AFEE P htg B RGEEEE M O B2 T 2h Arkaeh s~ R
Voo FUR ARG FOMAZ A A G FORIBEARG - AEEH=
BIMAEFEHFEH - ~FHORAR D~ F Fodgd = iR AR

SOF FAET Y o BEITLAPM YRR AT 1L WA BEAP o T

S vz o>
0 F ?m,&a

et Ea R BHLABIIHE A DML QI FEE T g
T P RALFEE QA P FF L RE AT S T A E R T D
R YRR AGSYTEBRHALR HEX (Goldsmith & Gottesman,
1981)> e #7ih it chp M L R H - B 6 92 U E o dod F /408
AR/ AR E R T A LiEX 5 A aief 1956 # Thomas 22 Chess
FALHIIFL2BPHMAREE LD I0ENRFT AL b P LS
"e & B %5 # 1 (The New York Longitudinal Study NYLS) | ’
Fo A KBHEL LRk pEFELAEHSF T F F (temperament) |

[ & 20T o =z )
TR LR et 2 é\ °

# &8 § % | ? Goldsmith, Buss, Plomin, Rothbart, Thomas, Chess,
Hinde ¥2 McCall (1987) & **[fl & € 3k i& {7333 > Buss & Plomin



e FAAGEY I RS- B ER B P RET > FHEE AR
B2 5 P A o Goldsmith 3 3% § Faeh A R&FF
W§’””?¢mm{wﬁiﬁﬁigmﬁw

% B - Rothbart & 4 ’é@V%ﬁViﬁm$?ﬁﬂjﬁé A B AT
P TERBRII R AT A R R EE R D & F
?é&ﬁ% Bii s U AH - FFERT BME BE AR
a4 £ o @ Thomas & Chess P2 5k & B A 4617 = 3l & (style) » #_
ot péﬁ'ﬁﬁ Y FRAE R g Te R 0B 2t
CE PR R TAP R ol P R F A A RMAE B B
ﬁug%g,@ﬁﬁw%gijﬁw§ e R ERA Fendk
W ApnfE T  FF BRI ROE LS F R A R ER e
R A EANE S F 0 TR e A RF PG AR 0 B 4p 2
FFL TARERNT R AR e d PR T HF Tk
P ARl o B R aBLBERIRA F e endim A H > BT Ly B F
FEOPLL > BT Gt g b ARLE o

Vaughn £ Bost (1999) % 5F& B2 5 FARM AL T o5 5
SPLEERF 5
(=) # FABHDE 2 AL

st ELEE 2 Thomas ¥ Chess ~ Carey #% ¥ > i ° 21 % 4 %f‘%’;”f kg
S LACE N IR 0 SR
FHRLA P

RS

T AP ERRLREM S B (T
WA BHAROn e A 2R PR TR
=) F FAA Rl

JLELEE Buss ¥ Plomin 5 R4 > & PR4ANFETFLEBE
R AR AR o 2 AR YRR G
BRHERE ZETEE BRALE  TNEIRFIAE SCHRTA L DB S
ZEFA RS FE -

S FFANEE AR AR E s

ﬁ“ﬁ,‘%&%—% HAR G F F e m % 0 12 Goldsmith/ Campos -

.
+
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Rothbart/ Derryberry ~ Kagan/ Fox % ¥ % o Goldsmith ¥ Campos 2 5
A a4 HRET 2P RES A #F D Rothbart &2 Derryberry 33
A AT BHE BEE pAAGTHN 0 F T F O E
REp SRS S PR 2§ AR F IR~ T g~ LR
WAL P F RE P ABEL 405 BF - Kagan & Fox BI#& 4 T 7 5
Pl OPRA 0 G TR PR A2 Ekang B Ap AA Gk
SLE A TN A Gs R SRR T TR T ek gL oo
(2) § FRALEEHDE S

PRLERL R TARROE £ B AT Y S fah RFTIR
S2A RegF B oo 4 Bates 5 & 0 BRI F %‘r;ﬁiiﬁ?ﬁt—‘g 22} 2%

M FE ARG Mo LHA RN TG

SN FFEARRA G R L RS
FIREPARET FROABLIREERF T2 72 aBHL
AAEHTERD  SFEFERCERTMEE TR &7
F2 4 4p M1 (Capsi & Silva, 1995) « it 2 3hF BRIk § I
FELTIAREHFEEL ¢ §RII 0 A% - 2SRy
Hagm kenigs e § T3 B 2 3 R4 M2 (Chess & Thomas, 1996 ) -
AR R L R T S PR ARERET A& L T R
$ #2472 Fenf F (Harriet, 1998)  $3t izt et 0> p 5 8 7 4
BELF PR AIAEI AL R PP o TF - Ead b
SRR TR EAFAHADBAFFT > EFE X A RELR

|
*‘?ﬂ"‘wtﬁ*

TR R GRPRMOF FF T g PR DR AR ET
GRZFE A AR AREREL LM GIAH -

 F F e R



FHFATEROD - KoL FRLE PG T AIdmuat -
(=) Thomas'—f'i’ Chess g e &
Thomas £ Chess (1977) & H % Ay ? & T B2 Q5 TE 4
SRR EANF Tl B A
Lz & (activity level )i 4% p i $: ¢ - end iz £ o 5 d
(ha SIfHiE P E R 58 0 3 FEATIE R S B
% P E R SR 0 3 F B BT R e

Ik

3
[t

\“"1“-7

2.4 &4 (rhythmic regularity ) 45 2 JZ# i 0¥ FRRIAZR » ¢ Z &8 >
PEFR /AR ~ $Hie o MG eh% 08 4 B R 0 F R DT
FERIER  RERRDH QR F > F F A EFTR
3.4%3F M+ (approach or withdrawal ) : Ap A7 =% Fe i AT T pF A7 4 Benk
s o ABITATHIprens 2 g X FIATHprae sl - 7 ¢ HFL RS o M
KA % 2R EAL g1 ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%wmiﬁ’gﬁﬁ
Frjlge A FE- RPEFERFA RNBRITE
4.if - (adaptability ) : Il TR RS R o MR P TRF
PRERER fRMEMOS O RIpEL g HIEG g o
5.47% &% (mood) : AT e Z e B o s o FHL
o SR R D R FE e SR e e DR R X o
6.5 fu5s & (intensity) : 4p 7w B & ~ 2 §F & E G JHlgahFr &
MR o F AR S OFEEARRT PR F R AE KD
2P mEFEa FREAERT PR
7.%# R (persistence) : 45 § #FH ¢ 17 5 X FF LG FlEppF o
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*oﬁfﬁﬁm%RM%ﬁ%lﬁ%$’2¥ﬂ§ﬁ
L= I = 3 M= s 3071 D AANNIE LA BN S NP O 3
8.4 # & (distractibility ) : 4p .3 % % < b i@ B F 7 i
i B SRR AR R B %2 FE B J AR R ERE ]

b4
‘:b K

AR R MM DR RE L AFE L 0 3 R AR

9.5 & & (sensory threshold ) : PO e S R R gl VP 25
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Boo FRE® (RRHE) s Q9%

B¢ iz mec gt AR o
r"‘g

S BRI G AR P F R R A ORE )
RIS IR A 'ﬂiﬁ*%>€%aﬁﬁékhnwb‘¢w%ﬁﬁo
Thomas £ Chess ¢4 % § o RIES (8 N g H 4 204 #v i@

IIF FEASELY > 1978 £ > Carey £ McDevitt ¥ p% >t 38 52 5 F A7

% 1 27 & $% Thomas & Chess hf Fe B A 8ghE 1 ¥ 3

4-8 B " BB 25 B £ % (Infant Temperament Questionnaire >

i ITQ) » @ 2000 # » Medoff-Coopes ~ Carey ¥2 McDevitt 325 41 4 {4
- p y

\‘!l\}ﬁ‘ =

FHBIPN GG REOE R RO TR e g o
A+ B TheuE 2 > g s 14 Thomas & Chess ehf 4 <~ v B WE

T 14 Y B2 BB 224 B £ % (Early Infant Temperament

Questionnaire > f§ # EITQ) » #-F H et 7 o T L4335 2 B2+ o
Mo TR RSP aF FE L (EITQ) ;Mﬂ;zl B

E 5 =
o ~

\W ~=b
51
o
)

FReROTREEREQEHL DI R § LR AR HOFF

ﬁ»%%ﬁ¢£ﬂ451ﬁ’%@f‘%%‘%%‘ﬁﬂ’;%%i
RATHRBDELE ot o T REHHEOFFELS A

*1“?

