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Abstract

Minor violent offenders are a special group. The relevant literature shows that they have common
psychological characteristics, such as high aggression, cognitive distortion, low self-control, and
marginal personality traits. Their violence is related to mentalization deficiency. Objective: Explore
the intervention effect of brief mentalization-based treatment on minor violent offenders. Method:
18 male minor violent offenders were selected and divided into experimental group and control
group. The experimental group received once a week, 16 times of mentalization-based treatments
in all, while the control group did not intervened. Two follow-up studies were conducted before and
after the intervention. Three months and six months after the intervention, follow-up studies were
also conducted. In addition, the data of relevant evaluation indicators were collected and compared
between the experimental group and the control group. Results: The intervention effect of the ex-
perimental group on mental level and physical aggression dimension of aggression was significant.
Conclusion: Mentalization could be applied to the intervention of minor violent offenders.
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1. 5|8

AR, RBEN(14~18 ZYUIECHIAEG S WEEREE — IR “HRA=RAE” kR,
1993), & 244 tH 5L & [ G i 3L AR . R B N B RS, MU KRB S ATE . (G N K EEFAR,
R R B AETRE o« B AN R A 2 IR TT & 1 1 2 2 D00 SR IF O BRI O BT Flit 9
WA FIAT NPTV KEERIT F 2 KREEI7 T I R (R EL, 20165 56205, 5K, 2010; Dolan & Rennie,
2008) Lo BAE T DA 12 AT R AR T HLE] LA RO BT T, Rk AR R B 7RI A A
¥ 1S 3 B X047 N P (Levinson & Fonagy, 2004), Kb, AT TR T+ BB N HHE .

0 (mentalization B mentalizing) /& “MMAJE T & E )0 FIR A5 (intentional mental states) (41 H ¥
T, . ESMBIPIE), RIS E LA (perceive) . fiERE (interpret) F LRI A AT 9 AR G 1 40
FEYESN” (Allen & Fonagy, 2006). VALK, B INEE RF (Reflective Function, U LEAEMEE L2
—)Je P BRUR Y B BRiG 5 2 B AT A Z BB A BOR TR R, BA AR BT BT U AL AT A
LYK F(Taubner et al., 2012), Taubner 55(2012)7E 7 /b 8200 B AL TEAE #0995 25 A1 B0 47 2 TR FH O 9
ORI, HEEEK RF BRSPRAS S AMA R I ST SR A B, T 1Ry RE SRS #0998 25 AN 1) B VA ) £
H, RF fEM - Z AR 5 1E A

T EBCEAT N5 O/ AN O, OB AT A BRysil SR ME, 230G @A 34T J9(Taubner
etal., 2012), Fonagy il Batman (2006)%&H, MARTEE S FE e BEtE Ol T O B RE T 2400, RIEEA
RIS 2 15 0 3 R BN B He 77 B A, B AT ) 0o B A e T BB AL, T 20 NSRRI 7 2D AR RO b R
TRESS, o IR R RO B WREAT s W SRR B RS B Wl TR K A S
WAL w3, AEIIEE SO H R .

OEEIRIRRE, FMIET 2. JLEIN SR EH Fi88EEF 1B H8)(Fonagy & Bateman, 2006,
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Gergely & Unoka, 2008; Sharp et al., 2012), KR RZH OB K RIEAMER: ELEKECRPERT
(5 BEEGRYT M) OB A= () LER R 1)) . 5 AR, HARBI (RO B ELAN AR i) T AR O/ AL
HIRRE, MM P=A: % /147 M(Fonagy & Bateman, 2006; Gergely & Unoka, 2008). HF 5T &3, RF 7EH4-G1{7 1
Wi AT b 58 4sdh /v (Svenja & Christian, 2013). 80%~90% KI5 /IR &5 FAEM EFF 2 T, MG S kR 11,
SREMBFRT ) BT RAEMERZ . DB ERF . BN SRR R MR AME I O/ L, R34
AARAE ) T3 F R Fr AL VARl (Fonagy et al., 1991). Levinson & Fonagy (2004)5& 1R ERIR T N2 T 23 H
Ol A RO BRRAS I R ) 32 AR BUR X — O BRI B, BRI E O OBz FEEH IR, H RF 13
ARG BEIG I FER IR0 ARG, T REROEIRE T, okt oe N Rl B TovE PRS2 35 B IS 2
JE&RSZFIYR 7 (Levinson & Fonagy, 2004). Rt N R BRAERE 71 ISR AT 1558 /1 BN AT RE(Fonagy & Bateman, 2006).
IEH, R NJCIRRAR 2O — @ B O BRHE, GdEmeh . SR, (IREE . U5, =
MREE, NG NMERHIE, BomBehtE . BRI, AR IS (Barriga et al., 2000), IXLERFIEI R OF L
SARBIIMER I

