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Abstract

The Demand-withdraw interaction pattern refers to a partner in a marriage is the requester, ask-
ing the other to change, discuss, or resolve a dispute or issue; on the other partner is the quitter,
or conflict avoiders, looking for ways to end or avoid disputes or problems. The paper first re-
views the definition of demand/withdraw pattern, and introduces the formation of this pattern
from the social phenomena. Secondly, it analyzed the influence of personality, attachment style,
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similarity and cultural difference on the degree of conflict pattern. Finally, it discussed the rela-
tionship between demand/withdraw pattern and marital satisfaction. Future research should fo-
cus on the influence of specific situations, emotional states and the course of conflict on this pat-
tern.
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1. 3]

Clements “5(1997)I\ Ay,  “BMRHIRER, W%, SE. FLPEM&ER A IRE &, (s EES
WIRITFGE, BN EREACER AT A RS ) R . WK, A NEEEEANE . RS
KA. (HHBEMREA ER B — A —HRABEEE, LTIRW MBI Z A%, S KEMR. ANEKH
FLE XA AN F 12 L (Hopkins & Putnam, 2013), BLRFEMRIM S, 4AH AR 1ML AN Py 4k
Pl BEEA EEEE. WAEE, SR80, B RN PG T H K BiR, BE 54
ENVFTIESHEY, RECEERRZERRKGHIUR, MakAERIEMNR., HEbrTa, o= T %
S, BERTRERIA— IS 4 4%, T ReRIUARE ARG S AR . N5 N EGRIER 2 J7 HAFE
ANFIFEFERIZER, PRI E SOREFE N H CF] 28 330 Fift A (Denton et al., 2001).

MRRZALIRE), APTHEIERE . 5—, AR NS RO S f 25, R0 L IR AR
ITAAREER . B, X E SRR, MM ANLETRERRN, EZBMATN
MR RAHARKRI, Sh— A0 ARRIAREAIE, (HEAREA L3 55 (Baxter, 2004). EFEABATT I
RIS, SREUTAFERVEETT I, BRI ISR i = SIS MR F A . Christensen 1 Sullway (1984)
=Y RE R NN D DR T LB iE S W o PN - AL 7 s W N & Dl o1 [ SR S B & LA i S W = 0 )
JE(Constructive communication), $23/T/[0] 38438 (Demand/withdraw Communication)A1XX 7 [B] 3874 8 (Double-
avoid Communication).

[ et B A RO S5 S, TR 22 (VO 3 T Rt e A v 5w )/ [ e S e R RIE T H—,
RS A 85 SOl 1, o R AR AR SO SR BE , i8R AEAN N FE O SR R,
HAEAE X A R, e, B4, Christensen 25 A (2006)F8 1Y, sttt A S, FETHERSLK
(o] AR A S BE O BRI R L, 1T S IR /2 [l A AR T DB Forb s HJE SR A B TTIA N,
SCR BT /T [Pl B 21 B L 9% (B3 R A R M 22 57

2. #ER/EEHRR BRI R
2.1, H/EEHER EE X

P/ 0] A5 X (demand-withdraw), tHIFNERABYE, 25 “USWH AR — T2 2R, RN TT
A2, e, B R BRI, Ty Uy IR, B R R AR S, AR NS R R G

][l
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WL ) (Gilbert, Murphy, & Avalos, 2011). I — & MU (Bl &) B Zok, #F, 848, w50, smia
AN =TT T 55— 7 R ) RE IR R AR, BB BT AR, R A A R e T
PARAR AT MR, BHEE TR T G 5 B RIS,  IX RGN it O 22 A 8R4 4045 18 ik
BTG, R, PUER, WLMIAIL . IXRRASSPEE R Ab 3 R 1) 7 S b i ¥ B 2,
FRAEE, KALORSFEIK 7 A% 55 % 50 & 103 2 & (Caughlin, 2002). 1 H., XFEAXH a0 2H
RS L 7T, MBI REE M, F TS . A, iR R mRE S BGEE, BT RR
1% B & (Baucom, McFarland, & Christensen, 2010; McGinn, McFarland, & Christensen, 2009). &4 #iff 77 & %t
P AR EE ) AT 7 A TE S [RIREAT g AR Fa A A T ) —J7 R 1 TRE G 1 B S A A A B S — T TR
R Al — 2o A, ORAFFEORAIRES, X R SC T M BEAT N I I W4T N T K SE L. {H Rehman Al
Holtzworth-Munroe (2006)i8 ik %} LSRR S AR TR 2, 25 H B T NI e X “BITERE h sk =
BRI E L RN B JEMAT AT o A ALEARZ BT ai e, e T4, 55 VEp e 7 n ik
AEANFE B RAMR I, A )2 V) 22 R N AL 2 25 (k.

