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EIVEZ (IR 7S =
FEREE Ea 0 K103 0 40 1 -

I B AR LA ~ S Tt 2\ A E RS 1R R )
ZBRABRE - IR EIREER A R
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{111l

ES & RRE 155
A B 5 Hb K A o
BEB R P L REZA K e B R F 2

=
B AR i B AT BRAM 242 ] v B B A 1 ) SR (AR SRS, ~ e (A B2

B 2 WA BRI R (ERE R TIEm SRS ) &l THerh a2 sEim
RS TR o L - R (Rt B ettt 38 T AnZE it 434 (B EREER
AEITEIRE - MEI TR TRE SR AT - ARET IR SRR A ERC AT AT R 2 P
AR o BFST ST IE & P i < BRI Y (5 B BR At Bl S Ry > MU IE ) PR A &2
PR A EIREHIER - BB AR - fik - FJEE IRIRIERs R I ARaE - DUt
RAMFE2

BREE « ILmSRCFARREES ~ R ) ~ 3Tt A 2k ~ SRR Ak
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il

A
]

— TSR

{E#t o PR R A ERR
{E88 2 P TER o B R RG - AR » A
BRVE A EEARE ST LU A e » 3 E T
R ) 8L TERERIGASE 1 (Seligman,
1995, 1998)  fEIE [/ LIERH . T
Luthans~ Luthans i Luthans (2004)%& il
HIE AR | (psychological capital)—#i] » &
DB A R (S 1 28 e S R A AR TR
FIAM)IE M) CRARRE R R A BEZ 1%
T % (o (el A 1S i R S - B4t -
Luthans ~ Youssef i Avolio (2007)5zR.L:
HERZEEAENZL 0SS » BEEE
taE A ) E A E A Luthans B
Youssef (2007) 3 — 2 5 Hi#E A & O B
EANEAEEAEEREEE L BIfES
TEFIET - JRREFHE S B > &
BREZE: B LOHEARE HRETSEBR
W5 » F—RIMEERE » MER SRR

Luthans ~ Avolio ~ Avey &1 Norman
(2007) 78 25 0o B AN 5 EH DY T (m) A 1 »
B (B HRSmER - R EEELC
REAE T BT AT I » 3B RE T IES
R 5 (2)%4H - (RS B BUR AR D)
HAEMNES : G)A %R : (EiEsEsE
AT IR REGREE B AR LI D) 5
(AR (BB RE A W I BEERFF T 25
I LT B ) o KPS Bandura
(1977)/ T HIRZURE ) (self-efficacy) BHam+E
RS - —fE S MRS SR A IS

(outcome expectancies) > 7T BE#E & (S

HRERAT R E B ERRE R 5 55—l
TETBIRERTHASE J(efficacy expectancies)
MENERE R S A B EREERIERIRE R -
o TS RAVIASE 1 B DI e Ay
Y TERERTIASE 1 HIKE IR B A
% (Snyder, 1995) » RAJ A1 H FAHEKFE AT
A A R & 2 o

B[ gk (learning disabilities, LD)5S
FERZB iR AR B O+ =201
— » BTSN UPREEEE A
HIER AR — 8] > 2 ZE AR WYL - T
BRI R = E IR A E SRR A
MR - EEBISC ~ HREE ~ B AR
FREAR o BEREEHRRK RO
RE J2 3 TSR H R~ B0~ B ~ SRR
FIEENE ~ PR RE SRR > DIEERE
B~ HeEEEE PR NEE
St o HEEERGIERRE ~ B6E ~ HES
Bt R SR B LRI A 2 ~ BERANE SR
RNZFTEESER AR (B /O R E
MR BB A S e ik > 2012) o A DA
RFHITR o £ 7Y — i 8 e i A (o Bl B By
WHRA—8R » HIEIFRFEER S T AN E /]
BRI BB R HAERE - f
— 7€ LB B LA R LGRS N A 8
m] > M EPE YRR A A RS &
18 #A 58 ) Hil B 8 (Blackorby & Wagner,
1997) o ELE RREER A= Thi RS R 2CHY T2
A1 B TEDFRE ) S8
AT RERS 2K & AU » A B~ (KB
HE—E R AR B E T B RRE(Dohim &
Bryan, 1998; Lerner, 2003) °

—MME - FEEE E K E E G hEE
FHEMPLIT MR o EESEEZ - (£
ELSETITH  ER AR AR A B RS R FRAE Y
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LSRR ~ fet oA SR B IR0 2 i e - DU IR BB 3

