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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
Perhaps unlike other social roles that people may hold, caring for Received 7 March 2017
children offers opportunities for both immense joy and incredible Accepted 29 April 2017
frustration. Yet what predicts how parents will feel during caregiv- KEYWORDS

ing experiences? In the current study, we examined parents’ Attachment; parenting;
(N = 152) positive emotion, negative emotion, and felt meaning positive emotion; negative
during caregiving using the Day Reconstruction Method. In addi- emotion; meaning in life
tion, we tested attachment anxiety and avoidance as predictors of

parents’ emotion during caregiving relative to their other daily

experiences. We found that attachment avoidance was associated

with elevated negative emotion and reduced positive emotion and

meaning in life across the entire day, whereas attachment anxiety

was associated with elevated negative emotion and marginally

greater meaning in life, but not positive emotion, across the entire

day. Furthermore, caregiving was associated with greater positive

emotion and meaning, but not negative emotion, compared to

parents’ other daily activities. Finally, attachment avoidance, but

not anxiety, was associated with lower levels of positive emotion,

negative emotion, and felt meaning during caregiving compared to

other daily activities. These findings are consistent with other evi-

dence that attachment avoidance is associated with deactivation of

emotion in close relationships and suggest that attachment avoid-

ance minimizes the joys of parenting.

Introduction

The birth of a child is a transformative experience, shaping parents’ lives in many ways.
Happy hours with friends may be replaced with play dates at the neighborhood park,
and reading novels for pleasure may be replaced with reading bedtime stories. One of
the most notable changes associated with the birth of a child is time spent caregiving.
Even among those who work outside the home, parents spend a considerable amount
of time with their children each day. Bowlby (1951) suggested that an “enduring sense
of joy” in caregiver—child interactions was vital to children’s immediate and long-term
mental health. Yet parents’ time with children can be filled with joy and meaning, with
frustration and anger, or with a dizzying array of both positive and negative emotions.
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What predicts whether parents will find their caregiving experiences to be predomi-
nantly joyful versus demanding? We anticipate that parents’ attachment orientations,
which theorists argue provide an organizing framework for the way people approach
relationships and emotion (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2007), may be important predictors of
parents’ emotions while caring for their young children; however, few studies have
examined whether attachment is related to parents’ emotions during caregiving,
which may have important implications for parenting behaviors, as well as both parents’
and children’s well-being (Bowlby, 1951). In the current study, we examined the roles of
attachment avoidance and anxiety in predicting working parents’ positive emotion,
negative emotion, and felt meaning during caregiving.

Understanding parents’ emotions during caregiving interactions has important impli-
cations for parenting behaviors, given that parents’ emotions are central to effective
parenting (Dix, 1991). Although emotions experienced at any point in the day (e.g.
feeling grateful at work after recalling a positive moment with a child) could elicit
important parenting behaviors (e.g. extra patience after retrieving a child from day
care), parents’ emotions during caregiving likely have the strongest and most immediate
consequences for parenting behaviors. For example, parents’ positive emotion during
caregiving is related to increased efforts to cognitively stimulate their children and to
less expression of detachment and negative affect towards their children (Belsky, Crnic,
& Woodworth, 1995). Additionally, negative emotion experienced in response to chil-
dren’s distress predicts decreased sensitivity, as well as harsh and punitive responses
(Leerkes, 2010; Leerkes, Parade, & Gudmundson, 2011).

