Advances in Psychology ‘U>F 23R, 2015, 5, 393-401 Hans X
Published Online June 2015 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.56051

The Different Emotion Regulation in
Insecurity Attachment

Qingqing Yang, Xu Chen

School of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging
Email: yag123@swu.edu.cn, chenxu@swu.edu.cn

Received: Jun. 6th, 2015; accepted: Jun. 26th, 2015; published: Jun. 29”’, 2015

Copyright © 2015 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

RO Fopen o]

Abstract

Adult attachment style refers to individual differences in the way people process and regulate
their emotion. Avoidantly attached people tend to deal with emotion by decreasing attention to
emotion information and then inhibition behavior or expressive suppression, while they use re-
appraisal strategy for the same stimuli, the left amygdala activity is increasing. These results sug-
gest that avoidant attachment style may imply less efficient reappraisal strategy. Conversely, an-
xiously attached people tend to intensify attention to emotion (both negative and positive) infor-
mation and increase right amygdala activity in unpleasant social stimuli, which suggestive of in-
crease emotional arousal and vigilance to social negative information. Further research is needed
to explore the different stage of regulation strategy in different attachment style, and the hemis-
pheric asymmetry in the context of attachment.
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KBRS MIEEE BRI IAEEEY, EBMNKTERNEREENSXEERE BTN, W
DXHELE AR B R, RE AT RS, IRMERIE SIS MK EE, RAAGE
PERARRH) - T AR S B EIME B0 ThS HRxH B L 1 E B RIHIEFEER , RIDIFEE RN RERE,
HEEERAAR AL IR F &5 BHRIE, BERSFEER TR & CRANEERNE, HERS
HE AR BIERRIE. 1B TR RN E AR ANE, EHREEYIEITREN . RRHF
TR A 4 P8 5 R E R R R A & RKEEA R BB 4R 15 R0, It LRR BT
KIZ R U RRAB R — ML, R RAFRRE XA I ZER .
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1. 518§

PRSI A A B AR 28 R 1 1 — RO R A R 22 S 1 eE AR 22— (Bowlby, 1969), A L6fft 5t #
FEYONHATR_Et 254 8538 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2007). RS S &
FORH USRS B Gl F & B2R) A A SRS, Z T ST E IS % S B Al
ZAATIE R H AR BAR(Thompson, 1999), FEASHES D4 WAL R — S84 T RN BB, RIS 1 P 36 T
PERES, & n] DA EE b P AR AE I & & RS, IR & KRR E I 52 i 5 AL 23 AR sg A BBl L
L5777 (Bowlby, 1969). H Fi4 A8 A H i BN MK AR R 7 a2 e S 4 FE 1 1) 23 07 20, A AT AR
AT PN . RS £E FE AR 725 [H]58% (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998), 7 2 [E Aol ik 7y &% 15048
IR 7 2 RS, Rz X5y AR R e AR s R £E 8oy B3R B4R 70 i AE [l o B3R 145
SHREIMERN 7 N EERE BRI, Rz R o D [l e AR

TR — RAAFIR G RE, WERAVES . A fa] (R 088 Rk E 2 247 % . e il
P i e R Bl 3L — SRR R D I SORIE S B ORI gk . Hk, — BRSO g 4g, AT
RS H I 26 SR LAz, DB gk Y A I 4 G AIAERR AR A B 28 o 175 48 T 1 R R AR AR
BTG A ROB 58 . ek 55 Bk AR R 3 R (Gross & John, 2003), Gross (2002)4F T H2 Hi 28 #4725 18 5 it
FEAGE 2R 4 HE AN () SR 7 15 48 15 30 i RS A FH D IS TRD B Bl 23, PO P A 48 T 15 SR B8 70 9 b B R AL 4
F 1k F(situation selection). 17514 IE (situation modification). ¥E & 4t (attention deployment). A% 4s
(cognitive change)Fl j i 1 77 (response regulation) . A ER L INFIEPE, 5RIEHH](Goldin, McRae,
Ramel, & Gross, 2008;Shafir, Schwartz, Blechert, & Sheppes, 2015)7& H BiffF 5705 2 ) JLFR SERG o« N ENE T,
SRR SN TR, I8 SO E 4 AR 0B, DARIE 28 TS N AR PR 46 I
JB T AT HRVERNE o FRIKFN I8 I8 0K Bk AR BRAETE R AR G @ RIEAT N, BON R E I R A 1 i T]
% (Goldin et al., 2008), J&T KM F=1ESEM . Mikulincer, Shaver & Pereg (2003)42 H! ) s AR 20 4 & 45 il
ARG BRI N TE S BT AN [F) N AR KUK ZEAS BN T rbi F 0 SRS (22 4 ZE b SRl L ok B8 T S s
FWOE R BE)AS FT S EBCMEAEE BN T IELE TR 2=

