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The moderated mediation effect of mothers’ parenting behavior by romantic
attachment in intergenerational transmission of attachment : The Korea
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the moderated mediation effect of mothers’ parenting behavior by
romantic attachment in intergenerational transmission of attachment. The subject were 166 infant-mother dyads recruited
from J province to fill in the questionnaire and participated in the Strange Situation Procedure. The data was analysed
through SPSS 21.0 and The PROCESS macro for SPSS. The findings are as followed. First, mothers’ parenting behaviors
had a partial mediating effect in the relationship between mothers’ childhood attachment to parents and their infants’
attachment to themselves. Second, mothers’ romantic attachment had a moderating effect between mothers’ childhood
attachment to parents and their parenting behaviors. Third, there was no moderating effect of mothers’ romantic attachment
in intergenerational transmission of attachment. Fourth, there was a moderated mediation effect of mothers’ parenting
behavior by romantic attachment in intergenerational transmission of attachment. These results imply that romantic
attachment has an important role to promote mothers’ parenting behavior affected by childhood attachment to parents
and affecting infants’ attachment to mothers. Therefore, it is suggested to simultaneously provide the workshop regarding
improving parenting behaviors and the marriage enrichment program in order to enhance romantic attachment.
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Mothers’ parenting
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Mothers’ romantic
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attachment to parents mothers
(x) (¥’

[Figure 1] Conceptual diagram

Note: X: Independent variable; W: Moderated variable; M: Mediated variable; Y: Dependent variable

3) dojxdoe] HA O dobs tde R FUESARI ofmye tigh of2E ZA3517] $IsiAE SSPrL b weol Ag-Hrt. 5Ust g7 ofole]
Nz e ztol7t glom g SSPE ATl 2lo] w3hA FHS nEfslof shH, weka] I d3tel HEshs Al g 27t ot
(Chung, 2002), ol 7Fg Ul A2 3ol ] ofmy 5o Fze wfg} ojmjue] ol that 222 £8h3] 2fol2 913t {34
&¢] zpolghe Wb QItK(Grossman et al., 1985; Lee, 2004). SSPZ 0|83 oA AAE Ma) 7ol Aol ofshd egofzte] #3
< K3l Yoyl 70%2.2 VEhd HEHQ u| 73 ®r}l BY|% dtgal(Jin et al, 2012), 7= 3FAATHKIm, 2003; Park et al., 2005),
o] A¥EL Il g3t glo] E FEle qdd Ao Jehgrh

- 88 -



ofsfel Mckizt Fol TR ofoiLiel w0l Tt dolojol oigt el ZMH WPHET BE 5
ol ofzh waE 244 2T, 4% 4, Sud Fow BFEY] uhRelth mebd o] ATONLE o}

s A¥Ys T A Fee S == AR
A 28 AREE 207 Arolty. ddie FFoiZHB),
EH-3] 9o 2 (A), BRHE-AR O T A==,
Hz2gef2H(D)2 95 Hwel we}t 4714 fde=s
F(Ainsworth et al., 1978/2015; Main & Solomon,
1990)3k}. Dfge SEo RRE/IE s, o
Moz A B, CH3% W m/lEd. gy AR
N Az sidel Aelde S8l A, CRIS Tl B
SPNFPoR Wik, BRYS SPlRAPom
ate] olpuelow Aejstalch wE APAAE vl
Ho FISHE, B ATAS T VT vl
et AAE 2Fcbe] S 4 AR B Y
<= olggk 29e] BASIIT. elnlzeAtel] aFEE= 171
of Abglell gk Bt EAEAE dAsH e, o
3R E2AL Aol tigk FRARE AEEE et

U= kappa Al 87¢]3ict

il

2) ok&7] -

Armsdend} Greenberg(1987)7} -
2243517 93] 7)eksk =74 (The Inventory of Parent and
Peer Attachment, IPPA)Z Cho(2008)7} ¥l A2l
£ ARSIt oA (o mu)Al W
AAE s o Ago] gltha ARy 5 A4l
o] o}57] A& Bt of Ao} ojmyof] thgk ol
< 77t Sl & 1858 vl golo g P o]
AR o, HE vgol v 1S AlQlg & F 17
}& ARl oFs et A ZE ag 3910] ul-gE
Asstrh. A7t 22555 obs7] FRe tig
oIS vttt 7h Fake e 1¥A]

