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HRGA X, FREXNCANRMNZHEUBHAREKGF BN EEZRTN, REBHEFREXIALLA
N REEL B, BAMALRERRRE A KX, AR AR ARG F ok L0 K7 51800F %,
#HmARIE AR B ATAHEX, MXERX XA B, M E BB D . KRR
REA X Ry Mt —Fmit, XERGEEERTELHGXZ, FFM I T8 HA2M AR TRE B2

J& 4ikFnim TiEA2 09 %ok .

KR REAREX; RERZ; RTGEX; RTE R

SES  Bs44
1 518§

20 22 60 FRINFIRL2E 24 (Miller, 2003),
INFNBE2E S A SR A B it O BRI AT Jy ] f 4 it
TR AEHESR, R A AL 230 B S5 B
5 B T A S AU 9] (Baldwin, Fehr, Keedian,
Seidel, & Thomson, 1993; Baldwin, Keelan, Fehr,
Enns, & Koh-Rangarajoo, 1996; Mischel & Shoda,
1995), MABFFEAE AL 22032 . AR O B2 A
KRR 28 SUBUR IR RE 28 13 1 % 1) o AEWFSE
) b, BT MG TR MR A AN AR 22 e [ DG 22 5
5 BN RAE 5 AR, BRI ST 5C SRR
AR A | 5 SRR R A% ) R MR AR S 1
KB 5 B T3 B (Mikulincer, Birnbaum,
Woddies & Nachmias, 2000), ZEMF5 H2: I, HE
NI 5 o AR S B R AR I E A B B L
SR [va) 2300 ) e P DA TR 2 50 0y 12 5 Pl AR
RS EHISHM -, BIRE mER T &k
KRS W AE GRS T 1 4L 2 VAR . R
ASWEIE AL 2D R ) B IR AN = 1 TR
RS PR, MRS TR 7o

TEMR AR BE A 2 W), MRARBIETE A 4L 25 A
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B ZEZAE T T, Bowlby (1969/1982, 1973)
Tz W T S S 2 HIE R, IR R OC R B
W, kAR, BRARSRE, LA mEE K
ARERAE A A T AR K R, e Py TR X
(internal working models)”H2% i 42 i 12 AF FHL I
(Cassidy, 2016), {H7E Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters Fll
Wall (1978)83& T & KA IE R 5 )5, LA
KA S A3 1 R 7S A P 22 R R — B AR AR
5T A FE o TSR 4 3R KT Bowlby (1973)38 M
WRZSARAE A A 1 22 S SEARL B 4 AR ORI R Ji8, T A A
TR B2, Bowlby HRANFR IS AR AVERAE A9 SIS 1
FAE B OB R A5 2] 2 95 19 T AL . Bowlby
AIYVINHANAETEEK RS, HZRFEHA
B U, R SEIEIKRA RS, haXIER
GEs . IR ARG SRR Y HE RS, 45
BRI TR ARG 55T B N T AR = 7 4K
ASAH .0 34T g (Bowlby, 1969/1982; Bretherton,
1985), BFE WG LA §, i S B VR R T
MRASHH AR B T B2 %k vl g, 5 Bowlby
B AR W PR A TR . 5K R S0 R G A
LA — 3, 38 A O O BEER AR AR B R R
RENWFFEH R

Baldwin %5 (1996)i 7R A5 R 2 )5 37
R R AR Z I3 X 20 20 R P
W B, WIS SR S [ )5 3 05 AR 2
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SRS BRI T O R BEAT T ORI 2
A, SRR BRI AR A A RCR, B
V2 RV 325, R SCH S BAR AR 3 et
MR, Ak e AR ST 2t i R
AR, e 48 R R (B A SR T A LA TT
6], DUWRER) & TR SR I T

