0 T 7
T 77 300 22 A A7 R BT AN B f WL HEAT TR SE, AR B SR A TR AT, SR SRl
BOUE R 22 AN FR B0t T AN P9 e L ) BRI AR FH (R PR, 2017). SRR T B 3 AR 3l T kAR %
A&, HHTRENES, BB NS BT RS T o BT DUEXSHR WL TRt fi b, 24
RSB B — R F B s 20 77 20, T R 200E 22 A B OR , 58H BTl WL sk o
FER F2 KRR, 12 R EZAE R A S AT 51X A 2O i WL HEAT 10 T BAE R i L BT
WA, ORI A GO bR B0 A SO R D 6 — S SN R L . AR RBEBR A, OERAE R T
PABI K 5 E S i —FE S RS HL X B (Dadds, Bovbjerg, Redd, & Cutmore, 1997). [FMZAB AT 554 510
NG REEPR Bl R R R OB R, S 2k B WA 1E

3. REWTEIRMAEAIETHBLER

RANAME S 2 ME R RCEA SR ORI, ZaREKMESGE DR, Azl
A AFAETE Z B0 I o P 22 SRR SR AN 22 A MO AR ) 22 S AR AR EAT F 8 (B0 R 7T fi
WA R o A2 LR AER T IR, 222 RIRIIEN, KRR IFT 7 %4e
WA 25 WL 2 8] (R R

3.1. WM&

BRAMAERY, ZeWRBEsEA RN, GRS TR KIS A Z B B8 EE 5
Mi(Gillath & Karantzas, 2018; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001). {H &% X % &K A s E— D0 7T, 14
KT 22 BRI T8 A AR XA 52 ) 1 22 A A SR Bl AR AR U (Cassidy, Stern, Mikulincer, Martin, & Shaver,
2018; Mikulincer et al., 2001) Fl4n, AR TR IR KRR MEAR SRR AT DL SRR S0, gl e
BN P DA 2 AR IEAME I NBREL B, (HX} 2 R ARAR A 235 I R2 M (Gabriel et al., 2010; Rosenthal et
al., 2012)c Herb AN [FAR S UM X fi WATAE B 22 57 AR FEUESE 1, BV ZAS URE AR AN HRRFAE - 00 D AL
FEA —5E R I (Mallinckrodt, 2007)o  H A [FIR 5 RURS ANAALE T B IR 2 5 FH AN [RI B B LA, A2 T
o AINEEAAR (1) J JH S A1, 2 A AN — 5 ()R DL S B2 o IR 7 22 AR 7 3 B FH T AN AR 28 XUk AN AR BT, 5% i AL
SN AR o 22 5

AR, i 5 R S A BB 2 i b AMATE AN [ B N B RAE, 78 XU T2 A2 5 1 A 8 T
ERE I IAMERIUE I, RS XA 5 2R R BRAK &5 F1 AR BB AH G (Bowlby, 1973a). — A AR RS
W& AT DL A4 ok e X RN RE 54K 7% [B] 38 (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998). TEAR A R AR A
] A P E A5 5 A B B Dy e s BUAR AR AN, ARATTEE X MR B &S FE A B 2 B 8 FI 40 (Light,
2014). kAN EE BN S KG SMEEAR AN E — Bl g, TR IO BE IOE BB AR S, o S Ab T — A
et FUIRAS, R AR AT AR R B H B £ 14l WL (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007;
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Saleem et al., 2015)o iy P [m] 88 A 7E T X J25 30 Y35 ) e iR FH 25 80Ts O S, A B A 2 B0
FIT AR A [ 8N 0 SMEAR BORIE T8 S s, [ 3 28 1 25 Y800, SR (At AT T xR AR P AR R 88, A I 7 R B
A B SREAN AR B 9 B v KT R 2 M JL(Di Pentima & Toni, 2009). 24 I UM, AN AR ZSAS A A
161) T A0S AN R] B PA 08 A ASE 2R A58 FH AN [ 4 20 SRS S adE A7 B A ) Im L )

