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Abstract

Based on the basic theory of poetry healing, this study explores the healing effect of poetry on
HAE .
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negative emotion by means of collage poetry. Collage poetry is a kind of innovative poetry healing
way to achieve psychological healing effect through collage poetry. The experiment adopts a sin-
gle-factor and two-level design, with 58 college students as subjects, through pre-and post-test and
the difference between the experimental group and the control group to explore whether collage
poems can regulate the negative emotions of the subjects. The results show that collage poems can
indeed affect subjects’ emotions in different dimensions of positive and negative emotions. This
paper attempts to explore the mechanism of collage poetry from the perspective of foregrounding
strangeness or treatment of literature and the subconscious theory of psychology.
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1. 518

REAIT B FR 1 AR E HE & QAR R IA BT TR8CR 208 = B B e H 1 (Mazza,
2012), EELOHEZEFBTEE « BN Ul:  “RERIERIT IR R R TR — MU (FhiE, 2017).
HUERBE R, XFF Rk 7 L DB 58 K o REEK KT B AT BE SR U5 T AR AT DA U B4
A E T2, AT 645 2 () BERZS AT B 280 T T

AR R TH RO — EH A 2 Hi(Alfrey et al., 2021), {HELF] 20 40 80 448, T
BAE TKEWREMazza & Hayton, 2013), & AT RIESERIBIT I —MRAFER 5L
(Heimes, 2011).

R IE R 40 72, FLR A 3 s a5 O 3 B2 BT (Schwietert, 2004) 5 #4993 Bt T 1 (Danila et
al., 2018; Johnson, 2017). #L[X (Sjollema & Hanley, 2014). M¥%k(Rothman & Walker, 1997)F12£4% (Sassen,
2012). WEERITVE P DASGE R E L 2 P 20, QHEIRTT & RO B R N A . O BRI ME(Tegnér, Fox,
Philipp, & Thorne, 2009). & f&$L{& (Ingram, 2003). i3\ %0(Danila et al., 2018; Levine-Madori, 2007). Tit
B OB 54T 4 [A] B (Esterling, L’Abate, Murray, & Pennebaker, 1999). K& ¥{%(Sharlin & Shenhar, 1986;
Stirman & Pennebaker, 2001). 4 X fiil473 = {1 & X B(Whitworth, 2017) LA B SCR7 20 4F & & (Kloser, 2013;
Williams, 2011). [FEIFERE SRR, FREEHH R 8 At AR O BIG YT, Renl2 i T RSk
(Shapiro, 2001); JERIE T IE& AN FIIT ¥ (Segal, Teas-dale, Williams, & Gemar, 2002)A13& T 1E & A&
(Santorelli, Kabat-Zinn, Blacker, Meleo-Meyer, & Koerbel, 2017) R ) — &R 7> -

Fosz, ST T e, R EEREAZ 0], kBT aE AR b ez FEE B ERT (& T
AIFEZR), AL FHE LAREA) 1R B8 S, ARG ANk 7 Lkt S S 1, AS A B0 1 B 4 4% . 2003 4 <k
B BRSNS BIVER) “HUAEMLRF a7, 2008 SR04 51 Y i RE 1R 5 30 G AT 2 SR F R kT A
L BT AT 807 N ERER S, 2012)0 SAE BT T A g 24, (HRE NS, T
ARSI T A SCE IR IR, S 0B ERRIE AT

PG R A2 DLRFON B, (S P ZART R PG T B, S —Fh “M R RIK, 2 — Pl =
%, (HKZ 5 HiE A 5 [1)E e (Segebrecht, 2005)” FIZEATE .

4l
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RO B IIE S SR, REAMEN “RERANRAI LR, R Mg #E mEEE ", WA
BRI IX — NI I A I S A Ay 06 (5, 2004), HEUERAE A — Rl B o 28, b AREERT
NH OB BT @ AEH o WX T 8GR B Rr i B 5 T T OB, asd “Prs” X
—AT R E AR Z TR T HER .