14, ‘wlje- 2%t & 530 = 3= BAHE H=
2o g2 FAEe] 9lon ol=r] XX Cronbache] a A
T ofA o gk ofzte] 85, ofmy el gt efjzto]
86010 0H, o}57] FRol thgk ofxte] A AS
= .880]3ith

obs7] wj Apple] Frelte] AL 313 W8S Bl
2 PEFFIFES BEFsl= AlolZA%(Adult Attachment
Interview, Main et al., 1985)c]|4] o}u]x|e}lo] ofjz3} of
wuighe] ofatel et ARE 217 AESA BAE
o= A Y=tk L ol of= gk FRof| Tl of
Zho] QHAolE EQMolE © g o] HE WA

o]] EHU]— o}];d—

=R =] 13_1 U:EH o].];'d-_o_

or S =

ol Mo ¥
o

ﬂ\__(‘_l,_‘l ox

9 do o

o

f

T

E}

[}
i

oL &

w) oful Aol that ot ofrijol vhat o 247} =
oA, AEHoZE Fato] ofrLle] o}57] Hio
that ofsolel 244 Hel seich

3) 9ol TG ol

Hazan¥} Shaver(1987)7} AJ2l9] Wdatozhe &=A3}7]
Q& 73t Adult Attachment Questionnaire(AAQ)Z
Collins®} Read(1990)0] 74, HeFsF Alefzbn
(Adult Attachment Scale: AAS)E E 727} ¥ 5}

selom, obEsl B AF W 39l0] hEERA

£ AZFAG. U s gD ARE 5 o
ohatsh e 6, L s A A
e A17o] 2e0ep S suojzts) Baw 62,
AL U} gdeks B e} AeAE AL Ae 2
b S Blojala B 6Ree] & 3 59189,
. 3443 o|g Estelar 9l
= 57} 2252 SR
5t Er_]_-oH‘_]l—o] ok A ole ,]u]sh:} 7} B3re. <AF 1
9A Qb E 14, WS 2EE SR sk e
Ay %

O

Tz HRog o] 2Jom, Cronbach®] a A+ 3}
22l AR QH o2t 76, 3]solz} 78, Bt .799]
AL, vl thet wrtozte] HAA] Al .860]

At

4) FEBF

Crase 5(1978)¢] 7Hkgt ofo] 99} H s &4 H=
% ojryg(lowa Parent Behavior Inventory: Mother
Form, IPBI: MF)S Hong(1995)¢] ¥3ts}e] ¢-2ufe}t A
Holl W 5T ARAE A, of wrel B9
S ofas} Beld ojoiel alEe] ANSS 2 ¥
ghal= Aoz d#A QItK(Crase et al., 1979). ‘Az

RS AT=S ﬁ‘?ﬁhﬂr’ of 3 474 ¥4 5&
&, cofol7} AE FES S wl, 2 AFol of ExE

g R R PN
1o $= zelh Seld ofolol 24] GeRith Fol
Hhg Bl SEY, ‘ofol2 AL 2TkEE § A4

AL A 5ol 44 B 8z 4] shela

(<]

2 & 26%o 2 T glon, 7 Fae s 12
A S 14, ‘@ 2Echel 59 el Hee 14

38 i 390o] WEEIAE AT

-89 -



6 =4

SH5|X| M|263 25 2017

e, A7t #25E Aol gt Pgol A3
Ak AAEHE olF dBA A HATHE FEWTE
t] 2ol &b, Aol FES Ttz Yol +&
e As 78HA G BT olfel tste] =24
o7 Ausla 3 Azshs FES o %ol 3, Ay

b dew o e Ae FASIAE O Be whe
& 9 2 A A9 g da aug
2 EHSE BFL o Bol et 5 3AH 44

Y=o Hole omlsitt 7z} 31980l AlEeE= 2t
2 .77, .83, .69, 7401 HA| A== 750]Uck

3. |7 Ex

1 A o] g ARl 339 Lokl 59
FEAF Fe] A
A BelsgAs, TR ) e YE Egal
of 14 AE2ALE ANste] F 19898 oo o5
u Rebe] of 2t FEe At 4l FHIel 28
T o] 5l A THE s Cristal Aaeleld
3] (Institutional Review Board, IRB)9] %213 A%l A+
o] H2g A duAlE AARE A3, A w3
of ool glPermg BExARE AAEt & ATAt
2glo] Q)= fgte] dASs sjEzo g H
rgo] obF7| FEote| ot 7%401] TJrEd s
AEAl Sete] dgolM A=
Zo)7] Sl @Rl o] Fet —E#ﬂol U=A ZheF
3 Aslghgels reka sl EYE 698 A
SI3 19237} 13 2Abe] HFARE HRHAL

