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DIRFERR

T 2K Ao A Y AR B & 2 R

[ ZF] X FMHAP SR ST —F3TIE , LI E AR Tk AL EME A T K1)
MRS A TR AHBE, XEAREHBEIRALZARBLAM CNRLRAEN I ERE—K
KT A B0 FAME, FORTELRBRAZXZBEXEAANSH X ZHC, FEMFELHRN
AKZHBERERZI Y, A2EMERIANALEN T XY FER, KNI B CEE
JEAT AR A AR T E MR RIAMRS A B IRIE G A 3h, TR A S AT A
B EANT EHREMEAER AAFEX RS S XARAA KA LR,

[RET]) £ ZAAP O A IRk A A ML i AR M LI 3

KM Hrs ShTE 2 T KGN ARE R R IR Z G, #UGlk T — A GEsh i m. ghig ot
TETTA B4 vty SRS B 0 Mt B A B ) A2 B B BEF R~ A 1 S5 15 152 5 B A0 A48 RS o Mz
S JE AR AT TG R PG 4 A [R] I, QL AN W 1 R4 B e 0 AR, (RS ot 23 A 33X 1) 2 Bh A 5
8 A AORE ot 5 4 2 JEARLA IR TR T A4 B NI 8 38 1 B A H 23 9 RO IR o O Z0RE Bt 20 X vy RS
AT B S F AR it HL SOHOR M — R AR R B 2 AR T 1983 AF B O #il r BE v B9 & 1RE &)
(Greenberg & Mitchell ,1983) — 5 %4545 i AF#l70 Hra B C 58 i X2 (paradigm shift) | /P
PRV AZ O o 3K 5 1) OC 2, HOA B I phy S 0iE 3 SCRG 1) A T Lo SCRME BT I R B A2 A
HANZ MR FJE NFERIFEA D ), TR R BALMRA G, A E TR0 b7 izs 3l s b UL
PSRN o3 BT , 5C RGBT A I SE Z I St 2% £ ST Z 0 AR S48 IR0 BRI 22 [R) WL
SRR, SRR BB A SR AP o A S AR A BN . OC FORE R T IA A, 4% IR B 2 8] Y 3t
) 53 22 AN R) A, RS P20 BT AT AFE — A 982 1 BLS R S EAly B 18 58 R 1 2 i L, St [ gk 2 2
B o T AR AT AL AP S A B (AT 5 AT TG 4 DR AR5 9 R AS B 4 |
WH H 25 20k, B R R O MRS P Az s i E 23T 0 AR O R RS20 M7 27 KA AR
DA B AR N BREAZ O R R, 7 B AR EE 7 A AR R, 2 B AR R BSR4 . BRIBER, K&
KPR e FE A EIR TR A = A RIRE G e BE A A BIOE 5 AR E MBS, EATR RN
P37 2 28— B T AN [ A 1 2 R

# TX, ERMERZOEFRELHRE, MW, VB2 E T, mRIe A% 0 E 2R BIHIR, 210097, KX ARIRIH
SERH 2012 FLEEFE T F MR ITFITHIINE (2012BS0008 ) AL R,
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—. BaMxEig

KEREMI AT AR B PR T RIS A 5 2 G 5 T P, A E T A RS Bl 03 A 1 BT A K
FAER L) 1, 5 VA % b B v BT A0 5 1 06 2R AT, IR AR 1) T B O 22 T K 5 R B i 5 | S ) A
Al 5 R A b S FMF BT TR KR VIR (Mitchell , 1988) $2 1 1 e AR BB & PR T HiE, (U
556 2R HL R (relational matrix ) 88 ¢ R - A 20 H 3 )2 UK (interactional hierarchy ) Fif 4%

(—) REFF—R RN EE TH

KYIIRINI K B3 HT N FRAEFE PIFP 23 A R BRI A 20, — RO X, R X R, mARC
FAEA 1 BIS ZA TEN IR 5 A0 OG22 2 e T A O BRI, (LA AT T A0 22 A A0 S B 45 ) 79 A
LA T EAR B X 0y B ERIR AT 2 0 R, RS PR B T—Fpr 2R3, TG
KA IE IR I B A YOG AR AR R UIZR 4 ) 56 R B my M, ] DA 48 % WL SC B il ¢
7R KX B0 7 7 T