S F iR

IE_EE TP
& # & (activity level ) 1 4% p i d ¥ — e M58 > bol 0 8
PR R RS AR TR T AT NP A A F e iE e

2.3 &4 (rthythmic regularity ) ;fﬂ 4 19 5§ ehE
“ﬁ\//ﬁ‘ﬁi&ﬁ}? P odrB¥aE X § 7 A
= B"i‘_‘ N #’5 Ig o

-~

TRARR ¢ S
5 npE AR R v W
348 1% (approach or withdrawal ) © 4 4= =t 4%/ A7 {1 e 7 & I eh &
B o dr BT HATR R Y H RS 2 R ET G oeE
FEPEBE S2chF P AR o

4.:f &1+ (adaptability ) : iﬂ R TELE B oo 4B DA
FenpFb it REF -RAFF RE>REP

N S v
AL &&= X °

AR
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5.45% & F (mood) : :fﬁr}fimﬂ\%‘r I B f oo R e BT A
pAEeY A ERHRE g ;{:m};ﬁ%

6.5 &5 B (intensity ) : it mB B _a‘_ FREGRE S HlEDE R
AR o QAP ¥iEd Y o pEAR s SRS RS BT ¢ P
Rpenk i e

7.%# & (persistence) : dp B 52 p ¥ Fd ¢ LT i FH AR S
f”%@ﬂ")‘ﬁi“‘% B

8.4 # & (distractibility ) : T8 24 L fp ey 5 0 il FAAES
ARAAXETR AIFEIBRESLIL 0 ERBPP Y7o

9.5 & & (sensory threshold ) : #F] ERAD Sy A LR L P st}
Beoo TRTEALFY ~ kM~ B 0 R~ RAEH R ORE R -

(= ) Buss ¥ Plomin 74 e R
"f 7 14 Thomas &8 Chess e, =~ § B o & #-5 %ﬁf’rﬁf,‘fﬁgi *t > Buss
£ Plomin (1975) Rl#-f% A = B &
L5514 (emotionality ) : ¢ 7 5 atek FLPA R » § F 5% AR
P B ehd e € RP R R o
2.5 % & (activity ): tha s B eh® MAER > F § 5 Ak R SR N
MFBRFRARR X A EEEEA S BEL o
3.+ ¢t (sociability ): Edp B & A Bff hife LR EF KRB L L F
B X AAF ST A
3 Buss ¥ Plomin 7§ % % & fv Thomas £ Chess (1977) g #
w RV R “,f*ﬁa??:‘ﬁ“ CAREE s K R AR~ F RRE R T
REAHAF@ENAEEE  HNAE IR HHTAZ 0 P

B b g B2 A dgpi R

(= ) Rothbart s F+ &
Goldsmith % * (1987) 343 3| § % = & F¥ > Rothbart i 3% § B 4
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-2 e R - IR E B SR e N SPE i NG F- S (L
1.§ » & &M (negative reactivity ) © g 4 2 % i
B EE R e
2.1 » & it (positive reactivity ) ! g E & 2 E It R Z (75 ik
T o
3.4 A7 cendr4] 7 5 (behavioral inhibition to novel or intense
stimuli) @ & ¥ATTBF T &2 D@ - FBF 75 o
4.3 % 4 & ¢ e 4 (the capacity through effort to focus and shift
attention ) : m ¥ {ljEpF > B¢ LR 4 T w e 4 o
Rothbart = # £ B g 75 F Bt o =

E v R Bt
Bk e qaTflgaprdl 73 v i - Waaa > FMAEHZ
Jee» % £2 Thomas £ Chess 2.4 = & By g 75 7 & % o B f2 )

T =g fgggﬁqﬁq%‘a‘;.y_}_ s F] L s :fgpz%;\;? %frré,jiﬁqg;—gj,ﬁ; 1&%,}1}_
TE APy

% ® #-32 Thomas £ Chess e F e & 5 1 738 52
AR F e RaE 5o U ZRERE LG LELEY
= F el
(- ) Thomas £ Chess 5 F #f 4]
Thomas ¥7 Chess 3u & =+ B % ¥2e0(7 & *“"3 A4 BFEFwRDESL

R sssmR PeniB o PRFFEAY 4 B RS SELY
FEaE R ir kAT M E RS = A5 FaEdl
1.47 % 4] (easy babies): st ] % 524 M & 2 E  HITFEE REF -

AT T B AR~ MR o 9 8 NYLS R4 40% -

2.8 5 % 4] (slow to warm-up babies ) @ * 3| % 25 FE K ~ F % A
Jos i RPEFE L e 5 0 9 NYLS 4 15% o
3.8 % 4] (difficult babies) : pb 4] % @A P ~ £ R FT0 0 3 B

Moy F A S E e o 8 NYLS 4~ 10% -
%] % Thomas £ Chess th§ F#g3)# 5 &g > § 35% * 2@ 2 »



$p 0 B fE A0t T3 0 Carey 22 McDevitt (1978 ) i 7 § B #g 4] e

(= ) Carey &2 McDevitt 115 B 55 4
Carey £ McDevitt (1978 ) %+ Thomas £ Chess e14 ~ § F e &
B 2§ B2 % (Infant Temperament Questionnaire > f§ £ ITQ ) >
rﬂﬁ* JF AR e FAREE AREE R TR A
FRWARI A REFELSEFTHFIURT S A 5T 5
B g% A (difficult babies) : 27 38 "F#p-% % |, F FHP ¥ 7
RIBELRNTIEE  cHYP R ZFRRA I A

AR It BiREL -
I (

2.8 % % 4 (slow to warm-up babies) : %7 38 " FlEg-% % | § HIE P
PR T EA g THE - AR RELE - REAS
B - BHRFL O FFEEEFLRIT RN BHREL AT
FOEY - BRRE L o

3.¢ R #t% 4] (intermediate high babies): &7 3 " F§g-% % | 7 ¥
PP i AT ELFNTHE Y - HEAQFF - BIRE

c RN EF o F 2 ELRNTHE 23 2N ELE - B

#
f
b

% 4] (intermediate low babies ) : # >t H & w %5 4] 0% 27|

AN
.‘E.A\.
Fﬂ
-F"\

(_..

Eﬁ?; 4 o 7§ K % Carey &2 McDevitt e4 8§ L& & 741715
%Iﬁiﬂmﬁﬁ%mﬁpﬂ‘kﬁﬁ‘ﬁ@ﬂ"%i?\ﬁﬁ
WEIEF Fea? » HY 3P @A TEE > & EAQE
- BHRELE -

5. % %'é’i‘] (easybabies)I TR THE-FE G R G AE

FER-EEASF - BIREL o

(=) Kagan g F 43
Kagan (1994) R $'a2 A BRI T L4 5 Fe - 3040 > L5
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HIRA chdrd| (75 > B T L NRAMES 2 F RS TaE A A S

W

1.7 % ##13] (inhibited type) : s* #F 3] 2* STE3T P2 HA ~F ~ F o
Foh Bt g LA R T g-RIFFI G/ gt LN

E&E&g/T AH:"E"E* ’ "% |L/1:./o,_r-ﬁ]§l$ﬁ§?;, ﬁ'&‘v\ °,{4~\_—_/_.j\F] ’ L'E'ér
J"JJ, k"m—’* %n_u’v ;&f—;—i——‘* #}éfljz‘gl}é‘) ~ ﬁ;‘ .,-\ Igﬁlég\‘%ﬂ’\ LL U

~

{

SAURAHECFET S E ) LEEL DU T E R AR kA o
2.2517 5 #r414] (uninhibited type) @ p* 85 4] %% 5243 g 4 ent ~ F o
PoFBRREALE s REFRE YK AL > FRRS F A
T o~ TEF  TARS A R TR o
ﬁﬁjﬁ’ﬂk$ﬁéaﬁgﬂnkéﬁﬁﬂo%;gﬁﬁgm
%ﬁi%%@’ﬁﬁ%g%%mﬁ%A%?%%ﬂ%’ﬁiﬁ%fﬁ
(RfAF4 c AFTRERFRIF TGN oEN L2 A2 34 8 1
Carey ¥2 McDevitt eig Fagdl ~ spiR# 5 1 & &fp > GE NERE
FE2SE-HRBZ-FLHE -

g

B

2

B

%?ﬁﬂﬂ’?ﬁgué?ﬁﬁgﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁﬂﬁm%’iﬁ
AFRFRTOHE R ERLT ROBARET 2 PEREFHE D
AT BT I I®  REEM R I I H A
- CEEIFFOETERZERR

Thomas, Chess £7 Korn (1982) 3 ¥t % 3§ A M 2B X &5
WAF IR DEIR . bk g FEAY AR e 7 -
TOF Bk R QU Y EAREER S f e @ RBERF

T Sl f‘ﬂ"ﬁi‘“:ﬁf > Buss &2 Plomin P32 3 % 3] § 7 Ldq st 4y
’F““”**?* SRS S R R S SRR T R
( Goldsmith, et al., 1987 ) - Plomin ( 1982 ) #- Thomas £? Chess 1 =

LM»
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al)