Attachment and parenting

According to attachment theory (Bowlby, 1969), early experiences of receiving care from
attachment figures shape people’s feelings, beliefs, and expectations regarding relation-
ships across the lifespan, which are collectively referred to as internal working models
(IWMs) of attachment (Bowlby, 1969; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007). Although researchers
take different approaches to measuring and classifying IWMs in adulthood (Jacobvitz,
Curran, & Moller, 2002), scholars agree that IWMs can be measured with respect to various
attachment relationships (e.g. romantic partners and caregivers) and vary along dimensions
of avoidance and anxiety, with low scores on both signifying secure attachment. Theory
suggests that as they are able to freely receive (relying on partners when in distress) as well
as provide (willingly offering support) care, individuals with secure attachment IWMs
experience comfort and ease in close relationships, as well as joy, comfort, and contentment
across their lives more generally (Sable, 2007). By contrast, adults with insecure IWMs
experience marked discomfort surrounding close relationships; for them, receiving and
providing care to others ought to be restricted, effortful, and fraught with fear. Moreover,
IWMs are thought to influence patterns of behavior in all close relationships, including
relationships with one’s own children (arguably one of the closest personal relationships in
parents’ lives), as well as emotion regulation more generally (Shaver & Mikulincer, 2007).
Given its theorized and demonstrated salience for emotion and relationships, we examined
attachment style as a predictor of parents’ emotions during caregiving, with attention to the
central dimensions of avoidance and anxiety.
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In adulthood, attachment styles (self-reported avoidance and anxiety) are most
commonly measured with respect to romantic relationships. According to theory, most
adults have an IWM that generalizes across attachment relationships (e.g. secure with
respect to relationship with partner, secure with respect to relationships with parents;
Bowlby, 1980), with some relationship-specific variation (e.g. more secure with parents
than with partner). Therefore, in theory, attachment as measured with respect to one of
an adult’s relationships ought to provide a relatively accurate sense of the adult’s
attachment with respect to other attachment relationships. Despite this premise, surpris-
ingly few studies have examined the associations between romantic attachment styles
and parenting, but in recent years, this field has grown significantly (see Jones, Cassidy,
& Shaver, 2015, for a review).

Attachment avoidance

Attachment avoidance is thought to develop when a caregiver consistently ignores or
rejects the child’s needs (Bowlby, 1969/1982; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003), resulting in the
development of a regulatory strategy in which the child minimizes or denies his/her own
emotional needs, referred to as deactivation (Ainsworth et al., 1978; Main, 1981). In turn,
according to theory, avoidant people develop IWMs characterized by distrust of relation-
ship partners and a desire for self-reliance (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003). Scholars argue
that in their attempts to maintain independence, people high in attachment avoidance
detach themselves emotionally from relationship-relevant events (Wei, Vogel, Ku, &
Zakalik, 2005). For example, one study found that young adults high in attachment
avoidance experienced greater commitment aversion (i.e. fewer positive commitment-
enhancing events and more negative commitment-undermining events), which in turn
predicted relationship failure (Birnie, McClure, Lydon, & Holmberg, 2009). In theory, high
attachment avoidance may also influence caregiving experiences - in the context of
parenting, closeness may be perceived as threatening for people high in avoidance,
resulting in greater deactivation when parents are in the presence of their children.
Importantly, deactivation as a regulatory strategy is thought to dampen not only
negative, but also positive emotional experiences (Diamond & Aspinwall, 2003).

To date, little work has examined the link between attachment avoidance and
emotion as it relates to caring for young children. One study examined whether attach-
ment avoidance among middle-aged adults was related to the specific emotions of love,
pride, and joy during their time spent with their adult children. Consistent with a
deactivating strategy, attachment avoidance was linked with lower levels of these
positive emotions during time with children (Impett, English, & John, 2011).
Furthermore, another study found that parents high in attachment avoidance reported
more stress in the transition to parenthood (Rholes, Simpson, & Friedman, 2006). In
addition, parents high in attachment avoidance demonstrated less sensitive, responsive,
and supportive behavior (Berlin et al.,, 2011; Borelli, Vazquez, Rasmussen, Teachanarong,
& Smiley, 2016; Rholes, Simpson, & Blakely, 1995); reported feeling less closeness with
their children (Rholes et al.,, 1995; Wilson, Rholes, Simpson, & Tran, 2007); described
positive memories with their children with less secure attachment content (Borelli,
Burkhart et al., 2017); reported greater use of distancing coping strategies for managing
parenting stress (Berant, Mikulincer, & Florian, 2001); and reported lower overall
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parenting satisfaction (Cohen, Zerach, & Solomon, 2011; Rholes et al., 2011). Thus, extant
evidence is consistent with the argument that high attachment avoidance is associated
with discomfort and detachment in parent-child relationships.

