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45 F3AehEE (HAN8 44 RN 124) -
oS L
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HIZTH»5 2 tﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁ)ﬁ‘k&oto FERA S, ERNIRRASE % 5 A3,
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FEBREE (HAN10: FEIA 15 44)
T5ZEEBETLMARIT,
AT o 720 AR O IRAP THE S N2 FIMBEIITBIC R 5 5 SEERBIR RS &
(AAQID OZAbZME Lz, ZO#E, HARNFEBR T, BHIRE L X THARKI

FA 4T,

DR (AT |
EBREE DS NE ST A Es2 M2 et 5 5 A

BRI T Wk

IRAP T®

PP E NEBREE T, MBI Z IERT, AR AAQIL 25K
DN AL, BEREUS

B ek

I. H&E

TR EE LT KNP > T BRI
fatiuix, ZoANEPFEISETHIEDPL VL,
MOEBWHFETH-TD, T Lo LiTHT2
ZED DD, LHL, ZOTENIRFICITEHS D
DEVHIZH -7 HE LAYV THHE0H 5,
FMBATENE 70 Y — > Y VR TBIO—DTH
0, EOATE)EEMES 2 BN & A 2 T A 5
TR, AEWHRN LAY S DRET S
ZENPREEIN TS (Hayes et al. 2021). 1
MIATENIE “ ATE) 247 9 IR E 5 TH S 2
CAFIZERS, & DAL BIFRD 7 W AT RIS
Lo THMNTHAITH LEXRINTVDS

(Trivers 1971:35)c HADWFE O TIL, Fifh
MIATEI DIE 212 b EAATEY &\ ) HERAMEH &
NBZEDDHDH, AU TIEAMBYITE %
M3 %,
AT ENIIE, SUIb, SREW, ER R
BHRFEET LI ENMOENT W5, Bl
(1998) &, Hk4 Z¥T T HEBIIAIMM AT S
ViRl = Nk ol BPSF- gl W) e B ol = I N E I
WE - HARTIT, HAOFEIZFMU 7B
AR DENE W RERE R L2, HAAX
HFITH T 2R 2B (B 21,
HOADPELATOULERLFYTET L)L
THMEMATE 2 17, MHFOKFEDL (HFoR
B S wA) ZEAT S L) LIRS
D720, FMBIATE O ARSI 2 5 & kN
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TWwh, HETIZ[PengCil GE-TL 2% -
TOSLHEIIEDITELNDZ LT, WEELHE
R BATE) LIS REATE 2372 O 72 Ok
BEINTWD, ZORET, [HoTwd A%
BT DIV BIRPFAEL, IEC AT 4 713,
NS OREL BEEHEICE T 2 HEEHNHR
MDD L LTz, Haruvy et al. (2015)
&, BEYoOBEBEEHIRS 22 & THMMYATE)
WWATHIEEHELTVBED, 41 FANT
N=TRFHRI<F Y FEEITHTHY, 15
ARICEXYOBERDSHIR S NG) FZEY
OEWHHBPENTW LI b ST, Fifl
WATEI DAL DS 2o 725 Haruvy et al. (2015)
i, ThE T35 0 L) FEATHORE, [H
H—t (WELEEHIFL-00RBNLEEE
) ) L) HERITHERIC R 5 T D 2 EHF]
MATENC B L TV AR5 THH EHRWIL T
Wb,

Ll U7 FMt AT B 2 B4 5 BE & LT
%7 L — L5 (relational frame theory; RFT)
B bo NHOBERBMZHYIT 5 RET T,
TREESE, RN LSRR &
BRDORAEENL, B R i 7 & O BRTIE
KESNZERA Y b T =2 ThHDLEHHL T
% (Torneke 2010)o <4 & @ BIAR RO (341 ¥
HRe D2zl L C AMOTE 2 fH$ 5 2 &
BTE 5. FWMBERREDEIRIL, B 25IFEDOHERE
ZFREON A 2SH ORI & RO Sz,
M OBAAEIC KD WT, BREIERESINS
Sl LEHFEEINDL (Hayes et al. 2001), 72& 2
R A PEEN IR TH L EE, TRt
S OMBRTDH BRI B A5, [FARO BB H L
ELTCORREEFD, T ORIMAEREDOEHRI,
HIE A & BICHBN 2 BEA 2 B REICE
FBoFongEICALLZER, FIIMA LY
B AKRE N UhEW) &) BB THEERD
J oM, B OBCERIEE LToREIE A X
Dd K& (&) %% (Torneke 2010)0

2
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RFT Ti&, MMM O (v - /h3wv) %
Crel (Contextual relation) &, FF2SFEORRE
(BB R W % &) % Cfunc (Contextual
function) & EFHEL, ZO_DODOXHRTADD
TAB OB % 5H LT % (Torneke 2010)
& 512, Barnes-Holmes et al. (2020) %, AR
DITE) % il 3 2 EE % Clunc & LT, HEEM
R A%RE L N (Appetitive) ZARREZ 281 C
W5 HEER R ERE DRI R O HIZ X o T,
TE 235 &, [mEER k3 217825 L
RTL %o —HT, SRNGERENTF v L v,
BT 5 Lo zfh) 78 21EE T % (Ruiz
et al. 2020), BIZIE, w22 & (i A)
FHEEES Lnwz s (B Thsl L)l
ZiE, [E- - - ThHs] L) FEPFEMNOH
&2t (Crel) THHROIFTw%, RFT T, %
M % B T RE 2 BIARBOE (arbitrarily
applicable relational responding; AARR) &
9o LT, ¥ BM#EN R (Clunc)
ERoTWA A, WM B EEMERSTON
T DR A OFRREAEIEINLI T B0 WA
B 7 BERE DS BT § 5 & W ) ATEI 28§ 5 728,
[BnR s Z & ] ICHE L7 T84 L7 <
bo TOXHIT, BRT7 L — ABEROFIIC
3L, IRFVOBEDOAL T NE, [FA— T
(B h) dvnz e ] FlmITE = wna
E) VIO BEBRKIERS TwWnwZ k| offFou
FMW72BEEE (Clunc) A34EAL Crel % 3 L CTHl
AT EY I B L 7247 IR L, Z okl
THMITEI ZIEE L2 bNhb, HARE
mEAOHE, [MBACREEBEbh a2 L
vl R TR ENXIES 5 | (RIMbRFTE) =
Bz L) Ew)BERKOEAS [HT 5] [EKK
ERBbND ] OROBEN 2 BERE DS ERL O Crel
THABIYATENCZE M L, R 47 E) 1 B L 72
BT LT, mOEERICATEIT 2 X 9 ISHEHT L
TWA07b Lz,

Villette et al. (2015) &, kiR L7zX 9 %2k



W5 2 B AARE S 2 =7 4 A XU X 2 FMBNAT B O BIRSUG D ZA L (5 - )

