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Abstract

Maternal sensitivity means the mother’s ability to perceive the infant’s signals accurately, and the
ability to respond to these signals promptly and appropriately. The attachment style that individ-
uals developed in their early interactions with the primary attachment figure affects the individu-
al’s parenting behavior. The research has outlined the effect of attachment style on maternal sen-
sitivity to non-distress and sensitivity to distress. Insecure attachment mothers show lower ma-
ternal sensitivity to infants’ non-distress emotions, mainly because they are less likely to expe-
rience the rewards of social interaction and even perceive these emotion cues as aversive stimuli.
Insecure attachment mothers have more negative experiences when faced with infant’s distress,
they focus more on their own emotional state and are difficult to regulate, and they are less confi-
dent that they can handle their own and their child’s emotions. Future studies will further explore
the mechanism of attachment style’s influence on maternal sensitivity and improve maternal sen-
sitivity through secure attachment priming.
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1. 518

BEERUEE (maternal sensitivity)$5 BESE BENE A HUBN SR LRSS, FRRE ST 38 it iX S5 5 i
I ST RE 77 (Bowlby, 1969/1982; De Wolff & van ljzendoorn, 1997). A& EESEEURME N RN ES )L FHE
{14 B 35 0 1 el (maternal withdraw),  BIAS 5 8 LT B R B 8l RARE L S5 & T I ES); I
(maternal monitor), R&F#HHCMEZTIMASHES); T (maternal intrusive), BEEHE S TR D
)L, BCEPHAT LA HARFAT v, PRMIZE LA E1E. Leerkes 88 NEBESERUBE & SONPIFR: %22
LI v 1 4 R AR RO s 1 2R R R RS (Leerkes, Weaver, & O’Brien, 2012). X9/ v 1 4% i iU
TR e U R N 3R ) LFEA . G0 RN LR R AT 4 i U 4R RS s A B 22
JUHH R IS 25 40 %

AN o] figg s A B 22 ) LR EE 1 g 0] e S AR S KUK A 9% (Haltigan, Leerkes, Supple, & Calkins,
2014). HARFEIR R R H MR ) LS F IR 5 3 (W R BRIt 2Bk E, &S REHENRL
L 7 N A STl RS (AT A A X, R Z IR P 3 AR, B AT AR A5 o BT A7 AE 19 638 1
BTG, HaKIARE FRm a2 NBRS B S, H T 70 & A 1RO A AR 7S 5 w4
HEPT . RN R RN 2% B 38 (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998), 7££ER& A [aligE4E 150> BRI ANME R 7
AR, RN AR R RS fEFERRYERE 145 53 fm I A2 [RBRAE RS FAS (RN RI 2
BRI, R R BRI, J5 = e 2 A BR AR

SN AR 7 E IR S E W% 1T 5 H T )52 (1947 9482 20 (Strathearn Fonagy, Amico, & Montague, 2009). %
A TR AN RESE B 2 B = (Haltigan et al., 2014), SATT6 £ T HO2R 2 B NEBURR, g 58 DN wEAf Hb fRe
XL LR I SN Y e B o AT ) % RIA ARG 4, RT3 AT B AR Ak MTTT 1) %1 R A HE R R
ey ABATRERSH 2 %7 I AU IE 8RR AT R, AT S I EalE RO EEVER) . SRS
I AR BRI BEE R R B LIS Ve T 72, dhA T DR R 28 ) LSRR W vl A5, W22
JUREE 18 26 0RO B AER PRG0N 22 ) LAS 5 i i B2 548 (Atkinson et al., 2000) HL7E [B] RZ i 4456 31 55 2 1)
fiPE R 2% (Adma, Gunnar, & Tanaka, 2004).

EEARBR SRR 22 (T 7 45 SRR B BESR A A 2 A P mT DAAE 1] Tl G BESE BB (Haltigan et al., 2014; Be-
hrens, Haltigan, & Bahm, 2016), {EAR 7S XU G BESE RIS I 5 M 97 58 R BLAERLL 7 i, L5 5 AR AL
HlRAT A, BEASTE I FRE ST RAERBR . SFIX— RS, AT P 56 T8 XU 5
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i BE S RURNE B AR RILERI AU ST, B AT DL Ja 38 I 5 A A 22 e M D T 58 H RS U R ) T 93
TR RS . 4G OAMIL, ASCR AR AR 15 28 R 175 28 P 7 T A 4 A XU B SR i
R . SR ETxt H ATAEE R ) e e B, DI 4 JE i A it Fede R 2%

2. BRSNS ER ) LIFR S R R B SRR

M EFRFEE S TR R R BT N E B R R, B SR 78 £ 02 B AR 45 5 s
W, ABATRE O AL HBUREYE . BRI % N (4 2 B Re s a2 B O X (B
PR 25 (X . BERR . SURIE. AMIIERUL ) 35 3 (Vrticka & Vuilleumier, 2012), X — B R 1
SR, RIS IR AT A 2 A AHX TR B 30y SR 1) 22 B A B 6T T A R AR 78 XU 25 5K i
HAFER R ZE R

