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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

RNEEX RTEERF (IRAP):

MEFERNA

BFF M E R RAK ERBR % KX = &

(B PSR 2 B E e it 2 0 BB ST Py, AR5 0 IS AT D BRI E R SR s, i 430079)

i E AKX FZFEE S (Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure, & #7 IRAP)AZ & T X 2 &M 26 A 40
FRAAS BARAEWHABRNE S &, L&A TERFAZLN, St5LeMAMNZTF R0 ERNRA
E—REF, REGREEA Y IRAP 09 R Bl 2B 4 T 8. IRAP o B A Tls RGBT AT, LSy
B3| Bk, el BRI SEFALAAR, t—FBiE R F KX IRAP 6915 2 E . WA IRAP 8 3 F AL
B AWGERE R, £RFSURLIE IRAP 4 7 ik B SR TR A ELF 6,

KEBIE ARERFRELS XALHEL
9 %E B849: C91

CTAREHIE, SRR, A ORREE N
Pt oI Ny ER R R, — RN RSN
NNy R S R s A, AN, R AR
J7 3z B9 PN R R AR N 56 (Implicit Association Test,
fAIFR TAT) (BEAEA, 2003)Lh S 3 F M 4 J i 1Y
Wi — N2 AR AR DT D7, o, 2007),
Bk, BEIEE T R RGBS BT TR A
e & R —— N R E R IE A R T (Implicit
Relational Assessment Procedure, fAjFK IRAP), *H
VB Tl 2 100 2 A R0 45 980 2 T 118 B 45 i Ok
DT AR N B A BE B A A Y TAT S0 4y
3, TRAP A DL B2 b I A A Fg & 06T 9 B 2
FEo B, TAT BT 3 fdf X - & 7Eid
TC PR ERGE SR B, W Y R TR A A I A X I
FRASBE; T IRAP UL i o 4 1 < 3 2 e N7
K Z2 AEALL A 00 205 %) P B A BE (Barnes-Holmes et
al., 2006; Tiii, THl, 2009), #Hift, H%ERTIEH
WA ZIAEIGE i UL FF G 2 BE S5 2 U
G IZ N o A SOR R T, FERT AT
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RN R e E | (5 RU% 5 18 HITE#EAT R GeH
FBE, FFLELLIEA R T IRAP (Y520 A 3 L
Lo 5 oAt A R A 7 ) L HR A T AR Y
IRAP 72 3K (138 FH 90 T ) B BLAAAN [) 451 3k 1) 4t T
WA, LUV A G M B R ITAG R 5 A 28 HL
Iz TR ES T R A

1 MEXRITEGEREFHNERR

5 PN BB AL 0 56 (TAT) A8 8 48E & 1) 55 I i 1)
Z ] (AT 28 5 B R AT IR ML ASTR], P B oG R PPAL AR
P (IRAPERAE 56 2 A UM HEAT I W . B, MR
KR PR R — R A,
1.1 BEXRERF

N &5 R ITAL TR (IRAP) 2 — T3 T3 0L
1255 I BRI R T o 3X — PP AL 46 P S AR AT
%, B —BUES A —8UES  E—BUES T, 4
R 5 H bR 5 R — B, PR AR X —
KRR BN, Rz, WG Rl R 56 R i)
R FE R SN TEAR—BUE S, MM S B
PR i) 5 R — B0, Bt A B ax — 56 R A
Fedg N, R Z, WX <A ALK — 6 FR TRl 4
BN . AESEE Y, TR H AR i 5 R
22 1) A 56 25 At HE bl e L v A A 0 R (24 e 4% A
M5 RIAEE, $<D " K2, $H<K k), 18P ff
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855 v s 5 A o 5 SR R ARAS (A A
B8 B R 1) — B AN — 3, g A T A e
FF—MRRZ B A 400 ms 8] G WRGER
RN, BRHE b o BLAT oo AT 4 e, E BB
A IER R o AT AE IG5 8 B
B, a0k 2 AN HPR 6 AN IE IR B
A I, B AP, — A AR IR —
HATS bR, —HAPEAR—BUES IR . U
—H G AR —BUTE BN . 25> K BEAE 20
BB B i B T DR BT 5T A AR Ak
12 EABESHELE