MRS AR 3 W AR R R AR 7S 0 e Ty RO SR I g A A 1) 1 o e 7 M A7 28 RS R0 5 KSR 1 U 7
T, I BEIE SRR O 28 DA 2 v BB A OCTE IO B R R, AR AR ANV AR SRR 2 R I H i 45 (Dykas &



AT A TSR B 15 48 55 22 5

Cassidy, 2011), 25 TVER;: AHR DRI AR AN AR 1) 233800 SR ms MG ) T 2B 4, AT ] o] B
BB RS RGE 1 46 MIAR TS (Dykas & Cassidy, 2011) 3K I AR (FMRIYBIF 75 3 B ARRROR I AR 30 R 1
s BB R AR A5 5 (Vrticka, Andersson, Grandjean, Sander, & Vuilleumier, 2008). T [5] 3 58 4% 25 A4 | 2>
2| 75 A R 3 (Zilber, Goldstein, & Mikulincer, 2007), X C4 7= 4 B5 AR BEAT R TTIN, 24 Rk
ARIANARTE TN N BRAS AT o BV TE B A, T8 A A B PP 7 RO 16 48, AR T Bh
2 RURKASANMRAE B bR AS— BUOMUAS 52000 &5 47 M pk 2 15 st P g U 2T I 465 B . Mikulincer & Shaver
(2007) IXFh B JE T —Ff “ AT RVERBE” , AT F 9 EE %101 P75 2, AR
22 152 B 28 (R A7 PE S0 o [ 36 2 7 A TR A M R 4 I PR S R GE RO, T A P A S VP S S
BERRAHREMG, BT “RMNMIKE” o FRERITERE T I 2 8 A D 0 PP S e )
T & SR, i L2 e S 22 1) S R C A2 AR SR R 1 25 T, (H BRI A TE 4

g EATR, AREMRZRZER B AR LE R R 45 {5 BN 1 46 5 B AR, DR i xkk b
HRA Z SN, AT EMGEE I LA 28151 7 T A 22 2 R HEAT LU, (BIE 2T 2 — 13
AWIERE, A AR R AL LR 7 AT IRDT, AR F0 % B IR R 4 1 5 T B 28 1
T 5T AR ILIBLE I, IR A IR B 26 B 347 X 43T 92

2. AREBRTBMERREET

s Shaver & Minkulincer (2002), 2% 4> (R 1 22 ARV 1 46 1R 19 SR, X LB T SR B 15 108
IR RTE S ISR S B T ORI v, ERRSR R OCR, B SRMARIE M. B AT
TAEL T P Z A I& Gross (2002) 42 1 5 48 VA 15 398 2 H A5 26 TR 1T RIF 70 A0 1 F ZEAE
20, RO R RS AT IR R RN BRSNS, BT A TS e R A
AW Bl A7 19, @RS E R D RARE R % . 5 E R EEN O 5] R AT,
BIHi75 e Al e AT 4] o AR RS FH O BE VG SRS, (AR R GBI TR, BB 7T
W K, KB R R RN o T [ e 2R A A P 25 S SR, RS R 08 AL TR O B AN
WA, EEAR S ARSI, I S0 B AR C AR RS 4 o B O s 5 25 i b
175 & R T SRS AR M [ B 5 LAt — S 2 T SRS 2 [ 22 5% . 454 Gross (& 45 R TTEG AR, AEIK
AR E R FOSRNG . WA VPRI R I S0 SR 2 A7 E BB IR, DUF 32 B = SR AR AN [
RSB IE 2 5 2 7o