FeREF-XFZFALAPFCFRITEAT ~AEFE -G RE 1L
HRRTE RFLFSERAFF 0 F A AREESF B R Ptk
M2 P AE o @ Carey 22 McDevitt (1978) * kg PlEgE & 5 A §F &0
TRAF TR A THREE AR GRS FRRR A
FAL & ¥ % Al § F# & o Seifer, Sameroff, Barrett &7 Krafchuk (1994 )
PICig Rels ~ AR~ F i R~ HH AT AR LA A5 T

gt ¢k > Bates (1980) i 3R % Al F B A - fAir ¢ o h » @ 2t
W2 B A4 e 22 Freeland, Lounsbury (1979) A By f23g 4 3 8 @2
SF R BN S AR RAEE R IR AR 0E s EANGE
e BL R CLEHEAL o RTH T IR 2GR H
ATl Rt F O e S 3A D EHBE s R B4
2EIERIEESEER A RE LA CE BRI ERE Y
AR H W F F A {FERERA R et E T ARE o

aRmmm(ww)méﬁ AF FFpaaidr ARy Foo
BX o €RBEHHI M GEFE o 3 ard > Rothbart ¥ & 4|3
THRHAAF T FabREETRY AT LT - AR

o

Fe

IR AR TR E TS Ao G ARE AL

jud

RPN i s P E (R 88) W AF FAETY » A47R
KRS R e e g Tl o 4 TR e TE R
EER - 2 R ARIERRATRREVEFERS - L
N7 R FEFRER A - L > AL HIERA RV T

BE"S - AR 50496 od MV ooy S 0nEHEETHR Y

‘\*‘T
\rm\- @



E
T~

BEIF PR
Ly Bdy e AREH ERE REME F R SR TER

Buss £ Plomin ( 1975) L °
Thomas ¥ Chess (1977) L L L L
Carey ¥? McDevitt (1978) L ° ° L L
Bates (1980) L L
Plomin (1982) L L4 L4 L4
Hubert ¥ Wachs (1985) g g
Belsky (1985) L
Seifer & £ (1994) L ° L4 L
Bm % (% 88) 0 .
e e 8 6 4 2 2 2 1

roe AorEp A Al Fadpik

B RF T RQEFf FHARLELA - E 0 HEpERAF
Tk L 8B f2 SRpMe g FEstd- o d

WF o RO AT - Gt @RS ARYE ) F T RQ
HATH R R R 2 F B AR FREE L A4

(- ) 3% A8 QF Waw § 4%
AR MAIA YL DF FaAT ] o M AR E R A
2206 AT A SR AR Q] SN BT 46 0 A pRig T

P =

ﬁ%IEE'Ju!aﬁﬁa;Mt’ﬂfWﬁ\ m?ﬁ—%%ms{?? 41‘%‘%?‘%% :

BE % s nggw @sﬁm% v Z_p Mﬂ;,j LN Uy ‘é%# R R 2
57 g_l—»i’i? B ~FL AL FY rﬁ‘??fgi‘g—‘ BMop At o IREERE o
PO L PR G R A F R R

(Z) AR 2F FORFTZ
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PO E 5 RILE R A %*eff@ 827 5 B enhd i o Carey (1972) %
IR ANF LR ¥ 5% 5 % 1§40 B s Berberian &2 Snyder( 1982)
FRERAUF TET LI M 6B 7 PR A L8R 3| hl 52
B Ak P Q2 chw it ( Zeanah, Keenere & Anders, 1986 ) o
2REEFAL T AR R CKEFLE

RAEF AL TRREIF Feaofpblamy @ o 002 Bahd R 45
FofaREsa¥RE2E > ¢ 7 202 AR DENRE - 7 FF IR

TN

AR FEIFAL ARG EELF TG g2 BRREDT
+ _
~ —
EI G 2T A4}
3o g (0 #)) %7
0 4 7 13 18 B2 & in e A A
e 4 L A A A A < E % e ¢ >
3 6 12 17 24 ¥ os oo ® 5 A [ S
m o#F 3
Bates 1979 [ ) ® ()
X A
Daniels 1984 [ ) [ e o ) )
5 X
Lee % 4 1985 e o o °
Hubert 1985 ) ) °
£
Cutrona ¥ 1986 @ ) ° ° ° °
Troutman
Mangels- 1990 ° ° ° ° o o
dorf % «
Teti £2 Gelfand 1991 ) ) ) ) ) e o
Van den Boom 1994 e o o ® [ )
Thome ¥ 1999 e ) ) ) )
Alder
Crockennberg 2002 @ ° e o
£
Leerkes 2002 ) ) ) ° °
X A
Keefe 2005 e e o ) )
XA
E 4 6 4 3 2 11 5 2 7 5 4 2 3 3

e A THAAF T DR
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HE R R F FRE DA A F F 0 Sameroff ¥ 4 (1982) + # RAR
AL ERE R HHEQF T g REM ~ F RRAE S XN
% f w o Vaughn & ¢ (1981) a7 3 » a4 41§ TR 02 * 3
ARG Bg > Ls 3 FFFHRDIF 7o * P Fame
% > Wolkind ¥ DeSalis (1982) ,T* ML AMNMERAp B O
A F B o ¥ b Bates 4 (1979) g # A BB ay %‘rmf‘ﬁ?l"f ’
FME LS ARERT B ARELY RE L
(extraverted ) e L& B Q¥ X A1 F HApM o @ # ,mmﬁ‘ﬁ%,
R -AgR A HERLHF Ty B MR CELRE D
b et BRARRE SR f‘;%’%‘rﬁ*m#mﬂ*’mjﬁ’**
AR & A B e AHE w R4 ¥ #° (Donovan, et al., 1978 ) -
B2ag R By 28 K42 4p 8 (Van den Boom, 1994) -

FERO G PEROERAF FORFIV e FRONVE R
AL I RESRT o BT BB kg 0 B ROR g L
X

TR AN N PR T PR Y S S

fud

AOAEBHERE SRR TR, - BER ML -
(=) i pelt2 &%

Thomas ¥? Chess (1986) g 2 % TAp i AT Tk
ReNFF LG FERAHRE > AFH Tt (goodness of fit) | » 77
X ;?_"‘”' SH B R RO 4E 7 5 (Cameron, 1978 )
o i+ A H_if felt ? Thomas &2 Chess ¥-if fe it €& 5 " BRI O T~ &
SRFHRERE DT R EFRRS IR B PREF AR 2R
B FHRBTR G E D EF N FRBEF TR iR

'
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S ) RREPTR O Faw il

A RE LR ANEE S RIS RT F R F LR AR
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FAMERELA R MEZ G EANERE Y ERR AT F - @t
fo 2L BRI ST H 2N B 75 o Flt o B A B IERE 2
BoAaE 1‘#%&—3 et s B ki & P %o Cameron~Hansen ¥ Rosen
(1989) 3n 5 B safp chf F 7 p aphf ~ vhim .,tapgé?.kév\g ¥
i (iéti,ﬁﬁ‘#f%fVFﬁi‘#:%/ﬁh ) ehts 5 ® (31 p Kristal, 2005) > % fe
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FETEROP ARSI RS F RF RO ORE L F A5
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¥ PR, v&y 47 PR (GRR/AERT )
FH FORA v s v FEH vwR F R v RRY
Ed pERA LR pERUELRER L 2 EET saEERa s B gAY
g Tk R L % vk 24 ¥ e aEE >
AEL R ET RkalE R P 5 65 BIRE 11
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T TP R R pEe LIRS P
B FE S
2FEE RS
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géﬁ:ﬁ- hATIER & BEREIRE R FBEIT8 LRI AR JBRAT B AR P R
Wegr N pE BE ¥ 1B R i Z
1B 37k A A i S enps B¥hoFH A ITER
- SR i » 378 S %
F R LATH B & HERETRE Egrhiy LA PFETRR g ix ) TP R R
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Vi 18 plpe %R T RS P TH Y FEE S T EHE N
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B @R - 3R
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s A9 BpEpE 2 5 FEomEF R B pF 7 FHEHBLT R wrpalmeis g oo
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Note. From The temperament perspective (pp.104, 106, 109 ) , by J. Kristal, 2005,
Maryland : Paul H.Brookes -
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AT P g BRI R A B 2R M2 T @ p Ak~ K
oo R 2 Aoni EA O~ i ko Pg«« Lo Ot A GE N R
TAMT 2P Askicenp ik T ATIA A G FH e A BT 2p A
Py 2 AR B IE 0 TREIRAPRE Y pRie o A BER AT

Bandura (1994) AR fE# 2 (T 54w B X B S 644658V

]
WA AT s T p A it ¥, (self-efficacy theory ) » #8317 & :a % &2
B Ay B ek % o Bandura #.5& p Moo T BRIM YR £ 4 A

