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Abstract

Objective: To explore the heterogeneity of self-esteem among college students with symptom of
Cluster-C personality disorders (PDs) and its prediction for picking out Cluster-C PDs. Methods:
Using the Frost Multidimensional Perfectionism Questionnaire (FMPS) in Chinese, PDQC-2, RSES,
CSES and ISES to test a sample of 465 students. Results: 1) The results of the difference test showed
that there were significant differences in perfectionism and all forms of SE (RSES, CSES, ISES) be-
tween Cluster-C PDs, DEP, AVD and each contrast students (p < 0.01). OBC and contrast students
had significant difference in perfectionism and CSES (p < 0.01), but no significant difference in
RSES and ISES; 2) The results of multiple stepwise regression analysis showed that perfectionist
PS, DA, OR, CM dimension played a significant role to predict OBC (p < 0.01); Perfectionist CM, DA
dimension and RSES played a significant role to predict DEP (p < 0.01); Perfectionist DA, CM di-
mension, RSES and CSES played a significant role to predict AVD (p < 0.01). Conclusion: 1) Clus-
ter-C PDs were closely related to perfectionism and all forms of SE (RSES, CSES, ISES), and perfec-
tionism can predict Cluster-C PDs (OBC, DEP, AVD) to some extent; 2) Contingent self-esteem and
perfectionism are the risk factors to all Cluster-C PDs; excessive “Personal Standard” is the prima-
ry characteristic of OBC; extreme “Organization” is a specific characteristic of OBC; excessive
“Concern over Mistakes” are the primary characteristics of DEP; excessive “Doubts about Actions”
are the prominent characteristics of AVD.
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Hi: MARFECKABEBMEEREEN. BERREZEPXR. FRTEFNEESHER
TR BN B CR ARG S EAKIE. vk RAP L Frost7e3E F L A4 (CFMPS). A M 15
75 545 (PDQC) & Rosenberg | % 8% (RSES). %4 H B B3R (CSES). AE HE B R (ISES)Nf465h17E
BRRFERTHEEN . £8: 1) EFERRERER, CEARERS. DEPLLRAVD HH 5% A
WHEZEEEN. SFEAE. FHFEEANREEERE PFEREER(p<0.01), OBCHIAH G RA
EREEFEUEFMEE LFEREER(p <0.01), EOBCH AN BAESNBEABENAREHE LR
BUREER. 2) ZBFLEAMMMERER, TEEXN “MPARHE” . THRE” . FEE” K
“HOER” REXNOBCH BEWIEM(p <0.01); BEFENH “HOER” . “ITHER” LERSI
2 HEXDEPEA REFRIEA (p <0.01); TREXM “IT5H5ER" . ?ﬁu%ﬁé FREURIINEEE
&M EBEXFAVDEA BETMER. &it: 1) CRABBRSEREN. EEHE. ZHFEEEIR
EHEXRREY, HukRE U KEERFREE—EEE L% TN cB A B & HO0BC/DEP/AVDS};
R, 2) HEFHLUKTEEE LR CENEBBREAFRNERER, BEH “MAatE” £OBCH)
FRAE, HRPEE “AEM” R OBCEEIHIGRIERHME, HEHK “H.O4R” ZDEPHEERME, TEH “4T7
FhEERR” RAVDH = ERHME.

X in
CRANMRERS, TREX, BRRFME, FTREGH, FMFEH
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1. 5|15

N B 65 (Personality disorders) XFRIEAS A, A2 48 B N AMERRIE R 2 W B 1B, (ERFHR T
FrA AT L, SEOHEE RN AR, WREm AL DhRe, B0 B B CRBE iR, X
FhPEAG I T 46 T BEAEaH D EW, I — B R R B A A (P B D kG A 5 22, 2001).

% EE M BRATI2 W 5 ST F M2 FAR(DSM-V) 5 T & B AR Bt iRl B AL, K 10 Fhikse

Uiy AR T = KR BFCREE AL 5B B. K ©). 288 C BHFHIAAL(OBC). KB (DEP). £ERE/[A]
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WERY(AVD) NS FEAG, IR R IE & R BE DL CIRVER AR, DT AP AR A T C R
FRAE R NBE R IR R B i (4%, /77, 2013), DRI K24 C 28 AR BEAG REAAR AT 78 A0 T
W E .

