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PlAgpR ARG+ BB E S P HRAFEFIFLERIG T NELZ P
# chy 7 5 (parental control) » & - (monitoring) ~ Acfy ~ "THIHE & & 3L
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BlY Fe ek Adpvt > B 9 [FECaPtR AU A FRTw o B AR HIGY B AR AL
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AR BEF AL 4 5 5% Heckman Model kip#l#k Ain4 ¥ it A 2 ahifh

(Winship & Mare, 1992) c 2% 7 F Btk Ain & Fyed@ = 2 3P 308 o

(=) ®#3RE
1. w3 MG (R s FRER -3 FHEMAR)
Steinbach (2008) % fgig— & k5 B S B3 giem il # FRFY F
AEHET A NRERFMOE - FEAIRAF I FIEOIRAL fH Y
(Bldoixr €2 B2 FER L5 - AR 24 wpl £ 1 s 9 Fg j(affection)
fef e o TR | (conflict)® ¥ = g £ > £ B A3 A 7% (latent
class analysis)it 7473 % 4 (typology) » % I & 1 f & chgt X 0% > ﬁ*u%\

o BB TR E 5 ' (ambivalent)sg 3] o "$ SRR SR RN R S L S -

»

AAEEEIE A S Fagen & (7 %7 Fingerman et al. 2006 & Willson et
al. 2003)c AFT L B GBI M AR K2 &4 d I R
AR FEfE R Ao I RE G B RM G RkRE TS RN

EEEEAIOLE RO ET L F R HA AL FR - F

w3
MikaplE 2 a h ol g hanlpld Timiek & THRER > REE
fomgd e g AP E T3 F R AR
A 41 G 6 i 5 (social bonding)crpLehREfR 4 5 PAE S
AL RE B L&l SR F ARG 2 B ehik b Tk (attachment) © 7 3%
T R B TR L 4 ST A & BRARF hikdf &2 £ i (Woodward et al.
2000) > AL € & s MM G E B B REEM R AT L EHI A
FREE L L3 6 Phl 1R (attentiveness)® g . (sensitivity) ¥ 42 4
FAIER L i R maE £ ¥4 (McCarthy & Casey 2008) o

— A TR FERMGRTFANES 208N GY B - S gt

- 2k E(Merz et al. 2005) » #7040+ & 3R # ik gt FR B RS B

P (PR D+ FIETRD) 2. | IR — IR |+ 1S
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HFBEIFED G A RARIER F oA k- HF L EER ST Bl
FEMAERA g, B BHERE S L H A dikar R 0 2 T H
RAGER 4 | 2= Bl €+ ~ ¥R * hiFmR A2k » & & I #k(Cronbach’s
alpha)soiE 89 1 (kP Fdrdk 1) $HEA LB TG ~ 3 L F v - L
EAFF BRI (FAD 125 ABARE A7 R/ IR ARR AR o 33H
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3. 13 AR T IOE B g F oK (1=2.882, p=.004) - 57 & = B
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BAG CFEREARRSD A8 D¢ B R g e
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SosnsI@meArmiagRs  aRp (M) R*h M pRgd ;&4
a1 TALEL 2% s RAFELAERY LR FTL 2807 F
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RAGERFINALFELEY L T¥a 3 RET LG Mok w o
QA G AR I AR RIS A - LBETF F st (TS 322)0 F A
BT R EHRPRI B A ALN L B3 R D g SAp g (T ok
LAT) » @ F *RZ W F > A R 4|+ 445 - P 5 TR
BIRBZ NI FRIA P ASHF o gy THEE 1634 -

3. A%

B2 ELERT GHRPAEIfrB A hTREES F M LRBMGY  —
BAET NFORAR ARG EM/EARF S 0 4 FHE A7 5 7] (Connidis
&McMullin 2002a) » ¢t b > B tes & & & 0B 8% % (Priester & Petty 2001)

FlUt > AL IR e T A En s B A B2 E RN R KT AR T
BRI s FRES S f A o MR R OB RO L RERYE (9 =1
oA ERD =) ARKTRAEY JEIFT A LA B d N Faeer 1R
MRTARRZTEF AN AT T I RTINS KR A
g7 W2 BT o A AR R g £ (1=7 §et o 0=27 §
) fesiE s mE ¥R (1=FMRFde); p L Me Ldp 7 » & DlEfe it e o

RIEID e d T AZEH ¢ AT AR G E S AR FAGE éﬂhféﬁﬂ\w

ey

Bk A e i MR A F Y EAE S WA AR BEGAE D

TAFREGEA R A) e Y ERFLAF FHEANA S

fon

(% 3 E*y)

(Z) %k ~/n4 (sample attrition)z /&d2

A& 3 8% Heckman model 2 {1k & #5903 & ]+ (a correction factor
for selection bias) e 7 & » #-R? FFETRAREB ¥ FFERDEHFLE*F A L
"R, 2 TAw R, 5 XA probit model ¥ i » B¥ FEE R AR
FRE AN B H BN CRRT R~ RISV R - REER
MERAMESERETw R BT Aw f oI RI%E ;25 245 Heckman
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Ao d BRER (v RE=1> Av H=0) frz#Fr B2 Fan L > 58 ApE
RIWHw B TE v asok(Lambda) 5 B f8 0 A & A 47 R %J » Lambda >
CENIE LR Y St 1k i1

Probit w fFatrenips (& 4) Km0 Tie | SRBHEF > e
AURET LR PR TIES AR IR 2 AR F R G g S E A w Reh
Plged o H BRI A RRKT AR C RIERHES ) A EBa T
MBS 2 TR | AR N F A Ly Faud e BERE 2
AERD chF L ERw Rt GIRF B $F08 §F RY T R M I

AR A Lanbda - e x @ A RCI Y 0GR RIS B i
(% 4 53p)

(=) # % F# (nissing data)z A2

PHERALF FRAEDTHR 20 50 THBH OB E AT NS
FLEFHEs kR FEREZAATH (b~ ALy SRR T AR
B~ REEEASR IR R FReR ) & AP WARIT R R R AR LA
AR HE PR A BRE TR R P AT A (bldel p A MEs A
KEFLZEMIMGEE)od 237 dFETRATHEEL Z0pF > B
MAIF A2 —> A IR ITESERAN G R TRy F A
PSR T T OREAT 0 S FAIRIR K S N VAR L M"ﬁf?

Fak A il & o BIF2L 1 BY IFEA AR 2,366 B Y FFE L 1,473

T~ ERIR
AFTHEY S ARFELPTR IR KA SENRIM R TE A kS

PRoAPERLH £ H7 he 75 7 MU F R DR AR -
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Fia QR Nw BT RS e MK TARREZE RS M RKT R
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I AR LR TR L SRRV TSR AR Y3 N
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