VEEE 2 & AR AT O 55 W 2
0

BHEAEHSE (CAL Child Attachment Interview) DT REE—

[ S



Assessing attachment in childhood and adolescence: The Child Attachment
Interview (CAI)
The purpose of this article was to introduce a newly developed instrument for

assessing attachment in middle childhood and adolescence. The Child Attachment
Interview (CAI) is a semi-structured interview that is designed to elicit children’s
mental representations of their attachment relationships through direct questioning
and calls on children to describe and reflect on their current attachment relationships
and experiences. First, a brief history of the development of the interview protocol is
introduced, followed by a description of the coding and classification system. Second,
the differences and similarities between the CAI and the extant attachment measures,
the SSP and AAI are described. Third, the unique contributions that the CAI could
bring to the field of attachment research are discussed. Finally, the issues that need
to be addressed to examine the CAI's applicability to Japanese children and
adolescents are discussed, along with its strengths and limitations.



JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—

EH LI, Koveqickhd, JURVFESOEGEEY), BaELR
LEERMERTA2-OICERELRBETE T2 RD L Z L 21ET (Bowlby,
1973) 0 T IZEGOHFE LA DY AT 2 LT AMPFIA T 725
W2RERTH Y, ANHIZZOMEE % AEJEICDI o TRLRIT S &ERT L
A idZz Tz, BEMRIE BTREREkzERTL2H0TIER L,
BROBENZESTH Y, FllLtEiRLz bob0Thsb, $4bEL, A
BRA DV ATHEACHMOLENE N SNDLIREI- 72 121, &
EOWNRIZITHEL, L TEDLEW)IKE (a sense of “felt security”) %
T2, EFELOMROHTT, TOL)ICHERTL2MEEZIEL T
% (Shmueli-Goetz, 2017). L722%> T, EHEOWER ZREEICIE, £
LR L2 HDREREICMZ, HERNAEZIIET T L2 2HELEEIN 5,
B2 %% 1%, Bowlby (1951, cited in Shmueli-Goetz, 2017) 7%“a psychic
organizer’ LA ZHTETH Y, FELDOWMEICHEVWE D EEIZZ > TV
CLEZBN5,

BHTERWLENTHLEEZLNTVL720, FEFITEERZIRRT
BOWmELINE, EEERIE SN LBESNL, L, BEOHIC
FEANZEDRD Y, ZNFETOWET, BELILEEEANLELREEIS
FHNTWE, ARMOZEL7-EEN ST SF 2 MEH OB & BE L
TWRDITH L, NEEREAST, BEESLMEBEMROME 5S4
G\ o TS & OBEEAEE ST b  (Groh, Fearon, Bakermans-
Kranenburg, van IJzendoorn, Steele, & Roisman, 2014) .

S HIEAE, FEIC D EAEMIRICB VT, BHEOBEC 7 7 A

ML= a Aol SEBHIE, B X ORI EE CERE ORI 2 &
A TE AL R4 SRR BRI O 3838 & BAEOEF R I N Tw 5
(Brumariu, 2015; Zimmermann & Iwanski, 2015) . “ZEIIBIT L EH &
OBEICBWCEEFER 2 HED TV LHEBO—DII, Ary 54 E— 3
> (mentalization; Fonagy, Gergely, Jurist, & Target, 2002) L IFIZI 5,
HO L MhEDLOIRER Z OB LR UG T 200D 50 A Y
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FTAEX =T avid, WELDOBEBROPTES TV IIRPELRVEEITDH
D, BELLEEVDEOREORBIIHLEEZZONTWS (Luyten &
Fonagy, 2014) o

LMW DEF H 20T 5 FE 1L, 19704 £ 12 B 38 & I 72Strange
Situation Procedure (A ML ¥ - ¥ Fax—3 3 ik LUFSSP) 12X
DAEET D HEDPHELINTZ, TDR, MAOEEIIOVWTIE, BE%
FH L LCL B x AAdult Attachment Interview (B AEHMEE, LT
AAD) ARIFE S, HAREMNIZBWTH AT E A Z SR E L CTEAE
D SN TE /2, L L, BREH»SFEMFH O b b 0%%E
2ET 2 HEORFEIR, ES CEITHR R E, ZOFRIEEFEOWE
Fx v 7 (measurement gap ; Green & Goldwyn, 2002) & XL Twv72,

Child Attachment Interview (& % % 7 14, L TCAD (%, Anna
Freud National Centre for Children and Families (L' FAFC) O+ —
LBASE L7 8 51258 (121215 F THLR) MR E T 2 Pkt
H#EETH L. TELOFE) LTBBEOM s, A5 I74E—-T 3
YHEOTEE (FEALE) BEEIIALNDIFEHEGH L TV T
FECTh b, WEMBE 2 SFEMIIH T TOEFIE, CALII > THDT
FETDHIENREE R D, FKREZHLIIT = DEEEINODOH 5, K
frld, CAIZ#ALHARICBIT HIGHTRESCHRELERT L2 L2 HIW
E3 %,