2.2. HAERBEFHLSEHRIL

ERTTEK, GHFREN, ZFAAICRAE 2 MEK, 150K D 21 5 2 1 2R 3 0] fE R Y
38E 1) 77 2% (Holley, Sturm, & Levenson, 2010; Caughlin & Ramey, 2005). Huston (2009)1iA K, L ATEXR
FEFALL BN S, AE TEZ MRS, WMZEFAESE A E N ER, SUHRME & B . S
BRI, EEWEMRE, FTEdEEEr s, bR, S5MaL. —Ring, E1rE2
PN RET #, SURAZ R . T ARIX MR, BB ESORIE ) 2 A . XA B AR 53 1
AR NASRE S, B IS T2, B3 T A0, L ARSI SR % FcE, 1S
K2 HEFOREFE SO, RS RS, IRRIE AR, LHEESEm R IRE &R
52, BN KIS A AATTCE 22 W AE T e 3, i ik 16 11 6 2k 50 7% 51 (Gottman & Levenson,
1988). XMPEEEEA G, AW E NN, L ALHE NEN R E 2 ARk, 878 v
(Eldridge & Christensen, 2002; McDaniel & Tepperman, 2014). %A1 Papp, Kouros, & Cummings (2009)i&
A 116 XRFHIRI, FEFHER - LR REEES SURER - 7 [RlgE AR R —FF, PRI KRS
AR ERE B BRI —T7, JoIeWl—FiisE=l,  ERRIUS AR = S I AR G

BIF 5 2 RS P/ e A AR v SR R X o) 22 5, 2t T AN R B BEAR R MR o AR B RO,
LR SR R R L B MR T DG RUT ISR, R S R BT iRy, LMEAEEE, %
HBRAPRBEREEL: ML, FYEAEREBRSE R URA K IGE, A TSRS — ) IR Lo i
HRELIRER, A4, {#EFER(Eldridge & Christensen, 2002). X Fh{EEZ R AMEN 2R, A RERK
HIRATAESE, EARTI, LESRE BT AT Ae 5 ORI B4 22 2 I R4 75 2 K .

T MG T X P U R R A 2 GBS, BT BN P12 5 AR 2038 55 5 50 R BIDIR 1 =R
(Holley, Stum, & Levenson, 2010). 3= 5K/ [ @A 20 A2 T 55 1 AN 2 P A AL o AR 40 55 D7 AL ) B3 I
AN % R (Eldridge & Christensen, 2002) . TGig AL G 5 A4t 4s, i8R AEAE S B B P RGN E R,
BELE TR R AR T L oV 2 IR AE AL . A X BV L BE 2%, [RIT 55 1 3 1 e AR )
59 H ORI AL SRR, S RIEPTEEE . Jacobson (1983)4+i8 1, B AEMLGINFEER R, KEKL, M
TREFDLR, IR L2 R, L NI T RE MRS AR E &5, ISR R 2Rk
A5, BNAEEAE, FrbAEGEE S A R . 8 20(2012) s SCALHT R R B, 2 b AL G scq e, £
FE LLECE L &G AN, PSR R DB, R 2 10 R/ 7R g . A,
EAESFHHRIEM e, H2 R Lot/ 5 v gk p) i 5=, {3 Eldridge FIHF 7850 3% UE
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PR T FAEAR SRR R R T ROEEE M . EARFARFVONTE “Heil/ a0 fvgimyr X,
YA CEORT L OUMERNE CIR4E” MM, 2RSS MBNSAREA K. ST BEAT N, IR
R SE i L 22 TR R A (K74 IE T 3, S ERATRRIRT ML G0 AT K

3. M/ BRI EX B E E
3.1 A¥

AR T B NPERNTE IS, S i NS Gy s A et EMRIE sth, B 5MARET LK
Zy4r(Heaven et al., 2006). FHIEZ T, EAIMIvEME AEMANRMEE, RAQENE, SHEER, S5A
FHALRRIE AN . ToIRRAENBR K RICRIESRE KR T, (AR BT RoRSED, BMERFERAE T 444,
Al AT 5 fi A B R R S VP ) S B (Jensen-Campbell & Graziano, 2001), — AR50, #14%, AL [H]
. Yokotani (2013)A& IS FRAMNE H RIIRR I 5C & b e/ Rl gese = 2 IEAH G, 15 22110 =
FHOG . XA L SRS KT, BRZEETTRE /T, TR & 2 1EAH ¢ (Papp, Kouros, &
Cummings, 2009).

