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The examination of a relationship between parental mind-mindedness
and infants’ responses during Still-Face paradigm: Mothers’ comments
on infants’ internal states and infants’ expectation of interaction toward
their parents

Graduate School of Education, The University of Tokyo, KOYAMA, Yuri

R PAEZAN LI ARATT ¢ THEENCR L, B RN RTENI T, BEE IR LT
BHIE~OEEZIERICT D LD, A TIIEEFENLEZLNERE L THE-TLE M
[i]"Cd % Mind-mindedness 731 &6 OB EHICKHT 20 & 0V BILOEHFE~OHFHFL ED LD

WZBET D0 FT A Z 2B E L, £2°C, A6 0AG 80 HDAIR &2 DR 18 /%
I Still-face /3T XA L& FEHE L, Still-face =t Y — REEOAILOITE & B HECGmIZHIT
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Abstract

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. The aim of
this study is to examine a relationship between maternal mind-mindedness that is proclivity to
treat their infants as mental agents and infants’ expectation of interaction with their parents and
scaffoldings in emotion regulation. Subjects was 18 pairs of mothers and their 6-8 months of age
infants. In this study by conducting still-face paradigm, the relationships among parental mind-
mindedness, measured parents’ comments on infants’ internal states during free play interaction,

and infants’ behavior during still-face paradigm was examined. Moderate correlations were found
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between mothers’ tendency to produce mind-related comments and infants’ expression of positive
emotion as well as infants’ social bidding during still-face episode, while only weal correlations
was found between mothers’ mind-related comments and infants self-soothing behavior.
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T BRAE, LED SIS RZBORRERAFEE LTRZLTLE >N H 5 (Stern,
1989), ZO & HBBEEOMBIANL, FELEHRNRCD LVITEZIADLI LT, FELORE
ROTHESEIC B & T, FEL BN ERMEZ, LDaFiooMAL LTS 5B ZCHET S
LEZ 5N TE - (e.g. Stern, 1989; Meins, 1997), i, BEEVNLRLZLEF-72—ADAE LT
5 {71 Td B Mind-mindedness(D> & ZUZ2F T L E 5 fHIA; Meins, 19971, XL 07 % v F
A2 bOLEMEETRT D Z LS (e.g. Meins et al, 2001; Lundy, 2003) , + & & O 0O
BEEIUD L LEMBFOBEREMRE THTHZ ERHALMNT/R>T WD (e.g. Meins et al, 2003;
Laranjo, Benier, Meins, & Carlson, 2010; Kirk et al, 2015; Ereky-Stevens, 2008) ., 7 % v F A
MIBERRGEFA LA T T 4 7R EHOHEEE TH L L b BRHITWDR, 7H v F Ay
PR AEEIC AR D BICITF E LN BBEEZBDDO V7 TS L TEZ T NDIFEETHDL LWV )
HRSSHHENH D LEX BID, L LTS TiX Mind-mindedness 231 & 6 O EFHEE ~DOH]
R0 LV OHIfFE EO X D ITBET D OB BN ER TN RU,

Kopp(1989)iZ LU, EAHRICHWTIHEA LRI T 4 72FBHcd LT Lo S 2l oAD
R 724TENC A R L ADRERNS B2 Z 57 2 ENEEESBIOBEFIE L LTHYO RS LD
272257121 Tla, ARPEEIAITIIBBEHE IR L CU 7T T 2 & Tl s b OFEhREE % R
DLHEITRDEVDATWD, BERMOFHFEIL, BEE L O TITOh D MERNLREDTH
HEVDbITO L3 (@A - TR, 2004), Z0 XD 2EAMFEHFEICISNTEO e > ®EFH
DOFFOHLRD L EO K S ITKUTHNT D080 D RIS, EEFTREORMICIR BE L, RHEEITH
T OARDIEHFRE~DOHFEFEL HENOHE S TNDOTIERWVWNEZZ b,

FEEE, Still-face /37 & A LAQCLF SFP L XKFDAAWICHRFTIE, FELDOV 7T AR — X%

BN ALY AR ST D B B DR CH D HUEMEC T EHICET 5K %) SFP D1 &%
DORG L BT 5 2 & 2RET 2980372 S TE Y (Braungart-Rieker et al., 2014; Rosenblum et
al, 2002), SFPROFE b DRIE L BEHOBRENEN RO T 5 v F A 2 b OLEERLIMELRTE &
B2 Z L VR &N TV D (Braungart-Rieker et al,, 2014; Moore, Cohn, & Campbell, 2001),
Still-Face /N7 ¥ A L LIE, BEE L FELOMEORLY LYY — R, R0 L )iy —F,
HaTE Y — RS, 0 &) OFENTARICE > T AL RARA DLV RIZRD Vb
TW% (Tronick et al, 1977), %7z, SFPROF L L DORISIFIFLLDOEEHICHT D0 &) ~D
2R L TVD E Vb5 (Ekas, Haltigan, & Messinger, 2013), & Z TARAFIETIX, SFP iF
DHRDOEZRFTT 52 LT, LRNEDOBEZ~DOY & VB L OHEEFE~DOHFFIC Mind-
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mindedness 23X ED LV IZEEL TWANHLNIZT A Z L2 HWET S,

