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RiGEH: CEESOSRTERLEIBRNES

MEE EOFE
(P ] o 2 I L B4R R T, 2 430074)

W E RTHEINAYATAHRLAFERTERNEZRE, ARFOEEMNGEFIEG LR, AKX
kA E#(SDT)AX T HMAT A G —H Lk, BIMAR—NEA ZAKF R ESAR, AHRGTH A E
KFAE, ST RRAY, FRALTHOA I IS RITEALS R RREATHEEM, SHAFHEMI)I
FERIBAT A 36 97 F KA R —F 6 REA ARk, S5 RIGH TS RMNBEFHE R RFEHI. EEE
AT AR A6 F R RR AL B EF L iR, HRENLIAAE TR Gm A IS RS T A
FAE X FERAE.

KB RiFEHA, ARREEE, AT AE; AELH

HEES  R39%5

1 5|5 (Socratic method, Vitousek, Watson, & Wilson, 1998) .
shHLIE R IEYT (motivational enhancement therapy,
Treasure & Ward, 1997)F1 )i L £ % (motivation
interviewing, fA#% MI, Miller & Rose, 2009)% Il
RIS, Wev/F 23897 T IR AR R T BT A DR 17
Z5YPREE I B T BT, SIS
FBIRIT RO T 24 . ZREEHIARUA
7 I HE 45 5 H % (nonspecific factors)al th [7] 3 %
(common factors), RIS LEANHERR AF: o] —Fh A 77 34
waE AR, AT LATN R vE YT B B (Lundh, 2014;
Zuroff et al., 2007; Norcross & Goldfried, 2005), i&
715 B (therapeutic alliances). 1% (empathy). H
Ry —Z 5 4 1E (goal consensus and collaboration)
25 9 RO R B2 (APA)ER 29 4323 1 T4 /N A
NN B STIE S AF R . R EENILREREER
(Ackerman et al., 2001), Lundh (2014)iA fyix g4t
[ 22 2K SEPr b R B RIRIT R R iiE, Ryan 5%
N (2010) I\ K 15 AT R A 28 B AN IR 7 IR 3
AEMBEN IS, MEBEkEAES50H
BT . SRR R B E PN TR BT i

DR 5 IR A% O B AR ) 3 B AR
P IREE, PR RV FMUL AT U, B4k #H
SIHLBE AN L MU TR IR M A 2 — s . SR VT 3l
Hl(client motivation)$§ ki & &5 %l B2, fHh
TTNMUE I HRe e RF XM S 513 1, 2%
O IEE R SR AR 1 — D OCHE R R (Ryan, Lynch,
Vansteenkiste, & Deci, 2011; Lynch, Vansteenkiste,
Deci, & Ryan, 2011), o2& FU00.C B & ) 57697 25
WHEEREZ—(Ng etal.,, 2012; Zuroff et al.,
2007; Zuroff, Koestner, Moskowitz, McBride, &
Bagby, 2012),

YT B 56T SUECE R S S S 4
R REGEHEGRUIFNEVIAERE: — 7
PRSE B b E AR S AL A W N, 3 A R Bl L
TIAE A& W T2 80RYT T WA bE, a0 m s
Ff 35 B AU (transtheoretical model of change,
Norcross, Krebs, & Prochaska, 2011), i k&5 s

Wk H B 2015-05-18 URIL[E 1 E ) =58, I Ryan 28 A #8805 &
* b A 3 A SR N SO A B 2 I S — ML — At 7 i R 2ok B A, SR LM

—R¥ERBSUHFZEFRRDORE (RS

DXS20140009) . H [ iy 5 2y (R0 B v A8 32 SCHE R SRR AR MO BFSE A S ok, MRE it 56 S
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TR ), MR — A SRR R, 32 3 Ok
ZWMFRE . (WREARTEZ LG L
AR SR Ui Lk B e, (B2 2R 05
FAWRYT Z WA B shHL(Miller & Rollnick,
2002) ; (2).0HEE M 5IGI7 S E I L
Ak, BN AT Al —FR AT AL T 9T B AR ERAR 38 T ok
Vi B2 X MR, IF BAEWIE 29 BAs 71
IR SIMLEREE,; Q) =N STy, BT
DS 5IE 7 A R AE TR KR, il
MIEARIGTY, R R X Bl 15 i G R ZE IR T
13 k1 FHL(Ng etal., 2012); (AITEEX
(eclecticism) B 4 & (integration) &2 .0» ¥ & 1] 534
Jr )k RS . X HT.O BRI 5507 IR AL,
A ERYT I A ASHR, 7T 585 P AP AS [R] 1 B
REHE—BMNAEENZEHEE, AUFRAH
TS X AT Rl T, ARRNRYT RS
N RGH . ALK (Ryan et al., 2011),

