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Abstract

This paper discusses similarities and differences of post-traumatic growth which originated from
western cultural background in China’s localization research. Through the analysis of the theoret-
ical model, the cultural differences of mechanism aspects in post-traumatic growth were explored.
It is suggested that the next step is to define and measure post-traumatic growth within the cul-
tural framework of the individual and improve the cultural sensitivity of clinical psychological
work for the intervention of trauma survivors in different cultural backgrounds.
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1. 5|8

Bifi 5 4 5 AR AR O B A2 AU T DR R R, 81473 5 K (post-traumatic growth, PTG)SZ 218l k ik 22 1 ¢
PTG #RIFEI 5K B IR SRR R/, 70 B AT DL I R b an ] 5845 250 0K i BA R IR
AT AU 1 SO HLRE IR A s TR 2 S AETE R IR 2 4 m] DU NP AR AR AR AR AL, XA —
AR, XL AR I A E R AR, R L PR BRI, AR TR SR D s
b, T E A SO R AT > E R (Markus & Kitayama, 1991), X154 % B A ALHIHESS R #f# PTG, 1
ARIET A Z 4. PTG HEIRBIAR BT 7577 S 5 P22 ), RAEEMEZM B, PTG &
ATLAERAR ), (HIEFRE PTG ALfb#FA R R, PTG MANAERINAAFRENZES. HAl, XF
PTG 77 AL b S04k 22 S PR T WL, 0 S 22 etk AT I OB, A Bl T PRI BB s — A ke B AR A 4
HEZE YR, BE INAFUE L FEAS R SO 5t F PTG BIR AR AL, AT B8 A5 A 3 B S0k =I5 1 i
HAMFB, B SO0 )5 £EE R PTG K F.

2. IMEER KBRS RAR

B4 5 K e T 1996 4FH Tedeschi fil Calhoun $2H, #5E SCON: MEEEZE A EF G, B
BB ARG 2 (1) O FE b R AR (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996). G454 2544 32 AR XHAMA (1) B 1A a0 7 7
AEFEE AR, BB SRR E. RE . BN R R, JLEIER . T OWEERE . 18I DA
JIERESE o AHXF GG FAE I E AR T Bk S, Gt F SRR T — RIS 5, XL R
XA ()3 S A B R R T B R, RN s T S T SRR T B R R AN R B 4R
iR, PTG =&AL AERKFEAHEMAMEER . PTG FEARE T EANE, B XA
AN ERRZAR . B E N BEEYN B RIT; SMANELEERE. ERENRR; MAS
B RBNAE R AT Rt AR BRSO

3. M ERKAIEIRIRE
SUF AR L, GO B (0 2 A MR LA B £ (00 A 2 005 5 R B 4 T 1 P

FRp AR,
3.1. fr K ESIRE

Tedeschi 55 Calhoun fx - 1995 “EH& tH G473 J5 FE ALY, IRAE 2012 4FiE — B 5838 MR 18 (Berger
& Weiss, 2010). Wl 1. fEL OS2 HT, MR AT 00 thE 5 ) 45 & A e, DAL 25 3
BT LSS (RN, Parkes FRZ N “RETHE AL o S BMGTESRAEIG, MR Bt 752 21 B -5 Bk,
1 B 9 v B A PR TR I SR B DA B AR o O H AT e AR, IRAMEDTEL 2
WA TRAZ G, B2 EAERAMETUR, FEAMEE — RIS 5, 85 m) 5G T4 B R A3
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Figure 1. A comprehensive model of PTG
1. BMAERKHIGREIEE

3.2. R RKEBIERKHERR

Joseph il Linley T 2005 F4&tH T AN KAMEEE S, FHT 2012 Fik — P 5838 (Quiros, 2008). 1
DAL NFOR S, NG —FRAERNESINL, IR HGE SR FLSTA 5 LI, B B3 2 IEfE
R 2 P BA AR VTAG RE ST, Tl A LE R4 7] Bl R A AU KA B A . & 2, B A
A S 2 PR S, NRAEARRIKS) P2 A0 ER, EEBESHAEMAN T M. —=2 R,
BRI AR AT B A B AMAIUA st S R, MR B LI A U X 25 38 BB 181
ARG E, X—\FdEZR ST, USRS HEANBEE, B, IERAT K
W, 8GR AR, PR U PR RN, W2 PR, PEASEGH M MAPLRE Y R I, 77
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Figure 2. Organismic valuing theory of growth through adversity
2. BHERKAEER

4. Bl RBKHIXHESR

SR RE 5 2l iz, e B R SCAL A% SO R S SO, SCHU RN — M
S B ARE AT . RS I P 5 A AL B 2 R R A B, B TR, B
FEEFEITTA ARG IMERR ARG LRAEM. A, X FRIE T 3N 8 PTG M, AR
R A L AL 75 B AN R 2

