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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationships among childhood trauma, rejection sensitivity and adults’ fear
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of intimacy. Methods: 272 adults were surveyed with Childhood Trauma Questionnaire, Rejection
Sensitivity Questionnaire, and Fear-of-Intimacy Scale. Results: (1) Childhood trauma was signifi-
cantly and positively related to rejection sensitivity, and both childhood trauma and rejection
sensitivity were significantly and positively related to fear of intimacy. (2) Childhood trauma not
only had a significant direct predictive effect on fear of intimacy, but also on fear of intimacy
through the indirect effect of rejection sensitivity. Conclusion: Rejection sensitivity plays a par-
tially mediating effect in childhood trauma and fear of intimacy.
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1. 5|8

WRHBESZNTE, BIcEE 50 mR, ERRAME, ol Ed, S N@rog
Bed, BER AN KL OB I L 5e AR S, o R b &, M=z 5N 54 REE
HRZAMB 58877, WIATRer = AR EVEAR G R E AN FLE BRI, SR AR I MR TR
B SRR R op s ok F b i) 2 25 PG R 2R

SREMEY E SO TR, MRS B NSRS B B H R SRR 5 IR B 1
BRI T EANER: MG BT S RMER TR NG B EAEIUE IR =R MER R
KENMREEEMN, REFBHEANE. R FINEES X = AR, SR REA BT (Descutner &
Thelen, 1991; Downey & Feldman, 1996). B 5t & 3 2444 5 B 24l A 7 AR MUK SZ I, w] Re4EALZE T
AW ERRE, SRR T SMNE LSRR RR, FEOCEIREA St 3, i
] HE R MRS B (Sparrevohn & Rapee, 2009; Montesi, 2013; Sobral, Teixeira, & Costa, 2015). 22 Tjififf
FRISEHRAR S R 5 B B AR A8 I A L /0 B 2R DL RO 35 B s 2 IR (i 5252
2008; Sherman & Thelen, 1996; Khaleque & Ali, 2017). 1%} 35 %5 2R 2 BB R 5 500 B & 540 e 0T 7%
T, BB SR G R X Ao BAT AR R N R ISE TR R hiE b ok, X H A LE A
FR R f N 22

JLEIERE, PR TAHL(WHO, 1999)K1E XL, =X LEATETR. W8 A IR A T
JEULRE LB @R AfE . KK E LG LR BGOSR FHAT N, BRI ER . 1HRER
PERERF . BALFIFIZF . Solomon (1993)Af 7t K I I B GG 2 P = BORMMA SN ST . 4ERFSE R SR
RE77. Tanja (2015 FE 45 KB, 4K 2 5 FIAE T SR ER P/ MEER I T SR 2 2B M, Jo
HIE B H R AL H 5. Goste€nik %5 A (Gosteénik et al., 20158 78 A I 26 4 B8 52 P B 45
IR T] e ik B e R AT O R, (RN ERI AR (AR IR R WA THN 52 a3 1, FA0 I8 a1k

450 M3 255 NQ014) A L AR FTIRAE 7 R 2242 JLE I 5 50 B AR BB OG, H SR E %
AA AR

Sherman A1 Thelen # Hi 25 & AR K MA P OB R, (EXTRHBLE AR 1A A AN RE ok
I 7 2K F(Sherman & Thelen, 1996). EZABURIERIE SO —FARD - EEUCBEA, SECMAEL
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AEH PR LA R R RE Y], AR S S AN B S B ) — A BTl (Downey & Feldman, 1996). LAMEWFTTINA
FLIIAN RIS 0% 8 7T e AR A BURNE T ORI R e (R B L AR, T et s v 1 A SRR A A A e DA S i 4
the%, T NEMAR, FEANRZAE P HEE AL, AR5 E R, TERCEIEEM (Downey, Khouri &
Feldman, 1997). Z IR, FEABURMEXHAZERRE . AR, JOMUREL = MOs BRUGtAT oA 2 3
£ (Rosenbach & Renneberg, 2014; Rowe et al., 2015; Zimmer-Gembeck et al., 2016; Rohner & Lansford, 2017).
Rohner %5 N\ 2019 R8BI FIRIE 7 ANBRERSZ - IHAFBHIEHT:  “ BUE AN B AR IS REE LA 11
TLPTRES BUAE AR SR R R REA K, UK RAE LM PUNAIR ", BT 4s RAERWI SRR HE 4 5
T BB OEEANE AN OC RAERE, T IR S Sk S x5 25 1 24 tH(Rohner, 1986; Rohner et al., 2019).