X T RN AR Y 73 BRI 4 1 JRy T, AR UIZR NN, R e K 32 2R A C R P
T SCR ) F A AN R 1 12 (Mitchell , 1988 ) AT FEI 5846 A28 2856 4 5C FR AR B ix A~ 3[R e, fef 1)
KA )5 2R (relational by design) . H A% i) 5 £ (relational by intent ) | N 211 5 £ (relational by implica-
tion ) = AHEA SR , A [ A T A [F] e o 27— b SRS ol A1) DG 2R A 244 B — o g KA AE
AT, B IO AR N AR X R OC R R s o, B R B SR =X, 6K b R A B 5 1D R S
NBRAE R IE & PR Y 20 B b SRR B S5 A O 2 Y R A SR
S0y B, 2R DU R B AOC R B e E 7070 b S WX R Mg 5 =R AR 2R NI 5C R S A
AN AN YA H RS E FNGE— 10 A AR 32 2T B, e B AR X R s (0 2 il S BHRR .0 FUK e 3
BRI AL, XSS 25 1 RIS LI 1 SC R A BT AN R 48 B3 & AR F
Ao Bk, AT BER B 50 5C R AR BT R S A s e AR 4. RAK eI SRR A hE
HENL N BEAS 55 B ISR R Y AR50 1 AR 2R 48, T LUV E R SR A B A

KR LA — e 5 B 00 A ok T3 7 LRI X = P SR ARG Z [l 1 SC R o TEABE R, BT R
A ) 7 T G S 2 () — S A [ T, T xS S [ e 48 AR r) E R/ AT, b il R
AR B BRIR KB T LA A R Rl N 2 [ Y 2% LR B 3 ) TR TR AT AR Sl
X 22 [ 142 (], AN 2 HE o B AT AT — A0 5 s ) E A 109 G R 9 B S 4R it 1 ] DAER 2 R0 LA OC 3R
G Y 2 AR (object pole ) BT He s SR A B 1 O 2R A BRIB S S 17 I AR RN BR A OC 22 375 380 ( re-
lational field ) o7 (%) A& (self pole) (T H o BAKITF AL 4K #5555 AR B AR DGR,
FEART BAR” WARAS R PRl A7 AE T 5 N O R AL 2 A0, 1 HL B AR TN AR E — 2 1.0 B3 [A]
ZNHATE NN, X =R YR A TE N — R B B R N LR B AT 2 T 2 TR A G AR A
(relational configuration) o Ao B A 33K Al B A 1) 5C F A HY BT 4 1Y o

JRAE XS O Z AN A T B IR 1) (4 B 2T HOR 7T R 1Y (ER BRI B & TAE A e
—ANSEBRAY PRI P T A B IR S AR A 0 BT 2 A A [ B A S R TR R A ik A 2R 22 50T LU
I R BERR HEAL & B A BRI AR 2R, DATIT 5 BB A G AR A TR A AR O FIARE 28 2y BT 42 %, i HL3X 2
AREBMEEZ B KR WA E A N T AR ORTE AL & IR SLARAS R VRS2 1 T — 408
ARG PE A O B SC R AL, O 28 Ak o — i 4 s U 0 e R s PR L O AE 2, I B B ) 7
TR 98" MRS . ORI & S REOE ShALYE H 0 588 K B Fe 5 E N PRt
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FE o AR ROUL A, AN ZRJR TR ¢ R I R B B s 3 3 R B W, AR SS 1 78 56 &R 3L i uk 1 sh 37 4k L 5
SKRIE R VHERRERZE 504k B R, I DR T R VR AT AR v T I R = A TR R I AR AR
PO RAE ), SRR Gt N BB TE O R G 55 b A AR A5 1) 70 43 1 BELA% AN F R o DRI UL, P 9 1) R B o A
S BIST A A T 2 F8 i FH of 2 57 AR5 5 fib A HR 2R 1Y) 50 R Lo

(2) RFR-MoEBiX

K TS T G A =X B AZ o [ T, 177 XoF 45 o 3808 1) 45 ST 1T IS 1) 573 — A ] A
T A B ) 5O REE BT Z B E R o RFRKEA TN, IO R BTN iy B #EX 5 5K )
BOIEARAR PR BRI, EEE RS2 ANME N . EIL R [ OR YIRS —Fh 5 55 T 9K 1
PR3t O AR, R Ry O R P e

