U (RS S

AELEAVRHEAFTTAAM T RS T W A A A A#H Y AT A
FUE- HPFp DERREFEIAFT AL 2R LA S F o F - FEP
AWEAMIEHREFT Y R D GEP AR A SR p R e

AAAAA

WY R E &P A p IR

%$
e»

- AERESERR

SEeET 3 j€_ 1980 & ik B e £ (e.g., Asher & Gottman, 1981 ; Hartup,
1983 ; Gottman, & Mettetal, 1986 ; Bukowski & Hoza, 1989) » iz 4§ ¢ 3 & & ik
o Ladd(1990)zn 5 4308~ fAp T chli R b %0 23 fo¥ - B 4RI R
THE LEP A IEEY B{oE S A A2 o Kerns (1996)4; M xR AS B

A%~ R Ml g o Newcomb & Bagwell(1995)+ 4 41 se & — f6 5L 3% B 1% >

SRR R AR LR AR B f#5R B - Rose & Asher(1999)4; ) % s

FESRERS B A2 B A% B (% o Shaffer (2000)4p &1 % S04 R 4 k g £
> BR 2

s

~

WA BRI IREF R PE YRR - BAL F Al 7 ACSE
B Ay A EM o

AT OIFREIRIFER &7 s 03 R R Ko e E
i frATR M A RAR S2E IRA AR € 8 B 1 2 w323 i (Sullivan, 1953 5 Hartup,
1996) » *ufe 28 F Y HRY AL FEITP € (4ot FP 2 VL
Fol @ 2R ) 24 PRI {iEr ol L B 0T hmi
o I AR B (SR et - 4= (Shaffer, 2000) 2t #F > ML % 3B %

T { EEERA {4 £ fass (Ladd, 1990 5 Ladd etal., 1996) -
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SN RFEAEM R
(= ) Sullivan sq 4 %32 245

Sullivan(1953)4p 1 48 p &1 2 B 4 ﬁ* i feE® T Az > (interpersonal
security ) ePfEY o P A EE AR EFA RV SIF R LG EEPE o BT L
12318 B % B4 & BB - fap 34 k5t (self-system) > H # i &3 &F ik
e @% 2R ME R oA A AR BHE AR G fop Al
- BER A ARG R EF S A p N ks B g f]*ug A2 E
RE >HBHEAS ) A AL FRAFEFSF &6 L anml ’%‘%J'MF‘WE,@[&ZQF
ERRE - WRIKBIHIIFERY > BHG I EAIMEET R AMALTE
3 (tenderness) ~ I #% % 75 &5 51927 | (coparticipation in playful activity ) ~ T 4
A ¥4 (acceptance by others )~ 4 % ¥ 33 % | (linterpersonal intimacy ) &2 T4
#9 , (sexual contact) - & B# By fT=mg & QI FEF- B
o AL R el 4R > PR R ERE N AFE AR A B R 2

L I T ORI AT PTR XY I E SR LI ARl |

[

R BE R g o R DORZAE X FILE R AR E
BRyEes g LV - oo B A %4 (senseof humanity ) s 5 Jlis 7 5 e
AH BIRE AR LA OREN G ERBMAZNE - RER 4 ERE

K kehk B o
(= ) The Sullivan-Piaget 2%

Youniss(1980):#- Sullivan(1953) 22 Piaget(1965) g gk4ve 12 FF & = — BID4 »
ORGP A B R0 il g RO A B A o Youniss dp 2 E B e
Afrk &3 &M ST B (#2208 FROIHANT R ) ETL G P
frevik € 55 o 58 23 RN E 20l A A A T R B
ez o Pl A _kyp E 2 o= (unilateral authority ) > %&—5’\;3;:_333@:& A e

FELAE 6 A Y L FRR G B R TR B R

F_*
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(conformity )> % i~ * e kAT p e chBZEF L LT P EALE TR Rep
R B P M GE SRR AE E5IT A (direct or symmetrical
reciprocity ) > X235 - B4s € U GBS X T RGP rEE GO € RP] 0 S B
BV ER TR R Y R KRB RS T RS R RAL RN L gt
2o Al Fdp et B-€ 1o~ F13 0 s Sullivan £2 Piaget & % 33 4o % i B B & iFen
0k AR R o B TER - B FNT NAZR P iR R RS

LR RREF P 2 HuEA o B 5 (T it Bt Bl 12 R

B e fAcE 2 3 &P o Sullivan £ Piaget 3t i xiEeiF BRFE 0 d T
R EFEFI g EREY > AR 2T FRPERAIIL F Ok FE o Sk

EHBEEPEY P2 Ay mIZ R A R B (Aot B R R
AR AL Afod bR ) B0 g4 p e ~$E L2 Lt ehll A 4
GEDSERNR L SN R e S RN A LR Lt E Tt

TR R A RFELE AR

8

o
A
=

5k

.
=)

{\N
4

(=) Selman A ®2g; f3fx & g B

ﬂi\

Selman (1980)12 ¥ Piaget zosvi B daZem 2 4 > Mt > & FA Y -3k
LEE AAGEA R M AR R R E Y FRRAZ M GR
AEAMEI RHBEAHESFEANA S AT BFREFE W 1% B35 52
PRF O EABMAOFER G TR FRMFEMEE HEF RAVER > ok

2-2-1:
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# 2-2-1 Selman(1980) + " Bp f2y2 4 v B FF i

(interdependent

perspective)

g | Ty £ 8 Pk
FEEQO | 3~6 & poavd gL B2 BRAW AP RETE omE
(egocentric perspective) | 7 * % # & A FEi 4 4 & T fop
BEEMEIR GRS o
PBAARSDOEZEIEFIER L Tk
ﬁi °
fef— | 59 How i i GENCREE e A LE NS Sy
(unilateral subjective | £ % > &P &% A2 RASER S
i ‘”"A’flffﬂ’é\'éj\*gqﬁ‘l'”
perspective) Pt i L= weR B0 e m AT
PR AR R R L H
i F 3k 72 3 A (reciprocal) gL gk o
e b= | 7712 & S Ny SR (RTINS TE A A I o WY
(reciprocal perspective) | & % 7 i ¥ g2 F 2 By 7
BASLY R LR o %l
BEAYAHY LRSI AR
oa KB A g R x%""%" Ry
FeAE o
Fefo= | 10~15 & AP I ERLEEBF ,;‘;25‘%:}_—%’5’1%_}2%'?];1 N OIS
(mutual perspective | “T77 = €03 & B 05 > T 4= 0 B TRAR
. R ') :-rJ % R =y
P (% % )3 = Bf‘ Hehg gy v &
A 3G e ik 2 gk -
frbgew | 12 K& 1P 3 k4R LR u$g§ﬁ;ppigﬁﬁ§a\@§j\&dgi

o L EARFEr hET B
WM AR E Il G
SERFEEN AME B A
¥ o
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SR OAAE 0 T OB R A GEAE S AR I 5] BT A A ket 2 chl
fho AqEfF £ d QLR EFRE A FR/EF AT DT T 2E s
MG RN rd AR 2 chE p M o X T AR R R A chil R
AP BT ‘,iwé’oﬁﬂ CMEFEEHE O QA E A BiEs d PR
BB o RGBS DI G oo d poAN Y S EEBLIER B B O BELBEB e g o
Flt o 23 el GR B AEMAFEDRE B P g AR A duEaY K
AFEpe BB ADI R Ra 05 ?ﬁ# SRR BAFREOHEL 0 23ES 3
% £ (Demir & Urberg, 2004) - ~ 5 & + 45 !

£ h
FEEY # ¥ 2wme e L R R (e.g., Bukowski & Hoza , 1989 ; Hartup,

FOORE hidsm e BB CRpE > B RR R R R EDR AR o e
Mo iR 5 - 3 (Hartup, 1996 ) - Bukowski & Hoza (1989)#]5 I FAE AT
REANTLEREEA > B AR N YR 023 B 2 FApT ahbf % o
ARG R AESR Y- B e A R b RS B
LR ApF ¥ 2mds BOL RO G o g il T L 4
(= FeoR ) > i F dp PRl A BBl a0 Ra > F 573

)
PREERR BN G dopt - RITRA T R RERIAfAE-FR LS FLGF
e

IE T A s FART HF I A B MBERX RGP E ARG Ry A E D
(Parker & Asher, 1993) -

FRO AR HRELARSEAF MO - B R HRELRDZI P RT R
e B2 MR oRiE f AR FES 23 PIRERICF B 5k kg Tk (Parker
& Asher, 1993) - 7 i > » § FH5 Ak FELAHIIFEF B OR
% - Bagwell, Newcomb, & Bukowski (1998)n5i 5 #7 1 ¢ > A B ztw ¢ > £ 8)

AIESEE P RERE RS A A i){%m;}gfﬁgﬂwlﬂ""ﬁ%—*ﬁéﬂ =743 3
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PP = (freinded children) % s #p @ 3]} % (chumless children)= #f » &% &1 5 ~ &
WIAP R Z P FRELRG R A G2 FRETH L aw g P EP R R
FoAFHOREHBHAEFEAPE TRERLKER) B EFREI R DL
Schwartz, Dodge, Pettit, Bates, & the Conduct Problems Prevention Research Group
(2000)7 % &k p Flef & RBEH(FHEB R R AL TR EF - RRF)DED
F8R A PG BTG AT AP ik E 4 AR ES BRA M Hd

§ 5T kR E R PRER O E -

FEAET o s gmiel BEE REN B AAL g FEE F R BT
TAREEd AT BT RER S BEAL R LA R BRI AT R AT

FEA BZERER FEREIRAAAIE PO EE G TR e

ﬁ%§ﬁ%iiﬁééﬁﬁﬁé RARR & ol ATy R gk (TR
HF LG - R o 5 #2000 > Bukowski & Hoza (1989):2 3% 14 Fi & = 3t

