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CIEHIE W B Th 22 2 10EAE, P42 712000)

B OE CRAMASERN TR S NPMEE RN, 5T R B A XU (196 35 200 . 5258 1
KA G55 08 s WA, R 308804l ZaAUR3), BRES RS, P sh<3(HbrinZk
B ARG, [SAEJCSRH, ARED)IR G LW BT 548 17 AR 370 2065 AR TV S L i 2 o 2551 &

B, 5 2505 Sh 4 b VRS Sh AR LE, % E ShRE

EF i Y ERIDNCIRIINZIS 9 d AN P 3D R Y 73

AR . S8 2 SRR B, B AL MR S AR MR 55 PSR SR SEm, Z5 R BE, %
SRR B 2 BT 5 AT D SR b 0 B0 1 3 o T P R, R R A AR RS R Y R o AF T 4 R S U
TR A NBRAFAE A P ARG IR, X T dE At 2 (5 AR i B2 T B AT FR AR A LS 3 S

B3 3 o F N U E 1 =20 A B S R R AN A P e o TN =) N S
S35 Bs44
1 %Ié—‘ AEORAETS 5t B SUEZE T s N & B, & eKANEE
|

ER—FE RS ML, FIEZBIPRE N

e 3 OV o R KT AR AT BEAT R TH BRI 9 ¢ &
G AN B (Righetti & Finkenauer, 2011), 355
2 21 8] B 5 /F 5. 3) (Kramer & Carnevale, 2001;
Balliet & van Lange, 2013), i F{EdtrtSfiks
[E % % 5% (Labonne & Chase, 2010), BIR{E{T &
MRS N B /BB (B) B0 2 . i UL St 23 06 JR Y 4 45
(Robinson, 1996; Suzuki, Honma, & Suga, 2013), T
Ok, WHFEF IR TN 1 B SRR R
XAFAERREA, IF X RIS AR AR B R 2L
il S A e ems . Horp, MEOASEAE AT L g K
FEPROC R A SR HEAT, MRARKS RS S YR iy 8
M52 B OCTE, KEMRE 250 TENRGED
AR 2 53 A A 70 IXURS X645 4 R 32 1 (Riggs, Jacobovitz,
& Hazen, 2002; Griffin, Bartholomew, 1994; Mikulincer,
1998), k5L T 4 4 MR AN KA X A5 AT 19 BR800
(Fonagy, Gergely, & Target, 2007; Corriveau et al.,
2009; Simmons, Gooty, Nelson, & Little, 2009). it
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i 7 S 0% 5 A B T Ak /T BOR B, T
5 AR N L 45 A AT i (Mikulineer &
Shaver, 2007b; Collins & Gillath, 2012),