A & e 52 PR i (self-determination theory, &
FR SDT)E—FI X FahilAT A 1Y 5E vz 3ie, MEEfb
TAT BB LR R E MR E R E A
WRBE R, A B0 BRI U, R
SDT S5ahHliR(MI YREER, B MIAE R —
FOAT A AR Tk, B R TRRG A0 55 IO FB 3 iR
PR E O RN, 58 A PR R P AT A o
O PR S BR AR () N FR B AL . A A AT Sy ST,
SDT Al MI AN HA Rk V&SPl S A 8RR
e, AReXG kUi AR ML, 1T oA A
WAES ., WA (Ryan et al., 2011; Lynch et al.,
2011) A SCHABATT Z B3 S IR R TR AT 4,
VA & B Z MBI 3 M4 TAER kUi 3h
ML, F—F 5 EOHE R SET S .

2 BRAEEIEWATHRIFTENN

A o Hie (SDT) 2 58 A LS LA A%
() —Fh 7% MEL e (Deci & Ryan, 2012), EREA
R MAIUE, RABMMARES. ART
S TS W4 > BT, AL R 0 1) 9 A2 3R IE A
SRR (), T L0 5 A 45 ok 2 R 28 1 S 4
BHRARELIA . SDT B A= —A R4 Hon B
1B (meta-theory), FEMFRBEVFZESAEES . U SC
LRI G, e RS SEUEMIE CH T, M E AN
Wb 37 1 N A A A ZBLSHESE 2 p, (I HAS
F|5gE P & (Vansteenkiste, Williams, & Resnicow,

2012)., SDT 7L BRI #5367 40 i 1 FH At 2 H:
hZz—

ANERFT AR Z R, SDT XOHE i)
5IRIT S MLEAT TR AL, B T — R 4
T 4 43 28 & 45 (Vansteenkiste & Sheldon, 2006;
Ryan et al., 2011), B, MASSHITFHISIPLA
JC BB H AR B0, WA A 30 SR R AR
1k o3 B A = (autonomy)F& XA~ AT 89 H FIA AT
M HE, fEHEE BEMBEENEZ; SDT A Y
AEROE A B S5 2R 7 R, ATXHET
M NESIHE, TR AT R 2 S R AR AT oA,
WOREZIE MR, EehblESk b, 2
HAFBERKIEEN 6 FiPLER.: Tl
(amotivation) . MBI T5 (external regulation).
S5 (introjected regulation) | A [R5 (identified
regulation) , # & #75 (integrated regulation) 1 P 3
BhAL(intrinsic motivation), X} AERSIHLII S, 4b
T . PR L AR AU AR R R
SR EhHL(extrinsic motivation), SDT AN 243k 1)
F AR TR B 320 0 AT EEAT R B0 R A
23 30 I B WLOIR 25 (amotivation), I %1 43 i i A
WA, M {E(low value, amotivation I )FIMERK
fit(low efficacy, amotivationIl), 5 5 FhzhHLE
BIKAA—&, BRTRZEMNIITRRZSR
(taxonomy of motivation) (JL3 1),

SDT Mzt R Gui5 5 SLUERF 3R 10 3 HE o
Pelletier, Tuson Fil Haddad (1997)ik4FE 1124
e TS IR YT & R R RIS ML AL, 4551
R BE I ABITHE G ERGSIHL FRIFRE
AR, RIS R RV H PR A 385
HE M w7k, BELELIE M SIET 5
BLEE [ F (N EBSHAL . BI85 SOARIRAY), ]
HIRIT LA, WRIT IR R SRR D,
X VRYT BT B B T, R ARR YT I R TR, A
b2 F, SAUIE 2R ANE s Ry, ki
HiRE THEZHNERAR, RIEFRITIRE I EAL;
BRLELTCBHHLAY R Ui 35 518 IT MW R . Bk
FNEIT YRR I ER R AR . AR FAEZ AW
WA Z RSO PR T X LE SN, RIS
PR 2 S A T AH LI I A B AL 2 8] 5 R LR AR Lk
A EHHLOC R B, BT TR A B b
A FACE SRRk, kv A FAKTHE,
IR IT 45 Wl F (Roth, Assor, Kanat-Maymon, &



