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ANFEFFERIZIL, BEERFR T U EXT A2 ) Lhd T DI RER

KEE RRAURIE, SR, TER, TR L
FHES Bs44

1 55

AT HIEE (Executive Function)VE N H 1T FHY
INFIRAT B EIR, e b o B i 200 B 2 8 3 %)
H B2 JZ P05 0 NPT H B — S b 250 B g
#32 Wi (Luria, 1966; Nigg, 2016). X JL# 5 A
PATIIRERIA TR, PAT I RERREHE M o —
Y SR R R W R E S R RE T,
58 (a) 10 1 P02 2T A5 B8 b B0y 9 18 T (e i 4 161 ),
(b)RAT SRR B A RE T (2l TARIENZ), (5544
W R BE 71 (8N R 3G M) (Devine et al., 2019), 1H
MPATIIRE R 28 5 K R n R B, At AR 3 %
T L AT DR 45 o I WF 58 + 0 A PR (R E o,
EHIA, 2015), XPATUIARE SIS R R BT A
FRiE— B A (Wiebe et al., 2008; Wiebe et al., 2011),
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e 4 26 e, ORI AN e “ PR 20 A3 I 78 o

SRR BLAL, mAE AR AT, B A LA R =
1) PR A J W) 2 P AT Tl RE & 1Y Bl 48 77 LAl (Bell
et al., 2007), HZ A, &AL MINR, 4L
H AT I RE K& RO T AC B B I 2R AT R, TEAR
31T AR B AN 1 S 4 DL K 45 32 (Vygotsky,
1978; Cheng, 2017; Leerkes et al., 2011). Lewis Hl
Carpendale (2009)t42 i, AT DIHE AU 5T N1 %
At E IR, LR RGHNFRERE . %
T HINRE AL FE AT I RERY A & o X WA UL 401
S A 52 W) L BE PRAT DI RE e 1Y PN BR 2R AR 1A
R, MASFERAIEE S T X WA [F] WA, 2R
PATIIRE R & IR T AE W K FLERBE R 3 2 4= 1058
HAEH(Zelazo, 2013). FILAISE & 7ERIHHRFT A MR
PRIZR 5 BRI 2R L A T S Re ry sEma L]
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AT e T R R e A 3E B {155, BlE
JUINAIRE I bt iy, WFR B AR AJE BAESS
PRI AEAE, i E SRS . 5—2k
Wi 27 20 LA T DI R AT 55 2 il 4 AT 55, A
Stroop 1145 . Go/NoGo 1T1:55 5 #EiR 1 LT 5555 . A
R M I AT 5 6 T2 2 LR U R T
MERIAT S5, EI X226 3~5 % L& 4 fE A8 bR A
AT 55 5 5 XS L 3E Y T B R R a2
N6 I3 ANSE P o A 28 ol P O 17 A 38 ke 1
L LR IE R RE T o B LRI T O s
TS

Biti 5 0 27 20 JLPRAT 2 i D 4 3 =X A0 A0 9 174 %
A, WFFERE T AR BRI A (6] A 00 0 =X 2 ] A A DG
58k, 5¥EDLENPATIIRE R Z R B s
= B AR CAR B, EEXT 3 2 AT LEE AT DI REVE =X
5] 8 AH 2 L) F- B AIG . Carlson 4% A (2004) 1 BF 5% 2 1
2 B LEEPITYIREAE S5 L — B2 N T
34,2 % AT DI RE M 1F 24T 55 Z ) A .35 i AH
KRR, WFGAER T RAESS . W5 355 OBk
Stroop 45 Z [A] I AH G A B 255 (H2 3 Z AT
I REAE 55 1 P90 — i I 44 5 . Kochanska 45 (2000)
FIAF 5T 45 AL 5 20, 22 S H Y1 LI P TIIREAT:
B —MEZNT 33 H o Jish, X 144~ H E) 18
AL LPA TR R IB BRI S 0 A R, B2
AR AT 55 % A B3 B9 R O6 M (Miller &
Marcovitch, 2015), N T B A ERE, =4 LR
1T REAEE A Z A A IR AH DG AT g2 2= 0 LR
FeResh = . o) a0 . T ) AR 2 R L
WPk BN, 5280 L, FRE A 5575 5K
(4n 5 18 H e ) M BT B i R B0 A T 48 AT RE T R
(Hendry et al., 2016), 1Lk, A RES& 2440 LTIl
RE BT P A /INRE A B ) T RS AN () 3 = ) AH
KBIRES o MWNPATIIREME & K RN M BER R, YT
I REAT: 55 76 A i B W) JLAF A AH OGP 1% 5k 2% W
W R XA — 2R S AT DI RE T S DA [ B 4342 fE
B, HUATE R LG A 2 AR AR TN A F
P WYL, 2 % Z RIS [ AT DI REAT: 55 i T
ANFETETERE ST, X —4FE 08 1Y )L 2k A T4 i
MR —Z A PR F T DI BE(Garon et al., 2008; Devine
etal., 2019), LA B 7K HZAE 0 5
ELE 20 LA AT DD RER I, IRE M b 1P Al
AT RE R A T T -
12 EFRERMESZEZILHITIE

WroE R, R 2 e KN & B L i

% HEAE M (Chugani et al., 2001; de Bellis, 2001;
Gunnar & Vazquez, 2006), #F55E& NN, TATIIEE
MOILE R R DA )RR 2 ke, 5 X — I HET
i Bz 2 R JR ) nT A 4 2 % R AT 43 1Y (Diamond,
2002), #e5 Z, BILIB A G RTA  ZE BA — B
K19 & B B (Cicchetti & Cohen, 2015), X —H¥ 1
MY IREE 22 50 X AT D RE Y & Jie B 225 L (Noble
et al., 2010). FCAREMTITEUED], ZILBIHEERAH
WFREAT A G ILE R & AT D BE A KT Z (]
FEAER .35 19 21 (Cuevas et al., 2014; Kraybill &
Bell, 2013; Frick et al., 2019), Hr, 22 JLIIHHE %
U T R R A e S BRI 52 B 47 4 B9 FE A1 (Cheng
etal., 2017),

B R U2 Ainsworth & FARZRBLS H2E H 1)
—AE ML, RN R R LT LI
> Hb [] )i 3 28 55 22 1Y fig 77 (Bernier et al., 2012).
Bowlby (1979)iAK 6~9 4~ H &2 LA EIE L fH
AR AR A OC FR W G B, TR SR A OB LIS
MBS M R R TR RN R Z —, &
TR P SR RS TR R TR B B LA B I ZE el A
H TG EE, IR PO R X ST A TR S Y
IR 5 A S, AN BB B T AT e AN 2
AYAT A Bl 0 BE L) e L B A IR X 2 LAY [R]
HE A Z M4 )L # /Y75 2 (Ainsworth et al.,
1978).

