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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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Birk bo BN, 7E Spezzano(2012) F 3K, i 204 I
AR W 5 W E H O TAER ERRI4ER . Kirsh-
ner(2017) WRIK TR A “ REFERE B
BIRHL, (0 BRI T 2By A e —
FpFTiE 7 (p.50) . Bohleber(2013) B REEH S, “1d
F T =AAEE LR AR B IR AR
T — A ] BE SR ZU K AR B KRR (p. 799) .
EREIEEIE Y B X Rl B AT LK P23 BT 4
B SCR R RIEHE B . W KR PEP &5, 4R
T AR TERE B 3T T b S BUROR T
it W LA RN 1940 ~ 1959 4, & E ¢ H 113 3
;1960 ~ 1979 4, X — L F 45 Jy 20 K; 1980 ~
1999 &, ¥ J 1000 45 3Tk ;2000 ~ 2019 48, 5X —%%
TEIIA 2857 WO A L2 T, K M 00T 25 T 4 B 4F
RICRIEFE N 20 ~60 (K1), XELBHF
RS P (B3 1R, 1B A FR 191 T
Bl 8 AR A A A 4, 2000 ~ 2003 4,
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AR E 1 AR K A M RS, X
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las) A1 46 1A #% ( Darlene Ehrenberg) f{) 3= 2 W 55 %
T4 ( Gerhardt et al. ,2003) , 2012 ~2013 4E,{ [H
PR AT ie 35 ) e 5 LA, 2 AN B AR
yit MY 7 2/ M Y B e T oL
R BRI B R SROE” &, X AR A
AT IE (Kyriazis et al. ,2013) o BRILZSD,i0F
— B 3 R 2t 2 % T {2 ) B8 AT AR 4 I, 4n
CFg B 43 BT H B 26 8 R0 R R R AF . — R it 40)
(Mills, 2005) (CBESRIE AR AE 5 0145 - AE M
AT B3 FEAL) (Bohleber,2010) FICHE #2047
M — e 5 LB R (Kirshner,
2017) ,

FESCHR " T G, 2T & R 1 2 R
Ko Hi, AR AW QB £ % 3 (Robert Stolor-
ow) P 4#{H 15 ( George Atwood) . BB #KZF ( Donna Or-
ange) S ( Lewis Aron) . ZAS75 HA . BB 4% % ( Thomas
Ogden) | 10135 fb 31 #2 WF 5% /N 41 ( Boston Change
Process Study Group, J5 3 faj#8 BCPSG) . B4 [t ( Bea-
trice Beebe ) . 7 i = ( Frank Lachmann) . 1 & {3 %%
( Philip Bromberg) . B Bi#% 3% {0 ( Madeleine Baranger
F1 Willy Baranger ) FA4&#k ( André Green) , U E 2
Z , U R TRATES L — >4 0§ E 8 (Schwar-

@ R RIS A A M43 (intersubjective psychoanalysis ) | 3244 8] B i ( intersubjective theory ) . 3244 [E] 44 B (inter-
subjectivity theory, theory of intersubjectivity ) . KA PR A (intersubjective perspective ) Fll F44 [B] B[] ( intersubjective approach) o J& SCRFASEH A
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4F) 11915 ¥ (2000 ~2014 4F) o X7 RERBUHEHE ET Lo
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12,2012) , BRI ] DL, K 2 A 14 =5 44 (8] BR ] IE “mAMETHITRE .
£1 BEHSWAREDTES FHEXEBSIT (#6450
BT 2020 4F 2019 4 2018 4 2017 4 2016 4 SFH(E
] [ s 447 25 T 57 71 57 68 62 63.00 +6.36
WA g 53 56 51 62 74 59.20 £9.26
AT 57 59 47 49 56 53.60 +5.27
R T O Bl 22 33 33 48 48 45 41.40 +7.77
L&I—@E_Hﬁ%%?? 34 36 41 ) 4 39.40£4.22
2 ERS AR 2 E T 47 27 37 31 44 37.20 +8.44
B atTieis 33 30 28 32 28 30.20 +2.28
AT ET 27 25 29 31 33 29.00 +3.16
L AR FE MM 25 20 38 32 22 27.40 +7.47
JLERMH TS 24 24 21 19 19 21.40 £2.51
L%ﬁgﬁ%ﬁl}ﬂ 16 22 21 19 19 19.40 +2.30
MR IE E IR 22 20 21 15 18 19.20 £2.77
FEMMFS S 18 16 15 14 9 14.40 +3.36
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ber,2013 ; Kirshner,2017) , B T #4540, 255
ERARMBRREER AT HRXWERAR
(Frie & Reis,2001) , fEHASE/R JGEM /R (B REFIAE
E—PEFF SR 2 F I B IE P X - K (Schwar-
t2,2012) . TH, AFEFEIERIEBEHE LFEE
Sto EWEZAR(2004,p.22) WAL T T H P E
REFEISIIES (IR 2) IFR T —F SRz I HE «
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St MAR ARSI, 5 AR A
{8 AT TR AR T = A ST RR A+ R T T AN 4R
BE” o BSAR IR R IR AR R TR A
SEERUES, DA (R S AN BRAR H SR 5%, S A
PUSCAETE M AT REAE T, R MRS TR RS T
B AR NS HRERER R, —FWZ AN E
R ASHA BN TSRS B, X ER T
FRCZ A" R A S S
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ki s TR EUARAGEDEY  ZRATMIERSO:

ZEFFER R, AR HTINTE B EE OWE R (Aron, 1996) s TEA R BR B, F2 M40 ] P =R

WA Edfr S, X — b, W LBk
SO SCE#AT R ar e MR ERE , T fkME 3
EHE— MR R, B R B S A 2R DGR
N5 HERIRES] (Teicholz,2015) o 441, 75 B (TR
A T AR RE T A RERE AE 55 W& T BTILEE
FHHIACEYR, 08 AR ZRRME AR

PREMEHIA (mutual recognition) , H LA REB I
A ARAIX S T A B 25— ik, B
HOMAs 8ot R 58 ( Benjamin 2018)

BCPSG WP AR ML N 702 T 1 RS2 2 5 A
HEAAA WA S 1K BE 7, Hod i B A I 94T
(g RS BN DS E T IEAE) KL

@ PEPEE M AR MAT RSB E R 77 A&, B8R 47 A, S8 W — BT 2B RECE R 30 A, R 13 ik
SSCI # Psychoanalysis 28 Bl T4 , iZ 5035 R IE T Web of Science, R 4i 11 Article 1 Review f3CHAZEAY
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(Stern,2005) , 3% M ] DA#E— 2543 01 2% FAKE] v
RF TR, Fr& S WA RN ER
=, EENE RBWA EIERZIM S A F Y E
14 ( Trevarthen & Aitken,2001), M X FkFE, F
{RIEPEIZ 36— A BR B 3)) ( Teicholz,2015) : ££ B4~
FEAASEMHEEIERT, TRAELREFE
B ERMEUUTE S RIBM A", Buirski(2005)
Fl Jaenicke (2011) ¥ Z # 7k O “ 42 0a R B RIEFEL”
FrX — B RN EERNIET & NI GIEE B
hHFEEAN,

WA ST TR AR A 0 43 AT 5 00 R AE 4T
TGy “EFETEEZHUMEZZL, LIPTE
FARMERT, EMNMABRBEHEAET (T,
2016) . M, AR BAH B © 26 A E ik E# I
“YUWE" B % R I3 ( Schwartz,2012) . FAFFLE
B2k —EGTE &, FRH A R R—E R H] B e 5
KEA—FIKREMA £ Schwartz(2012) FR, E{K
(A B AT B AT 8 S — R IR BLIe] , TG B b
MO E SR E N BABRA AL S KRB
Brom3 EA, Bk A S —Fh B U, R
T XREMEMOTR—FIZEZ. EFHTHL
H(AARZLET SEMOMELENEH) B
T (R BT 3iE) ) (B PR AR (E PR RN
AT HT LB IT 2 43 ) ROF MRS ML
ZF, EBREHES DX — B , BB R
SIS MBES. (2) N7 &R IR,
KRG T 16 T AR FIOK DI /RTE 1983 4F H
IR ORI R R R) —1, IEX# T
T 1988 SENA R RLMELEHHE., BHEA
HIPRTR Z I, WA AE 8 T OK B0 R YA SCRIT 8 2K T
BRSO R B, B0 e 0 X {b 1] T 18 % 182
D N b vt O e o N LR B Y
B/ A BEEEE R, FEHES WL R B W
B, HIE T — R K. A, “EHEREERI
FEDT S AHLA L, AR . B, W LUK F2 44
SN EREZ WARE, BEXRHEE. EW
Levine #1 Friedman (2000 ) &% Kirshner (2017) &,
FARMRIPEFE AR T AT — 55 8 B0 B 20 AT O
TRo $FZ, RE—Z ik FIRREE s
BRSEBRELAN , AN IE AR fu A R S F PR AR B A X —

A&, # A DI R — BRI R A
2 EEkEBHSHTHIEISFE

RIS I3 5 F R IR EL , 102 AT DA
SN FARBE A S RIE AT RS . —FP LA
BN FZEFN DRI ER, X
FATEZS BRI 2 8 B b )T R F A3, T 2 2 F
IR EA R R R . B ERORUE, BUE I 3L R A
T OHERE, BPOCTEAMA RO R 5 5B B R U2
NFBRYEREal FRM4ERE SRR AFE—M A" WX R
HERE, ERXAE X B, FIREDRE 48T o R AR
AR T AR A LHYE, MZ T, di
FER AT B0 A W] IO B OB, TR
MBI A E BOEA , RS RIS . A R0
= NG L B 3N NN I PN RS2
Mo, ARTERE LARZR(T §,2016), &
PRERE 2 BROHEFRE — 2R
(Harris et al. ,2019) , ¥ FE B} I %4 56 R R
“— A2 NAE T (Seligman,2018) . Ak, AT LA
WX AR A B AR A 58 A T BN B 2, R Ayl O
B