WA TN E A, KA 5 A5 AT A7 A% )k
Z o XM TEAERMES, ANF2EE B E A, Barber
(1983)48 i A TE AP 5 A= ——AHAE X I B 7, X
X7 bR & E R 2, Yamagishi Al
Yamagishi (1994) 045 77 & 2150, FEA G
1o AG R 5 R iz A A AT FUR AL A 5 AT PR A,
HIH T8 AR R 28 ) — b e, B
R R AR A5 RS A DI 1) B B N5 42,
KGR SAF ARG 0] 0 BAR S R g 5 &
(GkEHr, KbE, B9, 2000), AHFFEEZ LR
AT T A RN B A R A 5 15 /& (Rousseau,
Sitkin, Burt, & Camerer, 1998), U>F2#40 3 1) (51T
WF 5% 3= % )\ A] 5E M (Dependability) F1 8 % (Faith) P
ASTTORTEAFAERY 3 %O UGy« XX 7 RIS Y
PEA S RAE X 7 OG0 A B R SR IR AE TR I TR
15 . ITAREE A ST AR AT R B1F L(Sorrentino, Holmes,
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Hanna, & Sharp, 1995), X 3 Ml 5K % a5k
b P X A2 0 13 TR A7 7 v BE 1Y — 20 (Mikulineer,
Shaver, Sapir-Lavid, & Avihou-Kanza, 2009), K7k
SR AR AR Y ) B (NS R L FEEAE) S
SRR LLARAG AR 3 (9 T[] (Bowlby, 1988), AP
T AR R s T8 2O AR A N | I R T il
R 7= A 520 (Mikulincer, 1998; Cassidy & Shaver,
2008; Mehta, Cowan, & Cowan, 2009), H.r 44
AR B A TR~ ABHY, BORI{E A 3
AN EACER, AR, 78 ABRC
Z A 254 M /D [ &S (Mikulincer, 1998;
Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001; Saavedra, Chapman, &
Rogge, 2010); A2 AR AN G0 A W Y 5 Fe—
Tl NSRS, A AR AR A A A Y T B B FRAR
T2 MRBE H FRANE I XK % O R SR E S, AR A
E S A T B N RS A U] TR 22 4 4 fE ATl A
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007a; Overall, Fletcher,
Simpson, & Fillo, 2015), JRB[, AS R 7R XUA% 1A
R A3 A SR ERRIE, S 30l
N {F R BE A TP S O R IR TR], 2 1 52 {5
T 1) 2 37 (Mikulincer, 1998; Mikulincer & Shaver,
2007a; Caron, Lafontaine, Bureau, Levesque, & Johnson,
2012),

HATBESE & 2k 55 1 4 B PEAR R XUA% 5 15 1T
(] 4 30 2 B AR o BN R LA 70 XUAS RE S 5 3 — 4
Je HOBRESEFNRE A NS AR, Horpre 2R AR K
& 2L LX Al A B 55 f 15 A (Fonagy et al., 2007;
Corriveau et al., 2009), B AR FE L & B, AR
[vi] 3k A7 T 38 PRI O 22 SR B ] ke SR, AR /D
SRA AT B(Riggs et al., 2002), FFH FALKFEAY
N PFR{51T:(Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994; Mikulincer,
1998); 4 AR 7R KUAR A U 1 A5 0T 22 B 1Y) B 30
220, fFAEAOCH AAZARICIZ ik e v, A
O Z A5 AT A S ) N Br B AR 5 06 5K i (Mikulincer,
1998; Haggerty, Siefert, & Weinberger, 2010), JF7E
FEAZE 5 3R B Xt AT 22 (1445 4T 8% (Simmons
et al., 2009; Lopez & Brennan, 2000), Ith4h, TH5TE
it % Bl (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998; Mikulincer
& Shaver, 2003), MK RS AR ALAE SR K
AR XA S R, R E A PR R
rh A AT AP 3 v T I A R [ 544

T K I 5T 3 T U 4 42 A MR TR A — i 2 it 1l
J AR BCIR S, BEAE SE 50 2 4 N B F /IR
£ K (Sohlberg & Birgegard, 2003; Carnelley &

Rowe, 2007) ¥ i, F X5 A4 (4 1A H1 (Wu, 2009;
Dykas & Cassidy, 2011) . 1# /2 #1417 4 (Benoit,
Bouthillier, Moss, Rousseau, & Brunet, 2010; Collins
& Gillath, 2012)7 4 — R FN BN . &K
i 4E 7 44 24 2 i& (A Broaden-and-Build Cycle of
Attachment Security; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001,
2007a)fi i, 5L SRR KA AR, 2 R 7R
JE Bl BRI A R R B R A
(Dykas & Cassidy, 2011) 5 [FfF . Al S5 B & o
(Mikulincer, Shaver, Gillath, & Nitzberg, 2005), £
TULEar#r, AU IR — LZeRAE 3hEE
2R A AR bR A BE B R AR AR A PR AR
AR