2.1 WBEEBRHNIERE

R MR SRR TR, el SRR, (RAAMAXT IR I AME(S BT R
PRI T (Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding, 2004). Ff H5 s B, V3 &@ % Sk sk
BCfEE S R b, MR BT Z 25 BN TAEE o RN EE 8 3% W AR FE AR AR 1 3k i B SR ms %
IS 0] T m i AP 1 2 R AS N5 DA R B 77 T, o B3 SR SR 5 % 2R DA v B A DR E I Lo B
TR, X AR RN T WK AR 2 R FE 45 (Dykas, & Cassidy, 2011), 25 FiER; A BB R KR
AR B4 2 AT A DU e 22 A0 e Pt 1 A, 0 A AT 0T BRI A 7 R B 17 46 A ARV (Ein-Dor, Mikulincer,
& Shaver, 2011). Bitt, >k EH WK (FMRIVEFFTI SRR, AF 502 WA AR A AN I B 0 R e 15 n £E R& A AR 7
W& sl (Vrticka et al., 2008), i [l 38ERY {4 28 A4 ) 2> %) =5 ZA0L 7 B R (Zilber, Goldstein & Mikulincer,
2007) BRI AS 22 4 BUK R 2645 B I IR BB #2271

B2 H AT B0 R MAZ R SR E R ROOEAZ, WNEHEMRMERKE, AEIREE
X 1E 4 A B B I B B R AR . Mark 55 A (2012) & 1AL A7 AR A= S F LA RV T L, =
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FEREAR A FOMAE ST AL I T 3580 LPP 0, R AR KRS 7R B R i B 2 R AU T A
[F) 8 BRI 18], A AE TR — 28 B ], [ e AR 2R A A T B 2o AR AR R N SRR K
SONE, T A RE AR AN A4 I AT e e AR A AP BEMRAG K SNz (Chawis et all, 2012)s BEAR [A) -6 Hs 0 PR 8H
SN, TR RE AR 7R A D AT ) T 3%oF 43 B A DR ) S48 B B (Selcuk, Zayas, Gunaydin, Hazan & Kross,
2012). Dewitte, Houwer, Buysse, & Koster (2008)ff1 % & HvETFLIE AR EL, AFFLEE SRR
T £ FE A P2 1570 v (1) AR S X A P M i L2 38 v e, (R 58 AR 43 M 2 05 0 90 e 5 S A iy
[ 36 A B AT A8 T i e R I o S PR B v A 55 v DASRCPE R I 1 ) 1 2 AT B A ol
WOR T PO BB I, 45 AR I IE AN 1 R 2615 B AR X B R BUAMAIGE T3, B2 PE(E
SR AR AMAR R R, G BT R B 1S B RO A, RN AN il 2
BN ORIBR RN, e ARIF IS RE R ), JHEARER IS0 Rl (Silva, Soares, & Esteves,
2012). (HRAEHRA ORI TIER T, FEEA R = PR BAME 2 W 1) 2 7 1%, BF 508 I i e
FERE RN [l e R AMA T e e DA MR B AR — A BRI # 5 (e.g. Chris Fraley, Niedenthal,
Marks, Brumbaugh, & Vicary, 2006), BJ7ER-HIE5e b B A 2 2 AMAFFAFEE R, KA LR
W A e DX £ R8O 2 [ e