Attachment anxiety

Attachment anxiety is thought to develop when caregivers are inconsistently responsive,
at times responding sensitively, and at other times rejecting, intruding, or interfering
with young children’s exploration (Ainsworth et al., 1978; Bowlby, 1969/1982). This
pattern of caregiving may have profound implications for emotion regulation (Cassidy,
1994). When parented in a way that is inconsistently responsive, children can develop a
hyperactivating regulatory strategy, in which they amplify and lengthen their distress
signals in order to increase the likelihood of getting a parental response (Bowlby, 1969/
1982; Cassidy, 1994). Over time, children develop IWMs characterized by helplessness
and fear of being alone (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003). In adulthood, attachment anxiety is
reflected in fear of romantic partners being unavailable and unreliable (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2007). Consistent with their hyperactivating emotion regulation strategy, in the
context of romantic relationships, people high in attachment anxiety respond to nega-
tive experiences with intense negative emotion and to positive experiences with mixed
emotions of love, happiness, fear, and anxiety (Campbell, Simpson, Boldry, & Kashy,
2005; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2005). These findings suggest that negative emotional
experiences may intrude in and interrupt the experience of positive emotion.

However, little research has investigated how attachment anxiety relates to parents’
emotional responses to caregiving for children, and prior findings are inconsistent.
Although attachment anxiety is related to greater parent—child conflict (Selcuk et al.,
2010), greater parenting stress (Fernandes, Muller, & Rodin, 2012), and greater negative
emotion related to parent-child interaction (River, Borelli, & Nelson-Coffey, 2016), the
evidence is mixed or shows no relationship between attachment anxiety and parenting
sensitivity, responsiveness, and satisfaction (Jones et al.,, 2015).

Importantly, the majority of the work examining how parents’ attachment-related
anxiety and avoidance is related to parenting focuses on global measures of emotions,
behavior, and cognition, rather than focusing more closely on how attachment influ-
ences caregiving experiences specifically. However, it stands to reason that the use of
deactivating (among those high in avoidance) and hyperactivating (among those high in
anxiety) regulation strategies likely influences parents’ emotions more strongly during
caregiving than other daily activities. Consistent with this possibility, one study found
that middle-aged parents high in avoidance experienced relatively lower levels of love,
joy, and pride when they were spending time with their adult children (Impett et al.,
2011). However, little research has investigated how attachment is related to negative
emotion and feelings of meaning during caregiving or to parents’ emotions while
providing care for their relatively young children. Furthermore, examining how parents’
attachment orientations are related to their emotions during caregiving may provide
insight regarding the broader links between attachment and global measures of emo-
tion, behavior, and cognition. For example, parents high in attachment avoidance may
report less closeness with their children and lower levels of parenting satisfaction
(Cohen et al., 2011; Rholes et al, 1995; Wilson et al, 2007) in part because they
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experience fewer positive emotions, such as love, joy, and gratitude, when they are
spending time with their children. Finally, few studies investigating attachment and
emotion in parenting include measures of emotion with romantic partners and with
children in order to examine whether attachment style may be differentially related to
emotion with romantic partners and with children (Jones et al., 2015). Accordingly, in
the current study, we compare whether attachment avoidance and anxiety predict
similar patterns of emotion during caregiving and spouse interactions, respectively,
relative to other daily activities.

Caregiving and emotion

Researchers have begun to investigate parents’ feelings during their time spent with
children (i.e. caregiving), typically using daily diary or experience sampling methodologies.
Such approaches shed light on parents’ experiences specifically during caregiving and
minimize potential selection biases prevalent among comparisons of parents and non-
parents (i.e. that people who become parents are happier to begin with; Kim & Hicks,
2016). In one study using the Day Reconstruction Method (DRM; a diary method), a
sample of mothers and women without children rated their emotions during all of the
various activities of their days. When these activities were rank-ordered across the entire
sample by positivity, caregiving ranked near the bottom of the list (Kahneman, Krueger,
Schkade, Schwarz, & Stone, 2004). Although these findings expand understanding of
caregiving and emotion, this approach is limited because it collapsed across parents
and nonparents, only included a sample of women, and included activities that may
have been relatively rare across the entire sample on a given day (e.g. having sex). In
an effort to correct for these limitations, in another DRM study using a sample of both
mothers and fathers, parents’ time with children was compared to the other activities they
actually performed on a given day. This study found that parents experienced greater
positive emotion and meaning when they were spending time with their children relative
to their other daily activities (Nelson, Kushlev, English, Dunn, & Lyubomirsky, 2013).

