$- & 92 iR

ﬂ E— o= '}E'}i\ﬁv ’ J}" N EF‘ FB IR N ‘EF‘ X

2
SRk F
NN 3 3 ad 2 N g?\‘-" va#

(o 3EATH A ) Ll LT fifd 7
%j&-%ﬁ’?&,;@tﬁkﬁ; (42 ) 1. £x a9 ;2. i 3. 7 %
B4 EIIHE S5 g6 %%ﬁié%%#&ﬁﬁ"éﬁ o HW L7 Ak
J}”i%?@r AT ENRIE Nl 9 3 F’*m#‘i%ﬁﬁﬁ%’i‘ﬁ’ﬂé

3 RERG S B2 A & T4 7 (Missing/ Tooth loss )

chg= FI o (Elias,& Sheiham,1999)

ol =

%47 & HATF R PO R R R AR M SR

¥ RS A BT 3 28 e £ | o (Gilbert, Duncan, Heft,&

Coward , 1997)

FIRARFAE - T AKERT BT R ST &
EHEHA T R U BT @@L T
LM

e BT g 4 T s BREET S L FEES ST
oo e BEARARENT & £AEBHEE  HHF B ST Froa
)37 R oHOFALR T HES R (o 2-1) -

(SRR A § 2 08 B RE Ll S L CUR
FoosLo g a7 R i F 2 4 FIAKE & PR A i
(resorption ) SR U RER O TS S R L

-9.-



W 2-1 # 7 o % eni &

BEFE KR 0 R R P chdeT
1. a7 & & 5| hr o
RS SR T AV
R SRS X

UL EEE ) NOF.

WhET HDFEE T ﬂf’ﬁﬁléﬁgig\%gupagrﬁg% .

A

(Rosenstiel, Land,& Fujimoto 1995 ; :Rig &, > 1989)

McGrath 2 Bedi 2002 # % 3# B k47 24 F 400 5 31% % WR
FenT & e gt 2047 0 RipE a7 FRE DR LG 16%K KRB
# BT o Chen & Ao d e A8 T > 13%94 P F 5 7 & R 4L
ZRIR- X 0 17%e¢ £ & A &2 e v fd (08 $7 (Chen,&Hunter,
1996) = % Bl 92 & e § 2eeiid A2 FR 0 315% X e F % 2 EE LA
had > 21%mizve £ rtbendd (FFiE »2003)° ¥ ¢ > 3 Mc
Grath 2 & ® T * =& £ ¥ (the impact of oral health on quality of life,
OHQOL-UK): 1 EF 7y v igit B & 4 F i e » B r ipkiw
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@%’i%%ﬁﬁ*§ﬁ§%7ﬁﬁiﬁﬂ$%ﬁ€§ﬁﬁ7’%§
M E

Steele, Sanders, Slade % % (2004) 3= R £2 ;R A1 {782 v 32t & 4p
Mend BEFAAFATY BT 0 RG TR 25F T RF (T
337 ) BAFETP R

1996 # Chen ¥ 3 & 1} v vz g 4 38 5 f e & 050 e

T EAR TR ERTET S S PE

:

why L[ ISECE [ EER S [ 1 BT [ iﬁp‘[#ﬂ?i‘
TR L i AR
S S K e
B LI T R RS E Bl
e 7 b

A
SPPRERGT

B 2-2 v it Bk in g 4 S B P A B0
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B RP R AR T IR AR

Paulander & % 2003 & &35 & chdd 3 A I 0 35 kT ena A
T 353k 9 1.6 $f 0 35-50 T 24k 5.2 3F 0 50-65 g4t 11.4 3 > 65-75
Fidk 18 %f 7 # o (Paulander, Axelsson, &Lindhe, 2003) -

1998 & 7 %yﬁagﬁﬁgﬁgcagsrfb%qtgaﬁ LR AT BE T
B H 1577 =T oE# 43 kb E A RP o T304k 7 i 4438 (%