%2 XIPRBE S Vi aibl: OEE NSRS S SRS 263
F1 BETERREERHLEERSATHANS LRESK(Ryanetal., 2011)
* B E X SHLEY SRR P 2R B4 E oL
NHRZHHL —NASEREMES R E NN L, SESASE S5, BRAEK EEN
SEAT Y B BU L YIRS IR O IR I R R 2GR Z
PR, BB RES R BRI E RN, HES
R VIE A SR AR IR NTES T
AT ANATATEAT R A, AR B XA B S AR T3 Mo, XFMMES mEENE
WA ER B AR, s 202ES5H HbEEw A ENnEmA
R I A A RS br—2
UNEELRY Vi e 2O HE M EEN, SFRAMS SR RBIFT N E. B
— R EI R
VNI 38 MNATaE A ek s A C 24780, W T AR ALK A SR BrRE,  #RarAh
Ui, s KRR, SR B O s AR, SN T R
SRR Y KV 30T Ay i ) 0 RS2 D BRI SR ST o BN R TR . AR
TP TN R UTE AT EBCER5AL, SR AR R E R R s A B2 2173 27, ol aee
A R, SR 2 50 B T R AT N (L VREET HMERHLTT RESE
TS IARAE o i & AARAE O BUE A R AR A, BGOSR s R BUEr WM, AZAC

WA R, Witts [ OB e se UL 2 .

eI,

Y

Kaplan, 2006), 3k F RS ORE . (EERIRE .
S [ S5 14 BIF 5 E S 3k U sh AL R 17
AR 25 TG I ) T, A B IR T R I R,
BARMTR R, BINMWERE, LR EIRTT i
T A 0 ) B R A R . AW B (Williams et al,
2006; Lynch et al., 2011; Ng et al., 2012), SDT #J
LR GG A TIRITIAENG R b T i Fi 2 fir
Fe Vi MR

UbAk, SDT ME&fb T L ks A LI
o, | E SR (autonomy support)f8iGYT I
REAS G 6 2 35 AT 3%, PR FIAIE SE AT P 7E Y
SHMEYR, FEMIHEE, LRI EEE,
Fe/MESME R R J3 A4z il (Ryan & Deci, 2008);
FEXFPEREEH, AATO] LRSI A T80 A 3,
WA FBRAAT R o WFFEIE SR & B2 8 T Wi
H F 3RS, kUi E WIRIT IR 35 K Zuroff 5 A
(2007)HHF 5T 95 24 F PR ANAR AL R B2 32 3 PRIl
MRYY, BRAE-AT 0I6YT, ABRIGYT, fE299ih
IR ARG YT, 45 REW 3 FAIT AL i sz
FNY A B SCHRERT RLIE [ BUNE T R A EshHL. R
JPICE, I H B Sh AL X AR A 22 % . Williams
25 N (2006) Xof 1A ok 17 AT — A R IR, 45
& IEZ SDT F Uk i & o4t X IS (1R U
HRBBIE 2 H TR, RRRE R, b
J& 6 ~H . 18 H M 32 ™ HIFMWiBE &8 SDT

TR IT AR WA T A 7R A B ) S A B SRR T R
AE] [ F SRR ISk Ui #E A FE S AL R R
N RyaEe T, W HX PR G4 T 2 R
25 Ng % A (2012)% 184 4~ 3:T SDT 55 ik
TPoesr i, S5 RIEFE LRk #H A £ 5.0 HE R
SR IEAHL,

