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Abstract

Purpose: This study employed a Meta-analytic approach to examine the relationship between parent-
child attachment and externalizing problems in children and adolescents, with a focus on comparing
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the differential effects of father-child and mother-child attachment. It also aimed to investigate the
moderating roles of cultural background, gender ratio, age, and attachment figure. Methods: Based on
42 eligible studies encompassing 46 independent samples and 62,436 participants, a three-level Meta-
analysis was conducted to analyze the correlation between parent-child attachment and externaliz-
ing problems. Results: 1) Both father-child attachment and mother-child attachment showed signifi-
cant negative correlations with externalizing problems. 2) The strength of the association between
mother-child attachment and externalizing problems was significantly greater than that for father-
child attachment. 3) Cultural background and attachment figure were significant moderators: the
negative association was stronger in Eastern cultures than in Western cultures. Gender ratio signif-
icantly moderated only the relationship between mother-child attachment and externalizing problems,
while age had no significant moderating effect. The findings provide theoretical support for under-
standing the protective role of parent-child attachment and offer references for intervention practices
targeting externalizing problems.
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1. 5|8

JLEAE DTG M A 8 H 55 78, SO 2 FRKRE G I . AMb IR BRI Bt i3
4047 NS (Achenbach, 1966) IX L& i B2 AMA IO EERE, 0 vl BT He2zll . A8 FIoR R Kk e = Az
TRIZ () A TRTSE I

Bronfenbrenner 47 RAFICTE H, FEEMAE JLEANF D F O g A 2 OCEZEMIER . 15k
FARAE N EST T A% 0 AR B, X /DR DB R & 8 B BB A /E F (Brumariu & Kerns, 2010).
EX—E 5N, RAERERME 7 —NEE AR AR LI R . PFRENTRIL T RESLE) LEAE D F5h
TR B B B A, TR ARSI B T AN 22 A A B TR K& S RE ), RN
AME A AT R(Rice, 1990; Cooper et al., 1998; Fearon et al., 2010; Madigan et al., 2016; Groh et al., 2017).

H TR N IR, BRI R T F B A H R — R, SRR
FREAFENZS5E, MIEARRKNZ5% . Ht, SEFRERE R LEESE vt . HBEE AR
R A2 1AL, BERS 55 8GN 2, KIEMEORAE T HE, SOCELEFRETRS 52,
AT HRARAE LB I B MUK & B4 F B8 T da i SRR EE R, DRI 038 ATD T 0 SRR AT AR AR B AR A
XA A PR 5 2 5 2 A TR o B A 1 AR A A — /> F By e, 0 75 /AR 1 A AR R A B
TR TR BN 2 B I — I T A E R, HREAEA B R, flu,
AR, AR TR D R SME I8 5S(Bureau et al., 2017, 2020; Peng et al., 2022), 15—
BERF ST N R I, BEF AR S TR T /D (R A ] A5G (Pan et al., 2017; Hoeve et al., 2012). IX 2SR 525 3
()22 5 0] e T A B A I 22 S gL Y, . Bt 9 50 v 1 22 S (R T 2 5 A IR0 E 7)) REAR S
W S (P 7 S S R U 50 T Hu ] 4.

Rltk, Aw7T SRl o i8S A KT, SRR BE AR AT AME n) @K 520, B4R
THE MM EENE, RS RA—EE. BN DUEE T i R OR BB R AR &, s
S MRS R G, R TS 2 R 2R O T A AR A M ] R 2
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1.1. 4MLiEIRR

HDE R AT AR R PR AR A BB OB AR SO I 0. H 1966 AR
HMETIASARIE A AE H 5 (Achenbach, 1966), T/ 1 n] AT AR RE T2 #4739 N ALFI MG PR RS 1] AT
Achenbach 1 Edelbrock MRAFLINHEH T —F ) LERFRELY R RA, HE 7 )LERBIT AR 57 4E
. AR RAME R, N AME TR BT EAS R R —FhRE e 1 ), T2 de— R R A M RISRRHERAT N
HMTE] R NIRRT R, AN IR 2 e Hoe SR BRI S WA —E 25, W Achenbach (1966) {8 F X1
T TR T DA — R AR ) 95 B MR I R IAT AR A N SME [l 8, e ss . Bivie. 4748
AT N [ DSM-IV Hr\ g S ME BRI E45E = 18R FE 2 3B 5 (Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder,
ADHD). 17 NEfS(Conduct Disorder, CD)F1% 373 Hif##5(Oppositional Defiant Disorder, ODD).