BEDEELELEEEDIE

FBEOBEEFHELELT, oL X{AOGNTVDHDIE, FLLEOAT
Brd L ICEBEDERAETAHSSPTH A 9o SSPIF, —HOFEERM T
B E O TERLZPA~ISPADOTEL L 2iTEIE b L 12, HEDET
BENOEETHEEBEETLHETH . ZEM BY A7), ReeEl (1
WHAY 4 7L 7 87 Ly MICY A 70 2H8H) OAF 3HEO S
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JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—
#H7Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters, & Wall (1978) |2 X » CTIRE S I, D4,
BT ELL OO EIZLY, ZER BYAT) OTEHD
WA, RNEER (AYATECHAT) OFEDL LY L EBMICELFT
HBHIENHOENDL X)o7z SSPIZT AU A LHDENZ BT %
M S, Ak FEEICES (R oEE S Hy e T A ke L
TILHwWHNTW A,

Ainsworth et al. (1978) 12X %535 4 7OFEESFHIZIMZ, &I,
Main & Solomon (1990) 2 £ 1, #EFk)E 4 5 [ A (Disorganized/
disoriented, D% A1 7)) OESRIBEN, FIIDY A TOF L b7 HILE
FRBEFTEORBMEL R EERBL T LEED L\ & v ) ik
& (Moss, Bureau, St-Laurent, & Tarabulsy, 2011), 19904EftDARE, 563
BRIRI 2 B & 0 25 D FEREMITZEA S BIIHSL L7z BIETIE, &5
DHNIDE A THEDTAI A TEER D ENLFRIN T 5, ML
ENTVWAEWEETHLDY A 7L, HHHEELE OB RSN TEY
(Borelli, David, Crowley, & Mayes, 2010), U8 OMITH 2> 5 SCF R
MAEL S LBLELLTVEEEZLNT WS,

AR TSR L T HSSPOWIC, MADOEEXHHZEIZL > THRETSH
& L TMainX°George 5 |2 & - THIZE & N7 PREEALIHIFEDAAITH
% (Hesse, 1999), SSPOSFLAEDITEI 2 b L ICEEOH L AEL, BA
GHEARD T LDIIH L, AALIE, AT EDOEHDOEFHE & OBR
FEVWHLTHoTO LW, FEVONELFED 2 b LI, EEHRED
FRWEREZFME L, E5THEEZEO T FRETHS (Main, 1996)
REMERE L, C2AHCEVEIrDIEELFRLEOMBRTHY, LK
HMoOBEERREDKBEBL BRI, MEOSELZMMLZY, H
COSBEMEAT LD T2 & X0 RLNEEET IV (Internal
Working Model) & &FEIEI S,

AATITIE, FE) O edMIcoty 52 12X, B, G, 20
foF7zr#ZEEOTNLUIIK L, REM (HERMEY [ 7) EAREE
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BMo3o0% 47 (Ds, E, U) OWTFRLIZoEENE, AALICBITAF
¥4 71, SSPIZBIFABY 4 7Icxtii L, F#kIcDs (BHAD) & A% 1
7 (EEERD), E¥ A7 (E6bhfl) ZCr A7 (7rEy 7Ly MR,
U CRgRAD) 13D A 7 (R /&AL (IC2h2hudind 5 L AE
ENTW5D (Hesse, 2016 ; E¥F - dBJI, 2017),

AATIET7 2 ) 1 CTHFE SN, FEEHEB L O HEOHRIZETE T %
ENTWD, MEORELEEZD LI L, EESEPEOTW a—
T4 YT OINHERT, FEEEELTCE TV 2OMRET A MIAKL
T2HEORY, FEMEL L THELEHOIT 2 E/T LI P TE L, &
ESEE LTOAAIDZ LTSN TB Y, HiEE % LIy ET
FERE i, RAMOESEOEESLEEOHAMREONIICEL  HWHM
TWwbo HRIZBWTOERIZEZRSNTITW LA, SHBERILT S
EMHIREEI N TS,

FEHLUREOEREDBREDHHA

FLIE e R HR L5 HSSPE A Z X TR & 5 AANIIZFZE O E S %
& LT, BUETIZEBEMIIZE D S BRSO 50 TACHW LN TWS
BN R CTh B T2, ANBERANOMOEHRDO N2 2t R E LT
BEAYEETLHEOMBOITONTE 1, 728 21X, M2 HE
WMok (BE24m~9m) (0 LTI, SSPOFH & & L RIaiT 2
72 L7z 6 year reunion procedure (Main & Cassidy, 1988) % Attachment
Doll Play (George & Solomon, 2016), ¥ 7zStory Stem Procedure (Emde,
Wolf, & Oppenheim, 2003) 7% EDFHEEN, OV ONIEHARDL)
WIRE 2t RICHEE S LT\ % (Behrens, Hesse, & Main, 2007 ; (LI,
2006). LA L, 216 DFFERFEREZIWEREIL, LRy a s
WIXHEHTEETH L 000, BEED LOREAGEICH LT, REERE
WIS LCRYTH L EER & S N7z (Shmueli-Goetz, 2014), b b,
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JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—
WEMMEHDBEOZZORETIE, SEICLIRLETLLX 0%, 1TH)
BIRETFRET 20, EELPRLN L) PR S N7,

