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Abstract

Objective: To explore whether the initiation of secure attachment can affect the interpersonal
trust level of college students. Methods: A total of 48 college students were randomly divided into
safe attachment initiation group and neutral initiation group by recalling the writing task, fol-
lowed by a trust game. Results: Compared with neutral initiation, secure attachment initiation can
significantly improve the interpersonal trust behavior (investment amount) and trust evaluation
of others in the trust game of college students. Conclusion: Secure attachment initiation can effec-
tively improve the interpersonal trust level of college students, which provides an effective refer-
ence for promoting interpersonal trust and cooperative behavior of college students.
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1. 518

[l Y A1 B 22 SR AE A O BR AR RV S AR UERT — 0 . ABRok RS OB R B 2L d bR SRR
R A AL, R NBR oG R — DN HE R . R AMALE NBRAZAE T S Z A5 AR, 0 — V)T
AHTEE, AMAZE 5B CRNEEAZHITERIEE 2T, XA B RIF T M= 5
A, Bt Bl g RIS ™ B G

DRI AR NBRE AR TR ORUA R BB B AR IR HL O AR A 2 M A R FRAE, 18~30 % 2
PR 77 5 8 R IR IR B o RIS B OR 22 AR IE 22 OB AR SN, I SRS B 1 AR, 35 )k
DS 7 HEFEWENL, WA B MR SO BB AT A R RO AR . AN, FEREE
AR A E S FIRBEIER SR, NBRfE AR R X RS EANE I N PR R A R A UM EAS R S A % B
Zihsn. Hk, RITKEER AN EEM ST NI IRER, X EE E A @R L B, Hi9R
KA EFRTF A EEME.

1.1. ABREE

EAE RIS T X B FIAAT AR U, i R Al N R 85 B 55 e AR XU g — Ff
D FLIRAS(Rousseau, Sitkin, Burt, & Camerer, 1998), AFRME(ERAMN NS 2B R APREE
AT DR N2 Ak AR ANBR BB fRIESEAL AT AN S A B, [RIB Ah 2 BB s (9 A B
BRI RE PR AL 2 XA AE R O, AT FRAC AL 2 AR (4, 2020). FITRA, ABRMEATIZET RN
5 P oh 238 T T

TESCIR I, W50 #0805 NE BB I FRE R EATAT MR T IR T, IR B S AT IR AT &5 L i
PREE WZE (SR 2, R iR s, Hod R &) 2 )72 Berg M 1E 2R3k (Berg, Dickhaut, &
McCabe, 1995), XK &N g f5 Ot 2 MH TIRE FIE 55 dha5z OEEERE A 2 R (R,
IVFL, AR5, 2016). FIFAMSAEIZEER, B8 AR 7 AR (BEHR) 22 R 2 B30 R I R 1S
EFREE, 0T 730 MEM . AR DR 0 5 55 DR 2 0 N PR B AR s (=2, SRvauk, o i

Pas

2, 2021).
1.2. k78

WRARARAA G AR ) B (1A BE, AR A5) TSR SR I ARSI ) (Bowlby, 1973), 2&3%
K R M0 Sy (Miller, Perlman, & Brehm, 2009). Bowlby A AMA R 15 895 H & 2 (A B2 Nk R
AR ) P9 3 AR UOR 22 e S B (20, MR, oA, 20115 F 4+, xidiE, i, 2005), iX
S TR A A 207 IE B L N R A R e 1, (B — B2 RSN s SR i, TR R s
FEAEA R AR AL, AT B AR PR 2 AR (F G, i, i, 20055 Bowlby, 1969; i
Ty, IEE, Hhd, 20205 WREAY, SRR, RS, 2021), FE0F NBREBANRL AR TE R A HE N .
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ki %