A EP SR LY SIS NE TN 55 R 3= i}
T 1 TR 28 50 R i ] 4% 52 ) — 3Rl R — 3K
fE55 B MR, BLACRUE, fF A A E I i
ST 2 7 B 17 /N T ANAE G A DA R 428 5 119 840 W S
NRY . SER I S A — BT 55 TR — BT 55
WS RE B, Eorp 2Ry sOn T R E 3000 ms,
M3¢8 A 3000 ms, #/0T 300 ms, Mic A 300 ms,
AL SRR R B o — MR, AR IR I
PR I BT S AR G, B E RO
1E 80% (£ F TR A R S BGE R E] 80%01
EFAR, AR 70%), BRI s 5
2000 ms DA T &4 (Barnes-Holmes, Barnes-Holmes,
et al,, 2010), #—FHIESH 548 —BUE 519 ST
L 25 5, WBEWIAAAE IRAP &0, IRAP 1Y
BN KN D 4B /MAB (Finn et al., 2018;
Kavanagh et al., 2018),
13 FEFTRN

ST AE N R OGRS R T S A R R R R
JZ . BERAAEARIMSEL B, B X R
PIFE AT T ek, Wi T a0 A 4815 IRAP,
Y12k IRAP M8 I IRAP 25K [A) (78 2, Hop
HARIE T IRAP (933 2 By =0 3 s AR 7,
EHATEZWAEET S, % IRAP &M
TWREEINE &0 AE SRR, A 35550
IRAP B35 FH TG R ST B 2 A i A 55k o
131 B#HRIEF IRAP

1R 58 N B & R VTAG TR T R A0 — 1) 1) o sl 14
R, R T R AME G B OE R PG AR Y X A2 R
ORI, ST EZ AR
SR, — LB S B R <5 A R IR R S I
(Hussey & Barnes-Holmes, 2012; Remue et al.,
2013), B # AR RN AKET LN H

R N SO S Y 5 et W 1 EhE R LR (34
BLAY TRAP FI A SRIEF IRAP AT T HEK o RS
IRAP S, bn % OR) 7E 5w b5 rhos i BE,
HAr BT Il 3, WA S NESERE
(“TEBA 0 55 R 09 A 22T 7 FA T 7 h LA
1 /6); 7E ASRIE S IRAPER T, R — 0] Fa
SEREWRIR Y B SRTE 5 5 BULE B v ] e A 7Y
IRAP AR FI B AR, nre s, #
P 25 R E AR SR G <2 HE AT 2B T L — A )
EIAEFRE DRI 14). AR S IRAP Flit
A IRAP i FH A I IR S8 e AH R Y, 53R
HIPHFPAS 2R ALAY TRAP BYSE AR SE 0 22
S, OMERKARIET IRAP M6 AR ML T IE
(Kavanagh et al., 2016),

bt
ki FRAREEKN
DU KR DU K
EHf R EH R
HIIRAP HARIEFIRAP

Pl 1 JLE IRAP FIHSAES 1 RAP XKW LKA
Kavanagh et al., 2016)

1.3.2 il% IRAP

TR IR N ZRIE F YA O R AT A AL RE,
Wt E it —F Z R Tl IRAP =k X Lt 4T
R Wk IRAP JTE T A R B 5C &
R E SES ) IRAP ZHFER . AFRPE,
TE R FUAT, ) i 2 B ) Rk ] R Bk
BT FE 5 5 SN ASE B JL AT TR R A7 <A AL
R F R VEE e . E L X AP 2Ry B B &R
Tk — AN JUAn] % R4S 55 5 A oL A AR AR 3%
B, 1 53— A~ JLAT T T AR 4555 0 06k 288100 19 35 4
. —FRYIZk IRAP #7811k 5 5 12 9 A
HHRERNES, B9 5RIENHEMMES TR
25 B—F Ik IRAP WS Y S HIER
FEALME S BE R 22 5, Wik 55 07 T8 A AE Bk 5 TR
ez, Y% IRAP 45 4 Flik A BY
SEE, BYW>HE, Wik>RE, #Wik-rk
(Kl 2) (Leech et al., 2018),Leech #1 Barnes-Holmes
(2020)3#F — 2544 5C 72 19 T B % A8 4 ) A AP 2SR,
— B A AH I (mutual entailing), BJ A Al B 334



