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Abstract

To investigate the role of positive rumination group counseling training in improving junior high
school students’ rumination levels and academic procrastination, this study adopted the approach
of positive behavior shaping and employed a 2 (experimental group vs. control group) x 2 (pre-test
vs. post-test) two-factor mixed experimental design. Two parallel classes of eighth graders from a
middle school in Tianjin, China, were selected. One class served as the experimental group and re-
ceived a five-week positive rumination group counseling training once per week, while the other
class served as the control group and underwent self-study sessions. After matching students from
the two classes, the final participants in the experimental and control groups were determined. Data
obtained during the positive rumination group counseling training were analyzed to explore the
intervention effects. The results showed that after the positive rumination group counseling train-
ing, junior high school students’ level of positive rumination increased, their level of negative rumi-
nation decreased, and their academic procrastination improved. In conclusion, positive rumination
group counseling training designed based on the positive behavior shaping approach can improve
rumination and reduce academic procrastination.
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1. 53|

=k 6 4E (Academic procrastination) = EE R MATE 52 31 175 53 o 48 1R 5 i B FRATS5 1947 M (Senécal et al.,
1995). WFFLKMH, FlHEE AL e 2= ARl sat. FiRA(Wang, 2021; Yang et al., 2020), 7]
R B AR AN AR A 5 W0 S A4 a5 A2 15 V9 7 2 (Celik & Odlaci, 2020; Cikrikei & Erzen, 2020). #i47(2013) &K B 24
HuZE I SAE] P A B T I AEAE o Ml I X 4] o A B 199 A7 T s e ize KT IR TR s e (X iR 70, 2021)
DRI, ASHI U o0 B SURAE B T A Sl IR L, AR S S R AL R B 1T sk g |, B4
HIEME L

BWFRREI, FHEIED R R A S MR 4 BY4Eh 55, 4 B4E(Ruminaton) & 8 MAH T R &
MEMMBEANGELE, SEACRZ BE, T vBREN, BT —FA 2800 A& 555 (Nolen-
Hoeksema, 1987). Fifi 5 0 5T (R HTIR N, BRKIER 22 1) 27 0 HWOA —Fh 5 52 A S 30 (89 PR a4, 2015) 1)
BYRIRE . RS, AR B4R X2 LI A JE R A 2 MR & . 2 E R R E . B
2 (B JEMIESE) x 2 (B TR 2 B4 s MRl , o, BRI 2 JE 4k e x4 45 AT SR
%, WA BYERETH S ST ARME S (5 2 05, 2019). WEFCRE, J 2 BYE AR 2 B 4ER
MV HESE 2 [ A7 AE 3 235 I IE AR DG R (MR AR, 2019; A4S (5, 2022), Vit #2 F i 71 5 i 2246 B

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.167343 121 DR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.167343
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PR, XA

REVR RV I R 2 S 4, AR5 S R SRRAIG, Slkts BoKPIR &, ISk HB ZE(Boren, 2013).

B 5l A R B G A ke R A, RS 22 PRI TR G DGR Sl e A T T T Y 2, (ED) SR 20
TR, IFHE-SHERWEE, B, 2017). EAWRE T8, RAO1GATIFRE T 5@t
F—), AR RS A7, AT 445 BHIHAELEAREAR, BERIFIBIR. R4 840K
VHIEZ )RR WA RN, =F AR OGN, T4 YERT 2D 46 AE 2 12 35 TEAH K,
MR A B4 S e 2 B2 0GB T b, AR S il — PRI R4 B4R R ml B4 T i A
t, PRI Re I 10 44 R R B 2 R B 22 AE FE B

A BYE TG 2 MR, 5. £k S 1E (Expressive writing) (Yang & Li, 2020). A %1 ¥ (Cog-
nitive reappraisal) (Wang et al., 2022). IE&J7 % (Mindfulness therapy) (Chiesa et al, 2014; F£4%, 2015). IE
I 2 24 B 4 1)1 25 (Positive Rumination Thinking Training) (75, 2019; &2 345, 2019)%%, #EFIAW 5t
VAR A NSO A, W) AR IR AE TS S R F W], BENEICER, S 5008 T 3 CrARE
o, MECASER AN G B AR . AR T HAR LR TV, A ARRAT A BEE i RLEg,  ih IE 1A S A 4
YIGRT] Re N &