HALE 5 1998) 0 ¥ L& T PR T

Chestnutt % &  § & fR{E W+ ¥/ L p L4187 3Zd >3 R 51%
179 # F) ,a\*%t'iv 21% %] 5 7 f}ﬁs’ll%pwyl«ﬂg_._‘% » 49% % Pz
FHIE e 0 55% G T A B E A AU 0 ¥ bR T.5% R
EY _"]}T&I]% BE# R AT "f ( Chestnutt, Binnie, & Taylor,
2000) > m Mc Caul f4p e 3= F #7017 15 & i Bi3F 24 7 #F] 4151999 #
L1984 E Lok - B 7 ﬁi)?a,ﬁzrﬁ;#z«ﬁ—m’? # 0 25% (Mc Caul,
Jenkins,& Kay, 2001 ) e iz % 77 7 flin -k EH S ~ X T o ypanR AR
POBFEAL > DL H e R gdmh T S A F- LT o R
T HEBA —';;KE‘E W 4F B 1T Eif & fs i T L

Viglid*t 1989 & % £ H 42> & X L % ?%}ﬁ#hm;&mpg Ly oA
P 3 00% G AR T sk k0 T 44908 K F
Foo B REFAL R 5 Ao Walter® 2001 # Aqfg M4 15 14 s b %
RO M ENRE R LT PR A TEIRE T RS 0 F 81%H4

ST IR AR 5 3 BRISR DT R (A 1TNE ALY

F 3% FI T T M 26% R RS 2T A A& 2 4%BT BEF ) @
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pipk R Y NG 16%L BN A 2 Fﬁb%’ﬂ“\”&“i?i - E A FE
£ 3 (¢’p<0.01) (Walter, Wolf, Rieger, &Boening, 2001) 9 h
FRF FAR A Poravt e Aigh Py P B8R TH T & DFRIGE
FEEFIH (p<0.001)0 H P H - A vk G RILF KBS

’\gél}‘ EA 'Lg‘l EIJ&/I) o

#%\Q.U &?m‘i;""65}§aﬂuié#“9 K A ’l‘/]j; 84%4}5 %%’_fﬁi? ’

o

B9 3 %2L 7 L £ 4% & ( Chen, &Hunter, 1996 )

ERPN A AT R 0 BN G 40 K0 200
A g e R G KRR BT GRS RRE T 69.6% (FE

# > 2003)-

FeN Ay AP FE R AT DFF HBEN Y s b
v A BCEPINAR T 2 R BCOR (T AT BT L s 1R A TR

it o
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Bz 7 RADB A F R

Hunt, Hand, Kohout,& Beck(1988)4* ¥+ 65 fk vt F & BoATi 5 #p -
EXPEFEA LT 0 FEASEFRPMRT 2 FE24%
4~ Bl % 1996 - Hand, Hunt,& Kohout(1991) = 4 4+ 4+ 65 gk 12 + & «
AT B b o THIT F A FE50% 0 ARG 32% -
9T T A L

TR ERERHE L LPE R 25T § BT 5

2 R ~ ** 4 4 (Copeland, Krall, Brown, Garcia, &Streckfus, 2004) -
£oew

1996 # 3 $:33 £ 2200 e d 2 oo FRMAF © E B (12-13
A BTG 439 (0%) w55 ¢ &8 (3544 ) 3 "4k — 3
7enA e R 72%; 3] XEH (65-7T4 8k ) - 3pT7 LA e i
I 100% > 4 13 %7 2+ & H 3 1k 50%° 7 B4 7 (R ENE ¥ & &4 4
“ g & B € (Chen,&Hunter, 1996) -

Kalsbeek, Truin, Burgersdi,& Van’t Hof(1991) % j= fif 7%= 3 3
oo 1524 T34k 9 (A 3 ) 1.6 %F 0 25-34 g4 4.8 3F 0 35-54
pidk 6.6 3f 0 55-74 F R4k 8T 3o KL E# 4 F 0457 § 7 - Paulander
£ Ay - TR B35 KT T4k 9 1.6 % 0 35-50 kT
a5k 52 3F > 50-65 fidx 1143 » 65-75 k4 1837 & o ¥ Lug % &
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LA SR LN @ 585 ¥4 o (Paulander, Axelsson,& Lindhe,
2003) - Ahlgwist, Bengtsson, Grondahl,& Lapidus(1991) &35 & > Heft
& Gilbert (1991) ~ Copeland(2004) i+ % R i3t 477 7~ 7 Fp 0053 o

