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DEBTHELENS: JR5 R

Wkt AT xl g
CRALIE R 7022k, K& 130024)

W OE SEBF L EE(fdelity) IS ST TAE FETAGEE, ZAREEREERRAE, BIEFAT
E AR, ARABNFRECELFIRRTFHTPREERENTE, ALLZARET LAY
REMF LB, R T FAMNEFT FOEREE AR, FiFR TIA KRGS TRE RL, 5RIAFFRAL
I W mA, @RS ERTARGE T RREARE, BAEKRES | E N AR REIF S — B’

A, TS B S T RN F AR ARG B e AR AL R B
KEEIE BSE, SHGF, SIEW, MBI K, REER
SEE  R395

1 5|F SRR AT 2 [0 77 7E % 5 (Peterson et al., 1982;
. Peyser et al., 2021), ¥4 TRIT I T BE S B A% 0

M —F, WIEWZ AR, s PN . o T s ,
%%ﬁinﬁgﬁigéﬁgﬁﬁgg%gi TR TAT7 TG, AT A 16 ST HUE TSI,
L R T S Nt 2 (e gy E T BT A R AT
U #’?;‘T ’;’;ﬂfﬂ% %E%‘K%‘%%mo (Ahmadi et al., 2021); HSh, 3497 IlHY T
mwzﬁﬁ%m%M$%%ﬁz g TSI IERIINE, XA IR
ST, P RsE gy (9T RARBLR S (Moncher &
EFHT%\iﬁéﬂlﬂﬁ’*‘iﬂ’ﬂ“A[L\IE‘ZL‘H?ﬁizE”HES‘? m;a Prinz, 1991). 7EE N, FEHEH O HIRTT ML
o il JRE, EMOLARRERF, LlKFESER
(AR B S PRI FRRE3 T H AR 75 2 o et
BRI T R, BT TR e CAE , 2016), LR
rme s I PR S BB . B, — DU X 8
3 o R R SRS A MR R B, R E AN

A 1 (RS 735 A K T R T 2, .

e —SepBAFEE N G40 R & IR,
R S ARy g ORI RIMCERI %, 2005), i
RBFIGES, WL B B, e e SPRVIEE PR, G BZ
B R U3 0 Blanch ot ol 2018, Kandin 2017, PRI AU LRI, (LA
Ot & Ollondick. 2017, [Tty TVGHIRGETITIAL, | 37O TT, 8 Ik
’ ° = ’ i SN TR W A A0 — i L
B SRR A, Bt Ry D0 e WARSUIETAR S A, O
Y B R — PR BB, A S DU 3L

R R A T A4, IR R BT L (R T
FrafeiE, MBS IR A LT i
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F0, XA 0 48 T TC A RGRS o 28K, X k)
RUSE A2 H4& TRIT I, AR Y Jit (R 7E
T, YT R B2 60 0RO SE i, JF BB
WL HSTEMPLE . CHIRRIEL, FHRL
PR FNATT SR AEAEXTT7 38 B B4 5% LA B X}
Tl TAE B PEAl B2 5 AL i 308 AS R A ) R (o Ak
W%, 2016),

e R PR v, O AT 1Y S8t ) 28 i H B
PEESE, MAERFSE 33X — ] 00 5 Ay g, dn SR
— R A T ST I R A U AR YT v
HEMTHE™, ATRE SR S B 5 2R . (R, TBie
S VPAG I PR ST 3 5, 30 2 30 T Y sl W A 97 vk
B RO, 0 A T — > S ) i 4 LR
IT R BRTIUE 7 B LY, X BRR O BRI
BSEBE (fidelity, IRPEIELREE).

[l S22 S T R SR IR R B A . 20 HHE4 70
AEARE] 80 4RAR, < SEEEIAHCHE S EE & 7E—
gt 2 FNAT M BF ST H BT IS (A0 Peterson et al.,
1982; Quay, 1977). )&, AFFEEHE LI T 85
B B 4H R 43 5 TEAY S (Moncher & Prinz, 1991;
Waltz et al., 1993), g 7l & J5 % 5 T H(Bellg
et al., 2004; Borrelli, 2011; Rodriguez-Quintana &
Lewis, 2018) LA K B 5 G i) WAl HE 48 76 .0 BRI YT
A5k 1 & Ji& 55 1% FH (Carroll et al., 2007; Des Jarlais
et al., 2004; Hopewell et al., 2025), 5t [EE, —
SRz N AR B T I L S 3 T AR N Y
FFEEVEAL TR, T XA S B AT EARMEAL Y
Jt A T R 2 W, R R A RUAT O
(Goldberg et al., 2020; Harstad et al., 2021) , Zi#L3X
7R (Schmidt et al., 2019). ABRK R J7 E:(Ravitz
et al., 2025), BFUEAT AYT:(Harned et al., 2021,
2023). IEA&T#i(Crane & Kuyken, 2019; Griffith
etal., 2021; Sansom & Crane, 2025)% 4259697 7
B0 SR, WA H, A SR R T R G
it G, ViR KRB i A HE (Beck et al.,
2023), HIERAMEEFUE 5007 X400 A
TEAERM 2 b (Toomey et al., 2020), X PR T &
SEREVEAG AR AN, TERINE R, U B
SCHRAE Bt BA YT 92 B BCHOM CE & GO/ E
85, 2012, ZEeE 4F, 2019, ZEBERT, 25511, 2014;
K 4F, 2020), X HRGEHEAAHIEE M.

BT E NN AT IR, AR SCH E ek B
RTS8 L B WA AT HEAT, TR N o

BE L WO BRI, LR B A S A it A
AT R RO R BB G, B Jn 7E M EA 1 AE
BRIERE (6.1 ) IR PEREBE(6.2 )5 i A A
HBhI (6.3 1) =ANTr i, PRSI AT
YR, A SCHEE Oy [ A O BRI ST T 5 5
BRAR BEBT AP A S R0 B, 9 o R R A B
WARBGE mbs LS. U, 456 OB
il B AR 5 A7 b B BRAR B2 B0 (R AL IF 2%,
2016), A SCR L BRYVA YT AL B ) DR AR
JEAR X )

2 IERTT B ERNB ST

LIRIT R SR, AR OINRITEZ KR
B ¥ i E 7 %8 52 ifi (Perepletchikova et al.,
2007), BRIk EWBEE, SRIEEMOCT
JEIRA R FIr . B AR SAT ML 5,
FR A B ST AE TR I8 B UE R 2 b, BBE S & UL
R I AR YT o R R A 4R U & A (Moncher &
Prinz, 1991; Perepletchikova et al., 2007; Rodriguez-
Quintana & Lewis, 2018),

T, BEESR R X — SR A R,
T R AN B R AT o ST R AR
g%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ%‘@lfﬁﬁ(W&ﬂtz et al., 1993; Moncher &
Prinz, 1991), Moncher 1 Prinz (1991)IAN, JH5E
B A0 45 58 B VE (integrity) £ X 4314 (differentiation)
PIAN D T R IR YT I 75 St 1 R E /Y T I
M, J5 & AR A RNR YT 7 AR U O L B2
FERE . BEJE, Waltz 55 A (1993)K 85 BE i — 2 &
JE& 4 MK M\ 14 (adherence) Fil i A 77 (competence) P
ANYERE: KPR & L5 Moncher #1 Prinz (1991)
FT i 0 o0 B v A — 2, BEARIR ST TR
FE Ik g A0 2R 1 04 T TR A i AT T U 4
6T U AE 52 it 1 10T B e 0 A 4 e KT o FE U
FAif I, Rodriguez-Quintana 1 Lewis (2018)X]iX
SEAERE AT TS, RS B AR L XA
PEFPEAL 7 A B . SR, INEBFFE A
ST N SR S NIVE S SONEE R P A L
Ja, XA HE AT I 525 2 LA ST 25 R ARk,
JC7 B X 43 (Peyser et al., 2021; Waltz et al.,
1993), gD a4 7T AAS i A Sy — A it 57 48 2 0
TPVPAl o PRI, PPAR 9 45 R 32 SR rP 7R AR AT N
MEAEFT |