— 7, AATZ10RFTF o e EAEICER L 7234 (Ammaniti, van
IJzendoorn, Speranza, & Tambelli, 2000) & 7 &7z, HEAE W BUG
LW B E DS S o2 s, BEMBH 2 S F4E
oo Tix, E5EM (Dismissing) O JHEAIENNT % W BB 2 TR <
Nize LAL, ZND T OFEEEMOZEEMEET ML T2 0hllE
MERONIIH S TIE RV (Shmueli-Goetz, 2014) . F 72, 10fAHIF0
NAZAATZ Ef L7236, FEN T 4ab b7 4 22— 205 OHIHED
CFEETIE, ESHENaIa=r—2a v IiZB{nbDy 1 7OHME L S
AHTENTERVELEEE L TERHEN T/ (Target, Fonagy, &
Shmueli-Goetz, 2003)o & 512, KAIZBWTIEELR b 77 KRR T
HLLORIEL, WEFFEIZBWTELIZHEDLLMEIRERTH 500
REEZ . [ LEHMAMETE L2 A2 ENELELZYTIE R WA2 L Lk
\» (Shmueli-Goetz, 2014) . FEZRGHIFILOE 2 JIZHEO 61, JHE
OREE L HEDS [FZ] $5720, D¥YAT (UF A7) Off
b, FLELOEECHVENIRR LTI ERELLNL,
B OFAEOAEIE, TEBELIY DL LAROGEIZEDS COHHTEER
(security of mental exploration) DFHIALETH Y, FNiEEEL L Tk
DOGHTIE o THRENLERE L W) IEH (Grossmann, 1999) Z B E 2
TIFWw7b o0, AALIZIORAETFEDO A4 12 o TE, FTERMPET X,
FMPMOREY ERT AL, KRETELHETH - MHRMED R
D\,

B, TELOBMEWREOISEICET AEREL S O, 10K
OWREIL, FEA RS> TREILT 2 2 LRSS TIER L, #ED
FEERE D) S IREOFEHRLZ L VHE LTI EPMENTWw5, AFCT
&, £9 LeFEb0HEWRERRE) O e LTz, FELOSE
iRk (ARDSY A7) O%FAELRET 5 falalk b ZEEICANTH
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2T, HEEICL > TEEONNRREHES L HEORE;ITHOI:
(Target et al, 2003) o

CAI (Shmueli-Goetz et al, 2008) ¥, &b DFE) EATEIIZROM 12
DX, RRLANVTOELEMIM (attachment organization) % & 5 2 5
IR SN TS, ZNIBENOZEZICET 2T O X9 it
12HD W T4 (Shmueli-Goetz, 2014)

9, REHOZEICBWTEERZ LI, FYEHO L) ICEETR
ANO R, WEEE TR, WEE WAL, EESR2 L TIZT
HIENTELLFELWEDREMRE L T Dh (REWEE) 4%
T5HIETHb, T2, MAILBITLEEOEEILX, BEICHTLIZIIA
DIRFE (“state of mind”) AHFA SN TVEL I L ZAIEE LTV, 1B
#wL F S AR T, HBOWNMIEEE TV EIRICATET 2 T HeME D
HEHEZERBEL TS, TLT, FEBEIANEREDERHZ T bu—
VT LZENRAIDEEL W20, HEPICTF &b 205 IEFENITE
WS OOIRBES I NS EREL, FEDICBING T £ O.OHHRERE L AT
BB CEE I ERET S,

CAIZEH CISOEM N LR INTEY, ZO—HITAAIHEH &
NZbOTH 2D, FrEkEiL305 2 T, SSPRAAITHSLNS 4 DDEF
BEFIIGT 2 0 e BHEOBETE IS L TRET 0 RMIE DD
12 % o LTRSS, ZORBHFEIZISR TR S/ (Venta,
Shmueli-Goetz, & Sharp, 2014) .