2 KRB RFE

AR5 B 2 R BB AR A KRB 5 v
9838 1 5 25 Bl 2 A Z A DGR, TR AR 7
R4 MR K R (attachment schema), i id %24
FR A G Bh 4 B AR R ST 45 h i R BLER 5T
MRASKIAS R BRI A R o e 3l JELARLZE A 2
W IR ey, B AR 15 B 58 BN 356 15 2h i
JEAR S P A B 00 5 3 e ) 1 4 2 RN A SR A BRI
W2 LG LA R g, ST AR AR 7N &R GE
T B 1R 51 3 AR AT Sy KB BAR AR R A7 DAk
4124 (Ainsworth et al., 1978), 43 B Fl A1 B 1 BE A1 1%
G390 AR A AR B 2 AR AR 2 42 SR 3 AR
WEAJRE . H YRS Zh = 2 2 dk T
KA, IS X IR B O B AT
RN R B A AT T3 25 2 0 R 1) 0 B T X B
FAEK A (Bartlett, 1932; Piaget, 1973; Rumelhart,
1980) MMAEAEA IR HIE A A KRR AE 23
AR AT g, S AR Rz
47 A (Bowlby, 1969/1982; Collins & Read, 1994;
Taylor & Crocker, 1981), [RIHT, 35 il B0 25 %
MRARZRAE, At L8 i A PR 0 3= S o o7 1Y)
RAEAL F T AE(working)” IR 2, 51 S MERE B
T AT, R 5B B0
TRAT A,

WA A B0 Ik 8 sh AR B g | A i — otk
THHSEMI(BI M IE, 2018; Mikulincer, Hirschberger
et al., 2001; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001), & T %
WA 5 SO A R, BT B AR AR S BB 5T
T s SRR s RIS 48 08 3h Ak F, &A1
W RBORT RO, At 3 A 38 S KA R Bl A AR D,
BRI BN R B TR AR A DG, BEBHMAL
| W A5 AR A1 ] . Mikulineer, Gillath
S5 (2001)R U AN AR AR5 8 07 TR 64T 9 R SR 5T
KB, ARG sh] DL A i S 1 N,
TR 175 &4 It 3 ) G & 5 5 il

W I Bl E RO R 5 AR 2 A 5G|

KR gte . Bgmsdas ., AR SGRIC L @
FERWRC i |« 96 . SR AE), WAL R
WHC RS | SETs . RIGEE), 60T DU AR 4
(BF5E L FRAR . 175 %)Y 44 5 (Carr & Landau, 2012;
Granqvist, Mikulincer, Gewirtz, & Shaver, 2012;
Mancini & Bonanno, 2012; Mikulincer, Gillath et
al., 2001; Mikulincer, Gillath, & Shaver, 2002), [
A ARG B SR AR A B, DL R A R
(Ahnert, Milatz, Kappler, Schneiderwind, & Fischer,
2013) B FRSMERRIAN, P9l AT A A
S RE, AN AR AR G 2 42 A AR 4 4F (Bryant &
Hutanamon, 2018; Hudson & Fraley, 2018),

WA ST L AR A R AR HE ] 70 AR 267
FAPRXT 3 3RO T 0 KPR S 3454
B F J& 3h (supraliminal priming) 1 B F J3 3
(subliminal priming). B_L i 2 H R 55 5
ML Tk P BE % M.
WCJE 3 . B a3l BL R I T ) ]2 ek A
(Birnbaum, Hirschberger, & Goldenberg, 2011;
Bryant & Hutanamon, 2018; Deng et al., 2016;
Hudson & Fraley, 2018; Li et al., 2016; Rosenthal et
al., 2012), 17 B 5 sl i 5 a7 B T L2 2L
W (10ms~24ms) i B 1A BE XF H 7R 47 A &0 T
(Gillath et al., 2006; Marks & Vicary, 2016;
Mikulincer, Hirschberger et al., 2001; Stupica, Brett,
Woodhouse, & Cassidy, 2019); m{i% & B IRIES,
AN EERPARR HEAT A BN T, PR S sh 5
2 RE XS K I IE A2 AR AR R AR A9 i TR AT 4%
(B, 2012). B 18 Sl i R4S Shonisek |
U, HYORAE B I B 5], R ST
5 H Y IR R R SO i/, HEE R A
JTX RSS2, BEAS B KA N TRy A s ik
[a] 1 (Pietromonaco & Barrett, 2000),

