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BT I B RUR AL FI K E
EHREXUBERPHIRE

XA gREA gk’ HAERD I OH#1

(" BT PR S AL T TR R S S CARRITITE R OIS IV R4 ke, B 200062)
CAFITTE A OB B, BRI 430079) (*EIUPE TR 2 O B FEECE o, 3R 430070)

W OE AWERRA—MRER TR FEMMAER, BIAS FAFEEE G, £ ZIFRE B ARG R
B, RGBT S FAMKT . X ERRRKIARBER, ¥ Tl BRABLRIAL R FHHINEF.
HGA MR, CRAANRAE, ZAEZHZAREL LML THERBSERFRS ., LE2HR A2 R
B EHREATR, EEERN, HILAEEFOERARRLERNFEER— TR, BFREELETEL
BT ey £, N 2203 T B ag i AL53T . & b A RS B3R 46 AR ) R F Pk,

KEEE e MR, SHENIE, MR, R, AERAME, FEIK

5SS  R395

1 3

OB 5 55 PEAS A AL Ge il R N AL 4G 4 A7
10, Jral2iz . WAL IRITTHRIFISCR AL,
BT AR R R B (PR B A, 202D FNA
§7 P 7EAl (Therapeutic Assessment) (Finn, 2007),
R SAy 0 BN 5 5 VA I DR S FH 4 S8R i e, R YT
PETFAE N —FF I Z 8 T i i, XEBEE
PRI TT VDA AR S — B 2%y . AR 3R T I
W, HALUF e BA 68 H 2 ks 4 D 5,
AT TE JSCRE XoF B 04> St Ak 1P Al 2 O AR D
G g T ARSI, MLGE. &,

il

—o HAr, FE GRS E %50 B4R
EIE AR, —S KRR LHEIETT TR IE AR
T R IR E Tl O R SS SR B A B Rk . B,
LAY HETEAR X B8 55 %l A B3 0 BT A AT
J1, IEHPRUESE R, TEA R IR 55 T8 2 1) Tl
RS R B & B mEMEEME I, 2022b).

AR SCEEFIRYT W PEAG M BB O Tl R, A
TIRIT VAL A S R AR M R E i R,
TIRITHEPPAS TR IR TP ROR 7 T 1 SEUER 9T, H A
PRUT T VR Y7 MR PP AR M ROR I LB L, BN
FA% 500 B I AR 1 TAEHLE], JEH O #E
HekE . 2805 (compassion) . TS & A% O A, %_‘{E‘E/‘Jﬁim ) Tﬁ{?iﬁ?@@iﬁj&%’%ﬂo ok ?{E
TN A5 5 LS PMEFE (Finn, 2007), X H HSEIERIF ST P A 7E 1 TR A RN AR R F 5 7 1) 2R AT
A SR 15 58 4 1 B LA e R R, WG T A D E A ek
Btk RERILET RO, SRememk R TR
(336197 J5 1 AORAH 2 (Poston & Hanson, 2010 2 S&fF T MRS RAREN LHERF
Durosini & Aschieri, 2021; #hg 58, 2022a), [>FE
WARIEE DRI S e A R fE 2 21 RTERRNHERRE

BT PHSER R BN G E M . BT b
6l FH o B0 565 (%) JEL 25 RN ST B 4 . Constance
Fischer (1970)FF @ 1 ¥ 4 2\ IF 4 (collaborative

Wk H A 2023-02-28
e —1E: =3cdE, WP

WfEEE: PR R, E-mail: sungiwu@ccnu.edu.cn assessment), XA Y7 PEPF AL B FE AR K
F 44, E-mail: danielwm@whut.edu.cn P T B, Fischer FE 5k LI« A SCHRI

1952



% 10 39

JEICHE A IRTT PRV B RCR AL KA v SCAR IR I v B R 1953

(human science) 9 X A5 1 S o0 3T Al 19 5 Rl
(Fischer, 1970), S®iAE PMEXE VIR R, 4
HENGRFAA R B A, VAN R 35 SE A
PG5 . B SR A i T 2 S N A s AT
& 1E (Fischer, 2000),

% 3| Fischer (52 W Fl 5 %, Stephen Finn 7£
YELPEAG I L8l i — PR R, WUOh TIRIT T
i & B BB A BTk & 1992 4E, Finn Fll Tonsager
W SRR Y 3R, 4 BH JE IR 3k Z T AAE [a) 5245
“J#(Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory-2,
MMPI-2) ) I 56 45 S B2 451 245 24 =5 8k e % ke 31 AR
W AVER, An9R ¥ KT BEAR . H 25K 734 0 (Finn
&Tonsager, 1992), X7~ T OHEPEAL ] LIVE IR
SERAIT TR T B, 1993 4F, Finn 76 32 [F 18 50 5% 100
KE BT 43R ST T 1897 MVl 2% B (Therapeutic
Assessment Institute, TAI), Xbri&EEIRIT T EAG
B i, I, fhakSe2s 6% 3 A TR s
J7 TAE, BEWE TIRIT IR 4 2R,
F 2007 4 FE B B e A BT RITT &, 523 TR
IT PETEAS 4K & (Finn, 2007),

TEAE G 1) {5 B 4E (Information Gathering, IG)
BECrh, PEAL B R RO RUBURE, 2 5 A AEXTT
R EAAE , WEE R PG LY ARG T
KRR, OEIPMAA G4 T RTS8 .
Finn JF & FRE T HEITATSOE T A& 580 3T
iz RN, B BRI L
22 RTHETARESE

TR PP e O — R T Al AT A 2
FIAE R (Finn, 2007), 8% 617 3~8 IKEhtafb 2
R, HFEBEA—EMREE. AT
FEAT A R0 00 SHO 36 38 X =35 RO B fRg . S
PVEAL B bR, B 5 43 AN E1E,
BEATAM . B, BREERE A
TR —A IS L BB R, (HEWRAT L
A 2 5 300 B — A TPl B s A B AT, AT
PIAMEAT B IR A M A, ORI PG 2
KA E LT