CAIDHIE

CAITIFAAID £ H 12GhA DWW TH 9 @ Tid7% <, “here-and-now”
(4, 22) TOBREFLORVM IZOWTEZEM L, 48E =48
R OIEE 2R TR (availability @ &, 2010) 2 b8 &
LATWADPIZE T, BEDHEEEET S
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JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—

AATH, BEOFTFBRIZOVTOEEREBOEY b L1, BEOE
EDFEGHEELZDLDII L, CALL, HEOEERBOEY %L £12,
FHEICETHZZADIREE (“state of mind”) 2 & 525 EERAD,
MRS N-EEFRICH T2 RLMEHEO S ) H 2 MEICT 2Tk (&%
B - B, 2005) THDHAIE, AAILFABETH 5. T2, PrmEEx, #
BHE & OBRIZOWTEERN 2 HE (general description) & FJE L 7%\
IEY— FEEBOFIPLEHLTHEL L2 ROONLED, AALE
B> CTWb, 72720, CAITEH X L) LT5D1E, @FETIER S BUE
DERTHY, TELOFEN 2R 7200 RD, HHEOWHEICD HEY
DML —==U 72 EEN T 5,

HEEE, TEoTEy — FREEOBETFRTL, FLEODMOE
AW ALI R, Tury 7 GEINEMS, B) 2R3 EE210)
T5HILICED, FLL0ERGOMREEF L L BEOWME HFEL T
a5 L0 SN 5, CALCIE, 1HRECOBRLELFIHT 22 &
ZhRboT, ZZAHADREZM)EMPHEINTYSE, TRHIZLD,
BRI D LAY — P2 Bl L, FRZIERES 2 & 2708 L
WIEY = FE2ES T ANT, EORERGORE L TE2HIH L
FLEVDOHLAEN X THILEDNTELONEFHML T <, THEEIZ X
Lt Tary 7 N3 hbb ET (scaffolding) 121d, TEL DX~
Y4 =Y areRThAbndHEEN TS, FICTF &b OEHNRTE
HUEBFICENE LT, FLUNHTOKNE, MEOKE, HEEROEK
ZEDXHIZHMBL TWEODEFMET S,

CALIZ &M CTISOEM LK I NTBY, TO—IIZAAI» LA S
N7zbDThs, $THHFERIAT L 3OOFHEEZ KD, BAHLEONT
BEEHIIOWTCIDOFELY KDL, TNETNOSFEICH LT, BAEL
RIEOFRRE L KO TWE, EIERHG OV MR REERICENE
HTTWL,

CAITIE, WEPA LYYy — (FMNEOKRN) 2»5HEEZZITSZ
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&, MATEBHLEOBRLE V) EDLDTTIARX= b BHNEIZOVTE
MzZ, BARMICELZLEZROONLTHRET, WHITENZ ML A
WRAEYV L, WEOEE L AT LZ YAV FICHEE LT 22 & 2%
LT3, ZOHHEIISSPRAATL [ TH 5, FRHl 2 FH] & 3 5 MR
T, HHEZIIEEN BN EZITY, FEIE LAV TLERERE RE,
L85 LI ICHELZED TV [BEICDOLDENEDLRVI LD H > T
LI L v MHEEE, EENREOBEBERENEDLHICESZT
WAEDEBRET DO, BENREDR VY, $abbBEROTE Y —
F (relationship episode, L TFRE) (22w CTHER LM EM 2 G %217 -
T, HBEEXERT LIH72-Th, Tz, SRE & RS E O LE
HERFHAERET DI, HMNAIMEET S, 2B, H#ELE”T 5 b
L= 7B OHELERE 5T 5 ML — = FRBERKE D720
DFAFLAFCTITbNTWA,

M TR EFFEL AT 720121, HMN LR E 2 5 BB
HHI, GHITEOFMIIZ Z TIEIRBRATE Ve BRlnndk & 5Ll % 7
MRS L, sESNAREXMRL, £V —Fx—>—>2a— F{LL
TWLEEDPSRGT 5. BoNa— Fid, REOREENR (EEH)
KT 2 EEGEERO TR E R,

CAIDTFEES &

IA—=TA Y7 - VAT AR, DTO8 DAy —)v (FHliRE) 7 HHE
BENTVD, WEOPDAT = IVIZAAID A — V& b & IZJREMIZH)
STENDDOTHEH, FUST— FIZFEEREZEE L CRESIN TV
(Shmueli-Goetz et al., 2008) o
D& 5N Y (Preoccupied Anger) 1, BEF ) S0 7 VARG

DR LA RN T HIEEE LT,

@@L (Idealization) &, BEEFNROERD, BWHMIZOHFD LN
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JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—

TWHRELXHLDT,

@A & M (Dismissal and/or Derogation) 1%, EHELRPEHE DO HEE
P& /NG9 2 g W T W B REE R,
DLED32oDAr—)vid, BB, C8, ZOMOELZLEFTEHEDOZNLE

MIZOWCEHIIT %0 FO 50D A —Vid, #EHEH Z L OFFlliiEfTH

e\,

D5 EH OB X (Emotional Openness) 1%, F5) OfTRIEE &0
MEEHEICEHT 5, HIEEE AOLRIREE TR & oD & %
gL TV e BEEYRT,

GTEY— Fo#l & (Use of Examples) X, EEXNROFRIZEET
LEMAM IV — FE B LEEL 2 LA TERELERT,

