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M OE WX 697 4 60 X LLE | FUMETER EAE NI IR A, X CBAENRIMRANE ) T8I L6E
RO RS, H I 0] 4 X B4R NI R ZER A WAR FEAT I 53, 5 58 R ZEMR AU 5 — AR A Z 18] i W)
FEBE o B8R BB IR I CEAF ANRZEM AR NS ) BATEE 19 = 4R BELH L R (R 880 RIS iR
AR NRIFMRAR LN 2RI L TR &, i — AR LA 2 R ARS R G £ o 7E2 4 AP 39.9% 44
HATARIR S Y ) R ZER A — R, B R — Bk

KB ORI, — BRI BFEANREMRRNE; KB, EF

DRSS Bs44

1 55

KA W48 %+ 5 HPL 57 8 Z ] —FhRe iR 1
1 I 45 (Bowlby, 1973) 1E 57 AW 32 1E
b, MEZEEIE T TR T B AT N
HRFAE, B AR A4 N8 T A4F A5 2 (internal  working
models), 5154 A b 3 K 3K 9 56 & (Collins,
1996). PR, MRASAAAZZE ) LI A (1.0 B
B, RSB AR R A HE LR
fir i (Bowlby, 1973).
11 —MEREEHEXRKE

Bl A B3, IMARIIA IR C RN
—fa M HAC B RUNPL IR &, M2 AR 1Bk iR A 2
Z ¥, U0 Trinke #11 Bartholomew (1997)%t & FLH 4F
NIA 2D 5 MRS, GFEFEM R . Rt
AR A . Hirdr, S28K 2% (romantic attachment)fE
R LA B B i Ry H S RN G R A 2 WA B G
o FRRlEXT T 2AENME, G ACRHRE AN
KB BRI, AT AR AR X 2 88 B 23 D (van
Assche et al., 2013), G577 13 2 ELPE I 5T ™ i
(Antonucci, Akiyama, & Takahashi, 2004) . #7574 &
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3 TA Ry S AR A 5 A G B R IR AR FEAR K 22
5 (Furman, Simon, Shaffer, & Bouchey, 2002;
Klohnen, Weller, Luo, & Choe, 2005), 415 H £ Ak,
ISR TFHARAR EL,  Ab T35 25 56 3 vh 09 XU M 2 F
I, A AT B A B I A AR 2 X 4 (Imamoglu &
Imamoglu, 2006); 5 [m] J [F] FEAR AR I A MARAH 1,
BERRARENR A, (HEREREA R EER
(Acevedo, Aron, Fisher, & Brown, 2012),

T UL, 45 X R AR AR OC 2R AT ke
Collins fll Read (1994)if— 1A A B BYAK AR 20
B IR — 1, M2 — DR EHHL: &
o B 0 2 G A A e — IR AR AR X, B A A
A W5 PR R I SS AR 4 Dy i B AR AN R
ik TR 2 2N A e o OC R b AR RSS2, dn o
THRAAR | AR AR ORI I A A AR 505, 3
BB R AE SRR E KRN R RS AL TP BT sy, JF 2
TEZNFE R R TR K . &I, Bowlby (1969)1A
R AR XU S IR 7R 22 1 TR O G — AR E 1Y
FEIE, FRE—Az o SR Bl 2 A7 SRR 5 1) 4 2
TR B 22 IR 5 38 X R 70 XU ) R o P A e i e 1
Jii%E(Baldwin, Keelan, Fehr, Enns, & Koh-Rangarajoo,
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1996; Collins & Read, 1994), fEZ L T — RAMCA AN
ZFREE KRR IIRARS, IRZ 5 R ] — Mk
TEAN A Z AR AR XA AT REAS[R], 4R Ry
S XA 5 — PR 7 IKUARS 18 — SO B2 A Ay
%5 K- (Cozzarelli, Hoekstra, & Bylsma, 2000;
Klohnen et al., 2005; Pierce & Lydon, 2001; Treboux,
Crowell, & Waters, 2004); 4045 E ¢ & W) i &=
I, R A T — AR R LA B SR B T g
(Cozzarelli et al., 2000; Ross & Spinner, 2001), 7EH
FEAE R N REA WA 2] TINS5 2R, W Wang
I Wang (2012) % SR BYBS AR A 55 286 KA Y
FASGARAE 0.13 2. 0.19 Z 1], 5 — AR AYAH O Ay o
GRS RECH 0.42~0.47)