;% (Hierarchical friendshipmodel ) ki 7/ 3 > & PRiE F & & ¥ %k 2350k

PGB EOY R Y- A BMITIIAAIERST L ¥ L RS
B EEDIE D FZAHFABHTE X ES T PR M o AifdeT

(- )P 40} &

Bl R B R marT § BB & A A R E R R LR R Y B
VoA A
1.7F > (friendship) 2 4p 75 # (acquaintanceship) =7+ &
BB FE A RAFO A eI H T AF R 2R G S
B0 SN BFAG 0 3 BRI L0 N arg Tk et e
A A T ) PR R H Y ELEN LA E ek B

A5 23 d PREPL Lt E

Newcomb & Begwell (1995)#7 i et 3k 4 47 4 & Bom - v A2 dp it e &5 e
DETL I ERF R APt AR AT AR
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SECEIMBOES RPN A2 FEILLF ENERF L g W E
4%2 A { FR R 2 24 F 48 o Hartup, Laursen, Stewart, & Eastenson (1988)~ %
AR PP s 2 BApRE 2 B 2 RIS EEI G F < L R A A

RERZfELINIRIIel o RABR DR G » G B R maadF o

2.7} = (friended) ¥ & PP = (chumless) et i :

(1) 4p 3 (mutuality) © < 5 gA7 F FHEHAPI R o AR HRR LN R R
FRCHEPDA S TRPER 2o A 3L B 03 B LLE 4 o
(2) & T (stability) * ¥ - BEP g R AF Y F G- RPFRE o LR R

L3N s = IRk ¢ AT 4P B (McGuire & Weisz, 1982) -

FUH BRI FEG A ik g FEE GBI KA AR FEFHG N
AEE A A R E PR R EHEN Lk Tk 7Y
BEARIT M A FEFFIrRL TR 2T EFAPT R A R IRk
LA s B2 FL AN Ao g A RARRIEN DT FF G T
v BEG PP R orie iF A 2 enF] g (Newcomb & Begwell, 1996 5 Hartup,
1996) -

(2 x#kcd

B3P s BcE 9%  § 0 o5 d Eder & Hallinan (1978) R/ 7 ~ = & &
B3 i L REAF 32U EBNEEEH 5> BEFREIH AP
A PINAZ BT T 4A(3p HR3g B X 86 )28 @ »Bukowski & Hoza (1989)

SRICUER 3 £ oy S8 PR E R VIR S S ]

=k

LEME A LEY S T ER DRI AR R oL A
UL ZOURR LA B R S AR UFR LehS N A R U L

= 4 (Bagwell etal., 1998 ; Cassidy, Kirsh, Scolton, & Parke, 1996 ; Parker & Asher,
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1993;Rose & Asher, 1999 )£ 3 # 7 % (Ladd et al., 1996; Brendgen, Vitaro, Turgeon,
& Poulin, 2002) % i » A7 dpd EGHEN AR E A G Z AT 0 G
Eill IS N ;;_“é»r'ﬁ};;é—‘ﬁ » I '"ﬁ - AR Al EHEFPF . (R s 0 X 86 R E

% 91 ; Parker & Asher, 1993) < ¥ *h » § L H K Frin L SOUFHR LV i § MR

>¢k

éﬁ ? 43 PP

Yot
-

e o e BT P BB UEE R £ 2 5% (Buhrmester, 1990 ;

Gauze, Bukowski, Aquan-Assee & Sippola, 1996 ; Cauce, 1987 ; Ladd, 1990 ) - iz &

BLZeRV @IRREOTH g r A2 TP i (R s 0 A
86)
FEITETHER D NAR IO L FLNUER AR kg ame H

¢, «'grs/,,\giﬁrsu T s PP R BB 2 0 TR T g i
F &k o 73§ Berndt (1982)# MZEHEF S EH DA EELALTAE F (I P
s> 2 80)c Flut o B I AAPIT R ERA > ME ZRBFR LI AT §
g TES e 2T 0 AP THEUER S PR UK T 4
R R B g P E R w AR el ke 54 (eg, Berndt
& Hoyle, 1985 ; Berndt & Perry, 1986 ; Buhrmester & Furman, 1987 ; Buhrmester,
1990 ; Bukowski et al., 1994 ; George & Hartmann, 1996 ) > #712 &% 3 7= "L 202 &
L Tple fhw] | ehpP & 5 A o
(Z)xEEF

s F L (friendship quality) shdg 24 20 50 F7 3 & e iniTde gt > 1 & 4.5]
P EFEPIRLE AGES S ROHEL 8 A BEFENHE AN A0 28 5 %
& (Bukowski, & Hoza, 1989 ; Rose & Asher, 1999 ) - Hartup (1996)4= Hartup &
Stevens (1997)dp 2147 3 F & i b P54 Jg 23502 B 6 v (7
ARBETUEAEET) A Hed i wms PR RAL (L R ENRE L
4 ﬁ a5k % 3e v 2 ha » (quantitative dimensions) o g = (qualitative

dimensions) % #%3+ (Demir & Urberg , 2004 ; Hussong, 2000) » # % 45 4p 7 # ¢
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PP B 18 ﬁ PIE 23 Foff b ~ f » X325 F o Aboud & Mendelson (1996)
RS HARG S B ARF I pE Rk ¢ SR E T E BT R 5 H R
BRSO A_RGER A ant ~ f o 33 F (Berndt, 1996 ; Parker & Asher, 1993 ;
Brendgen, Markiewicz, Doyle, & Bukowski, 2001 ) - 4*%4 7 ok B RN R

AP S it el

1.Furman & Buhrmester (1985)#1 % %l 7 B % % % & % (Network of Relationships
Inventory, NRI) » ¥ 3o B A 2 5 g " RE -AB -1 5 BAAZ2BFERE
2 BG o o

2.Berndt & Perry (1986) 14 255 /88 & 5 ds ~ flAL € (75 ~AB ~ L7 ~ &/ B -
BRESBE o KEH AT o

3.Paker& Asher (1993)s#= 3 ¥ » Rl#-simen & B A 2.5 = B o v @ Aok <
(Ml s A FEREBAEDER) S FRIF RGP L L7 - R Fle2 7
EEfRR) R e B (A T F - ACE S k) s e el (3 1 R e
o A PR EROY S RR) AR ARG BAATHE I AL o
B) > BFRfEAER S A B A LRE S FARAN T T T R R) -

4.Bukowski, Boivin,& Hoza (1994)#t @ ih T % 325 F & % , (Friendship Qualities
Scale, FQS)» Rl A 5 I B o R & X302 P engF i i ~ #FR ~ §Tov ~ % 2>

5.Hartup (1996)~» # "1 8 B R 2 3w ag w0 ¢ 45 P 3 (LFF KEFALE
Fa) BH(EFERFEALRFE SRR ) AR RET TR BR -
A2) s (M GETTR) TR AFB(EAT A AFF) -

6.Ladd & Kochenderfer (1996)#% 1} % 3maF FT v A = & ~ &7 @ — Z_B Tk enff iz
(processes) » T ¥ BRI F N X 4E o doifrR o~ RN HE S ¥ - SRR then
# % (provisions) » ~ 7&{;3_%_4&%@5’ XA EE Y E A F S pAGE

% PR R o WEAURHBEMN GRS R Bl o RIEH LT -

7.Berndt (1996, 1999, 2002) Rl 1 % i 5 F A S4EH & v K 6 2 f o iy



oo F AEs TR R AR AR I B2 MR R
A AR T SN AR SRR 2

freddo FIZHAEFRID I o maims R A X GEDE B E

Berndt (1996) { i 5 kv " % 34 F  (friendship features) & 5 [ s 3o =2 f 0 @
e RE&EF R A - R e 0 A0 AxEAe F 7T f e

8.Windle(1994)» #-sm3 # F A =3 fAl » FF—4p 3 Ffop ABE > 2

g v ET—p ERA o ERT -

F_*

FHFAT B S TS p & (Keefe & Berndt, 1996)~f1# {7 5 (McGuire
& Weisz, 1982) ~ i if & (Gauze et al., 1996) ~ p #* 4% & (Asher, Parker, & Walker,
1996) ~ & &z if fi(Ladd et al., 1996) 2 & # a\r(Berndt & Keefe, 1995)3 &+ 4p B 5
22,8 e ~ 3R H (Parker & Asher, 1993 ; Hoza et al., 2000) - & # (Buhrmester, 1990)
PLE e B R 5~ BE pOARET 5 E(Windle, 1994)F £ ApBE o gttt BiT 3F 5 AT
TERDL e ST AT A > HN R 07 L REF D E S w1k
*IE&SFAR G - B & F]3  (moderator) » 4 @ Gauze et al.(1996)# 7 138 =R/ =
Pl2 EBZE R 2imE HA BB NS S Bk MEEA 2 4P

RS2 E N B M B RPN R A T AR B xmS T T

i &+ 8 7 & ¥ 0 - Bolger, Patterson, & Kupersmidt (1998)%F 3£ #f % & % eh52
Lo FrFRAL A FAESTHEL L 208 P LR # ook

Lansford, Criss, Pettit, Dodge, & Bates (2003)7 4y 41 % > z&& F ic 4= < * f &
BB EH2E 2R ST N R e Fp o A FaeR i A BT A 2 F
FREZGR/L D) G HF AEETRFAESL B EDES o

FEA O APT UFRAES TS e Ao X SRR A ST
:L,,—E"ﬁfﬂé” FIFA B R o R ERA R A ST PR BGw kiR
SR EET AT EN A SE B A T TE e (de B

7 Fm
EREENEC - ANE NN = B fo(ir: PR S FERE)DREET o 50 LS
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f
T xR A BTG LG R BRI s ot T A (M &)

(£- BE@S RnRATe D BRENEH TGRS, SE L AR TR Y

(\.‘3

e (% 90) MR Aol TREF RV E | MAEST R (
90) Ay TE® R | Bh A S FLER R HH OB G HRE (3 91) &
TFRA 2 EREFHETEEAEE T MG d A 49T - 283
EET AL ARG AR BRI TR