HER T ERS DN 2 A (Balance of Positive/Negative) 1%, H

SHEREAMRIZOVTEESLBRS, eI b a0 T

ERL, ERLRVTOEERRONT Y ABENTVRLREEET,
DB MM (Resolution of Conflicts) &R E 22142 (AT & 2> D fF R ATE

NG0, BEFPRBEIOF SN 0EFHET 5,
®E Y o—H M (Overall Coherence) &, O7H@OF TOAITTITHZ,

HEEROER—EERLTE, OB o LREZ BET 558 %

ERERLCTHHGT %,

UEDAr— V%, ZREN1HEI5 9009 HETHEL, F&b
DD EFEN T CGEEHEMNATEL &) omMm k), EEICHT S
BIEOZZHDREBOEKEGELTERET 5. &5, BT /M7 %E
(Disorganization/disorientation) 2B L i, DL EOFHIRE & ix 312,
TP OITEIBIE L) TOBMICE ST, ZOREZFHET 5, L7z
735 T, Disorganization DFEE D& EALIZITH R,

SSP, AAITHEONE 4 DDINY — VIS T b 4 DDEEGHEH K5
EFRIZOWTIRET o
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CANCK BSOS NP EEDREZDTEDRE OFH

ZER (Secure) &, HAZICOWTHENZE S SENRE D /NT ¥ A
ICEHTHIENTE L, BEHFE L DOBMRIIOWT[ARIZ, BHERNZR
HOHENZHEGFELZEDNTED0, bLOKRI T4 7 RMHOA %
LEL, AHT ALYV - FEEAWICBECWE L CESZ L TE 5,
EHEBROBAELCEENIT L A LR, BERCHEORBEITES N DY
ab, BDIZELDND I LRCED, MMED % SRko 71t 255
NHZEbdb, EEMICEICEIET VNG, HFETEETH S,

MM (Dismissing) 1%, B HFIZOWTORED NG EAEY 2 &K
W RNEDARTHo72), BEALES o720 T 5. BFEH L DM
fRIZOWTY, HEMMIEAIZEALES N P27, Bnlighhro
720, HENGHNEEZH T THOEANRIEY — FEELZ LN TET,
FEMREZ AL T AN D 5. BERHRER, BEERSICOVWTE
ZTWARWEERLD, BEAEEEEZOSNLRNIZBNTLHASZT
THIG L7720 $5 %L, FE L THEBEAIISOHIZ MR I, EFE L
DOBROERI 258 & 0 b, ITEMWEES T LY b EWE i L72ie
WAFELND Z LA\,

E S bNH (Preoccupied) &, BAIWZHAEDBWHTDA A — V2R
TAHMEMD DY), BEEEOERIZOVTIR, EBYPILETHREICELT
E, LIZLIEBAZENDb2 0 I2< L, Do T IR 2124
Vo HEEOLRBELHEEZTI L) BREEVHo72), B LEFELD
MREFED BRI, B Ok EOBHMNRIREAALN) T 5, %
BED [HTUhD L] [V Rw] Ewvw) 4 A=V %EMNT D L
IBIEY — FAMEDRLESN S,

ELEERLE & S bNENIBICH D EEZ LN TWD, R NEED
=A% ROT, EEEBRZOLOEFEHL T L01IZR L, & 5bnil
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JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—
X, BEO=Z—AW-ENTELT, EESREZEHLTwLEEZD
b,

MRk LAY (Disorganized/controlling) (&, EHD LX)V EATEIO
LNV O THARL S L Tw 2 WIREE (disorganization) 2R 5115,
ML SN TO R WEF L 1E, ERLAVTE, EONLZFEAKICTE
Bd-o720), I (MW ] EXMRALIY, BEOEBEDHRT
HFCTERWE VS A A SN L, ITEIL AV TIE, THBIHI 675 #E
THY, BREVHLZY, BMioREFr72), HEEsRONL 2
Ebdbo T/, WKL, #TPOMELI L PO - VT 5 L)%
TERONZY, BEEZ I MO LT 52D AR LI —
FOEELNTZD T 5,

Dibo 453%80%, SSP, AAI® 4 78IS L, CAIICBWTHONS
FED QR S, CALIESSPIZBWTA LN L ILEOITEI O % £ R L
NVTELZEIELTVD I EWDD D RE L 72EE % b O,
TEMG ek UCEMEERE L, LERRIEEESRIS LT
PATEI % L 20 L HMRIC, BELEEX L OREORED 1L, BWRLRE
DOHTEENG L OBRE HHIERL, LOROEERGIT LR
BNBRLBEZIIT TH—FTELI LR LTV EESN TS,