1E 7] [ 2 B YE 20 2 70 FRAR AT N Y81 (Positive behavior shaping)fi 5 FHEATHY . ARMAT N¥EIE & —
A ZE T7%, i HAR S Bl BT SRS PRl S O AR Cl A P45, 2023), il
ik BRSNS 51 5 9 3G R s AR AR AT Dy (A48, 2022), BRI S8 4ER T DA B . 7EREiD
WR b, BWAT RIEBERE S T = KIRAEHE: AT 8 U IE [ 5@ 4k WL (Skinner, 2019) FRAR Oy HR 2% “ %
FEAR 5 iR ” M BLA (Seligman & Csikszentmihalyi, 2014), LA KA ZIAT N ERE “ B4Em T RN 7
(1A% L3l DL (Watkins & Roberts, 2020) . 5\ F147 A7 (CBT) M B “ A2 IE £ = A KN 7 B2 97K B TT 15 (ACT)
M “HAR B4R CR” (Hayesetal., 2011) A, FURAT A BIE A% -0 B AR & “ @A AR B 4E > 157
—— REBORAME S A B GE g7 BCRfRT TR IEE RGNS G] 3R T B AR A e AR
FHA, KR AR 4, TR T REEE RN AL (7% &, 2019). 1% € (2019)8F 72 K 3L,
T8 Fe RN S 4 B YEIE 2 T W e & L 4E, R AT LA B AN As,  HH AR S 2 BUAELE T T %A T 2 A Ak
TR s 2 B4, AR AR AR AR S & B 4E 310, AR 70— D AEse, IE M 4 B4 2 n] LR AR i
A4 YUK, BRARTE M 2 B4 KF (5 2 385, 2019) . ASHIF 7T AR 1 1E [ e 44 J8 45 PR Al )N 25 1E 2 3 T
X—EAE W Th, il AR 2R AR TR, i “ 2R 4L SRR BORIAMRARLS o IX AP ]
AT a) AR TE U R, MR T ARARAT N IRIE KRR TR, ORI SR T B iR
HESE,

FET ARG R, AHTE UK ) AR e BLAEREAT IE n) S 2 B AER AN SR, DL T T2 20
THRE, R ot k2 H PANRS R IR Ak H LB H GG, PR 70 X e 2 L4k 7K~ Feg
b A SR ) D A 1O

PG, PRBEFFURE HL: ER R BRI 2R AR RGP AR ) 2 B 4ERE 77, SR AR IR 4
BYERe ), PRI 2 B YERe /g, i — DI TR A i e A RE 7K

2. 73’
2.1. SRRt

SIS TR 2 (SRIG AR ZH) > 2 (RTIAL S ) I — R R IR A sk i et 0 D plalie A2 &
I TR A ik N AR B S 2 132 52 D O Al D 1 S 2 L DALl 1 (O 2 R D L 0 ) L 17 4 B 4 1
DT R), TEHRAAARZARMSLIR AR, AR B4 AR . T AR B 2 JE 4R /K1 R At E 15 100
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R (RS 2 B Ye R ) e (g A2 WA AE [958 ) dEAT I, /s 952 ) 2 ARER i IE )
R4 B BRI 2R R AR A

A RRR, MBETY— MY = ERF R, Y ARG R 5 IR [ 2 B4, 58 5 k2
B HEIT(E T, 2020). SERTHT LA RS R, ] P2 BB T — MY = R BB 4
BB WA B YRR . B, B —E g A AR A R BE R A T A e

2.2, #R

TE R TR DX R 58 L e B ) R GPATHE . Horp J\SE N BE R SER 40, 72 A FLi e B
ST RV 32 9 B LR R 1) 2 AR A 2R A s )\ R il 20, 76 [F) — B ) BEAS B2 52 AT ] SE 56
PRI, HRE AT E 2. d8Id Gpower3.1 BRI, BRI AT EMSEAERN 34 N, BIEH
17 No JEtR¥E SE0 20 2528 B H B AT 00, e ARSI B i 18 A(F3: 9 A & 9 A\)s
¥ S50 2 AR 0 i S 5 ) 2 B A A ) A EAT TG, B I i A 18 A(B3: 9
N 2 9 N)o B EARPATNAE >, Wik 1 s,