23} ZA1E 913 obS o & A 33 N
AEEAFE ANST ot 1518749 S92 ) of
sUolA Cojehi IRBe] %918 717
vl el vhat AT AHE B FelNE we T
22 tste] AgAolA 20131 10€5E 20153 11€
Apolel] AIEISIEE. Ste] BARsEAG el AR oA}
£ ¥ olvsl ol Alslsla & 17270 Felsgl
on, Ago] dofro] = 171 Aol olmus=
Axprd e gute e e Eol ddwE Aol
Hel Aol SH8kaaL, ehde AeAe A3
23 FAAY A LS St FAEAG A
22 Ainsworth 5(1978/2015)¢] A|Qtshl2 0| =|¢]

rU

ol

,1# w

3
512 W
&

ﬂ R c Fl[‘

4) Model 8& 4% wi/lxdy} w7fe =d2d

< Tl ZEF AolAt, ¢ AFF wilE =ERYe] EANE
Hayes(2013)9] Afroll w2}t 249 vipi2g o] Bl E4sgict.

I, 1S ooz ozl ANsel, Hee =
she AFNE-S DVDol Agste] kil 43 48 9=
S U v vl et obplEATA

>,

s} AES wgtov] 48 P4 2 Ao o]
ek e we F waAkE AT o) o

A ZHefgt oy SddAle ZEshe AFE A3l Al
o] AFHZEY ofsf AL, HFE =F Fel7} o
Folxjol & AloA= AFEZo] Al

Al__g )\}7]Q041;1r )\lzﬂ)\l o 31z tt]o] gl o 7 Qo]
uem A A Hge 2] Hre R o]
S3lEdet. A Fofol] gk Aol Abelle v S0
Ao, el el Folg AeiA A, AT X
& 3 A e dEgttel 2% 392 AR 4

% AL 16680191

eish olriel off AL 4 43 A2 Sl
SAHJL, Y2 =3t ﬂ% )= Wy AEf g}
oA AAE 2% 3be] w43 A
& 21o] RS
SPSS 21.0 version= ©

A
‘ﬂr- uH7HEJJr @Eﬁr 4 zdE piass H45s 9
& 43== The PROCESS macro for SPSS& o]&3}itt.
Hayes(2013)o]] ]3] 7id o] R Z2a3ie 9714
3] 724 0]L} Baron & Kenny(1986) A4%Z¢] whd< 1
BN A B} ZkERElHA T AEE o] 71 A
=4 'F‘ AAsle FHZ Fjelolx FE5E& W Qlrh
olo] 9i&:3]0] Ao Agkel B ol o] F
AR A N Agor 2A2E3H
gho] wu], g oA wiyjats 2da}
Joll #4938 & = e AYar Sk wiZiEt
< 9J8)4]= Hayes(2013)7} AA8E A2 23S o]
671e] SAA Bl 7k B 45, 2dadHRAS
feire 2d 18, 2489 mpladt 248 fleie 2
AT EH-dl| 71 Agket 2dl 898 77 A gekoltt =
Hullo] Tl nX|= dFFollr o] uiziRicle] Ho]
= Adadtel A fede RolgE 0564
bootstrppings &3l SR, ol& 2Jl 5,000% 2]

Skl

o
fll

:

12 o o
jﬁ, 3':}1
O
oL r
m

[

off
>

T G A O
M

g 2

algo 2 Al

- 90 -



OH=te] MlchHzt

ol 2HollM ofmL| 2| ufPRlo| CHEt

bootstrap sample- o]-&3}ick. =] 48 98] Hd)

omHe Fgaiglon], dEaEgel B4 Ha7) 9
3 ojiael E&welS Alelak =hwol, el uiy
wole ddzmlolo|ng WizAlshereld.

m d+2x

1. oo 9] ofS7| F=of ciet of=fo] Fote| of
Hulof| chet ool FeS olxls BAMM o
oL SS9l o7i==t

$2d gote] ofriuell gt e FEE AR A
3, EQbgolzte] 45%(27.1%), SHAolze]

(72.9%)0134t}. oL ¢ o}57] 5o

=%
rsi'

ot o)