SR, A FH N (] 23 ¥ 22 4 (1) ERP SR S AR 28 TS (R etk vk s g F2 g, 30 I 0 o i B [
TEFR RN R R AR LA AN [F) B B E RN T 5]« Dan & Raz (2012)8F 7 A& BxH 57 2% T LA w1k Ay i B2 390 e 2
C1 (50 - 80 ms), P1 (80 - 120) T34 M 5 AR R A AEAEAE HAF o 7 B AR 23 B 2 Ji5 i B o i 3 P 22
Jt AAFAE T R AR AN b R 22 VI A AR R W sy BRI I ZE . BIZE LN Ty
BAUA [0 B R A X 43 P 30 P SR SO B 2 A S I ) o B R ) S B B B A SR T i
S3H) CLAN PL R, SRS B A3 S R AN A o i R o A5 BN T D L, SE BB R SIS 4 1 AE R
(- A PR O TG PR 78 S B A ]38 R AN A e DR e 1 45 R AT X A FIWT, A
TR AE FLAE J5 00 B BORH X 2645 BRI S 0 B4 e, IFERE A R hilE = /1, ks 32 3 1 44 1t
FRMT. ERZ 5 R 7R R M E AL, A BB EE NS M BT L, S
Ao HALOL, DR, MR &I P (2012) B T A AR % o ATARS AN P T FLISS i B BB 0 AR 1) R R
A RBURE 1 T B A I G, AT B Bk A A VA B I = v, 1T LIS AEAE [ IS 25 15 2
S R B R ] o RIS BT 1 28 VRS AR B A B v m e, 8 e 15 MR E Rk B R
TN FA B S TE P AR A7 DA R o P 2 S B 1A o T 03 T 5 B0 B v R s ) R B s e, )
I 5 B 2R BRI SR A AEE o

2.2. AFREBRTBSINNETSRIEMEETIREE

LA RIS AT TN A SR A2 A3 Hh (T £E B S AR I, 38 25 058 F AN E PP 7 VA R0 T I 2
RE8 A Bh 22 2 RARSAMARAE B bR A — BUMAS 32000 55 4 Mk 2 1% e oA RO b 4715 468 B (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2007). IXFhHEHEJE T —F “JeiT M ” , WAL 2R MER AERG LR h I iEA Y,
T B8 22 (1) 52 BI85 26 1) A7 1t 5o o a2 AR AR AR AE AR B AL 2 A ME RS 2 I 2 PR IRIK S R I B0E, 1
FEWOE IR 28 VR TR, TP R T SR {5 15 [l 2 AR 2 S AT e di Bl RS T, BT
“IRBLGTERLARE AR R AR N B A R T SRR A S — RS A TR T B AR B, BE 2 A
TINFIEVE, & EMlE 2 5 Xk = A JEs AR B S 25 5 32 BT L8 I R P

Gillath, Bunge, Shaver, Wendelken & Mikulincer (2005)f)— i fMRI #iff 5 R iE g i AR S A5 IR AR %
—BeR 2 1 ORI UM S X 284k, B R IAEAR R VE A (Fe b 5L 73 1 RIFEIIZE 256 I, £ 18
24 B 1) 53 517 28 A DR [X B IEAR DG (RT3, SAEGA 9%), 515 48 V1T B DXk 7 A 5 (REAI T K2 )2%)
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X R B AR R AN A L R R AR 8 1 AN R TE AL B A7 1 3 2R (R AR I 2 T B 22 AR BRI AR G RO 2R, I HLAT
N R RS S BRI, RISE 22 R A R 1 1 U T SR . [ TR AR AR AN AR K 2 A R A
11t R A0 AR G [2] (medial frontal gyrus)#8& RFSE B0, 22 B [R1EE AL AR B4 R AR SOR AN 58 42 1
R IX TG 58 R A B 2 (R B 7 65 P& AR R [m] 28 1) 47 28 R T Re ST B0 22 5 . Vrticka, Bondolfi, Sander &
Vuilleumier (2012)38 1 EAS [FR AR B AR AE 53 79 B 48 FH =P it 6 1 1 SR AN B VR H0HIRI B & B
W) R 2 A R AR AEAT AN S VTN A AR 0SS B AIC . [l LA A0s X e il f AR SO
V) A REA/IMI) 7 2 R e M A AR o T SR T 3k 2 155 4 SR Aot FH o) ) = B MR I8 B f 2 X . X R A
(e 3 BT A 215 G T 2 A FH RNV SRS R AR, IR MR B IR AR B A — B, B [l A A
AMRTE A 2 17 8 I8 B8 v 52 A5 FH s R4 () 81 SRS, T EE PP — P AN R IR SR, o R
AT TR, PR KIS 4 N AR, AR R ALAMATIN A 2 67 VAT P ORI % 28 R B, 53 31
TE A A AT A% AN e 0 5% [ g 2 2 A [ (038t , T A ) S O 17 8 81 B 300 8 R I ol 2850 Y
2 W R R AN AT S P SR S R i, (L A P DA B VP B A 1 4 T SR RE A A AU PR AR
45N, IXFN Gillath et al. (2005) IR L 45 RIEA—5, B Fu 45 R R B £E FE R AE M i) 0P OC R A A
AEAG I S 488 K PR K, RIS TR o R e o) A R AR 5 R A O RIS A A — TR