SR, R — AR A 5 45 1 Ok R AR A —E R A AT
REEDTHERAMEAR, BEPURIB LS G
OLIEARA SCUEDFIE o R, U583 1% o i %)
WA Z 2 10) 56 R AT A A AR A A . AR Fraley
(2002) 42t i JRURL RIS, H 2T Y — MR A5 X
ESELS AL N B2 B U NS S S L N )]
AW . AW APR R, (HIE— AR
SREE R R PR AR & — EAAE B VI ORI o (H2 A
(] I AL I8 1A BT AR T, PRGN Ry Bl A AR A
AOHE G, — BN S R R A R
FFTRE, (HRA YR — D HERWEL Fraley N
IR 2 Jre O P A SR AR AR 2 T BB HE S, (HR
B E AR B SRR SY o FRE 5 T 0 S AR AR
FER I — AR AR AL o3 A7 v 2 8 G o R e ],
YRR AL (XSS, 2000), T HEE & & H AR AR
D) DA i R 22 A B Sy 2 (R SCHE, 2006), X AT fE
] F22 B W] 1 28 4F B B — AR 7R 5 e i 5 R AR AT
TERAR I — 2tk o BOARBF I R 6] ) 22 58 8 4 N
— PR G R KRR (R ZERAR), LIRZR B4R
AR A AR 2 1) — B R,

1.2 HFEXREKTHNE

TECAMWTTEH, X T RN E & RRAN %
ZEim A — MR A 45 . BN, PFEE i RQ
% % [A] 45 (Relationship Questionnaire, Bartholomew
& Horowitz, 1991) . ECR ¥ % K RIA K & £
(Experience of Close Relationship Scale, Brennan,
Clark, & Shaver, 1998). AAS B A HE % (Adult
Attachment Scale, Collins & Read, 1990)4%, X A[F]
WA R IEAT B8, FUR S 4 [R) 3 R A MR
PRI, MIASCZE A IHE o HRZ, 67 SCing,
ANTR] A HRZR O 2 HAT AN [ 8 R AR A A, P TR 17 A

KFASTA] 5 2R HEA 70 2 D) AN A o A 2 3 Bl O 25 o T
I, BB . BHFEML . BN T REQ010)E X #
ERFEXR, Gmifilih T CAENRFIHRAIA G ). i
IR T 18 3 AR AR A4, R BIAELE M 196
AIH Gl LSRR, IR 85 MRS
T2 RZENIHIE RV H P, 474 i
AZ5 T HER &, Z2im 5 oA R R E R
20T, JERLT 18 NI HA CEFE AR
B Do ANMGIAE AR, BMRANE 2 | KA
FE IR B, A S ANE . B M
G G il O H A BN AR 78 1) 4 38 8y T 4 32 (K
TS B BRI 7 [8] 5BF ) 45 A (Mikulincer & Shaver,
2007), Ml T H 2 TR AR X AEA [
25 H0) 2 75 A B 7 SEBR b — SR A 7] 45 7 G ]
AR R AR R AR S5 R, I AAS Al
ASQ K7 KA 7] % (Attachment Style Questionnaire,
Feeney, Noller, & Hanrahan, 1994), {H & F /7 {8,
K B[R] 3 7E S5 B A 3L R AT AR o B A sl A
B 1 DATC A5 38 P ) R 208 A3 - R 208 [ i > — A AE
28 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007), #X1Mi, RBUNEZ
T /D A B 1) S DL K MR DAL 2R ) ) AH DG i A T 4
FEG I R 5 G EOR(EAS R Y