FE3 S — P 77 3RS 38 IR 5 1 58 BT 55 I A1 Bl b P B R OPAk A6 ) B N ARE 5 (Frost et al., 1990).
583 3 U (perfectionism){EN (O ELREMGIZHI S5t F M) (DSM-IIDEEZWirfE 2 —, #IANIESE
MR ERF TR S R, FE 5 AR PO H R LA 1E ) B S AH I B AR

HEAE N ME S S BRSNS, SR 5N AN EFERRE LR, 2 MEVF
B SRR 0 B A AR, EERRAR .. B8RS0 ERETMES, B O R E
bR, T HIEHI2E MR EITT IR AR TG00 RUE i B ST B T R = KK 275, Kernis
I EBEVEFA R, T BrEr, BHEAAEZMRA, a5 At B B A B E
W.ORMEE. AREE Y. SR ARA—EE B IYM A (Kernis, 2003). ASHIFFURH A 40 H 2
A BB AATRE B EPNH T .

—RIWIFRELY], 7TE T GHERE . MM RERE. R 8. FHi%, BinEE. e EEL
FERPLAA R RCEE, 2004; TKaaE, 2015). AHRHIFER, AKEBRAS R 2242 10 3 B H eSS,
A ER C RN RGN R AR LA G R RS, 77, 2013a; &%, /77, 2013b). A
W EERRE TR BRI C RAMIERSG =F ZBRRER, PR IR R A% 50
() ER 5 BRAL ) o

2. WRE57HE
2.1. MREMR

KB BERARVER T R TR A AR S A AT, LRI 500 43, [ BRAS 56 8 Je A
ORI M A, A3 B R8s 465 13, ~FIIFEES 19.93 + 1.32 5. 54 218 A(ih 46.9%), A 247
N(Hi 53.1%). C R NRGIERHEAE A 216 N, C FRAMEBERFIR I H 2 46.5%; 318 B NS BEAG 7]
HILH 132 N, OBC HIFfith 20 28.4%; MAiAY ANk Bl ] 2 4445 78 N, DEP #fith %54 16.8%; [Hlik#
RGBS 2 34T 126 N, AVD G RN 27.1%. 580 ARG BERS I H 2 g A\ B 240, oA ah
NI A ] 4L (R PR L)

22. IR FAZE
TEREMERER, VABESCASRALAT BRI . 82 S aFE:

2.2.1. A1BFERSFEa) % (Personality Disorder Questionnaire for CCMD-2-R, PDQC) (B, XItfl, ZF
SRR, 2001)

P AR HE CCMD-2-R Jill A Bl it A F 3 . a8 MU AR [RRG . e A HS 5 0G
(OBC). K#HI N#% [Eh5(DEP). A [ A A G (ANX) . FIH A ANAK PG (HST) thzh ALK BEfS (IMP).
TP N BEAS(PND) 7 24FE N BEAS(SZD) At 2 B NKEBRAS(ATS). 45 103 MN6H, KH 4 &
oy A ) B R A BUFERSUE, REERE.

2.2.2. % BEE3R(The Self-Esteem Contingent Scale, CSES) (Paradise & Kernis, 1999; Kernis, 2003)

HH Paradise 1 Kernis (1999)Zmil, HTWEFAFAR . ghbaE. M ATERXT B &M, It 154
%H, 5%ty SRR ERMIERE. BEERNB—EEEE RIF(a = 0.85). AT, %
BRI LR o 2808 0.781.
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2.2.3. Rosenberg BEHEFRRSES) GEM%EK, EHM, B34, 1999)
TS E A HBKTEIANE A 2. (ER0% RiF, HAEXINE A8 TR ITE &R s HEN 2,
JE R v o RECN 0.787. ABFFH, ZERTEEM o RECH 0.799.

2.2.4. 758 BE E K (Instability of Self-esteem Scale, ISES) (Chabrol, Rousseau, & Callahan, 2006)
i Chabrol 25(2006) Ngwfhl, HTMEAFE HE. W8 4 MLUMAEKAERRMIEKE, 4 Fitar. 7
ERN—EBUEEE R I (a0 =0.89); G E RIF(r=0.89). K74, iZEmR AT EH a RECN 0.864.