EDOBRIGIZ L - T, fTE»HH SN D &,
Qﬁj\@ﬁﬁﬂ (B 21, Rrerzligs s
DI Z KT %) 12D 2 MBS
D, MEE%R%E ﬁ‘%u\k‘ﬂi&fwéo HA
N & EAOFMBIYATEIORIEIZIE, [HSA%H
5] [MAIZ *jztkmbﬂéj &) BEETY
7% BERE AN REAT B & A L, (ZA D BUS & Wi
LTWAIREESRHZLEEZ LN,

2 DOBARPUBZATEI2SHIR &, ) Fw
MHRVATEIDSS R L CWB Z e o dIT T
& LT, Villette et al. (2015) 1&3CHRIC 33
LR EZUAREPEETH L LIRELT
Who k&L, AMOITEIA b5 BB
LT B Rk % A RO BERE (Clunc), Z L
T, B OBR (Crel) 2 & %453 (Villette
et al. 2015) 121X, FMAITEIOSCIRICIE [H
AR A 2 ] RO BEEN 22 #%EE (Clunc),
[ N5 ] Mo uFEN 2 (Clunc), [t
BHVH > TWDB I & ] RO BEN % B 6
(Cfunc) T &EFFEITFOLNLE, LT, ThHO
Cfunc 23FMBAYFTE) & SO BIFR (Crel), BOtf
DR (Crel) R ZDLUNDOBIRTHRDIT S
NTWE I L 5T, FMIFTE) IR 4 7 o2

Self-Selfless

Self

Selfless

consis inconsis

Select“d"for Select“k"for
Yes No

Others-Selfless

Others
Selfless
inconsis consis

Select“d"for Select“k"for
Yes No

Figure 1

#HZ BT ENTE D, FMMAITEOSTIRIKT
T3 Rzt RAET S 2 L, AT
B2 B L 728k % 7 Clunc, Crel (ZH2fil L, B
IBTELEHIICRBLILEERT S, 2N
T, 4 7 Clunc 23 NEND Crel % L THI
WHEREAE E N, HARHEAD X HIZ, F)
A FT B AR O Clune ((HHT 5] % rﬁs%ﬁf‘:
Bbnzl) & Crel (FMBMFTE) & 5670 BMR)
W & 2 A B RS, FIBAYFTE) O IR A
%27 %, Villette et al. (2015) (ZRERMY 7%
I B A XRREL, £ ONERURICHFTE
THEMGRICHGPIET ST L, LD X
) BAERDPEDN TV B DM EIRYESLZ L (b
7v795%) T, Xk ﬁ?‘%?%&’ﬁk%ﬁ@
RAES SN, FTEDVLRICR D EFHPIL 7
(NIIES %ﬂﬂ%‘#ﬁ%@%%%’@?fﬁ’E‘GEE\‘W
CBIZLAY, [ ORBIZIZ D ORER L 76
L TAVHLON] LRBERELZY, [
LB SRl s, 298525 Lilonz
ALY, [2THTEILS, ED X Rl
%200 LITHOMRE N T v 755, L
MLARHDBS, RIS 2 Feik 7 Bzt o e
D7D SN D L7 Y A ZORR & FER

Self-Selfish
Self
Selfish
inconsis consis
Select“d"for Select“k"for
Yes No
Others-Selfish
Others
Selfish
consis inconsis
Select“d"for Select“k"for
Yes No

IRAP example for four trial-types

(note: inconsis = inconsistent, consis = consistent)
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MICHRGE L 72 b 7= 6 v, S0 X9 %
I A4 X EBEICHMATE Ok 2 %
Cfunc & Crel IS8 %2525 L L7256, BEER
HEERELAMC, WEN BRSO TE, #
REDERAEL % 2 & THMMATENCES LT
W LRI BRSIGAZEALT 2 2 L B3PS
Nb, TOX) REAEFERNIHFTTLZ &
WROOLN S,

AR, AT K - TE L 2 MR OGO ZA L % 8
%29 572012 IRAP (Implicit Relational Assessment
Procedure) 2SHW SN TWw5 (Inoue et al. 2020) -
IRAP 1, PAFRBOUS DIREE & RBMEZ WET 5
Iy ¥a—%—ETH5S (Barnes-Holmes et
al. 2010) . IRAP TliZ, HiFER[XZK % Label (Figure
1 ® Self % Others 2§%24 3 %) & Target(Figure
1 O Selfless % Selfish (2349 %) LIFIENh 5
TOORHEEE LTREL, BB ITHED L —
WS L72h3o T ORI O BRI ED T
FIt$ % (Yesor No) 2 & &RDLBEETH 5,
—3#&47T (Consistent trial) T3, fE SNz —
WE—FT 5 eAMLEND T 4 — )Ny r
»E2 6N, A—BEAT (Inconsistent trial) T
(&, =BT & Ot o RIS AHAL E B o B 2 1E,
—HEITTE [REFMmYTHH, WwHEIFIC
MWThHD] Lv—naitEIhizgiea, RBEF
B AR EN S L [Yes] ERIGL, A—3K
HATTIE [Nol ERIBT 5 2 &AmibEns,
—O® Label & -2 ® Target ZHAEDHLEL
2T, —ERAEHHEAT LU O R
aslg s s (Figure 1)o SIMEDNT TIZE
NFTOEHRFIZBWTEY LT BRKG
A, EBRTHREISNIV—VE—-FHLTVDLY
., SERPEL 25 E2 6N 5,

IRAP X, WAL o TELAMBRKIDDE
LZWETHIEDBTRTH S, FlZIE, HA
Nz /G L7205 (Inoue et al. 2020) Tid,
ZALDT ¥ x v 5 ([ AR ESRE 2 ) o7z h,
BIRL 72D THIHDVEETHL] L) —))

4
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B 5 ARG Z € L, RFT & & & 12,
P38 & M7z DI Acceptance and Commitment
Therapy (ACT) O X 54 ARDER %= Meid
LTWwb, ZORE, ACT EHFIIREEH L
X, AHTATTHoTHORY T4 T THo
Th [BEEXT7 72TV AT5] L) Eik
M7 BARICKT T A BB SR W Z L &2 L, [
TR TETH] L) BBRE ACT 9
BEVFBELTVwLILEERLTVDEERT
(Inoue et al. 2020) o

IRAP O KOFIE, $7: % Label & Target
OB L o T, A LRBERES 2 ME T
5 ENHER T TH Do IRAP THMBIGFT B
(B389 5 Label & Target fllid# ik ETH I &
T, FABRYATENC B L 7 AR OIS 2 E T B
TENTELLEEZONDA, IRAPZHWT
AR ATEY 2 W L 72 WF 223 472 5 v, 2
D722, ARHfseix, Hussey et al. (2015) T
fEH S 7z HE L IRAP O % E 2t v, Label
e LC a5 0%uE ] (AAEO—AfRE L
T, B THREBHLZ)EEZLEH LY T 5
WD L7280, AGOATICH—L72) & [
#1 %, Target flig & L TR HEERFICHY
HERZHET A2 LT, Hu L AMNITE & o
HWOBRKIGDHES ZMETED LE R Do