E— RN R, CEENRIEMARN A )
=AY BE 3 OO IR FE G R T i SO AR FH W A B
WA, 4N, AR AR FERR 7 [l 3kt 4 B BB .
T BT A ST A L R ZE PSRRI 1) 165
TR, KA 22 4 A 5 43 50 1 T LA Sl 2 T AR
WSZREAT N L B0 1 R S p S IV vy ) B R G R
(CEfE%E, ERAE, BRAR¥, 2012; E R4, kD,
2011). FHIAT UL, =48 B2 45 A HAFAE /YA 3,
{HIE Fz S S i 245, B/ X HAR A8 Y PR
5, FRAES AR . I, AWTSRAAE A E 2
Hi. |56, BE—REEEE, X (CBFEANRER
NS ) BEREE AT RIS, BRI = 4RI 5 25 44 Y
GV, IPX iz R ITHERBIT, A
Plifb. Hwk, FIH CEFENRFRRNAE ) X2
AR NI HREE R RARAR (R ZEAR A HEA T 1, H 5T
AR R RS — R A — B R, DA
10 DA Ay 4 R A B PR AR — PR R 5 R AR AR Y
— HPE R AR I B SR TR

2 WFFE

21 #ik
AW FEAE IR AE X H BP0, B
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697 % 60 % LI L. BCARMETER ZAE NS T AT
5%, Hh Bk 316 44(45.3%), 1k 381 44(54.7%),
AR 67.86 2 (SD = 5.24), FIHSHA K 42.35 4F
(SD = 6.78), “V-HIZHEFEECH 11.53 4(SD = 3.67).

HRPEADE T TG 22, O RS MRS I 8 1 248
N 611 AN BRAWIFEREAS , Tk brt . mep
WARET 3 4, BFEMAREE GDS 135/ T 8
Ire AR T 611 Zu s, Kok
A, FH—HI 305 A, HTFHITIREERERE S
Br, RSB A AR IR 73 A 60 2] 83 %7, “F-H44F
% 67.63 %; % 43t 306 A, HT#HATRIEMER
LT, AR R 60~85 %, SEHIAERS 67.36 4,
PR E AR I P B EARFE R EE R =
0.64, p > 0.05), i — 2L G B AEFIE /3 A 1
BB AEZESR, FEMARIT 60~69 2 1 EF N7
A 193 44(63.30%)F1 206 44 (67.30%), 70~79 % ()
BAE N BIA 110 44(36.00%)F1 95 44(31.1%), i
80 % KU EHIBENDHA 2 £4(0.70%)F 5 4
(1.60%), It H T 4 8% 3k i9 4F W8 4 A A e A7 1 22
SRS, SR I 3 AT T B 2E (2 = —0.95,
p>0.05), BRI, EHENSEGS = 1.41, p > 0.05),
WS (t = —0.75, p > 0.05)FIZ A F R (1 =0.14, p >
0.05) I P4 9l ik 2 (B AN A7 A 10 2 22 55, W4 gk
EATEAE B 1,

1 HRAEERESHAREE)
A AE B ARt JgiEs ZHH T
Sk 611 273 67.49 (5.08) 41.83 (6.46) 11.84 (3.480)
EFA 4l 305 141 67.63(4.92) 41.88(6.29) 11.86 (3.534)
CFAZH 306 132 67.36(5.25) 41.78(6.63) 11.82 (3.430)