3 IR EAR R FHL T IE (MI)

BhALik (Motivational Interviewing, M) 5
S ELLBIZER Miller #1351 [l B4R 1, J2—
LRI AR . F8 IR s, R
FRN R I O PR 1 2K U 35 BU%E B L (Miller
& Rollnick, 2002, 2009), MI [ £& s 7E T 51 KK 1i
HOAR W BhAIL, T AN SR8 5 A Y R ST R e ok
Vi UL U, Gk . . AR
LR AR, M INAHESR TG HEA shbl, HER
FH D7 5 & R SR U 3 B8 1 G 8, o7 J& Tl
IR S BRI Z 0, C kAN S8 ELE
1) H AR []; Miller #1 Rollnick (2002) 37 53k 1)
HEIRGAE, BBk U E KRB N E,
TRYT IS T AR BRI AR . MI R TR 25K
e 4R & R U IR B AL, R RSB
(express empathy) . 3K J& (develop discrepancy) .
b % BEL BT (roll with resistance) . & H T &L %
(support self-efficacy). ZEARZFEL M1 HRHEIIESE
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BAZN, W mimAa . e B &k,
W PR Jp5 F1 57 £ (Resnicow & McMaster, 2012).
Hettema, Steele il Miller (2005)%} 72 ™Il IR 52 56
HATICH TR, R AANFERBIRE . BE N,
B ) L A [ 80) FOATLAS) BIF T A J 7 ML i 380170
Tk, VFZIBIFINE ML VRN ANA YT S5 HAbE
VIR RIS

A8 %k i (change talk)2 M1 £ 3 T/EE L,
FCH 08 2 58 o 738 R A A TR RS 1 £ b FTRT
U I R A A 1 O 324 5K Amrhein 5 Miller
GAE, T RV B AR SR sEBH PR [ AR R A
WG, T — A RBIREN S ERR, WY
BHOERE . RS KIE. TEMAES, WENAYT
Ui T 347 B ZI(Amrhein, Miller, Yahne, Palmer,
& Fulcher, 2003), Z I, MI 22 R b 5 4k A8
WG, A ST R IR YT R A0 0 R R S
JEIRIT I — R F, shPLE S X RIT 4
ST g T E AR . AT
45 v I 4 A9 3 ML (Lombardi, Button, & Westra,
2014); JoAr WA BAIT AT MI H3 5k U5
HHIERIITHBEA K, KUiE s S ol LA
45 3 (Magill et al., 2014),

SME L&, MIEZEETIRRA L BMA R R kK
JER R —FE IR, BRGNS, Ml %H
ORI 2 i ROR BT E R M E S E RS,
B2 BB T 2BVEN, A RBTE S 2 1 UE
1 A (Markland, Ryan, Tobin, & Rollnick, 2005; Miller
& Rollnick, 2009; Resnicow & McMaster, 2012),

4 BERRAEEBLESHNIARNES

SDT 2 A HLBRIEHE R 30 R0 3
TRYT S5 E WS, MIJ2 I PR & R R i 23 1R
FR, PR e fd B4k A o D i 2E %
— B, FEE W 25 Aok (Markland et
al., 2005; Resnicow & McMaster, 2012; Vansteenkiste
& Sheldon, 2006; Vansteenkiste et al., 2012),,

41 BIHREEIEMH G RGN ERIETT

BE—

SDT Hl MI #RHFFR I AP, ARME R 5 &
WA R AR BW ST MATIA R & 2 — %
BRI . MUK ALK, A &R AECE 1 [ SR e
B — >R U5 2 LA 5 R P AR B U 2 S I S Bl
A% o YRYT VAT 55 AN 2 1 PR 3E ol A0 s o 3R

W T 3 SR U 3 R, T R 3 A SRR AT N A Y
V5 AN LS At U, R 5 Ak 3 e TR
fEHEANR B B B A By ek 28 R P & 4E (Vansteenkiste
& Sheldon, 2006) . Miller 1 Rollnick (2002)## ik %
WS R RIR YT IR Sk Ui 3« — R A A e 3 1)

SDT # MI SRIERTI#H A F %5657 "
H RIS EN . [ 3 (autonomy)# SDT 5 L M3k
DIB R B BRI A H, RAREANTE
Z—, A F Y BCEAS R A T 2 A (heteronomy),
O XA TS B OCsE; SDT A ¥ | 4K
WS RN, LRk UIF M B 3R R TIE 1
TREE RS (Ryan et al., 2011), MI B AR A 775 b 1)
A EMEN, B2 AAE W, wiE LSk
FHATLG, ML EHYCHEFRIFN A EZ M
K B A2 0 JFUN (Markland et al., 2005; Miller &
Rollnick, 2009, 2012), Vansteenkiste %% A (2012)iA
OB RN E X (S PNE 0 TN iy NN gy
RO E R SIEIT TR, W] LLEE e T
A ML BR, B TR T ISR & T 1k
Vi #hBE N H T e AR aR, LA THS B 2 ff 2
ety i ks AT Rk i B RS E L,
42 BRRTERTET S IHIRITET I