AR R G20 3l 1 i T AL 48 H (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2003, 2007a), K28 Z G006 B934~ i 1y
232 BB PR A KA U520, B oG, AR B R AU
23 RN BT 5 A A AR SR AE N AR i e .
JEIR VA 2 15 0 22 A AR 7R A PRAR 2R SE AR AL 125 (n
AT A BRI IAYE, BN 2 AR XA
AR ST AR R (o B . R R 2551
HIRPE . HUK, R TR R XURS 5 e S R L S Y S
FRAT R o RIS AT 22 R ] 2R T oK OK
Wl /L SR T s AN 2 A R 7 XU A DU R T o 3 98
CHR 78 8 ) B 25 TG SR S (7% [, e ) oz o) [ 358
(Mikulincer & Florian, 1998; Shaver & Clark, 1994),
e, MRS P E A TE I 15T A FRRAER
o AR KA RTE T T B S k4 F 3
WA HRR A I B FIAR, AN A A
FEA T EATH A H FERAE I 910 SEIEAT 58 0 45
AR A B 5 R R A KU 1 5 FR AT s 2k —
AN WL I, AN R SR A KU B 1
TRTE L2 RN R B T 1 2 3R I AR A 22 42 8t
Z P T (Mikulincer et al., 2009; Mikulincer, Shaver,
& Rom, 2011; Luke, Sedikides, & Carnelley, 2012),
RV 2Z AR AR Bl -5 SO AR AR A — 2 (Hlf
W9 & P (Collins & Gillath, 2012), ZZ4KANE 5
A . 25 U D IR 7 A A AT 28 N 7 Ji ) T
NI T N N S-S e N - AL
(Mikulincer, Shaver, Bar-On, & Ein-Dor, 2010;
Mikulincer et al., 2005), 5% KA 3 545k
WA XA B K RASFAAE DL It AFRAS %
i A (Mikulincer et al., 2005), B iEAFFE R %
T R BRI KUK T 2 AR AR IR B 5 B A )
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WAL, M APRMEENEERNER, A
()17 28 % 52 2% . 35 52 ) Ot AR A5 AT PE AN 5 8%
%o WIRERW, LKA IE 3hiE F 2T R,
T 0 B AR 1 25 B9 3% Jill (Mikulincer, Hirschberger,
Nachmias, & Gillath, 2001; Mikulincer & Shaver,
2007a), BRI 5 00 40 48 g AL BR 0 45 i, B
25 HERE B 5 AR 19 N AP BT U (Waugh & Fredrickson,
2006), Xt A Br {5 1% A 2 % {2 38 %% B (Dunn &
Schweitzer, 2005), {HL A I H8 H, BG4 A
PRAGAT R 20 2332 BRI TR, A E
A% B 28 2R 10 25 8 T BRI 28 % N B A5 A1 JF
B E AR F (Lount, 2010; {ATIRERN, TAR%Z,
EFCHE, 2011) RIS HE Y, MRARE A X
A — RINA IS B AP . DAk
T I PRI X 55 A AL T] R A0 42 3SR 35 Bl AR AR X
b SRR ip R i i SR E TR STs S
M T R 7S X0 R TSR A Bl S A ALY, ) IR S Mt e I
APRIR I 2 &7 18 F1 2% 25 & (Mikulincer, Hirschberger
et al., 2001; Tini, Corcorn, Rodrigues-Doolabh, & Waters,
2003). AB4, AR MRS e L A B
5%, 823 Rt 252500 2 1 Jid 30 T A4 B Y — i AR
WG TG K, i 2t A R R =R sh Y 45 2R e 2
I, AHFIE S T A% (Mikulincer & Shaver,
2007a), B LKA . BBCE S A 3 Fa sl
T5E, R B AT AR 175 A B R 1 &4
g, 5% ARMRE AT 4 4 Ak PR = S8R
PEATIX Y, HCBOAN RIS 3l 260 T w5 (R K 4 2
1k, BoiEfRi = ZRARAE s ANBR{E AR B
RO b ST T ARG 2 AR T o