KYNRIE SRS T2 Bl R T 1 R G0 A4 X 45 2 YR B0 G0 A5 17 4 1D [ Ji, 2 4 = b 32
R FRIS AL (Mitchell , 1988 ) o fy UK # 3 AT AR R A 3K 7 — i A S, B DA 7 A% 0, SR 3K )
AN A Z M g o BRI —wp A EEAS T E IR — I 9, BIA g A0 R f A B BK ) S
JRA= Wy AR JIC ), A5 N SO 28 e B Sy T 7 A 0 5 TR I, B R o a0 B 5, B AR BE 3K ) 5 Bl 18 22
] ELA EEARR I MRS SOt 2 Z (R DL SIS L H 3R 5 R A A A 250 Z [ g of o€ . el
HORS Bl 3 b 25 1Y 32 2 B A R SR~ i 452X ( developmental-arrest model ) , & Ji& 4 i A5 X 02 5
FAEC — PP AR B B R B o 8 B L5 B 2R 9 e R DG R F AR 1 o S R R T AL 3
R b5 (PR BE AL A A TF 2 B AR 1E 5k i ik 2 1 32 BHLA™ 2 B0 1A 5 ok 1140 B4 1) R 2
{H X — B 7 9K ) A A R B 200 T wh e i B O AT R O B —JTi8 A ARFAE ( Mitchell
1984) . ERY—JCIBFRIER BN AKX - x| T H 4 A UGS 4 20 BT 5 36 J i 52 e, JF A
2 RIS M X 53 BT I T R 2 B A R M), A A0 Bk R o B e HOG I B A X gl L A
M 28 A5 2 B0 52w, B OG5 8 L3 —JT i B AR Z 00 70 A I 5 G IR X — T, ¢
W WA T A e R A Y DI A A b, R DD R4 O R b S X, B BRI K B IR, A S A2
05 TP T B B 5 F A AR ARV IR 2 [R] (4 28 5 [R] B SR R I A U AR DA R0 B
B FEAR B A0S 06 R TR AR IR 1 IR AE Y o 96 R —ih A AR AR o b WU B e VBB,
AU B BB M T, 0 3L B AR B 53 2 O 22 5 U0 T AN S 3K 7 R IR A 400, () it o] b 2 1 T B
FEH AR RIARBERI R WS . KRB AR T &R0 A O R sk id B 7 T H—
Joie F kM B it

(=) HghAKRME

N T 2P B A OC R BN R B — BUE K DR i — 2D 4 0 L BRI, RIVIARTR &
B T A A0 M A S PR R e N B B 3 K FL T A B 19 O Z 1 (relationality ) |, R AT LA
PN —AHEZRZ b, B8 PUAS 2, RARE] SR < JE )8 147 4 (nonreflective behavior) |
1% 183535 VE (affective permeability) | [ T8 —ft A4 % ( self-other configuration ) F1 3 {A [A] 1% ( intersubjectiv-
ity) o X6 H Z R UOE G MAR & B RAKOGE I, EATEARFIKE L85 NRE5, p
AT R M (Mitchell ,2000)

A6 R HEA T NS AT I SE B AR AR T 244, RIAR LR i 44 1 T4 -5 1 ( presymbolic ) (47
oy, BB LS B SE Z B EBl, SO @t SR SRS R S S 4E R OC R . I IEGE AN R R IR L o
PRAE AT I5 375 10 S 22 (8] 1) 5 ZA7 SRR 1% e [ A 6, 17 JERoAS B AT IR L, DR B AR 25 i Wl B 55 B A {4 i)
)00 S T S RS BRI R M R S RIS P R R T sl R R . B IR A B FR R L
B H FoA A B B 2255, 7 IS TG v RS NEBEA 22 5 B 0y, 3k 2 B 07y 2 AR At 5t =2 [R) 1
FHE DGR AN, o — A AN B HALE LR G ILTF I =AM 0, A RARIE fil 75 25 Bl 55T 19 (LA
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LAt S AR A Z T8 595G AR H BUB p A7 R, SRR Il 48 HL R SEE 5 BB S vk i A 1k 2 1) 14
FAENAT O — 58 4 B ANTE ZE9005 — A AR BMRIA AT A fE R 05 A B kRS
SRANINTT BRI E 2 [ AF 7R — PR ZI MR LR 5K g . A FRA E VAT 75 — 0, IR B T
ANGARER R ERIE . AR S RIS KA 23 Hr A1 K 5 3 A JEL A B R A ], fHL R
W RAEWNE S KR, AR LR AR IR S 3 M 5 58 2 18] i 315, AN is 2 A ik A i
BRI SC R AR AT (R 5CR , DX BAE T B AN 6] )2 ORK - AR PR AR Bl 288 N5 A
ZII KA o FTLAE SRR BIE Z e — PP ANSC R EA AR R A 5 28 T A HLALRE 5>