A& LR, JRIT AL 202 IS A 1
iz, PA“Therapeutic Assessment” 55 ],
TEBHEE APA PsycINFO Wit 474 &R, IH#E 1R
£ 2023 4 4 A, 155 224 FEITISCHEFN 100 FR1E
B o LLSRIT VAL S O BR], A N R

J1 M (China National Knowledge Infrastructure,

CNKDH &, B3] 2023 45 4 A, 453 1
s ERIR AR &N 4R, 2021), WL, JRIT T
AT E O A B A 245, B H w7 E AR b 5
SRRk, KREA RIFEREE I
23 FRENSEIERERF

TRTTPE VAL B A A v A0 R 2 254 1b ) ST i A
JP, SR | AR, REEENE, EXTAR
IR, WBITHEIPAE SRy ML R

EE X B BIRIT P PPAL LA R 35 TR 2K A0 IR 4
fili (Initial Contact)JF 4, X B 76 BI6 I7 PE VAN
R RO R, DL AT Ty T AT
BITYEIEAL . 3RO, IRIT M IEAN bR AL S
A 5B BB, Wi 23R(Initial Session).
T2 H AR A UCE Y2 Y TE AL 9] 5 (Assessment
Questions, AQs), P EATiEIR 7 P PFAL HE AT #Y Bt
] | AR I 2 2 AP A P (contract) . 2 i, ¢
Jifi O B 565 5 4™ Ji% 31 [7] (Extended Inquiry, EI), 3
Al 2 18— A 5k Z2 AN FR 1 A0 19 0 B 56 3 47 it
Mo G S S#E ATy R, B —Fp e A
e ) 55 1% A 56 o R S Y B S N R R MR
(Aschieri et al., 2016), XA B T PEAb L HR {4
MGG ZE A . 58 =W B, AL S8 A R
AL FEBEAT VAN T 4318 (Assessment  Intervention
Session, AIS), Pl & 76 ) = h MAE IR R Y
NAE g )8, 38 A T T TR % O (Finn,
2007), ZERIEIATT PEPEAL AR AL o () — A~ S5 By
B, MEEFORMAE ATIR SRS . S EL,
B85 /18 251k (Summary/Discussion  Session), i
i 5 Y N SLFTIe B 25 5, SR AL [
BB SR . BHBEB, B i5(Written Feedback).
AL 58 UG VP4l 35 23 18 S — B 0 {5 (feedback
letter) aF 25 24 345 N o SUGHF A H Y2 0124 PEAG ) 2L,
WERE AT SR A S, WA Y3 AFETR
A G SR RN o B Bk 5 AEHEBEHBIL, 6
I M TR Al 6 ] B8 % — /> 3B BR & IR (Follow-up
Session), il H ZHAEIRITHIAGERG 1 £ 6
AR, BRRTHR Y S AN RBHE RN, LA
B ABATTAE T v B 2R AL sR R R, O I A PP AL
KHRo

E5%F L B9 TT P4l (Therapeutic Assessment
with Children, TA-C)J2 ¥ #& I 1T FHITE AR W19 JL
AR IR B, RS T 41251
JL#E (Tharinger et al., 2022), £1%F s AF1 L HIIE
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%31 4%

7 M VAL S o B LA AL AR LA TR Y
IR I8 R 23R IF IR, TP AT A
A5 X 2 SO B 8, AT T ISR,
BRI R S MiTie, RETAMELATHHFA
T R BRI AT RE R R S IR . H2E S TR
MAE: H—, SRWEBEFE, X TLILE RIS
HIETT TN, ERIIR SR AL A B, T
i & e 5 R &k, FREATAC B FiZ 74t
FZ 50, OHEWEI B, FHEERRARL
B2 50k, MEWTAEE TS50 T #%
T 58 M 50 5 I 23 AR B S AR 23R . [,
JLE R YT MEITAS 52 A SR S IR IR BT g BE &2,
RN A AT REAH X A . 55, AEJLEEIRITHE
TEAL B 38R T ST 2 AR TAE, B¢
FURAE TGS B B, 24— PP Ak X6 7% 7 S O B
M EGES, 75 A 5 — 0 R4 3 5 T I 56 2
ISR T AR, WA T M AL 5 B — 0T
MESHKENTIE, F=, FELLGATIEHE, £
X N BVETT P TA TR ITA 2 38 R 2 L S
WAL RIS M H AT, WEXF L RIE T T
A T A 3 A A 23 5 90— DN S 58 5 (fable),
X T ZPh AT ILENIE SRR FNAEIE R,

IRIT AR A AT LUST X < 22 8 15 (Therapeutic
Assessment with Couples) (Finn, 2015), 772 [
RSN FEAAH R, AHHGI0 T 3P4l & FEAR 2 TF 2
W, —ESRFTT, I HANR D EA S A M
TES I, A, BEAHE SREE S5
AP B BB —Br B, T A G 45
A N B IEAS R, 55— A A 58 Z B BL,
WS RAEC R B TPAlk (Al

DL b bR TR B A A R IR T R TEAN 2 4Rk
SERTT O, (HARAE BN, AT A
AR EH R, SRR ER B i 4,

3 ATHITEMARMR

HAT, 567 AR RUR /Y SEIEDF 58 K3
HBE 4 25 (DX, W S &4 0E
I7 VR VEAN S ARk BN AL IR B VR, 00 AR YT
PEVPAL 5 HALE B AR BSOR  RITAE TR IR
IR A, () B M SIS RS, RA
i ) PP B AT AN G2 A, B4 AR IR 97 MR PEAL =2
RIMSEZ I . IRIT A BT I . IR PTG R
P8R . P/ & H G — Beif [ v 4y, 54T

BT EYXF LG GYBPERTSR, WA MEXS IR YT Ik
VAR B AL (4o b, ISR PR Y
AR BT R R o X BRI OCTE T AN IR 7 T Y
O, A TE M ROCR, R iR S A R
AR, BOGER RS, B0 % i
FEPRE—BR T o T T 6] AHE RS [R] E BR P A
FRERVR TP VEAl BORSOCR BEAT A
31 MAREBERIETHR