SR 5 BEAZERFATNILENPFR R
W, ACRERUN OB B 5H#it RE LB Z M Z 1
FAAERR R, XFP 2 v] et — 0 S BOULE N ) g
%151 (Gunnar & Vazquez, 2006). T 22 LI =
A BRE, BT O AR SR R R SR F A R
M A 2 KM B 23 (CAn iy 480 it {2 22 ) B4 2 B DT 52 e
FTOIRER) &, B A WFFEUESE T 2L R Uk
PEXT L ILPAT I RE A R R B 25 L, 4N Bernier
ZE(2010)7E 2L 12~15 A KIS IFAG B 552 4 fURR A,
1E 18 ™A 5 26 1 H B PG 2L L HATUIRE, 45
RRMEERUSE RS 26 4~ H 224 Lh 54T 45 10
RIMBEAWZFIEMX, MH 26 MHARNBZAE S
AT55 | Stroop AL 551 A KHE, 5 18 MH2AE L A
dE B 155 . S RMESRIMZ MW EA LK, b5,
Bernier 5£(2012)i#—25%F 12 A~ H BILAYAC B
FEHILE 37 D HBHATRE T 0O R FATIRT,
S BRI B SR BURME 5 2 0 LB 4R BE R R e 2R AT
% . oS KB L. Towe-Goodman %5(2014)
FEEIL 7 A A5 2 2wkl i R R s 5L 3
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B Z2 AT D AE v X 2R A A5 20 0 BT D RE 4 2K
Z I FAER A BT B IEAR DG, DL EAFsR R,
B 2 1 S50 XA 2F L BE AT D Re Y & R B A
FRE X, {0 Cheng %(2017)%} A [E 3k 17 L 3 19— 0
IR, LRB B2 RIE T e brx T DI BE Y 52
W, A LB NHBREUERE S 2 2 (2 E T
ARG . WA SS  IERT RS, 3 2Dy
TrTARICICAE S . ARBIRALS . ALYIERAE5%)
P L PATIIREZ A E &R . XA U4
Al RE A A SO 22 S i 3, o nT BRI SRAT D BB A0
1) 22 S SO A 55 1) 22 S B s i, RO o A
FHEE R A o I T AR AR X 5 56 R AT i — 20
UEo WA, W THAT I RELE F Y A St v, (]
B2 3L | SRR R SE I, X 7] RE A T BB o
HUSME 5 L EE AT DI RE 1Y 5C R IFAS BT Ay S A

A W) LR R AT B RE Y LD e R AR T Ok
ARSI RE N R . B, s AT o aede
HET R E AR R, W AR LAE R AR TS,
R B 22 1) PR i e W FAUA T DI RE & B Y P 8
BLfith o SRR EE LI R 5 bl 2 RGE I RIEIE R 2 2
WORBR M, A Jre U B2 i o F il AT B £ B 5
SHRAEE A S AT DI RE R R e bR, o, 5
I5E A% g RH DG Y LB AT R R 5 [ A AT
W R 2 % Je i B TR R A 5T A AT A B AL T A
e L
1.3 ZBILBASREESILNITINEE

A5 (temperament) iz 48 75 W P 5 H Fe 8
DT AR S, BB L AR R ki —Fh A
PR . FSE HAE AR SR 4FAE (Rothbart, 1981),
B T )L X B8 1 I 0 LA BT 33 2 oz feg 8 5
(Rothbart, 2007). BF5EE&E IR, KA EIENE 2
IR, BT A ST 0
(Rothbart et al., 2013). Rothbart Z(2013)#f 5% % 4=
T8 B % 58 1T BB L 3 A U i 00T o o 22
S5, TERT MG ERGAR TR = R R
£ 55 41 18] 1 (Extraversion/Surgency) . JH #1% 45 1
(Negative affectivity) 5977 4 (Regulation), HrH14h
) M B L% Ah SR A T ARG |1 07 )RR BT, T
i 45 M2 B LAE H 36 gl b 2 30 H 00 T A5 1 25 1Y
K, TR AR T EDLANAR B 3R LA Bh AN
IEEECE A FH AT R, W R AR R
J&, e A B9 = 4F P ) F2UE (Rothbart et al.,
2000; Kochanska et al., 2000),

BLL R SRR AR T AR A B R A A

Z5%, Sufem A, IEnTResmJLE S A
F& P87 (Kim & Kochanska, 2012; Rothbart et al.,
2013), CA WFFTUESE 2 L A ) 5 220 LR 4
1Y F 55 5% (Casalin et al., 2012; Komsi et al.,
2006), i /= T B 25 P05 4 L B 25 1 1 3R
P57 2 (Putnam et al., 2008; Raikes et al., 2007).
HEfAWREZFERIILA S ILEN % AR
AT B I Z B SR, TXHRAT I REIX —
NATE FRVE T 6 1 R AR, — T
FEA AR AT S AT IR Z [H] 1 ¢ 2R (Blair &
Raver, 2015; Nigg, 2016), Hendry %(2016)#5 i, 2
JLA S AT B X0 J5 390 0 $AUA T D e e B A S A
o Frick £ (2018) A& B Z L 10 4 H B HE R &
A AP 18 AN BN PRA T D RE 2 TEAE G,
T T A1 28 PR AT e 5 A T B RE 22 [] A A G
Devine 55(2019) At 22 L 4 4> H I BE R4 19 <08
—ZWREHE SR REE, WARIMBEILTRS 14
DA PATIIREZ B B OCHK . R I LT 52 45
RTCH: I 2L R SR 5 28 LA T D RE 2 ]
IR, HIABTSY & 7E L BT L A3
— AN FEE IR X — 5 T A AR
14 BILBEBSZSILHITINGE
PATHIREVE N B AR A R R, 5
HIA A Jr A B &R, 5 LR T 2 T 4%
e Z % Yl (Sigman et al., 1997), W55 & ik A F], 22
JLTE R Y 22 5 e e 7 HAF B FR DY BRI 25 7,
Colombo 45 (199 1)AR 522 )L i) 1 A0 B K 22 LRI 4
PR A R EE AR AT ISR . ]
AR R 3y i sp LS A 1 B LA b 38U BB AT g
A ) iz AR A TR, BT AR5 B T
HURE, PRUT LA i 5 R B B A i v DA e
1Z(Colombo, 1995; Colombo et al., 2010), Bi)5, BF
FENT AR BB LAE B TRe 1 AT g x5 B 0 5k
AT I RE A WAE B (Sigman et al., 1997; Rose &
Feldman, 1997), {HALfTHRFFEERLEJLEE 11 2 8 18
A UEAT JE BB ERVEAN, L BN L 2
Z RN A REE. FIfE. 22A 55 A2 7 1H Y 2R 52 M,
Fr Do LI E 2 5 )L E R AT I Re et sE +
S, Cuevas 5 Bell (2014)5F — IR REWEHETT T
5 MAZILSIMEERNKS 2 2.3 %, 4
S IPATIIREM X R, 5 Colombo %8 N BIAFIE — 2K,
AT 2 0 B U4 3 L A< B U 258 3 g % 3R B0 A B
I HAT IR LS. Sl Devine %5(2019)#%
0 — J5URIF 5 feft P o L 0 3 Y > 16 Ak v X o 22
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JL 4 A H B R RS, R B RS 3 E A O
IR N LA T = A& T (TAEIE1) 55
RG],
1.5 [B#ERHSHREIE

