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Abstract
The purpose of the present study was to adapt a 12-item Self-Compassion Scale-Short Form (SCS-SF) into
Japanese and evaluate the psychometric properties of the measure. Confirmatory factor analyses, as well as
internal consistency analyses revealed that a Japanese version of a 12-item Self-Compassion Scale-Short
Form (SCS-]J-SF) had a six-factor structure similar to the Japanese long form and reliability coefficients

were satisfactory («¢=0.73 in all samples).

The SCS-J-SF showed a near-perfect correlation with the

Japanese long form SCS (»=0.95 for all samples) and expected associations with self-esteem, depression,
and subjective well-being, comparable to the SCS-SF. Therefore, the SCS-]J-SF represents a reliable and
valid alternative to the long-form SCS in Japanese-speaking populations.
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BownliEEwicbs ko1, BAKHLT
BLADGRbEBT L I RN T « 2Ny
¥ a v (self-compassion) &Ww5H, )7 «a
Ny yariZly, BHoNoBEL s L, HEo A/
T, <A Y R7NVARAEWVSD 3 ODOEERAEME L
Z O E L CHOHY, AU, BmfEFE— ke
W9 3 ODEEMMIE S H 5 (Neff, 2003), H5
~DE L X (self-kindness) 1, H4rHH RT3
BLL, XFNT, BRI RBET, \Ehuv,
EMFOHCZELERT 2, HONOELZOD
RIZ, BaoRBeREZHRL C#HT2HS
HH) (self-judgment) TH %, HED AP (com-
mon humanity) & 1%, TXTOARIDHS ERU
OB KMETLIENDHY, BETERNWI &
RERL, NENZO LIRBREHEL TS 2
EDRBFHTH D, TOMHBE LT, KKELT,
ELATOWLZOREDITTHLEnE S IEL S
& (isolation) H %, ~4 Y N 7)1 A

(mindfulness) 1%, SFIEDH L A OREER % B E
R CTHW T 2 DT, NT U ARREST
ZUGANDLZETHD, ZOXRMRICHZDH, H
SHERZORBOBEN ZEFICLobh]:

LA, GRS AR IR iR (W e R
5 122530758, 25380944) OB &= 7z,

D, KIF&WCH 2D T 28EFR—1L (over-
identification) TH 5%, ¥V 7 a2 Xy ¥ a v
ZEHDHIET, BENBGZEEL, HENR
BrRED LI EDRICK D, Flz1E, LRk
Hahice &, HOWHEE-ST2E 22 I2ELWE
ZRET (BONDEL &), ZORERME &
LTWwWa Z KD & GlED ANfHE), TLEPR
NI EOEENRGEEZIFANSL ZE (4 VR
TR AR) WTENE, [T DHELAHZ—FFT
ZHDICTES, LrL, WHSN/IZETHSY
ORI R FMH L (HCHHD, BRI 0 En
Hizkh-> Twd U JHUE), Nl
ETHEHPWS Wi ->TLEszedniE, K
SFOELAAITETETOEL LD,

XNVT e ARy Y aryRELAR, SENR
HRFICH L CTHSITEL SEL, TENEED
BHEKEL N VAR ZUANS Z ENTE
2 728, FEAREERE 2 #ERE L 9 <, well-being 23
Wb I EDPRRBFRIC L > TREINTWS

(Barnard & Curry, 2011), X ¥ 312 k> T ¥,
L7 e avXyyay L fEHREEE (Zessin,
Dickhauser, & Garbade, 2015), #19 D &%

(MacBeth & Gumley, 2012; Muris, 2015) ®E§
B NICENTWE, BBETH LT - 2



oSy va vix, 15 O E L AOE, FE
WEREER e EOHB 2R 2 En LT3

(BY¥, 2014), B Tav vy arzEmbb
2T, M5 O LREEL, FEHEERE
= 2 ALY FAET %, B 213, 8 HH D~ A
YR TZNvek VT e arNyyay (Mindful
Self-Compassion: MSC) a7 A, 4 > K
TNVAAEBPLES 2R L OFHREE, V7 -
ANy arEEDDLT—7 oSS,
BASMEZED XN T « Xy vy aviEd, £
BREREEEEOLZENHDIZENTWVS