B &

1. RESmE

At 6 2 A-A 8 A DI L ZDORH 18 AR L Lz, BBOFEEITHN 9 KOTEFTA
BB LI DDOFEFTNPOEANIBNTULT 7 L ORE Bl 21T o 72, 1 £ b O H inlE 198.78
ACcdh-o7lz (A6 H 18 A;SD=19. 60, Range =183-266), BIRIZ 104 THV, LT84 T
o Tz, FEROFYHERT 335 Th -7 (SD= 3.97, Range = 26-40), % 1 FI13 134 TH Y,
22X L THoT-, FHHARKEIL 3206.82 THY (8D = 540.34, Range = 2592-4290) T
H Y, ARRELAERITARY TR0 R o 7o, BT - BB RS R MNEIC & 5 P58
AT 75.8 HTHY, FREBEMITIAER 7200 12 B LW TR OILIE G ATEER X 0 bR EER N
kA5 TWe (SD=9.32, Range=59.5-98.5), ZME DN 1 HIZBWTHEDBHTIZE S Z LTkt
L CHWARE R L2728, SFP OFEfE4E F il L7,

2. REER
(MMind-mindedness DEE

#H# O Mind-mindedness % 81 H HiFOSER TOEB LI L DAL ONIPRE~DE R L LT
FERYIZEFE L, Mind-mindedness Z Il L7 (Meins etal, 2001), Aficho7Bb b2 HE
L, W@ 78 LT L TELWI &2 ER, ENLUSOIERITATO R o7z, BIERRIX 10
HTHoT, HbI=T—#1%, Meins & Fernuhough (2010)D 2 —F . 7'V AT L& HE|Z,
BBEHEONHRE~OZ EZHE Lz, TOEERNPILROITE L —HLEEbDOTHLI N E WO BLAD
UL LTz, © 73S AE K EHLROITH - RPFZERIC—BTDHHD)), @ TBEERS
K G RITAROITE) « IRE —E LTV AR, [T GHSIN DL Lo LHRELZFEL TWD
bo) @ DBERAENZRER (FREATEH - WRPZEICA—BRbD) ), ok, MTLZVwO 2] 72
EDEAR 2 NHPIREEA~DF K& & £ R WEFHIEE ORI o7,

@SFP I & 2HiE

SFP |3 3 DO T Y — RN LIRS TVN D, 1 oY — NICTBWTERH L AIRIExkfm T
DEV%4T 5 (High Chair Play =&Y — K 243), 0%, BEHITAREZRTWDHboEREC
AR EDRLD LY &A1 T, RN T, & L (Still-Face =&Y — K 1 43), &f%IZ, #F
FIIFHEILR L DL L iy £ 5 (Reengagement =8 Y — 2 57),

@—1 FELOBHKEDAE SFP FFO T &6 OFEREDOHIEIZOWNT, RIFITHOWTIE
Izard(1982)D 2 —F 4 V7V A7 A%, FLIROFEFIZ L D EEREOREIZ OV TiE Braungart-
Rieker et al(1998) DI D a—F 1 > 7 % 55T positive 72 EENRHE, negative R EENKIEE 2 —
T4 v L, —BHALT EROITHRR N ENra—T 4 T a2 LT,
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@—2 FELOEBRABTBORE SFP BT 5T L bOEHMEITHZ Ekas et al (2013)
WCESWCEIET 5, UTO 4T8IICa—F 4 7 &8n5, Hi#REZo6+ EBFEOENOHRE
Zo9) ) THCRHE L5, BEOohESbD) | BEoyKES(EGERTEE T D, FiTalk
o —HHMTEROITENAONIZNENa—T 4 T % LTz,

Ekas et al (2013)i%, BEHBZRBNORT T 4 7pFE#Z2RE LIV T2 2 &% @
MF) LUl AR TIETELDREBEEEZABRNOR YT 4 7 RIEEZRNT 5 2 L 2S00
EDTE LT HEMLTITBR LN ENra—T 4 v 7% Lz,