I ~xiEenfdu LR

Waldrop & Halverson (1975)4= § 2 «fe b (24 5 R iZ 3] (extensive) » i i

M f3F S fo- AP Fh-Ae T ¥ - R F FRF TN TN AE
B 5 @ L33 ok BB GRIA S ¢ dl(intensive) 0 b P R fr- B AR B
PARPP S E R ekl BT Feenfd AT eniE ) R P R R

»(51'p Erwin, 1998) - Maccoby (1990)~ 45 1§ ~* 2 & fp 3 #2338 7 o
Eiwﬁwwﬂ%#%&’ﬁ#%ﬂﬁiﬂ%?i&ﬁ@m%ﬁm—a,éﬁﬁ
IHp RV REZ p ARG > F A Ao ah3 B350 (restrictive interaction
style) 5 28 » & 2 gt ARG hR L 0 B e E B ST B
LBz T B Bl o F) A 8k T $ A 54 (facilitative
interactive style) o %375 & (X 86)4 | 523 % WA % RIEB LB IAWTL 4 B

B § v 4 A E B ANl oom A H TR L A many)

&% % 2 (31 p Erwin, 1998) -
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FHRATY S FRI L2 ml GEF LR A A dhsipd L F 4y
L PABpRE gt iF{op 240 E (Bagwell, Newcomb, & Bukowski, 1998; Berndt
& Perry, 1986; Buhrmester & Furman, 1987 ; Buhrmester, 1990 ; Furman & Buhrmeser,
1992 ; Windle, 1994) 12 2 5 { & w chix 325 (Berndt & Keefe, 1995 ; Brendgen et
al., 2001 ; Bukowski et al., 1994 ; Hoza, Bukowski & Beery, 2000) - B >t pt £ B &
%3 3 7 b f2$ | Buhrmester & Furman (1987):% 5 .9 ~* 2 E 333 23w
3N A A A A A RBEHUE T ARERBERAZ(EE G R
wihEde ) ki S o Gilligan (1982) 7 45 14 2 chagg? e R RE p A FhE o @
g4 Pl s s o2 e B aE B o Brendgen etal. (2001) P33 5 % dEmenfd ] £
BEFLZLANT Ao LG LR FnIdorig S 9 2 B4 LI BRE
A2 LR L > A LA P o

¥ - 2 & > Berndt & Perry (1986) % S 523 #ehn ¥ » FR 2 3 — Ry
VERFLa A AZEeRA NI L L AFL Ay BasEimman
BEREA5 0§~ %A HEER 24 82 b (Ladd et al., 1996) - Parker & Asher
(1993)7rdp a1 § At & 4 % & Ny F T 350 0 @ T oo b L4 3K R

o

o

FA AT e N T LA kI R NP L - AP
A EERAH AT AL 2 I AH A TARR I EE - 2RI

;—rﬁ,f,s o gLk > 7 £ 4 %4 rﬁ,—ﬁmlr—*—n A ﬁ¢,i_¢b [ e e ;h,' d oo
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dONFEHADR G AR DFEAEL T A mERT R T SRR

RGN ";t’ﬁ PR EGE T RRE B ERFNS NZ ApRE ST g A i e

- ~A g3+ 82 (sociometric)

AR LR K RGER I RN et o RR SWM Aea f
AR FRER QS (ot Bk E 0 69 AP N 70 FE 0 R T2) e A

3 ERARRRRIIFEE FEORE ER LTI RF A 0

1

TR HE o L, R E o Ra o N Nk LA AEed

e Bkt B @ 255 sE(Asher et al., 1996) - ¥ “b > Yugar & Shapiro( 2001)4p 1 %
&

FRifeRENATEETAIEF AL 2Rt FEORF §i
PRPTHAR SR ARG JERT F 0

t“ﬂéiﬁ%%ﬁﬁ—ﬁ>ﬁai » B R AT Pk R A e B
(bt B h- ARy S = KafeR) * Likert 2 237 8 %5 > Bl -
LGB HE LR I T e SRR BN o B ik Rk
FO3 P ZRBEL el Ra 0 3 BT A B s B 2
7 P¥(Berndt & Perry, 1986 ; Parker & Asher, 1993) = = § & & M ¥ p 2 2 ¢ if
HOF3 BB 4539 SHB G L P edd mizpdamtiaen

('Yugar & Shapiro, 2001) -
BN S CEE Y

PR R ARG RI R A A PV HEEY AT EE B

E PP e E o 4ot Paker & Asher (1993)& 523 JE 2 FTIen L ¢ & 7 = 247 P)
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Ao R ARG NE LT AR F o MR R ED SRR o BERE 2 SR
FEIHmPN S RN AGEAHR T M RN e EE R o Fpt 0 RS S K
Py i;ﬁ_‘m§—*ﬁ» ;@:}%B’»& 87 ;¢ (e.g., Bagwell, Newcomb& Bukowski, 1998 ;

Buhrmester, 1990 ; Gauze, et al., 1996; Ladd, 1990; Ladd et al., 1996 ; Parker & Asher,

1993 ; Rose & Asher, 1999) -

FRFAT R A AR ey .,%ﬁ,;,%ﬁp’fﬁwgﬁﬂzpféﬁ% v g

B 3% 3> J‘Ff R EPEA R A AT s il 1% o 4o Berndt & Perry (1986) 4 &) 4+

»

Hove 2 for g o R 122 83 > P SNEH R mE T8 B e B (%
BB G R AL E RS MR BT B R BER) PR EHE R
Bl A 0 a R ;%gwg{ LF 42 B AR (Ao L § R EREPE o RenfP & g 3k
Brg?) FERFETETRORNL0OLPEFIRF L R RE-H

Fre A A A g e > o Likert w BEE A3 A T AR KRN Y

=

Flo S % Aor W2

e
Yy

Himh %o 2o 2 fea 2 anifioetweFEF 0L
E gr(like) » 2. & i® 7 5 (cooperative) » 3.4 4 'Tﬁ Poendgph 2 £ e % #% (pleasant play
or association) » 4. g + & ¥ (emotional support) - 5. & % 1% ;4 (conflict
resolution) » 6.7 iz (trust) ; § = %1% 7 @ 1.4+ £ 3 #(lack of interaction) » 2.7 % ¥
{7 % (unfriendly behavior) » 3.4% 2 7 = g (lack of trust) » 4.3 % I 9/} %
(involvement with different friends) » 5.2 © - Berndt, Hawkins, & Hoyle (1986)~ #
PPN ol e o BBl F EEP L IRd o B P e S
hE]F A 5 ~aE g 23 4p % > 3R 0 444§ 75 0 SRR 0 6.
Mo TR AR 849 (51 p FlEhss > R 92) o

¥ ¢k > Stocter & Dunn (1990) R £3% 34 - # 523 2 5 B 3%+ =32l &
r s e e TEAEE AR E T A AR R EiF N p

AhF I RZEREG e 0 27 BRERSREE U F AT B AR
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i FFB%E\\‘:%_%‘

BREEPw AR AT R R e a o v A % o 4ol Furman & Buhrmester
(1985) 4 B eff 12 e % § % (Network of Relationships Inventory » NRI) » i & &_
% g5 Weiss (1974) 74 1 3254 » s s BHEF b RADLFFRE(LA S FFE -
PP~ £ &) g B skt ¢ ik (social provisions) » £ & ¢ ¢ 7L RAE A
(234)  HP - BALrEA Ao FH G RH - p AR ERS 18
Bt B g AR e S T2 B R A AR [ v hA T B
=R ~ ) ~ ods o Paker & Asher (1993) 7% % e % 3 & A % (Friendship Quality
Questionaire, FQQ) » * Likert T B8 # > 38354 » & P2 w25~ B
w R IARIH S s PR IeF R B o e ed S BB EIEEHR
fai-> e R 31 1042 > £ 7 40 4% - Bukowski, Boivin,& Hoza (1994) #1 4
B % 3o &5 £ 4 (Friendship Qualities Scale, FQS) > » &_* Likert 7 g% % = 3

IBrELA RE R FE X2 B EReRF 45

ETIES

‘ZH‘PP)»(@#iﬂ——&Q'&*mFPA) Ew%&éfﬁ‘i r?”,l’j, 1?4:71-)}%1'
B QAR UAN AT R AR P AP AT AT ER G BT L
FEApANMIBETY L F S PBET IO HETREE & Pl A E AT R

AR e A s 7R BB Y B EE (Bagwell & Coie, 2004) o
» o LB

SR R R
K3 {74 47 o 4ot Gavin & Furman (1996)# ¢ F 5 & i &R T S Heh

Ea

%

153}

\“‘w
‘1*1

L4F P 5o ens B35 > ¥ 9 BB TN i

~=h

Frztwm M T2 Eat I B (D d - kB (Qitwm ket B

PR E e BRI P ATE - B ? HEBRERE ? U2 T
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wenfEA s B)3dh- B A A M R R AT (o B ER ) R

PRkt ehx F R o Brendgen et al. (2001)+ 1 e R erd B E S SRR 15 Ry 0

#aztm T ZAERAT hRES B )RR A g I E AL (R
Bt g B4 2§ @)k X kil = ¢ - Dishion, Andrews & Crosby (1995)

FPrrigedi S aR ) L m R iy RS SERT IR
IEEA  (D)- AP - S (2 FF B2 fo * Ap Ak L il
Fo@FFREHES o B FAp R RS e b B E U] h
F L L& BB > 4o Hartup et al. (1988) i 77 3 53 =5 4 fk <
50 F AR A B A B R F A FA LR RPN S R (R 92)7 g

BF LR - Esk A AR AT fih 5N e

-
E I A

—

4L
“p

FEI W E R Y 2E FHEER Y 2 R RE AEE
Sl o IR MBR R M enE o Fpt o A8 7 % Bukowski & Hoza(1989)
HuE R MPE R AGENCGN B - B E o K & HE BERER T BRIk
pRElE o F T L R R KRR WA R ZEE
B BN EUAEPTRZSEI RRAEI(r AR MBI 6
EafeR) A L FEFFLRL TR ESTE AR REN IR FLE 0 H
BB G % &M (Brendgenetal,2001)° Flpt > B4 & 8 A5 523 A M

