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1 3§

INHIAT 97 (Cognitive Behavior Therapy, CBT ) J2if i s s BYEFIAT AR BUE G HE &, I
THERAS BAE 25 AT M9 0.0 BRI 7775 ( Blackwell & Heidenreich, 2021) . CBT fJF R E 4453 1T K&
BYSEUESE R, X T2 0 . AR, fEE. BRIA . ARG SEAE AR EAA —E BT ( Cuijpers et al.,
2013; Hofmann et al., 2012; Song et al., 2022; Yarwood et al., 2024) . 7£ 20 {lt 22 90 4E 1%, & = Ik
CBT FA24E, B MEAA SIEEASMIIRE, mAEEARAMNE (5REF 55, 2012; Ong et al.,
2022) o HTME SR, 55 =0 CBT KRl TR 28503, Bl R#ESTE (Acceptance and
Commitment Therapy, ACT) . IE&INAIYTE ( Mindfulness—Based Cognitive Therapy, MBCT ) | Z&EHu0s
71 (Compassion Focused Therapy, CFT) %5 ( Gilbert, 2014; Scheffi et al., 2023) . K% CBT HIKJE,
S FRGT B L AR S TR, Gl E . SRR AMESE , (BT — SR A i (B

, TEBSCER, ©F CBT P EE B EEHIUNMIE, D og (2001) $2H T 45 ANG
Jres wmt AR OER A REBRE . RBCRUIE B E R . B EE S 11 425, 76 50 43

EVES . ki8R, R ASINMESES, B, B, HARA[: |IBAE. INKITHSAE. AREINTES,
VESIA: EIFE RZES, ERIR, KIPBA. (2025). FEACERIZTN : IARITRISTENMAR. EZIGEEIE-S5 5L, 718), 482-491.
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PRNSERL 1T MR TR, X TR T8 kS — BRI, VR8T FE e it fe
RS G M BRIEF— P BR A e & R AT BO A (B BT 0 o XF TR UIE NS, o TR BRI 25141k
SR, SMORIRMATIERER B B F RS, TR0 R DB e L) X R 2 b 315 R4 i 145

S, PRI USRI Z T A R A5 R AN, 2T ORI E A2 AR, XA
Z AR 7 M LU BE VAT SUR (Hayes et al., 2022) o 140 CFT 38 458 3 385 i [ A H: ok 36 ok
VIEIR, EAEREAR S5 T 920 Ry CFT, SEA A T3[R A3 e, 33 T BOUE LU 1 A7 38 R U5
HICEAF I RALIAIT R (Craig et al., 2020; Petrocchi et al., 2021) ; 7EMGPRSZEEH, MBCT AR
AT E I REMEL, (ARELEZh LN B sk A BB, Bk i e U R . AEF R
RIAVTH TR T R 64%, X 7] 23 5% M e J5 199720 (Neff, 2023; Parsons et al.,
2017) o It HE R E AR RN, BEAEA QI AR R U7 & WX LU IE & 3K 45 (Aizik—Reebs et
al., 2021) .

%=, RAEMESE CBT 55 =i CBT C 48 2 TAMEREAERIRYT, HEEBAIIARE, B
EEBY BOR VT & W IRAT B2 B Z BB BL ( Avdagic et al., 2014; Feusner et al., 2015) . —i CBT &
ISP Z PR R R I, 7255 JUARH-A TRV R U5 VR 3R 38%, H. 19% 1697 G FEE 1k
Vi HIE LB (Solem et al., 2021 ) o 55— ACT JRYTHMARGEAR AUBIFSE & B, TEIGTT o K3 (il |
DIRe R EAE | 2000 [l SRR ) 2 0, (RS A e R 3 6 S H U, FEBET S gl
SRR IR W25 (Losadaetal., 2015) o