TRV, MRAIR BT 53 Ry %2 42 R SRR
LAJAE . A B ) R I SR AR A
AR OGBS | S Bl SR AR AR OC 15 B AT
TN, s R AN A SE A OGO BRI, X S
WS RAENE 5 A RS Sl R R AT R B,
TR BN . MRAN RS A B b R AR Y B LR E A
LI A 70 0 4 24 4 35 b L), 367522 4 S (Bowlby,
1990), A T 3G SCRAVEIRASC R RAE, A HFFE#
TR B 1A 22 M APRAT AT S8 Bl ) i o
M= ANFBFERRACHHRLET, biTH
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WA SR B, W a4 R TSk AR, S BRI
2 M1k B R (Deng et al., 2016; Mikulincer, Gillath
et al., 2001); A WL & ZRBGR WAL —1F 5K
WX RILE LT, 3RS, SR M
Y FL 5222 JJj (Bryant & Hutanamon, 2018; Hudson &
Fraley, 2018). AEA RN 22 2 M D BE A AR
FES AT REHR AT LS| K 22 42 SR shaloss, anbik o 4 3L
Tl RO RS A AR GE T B B R Bl kR
(Granqvist et al., 2012), ANZ: 42 e} shALFE MR £ &
St S FIAR S 0 3k J5 B, A5 A O RO
TSR AR PR B ] AR DG AR AR 2K, B A
23K 51z B 2 — S0 x5 R A A A 0 B
AT R o WEFE#E  EOR PO R — BT & R
FUR A ] 3k AR AR MUAVERAE A DG R . AR AR
BIR BT, BRI G — Bl A5 45 1l A
AEESACKIE, HEIOAC MmN
FEMOC AR AR ML REJS B 2610 T, 0 5K ¢
R — B TR ARXEE AR, I HAb A2
B [ T B A 87 IR 096 3 (Melen, Pepping,
& O’Donovan, 2017; Wilkinson, Rowe, & Heath,
2013), 11T A PO 4 M7 P =X B iR Bl —
FOAZ AR . B G S b R i 5 B 5 K
A% L R S SRR (5 A A X B A s TR ) B S 4K
A TEAN B HEAH SRR (e« 2R e — a1 ) S0 A 1A AR
MRS, IR s

3 KB BRI

MR R 29 22 2 H PR TR AT 58 %A A0
BT A E I ik Zz—. RE LR 3
J5 ik EE e sha X, AN TRLE 3075 ik BRSO 14K
N W N EEA S RN USSR N TR Fisle SN
[F] A2 o 90 3 WK A 42 42 I B RIS 42 8 )
TEAR BN AN BR B gl b 8400 #EA T T R bR,
FEEUG T A HUR
31 REBHHE

MR 2 42 5 ) 3 Je O 2 4 R b 1] X e 4
M 22 42 % ((Carnelley, Bejinaru, Otway, Baldwin,
& Rowe, 2018), FEALAEFMALKF-(Deng et al.,
2016), 2% vl A 22 A K 2N 28 5 Ok B T AR B2 A
(Cassidy, Shaver, Mikulincer, & Lavy, 2009;
Cassidy, Stern, Mikulincer, Martin, & Shaver, 2018;
Gokce & Harma, 2018), MM MATCIETEA 1R
JETE, R NBRZE, Y3 9 R .0 B AT

Jafag

TEARIZ I, 248 3 5 A PRAE B 8
B TP, RiG . E 58, FEN TE A,
AR A5 5 2 B I 44 (Karreman, Vingerhoets, &
Bekker, 2018; Liao, Wang, Zhang, Zhou, & Liu,
2017; Troyer & Greitemeyer, 2018), H/DIHHARE:,
I 2 B BT 1Y 45 K 2 BE T (Seleuk, Zayas,
Giinaydin, Hazan, & Kross, 2012), H:4%, {5 BT
TN, A0S A X 37 0 8 B 45 (Jarvinen
& Paulus, 2017), XHHEMICIZE K MH: (accessibility)
5 (Bryant & Bali, 2018; Sutin & Gillath, 2009),
R, BTS20, AR &
R AIHIAE ST (LD et al., 2016) K LA AT N
(Mikulincer, Shaver, & Rom, 2011)FIHEKIT N
(Luke, Sedikides, & Carnelley, 2012; Rowe, Shepstone,
Carnelley, Cavanagh, & Millings, 2016), 7 AFrZ
T, %4 ahJa A TE B 8l b 3B T Y I
P, ORI AT A A 58 (Dawson, Hartwig, &
Brimbal, 2015; Gillath, Sesko, Shaver, & Chun,
2010; Pepping, Davis, O’Donovan, & Pal, 2015),
JEE ] TR E SRR, B NBRET, R
B B N B 3K W% (Bartz, Tchalova, & Fenerci, 2016;
Gillath, Karantzas, & Selcuk, 2017; Zhang, Chan,
Teng, & Zhang, 2015), [AE}, MAREN ik B 3K
b, RTEM R 2, R SR A B At
AN(Boag & Carnelley, 2016; Cassidy et al., 2018;
Mikulincer et al., 2014; Mikulincer, Shaver, Sahdra,
& Bar-On, 2013; Pardess, Mikulincer, Dekel, &
Shaver, 2014), F£#, %48 AL REGEHE IR+
2547} (Chugh, Kern, Zhu, & Lee, 2014), & A] L)
ek /b ¥ 5 47 4 (Liu, Huo, Chen, & Song, 2018;
Saleem et al., 2015) ., i UL 17 ¥ (Boag & Carnelley,
2012, 2016) AT UL, Z242)8 35 SRS B
NBRHE.Z 45 T AR BN, B+ o3 Fa i

