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[Abstract]
self-supporting levels. Methods: This study tried to find out interpretative bias with the high and low self-supporting

Objective: To explore interpretative bias of the positive and negative events in undergraduates wtih different

groups of 72 undergraduates as subjects by Self-supporting Personality Scale for Adolescent Students, Self-rating Depres-
sion Scale, Self-rating Anxiety Scale, and Interpretation Questionnaire of Postive and Negative events. Results: Both on
the interpretatively generative stage and on the interpretatively selective stage, the low self—supporting group of undergradu-
ates scored higher on the negative interpretation and lower on the positive interpretation than the high self-supporting

eroup. Conclusion: The low self-supporting undergraduates might lack positive interpretations and show a negative tenden-

cy of interpretation towards events compared with the high self-supporting undergraduates
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