5 —FP PG = Mt B /& ( the monological self)
FIXTIE B 4K (the dialogical self) 5 J= T i# 17X 7o
e BASE A B E K (agent) 3B F HAT —Fh
Hi18h. Ait, B ERZ BB LU & RS
1B, A R BKBA R — &S 5 # I, — M ERTZ op
W, B—EPGE IR WG B RN B 35T
3, JFEAWANLU LM B REAY, B ES)
DA DA —Fh L [E 1 2= 04T, n— 2 Bk SR I SR A
B ABZUFF R I W1 TF (Muller,2016) @

A e [A] Muller B LA, BRKS #1140 HT AIE B
ABXEERKRET 4 DI HEBPELR, FEHIER
L#fTEEMANE. BAME, X 4 N ERR
W

F— MR N/ 25 [ 25818 “ ZH” (in
between ) [R)ZS [H] . 7€ 36 W AR M HIS o, W ERFISR
HHER R4 8. flan, EEofEsZ—m
K7, BRI T S AR B UM 0 R N HRAE,
TIRAAEAE, BILE T F RSP RE (I EHTE
BRETE) WG, A RB R BLEE R B R 5 5 SN ER

@ ME AEREEBERER (1) DRBMS TIFETAETER , 0B S 0L T — PP ORI Z 5 (2) SRAETEH P &3 ZBAE; (3) 4
SR SN RRRE—M EhR—FW" KR (DB FWEZARE R, I A S MR IR P X R MG Ak £
FREANT : (1) AR — LA BT 2 o TR AE AR N IR A SRR S A HE R o 5 (2) A S ARISERAL T Oz, — 7T, A REA T
B aEEMA, AEE TR, F—0E, AAESRAE R TR, B RS R JURE " B (3) AREA AT
R [EL 7 | BEARE RS A B0 AR R e A 5 (4) 1B B — RS D . BEERBOP R R, ok m R ATHOT 5. Bt Btk
AR — TR E RS AT RSOR . T — P RERD RS, B —ZEAS DA S (Muller,2016) .



6 O BB

2022 4E

TS A, TR 2 ¥ BE 1 X 43 P AR AN TH
(Muller,2016) . & ER S — P EEME—
N, IR L : e R ELI B P S AN F iRk
BHHRRR, R UMBREZ RSN EL &, &
AT ] L 2R B R R E S R ARAE R ]
IR L, NI TE N FRHE R B BT IR 08,
M ELR L E M A R 3F N A A B R R L& T
PRk AAe B IR RO, NTAE.C R N ERTE B
AR (B R, 2016) , ERFFTE N AR A1 S AR 1 5L 9 B
WG, S, BHX M ERE NGB
CXE A B LB & (ST A ) “ 95317 B
fs A& b, FERREE AR , LA IRERE B & N
S “ A% (Blackman, 2004 ) , 75 % T 1k, B ERE
KRR WS R — R R K, 7 —
RIS (Muller, 2016, p. 944) HRFE 5 1% S AN
KA KRR B IR0 R 7 (Stolorow & At-
wood ,1992) ,

MLZ N ERERRR B EEE MR R T, 7
2 FRIA] 23T I FF I DG N Z 18] f X i ——
— AR TRV kViE , WA B T EEE/ 5T,
T2 B A A T3 [l B3 By BB 2 b e RER
HIRF S H AL 45 B Bk R 10 3% % (Antonino Ferro) |
AN RBAE T, 72 E B EATRE, 4017 I ok
Vi Z [ B B B AL R A 7 — A WA (bi -
personal field) . X MENEEMVAGRE T S5
HAT R A RO B, R, B R
LI JC N 2 EARME T 507 £ B M-k
BRI AXARTES , W& E B
ST HERA DA E N — R RIS 4
( Baranger & Baranger,2008) , Z# & &% T E I E
AR, B HTiRIT A B AN " KRR, IR
RPN ES T R, 2R, A
— W& B W E AR [R] 3% B ( Bohleber,2013) , 72
AZRIAR ., B3 W A LA —A~ = & (8]0
B [Al——"8 =" (the third) . ‘BEZRLUEEBHF
HITEAE2S 6], AEIX BE, X7 BE A A N AL 22 57, 5
PUTE 7 I X 10) 32 3, TR R R M 5 K40 A [F] 55 J
TR EA R R, MFZ, MARRBINL B R, £
ZAE WAL, I DL A SR A% 25 4 ( Benjamin,
2018) . S, ARG BE R, B &0
S = A R, — A RIS ST B T
JL, B #7568 =77 (the analytic third) . B 2&—F1E
EERE N EEREEEY, 74 8 53X X
FRIBE XT3 E PRI R A SRR Z W BE S,
MARHERT MAHE IS . s = FEREEIR
BT, EW KBTI AR A IR LI

YRR B SV L (1 2R, R BB AT BB &k Rk
15 JESE LI FIFT A% (Ogden, 1994) .

