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Development and Transitions of Early Childhood
Temperament Profiles: An Empirical Study on the
Influence of Parenting and Gender from the KIT

Project

Wang, Shih-Ting
Abstract

Early childhood temperament, the biological foundation of personality, profoundly
influences long-term adaptation. This developmental process, however, is not a
monolithic trajectory but a complex transaction between innate predispositions and the
caregiving environment. A key theoretical gap, particularly within Chinese cultural
contexts, is understanding how universal parenting practices (e.g., positive
responsiveness) and culturally specific approaches (e.g., jiao, or training) jointly operate,
and the role child gender plays within this dynamic. The present study, therefore, aims to
construct an integrative longitudinal model to identify heterogeneous temperament
profiles among Taiwanese toddlers and to thoroughly analyze how universal and
culturally specific parenting, along with child gender, collectively predict the dynamic
transitions between these developmental pathways. To achieve these aims, this study
employs person-centered longitudinal analytic approaches, utilizing nationally
representative data from the “Kids in Taiwan: National Longitudinal Study of Child
Development & Care” (KIT) to analyze a cohort of 5,295 children.

Latent Profile Analysis (LPA) is conducted at 12, 24, and 36 months, consistently
identifying three theoretically meaningful temperament profiles: “Withdrawn-Inhibited,”
“Well-Adapted,” and “Enthusiastic-Responsive.” To overcome the limitation of
traditional latent transition analysis in confounding stable “traits” with true “state”
changes, this study further employed Random Intercept Latent Transition Analysis (RI-
LTA) to more accurately map the developmental dynamics of temperament. Results
revealed a two-stage developmental pattern for temperament states: from 12 to 24 months,
a “massive reorganization phase” characterized by high plasticity, with most children in

the “Withdrawn-Inhibited State” transitioning to the more adaptive “Well-Adapted



State”; from 24 to 36 months, a “consolidation and integration phase” emerged, with
increased stability across all states and the “Well-Adapted State” becoming the
predominant developmental outcome.

In terms of predictors, this study clarified the dual roles of gender and parenting. At
the stable “trait” level, child gender was a significant predictor of effortful control, with
girls scoring significantly higher than boys. At the dynamic “state” level, parental positive
responsiveness played a key dual role: it served as a protective factor by significantly
reducing the risk of children being in the “Withdrawn-Inhibited State,” and as a promotive
factor by increasing the likelihood of developing into the “Enthusiastic-Responsive
State.” The culturally specific “Chinese-specific parenting - Jiao” primarily functioned as
a protective factor, providing external structure and guidance that also significantly
reduced the risk of being in the “Withdrawn-Inhibited State.”

In summary, the findings support the view that early childhood temperament
development is not a predetermined linear process, but rather the result of dynamic
transactions between stable biological traits (including gender differences) and the
caregiving environment (including both universal and culturally specific practices). This
research provides robust empirical evidence for the development of temperament- and

gender-based, culturally sensitive parenting interventions.

Keywords: child gender, child temperament, kids in Taiwan (KIT), parenting, random

intercept latent transition analysis
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F R REfR R I AL g Ay b Jhp FAFEY

;u » 3 4 A m}]tq;?,)%’:r_l— g &a%g?/{—;_’g? ;;;{gg;fgz o

B SRR 5 B

%1
Thomas £ Chess 4 BAp$HIH = hf Fe &
FeR A ® AR R AR R 2 IR
I E R B %0 LR S EE R REIEER L
(activity level ) R A S e LR hiagaptys B B E
i
2. R A (Aek sp—  FLET R LS pPERERZ

( rhythmicity/regularity )

R

SR AR

3. Abgrlr
(approach/withdrawal )

$rarhlpe O 4
Fa g RRE) i
e F R

4. i ett
(adaptability )

i E ets o @ AT
B E AR il A
BT R

TEREPERF A
e

5. F e R

(intensity of reaction )

N b E e
HE i ok

Tk E
PR s

Brad g Tt s p

A2

L

6. F BB /AR R

(threshold of responsiveness )

3T RRE U T ch
B g

HEHRE T 1
et R

;fd Tk E 47_@
iim,g ] 3 A &

7. ’Tai-?ﬁ?"’? - 2 ¢ FMEEAA D ¥ E oA P T I
(quality of mood ) VB s Y

8. ALA MR TREFOERFLEF FEAC 0 RARANEAE
(distractibility ) LAk b mM TR £ T PSR
9. R FEHLIAAPRERER  AiidH 0 FE LA R

( persistence/attention span ) % i ﬂiﬁlfﬂ‘?}%sﬁ ¥4 wEFE L

e

HiE 2R 2P

(1977 ) 3 w)
feRBET

15/ 9O BF Tk o

Thomas £? Chess :&— # % I8 »

"—f‘;’kﬂfr'f'r 1&7“&%

11

- BRREE AL

FiaEA4 B R

= Ep‘; 4 4 47 > Thomas ¥ Chess

I BAAFBE O Tr R ol w BRI 5 AR LK WRE TR
A e T LR R

_,Hjm-’?ﬁ’#*ﬁ o%\,

i Ly ¥ o e s



IR A ﬁfﬁ"fép\ Nz 43 & hf F4E3 (Thomas & Chess, 1977) ©
7] (easychild » %) 1F 40% ) iZ3F 503 ¥ 2RI F R EE S HATE 48
BB F RERAEEfTUE I e DF AT o B P RTLET FEER
ATIEBACATH R0 7 S ARA TR F R ARH T SRR DS o
Al (difficultchild » 5 ik 10% ) : iZ8f 528 e AcibiF B % B Al4p F > & 0
EF LM MAREE - HITTF I8 KGR F BB RFI LR [ el
Foods P LR ipml HRB R F B2 R SR SV RF BRI
W PR o
B # 3l (slow-to-warm-up child » ¥ ik 15%) 1 o524 03 d g2 B> H 4
BLEEE R K JATI R R F R e e f e (AeiHE s ) - @
PR BATRR A E A A R R FR L PR AeR A R S
Ho o ARG R B PT AR T LSS
iE- AETARRAT R L PE A M U R X
BEEARY - M G 35%:h08 AR &l R
1

L F Feig sl B s B HFE T e { ik

(= ) Buss 2 Plomin #:f & X 5%

Arnold Buss ¥ Robert Plomin ¢nf235 % £ 7 ¥ - fAd & G 3 B 0 B8 P
SEBENE RGO RBLFFE2LERIPE IR RAERLIARASE
Ao i+ (Buss & Plomin, 1984 ) & e 155 8 f A L3 BEFa T 419
Bend e o B4 & (5 A feind $ 4

RORFRFEEB Y ESETLHARE K Buss & Plomin (1984) 3 1) 7
- RREROTEERE PRS- BETERARLFT LB TR
(Zentner & Bates,2008) 1 1. &4 &5 8 (#Fw LB ) Nm ;2. £ ¥t
BAHA > VHEFAIFTEZET 3 AP EEAY FFPEHET L
BlA ki 4 ML g R Toar B b ARG M AT A

7
(e £ 57) £ %D o

N
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AT B iR %> 8 4 Thomas 22 Chess 114 * v B8 {7 7 &iF o 40>
g TN 0 FIE R PR O SRR R A R Y 1 i
AEEA HAYREE P EFIFR P E L T E hE P4 T (Rothbart,
2011) ° e F T PP R Hb T F AL ACR bde i o s FIE #3den

(3 5 iE fv F] % A 45 > Buss 2 Plomin (1984) S 4817 ¢ § = Bfic 4R
Gf P HAFEAS B2 0 AR R 2 LB e PR (R
Wi A) & BT et R g o

4514 (emotionality ) * 4p BHMH{rA L f 6 Fh (FHLEG ~ BE{E
)Mo B o BIEEM OB E FARRET > F R A BT e K
B RIARH T H o R R -

7tk (activity) * 4p % 8 &AF 4 (vigor) fr & % (tempo) + chibaflic £ 45 )
KT et e FABEA D E Sl Taug B o M4 d e B (TR o B
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%{wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ*iﬁ?@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁmiﬁég’§ﬁ§ﬁ°

-

A2 (sociability ) : pHE FXEXER AL TP A > a A i
Y AR E R I EED e FARENBHE RS AT E b

PR T AR B R R R b AR F R

fﬂ

EHRGE R A o F ¢ 5 He B — i (impulsivity) » 45
Boilig AL gl b o A o BT EFRER - ARG 2T
2P e ARl Bfe s NI aiR B B R ARHC] Y ARt is (Zentner
& Bates, 2008 ) -

=) Rothbart s 32 4 $ BB

Mary Rothbart 2 # I %4 B chj T3 L0 % REEMRh &L B84 i
BRIt (a2t 2. - (Rothbart, 2011 ) o 32323133048 B w2 4 o B {op
SRR HPOmMEERF TAERLETFRE T ARG s BALER
b URF G AA# B AL R (Putnam & Rothbart, 2006; Rothbart, 2011 ) -

F et (reactivity ) © 4 B 88 cfiig ~ B0 (P foil & 4 ) BUAR b Aot eg AR

13



e VYV R ROVERE (FERIER) S AER S HEERRENME KA
PR (FRTRFER S A) BHEITR c@mE 0 AR i (dos F i) 5]
R E (Ao ) R Lk G o

po# & (self-regulation)  4p @48 * 1038 & (35 & dri]) B F itchil
Ao ipe 5T AR ] (ESBIELL A MELFE ) Prdlid] (X iz 2
- PRAHEAAZL DT )BT IR T L LR IBNES

Rothbart 72 %3523 > 35 BiBAZEART (F% cho SEF BALcHA B > p A0 &
g (Fel e nEEARPM DT B g ) PR B R BB L G oo
FIA RS hE i o MBR LR AR I FESAFIAIBTEE G
Ao X i BAY o

Rothbart B/ B 58 7 — & 5J3 # 357 o £ &5 50§ R % (40 IBQ~ ECBQ-
CBQ) R ¥e 7 - BBRI wROUFF Tl HBHEE R RIES
FFAYT P F- REFRTZBRLF EPFHFR L LR 5- 2 7
3R TS0 FHHE Y Rfep AE AR R R A LK
TN B RGT A nd  FR O H B ity 1 (Rothbart et al., 2001 ) -

‘b 4/ AB3iT M (extraversion/surgency ) ¢ iz— F]E A& K g B R R IR
B FR BB AT rffEERE e o CEE T FRE R 3 5 &
feg (HFRRAEDFNE X)) AIEUE GIESF BT FEIEER - B
b2 ARG B X F RN AL S e

oo R 12 (negative affectivity ) @ - & & pt 7 BRI £~ B8 & T
AR A RS E B e o v L BIESRITE R TG - @
EEMEeR - F Lo FEED2EFIREIESE T lo b Rfospi &g

£ 4 ¥4 (effortful control ) : iz &_Rothbart #-3] ¥ B E $d cdfe » 4 1 4
AP GFopcid v A B LBE A EFEAEALS feFi R 0@
gl - BAED 2 EPF oo N HF- BB L ERDF RS
B, R RIS v EE AR A RE - Frplind] Tﬁ%ﬁ&‘lﬁ]'lﬁilé (HTEFEH
R X ) e AR AE M R B AR EARAFESOF FFE EA

SR A gwipE A K (prefrontal cortex ) fo# 3o = (anterior cingulate cortex )
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R R B > A R2FTAE T s LG EfrFES fjﬁﬁﬂfbg &£37 iRl4p ¥ (Rothbart,
2011) -

mHPIEIE4@d 75 K% (Children's Behavior Questionnaire, CBQ) » &
Z IS BaA~ g FHEHc 25 L4 @3 g a5 > Hp 38— ,—Tﬁﬁé‘_fffﬁﬁ(%[ﬁﬁlo.67
3092 253 7 F R afE T ey 4p§ 728 (Putnam & Rothbart, 2006; Rothbart
etal., 2001 ) -

(= ) Kagan #h{7 & 7|3

S FREHE S MR F A GG 73 koo F B 28 7 Jerome Kagan
Ty BEE G Y o BIRENF T - BETE G B RBEUECERS g 7
#3)— T 7 5 #741] | (behavioral inhibition ) (Kagan, 1998 ) - Kagan #-{7 % ¥r#] T &
UG HIRESL G PRMN T PSR SRR g 19

=
‘3;
At
3

A

e

<k
WP

=
=5
F&
‘kﬂ‘v‘

o
=g
b
frk
"
-\y}
{T-‘u
e
=
b
\_.

|

750 e R R
(drff 2 A AT~ AH e B AL )0 R EZEE RIR 24 hF o A0F
% AL iRl € > Kagan %523 1 &~ 5 & fEag) ¢
4] (inhibited) : & Kagan 787 3 ¢ > § 5 15—20%052 3 B3t ag il o
R MR TR R P 2 T D > $E R AR L F L3 TR
,f‘_-ﬁ,é/;éoi;@ o PaRD e T BT R RS FEF (;\%ﬁr
) kT ?Ei‘%@fw%—t— REAP P 2
2t 4r413] (uninhibited ) : ) F 30—40%:752 8§ B30 0 55 A] o A lF then'a 2 B
TR PARIABTT R §ABFERAFIRL SR A A B

A TR R

&

iﬂ -
‘-\\1-

Kagan 72 # & % m?;f)*lw - BHHEF I BAFENFE R o B D
HFFLER S b ?94%Hﬂﬁ’%?”ﬁ@%%%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ

Hp e ifrd|tie o ?KQ%@"J;‘,%&'%IR:".};'J?U mE e TR F R
(high-reactive) B 52> £ S { F 7 i = 5 7 5 #r§|e082d - Kagan 2 1> izfd £

Bt A g ks B ul A = (amygdala) ehF R EF oo ]3] 08
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hE SR AT Pl E B R R {F B AR 5 S -

