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W T A0S (Main, 1990) 0 SR, AR T4 5 420
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X 5 AT AP 0 UK T DA RS T S S AU
M ZE ) LKASE B R T] o & 2, TN AR
VERE R I 2 BOR [n) 8, X Fh O R R — BIF R TE
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Ja B2 R RS o ARSI N TAER U &
& 32 3 FOH A A RE KL 28 T B9 &2 I (Bretherton &
Munholland, 1999), GARACHEE TR &Y.
HURAN AP, TEXRMEOLT, BILBAE R 1 2 H
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LA A EEOF G AR -1.50" 0.84

[ 3 25 - £ L& 7 I 78 -3.56™" 1.08

REPT M8 A - ROP JE -2.16™ 0.32
[7 s 4 - £ L8 7 iy 24 -1.81"" 0.42

[T 3k M8 g A Y- 0] i A -1.78"" 0.29
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83.5%, Jr LABEREMIAN B FH B K 22 IR e i i 47
Q WFHr. B—NHFAENEFMHMET 73.61%
AR S . T SAREREER Q A8 S (r =
0.84), 44 1~(58.67%) P} R AE % N+ A B 8y, iX
SO R SR RIA XS % F T X T{5 5 10 [l g il
HER AR RS, JF HL DA% 00 R U B, S8
FHPREIATE S I i T4 LT R
U RESE . S AR PR Z S5 R T 9.69%
AR5 IZ A TSR HEREER Q A h SR
MH(r=0.57)0 31 (41.33%)BE7EH T 2 FAE
Fofr, XEERESEM R T X, HabA]
HS#FWEZMEREZHE, VARG EZ TSR
#EH Zy R R 2 A 44 DL E & o B RESE
K1 A 2 Z M B AE G R 0.73, A 36 P4 HTE
R 1 AT 2 By Q72K (H 2 —3n, XL H
PR i 2SR X IS BRI R R A 25 A
ZHEEB REMRHNT 1 5HT 2 ZRKHZES,
PIBESER ISRy B AR B, BESERY MBQ 4380k R AR
i, BT ¢ K. AR A, Ut oA
UFESE ) MBQ 20 80(M = 0.78, SD = 0.07) i & i
TLLA G AF O REEER MBQ 2 8((M = 0.49, SD
= 0.16), #(73) = 10.33, p<0.05, LM Q K14
Mrfs Bk R 428 0y 2O G HA 500 .

Horp, D sE BT BRI 41 228 LK
BE 2 M U 4 25 0 - DL B 2% 23
%, LA SRR EEE 18 4.

MEBTAEHER : SR ) LR 7 PR A 2 2
JLE PR TAERK . eI BB B, 2228 L&
it 7.80 iR YK (trial) (SD = 2.58)35 F|XF 5 HL )43 B 5
1 2 A, 222 LB B R, s 3 ANk
(S 24 RIS TE] A 4.76 s (SD = 1.66), EIMARHY B,
VEEL 2825 L T 810 0 B 4 35 R G [0 3 1Y) 7 4
R R4 0 A SR RS ] 245 LSS AT [l i
MB35 B AR E] A 6.40 s (SD = 2.46), X
T 1l i AP LR R 6.05 s (SD =
2.50), LRI R AT R B, AN A RO
1225 LA % 3 A B ) S A s il o R X
FEAS ¢ K90 53 B 27 20 L2 5 % DU B B 7 1> =44
Fea R, TR, RSBk EE 5 L
A HE X — NI 25 MR 52 T 7 )y L 4 R R R,
=20 JLXS A 8L 1) 78 4P 35 R IC [0 3 1Y) o 4 3 2

T RSB RI R, ¢ (40) = 4.17, p<0.05 Fll ¢ (40)
=3.03, p<0.05. {HJZ, 2 JLAEXT I B Be it w6 1>
FA I E T ] ARAETE B R 22 5, ¢ (40) = 0.73,

2>0.05,
32 ZERTMARZERETEL LRI IIE
R

LB B, BRI G 252 )Ly
FFH 20t 8.03 iR (SD = 2.78)F1 7.25 i (SD =
2.01)3k 2 % 5 B0y 73 29 3h Y > 14k, SR I ST
FEA ¢ Ki98, KBRS 425 Lk 8] > 4k
HIR R B AT S20, 1 (39) = 0.88, p>0.05; HARZEA
X T2 LR 3 2 BRI 5 3 YR AT 35 1 0 A ]
WA, t (39) = 0.20, p>0.05, 4RI L4
122 L a3 MR B Y L ] 43531 4.73
s (SD = 1.40)F/1 4.84 s (SD = 2.24).,

