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This study reviewed recent empirical studies in the Western countries that investigate the impacts of the
therapeutic relationship on the process or treatment outcomes in Cognitive Behavioural Therapy(CBT). The
following results were discussed. (a) The levels of therapeutic alliance associated with improved outcomes and the
variables that moderate between the therapeutic relationship and CBT outcomes varied with the types of disease
or problems and developmental stages. (b) Higher levels of alliance with the therapist in children with anxiety
disorders predicted more proved outcomes in post CBT, and the ratings of alliances in children, observers, and
therapists were significantly correlated. (c¢) The clients’ variables associated with the therapeutic relationship were
interpersonal problems before therapy, expectations, or openness and so on. The variables associated with therapists
were professional characteristics, adherence, Rogerian therapist variables, and so on. (d) The variables associated
with the premature termination of therapy were clients’ lower levels of self-esteem, low alliance with therapist, low
contemplation, high levels of initial symptom severities, and so on. (e) Clients with generalized anxiety disorder may

express their ambivalence about change as motivational language in early sessions of CBT.

Key Words : Cognitive Behavioural Therapy (CBT), therapeutic relationship, therapeutic alliance, premature

termination from therapy, ambivalence about change
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1. MEEEEN RHE 25001, 2T ¥R MEAORH AR
EHREDNN=UF )74 OMEICE Ths &

4 H, AT (Cognitive Behavioural NLZENEhol. LELEDS, ZORE

Therapy : LT, CBT &W&EL) OBFMMEL, FR4
RS B DIE - /o A & B EIEFSE
b, THFEESNTETWE, LIrLeds, 5
BoOLHEBERIZBWTIE, ez, FEE~v=a7T
WAZHEED VT FHED T & 2 ERRSEE (routine
clinical work)” %#1T-o7:& L Cd, FIELHKT
(premature termination) X, AT RERPES
NobZlid, il Thsr).

HE#K, CBT T premature termination (&, 7

22V THE, 4R, Weko CBT BFZETH, £
EANET T4 b OHEENLR (therapeutic
relationship) (ZFEMZ BT EA L, ERDI)
Mot s L) Ilk o TETWD, B, s
ElBWTE, €0 L) 2#lmizkon/: CBT O
Wgeix, 1B AR LN TV,
LIEANET TA LY OBRFEHIBFRIZOW
TlE, TNET, £<1E “therapeutic alliance” &
A\ E, “working alliance” &\ ) &AM S

LN ESHRS S S
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LT X7z, “therapeutic alliance” 1%, HAFE T, [G
JRIA | [VEREER ] EaREn, “working alliance”
& TEERY] EREN T 5. “Alliance” & \»
9 #Hl%, Hornby (2010) (2 X~uf, “an agreement
between countries, political parties, etc. to work together
in order to achieve something that they all want. (%],
Biie EH, BHOLOGHRZWLETL72012,
B ODER)" EERT A I,
mBARD BIZEEPrND, e, 2, FE
EREDT I ENS, “therapeutic alliance” & 13,
BRICBWTETERA MY T4 22 PORMIZE
WEND, Ml a L& T E7-01238 128 < 2
ENOERE, WE, FE RS 2ERT5
EEZDL. 2O ] i, CBTIZBWTIL,
7 T4 LY PHUERER T HIET, SEIRCHE
Thb.

Andrusyna, Tang, DeRubeis & Luborsky (2001) 12,
HEARE, 55055 4 TOLEREIZBNT,
WIS 2720 FHICEETH L & | L Tw
5. %7z, Andrusyna et al. (2001) 1%, Bordin (1979)
DEPROEFRE L TORLZ3DOEEK, T42bb
D BROT- VT L2940 bk TE
A PDEE (Goal), 2) T—IVIZWHIZ L THE
TEPIZOVWTDEIEANE I FA T hOE
&= (Task agreement), 3) ks ¥APErITAT
> b OB OMENHIFE (Personal bond ) DFEkE %
AL T 5. Andrusyna et al. (2001) 12 X Ui,
COEFRIFELSZTANSNT S T2~k b D
Thb.

% 72, Dattilio & Hanna (2012) &, [iH (2
BOTIHHED T—VEHELT H720I2ETEA
M T4 PERIMEET HRMN R T 0
A% GG A %R T (collaborative
empiricism) " 1%, CBT TOZALZHH 9 b O (agents)
OHTYH, FELLOD1OTHL] LT
. ZLT, I ¥R MokENL, [HEN 2
fily & AEERE) 7O A X DR SN D b DR SR
S RMEL MR TAZE ITHD BTV,
Dattilio et al. (2012) @ Z D¥&#EH 5 1%, CBT f
IZBWT, EBRERICESCMRAZERT S 2
LOEBEWNRAINTRDLLEF L L.

&T, CBT ORIRWFIZBWTIE, FEZETF

o X
g A

flis 27200 RENHESN TS, Bl 2IE,
Horvath & Greeberg(1989> 1%, “the Working Alliance
Inventory (WAID)" % F%E L, WAILT (&7 KA
M) & WAI-C (7 74 > M) WHIZBW
T, Bordin (1979) OEERBOESREY, [ T—
WV (Goal) ] [FEE (Task) ] [# (Bond) ] &\
3Tt S 7z s LT b, Tracey &
Kokotovic (1989) &, 36 JHH, 12 JHH ® Mk
VR L, Tichenor & Hill (1989) i, #i%i%
it (WAI-O) & B3 L 72 (Andrusyna et al., 2001
ZH). Andrusyna et al (2001) X, WOI-O-S (44
MER, BIEEER) % HWT CBT ICBIF 5B
R H T 2 ATV, (ER &R HEER T
D2 WFMHE, Thbb, OkIEALES T4
I+ OBfRE (Relationship) B LU, @7 7
ATV OREE LT EANB LU CBT 28T
% 548 (Agreement / Confidence) Z filiiti L T\ 5.

ZOL) R CBTIgEIC B A8 2 F 2, &
WFFETIE, A7 B4R (therapeutic relationship)
7* CBT 7Ht A LAFRIZKITTREICOW TR
L2 RE O O FEIEMIFIE 2, LU OB
PORESTLIE LTS 1) BRSNS CBT
DT LA LFERIZRETSHEORBRLHEIZ X
B3, 2) JRIEMERD CBT © 70 & A L
RICRITTHBEOIEER (K2, F&b, BF
B, ®EEE) 12X AiE. 3) CBT DiBHAYEILR
Wb IERA N T2y POER.