BT M ] AT N S BARAT IO ez, I e 456 1 1T AN T893 B b i ide B A1 Tl R
FRARPE WAL DRI AME TR BT 75 € . BASRUE, Ao/ ik i 7 Mokt Sorb o AT A BL A .
AT NCELAT AE S B MO B ) B AR TR . (EERRR, VR IBhRE B2 B R 10 A R FE A AN
FERRBEAR, A 7m0 M @ e I G I R T, AU T 5@ 1 75 D A

Table 1. Other Meta-analytical definitions of externalizing problems and specific indicators

F 1. Htb T sMEBIRE R E X B B HR

= T X BARIR bR
ADHD SMEAT A
Battagliese et al. (2015) CD ADHD JEIR
ODD ODD JEIR

HELIRAT A HIEAT N
Casper & Card (2017) FAT 1] MBI AT N
B T 10

Bkt H
AR FEAAE

EZZ)

I X B SO = 8 BT RE ST

Memmott-Elison et al. (2020) A R AT

ekt TN
o P
HIERRAT A
—BAESMEAT

Wi h
HIEATH
ST

PRI BTN, RICNBEEAT N R

Pinquart (2017) e BBHATH. ZEITH R

1.2, FEFREXSIML BRI R

AR T NI FRFE Z (AR — P2 . FR ARSIk, , IR Ik A4S Re o ) L2 R A o B
R A S A ER RIS o AR N BRA IR T —MHEZE, DABEARSCRES 1 2 IR D) R U 52 L
AT DELESMUE BRI £ RS, )L S R R B AR AT I R T T
H AN FGER, BTN AR (Internal Working Model, IWM), /S [7] [ P38 TAERR A S0 AN f5 25
WAk DI RE AEANFIREN . B 2 ) LB W REnS e SRR A 8 AR, oA 22 AR ity J L LU
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A TR BSCAF O Y B P P 308 AR AR AR o 3 b A 3 A ABE 2 1 22 e e 8 AR R MK TS O R R T 2 b AR P A ) R
AR F B . SRR T SCRREIX — AL, BT RO 2 A IR O 2R T e 4 B (R b 52 i /DA X M ]
B, B ZERERARNE DERE T DRSME A B (Muris et al., 2003; Li et al., 2019; Natarajan, 2013; De
Santis et al., 2021). HI, BT CABAHHLE H 2T TE ) LEE T /D4 B MA 1) 47 v A ] Bk ) £ £

IR SCHTIR, BEAE BT E NSRRI OG0, SRS AN BE 7 R0 75 A 7 AR [ R i) e 15— B
WRN T —ANEE A EX — A, B AR T UL =R R B A

F—M AN, BERMER)LEM ETRFRE, B R & 2K 0 8T N B R . Pan 55
(2017) B FEAESE , BEFAAS 5 4 M in] 75 1) SC I 5 P I 25 5 T S F- KA s Hoeve 55(2012) B 7073 B 7R & 3
X BESE AR AR AU ARAT A B SN RO 35 0 TR SR AR AR o B A AR, BRI 5 AR Ay
AR LEAREEE R IR E . WHRERY, BEFRETE S JLE BRI, AR B REAE G,
AL TR 5 ) LR WX 28 K R A 90 2R 56 AR 55 11 e 77 % U A 2% (Steele & Steele, 2005; Boldt et al.,
2014y Fldn, BT AE2022) KW, BEF RIS HAT 22 FRINAE 057 AR A I TR 8N A 2 2
RO R K, TR S BRI LB R R IR TG 3 £ . Deneault 5202 DIM#H T RN, —
B LA ST R, KRB EIEZER: HAEPRIUESE, 2158 R LE SMET
B4 BLA -3 E F (Peng et al., 2022; Shuang et al., 2022).

gr b, AR T A KR 5 BEF MR S 0] B IR 52 m 45 18 A — 5, DRI AT 0 EEE i e 43 B B¢
BAHRHETT, AR RAE R AL &, B 3 72 AN ) b 1R AF G 3 B

1.3. BB

P 5 AT BETE A TR AR BEFAR AR 5 AME 1) 82 TR (9 26 &R R AR T /E T . Matetovici 25(2025)%F 446
X 2~5 BT RN, BEFIJeRARY, RS SME R A, [RIEE R AR N S A
EMR, YWEEFBRTH LSRRk ER; AR ENZERESIMOUR B FAE . BE RS 5 5Mb
W RREAR OGRS, R E ST . HALHIATRETE T R B b S A2 AT N e, BN
MR R S RER B 00 SR il R 22 el /AT g, B3 R B AR AT TR, ARk LA ]
BRI IS H . Yang 25(2024) 3T 1349 44 )L EE 9~15 % N REE BT R — B I0AE: EEET S
HEGEI AR FoRER. RS SEEE BRI A S8, HRenEm BT ERIMUTE, HiXw
ZIRRAAE T R P 22 . Peng %5(2022) & Zhang 25202 ) IR FUIRMEE, T ¥ 0 AMb ) 84T R 52 21
WA RN 2, WHALES 5 5 B AMbE R R IE A DG o T Lo % . 25 0, PR R IR i R T AR i,
BT REFARAS S SMb ] R OGBSI BE N R H