Pt > Al IR B2 e e B A N
R B B A LB R e B2 A IR £ LA T 4%
BRERE ) B TIRRUT ] ) - HEGEEEMT - I8
SR H H (5 i B HE & (Keogh, 2000;
Luther, Cicchetti, & Becker, 2000) © [fii ¥} %%
s - 2EERE AR a7
REHIEL E 1S ~ XTI RRE - (B E#F
% BRI ER A RIAE K P LLL © Lerner
(2003)Fi5HIFT % IR EEREAN -5 |
Al MBI ) WFPE—E R
ERSEPR T SRR B EAR - AYREAES = Ry
H B E R ~ SEERERE Bl 2k - BXE H
CLRERS BOH T B R e - JEECASERUR < 38
S BRI RE R A Y 5 B FORRE S B i
JFEFE 4 N84 (Brown & Gerber, 1994)
L R T EIR S BB R R A Y 1
G 1 [ 2B HH T fE e S A8 U 2 L LS
H FRIE A% ~ E 2 (Cosden, Brown, & Elliott,
2002) ~ 7 ZEFE 2 (Wiener, 2003) ~ Il &
(Margalit & Al-Yagon, 2002) > Cosden %
(2002) 38 £538 FH fecbar S A5 i 1 2R R A 72
REA A T R e 22 A A (A Al 722 32 - JTRESR
BITER] ~ Enhs SRAFHRRAKZE - i
FUEEBNE P ORE B PR B ER AR E o) LB
% TURENY TSNS T (streng-
th based within-group method of analysis) *
T FE 0 FRAS E2 S R EE RSB TREASIE
T 7 5 1) f 2CRF 92 - (deficit-oriented  be-
tween-group model study) °
Wong (2003) % 42 i FE & f& b S 18 I
TIZERETAEHY R TATFE - B © (DAATHT
IS RFFCEL R Werner (1993a, 1993b)
J& Werner Eil Smith (1982, 1992, 2001).Z i
E e 0 LI 1980 Z 1990 FE (LA
BB 2 4 R BRI 5 (2)HI &

(measurement)[ti@ ; (3)Z2TEPERBEIZSL ~ 1
AR SEH 2 58 BRI 5 (4)ERHEER
SRR RREE E I fE Al 1B REE R 1 (5)
f& b B PR IR -7 T2 R A 55T A1
3¢ s (B)HFEIEE M sE A E B - Wong
At — D B R R R 22 AR i A R
H e ERAE ) 20 > maR H e b e iE L
MER T Rl » Al ERgeE E st

FrERRER B fafam K > DI
e s 22 A= LA (I8 71 2 PR A€ © Bryan
(2003) ~ Cosden (2003) ~ Margalit (2003)£i
Wiener (2003)% A 6]/ Wong 3mEh » &
[FIHETR B2 e A2 A 3 I > A BB
i L [ B e ) S P o o

M TR Z 1 B R R A A Y
ik Peabe et B S (K% SRR AR
It > AHFIEARE S — A R IR » ARIR )
DBRE ARG » 1 O AR LA
BEAM ~ HECE — (IS o ELS T 4%
JEUAE 1~ T SE Ik Bl TR ) 1 3l DB
FIEEd > SEREE R OB E A S IRER
+ - (AR e E R B NS ks K1 o i
FTHE PSR A 52 2 ) f 3 DL B2 e
A A (B8 FIR ~ J0EAT ~ FRLUE
¢ » 2010 5 Park & Helgeson, 2006) »
IR R g2 AR Y A [ B R U
PRI A IR ERAE i ) - Al e e B
TE F SRR RS ~ 42T A R B AR
JI0) BB (R < P Em AR A
R 5 =[50

ARSI REE E S b o IR
BN AR I ) 2 ORAE IR DAFR Hi
atotn i 8 TVR BRI BB B2 5 M
TEERfoH b o HASZRES T R A ~ A
JEREAE i ) o PR A R L B e 9R -
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e HETRHE S

R E T SELERE - ATE 2
EEWFFEHIE —
1. Tt g o] e £ B e £ A 1T 1) S 1 A R
JEVRE ~ B T A SRR B R ) 2 B
2. TRETIE [ SRR ~ Tt A SR
BB i S i AR B R A -

Al ~ XRIERES

AR )R RET =0 R 2
7o S R EBAG F STy e HE 3R — B i -
DRI T L ) SR PR IS, ~ 4T A
B 5.2 7 FRBR I 2 PRET > DU
JEL AR AR A 1F (v SRR RS ~ $R T
A A7 S IRERAR ) P A A 2 A o
—  [EOSHFERBERENE

fig 2 JEL#% (explanatory style) » BXFRE
B K] AUk (attributional style) » & — e {E A
E oy R = W W DA E SR
(Peterson & Seligman, 1984; Pintrich &
Schunk, 2002) » H A EEEE RIS Seligm-
an f* 1960 FAIFHEITHY TE 15BN
(learning helplessness)iff 5% » (%8 £ %
W R B HOH I o) S B e SRR IR - 6
it 758 T AR Y {8 {8 1) 1 (Peterson,
Buchanan, & Seligman, 1995) e [fii fiffé alt%
F LR R LU = AL TRTE
ey ($) B TOME(LD () ~(2) T—
i) (ERBR SIS EH ) ¥ TF
EME ) (ERRERAEN—EE) ~ (3)

kA (FrEIRA) ¥t TRy (FF

R¥f4) (Ho, Chu, & Yiu, 2008) °

Abramson~Seligman £ Teasdale (1978)
it R 15 ) SR 2 R M A B
B [ETRE - H— F s B R ]