(Neff & Germer, 2013), fihiicd, w7 « a~
Ny yarvrEmEpsdlerHNE LHRIZE,
Albertson, Neff, & Dill-Shackleford (2014),
Arimitsu (2016), Mosewich, Crocker, Kowalski,
& DeLongis (2013), Shapira & Mongrain (2010),
Smeets, Neff, Alberts, & Peters (2014) 7z E3H
D, BENBEZERL, SENEE2ALT S
ZEREILTw5,

LT e avyvavEEDLIEEHNIC
L7z AWFETIE, Neff (2003) 12 & - CHFS
nixnz-ar8yyvar RE (Self
Compassion Sale: SCS) FHWoH b Z L%
Vv, SCS i, EEMNAIEOEFTHCEENRIEDOE
HEMELTINEST22ck>T, V7 - 2
Uy v arDEEERTRETHD, /AW
WKBWTIESCS LSz b Z S OREZHET 2
WD I %728, SCS % fEHEICHIE T & % HiEK
ODREMEFASNSE Z 0 H 5 (eg. Neff &
Germer, 2013),SCS 121, 6 DO T REICDW
T 2HEHETDEEERD 5 12 HE Ok (self-
compassion scale short form: SCS-SF) 23F(E
3% (Raes, Pommier, Neff, & Van Gucht,
2011), AFFTH SCS-SF OBAFEHE R « FH « 7
B - ERE (2012) WX D T, ZOHFEERRD
fihd - HH - Pk - 2k (2015) i X W BASES
T 5%, Z OEHENE & 24D w T 26 HE
fig & g S T B o AR A>T %,
Z ZTAWYE X, SCS HAGEM (SCS-J: B,
2014) % Raes et al. (2011) t[EEED 12 THE I
e U 72 SCS-J o iR (SCS-J-Short  From:
SCS-J-SF) 21Epk L, ZDOWNEEME, T2
Lk, WS UM ARN TS L RENET
% o RERRE 2 24 P 12 D v T g, SCS-J-SF & [
&g, #5 o, AEREROMHBEIRIRIC L > Tl

NI 5,

AWgeClx, SCS-J-SF O HFHIF 414 % BG5S
T 205, ZOREROEFHEE IO W» TR
X o THL 2R IHE S Tw 3, SCS HFFE
SN OMERMIERTFORETIE, 6 AF1HA
WA 27V (6 HTET V) Oflicy, 6
DO—RXHFIC 1 DDERAFVEFTT 5 ET )V

(EX1EFETNV) OHEGELEFICEN &
WrE iz (Neff, 2003) . "X 1HEFETIVIL,
SCS @ 6 T4 3 D Dl % 7 3T 5 & FERL
EN, BBIPOELT s avXywyarindl
DOITENMEMAFEZRET 2 w5 FZICAIL T
w3, LL, TOHOWIETDERXAFEZEN
V06 NTFETIVOBEE b En 2 &R
INTHEY, 6 /WFEZXAL THRE LZTTHRL
EnIFEZHBHTETnw3, SCS DEHOKH T
TIWERET LIZSE T, £ —A N7 ) 7 OE#
FHEMNRE L FHAE (Phillips & Ferguson,
2012), HEENZ BT 5 — WA, EEERE, HH
S OREEERRE LIAERT 1,000 A2 2 5
7T (Williams Dalsleish, Karl, & Kuyken, 2014)
TY, BRIFFETVEID S 6 AFET VO
GEREIFTH>72, SCS DRFHEEICDWT
1%, N4 VEERK (Hupfled & Ruffieux, 2011), A
~ A4 v gE R (Garcia-Campayo, Navarro-Gil,
Andrés, Montero-Marin, Lopez-Artal, &
Demarzo 2014), 1 % V 7 ik (Petrocchi,
Ottaviani, & Couyoumdjian, 2013), &) kv
& Rk (Castilho, Pinto-Gouveia, & Durarte,
2015), EHEZERR (Lee & Lee, 2010) T¥, @mX
IRFETIVEHEKLT6RTETVNEIRS N
TWwb, HAERTIE, BEWN, &EREmEZX
AL T2 OOERAFH6 DD 1 RAFICERTT
27TV (ER2HNTFETIV) », 6IHTFETIV
DG EDPFRHEHNT, HX1IKETFETNVOHE
EEIELSRTE 2572 (BY, 2014), &X1
HFET VL, HER, SEREITSHERIC D S
Zk, $hbbiiicd s REMCERLADME
BIDSIRD 5N MERD 5,4 ) YD SCS T
X, SERICH B REDOHEBED— .50 25— .81 &
D, BXR1RTFETIVORHENHT ST Wiz,
ZofEmIE, HAGER (B, 2014), HHER (Lee
& Lee, 2010), 4 7 > ¥ 55k (Lopez, Sanderman,
Smink, Zhang, van Sonderen, Ranchor, &