RIS T RE AL SR TR S A 0] OGRS AR TR, HEDN AR O, OGRS . BEAE JLE
NHEW, MormpEPgng, S5AB BRBCA vTRe gl MR RS AL, SCRHERIREY R
AL FF, R AR BN 3 BAK XY St (Hazan & Shaver, 1994; Brown & Larson, 2009), X 1 G Hl 5555 11K
A AME ] () BRI . [RIE, R SR T RIS KM B, FTRE S EUE D A A BHR K R B
ST 3 0 A 10 8 R AR AR

AR N E R SRR, FEAME I BESUER E EEAE . B RIAS [F SO AMEAT A )
Bz fE, AR GFAEREES, HXMERSWHT XIS /MU SR . Lansford 25(2018)%) 9
B 12 AN SCHBER G e B 46 2 07 B S0 s 5 36 L i I 46 1 O TR RSO TS S5 IO IR 9T AIE S, S
AL BT ARRE 8.6%~12.1% 11 ) LEEAMUAT TG /K P28 S, B 38 Jeb 3 2 M FEOR BREZ AN 2 T (1 5
Wi; Pinquart (2021)f G HTE—BIIE, B Z EAEE T —H KR EHPRTHE =T, 4
WAT NS BP0 HE AN RAARTRT AT N, 522N S R EMTE AR, A2 BRE I 1
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P

RN NMERIE SR B R IE IR, R AT oy, 2Ry 2 0 EE A S R AR s 4
o AL BESRAL AR AME IR R4S S, @ VI AT . SERECR . IMEW SRR, SR BE# R
55 hME ) BRI SRR 5 R FR s . X — RN S E K. S M X AT T R A5 BIRAIE, 2 AME ] T 7T A
AT A E A R, RIS EAE AR TR AR R,
1.4. BRI

A TR E B H R SGA DRI TG R, X2 PR S AME A 2 (R 58 R T THFFC, FRERT
TR PRI G BE TR AMA 1] RS20 & TS AFAE 2 5. DRI, 2 TR A 5 Mk 1n) R 1) (A RH e PE sk
1774k, IFET TR AR R T .

W HE LAAERF 7245 ARt DU R AR B : 1) S TR FNEE T 25 5 Ak ] U 52 08 25 S p Rk R s 2) KA
K GG TR A AME 0 B o6 28 B ZHTER, QTR 5 M i) 5 AH DG 14 B 58
2. fiRG=E
2.1. BUREMIE R

MR R 1 iR, #%I8 PRISMA 1556, HATRGHER THE 2025 48 H 30 HEAA

BRSBTS . ARAT NAIE R BOR R T AR — 2R A B EvEfAt &b, f AMEAT ] sEd

[ ldentification of studies via databases and registers ]
—
Records removed before
5 screening:
= Duplicate records removed
E Records identified through P (n=4901)
= database in the searching ——> withraw a manuscript
5 (n=20650) (n=1)
@
k=] Records excluded at title or
abstract
(n=14179)
4
Records excluded
Records screened
-1560 *|  Not English or Chinese paper
(n ) (n=55)
v
Reports not retrieved (n=29)
Reports sought for retrieval No relevant indicators were
@ (n=1514) > reported (n=457)
= Irelevant (n=879)
o
2
3 v
Reports assessed for eligibilit
P P ORI | Reporting indicator not required
(n=149) (n=107)
—
v
oy
3
T Studies inlcuded in review
° (n=42)
-]
—

Figure 1. Flow chart of search
B 1. RZRRIEE
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A ST F 3 E (PubMed . Web of Sciences PsychINFO. ProQuest. EBSCO F1 PQDT Global) L & =N
SCHLF R FE (P N T T R AR A SO IR ST 6) R R R I SCHR . FRATISE R AN [ 19 G B 7 B
BUZH B R IR R AN PR A BRI 2 o X e OGO LI . BEF RS . SEF RIS FISMA i)
B kA M 3IEAT R R IR Z 8 ).

2.2. WFEiHiEFnERF

TEA T I RIS R NI N : 1) ZIREF N ILEMFDE, FRE 6 X UL, FAEKRT 20
N 2) WEFETR i A ) B SCRHR AR B O s 3) SCBHKAR 5 AMUE IR AT D B 5% 2 8 C e # B ]
P AR R BUAh, N TR R R A o X e T BRI, SCRDR AT REAN T R AR AR L

TR T HIHERRARHE Y 1) AR SME R R R R AR SR AR, WnSCE RS T BT BRI AME A
2) WEFCHITINBINBE R IREEAR, e W PRAF AR BR <5 ) L Z R A

2.3. BiEYRHS

B, FATR SR SCEHK A 5 A SME I T8 IR A 6 2R BodEAT Gdty,  dnSRSCER BEA s« 15
B4R T Fy tv o2 B BL Odds Ratio, JUIFEGGAS AT 6K H ALy v . FLUC, 6HEEIUIEFE b Bl Ay o b
AT REAT Jy AT 1 g, AL AT MBI BGE . EIEAT N AR ST N BATIER BRI FT IR
VR IEREAT A, BARAEF A R DL R S i

