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Abstract

Relationship conflict is a common event in daily life, and it always lets individuals have negative
emotion later. Conflict includes three characters: perception, solution and assessment, and indi-
viduals would express different appearances in these three parts. Based on the past research, at-
tachment theory is a possible factor to explain the individual difference in conflict events. This
paper reviews the research status in China and abroad about attachment theory applied in ex-
plaining the individual difference in conflict events, and compares three main attachment styles
(secure, avoidant and anxious) of individuals’ appearance in three conflict parts. In further re-
search, we can discuss the romantic partners’ attachment style would affect the individuals’ ap-
pearance in conflict events or not, and the quality of intimate relationship should be considered as
an influence factor too.
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1. 53|

WA AR 5 AR AE ORI — T R AN OR PS5 5 Ok R W 1) (Bowdlby, 1969) . AN [ AR &2 T 7 A2 i) A [
MHAEE . FRoR. 1EER,  IF B SOGR IR AR ARG, AN AR T T A 5 T A (R XA o X AR 2R
IR FT LA M A4 55 15 4T 2% %2 (Bennan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998): & ZAHs pE RIS [B138E, AT AT 1143 B
IR RIS ISR . AR B ) Fl NARZS AR TR AR G 5 il RS B AR R N0 TR R 48,
XFP N AR R GE ] DL AR FEFEAT VP4l . X B R A R0 (RO 10 RO Ak N\ PRI 0 (R Y A

TERRNGEERRZT, R MAER X RAREG RN EESEE, 2R NS A Z AR
B, [ 2 P AR S 4 R 56 (Canary, et al. 1995). 5[] BELHE = AN F 45 905 (O 1 R 4 3
4ea] 7 Y NIRL BN PN O L N 9 e 0 RS IS L N R P RL A R LD P P S A NN i
PSR S BT AR ) AR AR AN R G A B In T v, Tt {5 R AN R T 5 92 S S B47 B Uy
NIEPEI R T . ph SRR T SUAT 4% “ ORI R “OGEE O 4y vl (dominating) . ki
(avoiding). Z 1 (obliging) #1141k (integrating) (Rahim, 1983). e, ¥t . W8 WERT 2 W /2 4 Mk PR AR ok 7 025,
EAERIEVERIRIOIT S IhAh, 9AMEIE AR DRI E MR R R G, AR G b A A0 B A I AR IR H %
B ——HI N B AR R G0 R % 00 R B PPAl 7 A R o R SR 5 9% 2 b 1 0T B DA 2 2 AN
AR A A Bk, 9140 TIMCS (Rusbult, 1983), TTS (Rempel, Holmes, & Zanna, 1985)F1 TWIQ
(Waring & Reddon, 1983).

A W S0 0 A0 A JBCE S SR R0 PR S AR R I ST A (36— D T b, e W AN o 5% ) Rk AT
BEERERE R, T O SCER, ASOE A SE R = ANE A R, R AN [R] AR AR XA R P 3 AR
RGUMATFEMMRTE SR 2 K R P RIS h R E AR R A AR SRR o i, FRTE Rl Bxd
RARAZSTIH B FREAT TR

2. [ENEBMREANMA R SR

FERPEACETE BB B, 2428 ) LBl LR 1) 3 B ORLE ANUR B ZEI, MR PRI BRSO G2 4R 4aft
(Ub)ist, 32 R H 230 B (Kobak, Cole et al., 1993), H MR HEBEIHMKELRMER, HilA K
SR AN 2L, AT B Lo BR AR SR SRR BB FE (B /N, 2013) 24 [l 38 7R AR UG 22 ) LA Ji B RN
[ s 7R 7 PN 2 A 2% 0% AR TP RIS KR SR, AR R R A R G b B AR AR AZ, IR
BRI BHE R F AN NG L VORISR E AR . [, @\ TR R,
(] 3 7R R AR A 2 R A NV AR P« % SRR PP I P AR X — £ BOE RS S W
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AR U2 0T 23 3 O AR TR AR o 5 I 2R 5
2.1, EEE K IBAME MRS R AR