Miller & Locker(1994) te 4 £ + & % 3% % tachdb #6323 » 18-29 &
LB —E NG BT i1 2.896 0 30-49 & F 7.5% > 50-64 f
1279+ 65 f 11 F Bl 18296« R TFHEF £ LB £ 0 45T i ¢ 7 g2

FoA, hsmp ) EIEERE

Walter % 2001 & 24 Rt A A1 0 15~24 fhehs g %85 34
%7 Bk isd ¢ & (normative treatment need ) ~ 25~34 &3 75%
4inR e R > e E AR TS R b ek E L G 9896F B (FIR
i

s B P EFEFLE (p<0.01)-

B 4(2003) 02 A F IR 0 EF A LA e 0 T B dr 4 2 B

7 A4 HEL H e

-15-



£ NALER

Gilbert % 4 »> 1998 Z 4= 5 #pw # f % K@ B 2 33 W 454445 & 12
b Ay R dp o KT ARR g M2 GASRIRRL F o bier £
REE RS DT PBATEIER R A (W X DA T B E GG
F)irAd R I DT P EHRBEC RORALEARE T &Y
WA GER o B BT W ARG R . B IR g i
R RER (Ao g o ¥ ) & Rio R EL - i 7 7

AL S 3 'ﬁ &2 % (Gilbert, Duncan, Brent, & Shelton, 2003)

Hanson ° Liedberg > &Owall (1994) #= 7 7 & g M pek
ARG B G FRALK EAFH R H Ao T 4

5 07427 e A IFRT FAS D o

Ahlqwist ~ Bengtsson % (1991)#7 112 # 45 WA 7 > $£31 5%
gk i gt ik 9 codp RS AL 0 RARSE g B 0 4 T i

0 0B FFET AP

Miller(1994) & 4c £ « #7{F Fléhiiz B B f? §00T 4 hifd
—E PN G HRET PET 149% 0 ¢ %‘f:ﬂ#—‘ﬁ 10.69% > *?gfﬁjﬁﬂ X
7 40% c A TEFRTAAAES KT P EELEMR S A
F DA ERE

B

Paulander ¥ A58 v 4 > & FRKTHRREL T 7 BF
ARRE o35 R MK TR (JFEE LT ) 24T g RT AR
¥ % 3.4 3f 7 % (Paulamder, Axelsson,& Lindhe, 2003)
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FdefT ~ > 6 0 Miller(1994)% 3R > # o » %£$20000 12 7 % - &
WL —E P 4}5 FiE T ik 16.79% 0 @ & Jz > $20000 2+ Jr}f B v »ﬁ

7.6% c Br"EFIT 23 7 g gL E R o

Baelum, Luan, Chen,& Fejerskov(1997) & ¥ B + & Yanqing ¥ %
R EREHO LA T A SRS SRR GREE 7 SR
% 4 i 7 #2(attachment loss)iE 7mm 12+ # » BEIRTEL
(subgingival calculous)¥ » 4 7 7% it {4+ fa® > 2 AL & 4R
el it b LR eht Gl o BB LY R A ET B RE

%7 EIE Pl A A A F e

Copeland % »* 2004 & & ZE 4 2 L Hpeniptdp 2 g > 7
HAgk g L HAFEF T
T

5 ob s Miller(1994) e £« A= 7 4 o P 3 = W2 F]4d 5 359
A AT KR hiEd —E N F BT ik 213960 @i
EEBRI LT 5K AR ’@—i*—ﬁ”ﬁa‘"‘iﬁ?ﬁﬂm
F34.6% 7 LPpw vk g AL qaw?mwg» ®

Gilbert, Duncan, Crandall, Heft,& Ringelberg(1993) & i % 2 £ &
FLLRIBET o MO B 4% 7 EhiEA) < AR FOR F o 1% 2(2003)