B T AT SRR M AL R, FATIE R BRI AT P REAS AR S AR BT T4, s () S 5E TR,
(b) FEAE, () KMEZH5ERH T, (d) Z5HMEA, (¢) FMURBAT NEA, () X RESE.
BER), (g) XTEBFREHFEME. XS 5ENE DL, S 5ENTHFER. Q7 BE R HT
HEWAAESAR R, Z5FNEA. SMEREEAT R KA R sy K38 . sesh,
R T RS T 2 AREA, MRS FREAS RN R A AR AE MR o R AP SR — A4 SR 53] 23 T
B, MR ARSI IREAR . 25— I SO AT TN , 4 T A AR SR SR IR 1 25 3R A5~ 35 R
(Zhang et al, 2022),

2.4. BUEDHT

2.4.1. RERMEEHSKE

KB Egger's [AGEHRVFE KR M. ZieFHEXIFRES, Egger MR AL E, LT
[} %5 K T Rosenthal HIFRE, WAMNFAER EMf . WERAFAE R R, @i BTkt — iR R &
i e o

2.4.2. JTorHrFATTE

TOH T FAE G R B (ME BN, RIS 1 38 G DR g A T)—BF 90 Hh B B 22 A 2080 &1 5 B0 e
T EE B2 R, WK =K P07 W SRR Y8 N 2 2 A AR FLARA . BRI &, 1 Ja b B e B AN,
BJE, BT CMA 3.0 AR ATE AHSC R BN Fisher’s z 2380, SRJGHEAT Meta 43 #7. f#F Fisher’s
z-score X FJ7 ZERIX 43 2 7K P ZEBE 3 M B ARL 1K) = AN 7 ZE 2H A 43« 88 B R RN R /N BRI AERE 7 22 (OKF 1)
W50 SN KN Z B B 5 2 OKSE 2), AR 90 2 TN K /INE 5 2 (OKSE 3)e 7E R (4.3.3-win JRAS)
F metafor JAFEBATSE T HT,  FEAE F R HilE 55 KALSRVE(REML) fl TH RS 240

B RBAUE T T AR A FAR AR B RE TR 5 /M 10 R 2 18] (R AE DG, FLUR an SRAE B 70 P SRR 2 2
(LB B35 W R e, Wi — DT R R R . EERTE RIS, ST J7 (5 AR R A B Al
Fisher’s z 73 B8 Bk ¥ o8 J2 R @b A == 240
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3. &R
3.1. ANTARIHE
REEIRIEI T 42 5

Table 2. Systematic overview of the included studies

= 2. ANFHRBHR

TFE MR SCHR(FE LR 2), 3 46 NIRILFEAR, 88 NN &, WK 62,436 4
25%, 25F TFHHERN 14.89 £(49.95% %),

Study id k N age %female  attachment type Outcomes culture Study design
3 2 453 16.48 66.40% MA; PA EX w C
5 2 705 15.02 49.93% MA; PA EX E C
11 2 2982 17.28 53.72% MA; PA EX E C
12 4 294 14.56 53.00% MA; PA EX w C

15a 2 203 17.45 54.20% MA; PA EX w L
15b 2 335 14.28 55.00% MA; PA EX w L
20 2 385 18.83 55.00% MA; PA EX w C
23 2 554 17.2 55.95% MA; PA EX w C
24 2 289 10.5 48.20% MA EX w C
30 2 174 12.09 27.00% MA; PA EX W C
36 2 689 11.32 48.77% MA; PA EX E C
42 2 284 8.49 37.68% MA; PA EX E L
52 2 3213 NR 51.00% MA; PA EX E C
54 2 217 19.82 73.73% MA; PA EX W C
79 2 1155 13.91 53.10% MA; PA EX E C
81 1 400 14.5 48.50% MA EX E C
82 1 403 14.5 51.36% MA EX E C
92 2 314 NR 47.13% MA; PA EX E C
100 2 380 NR 47.89% MA; PA EX E C
101 1 560 18.75 48.93% MA EX E C
103 2 420 NR 49.00% MA; PA EX E C
108 2 8166 10.34 49.80% MA; PA EX E C
109 2 561 NR 54.72% MA; PA EX E C
113 2 2626 14.68 44.09% MA; PA EX E C
115 2 297 14.95 49.49% MA; PA EX E C
116 2 6587 NR 50.75% MA; PA EX E C
117 2 15,737 15.04 51.40% MA; PA EX E C
118 2 670 13.5 46.27% MA; PA EX E C
119 2 926 14.74 41.04% MA; PA EX E C
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122 2 670 NR 46.27% MA; PA EX E C
124 2 191 20.64 69.63% MA; PA EX W C
128 1 892 9.54 38.34% PA EX E C
132 2 394 17 36.10% MA; PA EX E C
139 2 370 16.64 46.75% MA; PA EX E C
142 2 217 19.82 73.73% MA; PA EX w C
146a 2 146 16.97 0.00% MA; PA EX w C
146b 2 209 16.97 100.00% MA; PA EX w C
148a 2 3102 13.13 0.00% MA; PA EX E C
148b 2 3199 13.13 100.00% MA; PA EX E C
152a 2 189 16.85 0.00% MA; PA EX W C
152b 2 304 16.85 100.00% MA; PA EX w C
156 2 640 10.97 42.03% MA; PA EX E C
157 2 103 NR NR MA; PA EX E C
159 1 663 12 54.75% MA EX E C
160 2 640 11 42.03% MA; PA EX E C
161 1 528 16.04 37.10% MA EX w C