Sjol ik el FgAE 9 dole] ofpiie]
& o2t zhel BAE Uoluy] 98] 2 welSe] SE

A4S AR, 7 WelE 71 A Al

A= Table 13} 2t} BE oL BlolSe] 7ke =71 o]
o] FE8 HITh FE5WI9 dote] ofryel gt

SfZhe ol e Wgloln] 11 ghe AT} obdl o]
22 g2ug of Wele Asld Welse] A A
shoirk. ATREE o]F7] Ashre shghe 201w,

ke 4u|gto]ojof dti(Hong et al.,, 2003)= 7|l

(Table 1) Descriptive statistics and intercorrelations

T s O0lo FAHeR %40}9&‘4

olgfgh 7|Z2EAE v O R ofrU 9] ofFr] Filo|
gk ofzko] Foto] ofm ol thgh ofZtell WIS WA=
AN oy e] a5 mavs Auli ddhk=
Table 259} Zt}.

ofriule] ol57] Rmol tig 2B = 1.80, p <
.001),7} AF5315(B = .90, p < .01)& oo}e] oo
gk o3l 242k AH2) e v, ool ofE
7] Bel thek fHe FEYFol FHel I vt

(B =56 p < .01). o[, ojul]e] o]'57] Hma] tigh
shato] odote] ofnfu]el tigk ohatel nlAj= kel of
wUe) Fgase] PRNE) ee & 5 ik

o|gt ojwy o] olg7] FiLe] thgh ofFte] Y5 Eo
7 &R QlEf dofe] oy ol gk ool m|X|= 7h
Hay =719+ 502 YERdTE 5,000412] bootstrap
sampleS ©]-83}4] bootstrappings A5 A3}, 95%2]
2= F7be] [112, 8512 UeR A I E s FAIK R
Ho5t9om, Sobel teste] A7} FA| §-o)51A] YERITH
(Z=12.69, p < 0). o]o] W 2E} F7)E 2212 o
wje] opE7] Z7he 5% obe] ofufuol
gk o2k 221 TRkE FTsthE 2lS ojngich

ool

a b c d
a. mothers’ childhood attachment to parents 1.00
b. mothers’ romantic attachment to spouses 32" 1.00
c. mothers’ parenting behaviors 43" 36" 1.00
d. infants’ attachment to mothers 49" 36" 43" 1.00
Minimum 1.37 2.10 2.32 0.00
Maximum 491 4.78 4.89 1.00
M 3.27 3.57 3.64
SD .68 .59 73
Skewness -.14 -46 -.85
Kurtosis -.09 -74 -22
“p < 0L
5) The PROCESS 7]EA1] HayesQ013) A28 8418 490l EE3l8775 o4l a2 A48 A Basiei). =3 Seuslo]

Z&uglo nmxjE 8k =7)= JeRE odds ratio B
2A~Y 3]FEAM | H]s] The PROCESSE H|EF8AS9} 95%
6) ZHdade] =371 = (X > M) x (M — Y) = (.56) x (.90) = .50

== Exp(B) 7 a3 AR fol=
A TIHLLCDZ 33212 77HULCT) 34

41:] BH= Wald 3h& AR A529 o]%-3
A A1t

- 91 -



8 sizMsnsis|x| ®26A 25 2017

2. ofoile) obS7| Zof chet ofEtol USBSo
H&S olxls BAOM ofojLlo] SRl chEt
wtolste] T Z T}

oluluie) opgy) el thak ofzte] KB 3
< HAE BAIA wAtel gk Gkl &) 2d At
£ A 2 A3 Table 33} Zt}. ojmu 9] o57] Fi
o ek N2HB = 2.83, p < .001)3} uj-p-2}ol] thgk gt
HZHB = 2.73, p < 02 27} G55l =2 IF
a1, o] - Hjle] s Ae(B = 1.83, p < .01) §

Al Tl A FEFS vzl AR ehd wjeat
o] wulojzte] zday} Selwgch. webd ofuf e
obs7] Rmol tigk o zto] Pl vl JaFe )
o z1ol ek Gkl le] FAHARE ¢ AL & 5
1=

The PROCESS 7H'#@=}¢l Hayes(2013)= ZdEAS

__u]

a
a
=
g
5
a
fo

k)
Y
i
iy
o
oy
N
o
30
rlr

HEH -oleln
ALl AR A1) S e
o N 2AREAE AN SAg Y

o3kl 5742 WE-|(10th, 25th, 50th, 75th, 90th)o]