CAID{EFRM - 44

CAIDFEMMEFIIFOMENIE, 1 X)) ADWE (REHLEEOY
A7 - TN—T) BERFICETERSN, TOHBRT A) H 7% EFEEEH
W2, 4507, AATIN, FUIr, Sy z—FTLERHINTWY
b0 ET « L¥ 2— %) WHANEEICFE R S N39O CATE V721
g8 % WAL L 72 Privizzini (2017) 12 X4uE, CANXERRHEE & IERUREE O
IZBWT, EAEMMREEETE %L L BEEIHERINHETHS
ZEDHE SN T VD, PINIZZORIE WO L THE L.
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[E S
RS S Z UMD W TIE, BIREEICB W T, FEHREEICB VT,
SSPE % V7238 TR 5 T 2 BH D GAT IS — » D43 AG
PHERR S, FRIREECIE, FERRIE L DAL EROEEGS L) B o7z
b, fERE S TV % (Shmueli-Goetz et al, 2008) o [AlFFIZ 8 DDA —
VENENONWEEGTELTER SN TV S,

TR Z L IOV TIE, CANC & 2 BHE SR A — Vi EIE, A
CeatF e, (P, MR, IQeREs)), BloOBEFFEH) T80
RELIFHEEL TR n I EHiE 2T % (Borelli, Somers, West,
Coffey, De Lo Reyes, & Shmueli-Goetz, 2016) o

FAMERBE LM (BHERZ S 12, RO AT — VRSB X O
SN EREHEDY, Kerns Security Scale (Kerns, Klepac, & Cole, 1996),
Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment (Armsden & Greenberg, 1987)
ZEODHURARRAEFOREREE FEE) OFELZR L LD
5, MRINTWS (Borelli et al, 2016), F 7-Separation Anxiety Test
(Wright, Binney, & Smith, 1995) & O BE#E & #HE &N T 5 (Shmueli-
Goetz, et al., 2008) o

CAIDFTEEM: & ht A FT

CALZ, E5 EAMEICB W THEIMNEOZEM GE#E, 2010) L
ENCEREHRMUEO b 26 2RI, BEETRETEEDH
EHETAHIEEWRICLZ. —REEDOREIZE VTS, SRR NMAD
REEENDREIZBWTY, FEIDP S HFEMWIZ»T TOBFBEROZL
L ZEOMWHNPOEHR DI EREELRETDH ), F#irH, FRKRE
Fid, Rav, BEOLZAH, DRl UTO3O08E LY, CAID
Hile PHET L LD TE %,

OB B OEFMEDERFINDEHK

FLA R D& B BRI LT 5 —77, BRI DZE
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JREW 2 & HAEW R O F A E— L # Z 51 H (CAL Child Attachment Interview) O fEE—
LIS ) BEIMICEEB T A2 ELH L2 A, X554 (Fearon,
Bakermans-Kranenburg, van IJzendoorn, Lapsley, & Roisman, 2010) 7*5
LR EN TS, ALEHNISSPA FEhs L 72k S8 = BYIMEH L, 7L
WIVBHI DA 540 & 15~ 204E B ICAATCHRE L 72 B N30T 5
P ED D ERET AR D S SN Twb (Lewis, Feiring, & Rosenthal,
2000 ; Waters, Weinfield, & Hamilton, 2000), L2*L, Zi5H#ERHFZED
FERE, 9 LS EESESLHNNEEE T Vo2 R d 2 b oy
DERWZT, HHRTHILEDHLH, B TEVWEEIEE RER
BOERDPERIZH DL Z EEM S, L0 B DI 525 o @ik
DVWTE LR AMFPLELFHwRIT 5N TS (Waters, et al, 2000)0
[N CHERE S AL72MERTITZE 5 &, LA EIINCSSPCArE & /- E 75 77 HH
&, BN ER L 7ZAALC X 2 BAEGHO—FRIFLT L Emw el
W2, BENPEDY I ZIEENRBINTVWE (BE - Al - =%,
2009) o FLEPWI & A OB O T, BEEEREET S EATENUL,
FAEGELCHNNEREET VOREES L O L2 ME 22 L25TE
5o
QERFRFE AN OIS FTREM:
SSPO#E A HE Y CTld 22\ 8L LD WEICMHH T& 2CAIZ W5 2
SQUERYNAR 7S ABY AL - K
EISTELRDPOI2HEL, Dk, KE LIEFRENOBITICHEWIEE
HXHFENE COMILELEELHEL LD TELON, BFHMR
B, 2 0VIEHEMBLEOMICOEELZESILENTELDONE VS
7o, BAEOWEBWELKE T2 EDMERICR S, BEICHILTIE, ERFRER
DD WHEERIZ, WOPEBD L VIIHEZICBITT 2 Hi%ICCATE H
WTEBREBRICHTL2EELRET HIRAADPBL > T, 72E 2RI,
AF) AT, 10 5165 D WA B EF IIAT L TRIKS 22 H L
LR Lo LEY, CAIx HHOWTEET LI LICLY), ERAOESE
FERE L TERERMPD R (ML DY 4 TH% o700, #EEB
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L OBIANOEEFZ, REMPHKEEE 5O, REERMDEL A EET
HolzZ ENHE I N TS (Joseph, O'Connor, Briskman, Maughan, &
Scott, 2014) o ERNOFEHOLENIE, T OMEFTHO LI LD
ML CTBY, ThbbEFRROSLBETH- T, FEMETIIL
ELEEZRL) AT EIVRENT VD,