22 MRIA
221 EZEAXBKRE

KB D25 A (2010) 4 il - B4R N R FEK
A ). Zn S E 18 NI H, R PRARIE
H O SEC A AHAME TE#E 1T 7 sidPE, Horb 1A%
e A E, 7 ARGER FE. MEHS 3 10
R (DR A S E0s s ARAMATE D R ik
HAE . TRk . E#iBc . SHEMELL A7 QMR
FRIE: S RERNRTEC R PO B . 0
Be (AR N 2 [ O G)IRZAR e . 85 At
M [m] 3R 5 O A Y 2R 0 o
222 —RRIRTEXKAE

K (& & 74 XRQ; Bartholomew & Horowitz,

199 1) X6 8 3 A8 — AR 708 IXUAS 26 47 000 o, 92 ) 45 2

A5 DU BE I, A B A X R — PR A XA, 433
RL R R AR R B R
P OB 5t A Ab 3 i )3 R 2R3, DA B
R E B YA H SISO — B, Ak e AIRD
R B A A 7 XA o
223 IBEEEE

& B¢ ENRICH #5 4f Jit i [n] &5 XENRICH; Olson,
Fournier, & Druckman,1983) 1 851K & 5 42 2
T A ) B W R . ENRICH. A5 40 o o5t
MBEHE 12 AF T oo AR WS R
PEARARRYE . RZEET . R Rk @i
He L b Axilsh . PEAEE . FOMESIH ., 53R ARE
. O G —EOE . Hrp S R B S
WRAHE 10 NMEH, ZoREGLHEITTN 1(1FE T4
AN 2 SRR ERBER)PEE, 81 P i A
10 N TR RE, A5 R AT B R o P40 i 2 U
KRR ZHOT R 50, PP K0 f e s
WA o AAWFFEZIN B N — SIS 0= 0.79,
224 ZEMH

K AR 2 15 AR ) (GDS-15; Burke,
Roccaforte, & Wengel, 1991), % £ 5 EAF L
— AR OEAZ, B TR N AT . 28 15
B, SRR R o AW iz ) 2 1 N — 3
PR 0.70, HRIEHFHR S (1999)RIRFFT 45, 169 [F
ZAE N, BRI R A AR R . 8 43 L
A R BE MR IE, BTG R AL < 870
B, SR A IABEE B 26 £ (5 BVARFEA Y
3.73%).
225 ZHERPRGE

[m 4 56 (clock drawing test, CDT) 2% A B AH
ARG A A P R ) R O A T B BRI
FI 48 S i — AR R i R A, AR T AR IE A
PN b, IF AR 46 2 BHEI(8 A5 20 40 A AL
B ZMEA Z RT3k, AR AR E N
FHBY =0 AR, 2004): (D H ETE, 15143 (2)
IERFRICFREECT, 4 1 43 G)bs i IEHG A A,
191000 ARWFGTHE BB = 3 50 bR IETR E H A
LA IEH B4R
23 WRiLE

AR —X — B, Bk i —4 il
Pr Bl — 57 2 A NFE— AN ST 110 25 18] 9 52 B 56 . 4%
WE RS SR ES, THATIZR SR ERZE
TERA RN ZS, RIGTE RN T, #l o8 kit
AAERIE . BEMASE . EEE . ZFEAR
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FEUKZ [0 5 RIS B0 5 8 P8 10 o 7 3P 2 T
40 min,
24 HitFH*

A5 R SPSS 17.0 Al Mplus 7.0 Ak %) %k
PEATEAT AT o B SR FHBEDL A 0 5 ok A
BAE s AW, Hd— I THRREMERE 50, 7
— PR TR UE TR 20T o AR 2R AT I 2 SR
CEFENRIWANAG ) #H1TEITE, HEETTIR
ABMEBE . SO S AR bR . B e N A e
HATRIEHr, N (CEFENRZERDB B EWEILT
Ji0) ) X A N R ZEM AR KA 174325, I 58S
— PR AU 1 — Bk