=4

a9 HAFS
=4

R

AGSHe O HNS BT Ak T 49} 2ek WS-
Aol thg oho] vlg- ke ofuiilEel 5ol ov]

vel oF57] Pl i ojzto] g nAl
of B Aol TfE ohte] zdmA) EAA L.
2 50l31R) AWH Opmeran = 131, 1 = 2.72, p >
05). 2 ojulu]e] o}57] Rmo] that ofzto] FgaEe
QL mIAE BAG ofmile] WSl Tk gt
zo] zAmI WA et ofzto] vlg- e AS

(Table 2) Results of mediating effect of mothers’ parenting behaviors in the relationship between mothers’
childhood attachment to parents and infants’ attachment to mothers

95%
B S.E. t
LLCI ULCI
XY 1.80 41 440" .99 2.60
M—Y 90 29 3.06" 61 2.39
X—>M 56 .09 538" 29 62

Note: X: Independent variable(Mothers’

childhood attachment to parents); M: Mediating variable(Mothers’

romantic

attachment to spouses); Y: Dependent variable(Infants’ attachment to mothers); LLCI: Lower limit confidence interval;

ULCIL: Upper limit confidence interval.
“p <01, p < .00l

(Table 3) Results of the moderating effect of romantic attachment to spouses in the relationship between
mothers’ childhood attachment to parents and parenting behaviors

, 95%
variables B S.E. t
LLCI ULCI
X 2.83 53 469" 22 53
w 2.73 91 3417 13 49
Xw 1.83 79 2.69" 20 26

Note: X: Independent variable(Mothers’

childhood attachment to parents); #: Moderated variable(Mothers’

romantic

attachment to spouses); XW: Interaction term; LLCI: Lower limit confidence interval; ULCI: Upper limit confidence interval.

“p < .01, p < .001.

7) 2ARFEI(Or-n)7he]
|23 gltH(Hayes, 2013).

M 5-2](10th, 25th, 50th, 75th, 90th) Zk&

] O 0« 9 WEFLATZ - 0 wr]] O 0 =
TAUR “Hllg Fer, e “FURFE, B2, ulg B2 5o
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Of=te] MicHzh o]

THIM ofmL| 2] vfPRlo| CHEt

Lelolsioll ojs YSYS

Pe
2
rh
=]
I
o =
folr
i
oY
of%
((e]

A gk, 1A ke 7

3. ojmL|Q| o}E7| B Iof| cHEE of
Mol cHSH of=tol] HE
ML 9| B Xlof| CHSt ot

S0l et
=0| Hole| of
st2 o|xls ZAIM of
of=te| =S o}

opH A FFHNRT ofrLle] o] Fmol Tat
ok gejs] ovfijol e ol S I of

Yl Aol thet utepstel 24

Yol of= A Hgsitkn 22T 5 ek

anE ojniel o

]E 74

Z37] 93 ofrl o] FEBEL BAG Fol o]

o] o}57]

sol] thek ozt ul-gApel] theh it

oH 7<1-_,]

A5 Ak go] oote] ojnuel that cfzte] ZAEHI} o

43| fronlRAE

23k Fiek. olol ojniule] o}

7] F5Loll thEk ofzte] cdote] ofmy o thek of el J

T
=

Al

] z)= FAGNA w9l T3l @utefate] 2da
A= Table 59 2t} o]mUe] o}57] H

Sofl thgk o 2B = 3.17, p < .001)2} wll-p-2kell thek &

ol ZHB = 2.50, p < .01)&

(Table 4) Results of the conditional effect of mothers

odote] ofuuel vhat oz

at values of the mothers’ romantic attachment

o Zhzt Aol ke A olee] o] Fmo
g ofzto] FHHASE ofe] ofmiie] Tk ohte
AR KR eSS E IS EDES
odote] ofufuel et ojzte Qg olglet. el ofvi
Yol o}%57] Fmo] tig ojzte] adole] ojnfulel] oj
ohat, =, ofzte] Azt Aolmgol ofrivle] o5
nmo) g o2 ulg Aol vhat Wabolte] Aee
& thehA] 2obA(B = 198, p > 01), 2ol Azt
o] FAolA oluu]e] Aol tjgh dutol el 2
k= giglct.