1938 O B R 2 ot B

%29 %

ZIHARFAE P AR A-B); 55 —Fh U 415
% X (combinatorial entailing), Bl f & H 4~ 4 ¥4
(I A-B-C), {IAN7E 2 1 ) 40/ 2 AR ) Tk
512k, SR AT WO AR BT 2 S 19 Y Bk 4 1)
Yro GEREI, XFMTAE AL DI RE E AR E G
A Rk A, AR 2 A ORI h R A7 7

_ ¥
O
v Y\
D R | | gD K
FEEL =R L =5

WD BOKEE | | 8D K
i) £57 it £5

B2 uRhER I 2k IRAP 3K (JE H : Leech et al.,
2018)

1.33 HEEI IRAP

H T % 5 K ik JT 5 (Acceptance and
Commitment Therapy, ACT), AMTIA R i /b il
BRAS B 178 SECAEURIGG Ja LA i ke ] A8 R A5 T i 2 1)
NG RATANE N, X EET R, DR
HE—25 R H RO R VEAL A7 1 AR U —— o AR
T IRAP (CA—IRAP)N Xt it 47 % %€, 7F Inoue %
ANQ020)FF5E 1, %A FEALHE 4 R 3
MR B, FERAR A, — A B 35 30 BR
Wk — A G Z G PRI 2 AR R Ly
n, <RI E B AL, R IREZ 7N
PEIE2E), P HFR s iz —can, <35
U7, <RRENTE 227 R IAE SRR E] . PR LR
(“IEBA #5127 B ML 3 B 2 BLAE Bf 19 22 T A
FET7, #aE e <D B E KB — BRI A —
S0 U AT PR T A R SN (8] 3) 0 An SR 1A
T ASIES A SR, 2068 19 x> 2 B0 AE B 45
(), Bl AT 2R T o B S Ak 2 T —iAik .
ERANEMRNZE, TR R &a
400 ms MHIFBIER o A —Fryilikt, 2R
Xof A% 2 IR AT BRI S L TR X 4 32 A T A S
TEA—FOAW R, TR AR F I AT I R R

o7 T ot 2 52 A8 AR S g o SEALEE 24 Rk, B
W R B EEAE 3000 ms LI, ELIE#%TE 80%

VLB
BEER-AR AR ERE R R RE
IR E R L IR E B W
IRBTLF R
“ “
DR B | | D RO
IE® IR E# Hix

ER-RR AR

EZ-ER KK

MRBEZ NS SRR BEFZ
BEELy TRBE
“ “
DR BB || DR SRR
EW #ig EW iz

E 3 PURhZE A B AR S0 IRAP 3K (JA A : Inoue et al.,
2020)

2 ARXRTEEFIELRE

XoF T PN B OG 2R PPN R RO Y S R A, O
ZHEZE i (Relational Frame Theory, RFT), K&
A 40 4L F0 % 5L A R (Relational Elaboration and
Coherence model, REC)HFIMTR1E FH & R 2 5
0 N AL R (Differential  Arbitrarily Applicable
Relational Responding Effects, DAARRE)%s 1%
Y AN [ #8 B X AT T i
21 XKREHRER

Wk 20 24, KRAMERBIERFT) EZH T
XF N F AR AT A AT o A e, HLAEA
LR N KT T F 2R R 0 &R S iy
i, 5 XK ZRHEZE(Finn et al., 2016), FET %
FHEZRHIE (RFT), B H0 5 HARTT A B A BT
RFPEM, A BEOC R PPAN R 0 o 1 2 A AR T
T30 7 S R ol ) 0 8 2 1) O 2R Bk 4 114 2 B R AT g
Pk (Hayes et al., 2001), T P BR824 187 375 A0
H #% W & & I N (Brief, Immediate Relational
Response, BIRR), X — & B EA B/ 24 F
AP A AR AR A R 3 Jo RS 4l 1) 5C 3=
JZ v (Extended, Elaborated Relational Responding,
EERR), IX— 5 NAH X S8 8, HA 8 i 2R
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PERAE 2, H —AE WA i Al k07 18 T8 i 4T
(Barnes-Holmes et al., 2016),
22 XRBHENLMERERE