J I AR I S > F Al Sk
N EABBEPEE » E Q2%
R 1 I B AT IR T 1 ~ fnflRp ELRR
TEVE ~ arRE R A DR Anf iR SR o
Seligman ~ Abramson ~ Semmel Z& von
Baeyer (1979)70 5 {5 BRI T £ Bl il IR 1
411 TE H (expectancy of response-outcome
independence) » ilfi 1~ — % & 2 Bk e B K
T A S A T = O Dt PR B AT
WTEAL ~ R APEEL— M PR DRI SIS > A
KOG RN AE o AR
B R AR MR R A
fF TRR D WA » BanE AR E C
FrACHIFEIRE R IMEAL ~ B B RE PR
R TFEAAEAL ~ K A B — R PR Y
DRI » iy U ) 1> SR e J . o
Seligman ~ Reivich ~ Jaycox £ Gillham
WS 1995 R4S H AR VRS P A T
B —{ESEEIR C > I — (S8R A\ T E
AR & A F R ML ~ T
IR M B E PRI RC AL (51 H Ho et al,
2008 ) > Mezulis~ Abramson~Hyde i Hankin
(2004) bff 72 th f5 Hi T B A G K] 32 3% 0
(self-serving attributional bias) & {5 {5fig
TR TE Al A b B ) SR S A [ A A A
TR A B — M R AT o RTIY > S g Ao
& AR BIER B BRI » e DIOME
F ~ AR AT € I D T g e £ ) 5
F > BURHATER ~ A3 A RE Ry R K]
AR IR (] SR - Sl R 2T s B L AR

JEVRE E B B D HIRE HRAEIR (Jolley et all,

2006) °

(BRFEENZ » (£ H & AEE AT
HEa LA R EE R mEMERRERE - —
M s - B EARIE MAAS R - 1
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LSRR ~ feto(a SR B R0 ) 2 i e - DU IR BB 5

AR g 7 AR B B AS SR o (H B far U AR
(defense pessimism) HIJ & —FE S {4 - [A] £ H:
FHBUZ & My A B i A Al e AR
E AR SR - 5F AR B AR e Lk LA
axVERRE R - JEGH AT REEE < IR - ST
fEE(E 0 RS LERESZERIE DL - e
RIS (R > 2011) < 4%
P et S ERLVART SV > A ATRE
DI A Y 38UFE (Schneider, 2001) » [ 75
HYBIEL AN E AL 2 5] > LBk {E
HEBR R E AR - th e S B e iE £ 1
[Fa) 5 B2 ] ) A8 HEE B O BRI = m] RIED i
RUARE B AVES B B2 < DT ST htidm - it B
BT MEEl— e S8k SR - AEBI—
AE B MRS R B o A o

DRI - S AR JUR P e Er (e o6 {15
HHIE B CHT R E B8R R - BT R
P ECS | tRERN - REAEHR
REIRFEI ARGV H SR TR A6 5 FHDCHY » 2EEH
RIS T RE e (e CE (RS AHIE B C 2 B
(1 > SR T I B AR AN Gy - i HER
PR EEZEEEACS o S
17 55 Bl % K R KX (Cropley & MacLeod,
2003; Peterson & Park, 1998) o [fii & #ifi ke
JEREG GRFEE TR FHTEAL ~ FRE PRI —
R R A e 2 T SR - R AL
BT IR 1 FORE A2 M 1 Do TR 0 e B A 1) R0
(Kamen & Seligman, 1987) °

Peterson 55 (1982) 2 i #5¢ I b &I JEUR% ]
& ] (The Attributional Style Questionnaire,
ASQ) » %## Peterson B Villanova (1988)
I e £58 (T4 € B iR X VRS R 48 0 (the
Expanded Attributional Style Questionnaire,
EASQ) SRR A U an AU DT
e MM B AR SO 77 2 (Seligman

et al., 1984) » 1 EASQ thy /A M i i
] AN R R RS > (B R ARB [
EE SRR R 7T UK e 2l 0 U
Tl A AH B (Norem & Chang, 1997; Pe-
terson, 2000; Snyder, 1995) » [X] £ 445 firf
JE FEEZ e M AMTEIA R AR & A 4 ny =
Pt LURT ATERHIOR 2K & A I [l A 2R LAER
HOFEERE ] o DRICE ARG AR R SRR IS - ]
R % 2155 B IE M B A T iR X
(Park & Helgeson, 2006) °