RS HEVPAL A& TS R Tz X T
BRANANRT T, BFFEH B4 TIRYT PR X R 2
REAAR R ROR AN, A7 B ¥ 10 Y R
Az — Bl BRI A A, s AR5 36 35 X
AR A AR R0 A ) O 800 B2 P e 2
DIE MBI N, DhRAE OB AR
MM BT AR A BT
T A8 S A AR T ™ ) U A, JRYT PR PR AG
WREPE B W, AHOCHE kR 1, & 2
FTs

XFILE ., fE . RIE. REM S, BT
TEAG RIRETS o VAT PR IPAl X AE 22l AN PR32 A
Ty TAFTERDERY L EE BRI A T Ry L B R
TR R BE, LLKOXT ar i b b B S
(Oppositional Defiant Disorder, ODD)) % & H
HHERA R AN, RS PEIEAG X T R A
HARRFENYSC R I AR 25 10 o AHOCHE TR
R 3 P,
32 WAREERBIRER

X BN A B SRR 5T R B IR YT PEAG X
ANFFERROR, FZERIAELL T 7 iE

B —, PR BOR, H R Di6E
HEE o VR ITIE VR AL RE U IE W ONRE RY 4R B IR
XT3l AN R5E56 32 K, Sk S 5t AR b 0
F R 4 FE 45 ) v (Aldea et al., 2012); XfF 33k
WOl & W IR 55 1 R Az, IR 7 VG B9 3% 3 05 X
RESE I HC IO PSR 13 FR AL RE B B 16 4% #5
IE, AR B A i U7 2 RE S 4 ML A 1]
(Essig & Kelly, 2013), X IE7E 4252 .0 B 1) 5L
RIT IR, BT VA A B R e B AR
KMWFFERTE T RBHPER], KI5t MMPI-2 (1
T 5 25 2R BE B AR 24 ¢ N9 % K F (Finn &
Tonsager, 1992; Newman & Greenway, 1997).¥T4F,
SR R TT YEVEAS IR AT BN T, SRR R
B HC AT LA R A A E SR VR T IS 538 A T
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F1 BABFEREER: YEAERRBTNARINEEE
BFIE# (CFB) BFFEAH 4 e e 5 FELE R AR
Finn & FROBMEMGY  SRAH R 32 A EE SRR L, SRR d R
ﬁgﬁ‘ HA P BRALCER): 28 A o K 8 TR, ) = 0.66
[ KT 4, Of R
I A 5 2 A 2
Newman &  RLEEHMES  LRAGMERTE):  WAMT KMAHE, LRAWIR d (RIS KT
gggy (PN 30 A FROKE R EN, fE2 W) =101
X BRER G5B 2 15%): 30 Ja 2 JE R R KT
A BEWD
Morey etal.  ffA7 [IABAIN MACTHTAALS A E[E  SIASF A BE I TA+MACT 41: d (4
(2010) S NMBEIIEH  MACT 418 A L%, 1 TA*MACT 41 4tk ARRAFGE) =
ok gt 4 A RGERERI 023,
AW EL d (FIAEE) =0.60
Aldeactal.  ERCRRAIGFEEE RETH4:30 A RE  FUEMEXERSEEEXE  AHSRLER,
(2010) X R IEALCTE R 5): 30 A AR T ARG 20000 253
i 8 PR AR TR 4 LA B 2 19% 00015 A2 Tl
SR . [ 2 52 T LA T
SR A2 5K T
itk
Aschieri & — fEEIIUBEEST 1A BRI MR THBARE, r OKPEM) = 0.55
Smith (2012) st 4 piy 4 55 A FLFA A B RER B B (b fE) = 0.58
3.
Smith & TR AT 1A EH AT B E R TN ¢ (MASE) = 0.61
George (2012) s i 11 P i EONEEF SN (T
AR Pl AL FHE, FLX ML TT
PTG AR 4 D H HIXL
0 BT P REAER
Essig & Kelly OGP TA4H: 11 A EJE| U4 9 HP 2 £ A B AR A d (LA [E]) = 0.55
(2013) A 1G24l 12 A AT Il e TR
AR &, ( TA
I A R 4T %
IFF1G 4.
Tarocchi etal. G A@Ifidiyhée 1A BRA AERECE AR K T (B KT =
(2013) b F AR S B 0.64
i B
Smith et al. IEEHZOEIRTY 10 A FH 1E PG BR T AR DME/ d OR KT =
(2015) EEEIN BT TR R s 0.5
TSR O AR,
EEEPN FReEnl
R
Durosini etal. bk ke 1 A BRA B AT HERIUE ¢ (BHEREM) = 0.51

(2017)

fid . AARAE A0 14
J IO R R ) S

BA gt o b i
FEREN

T * RIS R A ORI, [ IR A 853 0 2 A% [ B3 AR WF 508 1k — Wik s 4ae,

TR PR, H T

I A% X S8 25 AT TR, AR T i B sl s A OGR4 o 36 1, 3 2 M3k 3 v d (E A4 12 FIRAT 9T b i SE AR %L
PEARAE A AR
1. MACT: T4 B A F133 J7 (Manual Assisted Cognitive Therapy)
2.1G: {5 Bt (Information Giving) (J& 3Cfdi I “fF BB At iX — 367k, HfF B0 B Information Gathering B4 fifi FH)
3ABARJFESC d S fE, SR T HUS Y3 R KT