15 P AE 175 358 5256 (Ainsworth & Salter, 1978)H, [RIBERS AR AR BE ) LA TR N AR 78 X6t G (BESE) A [B] V=1 7 )
FRIFFHRIEIE AT R, RIS IR E S R ST X PR S K )R B IRS, 7R
T 7585 A2 B AR AT G oA [ 38 TR AR 7 A A R B S B T RE G SR T B T (R AR AN
Kk, BT RFERE FAOCOIRIE, IEREEE 20 E AR, BT DURIEE R AR AR i 5 A
A — M NTE R B AT

M JE] 3 B AR TS ANAR A R, RIS RS KB U E BB S 4 . 75N T (S
S, 1] 38 AR A 2R G5 4 SR T 22 380 K s (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003) . 3 it 56 g B 5K [ F075 58 A 755K
WERSR BRI, ARRSEE R R IR WA, 1EE, BARAT N b, S KA A A N CR R R B,
N B BMAG ARSI 4% 1 (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2004). PRI, [R18 B AR A8 AMAIE b 20805 g, #0156t 47
PEAS BN CAVER . gmht DA SRS Bl S BILAE Jg 17 45 v 28 4 IO AR A 4t (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003) .
[, ] 2 2 A A oo 7 B i % 5 S A B A1 M HE S (Fraley, Garner, & Shaver, 2000), i%2EA4MMA
TESEHE R AN B J A P &5 I — Rl & R 5 R AlB 20 (Diamond & Hicks, 2006; Feeney, 1999), 1MijixX
15 45 AR IR AR T b R A e A B B T . DR, AR T HA SRR AN SR E, ]38 TR 4 7
AN AR 1o 9 A A A g P o R i R R

2.2. EBBEMKIAMEASRBRAIEE R

[ 2 2R AR AN ) A FE AR O 0 A N TE AR AT, X B SRR . R, fEr SRR IR, [
TR A A ARG 1) T 328 % SRPE PRI TR T VR R 5%

FEIX—H15, BT [RREARAR AN A0 B BB N ES PR A A AR, I HABATTZE i R A ke ry ik
R eI 3 B B O 7 2R TSR AR B SCHRF o DA, [0k 2R AR AN T2 R T R R v SR A 1 SRS
FEM R AR RS, Al ]2l B i S R F A, RER S R FEA P R T B . 2%, i
B R A (1) B AT U R [l R AR A A — ANl G S 0 T I T B, DT ¥ 5 12 2R AR TR 4 AT A
AR TN E B A TG R IR .

IREEAS S0V [ 38 2R AR AN A ZE B P ORI SR, [ R 2R 2 B R SR AR A AR AR, X R D[R]
RUARARAMAGS 535 56 00 FR A5 B 75 2L At N BT AR AR R G B A v o] ) 145« 4511 (dominating)
KRR R T AR E J o H O, IS AT AL R R P OGBS S
ARIAF ) H AR X [l AR AR Y, FEARAE I S5 B3 b 1) SCRAT 9 BT A 2 5 AT AR A (R AR 56
[ 38 2R A AR AN A 1) T i AN T B AL, R B AR AR 0 H AR 5 VR e I B M A B, JF HAE RS Sk
1% 4% 77 T B 1R 345 E 15 (Creasey, Kershaw, & Boston, 1999).

AR RUTT B NAR S ARG KT, — LT 5T W 17 [l HY AR 2R AN AL T X o SRS 2 48 1) ~J 38 1 1T A
F& T2 147 Rt £E4E (e.g., Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007). {H/Z Bartholomew (2006)7E#F 70 H R I, 24 0] 38F
RIS R AR R B AR AR ANAARINE, A AT AR 2 BEK Rl RUAR AAMATE SR B R R P A mE B A
FEEE, 25 M ALK AR RPN — IR . BRIV R I, A ATk 2 0 £ S AR A AR 7= A 2
JIE] o BHBEAT AL, REAR AN [ 0 A 7 XU 288 R 9, 2 s i [ PR A AR FE e S AR e b B SR B, T 4 XU
FEAB S g [0 ik B AR A KA I S 2 P AR B RE AR AL, IR 75 B — 3D R .