AW TR, =% SO 540 A0SFHi 47
BB T 5 RIS E E 52, IRAP TH/#&
OGS DEALBE SN D L) a2 T %,
¥ 72, IRAP OHf7¢ (Inoue et al. 2020) T
STV L LENEKRNEZ W E T 2 EHKTH
H5AAQI MM LT, - AT X % IRAP &
AAQII DAL Z b e TEZLZ HO LA
DR EBGE Lo SUIRITH 3 5 ik 2 &2k
EEHOLMAIIEBEONE S RICHIE SN
B BRBORTH ), LR FREOE N KA
LTOWRWRESEZEZOND, ZD70, Kk
Zeid, M U P& CHEB L (HAN) LFEB2 (f
FEN) 247w, HAEHEOALR FHEDE W
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TIESZMZ O DM ADOR RN 2 % M
L7

RIBOEE AEoRER1 L EB21E x
KT F AR B R OKE (k%) Z2H,
EWCH72D, RFZEOH L EHK FRNE
BIEAEHROTY TN IZOWTEINHEIZH
HMLHWELZEL, DOECTHW L% HEO
A v ERE, £, WELET—Z3EAN
WMAFETERV L HIL, TRTESILL 7
T IETRTEOP P28 v H—ITRE L,
FEEBRTOSHEICY 2Ly ¥ —THE BIO
HIBRS %0

I. &5 1
1. Bk
EEBSMEZE i (Analysis of Variance;

ANOVA) ®¥ ¥ 7 )4 4 X % Rstudio THIM
L7253 (A RokEE 0.05, Zh4E 06, MET 08,
BT L OfEARK119), 234 (BPks5 ZM18:
ARG 23, LR 1.8) O HARANE XTSRS
L72o SNS LN TOF T ¥ ZHOTEINED
BHEE T o, F I VICIEERICHET A ik
FHEZRHEL, FEBIISML 72 AIZ4E 1000 [
DL RE L7 AFEBRTIE, 3ty PO
BT E 3y bOF A MVRITEER L2, T
A PRATIZB VT, Bl o 4T ok Ik
ZBEHL, 7AMRMTAD 3Ly FOWFhH
FERIEED T O A, Eoty PERAL, KR
DD2Xy FEGHHRE L. ERIEEIT
DFRITEY IH 2y FULEOBE, FoOBN

Table 1

Experiment group

(average age)

BOET =7 2ot e Lz, TofER, 3
Wl O#FE AT CEEAEEIZE L h o T =%
EBALZ Q%) TANRMTAT2E Y MU
ERHEIEZE L eh o 2GE, &7 — 8 2B
L7z (3%4)0 mAmIC, FEERE104 (CF¥E
W 22), FEHlEE 8 4 (CPIg4EHS 25) A3 a4
&% o7z (Table 1o

EREHRBAES LB < Fx iy ~x+4
HEIZ, AKR¥Fx 828 BR¥BF:y V82
THEBE IR L 72,

KB IRAP OfE 717 7 513 IRAP2010
HAGEM (OKT-KH2012) #6iHL, F—K—
Fod % Surface go 124 Y A M=V EN7zs &
MFEIZF —FR— FE2flio TRIBEIT > 720 B
F2TIE, Label 1 fIBIESINE B S O 4 %,
Label 2 $ll#U3 #578 O ENREFE R BEOBEEHE R %
M L7z A%EERTIE, 3ty bomERITE 3
v FOTAMRMTEFER L7z, Target F# O
REDTD, FMUI % ERE RO 6 DO HiIGE L
FIMBE) 2 BR E M T % 6 DOHGEE, 70 r —
FRAIZE 5T, HERIZWS 20 RO KRFEAERK
FhEE (274) CAMRE SRz, 2ohhs
b B Rk - MY 2 R & RO HEE
& o IR & R0 High & AR 12 | A L 7z
(Target 1. # - B -EL W -8 - 328 -
FWiF: Target 2. H72v - &% - HOHG - B
ST - BN - %G Response option. Yes/
No)o. Label #lli#k & Target flliZ A G HE S
LT, Ry A 71 [AGO&bH - FBR HEE
PLF SSelfless) |, #4174
472 B3040 - A HEE (Self_-Selfish;

(Self_name-Selfless;

Japanese and Chinese participants

total

(average age)

Control group

(average age)

Japanese 10 (22)

Chinese 15 (22)

8 (25) 18(23)

12 (22) 27(22)
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S-Selfish) |, 8474 4 7 3 [l DA HI - FIBAY
HiGh (Other-Selfless; O-Selfless) I, & L T, @k
114 A4 7 Al O 450 - F S HLEE (Other-Selfish;
O-Selfish) 1% &% L 720 —FEAT Tl S-Selfless-
Yes, S-Selfish-No, O-Selfless-No, O-Selfish-Yes |
(Consistent rule: FAZFIMELIY, MFITFTHY)
ERIBT 52 E %, A—FEATTIE [S-Selfless-
No, S-Selfish-Yes, O-Selfless-Yes, O-Selfish-No |
(Inconsistent rule: FAIFFITHY, MW IFFIMNY)
ERINT B ERIEEE LT

HAGEMN AAQI AAQ-II 130 B R IF ek Mk
2B % THHOEM TR SN, 7L L F-
72 ZH)TRBV ~THIIZITHL)THEL,
DT SO BRI (OB IER
R ZERERT b IBMR (2013) 12X, HA
G AAQIL 7 HH oY (o = 83) DMt
17PN, Rumination-Reflection Questionnaire H
REERLE OB (7=596, p <01), Penn State
Worry Questionnaire HZAFER & OAHPE (» =643,
p <01), the Behavioral Activation for Depression
Scale HAGE & OB (r = - 516, p <01) #
B b RZUPEDRE VAT T2,

FGGEHERE  ZoRE (1144, 1986) 13 IRAP
@ Label 2 FI O #E MR L7z MH o 40
WK U THER 2 A 7 & THRE RO 2B & 18
7200, HER 7 A R B & R e ot
HOH/M 2 BT 2720172 HARFERT
&, THHSE, gk, ] &v ) A
LT, 10HH BER~BR BLACw~%
TV, FEHGVIZ VW~ T, HFEROKTS
~FEThV, BUUI~ABE), W AABEIS ~ B,
HRA~AEH, AWE~WE, HIE~v,
ATV E~RFR) THET (32101.23)
W) ETHBILE Nz ZAOHPITR D B
DN (FIRBELELTH RWVITHW) &
Label 2 filit & LTk L7z,