CPENG” Al B IR T i, R T AR S AT R SRS [ AR T A DL Jdk 1 S R —
FREETT o IXANRIE J5 RAA F B S, X R SC I G 7 R E A G S CAR AR 7 KA —FE, A
T HIE B HEE—RUAEHH RS, ALY NERBMZARBROKIN&SBe, 2011). XFEH
Tk RN Ot T T RIS, mA NI SRR AZ (05, 2021),

TEPHGRFIAIE S, FEASRME. RIB T HE B, S B s e R f KAy, BT T s ERR
BS(ARYE, 2015)0 FEIXANIEFEAF, REERIE U RE, VB O SO R AR S 1 =R B B AL B4
MR R B, WA aEE BEWrh rR A . Bl R A A B A A, 7R Rk 7 R Ta i TR il
AR, BRMEEERMEE. (VR INImoR, e G Bt iEm, & 1 — PP AR SR (B
¥, 2015).

TER AR Fe, SO A S T BES (0 BT Ja R 5 VR R AR X TS IR A E N AR DT (R, 4%
OB HE I ZARAE SR Sl R G2 AL O B RS, IR B TR I 97 AR (Malhotra et al., 2021).
PR SRR T2 AT &, SR T Rz e, SN, B2 5ENREEERIK. BNE
SRR RME T N, RS S 5H O S MBEAT N . — T — AL Z ARG 7 T & B 58 K 0
ZRBINE AT LA f2 1 % S B2 (Malhotra et al., 2021). ZFAR M SR T TE FF e B i fE 4%, it
FERO AR (R B, B 2% 3K 15 52 3 % (Sakaguchi & Okamura, 2015). 7 4MEA — L6857 2 F) FH BIA%E S 1
Jr3, B HEE ZAR G B T R 6 B 3 (Larsen et al., 2018). 5o R4 @ 2L 1H (Sezen & Unsalver,
2018) LA K %6} 7 5 [ (1 ORI 3V Xk B 75 4F (Feen-Calligan et al., 2020) i 1 -7, #3£45 7 R Z ISR .

B, HRpoT &5 2R B PG R g A, TERRR PR R, @ R Ty ik
AMREINED, TSR MRS TGS, 10 UM R A SRS, BB T2 1ER .

TERFARIESE B, ARBFFCRA T ViR, @ SC R AT KAV R, F SR80 M It 75 720
i tH A K F f s 1Y) 10 B RERR, PRI O ST AR R AR AR 10 B REVEA OGHE 7 RV (A
KE R Z KR EREGE MR 2), 19 RA B e AU TE 25 3 1 Rk

2. ik
2.1 #iR

I G*power3. 1 HEATFEARIFS, KM =005 1-p=09, f=044RERHLELED 24
AR . ARSLIRIEAN 58 LW, B BENL A N AL BN UM 26T 4. s @ LT ). 1F
sz, Szt H ik 32 AN (FEHS: M = 20.33, SD = 2.89), % B4 # ik 26 A (4E#2: M = 20.09, SD = 1.90).
SCIG AR B2 A X A 8 T S I 2 o MU B B RS R S, IR D B B IR,
JER, BNERTF. SE5HEELEIS T BEMMEFRZ, LRESTHE.

2.2. SELRHRL

B RIMEL: T B R RN — B KA 4 4 10 BPIG (FREVWLBBIHLR) SR8l . %4 22 4
AREPAERZ BB K E RS 23T 9 MvFar (1 FondEw Atk 9 oRdEw h) . 4 5 o8 M = 3.44,
R NIEE AR B BT AR BT DU RS AR T R 1 4

FEEEMER R E IR (Self-Assessment Manikin, SAM)& % : SAM &£ & —FiE 2% H PR
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FEE PP EOR, 435 A0 | no K P T T A AR S AR, CAETE SR AR RIS 12 M
Mo SAM &R KH B A ERVEMARE, R WE A NI ARINES, ERNE —HREREE NN
PR, B8 ARG MR BEEE, 1 oK, 9 oKy, ta i A B KF AN 1 931 9 4%
WU .