=

4, Of=el AMlcHzt Mol zp™ollM ofmu{o| o3|
Of=tnt JutofEol| ofst YFHS| =HE vl
=,

el AR 37149 B AwE vigow ofny
of o}557] Nmel Ui olzte] FEAFE WA el
odote] olefie] that ohztel ake mIAE ol o
s o] ubelzte] ZAEIAT QA 5 ool Az

2

childhood attachment to parents on parenting behaviors

variables percentile B S.E. t

10th 1.31 13 2.72

_ 25th 1.49 19 3.89"

mothers’ romantic s
50th 1.58 .18 4.67

attachment -
75th 2.01 .10 3.95

90th 2.43 12 3.18

p < .05 "p< .01, "p< .00l

(Table 5) Results of the moderating effect of mothers’ romantic attachment in the relationship between mothers’
childhood attachment to parents and infants’ attachment to mothers

, 95%
variables B S.E. t
LLCI ULCI
X 3.17 46 4.69™ 1.26 3.08
w 2.50 46 330" 61 2.39
xw 68 66 1.52 29 2.30

Note: X: Independent variable(Mothers’ childhood attachment to parents); W: Moderating variable(Mothers’ romantic

attachment to spouses); XW: Interaction term. LLCI: Lower limit confidence interval; ULCI: Upper limit confidence interval.

“p <01, p < .00l
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o] oA ofwue] ofF7] oz} kol zte] ofgh
FEYse] 2dd wER deAE FelEd o]
£ 9§ SAEY(Figure 2)S viE o2 Z7AHAHREY
of AlFE =gt A3 oz ATzt Ho] FAellA of
U ] WtofFtel] o5t FEe] 2HH miad=
J= ASRE YEIITHB = .86, p < .01). o} oY
o] kol zte] ot FFYFo] 2AFIHAINE AuE
7] 93 5,0000H¢] bootstrap samples |83}
bootstrappingS- 2A|5+H AxH(Table 6), 95% A&7t
A 05 EgFskaL = vi-g-Atell thgk @utefzto] wlle-

& olululs] A48 AGE ol THAE Fola 2

elo] PAAeLs vl ke 2t ai)
A vl et w@tolto] wle- ke 92 Alelaa
= ofelue] of57] Ruol tfat ool FgAFL )
= o] ogobe] ofmel cfat ofzte] ake mAE
o, = ofzte] Alizk o] BN ofmiie] wfs-
Aol hat durojtel] olgk kgaEe] 249 uET
7h LoV, oFE7] Hmel hak ofzte] kg wke: on
Y] epgalol ote] ofmuiol g ojztel maj
e el wjgate) thal Wutejtel] o8 zABL

(Table 6) Conditional indirect effect of mother's parenting behaviors

w . o Boot 95%
. conditional indirect effect
percentile SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
10th 21 .20 -.09 41
25th 25 17 .05 .68
50th .26 .16 .08 .82
75th 28 .16 .14 1.02
90th .29 18 17 1.36

Note: W: Moderating variable(Mothers’ romantic attachment to spouses); LLCI: Lower limit confidence interval; ULCI:

Upper limit confidence interval.
“p < .01, Tp < 001

Mothers’ parenting behaviors

-
83

2.73"

Mothers’ childhood attachment to parents

86™

Infants” attachment to mothers

x)

Mothers’ romantic attachment to spouses
w)

Mothers’ childhood attachment to parents
x romantic attachment to spouses
(xXw)

o
X

(&7

o
o*
o
K

[Figure 2] Statistical diagram

Note: X: Independent variable; W: Moderated variable; XW: Interaction term; M: Mediated variable; Y: Dependent

variable.

p < .01, p < .001.

8 XW — M — YE H|2gt 2E AHTE2 Table 3, Table 59| #|

T=1 2x|stt,

S 94 -
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ohatoll ofg Fgalge] 2Aw v fENE AETo N
oJote] ofuu]ol tjgh ohztel L HlAE WASE o
AHem ofsislaa AAHt ol drEHos
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SR} QI ok ofeile] of57] e tie
ohate] odare e gpgalFol gole] ojuid] g of
2ol vlal= ol iR Arks AT