FEMR BB, 2R 20 L AT [ 9 3
F R TN 6.19 s (SD = 2.11), XFJCIal 5
W& W EE T E Y 6.43 s (SD = 2.58); A
B AR ) 2 20 L T b S B S 2 3 R 1] 43 )
H6.91s(SD=3.22)F15.13s(SD=2.13), B¢, I
AN TR AR 28 2L 0 X g ) e 5 424 1 0 408 o I A =
MRYEAB 1, %A BRI R 2425 ) LA A TR )
T, Bl 4 A JLIUH AT B 7 2 A 18l
1, ANde =0 )L 4 5 b ] Y 5 222 0
IR Y o A TG e At ]2 A5 sl i R e A P A
AU, BARAZEIIAE DR S 5, AR #
4 [l g M R Bl N AR e, AT 2x2 IR R
BV B E I BT 25500 o IR AR IR Y, P
AR BEAEH B3, F(1, 39) = 4.01, p = 0.05,
it — 25 B TR BN A3 BT B BN, B A 2R LY B
H A B AT R TERL TR 25 SR B3, F(1, 39)
=0.20, p>0.05, MiANZRAAFE LA BN ET
AL ) 2 = TR RN A, F(1, 39) =
4.39, p<0.05. P~ [{ 2B B AAETE F800

fS BRI AEAS ¢ 4G 55 70 A7 B AR A Y 1 i
AR 2T AL B BB T R (WL 2) 255 R 3R,
B A R AR = 25 LA [ 1 1) 7 7 25 ARG T iy
AT R T R BER IR, ¢ (28) = 3.34,
p<0.01 Fil ¢ (28) = 3.46, p<0.01; AR )L
XIE Y EA BN AT R A T R, ¢ (1) =
2.43, p<0.05, Ifii X} TG MR A 4T R A 3k 2] 2 > 0
1k, 1 (11) = 0.36, p>0.05,

[EEF, SRy 1R gk e 2 AR~ 20 LR 1Y 43
MGG, AT TIESERG R . Bk R a3 4 pF
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RN 29 NREARUKIRSE LR 20 4, HEEYE
TCIEl R s A TE R TG T 12 S A AR
AL 8 AN (7 AR 6 A4S, 5 AP E R
Y 24, FEETE BN E R K R
FAGHGE R oK, ¥ (n = 41) = 4.44, df = 1, p<0.05,
IR G A 5 PR R A 1Y 22 5 2

W IR E =) O RE R fF P E
EA [l i Wy G 4 &

— _

—

Y-S AR (]
S =~ N W A Lo ®

i

/S S ein

B2 e A R g A (g 2200 )L 253 B )
TE: RS NERIELR, "p<0.05, Tp<0.01

x4 RERTEOAREEKTHFESILEXRMNXE
E LR (B B T ER SR

8RR 3 TR TR i 8 9 17
TGI8 G B T T A 4 4 20 24
A1t 12 29 41

33 BEHRMSFLILHANIMIIEER

TEJ LB By, DA% o B RE R H &
O R EE SR o R 20t 8.48 1 UIR(SD =
3.15)F1 6.94 IR (SD = 1.21)3ik 3% 5 B 43 B 5h
A, SRS AEA ¢ R, R ILEERAYSE
RG22 )Lk 3 2 AL B BB A #2, ¢ (39)
=1.95, p>0.05, F}SEM AN F 2220 )Lk ) S 154k
A5 3 AU A T 359 0 L [ A B A5 52, £ (39)
=176, p>0.05, DI RH.oisRg bl | & h
OB A T HRn 3 AR A ST 25 8 R A (1] 43 5]
H5.15 s (SD = 1.94)f1 4.26 s (SD = 1.07).

TEMNR BB, DAt A ol Bk SE a2 20 LT
A BN BB P B R R 6.14 s (SD =
2.07), XFICIE I E I3 T 2T ] R 6.69 s
(SD = 2.32); LLH & R BEEE A28 ) LY I Fl
FAF R 3 6.75 s (SD = 2.91)F1
5.24 s (SD = 2.56), N T KB AEZEAIEEE 1

XoF 763 T T 0L ) T S AR, R SR AU
A AR s, PARNE B A E] 0 AR R
AR, #EAT 2x2 P BRI AT A0 B 4 I &y 22
ST AR A, ZHEAEMEE, F(1, 39) = 5.07,
p<0.05, #F—2 B TR SO 40 R B, LA R
O I B SR 18 2 20 LA B 37 38 & B A N AT R 1 1
FLBTE] Y 22 A B3 F(1, 39) = 0.84, p>0.05, LIA
B b ot RS 0 25 45 LA (RN 9 & 0 T
PLES ) 25 v TR LW AP, F(1, 39) = 4.83,
p<0.05. WA~ [ A8 AR AETE 2800 .