Behrens %5 A\ (2011)18 13 EPR £ AR K I 2 4 BUK AR BEEE B B OB B 5 5 BIR AR I A 16 S R AH
Bk, AN 22 A TR AN RS B [ O 1 0 R S A ANE BV AR R 1 S S AH AL . FMRI B 5t i BLFR F 22 42
RUKARBESEAH LG, 22 BN BESE R B A O£ T B R 5 IO SORAR R b o /28 4 B0 B8 o
(Strathearn et al., 2009). R} -2 4 BUAR AR WU R BESR 3, B O T Re i RE R AL BARSR . TE 5%
T H BRI, X P EARIG AL RESR R G E R BB LM 5, FRIE BB CR e 2 U B ¥ 41 5 (Swain
etal., 2014). {HNBREF) A7 R 122 SR X T A 22 AR I H1 5918 £ - Vrticka %5 A (2008) & B Xt
TR AL 2 O, [ AR AR A L SUR AR R I T 75 X OSBRSS . X — &5 RAE
Strathearn % A (2008) (A 7t H 115 23— 2B 30 0E , A TR BLIRDE UK A BESEE B H O TR MR IER,
FLIG SR AT P AN RE R 35 Bk 55 o 3 150 B vy [l 40 1) T 93t /D 0 IE MRS 4545 BN L. Vrticka 2%
N (2012) IR 78 S0~ BB R A A AT e 2 1 1) T M 0 TR B e R BE VPAN R, A AT I EAE RS 37 B rp ol
Inh = B AARLS: (Cohen & Shaver, 2004), H H G H] T-IA N H & #1382 Tol A Z R 1 (Bh Bk & IE, 2013).
Ablow %5 A (2013) A I =] e B AR AR RESRAE T 2088 L5 S BE BT R AT FAT 40l R Guid , I B2 ik
FZK TR B S8 0 . gl SOARA PR IX RS 28 BN K35 5 0 o PRI . BV 3d e 23 00s SRR (A A, 22
JLE S 26 H A L [RLRE R AL REP= A R 2 (i AR S . T A B K AR AN B8 R 3, [
WERY ARSI L B T AR AN RAE . X2 SEAE SR KGR A W E AN, MR 2
T B LA S XS Bk 55 B ik = o (R [RL e R AR AN B2 5 7% TSR M B AL 55 9 B 2 PR E
O 2L R BT R I AR BRSSO . R AU AR BESRAE 5 £ 7 B i R I H AR B 1% I T 43
P, BV o0 A5, 22 HAR R0 {1 < R EE 71 (Negréo, Pereira, Soares, & Mesman, 2015), iX
WA R S B ATFE BB 2 BRI IR, AR T AT 2 LS 5 R I B

3. I g Rt 22 ) LA R A a0 B R R
3.1 IMBRSRIE

RESE s &P S AR RIS G T ALATR T 005 5, A BerE Bahh BLAR 2 LI, NI AW B
O EATOUER B )L FRE . RARERIRH, AMRRIS A8 AR 22 52w A Ao th G BRI 26
fEo A RURBEELE S %17 Hahi HoO B AU FEFR S (RS T TE 58, RENS SE 4 20t hn T 32 ) LIy O FRR
A, WIREILNTE. SREREUR M MATEDT 2 2 LIS B OB A MG X 4 PFC, STS, &Ik
[ AR JFARARSE 0, il 48045 5 4 98 (Kim et al., 2010). Leyh, Heinisch, Kungl, & Spangler (2016) & ANk 2 4x
R BERMLE, 2 R RERAE 5 2 3R 1 Pk B sl . XA Chavis Al Kisley (2012)5% A
TR, AT R I %2 A B AR A RESRAR /0 v P P 0 7 Sy e i 2 B 22 R B g T, [ Y
WA BESE A XS, BT DL 2 4 AR 25 BE 2% 58 B 47 (1) X 29 Hh VR 5 67 1% 1% 45 (Fraedrich, Lakatos, &
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Spangler, 2010). 7E Meyer (2009)FIWF 7T H,  [R1 e R AR AN AT 571 14 175 8 P R R HE B SR B AIG, AT TR 22 1
B2 B R PP . B RFFE A FMRI 3T [R5k AR AN AR R DR A 7] 175 &8 T LIV R B
R I FCAT AR 5 J2 %08 S VA 28 T FL ) B K SORE8 55 (Suslow et al., 2009) o HIZRARA I B2 JZ= 4 A A
S 5GSBS R E X, GG S O BB AR I o DRI [ e B A 2 A A [ X
AT BE AN T Hoo B L1 28 7= A L0 Al i AH B OR3P AT 4