Bunce B Peterson (1997)thfgH1EHE
1S BRI AR b o A6V A S E M R
(AR RS S PG A B - K2 B
BT ER OB ) SR o
Best > wFgethds e —(d s ARG E 2
% BB SSEEBUKIE (R EAIER
B SR ) OERE > LIRS
RSB EN (RS 2 A H mrvER )
{HRAEARBOKEE (WAl &S
e B AR ) 3 D FISIG 952 B RETRD IS SR (Ho,
et al., 2008; Kivimaki et al., 2005) » 71 B[I[H]
SPIE [ SRR VRS G B T RE & LU AT
B BRI R iR B, - RES S H B
HECR B A B o Kt > AFEK
U5 st - BEIG R R IR
PR R RS 2 RET - 30 R R R A A Y
fige R SR JEE =5 R T S 1 1) B PR IRE R I
ZERET > e B R AR R R A% 2 N
1 °
— RANSERE RENE

i S AW A0 T S AR T — R
& o SEH Y E 255 R S BRI
FFEAKE (Elliott, Knight, & Cowley, 1997;
Kashdan et al., 2002) - [ R8s » 75
SRS ORI ERIRRE - HEERAE RS A
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SR {EAE B AR > BT R T B e
HJ%1 (Snyder, Shorey, & Berg, 2004) ° 7
LR — AR FE L MRS RIS
HIRGE » e —fE IR E RIS - 755
E B2 T IS g G R E AR R GE
110 DURCE A 75 1 R i B H B (Snyder,
2002) °

Shang (1994) L5 Hi AAFI7E 2252 ([ #%
NE= R YN Tl T EAVSIEY
T e NRIREIE R A AR g » th
e \GRR A ERRAT RV ENHE o Snyder &
(1991)#i& K T Stotland A5 S AR a8 A1
Zet BRI HERE MRS o 15T
HOIEEHET TEIEE ) B TSl i
ARG S S B A A > 12 AR
B AIEE o BEUE(2008)5F Snyder
7 SR E F6 RS ¢« (BN P EAE »
AR E 5 TeEREGEREZEE ) IEE
SOHERE - I BRAG RS HERES] =
SOEGEREE ) B —HEEEHIEHE > HIE
WA R AIIEAESS AR > EE AR DR AN
P - BVRRE TASERR -

i SR AT I O R AR 4
B {0 L E 1) B ARG SR Y B AT B
(Hagen, Myers, & Mackintosh, 2005) ° 7%
JEHHE Em R B ASEE ~ B RHEAS R
fE > H = H 0 BB (RIRER AR HAR R
B o i R = {E BRI > IR (L)

MEHHZEEHE ) (goal thinking) : HESHE & H

HREEERRES) + (2) TEEEHE] (agency
thinking) : H1{E H C A RE B I B
R EAE & —FE OB g Y IE MBS &
ZREREBUE.0 0 BESE (BB Al LI
Rl E A s (3) K% FEAHE L (pathwiayss thinking)
ERCHEE (HAT{EH A ZHA B) AR

fRRIE ECRE ) » JREE (B /LAl LAHCEE R
PHAS H AR @RS PR - thr] LUK
FI| 28 1 Ft fRE 0y b B X H B8 (Lopez,
Snyder, & Pedrotti, 2003; Snyder, 1994) ° Ifij
LR BT WHEREFIRE A e 2R
A B A IR B SR HE R B A T
fiE(Westburg, 2003) » 7REIV7 S KHIEE
JIAGFE R 53 B L R RS o W E R e
Ay Hith— A el B > RIhER
I A S FH — {1 g B P S R
LUERBH » JREN T 75 =8 T+ TR 1K
(Hope = Agency + Pathways) (Snyder, 2000) °

% H 1855 (2010) 1 2 A7 £/0 BHER
Bl [OBEBAR T AL A 7y S R I
A LA PO B DRI 2 122 P AR Y R PR ER R )
o M2 BT SR 52 15 1 Snyder 55£(1991)
Fr i gt 1 [ i P S22 A S & - W
DIAAR 5 D R G A Tl Bl {1 i A ) B gk
A M2 THEA IR S 1 - I mT Al

MR ALK B— et HE R E AT

AHE) TSI —3nl LT SEREIARE I &
3 T I 1) SR IR A FE AR 7 S i o
I ATFFZE F BEHREY Snyder 55 (1997) 5 2 7
TRE I E SRS E 2R AR Y
JkIHI ) RERTR PR R A PR XA R
RS R BRI [F] > A SR E Ny
KRG » EaltE— DR AR B R4
HIE R BRI AR A A R PRET - DA
SRR g AR AR T A R 2 N
LS 7 DNE
= BRI ERENE

