ORI 2018, Vol. 26, No. 1, 42-55
Advances in Psychological Science DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2018.00042

* 7 o4% (Meta-Analysis) *

HE“DE NHEHSHERN. CBERMXARE:
Xt HE R G8I T

e xRN O !
(F ARG TS5 S T S, AT R O BB, WA A0 % e 5 L e o

MR E, BRI 430079) C M KSR A SR SRR BE, #@J1 350108) (C Department of Counseling
Psychology, University of Wisconsin-Madison, Wisconsin 53704, USA)

H E ARREGR-AXZAFTHIHME, HAMAGTE L AREE, XEHAEE. XRRL2AFLA
MR EF, RGP ARTEA RO AR RS., KRN ER R S e9HA 25, B5RNAFA.
XEREOMAXZRATANH, £RET: (DERREGOBANERFEE, HMET T IR EREH L AL
BlR 4 (g=057,p<0.001); FYFHEANIMEAR( 505 =0.75, gsea = 0.32, p <0.001), @ ELERE R
L Z AR, MAEZF X PERE, QFERRAES AL ZFIHMX(r=0.15p<0.001), 46K 45
AR K A HCh r=0.08 (p <0.001), FFREITEEW/AE). F#. ERRAZHEZRRIEMAT LS. )%
AR5 (AR EEA T FRAHNMEGr=042,p<0.001). REAFH#TE LGP ZHIEERLER RS
SREA. XRAREHOBERLAZLIAG, FAFLESHANELE,

XEIR Ao ERRE; BAERF, ALFEE;, XARE

HEE  R395

L sI= AR £ TR B, TSR T
X ﬁm‘\‘ g , \'TJ’EE\ %\ /FIX N %
(A A R L e o L gy, OO AARIEHA, AT RGO

AN, SRR RN, A udiger & Winsiead, 2013).
e ‘ B0 T AR, 4R 2
B Ok s Rk, TET T
AN E 15 4545 0 27 19 PR 90 304t 22 & K5 (Sarason . o, TR

bttt ‘
& Sarason, 1985). SR A s n) 143 2 A8 9 Zjﬁ%ﬁ %/\?jﬂém DEEK, 221 ﬁéﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
SRR, YRR A Ao e ORI Rose, 2002). BXIUAA AL
OB \ o JRR LRI A, AL R 44 R A b

FE Sy 53 () R, 0 SR U AR [ 2 T n) R0 A 25 e ;ﬁ - e
ARSHIRSEFHS, FTHICSE Waller, 111 P PIBIBIILAER Wil S L2
Silk, Stone, & Dahl, 2014). X F % A 7F —I0 5% 2 #k¢?—iﬁgmmmmf5%’“ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
PR b 2 M I £4(Co-Rumination) 1 2 AN AR IR FEAT 38 — 25556 ML
(Davidson et al., 2014), PIMERIEITIE AHI, ot RIS A AT AT ATE R ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%mi@
TR e B o, mmgn e O RO RRAGIE IR A —HERg, TR
BB A, AR S ik, Moy CTERIRIGAREICR, IO A
AUA; 7% H (Adjustment Trade-off), 1% VL5 2K VR F 42
_— U5 S B AL AT B8 (Trade-off Theory), AN i fii4
A et A4 AT (1675252 B A A B A 7 BFAERBR), AT B
BEEA: P, E-mail: 163tr@163.com B AW 55 R BD), FERAFM AL kBl AT A
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R A o eI AR S ] OB B RISC R B X SR [E S A e i 43

2544 (Ju, Parrino, Poteshman, & Weisbach, 2005).
M R 22— 7 A PR B, SRS AR . £
RS, 53— 7 1 XA R F 3= ABR X &
My, SRR R, R RIES (R
T, BRI, 2011) B W SSERF SR AE LR R 4 1
PRI 22 AU S5 LI T 2 R, Aadf
WHREEE—SUNEE, W H M RA RN TH
HIZEIA, PRI AR 5 e A e [ S 24 AR DG 5
T >R F 7T 43 A 181 287 v ) — S SC i )