AT ERFFENTEARF RS 0 VO UEARE LEaoE & AAH
(Bagwell & Coie, 2004 ; Brendgen et al., 2001 ; Furman, 1996 ; Gavin and Furman,
1996) - w4’M”ri@§ﬁj@&%imwg’xkﬁgﬁmﬁéaﬁng
fl o AR B EE R AES T LS e ROl o AT LR R
Bukowski, Boivin,& Hoza (1994) #tim@ihsies i€ 4 5 1 & i RIFH R

PR RBE R PRESET ek '11«#)‘5"‘%»‘5%?“"1“ ko
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Y2 & pERaOpMRERAES

-~ P EDRA

% (selfesteem) ABHMFERFR - E I BER TR S P
FE ARG FIRE i p X hE & 12 (James, 1890 5 Cooley, 1909 ; Mead, 1934) -
James(1980)4p &1 4 % 4§ - FBRIAW XL F e o - :T‘*w‘i'\é pe 7L
LR BRETRP e hp AR ER o B 5T F3% 4 (Cooley, 1902 ; Mead, 1934)
SARBTF FRIFEY B EpE AAEERY DR kg Fp ¢ o HE
B Ak g 3 # ¢ BRIB AP e g L o Rosenberg (1965)4 p B dv it 5 B A H
P A= s e & (linear combination ) > T p & & 2 G TR A
O TR E ARG B A H A AR ) R A - Coopersmith (1967)3%
PR B, LY D BT X BT A i R AR R
Pope, McHale & Craighead (1988) 7] vz &4 2\ (perceived self) £ 12 & # (ideal self)
Eenfe R kg pE s R AL B ¢ RREF OB ZEAR LB
WAThE =2 g pERLLp A Fetfi 54 Jﬁ#ﬁ?ﬁ*‘”i*i w A
PoFAFREMPREALE B DR T BRERES Y &3 TR
T o B ReOTEHEF F A o Wells & Marwell (1976) 45 31 p & chfe & 717 32
wehg F @ G A ik o 4ot g £ (self-respect) ~ p #43= i (self-evaluation) ~ A
iz (self-confidence) - it # g (sense of competence)frp ¢ i i (self-worth) & » # F
Ap e AP P IR % o
Rp? 5P B 2o ot 2 (R 8 RS TR
ARBRE e AR A R HHp 2 B a4 AR AR
FIRIL2 3 > WA d A d it f oL o fRE(X 87)R: T &
ERAHASTE G BT AT F- B2 BE%; AR AOfEA e
R A R BHERD S LR 2 ARE o MITE(R 92)#] VTR

- SR RGHA BREEH A R Aol LR L A2 HA 2
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S ER CREFRE CERME T ERAED A AT EDT R (b0 R
AL FE) e

FRer o FER AL FANA - ABMERBAAEL B
AREE TR AR 2 A A AR MgER oA WA R AER A Kk
R AR AR AR R s o Symonds(1951)« dp 4 p A EH frp €
(self-affection) £t = p & 3 < 7 I inigf o p 2=H 4 § 23w 4 0 A B
AR A CEFAFL ARG T PN A T AN AR O RE ol s
F R o he t p o2 d 4 (self-acceptance) ~ p % R (self-satisfaction)fr p 2 & &

(self-liking) % (51 p Wells & Marwell, 1976) -
S B RN
(- ) William James g 2L

William James (1890) #& #' p A cha FA H 5 » > 1 LA (I-self)fr & LA
(Me-self) » & & R Ap$tenpe s o @305 A A T hi & (agent) » &
T fEH (the knower)sid & > #km i 4 s enph i 2 (%7 5004 R B
FHRps Apadgandd > Fad i ZpAhSg ¢ (Harter, 1999) - Z
AP S BH P AL X B A S F Fp 2 (material self)~4- ¢ p 2 (social
self)~ 24842 o 24 (spiritual self)- 2 ¢ - Fp N4 p &2 Hordeg hE F+ 5
ALg pAEd BRI AT T A - BAT PG F ST R and

g0 A FE R A BRDFE IS e A A LR TR g e

“m\

ARG Ap Al g% BN AL B F T AL o @
o BB RRM IR SRR R R R R
Ao R AR LB

James i&— HP A AL B K AT FEBRG dot F 5 E L
AR LTS SRR RES T SRS R T

h )42
A Renh iy GV RAFALEFBD AN p i AR FREERA S d TR
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FEEa > AP RN ET - BRAOCESB A DG e B AR REE
dol ReichIm B m i BAL oo M BRIER DAL TP A
(pretensions) » 7= A B F p AV @ ATER T P E RGOS o F]P > James 11 B
WAH2 pAYPHFa EhATpE > § BT 5300 p AhFpE {5

BAE AR E  FRADFEF A BT L LRI AL -

#James bk 5o B B AL A BHEAT A AL p e RS Ap e

BadaE > §- BAFHELDLRET) APFPEF > BT EF § o g £ o

EfReng e dlAe- LA AT F BUWE A g AR AP B 7
&% FP te(Harter, 1998) o Flpt 0 BT KW PO P BT BB I HFRET I Fen
Lo

(=) %3 & #% (Symbolic-Interaction theory)

7 Fe 3t James (ELEL A € o If‘l%—‘ﬁ (Cooley, 1902 ; Mead, 1934)p] 35 3 B
B A3 o £H g p A afiA# -Cooley (1902) e H T A Sg A2 Ak g f4 B
(Human nature and the social order)— % # 2 4@ p 2 (the looking-glass of self)
FPEA REP BRYD A R X2 ERE 2 BB TE RS A Y
A id o H AR A A Y AR AHA P A VR B P s
PR AP REZORZ > XP L B2OREH X0 F @i (reflected
appraisals) - BABiTd JLp AR 0 R AE G B A A iE (self-ideas) > 1 & &
ZofE e il A pL@ »}s Bp AL Gl s 2 USSR I
TR 3y E AR e AR D dep & £80% o Tt > Cooley

HIT - B BN AR R T B E A E TR 6 S S B
FAR D NP R > a e BREAEY B AMEDETT M % (Harter,

1998, 1999) -

Mead (1934) { AL ¢ 3 ®enE & o 18 1123 #) @ (play) 2 255 (game)
7 P BRAZ P p AL nFF o %- FEEIRAMFE > AR HE T A
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£ PRCT B EIHR ~ EEF S EREIIE L AT RIE DA RT KDy
SRR EAGREE SN E - B8R - BRI TP R m T G
BT e R IR M R v eIl Ak hR W AT IZE A e 4
bk d > (L REPRFEENG I B G TRBEFDERFRETE > LG B
Bk € FAE ALY T - 4 4 (generalized other) o d 1353 > L PE B AR IR
G RS R nE ¢ A e oA M A end ¢ A - B S AALE % e

&R KPEfE
(- )AREFEV W p AR

Bandura 78ty (1989 ; 1992) 4p i p #rxit (self-efficacy) «heE &2 - g
TR dp BAILS P 2 A FURFARARB i & ALK 0 - )’jfu{fﬁ Bo wE &k
FRIrh BR o aEE o LA Ak R R A B A e E PR A g
B fop BE Y hp A4 B A gpigane ﬁ%fﬁfﬁ’sﬁ‘fé LR P
kg BAEL PP RGN B P 2 DR o p AT TPEL B
B A Sk 48 E 8 (global expectance) > @ p A ar 4 R R E_BAE¥p A
% & (self-value) ez » T BAE g a4 B fop Aok g2 ALE - 9 5

e (31 p Tafarodi & Milne, 2002 ) -

FEoory o James (I I p AL Boow 2 BFOER 0 th 0P

by

VEd g
R B E R T R F + + #-f 247 (domain-specific) < A g

PEARZ-REL -Cooley AT gPp P ER B AT AT HFLETp AP

T
An'S
g

Sl RS e p B )3 ‘Lk{m,,\g!j}j_g AT T A B ¢ ’Jﬁ
¢ F B Agp gk o Mead X (- R B AR DR LA
e g1 A chT Bl A4 - Bandura hp Ak g RSB AR 4 T

oo Pt SV F R B0k AR A L ERNFL S R RHE &

e
s
M
e
X\
Sy
h
T
c
%
=
>~
fuyde
pricy
Rt
-.r_ru\L

RS BRI D 2 N ER



Z BBk
(- )#p Bk RE - 2R - Rt

AR EH - ROFHIEG k& p £ (global unidimensional self-esteem )
% » "4 Rosenberg(1965) 5 # 4 » H “7hudl2 g % & & (self-esteem scale) » p % 2
AL AL B P3G P B amE R R ARLR R V e e R i
BIEF B STIE 2% A (ST - 2% BRI 2 5 AR
hf & o Harter(1993)4p & #r3) T EERE e B L AT

Ao s iﬁ{f[ﬁﬁ.&igﬁ fe hord B aiEd e i RS ST RHA
Fhe gl (314 FIEE > % 89) - James(1890)kedp i p A G 5 B Y
iﬁ‘%ﬁ’#%%ﬁﬂ%¢$%?ﬂ~&gﬂﬁﬁ#ﬂ’ﬁam¢ﬁa@@ﬁ

4 % T 3542 & (average tone)shp AR £ o b 1 BAEF BRE R K enpr s o
(Z)#%-p BAR: o Rored i

B BRI AP R B S o SRy B A
?i"‘ﬁb'ﬁ%"’ﬂ*n‘%“ﬁﬁm@f%rﬁ’f%“'ﬁ‘f ?’L_?)I?’r*l’v—ﬂ’ﬁ%“‘ff
ey (FIATE > A 89) i TR ? #R - d W p B 5 2 F LA
grae o Flptp FHARM LR A SA B R o Symonds(1951)3p &1 p A=
frp € 4+ p &3 43 g% (5 p Wells f- Marwell, 1976)-Branden (1990)
AkpE e gARALS - AT p Ao o TR HA FPRETEOLA
poiz o = & p £ (self-respect)dy B A L Ecn¥ > TIwp e 5 275 B F
SEF] i R SR L o2 A RE FEGIA LR H A 85) - Tafarodi
& Swann (1995)~ #-p E o S p AR A Rfrp AEER A B R B
ARs F1% B e 48 (causal agent) > g B A F A B EY 4 R Lp P hF &
ek APT I AAL AR QBEAFBHRELP o p AN BT ERBF
Wb (e HRIALR A Mp 2 ARG ALE - 2 S (social object) » 245 +F t i B %24