¥ F i (Kagan, 1988, 1994) o i&—

¥ -

BRSO Hp AR e

F‘

®F RBEOBHE &

BRLF Tt P URR S 5
L EBIRS chE > - L ESh- B aekd® (IMRD) #1 %9 - 7ot

R AT R S

W 4

%
Al =

7| EEL P feie

4 e S
Pt e RE

= ’f"l}i’ % I

Ak 2bdrd] 3] B A8 {58 chciE F s (Schwartzetal,, 2003 ) < 3238 A7 § 5 F B AL

B P At S AR 4 A RIRGREY > Kb 0 R p p g B
2 E RS AR B (Nigg, 2006 ) ©
% 2
B F I A A
1 23 Thomas 27 Chess Buss ¥# Plomin Rothbart Kagan
BR O (FARRF) (A AfEe) (SRAFESS) (FLdrflse)
¥ FRFAVERZD F L3088 FFRLANLFo 5§ FLe #$i74
gk TEARfE (how DA RBFH TF R e A AR (R T E L
of behavior ) © a5 e i B HEALER H] ) e oo
Mg 4 xR SR ZAHAE(BAS): = X BRFTFE Che AT FedA
aRE £~ REM S ABE N ik Moo 48 1T . (inhibited) ~ 2t3r
gl Mo igE S F R (emotionality )~ (surgency ) ~ f w1 A
wESFRE F B#(activity)s B 1 ( negative  (uninhibited) °
AT A4S A 2 M affectivity )~ & 4
R SRFER (‘sociability ) e (effortful control ) °
T R
A~ FEEA > BA
Al e
2 TR BEEERE . FLRBE RN HMEPFEFECE 2 ROE R
RIE BAFFERERE FFORBAH LFF 5 RAF Y #??1‘%3*??(#"
@ 0 e B, BRI EL A A E SR B R kﬂrmé‘ﬁ*
( goodness-of- #0412k o = e B HH (i
fit) o i) e
B rEHERE FEIFERE FEEE FERE FERIBRZE 2
b (EAS (IBQ,ECBQ, CBQ) 3247 {ifl £
temperament
survey )
B0 kA BEL P EIES £ 2GRS S MAERR A B H R E 2
ARFRIZe B G e S PO IEREFE T R AT A g et BIRE
BLUE] ﬁ‘)&‘ﬁ’%'&ﬁ)ﬁ’%ﬁ? WMIMG REF FATAPKIRARET 22 R EE O

i iE

o
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ZBHEES TR RR

"CEFFALDEFFR LRGN B i LR p
# 5 - ¥d Goldsmith & 4 A 7Pl & €% F T2+ §F FIZH DL 4 4
(Goldsmithetal., 1987 )« g s P a2 Mz xfe 2 5 ars > R
a1 f W"E’ﬂ* R A AT
oo 25 £14 > Shiner & 4 (2012)

P

He
1‘#‘—‘:’2"\Jr%év’ﬂ@,é;i~.l‘1£7ﬁ"r%b%ﬁvj§%3¢%\iB’»%é’ﬁ £
Brfpe- B 55N mmphied
Bt B LAY > — ¥ Thomas £ Chess (1999) #& Herdd — Migfe &
—RE A S M DA LMY R B D & T iR A LT B
B PRI E AR REBRRE R P ek R F - R B RPIRD
2 Ee - fEF AT AT N T s BB E BN e A
PR RS C FRE ffer W ERLTE TR
¥ wf_m:; ek & Rt 5 ‘-“L%iﬁﬁafﬁ’ﬁﬁé‘é LELEE N LR PR A
H2®sh T2 2igpe ) (poorness of fit) FF » AT i ¥ RB4 ~ FR{vE 7 2
(Chess & Thomas, 1999 )« 4> — B B & & h3ZF b - nﬁgi:@ah EE R
AR BB IE AT PR E AL R EE N - BEREBERFIE S IFR)
FIRBE Y 0 BT AL S TR AEEE o R AR EA Pk AT T B AL en
EELESIE AL RBT LI ERBENTHG O BR T FTERR LT g
s

REF 2 AR L R A

m

E

a0 LI

. \,J.

k=

x
CJ

SF RGBS A - NP FF R AR R EEA IR B

At A e F AL d B AR o j8_Thomas &2 Chess (1977) B |10/ it >
3| Buss 2 Plomin (1984) ¥+: @ A # s % 2> £ 7| Rothbart (2011) % X en

T2 4 B B B0 Kagan (1998) $Hi7 5 #rdldd G4z ~ 57 » AP HF oo

Wize pFPFEfe kit o
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(RSN b ok FEURE A SR X AW CTER
FEBRAR o F BEALT B A O RIpEBLOFREFLI e A p R
AE (FuEE D) AL A F RN L IRp M B AR 4 o
Fehd LT B AR BHBEOFE -
BT A ow A mGhE AR S (T 5 R BRI S B T2 B G
WAt X R RELHD) L LG R LRFRTREMRER T SR -

BAZARE - A% - B3 FR T B IR RA Mif pe & T (goodness-of-

PR B E ARt v 3 B A 47 h ik BLiE 523 B 48 ( child-as-the-problem )
o 3 23 2%k B O %5 (child-in-context) v 52 > TP F F A L5 5 S MR
Yo HF R BB AT e A T A € 2 2 MR ATIR R Ry
¢ 2 B arfoibf2 & (Chess & Thomas, 1999) » F]pt » B2 3 % Efe B R R > Lok
FOA KT ﬁ%&lmﬁﬁ&,I%@iJﬁﬁé&ﬁ’ﬁéwﬁgﬁﬁuﬁ

g A AL R AL Moo 35 A 5 18 5 ehR % #-4) (transactional model ) 2 X B

I\Y4
4

=

3
R % 132 % (differential susceptibility theory) # %7 #EA A# > { 5 A 7 H R
HA4cP (T5 BERE r_]% j\l}baiﬁo7ﬁ]— (A S = w31 FW;}FI%'

$o8 FREBABRIE

I
St

dw- S w T v §F R X AR F 0 AEFE AR T xR
i oo - 3 B BELEBEGOFE 0 423 Thomas ¥ Chess 0 Mif e & | #3] > B R
LAFReen< b 032 £ B B % 3235 (differential susceptibility theory) o # & g

AR P - TR A B £ SRR T KA S PER RET A

—=\

- S EERAKA  IHRRAE AT

L BB EE B e htg e 3 B ELELhiEAE P 0 Thomas ¥ Chess (2013)
# e Nigpe & | (goodness-of-fit) #-4] » @ £ T - R A A7 o 2
HeP e L EREEA v R FEREDEY > KESRTI N AT #
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FERIGERB 2L PO GET o ERADESTRG DL Df FAREE S
At & R H ol € 2 B eh fe s {rid 42 & (Hipson & Séguin, 2017 )e
LAFE e (good fit) @ § I A FIILfE ~ P X A HF T3 Py T pFo
R g R EFS O BB @ s I A BAEH R EFE o b4 -
cE AT FEA] 2 B AT B ARG LT R E TR Uik
CRPIEREEY o  HE R BV aE A FEREEY 4 o
% i fe (poorfit) : 7 20 » § BB & R& 23 chy FHFERPF > 23

BRI PRS fihpe s SRBFH AR NG S NAEEE RS LB o b

dro - B XA QAT > PR - BE REEF R H:F LA R IR BE Y T
GAEIRE D £ Tr 0 A BRITHE B -
liﬁa}iﬁ: Jﬁ’w#_ﬁm?‘}ik’ BT U AT TR j—,-yﬁ, B & o T

TR PR R R R E B BB T ﬁﬂf_ﬁlﬁzf}tﬁﬂrj 2 NN ST
g T2 2d AL a FORTIE EIRE 2 B an7 oy (dissonance ) © iE—
B BFFhE BT B2 e TARER %R0 T FH%
K P EAH S T L RAATF—TB I T+ (gene-environment interaction,

GXE) A% ¥ %0 £ & chprs §7) -

P AFRTRIGETR

WRR AR 1 IR B LR TR R DF T AAEL

vk o A WEIVRBPOMGT - I PnTf a H- BAEFL S FFE

FeniEAz o 50 R A A1 > Sameroff (2009) # den T 25 #0733 SR
Zhiwe 0 LF- KRR CIERE 3 R T g en ) (bidirectional ) & T ¢

P 5% 1 9, (developmental ) o

(w
A
N
s
r
3
9
P
3
fﬂ
|
S
a3
9
3;
-
\
O
[
b
froly
14
N3
Yy
%1
\ -
P
bES
R
fhard
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B F 2 — BRI G g AR5 HAF R e BT QR R Pl ¥
RAMPEORE > G 5 I 02T i plF aFEEE L 0 )+ BB
( Andreadakis et al., 2020 ) -

S ERRRHRES RO BRLR

WA T TR E BT R A IR BT P A AR BERT RR
PR BHEAp G KA > FEBERET 6 HAPF SRS 0 7 BI%F F
B¥ ac ® £ 3% o Belsky #2 Pluess (2009) #% 21é T % 8 g % 43235 | (differential
susceptibility theory) % #'#% # 7 { 2 M OfRIEIZE > 45 N B H X BB R P
BEF S FEFAXISDLER o

%

PEGAGKFERHY N H A RGBT XA RERBEEL TR
A2 e ¥ i (plasticity) o 2 HF ten Mg Fo x| L“Va?Jif'%H
[P S

#7524 (orchidchildren): izt & B B X B 5 WenB 4 (4oF f » FR 12>
BEBBA) HRESTEL R « L85 BAEY B P BE 3 {5500
SR AR AABAFNRTREY PRI FE I
AIMEL N4

il

| 524 (dandelion children ) : &2 3% 3 PP ¥ 58y » ¥R B & augp

= =
Ny
5
L»-‘E

DRI PGS - R

I 2 mfbgﬁf?f% -G AR S BT R G TS oo T FEE
AR - BTARLST P o 2 R F o R g AL PRI
Fivs DAL AR STRAY EE RS NG o LG KA ORAE TR

AR TR RIS S SN R T LS EAR R S T
H

SEm D o MNEMTRE N ARG KRR igd - 2L B T B R
FortARATART BT L A %Jmﬁ‘?'/i‘kﬁ"ly"‘ LIRS “é-mzﬁﬁ‘%] = A P
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WRANAM: T T2 —BEMG  TLArRE nhE ABRA 2 F A L0
B Tl o TEF R  hEga > w23 L0 038
B om 2R RS ILGRRET { SHRDOBREARLE T TE AR X

BHRBEFBam o FaFLam v pp 18

21?‘1
1_
T
G

N

,p_"

7

bl
T
3

o
et
f‘m

BHAREREF L Rdpe - WG § 4 i ki
¥ERE IR F THFBOMEESE v POk G T 8 2L %93
Bt M3 3 #end 6 T4, (how) ERTE LIPS R Y
ol

£
3

«l
-
;ﬁ

R 4

gy
=g

s
7
4

3

3

T~

B en

s
-

f LA
R B AR FIIEF h? L w F PR R T - FRIE N E T AT o TR

¥ RBER o

B TLZR2 (who)e T iFER#HEDNT - BRODESERFI 4ok 503 275F
I Ao b MR RAE AR B BB "f‘r’ # X Sas
£

Bk

S8 FRAERRPA LR

AT - EEOTF TERRIT 2% 0 L ek | (goodness of fit) 1
A AEMEEd GRS FEA G ILH L AP 8 R T B
IHER > Ra o SPEHERIPEASOFERLHANEHRY (12 34K)
TRICFPEMBIR? X F AL B 5Bk ?
Mg A RSN BEF FETELRG BEEY PR RE R
AR e e 2 ST T At B e

R E AR R A

Fig e B BB S R R R 2 1

-~ F TR PR

ﬂb

F A S A - BAPEAE T ﬂfﬁ,ﬁ o % B m@ M ;L‘";%_-? b 4
S W R IhF TR i AR
(Caspi & Silva,1995) o j&zF B w2 & mi}ii\?} FHORTLETF AN E

l*i
C.\
[
=
‘Er
*D—
D
YS‘,\

TARR b IRRH

AR o - Sk A5 (meta-analysis) F73 4p 1 0 F TR Gl 0 3 3 A&
EFENE 0350 33 6kEHER 2 T 0.52(Roberts & DelVecchio, 2000 )e
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TEPOEFRMA L AN REHRDAF LTI RS ERETL AR
ﬂfr'

!
&y

Eipl o

PR L a1 -3knEHY > §F Fen T 5 (profile) = #54]E R 5 A F chfg
T - BERDEF P Y > BWEAHBR, TS 2L L TL A T EART]
(ﬁ“ﬂw%ﬁéw%)%ﬁwrﬂﬂﬁﬁ“W%ﬁéw%)iﬁ%?%@ﬂﬁmr
etal.,2010,2015) c A 7 B TR » i) - EPPFR A > B i 68%3 75%:% 82
¢ M4F AAp I ing kA %8¢ (Akker et al., 2010, 2015) - 538 3 ik L & & o
v%%n@ﬁﬁw%x@mﬁiﬁﬁﬂgawéﬁ;

R I EARARF- X AR FFOFREE - BRLER FELII B
PERRa s (FRERFIR) PRI BE BT F 2 (2014) o
HEBATL AL RE BT ER 2 Te R e EFAMME A F AN
FROOGEROVFFANREA CFEEFREIFLFAZT NI EF c2RET §
R F A EOMERE T E Ry F TRk PR & B