4.1. BIRBKARFHXHER

BT PTG MNZ, EAFEMHITNE. &F 2 %S5 PTG 4T T A LW 5. H 2009 4F
PIK, EWN PTG FISCRAECR RIEE ETHra%, Bz &Bgm EE (EIhE, 2019), ARKES
FHEE /DA, 2018) ARG ((EH A, A8, PRIGZE, 2017)58 &R, SO I F 22 5L T
WA BHE, & H—FhiPl T E——PTGI &% . PTGI E£ &AWt Calhou F1 Tedeschi T 1996 4w,
IERILH 21 NMKH, GRFEMARR. FaTget:. MAJIE. BRI AR RE 5 ANER .
XS ANEFEMAANES THTE TR PTG MIZE R SR, BRI H 2 MR Q045 )5 7= A AU AR Ab 1) 5L
BREFR A, B IR WA IR TR, I B E R RS i — R AU G145 i3 sk Z i)
[ P TR E .

E N FE X PTG 1A 2 45 M7 [ SO TS S5 B I3E PR ET TR SRR . FEBRGERS, 20117
R =AM ) PTG WHFiH, B PTGL BT BUEIHR T SChOAR, 739 5 NERE: NAIBIE. MATTE.
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WA RerE. SRR, FMEREAL. BRI, BRI, 2012)5 0 Mg B i, 28T
PTG =AM T: ABRKR IREEE . AN EBNRGH IR FA], RS RK T IH5, 2013)
RSN (T7k 4%, 2016)F &K E] PTG MIUET: HMAMXR. Filmraett. MAE. )
B, M=K MAIE. APRKRRMEHIR. ERZH P EEHWEEITH PTG 4584, 41
ANJTEMAPRKFR, 5 Tedeschi Al Calhoun #2HHFIPAN PTG 4EEHHES, K PTG WX AM4EREEA
[F AR AN B B — e (O P . (BEARS AL IX AN b, KB TR R 3 i 2 R
RIS (MM, sKEG, FERL 2018) N “HEM K ” BIF I ReTE AN 7 AR B ok, mTRE H T
VG SCAGLE T K #° (R B AR J5 THARAE ORI 22 5, (RO HUE T A1) PTG VRS o R I, 14 3 A
TUTREBRZ, X A 4EFE B AT W 0 1) R SRR, 78 SO TS 57 R R 6 3 2 R RS e B R,
Klg “Rh” . sEAk, Agil . FHRAT NIRRT SO RS  FERE A (R AR,
WAL, s, ABEUT, 2011). BRAMIE B B GE A5, 2018)5 BB 5 P13 258 10E . Taku (Taku, 2014)
TEFRPEVT IR 2EAE b, 28T H AT PTG A GFET) PTG W%, B IR ECE 2 (3% 71, Taku
WON, ST [ 5 55 AU = BRI B BRI AT AR 5 —ME M PTG, PTG Al RE A — @ S5 R T“ F iR 7,
PTG B45 “#2HEMIR” o o, HRFILHEAT () — TiHfF 7T (Shakespeare-Finch, Martinek, Tedeschi, &
Calhoun, 2013)% B, “THHINFIEIN” &7 —FREN PTG, REEMAKRH, EAFRMAMERT, PTG
N BAFAE— B ES

4.2. QGRARKENBIPRXHER

PTG MNBEARF A 5N —E 25, KUY PTG 1 AENHIEANF U 5t R AR AAE— €
ZESt o

4.2.1. WAMINESR

ThEEF IR T A AH 2R i FE B R AR 4 T Janoff-Bulman I ENERS . ZER VN, MATE IS
SR fE, SRS B BEE T S B R AT U, A= E A8, AMESxal0i(E
BTG, X—dBE AN T, Fs b, AMIEEE SRRz, JF A — SRR R Ik
P, FTREH SR 7 AN N OIS . A ST R B (Taku & Oshio, 2015), HANFE K PTG 1£
WAL S R BAGERE N TR AE T, XXEA R PTG #HIS AT THk . Miyamoto %5 A (Miyamoto
etal., 2013)FR M, JHMIG 28 T 56 BN s i A/ 3-6.: SR, ZE A AR N & EENRAH R IEER.
WHCRR, PR NI LB it 4, FRIEMES, MHARNERGEZ RS 0N SELA,
IR LA “ IR AR TR I — 07, B — AN NIRRT, R EBP, & —F PTG id 2 (Sumaedi et al.,
2014). FEEERE 7 PTGI WHE T2 —tH I 7755 PTG A M4 ——23K. A ANLA,
P> HTR R I 5 AR ML B SO TR O E B, A EARO R ST R, AR JE R R R 2 B 3R
EIRRIFE AR E K (Nisbett, Peng, Choi, & Norenzayan, 2001). X Ffa AT A2 A7 78 T N 68145 f5 38
PRI R PPIRAS, TR 2T 347 B3RS T B A IR B E .