OF: 2%~

AL UTHEMICT, FELOMR], BEEOFE, WOFE, HARKE, JEEHORE
IZBT 5 LHEOREL LOTF b O0LE 0ROV TERMIKIC TRz, BRRICOWTIEMA%
10 HEAWN & & SITIRE A BV Uz, F7z, FERE & L TR VNGRS - T BRSh3sEZ WL 4
HENTHEM LT,

3. fREMEE

AU IHF R K AHEFEEZEROFER - AR EZ T CEBINTZ, £/, AV FTHD LT
Z SFP IZHIRITK LAREZ T 5720, BBICHED BN E RS lZ oW THoIcil 21T o7 |
TREMFONTGAICRY Efi 21T >72, F£7= Still-face =t — KEFZ 30 BPLLEDOFRHL X 23
P LA 3 W L, ROy —RICH D B2 528 & L,

B/ R

1. feabgietE

# 112 Mind-mindedness DOFEib#HEHEF LUK 21T Still-face /3T & 1 AREO I OITENZBES
DREHEEA R LIZ<K L, K2, ERMEOKRE (U ybw - U4 VIRE) Z1To72& 25, #
HE O Mind-mindedness ([Z3B VN TIERFEER, NHPIREE~OF K, Y72 S KIZOW TR IESMED
RBEINTD, ZDEDPDOEBIC O TTIERMDOFENERN S iz, £7z, Still-face /X7 ¥ A LT
D HSROITEDOWFT AU DWW T b IERMEO R EIFFEH S iz, O B HEOSG#EIC IS T 2 RFEEE
Hix, FEbONRE~OF K (r=.72, p<.001), @EHRE K (r=.71, p<.001) & &V
BNd o727, LIBERGERTE > 28Ul (%aiL) 2Hns &LL<k 3>,
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#®1 EBZED Mind-mindedness DiEdikst =

Mean SD Mini Max

Mind-mindedness

FEEHE 100.8 64.26 9 257

WHRRIE~DF & 9 6.71 0 21

WNHPIRRE~DF & (%) 0.001 0.050 0 0.18
= M owEt:

WY E & 6.6 5.65 0 18

w8725 & (%) 0.065 0.047 0 0.18

IR S & 0.6 0.92 0 3

FEREM S & (%) 0.007 0.014 0 0.06

BERE R 1.7 1.64 0 5

SEIRE Kk (%) 0.019 0.016 0 0.04

%= 2 Stil-face /8T 5 A LBEDIIRDITED SRR E

Highchair play —t">—FK Still-face =&/ —FK Reengagement—=t">/—N
Mean SD Mini  Max Mean SD Mini  Max Mean SD Mini  Max

ROT 4772158 137 168 0 51 36 48 0 14 135 146 0 41
IHT AT 12 1EE 08 21 0 8 62 106 0 31 79 167 0 54
BELE~OER 223 203 0 58 17.6 174 0 48 215 204 0 54
B ARV TE 46 108 0 37 132 169 0 53 79 153 0 51
5 OD By R By 28 48 0 16 82 92 0 32 29 40 0 11
FEEABIEDNT 125 157 0 51 29 39 0 12 106 137 0 40
%3 ZEEZ®D Mind-mindedness MFAREHE K
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 7R 727 L06° 77t et A3 26 25 -16
2 NAIREE~DF K - 557 9" 55°* 457 39 28 -05
3 NHSIREE~DE K (%) - 57 @™ 32 29 13 17
4 Y E K - 627* 33 27 13 -14
5 #8725 K (%) - A7 A3 .05 .05
6 FEFRHEMR S K - 99 33" .05
7 AR E K (%) - 27 0
8 BELEK - 81"