AN A B R I S A SRR R, A R IR . BIASE, B2 5K %
M E ST, MBS A P TAERE A e 3 i B 2, (6 AR I SR A A 22 4 KO R AR R BR L
SEAMRINEN . 5. AT R AR, faEi, B, 2013, i, 2019). HAEWRTEE AN
B b2 AR E SRR T AR B AP, BN R AR B4R R R S R IR B B B, —
5 A AR A 8] 1 (20~50 ms) -5 22 4 4 N AH 9% B R (Al 8 B B F) (Mikulineer, Shaver,
Gillath, & Nitzberg, 2005); B_F 2 4K A shik 2 Aol SRR B R 3, BERZ SR Rz ek s
Ji(Li, Liu, Zhang, Huo, You, & Wang, 2016). [ 2K AER], Wl 22 REHEXHE . 17
ICHITVE, RPN IL S 500 ms B 5 A (Mikulincer, Shaver, & Rom, 2011). AHT5¢ 46 FH B b 22 428
B, ZITVERGIESE AT U 2808 s sk i) 22 228 K ~F-(Mikulincer, Shaver, & Rom, 2011).

gr BRTR, AN FUR B A AR A BT DA R 2 AR AR R P AR, AT d s R AN
BRAGATAC T o AHE T I8 I 22 4 WA 3 S AV AR SR RAR D R A 22 R R Bt NBRBEAE R, X
X T HGE R FEMNRMEERRERG — 2R FE L.

2. FEE54%R
2.1. #i

BENLAESE 48 LK —. R ARVEHTSER . WHalBENL o 2 A E shA b M Zh 24, 0w
LR RS TV TIUCA . 2%, PR 24 N, BARGHETE 18~22 5 2 [H], ~FIJ4FEEA
19.59 + 0.82 (M = SD, F[). Hrzakmashd il e N, 418 N hiEEadEB A4 4 N, @4
20 No AT SRBe il BT At R R IR T — 2 &I S7 ,  $RA0 5 w57 11 2 /b 5 S R AT 55 1)
RO, IO RIR

2.2. SEEaMRL

1) EMZ 5SS sk

FRYE A= AU (2013) 2 N IR U BB sd Rl . fE e i m st fEh, ZRilEZ—AN5 3 2 EEm
NEIF N BR); etk ashidfEd, EREREIZ— AN TN QL5 SR EREHPHRIE 5
Sy 1] P9 S R BT EMZ IS AE . KRS AL RAE I LB S DL R AR A e SR A2 . B2 B E AT 55 5¢
R, BRI ART F CUBSZ B 1) 2 AR T VPN AR R s A RPN R RR (IR, 35K
A, 2013). St KRV R B4, J=ANEE, 0 U RITEIZ N EERE R 27,
KRZETRE S fUTHr, 190 R I 2 A NFR RS, TEAWFAIH, %451 Cronbach’s o RECH 0.76,

2) STk

ARSI R o Ja WS AT R0k (M 5, 2014), ZEZR0E ki 5t Berg #2Hi(Berg, Dickhaut, &
McCabe, 1995), fEASAER RS, FREESBERMHMAMG, BRE RG4S mREEmit
T, EERAGTEHREENET. S5LRMHEORTE, SE R NE L MBI, U7 E
IE R P REATAS 5y SR I R BT AN KGN T () EL A By 4y Aoy L D

SIS BRI R : SR HEWENETAECN S, MEHESEM Y S8 milridi, sank
SPEAE2Y RN, ARG Y Hh 3Y, BEBTFRIRIEHS &M X v, MERHENKENX-Y,
EBERMIE N 3Y - X, X MEAESHEE R R E. EEEHMESPREHBRAN S THERED
WHIEATAT N, NG T2 MARER G AT .

3) fEATiRk %

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.135225 1849 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.135225

K 2

RO B R E, Pl HEEERE R, FENEEA RIS E 2 T EREE? R
BEMNGEERERZD” , KA 5 fity, A1 “dEEAMEE” 25 “IFHEE .

2.3. LW 5ERF

ALIN RN RGBT, BARRNE SR (e E s PEEs)), NARRAEEAT N (H
BT AHRR) MG AE B AR (RS SR R) . KRR 1.

