IRAPDHIE LIS HICE T 2 MElB I
IO T 1 w7 A S L AIRAPBFE Dl A

Wi gE P

[FL®IC

RN BT 2 B BRE(E S TERY IR & HIE 9
71T, FRAIRBEHENREI N, L < OFES
HFIBH T 2HME L THE I N, FIAIXEBIEESG T
Z b (Implicit Association Test : IAT) 1ZZ DEEH]
THD, Fhb2HEOBENRANEZHET 5201
IATIZEDWTHRE INZIREDHEENH T SN2,
AT, B 7L — LA HH (Relational Frame
Theory : RFT) WKEDWTIENENRZTEAAL N
£ Tdh 5 IRAP#HZE (Implicit Relational Assessment
Procedure : IRAP) MSBHFEE 17z (Barnes-Holmes et
al., 2006), =EHIEE AW TR O i o =
ZRETBHIATICN U T, IRAP X O B O BSR4
OMERFMATRD 5, BAFROSIIRME & W S BERERYH]
HIZEVDEHET S EINTWS (Barnes-Holmes et
al,, 2006), ZNS5DOFEEZHNWTATLAY AL S, X
T A TR0 B RN D B LM s £l D B
TR EERTLHEZT TR, BOEME 5 EEE,
FHBZFIRE, BT 32Xy 23 > OEe ERRDG
P THEISAEINTNDS, Uh UIRETIHBEIERS
ROFBHEDOKE EBENROESHEOK S EERA S
N, IRAPEZFHTABRICEEICHRFT 206END S &
R 5 (Hussy & Drake, 2020), AiXTiE, £
FTHEBERRRAOBEICHE S E YT, SBITIRicEINT
IRAP OHIEFIE, B A OFEE, HIEITBT2E
FEPE - 2k, BROELDHEICBV D HE BN A
Mg, ZLTRIURT A v I ANV AEZT 228
EULT, M URHIRITH T DB ENRMENTE T 572
WIZIRAP DISHIZ BT B FHEME - 24 MEB K OHIER
BOBFITH U TP 217 511, ZHETOR
RESGHOBELEEZHRT D,

RAPOAIE 7O RE LUV ERER

IRAPIZFEAMIC

il

FRHMEOBMEREIEYT %3 >

==
= =
R i~

st e R I
weEE wEOIR HE

Ea—F#HETH S0, EFE TRV IESHEOBEER
ERIEBGAEBISHIN TS, IRAPOHIE /Ot
2T, [T & [A—86UT] D2 DOHEARST
M2, HHREITRODRINELT, [—8Ed7T] Tl
ERENEZTDORB OGN —EKT 28546, [FE] &
W BRI EF—R— RTEIRL, BERAEDEHETIE
[5CR] Z2BIRNT %, [A—2GdT] T D0 D
BRN—ET 256, #BREN (ko] ITERL, Bk
MW OEHETIE [FE] 22 RT 2, F&HlfTicdn
THRERR D RRESEMICKRT D Z &Mk 5N, IE
BEIRG%ET 2 ETOR M E RNERE L TRlikE N5,
IRAPIZHBIT HEAMMGICEL T, #HERENH S
TG U 72 e AT Gk & SOS B S — BT £ 72134 —3
AITORINICHEE 525 2 L 2RiiRICT 5. BRI
13, HEBE ORMRBRICERT DG, ARLBRNK
HE DB RGRENELS 2213 TH D, —RIIZ, #
BENEBROIEREEL HMRUKIGT 572912, #H#k
FOEZERIIB% ZRE, KINEEOHRAEA2000 ms
LIFDIIEEHEETdH S (Barnes-Holmes et al., 2010a),
—HE T EA BT O RIBER ICERENREI NS
&, IRAPORIENGEH I NS, IRAPDENROKEZ XX
DfERICE > TrENS (Finn et al., 2018; Kavanagh
et al., 2018), DR OHEHAIEIA—EGE T O Kt
B 5 —HEITOEHEREREERAEL, A% 7Oy
2 DIONERF OFHERZE TR UE S /25,
IRAP R OFLMICEE T 2 Hamiy iy, A&k s
Btk L —LEqH (RFT) LSt RECEF )L (Relational
Elaboration and Coherence Model), DAARRE &5 )1
(Differential Arbitrarily Applicable Relational
Responding Effects) 23T 55, s OMHEE
U CHREBDEANS IRAPIRNMFHHI Nz, NDFHE
ERATTENOBGRE DT L, HERERY - SUIRMICIRING 5
OB T L—L85 (RFT) MN8N/, RFT
T, SHITHIEROMBNY —> BIAIE, AL
Rk, g E) mHBRINLZbOTHD, T El
7L —ALAELTELESINS (Finn et al, 2016),
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RFTICK D, MHRITEOHIE DA R D BE R M
ZHETHZETHD, IRAPTIHEADVWE T TOR
B SIS N7 R O O D & DR & nlREM: % H
9% (Hayes et al., 2001), —74, IATIZBI DB
RN DQMIELL, 8N DOERER - B9 72 B8 R UG
(Brief and Immediate Relational Response : BIRR)
ZREXNRITT B0, BROEMEM: S RAEICHISTE
BNTAYw "AdH D, ZHIIHLT, @HOHEEITH
W BBAERRRA (EZIINERERED) ~OWEER, FEA
MILHR UK b = 172 B & X (Extended and
Elaborated Relational Responding : EERR) %R 4IZ
U, KOEHMECIREEDE <, EHEIXRGR A g
MIZEWESINTWS (Barnes-Holmes et al., 2016),
2 LHERERDBRIES NI <, HEIEREORE
MhdEEZEND,