R IR 11558 B0 R B AR » g
B EIERET R - (RS AIRE SUAER? 1E 7]
S JFE Y R 51 (Luther et al., 2000) ° Bonanno
(2004) 5 HHAE G PR O FR B2 5 rpr > {1
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AL SRR ~ feto(a SRR B IR0 ) 2 A B - DU IR LB 7

RN TR0 & > (e R DHERE
rr RIS R T8 (recovery) S HE » Tfii
MEIR 771 B TR 22 Mm% H 7k

PRI ERITE © 1B 100 R AWHE 5 RE B O
PERE < IEEL - I~ Er a2 ] - 78
RELZ % BIE R A AR 20 &0
HEREKHE - JRENE IR IR AR
IR - A B RS BBk [l sk (2=
BUEEE 0 2011) ©

BIFRT1R% T E/IRETST » REMEE A ~
BB S AR ~ IS i i §EE
2y 1 £ T S 5 (Grotberg, 1995) ¢ gt &
Masten (2001)Fffd 78 FLAR#HE /75
(ordinary magic) ° 18 1R E ZGFEd: o
P& ER T AREE » KB AER /172 b R B
ANRF ~ FREER F BER ) R E A1 #H A
52 L) S R 2R (o ) B RE AR (Tusal &
Dyer, 2004) - Hai#HEME IR 10 2 2 K55
LR R Fim B > MEGURIE NS Tfe
B[R ) (risk factor) B T {7 3% X 1
(protective factor).Z [H15C A1 F Y ) e Ji
2 o

TEfEB#IK 7 /51 » Keogh B Weisner
(1993)1% 1t B EA] - 0 3 BHLRRE B £4 1~ 1
GO W - R = W TNR
Spekman ~ Herman £l Vogel (1993)HIZ215
faba k- EIEA fEFE RSN - LR
SIS R AR > JF R R A A A
S AR E BIIRBE ~ B4 Rt [ BRI 5
SMERE - TS fEba %k R 2
AN A — A 1 b K 1 19 52 %28 (Morrison &
Cosden, 1997; Wiener, 2003) T &k X 1
WM AN FVE R MBRRCSY - B4 (1)
S K 5 % 15 1 (constitutional vulnerabil-
ity) : LI 8 R AR FEAH AR R > AR

HERBA AN S R PR R SR kb (s
PrifgE - LR AR - BEEERSREE) /A VIRERS
2OMLEIE s QFIITREN - RS
15~ IERR IR A ~ ABRIREE ~ 5 3o
MEEEFEAC ~ KEE -~ WE) ~ fZ
S5 5 (3) 5 T A% Bl o Bl i 4 17 J s
Bt AR ~ HEEERER - B~ AR -
LAgR A N IF T Fe R A B B N B B AR
5% G IR /)50 85 o

EEERERE o MR ks R -4
B B A A B AS R o Werner (1993b)
@B R S (Kauai island)i# 1T R
32 TFHIMEE RS - BFFTE E AR 660
LIGREE R » Hh AR E 2 %2 6K
T%EERET o AR - RiE
HASHIATANME ~ BB KUE(RTE ~ S RERS 1
PESGEE MR ~ REETERIRENTE
Tt gehdt R Bk IR 2 & fEbm A~ bT- rT
Wz BrA R » AlhvE =02 —r5
ERI SR 2PN il el
KI > fEbsA il TA—7E ) e EisE
B - 32 R ME ) BEhEf AT
RERD B A IERS IR -

TECRFER 1718 » Christle ~ Jolivette
Eil Nelson (2000)+5 Hi18 5 7 = N E L&A
T (EA) BEAAELRFER 1 (FREE ~ 224 ~
thlE) BVER > (8 AR TR A
B )1 Y18 RES) o Dyer Bil McGuinness
(1996) 77 HHE R 1 /& = FE 32 ORFE IR -5
yEIREETE - REIBI AT R RIS
A RHE R AR AT o

Grotberg (1995, 2001)Z2 5185 111y
PREEIRFIiIE TR - WEIMFERE
EAEAVYNIOE Y- RNE R S]] T
RS =2« TOMESCRAAIE R ) ~ TR NAE
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6 ) B T2 R B H 10 w3 Rl LA
[ A1 (1 have) ~ THUZ 1 (1 am) 8 THEE
(1 can)UBEE AR « Hodr - J@HME AR
FER T8 (HE ) » Eih R ~ BB {E 7
A REHE ~ A~ BEC FELO
IR ~ L) ~ NPERET T 5 R
LR NEERT (Fhhe) FEATZRCHEA
H B ERRE AR » AR ~ i~
%~ BlE ) ~ [MRERRR ~ fEEhER] ~ 152
GEDN S EY AV DN SRk sl (F =P
AR EERE o R RS R R E S
3 o