E: k= HNEHE; MA = 8 F/K75(Maternal Attachment); PA = 5 T4K7%(Paternal Attachment); EX = #Mk [ &t
(Externalizing Problem); W = PiJ730tk; E= KA C= MEWHBY; L= AR

3.2. RRMMEEE

MR TS SME A2 R BLR AT B PR SS AME R 8T 2 8] i SH B R, LR Egger’s
(A1 34T (PE LA 3)Z5 5, 2R T A S AME I AR SR S AME IR BEF RS AME el B A R
D 2 241 A 552

Table 3. Egger’s linear regression

%% 3. Egger’s £k 14 [E])3

B k P e 95%CI Fail-safe N
PCA-EX 88 0.110 -0.317 —0.385; —0.249 174,039
PA-EX 41 0.230 —0.285 -0.358; —0.211 33,320
MA-EX 47 0.137 —0.335 —0.409; —0.261 55,008

VE: k= BN EEE; PCA= JE K% (Parent-Child Attachment); CI= {5 [X [#](Confidence Interval).

3.3. FFWTSIMLIERE

3.3.1. FFRBSIMEIOREREL R

WA TR AR S AMER B Z H R R i aRER A 46 MSIFEAT) 88 ANRNAE, Had
62,436 #Z5FHLE 4). BARME, 7EE TR R @ 2 80 822 8 2 1 555 = —0.267, p <
0.001). IX—KIEKH, & FIRAAKFE = MEARE S HILAME R R, 1055 7R K P BRI AN A BE 2%
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Zy MBS 7]

Table 4. Main effect of attachment and externalizing problem

= 4. TS IMEBIRE A EH N

0, o, o,
na kN Mean z (SE) 95%CI t value Mean r sovar at Level 2 Jovar at Level 3 Jovar at
level 1 level 2 level 3

46 88 62,436 —0.267 (0.014) —0.295;-0.239 —18.910*** —0.261 8.771 0.001*** 16.592 0.006*** 74.636

e na= BOIEEAHE; k= AN EHE; N= 2558 E; Meanz= “FIY M & (Fisher'sz); SE= FrifEi%; Mean
r= FURIBHRREG Var= J5Z; Level 1 = M E AL T Z: Level 2 = B AN ER T Z; Level 3 =
WA B BT 2, *p < 0.05. **p<0.01. ***p<0.001, FFE[F,

3.3.2. EFHRBSIMEIOBRIE R

5 PR TR TR S AMU IR U (R DG R AT I AE R . BER IR, Lt S 53 LA R T R
LA B2 2E 7K F(F(1, 84) = 3.495, p = 0.065 > 0.05), IXFRHIZE TARIR S AU il 2 8] ) 5 R AN 32 4531 EA]
R, RIS AR 5 A Il R 56 28 I AR DR 1) 22 S 10 K AR S 35 A8 Ak . BIFFURE A IR SO A TS 5%
BRI AR (F(1, 86) =7.618, p = 0.007 <0.01), ZFRIAE T 5 HME A 82 8] ) S BE RN K /N4 Bl
FERM ST AR P AR R E AR . BARRUL, AT R J7 SO stpiik, 7877 S0 s il i og
TR M 1a] 8 8] (1) IR BB /N o B b 2 Ah, AR AR R G e — AN 2 35 A T AR | (F(1, 86) = 16.037,
p<0.001), RFMBTARFMA, B PR SME RS N % .

Table 5. Moderating effects of the relationship between attachment and externalizing problem

5. RIS SMLIBIRE K ZR BT AR

Moderator nsa k Intercept/mean z (95%CI) B (95%CI) Mean r F(df1, df2) Level 2 Level 3

Female% 45 86 (_0.29;; 0;%?539)*** (_0.173 4?%900 5 F(1,84)=3.495  0.001%%* 0.007***

AGE B2 o 0'_205;32)*** (_0.0%2;03.01 h - FU.70)=0527  0001%** 0.003%*

Culture 46 88 F(1,86)=7.618%* 0.001%** 0.005%***
Eastern culture (RC) 30 55 (03 21_’0_2093 5Qyxn —0.278
Western culture 16 33 (02 59_; 0'_201.11 63wt (0.022';8.7193 6+ -0.206

Attachment figure 46 88 F(1,86) = 16.037*** 0.001%** 0.007***
Mother (RC) 4547 (70'315_;0;202?55 6yse —0.275
Father 40 41 0245 0.041 -0.238

(—0.275; —0.215)***  (0.021; 0.061)***

F: RC= ZMKJl.