=, #HeEamie

REKM S A FRESIE SR @I . h o @ IS B 4E S0 DU R 3 Y
WA TR HT S BT HH AT e, TEE T M 2 50 5 X079 B3k B 7R AT RS #i
SRR M XUTT 4 A A B, 55 3 23 A XU 8 a7 e A 1 AT AR B 22 BT BEAE TR kAT 1 %
(choices) , JLRIE MR M A B I AT IG5 o FcHACRNME R4 2 A B8 2 J8 2 K = (Trwin Hoffman ) Xf
R 3 A o B A T SRR LT ( Adrienne Harris ) X0 JHL % ok e ) A 3 SC PRI

() RPRTRR s B R0 i 32 SRR

K o3z Bl A S B S AR A (SO BIE H O BT 7 e SC R i A 4 B Y IR
YA DA SR T SO e 1) R 2 SRR A3 BT IS AT 1B W IR B 3 A I B — A Uy S [
B AR , o3 M DR 8 e A 7 JC B A T R P 55 AN W P b BT A L B R, B A S 3 U
A BT

M2 A B P 1 AR Sl b 2 SO T OB E T MR ] T A I Rt AR —
B BT B P R B 225 AR AR LS R R ER A TR Rl 32 2 70 A Uil 77 T B R R T
Ay 3 SO — Tl M BT TR A AR e, 2 5 X R L T 5 R Y8 ST T A T A R 7R
BT YR SRR T OC R I AR I 3 A AP E . AL s A 32 SORAE W AR X 32 37 (radical rel-
ativism) , IZWL AN BLSAUAUR AL 2R E W28 3 AEAH XS 3 7 (moral relativism) , WL A
hy FUBAT FA R E B SR SO AT IR A AT AT A2 3% D7 AR G T JREAE o Xk T faf Dy BESE ™ g (] R
b2 R T SO ARTE A S SCAR B BF , T2 R A 04 F2 s S 7R PSS AR AR b 1 e, BRSEAR
FT RS SeAE RIS, JCE X A R A5 32 ARG S R2 R o U, AR 2 06 B B Sk, A
PRZE8 AR T (S T 5 A8 — R 20 ) R 1 % B S ) ik 22 vl e P DA PR G 7 A A9 47 8 =2 W] i
(Hoffman,1998)

MRS T SRR KR R o0 A 195 852 ] e DA 2 — PRSI 19 T 30, 3 op B 30 18 A 2 T — ik
MER AR o — i B A AN T3 2555 25 T AR 36 B R [R5 T AT 38, 70— dii SR AR 3532
8 S5 A, X B S A PR R 10 5 AR TR R AT A, A8 24 T B 5 e Ui A 5 & b AR SR A
TEo FIREL, —T7 TE , A 1 AT S T B9 i FUR JRE A3 g — /R o 1), JUR R H AR TR P 2
BRI — /N I3 s (B DA 55 — T T U, K A 40 58 SCRRR, TR O ' 8 D007 9 R W A 3 A 0 PP s
AR [ Y 2 B0 25 SR TR B v R B B O 2 AT 7 15 3B 8 5C 28 v B A 21 A2
K Z B Al 22 ] 1 I SR SRS S 4 X6 AN ] sl G i T U ARG P £, A S0 8 5 2R AL
Gaw /111 KA SRR S 2 L TR (113 PR R g 15 D EIOE 2= WO S N i O o < e PSR T g T
SRS , 0 LA —Ff N Bl RS BRI A C R DR A 2 A BRI S 3 0 A

101



AR S — ol LG i 2] SR S A o R AR v R RE L R A e B
SEAE I F R AT AL 64, 7R 5 0 BT I L Sl 54 25 R SO AN A 1Y, I8 A YRGS R T e b A
SHAR A G . TR A 32 SO R, ST I T R — AL 2 5 -l 32 T (par-
ticipant-constructivist) ,