Bre k- diren T | i rammp g M o - BREBIF O R
TAERM T A A AR P T ) 23 B e Blde M BT "EEFRR A
FaZBE{ A T2 (FREFZRDY) %2, 02 ppdmh( 3
Nt e KR FTEIL Pl vwkE TS (Akker et al, 2010, 2015) - iz 24§ H o
o n - Bl v Ak § %5 SEHME LI EME g5
By & o SREMEOTY B X F @RS EFRET { GO ERE &
LEFEHEI B E -

S FTRMER

g4 (132 3}%‘) AT FEB A FE IR - o PR w\-&r"mfrv’gp i
R B H X if‘f’lg? ’F‘:}'ﬁ‘ﬁi*pf Qé%‘a X e diE BERIFERBESE L
IR o
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(=) F-HE1I2RFRY

BB R T A 4 R o SR REE B IR R L b
FACFEEREOB > T AR PR L0 FFE LR B R H o
BAEgL R AR A ITOFE > KX BRBPEN IS T

A HRTFE R LITARE UPF S o A PP g BT o) %% (cerebellum) £iE

‘?“

A B % (motor cortex ) P-i# #gaf it (myelination) > # F&H T L 230 o b o>
#dmde (T2 3 AT o Blde® Pdp{e S dp 6] # # (pincer grasp ) (Berk, 2015 )
AW enfhr oo AT b B R A#H

FROBRRGDERY » 223 2 F R AP PFEE 7 4t - B
£ (activitylevel) 3 732+ > € 2 i A F ~ X RO HHEB LKREFH ;8 - B
Agwr i+ (approach/withdrawal ) @ T | e3Z 3 > Ao HATHRBE S G4 4 o BT

I'ﬂ

PREEGT |  FFFFARFRI A RS R ARy AP AALP
g op e PRER o F o

BB U SR L e TALS B A RS R A LRREE o

o4

frgeniziie b PRELLEI P 2 Eb2 22 Wiy

P g (TA ] )L Rt e PR R A ko 2 (Sroufe, 1996)-
B R A TR AGERT R2FPRT TN AT REFFF R

d P Paes |2 AT i A8d Hp f FeFEimd sl wipx
AT B RE o AP EATY Fnd BEN > DREIEATEM G bl4eo
FREIHEPE > a¥E2E A I % (Jean Piaget) #74s it e T #4845 % | (object
permanence ) LA 224~ 32 B] (Piaget, 1955) P B E 7 H F H P 7 i s den
¥ J& 5 & (intensity of reaction ) ( Thomas & Chess, 1977 ) »

(Z) F-BB 123 3RPRT X

TONES STRRTRSE e Y ST FTan 4 R o KA o B

m’i‘ﬁ‘k‘:’%ﬂ’,: wulﬁ_f{t<?§%é"s?§’u{r’bt"6é}E‘J’Jlﬁ’ J)"; s ;ele‘;\‘ 7 u'fb'g"# 5o

A ak - P TR fj‘xlﬁﬁ—ﬁ”’ M+ faehd g (terrible twos) | o
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4 IMensgit b oo E S a4 K HE - BP9 (telegraphic speech) % B 5 { 45 f2
e F o R PR LG AP AEFTRELE AR AP | F iR EE

Friga @ aon g g4 F (prefrontal cortex ) 7t 24 4~ g v B 1F Fo (Berk,

2015) 0 FARFE > 6 PEATE p L TR LA frik LR F el 02 A
ﬁﬁaﬁ%%éﬁﬁ;;ﬁﬁbwﬁp“_ﬁ”ﬁiﬁﬁ 2B E i

%?Nm&mﬁ%*’“rF%ﬁﬁ%?%&ﬁﬂémmmﬁﬁ¥%“ A4

A fenT 5 H05% o 1995 Plaget 9% o B IR en® 2O THELY > £ 5

P

p AP (egocentrism) e Eh o ¥ K A & R L% R AE (Berk,2013) - & /38
TR AW PREEEE A | A o

% - BRI R (persistence) & ~ * B (threshold of responsiveness) ™ (&
PARKE ) iz F > A LR d N mEES N SR A2 F B T
T ERFRZ DT MR £ (tantrums) - T2 ERFAE > 7 - A4 B4
ARG 2PN TER  gUARAFEZ FRALEPN AFF AL EES
BER Y = FAAET G R % o § ¥ Rothbart #- M FTRAfS T F
=41 (effortful Control ) ;> FrFrd|ffrd: ~ B33 8 4 e 4 > @il £ 2—3 k%@
TSR3 E -~ i 2w 4 (Rothbart & Bates, 2006 ) ©

FlP o B 23 Ren® 2 B L LT AN &F (external
regulator ) | o JLfF (s i* e — =X FAERF ;I:;rs - BV FEDE S ¢ o L peh
Bttt T2 3 & (coregulation) ;@ 7 £ FdF f £ et 5 1R fedm B 2
BEIAA X AFSF @ PIREaiLfip e offs (Sroufe, 1997) 22 H 30
T2 2w | > 4o TREEEA F LAY > FEFafre— 5S> #3
$H2 o AR WER T E TR 4 SR A KR A E 4 R

#
B -
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B L RER

BB METHEY S TAREY AT L LR oip L8
TR A B L ERERE DS Bf % 4p@ (Krassner et al., 2017; Rubin et
al., 2006 ) °

B - ReaFmz - AL B 4 g B T LT o AR
WE B AL TR AR M enER Y AR E e b
SR e R FICERES QP E R s 2l B, e
BRPiBAkFEFRHE L = B R RenIz+ (Krassneretal,, 2017 )« izfd £ B AL 5
AL R R AL Lﬁ‘%f‘?'iﬁk Moarihip B Mo gl Y o3
BthfT S dl R Bl # e fFent 6 =i & (Krassner et al., 2017; Zhou et al.,
2004) -

H=xo T g w s & T i5 5 #r4] ) (behavioral inhibition) * & » &I &
FALAR - FLHT O RBeEMIZDRF (drs gt ~ ) B2 0afFH ]
wlEE ) P e NG B AL KPR R (40 % K ) (Krassner et al., 2017) -
iR o Ao HATE Qg L2 2 1% e AR IRE g dE (Rubinetal,
2006) B FGFE NI N2 (LIRET 5T 5 PrA]F AR G - A BT
B ARF o AR A2 R e 2 2 00 R R IR T AR R AR B R
ek *% F]+ (Rubin et al., 2006 ) -

g IRipkE e LR 7 FHR NS 28 & 414 | (developmental niche ) %
AHRET - B3+ fEE=2% (Super & Harkness, 1986) » :%32 3% 4 5k » 823 e
Bz A3 MBnd AR e ¢ R 521 2 EhE Mg A%

felps MR RAY B E P FRREL OV 27 RAEF e LT
a2 ik R Afelp Ep e

pfR g s AL v R AT A g EES S E RO TR R R
T EA] D FI g E G MBI F s R 2 N A HiE 0 ZF 3 B4
® 7 & frdleng F 4 3 (Krassneretal,2017; Rubinetal., 2006 ) o @ fed * 2 it ¥ >

RAFV R L ERZFIapz2EpAdd bldva FMWan® PR BB QR
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LA®BEROMIIT & 27 i ¢ BiEZF B 4R1TH (surgency ) 7% B (Krassner
etal., 2017) -

BE o g REs 1 Tk | (goodness-of-fit) #-4] end & 1+ (Thomas &
Chess, 1977)° 323153 » W3 hig B 3 B ¥ 2Bty X/ 4 ahf 1o
mfr}"j**“ﬁ%45ﬁ?ﬁ"h’ﬁwlf@% (FulE* i > e VY )P &
MR- BAEKE T P AARE T2 T S AT RBRRIfop A
AFkeng 22 v Y Voo TR B (Rubin et al., 2006 ) -

Se 8 ABKE S

23§
¢ gk 2
LPETRIPEF TR RO TERAE o A8 g BF AT - eI BRI %
R AREN Y AFRCEEATRI SR Lo v KA RARE o £

=y

e 2d AXFZHEe A2 LA RARBEFL - LD
fe

i _" —'a 7352['7" P Fj’} Py ];F ]El ?{? ﬁ\“x mF i{il"}‘ ’ ‘XB’» .'L-‘};\'Fl

M
I+

g Fakanad » 22 £ 3 e MaEsnk o HE(S > Mgl EZEE W T 24X 2
LRk g s FR3TE 2 i ke (culture-specific) 7 T | (guan) 22 T #¢ (jlao) 2

T REREFEE > NE - B EREYES VAR ROSITRE -

o

- RAZ R RREHF PRI IE

AT wdd » BPiw a3 el s A w R RTS8 4 0 2824
EEFERET MDA KA s P AEFIE-Wgr oA LiRp2I AR

chi T $HE 7 b ehb 4Ty o
(=) #3 Ti»HR, 0d ¥ trcs (buffering effect)

Wt x4 25 g w1 (negative affectivity ) 523 @ 5 > = P ¥ 5%

ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ@iééﬂ’iﬁéﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁé’?ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

EFRFRGNRFREEEY A BORFATEY RS TR AL v
AT Fehizd > B & F iRk e % firsc % (Lengua et al., 2024;
Slobodskaya et al., 2005 ) » # F 4p 31 » f o FR B P24 > Fa kg~ L



FORHEORERRY AL > HEFIMP A (Wl g) &bt BAE (dose &
7% ) B ¥ < (Stoltzetal., 2017) -

o BREERIL TEIRR S M P TR S BIEAPR T B
R 135 1 (vulnerability) e &4 —% & | (diathesis-stress) #3] > Y’é—'ﬁ e
BEPRREMARRE EHE TiEssh o pr - ZRRERBERED G2 FF
B RARR Y B FBEES L5 3 R T ¥ (plasticity ) (Belsky & Pluess,
2009) ¢ & Phele TR B HIRS ST R BN R AR Y RE
B B e RA 0 PR PENRTCEEOREY B e g B R
I gAgARTRE X 3 WA AR eh T2 E ] k& (Belsky & Pluess, 2009) ©

- 38 d Slagt & 4 (2016) {7 4] {8 % 4~ 17 (meta-analysis) > 5 # 3% &7

b
=
qw

y 2t ;E’;s;b%\o Y 2 7L ﬁ 5;444%&@1 84 18 = ,gzr » S ILE ’ﬁ rfﬂﬁéh ffl‘"
Fenad o #I e e KEREDF BT R RBES R R 2]
REFOBESTORAFENF LR EOCEIAN G 0 2 XETLTEEFS

(protective factor) » §{ ¥ - fhic f24f B B = Heic e [ 20 & | (catalyst) ©
() THFLF4], 23 eh5! Eack (guiding effect)

CESIH LA 2 e HATH FRFTA RN T £ e g
e o S RALDENRRE  PREREHT A o B f‘{ﬁﬁ; (Rubin et
al, 1999) o b s % T » % A {7 5 #2241, (behavioral control ) £ .o 3L =4 |
(psychological control ) % B # & « % 45 < # 3k &ufolf ~ - SR & R A 1
FRA-ARr Lokt > FEIFEER TR FH L EA FE

e1p 2 4 (Barber, 1996 )
FRAHTLOIHEER RES DI F A § 8T ik 24
(Rubinetal,1999)« - BHF AT F R > * R 23 S PBRITHE L 4

(overprotection) % = ;% » &k F3f3ZF

HFGRA S L o s IR R P B A S MRS HRAR
N7 A drdl e 524 £+ £ 2 PR (Lewis-Morrarty et al., 2012) -
Gt Foaan Tigpe ) R dfE- AEwe 2 BRAFREH T AL

(autonomy support) FEH i RFAFL R T B IF- Tl}-;ﬁ_ﬂ}rz’v’ﬁl%-—'ﬁ 4 1Ay
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ﬁw*ikﬂ?E%Hﬁﬁf@ﬁ’*%ﬂi%ﬂiﬁﬁﬁii@’&%%Wugaéﬁ
A3 B AT B (Hastingsetal.,, 2005) o o 0% = Va0 5 s Jlebipat 09 74
FOIRHE X 4 gl > FE N B BB R R oo
() TE4 41 ¢fu ff2x % (constructive effect)
" A AR CEFRERRS P AT dpeh a3 rd - B

i%F@”ﬁﬁ—%@%i%@igﬁF@wﬁJ’{ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%$a
(Rothbart & Bates, 2006) + £ P4 A3 2 #F K # Lo v R A i ERi £
Fyrdla AR R FFIMER A o

- 3 d Eisenberg % 4 (2005) & Fn4F Ay Far g BFBRE - &
TERORA N e TR AT R A FIRRTL A E IR (BB

A (BB o - HARE A kRN L M R

om0 BAAIAE P Bigen TP 4 £ F | (mediating role )

BiT E GEG M B e T B AR g % % #°74] (transactional model ) & = % f#f#
BT B f AN G N B e M e R AT P
dpdi o e- BRERTEE e P A AEEREE LI EA -

Khurana % 4 (2024) 3 p A A #F2 A FHAF KA 72 0 B F RAEDE 18
FREA W DFRE (FH A QY Y B ) B I RGEHN (£ HEpr
FlEZAD) fop XA &R 4 g > 7T FFRIFRIA AR B RIS R &

i FR Rt T o
Lengua % 4 (2024) i&— H#H N> T I PT EHF AN EME L > »
PR A B 4 #4 (effortful control) % 4% p A4 22 @ikt c AP RRE =gl
AL ERTRAL DI P ANGSEREIRFF Y B DM I 24 p 2
Find Er PR KADK > A AT L FEPRE N E v ] %&ﬁo
AT 2 o BATR P AT RUG AL - KA te kAR L EL 2T NEH
B ADGEFREDAER AP (AR FEFI AL LT DA RS
SR PABES DR A ( FREeNF LAY B ATE