TH 0T 228 ) LR i 17 28 I BESIE (R R AR A R, — Bl DURESE B & 0 (self-oriented) 1 HE B H
75— LA L G (infant-oriented) 4 FE T H A5 (Sigel & McGillicuddy-De Lisi, 2002). 7R B LL2E )L
i I RESR BB =y, AT R TR, I B R AT A B R TR 1 4
FHR, DA R A0 B BESEAE TN 228 ) LR v 155 26 B D) B 22 s 3R I A0, BB, Hnh 28 L) SRBEHE T A%
T e XK B B 1S GRS I SR 2 SRR B ) LT B HERA M P4 (K (Leerkes et al., 2015).
W FEE RN 22 A R AR A BESERAF 28) L ) R F DL ) LoD 77 2, AR 22 4 BRI BESE R A 228 ) LAl
SR CLE SO orr Nk, T4, fimfe, T, &FEL, 2015).

32. REARSG

BT 9% B & 77 i 5 B0 T AR AR 4 R i 2 3 S0 O E 21 IR LB IR R I PO AT A (Crnic. &
Acevedo, 1995; Crnic & Greenberg, 1990). 4% LI SN LEBESE R POGING, X LS RESE B2 5y 0 228 ) LR I
HH A [ 2 g S R LU AR . R B A e S B VP S S A O DRG] B AR SR %
R DX (ELFE T Fef s i 8. R0y B2 IEMIATH0A B BTRUR), (HIX — 1 52 B XU 1T T
TEF BB LERPE AT, [R5 R RS A B SOk B KT R B . i AT T B ) LI E B8 i 4 N RSB ARIMA% . S6
TR LA 2R A, (a0 AR 70 5 23 JHL 38 4700 i 0 P AR 1T i (5 (1) 989 B 52 (Strathearn et all., 2009) . b & /&
— AN ERAF R RSB S X (Montague & Lohrenz, 2007; Eisenberger et al., 2011; Vrticka et al.,
2008). RPTATEE LIS PENE S, nlE B AR AN RES P2 A T R 2 RN DO A RIS . DR, 7R %R LERDE
BRI 2B g, [RE R RS S AT RS SR R R, AT )LE A IRE B 5T H
) 8

33. {FERT

WRAS TR G AT LB fe —Fiis 45 8 5 B8 (Haltigan et al., 2014). A2 FE AR S iy B 0 g R 3 A
ARG ] T A5 71 15 IR ZS RN KA IR JgU 7 T, 3 RS SRS 5 0 2 DA JE R EE A O R B TR SR
X AR BT AR RIS 2 R JE A . IX W] RE S ECATTIS 2 Hb PR AN BEAS 22 LI B AR, A 2 R
HE 0 B2 ) AR A 75 B B A — 3. Bosquet #1 Egeland (2001) K BLEE R RIS G REETF A %, SREEH
FAS FF(autonomy  support) A IC . [ akE R AR AN A 1 25 0 S B UG (7] T 2R s i it A, HRIAE
] T RESIE 1A R 4E 015 45 A A83%: (Dykas, Ehrlich, & Cassidy, 2011). X A0 il 55w T RE AR A1 240 22 )L
e, ki 3 I B ) BE SR U

T 48 3R B AR 1 BESE MRS E O B8 0 IR B0 A1 23 2 B2 LR 5 1) F2 B (Leerkes et al., 2004).
Gottman, Katz fil Hooven (1996)fE4A — A BENYMSI- 45 204k, XX BHAHME H CRgb LT B ArtE 2,
B BARFEFE I A1 26, RIS 265 U SR B A2 S L2 o ARATTARAE A1 I 1 46 51 35 Bh ik
TPRNIRTESE . o) U IR E . AREAR(E B SRR B ) LI IR S2 K 5 TR f) B 3 SR R A 2 Lo o
B A A8 -0, P 9 3R B BRESIE PR 17 26 200 RR T LA I [ T RESF 5UER M (Leerkes, 2010). FHAEZ2 A AR AN RE
SRMLL, AR REE R B R EEEE m, WATE AR A CRREL L B O T IIIE, WKL
B e A BESR AU
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LTI, RN KRS X BER U A 7 B2 RS o AT 5, AT 28 LR AR v 1 2%
i, AR 2 &R R R B B 2 B AR R B, L ER I A 25 2R R R o BRI B
IR A2 BRI A AR 22 A B SRX 22) LAR R v 1 28 R D (IR BRSO R (¥ B i [A] o A T o 28 L (9
TR, MR KR I SN O BRASRAL, PO R GENIE 28 0 19 BE T S0 RER Ut . 7228 L9 B0f
TR LRI, JE 2 2 SRR E E O AR ARG, AT 2 3 ociE B B R 4 o HoxE LR 9,
HATIASKARE B CREANER ST B M TG4 . WITFUE RORA iU RT REATI A7 £ DA I 2 ) il 5 2
R BE— BB A 18