Hk, HETHAS RN, B
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IR TN A o WF5E 330 K LA o S FoR
Ji: 4% 77 (technical competence) Fl 3 il i A& fy
(common competence) (Brown et al., 2015; McLeod
et al., 2013), FARMAL I HEIAYT AL & VR 7
SR H S A E VR T T IS R RE 1, HAE
AR A AR ESR . Waltz 25 A (19934 Hifi
FEIRYT A SE it T T, BEE 2 KRR R45 &
TRIT A B A SE IR R (A U B R AE . IRT7 B
T B BIL) AR 3 2 SO0 5 T Rl AT ) U —
My T A MR RRYRE ), W T TAE
M9 RS, oS AR, DI
RAWT SR RE 2 A Trm . REC AR
PR SERIEAE B3R, Ansh X Re E R Y 7 /0
AL BRAE 2236 97 3l FG 97 U AL ) 4 5% (Global
Therapist Competence Scale for Youth Psychosocial
Treatment, G-COMP) (Brown et al., 2018), {HEEf%
ST A0 2 B HLIX 702808 v 14 R At e A 0 A T
ARG, ELATFE R I H AR AT T L Al AT
JIAE 24 HT I TR AT )E DL 52 42 X 43 (Cecilione et al.,
2021) X AL A S e SRR E SR TS
4%, AR RS BRI A A ok T Bk

WAk, 537 23 DR U7 35 A A X S0 S B AR
PEAT T YR . Lichstein 25 A (1994) 8 &, BR T
MIETT I F B PPAL SR AN, 3 R DAL 53 40 w4 i
FE——ARIT W (receipt, K15 % PR ARG
I7 2% 3 0 R R RE T R R BE ) FA ST 14T 3 Ak
(enactment, i & 76 4L 16 o N FH BT 24 £ 68 10 #2
BEYo SR, — LA F XTI L B EE, N RUIE
0 S figp R B I T AL T IUBCR ARG, iR
59 55 52 B A 5% (Gearing et al., 2011),

Lia L LB, ARICRYY O’Shea 75 A(2016)
1 Toomey %5 A (2020) [ VEVEE X, Hf 532 BE A%
AT RN RN AT W 43, o PEAT: O
— 2R 53 R HAR AT S FOIER AT T

3 DEBTELIENENSLEN

IESE FA, BP0 BEA T 1 B R sl i
SR FR 1 T AT BE AR B A, R B
] HE 2 AR B S I R — AR AL A ek . R,
KT B S EE LG BT 45 2R B SSUE I ST I8 S B
AR ST . XL [R5 | S %) 18 52 B
WEAERBEN] . P, FEIR A G S REI 4 T
5 Z A, A XX L ST

31 BREEELERTIRNXR

XU BT RS KT 50 BRI AR 2
] 1 OC R X — (A8, AN [E 5 9 S5 AR B P S
(Perepletchikova, 2011), REHFF AR T ik
SCRE 5 AR IR ST AR Z W Y O 10 S . il an,
Power 5% A (2022)%F 62 A~ B L BRIR Y7 HIF 5T 1 TG
SRR, RN AT 7 5 IR R RCR B VA OC,
HARBET 5532 (08 0L R #AH I 9%, Esposito 55
A QO24) % EMARTRIT LR iR d AR 1, KREHMRE
(82%) Y 52 B BRI BORAAAE IR [ A OC , JUHE
BEIBIT O S HET B RAL B, A SCERFR W,
BEEMFRRITERMBRA W E R
(McHugh et al., 2009), #XTfi, I8 WF5EAE R I
TS 5RYTRCR B AR OGS . 440, Husabo
HFNQ022)EM, ETHEREDFELIET B
RSN o i § 7 N £ 3 R 177 R S < [V
Dimitropoulos ¢ A (2020)%] X} # 4 P R £ 4 ¥ /0
FERFEIRIT MR Z oL BB R, JRy7 I
FARMME S B A B BEAR AR HARTE K .

BEAR L SE B 5.0 B TTRUR Z M 26 R A
BT, T4, & B G BRI IF e g7
T, WREEREmE A, BSEEEREL 2R T
TS il B A AR AR R, LR RIS AT 0 BN A Y
AFBE XAERE R, DX AR AR T
TS A . — T B RS, R E
FLA SRS 5 T T 38 3 A~ B B (B B IG5 ),
MW ER, BT INSEPR b IR BATAH M T
TP EE T ) I T, WL Es
RN RMEEET B, XL T WX —
O B, BB — AT E R S R
FEAR (RSB 5 AR B GRITRUR ) Z 8] X R i BF
SO, FIREAAAE RN ISR B HREE . BLAh, XFF
JAELE R F J&, Perepletchikova (2011)IAN, &
STEEAERES L SIRIT A R TEG, HAh AR i (AR YT
FRIE . WRITIREE . WU R &) T ReAE L P 31
WER A PE, RIE T ZE LR AR

LU, DA 5 1 B, SRS RE 0 B
TBITROR R BN IARS, 7T REIE T 0 52 B S AR
BRI Flh0, Brown 58 A (2015)7E M & 5L
BE AT 00 2 B2 ) R, TR TR ) — BoME s R A
%, JF R BbHEWr, DA 00 6 45 2 7] R %
BEAE T3 DU AN 7843 BT 5L . Power 48 A (2022) 145
SIS BT AE A A TG T B AT BE R & g ik Bk
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XN 2, SE I d ) = BE LA . RO
GRS AR NRRT . XA, ZR T
YN SRR AY S SR PR R, BEA T i
A — B Z5IBAE A N7 o Peterson 55 A (1982)
033 A Xof PR 725 g %) SO A R 7™, TR AR AR
S L EN B 2 R SRR R AR ISR, R
BRI E R E” . X — AR T O B2 R
Jrik SRR, e O HE YT X 28 A A ad FE AT,
AR TS 0

A, OHEIGTTRCRIT S R £ H AR 2 P
IBIT T IR AT AT R st o XA YT AR
WK AT AT A B8, #R L Z00 LAB DR A YT 7 SRR et
St S R4 (Perepletchikova et al., 2007), R0y
PHYAYT 52 B A B IT AR R AE 7 T8 )2 T A%
DH IR (McHugh et al., 2009), & LS A B
PR W SRIGTRIT AL, AR SE B (36T L TT BEHLAS:
BOR, HXACE W A TT 0 S 5 2 5 mepT
A A [ (Perepletchikova, 2011) 76 FL AL I PR IR 45
Hh R 1 T B A X Y LSS B R D) — U, (H B
FEAETPARIRIT 7 BRI —F5 3K, AR LA & RS
JFE SRR, T 3K 28 N T %o RS A R N o
32 LEETERE, ERERE?

J X R IT L EEPEAG 09 05 — AW WA R,
o T T S B 1 R A SR 2 BR ) VA o U 1% 2R 3
(8% A FE ), M E T MR (Greenhalgh &
Papoutsi, 2018), WK, ZEIMTIAEEH, —1fi
15 KT BIR 7 I A B ) 512 7 R i — S S T A
TEREAIBIT BN T s, X 2 S Ry Im
B AT 717K F-(Dobson & Singer, 2005), SR 1M, “V&
Y7 VARG B9 7 487 5 < S A N IR I 1D SRR YT I R 7 48
P B2 P S A R B 01 o BRI — B0y yT I
TE LB R U B VR TT 28N R e RV 27
M2 NHES D HIRIT R R R AEER, &3
A R S M S T 3K WK A B BHH IR T R
5o XZME Rk — L8, KA T Re AR 0 B
IRIT RIS Y R SR M B SE i X — i FE, AR A
A LA SE 2o I A0 BEYA T B ST B SR S, [ B RS
S RIEEN S, ERT, NS RERIRIE
I7 Y s SR, X AR UE B 5T S0 B A R Y Hi
1R, TR PR LR, Kendall Al Frank (2018)42 H %
B SI2 PE eR ) RE 1E (flexibility within fidelity) /R
SfHB IR T XA G0 . MTEE Y, AR AT T TS it
HRALFE AN AT Bk 5 2l A9 4% 0 B 43 (core components),

A 456 AT AR 478 S0l 2 55 0 SF U 5 R AR 1 AT R
YR A% Ah FE 9 43 (adaptable periphery) . 2% B A IE
P Bk 2 b SR YT O 28, JF AR LA L B AR T 00T
MO B0 R TR R, MRk DT & A
A B BEA TS AL % (Kendall & Frank, 2018).

