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REORABTHBESCRBRXTHRERE
RAELENERE ~TA RELG BE—HH
ZEREARETAMBIA B RRETHA
AodUHEES>m  HE-TTH - RREX
EOEEAN - A AT R FRNERFREES
ZE AR EXNHBENTERLT KX » &
AL E KRR | o AR 2 L
BT ERBRARBFTARI  ERETEHRF
eREWRE  FRALTELSRBENER » #
Fa W kR Z e B R R K
TR K RAE XL #ET 72 AR
MAWFEER: FERRESFERNFHR -
Mo ETLHUT RMERGRIER » EH
ZeRARABHARMEDRENDEL T H
B-HRE—FRALABNNEHNE £
RALEERRRABNRRLTF ©

BEe3E9 : IRBAIE T ~ RIGEIREEM ~ AR
EIEHR K

BTRHTBEGR (attachment) FEAVEHEHEE T
e B A T — R L AR W R L ) RE Y 1 R A
(Bowlby, 1969, 1988) » i& fk [1\)17 EHAS 7 52 7%
B i g 7% R 1 B Ui B 1 SR A PR BRI ELRE > TR %
HEHEY BB EZERE (Magai & McFadden,
1995) o {Eit @R L - KN BIR o2 % HR ¥
FEREE (EEENE) 8% ERIEE - 2L
A AR S ~ BUL B E ST G R E
FH > EHLENEEFGE AR (Cassidy,
1994) » TG RERE 1 X BRAREME A H #2050

FREL AP BH R4 & (Gottman, Katz, & Hooven,
1996) © [Eof - BEMERAIRE ST ~ TRER BT ~ HEHY
O~ BELD B S E BERENRRE > K
B B (R EE TR 52 2 (Cassidy, 1999; Jacobsen &
Hoffmann, 1997; Verschueren & Marcoen, 1999)

TE & & B RMKRT B AR B R IR R > B —
IREE LR G (temperament) Y8R 25 30K iR 1
(Kagan, Reznick, & Gibbons, 1989; Kagan & Snidman,
1991) 38— YR £ 5 38 3L A 26 53 5o T 9 B A 10
IF o A M e 722 ~ e~ SRR & E G - 7]
e THIHIEL ) (inhibited) S257 ¢ (HA BB AIR
B B ~ frar IR ARG > aIR R T IRAIHIAL
(uninhibited) 225 o Kagan3t—2 A » EIEETE
S50 B v B 2 S AR RR M % B R R A
FEFERNHIEL - A5 % R EE FRURE S $2 32 8 &5 W
N B MU &SR E AL 2R E
(P& G S - R B S PR AR SR T
(IR S EME (Kagan, 1989) ©

fiifH Kagan (1989) WUEIL » #5 £ E AT AL
RERE RN RERE » I - [F]— 1 £% 5 (R
RIRE e A e KRy BN RIAE A 2= 2 - Hil
Main B Weston (1981) #I » [F]—{d#% 5 #2408
Ko BB T BN R A B 7 S B 4% - JE A SR HERN T
AR FR U 17 56 2 6 i S B R o )3 B = P T DA
18 » BEMIMEREINGE » B8 11 B85
JUATPRS -7 Eea I IR (R NS ST

M7 LB A SRR - ACREEE % E (R R
PR B S FEME TR E T LB E > B2 E
BRI BB BB 232 (Bowlby, 1973) © /&
MM AL RESE S % 2 16 A A U B S T » 3%

BE
o

I
=
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A RHBA B %R IEMEE (meta-emotion phi-
losophy) HJsZ# ( FEJCHE > 2002 ; Gottman et al.,
1996) ° FTaE AL AR R AR B RE S - RS FE AR S
HC S ERIEEE - Fr B H R A —#HIE
TR BED R SEERL - EaiE 1A
HEHEIGEIREE - B2 RRAREE - #dE -
Jo% P B O S T [ A GRS S HE = S AL BRI #4
HIGEE NG —ER AN E > gEEEHC
QO] SR AL ) BB > TR 8 L Ll E RS

1 5 (5 AR a7 Y 28 SR E IR 38 « AR FE (2 AR
EA R R B RE A - B B I aE R 2
ARG RE A S TS B it RO 22 (£ 1B 48 S HE /5
T LB I TS » AR T IS B 20 3 iR PR AU 1 238 Fe )
FEFRGR o

MR R EHZERREOTEFE

48 Ainsworth B Wittig (1969) £ 4 155 ]
B T BIEE > SR T DU £ 2 KB AT £ o0 B = T
FER - (1) ZER (secure) : (2) P&ZE—HiiER
(insecure- resistant) ; (3) 2% - MR (insecure-
avoidant) o FEA [ o 2 HF) % 0] LA RO A
HEMER—E (2] I fEL RO BRI R
(Y o K > MBS HA R I E T S
ZRUHLERNITEBRIVEEERE AR RN
LA - U 7% B B RES AR — AR IRE - A NREMC Ot
PRI EY > W B mE R AR E) o
REBLBERAIRE » PUIERIM L ESE T 0 R - RS
BRI £ E e sl e R - (2 Al e EAR AL
i PHILR » REVHZIRAZH (ambivalent) 4T
B o BISANE 2 - JHERU ) 7% 2 B REE AT — B -
HER M BE PR IMERFY) > (HR WA GRS /7 =
ONE o BERE A NAANET HIE BB o 5 REE
BRI » M2 A BRI R - REEERE - £
(S e+ im s > Hog it i b B AR 82
il > DT S S RERL Y HE B B AR © IR
INGAESL AT B | MR KRR T BRI S 5
a o B2 BRI se s - BB > BENO
gk~ I RS 9 AE A PRAE AR A A B R o o R
T HEABEREREEZEEHMEI (Sroufe &
Waters, 1977) °

BRIELZ A B PR FC o B HE 28 1Y A AR T
KA — BT (disorganized) (Main & Hesse, 1990;
Main & Soloman, 1990) ° i& —FHALfZ & 1 EIR &
e AR Y& T ER A NIk S e % N 3
VR A OB A CRELZT » A5 EgE

&~ L BEFRIN R/ N B E RES AR
BRERANE - (RIS R MR KT - A T HE
B B KT B AR T (Belsky & Cassidy, 1994) °

AP SRR - RIS E AR I B RE R % 5 H
‘it & ~ ARSI EREEUIRGR - FHLRMA
G EAEE B BRI TERURT 3 7] DUE Bowlby (1973)
RHr TWEEERE X (internal working model)
FIRE AR g - e ERE R G - EAMHER
ey ST ER AR I DA B H C I RE A RE ) 2 JE Y
FEFHYE B THRE © BEE B s - e R
A m b AE R TS ) & THA #IEE
FNRERE » sUEAL R PERE R O o) - B
ZEANHEAEFAEE ~ Bl RITRRE - 5
Z o GEGE/NE ER B (RFEL) [HRY AE A8
5 G818 nIM LR B C DU AT IRAL At
NFF IR AR B TR - SRS RRAVRE AR
BA T R =X th S AR IS 5 20 Bl B LAt A R T B AR A P
fEIE - {HAERIIELARIT ST RIE R HIIGERE ~ BAIATES
HEYT » fHE R AR ] E ) A E R L
M EZ ) S OB R A PRBRRAS R -

