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=Baddeley fv Hitch ehx et @ & EARE —F FF b~ F 5 2 B (Tl
)~ ¢ AT R el rfriE &8 o
=Atkinson {r Shiffrin % e (Buffer theory) @ ;e » 5 B F 3
VSTV ~ 2 fEse g (WD o & 2 25 R (LT -
cf Fiu(denial)vs. #E#r(repression) @ F 38 7 K3 eh At fa PB4
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1. Mischel =} 7=#&% % (marshmallow experiment) : % ¥ % % (delayed
gratification) °

2. Rosenthal = # »c i F % (expectancy effects experiment) : &KEF 5 2
bR R g RF 2 p RIS o

3. Asch AR W su s/ R ok - Bgom B X € FlAb ¢ - REPDBES AR AT 4
BfTE o

4. Alexander ¢h-¥ Bl % F ¥ %% (rat park experiment) : % J A B hai > ~ 4
3 R T B P kR Fl2 - o

b.Bartlett M ek & | erF § WP elaend RS-

6. Loftus =pd ¢ w3k B F % (lost in a shopping mall experiment) : ey 2
;¢ 2z (constructive memory ) °

7. Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters & Wall #*5 4 |+ 9 % (strange situation
experiment) @ FP & MEE A o

8. Harlow en/t # JE 45 fodfh St 4548 59 2% @ & %ﬁ?ﬁ PR OLER 2 HESD S
A F R Rk & A Akt R F] o

9. Lorenz #4257 3 2% @ R M @éﬁP FF T o

10. g#re 287 7 (twin study) : SRR g RN PR BE R A B o

11. j= % ¥ % (adoption study) : ,@_k-%; ARE T & mf{afga@ o

12.Skinner eh+ v BURFEF 5% @ 2r¥ pHRP 7 BHaO- 7L EY )

L AL HERE F SR o
13. Skinner =:# % 415§ %% (superstitious conditioning experiment) : i 3
#TP#‘%Fﬁﬂm’éﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬂm%%$ﬁ§ﬁ$o
14. Bandura shf 4 TALGHT T T F ARG D o

‘-\l—l—

15. Seligman 7% # 48 # % (shuttle box experiment) @ ¥ ¥ e 24 (learned
helplessness) °

16. Pavlov Jj ek jarde 9 B ¢ #1% (classical conditioning) °

17. Thorndike =&k 5 FF i % 7 56? 1 E 4% (instrumental conditioning) °

18. Tolman =& Bl A 3% 2§ % * 5.4 % (sign learning) °

19. Stroop e & BB @ ¢ B s/ (Stroop’s effect) HiE H M 4vF a4 pe o

20. Kohler eri2 2 4545 F % © #1545 ¥ (insight learning) °

21.Fantz el & ih4F 2 14 B 7 & R QR 4F AR A chg 3L o

22.Gibson fr Walk (iR ¥ R 27 % © FR o 8% 24 o

23. Godden & Baddeley =Bk + B § 2% @ %44 T/ Pl(encoding specificity
principle) o

24. Ebbinghaus & % & % & (nonsense syllables) 3 @ £ R & F & chiFRF o
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25.

26.

21.

28.

29.

30.
31.

32.

Selye en¥ BURR # F 59 % © — #4538 Bk 1% ¥ (General Adaptation
Syndrome) °

Schachter 4 Singer shi% 44 & & F 2% 1 #7% = < %% (Schachter-Singer
theory of emotion) °

Festinger a4 A9 % | w4 #1224 (cognitive dissonance
theory) -
Milgram sk 4 PR €7 % (destructive obedience experiment) @ i % 12

JRIEZ. L (T A2 o

Zimbardo 72 2 ig % 9 % (Stanford prison experiment) : & B 4 it
(deindividuation) ~ 4 € & & 47 ©

ey (Kitty) sk % - %ﬁ;ﬁ »zJis(the bystander effect) o

Gottman sn& Ff sz ¢ T 4p® & TG T jcnadit 43500
I et VI

Watson e] &y iv4F 3 % (little Albert experiment) @ &+ & 415
(classical conditioning) °

. Rosenhan mlk}»)]% % DMz ETE L oo

o EREER (RO Y 95 K]

TEEL £

O® 2 it # % (quantitative research)vs. i # %
- F Eh (qualitative method)

O9®F 2%+ (experimental method)

O (critical period)

OW®Piaget # 2 @ vs. Vygotsky A+ ¢ fr ¢ w2 &

©OwKohlberg = # = £ vs. Gilligan * 43¢ 182 B

O©®Erikson = @4t ¢ 3 & # (psychosocial theory of

development)® % & #p

F-oF% | #FEonE | O®Narcia: § ° & i &k i (identity status)

L

©O®9Kiibler-Ross : & i 7 ¥ f<(the five stages of grief)
©OwAinsworth @ i *¢(attachment )3 2&

O+ 5] £ 72 24 (gender schema theory)

O® 7 ~ it
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©®Bronfenbrenner : # i & ¥# (ecological systems theory)