1956 L R 2 g B 31 4%
2 BABTETESR: YEABSMAZEREMREHE RS
W5 (R0 x4 Bk g EL] T LI G X
UE YRR E T
Allen et al. Jot SR CE ) 42 N B IR BR X R B R 2 E 7 54 W
(2003) X FRALCTR R ): 42 A SURMTEN R, S5 AR AU A R R
FHIAK . A A RIEA LM B E ST
Ko IR AY B T R TR
Smith & Egan  Bf5¢/: 10 A EE M AT TH AR, TR MR
(2017) G TR
De Sacgeretal.  AMGBEFFIHE 10 A W2 WAL RRMAM N BN R IR
(2016) AT AR, A VR R L3 A5
THRBITKZT .
Schnabeletal. iR~ BMERG4: 73 A fEE  PMERET LS ERT S d S0k E ) =
(2016) Kot TR 351 A HIIEM OB SCRE S . ik 0.5
A5 A4 396 A BRI AR o
VI
Ackermanetal.  JERHKiSFF TA 4138 A EE AT T ABEIRN R AR
(2000) I8 A 1G241: 90 A AR, HAFEBIEIR T TR = 0.63
GRS
Hilsenroth etal.  []i2 3 SCT 4H: 34 A EHE  SCTAHMBHEARITIREER d=052
(2002) 1G 41: 34 A AT B OEIR T IG 4.
Hilsenroth etal.  LJEAITME 42 A EE OEIE R R AT re=0.76
(2004) MR R R T 0447063
EEAX
De Sacgeretal.  AMGBERRLIRFE  IFHEITASAL 37 A G52 WATHEIEM TR TRE  d QAYTSSRBUN) =
(2014) GFPTI*4i: 37 A XFRIT B, SR 065
S I 28 5 X T 103 5 %fﬁﬁﬁﬁh
Er =y 4 Gl p\o .
25 L5 A7 9 T A [ & L) - 046
Blonigenetal.  WyfRMHME WM BA4L 17 EE AR E R BT d 8T B A 5E
(2015) AL 13 A A, PEATR BT B ) = 0.63

WAE |4 R T R
L.

W1 WA RS d Ry fufE, AR EME SR 2 0 5 SCAk e T R AR A
2.1G: 15 B 4E (Information Gathering)
3. SCT: FH5M:FRIAHAIT AL (Supportive Expressive +Therapeutic Assessment)
4. GFPTL: AT HARIAIT AT T Wi(Goal-Focused Pretreatment Intervention)

A KRB INARFIEE B (Smith & George, 2012), JAIT
PP X T 5™ o R DR o R R At AT R -
TRYT VEVTAl BERR AR A5 S5 14 52 A4 3 2 W At (Persistent
Complex Bereavement Disorder, PCBD)# 2 14K
Mg SR MO OB 4 ) DL KO ) 7R oK
(Durosini et al., 2017), B&ERE Ze 8147 5 W s
3 (Complex Posttraumatic Stress Disorder, CPTSD)
BE R | £ RN 45 28 (Tarocchi et al., 2013);
XA AR EERARREAREE NS, G
PPN BE B I RO R E R RRIR A R RS

(Morey et al., 2010), BRI AN, 16I7 HEITAL
A B FAT w0 B A {8 )5 (Aschieri & Smith,
2012), A HHEAOBERIE T OAEST EEAS W AR
TR HE R (Smith et al., 2015) (FEILZE 1),

B, YRR AR BEEE N, Finn Al
Tonsager (1992)f R &M, 52 PFAL A1 5t
B4 AL, 52 MMPI-2 Jf45- 2 5 iR 0 24 55
N BRI X [ R A ke 1) A 2R JE
fil. Newman F1 Greenway (1997)F) /5% 5 &2 140
JETIX—45 2, X A d el MMPI-2 HE
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1957

Bk T B2 PEAR (52, GERH T B B KOF 48 & i 52
T 2 SRR - 7E UL LRl I, Allen 5% A (2003)
HE— 2 REE T VAL B B SR TR YT SR 1 N ZE DL,
BIAFE MG A~ 5 5 B IR A G, B
e AE . ARG A R, BRI IR,
5T & X T 5 SC Ak RE J7 0 55 i) P4 X s 15 A, AT
DI T R 24 AT 05 Scfb ey . A IR AR
LI A {5 (Schnabel et al., 2016), t4b, FtEWF5E
WRW, Y7 PG RE AT B 2 25 A PR H I A 3K
TAIH(Smith & Egan, 2017), 378 | T A 65 5
BAERFR . NS 15 w7 A B I AR AR e
J&(De Saeger et al., 2016) (FEIWLZE 2).

*3 JLE., #18.

9=, MR AR A SR, MR
SrPEVAG 2 5 R S8 . IRIT R A RS E, &
VIBR G R . WESERE, SIEG R BRI LL,
BT PETEAL A BT s AN R U Y R =
(Ackerman et al., 2000), F:XJ & 5157 I B
P R HE A T B (Ackerman et al., 2000; Hilsenroth
et al., 2002; Hilsenroth et al., 2004), De Saeger %
AN (2014) 00 Fe A TIRYT PEVEAR 5 R 45 B AR TG
VAJT T Ti(Goal-Focused Pretreatment Intervention,
GFPTI), & ILIGIT MEITAL T RE 4 &5 38 W IS 4236
SR, JE R E W R T E TR T R
A — TG TR T TR AG 1 B 2D 3R, 4R

FKERAT T A EETIERR

WHoT & (R0 Wroou % B I 51 ER L T Gib
Hamilton etal. JL% M5B Rachel LR e[ AQEERITLTFEX AT MR 2R oM RBIRFE.
(2009) B, REENAEIIR, BT
FEIRILD | %24 IR
Smith & JLE R HFEE  Danielle XA £E  WITHEIRAN 0 R RE M F SR T IR BTG,
Handler (2009) BRI ZE %, VPA R T
Y TAENR
Tharinger etal. JLFERHAMAE 14 4JLT. 144 %E  JLESEERY B, FEDME LSRN R
(2009) AL PRI . 8 4 B B R I SAR) = 0.74
P B B, WA B d (F 3 BUA 2 1
finy =0.58
o (B 37 R 20
y=1.18
Smithetal.  JL#RHRE  Teff AUBIEEFRM EE  HITHEIEMIE T RREINAE, WA 1 Jeff UBTRAT N,
(2009) AL T Jeff MBHERAT R, AHEERPIAIT I LI B IR
PR AT R AE EA A E RE . BEIN ) = 0.20
Smithetal.  mxbszibbitt 3 APBEHEE EE O AL BEEUI, JLEWERE 0 1 r =048~
(2010) IR i £ 1 9% % A ENUEE 0.92, %M 2:r=
Hxp 0.64~0.94, ZH 3: r
=0.19~0.76
Guerrero etal. JL#RIIBKHE 11 # ML EE AT IR LA RO R TR O R BT
(2011) Lanice K L1 4 DFIRREE 3 5 5 S R AT AL
Paula FI#3E T, AT LA AL H L A
Jakara
Smithetal.  JLWEHARE —4% 2LBEK XE  ILEERAESHIGHAH B g, r=0.708
(2011) HARF 5RE 2 TR I 52 1 2 4R S S 1Y
et
Worthington et Je2 25 A PEAK ST 4L L VAR AL LA A I A A B B ARy 224 R
al. (1995) 28 XA 6 76 56 22 06 25 MRS BE I I B0 AU L R
o BB 4R (AL 45 E L, VRGN GRS AE R AF AR REAERGI . A
f): 20 SATA WEFRTE T MUNT R AR, BRI T
Finn (2015)  KIAETXER 13k LE O KWIBEUIRY, BT R EIPT.
GEAUES S X RAAHE T B, BT Z A