FATR A O BR YT R — A B i
R, B M TBORO RN KRG HIE
W BT AN ZIR AT, A WA E
H b SCiti . FEfTF ST, B RMAFB, Xk
FHHHE I RAR? X T —ME, €KL
e £ W AR P 25 % BT FREZH80A
SO, SR, PR R Ak 2 S 0E A 1Y i
AR TR S B T TR it g B R R 8%, R 52
UERF Y 3R W X REBUR A 301 o itF— 2D b, dnfa] )
WGy 7 IR B8 T INA RS 7 X I R IA
ST RSB  F R DL, B SR Y W R B 2E
7T R B R VEAS 1 2l e

R T BRI A HEAT, WP B SSUERF SR R
B, FER A DR TR R, O R
FEAR USRI A5 R, X AU 3 IR R
XF 37 (McHugh et al., 2009). JGiganfa, 7EHFSE M
G PR, B BGE O BRI — 2R F H AR, —
A [m] (14 5 SR AE 2 BB % W A% 16 7 T AR 16 T g B
AT . TR EESFIRIT TR, =X T RHAT
RGBT ™ ) S0 TP AR A
IR i BRI AT I S A
33 RBELEAEMRMIEKPEER

TEVEW T 50X E VR, TLIRR,
ST R 2 1Y) 00 B I AR PR S e T 55 . A
SR VEAG O A T I PR S 0 Y DG AR AR, S
JE S 2 e SEUE RIS 1) N BB NSRRI, LA K
& I R S5 B v i B R TEAG, WEAEBEE X
(Brown et al., 2015),

TEPRUE N PR ALCRE 7 T, S8 92 B DU A B FEHERR
TR ST < A 2 R X — AR v H A R
[K 2% B9 I (Perepletchikova et al., 2009). 7E A<l
HAOSTEMERT, BERTER B, ik
B2 R R B R R T IO A B, 30 2 At
K2 PTaK g, IR 97 45 A W i, 00 2 4]
RARIT T RAGTCR, SARIT IS Y, f 2
HoAl I 2 T3 FrZ8t(Moncher & Prinz, 1991), HA
VLG BRI A8 92 B B = O AR, A RE IR A <
OHIRIT T RA G R A RO X — R, i — 2,
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A LICR T B 7 A IR T A R 2 KRR B
FeE THEORGIRE, NAEZ KRR EIRT HABIE
Fr S PR R YT S S B, AT B X3 T B
Jiti F4) R AN 7 T —2 7 4 18] B ) B9 ROR (Bellg
et al., 2004).

TE 2 o AN AR Ty T, S8 2 BEVPAN AT B T
A RO BT P AT ST 1 B 4 2= HAB A 85,
FLASTENEFE T S ANTE I R b S . WFSE 18] A AT
M RN T R AN 5 53 S it ek 7 v A
BRAE Ak A 9l 42 45 110 FA AR (Moncher & Prinz, 1991),
TC e T I T U7 G50 28 IZ Wik R IR ST Ok,
WFFE 2 B0 BAR YT IR T 2 1 A~ T0URS i 114 40 5
LA RMEAR R, X2 N 20K B AR W2 7 A
WX X AR ST 7 AT IR AR TEBGEAS BLH
HUA Y — I TR it S 9 BE e ELYT AR i,
MBI FE 2 BB T7 I A AT A5 O AT IR AR ST SO
F(Bellg et al., 2004), X Z, #&—TALLAY T HHR
I RRE MG, B H AT T R L
SEBRIT RO MR, R R ISR, R 24
B9 B AS K T 4 B B (Borrelli et al., 2005;
Moncher & Prinz, 1991),

B 7 ORBEBE SRR, SR ] LR Ry
i VAL 9 2 UK, B S AR T e A 2
%o RS EA S RN BRI AR, HIF
it 52 BE B R B AL 1R T TS T A TR AR
Blo B IR R HPFARR TP I e S5 AL | fiE
g AR T I, DL R R T A 5
(Borrelli, 2011; Waltz et al., 1993), .4k, M ST
JEVEAL R AR B A5 SR T DUAR T T 1T 5
PRS2 (1) ) BT IR 6 FUHE i il R 15 AN 05 355 WA
WP B K S A O I IR RO 1, LA ST TR
A4 (Perepletchikova, 2011; Waltz et al., 1993),
APPSR, ATLOKRIERIT TR WEIR
ST BB A6 7 I iX =i A ek ok,
T Waltz % A (1993) BT FR 4 S 15 A6 3 (feedback
loop)”s A2, FESZRE R IPAL T3 O BRIE T 1 L
P E RN i, A A% J7 30 4 o

AT — AT ST, DR R
TP . HAFLE G, IR R L | R
AR A0 TR LA 240 40 08 5 4 s B 1 1S4 o 1
YT AXERE o AR, RN T BAE 5 B R ST
LR TE A A B, AREORVEAG L SEEE, A
T A 25 R XE LA NAF IR, 2 A SERE Y

YRR, BRI & R R AT 4 . 20
MM AT Bl LU B S R R A 0), PR
b A v A B O T S AR 7Y A9 SR DL A SR
7 B AR o 255 S AT BE S B (E, IR T o
SEN AR AT, BT BRI £ 0 PR
ESRAY TP IR IR . WM. TR . X
ANTESCEYE, WAL B 52 R A AR TR A AN 8 ok
HRERRETEE T, ZORBITEE SGA ST I 6 1
B RIS B A DLBEEE = J7 K, AT g0
AT B AL E BE A R . P, IO BR T
MBS RE, SR e At R R S Al

4 LEBTEAIENIAEGUNERER
FiBR 1%

41 BEENEMN ERE —NREREE

SRS EE ) B A kR TSR, T
VS e A B e . MRS, AT HEM
EA R AR . SREW . ORI A
(Moncher & Prinz, 1991; Perepletchikova et al.,
2007; Schoenwald & Garland, 2013), WERTHER
REEWA AR — i s SR A 1B AT,
RUITAL B A S R, RAEIE/Z . iR iCm
SR B G0 S BE AT AT EPAN 3 — ol DU e A
F WL 4 15 (observational coding), AL T 1%
TEFR AR HE, K2R i I R S R AT
FRVE, JFLAMC PRI 1 S5 FE 25 R (Brown et al.,
2015; Waltz et al., 1993), AR IEREAT LU S
Ja PR, AT LR B 4% W %% (Rodriguez-Quintana
& Lewis, 2018). T 41 (1 WL 46 1 G 9 L 4 A A
RS EEVEAL <4 bR (gold-standard) (Borrelli,
2011; McLeod et al., 2013; Rodriguez-Quintana &
Lewis, 2018),
411 MBEHEGEHMNETR

W2 1 s D 32 2 B 1 T 0% T L R A A 9 R
(checklists)E i1 5 1 7 (rating scales) . £ i HLil
WA E B AT L R R AR R < R A /AR R
A AT HEAR o TTAR N IR I B2 3k U 36 T L
Oy B, B LR SRR SRR
43 FOAE Ry J0 S 25 5 (Borrelli, 2011), PPAE R (L
S b ) U B AL RS A0 ) PEAL o 8430 BT 4
A it Sk 0 S0 SE BE PG TR, WA AT oI T ik
By A8 S B IF Al & 3 (Cognitive Therapy Scale -
Revised, CTS-R) (Blackburn et al., 2001), zh#L=
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Uik I7 R R SE B PE ff & % (Motivational
Interviewing Treatment Integrity, MITI) (Moyers
etal., 2016)% AP, WAFTE—LEIF A IR T4
SY LA S SRR SR, AN RO B 2R T
I G 7 W PEAT )1 i #2(G-COMP) (Brown et al.,
2018)0 A WFFE U B BT 1 B 7 vk 04 TC B T
B, W 258 N 51 A A7 g il i 3 (0 McLeod
ctal., 2025), 85 0 H 4 THpE T B IE
(E 7y wRaE L BARAT R4 B AR
BUTRE, RLRARYT I AT S K S AR AT IRy,
a2k, W3 8. 58, 780, BFRE
Fe b fdt TR 8 bR 2 A HR TR, JF HARMETERF L4 5
Fh B I Ok (Schoenwald & Garland, 2013; Waltz
etal., 1993), £ Walton 5% A (2020)fY T/EZ T, 2%
R e = FE g ] L SE R R S AR .
Peyser 55 A (2021)7E —TiEF X6 I7 #F £ B A5 (4 BF
FEH R, 2B W T o R E DF T &
KR IEA I E TR, BMEDBMRMERT
Wb R, HEFWIFAGE —. a4
X 58 3% 1Y TR, BFSEE AR E S [ Al 53
B IEAE TR o X AMEOE A AUECRARTS, WAF
ERUEMGITEE laa
412 VBEREGEHNETE