RECEFTIVTIE (Hughes et al,, 2012), BHEHIGR
BIOBENRANS, BfR7 L —L0%8 2@ L (L
SN, TECYY Ny MURREO> b O—)LT R D
EINTED, TIN5 OBRKINE, BEROEMNE S IRE
TEIC R > TR S, BIROBEHMEMET, R DBIE D B 4
BB OV A THWIEEL TWAREEZEL, Hilk
HEBIRD 5 B ORI OMAGHE, I 5 ITEMRE
&ry bU =2 £ T, FIENL< OB TEWIZEKRL S
5 EEiET, URAEMER, RIPEEFR (A-BEB-C) 3%
FHansd &, HLSAKEEHOMKR (ACBLUCB) 2
TRET D Z 2T, T2 TACOBIRITIERRNIZE N
IREMEZFFD Z &2 5%, BN SIREEOHAEDE
&> TUREEOBIRKIGSY 1 7 (EEMEE & SiRAE M,
A MENE SARIRAEME, S SRR A, A MM &
EIRAEME) BRI NS, B LUEADBIRR &2 NIk
< EERRQEIZEN—T 2 ThiUuL, BENDS I BT
R DM E N AR T T 2 &R TE S, W
WCHHENS =B L BRWEEIE, T2 EENH D
(Barnes-Holmes et al., 2010a), %L TRECETIVIZEE
W, BRGNS —ICEL TENMOFETERZ XD
FLLS<MHAT S/ HITMDML (Multi-dimensional
multi-level) 7 L — AT —7 hgR I N7z, MDML Ti3,
BRORRME (A DEROIRAFZEIKET D) ©
BERO—EME GBEDOMIL/NY — 2 ICBET %) ORE
RENEEND (Barnes-Holmes et al., 2017),

T4, EERICET S IRAPHIEICBWT, BFEOE
TN S FHSNIRNVE T 1 TEAZIE (single-
trial-type-dominance-effect) 23X N/ (Finn et
al., 2018). FOME#FHHT 272 DICDAARREE® T
MR RESI N, BRI, - IRAPOITY 17

i, - A% B-6 B-Bo4EEND D,
TNTNIEHREE DB EARA BB EREI N, &
MITHY A TOIRAPIIR Z ROz, #RELT,4D0D
RITY A TICHFEEO—BERDPRD SNDLETH, &
—EORITY 1 TOIRAPHAIZENDRITH 1 T LD
HbAZICEWERINTWVWS (Finn et al, 2016), &
NS ORFY A RO KRR LW, iE->
TW2) BNhbdH, ZOFEEEHAT2ICE, HIC
[IELW] X [MiE>TWa] KDBHELOTNEN
SRIGNA 7 XA E2HHICT 2 LT TERWL (Dodds
et al., 2015), H—ilf7o 1 TEMIROFAICE D E,
RECETFTINOHENEINDAARREETINIZEL ST
BHINS, DAARREEFINZEL T, RidilfTy
A1 T ONRIIHEE D5 1 T ORI OBERENE & EIRFED
FIEBEO—EEDOREICL > THATES XL S1TRk>
7z« DAARRE £ 7)L1id, IRAPF#Hi & CHERIN/ZH
REISING — > B HERERICEIIAT 2 Z & &2 2L, &5
IR DER, T NIVHRRB LIS —57y MO
Kefe & OMEMEH, ZL TINS5 ORIBBIRICE > TH
RENDMKIEDEVWEHSMI Lz, ZOETIVTIL,
BARIESOS, IR ORBE, FIREI RO —E MmN IE
E, HUBIRAPHR BIzE, AFVLAYA 7O
TOv ) OPRENELLBD T EIRIN, EHIR
MR IRAPICH I 2 BGRMERINCEE % 5 2 % W] HE
WndHsZ L RBLTWS (Finn et al., 2018),

