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A literature review of stalking research and future issues

Mari Shiroma (Graduate School of Comprehensive Human Sciences, University of Tsukuba, Tsukuba
305-8572, Japan)

Yutaka Matsui (Facully of Human Sciences, University of Tsukuba, Tsukuba 305-8572, Japan)
Takahito Shimada (National Research Institute of Police Science, Kashiwa 277-0882, Japan)

This paper presents an overview of psychological research into stalking and discusses some future
issues for Japan. We review research on stalking since the 2000s but exclude review articles and case
studies, Previous studies have focused on groups. such as college students, general citizens, clinic staff
members and police officers. We highlight four aspects of the research literature. First, one can observe
confusion over various defmitions, such as romantic relationships, fear, stalker intent and repeated
hehaviors. Second, estimates of stalking prevalence rates vary widely from 2.2% to 87%. Thixd,
research that focuses on risk factors indicates that stalking is associated with demographics, romantic
relationships, personality and victim hfestyle. Finally, few studies have addressed coping strategies
and seeking help. There is a lack of research into stalking within Japan. Taking these factors together;
future research needs to clarify the definitions of stalking, conduct psychological studies of stalkers and
their victims and to explore the risk factors within Japan.

Key words: stalking, obsessive relational intrusion, cyberstalking, romantic relationships, break up,
broken heart.

BHDOR b—F 2 THREOBRE 20064E £ TOLTSD A b —F ¥ FHIEIZ2WT, L
Ca—%{ToTwWh, FILE21~TH, 2 b—-%r

mHL oL E:L —5 THgEE X b—F 2 S OR, BER, A b-F o

w\ KT, 1%9’1— 75( DL Ry H - TITHAE, WEZROMUTE, BERICSZHE
7D T T SIERE ‘x—kkao’CZ k= B XN —F MO %M‘PL“(W%O

f} — % A EE 7ﬁ>‘5‘ 2% % o 7z (Coleman, Spitzberg & Cupach (7007) r"*-“’”, A b=

1997)0 D, 19904 rﬂ Jrf{)w)fmxx b= FrUOERE LT, EEOY o EEREEE

«\*/72 MHY) T F = )H’CJ:JU/L, A b =% ﬁ%‘ét%liﬁi ; : A b=

THT AW BANATDND L) k0T ¥ TDERI T, Dﬁ\iofﬂéﬂléﬂé

Spitzberg & Cupach (2007) T, 19934 B 5 Tk, Ab—F ol

VEDITTIIMGE L T A TigEL % < FETLIE

MEREAE S ymatsui@human.tsukuba.acjp (B 48) ERTE L. i, A M=% IINEEIT) Bk

=Solit Fadis



40 ‘ ‘ ook ZE L B ORF %R

DNTHES LT A2400 3812200 T % 1T
W B LI a’w% FH I S50 7 BB,
FHELOFVIC L ATITERL 72,

#DL AL, ijﬁﬁmﬁté#%
Bra BRI R > THBE kT v T biE
RAWP IR TV AT EFW 552 L7, Cupach
& Spitzherg (2004) 2k B &, HEw SNz E¥
EROMWE, B2 ~13%, WS ~32%TH-
Too O, WEEEKTZHEL T, LHEDHDHA -
%/7mﬁ:ngﬁwyc@ z%—#yf%ﬁ
M oOWige % L TwW A28 s BT, MEHE O
22 B TCHHI EETHEMIZ l/ﬂa x 7z,
175192 9 5, 80% LLESTERRIEH TR KA, A
A EDWEER M- T AP LOFTETHY,
AFALTIZE T TA b= —18, EA8
ﬂ% REIBOATHS] LI AFTLAFA T
BlpoTnh I Ew B L,

AP—=FVIHHONE T, BEOCBE
7B, A — R BENC & AN, EREOREL, EER,
BA, NTGAAY NRE L, e E
DOFEFNIEHL o, FOHRT, zulgﬂﬂjl 2
WTHE L 72540 0E D 5 b, KL L— TR
WEZY DL, Sy —RBERIIVAEE D)
M, ADN=F U IITAEPSEEAHEET VA
ZExsICL, BETEIHEEICKRE L LM
FA-DVEHZHIEFEH L. 1 82009
WKBA, SRR NOWERENLY, RO
FEER2%THL I EEH LM LT,

U, WEZOWLTH %, Moving with (%

% &), Moving against (% % 7% &), Moving
away (ilEBE7: &), Moving inward (5, FE#HRL

FEIHEBT AL E) O

LTwh, F7, B
&3 ﬁ%%1&%“f@ L EH I 5400
ftge s 5, H“%@qwﬁ A4 DS SN o
Lol EWEL, RBICEET0 L4501, A
bwﬁth“éMMmﬁﬁAt;of,ﬁiaf
REDTEAL L7z &3 LT,

&Y. Moving outward ("ﬁ
bOoDMERT LT

B -

IE BN, DB T TR DK
S, HUERBEOR % SR~ ORBE L 12
i quf:c ;

B, A b—F 2 7o PREE u/LUH'
LU Lf, T8y F A MR PR E AT
HIFC £ B RIRE AT 2 120

KIFRICHB T 2 XHER
Spitzberg & Cupach (2007) %P5 % . /M [4EC
li?OOO/ﬁU WEOIEE LT, Bl
FrHicL, A b—F v /41)",-“
EARBYIZ L, PsycINFO 4 pEFE 2
VT, A L—F v T 5ET :
HEER L 720 PsycINEFO Tid, 200048 L. iu O BEFE SCHE
DOHRT, F—7— N2 “stalking” % & T CHLE M
Av L 726 ’iﬁ\ Y b (=4
relational intrusion”, “harassment”, “unwanted
pursuit behaviors” OFE) 2 & T AT AL S 726
FRERFE B & F 470 i aE 0 BE 4%