2.3. EEE K IBAME RS E R R
AT H R RN R 2 3R AT 7 BSOS AR T AE S BE AR, TR B S 20 2R 3 R AR 1
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Aok K e = s A (Fincham, 2001) o 2 [l 38 B4R AN AN TA4RF i, [l 38 28 AN R0 FARAB 7E i S FR 41 1)
TR IEYEAS B G T RIVEAN o TRIET, BT o e 2 AR A A A ) SRR R R, kAT
TE SRR AN 0 58 58 R AR BRI o DR, A AT TE 1 R A R 1 A 00 8 v 2 R B i ) A 3
JE IR, AR R, P [ i B AR 7R A4k M v R 458 v P S5 1) el B2t L PR (Powvers, Pietromonaco et al. 2006)

gr b, FEMRIE A, BRI ANMA R T E B AR R SRR E—— RO B RPN AR
f N VPN, FETHDO S8 X — S TS SR, 2 RBH 58 v 1 B 6 B PR 7 24 [ 36 2R 4 70 A
WS TERAET, ARAT 2 n TR A O B gk O SR o S, 7E Bartholomew & Allison (¥
G PO [ T A A P A X A AR SR AT T T ARSI B BIAEAR U5 24 (] A A AR Ay 22 A B 4
B, ASRAF T O] AT — R

3. FEEERIBAMRE B E] R
3.1 BB KB MMM

PRI P 4 B B AE S, A B RANMA L B R I o B RE RAR T AN T F M AS R AR R I B
1 A g (Bowlby, 1969), X TV 7E I BUPME B 23 BERIURK - JF H., FE RS AU 4w 3 1 /- OBE B &
1) T4 F L 28 5 R A PR 25otRAS DL 31 R A N 9 = R 9% 0 (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002). (Rt , £ EE AU K
AT P 9 4 R i R BR A

TEM IR AT, A FE TR 92 1) 8 1) 0 0 2 52 BIVEAN — IR 9% R Se 1 52 (Fraley & Shaver, 2000), 1X
N RGN R B S BRI AER, OE. HEEBENRE, JEHX— KRGS T ME
ZHRAA R AW AT R HE . B T A5 FE BRI A WA RANE TH ISR AN, FEIERUKIR
ANAKT S5 B 6 R P LE R B R 2 B A AR ) 0 i BB (Simpson & Rholes, 1994). MR RERUK R/ MA 1)
P TARRS AL, AT FE R R RE B4R 44T 2k 2 A I FE BURR )4 5 (Cassidy & Berlin, 1994),
I, FESRERRT, ARATH LG AR SR (AT 25 5 i 52 5 55 0% 2 IR o A i R FA——R)
A R I I B A KA

7t Campbell (2005) I 75 H, Campbell k25 5256 IR AR 5E R — N 14 R HIESEES, R
RIS IG P IC RAE 14 RN RAE RIS UCEL >R B AR I SRR ) BE RN O R P [FE,
SR ARTE B T R S 56 X K BT 13 1) B 7™ 2 () o SN SRR A AT 435 (SR A 1R 1)« SR IR 45 IR
T, AT FAEAR P a5 A i S UCEL, R AL 2 B AEAR R R IO 2, 1X 26t 7 45 L (Campbell
Simpson, Boldry, et al. 2005)tH i BRIX Ff “ SRR w22 7 BB IR A2 A ER Y

3.2. FRIBEMKTEMEMSRREEE R

NEE RE T AR AN A I P8 AR R A Ok, AR RS R AAMATE Ve NS 46 I N 3B TR L T, 2R
FHVE 270 e ) SR g —— B 5 DG E Bl ARG Ba b B2 — J7 Tl o IR M 25 7 TC S % RE A2 v 44 0T B 3R 33
s, (AR T MAB LN MMRIENH, 55 2016). Kk, HERAAMEEPRGE PR T
AR S A SR S5 B S 2 BUME B, RS BE 2 0ok B TR “H1” , A=A —Hhsk
V] 2 1] o 9 i e 3t 5 7O 46 1) (Corcoran & Mallinckrodt, 2000), {H [&] Bt 3 3 3 HY 58 24 Y 7 (Simpson,
Rholes, & Phillips, 1996). £EREBRIANMERT 223 F-AR L 3 (13 75 £ 18 2 A LA i SRR AE P X B kAT 53 4%,
2 A AT ph I M e F2 R D 5 AR A AU AH HL 3 A (Feeney, Noller, & Callan, 1994).