I - 1552 G REE A & L5
I8 S T 8 » EL 0 R RIE A e o s T A »
IREME T )2 fe ke A BRI AR ~ R
DK SR R A& (K - A B B L F 5
7Ry ) B RESEFE (Tusai & Dyer, 2004) °
fri ey bl > 18 TR B B A it R e Al
HERIE AT S B B A AR B - ads
T B ~ TR e B R A 5
e A i ) B T 3R
Mo« BRSSP EIFOFFERERR - =

ANFERAEBRNIEEEE

BRI LR - 355 B A EIR
FCHT SRB 1 e Pt 8 58 JR s B 1T A5 o ]
(Grotberg, 1995; Tusai & Dyer, 2004)
Spekman ~ Goldberg £ Herman (1993)+5 H1
ERANEREER A a A TRV FrTE
R & I 2 Fess SR T L B fe b B - ARl
FAR B EGRZ 4 A2 5007 1T 8 R (5
LRI T - iE L fabalEin e
R A R AR R AT IERY T feka A
+ 1o i TERERRRE ) A 5 AlE — R ek A
+ > —{EFERE TELERERE AEES > S

T BE RS fEbR E5E T H & fE b A B (Miller,

2002; Wiener, 2003) °

Miller B Fritz (1998)f5 1 I EH
(reframe) £ 75 Bt RS B — e LAY T 971
OB > S B AR RE T A
Ak LA [ A 25 BT B T R e e
i B A b 38 1 P TE AR RIEEL Ty
SO EIGHEL TR N ER SEN R - R
HIEmER s TR ) B 2R -
e RE R th Er ki & ALK (85)) ~ B
R~ BB ) » BHERAS BIEE
o [RIANRE P SR i e R 2 24 TR
{IERS A E RS R » B3 RN A
P BREER A S M E ORAE I - B £ e [X] - P e
A UHERC BAF H 2 Bk (Margalit, 2003;
Meltzer et al., 2004; Morrison & Cosden,
1997) -

SEEA B ERS A AE E RSB - R
FERERHN ~ TEfE ELEN BRI 7y > GEER (A S
BB O ~ BOSHIT S 2T - HE
it (2 A= BB (Peterson & Steen, 2002) °
FHICHY > SEEEAE IR A e ey i 2 AR e g

F& T H W IN(Golin, Sweeney, & Schaeffer,

1981; Seligman et al., 1988) > 4% {2 Jal £%
BB IR [ AHER - RIS £ 1Rl g
1 BE FH HA 88 £ 2% B (Seligman, Nolen-
Hoeksema, Thornton, & Thornton, 1990) °
AR e JUA = DR £ 5 1 [ SR )
EABIRFEAR > B BT AR E
B G RHER L » M RARAE THELL
PEGTD 09 - RS RSO R AR IEEN -
ELARBARI A5 2% > DRI [ Pk AR th AR
11 (Kamen & Seligman, 1987) » 1fi H.2E#]
fp AR AN FTRER B TIEIH B 2R 0
(whatever will be) » [KI T %5 5} 22 £ H A H Bk
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LSRR ~ fet oA SR B R0 2 i e - DU IR BB 9

[P (Peterson, 1988) » [AIFh S &8
FERY 5 fE kg e (Seligman et al., 1979) ©

ey S IR B 5 5 s S B S T e R R0
e RIREEMANTELHERER » AT FRER
A A G A §E B0 B R AR (Seligman &
Csikszentmihalyi, 2000) » T2t 3 & fE
B i Sd B A SRRV S RE AR B A &
[(Stark & Boswell, 2001) ° & & 5 SZ I
HEBEA BN OPEEERE /1 (Kwon, 2002) »
TETH R TSR IRE - A B ) i o2
JR SIS 201y > A R A HE SR, o
SR s . B gH TIENE
R s MY > 7 SRR A A A R
TINS5 » W E e ) > %
AR C » A RENEE » —H%
G EHE & BN AR S KR
(Snyder, 1994) ° Snyder % (2004):2 EMEH
JEHE A LR A Re B B e BLE B IR
AN R -

Sorensen % (2003)5} ¥ 2 5 R g 2 A=
H a4 25 ) e O JER A0 S P A O 2 P
BEMERTSE » IFSeAS R BN ECRFE N
SRR IR ER I A MRS - {HAT
OB E RS R A B R EY
Brihigt 2 A AR Est i R B ZE N SRR (7 0F > (B
JEEER T BRG] 1B H OB g i
RIF I A R E R R -