Zi b, SR LIABE S SUSME nT BE S X 22 28 LT
Dyger=Esgm, B L AU S R RIE [ B &
HEZEH . SRRIEILE kK BN ESRGE ML,
X 52 M P T T BE &R 1) R P R 5 A R E T
AEJFAS 2 37 AR F LR, i DL — g iy =0k
[ ¥ LR R R . SRR T 5 B LRHIE X AT 2
RE 52 ] (1) 28 FAE O BE 4R A T SC0E SRR, il an,
Conway 5 Stifter (2012)% I EE3E T 4E 5T N0
(GEN FIEMAEF BT R R LER T E T
FEAT S5 1) FURR I ) T A5 41 o) Y L2 (s T T
g . AT AR el AL (S BURE 4, =
AT ) P PRAT D RE R B, T 2 L 11 A7 oA (Bl
JLENG R B TS5 L 5EAETF ) REAE 17 1] 5000 A< I
i RDLE R PATIIRER B, S, B —IE
WA 5 #35 Jr s L2 P T D BE I BF 5T & B,
REE 4R T2 2] FURR AL 1) 38000 <5 4 1) 14 v ) JL 36
JE AR AT I REFR B BESEA R i AR AS 2 E
1) T AL 4 B 15 4 M 1 L B IS 3 R R T T B R
(Suor et al., 2019), #RTMM, X PRI ST I3 AT R A B
U S ILE B SRR . R EAE
o 53 PRI FE £F X GHEAT T 481 : Rochette 5
Bernier #1100 FROME P X B 25 SO 5 LB 0T
DIer S AEH, KB R A SR XEES 5 m i L
3 4 B AT DR 7K T 23 52 BB B ) 1 17
T, 5 2EM, Frick 25(2018)% PLAESEMURE H
FE TF [] T 3 78 24 455 B8 ) AR 09 i A0 5T Ak 1)
IR HAR A LG 18 45 5 B K7, B R
PATDIRE TN 1) 38 TAEH o (R F 58 AR T 0
A A HE BALSPEAE 18 A H 28 LI AT T BEZK
3, VAR A T RE SR BT &K AL ZE SR A

AL P53 SR WA B R T Q
Z5(Maternal Behavior Q-Sort, MBQS)#; KX} 6 4~ H
()RR B T B SAR VAN R SR U, RS T
0 LI Z AT T RETE CIEAG 24 A H 20 LR
TTIREMIANIR LAY, AR Z AR E R o A
HTABIS, BFRBUSME 5 228 JLPAT I RE Z [ Y 5%
EREE I A —2, X AT R R o RS U R 5 2 2
JLINAT DI fiE 9 56 Z R B 32 21 22 L B BRI b an <
JE R S AR R . PRk, AT Rl B4R
FEEAERL 6 A H Bt i 22 LR B Ol .

et ag e, SR, il R R ERHR L,
I EIL 6 D H B B R K EEA, TR
LA A B R U 5 o 8 LT T fig
AR FR P RIPE R Bsan s ()RR HURE 5 2L
AP, AT P L e S 28 ) LR A T I RE,
BLAY R R TEAIC . T AR 28 1 07 i FT = 25 )L
WIR AT DI RE. ()M =28 LA T DI RE Y AR [ 2R
(TER AT S AN 3R (R R AU Z A7 £ S
YR BARAUL, T2 s o b i) P ARl =i
TIPEAT IG5 Lo e 4 R AR A 22 LAY $h
TTOIRER I, WA D) 32 B E UL R BB i

2 HE
21 B5%

Z 5 R B8k B ImE R e ) L#E &
JRAEFE L (B BRI H , T H O i e Ao A
D IRFGEAREEZE 2 W A% %0 B AT 2015 4F, i
X BEBEE A . Mg m2 %5, #5E 6 MHM
RS IL I i A S 5. S 552 L
R DL e (DAER AR = 37 ),
QI AEREEUAE JL(HAERE = 2500 g); (3)K
SERMEB; (4) R A TCPR OB .