9 BEsS K (%) -
Note. x¥xp<.001, *xp< .01,% p< .05, Tp<.1, a Pearson®FHRI%EL

2. PRI

@still-face R Still-face = &Y — NIZBWTIE, KEMNFEY , 3 AT ¢ 772 1EBOR M %,
BEENDOHBENTHEOD Still-face RNV ALND LBESNL 720, —EREANGE OS5
INTEATVRET L7z, BREMEOIEIZ DT Mauchly OEREEDOREZIT o712 & 2 A, HCORHEST
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LS OFLIE O Still-Face /37 # A ARFOITEN 2 TIZB W TEREMEOIE IFFEAN I iz 720, 3ok
HEATENLLAM DUV Tl Greenhouse-Geisser D FHEHE 7~ H HEE % V7=, £72 Welch O & &E LB 417
ol WOT 4 TRIFEICOVWTIE 3 =Y — FRITHEREN R b (F (1.28,20.52) =9.27,
p <.01), Highchair play =t Y — K (LL'F HCP) % Still-face =&Y —F (LLFSF) LY HAE
2% < (¢=2.99, p<.01), Reengagement =t Y — K (LLFRE) X SF LV L RYT 1 7 iFEO
FHRE N T20 (¢=3.50, p<.01), HCP & RE ORIZAR YT 4 77 F#hEHICBWTHEE R ZEIT
ot (6=0.21, n8), AT 4 ZRIEMCHOVWTIX 3 =Y — FREITORIIFEEHE TH 1= (F
(1.33,21.22) =3.60, p=.061), BEE~OERICOVWTH 3T’ — FREITOZEIEEBEATH
o7z (F (1.88,22.02) =3.45, p=.065), HOEHEWZRITEICOWTIL3 =Y — NI THERZEN
Rohie (F(2,32) =3.60, p<.05), ZHELEBEZITo72& 25, SFREOH R Z21TENX HCP
(¢=2.62,p=.019) BELURE (£=1.95, p=.069) LV L Z o BEEMAITH ST, @mVIEE
DHEHEBNZONWTH 3=’V — NETHERENA OGN (F (1.29, 20.71) =5.72, p< .05),
SEII A 1T 72 & 2 A SF RO @ WsE O & (RAOEE)E HCP (¢=2.66, p=.051) 3L O'RE (¢=
2.38, p=.051) LV HLEhoRNAEMATH T,

@F L DRHEE L UBRBEO/HHK

F U OEHMRET H O X - C Still-face /XT XA LD SF =tV — REFOF X b O
HBRon it Lo 25A, T8O, b0 HEN, BEEOFHE, TEbORE, H 11
1595 2 1, FEMOBBOLEOREOFE, Wiy SF Y — FRO T EHORG & B L7232
ST AEHOFEHDLHEDRFICHONTE, SRIOF L TMTENTE THY | & LEESMEIT
WiRinolo, Ko TUBETIE, 7EH0MHl, 78D E, BEE O, TEbORE, 11
155 2 1, JREHOBER OO DR &2 KUEPITom 21T -7,

3. EHEZE®D Mind-mindedness & Still-face TEY — FEEDF &+ O RIS OEE

Pl EEEE %, #FH O Mind-mindedness & SF =&Y — KO T &4 O G & OB & Mit5
572, #F 412 Spearman DONEAAFHEFREZ R L=< 4>, NEORE~DE K (%) & SFRFD &
HLORYT 4 TIFEB ORI & ORICHREDOHBEN RSN EMEN Th o7z (r=.41, p=.10),
FhweE & (%) & SFROTELDORYT 4 77iGBOERML L ORI PRREOHBEN RS
PHEMN ChoT (r=.41, p=10), BERSK (%) &+EbHD SFREOQRERAJHEE) & D]
CHEE CHRWHBEAR O (r=.70, p<.001), FLFETERNo720, NIPRE~DZ K (%)
LA X 23T & ORI RRE O IEDHBNR A b (r=.36, ns.), HWHRE K (%) &R0
ST EOMICHREREOEOHBEN RO (r=.38, ns.), FERENRE KR E SFREO R T (772
HEIOFR M & ORICHREDCEOHEMN RO (r=.37,ns), BEEDOEERSK (%) & SFIF
DIRYT 4 TIREBORY &EHREOEOHEAN LN (r=.39, ns), BEREK (%) & SFF
DM@ & T & OMICHREO EOMBEN LN (r=.34, ns).
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&4 FEBE®D Mind-mindedness & Stilface TEY — FEEQOFE L DORIG & DEE

WHPRIE~DOF K& YR E K FEFERALE M BERE K

(%) (%) (%) (%)
Still-face—t”/ — R

ROT 47 EE) Al Al .15 .39
IHT 4T EB) -14 -12 .37 A1
BHE~OEW 15 19 -.16 A6 1
H AR 221 TE) -.08 -.05 -.23 31
FRU RS B .29 .23 13 70 =
FEERBIENNT .36 .38 .06 .34