R WFFEUETE, MARTEA TS 205 th B EAEAT A
Bt N AT S5 P 04 DA BE 6% 38 1 £ A 1 2 O Xk
(AT A T SR 45 R A 3 201K B (Carson, Madhok,
Varman, & John, 2003; Dunning, Anderson, Schldsser,
Ehlebracht, & Fetchenhauer, 2014; Martinez &
Zeelenberg, 2015), JRHN, (EAEIEZEE AT LIAE R
ANBRMEAEBFFE A R0 TR Ak, WA
HMAESIAFI R, R A) B RS 35
fE5%5-Ji (Mayer & Mussweiler, 201 1){E R APR{H1E
AR S &7k . R, AROFFE AL 2SI AT
LUAT AR R, HELRAR S T
PXHF AT AT 8 ] B S e (17 AT A ST Y
Jz i B, Mikulincer, 1998; Mayer & Mussweiler,
2011) M A5 A B9 47 O e 3R 3R B (f5 A 2R A 5,
Martinez & Zeelenberg, 2015)%¢1E, FFH4RTTREFK

AR R . EEAS AR S5 1
PO MR 3 B 45 5 ShAn s e 3 41
PORAETNC P SRAT 55 S NL I 0 28 57, O 44K
W SRR 25 05 SR N B A5 A R i 1) 5 [R] O 2%
PR RS SR B B TR 2005 S8 2 Wi i £ A 1
GRAL S5, TR0 MR SXHE AL AT 0 AR SRy
JRAR A £5 RS AR 181 19 250

2 SEEG 1

21 F&
211 #Hik

100 4 K22, Hh B4 31 A, & 69 A, F
YIEIE R 2115 5 (brifEZE R 1.43). Bl A5 F
F, PR ) 80 1E J5 ) ¥ FE IE R Y . SER T
ZEE R, SLWIEST/MLIERZ .
212 Wt

K 30a s ZeWAE s, FIEZ%E
o), HrrEEEED<3(H AR a2 R - fF A DG, (AT
K], JRDIRA S s Th, Hoh g 34l ek
[, BARi2ER Al R, HAS & e
PRSRAT 55 1 S LI
213 KM

EBERIRE ERECR): K2R FN#E
FI42(2006) 51T Brennan 45 A (1998) % il i 35 %%
5 Z K56 1 2 (Experiences in Close Relationships
Inventory, ECR)H Ui, A7 36 NMEH, A 464K
AN FECRIAR AR [ B A i R4 18 M H o RS
FEIBAEEE R H RO S 5, F AR
L SRS AR F R O A SRR R
[ 3 24 32 174) R Qe 24 b/ b i B PR IR AR H SR T A
KW ATE”, B ER 5 AN Z AR 16 %
BB RN S o R BIAET IR FERE . 53k 7 51T
gr, BERPORIE IR 5 A B LR IE AT A 1
BN 1“FaAFH578 7226 e,
O3B0 R e s A R T Ikt ) R A o AR IF AT AR
708 RT3 R 2 B FE At FAE AR R i Y- Cronbach’s
o ZE53k 0.70, 0.84,

HFRIFEERATS): KM Rotter (1967)Fw il 1)
NREAR R, M AMAXT b AFT R . R TS
FEEE G, BRAE 25 MEH, 5 S0 = 5%
AR, 5 = TR, 15708 Rs N EE
BEME . CAREY, ZeREhELE
RO RAEFGEMAR, EAabRk, B4, 1999; ¢ A 5,
SERBL, PR, 2013), AUE D o RECH 0.80,
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ZR2KEBHNBRENE . M4 H ARl
FHE9# B (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001; X4, 2012),
WA TR AR AN ER ) 5 NG RER . KE . X
o Ze . R, BERIMAPKERCEEESZ
J&, AR B O EMZ B B AR ARRT RAE B O B
SLRAZXT 5 A AT 5 (1 = RARA, S =
EH 2), LA Y2 R ANERSZ . BEH ey
FRALG A/ Wt A2 TR B B, TR W A AR R
AR = F ) Cronbach’s o Z2EH 0.96,