235 BT bl AR ST R UL M A B DU
FEAY SCHRk(Behn et al., 2023; Brown et al., 2015;
Devane et al., 2025; Hill et al., 1992; Jelsma et al.,
2015; McLeod et al., 2025) K #H B J7 B 2% A 1
(Heilemann et al., 2014), 74 WL m s 1 P-4
HFEAEE T (LR 1),

413 WERERGBENRBERRE

1 Ry S 55 BE AL B < A pm i, WREE T 4w G 1Y
A (HEENE . % IR+ 2B,
e RIT i B A E B AR, et R
— 2B R BRI (Waltz et al., 1993); ()& WL
P o AT PP4r 2 XRS5 BRAT R EA T P4,
HE B v6 97 IR 5k U5 2 32 W K & ) 52 I (Borrelli,
2011)0 BRI, 12X N TIPS Ay ok 1
P00 TR) R

TSR A B o SR g i T B O
YIGR P43, 30k Al I il Ay — 30 5 3 5 4 HL Ak
AR M = 19 TAE(Ahmadi et al., 2021; Becker-Haimes
et al., 2022; Peyser et al., 2021), M| HE LR
e  ERITEAG 3, BB AL, BIRRA
KN S1¥) J1 (Perepletchikova, 2011), 7E4d FH W
B E ST, Bt Uit [ mT s 40+ /i
(Brueck et al., 2009; Schmidt et al., 2019; The
Project SAFER Intervention Team et al., 2013), 7£
BTGB B, T IR W SR i 2 F
YR B, Fras B b i — 20 B . gt —1h 1
INEF B SR AR AERT 2.5 /A, BIfHJE 286
B INIT R 30 /340 (Anis et al,, 2021), Hill
S5 N(1992)f 5 H A BA ST THAE SR T 50 A~/Neb it A7
T2 2 F Ve, e SRS A R K s 18
Ji o BN T A AR AE T 5 v 3 B S BT
At TRT G 20 S B A, AR X 5 oK 9T A BF 9% 0 SR AL SR ST
FE 16 0 55 B4 (Perepletchikova, 2011), B &%
FCHE T 227 HUG PRI E

FR SR B Z 58— (0 VP4l i o B FH Ot 5 3500 3

x1 UBRERBEHVELRE

W B Be

jlseugis

L. Bl ore i B
L. SIner B

WA TR A6 2k P B LS B 10%~20% 4R AS 1 S 00 2 % 42
1. WAPRITor & PRAH L SE B, GRIEARATA T H, W PEA bR

2. WA E X R EATIVE, X SEREARIR ABESE, HAM TRAS T ZREEELIEE
Grise, HE XS TP ER A IE Sk AR

3. PRERIEINIEER, BB EIT M E T bR

4. EE PRARBREOK, BB ARSSRME, EEESDH Lk AR
i) —S0ME (BIT-53 75 15 &, inter-rater reliability).

. S0 SERE VAl B B
I3 Z 1A A i B — B
IV, SR mT S Al B B

ANTR) VP53 35 S7 o TE SOREA BEAT AN o 8 (AN D ZH SURR VN AN S B A R T, DA AR IT

PEAG IS 8] — 2k . 3 % oK Intraclass Correlation Coefficient (ICC)RAGAH] 0.75 DI L,

#¢ Cohen's Kappa A% 0.70 LA I,
AL PE 50 N — B 1 (intra-rater reliability, BV {5 ).
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AR —tE . BH—, 7RI S0 2 mARfEL A 2,
WEZ MR T . IR i R B A 5 —
FLE (Waltz et al., 1993), siBEIITEI># ) Fefd 5
& ¥8 ® ol % Y (Rodriguez-Quintana & Lewis,
2018), TEBRZ H—brUERIIENL T, W A A AR
2 B S B % 5 TR B AS ] 0 v, SR
EA TH#TEE K (Waltz et al., 1993), 5
T TEMRMEVEAG 2 1, ME LA S 2 69T T
WEATRE B A9 B VE M 8 X (Moncher & Prinz, 1991).
FARAB OO, I il — 03 3 F BB A RURIT 2
RIE R, FF 00 8 PEAR X 4k T 2 0 AR AT Y O v
(Borrelli, 2011), {HIZFRABHLZ, — LT TRHE N
ST AR G B AT R OB M X 2 S A,
1 573 — 46~ TR il (A0 76 K 7 5 A7 7 BT I 2 37
BRI Z) WIXE LLREAS A (Waltz et al., 1993), 4
THEVESr 3 22 100 35 BG4 5 1 TR 7t 1) — SR A,
T 2 B2 6 H AT Bl (Borrelli et al., 2005), 55 =,
FEREAT S PPAR 2 T, 53k i = B 10 SO
FrifE(McLeod et al., 2013), FFAH AT M2 75 S50
TR AR (M) AR X 2 0, (HPEAS H AT IR
i (AT )N T B 2 0 4865 5 (Violante et al.,
2024), F5: b, HHTHICA N FIBG 7 i AR
JHEAT: 1 B9 FRUE(Borrelli, 2011), AS[E T2 R H R
B B IWAR VT (AN TR, 78 AT 00 4 AR
M3k i — 3 (Violante et al., 2024), AF5E W IESE, ik
T3 VTG BT 53 18] — Bt /K7 B KT
PEfii(McLeod et al., 2025; Peyser et al., 2021), 5§
U, 7E SRS SRR L, IRB = X AR R K
B 5 4 B R ME(Mller & Rollnick, 2014), BI#E5 H
TR (Likert F54%), HAXMEBAERZ L
RS AREMER S & T A —SUR ;R Tk
B — BT B L2 R8I, RN a AR & &
B B A fof A5 AF 5 3 M LA 480 A JE 008 0 DR DAy R S B
TS A R . AT L, A i = AR e AR AR
AR A T4 O E AR R, AR S 551
A —BCZ Y BT MG o X L S B
e 2 PPAL O A T 8 S BE 1Y 3l ) (Perepletchikova
et al., 2009), W5 A LLEHE JC N SEHR, ARZBH
3 70 BRIR T BRI 1 2 R . T R A e
A3 SV R o SRR AT N TP 3 A e i
AEiatt, DAFTHE M arfE s .
42 BEEMEBERUESERBRME

JUE ol R TR 4 g e 3k I RS R T DA A

FER A o g 2R, (H LA 5 AN — B 0 ff L)
FEFOR BRI G R T . 2 TgE
PGk i R PR, D5 3t AR R R T R A A
Rk, B TIEFRWIEIRAET, LUK
ARFRAG AT 4% 57 1 RS R PEAL 45 5 (Hogue, 2022),
LR AR e 4 S T R A 7 (written survey) | 47
MHEZR % (behavioral rehearsal)%% .