REE R IEEER

TEHU YA T 5 R E AR E EE @ > 3
EE AR HEEEN R ERRE T WlRg
BT ALERS B A B —R o I &Y
B E B AR ENIEE R EEE T B
J& » S HAE AT B (B FE o f AR e A
MEERAESH L - EHHEMKE (Bowlby,
1969/1982) » [FIIF th & af £ B 3 1 B O 2 {E S0
O~ BHE - MUHBRZEARERE LG EKH
C o HACRAEBE > I HhHEERRE M A S L5
FZFifIBE.(> (Levy, Blatt, & Shaver, 1998) °
oo a7 B RE L g8 IER ~ Bl
(Cassidy, 1999) ° 2RI » ARG &R £ ZIEE & RN
e e 28 i B R R R 3% 3 175 g M O 11 1) 722 S B
% QA LEHERE AR R S (parental
meta-emotion philosophy) & o & — & EHAYE
LRFH B EEG R E AN G 176 - &
JEE B S S EFE . (Gottman et al., 1996) o fE4
FRERSERIRIBE T » {8 AR B O st A RBRI B
gE—EglEEE > EERBEAER DL
B RS DR E R E AR B i
HIRA KB SRANE - 3% H O et fa R I
[ > DUB iR el BU8 #% 5 e BRAE A o R A2
R TERE SR LA A R G TR AR
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LB B b AIRE A b S FEARTY > o] LLHH & 2R PR 5T 81
T E B E DU E R R AR S B o

MR8 ¥ A8 R B AR G55 BTV IB R R A ~ 2
SRERIRERIE A 72 2 FF 8 » Gottman % A (Gottman
et al., 1996) {HAEFEZEE (awarenss) ELIEFEECE
(coaching) Wi M MIFEE - ELASIE 73 HiATEE [ 154
#8 | (emotion-coaching) K [1E#EHRFR ] (emotion-
dismissing) WiTEA[FEFUERGE SR o b B
MMEEEE | BIFAR AR R TR IER L 1. %
H ORI I 8 S e 1R g2 8ae )y » oK
e BB BB RS I + 2. B/ INEI BTG 58 S TE
AT LA ST R R B BE e i B A B
3. RedRE R E B/ NGNS I E - 4.8
/N DUERER R RE R FE TR TG G IR AZ 5 s,
BB N AL (A S | 3 ST B AT RRE BT E L E
M EAEIRILEhs 7 IR G E o i er808/ NLE S
SETERENT B AR ELIRIE o B ES [T BURIAL
 HEIRE NI IE G RS AR RO R AEE Bt
B ERE N > (B SF A E - HIE TS
NEPIFHE 1. B AEEE NG AEEN
It e S TR s S B EIHIRE - e Ak
AR 2, ErEEPUEE/NEALE » B ETHTEEA
Bl B LR ST REN AR S EE
s 3. B/ INLBAERGEME T o MW HEgEE
FIHIRIE SR E B NE R B FAE 4. 51/ NEI GG R
i~ & G g S - g E/ RS
REEAE R - e R/ N E L RRE 5.
BIMEE /N R B AR SRS TG R D5 o AR & 38 )N
YR sz EET -

B T b b4 B 1 WA T R A T A L AL A
Gottman ~ Katz ~ 5z Hooven (1997) &iEEE| 54
—TEA IR [1HFE %] (emotion-dysfunction) #H
RURIALRE 30 B 1 #a ok 15 U AL RER R B30 B
Ekman (1984) f&HMEFEILEE (flooding) Bi& »
EERRH— B G REHBRI Y B F IR 2 1
BRI FHAREER - FHAEGEL EBENER
A&7 o Gottman (1994) FRISTEIE fE1H M L 1H
BT o [ E S 3 CRIE AR ET S B R R R 1Y
FPERAR - G H AT RE IR B 8 T Ok R 5 7 E
NP BB 1R - AR TS I R ZE RS ) 8 24
Mz — o K> [TEMEE] WL ER
(Gottman et al., 1997) : 1 .¥/A3ETH S8/ NMZAER
BB (G TG 48 B R - T H C Al SRR R AL 58 2
B TE LI EE AN 2. G EHIEET T8
HIEWRIITEE P » G2 g 2 EE it —
SR BAENITT S o 2 ({5 A O B AT R

U5 s 3 EEEE R E A EM S i (HE 24
NiEEAREE T > KT EEHZE A B S A
KlmBIEE 4. B G R IEE B R R
FrfErr e » Mg IR EETE -

& Gottman % A (1997) HIRFZFEHAIE H - {HHS
ik s 2D B G % H C A 2 [BiE 15
B BEVE R FE R AE DIRE o BIME—EE A2
(fEdE - EEERI RS > 2D e B PR
IR i (G RGP R L - LB H S B EH R
HIEEE SR RIS HE G (HA L ABEARRK
ZEE LSRRI EmM A B - BHEmS > (48
Ptk GRS 2 A EIS T e i ) A A B
e (BECHE > 2002) : (1) HPAHEBILRIT—BATER
(BFIANE A R HEER - TR R S B FHER) - 55
HHERIERE ~ EEELENRKA - B0 EEH
oo (2) B ECEU B RIS (f)
WA REIE E Rl - e OB - mihalE
BRANEAER) o U B EFEER] S Bz ]
REBRILA—HER 5 (3) HP SRR BT Ak
(PI7E SR LU AT B E AR BR A - (AN 3 BE 55
U PR AT AR B R o TS RREE
StHH s (4) HPFRETHR T B A G R
FIPNERT - BIANREIRETE AN [E R E R [ — B sz
eI > WEFREIRHE NG R IUEE AT R
ANFE - HEPFREER TEANEERILGX > BC
TR E —IAREAIREYE - (5) GREIITHTE RS
fRATIE R PR » 6 H &2 B IR EERRE
Wt E 7 IS HRE AR - BHLEAf
- RESE E RIS S RS RN T A B > W H
AR B B TR o TR B B
RIS TEHE S IE - FTERRAR R - Bk itE
8T R 1 Py i B S I (PO F i b R A B P
(LSRR 2 > MR R B R H IS L # 5 O B
i N2 IEREEE S ~ Bl b I JE R B2 TRE - &8 E
{bEEHE LRI R -