3 44

31 HEFZERBEHRR

AW GE A T W R g % 3 (] i A 22 2
RS . B2, f#1] Harman BR300 (R,
ST o, 2004), KRR 28 NI H AT R IEME R R
Y0, ZER BORBRIPA AN = 1963.53, df =
351, RMSEA = 0.09, CFI = 0.77, TLI = 0.75), HiX,
K — T R ik A, S ok, 2004; RELL
A, KRB, MR, FBE, PMECUT, 2012)HE TR
S, XIAHIEZE DU T AR d B LR A B R
TR TR S0, 45 50 R IO P AR AR L A A
(> = 1120.90, df = 344, RMSEA = 0.06, CFI = 0.89,
TLI = 0.88). 2 2 IE M A Jy i A 7 J5 19 38 FuAs
L PLEHEEL (R = 1116.60, df = 343, RMSEA = 0.09,
CFI1=0.89, TLI = 0.88), MARAy/Adf 3%, (HEH:
ARG BB R A A Ak 45 G PR TR I 45
TR, AWEGE L 5] 7 3 22 () A BH I
32 (EEAXRZAREESE) HEHKRE

e, FHHBCGE 8 305 4 908 B8 s #1715
REHEZ T, PIERE CEFENRIRIRNE )
il E I ZE R R SR RE . R, (CBFEAR
FARANN A ) B KMO Z%0H 0.925, Bartlett £ 40 &
BN 2365.59 (df = 159; p < 0.001), FIEEVES
R R BT o BRSOk T IR R M R
Mo HFHC AR B2 (8] /776 4 5% (Shaver & Mikulincer,
2004; Green, Furrer, & McAllister, 2011; Donges et
al., 2012), #XFHPE4T Direct Oblimin £} 52 fiE%,
Delta {# [# 5% 0 (Harman, 1976). %55 %9 18 4
T HARAR AT B AN RHIEAR R T 1 IR E, =4
N2 BT i B 56.30% ) SRR 5 . X BRI 45 I
FW, EBEHSE A (2010) G il i R & BLAY = 4

JE SR FEAIE ST I B TR A5 3 T SIE

PRI, ARYEE 2 R H AR LR
P R TR T 0.40 UL, SIS H AR
PR HLRI S, R R 12 e AN E B
AKRT 0.40 BIAHAZR AT, BRmRAE 2. 10 BITEH
KRR AT S IRCR L 0.40), SO BRI =4~
AR R H o X515 T X =450 H i R it
AR5, KMO 19 0.914, Bartlett K36 2 407E 0.001
KOV 5, SO R R AT IR R R A i 4%
Fo 15 DI H R IIRRIER RS8R Bos, K
IHAT4RHUH = MEIER R T 1 MR E, “ARER
THAT LUAR R 59.53% 19748 5 . 2K 15 3 H ¥R 3
LB R BN Ak I LR R A Aar 1 B A i e R AR
MIYERE |, B4 /3 A TE 0.51~0.89,

H T IR (AR N R IR ) =
RIEE MR ERE, B 50 306 4 Bk it
P UEPER Z . JLEEST PR . ()RR 1.
LA ANIH, 4@ TN AR 2 FIAR AR 7]

*2 181TLHMERSM
SINE| HEIRE2HES3
Ji e AR AN A Y
7. WhE ALEM 52 R RR BRI -0.67
8. BALRE A MR A T -0.71
9&%%&%%@@&&%@%%#7%7
1EF-3
12. AR S WA A — i 042 0.47
13. SN, RS AT -0.79
15. Xt A OB XRIERHE 080
i AR 70 o 3k 24
6. A FWRZ KRR 0.81
1. ER AR — L 0.70
14, FRASEWOHIE AT 2 25 1 4% fi 0.88
16. MEtEF i Ein e, RPHBRIT 0.65
17. &R R R 0.84
18, HHABMAELE R, FNunEk—1TA
FHMH
Ji e AR AR P e
IR € ARy & 0.44
2. IR E AR SR TR S0 Al () TR
FER TR
3. MR AR K G, T b/ i