CAUIHEBOBETME L OBREEET LI LS TE 5720, BEIZ
Lo TOHRFMEOF P OIFICEELZEENEEEET LI LLIRETH
bo THHICHT 2EENLETHELL LD, MICREREETFRI L HE
PEZFERICARET L2 EDRTEXL 2 EHCAIDMATH S, 4 F1) XA Tl
FEEMARLHADMEDO AR 5T, WEOEBFNOTL A AX Y MO
TA =Ty TR, WEHFREANOI AR 2 &, HamE#ES S
SFEYETIEMN SN T4 (Phillips, 2014) o

QR ERMRIEENDEB

BAEOFGENEAR K EE 2 ME 5 2 813, FkIZ, JIREIZL-
T, ERPHHOIEMNZLZ LS 2Z TV BRICLRD ) b, I
ZL DMLY HFERELNTVRLDIE, DY A TOT &b 726 &R
X B OGS % & B O I EOAM TH 5 9 (Henninghausen,
Bureau, David, Holmes, & Lyons-Ruth, 2011; Moss, Bureau, St-Laurent, &
Tarabulsy, 2011) . [EEHHIHE O R S LHEEGN, R0 E8%, HEhm
(role-reversal) R HMM L 55TV, KRLANVB L UTEIL NV
TOdisorganization D4FEAS, FEIHFEVWED L HIZENTL 200 %
LPICT AT ENTENL, MEORMERIZL DL o T THA
I L, FMMERIZT TR, BMRWERIKE v, 251213, CAIZH
WTAY I ITAE=2a v ORELTI)HAALHE SN TS (Ensink,
Normandin, Target, Fonagy, Sabourin, Berthelot, 2014) . 35D 2hNz
T, AYIIA4E—T 3 YVRRADEEDFWRRIZZIEL, A ARIHROT R
WIFEIZ B REEAIL A D TH A I o
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BATCAIZAWVWBICHE->TD

g#.?

|

iRl CAIZ HAANREBIZER T A2I2H72> TOREEZET
bho AAIZ HARTERRT AI2H 72> COMEIZ DOV T, Takahashi &
Hatano (2009) 2% L T\Wwh, 7 A # CHIESNIAATL ITRLD
CALIZA F) ATHEINLZDDTH LA, M= r7Ra—7T4 27
DEICE LTI, AAIL BIZFAMOFHRE S LE 5N TS, CAIOHAEK
TOMATEMEOMENL, CAIHAFEROZ LM, - FEMEOMEF OAL S
¥, HADORENHARETEEIZOWTESL B AN HARO LS D 2 2
TEDE I BRERELODOVPEVHIHNESTZDVLEDNH D, LIzh o
T, AALIZ D\ T Takahashi & Hatano (2009) 25X TW2iEEN% < 12,
CALIZHIBL TV DL EEZ D,

Takahashi & Hatano (2009) 1%, AAIZ HARNIZH#EAH T ABI2EET
NEREL LT, RECUTO3HERITFT TV,

OEAR 125 % 58 & &V XERE

WX O TS AN 2R A 555 2 L 1L, HARDRHMN 2 U b# &
WIS L Tld e ve o T, AATZ FWAHFZRIC DR &% R L
ZHEIEER DB D, REICOWTRHICAT T4 7RIy — FeEfEiEs 2
CREETLITHAS ) LT, [Buidiwn] 2w HhEox
B, BEOREE WEMICHE L TWb 00, EHICESTWI %
BALZODE ) HIBNIIER ICHE L v,

OFICEBRICOVWTEENREZ KA L £V X{LHREE

FBUIOWTORED 1L, LA 7 ) 7 M HFAE L 2 U EET 555
) 3% S % & Takahashi & Hatano (2009) 5L T\ %, ThbbH
HAMATE, BN TTEbDOICHOCREEICT 2 EL W
IMEEED D 5720, BEHOBENRECEEE E DA 7T 4 7R EE
ELNR Vi, FELNHZT [HENZAD < <Y ] (“a positive wrap-
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up”) BHWHENDL ZENLVERHL TV 5, HEOH TS KA
HEN R Twzh, BTy = FOREYRZ L o720
L84, AATRCAIO G35 #E LI B LR Z A BHOMEN 2D 5 & A
S b,

@OBRAFRFBELEVWH>EENOMEICKLIFRE

PFETEHLTERVH Y, KHIPSHETDH Y, HEEEKD b 30k L
IZENLDIIH L, HAFEE, FFHELTTRHWFELABINSE I L
ML, HRFEOEDICAAIOEELXHTIIH L L, BIRTDOADIZ W
ERHM S LB WD B B o