B N R KRB R F T K
F (Muller,2016) ., [HBUZ FT KABH 43 HTiz 3l , 7] L
BEEAR—FEK"XRRAKBALGEE A
(Mitchell ,2000) : 75y BUAE M A RE T, 204 Ui
PR — SRR a, FESREZ, MR
B3 e R (R PIUR , T3R5, 2007 ) 5 AE & 1R 0%
RIEH A AOE SR, ST IR E R
W, KRR APMILIFEDIRE, IRTE K
JE Z BRI B ER R AL SRR AR A&
K7 COKPI/R ,2016) . R 10V 2 50 B ( Schwartz,
2012;Stern,2005) T 5, RAE4EE —-BER S ER
MAHT TAE . SR, X Z A e — MRk 587
ML ERIE S, B2 IS Z EEMT . Bk BRI,
ST (B BB ) BEAAE S — I BE M A T AT
TE , A A R B Rk D& (B L) R
X EVHem, &R B EIEM REKRE B, XA
FERBENETA B UEIESSH, #W, 724 AR
BLESERCRUIE S OWI) JELBAH R
W, A BRTEC R M IR E R E4RM: S Resh
( Benjamin ,2016,2018) , #+2% ( Nancy Chodorow)
Wie s, JLE CROR Y ) WIRBIBER (R #r i) 59
B EAIH 5 Z A+ 43 568 (Mitchell,2000) 7]
B, TERTHE B 18 28 A\ (Stolorow & Atwood ,1992) B
187 ( Ogden, 1994 ) . BCPSG (2014 ) . ¥& bk i ik 8
(Beebe & Lachmann,2002) A8 B, —Fh 328 ({HAXF
FR) B 4 (1) 30 ol B 4 S, - 7 i PR 52 38 v Jom
DB, T2, s kUi & A —F
“EE—EET SRR, NIRRT X515 AH B A
BRI RE.

F=, NBUEEITT 3. TR SRS AT IR
B —PEHZEIRERABREHEYERL. 5
B E X R DA B B B BRAR B R AR
PO MPRL T IRRE, B R VT A BRRIE R IRE TR
FEA, AT SEBUIHE (Muller, 2016 ) . TR £ £1&
[ AT AR B, B Sl AR , IOA R YT R ek
WIER o T Z IR AR T RIELBEIE, 2
HETATEIHAT LR, X — SR {E I Delgado
LHEAN(2015) s b OBBIT IR MATII TS
&7 (p.166) . FEXFIA T, 55k U5 & AH E.
YER MR — AW HIMEEE RS, £BE—
S HAE I H3E (enactment ) H , X7 #E4T 9 2 —Fh Ik
Gl Hh—F ikl 1530, 75— AT s kAT [
Bio TEIX—id R, RUTE —H o JEa N Y B
IR LB A B )2 B, i BCPSG(2014)



FERBHIM

BB ORI R R ) BOERRAE S 7

U A AR B I 2207 H R N R R R N L BB L
Hi 52 ( Beebe & Lachmann,2002) 4 3R (¥ 7€ B 34
W(UHEBELIEFTERR) PRERS, 55—
o3 B B Je B0 43 8 1 2 — 2P A 3, i §E
BB 2 A (Stolorow & Atwood, 1992) Fif U3 [ X S 7
FET BT B RS R ) BT BRI, B
(Donnel B. Stern) Fijd (1% o i BUIE 10 22 56 33017
B E R (Stern,2019) . TEX B, R B EHT Y
FAT AT, R 22 R TR A3 BT I DG 1 5 45 45 ( Spe-
zzano ,2012)

09, NEER 3 S SETRIR B SETE F LA,
ST ) 34 BR 2 F0 @A 32 LW ER ] (Muller, 2016 ) .
TR P RS — Rl = e, B4 TR ]
DMEFE =R — i R R R, ARk U &
B2 EAHCKRPIR,2016) X 5 B&FEE
P B EA “ JOR E) 7 X — R U DI K
TEX MR SRV B TEIG T T 2 I & i kL2
iR ZH A THAER 5,
KYI/RK(2016) $ Z 46 0 “ BAE s 2 &, F & —
FEH (p. 108) . 5 2Z3F B, 4081 I 20 4
SLEM,TH B EWERTENRL, WA
BN, BE T, HTEEHENEZAHRA N
“rhSEMERI S (Jaenicke, 2008 ) . T 7E 3 14 i) ¥
AT, RUiE B &R T AN E TR S
&, EHARZ—TIBEN  FEME L, MEFE
TESPHTIRRY 2 5 AN W 8 7 (Muller, 2016 ) . 4347
IELA AT 30 SR B, A o] BBAE I — A~ 53
WS HBR, MR T A b 5 R T AR X k]
B, WRIEAERIEL, 2 ik v] BT EHAT A
Al E ) H 3 BB (Delgado et al. ,2015) , Levine
0 Friedman (2000) £ ZH T, “ {0 R 4047 I A8 43
W Z RV BCR SR HIR i Bl , BN 25 10 BRI
FIVEITARIE” (p.89) . XN ITHE H B
FREMEIRE S E R T, RITEMER SR
iR AE SEBEFIA)E (Muller,2016) , —FR#kZ,
PUAEFF AR 2 R I, TR 5 O S b A 4
ST REAR LRI A, TR WAL
B
3 REENNEFERRD

B FAREER ) E R &%, (AH AL KR
B TAEM A ATia B, BRTAAE S — S,
AR MR AE P BT RS FE 0 T3 B
WFIHL T EW . H I, A iR 2 E
KA, TEB M A KB AIE .
3.1 BHEHREK

