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Abstract: The study explored how the dyads with different attachment styles behavior towards Leary’s cir-
cumplex in cooperative and competitive tasks. There are three conclusions based on the results of this study
can be showed that: 1) Individuals of different attachment styles in interpersona interaction had shown di-
fferent trend of interpersonal styles; 2) Individuas of different attachment styles take up different area in
interpersonal circumplex, which proves that it is continuous not discrete of interpersonal attachment style; 3)
the dyads in different sex of different attachment types showed different satisfaction in these two tasks. In coo-
perative task, dyads of secure attachment style took the highest satisfaction, and of insecure attachment style
with the lowest one, while in competitive task, it is not distinguished between dyads of insecure attachment
style and dyads with only one insecure partner.
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Figure 1. Therelation between attachment style and two
dimensions—inter per sonal avoidance and anxiety

1 RGBT ABRELE ., SERMEIMEERNXR

AP



116 AR BRI AE N B PRAE R o (1 Fi i 7F 7

BfEES
ﬁﬁj?4<::’— E St
BT B
ARRE s
RN

Figure 2. Leary’sinterpersonal circumplex
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Figure 3. The highest score'sdistribution of RBQ in different
attachment styleindividuals
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Table 1. The correlation coefficent of eight inter personal traitsand
attachment stylesin two tasks

£ 1 BMES TSR\ MRS R Z ENEX R
(pearson B #3E)

PA BC DE FG HI NS LM NO

A 0277 023 -—007 -018 -0277 009 014 017

B -013 -013 0013 031" 003 001 -006 -0.09

CcC 013 004 008 003 -001 003 007 -010

D 001 0025 -022 -004 -001 009 002 001

"P<0.05 "P<0.01
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Figure4. Thedescription of four attachment stylesin IPC
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Table 2. Variance analysis for cooper ative satisfaction degree
towards dyadsin different attachment styles
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Figure 5. The aver age scor e of cooper ative satisfaction degree

towards dyadsin different attachment styles
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Table 3. Variance analysisfor competitive satisfaction degree
towards dyadsin different attachment styles
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Figure 6. The aver age scor e of competitive satisfaction degree
towards dyadsin different attachment styles
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