F}.
4

23 RV AL G AR
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ERRNRR (g

(ﬂ%ﬂiﬂ%ﬂ%m’%7@§%%ﬁwﬁl&%r@%ﬁﬁ%

cAGRIVE Cil DERNTE S L &

Miller % (1994)#4 &47 % > § W 2 7 fipsith b ¥ - 3 —&
MY EERDED 8200 A N AR 4 57 FaRF
22.8% -

B~ 2 ARE T A
T RAKTy AREY R O #T7 PF e RE

(Copeland, Krall, etc. 2004, 5 = 4 > 2003) -

—
i

iy
=
1]
4

g

Mos o £ ARG s TR R 2 DR

49 iR -

N
e
A
I
o
=2
%

N1
/3‘
-k
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S g Pr xRz i 77TJ‘JI/L—P£f & 7

FIEH PR R LR GF LB AR FF LT P e

T B
AoTERE FAAPM Y AR R R T Y Y
%~ BATFR

-

Ugur ¥ Gaengler(2002)45 33 B R 3 % & R env Wi & (7 5 0 &

FHERAMEREeET I 7 F2I kA o Davis & Ware(1981) »

Suominen- Taipale ~ Widstrom - Alanen&Uutela(2000) » Ekanayake ¥
Mendis(2002) %7 5 7~ &g o = [ #* 7 %5 “?éfﬁ}%‘ PRI F i § 3 o
McGrath 2 Bedi2002 £ f & W+ 2 7|k %= F ALK > §47
TR R AR PF > A BRI I e EE KBTI o (McGrath,& Bedi,
2002)

Stevens » Maes & Peeters (1992) &4t > # v izfy2 chfp B A~ 3
¢ %‘?ﬁ_‘,—gtl‘i,ﬁ,lj’? E"ﬁ? lrﬁ LU g l}’i’;ﬁé’—o;}i T *B%pz‘ 7"';}’};} :hl ’lﬁl"‘;—ﬂ]] H_:- )
1T~ % 7R piEd YROERTAR(ETSLE > 1999

Kassak, Dagher & Doughan, 2001 ; Macgregor, Balding & Regis, 1998) o

BB £(2003) e 0 ¥ B R~ FREQ002) iE i R B A A
ﬁ’*ﬁ”gﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%’i@#i7%ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ°ﬁﬁﬁ
(1996) 3 & F 2273 + §F 4 vighin g v izfrsd o s R I0
Ao BEFR IO RFEL R SRARE FaapR LY 0 T

2 3 7 e N L St DA . 0 & = Y 3 T um [ESES
pr P m s mEan AP FB I RAfrFT L SR ESE
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FTRFLEFTA

@ Lo ¥ Schwarz(1998)# * Anderson #-3 3531 % B ¥ A& 53
%7ﬁ%&i$ﬁﬁ?é’%%Mﬁﬁgkwﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁo

BB R HE L RE RN LT s
?IJ?‘ )i—’\ %r—g"%‘:\s’rk};‘o
= ~E#

Tennstent ~ Brambilla ~ Jette ~ &McGuire(1994)4*- 4t 372 % g7 70
%Ui%%@F?ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁéiﬂﬁu&%ﬁﬁﬁ&@%ﬁﬁé
SRR I LA %5 ¢ PRF% o Suominen-Taipale, Widstrom, Alanen, &
Uutela (2000)s0#7 3 = 7 g 2% % o Vallittu,& Lassila(1996) 7% 7 &
TEEAREEALEARI S IR LET R &
ﬂ:&ﬁr; @ e 3R B 7 o (McGrath,& Bedi, 2002)

Calnan > &Almond (2003 ) 3% # fF #78 % (%G 7 7 BT o
£ # B Jﬁ*ﬂ” T2 A %U?‘ PR T DB ® P AR R R R

foe iR o

0 2(2004) B s BTERA AT Y B 3 EH I T PR
%irﬁﬁ%é%i,ulﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&$’ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁjm
AR o BB E(2003) 8 5 ¢ R~ HREFH(2002) B E T o~ FHH
4 (2002) te i i@ 3 T A BN AR T EELRUEF 05T i b GG -
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= AR