PR B, 3 A ) M AR b 38 X S BB AT

( Bohleber,2013 ; Schwartz, 2012 ) , [F T tB. 38 4 % 5
B, 20 4D 40—60 AR, HRLOMFEF T K
JEEH X AT DA B B 2A ) “ Hh 27, SR, B
BERXRIEIS SRR 032
3, “ ABRES) R R FE TSR 2 B E
Mo WAh, 5 20 4 70 R, P2 BRI R
(WFPEIRAF SR B B A2 ) A8 2 )
FHEHBE TIFZEEMNHRER, BARILBLLER
R RIZ AN, U4 T 5 BB 9 H.3) (Schw-
artz,2012 ;Seligman, 2018 ) , [F— 80, H 6 5 1% A0
BTRH AR IR AR BRI ST AE B
A MrE R (Atwood & Stolorow,2014) , 1x— T4E
BN B R E B bs B e, 58] T PR M
JET M ( Aron, 1996 ) , Fifi J5 7F 3 K fi 43 A1 S0 4l
A TEREW, Tessier H ZNGHTHL T W FR N Tk
) P B RGBS 2 A7 (Kirshner, 2017 ) . T4, 7E
WEMRENGET, BROEFERNSHHU AL
W3, & ¥ W T % 3k ( Kirshner, 2017 ; Schwartz,
2012) ,

AR LUK M AT TR SO REE , 7T OB Y Hi
J62E b X f) AR HT IR R 432 3 K#E(A (Harris et
al. ,2019) . 35 1 DA AT B H A 0¥ K BN
K, AHTHC 2 ¥ BT AR R AR AR A A IR E
( Benjamin ,2016 ; Kirshner,2017) , fthfi 195 — Rl 4
IS, A BRI AR R — Moo=
WA, kil F R aEm i MiE L A
KA S (AR GRMBRE) , UEE
IR 20 Jr S0 & 55 #4775 A (Atwood & Stolor-
ow,2014) . TEMBATE K, BB FEE RS RIL
FHPL R, T BN FR 22 B 3 1 X
—EMs, H 2% F E R B A IS0 R Y
“PHERRE” . FEL, FAEEGEFRERT AR
RIS AR, “ /D B AR B R RIFAE OB R Tk
53 ” (Stolorow et al. ,1987,p. 64) . AH )W H,
R TR — T T FARRBRE", B R TR E
SRH 5L 22 JE] AR B AE FE ( Atwood & Stolorow,2014)
FER A HTIE YT RIS 15 2 1 = L A i SR T 48
BRI, BRA R AR, X 2
o HIF—NE IR K I (Jaenicke, 2008 ) ,
B EIES WS NRE, RE iR ER L R
FEAE (HFSE FE SN E Rk gGZ IR
AT T G & Wi 77 7€ ( Bohleber, 2013 ) . F§ Fred-
erickson ( 2005 ) 711 Bohleber ( 2010) BJi% 3%, Bl &
“BA FRMEKEE

52 MR EEMAABRE R AT RAEH
SRR HSR R R AR EE, B AR Y] PR R
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B TR G L B L B 6 2 55 A (2 L Benja-
min,2016) ,i& ] LK BCPSG B|HEE N, FEX il
AR, BRE R 5 AR RIS L
oI, SHLAEETE R . BEAMNE, HFRES L
wr (D) MEEIS M SR, X ERE AR E )
EARAE AT S (2) A, BEiE R
IR FERZ T, BB AR i FiAE B ¥ 19
ZEPER; (3) ABRSEENIERZELE, X R E AR
FARZ AT 435 SHELH B (4) B
AlE EEALE R, AN AR (dyadic) 5( £
H A& (multiple ) B0 SRR R AT, R R E A PR B
P AENE” ; (5) fE 1 it (otherness ) {7
ABMEZ S, XA ), W UAREIE
K, WA LRI SRS B8 . X R TR A
WTERHREMEGZ B, ZANEZEHRNERWE W,
(6) AR [A] 1 Al PR IE S, Wi 3 . M B AT SCER 3
Y& BT LA T3l 8 [B1 R (Harris et al. ,2019)

53 FEERN AT DA — RS A B,
BIVKs 3 A ] 5 Al T oy SRS A T IR 25 B 7R
—, gt e A B RO LR RRE SR
G T & 2= IR v 59 32 44 (A M (Harris et al. ,2019)
FEbE kM B R OB, Tr 2 5 Fijk 22 (Warren
Poland) EL#BA RN, Wi # £ 20X — B FR
FEMMEFTUER . X E — T RIEE AL
R ZUVE UL S NEREM, 55— r It
BT AR SCAL S HPERAER " XD R 8 i, AR
T, FEAUAT TR K, MR B R RN A S B D Ak
REATTH IR AHR I, SR P B —R B
HIMBERWIFAERBT R EZ B, RS TR
PHE B ( Chodorow , 2016 ) , i Harris 28 A B35
Feidd,, B R [RIET RN T B o0 32 R0 = 4 5] 4 P A
WA, BN T8 M. 7Ed6RERE IR
AEFE IR, A% B R T3H (James Grotstein ) FI 1
I ( Lawrence Brown) J& F (& [BIHL o] (AR E A D 1%
BRI AL T IR B AR T R AR AR E
PR, KRB T —Fh R A WA . EAth
AREL, F= (& (intra ~ subjective ) | 5= {4 [B] F1 5 = {4
(trans — subjective ) S5 HE & BRAR A T “ fh &~ 1 fHb
P (alterity) , A TH B IPIRAL R, AL ¥
JETAHEAT I R WL . 22 BL A (4 36 ( Grotstein, 2005 ) .
NS S T 3s 8 oS AR B IS IR R
X 2RO v SR B AL, ME IR
RRFERMGF AL TR, AMARE, Fi&H
PR — BB BT P B ARST I AR O B SR E 1
TR, ER R B SO B HE N E RS P
(Brown,2011)