B4 B ABREY o) T B RS BUMEMA L A ¥ Lp AR B
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Ao A 8T AT eh i 8 4 fik o Tafarodi & Milne (2002)i& - 4 45 ) Rosenberg #7# !
chp B EBMED e g PR B Efop AEE L T L%
TARANARAEAE DT - BELG e TR PG p R A §
BRAG o H- p ROAEES Lo
(Z)%-p EHRE FwRYESR mﬁ:ﬁ

MERFIFFRIM I e RABBARP A (TR FEHED L
(Harter, 1982, 1985, 1990, 1993 ; Marsh, 1986, 1987, 1989 ; Mullener & Laird, 1971 ;

Oosterwegel & Oppenheimer, 1993 31 g Harter, 1999) -

Harter (1982):% 5 B4 & Fderd fLrg 0 $Hp AR B - FHILDL > 7~

EAEMETEY S

S

EHEENHA L L AMIFEH AN A > ot B A H
ERR A EER A ERP N REFL AR SR )

£ %8 ¢t ja(physical appearance) > 2.F & & € & (peer likability) >

I
3

144
-
9

W
"

3.:8# s 4 (athletic competence) » 4.5 % it 4 (scholastic competence) > 5.7 & % I
(behavior conduct) - Pope, McHale & Craighead (1988)~ - 5k 4%t p & i &
B2 B R @2 b EELLApM» Pore P BTG §

Ao

VOAL E~FRrpe i et pE - Fla pBe 32717 Bk o
BELE R R T AR R B L

1A A B g B a e ok BRI HMGE ISR DR - s 5w 2d

TREFA L o TE TR e 3 RTINS HL 5 RIS -

3

2EXp & MR p e HAEY £ T 2ol e w}*ﬂ?i
Toh B e LA ATy ook B TP L R ORE S T i
AR ML AR RA P R RN AR N A BB iR 6 B e e
B3 RIep & B Yp L AT AR - BF R ESEL N c BREXED
PO - BFRESFRR o FRXIRA oL R D L fode o B

[

fﬂm

Bip g ohp B RE AT o

=
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ALREPRE R A2 DRI A o £ s LA KRB oA A T2

y ©

Pl & PR 4 > e X 2Eg¥hop > P Biimb d 2 p chiad e

s

i 5 ¥
SEHMA L p e HpAKMY AT A5 6 B p BB § R

PP EAS BALGDA R SIS LMFE TR

EEIR L AR B e REHDE S HRR T RTHEM B
EReROFLEPAFRIIPHNBNE I (T IREE AN - Fa
FHO(F2pARER ) 4 FUERE A7 B R ap A (Harter, 1998,
1999) o I 3t B4 AT 2 B p NG end £ > James (1890)35 3 B 48 ik (7
pAGTR S J B AT £ it A k%o Wells & Marwell (1976)4; 1 > 4
BRAEF- 2R 2RAF S THEZHEAER €050 20 2 £ & Mt EHDS
R o BT WE AR LR AL EREHBMERA A v DT R
A I X e > Rosenberg (1979):% % 88 = £ e 42 € #Ak § 1 @40 12

fto T s AT ABp A2 ERMPFIERT 2GR A2 p AEH - Harter

(1993) { 4v » #F B erBhin h 3 B F BB » B A chE Rev H org 2 b ATk
Beng KX 4pk o BerERai S REES o do FRD Y LRRT MG
FEEDITEE  F L EYPAETN R FALPALBIASATEE Pl

FIA AR g 2 it FIFEFE A B(GIp FEE X 86)
BAED T FHE S R ORIV RERBHMENEIREE > 8 e R OPE
Rl EF pERAxTpAgd g ol Al g @pap it 8 Bk RFH
HEBEHA L PRI M BERIER AP T Se RORE
BERA SR PR EFIAE ARG » REFRYFEFILE BANLARDE G
Al 8w RRLEERIF A B 0T R AP U RS L kB fER
EoanEe e RaBBEkIFEHpE 7R APEEpEEFHE P
T LR RRE R BT I S PR G Bt ] P

g P OCIE PSR £ o A R F IR g S o
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pEenjiul iR

SRt BN LR AR o P B ERB S R o R

FirE hp A LAY FMBES TP FnI B FE P BAE

g

k4 AR B kG e b aaE R 35 Bolognini, Plancherel, Bettschart & Halfon,
1996 ; Harter, 1999 ) - Kling, Hyde, Showers, & Buswell (1999)- 7 4-%+ " £ 48 p
Bl LB b orRenii kAt dpd X SR BB F B Ry L 4
R A Ry 4, @i
CRLA

PRV ET 2R REke - a3 p PR ARG EBRES ot 0T

mf

£18 T 5 hR g

3 ¥ % 2, % chid u % 1R (gender-segregated ) I % o ¢ @t R A L FH o

FotdonBdpiuamp FIsEm €2 AaFREN o it § 2 R HRR

e LAedt s &2 R ES AR EE e Fpt o A 2RI FERE LD p e g

FA 2 L& 0 gREHp NanT oo

(=)F & F*

FREFAFET 2GR DI E o0 By %5 Rz G % v KiFid
¥ 3 2B LA R L d o a s A2 43 Lo d o Flt A4 ki

AaF Ewgka, gA57° 4 ,ﬁk;}F,&fﬂl g E AR o
(,:_),éjggﬂﬁ

§OT oS 4 P R R L A Y RT A AL VMR

3

peodMBERDIZ B A Y PRSI A A g R 3T 4 o A H R

FEBFI kT L AR s A LA RS G T g

FELRF  ERPAFHIWSES S iy 2K Fptde Penp o 1 F
=gl

R
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Harter (1999)&F 4 K t‘:é‘fﬁ %7 7 (e.g., Bolognini, Plancherel, Bettschart &
Halfon, 1996 ; Crocker & Ellsworth, 1990 ; Granleese & Joseph, 1993 ; Hagborg,
1994 ; Klein, O’Bryant, & Hopkins, 1996 ; Marsh & Jackson, 1986 ; McGregor,
Mayleben, Buzzanga, Davis, & Becker, 1992 ; Trent, Russell, & Cooney, 1994 ) » d

Pea e kg ¥ A2 P EDLIR o REFRT AL P EHLREI LD

f

Rp 2 EBe et AR P A ERBESYAHp Lt Rfotln b anT R F
M09 3 o FH PR N TS E T iR T T g g
WEHREER P o F o B FOMEHT 2 - a4 DR S
Ajne it rrine e A A R me @ % S BicihR 4 E A PRI s A
WEpL AR A E o a L BB T A A HAR S TR
Alod T A RSP RES Y LI PR F Y B

B R

BH o ZHE (X 89) 4pdhp & LBAKp A= o TRFALS TEE
R R ERHEE A LROELETFZ A BA LR ET LR A
ALg T EET o g EF B LT LRSS - Bolognini et al. (1996)4;
NBHAFCEMDPERBABIR S 6 SRR LI p L ol A IR
(F 5 ) wdpic 4 e 12 H44 ¢ B (5 % - Josephs, Markus, & Tafarodi(1992)
WEIA e R A2 A e EHRA RO AT REDES 2o T E PHp L LR
kg Al o T A0 T ARG LG RER R SR ARFHE A

ANAHAEER A A R SARE R A AHA L FER RS G R



ERFNHRBARE BASEIEAAL o PR RAL Y FRT G R
FFeper(false uniqueness bias)shx Jis o 3R s BB HEF B A ARG a4 o
HpB A% a LRI v AR EER L A fparar il T vIRg
H o pEx % - Tsai,Ying, Lee & Peter (2001)4p 11 ¥ 41+ 4 4 chp LR F > o
MuL R38R BRRS §Ladbd 2k FET (R 88) 3ni iy
AL g ViEARY > AL e R RO B E 2 Wil T A
S- B BB A S o { AR AT G W o Ft o L PR B AL
gD E > AREEAEAE NI 2 .

ERPN SRR o wkES (R8T MR FE AR Y
BEMIR)EI L2 nTIep BEAFIER T L o ZHE (% 89) VA
PALETHMESEFIAE LA E PR p Bt A ol (R91)
MEYBE LG RERT I Al p B R4 o g (% 93)
B 2 e g RRREr 2T p Bfo A B EEFF T L 00 T 2
8 p E Pl 3 >t~ 2 -Bolognini, Plancherel, Bettschart & Halfon(1996) 1= 7 = & &pF

B 4541 219 i 12-14 sy

w
I
I
%X

h
-E-t
a*i

REZZERRICE S - R NN I
FawtF LB 93 ARMAER LA LG %ELL T8 FAEE
gt dpE A ke et AR Ao R0 EHA ERARFLE(R

fl% > %91 #8% & > % 93 ; Harter, 1999 ) -

Eaes 2k @A e EFIEml EBnd SRS HrFHOFT A
B iy O RRGS R ARG MR sy BAMETE P 2 g e

i BHEE§H P 2 RF D AR -
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FEANEE P T Tk

Sullivan(1953)4p ! B 4 et F > E 8 § MR A MR DG Fo LT B A F
Ko ZREE) ARLALE-HFRZ AL AL T R o wik- HEP A