“stalking”, “obsessive

R E (obsessive
relational intrusion; ORI) & i, fﬁ)Zﬁ A& DB
LEAGRERRT S (Frodmiite v56) JFHHE
PETRE IS L B, BEEPE T RVWEENS Y
Y, SRR O) 774N -OREFE] &
FEFE SIS (Cupach & Spitzberg, 2000)s A b —F
V7 ETENBRRE LGS DOKREINEE - T
w5 (Chapman & Spitzberg, 2003) 7=, #Esh
7B R EO N E FNEFA I —F Y
BLE LTHA . £OMR TIMFOSRAS R &
nN7ze PsycINFO ’C\'ij\:)— Sl E D ’J 5, WEET
P STV R WIS, A M—F S EEY
o v 3R (FEE P47 (domestic violence;
DY) %, #MEEMEES (ntimate partner Violence'
IW)@A@:&L(w&XMﬁt)ﬁP
433 DR R M S NS, £, RKWLET A
[ 7 Nl - t?&x;l%<t §'7é>
I, L Ea—ER, Rl S R,
F OB, 20004 LLEE O L ¥ 2 — 5 3¢ (Nicastro,
Cousins, & Spitzherg, 2000; Spitzberg & Cupach,

©)

@ @ .iilﬁm I |
} Peer review journal l } i umulzoﬁz 4244
| - F—T—R"stalking” | - stalking A9+ & B2 < .
_* 20008 A IR EARC | I@?E .
71444 4334 ST ERMGEIIHIE 1

Figure 1. PsycINFO T XHIREE )

2764 (RS



WEHAEE - & BRI
2003; 2007) 2BV T Mﬁénfwtﬁ‘r$ﬁ

T o Fr3CHkRP, “cyberstalking” W BT AN E
W Ui, A= 7 W L%
gk, 2764 Tadh -7 (Figure 1)o

ik & fE OBEE

2761 OXMOWIIEE I, A b —
DAL, A b — A — OEEEAL, WE

ORI, VAT T 7Y — DY, w% ﬂi

@), WEHA~DLREEL EThH o1, :
ARN—F Y TIUHET AL - R E R x
k- oyAR e WM HEI 4 B & RAE20~ 304

DA D= F 2 IPBEDATHONTE Y, FOHTH A
=2 b —=F v I D u%%”ﬁ Ty L2

& -7z (Figure 2)o
'1)1’1?\%17”3’(@“&#‘1*75’% Lo — R
P I i 2 RO NS % 2
LiTROpAT % S ﬁii%ﬂ% W2 L7z WE9Ri3934:, —ik TE?
RASTGI L0786, WMEASY v 7 ’i”" 3
B.OBEE, Al EOBME R
B4l Th otre 7z, MEE LRI LW
768, WER E S LR 1I50M, nER &
O8I LT A0M9E61584, A b —
—\' VROV EEHRE L, MERRYE
EMGE LBV Th o7, BEAY v
%“”H@t@ MR DR EERE T IR

5 LR
DU TE o 720 WEHHHOVIR, MELHR

:??

('

BAR—=FT
40 4 BHAN—RE—FY

0) S S ©
22 0 100\’ i@l 1@‘5&" 40 1006 A° qp‘{\
Figure 2. A M—F 7 e A N2 b —F 2 O
A SOFETHWHUE, PsycINFO T K12

LA EBwi=b0ThY, L E2—HuReHiuliisesse

3 7N T B TR & 41

D% % {7~ Tw7z (Table 1)s .
Zb—% 2T OEHRDHEE
AP=FY rORZI, WRECEICL > TR

Hh INFET, AL A % IOBEHRIURN
SNTCE e #7200, BIEATEA P ~F 710

BILTii— S N REHELTELT, WRE
EBAN=F 7 DWRAF G LT ORI B TR
ALt 5 b,
1o, KEHEORMITIL 2 b —F 2 7 &5
BREREAT R N TH B, A N—F v S OEM

471 T%He4ormﬁ&#w EIpb
AR —F CETHRECKTAEET
7°1jw5-f‘35)%>ﬁ“ /?)?Uléfla‘. RiEch s,
B, EHEETIHEIL, Ab-F Y IOTH
%%w@,ﬁM#hn?l}i%@%MBmE%%
WEEEHTANE VI A Hi7e & ORKIE

il R Mt

1T b T

‘ “Table 1 »
A b= % Y YOG R

¥ - BRR

34 11 0

52 58 29
WEx wE% 12 3 0 -
EHLELTH W 19 12 12 -

FNT b, Figure 104334 % ) Hfox—o

R NVC VG AR VS
U RN PN T S LN AN NN
N S S LN LG L N LN L
R
“stalking”, “cyberstaking” o 3Rk . EEETCEE




42 CHBKREOBEEHRE BT

FUGIEEEHTH Y, WELDEK L AGOR N
do THERPKECR foc Bl P AU

L AN=F T ﬁ?wug¢%%®ﬁﬁ
ERIIEOLPEVI HTH b, METRZ L
&, BEIOX b — 7 —BREC R BT AE ST
Th,

W, A P —=F L IOFTEOFRESR

PREE,
et [ A:FJMJ e 4 A tb“).'#a’Ca‘o ho EFE
W, TRE] ze6tdox, B4 T2
’<‘° fZMJJ-FJ Wi g5 b 0] &L ED TV A FERDH
HFHET D, LoL, LHOTRThLHOfREFELE
HBEABAL=F v TRIHEHET S,