S5, EZHOLHRAR - ks ) =v 7T
@ CBT % (9104, 5 ~9 £ v ¥ a YEfT)
I, EFEANET ATV bOEENER
ACBT D70t A & PRI TS HEIIONWT,
EREMZDIEET D,

I. CBTIC# 1T 37aBRHBERICEY 2 RIEDM%

CBT (28] 2 IGH M BILR & WRHRRN R & o B
X, AR, BEOSERR, WREEREEICL -
THEAL L. 22Tk, CBTIZBIT 5 iHENER
BT 2 R ORCROWIZE % B, $ 72,
icoeaed Bl 10 3 e e
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1) BHEEBCEBTEND CBT (LB 3 RE

RSN

9 DHERND CBT 12 BT 5172 TlE, Howard,
Turner, Olkin & Mohr (2006) %%, 19 A® 9 DJ%E
Wa BT 2LR8MAEE LRI, HEEE,
LDEFREORR, o NBIFRORE & o B % 3
HLTWA. Bh#E I, 16 HOME A CBT 217,
Beck Depression Inventory (BDI), the Inventory of
Interpersonal Problems-Circumplex (IIP-C), the
Working Alliance Inventory-Client Form (WAI-C)
HEM L ZOKRE NIP-Cld, 16:HH O
BDI & 4 HHD WAI-C 7Pl +562 &, F72,
WAI-C #a > bua—)v L7842 IIP-C &
BDI L OBIESHETIE R A5 I L il L
72, 2 OH 5 Howard et al. (2006) (&, [ {57 [F
BRI NBIFROBERE LG R L 2 BT 5] &
Fam TV 5.

REREE & ORI TIE, Mortberg (2014) 25,
BN 2 #E (therapeutic bond), FRE B L VT —
WDV T DA (agreement on tasks and goals)
EUlEREREE, BAD L IE, £HICBT %
ZUF TV BHRALEED 54 NOEH %3512
BTV L, Zofk, FRIZEE CBT & b
N CBT O E @<, aFRE A & 2R
Mpo/zZ kit L7z

RO L L C, McEvoy, Burgess & Nathan
(2014) &, II2=74 2 =y 7 COALREE
HoHIE, ) o0 - £EH CBT &5 Tw»
B EHEENRIZ, SABRORE, FW, B,
ERMEOMBRERARCN D, TOME, £H
CBT T, BHtAATD @0 ABIFR O RIEIL, B
HD)A7OMREZ L VIR EREL, ZDH
RIEFAMIC X > TEG SN o7z 2 L x it L
7z. M5, fEA CBT T, 5w [a B % 8t L7z
BEIERET T T HMHICH 722 8, 72,
6] L EIR D ZEAIZ I3 R 97, % ABIERD &
(FEEERGHRE R IIIBE L T o 722 &
HERELRSTND,

FARARN G BEEAD CBT 12 BV % 8 72 7 W
DL NV MET L 72WE%E & LT, Hayes, Hope,
VanDyke & Heimberg (2007) 1%, #L58AR %
NDOCBT %% 3 Cwb18AD7 4L b %
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XHIZ, ERR, WEORRE, BEOa b
0=V EDBEZTHNTNE. TORR, 77
AT PRl L 2R E ey a0k
ek & OBIIZIE DM BB DSEED H AL, #REE
72 (moderate) L )V OIGHEEBIL, GERT O
WARZZE Y T a YNTOMWEN (habituation)
B L Two ks L7z, 2T &R 5, Heys
etal. (2007) ¥, BHWHAEARLZEETIE, #EL
LXNWORBES Y v a o763 2
LRI L TV,

IR D 8= ZBEEA~ND CBT 1281
LR EFERE OBE R R E LTI,
Huppert, Kivity, Barlow, Gorman, Shear & Woods
(2014) 7¢, [ RAEBAERIZ LT T HEICD
WTHRTW 5, [FBE ORI, HFEOFIH,
BUNZATV, WHER D S 02 L%, multilevel
modeling controlling ® FiE% W THMT L7z, £
DGR, BEOREIZ, R 3=y 7 ORERIE
PARLEDOERE) BLO, EHE (attrition) % Fill
L7275, 7 ¥R MoRBIL, #EREFHlETE
BEFMLEH3E L7

Ny JEENDAL VT —F v k- XN— 2R
?® CBT & %[ CBT O#R % HE L 726 DI,
El Alaoui, Hedman, Ljétsson, Bergstrom, Andersson,
Riick, Andersson & Lindefors (2013) 2% 4. EL
etal. (2013) &, MMFIRE ZZT /8=y
JREBYE (N-104) ZBEBIZA > 5 —F v b
N—2® CBT (ICBT) F7:i%, EFIRRAATEDH
* (group CBT : GCBT) D 40, 10 HDE
BHHEB LY, 6 » ABROMEEZ K L7z, EN
JRONTORER, TEIEREE b, KT T4 Tk
JESE % THI L 72280, EROBEL S &, myy
FoEE (work impairment) MW Z & Tdh 572
EEL. 2o i, ICBTIZBWTH, &
HO 6 L FERIC, $RMN7% CBT IZHET 5+
TFEAMEOBRHELES I ENTEL I L ER
BLTw5,

IS 7 [EEAD CBT & AR5 L THRES L,
FMBEOFRBROM T %5 4 75 L2fge s LT,
Weiss, Kivity & Huppert (2014) %% 4. Weiss et
al. (2014) &, /8= v 7 EEAD CBT 2%\ C
W5 19 ADBEFEZHRIZL T, HEAYM, /S=y
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LITEA ML T4 D OBRBRIIBRABAATEIR GO 70 25 X ORISR HE (INEFHESE)

7 REIR, BAI % GROTM LR THELE I A,
FERIEEO DD/ 8 — VRSN L R s
L7z, b5, 1) FHEROSY -V 2585
47 (kv aryNTREEEL, vy a BT
BTFT2E0) 547 BED63%), 2) FEH
M 25 47 (58%), 3) MEOLEL
WENDL I AT (89%) Thosz. THHDHE
75 Weiss et al. (2014) 1%, [FHE LR ANEE#
M@l CRELEETLZ L, $/2, 20%H)
DRTFNNIEO P DI — U Dsdr b T L RIR LTz,

Rt~ CBT (CBTp) (2B1F 2 MM Lk
R R & O EZ P X725 D12, Evans-Jones,
Peters & Barker (2009) 7% & %. Evans-Hones et
al. (2009) 1, 24 DEFEANE T T
FEMRIZ, 2~9+1y ¥ a YETUTOME
%47-72. 1) The Working Alliance Inventory, 2)
774y MZETAEE (M Fin, Rik M
MR OB IE / BEEER, BEI MRS 2 ES, A
b, FhamyZzeicfl, ARd, MBS, OEL
PXERT ARUR), 3) T EA MIBT A%
¥ (empathy, #OERE, W, EEM EBIIUE
¥, CBTp #17-724E%%, CBTp ~DHIE), 4)
w5V IZWT B (v 3 B CBTpAr
A#xAT - 72AHL, formulation DIE/R). 4T Dk
R, 7 IAL Y MY AT THEYE R
B L T o /e, 5T, 77942 ka8
Al 5t 7 ¥ A ok, #GERE, W),
L, £ BWiGENBRE BERH 72, 0
Z & H 5, Evans-Jones et al. (2009) 1%, #5195
DOFEHNER LT A NOHLE, BEREBERER <,
L7 EA MIRWIRREMERZ RO 71
VMEELZEDPTEAHZE, £/, CBTp D&
KIFH T 5, empathy RIEHMO T— V2 Ff>O 2
LN, IHENBRO-DICERELRERNTHSL Z &
ZaRL7e.