S BCRTAEAS ¢ K50 70 B B AL Bl 2R Y 27 20 L 25
AL UL 3). 85 R A, DIEZT o
IR e O SN I DA =k iak 3 | W CI VA DR S B
FEAE T 2 BRI R, ¢ (22)= 2.53, p<0.05 il £ (22)
=2.61,p<0.05. VI H GO EERZ T ED
FA BN T A AT R BE, ¢ (17) = 3.49,
p<0.01; i X JC 8] N (47 B A 35 3 & 2T 154k, ¢
(17) = 1.56, p>0.05.

B IHeEE =R A FRAEPE
_— s

s 1

SRS e 1]
© =~ N W B L & =

BT HHONEE A ROREE

K3 AN B RESR IR 220 ) LI P 3538 RN ]
T IR NARERR, "p<0.05, “p<0.01

I, A T AR I X B 28 e 22 LR 1
At i, PEAT TAESEUE R . SR A dn sk 5 PR,
23 ZUHZF D BEESER LT, A 17 ZTE
B E IR R FER R A K 118 BULH B
D REER LT, A1 B EYE A
VA ONINE (7 e o N WS K2 S N A T VS ST A7
¥(n=41)=5.10, df = 1, p<0.05, RS 5HE
WIBEMES BE,

H T I A 20 S AR AL, R s [ A T
B0 B IR I L HOR AR Y, AR 225
DL 05 25 15 P AR e 0 3 B B g 7 o 30 3 2 128 1)
AL ] A R X RS /N 2 28 L o3 28 —— BRI [
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Jof B I AR T A ) B 228 L, T E 9
ST RN 5 XA [l 7 ) 0 3 e R ) 25 0 1Y)
2L, BUEYERA RN, HES Bk
B, BEEGURME 52 )L B B3 ] I 1 T A
—HPEIRF T 68.3%,

x5 ARIEBEFSZES )L AR B4 T E

B % A 2 NI AR AT, B 2 4
28 J31) P Vs 21 30 A R R 4 T 43 fif B A5 U DN A% i 22 (1]
MR o VAR B 5240 LI R TR 56 R
ik, loading i 0.69, W 7EAR & 0l DLl BRIZ AL & 1)
48.22%.

6 BEINRBBIMEERRK(N = 41)

B 5Bk % WA Log-likelihood (LL) G2 AIC BIC
LA SR TR o 2 ~75.77 0.48 16555 177.54
LYK L HYRER 3 75.63 0.18 17325 192.10
A IR 4 T " 6 17 4 ~75.61 0.15 18122 206.92
LA ]
i 7 17 2 2R 7 ME T, 2600 1 5 i
it 8 ’ al 1 63.57%, 2550 2 15 36.43%., % 7 5H T %

34 BEHEM.FLILABILEERMELIL

RN BI BB LR 4

WM AT (LCAY R I TR R Tk, &
— BB AR R T o T2 AR R A 4 A i AR A
TFEAR &, B AT AN S 3 T 00 AR 5, i R A U
TESCHE ) St b= A= v AR, BV W2
Mri it R B Sy fEAE R 2 A8 i 2 b, X
AR B AN R K- LR, BRI EE, B
A5 548 7K S B4 52 I A 2R (IS s 8, 2008) 6