:@;6@ A b= F T OEFRIATRELDSD

. BESELT o TWRWY, RIFEOR b F

’J VB SRR A e EREF IR 2761 O Tl i
TWBE#HY, NAEOBEUHEIZEITTHEL TR
N3 5

B, BEEFRCERE

HTIZEREND bo
Langhinrichsen-Rohling, Palarea, Cohen, & Rohling
(2000) t&, A b—=F ¥ 7% [MEIPTEEEZHF-
TwRVO (JFEV), B ) BEWEGRE b L
VELTITH #BRAEDET EWV] EEFHELTVA,
IOEFRTIE, BEMHREDLIL LTV AHDA
SEROTT R TH Y, FBLULFIIWT LR RE
BnEpSThis, CEeERRE %“” FhRVA
F=F 2 EEENGEV. TOL D LRERROA
IENEY LTI ERY R V‘f»ll?{)\li, 2914 TdH -

A b= F Y T REE OGRS R RE L
EORBRISIEESTH T K BN D Do Lewis,
hemouw Del Ben, & Farr (2001) Tif, A F—%
T [EEWTERLITATH Y, WEB L
4\&4’?"' M\l* EDRFISH AR 34, WEHLH
BEOLGENAT BB E % 5 LERFTE] &5k
L“Cb’én CNEDOERTIE, TREZITTORES
HOBMREREDLZ £ 1\—% ¥ T ERDBEMT
b SO BRBIERIDICESE S TrowEsss
W HRE, 74T dH o7
B, MERMoOERICE ST HTLERND
%, Diette, Goldsmith, Hamilton, Darity, &
McFarland (2014) T, A b—F ¥ 7 E% (%

BCTEXEOHDLDEFTEV] EEHELTWVAE, IO
L% (R R & TR E v kg, 11

HThotze

B, A b =% 2 S OUEI P (S R
N Ay S B SEil L7RE N IRREE 2
=% roEsge LTH 23 (Cupach &

Spitzherg, 2000; Spitzberg, Marshall, & Cupach;
2001) - %> McFarlane, Campbell, & Watson (2002) T
W TEER 2 A SRR E RS2 TH S H TR
TNE 2ELLFL o#if‘tj&gtﬁ%Lrﬁ
", ﬁéiuWLTw% t# HThb, D&
% 7 R AR R I 2 ZF)Tf ik o AAVAS'S
h‘d« . 091/1’C§)oto

B, EEERHHOBCERIC 713:1’175‘&)
Bo WAL EO RS > TV %) ﬂb‘t A
X, FOEPCMDOA N —F v S HMEIC LB ’b@
°, BUEHILL200H b, HOEZEOME L
T, [Ab=—FrroWELHholtdEdh iy
Mol R TAT— ’f VI RToTEEHY T
EVERIIK LT, HBEEOROIA P—F 7]
DA A= .lo’(iﬂv nihfrh%s, AP—F2
TEEFELTWBHEISFEAET S (Sheridan &
Roberts, 2011), ERMOBHMEDL, BT b E
JSZfPIQJ’?JH».tLi‘Ji?ZU 7o, Bial [AM—F

T BWESNTE, L0 RECEREH

wTJZ?Ji iE, 2614 T o7z

Ab—F L THERRE

A b =% 7 OWEERERE, FTEOEERME
T ;ocﬂ*ofw&oﬁ*éhjzmwim
DB, WEEBIIOD T A2 EH A%
1mﬂf%otoimﬂ®mf &%$##mtfw

BUFELL, 63T o7z,

WEZZEL L TWHIIES Ra L, KREESN
& LT A ERDOMFEA204:, —M A T3S
& LTV AHIEEDS 181, IRBEOIGIENE LR E &
EOEMEE A NG E LT ANV TH o7
(Table 2),

T, HEREFEEWE LB (Dressing,
Kuehner, & Gass, 2000) J:, W1 J}~ j’i’u) 54
MoWELWE LRI HEALE LA Narud,
Friestad, & Dahl, 2014), &gt &1L, K
EEWRE LANZETIE3 %2 5H78%, —MhiERs
WHE LR TI61% D 564%, BMEEZO
WEMM AR E L2 TIE22% 5> 587% &,
EDEFROWERSIFIL (R ENT Wiz,

WEEEL Y o 18O UFROWIENE L, 5
HOMETE =, ﬁ*%ﬁ%#%@x\w%‘”m
EBErFELCVBLAIEL, Ab—F v TFDD
BT EWITAITTRL, J%ﬂﬁb?h%%&b
WHEE TS TP AT L 7 (Sheridan &
Roberts, 2011) F 7=, WHDIMNETAHIZEEEH T
7oAFBE S F9E L7z (Thompson, Dennison, & Stewart,




RS - A89F & BT

2012) 6

7:@43 BE HEEDEDOA M —F VI HEIZB

Tk, 1>9—=3v s ETORAN—F 7 TH5BA
A IN= 2 b —F 7 (“cyberstalking”) AN & 2o
Tw % (Spitzberg, 2002}, PsycINFQ T, 4 4 /3
Ab=Fr75F—"7—FELTHETLE, 0D
TEE AW e & L f O IX1999E TH o 7
(Deirmenjian, 1999). “cyberstalking” DFA & &
BT A tD Y, 200580 HEFE L~ 7
O GEA A STV (Figure 2)o 41K, A
Yy =Gy PR THEM, BETELLHK
oltl EDHELTwELEELLND,

DRI 708~

976#53@3(?@';0) At A —F v IS
AT F =22 THo T B HEFE
2, 83 Ta%@f_ (Table 3)o

Bk omisecid, MEFOFEST 71 v v ER
IS 2 H TS, JRRIEIEYTFLE & A
b—FryINEEOBMEPERSINTEL (Eke,
Hilton, Meloy, Mohandie, & Williams, 2011)s < @

) DL HBITHNTE .