55 L AR E A~ CBT 2 BT % iREI LR
{22 Cld, Cash, Hardy, Kettett & Parry (2014)
D3, task-analytic methods EHWTHE L Tnab.
Cash et al. (2014) |, BEFENKEEE~D CBT
TUHEPRONIZ 2507 T4 L2+ OREOM
H (rapture resolution) DT % 34T L T 5.
ZOEF, Cashetal. (2014) 1%, N % gezd

R OE T IVAZH ) D TOET IV EFBLL Tz
S AR O EIZEE  (external observer)” & & o ft
MR EEZPHER SN, /2, Zo70k
AZBWTIE, BEOHEHWERICES 24T
CEPHEETHDHI L EIRLT.

ARAEND CBT 12 BT 4 A B2 D v TN
72 Wk %8 & L T, Constantino, Manber, Ong, Kuo,
Huang & Arnow (2007) #% & %. Constantino
etal. (2007) 1%, & A B4R B GG (interpersonal
theory) B XU, X V) JRH 2 CERERIFEIZ LD
&, PMEEREDOHRENOW LIRSS, £
FRBEATEIFRE I AT SRRSOV THRGET L 7z,
ZORER, FERINISEAN OB o 728
i, TOBICETIER MR L) EBET X BT
ELTRAMT A EICLY, HRIROMEDYGE S
Nz ez#qE L. 2o a5, Constantino
etal. (2007) (&, FEHAVEE OMIFE & MEIRME %
AT DHIEERLT.

BAEEEND CBT 2B 5 FEIZOWTHN
720F%e & LT, Waller, Evans & Stringer (2012) A%
& 5. Waller et al. (2012) (X, 44 ADE AR E
BEEXRIC CBT BGAIH (63 v FT)
OFAIR, 18 E 2 WOFEE, HERBE L O
WEMET L7z, ZORE, BEOMYOKIER R
NBIR ORI & B L, B & O
MBI, BEIE CTEZEOMN AR ETORA
RHEZIDFE S Lickhigfban) 52 k%
RL7z

¥ 72, Raykos, McEvoy, Erceg-Hurn, Byrne, Fursland
& Nathan (2014) &, 112 % O MMM EIE H
BV, R TR I R A R R, TR
1LF2EN1TE# #E (Enhanced Cognitive Behavioural
Therapy: CBT-E) % ZE i L, BHAARE, H [ FE,
TR TORME, EOMERE, WOk L ORE L IR
L7 ToMEE, MEIATEOZL(EEO & v
va YWToOFHN, HAMZEETEZE.T 5
L, BELHETEE DL L) PETE o7
HEOIZR E L i Lz, ), R
HYEZ] Tt NBIARICRIRE D & 2 Hhe P A B
IZBWTIE, FBIEHEEOMFR PR Z T L 7%
MoizZ a7

Loeb, Wilson, Labouvie, Pratt, Hayaki, Walsh,
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Agras & Fairburn (2005) (&, &1 8 & iE~ D
CBT &% NBIERFGEIZ BT 5, A, (6
70 b avosEsy, fEREOEEESH L. B
E, By v a v OET - T EREICRL D
BREI T 72 TORR, LI EANOER,
YT EA M} GHREOERIL, RN RICED
epo7zZ &, F72, [ & HEFITIERVE DS
»Y, FHZ CBT TIEBEMEA TR > 722 & &
L7

P9 57 hiEBEHRE (chronic fatigue ayndrome: CFS)
D CBT 2B A2FEBIZOWTHRIZb DL L
C, Heins, Knoop & Bleijenberg (2013) 7254 5.
Heins et al. (2013) (&, 217 A® CFS & % k%
2, S, BIAR, TR IR LY 2 ER
CBT D hilaik, FEATH o 3 ke, & T RICHE
L7z, ZOf%R, R=AF7 4 » TOKRETFM LR
HEOWENZOWTOEEDS, LD % Tl
L, (GHEIE DN ST D 25% 1%, #HFFM, FEH (R,
PR T AERICL > TSN/, 20
Z &5 Heins et al. (2013) 1%, [RI T4 7%
FHEROTH & FENO G, CFS~O CBT |2
BWTET BT 2 EZROZL RS Lk
N, HROWENCRY 7 1 7R IGRER R
b5 EDQEEWZHRRAL TV 5.

HBEED D 5 BE~O CBT (251F 2G5
FA£%IZDW T, Jahoda, Selkirk, Trower, Pert, Stenfert
Kroese, Dagnan & Burford (2009) 2551 L T\ 4.
Johoda et al. (2009) &, HIMBEEDH B N\ % 1% [
HRERBLD2aIa=r—va VICHEEERFD
Zengnilo, 5%FTEY, CBT DLZEME
WEl b TEEEHL TS, 512, [k
SIIHETI R FF OO N & OBRIIAF) & ZR D
FERDH L7200, T ER N &R 2 A B R
ZHELEITETT PN GV LT
5. LT, BHEPLBOAINEE L, BEZELE
IO, A&, B ZFO 15 NOBFE LRI,
“an initiative-response method (XI55 (2 3 1F % BL5
BT A" ML, kv varabX
NI DEFEND, REHIZBIF DO (power
distribution) DHT & IT>72. ZOFER, HHL
LA MHTHIAEFIICEL SRS SN, £
72, v —DHERIZI ) HEERAE T Z L

SR BER S N AR ZEAL EE Vol. 16

GhrofzbiiE L TWwa. ZORR2SIE, W
[EDDH 5 BEOMEERDOF RO TIIE, E
BISSEDRNDYGE L R H37 — SR HNLD
ZEDPREENTWS, S, SEoire v
— T2 5 OBEALTET TH L, RO LITE
DHM R EPS L, BBEROIEEE CBT O%)
FEOMEEPHO IR ENLEEINL .

2) BAENEFREI CBTO7OEX EHERICRIE
HEORERRE (I, &b, BEHS 5
BER) ICLBEN
FrLRBREY BIO, mE#HETIR, @AY
& CBT O#)FEDOBHIE, AL IZRRLZ &
AHZ 5D, Seligman & Ollendick (2011) I,
FFEDOREEEND CBT I I1I B~ 2 iBw /Sy
r=UBHWHNTWAEDS, Z 2\l L
M8 e LC 3R EE (a comprehensive
assessment) | [ L Wi B R B L O, EER
WaRIERSEL L] TRRHEME (cognitive
restructuring) | [ [ 84T B % K% L 72 AR % 2
TIAFN - PL—=v 7 Db BHE LTS,
COMEASIE, CBT O#)RI2IE, FEEREO
RO 2R OTEY 755 L Cnd 2 &8
MESINL, 22T, Bz, 7, BE,
FRE IS A YT, SRR X B IEEBR L
CBT ORHEDENIZOWTOHIHE 2 S 5.
Keeley, Geftken, Ricketts, McNamara & Storch
(2011) 1F, HEMEEED T EH NOFHEN—
® CBT (family-based CBT) 128175, HHIE
P AEREFI ST S 720, EEREEE
EUIHFRBOBER % T ER L L2 &24T-
2. FORE 1) FEL, OH ESERL0E
BN Z L1, RERIENZ L& T
528, (2 TELPFETLIHMoOME (1
~5tva YEOBRREOZENL) ALY KE
<, X azbid, ) BWBEKERT
W4z EEHALNL.
FIBEORFS21Z, Chiu, McLeod, Har & Wood (2009)
3% %. Chiuetal. (2009) &, RNEEEDTF L
LDIDDT = 2T VI Wz CBT % Jitifr
L, Tl A MHORM LR L DORE
AR 34 NORZHEEDT- LD (6~ 13 7%)
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LITEA ML T4 D OBRBRIIBRABAATEIR GO 70 25 X ORISR HE (INEFHESE)