Maupome ~ &Macentee (1998) f4v £ * T 7 F > ALG#
A% 7R P AT KA ) # El“/"*'%mﬂ#’?ﬂi"fsiﬁ’"aﬁﬁ)?%
Rip K AE 20 & pINFEERT DFA)RMEAL R 24 7 °McGrath
% Bedi *t 2002 & 2w Wt HhIFL TR ST T AR KT R

KEFBERT F o MALES 3 £X 0RO § FALES a- 2 o

Hanson ° Liedberg > &Owall (1994 ) fzh & o7 37 48 > AL S5
AR E BT RS R FER DT & HIES S RT DG

SRR LSRR VIR

Tennstedt, Brambilla, Jette,& McGuire(1994) ~ Suominen-Taipale %
(2000) ~ Ugur, &Gaengler(2002) ¥ 3 AL b i r’és‘ & e AW )
’*’?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ-‘/ﬁ:%ﬁwf—‘%ﬁ AR xﬂi”_]_’?yfi]‘\ FE TR T
RRHE o THHAE TP 7 5 ¥ i (Gilbert, Shan,Shelton, Heft,
Bradford,etc.2002)

Ahlqwist ~ Bengtsson * (1991)% 1% A3 i FEEdhg7 ¥
7% 97% 0 ¢ ALK l‘"%‘”‘ 909 » MALE B i+ F,EJFIJP 8395 » H
% 232 % £ £ - Ronis » Lang > Farghaly & Ekdahl (1998) # & A i &%
FEFani BApEe AR RFEL L BRI R ARG

- Al S O

FY &R 2001 Ry R T FLAORN AL D 0 KT AR
R IE AR S & U ﬁ* BRI R YA o ¥ %48 (2002)
I % (2002) ~ = &4(2002) ~ @R F (2003) ~ 17 151A4E(2003)~ F 40
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B K AAAL g MERX T P RALISH DT R L LA

M o

LIRE RN 5 R &
Fredeick & Dossett (1983 ) 45 1w i9{7 5 (prior behavior ) £

ARFHMAOEFLIAB-FT L ERFIEM G -FPFIFT THIR
W NEF AR HERPEFSLRA T 5 0 Jones (1990) & £ R
(1996)~ # &% (1998) &4 F hw fci7 5 » Fredeick & Dossett
(1983)~ B &M (1995) £ 4% 217 500 & 0 B3K -

’?ﬁfﬁ%ﬁé’%m » Walter (2001) AR 3 3R > 3 |

Mg (¢ HEFTE FEN) HT PFRF R HEE TR ¢

=i

B4R o F & (subjective treatment need ) » # 3% B4R in fr cH R AR~

g o

@ Ettinger (1984 ) ~ Kiayak (1989)~ Viglid (1989) % « pJ#
Wi BT AR BT AELFF  REORRIRF RS -
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I ~vxkkp KRR

A

AEET R KA T H G2 ZEA o 3T DR AR R AL
Paigdr4 > B e 30 I G oo Elias $ ¥ K(1999)% T 32
45 feend EA DB I RS2 T U E = 5 vadoo ;Iwﬂtg
LT IR KRG ATAI BT HAFA T AL BT R
Bet o mRETH 0 ER BT ORARE T 5B o w4 AF A
LPA S ER T GrEE AR F ISR R Fl2 — o (Elias, &

Sheiham, 1999) -

ARk T R A RRAgEE B ERARR o e
CAER R A RS P mip i (Moore& Brodesgaard © 1993 ) - Walter
(2001 ) ~ Ettinger (1984 ) ~ Kiayak (1989) - Viglid (1989) % 4
POEILp LT PRI ~ GRS P T R FMAEE 0 H
£l BT M A ¥ AR EIC7 hk
HoRIeRR T F o

@ Ugur &2 Gaengler (2002) et R %7 3 BRI R > T gz o &

,Fi“”iz:»i‘ﬁ‘?u*ﬁra* ¥ 17 A THEHI A o ¥ b > Ekanayake &2

Mendis (2002) - 272 fF + #F RiEL = B2 P 5 7 R DIRA 0 R

¥

117 9 F Fop IR -

ptob s 3RE 2(2002) At R A I p R T & ,4 [ey:2
c HodriRgkiod s R - 7 5 ,@J} R ,@E‘E IR o o
d PE A vOarpE R p RIRE T ok R Bl 75 2 Bl

