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KA « REBEA: DL 206 20RO 21T- 7o, T OFER, fhoBEEX 51 v &Nt ZnANICZ
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AMAEBAHBHOBMAEER T 14V
(Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991) ® 1 2 Th 5B
TnBICEHL, T OWEHICO LW TEEEI
X o TX BN ISKETHE T2 Z &2 HINE
LT3, 1980 FERICIAZB BRSO ST
VIB%, Bowlby ORE L e & H IR AICB T 558
HOMAZENEIESNTE . UL, TOHME
WWEHELREHEBHESGZ L, TO12Cid3B%
NI DPFEPEZE 5 < BRIEMSE N TV 5 (Shaver
& Mikulincer, 2002).

A REDODRABERS A IV

IR AZ A DSEEX T & 78 - 72 Hazan & Shaver

(1987) B AZEHIC>WVWT 3N (LEM, 7 v

1) AKX ORI b 7o 0 a5 5 Z2THW 72, JUNKR
FOhEEESA, MHESA, ZREBTA, £
HEX D THEW 20T BN REDJLE:
Flcb L DSV LET.

oLy R AR DEER ¥ A LV EEL
7o, CTHESRIAOES AR AL VT bk
T2 EDRHITIAOI L TED STz, Bowlby
(1973, 1980) H& i3 2 hicBIL T, HNIIEEE T
WOFAEZGE L, YD OBRD o fthE DERR
LN LM EHORRDBIER SN, TOR
WIEEE TN DEFICHET 5 LixTw
7z. Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) & Z N %5
O, ESBG LB ENES MEVSMERH, %
DthE > St 2 FAEERA SNEHNTH 5
MEVSHOLEOD 2 DORTMOBHR I A Vi
DEL DB EFEZ, HLHICTENILER (Se-
cure) WHEEMBMEHREECHETHCBHARS,
fhr & OB BRI O L S 2 BIFZ 005,
HEEbGEA LS., BHA (Dismissing) (HEK D[]
BRI 50T - b DT, GHENSMERE &
EMBHOBZR>., BEsIcAREeRA, B
MEFEAL L. & S5bNT (Preoccupied) IFHEkK
TyENL Y FIEENTERLEBF RS 1 LI
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YL, HEMGMEBRZRF>HHCBIREEN
ThHb, ZTORDHBLMEL &L, K7
HITAREDBE V., —HBZNA (Fearful) 13 EARRY
L& BITHEkDEERN SN T oncbDTH S
7, fhEE, HOBELITHENTHS Lxnb.
ZTDrHMlE & OPE S ERDIEH S, [FERFITR
FRbIIVTV S,

CofEE, BABO 2R EER A Vi
BRI ENRIOtE LTHERITH 5 C & 131E
AERIR A3 HT0 2 IRIJIRI 750 78 LT & - THGE
I N T &7 (Brennan, Clark & Shaver, 1998; Griffin
& Bartholomew, 1994). 1 « fE (2003) iIcHB W
Th, 1RO 3 IS T 2 ZTHHHX OB
MEEEE 2L BIA OGN TVWS, 3R ED
HEDIK>WTbkBLEMESNIEY THD,
mEER % 2 DICT 5 2D 4 DHOBER S A v
BHAER ks LTRAC HhohTw s
(k2 « Nk, 2004b).
WEMEOEHS

Lirl, CO4BHOERRY A NVITKBMHA
OBEfFIcBAL Tl EL VW o DOREGERINT
W3, ZTO1DRFLBEERAIAND1IDTH
5B xNBOAES T PLREEICEHT 2EETH
% (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002; Simpson & Rholes,
2002). # = f Y (& Bartholomew & Horowitz
(199) IKHEAIE, LEME TR 2 & DR
B LoD E[ERE, ZETECHEENEIE L &
B DML T SINIBERA A VTH DB L1
ZoNnb, Tkt L, Simpson & Rholes (2002)
BEBThBICE T 2 HOMRFEEEE WS FPIE
LcEE IO EfERM L, BRSO
LD R#E Lot Z/RL T0 B LEH LTV A,
FBE, BT E R AR & OB R
X1 5 (Agrawal, Gunderson, Holmes & Lyons-Ruth,
2004) —4 T, FNEIME L BT 2 MRk Lo RE %
BrnMEFIWMTLcbDETEMAEHD
(George & West, 1999), MiFFODIHd L bich D
B E DA B,