DAL T T (Mentalization-Based Treatment, MBT)/ 2 Hi Peter Fonagy 1 Anthony Bateman %1%} 1 2% 78 A\ A%
Rl N R R I AL —FikE w3 71PEy7 vk, AR UERT FIE B Y7 3(Bateman & Fonagy, 2010). 7E
I B, Allen 25 A2 T 4 F20 B L1477 (Brief Mentalization-Based Treatment, B-MBT), @it DI E
DB, RSO ELIIERE(Allen & Fonagy, 2006). I, O BE 5 2 RE T OB TR O
Hifg), AR RINEE CURRE € 10 N AW a0 BAR IR S2) o 9T R ARZS FE AR B A 02K
BRFFOEU LR S— W E PP AR O SRABFNF SR . IR RETT AT B B A4 R
£y FAETTELE WL S B AR O R, HHE C AW FAA RS R N LR R LR 2

OENT TR X EAIE TR IT A GBS BE0G,  J5 KB R T HA S AL 1O BR B RS A0 A% B0,
R ARG AR it NSRS . W) i FT 45 (Laurenssen et al., 2014; Twemlow et al., 2011; Bateman et
al., 2016). {EAIRIT PP OBBR YT, ORENTIERE T W ORE RIS iR & 1 858 PR
fit NFI B TR TIRE T, DA DA T A% 2R 5 . N BR D Re AN 3)) 45 7] i (Bateman & Fonagy, 2010).
AT, A FH O B A TR 50 AR AE B 0L B B AT N 2 AT AT R

LA B FE o 5 A A BRI NG AT 9 AT O B AT TR e kb, HEF R RN 10
BTN T D 4 BRI B A7 9 5 A E4T 9 B94E B (Cryan & Quiroga, 2013). Twemlow Z5(2011)%f
— P AR AR ST SN AR B O AT LA A A e R IR T, B AT Ak, Horh R T+
IR I TR BN I A 2 NS G S R B N I8 S NS ARHAIE 1R 0o R A6 T T 7245 % - Bateman “5(2016)
X L a2 2 B NS B RG A B pk 23 A BRlig s (1) B8 25 R IR, 45252 MBT 1897 J5 B fE Wt BT R b
252 4546 s R H(SCM, Structured clinical management) (F 3 EAE #5 IR S5 MU AR S sz e 3 W A
MRS A BRI — MM T IR S 4T . Laurenssen Z5(2014)4F i 2 ANASFFIE R LtE D AERAT T 0%
o, SiRER: 12 DAKTIE, #ECERA B8, AR IR MR A P2 8GE . Rossouw
FI Fonagy (2012)fHF FL LA 1 X1 2 NAEHFAE B 2% B 5% E 080T (MBT-A, mentalization-based
treatment) fll H % V57 (TAU, treatment as usual)[J20H, 45 R 278 MBT-A X+ H 2% B IFA ALK & /b 4
TSR T TAU, OB Re 1 5gmr . MR BlREgk D, 2 NS FFAEATIEIR 2035 « Rossouw (2015)
PA— 7 B AT 1 2500 ] 3 YN A B R AAE I 4 B MG 55 1 B AR AGE (R I PR S 38 T R, SR O BT T3,
TBIT RO 35 . Ramires 25(2012) L — 44 T PE g #28 RUR B 48 11 AR JE A ML BRI B2 9l Fad B, R H
OEUTT, 45 R BRI AREIR A W B2, IR TR R 5 48— 1) B 307 1A Bk .