11 HERG5RES. BEEE

FL[F] 2 22 5 T A R F R BR AR T T
&, AT =FHAFE . K2 (rumination) X
R, B BRI T I N XU B 98 (Response
style theory, RST), #8fJ& A & SCHE AR ) 2
sz R RER . & g5 B (Nolen-Hoeksema,
Morrow, & Fredrickson, 1993), {146 X — L 4k i
TR B 0 3¢ R RS 0 Bk < 1 3k R R
4 (verbal rumination), BJ3L[R]5 & (Afifi, Afifi,
Merrill, Denes, & Davis, 2013), F 5 8 & /E7EA
PRag i b, AT A\ 3288 FA AR B T
T (Collins & Miller, 1994), FL:[7] [z 4 % A i iRk ik
HHE N EE REA NI B,
il B B IR R, B0 T e R
o SISRUE, SR 2R A M B R R T
). N RO E T A RO AR,
HA 4 RS (DBESHE RS, Q)ELZ TR
— 5 )M B SR B R RS (4) IR
1% 4% (Rose, 2002),

SUERFR G R MR R 4 f s . Ak
TR ARG, HIFAREF—Z R, Rose (2002)74
HT 608 ZILEME NI Y . AKREE
M85, RBLEFRAMAREE. K45
AHIE, (EEF[R] S5 2 R0 R 24 X6 P Ak (] &1 T
AEB wirs = —0.09, B rs = —0.63), FLFE 2 H
H &%@Xﬁﬁlﬁﬁi%ﬁ@”ﬁxﬁ(ﬂ ses = 0.11,
B ourns = 0.51) FE—TH\MMFoEH, FHl THZ
2, R A se S b e R, B
UM (Stone, Hankin, Gibb, & Abela, 2011), X4k
TR MRS . k4. AIREBRES LM
AR R 2E 5, TR E 3 ) e 43X — 1
AR, 1EAh, Calmes F1 Roberts (2008)%} 3
[7] 2 % [n] % (Co-Rumination Questionaire, CRQ)FM
22 & (7] % (Ruminative Response Scale, RRS)

50T SR R A0, AR R A X Tk 3R]
2 2 PR A ) A, o Sk R S & 4 AR
i E AT AV AR e AR RS B A, U
WA 254 | 2 Ak ] B 2 i ASTA] o
12 HEREGHMANER

LB HEER S kA K R AtT g A
— BB BYBIEFE X 3 [ S22 B v ) 22 S AT TR
55, Jf H 2 500F 5% 45 5 2 30 31 2% 5 2 3 (Chow,
Homa, & Amersdorfer, 2017; Murdock, Gorman, &
Robbins, 2015)., Aid I AF BT A 45 R E — 2 .
Whitton FI Kuryluk (2013)JE4 T 484 4 NIl BLAFE K
(B 126 4, L 358 44), Sk, JEIF R
AR 2 RN W . — IR X R A A R
5 BRI 1 JUD A 1) g ) Bz S AFAE M o 22 5, I
RIME R . BN SRR SRR 27 A 1 ) 22
St o MR A —Z AT, AT R 12 2 6] 2
2 2 R N R LD, BETEMNER
) WP L R 3R 5

MK JERY FA BER TR, TR B & 1 i 22 5
EIE . MRPEME NI BRI (Gender Intensification
Theory), & & 8 01925 $AR b 254 3 1 501 A €5 7 1
FE, A SCHAT o AE i, Hrh i ds T
[) 52 1 (Priess, Lindberg, & Hyde, 2009), & /L 4F
W AR RER R COURECR, BAN FEAE
A HED) . Rose, Carlson Fl1 Waller (2007)% B
AR TN 31 0 22 HAR XS B AR R 225
W, HRERFAER AT ZEWLEENA R
. VLIRS T RS e ] Sz 2 P 22 5 R/ o

B 7 ARNE, SRR R4 iy ) 22 5 K/ AT BE
11,25 i 25 X G A AN [m) I 2R 8, IR A SRR I 4
0] 45 & FLOE T F A4, JF B2 Y 2 [F
A, A2 3R IR] S 2 AN AAN S A= e R I A 2 1]
AIREWAFTE TR . S A NS H A 2R %
F Z " (Horn & Maercker, 2016), IF A AN[F K &R
1 3 [ Jz 2 02 75 K8 B A P 22 5 Wé 7 Barstead,
Bouchard I Shih (2013 )3 & BLTE B AT BRE X 421
W, KAz 3R] 52 K7 S B P 25 = 1Y,
B2 A SR BRE S M A, MO 22 5t i . X
BERE X TAF XS, B Rk
Az 2R [ 2 LA K ke e 3 fR) i 4 B 7R B AT RE 2 A
— R . BRR T, IR R 2 B P 22 RV,
AR5 e M 1] 22 S 4 5 el DR 3R i — 2P AT
5
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%26 %