In the current study, we operationalize caregiving with parents’ self-identified reports
(i.e. the times when they are providing care for their children) to capture the broadest
range of parenting experiences (for similar approaches, see Impett et al., 2011; Nelson
et al., 2013). We used the DRM approach to investigate parents’ positive emotion,
negative emotion, and feelings of meaning during caregiving relative to their other
daily activities. As described above, previous research using this DRM approach indicates
that parents report greater positive emotion during caregiving compared to their other
daily activities (Nelson et al., 2013). Additionally, although some work suggests that
parents report greater daily stress than nonparents (Deaton & Stone, 2014), surprisingly
little research has focused on parents’ negative emotion during moments of caregiving.
To the extent that parents’ frustration with their children increases when they are
engaged in caregiving, we would expect parents to report elevated negative emotion
during caregiving compared to other activities. Conversely, parents may worry about
their children or feel guilty when they are apart (e.g. Borelli, Nelson, River, Birken, &
Moss-Racusin, 2017), which might minimize differences between parents’ negative
emotion during caregiving and non-caregiving experiences. We pit these two possibi-
lities against one another in the current study.
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Other studies examining parents’ emotions have investigated the extent to which
parenthood is associated with elevated feelings of meaning in life. Meaning in life is
defined as the extent to which people have goals and direction in life (purpose), view
their lives as being valuable and important (significance), and view their lives as making
sense (coherence; King, Heintzelman, & Ward, 2016). Given that caring for children likely
provides important goals for parents to fulfill (eliciting purpose), provides them with a
sense that their life is important (eliciting significance), and imposes a set of routines on
daily life (eliciting coherence), we expect that caring for children will elicit greater
feelings of meaning in life compared to other activities. Along these lines, research
has indicated that parents report greater feelings of meaning in life overall and through-
out their days than nonparents. Similarly, parents report greater meaning while caring
for their children than during their other daily activities (Nelson et al., 2013). However,
more work is needed to determine whether this pattern is consistent among all parents
(Nelson, Kushlev, & Lyubomirsky, 2014).

Furthermore, although few studies have directly examined attachment styles as a
predictor of parents’ emotions in caregiving, recent studies provide suggestive evidence
in support of this possibility. For example, studies found that parents who place their
child’s needs above their own — a pattern characteristic of secure attachment - report
relatively greater positive and less negative emotion during caregiving (Ashton-James,
Kushlev, & Dunn, 2013; Le & Impett, 2015). In addition, consistent with predictions
regarding attachment avoidance and emotional deactivation (Ainsworth et al., 1978;
Main, 1981), one study reported that suppressing negative emotions during caregiving
predicts lower levels of well-being (Le & Impett, 2016). Accordingly, we anticipate that
parents’ attachment orientations, which theorists argue provide an organizing frame-
work for the way people approach relationships and emotion, may be important pre-
dictors of parents’ emotions while caring for their young children.

Current study

In the current study, we compared parents’ self-reported positive emotion, negative
emotion, and meaning in life during caregiving with their emotions during other daily
activities using the DRM, an alternative approach to experience sampling for measuring
emotion in daily life (Kahneman et al., 2004). The DRM instructs participants to system-
atically reconstruct the previous day, categorize their activities (e.g. taking care of
children, watching TV, and working), and rate their emotions during each activity. To
best capture the variety of caregiving experiences, caregiving episodes were self-identi-
fied by participants in our studies. This approach allows us to understand the variety of
parents’ lived experiences providing care for their children.

First, we examined whether attachment avoidance and anxiety were related to
parents’ reports of positive emotion, negative emotion, and meaning in life across the
entire day. Based on widely documented associations between attachment insecurity
and low levels of emotional well-being (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2005), we hypothesized
that attachment avoidance and anxiety would both be related to greater negative
emotion, along with less positive emotion and meaning across the day.

Second, consistent with past evidence (Nelson et al., 2013), we hypothesized that
parents would report greater positive emotion and meaning during caregiving
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compared to other daily activities. Regarding negative emotion, we considered two
possibilities: (a) that children might be particularly demanding during caregiving experi-
ences, eliciting relatively greater negative emotion or (b) that parents might experience
negative emotion during both caregiving (e.g. frustration and anger) and non-caregiving
(e.g. guilt and worry) experiences, which would minimize differences in negative emo-
tion between the two types of activities.