2.2.5. H13C Frost SEXFE W [@ % (CFMPS) (83E, AKX, 2006)

Frost 25 N4 il Y] FMPS H1 35 Nk H AR 25455 N 2006 FFHE T # K% Cheng S5 NBIERAS, R
P KR 1 o S 5 SR LA T T AR s B, I Z MBS 27 AN H, R S by, B <
DR (CM).  “4FEME” (OR). “RBHHIEE” (PE). “/AMNAARME” (PSYFT “4TBHIIEERE” (DA)S A4k
B, TBRS MrER. #4EF(CM. OR. PE. PS #ll DAY EIMNEE N 0.82, 0.63, 0.75, 0.78, 0.79,
RMEREF. AWFE, ZERI D o RECH 0.881.

23. itk

WS s 45 R\ SPSS11.0 et 3L, JEATHSZIREA t K50, 2 oud A Bl H 7 S Ab 2
3. ARER
3.1. ERMERIEER

H1 RN, FERT SRR RSN HORR . KRHITE L A NFRERITT S EERE) L LAk
BHE. R EHEMATEE SRR C RGBT 4 55 AL [ FFE B 2 72 R (p < 0.01),
P (M 5E 5 R R L LA CHHOHERRY o D ARRIE” R I ZE R 2 LR AN( > 0.8), £
BRI X “ATBhEeR” gD okt H HAs 63‘[3’]% IR RN (0.5 < d < 0.8).

Table 1. The difference test in perfectionism and self-esteem of Cluster-C personality disorder tendency group and control

group
F 1. TRENURZLBGTE C XARERMEESREZ BHZEFELIR

C RNl 7 L SRIA TG R (TR A XTI OB R (U /X B R Rl 4/ AL =

(Wi g/ B2 = 216/249) 4 =132/333) 4H =178/387) 126/339)
tfH d i tfH dfi t{H dfE tfH dfi
FEFF sy 9.937" 1.045 10.258" 1.094 4.869" 0.614 7.050" 0.873
O R 9.225" 1.105 6.758" 0.935 5.677" 0.847 8.574" 1.130
ST 2270 0.217 5.648" 0.566 -0.911 -0.113 0.253 0.027
SRR 4301" 0.418 3.965" 0.445 1.978° 0.245 3.558" 0.381
A Ntk 8.390" 0.837 8.675" 0913 3.549" 0.443 4.928" 0.534
iTEhsERE 8.013" 0.782 6.419” 0.454 5.176" 0.654 7.428" 0.798
P ASE: -3.709" 0.405 -1.668 0.201 -4.096" 0.516 -5.569" 0.714
E SeIER 5.547" 0.567 3.938" 0.406 3.506™ 0.439 6.375" 0.762
N VS 4.300" 0.403 0.361 0.038 3.362" 0.391 6.300" 0.637

#E: OTFFE <001, HEPp<0.05. @ HIKE KA Cohen’s d {H#E . I. Cohen (1992)ih7y, d=02 FAMEHR, d=0.5 AT
SEFRRERCR RN, d=0.8 MOMRFEHR, dElk, FIHoE RS E R R8O S & .

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.712179 1456 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.712179

T

F 1 EoR, SERFE TR LI SAYEREGRERME . fHONR . R . AN AARHERAT B 5E ) LK 2%
1 1 AR B B B N A R0 A0 1) ZELFEG R 2H 2 TR AR AE B35 72 e (p < 0.01), HAR PRz A58 36 £ L ER
Ay R FL CHHOERY - N NRAE” RSO 2 R RELEAUN(d > 0.8), 1E “REMET 4EER I ER
EIPEFREERN(0.5 < d < 0.8), SMEH AT E B BAE SR RSN BEAG5 [) 4L AN T ) 2 2 1) AN
EREES.

TR, BRTSEET ) KRBT JERE, ek E SRR R EHRAOHR. KEHHE, A
PRAEFNAT B 5ERE) DL S AT F B 2 At B BRSNS 1 A0 e 3 7E AR 2R N S 5 1 A ] ZEL AT K 2 2 T A7
EREER(p<0.05), HiPAZ R5E3EE K “HOHR” ARSI E S 2R >0.8), 1E5%E
EENERESVIR TSR HEEFIANG A 81550 10 2% 7 RIS E 0.5 <d<0.8).

TR, BT SEET N CKIMET YERE, ek TR O R SCEHIE . A A
AT ENHEEE) LA S A B SR B BRI ARE [ B0 5 7 [ 0 A s B ST 17 2 5 %o HEL 2 2 (] 35 R T
HXEF(p<0.01), HAPPHHZ A5 FE LER LM “HOHR” e 0125 R0 RN > 0.8),
TESER T “DNAFRUE” « “ATNEEIR” HEEULKANE HE . A SRR E HE NS5 R 4%
TR RLR(0.5<d <0.8).