A F = % 2T TSR & YU 43

IARTFERIT T 4w 0 BEEF) Ay Ty o 7~
TR LR, 218 TH - 7oa

20004 LIBT ), A b —F ¥ 7t L7 ERE A DB
HHG 77 v &IV tﬁ (Melton, 2000)
W, Ah=F2rMEDIRY 77 75—l INE
EOREELTED b T (ELoLomama DR
LA L, 200042 LA
YT, S E DT~ LS (Davis, Ace, &
Andra, 2000) A EIE 0 F & (Mechanic, Weaver,
& Resick, 2000) 7)‘ WNHOA b= T ELR
A BT L E, BEFOHR PELEEE L7 TFgE
VA 2 < o Twhe DL IBEFOMEFHRYE
Ay 77y —& LTHR LRI 25{’i“Cda/>
o

20004 LIFT OWi4e 0 Ao 77 7 8 — & LTR
ENTELMEZ D=5 ) F 4 OFHIZDWT
&, BHETY, THvFA Y bOREES (Patton,
Nobles, & Fox, 2010) i/ — v 1) 7 1 %
(Meloy & Boyd, 2003) 7 &00/X— F Y 7 4 75Y
AL T F—E LTRENTEY, JO&H &l
MM D o7z 727U, FBHHRE LA P—F T
N & o BEEEE & OIS o 72 (Rosenfeld,

Table 2
WEEEEIY > e O ME R

B i T KREEH: % B E

Cupach & Spitzherg 2000 3~T78% O

Logan & Leukefeld et al. 2000 27.0% @

Bjerregaard 2000 25.0% O

Kohn & Flood et al. 2000 15.0% O

Tjaden & Thoennes et al. 2000 12.1% O

Spitzberg & Marshall et al. 2001 40.0% O

Sheridan & Davies et al. 2001 24.0% O

Sandberg & McNiel et al. 2002 53.0% O
Roberts 2002 34.4% O

Purcell & Pathé et al. 2002 23.4% O

Sheridan & Gillett et al. 2002 5.2% O

Jagessar & Sheridan 2004 27.0% O

Chapman & Sitzherg 2004 20.0% O

Roberts 2005 35.9% O

Roberts 2005 34.4% O

Purcell & Powell et al. 2005 19.5% QO
Dressing & Kuehner et al. 2005 12.0% O

Galeazzi & Elkins et al. 2005 11.0% O
Hudson-Allez 2006 48.0% O
Basile & Swahn et al. 2006 4.5% O

BCEBRITEERL, KRE -~ BREE, WRERRETET



44 : S k¥ B E B R %54

Table 2

_E

RO o 72WIFE DR G

Amar : 2007 32.0%

Jordan & Wilcox et al, 2007 18.0%

Stieger & Burger et al. 2008 11.0%

Thomas & Purcell et al. ‘ 2008 11.7%

van der Aa & Kunst : 2009 16.5%

Jones & Sheridan 2008 42.2%

Buhi & Clayton et al. 2009 26.9% O

Gass & Martini et al. : 2009 2.2%

Amar & Alexy k 2010 26.3% O

Bjorklund & Hikkinen-Nyhoim et al. 2010 22.3% O

Kraft & Wang 2010 9.0% O

Winkleman & Winstead 2011 67.8% O
Morgan & Kavanaugh : 2011 25.4% O
Whyte & Penny et al. 2011 21.0% O
Sheridan & Roberts 2011 8.0% O

Reyns & Henson et al. 2012 40.8% O

Nwachukwu & Agyapong et al. 2012 25.1% :

McNamara & Marsil 2012 12.0% O

Nobles & Fox 2013 25.9% O

Wooster & Farnham. et al. 2013 20.0%

Edwards & Gidycz 2014 51.8% O

Betsos & Marchesi 2014 37.3%

Maran & Varetto et al. 2014 20.0% O

Fisher & Coker et al. 2014 16.5% O

Narud & Triestad et al. 2014 16.0%

Maran & Varetto et al, 2014 14.0%

Dresing & Bailer et al. 2014 6.3% O

Every-Palmer & Barry-Walsh et al. 2015 87.0%

Edwards & Sylaska et al. 2015 53.1%

Breiding 2015 15.2% O

Hellmann & Kliem et al. 2015 15.0% O

Kivisto & Berman et al. 2015 14.0%

Sheridan & James, David V 2015 12.3% O

Reyns & Henson et al. 2015 7.0% O

Guldimann & Stieglitz et al. 2015 5.2%

Pereira & Spitzberg et al. 2016 66.1%

Dardis & Amoroso et al. 2016 64.0% O

Pereira & Matos 2016 61.9%

James & Farnham et al. 2016 53.0% O
Clarke & Yanson et al. 2016 25.4% O
Reidy & Smith-Darden et al. 2016 14.0%

Storey 2016 7.0%

Ménard & Cox 2016 6.1%

B ARREAEE L, R - - PRI, MR E R T



YRRIZERL - AR & BEIRL X b —F TR B3 B AR & k

2004) ¢

—J5 WERMOY AT T 7o d—DOWE S &

ATBY, WEEDST A TATAVICESTH T

RAEEL, TR I 50 EREEBEL D
B AR 2 L Tw A (Reyns, Henson, Fisher, Fox,
& Nobles, 2016)0 Z O & 9 %4

ERDY) AL T T

Table 3

fis b2 %,

MORER NN ECE
Kaukinen, 2009) %, W#OMISERA ) 27 7 7
77— L THT 5N Tz (Langhinrichsen-
Rohling & Rohling, 2000) .