O®+ & 415 (classical conditioning)f#f# & |8 E

Ow#k (4] % (operant conditioning) . # ¥ (punishment)
foy # e P"}fg\; (learned helplessness)

Owit ¢ § % #(social learning theory) - jeo 3

©F Ny »IP:’_%?(posmlve psychology) ~ @ F 4
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®¥Bruner # .\ %k & 2 (discovery teaching)vs. Ausubel & &
2 3 # (meaningful learning theory)

»iiEEY

i gy

OFRi ™ # (gate-control theory)fzf# % ¥
O % 2 B (Difference Threshold ; DT)
@&E%f(illusion)

O+ e RIT

OpEfR 4 "#T (sleep disorder)
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©® Baddeley 1 Tz fffist

O® Squire =t el fop e o

©O9 Anderson & Shiffrin % =% (buffer theory)
O s 5 (i )(hippocampus)H. M 6]+ o

OWH LI ¢ 4 i GEEf BTN b5

©wIv i B i (Alzheimer’s Disease) # &% L4
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©O® = i (nativism)

©OW4]:¢ # (creativity)

Ow2 4ok 7

O ® s % s (metacognition)

O®ixs i# & % (heuristic thinking)
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'
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ORIk A A RIL(Z R ~ 22k ~ ¥ Hifcd * |)
O®ir+4 = ~#% (triarchic theory of intelligence)
O®wir+4 % ~# (theory of multiple intelligence ; MI)
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¥ LR feFH e K

O+ F#(trait theory)
©I 1% #3 (five-factor model) : Costa = McCrae
©p Arzae #(self-efficiency theory)
AfoeEE | Op AP Bk (self-actualization theory)
©Op & % (self-report inventories)vs. F& &3k s
(projective technique)
©Op 2 Fis i (ego-defense mechanisms)

i

YO A (intrinsic motives)vs. *F & # ¥ (extrinsic
motives)

O#7% =  F %3 (Schachter-Singer theory of emotion)

¥ O 40 ¥ i #42.% (opponent-process theory of emotion)

9@’%‘\3%‘17‘3"7‘ (Emotional Intelligence ; EQ)frat 7 /& &

O& 4 (stress)ifasg + 2 R4 & (- 43 Bog iz ) ~ o
RS F R ei® i~ Tl 3756 ) ~ B KE (K
HEEFIR VS HHEEBRTR)

¥ O % (conflict)

®VWeiner p Ef?‘rﬂ;n*n vs Covington p 2\ i &%

®ELlliot fr McGregor ehe » B P & v 50

¥Dweck P 154

3
-
\

B 5 87 3%

iy

O & s x (anxiety disorders) : PTSD

O & % % # x (schizophrenic disorders)

O®+ 2 ¥ (personality disorders) : A~B~C#
O R Jx (affective disorders)

O# 5 MR 8 Jx (anorexia nervosa) vs. % &g (bulimia)

-

O« 12 fgr#(psychological assessment)

O®DSM-5 s7p B e k3 (Autism Spectrum Disorder ; ASD)

O®DSM-5 s & 4 * &iEH z (Attention Deficit
Hyperactivity Disorder ; ADHD)

O®F 4t € % $:8 ¥ (antisocial personality disorders ;
ASPD)
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Ojf Fli%- £ (attribution bias) ~ + %14 3% (covariation model)

O W sz # (aggression) e & (bully)

O®{lit ¢ 7 5 (prosocial behavior)

OWi B :x%®Ah L8 Y 5" (message learning theory) »
w4 A T4 (cognitive dissonance theory)

Ok B xR enfife @ P & BJL vs. B4 L

©O#t ¢ # F(social influence) : ¥ *(conformity) ~ "&i_
(compliance) ~ FRi¥ (obedience)

OOEMH B A T2 T I AAER L  ALEFrF] ~ALE T o
3B AR

OB ARt 4 @ - L% (group thinking)fr® &8 & it
(group polarization)

O1im & (prejudice)frit 4 (discrimination) °

©# i+ ™% (objectification theory)

©#54F)

O®p 2% (self-handicapping)

O Wi & 5% (overjustification)
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OP=%TEH-84 ik

OwAdler 48~ & (individual psychology)

O® i * ¥ <5k i2 (person-centered therapy)

© 9 VWDEP

O® & supatR i (systematic desensitization)

O ar & B R = (Eye Movement Desensitization and
Reprocessing ; EMDR)

O {7 5 is%f (REBT)

OwE+ ¢ 2" (stress inoculation training ; SIT)

©O® 2. (empathy)

O3] # (typological approach)

OWALE— B E—AEREFhwEy
(differential-developmental-social-phenomenological-ps

L -
T 3| ¥

=
\v

22 i

ychology)

O®: 4L AJLE & th4 F ¥ (pyramid of information
processing domains)

Owi k4 (resilience)
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O# GAofisf : REA G~ FhH gz B oA

FLIR| AR O R

OP % Fafrt st i

O % »c & (broken-window effect)
LR rreSy | 9% E (flipped classroom)

¥ 4% >0 (ripple effect)
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