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Abstract

Parent— child attachment refers to the emotional bond that forms
between parent and child, which has great influences on the child’s in-
terpersonal development. Present study applied both correlation method
and secure attachment memory activation method to investigate the
“gender relation effects™ of parent — child attachment " s influences on
college students” close relationships. general attachment representa-
tion, and emotion and social loneliness. The basic hypotheses on “gen-
der relation” were set as: “same — sex” parent — child attachment has
more influences on college students’“same—sex” interpersonal relation-
ships, while “opposite— sex” parent — child artachment has more influ-
ences on college students” “opposite— sex” interpersonal relationships.
Major [indings includes.

1. There was weak correlation of attachment security between fa-
ther — child and mother — child relationships. The findings indicated
that, among college students, the security of “opposite—sex” parent—
child attachment representation is higher to some extent than that of
“same—sex” parent —child attachment representation.

2. There were significant correlations between parent— child attach-
ment and college students” attachment anxiety in close relationships.
Major findings indicated that “opposite—sex” parent—child attachment

security negatively predicts college students” attachment anxiety in both

RREFEEZEENFT>FERAIBFT NN
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“same—sex” and “opposite—sex” close relationships.

3. Gender relation effects were significant in the correlations be-
tween parent— child attachment and college students® level of avoidant
attachment representation. “Same— sex” parent — child attachment se-
curity positively predicted avoidant attachment level in college students’
“same—sex” close relationships, while “opposite —sex"™ parent — child
attachment security positively predicted avoidant attachment level in
“opposite—sex” close relationships.

4. Parent —child attachment security memory activation had signifi-
cant influences on college students” general attachment representation.
in which gender relation effects indicated that: the memory activation of
father— child attachment security significantly increases participants’
security of sell —model in general attachment representation to “male
others”; while the memory activation of mother—child attachment secti-
rity significantly increase participants’ security of others—model in gen-
eral attachment representation to “female others”.

5. For male college students, father—son attachment security nega-
tively predicted their emotion and social loneliness. For female college
students, father — daughter attachment security negatively predicted
their emotion loneliness. while mother — daughter attachment security
negatively predicted their social loneliness. Attachment security memo-
ry activation had significant influences on college students’ social loneli-
ness, in which gender relation effects was confirmed in that only father
— child artachment security memory activation significantly decreased
male participants’ level of social loneliness.

The results indicated that gender relation effects are significant in

the influences of parent—child attachment on college students’ interper-



sonal relationship representations, especially when the level of avoidant
of attachment in college students’ close relationships was predicted by
parent—child attachment representation, and when the memory activa-
tion of parent— child attachment influenced college students’ general at-
tachment representation. The present study confirmed to some extent
that gender relation consistency exists in attachment representations a-
mong different interpersonal relations. and serves as a new model for a-
nalysis of gender differences in the research fields. In the present study,
however, gender relation effects were not confirmed in all the interper-
sonal relationship representations, which indicated the complexity in the
problems of gender differences in the research fields of close relation-

ships.

Key Words: parent — child attachment:interpersonal relationships; gen-

der effects;college students
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1.1 #REE5KRE R

Wiy

2% Cavtachment) J2 4§ A~ 15 1~ I 2Z 18] 542 1 B A7 55 S 1 S ALl
(emotional bond) ( Ainsworth, 1989; Bartholomew. Horowitz, 1991;
Planalp, 2003) , [A] it & 1~ 0 15 il A 22 ] — % 3 22 649 A B 56 & (Cohen,
Wills, 1985; Sedikides, 2005; Schachner et al, 2005), &S5 AZ
[0 % % 0L fF T LA A 1 R 0 i e ELAS AT SO Ay Rl A A R A Y
AR | U R T [R] X 7 £ — 58 W B (] T 43 ) 0 P R S AT A B B AR
A F A H A& E T EME TR X LR P IRG L E 50 R R
SR AL A R T W W A A 25 [a) i) %2 4 f B (Ainsworth, 1989;
Mikulincer et al » 2002; Taubman—Ben— Ari et al, 2002) ., ABSH s
18 Cattachment behaviors) ) & 76 B L psf 107 38 2 f5 B aQ R4t S T
PREFIRE 91 NGB RE AT BE ) ) 356 35 B fih | < 5R L LA AR 1f 2 R e 1 5
FERGAC LB b AN ) 202 9 32 1 X e M I 0 A 5 B 2 41 R 39 L b AL Cm
[ 2 ACSE ) o 3 T RS A A A ] X e ] A T 0 208 £ S 98 5K 3R (close rela-
tionships) . HHFFTIA K ARG . [ % (sell — esteem) It 5 0
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(world— views) = # Hl T AKIE . 34 [7] ¥y iR~ 1K i) % 42 B 4 (security sys-
tem) (Hart ezal, 2005), PN R B0 0 R 8 06 R AR B9 B 4
SR A AR O R o BB 6B K15 N IR 22 1] 3 A% B9 77 R 25K 5 AR Y
fit: 71 (Schachner ez al, 20035),

RZBON VA T8 o AT AE SRR 6 R (L T 0 O e T
6 o AR H B 22 TE o7 AT B I AS 47 76 15 7K 09 55 W O & (Takahashi, 2005),
BAR W BB S H M TN AR P RARMU R A EH LR
(L 16) CFlorian ez al , 2002) , il 35 Ff A4 25 b 420 ) 552 9 6 2 19 TE 22 45
FHH % TEBE A B —4 (Collins. Read, 1990; Mikulincer, Florian, 2001;
Imamoglu, Imamoglu, 2006) .

A FAE (attachment representation) & 76 % 3 % % 2 i 740 67 1
P m R — RS, E?‘%fﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%’éﬁ*ﬂ-@%ﬁiﬁfﬁ}]
OV DR A S o T S W B LA A AR AT O O IR 04 U5 L 5 R R A e
KEMWCETRR FFEXR BOARDHBEZRMREWLHEEM, B
S SC T P o B 2B AT g 0 9 4K 4B 3 14 {19 45 R (Hazan, Shaver,
1987; Imamoglu, Imamoglu, 2006), MK X ZMBVIER &2
LA R F 3R T R Y (caregiving system) , BA X FE R ES D 5 b
AT LA DL (FU6 T AT 5 02 2 T T L 5 0 6 2 0 A0 T
M o 717 8 58 52 100 5+ 1) B 52 T 7 4 2 22 i R M i e T 11U A% 2 )
R AR R AEC Ainsworth, 1989) , i i 4R F6F— B i, % 2 o % mi 2%
AR BB A AT 54 185 Ak 40 119 T 04 R ( Furman ez al , 2002),

WS RARIEX S RA RN, KB EEREEHLE
HREL PR AT 5 R A T 0 T 0 B A (R R A S B A
HERVLPETON . WiLeAR 28198 0 T 305 09 1R W « i 3 A e 205 o 45
R e FAE”,

T3 b s BOARAR 25 T 9 J2 7 35 1 3 28 QTSR A X A AR s e i
T AN R EFH RS REEERUE R RRRTFA