Table 1. Pre-test scores of the experimental group and control group
= 1. LIHE SIEHARNE S

TR 4 e 3553 2.88 +0.48 2.91+0.64 0.187
IR 2 e 5y 1.80 +0.40 1.89 +0.35 0.762
sl A AE S 53 2.18+0.81 2.16 +0.85 -0.070

M1 1A, AR AEAEARAR B 4 RBAE L TR S 2 BERT A b 8 B S 0 BeT RO B2 257 .
(v o PG 6 35 SR A B 5 SR U6 2H 5 428 1) 2H 2 AR A 2 52 0 ) e 2 SE A DT I 2T TR % DA 35 O (B35 72
e R E .

2.3. MH

231 PRMERRSBYEER

1 (2016) g, 0 2 Ak L R 2 B (RS bR AR . ARUR N o ) R A Sz 44 A (30 1
By HEBE HWAR). Lo+ =A%H, Bl RANSLEY, BRSNS EMEYH
AR AR R A KT, o HR R 2 S R

2.3.2. EERIHEIE OIS

FH 70 Ha A (2010) BT e i, H 22\HEZE e B AE TR BUREBAT . BRAE4hRORIBL RE 45 . LB 4%
H, RS, BR&H 1R 3 NERMT4, HAB AR5 BRIV FTa % B S 3853 8)
AR IR IE K, AR, R 5 e AE

2.3.3. BRMNERRGBHERFHNSESFR

gE A BAE MR (Y LS, 2019; Hk, 2023; LA, 2024; ARGEEE, 2024)F0 24 HT A ) SE R KE,
FIF AR AT N HB3E ( JREE, i) 1 A R B IE A e 24 B 4E BN g0 €, @it “we Xt ik B
B = PMRIE i B AR R - G I O T RIAAT - AR SO B I R - 5] S U7 AT OB B AN BRI
&5, 2023), VAT RABYER T IIZR BB TE WA 2,
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Table 2. Design of a self-developed group counseling training program

2. BRBBERINIZT Rigit

PEFSINS R TEHA 2
1. “AEEAE” Tk
2. #NNAMNVES B bR
3. kR A BRSO [ 2 B 4R AR
4, FIRF R IAT B
1. FIRFEESSE
2. EFAN R HE

3. By AR

4, i ——BUE B S (B BER)
5. TIREEEIAE
1. FIRFREE =
2. C“RRACHERY Wk
3. fRPR S A R S )
4

5

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

5

{8 S NN = SVAEi [N

55— U e ALK B b

TEHE-TEARK

ey (el | LR

TR PR — AR AR A A

CoEN Rk (BB RRT)

VR —— R R AR
v ZRBAECFRNAE

v OOREET B

v BRRBYELFRR ) B R SR
- AERHEE T

v NIRE IR A E

V=R R

v EREEE

v K —— SR AL LA

NSRS R rl]

v SERE N

ERLPVEILE | IR - S2 R

DURLS 5 Sl bk A

EEACIL 2 4 PR S B 3 o

LA G 0 1 7] e 22 SR TR VI 2507 S8 9 Bkt P TR S 51, DLSIB S0 22 26 1 e 2 B 4K T
T B AL 2 A R 2 A AE AT H R

24. BT

2D, BT FER] CRRBRAIE M S 2 B 4E R 3R) A (P AR el At SE 9] 348 ) e B PN BIEZR )\
FENHEN\AE TLHE) 22 A AT VAl

B0, AT SRIRH\FENIE), ERA TR 17~18 m Ik A B 4E R IR R, KT
o BIFHIRIER T R R 2, Horb, B8 =438 O HE B3R —~H B REWRX): BEINRE
MW PR se B E 3R e @ THHRIA R — B VA R (RS REXT ) fdf ke 1) 0 [ - [ o 7 i 20 55
@ PRS2 R 2R BY4ELRR . LS E T5%. BB, A emAlRE R,
HEAD, PINERNE RS, 1288 S RBEE; B2 EvD R BRI R 777, (it
SEAEBURNIT H R A E IS ARG, MR N AR R RIE R R R, ERBMNIES . B
SO A S 4 YRR O, IR S 4 RBYE KT OB e R A S 2 SE KT IR B AIR . T2 ) 2 AN EAT A A
T, AEAR R TR Bt AT B 2.