AR PR
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SN EA KA Ahe R

EANL R F P AR RERGIEE AR EA A DRAF O FE G R
P e 5w 2t - F3 0 Chao (1994) chB £IBFTE » F A HEFA 2 L2 Ry
ch U (guan) & T4 (jiao) PEA 31 » Hiiss c R EF Ay dp ) » F AR
2 bg o B pimg2 batd 2 g Digdl ) (control) > A 8- fae S ~ &~
SBHRERFA A TR R - AT S A RS L g
B (training ) 7 & o

PR T B Reng B > B A SehY L uIm s EEERL o Ng &

A (2014) g D APRGYERA R B AR B e I3 hA IR
B EaE BMm—— & A gz £ A9 5§ (my child is my report card )

SRR R EE R A L R R0 S Ll
Eodp ek r o gb - BRLELA R PR T
At 1= S TE RS - R O B

T KA BRSO A {5 A
R S
v bR ep pde iy o

EFPRGAH AR PRI B EE T AT LS OFEDATHE
(Kids in Taiwan, KIT) 9% 7 BIF » 34 50t - 4Fecn? 4 £ 385 { HFEn

T

TS
-
A
™
vy
L
[
3
Al
\_‘g\
o
19
ETIRS
fot.
“m\ﬂ

PR A RMAT T SRR TREER TG R FLFEE DG (¥ 923
fé?’%ﬁ ALEZ ¥ 2 F 77 ®If 0 2025a 0 2025b) - GHEBEmMT A ;Jrg-%fr?;(%J
B4 (S MER- HlaRE FA S BRI SHL

?iUWV%%M%)Uwﬁﬁﬁﬁ{ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéhﬂ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁyﬁ,uy

g A nE gl BB R R ITM o P ABEIER QA H- kA Rtk
AR KPIE o &r.ri\.g;ﬁ—sﬁ.?/f—rﬁ‘ Freng oo I—i\.gﬁqﬂﬁi i T
23R

"5 (shun—training for obedience ) : ' 1 & iRl & < # ¥ * PRICE Bachdh ¥
AR R Pos B R RIS BT RPN R 0 AR R R o BN %
¢, H ﬂ%:}‘i%iﬁé g :r;\‘.g_ﬁ;‘r\}g_}.nlé“ﬁﬁ\}\x o J‘r;u g-gj\?’;;ﬁ:’—,ﬁ”lﬁiﬂﬁ

WA o
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% (chi—harshdiscipline) : J* £ &35 < #* =+ & P& P > “THRPPE ~ 7§
SRR -5 Bla s MR E Ee kA A o i § 410 4
"EEF SR AEREEE TR () 0T gD EEIEF o

# (hu—overprotection) : J* {4 R & ¢ # 3 *ER WL~ R T H e o
SRR WA GRRAT 0 G A0 T A G KR T A

<
ﬁﬁyﬁﬂﬁﬁioyrﬂgﬁﬁﬁwﬁlﬁ@;ﬁi%°J

i
A&y

parenting) ABF & 4 4Ffe I & PR AP AR RaET KA HF LR EE
?saw%%ﬁ%@ﬁ%’uﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬁg*iﬂh&hﬂmﬂ°

Po S EfAERE AP FE RGN O R, -
R RAAD PRATAFIIFRAPE L I F DRERIT bl 3T

<~

i@ KIT FHREFT T#FR > * a1 Bog &4 | (shaming) ——H p & 22

LA HR TS - BAg 18
%

Yhed £ (2023) %7 3 451 0 o

A
e
3

BT R e TR B R R
Bof Fok 0 s R DB ARM 0 Y § BS54 § R e 5 e h

T ﬁéo&%m%%ﬁiw’wﬁfﬁﬁJﬁ*ﬁT’u%%\Wﬁ§ﬁw

ke

ml—?IJ’ Bl gl Bes F? rav’I-f%’ € mmr’—RJ’ A ﬁ;féﬂﬁ‘;ﬁ’ 3 B e

/
“o

?%‘*

ww,ﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁéaﬁﬁ’xﬁ%—ﬁﬁ~*@%mﬁs SR
FR(FHLpABENS )Pl {FL5RA2 QI FRFT - BELR %

e btife BHAY > 2P SEFEPEHTEL > ATREY 5, (Jiao)

Lo e ip g B =
Fo o I ﬂ*’rﬁJ&ﬁ%m¥4%%%ﬁﬂi@‘ﬁﬁf”%§

TR R R g o & TR TRE RS
P AT KA A s PR VR T
e 4 o gt — Ri®2 Chao (1994) B 3 $efed = TS ] B a & den T
By (training) PEAE B S 2 & > RHE S L RALEA 2 L AP RA D 4tk

AR oA

F_
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*"iﬁp%i%ﬁ%éﬁi”@mﬁ—agﬁipxﬁﬁ@%%%ﬁ
g4 B Bk R T B4 g
AR - B RS AT dp F IR (scaffolding ) hF Y AR
TR - RAPRA S BRATEY LT RRRSAEES - RLT O H S

& FRpEEn T ) RSl R /e TR PR R H T 5 RN R Ip g ARG

i 4 R R
BIo b HrBREASHEE) CER TR NS AF LR PR A D
Wl Ay At R TR e ey A F L LR
IR A ??I“%%ﬁhﬂmﬂﬂhﬁa#ﬂ%VJ ﬁ%&:~ﬁifﬁ?k—fﬁﬁ
BRI Y WIGR AT Ao BUHE S L ERADROAAS HHEABK
AP IS i N KA % g TR

RS

FE YR AFETER K JITEPOTERIEE A - BANEEN L
FErREREHNHEHERORGIL T 5 LR HFHEAKEG LAY REZR
Rl

zﬂ\ﬂ

]" mﬁ:ug\/} o

|82 EE R FIER

\u

TR JRESR T LR S B S Y R i LRI KCE
it RAKEEF TR AR A B ERDERAFH L L Lia o <

FRALE R EOR e FHT Foa AT - BREELfRKA T DL

'3‘
i
Jehs
A
=
i
'3‘

AT e v BERASEL R A FERE S ARG
FREE -TAREER Lo FRILCL S EFI YL
R RS gl 4 o

AR S o B i d i T RISEHE SRR P RE S
BHGpFRic 25V - i ks i Era#ac EffegaELsFo
R o — BB HA T RARTF A fﬁigfwra:rrgg"\)—%ﬁ v e sk 0 B ol
BRBIEE QT F o T o e APt Tin ) igfie @R g = 300 &

I

T RB o AT A S o2 o AP A FE S EARE D
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TRBNA R (4o f e R A S ) 08 RF f AL A0

PP - ARz T E AT RBEM P oG R T o

B F TERADERI B F LT Q3 p Lt P A H T
Cje] o PIEE B3 E B b2 R ho Pu]d T - B8 AAITHAP 4
MipglahA v BRE v L - BFENEEF %‘rz\ A EREF
R B e B 48 514 (Else-Questetal., 2006 ) H
AR P E LR PR aib g 1V 5ok | D%k
#°*¢np&ﬁ?mﬁWiﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁg“’”iﬂwmaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi

ZBEw o FrREEFIT AL AL RN

ﬁ—;’ ﬁ’\‘x)—l/ﬁ

ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%%@}ﬁ’

S%\? ;ku
mh;x‘?
é

= o
q.!'

:‘

o3
=
=

=

- F AR LR

KR AgE B e GRBRMAR R EMLIE g FonTimk Tl

Mu] kR A FR AR BT - R Z B o Else-Quest & 4 (2006) ¥fid F 4718

CHRIOR AT RAEFERAIT 0 S ERE T RS EOER  2F T F

IR
B 4 41 (effortful control ) #2 #r41(47 4] (inhibitory control ) : * & fpt v &
HELEFRN T L A RF L L AT AFFDEALLA Pl 75 2 ﬁ

G R ABER L TR ARDRS SR R o

bt S4BT (surgency ) F R Bt e B P OEAMEFRE A HBER AR

ﬁnlv

56§ (activity level ) 22 % 3% B i J e g (high-intensity pleasure )
i iR M (negative affectivity ) © pt o Bed b X B 24 o 43 & TR
M (fear) 22 "% £ | (shyness) e p tenf v LR35 A 5T AR A
"t /4478 | (anger/frustration) % e ¢h it el 3 (B Avd g o
i%li—ﬁfrﬁﬁﬁﬂf‘? FAR Z2HES ik g AF L F IR FAH -
rECN vM*Hﬁ%(wiﬁm)ﬁéﬁ%§¢i~*mﬁﬁ&ﬂww%
o G g (e EREREEL T ) g B 4 % 5 B (Kagan, 1994)-
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TP e BEE T S RET TROFRECHF FE R AR G A (I
CHFRECARTE ) DR E R aME e A o gl ol A X LR P

ﬁ‘ﬁ,gg’g‘.)\gﬁ?ﬁ_giﬁ I ALY R R A AT A gt [y

=~ RA KA hEUALE

QA TEL R R AR AL B o ¥ AT R T RN T L
A B it ingck 258 p T w4k ¢ i (gender socialization ) (Fivush etal., 2000 ) -
TRAR L ORRE BRI A OF THeI Y o ikt gL

1:3_—\. o
(=) FHERANLE

Fram, 02 (Fuf2 ) et e ] 5 Mo (4
Rl AL ok Ak S | &@‘ﬂ 2ER X o dpEE > BT HRTHFNTRL
e FlE s % o ip M e T R T B

(2) B iths eif et £ B

GO PR FIELE > < T { M LR 2 hfb 2 B p A R R AT B 3
L IR B { § enfe et & 3k (Pomerantz & Ruble, 1998 ) o i@ £ £ it ehp 2
£ 4% (autonomysupport)» £ # T Kk € FFAF p AT g OF B X F gt id
Wi (T G Y (4§ fehh oA & & aiiE ) (Endendijk et al., 2016) -

Fb o A A2 E P BRI OB LR FEIEAIAS e S E

—\

ECT Y S NECE SR S TR I TR

"

N 20 s R S

RF R RA o MR Aad B AT [ PIFE- BHRD MeEi
§——I=a ?fﬂ—*ﬁ (moderator) > 4% 2 > b - %A 2 NN FHWEZE 0 F

33



o EFMB TifR | RP o g3 B fie
¥k R TR GRREY RO g FEE

(C)HTFZFH, P Pr BEEE

SAHIIFHOF BN LR Y4 pdla 4 (F 4 4] effortful
control ) 1fkf 427k 5 F1% (Eisenbergetal.,,2009) ¢« % 52§ F > #F %I} o fF =
Fof 4 ddla 4 o 7 A BRSSP RAEF hi 491 3 500¢ (Khurana etal., 2024; Rubin
etal ,2006) bldr> K2 I S inf p FEAE NI BFPE RE L2 E5p Fla

FHARFE A R AES A FEE RSS2 p 8 F%
(Eisenberg et al., 2009; Khurana et al., 2024 ) - F]pt » =% }3{5}@;' BEBHIZF L
AR R AR PRI FLf e R o TR AR L%
donirs Fadp 5o K FT L A1 § H A I e %4 52 (Eisenberg et al., 2009; Khurana
etal., 2024) -

PR MR frE L S FRB BB OF T DL RGAELE - blder TR ATER
Bt bt in (M3 02016) F AR e F FHar v i s e LB o
4of e FRRESEF T 2 E R MEe Y 4 f74] (Else-Quest etal,. 2006 ) <

FEHA T FFERADIIT Y o Fu A B g Ty e & (goodness of
fit) > £4p ¥ 5 »cg % o< R B (Chess & Thomas, 1999; Rubin et al., 2006; Thomas
& Chess, 1977 ) o iaf@d i e 3 28 B %A% 1 ¢

cy
lmlj.

PABEN S ECRFR
v B #i* (Eisenberg et al., 2009; Khurana et al., 2024 ) -

(=) R* &4 b u it sck

AR DT HEE - EF L2 BRIP RS E T o blde 5 R
EHPF L FR - CARAEREFIRP O (75 o E T § P75 (ot
RER) RS FF R L L S MEENREL D HA B ATL AN
FrAr Y b F 38 (Lansfordetal.,2022) - i3—- g A f 2 iV kAP 3250 - R
BALE R G AR M R R A o T R elg B & 5 B F (Matetovici et

al., 2025) -
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AEE o FARMBAL LG PRE IR (eil@ T L) DT F AR

BEEFL TR el VBHEp ABE s FRSB SN S > &a V]33

Aol

HAER > H L Pt B e p it A (Lewis-Morrarty et al., 2015 ) - 3%47
TR F AT LR DR RN R AN ERERURAT A w

o 3 WABRERR 0 £ AT AR T TR R RALR B Rk et 6]

THFRENRN  FE KA CAGR SN T B2 B H
?ﬁ;’j‘?ﬁ CEXI"}\HP}?;}"F’ _’j TH » % : *?{?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ?iﬁ%— ’ﬂiﬁ‘/g”ﬁ

MIF A A~ B hche T F3E (Endendijk et al., 2016) o

ARG S QPR AFE LY G B IARIE S LRI o U
PRE-B IR FAARgL S :‘ﬁi,?;%?ﬁq@;fgiiq RT3

G B H K R A L B AR A R g (LT P R L 2

i

i
S A VLA BHROR S R KA AREH DL FERPRA

it @

13w o

TR~ 3P 4

\\\

Flet o E R g F O TLfEF B B O3 R HCA) "FK'

W
et

fo gk fhuls AWV AL ERDAE s [TV R FREF T KA T

v

T4 g% o s R AR U f;égr:i CRE A | IO ré,r}«}f%?’(%_t;ii—@ 1= 573

“k
-

BPREES AR - BHERTY > BRE ©F S he F Bk o

A8 RRERLRAFT A

FERELEMNF FRAE - IHEA AR LKA R S QPN LS

HERep - BESMGEGEE R B Qf g B £ Bd P a2 b
Mo (F o iw) & afdgy (f2ide Cpskibgk ) apmRar

(
TN SRR U

B MG AA BEFEAOMERT o f AFE T OB NRER > T L AEA S E

|
EY
-
3
na
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-~ EEP T L TEEM G D] TH AR AR

W F RERADII YL 85 F g ¥ P B (variable-
centered approach ) » &4 12 23 E“f‘";‘ﬁﬁfﬁ“/}%‘r R AT T KT R AR
SFTHFRGF AP ZRahr AT OELM B o raZr F- B {
WAL EF R R GPPIE FHWY LT 5287 2k f P8 BB D0 HMY

LI e RS AT 0 7 ek e B - TR, 7

P- 2B P BRAPHFTEERGE ED BT AT ER
(m@mm)ﬁWF?’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ'ﬁf—%r?%u(mmmmmmm)ﬁggﬁmao
Ful L ad il 8 Slehg TR LU KA B Ao
Hyh g r2 %05 Faad FEg B Ly (heterogeneous developmental
o AP F P E Rl - o i RS ER A
PSHF A (RELTA) B W st - & 2 84k > 5 A#AT 5 & A

SN RRE TR E 2 F Y G E N

2

trajectories ) » 7 5 & E * T 7 5

A-
.