HET UM ARG R, RMERIVERZ L RE, FIKECR R ER. ZMEHFE
e, HOOBLRE IR RS2 IR, T AGRE ) ] DA i 47, BA A BORTERM . AT
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Pt B ALK BT P N BORVE A PR A, IRZOR AR 2 L AR O B T FIACR . RIS . X
MEAL AT e s ge et SRIRALRBCL B AL T-H, X IRAAS SAEM T I AW T T P48 R a 247
FOEEMVE, FFETIEE RS 3 DA 6 DA R0 AT IBERT 7T

2. fARGE
2.1. ¥k

X AR B ALE 2T 206 44 AR AT B AR RHATINVE, R EUE R ) MBS B R YR E T 30 4y, RAtes
MRS ERAG T 3 7 HEE2ES 5 FHgel. FRisdEh: £ 8 MH W BEHTEIT
WAAAE W R ARHITE . B0 5 AN SRS BoA PR a2 Has; W8S mivEmas: Rehsom. i
SAREUT A EORE 18 44, FFBENL L B S2IR (9 )RR 44). /N AT St R &4 .

18 LAl N BrE, PR 15.67 & (FITEH 14~16 %), RARITAIN PN 1 G810 H
1725 70 LU, I SR 2H 5 0] R 2 AR JU RN AR08 AR AR 35 22 (G = 14.37, p < 0.001), LFRZER I K I,
S 15 (0 NANBEZICT XL 15 (6 NAEL, SEEAH 16 2 (4 NANBURE ST XA 16 £(0
JONEL, BLEHAN O Gt H S A B3 2 7

Pk, JUSERTAERS 14 5 8 N, 158 6 N\, 16 5 5 N; /NERUUN SCHUFZEE NS 22.20%, HIH
72.2%, T 5.6% (N =4/13/1); 44.40%AME T (N = 8); 50%HXEILTR, 27.8% NH BT, 16.7%
AR ASTETR(N = 9/5/3), — % AH0L: JLHEREIF, 88.9% it H), ME R N S5RIFEN 5.6%, 11.10%
NMEFEN =16/1/1/2); A& LAT G 55.5%, 5 4ELLE 10 AT G 38.9%, 10 4ELL E 15 4F
K UL 5 5.6% (N =10/7/1).

22. METHR

2.2.1. LEHRTBR

SR AT B £ (Video Assessment of Mentalization, VAM) M & S AR Z5E A\ gwfhil], 5 2 H T &AMk
XA N B BRARZS R0 S A e e 70 BT N D B AL RE 7T B3R 12 Beii KR 10 s 3 60 s (1)
PSR L RS, AN 25 U AR TG I 2 R NBR B35, IR 5ol RE R A 154 . Bl e 2
HFHMEMS, AP FIEMNESEREESTERERHTES, KENEANAROCHRE. &E—K
PSR g 2 NSRS L, At ZERAFEEEGR . HEARE . HEIFAFIEE 4 A
Yeig, BROAFTELOEMN. PR OFM. RO N IO 4 PR, 5 48 JEHA, 20 —di18
=4y, BT 0~48 4y M8l HERRO R AR O BT 7, HERR O B AR i, RN O B K
Pl . B Cronbach’s o REUN 0.738, HIEE A 0.780.

2.2.2. WEMEE

ek 1% 1] 4 (Aggression Questionnaire, AQ)HT At 5 (812 M & B it PRI AT 78 27 72 2 AR 4% Buss M1 Perry
R X PE 19 45 (The Aggresion Questionnaire)®H 3. BT M (ZEHk =25, 2011). ZERLHGER, B
YRAATGE (7 ) B SCE(S /). TTR (6 /) B (7 ) AR ) F BB (S DS AN, 3k 30 AN H .
)5 R L (AREE) B 5 (GERFFE) I RGE5y, J650 Mt BTN ERE IR R A6 4353, FREEAG N4 9 100
Ay, R R TN EFE A AR B 5, R BIBGEEERI A, 0 R R BEhE A
FEPUBR o TEZER N — 8 REC8 093, HIEEEH 0.71.

2.2.3. JLEB S ABEHIE
JLE D2 NFH51E 5 22 (Borderline Personality Features Scale for Children, BPFS)/& H 2005 4 Crick.
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Murray-Close 1 Woods #5171 /] PAI (Personality Assessment Inventory)ff] BPD &%, {14 T BPFS-C,
P —EUHAF B Cronbach a4 0.76 . J5 2= 75 A1 5 B 2 (20 18)& 1T H SCAR, H Cronbach’s o 2404 0.802.
ZERGEHEREERN 9~18 &, 24 MK H. BRAEGER, HTFIMEEDEILE DGR AT
YL, WFREEATE . SN ER . RSO R A a4 )@, HA4EES 6 MEH, &
KRN S Bt = WAL 2= 102 3= G, 4= &%, 5= 8=), A4 MRS %H,
AN 1L 5. 233 24 % H, Hita SO METHG = WA 4= 1R, 3= Alf. 2=2%. 1= &
&)L N ELEE Sy BURIN, B0 KT I FHE 66 73 WIZRWMAA 1 2 T NAR BEAS IR, AR W ZRoRIA