F=ob, Jall. fERJa kRIS AR, A (BIRATEA R 4 B YR aR) M (R sl iE 1)
&) TR,

25. Gt A*
iz SPSS27.0 %A, XHEUIEHAT 2 x 2 ZRRIB S W E S INETT E 01T .
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3. R

30t S5 AL AN ) ALAE R Je I b ORI S 2 AR 7 L W AR 2 B YRS 03 DL R S B B 3 4y HEAT
IR G 3 A, iR 3 FR.

Table 3. Pre-test and post-test scores of the experimental group and control group
3. LA FTHARIENES

SaG A Pt i
T IRLES TN Ja 4553 (IRLES TN Ja 4553
M +SD M + SD M + SD M+ SD
AR [ 2 B 43 o 2.88 +0.48 3.31+0.48 2.91+0.64 2.82 £0.67
VH R S 2 TB k35 2y 1.80 £ 0.40 1.57 +£0.28 1.89 £0.35 2.00 £0.28
A RES) 53 2.18+0.81 1.76 £ 0.65 2.16 +£0.85 2.32£0.87

M1 3 WAL AR R A B Yy b, SEIR AL AT A ME Dy 2.88, JEIIAIIME Y 3.31; FEH 4TI
FIME Y 2.91, JIIRIAME Y 2.82, BIREm TEWGHE, RUY F R R RPN & B 4K 8w .
FETEI S 4 B AEX 7y b, SEIR LRI A 5ME oy 1.80, JEIRIIIME )y 1.57; FEHIAHATIMAIME N 1.89, &
MEgEIMEHN 2.00, HEZFCTEHISHE, RUIH " FER 24 RHE WA B4EKFER. £V EES 7
b SCESALRTIN I E DY 2,18, JRIIIEDN 1.76; fRHIALATINAIEIE Dy 2.16, JaRIEIMEDy 2.32,
BEMTHERPE, RUIY ZFERAER ARG R T

BRI S 4 B AEY 7y A 2 R RS 73 LR 2ol At SE £ 3 3EAT 2 (RTINS JE ) x 2 (SR
PR ) R ETT Z 00, a5 RaT.

3.1. EMREBHEAFHNEH TR RS BEN TR
TERN [ 2 B ey 351 oy b, BRI SR AZ HAE R B3, F(L, 34) = 31.577, p<0.001, ULEARRAT A
IESE T T IR R 2 BYE RS S0 T ) ARG A R S 2 B4 KPR I RCR A AN, LA 1,

4.00

W b2
[EE

—
L

.

“h 200
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Figure 1. Comparison of positive rumination levels in students before and after positive ru-
mination group counseling training
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HE— 2B 1 BB AT 1 KOS AT

H—, RN 2 B4 ACFERT . J50 2 AR B W E2Z R, F(1,34)=1.883, p=0.179.
T S 56 2H AR AR S 2 LB KPR RTI . JE 2 (R AE 3% 22 5, F(L, 34) = 43.227, p < 0.001, SZIRZMHY
JE IR B 2 JE A 43 638 i T RTINS 40, SR AE— e FR A b U B 1) S 2 JEVZE AT I 2T T A itk

F, SEUGZH A 2 R R DAR AR S 2 B E TS 4y 22 AN 3%, F(, 34)=0.035, p=0.853, FRXEH
FERAE AN BERIRN R 2 UK P AEE B35 22 5, PP G I U R AT o T S 58 4L R4 1l 4L 7 S
RN 24 AR AAAE B E 25, F(L, 34) = 6.392, p <0.05, SZEGZHMEIMAING 4 Y55 BT
BHIHR E s, RPASL TG, WA R 24 B4 KA EREER, TIA.