WK BRI S 1 R 20y, e A]
PLERHAT 700 3 Fiar s, 58 2 #hards T,
— R E R AT, Bk R AR 5%
SGIIBRAFAEN, FEREAPRER , HHARK
FEE FAMNOYERE, X FEAREE 1 AR, D
B 2 A ER T RF AR5 &, 7T LA Waller-
stein(1998) LAY “ $TEL” (either/or) 3735, H—K
MRERFRFHDE, BkAHILS L 5EaHT
PREF—E MRSk, PR 7R 26 0 R TR 4 B B [RI T
FACAERE . X FEATES 2 MRS
FHIE 3 REA, B Wallerstein (1998 ) FFUiHI“ &
B” (both/and) 573, 58 3 Fiap2s b, —# 4
BF 5T i 6 AR [A) MR ok ) 02 oo 0 38 2 2 TH WY 7%
A%, B A e B 284, X AT DR R 26 1 N
RS 2 MRS T Z N, B—28urRE N
IR, BRIV AR E TOLE = AR TR
MR S B X588 #4317 32 3 B B IE” ( Green,
2000) , A 7ER AR LIRS T 1L 50Kt o Hr 1)
M. XSS 3 MR RREER, WAk, 7T LT
55 4 FpAr s LR 3 AEE AR P I ER A T AR AR B
WIZ TR EARE T 8 W SR, R EE5 T
AEZEEY =, WA E W A E RS T 5
(Frie & Reis,2001) , 77 7R Im R 32 B L5 £
A (Schwartz,2012) , 5t Z FiR B H F R R #
B TS , EEREE HERE KGR A M
HAERE,

3.2 BRI

SRR 58 RIS A indb R b X % RIS AREE
Foor HWMEA T SN LI W . FERRIRE #i 4
BreE R, RIREEZ 18PN AZ BIMHEER, 1
Forpr BRI AU, [R) A Z AR T Tt 3h )
2o AR LRE , BRI R REF 5T 2L+
TELUF LA : (1) RS S8 A R i E
RIE) M, R IR U ST ZE B3] P A B e AR i
(2) BOLBFFE P i A ) 4, 5 55 40 38 Hl X 2B
) e, s B o REF (RS AT S0) 5 (4) £
&4k ( subjectivation ) #1 3= {4 [A] 4k ( intersubjectiva-
tion) , ZEIXH, EMF G T — A TERT R R A
MR, AWy TR TR, AR
il NN SR NN FEE Y g e P s
o EHER, XEARERETRAT, BUR T BRTA%RTE
MR RRNE B WX B R R R, (5) X
FRE A (person) FBE & #E 4T X 43 (Harris et al. |
2019),

MEERH R ERE, “H LH P 2R
B, 7€1941 ~ 1945 1 i IS E—F B R



FERBHIM
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ZIG, RERE AT RN =l RS R : DA
SESRE N E W a2 IR LA RO E I 4
YH2EIRT, LA S AR JERHRE B /R DUIRURT T AR A AR
R ML= IR (EALE 5,2017) . £ RMIL
AR, S EAE T S AR BT T R TR
PERTE R R B, BB T #H A Z R 3K IR
PE——JC RS2 IRI 51 8U N K4 Arig T
AR . AT, ML IRE S R E
N FARC R FEm “ FARR K" (Raphael - Leff,
2012) . SRR INIG 4k 2 AR D G w3 R 2 IR
G FF B IR, HAZOHES (B A R R B
BNFEA ) BB SOR T AR E A, S H &
W EIRZE W 3Un 5.3 & ¥8 & ( Spillius,2012) .
PR SR T B A T A = IRt R A TR R
A R R E X — ARG B -
SRR L B2 I X B 3h BB 9 R R
G (Salo,2012) . R4 E (Peter Fonagy ) FIIE T
¥ (Mary Target) B2 B 08 LS S A,
FOOGTET p B2 AT B O R s A LIRS 858
(Fonagy et al. ,2002) , W] LA, % EKE f 40 Hr 22 A
FEAR KRR b m EIARMIIS R R

AHELZT , TR IS , BRI KR b X B 3=
RIS A E R, FL L EARE
BRI T, BRRTHLIX A BN R T, 56
FhZHPE B, 20 4 50 4F4R, TEHT T 4% FIER
RPETE (Viktor von Weizsicker ) ¥4 35 5% 4% 18, 59 45 18
ST ARSI ATIGYT . TERI AR, fifHE
“ZIE] RS KR S5 At A SR TR A 2L R TR
FRCA EE A BAURIE . M5, AHIBTE 1R E K 4
Hree R it K. 20 42 60 AR A B, Ak BR/R
HIAR TR B RGP 4 BT ) — Rh B B R IR, HL IRl —
BRI RS R 2 BT T R K. B,
P >4 5 ( Hermann Argelander) FF {55 “ 35 = PR~
(scenic understanding ) B J& 3% 15 X 5 8 13 H. 3l R i
F B &, 12 2 5% 8 9 4 B 2 ## ( Bohleber, 2010,
2013) .

