Advances in Social Sciences #-£F} 275, 2024, 13(8), 307-314 Hans XM
Published Online August 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.138707

R KT R EIMFEEX ABRMEERRIIR W

MR
SINKEEHHT S BE, 95 750

Weks H . 20244F6 HoH: FHEM: 20244F7H31H; & AHM: 202458 H9H

HE

BEEMIZEBRTRES, BEZEURBREN MUK S RBEREFERE . BREEHZE
KERAEEERZEER, SIARZEREERFERRIEM. HIORAR ERSEIESHEN T 24
KB R SFRE EX NREERBRIM, HRA T AERERRZ MM, B2 (H3hRM: ZEKRE
B3, AEERTBREF) x2 CREE: BREBA, HAENKERERBORARLRREE T AR B sHHENME
HERREESEFIRWE. SRRY: REKTEIFIREERENMEERE, ERBAXMET, ik
MERFERERE RN, REKTRIHXNHYEE. MEREAZLET, FREMMENZEKRETRE
IEAETRER L ZERANMEAERE . FIASRAEREEMBIIHRL, W AFRERFRRBH UK
e

XK ia

RERTRES, RERE, AREERE, REKRE

The Effects of Secure Attachment Initiation
and Closeness on Interpersonal Trust
Decisions

Panlin Tang

College of Education, Soochow University, Suzhou Jiangsu

Received: Jun. 9, 2024; accepted: Jul. 31, 2024; published: Aug. 9%, 2024

Abstract

With the increase in people’s need for security, shaping a secure attachment style is of great sig-
nificance to individuals and social development. Secure attachment through state activation has a
transient security experience that has a positive effect on the enhancement of trust in interper-
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sonal communication. The study used the threshold writing recall task to explore the effects of
secure attachment initiation and intimacy on interpersonal trust decisions, and explored the in-
teraction effects of peer attachment. The effect of trust attitude scores on trust words in different
startup groups was investigated by two-factor experimental design of 2 (startup type: safe at-
tachment initiation, insecure attachment initiation) x 2 (intimacy: familiar person, stranger). The
results show that safe attachment initiation can significantly promote interpersonal trust deci-
sion-making, and under the condition of familiar people, regardless of the attachment traits of in-
dividual peers, the safe attachment initiation effect is significant. Under the condition of strangers,
the activation of safe attachment in unsafe individuals has a more significant predictive effect on
trust than in safe individuals. The results of the study are in line with the start-up effect of the safe
base, which has a positive effect on the improvement of interpersonal trust decision-making.
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Figure 1. Comparison of differences between initiation type and closeness in trust
attitude scores

Bl 1l BB SREEERESETFIPERER

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.138707 310 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.138707

LRI

AR VR AR 55 h B R AT N R &, 5 BB (L KR A 8l AN 22 KN 3 ) MK 3 T (B
BN AN N B E AT BAR B T 2200 MT o 45 B R : 3 B2 I S RN 2 3, Fuery = 26.47,p < 0.001,
n?=0.21; SEFEERERNARE, Faen=0.75, p=0.390; 3 shRMER%E 2 M HAEHANRE, Fo
=0.19, p=0.663 (JL.FE 1).

3.3. EfERTERIRZ I

&k k

6.0 —— ,_*'*_\
*
q ORERER
50 DA RERERF
4.0

ESEES

5
N
<)

1.0

BEBA+ZEE FEAMRER BBA+FLREE FEA+TRER

Figure 2. Comparison of differences in initiation type, intimacy, and peer attachment styles in
attitude toward trust scores
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Figure 3. Comparison of differences in trust attitude scores between initiation type and peer attachment
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