ﬁé;ﬁﬁwfMymﬁ%&%*'a{@ﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁ%%¢m@
ﬁ’aﬁﬁﬁwmﬁgam +ﬁh%m—ﬁlﬁmﬁ UL RN
TR d B E 517 EWBBANFRFLE FH
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ%%&F@ﬁ§ﬁ~@wﬁﬁﬂ\%%ﬁﬁ&u£&
Renfz i ARG FiFE P F (Bandura, 1986)° - B 2L 3
‘éﬂ%@ﬁﬁlﬁ~ai@$wﬁﬁ’ﬁm&ﬁxg%ﬁs%~?
PR TR AP L £ F 0 FH IR AARE 0 T ARG IDEE 0 PR
PR AL 384 upemp k-

TR BT 52p Aokiv )  Bandura T p Aoki | A AR E A G

©
PR GRS R AL R AT o

@

&

A3 eh

< A BLay ?'F’E'n\'_ QA p AN LAy (parental self-efficacy ) ;> g e
- BAHIETF A EECR &4 ¥ 5 4 (Hess, Teti, &

Hussey-Gardner, 2004) » B P 2 QA Nk 2R Aoy 0 (8

.ﬁ.%;}%-ée,ﬁ_é_ Lk AR 0 g BBA BanFE L k2

(Teti & Gelfand, 1991 ) = p A2t EEHANEB Y HHF 75 w4 0
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T R A ap Asi AR A SR D g sl ,\,)J'*?ﬁu—,w "% & p
#2ziy (parenting self- efficacy ) ;> F]1 5 R # $3° 7% p £ #h+ 4 € 5
PR EAN TR W I LRSI RESNE D T 0 KA
R 4 TI&LJ‘! T3 %2 p A »zir (infant care self-efficacy ) | — # KB~k o
Flpb 0 A SRNT 2P Ao AR R RAFR DA 4 H 6
ApPEL e ZAMp 2 0p B¢ 4 R 2 (Coleman & Karraker,
1997) 8228 LA o R X P BELZ A RMHH £ J 5 4 R X > B8R
BARARAMEBY (dofkdn s Rk 25 s THE D) cndroiar
¥ (Hess, etal., 2004 ) -
oo~ BT8R Aoay PR R

Bandura % £ 7| A B F RE 2 hp Ak e EEFF M L
EUSAEE T o MBI R AT X o AARE T FEERY > AL

7
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FA%ﬁ?éﬁ%i’%ﬂﬁw%ﬁ% S - S U I I ]
oM B A P2 Pk ¢ 2 g2 (Walker, Crain, & Thompson.,
1986)° & 7 fiodr -t M4 d ’ﬁhd BRBTBITES YA L aE
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PR LY R EFETE R pE P P ,@"ﬁ,»—%ﬁ%\(&_ ¢ s
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ERALBER G E LTIR Lﬁ#wzﬂm&Gﬁmd
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-
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o RAREHp IR F R FRABNARLN N £ pE
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(1995) » #& 3| % * Mrcs 2212 A& # (Cutrona & Troutman,
1986) ~ #* A7 5 it # 4p B (Teti & Gelfand, 1991 ) > » #2552 B F
€% 4 =B p &k & 73 (Spoth & Conroy, 1993) & & & & § i B4
3 AR s BB £ R i 4 (Coleman & Karraker, 1997)
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LT ST A F By TR g
Ly X g i L+ KA P RE LN PR RE At g
PT g 3 # s 9 Rt Epey & ¥
Cutrona % + (1986) . .
Teti ¥2 Gelfand (1991 ) . . o .
Luebering (1995) . . . .
Coleman % * (1997) . . . .
Reece % 4 (1998) . .
Brage Hudson % + (2001 ) . . .
Leerkes & 4 (2002) . . o .
Coleman % 4« (2003) . . .
Elek % + (2003) o . o
Hess & 4 (2004 ) . . o .
Keefe & + (2005) . . .
Eg (i 9 8 6 6 5 4 2
Lo Ao ALY 2 p AN sa enp ik
ABMT IR PN FEe L L LBl R LE S F
Bood BiLFIFT a2 RkTanllthe A7 a3 RPN FEBw s
TP A e A TG L %*{m?ﬁcp s A B AEHRN R S R
AR LT o
(=) -8k B BT 52 p Ao
- 4k & P~% (domain-general ) e S5 52 p A iy A dp - ALY
HEMAZ TS oo @R - KR T a4 KGRy 2
BAE o dot BARH A NP R RS BRR a4~ R T Ay
"—'%i’gi‘%'ri‘aﬂ—\@ﬁ‘ii?;#'l’sﬁi i PR OER AT SRR

%% o Abidin (1986) # & i | 4% /& 4 151% (Parent Stress Index )

A2 g4 pEE 4 0 WhN - B ke B i RAH AR
2T Ao B %’?%W#%—&ﬁ%fi%ﬁ’égﬂﬁi

R FIRPFEREN A4 K o Keefe ~ Barbosa ~ Froese -Fretz -
Lobo (2005 ) Trr#* b § £ Kip|§ L pfi 2* 22

> Coleman £2 Karraker (1997 ) & 12 if

Kotzer &7 Yol

2 BT oF ér - VR
E] -}\a b‘{ﬁb -5- B 5 ;7B -}\a ,"‘{Hb

28



2.1 EpERPIH B B L AR E'ﬁ;‘Ei 4 & 2 V&% »tit £ 4 ,(Dumka,
Stoerzinger, Jackson, & Roosa, 1996 )~ p A »zip £

( Wells-Parker, Miller, & Topping, 1990 ) -

(=) #FEh o B cn® AT 2P Aty

# T A & P~ (domain-specific) ¢4 T 2 p Aociy Ay e g R

FE T2k o P 2 A E T EaR A 4 R o R B 2
EE SR TR R 4 o oA~ T P o Coleman ¥ Karraker
(1997)12 5 5TPR A Pl 4 s~ B SO$FQ A ehF fl~ MBRGL 4 enf o s
TEB AL FRITL T S2p Areiv ; Reece ¥ Harkless(1998) 7] &_12
AR R R HEOLAETENR AT RS T 0 p Ak
it o m Gibaud-Wallston( 1977 )% E shdc % & # g £ % (Parenting Sense
of Competence Scale) 24t # p R & % T UF Tk o Bw i A
AATE A BT Zp AT B A 0 KPR & F hp Ay o @
FHRA NG PR S ABAEI DRER -~ FARF SRS (3
Coleman & Karraker, 1997 ) - Cutrona ¥ Troutman ( 1986 ) Trix * pt §

@)

3 >3 > 5 ¢0 ‘x“
23R A AT 2P Atag o

(Z) #FH2 T3P BT 52 A2
B 2 Zi3P~» (task-specific) #* 7T ¥

RRG Y 2T RT EL a0 o Ao JR B OB R JTHE S0
4 % B 3% - Froman £ Owen ( 1989 ) % & e B8 2B kg ¥ % (Infant Care
survey) TR B R E B L AT A BT 0 Ao B
oo RPIR A HE TN T BROBA FE NICEE HITNE A o Ao
BsZ > 4Gz g Eisa 0 ko f2R (FE o Brage Hudson %
L (2001)Trr * pt B A FEG A By 52 p Aoy o ¥ ook g;tg

( Luebering, 1995; Hess, et al., 2004; Leerkes & Crockenberg, 2002) "
12 Teti ¥2 Gelfand (1991) %@l T2 2 p A2za £ & (Maternal
Self-Efficacy Scale, f§ - MSE)J 53R A Moty 1 £ > MSE 3
P iEiaben L RAFA R R BT 2 A £ 4 0 kP&
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AR A REFLEE A RR o
3-8 & anE * > Coleman £ Karraker (2003 ) w gg-* .5 52 p
AR AR AT L L RBFE S AR A A WIRIR B - ki 2 KA
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Ve = = 4+ < 7 = g 2 ’. I, = ¥ [ 2 2. Y
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=
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Bandura 335 p Aot 7 TR0 B Lk R B E R
@méﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁ%%*?ﬁéﬁﬁé ArFTsBF A il B
BUECARBET 2 ART 2P A VEERT 2 VR (I
Gross, Fogg, & Tucker, 1995; Tucker, Gross, Delaney & Laporte,
1998 )e Bl K14 p Aaiy wh & Ryp e h » % 4r@ 2 7 ? Coleman 22
Karraker (1997) # % F|5@ 2 &% < * F ME QRO - &

BARACHC B SRR R RN L W R RT 2 A
»ziy o @ d Bandura 2. p AreaihV e HH A BB F L AL &