3.2. fkGARE

—RM S, AR AN T 2R NERERRTRETELZ MR, U RKE
I, A0 £ R B 20 [ 8 PR /A DA A i TGS 538 5 0% ZR 08 R IR0 35 22 LU AR A D9 7™ i (Camipbel, 2005).
B AR N LEAS 22 4 S R P AR B8 ] B A HE S VR 1 S B (L in v, B2 o 0705 42 FE 2 BBURK 2 B
S0 B NATVREGE A B S B AR, A AT RO RN R G T AN D6 ZE R 4R F 2R . Powers, Pietromonaco,
Gunlicks 1 Sayer (2006)IAA, WG BRI ANLEMPRPA B 2 1 ER, J&8a 7 (Demander). K720 A gk
RUAME, AR EMN, TR, 5% & a8 (Withdrawer) . Fournier, Brassard 11 Shaver (2010)#F 5% & ¥,
R S A (1) 59 NTESR 3 R R R B 22 BB SROAI B AT 9 (5 Ak R B PO BRI B ) o A BIF 238 3R A
ALY I AMARTE S R P R B 2 (AR YE, GBS . Nichols %5 A (2015)i8 A 4 7858 [l ek 284 7 5%
HRRAMRNEG A, R S,

3.3.

EONMRGEIR T 25, RN, AR R b R g2, HEEMEIR. JTH24S
WS 5, AREIC A, AR i PR AR (B 2 S RN ) LU R TR S 3 6] AR D (1 R A T (b, 45
JEAETE R B AN, 4R @ (Huston & Houts, 1998). TMiAREEIA N “ HANY” [k n] feEEARL) K,
NEEFRZNEFE R, SRR RE S, RRSBRBGEZ . ARV, KRIErHE
PECUMENL, D68, WON)BR,  FRE/ PR SR A AR 2B A AR AL BB AR R R
TR FEFIEIL SR, 3R NI/ ZE 1 [P 38E A b AR 2R A R s

34. XUER

SRR, 7 e SOMIERIN 5 (2009) N Ay, SRR A4 3= SCHPE J7 SCA A B v AR OS2 RS- 48, T s i
SR IR S E SR AAE, XMEHEEW . Fik, S04 CHERERBMIERE L,
TR T B ME N N ESCURBATIEE, M MNAEREEE, 2%, AREKES5H
FARH, R LR SR ARG BT, IRIE 2 S WSO R A DS, RIAZ R R AR 1)
FE P R USRS A% 0 o TIE—SSRAAE CESK, e, R T, SIS RESMFEKH R
—UEZMbRAE, bhdn, FKEEARDL, TR, AN KCPAE A IS AR AE .
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W2T.(2012) s SCAL ) — TR ST SR B . rh R A ORIOHE. SRR /ZE 1 [mlgt 7 I ik T “ ki
SCRIBlEE” , TR, ARG E RO A R S PRI O, B BRI A
(e B A S g ik, iR, I/ DR VAR A R S AR T, IS5 5. Rehman 28 A
S E E A R R SR R, DR S [ Y B AR N EAT i/ [mlit ” Ya i Ty R AL,
KB B R I8 T A SR AN SE AR B S AE R T 22 O T B R RE AR AE

35 HERE®

W 2 7 FAE SRR BE B e el e AR 2, AR BOR FE LI ) R R I T 21« SRR
FEp [l pPoRE, ST SR IR KRN E TR E 2 1) SURBEIE TR,
MAEZTINSIIRER, W27 ERASURIBA R B3 .