B4 I B RN 23 2 A A AR REAE ) 387,
AR TR ANRRAE . HE RS . NHPRES S
AR MR 2O R AE 25 RS 22 4 S,
WO R B A MR B2 7 A B T (Mikulincer
& Shaver, 2019), {HAWFFE R, X HADLAK,
24 J B0 ] G 1 5 e A TS RS R 1 1 2 B
(Mallinckrodt et al., 2013), iX iJ 2 P Ay ey 20
5 PR TACRE 22 A MR A AR G TP A Sy gl P 1Y
A% AR AME BN T A TR RN . A
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U9 A XU #% (explanatorystyle) 23 98 75 % 42 3 3hAL
N, AR B = AR ORI R XA A AT i Th i AT
B2 AN U PR, T R s XS PR XU A e i T ik
1T Z NF I K (Deng et al., 2016), F#, MAIN
RS W ESEW G, M ZME R R
U BFE S AR T A 2 Xl N T 04 B A IR
b2y QAN (11 (7 0 A B N Vi 3 Qv
(Mikulincer et al., 2014; Mikulincer et al., 2013),
BRANARRRIE S, S5 90 AT 55 RRAE 1 23 5% W 22 4 4R
R BN, QAL  DFIE KR, AR Bk
VK R A A A o A 0 A G R R B A R EE T 4
TN B2 v G X = 9 9 A G R I 9% R O B T 43
(Pan, Zhang, Liu, Ran, & Teng, 2017), Ik, AFRiG
NS5 EBIXF G0 Bt 25 e S BN, RIS
R4 IR B AT DL R AR R BEAAR Ah 1 B (out-groups)
B T AR S NG, T e B AAR P B B (in-groups) B AT B
My (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001),
32 FARE2RMYA

N SN =R K IR N Y = e N N B i =
AR A 3l o BTPIAN IS 5 5 3538 2 g
PERREE B — BRI R AR R, B s
Ja, SREMLEBEAE, AT
S r BT Ny . AR RN, AR [ RS Bl s
$E 8 5 MK RRAE — BORNC A TR 515 3 DL R — %
RS HEMRANFRAEDE 43, WX 93 — 2 To3% M (Gillath
et al., 2006; Melen et al., 2017), TKZS @G 2
IFARA ) O He— BRI S, T2 AR
MAGR TR, XE, AR5 2 S HA
PR 1R AT R 2 XA AHE T Sk . BRI T Sy 7 AR
RS

O T U7 8 JECRN (11 36E S5 30 i BIF 5 R R A A
HAFFRE /A -5 RBEIER G, MESE
UL TR RGN AT, IR TR R E R
A& (Wilkinson et al., 2013), %X RH T A
V% (Grau & Doll, 2003), F/E%0 3 T = 1 A B3
J1(Mikulincer, Gillath et al., 2001), {HHLH 5T %
MRS B 5225 sh R KA, P
P R0 TR R O I R BB T 32k, HL
T B & 22 5 (Rowe et al., 2012), JAbh, X204 K i4)
38 R DG RIS AR g D, N 2 S S 0 T 5 A
KRIMW#FH % T A % (Boag & Carnelley, 2016;
Carnelley & Rowe, 2010), AFFT45RA—E 1] BB 2
PRI Ay A 780 £ B S AN ELAT DL 5 23 2 At A A G