13 #HREKRE5AKERE

L[ f & 2 U F DR D ? AT RS AN
L[] [z 4 g — R B0 B R A R, AR TE
S5 SETF AR S I T R 15 SR A B A ARk
MRS, Smiss 3N LR 8 (Landphair &
Preddy, 2012). PALIRIEGL & 25 F 2k AR EL
FARAAACRE IR, 22 T R A A0 B {19 0
(Graber & Sontag, 2004), Starr Fll Davila (2009)[r]
W T 321 2455 AR SRR B2 | SRR FIAR I,
R TR] B 2 G2 S0 T HAR(B = 0.13, p < 0.01)
MEEPB =0.11, p < 0.01), —S/E R4 AL H)
T AR R B R T 0, 87 B[R] B2 44 A Ak
5] 51 i 3 A0 5% (Grimbos, Granic, & Pepler, 2013),
ST, TR SN A e SC AR I i R AR R R,
R A WF 50 & NI 5 58 T AL [m] B 2 FIAAR . AR &
ZE N AL IR B 5% & . Hankin, Stone Al Ann Wright
(2010)%} 350 44 /D AFHEAT 1T 29301 44> A 138 254
&, WEET 4 BB, SUitEER KRR L LR
2] I N AR Tl . i AT — T 2 AR YN 16
B 5%, 2% B 3 W) Sz 4wl DL $ I 4 310 R (Stone
et al., 2011), XEEIEHE I8 7] SCRpL A S 2 2
AR

A, AW T S R —3E [
S 2 %0 B R AR T ARS8 7 AR
AN ) S 2 e ML S AN i 4548 FORE), (HI2 R4
BN AL R R 2 B R R Y T Y
ft . JEIE 2T e 2l i R 2 T e A A
TG A B AR ATREF AR AR . ©
A UE SRR WIS & FAMARAR G, R 4 il 4
A 5% % 5 1 AH 2% (Olatunji, Naragon-Gainey, &
Wolitzky-Taylor, 2013), Stone F Gibb (2015)U4E
1201 A BRI R A | e A AR K,
JIT AT B AR AR WA I ) s A D0 e (R 6 4>
), GEVHEAY R B2k iy Hha] iz 20 5 2 S
S N AR - F R T [T K G N T
S A rIVE R A R BT, s, JE
S ] Bz 2 6 B ) R A o A8 B AT R R S

G381k, BRI W5 N B TR B AN
AR REAEAE SRR OC, (HR IF AR BIr AT i B 50 45 SR AT
B, ARPITOIFRIERN, RT . ERZ
(i) f% 3 [7] 5 2 v e 355 A Ak TR) R34 A OC (Calmes
& Roberts, 2008). A #) RIEFH DAEREA P LI —
WA (Barstead et al., 2013), HAb, WIS

FNGA ) BIF 5 % AH DG 45 2R 1Y e e T AN TR), BRI A B
FEAE 5 G AL [R] [ 2 55 P A T A28 ) R 4 A DG 2400 i
MEE, R R R R A X 5. AER . AR BT (R
W /9N 1) )V Ay 985 A8 et — 20 B 2L W 4 5
AT BEAR DG /N S PR 2R
14 #HERG5XARE

REHF R AT R BN, AR
“—TCRT Y, EA BT RARBRE T R TR
T8 092 NPRil R . R R (5T B RN I R
(Whitton, Rhoades, & Whisman, 2014), M H %
8 1 AR S M B A S ) Sz 2 %) O AR |y < JL A
o MR EEXT R WA AR EE, FifER
R SR AT X AR BREE NS ETRE, &
W B 3R % 58 KT A A TH R A 5€ (Sprecher,
Treger, & Wondra, 2013). 1fii 6] ) &2 52k by
AR, i E A E R, X3tk
[7) S5z 224 00 i [0 4 A 7 4R R M PR 03 B e AL )
AL R CHEAE B AR, 4
TR 5z 2 v AR 2 B SRR B e AR DT
i1 5% Z (Dam, Roelofs, & Muris, 2014), Rose,
Schwartz-Mette, Glick, Smith il Luebbe (2014)%
FHMEE RS 314 247 D AE KA B ) A2 1R ot
FEIEAT fih, B BEDE R | f 5 43 ) R
Xof [ RS AT T . AR EL S Dl £ 1) A 3 O A
SRR O R TR IEARDOG o 3 BB 50 A TE 2R
B89 J80 3 43 B gk 1 ) i 24 A1 9 O R J5 & W] RE Y
BL