BYFE IR

SDT W BHLor 28 3 4t n] LUHE Bha 97 il i
MI A KB LIS . SDT Al MI RN Jy sk i53 5h
BLAT LATR A7 o0 028 A R BT B 6 e, MR
2 SR S U7 SR T, BD N ERSIHL(Miller
& Rollnick, 2009); SDT W5 K i & ShHLIEIRIT
ARG IE A FAT3 & A FACEHL E AR
R 1), SDT A N ER AL AT S B s AL
ME, AT B &8 F 250 FH 5 1E 3,
XA TEBNA T 2SS AR, WEN, sEA
PRERTE AT, AT 58 20 H IS FE b A 33X — 35 30
(Ryan & Deci, 2008)., 4153184y 5 i 9 2k 15
FHHEACENA BT R, ARATBER B A X
FERSAR A R, TEA ] RE 2 A A s 5 2
AT R B Ah A A (7] A 5 2% ik PRI Pt 2
f¥(Vansteenkiste & Sheldon, 2006), #124F SDT
S AR TP Y B FEZHLOA [FE ST 8 A R T5),
X S8 F AN B IR — AR Bl 8 R
T XoF (7] = B 194 25 Tl JR ke %o 22 Ay PR R IR T 45 Lk T
W, MIATRER B TRUR AT R4S R, SDT Nk
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a8 2K

HFKF

M>> PSS > &E}‘ﬁw>> %Aﬁw>> mwm>

B l

‘ SMEREHL

A =30

Kl 1 SDT /SAhEhHLIE I R R (PR -

ZEREE NPE T NSRS B, BRI,
T RO ME LU B 447 . FTLL, MI R 2355
T AR B R S AL & AR T (internalization) b
I HL(Ryan et al., 2011), B MI 3@ it 28 iK1,
R U R O RO JE, SR T T
R, XM ERSMATNEN N ERRE S
Ak, SR E AR A FINTT AT 3 A 2
e TR,

43 BHEARTEREBRT“AMT4

1ER”

MI A A E2e 90 4R iR iz i A E I IR
S, SCHRIT 7Tt % B MI S50 21 ok T HAth iRy 7
J7 % A ) 20 8 R AR B IR YT 45 2R (Hettema et
al.,2005; Magill et al., 2014), #&ifi Miller #1 Rollnick
(2009) A Sy A 2 15 A5 B ml AR 5 33 AT ) Y MO SR £
2L KUl A FH Y, Vansteenkiste 1 Sheldon
(2006)3A Ay SDT 1) i A0 B 75 22 B8 1] LA g M
HIAVE AL

SDT AR AZEA 3 Pl (1. BERE SR, 2 AR
WAL BB L, 2052 A =752 (need for
autonomy) s A gEE, NRBEACARA S

TR ERE TR, FEAETE 2 (need for competence),
Eﬂ@@ﬂﬁaﬁﬁ‘é KBTI ZE R TE R, KR
ZFi(need for relateness), RP-5EZAh AR . #E
T A FRAR (955 5K (Ryan et al., 2011), 43t 23055
W EMR N TE O BT RE, AMSMEHELA
A EsHL; kviFiih S AK B — %6, 17
AR S R L B 4 (Brritton, Williams, & Conner,
2008)., A1 W5 3 B A — Tl i R 7 S50 AR 1) 45
I, MBI R R, DAL, 5
— BEAIF Y U] 3% B 55 K 11 F 1E ST R B A i SR
25 LA A VE T (Ng et al., 2012),, Vansteenkiste
F1 Sheldon (2006) 545 T SDT #EWFFE, - H7E

FHIFIRS

Ryan & Deci, 2000)

IR, SCRPPE B RS AR A 1 2
T ) PO AR A TR AN B g R,
AR R0 I 2 ST ARG 7 O B A R Y
TRAEFER DL (UL A 2).