SRR, 25E UG BB SRR B (5L, 1T AR B AN 22 4 UM 28 25 1R 0 17 4 A LA PR S
FEHIRE ST, RODRAEINGER 7 HAHE 2400 [ S H A2 I SR 5Tt 3 B £ R R R[] 8 R S I N S R o
AT RV 26 R I8 AT v B ENLBLR A — R, (R IUA T 5T R R X SRR S O 11
LT AT DR (B W R B AT, 2 A7 A F At — L8 g B S, AU R 2 BUA 1
KPR, I8 7B AR AR AT S ARIRN BRI T, DAFE B BT HE L o AN 22 4 UK AN B 4T TSR
WS FH DRI 5 G AN 2

3. R AT R BHE

[F e R R R 2R 1) 25 B AT 2 7 O S 1 2 RGBS (IR 4 vs H5), 9 0 BT SR 1A 1 1
iR . AP T R AR NMA T IR OB SR A R B A TR TSR A N Th e, AR
RN B TR0 5 708 R A 2 A6 1) BT 5 R A T (T A 2 SEL A PR T RE AP 5 T ) T S92 IR 5 4
KGR D RE AR e, 45 UK LA RERL = 52 BIXACBAEGEA TS T, (HERA &R ALE
KA, N T HIFIERN AL &, AT 2 A Rk th e 5 — SR ARG . BT (KA 2o Bk
DTG A R SR 3E , A TR P v S5 BRI, R SR 1) ok P T i 2 3 A ARG RV S5 2R
B SRR R RS T A, R HR IS ] S By A 7 A SE AT R A L B

3.1 AT BEIS XS

TE H 545 5 BB AR P ARG A A B 26 1) 8, (H R TE 220 b R 1 T84T SR S A, [ 4K
AR RS ™ 5 32 B 25 10 T30 (Gillath et al., 2005), (B BN A EN G ARG FLE, 6] LAE R
PP R R KA, AR OIE#E, Wegner & Erber (1992) B 5tk A8 RS 1) S4hi
AR B IT Al AN 5] 1 AAE 2, fbRERIL H CARE, 2) MR B b A A AE—E, Al AR A
CUARY, RIS R SRt i A8 BRGEAICAZ . 45 SRR BLAE SN 264, AR AL 5 2k Fe M S i A8
ARG, RN A B A R AR TR 5 R AR DG I ARE BOIE ARG, [RI I AR RN RE Tt vy . 3R [ ik
BUAMA T2 R R 1 I 7 5 0] PO 197 00 SRS, e LA ARG A AT S 3t /2 FTAT I (Wegner & Gold, 1995) . [mli## %Y
AN U5 ) A5 P 400 761 SRS S S LI b 1) SR b TR, S i — i SIS (4 1 Sl P R SRS
X E B AR SRS B B B AR DU T I 2, SR IR, (ERAEAME IR FE I ORI X b



ARz 4 RAR TSAMAK A 2R T 22

YT A 2 R AL IXAT Bowlby (1982) M s —F 1. [RIRERSAMA 1) 73 B VO B R G o iR AE R VE
PAAMCRRHFEE N 25, QU PRS2 Z A 43 B 2 3 T 5 TR R A R 7 BB 0