Simpson & Rholes (2002) 1335 = LRI DR H: A3
HFEINE 120RIE LT, Bxnickd 3
BEHOESEZHFTVE, [P ICHZFEOUI
JE# (Hudson & Ward, 1997) %/¥— b F —~DZ%
71114 % 7~k 9 3 (Dutton, Saunders, Starzomski &
Bartholomew, 1994) IZ 3 BZ NEBLZ VL E VI
EnanTws, |EHICEVLTS, BEniliE
HEREN S RZEFRICEAS LPT VW EE2RT
L5 & d 5 (Bookwala & Zdaniuk, 1998). L L,
—HTIRTH LeBZNROBERMED & & %21
LW & d 5. il Z1E, Bartholomew &
Horowitz (1991) IT & 3 & BEF A O ARRIZ &
Sbhnil « BRI OME & ATmET), B
<, TLANMW, FEFRMTHD, T In»
SlBrznMicB I BRI IEEINS
W, ERE, BENRICE T AEBNERD 05 S
i35 579" (Magai, Hunziker, Mesias & Culver,
2000), = NHDYEILIRE O IE ik T DB E
& E < 1373V (Jamieson & Marshall, 2000). <
DL OB ENMOBENICBIT 2 RICE—H
Mt <, L7cHi-> T, Simpson & Rholes (2002)
DWE IS, ThEREtoRlidscEirT
WV, BETNRONE D PR 2 L,
BT 5 720ICid, BWEEICOWTO X D FHES
MET2To &Mk o TV A,

INE1TH 5 AT, Mikulincer (1998) OWFFEIZ
NI TdH 5. Mikulincer (1998) I X 1LIFHERD
[ERERY (e, BARMY, B2 <13, HEhHIE
HB5VIITEHHRLED H D F & LTI/ 7351
(Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002) AL 5N TV 5B &V
5. T OHIE ARG IR E B O PR
2L THEORERKAS LT 5bDT, B
FhlicBLTiRZO—E LcBEicfL T
STMETTON TV EAFEHNEZ 5115, Book-
wala & Zdaniuk (1998) T3, & SbNTAEITK
BHoms LEEERTOINL, Bxhiics
W TR FREPHE S OREE & W - 7 BIR Lol
RTINS N TN & ORSEAS RN S T & AR



SNTVE, WEEOHIE L WS EAICTLTIE,
CHFEERIMES N TO 3BCEMED, B2 b
LR &R EOMEICETT 5 < & T
TEOREEZOND, T TOMERERMNL
T & F X B & NI BT « EFRRIE A 1 =X
A (Freud, 1915) 22k L TV 345, BEIREITIZ
IBAER IS K E T B DIEA B W T W B & F A
niE, FRMCE—EEoB Wk KRAs28%
nEogEM S, FEEICIIE CEHR O R 2 [l
LLTHRT 2 ENTE S,

S S IOBEROITICBL T, &Y Dl
s téae & L CH K W s fim 4 5
Bowlby (1980) IZHtA 13, WEMESIIEEN S C
& TR oW s Ml C = A8 < I 2 =2 T
bEEZOoND. BEEHOMIAEII & - THCOB#
DOIETIHENAE T 5 2Dz, Ao OREICER L
FeRFITIE D A » THCOHHE D 72 1T E A D BN
DEHPITONE EEZONEDTH S, KK
DOHME, T Likbzhilics ) 358t
Fie>W\WT, FricBimeafimmic " L ok
HercEThy, ehrBELTEBENMOEE
DHIFR LRI, FOfES >V T L%
lEThH B,