FRBEBERENE: BRI A IR AL
TR (TR 2 A, 2011; Lount, 2010), Z KA
BARAE M B E RS 2 )5, B3 A X EH2 R
PR ESERAZ, FEXE S AMELRNC B . &
X, RO g BUE, HrRG L Y. BRIECR
FHECIa ) i Il E AR 35T 5 SR = ARA
WA, 5 = dEw2), LUl R IE% Rz, BH
e GO R, TR RS TR, AR
AR H1 Cronbach’s o &%0H 0.90,

PEFYHEMNE.: RIEC AV LREBEIE
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001; X, 2012), 7E#{IA5E
WM BEAE S Z )5, AT 5 A PE A 5 R
A, BEH AR B E RS, BERAR
AR, MERCEE iR, BENES R
BERE”, 5 Ritar(1 = REDNARE S, 5= RAEZ)
RAZ ).

DR RES: RAMFHEA S | FE T
AR 3 &I A, BARELEE 20 A ELIE T 20
AR, Hoh EARAR 10 AMEEAR SR A 10 ME
A TE ] (5 AR A G A S | AT 245 {5 AR JC G in]
W K25, B anpiEg o fT184E; Mikulincer,
1998; Mayer & Mussweiler, 2011; van Dillen, Papies,
& Hofmann, 2013; XIJERKI, ZZHHE, 2005), SLLEH]T
X H bR ia] i A 2 R SRR AR DGR BE | A1l
PTG L2800 . MR BE | REE . R O HOA) S it
roRAh, AR IR DA 0 128 45 48 8 A DT BC i) iE VR o0 H bk
i, HARFER A . $8 51— 5. (500 ms) 58413
(3000 ms)—F2 5 [H]BE (500 ms)., ZR gl i E #5035
Ji SR SCHAERf b W BT A 3 ) 1R TR 15 O LR . B
AP AE 2R ) FNE USSR oY, 2k~ BBl &

104> trail, EEA> trail J5 3R B A9 45 R 45 7 S i,

RS 1500 ms, 2k 2T B Be (il FH B4 3a) i 7 1 20
ERNFRE ], IEASEAL S 160 A trail (BENIAIE
EI 4K, BRI
214 UEBEMEE

M 19 ST hRas A X2 AR, R

F1024x768 13 %K . SLEARF {4 ] Eprime 1.0 2,
8 FIEE U R, I SO A6, (SRR
(TGRS AR TR N 48 SR A

215 KKIEF

HEASL G % — R Z 0T, B B e A IR v 5 A
ECR I ITS #5.

— JE RO A SR, IR BENL S 3 2
A s BB MM BE TS . Hidh, e M)E s
HAEFIBEW T F D ARG DG XHE A, o/
W FE R ARG A FIAARE F .. EAAGE
09 % ZAEF E L, Aot/ b eh A8 AL Ak AR B B 3 AT
JRA R BE . NEK AN AF, o/ Hfin— AR
—AL, K LR EAAR. LARIEF) R A e A
KRB ARG, RE —ANFAAE e/,
BT R/ tg B, I, 517202 2040/ 4 b4
B IL, MR/ A — B ARG ey RAFRZ, S
RAE VAT FRBCE AT fe i ey 5. BRI 45 )0
e Rl EEBARZ R —AFH R A
IAFHRFS P, RFERT T4 847, mF K
BAFHF ARG RE ERILRAF. B3 F 4P,
WA FTBGRIANA(FM . FfgRE) AR
b IRAFAF ARG . AT R AR R IR T 0 XA
=1 4 B a4 M BL s SR AR AE A T R RRACE AT A
FR e m A, bk A s S e AARIA
P F e —AA, IAAAFRGFRFE, G178
B R A FRK S AT R R F R A/
Yot A Bh . B R Ak Ko 18 A 2R R AR AR IR
iR A A, BRI INIR, B, R R
ARAS A B L, BRI B ) — 5, 1R3E
VAT T A BT B R b A,