FERERE B RN AT, STERAMB 4L &3 5t a3 T T, JF B AR A5 7 bms 1AM
X AR A A 158 ) I 20 i 5 5% a] b S0 RO, i 2 v AR R AR A 1 2 5ARAE DL a2,
HAE 2 5 4TS FAHEE R (Vrticka et al., 2012). Donges 25 A\ (2012) W52 R I, R 4t i 1% 25 1 1 i
i, AEREARAA R 57 R A (AR P () AT & [X (left inferior, middle, and medial prefrontal). 7% 13k
(globus pallidus). B#ARAA (claustrum) A4 ] 2N (right cerebellum) i & (9 IEAH G SR 2445 00 s 26 4k 8 i i
V1876 R B i DX A 80 3K 130 B R R AR 2 2R A A S R P A 2= S i 1) T FH B Bl L 7 K. |
Donges et al. (2012) (R 7t R &4 SCRE TR RE ) “ BN LUt~ o BP0tk 2 IRV s 4 n 1,
[ 3 2R A A AN AR R Y P R S8 A R AL, RGBS B 30k 2 3 75 2 B IR -

3.2. REETAYES NG

TELE R — FOEFE QB TR B TR, UAMER N E SR FE T e AT NN, B R E0A
HESH I IREUR AR . Deveney 1 Pizzagalli (2008)1E# iR AE XV AR B A AT I\ EAF 2 5, AR S
I P T A T AR A A R ] . 25 SR E R, BT S VC AT A 1 P300 2 /N T AR T 2 e 1
P300. WHFtE NS, IAFIEEPFHFE T AL AR BEUR, 520 1 S SR A AN 1o e ik B4 il A A N B 175
BN, Wi E R “separation” B SR I H S B R ZE B AN (Edelstein & Gillath, 2008). EHAT L, [H]
TRE TR AN A ST T8 25 0 SR SR BELLE V8 7E B E By =, A 0 AR R R G eE, (H2 X R
B 1) B8 0 75 EE NS5 PRI 0 Aar e k55 AR, S X Mt e A58 42 11 o

AR, R B WS A S SR 7 T AU IR B A 22 A BRI 3 1 R T SRS Ak, H RS
PRI R EL. Warren et al. (2010)f8 FH N4k 115 2645 S Stroop 1155 H 42 SR Ak 12X 20w 1) Y 1) 25 SCH)
Wi, S5REIMA L AKEATLS ERIEMMEE, 1 BAEYSMI PFC 1 OFC AR s rleE, @
VLA 22 AR SRR A SIS 2615 BAR SR 5 43 0, T ELX 1 28 TN 45 1l 9 B8 7 1R 1K » Chavis & Kisley
(2012)HfF 7t Hp 2SR BN ZESRPRID B 528 N F AL, AR myA RN fuH 5K A SN £ 48 T 58 i(stroop)
%o RIVAEFNHZFAE T A &R T, [RIRELE R & i AMA S J3 B AH 5C IR ARR R A5 (e s 44t FE A A M 2D
AN I T, [R5 7 B AH SRR I e e, i LS T B FRERAERAR Y — 1 . (H2
FE Ry AN AT IR, [ 2B 4 F5E v PR AN A FE AN BR R Dh 1) 43 B AH G i AR, T HL 2 3R It x40 B AR E AV AR
H TR 1 1 BE TSR B E 2 U, M i i S B G iy, IRl R 1 256 SCE T i IR T 5
iR, IWmSEOHTT RS, AE KGR .

4. BESHMRRE

£R b, A RS RS 46 N TRV Y s B BT AN R ROREAE . 1R AR RS R A2 I Sein T
FAE R SRR ARG, JF B, MES BRI, MR R IEE Rt A
LRI, A U R AR S 5 B i AR R B v m e B AT B, ER R AR
JE MR A S AE BT SR ISR AR AR S AR AE o [0 38 7R AN 2 A U R ) A RRORT A 2 AR A AR 5K R AR
TR, ARSI A 15 28 A M5 S, Ik — 2D A SR R 2 IR . T A7 4 R 1 SR L [l
TR AT ) o P 400 ) AR SRS, A SR TR EE P U I KA AT A s, RN EL PR — R R
Jiide X TERIERDRYL, (RS RTINS 2 5 55 M HeE, Rl IR0 2 B AR ke I
TS ME 2 24 A A1 28 TR, (B 00 e BRI 7 A 50 AR RS R A8 FH DA R B AR R K 4 ) 3K o o S s )
FAERZE R, AT NFEIIPIT, AT LN AL R 8 1 AT SR S N i s ms, I BRIk
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i TICAZRAE, H 2 BAR BN HIIE 75 25 SR 7 RN .