FRAR T 17 T B 2 (PANAS) B 5 R 175 4% (positive affect, PA) I %155 4% (negative affect, NA): /5]
THebr, BAHETEE 9ANKH, ZREGATE 5 AER RRIZ URIE S KRR LR 21X L1y fr ik
PG4 = EFBEMERARE; 5= FEFEI). CEMARY, ZEREE RIGKERE (Watson et al.,
1988).

ITREE R G: RA Kraai) 1 Garnefski &l 14T J9 1t 26 117 0] 45 (BERQ) VFAS B 1A 7E i Jy 5
R AT RN AT 7 AT AR . ZI B E TR0, 1B, Fahkin, SRR, T
M5 ANYERE, BEANERE 4 NSk H, 3ot 20 Mk H . AR 5 25, M1 (JLTFAAR)E] 5 JLTFEz),
SR B EE, RUIEEURRAT TREAE ) ME SR R F SR MR E AT I 5 TR T SREE . TR OURE R
HEA/E# Vivian Kraaij #2803 E L0 7842 Xu Jingyuan 3% FEFRAE R 8] 320 B 47 803 (Kraaij & Gar-
nefski, 2019; ¥ =, DHIF, KtEFE, MM, 2021).

FHierkl: BAYT S ERRIACE 3 B (B4 (WX (F3K). (RAEFREER G (o). H
BEARR) (BR). ZBASEE M = B K E S RrORBUHE ). I R 4sd 10 Z03%
AT AE R AR A @A O ME 7 sV (I VCNIX 1 RRERAE 2 RAR B B RESGE SR IITE 26), T3 M =
5.33; ULHAFIIARICNE 7 ST (EUCNIX T Rrak e 2 KA BE B RENGE fiifs 46), ~F354 M = 2.00, ik
IEHOX = R DO S S 34T T, B S BFEERE T ER

2.3, SEREET

AHFFER A R ERPUKCFRIAR B, AR NI @ T, O FHMIETEmAN KT #68
A 3R A A = P sl = Ul W A5 DI A7 SR — B PR e B B RA Sy, e
FRALEATE G B0 9 Rrak, - AR T AL I ) P 28 D B A5

24. SEWIERF

2.4.1. {REEMREE
HRFPALZI BN K 4 70 10 B0 (IR AIR) FALBTHR A B MuE Bl 2 .

2.4.2. B
FESRIS TR A sl A i B BT 3R . BN ARG R AR AT A A Rk, et
FERTH . WEPOREE RSO, BRI B AT AR 4 BT

243. Fm

VRO @R T IR T O BORHEE DI, 5T RS A A B S A R L = TR
Ja B (B P R U)o FEAPRII RS 22 A T, AR TT LUE B S G, IR AT 1 2 R

T SRR R = R, R AT A B B R A S SO R, 5 S R B
FERRLE 2 DU R, JRAE SR B R EUAE IRE I 7 Al — L5 ) %

ETHA: AR RO =B RO 2 i Tl N3P € B I, BSR40 b ™
U AS, BE5E A EORPGR ] = B il WA A TUE R BN, IFESTR X B SRR DRI i — 2
R
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2.4.4.
TR G, HRA AR E BRI E R, FRE RS RER. (THIHEEEER, 0FK
NS BERS, WO JE IEHE IR AT I XL

3. &R
3.1 BB EWELE

X SEEGAH . R AT ISR A t KGR, A IRRIL, FERTI R, SREGZH AT IE ZH AR R PP A
R F(ty =-1.91, px =0.062, Cohen’sdx =0.37; tw =-1.13, pw =0.263, Cohen’sd s = 0.378)%
e ARG B P 4 AR T R 2R, YA