Schroevers, 2015) %2k < BERIKCHEIKTH %,



—F, HARFER CIImICH 5 & 3 b RERO
FHEIAY. 05 20 5-.25 L&, Zh s ORFHILE
DERAFICERFT 2mRXIRFET VLD L 6
WFET VOBMEENE BolzctFEZoND

(B, 2014), fibic b, HE LK DU (self-
reassurance) & HOHH (self-criticism) 135 7%
I TH 57 0RA L THE T RE, T2
bbb HCTA D T IFEIACKIcE D &, e
LEDBEERLLOFBELED 6T O LT, H

Gl T2, GafRRETLDHMH> TS

LW IFH 2 03B % (Gilbert, 2010) , & DI TIZ,

SCS #4393 2 BRI HENAIE O 3 HF» S %

BENT e avRy ey EHEENEED 3 KT

AR LI HEADW T & (self-coldness) % A

% (Gilbert, McEwan, Matos, & Rivis, 2011),

[FRRICERRIIRF O ORR TS, 27« ar

Ny vartHOAO®BT SO 2 RFEBRAL

7o 5 b 4 3+ % (Costa, Mardco, Pinto-

Gouveia, Ferreira, & Castilo, 2015; Lopez et al.,

2015; fh4afh, 2015; Phillips & Ferguson, 2012) o

HOHEH & OIS D 23872 2 LIEHITH 5

Zlid, BUBMAE Y ) A RFAZRICECH

PECICK D U 217 o 158 RT3 2 SR A 08

Bl o bMEBERNCXFEINLTVS

(Longe, Maratos Evans, Volker, Rockliff, &

Rippon, Gilbert, 2010), SCS-J O FHEi&E I3HE Y

(2014) TBWT, 6INFETNVEERX2HTE

TINOBEEENEE LT LS b0, TOH

B RRET TH 5, £ TERIGETIE, SCS-]

DREMER =2 BT % LFIFfIC, 1TRFET IV, 2

KrET NV, 6ITET NV, BR1IKNTETIL,

FR2HFETNVOHEEE 2L, RFRZY

MOFRMEMRES T2 2 LicT 5,

A&
E=1iE
1. 27 arXyyarREAKRGER : Neff
(2003) »3FAFE L 72 SCS @ HAGEM (SCS-J: B
S, 2014) Wz, 26 EHE W LT 5 HEET
EIE %KD Tz,

2 . HERSE R EE © Rosenberg (1965) 23ERY L 72
HRERE N (Rosenberg Self-esteem Scale:
RSS) OHAGEMR (LA - #2451k, 1982)
PRV, 10BN LT, 5HETHEE 2K

7z,

3. HUERARM S DRE : Zung (1965) HMEEL
L7:#19 DR E (Self-rating Depression Scale:
SDS) O HARFERM (f8H - /&, 1973) % Fw
720 20 B LT, 4 THIZE RKRD I,

4. NEfEEERE  Diener, Emmonc, Larsen,
& Griffin (1985) 23ERL L 7o NAi R R EE

(Satisfaction With Life Scale: SWLS) ®H
KB Z vz, SHEBEIRL T, 7THETH
BhRDIz,

ShE  KFEEEZNRIC, #HEEFE B R

HEEEML Iz, FEEFT—EDOT AL - Ny TV —

WHAAENTITOI, SCSIZDOWTIXTI8 4

(B 427 4, 2ot 291 44, SFY94FERS 19.42 5%,
TEHEfRZZ=1.16), RSS 1% 439 & (5314 277 &, %«
14 162 44, FXYAFEHD 19.32 5%, BHEREZEZ=1.08),
SDS 1% 443 % (5B 279 £, 21 164 £, S
it 19.33 7%, BEHEREZE=1.09), SWLS I3 393 %