Ll RS AL HEAT B FIfRRR
(self-serving bias) » tf[a] IRTER ~ FEERY
IR A [ DR A e 1 [m) R - e B
HiE D EIREHRAEIR Jolley et al., 2006)
th B B ~ AF P S R B Dy H
HRFHEH (Buchanan, 1995) 5 ¥ i fir e [ i HIl
MG E SR HIME ~ INMEE ~ FiE
IRK KRR » S5 FE AR AR RS n] RE S [ #E
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% 1= R EL(2001)HY T A ERA4: fig R kg B 55
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B 1 (ASQ)ENTFE L H » LU MiE
AL~ TIER SRR A ) B T IE M S
S 1 = (e i 10 REES T o 7ET
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e T 1~ THUSELE R T 15 e TEA
M1 EERT - EHEANEEEE T2
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TR ) 15 I 27 fe g S e ) 1 T
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RIS ) » 155 i B FI 27 g e JRl A L )
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Iv) SR PR B TE ) i 1k oy 3R
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T HE (2010) 1Y [ A B A4 75 Sk B 5% ) B
Snyder Z(1997)Y I 50 B A5 SR E X | (The
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el i A REEET T & - 1 TR e
€ rERP - EEARE TG )it
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1 AE TSR ERER SE ) nERF - @
E B FE T R REE A FF 2 RN 715 0 ~
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Y1~ THIEE KRR RERT » FAETK
ReHCEIfRR M RE 73 ~ THRE HEF % 77
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BB 75 2R Likert PYBE R R AR
Hrp MBS mER R #£
T H R R S A SRR S ANt )
TR A SR A SR s T R A 2
] 1577 iR R HASRE SR HE Ay SRkl
fan 2 2 AU v f B {8 B SR A 2
& o FSTHERATRR MR Z2 i e B HH
IEXEF/ G » Hrp 8 A LB
R LE ) BRZNE— B B AR EUK
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RS (B > RATHIHIHE -
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BR8] LK Connor B Davidson
(2003)J T Connor-Davidson 185 /)& 1
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CD-RISC)Z 5% T2 » LAT THI Tk 1~ T 1
FEERE D ~ TR S (g mitt )
Tl - 75 Ti#HkE ek > @H
B TR E S » P EEREER
TIRE 7 1 ~ TECRES I ¥ H ARG iy 25 1
oo 1T Re S B PR B NP R

I

9

MAE NS kG ) 'R EHEE T
RE S LUKAEA 77 20 ARE AR SR 15 1 ~
MHEANHEE IR » BOERRESIR BAE
TFA D s BIME TRWE S nERY > M
B S B RER A e ~
MRS ESEE CIVANE) ~ THREE IR

HEHAEL

BEZ TR Likert YBLE R ZAIR
18RI )45 1) i BRERE RS 1S il > RO HAR
[ 78R o ez B i R AR R S
FE AR AR P K 38 0 i i B T E X
=7/l » HrpEgk - ke - 1
FEALEEE R S BRZNE—BEE
JERBUK P .64 ~ .70 ~ 68 » FHE K
Cronbach’s o fif5.74 » FREREHE [
BEMENEREE N -
M - BiEREEEN DT

KRIHFEFRERAL TR/ AL ) PRETIE )
B A ~ PET A SRR iR )5
YHZ T R - il Al s — (A8 I
IR Y o BF9E 5 LA HE /7 fE R
Al (structural equation modeling, SEM):E1T
AR ELESRE AN o Wi EERE I Te Rk
ZA o FehilE T EEI TR R R AT
(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) » LLH#z7%
BB IET LI A& > 52 RAF
PR A » FEITREREERAL T OR
EREE ~ BRI ~ BRAARR ~ FF5R 2R~ HEPI
2011) o Ak o AbEF A MR AEUR Z Bl 0 2
AT ETE R AEOR - RE B AR
ERRUR - el e /o AR A T A
(Hoyle & Smith, 1994) -
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A5 E5 Sik S A L ST BHE > LA SPSS
il LISREL #ftatE2e i B T &R /) Bil
FERIERCE %58 -

B2 - FoSREERTER

— B EERM ST EEELNE A

EE

H PR E R TR Bl
LB G BEEIN - MEBEE 7%
(TR > /(I SR A R R R S ~
PR~ KRR ~ (R REBLIGE T B - 413%
2 Ffts o {fc45 Curran~West 2 Finch % 1996
RS -R5E (Monte Carlo)fifiE /5152

0130

5 R R R AR E T 2 2.00 £ 3.00 Z [H]»
LI (B 2 7.00 2 21.00 Z s » &
FFRT LU R 5 B s i o 1 b A i
HREOHC T E IR AE(RECKRS 3.00 LLLE
HLB RO 21.00 LLERE » BRFATLL
R BAHEIREEE BN (FIERER
%8> 2006 ° H 194) o KILH Curran 5§ A
REHEAR T » AN FEE 20 E R b & g
SRR RECRE T AHEETHIE.06 %2.60 ZH] »
e FE5 (R A .00 2261 2] » AL
TR S W2 A IR RE B R A RE - JRENA
HFCERT & HRETEC - DRILEE T 2RI A
1 A58 53 A7 4R B A R MR AL (maximum
likelihood, ML){ (& 238 7 1% -