42.2. RKEENER

AU AL EH 8 DL A B N R, TR AR SO A, KA S Ay — Bl B R
W BARLNN, MEREEKAYVIRREE, & AR K RE, BAE A IR SCHUE5 IR~ Rk
HRE, RERgE AR . “ABRME” MEAR. ¥ ke, AT ERIZI0 N R
TN AR —Fh 5N H BB R AL 0 B RN, XS R L KIERE RREFLASEHL, SHEaifs
e E S — AR E 3 FRRAE 2 R B AR S A% O, X575 A A 3 SR E A
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B %

AIRKAF . AHFERY, T BAEK B RERIOARUL, G051 R KR AT REA K B Q10T A
H A B SR, 12K E G0 4E 512 1 B RE IR (Jobson & O’Kearney, 2008). HI T 4]
1 PTG BEFURAEVE T #EAT, K O 5 BRSO SR R . SR, ARSI T SO, JTHZ A
Scper, SEELE AT AU RE A H B R T E R I, XA S 3 BB S R K
Jo IXMEBE R I IRED ) S e 2 1) F AR A N RIAE AN, AN NATRES 9 17 RS B R 20 10 A8 — 2 1)
H R, X R — PO S A IR (1 E B SE I (Nevis, 1983). XA REAN E FR01 K J& 7T R H S04k
M5E, WRW] PTG /™A IKEN 71 J Bk kA 5 DR RO R B i /T REAFAEANA

5. BEERE
5.1. #EERE A E S T GERKESMAR IR

i EIRSCERIEE, BATRIL PTG BN A RS Z R B AL AL, A7 e — e 7. R A
SETIAER PTG W, 5 MERN PTG Al RE# 2N . B, PTG BVFIFA—E AT “Hm”,
FE5Ext B 5 58 R AR IRPERAR AT RERE 51 — MBI PTG, AR E B 2R &, XTI
E S SR PTG WAHET B R A2, K PTG A b i@ v B S0 S sE S HESE, JF
R AT A R D B TR N, BT PTGL P — 2830 H a4k ik, thtn “3E I
BV H ORI T T EATIE A OB, AT 2 B0 B TSR SR BRI SERR R . B SO
BEIERIZE H L Bildn « IE B IR B BAMSIRE, AERRE T SMAD ZRAVESZ " 8 “ L2 RIIELH
ANEEATRBL LR R AT LG IR MBI B F56 B o I8N g ST & 50 o Al e] 5
P, LR PTG 584 [ 3 i

5.2. SIRMAEMUERYT REGRERKHEERE

M PTG ZREMRME R SRS OUR, BILAHR 3 th N OE BIA FAL & SOt PTG RAEE R IR
Mo T, E5EAZEREEY], SO SRHEER] 7 — M. R EK, Mz
AFE SRS I EAE AR . CABFREREX PTG 520 18 1 5 1 3 (3 225 25 A A28 g (U A
FEEE) S IIAR AR AR SEI . IR E K PTG RAMENLE, PTG M/ A A & RN L5 A B I OE
SRR TR AARIN TR, A2l IR S ARGy U B L DI RESRTT T . IX3RW], PTG 7™
AN 2 AR, FEARDCT R N A AR BIA AR, XU A ST TR A Rt — . it
bk, X PTG HIBREN S0k T N EA SO BUEYE, T A RSO E & T eI s# 723 PTG ks, A
B NI B AR A OB T R, D SEEL R B RS AR 2 Dh g X )
PTG 5S4~ LA, FEBLA SRR BEAE b, BT A R SO T S MR E A AR B AT e
A B AT REAS 58 4 B2 AT A o

5.3. REFRMUERTHEGRERKFRIER

SEFYIEH TGS, S5 2 A7 0 G5 S 00 OSGHAT AR T, Al et PTG, {HATAMIX
SrHG1 T, AT RERGINEL PTSD MIAIRAEIR . T FRAZAE SO & I R 2R T a#E AT, AT LA
i B BT 32 A7 B B R S AL S SCAG R T v PE RS, T B S [ E B S Ak 2 sz
(AR JEI, $eom i PR3P L AEREAT o BELP B A R vh B TR M BURR, X — U] 1 9 e B ST i
JEYER) PTG BERHRUR DUHS B AN R SCAL T St R S B RS o AR TAE 2 BN N0, #4055
FINNAEFERSCMIRBHESRE, o= XA 2 R U e, BATHSE B SRt A s T A
I RCo B3P B T AR SN 9 ok T SO A SRR 6 o, iR R T IR LR I 2 7 4L
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