FE RS YA A TE P R AR R IR i 258 FH A28 o A2 W I i i 7 2 IXRT RE R RO A b, i T
FE R NMR AR i) R AR R 2 BEIN T 21, DR G A AT 2 B R FH 42 1 1) 07 SO AR UE FEAR 2 ]
B HR, BT RN MEE B AR AR R BRI DUARATTFE A e 5% N R IR R
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PEE SRR R L BRI R ERERNL, SERAMRH T I MG B QK H Bk r
st B 75 2, I A W REAE PR S S R R TP T A

3.3. BB KB MEMRSETHRRER

XF TR RN 5, AATTHE H AR S 2 AN Wi F BB 058 3% 8 R AR S R E, WIS
B BRSBTS — IR be e, IR0 0T OC 28 5T & 1) Al B I 7= AR R B AR Ak

FHEL T 22 A B 5 R AN, AR R T AMALE A= i SR I [ B B 2 AR A AT T ) A EAR X IX BR 6 R &R
ARSI, IF B Al T2k B CARM A AENE S 2R 5 b, I DU AR 55 % 5% R 1 e
HORAC . [FI, AR RS RIAMASGT 22155 50 8 P I b R AR IE R AT — M A A S B8 (myopic focus), X SR 2%
S FE RS AR AR 1R G 28005 5 B2 B 1 R IR R AR T ANBRUE FFI8 8 T B . Campbell (2005) TR I, 448
FERIAMALERT P R BEAT VRAG IS, AR T Al AMA, AR AAMA IS AN R R 2, IF B 21
KAMARR R UE I A . 22, fEHICSLIRa bR, e B RAMALE ph 2 A R 1)
AR T B T H KRR SR, ARA17E S5 10 5¢ R PPl 20 R SR B 06 R A B IR I
SN, X — 9284k BAIESE T Fraley & Shaver (2000)42 H 126 Tz 18 AU AR S AMARE 7Y (1t e J )
—— BRI T 2 % 06 & b )i R SCRF RS 2 5 AT 70 P s ) £ R R AR A AMA B AR S AT A AT T 1R S
KF. [AINF, fE£ Powers (2006) ) S5e HiERH, 55 1 A REAR AN s bU H A AR AR SR B A4 AE e S i i 72
LS ORI OB, I N RS B S I R, RS MR — 5, AR AR A
1A 5 HoAth 8 70 X% 2 A W 55 % 57 (Powers, Pietromonaco et al. 2006).

X FE SRR AAME R Y, SR % 58 R REFAF IR AEAUEARA T A0 T I 7 i R, ik AdRAT]
JE BN T T R 45 55 SIS (Mikulincer & Florian, 1998), HEAZ AT NI ThBE RS (Simpson et al., 1996),
AT A58 o S = A 0 Bl A e 8 B () AR A3 B R TR G

zi b, B AARAMATE B ARk & b RO AR R T, S AR R B 2 1 R (Campbell,
Simpson, Boldry, & Kashy, 2005), &S g FEH 2RI B . 325 (Creasey & Ladd, 2005)F1H 2L
PR AR ) 30 28 MR 47 9 (Simpson, Rholes, & Phillips,1996), F4448 % 5 £ [¥) /% /7 (Powers, Pietromonaco,
Gunlicks, & Sayer,2006; Simpson et al., 1996).

4. REBRTEANMER IR =

LARRMAMALE BB YEE 5 B AL T FH A B BURIIAS5r, IF Hag 2 RRAAMAXT T B A A
HRRA IEEVEAY . #E Bakermans-Kranenburg et al. (2003)f 720 #7 SCHR R T, 24 B ASAMA A 3 TAF
RGN N TGP ERIER, AR TSR B 5 R AR, DA WS BB i % b s 4%
o

GRTIAN IR R Z PRI EAE— DR R AR5, TSR — 51
IR AIAS N2, [EIR, 2 BN 2 Y R AE AL B i R R R ] DLS AR AR AS e B 2 E
A FIX BEE R R TINIR, BT UG- ph 98 1n] AN 2 26 38 (Huston & Rempel, 1989), A2 it £ 5l 4>
R A