R T RGBSR R | L LI NS T AERL
F2E A JLAR RIS R 2 (0] 1 56 R AR, A 52 48 1]
latentGOLD 4.0 R A TR R MW S 00 . KBk
FRRURMR I Q WPt MZE R L+
LR EESERILL A SRR . T2 B Est
() BEAAR AR A2, 3 A0 s [ A X 5 2 e 2 B 22 L,
NP HIE R A, TR B 2228 LS A8 ) B AR
U2 B B 1 79 0 0 = 42 9 3 L ) A R RN,
220 LI NS TAEBCCRI 4 S w2, RIXS AT [l iz
F4) I3 5 44 3 0 B i 8 e 1) 2 25 L e ok TR 9
HOEA BN P, X6 TG 8] A 0 3 S 1 e st
) 458 0 g 2 28 L S WU & 47 5 02 TG |1 iz 7Y 7 9
Ho A LIMRAR I 5y Ry e L B RIAN e 40 R
FHX 3 A AR 5, 438G T RERBIECh 2. 3.
4 pyRAY, FHDASERE A A ih T 2R IR AL, &5l
AR IR 6. WBIRILAME R IL, M2
S E B, ASEALE e A X BUBUARE (LL)FFEE T
R, ARARSE B AG B (GHWRAR /N 1 3 MBI, A
2 AR AR B AIC {H(165.55)1 BIC {H
(177.54), HFEAR /N, NRH AIC 845 BT LLZR

U2 UL B HE 01 2% A B N M 36 Al 4% 14 s i
WERAT S0, 2550 1 A 73.6%MEEE R I T A
LWy, A 2645% MR ED A S PO A
84.43% )220 LU R 4P #0021, 15.57%HY
2 LW P B A I Y5 85.41% 92448 )L
SRR, 14.59% 0 25 LR . U,
AR 1 EEH T o, JFE
TN E P& A B e 5 L R, 2851 2
FEH LA SRR, JEEBUE Y E TG
0] 1o A8 AN 28 4 2 A J L2 A .

RT MENRUMHFHGME

00 A FH 1 2 2

B 2R BUR
LA &SRO BEE 0.2645 0.7435
T RO BEsE 0.7355 0.2565

26 LI AR T AERE
TERFEFHE  0.1557 0.8665
AERMEFH  0.8443 0.1335
b AR T

A4 0.1459 0.5486
Eraceei! 0.8541 0.4514

1 T 2R 2 BIRE AR 19 43 A LR 2 i, T
DA FH 43255 051 Ja Ak 36 08 B 335 W b, 1 i S PR 43 2 1)
fiire), A2 0 @A R AR ERAE 3 ANF AR i 9 7
IR e e A 2 P AN 25 0 e, FR e DA
YR AT ) B AR A VR A 2 P R o AR R R R
P B, DA O B RE R A B2 B 1 AR,
83.97%, 43 FNZEH 2 IAEZE N 16.03%; DL H H K
D EEEER T BRI 5] 2 AR 62.32%, [RIEENR
EAFE], AENER TAER L, A 18N i B 5 9
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SRR T
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4 PISAIBER IR 73 2V i B 23 A

FZE 1 HESR K 92.62%, TCIEI N HIF 3543 32K
B2 HER A 77.02% TEMKARZEHY I, 2R
LB 2000 1 BIREAE R 77.16%, AL
HILAENIZE] 2 RN 69.04%. 2T JEMER
I3 A LI 4, £SALRMETT 1IN Sk R A AL A A
B ] LA — A2 B RRE 2 DL TR G By B
. PUNE P EA BN e g L 8
FEAM B RFIESE DL A B o i RE S L 8 LBUHE
P TG [ B FAS 2 A R 2225 Lo

4 e

41 KEEBERIBBIIEER

X2 20 LMK 7R 2 R o 2T 15 AL R 7 i e it
SIATEE R SR T [ AR S B 1) 2 40 LR B2
G388 I BE S AT AR A P b i 2 AN [ 0 T4 S
7 W O = W SE 1 M R O T N o LN
—— [nl 3B R R RO JE T —— XPE P E T
AR R AR, B2 R AR B 228 ) L3 T4 [l
N E B BB B, A TR I A s T
b XA RS B E T RN T oM R R T AR
HXIIMERI, IS5 RABIE IR AL 2K
WL AR/ E A0 TAERB AT,
mH, X455 Johnson 4§ A (2010)A9HF5E P AN
A R )L PP 5 1 T S AR A A SR A —
B, B U N ES TAERL A SR L2520 )L ek
Al RE A7 AE o (BB LR B R 1T
A T AR A 2 X A MR 15 0 S BB 38 o X i A e 1Y) AR
THOE W] 4 5 AR RIS
42 BEXEHEMERIBIIEER