(5B 201 4, 2ot 192 £, SFE4EHS 19.50 7%,
BHERAZ=1.15) L CEZE %2k iz,
FAERFHA 2013 4, 2015 FRICEML 72,

fw R

1. MERRMEFHHT

SCS-J @ 26 IHM (long form: LF) & %GR

(SCS-J-SF) o nZhnic>nwT, 5 2DRTE
TN OHERNAF ST %2757, 1RFET IV

(one-factor model) 1%, FHEED 1 DDRHTFIZ
ARITHETLTHY, 2HFET NV (two-fac-
tor model) IZ B EMRTICHS~NOEL &, i
DN, A4 v P 7rx 2B 33EE, &F
9] P el = W 1 0 115 o B e = 3
HHPART2ETNVTH S, 6HTET IV (six
~factor model) 1%, 6 DOHRTFICHEHENART 3
ETNVC, BX1KNFET NV (higher one-factor
model) &1 2OFEXAFIC 6 RFVART 5 E
TIVTH%, HX2HKTFET IV (higher two-fac-
tor model) i3, HEMHERFICHS~NOEL S,
HWONEME, <4 Y R7VARAD 1 XRAF, HE
HIRF iz | S, O, EgElRE— ko 1 XA
FRERT 2ETNVTH S, Table1 1%, {HET I
DHEGEERL TS, ETUDBIRTREE SN
%A E ORI, x2/df 3 LT (Scher-
melleh-Engel, Moosbrugger, & Miiller, 2003),
CFI & NNFI 28.95 BL I, RMSEA %3.06 i &



Table 1 Fit Indices For Confirmatory Factorial Analysis of the Models Tested
Model x? df xdf CFI NNFI RMSEA AIC
Long Form
One-factor 3914.83 299 13.09 .46 41 130 4018.83
Two-factor 2019.50 298 6.78 .74 72 090 2125.50
Six-factor 1085.68 284 3.82 .88 .86 .063 1219.68
Higher one-factor  1445.04 293 4.93 .83 .81 074 1561.04
Higher two-factor  1111.47 292 3.81 .88 .86 063 1558.48
Short Form
One-factor 883.89 54 16.37 .56 .46 .146 931.89
Two-factor 261.69 53 4.94 .89 .86 074 311.69
Six-factor 93.86 39 2.41 .97 .95 044 171.86
Higher one-factor  431.74 48 8.99 .80 .72 .106 491.74
Higher two-factor  113.12 47 2.41 .97 .95 044 175.12

N5 (Hu & Bentler, 1999), AIC i%, fEA/N
SWHPHEENRL, ETVOHKCHER S
% (Akaike, 1973),

SCS-J-LF & SCS-J-SF D 5 DO FET VD

& % Table 1123 L7z, WA, SCS-J-
LF, SCS-]J-SF &£ 12, 6 ATFET VB LEL,
RATER2HEFETIVEE P>z, SCS-J-LF
L SCS-J-SF oWifFlzBnWC, 6IIFETNVEES
R2WTFETND g%/ df, CFI, NNFI, RMSEA

BFRETH- 7120, AICHS 6 FET AN T —
CERLEAET 22 L RENT, 6 IHTET N

ERmR2HEFETINVAHEE X, SCS-J-SF Tl
Hu & Bentler (1999) OFEH#E % 3 X T 7z L T
728, SCS-J-LF Tid—& 0 A FE 13 HHE % il 72
LTCWwiginotz, 7272 L, SCS-J-LF DS 3H
X (2014) LFEEROMETHD, 6HTETNVICD
W T Neff (2003) O A VY & F VIR D & &
(NNFI= .90, CFI=.91) LFWETH H 372
W, FRTELHPHEFH 2 5/, Table 213, 6
HFETVORFERFMEEZRL T3, SCS-J-
LF, SCS-J-SF & b1z, FEHEHDYFENT~DE
HERIZTRT A UETH > T2,
2 . SCS-J-LF & SCS-J-SF \EFE+aES
HERBHIRIF T DGR, SR 2HFET NV HEF
KTEDLIEDNTrolzlz, 6 AFOEEOM
2, HOAOEL S, HEOANMME, 1> K7
WA A S 2 HEENHET, B, AUHIE,
WEE— b 5% 2 BENRFOBEEHL
720 Table 3 1%, SCS-J-SF 0T/, &itHEss
F O SCS-J-LF 0 ¥FHR RO ET Y > OFEFEM
BB 2R L CTw5, SCS-J-SF ORAFDEH
1%, SCS-J-LF TO#H & OMICsRWIEDOMHEE A

ootz ((88=r=.95), i T, 6T
W 4EH» S HEE» S 2HEAN, HEMNHET, &
EMRTIE 1I3EHE 2 S 6 HE A, GrlEmlx 26
HEHH» S 12 HE AN U728, 550358 HES R
RER->TEY, BERD DRV 1D, HHER
L 26 HEK EEREIC RN 7 a8y v g v R
ETELEFEZOND, %72, SCS-J-SF OFHEF[H]
HHES S, SCS-J-LF LFEfEOERZRL Tl T
zbb, HENEEN, &ErEEN TIEOMHR