3.2. ZRBELEISFHER

3.2.1. EEEN, FHEEXNRER AREREENS TEL AT

B oe36E UK YERE O R . KB D ASRE. 1TBhEEE . RRHIE) LA EE N A &,
SERAE YN PG ) (S o) VR N BRAR B AT 2 o080 A S R, 5836 E L “DAFRE” « “AT3)
BERET . CORBRME” K CHROARRT S fEHENTTRE, ELEN SR BN s e A 3 TOAE H (p < 0.01),
SR E ZRECR 0.316, FonEATT— 3L AT AT 508 28 A RS 1m) 31.6% 78 (L3 2).

3.22. BEEN, SMEEE. FHEEURAEEBENEHEABERHRNZ TESEES

B oE 3 UYL (O IR . SRBRME . N AARHE. 1TBhEERE . RBHPE) DI EANE A B, KM E B
AFaE B BN B R, RIS BRI A (R ) PR VR AR S AT 2 0180 B A g R oR, 5836 E
XOCHHDARRT L ATBEIEEIR” YERE KSR BB R HENTTRE,  H IR A A% B RS A ) FL AT R
MHEFH(p < 0.01), EMHRERECH 0.177, R BAT—3 0T DT AR B AS BEAS 7] 17.7% 078 5 (L
% 3).

323, BREX, SEEE. FHEERIREBSNEBRE AREREIENS TESEERSH

Rese R SR HEFL O EHR . RBME. D AARUE, ATZEERE . SCEHIER) DL AN H 8 2501 EH AT
AFE B EAR N AR, PR AR BESUA (2 ) M S RS B AT 2 701820 BUR T 85 R o, 5856
XATENERE”  CHHOERIR T YERE R ANE B AN AT B RS R N TR, L [l R AR R B
WETAVE, SR RE REON 0.329, FoREAT— IR AT (] YA BEAGE 32.9% A8 (A% 4).

4. ¥Hig
4.1.C EARBERMEDEREEN,. BEERRENXER

C FNRE ARG R 4L 5 X IR AE 5 56 1 By EAFAE R ZE R (p < 0.05), HWAZIA5ERE RE
Y INZE S R BLRRN(D > 0.8), BEH] C AR BEAG I i BA 5¢ 58 T SCRIRFIE, X5 X BREE AR Fe 4 2R
A BRI, #4E, 2008). [N, C MR TA 45 5 IALAE 576 56 1 LAANYESE E A7/ B 25 22
F(p < 0.05), HWAHZAZER T SRR G LI “HORR « “DAIRE” LA 7010 % 7 B I 3
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Table 2. The multiple stepwise regression analysis of perfectionism and conditional self-esteem on obsessive compulsive
personality disorder tendency

2. EEEN. FHEEMNREEABESMEN L TELSEFSTER

BB ZoOHEKERHR RERHR BN AR? F 18 AL RE B FRdEIL R EL Beta(p)
0.270

LA Nt 0.482 0.232 0.230 139.950 0.336 0.256

2ATBEEE 0.537 0.289 0.057 93.747 0.404 0.201

3 SkEME 0.548 0.300 0.012 65.988 0.232 0.151

4 H O IR 0.562 0.316 0.015 53.092 0.211 0.168

Table 3. The multiple stepwise regression analysis of perfectionism, explicit self-esteem, conditional self-esteem and unsta-
ble self-esteem on dependent personality disorder tendency

F?3.EEREN HEEE. FHEERIREBEMRBEARERMEN S TERLSEFIDRLER

BNZEIT  ZIUHXABR  hERHR BN AR F{H FESRAEC R A B KR RS Beta(h)
5.908

LAROE R 0.355 0.126 0.126 66.812 0.149 0.225

2ATHNEERE 0.407 0.166 0.039 45.846 0.201 0.188

3SR AN 0.421 0.177 0.012 33.077 —0.108 —0.119

Table 4. The multiple stepwise regression analysis of perfectionism, explicit self-esteem, conditional self-esteem and unsta-
ble self-esteem on avoidant personality disorder tendency