Wimpre tmgpe R TE-BE I TIAEE ) PR

frm %a’@émp AALRN TR i LM
T2t w a0 FLAEAN TEABHTRE ) e PR R 0 &
iﬁ“?*“ﬁgﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁé’ngﬁ? R A A

ER-GE AP A BRABILL D O REI T DA D bl
R fAKEGAE AR - BRIE? Adem X R IEY 0 U P g A 4p 5 B R
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HopFa 36 0.68

BHL R T 2 ERea 53 1.00

ZEH I 2 R4 1 93 1.76

BETL I EY 13 025

mEHAL L LF R 25 047

& ¥ 1134 21.42

ESERAFPIOFERELIREEF R £ 12°24 2 36 "= BRE
AP 0 BRI - BE S AERD F RS o BIRE T 0 AT PR R AR
TRRLRMTAREE - B 60 u] 5 88.73% (127 &) 89.22% (24 ¥ #)
A 89.35% (36 7 ) Apfti o RA CRITLAREFH b PR AS A

el
%z ot~ 4RI A RFLFehplp bREA FNERYTRRD § R



T S ELEE LT At gAn
12 7 & AR 597 11.27
A 4698 88.73
24 1 & AR 571 10.78
PENE R 4724 89.22
36 7 & A4 R 564 10.65
A A 4731 89.35
A — A% e
=z & 11E
- %R

AR T R TR B QP EAATHEE (KIT)FH8# B2 7&K
%oi%%&ﬁ&%ipfﬁﬁuﬁg——%ggg\%%%%gﬁﬁgﬁﬁw
—FwREERE I ESMERTE SN R RAR U S RERF
W TR Y R PR % (IRT) REfRA -

(- ) #2§ ¥ (child temperament )

A 727 ¥ Rothbart (2011) ehe I 4 fo BB hdmde » -2 Q5 F & 5 BAY
AR F oL A ehF B Ep ARG B Bk B4 LR AHDBHAL
BTl AFTERKIT RER S TAAEFEFE A > ol
(extraversion/surgency ) ~ " £ 4 441, (effortful control ) 2 T § = |+ | (negative
affectivity) % = = ¥ Hh o cnT € ARl R - R AT RE BT B3 L HE L
(1= 3 32 5= %8 ) &7 mh o« F 57 Mo X A3 - 0L 4 60
EEED e 0 I KIT §F 2 R 2 AP g~ 470 & 4 ?ﬁ’}#‘m B
NV L P IR R Az BRE R T e 2 | g Cronbach’s o & 4 3t .68
I 822 T EA 4, A3 605 85T F i, RIA 653 792/ o
B RSB F AL TR 9 60 R > B B A LG K Ao
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% 6
F ORI HG F  Y 02 5 RIREIE
HH o % IR 12M 24M 36M

‘bzt socAQl T A EpEd s > 2T AR 7.%51,%;,@] ° 0O O X
SOCA02 § %+ §ERIEE P B RPRA TR WA A 20k O 0 X
LR E EE EaE R (bldel R A ) o BEHNEL D
SOBO o (b 54 -7 4) X X 0
socCO4 & $ATHEHPF > %3 £ 5 1 54 o O O O
socCO5 AR ¥ > ZF EEIr7 bk - 4232 o O O O
P s0cAOS ZFEF LG ERA PR A EE o el RARFR Ay o o x
\ P
H#  socBO4 %3 1R AfECF s I o X X O
socBO5S %+ F A R FIHAT > blde ! FERPIEFRGFFE] ~ L pT o X X O
socCOl 72+ R AF NN ARG wRPF - ZF €4 F o O O O
socC06 #%+ F 5 4 § & %F - 0O O O
4 SOCA03 A+ A et fE™ > I+ gt BFR R LT o O O X
¥
4 socA04 ”)‘i ARZIE AT B e g,?}_} Bk FRIE (T 5 o 0 0 X
LI BIIRE S A R (Bl PP R RRAT
socB02 Bod o &R § 45 gl - X X o
pAEF I R FEARI 2 g R PR (Bde
SOCBO3—1:‘:F’°H§?’%‘§££”'Dfiﬂ']~’§bz7£“’a‘§'r‘?p)° X X o
Bt A EPET %3 g RGP L R 2AREREF FRAR
SOCCIO os (et H 323 I § B BB & 2 355 ¢ o) - w4y . 0 00
s0cC17 3%+ 32 d Frerse & R E S » § Rk r 2 fse- 5 o O 0 O
IO AT MRY LI XA T ARY o THKR AT EE) KITHF X -

FERF R A Bt 7 }’EE%F’J’.%‘%&»LF’J@?'? LERAV PO TRl E R T
SRR T AR R D F RTEAE A BRI e d N O T AR
%i%ﬁégi?ﬂ%iﬁ%iéﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁﬁgvﬁ
(multidimensional ) » ]t 2% 7 $ * ACER ConQuest # %8 > 14 % v B IR0 25 o
4] ( Multidimensional Partial Credit Model, MPCM ) & {7 & 47

EE P G2 o7 D % - > v B Rasch #4) (H 23c) RE - Efoif
F ot i0A] { ot (parsimony ) » Wi 48 ch T BREp R 5 i WAL 13t
55 (Ao R RIR ) B ERECAIF R %2 0 4 A5 MeE- g Rasch
FEERA A D A T A Bl 5 T4 2 R B (specific objectivity ) snfbiF it £
Frifo gt PR Ap o B A (REFT)h e it TAan k&

» REIE S B 3t o 4 b 3N IF ¥ 354008 gdF X ¥4k & (Bond & Fox, 2013 )
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AT SRR F R T O ERIMER S T U RRT K12 7 #7536
s ficl § 2 g8 ¢ (commonmetric) @ FHPER Ty B L0
FOLRE & 0 A S LTA &2 RI-LTA ~#58% 57 3+ £ 8 F B8R A # -

AITRAE S AFLERNE BB DA B e P IRT BeFTA

v

Bco g4 BedE Y (8 B 3 (expected aposteriori, EAP) 2 i& {7 iz 3+ - EAP 5 -
f8 P < (Bayesian) i3t et 2 o H h2 g “*é‘«%?‘;ﬁ—*‘ R EITE R R - BIR
KB gF B A% A % (prior distribution ) » 3+ & ) B R R e RS O
(posterior distribution ) e#p ¥ & o p* = 2 Flao e HAE T Y FAF hiEhiE o F 9
RENAFTTIEEE SR AR 0 FmAREY o Bl 0 LRt = B EAP A it T
Wil e e L T30 OB L L 1P Z Al 151 %’A\’Frmﬁx“%] » %

B o
(=) B %z & (parenting behaviors)
AT RENS BB E G2 LR R L

1. < * ¢ 5 %K% (positive responsive parenting)

rELHERN TR pw kA 0 T BAKY LRI BB YRR L
et g (etic) A c B AR A AL ap ¥ IHY 5 AT

B % (sensitively perceive) + * eng £ 25 (B#HE 2 BA R ) F85
T pE P j5 4 (promptly and appropriately ) W J& ¢4t 4 (Bornstein, 2015; Davidov &
Grusec,2006 ) > P T & P AR 522 2 % 2 kR e 7 0 H P ndgdx ) H B
Feg®omd - frge (warmth) 3 23 ~ 7 2 3% (support) & %< 03 §
oAy * KITHRED 03 BREEEFRE - 4038 9 ¥ T2 o v i

—R A G B F o B B FRBOMEF LR e 3
A NBEA AR AR AR AT A RT OGS 0

EH Ry e 3 BT FORRENEL 2 FA L koo - B
e B E] LT R 3 6 2 R & # | (interactional synchrony and affective
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attunement ) v & % iﬁ;jﬁ“;}&] I X o BV N L
B G AIER g P P LT B ES o

BEfarFit Tas NESRER S AR Y B, BRME T RAH
B3 AEEROTERE L PRI BTN AR S LR H T B
gt o F T B et B T AMMAF T | RE 0 * BE S W2
e R AR Ty AR R M A i B EE B b
Boo FH B n T ARE R 4 Efedar T waE, PR RS - B S
FFRAB LT AP RA* T TR A ERE DRI AP e Ey
PoaFFRAd A E o S AF LR A hib e o a £ S B

AMFagayd o LR RELAp ¥ AREY G oo

Flot i MHE TR R G AR RA G 0 A - BB EFT CFRE
BEFHL v G RO T B o

PHEA g BRIBERA AR IR BROER SRR EAEFRER L - BRA L
Davidov & Grusec, 2006 ) o 4 it} » A5 %

e T3 AR A g k)

FEFr IR (1= 203 4= R5F) 785 > A B ARB AL w BT 5T o
AN RR- KM AR ﬁéw = Bk =x e Cronbach’sa & /i %> 52 % 57 2 [ -
BEAE B TOEE, R FEN R AW PR Y BB ARG A R R

0t e BB kAL (

x\

AP EER R X AR BREEEE R R

2. EX #FF x % —¥K (Chinese-specific parenting—jiao )

PHEA g RRIBEE G EA RN BT R I EFAY - FpEr P

CHFEER G AL B EAART T R RRY Hen T E i g A TEERE

S s D R R e TR ST

-

LR e R
{iﬁﬁﬁ’%Eﬁ@i%%*—%%ﬁﬁg%ﬁ\ﬁﬂAﬁig\fgﬁz%§
B Fl o T, piRe 0 AR T R E s AR RORE 12 F
WA A ez & (Chao, 1994) -

A bl > AT HEY KITR A9 ch2 BT ERE > 0 - J0pRE

*o2 FH G AuHRT TR ATAEHAR 2 TEYER & BRG]
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ERMER - HAEH - 5 T3 FGFAF > R AP > L iEpEa
R A AR R TR w%ﬁiﬁﬁ@ﬂF%Jﬂ%%ﬁgﬂﬁ%ﬁimmon

hEA Y T > Nrdret | 2 W - BAAIHEIT { EHET LT E i A
MR BERZFIAFEE IRAHARGFT T A | AAFRafimy' o 2 28
7.7 Chao (1994) #fifiens K * #3233 ihib ¢ (T3 2 ARG P L% E S Tah
@;Lﬁé‘ °

WA 2 TRAERIHER ZF b odgFN LR EG » 2 8
BRI RERAE AT 32t TR RIZFI g Fp

f?gr‘ﬁ ’ L—i&QILml—z’tJ rﬁ*E‘/PT ,ﬁﬂ:&/‘l’—gﬂlfilor‘%'

(54

P
FHROTHEFRE  BLA7EEn T AARE o T RRFIZF I A - BHE

FepdpHeofs o A BHTRE  E gL hmdk e Tl A HP Y

\T

L H AR OO B AR T Ao A S - RO Y — R pe F
HEREFBRET nE £ oipn LM anpiofis 2 - 0 G lggam S pa o
PRERLREDTRELR o

AEKITRE? e gd: (1= fFFAI 4= AFL) T5 0 Ak

F A TR R ) gk B ARF RARF ¢ 2L 9 Cronbach’s o
L 720 E 0 Akt BEE o

LA Rk ﬁm&ﬂQgggg%ﬁ—ﬁ,ip;kﬁ%ﬂéﬁImwi
Bod wiga AREAHAL LTS 55 - 4 (unidimensional ) » F]pt & 57 3 A

B4k * ACER ConQuest # %8 » 12 H g e & 3+ 4 #5-3)] (partial credit model, PCM )
T4 H7 o A B> Rasch (B $odkc) #03) 373% > /il A dicfp 3t anig 2zt
EHE e AT PR Y %G (EAP) 2 575~ 8 IRT A~ #c> ¥4 5 T35
Bei OB L L 1 hZ Al WA AY -

(=) # ¥21% (child gender)

RG2S TR Bf KIT FER S > d L RRIFHHEF# 22418
Ml e 5 TS e G HCA 2 o AT A TR - AR R R T R
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7 (dummycoding) » 3 %5 T 98 =1> %3 =0 ° & X T > 4 F #0759

3 A 45 ¢ %R e (reference group ) ©
e & TN

AF 7 g * IBM SPSS Statistics 29 %27 Mplus 8.11 5% % $t#:& 7 7L a2
Bt dr o g b o 1 SPSS B F G IR R RS R AT o B F
RAEREFIRAEGBPFREE R IFAH HFY AP F REH% (item
response theory, IRT ) i {7 4 Bt 2 o Poos B R B2 A 47 R13E* Mplus 8.11 #&
o B 022 (maximum likelihood, ML) & (7 #03)] S8 iz 3+ o FHmads 7 1

