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Abstract

Cognitive defusionis a therapeutic technique used in acceptance and commitment therapy to
change the impact of events in context on individual cognition, emotions, and behavior. The analy-
sis of cognitive defusion and its application reveals that it requires a deeper understanding of
cognitive defusion through cognitive fusion. The healing mechanism of cognitive defusion is to
separate the literal meaning of cognition from its negative functions, and to change the rigid im-
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pact of language on individuals. The preparation condition for the application of cognitive defu-
sion is the introduction of the principle of cognitive defusion. The three steps of cognitive defusion
include: notice, naming, and neutralizing. The three types of cognitive defusion include: exposure,
differential reinforcement of alternative responses, and introduction of contextual cue. Cognitive
defusion should be used differently from cognitive reappraisal and mindfulness training. In the
future, research on the six types of cognitive defusion corresponding to the six types of cognitive
fusion and the combined use of cognitive defusion techniques with other technologies can be fur-
ther improved, and the research on the neural mechanisms underlying cognitive defusion can be
advanced.
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1. 5|8

INFNAR S S F 4 5 7K 75 7 7% (Acceptance and Commitment Therapy, ACT)/CoHE R i AR () 75 AN O
W — BN SRETIER R BRI, &S RENERER TS MH BRI E IR, 2021
MG, 2 hlEE, ARTEMERG S N mEME. BRWATE S B IS RS . XA
IR — IR B R AR AR RN . SR AR R IR, N AT VA
DR GBI E S Ty, IANER . CAEAS. SRR ME . RT3 MO FECE R A,
20115 sKE5E, 2012), DUARIEEFR OB REENZO Bir. WA E S ACT F, LT TH TS EEH
PIFAAFRFTAAINED AT N YR TT $ AR (Hayes et al., 2006). /E AN IS A SOLFE, A
fiE e MMARIR S, EARR AR B AR RR £ ZHE TR, A ZMATHE 1 kKR =1 A
{10 D6 U 5T ROV 5 U AT S EE (Pilecki & McKay, 2012). INFIFEES A ACT RIS FEAE A, Hil
WG Z R BRI HT S R ER AR DA R A 25 B HL R AT Bl T2 B AE I PR 52 e B A 4 R 4597 B Th 34
TR & AR I)E 5 K

2. BANRESTEEREEARIE—A\TRMSE

IR B8 0 A B RE RN RN R G o BRAR A0 AR B8 75 B PR AR AR SO R —— NIl & . Rk &R 1S
SPEGIT AT - AT MR AT By Sk b it AR AR 2 Uiy, i @A OB, X —id
FEARAE T N L s 5 R (Hooper & McHugh, 2013)0 24— A JLUT ROl ) 518 24 Sh e fit
S, T HAEE F A R SR, B B RN @A (Hayes & Strosahl, 2012). tell, xf—ANHA
EIEVERER I B RV, W UM XS R E S M S, 5XE N REMERZFERES KR,
WX AR PEARME AR FRA WG, sgme 7 AR AT R, A 2 T S TN IS . BRI R AR,
oA N ER A R 9 AR IX N DR T AE 08, X2 AR Rl (Assaz et al., 2018). BB, AMATGIEX 4348k
5Ise, S TGRS RN SE, AL AEBLSL 2 17 3(Blackledge, 2015). 15 & HIAiT
A TNRE SRR V2, SIS AR 0 ST B A U R R ARt 2 ik — 2 R BUR B2 4k, AT
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AENFNRL A . IRR B SR BUELA AR (Harris, 2009), Zralie: Sidde. Kok, BRMS. Hib. 0
MIAPEA RS . 0, ZEREZRVEIIE 7, WREEE T 5 R(E L E) . Bl ERNARNE, B
DAASBERIE) FIA SR (S 2 AR IE ) R & . XENFH BRI ES . AHERE . X — PRI 17
FHDReZEA. R HEMAESE .. MERIFIAMBL S AR Z MEZ TR,