ROF] > @ RR B AR R R S T E IR R R P
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B e P e RH/ P F S PR j
-k e RARA R ARz TAGS AR, LpRe 1 Keefe
Bt ( Parent R4 PR REAG 134 - R RN
StressIndex) | X & %7 @ 7 TR 48~ 7 Cronbach's (1997,
/ - BPAGECHEET o573 2005)
Abidin (1986) % i 4 =% 73 o4 % 2.€ 8% A
5 .69
FER . ] ?r%s’b" cF TpAx H 164 6ZF 1. pIN 1.Cutrona %
B % (Parentmg T S SR N - RiE 5
Sense of 2V iEE r i‘%?:%‘ 220 NN % % Cronbach's a (1986)
Competence TH 44 BF 94 Th .72 ~81 2.Coleman
Scale) R AN Akgyy 3 TH o 2.4 % 4 (2003)
/ it Bl A A A TR % Coopersmith ~ 3.Sanders £2
Gibaud- MBE S DR ER 2 pEE Woolley
Wallston ( 1977) CRRAR RGN 4 AR (2004)
& & .48
PFeiair BoORBEEL: KRBICH £ 528 58F & pI- RME 1.Elek % 4
B (Infant Care PR AR B2 52 o & T BRCIPE A 5T Cronbach's o (2003)
Survey ) 2%y 0 B, & TERGOREE .95 2.Brage-
/ R B 3 B4 Hudson
Froman &7 Owen ¥} 5¢ Y2 B8 v & TR R % 4 (2001)
(1989) bR 5 B e EE~Z > 438
R B 2 G e BR
T G SN Y STy
SN BAL* M 2 1038 > 4 2§ L3RR 1.Luebering
EESTIE 1 :H,%"VEL%\ & % o HY 9 %\ﬂ—\/? - R (1995)
( Maternal AT R S R Cronbach's o 2.Hess
Self-Efficacy g o o B2 SR 5.79~.86 % 4 (2004)
Scale ) a2 BaomZ R RmF 2. 82%% 3.Leerkes
/ P %?ﬁﬁz—% ey R4 4R F 4 (2002)
Teti ¥ Gelfand 7 p R SRR A (PSI) 2
(1991) JEE LS 2T d e Ema. A g4
oo wERREECR BELE
) 3-13 NG PAS. B ] P2 R
B Baa F- 4 ﬁﬁ)@g(éﬁa&ﬁ (y=-75
M2p Ak kiR %:%ﬁ}ﬁ‘ )~ ,p<.001)

At

A

31



Tl A e H s Mo b W A T p A RBiEa N
ﬁrﬁﬁ’*ima Aoray o EHELGAHREF ERR A DiF
AP AR Tiep e piT s TP RER S
TS A F Bendsgg W R Tfep e 2 khiF i~ 3 P e
Fask TH - BAR g ) [ F g Aok g 2 (TRAME
B0 FlR A BER A DI AERG B RYY  F R EET
FRA - BEGRFAAP N 8 A PRI GRF AT R TR
BRI F ARG P e 4 ina A
) T RERLIR
THRIREERTE AP H A2 FUE LR A
PR Bt BAHAPG R L A PR FERE AR A KB
AL R %%*ﬂﬁﬁiémx%‘&&’T*A%dm‘ﬁ%w
B2 4 o AR B aZ R g BAaT p Ay auE 2 oo
(2 ) FR Heeg
IR RSN L i B T I T R ei%ﬁ?-” B
FRPE A w g J e BRI AR R g A (L

240 A9 ) PR B A ACSHTE Lo FITEHF DT K

.
e s
@\

Ir
4

N
= qul

N

A
et

N\
fin

T

BN ST ST R - A



CEER A F FEA BT 2p Aoka 2 AT

j&;ﬁ‘f*\iﬁﬂélﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬂ?i‘r’i'ﬁi AF TR 2 REER S { el
Fo M F R RS AR A R AR T g A
Poie PR ESE LR R o B R K R G 0 & 7 EEREAAL ~ RAE T~ RUAE
P gAGS SRR L CARIIR CREAFICR AR
FHAAF FE2 AT 2p Asea E F A M (Cutrona & Troutman,
1986; Goldberg, 1977; Gross, Conrad, Fogg, & Wothke, 1994; Leerkes &
Crockenberg, 2002; Thomas & Chess, 1977 ) » I K izd v B B i % 5
7 x Edeipip 3 B Bap M ¢/§%6 BT AT AT

Leerkes £# Crockenberg (2002) 3% B 2% HAAIEH ¢ B2 A
TP AT 0 Flo v B EIREE S RAPRE ﬁﬂ;?ﬂiﬁ-ﬁjf{ﬁ 0
Aoz P AR £ o Goldberg (1977) dp di 5 B2 £ 7 3gp) ~ v ¥ 45 >
PR NAL g s F %zﬁ;&#ﬁfﬁ ) B2 AR A
PEET RIS Y o A AR e AR s ok LR
A o qpF o FHEIEFEFER LT =
Bty > B2k BER A ARLINERgE T EFZ P &7 I
AT S0 p Aoka DM TG F RO g LR PR Q
FEHALPEEREE Y 0 PEERFMALENE o d P ET A
BA A G TR RT 2p Aok R

Gross & A (1994) + 3 B Qs v 02 B Hy ap N
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P AR o F] G 1%;4%‘»%%??« pe ELad e o A

B € R T T ko B AL EEY

James-Roberts, 1986) > ¥ % Fla sz B aa 2 1= « &% FIE
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BT § B P B HIEA A M 2R

FHAHAUF o RH2 T 29 Aot cnB P A Rothbart
SRR kS B IF W e 2 AT e AT T 52 A
sz ePE & F|+ (Leerkes & Crockenberg, 2002) > @ &% B § B o &

s B3I IER 5 WIRE R L FRTH

¥

& ;:" (distress to novel ) =88 2 >
FE AL E e M T 4 AT 2 Ak AL f e B
Fod AR - B R ENG 4 F B AR R DA RG G p
For o] > FL ERGEERE A BT nE A i £ A g et g Aok
ko HE T HFRF P Avra A AR DB KFEEHFEERE

X TD 0 TR KR R F o SRR 4 gi&’t—ﬂ » Fl e b F e

eBR SZATE e 4 o B RS S48 ¢ 3 AR BE S Y
( Leerkes & Crockenberg, 2002 ) - r} P e B2l X e MR AL

TR Ak B R E R o
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Leb s EpR (drritability ) 2% f » TS RS € BB 24 %

-

I
- E PN RS T R R (Mangelsdorf, Gunnar, Kestenbaum, Lang, &
Andreas, 1990 ; van den Boom, 1994 ) - Pettit ¥ Bates (1989) #= % fj}u
FRLA TR et fo o BHARENTTIAHN - Lo R
FEIRAhw i b - F 2 BlFcS o Fla f w TSR 23
RAURRDFFHELRG > TRAMIITE 0 FEAXA LT PR
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v RE AR B 1,%%;& FBik 7 16 BRESTER D f w B2 MK B/ATER R
B A0 9B A I8 hE R A RS RF LR AP M
( Pauli-Pott, Mertesacker, Bade, Bauer, & Beckmann, 2003 ) - %‘i’ e
SEF R o v H B 7?@§’ﬁ’4§£?f@'ﬁigﬁﬁfﬁé“’*ﬁ 7R
AR AL S MR~ F RG]~ L e B T 1 en
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40 B o Thomas £¥ Chess (1986) 33 5 A4 H_ T 2 i i BF B &2
REM LT AR E TR DF T4 o BT
Goen® AR RO T AP E O L R TERYF S vy
PR R G BRSO B FI ey b B B 0 2 g fe B R (Kristal,
2005)° I frebfp T R F 0 - BIEd  MARAE DA R TR FHE
DB e R Wt B EIARDFE G RS E S o X
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FIA A~ R I A R 2R B2 T 2 Aok R
PHIA AR DL A R b RS R L

( Keefe, Froese-Fretz, & Kotzer, 1997; Keefe, et al., 2005; Thome &

Alder, 1999; van den Boom, 1994 ) - iz # 5= 3 %’Kéﬁ? A~ a3 52 AT

Bl 2wt A BRI H G ek o 4 ZRA N PFEARS ARG D

sk BRI EEE AR T2 A

IR SEEN G - s RPN = e

p
Etsh st R A E 22 U A r3h g o 2 E 5

: : it =~ A
NG AAH S - A B I E 3 F 2 R WA W AT

ArHRed pod BUERAT L R TAFFROIHEE
B AT A NP EE Nk o 4 2R end siadadpd f oo
e L BER A e B 2 en i~ o B 5% Barnes (2003) RIS
[ - S RN v

f”wl

Vs
LR r gl Ther H Y A A i e

T XV hEP LA AR AT Pt AR 1 Higk
BHE Y G UFEamfE BERRDAN » PHRGFT L~ * B2

BBl AR R
- B Em

* P A T4 8217 5 3 £ & (The Brazelton Neonatal Behavioral
Assessment Scale > f§ - NBAS ) #_% — i > B 1235 (developmental
theory) * k3THATL 2/ 2 ePBHPLI L > PR AAHF? AT
FATE A - FEEHITE 27 5B E9% 7+ (Brazelton &
Nugent, 1995) - NBAS i & 5334 B ©2chic 4 2 BB hw > 38
NBAS st s # A B B 2w B > 2 iy % BB SO¥PIR B AR > ¥
Fow A 4 0 UGB A B OEAE ~ PRI B RBOT L 0