FEEE R o X, v R O o O T Y
FEEIS R R 0 b, B S O Ze . ST
TR ERERR AT 32 B Y ik B e R — AR R
TP ISR B2 T REEERXRFIRERKE
W, GERE, EER T 3 Xt TREHE AR
AR —, DAL RE R 27 B 2R A, 3248 © 151 3] 36 9%
PR 45 ARG B BT R S R B o X AT
ME, FEEE(EHR) MR RMERSHT =
A& ¥ 42 T FL A (Lazar, 2001) , T 56 28 1] 38t
THERNEENE, THEREBLR (e &

BARPCEIES) o WAL, BB RIFE X K RE
OB T A T I B < A1) G, O AR R I X ) T
Kk, X 5 ST AR AEE , W] BBAE 4 At 2 A8 sUH
FIRARTTE BB T 43 A 3R 7 4 A K RO
;R R WA B Aol = UM R
ROT O, XN R B IR A Y RAHE , S
2o F AT R F L1k AXE DL % 3% (Harris
et al. ,2019)

% AT R (Jean Laplanche ) B9 1%
RIS, 5 E S B BUIM AR 5T, T S —Fh
Ffel FAREFIS M T OB . RERIE B
ANE B A AR R R RS AR E
il @ T h R T S AE A WL AR, 8 2 S i 3] =
KRG, MARE T i 200 HE S S, TE R K
g LEAT AR LB TE B B0 A Z B, SR IR At
ANTEH A B YE ] (Harris et al. ,2019) , TEMFE
X, AR E S E F MIEEEEE 5 ILEL .
AT, LEZ R T H S A BEVIRA, H BB 3t i
e, B N0 B A & B R, 20
R, XTI R W B T LE R
FIRBYAZ (Bohleber,2010) . #52Z, fir & BFHTE
g R B T I PR B,

= TR & 75 K ( René Roussillon ) FilE
fib“ BREIRE " IWLAL, 2k 78 1A [ 4 B R o 4
WIREIESK ) o A%AREE R IR R BRI B 39 TR, 53
TEETIR ) A X R WA B RRE R 2 Ak
P, BT, FEROEERE B RIRH FRBEBH
IR R, S AR RS (B IRk
W7 ERNES) M XTS5 (B — R EM” A
%%) (Harris et al. ,2019) , FEFARMELERE E, - F
RERES A —MEE R R P A RBILI, AL
FE— IR B A R AR A AR IA
[F] S AT BE, BB T 7E A 9K AL T4 Z i iR 4 Bl
(Green,2000,p. 19) . FESPUKAPE , FIERPED X
B AR TIRLE R, TEMER, BERREMRE 1
AT BRI BB M R 5 5 — R R Z B
B, WHR—FER, BEIET E AT T
B 204k, T 5 B X X R E B 0 (B4 20 o 40 LA
W — AR 4y, AH R, 3 R A AR L R
BBV TMEBRIRENE. 5—%“anE”
WRIE T AL, B0, Brusset 1Ak, b 2441
FIRR RIS WA MIS SR, U E X8
AFS A EER, £ Golse B, FARM M AT LA
FE T B W S [B] 00 2L 2 i) 2 ) 1 e R L AN
Widlscher WU#6 i , =4 RMEA B 200y 43 BT T A0 >R
Vi W B3l (HHA B T4 B R 48 B o ST WL
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BN E, RKAENEE W EEE., MRZ N ED
A B[R B %" (Harris et al. ,2019)
3.3 BETEMHEK

LT RS T2E BB R TRR . ASEFD
BRI R R R R R R R T
20 41 40 H4CE 60 A FAER T 2 “ RS0
THEPIHTF . R, PR UL R 2R )R T 3R
EHHERM IR LS, EPL T R (LHEAEAR)
di B — & 1Y £ A7 (Harris et al. ,2019) . SRTW,
BLT SEUH BAE B 23BT IR AE MR SR X B BAR , T At
54 R it &S0 ARG, BB T IE
H—H 2432 ( Enrique Pichon — Riviere ) | 2 B 4%
13134k (José Bleger) F1 50 L 7T 4 ( Maria Cristi-
na) & A W R, 02 Al 1T 9€ T3k & (vinculo/
link ) )48 % ( Berenstein , 2012 ; Gabbard, 2012) , %
BT P T R FAREIER 0 — D EE 4
X—REMA