I, O ZORT R AT (R 2 Al BEE T B OCHERE MO T 58, S AL U5 R i L 5, R O
ZRU I PR A i AT REE . AR A R, B AR TR R A X 22 56 HEAT S A 1 7
SRR S e SR 5 40 A U [ A ) 2 ), 40 BT U Gk X R B S S R kL R R E A C
A G 7 G GBI A R A0 R B A5 2R, TR A O 32 3 @i i [ 5 AR R A 1 2 SO e
TR B R AR S AT REE . R a2 iR 2 SCTE V8 i 0 208 8 ) 50 SR K LT A 72 A=
BRI RENE , B AR SCHE B — fOR7E TR0 “ 2647 o M — MRS X SR —FRBHIESC &, — I
BhE BB, I — S W R T A R B e BV Bl . 220 1) I8 SCPE R 2 e 45 B I 2 T () ik SRR ) 1
FHATREMERTE . AR, G = D B A — R RAE R SCIE S WA A AR X JC B S
fiE, ZIRZAE R SUARFE A A B S IS .08, SR 2RI R aetE. 0T,
OIS RERS 78 I S2 B 28 90 i) X SE R 1R 2 B SR I B — e, AR AT 11 E HY S2 i LE T B
SE ARSI, (ELA ] A B A 4 e R 2 S e T S ) 2 b T e o S R L —F oy U J2 75— Fib
T3 AR TRA I P BB SCHERS , ANE A b 2w sl , AR BE#E o PR T 20 A DR 3, At
HRALTE B Ab— A FEG A AT EVE RO ERST , R DU I BRI BORM R STAE o X 23 B i i 47 3 R R
B e 5 A B2 43 A U5 588 B EL 3, J2 23 B RS5O R A 3% LA S a3 G R A T R A

() RPAS D PR el Rt b 32 LRl e

ey FEL ST 1000 A JRE B BT WY 17 O FORE A1 0B X T S e e ) g 2 SCRRRE . bR O, >
PR B SR AR S PRI v P (0 A A, AT R i A i BAT 2 ] e, A R g i
T HA Z M5 I APE R RAE

W HLATA A A AT o M 0 B S BIS BAT T R B HBBEHE S A GEM A% B R, —T7
T , 3 86 PR R 22 FLAT I e A B | 52 36 6 B3 52 W) ) 73 BT U X6 28 177 285 1) 0 A 728 il — o s sl o
X LRSI T RUA N o, DL Bk R i i v ) e e 0 5 BE g B9 S BRA D BEAE AL S AR AL B K
JEETY S, T A X0 i S8 SR 5 R ) A4 e 0 A v SO IR A A B S LS 5 U 25 AR XESE )
FOERR LS 0 o BT s p O (R0 , A0 R i i B TE i P , 38 A 7 45 BRARAL Y FE 6
I3 — 77 I, LAFE )0 B A JRE SRS 108 A7 U A 17 B0 Ak B0 (65T 1, 388 8 3 I by bR Sz JRe 2 5 Ao ) R A 73
I, A1 S A PN A A — T ] 5 A2 B Sl AL, S AILORK A A A o 5 2R IO A R S ke B T itE . AN ie 5K
PRERSE o] L o b 22 7, S T B AR S R A0 AR (] ) R e 2 i o A0 BEUR SR R AF — b
HEAL R A P A, et 2 A0 i B S0 A A A R R R et A, 3o il 2 36t R ik R 1 2 g BIR
i o 7O PR e e e ) S 2 SOWR s, DO AS B 7 0, T A 3 , D40 B R A A 22 AR B Y <
52,7 SRR A T R E S S 5t (context) , JUHJE A 58 Dy sl I 91 1 PRE5E (R 3R, BB 40 5 2 e~
PR B i 2 (Harris,2009) o

OHUR R A S @I DR SRS R B Z M, B RO R R R T REME S
MRS ZFLHE, LA S ASTE T N2, ZEERET R RT —IoElR 5K
JEA T R TP LB R AR RIS 5 LRSS S BOE MEERY SZAR 52 B ( Gestalts) ) — 44 2
5%, e B 5 RRE M . R R TR, W RE-MZE RN AR, AR K
PR GEEE K FR M SCAG R IRE AR T 5 AL A A W BB 238 T SO W48 52 O I B i ki e b o 0 BROK R i
PRI M ARTE A WS A0 B PR35 B R S A A
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PR A o B P ) 22 TR A A T I ] 4R 2R b S [ A R £ 6 5 S B I 1) ME 28 oy St AR PERE 2
AT HH R IR TRDOE T AT 5 AN AR A | T81 2 AN 4 AL, T e AN B 22 D0 A 4 T A8 B AT I
(] )RR R — T 22 TR AR 2 8, A AT 5 I O R 6 30 50 155 ST I 2 W] S A, AT IR AN AT R A
(4, AT [TAZ AT TE B — S, i (R 56 3] ) J8% 52 55 0 2 I 9 BT R 22 AN A ]
1, 24 3 IR Ve B B e, AN F] e A I A ) S R A SR U AT — R . AR
AT ] B, AR B 2% AR AN ], A 225 5 PR RO R W B R T 2 g kA TRk
b, AR IR A SR IR 2R, A RE e S i A A0 BHUR R BRIE (93 SV AR A 38 0