1) SRTENELE N T 50 55 SRng B B sh 1

M LA 50 R IR T i 7 B AR “ RS SR RO AR, R R <
Hil7 KA BRI [ B AIAE DG X, AR e “ I 2R 3 R ot B R AR 20 Bl o T FLI 26
WA R — N EAENI B AR, EA R B AT RE <A AN A 1 19 SR ms,  HET AR AR # 2R T X Fhsh A& Fy
Btk ERP BRI A AT EHIT, FMRI ] LLAERE A S X, A5 ol DL PR AR S5 & Tk
TR {5 SN TS M A IE 7 AR R 1 28 0 15 et B 0 i L 9 50 R X3 3 B A5 AN I B 2 ) 6 B )
WA, Fid, BEARWFALE A ERP A FMRI H AR ELIRAIE T AR RS RS AMATE B ARRISE: &  2= 2 ik,
B AR A 5 B B8 IR o — M1 2645 J2 I T/ 52 (Chavis et al., 2012; Gillath et al., 2005), A& H
P SR OAS BN T RIRE A, X ] B R 2R T AN [A) AR N KURS A Ay =R kA, 1 2 T
FUB R E P (115K et al., 2012),

2) 1E4E N 1 2 AT X 4y

BT — RPVAFE IR HIERE, SHaTEs . A, R oG A ik B AT R . a2 Mk
S BB ST — SRR R I SR QB AL . LR, — BRI O A, AT REXT
H CRIEZ R SIn A, DU R GE s D s 4, A dERE R AR It 48 . B2 TR TR AL e
BE F WG] SR RO AT RS, SRECEMATIE GORES, SRS (R AR
BEN B R, B AR X 5 R AR 11 % SRS RS S RS V2 26 TR SRS LA ok
I, BIEEPPS Z AT & 1o AR HE —Bhif 46 OB, W] e A8 1X 43 B s Bk v e 7= A ) T 4
PEAR S8 FIRE AN 2 PR 1% 26 45 2N AR it 7= A0 ) R 4 17 46 S MW 2 S R I T AR/K SIS 46 OB, Lo
AT BTG 2611 BT 80L& AR — T AE A 51 2 AR 20 S SIWE 2 2 T Rk 28 A0 387 THT PRI 98 060 175 26
A A R S PR IR A BEAAR I 1 X 3o [EDJRE YA A TE 5 23 I B PRI S AR SR RS B . X PR B A
PENLHPRE 22 AR AR RS B tS, BT 1905, taxhxeeF BRRDHRM SRIE. 178
IXFRIE LT, [ 2 R B A AL ) A o 15 28 7= A G T S B EAT 3%, B RN Aty T S 26 (5 AN
T 48 IR SLREAT A o AH AR AT B8 RN B R IR D T X 1% 255 R IR G A T A 15 2 5 TE R R
MO EA—FE, H B ARMI BER DUIE 7 B0 0P 2 AL I 4k SEER N o 1T R 2SR 26 181 (1 i o 22
KA ARG E, AR R RIS G TR ERAA MR 2R, (Fdd Ak B RIS (2 # 4
) SR 2 155 28 IS N PR P 5 55 R 7 XA AT e R 155 S s o7 2 ) PR BB R AR ) o AT I AR T) 0 £ 7
AR S EOR R4 R, A a7 T LR — SRS I 3K T2 F B0, BB 1 SRR AR B B2
Jiiks SEEE LRI BAh, RN IS R T SR R RS A B E E Y, DR
BHAELRNE, XL ] AT IR R TRA 14 5 B 5T 77 1] o

3) AR AR BRI 1 K o — AL AR 35 B R

Dan & Sivan (2012)8F 7 s R B,  [m]EE RL7E 100 TR B AR A s 73 22 S 0 W BLAE RO s v R A
FER, A7 PEREMA A E ARG LR R, (HERAA 2 2RI KRR X — MR . 152
LA JE RN AMERS 25 VAT, R BN AR AR B B AR VP I A A AR BE AN —AF, R B[] 3k
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