Xof T PP ASE 7Y e 2 285 AR il P FEE 79 A T WU S AT BRS¢ A 6 (A5 28 R i A4 FEEAS 99 v r
05 ). SRR, LA, BIN4EER 5 (CFAME M = 3.84, t(57) =16.75, p <0.001)&. % /M T 5;
M R R Ak FE A4y 35 KT 5 (CF4ME M = 6.19, t(57) = 24.20, p<0.001). WL, Rt dkfE 1535 B3N
T 5 (F¥I1H M = 4.54, 1(57) = 15.68, p < 0.001); M 5 45 52 1973 (F41E M = 6.62, t(57) = 23.82, p < 0.001)
BERT 5 ULHASCIG . KRN 4 3 sl kA Rk

3.2. PG SRR TRIER

3.2.1. RPHMIBRESR

XoF S 2 T S B AT O BEAS A5G, SRR R 32 1), AR AR KRR 01 s DA 7 IE
PRI 28 A5 0 Y FE (% 2 B BRI (t = —9.71, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.24). = E"ERI(t = —8.26, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 0.94). A& /11#(t = —8.60, p < 0.05, Cohen’s d = 1.07). i I &= (t = 3.75, p < 0.05, Cohen’s d
= 1.27)) Je A v 45 4503 4k 5 (O ) (t = 5.14, p < 0.05, Cohen’s d = 1.27). &7 ¥i(t = 1.96, p < 0.05, Co-
hen’sd = 0.81). Eikf(t=1.18, p < 0.05, Cohen’sd = 1.19). RLE[¥(t=3.79, p < 0.05, Cohen’s d = 1.19)) I~
FERENESR, FNIEVESZ 0G0 450 B35 & T, 505 rES 4 S5 9 4L 1S BEICT
AL 32 2).

gl

Table 1. PANAS paired sample t test results (X +S)
=1 RIRHERERERENHER t RIBER(X +s)

pide ZH 5 Rl Sl t{E p 1E
SEIAI(N = 32) 250 +1.22 1.34 +0.55 5.14 <0.001
ey il
Xt HEZE(N = 26) 254 +1.17 2.04+1.08 1.61 0.119
S22 (N = 32) 1.59 +0.87 1.31+0.47 1.96 0.059
Ee=qib]
Kt HEZE(N = 26) 1.62 +0.90 1.27 +0.53 1.56 0.131
B (N = 32) 2.25+1.37 1.41+0.56 3.75 <0.001
eyt i i
S HEZE(N = 26) 2.04 +0.82 150 +1.71 2.49 0.02
SEIG (N = 32) 1.63+0.94 1.47 +0.67 0.96 0.344
FHIEM
Xt HEZE(N = 26) 1.23+051 1.50 +0.95 -1.37 0.183
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Continued
SEIGA (N = 32) 1.38+0.66 350 +1.19 -9.71 <0.001
&SR
HHEZ(N = 26) 1.77 £0.95 254 +1.14 -3 0.006
SEEGZH(N = 32) 2.31+1.06 1.56 +0.72 3.56 <0.001
ik
SHHEZL(N = 26) 2.04+1.31 1.46 +0.86 2.03 0.053
SEEGZH(N = 32) 2.22+0.91 3.59 +0.91 -8.26 <0.001
BERER
HHEZH(N = 26) 2.38+1.17 2.81+£0.94 -1.49 0.149
SEEGZH(N = 32) 3.66 +1.04 4.09+0.73 -2.37 0.024
HEEIEFM
HHEZ(N = 26) 3.23+1.27 3.65+0.75 -1.37 0.184
SEEGZH(N = 32) 1.84 +1.08 1.28 £0.52 3.79 <0.001
AR
SFHEZH(N = 26) 1.69 +1.01 1.27 £0.63 1.96 0.061
SEIGAH(N = 32) 1.81+0.86 344 +0.91 -8.59 <0.001
HIETIH
X BEZH(N = 26) 2.04 +0.92 3.04+1.15 -4.14 <0.001