FRAE 3 ZRG ANAL % BUERIAI(REC) (Hughes
et al.,, 2012), SPEFPIBRINFIRE T AL KR
FAF I ) G BE I RE 0, XSO R S 23 A
KR FEFeqi AP M ARR] . R ek
F B RN 1) AT DL 2 R s ek,
T AN R B Z DR A G R, HRIE R
MR ML, A PEdE — B EINS T — A%
KFR(A-BFIB-C), #t2x i BT 28 HoR &I
IR FR(A-CHIC-B), Hrf A-C g TAX s i A
MRFR, ETREIEMUGTAENESEAE, B
BT AT SE R B AL (D 4) o A SRR 1
BIRR 5 i/ ) EERR fE2 S & —3iy, WAk
55PN BB i 1 K T RE R I 5 2 P S — B
U] AT BE # ) 43 5 (Barnes-Holmes, Barnes-Holmes,
et al.,, 2010), #E—2, WFFEH X REC BAL AT #i
&, 24 2K FHESE(MDML) W R I T 56 & I
7 AR 2 B LA T BE Y S SR R, A0 D6 R RIS PR (IR
T AR OGRS B I B ) 5 06 RETTE(S
SEET IR AL A 22) Y5 M (Barnes-Holmes et al.,
2017),

AT e ey
Tt W

# fEATAE mfktE
& !
e — ;
b !
1R St fesazke

SEER ikt

i

K4 BETERMERMTAENERINVER A .
Hughes et al., 2012)

23 HEEERAXRERRBYFELR

B, FETRR 6 P B G R VAL R T A 5
R & BT B — 2 3 U B — R IS B AR Ak
¥ (single-trial-dominance-effect), Lt &1, BIfH
2 Y vk 28 YK AEAE DD S — 2k, B -
0K IS Y () 340 38 B 3 R TR R TR Rk 2k
AI(Finn et al., 2016), P X PIFP S4B A AR R (1Y

YRR (CIEB/A5027), BT ARk s iy
2 SORRE T HLD F A AR5 T B A LB A B
“CHER IR T A 5y A0 ) T Y f# B (Dodds et al.,
2015), Ay X B — R R S RUAR A AT i R, A
FFPR T R A A OC R 22 R I AR R AR A
(DAARRE), Z 58 1A% O IR 1% 2 A [R] kv 2 A1
RN T LA R R 28 48 1) o6 R R Pk S VR TR
P B PR AR R AR AR . TR TR Sy PN R OG R TP AR
JF BT W 1) 56 7 S AR S ER AL T 0 T A T R A
B, R T L R R AN A% B A (REC)
BERY, H87R T S N FE 1 % B 1k T fie 5 X pm 4 F
H AR R E ) (BOR D D RE s EAR L, LA K
XL G F BT 7 AR B AN [R) SR Y 25 5 AR TR
WIG 2R SO . JKRE T OI8O R =2 ) 1) 32 61
B, A R PR OC R DA AR 0N (AN 5 2 AR
g —Z AT, RUIE Z0IF R R 2%t
B DG R PP R 19 56 R IR 77 A 52 Ik (Finn. et
al., 2018),

3 MRXRHEEFNEUNESERMGE

B OC R PPAL R A S — R iz e T Y
PR A B X, B A — s 0 AT R A S
P o R, 5 AR N Bt 2 A I B 7 vk, an
FeL I AR I 45 (IAT) . ¢ & 3F i 72 J¥ (Relational
Evaluation Procedure, REP) . 3% & [ W 1T %
(Relational Responding Task, RRT)FI{a] 5P [
J¥(Simple Implicit Procedure, SIP)Z /776 5[5, I
A A C RO B SRR Y T
31 FHERZMEZER

B OC R VPA R T R — 5 i T SE R
bk, HAZEE RN 520 LIERF R, »
Fo 06 RIPAGFE P L 252 3 — R A R Zm, 4n
AN R B R R S BRI R 4
311 f=¥E