Third, we examined whether attachment avoidance and anxiety were differentially
related to positive emotion, negative emotion, and meaning during caregiving com-
pared to their other daily activities. Based on the consistency of evidence linking
attachment avoidance to deactivation of emotional experiences, lower levels of parent-
ing satisfaction, less closeness with children, and overall detachment in close relation-
ships (Jones et al,, 2015), we hypothesized that parents high in attachment avoidance
would report lower levels of positive emotion, lower negative emotion, and lower
meaning during caregiving compared to their other daily activities (i.e. that attachment
avoidance would moderate the association between caregiving and emotion). By con-
trast, grounded in the concept of hyperactivation of negative emotion, we anticipated
finding elevated levels of negative emotion during both caregiving and non-caregiving
experiences of highly anxious parents. In addition, given the tendency for relationship
events to evoke ambivalent emotions among people high in attachment anxiety
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2005), we expected that the experience of elevated negative
emotion might spoil any positive emotions experienced during caregiving, resulting in
lower levels of positive emotion and meaning during caregiving compared to other daily
activities. Finally, to consider the specificity of our findings for caregiving relative to
other experiences that would activate parents’ IWMs, we also examined whether attach-
ment anxiety and avoidance were differentially related to parents’ reports of meaning,
positive emotion, and negative emotion during interactions with their spouse/significant
other relative to their other daily activities.

Because early childhood constitutes a sensitive period for the development of attach-
ment (Bowlby, 1969/1982), we recruited parents with children between the ages of 1 and
3. In addition, we recruited a sample of parents who work outside the home, who would
have regular separations from their children, due to our desire to compare parents’
experiences providing care for their children relative to other daily experiences. To control
for potentially confounding factors, we tested our hypotheses including parenting satis-
faction, parent age, child age, and proportion of time spent in caregiving as covariates.

Method
Participants

Parents (N = 152; 50% female; M,4e = 31.53, standard deviation [SD] = 6.55) with at
least one child between the ages of 1 and 3 and who worked outside the home were
recruited online using Amazon Mechanical Turk (mTurk). Recent evidence suggests
that mTurk samples are reliable and demographically diverse (Buhrmester, Kwang, &
Gosling, 2011; Gosling, Vazire, Srivastava, & John, 2004). On average, parents in this
sample provided primary care for 1.88 children (SD = 0.85), and the ages of their
children ranged from newborn to 19 years, although all parents had children in the
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designated age range (1-3). The majority of the sample was married (72%) or in a
relationship (12.7%). The sample was primarily European American (70.7%), followed
by African American (12%), Asian American (6.7%), Latino(a) (5.3%), Native American
(4%), and Other (1.3%).

Prior to data collection, we decided to recruit approximately 150 parents to partici-
pate in the study. Previous research reports small to medium effect sizes for the
comparison of caregiving episodes to non-caregiving episodes using the DRM (average
r =.26; Nelson et al., 2013). A sample of 150 participants would provide adequate power
(89%) to detect an effect size r = .26. Additionally, previous research examining parents’
attachment styles as predictors of their emotions while spending time with their adult
children has used similar sample sizes (N = 102 in Impett et al., 2011).

Procedure

Participants completed an online survey, including measures of demographics, attachment,
and parenting satisfaction. Subsequently, they completed the DRM (Kahneman et al., 2004) to
provide insight into their daily emotional experiences. Previous research suggests that the
DRM provides a valid alternative approach to experience sampling methodology, allowing
researchers to capture participants’ daily activities and emotions (Kahneman et al., 2004).

Measures

Pre-DRM
Prior to beginning the DRM, participants completed measures of attachment avoidance
and anxiety and parenting satisfaction.

Attachment avoidance and anxiety. Participants completed the 36-item Experiences
in Close Relationships Scale — Revised (Fraley, Waller, & Brennan, 2000). Participants
responded to statements assessing attachment avoidance (e.g. “I prefer not to show a
partner how | feel deep down”) and anxiety (e.g. “I worry that romantic partners won't
care about me as much as | care about them”) on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly
disagree) to 7 (strongly agree). Reliability in this sample was good for both anxiety,
a = .94, and avoidance, a = .89.

Parenting satisfaction. Parents responded to the Kansas Parental Satisfaction Scale
(James et al., 1985; e.g. “How satisfied are you with yourself as a parent?” 1 = extremely
dissatisfied, 7 = extremely satisfied). Reliability in this sample was good, a = .84.