KR (2002) B ALRHIIKREEEESH
AU W DUEE T S e R AR ER A (1) R
(awareness) : fEACRIE A5 T LIRS ~ TEREHIE & -
Pt ENEGRIE  SGRELDCEEAKEDN
THRESHE : (2) B2Z1 (acceptability) : 8L EEE
GEE/NLFR S EE M E - U A8
BREEAGELEEERLEE M (3) #EEM
(communication) : ¥§ 5 REE 7 B B/ N @ i
B{E 44 S EREIRARIAAE + (4) JRIAH (causality) :
F8 AL REE 10 IR B 0 I L] 2 B o % o 7 AR B R B R
JFIA + (5) BEEEE (manipulation) @ $5 5 BEEr#RHY
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il 7 A ABURE L ENEMITE 0 (6) BUEM
(coaching) : 8 REE B ECE/ NEAERFIBET > 2
Al R BUERE TR

ARIB L st 7S {18 T 1) ) P9 75 B R A F (R 9T
e IR o ACRER R a5 I A8 P S e B T I s Y e =
B IEREBCEA - BRI (emotion nonin-
volvement) ~ 1EFAHRFRE K 1H#E 28U (Gottman et
al., 1996; HELHE - 2002) & PUREFEAIRACRE » #H2
TERIEEE ~ Be52 ~ Wl ~ TR ~ e DU BOE
FIFRFEL  HAERREIFRIL T o KGR » ¥R
FIEFEENE » (1) TEEZCERIIALRE : Red R
FHENAER > e S8 e - ]
R AL B B TR S B AE AR R o S D2 R B
POE G E G LEE R IE - (2) BT
AR MEBFEAINER » KILBUEHRE » %
P #% e A A BT R R AR IEE 5 7R
YL E R EEERE - (3) BRI AL
B E A ATERE T U - HEAIZ Bk
() > Rt et R A mEE R R E
WRAEMBA GRS o KRS 2K % = b
Zo (4) TEREREERIAR - B EEN & B
Syt ARG E ORI R N L
HE M EENRA - MEREE CRERE T R
BH H B A 808 & # iR B8 s 1F ik (B R F*E
—)o

bH3RiRER

HT CA_E R3S 3 AT DARIGE - A REFIRR BRI #8 B
FARBR O 7 — (B AR A R AN B L e (R R T T
RATRIRETTIA] o E R ACRFET % B B T 1 23R
25 Bz MUK - e o LR BeERE
FRAEIERR » 28 v] DUR BT 5 3 — D W A AL R) vl
RERIATE RGBT > DURFIZ B IH R 5 /6 A8
fE e (EZATIIRS AR T R o BT B E R
ZE AR RAEE R~ THREFE ERE 1 DUR AR

%) —

BAORIEAL T SRS - (K > ACREFTFRA RS
TR > HEELRT LB T KN R GR (B
FIERGERS) FIBRIEE -
DFrH1EMBCE B SR R E - AR
FEE TS SHE ~ S8\ - I DR
amTEREIR A ~ S EN AR - RS
B QAT 2R T S B B T (A 8 R AL R R %
P A 2 B B AR A 7R ACRFIRBUR (sensitivity)
i E A (responsiveness) & fH A S ERY 1wt
TEFEER I SRR B S - ACREEITS B AUTE#6 I
[EREIR RS RER TSRS > WARAEE B R TR R B
PR &SR > AR (B8
BEE ~ B - EEMET T ETR) AR KE
KRG FTAREREfR K252 (1) o TR BB B AL RHER
FEH CAmTEH L > EMEREAE B TR R EA M —2E
(7520 I T AR AN R R 0%
FERE (e BT HE BB e e 8 R (AT REME: © B g i
L AN 2 AL - e B R FEE R - LS
B EERANEE R ENBEIE - BB E
HE A E - WA Ehe PERSE - I
) o 38 B A RIS R L0 o3 JE R E B 48
AT HR A B AR H XA FrRE R 5 Ay
DL > AW A 38 /B BR FR B H 2L a8 A (B a7
W o S AR A R R B S U [Ty Al
Fe T 9P | I ER R » U8 B Ut A 1 22
PRI PS> TREEET (truncate) FHRARIAEET
SIRTAS S o B DALE T T 7 R AR R Es AR B ) o3 b &t
A o WA E AR IE G LS A E RN ARG
TS - AHFREE - LR EREEHES
FrE S A RN T B O AR B PR R 5 Y
FLE > TS 2 AR BR B i e - ag s A
P B B LR B AR T o (R > ALRFAY R G
PH R BB £ B KRR B (R {8 e R 25 TR R 2 YD MR
% o AWM [MEMECEHE] B - B
(EAEZE L 3 f e 2 AU ORI - T4
A HBR AL 2 (RIS DU B kAl )

WAER R A NS D GRS (5] 8 ERE S 2002)

PR A B (e ot THfEAN TR THHE TR T o el
ZRELH[A BAERY NMEEM AN RER
&2 [ FE BT HEFFEY RER)
S A8 T HENGHY AN AT I B B fHRHY
I AT 1 e FAYIHY ~ Bamy PETFH) BRI R4
i B T [ £ AR SR TR
BoH i TR ~ B NEEL E AR FORIRRRE RRNFFrEH
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2R AR
N HCE
1B Hg iR T

pEE TN

ERAR LM B
HERR AR RIS ERCR

Bl —: gRAZHEALEYE T LR ARMEELY
BEYEE %

FRRE T o BEOh - ARFZE TR RERA [ 167
PREEE | PR AT B & (e o % o S L 3 J8 HE DR AR Y
ARBRHETA) » EL3F S 1% o S L 2 2 R0 i R AR FfT
{1 Py 288 R i S B A TR AU B R, - b S T
AR A A vy 22 IR [ — A -

BEFET5 ik
A

Z BT FER 5 A H A SIS R B R
INER s SERENIY N AR I 649 A o ELLER R
(1 A2 REFR 4 8 3E 2 BT 9T > W BiEE AX RER AT
S - b SEEIRZ T A BE AR A e
BIFER 610 A > EIEEER 191 A > LR 209
A REMR 210 A HArE 328 A 281 A
1 NPERIRRA S o 38 e ARG R A LU T i £ 2
SRR = e AR R TR A 0 B AR o R BB RUAT 610
ERRENELE R M » BB AT 78% H
AN EEBEE RS > 13% NEEBEE Y
o MXHMER RS EEREENE 9% » &
RREEBEE L REREGESMENRER 533
A HPREERE 328 A 0 AUHIREE 205 A ° i3
B A R T LA 3T 22 A A2 R T 7 o 3t 17 e A A
(P REAY o F S AR 728 LAF% 2 S R A BT B
TRAE T ERET R - K 2 8 A B AR B RS 7 73
M > & LA RS RS L R G iR
HE FRCE &R ERERE - LH 308 % -

I A
—~ RBBBREHETEX

TR A R R B G P 0 b - A ZE(E
FZEEHE (2002) #RE [ AR RIGHEGER ]