WAL T 708 =Wz ) Ao 770 8 —

9 TL[:’C‘K;) = j:_'\

(Fox, Gover &

IR
i

WER

wH sy, BEMME S—vIUT A 5 F Ot

“Brewster 2000 O

Tarnham & James et al. 2000 O O
Langhinrichsen-Rohling & Rohling 2000 O
Langhinrichsen-Rohling & Palarea et al. 2000 O

Logan & Leukefeld et al. 2000 O

Mechanic & Weaver et al. 2000 O

Meloy & Rivers et al. 2000 O O

Tijaden & Thoennes 2000

Lewis & Fremouw et al. 2003, O

Meloy & Davis et al. 2001 O

Morewitz 2001 O
Sheridan & Davies 2001 O

Spitzberg & Marshall et al. 2001 O
MclFarlane & Campbell et al. 2002 @)
Rosenfeld & Harmon 2002

Dye & Davis 2003 O

James & Farnham 2003 O O

TJasinski & Diefz 2003 O O
Meloy & Boyd 2003 O

Rosenfeld 2003 O O

Slashinski & Coker et al. 2003

Groves & Salfati et al. 2004 O

Kamphuis & Emmelkamp et al. 2004

Tonin 2004

Alexy 2005 O O

Purcell & Pathe et al. 2005

Roberts 2005 O O

Rosenfeld & Lewis 2005

Williams & Frieze 2005

Dennison & Stewart 2006

Dutton & Winstead et al. 2006 O

Hudson-Allez 2006 O

McCutcheon & Scott et al. 2006 O

Dietz & Martin 2007

Melton 2007 O Q

Roberts 2007 O

Spitzberg & Veksler 2007 O

Whyte & Petch et al. 2007




46 oW ORFELL B EWE OB HME
Table 3
VAT Ty 08— WO TR Ay 77 08— (Fid
B4 ﬂr-: T, EEME vy Z o
. i 7574wy TETT ’
MacKenzie & Mullen et al. 2008 O
McEwan & Mullen et al. 2008 O
Mortison 2008 O
Reavis & Allen et al. 2008 )
Thomas & Purcell et al. 2008 O O
Whyte & Petch et al. 2008 O
Fox & Gover et al. 2009
McEwan & Mullen et al. 2009 O
McEwan & Mullen et al. 2009 O O
Purcell & Flower et al. 2009 O
Storey & Hart et al. ) 2009 O
Bjorklund & Hikkinen-Nyholm et al. 2010 O
James & McEwan et al. 2010 @)
Kraft & Wang 2010
MacKenzie & James et al. 2010 O
Patton & Nobles et al. 2010 @)
Basile & Hall 2011 @)
Cupach & Spitzherg et al. 2011 O
De Smet & Buysse et al. 2011 O
Eke & Hilton et al. 2011 O O
Fox & Nobles et al. 2011 O
Logan & Cole 2011 O
Norris & Huss et al. 2011 O O
Reyns & Henson et al. 2011
McEwan & MacKenzie et al. 2012 O
Menard & Pincus 2012 O O O
Strand & McEwan 2012 O
Terreira & Matos 2013 O
Mastronardi & Pomilla et al. 2013 O
McEwan & Strand 2013 O
Reyns & Englebrecht 2013 @)
Strawhun & Adams et al, 2013 O O
Menard & Pincus 2014 O O
Narud & Friestad et al. 2014 O G
Tassy & Winstead 2014 O
De Smet & Uzieblo et al. 2015 O O
Fox & Tokunaga 2015 O O
Karz & Rich 2015 O
Reyns & Henson et al. 2015
Lee & Young 2016 @)
Marcum & Higgins et al. 2016 O O
Navarro & Marcum et al. 2016 @]
Pereira & Matos 2016 O
Sheridan & Scott et al, 2016 O
Wooster & James et al. 2016 O




PRIMARE - & BEEC A

XHALATED - JREE

m%%@N%ﬁmk%mﬁwﬁmﬁ%&E@ﬁﬁ
oW Tl 72l gRE, 2760 Rk H B, 874 T
o7, !