DEoEmEY, AAIOI =717 - VAT 2% HRAM I E ORE
DOFWICERE#H T2 Z L IXMRADH % Z L % Takahashi & Hatano
(2009) 1FEZLELTW5, QL@IF, LMBFEHIC L 2HETHD, G,
HAFEE V) SEOMEIC L 2ETH 5,

D22V, CANCH BT 2ETH A ) AATECANZIET 5,
BEVATLAEIA N FITHEE LT 2R WTHRESN TS, AN
REBR A MEE ICFED L W) BEAD S DA ML XA, Takahashi & Hatano
(2009) L T2 L9112, HARAZBWTIRE ) REWITRELH
HZEREDE V. @DIZOWTD, CALREERIZOWTOREMT 5 bl
TRV, BT AT 4 7Y — FEFED 72555 7 E]h)
X, HROTFEBIZLH D00 LNk, 72720, AATE 57 ) CATIZIE,
WCOPDOTRYEZENTEY, BFEIZOVTHMY 4012, TTHD
WZOWTFE-THHH T &id, WMEICENTH ) EXLH S (Shmueli-
Goetz, et al, 2008), & HIZTREZRR Y ZEIZ, #HEDRLETIZZ%  TH
TEORBH LDV 2585 L H RSN,

F72, @IZDoWw T, AALIL, Gricell & % &5 D 8 ¥ (Grice, 1975,
cited in Takahashi & Hatano, 2009) 23Z OFFEDRKMEL > TVnEH Tk
EBRL TS, dEho—8M (FEORS, BEMN), BYoE (T
&Y, Tos=ofhs), )o@ s Ay 2 E), &
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O PFHRZHENRLTENLLOLS) Lo A0 N#EIR, CAID
A—=FTA Y7 - VAT AZHRBENTEY, FFiZ0verall Coherence®
AT —=NVIEINHIZEDREER>TWLH, HEWITERLLTWL%E
L CREE S5 (Shmueli-Goetz et al, 2008)s L22L, €D A7 —
NVOFFERI—T 4 Y T OEBIZEN TV L0IE, ) 2lROE Y —
F (RE) ICX4 L TH# 3 % T (Luborsky & Crits-Christoph, 1990,
cited in Shmueli-Goetz, 2014) TH V), 4 DREZ £ A7 — VIZifr> THr
Hri7z9 2T, BEMIFFEZ IO TV,

DED X )12, AAIZ HAMNIER S 25 8I12E 2 b b ED % 14,
CAIZ HANREICHHT 2L EICbHROFEL LTHIFoNLTHA
Yo MAT, CAIOBHERTTH B 8 e 5 125 7\ LIS O FRANY
BEAXBFEZLE, SOLLBELAAET S,

WRiEEEDRKATIE R L, 8D H15 O HER O RO VR T,
FEE )RR FEEOERZ, BMAZIIIFER IR E V. CALIHEZEE O
HIZKHES X B BHE 2T W 2 E G SN Tw b (Shmueli-Goetz et
al, 2008) 7%, I&EREEDREIR%E b O JE E (ddisorganization® FHili & L F
RTNITEDWME SN T L0, I RILEO MR 0 2 gk %
TREBIZANTEEZTILENH L Z EBEHESN T 5 (Shmueli-
Goetz et al, 2011) 7z, WEOFHiZ ZE L TEABBIRILORLE L £
MUIxHS % BEO SISAHERMIG 2> &) 222 HIlT L, A7 — VIS % o
TV BEDRH D, I=T A4 Y 7D M —=r 7%, SR CHFN R BN
LEE 2 TITbN b, PREB(LHECH L 720, #MYRTar 7ML
JEHs 01T (scaffolding) 2SLZETH Y, CAIZEM T 2 HEFEE S, VMM
DFERIEER BRI FEE 2 EFE LB O AR R TH %o

BbhUIZ

FAEMIED Y — )b & L TOCAIOZ AL L FHEMEE, WOk TIZIZITHE
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ENTW5, T/, LHEERPLEMOFIICBNT, e Dr —A0HT
Btz L, S ADRRME 2179 12h72oTH, CAUIEH%
V= LTS o2 dH %o

HARTOERRIZAET T, 35AF- HFEH- G (2012) 2X2H
FIIHE O HAGERZ b L12, LML EHEOME Z1TH) LEPH D,
Takahashi & Hatano (2009) 2SAALCEI L TR L7zEb &0 T, +4
WCHET T 2B D L. L OFEPFREINLLOD, BﬁT%CM%
FERTEL L)L, ALEH2» 0 REY, HFEHNE TCOTEOE
PEB L O FEREICHET$ 5 2 EAEEE 2 B0 LA & A

Z, INFETEEDORENITILAEARTRRTH o 72/NERHPFFEL DN
FAFICBIIA2EELZMUET S LD HREE 205 2 L1d, —HFEOE
b EXVRRICY RS - V- 7@%&@&%%&%@%&%&J?5
iz, BELERDVPHDLEEZ D,
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