P-F X% 7 4

9 LA DL 2 HIET 58850
12 & LT, Rosenzweig (1945) Ic k% PF X %
F4EBTEIENTES. PFRY T4 BEAD
RIS R A NE T 2 e DL SN
739, Rosenzweig (1976) 3% DHllEDKEEE,
R ISIKEE X D BRI ISKBEITALE D TV B,
KB, BENKERNELTPFRY F Ik B,
Spk SRR L B 5 C & (e.g., Rosenzweig &
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Rosenzweig, 1952) 2W/RI N TV 5,

PF X4 FricBVTZzogBWE, [HR] &
[T w9 2o0%Tt (% 3KHE), BLUZD
HAGOLHEICLB 92D MuA 7T -0 oA
513 Y (Table 1). D [HH]] 22V T,
fihE (fthEPLARNET SN0 2 WBH), AE
(HA IS 5h 2 KEH), e (BEEHESE
I Ha b WIRER) o 3/KENTEES N TV S,
WD [ 12>V TIR, BEHEEL (EEEL
BIRIEPZNICE > THELAEBICERT S L
TRIBINITR S 0 2 LB, HIEBiE (EE%
bic oI I L THA T 5 7o) IC BRI
NS N B BEENE), FOREIE (BEE D AR O
fi A B s B8 ME) @ 3KENES N TS,
Thih 7 3) —F 2N oDMAEGDLETHD, T
Mo OFREZE U THBEEMEZ SN TV S,

T05B [HE] KB 2EE (M-A) OKED
ZOTHMAFTY — M, M, m)H, MEQELED
fERE (bR« fEH « —% < thH « &« FH - PURE -
PEIIl, 1987) LanziEh, M s 3HEK
Bit (E-D) DIKUE (3B o Bty 7 i 2 HE A
TW3, TOXIICPFRYF 4 Tld, HENHE
M ISKEET, BREOHIE, B X OB O
FTHMIEA & bICRET 2 EMTES. L
MoT, THhEHVSE I ETAHEROHNTH 5
BENAICE T 2 WBEEOIIE &, FricH A
O OIMEZEE 5,4 5 2 RSN 3,

PIEDEX2ITPF R4 74 2l THADKE
MWERET 2 &, BRSO TUFDL S
EEDsILToN 5.

1. BzhMics o HEROMENLE SN 3
EInE, toEEX ¥ 1 VT THREORIE

2) Rosenzweig (1976) D55 77 L v ¥ a Y343 L
bNFEY OWEMEFER LWL aN s (HRiE
», 1987, FEEMICIE N IIREREZAIE T 5%
kLT TEY (FIAEEKE, 2000),
ITHTNIHESL, ThERBEORESE LT
EZTWE,

3) RoLDKHE, TRIAF TN —LTTTHATLS S
D3, BERRTOHFIT) —, FEKT EFEFN
5. LOLRFEVS SEIEMEAHESPTVLEE
Z, IMEFIAFTY—& Lk, ThiTEbBL
HFITY)V=ETAT T —LDOXFBD XLV
EFZ, hF ) —EIRTTOKES L,
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Table 1 PF X% 75 +11IC

BY BRTOIKEE Mk 7Y — FRiEH,

1987 % JLI R

B )

FEERAIR (0-D)

B (E-D)

FEREB (N-P)

BB DS |r)

fliEE 1 (E-A) R (B S (E) FEHSUL (e
WRANGZRE C S EEPTHO LA, HUEL SR IR D 12D 1 a2 LT 1
HRIHIC & EW BRI BT 50 2 R %5 2 &R 5 UG
(Wotctsd | mE [Ernsce] e rma&wtr<njm&