MR AT T 2T R AT o

- 7 %72 IRT A & E

RFEERAF TP CRA (L AFF - RARKECLE)ZRE A B L RT & 12>
242 36 #- BEFERZ FEFT AR RV ESAA T L L g
£ 2 hA 7 (ordinal) FAL A - A 7 ¥ IRTE 74 kB - L 237 b 8
WA m ST AR AR FHAEY B G @i IRT #53] 2 £ 54—

# * ACER ConQuest #4817 &4 7 o

p‘é ﬁ{

355

(=) #82FF: e R}MWAFAHA (multidimensional partial credit model,

MPCM )

MOF P ALY ARG - B g Dbl TR ] e T e i
ZBFEH AP e L p b % w B (multidimensional ) WA RBRE w R
AT AT R LGB G AFETHEY SR REAESL Z e R f e BINA
4 Al ) (MPCM) @ ¢t #03] >t Rasch (8 4odic) #0355 > 8 & o [F
sl 4 T# 2 %t (specific objectivity ) s #1 » i AR IRE_12 ¥ #
136 " #iadcE £ g8 ¢ (common metric) > @ FEPEF G Mg | £

EF I VIIVRNTE o
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(=) ;&%ﬁ{: £ & ;WAL #3 (partial credit model, PCM )

AT AR ERBRAERE TR AL e BRA BT EA R TR K
—BIE VOB G & bz nH - 4 4 (unidimensional ) e F]pt 0 AFT 3 A HH
WA R RIE HEY AR TINA 2] (PCM) &7 IRT &% - PCM F
BEd Tz zmt R Rd s AmEs ARA T AP ez BB

PR E R > NG ERATREFTES ) BERDAH -

AP aEA AT RS AT Y TR 8% 3 (expected a posteriori,

|
=i
b
¢
(‘H}

3

|+

EAP) i 53~ 5 ip % 02 & & B 1 0 IRT & e f #8075 o diann e (2
]l}*'f‘ ’Fﬁ'/,;\ﬁ';; ':"'Ek?(%‘/w\ﬁﬁ:) ﬂil‘.rrﬁl_glb T g‘gi‘,{' lj"!ﬁ'{‘ 0~ %ﬂ—%iv 1 5
Z 5 T84 40  LPA 2 RILTA shi i 63 » 77 -

S BT REA

AR D wﬁﬂiﬁ%’ﬂﬁﬁﬁiéﬁ%g&%amwf:
FrRE- A0 12:24-36 " &R HE FART AW T A S IRLE
LR G M Y AP B 7

SEFRLPRLFTARTERER AFETHE UB AL aBEA G A 4T
(LPA) s fm A7 e o 2 i2 g A g ARG T hocid ST § 4 gl & T o s
Z B e R (8 IRT B A ) b ek Bt Fed i 85 TIEAL R =
A -

AL R A 1224 2 36 Pz BREFE 22 13 68 S L A o
B BAF BB BAFE S BT SR T 2l L L TR E B
A TR EER (AIC) S B FR R R (BIC) #H A Fsl LFad
#&p (aBIC) > ﬁzf,ﬁ_,ﬁ ARSI | ﬁ, & ;2. B ¥ M ¥ k4L Lo-Mendell-Rubin #
FEispri ¥ 2. (LMR-LRT) & g b2 peit 4 2 (BLRT) chp e o £ p 8
FoRE S R A KRR F B AR 3. A& L (entropy) dp 1R
AT 1 A& BMARG > LR TmTEAS  ~HSTAR 4 HEFTIR
#DBME TR B LN AR B i I (Aot 5% )0 B 3 e ik

§ 5 &AL 2
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FpRMS oA BRBRAIF T THT, G 2 2F T TRE
FERFRBRE LGP D

AT N 0 %*m/ B fl 0 BB B D 0 AT R
FA fEEF A1 H0A) @48 LTA & RI-LTA « RI-LTA $23]35 3850 » & 4 B E 8

LI SRR IEF]F 0 UG ons dp ’P“? B oen D (trait) & Tk

(state) £ > Eip bt it { Frmy G EF R EESPBT - 03 PE T Birdy
AIC ~ BIC # aBIC % 03] 3 e & 45 38 (7 287+ 0 3F 2dboif o] - iF » A 44
SRS WL (g T A R R e

o I R & et Tl 3 S N

AHERA AR RA TR e w kE 2 TEARFTRE K, EFEH5F
T B nIgp (T 0 AT MG b e RIELTA 030 A ALl - 3% 0~ et 08
¥ — # 2% (one-step approach) 4 15 1% » 22 = - B auxRI-LTA #-3] « ¢ #03] i
PR SRTERIRIEHALT A B G R L MR TR DR B8
~3 AT e LRI A2 B TR R IET (R ARTFT) iRk
552, % rﬂ*ﬁéJﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬁ% SRR A E S LR d A WA Wtk bR R
P R R AR BRI T 0 R A BREES DT - Bk R
W E 35 HFOPRITY o JFRPE B 5 0t (odds ratio, OR) % 3R o

¥I& FilikE

AR E o = 28T @ g 5 5 (responsible conduct of research,
RCR) 2. i 71 piﬂ*%”mﬁ*éf&%#’%é*riﬁgmf@aﬁﬁﬂ
REEir3 ) (KIT)e %% @R 28+ F (55 1 201408ES007) 2 &=
LA 8 (5% 0201707HS003) 2775 2L R € 3 4 - “7F p FHERE

f‘fﬂgﬁ FIDEE R LI RIE > 1A RRAT ) Fp X rﬂ‘%f‘ g g ¥

AR HERE B AP O ERAHIR G S PR KIT 2R
AHRT TS RA Y B A S AR A 0 58 LPA -
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RI-LTA % auxRI-LTA % 5 [p 2 sfiifoi 47 Rog > 2475 2 4R 0 24 FF
LAY &

R R MR N R SR B B AR RS
SR PR L AT R B KRR T L 5
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Yyri FIgE

SRS SER A R R = R R eA R AN
FRFATEB PR X8 Fhd e AT SRR IERLES A7 FESY
DF FRTHF RN R BRI  R he E 2 hEF AR B
S TS XA Db R E B H

¥

~

Eitn

3

¢

Bk
=
Jir

Cad

M GERIE IR R TE* > R A
1.. _7\’}’\’2 NN TF}‘L’:‘;{ o

¥- & L7 W2y IRT A kit
GiE P BB AR FRA LT 0 A E g AT R A R f
B RS S AMA I F A RIE R A RS BT o R L > 1)
ROEHPIEL LR APROER (R ADP - RPE RS

CREZFR
)5 RF 0 RP AT L RS AT IRT 15 A Bz 2 dp b A 47 o
%ﬁ)ﬁ"ﬁé’"\ﬁ—w fa i St
AT EHS I TER #_ RAe s B B 1224 2 36 7 #=
B p &

iﬁ»fféﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁffu?/ﬂ\%‘r D R RET bOROT LM B BT R ATy §
P Bl o 2 %52 T (M) g% 1 (SD) #Fwlgk LR34 7o

BHRFFG 0 L HRABRRD g Bt o B4 AT 00 g
RORLNEE LA RN K B > K12 0 8312 4 0 B 2 5 24 0 #403.69 A

236 7 #£14.08 & o e BRI A P B 12 P e 24 Y LR G B E R (L
%36 7 #pFE G T

328 b3 3884 ) it 2 (3.66 A )o fAIR2. T 5 f b K
SR T IO Heh = B R RIAPHAE T K12 P #6341 &

~24 % #1342
o g P 3 36 0 #9358 4

PR ERAGR DB
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25 LR ERBKE G AR A (Raes k)

, ‘ 12 7 & 24 1 4 36 1 &
W R item
M SD M SD M SD
soca0l 397 1.02 421 0.86 - -
soca02 294 149 4.08 094 - -
hoh socc04 298 134 357 1.05 347 1.00
socc05 322 126 3.67 1.06 3.60 1.02
socb01 - - - - 390 0.90
g i 328 128 388 098 3.66 0.97
soca03 226 1.08 327 099 - -
soca04 290 1.17 355 092 - -
soccl6 1.77 1.12  3.61 1.04 3.82 095
B4 A soccl7 400 091 431 074 433 0.73
socb02 409 092 - - - -
socb03 3.68 1.16 - - - -
=% 312 106 3.69 092 408 0.84
socc01 38 106 3.19 099 334 125
socc06 294 103 360 1.03 291 1.04
5o i soca(5 374 1.08 320 0.97 - -
socb04 - - - - 372 0.56
socb05 - - - - 3.86  0.39
=% 1 341 1.06 342 098 3.58 0.82
famc14 355 075 358 073 346 0.73
T famcl5 375 050 3.63 056 287 0.75
famc16 384 041 374 050 3.09 0.68
g i 371 055 3.65 0.60 3.14 0.72
famedu04 296 067 3.01 066 393 1.05
A %"ri?r%" - famedu05 3.17 060 323 057 362 1.14
=% 307 064 312 062 3.78 1.10

X Amizd BAG * RIE o M= Tiofic SD= fLIEF o

EABKECLE D G A ARAFS BRI R OF B P AR T A —
KA T o0 i NS D ERH A AR 0 K12 P #en3.07 A 2 5 24
P32 4 0 T 36 VP #RE { AR FE ST 378 A B2 a2
WO R T s fich 12 1 # (371 A ) 224 1 #s (3.65 A ) PR ARE K
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I

Lo 36 0 WP ERT BB ST AR D 3140  FMlA G Gl

HHAT SRR L RE RSB ERR LS E T AAH
= ~IRT REE A B2 HFP oML

R Re A oo AL H Y IRT #0203 74 Sff > R LA R g
BT ABe £ 8 B L RIMIENS  RE D IRT A ez 5 it Szt o gt
IRT ~#ce 481 AR EBLF T O ERL  BIFLBHF 247 (7 4
40 BE A 45 ~ LPA 22 RI-LTA) ﬁﬂ&ﬁ{?ﬁ%])\ $IE o

BHEF e R VRR Eliﬂ’rm’;\ B o T ebags | g TR A pod
B123 240 #2 REREFHE > & 236 " #4007 AR Al F R
THRBREERR Y CERLHE P ADB SRS O SR R T T

?'F_%J :—ﬁ);j»f,;% B 424 72 J‘l«tﬁpé':gf'J;glé °

% 8
LR T %8 2 IRT & Bk i et
R t B B % B M SD
12 7 ¥ -1.56 2.86 0.41 0.70
b 24 7 & -1.32 2.86 1.06 0.64
36 7 ¥ -1.18 3.08 1.00 0.59
12 7 #& -2.18 3.15 -0.05 0.79
B4 24 0 ¥ -1.91 3.15 0.99 0.81
36 ' ¥ -1.90 2.92 0.99 0.77
12 % ¥ -1.69 1.80 0.36 0.61
o 24 1 ¥ -1.34 1.80 0.44 0.62
36 ' ¥ -1.53 241 0.39 0.65
12 % ¥ -2.98 6.85 5.27 2.24
RALDT v ¥ i 24 7 & -2.98 6.85 5.38 2.21
36 7 ¥ -2.98 6.85 4.76 2.40
12 7 #& -3.73 5.78 1.97 2.20
FARAPFFT—% 24 0 ¥ -3.73 5.78 2.26 1.99
36 7 ¥ -3.73 5.78 2.44 1.95

M a3 IRT i 4 A dice M= L3538 SD= %% 4 -
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ERH ?I?‘gm’@:%%;"r RADT v i A Bt 36 " 867 8% 7'
ol EARETRE R MNERFEL A AER S H T A e v ) - 22
MR ARR A DfE T R B AT TR DRI EREE NG Mo F e
&»i‘arﬁ AMBED LA L EMES Y o AT sbﬁl’*ﬁg%"wﬁmkﬁ? b
REG () 2o FRE B EWNmt o Tt > PR A BATET N F
PR R )N i ERBEFAFE - R ATFEFRE RS
B HIT R T3k, ¢ 2EF{FHE TR -

AE LS RELORIAF AN G AP TEY AL HRAAAME AP B %E
DA 9ot atr 2 WL LA ARIENAE 2 R R AdA B % 4
Erndlor 0 BB A B IR O SR

%3 8 =% (longitudinal stability) 84 > #75 & FE K% %HE > &2 L ph
HERBEB 2 R RIEE (p<01) 27 BB hr il o slde T B4 42
Fl ) 24P @36 P TP E 434 T A T e w kA | 24 ) #8736
VAR enip B { B 468 MHSNHRFE IR ELLOEHERLR > { KB B
BOiROHE GEF FTERA LY XIDEFFATZH L BHETETL R R
R

I #p 22 3P B B (concurrent and cross-lagged correlations ) %4 0 fdck 22 F
Ferbdot > AT tow ks | = BRI 3582 2h b | 2

TR Al RMBEF AN (APM BB 1773 3292 F ) RRE T EA
PHRRE R ez BEEr > Dol 2 T R4 o3 EREFI A
GEEAAMBER LSRN T2 w

MulegyEA 4§ (thelatentroleofgender) %4 » & T 5 3 =12+ 3 =0, 5%
FET o iap g TR ped] | A 240 & (r=-.045,p<.01) % 36 ? & (r=-.080,
p<O01) ZREFJARM - 2 Bhi gt 2 phdp b ndd > T { B AN