F G ARG 2T 158 4k 1 5 7 2 2 B LIRS L
YERER LISR, ARWTE R H 5 1 Rl R HURME S N ER
TARRA RO R o BESREUEME =20 ) L vE > 14k

BIFGETH AT 4 R s o BB S iR 25 sk
P25 28 L T B ]y P ) T4 s ey A XA
FHL W, I HE ROV S A R R B, LA B
Sy B BEE 2 LU R s s ALY
Rpr, B EFE AR, Hk, XMER
5 Thompson (1999)$& H Y+ B[] B Hz (1 2 406
S XTI ) PR B AL A TR B0 ™ 25 A FE A R A
MFFE, P45 T ISR R SR &8 . A5
RIMANFAT AR REE, AT A 4% X B SR 52
YA A A B T S A=, 33X A4 J AR R AR
VI B B R R AR A T8 s 3 ir . Hak, i
THERTE 7 B BB 428 L/2= 20 J LI N3 TAER =
ARAFATAT, (HAH R A R R BUBE S T R AR
R SC &R A HERE T — i A, BI7EZEL 1
B AR LU XA KR o AP R RPN
RAE 0 LI C & et il 4 bR 22 5 gl rp iy Bk 2
1720 B 3R A O B2 B U S AR, I i T AR
JLHENHGE IS 5 FMER . %% =, Goodman %5
AN (1998) 5T LA B Grossmann 45 (2005)E4T A2
] F 5% & B T L0008 B R BURE 5 S IR AR R AE
FAEIEMCR, AR ALSER S AR T —2, JF
HE SRS UESE B RAT A 5 FARARRAE Y X A
KRZANFIRIRETPERY, TR X A 56 R AE [ — B[] B
Wt O ST .
43 MRERBAZEVIR: AEBTIEEX1ER
A NI, TEARFR P BRI TTine
220 LR AR 2 RE R 25, AE 2 D E
T 255 BT W 25 B AR R S R S R R
A4 [l P A A 52 BAE T S , Fe vl I 2R A Y
YRR A . R U P AP [F] A S R (4
RGN ER, D P omEE S0 &R
L REY L L TR ARG A RN TR
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PR A AR AR (B, ZJE 37  FRAL
BTSRRI, R AR LA MLL A
B gt i RE SR B 25 20 ) LA A 81 A 4P Y
AL [A] I 35 5 T e Il B BB 4 e e ise b
JLAHMVUAZ 7 O B BESE R 720 LA X B4
S BB AT Ry BT AL [) 1Y) 22 S W 3, X AdiAs
ASHE MBSO 130 B 3k 9 2 B a0 G [l N A A
(R TE R B[] T TR Y R 4 3 X R, X o)
T ] BETE — R BE b Sl 1 AR 45 ) 5 ¥ Y JR) FR
PE o I E T s 1 S8 ISR B bRl B S (173
O FRE AR, F R A T 2 Y 7R B OC R EUR SRS R
V-4 96 FR Bk R A TT BB AN BB AR R AT AT — 1A B
AR R OC R Bk SR 5 (Bergman, 1998; Von
Eye & Bergman, 2003; Von Eye & Bogat, 2006;
Molenaar & Campbell, 2009), A 55 K FH AR RE 7]
7, I 2S00 0 BT IR 5T B SR R M L 2228 L
() P R AR A 2% 20 LR AN S B 22 ] 11 56 R AR
Ko WM HT(LCAE T AL M G iR, W]
DE SN IR PNEE S NN v il
R R AR X 28 N B OC R RI RN . — D2 i
NBOE R B Z B2 ALY, (HJ2 5 HAbH 2 4] 2
AR o W o AT 45 R e BB SR U | 2220
JUBY R TAEAR R 27 20 J LR 24T SR 22 [ A 3X A
AR 63.57% BT I T2 1, ]
LT O RER L, BT B R
A PR T, JFAE R A T B AR P h AR I 4
B2 LRI ZRAT R 36.43% M9 T 15 )@ 2851
2, BT A & Ao ryBEER R L, R
FHIL T TC I T, IF R A 2 AR AR Y
7M. XPF R RBIAXWIESE T Bretherton Fll
Munholland (1999)F7ik, W TAER A FEE T — )8
B, LR R B AR FREE LS5 EE.
T A A SR IR FR Bk, X BE T 545 & S e 2 5
LR RB R TIIG N, WIS 1272 LN L
VERE M AFTE MDD RE . X AR AR AR BTE, 3
AW A rh, 2l LI R AR S TR )
R R, T8Ik 0.69, RN L
A LA R N TR TARRE Y 48.22%, BLHH T #F L
YRR AE DA 2 U A% 326 21 2228 LYK A T
)3k A 2 v iR ) AR T o 3k OC FR AR s DA
UL, 2220 LA B m IR, A AL T4
N RE, MRA—-EdACHESNZSS
K ARASHE 1 B aE FE (Rogoff, 1995), Bi A A
L BEERAE BE ) I AT R A8 ABA T AT o A