XL [ 6 S H (T1, M =190 K, SD =11 K)
B, A 236 M (B 120 4, @Ti% 116 )%
25 T1 s WL, el 24 S H (T2, M
=755 K, SD =33 X)if, 7 73 NFEHILEK vk
s CHA S PR R, fe A A A 5 AR A P YK
¥IZ 50580 ira REEXE 163 XT(B % 81 £, &
1% 82 #4). Little’s MCAR (Missing Completely at
Random) 4 56 (Little, 1988)%} 3= B 7% 2 1) ik 2% (i Y
BEMLIEBEATAG G, 45 50 & B e (i 5 52 S BEPL /A5
(* (189) = 172.85, p = 0.10), Hrp, F A AR
P HRAE 6.1%~15.3%22 0],

ROTRREE R, Wk ILE SR LE
TEPER] E3A B 22507 (1) =0.28, p = 0.596), 7t
SEREAR ¢ KB EE AR, R R R BE S R R I R E
TEALSEZ BB K- (1 (214) = —2.63, p = 0.009), 3%
ZHEKF(r (214) =—2.88, p = 0.004), £} H A
(t (202) = —2.14, p = 0.034)%5 N\ 24728 5 FAFAE ik
FER, FEEAWAKE ARG REER
(211)=-1.37,p=0.173),,

16 T1 B, &SRR 4ER R 31.99 £,
SRR N 34.27 %, Horp 85% Rk HA K
SRR DL BRI, T8%H AL 3 AT KR AR K L



B2 sk S BERBURIESEULA ., EEX LTI R R S HAER] . — DI AE BB RIS 145

2EDT . BRI 6000 JCLA T Y 41.89%, 6000 JT
KV b HART 10000 JC & 28.80%, 10000 JC & LA |
ti 29.31%. SCEUA 6000 JCLL T 5 17.16%, 6000
Je XL E HAKT 10000 JG A7 33.82%, 10000 JT A LU
i 49.02%.,
22 WMREF

AR BTG S 53R IR = NS 2 K

6N H(TLE, #iEHERE 52 = #1177
AP R R Bt B SRR RS A B )
()2t AR SR AR bt B 2R U, BE R LS SRR
P FE 2O e 2 L BRI, Bl RRIHS (2L
1M IE—EIT/E M) (Infant Behavior Questionnaire
Revised-Short Form, IBQR-SF) M 52 2 JE A HAH ML

24 A F(T2)RF, 35 2L 5L 56 2 I i 4 T4k
TTUIRe E % . 2008 F AL . JBAR Stroop 155 .
WP AT 55 . IR AT 5 . PR RERIHE (I
W R R ) P2 LR RARE T .

RS Z B AR LS ANE R &, L
P R PRI 2 5 B SRS, Rk fe )L 2 i
B BEARAS ], JFAE iR 5 2 A i f L R B
) R s ]
23 MERARIER
231 BEFEMENE

% I Moran 4520 11) 4 il (195125470 Q 43264
AKX 6 4 H B1E B H ) SR T gt I PEAG R SR B
B ARWFFE R E 72 A% B BT R R
(Pederson et al., 2009; #T %, 2014), PP F ARG
AR, FIWT A H AR AT BERAT AR A5
FEB Aoy % 9 25, B 85k AFFEREIEITN
Fer & BT M IH L, B A B AT e
RSB IR ERIE LSS, BRI BE ARG B R
TR 5% HCE R . AR 2% H 43 280 60 & 1147,
BAFFEREAT ARHER S B 1 20, BAT61 9
5%, BJEITHRBEREUSME Q A B SR MER HURMER
18 Q I B WA OC R B E R iZ B SR U A
Gr, AR =1~ +1, ABFIEH 3 g i
FEAS 30 AP HE ST G b — 20k, i & w2
(] ) N — Bk RALTE 0.96~0.97 Z ],
232 BIILRRNE

US55 6 AR, mEEERE (BT H
) % — 13T % ML ) (Rothbart, 1981; Gartstein &
Rothbart, 2003), Z&ELEE 91 M46H, 73R4
mvE L T AR 3 ANHERE . oAb
SR SR N7 R [N = T YL TR i S T < e SN

T S LU e B 6 4R G R, 3
40 MEH . IEAE YRR . ZIRIGIHE .
RARL DL K N 19 4 ST 4E A, S 25 5%
Ho 5P ARER WP rE . a2 Sk PE . R4
MGGtk 4 SFHEBEA N, s 26 M5HZ
) BFRE 7 fPFar, PRI S« Lt
s e e 127 45, 534h 0 4R E I HE
Fremim A A B G, BSR4 YL A5
o ARWFFEH IR N A 45 4 FE ) N — B R Ak
0.79~0.91,
2.3.3 ZB)LiFEMATHE S (Looking Duration task)

ML 6 AN H (TR, f T LA 55
(Guy et al., 2013), JEZJLARTERESEMR I, 2 i
IR 2 55cm, FH HL K R A S L 1 TR R
R ILE, W 2L 2 R A5 A i B
F 2L BT SRR B3k 20s 5L . HB/RERE
O ARG L A A TR S IR . Z IR TE
S5 3 AE 5T A O R A 2 ) LAE WS I Y
AT AT gt RS ) LA 2 L5 B e 1) i K
— B A AE S B LR S K K (peak look
duration) . AT 1 YA G it 25 H [6] 4w ith 45 S PLI5
AT G — Bk, NI B R BN 0.95,
234 HUTHHRENE

M2 5 LE 240 H(T2)IE, SRR AT 55 0
2 JLPAT I RE «

(LB FHAE S (Multilocation Search task)

AT 55 i 1) 2 24 2 LB TAE IR 12 Miller &
Marcovitch, 2015), 55 6 BB, 8 AT ARANA]
KN B & o 252 B Bo R e b — 1~ &
FH, mLEERATIF & B ER i R, YL
AN S i AE GRS B B, E SR B B AR
JLE TR Z T 6 R 51 6 AR &
TH, H—Jils 8 &1 FIFhes, 10 B,
FIFA L E FHRMER . R )5 MR A 5 BT
& IR es: e A &, ERDJLER B TA R
BELE IR T 16 R, 114 16 WA RSIREL

AR Stroop E 55 (Shape Stroop task)

AT 55D i ) S 27 20 L A il 422 il (Kochanska
et al., 2000). R 6 WK F, Hrp 3 5kE A AR K
KR, 35K IR 5 ZME /IR, B F 3 K E e
IR — /KRR AE— D KK R 25 B B e W)
A 25 )L IR /NIRRT LR AR IR~ 2 KoK
R, WA EKCR . I BB LE R 3 ikiRE
R, SREIELEARGAE B — /KR . (n, WE
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MR/NER? SRABRER). 1 B Hr Bk
JLEFE M KAKRIT 0 45, F8m KRG AR B
m/NKRTE 148, JLEE B AR /KRN 2 77,
3 BRI R A B AR R B R 541 o

H ¥4 28 {F &5 (Rever se Categorization task)

AT 55 I 1) 2 20 LB R 5 46 (Johansson
etal,2016), fEF—1PRETF. —MhETH 61
KA, 6 A/INARIR 25> B B 52 30 7 i ROR
AR R & H, /IRPURTE /NG H, KA
3N, RIG LR ILFE R R A 1 FROR Bc R &+ B,
INAR Bt /NG B, S B B R L= RS ) S
RP2yiF, 4 LE Aoz ik AIERGAE . FS
55 By B SR LB RO ottt g, /N Bk
K&+, #1712 K, EXRER B4 iR 24
iEo i BRI — e —5r, EEisa 12 5.