421 PFHEAEE

PR B AR IE 1T o MR
BHEHITIE AR IR A, DSk
4545 (Perepletchikova et al., 2007; Schoenwald &
Garland, 2013),

IRYT M A TR, BV R IG T W38 i 0] 45 5
AR A SRR . MR B R4
Be . A T R A, ST HAEREME, AT
Ui B FReH 5 T RE R — AP AT RS . ST R AT
fli 7. SR, YR I7IM AT RE ] ik = 152 B2 g A 1|
i ME LU AL A 847 M (McLeod et al., 2023), =
2k 2 RV RN S A TG fe Ak T SR it 1 45 AR
0o WAL, IR Y7 IR B 48 BRAR 2 R B, 5 R AE
IRYT a5 B2, 02 i 22 0 FT BE S A ik 4 1)
i1t (Beidas et al., 2016),

VYT I A A X R T IR E A O Rl
. BT EORIT IR EAT AR AT, R B iRl
BT 2R A LA 00 o AR SR ) 5 T 5R
] B2 HE WA 7 I LS B, — e P 25 44 Ak ) G R
WA AT PEl (Wiltsey Stirman et al., 2022), 5%
FW, JRITIC AR RE MR S IR 7 H R 1 55
il 91 B E (Stirman et al., 2021), BIME{C 5% TR
I7 IR G TT i B rf R A2 0 FHAE 0 1 R BER A
PEFEAR), LME LA ERR S 36 7 DX 2% T2 3% 14 ik
{T: 737K F(Stirman et al., 2021).

KeviE i, B Ik Ui & X 2k o BT IR
EZJOE % NN eI S S g 2 N A R S VN S R P
Wrya 7 S AR B . EX RN kR, SRUTE
A . VIREIR YT IS I B A S 5 4R LR Az
(McLeod et al., 2023), @i & & k5 & s, 6e
B RGEZ TR MIRIT NG . BEEZT
REMF W iE, B0 DR Ay e R . B
JREE AT BB A L R A R B A O BT
AR VRS o (R 5IRT I A ARG —FE, R
Vi 6 Z Bl A PORMET SR BAR 0BT
%5 (Borrelli, 2011), [RIAF, i35 o 7] G RS BE 45
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IRST I T T AN 58 A TR Y5 B (McLeod
etal., 2023),
422 1TAHEEE

TR HESR T, SRR A 545 1 (role-play) i /b
HELLIR A (standard patient)i:, ZERIGITINSZ )
FR <3 U TERR MEAC A B8 R AT R 2Rk . PPl
T I B ISR YT I LR 555 7 2R BUR VT A
HSLE (Beidas et al., 2016), %7 WAL HIE T
B BEAR AL, T RS AR B AP AT
XA T WA AT S (Il ) 42 A9 45 TR RR FEAT B
ML (Ottman et al., 2020), #R1M, T A OIEK
T EE R N R, XA 7 2R R Tk
BRI U A FLSE e RS ) vh Y SE PR B TR,
S ONE GIE R, AT R T S AN
RTINS “EAE T3 T3> (ST ) EAT 7)),
JEHAE L IATT Y STt A8 5B (McLeod et al.,
2023) BEAb, %7505 R R T 5 W 2 2K 0
B AR R Al A8 — BCPE [R] 25 (Ottman et al., 2020).
423 BRMWEBFENEEFFR

ST, AT U AR AR A AR, (R
oy Z B S VRO . AR RAEA A xb i 0y
AR AR P K A i 22 A5 WL IR B 2 R
(Borrelli, 2011; Perepletchikova et al., 2007), %
W, WBITINE A AR IO SR EOR U
e 4 5O 5EVE g 5 BT A 25 Y RE OGP AR
(McLeod et al., 2023), BJfEJE 2 i 258G
FPOm, H A A IR K AR SR AT 2 25
fiti (Becker-Haimes et al., 2022), FI3EMATEE, 178
HEghik BORTE DT 6 B ™, (B PP IR R
FLIAYT ISR, HOR B DR AR 5 — B A
o R, AR S 7 1 S S B PR 4R
T 41 A9 AL f (Borrelli, 2011; Perepletchikova

etal., 2007), {H H i 58 & 1E 0 W A%k 1
RApabse, midEAE A B PPAL B
43 HERLENEFENRBRESE
25 LRI, O R SR AL SR & O ik A B A
JR BB (L3 2):
SR, R AR S ik, O
AREAR LSS IR IT (R S AT HESR L 5 Uk
YA O R SR B B RS . Bk, 2k
HE RS PEAR (A% 00 T Q] i e & bm
L 4 i 3 T TR IS ) S AR 0 AR — 507 R A
AR AT 5 7 Rt = PRl 283 G A Dy TR T

5 IR EXENEN G U
TR B & R

Sk R B T ik ), AT AT R
AN IT 1) FoR W —J& DLEE ST 58— R PP HE
W5 TR R A RER I LA, BRI
PSP AR — W TR LS AT E YL AR B
BVEAG AR R B AR BB, & L6 R X e A )
R, Ry RN — 0[]

51 MEERZILHE, BErELEMNNEESRE

DIRYT RS E - THH ., Ag
I RGACTTAL O BRIE YT S 1 0 ) 25 08 A0 ME 2 A
F, HAEH#ET: (DHZIEEA BSLE &AL
43, BNERARESE —; (2)He b S B I i 1 A S
(3) 7 IR YT B A5 7 ) 7T L ER AT A A bl SRR
M, FIHAESLAY B B2 AT R4 — SR R
RN —SE R, A HER KB G T
U Pt RSB P AR A AE R T A
T ARERE, JE B Rl SEMERE AR =2
51.1 #ME&IEZR

Carroll 5£ A\ (2007)42 H} 77—~ T 10 92 )i 1. 5%

x2 LEAFEXERAENEAENREERR

M7k F JRIFR
WG i it L PPASRIE e . TN, I LKA TP, A & & o
(M) 2. AABTEAG < bR 2. BRZ G —HRE, PP — B XELLRIE .
3. A S AR —BUR B IR, T RGE PR .
F5 T 9 Ak Lo APl A L [HEIEAL, 5552 A IRFALHM | 10122 | AR B RON %

2. AR BEZTT LA

PSS A

2. APEEVEAR, DUE AR TR

110 He ik L A AR A 5
2. RATHE WL

1. JERR PP FLSIR YT I RSB
2. [AIREAFAE JRUAR oo FPFAli AN — S [m]
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FERIBESHEAL o IHE AR AR ARy 1 B 5 i
IREE R Z (B RO A A2 i, IR 404 o 4>
FRAE R R AR RE, B ()T <N A A
MR E AL 3, () E B A (A5 )2 & 5T 40
@) WA ERAT G I LU @) IR IS F]
SR MERBE— AR, KRR 23— R
A5 PR AR AR, R A R T IS T ISR i Y B
fifp . LR v T TS A Y R . T TR B A
i, PLEORUIE R B . T RS IR 4
RESCER, IZHERR BT ) TN A Ae & AR
A, LI RIS HE A8 52 FE 16K 25 T
SYFRCZ I FR o i SR T T A T L
R, TSR T 3R B8 Ak 0T B 21 1o 7 1 3R
i, DU RE AR 2 OHE T I A B, AR T —
AN RSP R S8 B S HE S

Carroll 55 N AUHEZR A8 T 0 S0 B AE T BT
M ARG R, i 7 HAEE, JREM T
KPR, SR R I e A T R 2
% o HZHESRIRAAAE LT R (1) B AR DG
R g, S BE N P AR TR R AR AL IR M (2)
A T 3 IR YT Y T TS A S5 e iX — 5 T ik S
TETHAT S HE B, AHR BE FE 43 P B AR ML 0 HEAT:
= FHBIK KR
512 &@MAXHEHESR

O TR 4B g RS T T 0 1 A T Y
WTHELE, 20 iR 5, AIoh.OBA YT 8 SR
M P22 0 Horb, R TR B AT AR BEAL S
#4575 (The Transparent Reporting of Evaluations
with Nonrandomized Designs, TREND)#E %2 (Des
Jarlais et al., 2004) Al 5K 2 % 45 4 — #r
(CONsolidated Standards Of Reporting Trials,
CONSORT)HEZE (Hopewell et al., 2025), & E
TE A2 2 W58 1 35 W R0 405 BokE, N2 BOR
A AL Z AL, 325 DX FE i & T AR RS AL
Xof BRUEG, TS & T BEALA A

TREND HEZET 2004 4 3 H fi SEE B L
(CDC) 3L i 95 7 T By WF 58 25 & (PRS) T H 4 2 1,
LG —A 22 B ALV L, B 7ETR FARREHLY IR
IR IR 5 bR e AL . 78 TREND FEHE R, 5 S0
ARG S T 0 — 00, SR A g vh 1 Bl e
8 AT THAL ., THUrs. TRt
BT, TR | TIEREE | B ER BRI SE
] (S AR YRR PR« IR 38 | DL R e