Note. ##kp<.001, *kp< .01,% p< .05, Tp<.1, Spearman?FH BAFR I Z S0 #k

R

AWFHETIE, BEEAPAROLBHREEEZEZITLES L) RMHEMTH DHEFH O Mind-
mindedness NEFH & OCD &V BFW LIZROILROKRICRONE T ELORBFEHICKT H0
D& ~OHRFHETEA~DOHIFICED L5 ITBHET 2055 2 L2 AR E Lz, £F, T
TSIV T Still-face IR B A SN2 0ER L2 & 2 A, Still-face =&Y — FRRZAR YT ¢ 7 7elE
BORHILZ ORIFZDORLY &V %2175 TV 5 Highchair play =t Y — FI5 X O Reengagement —
EY—FED bAERICARLS o Tz, EABBEN TS 525, A CEMRZ21TE IR L OME D
BV RAEE) SF KR 2o TW a2 &0vh, Still-face /X7 XA LAREOFZRFHE L OV &V
DHRWRARDO R T ¢ T fEB 2R S 5 K 9 7 Still-face RN RN L BEX BD,

% Z T Still-face =&Y — NIZBIT AR OITE L BEHFIC L DAL ONAPREB~DE KB LUE
OWFEEINE & U CTHRAEMIZEFR S 72 Mind-mindedness 23 & D L 9 IZBHE# T 5 @it a Lz & 2 5,

BEREWVHEERR OGN DIIEZEE DAL OITE N O FHATUL 2 WAL EOWNHNRE L FH AT D
EORBERSRERMFNPORTILED L LY, MTEWe ) 7257 EOE Wi o & RiES)
EDOMOBEDHZ ThH Tz, Fo, ARTIEHRWCOBEDTA RN S H 0 RICITER A ET 5D,
MO FMEE—H L TEEEICL DA RONIRELY (b REALROITE - ke —E L7 T)
A TLEI Z LT, ©V &V FWRHCRIT 2R DT 4 TREHRECR DT ¢ Tl 2 &R H
LBROREEERLD LD X9 ethafie i Z 20T S REOEQOHBER RO, Z0Z Lhb
AR BNTIE, BEEDHLEONIPREE ILIROITEIC AR E — B LB THiAB->TLE 9 &
o RfEIENE, ERFEFEOPTEREELE LARORLY LV 2 RESEL LT, AROTITEFENLY
EVELTKNDFETHD LWV HIFFRR AT 4 7 72 EENCI - TR X OB BRI 42 i) C
KNDFETHDLEWVIHIFFEZTE D O D L7y,

FE 7z Still-face NTF XA LRFZHEE T o720, AOEHREDEEI Do) L) K57 CR
M Z2ATENS, ERPEFETADORETIRED LD 1 2 Th D & &5 5 (Kopp, 1989), AMf
FCHBWTIREE QLR ONIPRIEBICE LT 2R IROITEIR R E —B L 2B CE LT D
W EITFEB DO R SN2 AY, ZAUTSEITHREIZ W T A SRR 70 1T8) & BUSME O B B s
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3MA, 5A, THAZBLTRONRN-T2Z L E—ET 2 L& 2 55 (e.g. Braungart-Rieler
etal,2014) , FLHEBEHENDOHEL LT LV HIKIZHOWTS, FLIRONHRIEIC S KT 2102,
FNEFLROTERCRE =B LB TE R T DA & OBEITIHV S D Th -7z, B CEMRTTE)
REEELTEVSRNES LI, BEEORMTTRRMEOFEIC)H 1D H T, ARITE > Tkt
H7e5ES LE L TALDTIT) ZENTELHIETH D720, BEEDOHNIPIREE~DF K & D
HIXR LMD T TR N EEZLND,

PULENBARIETIIREE DLRONBPRE~DZ K % b 2 FBREZ OITER LRIC—H L2 T

FAE -S> TLE D L9 7EHA & LT Mind-mindedness 731 &b DEEHEDLEH - B &
DOEKRTHD LD KoL BET 52 &, —FTEZRPEEDN L ATRRICZR S KNG 6 LTl &
IEBE LR N2 N ENT, TOXEIBRRBRIE, FELDTF v F AL NOLREWEEZREED
Mind-mindedness 737 & v F 2 > s OLEMEEZ THT 5 &9 FH (Meins et al.,2001, 2003) (22
WTC, BEEENARE, LEFFOTLEMES LTR-> TLE AN, BFHTOR) LY Z@ELT
ERAPER TR L) OEHTEROMFL L TEEEZ AL L) eI TICR-> T D 2 L

EFEHWL TS EEXOND, FBEEELXOV LVOMFL LTRARTZ &1L, ME 20077 E
LLTARTZLEOHFETHDH ELEXDNDD, O &% Mind-mindedness 231 O O .LD
BEZ TR L&) A (e.g. Meins et al., 2003) %42 ERBHTHDL EEZXD, LL, K
HRORERPHRE L THRENDIRERET N5, AR TR ONTMEARBRTHD & D ATHE
PEAERS TE TRV, ARITIERLEBNOFELITI 2 & T, D TRFAZITILERH L2
59,
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