WHREEE - BE OB KEE AT BSRY  FEWp L p A E

-

B o 4o Sullivan #r 3} ik 0 37 5 M RE A § 0 E P B Y AT % GE
R R ELFaE g N pdigE 7 & 4p M (Cauce, 1986, 1987 ; Berndt &
Perry, 1986 ; Buhrmester & Furman, 1987 ; Buhrmester, 1990 ; Keefe & Berndt,
1996 ; Paterson, Pryor, & Field, 1995 ; Bagwell et al., 1998 ; Way & Pahl, 2001) -
Berndt & Miller(1993)* ¢k 153 =~ # %5 3 - PR # PL ~ § » 2 mFF ok
FAarke e E OGO BEETL e AESTAFOEE 0 2 AT R
PR FRAFHPE NS ETRE A e iER AR E L0 Y
Riv 4 2 75 p B ek B # (51 p Berndt, 1996) - Guacci-Franco (1994)# 7 K
I REFAAE L FREESE RN GG GERFE FRESR)DEE 5
MAL§ LAl GM G M A 2 B G E S 2 R R F
FERPe % o Gauzeetal (1996) i m  » EHHF I AT HE T FRAF DR EM
BT kg A 0 T2 E g B § & ok - Guacci-Franco & Levitt(1998)

2 dp REER FeAGER TR 0 W 2F hp B G e

BT ER A S B NFE AR RO AR B

p B oM P AWy RE S L FEREBEK A EL T PR R A B
% > 3 F % B om (Berndt, 1999, 2002 ; Keefe & Berndt, 1996) » it & % i & F & 7
B A

RN E S AR A LS e S AR R
ST L F % 4p B (Vernberg, 1990) - F1 > ke Ffop B jp b £
BEya @ 35 %M G A7 & - Wk 32 (Bukowski, Newcome &
Hartup, 1996 ; Cauce, 1986) - Estrada(1996)4p ) § > & & ¥ e 7 ¢ B2 B H o ¥
A R FREG R LT o E S {F I RBE LM ARG
Way & Pahl, 2001) - # # Elicker, Englund & Sroufe(1992)sr%= 3 # » #& 11 > % &
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BV RGER A 0 B & FARR (well-being) » I pF#s p Rt e W RILA

X 5 L x b AP A3 p Hurtup & Stevens, 1997) o

FOME R Do AT AR D B A B P B A RLE A4 L e

o Ry BEApAp S che R > F AT A ARG E o T p B Ay

i A EEF L e £ 0 p EFARL 5w R hiE & o Paterson, Pryor, & Field
(1995) i g h 2R B A I FehFFEAL LA L G M > LB HFMA B2

10 B o Harter(1999) 7= 4n &1 523 #4277 P e € A At o FM Ay

FEERREIHAEY PR G whp AR R £ 2 Al o &R

=N

o

v R &R E & s menn
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Fr & FEASREREBHEET

- S FHAEPLEEP
(-) Ha L &

TR S IRRAT B E AR PR A N L BEFFL G v 7
oo TR &2 § 3 kg2 o Rothbart & Derryberry (1981) 4%+ 4 F e/t <
# T F et (reactivity)fo T34 & | (regulation) sz B - & 4t & 4p 5%
FERE FEBEDBEU LR a B SR E BTSSR S EaG
Underwood, 1997) - Eisenberg & Fabes(1992)~ 3 i ag e & » 3P T3 de |
(arousability)f= " 2 & 4z | (regulatory processes):n7 I » i ikcdz & 3 45
BAck it 7 A & AR L BHEFEs% M F 5 i & o Underwood

TP RESAIRPALE DA TRE, LY

;
EC

(1997)45 TR - T ERY

EERE ARG RO UEAF LG 2 TEP T S &R & - Walden & Smith

e

(1997):n i Fragf @i - BAFfDBIT 3 EIFEA S RE DI - £ F]Lp e
L A2 e iR P B 2E R AR LA e R R IR S 5R T
5 Z) EPfF R S F - W AZF PRI R G AR AT T B

o

LLL?P,F—H: P {ﬁﬂﬁ_j}_g@_gi'\;@ﬁjf 5, i3 ‘E_%%‘V; WO AR RE
Y B b e i & if (Saarni, 1989 5 Denham, 1997) > I &g F & # i £ > 82

ig R A anae g g A s 5% v & I (Underwood, 1997) -

B PG T RT IER - FH R TS o IAS REABI R
m’]‘#ﬁ P I 13‘.'??_}4 WFER B BES BRAR S - A R

#Fl BREF» AT EER AR -ﬂ B S VAL - fAad o BAB
WA IR A T BB L R R

BB D A B gk frA R
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G EEEUS

7 H &

IR

d MG AT R F IR S gk -
RAC REA P LY B R AR S R 2 5

| I I~
1§ 5o

F F - chif S 12 (emotionality) - & &3 B I E T anRiEL - 0 T
EREAFLF THOL G ROBTG L 2% 9% R - e ! Eisenberg {r4 el
FHRE - I EA ST o b PRFETAE S SRR -
# & (emotion regulation ) - Apdrd] > mAE R A S A E S P R 4
ﬁm%%??ﬁﬁﬁgwﬁ“ﬁﬁp@F@ﬁjmmmwmmwmnwwww)%
WA WPV RBRALLY EB DRI BEAS [ 2D o ¥
- f84p B 540 B 7 5 3 & (emotion-relevant behavioral regulation) > fe2 & 2 £
AT FETM T adrgl~ p ARG p A FlanRiE Mo ¢ 79 o R
BRI S AR ARSI E DL R AT REARD F
P ILA 2 Sk i @ (8 Pl BN B RR E rRARen T 5 OF L AT
PR & 0 S TR A - TR N o e FIREF T MO
FHMELATEAA T v > TREF T ARt ~JIAb € (7
%~ FIE & R 38 7 5 (Eisenberg, Fabes., Karbon, Murphy, Wosinski, Polazzi,
Carlo, & Juhnke, 1996 ; Eisenberg et al., 1997a ; Eisenberg, Guthrie, Fabes, Reiser,
Murphy, Holgren, Maszk, & Losoya, 1997b ; Eisenberg, Fabes, Shepard, Guthrie,

Murphy, & Reiser, 1999 ; Fabes, Eisenberg, Karbon, Troyer, & Switzer, 1994) -
2.3 BF e B

SR E RO A o PR LS B AR X dyk 0 PSR G
BE A BBMPN ADF R T T B E o KA 0 TR
#F (functionalist)& 1 ¥ — FE L2 > # PRRAFHPFTFLEZ RLHLEL &

39



o HER AN AR BMERR AN S R AP RFERR AP L RRR
2_if & P {%(Campos, Campos & Barrett, 1989) o F]yt » -4k S 4k 2n 5 2B 48
%3 enE & 54) o Thompson(1994) i 4p I A & L RMASH Y > ¢ 3

Fip T RieB B R Bep AR S PR R HE R

&mﬁ"-‘:!&\b s TFBFA\.‘»;:—:"TE u;j‘: 2 ::% ‘f#éi .r;;’}.r‘r““’%;J‘l—f;;‘; %\'IE_»J z l—i
gi*}dtﬁ&«;‘tlj 7‘?'\’.’ l—;:}fr‘_;t_%EJ 7 — 7 I[}Ariﬁ;k \ﬁ‘gﬁ?%ﬁ l‘\]_.;";;rf:fé%\'

IFUJE’IJE’ «é.;—g’; \’J}‘Q%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘ ﬁ;{; r i%%}j%ii.%%gimé}%g,%sﬁ%ﬂy
ATLA LA R FH s AEER AR REFEFRCE > A
AERRFERp P B A A FF B A2(3) @ Brenner & Salovey,

1997) -

3.ig # B

bl

Saarni (2000)5}’};] 4"]‘3“?“‘ ““%Z e 27 B rgfl 4k X _%‘ ﬁFT'r B o ,]%‘_QJF:IF ),T?:;’"I g <
PR LR AR BT WA R S AR P 0E e TR o

TR ST 0 A A Hd 24 & £ 3142 - Saarni(1990) 4 a4

(emotional competence)srpE s > I LRGBS ETF # * F IR T R i
PSR )2 B o I AT E A B F g £ it 4 (Saarni, 1999, p
5):

P

(D) F 2B nFRE R BREE e S RE > ¢ 77 5% 5 £

Faidh o £ 1AL SRR TR BLRE S LRI AR LR

(2) ;J%‘—;%\;a; A mri&;k 5}%1 1[3;@&*%;}7?5 Z o2 L ;&p m, 'fr’% é,lv} 4‘51\,2 y Eﬁﬁr}: )

(3) g% pe i m‘fj‘%{ 'fﬂ BRI L p e > L m,i’_&;kzg: e

B DB R el A > BEF oA & R % o

(4) B3is A PR P g BHE G NB RN A TS 4 o
G) ettt BAEABRA & P AFHRE S AFHAR PR FEF
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PRI GARED CREARF LG IOPE  ERFFLAAER
(self-presentation) i v -
(6) FU# £ PRePIFHs 3y BARR ¥ p A& ok ke F FF AR G s B frir
s TR iR B TR SRR eIT A o
(M) Faad o BAGLRES A CR M R St e B RS
Bp A AR R LR I aip T o
(8) T p Araic tApBMA L p e TRAVIEI R T X RPB A PERHER

SREBAE LD 2 S BT EA R ER

fr %3+ > Cole, Michel, & Teti (1994)+ 4p i — 2 2 4F e 538 Er"ﬁ Ll =

Feid g - A

(D2 r P Baigid @ AP gi L 2 F 4 F B
ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%&oﬁi’ggﬁ%%ﬁmg P77 o EREFHEL D o

OE SLE il T E Rl i Fuk r ey R ELEt i Sl ek KV LECK S slg
TR RTRB L F g > A7 F SR 5 T et i gl (T o

(R)iEhg s T AL R R B BRI R R AL 0 4 AR F
Waasip @ ni  Z BHMEZTFHF LR S FHS Vg R P&
TR A FIEE

OLZSREES S RIS 20k IS SESHE EE - SRR R NI Rk )
Ro@gEAEFg e a AT FE o B2 RFRFTEDSE NS -

OES-SRESIOERE TR S S e T S gl
P e B2 0 WHBE D FF o BERET RS 7 ks A

Rlg A2 3 geaR -

@)fF e Fad AT e TR AR e R > AL SBT3 A
EFEa R BRI AT i i g B A R

~y
™

T
(VJ
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(7) B4 t8 3% 23 7ic 4 (management of emotions about emotions) @ 4 18 & 34w it
Pdp- BARER R DOERE B OBRFEREALDORT] 2R E E R Dl