gi BRIk, L RE AR I G045 22 1 AE 4 U S S SR S BRI B R R, (HR W X SR 2 R
FRIAE FBILA A AR B e B 5T, HIUE B2 UK A B TR O R 7 o 2 KON RE . Rl A<
WFFINE S R AN TR BB 8 U AR ) LB I FE 1R 22 g 5 R B BV i h e E L S BRI AR, O R kSR
5 RAR B AH S TR0 SRR A — 7 S .

2. WEE5FE
2.1. W&,

KT EUREE:, S R 3 ARG, K BORE 300 4y, W lnlAa BnE 272 45, A REEN 90.7%.
WS 18~51 %, “FHFERQS £25)%; BPES3 A, Lt 219 A METF& 156 A, AT 116
N BREZ] 214 N, TEBEZTT 58 N

22. TH

2.2.1. FEBRTVIEE R (Fear-of-Intimacy Scale, FIS) (=S, 2008)

1Z R T EAMATE o % 50 R b AZ i AE A B . S8 35 N6 H, /T30 MR HEHE
REBEHGH AT —AEERRZYT, J§ 5 MREERERE LT 2 NIRRT EREES . K
S 2ivb5r, 1 (BEAFER)S EEFEIR), Mok, SREREACHRS . ZERINE—SEE
JZ2450.93, EI(EEN 0.89.

2.2.2. JLEHAERFE % (Childhood Trauma Questionnaire, CTQ) (X &, &F, 2005)

ZERIAALE(16 & LA E , WE ) LE 2R 2 ERr. 3 28 1N H , 7 NI IRERE
WARFESRE PEERE. 1BRZAFIRIAEZI 5 M orsmz. KA S ZED, 1| (IA)~5 (B2), 78 AhitH
TE 25~125 432 (8], s, S fEREE ., 58 3 N BIENRET, A Aas. ZaER
B o RECN 0.60, 5 A EE o RECN 0.51~0.71,

2.2.3. EHEBREME R (Rejection Sensitivity Questionnaire, RSQ) (X#fitk, 2012)

KH Downey Zmiill, BAFEMASTT B AaBURPE P SO R . iR W 18 MIE ML, R 5 HiFs
i, 7 E T ATEEALE 18~90 70 (7], oy iiiimy, 04 BURMEBR S o 1% 8 R B B R A A AL,
ZERLN o RECH 0.86.

2.3. it Ak

fiH SPSS 23.0 #ff. fEHBAFEAR t K5, ZERLEERSBENDZEBE FLINZES; {1 Pearson
FREM R HZ LR H A S HEMOMGE . EARURNE A et 8 3225 [\ 34047 7722 5 Bootstrap 2
J % HE 6 SR M E S 2 VR B SR I 61405 48 3 [8) 1) FR A I BEAT K6 56
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3. &R
3.1. ERFZEREKE

HIF AR EAE 4 el B Bl 5 MG 3R1S,  ATRER BIEFJAMZE R . A, KA Harman 9.5
TS, SiREAR, 20 MRTRAERT 1 BN RR AR 15.50%, T/ T 40% [ b
e, UL IEAAZAE ™ B3 R VA R 2

3.2. FRIAOFFHERFANEEREIHER

AEPER S REMAET L. ALEBRENRENN S EEG D LPAFEREEZR . BRI E
R R m T 5, AT B AR 2L Z i T AR A 7 4 A% 2 RO REE N 32 31
WA EAF LG T2 I RENCE 1).