AR M T B 1T 19 35 Bl (Des Jarlais et al.,
2004).,

CONSORT MEH W T 1996 442 (Begg,
1996), £t 2001 4 (Moher et al., 2001), 2010 4
(Schulz et al., 2010) PR IRAETT, e iAS 12025 48
J% #%(Hopewell et al., 2025), F35—1~ 30 T AH
A, I RAS A CONSORT X 58 4t st i ok <4
BEVEAN A T PRI, JF RIS S B S
1 4% H (Nielsen et al., 2024; Schulz et al., 2010),
RRAMEAR R, il R T TR 00 SR AR R
(Template for Intervention Description and
Replication, TIDieR)F 2014 4E#$ i, LY &
CONSORT 74 W], $& fit = Tl 4% Jifi fifi i 240 19
(Hoffmann et al., 2014) . 57 iY 2025 Bt CONSORT
HEZR L BT 299 A5 A8 552 J8E R O 18 < TR X B 0,
IR T A A b i B T R RSB 8 AT
T TR B B LR A3 . TS s S
[A) R SE Rt R 2E I ) A E R R . BT AR
FOVFERAR IR AR R T T 45 T T TS Bl bR A,
DL 4 52 8 % 802 5 & KON M/ R i
(Hopewell et al., 2025),

TREND HEZ2 Fil CONSORT HEZE (}% TIDieR i
B T I b AR SR AL T AR, A B TR
R e BRI T A L (B SERESR, T LA
OB YT LR N R A TR e A RIS A
550 BA YT S8 92 BE DN 4 1 AH OGP 11, CONSORT
PR a2 T BT A2 50 BT B 4 4 19 4
Fd CONSORT-SPI 2018 (Montgomery et al., 2018)
i B, SR, 5 Carroll HEZE—FF, X LEiH
FHAE S [FIAE B A 0 T TR it ) 43R 1 2 s T 2
W, TIDieR T EIRL T IR G, (HEE 4
X EEyT A, A, MAERE R, Lopez-Alcalde S
A (2022)38 H, @ FHAEZE R BRI 55 A 5 0 J T
oS REAH SC R OCBE LA o BT XX — ), AT
TEA T L 1A RO BT 50 T 0 17O BT 95
M i 45 (Reporting Integrity of Psychological
Interventions delivered face-to-face, RIPI-f)if £,
FPRICLE TIDieR 457 H8 4h | HR MR T 0 R
7, I TR A S i )2 B
513 T AXLEIESR

Bellg % A (2004)5" J& T Lichstein 55 A\ (1994)
MRS (WA SCHS 2 1), R SE I [ S7 TUAERIFSE B
(NTH) 5 36 [ .0 I B & (AHA) 3L 7] B 57 B9 17 8 2



1852 L B OR 2 ot R %34 %%

AR 85 (The Behaviour Change Collaborative, BCC)
MR YT L SE B TAR R T — A% FHER LT
fii#x >N BCC HEZR), FFIFAGTT o oir 28 15 B I
1999 4= #3 7 B A I 5 301 H 1 /B SE 1  BCC HE4E
TR R A T T A i SR 0 e a2 A b S 4 R
TR — M 5 i, O R SE PG R R S
AR PRIt BRI EE . BT BT
HWRRITATEh Ak, IR T A
W Borrelli 45 A (2005)Fi 5 ) FHIZHESE 1 2 &
TIF R IT SRS S PR bR, FRAE 342 T
WFoE P IGAE T HA R, BCC HEZRTE 2011 445
BT —REH, WA TR e i
RAHE ., BIWRAMZ oo B5mHNE
(Borrelli, 2011),

Borrelli %8 A (2005)1AK, #H%F CONSORT
HE 28 (Moher et al., 2001)#1 TREND HE 4 (Des
Jarlais et al., 2004), BCC HEZR7E 5L B Al X —
LTS EE N 5EE . A, RN E
HEZR B S FHANTE . SR, JRA W B AL
Anis %A (2021)IA 4, BCC HEZETE B0 Y AL Ak
PEAGTRRE . VAN 7 ik, DA An o] 5 <k L
Aefm s A VRIT T R E T E, k= DIt .
WA, NEHERE, OCHEGITF AT LER T
TTNME, MIEEERTRAFE RIS
PR 2R (3 2 PR 28 07 7 il ek AT g 4 B R B); A
WEEM AL &, BCC MEZRTE N E TR AP, X ik
RN ERARR . Fik, R BCC HERREF
WRSZNMH, EATHEEZETEZEO0HET
A,
514 BELENEEZRNERE

AR I R X S S B A A R A3 1 AT
THAEERLRE, EEATT AT RE B A FE 4 R A A A
T I A S B A 7 52 B 484 B] B (Toomey et al.,
2020), Hpi<HIRIF, ANHES o FRE ML, B
e m 42 A7 T, % T ol B AR TF 5 S
BTN B PR B A B A R . BbAh, BUAHERR LR Z R
REHE S5 & QAT B 8 T 009 35 1 A o (TR T
S L IERAE ALY, BUANTRE g 5 45 SR e
F A B E R . WSS a5 7 12 (4 R R
PE &, IO HESR (008 4 10 72 B2 i AR 2 LA ok
PES 3 22 ) AR AN — SO AR AR [m] 3, 78 3 o 15
T, MEZREE M EE RO £, O ) fE AR Y
FECASA 4 10 0 ) B S 15 J (Toomey et al., 2020). X

B J5 R 25 F 5 35 A MO N B 5 3207 AE 2R3 ok
TN
52 MNHREER, W FHEEHITHERER

T SESE FE EEHE AR R SR TR B, B 5 S 0 A
PWEH, TR R B, SRR
T BUE MR Ay . X AR T XWAT M R AR
(Behavior Change Techniques, BCTs) 4% . BCTs
B ST TR I T U L AT & i 5] R Ak
P AR5y, FEA TR E BT N
FALH (Michie et al., 2013), %> BCT Al HIA N
BB RN, BRI, e Al
Ho %05 B T IR =0 RS i
Ge—FlR, LA X A S5 B I P B A R — 2
T 72 A 19 TR A5

2SR A ML ) BAR 2 Michie 55 A (2013)
TFR AT J A8 $ AR 73 26145 — ll(The  Behavior
Change Technique Taxonomy v1, BCTTv1), %5
i AR AR, K 93 I BCTs 4k 16 251, 14
BT —NHAEBRRN TR RS, K
NS T IS, Z RN ) — EETTRUR 1R
HET R — I T A . A SCEEBE R
Wb, £E3# 0 BCT $efit 7 #AEvE 3G (DR &)
W Rt . ZHE. RR), DR
HORIT ISR VIR T8, Q)RS ARG
“A1h7, AR TIE — RT3, AT
WIEEAT A/ s M RN ER 04T 2 BRI AR
SRR A B (4) 5 52 B HE SR SCHR A BOR
AR Flan, “F1 R i e SO TR
FAT RIS BB R s (il an, JEX .
B SRR BREE). BCTTvI B &
SO ERE SN RN &S E N E,