HE o blde: ¥ BRI AeE i e B a2 FOoBfEp ¢ A F R
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W & Q%’é’—'?%‘i‘ﬁJﬁL%’% PRI XA F o FrA i
i;ﬁﬁ”/ﬁ!fﬂ’» *

%
£ R doim ESLIH -

(2) W3 & 2 sy

R Rk SRR (i & el N S R Y E
SEFETA Y - Birew & (Mayer & Salovey, 1997) ¢ 438 & 27 3 12 97 4
EA BREA PRI E B PR SR ES DR H o BT B
BRpF 3 g R 2SR SRR (2 5B 0 A 88
e 3 0 X 89 MAAr > X 90 #4520 X 91) o Gross(1999) 77 3 I & H-E
§ T AR A T B 24240 (ego-control) - F1JE b 2 (coping style) ~ 7 & e
(behavioral inhibition) ~ 3% 47 4 (emotion intelligence) & - & m » R4 5** &+
#o F L BR A F 2 0 4o Vorbach(2002)4p &y TS S S G g & S
AEAFTHY A i RS TR e R Y TR | k4T o
Saarni(1999)4 ! = ﬂ EEL SIS H AP G R R AT T o BIRE FE
WA AREV R AAEM G D% A AT R LRN B g
B - Mayer & Salovey (1997):#- ﬁ SR REEV R AT e B E a4 Rl o B
R EAA RABHEG S AP E A i 4 AR AT e

Bl e

FEPEFR A ERE DN AR o F TP F F LG R
SEBHWALT D EFARRRZ BAAENS P T FF THAEP AFK
Fleg st e PR s d 0 p i i s i Pow S D SARG - A
Az FEFHDRR/ANE PHFRFD i) P DE F AR - £
g ehie 4 > ABRME R ATE L F b o Vo RIS B iEER
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rrrnf;ﬁ Y RREIL B Jﬂ“’vz BRI 0 2 AP EL AT H o
THEOFEAGN T REAFEFTORLFA L REBYW LR ABWEE
ALY TI R enE d o REA P ARG E R kg BB Y TG € B

- Rag) g

|

BAE K EHEN G DL R PR E - Rehg 2 £F L BB RE

“m\\
W

BT ERFEDE L - A ED oo R AR eE o BB e

el 2t sl TEFERPFR A NESH P L F o AT
TEBHAL M PR BAEI63 M VA BWEREFZLI T S
,%”gr) LA B kangk o RPFEY (e B0 88) FEERH AP
vk oy 4 B OELEL R SR s SRR AT A E R
Ft_;;k}[ >z Ff_uz-t 7 'l?fﬁ')i e;} ,r 2 j\/};ﬂﬂfrp\ e %f ;;kmz\ é ,.,t:;}-m
FloEH KR ITf R R EER G RIE gk H -
BB A RIL e 4 0 B EE ARG R ATy R HoArik ehe B

KRS E 0 A deT
(-) FHER

LECE ST R LR L B S RS SRR 2
B R E RS AT R 0 2 B PR (LY B
% 88) - Denham(1998)4p 1§ % 23 i L B p @ s ¥ 5 F L P RE 2
4 F o B G UFnT o Harris & Saami(1989)4; & F #2428 4 fme i
ik R

iAo A

()

S N S AR RN S T N FEE N P

/|

o4

<
-h_‘\

F T PRl Y 2R s & ke Langskio e o FE
4 feibddled o P RS  RERA L b LA 2 R R S
Faghk e o PR AR RE A 2 & & - Southam-Gerow & Kendall(2002)4;

EF AL BRI RTE R g4 THATE ) (o A2 F 5
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ARFMAamE)Es TR AR (V4§ £ %5 =B A ixE &) Saarni(1999)

Pdp N BAS E A R N R R ALfRAR B B R R R B
ME R BMES LT R HRE G e v Bl P AR DA

Fherd s FUgEREEEET A BEL DL o - ABMK LI P e o
Bk TRBREA2hRF Vo gFRIRTEF A FE 0 2

FL%J:?;" ) J,’ 5{7 #ft_‘:[ o
(=) B4

2L ApBHAAEF» 22 o PR L TR Ha g ers 4
shibeds (7 5 (i & > A 88) - Eisenberg et al. (1997b)4, &1 § 23 sy jprdep - i
FEAMAGIICRLME *“ﬁéﬁﬁ BERIN K A RFELT) 7

Z

JFEFNTEASEDEPRIE S

p =% B o Lazarus(1991)# 3%

=
P}
-
b

hbchi 2 F e By 2408 « 2 L ehFd 0 HFEFEL B it PR

* o Saari(1999) i 4 SR feALE I BRI T A ch DI F YV e EE

et

R A “,$ T BB R A B R L F R AL FE T
T4 p 2 His A @ 4 - Southam-Gerow & Kendall (2002)7*#;] hoE €8y

AR PR frdd s T A SR P B Y E R HE 0 0

S

lm\:\,

§ 0 REHF BT e 2 5§ T I R B R 2

IR T E B W XA - et i d - R
%

cy
[k
=R
-\
™
)
=
F_L
7
s
14

“ el g 3 ﬁmgf@ﬁﬁ%:%W@ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁia*%’%ﬁﬁiﬁ?
PP LR S
# - 4 d e (emotion expressivity ) shrg & H03S (8] 2-5-2) » # P4 O i AE

2 b N RkoE i H R % (Saarni, 1989) o #t “b > Gross & John(1998)

TR AEFSERBEFERNS A T AHARH L AE IR UE P
EEIIRFELR LS B PR FRAERIIa L LA XTI B R F

LR EAE S e A e B o R A T
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1.4 p 5 (expressive confidence )

A T sk Rk KB

pul

- R ATARET G RRAY
d

R RECT Rt IR R T R TR R P

3

s g RS AR .
2.1 w» 4 i+ (positive expressivity )

g FHERA TR A RN e DFHEL R FRLw A
AR P DIFREER Y €% 4 BRp e DS AR MNDDI woS o

3.f w» % iE % (negative expressivity )

A BHERE TSR LR e E s E{otd SF - 75 Frdl i
BNf o FREHR MR AREEY e R EAEFH AABIRY GRS
AR R LTRSS X

4.t7%- % B (impulse intensity )

BT AR PEERR  Bfol ~ feiReR LB EAEY

oo B R TR R B RERTIP T RERE DR SR T R ERT

o

5.1 % &% (masking)
To BRE TR SR e E e (e WAARE $) o B ST AR

g FRIEARR S PN ARR T EREIP EEREELETD - Ko
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e ¥ =
fi 5 T

B 2-5-2 FrigdEpars ki ﬁé

Note. From "Mapping the Domain of Expressivity : Multimethod Evidence for a Hierachical Model,”

by J. J. Gross & O.P. John, 1998, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 74, 117.

FErE v PRFELAEDFEF - HY - WAV RRN LR o
AL ARG M o MEFE R DEARLATR S AR A RE G
BRI S BREE O ELAE B AARERE DL Ko T 4528 AL
ARP A A dek R e RO pAmidp e D Ty
E o NERE AT W E T AN X2V Y FERRITY &0

Bh KA ARG
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sk KA

iz~ & (% 88) iﬁw%aﬂa\% L BT 7 Fenilv > BT
B BfedF g R > drdl f e A AT e i o mie ¥ (] 89) 4 #% T
FEA SR NA N EEHFEDS LGB > @ B Ao RIS P
BRF > w i XA frrd P I BmEHRIrFTE > T A ERF?P X LFRRE -
Kopp(1989) 4 &1 H-4:d & H ¢ — @ £ & ch3t o f &5 3+ & 0 i v¢ (planful
strategies) > L & P A TR AL A A A F TS * 0 LB FEEL T A
e~ R Pl PR E R A 2 g ket 4 EEF ERH A

)3
3 4r © Brenner & Salovey (1997)4; 1 % | enia & ¥ f#fd 2 A7 K i E o

N

CEEHf e R A EEFE LR 2 WL F A ERG Y ARG AR

ARG B - SRRETF e de D TRk Teeiic S Y 3 ¥ - &R

T2 74l 4o D RIRBFR o A ARG RT A5 T a-p &
e TALE-H)jp, a B R > TRABLFoim * 2R K- 0 5 L 4- Bl

Fenk b o Teb N b B A kg o b AR AR B A T R &
(e D BHER RS E R AT 0 AR Bl R B R R
(Brim e LW SFE e LT M EG ) A3 s AR g2 B enits o )

R R R R AR GGk 4o BT BRI AR A e

LR fpEEle(p ARG LTAEE-Hh, @Be R kg o AE Ky
e g A hp e o A2 albp KR EHE BLAL (Io: f

[J}
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\.?N;m/,

FEI U FEAE NG LB 0 SRR S e R ES BT

B 5 EFESR DT FRERG TR 0 RTINS
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(= Y55

R E 450 B FEAIEERIE % g L Rtk v 2 A%
M RJE fs R A 4 (1Y & 0 A 88) - Mayer & Salovey (1997):% 5 i F 4 A
- B RSk 0 ¢ N S K 3 (meta-evaluation) £ £ 3% 3 &

(Meta-regulation) 274 « {2 e 332 4y BALEEf & HFASLAmEG o 3 eh

i)

SHBER I BHLT e LF B SPrdlp e R E-F §p e hliE
o BT EDI A FIFROFEAFANERF B FAa R LY SRR
RoF AP SRR ALY EEET o - m g R E d ot A
SEP B B & % 0E P E RS AR AL
SRS SR 0 % 88)  EF DL AN HE R PENF Y L
PR IR R L TS X [ F A BE P i (Cole et

al., 1994) -

KT HFR > FBHEREF AR AREIF > LT EWRp LR

RoLRAp e AFEagpe pfibhgentad £ I0E R B

EAR T S RARR  J LATY F L AR TIPSR hiER e L gk
A8 pa ehEE 34 (Saarni, 1997 5 Zeman & Shipman, 1997) « 455 7%ac & 4p B 48 4
peAEFgnt hn RN T RBMED ¢ NS BT ERSF RS
ZR (L~ &, 2 88) - Saarni(1997, 1999)45 M ik rxie LB ML X p @ Ol H
G- BEF BRI R > TR RAPFF AR RBEE TR A
RO EATEEKRDRE AR TFE {7 € Il e &
L2 2R EOERRRILD & clF e Fla B PARG P o i id § 2naih & %
FLom A €A v g RE o Gross & John(1998) = & P-4 EH ¢ - B