#E iR i#% B 1E 55 (Delay of Gratification task)

IZAT: 55 D 1) 2 2 20 LR ZE R il /2 (Kochanska
etal., 2000), S5 FE R EA MG 1 e H /N PRI
TEIC T B &b, JF R L FE U S0 56 7 i 2 B I
SemyE, R LEAR S MR Z TSR LLH 2 B/
E% . JLERREATT/INE 1R 2SI B T by 6] i
3 orphalE LELE 3 e TRl B, I
2k 34 il JLEAER SERERT ]

235 (NEBHREZREREEIEM))

PG 7 10 38 & i i 3R (3% 38 75 iR, Putonghua
Communicative Development Inventory, PCDI) &
Twila Tardif (2008)7E Macarthur-Bates 741 & Ji& &=
KryHEaZ EhEmhELEE S ARER, X
PR A B A5 Al 8~30 4~ H LR FIHIE S
RN ABESE F LR PCDI 1R Rk 4
Wi 24 ADH2P L RIBMIE S . WLRIA S
799 RN, JLESBNGE 140, ASBiith 0, i
AR 799 43 o
236 REEXRESEFAER

I A g KA B AR, R LE R
H I, RERAERS, SCRRRAIKY- | ACRESZ B E FERE 45
N5 B AR AR BT 1~7 0430 1 = 1500
LIF/A, 2= BTF4TF 1500 HAL T 3000/H,3 = & F
5T 3000 HAKTF 6000 76/H, 4 = & TF%T 6000
HALTF 10000 5t/H, 5 = mF%F 1 THKTF 15
Tt/ 6= mTSEF1LSTEMT2T0/H,7=2
Tl B/ o AR Z B E R T 1~5 SPEsr: 1
= WP LT, 2 = hREGET, 3= K&, 4= K
B, 5= mtMLLE,

24 BUESH

i SPSS 22.0 Xf e FEAAF B, | BESRHURE |
WOLAR . FERFRAE LA ST D) 58 55 A8 e A T4 A
PEGETT S AT o ARG HE T A 1 S A i A TAR I
fRAb 3, XPEILEE SRR . 2L S B
BN 0 22 BAE AT 00T o B i R X538 H
VR 235 DX R A 74307

3 4%

31 FETEMNERKE . ERERITEHEXS
&R
X FEAR R AT RN R T 2200, A5 R L PR
T 24 A 2008 FRAES, LW = 9.05)15 5 18
FEETHEZW = 1.68)IMF (1, 149) = 6.25, p =
0.014), HAth FEAFmIRFLEMER 25
X BIF 5% A% ik b s o AR A IR PE SR T 5 A G
SIS RN 1 i, S5 EM, BILEEE U
P BL K R 2 B IE A, W 2R
FHURME L BILR S48 LT DR (R .
PG, R FE NS i e K R K 24 A
HW TARCICAE S (AL 8 FHR) . 1EIR T AT 55 3%
P 2 E A G
A2 BB K528 LA T D fig 2 B E
K, T2 Tk i T S5IEIR Stroop 1155 . HEIR i 2
5 2B EIEASE, e 5 SeiF o8 ok Hogh
AEHIAS S, BeAh, T LM H A7 —
2% F(M = 755.34, SD = 33.50), M5 ZmFo8
Hoghy A4z
32 BEHFRUESRILBHFE . SEXNELILH
1TIhEE R T4E A
A BEZZE K- 28 LI A % DL S
TR BT il A i J5 AT RN 408, S5 5R &
PELIL 6 A H BBl 22 A Uk 5 2L A B B %
o 25 A5 LA T DI RE K 2L 6 A fekiE
BTN 24 AN H 2240 B F-HRAT 55 2RI 0 0 2% b
F(P=0.19, p=0.055, R*=0.04); *f 24 > H TR L
1452 RT3 (B = 0.26, p = 0.004, R* = 0.17),
33 BEHRESZEILFE.SRMESILHIT
e MM E/ER
AT 5T A 0 )2 1 RG 56 2% 4 LA T D RE 1Y)
AT R 2 22 a0 32 BAE R GIASCRESZ 8E K
- LI BN D 2EAR e DL LR R RS bR
s il A o
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1 FETENHERESFITEREXSHER
At 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1. T1 B RS 1.00
2. T1 Ah1a) 0.01  1.00
3. T1 R IG 21 -0.12  0.18" 1.00
4. T1 Wt 0.04  0.52" —0.23" 1.00
5. T1 R EA K 0.18"  0.06 —0.01 0.14 1.00
6. T2 0V & F A5 0.01  0.11  0.01 0.06 0.17°  1.00
7. T2 JBAK Stroop f£%  —0.02 -0.07 —0.04 0.02 002 0.05 1.00
8. T2 Wi k% /3 AT 55 0.09 0.00 0.05 -0.04 —0.01 -0.01 0.03 1.00
9. T2 HEIR i R AE 55 0.08 0.10  0.02 0.00 022" 003 —0.04 003 1.00
10. T2 H % 001 -0.12 -0.03 -0.17" -0.10  0.03 0.07 0.10 —-0.13  1.00
1.T2EF 0.11  0.02 0.10 0.03 —0.09 -0.00 022" 003 015 005 1.00
12. T2 B3EZEEKTE 011 0.00  0.01 0.01 0.02 0.15° 0.07 015" 016" 006 -0.02 1.00
13. T2 XFEZHEKFE 007 —009 -009 005 008 005 0.17° 011 022" 006 006 0517 1.00
M 037 4.6 332 505 1365 838 5.6 0.48 66.45 754.67 502.41 4.14 4.17
SD 0.2 071 075  0.65 3.44 344 378 033 7121 3092 251.43 0.8l 0.82
N 153 153 153 153 145 151 140 138 150 163 154 149 154
W 'p<0.10, p < 0.05, “p <0.01,
331 BEEEESBILSEMESILATHE M4 o _HEAER
ke ﬁ s 0.2¢ —éf%&l‘ﬂ?ﬁﬁ
W 24 DAL LTI BB R IR IRAE N gﬁ R _
RIS BN, 45 R % BB SR U 5 B LAk 1) ;ﬁ% 0.0 — \\ —
FEBU 24 A HEEARIT SR HG - Ba I
~0.19, 1=-2.05, p = 0.04), 4MZEALERINFE 2, ﬁg& 02 ‘
E— 5 1T TN ST G 8 K A Y R \
ST L 1), S55R &I T A AR (IR T 32 ‘I%Jﬁ;’mﬁl 23
SIME 119 ABRERE, n = ADMIBIURGE, BERBUR | g g it s G e 5 3000 591 5 140
PEREASTE o) T 24 A~ F 39005 5) AT 95 R BLCR A5 X B I