48 ZAREENL I HE B 22 MR S AT PR AL, A o B AT S . 0 R AT R AR
BRMEER S, 83 ZRPEAN B QRS2 B 2 BT IR, RN # e R B
A RENE R . HMES IR EORPOR B G B S M2 A — B A QT T RIMESS (7) 57
Fso AT, HhAE, 2020). MEBALE TR BRAR SIS 1 S IE AU TTSRE N HEAGE ISR SRR . $ORIEI s E
TRt 5 LIS E AT 3 4B, ST 15 ReRBt. RHRIRR AR, THUHE AR R B0
PR BNE AEART 10026 20 AR e & T RS ARAT O AME AR B B 3 AT g it At . SKRailm, #%
R 15 FeH TR AU R AR PRE 2 M SEIR T, I R Bl It

3 L7 A Rtk (ELER 5
v \ 4
7B B
\ 4 \ 4
FEMH RS

Figure 1. Flow chart of the experiment
B 1 EumRizE

24. BRE5S

1) FERVEG TR B

P LRV TAERS . M. FEERIE. FEATORG . REMAE . BRI NEED). BEARK
RAGEH T RM I ARAEZE FAH AR . S5 R BN, FEERIES FKEELPPIRGLEIH 5 35 5740 56
(r=-0.369, p<0.05), ZFEERIFG2ETIA LB EE EM*(r=0.359, p <0.05), BRIk E KA
A R EELGOIRDUIUER IORE SRRy, AR RS R, ok BRI A L S R 22 DO IR L 75 8 (V) E 23
i, BRAE P HE SR AR

FEEL VRIS SAEAT (T AT) B 3% IEAH 5% (r = 0.359, p < 0.05), BRI I 5 BE L BRI ek
Mo FRAE S0 H B B 2 1) T R R ILH EAEAT AR 2 im . K& Rl 53 b SRR B 3
st BRI RE B IEAE(r = 0.317, p < 0.05),  RPSRBEL GRARIUIE LT AR LE 4575 bt A5 A2 B KA
ok (EAEAT RN S HARET B BRIk RO 2 R IEA G (r = 0.381, p < 0.01), BPFESE
56 R I H B 2 A ATAT AR X A B 3 WS AT BTt 2 i

AR N O R AT, AR, MR RV, 2T AR SR B R SR AR E T H
BARE LR K R FKEZETAKESH NG B TR IRE R 22 A G,
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Table 1. Analysis of the results
1 RS
A M SD  4FER MR FEERE  KESW REMA BEE BEiRG
e 1921  0.74 1
3] 179 041 027 1
FERJE 204 085 -022 -0.16 1
FEEZGF 283 060 -002 -0.15 -0.37" 1
REME 1.81 045 -0.14 0.3 0.36" -0.12 1
Eptdngi 5.02 140 —-0.07 -0.04 -0.08 0.36" 0.20 1
EAEIRE 3.58 056 010 —0.02 0.12 0.32" 0.12 0.38™ 1

2) HAKAHE R
RIS BER 2 2 FRAS B B 2 75 20, AT 98 PR ST R A R AL MR 110 5 2 RS 1 94 (M
+ SD)UHTZE BT, S5UETR, PALBORZE R E(LE 2). HIBAHEIATN, %A RO RTUE
SR B BRI 0 5 2 e AR

Table 2. Comparison of differences

2 ERHR

Bl ZAaREH e shd =t t
KEEGFIEN 2.92 +0.58 2.62 +0.57 2.79 +0.58 1.51
Y NE R 3.71£0.62 3.04 £0.46 3.38 + 0.64 420"
{FREAT N 5.45+1.26 4,60 £ 1.43 5.02 +1.40 2.19"

(ELEASELE 4 3.79+0.46 3.38+0.58 3.58 £ 0.56 2.76"

3) (EAEAT A E B AT B B i 10 2= 2 A5
KL 22 A RN R B R 15 B RARTE R AN BREAEAKT, AWFTCRAMSIAEA t R 90X HE AT
NGB MG B BT Z AR, SRRV LR SRS AT (BB e B Bk
a2 m Tt Esh 4l (LA 2).