FhE SROMNOBMESLUTO L) 1245,
9, WIEHMHEZ OETITY, FEECHS v

6
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TLRERZRM L, MEFoREI#HONS
TN % AR 2 S TR LA 5 720 RIS,
SMFICT = — A — b, BEHKHARGE AAQ-
I 7HHEEGEFERELHZE S, IRAP &%
Wil 720 &BIC, ML EBREISELZNE
% B AN% 15 M FE L7z, fklc, BERHH
AFEAAQIL 7 HH %% S+, IRAP %%t L
72

IRAP OFEMEHIIZ, HIEHFEIIOWTHHL
720 ZOORMSE=F—ICBRENEZ &,
ZO® Response option Zflio> THIET 5 Z &,
WROBATICATT HITIFIE L WIS 2 #INT 5
VEBHBLZE, =BT EA-BFHTE V)
SR, EFERENPANEDL L E2R
RTzo WIS, HBHRLEL, EHISERT S
LR Z B L7 IRAP BT 5 &, €
S —ICAMHEORIT YA TR T VT LTI
B9 ORR L7z, Label #lI (£ =% — ki),
Target fl# (E=% —Hk), Zo0n (F
=5 —T&) THIEAE FIEIR L7z HEIEIE
EOEREINDL FTRIR L7z, 1 HBEORITY
A7 LT, EEOERNFETE 1HITE L7
170y 7 T2URTEERL, Ty 70T
THEI, PIHEE EERENEZ Y — IR E
Nie 70y 7 TEIL—HRIT EARA—FRIT2
YoEz, UBELEICE, [Shh R
DBHERET] LWIEORDVIRIREN 5,
HEERITOEREE KWL TIE, 3000ms LT
D JBHEHE & 80% UL IEA R %2 08 iRk TH 5
T A MRAT~BAT O A L L CE L7z,
3000ms MANIZERE ORI E AT o 7285, IEEO
BIRZEOETFTICEZ Y —I1C [x] 2R
R L720 3000ms LA B~ 7286, £E= 4 —I2[ 2
TE] L) XFERRL, BIRT S X912
L. T/, BREOBRREZIT-GAE, EE
OBIREFROET ETICE=F =12 [x] A%
PR L7,

AWFZED IRAPIZ, 1 7avy 2 (24347) @
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—HrE 1 7y R —FRTE 1Y b
L, BERAT K3k y b)) EFANRIT (3
ty M) OZOORIT TR S iz RITHE
BT b, MEEATICB VW TEIEET
B B BB R O -394l A% 3000ms PLF, IE& =
A380% LA I L 72856, £ 2 CTHBIWIZT A
M ERATISRAT L7zo RSO T35 4E A% 3000ms
Pk, & LIRIEEFEDI80% K DWa, WK
3ty METHERITIINE SN, 3y b
MR AATOB T, KHEIGET L LN TE LD -
7Bty FEBRIET A FEATICBATE TR T L

AANFICE LT, FEBE [FMBTE o
RN DEZE | % D B4 A% 15 5 BT - 726
AT, BINE A Z BT 2 500 % Fg &
Wi ZMFIZTHL, Hhidfrzhiyi:
EnL, CARGHRPSHEBINE T, Wo
CDEZTLES ] EIRL, SnEIcH g
SERIS, [ 20RO’ ) OBFIEL? | [Ho
TWAHAANOHRIEE? ] ZlEmAab, 51
[HoTwdAERT, dOANZS, EDLH%
SRLREE2H - TR EROETh] bk
TEENEARTHRIAGNEALERE A
RIRFETT 2] 23D, [PTFTHE-7AIE
iRz Eboz2s (AfFb, I,
AMROFR) b0 ETHh? ] [bL2HED
MWAZIT 2 E NI ITE %25 2 & TREIERIK
BIZOWT, MHPZIrb) E32] [dLdbk
T2ISZEDNT, ZOANVDRIRE, bld
MEECET2? L) B %2475 72 (Villette
et al. 2015:59-90) % ZEIMEK L72.)

WMHEIBEOSIME I, 50 MICH#ED VR VwH=E
THET AW Z HEICA A — Y &4, 10 50
TEBREIZZONE & AlE S 272,
PRFE W1 A ADIRAP O 4 D DRAT ¥
1 7 & ERDF3 DIRAP M O D 12 K IFT
PIES

T ASHER S N7z IR 220 & JUG F T OREH 2
EkL, RITy A 7T 0Bk %

DIRAP 4 RO % 1T - 72, DIRAP 15 511
[(R—FEAT O P RO ER - —FET 0
YOS / ERITORERE] TR 51
BThh, IEAMKGIZ%ZREMNAH 5. DIRAP
BRBOLDREVGE, ZIMEOINETO
FHRECTHEY S NS 7N 2 AR BOG 25— 86K
1T (REFZE® IRAP Tl [FADSFMBIN T,
PHTHW]) CTIRSNA-FEWEE/RE 3L
TWabZ E2RERYT %o DIRAP #2270 X D/
SWIE, A—BET (RIFJE® IRAP Tl [#A
HPHTWT, MWFEAIFMEN]) &—HLTnwb T
L ZEWRT %o IRAPHFZETIR, —BEfT e A
—FB AT O USRI D 237 W62 DIRAP
BRB0E %D EHIEHINTBY, ZOK
ISR O ) BB, E D) D EWETT 5720,
One-Sample-T-Test 179 Z & »% \» (Barnes-
Holmes et al, 2010), A %£ i3 One-Sample-T-
Test Z VT, R E5/HRERT 400
15478, —HATRA—BRKTOEL LM
i % 2 & & oRs Ak 3 DIRAP #5122
WC, 005D BHEEDE D DT,

SHT 2 0 S ADIDIRAP #35 & AAQIT %1k
BT TR DI

% 2 KT, S ARG O DIRAP 74 0% AR,
S A O DIRAP 15 K 2 (e B 280z, Lo
# (Analysis of Covariance; ANCOVA) % Hw
THr AHi#2 ® DIRAP 155 O ZALIZ AT T R 2R
2N L7z AAQIL F# D ZALIZ AT R R
DIIHIEHE 2 < Y] 2 0 — % ANOVA %
Wiz,

2. R

DIRAP Bs= #1741 71755 4 T L2 DIRAP
HEEFRE L, 2koF¥ DIRAP 3 5% &0
Tit5 2@ DIRAP {3 lisE I S 7z A AT
#mTEhZh o DIRAP # 0 & Al #F & 5B
O DIRAP MO EEFIHL, ZhEzRL
72 (Figure2)o =N ZFN® DIRAP 55D 0 H