MRtz Ab, EEIRS X RS R, (Knobloch-Fedders et al., 2014)5E R AR 5 21 K E 5K/
SCR BB A IR AR DG, SR M1 4R AS 55 WS WA AN = 187 e 22 - HE 00 S R [m g (1 pp R = S A
FRI, ZHE FE AR I ZE R I b R

4. HEERESXRFREE

KERIWF RN, B/ B R S S AR 5% A W 70 R X P X 5 3 7 P R R E I 5% R A
Ky AR SCRERIZET B2 G I 2 (A A = P TR T IS = g . A — T
MEHRRT TR, S5 50 & rp e/ I8 A T e X 5 A il 7 B R A7URH 55 (Chi, Epsteiin, Fang, Lam, & L,
2013; W4, 2012). {ERFEFMIITRES, —FHIEEE, SR — 7B RS, MIXFRAE AT N
A IR AN, T, SBUSMEWEEE FFE(Sullivan, Pasch, Johnson, & Bradbury, 2010).

Donato % A\ (2012)fE R RAHE 7 176 X XZE, MRARLEUSH R 7 s PUZH, S50, SUFRAT) H ik
1T B S EFAT EE RAEOS, MEFIRET, 48, W5 W) A 52 S IRATT AR A G5 7 %
EAS—5EH2, It e BRI TR S XA A I AT, ZE A TS U b 5 (1 B 2
B AKRR 74 DL S U AR AN B R 48

FEM TS FEAR I AR SR S PR T R R R, A ) B 78 S s ik P A8 IS XA 7T e 5 S50 AN 2 B
WA I fiR4A (Falconier & Epstein, 2010). Gottman (2014)BIF 7T A B0 US40 T 7 5 15 I 35 (R AR AR [ vA) 3 A 56 52 1E AR
I, TS5 4 AE A2 I B [ T8k (1) VA 38 2 AR A OC o B IDe eSS N (2012) B FT R I, 42230/ [ 3k 1) V) 3 IR 6P T i [X
(I RZEA S T g, v P VA 3 B Y 38 TOUIN 7 I b X RO X () RS SC R R . B REAE
WHFLRA, B/ Inl B VA E T TSR B R, EARSIAR A . WAt I B AR E, Bk
TR0V 3 2 HAA RS 3 R RIMVEIE 7730, R R FEP G Bk A @ =,

IE4h, Baucom %5 (2015) M G4 ) 55 XF KIAMIAT A, — L8 BEAC ) < 1A 4 2/ [l ki Fr A =)
AR 2 v T I EAEATT, 45 SRR T Beii /Il i A2 B R PR R R RN G . fEFHBZ 1A,
W —J7 BRI, S —Jr MR s, Wb R &, SEUS AN, A AN IR A .
Knobloch-Fedders %5 A\ (2014) K I A AT NIAMEX FEABAT N E 2 2K, Weiser & Weigel (2014) &
P, BB (v 3 (SR PR R A A T3, 22T 208 1 EER) A AT g 5 B A AN SBT3k
FE A I A A FH R P 1 5 4 5 B0 A PR 4R o

T S FEEAER PR) 38 L S A 5 v P R 22 AE AU P S s R (Sl R Bl el AR =X, il R P v R R 2R 7
AP EZWE R, BRtraE . Bk R T R WiER e ST
SCR[EIEE 7 BVAERE S, ERSUSIATEIEAR DS, [FIEE, A5 R EAR A R E LT B m R ELSTE
ZHE i/ mlEE” SR A . AT, R R R S A AR e SR e vy g Aok
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ANBRRRFZNN, FHBITAERIAMZEEM BRI 2, AT A T ReR 1 R ¥, 83
il (Demander), 11 55— Be A B AR 1 [R1EE 2 (Withdrawer) . 185 B 55 3% B Ay A B I IR A AT e
FORBEFIBAE, T B A GAE R IRMA R E RGN R Lo I5URIR YT KT Gottman #2785, o
RAE T B A7 AE B 1) IR, XFEA A AT Re FoRMFRIITT . — B REAXITREB B . B, HH 5
S PR R ——T AR RA NI ——AETT A, SRR REA A REFA

DA R Z2 B0 e, i/ o] i () v R T 1 A A ) AN B S A o = R P12 Tk 25 SR )
WESE, AR B FT AL X M SR RS v R A U7 R AH AR LR OC R 5 SR gEm,  DARIE BE, X7
PR 28 PRS0 5K [ i RASE I RE ], IR SR 9 I S 33 1 R 350 i SR ASE 2 L S A 2 o R R M

E&UH

2019 FRESIBH T RHE R - 53 PHZERe B LIt ST H - “ RS 22 42 BRI SR 25 ¢ R IR XU
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