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Abstract

Infant attachment is formed by interaction between caregiver and infant. Sensitive maternal care-
giving is the most important premise for infant attachment. In particular, maternal sensitivity to
distress is more predictive of infant-mother attachment security than sensitivity to non-distress.
The research has outlined three approaches to the studies of maternal sensitivity to infant dis-
tress and infant attachment, including: maternal emotion and cognitive progressing of infant’s
negative emotion cues, mother with postnatal depressive symptoms response to infant distress,
and biosocial models of maternal response to infant’s distress. According to the Family Systems
Model, investigation into paternal sensitivity to infant distress when maternal sensitivity is absent
will provide further insight into children attachment relations. What’s more, it is necessary to
further explore that how maternal emotion schema affects infant attachment secure. Finally, fu-
ture research should further study that how maternal physiological regulation in infant distress
mediates the link between maternal sensitivity and attachment.
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BLRRBFERTRILEFEENELZIERE, SBNEERFEN TR TRERTHEREEREER .
JEFRXT ) LR 1R 4 0 B R BUR MR L IR 1B 2 i SE BE TR B L R &R . ASOLE TEERX 2L
s 1B R BAARIN T AR BN B LR SR R KRS BER BN A) LR 5 48 £ Yot
SBAX =TT, EERW R URE LR EREBE R R UL BB ERR . RRAREE
R BE R G SR BB FIAME A . LUK KR I =R R AN B LZ &R . T X
B )Ly H 45 K BEREURME R R AP S DA BRI 15 28 B SO B LI R &R B KRR 5 2k —
wit.
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BEREURYEE, BIURE, mEEd

1. 518

TR LA RERE 5, MUIEE & BUBHE A E N2 LG S, 2L SRR R AR
(Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters, & Wall, 1978). #EJC/ T FE I, BESEXT 2L BURMETR B ie A 8 s 2
LI 22451 (Bakermans-Kranenburg, van 1Jzendoorn, & Juffe, 2003). {H AW 58 & Bl SERUR M 5321
M7 27 4 R 2 8] S R SRR A A 0.24 (DeWolff & Van ljzendoorn, 1997) . X S6HIF 77 45 5 () 2= 57 7] g 2
T R BUB MR AR 2 R 52 1 S 301 . Leerkes 25 NN A BESERBUR M & 18 B K Ao Hiu3d 24 Hi vk
W)L LR BT I N BE /1 (Leerkes, Blankson, & O’Brien, 2009) . 1 & 0 7t % 58 3% iU M R 8 650 X 49
BILERRMAEA . B)LAR MG AR AR, 5k, Leerkes 8 NEERESEBUSE: &
SCRPIFR: ) LR 17 4 0 R P AT R v 26 R I BIUR M (Leerkes, Weaver, & O’Brien, 2012). XJJf
TG S BB MR TR RS BUB R N 3R LA . 0. ERRRTE B LR, RS 4 U fR
SR U [E] B2 2 ) LA P RIAR AR IS 28 R o WP IS 48 U, F RS T EANRY,  BESEXT ]
REB LT R 224 PRI B BUR B, B LBk AR TR il 22 2 B KA (Leerkes, Blankson, & O’Brien,
2009); AR1MXT B v 1 28 O RBUB M A 7% 1 2% 51 31 5.3 (Grusec & Davidov, 2010), X2 LAKZS & @A
FIVER o AR FEE S L 1 B2 ) LR v 17 28 AN A v 17 48 1 BESR UM U 22 ) LI 22 2 RUAR A i VR F R/,
WF 70 45 SRR W Al T AR TN 22 ) LAY 2 4 UK 2 (McElwain & Booth-LaForce, 2006). 5 IXHf 7145 1 —5,
TR Z A FE AR RH 73X — W 4. (Jin, Jacobvitz, Hazen, & Jung, 2012; Leerkes, 2011; Braungart-Rieker, Zentall,
Lickenbrock, Ekas, Oshio, & Planalp, 2014). LA 75 Bl @UEME 58 LKA R &R, 255 EIR I 0 22
JLJR o 17 4 R ) BESE U