4 B ARROT IR L SRRk £ 0 PR E R e

66



%9
N0 F Tk RF RT A B2 Ap B AR
I8 %5 g
b 4 ety hr g FARAPFT-R BH
I2M  24M  36M 12M  24M 36M 12M 24M 36M 12M  24M 36M 12M 24M 36M
Py 12M 1.000
24M 381**  1.000
36M .193**  403** 1.000
B A 12M .803** 354** 181** 1.000
24M .332%*  832** 302** 392** 1.000
36M .241%**  444** 814** 269** 434**  1.000
B 5 12M .263**  [109** [101** ,129** .024** 082** 1.000
24M .059**  206** 140** -016*%* .038** .089** 368** 1.000
36M .058**  .032% 234%* | 008** -.040** . 145%* 275** 351** 1.000
i w R 12M 268**  245%* 134%*  250%* 227** 217** 127** 069** .043** 1.000
24M 206%*  329%* 141**  197** 306** 228** 105%* [102%* 056** .447** 1.000
36M 177%*%  237**% 230%* |181** 243%* 336%* 065** .056*%* .065** 374** 468** 1.000
A ?’{%#‘r?ﬁ— 12M .035*  .081** .069** .056** .069** .062** 067** .041** .039** 066** .023** .035* 1.000
* 24M .033*  127** 082*%* 029* 115%* 070%** 058** .076%* 042** 045** 107** .047** 433** 1.000
36M .031* .091** .136** .034* .081%** .120%* .058** .074** 100** .029* .046** .095%** 335** 426** 1.000
2 g3l u) -- -.001**-024  .037*%* -.045%* -080** -.053** .015** -.003** .000** -.022** -.020** -.026** .013** -.005** .012** 1.000

L 47y 5 IRT A4 dk o
*p<.05. % p<.0l.
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Fo 8 % RF TRELNGHAA

1y

AE g i LPA 2 > 2R 1224 2 36 0 #= BHFBIFE ST
BH RS U w FAT - R 12524536 0 wepE s H F %‘r%\,zﬁ‘u? ~
RERAE AR g R VAT TR S LN R S S R L
(4o 10 #7771 ) ¥ & 4 & &8 A3t g fedp 1% (AIC ~ BIC ~ aBIC) » LMR-LRT £
BLRT % ¥ 144 2~ % & (entropy) > M 2 Bhehv 28M - B4 4z BRI
b - REEFZWUELFLRES TF TRASHEOREE -

% 10

ZA B2 L 6 AR e A G pedptE

! LMR- Bo] 2w
gu  AIC BIC aBIC  [pr BLRT  Entropy o F
127 &

1% 7367.65 7385.50 7373.18 ) ] - 100%
2 3 711141 7155.11 712586  <.001  <.001 706 32.74%
3% 6930.56 6996.10 695359  <.001  <.001 781 11.99%
43 6858.75 6946.14 6890.35  <.001  <.001 778 5.86%
53 6806.94 6916.18  6847.12 011 <.001 776 4.88%
6 3 6777.71 6908.79  6826.46 0.06  <.001 796 3.23%
24 0 4

1% 7851.05 7869.10 7856.63 ] ] - 100%
2% 7607.73  7651.98 762238  <.001  <.00l 686 38.30%
3% 745973 752631 748344  <.001  <.001 775 13.66%
4 % 740176  7490.66 743452  <.001  <.001 742 9.77%
5 3 7354.12 746534  7395.92 059 <.001 739 6.94%
6 3 7311.95 744550 7362.81 087  <.001 768 3.37%*
36 1

1% 7716.48 7734.52 7722.06 ] ] - 100%
2% 7480.93 7525.18 749558  <.001  <.00l 730 39.79%
3% 7300.96 7367.53 7324.66 <.001  <.001 802 17.82%
43 7247.95 733685 7280.71  <.001  <.00l 789 10.99%
5% 7215.15 732637 7256.95 0.08  <.001 812 4.88%
6 3 7179.94 731348  7230.79 102 <.001 830 2.76%
AT B R A B 5% ek E A v E w2 R o
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GE RNZ S RHCA M B BN G B T o IR P B
BB A CERM > 1 M BREF RO H LT R R £

CRE g RE AR TR THAE S UE LR H FiheT

- ~i9 f{‘ﬁ'}ﬂ % 4] (withdrawn-inhibited state trait)

e

=

T
al

4

AN
T,

Th P E R A BRI E RN > RE T - ANER

RSB A AN G A APEFI h(T 5 BN o B AE A A B B 4 g

shi e - 2 Kagan 0 T {7 5 ¥r4] | (behavioral inhibition) # 4 % Thomas £ Chess
e T #4] ) (slow-to-warm-up) § B % B ¥/ > * & - ¥ ad #5378 {1

Big At v agF BA P 2o
i ¢ Bl (well-adapted trait )

AR AP BB B H A B hiF A ERITHR AT g &
TS HM L A F FAR - T AR AR RS A e PG H ko
% %4 | (easychild) # Fd AZ & 5 1

Fe R RRE I ET A REDE D FBERAN o AN AR AR E b

WL A AP RS L T B (R B EAEY P R

#7225 + 27 Thomas ¥¢ Chess (1977) #h [ =

= ~ ¢t % g #3] (enthusiastic-responsive trait)

SRR Dt R B RO F R KRR - AR ERE R AFE R
BB YA ARG L FHEEF R A Y R T AR o LR
P BB RS AL BRITFAENEAFBERR OGNS > 8
Rothbart &%t w4 /ABITHFEL - IR o

PERET LEBB ORI O REGLFRT S 2 - R B
Fiptretie § TR Z 0 8G BH8 L1 E T AR OL AAH -

E”/liﬁg\’ %\ 11 ’JLI'E"_EE.E’ﬁ%.Zb ']/\ﬁ'{p AR ’KLPA tt12‘243‘ 36 *

=

Bz BRERELL LA R EAESNE R o LPA hA A - AH UTR A SR
HP o I pleLr i Ad 5 ad BB 4o 3l o

69



Flb oo A 1 eliip VAR G Bz B R MAEY o H 4 R 0§ FEES T
Jp#Eo TP (snapshots)e ¥ &7 b+ T I G A&k > BRI D chf T4 ik
PFEEEATRDL A b Ra o A TER AL T AT BT
R v B RAL T B e - AR R T Y - AT 7 R AP AR T
SRR 0 T RAAF P BRE BTG T T (trait) ) B I AEH B R
e Tk iy | (state) ?

POfRE N - PR AT EAT - &9 R R g AR
IRRESRSE S W g N 1 R R

AEiEF LPA 32 > Rl A 82 0 h 1224 % 36 P #0= B BRI G=
RBEHRLF FRLFI G- FRAFTFLBR- BFL P2 - > Th g
287 I R bﬂ?%aéiﬂ%%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁwaoﬁﬁﬂaziﬁW%

SRR S BB RS ETRA R B Sl AR - B
3

AT HE TR PR @ A
% 11
7 0 # % B2 g FRE Al A (IRT & B it & o T 3940
3 R IO N A L
55E 5 A 12 1657 (31.29%) -1.03 -0.98 -0.30
24 2325 (43.91%) -0.81 -0.80 -0.12
36 1543 (29.14%) -0.98 -1.00 -0.22
b p oAl 12 598 (11.29%) 1.58 1.68 0.29
24 716 (13.52%) 1.67 1.70 0.29
36 882 (16.66%) 1.56 1.52 0.37
P# e A 12 3040 (57.13%) 0.24 0.19 0.10
24 2254 (42.68%) 0.30 0.28 0.03
36 2870 (54.20%) 0.07 0.09 0.01
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W3
R LN S Ak actL R
B R RAVE Z BB &6

T BHEH &
BRERsy-12A8 -E-BEREL-248 & - B4R 536 A &
—o—shEm B EA-12A & -0- s A4 A-24 8 & O Shr B 3 A-36 A 8
—A— @R T HA-12A8 & -A-EET A 248 & A PRI -36 A 8

Rz & 20f PSS A

A& B W EFT RS O APRST @ % LTA - RI-LTA #0340 & { F 2 A 3
HAFFERY THUFRTST T RMN LR REER 7P A A
TEMY R R L E P TR L il 5 LTA ¢ RILTA = BH e % o

ERBEIE T

AFTE VR A RS Y 0 1 (@5 LTA) 203 2 (RIELTA) » 4o
12 9557 > Bt g f I HEA A fe R 4p HR 16 0 % W RI-LTA » # BIC & aBIC # #3558
F T B Ah LTA o G0 g BB o7 > M BIC & aBIC & & & #03] &2
BFkakprE 3 { i st (parsimony ) ©

PR S L AT T Bk - RILTA H03)35 85 » % 4 B 148 208 o chhg 1 2 5F
o AR LR R AT G T T L AR TSR
fir#f%ﬁ (trait) 228 f& "k f& | (state) ePHEAPF » RILTA i1 Bk { £

71



JRA P B L BARSA T2 0 B 15 S e 45 320 0L B i 504 (RISLTA)

SRS

% 12
= RS T2 i iR R
57 fiE34w i Loglikelihood  %-#c i #kc AIC BIC aBIC
7 1 LTA -40314.66 74 80767.33 81220.97 81001.71
#i-3] 2 RI-LTA -39333.89 83 78821.78 79328.02 79083.34

Z 12 i e R dp ik dp I & O SEHR R BB RI-LTA 03] 0 @ 50e0 LTA $03) -
BT PR B A ROk 20w F e A RILTA H03] chbe i 2
HEFRFAY AN L) LR RUPBUTLE (TFFTEHF -

B i % RI-LTA #2032 > 0t - T8 F | = & B s % # §= (Random Intercepts )
7 AR B e B IS A FEF] S 0% B i (Variance) B A B EF A 5 R o

THRWT 54 mgdh o W Bl A YRR G AT G LA RNBWALE

AR e TR e A IBERAEE
% 13
& %1% RI-LTA #2732 48 T_5 ?ﬁ#’?ﬁ (FWEIE) ¥R
RTf ey '%ﬂgi 390:" 7 Eaias Est/SE P
(random intercept ) (Est.) (SE)
b 0.13 0.01 28.28 <.001
kS IR0 0.20 0.01 25.40 <.001
ik ’E‘r 0.13 0.01 29.27 <.001

LBEP TFEEY S - PG A B A - BERIEY Ak
TR A TR B B ERE MR FARAL
Efr g B LR (inter-individual differences) #2.& - { € & eh¥_» = BRE
WREEFF % B P EIOE R R RORFEFE (p<.001) 2 BELET
THA? 507 FLARDETBHE T

Bgpa T ol %;:»]Vi;f;‘r%ffﬁﬂ%ﬂ #ci 0.131 (Est/SE =2828) 4 [ % 2t = 4

FEEAF RS L A FAR S B RHE TR RS 0199 (Est/SE =
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25.40) 0 R QAT AN NBALE S f e WEBTAREES 0132
(Est/SE=2927) M7 2 5O F B Renx 4 L B o

Moa 22 AT EE RFLTA #0732 28 8 8 A0 Hcid b endz g4 > 7 -
B rFEyZmE > 2888 - v A ARARTEFE BT P o Z g —T
AR ET SRR R s —E 0 F R RS H B SRR

RN ATV T SR T &

B i FEESEF FH R TR €2 auxRI-LTA 0312 45

AE o BIE N FF AL R R e b R A 3T BT RS
FORF 6 »af T ORE  PEREBIN SR 2102 2 apuer 2
ERL LFANEFFRACEERRA? LN AFLES 0 - B BuE K

T 5 e %38 0 TauxRI-LTA #7) -
FOIAV RO AAR AR W RN T WA e Rt B R KT
+ B S RI-LTAC -3 2 )i ré & auxRI-LTA( 5523 3 )18 » % B i 2. ( Loglikelihood )
d -39333.89 &g F 4% 1-38580.70 ¥ AIC ~ BIC %2 aBIC & F & By < 15—~
e LR AP MKELPUEEEAEFREAL N B IF T ES LT
W HA s R4 o L REITH R R B FARauE el R ey
R OIPRE F R 2 EAAH

%

% 14

auxRI-LTA #-34] 5 ~ 3 24 e (8 2 lﬁﬁoiﬁ L i
HoA ¥4 4 it Loglikelihood — %-#c i #i AIC BIC aBIC
A 2 RI-LTA -39333.89 83 78821.78 79328.02 79083.34
-4 3 auxRI-LTA -38580.70 92 77327.41 77873.09 77609.35

- cERRELRRRE L

t auxRI-LTA #:3) ¢ > BARE R TR ) e o R R TS 50 4
FIC A s D R A A N A AR BRI AERE AR TR o
1R 15 )6 el AP RMFRRNZ B AILG L T yE D WG 2
e RS N
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-) R B #& (withdrawn-inhibited state )

A P S B TRl ) (M=-0.11) & T R4 gl ) (M=-0.84) 4
BBt HEABEF RS T e et BkE (M=0.19) ¢ 2306 &
- AR e PR ARFE RIS DAL

& 4 ApEEE (T L B0 0 & Kagan (1994) a0 T (7 S e 4% R HE -

(=) §# &~ BHE (well-adapted state)

Pk RE g s T bl (M =0.62) & TR 3 (M=027) #4854k
WP ERFAT T e, @RS E (M=027)0 235 4T HEY L

Ao R AT o AP Y F B R s 4B 2 ¥ Thomas £ Chess
(1977) e T #4341 | § Finz & -

(=) *t% p #4 & (enthusiastic-responsive state )

Pk R AL B Tebakls  (M=148) &2 TR 4 i) (M=142) & B
H o

W

AL FRE O FFET e R Frs gt i (M=0.44)0 p

2| ¥ Rothbart (2011) en T ¢bm i 48371 | (surgency) A B R E & -k g0

- A RF BHEALE P EABREAG A NE LG
% 15
auxRI-LTA 3] 2 B bk 5 31 o Fa (IRT & Bk it & feenT 3940 )
etk i (latent status ) b B4 g
1 357E 5 ik -0.11 -0.84 0.19
2. T F’a"';{*\ﬁl 0.62 0.27 0.27
3. b i i 1.48 1.42 0.44