HEM (-A) HE UG 17 SR (1 L[EH
BRI C S B EEOKHEIE  LADPIEEMSHN A ICmT Sh, ﬁsra%@t HoyH 581U,
Mic & &% 3 K5 A - HoEE o2 & 5 G Q’Efﬁ@ﬁxbsﬁ«ﬁ&tﬂﬁh Uitz ¢
[ZA-] EvofclEzxny [dAaEEA] 5 3 B

[FELET] 0 &
R (MA) QI (M) M SIS (D HEEEPULIS (m)

I%?:'—@TET% TR/NREICE EBH SR,
WCREEOHFEESTET 5L

b(Lt\

[fcwlfcl sl ] &

FORNm~ O AR L, & X
EHE AW EREF AT UG
Ml n] e

Z DD LHRANMDIRERA b 105 X
NaKEAS E0v- g EHEES N
% B

[sAEmisd k] 0L

B L ChE (EA) DKL,
5.

2. FriczhapimiflimcEon s &40,
Moyoto B (ED) SfthE, M
b TH B MFRIG (B) HMEL, EERUS M) »3
SRR

fthdFH R 5 A VIBHL T

3. %y L (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002),
RAFHIS & S b hDEH R & 1 VITHNT
i F 2K s (), MEREESIE (e) &< 73
%

4, LEMIBHBREIGHICB O THRNIZa I 2
=/ —va V&35 E IR (Shaver & Mikulincer,
2002), OB 2 5 4 vk D &EKEE (N-P) A3
=5,

BRI ZHEOSS LIMTEOFELEDBEHI N
% 72 (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002), T#IZ2W\WT
FERBIICHRET T 5.

B (MA) B8EL i

&

%

EWhE
WA IE IR, REbed: 258 & (i

DA A

3244, 1M 226 % 5 SR 21.5 5K, SD=1.63).
BLoWRIR 153d 2 128, BIFEICAHDH -
feF— 5 &RV 238 % (B 32 %4, i 206
%) 5, SRl tko s CEEER 20.9 5%,
SD=1.40) ZEHroXxgRE L.

AE

BERIAIN BAPADEOBERIA LD
ENCENT 20 A2AET S DI
Bartholomew & Horowitz (1991) @ RQ (Relation-
ship Questionnaire) % H W7z, i3 a&H]ERZ
DEMMET, IRSNEREEZ Y1 VOREHO
IbboEbHMNITHTIRT S LERINICED
BZzDOEHNDEEZER S AV ER D, JNEE (1999) i
X > THAGERMSER SN, R « INEE (2004a)
> TEMHEDER STV S,
P-FX& 74 HARBWEZIERL HKIEZH
(1987) D= = 2 7 IVITHE » TEUR, FERZEIT- 1.
PF R & 7 4 1Tl 24 OFCRAM ST
B0, #ABEMNIEICRENENOBE TEEAY
MEDXIBREETENLEZZTHLL, 1
ZMEHLOFIEHEALTH S D,

mIEE, HEEMrsHs, 920 iy 5T

Tk



)— (E,I',M,ELMeim OWFhibr, &5
WiRZ DA GDEICL - TIESNS. 24 DY
HICTDORAA T IT) —=RENLZFENI D
EThA7T) —oRRs LTEians, 20D
B, 1> OBHICERD Fih 7 I —D5EE &
hniE, AaabEINEL AT T —DKTI
S EHAMENhENICSZ 005, AR,
HBEHTOMENE LFHE S AU EIT 15525
ELIDflaabEEFESNIULE E1ZNTH
1205 HA5A56N5,. ThE 24 ¢ XTOBMIC
SWTITWL, ZNbE Mk 7 aY) - EichHqr
L, & A7 3) —o&iHEHEkw 5, 55
ICRIKEEICIBT B FALA 7 3 —DREELHL
TRILDOIKIES & DEHFHFRERD 5. 2[EED
BEEAT S & 2412185,

Kok, BRAIAHTF T —3TNEN0-24 D
% & 355, B L TRIKTCOKE, BLU
ThLA 7 T = PEWITH TR WcY, KH
(2000) 1275 5 W NZE NI —IThLE O 5 B %
1T- 1.