f WALFENED . R AT A =AEr, I DAAS TR A ARG F) i 22 S 2 B AR LR X T LA T T
T 0 R I 5 R 2R AR 78 AR THD X /M A IR ) g AL S B2 A BILAE A 5 22 ROV A 15 46 (Saleem et al, 2015), 4%
A T 22 [ A U DR s 22 17 7 AE R 4 (L, 2010). Di Pentima A1 Toni (2009)5% 75 % HH A4 Sl 14 A0 B ik
I WL HEAT 1 IR, R I AR R AR A AR R i LK T 2 AR, AR AR T R AR o v £ 8 2R A 0f A1
HEARR I R N B L RSN A L Rl AR S AR AR 2 D B BAT Ny, R e —Hb
T8 E IR WS RE o TR (B8RS R AR T, R T 2 AN AR L. AR, RS
AR &N FEA BRI, 12 RSB R Z #A\ (Boag & Carnelley, 2016) XEL1AH T [B] 58 24k 28
MRS SN R I B 2 B AR R, A2 BT . 1R 2R B8 O AN 2 R A A
122 A SN, Lh AR R AR AR AN A 1) 5o AR AR 1) R 1) B AT LA 3 T 92D — S AR AR 1) R AR 4%
TGS . 22 AR A B 5 1 R e R AR A A 2 B I 0TS — SR AN e A0k, kD TR R AR Rz .
AT A o
3.2. #1i§

M UL M 2K, Batson Al Ahmad (2009)7E— & K T s W R I ZRik i g e, s Al aeck
LR R . SR M B KRGS, RIGE LGRS . WA A B2 DL AT R 4 1 28
B2, AR 2T N RS (K RE /3 (Baron-Cohen & Wheelwright, 2004). 31 58 R ILAT 245 8 1 (0 A5t 40
FEAA T A () O Wt 22 B8 /b, A T 9 380 15 n L 195 40 0L 932D (Boag & Carnelley, 2016). T AR BRI K
B S5 R R, KRR AILEEAHEI, I NI =& — Mg N5 B A AR REm. 8
HHME K K8 J1(Fonagy, Redfern, & Charman, 1997; Meins, Fernyhough, Russell, & Clark-Carter, 1998).

JF o [ R TR A AR AN A AT Y AR AN P P S AR AR, T DA [ e A A A A 1) A7 D RO A
KAFHE J1(Joireman, Lasane, Bennett, Richards, & Solaimani, 2001); 1 £ F& BUAK MR ZE L1 LT 753% A
B —BUNE R, ARV EAMEA TR B IR 2 DA B35 (Trusty, Ng, & Watts,
2005), {HZ A — LA 5L R DR A B 2 A BRI 4% 58 /1 1 (Britton & Fuendeling, 2005). fE
Boag fll Carnelley (2016)FIHF 7 H ik B 1 0] DU ik 3% R AR AR WL 2 [T 96 FR o BLAACR UG, BTk
W AR E A2 FEELE R0, 2R W ERD R A T R AN, e KA S B
REde i W35 2 IR AL Be ), SRR WL . 12 RN 22 4 N8 MRS & e 3
() R >R 2 o 7= AR AR (R X, R SR R 4 U7 2 (g4 0 B BRR 1 R JE (Meins et al., 2002). 3
AR 22 A0, e OE MR B 3R - M ARAE, SFEEIGIME 2 E G, RO SN A
B W o

3.3. BT

B TR 7 5 L 2 ] PR % R A d e A [R] AR R AL, [F) B o YRR S BB S, 2 2 St
T J B U AT LGRS R 4 (Carnelley & Boag, 2019), RIS B O 1E A% S0 22 4708 3 5 5 4 0
Z AR AR A THREREZLIR A, A[E BN A 2 51 AN [ 1 4 R RLX P R RN o /MR TR AS
) () B B 22 AN R 15 28 IS, BT RE A M RIS 28 I N . FLr A R B 7> T DU A B AL %f
BERDUSEI B TR RAE R B . AR SR B XA GAE R g . B, [R]VE 255 v RE
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T 3G S SR R — Bhoek 22 A g, T A S 2 RIS 25 B B R RT BB A
SPGB, TR AR T 22 (R A 45 (Cottrell & Neuberg, 2005)s B FAMASKGEAS [F] (AN BEARALAE AN A
(R s HS2n 358 b AN [R] PR B DAk 2 2 ) 1) e F v DAL ) 77 A