MBS WLAT T, hr T IS U 4 B B ] 19 55—
NEBES SRR, R KA NMAAEEEZ S
o —HWAHMZATET, BB BER S -IER
B4 & BRI S, B MR A A AL
“HYEEEENOHI S, ZENERTFESR
BAE3 AT : (1) NBAIE Lk F BRI AR
T R B 27 DR LA S S PR 1A 2 ERG # 43 AT 1R U
R, BRITERL T R A M T = S 2 Wil
KRR WIE TR E M IR E RS, 2R T
JEEXRR—EREE Y E REN, X —MAER
FIFAE 12 RPN, TR S h £ BT FTARE A 52
TEHEE R I WP R A (2) S.OHIEZ)
BB & , B R AR I B I B 3 g (R A A
i, B A I PRl BR ) L EEAR B L SR R
P BB AR S R e, th R A T2
HIZHHL, RS A B AR A 5. X R BITEE %
IR KR GRS RES R, 3)#
OHENEYT R L BRRU AN TR AHEMK
BEIRYT (Berenstein , 2012 ) , {H A Je BE I 2 Ay A8
o R RO NHAR TAE M AT I 28 . AR
3, S AT I ARR ) B B R AR R, TR E VIR R
MR HEE . I BT I RS KB R E RS
HK“BEHmE",IFEXRGE P TETNE R
(Harris et al. ,2019),

MIERTEER FRE , RER R RARRK
HIREIE 7 , (B 25 43 52 B 22 ST AL TR 10 SR BE 19 43 A I
KB EZRE. REEAT, DT EWSHI
Mt & FaEAR) T BRI S Rk AL A
ZEIFRBEARINR T, AR, IRAAST AR

FEMGHTABAZEENFHE", FREABI
AR, AMSERL M SEFRTAE—R, 4
R, BIME X S4BT I B 255 AR 4547 I 1R 2
R EH TEMAE R EHREMRE a4
IRSZER I H S BB ARk, RS E
WHIES, R 5 8 3R GRRIT &R, b, ]
M FRERFENERER, FERENS S
AR, T 2B 8 T 4 8] 52 B 19 17 % (Harris et
al. ,2019) .

25 L RTR, FARERE 4B A RS R Z Y,
LR R EME X SR E . X —
ml, AT RER DR LR AR AR (1) kK E
PR S R RS M AT AR, SE L T oo
DIRE AR R A DS BB R IEIE; (2) A
Sy EAREE A bR B E AR AR B R,
ARUSEEBRIE G, & T LB RE M6
%5 (3) BLH E AR B9 AR R B I PR 2 AR, {H 0 =2 38
WEE R (4) R EARHFEIS AR E, H
DA AR 20 G PR SE 1R 5 (5) XoF 2 4K [R] B
KRR BRI B, S A S s, H,
HI 4 2500700 S8 E KR He ], o R TR R
X, B, Bohleber (2013 ) %5 A F 156 145 A< 2 HE
), B M BT S TE R KR L R AT — M 21k
) % e o
4 H5iE

KA B AR Z B AR A, — T T2
Bl oy 32 3| oAt R S5 8k s e, o5 — O TE R T3
22 BT IRE I PR 3K 1 v 18 3] A9 Tl 8« XY S HT A #Lie
FE AR R LARE X 2 15 5 0 [l B 2 b, — 26 2 A7 i
STEERB P IR H R, B2 EHER, MFZ,
IS Silm RFOR R A s Z I, SRR TE TR R
WHIAR, {5 2Z 5l R %R Bl 5T OKEI/KR,2016)
XWEIRE , TXTRE AT e Rl IR Z i, B 2R
I ARG I A AT B AREE , O T R Re—Fh SRR
ARG, P EIS I BT T IR . X R Bk AR
“KHLEEE TN - E2 R RS RN BES,
MESNERBVLNITE” (154 ,2016,p.506) .
R T R FAEM TR A AT ST, A IS MBI R
— IR , AT R S 3 - 5 ST AT MBS X,
S RTORITTE , AR5 HoA 2R 1 . [RIRE,
e BREHEIS B E S Z bR, i HE ],
B EIGEEZ IS, AT 2N 22 E
B A BTIR I HEPE . X RSN T XA LB
WK B EE Mtz sh s b, M AR
PR RR AT M 2432, WA YERERR K PR i T B R
Fr 5 H A =BT A E, BAREE £ — AR5
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The Intersubjective Turn in Psychoanalysis ;
Theoretical Features and Divergences

Zhang Wei' ,Guo Benyu” ,Zhang Lei’
(1. Institute of Education, China University of Geosciences, Wuhan 430074 ;
2. School of Psychology , Nanjing Normal University ,Nanjing 210097 ;
3. School of Early — Childhood Education,Nanjing XiaoZhuang University , Nanjing 211171)

Abstract ; Intersubjective theory is one of the most important approaches in contemporary psychoanalysis. Compared with the more tradi-

tional psychoanalysis,its theoretical characteristics can be concluded as follows:from a distinction of “inside/outside” space to an em-

? «

phasis on “in between” space,from the “subject — object” relationship to the “subject — subject” relationship, from insight to action,
from foundationalism and positivism to hermeneutics and constructivism. Despite the confusion of terminology and divergence of view-
points, the intersubjective turn has spread to almost every psychoanalytic schools and widely influenced many analysts in North Ameri-
ca,Europe and Latin America. Future intersubjective theory needs to keep open and make a constant dialogue with previous theories,
clinical materials,and other disciplinary areas.

Key words : psychoanalysis ; intersubjectivity ; two — person psychology ; the dialogical self;the third