D123DCBT kv 3y THOFELLELTER
MO AS, B HFHEEEICLY, The Therapy
Process Observational Coding System for Child
Psychotherapy - Alliance scale (TPOCS-A; McLeod,
2005) & I\ CREE S 7z, B, IR OR, P,
HHREICTES O R ERz wE L. €0
A, WROMOFEb LT EX Mo R
WZ EIE, REINCESHRE LT EboREN
G TR L7228, IREROUEEIETFIIL 2o
fo. Fro, WEEREBLTFELELTERD
OB T2 L1E, HEEO LD BWiEE
P72 L e S,

75, Liber, McLeod, Van Widenfelt, Goedhart, van
der Leeden, Utens & Treffers (2010) 1%, Eft& i
B bEREE LM LT, Liber et al. (2010)
12, Yo 2T IS W REEEDEZ D
N - 45 CBT 2B 5%, HHEEST (treatment
adherence), [, & OF#E LTIz RN
BEED 2 ADFESL 8~ 12/) Dt FT¥—t v
Yaror—7%HEI, R BEE G
M EFELE RS EANORBEEEL, F
EH VAL T, R, GREERTRIE L.
BlUE, T b ONTEAL L 72 FEIR & TBIE ORI I FF
L7z ZOREE, BEGESs, WX FE00
WRERE T L e d o722 Epsis Sz,

F72, B ER NDOED LD BATEIN, TNk
EOFESVHETLHEBICEBL T2 00
REET L7235 D12, Creed & Kendall (2005) 734
5. ZOWRTIE, v= 27 LI N REREE
O CBT 2217 T2 % 56 4DF L LI,
NHDETEARA LD 3 £y v a v F TOMHN
a— FMeEh, TEb, EIER N, HEEDR
WORFEMN, 3878y varyTillEshs:
FORER, WhE (collaboration) 1%, # O+ &
bORIMBARY 74 7I2FH L, [HEOREE
W27 % 2 L (finding common ground) | [F &%
IZRE$ & 93\ 5 2 & (pushing the child to talk) |
X, oL oRBEE AT T 4TI L2
Wtz F12, kI EA NOTENE AT
VO T EANORBEEZ T L %0572 [T
@] DEBEICHEILN IR e iE, 7Ry ¥ a
YTOLTER MOMEE positive 12Tl L 7.

S50, T, BlgHE IR PoRBEIZE,

HEIHEBERE D - 722 e sz, Th
SLOMANPD, ANEEEDTFE L ERBEEEL L
T, RN T ER DOITEIN S 5 2 LAY
o SRIL, IR E DIBIRET b BLEE 59 .

BENOARREEL IR L LT, EHEFEH
ENhTwb* I A~ CBT (online cognitive
behavioural therapy) & [flH3 & DB EM: % #gd L 72
b D12, Anderson, Spence, Donovan, March, Prosser
& Kenardy (2012) %% % . Anderson et al. (2012) (%,
HEMOARNZEEZ R, T YA O
Ra/hBRICL7: (1 DR e-mail & B
RS ND) £ 54 CBT 2B HIE%ER
BogL, fFERBL LT Y-l (therapy
compliance) ANAEIAE RN KT TRHEIZOWTH
N7z, ZofER, BEHTE, 7)==y rR=2
TOHOCBT &4 74~ CBT L OMICHE R
RSN, F 2T 1 v CBT BRICARLER DA
FIER L, BEAEEE €T V- DMFI R, o
oL BICXDEERRSP RSN L LS
5, ZOXH AR, FLdbilBwTidi
b eholzZ s aniz, 2ol rb,
BEMORZEETIE, £IERMEOEHDOHY
DY zEm/NRIC LRSI BT 7)) =y
7 NX—=ZTO CBT & WD RN B 5 53,
Jeik U7z Hayes et al. (2007) OHIR & FIERIZ, Z
CUITILBE R LV OB Y T ¥ — O F AW
BTHDHIEHhRBEINT.

BEMOYEER & WL oM %2 F~<720
%t & L T, Hogue, Dauber, Stambaugh, Cecero &
Liddle (2006) %%# %. Hogue et al. (2006) (%
A CBT & %\ E, RKIE#ELZZITTHLWE
BEHDOH %100 N\OBFEMD 7 410 M B X
U, ZOB %R, PO R EOR) R % 5
RCWV5. ABEOFETBREEDIT, 6 2 A
D741 —=7 v TEETOHRDHER (CBT DA),
R GEWMER, EROYMESL - WAL =Tl
TN EPEBRET L7z, £oOfR, CBT IZI3F
WORRD 7 <, RERETIE, BoREL H
C EEEMOFEYHEHOKT S E L E PRl L
ol EHE L ZOHR2S, CBTIZEIT
B [EBEAREIIE < 2089 22iE, FETEIO
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HESIHPHES L LR SN

Fin i~ CBT I251F 2 B HIBEARIZ DWW T
72 DI, Ayers, Bratiotis, Saxena & Wetherell
(2012) 3 5. Ayers et al. (2012) 1, By 7 71—
FEHWT, CBT 7O FIViZonTHtLI ¥
A M EBBEOMBAEILB L7, ZO/E, £I¥
AMZIGELCTRON-EEDOT -, F— 24
7 — 7 OAfER T, By 2o v 0ESF, FEAT
HERED R Z (RZEMFLIE @ prospective memory,
AL RTEMT, BRANWEEKE) Tho7z il
J, BENSOMETIE, BRI ZEN 2
W THo72DITKT L, BEEOHE, HHRIBIR
&, WROPTROEMATH- 2. 202 EhD
Ayers et al. (2012) &, &lnE O CBT O,
BEERIEOEFIZER N T, EITHROREE
2% & (remediating), iR LL72Hk—47—
7 %52, JJit (emphasis) &4 7% < L, BHFH
Wi 2 9 % (modifying) & I12X D, M
ET2ZLEERHL. INOSOMRrLIE, &
#iE D CBT 2BV Tit, tIEAMEYFA T
Y NOWRZ DT =< RRARN % CBT OFEIZIX
BEOPHONLZ L, F72, Sk~ CBT 12
BT, FRIFICEELERNTH L ENER
YA

3) CBTICH T2 ABEMNERICEEYT 2ER

ZZTlE, CBTIZBU 2 MGHBERICE DD
WE, 7794y NOBEKRNELTER MDER L
I200F, FRENUZOWT, DK O THE %
WA, T2, TNSOHAIIH LT, §EED
LDHERRORER P HEZREMRAHT L LT 5.