P AR DA RN &5, AT DA B0 R N A
2%, W E AR T SEUEESE B9 32 FF, Mikulincer,
Shaver, Bar-On #l Ein-Dor (2010)& ¥ £& JE A4 4
X PEAR A B 2 25 3R 90 L P JE A BE BBl .
1M, A58 ) BE R 6626 B0 AR T M sk iy, e v i
I ARBRONE, 35k T A HR R T S ORI AR
PR M T, A7 A5 PE RS 3 A [l S 338007 L3R
R R A2, AIFREY, FEEE
AN FIFNAT RS A, SRR IR B AR I,
Bl S 25, MATEBEAES h il E 2 A% 4
TA) Y F1 98 W% 17 28 17 (Carnelley & Rowe, 2010),
e 25 2N B P ) 2l ok 1Y He ) (Beck & Clark,
2009), FF I EARAY [A) B 5 iR A O UL AL
23 it P (Boag & Carnelley, 2016), {H A #F5%8 &
BRAR AR 45 P8 Bl A [T 5 15 3 8% 0 JE 2% S, N AR
Jeb Bl A% AR A R ORI B DG R T Y 4 s B
(Dewitte & de Houwer, 2011), LA KA1 i [ B
O A ORI ) FE I BAF 4 70 i % 2% 57+ (Luke et
al., 2012; Mikulincer, Gillath et al., 2001), A
— B AT BE 2 [0 sk A £R A AR A PR =l A
FAEANF) 3 JSRY o 3 DA Ay [ g AR 7 A 1A 14 £
NRAESE IR 0, T £E S il N R AE 2 )
Wiy, EABFEE NS, SRR b AR
AEFEE SR Y, 2 () s A FRUR 0T A 3
R AR (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007; Simpson,
Rholes, & Nelligan, 1992). R, #2548 58S 3h Al
[ 3kE J SR AT o R — B R T BE R AR 55 e AR
JEA™ VA e [ sl Al N RAE 1Y) 22 S 38 B o 4K
70 B A O P12 A L AR T A PR P L 1)
F AN AGRAL W] BE 2 B L3k = Fh s shiF e 45 2R
B CHE

RN [ 588 J5 248 B 738 i 0E BLARR A
K, HIZE L T AR, dFmsS e
BURIAT o MRPERARARELE, MANARAL TR | g%
18 BUR 55 IRAE R, KA RGEW 2 0E, Uit
Xof 6 A7 2 AR B 5, T SRS R MR 78 % 4 Ak
FAG L 4 B 5 % Ji% (Bretherton, 1985), iX Fh LAk
IR A DG R TG R 7 2R 2 1Y) JR SRR Ay 7 i J
3, S, BRI IEE 3T L
PRAAH AT B (A 5% 25 1) I FIR 2R X 48 54) I )L
WL, AEAS 252 W0 X R 78 T8 DG TR 1 S (Grangvist
et al., 2012; Mikulincer et al., 2000; Mikulincer et
al., 2002), {HWA TR KRB G s E K
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N G2 44 7 (R 3 UL ) Y E S5 1, T TC e Bk
A R A PRI &, D 4 1
P 175 245 5 (Carr & Landau, 2012), X ] fig 2 A
R A5 AR A X G I 52 B AL ) 52 i e HC AR 5 1
AR G 1 AR L ELE RS & . ek, B S
B 235 M AR 2 S HLAIPELT A . Birnbaum
SEQOLDFFE R B, U T 3l 23 38 A~ (4 % IR i
PEZ VR, 33X R B T AMARTE B 25 A4 TF X 2R %
PR . MR TR, S B 5 A R LT
SEETEZ NPREE S MR EM, 2148 A 3A
il AN (Birnbaum, Simpson, Weisberg, Barnea,
& Assulin-Simhon, 2012), %4580 5HE 5,
B R B2 BU-S AR B R AR, IR R A
PR I 2 S, A0 nT R AR 48 [ O i HEAEAR
AT, LAORS A O SRS o o 2, MABRE
B, T AR HW, £AREZ A&
TE B 3h J5 2 B AR XS [R]£1 F 44 19 DA [] (Gabriel
et al., 2010; Rosenthal et al., 2012), #] WL, 4K7RE
i a s, A PRI 1Y 25 85 55K R B 2 9
Xof 7 2 AT R 32 A AR BT PR AR AR AR A 520