NEH 5N (L37=r=.61), HENEIEEEEN
HEMCTADHEPED oD (- 14=r=
-.11), b LBEESMHBESZED s vnd
RN SNz,
3. AEESH

Table 4 1213, SCS-J-LF & SCS-J-SF O ERER
st s NIE S DIRIZE TdH % Cronbach @ a
%%~ L7z, Cronbach @ a &%0Z, .80 LLED
BLEICHNES T W EFHfi2 1 5,SCS-J-LF
DOAREEGMHIL, AFHMEET.88, 6[RFTYH .71
5 .83 H D, FH(2014) EFEZEDOMWREL S B1{E
%7~ L7z, SCS-J-SF ONEE I, G515 MT
1£.73 ThH o728, 6 HFTIE.5025 .67 &
HEE[ETH S .80 LD bIERWEEZR LTz,
4. BRBIEHHME

Table 51%, SCS-J-LF & SCS-J-SF & H &
15, M55, ANEHRBROMBEGREERLIZHD
Tdh %, SCS-J-SF 1, SCS-J-LF t [aIEEIC HE&
1, ANEMEREARLIEOMRE, M52 L idF
BAOHEEZRLE (p<.001), £/, HEW
RIH D 3 K7 A4 e B IEOMB,
SO LIFERELADONHE, B NOELE, <4
Y N7 A A FHERE LR R EOHBENED



Table 2 Japanese Items and Factor Loadings for the Japanese Version of the Six Self-Compassion Factors of the Long
and Short forms of the Japanese version of Self-Compassion Scale

Items LF SF
Self-Kindness

5. BEM L EREZRLTCVS LS, BOBESIRE LT3, .67

12. WHERFL WS LE, RELrTIEECHSES 2 WIDY, LT 5, 72 .59
19. HLAZRBRL Tnwb L, HoEHBIZRPELLT 5%, .80

23. BOBHBOREERTHEEZAZDOVTE, PELVLEHTHRZ LI LTS, .58

26. A5D8—YF VT 4 DIFETHEVEZAIZOWTIFEFEL, RELVLWHTR2E31CLTWw2, .60 .64
Self-Judgement

1. BOBEBOREPTTHREZAIEOWT, FlcE->Twal, HHNTH 2, 72 .78
8. KYKwooweE, HAoHF W2 2HA D 5, 72

11. HOON—=YF V)T 4 DIFETRVEZAHBIZDOVTI, RELLIANEWVL, Waltb 2L 5, .66 .65
16. BABHSICOWTHSFE ThVWEIZODWTE - L&, BOESG 2T EZTLES, .86

21. HODWELATWS EX, BHOHBCALELWEFLILRD 2 E05b 5, .54

Common Humanity

3. AL o TYHEPSEOAMICHP o TWD & &, £ LIREEIZHEL BT 2 X 5k ANEDO—;

SR B2 5, AT
7. 8OWEABDEETE, BHERU LS &R LICH> T2 ABHFICIE KAV w2 % 73
JES AT v A ol e 0 ’

10. HOBHEBZEIOAR TR REZENDHELEEL L L, ZLOABSRTHTHE LI SFRbEHEL w63
TwaZ BT L5213, ’ ’
15. HOOEKIZ, ABOHD E5D12THBEHZL5L5CL TS, 51 .63