AW E S @, Wit T kR
7 PR )R o
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G R TN I 5 14 2 sk o 0 o B 3 B S
SEIRR IR, TR R IXORP M T TR e
HE, JF AR T b H R R IR YT B
(Blonigen et al., 2015) (L3 2).

A, T ILE RILGEE, DLRARE . RE,
SEUERFIT R O T VAT M TEA AR . Hik R
Jp: ZIAEHEITUE B T IR 97 R PEAR X R R L
{14 PRI 355 7 AEURR 532 T, 490 2o B L 2 M R g A 47
2545 % 19 J5L A (Guerrero et al., 2011), Wi/ D544 T
S (Smith et al., 2009) ., ki EE AR IF BG4 4
J&(Hamilton et al., 2009). & H B KFIF{EHER
e (0 [ 0% . 5 (Smith et al., 2011), A —IE X
A BA X SR AR R F I R KR E
MBI B, YR YT HEITAN AR ISR AR, nTd;
P 2EREAE, PPARANEE FE (Smith et al., 2010),
WXk )L B A AR B R T Ol I A AN, TRy
PEAS UL B8 A Z B HE (LR B A 2 88 | B AR AL B
X FHEZTFIA B A4 (Smith & Handler,
2009), b fEHE I % RE P A8 (Hamilton et al., 2009;
Tharinger et al., 2009; Smith et al., 2009), 7E& T
KRTITM, TR B ACBE % SR YT TR
A% 8 B39 2 B (Hamilton et al., 2009), I H A&k
5P R HE T AR A Uik 2 (Smith & Handler,
2009), MAN, X FAARERFN T, HIT A
H B PEAR D B 5 BE X 2 AR R N TR IB R R AR
FAM %2 Wi (Worthington et al., 1995), J&J7 PEPEAS
iR BRI AR G FE Y 5 AR IR B (Finn, 2015) (BRI
% 3),

33 ATFHTHRBETNRRE

FE MR SCHR A LR E, FRATIN IR AL
IS LSS AT 4 AN B—, iRy
PEAT RE AL AE X 8 00 B ] H AR A B4 BRI RO o
BrUA b O 38 R SEUERFR Z 56, —TRZH A 17 T5E
EWF SR T A B 2 IEW, 4.0 BIFAG 54
b o USRS B S 5 I 5 S A 2 R
MR R R, S B T AR AN A B ),
TRR B Cohen’s d i 0.423, JA¥7id AR =
1.117) . A7 55 578 B (d = 0.367) Flad F/25 A 4
AR = 0.547)# B AT 0 E 19 I8 IT 4800
(Poston & Hanson, 2010) & /455 1 5 FNAH & 1) &L
ROV HE(0.367~1.117) 5 245 )0 /AR 697 v B
RN /MR 24(0.450) (Dutra et al., 2008), 3%
£ JRORE A 1 —17 M YAYT (0.890~2.590) (Stewart &

Chambless, 2009) Fl — ji& 0> B 5 J7 (0.800)
(Wampold, 2001)- & B 4558 . L5, Durosini I
Aschieri (2021)%F T 9 WUA Y7 HEIEAL STUENFFE 19 7
SrAT R, TRYT PR X AT i AR A
BRI T s, %0 i Hedge’s g 4 0.46; X ¥
g ANBAER (g = 0.34)F1 H A2 TH(g = 0.37)
A AR/ IN B R ), T X SR 3 E IR
W SREEREA B FEXANE L YR, AT
PUBIR ST YA B A — R RO BRI T HOR o
HTIRITHEEAG B TR AR, e S5HE &R
IPIEBCR AT L SR B AN Z L, ke £
b, B % HME 5 F L 4 (nformation
Gathering, 1G)iX — &4 WA I ikt 17 L3,
SRR JRIT IR Y A E RN S S
JE . AEIRYT HAR AT 45 bk s s K — 3
U3 SF VAT HE, OF HL S AL BB 0
PG 97 U 23 57 5 5 A8 T/ ) %3 (Ackerman et al.,
2000; Hilsenroth et al., 2002, 2004), 45—, &4 K
ZHROREUR  WETPTA, JRITHEIEAS X T )L #E (Smith
et al., 2011). % /D4F(Smith et al., 2010). W4
(Morey et al., 2010))™MAY4 A, XF£18 (Finn,
2015)F1 5 G (Hamilton et al., 2009) 1S4 . 212 24
FNH A R 5=, B, BT LR
5 T AR A, E] LR i W T HL BT
SRR, AT LS FT i AR R SN ) o
SE0U, FARAEIE . H ETE TR A2 W0 R G0 A
i3 2 (personality process) P FAl I A 5 .07 &
OB Bl 24 02 W B SR A%, (H 250 &
AT UEYE S o 16T P VA 300 8 I O B
THMEBCA R, A TERITRIR . B2 .
LR IR IE S 1 o