3 59 0 2 6 2L R o R L R 0 AR Fmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁt#LoEFW¢ G 2R RN X6 R 4 IE P

T4 25 0y B =00 Y (% 3% S5 B IR (t = 3.12, p = 0.003, Cohen’s d = 0.31). &2 HI(t = 3.22, p = 0.002,

Cohen’sd = 0.24). £ I8 HI(t = 2.25, p = 0.028, Cohen’s d = 0.20))4EEA74E B HEMEZE R, kG M

G 4EE(t = —0.40, p = 0.694, Cohen’s d = 0.66) EANFIE W FEMEZE R, (HSLIGH RIS R AE BTt =
—3.19, p =0.002, Cohen’s d = 0.22)iX — /3 4 F A5 A AE W E M2 (W B3 1),

Table 2. PANAS scores of different groups (X£S)
= 2. TEIEFRBHRERER TS (X L£S)

RS L EISer
ZH )
R JE R Ja
SFHEZL(N = 26) 11.19 £3.42 13.85 +3.26 9.08+3.33 7.32+2.87
SLEA(N = 32) 10.81 +3.69 16.03 +3.06 9.16 + 4.06 6.97 +2.16
t 18 -0.4 2.63 0.8 -0.39
p1H 0.689 0.011 0.937 0.694

3.2.2. fTAREIANRE
Xof SR ZHL AT B ZEL I S HEAT RO AR A t ARG, AR R4 3), SkERAH, AT N iEEE S
Ve 36 71 J DS AE B RO IR —4EFE B A E Y R, RN B N 4EFE ARy S v T AT =
—3.30, p =0.002, Cohen’sd = 1.77).
XFHRAL T, AT G 4T ) G B S MO & 4R AR 0 AP R E M E R .
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Table 3. BERQ paired sample t test results (X +S)
= 3. (THIRE AT BEHA t IRIEEER(X £s)

i 45 A Il t1i p 1t
igﬁiﬂ(N =32) 10.06 £ 3.75 9.81 + 3.87 0.31 0.767
SBARITE
Xﬂ“ﬁﬁ?ﬁ(N =26) 10.58 +3.19 9.12 +3.31 1.4 0.173
i’%iﬂ(N =32) 13.25+2.77 14.28 +3.25 -3.3 0.002
%
Xﬂ“ﬁﬁ?ﬁ(N =26) 13.96 +3.42 14.50 + 3.39 —0.58 0.569
i%éﬂ(N =32) 12.03 +3.17 12.00 + 3.67 0.08 0.939
AL
Xﬂ“ﬁﬁ?ﬂ(N =26) 11.77 £3.00 1292 +4.01 -1.37 0.183
j‘?%éﬂ(N =32) 14.22 +2.88 14.66 +2.43 -0.99 0.332
RS0
Xﬂ“ﬁﬁ?ﬂ(N =26) 14.12 +2.69 14.62 + 2.43 -0.92 0.365
SIS (N = 32) 13.78 +3.32 14.31 +3.77 -1.46 0.155
SRS
Xﬁﬁﬁéﬂ(N =26) 12.35+4.32 13.31 +4.67 -0.89 0.382
4. e

AT T T A AMA R T 2, SRR B DI R 07 SR RO T S TR . PRI R
FEAT AR — DB 5, ARG AT AR —— R ZAR T R DRI I 07 3, A
BB A Y ST 25 AT T T S5 R, TRk DG RE B PR MR RO IR 4, BRSO P 45
LRGSR ANARAT Do 28 VR 15 I 1) 1 B T )

MSEIS SRR, PR MAR I e 20 TR . FESe it R I R it (] 152 5 Ak
ARG PR ST, ATREAEIRME R BIES . e, P, MR, SR, XERRa A S s bt —F
Bl AR B0, RISk B 2 ot Ji S A i OB AR, Ay U AR (=752, 2016),
FER AT AR ER RS S, SO E O TR BRI S B, (RS b o
BRI, LB K75 2R FRAE G B BRI 25 S o 3 I 0 X 28 B R R i) A AR
T REIE I RFAR I 1L, PHRE T RORZ Fria H] AR VRO 48 S, (i E IS 2k 722k