PR T H o M58 2% (K e i ult 7Y 7 7 4 B2 B0 A A2
C HREEEHIEE R ER > £ (58] &
=~ TsE] -~ THIFL S TERE] K T808] &8
6] T e A7 780 2 S AR B RE AR B T B » Horr > S
BRI EREmEASE 23 HEERE 28R LH
60 FHEH - #CIE A HPRRIERZR 247 (EFA) »
IR EAE THE ]~ TATW ]~ THER] &
[kt ] FIUTEARHE RGBS R - I RS
EHAERINE—EM: (Cronbach’s a 73 71% 0.86 »
0.77 > 0.68 > 0.85) » {E&R} » ZaAEHARIBH—IH
HEMNRGREANE > & TRERE] - RIS
Gl THEEMRE] S TEEARREG] S [T KE SR
a1 IEearfel SEERY EHFaEC
HERWHEHIES » B 7 5RaE il w4 i B iR
R AL > A ST A R A B A B S B R TR
MK 5 7+ M7 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis i
CFA) » DIFFlh O S B IE R e v - B I — 2
EREETgEE—DHHA -

=~ RFRIFEREER

5 B8 % B KRR e F - pef BB &
K E I B HAENRBS [ L2
B~ T RZa-PiiE] B0 T a-delt | 5 =
Rz — 5 TS HE H ET A0 6% 2 0 RS E = F (B R
RETAHRE - 2R B s B R 1 35 175 et B fEEL ] ]
(RS HE BRI AR o IE A 0 K AT 3 5% fe ) 5 28 58 Pt =1
TrE AR o

1. ZERIKHHERIDEER - (Ll B EL 20
ARFRFEE [ 5 53 > AHFFEEIEEERT T Kerns ~ Klepac
Jz Cole (1996) [ 22Kk &F | (Security Scale)
ERTE » 5 THEPB/NEmRBEERIZEFS - 2
EE T TEEENER  BHEHEE A RMREHEA
B o3 R B S 2 A M B AN KB R 7
Firfe A B OB BT B R B RO /) » ZE(EE R
ZRSE AN RIE WA E AL ] HrRE A C B RR TS TP
FtHG - R EEENIRSGRA T » E—TFEE
ELEHCHEMEE (GG / IFEGIER) - Hitin
77 R LB L 2R BOR ) TIRE Gk &
HF43 [HEGHR] EHE3 7 MEEBLA
LR BOR A Im ) TH B G R #EHE2 5
[IEHE G EHEE 1 7 - R RIEBIH DTG
/NP B ¥ ) & A R IR ) | > BA HHE SR
WE—EEERE (EHRERIER > > 0.64~0.82 « ¥ A0E
#5530 0.82~0.88) » LUKV HERE (Kerns,
Tomich, Aspelmeier, & Contreras, 2000) °
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2. MIBRIKMIER 285 - 12 Kerns 5 A
(1996) [FJEF A AEH RN E K EMN LR RL 2K
B REFIRERE » TASREEE— 20 [ % HE BTHE R b e A
LR EEA IR o KL KFseAsis%E T
Finnegan ~ Hodges ~ [ Perry (1996) #dH LUHIE
W T AN 2 A fRCRRE AU 6 w0 T ORBH AR 57 5 [ A
(Relationship Stance Questionnaire) JETTEIFEIER] ©
Ji Finnegan 5 A &M VEE 2 A Lt Kerns % A
(2000) (Z2ARMHEME R > (HEEREEE
A o ERF s — B (R Tk U S B R 1 B PIEE
R o EMERE - WHSERE G EH D OM
BAT R U S > SRR PRI 2 (AT B DG
KIEF - BLUEEMEOINEE (FEFE G/ A G
W) o BEIRE BT H LGE—F I AR 2R
DL Re AN 22 2 e B R B i i A2 2 (H2 R
Finnegan 5% AR FAURTEEGER TG » 2 KW 2%
B 5t 44 DL R B/ N AR (R MG B N 7 - 8 SETE R
WAE GRS ES e

Bt 1E L SAL R IR TR AE > AW S E S E iR
TR B S R ) A B R B2 3% > EEATIEET 7 Finnegan
FEAN (1996) MRIEAREZH T HHEERK
B Kerns % A (2000) (922 AR E T 7> 2R A
AT —20 BHAIARHEMER 18 EE AT S
TG5> WM REEREE T & A — 8RB 2 2K A
BEL 7T ¥ 0 PR 750 5 120 9 RS0 I 1) RSt ) it 52 B A 52
# o HPEME S ERERE A 10EEE > AR
FEAE T M= mEE : (1) 225 A8
HFE : NMEHKHREGABTFEMEHEAERT
FEER ~ FERER.OBC - HEFTE (Ha0: B
SN RBERR - B O aAZH B SRR S [ i A5
B) s (2) EEARERE - R K E AR L]
TEREE IR A (FIa - B S
B BN A G RIEEN - BT — R
5 NHR—EEBIEE RS ) ¢ (3) NEREEE
FIATRS - R E S SR REEE B TR
S R 2Ry > HREF =R (il B/ NITRER
ISASHIR R LR ) - I ASBREEENEH
DIFH G # = PR R A A2 R BEET i »
LLEE BRI RIRCA ) imAY [FEH Gk ] EHEG 2
Gy [THEGR] EHG 15 MESBRL 2K
B B i ROt F) AT IE AR LL 0 S3 3T L -

3. WBWBUKMHER D ER - 0Nk
> ERAEH - IR FA MR R AL EE T
B 14EEEH > AR FEARET Y] =8 [ m R
(1) DR EMN  WERSE G IRARSHL >
HELE QO BRSO eESE » It

BN (BN A NITR RIS - #E2 R AT B
O W B NTR) o (2) NEERIREER > 51
i+ I A% B 5 2 I ORI T B i
BN ENONEZ - HEME (I : EHC
OIRRAG - IBIBM B S B A TSR - AL/
RAGHEMEGR OH) + (3) NERGIAHR - HIE
% EAT T BTG AR - SR FIRHE 35l — 7%
R ENETRHA A S 2 - SEME (fa0
B2/ NI R AR R IR B EIS A - W S HRATEE) -
HEF o3 77 ST AR A A o> 8 R AVET 3 R HI5E
ZAH[E

[FIEREY > AEARFZET - o BRaE i B R R
AL I B PG THER PE IR 08T (CFA) - LA
ARG = AR B RE AL B IR L - I — s
RIE MEE DB -

R BREDITIZR

P 7 A BT 6 e | 0 & 2 DA IR R T Y 77 K
1T (VR S i1 2 @B FT3R A e 5 SA E 25
71 (et AN A ESH B S 77 % » 4B
REITIES - Ab > TRRREREEESER] A
ai /NI RE [E A2 AL RHEE - R = R MR
HTEE > 5 IR Al & B A -