34350, A B R A LR ) 1
CHR BT R R BIN, A/ b i RE SR S 7 AT 0] IR A
fiE? 7 20 “RITHEEHANSIRCRE......75 3.
“CUR BT 18142 10 515 K A B s ] R SR (BLIR R A )
4 A N TE AR TE — /S, R0 K2
PECRURRRR 1 b/s S o L1 0 S F R = YRS I 2 S = R/
ZREVEAIME R o 258 U BT 1T 45 A,
T — EHAE R NIA E2 R AR N — ELAER B i1 (LA
A RS B 2, SRR AR A G
WD) o B E R I BB AT S5 5, #7155 48
Ve 5 P B G R 7 45 0 A

T R 8 RN PSR AT 55, R E B
LR I T 2% ) 1 ) R A

] A R S8 Y, 90 T 2 75 47 3 i S P
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ST 55 (M2 A 5 A 55 5 iRl PSR AT 55 ) IR A A O,
I G LN
22 H#REHH

B Bl 38 oK & B IRZ B SAT 5 S50 e ok
55 ) A BB, MRS Ratcliff (1993) A4 ik, MHER
B AE TN PR AL 55 i K (> 1000 ms) Al i (<
200 ms) Y S, AN [R] 43 2H A BN R A Bl F
GG AL 3 %4, BIRIEZ G4 2 4, ik
TR 5 AR A SO I HSE R 1000 ms,
T B AR R trail (S NP o 20 AT SR, e M bR b
WAESFEIR B (R BUR A S E AT . B AEAHS
TE /AR 1Y B L ) 5 AR Bl ) 25 6 I 25 22 5
ANFEHEG L AR R (R A (1(98) = —0.08, p =
0.93; F(4, 99) = 1.06, p = 0.38). IKARFEE(98) =
0.87, p=0.39; F(4, 99) = 1.89, p = 0.11)F/l 1] k4 fF
1353(t(98) = 1.04, p = 0.30; F(4, 99) = 2.13, p = 0.08),
{ZAEAH SR (1(98) = —0.54, p=0.59; F(4, 99) = 2.18, p=
0.08). JCF1d(t(98) = 0.20, p= 0.85; F(4, 99) = 0.52,
p = 0.72)F1FEIT(t(98) = 0.92, p = 0.36; F(4, 99) =
0.77, p=0.55) S W sk [ ¥4 T0 b 5 22 5%
221 tEXSH

AT, KR [ 3k 4 i 45 43 5 {5 AT A1 5
1] 4 BN B ) 2 2 R AR G, SRREAE . AR
S JAT A3 U 5 W 3 RORE G IR I AR BE A 4 S Ry
JEAGAT: . MK E 42 SR AR 0 RV AT AT 1) S5 0 st [i] S22
W NG, FEBUE AL SRV 2R A5 40 5t W 3 E

e, S5 AT AR 10 B vy i (g 2 A G, RN 2 4
JEAS AT 5 5 AT AR D& 1) S R Aof 52 Jd 28 A5G (R
o] JC I TR B AR A B R A R] S IR AR DG, HiAY
AR A A (R 1),
222 BahBHMERE

DI n) 55 5 2 B B AR Sh S PR &,
S (LR . B 25 5 PR S B AR
AT 22500, SRR, RRJESAIERS
BT (FQ2,97)=1.72, p=0.18). BEAsh I
(F(2,97) =2.20, p=0.12)¥) 00 B F 2 7 (3 2).