WAL H R ILAE O B B0 B ) i, (R TR R AR S 4Rt 72, SR ™ R R R A
Fo HSWEBOAFIRIRA AT Rer i R L R R S A N, IS RAMAER T A R LA 45 ) T SR HX
P EAIE 26 . 22501 (9] 8 (experiential avoidance) 5 B AL I B 77 :(Hayes, 2004) . SR IX 26 BT 1 5% 7]
Re 2 ir AR S B R, oo AR Z = 4 e i 2 0 i H R AR B AR B, BV R I A e, S AR AN
AT A AR SRR . (B AN R R I R RO ] R HA B, BELAE AN SRR AR LY
178 — WON 5 AR A VRS U S 06 A B, e EURE RR 3 B0 1 T AR B IR AR /T N IRLA R R
B (OMLPASE, 2022)0 VEATIIFEXSICAZ AR EUE S IRVRE PP IS R o 82 BOVRASIN e 7 £ AR R e
SN R RI, A R A5 A R i — NG O R I SE (Hellberg et al., 2020), AT 3505 ™ 5
(REAR o o G40 i N B B i S8 AT R B, ARSI RIS 5 B IR A BN BRI, (B G40 5
FED T AR A SRR [ 3 5o 7 3 PR SR R K (Tto et al., 2023) 0 76 HARAS [ Co BRPR , A0 AR SE AU 1 40 S48
WAFLEINFEL G K SRR B R IE LR . JEFEZIFNRBEARISL S, AARLE K
BEAS, AEREBE 245 2203 (Reuman et al., 2017). £E— SOOI H BURHA S, AFIRELES B2 S B WKTE L
) AR AN R AAT M. U0 Hinojosa-Aguayo %5 A (2022)7E — e Tid Bk & 1T Mwt Fo b 2 B, A
RGBT, e I BV AR R R R, RS S O AN A T SE AT B AT N

AL, NHIER S GRS T OB, 2o M B AR TE G BRI R 952 m . BRI, 0k PR SN il 2 2
OB ) B R AT IR AR, RAHUEES, IRVTRER —MER:. fivd. ATHsGE . IV
iRV BRI ARSI JE S 2, [ E S HIOA R RS S s REDAFIRLE X B SRS R
M, R PEEN R E L, DA BN ot AT A ki es, A& 27 & EH .

3. INHRERA
3.1. INAIRER YT A ALE

WHIRE 2 ACT W, B TH T B E S b AN R 528 FAT 5520 (19097 HR (Hayes
et al., 2006). fEANEIRLE I, INAAREETR/MERIRE], BARR AR B AR SRR £ £ 105 5
W ARG T Sk R B s 1 A A (1) HE 06 25588 57 11 5 U A1 B H R (Pilecki & McKay, 2012). A%
il B8 (0T SEATL AR HEAS R RV R4 7 A Y AR A B RA B, TR AT T R S AN R DR 4 8
FFok, B TE F XK B AL (Cullen, 2008; Hayes et al., 2012).

DRI B )T R AL S BT b 3 B MA R 3 A, RO O B RE R S35 o WA RN 5 MDA R e 28
IASE T RASREE T, fE—d7k M “ Rl o EIEEARIIESh B, AMA S 88— APRALA (135 SOE /2 55 =
ANFRALAABIAR . A2 IR A I, AT e SR AR B 5 S A R SRS, YOIt 2 4 i 3l
8¢, R GUE — HRE A SO AR o DR B, AATTRERE ISR = N PR WL WL X e xR Al

U7 B Sk AR, AR S IUSEIX AT, B2 BARVERHE L AN R, SRR ARE
HIH UFE & (De Young et al., 2010).