7



VAT PN R

5?1 Y %, One-Sample-T-Test THHT % 17 -
7oo FOREE, AT T, FEEREEHHEO
4z DIRAP 313l BT, AREZR Y AR S
N2 do 7z (EEHE [SSelfless]; t(9) = .10, p
> 05, n.s, [S-Selfishl; £(9) = .19, p > .05, n.s,
[O-Selfless |; £(9) = -40, p > 05, n.s, [ O-Selfish ];
t(9) = -1.85, p > 05, n.s, [Overalll; £(9) = 77,
p > 05, ns, Hhil#E [S-Selfless]; t(7) = 1.90, p
> 05, n.s, [S-Selfishl; t(7) = 54, p > .05, n.s,
[O-Selfless]; t(7) = 99, p > .05, n.s, [ O-Selfish J;
t(7) =-05 p > 05, ns, [Overalll; t(7) =152,
p > 05 n.s) MAETIE, EEHED [S-Selfless |
PZIPAERBRRWD 2R S N7z (FEHTE S-Selfless J;
t(9) = 1847, p < 01, [S-Selfish]; t(9) = .16, p
> 05, n.s, [O-Selfless]; £(9) = .14, p > 05, n.s,
[O-Selfish |; t(9) = -32, p > 05, n.s, [Overalll;
t(9) =213, p > .05, n.s, FEHIFES-Selfless]; t(7)
=170, p > .05, n.s, [S-Selfish; £(7) = 1.02, p>
05, n.s, [O-Selfless|; t(7) = 1.14, p> .05, n.s,
[O-Selfish | t(7) = -11, p > 05, n.s, [Overalll;
t(7) =138, p > 05, 1n.5)o

M ADR R % BT 2 72 0 TR & Fl o
4 AT ® DIRAP f iz ek s & L, B2 e
W, S Atho DIRAP f iz it # & LT,
ANCOVA %17 -7z (Table 2), ZDOki%E, #EL
B EOMICKEERIEA S S ([SSelfless ;

Japanese Control Group

08 -
05
02 I-
0.1

-0.4 1

Mean DIRAP Scpre

-0.7 4

-1.0 -

S-Selfless S-Selfish O-Selfless O-Selfish  Overall

#5467 2023, 3

F(1,14) = .10, p > .05, ns, [S-Selfish]; F(1, 14)
= 23, p> 05, n.s, [O-Selfless]; F(1,14) = 98, p
> 05, n.s, [O-Selfish|; F(1, 14) = -1.85, p> .05,
n.s, [Overalll; F(1, 14) = 218, p> .05, n.s),
[S-Selfless| 1B W T, FEEBEH O/ AKOD
DIRAP 13 5 AMEHIEE & D A RIS R C & A3 HlERR
sh, BOEMRPAETH-72(F(1, 14) =
400, p < 01, n2 = 62)

AAQ-Il 1§ FEBE L B0 AR O AAQ-
OAmERLRL L, HE2EERT, MTAZD
AAQII R ERAL L L THuE LKA, Il
JHEERDLATED RO SN h -7 (FA, 14) =
298, p < 05)0 ZOFERIZEY, ANCOVA 7%
T& Wiz, 2 XKl 2 0 % ANOVA
AT o720 T ORI, XK OZHAEMRITH
BT Aaro7izo, O EME»ED LN
Tho7z (B F(1,32) =853, p < .05 n2 =28,
K] F(1,32) = 28, p > 05, n.s , fE XK F
(1,32) = .09, p > .05, n.5)o

3. EE

FEE 1 OFERH S, [SSelfless] » DIRAP %
HICHBGREBZESHR SN, EKZHEON AN
FMBIIATENC B 2 BARBOB IS E 2 52 Tw
T2 WS PITHR o Te AARITIE, HHIEE
L EEBEOZNE X, DIRAP 55 LA R R

Japanese Experiment Group BRE

m POST

S-Selfless S-Selfish O-Selfless O-Selfish Overall

Trial Type

*p<0.05 **p<0.01

Figure 2 The DIRAP Results of Japanese Group
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Table 2 Result of ANCOVA for Japanese group

Japanese experiment

Japanese control

Measures group (N =10) group (N =8)
Pre Post Pre Post

Average  SD Average SD Average  SD Overall SD F n2 p
Self-selfless 0.23 0.50 0.59 0.30 0.24 0.37 0.20 033 4.01 0.62 **
Self-selfish 0.18 0.41 0.04 0.51 0.13 0.34 0.24 048 059 0.04 ns
Others-selfless  -0.06 0.55 0.04 0.40 -0.05 0.43 0.10 0.37 0.25 0.02 n.s
Others-selfish  -0.13 0.35 -0.01 0.23 0.04 0.43 -0.09 0.39 1.05 0.07 n.s
Overall 0.06 0.25 0.17 0.23 0.09 0.24 0.11 0.14 0.60 0.04 ns

AAQ- I 21.90 6.69 19.60 7.09 29.13 8.24 28.50 9.19

*p<0.05 **p<0.01

WRENR 072D, NABRICEBRIEOHR [S-
Selfless] ~DFUSIZDOWTHE LR AR EN
72 ([S-Selfless| &\ BIFRIZH LT [Yes] &
PG %) BEZMEOMRMEIC X > T, FIMLYHLEE
IR T 52 EREINI-EEZEZONE, L
ML, DENIEFREEZRET 5 AAQIL D
HEAABIED LTV B, B OB 5H
BoObNeholze T M6, FIMLEYIZE
T 5RO ZELZREL 2D DD, ZDR
INYE 91 A SO Al = A AR At

FERLITHARNZ LI, FMRATE) IRAP
DikF 7% H CITRIS A § B Tk 2 EZ LD R)
RAEME L7z, EB2 T, &9 Ubmiys
FOREALZHLRIZ, MUFRE 2T, F
i 478) IRAP & STIRIC K3 5 ek 2 2O
BB ERE L7z,

1. Bk

RERSME EBR1OV Y TV A Z0FEE
BEIC, 2% (B4, otk 28 TR 22,
el A= 1.3) OHMEIAZMGIC L, PEICDH
% [WeChat] &9 SNS#=MfiH L, HAIL

ZHEA Y e v (HARGEDSHR S 2w, HARIZAT-
T2 e BIMEOGEERATo 720 FEERIZ
2N L7z Ni242 B 1000 FICAHYS§ % HElT (55
JL) OHEALEHE L7z B L RIS, #Y
ATCHIEIE L Do e T = BRI L B
o TAMRMIOETOT— 5 13HHEIELT
BY, 3XTHWxGE Lo ®AEMI, HE
NFEBRERE 15 % CPI4EE 22), WEIGRHIEE 12
% CEI94E#T 22) D3R & 7 5 72 (Table 1o
EREHBAES LOEE < Fx H LU ~x+2
AR, FEASIE R, hECH S CR¥EF v
YOSATEREFER L7z,
KEME IRAP O#E