By T MG B AR A B R SR A 1 (R
AL > AFFeER A [ RGHE T REREAL | (Structural
Equation Modeling * SEM : Bollen, 1989) #1743
Mt o 5 FHURRETER#S % SAS Version 8 o HA5EHE
fili bl T AR A R RS o AH A ¢ [ EARAY ] (measure-
ment model) B [ #% & # & | ( path model)
(McDonald & Ho, 2002) © 7EkBREI S 451 /(i (1
[ %8 EREM | (Multivariate Normality) i »
DEFHEREE > BT EQS (Bentler, 1995) KE!
BOTEE% 22 it & ] (scaled x? statistic) Hi [7#
BIEHERR | (robust standard error) (Satorra & Bentler,
1994) o MBS RE ST AR T T (EE S HE
ETHEMEZ VR ARG TN - IR DU e & i 42
TR R AIANE (ML) TSR -

HOR o (e TR ) B [ RaE S
FEAU | AR A AR ALY - A STEEE DL SEM
AL RN [THES0HE] (item parceling) %
H (Little, Cunningham, Shahar, & Widaman * 2002)
R H B BIR BN - AT HFERRE A
fEA 1A DAy i 22 B A B B R 2 R (RAU
Type I error AUREES 5 3, @G TAIREE 1 - H DL
RE 3 (B EEB EEA I = & T8 E  (Little
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et al. 2002) » HUAHFFE A RRAEE (£ 8 FE AR LR E 3 1
EERFEE (parceled indicators) FJFRHIEST43HT

AHFFER o3 i e 4 B = AEER 43 AT > R THT WA &1
o3 DL THEGR MR RIZR A 1 1k o o3 Al AT — TR AR
Y DLRe Y it 7 a5 1 48 B 2 B 20 1 0 A 48 I I i
B fEBAER RN B EIEE ~ TS F=
875 Anderson B Gerbing (1988) [ [ &
KM | (two-step approach) /& 2K B AN FEH
BEE AR R« 25— B o P e R e R A A B 3
BEAZIEE ~ T2 0 55 RSB HIFR (BRI R
AR R (A 2 A3 BT

IR TS
B HER YRR B R AT

B—ED :

GBS oI B RILE A A = AR R R &
R > 1 5 S = R AR AR G H E T TS —
AT o AR IR N —BUE A EREE 7 /8
(2 2R FRHAY 5 RERERR 02 ~ 03 ~ 06 ~ 07 ~ 14 » kit
MR 2 RERESR 27, 39) © MHIFER(T Cronbach’s alpha £%
W KA (1078) .74 ~ PUEAKMTAY (10
fE) 55 ~ FEHRETRL (12788) .83 - B4b o BRI
BH BT3B - 22 AR Y BRI B A A (RERR
12-36 ~ 05-26 ~ 05-31 ~ 13-26 ~ 13-31) HEHERNE
a0 {EE T TN 0 B S E R R TE
KR RE T VB R A T L R (R 5 . B RER o IR EfE

%k =

~ R RER
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TES FERERH < FPEE— R o i B A 2 20 T HRR
Wi (RESE 05 ~ 13) » ERREAI T MFRETE (5%
31 ~36) ¢

M 1T B & 0 2 il 2478 Fe e W28 B P&
TEAR SR M (dimensionality) o PRI DARY A2 i
(promax %) MPERMERZESHT (EFA) 0 LIEE
A o il SRR A A (K B Y B 3R IE H WA A
[ AR A - (HIZALEIA B R (r = 54, p <
001) » £ 7 AR AR » PRI HORE 2 2 AR B0 2 E A
B — & (unidimensional) FETT/PHT + MEBEARE
HHE L EFA $ I ILHRRRE B (s = .50, .61,
45, Db p<.001) ={EFmE » FEY - B bilE
AR A1 ELAL S B — (e A TR Y ST = IS8
TEARF R AL H B rT R A —m i - RIRR [HHE
— 291 ] (item-to-construct balance : Little et al.,
2002) MERIENTEAEBIAR) & 0 1R - ERPTHRK
Bf AU SE B S EFA J3H7 15 21 A I 5 (L T <7 25 fH A
(r=-03,p>.05 JFMA&E  RIELAHEEL TEEE
M: ] (domain-representative : Little et al., 2002) Y#&HI|
ARIENT HB AT B IE R & OF UFE AT o =R RE ALY
Gt ErHE REEER AR -

Hrp o BERA A TR ENE EEK (SMCs
=32, .33, .35) > {HUBE(EEIAN) THHA(EE ] (compos-
ite reliability) M RPEGRE .60 (Bagozzi & Yi,
1988) o LUBAEEIEMN & ff X R AT HES MR DR 36 43
Mt (CFA) » &R RS 5L B H AH R RAFHY B S
REEEGE » x2 (24 » N=610) =25.69 » p= .37 *

AR ARG S5 KBRS 6ER
=)

BIESEE A A E&EE PEgE MR RvIME RKfE (Bl
1 ZRARKAL (38 7H) (.70)
i FEE 11,12, 15 8.40 2.00 3 12 53
Hif e 2 04, 09, 10 9.19 2.26 3 12 33
it e 3 01, 08 6.44 1.56 2 8 44
2. PUEARITEY (F1078) (.64)
EOFFEE 16,22, 24 5.83 1.80 3 12 32
Hit 2 20,21, 23,25 7.64 2.28 4 16 45
GO R 3 17,18, 19 5.76 1.65 3 12 35
3. ORI (FE1078) (.83)
EOF R 29, 30, 33, 35 8.01 2.51 4 16 70
Hit 2 32,34, 38 5.24 1.90 3 12 62
GO R 3 26,28, 37 6.10 2.06 3 12 55

it + (B —HE LU CFA filig s RAY SMC HAGER - Hrp (BB IENEE (59 RLMRG 3 @A THAE

& | (composite reliability : Bagozzi & Yi °

1988) ©
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SRMR = .02 » NNFI =1.00 » [FI =1.00 * CFI =
1.00 © RMSEA = .01 (L 2¥# M Hu & Bentler
(1999) ZFRMYIRIBEAKR ZI) » Bm i #EEA
(R -+ 4> BEAR o VB A % T [ 0 AH B 40 A TR Y
L ez 2 A Y B R S 3 R K T KRR % A B
(e rs = -.61, -.81, LLE p < .001) » H4E B JEEE R
TR R ML ES IEFHB (- = .48, p <.001) °

/vf.——--B

RO

s Ui sR BRI TR ER 1T E

AE 53 53 AT B BITER A U A 3 T R L S
RUFREI A > (IR0 » e B R RE EHET A
E— 2 A o KGR IR B AEECE R 1 RE (RESR
39) ~ [T L (ERR02) ~ 1B HERAY 2
(REBR 25, 40) RIBFEIAERL 1 /E (FEER 56) HRE—
BEMERHEE - ﬂﬂJi?‘ﬁE’] Cronbach’s alpha fR# :
TEa#0gR (148) FRE T WA (1478)