BCTs 4r2Kik L2 —22, BER/NZE G
KR EHRZ AT IR M) T T IR 19
AR P, T AART o — A 58 8 7 k38— R
%] BCTs L, AT L2230 F T it 44 (Intervention
Mapping)%5 J5 M vt (Kok et al., 2016), ZHF5THE
W, —A> 58 B AT O O T T S AR <A E AT
H br— 3 He 5 B R — DL B¢ 7 ik — b A 1
T R AR o Horh, PROE IR AR 12 A2 i s 1Y
LIRS LR, EAESE . ARAGE .
SRS . B RS, Bife. AR E T
M. P47 RS g R R A6 ek s B AR R,
RIS H0 GRIR T i 8 2 ) VE e &5 1 T
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W7k, MRS B — > 58 B T I R R &
BCTs 1 AH S BFF 52 4 B 4 34 T Tl it £2 1t
TINEwS%, XL IR B E N & A
—En A EE R L, 4RI, 5 BCC HEAAEAE
B DB [R) (RTIA 5.1.3 719), 1T HBUEHARE L%
[F T BRYT, AHREMISRMNS BCTs Mk &
MRS RO HEIETT . BLAh, AR R EZE Ui T
fa” (RMEE), IR ¥ B ST A5 an e (kA
I WL, B8 T U AR A 5 1 0 H B 52
HET Py 56, (AR BE [ An ] PFAL T TS e 1Y
PATBTR .
53 MAIZIEZN, ERTERAREBITRY
LR Ty k2 A S R T e R Rk
WU VT 43 8 22 8] R — B (P43 (5 ) ) A, (L
HBARME G N T a5, &5 A4S 0] 2t TG 72 15
FIRAAE Y, 4 B LR, B RES
X —MER LR B . FL b, IR LT
O B2 R R AT G (A W 5T IR A0 I, QG
R M F R 43T (Linguistic Inquiry and Word
Count, LIWC)RZHATHIE . NS LB 7
Mr(Pennebaker et al., 2001). F A F O FRIEIT B L
JEPPAR 45U, Tmel 45 A (2019) il FHHLEE 2% 2] 7 1 4
BRSO ITAUN Chen 45 A (2022)ffi
BERT G #8, X IAHAT M7 ik ORI T A 3l
s, LM, Zainal %8 A (20250 F B 9815 5 4
H(Natural Language Processing, NLP)& 114l 15
T INAT YT IR (GACBT) 4 . L EEIRYT &
S RE I 20 B E MR ——3CA, 1518 T AL
e F AL PR XI5 . Ahmadi 25 A (2021)%filf
FABLES 2 2 A D BRI I g R £, H )
i R 7 15 1Y R ILAR T HE ALK P (50%), 8 43 J5 i

C LI H NP I PERE

F1 30 9 65 057 I 0 98 0 B AR B i, TR
TEGEIR 5K A I RIF BT h AL W o esb, T
AL E SCHAB AT, IR 35 1 F Bl 2 i A
RYR LLGE o BB A SPGB R I R, AEPPAN
M —Etk ERWE A H5 IR, Zgmbleas
A IT AT R R . B —, BT I ZRAR e
Ko BT A BRI . X T BRI OR UL, 18
25 R ] ol o AR IO B LS 3R T I SR AR I
HME, IR B ORI ZR b RE, ARMECRIEAL
meer I B R . B T B, B RCRIE
M T YN ZR 4R ) o (BRI AR i) o SR,
i R N TR+ 8 B, SECY R 3 B
BIRAS B o 28, 2 ARRE I 25, N ILEEREREST
HEASHLATIR . N A7) IR B, i
HOMELLR T H A RIR T I5 o I, A Bhd
P SEVEAE A IR AU — BUR e B B A%, B
o SE 5 A 19 53 R EEORS 240 ) U R SR THAE BE

g5 FRTR, RS0 SR B SO Y I R
JRFREEE LR 3,

6 MRRE

LR EPA, O BA T E SE BE AI  E EB
WHEZR IR 5], W ERTHoR IS0 . A
AR RTESERE T R, B TR S
AREFIIEVIFT R . BT, A MHEZ G |
P 5 55 BN = A2 TR B AR D51, I e
SRS ARG S BE I g — A0 1) KA Y T REBA
6.1 FEXTEBLEMEER

— A BRAR A G I A 2R N PR AR > 10 B
HR, LA A% T o R e SR, 04

®3 NABRLETGHUHERHORB/IBRD T

W R i WCHE A [ 7 AN — 3R] A
T EE A HE R — PEF W0 A S AR I ek N 2 DL BSGE R — B
Jey B AR AERT AR I R R
T > Sk — e S fiidk o LR YT T WU i P2 416 2 2 A il ik

Jitk, VARG A —BUn
Jey B A BT U B (IR AR, R R MEAE
(ELARHARNEAT Ty LRI AT S7)

IREAUBIIPAG P08 BB TR AR R, S0 BRI AL 5 o3 S BERY | B R 5 5 1 ke 388 N T4 1Y
Ja b AL SR GRAT 5 #E e R ik A1 1, Hz e A—Enli,

AETI 220

JR R AR AREARL S AN, i AR AT
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JTE A RESRE AR R A BT, W TREND #iE
R 2004 FEBR U B RA BT BCCHERR
FRERHEASRE PRE. MLZT, HTH
T B 4 5 9 CONSORT HE 4 (1 58 i A
(Hopewell et al., 2025)%: | — i A% (Schulz et al.,
2010)TEZS RIS A 01, JFHRHE T 78 %
KA T BRI A ) i RS, [EAS 2
BeAh, HEZE N 2 B TRAL IR AE SC B . 52 AR HE
DRSO, 4 ThI B 5 0 5 B A BB, D A3
& AEBE 1R Al 34 T 1 B S8 92 BE K SF- ) R Y IXC
gy M. R BLA A HE 8 (41 TREND/
CONSORT ., BCC &)X # AP 4 BE (450 73 A 58
# (Borrelli, 2011; Des Jarlais et al., 2004; Hopewell
et al., 2025), FEREPEAT S 4EFE IR G-COMP 54t
A 4t2 8 (Brown et al., 2018), {H7E “Unfa] By
L BV T TR I LA < A e sy g 0k JEAE
A7 R A R T AT SR AN I o X 3 — [,
A MHEZR BT AT A % BCTTv1 43 FEXHATT K
ST E L2 HE (Michie et al., 2013), DA Smith %
N QQO14)TE B TG it Ik ik X 47 Sy Bl et 1) i 3k 7
o WEAN, FIWHIRTT I AT ) K, AT 5] A fE
T AR BT I AE 07 2 45 B 1 (Dreyfus & Dreyfus,
1980) ZA AR AT T3 K AR AHT T . =g
T MAEE | KW E L X IAB B, IEX B
By S RVRRIE HEAT 1 U, X — R C B N
FT N AT R o7 i S 52 B VA 0 AR g 2 9k
(Blackburn et al., 2001), {43 4 45 (938 F
BoJa, O BEYR T A0S BEAE AR A R R R L
H, A # THEUESE B (evidence-based practice, EBP)
MR S TEIESCERIER N, THER T HE
K5 # BIRHE . N EW S e i RO BT ER T, K 24T
FAEM BT IR 507 e Lol fL e 1T A
(American Psychological Association, 2021; American
Psychological Association & Presidential Task Force
on Evidence-Based Practice, 2006; Melchert et al.,
2024; #ICE, 2012; #3CE S, 2017), X5 G
SCRE R IEA B AR — B, TE T LAY SR S
PR UESE A% o — D7 T, S B R R IO
RS FAS LUSC St | 4ERF A e A9 T (Bond &
Drake, 2020; Cook et al.,, 2017; Marriott et al.,
2026) F3—Jr i, “fta WA EAPE S S A
7 B IR IR Ok FUE o BOA IR TERT T 2 Ak
Wi, BB R ES I, ES R NIRIT

eI AR . McLeod %5 A (2013) ik — 4 i
BT ZEZEMR: “RMNE AL TIRT T2
B I LG T e AR I IE e <“BEARMEAT 1
ZETIRIT MG R % Mk He g, i« L mlt i A1 0
DRI LB W 1 YA T U2 75 ELAEHL S A T Sk Ui
FRAE . A (E W5 aT o H om0, AR I S B 21
SR RS L AR, X TR T
I R S B B i, 4 o0 FELA SR R 45 1) i 8 i ot L
A % & Y (Goldman et al., 2001),
6.2 BUBILESZ—NEMIRE

TS HE AR B AR NS G2 ) R0 k(i
CI D= o] TP (E 38 s S o R R N G
B, AU RESSE RS 1), WhJI0K H G ¥ o 18 B
IR TT R AR LB Ty W 5 — U .