4.1 ERAE ARSI T AR

JEE Z WU R I A A RS BRI U S iy, (R TREARECE RG], AR LA R AR 22 42 7Y
WAFERERBURNE LI ZES . BB AMAR B H R NRIE, Wi T 5 ARFEIE RS, bR
efph, E52)LME )P RIVHARIE, (REHARR . XLRE T R S8 TRE S &7 oR%, ikt
RN 22 LIS 4615 5 I AR R R R . (R RO, AR R BRI URPE B T2 4
BUAR AN BESR SO, H I AR R I E] i B AN 22 4 RUAR 28 BESK Y BUS P % 53¢ (Das Eiden, Teti, & Corns,
1995). Behrens 5 A (2016) 1, i 3 [ 8 AR 78 5 2 4 BUAK TR BESE A BIURAE 70 BU P — B0 (R AT Bk 77
BATNEFIEE Z 51X 0] e DR BESE BURE I & 77 v 1 R R MR B S 8. 5 7 L3l Hp RS U
T 2 R H Ainsworth BERBURME R R . BERAT N Q Ir R INE(RIR& F 4+, 2014). XTI R CH
ESE RGBS B RE, I BTG BEE st 5 8 LR AR 2 A M B A OG . (HIX 267572 L RE Xt B3l o
(R AR A (global sensitivity) HEAT VPANY, ToiATEAMIRBUR R I RARAT R AN BRI BESRT30. BF
SRAIRISEAT 4 o Haltigan %5 A\ (2014) & ILAK 7 (]38 5 BESE WA O, RANEE B RESE U5 R BESE R A 6.
RO SH 32 LI k15 4%, [RIBE AR AR RE R T8 2 MR B — Ry AR . sh iRy =, WA S Esh S
B BRI . AR SRR BESE N T Re R I H —Fhad T BRI, s T
B EBERR, FHTRERMEA—EUG RN . XERB ] e — b A S L Ak 26 . [HIk,
Z YL 2 H P Hh 2 B RESR R AT R BRATT B 0 4 T b SRR 2 XN ) RESE R TR 52

4.2. HE—BHERKBEFRYREZBXR-FHEEEOBFIRPNER

BN AR AR R P SE M TION BESR BB, (AR RAETE S 46 5 AT I f2 vh e 5 B E . B
0B ) LR v (1% 28 I S NS4 B AR FE A, LA & I 4IRS TOR A R 97 B 47 9(Dix, 1991). {H
TR TR 25 S AR RN 7% 6 17 460 BESR U PE I B2, 38 2 20 o A ST M jo e BESR U, I8 21
T RE 2 TR B MRS RE SR BURME 2 (RIS &R 2 RAETE Adma 25 A\ (2004) B 72 R R B T SR 7K P
S R ASAN BERBURME 2 (R R, (AIER R ITE B 1 460 R B AR 5 U M 2 R o6 &R i
A ECRTTER . Leerkes (2010)tH & B AAK AR o] LTI BESE AU, s e BAIG 145 (90 1% 2 RS SR BESE
BUBRMEA O, (H IR RIS 2 RS IR 5 BUBME 2 B OC RIEEI . AR AR RIS T m f e Y
A REsE, HE BT KPR, AT AE R B ) LR (Rholes, Simpson, & Blakely, 1995). a2 i3
AR K 2 R AR S AR AR S RESE RUB M AN OG R o AR AT DL — PR AR 7 5 75 B 1 46 an ]
FHELAE FH T 52 0 B 53 BUR A

4.3 KBEREMESFHRMEEFPIER
S REV ORI TSRS S RERBURIEZ IR R, HEZ MR, Sz SHE. RKAT A
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SO BESRAK AR 22 Ve BT AT (1 T2 75 Re G 280 50 L BESR ORI, IR BRVF R 9 3 2 (B 1R 5% R AR b
HJiESE . Canterberry Al Gillath (2013)42 H % &K 8 SRR BUE < A WRRAE, A/ MEFEHETE Z A %N
AT BEUR, DA — PR A AR S i 58, B8 =y R SRS R itk R, AR AT DA% R
I 2 AR S B REERURYE . BRI BUBR M B IR RE BN SR e AR R HE MR . A
R0 I T 184 5 B 53 PR AR 20 22 A M DT 18G5 BE SR BURE, X BV A R T B AN 2 A R AR R AR B A% 328

30k
B, T 4H(2014). (RAKR MR (RS0 R SR A LI OB/ S0, 22(12), 1911-1923,

TG, T4, R, T, JRER(2015). BESE (4K AN sE R BURCE G B ) LK AR M R2 . 1 [ R0 P 422, 23(1),
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