Isolation
4. BADATDREZHEZOVWTHEZL L, BHLSOMA» YV EEs L, PERS iz & 5 R&0E s

ROMBELETH S,
13. [AWELIRAAIELE, ZLDODAPBZELHSLVERTHL LI KRB R I BETH S, .70 .54
18. HAOMERER L Tn2 LI BOAF > EEE L TR IZELZVEVRITRLIZE DRIV, .58
25. B L o TRUI MR L7z & &, BOOKRKOPFTOEDIZS>H TS X ST ZIEAD

b5, 75 .87
Mindfulness

9. AIMTHELLEWER L XX, BIEEHEELNT Y RAHEDLIICT 2, 62 .66
4. AP ERERLCZ MBI E, ZORMICOVINT Y ADENER 2T 5E51c35%, .70 .70
17. B E>TRYIRZ ERRBLIzE X, RODBRVWEIIYELELZ25L512T %, .55
22. BADEBLAATYS LE, HADRBCELERS, LDEHOTHLL LS £33, .64

Over-Identification
2. SEDVELRAALE £ 1T, ME-STZETRTIEOVT, L kL EDHIL, 2Rb2EAICHS, .69 .69

6. HOC > CTEERZ L 2KK Lz L&, EBHBRTHEIVSIEVICE S, 7272
20. I CEREEBE L TR L, BETHI VW Wk >TLE D, .75
24, DI EIEZC D Z eI > Tc & &, ZOHKFEERT SWCHEZ 2MEADRD 2, .66

Note: LF=long form, SF=short form

Table 3 Correlation between the Subscales of the Long and Short Forms of the Japanese version of Self-Compassion Scale

Factor SCS-LF 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 SK .89*
2 SJ .88* -.14%
3 CH .90* .40* -.06
4 IS .90* -.02 L37* .03
5 MF .89* J39% -.07 J44* 0 -.03
6 OI L91* -.08 61% - 12* 42% 0 - 11
7 SCS-positive .94* 76 - 12 .80*  -.01 J78*%  -.13*
8 SCS-negative .95* -.10* .82% =07 L74* =09 .85*
9 Total SCS-SF .95* .53*  -.68* 52* - .55* .53* .71

Note: SCS=self-compassion scale, LF=long form, SF=short form, SK=self-kindness,
SJ=self-judgment, CH=common humanity, IS=isolation, MF=mindfulness, OI=over-
identification

*1p<.001.



Table 4 Means, SDs, and Cronbach’s alphas for the
SCS-J-LF and SCS-J-SF(subscales and total scores)

M SD a

SCS-LF
SK 13.57 3.95 .81
SJ 15.22 4.69 .83
CH 11.21 3.36 .71
IS 11.78 3.83 .75
MF 11.95 3.09 .72
[6)§ 12.34 4.00 .80
SCS-positive 36.73 8.26 .88
SCS-negative 39.34  10.38 .84
Total SCS-LF 75.39  13.92 .85
SCF-SF
SK 5.61 1.72 .67
SJ 6.19 2.13 .55
CH 5.51  1.87 .50
1S 5.96 2.13 .63
MF 6.27 1.80 .66
Ol 6.23  2.25 .63
SCS-positive 17.39  4.21 .73
SCS-negative 18.38 5.23 .78
Total SCS-SF 35.01 7.06 .73

Note: M=mean, SD=standard deviation, SCS=
self-compassion scale, LF =long form, SF=short
form, SK=self-kindness, SJ=self-judgment,
CH=common humanity, IS=isolation, MF=
mindfulness, Ol =over-identification

* p<.001

iz (p<.001) —7, FERAED 3 KFF1&
HERE AR EaOMBE, #1525 EAERIED
MHBEIRSTED S0, HOHHEIF AL LR & DM
BAngEw oz (p<.001),

z =

AWgeiE, SCS-J OHEfMERZER L, ZDRT
R34, NREEATE, RSS2 L & a3
L EREHEL TfTbiLTz, %wuﬂ’].%ﬁ*ﬁw
IVEBORFETVORSHE 2R LI Z
%, SCS-J-LF, SCS-SF & 12 6 NFET)VDHE
EENPRLEVWI ERHs RS, T,
SCS-J-SF O &# SR OWEEEmMEL 5 5
BThv, BERE, ANEMER 15 >5& 0
BERIR bR s iz, LD Z kﬁ)% SCS-J-SF
13 SCS-J-LF kA0 4% L EHEME 2 > RE
TH5HIENHS LI STz,

SCS ORFE T I)ViE, Neff (2003) oAV Y5
IR TIZER 1 RTFETNVBRETH - 7208, &K
MZCIXLF T% SF TH 6 HFETIVHRREHET

Table 5 Correlation coefficients (two-tailed Pearson’s
r) between SCS-J-LF, SCS-J-SF, RSS, SDS, and SWLS