B0t B2 ) LI o 155 2 0 sk 2 5 il 2% - A 22 4 1Y) e B B 1) [R] 35 (Grant, McMahon, Reilly, & Aus-
tin, 2010). & TPL ERFFRIN, ARSORIBEL LIRS T REEBUSE DL AL AR R EE . A
HSCE BEEFRR T R B LR B B S SRR TRE S RRRAE, BEEHIARAEIR LA B2
(1R A 3 SRR RN BESE ORI 5 2 )L 2 A MR R 52

2. I ERM R AERERROEBENER
FESPE ) LJAE H 2 Lo B AR IR 55 45 M O o 57 58 e T2 4k 2 o 5 19 e 0 R 22 A A

()
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BRI R (Leerkes, 2011), BT AR SN 28 ) LR P 195 28 MORIURE o X 28 ) LR o 20 (O RESR U 2237
FIRERXT ) LR 28 2 R B A AN RO TR o s ARASRAEAS Rl 7 VRIS AEDR A A B s 3 55 PR 3K Y
SN, BETR B ) LI 2 SRR e AN SCOL R T BRI B VR 2R RN LA, BER™ e AR AN
A A 2 R R RART X 2 L o (0 U B BRI R R

21 HREENT - N2 LESRENMT

MR 2E RN TE R, MAHESESEPEL B2 NG TR R 2R,
BESRAE BRE L2 (AL S 1 52 A A0 frin AR 28 L i IR 46 2R, b B U E IR, X8 I B BRER
X ) LR 1 28 2R I 28 S B AT A RN 2R sy BESR AR R AT A5

2.1.1. 1EER

Leerkes %5 AN\ % LIV o 15 28 BOE 1 BESE — B URE 1) 1% 45 &1 X (Leerkes, Weaver, & O’Brien,
2012), XERE G E AR RN B L 3, AR E S % RS, T XK SRR 1 1 R A
J& T AN [RIZEAL ) B (Dix, 1991) . BESE 1% (01575 25 (1 153 RE55% RS AURCH [a] 32 ) L 98967, #2002 % Re L.
(117 2 (Dix, Gershoff, Meunier, & Miller, 2004), X% JLHETA R 24k, AHELZ T, X2 LI A R
TGRS, MO [ QB Z TGRS, SR AT H CBFRAE I E, XL 15
PR A R AR [A] TR A A 2 (Donovan, Leavitt, & Walsh, 1990), FoiZ-BUst [N 32 ). XM 4
BB LR R, AR LR BE RER AR I A 1 e A 0 RE T B SR, 8 5 T KPR . [FIAE,
U SR B B LI 1 G I RS AR, B A B ) Lk D 17 8 3R T8 R T Js B i F [ s Y A 7

2.1.2. INHIR KL

RESFXT S LI 5 1 28 IR RN 2= e e RS I U, DARCBE LR AR 22 4 o AR DA AL R I,
ALFE AN T RN T X LR S 26 000 T H bR, 6F 2 LR v i @ R MR I RE 7, BESRRIUR
P B BB hE B (Leerkes, Crockenberg, & Burrous, 2004; Leerkes, 2010; Leerkes, Weaver, & O’Brien, 2012).

KRTE)URE BN T BARA PR, —M2UBBEE S RO iR, 5—F2U2) L+
O IR T H #R(Sigel & McGillicuddy-De Lisi, 2002) . 4% JLR IS TE I, DL LA RO I BESE UK.
B abA T B ARG R, e R IR, WO LR E S . X LR T RE 2 R I R SR
ATy, LB R 24, X SREEIRH Rk M, BERLLaR AL H R R
WA BURNE . FONIATRE R JEPEE QMR E B, ik s & AR LSRR, %L
AT HBR . IXESHR] BE 2 (Rt B Lk — 2P TR T v 1 26 o B P A TR SR, T A 22 4 Ak
(Leerkes, 2010).