AN PRIEAE 23 98 5 A7 g W I B0, TR I
PEARZS . PRI o B R Bh 2 IR 22 A AR A~
B AN 3 PR BEFIAT R, PSR R B R 3G
AN AR A5 b A 1) H 3h 7K - B AR (Gabriel
et al., 2010; Rosenthal et al., 2012), fEiE R F
WAF BN IS EE IR, B E 24535 B 10 A~ 14
B #(Gillath, Giesbrecht, & Shaver, 2009), J&,
JolkJg ST AR AR R G S, AR SR FH e 4 i 4K
7R X 3R W T BE S AAE BN TR B B 3 AR,
AN A A PR T[] T (58 9 A% o7 o SR s, L,
SR I Bl 2 RIS 22 G AR AN MR 1) T AR O BRI A T
KR, B, BUIE SIAES [ G PR At
AN, B E 32 AR T E IR 3% £ 4 (asymptomatic
griever) W L 44 T A3 Ik, X A R
15 & (complicated griever) JC ¥ M (Mancini &

Bonanno, 2012). BtAN, 4 5182 5 gl B e sk
N, WSSk AET i 323 o 5 M %o 2% ] 3 SUAK
AR IE IR, TG 5 Lot X YR 18 AH S 2 Y Tl ik
Pk (Arndt, Greenberg, & Cook, 2002),

BZ, RIS Sh 2B 23 0 N A B AR T =X
BUERAE, 10X AAAE B0 T AT B B 3 77 A A
[FISEMR 24 A 2 OG22 i 3R 1T, B ATie
ARG AR, GF AN AR AT SR B TH AR T,
P T B M R O BT A IR . AR SRR ]
i 223 HOE BRI, i B AR A
A5 AN E Y BARRAE, FERLEA RN B 3R
it N FRAE, 3328 B 0K 2 = S S 95 2 0m
TAABRE Bt . RS shIF RIS R %
fE, MZBOERARARG, AR AE B0 %
o PR, S A AR O G AR 2 N X R 2
FRARBEE OB R, B, BEER
WA S A R Ty VR AR ], 45 SR T RE B 0 1 =X
ANFEASF o Hesh, MR E Bk 23 52 A 58 B
AT 45 WA R BRAE FIAT 55 45 AE S 1) o

4 KRB BN

WA A 280N 7 A B R S R T DL
ok ) B AR AN A S B . IR AR KA G
RS 25 7 A R Bk, A B R R
WS AR A M X B R A &R g s
(Mikulincer, Hirschberger et al., 2001), 475 & 2 ¥
PG IR, AR R FH 5 200 7 AR 2 R X SR
T 2 B A [6] 0 BRAFIA T A AR 2 (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2003) (WL 1)

41 RSB BERE 5 R R A

8 Mikulincer 55 Shaver (2003, 2016)#2 1 i
KA R GEE Bl SRR, ARKZRE B T AT
) 22 5 B 22 2 WL ) SR KR 2R R T I A AR Y
AR AR W% 1) 22 5 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003). K
TSR W T 17 P DA N 5 A SR AR AR R =, AR AR R