8- *
: 1
4
! _%
2..
B (S 4E 1 R 25
W ZEKEEshE it R

Figure 2. Test for difference
2. EREL
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3. Wig

AR T R ARG B KFEENMEAERI R . S50 R W, 2K E s 4 K5 A B 5 AT
INMBEEAT R)AB AR 10 & (PR (B AF B AR5 0 #0523 m T B ah 4, i e R E 3] LR
& S K5 AR AE NBR BB R S AEAT IR ABRMEAT KT, B SR A3 B SRE

SIS EE R, FUZ P EES R AT BUR 3 K EE M 2 A . Mikulincer £ Shaver 75— IR 78,
TR AR B A E B R B O S EEMAM AT . AR, BEAESHERNEST
R ) 22 478 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2001). Gillath Z:3H4T IR 7R, @ BoRPGR A2 A O 5 — Ak
RS GAHALES, JREIEFIR FI7E AHEL T SCRFAVRSE MG 5, O )E 3 7 i 2 2 AR (Gillath,
Sesko, Shaver, & Chun, 2010). AHFFE3CHE T FRBFFLEE R, WiF 7RI EMZ A BAE % 0T LA RUS 31K
122 AR AR

FEBERE, AR REY, KR s LA g m K EAE NRMEEAKE, REA1ET
Ho HR4E Feeney BN PIEE TAERAY, 2N AR I B FRAM Y, g 5 CRAE A MMER
HREJIN, KA NBRENA AU BLRE BB SR AL ORY . &73& Rl 22 A 3R 55 ¥ (Feeney & Collies, 2001). FITbAZe4x
WA BE TE L RS2 IR B R % R RIUSCRE, TE R A R, T8 IR x Jol [ AR PR SR A T IR R AN AE
Ht(Bowlby, 2008). AR N8 T AR AR 22 4> K th B Qe , 22 kA 8 sh 40 il s 1 it 2512 4
WA, HHRTE T BESSE Ak, RO EZ IR RAT N, R K08 sh AR e S (T
AT 45 BB A% S U v R AR, BN S 5 2R, st i NIk LR 2 MG

AR TR T A E ZX KA NBREAERISE I, R RS AR S E R IR AT A 5 SR E
HAEBRBZEGR. KA S RENEZE )&, HEMEAERTEAAEM AR R, ikt
& NI 2 AR e Y A EEANE . EOE, ABEIUES SR 0] DN A R RS A N BRE AT
GIERFEEFIITI SMAE . EANMEERFRGFTM, 7T UAF B Al B2 E AN, [BmiZE 7
TERERAZTHIA M, FUEFEE XKML, IR SRR, WIEERENRETES
T M2 40K, A aRge ik Rl i N BRIess, NI RRBINE S, (RIEE1EAT R, RIA-GIERRSEE T
RUFIIEEAT . R, fERFAEGIERFMARGERETE L, BERBANSERT AW TAT, 76—,
EHRTIIRFAEBERTE. EESMAZTIMEM AR B i, R4 0 550k, NGB,
IR “HAE” WIRFIEMR, ERBP ORI GIEMR S M, SR TSSmEEIT N, R SR
P R Ge B B A e f N, LRI A AR R, SEA L (EIHE, 2019).

ARSI A R A AR TR 1, ARSI Huk# 7 E R ENZ BEARS KR8 8%
R, FEARRMIB TR M EE TR, AR R A . ik, SRER ik
WA Z T B, Wi g R AT Re s B — e I . RSB TR TE 5B e R B A Y L Y
KELIAEARF BRI b, PR MR . Ba, ARSERAEI T H 3h 2 078 T DU i iR 1
NBRMEAE, (HFHEA I TAENLE] 00 M B AT ORNE, ARl 2 R R L dit, #—Pui
L0 A i B AT RE A AE PR R T R

E ST H
ZRili g 2022 4F B 200 0B WE ALK TR A (JY-01-202234) 5 F % T B RSO R & 100U
(TIK202106ZX027); #1154 Bt 2022 4 FE 5 4F BUMAMH 3 4 T H (QN-01-202213)
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