FE 1T L 72 HARGEW IRAP 2 &% 12,
HERE & HARGEOW ) % 5 2552 % R E A 3
LA RFEOHE LR DU EZHOLE X
SN B HEFEICHR L7z, BN, 3%oh
E A 2SE BN HARGER IRAP TR ST\ b
Label #ll# & Target ¥l % Youdao Dictionary
EVHFEET T 2SEIC, PEERICRL
HEFEICER L 72 0 DIHED S 2 W56, TR
i L CHERD D L WIEE %2 Jud 7z, Label
LRECsmE B &0 %4E (MERE) %, Label
2 B Bk o0 BN RF 1 RUBE Hh [ i oD 938 5 i R



VAT PN R

Wiz, Target 1%, EY (YD) - [ (&
WD) -mE (BELW) -FH ) - B (8%
By) - #E) (FWF), Target 2.1%, @ik (57-
W) ik (k) - BERG (HEHD) - BEA
(BT - g (BoARM) - 1 (FEs),
Response option & Yes/No Ti%E L 720

PEREIR AAQIT 28R 1 & MRS, HEIRERR
@ (Cao J et al. 2013) AAQ-II 7 HHH % M7=,
FRERE IR AAQ-IT 1, Cao J et al. (2013) 12 &
DRI (a =0.88), %4 (the Self-Rating
Depression Scale: » = .26, p <0 .01; Self-Rating
Anxiety Scale: » = 69, p <0 01) OWFATH
iz,

FISEFE REE £—FE L PEGE L HAGED
WICEies N 24) C £HTHEOEKRD
—MM A% 5 TR L, Eawmt LTHE
BombdLw M =o04m &M L7z,
FHE FRILIELMAKTH L. MANFEITX
CTHERECHERML 72
PIRFEE G AN IRAP D 4 D07
4 7 & RO DIRAP £ 5.Of% D 12 139
FIES

Fhp 1 LR TH 5o

G0 2 St A5 DIRAP #i& AAQI %L
AT TR D57

ANCOVA %<, /- AHI® DIRAP & AAQ-

Chinese Control Group

0.8 - 0565y =
:“:-’_ 05 4 I
a5 0.05 043 -0.01 430,05
o i
< T -
e -01 - T + i ‘I‘
o -0.08 T
c 04 -
s -0.32 .0.34

-0.7
=

-1.0 -

S-Selfless S-Selfish O-Selfless O-Selfish  Overall

f46% 2023 3

O #m AR, HEEERT, /it A0 DIRAP
& AAQII A M Z IR ARIIIIT & 4 79 AT
# @ DIRAP ## 5 & AAQITI 13 M D& LIC 13
TR % HH L 720 [SSelfless] D1 DZEAL
AT TREDHTIZIE ANOVA vz,

2. #BR

DIRAP Bm Jr Afiifk TZ ML @ DIRAP ##
MR SR & JZBREE O DIRAP 4 5O M %
AL, #1% Figure 31278 L72s One-Sample
“T-Test DFEH, FERIBED A AT D [S-Selfless |
@ DIRAP #HAH B S Z & AR S /e
(S AT [S-Selfless |; t(14) = p < .01), [ S-Selfish ;
t(14) = -29, p> 05, n.s, [O-Selfless; t(14) =
-56, p> 05, n.s, [0-Selfish]; t(14) = -1.87, p>
05, n.s, [Overalll; t(14) = 42, p> 05, n.s, I
Af% 5 t(14) = 1115, p < 01, [S-Selfish]; £(14)
=-.39, p> 05, n.s, [ O-Selfless]; t(14) = -76, p>
05, n.s, [O-Selfish]; +(14) = 08, p > .05, n.s,
[Overalll; £(14) = 119, p > .05, n.s)o #HIFED
WAk, A AT & A A @ [SSelfless] @
DIRAP R HASH B 5 2 L 25380 S 7z (Ui
AR t(11) = 1711, p < 01, [SSelfish]; #(11)
= .71, p> 05, n.s, [O-Selfless: t(11) = -45, p
> .05, n.s, [O-Selfish]; t(11) = -32, p > .05,
n.s, [Overalll; t(11) = .78, p > .05, n.s, - A% ;

Chinese Experiment Group BHE

W POST

S-Selfless S-Selfish O-Selfless O-Selfish Overall

Trial Type

*p<0.05 **p<0.01

Figure 3 The DIRAP Results of Chinese Group

10



SRV 3 2 &M 2 AR AE S % = 7 4 4 X2 & B RMUATE) O BIRBUS DAL (5% - 43)

t(11) =529, p < .01, [S-Selfish|; ¢(11) = .19, p
> 05, n.s, [O-Selfless; ¢(11) = -1.47, p> .05,
n.s, [O-Selfishl; t(11) = -44, p > .05, n.s,
[Overalll; t(11) = .93, p > .05, n.s, )

Table 312, W N FZERRE R il 0 347 ¥
A 73 DIRAP ##5, AAQII 13 r D, #
#fF72= & ANCOVA OfEREZIR L7z, SEADE)
Re BT 5720, FEERE L RHRE O AR O
DIRAP #ri% &, ME2WEEHT, i AkRD
DIRAP & ftmAKE LT, BURREDOE]
Haefe Lize 25, [SSelfless| 7213 Il E
PO TPATHEDRD b h o7z ([S-Selfless; F
(1, 23) = 826, p < .05, [S-Selfish]; F(1, 23) =
50, p > 05, n.s, [O-Selfless]; F(1, 23) = 247, p
> 05, n.s, [O-Selfish; F(1,23) =-1.85, p > .05,
n.s, [ Overall]; F(1, 23) = .39, p > 05, n.s)o L
72%35 T, [S-Selfless ] % B> T ANCOVA %47 -
Too ZOREE, MABICBWT, FEEBREEOLK
O3 DIRAP 1% 55[ Overall |25l B & X C,

BlhEE R L7z (F(152) =765, p<.05). [S-
Selfless] 2B L T, FEBht & HHRED AR -
St A% DIRAP f & fEIB AR e LT, 2
x ] 2 O " HH ANOVA %475 720 ZDRER
K > BRI O NS 2o 7 (B 5 F(1,50)

=223,p > 05 ns, Wl F(150) =172, p >
05, ns, FEx K F(150) =365, p = .065 n.s)o
(3). AAQ-lIl BE  FEBRHE &bl O A AHT 0
AAQI #mix b m  MaMEN T, M ARKD
AAQU M A MEEER L LT, MERENE
BMEMaE L (FQ, 23) = 52, p > 05, n.s).
ANCOVA O#ERD S, Ao Ao FEHE L il
T AAQIL 1% M2 H B 7 7 % /R L 72 (F(1,50)
=1228, p < 01, 72 = 039) o N ADRFEH D
b7z,

3. EE
HEAZNE TiZ, ANCOVA O #5555,
Sk D - DIRAP 1505 & AAQIL 13 IS A &
LR DR S i, EBREON ARICERD
-3 DIRAP 3 HAVH BICEH W T L L, &2%
DAAIZE 5T, BINHEH IRAP FEERTHE S
N72—BEIT OV — v (RADSFMBIY T, Al 23
M) ~NRIBT 2 EHI8fbL7z2 %2R L
TWwhb, 372, AAQII DS R TIX, FEBrEL
MHBEOMICHERENDH Y ZLERLTWVD
RS, LEMIERRELET IS (OH
WFRGEEZ N LS 2) RRPHERS NIz A
AT, Al AR B 2 RS 8 LT 2 510