R IURLER
(B E3THF vs #ifl)

BETRGWE
(BE. BE. XF)

SRR

¥ 2 SDT fyfdt Fe4h ABIRI (FOR K IR : Vansteenkiste
& Sheldon, 2006)

MEES
(B B vs fifETD)

Markland %5 A\ (2005) 1A 2l M1 U KI5 Y7 T 0]
5 SDT = RHEATRM W EFLE——XF B &R
(LI 3). FEIRIT TG 7 ISR M1 B3
AR 55 B oK Vs AR Tk AR AL, T
JE ST T R SOA] DL A TR TR T A R, X
MI i &, SDT J& />4 i i B AL
4.4 z)ﬂf)hmu] B 3R E I8 /Y I R R A 4R 1

— B f

SDT $& A7 MY A 32 385 R e R U # ek
AN E A, s S Ry AR A 3 SRR
B = RER : (DB (B B0, Bk
VLB ) T 24 2 A X R U (2) BE R B A
FRHR U )S AT R 2 M AR I 1, (3) AR AN R4 it
PR, ERMA B XA SRR A
TRIT I ARl e I PR 4, SDT i 2R /D i (Ryan
& Deci, 2008)., Miller 1 Rollnick (2002)iA-4 MI
AT LA AN G R ERAE 2 SRR VT B, ML
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4 N

HLTIR SR HLTIR
AT RGERARGEIE I + AR - FIRIE
SV S - AUAR R - FPRVIERIDLR
- T BRI LIS M © BB RN AT - FORBERRIF L5
Bn  BUR T HE RIS - BRARYIE T AR
- RO R - ibRiEE A O REMT A S THIE
&S IEE 4 WA, ERSE

4 ! ™ 4 N\

. J

- /

\_ /

B3 shALiiiRkS S0 B BLH 2 19 X B ¢ R (R IE . Markland et al., 2005)

SDT R &5 W] LAXG JiE o7 il A6 16 PR 55 i v i) 1
g2 AN SR U 2 O B S AT LR (1)IR YT Im
ok 15 & 3 6] %2 HE H 2 (mutual agenda setting),
TRV B IREZ WO, SIRIT IR LA H bRt 2
W B B (2) R R 5 2L U (reflective
listening), ¥4k Ui M AL, FingiE A
CH S5 R AR, (3)R B 45 (summarizing)
15, W Bk E IETHE MM R eI R, fE it
A AT A E T PR . Miller FiT Rollnick 848 i
MU £ 7 FH H AR 531 e I A o U 22 ke 4 2 o 7 8
PRa& . SR P 3t PR 204 n) O 24 0 it ok AR i ok
Vi [a] A, 3 4 LR (9 5 T 8 A A >k v 3 2 it
A T % (Vansteenkiste & Sheldon, 2006).

5 NNEERE

JSE SDT M MI Y & s, &R m,
SDT AL F, MI g i L, {H SDT Jy M1 24T
— MR IS ARELL, R TR U R B R DL R
FA 2 % A M SDT A H 3= SR ikl
h—EIGREAR, BT AN REMNE
Bro P A R BN A IR %3 B AR F AT,
WHIE TR E XU E LR H EREM, (H
BBAEZ RN RBARNLLT =N HRA

B—, ETEASERMNHEAHFY B MR
SDT K4k A#&RIA g MI Al SDT 77-7£ H.#h(Deci &
Ryan, 2012; Miller & Rollnick, 2012), % & §ii 59k
Bhf, HAPEARELR T MBS EARV J 2 A G
HEERER, HIETRZL TR . e