37



7R gurdelt 2 v BN 3 (Barnes, 2003 ) o F]pt > NBAS @ 4%
*E A F o iF5 - a4 » K% (Anderson & Sawin, 1983 ) -

B>t NBAS & * enfF2, > 2 NBAS (T3 (&1 £ - EH P A5 R
fe? R N EALBZ2 XA S H R RS T P > Myers (1982) &
THERA S ERA EH QNS T 415 FHE QOB E L LRE
PR SE S > PR DL R AN A s LR 2
sPl & kg F £ B 5 Worobey £2 Belsky (1982) # 3 %

=

10 4 8 R e
g *HARET4 % NBAS 45351 &7 8 525 #+ > 5 B &2 {7
AP ARDABFFETIRT R B BENIFOREF S
B2 % 3 4r 5 Anderson ¥ Sawin (1983) R I 4 » &# Behw B4
AR g o pb b > NBAS » ALE* - 2 B ' B 2l » F o
Poley-Strobel £2 Beckmann (1987 ) # 4. NBAS #t# 2 57 §= /i » $ M4+
ENBA A AEFZ A BRI AR B BIRA 2R R
A~ B2 4P Fiﬁﬁ—?i‘gﬁg o

FEFROTA ¢ F NBAS B F 5% 2 a8 4 L4l
AT edFE R R RE( Belsky, 1985; Lambermon & van Ijzendoorn, 1989;

RS

Worobey & Brazelton, 1986 ) - Brazelton ¥2 Nugent (1995) v J& 5 #f
FH - mNBASi*uEE [ﬂ E A gt I 2 FEORE  BHE -
wHp ey A 7 b,\F—Eb‘\'x,E'_‘{ﬁPmlr’#om—%’\"ﬁ:mg\.(,%‘f.ﬁ
EHRA O F - BEEOPRNEHEF L FREARI IS T

B BRI E 4ig I & ¥ 5iF* (Shonkoff & Hauser-Cram,
1987; Wolke, 1991 ) -

S F Pk
Kristal (2005) f_§ 32 (temperament theory) #% ! T &
a2 A# e #5124 (temperament-based parent program ) | » i% i 3|
WAL IF W B fRF TR eI BN A N B
BB BMRET R e PR DR Y A EET&IJ

38



FRHEQE: PRSP B BERLrE s « g & i v
B2 o UF WL AH AR A EF T xi?ﬁ)%l‘mmw PRAx? o d 3
AHREFT 0 F AN R TR A FERME P ERE
EAER o AN F]Ju EREBRLFF o RERA g NEED v E DD
27 R R (S| EAP M v i K vk o Chess #2 Thomas (1996) ¥ #%
T3 BAAr R A G e f[a;ﬁf.;? :
AR EI E AT >R E wﬂ)f%—"\bt’?;;?’;‘r
FHCH e o
(Z) Fefp I B2-R*-BRB T2 feenits o i fear kL
(Z) $2ps & 2 B 2R S AT ik L B o
() A L P
(7 ) K- &3 BRIEEFL o
() FHEHPS 2 B et F o

Kristal (2005) B35 B 5 &2 A#H D2 3 E3-F A~
1 PFH ) Turecki * 1989 & F 4 & & 9 eh% F 2@ & =T The Difficult
Child Program ;> AR & 4| B 22 M2 L F @R -2 * F Y 4o
Fe B 52§ Rt 48 o g {4 > Sheeber 2 Johnson *t 1994 # #& 3 Turecki
SRR ST Mﬁﬁa'riﬁﬂ#ﬁ,ﬁ RBP4 E SR 2 ) B
HmY o ATFHR A K AEHKEL Y LREREY R K o B
= R GEINE N 8 é/f%’f%;; P g B2 BIMGRLR T B F
4v o @ Kaiser ** 1994 & 3 B et § B 5 AA# R A S0 % SA2R| A
e ZFFAGREMAE CKALRE - PR VTR T RE S ALE
LE- kol e 230 TR B 2 BER -
L RN AT BEE s A Ryl LR R K e R ]

~
!
—

o]

e .
PEA A P FTPES B BR R KARARE UL R
LRRAE AT S HEE A T

o R '\:EEH' 5 ;‘1 ?#BF@?IJ a5 é ,?;\-;rfpr—a ﬁﬂljié—gaiﬂﬁlﬁﬁéﬁﬁ’!

FTRECA G HA ORURE LA ARGV E

39



=~ B#IER

Sameroff &7 Fiese (1990) #t4& 11 ¢0 ' @ #1234 (Transactional
theory) | R/ 8 & & k2% B - ARG - 2B Bow 3 3 $5en
I ARFREDEE] BPHARFEI DI o0 BT &
%ﬁ%‘%xw?ﬁWmA%ouw@%éé&m*%émfﬁmﬁ
FH~F B2 R R FRPR o LR
Fihft e FROFELERIIEA BAEE 0 A LR HHEE B Tae
LT A REY Z e RR e R B AR E R Rl o
FLTRBE  BOhEFLINE L Rk E N 238 T KT
LR A DR A S N HR O 3 T A RAHE ARG
e df 2 28 - Woolfson (1998) m i@ # 38353 225 # (Tl % 502
B A O~ Aok BB R R Fee B2 A R i KT
WA~ KA EATR AR LEL TN A hief 2 P FagR s FRE T
BenhBABEL N FE A A QT HREY > REF 2P
PenfF e ga Ap e il o JEEF TV HERRAFTEY 43
G R E - L (Ao R e T v BF S B

B - AL RFBPARAE L FE o BB RADIBEEL
VSR E

L ffes A FAFFRBERF I EM GGy T oA
T L

IR RN PF £ X 7 e

ka8

B hdp B34 (Interactlonal relational guidance )
McDonough (1993) # 1) » ¥4 ¥ G 3: a X3 o7 * X
B A BT B fE Y i"éﬁt‘if B e ~ B Y A Bae o sr B

1;

N IR o s %ffr\mp’%”frp e ol B NI i | TR
F

34
-

3

T S K v A R B B R A
.

(s

)
TI B PITREm 0 Y Aiﬁ’* F 3@ PEET AIEEE o
Seifer ~ Clark 2 Sameroff (1991) % i£:iE 2" R* M4 E w8 52

40



Boie 4 Rec LA M G TR B B R g o Lk
B G SR B AR R DIPNA B AR T
GERD TS RNIPE E R R F Y EL a2 1L

B ARy RAF T BRAHBKET - BB SKh S e o T
WA B oI 4 o g { B g U B A R T i
P ki AL e ey AR TR e AR

g0 e 8 i R B R FIE G L o BF - SR

T B RN L

FLErTi 2 B R it 2% (Support/family self- sufficiency and
empowerment ) R {E>tAL € 1 (2 HEIBATE > L IBHER F CF o
ﬂ%@ﬁ‘liﬁ‘ﬂ&ﬁﬁgxﬁﬁ,wwmﬁé Sl s v Rl
/T*iléli o JLITLA B AR MI FRAF TR ¢ 7 RIFE 1 IER
BY S FUEF‘@/@E&» R A BEEF CAGHTVRA ST e R ER

d Gross, Conrad, Fogg ¥ Wothke (1995) # B [ 7 4

R oo o0 # 21> % (Behavioral parent training > f#§ # BPT ) > % &_
BEHEC A Ao e &rfﬁfé’agé SE Y o Y Y

¥

(ﬂd\
,q\

\\\Xy

hofe AL U e AR 2§ 75 0 RFEA AP Ao B KAR
B A ‘Ei%§%%§‘ﬁ’§%é%?*o ¥ ook o Sandersé?'“kxﬂey (2004) ~ %8
FHEEERRES DI F MY PR PO R A e TR 2

ﬁQﬂﬁﬁ°JEF?$”@@%$@F’Wﬂﬁ%ﬁ%°

A PR A=

4 1 % st# (Ecological theory ) ¢ Bronfenbrenner #% ! » j& 4 1§
GRERLEE 0 B DR MTRUTRB F AR B 0 BB o s B
PEENF T R A A BL T FE R R S R
TREEMADEERY QI 2 A DEL > AR EE S A E