A UK IR AR AE I T AR e B R EEAS 22 2 BUR TAMA R I R, AR T S5 G 1E R
BESEHE. L ERRAGE 5 T 2 IR B (Magai, Consedine, Gillespie, O’Neal, & Vilker, 2004),
R BB AR R 3K, AT TE A RE 7 A SR A S TR SR AN 4604k, R IE AL HEE Fi
LI B B A48 %4 (Consedine & Magai, 2003; Gillath, Johnson, Selcuk, & Teel, 2011). MAb, Ahfi1z &M
P 285 P55 RN A 285 PR 15 4 VR 4 SR —— A A EE 1 (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2007)2x 85 Bt A5 F-A8 TRl Ai 24 1%
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W R, LEERTTR, ARSI R 5, TR E]—Fhae i 2 B & 540 F Rk
FeWg—— Bl A AEFIZ b, 224 BTSN FH I b 77 v T DA 532 25 0% 28 A Rk G P e 9 2 [m] 80 98 1)
5L

Mikulincer & Shaver (2007)% H A 72 B Bl A B 1) 22 2 AR B AR B B 4 2 SR B R R )
otk I HAE AN TR LA RO AL B R ) o T A0S A S48 R AR AR S S ARAE T 2 e AR AR
AR A oW —— Al N HB 2 #H 5 5 Fy838 1) (Hazan & Shaver, 1987)F1 E c ] DAAR b A 375 A AAE AT i)
fi(e.g., Mikulincer & Florian, 1998). AT A ERAMASRYE, 2 aMAMEAR S ZH OB, 7
PONAA IG5 R P AR AR SR . AR, 76 2 S BIAMA SR I B b BSE % e AP ) £ 3
MR S5, A3 BoR R R U B AE IR EE: I AR AR Akt 5
FEAB IR % K R PRI ) 2 45 2 2 T — DL BP0 BRI SR A I EE B AR % X R I A
8o FTLA, 2 RURKANANAAS S okl SR 0] L, 17 A 2 306 3R ARV P 25 T X I e Al

5 B&ERE

ARSI AR BN AR UM LA T A 2% 585 5% 2R o R T LA DR SR, A 8 H A TR R AR 7 KRS AT A
P TAE RGOS ATRRFNGE L 1 SR DR o S DAL A7 A2 BTN o AR R AIGE T3 1T, (7] 3 2R 7 A
PRAGEAS 200 25305 S & SR R E R R B R A S s R IR A AR R AR AR i B
SRS 2 3 BOCHORT R T A 5 PR R AR o AE PR SRR DRI T, 22 2 RSB R S VR B Al R T i
T T 36 75 1 o 2R v ) e FH 4 1) A ] S PO R BT 05 o FEPPRPPAG T3 1T, 2 R BRSNS B AR
PRI R (A RN 6 Z ST A IR TR s 170 R B8 AR A PR UK b R AR B 0T B S %
JEs (IR R 2K P R P I RS B Tt BT ORI, ARORMIBE TR LA BA R L
ANTTTHERA

5.1, MUS BRI BAERNRY

H AT O [ 50 K0 23 2 AN AR 5 180 BN AR 7 XA S BRI o 5 o) i O, 80/ (R 9 3 2 4 AR
BUTT T RRNAR S KU [R5 5% . 7 O M5 5B U7 AR RS R SCEEvh, o 25 45 [l ik A £ B 7Y
(Bartholomew & Allison, 2006)(¥], {H&/DA N ([EIEERL ., FERERL, 2R *3(H@ R, MAER., w4H)
(AR AR N RS 4H A BT TR AT 5 58 X P 0 Pl R E T A B 7 T A — e PR, (HR AR AT 5T
T3 1) ] IXAN Fi BEH A, AR AS ] A AR UK (9 A A AN [) N AR 2 XU R AR ST, E o SR 1) 7 1)
RMRTB=HZMN.

5.2. MW ERFEXRREX TG MELIE 3R E) 8 2 Ad R0

FEPUAE R ER 2 BE T, WU 25 5 A A b T SR D (1 5 UM SRR BE 55, WK 8 775 i SRR
AT EZ AR R R BRI VAL . (ER AN SR O R LR S SR DL AT AR M SC R &, el
O F 5 R 2 T 0 SRR 4 SR A R B 7R BN REVE I A . DRIE,  BUJR B 7 AT O A 2R R
AR R K, 2 YERE 2 R IR0 GEA RN AR IR 1 5 i P S
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