0.64

0.47

I R L0 TR T 1 0.61
4 BRI SILTR A (S 0.67
5. BT P 1 TR SR I R A2

- . 0.79

YR EITL
10. Tk ELHO T T B I R, TR

S PR A 2 B TR
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*3 WIEMRZSTEEBSELY

el r dr /df RMSEA CFI TLI WRMR
A 1 343.48 124 2.77 0.08 (90%CI: 0.07~0.09) 0.98 0.97 0.93
A 2 175.10 78 2.25 0.06 (90%CTI: 0.05~0.08) 0.99 0.98 0.72

wE=AHEE, BOEEAE 6 MH,; QR 2. &
R 15 AT H, KAVEERZELS 4 H0H K
WL S AWHE | KARERA S 6 N H . RYE
WFFE LR, FEXT AR UEA T DA s 17 [R] o 25 2% 44
X008 HORUAE X 40L& 46 55 2 BRI & HR 4K,
— A RAFRERL LA R RN W) A DL R AR CFL,
TLI K TF 0.90; RMSEA /T 0.06; WRMR /M T 1.00
(Hu & Bentler, 1999; Yu, 2002), % 3 PEIE TH
AR HLA TR EL, v LB IE J5 W 6 30 e P R
SRR A5 i, RMSEA Fil WRMR #5055 1
BRI A TR AT, IFH Ay® = 168.38 (Adf =
46, p < 0.05). ZE AR R MR 2R 00 B I0E R 2 5
Mrvas R, m4uhe (CeFENREFRBN B AETT
W) BA 15 AWH, g F = AR, Bk
45 ANIH) MR B (4 AT HD) AR ZR 158 (6 4
WH).
33 (EBFEAXZRKTEEIEITIR)) MENERE

il A 611 AHAAERFEAR, X (BAEANR
ZRAMIBAETTI) ) WG T TR S, 45585
TR FE B R ) R —EE(S . Cronbach o &
0.68; K7 [k 4318 e 1Y PN — 25045 B Cronbach o
H 0.87; MKANE SR INER—EUE(FE Cronbach
o 24 0.80, &bT AT LI4EAZ Y

A HE TR B8 45 A (2010) A9 2 il i 2, ASWTFST
TEFE TR WO —— IS R R B, TR P 4 Ak
AT (AN RFEMAR BT ) RLhR
RO IEATRIIR o 455 & BN WA P S AR AR R
MR 13k R 7N 2 4 B TE p = 0.01 KF 2 B0 i 1)
HhAERREEAR G, AHOCREST I N-0.57 .-0.57.0.67,
AR ZE R R T A N R ZERI AR R4S
34 EBEFEARZRTHERLST

i AR N RFAMAR NG (BT ) 7T LASR
PR NIRRT AL IS | K7 Tm] b IR 2 28 4 — A 4
JE LA, (EJR AN A 2R T M AR A A X
K&, WU FF B AR AN AE BE 50 B AL UK A AR i
Bartholomew #il Horowitz (1991)2: 4 € A 1 MK
SR RCUTRIF ST, &K AR ZR R 53Ry 4 Fb
FERIRE A T G- X LA 7 20 1), 35X 4 APEH Ay 1
AR LR A ERRVE R R, AT
X QBN RIS ) 1 = HE B 53 BT AR