Bl I ETE X A T 28 8 T A SBCR AN B A B VR R A i R B T R R . Bowes ATl
Katz (2015)¢F— S BAT 7t b AL, of T AR 7] (KD B A 7%, S SRR 48 A g e T BUAE L BE BAT SO 2 (BT
SCEESCARTEE 2 BAT ALY, 2 T I SRS AL O BRI AR BRI o i R A IR A A B
iz PRSI AL AT BT S AL BN Ry SR FE AW, TR BEaZ h, ANPIARRE T = S A
o A —IEAE, FRarh A VE A S e, e A AR SRR R R AR, A kR,
B RAIZE K REE NS, WRIEEONIB (4, 2008). B30 KA RUSHE T B CREiE L,
ARz R EH R T ITEFEY), Ui RNE R T 0 R dEiE i R E R 5] TR
7 M YR A 2 AT RRZ (R AU, 2010)0 SXFERIANHE PEM R T —FlOE, B S
BRI,

Briubz Ah, 35 OFE K8 (Fritz Heider) T 1958 fE42 I P BN, A AHRAEZ A, AT
fasts e R i e v P SRS T LYNEIP AW N5 o3 iU R Ui 2 G A = TR DN (NEST LW U SIS 27/ PA E PR
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RAUETAPHRIREN, ATt A AR B RR:, BBy — MR E 2 AR5 75, ReH Bl
FHEBPIEPTHERE(F L, 2016). FEASCEEMII K, REWLILEEE “REFE SRR 1
I, R A AAIRA N 77 5 AL ORI AR NS 7 5 Rpaleb i A N2 P Rl SO 1A N 3R
BT R HE (R AL 2017), ABCE AR HI PR AR, B AE AR B TR S A RGBS R
PG AT AR B AR AT W A GG R A R, J8x A CBTir 07 A& 2 53R ek h %,

AT A — SR A B OSCRVNME,  BUFT 1 T @RI, AR SR aT A 2T i B
WAL G, AEIRIUX — JriE TP AL R, AR TRl AR I BLAI3R B 1 — R (0 JE B

FEARR BT, 7T UL A DL AT P AR A i, BLB DGR I IR R BOCR, [T LA
SRFSEEE Lo 534k, FERTTUITIE b, AROR AW TR LA R8N A A 30T LAY, IR AE T FAICR |
PRI A AT AE 2 57 o

EHEWH

AT H A2k KA B0 I 2505 H (S202210512035.  S202110512005) % B -

SE 3k

i (2017). FRAOT ARRAIM A A, Mo —/C (10), 13.

1 55(2008). KM rERFIR T IE . LRI B FR(#E 22 FL7/K), (4), 134-135.

TF5I2(2016). Sl 17720 L B PASIE G700 & T, TS, m Rt mE YK 2
ZEER2017). “ L4 MR T BT FETETE. LA S, Bl WK%

AR (2015). iR AL H I A EME . L8, (4), 48-51.

Rz, BRIF, KSR, HUFEQ021). AT EL N 0 b SCRIE T D EREAR PSRRI, 77 [F I 0 P 5
&, 29(6), 1193-1197.

R (2004). [EEHE T HIMFE i AR AL

HEREE, BRER, MAMEME, RRMERE, B, TI(2012). WIMETIER. AAEE A, (32), 39-40.
RRFE(2010). Sl . 2B K H AL

HKIL, R (2011). IRHREE KRB REICP R RPN S RGILSE. 25 /CTESFE, (6), 62-T1.

K 75(2021). FhEFEHRS R E R R SCZ MBS IR B S, SR T, (2), 97-101.
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