Table 3 Chinese groups Analysis results of ANCOVA

Chinese experiment

Chinese control group

Measures group (N =15) (N=12)
Pre Post Pre Post

Average  SD Average SD Average  SD Average SD F n2 p

Self-selfless 0.49 0.29 0.72 0.29 0.56 0.36 0.51 0.24
Self-selfish 0.00 0.47 0.01 0.29 -0.08 0.36 0.05 0.38 0.05 0.00 n.s
Others-selfless  -0.32 0.27 -0.27 0.41 -0.32 0.44 0.34 0.42 1.00 0.04 n.s
Others-selfish 0.21 0.22 0.05 0.38 -0.03 0.36 -0.01 0.44 0.45 0.02 n.s
Overall 0.05 0.16 0.13 0.14 0.04 0.13 0.03 0.15 7.65 0.24 **
AAQ- I 19.93 4.43 15.80 3.85 17.83 6.82 17.50 6.76 12.28 0.34 **

*p<0.05 **p<0.01
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DA EINEEE LT B

ZHBICHEG XS, ZORECHET b4 %
P (HOERER IS, SMEOEELR L)
WX L CREMLIC A S &5 2 & R L 72,
RO BB BB Bl 2 178, SOk
20T B R R B 2R L, OB ik
2MET 5 & E 2 5N Twb (Villette et al. 2015)

V. #eNEER

S Bl ORFFEE, FMBATE) IRAP ORA % S
NSRS 3 2 ek 0 RO R R BT 5
TfFgE & L CED T Sz, STHENIER%E
7= B AT BN % &S & D S A
FHidkFEM L, IRAP TRl S 2 Ay 17 B
ORI DOZEAL (DIRAP f304) & ORIk
P (AAQID) DZALEMRE L7ze KIRISH T %
TR EZEOHRICL D T 20 E L%
IRAP THIZWRED &9 %, & 5 IZFMBRATE)
DR XS % Feiik 7 J& sz Pk 25 BAAR BOBMIZ 5 2
LWBIIOWTIRRT A L2 HME LT

HARAZIE T, MAHTIE, HHliEE E
B OZNN#E L, DIRAP 8 FA LMD AR
ENTVRPo7eh, NABRICEBRHEOA [S-
Selfless-Yes| D FUGAHEIAR S T £ ATRE
7z ([SSelfless] &9 BRICKH LT, [Yes]
ERIET %) U, [HL—RAT 5 4 THER)E ]
(the single trial-type dominance effect, STTDE)
EMFIEN GO R 2H 5 (Kavanagh et
al. 2018; Barnes-Holmes et al. 2020) . STTDE i
Y55 DFAT O DIRAP 3 KA Y OFAT X ) v
EWIHBREDOZ L&), STTDE oI,
Cfunc & Crel OFERESRE AL LT L & B
RLTHBY (Barnes-Holmes et al. 2020), 2 F 1,
&2V AIZ, FMBAATENC B3 2 f T
5 [Selfless (FIMBEIHFE) | @ Cfunc & [Self]
& [Selfless] DRI E D Crel & [Yes] & Kt
LT WIS MRS 5 L £ 2
LMo TOELEITFRE SN2 DAARRE €
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7 (Differential Arbitrarily Applicable Relational
Responding Effects) % H\» T (Barnes-Holmes et
al. 2020), 779 %,

DAARRE € 5 WV i, STTDE (2 ¥ # 3 %
Cfunc & Crel OHERER = ZALIZ D> W T L,
Z DAL % Label i, Target Fll¥ o & f % g
(Cfunc ®—-2, RO EMFRAED R\ & TS
FEEL, B LR T R5) LRk (Clunc
D—D, AR LAY IOG, BEEN 2 BEhg
S E SO 2 WA kE 9% ) & Label fill# & Target
Fili# & o Crel ®i&E, % LT, Response option
OERE (B ERHEMN 2L, HEm iz
7~ 9 Response option 2B M 2 HERED L 0
) L OMEEHCTHMTL2ETVTH S
(Barnes-Holmes et al. 2020), Z#51%, 1) Label
L Target D EMHEREDOM XX, BNZ0O%H
JECORBMBEETIE D, FEA O HEMAHEE A
2T ERENMBRREDTR & D, ZORBIER
ZIANTRT b, MBREROM ST, WEY
AR & RO IR <, R ke T R
I AEG . 2) Label #i]i & Target #li & &
Crel i, #4744 7 TRIR S N5 HBEIZINE
OFBRECHALSNTELEBKRLE-HLTWS
F & b, 2L T, 3) Response option ®
PEREIE, HEIS, »2 Wi, HES % %
T5h (P21, Yes3HERISZERT 5 ¢
No Z B EREBERT 5) Lo TRESNS
(Barnes-Holmes et al. 2020), IRAP ®JEATHIZE
PO HEERE (Yes) 2RkDZRIT5 14 701z
9 AR IRAP R 2 /R $ A D 5 &Rk S
NTCw% (Finn et al. 2018), IRAP #h#1, &
NOEZEALDDICL > THREEN, Label
& Target @8 MR W RE (Clunc), £
DR (Crel) & Response option O 4% HE
i EAYSTTDE & v ) HRIEEZ 52T w5
LHBHEN TS (Finn et al. 2018), JE4TH%E
DFERD S, — I, STTDE 13452 01T
\ZBUT % Label & Target O EN R BLEAREE, <
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NSO Crel 255 2ITIZ 0 ORIT £ D RS
DARJNDLLEZ OLND,

HAAZME X, AR, WIholfd STTDE
MHNT, MARIZ, FEEBEEOM STTDE 258
N REED B 5. Z D% L% DAARRE €7
NVOFPTEZ D L, BZWEDOMAIZE 5T,
AT % 4 7 [SSelfless-Yes] THWwWHN S 1)
Label #I3 [ B D401 % Target FIHL [l
WHEFE] © Clunc2) [H o] & [FIbY
HEE] O Crel 0 &5 0B e ), 20K
AR E 72 E 2 bbb, 1) BN AR
ZMEE [FMl] EWHFRRIC 7 + —H A S
72728, Target 1 §lli T % FMBAYHFE~NDE
PR RE WAL ARRE AV £ o 72 W REMEATE Vo E
bR D2, BN ATSINE A
I % T A AR S, FIMATEN B L7z
Ko e BB 5 2 & AR LR e %
ZoNb, F7z, FMBIYHEE OB RE -
F oz FEtk L LT, A% BT 2 B o i
TN 2 BERE AL DO T2 0 F T HMY
HEEICIRB SN/ REE 2 5N b, 2) Label
F# & Target H# D Crel i X1, #4754
T TR SN T BRI OBRASBINE O
BEE-BLTwa2h L) »2TRESNS,
114 4 7 [SSelfless-Yes| Ti, [£ (Label 1)
WEFIMEY (Target 1) TH D] Lwv ) WKL HR
IRLTEBY, TOCrel NiFE -7 nbE R
bE, MRICK§ 2 TR EZHEICE - T, 5
BRI ATE 2 3 2 L ) KBRS Hi 727
FREZBIL 720 £0¥RER, IRAP THll
FEEND Crel 0 S 2 L &, STTDE % i
BRI EWERGZREIH L LEEZS
nNb, 20, EZHEOMAIZE 5T, Target
LR CTH 5 [FMLIHEE ] o Ehr i ighe,
Label 1 3 [ B4 0 40i] & Target 1 R [F)
g HiEE | o — B ML o722 L T,
STTDE S L7-eEZ b5,