3.2. ERKE S BHEFABINEIHRE S BENTRYR

TETH M 24 B Ye 184y b, wHiRI S 49 FI22 HAE R 2, F(1, 34) = 18.629, p <0.001, HFARAT N
SEIEFE ST I IE m) S 2 B2 5 ) 255 T BT E AR T AR S 24 B KT R BTN, T 2.

2.50
W s
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Figure 2. Comparison of negative rumination levels in students before and after positive ru-
mination group counseling training
2. [EEREBERMIIEZREFERERR S BY4KTLE

HE— 250 2 o B AT 1 KOS A AT

H—, RIAREMN R 2 B4 ARCFERT . J50 2 AR R R EZR, F(1,34)=3.878, p=0.057.
T S0 A AR M R 2 SE A AKCOPERTI . S22 A7 /R 3 22 5%, F(L, 34) = 17.095, p < 0.001, SEIG4LM
JE IR B 2 AR A WK T RTINS 40, SR AE— e FR A b U B 1) B2 SRV AT I T T A Rtk

H, SIS AN A ATV AR S 2 B 4E S o 22 AN 3%, F(L, 34)=0.581, p=0.451, FXREH
FESAE ERAN PR S 2 AP AR R 2 %, PO B R B o 17 S 56 4H A 428 il 26 1) S
MR RS AR R EZER, F(1, 34) = 20.944, p<0.001, SZU6GZH )5 M S 4 415 7 BB
FHEHIA N fE NS5, R\LESLIE TR, WA TR 2B 4K PR ER, THRAAEKE.

3.3. EEE RS BRI F I HETERFRER

TEAHERE (295 b IR S AL S LA 38, F(L, 34) = 27.358, p < 0.001, BEMIARILAT K
R G A0 1 R 22 S A T o0t T MR ) 4R A A A AT OB A R, L 3.
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Figure 3. Comparison of academic procrastination levels in students before and after positive
rumination group counseling training
E 3. EmR &S BHERHNEREZENZWIETEKFLER

HE— B0 3 B AT 1 KOS AT

H—, BHAmFHEE KPR, 52 BEEA%EE %R, F(L,34)=4.286, p=0.046, %
1) 2L 1 i 00 L 6 4 s o T AT DA 3o TSI AL A ML S E AP AE RTINS 2 (R R 2
F(1, 34) = 17.095, p <0.001, SZEGZH G 04 G150 WA T RTINS 4, IXAE— @A BB kA
4 T8k AR 25T TR A otk

=, SIS A AN AL AT A HERE AR 5 22 AN 2, F(L, 34) =0.005, p=0.945, FIRFRIALEL
W EPAN PR S I K P A A BB ZE 5, A7 G I U T AR AT 52 o T S0 4L AN 42 1) 6L 1D/ 00 5 4 S
BOFEREES, F(L, 34)=4.902, p<0.05, SZRLH G 2E L HE 2875 43 55 R T4l 400 J5 45 43
RNTELI TS, WAV KA R E E R, THEA A .

4. 7ig
4.1. [FERSBHABNGE VI DE kG BEMEIHEENTFER

ABEFL, SERHR OV TR K I e AR ISR, PRI AT S8R ER: THHT
PRZLAERARR S 2 St L W AR S 2 RB A AN 2 A 3 7K 35 T8 38 22 S (R s M AR Bt ) s TP, Sea i)
BN S 2 S8 4E ) 7 I\ 2.88 SR E 4R TH 42 3.3, THMK S [BAER 7 M\ 1.80 3% 55 1.57, sk iaE i sr M 2.18
WEFEE 176, TMAEHIALAAR bR AR W oE B A TR I 1R S 40 9SS AR I AE = s B R E (p <
0.001), FRIAGHINZA RS T AR R BAER AV eIk, 5 DMAERI Fe s SR — (4 Wil . 2020).

