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The examination of a relationship between parental mind-mindedness
and infants’ responses during Still-Face paradigm: Patterns of
interpersonal emotion regulation and infants’ expectations to parents
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Abstract

Parents have proclivity to treat their young infants as psychological agents, and such
tendency called parental mind-mindedness is found to predict later children’s performance of
theory of mind tasks. However, few previous studies examine relationships with children’s
development of understanding and regulating their own emotion. In first year of life, infants not
only use self-soothing behavior to manage their negative emotion, but also actively make requests
for parental support of emotion regulation. In this study, by conducting still-face paradigm, the
relationships among parental mind-mindedness, interpersonal emotion regulation, and infants’

expectations for emotion regulation by parents will be examined.
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BB RAE, HErbELR 2SO TRERFE L LTAHR LT LE I HNRH 5,
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BT, FELAEANASOME L, LEFSTZEAL LTEBETIRZICHFET2LEXD
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BEIKT 00 ~OMFEEZ R L TV D L bt 5 (Ekas, Haltigan, & Messinger, 2013),

Kopp(198)1Z L uiE, EAHRICBWTIEA LRI T 4 7 2EB;I L T Le S0 2l oAD
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