R SEREGE R WA T P VR4l X T 2 ISR i
BT 128 FE, A [R]RE R 0 ) 55 B3 sk
B, BRI PR A HORE i o 25—, X
R VY IE IS RASHIECE NN Ve[ RETis
PEPEAL, DR IA T MR PR A SR R EME T, R M
A B IR EOH R E T AR,
AT PRV RS A AL T Atk B AE HL R R Y 2
FNo PN AW, M5 REBOGHR 1)+
TR it O O B R =, PR H bR T LA i 1
el AEEME A5 Ty S, 8 R
BT PEVEAY . TEXFHE LT, M % g0 iY o5 =Xtk
AT BRI 56 2 e R R, AT METEAT T BE 34 m



% 10 39

JEICHE A IRTT PRV B RCR AL KA v SCAR IR I v B R 1959

AWZ WA N7, W A2 2 . iRy
b W 2R R GRS, I 55 R 2 PREAG
B, RS2 A S A R, T ELAR HE R
R rpid 2 A IE A9 A5 SRS

4 RFETERE RS

W 2, BRI IT HITAL LTI e A
B AEEBERM, BT EITARER KT EE)
A e e T 20 B, TR L SR AR 3 N A 1
(Durosini & Aschieri, 2021), &1, 25 | HfiE .
R . M. B RREELA SCER, AT
IR IT I AL ROR AR AL, 7T B R 23T
Al o X 2N 0 SELAR A T SR A 1 o
4.1 EXER RN

M X (collaboratively) & ¥ J7 P P Ak X0 £
T 55 1 7 N2 D, 3K 2 VA T P T A R 0 0 Bl
il o JAYT PR far O BRI IS A . TEIRYY
PEPEAS o0 JH 56 R A AR B SR U, D56 T
BAR G BN T “ILE R #% (empathy magnifiers)”
(Finn, 2007), BAEITVEM iz F.O RS, fets
K Y 2] ) Y =5 O A0 P ) fiE (psychological
functioning): TLIFALF R B Y H A, T FH
PRI HHE L BB . B R R AR 5% 46 (Finn,
2007)o A7 M VA A X0 46 T L )RS k40 B,
ORISR Bt . Ol A, DU A R M
BB TRTTETEAL A e A0 B 5 E 4
AR g (self-report) W B . A I
(cognitive) M 3 LA J 5 T 22 3 (performance-based)
PR (storytelling) TN 58 o A7 PR IFAL 32 5KHf
AR IS HATHA S

BATNN, S50 JEUMEXRITAE AL,
DA o B 46 B AR Y 4 SR

B —, DO B 5 BE AR B 2 A
WA S, LA 208 55 46 1Y {5 2 (contextualized
information) (Fantini et al., 2022). 5 VP4 & IMEE
HET M3 AW 5 R R R R S 5, i
A RETM IR S5 R IMA R . 7 —Jr i, UMERE
FH 50 AR 2 N VAL — R R R A (m] R
MR E G EE, K /r 805 H W A S TR,
XA 45 ELA T W0 Fischer A1 Finn (2014) iR 1)
“H IR (life validity)”s

B, ITHHEARZHAG HRAFERED
AR —Z iR, R A0 B0 45 g 6% 3 F L

PR BN BRI (Fantini et al., 2022) X0
56 MRS, O 2 AR T B AL
FASG I W AR R BIL 2, JEH I RIS SE AR A 1Y
A=A R ITE R, B VEMETHE I 545
JA BT R PO BT kR X 2E AL (Fantini et
al., 2022).

85 =, TEVPAG A 5 M S I I B Ny T,
P A 0 BRI 0t 2 A 4 1) o AR IR T IRV
il 2 Bk, 5 A A REIN IR AERE 12
1 e LUE AT Ath A\ (Kamphuis & Finn, 2019; Fonagy
etal., 2017a, by, i FME A FHLCo 38000 46 0] €38 T
—AYHAE DL W E A PRBE (Fantini et al.,
2022), MG S SNSRI AT I %
VA = R A R e (R (W VA7 R A
A2 B85 (mirror) (Finn, 2009), % 17 %7 3t
[ 28y B g, I HALRE 7 e 45 28], Wl
T BT N AR AT

S0, — S AT REAETE R B B R IER A,
TEAE 25 1) J& 52 M1 3K LA R XE(Fosha, 2000), il
Xof T 45 R ) 46 45 2R B SRR R O 2 B3 T
fiff . A A R AN RO T e AR 4 R R Y
BL4: (Fantini et al., 2022), 74 A, “4rH
(split-off)” o¥ “fif 2 (dissociated)” i 1 JECIR A 02 8
UL (Fosha, 2000), IR TCkE 2 MR IATEL .
— SRR 0 BN A6 Bl TR A S A EIRE,
X GENRA EEAME

PMEIEAG R R B AETEAG 3 R e IR B 40
17 (Levels of Information Model) (Finn, 1996)
HAVFR R AR B o BB b G {5 B X o =
2k 1 945 B (level 1 information) 2 LL 2428 A%
HAE . SEAMARIELR —SEE; 2 RER
(level 2 information)ZHFLL 5 A HIRIE %
iR — BRI S B T3 ZAF B (level 3
information) & AR 4L 5 455 A 47 1) [ RINAA B
RESFER, MR EHERE, TREsIR Y H A
MRS T R AR RS . TE SR I
Wik, PP AR B IEAG (5 S A GO0 A g ]
AE MY S, 78 A5 1 B it b SR I S B R,
BN 1 9 FF 4R, ZMrel 29, &5 rI6EHA 3 Y (Finn,
2007)0 2 Fufi B ZRECNEAMEL, W 3
A% B AT REXE AP 24 45 R G B0 3 (Smith &
Finn, 2014), FATIA K, EFXAEMGFEELAL TR,
MY N TS, A E R E . B
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AN, I —E R FH AR B
TAE, 2584 5 Y =5 A PPAG A, AR 4 Y
FANTERIT,