6 ~ IH K& HRbR A <13 &) 70 ~ [HRERPERL (14
7E) .86 o

B3 LT promax EHIRRMERIZE 4T - K5 R

HUREREBE R LY E W — U LA &

JElEE (ke rs = .57, 41, .61, p < .001) FJRR{EF
M 5T AL HI SR - TYTE R AT e A
HomE A > ALl [IHE — &g AR
BT EEIAN & OF BT -

A& LIfifE 38 T 32 43 A B U R 8 g ) i A
i R B A E G S 12 (48 0 N =538) =
180.48 » p < .01 » SRMR = .05 > NNFI = 94 » IF] =
95 > CFI = .95 > RMSEA = .07 [t & e B
71~ E 0 B R R R 38 R St R - BEAR > i A AR
MR PRETIS ISR AR AN g A 3R LAV
(Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) > Ml L I HI S BAILE &
Ot IR RN B R L A B2 - e E
FZ &R Kano (2002) [ZFA MR ] (backward elimi-
nation) HUEMHIEIEE - R EE F- I HI S A1 E &
J& o 5 RAEMPRIGRE N TR 1 E (% 19) EdfF
EIRERE L (ERR22) 2% » BELE S S
T%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ”“TfﬂH’wkﬁ E It o R HEE Y fE K A

e S A E R ) & OF R E - HAEE

FIEE R EE R = o

ﬁtiﬁﬂiﬁ’*”H@ﬁﬁiﬁ'[ﬁklﬁﬁﬁ@fﬁtﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁ
EHERALESE » x 2 (48 » N =538) = 77.53 >
p<.01 » SRMR=.03 » NNFI=.99 » IFI=.99 » CFI

BRIGEFREAN T AL ~ bR AU B 2k e U 0] 73 H FH B AR = .99 » RMSEA = .03 ° &K/ EIHERBEE K -

%)=

AR AT HE SRV SHRERITESHAD - WH R

BrEgEE SRS EEHEE BEE EdEE FyIME  RKfHE B

1. [EREHCEM (14 7) (.86)
Aif e 05, 30, 27, 44, 50 18.06 3.52 6 25 .69
Aif e 2 01, 04, 15, 24, 36 19.15 3.40 6 25 .63
GOt B3 13, 33, 49, 52 14.16 3.27 20 .68

2. [EEATWAL (313 /8) (.78)
AHifEEN 06, 12, 17, 26, 58 9.71 3.79 0 24 61
Aif e 2 09, 28, 31, 48 7.66 3.32 0 19 47
EF A3 03, 34, 43, 55 6.64 3.15 0 17 57

3. [EREHIERIY (12 7H) (.73)
GOt 07, 29, 35, 59 10.19 3.07 0 20 55
Eif a2 10, 18, 38, 45 11.96 3.22 0 20 40
A3 20, 54, 57, 60 9.88 3.16 0 19 47

4. TR R (14 7H) (.86)
Aif e 21,37, 42, 51 7.08 3.78 0 19 .60
Aif e 2 08, 16, 46, 47, 53 8.43 426 0 23 73
GOt B3 11, 14, 23, 32, 41 8.03 425 0 21 71

35 (BB DLCFA fFHS S SMC AR » S IAETESRIIE R (FEOEHD) R LUER & 3 IRFBRICAN [ AL

{85 ] (composite reliability : Bagozzi & Yi » 1988) °
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HAE FEEZ @ AR AT AR T ERIRAET 5 B 42 &
(Bollen, 1989) » PAEF /325 A IR AL v N2 B T
AR MR AIAS R o (Rt - BEHFEE 2 HE G ST
R 2fe ) W ) 2 AR 5 7 D M o Sl A L A
R o BRANELERIE S BB G ENR =Arr 0 K
R TE AE EE S AR THHAEE ] (composite
reliability) A EEME 60 (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) °
T E I PR « (B ECE R BT R
SR EHRE (MO rs = -.18, -.46, LLE p < .001) »
{HELHRER AR HEREE AR (» = .09, p > .05) > TMiTEHE
ATV~ HRbR R B S PR R = 35 2 [ 1% I 55 1 MH R
(K7 rs = 55, .70, .62 LLE p < .001) - ;E2LHHBHTET
B2 RAIREE (B2 > 2002) #ERFEER -

E=8n : BRIEBESTEKMIBONIGHE
TR DT

FT S £ B AR B KRR A 5 22 2 DR R T R
IRT AL DRI AT (S B A 7 DA A iy i 52 Y
PRI R 73 BALIRF - AT HERR 1 i ré B
R RLE HACBURE IR AR R o K8 8 I (H R
B STRBIEE MR T H A ZCEHE TR A TR LA 308
o 7RG R AESIWOR L I BR - RIS
R A B R B S I B Sk (it A 0 » 2 45 fie B A B 5
HIEBURS R o VB (LA IE A B SR AR AR E R DU A —
F8 o3 R HE L RE R R 5] A5k bt {18 A A8 2 2 [
LL3 8 & O et Al &

B HEAEA

FfE SR LR 3 o M B & T (VB T E A T I
RIRHEE RIFIRALESE > x2 (80 » N =308)
=99.01 * p=.07 * SRMR = .04 » NNFI[ = 98 » IF] =
99 » CFI = .99 » RMSEA = .03 ° i GMINZEE M &
(RERIY) BI3R248 Mg kg ((ERP
1.96) » B IENHREEN T .64 ~ 86 » BLRT

P
SRR LEGASH AR ER EREAGBE RZE
VB AT B . . L ZELEHE
apiigm P BREE gmes SMC
1. THFE8E R (.86)
SOFRtEE T 18214 3395 277 (17) .67
SitRIER 2 19.305 3314 260 (.17) .63
GifRIEE3 14246 3324 268 (.16) .68

2. [BiGRER A (.74)
SO0 L 10.060  3.006 2.06 (.18) .46
EifRtEfE2 11686 3.153  2.19 (.19) .47
GRS 9615 3.296 248 (21) .55

3. TAAKM A (.71)
EFRIEEL 8475 1911 1.48 (.11) .60
EifRIEE 2 9322 2253 130 (.13) .34
SOFREE3 6455 1519 98 (.09) .42

4, PUEKH A (.64)
HHIEEL 5623 1750 96 (.11) .30
GoRIE— 2 75230 2202 141 (L14) 41
EFRIEE3 5.639  1.602  1.01 (.10) .40

5. PEEAL T 7 (.84)

Sl 7835 2502 2.16 (12) .75
SifRfEfE2 5139 1.817 146 (.09) .64
SiFRfEfEs 5998 2085 1.52 (11) .53

it A 2EEEHERAEECNR AR -

AN e NIV

R ME (residuals) BE & 812 5 AE 7 ik
RALE AR E B (McDonald & Ho, 2002) » [A
[HE - 4 S A AR ) A A i A A S BT Bk 2 11 2
% o WBIEEIEM B AR AR - =R A
(P FE R 72 5 BB — R S S SR+ o DL - R %
7 e L JE ) B R BB — 8 40 (U SR+ 43 #E
B0 T B8 Beg A B 22 2 AR AU IE AR - ST
N 2ARW R HNE EHRE o 15 bR A S B FE A