FikE

RO FEM, *F7mdEETORMITE > TIT-
fo. BETORMTEREHIELR>TLHL,
ERIBICEI L 72, 2 OB, BRI T
BThsrlE, Ittty T EEHmALE.
PF24F4ico0Tid, FRloFEHsVWTE
O &5 BB DD WEHER OB - 1 IHE
ZoWT, ToEHEHHTIHEREEEZIRA
729,

4) HEEEEZEZRAIBHEEZONFRUTOEY 1
H7TVANS Y TEMDY 24 5 =550
RZEEbNTWAIGMHE]; HiE9 ERICTHT 2L
A va—bEGIEHZES E LTV BB B 11
[T #E WEBZES ph - TE TV A ] 5 B
20 (B LI > ke AN B 2 ERNT, fBfFsns
Mo NcE AT W3 | B 23 [
RHEABRBRINT 3DICEWVITREZVWENVWI DT,
EIEHDENZ 51T > TV B

BENMOEHR 5 A VBT 2REROIIE 165

m R

REBRYIMIVDEES

KREER A VO NBIZLER 55 N (26.7%),
BAER 10 A 4.9%), & obnAios A (46.1%),
Beni46 N (223%)Th -7, THRHAARICS
J B ETMELFEBEOEAETH > 72 (eg, th
J& - Jnik, 2004a)
BEXIAINERBHEDOAR - B

PFR% 54 ®D2o0KG (% 3/KHE) OB
2y AN EDFEEERYD, BER S A VvEM
VAR, PF R TF 4 OFKEZNTNEERE
BET B0 %2TT- /2 (Table 2). % OFER,
WMo HEIcB LT, EA (F(3,202)=7.29,
p<.001), M-A (F(3,202)=5.99, p<.01) THE &M
»H o7,

CDHILEERIANVOTNROE S NIz EA,
M-A 122\ T, Tukey ® HSD #£1C & » THHELK
BT o kR, EAICBOWTIZEENRINLER,
BAER, Lobhll (T p<0D IKxTH
BFICEEMMEL, MAIKBWLWTIEI, B2hi
PEER (p<.01), BEHM (p<.05), &o5bnl
(p<.0D) ITHARTHEICH AN EH - 72 (Table 3).

INSOERIBBENIICE T 2 RMEOIE
ZAE L oGt 1 23K LTV 3,

LM OO EKEEICRI L CREEEEIR SN
9, LERICE W TEKEE (NP) 29E< 185 &
W R 4 RS s - 7z,
BERIAINERBHEDOTRATTU —

W38 2, 3 ZMEFET 23 P AT I =
L OB EITOMERS D120, 9O N A 7
T) —ZNENOEBER AL EOLGIEERK
W, FilEFEBRICEZR 5 1 VEMTER, &1
A5 3 —ZNZNEEBERE T 5 —IiE
DNE T AT - 12 (Table 4). % OFER, E (F(3,
202)=5.75, p<.01), M (F(3,202)=6.05, p<.01)iZ
BOWCHEBESH -, o A7) —ick
WTREEZER - .
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Table 2 E&E R ¥ A VT & DEIKEDEL OV & FEHEFZE
FEM (N=55) B (N=10) & 5bnM (N=95) % nI (N=46) F(3,202)
T Ly va YD
fthE 9 (E-A) M 8.52 9.97 8.29 6.80 7.20%%%
(SD) (2.31) (1.82) (2.39) (2.59)
HEN (-A) M 7.64 6.58 7.53 7.87 1.62
(SD) (1.68) (1.30) (1.69) (1.83)
FET (M-A) M 7.85 7.45 8.19 9.33 5.99%*
(SD) (1.89) (1.04) (1.95) (2.19)
T Ly Y DR
EEEEN (0D) M 6.44 6.52 6.58 6.05 722
(SD) (1.64) (1.84) 2.21) 2.0D
HIkBi (E-D) M 12.20 12.60 12.30 12.39 165
(SD) (1.75) (2.25) (1.84) (2.12)
FERIEEL (N-P) M 5.36 4.88 5.12 5.56 855
(SD) (1.86) (2.03) (1.63) (1.76)
. ¥ p<01, *¥*p<.001
Table 3 EHERZ 5 A VI EDEBROLELIK
Bk o7
BEE R (0-D) — H3EPi#R (ED) — FEREFI (N-P) —
B 0 1)
f T (E-A) fE2KE (E) flFIRIE (E) T EEBRSL (e)
Sec, Dis, Pre>Fear — Sec, Dis, Pre>Fear —
AER (-A) IS B UG (17) EEINO) H B FEBSIG (1)
T (M-A) EECEERUR (M) MEEIRIE (M) M EFSUES (m)