IRAPD{E#ETE - ZUME LV ZDOHEER

B Z X H KIS IR 5 IRAPHIFE 1L, BHEMEZE
JRE & BTN B BURE R E ORI N Z &I
&> TIRAP D4 ARSI N/ (Vahey et al., 2009),
L TVahey et al. (2015) 1IWFFET — < AVBRBEAE, K
I, BT 44 A=, HBEEER EFH6ME O KL
Z0 B OIRAPHIZFICK L T ALY 4T 21T, TXTO
BFFEN95% (S X N DR R & H30.45122 L, IRAPH
BTERYRRANT T U TR M & SRR E 2 4 M 0 & 2 Mt
FETHDHIEERLTND, T, HETFEOMED
5, BARKISORINICG 2 5 ] feis FE 2R 298
IZBIL T, McKenna et al. (2007) 13FEBREHCEBT D15
TREMBROYNY —2ICTEIEBIO—FAT T
Ov 7 DORIGAE—REEETEDIC—HOWEEICH
RYDHIETIRAPHIRICEA SN EEEMREL, #
BELTENSEBRIEROEWVIZIIRAPSRICEE L /2
WZ E&m/RLZ, ZDI1FH, Hughes et al. (2016) 1
WHREIZANBBEOSKINEI LT ETHUMERZL
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7eny, MOBHEERNRFE SRR, RBRFRITMATZA
ZEREIZIRAPIRICHE R 52N L E2HSMNT
L7z, 06 OEITHRICE > TIRAPEI R HIZ #
EINd, mWEEEIREIND ES A D,

LML, IRAPIZ—E DM & ZUEAR I N,
[B]Z58R D F M-t 2SR TR & DFR 4 Te BR D B %
ZUTLFRENN D D LR T 2HRDH S, Hussey &
Drake (2020) OWfFEld, WFET—~ Z[EH 9 535(E D
IRAPZEBR 15764 DHBRHZE DT — & ITx LT A Y o3 H7
2170, IRAP O NRREA M & BREGHEMESHKITEN
fhama Uz, ENOEITsEE RS ERIIREINE
HHELT TS ADRESREO>TTF—FIDE
AUDRIEINT, MW FEH—INan I &ng
Z 61”1%% LT, IRAPOEEMEEZ LY 2ED5F

CBELT, sirodmE R TiEFo Y > & —N
T UANDERE, FHHINERBERNRORER D ENHLT
53, WET S0 O REMIENHEE U T E/mEt
TRDLEND D EEMIN TS,
IRAP DB EINE, —RENCE/AR S EZ DRER (]
ZIVTERIE o, ERMED) St MSURER (B2
EBLRE EBLHEM NHTF5N5, 5ETOIRAP
MR TIE, FITHED D [EE OBIR & D HIEMER S 4,
FIZIZZDO0 A1 TIid b, —DHIESIRFH2 0 R
SOt (Contextually cued relational responses : Crels)
THO, FIHHEOBRICEREY TS BAIE Rk
Rt KOREW/KD/NEW), ZDHIZSFIM DR
2D —E M (Relational Coherence Indicators : RCISs)
THO, ZNFFERO—EMEZFMT S BAE EL
W/ RS TWD), FEITIFRIC KD, BBRFATIRAP DE
BN TZDDOEERIRY A TOETIAFICEL ST
IRAPHRICHEE 525 ZENbh>, BAEMIC
JeiZ Crels 1T 2 EiEL 72855, % DORCIs D IRAP x))%
MME T 2 EMAR I NZD, HONEF TIE Z OFEN
AR5z (Maloney & Barnes-Holmes, 2016), #ci®
Tl OFEZNR O LLieifgE Tld, Crels 234 U % IRAP
RME ORI TH 2 ZENHSMMITRo 2. UL LRI
@M%&ﬁofmf’ié%@ﬂ?émaﬁoto:@
ICHI DREGRAME S NZDIE, K 0 FRf 7z [ 5 584R
Hﬂi (Iﬂ*i/liﬁ) Ei&k)ﬂ Lz EEZ 55 (Maloney
et al., 2020), —7J5, Maloney & Barnes-Holmes (2016)
3 [AC/ RBizs] 2HAL k. Rk EEORRN
IRAPICEARIICED L S I BE EZ 2NTDNTI,
GBI SITRFET D HEDNH 5,