F5E A B S R AR SR B WA R B X
BARELR & A REWIRE S, HESFEH A
SH R T AR AR RE i 2 O B
AR ER B % 7o L B D73, IR At
FAMNEZETA 83.97%M ] e 2 UM —2K L
#, HE R SRR al 15 B R AR T, JF e A — &
B 2 S TR AT oy il — ELRE SR IBUT LA B
HH L E T, A% T EA 5 (62.32% 8 1]
REME) NS — 28L&, R A B2 Al 1S B Y
PR AR, T BN 2 AR AR B

A TSR BIE AT 7k, LCA R LA T4
B SHe XA AR ) BE R A BE AT 23 28 B Hh BRI A,
R MR o A T AR R ) (1 2R AT
1%, LCA By 22 mi i 7 2B LR R GE iz A
B, b e AR RN IR . LCA IR RERS IR {1
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Fl 28 &% 1 RPIR S #EAT 5.8 LLA B i iy R
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KEHSEF RN E D, R b U e:
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Internal Working Models of Toddlers: A Bridge from Maternal Sensitivity to Toddlers’
Attachment Behaviors

LIN Qing; WANG Zhengyan; LU Shan; LIANG Xi; HE Qiong; WANG Zhao; HU Ruoshi

(Department of Psychology, Learning and Cognitive Key lab, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048, China)

Abstract

Internal working models are based on young children’s expectations for the behavior of their attachment

figures that develop into broader representations of their relational experiences, and decision rules about how to

interact with others. These internal working models are thought to influence the child’s subsequent processing of

social experiences and allow the child to anticipate, plan for, and adapt to his or her social world. Current
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research studies largely concentrated on the internal working models of attachment in childhood and adulthood;
very little inquiry has been conducted on internal working models of preverbal infants and toddlers. It was not
until 2007 that a study by Johnson, Dweck and Chen had found evidence for infants’ internal working models of
attachment using a habituation paradigm. In addition, some theorists and researchers have indicated that
maternal sensitivity is associated with internal working models in childhood; and also it has been suggested that
maternal sensitivity may affect toddler’s attachment status. Therefore, internal working models may play an
important role in relationship between maternal sensitivity and toddler’s attachment status. However, there is
inadequate research on maternal sensitivity and internal working models in infancy. The present study explored
the relationship between toddlers’ attachment status, maternal sensitivity and internal working models of
toddlers. We hypothesized that toddlers of different attachment status might have unique patterns of expectations
about their mother’s responsive behavior, and the expectations might correspond to maternal sensitivity in
caregiver-infant interactions.

Forty-one toddlers (M = 14.01 months, SD = 0.81) and their mothers from middle class backgrounds
participated in the study. A visual habituation study using abstract animations with separation and reunion events
was conducted to test a part of the toddlers’ internal working models—their expectations of a caregiver’s
responsiveness. Toddlers’ attachment status was assessed by the Strange Situation procedure. Maternal
sensitivity in caregiver—toddler interactions was measured by Maternal Behavior Q-Sort. The data was analyzed
using repeated-measure analysis of variance, chi-square analyses, paired t tests, gq-factor analysis and LCA.

Results were as follows: (1) Toddlers’ expectations of a caregiver’s responsiveness depended on their own
attachment status: insecure toddlers expected their caregivers to withhold comfort; (2) Toddlers’ expectations of
a caregiver’s responsiveness depended on their mother’s behavior: the toddlers of Self-centered mothers
expected caregivers to be unresponsive; (3) The results found by LCA indicated that there were two types of
attachment system: Category 1, the toddlers of Child-centered mothers tended to expect their caregivers to be
responsive, and showed secure attachment behaviors. Category 2, the toddlers of Self-centered mothers tended
to expect their caregivers to be unresponsive, and showed insecure attachment behaviors in Strange Situation
procedure.

These results indicated that it was effective to using a visual habituation procedure to measure internal
working models of preverbal toddlers. The claims that toddlers’ internal working models play an important role
in the relationship between maternal sensitivity and toddler’s attachment status can be supported. If we want to
change the attachment status of toddlers through their internal working models, we should pay attention to the
behavior of their mothers.

Key words toddler; attachment; internal working models; maternal sensitivity