B, TSI LAY ER o
A WERIIATE AT o Leijten 25 A (2021) A9 — i 2
RXIETT LA B PR BOR BG AT T A4, BT R
W SRS T IRIT AT SR YT AR H Y
FHICAHT . XHVARYT B 0 S S B SR YT RUR (E Y
FHICAHT . OSSR, DR
HF gttt 7 Fhofeng . —A~ 70 8 i i S
AR R R A A AS [R] 3R ms  pR3, A4&5 2%
TR UK T RS MR BOEIT AT, LSS A
AL LA

HR, 75 80 BIETY S5 A — & ReN SLHIE
W SRR WA IS . IFELTRBER T Z
AR HLE . AEBLIESEER A, Xl Al AR i
23X — ) W RO TR SR S AN (HOR
[ T 0 A 3 XL T A A A A 25 5, X [R]— 22 43
M F ¥ 1l 8 % A A A (Rodriguez-Quintana &
Lewis, 2018). o fif oy m) i, 7] % B2~ 45 R 1]
& PR IEHE B3R (Evidence to Decision, EtD)
HEZ2 19 8 # (Alonso-Coello et al., 2016), EtD #2{t
T—MREM L, WIERHFRAZUWIETE, A
45 4 1 PR 28 30 T8 U i BT e s 1, X
S B B BRI AT N 38 S (TR0 2 AT B2 A
) ot A B S Y R G B P R VS A,
W] o B A R AR S, ] PR i = AR 2 %
TGI8 AR HERAT BT A . 008 B 5] AL
TBIT TR, TIAERRE TTAEHESL S, AT S A
%, WAFTE N L 58 W AR, BT 1SS
it ) T Pk A o ok S TSR A {4 A S R I
W) G R s 1 B A SR X RS BE KT s AR B
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BT, ARRE W& R A5 5 % Wk 4R AH
24, TS — i s A iR,

MR, AR BETEANTE G [F AT, o R AR
HER A Ak, B 1k PR Sk B 3 SR S B T 5 42 i IR
W {i (Leventhal & Friedman, 2004), HA&#:A4E
RN BRI BE T R, 1 R
FETERME T BURS ) S 2 0 X SRR
HESE— 244 3 A P4l A0 5 R R IR, 2
CE S B IEAR O ) . HARSSE, SR
PR YA 2R I AU IS Mg e R — B0k ) L) B TE AN
AEFHAR, BEF N —RILE RS
PME. TWEATMS T AANT, NEHIREL &
TlE—-EREER.

6.3 FAXNKEEREFABFHEIENS

FE 5 S 2 T, AN ZEPE 4 R O A
SR BN, TCHL B AR EEHE AR 5l R
FESRDR; B N TP A At BRI TR S
WIS . B, B SRR A TRt 11
L FRTERRUBE PP ROR, 28 (EA5 H R
F R, AT SCITIR (A8 3 5.3 ), E5AL
AT IR RN 12 A 22 5 bk
T 3 S A L T R S ) 3 75 BB 78 (Large Language
Model, LLM, #l DeepSeek. ChatGPT ., Gemini %)
Ay gt 3 — (] AR T 3L, AR O BRIR T AT
R R R L AE T T 5T 0 e S B S R
(Demszky et al., 2023; BI§ Z%, 2025; KER,
2023), LLM J&—2R4¢5k0Y . FET transformer 22
TR TE F R, SR B AR BRI A
BREKNSEME, EAETZ ARIETLEES
HP G T BN R R AT 55 1 YN 25 R AT BROAS R 1 1
(Kalyan, 2024),

METFHARE T, LM MR B IERET
HFEAR (few-shot)2£ 2 BE 1 . X BHRE, LFHD
St 14 78 5 07 R 2 (3753, prompts), LLM
EREPAT & A TR 55 o TR AR 7 Sl A HH
AR T3 B4 HK A (Kaplan et al., 2020)A8 [R] B, Hak
A7) B 18 3% EL 2 R ML A% 2 2T J g o Y B0
(fine-tune )77 (Brown et al., 2020), B &H A2,
DERRYT LAE T WA, 187 I A9 B AR S5 5 ok
Vi RN ELLFIHR R, B0
Bl TAEtL A EREX FIHENES FIBT6EN
R, HR 5842 F(Gumz et al., 2015), SEZIE
WP &K B, LLM 7] L B S0 RT3 E R h A

SO B A IR R S SR 0 B 4% (Abdou et al.,
2025), MR X b, BSEME AR T LLM
4 b B 1E F B 5 1R B 53 244E 55 (Brickman
et al., 2025; Demszky et al., 2023), K, ¥ LLM
FTXF 0 3E T BB AT A s b R ATEAS, A
B ARSIk F R, BABEENLS
BLAR 2 3T J7 Y6 X R FRAE B 45 i A A2 = 8 U 1| 2
AR

[FI Tt 75 A&, T transformer 2244 i LLM
TE B B AR ST 1 BA B PP (AL et al,
2024), SR, XFPEEHLIEIFALXT LLM 0
PIRYT SE A AT A M s ™ . S —,
A, LLM N siikbhae 3 2l 2 AR
FE P BIE T SR, X AR A A ) T
i U riBoklvp s 2 B R RR R, PRIE T 4
SRS ) —E (4 (Brown et al., 2020), 55—, MIT
SRR A, CHIETT ST R AR B T ™ A R
R VEGAESS . BR T RS A0 BR YT SUAR A
BAEAEEE SPEAh, TR Y i ARE XTI Ak,
A A MR IR . B, R4S LLM
Xof 7 ] 19 5 ATE 25 B 50 (Zhao et al., 2021),
(AT L 3 7 i 27 18] T2 (prompts  engineering)
XSS FE AR 5 B A PR L A R
S BN PA LR . AR, R A HE B g —
FITRPE R T O . HEZR G5 #4) f0 iy R A
PUE R EA B Fim LLM $2 4t s B R
W, MR LLM it k. =, MNEARFE
LF, A ZME AT B ReM 4 & LLM 4 i i —
FobE, w4548 L (Structured Output) . AL
(Aggregation) K i . )51 1 (Post-hoc Calibration)
497 8:(Gu et al., 2026), LLM [ S AR
FERR R A D AR E T

A LLM R ELART, BT TPl A AR (7]
KT gk, BFoE 3 HOBE S5 ol o A 3% 4% 43
Br, X ST B PRl AR P #E 4T 1 fk (Perepletchikova
et al., 2007; Schoenwald et al., 2011), XJE1E TG
ARBARFBAGO T AR Z W, 1 LLM £R
A 1R 8RR A, A5 X0 BUVA T o R AT 4
17 A0 E A PEAS B4 AT BE(Lim et al., 2025), R,
REKSE LLM B AE G O B A7 RSB I o 1) 32 401,
miEdEE B RN <GI#. 91250 RIEfRC
R A LLM O B G YT BE S RE A A Rk
(Wynia et al., 2025), {HAT 5 R KA B 58 R iE
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G Z2 P A IG5 R 00 BRYR YT L], LA AR
W A B i RS EEEAG TR X R, RE L
PR E X2, G IR A B R, EX)
ST RE 9 5 MR AR TT R 8 0 W 3[R 7
Ko KRBT — L RETEFAL . HEXAFTEIE
A PR E RS R 22 R, B 2 SRR
PRZR S0 B I 2 1y P 5 A Ak -

SRUE, A SO N A GRS B,
B LERPITAE OC Mol A B DGR YT it B i, A
T2 1 4 0 X D BR ST IR &5 AR 5 O . BT,
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Fidelity measurement in psychotherapy: Current status and improvements

YANG Haoran, SUN Huanxiang, LIU Xiaoming
(School of Psychology, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, China)

Abstract: Fidelity in psychotherapy refers to the extent to which treatment is delivered as intended, serving
as a key indicator of clinical quality and the reliability of therapeutic outcomes. Given the limited domestic
research on fidelity in the evaluation of psychotherapy processes, this article reviews its conceptual
structure and the rationale for its assessment, compares common assessment methods, and discusses current
strategies for improvement. Existing studies indicate that observational coding, written surveys, and
behavioral rehearsals each have distinct features and limitations. Across current approaches, major
challenges include substantial demands on time and labor, limited applicability, and low scoring consistency.
Recent efforts to develop assessment frameworks, specify intervention procedures, and introduce
computer-assisted assessment have improved standardization and efficiency to some extent. However, the
persistent issues of high costs and inconsistent assessment remain unresolved. Future research may further
refine the assessment framework, establish a more systematic knowledge base, and continue exploring and
validating automated tools such as large language models in psychotherapy settings, thereby advancing the
quality assessment of psychotherapy processes from theoretical advocacy to standardized practice.

Keywords: fidelity, psychotherapy, psychological counseling, measurement methods, evaluation framework