F1 KTBANLER. HOEERX R LR

HRAIA B A Wi X WRA R
Ik A Sk B AR
ANEa)E ) fEIER B % TEK S5 Y TR LA RIS

SRSy TR i B I SR
[l ik J5 3 ‘P ok 5 1 0B S
B R 2 T B A 2 5 RN
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1 1 55 25 OC 7 J A0 2H 0 o 1 R R M e R
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2019; Shaver & Mikulincer,
2014), %6 & 5 — B 0E s A T TR,
GRS AU AN 80 S o AR SRR AR 5 Bl
JIT I A AR 208 PR X v AT S Sl R S5 ) 3
P E R, WAFSE & B, 2242 )a 3h 35 a] Re 3 N &
£ B AR IE N Y1 46 N (Mallinckrodt et al.,
2013), X ] AE A P A R A A BB A 2 A A
R S IR YRV 2 I 1, T AT A T =0
AR B AT N T, Shaver I Mikulincer (2014)
PR Koo =2 %43 K] X (secure-base
script), 21 & 2 (sentinel script)FlR i ¥k 25 K 2
(rapid fight-flight script), iX =& & 552K
R ou L U NN 91 SR N 7 B i R N D R S R
Ko REFEFEARE, KRR R A 25
AR S AR 2 1 0 35 AN [ A < B SRR 4.
A, N, 22 A AL S I A <SR
188 3] DR /BB R o, IS4 Fk AT LA 1) Al
NSFRA Bl SRR MR B, R A4 2 $ BEHE
BY AN SRR An 2R3 ) fb SR B, 840X 2l
HOPAFIETIE 7 P RS R A, <an iRy
WK SG AR T, Wax—E o fak; R
BB G K, TN % L ) B Al K Bl fn
I EZANACKE), Wafh—ESHox,
PR i g P AL 35 AR B < qn SRR AR OGS
Kl S, IBAaX—ENIBATER; il 2] ek,
WEAFTTLL A C e, an e ) 8 224 A K B, 8
LA B o AN R AR B 0 5 AR 2
o7 A [] P R AR SR e, 22 4 5 i TR =080 5 A~ 14
T 1) T A AR AR G S DR E R A
PR f B8y N B U, S X N R AT, AN
B ) F fd A A B TR SR B (hyperactivating
strategy); ‘PR ik B9 1B =00 e A 1R Sk B AR R
T8, TR 2 8 B A A 5 A A A1, A
] F 100 1 84 2R W% (deactivatingstrategy) (Ein-Dor,
Mikulincer, & Shaver, 2011),

— LT, MRAR L A SR W SR A AR AE BEAT K
A B A B 5L 3 B ) 9% 5K W (Shaver &
Mikulincer, 2002), {H4#)ZHEME AL, AR
PR IR AW, R W 32 B A0 4 0o 0.
SR W R0 T 384T SR W (Main, 1990) 3of B S0 5
XA T A PR R, IRATHEZ S,
KR AAE B AR o BB 5, IR BESR 2L A AL

A H RN HAFEERY S5 )y, SRAE PR AR AR
XL F MR . 5 Z AR, RO SR
AT ARAFHR AR R G i 25 S, 4R SR R
Wi, AN PR ) T30 AR AR RGOS, e R
TR, WRANTEE, JRE K B A R . (H A5
TR, YA T8 A% T - B
RIS, FTREFFAEFPEE R . MRS 2z
J5 A5 B AR G0 2 PR 3 B 85 R
R A B AR A B %2 PR 3 4 (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2007; Simpson et al., 1992), M/4MA & &
EFR, mEEMEES D FIRAFEZRSIE
PIFPAS R 268 ) PR 2R =X
FNEGE R A TR YRS S i s
BEAXFA AT RER B AR AT AR, 225
FR 1 TR KBRS S, A AR e T4
AT, AN 5T W B R R Sh R0 5 % 4
J& B % R G 8. 3 % 5 (Boag & Carnelley, 2016;
Carnelley & Rowe, 2010); M} 2445 5 5 I 28 T
ORI S5 A 1A A o) T8 o B T SR, 3
B AN A K 23 2 BT AN 38 B P47 4 (Grau: & Doll,
2003; Wilkinson et al., 2013),

21 ) — R BRI S 3 )7 ik 2 — BOb 0TS
B — BRI 2K, 3 0 A2 A5 A 4R AR X 1z Y
MR HENE ? S AEOLT, RV AR S KA
JER B AR 15138 3 2l 23 AR — BB IS 5 —
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The effects and mechanism of attachment priming

JIA Chenglong; SUN Li; FENG Bole; QIN Jinliang
(Hangzhou College of Early Childhood Teacher’s Education, Zhejiang Normal University, Hangzhou 311231, China)

Abstract: In the context of cognitive science, attachment research has revealed a social cognition shift.
Researchers’ interest is shifting from focusing on individual differences in attachment to the attachment
schemas behind the differences. The research paradigm has also shifted from observational measure to the
fine cognitive experimental paradigm represented by priming. The attachment priming paradigm is divided
into secure priming and unsecure priming. Priming materials will activate different attachment schemas,
prompting individuals to adopt secure attachment strategy, hyperactivating strategy or deactivating strategy,
respectively, and thus show different mental and behavioral patterns. Meanwhile, these patterns can
moderate the priming effects. And all these processes form a dynamic priming feedback loop. Future
research should refine the components and structure of attachment schemas, focus on the relationship
between attachment anxiety and attachment priming, and explore the impact of attachment priming on
subsequent cognitive processing from the perspective of processing time.

Key words: attachment research paradigm; attachment priming; attachment script; attachment coping strategies