2 FEACER #HAMER =

T O CBT T A A AE M B BB . B DAL SORIT AR AR E AN, FE RN T
FEACER #Ex, 2B 4 74458 CBT 555 = CBT, #/ES NG, WIrSChEmiEE, JF iR
Pk AR BT AR YT R . TERARMEREAL TR [, FEACER B (346 34K (Find) | £k
(Express) . Z7HT (Analysis) . 27 (Change ) . #fk (Enhance ) FITE&E ( Repeat ) X751 B

21 IHMER

FEFHRIT D, E IS 2R TR R S ECR VTR NG IE R YMERR A Y iR T
KViIE ARG BME S, FIIRA RRE R Ui AR G BUE &P R TR, FHASHE SR WA
JERTR IR, X —F AR AT LUHS Bl 0 0 AR U T TR 2O S R E L (BRER, 2007; THE 4%,
2023) o EETR I FHEAR, BESLRRRTIE R, EIITRE SR U R R T BRI R R
HHEE, TP SIRESIENGE TAER Bhr. FHRBBLAFR X & SL B T

RiFTH: RFF—AMAROES, BREBLREEZA, LARFTRBER, ARiEHLRE,

B wk, HHATERBRE SR, R RGE—AAR?

kiz k. BELFRIS,

B EITXAPE L, RERIS, ARt 2155 R

Rz A A TIFTHM, %R Th, ARfRAR,
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B RO TIHME L —Fdk, HREREL?

RirH: BAREM 2?7 BRERAARERK, XELFTR?

HAIE . XAE A SRR

Rird: NARERK, RCARHE, ZARE, RREZ, HRER, —MELARBEZIRER
HARIE?

FEIX PG, B HURR T T 85 k ) FEAR S HBDRUIH AGIE & RS BUE R E
PRAE T AR EAREE, )2 FEACER A=Ay H & A

22 TIXMER

TERIRBBerh, SR Darde =, W e A 1 S BORVIF R A A S G &
IREPERASEICE IR | ACRUIE R . SRy E L RERE =g, Hh{CkyiE &L=
eI, fERRH AT, FIIE 2 ER R G ZFHWER, BISRUIHE WA CHAEEGS.
HMRGE L . RIS R IA AR AR E AR, e DU R & RA ARG &, &k
NG FE AR WS TAR D R e 2%, (25 T Bk U 8 H AN & B A i IR 2R 38 4% 73
HRETORCHEP IR, ReA AU RV R SRR . RIKNBOR Wy Xass. IR LUH—
A R — T URRINIZR AR B EAD? 7 Sk BEAFR A X S an T

BRI e REANRRR A AXGEE, HLARF—SIL, B—AaTFELBRGE, TAEX
BT ?

Rz H: RIEA TR B XA, AR BIE R E KK

FAIR . AR ERAR, ARATE L, RAFHE— 5L, BT H 2R

RiFH . RARBAMNELR, RERITT.

FEk X, S IITE R U H A FER Z AT N, SISk U E R A A, AT
PR A ERAAGHEF &, W KK, RUEERAT ACHE AR TER, FATT”
AN IE S, FEVRYT AR, AR S AR AR AT, TGS H M R S

2.3 DIWTMER

e B, EIN SR Ui IR B A S HUE WA . KR SR, NS SRR
N R REASE A HEMA . A Ao BT R, F
A LRZRVIE NGRS G R, I RT3 Bk i 3 0 NG B E ST . ) T RS LF
AR U R A TN A R, FEACER BRI BERE 55 = XAy 2#Hum, sais sy
50l B sh A5 7% S AR R R AT 5 (S HEJE 2%, 2011; Ongetal., 2024) . FETIhiE
T8 E X, FEACER B EMAYIH 5 ABETINRR, IFNRRSHRANAE, XAGHE IR,
RIE G FEAEATEAEN . T SIS AR RRTE A GEES, B LUy
TN, THRARYE A NG D A 58 22 5 R B BRSO R M VE R . BT B B iy DB ) 7 =0l . IR
S AT A & IR SR AR 7 AR AT AR ? 7 3T B B X & SE T

dho
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BAIE . ARXIAR AT E A TB R AR

kA5 F: THARFRGZHH EC ., ZMNF 4 FBIFHHARR FINL, KAV R P42 —A3E,
RAT—ALINE T R EE 6 5,

BiIE: 6, A KRTE, — AR,

kv k. RARERFET, MANATHEEMESR, Rl %iR, wARTERLRE, KER
F X AT RAF, KA RIT,

FE: R, AT EAFGRE, REERKERT,

RivH. A,

B, BRI IR AR, AL BRZRT?