IR RO A R [ f 4 5 O R R AR
IEAH5%(Rose et al., 2014; Waller & Rose, 2010),
EOC T M R BE RN G R AR — B, — T X
R—3H A 15 %8 Y 56 2 o ik RN AR R] B 4 Y AH DG 35
# 0.8, 1 Guassi Moreira, Miernicki I Telzer (2016)
FEHRFIY I — TR — T A= 1 A8 DT o e B s A Y
MHXRA 019, Bk, ALBRMAEMIIR ik
BB MOCEE RO G TP R AL

g5 b, AR ) 52 i 3SR )
T3Ie00 M, $OLAR e (1) 3 W) B 2 1Y 1 ) 22 57 KD,
DAV 3 22 5 KON AR S AR . R[] S 2 % 4 5
Wi s (2) 3L 1R S 2 A A AU e, BIIE R 4
SN R TR G AR DG R BN A
PE AR R Q) SCRRECER: AR SRR, HE R
2 [ IR, It E R A A R
J5 S ) i AH 5C /N o
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RN LA SR E Ak S S

ORI ICR B X HEE R AR IT T 45

2 WMRFE

21 XHRER

O F K PR AL b SO PR (R L i,
[E] 260 X)) R B SCHR I 5 (Web of Science, PsycNET,
Proquest). fiff FHOCHER] 3 [F 2 4, co-rumination
FUMAS, I, KiEF&E, KR, depressi*,
anxi*, friendship quality, relationship quality PP
HEATH A o st e SCRR, X SR S
BRI VE B Wik AT T T8k R (Lipsey & Wilson,
2001). KRS (AL 2 2017 4F 2 H o
22 XEKANSHERR

SR AHEBRBRIELDT

(WA ASSUEBFSE, HERRAE SSIEATSE, #tnss
RFNTCAIHT

QMAM TR D F AP LI —Fh b7 a
Ao g A [ 5z 2 Rl 22 55 b SRR [l &4 5 N
IR B OC R o HERR PR AT E A & B 5E .

QYA K TERY 2 IR ) & 5L, £
A5 LA BRE ) AR OG, TE T D AR T A
B E I AL A (Murdock et al., 2015),
T A A T AR B gl B 455 7 4K | £ I 55 (Graber,
2004), PRI B0 e N A Tn) A N AR
AR | KA AR IR Z — B SCRRER AN AR AT IC 53 HT o

AHZEDHA R ] T AR AR B S
AR o RT3 ) Fz 2 B Pl 22 S A ATE S T
MG S RS : a B L MAREARE, HFH

A BIERBRIE S, b ARSI REA ¢ I A1 ¢ (A
BEAR R ¢ (HA p (Ho X TAFE 3L 4 560
IS . A5 BN k] B O R W5 B SR SCHR S R
At AHOC R BECHE AR B p (E

S)HEBR I 43T . 450 Jy R AR AU w2 L Al [
1o A B0 i Hdh

(6) Al — 173§l 2 3 22 R i 98 g A e —
FWESE, HEBR AR5 .

SCHRRE R T e i AR A 1 TR
2.3 XHkmig

SR 7 35 R G % R A SO LA 4 T Ak ST 5
B, ARG HEAT X H, X R — E0R s o A5,
BUAE RN -GN T H&IEE =IEES S5
Wo RS FEN AT .

(ZAB R 7B dh . a Uk RIGE : 154,
WARAEDY, KFRWIT], AT, b AFREIT: 8
AR B . PRI . FEACE | MBI B JEIE
RAxtg . LR AmE T PR B T
H RRFEMETH ., MBS marss (6
FIRR); ot . MR 4 A 3L A B 4 3
B FRIE2E DL 22 A I ¢ (E AR p
fE; LRI A 5Nk, CREE. R4, A
AT 5 R BUE R

Q)X TFINmIAFSE, B — A~ iR Y
HFR A5 5E— S e ml i 56 R %
MR R

[ R e-512) |

| £E

HEBRSCHR (n = 153): ‘

FRERER Lk (n = 245) \

* AL R A TF5E (n = 101)
* JESCHERRSY (n = 34)