2.24. ANRBLER

Kernberg 1 Clarkin 7E 1995 44 ffill ('] A\ 4% 41 21 5 £ (Inventory of Personality Organization, IPO), 3£ 155
B, i RS FHAEH] 57 8, 28 Lenzenweger 5 ANWFFL 57 MR A BS EEMBUE. S 5(2016)
GENRE 57 BIRAATEL, BITERERCHE 3 NERE, JL 28 AN, Hrb ek 12 AN, &
kR ZEAL 8 AT, TR AEALE] 8 M, R 5 i1 = WA 2= /R 3= A, 4= 4%,
5= BR), mHolE, HREAHAIVERE . ZERAM B RECN 0932, HMGEER 0.8 UE, A
A R AT B S R R R R

2.3. SEENEST

AT 5T HH R IR O B AT TR 75 1T DA S i AR B 2 1R B O B KPR AR B ek P, SRS SRS
Ay R RTI(T )G M SEIR Wit SERG AR IGO0, XTHRAARS SAEM T . ABFFIET g
W(T2) G AT LB, FFETIE NG 3 MH(T3) 6 NH(TA)JE 7 AT B R L. W FifRi 0
BT A AR AR B B AR Bd 1 FE s O R KR
24, LDERFHHE

RO EREIRT T, W FIAR, Lo N=AE: ORULHE. LSS, 450, H
T OB NATF RO SR, Br T OBWEE S, HARES 75 #02 & W AR 4 E AR 3 Tk R, ShifEO
FUCIISIIA RIS, R O B S AR G AT A R 073 St O B9 A6 -0, TR e 0 17 TR e Sl L AR 1) 20
W7k, X5INFAT TR BRIEAT T IEA A, BARFIAN A LT £ 1:

Table 1. Content of mentalization-based treatment

&=L LB NETRASE

i W #ik
BB LHEHEH
W ENE BN OL g - 149 W S S A 10 708h, REERE NG SR KIS
AR SR AU, DB AR RS AR 5 1255

B B HBA . B AR, BRI TR R
WL LE . 26U BRI AR AR
NGB 4
& BHE B R UIR);
WIS BN A0 B AL R B AN 2R
WAEf. 1TEME. RAEL. FiEfk

2 D EALGR T (Hih B 5 FAT NI A FEIR )5
LA EANBNE;
BN S
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Continued

& EEEhOL I E - 1525);
OEARENET RN SR T ENKERR, K.
FEIEFHE. R BEQI. B MR AR BE. HSE S TEORR AR O
B 3 BUMSE TR, w7 IERL AR A ST
R Rk, BRI,
FEN—E) LS.
=RV AR i
2 ST AL RE TR IR
4 SRS B B AT R R
OB (RN TEIRE)
FEN—A) S,
BB OFES

BB E AR, SRR T A T E RN,
PR AT 0] AR

BES R PRSI, TS| S0 R ST B A B 1 L B BRI, Ve o 42 4~

(e AR F R AL FIRE T bR, ST B A LA
R TR I AR

FEN—A) LS.

WS EIE TR, SCREEFI A, Aot b AR
6 At WMERRZ, 51 RO0ERE.

(SN ISP
VAT T AU R [ O S 158 _E R R Y A
PR BT AR IRAR L £E S

7 FHE AR A R X T, i
AN, B, 5] SO

(SN ISEA P

YT ITAEREIG T I 150 P 4 5

. PR TR BT T AR AR %
FHEFA B A ABRRE, 3 S08 %S, ESRA GRS, RS2 08 .