RSS SDS SWLS
SCS-LF
SK .20 .19 .28*
SJ - 44* 4T -.17*
CH .10 -.17* 17
IS -.36* .56* -.10
MF 27% -.31* .31*
Ol -.33* 4T -.14
SCS-positive J23% =27 .33*
SCS-negative -.44* .58* -.17*
Total SCS-LF J44* - .56 .33*
SCF-SF

SK 21% 0 -1T7 .23*
SJ -.37* 37 -.16*
CH 14 -.18* .22%
1S -.31* .49* -.09
MF .26%  -.28* .28*
Ol -.35* .45* -.14
SCS-positive .25% - .27* .32%
SCS-negative —.42* .54* -.16*
Total SCS-SF .43*  -.52* .32*

Note. RSS=Rosenberg Self-esteem scale, SDS=
self-rating depression scale, SWLS=satisfaction
with life scale, SCS—=self-compassion scale, LF—=
long form, SF=short form, SK=self-kindness, S]=
self-judgment, CH=common humanity, IS=isola-
tion, MF =mindfulness, Ol =over-identification
*p<.001

Hotze 6IRNFET NV R T 2HRITE L
(Azizi, Moammadkhani, Lotfi, & Bahramk-
hani, 2013; Castilho et al., 2015; Garcia-
Campayo et al., 2014; Hupfled & Ruffieux, 2011;
Lee & Lee, 2010; Mantzios, Wilson, & Giannou,
2013; Petrocchi, et al., 2013), AW TIERL L 72
TOMERR T b AR ORI E S i w2 5. % 72,
ERAFEHRTT-ETNOBEEEF, KR TIX
1KF TR SEER, MENRTZXEILT7 2 K
FERBRELIZETIVOHDE P> T, BRI
»OHER, HEMHRTZXAIL, GitfSeH
W WHTSRIZTEAET 258 (Gilbert et al., 2011),
KFETIVELTER2NTETNVOBESEDN 6
WNFETNMIZRATEWZ & BRI, FH
U HAGER Z W60 (2014) LOFAEL 2,
HAGE I B W CHENAT L & ERRTFRIOMH
BBEWEWS 4 Y IV EDEWIE, 12 THH
IR BT - e AWIE D& TH, BX (2014)
LRIRTH o7z RI—RENOEERMHEIE & 5 E



AT 3 B OFBINEED & s 2 L 1%, AHgE
THW?SDSTHHEEETH Y (#21F - FTHEF,
1999), HAETIIHAE I NIHERTH S, 25 L
TR EET 1 DOERE LT, BIFICHET 557
SFEERYEE (dialectical thinking of emotion) 23
b5, HERED 1 D12, TR ELTD
FIRFICHRIE DR L #IE L 5 & v o T H ERIRE &
BENBIEPHEL D 5 v IR EH

(Miyamoto & Ryff, 2011) 3% %, WK T,
FEVWWEL TN, TLRRME2EC 2w EeH
Z T3 7z REMOMHBANEICE 528, HAT
X THNRLPRM 2R L T b7 o REMO
TR IEAEBE L 2 2 & F 2 o b, BVETI,
EIcEL S &L SEMILSE2 I EVERT
HoERBEAIZERVLZENLSDH, HEAD
L X EETHEH & v D ik & g 2 A HFHFE S
LMEMICED 25, BIZIE, =TT T7LEWIH
CADREBEZFANZRETYH, HHWEELES
WaBROREMHEEIEO s nwl b b

(KAR#EH, 1995), AWFEORRLEL S L
L2232 HRNREOF 2 % R L 72 AT ReE
Nh b,

SCS-J-SF ONHES R, AMEEATIX.73 &
FHAED 80 1T WEZR LA, 6 KT OMEIXK
ol (B0=a=.67), a fREUIHEEBUCLBIL
TS 2 B 2 R OfEHRECH v, SCS-J-SF
DI 2HHDGEZEMELS BV RT WV, 7
AV, &7 FIBIF S SCS-SF % w4
TH a RBUIEFBEEATIZ.S0 U ETH 57228,
HNFZTETIEH 25 .81 LS EWEEZRL