* LSRR AL, [
IR 45 WAL RS B LR R 4 5

XRFRIK (n= 18) |

e
hot
B2
e
0
I
3

HEBRSCHR (n = 56):
* JESLUEBESE (n = 14)

* T A SRR AR

HFE A SNSRI RS S
RER R TRAE— B (n=39)

Y

* Tk R BB (n =3)

AP ATCIIHT (n = 36)

v

Y

v

L4 B2 R R
WABFST 23 15, meta FEAS 29 4~
HEBRSCHR n = 13:

* RREMRZER (n = 10)

* BARTCPARER (n=3)

R 45 R kn
YABFSY 34 15, meta FEZAR 39 4>
HEBRSTHR n = 2:

* REHARKR (n=2)

KRG 5XRFR
MADIFE 955, meta BEA 12 4~
HEBRSTHR (n = 27):

* RAGIHR (n=23)
* BARTCEIRE (n=4)

1 SCHRAYAHEBR AR K
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%26 %

(3)F i SCHR A S7 2 G — 1, A SR — R SCHik
BHA ZAHEAR N 53T i

(XF T BRI Gt = B, A0 RWTFEA B A
iR, MW B2 R 2RI TR
A REHRPRIR A& RAS, SEAE TR IR S o0
FRig “NA”ZFR /R TCIEHE I (Not Avaliable).
2.4 BRSO

i FHIC A3 AT 814 comprehensive meta-analysis
V3.0 (CMA) (Borenstein, Hedges, Higgins, & Rothstein,
2014)HEAT 3 M o FIa] 5z 2 P 531 22 S fd b v A
YJH 74 (Hedges’s g) &R, 0.8 W RZ R, 0.5 A
50.2 R/ NICR R (Ellis, 2010), FEF R4 5 M1k
[1) RS 5G 2% S ik ) A O A 45 9 FH G R 8 - FmR,
AR AP AROC R B r FIREA RS, BT 2
i Fisher's Z #EATH:A, THRAAHCREL r 19 95%
B X 1], SRJ5FC Fisher's Z 4380 vl & IF 40 %
R AU < 0.10 B, HIRHE; 0.10 < <
0.40 M RAHEM; r = 0.40 WA & A E
(Schmidt & Hunter, 2014) . BEALA R Y8 F 2 F 2
WIS HIW . MREC AT K, 3
[Fi) J52 223 B9 R DG 728 7 ) TN AR Ok R 4 5 B R
H—EW T, RGO [/ P #1757
K, O W, P> 50%Ui 9 ARFST HA 5 R
e, N R FHBEMLRLN 45K (Higgins & Thompson,
2002; RAEH, WA T, 2013), 45 ML
AL RR TR A C RIS IFHC RS r %
MR X TRAROCREL, TR SRR TR A B
AL AR OC R B, IR A R 15 corpeor 156
T HARAROC R AL, 478 I r (543 H7(Olatunji
et al., 2013),

K e far R F T 2 | 2k 22 4 REGHEAT VAR
D0 2R s = P X A v DU 2 7R 3 Ml 5 /0, s 22 )
TR RRAPTER Rl . RERRPFRTFEL
DAIFEA REHERITC AT 45 2R, WK T 5k + 10
(k 48 B AT AT SCIR B ), 3R 2 i ey
/1N, Meta 73 b 45 544 € (Rosenthal, 1995), {HZ7E
WA SEAEAE R S BT PE R 1 B0 X FpEA 5 ik
FAPEJRIRR, PRIAAIE T30 0 TSR ) p i A 4
K A (Simonsohn, Simmons, & Nelson, 2015),

p W e Gt o RE SR . th T8
AR B E WP INA 5 k3R, IR &1
RS DT RS J5 A5 B AN 535 25 SR AT A 23 R B
LW ZHAE . A TR BT EUE SF p (HARAE

(p-hacking) 47 4, 34 H B2 A9 7T #E 14 (Simonsohn,
Nelson, & Simmons, 2014a), 415K —8F 58 AR
HRIAAEMN, W2 p MAMNIZELARER, B
WEY p fHAE 0~0.025 WECR ST p (HAE
0.025~0.05 (%, B UIRAFAERZ ) p (R
YEAT RO p B Sk . BT R p 43
ATHEAT 53 7 AT ARG 362 75 A7 A & 3% I f37 (Simonsohn,
Nelson, & Simmons, 2014b). p MR35 58 R (1)
W A I A ST AR (2) RIS v 2 ORI 5
BRI EE X R p B, DA 20 p ERF
A DURE ¢ (H 80 F (S A S 23158 p H; (3)
KW EW p HAA0 . BRI 0] 8 G Wk