(SYNCIISY N

PR RERELZE, DR hORIE SES B,
T IS G0 kST
9 B R i I VA P A e 5 0 T LSRR O BRPR S
Wik B, SRS,
PR 1 AR RS PR BZ 5
10 WS EE B SO MOE R R A, 510 RS

ARG
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Continued

BT I RK K BRI T7 & 5

WHRHTE I
1 RUCRBNBEIAT N SEEMNRR,
BOEICIRIIZ L . SN R SRR B S 8 XA E N
XN MKIRER, 5108
RN~ B4
WHRTEAIRTTIN ) &AL 4570 A
3 4 U 1 T T H A R AR
12 RAELN, 230 EEN Z,
PHeREZD, 50BN
FEN—A L.
PRI R U b A PRI B
13 WIRTER T2
fEN—A) S,
BRI LR TR G S B BT s
14 BB R AR HE R T RIS 2 37 5

BN S,
15

FE=BrBe E
WM E . 0 BORBR A%
PR VR AT
e i B L A AbFRAA AR A O3 OB, TR AR Sk
16 RTINS B, B B B2 B R, A UIEK N
SRS WE R A S

I PPT (M B EE). A5

TR — 2 & I, 2 A0, 4 2% RHER. B Iy BB 2 R & 38 bt
RGHNEME T 2 44 & W RAT O BAE SO R A A A, 3323 3 4 B O BT I R S
Ul 4 AW R R&ER GO ERITE R . ERMARILEE 03T 1ol — B Ko 8T
T T35 I B AR G BB 2 2T

TIBE: 1/, 90 238/, IETI 16 e BRHAT UG & WM RZEEA 1 U0 BRI
FATE S, WEHSINE S/ NIRRT UL AR 1 5wl UL GBI B e, 5 B I B /N 2130
TR OB TIRE -

3. BRESH
31 T1 SR S R S OIS E L R

T RS REA T K56 o0r S 2 A0S HRZH 1) 2% O BRRHIEREAT Z2 AR 5, Horp RE 30 =42
HYIZRRIBT FUERRYE RE BIPP0 T2 BB PE 7, BRI = P . BARGR IR 4% 2.
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Table 2. Comparison of psychological characteristics between experimental group and control group at T1 stage

2. WA SXRA T1 MRES VBRI LNERER

=R izt SERRZH(n =9) HHEZH (n = 9) t sig
M+ SD
1 AR 6.00+1.73 6.89 +1.90 1.204 0.143
i A A 5.00+229 5.11+1.76 0.115 0.91
IAFEIR T 411+1.83 456+1.51 0.561 0.582
ANATA A 2224097 3.00+1.12 1.575 0.135
VAM
T 8.56+3.28 5.00+3.97 -2.071 0.055
AN O 12.11+3.22 12.22 £ 4.63 0.059 0.954
HE LA 17.00 +4.39 21.44+3.84 2.286 0.036"
PR DL 10.22+3.03 933+3.24 -0.601 0.556
kBt 48.41 +27.96 50.00 +25.38 0.126 0.901
FiEW 23.83+£9.85 26.51 +14.48 0.115 0.223
T 28.97 + 18.60 38.49 +19.05 1.073 0.299
AQ
B 30.56 +9.96 33.33+£14.83 0.466 0.647
e E T 25.79+ 8.89 32.14 £10.86 1357 0.194
AQ &4y 31.11+13.26 38.10 + 10.74 1.228 0.237
FLSE R 2433 +4.27 28.89 +4.70 1.151 0.147
S48 B AL 15.78 +3.15 18.22 +5.02 1.237 0.234
o NG 20.00 +3.57 22.78 +3.53 1.66 0.116
PO %4> 60.11+6.11 69.89 + 10.61 1.395 0.039
HEA T E 14.78 + 3.60 15.89 +2.26 0.784 0.444
L INGS S 1578 £2.33 16.78 +2.44 0.889 0.387
BPFS-C NGk 15.11 £1.62 17.33£2.12 1.013 0.224
B 13.22+3235 15.00 + 1.32 1.482 0.158
BPFS-C &%y 58.89 +7.67 65.00 £5.17 1.081 0.065
RF RAEDfE 1.22+1.79 1.22+0.97 0 1

M ZRRT T, ST 2 R R AL R O RS A TS 43 (t = 2.286, P < 0.05). TPO 1343(t = 1.395, P < 0.05)1%
EREZEF. 16 AQ. BPFS-C R &Y FIAFAEREZ T . nl i, SLIGH 55X R AA 7€ 4 VLD .