DITEBFIE A BN B 06 R IFAG R P (IRAP) J2 —
AT SE g Y Bl VS AN, B IRAP
HAT T N B EPE, KNI E R 5500
R G RAAAE T ER MM, BARIFNERS
%% (Vahey et al., 2009), IH4F, Vahe % A (2015)
XFilE RGEL) IRAP BF5Ei#EAT T o0 #r, ot
FEAE 95% M BAR X 0] 4 1Y JTAUN fE A 5 0.45, TE
B IRAP &N B WP B AT 5 7 s o E— 20, WIFSE
H IRAP 1 ERP AHES 5 ok X R f WL AT 15 4%,
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SEREH] IRAP 217 B 2 B2 U 5 1) ¥ 7E
ﬁmﬂ‘]f?ﬁ(Barnes-Barnes et al., 2006; Power et
al., 2017). WbAb, WFFEE Bk — 205 52 T 2 1l S mg i)
IRAP SN 1Y 7T HE 52 MW o ) 4N, McKenna %5 A (2007)
K FENAFIERXT IRAP B0 7= A 52 I,
X4 R R Y] IRAP N5 g thit, nIERER .
BtiJ5, Hughes %5 A(2016)t %% 1 ik« ths”
A REXT IRAP N M52 M), 25 5 & 305 A ) 22
PP, EEHIRIEA X IRAP B0 ™ Az 5200 .
312 HMER

WFFE & X N B O ZR VA T2 7 (IRAP) 14 52 Wi 2L
RHAT T A, MR, AR AR R (AR
IR vs. TEBA/ASDY) . AHESSIEEE F R (AR &0
O3 /B — M D) ) S5 47 2 TR IR G R AT R A0 11

R

— 7T, AN R B VR & R 2 0 A B 6 AR VA
PP RO 77 H 50 o MERR T 3, AR T IRAP 1)
e o X A L N B R (SRS it & Sy R W I
B4k R 1Y & & ]k M (Contextually cued relational
responses, Crels) =& Jil 4 8] /¥ & R, 40 [/ 4H
BB R /BE /N TG £ — B HE AR (Relational
Coherence Indicators, RCIs)H fi 1] F Xt 56 22 — 5%
PEIEAT PR, WneIE/4% 1% (Barnes-Holmes et al.,
2001) o BIF5E & BB 58 10 Aol 4 5 ok 1 S Y
IR AP [ 722 X 84007 FE R, RIS 3 Se 58 I
Crel IRAP J5 2% RCI IRAP (%R, 1) id
W] KN £ 78 I 5% W (Maloney & Barnes-Holmes,
2016) HE—LHIBTFE LR B, Crel IRAP %A )
IRAP &80 (i 26) S A5 20, 5 Z BiFFE A R 1 /2,
IEAR K BT, PSR GE IAS [R] ) g 5 G A
G R T AR 28 1 48 T A o A6 AT O (A [ /AR )
(Maloney et al., 2020), [fi Maloney #l Barnes-
Holmes (2016)R H (Y& “H R/ A" 2 TAFZE
BRI XS IRAP BARZ 7 A ERERI R, R
KA e — A

Ty —TJr T, AN IR A2 1 B R R 2% B
KARTHERRF A, i an, BFoR R, 9wk
TTE A B 0GR PP AR R 198 S 07 v 349 3 B i e 1) 221
WEN %, MR —E R A (RA B R A L)
N B OC RVPARFE R T =, 5B oWl Ae 1R & v
LN IC R VPAL R rh 2 2 B o 5 5 A 4 S v 1)
(Errasti et al., 2019), {HA53—32 A2, 765 A )
FETIW RN BE T, AR REVR Z B ED 52 4% 1 35

3l (Barnes-Holmes, Murphy, et al., 2010), iX £b4%
RFWIRIE] At 2 T BE B2 Y B OC R PPAL 2
J 30N Y T B I PR R
32 EEMARNENLLR

5 H A A B 2 A I i Y AR e, NROG
R F R AR R TEIL, XA EOC
RUGRRT 5 N RIBCAI S . ERITPATRT . %
RN AT 55 R T A PN B R I SR O ) R B R
FCHEAT HeA, LA B T A 6 G R PPAl R e 1) 3
.
321 SHEEANEH LS