Table 1. Comparison of scores of various scales for adults with different demographic characteristics

= 1. FRIAOFFIERFARERBHLR

P51 RGMAT & BLEEBEA
TiH t{H t{H t{H
% % 2 % H ¥

PR 54+ 8 59+1.7  —2.82%%  56+14 60+17 -196 58+1.6 56+1.4 1.12
5 R 200 18.0£4.9 17.8+49 0.31 18.3+45 172454 178  17.7+49 184+50 —-1.05
i K A 83+42 8.6+3.6 -0.60 8436 87+40 057 86+38 83+3.7 0.57
AR A 20 121£1.9 11.8+23 0.91 12.1£2.1 11.6+23 198* 11.8+2.1 11.9+25 —-0.13
AR R A 71433 62+2.5 1.78 6.4+27 6527 —035 6.6+29 59+£19  2.16*

CTQ M4y 50.9+6.2 503+6.2 0.64 50.8 +6.1 499+63 1.16  505+63 50.0+55 051
4 iUt 58.3+6.9 59.0+6.2 -0.74 58.9+6.1 587+6.6 023 58.9+6.3 58.6+6.5 0.33
SRR R 113.9+14.7 1102+ 14.6 1.65 111.3+147 1103+146 057 110.1+£149 113.7+134 -1.63

YE: **p<0.01, *p<0.05.

3.3. BEAFEDE, ERHRMUR/LERRIGEHRXSH

RERERREDE CTQ M. MERE D HRER . WK BMA T BEF LMK, KETIRE
R SIEABURMEAG 0 B 10K, EABUERMES T 5 CTQ B2y BEERS 7 B3 IEAHK (R 2).

Table 2. Correlation analysis between variables

2. TEEMEXSH

B3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
P& A 1
15 IR 2 -0.120* 1
IR RE AT 0.207** —0.592%* 1
ARAR AN -0.089 0.130* 0.084 1
AR JERE 0.032 —0.321%* 0.544%* 0.019 1
CTQ &4y 0.264%* 0.311%* 0.456%* 0.499%* 0.527%* 1
T ARG 0.097 -0.061 0.188%* 0.048 0.107 0.155% 1
SRR 0.203%* 0.061 0.225%* 0.143% 0.070 0.318%* 0.334%* 1

E: **p<0.01, *p<0.05.
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3.4. ERBERME) LB E R MERDIRZ B R A 2

ULEIAZ sy R R E, E4BURER S AR AR, SRR AR S, PR, il
2P REMETFL, ARERETAEHAR, HRIEHETEREDMAZEXR. FHESH
T 53 h Bootstrap 2% #4 E [1) Hh A S A AL 3 AT B 25 MR IR, 1B E SR IR 50000 45 RKE, EAEHN
90.26, 95%MAIE X [A]24[0.16, 0.37]; [AIHERLBA 0.05, 95%[HAI{EIX[A]24[0.01, 0.10], ¥HAEE 0,
Tt A ) 38 A28 D 0o 51 5 SR PEL ) B3 205 R [ 2 R S 340 LA i 2 o FE ] TR dafiuditE 2 5, JLE
W P om 2 RAR N AT N B2, DRI, 4B ERURIELE ) LE A D) 5 R BRI R R R R T35
AER, B 50 Th A28 5 RN 4 EE o 16% (5 3).