1% S5 RIS 1 R BESE B0 B2 ) LIRS 75 I BE 71 (Leerkes, 2010). 1% &5 RN AE 1122 B BESE BN A 1) 32 ) LI 1S
R, B TCREL TN, B TR H RS 0T BE) LJR v 1 48 T AE AR R ) 5 BIUBR M 2 IEAE R 7R S
BOLHZNRE R, BEEReAEm BRI B B L e 4, SRR 2R L, BRI BUSIE
i) S g NG St Ee s S Sl S e oe s 32 S W AV Vi e L AN S i |

18 46 3 R SRR 1 BESE T B O e 23R I AN R 0R] 224 ) LY & (1 B 15 (Leerkes et al., 2004) . 7£%2 ) LA
wI, ARME B O RE )25 I B AR R RESK BE T Re A B BIUB I 8. (R A B TR AR R
5 AE HAB PR AN S0 RE S7 i I A 2 5 85U IEAH 5% (Hess, Teti, & Hussey-Gardner, 2004), X 5B BF35E X}
WL P RUBR AR T BER 2 A BN RE T, IR B AT RE J7 IRE R 45 4 1T LAS i e IR B S U

2.1.3. BERKIBRAE
R Bl R B LR DL T REOR P — A s 8, /B AS RER 258 ) LR i W HOoR
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5HCHNNZET, KIS EE A1 K 78 FAE (Haltigan, Leerkes, Supple, & Calkins, 2014). MAt2 {5
ITAERE, BRONKIRRAE R AL 25 B0 AR i — Fhtt 2 B, AR08 0BRSS Uk =] 3 22 LI
J 77 (Leerkes, Supple, O Brien, Calkins, Haltigan, Wong, & Fortuna, 2015). 4#EiEREERK AR, A%
ARAAARYE B IR B BN TR R I AR ) B B8 PR 47 2 (Roisman et al., 2007), 2§20 fif ]
o BR ) |9 1 1 48 R LR (Leerkes & Crockenberg, 2006; Leerkes, Parade, & Burney, 2010), i3k 7] A& < %} 32
JURIR AR 22 A= AR 2], 3X A e AR R AR 1 1
Mills-Koonce 5 NHBfFFTELER T %24 5 AN 22 R AL KBRS0 B2 ) LI o7 175 28 I U ME R =i IG, - 45

KA Z M BEE R BUBR TR, 222K B BEE BUBE R (Mills-Koonce, Appleyard, Barnett, Deng,
Putallaz, & Cox, 2011). 7ES2 )L 557 BA T AR 45 O, [ 38 750 44k 720 ) R 53 B ] R 17 4 1 bz B85 26 %
R, HTE)LEDRERRE B/ S 1 5. AR 0 BEE A n) T DL—F0 s T A AR 77 0%
I LR B HA KA A B, IXFE B L5 R B BESE R 2 LA BUR S S, 5821 TR A
LM (Dykas & Cassidy, 2011). #H %24 (1) BESE RERSUR M 3] A R G 26 10 22 L, RUORIZRAMAEA
x5 ot B2 L &1 (Mesman, Oster, & Camras, 2012). g2 22 LR 75 5 25 G 1 2 TR
IR RAE, BESE4% R B RN B E ARG ST I T, 6r ) LRI H AR LA U, AT 52
M) 22 ) LR A 22 4, AT BESE R AR AR PR

2.2. BE~EHAMEMER

TENGIR I, BERF= G TR A ARREIR . AR FEAI,  BESEF™ 5 HAR IR 23 18 BB 0 228 LI
ANEUEAT A (Leerkes et al., 2015) . —J7 1T, 7 Ja A AR IR (1 BESE 7R BESE BB oV AR 80 22 ) LI 44
IX IS BESE T EE ) LAT RN 25 26 R AR ME 2 I U 1) [ B (Mussser, Ablow, & Measelle, 2012), 4l 17 i Xt
LR LA ERAN R B O % . M AR XA R R A TR e Tk A O, R A F
HE 2L, OB 2652 )L (Musser et al., 2012; Laurent & Ablow, 2012). 5 — 77 T A FARAEIR
BER S8 HANE R T, BESERT B3I B O W] B (A5 B ) LN N BESR 2 oV AR FE I B % B AN B Y
1), ) LRI AL 2R N . BT ARESRAE ™ 5 250 200 B S rfs e, BN IKE
H CORTEARAS, AN AR Al 30 BRI 1 5 R ) ) LA o

2.3 BRENE)|FERENEETHSERENXR

BRI AE A R R KA G R — PG B, R B IX MG B 75 0] N 22 LR v, T HLAE
XA R R E T LL T AR )LIKAT A B I AEHE R 88 (Boyce & Ellis, 2005). i ZWF ALK EES AN
A0 B2 A R TR B T AR DG R rR T B2 ) LG N PR RE ST A R T AN RE S BB PR 2 R OR R
(Ablow, Marks, Shirley Feldman, & Huffman, 2013), LA 52ma32 )LAIHK7R %4 (Del Vecchio, Walter, &
O’Leary, 2009).