F4. BEEN HEBE. FHEERIREBEXEEE ARIERINEE % TR S E AN

BNTBEIFF  ZOHARHR  RERHR e AR? F 1§ ARt RE B hrdkfk 3L Beta(p)
4.540

LATBIEE R 0.457 0.209 0.209 122.189 0.340 0.200

2 H IR 0.532 0.283 0.074 91.132 0.258 0.245

3AHNEHE 0.558 0.311 0.029 69.505 -0.241 -0.167

4.5 E % 0.574 0.329 0.018 56.490 0.117 0.156

Ji(d > 0.8), fE “ATEhSBEIE” YLLK 2 7 R P SERE P ALR(0.5 < d < 0.8), RHIRALAES R I FEFE I
BRI NBRAE LA BT B I 53 B8 RS C 28 NS BRRS 1) X2 AR 3R [FARAE, A DU IO i (1 3 B2
MR EATRE . BTABETE R AN NARAE” R0 <S03 NS P 58 36 3 SCHIZERE, B “HHOEHRT |
ATEHEERE”  “ACREHHAEE” RIDNARE MM TE 38 38 CHEBE ik, WiV, 26K, 2013), TIABIAH 2
BT CRAMEEERFMR . AN NARE” 4EEAS o B m T IR 7, RBL e @ A A bRk JEidE
R o AN A HE LA ot v 1A N H BRI ) 5 3 B0 RIS B BN FIR G 8, 7= A R PR 45 2R
UG AT O, 7 B 2 103E RV 56 96 32 AR R b AR o] RE R Dy @ B I 5 1 7= A S 8 P s B 5

C RIS H 50 A RSN B8 KBS DL AT E B8 EfEEREZR(p < 0.01),
H P 2 A 5 B R R 2 5 LI SR RM(0.5 < d < 0.8). X HUEHT C AR PRS2 11 B AR E
RACAN G H AT E R, BRI C RN BRI K2R R HRHE, X5&%, FTH
ARG — (&%, ST, 2013b).

42. BBRARERARSTERE. BERFRENXR
T C MR WA 3 250 Ay, AT S 060 A RS 4 5 5 R L2 5 5 2 S A 4 EE (0o
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Ry SRERME . AN AARAE ATBIEERE . SCBHHE) B AR B3 2 R (p < 0.01), R GRIEA ARG
HREZHER . REM563EF SRR, 5638 F X SEa {E 5aia B FRG 112 Wibr 2 — . Dimaggio
SN 2015 FEIN NS B AGRE AR S @A AR R LU 0 R B, IR RAE “HH0EHR” « “ADARRIE” |
ATBNERRE” DN ANIRE” 4 FINE o RE ST IERE, £ “KEUE” W4EE DA RS E
Ft(Dimaggio et al., 2015). ARWFFLLERWEIR, 56 FE LHN “KEME” 42755 DEP M AVD fii[a) 411
SR 0 AT B35 22 5, HAE OBC i 4LANt IR 20 20 41 b A7 7 635 22 R (p < 0.01), X a3t B 1
COREVET , DU B SRANTT . RN K 2 i A B A ) 12 W R S R I, TR R A%
W 3T ) A0 [ 2 28 N\ B RSB 1) MU AN A S 25 1) “ 2K BRME” AP AiE . WL, ERARTERT AW o0 “ 23t~
PRI G N3 S e 26 6 YR FE (IR, RS, SRR, 2013), (R FERT “ 4B 4 SEUR SR

SEE TN A BRG] 4 5 X IR ZH 2 TR) 5635 2 R B oy L “HRDERR” D AbRIE” YEREAR S
2 5 RO RN > 0.8), “KBRME” HEFEF 1 E T BRI SRR R(0.5 <d<0.8). ZIGiEHEIA
SR R EIR “NAARAE” ST OBC MR H N 23.0%, & JF “HHOEHR” o “KEM” . “Irohh
&7 SLEIXT OBC MIfBREZN 31.6%, FEAXS H MV S I ERAFRE . SRS 40 e e o it
FiEEE HAT i 1R B8 2 98 YN B A1 [ K 27 A R S ARRAIE e rp DA 5 1) 1 R LSRRI v B3
s

SR TN A B AT ) 2H 5 50 FR A R 24 B EARE R 2 R (p < 0.01), HZE 5 230 4572 B 200
(0.5<d<08), FEAEEAELAFEHYE LY RRIEEZR . HRIAR KRR R A W B BT
T, ARIRA B I B SR S E I KRR R BRI TS B AS n) K AR 1) AT B Bl
JIAl g EEDRIET A B0 3 R ERA E AR, XL AN NARAE” AT RE ST AL REE A S 3 EE A
BERAERINAL, T ERIE Y NS RS I S A bR, 2 LSRR B B R