M ACT HIBRIS 3R % 25 I3 18 (relational frame theory, RFT)HI A B K, IANFIR B 2B iER, |
BEH A 128 R SOV R AR S B DI RE R B R AR TR I AR . SRS TIE S BE W, i B C3k
RIMFRAEAR” A% s 12 8 5 — A ] | P RS AT R AR, e K AR TR S B (Blackledge,
2007). A FEE WG IN R B9 55 (6] T 5 1A, MRHE AR BRI N5 50 hr I B B8 I 3047 H MR RR 5,
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RN F0 A B A AR AL BE & GO & AR 2, FF A TCIN R i BEX AT i B (Bernstein et al.,
2015)e ZM AR, F S S A TON R R R EA TR B B RIBLE], 2 alE: (1) JoE
o BEWFEBLMARLEE N BHOIRA RE A TS ma AT W RIRAS 1, L REFE B AN A 0t 52 31 B KA 175 4 20 AL R P AN
THMTRE: (2) WAL 8. B M S RIS A R i, ARSEELERD: 3) %
BARARI S ERAR. BRI I RATE, SEIATRIESe, I B TR 50 20 5 15 46 11K
Rl .

RFT FITCINEN AL A AR SR 1R AR S BUSEAH X 73, DU AT B 25 R 155 52 Hh T8 AR AR08 B B 5%
Wi o MARAETT A, TCNEIIR Bt T XHARI ARSI, SR MA SN RITER AT T RFT $24ft 1
MV F A AT VAR AT e, 3o M DU E 5 51 R A RIS AR AT ], SCR @
i E KLhRE .

3.2. NHIRECRERSEY

DRI B P 7 2 25 At A o DA N 8 S B R A A A o DA R A 2 0 A o S R 47 O AT
H AR SN 1l e 1Y), DAL AT R LA S e 0 ) LB R 3, IR AE SR o) R AR S AR 2 (A e 5
2011). EAREO T REIGRMEAT “ME” FIATTRER “REES” A1E & — RO AN AR 2 1) A8V 1) [E] 8
DAL J5 S P 5 NAT B T ok Uy & B AR L AT AR %, AT Bl T ok Uy & IR AT RN S, T AN R A 3L
A ol [ TR Y A AR 5 A A s o SR, AT ER B AT R DA R B8 R RO o — 04SP ] 1 = SR )11
FIRE TS R B, FEBHAT R BS T F0AT, b9k e ACT Al snfd & A SR 3E,  Bh T 35 2 R i 32 7
(Masuda et al., 2010). 3XFJiE B ALK 5 AT DU B2 19 00 T B 50 N RN 52 1) 1) Jot LA 8 (Pilecki &
McKay, 2012), tHAPLE ACT & 25Bamr, a1 “HEIR-R A7 Bamgy, nT AR Bk 3 SR 3 S5iH %
(VN A A A2 Qo FELASH Ath /8 0 ) B RO 58 . N BRI BB PR 2R 35 1) . tmT LR i e BRI k. — I
XK B 2 YT O S AT ST I, 78 H bR FZE AR B I ZR TINS5 R AR AN v 1 R A Bl
G SEIR K, 5 RN R B ARRE B SEIS AR AR B, H b L 1R A B9 28R B U (Masuda et al., 2004) .

33. \HRENEZRSE

WA B D IRAFE =4 “N” DI, IR Notice). 1y 44 (Name) Fl 41 Fl(Neutralizing) -

BRI R R W R BN R S AR AR I AEAE, RSB SRS, R BIREE R, W
e B EAREFE MW . 0 — ANERANE BT BT, R PR X —AE, X REE AT A
WA, SRS ORIEATE), B RA K A RR B EOR B T IX — 4L (Hayes &
Strosahl, 2012). #E—S45 0N, 6 75 EAET 18] BLE UG ZAEVEBEAT SE 0, BRMOR T Z 0 AR B, 3
W] RE 2 IEAF I, INE RV HX A RVE MRS o R A8 F RO AR B8 ek e R R, R TRy
ML SER. 0 “IERERE R B CROEMRIRN T BOR, BT ARVESR I T 1 4 R AR IR S AR
FARCER, VIR RO LB REAL, PRI R B e A 5L, DLV RR AT e BRI AN R, ORI &N
fE B IR R (Harris, 2009).