3.4. RFEIEBESIMEI0RRE
3.4.1. RTFEEBSIMEILIRAVEL R

TR RN S B CAIESE, RSN G S BT 3 TR 2 5 A 1] RS TG B 1 2 R T AR, HBE T
7 5 Ak ) PR DS R T 8 T A0 TR o O SRS AR 75 R R AR R R (BE T T S 4MA ) R f B
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PRRIRIFAE, TR —F R AR BVE VB, AW TCRE— DR GUX TR, 20 3 B x B AR
R MG AME TR R RIBTT R TT Mo BB TR AR TR, SR S AME 1) ) S e s & i - T
SR 40 NBRSZFEART) 41 ANBBE, MG 59,593 B2 HFELE 6). RER, LTRSS IMER
FRIRIAFAE 25 A 5K (r = —0.240, p < 0.001), X—RIVERH, MARISCTAREK s, B BLAME A
BERMUR; K2, ST MRBACHERAR,  HH IS 1] A= DU g«

Table 6. Main effects of different attachment figures and externalizing problems

F 6. FRMKX R SSMLBIRER) RN

A o Yovar at Yovar at Yovar at
2% nak N Mean z (SE) 95%C1 tvalue  Meanr level 1 Level 2 level 2 Level 3 level 3

BE3R 4547 61,544 —0.284 (0.015) —0.314;-0.253 —18.810*** —0.276 9.987 0.002 21.192 0.006 68.821
3R 40 41 59,593 —0.245(0.016) —0.277;-0.213 —15.405*** —0.240 9.487 0.001 9.622 0.006 80.891

3.4.2. XFRGEIMLBTmEZ B ZTiFTHER

BE— B X AR S AMb i B DG R TP R AT RN /b, g Rk 7 fows. iR, WFAREAm)
SO S RN 3 (F(1, 39) = 6.647, p=0.014 < 0.05), F£I T FHA 5 AMb ] 5] f) Bk 5i0 i 2
BEFE A SCAE S AN [E T R AR AR, BARR DN TG 75 SO TS Sl i) 38 SRR BN B 35 /N T - 07 Sk i
s BhAh, RS MR LU B AL TFARIR 5 AMb O R TN AN B, B AR =R
X I ORI B 7 A R PR

Table 7. Moderating effects of the relationship between father-child attachment and externalizing problem

F 7. RFAKRDSIMLIBIRE X Z BT

Moderator nsa k Intercept/mean z (95%CI) B (95%CI) Mean r F(df1, df2) Level 2 Level 3

—0.246 —0.020
0, N — =
Female% 39 40 (~0.279; —0.214)*** (=0.118: 0.077) F(1,38)=0.675 0.002 0.006
—-0.239 0.004 _
AGE 3233 (~0.269; —0.208)*** (=0.006; 0.014) - F(1,31)=0.612 0.001 0.004
Culture 40 41 F(1,39)=6.647* 0.001 0.005
—0.269
Eastern culture (RC) 26 26 (=0.303; —0.234)*** —0.260
Western culture 14 15 ~0.183 0.085 —0.180

(-0.240; —0.126)***  (0.018; 0.152)*

3.5. BFHKESIMLEIRE

3.5.1. BFHRIESIMLBBER

FERL T RS AME I ) ge T e, 3 R B RAR S A MU R AT T o A, 1% Te i3k
PN 45 MISIFEAR, 47 DN, HEE 61,544 S 5#H LK 6). MRS, BFFKR S ME 1A R
AR E U2 (r = —0.276, p < 0.001). X —E5 1R, AMARIRE AR S, HELAME ) 8 AR
AR, e, BEPAREIKSERAS, ISR o) 8 i 2 T ks
3.5.2. B FRGSIMLBEmZ B ZTiETHER

8 BT BEF KA S AMU IR BOC R I TTRON  Ar e R SRR, FEARTE 5 EE O 2
A E(F(1,44) = 6.514,p=0.014 < 0.05), FKHBEFHAFNSMb n B2 18] (1) R0 5 Bl 2 2o o Ll ) 386 DK 3
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Ko WA, WERFEA M S SN B35 A8 B (F(1, 45) = 6.914, p=0.012 < 0.05), F#REF TS
A 1] 83 8] ) 5 B0E R0 N 53 P 2 B AR A SO S SIS R T A4k, BARR BN 5 SO Sopi il i 2 o
BN 2 N TR T AT Sopik

Table 8. Moderating effects of the relationship between mother-child attachment and externalizing problem