(http://www.p-curve.com/)5¢ i, -
3 H#HR

It 36 WHFRM AT, BEEA 12364 A FL
W22 B SCHR, 29 4 meta FEAR AR TR 22 5 (5
P 3758 N, Ltk 5124 N), 36 &5 SCHkIE 39 MREEA
it T L[ 2 5 o Ak IR A DG R B, 10 GRS
MR 12 DA T I R 4 5 R R TR A
KRB £ 1ERTHWASTHA EEH B
31 HERGHWHHESR

G IFHT 29 AR 25 T AEAS, SRk
K6 Q = 224.34 (p < 0.001), I* = 87.52, RJRHEHL
BN AR A UV N 0.57 (Z = 8.85, p < 0.001),
VL HTIE [ 2 K P Ak AP e e 22 5% . B —4)
W B — W ST AT R A M, 45 SRR & BN
R

R R A5 B e b B LR 2, X RRPE AT
R4 FRN 4491 (Z =24.47, p <0.001), FRA
FER MR . R p MERIEAT oS, WLk
I 29 AEEA M 22 R A B A 0 22 4,
22 TP .75 (0.04 < p < 0.05) IR FE AT 15
Fefe /N, dE—2%tF p BRER AT IR A543 A iE A 7RG
¥, RS EER 22 MEARAIEEMEEZ =
=19.13, p <0.001) FEFPJ5 ik # 5k 7s 2 7] J2 2 i P
59122 ST K R Am AR /N, Meta AT 245 A0

J T BT SRR 2 0] G A 5 e e )
RAVMNES, dE—5 7T A E A0 25 R
W3 2, FEFERAMEN2ZRERRERB HA
3525 5, RIS AR I 0TSk R] B 2 00 0l 22 S A
PR B(g = 0.75), JRAEI R T B AETE M 5
25, HECAMXT W (g = 0.32), HFAM
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F1 MAXHEIBREEE
B Aot T T %7

s B B P BioCilE&paE 3 G an %4 Pk [
Balsamo et al., 2016 461 55% BAEAN 2393 [AMETA T CRQ TDI
Barstead et al., 2013 283 59% BAEN 1949 SEENS Héib CRQ BDII -
Calmes et al., 2008 345 64% [N 19.7 gé%;}\ - kT %}E BDI-II, BAI -
Chow etal., 2017 172 50% BAEAN 195 A L CRQ BSI -
Dametal., 2014 233 50% A 138 [FEHEAA T CRQ BDI-II -
Davidson et al., 2014 362 67% N 199  [mIEA T CRQ CES-D. PSWQ -
Davilaetal, 2012, studyl 384 68% BAEAN 2022 [AMETA T CRQ BDI-II -
Davilaetal,2012,study2 334 62% WAEAN 1944 [AMERIA i3 JH) CRQ BDHI -
Dirghangi et al., 2015 364 53% B 12 [FMIHA (1 4E) CRQ CDI, CMAS FQQ
Fan et al., 2016 570 54% FAE 1489 [FPEARA T CRQ DEQ -
Grimbos et al., 2013 198 18% JLE 937 HEE T WMEEF: BDI-I -
Guameri-White etal,, 2015 108  63% A 121 [EHERA Héib CRQ CESEQ-SR -
Guassi Moreiraetal., 2016 307  65% BAEN 1839 Hk a2 H) CRQ CES-D -
Hacker et al., 2016 138 74% [N 29 FAFAA Ll CRQ MAACLR -
Haggard etal., 2011 174 60% BAEN 479 TAEEKEE Héib CRQ CES-D GRSS
Hankin et al., 2010 350 100%  FH4E 145 A A S 4~H)  CRQ - CDI, MASQ -
Horn et al., 2016 150 50% BAEN 2962 K T CRQ CES-D -
Jose etal., 2012 575 66% T 13.99 [FPEA A a6 H) CRQ SAS -
Latina et al., 2015 711 471% FHA4E 1553 Ik T CRQ SMFQ -
Bastin et al., 2015 368 63% FE 1172 FERRA (1 4F) CRQ CDI, CMAS -
Murdock et al., 2015 142 79% BAEAN 1958 EHNS T CRQ MHC-SF -
Rose et al., 2007 604 53% JLE+HME 1185 [AMEA a6 ~H) CRQ CDI, RCMAS FQQ
Rose et al., 2014 314 2% FHME 135 [AMETA T WL CDIL CES-D  FQQ
Rose, 2002 608 53% JLEEHEE 119 [FMIHA T CRQ CDI, RCMAS  FQQ
Rose et al., 2017 628 55% FAME 1452 MK T CRQ CES-D -
Rudiger et al., 2013 203 100%  HRAEA 20 [EEEIHA T CRQ CES-D FQQ
Schwartz-Mette etal,, 2012 711  53% JLEE+HE/4E 1246 FIHEAAA a6 TH) CRQ CDI, CMAS -
Smith et al., 2011 308 58% HAE 1294 [FEPEA T CRQ - FQQ
Starr et al., 2009 83 100% FHME 1345 Bk (1 4F) CRQ CES-D BSQ
Starr, 2015 51 75% [N NA  [EPEATA T CRQ DASS -
Stone et al., 2015 201 NA FHE 1406 FWERAA a6 TH) CRQ CDI -
Stone et al., 2011 106 62% FME 13 AP QR 4F) CRQ CDI -
Tompkins et al., 2011 146 69% HE 1684 [FIMEK T CRQ YSR FQQ
Waller et al., 2010 516 54% FHE 1315 5 T CRQ YSR NRI
Waller et al., 2013 393 56% HME 1248 BEE A L CRQ YSR -
White et al., 2012 279 66% BAEA 21 FEEWNA T CRQ BDI-II,POMS-SF —
Whitton et al., 2013 484  74% BAEAN 193 [AMEITA al]) CRQ - -