DEIEX NOER

a) AT U7 - 5 EZX bDOZEH (Rogerian

therapist variables)

Keijsers, Schaap & Hoogduin (2000) (%, [CBT
X, 7 A MO XY TEIN OB R XY
Y AL, RO LERHEIZ AT LD iE
MR- PEAT) LB MET S T
Y2 ML, AEEmOOHEEER DRSO &k
12, W LNV O empathy & BESAEOFERRIYT 2
ZRT ] EIRRTWL. LT, I EAMCH
T577A5—LLT, (@ BZ2YT V- k7
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YA MOEL, $7hbE, empathy GEE), JEAT
75@?5'175‘ 3 (nonpossessive warmth), *Ejfﬁ 5] CC%:
5E (positive regard), #l ¥ 1% (genuineness), (b)
HEFABRE V) 2 0% FEL TWwA. Keijsers et
al. (2000) 7%, CBTI2BWwWTuvy) 7> &
FTYRMOEKEMEATH I LE, EHIEILTO
HHTHYUTHDLEELD.

oL ZIE, RERFHRHEAE TR/ 81
Lo OoMICEELERZICH L, CBT oM
PCREOEEERLZ L, LOREEIZE > TK
YThHsrH. L, CBTIZHBWT) DERDL
ERRETIDORIE & o 72ATEI O AT %Y
T, TNEEBEHELTLL, 79410 MRZ
DRIED R — AN 5 72 HE O\ HNE A TP
LW EBEZONL, FOL) YA, 794
IV FRREDL MO NPDOREEDFTFRZ BN,
[bolWnAVALEFILAW] v ZEE T
TLb2LdbHDHTHAH. CBTOTura)
BT AL RBE LR, PINICEL L
LH LMD ENT N,

¥72, CBTOHT, 2934 LY BTV
¥ L ZBRIEEC, 2R, BB R, BES, ol
Mk, BRARE, 9479147 vodh TR 5
HEARGEVIRD DL ZENH L. UL, R
BURDSER L RREC200THY, L )iEn
L NV D empathy (246D A ) 2 TS LEE
ERLBEMTHAD. ZOL) REEOFRT, 7
FTAZY FOFED BRUNIRH S &5, BRI
ey LSBT ECHEEL LSS,

Weiss et al. (2014) 2S[FEMOFEE O 12135
DWDOINY =PI D ERBLTWD LI, ¥
T4 b EDHEENMRIL CBT ofilics
WTOREBENL T TR, MADOEEE #
CCERSN, ETLb0EEZLNDL. L
WoT, VI9ALY MR TATHA IV LEOEE
REEEZEY RO LA, kI A MEE
T )T v TR NOEKERYN LT
2T, 74T b OLOVEERHET 720 DR
e e2fx T RT LI EPUETHL LE
25,

b) 1B AREMSE

7 ¥ A OB ARFRE & BERE L OB
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LITEA ML T4 D OBRBRIIBRABAATEIR GO 70 25 X ORISR HE (INEFHESE)

% P X721F5E12, Heinonen, Lindfors, Hirkinen,
Virtala, Jadskeldinen & Knekt (2013) 733 5. Heinonen
etal. (2013)1%, 70 NO#EERDH % £ 7 KA b A3,
D) OB B\ L, ANLREE OB TR E
(solution-focused, FHIAFEMITEIRRE) H5H WL,
R (RUKS B, o) (OEREE
17 o 2B DG HERIVESE B £# (the therapeutic working
relationship) %, I AN E ORED SN
T\ 5, {BHANZ, Development of Psychotherapists
Common Core Questionnaire & i\ T+ F ¥ 2 »
OHEMMEEEAWRESF TSN, 3Ly ¥a
Y, BXU, BERBIST7 2 HBOT7 10—
7 v T2, Working Alliance Inventory % V> C
LI YA BEOIEERBIFFES NI 20
FER, I EX M HCRE L 72 ER 0 A A
Fuix, MBI OCEHEIE-0RTTIZEW
T, BEAPIYVRVRBEZBE TS L2 THl L
7o, F7, BEICHEMRMEORHLHEEZ 5 L5
T LAE, R CIRE OWEHEE S % ) L
SR, REEECIIBERORERRE B
&, BRIESICBWCEE LA, BN RGN
7 (constructive coping techniques) 73H %) T o
22 HEINTWADS, & 512, Heinonen et
al. (2013) 1, I ER FOHMHEIZOVTOH
Be, BAEFHTORBISH> THFEXE L L
(work enjoyment) X, 9 ¥AMoORIYOES %
FML722%, BEORBETFHNLZr722 8 %
HELTWE, ool bid, MUROTEIZIE
LI EAPDOMARAFVDPEEL T2,
FELOGE Vo RN B E CIIEE L T
WIEERLTBY, vI7 YA POMEAREEICE
JBRFEDFEIBO A, FEIHET S LR
BLCTWEEFR5.

c) REE EHPIM

HOEELHEMEMR IO T EA T
&, CBT DR 7 74 T b DOHREIZED
&9 DR SN L DT L LT,
Hiltunen, Kocys & Perrin-Wallqvist (2013) 1’ 5.
Hiltunen et al. (2013) &, Karlstad K0 .LHHE
ErL—=v 7y s —IlBWwC, HRNLREE
BT TlE % BBRO DR VIlET O2 T A
I (trainee therapists) 75 CBT %217 T\ 5 7

T4y M ERRIC, FEROLZLE LT E—~D
MRz 7940 ML, FHLT1
OBy va vk FORE, AT
D7 YA MHHEAT L7z CBT %R TdH o 72
CENGHY, ERF v ) A b (Symptoms
Checklist) & H\T2Z 74 =¥ MHEEE L72IE
KiE, 9HHEP 7HE A EIIEEL, EFO
i JE BE (satisfaction with life) 134 & 2@ LT
Wiz, F7z, T ¥ — O & BIZHIAT L 72 The
Montgomery-Asberg Depression Rating Scale DEF7E
Tk, 79422 b)Y DREIFAEIILFELT
Wz b, I EX FOFHETIE, 774y
kD 64% (SD =32.01) AVHIEIIREDYE 2R
LTw/, 7941 Ml&btTE—~ojiiid
EOPRAETIE, 7740 MPERE T TR
ICEATVWLEWIRRTH- . EBI2, 77
ALY MPHETLUAFEDOL NV ELTEA D
WM IZ, MWIEOMBBRT R S22
LA &7z TS O Hiltunen et al. (2013)
D> S, BOEERLHIIEAEE CBT OR)R
BT ARTIE RS, MBEOBEMEKE LT
R T A2 LD EZONL. 72, 7
TALY MPHETHL{EOL NV ELTEX B
D R & DM OTRCIEOMBARIRIE, RTEHI
WBWTHHNTELMRMETH L L EbND T
B, HEFMT 5 ETE T YA DO E
HT2ZEbHETHALWMEEEDD .