WEHIL, NE % TEO N4 TR LT, %ém
WEBNEZ F L2 EDETEZIZT 54
,L‘{s @)% & Ao Cupach & Spitzberg (2000) I3, &

B MREE T AR LT & LT, AmICE)

<, MBS, B, LA, o s
DHR LI, }ohmsen & Tjgrnhgj-Thomsen (2016)

T, WEHEFWELFTITC, roHE0nE DI
T5 % EHS W)ﬁﬂ)i"l‘ R4 52 & T A
BT ERRLIZ. ZOL G LWEEIE 278
WATE D PV % 50T L2z 1F9848. 191 Tah - 720

ST EO—D1Z, 1&%”\0)5&,13)).2 BT B
bo EBIEFEOMIFIC Fio, BRI T
LWL, TR (J‘ HJi & % BEFE O FTFAT
4 A, Galeazzi, Buéar-Ruéman, De Fazio, &
Groenen (2009) T, —#EANODOA b —F 2 7

ERME R E LMET, RUERFELEE S,
WEEIIRL ¥ — L COMBEEEA~ O R b

%\ I & % K L 720 Pereira, Spitzberg, & Matos
(2016) (&, #EIWHT HBRMATR T LBEIE
Wy b SO AL TWIETRLE, 2
@ & I EEE b !%7 S AEE, 1T TH - .
THLATE S OFFMAER & LT #1952 A LA
TR, BHA NV ABEL &L OB RE T L
i J§43H‘(—}-ﬁ: L 7zo Edwards & Gidycz (2014) Tid,
TERBARTD S DA b —F v IWED, BYEA ML
ER NEHi e BET A LR LT B
b, A b—=F /oMl ES CIZL, LY
ANV AW B 2 (Galeazzi et al., 2009) R, -
xR —- N EFITAI LT, FOBOREMAERK
THESEDL I L xR LA (Nguyen, Spitzberg, &
Lee, 2012) o Wigc&fka @ LT, ?}i ILEoTXA
b= SHE O] F B TR R
BEHRDZEPPL NI EN TN,

F70, BEhRERE L L ’Ci&ﬂ’\m&la& IR L H D
MR x B L Twv 2108 HFE L 2
Constanza, Cmquegrana Cacace, & Crapolicchio
(2016) T, G A L o EE o
4, = BEHOWEEZITTND
e n s Lto

EARADZI b—F > THREOEIME

B/\kda é7\f —

b ZUIH S BIFSEEN & A 47

HHEOHLOBEN IR L CRELCE
HATHOTHEIFIEC 2 A h—~h 5
i, 19994E10 B KIBAR ¢, &P ket
JERCRA T AR E S AR A | A = H5q
B De TOBEMNE DT E B T, 2000810 A
b~ﬁ—ﬁmtﬁ%%éﬂto
Ab=F U ZICET A BRTCOSHEOMIE L L
fu,&%a(w%)#%u NBs WIS (1998)
B A R—%r 0% EEREOEM R LT
HEGEE A HHEC L o T, BELELEITE

Pin

’% 2L LM B &) SR, T DERE
7o A AREN TEHE L A B30 2 gL ﬁ‘7" #
Bl A b — %2 ZOMEBATE & O B2 B LB
I CIE L T b, F72, Fili- A b—F—

ff;‘( =fFs4 (2001) T, EMBOREE - SRE

AL THELTY, [IEY BRSO, 2
%*&w%é*ih&cﬁwbk AR E R
Fka 52 sS4 570 ] OEERERG, SRED
BWF3.7%, wF102%, KEADEEF6.1%, LT
138%th{u ENTWA,

EWEEad (200148128 ), A &)l B E
(20124611 8), BRHR=HEW (20184:108) T4k
L7z A b= — B4 EE, A b—F 0o
TAEDOHEOIE T o7, I OB T i
L LT, B - AR (2014) ey - BN - HgE .
Tl B (2015) BhHiFeisd, Bl HFE

(2014) 13, BBRCEFLATAHBRCETA ¢<*W
(FEERELER) o —F 1 07 - 7 — VI & - TR

L, MEFBOHEELE T/ Ab=F 2 7NEH
I, OEBETAN—F 72T o7
3”"?’ IAH L — f\ W G SRR LB B
T REME TR V& ”‘%&_ IR ENDL T ERRL
/:_o u)slyl‘:) \201\)) = j\,‘)‘:{O}J J,Cx.'?i_ ;;JIJJELG_
Ty, P FSA F L P ARINTG A A Y T~
DELTAN=F UV IalEL T, TORE
?VWHO#ﬁH;UBZb—«/QQ&%i 4]
LHIEPENWI ER, BEIERTHICLIN ST
WENHLTHIEEZRLT VA,

T, BEXMOTIT oA P F 2 IHE
BOREE LT, 04FIZABBPERLL (B
BT 2] (FR26EENE) 2H 5 (N
B LIt EEME, 2015)s 3EBEIZERS 1
TWAHREBETH, TNFTFAAT A v o344
Ly ART— VRENOBPETIY LT Twnions,
2B AETHO TA b —F v VHENHR YR
W&z ZoE, EEEO73% (FH1H4.0%,
XWMS%)ﬁ,JI@{H#%@%M&OSEt
WEEDEER A W L, F7, areifil




48 ‘ G SN

(2017) Iodk o, 18-39DEER LW ERIZ, A
PR v SREEBERROMNSE L CEEE ST
WAEDTH N, A A L 7218844 H155%
(82%) HBESHEMOA b —F v ¥ OWEL R
L7z 7 :
COEHHRIEBITBA M- F Y FICHETAE
By e fiFgeid v DR B b DD, IO R
ENRBE FOBRWEMMAE T EE VAR
Uy,