TRFaa S AN FERG AT I RA B - 4B

41



GRTE AR EE Y A 2F % RJest i Ap M 2 A8+ > Barnas (2003)
7 Belsky »* 1993 & & 4 fi 4 5%hIE L S04 B F ¥ LR DR T
Kitzman % 4 R+ 1997 # HEH L A | 73707 R P FE* K&
FF o PEFTIEY D R AR Y LA (Er o X
HE g 2 J1%) 5 B4cts > QB Pa3 3R
FERLAE D RR%G AR SAPEFEL > B IRHEY TUER
ARAPR AT ROERETRPEBRDOF R ARG T
PRREh s BBk A E .»ﬁv’%fﬁ#‘ﬁ%
ﬁgf%’:\ll.b *piu;’é ?ggmﬁﬁ%%uimé@ A SN S LS
FRABRMEE R EREOY e AR Fob o mRE e BIEG
mﬁ@%»ﬁ»ﬁﬁﬂ’§Q4%§%ﬁ4ﬁi§ﬁﬁﬁ’uﬂ$Q
Bdamw g #aHmg *

E
=~
0 xR R A
2 PRiT5 g EFE 2 3% [ PrETS
FRLG A - BoEE AR - FRHEEIE 12 EEHIER
i 4 en Fst s p 24 A
i SHBFApE 3 B sk R

il

FOFEH et - S0RE iR %c;:é‘* TREREL NEEL AR
WY FEREFE ORI MGE D R F A
2 fii%%v *
BFILh A Mahr - AEE A EAAKR LRI AR RHSSFgE
gl s v B pCERE Pihirf 2 Rk i B HEE
ftt 3 iF ~ I 2
TR AR - RE AR LREFER BULIAR
BB B v MEREE v REH R L AREERE
Y e 2.2 ﬁ?ﬁ % 8@ 4
A
FIETH FIER A - HUEFE MmO A i ERRI A /R O
PR RS N B RREE TR L A
it 38 AT At it %
2k B e - BORHE A PR FR IR R
Sm BHB & B EGEFE B oS AA
s PR,

42



o~ & BR S

Sun]
I
by

(TIPSR IPE

7
VN~

5

1

- \Aﬁﬁﬁﬁv/})\\}fgrﬁg,gn ELEADAE
BEET i 5 SRR P S SEIAR Sl oy Il A SO (I
2P REFRE(RE - )MEBREG PR R kg 0
fionchpEfs Y AR B W o B g TS M e 2 AU
DA o PR AR B ARGT | L o IR AT N ER

fed SR AREFI SN Gl FARFRDLIRE 75 %

F oy A

A
>~

|
MOFRA R RRANIRET - B APHEF - IRY EFI R EE R
Fowaro A - B P AN N R R S o

Ao~ ezt e s BRI A o e SV Sl s B R R F
NBAS snfi » 3 L 2 /i r = =2 > B AN endi » Qi 5 =0 73y ki
Flpen R EKS FE-%F- Y- 1 BY =+ - Barnes
(2003) 35 B F— /i » ~FFH2 B Fl- EchL P4~ 5
Bk A o~ TR RS BB o

Ao~ eI B R B ﬂ@u‘ﬁ%ﬁwn\?%%‘ﬁpﬁﬁﬁ RERT]
R ﬁﬂﬁﬂkiﬁﬁlkﬁﬁ WmAE A o T IR L P R VAR
Aoy H- 227 4~ (Sheeber & Johnson, 1994; Thome
& Alder, 1999; Worobey & Belsky, 1982) ~ 7 & v 8B — 1935 5 A #
( Thome & Alder, 1999; Worobey & Belsky, 1982) ~ 7 & P55 & % & K
2~ 5% (Keefe, et al., 1997; Keefe, et al., 2005; Van den Boom,
1994; Wendland-Carro, Piccinini, & Millar, 1999 ) o 32 25 5@ * §_ 10 4 ~
W%~ pea~ F Fm 0 Barnes (2003) % 4% Flif * 3t - L EHE
WA EREIIEHE 2GR RN RN L TR FEDRDHE
ﬁ%ﬁ%@?ﬁﬂﬁ°

Tﬁ@@&ippmtﬁmﬁ% AR X R AN i

B S A TE/E R FE S o d F s AP R B

cnEBhe ¥ H - 3] A~ K E DA £HF Keefe & 4 a7 F

43



(1997,2005) f& & 5 fa32im %

B 6THA LRI

Y
*

b e r it W fBAL S REST 504 » 3% 7 7 Bames [ 4

R4 g Pad s b ARG s x LG R o Gukk o

=+
=
ABETH NN EF 2 AT g — kE AR
o~ P i~ Ao~ F0T i~ 1235 i~ P&
(2520 &)
40 4 6 1 25%?%%"%1@513&&%{%&%{&
2000l & Ll B o B OF OB B B/ R L % & e X
/3 6 12 4 8 4 A A o3 ;@ OB OPBR K 3 A B A A
) xR r oo R R R T RR
:/F%“‘/ I & i H H AT 7o B
=N h 1l "N w5/ 8
+ /R
I
& A
Worobey
& Belsky . ° ° ° ¢
(1982)
Poley-
Strobel % 4 o . ° o ¢ °
(1987)
Seifer & + . e o ° o o
(1991)
Sheeber % o o . . ° e o °
A (1994)
van den
Boom o . ° ° ¢
(1994)
Keefe & ° ° e o e o o o o o o o
(1997)
Wendland-C
arro % 4 o . e * ¢
(1999)
Thome ¥ o o o . .
Alder( 1999 )
Keefe % ° ° e o e o o e o o o o
£ (2005)
THESEY 232231531551 343288241

44



A BIE A2 AR
Barnard, Morisset &2 Spieker (1993) £ IZ A >+ < # sxag chfi » =
FoOBRMEFF LEFEAI S F T RAPER A oG v BB
2~ B agid e 84 (31 Coleman & Karraker, 1997 ) -
Wendland-Carro % 4 (1999) # % 5 # 4 » L RN T & 57+
@5,%dVmﬁwﬂﬁﬁ*%ﬁﬂi\ﬁﬁ4%ﬁi%j@’ﬁ”

=F

v

Gt AR RTE o J R 5 364 AdrE: HE G O
BEAN O UERFREA ARG ALK e RS
RE P F R ROR WA L AR HF R T e
MFE /T RPN N o i m kSN R LB QiR
hod /v ORI S R AT KR AR S FREAANREHR
TR REFTREN ATV BAREYRTE P&
0 A RE BB R h T d ¢ 7F T LT A PR -

/#

v
=

Poley-Strobel 22 Beckmann (1987 ) 11 # 7| & #E i74 217 5 &% £

e lp B

. (NBAS) 5 1 E > ¥4 NBAS T’r\%ﬁ/} %é"%i"&?}i,fég‘_ SR A A A

G132 r»» FHREFEXBEOFIRNEERX Wf@mﬁﬁfﬁup%,i’ji

) v

Hf T L o AR 10~14 X (SR AL F A M FE A G o
%Aﬁ’ﬁ‘ﬂ’ﬁ AR SRR E G Ll GRIANTLE
Worobey 22 Belsky (1982) M % 7|3 d 374 027 5 3G & 4
(NBAS) 51 B » AR T ¥ B 7 5 P e 12 49 B ¢ 445 jpe v
R EEAEIZ A WA PR DA AERA RS A w1 F
Bl MAER T Fdp sl o kR NBAS 7 & B 23 & $HPR B LR
BLp Fik 4 B 44 NBASS fpdle® B 47 NBAS » @ ¥«
Bt ird 92end o 30— B S0 70 BRABIH > & F pR3
B AR FE?E/——.&‘EE*F’@@P By,
R TR R I TR S N

K
BEsse - T i‘*%’-fu%f@ﬁﬂf’%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂi%g%%"ﬂféﬁ?% °

45



BN S F R ST R R A ENE Y ) =y

BRIEIF AR A R 5 A e g
TUEEA S QARSI R B SHEAAR 24~ T
Keefe (1997,2005) & f » A 7 it $t¥p4 41§ 7~ #
v 3 { % B f# > % Gross, Fogg fv Tucker (1995) # B 2. [ 7 5 o en

R S SN AT N T

7h

/

(=) FaBrdhg 22185 %

Gross % 4 (1994) = 3 A Ao ~ B -~ o8 2 @34 1)
7g@mwﬁ’%@al%%ﬂé»v 0l RGBT 2R R
LR R 4;_;’5 ’}frﬂi’E?’ A - N E'bﬁirf%ﬁﬂéfs‘ %ﬁ’
ﬁﬁ%?,A%gﬂﬁﬁﬁ@;AﬁgA&ﬁ&@’é@%%ﬁﬁ&
T RE ML R %o F E SR JI0ETR 0 e BT A
e eh —;%T:F';rsgpi%_?, Bl b 5a e A 5 Gross & A iR 1995 & E )