TELMERE S, ¥ AR BRI R ERN AR Bl BERAE 52 LEA R, REREIR [A] 2 RS0
W) LA 5 B — A A A R R B 2 S8 (Mills-Koonce et al., 2007). $KE AL HIMESAMA 1 7E 2 76
S L P S R S AT, BRI B 8 3R (Perry, Calkins, Nelson, Leerkes, & Marcovitch,
2012)0 RRFEFHE A MAEE -5 TR 1T P FP AR BRAR AL o MR I A BRFR AR AL HE O B (HR) FEZR /KT 1A (2R B4R A
EFE HR B0, PR SE RO ZE AT (RSA)FE L AR AR P SEVE O AT (RSA) I . RSA S Lo IEREE
FhZR K 77 B B 4B AR (Porges, 2007). JE2k RSA R BAMAAER & N Sha P 1) B IR AT RE /7. B4k
E, ATTREI . HIRARRASHALL, 7R M ERRAT S5 15 5T M RSA 20k/b, X FhIEZRIRES
55 S AT S5 15 T TR 2 RSA KT 225, s RSA i (Porges, 2003). RSA il feik 14>
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PRI AR BRASTE NI BL I RE ST, BRI AP R E A2 Py a2 YA ek g, B ST R
R .

A e AN 28 I A 2 ) LD () Ik () BESIE () AR BRAB AR, 3R B v BUER M B EUARBBURR It BESE 1) HR
F 2L KK (Joosen, Mesman, Bakermans-Kranenburg, Pieper, Zeskind, & van 1Jzendoorn, 2013). HR ZEk/K
SPARRIRESE, X2 L) DR i it FEARARG, A 2 IR S o 22 ) LA OB e B T HR R KF 52,
HR 13800 BESE RS A 52 o T 22 ) L e th 067, BESE HR WMk 2, BESEXT B LR v 15 25 8
J&ME I 58 (Del Vecchio et al., 2009). UK PERIRESE R HR BI04 8 A2 a2 B il 1 . (HA R, T
XPBL)LOENE, A JERHAT RMEEER HR I 1, HRXA HR MIE A T B F ARG - ZEMAEN
W% . ARRHIE T 5 245718 2 m BUR I BESE 5 B A X BESE RG22 ) LI o7 175 46 1 28 IR 20 AN 1 5 e 22 1 5
B2 5. 1 HAE RSA AERAEAR NI b, BESEITX 22 LM h 45 1 RSA HIH#k R, BEoEausiv: g
(Joosen et al., 2013; Ablow et al., 2013). [Fl}, RSA ik Z /K1 BESE UARAE 2 i) BESE 0 22 ) LAT A G 25
2R ) BUB A B 58 (Moore, Hill-Soderlund, Propper, Calkins, Mills-Koonce, & Cox, 2009). %% = i) RSA 34k
P AR IR PLE Z BIA B 1 R (Beauchaine, 2001), i F A RO R AL 5 A A B . AH I,
BB b RSB 218 ) LR v i, RSA IRIEZR 7K1 R BESE B AT B ik 6o 228 ) LV AR s 4 B o0 22 ) Ladh A7 Bt
(Musser et al., 2012),

3. BEERE

X2 ) LA RE S R A 21X 70 5o o o AU M 5 0 SRR O RO, RS T BE ) L 17 4 4 R I UK
Pew, PR A ot R AR L, R R B LI 2 R R e . AR T R I BESE N B ) LR
TR 2 (R BB B R TN B2 ) LI 22 A BUAK A5 (Jin, Jacobvitz, Hazen, & Jung, 2012; Leerkes, 2011; Braun-
gart-Rieker, Zentall, Lickenbrock, Ekas, Oshio, & Planalp, 2014), Fff LAAS SC AR X T B SR 0k 22 ) L fe vk
SRR AR B R R, PR AR BB T A i R o BSR4 (0 B LIS 4 . AN R A
A R R e T HLXON T BESE T B LM BR B — e SR X, BESRE IR 2 LR v 1 4 T R
P BURPEH R S, AR T BRI E, X0 T HIEUEM AR R, RERR, BHHRT N
BIR EEI 0 Lo