BOPRR M. maien L. mAATFEETENYIN. KUER Yy, WRLE A E S
PRRIEMR. 44T AR BO A A AR AGZARE S, i — PR AR, IFVDRE R BAE AR
LA R R TE S .

HEUPIRR R ORIFR A ANE T B — S E B R, BRI RN 1 SRR S (Harris, 2009). HORIE
WRH R SRIEAT MR R MAIR —FE SR AR . IR AR RS B . S ARTE R AT AR
RIS LIX AL WIS RVERIBER . AP= A AR A R T A a5
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FIOL,  DAKAAR S i P D SRS VR R R A BB AL B G 1 RS2 AT N R B ARE, 481X
MEVEAT A, R E R AT BT AR B AT AR S

34. INHIEEREFXE

WA FE R A A E LG PR, Mh AR 2R . AR TR ARG 202, v LR AN
FRES A NANFIZRAY . Assaz Z5(2018) N NN KR B2 A — i B8

- PRAE R R RAUR R B G RN AR R, R AR B I SRS A, R
WEEINZG. “WRERNFEE” . “PBHEAE” 2] (Larsson et al., 2016). F8K VT E 15 BA HADAE R
LT S 3 — > mrR R, BT SRS S DRSS (Levin et al., 2012). FLATBEAIHLA 2
T o A R ] 0 SR SR M ] B B SRRk 55 SR R FE A F (Blackledge, 2015). 7 #2 R H)is HI )R B2
—2, SRUTHE BRI DA S R A R, a0 IR W SnARESE, T AR HVE ARE
X (Hayes & Strosahl, 2012). 1z FHEICHEZ — &, FriiE SIS EE M R R N S5 2 A M E . B
I ERRHAEANE SRR SR THIAL, XMEEKRaed kv # @ v 2 siB AR R, CUA
AR B ROR (Craske et al., 2014). 7 EVERAZE, AT RERMEIABE ARSI, &2 R
PHES 780 360, DU E B I BB 1t ()18 B I AR AOR U R B N 2%, 25 o) MO E 1S .

SRR B AR e B Z ¢ 5 1L (differential reinforcement of alternative responses, DRA). DRA 27 §5
AME LR RV 3 Hefih 2 vy o FE RN, ISR H 5 2008 5] AL S NAN R B SR, DABIA
IWHIFEAATZN AR R o N4 R 2R 2] SRV B AL S W = AR BB Lo kam e A5
fER R b, IR HE AR TR R B S, DR SR S ORI AT A . DRA SRR SR 1 R 2
BESTHI . ZREMERER R, T RR VB ARG S “ R o X R N, Rt
eV I E B TEGr, § KRV ) SN Dy RE, 5 B HAM H 5 HANE 5 s & 147 3l (Masuda et al.,
2004)0 X BERE N SRR AT AT LUB G ST I B S AE SR = i, IF R U 7R B AR S i I E )
BN FGRAG A . FEERMZ, EWITR I S kUiE TR, EHE AR A A
AIREIE B BHAT, R RO J7

BEMRAR G NIBERARR . SINERARKMIBSINHES, BRI ZMDaeEs, JHERd 5l
It 25 R R &R 4 K (Blackledge, 2007). SI AR R B —FR2EHAE, 185 EE B S8 VA
SRR AL R ARG E), BEEHCLR “FEECw ra” o “Bifa” . “
fA[RIE” o WA RN AR B 25 0 R R 1 B Ul B0, AR IETT . (RN, Qs H
BRGNS . WEERHOWE AR, SHINE—AIE “RERDIE MR, FEARSEn
BIRATIG AR . 28 R MARVE Sk Ui PR RS, AR RN AL BN R o FRARRIEA &
AR LI (R RS, DA RS N (A ER B (Brown et al., 2002), #BHE S BUR O A2 IR R IR .
AW TR R, DLES = AR (I B B A0 A ) B8 A 56 17 285 10 A2 2 el 2 2 T RIS Rl 1R A7 4 S iR
(Mischkowski et al., 2012). 41 “JRF_LIMI” 2530, ibRUIEE H O, B EAHEE R+
EFAER AR IR b, TS RE R FFEE RS . AE R TINBHL R, 2T N A S [ EE B 4R,
FINEE A R BRI B I 2 S AR A, Bk v & 5 HARER QRS AL E & 548
EINR R TEEERE, NS EEMES, JFASRE BB K, sk B OAHMHEERX
LeARE, R AR AR AR Rl AR B ARER T A