42 SEITHEEIHEAWIER

TR PE PG X 2 g5 A AR B A 2 AR 1
EERRE A BT TR R A =AY
AN EZE IR

Bi%k—, HFNH A A KA (narratives)
o i F (stories), MIAYT TGN T ikiX A8
BCHE L H -8, ERG. NSRS
AN T 4 B ORGSR —F B 0980 g — g
Bl A . AW ERE AIREE (Adler,
2012), AfiTE kAL A AR [ O . SRR
o MY AN R Z 2R A0 . NE
ZEREN, BEYFEAREACHRE S,
R NA R R S AL, JRY7 AL W] LU Byl
WRE IR R P EE, FIYE ARB SN
HEELE, s B RAER R

Bk =, HFANFAREIENTE, R
B IRA G A7 AR, T RLFR AR — Ak
A NJRFF EMAe 1, 210 A RIER W UUE,
oy QR EER AT REE . A FASTE AL
KT HILM NS, F— BB, SR ME
4, B IR 5 UE # i (Self-verification Theory)
(Swann, 1997)7T LU REiXx — 4, RN A A
KEAEMTRE, A2 MATEF H S8 5A
Al DA, B2 RO HEBA L (resistance)
WA TN s A

BITEITAL SRS S NS BN, &
BEYFAME, HIFAMERE T, Btk T4
FHAMER AR LE B, 1Y AHA
KAV RS P T A R R IR
TEAL B 2R O BE 538 100 BRI 56 9 4 R 55 11 U
B, BTXENFEAESFNTRRS A
HES, FTLCE A YFHARNHEPISTE D,

i =, EAPRERETE, B Y AR
KL DL BZ N AE (AR ), B A BAR AT
HEVIE . RPN AE R S FE A
%, YFE KIS R S (attachment system)X] & 5
FA ST R EE LY, VPG B AR R G0
BRI 2K, XEYFARE . BHEAE. It
A, N F 15 1T (epistemic trust) . A Fl &= 2 8
(epistemic hypervigilance) FlITA FIMEZ 3 (epistemic

hypovigilance) i BE &t A 1) T B 5 FH A9 A BR
KAEEME MELAENA R ABRZ DAl fe 281 %
HNmEEee S, SECEUGEMA, B
45 (Fonagy et al., 2017b), ZR{UZ it ] GBS 2
MBS FESFEMA, BAFARE S, SiEMW
# Z A B2 2 (Kamphuis & Finn, 2019), A 141
i (trauma), JGH 2 AN BRI A9 2 3B A M
1o BE A E R A, AT T BB s HE A AH E PR AL UL
M1 (Fonagy et al., 2017a, b), TEAL& MELL il 3 H
OB R) R, T LA O PO s . X TR
MY N, PP B B AR MR S )
HMEARRR, ARG Y3 AR R BHE B .

VRTT PR TPAL 78 B WA 2 X 2 35 Y 3L
R B I, FESEE 23 4R 0 PP Al 1]
T A O B 56 R A AT X PR B A A,
AR B4 = AR AR B A

5 REERE

VRTT PR TPAL 2 — AP X4 R UE O B R FNR
JPHIA o X —F B A A0 1000 2 5 A AL A A
T e v A A BRI 6 P AR 4 EE A A0 BRI E AN
NASFRIE . ZEVPA AR D, B S A RITEAL
FOEME, SSELPEALG B AR 0 [ B RE % (2 E A
RIS, A RSEIERE SR R B IR IT PRI YIS
FHIE B BE AR A A . — O3 A A A
AT . B A0S PR R R B
BIT YT R SR, A FEILE . A
R REEE S IRIT VAR Y EEYCRIREIAE: Y
FNMIE R Sk, H R IDREIE TR, YA
9 H 2R A B I S Ui SR . FIE SR
WM, ERHARE, S0 . &
J7L Re AN ARBA M RS . ERSCR
PG T AEAURIAR G X 23 000 36 4 BH B 64 3
FE A —— 0 B 35 A AR SR TR, Mg T A
AEWH T SeFR RS, HEABRITIEM;
PIME R IEAT 23R 0 B2 157 R 50 ZHLIN 565 355 FH B K
1A BUE BN E B B, IR E Ok R
B VIS, EHEZ SR AR YE AN
TS A R . B R IR A O
HRAB AN FAE
51 Hu#MR#HHERME

M FIRIT PR AR A BE LT & R . L
B, ST R — R e, A AN
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A PR AR R, BARRIAE LT il : 5
—, FEAREBUN, B2 AREZAEE, BRI IR
R . ERBEAA RIS 10 TS LLAFFE (L
£ 1.2 2), BHEHAE 5 WMFR LA AR
KT 30; T E LM AHESL I R, 4 BT
PIREAS TN 1, | TS A IR AR 128 10; 2 05T 1
W REAR RN 10, DILE . B HEKE R
TR R M STUERF R (3% 3), 430 1 TREA
H3ZBEGRHEFEM 1WA R 14 44 JLE K H
KL E M EAETL AU . 1 BIHEAY 48
AR NHXS LURRSE, AR BLE T 1 &)L
KILGpE , EOAH MRS, MRANHRES,
XLEME DAERIFRTE D, SRR KL
EXIAME, AU 2 TWFRE %58 T IRIT AL 7R A
R RFRMRN . RKRBF MY KEEA R, If
HOMFEAR B Z A6, B2 IFRETRE . RFEU
FIL#E . HFOEHTS

B, WRIT RIS E S . SR
O I PERF S AN S F 5 AR 1, 2 A1 3 BB
TR KF, FXRAN R SZUEF R 2 T3
E, A 12 T, HERTEEZOADER, WE
BRAA 3T, fEf2A 2 5, EfEE . BKH)E
A4 1 WS, mERTLIE . A, RFE. KiE
W) 9 WSS sE AL E AR, FHEEZEHR
HIEE AL =BRGP IT A IR 25%. T
FZ, HENRIT A R STUEp 58 R 2 163
EIF R, EHM e TESr —s22l, HAEW
WMIAEE =T PR B = o 1o, BRI R
ER—AE A, I AT RN S0 S 2R
AR 2 B — SB[l . #ESBE . RE. MU
FREFHAARZ , XMHSIKE . SF AR
BEREE A, BEMUA 1 WO0F 58 B A 4 S 75 230 By
BB BRI (] AN AR T M T ARG T R
(Guerrero et al., 2011), KIt, TFEAHEZEZE .
AR ST 5T TSR IT HEPEAG .