=, ElRAEER

KZRE P AATF 5 = A BRI IE AR TR S, 3 ERE U AERSE i 2 A B8 1) SE Al
ST AR A, DA A ) 1 1 WA T R 0 BT 5 B RS RO B R e el R, R A B U 1 AR
PESHIE N H B TET 8 DUADRS p4 T EE 1 — eI AR, B A A A A B S K AT
T35 503k R R A ORI Y G P BEAT R o B B AC R 1 F AR IR B 8 A AH B A W] (mu-
tual recognition) 5% =75 (the third) 2#iji

(—) MIA—BRE S R Ak ] Pk

TR A A8 B A RS # TR ke — 2B il 9 R, R 2 B0 M 4 BT 0
PR REE b B SEEE A N LI S B AR LR A . BERIB R R E— %
DU LT B i L 3 S —Fh B AR5 A 2 B R X 25 (0 6 2 B e 2 () R AEAE M B IA T o o o B
T AT AL 55 1) SR A BB SEREAS S — AR, T2 B b 2k, BIRBEEIS RN,
FARMME B2 TANRA — A, A=A ) e IR A A g 76 ) =R TR OC R T R R o BRI L
Z )14 5 R 2 — P 3 A B DA R S ST A ) F2 AR )14 G 2 (Benjamin, 1988)

AHECIN AT 5 R (B B By, A 417 45 UM UE R B S e R TR [R] DA R = Y B AS
FEPEE LA A rp , B 20 i 1 o L AT A 1 2 LA BB A5 B 3 5 A N X2 TF, (%
FRESE M BB, SRR B Sl A EA T AR RESE A R] 2 dA T g B L. 7E X R R A AT
SRR BRI BN E T A O LR IR R 4R, S SE Tl 22 Ah s R A T B
i P (otherness ) 5. PE (togetherness ) 7 I TR G o 76 & S L, B LATRE 2% A AR R BE AR K, LA
TR R A5 B S A 5 2 5K 0 1k B At A S 5K 5 4 B ot e 1 1 R S A A U
SR LN T JERE A )R S A8 o X XIS ) L e 0 % 7R B R 8 Al ) 3 3 1) 2 2 4 SR LA
52 5 R 32 B 1, AR O PR 5 R I A 1 0 IR B P LR R R R SR T e T H
CFk, B A B B, A R B MR A A B BRI e AR, SR, 2L S
iz A BB S RET N Z R 5B A TR E R BB E A UUR L B BT ZENE
IR SE—AN ST T H S ZAM FR A C—FEARES A £, TR, 22 i A2 A0
SEPER S AT Y R, TR, At 58055 22 ) S R , 1955 A 22 L 22 18] 38 3 AR B A AT 57
i ERBETER R,

() 20— bR R kR vE

PR A AT = A () SEL R 43 BT i 5 8 3 T 194 G 3R AR G 1) R AR — 5 A O R A A8 Oy 2 ik —
FARKFR . EARBEINE RS 0 U8 0 B 005 8 2 A2 R RO R, o i i 45 2 LU B
PR IR ) = 2EZS (8], FEAHTIE SR TR R T AT BB AN A AR AR — 4 2 (] A R D
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CHEITT o XA =I5 AR I BUSEAFAE A SRR B TR ST RO FARATAE I I i
H7E (Aron,2006)