FHRAIRUTAAA  NRET R F MG TEL AR DA

6\

P13 > % (Behavioral parent training » f§ # BPT ) o ™ 56 =k p i i
1994 By en2 e 22 HA Mo g FR2FLH > 21 8e
F AR DR A IR Y Ry ER Y ok T
BOR 7 % 75 o BEE YRR BB AL e/ v E R
¥ TR AR AR Y o F e RATER G A A Y R TR
R e Z B2 sefSRITET L RN FR DA R N s B
%%@4\&%%éj%§?aW%4%%§%5§@m{ﬁ%?o
PRI RFZ- GAMPFEPERPR O BERIEAN A P8
o BN At o B 5 A~ 2 58 E & Bandura p A ok
%’ﬂé??ﬁ#ﬁEﬁﬁbmﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁ£$%%ﬁ~éﬁﬁé%
%6+V’“$ﬁ%ﬁ Ciosh s WA ApT LA AU Lr EF

R @ Fp Arkar & o Gross F 4 (1998) & i Hi BPT ¢
B BIMA M- BTN EEFRD S Mo RO KEARS
AR R e

46



(= ) REST /i »3+%
REST #-3" #_d Keefe ”Lré,J s JE_1988 & B 4B 02 BR ST EBF ~ 4F
B B s WA AHE HS R B - b EF B CE 4 R

R
ig i m.’a‘aw g uwﬁﬂf GERE A TSR S

z o _'ﬂ;% Qﬁﬁ%ﬁ“ﬁf—iﬁs’aé‘a’ﬁ e X o - R E IR RE 0 T oA
RA*AD EY R o Keefe 3t 1997 & B 487 3 AP B 0/~ 355 > 2005
ERFATEAHEF FRE R BB L IR T HED

2 QAABMA AU RYESSST #4450 BRI &ff REST #

Ao~ A~ Ao~ s
B |
Regulation
TR Entrainment t J' Y
AR TTE Structure Al
F AT Touch g L Reduced
Stress
v Enhanced
TR interaction
F A Stable Status
FIiEpY Tvpical C
Reassurance fﬂrﬁﬁﬂ el P
Empathy i | §T%j[ij: fit
ME@VE iy Support
Tk Time-out
-

/- REST 323 i 5"

Note. From “An intervention program for family with irritable infant” , by M. R.
Keefe, 2005, MCN the American Journal of maternal child nursing, 30 (4),
230-236 -

47




1.REST &4 » B &

Keefe 327 B2 LB ~ F R B F 29T F T 3 fenfe (2
Fle TR B OF B Hf‘&EmIﬁf}?ﬁr‘ BT F g o il
BPEEEREE 2 B2 AR FAFFRFMNE B
TR FEAF AL 0 F R B TN gy
o Foa {3 BOMER - B fF4SHkDFIH 0 Keefe i i 2
- JEET S A B KA~ o BAE G LA QA AP

~

P

134T R EPPRAR S N~ SRIRB AR LT AR -
(1) REST 558 e & P 5
AGEAFE sy piE 2 B4 (Reduced Stress) % fig* &8
( Enhanced interaction )
B WBHE 2 (75 4]0 &8 23 35k i (Stable Status) % &
b B 52 B > A5 (Typical Cry ) o
(2) REST fi-5¢ e B+ P &5
A RZERF 5 & H
B b B2 E R B2 FH L
C.URERE Q2 & 2 iy 4

DAFFL2 B4 o

2.REST 14 %:}Flél

REST eh/i » & 2B 522 X 2 & BIMA » LW R~E~S~Ti
ZAp il Ao
(1) 4448 2w Bip sl 3

A.Regulation : 8% 88 2 & &5 Peng ik in ~ et A 3 R FEE

DD S I ?;_ °
B.Entrainment : # 8 20

AT R RS PR 4



kR GRS ePpER /R R o
C.Structure : B4 EP enE E e 749 ~ 2k~ »pEX §REH
RET AR AR 2R A
wam:ug@x&\%ﬁméﬁﬁ%m’&%Q#zﬁﬂé
B RGeB a R Bk R T o i BB 2 AN §ohF

2 AFr g e O A s R

\«\-\

(2) #48* i B4 5]

i

A.Reassurance : 3 *  # 3L i p 2 A F oAt - F Tp EORAEER

NG & o
B.Empathy : ¥Z ~ FEL* @F T8 > FLETHER -

C.Support : %L *jpM T » 22 L F el > TRECH
FI# g FiReiA) o

D.Time-out : %] 3 iiﬁﬁﬁéﬁi% 3 ﬁﬁé{z% s2s & PREER B 02
2

’i'\"gﬁ’ﬁ*% AF AL R uEp e FI 30
%%ﬁﬁwﬁw’é&— iéﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁi’ﬂ%
J;‘EV%;'- ‘_"ﬂg o

3.REST 4 » 2% 2+

Keefe #-z 4t 45 31 R Pl B & J2pF g — B0~ 10 fdie s AA
PR EBPR Fr T R E L - RTi g Bz
Misk o » AR ¢ 7 RAEF 24k (Key to caregiving) #%
FoM TR R TE LRE TP RE RS ORF LA Fussy
Babies and Frantic Families | 478> % ; & f%ﬁ%:%j% slene #1223 51
T E > BuaF prE -~ RET BRETRIEIT VRS
X RSNl (v E BhAcT
(1) % - = 3+ -

B % Pde— MR E BOQREE ) BRARR R E R § B

49



GoBRA AT AN AR ST

OEEET TS
’@ B P Arg 4 2 TRV oA 2%:‘:3 v % ?\Zﬁ‘:—m;}'ﬁ‘ FRE x> ;‘]L;/gﬁff

=
:T\\
=
]
\—3

p T3 < # # [ Fussiness Rating
LIS BE LA R PRI DR p3-E - BB PRI ET

R RIRTE R R eI b o - BB RRR SZE eI e

GRS 2 E T i BB IR ROk E 22 <A oh
FI 3 A B BT GFRAE " Fussiness Rating Scale ;- £7 ¢ # 3¢
MBI E e L g id S N ’%’ﬁd BT A G BTk A4S
BB AW AT * dE S N R Rk T AR R 13 e R SahE p o2t
o FtwmAL € X fFhE &2 ¥ 4 % Time-out (g & {2 o
(4)a4m:i?q3:

TR B QERT R A HR 2T L RF AR
AV R P A AT o BT R KIER A MR A PrnD R E
7RE O ZHMYL YT LB B fE RS2 Time-out 2 A+ ¢ L 35
AT A B L o

4. REST e g ## R *
Keefe & 4 (1997) ¥ REST 42740 A » » AL A
PR IEE DR E FRER R RS s sto i g 5 22 mATA 2

AHAR . RRFRE UmMP~RBRIAT R A XFERE 7R
H‘gpi ’*"‘%\”;'\F«}(FB; 'ggaz,%,\ ""—”Pd EL #531‘5:‘%%‘

IFHEE ) ARG A~8iF 0 30 3~4 = E PR Zenfinec i
AR o LB S R BRI M B e 0 L300 B 1 8.24 1 <

50



o T 0% 0P RAFFLBTEFRE S L7 T 3 H
KARA » PRI AL F B A 23545 §et i Keefe
ERAERIEFRAL TR s gl T E-HEFgH
thenfa AR o Keefe & 4 i3 22 is >t 2005 # % & REST 323 7% #5 - 0 1
&%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%yﬁﬁxpiom{u%&~%%¢$ﬂé%@’s
2164 =2 52 H 26F XA B2 A 595 e (% REST) % £+
(- R ) BB aE D ¢ 5 E Al s B IR ak
BB RS T HRBIHER 11%#%5] & pPEH 2 BRI

ML L RS o AT D REST st sc X BT en G b ~ 45 % 95

ﬁ

-

g \'
ld
&

/4

FREROE X ROPEFEF et PR R 62%CF* B2
FEBRRA e e E oAl R G 29% T A ARG B R Ak A
Fa i w37 4Apg 3 % s & o $0 REST 558 enmi 24
Keefe $£ 3| U (iR BL A0 ETWA A A > 2 2§ * Behig TR 4
» Tl A E AL F R OAR 0 VAR - Do
G A o Keefe (o REST HoN #2187 B8R 24 » Tk A A
;?%{;**u%;\égi’j\/\?ﬂ’{#& 4 REST #38 en i » 3p 3l 2 41 ~ k3t
wE

2\4‘{

AR ‘1’%%\;?‘_%1']% %W‘F?;‘r-a m/})\ﬁ;u%o
)
ARG agdime > ¥ UK TR LR A F TH 222 RN g
B BEARAMOYER R )RR R B2 7 52 p Ak il o~ Kk 2 Ap BT
T A BB RS I c p AN H S AR E A ES
A2 MY 2 R A5
PREBREEDRALE R R

=)

R ) BR 2R M2 W 2 p Ak A o~ Rk o @ oapdt Xk guE

A A BPBEF R EL DT g



	第一節氣質的理論基礎及其相關研究
	第二節母親育兒自我效能之內涵及其相關研究
	第三節介入策略對難養型嬰兒母親之育兒自我效能的影響