WF¥ 77 i, Resnicow Fl McMaster (2012)H SDT 3
WX Ml #ATEIE, $&i T —AMx ez s o)
HLK 7 5 0 = B Be sh AL U IR B AU (2 three phase
model of motivational interviewing), BiZd#5%-
8 S - % £ (exploring- guiding-choosing), =~Br
BB PAEFH, AT LA BhiE T U 2% 3 P dn ey
IG5 B AL 1) SEEA T S B R TR, R, TR
F i 6 SDT 5 MIIEE M AT 248U T
T it, W S5INAAT RIBIT S AW A R
(Britton, Patrick, Wenzel, &Williams, 2011; Britton
et al., 2008) . #tF M 4% i1 55 L€ il (web-based
computer tailored) [t fi& £ 1% 3fj (Friederichs et al.,
2014) ., +5 £ [ A5 AR T $5 i (Teixeira, Palmeira, &
Vansteenkiste, 2012)5, {HHEAHELL T 1Y SEUERFFE
/b, HEMU MR SCERIRS T M1 3R T#H A E
RO 5E 4 FH (Fuemmeler et al., 2006; Rubak, Sandbzak,
Lauritzen, Borch-Johnsen, & Christensen, 2009),
Teixeira % A (2012)43- 1748 11 M1 1 SDT A AR
RIERZR, PR E W] g 2045 ok i AR5
#; SDTAE oo, A KMmRET), A REs%
FHELE MI 2 R . A A, MIFI SDT 1Y
A RER TN, — 7 WA TR i 2
H— P BSOS, TR AERIT R
AH SRR ST 53— 5 1 P T R 19 2 2 T LAAE
— ST i TAE, R4 A, Teixeira
FN(2012) 0 T HIR T . $UAT FITAL 20 2
H S IRYT BLE A S ERAE B YOG A

B ORUSE A OB ISR L E
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HRARRIUE. 75 M1 M SDT B EHRT, H5E
TR B W KA R U5 B AR Sy R B
& J7 ) (Ryan et al., 2011; Deci & Ryan,2012;
Miller & Rollnick, 2009, 2012), Ryan % A (2011)
WL TIANFIAT IRIT . S OB AAE S AR
F SAE AR R IT IR IR G, A PRy ok
Ui A E . BIRRUIEAES S LS BAT B
TR —B0hE A W5k SDT S5INA T MiGIr & &,
KL E TR AL 5 BRI TT 45 AR E [ ¢
Z (Dwyer, Hornsey, Smith, Oei, & Dingle, 2011);
WABFFR K A FE S A AT DL AR 78
JTeE W, B F G YT IR W (therapeutic alliance) )
5 S35 (Zuroff et al., 2007, 2012); A #F553s

HokiiE A E SRR PE T REEME S LR,

B E=AF7EZTARA (Scheel, 2011). SDT 25k N
KViE A FAGIT R A, RO ERY T R R
TSR Z, T5I7 B 2 0T LLRE S A ok AR 1 4
SR S 7806 M R T 06 R L W % R Ui
AR, T H X RE T R R SRR U E
A A H FE(Ryan et al., 2011; Lynch et al., 2011;
Carter, 2011; Scheel, 2011; Lynch, 2013), A W55
HANMIF R T —AF X Em g F (dispositional
autonomy) fit) ] & T. . (Weinstein, Przybylski, &
Ryan, 2012). #RTii, MI %38 8 FR8L6 R VI#
HE, AR E AN B ERE I BERIE, Deci
il Ryan (2012)iA 93X 2= —F i # . Lundh (2014)
Wl T AT SR A R R AR, A O
[FIZERTT I NP RS : —FE IR A B
IWERRIT RA N OWILRIER, JH—FfENE
7T B R LUR YT 5 B AR A% O i [ 2
R, WEADZERCHME NSRS LBER
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Client Motivation: An Integration of Theory and Practice in
Counseling and Psychotherapy

LIU Chen-Ling; WANG Yun
(Institute of Applied Psychology, Geoscience of China University, Wuhan 430074, China)

Abstract: Client motivation is key for behavior change and treatment result. It is also critical in the process
of counseling and psychotherapy. Self-determination theory (SDT), a broad theory of motivated behavior,
defines client motivation using a taxonomy along a relative-autonomy continuum.The more clients present
autonomous motivation, treatment outcome is more effective.lt addresses that therapist’s autonomy support
is critical to clients’ active engagement and adherence in change. Motivational Interviewing (M) is an
another popular clinic technology and strategy in health contexts, initially used to treat addictions. For it can
follow the person-centered guiding to elicit and strengthen client motivation to change. Although there are
different starting points, foci and developmental processes between them, the potential for systematic
integration between both approaches was found to enhance evidence-based practice. Recently client
motivation has received increasing attention across counseling approaches.

Key words: client motivation; self-determination theory; motivational interviewing; autonomy; autonomy
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