HEBOHHEA, BRG] K-means B8 0HE4E A Y
RSP T R 53 . B5RNFE 4 FoR, ALy
PURPSERL . (1) &M 268 A, 4 43.86%): 1F
MR FE SRR 70N (B BE A B 1A 53 Y 8LAI%, T 7EAR AR
G FAAER, FEMEE 140 A, 5
22.91%) : MRANFE B YR BE 43 B, AR 7R 1] 24 i
BORAR, RN 24 B A B, (3)R el (3t 123
N, 5 20.13%) « AR 13k B A B0 g, ] B 2
A YERE SRR, WA R SRR B 43 BRI (4)2
HAYE 80 A, 5 13.09%) : A 70 A2 FE RN 1] 3k &4
FE B, KA R P S BRI . URh R 2
WAL AN AR | AR A R[] 3kt = A4
FE OB AR 2 22 5 (F(3,607) %+ = 111.64, p <
0.001; F(3,607)se = 135.99, p < 0.001; F(3,607)un =
142.98, p < 0.001), TEEF N H & 4R(43.9%)M%
HH(22.9%) 4 1A S KA L

T4 BEAREWRDEELS®

IR B TR BER REA REA
KASEE P 074 0.57 -0.09 1.64
A At 0.66 -0.29 -0.26 -1.62
7Rl dE L —0.73 -0.10 1.06 1.30

VB R — B e 56 R KA, A N R IR
5 H— AR KU 2 5 B — B ey A
il RQ [R5 ZAE AN — AR AR S R AT T %
gL, FIHFNER R 537 & N R FEMRA S — R AR
RIZ M)A RREE, 453K 5 R 2 sk
WORTE RQ M4, CTEA B B M b AlBR), —M
AR AR b iy o L B RAR SR R % 21, & ik
59.93%, HRJEVE A (28.57%), & 1R AR H A
IR 10%. MWEW BT, 5RIRAEAIR 53

R5 ZFEARERTDS—MKTH—EME (N)

KRR I
TART  BEA BER RUAR A9t
G 176 12 74 6 268
L ER 80 14 34 10 138
AR 68 9 46 4 123
LAY 41 12 20 7 80
it 365 43 174 27 609
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SN o PR HEAT BT e, R IAA 39.90%
A RS — B0 — AR AR S A 5 Rk (5 28 ) ik
KA, —HHERAR (¢ = 29.78, p < 0.001; Kappa =
0.09, p <0.001; »=0.15, p < 0.05), 1] WAEZAE AT,
FERRE C FR AN R 26 R P R AN K AL I R BE i —
AR AR R SR R AE

4 g

41 ZHEAXERTDHNESHE
FSAARAS R R B, BRSSO T4
il A 38 I T B T % %8, Bartholomew
F1 Horowitz (1991)4& Hi i AR (1) P 4 i - P 2
BEAY, AR ARG, W% G 3 S [ 3k
D G fiff ol B0 ] 3 1Y) 94 VB AR DL R v B [ gk
HRFIAF BRI 5 R, WU AR AT 73
4 AR, JV R BRI RME AL, i
IX 4 IR R A AR 7 A R R A [l 3kt A2 B ) 1
(Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994), JfAR 45 AR I TT %
TR AR BB RQ), WA A B A
ARG JFH, AR R] T )z A
AT, YR ROR AR SUEN T AL 2 1 Z2 35T H 0] 4 2K
HE LA A A Sl L O 24 32 - DO D AU (R 254 B, SR
K FR 22 1k e (ECR) AL A IR A ASE 28 25 ] 4 114 7 24
BE R4, AN FH ) 26 B ] AR 4l 4 B2 43 50K A 53
SRR 4 FREAL, HAL — e R, AR
AT R (AAS) | AR AR [7] 3 (Adult Attachment
Questionnaire, AAQ; Simpson, Rhole, & Phillips,
1996) R 2R KUK 1] 45 (ASQ), B8R Fe 401 G il st 2 G
T2 T WAL RE S, B L2 AR A 2 52 (1] (%) A OC F
17— BIE I, MG 0 48 B2 - DU 2 R g AR
SR A CEAENRIHRANR ) gt Z I 224
HHERIETT, TR R R il 2 S uk v A
RO BT R A B R I A AR, AR AR R
L ARAR [l AR AN 2 4, U T XA A B
—E PR E PRI REE o (Rl SRR 45t A7 H:
BHWE, o, LR R A i HE 4k
Sy, TR B AR A 1) AH OG5 O il — 4R 45 R 0 ok
EARRIME . UK, AR eSS b 4R 2 1 Oy
TP, X TR B I T, AR A 22 4 1
AU #{I (K lohnen & John, 1998), 1  #4EkK
FMAM BT ) P BN 4 AR 48 TR Ab
TREAAR . IR, 4RSS0V 2 b E A
AR A R . R4 Bowlby AR 55 I
XA T AN A A B EE KA R G e N