Fear>Sec, Dis, Pre —

Fear>Sec, Dis, Pre —

. Sec @ ZER, Dis @ AL, Pre @ & SbNH, Fear 1 BT NAL

. 5% KHETHEE.

CDHILEERIANVOTERDOH SN, E,
M 22 W\ T Tukey ® HSD #EIC & » TE E Lg%
1T - 755 (Table 3), ElCBWVTIZBZ NEAZ
ER (p<01), BHE (p<0]), & 5bNE
(p<.05) ICHANTHEIRBLAMELS, MtV T
i, B AL ER (p<01), WER
(p<.05), &oSbhM (p<.01) LIRTHEEIE
HED - 12,

INSDERbE L BENMICE T 5 B8O
BA ) BT D AT 2 IRGE L 7RG 2 2 K LT
3. Lil, &obnMoBENLERE (E) O

SPEOREENIC B 1T 5 i OB () DES 1
Hond, IWE33RFranisnr-i.

£ ¥

AR THELNIAERD D, B2 MoK SN
LoV TEEETL, BTNBOMEIFIZon
T, o DU ORI OBLE D B3R L,
HZNBICHITZMEHOIE

f&F (Table 3) &0, HTNEIFEHIIC b
BEIC MDA R OICRIE A R S+, HB
RN 1K 55\ THORKE, H51C 2 OB
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Table 4 FEERX ANV EDOETAA T T ) — OISR OFIE & FHE(RZE
ZER (N=55) BES (N=10) & 5bNnB (N=95) BZ 11 (N=46) F(3,202)

fth

fthiF 2K (E) M 291 3.20 3.13 2.55 1.07
(SD) (1.34) (.96) (1.53) (1.67)

e (E) M 3.95 5.03 3.71 2.74 5.75%x
(SD) (2.00) (1.61) (1.92) (1.81)

M R (o) M 1.66 1.73 1.45 1.52 74
(SD) 97 (1.46) (.86) (.98)

BHH

HEEK 1) M 1.85 1.48 1.86 1.79 40
(SD) (.95) (.86) (1.18) (1.05)

HE (D M 3.64 3.28 3.65 3.84 56
(SD) (1.19) (.95) (1.23) (1.72)

B () M 2.16 1.82 2.01 2.24 64
(SD) (1.25) (1.09) (1.12) (1.13)

iy

JEE K (M) M 1.68 1.83 1.58 1.71 37
(SD) (1.04) (.85) (.86) (1.16)

HEET] (M) M 4.62 4.28 4.94 5.81 6.05%*
(SD) (1.45) (1.46) (1.49) (1.80)

S (m) M 1.54 1.33 1.67 1.80 45
(SD) (1.08) (.96) (.93) (1.13)