EIBEL ARLEAZRF TR DT EHLH
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W 4
auxRI-LTA H2] = BBtk 52 § 7 A T 3987 5 ]

Y1 RRVE Z A B B E
2.00
1.50 @ =
1.00
&w*“——~ﬁﬁ__~5ﬁ‘__~
0.00 -
0. 50
-1.00
I B & &by
SRR skE ABEFHMKE -o-smaiEkis

Bt A A

LA D ZRBEAREOFRE S L AT R Y EA LIRS AR
T RHEFORT e o T RHEN DI RER > B 2F T2 D 36 7 &

FREEBBF P ?2AT v afFTh FRUEDFRBL? 38 23 A 197

ZE AR F ARG BB S A

ILELRE ﬁﬁi@)yfﬁﬁﬁ AE(EREI
E—— T

BERE (128i#k)

BIERR (2471) R (368 1)

—

o e e — SR (245 ik) shEELE (3658)
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% 16
auxRI-LTA #3245 (N=5,295)

P B W24 & 245 &
AR GRRE ey
& SRS 64% 0.05 0.70 0.25 4%
R R 32% 0.01 0.63 0.36 66%
e B 3% 0.02 0.32 0.66 30%

247 8 "B 3608 36 1 &
i e WmEE  GRIR R e
& A P 4% 0.12 0.68 0.20 3%
) A 66% 0.03 0.77 0.21 70%
e B 30% 0.04 0.56 0.40 27%

FL12+24-36 1 # b (%) A REET R R LR G S 2 60 2805 100%
EAEE (%) FARTA REEST TE RGBT 2B IR 5 100%; e t8 3
EF ERAESOETSF (stability) o 2 & Tz Tigw ) &2 TS | Gd GRS EELER
45 (RI-LTA) Al rfe 3t o 2503l A2 BRI g 7 M7 B8 (ragpdE).
fode s\BctE L BB AE TR (state) #85F » @ 25 A flicp A o L B R (U HER R
FIRHFRAEREBRET LY HEER@E 4 1l offidra LPAR S AT 72 F -

216 E RS R A R BAR L B E B o 5
AR d Bl 4 chlidh T v, B 0F FHBER AT < REEE L 3 T8

L a RS

42 2 g B R s

(=) FE—- 1123249 #: A RFL W

PRRER IR R Uit o B REor 0 12 ) #F I S B (64%) h T i35EE
RGO HRETEES (FFHRIE5%) 29 8% 58 (70%) % 2 )
T BORAE o - METBET > AL ARFO TBEEE | TN - WA
dvF Bk E o PR T Y Bk ) AU PFEERD Y BT (63%) T3 4P
Bohbl (36%) h# e Db papk i e

() FEEB= 1243 369 # : 4B F M

PR EREETEEERS A0 TR Y BRE, hETHFES
2

bt 3T % (70%) = 5 Bd & ihg Fagdl o 4p
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fozo T Ttk poF ks ) R TR - PR 166% T ' 3 40% 0 % B (56% )
Siafge 1 LTS TR R

BRI T A BT 0 - BE TS B 12 1 24 0 e
AR F R E 0 P24 3 36 1 RS R B0 T Y BRE AR

AR UARERT T TRTL R RE ) PEETR

B¥ APy EFAINEA S QBE A DT e w A UE
FA g T o4 (jlao) FFF > L F R FIER L K2 P #3136 1 &

F FELEN R FAULF PR EF RSP S 2 AL - BAUD UT Z G

=) B TEF A TR

% 17 537 auxRI-LTA 73] 9 > B3R #F A2 B A2 % 0Ew > #H= BEL
FHET (BAdl s foFd o) 2 Baigpld s - a2 > 2%k
R A AP TR PRE L) MEFSERIe

Lo T§4 4324, #F0RR

WAl R Y RS HF R LA gh e @l 4 a8 B aRg 1
Bl - &%%ﬁﬁ P24 0 BEERF T RA D e v s o W RTF IR 36 0 AP S TR

0 T E 4 gl Ak (B=.13,p<.05)° 2 B4 dpd > 0 # B K pEatiE g
ﬁﬁ?@ﬁ%%’%*%ﬁi¥iﬁéﬂﬂ#ﬁ4ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁi%ﬂéﬁﬁj%
ottt LR PR IER Y DT E A RA —F ) 236 T EpE s 4 B FIRRD
PR RGeS TR g, A (B=.08,p<.05)"

o+

Rl

2. # T E e B B IR

G R o, e BEHA 24 PRGN EAETRE K 0 N
FAER PR i T g | Ak (B=-11,p<.05)0 S EIEAD 5 0 H
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G REERE T A BT TR S G S BT M e B 6 g
T R SER] 0 R A R BI5GB R
3.8 T BRI

Bt Cob b B A A T r R B R R B A ARG

F BF B enipap b oo 3R E P P kg F ok o

FeEa T A 1T enlicdpd R F o R Bk Ed B AHT Fehf THT
T s aF AR NIRRT R AT e v A RERDH T RS I, BE

SR B EGEEr Ja TEARTRE R RSB e 2l 244504, 2
I’g e i&;kJ mkfﬁﬁh@%

% 17
WEREHETy T (PfiE) 2 3555
PR IE R B B4 RAIET B frolisEr p
(SE) (SE) (SE)
A e wR(12M) 038 ((003)*F* 048 (.004)*** 018 (.003)***
EA %% —4%(12M)  .007 (.003)* .007 (.004) 012 (.003)***
B (9) .007 (.020) -.096 (.027)%** .006 (.013)

TP PRIyl 10l (A1 R E0) ks R
p<05 wx% p < 001,

(=) % TRE, BRHEES TR

BT EPRLAFF IR LRFE AL SRR DREGL
g ] o F TR B A R R B R R A I8 BT A
SRR R 0 AT 95%E B R (95% CI) %5 2|4 s .7 ¥ anikdy o

F_&

% 2% 51 (oddsratio,OR) #195%% & %R A& 7 1.0 ¥ » & 7 %3 R %78 ok
F P ankgFoLE o

1. & N ehBg FIgpice

‘U\F

ot Bom o A iR S e 2y TR EFB S BF R -
BRAEewRNEE LS P L BEREY TRA D e TIF M
SRS RE A S o 0136 T 8L b A PR e RATFE I 2k T

78



BB %8 (OR=0.82,95%CI[0.74,091]) FIHE 2 H % 2>/ 1.0
&é%ﬁﬁ%°F%’?4%¥ﬁﬂ7%%ﬁ%*r”@éﬁﬁﬁJW%E(m{
=123,95%CI[1.18,1.27])> FIH ¥ 5 % B = 2 %30 1.0 > p* 5 WaEsck o b 50
B12 7 #2404l FET IR -

EAFTRAE R Tr 1o 536 " T EABTRE K FRE
T ek d o BEFE T 2 ket TR SR 9% E (OR=0.85,95%CI
[0.76, 0.96] ) e $- B % A FZ KA T A S BRESBHFE LR E > F 2R 2 20 Rk

F AT S e

% M R IR R 1T B R

B RAEFFRHTG > S Qe ik BFHOE RIRITY &5 i
T AEHFE o

EEEL LR 36 7 0 HAIR T E (Rt ) et i3

R fE kB E (OR=1.47) pse% £ 57 ) o &a > 2 95%CI[0.84,

B/
A

|

2570 4 LR EEET 100 KA LR BRPTF RETEF RS o @
PRYETGFPFE 14T ST A EFoRE D R B R (SE =

042) FREGHERT > FUEA PR HEA L J s 2 T bR
xR R A

B R R TR A R PRI RE A (B
BAEATRA e ) HHRF TREAFHE T REE I RUDRERA A @
ST P IR E R AERF -

3%$6$’al8m$%$» Ao RO TR adrdl ) RRF FRTE
RADEEGE (FHL 22w ) ﬁ”49$?%@ %@%%ﬁ@ﬁ
¥ kS
P ST Eehd d 0 BB B e F BFAA

P EFREFOER L ERIEETIRIFNF

ASN
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% 18
FOR R W F PREFRZER (58

T ARRIRE IR R Hoebw bk
(vs. B2 ) (vs. B2 )
95% CI 95% CI
Estimate SE Lower2.5% Upper 2.5% Estimate SE Lower 2.5% Upper 2.5%
12M KArew 086 0.02 0.83 0.90 1.26  0.10 1.08 1.48
FAHE—% 099 0.02 0.95 1.03 1.02  0.06 0.91 1.13

Sl e A

1.07 0.12 0.86 1.33 095 0.21 0.62 1.45
(% vs. §)
24M AT v R 090 0.04 0.83 0.97 142 0.04 1.35 1.50
EAHE—K 097 0.06 0.86 1.09 1.11 0.02 1.07 1.15
SRl eA]|
084 0.23 0.50 1.44 1.13  0.10 0.95 1.35
(% vs. §)
36M AT v R 0.82 0.04 0.74 091 1.23  0.02 1.18 1.27
EAHE—K 0.85 0.05 0.76 0.96 1.09 0.02 1.05 1.14
% 534w
1.47 042 0.84 Z57 0.85 0.08 0.71 1.03
(% vs. §)

IOR<1 27 MRk B 25 eu i TR Bk -
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RIE HBRER

AT a BT RREL Y RGP 0 123 36 7
00— MAES BB B B B AGT RIS 2 AR L iR A RS
£¢ A7 B %5 LPA & RILTA » #8 4 Z BU AT £2%

EZiog Tk s RE =R AR TR BRE e T p Rk o A
AT BT o A RF R 12124 MRLET FADEEEES A

Eﬂ\‘.\r —miﬁ_

KA DIE R

ASY

F_k

24136 7 R ERARY LR RABR o (ER DL AFLHER A1
e 8 TE AR RE— S B EFTR 2 FREFBEES S
ARESHFPERORE LTS PIRET LR DA FEEY

ARG B R R R FE O IR SR NRG P
Tl A RER oS- ST P FREN LR BT BTG R
WfeR e PR R R LR TR B SRR B 1A

WAL BRAFHARFT T ER R DR WER -
F- &

APy BPegE Rz - > £ 5T %y B BT 2baudiEse 2t - kR ik

g F o4 chhd RN BERLES S AE L FaE R 0 LY R
E Rl D 3ATER T - BE G EATI R B RAL L A A B endE 2 R
BARHPE e FIAKRGEFPADEN S AR DR AE L o

> 2
]

F_ =\

M-

BIFEN S FEIRT - BMATE AT ERCIERETY AT A BRER
FELArpl R n 52 Fod2bdfpamd 2 F e n ERHA A S HRBF TR
% (transaction) fSenB IR o FJt » AP engF R > F O L AFEH - B AER

AHEENF T P B ORABRBERF IR TR EE R R

(pattern ) °
po- TRE R PIEE O BHGS 2 B L0 GBI 4 H ik
FAPD D ATHRB BT R AERLEF TR TR R EARE

BT AR e 0 r A Bul kBB R A RF M - AR P -



- MR PR PR RRER BER BT RgRl

AETEERAC SR AN AP REENAPRTA 1 2 3 AR B
SRR FREDF PRI T e p i TR R TGRS o Al
sl s BTN 0 BiE2 23R (2014) B AL BE S QF FaipMa g # 0
LR b g»ﬁ T A AR BAY w3 { %G hA L FIRBE
TR b iR R
AT BT R E IR AT T M BRARSS Bipati e o 121 24 0 #
G R = RN R B8 SRR Ty R ST RS A G N A
%@ﬁ*i@ﬁ%@&ﬁéo&&ﬁﬂ»rﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂjﬁﬁﬁdﬁyﬁuﬁaz&
BARTE> { R Rk o eRn Gy R AL - FREF R D LT A
- fa % B o jf (developmental cautiousness ) o &t “o B g fF L0 F A
- BEBARSHEMEEER Y BARE T dd 2
offit) » § e FAPs 4 QX RBREY - FR Y > T4 FAFT LS &Y R
CRE B SN S L&
am;36@wwr§@§€wj’ma—®wﬁm% HArEh o prrE TR
i i & ey B FAR 0 B PR RS Eisenberg ¥ 4 (2005) #7dp i s

J,;’Imr

\—3

¥ enl i fe & (goodness-

.gw\_

| ; (effortful control) it # A& 2 RSB 4ol F AR AIL5E B -
" FoOEF AR HREATOSREADEN A D > 2@

5
P A XA e A RiERF TARD - {5 TR FROREEF

CRABREOER A H R CRREY RN B H I

1y

AELOT - FER RO AR LD A B B2 RS E
SR RE—H 0 Rl Ak - BRI RS B

SRR R S

FrgR  aF e A58 an e i iy BRES] mRkA TR £122
24 7 LAY TR A T e w i F 0 RV AIGES C EFRA T Y

BR PR HA FALS $2

JJE

Ti9ERE AR W L AR S o 2 FRE Landry % 4 (2006) *
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Davidov £ Grusec (2006) %7 3 - R #HF 1B ~ v Bok % > T3 2 %
PREBEEFASEEDL L LR HEL T '5?%?] °
Rl EAETRE K, » BRINE PEFDEEIEY > B AR

%Q@#rﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁJﬁ%$Jo&%%i%(hm(w%)ﬁ%%’§4Q

I\ 4

G IEREE S L T WELES S S NUERS
A

AR H RS RGBS BREGAT AL AT R
RN I AT AP T H? BREEYR (o wik) biEads
Fs (o8 ¥ L&) P BBRNEER (F) SBRE T 7 5 I 43BN
B 450 9 5 0 s iR ene iy e R0k 50 AR R il i kg
AL g 2 LRk R T E
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