i YRR, HAA B SO B9 — 2 (Cassidy & Shaver,
1999), SR, Bl WA FEEC B, — 2R
TR T B AR 2 BR 1) SCAk ¥ 3 M (Rothbaum,
Weisz, Pott, Miyake, & Morelli, 2000), iXFH7E7G )5
AT R BEA . AR S E R P AR R R R
R Y BB RE 5 B VY 7 STIE T R SR B SR WE 7
T — 86 85 SCABIE 58 v B0 B & AN TR) AR s 55 R AR
A P22 5 o n, SRS AR 19 43 A A7 A5 S Ak
225, AT PUIT MR, A0 REAR T L R R L
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Abstract

According to attachment theory, during interactions with their caregivers infants build their “internal
working models”, which shape their perception and reflection of social information in their future life. Collins
and Read (1994) propose a hierarchical model to illustrate adults’ multiple attachment models and the
differences between the general attachment model and the relationship-specific attachment model. Because
marital relationships play an important role in later life, an investigation of older adults’ marital attachment and
its relationship with the general attachment formed during childhood would increase the understanding of
life-span development of attachment. The Older Adults’ Marital Attachment Scale (OAMAS) was recently
developed targeting both the specific relationship, as well as the specific age period, and the developers have
demonstrated its applicability. However, more evidence is needed using different samples to prove its reliability
and validity. As a result, the current study aimed, firstly, at validating the scale, and, secondly, at investigating
the association between marital attachment and general attachment among older adults.

A total of 697 older adults, over 60 years old, dwelling in communities in Beijing participated in the current
study. The participants completed the Older Adults’ Marital Attachment Scale (Zhai, et al., 2010), Relationship
Questionnaire (Bartholomew &Horowitz, 1991), Marital Satisfaction subscale (Olson, Fournier, & Druckman,
1983), 15-item Geriatric Depression Scale (Burke, Roccaforte, & Wengel, 1991) and the Clock Drawing Test.
After 86 of them with either dementia or depression were excluded, the final valid sample size was 611
participants. The cases were divided randomly into two subsets, one for exploratory factor analysis, and the
other for confirmatory factor analysis. Cluster analysis and cross-tab analysis were then conducted on the total
data. The SPSS 17.0 and Mplus 7.0 were used for analysis.

The main findings were as follows: (1) the final 15-item revised OAMAS showed a three-dimensional
construct of attachment, namely anxiety, avoidance, and security; (2) the revised OAMAS exhibited acceptable
reliability and good criterion-related validity; (3) the older adults’ marital attachment could be clustered into
four types, including secure, preoccupied, dismissing, and fearful. The secure and the preoccupied comprised the
major marital attachment style with 43.9% and 22.9%, respectively; (4) with regard to general attachment, the
majority included the secure and dismissing types; and (5) about 39.9% of the total sample presented identical
attachment types between marital relationship and general relationship.

These results indicated that the three dimensioned Older Adults’ Marital Attachment Scale could be a
desired measure in studies concerning marital attachment among older adults. In addition, general attachment
shaped in early life might not robustly predict the specified attachment in such as marital relationship. From a
developmental viewpoint, the moderate consistency between marital and general attachment styles in later life
also suggested that the attachment is a contextual property, instead of a stable trait.

Key words marital attachment; general attachment; Oder Adults’ Marital Attachment Scale; attachment style;
older adults