FE. % p<.01

HSIESIN TV S EBMER SN, HER, (A
BRI B 2 IEE I B & OB HRILEE O MRS
W& D EAE TGRS T W 7228 (Shaver & Mikulin-
cer, 2002), BZ NI TII T OIE O 13BN
KLY TREBEEZ 5.
EHERROXRTE AR, BrhBicsL Tl
ISE T OWEERNR~NOKY REL A, HEE
Vo 7t WEBEHRPIEEZZTPTVEEZEL 6N 5.
fthENDOAMEREE AL DR S 2 575 2 NHITEE
EFNDIDIT, BFOMEEZLN THEHEL LR
PAEE-S T LRI DA, TRIRAD
DD DEFE L - FoBERESMthE N DR A & L
THABIEAFE > LB LWL S, BEN
BEZB OB AEEED B 5. & 5V idaicfth
BLOMREHEL, thEEZE>Tsb6DELT
WA BEN B EIcH>uM AR b b 5.
WFhIZ LTOREkIC L - THE AR, $i
@ X0 5 &0 EEEMEA K DN, PF R

5 74 EcRpiErREoMENARE N bD &
#Z% 515, Bowlby (1980) BB DL I I
BAfEHICHERE L 720 C L A BRERA SR L LTIA T
WBN, TRETENEELLLEV) ERY P
MEO®RS & LTrL 5N T (eg., Mikulincer,
1998). LA LsEnilicsvcidiic, i
izt & LB o iE & W 5 THiER S
MELTWEEFEABDIEAS. BENMDOBE
HiEo 1 2& L TR PIEN TRV & 215
MHEWENSEbh TV (THE, 2004), Tl
BHESNOBENLFTREL, WEE~DE
ENOHELELTVEEEZOLNDZDTH .
BENAICBOLTI ) LAKEEOME LS WS
BRERE2DIREND VS T LR, SEABRAN
(M ORI, FEEIE, EEITEE V- EE
W BEE U 7 AR b0 8 WO T IO v AP 1 BB
(Bowlby, 1980) &N TWA T &AEKLTVWE, K
BHEEFESRO—E LT, FARHE B
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i, a3a=r—vavo—ifE L THIEST S
TEL, L LARmNICE oBEL SRS
TWBEDTH 5., WM ITERN SRS T ITid
, ZTOfHic, WEEIBENTRVLEZ A,
s & DBARS EHINIC I D, B O e
DB 53N E &, HCHIEARELSHMLVLIK
B ARHTEEICBIDEEEIONS, C
NETHEBZNHOKERIC> VW TR—E L0
BRI NTELN, TholdTH LcE]D
MEEWSECEHKORL 2 " fllE A Tk
DTIHIBWIEA S D,

BZNEDOLEDTF

DX BT & L TEE DML
BOTHENNEELR» SR nE &, %
NHEZFEOHENET 2R FEZNE LTS
3. Lil, BHEAICEWTREEZECICET
HEERHEED, LobnBicBwTirACEIF
OYEEL o OFEEDS, FNENEE ORI
BOTH#EICHR s T E (TEE, 2004). %
nNENCER O S, Bifrcirsns
oM, BF, EENHEAET50THS. L
FIS > THCEM: O B EERR 7 2B BT,
BETNMAHRHEIEIEER 44 vE L ThED T
L52EIFTERV. SHIIMASHS, BEhA
DERFBEEAT D Zzh X 0 SEHETHMAXAE
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Fearful Attachment Style and Repression of Aggression on the
Picture Frustration Study
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Reports concerning aggression of people who have fearful attachment style have been inconsistent. Some
noted higher aggression of the fearful, but others reported aggression no higher than those of other attach-
ment styles. The purpose of this study was to examine the possibility that aggression of the fearful was re-

pressed, and that self-defensive aspect of aggression in particular was implicated. The Picture Frustration
Study (P-F Study) and Japanese version of Relationship Questionnair (RQ) were used as the measures of ag-
gression and attachment styles, respectively. Data from 206 women, graduate and undergraduate students,
were analyzed. Results showed that the fearful repressed aggression at the latent level, and they repressed
self-defensive aspect of aggression more than other attachment styles. It was argued that inconsistency in
previous studies stemmed from examining different aspects or phases in repression of aggression.

Key words: fearful attachment style, aggression, repression, Picture Frustration Study (P-F Study)