I LA EER o FRY ;E’f’%ﬁf’%ﬂb‘;ﬂ.ﬁ-—#grﬁgﬁ °
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3
i

RTRL IR G i 2 B pieZ BRZ A HRRI

FHBELISR LR BRIk R - B

JF

=5
Crn\:b
%4* =
=N
)

g & ¥R
&gfr’%m}?‘:’ A ———Lgﬂ,\m f'ro P * //x;‘.r'ﬂ ‘EJFé%EF‘E‘f 3 g&afé‘-}%

75 ﬁ (7 ¥ o {7 5 bl T b4 Stewart, Wolfe, Maeder,& Hartz(1996)

’?krﬁ’r‘ R ;ig&j‘@m%ﬁmrﬁgﬂ,»&,ra é':-hhf)’_/‘i

ﬁt

gr

;_J, ’i&b'?r'ﬂwfgr"} f’TpFﬂm#BFﬁg"E;&;/ F'&T_ﬂigﬂﬁ'ﬁ‘rﬁg/?" °

S
A
3

SR EFIRATEEELZE ERAFESPY

Ettinger (1984 ) ~ Kiayak (1989)~ Viglid (1989) % < 4 3%}
WUORREERAR 48 F 0 REW R F R

1295 Hamilton & Coulby (1991) ¢ & 24 v apfEs foahdr ¥ ff o0

BEFR hr R ME AR o B TR VR s

Freeman > Maizels > Wyllie& Sheiham (1993) = 7 # R > £ 7
P v oipiEd gt A H{ T Ed Ry L R s §F 5 A

gt ehe fEd ¥ o ke 1395 Hamilton & Coulby (1991) #

‘\

PR vt e YR AFW Av MEFES oBE L RS T

Favprd VIRRL L4

W7 % (2001) 4533 7 ELF IRiTd v i BRI~ v izt

2 2 AL = ¥ - 2, - — Fe P =\ ¢ 7 Ve ,= ¥
TS EE FE ORI RS Boor piR e e ikt i F



FEARHE

PRa oo R K (1998)~ 3% (2001) T f @ o frEEa T

/Jv_

fF/J» f\'."/J" pti Ind: Lae f&r/‘,' f’l’ Y ";@‘ %‘\E%;‘#E] Fﬁg :ri o _* ll— sy T 57)‘?%%1“’:" :1:—\'.'";‘;"\; ';;E? g
Jgfofﬁ-—/4 13 IF‘ m?ﬂﬂ Bd ]4 & ,3@_ ﬁ,{n Z 5 4 @&gﬂy :;-f.»_;jfi, eI = I

SR

PE A R APARTEG ML RFEE PR E R A B

- ¥ ]

7T e
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Bandura (1986) &%t ¢ 353235 (Social cognitive theory ) 3% 3

[:AAY P'

FLESZBRERE N Aok R EDE2 P EX (3

Dzewaltowski % > 1990) -

7}‘{1%7}}‘ WATIE A o B ALy ﬂ,\;}-ﬁ BAR LR AFTHRET

RARELE LA B v e BB ARE - LT L OLRR T

2,

)
|

AT ey 4 2 fR R 2 88 FIEERF 0% 3F & (Bandura, 1982 -
1989 ; 51 i Sheeshka % » 1993) fe igu

g;wx,;‘;ﬁv,rgg@,?wmﬁ)@ PR TR RATE R 2 R

B3 ie* 2 Fl% > U ezt 4 #3234 (the theory of planned

behavior) ¥ e (7 5 4] (perceived behavior control ) F_# i e

(Sheeshka % > 1993) » ® & p N2ea FEchE gk

2]