. CRQ: H:[a] 7 Z [a] ¥ (Co-Rumination Questionnaire); CDI: JLE I & % (Children’s Depression Inventory); RCMAS: JL#
LB F (BT (Revised Children’s Manifest Anxiety Scale); BDI-II: Dl FE I fif & % (Beck Depression Inventory); BAI:
U1 33 4 K (Beck Anxiety Inventory); YSR: T /04F H iT-4# 3% (Youth Self-Report Form); POMS-SF: faj =X faj I .0» 35 ] %5
(Profile of Mood States, Short Form); CES-D: i 4 H .0 FH AR 5 2 (Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale); PSWQ:
TEM & (Penn State Worry Questionnaire) ; TDI: Teate #iIfili i #(Teate Depression Inventory); CSEQ-SR: JL# [ F AL
[A] % (Children Self-Experiences Questionnaire); SMFQ: & Mi1# £ 842 [7]) 4 (Short Mood and Feeling Questionnaire); MHC-SF:
TR AR PN Ak ) A5 32 252 A i 3% (Mental Health Continuum-Short Form); DASS: #lI#-£2 [&- % /1 & #(The Depression Anxiety Stress
Scale); DEQ: MBI 7] 4 (Depressive Experiences Questionnaire); MAACL-R: 2 F i B Bh A A8 1 B (1B 1T I (Multiple
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LB EA T 2L F 4. KA R
B AL F R A 2 S TR G I b, SRR
RSN B IR B AR (g = 0.57, p < 0.001), A
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1, I BUCREHERIE S T, XA 38 e
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—, FELAEX G R EMEI A, WA ) LA
T I R K i R B e I (S Ra o S ik 3 i
I B A Bk 47 26 LY 4> % (Siedlecki, Salthouse,
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A meta-analysis on Co-Rumination
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Abstract: Co-rumination refers to excessively discussing personal problems within a dyadic relationship.

The meta-analysis examined how co-rumination was correlated with gender, mental health, and relationship

quality. Our results revealed (1) Female co-ruminate more than male (g = 0.57, p < 0.001), which appeared

most significantly in adolescents, especially for friends; (2) co-rumination was significantly correlated with

mental health (» = 0.15, p <0.001); and this effect is still significantafter controlling the rumination (partial

correlation » = 0.08, p < 0.001); (3) age, study design, and co-ruminator didn’t moderate the aggregated

correlation; (4) The aggregated correlation between co-rumination and relationship quality was also

significant (» = 0.42, p < 0.001). Future research should further examine the causal relationship between

co-rumination and mental health.
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