fiL /5, Kuyken & Tsivrikos (2009) 1%, #+3% 7
)= v 7 T H OO CBT 2% T b 69 A
DREE TR, HERNEREERE DM T
N, BEICEIHEDN D EIZIE, CBT #R
BEDLLL Leholzds, £ A MDPEHVEE
(competence) % FFOHE 121X, GHEDSH o T
bAERDUFE SN E2ELTWE. Thb
DHIHIZ, €7 EX N ORRNOE S HEIHED H
B OO CBT ICB W CTHEBEMICEES 5 2
EERIRLTWEDS, ZTORIO—o L LTHERN
MREEEIOEZEZONL 2O, BIHEDOH S
HPNZOWTIE, CBT ORRICHES 5 Z K &
L COEFRMBRE S I T2 UENH 5.
FIE3 278 & L T, Gold, Hilsenroth, Kuutmann
& Owen (2014) &, ZEAFRIRSK (graduate clinicians)
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M FENTZ T 72 Nt 7 ¥ — (personal therapy)
L OB FOHBE I YR N E LT T 72 0B
FEoTa v A LEREDOHEEZFHRTND.
ANt T ¥ —Thx 2 #EBi% L7z 14 AOFHEA
BRREKD, RFENR—ZADIAI2=F4 7)) =
7 (university-based community clinic) “CEZH]
B E 21 T b 54 ZOIREE DS
A&ATo72E Th, BFEERFRENZT T 72fH
ANt 7 ¥ —ofsHE R, ZORICER S 7z
WS BEgAE I EA N LTERE) &, HS
DEEDFE LBzt y ¥ a Yl
B L Cwiadhodz, 0, BESEARIREMEA
7 E—NTRERL 72 EIE, 155 0 BAEDEE
L 72 & B DD positive 1B L CTw7z, 2
DT, ZEEFEREDPIHO—B L L T
FEER L 72W A, 2 oRICHBERAEWINZ B
WCETERME LTHERML 72 CBT ORCRIZE

WEBEZ L6 EAURENTHE Y, Hiltunen
etal. (2013) & [AIRRIC, AL <0 B0 14 25 1 B2
CBT 12242 &) L b, FYEAMH %
TAHIENREINTNS

d) adherence (JL—JL « REIDESF)

+ 5 ¥ 2 b @ adherence 7%, [ ¥ % CBT @
MRIZEDL ) ICRES D20 EZHRTZEO
12, Brauhardt, de Zwaan, Herpertz, Zipfel, Svaldi,
Friederich & Hilbert (2014) #%3 4. Brauhardt et
al. (2014) 1%, BWEJE~D CBT OFRIZHD S
FEREZHARSL 7280, 5 YA MO adherence, if
BoOR®E, BELOBE I YR MORE
W E Y % multicenter randomized-controlled trial
I2& % CBT B LU, INTERBED-Study (£ » % —
2w b R=ZAD A FIZ XD self-help) DI
WP SME L7z, &5 YA O adherence 1, 89
BOBEDNS T 2 F AIERE SN 418 O CBT
vty TarofEsT—7 5%ty iay)
% @R S AL 72 5F %E # Y Adherence Control Form
(ACF) #HWTRFEL, f1 ¥ ¥ a— AL
L EE LT EA MOFEESFES N £
DORERE, BELELIEA PRI, £ EA b
@ adherence % Filll3, 5 YA D adherence
i, WEIERE % positive IZFHI L 722 &5 0o
7z

SR BER S N AR ZEAL EE Vol. 16

Rollinson, Haig, Warner, Garety, Kuipers, Freeman,
Bebbington, Dunn & Fowler (2007) &, FHPEREIR
D& BAEMIFEE % 5T 5, research setting CBT
(research clinical psychologists 33 & U, I #f & 41
72T O T A AT CBT) &, clinical
settings CBT (s N7z I A 37— X -
YAV A Y MY AO—FE L TIT) CBT)
BT, &7 ¥ A N® adherence IZEWASH S5 %
MED WEME L7z, BISEIC X 2 EO/R,
MEICENIIR SN2 D o572, F 72, research
setting D FRIRZK 2L, A¥—~7T—7, F5L
DA, BEETVORKALHLEZ L, clinical
setting Tl&, JERDETE SR UITUEDVESEDN S <
IR AF =< LRXVONEEN D oz T
ERFHEINT, NSRS
(ESi=E) LN L research setting & clinical
setting i} T CBT D/ A - {GHOWNE LR % > T
W % A%, adherence (& ]EH?EG: REEE L) B2 ks
Az 5.

e) EZEXMDEEIZOVWTDYZII b

DHE

LIEANDED L) LIEE DR, 77141
Y P DOFRBEOTMEFERIZBES 21220 T
iat L72WF%e & L T, Nissen-Lie, Havik, Hoglend,
Rennestad & Monsen (2014) 2% 4. 754 L2 b
LSRN, Working Alliance Inventory W,
IR DLy a3, 12, 20, 40 DA%
A L, 2 DR A A Multilecel growth curve analyses
EHWTHM SNz, T ER PR L 7257
{¥, Psychotherapists Common Core Questionnaire
THCCRHES Nz, TOfE, EIEA MDY
FTALZY MR A2HENRIOGRC Y v a YN
TORED, 7 T4 L bHEHIT 2 [H I 58
PR QAVARSR - S Al

INHEOHENPS, T EX P OBGEELEHM
P2 TR, ayx) 7y - v FEAMOEH
%° adherence 72 ¥ DD, [ X CBT O%h %
WICRECEETLZEDPHL N Lo TS, &
72, T EX N OEEMRRREREEN S 74 T
Y INORBISRES L Eb, CBT O
BT, L7 ER MPHOCOKIEEZ ZEIICE
ZIN) T HET U AERKERT LI ELHER)T

, adherence

- 203 —



LITEA ML T4 D OBRBRIIBRABAATEIR GO 70 25 X ORISR HE (INEFHESE)

HHEEROND.

@741 FOEHR

a) s

CBT M 2254 b0, FHE
R CBTOMRIZED LI ITHET L2000 %H
N 7zfF%E & L T, Tsai, Ogrodniczuk, Sochting &
Mirmiran (2014) 2% 5. Tsai et al. (2014) (1,
9O OEFRMTERED T 0 7T KIS
T 5 80 DY RBE L RIZ, SEAO B
(expectations for improvement) A REREO
A MG L7z, 2 OfR, fiRITu 3 2 IR,
RO T L HEEDP o722 8, X=X T4
Y TOMRIE, M OBREBROEIEE L Ty
72, M OFEBICIZBEE L T o2 &,
WfFoERIE, A%, EHOE, P ABEROME
DOUFLHZICEBEL T2 e 8D S h
72, FD7, Tsaietal (2014) X, [EF LW
BHRAREREELZOICIE, B2, 3ty va
VT, BEOMERLKIIIAT 2L ED 5 L
ABN L BT S Hv] LERTWE. 20
BIFLE, Jeak L7z Keely etal. (2011) O, {&H¥5W)
M A~5tvyyay) IZFELPFTET HIEHE
[ W7 CBT @ BUf iRz Fll5 5 &£ OH
REFIFEHL T 5.