3.2. LSRR IOIBAFEE T1. T2, T3, T4 HERHE

W FUE R B I B 5 22 70 Mo SR IR 2HAE T1~T4 [ Be & 00 BRI BEAT 2 3 U, 1 TS0 i
Bivg 1N, BRIt Hogr 8 NS geit, ks Ran T 4& 3.
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Table 3. Comparison of psychological characteristics in T1, T2, T3 and T4 of experimental group
T3 1 T4 HEDEBFFEESIER

3. SLUGYEAE T1, T2,

BE febr Tl (n=38) T2 (n=38) T3 (n=8) T4 (n=8) F Sig
M+ SD
1B AR 463+ 141 6.38+2.13 6.25+1.83 6.25+1.83 3.326" 0.039
15 BRI A 475+232 5.88+2.30 5.75+2.55 6.13+2.36 1.416 0.266
KR 5 4.13+2.00 438+2.00 5.88+2.53 5.00+2.14 2.057 0.137
AT 2.13+£0.99 225+1.04 3.88+ 1.64 4.00+0.93 7.880™" 0.001"""
VA TOE 8.13+3.23 7.25+3.24 5.50+4.17 5.13+247 2.129 0.127
SREROEN 12.38 £ 3.34 10.63 +4.57 11.75+3.77 13.88 +3.60 1.448 0.257
TER O b 16.50 + 4.41 20.00 + 6.65 21.75+ 6.84 21.38 +4.47 3227 0.043"
RO 10.88 +2.48 10.16 + 3.04 9.00 +3.30 7.63 +1.69 4363 0.036"
NG 51.79 +27.86 38.39 +17.47 28.57 + 14.29 33.04 £20.54 5.773" 0.005"
Lt 23.67 + 8.74 27.23 + 12.06 29.91 +8.52 29.91 + 8.94 1.819 0.175
(3 32.14 + 17.07 25.00 + 16.42 23.21+15.74 25.45+15.32 1.469 0.252
AQ 6= 32.14+9.35 31.25+15.94 30.80 +9.53 31.70 + 13.01 0.023 0.995
e E T 26.34+3.30 25.00 +4.77 20.09 +3.63 19.64 +4.22 1.874 0.165
AQ 5y 33.21+12.47 29.38 + 12.69 26.52+9.15 27.95 + 12.00 1.685 0.201
BRI 24.63 +4.47 26.00 + 6.37 24.50 +5.21 23.63 +£3.96 0.771 0.523
TSR AL 15.25+2.92 16.25+4.89 13.88 +3.04 13.38£3.38 4337 0.047"
o L EZNGE R 19.38 £3.25 19.75+3.33 19.63 +2.83 18.75 +£2.60 0.368 0.777
IPO 5% 59.25+5.92 62.00 + 12.68 58.00+9.12 55.75+8.36 1.934 0.155
1A E 14.75+3.85 13.50 +3.12 13.25+4.20 13.12+4.12 2.127 0.127
TN BRE 15.50+2.33 14.63 +2.88 14.50 + 1.60 14.25+2.49 0.971 0.425
BPFS-C NGl 1513+ 1.73 14.75+4.71 15.13 £ 4.02 13.88+3.19 0.301 0.824
B0 F 13.38+3.54 12.88 £ 4.05 13.00+3.16 12.13+£2.17 0.598 0.623
BPFS-C %> 58.75+8.19 5575+ 12.85 55.88 +10.72 53.38 +10.00 1.773 0.183
RF B TRE 1.25+1.04 337+1.41 450+ 1.70 350+ 1.41 16.603™"  0.000™"
T osig<0.5; 7:osig<0.01; 77: sig<0.001,

i bArsn, SeIGZHAE T1~T4 B Beit

JEFUI(F = 3.326, P < 0.05)~ W\AIHF(F = 7.880, P <0.001). i

FE O BE(F = 4.363, P <0.05) D BHE(F = 3.227, P < 0.05). AQ 1 BRI i 4k 1573 (F = 5.773, P < 0.01)+
PO 54 B ALl 4k FE 15 73 (F = 3.227, P < 0.05). A TIREL(F = 16.2603, P < 0.000)/77F i # %2 57
BPFS-C &4 E R A REES, HIEENTRESHWMAPRKRYEER Iy, 1 TI~T4 Frs FF%.
TERE RGN B, T2>T3=T4>T1, ZFEHREKI T3 M T4 BE 5T T EINAEES S L,
T4>T3>T2>Tl, ZHEHME KN T3 M T4 BEGT T, ELEOCENES ETI<T2<T3<T4, &
HIGKI RKIL T4 BFT T, AO0ERES E, T3>T4>T2>T1, ZFHEHREEI T3 M1 T4 BE
T Tl BFKHR5 E, T1>T2>T4>T3, @FHEEKI T3 M T4 BEKT Tl EEGPIENLHIFS