5=, WRIT VAL B PE A ALTEE AT W R
A TE) 3 51 A4S 58 40 B il o B I B 48 TR YT E
AL ST SE L . S0 B A S 45 R 2
N BREAR B0 BRI e ARk, AR IA T PEVEAL 09 V5 F
BLRDRAE MY o 23 A AR I A e Kl 8
TR B Al Y E AN R T XA
IRIT VAL 09 A R SR LA B T R A 2 5 A
e A TE R B R T B AR 7 R At A 3 U UK AH L,

TRITHE VAR 77 A AR G R LT 2 AR, 3R 2 AR
WEAL R 7 BARECH T AT 4R, SR TT PETEAG
4 RS R T il 2 R A A T A A8 o A e
A4 (Durosini & Aschieri, 2021), {H4/57 2 H A4 14
SCIEMFSY & IR S [n) i, 7R AR B, JR9T M
VAL 5 H g0 B i) O 7 880 S Tl b T 245 3
AT
52 KKMREE

BT R, I6I7 MRS 1 A8 B3R Y7 B,
T A 25 LR R AL £ 0T ST IR B/
BEAR TR, BN, B BB RT IR A AR B
5%, RHABUHFFE TR, s BT R
AV, DU A T A AL AR
b il 1B NG R ES R S TR P I T N <P
TEAG 2 r B SO TR A0 A 35501 75 245 31 S B RN 5T
M X B UE o IR T M AN R S N E X
(individualism) UL L3t B 18 T4
P& 3 S (collectivism) SCALF 7 4011 o B AR VAT M7
il R PEAL 2 I0A SCAR M b, (HAS N 32
TR 5R SR TT M VP AR R R S LTS e T 2
FINFEG 1 RITHEIAGEOR AT A &k,
FE W) — T UG i 52 0 PP AN R IR, 76 B
W B S ITAL A PME, JERSS ), RPN
)Y A 6 o AR MR B SOk, 3 AR TR
HTAT . PP AT EMEN S LT
BEHE— R o IR I — TR v S VR T
T b BB ST 2 B, 2056 =F 5 10 7 R0 DR 1) 1 76
WH 45T 243 A48 F(She et al., 2022), i —i
PERESE R B, S FE ARSI 4 T IR R
AR SHE -2 T, SF AN
F| AR (Duan et al., 2020). Kk, G757 HEPEAL
149 XA Ja8 B8 TG B 1 PPk R RE 5 v Y = A %
IR BRI E AR — B

BAE P SRS B T IR R VEAL, AR
— BBk R RIALIE o S T e TR R R R
FEAL . RO A BFEE A R A . 0 B
T HRRIF PP A% L o B B AR I 56 T 2
H, HA5 MMPI-2 #3707 EFSEGKE %,
1999); %' B Ba I 56 phy 375 42 K 20 B2 R 24l Al
4 [ T R gy o AL, R AT R R (2
B A, 2020), BEAR, A KER T HEEA L
W, WA E AR RS, A T E AR S,
i 5 R4 B2 48 (Crisi Wartegg System, CWS)
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(Crisi, 2018) . B AR 5 B 7 & 4 (Adult
Attachment Projective Picture System, AAP)
(George & West, 2012) . #1145 2l ¥ i %k (Fantasy
Animal Game) (Handler, 2007). Thurston Cradock
Z Wik J& I B (Thurston Cradock Test of Shame,
TCTS) (Thurston & Cradock O’Leary, 2009)%, X}
XL T HAY 7~ . AR LA SR A B R
M AR . B E AT, T H A SRR EE BN . 4
[l PE DM 9 25 A BESE A, ELBR T2k 28 T AL
TEIRIFPEEAG Th 2 0h, EAR L 8 246/ [0 2
P [ bR B R A 228, WA RRFE
EIT R THAR

HUE BN AR IR Y7 VEVPAN 1 b AL
IRITHEPPAS VR R — Tl HOR, T2 MOl 252
FERE ISR, BEEAR O R R ER, R
ARNLCo BRI 56 T HAY M )% . 1 Stephen Finn
GUET IR TT VEPEARE IR B UIT 2022 4EAETREDS
3, 300 ZOHIFAEE SN X — DI, EA)
AR 28T, s i FE K2
Y FE, EBR R b E AR RS MDA DA
Ho XL T H [ AL B R AR SRS )
U O BB Y AL . E AL, YRYTHEPEAG T
DA 745 ) T i Bl 000 256 "1 B AR O 5 25 A B 4 ¥
KHFRo

PR o B IR IT PR PG 92 e 5 S A S TR A
FEARGE G o ARSCTBAEHETE, 0 S B AFS
[y FEAT: BREAE b SO 52 G 7 P
fliAR Rz, R S Y T R AR R HL
il [ AR AR W 5T 25 2R S 8 IR T VA v
o E SCAEA A A Ry, I #b 8 A 58 3 T S ik
HoRe i . AR RS
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Effects and mechanism of therapeutic assessment and
its development in Chinese culture
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Abstract: Therapeutic Assessment (TA) is a semi-structured model of assessment and intervention that
emphasizes collaboration between the client and the assessor, and it can promote change of client while also
achieving the goals of the assessment. Its main effects are symptom reduction, increased self-esteem and
sense of hope, and promotion of motivation to participate in treatment. It also has the advantage of a more
efficient shorter time period, and can be used in conjunction with other therapeutic techniques. Its main
limitations are the lack of sufficient large sample studies, its applicability in cross-national and
cross-cultural contexts, and that its mechanism need to be further explored. The application of therapeutic
assessment in China is challenged by the revision of the Chinese version of the test instruments and the lack
of professional competency in psychological assessment.

Keywords: therapeutic assessment, psychological test, collaboration, effect, mechanism, Chinese culture