35 WHBEBESIANNEERARPEAKX

WHIE R PP AN ARG AN R AR, ol B o S LB A (R B L R (Clark, 2013) A
RO S BORAGAL G FIAT T BT AR B BRI RE, BB A, T2 SRR S5 16 48
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FAG 6 HILE I ROBI R R o SR N AR 25 5 B @A A0 RO 22 57, (HA RN B9 T e 7 ok B
J I AR AR (Krafft et al., 2022)o £ PIIB TH B R 48 A1) — T b ) £ i)k B2 v 22 ik e o
PRI B R LA 0 B A B T A (B8R (Larsson et al., 2016; Moffitt et al., 2012). {E- 45 HAh A 78 & BL—
F 2 (AR = AN (Deacon et al., 2011; Levin et al., 2018; Yovel et al., 2014),

EE T T AN SR S I A B AR, H B AR AR R S8 A I, X AT RE S R RS LR
BORBEe . 72— F AN P, ATREAFAEAFRIES 73 —TEr XS B AP 4R i)+ Ta 7o 89, B3
SRANT A A0 B AR R g Bl IV R B Rt R, PR e 2%, IRm A BRI L e ig . (2
XPNEIRE R, B IRCPAA 2 A Z i RAR AR B A BR 3R, TR A i A A . (B R
RN, EEGIANRAT NEIT RTINS S 5O BEEEOR T, W MILARIME, AR E Lt/
HE G EIVEHI (Arch et al., 2012). B = F L] AT BEAFAEAE R BOF8 70, AT 7E 3 0 A8 5 T I B 4R 1Y
TR Ko ABGONHAT AT IER R B A AR R . SREEANFT IR, T DA 0 R 2 v A B R A
AR R fr 44, FFEAN[F) 15 55 thORh T AR AR 1 Hh N, X 8 AT i 2 2 R R 2 B A P (1 A5 VR 55, 2019) 6

XL BIHR FE W] AR HOR B BE DL RC & FNRE . 25 fF TSGR, il i s vl RESE & 1
AbFE B FAH TR VE . o B RS H AR e FERETIEAR IR AT, S F e AR A
W () A 8 SRR S & 5%, TR o A 0 ik 1) ) 5 e ) S & SR (Krafft et al., 2022)0 NEIAR S
et B ISP 2 A B o, A T BE R B IR R s 22 55 [ Y R DA R A AR 1T Do A 2 7
o XERIR, NKAAR B RLE ] T AR, kU AR N ETGVE CE A I, AL S
5% & AR FEREAT A% .

3.6. INARBESEXNERRHE AKX

SRS, AR SR — 214545 1) 2 VIR (Kabat-Zinn, 2003), 2 A “4%
a7 R CAPEHA (BOCAS, 2014). BREETIESHTEZAN, WA RIS ISR, mE R, W

W&, AEA KRB IR 2, 1E&% ) B2 b Bge a5 ot O B AanEE . B, 5.
ZHLE)RI5Z I (Holzel et al., 2011). {H ~FH M E S A5 XA, BT eEH FARBE, FE65
I IR