Sb, T2>T1>T3>T4, T2 BEET T3 M1 T4, 78 RF 84 L T3>T4>T2>Tl.
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Figure 1. Indexes with significant changes in T1 - T4 of experimental group

B 1. SCIR4AZE T1-T4 A BET MR

3.3. WP ROBIFEE T1. T2, T3, T4, HNERHE

WFFUE R BT 22 70 B i JEZHAE T1~T4 By Bos DO B IEREAT 22 3 U, Joh o R4 A 2
NIBFHIRAT R, I Hoax 7 NBATEdR geit, RAREIRWR 4% 4.

Table 4. Comparison of mentalization and aggressive levels of control group at T1, T2, T3 and T4

4. JEBLETE T1. T2, T3 T4 MELOE MK MEKFEREFILR

Bk febr Tl (n=7) T2 (n=7) T3 (n=7) T4 (n=7) F Sig
M+ SD
5B 5 743 +1.72 643+ 1.72 6.57+1.27 6.43 +1.40 0.854  0.483
15 R A 557+ 1.51 6.43+2.07 7.00 +2.00 6.14 + 1.68 1412 0272
IR 457+1.72 457+1.27 543+1.51 529+ 1.11 0.79 0.464
IEIA A 3.14 £ 0.900 2.71+0.95 4.14+1.95 471+1.89 2753 0.073
oM T Bk 457+424 457+3.10 3.71+2.29 4.86+3.18 0317 0813
SRR 11.29 +4.46 11.57+5.83 10.71 £4.35 11.71+3.77 0.127  0.943
T OL 22.43+3.05 22.86 + 3.44 23.14+2.79 22.57+3.78 0.089  0.965
RO EE 9.71+3.20 9.00 + 4.08 10.43 +4.96 8.86 +3.76 0427  0.736
kYt 4541 +25.73 37.24 +24.65 41.84+18.64 39.29 +15.70 0357  0.785
= iELGt 28.20 + 16.16 32.14+17.25 25.00 £ 12.88 2449 + 12.27 3.081  0.054
foea 37.24 +21.41 34.69 + 17.46 32,65+ 18.49 34.69 +12.15 0.12 0.947
AQ HE 33.16 + 17.09 44.90 + 18.77 39.80 + 17.91 39.80 + 19.93 0916  0.453
FIEIEE: 30.61 +9.64 28.57 +12.71 23.98 + 10.86 22.96 +7.95 1.34 0.293
AQ 4y 36.33 +10.80 35.51+16.90 32.65+13.49 3224+ 11.72 1.109 0333
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Continued
NSRS M LY L 27.86 £4.14 28.29+7.95 26.43 +7.07 26.14 + 6.47 0217  0.883
R G B AL 17.00 +2.65 17.57 +6.43 15.29+3.50 16.43 +4.58 0.738  0.543
o L NGE- 2243 +3.95 22.71+6.21 21.14+5.43 22.86 +5.21 0.331 0.645
IPO .53 67.29 +7.63 68.57 +19.02 62.86 + 14.95 65.43 + 13.87 0353  0.665
AT E 16.00 +2.58 15.86 £3.76 1529 +5.02 16.00 £3.96 0.148 0.93
L INTE S 15.86 + 0.69 14.71 £3.30 16.57 +2.88 14.71 +£3.09 1312 0301
BPFS-C UNGlaE=N 17.43+2.15 17.57 £5.00 16.43 + 6.02 15.57 +5.06 0.554  0.652
EEI G 1471+125 16.14+3.18 14.71 £3.04 14.70 £ 2.50 0.622 0.61
BPFS-C &4 64.00 + 4.86 64.29 +13.25 63.00 £ 15.44 61.00 £ 13.00 0244 0965
RF RAAThEE 157+1.27 1.57+0.79 229+0.76 2.00 +0.58 0939 0442
M ERAT UGS, KRR T1~T4 M BAE S MG g s EIAFAEREER, RITIRAES O