7z, HANTIRER S IRAPIZHEE 5 2 2w kel

Nd 2, PlAE, IRAPICHT BEETIE, B O

ENRICD 2 AT LAY TR, BLBEED
IRAPIE, BHEOAEZ B LEDHDIRAP XL DN

IV =NATAERTZENHASNIIINTWVDS
(Errasti et al., 2019), 7=, HEEBHNEVWENS T

Ly v —0HmTHREZEER, EHZXTLAY1 TR
AXEEMICHES RTINS T EbIEM I N7z (Barnes-
Holmes et al., 2010b), Z#15 O#EHRIZ, Rixdis
BIXARICBNWTIRAP DR RICKERFHEEH5EA D &
ZRELTNS,

FSURT 4 v O RAMVRICEITBIRAPICH
DR

NS BB EBIET BTN, £ ORERRE
RELIIBHELRNELE P LM LT 20 ENH S
EEZ TS, B, BIEIJE<EbNTHWD I TY
BEZBAIORETIX, b UXBROEEMEFEEIC
X9 B RAMFEE TS5 H D, PTSDIERIIKT 2
M 5H0 b T U ERBBORAEFMT 26D
BRENDTFEND (FHEM, 2015, N5 DORER
HEZEELAIARNT PTSD OFFHE A ORI DN TH
FINNZRITHET NSO HDONEL, [HEHK
BHERARXOB DB LW, TLTHIITHFRE - K
Z I EERICR T B EE N BE OMR, T U GLHEE
RN BT 2 BAMN ADBLE NS, 4 £ TOHIERE
H7ZWT TR, BIERRANORFTOEETHD, &
SICERAINAOREICBN TI D EEENEND D 2k
HIT20MRDENDEZEATND, NTIIUXT v Y
Z N LRI T B AR AN —D O EE /R PTSDIER
OFIEBEN EFHFEERTH O, AHOEFREICBVWT
w5 :?ﬁ%é’d‘é MU A—THBEZN TS (Janssen
et al., 2022), [P ETHIRAIREDPTSD Bk
DIEIRIZ J:D’C it 2586, MR, KIST 2R ANK
TeaLEZEND, TN5OHEMIR L’CthAE’J;{J%D
DEFITZHS L (Green et al, 2008), #HAAYFRANC
REYTSDILENT ARSI Y R — b Exﬂ%ﬂ’ﬂ z
FIHT 2 ZEMNTES EEMINDS (Sharp et al,,
2012), fEEMRAZEMARNIC 4 DTS EL, TnE
N1) AHZIAE—Ta BRI E DV hE
OITEN DR 5 2) BIERH (LRl & DIKE
WEEDRE 38 0 3) tLarvalelk « Rz BT
Bty Bisl, BRI EDRRH 4) REX Y1) 1t

2EBOFFTH S (Green et al., 2008).

ZOXIBFEMEICEL T, SHBOBBIIANT THM
CKEL, DHEASNERERHEIEE2NENIHT
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B2 IERN INTE 2, T OHICFRAMFRE N E T
BEERE L THIT SNz, BANRREOHMFTIE, £
T PTSDM S DEERE B DOMIICHNT, AR HlH
DODHEINZDRFME L TL<mFFEIN, ZOREAEE
KRR % BRI PR A TS R RS & U BB R PR ATER
D EFsnTn% (Hoemann et al., 2021)., =L T,
PR A R LRI U CEis LIEIE T 2 e & D
LU I ADMEOBME TS, WRITE L THERK
[HER ERBARE N 2 RRICHHT S E2ITFRMEEL
THMRTE, FREOHEINNIEEGT 2 DITEER
MEEL TSN TS, IRAPOHIE 7Ot 2icH
T, BEOFEEECRBICE DN T—EGET TR
MOBFREZ TFRIL, A—BETTIREREINH LW
FISRAREANDHEEARD 51D, ZOXKIITIRAPD
FULEEER ISR A R ORESE ERE UL DIT B 2 &N T
&, IRAPFIERNARZ T I L OFMEDK I ARSI N
B EVNIRFENT TS Z & TRREDIRE LT 2 e
MRINTWD (Janssen et al., 2022), FTTRT 1 v
JARL 2T 2REFHIBEL T, FIURBROD D
NEARETHFHREACER 2R DDOII/FENTHO,
b USEREICHET 5 HCHADOEZIME, S K
& DBERICEDOVWTHE 238 L TWw5 (Kavanagh
et al,, 2019), ZOXDICHCHADBHMEBIEL NS
72 H 5> DA MR AE & FLRIC KT 2 SREMN R B R R &
IRAP TERE D REMEN DD EEZ BN, LIRS T,
WEOHRFIZH DN N TR ERDEANITH L
T, IRAP#HEZ AW TBIERRA ORIE & 0D Fsk %
DOFMETSHIEIFIRETH D LR TE S,
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