Bedr, ol DAplkAe 2 AR I 3 5 DL K AR
DA ol R S SR B R 5 S 1P kevan s S N i) = B2
HARAE B . B 2505 sh A rh PRl 2) 2 3 22
HEHET T 2200 G5 R R N, 3 A WGR A R
ERBEFQR, 97) = 39.73, p < 0.001, n* = 0.45),
LR S AP AR AL 2 AR 4 B S T
TR AR 26 J5 sh A R rp R il 20, RS 28 40 Fn b Pk
HAF IR 225, 3 AP 2535y 25 5%
HF(FQ, 97)=33.61, p<0.001, 0> = 0.41), HFH
WG 45 05 sh 4045 43 i 3 8 T % RN sh A Firp
PEAE I 2H, 2 MR 5 v 4 T A0 A E B
gt Lo EER (R 2), LR E RV,
SEE A SR ER AL
223 ARBHMHSHAERLCRARES PR E

B ZE R LR
DA AR T U SR AT 55 v 9 S 0 B oy PR A

F1 EMRTEAERERITESHEX

ik M sD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. M7 ] sk 2.89 0.86 1
2. IRANAEIE 3.51 0.91 0.10 1
3. FRfEiE 2.90 0.52 -0.37""  —0.24%+ |
4. R A 3.49 0.81 -0.32""  —0.20% 0.26* 1
5. PG 2.82 0.66 0.06 0.14 -0.15 -0.09 1
6. RT: {5 AR 589.08 100.94 0.41" —0.22%  —0.28%*  _036*** (.05 1
7. RT: f54EJEKIH 650.09 95.74 0.13 -0.03 -0.14 -0.02 012 0.29%* 1
8. RT: dRid 663.53 106.38 0.25 -0.08 -0.19 -0.07 —0.02  0.26%*  0.50%** |

. RTSEAFRZESFE KRR, p<0.05 "p<0.01; " "p<0.001; LIFHI[FE,

*2 AREBHAHXER A YIEENEIR LRIFE S (M = SD) (N=100)

A AR G LKA R B (n = 35) TR 26 )3 B4 (n = 34) s 4 (n = 31)
WEAR G 2.17 (1.20) 2.06 (0.92) 2.52(0.93)
WE AP 2.77 (1.21) 3.24 (0.89) 3.23 (1.00)

MR AN 22 4 I 4.21 (0.67) 3.20 (0.63) 2.98 (0.49)
TG 2.59 (0.36) 3.40 (0.67) 2.44 (0.46)
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TNCZRAL(3: AFATAH IR | A5 AT TE K i Ak 1) AUS
3 WRAE B B 45 a sh AT R 4
S H AR REHEA T A I A T 2400, iRl E A
PO N ARG, IR LS AR S S BN A 53T
LR, A shar ] RN B, F(2, 96) = 7.89, p <
0.001, n* = 0.14; TAVCZRA ER0N A, F2, 192) =
1.92, p = 0.15; J& gl 20 5N 2R 1) 28 AR
#,F(4,192)=7.11,p<0.001, 1*=0.13,

] BN BT R BRI 1), R[] sh 2 ptsk
XA AT AH DG 1R) ) 2 g B 22 5 B 35 (F(2, 97) = 36.38,
p < 0.001, 0% = 0.75), 4G SR HETA IR
) ) 5 I B g R T BRI 5 R B (F (L, 67) =
54.02, p<0.001, n* = 0.45) b M 4L(FA, 64) =
78.38, p < 0.001, n* = 0.55), FUWIEL S sh5 rp ks
IR TC R EZES, FA, 63) = 1.15, p = 0.29; ST

750 1
W ZoRAEEhE O A
700 1 O Bk ES R A _}
650 1 —I—
=
151 600 1
=S
550 1
500 1
450 1 :
fEAEAREIA {EIEIEKA E| 35|

K1 Jash o AR AT 55 vh BN 22 53 L8R

Te 1A 1] b B4 SN I AS ) sl 4340 1) G i 3 2%
S(F(2,97)=1.32,p=0.27; F(2,97) = 1.39, p=0.25).,
224 RIS EIIE TR
K 4 2 1815 25 88 R AR 2R 78 I 3l 41 5 1)