£ Mikulincer Fl1 Shaver (2001)FJBF 7T A UER KRBT, X5 AREAR R DL 036/ =2t T 22 40 S 31 AR
T LS AT RAENE () BT AL, A BN R AE 5] RO H BB FOU R B 2 . e RN
MR, RS %A 1M SR URTIE F 5 78 22 4 A G 1) P Qe S A 302, R T I s o B
I, BE PR A R R A 22 A A SRR SR i vy, R30I 22 A8k o T E 22 A KA A AN AR AE TGS BB I
ANREXT BUMEAT IEB VT AL, 0% RS BCAE BT o By PAFE 22 2 AR AMALE TN MR, B4
AR B CR B, PO 2 5 T B B, st 20 SNEE B T B — P O LB AR B . Bt
PERIAT R ATAZ, IX T i D0 )V A 285 B Bt 2 T B — oG S AN AR . /N b B A E R I ZIR ED &
R A 2 (0w W, o 2248 R Bl A% 5 A 2B R JTE,  SRIGINAS 22 2 ARk AR 1) 22 4 I
fEA ARG I A 2 2R E 2, BRI MRS LE I B IR VP A, DAL A N B 25 B
B, ST BRMESEEMN . ULEH T AR S Blad i AR A R b PR AL Ak B e e W
IEH o

AR B 5 ILE SRR, ArRe 2 8 R XS 3E0E . BB IEAS g, H2 HiR#
T HRB N CAERIAY . 3 TR Sl 1 AR XURS DA RN JE T RRRAE o — PP 1 6 e A2 oy
FX] e T 17 5 () AR N VT A B B DT Rk O R — 1 B &5 M (Collins, Clark, & Shaver, 1996). M ARKZR P4 358
TCAEASEAY () £ 2 PT DASRRR 22 ARSI B0, 2 BG4 ™= AR 58 2 ORI I 22 e e IR 50, Re X AR
BEAT IEWR 0 B DPAL,  FRAAMIEAA I BUME 2 BBl AN A0 SRR 1) s A, o

4. THLERE

M _ESR IR FE R DL, A 2 A TR i 2 0 B Bl A 2 RO AE S X T BLAE T 5 B AR AE
AR L P s LA St sl L EE AR MR DB R I L, A MR . R E S R fle it iX
S I 52 B0 WL RSN, AT I RS, BN T AR R TR S . B AR B A
SAFAE R DL 1) R A BAR K B gzt (L, T DA R A . MmOl i 7 2R R b 58 . AL
IRSELRIN: Y €2 N e e N [N R I VNI NP P AP SRS 2 QIR E s PR Nt LI} =1

4.1. FHESTRRRAPREKBERNTR

i WAZ BRI FE0 QAT 338, ELHE 7 R dm L Husslfi Do O R A 4 O LS55 o 2 BT 0T T v
JLRIBEFE R, A RV G Ik RAERAE A AE B 55 07 TS R AR ZZ R 10, B DUEAF AT A FIREAA ) i
WREAT BB AL ) W AR W 5C 8 V2 (R bR 7 A2 i 3 T FL AR T 17 77 A2 PR 4R WL(Ofan, Rubin, &
Amodio, 2011), AL 2248 R B AR WHEAT T FATRH%, SR 2 S 2IREH R 52
AAFERRE T F1XEAS [ B M A 1l A5 AR 2 TR ) 2R RO 75 2233t — 2D (O 7T, R 2Ead |
BERTAN A (0 AN AR P AR N 9 22 2 AR 3 Ot O DL BEAT T30, P REXS fim I A B 4 O T R

i WLAZ IR RE TS ROR B 02, B P R LA Ak S 4 Lo A S A W2 R B ARRE RS A IR
PR RN PR WA I AR R IRSCEM . MXARE I (Devine & Monteith, 1999). {H
WAV E NN, WER I ZNMAZIHL. B A 2 SR (Blair, 2002). B 2 A KA R 3)
JSLHS - DL BIE 7T, B 22 AR PR AN R A O I L, — O i DL PRI B AR SR D B Bk s T 2, 1 AR5
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