wAT N ¥R
(4r3k77 ~ 20 4 5 ) (Dzewaltowski % > 1990 ) -

A

P RRDp AR TR

1. A& P FERHOFIR  FAFFUDFEN > 77 2 FEAF
BAE€F A raitenisi 20

2. HFfv 4B AHEFRIER P AT T RH T @ R

3R AL B AR SFEL S R o p Sk

7=

= ;\% E"]/"J:}U ﬁ}i? ; —r*"]é]{ E{m““%y?‘%% I'T'] S K§ o I/\Z 2 _/1\‘.7‘}

&, ® A it B '},1 ’
Bl g%+ 2R (514 4% % > 2000)
BATi $HER 7 L Rl o A AR E C SBET -
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Varies ~ &Dijkstre (1988) i&#@ * 34 (Fd#h % & p Nsna v (7 5 &
RIFLApd fp N i R el L2 b o 3 247 5 2 (7
SABERY RPN e o HET (1994) viF s ESTELR
A g~ Xmam (1995) 4UF)iT s /1 >~ maks (1995) s imiz &
e o WERD Ao bR A EARF O HEREHELR

Mefa@g o d TR fAAHEALLET G RE B PE

3]

FREFMI T EM T_o

Tobo Aok RN P ER AR BRI R R
Foodedi s s (Ward > 19905 44 % F 0 1994)~ % % 5 % B &  é#14

Y

7 5 (Myers > 1994 ; + #8£F - 1996 )~ 7g 17 € % {7 » (Kasen ~ Vaughan
& Walter» 1992 ; 5 = 551997 )~ 8 £L % 2ty {7 5 (353K 1998)

A fhf’r

ZAH&

( Miller ~ Trost & Brown » 2002 ; § % 4> 2003 ; # iR % >
2005) £ %
£ IERI R

-

PV TR AR S LEIR TS MM A

o

s

v s Gy > 5 o0 Tedesco » Keffer & Fleck-Kandath (1991 )

o+

il R 73 SR E B § A 8 T i

3

B BREET R ERRORAT G il 2 R
Menfi i e TR Aomic R BRAL > L7 LRI HIFT 73
Pfff s -

il

David » Cathy & Paul (1996 ) # & %38 * 7 i@ G {58 ¢
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B SRS AT 2 s Y AR M SR B 0 Ak
REEUGET AL TN (R8> 2001) 4 B

i

AYRERIOERADEL G HEFLARMN (PFY F 0 2002)
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I BAEARREEYE

"% % ¥ & ; (outcome expectancy ) £~ 1 & > 45— B X HF
F-FTFLEER-FIARF2ZBATTR Ve 726G 1 F
B ehi% % (material consequence ) ~ 4+ § 1% % (social consequence )
% p 2ol 58 (self-reaction ) (Bandura, 1986 ; 51 p Dzewaltowski % -
1990)  # b k3 o IR EHA 0 BERARIRTAL DS T &
Eew A AL g YR p AR R “,’ft“i o B BRI RET
uﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁ\%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁaﬁwﬁ7ﬁﬁﬁﬁ7%ﬁ%’ﬂ
P i e BT M4~ 4 Fn% % (biological outcome )

(Dzewaltowski % > 1990) - 1982 & ¥ > Maddux % * #- " &% i i@
(outcome value ) s L4 » 2 5B FP S BRI L HA 75 LB
f2f# 4 > e Rodgers & 4 (1996) fife kerkm g ¥ » gk g4 2
FalE g ErkFRPAZSEFDF FRAF T LG L B

#l4 > @ Maddux (1995) 323 F% % ?ﬁééﬁ{ﬁ’ﬁ@ué
SRE R RPREEFE (3P FI2F 0 1999) 5l FF

Z iﬁ-»l»lifj—px f‘T ) F‘f"ﬁt_t;}i °

Ficid (1998)~ g & (2004) a‘F]t' S iR R g %
EF%,@}J}V@" o H o fﬁEQB?%E‘f’Té,ﬁﬁﬁi§’}E‘ ¥ (1998) TR T
Fh~MmEE (1998)4z# K % 7 5 ~ ‘T’REPL(2001)1;’5?5‘—“?%(2001)
T2 AR * AR (7 L Thomas ~ Bruce&Kevin (1992) ~ 2 i %
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