TR SR I oy st [) 198 % 1 3550 10 (L S W 4%7'81\, 9{6
,2005), I, WA AR (A RKANS

TR 1 28 I zyj%nﬂlﬂriif“”ﬁﬂ)%?ﬁwﬂﬁ/\fﬁu E;(Jﬁ'
Pl Rmash = 1, BidEgias = o, ik
il = 0; E 2:22%11%)%@1 = 0, FURIEE 5
g =1, P = 0), XHEEAHRNE K& AE X
N B AT R R AL B LR R AR Ik | KA A R
PEATHR OB AR B S DA AT AR SR S 0 s Sy PR A%
KPR AR ) SN s R AR A AT AR Ry 5 — 2 s ol AR
wHIEA TR R E SRR A R
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XF NBRAGAERENE o A, SC8 1 R R
55 OSSR R AEAE AR AR, 9256 2 Pl Bl —E /Y
88, RAMEAE TSR AT 55/ 0 (R AR I A i H b, 2k
— A B AR SR AR A R E 1 B R4
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B 51h 0.88, 0.87.
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REEN(CZAGH) o ACH G B IR0 22 X340
SERNY 3 A%, B 3X, (HJRARCH A ] iz 245 B BE N
—FERNEE YO0 < Y < 3X). KL, AR
LRI S-X+Y, AUHE ARG R 3X-Y
P ABER BB X, e TR AHACREA
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Nachmias, 2000; Mikulincer, Gillath, & Shaver, 2002;
Dewitte, De Houwer, Koster, & Buysse, 2007). [#]H,
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Abstract

Both interpersonal trust and attachment are important aspects of human interpersonal relationship.
Interpersonal trust is not only one of the most essential quality of intimate relationship, but also a necessary
condition for development of commitment and a sense of security. And it includes a variety of people's positive
expectations for their partner’s availability, response and caring, all of which are core components of attachment.
Attachment is the most important emotional intimacy band through the whole life of an individual, the security
base effect of safety attachment affects all aspects of interpersonal and social adaptation of the individuals. The
securely attached persons hold positive attitudes toward the availability, sensitivity and reactivity of their
partner's responses when they in need, so they will experience higher levels of trust. Previous studies only
focused on the relationship between dispositional attachment and interpersonal trust, while recently years,
researchers have transformed their focus from dispositional attachment to situational attachment and its positive
effect on interpersonal trust. Therefore, present research aimed to examine the impact of attachment security
priming on interpersonal trust, and to further extend the Broaden and Build Cycle of attachment security, so as to
explore the effective ways to improve individual interpersonal trust.

This research adopted two studies to examine the impact of attachment security on interpersonal trust. A 3
(priming groups: attachment security, positive mood, control group) X 3 (target type: trust-related word,
trust-unrelated word, non-word) mixed experimental design was conducted in Study 1. After completing the
Experiences in Close Relationships scales (ECR) and Interpersonal Trust Scales (ITS), 100 college students
were randomly assigned into three priming groups, respectively for attachment security, positive mood and
control group. Then all of them finished lexical decision tasks, the target word respectively was trust-related
word, trust-unrelated word, and non-word. Study 2 adopted the trust game paradigm to explore the interpersonal
trust behavior. 65 college students completed the ECR and ITS one week ago. And then they were randomly
assigned into two priming groups, respectively for attachment security and control group. Finally, all the
participants finished the trust game task.

The results of Study 1 showed that the attachment security priming group’s reaction time of trust-related
word was significantly lower than positive mood priming group and control group, and there was non-significant
difference between positive mood priming group and control group. The results also found the moderating effect
of attachment anxiety. Study 2 indicated that, the participants of attachment security priming group showed more
trust behavior than control group, and attachment anxiety moderated the attachment security and trust.

These results revealed that attachment security priming could effectively improve the interpersonal trust,
and the effect was independent of positive mood priming. The dispositional attachment also served as the
moderating role between attachment security priming and interpersonal trust. All of these results confirmed the
positive effects of Broaden and Build Cycle of attachment security.

Key words broaden and build cycle of attachment security; dispositional attachment style; attachment security
priming; interpersonal trust