R—SURIAE Tt b e B RGN AR S 2 B PR e 2 B 4k, et — DR
EAVAEHE . AT L, DARBRAT Y3 Jy 5 ) 15 1 e 2 SE A DA I ZRAE A i AR AR P B 38 i T TIRCR

42. FIRITHEBEESS CBT. ACT Htti 584

4.2.1. FHHFINE+ME
SMEISTERD A Y E A CBT ME A RIEM, L “4TWr” 40 H s b 953 & 1E/E
FH(Watkins & Roberts, 2020); ACT U 5 $& FCo B R v P, i Hegh 5l Fif &5 oo 5 4120 & 7 (Hayes
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etal., 2011); BIRAT NEIEIN LA “ @A BB LESI 17 Sk, 8L RGN ZR5] T 22 B ISR BRI
SR, SCHl B HEAETT o AHIE T b S AR S 2 REAE T e T AR B 2 AR AR “ e KA
M7 R, R EDIE T ARAT NG X — AR LA A BRI (K 2019).

422 FRIRREIOEEEN

SREARWFCURIRAT NG N L, EEBRES TR T ZHEBIeR. Hlin, ik w0 A e
T EMEE T CBT AT NIE AR, “ZRBYEILRER” IS ACT B “TFueg” DIReM L,
B SR R AR AR R P2 IR A 5 e B AT Dy s A S5 D0 B AG) (R X D R () 514, 2022,
2023). XA “DABINAT NG N . HERACK” Mt g, RIE T F IO R BEAER S TAZ
FEE

4.2.3. BiLREN EAFFAEIREL

AW FE 0 TR A 5 B R GUIR I T RN AT A YB3 1 DU 4 ML -

(1) HArSm: ¥ “oeh R4 B4 X— R HR =07 E8(E € BR FIRAR. Z2HUR),
TG BN RAE— A AHRAE /N B A5

(2) ELamtt: KA BE KBS HA, A B SR 4 B IF 1) Je 5t (n 2
P, FfEEE), FRIE “ KRS 353 odE s SRR SR U SR IS

(3) Bkl MSHTE HSCHE e B S S TR, IEs R GIT 2 A H O S o) A iG (o “ 2 R 04k
SRR BRICTE Y R AR AR ), TR .

(4) ZEEVEAl . R IR R T B S 2 BN b A HE = ANEAR, IR S AT NI R AR (e, £
A VYLV R

XX BRI IR T ARRAT 28 3 D D) ) Aol S 3 b Ay EL AR T B S B

424 HERVBERIAENEREXEMSE

FET CBT F1 ACT 8% 5 BL 8~12 IR RGUYTHE, AW AT IE ) Je 2 - 4E A I 24X 5 Tk (3£4 10
/NIE), IR AT, HPLEZhERE) . B BN EE, 5 TSRS S sE = MEds b
B aE, R Sk R m st 54T

FANAT R EBE PR s, @R e B GRnEE 7%, AMA R B 4ET7 2 v A s kA iy, 4781
FERT DU S 24 0BRSS L ok 51 3 R S5 o TG AN RAT N, — AN R SR 2 3 i 5 A
A ) B 4E J7 AR AR AT NI AR AR 0 o X PR R AR A BT B NHAT AR B T, AR IUK
AMETE N EB S F7, TSI A4 AR ZI AL

EHE LT, X —HRIRREEE MRS LSRN “ @ Sm” B4, Ko s iR @17 A4
G R B fa 0 S84 77 20 bl iR AR TS R SRR (i B e 2 S ), R R SR AR 11 R 4
77 RS [ 2 L), v DASE A R (2 2k 5 AR 1) B 3RS B N 3048, AT SE B A RAT 9 10 Dl %4k

R FAAT NG (e N PERESE, RIGRN CBT 5 ACT HISGEH A, Bk “HEZS—. TH
WRZ I PP, DUIE RS [F] A R0 27 A 1 SEBR 75 5K
43. HEENX

AW FEUESE T IE 1) [ 2 AR ZRfe o 22 AR i) S ERE /), ik — 0 e 2 A iy Sl A S BDIR
RS, ORI A R 2 B Y SR e GBS m A (B 75, 2019). #A2 B (VT HE, 2022). ik
NP 805, 2023)% EAEEEEMEM . soh, B4 BYefE oy —ME R 47 X, AMUH
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