REAE
RS B AAAE A 09 VB B OR AR B 4B TR
[BREZCER  [BREIRERT KRR PRI SRR R
TR HE A 1
TE R -.04 1
KR 16 * -.05 1
PR -17 * 24 ** -.60 HkEE 1
i gill 19 *x 01 77 HEEE 48 FHxx 1

*p < .05, **p<.01, ***kp < 000].
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HIEE A - (EEPUEKIN A R > B2 2
0 71 ik K B 3 R (T R - BRLBGR AR

Fofl REHER

MBS IEEIMERE (£7) KE - BHEEE
T B 4% B A A 0 B A 2 S R ER AR - B R
5 BB o 0 B VR IR 3R S0 A A SR B (2002)
AR FE ft SR A (R » DA I A i 1S A 2R o 3 R I i R 2R
ZTE B ZE AR 5 VB A A I ] (R st s 1 B o RN AT ]
fi — 5L -

RS TR RALE S EME REF > 283 0 N
=308) =99.64 > p = .10 > SRMR = .04 > NNFI =
99 » IFI=.99 » CFI=.99 » RMSEA = .03 > #5541
B AR o f T B AR A E & RE T RE R R
R ALE & S AMERR]E (Anderson & Gerbing,
1988; McDonald & Ho, 2002) » sE—& LIF i 8%
B AR S — A5 R R g AR A R AL & 0 AR
SR P& (SRR & e - Ax2(3 » N =308) =
63 0 p=.89  FTERRRICTEERE - S
PHEm BER AN 77 0] o — 7 0 B R 280 488 B B T 1 o TR 4%
A G P R R AT 73 BIAE 3% ~ 8% Z[H] e

b ek R SR S E N EEA
8 (invariance across gender) * HI#RF EQS
(Bentler, 1995) ()% %A Lagrange Multiplier x? %

SMC = .03
(.02, .03)

16 A
(.14, .16) G

_60FFEE

SMC = .08
(.06, .13)

7IREE!
(AR Fff 2

PEREETE

SMC = .04
(.00, .10)

B = : 30ARBLEAYE T LRI RMAEY
HEARAEAN o W A B WA A BB AR AL AR AR
B BREIBFRFNABERAGER » K
MR AT RRAEHNZER A GLER £5
BE (N=156) &R HEk%&E (N=151) #
R o *p < .05, **p<.01. *FFEp < 0001,

LT GFFER

Bo SR EEATRTAY o /s BT > A ERERHEIARE
i 5 (1R SE N & L m I AL Y o TERERLE &
JE o BENJEEEEA x2(83 » N=156) = 107.22 *
p=.04 5 BEIKHAI Ax2(3)=4.82 > p=.19 : LHEH
HEBEREAL 4 2(83 » N=151)=82.06 » p=.51 » &K
AL Ax2(3) =2.8 » p= .42 o TEELE A MERRE K 22
ROVEEETEF 5 - BUR GO B SRR
PIES AR BEE IR ZE 2 > LM x2(1) =538 ° p
< .05 : HEg = IREEHEE T LARBIR B E 2=
B LM x2(3) =133 » p =72 » {HE B ERKEHTE
BEYEHRPAE - fla - BEEAEREEEEE T
SRR A R SRR AR Z R - EE LR
ERL RSSO B o 5 DR KT SR A S
LR bR > B 2R AR R > BEEA
(IR LR T AT B R A T 2% » ki
BT BUIRR A 4%+ T 22 B A () R L A5 HIT K i £
Fo WPTEARES RLIE N T 5% o MOBAKHT AL I T
6% °

B AT

TR E G Er{b (socialization of
emotion) [GRME - FiAlZE2E R EA (Denham,
1998; Eisenberg, Cumberland, & Spinrad, 1998;
Halberstadt, Crisp, & Eaton, 1999; Parke & Buriel,
1998) » FEZ MM IE—BULEIE FE L RS & B T
BRI E o AWFFEA0 RS TR A 3R AL RS
T 35 7 e PHRL A L 2 S JEC 0K B 25U O T R ) (R st A
Ao TEERAIERAERHHE & K R & A 7o 42 Y
B EAMEEEATE S EHEE Ry W H
e UER o3 B IS AE 35 £ B 1R i B 72 JR R, - %
HEARET » REBIR A B S G ECE B SR 8 o HE
s B E BB 2T - G E - I H
FE R B a8 S A E R N R R ~ & R
WG R RS2 > 2B — 0 BG4 B AN ] AR 1 3 B
HUE S B IR - ERRAIE AR A ol £
2 B RFEUE T R BRI BUR R BA.C R S 112
{0 7% 3 B RE B 2 A 22 2 R B v - 3 ELA AR T
FLAth A fE N 2 UK (8 e s 0% - REELF
B GRS R > HERZEA W
Th e [ FERE AR thRES IR R & > WA LB B EE
TR P el 18 L B I A - (EHERE 7T RE S K RERLAE 1
faEE FREE - EERINE R 2~ EE - 5K
LEEEAHBEINE T LHEZE L) % E
I By ANGE P R BICBE A7 R I8 SR PR T 1 - B %
A B A RESR KT ERop BB RS - (AmEh
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R T REAN L 2 - T AMK I e 28

B 92 B S8 15 2000 3 G 15 AU i FE HT Y e RS
o HARA] ZBG 1 = R AR AV E 5 R A H
Bl AR 5 - AR ALY IS M e B TR A
SRR o EERF R AL IIE BB 3K
PRET 20 (B 17 Fk e ol 8 e 1) RELHE R 2 Ot - R
A HAW AT R B Kagan % A (Kagan,
1989 : Kagan, Reznick, & Gibbons, 1989; Kagan &
Snidman, 1991) ¥fFZ5R/E 22 BUR A EER » 8l
Gottman % A (Gottman et al., 1996) FEALREEFRIE
FEH S e G EEENBETENT T (mediating)
B KRBT RHOEEHBRI TR #EK
RAE—H IR LLIF R

A% o REB 3T e B A S 2 G A B [ %
ZRCERURIHER S B EAUAS R - BE KA S 5T
#E R (Benson, Harris, & Rogers, 1992 : Kenny &
Donaldson, 1991) HZHELIAIERK - EME &
Ao ARPR U e 72 58 B D 2 S B O 3 R R B N B
BHEAR RIS G o 1215 B R & 11 AR R MR AR R Y
B9 b AZER HIE R - 20V 1 B A RE 1 i B
&M (BIALTF ~ A%~ BT B RE S5 YRR R R )
BRI AR > AR A G (gender-
role theory) BARH{%EHAR (relational theory) HiEffH
ANF & LT EATRERI I A 2 B AR (Chodorow,
1978 : Huston,1983 : Miller, 1976) ° Bii& F5R R
SRR 5l 7 B2 SRR 77 AR o TRTTT e ad B
5 O BEE ) e FIER - RE R ERL W —
T 4 S K 38 Fre e B ) 155 LR > 1T B — Tl g K
BERBR B L H L -