Table 3. Mediating effect analysis
= 3. PN

95% CI
AN BN RONAE FrifEiz AR R SR

R BR

58IV 0.31 0.06 0.20 0.43
Js¥ix HEHN 0.26 0.06 0.16 0.37 84%
V)42 208 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.10 16%

SRS 0.22 0.06 0.10 0.34
TR E AT BN 0.15 0.06 0.04 0.27 68%
V)42 308 0.07 0.02 0.03 0.12 32%

4. i4ig

AR R, LUK 5% BRRR AR FE . R AT AR ES D B3
AEEREZR: ILEMOHE T, 2t ERKFREm T B, AT 202 20 Rk 2
M2 TFAeEMEFL, MESFMARLERER, B4A, EMETFL. TEREHEAFRELMRE LEET S
(B4, 2014); FHEMMASERE R, BAELELERS. ARG RZOEEE ST 28, EE
F L AEIRAR FE A AR AR A B3 v T Lo (CE AR, X921, 2006). WFFE4s SA—E0nT B2 A
AHEZ RS, HAMBE FCRIFEAR S R R A, A FERE A N AT 18 Ji 2 A N

AN AT R, LR IS BB S A A S S BB A AT 3 I BT RN, @
A A U 1) (R BV E G SR 3 AR 2 AR o . %, ) LB I IR R AR 42 I o) 5% 4 Z8ARAT 6 355 110 I 1) Tt
TEMH . SRERVMRS CTQ &7k KMtk ERs . HRAAZAL. 15 KERF B R E MG, MEIIEER . 5K
BB LEZFRR, REHELME 2014 FR RS RMREGE 25, 2014), JLEBERS L SE%R
Z A O Z ATl I AR B AR SR MRS, AR IS SR SR 2 VRS ¢ R AT A E AR AR G &R, MBI Ak
HARBHR R, R H A S SR AT B 3 5 R SRR R RN & b, BRI AR 5 A BEEE ST
R 7S IR 2 52 W) 38 Jl A 0 45 At N T i R AR R 26 8 (Haazan & Shaver, 1987).

WAL, ) LEE S B R ARr 2 P A 30 3 4 48 R A 1) TR B O SR 88 AR = A 5 i o 48 A RO A AL A
N, TEABUBRMEIE T RUNZ B0 E & s S A A KR, MR R P b 115 7O R 4 4 2 1) D
) ¥ B A B 2 B (Baldwin, 2005; Romero-Canyas et al., 2010). Fitk, JLEIAGIGZ ), JuHZ)LEHE
G BE R4 T AT e 2 LE MR AE OC R TR At N FE 48 (1 £ EE T, T 6] i N HHR IR 45 & X 2 R 5
PREISEH R R METUHE CERE R RP 2L, MIELA N 20FH RIFFEREMN, TRAESHEE
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At AV 308 A SN A — R 1, RIS EE R (Descutner & Thelen, 1991). Xt 1] A 15d R AN | ]
HORMPRE . ZEIRU Y, FIWNERA R IR R T A ar B 000 B B Az 2 B8 DA
KB RIR B 07 sUB R AR, SRR FE AP RRAR, IR LR K R (Castille et al., 2007).

ASHITFEIGHE T AT 2% B AR AL R BR AR, Dy 3 o 45 200 BRI A TR I 2 BRI 3t 1o
MBS S 3R, AR R R EEALLAE26 T 3H, W JLRIERS LD, 2% TR,
RYLE KT EREE N LB E R, F AT AR IR, 8 SRR ) L2 S 20 A 5 AR 2 1A 7F
FERMERGIE, BOK, DA, 2015), 10 H SR GURNE 2 [AMAF AR S R (TR ZE, 2013), B
BE,  ARSRWT LA RO FE 1 BLRRIE 48 U X ) L2 T RE A 2 DO AR R BE S BT 534k, B
TORFEAR MR ZZEY BN, S Bt as REE M, EE - MIALEFRTA%RE, =
FEBEFLRATAE R BRI IRYE, ARAFFUAT DA SR E A SR LB I KA 2 e BPIR 0L AR A
e R QAR 5 % 556 2 R PR PR S

SE
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