BRFIE BB KA.
G ER, SR OB B B, X RAERES 5FHKFEA T, H
OV BRHIE A B AR, PR O BT TR A R

4. g
4.1. DENTFRRRIL

WHFE 4 RAUF L S, O AT T0RT AR i R A 2 S U O B K BB it . 7208k
b, RF B0 £l /5 AU SR IE R i A3 70 B & & T 1T O B b 1 8 0 B AR 7 A T TS 4
f, HFTE SRR BER R B S T AT, PR SO BT TR S T N R O K, g
BRI AER R RO R B AR PR R S DA R 8, FAE 0T iR
A2 7747 N (Twemlow et al., 2011). KEIBEE AT, V097 IMH BN B FUE IS OB R >T, 2
2 7RG B AR A IESE , MUK EE B C BRI 2R S E /TR R, R EAES,
P 7 HENAR N R EIMIRE T, i m 70K REUFE R I — MHIEs 2 A 5 ks, ]
MEFE R E SRS, ORI H R e 3 — A58 2 i e A28 B Ui O BT B Ak
o5 H S A28 X RARR DU T B 4 TR EMA 4 2R A RE, AmEs s
HOmE

EBETE(AQ) by SR 4EFEAS 0 FE 15 TR, JRAE /G 2Eia s i 37 B 2K T 1aT, &9
BT TAE B 07 T IR S T TR . S BGE S A e, BSOS, DU, f8m B &AS59
WA . SREE T ORI Z R R, BLOE W IR, 178k, RAE. FiEf. fEF
TR, NH R 5 S AR B A3 5 e A AT DA R BB EAT A EE =R B R Rk 5 CRIE 4 F1 R,
BEE T IRIEEAT, JRIT A Bh/NE OGRS P E IR ANRIE B OB, RIS Fh B A i 2 5 5%
HOKNOIRE, @ ASBiIlgs, AN RCOUE T 2 R 5 15 ERE H SRl A BT AN A
MG 2E, MRS 7 Bk ERBeE . O RT TG T L S 8 A BRAS B 7 D I L 45 AR H, O
AT TR AL 235 A% B B 258 &R ((Taubner et al., 2017). FEARAH, BEETHUNARA WAL, N
TUBEAT IO AR, HOG R B AT B BENS 2 A IR I B R4 I BB AR 77, AT et v
TR RRAA . FIBBK o Hok, DR U R O B R B ER 2 5 2 74T N 1A
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R4 A F(Taubner et al., 2016), X TEELJIIEF SR RIHRN S, OB T IRER A R P =
EAT B REIITH.

PO H R ARBTENLAI4E FEAE T TG IR 2 22 5, U IO R A T T T DA AR o 22 1 AL i BT 48
fEHCR S E By . i 0BT, RBUER LR LK) T A NS AT N, A
MEAREEIRE, B OSSR BN R G, et A OE 2 (A 5 & B e i —Fh
SEAF AT 2, AT SE A R IR T B TR IS R, R H A T A 2 SR B AR MR R SR O
T R N B (1) IR

SEIGLH B ATE ) LB TN G NS RRIE R R (BPFS-C)h & 4E WA W& = 5, (HHEIES A fae 5iHk
NBRIK R YE BT o FrBl T %, 75T T4 R 5 SR 30 2045 70 S T X B A, 8 I L0 B A0 T2 A B &8R4
FHUERIEEERE, ABRRRAURE, (B8R RER G2 EREE K. X0l a8 H T T A
B, R OREMER, WK IELF IR A, JLE DS NS FHIE &R 15 70 1T e H I 3%
5.

4.2. BIFTS /R

AW TARRER LB T, TR N Z LB BOARUT IR T 5 K EEIR T 1
JRIPR, RIS 1O A T A S B U

HAW WA ERRR. B, POlEERDGIHRERR, WA S Sl
H, TP RO JESRUERE RO BT PR R, ORI KRZAE 1 FEHET, 1
Sl TR L N R REISCR A, ARRBE IR R R T 4 A, AN AT RERIEEA
WEANX, BHREFEELZ N RNL, I BB ARHIE S 67 Rk R ERRR R R HURIE ST XL
REARLZI, XFEEKMNE. PR RER, THERETIECRRNEE, 3 DA EEERNS
RHIFAET PR, H 6 N Ja SRSl 5N R OB T HRCREAN . & T RERE 14, R
AIRESRAG AR IR T TRCR -

5. &ig

I AR BB DAL T T, AT DU SR AR R AR B RE T I R OR B 2 L G
Pho FERR OB AL T TIAE R i EE 2 A0 0o 8 A RE 70 R S o2 7 T S s 45 B PR T TR

EHEWH

B xR F RS0 H (%5 : 15BSHO8S).
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