&2

PrERIERIERIERTRE - FIO& - EEE - marbElEE

I X1 X2 X3 Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5
X1 1

X2 16%* 1

X3 A7**  40%* 1

Y1 21%*  35Fx g%k ]

Y2 A3**  27Fx Q9% 49%x ]

Y3 11* A4%*  A7** 3%k 37Ex ]

Y4 .08* A7%% Q4% 0%x 7%k gpkx ]

Y5 A3**  19%*  1E%F 48%*  AB**  BERx ggxk ]
T8 2.69 2.52 2.49 2.94 2.97 2.87 2.78 3.02
[ 72 62 58 60 61 61 73 62
fmfE  -.16 -.06 22 -57 -.60 -33 -32 -.56
i -.36 -33 -14 61 34 17 .00 33

A 1 X1—X3 F3 1L [ S F IR RS A S A > (R 1E I SRR BITE ~ IR SRR
IE A SR EENE 5 Y1—Y2 Rafe T Ao LR A - (R G R ~ 1SR SRR
Y3—Y5 SRR TR R - (KR IR - B ~ R

*p <.05. **p < .0L.
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HIEBIPEIER 29t » HERRFE AR RN
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WG o BF9E 2 & T2 AE—E
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7R 3583 BLIH Y & (average variance ex-
tracted, AVE)$EIE 4155 3 i 1F [ S 1Fig
FRJERS ~ PR 20 SR B [ )V (40
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Z CR{HEEE].60 DL 2 BEHE s 2 A EAE
S TR 7 5793 B FE IS R AR L [ S e e
FEHARS Y » T XA LIRRELE 7 1) AVE
EKFF£%5.49 ~ 50 » i KFFA Bagozzi Hi
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= on

CH eI

92 | il A1 1%

53 | 16 A 1%

69 | 5 3@ 1
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It 35
ey =

*=16.83, df = 17, p-value = .47, RMSEA = .000

62 ERNSHRERS - RALNGEREERNASKEE (RELH) -

uli



LSRR ~ feto(a SR B IR0 2 A B - DU IR BB » 15

x3

HEREZISE - #H5ERHETITEZHNE

& A — B S B HEEE 73558 L
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Yi (1988) iR VEF 8 IH .2 AVE fEH'H
.50 ZAFHE BEUREE RGN RRETE R H
R MEBE R0 > 8 AU 2 LORNS:
29%%I| 50% PSR S & > Fm Al
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K f5 1 A5 b B O 45 A (PNFI) B2 £S5 1Y
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BORH.90 25 B » /F AR A B A
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T AN [R5 s S o P A R i i
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R A TR R RS » AFE5E
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AL R 88 E (PR 207 SO R AT
TG E AR TR (1 [ S e
1) ENELERT RS (BIRT) RIEES
R0 JRENE ESUR EARRRE 1F 7 SR
TR JEUAS ] B IR T S R E R 2 o

TRA A R TR UL At R
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p = .93 » B/ HGm IS B L BT
SHRC o # RIS EA S BT A &
FITEDL T » 6 LE [ SRR S 1 b
1B IE R it £%.38 » ¢ (% 5.09 » 3#.001
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R > VB TE IS AT 1F 1) SE - s aUR
ERBEAS R TER ) ) R
(R)F5.14 -
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FEA Ay Ndf
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RsgIE TG R A s B & (R I
.19 -
AR A s b = A SR
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(1991) B FEhs SRETHE I - e feR JEL A% 1 7
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(RISl FE 2 BRSR RI 3% - HT B 3w H2 e
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tional Style Questionnaire, EASQ)HIIE it i
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AL > K EASQ & 2Ry ik & EL 45 A1)
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Style for Good Events, Enhanced Hope, and
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Abstract

Based on relevant theories and earlier studies, this study proposed an “explanatory style
for good events, enhanced hope, and resilience model” on students with learning disabilities
(LD) in secondary school. This model assumed that the individual’s enhanced hope mediate
the link between explanatory style for good events and resilience. A total of 434 secondary
school students with LD in Taiwan participated in this study, and data were analyzed by
structural equation modeling in order to evaluate the fit between the collected data and pro-
posed theoretical model. The results supported the assumed model. Suggestions for further
research were also proposed.

Key words: explanatory style for good events, resilience, enhanced hope, students with learning
disabilities

Corresponding Author: Min-Ning Yu  Email: mnyu@nccu.edu.tw

uli