Rizk: B, BAED, KRG RHAFFR—LEF HER O THRPF2ES 2R EEFREXK,

BRI R BT XA R R IR R T R R R AW, A EFHE MR FHRBREBRE,
RRGRIFRER,

RiTFH: AN, BTN F EELR) BT F — ) KMk, R BT AR A, AL A A
ik, RAGEREIMER T ik R B3,

FIE: RAERZEIRABEE AN E I EAET .

FEK—XF i, BRI I R, TR R I T ROV E A GBS S R R
RGN HET . SO T E A SR, R SECRTEA S G SR EZ R . E TR
BT A G G T B BRI TR AT . RT3 (4 W T D R B0 U 3 [ e 26 fife
G5 CBT 48 F —Br Bl AT el A . (1) SRUFH MG EE S ™8 B 200, 7618 3 o] i SRR 4575k
VI IR REGHF, AU IR U & B e () i B T vk . Z 8RR B An s, kyid RA AL
Rl R i), RS 4E CBT W& B REI SR 51T sh i ms TnE Aok Ui s (2) R,
eiF R B R SR, JF BARR A VI A E s e [, FEXRMEOL T, RV T RE SR
T HE N B E A AR

2.4 DUZMER

SRR B, SRR A AR AR MU SR U A NS G IR — A BAEA A sk
AVIH GAGHEEM KR, B8 CBT BBk Ui AR F 2818, SRR UIH ARG RS S BUE
EMAERS TGS (Z5Hk 2, 20215 Beck & Dozois, 2011) o ANETFAES CBT MR HMAS
PE&EMNA, FEACER A5 A T4 =% CBT MEE——kiid S ARHEE G X R, EUERIH
HARGHGEENXERST, HRMRIFENRIE A GG ST T, e U & UG 21 fth A X s
SRR R A SRR RR, R B R A RIS A =, W R M
S A, IE&, 5% (Hayes, 2022; Hayes & Hofmann, 2021) . RICAF BRI RIRLAS, BEf
FERAERIE ARG IE SN, SR IE SAGHE SRR,

FEFESE CBT 555 = CBT £ RMBERE I, #F5EIES CBT 555 =iy ACT 78 B A7 b, JF
AIEAE . 255 (Cattivelli et al., 20215 Lewin, 2023; Masoumian et al., 2021; Shin et al., 2023 ) . Xi}iH],
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REIALSE CBT XeyEARINZS, RS = CBT B M S ININ AR E R, ERIEE 5 4 Pk,
Kt FEACER #5225k RAIRA T REOR, SRk 7 KR R 5 S, £S5 0B
B RTFHEAN N LR G, ERIT SRV G A RE IR R IS SR U D AR R, A
VI VO I — BT TS . U BRI A3 XS ST AT

B, ARBEAVRA A, REREAER, h—EHH 8 TRIF? X2 —F EAD?

RirH: REAZEHG,

FIE: FFey, RARRERGIKER?

