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Attachment Styles and Interpersonal TraitsM atching in Cooperative Situation

XUEW en ZHAO Shou- ying FU Li- ping et al
(Guizhou N om al Un wersity, Guiyang 550001 China)

Abstract The study exp bres how the dyads with different interpersonal traits and attachm ent sty ks behave in wopemntive situa-
ton There are three conclusns based on the results of his sudy (1)The interpersonal behavis of the dyads n different sex were
genemlly matched w ih the comp km entarity of Leary§ mterpewsonal circum plex;, (2) Indivduak of different attachm ent styles n nter
personal nteracton have shovn different trend of nterpersonal styles (3) The dyads n different sex of d ifferent attachment types show
differen t satisfaction i cooperative s imation, inw hich dyads of secure attachment sty have the h ighest satisfaction
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