— IO G fa RO RS B B & T I R, IR YIRS M AR B i ] 20K, X
FEFW [ A MR SRR I Sz s IR K98 D, AT BEAS G455 fa SLCRI AT IE IR 1R & R AN ERF o Ty
REPAFIARS A T B S TR SO G Ja o o, (3 5 45 48 I AH 5 (1) S AR AN
OIS, AN 5] K A PR B 5 O N 56 18 REAS R N.(Nitzan-Assayag et al., 2017). — T IOMUE &
JUBESE OB T S i 35 1 IR A R B A 4 i A RIPE R . IE S B T RIS 4 Ik
¥, WOTCAERERT . SO I S8 7S IR (RIS s i AR B IR m] T Ab BE O AR e R () R i i 26, W Bl
B SV ARAEE B, NSRRI T IES . (HBEE R U5 & W R EOR AGR AR EE 4 &, SR U5 7] LAE
AEFR ARG, FIWDEEEAATAEOR, ol iy a7 a8 S (s, 2023).

KR IE S — Ml FR U RF SR 28, A BT IF B —Fr i A ig o7 X, HaE T SRCR K .
T AN B W RT AR A RO AG OL T I 48 AL BRHE T, RE A% 35 B AN SO B R iR 2L B R e 15 28, JFES T
830 L B DA I 1R RO

4. BEERE

AR IE T AR, BRE S RrANE, SCE A SRR, BEmpest i 13E BVE f AR
TS AT AL SHATIAR S AR SO AR - AR S B, AR BB, D IR, RN AL
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NI B I HE#E 2 1F, 5 U0 = R TR 203 FH ) DX AR BRI 5 BT B 2 o A B R o bl
RS TG /ETE ACT HigH, 2B A, #nr LUR R H B O 1A i 29 77 =

AR, PN B )3z AT A DY J7 1T B UK ) -

(1) FE% H/NFENFIRL XS KIS FEARR B BT Harris (2009)3% iR o8 L DR 5 1 782K
WE: HidZe, Aok, IS, Bl BUWAER AR N AT R, FEBEAT VARSI, drTbly
NI IR A 0T B K AR PN FR B R o 5NN HIRR S X bR, 3 — 2K R A RL 7S 28 A 50
fRES, W] DAt — 0 K RN S8 B R GR I TR R

(2) JFREZ MR B BRI (8 FH BB 7 o A 25\ Al B8 Iy, WiF 8 A AT ) T 5 24 FH
PR B Hi R (Healy et al., 2008; Hinton & Gaynor, 2010; Masuda et al., 2004), Assaz 55 A\(2018)# & T —
ME R AR, RABEIE AT LA S AL, A RS A R AR R,
BSOS AR A SR B IS A, (B H ATE S ZAH R () SEIe BRIk . Lavelle %5(2022)— M M A/
ARANFIEB R, BATECG B HIWIET T, RKIARXS T A RN A A EZH, DA & T TR 2%
REA P EZS . AT AT 58 TR iR 2 HOR IR S8 3 30 7 A & RS2 R EL . RSk 7T AT BLIE
—BIRNIRITRENS 2 P i s BRI i RS

(3) FFRN IR EHAR S HAD RS H B 5T o AR SRA 7T 0T LA EE I\ R 25 BR 5 AR AR B Bk
SREHET, D RFECR. ORI, IESIRSRIARIRLE /TR B Tk U8 5 5 8005 & P A 551
WICRRFE B ENZ, AR AR R, X 605 26 % I B 301& A B R B (Nitzan-Assayag et al.,
2015). 5 HABEAR IS 158 FH RV REWE T e AR B HoR 8 F 3T 5

(4) HE—BRAH TS HUH AR R S E SRR B EE((E S A, 2019).
AT E KM (Arch et al., 2012). AHINFIfE B PHZMLE PR FULIR B =, ARkt Al DAFEIX AN J7 T 5

SE3Hk

BEXA(2014). IESWM RS ME5MNE. OFFEIE 22(10), 1616-1627.

RV, XTEE, NIk, ARICEE, VL6, HLEZE(2019). HegA w7 ik E ANLH——2EF oo g5 M fEs AL,
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FISERE, XIME, FSOH, KR, R, BEE(2022). SHIERE B R IEREE SHEANEE ) MRS IESHRR. #
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