==
Sakxsl= Zafo]ciEnsink et al., 2016; Grienenberger

et al., 2005). AAle] H vl HolsE oS35S nlgo g
BAE BAE oF7 ol FAS, o)F Aale] 3

27} H3E o] FAlEo] FHHoLE RRHIE w5
Oﬁﬁg%ﬁ UebgS ongitt. ol AAstis B3

5l Hro] okgafFo thil 7]ojo] A3 7]F(executive
functlomng% B3l Aale] BEIL HAE o) FHPTo
2 Yeh}r] wjEo|tk(Bridgett, et al., in press). ojz+o]
AlhzE Holof mi7 kA2 535 Azt ol 74
J2 ole} o] Aphle] Frol GG o2k dA el 7Rk
3lth(Belsky, 2005; Belsky et al., 2009). o]= oz} o]&
(Bowly, 1969/1982) ™ olujg} A5 o]&(Bandura,
1977) 2 2% o] 7hsst, H 7} HolgFe g5
of o] we} ojto] WHT, A I FGAE ol 8
FHo| o]F BIS=F A, & FRUt Hol AolA =
FES B o v ez vehd, o2 Qlsf 2
of ozt FAoll FFES FrkaL s = k. ofs7] F
LLof| thgk o Ho v e s W
oJuUe] gk ofzte] Fagh g R, Hrh v
FEATS & F JEF 1 TS FAAIAE gt

3 7))l HE s AelHes mEs e &

ASIBIL ofrils] ok e
Soll L nlAE DA G OHZM 22577} 9

53} FS3FS Helth= A3 dTte] Z3H(Del Giudice
& Belsky, 2010; Millings et al., 2013)E 53] ES’J:—E—
sh= Zlolgkal & 4 Qlok. STk -

7F A 2 doll =XE of Y=u A, 33 T OH
23 FEE AxH 977 F sk (Feeney & Collins
2001), 79 FSAEA oAWYr} G dHolehe
AaH o2 A4 0 2t 24l baﬂ' 2Hs A3
B sAl o] HuEs P A= uf vieAt=
e ofztol 7|aket AgAA 3:117} TZHEOH o= ¢
e WS 5 sk oAl 9EE ste] A= of
ol thgk oole] ozt Aol FHH AHE JHAL
A == Aolgkal M e 4= et olfgt A= mEgh of
Hx]e] gt gt T84S AR Zlofth oA
YA - Z AR dalS B3l A 2 A
Al WslE Asta, 4 & RV Atk B84
I} ol 9] 37t STVt A, oJHE] ok
SAZA o] AL YA FAlol A Ht. %
3 7= 2dE B FE3ES 2l SAlel Aol A
A A FReHA R HdY FHEE Xﬂ%
g 771 23l Al s = 3}
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B thgt oz} w-gAtell thet drtefzte] o zkg-
of oJ&t B3, F ket 2Ea A= YERA] ek
th. ol el A7 7k, ofzke] Mzt Hol #g&
golgl odqte} @vtofzte] A gals AuE M3l
Zholr 7] 3= AAgolet A% vl E7tshA|L, o
o] opE7] FEoj thet ofjzfo] oJofe] ofmfe| gt
Nzt FAol YFE T AT ZH, = oz Al
7k Ao)& BHgk 727K (van IJzendoorn, et al., 1995;
Waters & Waters, 2006)9} F-5-2] A= #A7} 2R 9
N2 dell P wHthe A7-E7H(Kim, 2004; Korja,
et al., 2016; Laurent et al., 2008)¢} FEZ o &2 AX|5}=
Aifolrt, ey} o= gl ol ofmue] g
o ztol| ofmL]e] olg7] Fuiof thgh o=k ulj-p-te] oy
gk @utefte] Aeztgaart glglons el afAl
A Faok ok FAR, B thE WS FAlol Fsted

Hop B3t A7RY H5S O WdE e WAE

zho] 2HEN ] et M2 IS 2T 5 s A
ot thA] Tl o] A7vt A|FFsh= whek o] =
NE} EA 2L ATHHS o83t BIRlE Zte]
AE AMEA Aeg Zasgde] A7]€r)