FIASE =J7 BIME &R A 358, 208 T Bk Hh 0 B 1 B2 B0 TH B —OnZRPEAE L . FEIHAEZE
SEHT I AT S AR AT i T R 20Tk o BN, RS R TR RS TR T 0w, A i AT
) TR0 TR T A U, 2o A e R o He e — 5 18] 5 — D7 AR T B4 B e A . A =05
RS IS AR X — A G, DG T Qi 138 =27 M I, 24 S8 A1 sy 2 AN 2
(both and neither) , M M7 i 5 5 HRJ2 o BT S BE 2 5 8 S AR I, W07 2L R 3E s 19 53 B U5
SRR A AR — A S F a7 o8 AT s B VA S — 7 B9 50 BT 47 ( Benjamin ,2006) o AL, &5
=7 PR R TR AT de R — A X Y 3 ) AT P ek i, AN 22 SN A R A 7 T D G ) 174
F SR T, DT BE B G-t B W1 0 M 19 358 9 52 0 P S5 AR B T AJE T B AR B BB R G R o FE
A TR ST, T A3 RN ek 5 22 5, UG IR R BT B8 ] — 52 Xof Y 3 e 26
TR AR SRR

5 =T R T RS B P AR Z A1 [ SRR B R AFAE B OR RO BT i — RO R SR
Ao EMEMRBENER SR SRR GRS B IR 4R R, B =0 A B
X7 A PR BB IR R FR B Rl b, R B0 A9 A [8] 1 K A= 284k, BE AT RE AT b8 i It
A, AL AT RE PR A JE WA, 5140, 245087 U7 (8 B2l 5 8 384T Z A8, B T 4775 28 52 15 00 T 30
IR AAE A AT e BT, A R BR R M A 2 23 B a8 I T 23 M O ZR I, 0 A A7 85 A9 5 = 07 it
— Pl S B R R A 55 =7, IR L4 55 =R (thirdness ) 1955 =770 L2, 2470 B X5 Jo vk i i
SR KPR AT e A T, U 2 55 =07 B A5 58 — X SZ A ZZEPE” (twoness ) , 23T X7 Ak
T 25 5 B RSLARAS  H—I5 X T 5 — T BN E L, 2 AR IR A KX, o i
X5 Taid b A G . LU =07 L& e o0 i 85, 20 19 58 Hp A 5 AR 18 P ) i 8 2 e i
5SS AR M B TR A MR BRI A e, R S T LSS = A 55
37 A AR P Y 207 5C 2R ( Benjamin, 2004) .

M. %i&

A VEITEIE A2 A BRSO A B R OC BRI T B A R ENEE S AR
FREA M A A 1L AT S8 0 22 B . b B S PR B R R 5 RS A 0 A B A AR
AHERL & LICR AR5 A VA 55 I B IR A BT S i B A B AR T A S BE T o kb o el 2
VR AR A P B 2 [ R — P A EL AN B B 5 2R, RASG R AR B, B AT 05l AR [] R B2 %o
AR HE AT RO B B FORS #o A R b AT 7 ey R, BRI B S oo E it 4R
P FEAT I o A PR A Ji e e P L R A S U A IR AN U T 1 AR e 0 A B 4 S AR RS
BRI A A BRI R R R AT R G L, R I T T AR
WA T KRS ES S B3 2R EIEIRIR T 45 ¢ R B IE A BB A — Eort , 1B st
Jot e R AR X — R WL T A L BB 23, 5% R — i S U 5 A 20 A B A BB AR, 2 R
Wl T KO MRS, SR B T ph S A B 1R ] T O AN A M B B R SR DT . A A
PSS BT RS TR T AR S A A0 BER e B, MRS SR B E i is B S 2 R 2R AR
T ) S Sl 2, A PRI A T S A A EE R R (ELKRR M AN SR U E PR Y, AR SR 4R
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(B A

Main Theoretical Patterns of Relational Psychoanalysis
DING Fei, XI Hao-Li

Abstract: As a new developmental orientation of psychoanalysis, relational psychoanalysis consists of
three theoretical patterns, namely, integrative metatheory, social constructionism, and intersubjectivi-
ty theory. On the theoretical basis of relation, the three patterns are widely recognized and followed by
relational psychoanalysts. Integrative metatheory focuses on the relational core shared by all relational
models, and incorporates various theories into its relational theoretical framework. Social construction-
ism, featured by social constructivism, emphasizes the interaction between an individual, others, and
the environment. It regards psychoanalysis and individual psychological development as one’s active
construction processes. On the theoretical basis of psychoanalysis, intersubjectivity theory adopts an
intersubjectivity thinking and holds that infant-mother relationship and analytic relationship are both in-
tersubjective in nature.

Key words relational psychoanalysis; integrative metatheory ; social constructionism; intersubjectivity

theory
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