BTk, fERARR MR TAERIF R, 0T 5mia B AR BRSO K2 AR O BT 1, aTRA G| S
FLURBE 4 1A AR LS R L 2 S5 B

4.3. EBBABERMESTEXEN. BERRENXR

AR NG BRI 7 4 55 06 IR 2 ] 58 98 3 SO “ AR 7 YEES MMAE R E Z R (p < 0.0 HZE
FEIFEMN(d=0.8), TERTEERLI LUK “ATENEEE” YIS0 MANE B G 0 A7 £ B Z R (p
<0.01) HH =7 RO P AR (0.5 <d < 0.8), {HAE “SKFLME” 4B FREIBERR . ZIiBAHA
SrHTEIEE R R, ORI ANER AT DTN DEP i 12.6% 10325, 5 “AT NGRS 4EE RIS
2 AL [E TN DEP 1A 17.7% 0978 57, AR BRI A BehS B 1a) K 22 A0 B B0 I B HE b2
Hf NS M58 5 3 SURF s XTI RS i 8 FLEHIREEA AN B CPg, HEASE M A A
FIREINRE R A T IR Z BT MR AR B 05 3[R PR BE AT SR BEAOAT MR I, X AT REE KN
Hod 7y 5 2B HENA O — B S R BRI SCREEE TR AN I B A LA S
ITBIBERS, T 5 1 R NS B iS  JUURT BE R T A AN 2 B ) v b 1T P AR R B8 P

WA NS BhS T 2 S5 0 AL, A4 B o 26 B 8 AR E B 3 B AR R 25 22 5 (p < 0.01),
EPIL 18] A0 o 2B SR L ROR(0.5 < d < 0.8), FEFA B AT E B 8 B ARK 3| SRR
Ji(d < 0.05), XFRIIMMY NAKBERGEALAL B R ERAS, BRI, 10 5 RIATE E R
AEANWT, SEAATL 15 omaa 7R NS Feehss 2 ] S ) B 25 2% PR AR ARFAE 1K X3 BT £E

U, AR NS BRAG A E OB TR, AR B A NS AR S AT iR 4
FRIRE s BN IRTEH RN F IR K . PO IR SR AR O BERIER, S ILEIN, A 00 2 M 5 AR
N BRSBTS (B RS M) e B i AR S 28 AR B8 (0 A 25 T 51 43
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44. ABBABEREESTEEN. BERREHXR

[ 3 75 N A 5 A i) 20 5 %o B AH 2 TR) 58 38 2 ORI e Al “HRER " EER N AEREER(p <
0.01), HHZR2IMEMMN(>0.8), HHTEEE W “DAFRME” « “ATEh5EE” 1S A7 B
ZR(p <0.0)HES ZIAPSEFEEMNO0.5 <d<0.8), NI “KHME” 4F L RENEEESR. A,
Z LB AT R BoR “ATEhEEEE” 4EBE v LATIN AVD i) 20.9% 48 5, &5 “HHOHR” | 4 E
B 2% A 1 2 AT AL [RI T AVD ) 32.9% 1078 5, RIAAT NI IR SE . IR 47 2 [R5k B A A% PR RS K 2%
A B R IR Ao G [ RE TR A K B 5 2 W v R At N BRI R VR AN 4N, SR BEARE B A kiGN,
W B F AR AT 75 58 VPN BAE 2 1) NS RE LR A — 30k . B T [ A et A1 AT 08 B 5 i BRI
ST BN 2, A2y, Wby B CoE T 5 i LAOE SO bR, AT G AR L AR
RERERRME. ATBhiREE. B4E I,

[ i Y N A BB ) 2H S5 0 R AHAE AN B B B SR BB AR E A8 FH R E ZE R (P < 0.01),
HWAZ AN B8 &0 SRR E HEE 2P SR EN(0.5 < d < 0.8). LRI FEEER A
& R [ K 27 A5 B FRANME AN B FRAE ) B BRI A A i) S T, LB B AR IR R A e,
VI B Ay [ e B N\ A B i 5 Hp A AE TE R RIS 4 B ARG E N TERI B o AR OGBS R R T ¥ — T 6 7 it
TIF 70 45 SR R BLAMAR AN ) 262 DWLAFAE 3 5 ) SR BBk (Sowislo & Orth, 2013), TASHT 78 H AR A5 8 A A% B b 15 )
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