F 72, Tsaietal (2014) &, [7 74 > b
FoRIE, €I LwnEiRees. s s
TREPEIC DWW T ORBINZ RaE LIk, BEEtT
Y2+ OO ESE R R (working relationship)
DIRIZAFG T Hhb ANV ] EABRTNE,
EHORBRTIE, 7942y MCWREE#ETHA
NEORERINT 0OV TOFEHRE G2 5 =
L&D, MEEEEOMTRIIBRO TH L 2o
T3 (BF 3 EH TOEF )Y L 73 # 361
41 7 — A 39 7 — ANk, AEBER = 95.12%).
794Xy MIF LT, EORERIY 5 RENE
W Hr k) R 52 B 0 E, EE AR
VETH LN, I EANHFOERKICED W
WMROTFME 7 T4 LY Mrzx b I i3, H#E
MIBRDTERIZ & o TLERDEH S L E 2 5.

b) BEFIOIEY— FOEE

BAEHE D 2O HFEIZE D %5 CBT T &

LT, £J ¥R b ®D adherence, HESI, R M
Fofs, 794 LY POBEOIEY - FOD
M2 % 72058 & L C, Weck, Rudari, Hilling,
Hautzinger, Heidenreich, Schermelleh-Engel &
Stangier (2013) 7" A. Weck et al. (2013) I,

[ BB S SO fFEZ FHi§ 42 L1x, CBT®
FLOBEMEEZ NG ] Lk TWws, Z1L
T, BAEVER D oS (B o8E %
IS, BEEx T T572008 7 AHOME:
25047 By 35 (Maintenance Cognitive-Behavioral
Therapy : M-CBT) #EfilL 7. 2Ok, €7
A b @ adherence, TiEJJ (competence), {F¥#% [ %
75, B DORBED ) A7 EARIT % 720 DTl
HWFE LTHESN 0 HDEHEDOE T+ T —
T &It T YA DD adherence & BETI AT &
i, GBI RIS XD ERE S .

ZDHER, Weck etal. (2013) 1, €7 EZX LD
adherence B L U, BEI &, WHHEDO 1EHROFEE
VA7 EOMIIZBED M, R RAFEED
HERTFHRTFThHo 22 e xiiF L. F7-,

EERHO) DOy — Fof (5 m L x4 1]
Kiii) 25, WAEKTHo7-2&hn, [HEL
HROMMRIZ, BEMFSEDEO)S>OIE Y —

FEFOL XLV DITEETH L] LT
FTW5,

FeFHOREBRTIE, ERDEM L CBT 25#%545 L
72tR12, HHEOTHOF U CBT 2%21F 5 H 6011,
XFIZ 8= v 7 [EER OCD T\, KEMS
DRLALOFFNIZOWT L, SHILHER - AR
DIYY—F&, HERHE - MAORREDOH
PRUEPAS %2 2 RTINS,

c) EhdZ &MY ZMEME (ambivalence

about change)

Hunter, Button & Westra (2014) &, [7 54 =
Y INDEDDZ I HMEE R R A 2 &
(&, CBT 2B\ TIdAE R IZBE S B HrL i
Thb] LEMLTWE, 2L T, @flA%
BEEA~D CBT OR-#O (1 72328y ary)
2B % B D change talk (CT: Eb b &1
DWW T ORGR) & counter-change talk (CCT @ %2
5B EANOWPLEIRTBLR) & T — FLLGHT
L7z, 2L T, #icteIEA N EMBEORRE Y%
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Bl o4 e, 29T ILLL b
DEFFALERF O CT & CCT O MBS % Mg L
7oL lh, RICHBOREEHELI27F 4>
FOHHPEEICE W CCT 2 &M LTz & it
L7

¥ 72, Lombardi, Button & Westra (2014) (&, [ 7
FSATY NEHEBFEOEIICED XD ICE LT Ak
22V TRE A 01d, T OROGHROMT) % FHl§
LENGZTUMRAFTH L | EHBRTVWE, ZLC,
EMRMEAZ D CBT DHHEAERE, 77422 |
OIS VT D F 55 (client motivational language)
DR ZMRE L7z, T OfE, wEINIIZEWT
counter-change talk VBN L, HEBROARLY
DOESEFUTHHETTHY, client motivational
language 1%, {HFEMPNI BT HEROEL S H
O SNERT T LS, Ihmdie T
HTBHFTHo LW L7

d) AR

CBT 2B A7 T4 L b OFEFIRPLIEL,
FHOBRRRRIEE L 6T EEZLN
b, TOWFRIIE, 77412 o5 ABIRIC
B4 208D H 5 2 & HHE S5, Kohlenberg
& Vandenberghe (2007) &, BHFIKITMEDL S 5
OCD ~ @ CBT IZ %} L T, “Therapist Assumes
Responsibility (TAR)” & W) #&r6H, 2250
OCD ~DJr ADFBIf7E % T, TAR & &
FERAM-2774LY bOBREICD W THRE
L 7z. Kohlenberg et al. (2007) 1 X4LE, Z D
2, MFEEAERT A2 L2320, MELRARE
EDLNNVEZIFANDLZ L] 2HATNS,
%72, OCD ~® CBT Hi5g o 26 NBIFR D E
EMMZLHZ LT, WAL TWw{EMR (inflated
responsibility) (ZDOWTHHL, Whizs 747
Y-t ZEXFOBRED, BEROPTEHENT
ELD0NEHPTE S LEART %, Kohlenberg
etal. (2007) &, 2 CBT O ToOX ARk &
D, OCDD 7 74 LY FBELERDDL Z L
(reassurance seeking) MTELELII LI LR
RIEL TS,

e) BCFHE

CBT OHiHEplIcB Ty I4 2 FOAHD
AR A ¥ 2 & DB 2 F 72078 & LT, Kegel

SR BER S N AR ZEAL EE Vol. 16

& Fliickiger (2014) %@ % . Kegel et al. (2014) I3,
[Ry o7 (premature termination) % il
B ETHEN T O ASRTTIRENE, Sl obf
RTEFIEAFTON TS| LTV,
Kegel et al. (2014) &, Wz C T L72hBRES
T L72AREE 2RI, HOWEIZLD,
Yy voa UHICRRER L 7 HCEHE (self-esteem),
HIHE (mastery), FAfEL (clarification), (G
W RRTz 296 NOBE DR Z F2> B0,
HIBRII R 254 < (M=2020 & v ¥ 3 »), #iE S
N72WRED (integrative form) CBT %5277z, =
EF AT ORGSR, HH e P L2 ER IR T L
BEICHAT, BCRV, Sk, UL, o
[ D KIEDPME D o 722 Lotz T2,
Kegel et al. (2014) (3, HFGEAE T U CTRERT
5 ACFHMEOZALIE, CEREO P, BT L
7otk PS5 7200 b EEHIIOH 5 TR
FTholZ xiE L. 612, FHWREG
WO SET HANIHE L2 BEOYE, Wi
tyva BT ORBRZIZE AL
LCBLT, HEEBICOBEMNREEIRIE L
Tl eziE Lz, IS DREEDP S Kegel
etal. (2014) (&, BEDFHNAGR T 1o B Pl
9 AERICIE, HOFHMAMET LEER % [FH#H
DOFERORKMAFARL TnDH I L ERLTNA5.