RirH: RE—T, FRX—F, REARIFK, REH T, »FKE,

HAIE . AR AT AT RAT?

kird . BRARFE, FEAFH,

F)R: HTIRRER, MRS

kirk. R, L RAERAN,

B ARTAT XL ? REAER, R—ELE. BT,

ki k: BIFEA LGB T, REAER, R—E R, RIT, ZARER P ER, R—ZRFERIT.
Tfh; BAMENER, R—TRART, Lk, REKREATAN,

FEK—XF i, B RITE AR BRAHE AR SR VIE TNIE TAGEE S A fte. i FEME
KRV W TC AR AT S IS B, i b b e A b S B S BE AR R, BARUIE &
BRI S, PSRRI E X —(E S EERERE . R R RIS BUREHE AR, 1T LA R0
FHIAT B ARVIH IR, IR UTPE VR F R rhse, A JUh e ki & A G HE S, J
R AR KLJE (Clark & Egan, 2015; Clark & Egan, 2018) .

2.5 BIBITER

FERRALBY B rh, BT R & A A A T Inse , (AR R AT R T L SRk
SEPLENAIT R BB, K AR RR A B 1 e R G S AT A RO . SRk
R LR LR (1) %, RDRUIE =R ANAIE R sz . IR S50k, (2) Z27, /)
3 ] — F AR AW I > A R R AR, UGB E S TS, W LA AU RSO U AR A
HE SRR . BT R, CBT H AR M A3 A mT DA 2 B 14 3E Y P80 (Hundt et al.,
2013) 5 (3) BEARMMEH, BERE—ABHEAI R E NS THE, RERHEREEAE
ARFEASA, TR B SR BEROS A B o SRARBA B8 o X G S an T

BAIE . AR B A AJELARE, R E BRI,

RizH: A0, REF A THAAELF RREEA-NERGA, AL ER—BR R HIFHETE, &
R R A — M AL E AR, RIE AN B TG AR 245 F R AA

HAIR . XA R LR RIF S, R XA RAFRAY, 2R ARG R sm il R AR TG R ARMAIT K38
ESGN

ki AW, RANRmERBE LM, REFREZHEM LA THF—2k,

HFIT . e RARBREF A HRAGA” RN, RZIAI L SR
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RibH: R ARFeid,

BT Bk —BREAL, RERFIFTHAAIRT, ATEHREHR ., SRR, ShRES LS
RAFRE, HEFMR: ERAMAKNT., BRELGETE, AL BkAR TRS, haE2m4

kird: BBARHLARNER. Hof AR E T,

BT BH. Wbl 8 TIE, AR RBLER A 47

Rz RAET T REZG R,

B, "B, BE—T, BRAE—KBERAFTRE, RETERSE “REAR” XNEkK, €
SRR E, BANRRGREL T, ALRIRAL TR E RN B4, bS5 B S LER @ AR AL Y
oL, mARETARMNERET Eekekdlel ey “BIEAAT . REFREEZFR—A?

kizdk: REZaRBEHE, RS 880k,

HAIE . B BURESLE R IF A BRI, ARILEA L B

Rivd: FIK, —AEHTIEG TR,

FEIX—XFEH, SRVFE IR B BARTE b — B B O 2l T ARG S &—— AT =, Tt
AITT” L ST “ARANEWR, AN—ETCRE. AT BUBHAR, (BT 7L I B 2 i1 S
RN TR | AP ERES, IX AR B RIS 2R I R D5 B S A A TR Al .
FIACT S AR OGHEOR , P IRIImHE Bk U5 30 T i (E——14% . By 5 AR ILEL. MMEMEAA
PRATHEM R R ST, REEHS BISR DI T MBI vT LIMBUT 4, DL RIS SR 4 (R, 2022; RAf,
2021) o JELSRALHTEE, ARV I E 2 R BTRR IO A A S BE S, BB, X
e E R LI DT # A R I R G

26 FEEMER

EEEZGBoh, EwRIiAKESE Dk, S8R, ik, 28, B0, X BB ks
FHEAAEEZ DA GEES, BdEE LR REB, WS E — B S A SRS DRk
VIR G B GE&0 0 A8 4E . hEE SRS, X =M E SR Egus i (RBE,
2024) . 7rizH] FEACER #EXE, IRz Aoy BIMERII P B HIRA , A — TR A% D St A T
i, A5 SFEGHIF B AAT. F R EE BB i .