] R BRYEEAEL S 0, simple slope > 0), Fiilzk
I Bifi S A1 ] P AR T 4 5 (A1 ) PR ARG, A PR bR
TE R, T X A0 A 1) 4 &b w45 31 S KT 1Y

e RS R R A A RRAE, WP RE R RURERT 24 S H i 4
TN, B P SRLL Al Z o o 95% EAF X [H]_FRR 5
TREEEXE ETFRAE 0 WKy BEEIXE); @k
2N x=-1.19,

®2 BRHFRESSRMEENEESEREZSRABTER

- 2 W2 W=

- B ! p B ! p B ! p
JLEE H i 0.11 1.18 0.24 0.12 1.26 0.21 0.13 1.42 0.16
SEZH A KT -0.02 -0.17 0.87 -0.02 -0.19 0.85 -0.03 -0.27 0.79
BERZHEH KT 0.15 1.36 0.18 0.14 1.31 0.19 0.14 1.31 0.19
TIR(NE 37N 0.03 0.33 0.75 0.02 0.20 0.84 -0.001 -0.01 0.99
B SR U 0.07 0.71 0.66 0.04 0.48 0.64
S 1) P 0.04 0.44 0.48 0.02 0.17 0.87
B 5 U < S ) P -0.19 -2.05" 0.04
R? 0.031 0.037 0.072
AR? 0.031 0.006 0.035

H:: *p<0.10, 'p<0.05, "p<0.01,
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BL)LAAR, FEEMUBMENT 24 A H 5T 5 R P
TR FH AN 25 (LA X )BT FRYE LA 0)
332 BXHRMSRILEENFLILHITIIAE
b

¥ 24 A H L LA T IIRENE R IR AE R
AR A B, 25 2R & IR R s 5 8 L
HEALETHE TR Stroop (55 I EAEH B E (B =
0.28,¢t=2.27,p=0.03), rJZRIAZ5RUZE 3,

E—25 8 H J-N %0 58 BAE R B9 e 28 X (R ik A 7
T 2), Z558 R BN F K E LR AL T
i 7KOF (1 TP EME 1.93 M sifE2, n = I B LK
Ut BESERUSMEBRAS IE [ T0 2= 20 L 24 S H B
JEAR Stroop 11551543 (B A7 X 8] I F FRYE RIS
0, simple slope > 0), FHINZL N Fifi & e 1 332 A 4 1
R 48 5 (e A T A OB, TR B R 3R R,
TR T 5 4 T LI A T AR (IR T F 34 (E
0.74 MhrifE2E, n = 31)RYE LR UL, BEoRBUSMERE
g B ) Fol 2720 L 24 A~ H B EIEAR Stroop 115515
A3 CEAF X [E] T RSB E 0, simple slope < 0),
T 51 B A e B Y A RS R A T 8 5 (e 4 T
B, AT AR R Y 4 X BB K

4 g

ABFFER MW B ER BT, fE%IL 6 A
R IR R . BILA U IR,
O E L LT DI BE R S B0 [ 2R, SR it — 2
TR X 2L AR A 3R 5 A0 R 38 1 58 B A T X =4 40
JLIRAT T RE RS2 AL
41 BFEHREXNESILBITIRE TN

AWFFEBA K LR E U R RS 24 S H
PAT D REFE A BUAE . X ST R BEA —2L,

5 Bernier 55(2010)%F 26 4~ H 2425 JLIF5T A9 45 S A
—E, S5HAWEST 3 %, 4 ZRILENPITIIRERDT
R EERWA—F (Towe-Goodman et al., 2014; Frick
et al., 2019), #Kifi, X —%5R Y5 Cheng %5(2017)%}
L E A — TR S R — 3 TR A LB 9
NHMSERENES 2 % | 3 BB LPUTIgEZ ]
IRFR . BTN, 1ERGX—S5 R R A R =
Mo Hi—, FEARMSUEZE S . —I% BTG SCfh2:
ST SE & BRI 76 55 R RFE 2L (3~12 4>
)5 2525 LI (24~36 > H) I e S0k BB I 2 Tt
JLEE 5 % B 3 AT DI RB AT 55 £ B A9 B M A T D e
STE, AR N 38 R NBESE A R PR AE Y
K Z (Holochwost et al., 2016), HILAT WL, BEA A SC
b2 5T e R A B o 45 R 5 1 A 52 45 RO AR —
BN . FRATARIREA S Cheng 55 A (2017) 94
AHCE HE [E 3, AR SO R SRS AT
T o AT BE SR 1 IR T A S A5 A — B IR A 5
=, RABYIERAE  Bernier (2010, 2012) % MEE
FEHURMESILE 18 DMK A JE BAES . 42B4E
%5 . 26 S H T 240 8 S48 55 | Stroop 1155 R M
VRl Bk, 25 26 SABBY AL 37 S H
B PIAERE R R 455 . th RS RIMA G, X &R
W BE SRR 5 AT DI RE Z [ 9 JCHK, T ESZ B
[FII a2 o 22 LS ST DI RE T 4f 7 AR
SEIR AR AL BT, BT LA SERT PR T B BRI AN S —
M E BUSRAE (Garon et al., 2008; Devine et al.,
2019), Pk, S8 A, HAbAR T S R XA T
FAATHI TP AT BEHE K (Hendry et al., 2016), ik
SEUL, FTIE A AR5 AN gl n) AT RE ST e, E
FE MAT 55 5 R (AN AR5 75 45 2 T e s #E 25 25 L
MLAHRAT DI E(Clark et al., 2016), BUIARBFZEH, 24