A, ofru o] vj-e-zte] gk GtoljZto] vk A2
Ale)tare ofjzhe] Aldiz o] A elA] ofmu] ] it
ofztell oJgt FEaFe 2HE wivlET=E
EHlo] F&ule mx= o] A ofH W2
2(xHEE s deterhe Al A, oy
oFE7| H-Reo] thgk ofZte] odoto] ofmy ol thgh o=t
WX JEFe owu e dutoljzke] vt ¢ke 9o &
gholjztel ofdl F5ePFe] 2HE wPiEdct o] %A
Higk Ygo2 sjeellx] XIgd vt glera A
g ATAele] vla= A7 ek e AR2le] opy
2o} olmUel] s AA xS EA AdskaL Qe
oAU 2R ol|A] Bt 329 FSEdES Holn, A
STt B2 HdolA o 3AAQ] JEdES Hel
th= A8 7o) Aak(Park & Lim, 2000)2} F-3-71e] 31
9 e Z5ATE A eke] dAlHA] 2 Ee] Fg
23] FFYEoE YehrAy o2 e A7) i g
ERRIFH] AFSA dEol7hA] FEFS v 5 giek(Cowan
et al.,, 1996)= A2} AgHA Q] vjue 78 Aol
th B ATE B e A9E £ Y Folshy, ol
o] gk oz Rur) HolFes FadEs Hst
™ FAeHA =] Apilo] Rt HAS wf Frrt Ho

o)
e o
how e

N E

o

& FgAEol I FgAF ARk Holrt Aol
A LR gk of2ks Qg oletal TS T
47)9) V5L Bk of FAolA] ofwiLIZ} vj2}
ANA MM AR] Frihs o 8ol =271 A9, olzlgh
FaAFe Us P ZehEion], WAl o
S ofjzhs | PgH o g =71 Aol TgHR S5
S5 © Bt o] FA| obs 7] Fre gk of 2t FA
g0l ghe) 71 relel old HEAgel 9%
< e FEBFLS Gote] oy ek ofFtol| JEks
Fo] TFEHRE HYorz A3 owF(spill-over
effect7} 99Tkt & 5 lck. ofeiuje] YR o] 2
g G ol Aaatgo] ashe dobrt
Botof2-s A = 2.2)(Grienenberger et al.,
2005)°] =2, van IJzendoorn 5(1995)0] A|A 3=
Y ofzte] At Holrth= B1bg ofzte] Azt
oo B8 #AlE 7hxoF & Zlolm, 2 W o= ol
el Aelazel el F53Ee sHA TS
S5l AP e Folk. of uf wjAfske] FHHel
WAl T84 A FAA A shH, F5-2 ofmute]
H3lo] obdl opAjst ofpiu), = el FEAoleh
2 g Axsfof & Aolrh. o RhE BiX(Kim,
2017)0l] ofahd, Fxo] ARSI A A ST} of =], of
vu) Zzke] elakssgo] Ahie] As Aol U] 2 o
e Fr 2otk AFHoR Agssen, A

AR o] S H R dofue= 57] ffsiA FiL

AR s AA7lE 71 W 29971, ° dot
7PE EE ARl 29715 AAllo & Ao, &

sheisjolol & Zlolrh

Marris(1991)%= £& Absle 7Fsdi shalzjel ARl
& Azspsha obgel N UL MBS Fu 1=
dAsEe Ags F= Ajhn st & of5e

THEA A7led st A Aget ek B

5 233 dAok e ofn|gitk(Bowlby, 1952). ©]
ATE Bl Ao A= g el AgEta el
Ao el Al o] ofzte] Fa/dS ARl
o ojmus}l gaE HolEo] Ao Z7] o Al
83 JFe A= 290Ye A=zt olE niy
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OH=te] MlchHzt

Hol 2HEoliA] ofoiLle] ERKloll cHat

SEofEl| ot SIS =HE izt S 13

gole] ezt FAo Fast JTS s FSAkel B
HHRIES UE e 9= BA &rk= A% (Nam
& Kim, 2015)0] Q= 7he-tl, o] A7 Jofe] o2} it
ol FES mA= oy I {HQl VRN E 1
F8Ae vlEl iH oz Eis] o] Folx|A] ek, of
Hy o] ol57] FEo thgh of 2t} vl-g-Atel thgh kel
2 55 AbwiEn, ooh-olmy WAl JFE vlAE of
2jst wolsel A3 ofsle] E2 Wrhe Aol sheA
olel7b glek. mak Ffjele] olEst Hopodi 1Eh
o] FolX|A] ek WA E FAHES ARl gole] of
Zhol JEFS mA= ofrue} dE WQlEe] 2dad}
o 4% iR} o= oA A=A Ao
B O G A A AR Al =
Tz} el a™d e e

27 oojg o] e
olplUe] oF57] Hmel g ojite Ao &
A

ahe] Aol o) B2 Ak AelejHuge 2
Aol oI s, ol 2 tﬂ‘ﬂ% o Fstel
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