ARWFFERE RS, MEIAIZBWTITHANE

FRZY, AARBICBO RIS X 0%
B L 12 [Sselfless] @ STTDE 25H &7z,
AWFZETH S -4, HARAB X OHEA
DR EREE L Tw2DTHhNE, £
11 DAARRE E 7 IV TRIZENTW LRI D
Cfunc % Crel ®ZEFII AL 2 BER A S- L
TWABIREED RV B 21E, B L7z HAED
HHEICE MEACEKZREP TRV I ] v
D HEEAH Y, [EREK] ATD OBEEN 2 BEREHYH)
i Tl % G b A L b 278~ L, i
AN LB 2550 THAADORMBYITE R HCE
REIH LWL RESH S, FEANL HA
AS#E L, LD XD bR ERO#ENT,
Cfunc % Crel 1222 KT L TV L1 05H%D
HELRRETDH S,

WIEIIZ N L O DORED D 5720, BHED
R THN 2 DO TH L, PEE LT, KIif
JE TR S N7z % B 2 AZ A 17
BB 2B 5 o Rl () OB,
i, e L) RLHS LT ORI M
52 RMRAEL 7283, SUIRIZH 9 5 ik 72 &%
PR, BRA BRICADO S 2 L2 FIRL, 20
THRIZBREREEZ T TIER L, BMPEED
GENTWD, TR0, RiFETlifsh:
AANEZIRNLZIDOTHY, 5% [Hb
BATEI #3528 LT, EDEIRE2%
HoTwEdhl Loz BERLHMN R NE
WO ANTHA AL LVESH L EZ R
5N 5o I, IRAP THALMATE 2 W E S %
FATHFR DR Y 72 5 27z, KREFRIZE 5%
b ASFIAL 9 AT B |2 B 5 2 BEAMG Y 7 HEE &
BIRZ T B &\ ) — ki % IRAP #%5E Dl
MERART, LIL, BOPMS2OIA M
AWLDS, MFEOFEDOIATHT L LW
9 Fi Al 1% 47 Bh o % & 123 > T, Label il # &
Target HiB %2 BET 5 LRPLETHA ). &
HORERTIE, HARASMEIZIE AAQII 0%
LTRSS N h o 7z BiliERE v 5 &
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ZHON AT, SEHERALOE NS L
TWAIREEIEWEME SN, STTDE & &
beT, FHRLOEEIHELT, 4%35
LB MEBLETH b, T, RUFFEDEILR
FERENTE, B0 oazge L,
Thbb, Bk oSz ez nmk]
& TR ] oM 3 2 BRKSZMET 5
Lot BUBIMBE KO & Bk
T5Z LT, X DAMBIICATENT 5 2 & 2R
L 72ff%2 (Tognett et al. 2016) A, WHD
PR DFIMBIIATEN SR A 5. 2 T B W REED
AbNb, WEEFHTLE V) EE,LS, WL
(] BviE TRE] 322 L2EE
TELho 2 ENRFETD—DTH 5wk,
AHFZEIEE D IR R R ZHEL, ANOVA O
YTNHA X EFH L. STTDE »#hTw
bLWVZ D) W IEENT PRI NT
W, IRAP OEATHIZED % < 31 EHH D
BB E % FWC, T4 4 7 o IRAP %R
O#E KL, STTDE DR L T3
(Kavanagh et al. 2018; Pidgeon et al. 2020), &
TEFE T 30 #IE EDH > T4 TR
Ex AT, ¥ L7 (Pidgeon et al. 2020),
H CAHBIME 05 - &) 0.25 - A /KM 0.05 - R
EJI08 - N 4 TEE L-RR, LR
VTN A XH282 LD EATHIED Y TV
PA X EROHERE o lze SHOET, %
ATATgE & AR MG i e v T, ROEIELS
DB 28 P EDH Y S 4 XTHBEEL, A
Woen#£8 L —5 L7 STTDE BIR g s h
BRI HIE D EETH D,
INSDORANPHFIEL TV B, AWFEIET
fifige L LC, IRAP % fv CHRIMbLAGFT B2 B
T 5 BBRSOZALZBIE L, TR % &
ZYEDORMPZ G B 2 & Z R D TOM
KThbo #R»S, FMLNATEO RIS F
bR EZ DB DO WT, IRAP 2 v
5 Z & TZENIZHT 2 BARBUS DZAL A B%: T
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%, DAARRE E 7NV TZ O %A% BEREN I 5
Mre&pmaetkzm L, FMBRATENIC RS % 8
P2 AHRRE T & 7o G101, ABFZED
MRz sale L, TR 2 EZE DR O Ji
WE %z 7O 20ZLE X AT
52 ENMFEIN TV,
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Effects of Improving Contextual Sensitivity

on Altruistic Relational Responding

ZHANG Pin and TANTI Shinji

(Graduate School of human science, Ritsumeikan University /

College of Comprehensive Psychology, Ritsumeikan University)

This study aimed to introduce relational responding related to altruistic behavior and changes
in the Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure (IRAP) and the Acceptance and Action
Questionnaire (AAQ-II) by improving sensitivity toward altruistic behavior. A total of 45
Japanese and Chinese participants were divided into a control group (8 Japanese and 12 Chinese)
and an experimental group (10 Japanese and 15 Chinese). Participants in the control group
received an intervention to imagine reading, while those in the experimental group received an
intervention to promote flexible sensitivity. The results of the ANCOVA indicated that the
Japanese experimental group’s DIRAP scores for trial-type 1 were significantly higher after than
before the intervention. In the Chinese experimental group, the AAQ-II Scores in POST were
significantly lower after the intervention than before. In conclusion, the findings suggest that
improving sensitivity can affect relational responding in the Japanese group and improve

psychological flexibility in the Chinese group.

Key Words : Sensibility, IRAP, Relational Frame Theory, Altruistic Behavior,

Psychological Flexibility
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