* 3 BFEFRUSZEILEKFURIKIIFIK Stroop E 5 R THTR

- g2 Ty HE2
B t p B t p B t p

JLE H % 0.07 0.67 0.50 0.07 0.70 0.49 0.06 0.59 0.56
SORSZE B KT 0.06 0.49 0.63 0.06 0.51 0.61 0.08 0.66 0.51
BERRZHH KT -0.03 -0.27 0.79 -0.03 -0.26 0.80 -0.06 -0.52 0.61
k(e 37N 0.20 2.06 0.04 0.23 2.22 0.03 0.20" 2.00 0.05
Bl R -0.06 -0.61 0.54 —0.004 -0.04 0.97
53R NI N 0.08 0.77 0.44 -0.10 -0.76 0.45
B 2R UM R R TR 0.28 227 0.03
R? 0.049 0.057 0.106
AR? 0.049 0.008 0.049

H:: *p<0.10, 'p<0.05, "p<0.01,
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— BfEX[E LR
= - fA BRI R
= 5r 2= X [k
< = B XIE TR
B =
[l =
=
6 e
2§
7 -5/
S = DN L B I
BKEYRA K

B 2 I R R USR5 B AR Stroop 1155
343 1Y 2.3 X [A]

T RS RIZON TR RAl, RVRE SRR EXT 24 A A AR

Stroop /B4 BTN, B R WKL @58 95%E(F X

) 1 PR  BR CE AR X ] R BRAS AL 0 A9 IX [ Jhy 8 35 1 X 1) )

BOBE N x=-0.74,x=1.93,

™ H BB BE 1 ST AR Stroop 1155 | $EiR W RAT 55
SR EIEMG, 5208 F RS . W02
5 TG ik 2 AH O, X AT RESE KR IEAR Stroop 1155 %L
SKOUEE A e/ NS S g S8 1m)1, T
ATVEPE RN, FEIR T e AT 55 AR ) L 7 P Ao« ik
[l ok 2 B AR L L R, M, 24 E SR
1155 5 39 B 43 S AE 55 X0 1 7 B e AR A D Ah
PAE . 8 =, MR E BN — s, B R
PR 5 220 ) LA T DD RE =Z (B Y DG I AN R, 7T fiE A2
KR B G R A2 2V 2L A B R R 52, an, 22
LR S EEMIESTEH.
42 BIILKKREFEREXFESILHITIIEER TN

AW G [RIRE B AT & BB LRI 2 20 LA T
IREMTIMNAE A, X5 Devine &5 (2019)WF 58 45 S —
B WIS I R o BT A — 2 RE RS L0
ML A SR a3, it 5 AR R G nEE R E N
K HAER, e mILE R R, BrL IR
— I IE T R R U 5 LR AT IR
Mo (9 28 HAEH o

AHIF 5% SR FH A I e =) 1 22 LAE 6 1> H B
AT, SO A R f s, FRATA M
K EMA K 52548 )L TARICAZ 5 28R 3 AT 55
IR PI 3 EADE . X 5T AR R I A —
F((Cuevas & Bell, 2014; Devine et al., 2019), 1tifi]
KIS A5 44 H B A RIS P Be 2
K EMEHS 52220 LA T D Be S B A G, 3R
A A, 3X AT RE S A S B BB ) 22 50 o ik
B . B, BT R AR BT R A o A
BLLALE rhAES AR B &R 43, H AR A 0E b S [

WEEGEF R AR )52, HAEFF AR e
FRCIT TR | B L R, R 8 AR A,
X 5 B I 98 78 ] e -5 A2 IR/ I A B 48 R 4 Y-l
BT B AR O, X S A B Bk = b B A
TE o 8 Jit R 75 52 ) L% 57 4 R U8 P 3 e 2 B T
2% o T B EL itk b S B A S T R T, Do AL
AR i 2 LT 5 5 22 B0 4% AP H A A B IR 3 1 T4
Iy — A1 B S A — S0 R R AT R R 2 L
R R Y, ORISR R 6 S ke, 2
JLA S 1 LA e B 3 M s e o 1) 3 T A R B B
B e 2 T bR & AR 4k (Colombo et al., 1991;
Colombo, 2001), FJHE PR M:E R 1 28 5 & el
A5 DA 1 22 LB K e — o R b
e T BLXHE B E 8 in T8 I (Richards &
Casey, 1991). Ik, BEHHATIIREAYIEZ A X 51H
A BRI AT 58 45 SR A — B R R 22—, BRI SC
CapiRat, AT R T R R 55 R
2352 BN R 55 75 K 52

43 BEHFRESEILBSER.GEEXNZTILH

TR mMZEER

AW FEAEIR TR ) 27 20 JLAT ) fig i P9 3 B
R HHMFHR R L, K5 T AN R (B E
B S5 NEBHE R ER O EL LI T I fE
Wil 38 AR o 455 % BB  flUske i 5 B LA s Ah
] M 52 ) 27 20 )Ll 2 53 AT 55 SR I 28 AR T
F PSRRI S BL AR R S 225 L
JEAR Stroop 1155 R ML 58 HAE B3 .

BRE, X PRI AR 2L, B3R
JEPERRS IE M U 24 S H 3 o AT 55 R,
XFFATAM M v L, BESEUBPEXT 24 A4S H
T 3 AT 55 R B T AE RS S 2, X 55T
BB 7 —3, 5 Frick 5(2018)AYAFFE 45 AR
oL: AT A B AT A o) PTG B 2 LB 155 28 3119 4 e
A5 5y 3% B\ BRE SR RUBME B2 e, A5 A ik
BLL R IAT T g 28 AR T 25 5 52 3 B 2 0B 1)
SEMA o FRATTRE LA H 08 i 2 <B4 i) AT 22 L
ARG IR | BRI SE BAA SR A T sh AL A
JEPE, DRI RE 1 B2 2T R K R T RE AR TR R
1524151 5 5 FF(Conway & Stifter, 2012),