EROZ b—F 2 THAOREZ

Plowgmmais 2T, BROA—F2r7
WRDEHD B H FIDOWTER L b,

B, Wt onigE s BRI, BIRNOBIEI B
THAL=F L FORZFTOELATPASNL, BT
OHAED A H ~—71""‘ﬂxil](zj‘”(@iﬁﬁi”ﬁﬁE‘Z’LZD;_
EWEHTH DY, EBITE—EORNIT A HE
BEFETRGEEADLIELE VN, ZTD0, K
g - ROBRRIE T, BEERoOEERT
Ab—=FrrWECWETLE, HEZRKIZ

i

L, #npAl ~-ia — 4R B A S Ak

BTEL LG B, 2O, BRI
W%A]”T/”@h%i%%TWﬁZUMuml
L, #RYMF9E &g d 27201020, A b—F >
FHNCHEOFE ®FNR, 0. FRIIE) mm
BB RO ¥ ‘é@ﬁ@ﬁf%évoi
Fo, Ab—=F VI ORHEEEY L) AT COR
FIZEDWTMET L ?WHI{ML @uél,’féi"a‘)@o

EL, ERofigE A b X T OWEGE
_1.4 '0‘4/73") fQo dUA uth@’f/»f‘:chn IJ o)ﬂnji
CHETIE, TERBHFENISOR b —
PROE (o Tnrz CBEF, 2016).
WRIE LB A N—F Y SOV T,
B TR E OB ORI RIEERe, B0
HHEAP—F 2 IHE - NELOPELT~L T
ET, AM=F Y ZIGRDTF T2 H B R DR
ENAHETHSH . 4181, WEEENEOATIEL
<. ) ’@ﬂMPL %Té:ikw“¥1ﬁ1@

#> EPJC BT, AN —F v THEEZO(
iy - BN % W%{wofm ENZ LI DD
> %J’Lno AW/#OMJ iﬂ\‘z‘l’(vi Iz, A

£ A U A FOHROW
disd h, D

¢cEh

[k

e ERMoOWE
¥ U
R BA A5 R

70%fWAbv1M%tm

Teo THMEG A b BNIBY sHEHO.LHE
B BHEAZEMTRETAZET, UEBIIHL

Tﬁ/’??)ﬂ;x:}f{’ ] /\ (_1 ') N tﬁ‘fé 4’0’(‘3)73 Do
Tr, BRYIREE T oo ER R LT, B

L B g

poiy
K

w
B
aff

B AW LR, FONREOBRMERET S
ST, BEERRTERIEE, Bt 0%
%mﬁrr?o&ﬁ% EHE RN A, A1,
o @bfm BEI B BEERII T
faﬂf RFZENETNS

5| R 3Tk

Chapman, D. E., & Spitzberg, B. H. (2003). Are you
following me? A study of unwanted relationship
pursuit and stalking in Japan: What behaviors
are prevalent? Bulletin of Hijiyama University,
10, 89-117.

Caoleman, F L. (1997). Stalking behavior and the
cycle of domestic violence. Journal of
Interpersonal Violence, 12, 420-432.

Constanza, B. A., Cinquegrana, V., Cacace, S., &
Crapolicchio, E. (2016). Victim's perception of
quality of help and support by the police issuing
warnings orders in exintimate partner stalking
cases in Italy. Policing 10, 432-445.

Cupach, W. R., & Spitzberg, B. H. (2000). Obsessive
relational intrusion: Incidence, perceived
severity, and coping. Violence and Victims, 15,
357-372.

Cupach, W. R., & Spitzberg, B. H. (2004). The dark
side of relationship pursuit: From atiraction to
obsession and stalking. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence
Erlbaum Associates.

Davis, K. E., Ace, A., & Andra, M. (2000). Stalking
perpetrators and psychological maltreatment of
partners: Anger-jealousy, attachment insecurity,
need for control, and hreakup context. Violence
and Victims, 15, 407-425.

Deirmenjian, J. M. (1999). Stalking in cyberspace.
Journal of the American Academy of Psychiatry
and the Law, 27, 407-413,

Diette, T. M., Goldsmith, A. H., Hamilton, D., Darity,
W, & McFarland, K. (2014). Stalking: Does it
leave a psychological footprint? Social Science
Quarterly, 95, 563-530.

Dressing, H., Kuehner, C., & Gass, P. (2005),
Lifetime prevalence and impact of stalking in a
European population: Epidemiological data from
a middle-sized german city. The British Jowrnal
of Psychiatry, 187, 168-172.

Edwards, X. M., & Gidycz, C. A. (2014). Stalking
and psychosocial distress following the



IRMAEE R B RBETHEAD:

termination. of an abusive dating relationship: A
prospective analysis. Violence Against Women,
20, 1383-1397.

Eke, A. W, Hilton, N. Z., Meloy, ]. R., Mohandie, K.,
& Williams, J. (2011). Predictors of recidivism
by stalkers: A nine-year follow-up of police
contacts. Behavioral Sciences and the Law, 29,
271-283.

Fox, K. A, Gover, A. R., & Kaukinen, C. (2009).
The effects of low self-control and childhood
maltreatment on stalking victimization among
men and women. American Journal of Criminal
Justice, 34, 181-197.

Galeazzi, G. M., Bucar-Ruéman, A., De Fazio, L., &
Groenen, A. (2009). Experiences of stalking
victims and requests for help in three European
countries. Furopean Jowrnal on Criminal Policy
and Research, 15, 243-260.

Johansen, K. B. H., & Tjgrnhgj-Thomsen, T. (2016).
The consequences of coping with stalking-
results from the first gqualitative study on
stalking in Denmark. International Journal of
Publzc Health, 61, 883-889.

8y (2016). FE2TEROA b —n—BERD
! ;jjmgi XL AL "/‘F\“v)" DX ORIz DWW T
Retrived from https://www.npa.go.jp/safetylife/
seianki/stalker/seianki26STDV.pdf (20174F 2 H
23H)

Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J., & Rohling, M. (2000).
Negative family-of-origin experiences: Are they

associated with perpetrating unwanted pursuit
behaviors? Violence and Victims, 15, 459-471.

Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J., Palarea, R. E., Cohen, ],
& Rohling, M. (2000). Breaking up is hard to
do: Pursuit behaviors following the dissolution
of romantic relationships. Violence and Victims,
15, 73-90.

Lewis, S. I, Fremouw, W. J., Del Ben, K., & Farr, C.
(2001). An investigation of the psychological
characteristics of stalkers: Empathy, problem-
solving, attachment and borderline personality
features. Journal of Forensic Sciences, 46, 80-84.

McFarlane, J., Campbell, J. C., & Watson, K. (2002).
Intimate partner stalking and femicide: Urgent
implications for women's safety. Behavioral
Sciences and the Law, 20, 51-68.

Mechanic, M. B., Weaver, T. L., & Resick, P A.
(2000). Intimate partner violence and stalking

A=y L-B{]ysn @m] j})l i1 k ul\t ) 49

behavior: Exploration of patterns and correlates
in a sample of acutely battered women. Viclence
and Victims, 15, 55~72. ' :

Meloy, J. R.; & Boyd, C. (2003). Female stalkers and
their victims. Jowrnal of the American Academy
of Psychiatry and the Law, 31, 211-219.

Melton, H. C. (2000). Stalking: A review of the
literature and direction for the future. Criminal
Justice Review, 25, 246-202.

IR HJE,AJJ~'W"7QF{TIJ% (2015). BAcH BT 55
TS A EREE  Retrived from http://
www.gendel.go.m/po icy/no_violence/e-vaw/
chousa/pdf/h26danjokan-1.pdf (20174 2 H23H)

Narud, K., Friestad, C., & Dahl, A. A. (2014).
Stalking experiences and associated factors-A
controlled population-based study from Norway:

- Nordic Journal of Psychiatry, 68, 347-354.

Nguyen, L. K., Spitzberg, B. H., & Lee, C. M. (2012).
Coping with ohsessive relational intrusion and
stalking: The role of social support and coping
strategies. Violence and Victims, 27, 414-433.

Nicastro, A. M., Cousins, A. V., & Spitzberg, B. H.
(2000). The tactical face of stalking. journal of
Criminal ]zzstice, 28, 69-82.

MR Ok - BN WE - HEE ERIE DL LA R
i OE3E (2015). HEVMRT— b /\42 LA
NFGAAY PREOGERESH (1) —HE
CEEF BTN — ER 1\5?5'33‘{5‘53??!%8
B, 71, 135-147.

Patton, C. L., Nobles, M. R.,, & Fox, K. A. (2010).
Look who's stalking: Obsessive pursuit and

attachment theory. Journal of Criminal Justice,

38, 282-290.

F, Spitzberg, B. H., & Matos, M. (2016).
Cyber-harassment victimization in Portugal:
Prevalence, fear and help-seeking among
adolescents. Computers in Human Behavior, 62,
136-146.

Reyns, B. W, Henson, B., Fisher, B. S., Fox, K. A,
& Nobles, M. R. (2016). A gendered lifestyle-
routine activity approach. to explaining stalking
victimization in Canada. Jowrnal of Interpersonal
Violence, 31, 1719~1743.

Rosenfeld, B. (2004). Violence risk factors in stalking
and obsessional harassment: A review and

Pereira,

preliminary meta-analysis. Criminal Justice and
Behavior; 31, 9-36.

Sheridan, L., & Roberts, K. (2011). Key questions to



50 LW A L HL o B %

consider in stalking cases. -Behavioral Sciences
and the Law, 29, 265-270.
B B ﬁ”ﬁ CT,( (2014) Acb— 91— AH R
VT AHEE HATT
E aﬁ"/l?llﬂ‘)(’\?%%%, 44-43,
Spﬁzbe{gllS.}{.(ZOOZL The tactical topography of
stalking victimization and management. Trauma,
Violence, and Abuse, 3, 261-288.
Spitzberg, B. H., & Cupach, W. R. (2003). What mad
pursuit?: Obsessive relational intrusion and

stalking related phenomena. Aggression and
Violent Behavigr, 8, 345-375.

Spitzberg, B. H., & Cupach, W. R. (2007). The state
of the art of stalking: Taking stock of the
emerging literature, Aggression and Violent
Behavior, 12, 64~86.

Spitzberg, B. H., Marshall, L., & Cupach, W. R.
(2001). Obsessive rdatlonal intrusion, coping,

CE s F

and sexual coercion victimization.
Commumication. Reports, 14, 19-30.

Fhompson C. M., Dennison, S. M., & Stewart, A.
(2012). Are female stalkers more violent than
male stalkers? Understanding gender differences
in stalking violence using contemporary
sociocultural beliefs. Sex Roles, 66, 351-3065.

bﬂfﬁ b= —HEWIgEs (2001). HHEE- A b —

1’&3—!’ 39 B ARG & A BT B 05
Reuwed from http://www.syaanken.or.jp/?p=632
(201748 2 23 1)

LT M E (2017). A b —h — O EFERE
AT AN e S

i s S/ N 7 F”"“ CRE BE ML TERE - R
B B B (1998). A b — -1 aui »
Whgt (2) JRSR.LHEEENTYE, 36 (4555
20-21.

(%f4 H28K « 36 H12H)



	039
	040
	041
	042
	043
	044
	045
	046
	047
	048
	049
	050