AR FARDE T RESEAT B LT 2 2R 1 G RN R i IR AE R A AR RN DL RS E
S AAIRE R G o] 50 RESE A BIURR M, b sg i B LR AN 22 4 . BESR R BEOGHX SE s Rl 3%, Re ARt
BLRIGUR MR, (435 LR @R i e . BT DMEMIE T, DUSRIBE AR A LR LA 17 1A .

31 AEREN=AXREIPRRETFHRTHLR

WK R AT FREH SELEE SR . KE TR E B R TR B Eh 3555, 12
T S BN 5 B R S BEE L=F M BB (3 5. (HAG W 708 RIARA BEEMK AR ¢ RA 2 4 1)
INFZ A B BBUR 1 [B] B (Schoppe-Sullivan, Diener, Mangelsdorf, Brown, McHale, & Frosch, 2006), 3%t
(] 7 5 R 2 RO [ 26 /N 1248 AL VE o 53 — WF 7 B A0S 5 38 ) LI 9% R EAT TR, Wille (2010)
BHRERGINEERFARET I =ZT0R R, AR EE—T70 N 5 — 7w B LRANBURK, /i)
fedE H OS2 LEZ M ES), B 2L BUERHE RN, RATTREESE LS B O R 2 A K
KR RYLHRMEREEMK AR R AN, WRACE MBI BRI N, LA AR B A 7] Bk
R RS, L, SCRES H CB)LIK R IE 7 — MMEPER A . I RMEPER A EL I
S BRI ? (R R A R BRI 2 A 5 8L 4 N H I SR BURIEAHH 5% (Braungart-Rieker, Garwood,
Powers, & Wang, 2001). X AJ A& 1t B 22 ) L5 S0 SE A BESE S AR AR 90 3 B SRBHAN R o BT ASC SR AT 4 I fige
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N5 E)LRH BN A 2 LRI BURTE R SN, A BEAEAS 2 LI UL MR AEE? O 128 ) LS SCRHE
B AR, SCRHI TR B A PRI 5 8 LR BB =0 R R 7 IR 2 ji R 5 AR SR S AT 1R

3.2. H—PHWRBIUEERRAEN TR REEASBILKTREN XA

WFFLR I EL LI 2 R BT 1 BERE 2 EI,  BESE W] R Lt AT ) A AR O AR 28 O e A2 326 80 e A1)
1177 & _E(Leerkes, Parade, & Gudmundson, 2011). HREL LA AN T RESR I 28 i e ? AT 50 R 2R )L
Xof LR 28 [ VE B R A1 S0 1 B2 ) LKA 28 22 4= (Peltola, Forssman, Puura, 1Jzendoorn, & Leppanen, 2015). 24
BELORDL I, B LR RS (1) £ RS AT AR AU T FL AR 2 3 G T R In], X P R O ] 2 75 4 2 R )
BOLRIRAR 224, TR R B TR 265 5 e i 1T 5 B0 2 A AR B /i (Dykas & Cassidy, 2011) .
FIT AR KA T RLZ 077 T 000 B 28 ) LR A AR £ R 1 Y W 17 4 P A T DU ik — DR BESR 1 175 26 F1 X
HE LK 2 2 Z AR R .

3.3. BERRILESIREN A ORI SRR 2 BME T R R RS M EER
97

AW FREERZ T HIBEEY, HR 1A SR BER I BUE A 5] (McCanne & Hagstrom, 1996),
i FL HR 38035 T 20 B 22 (3 (Joosen et al., 2013). T MUK RESE 1 HR 34 I09K [ Tii i ik w4
R EI RSB A RS . XU HR BIBSINS A ARG BT LA KRB 78 B 12 55 i 2 72 28 ) LI o 1
RESR O R ARV TE AL, Oy BT 22 ) LR v 1 48 B 5 B0 BR324 5 B A i & ) 1T AR
DA FEXT U M 2 A EREAR RS2 . 30T BB S5 AR AR I PR 7L B — e B L
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