B T LR SRR 5 LR R BEAEH,
AWEIEIA K BT B R BUSANE 5 2L S
s 2 LI AR Stroop {155 R FLAYAE HAE
Fo KM HBEA—F S X T RKIEW AL
TR AR B UL, B35 SO RE S 1E 0] 7510
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202 )L 24 A A BFITEAR Stroop 1T 454543 st T+
I AR TR BT A FEARAKCE A B U, B Uk
PEREAS 7 18] T 22 25 )L 24 D H B EIER Stroop 4T
%184, X5 Frick Z£(2018)AUAIFIE 45 5 A —3,
b A7 & B0 B S OB BRI 2 v A R AR ) AT
2R LS IS 2 1 R . 85 R —E0nT g2
iy e T R AR AR AS [R) 3 81, Frick 280l F AR 5%
TEILRE B ERERE I HE AR, S5 A R BN T 4
FERE KA 2L, SR REA BT IR &
J& o B R UM A X R B A R AME MR . i e
TATEBEIE R, M K R AR A BL TR
M AE bR, ST R TR A B Lk,
TR BN T XA 2 A B T XUk (Colombo et al.,
1991), 3% 46 ZE JL7E 4k FRAF S AT g 5 i ) T3z
YT N TSR, X R A TR 4 T B 4l (Cuevas
& Bell, 2014), AB2XF T X 6Bk 15, 2% B
PEBR R, AR A O BN B LT, 52LE
gly, JF B LR IS H R BRI R, AT &K
HufR HE 252 LA T DI RE I R . iz, X FIRLE
B K R B S A L 5, f A S ) TR
HEARTIN TSR M, XoF 52 BRI i T A5 BR AR AR BN 4
T 220 401 {7 B (Cuevas & Bell, 2014), Xf TiX
SO L, BEE S UK RE IR AR B SR F I — R
B, e E S, e RE S RO 2L IR
5% ) 5 P AU 3 R R T S DB 4 7 ) B L 5 |
FEILER, EXFELT, BILX A A Tm
TR RS L, LIECFEIRAR Stroop 4155 H
BT I TAEARAT BRI KA 710 W /NS
B ONFEGENNEE . PTLL, BELX Y B
KRB &, FE Ut d s, A pets L e o
AL 24 A F RIS R 7 09 &

AW FE K RS S SR 5 B LA 9 38 BAR
FHBERE T 24 A H 2420 )L 43 254 F 55 2R3, 1M
RESE USR5 2L Y 22 HAE I Re S 70 24 A~
A 2225 JLIBAR Stroop 4145 R I, X 4 i =X 1% 0]
1 T B8 A 5 AN TR BRUA T ) i 10 AR 14 4 55 7 oK
RNEHA . BIAIEAR Stroop 4T 45 SR 2L LA 8] A
MITERIN T, BT DAL B S 10 s 3 R 5
X AT 5 R B, T o AT 55 5 B SRR 6 IR
HE WS EAE, TR 5EILA &AW EE
PR S PEECR B SE R A OG, BT DAL Ak
li) 1 5 B SRR P e ] 5 M ik — 4 55 3R B

AL T AT T 7 8 5 A, XFFAk e
P O AT 8 A 3 A B i v 1 O R 1, R R L

R HCA T A 2 R TR PR I3, Tt
FAATE UL T 0 5L BE, 375 0 et
TR UL AL AT, ARS8 7 46 B F R
e 5, BSR4 LTI RE R T
WA, AT B LR F1 RIS T BE L ek
FERIA, TSR A5 % 2R ol AT 0 0 1
G 9 — S L) BT SRR TP, ke
GEAT LA TS 88, BB AR RSk F B
HEL LRI R, (RO A0 8 A 7
Wi, 5, T REKEEACERRYE, BRI R
SR, T S IR R I 57 T
UESI
5 #ig

AT ISR < (DZIL 6 4 LI 8L
S5 2K 75 0 J KV B I R 5 25 1 1o 00
24 AT TAFAC S IER 2 . (2)R 3 U
W T 6 U <O S PG L 24 41 I
e 95 200, M T ORS00 0 Lok e,
TRHUBRME RS 24 A FT I 30T 5 2300 O £l
A 5835 . (3) SR U A5 T 1 U0 € 7 it
KA L 24 A BB 5; T0T
R RN KB 0 LKL, R U R 51
U5 L 24 A F R 15 5
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Abstract

Executive Function (EF), proven to be linked to the prefrontal cortex, refers to a set of higher-order

cognitive and self-regulatory processes. These processes include (a) inhibition, the ability to intentionally

suppress prepotent impulses or habits; (b) working memory, the ability to hold multiple things in the mind at
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once while mentally manipulating one or more of them; and (c) cognitive flexibility or shifting, the capability to
switch between tasks. However, little attention has been given to predictors of EF across the first two years of
life. A principal limitation of this is a methodological challenge, due to toddlers’ limited sustained attention,
poor language competence, and labile emotional state. Accordingly, in this study, we aimed to examine
developmental intrinsic factors (infant attention and temperament) and the caregiving environment (maternal
sensitivity) in infancy as possible predictors of EF in toddlerhood. By estimating specific contributions and
interaction effects, we aimed to expand the knowledge on early mechanisms behind the development of EF in
toddlerhood from an intrinsic and environmental perspective.

At six months (T1, n = 236), infants and mothers visited Center for Child Development for the assessment
of maternal sensitivity and infant attention. Mothers completed questionnaires on infant temperament. Maternal
sensitivity was evaluated by observing the free, interactive process between mother and children at six months.
Infant temperament was assessed by mothers reporting data using the Infant Behavior Questionnaire
Revised-Short Form (IBQR-SF), and infant attention was assessed using a Screen Look Duration task at six
months. At 24 months (T2, n = 191), the children returned to the laboratory with an accompanying parent for an
assessment battery of EF tasks, including Multilocation Search, Shape Stroop, Reverse Categorization, and
Delay of Gratification tasks.

The results indicated that: (1) Peak look duration could predict working memory task and delay of
gratification task performance at 24 months. This provides empirical support for the hierarchical framework of
EF development, advocating early attention as a foundation for the development of EF. (2) High levels of
maternal sensitivity significantly predicted better EF performance among children with low levels of surgency in
infancy. However, there was no link between maternal sensitivity and EF among children with medium to high
levels of surgency in infancy. (3) Interaction effects suggested that maternal sensitivity positively predicted EF
performance among children with high levels of peak look duration in infancy. However, maternal sensitivity
negatively predicted EF performance among children with low levels of peak look duration in infancy.

Overall, our findings indicate the importance of intrinsic and extrinsic factors in the development of EF in
toddlers and provide key insights about parenting. For infants with a lower level of surgency or longer peak look
duration, maternal sensitivity positively predicted EF performance in toddlerhood. However, for infants with
shorter peak look duration, excessive maternal sensitivity may not be desirable.

Key words maternal sensitivity, temperament, attention, executive function, toddler





