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ABSTRACT

The effect of the internal working models of
attachment on information processing:
An investigation with priming stimuli of various relationships

Yoshihiro SHIMA

The purposes of this study were to investigate the effect of the internal working models of attach-
ment on information processing and the effect of priming stimuli of various relationships on the re-
lation between the internal working models of attachment and reaction time. The internal working
models of attachment is consisted of two dimensions; “anxiety” and “avoidance”. It was hypothesized
that participants who were high in “anxiety” and/or low in “avoidance” would react faster to negative
stimuli and this result was obtained when the name of attachment figure was primed. Participants were
81 undergraduates. Lexical Decision Task was conducted with priming stimuli; the names of person
participants want and do not want to take attachment behaviors. The result showed that the reaction
time to negative stimuli became slower by the function of “anxiety”. This result was opposite to the
hypothesis but it meant the hyperactivation of the internal working models of attachment by “anxiety”
motivated exploration of information processing. On the other hand, there were no significant effects
of “avoidance” and priming stimuli. Finally, the limitation of this study was discussed.

Key words: internal working models of attachment, information processing, priming stimulus, Lexical
Decision Task