8. BFIESIMLBIRE X RAETIHN

Moderator nsa k Intercept/mean z (95%CI) B (95%CI) Mean r F(df1, df2) Level 2 Level 3
Female% 44 46 (—0.3167;0;3)2.;;53)*** (_0.13_00;'(1703.015)* —  F(1,44)=6.514* 0.000 0.008
AGE 36 38 (_0.291_;0;206341)*** (_0.000'2?3.013) - F(1,36)=0.791 0.001 0.002
Culture 45 47 F(1,45)=6.914* 0.003 0.003
Eastern culture (RC) 29 29 (-03 41_;0;3(%73)*** —0.293
Western culture 16 18 (_0.278_; 0;202.177 5ye (0.0109';0301 gy 0221
4. i1

KT HTILNN 42 BT S ARAERIBE IT, M 46 DIRSIEEA, $RH 88 MRV &, SMILH I 62,436 44
S 5% . IEERER, RS IME B MR B2 MRS R TR TR, STl
Sy MR GO 2R TR AR 5 AMb I R 2 A 25 A T A &, P o B RO B AR TR A S A 1A
REPAERFEWTIER, EHOBEFARE S SME TR BORHR Y 2 25 AR B, TSR 08 U A X 2% TR & 7y
RAXS BT BT SHME R 5C & A B2 R o _Rakas Rk — D WM 1 2% 7 kA5 A il 7
FISRIRRRAE B — 3 KRR R BIVE R R 3R, IR AN B SR TARA 5 AMA TR R 8] Y SRR BIL A 4R B3t T R G

() SR
4.1. FTFHREXIME B0
4.1.1. EHH

MR, FATRIL T 2B TRAE ) LE T D FEIMU I 2 (877553 525 0 UM K (reeaex = —0.267, p <
0.001). 1X—&5 R 507 AR FEE R 25, RN E— RSO TR B A% O A, BISE TR ST
AME A S5 R OR R B A R B BA IR (Bowlby, 1982; Brumariu & Kerns, 2010).

4.1.2. R RAET B

RIETC MR, BATRI T RN AL 535 5 256 TS A Ak 1] J5 2 18] 196 &R (F(1, 86) =
16.037,p<0.001), HARKUL, BETAKARSHMb ) E 2 (8] (1) 5¢ R b A TR AR 5 4 Il 82 8] £ DG T B
FR(rma-ex = —0.276 < rpaex = —0.240). X SHATIERBEIFARF, HILRATA LLE B BEFRAX ) LE F DA
(R 7Mb ] BR S MAR L T A TR AR T i . R EE R AT A TRATHT SO 3R B 10 58 — Ak, B BRESRAE N TN
FEIREH, BEFRAG SME 0] 50 58

MU BRI R AN %, BEF AR LA M e — i f2, IRl 2 AR I, BRI
(1 5k 2 SR T BESEAE 77 B 1L R o AR PH 35 AR O IS IS R AT N A B 5T, B I B 45 5K
22 A IR BE A RUBRAR AR B B T A 4T A 1) @i(Fearon et al., 2010). Grossmann 25(2002) FI 20 a1 ifF 7EAIE S,
BESEAE R LE I R BORL R, SKCP I B PR AR08 9 ) LEE SR AR 77 I (1 R e B S e Ak b, X R A
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BT IR S 5 ) LE IS T AU A A FE, T L T 2 S A i) f ) OB T . AT
REs, SCREMIFRE MENA AR, Grossmann S5(2002) IR 70 R B, A28 A% 0 DTk AE T3 i Uk H A
PR SRR LE IR R AT N 5 OB 2 0K, 2157 51 5 ) L3 R R ASL M 5 Ab AR ) AE
(Steele & Steele, 2005; Boldt et al., 2014), MIFEES 57 AL REIFLE AT . XM A OERFEERTK
TN M ) R I B R 55 T RIS, b — 2B EDUE T RE R R AR ) LB T D AR AME il A Y
FHAL. AR, ARSI IR AT A RO, HOMRR B AR ) LB K R R RIAEAN AT BB . Pleck (2012)F)
W AEH, SRS S5IFER TR, ARSI REEEN. Y55 o R S 2 4k
FERIZR G EM, SRS XS A B R A TAT AR B 2, (il LB RAE S TR, et
VESCHE . BIE RIFE R REIRAT, RelA AR I R R AR IR o« BRI, A AR AR FE R BE AR B #b 78
MM A& PLZE SR A B LB AT N R R I B 2R IR, [FIRE TR Z S ACRIRE 2 5 )L E I H H R S
MHH, BREKEE. X EAIFREER .