f) BAmE (openness)

Keijsers, Schaap & Hoogduin (2000) 1%, €7 ¥
AbETTATY O NTERFHEDY CBT 12
BT THEIIOWTHRE LTS, ZORE,
774 MBI A TIAY—L LT, UT
DIOPFEEENZEERELE. @) 775
ATV I BRTEIEAMIABZE > Tw
T (self-confident), FHM A H V) (skillful), 5
TdH 5 (active), (b) BADMEEZFHEMT S &
ORI (openness), (¢) ZbAHH &L, Th
FERTLTEE LTCOLMEBEYZIF AR
9 & BT OMEIA (the patients’ pretreatment
predisposition). 7 7 A4 L b ORISR, £b
59k LOGERELEZ I AN L S &3 25k,
PR 2@ L CTIRIR T 2 2 LR TH 5 72
O, HoLLOD, MAOFEEFHLALET,
NS DEBORENPENT T4 T2 MIH LT
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LITEA ML T4 D OBRBRIIBRABAATEIR GO 70 25 X ORISR HE (INEFHESE)

i, CBT 2L 2 ADTFEEFRIZDOVTOL
HEEETHT) CEVENTHD L ERD.

g) #% (contemplation)

Derisley & Reynolds (2000) 1%, “Transtheoretical
Model” ZH7RL, 7 74 T2 FHEALT b
Wl (stage) &, 7 74T P DEEIIHT 5
WY A A (engagement) % Tl 5 2 &\ 9 G
ODBFEATo 7. Thbb, HAORERK
(precontemplation scores) 251\ 7 7 A T ¥ b
Ft I ¥ -2 READE F# T L (prematurely
terminate), {TEJfS & (action scores) DS\ T
1ML, £ DEy v avicshl, &
V) positive 7 (I [A] B 2 FESZ$ 2 &\ ) G 2 AR
L7z, Derisley et al. (2000) 1%, #BREMNZER
DTWFA 22 HNT, FEIRDPEAT Rl 2 X —
AZFA4 b OEALEPSFEEL, ORI,
ZLctyyarof, t7E-—pL0RT
X 2% (premature drop-out from therapy), 138
L3ty varEoOBERRE FHTLNE
IWEBE L 60 ND 2 T4y M, GE
HIlZ “The Stages of Change Scales” & “The Brief
Symptom Inventory” ([ L, {G¥#[A ML, "The
Agnew Relationship Measure” # W T, 1 BI O
3ty va YRISFFESN. ZORR, KGR
YFRENT, ¥ T E—DO0RTELHEIE, 7
T4 LY POBYOIEIRDOFZ E DL~ )v e, K
WHREZIZ L ) Pl SN & ghotz. F72,
v ar1BIU3ORT T 1 T hEEE I,
N=AF4 Y TOFHHAERPLTFH SN2 L0
WEshiz, ZoZers, 77410 PO
OHEDPLRNIE LT E—DSORT XL
HE L, BENLWITE, BHIOGEREF S <
b ENRINT., ZOREE, Joik L7 Tsai
etal. (2014) O EHBOTETIZHS HHIR &
PRETERT DL, FHHIOLTE—~OHFELD
bPEOTHH, LI E—DETIIZIVEHELT
WH I EMREIND.

h) 2, BAEORS, KEBEtyvT1>7

(treatment setting)

Sharf, Primavera & Diener (2010) &, £ % 74T
&0, WA NCEEDLI BT B % &6
[[ B & A 2B OW TR, ZORE,

Sharf et al. (2010) %, CLEIFFEOBLE & G
B DEIIIFREOHAMGBSH D, HWENLR
GRS, AW EHEEENTLERE LT, 7
FAT Y FOFE, WEOES, WERY T4 v
IBolllERHE L. Thbh, FENE
EPENLUEDs ALY b 0% E, FE LR
%L OMENED 572 T2, WENBSEW
3E, MW EBEOMENFE o7z S 61T,
AbBEt w74 » 7 (inpatient settings) (&, 717~
t) Ty —RW%EZ ) = v 7 (research
clinic) (2T, XD REIVHRPES N
FTOENZBWTIE, FME R a3 2251
DWTOMEBIT LA LTTDR TV aWVD, 4
e, 794y NOREERLHEEOES, HELRE
v EOERY, R ofEr Eo k) I
BN 0% HLPICT ZMENLELE RS .

M. $&DESHEDRE

1. £&8

RWFZETIE, HEEN 2R CBT O 7 ut A
EREBICRITTHEBIIOWTRE L 72k DRk
KOFEFMIsEE, UTOBSE»SREEL 2.
1) BEMBIIRASCBT ® 70 & A Lk FICRIT
FTREOREBRLHEIZ L BE V., 2) BEMMGR
A CBT ® 71t &L EERIITT B0 5%
By (BR1, F 20, BEN, Skl 12X 5E . 3)
CBT O #HINERICEDL LT ER N T4
T N OER.

C OFEBOWRORE T IZE 720, RFZE TR
ZLAWRER T 2T b5 2 2 L3l W
A%, FTREDIEHIZOWTIL, SO E s L
THEmshE).

a) g L7z R L BT 2 iR RO L X
VR, RIRIBAR L CBT OS2 A5
LEHIL, BEESLHEED S A 7, FEER
& oTHRLS.

b) NEEEDHLTELEELTER N ED[FE
WML )mnwC &id, CBTOBD X DL
ETHERETFHL, FE&O, BlgE b
T YA NOFFET 5 FBICIZHBBR S
5.
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c) CBT OiGHEMBILRICE # 2 251%, 7
T4 Ty MZOWTIE, EHATO N M
BTy — Fo¥, Mfe Bk 2
%, BUEHliZ & CTH Y, fhh, EIER
b OZEFUL, B, adherence, Rogerian
therapist variables 72 &£ T&H 5.

d) By E2L 7 E—0RTICHET 2L H
X, 794y FOHCHMORE, ©F
EZ b EDRGFEY, RWihE, L 0IE
ROBR S ETH 5.

e) NERED 7 T ALY M, ZbD T L
DT YENL Y A% MO CBT £y ¥ a
22 BT % motivational language & L T
B RN D 5.

2. SHOFRE

BUIE, 7941 etk FERNDOBRMICHE
H KTz CBT MHZERERIE, 8E o720
THAHN, TOEEMEFHRASINTETCVD,
CBT WFgeid, HEe 70 FaviZEANETD
3 <, CBT OHEAM 7 KTy 3G - - A DB
NZOBN5 ERZHNRLT V. Sk, FOE
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