(Raes et al., 2011), SCS-SF 1%, B zHEHRHH
B EWLOE2EROTIRZL, £V YFLVOR
FOANREMMET 2 LD WCHEZRIRL TS

(Raes et al., 2011), F—OHRFRIZH S & iF\»
2, BHANENPPREL 2 2HEH Z2RIRL 20,
SCS-SF I3 HEMHEEMEL &0, ANEEHED
Bl ZxolzeFHEzonbd, £V YFIVRERIEL
7oA 7 b EERIE eV 7 e ar Ny v a v R 1R
HEOREE L TIRZGFHEAEHETT 2 1R W
7, NHEEEOES S KRT I L OSHTICIZA
MW EIRRTE D (Neff, 2016), NHVEESMHED
&& 1% SCS-SF ot Ez oh s, LoL,
AA VEBRRD SCS-SF O NHEEA X, TV
~N)VTH . 7125 .77 H Y (Garcia-Campayo et
al, 2014), 2HEEE»S L LS TULTIELS %5 b

T T <, KUHEEORRIGTRCY > 7V DRE
HBThHLREEL H B,

SCS-J-SF &, Hk o &AfThise (B, 2014
Neff, 2003) &[FIkkic, GEHFEATORFIET
b, BHEE, NEWHEEEIEOHERE, 155
EOMBEZRR LI Z Lo, —EDHREESZY
BEEzZ Tnd eFzZ o b, RHFETIE, HER
HRFH ORER > & BENRF, SEWHRFO
BRLENL, HENRTHERE & AL
JZEIEDOMEE, 5> EOHEERL, BEN
HFiEZOHDOHBEA Y — > 2R d 2 L2 50
L7z, ZORRE, HENHATF, SENKTZ
AL 720152 (Gilbert et al., 2011) &% 3
LDTHY, SCS-J-SF % 2 HFIcXAI L7z &E
OB L EETT DO TH 5,

SCS-J-SF o & LTix, RFvr~_NTOD
NS EDOR S BT S b, SCS-SF k&5
BETHNT 2 e EREINTW S (Neff,
2016), SCS DERTFIZIZZNZTNDRH D 5
72, AFVAVTHETE 2 RENEE L,
BIzIE, I3 2=7 1 ODFAEGRE L7AFSET
X, SCS O 6 KFOHTHIS D%z bitiAT 520
MU T, R THEFEE— e B0 L &
ThHhd I EBRENTWS (Korner, Coroiuy,
Copeland, Gomez-Garibello, Albani, Zenger, &
Brahler, 2015), %7z, MSC 7’1 7' A DRIHRIC
52 25287713 SCS ORF TR > THY, EfE
WIFESNOEL S, AEmERciE~A v F7
VAR A, W15 D idEgE—1E, A b AIiFR
MR, PEIZIZHS~NOEL S & EsgE— by
HIKTH -7z (Neff, 2016), 25 L7ckERz2H %
25 EMEEMCL o T v a8y v g
VERFIEWHET 2HLBENDHLE55, L
» L, SCS-J-SF TiF, 6 BAF Vv~V TOHEIEDEF
BESHERTE R WAL H 2, 22T, #Hik
IRRMERR DIERL SR D &1 5 73, NS5
® 2 B CHEEMOMHENE W b O ZHERIZT T
X, RTFOFFOAEZIERZAIREEIRKE V», &
Fiekbsr7 7u—FELTIR, HERBEREZ
1-2EHH W LI BEREROIER 2T S 5,
ZE, FEH-RE (2013) 1, RSSO 10 EEHDW
R ZREFHTiE WS 2llA»H 2 2 &% R
L, ZhzhzflET2HE%Z 1 D3 DEKL,
2EHBHBERBERE (Two-Item Self-Esteem
scale: TISE) #BiF L, +orafa @Mt & 244 %



B2 EIERLTw5,SCSIcowTdh, TISE
DX ICNFOELEZIEMICET 1HH» 2 HE
BERRT 22T, BEFORED» S 2 HE 26
5 50 bEEEC YO R WEHMER DM ER AT
BTH 9, bL, BRFICIHHOHETL T
L, KR TIER L7z SCS-J-SF & v & 51
o, FIEEOBVWRE LT 2 ENTE S, 8
L, SIEAOEENSD %L, I bE
BoeRDBIEWTED, TAL < Nw TV —I
MARAL ZEBRZBIR B EDA) Y NP H
%, S, HRZHWNTELVT « av Ny gy
PHIET 5729012, SCS-J-SF AP EEN S
L, HFVVOHIEIIZ DWW I EEEDOEWE
MR OIER S E N %,
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