BRUET4Ep G SN AR R e - ﬁirsﬁ# i @ * 3o eniek k@ &
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Wi 2 eIt s 5 g Sp Aoniv g o Zeman & Shipman(1997) 7= 4, o
BRI e W L gmd ra;u: s a?;wq\g-_gmo fd frﬁmﬁﬂ”’“’?iﬁ,’ ISR
SREREEFIFE? L e diidaa Fle B o4 - 300 Fd ek
Prdl ek ¥ - 0 Pl ERE p oL 2% E 3 & e 0 14 o Lazarus (1991)
“r Nl e P b Fe(positive appraisal style) £ 1 2 45 fi*u{;fbé 2L e
Bt A S AR AR AP PG A AR R A FE > At

weend o B BT TR BN g R o s e REL GRS E 2R
BARIIAGIERE ¥ 3 - LEFTHp A L F ey s AR IR &

Flam o AT R EERER D S e B2 g o s EF M 2y eh & TR (Saarni,

Fheeri o F BAE G B kA o G REFER O i ke HHp el s
v T L TG RAETHELE G Fp e 1p E TR I b

Sy
no B

i -

N i ATES

Baa s e i B u L8 o TF®4d | ¢ - Hubbard(2001) 2

BARAL UL 08 287 Pl (2§ B @) Hads 0o g

B F AL L FEAEDF PR E - Zeman & Shipman(1997) 77 45 4 &4

Hg2a > §2FRBPEFEF B a>2 06 f o gEtE - LR)TF ik

A9 ¥ 2 55 7] - Rusting & Nelen-Hoeksema(1998)4p ) &2 § friend £t » 3 2
AR ST EN AR AR P AR EE S SR s L
FI P FPRARY A XD BAME LS (R F 53 ) R

SR F N A ERURF S 1N ELB R B o~ 40 72 3 4 4 ILE

Gl F1E A RO B SR BB b > B 24 S L e A
EE-Er e A BAF By ZRRIEAREISBO- s A4FB0iT5 (51 3

ik 0 A 92) - Gross & John(1998)4p #1 4 2 {9 2 favt > F R F Elly a1 A+ & P

EFEG R T A A LR EERD L e B PR A ,&‘uﬁ?ﬁig
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S ENELURRERETE £ BT T L0 S RSN

AR R > B P SRA VA A2 TR A Rorrag A S 2 BT G

T e gEL T A AR RS G R PSR
Casey(1993)im 5 7 3| 12 & 525 » i p & Fikehin 4 #73 fb wARGE 2 T 453k
S OMEIN A R R R o B R FILA 40§ 4 L0 % (embellish) H g 38 £ 1

AP 00 A e A i N o) okt S S E

gh‘ﬂ

PAPAL € W NP o e 3R
Ko FARYEY P PR (o BEEE) & &2 PIRY A RALE TR
P AT L R EFp L ARSI AR RN DR E%K
Davis(1995)#F 34 § ~ % 2 # * 2 e § Kok » £d % T4 | & T
A B ooy R RAA o AT TA R ild | B A R f e S
e A A TR A RNR I g EREL (I ARTRE R A &
EFRABROERT (! ARFEORF A GEIMY ) T A AR DAY
Frgenfe g it 22 RF BT A FZA gL EREZAELERFHEY &5
Mirend g | Tt 4 4 chfia & 33710 § 4 43 - Brenner & Salovey (1997)+
RO AFEAE R okt T4 R g s Nk T e
B, mE o A4 74wy @ Y <« (emotion-focused) HFR 0 &4 0 5

;ig_g: ——J’—-’\I FL #m;‘—:}fr m:%}ﬂ M

g

igllj%"%‘g} /—rﬁ'fﬁ ::;i;‘* }a} rm,ld’_;;k °
KRPF S FHAT Y mFR BY 1 el S g R
WY EFE S A A THEEE TS 2 THREFERG (4ot 2

-=

588 1> A 89 2k X902 FEF > 88 A & %89
FRY N 92 BHFp o %86 MAT 90 FliF T R 88 ffidet 0 A
ol ; Hzhws > % 91)o

Brody(2000)45 1 § ~+ 2 b e B o A R uBE o FE & o
$¢  IRfrR LIS i AR 0 72 aE#E (activity) 2 jprAcfe i

(arousal levels) = @ #% 4 % » @ %+ 4 g3 14 (sociabilty) P g 2 3 o @
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Tk A AR BT EETRYT A% o SN GRBETER L
BoRAHIBBE LB E Y RT A o dot 57 2T 2R S FE e
AF ERFTARODFELE  fraFLd g AomiFsdd o prhs 230
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EX L RAPRE R AFRIBAELBZFRIEIORELRY 2R o do i A

I RSP U Z R R G AREAAETFEA Ba e R4F
WoppEEA T o 7 A2 i i ko § AR g L2 Rt

o F o RIIRA KA B Fihik g I FARLT T R

Underwood(1997)4p #2224 2 chid ¢ s AL E4 LAp R e R i
PP R PSR G  Eg FF B FRE L AR AR RHAS
FrFETOREF BARG I EE R dot Pl BROFEF BrE AT R
denBE B o B R A B R BT o BRIN B R P AT Y 2
b headT g A0 o 4ol e, (R 8E)IFI 2R inAae 4 R E TS &
ARG APMA T Y o R andivic d SRS ER RS 43 0 B AR
B e g o MIAS(R 90 f B 2 £ s H A Dl AT o W A A
HAEM GRS R ORE A ABHFRTS H AR Gofa s rid
FoRE RO RY D L hlF o TP L FHEE B RN G
B BN AGR X REER > { HHEP D E Ik o 2RT(R9))
FEE e i 20 hd F oAk 2 PA A S R HE B R Fine
MIEF B 2F it F oA R B e £ FDEg R A E A F R PR
SRR AR IEA FF R RS RGN ERE AT IBE)
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R PR S el a4 M T F &5 7 0 (e, Eisenberg &
Fabes, 1992 ; Eisenberg et al., 1996, 1997a, 1997b, 1999 ; Fabes et al., 1994 ; Walden,
Lemerise, & Smith, 1999 ; Zeman & Shipman, 1997) ; 734 %3 & fv % 3ec4p b
FER o vy BT & o Gottman & Mettetal (1986) /4% 523 fri > & ¥l
POBRZE P I RS i o ¥ A e s it ki
= o Parker and Gottman(1989)7=4p 412§ 2 is £ TR % > £ B &7 5
BHRBEZ DRF F T LR G I A g RS A G
@ & o Asher & Rose(1997)» #H I % @ * $7 R Wk f3AR 282 » 1L i@ * R4
R FFREEP 2502 FRIRFHEN X D23 2 it FIE P e R & Bf
ko FRETFEALAEFE o g ¢ A 3% kgn(doing the right thing) -
MCEtwin(1999)# 7 H dt = #) 523 = mefp bl 2 R F)|F > FRFFELw 223 &
PRI HGHRY B Ep Pl R AR FET LR B i
B (%752 o Walden et al. (1999)77 3 3 3 5 & 524 *im2 b 4 X B o T4
BEEALE T L M G REET 2 B i) A B o2 R
TR A RREE D S RA TR 0 F b Tt A AR R 0 MR R A
Mo e B % o Vorbach(2002)4 ¢ B 4 S %7 7 S AR 4 (FEFeslie
Baaa)2 a a4 (A Fioflitg 7 5)2 Bl o 2 5% 57 s
GfrxiEsm B2 AL T2 FREFAAM o Vb my kT LI Y BREL
hE & *% % (Parker & Gottman, 1989) « A7 g 4p 11X 5 PP X F v G P R F L F A
2 g i

etal., 1988) - Gottman & Mettetal (1986)p HX p A4 (emotion self-control )

‘?“

@ PP i‘ﬁi@ ¥ i o T e 245 (Fonzi, et al., 1997 ; Hurtup,

&k%ﬁﬁi@ﬁitéﬁ,1ﬁ¢ﬁ%£i$§ﬂwé@%$ﬁmi»$ﬁ;
SRR A= B ) ffER o om ¢ gﬁﬁﬁﬁuﬁjﬁﬁérﬁgﬁz a .

FE Y FR DA hFEA SN BH R AAAEIN A G % B
FaEA SR RGEDIIHI A LRI 75 L L AJLHFR > ¥ 7

LS ok SLE IV CER L L e RSk SR R B
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FoRRBHEEE S L2 FRFAZRR T P2t DEALE AR A 3
Bigshs FERPE A hKALRZ A ZHES N ROEFEFE L
H4 ML BROFEEE D B G A SRR D5 B Y N ST
- BERRRE D IEFELRE DL b BN L F A S K2 L g

SRR Fo Ty MEFERSERE RN GHE LY P THE I AT 2
223 ¢ g 3 ( Eisenberg & Fabes, 1992 ; Eisenberg et al., 1996, 19973,
1997b; McElwain, 1999; Parker and Gottman, 1989; Stocker and Dunn, 1990; Walden
etal., 1999) > ¢4 5 > # H F § %7 3 3 5 (Gottman & Mettetal, 1986 ; Vorbach,
2002) o gt ko A JRAFT T FRF E AR HH S EA LG 4 N e e el
FHFEER F A BAEIE L PHRS CFIN AF L UR A ERFE G
THR BAE % REF > ARTFE . LA CRAE DI FED
E iR eI R F Y %ﬁd FIIE A a8 el ok ER) 2 E s

4 it B2 g B -
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