4.1.3. XHRET A

T ARG IMENA BRI R Z R SO B . BARTE, KA R U S0t bR B 67
AT S IR TR AMA ) R 22 A7 SR TR IS B2 (F(1, 86) = 7.618, p = 0.007 < 0.01), it ET
WA B FEIL AL AT i 25 R AR [F] o 31X — 304 22 T BRI T LA R LA MER B RS Uk
X RS AT AR DL R SR g 257 07 IR 22 57

B, WMEETCKRE, EEMBEIAE S AR RS EE , AMR T A T ok A7 24 3 3R
M, HEBINM G2 K R RELL, 1T NG LR R4 542 R 8 7 M (Markus &
Kitayama, 1991) o X R4 & 75 55 TS RENS 58 G Rt A& s BE AR LTS 3 Ak N B ST AT B, AN skt ks
HPUEE AT RERHIR G R AMAT N . AR SR SRR E S5 B RS S BB, o 3 R &N
Wi, MATNEZ NS MR NS IR RS R, B TR T A BB AR
FHARXS 54K, #0r AMEAT L2 Tl Re L B AR MR B B RIE, AR VGRS . XS 22 5
JSSCA YR 5 80 1) B L AL A

FR, ST 24T 9 R 5 AR I 39 5% A A Ak il RV AR . B8 SO AR B, 1E
DA BRI R AL, “Yifr R Rl 5 “l i AR o7 2 m IR = SO E4E R, M
KAt e Bk RS IMAT AR B € A B2 (Leung etal., 2011). fEIRXFOSCAGIESF, Bk
Wik, RASEIMUAT AR R AR BEE Y, MUSZ RS Emp A n e, mamx
FERL A ZLFR AR R B, T 5 ™ 5 1 G i A . R, SOBEAE BRI AR AR A TR AT N A R S
YA TR T H B, i B sk ) LB A 2 MG A ], 3 i 38 S A N 00 R AMEAT A A
Mo AN, 8 LEREMEAMES EMES BRI ST T, SRR LEAT R 5] 507
ZRI AV W SRR, MAEEETIEGR T AW . X — BRI 45 5% TRAREAT il 2
TR DIREAENT 5548, HAZOAE SR i TS IR IR ES 5 B E 1R 7= (Bornstein, 2012).

4.1.4. HRIEETHR

HR A5 7043 B R 45 28082 53 B R DA R I A 73 5% T 56 T A 5 Ak Il i ) 1) 32 35 4 T R 08 31 5 35 K7
(F(1, 84)=3.495, p = 0.065 > 0.05). {EAEHE— Lo Hridzn 7ML A RIVER, 2t e 7E B4
A5 A 1A 2 T 1 9% 28 R B 2 R MEFH(F(L, 44) = 6.514, p=0.014 < 0.05), X —HLRER K
IR RABI(F, 38) =0.675, p = 0.675 > 0.05). XFREF TR MAENNER, LAt
REFIR T A 1) 858 1D 5 e B 5, 1T 53 A A AN R D R X A 5 o

XG5 FURT N T TR AR . H—, I oot S RER AR A 5 B S A A 1) 2 v T B % (Buaist
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et al., 2002; Ruhl et al., 2015), HAFRF REMKBEZ KRR, BERMIEBSCRES 1T NRIEx %58 B ext
P H, RIEMRIEIS(West & Zimmerman, 1987), fE&tt S bt fEKg <5 BKI . 2% Re N L%
W& BAT R, GRS P8k, X P S ) A L 2ot BE A b 1 1 IR 45 5 AT e S URR,
T T BEF AR AR AR

4.1.5. FERBETHE

AP AR B A8 1T AR S T IRAR S M n) G JR T AE AT IR 1, BAR 8 1 K 23 55 2 kAR 1)
M, (B M AR S ERZAR R (F(, 70) = 0.527, p = 0.470 > 0.05), O JE R0 :

A R 5 3 AR O ROE B A B AR AL B R 1, AR AR N R N 5 P S ) LA AE 4,
G KRG R SAT I, — BB RAZ RKAEMRANE SR . ARG AT A
i, SRS N AME IR BRI AT BE AR — Bk, X5 Chris Fraley (2002)$2 Hif) “ KR L 16 %64
O 57 K EBAKIABNER " AR BARMNE, FBIAREEIER “RRIER” SRS IR
M) A BR i 5 (Chris Fraley, 2002), HiXFpfaE i@ “shas-Fr” PLslgeRr, AMabn Tk 5 )58
= PEE, PR AR 517 AR E(Young et al.,, 2019).

XA AF 2 1WA R 5 i AT 5 I T] — B0« 30 2 A R mT o A i 4 2 B | AR B 45 R T RE 0
FEERAMHIIME 5 AL TR s AN 22 A MR B RS [ D0 2 KR 214 1AM B g R (Malekpour, 2007)s
SEUERF IR SCHF %4 W Chris Fraley (2002) 7 TR A, FUHMKRE I MK 19 N Ik e A 5%
TR 77, Young %5(2019)HAIESE, B2 LHAZ 4> M7 A 5525 T B 31 “ Ao 17 e NAS SRR (B A PEBE &1
TR O MEFEAR), FAZRSMAL T 58T

5. &g

ARt T AT SCBHRAR 5 )LE T D EIME B R R, RIE TR S AME IR LR 25 o Ok, R
A o b AN 5 5 I BUR AE . BEAh, SCAET R PRI AR GO — R R B A WA .
BT S, GURSCRE T SCRHIRE LB OB R TP IR IE R, IR AR RIGT BTt 7 2%
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