M R R VEAG R T (IRAP) 5 P 2 56 A8 0 56
(AT 2 5 FERBAE L T WA . — 7 1,
PR BB AL 36 (TAT) RE S Jd i 5 75 — XS A EE, AT
Xof G Hy— 6 114 S5 B PR ke 9 W Bl i 1 Al 1 (A, AR
Feede tE—Rb 22 B xs, AT <5 ME—Rb 22 B 1y
S N7 B A A B A ), LRk S A RN e L X
i) & St 2ok . SRR I R W I . AR
L IAT, IRAP REHL MM 1 9 HAA Dy [, andFoe
F A FE R L HOR L TR AL 2 (Science,
Technology, Engineering, Mathematics, STEM)#%iil
BRI 22, 32 SR B AR RO &
1Y (Fleming et al., 2020),

377 T, P B IBR AR I 55 (LAT) ALH & ) IR
45 A N BRI S, R EORAREE IS IC P
O BRIRSE 1 F Sh0E, Wi 2 IR A2 2 it /AT A
MIPMESC R, JFAS R B I B AT RS &
B A B SE IR ) FBU (Y 2 W (de Houwer, 2002), HA
RE X i 52 2 P /A0 A M 19 OC R E 470 5 (Hughes &
Barnes-Holmes, 2011), i IRAP WA &3 i <4327,
TR RS < SC ZR7HEAT RN, B3R AATTAETE /Y 33
[B) ¢ 7R 19 15 & 304 )3 46 32E 47 I 4t (Barnes-Holmes
et al., 2006), WA FFFEH T, IRAP &0 1] fig
fE T N BR B MR (AR T R E A S R E T
R 8% A 8K AR G IBE R 1 A ) (de Houwer,
2014; de Houwer et al., 2015), #XI 5, IRAP fig
PSR A AR R RN, AT T 2 P B
TR, DACTIT S St LA 503000 AR 52 e 390 5 £ A )
78, WoRE LR . FIMr, Tk, H AT
A% (Hughes & Barnes-Holmes, 2013; Hughes et
al., 2016).,
322 EXRIIHEFMLILE

KR VAL LT (REP) N N B 56 R VPAGRE P 4T
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T TR RT ISR . REP AOAZ o HRAE & LI 8%
TR 5 ) 1 G 2R A 20 R v Y 6
Z, B, ikl arE A i R i 1 R X
ATEAR AT A 7] FeAH 59 ¢ R AW (O Hora et
al., 2005; Stewart et al., 2004), 7 Stewart & A
(2004 BIFFE Y, B S8 LE Bk i X 2 0 i 3 Sr
TRT BT CERRNERE R R (AR ARRE),
SR X T3 A A AR R B A SR R R I R
Fo BETXERRIRZEERWE QYKL
A (a0, <[] (4 B0 €, B AN ] 1) 26, )— BT,
B, MA—Z0, galiksEs, F5
F, REP 7£ IRAP KJEJEFE & 54 HEAEH,
IRAP e WIBEFR N IREP, J& ok IRAP FT AR, B
REE G rap”[fl ¥, WA IS —
55 IRAP )7 A B R gl il e st b B i 2 4Bl

K Z VAL TR ¥ (REP)A B F 43 B il 3 ] 1) 5¢
R, OO LU PR BRI F B S P Y oG i
(Stewart et al., 2004), 5 REP 258, IRAP & 454
R I — Lo AL/ AH B, TR R
@, LR R R O R AT IR 5
REP T AR Y2, IRAP 1B T H S50 B £ 57
M8 5 O RHEAT R — BN — B PR i e
40 W7
323 EXZARMESHILILE

5K F AT 45 (RRT) 42 0 3 £ 28 N B K
By EE B, DA 2 e DL R RS ER I T %
F R AT 55 (RRT) /& — Fi A7 280 09 90 2 78 5K (de
Houwer et al., 2015), ‘B HE T WX RIHLREF
M —EARTR, BIEOR YR IR E (5 S
SR (BN, “FRABGE S RABCN I ) S RZE
HIRAP LI, SRS, gl E2xT—uk
TERE M FRIAR AT RN o BRILZ AN, KR RAES
(RRT)FI N B 56 R VPAL BRI B K1 22 2 7E RRT
o, RN CIER R EE R MR SRR A S TR R
KRR, SORETT D o SR (“IE B A 1R ) 5
H Ay BT B (] AN <D s K8 =2 18] S B 7E TR
o BlnfeEEw bl 2R E R A )RR,
T SR 3k () 2 DU B — > B A < TE B 9 S
SR [) 2 U0 5 A R A O TE B I R
TEAN [ AT 55 HA AT B e SR A T E B i o