TERLBRSE “FABMATEN, AT T BIIHINAS, SRUTE A S G &— “BkikEL
BRI EORAYBIEHI” e R R P B M5 S e vhed e b, dokDi# A BRI R RUTH R,
b N TR 22 DR A B IR B SRR A ORI 5, XM 5T E I 50 B IR BRI B A 5 Ah
W, 2RISR EMAWr . fETHES, Ui 5 iRy X ARy o 5T %
VAR AT XE H AR T RN R], JERVTE A GBS R RN o SR8 A SRR T 2 —
FRALMIA Y A CICHIIES, BTSRRI W R i Z AT, SRUE RS2
U, A B SRS NI NSO B B TN EoAR, FesR bl Bog i ks 0 %=k
AN J5 BRRTE Sz, ey i D Al 52 18 T AT
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3 FEACER  #Xf¥F=5RE

VER—Figi 4N KRS, FEACER BUUEA —2Re i (1) MECT DUsa i i 11 203K,
FEACER B AIKS (7, W35 TR P i ys . FEACER B Sy Sk . k. b, ol L #dk.
FENA W BRAERIEI T L 2R, JF B R A SUE W, ARG RS R
AT (2) FEACER X rPias b pBe, ol URAFHUIAL B O W3 aOR, e — e BE g
ITESRIEIE RR . MORVIE ARG G SRS RIIR A, g R RRA S R srh B
B, 7E FEACER B, (S BUs AR — M, T ARSI U & 11 0 R 6 e HEXT R — (5 &) T
fF;  (3) FEACER SEXE AR UIH BRATE, sIA A PEALAIGI TR, FEACER fL=CIA N kUi &
I AR ARG DT SO 5 AR B AH B R OB B T MR AR G B E & XTIk
Vi E , AT REIA R — A S BE S, HHE SR G AR AR o Gl 73BT B Be T 1
R ARR, BV AT U— 2 gis 5o i3 IR % .

SR, FEACER #isCAEfES —SeBkiE: (1) FEACER LR BETAGHE S, RIS HIE
BT LUE R EN. B . a4 5585, BB MAGOERE R EEA AT, S5 MERIA
B EAER, ARBE IR M FEACER #:X, TTRESHA M TRUIHREK SedE; (2)
TEAMEARIRYT 7T, FEACER BRI XA G RF &R 08, NI T kUi E A6 BUE &I R K e
W, IR R AT 22 FARIRYT, E H AT T W4 T TR B R I RS AR U IR
Stk IEAER, PR E XS A ERT S R E AT 9T, X b A SRR i A 58 R R T i
PR & AR B 2 AL HE R 1955 — 4 (Kazdin, 2007) o XFE—@E R 4 FEACER BRIy 7 £ R Y
VERRBEE T FIRILA, SRS Bt — P B S LU LR S H 48 5 F M (3) FEACER
K H AT R — AR, = HHOCAYSEUERFST . FEACER A AS [R] 900 21 ] SR 15 30 HAT R
ISP, HAHB T IAD T TR AT, ReVTF M2 . B, X SRR DA

L P
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FEACER Model: A New Development in Cognitive Behavioral
Therapy

Mao Jingyu Meng Yizhou Wang Weixiao Zhang Zhongming

Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongqing

Abstract: FEACER model is a modified cognitive change psychological counseling model developed
under the background of the third wave of cognitive behavior therapy. The FEACER model consists of six
stages: finding, expressing, analyzing, changing, enhancing and repeating. These six stages progress step
by step and always take the client’s irrational beliefs as the main intervention line. Compared with the
existing CBT therapy, the FEACER model has the advantages of personalization, timely reinforcement,
and more focused operation and streamlined operations, which can provide counselors with a new
operational framework for Cognitive Behavioral Therapy. At present, the FEACER model still lacks
relevant empirical research support. In the future, more clinical studies are needed to test the rationality
and effectiveness of the FEACER model.
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