DIHIRIRINIE » AN ICREIRGE F RS A 2 3 16
o P B R B AL B AR B U e 28 e (ELE R 1 A
R JEE— » A7 56 B AR Sl A R ok L {5 £ e
FER (alternative model) TATERAIHE o ZRF2K
St PRSI SAE % B 1A A AR R sz 2 i - TR
& gt g A R AR > T AT RE S 2N T Y
G E (Lester et al., 1991; van den Boom,
1989) » RILF A S5 E G AT Re & SOE R B )
BB TE AP o P AR RHH 72 th v] DUER ST RES
P i G+ PSR 6 & 2 B F 2R i B e 8 R (1) 52
& IR s BN T RENE:

et AWFRIEETH TR B B AR e B 3%
FEMRECR B T ARIIEE - #8 CFA KI5 S A 2R 1
BRA > HARE S BT - JERTE R AR SRAETT DA
B/ NZE B R 2B TR BRI R & TR - &
AL > ST AR BRI ERE » &f S LIS E
o= BT BLETS I VR RARER o R IE AR J0AS

R REBHBRYTANE - he—HEA2
ZEMERMY) AR o 2R FHERSE MR AT LUE S MM E
EEIH TG LEE R > (EERHE B
HERETHBZEMIOEN NEFERAL T ~ A
K s ENELENBR—E B &S AFGEE L it
B E % ) A BRE 6] - BIVGE AR BRI 73 A it
R WFFREERANIANTT ~ SRS ETEHE - FIF
brIERE R HRAATERFMEE R - 75 RIEE & &
— KM EDZ EEMFTIN AR E 2 — < 5
Ob > RS BEFEE A KE - BRI ZETME T 20
PIRAME NG K%L > FRKEEMAL IRINER
= IE H RGN BB ERHERIKE - ikt
PRI T W Fehs SR A RERUE (ecological validity) ©
AT 72 4R B E BR X & S 1 77 1% 2 8T 4R B B
% > BESRIE TR A 7T A A A H AR R R % > (H
EECRT AR AR R ol B s Rk o R B
B 2 — o BN FT A (1Y R A0 KR AT 48
SREC R > thRIHE NSEEE M - #ER
BL I RR A L B P G HE MR RR > KRR FE R
RE {5 FH 2 0 ) 19 P R PO I B SR 2R (R FE B
IS I £ NN SR E R FNTOP ST I I EARE
AN 87 B K e 7 P R R 1 T A R B A P AR 2
T FFe 22 e 1 D R 155 e B e B0 A Y > AT R
TRAG MHBRT 72 —(EREF I 2 F ARG -

8.2 kB B Sa TR T LB R S
B— @R FEHE 71 > AR A T AR
R i P S T KRR B R R e A0 20 Bt e - B
& — W Feh SR v IR AR SR 52 & - B E R
Hit g frige R  —(@E Rt mE -

2% 3Rk

TECHE (2002) o ACRERE A TBAEF SR K I & -
RGP AR R AR (& e
Al |0 H267-297 © BALREIHE + RAFSERE
EIREESER -
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By %

A RASAZ A0 M A BOA R R AR 09 4 R EAZ B £ 48 (variance standardized residuals) °

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 13 14 15
1 [EHE8eER T - 001 .004 .044 111 -.012 -.072 -.037 .001 -.037 .054 .061 .003 .071 .092
2. [BHGECERI ) 654 --- -.006 -.063 .070 -.006 .074 .039 .081 -.048 -.044 -.009 -.072 -.034 -.010
3. [BREE0ERI3 683 652 - -.063 -.016 -.045 -.021 -053 .026 -.052 .005 .023 -.022 -.006 .040
4 TERERRATL 022 -.084 -.085 - -003 -.003 .058 .004 -.028 -0l11 .063 .002 .016 -.032 -.047
5. [BETRERT 2 089 049 -.038 464 -~ 005 .005 -060 -.088 .030 -.018 -.009 .040 .050 -.013
6. [BHETRERA 3 2036 -.029 -.069 499 513 - 025 -059 .043 .017 -.032 -.020 -.016 .006 -.046
7. BEMKKRT 032 176 .085 .034 -.019 -.001 -  .009 -011 .037 -.007 -.013 .016 -.051 .019
8. HaKkMI® 2 041 115 .026 -.014 -078 -.078 458 - 009 -.056 .027 -.070 .048 .009 .024
9. HEMKA 3 089 166 .114 -048 -108 .021 .491 384  -—- -022 .016 .053 -.006 -.011 -.049
10. PJEMEMAI T -113 -.122 -.128  .078 .120 .114 -219 -247 -236  --- -.017 -.006 .081 -.006 .035
11. FIEWKMH T 2 -.034 -130 -.084 .167 .088 .081 -306 -.195 -232 335  --—- 017 -.016 .036 -.005
12. FJEMRIR 3 2026 -.093 -.065 .105 .095 .092 -307 -290 -.192 341 421  --- -.049 -.001 -.055
13. BRI AT 1 -131 -201 -.156  .024  .049 -.007 -496 -334 -434 309 249 213 - -002 .015
14, KEBHERIFRL 2 -.053 -.154 -.130 -.025 .058 .014 -527 -347 -408 205 .282 242 .690 - -.018
15, FEHEFFRI 3 021 -119 -.073 -.040 -.006 -.038 -416 -300 -411 228 219 .166 .646 .568  ---
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The Influence of Maternal Meta-emotion Philosophy
on Children’s Attachment Inclination

Kuang-Hui Yeh:2 , Shin-Pey Cheng

2 2

, and Yung-Jui Yang
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Parental meta-emotion philosophy, which is a
stable pattern of parents’ cognition, reaction, and
belief on children’s negative emotional behaviors, can
be categorized into four types: emotion-coaching,
emotion-noninvolvement, emotion-dismissing, and
emotion-dysfunction. This study discusses how the
maternal meta-emotion philosophy differences affect
mothers’ interaction with children, and in turn shape
children’s attachment inclination to them. Structural
equation modeling was used to test a hypothetic model
and the results revealed a pretty good model fit.
Mothers with higher emotion-coaching philosophy

benefited children in achieving a more secure attach-
ment, and inhibited inclination of insecure-resistant
and insecure-avoidant attachment, whereas mothers
with higher emotion-dismissing philosophy were more
likely to cause their children to show more insecure-
resistant attachment. Meanwhile, we also found that
this association between meta-emotion philosophy and
attachment style is better explained by the girls sam-
ple than by the boys sample.

Keywords: meta-emotion philosophy, attachment

inclination, internal working model