T K 22 5009 B 06 R DA B2 )7 1 3 22 4
“FRE WM [ O o T B 1Y By A ] 4y
FIVE R ARZE R B bRl 2 8, I HAE— 355

N —FUE 55 v 35 B A AT R A, S
ToEM IRAP 1R MERLE (de Houwer et al., 2015),
SEM TN B O 2R DA FR I 448 S L, 81 an B A
TAELAT FH ORREHEAT 58— 1 55 1) Foxt B 26 4 ik
HE T (G 2 0 S8 0 A BB 1 fE )
324 5EHBRHNREFNLLR

HT T PN B G R DAl AR T A 1 FEUR HE B 280 7
(Positive Framing Bias, PFB), RI¥EHRT (] & )1 i 1E
BT, AATe i 1 DB i Oy X H & b gt
SLREREE, O IRAP A 48 XF P B s B i AN {UAY
AT PN RS B A R A2 B TR . S TR
N SR R 5 @A LS AR R S g T
O’Shea % N (2016)¥it T faj 5. 4 B f2 )7 (SIP) . 7
WRE R IR, il 20— 80T 55 FIR
— BT S5 [l sz, o5 R T s R A N g
PR, i L8 S e AT 45 B N s 25 S A5 F I A
X B PR B A B A R PN B AR T (SIP) Y, B
FERRA Y B LT % —Fp AT 55 0047 R R, B AR
TR RRURAE AN

4 MRRKX RITAE 2R B R A e

BE, BR & S80I IR 53 Sk (Vahey et al.,
2015), PIBRC RGP A R EA S Uk F R
VHRATZWNH, g A3, #halm, #F
PR DA B 25 B A5 s A T Y R
41 BEMRERIUE

N B R PPAR AR T i AE B IR ST T R A
H N BRI sE SRAL TIE Z AT R, BN, AF A A
WACAT A 3R /3R AN R B B 3R, R A
e IR AR B/ RN E R A A . AT
i AULATIER 4 AF 5T X A i T P R = ) 4
WAR ML T HHEE .

411 BHE

PAIFESR H TAT a2 i o e A 25 L REfS )
AEXTEE R, B OC R VAL T A B A s ] LAE
TR HL AT A 1) 2414 14 9 s BT KOF- il
WFGE 3 W R AR AL A BT T 4N B AP R
IRAP [ AHMEIRE, 4R EH, HIWMTE, £
B X AR Y P B A 55 IS S X 3 A AR
MKEA, NBRSANE QG Z RAEAE T SR
IEAS&(Vahey et al., 2009), [FIFE, F574 %@
T IAB Y 0 BN 2 A PR RO PR S A 3R ERAR B TRt
TTWERXERITMAEFHME, R ARK
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RN R B FR IR R IS A R, TR A
“FRMTD A B W RIB R E B [, 45
RE, MR, DA ZYg I ERET
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Implicit relational assessment procedure (IRAP):
Measuring principle and applications

WEN Fangfang, KE Wenlin, ZUO Bin, DAI Yuee, NIE Siyuan, YAO Yi, HAN Shi
(School of Psychology, Research Center of Social Psychology, Central China Normal University,
Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior, Ministry of Education, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: The Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure (IRAP) is a new implicit measurement method
based on relational frame theory (RFT). It directly measures social cognition, beliefs, or attitudes, and has
demonstrated a certain degree of reliability and validity. The applicability of the IRAP differs somewhat
from that of other relevant measurement methods. A variety of theoretical models have attempted to explain
the different effects of the IRAP. The IRAP was originally used in clinical diagnostic research, being
gradually extended to include a wide range of applications in the fields of self, social cognition, population,
and attitudes. To further verify the reliability and validity of different forms of the IRAP, exploring the
psychological mechanisms and effects of the IRAP, as well as its applicability in different fields, will be
important directions for future research.

Key words: Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure (IRAP), Relational Frame Theory (RFT), implicit

social cognition, Implicit Association Test