DRM

According to the original DRM procedures, participants were instructed to describe their
entire day, from the moment they woke up until the moment they went to sleep,
episode by episode. For example, one morning episode might consist of waking up,
showering, and getting ready for the day, and an episode in the evening might include
giving a child a bath, reading bedtime stories, and putting the child to bed. For each
episode, participants categorized their activities by selecting one or more from a list of
15 common activities (i.e. commuting, eating, relaxing, preparing food, computer/
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Internet/email, shopping, socializing, intimate relations, taking care of your children, on
the phone, doing housework, nap/resting, working, watching TV, exercising, and other;
Kahneman et al., 2004). Furthermore, they indicated whether they were interacting with
anyone, and if yes, with whom they were interacting (i.e. spouse/significant other, friends,
children, parents/relatives, coworkers, boss, clients/customers/students/patients, and
other). After categorizing their activities and interactions, parents completed a measure
of positive and negative emotions and a single-item measure of felt meaning for each
episode. As a result, we captured a day in the life of parents, including time spent caring
for children and time spent in any other activity, along with emotions felt during each
episode. For the purposes of our analyses, we were primarily interested in emotions felt
during caregiving (i.e. activity classified as “taking care of children”) compared to parents’
other activities. Thus, we dummy-coded activity for caregiving (caregiving = 1, all other
activities = 0). For parallel analyses regarding interactions with spouse/significant other,
we dummy-coded interactions for spouse/significant other (interacting with spouse/sig-
nificant other = 1, not interacting with spouse/significant other = 0).

Participants were required to provide at least three episodes for their day (one
morning episode, one afternoon episode, and one evening episode) and recorded an
average of 13.97 discrete episodes in their days (SD = 5.22), providing 2122 total
observations. On average, parents recorded 2.65 caregiving episodes (SD = 3.15),
making up 18.2% of their day. Although 100% of the participants completed this
task (i.e. we did not have any attrition in this study), due to the fact that each
participant recorded a different number of episodes in their days, we computed a
variable reflecting the proportion of caregiving episodes by dividing the number of
caregiving episodes reported for each participant by their total number of episodes.
Proportion of caregiving episodes was negatively correlated with attachment avoid-
ance, r(150) = -.19, p = .02, but unrelated to attachment anxiety or parenting
satisfaction, |rs| < .12, ps > .14. Proportion of time spent in caregiving episodes did
not moderate the associations between caregiving episodes and any of our out-
comes, |ys| < 0.005, ps > .32. Because of the association between proportion of
caregiving episodes and attachment avoidance, however, we include it as a covariate
in our analyses below.

In addition, for each episode generated in the DRM, participants reported their felt
emotion and meaning.

Positive and negative emotion. Participants reported their experience of 14 positive
(e.g. inspired, proud, and excited) and 14 negative (e.g. afraid, guilty, and distressed)
emotions during that episode on a scale from 1 (very slightly or not at all) to 5 (extremely)
using the Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (Watson, Clark, & Tellegen, 1988). Across
all episodes, internal consistency was high for both positive (as .86-.96) and negative (as
.93-.99) emotions. For each episode, we calculated composite mean scores for positive
and negative emotion.

Meaning in life. Consistent with prior research using the DRM (Nelson et al., 2013),
participants reported their felt meaning using a single item (i.e. “During this
episode, | felt a sense of meaning and purpose in my life,” 0 = not at all,
6 = extremely).
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Results
Preliminary analyses and analytic approach

Table 1 addresses preliminary questions, including how attachment avoidance and
anxiety are related to covariates in our analyses, including parenting satisfaction, parent
age, age of youngest child, number of caregiving episodes, and number of children.

As depicted in Table 1, women reported a greater proportion of caregiving episodes
than men, t(150) = 2.36, p = .02, but no gender differences emerged for any of the other
variables, ts < 1.4, ps > .17; parents with more and younger children reported a greater
number of caregiving episodes. In addition, greater attachment avoidance was asso-
ciated with fewer reported caregiving episodes. See Table 1 for means, SDs, and
correlations among all study variables.

We analyzed differences in parents’ reported emotion while engaging in caregiving
compared to their other daily activities using multilevel modeling to account for
repeated measurements (i.e. episodes) within individuals (Singer & Willett, 2003). We
began with unconditional mean models with no predictors and proceeded to hypoth-
esis-testing models.

To test our hypotheses regarding caregiving, each episode was dummy-coded to
reflect whether it involved caregiving (caregiving = 1, all other activities = 0).
Attachment avoidance and anxiety were grand-mean-centered prior to analysis.
We began with models including attachment avoidance and anxiety as Level 2
(between-person) predictors. Next, we tested models including only the dummy-
coded variable for caregiving as a Level 1 (within-person) predictor, followed by
models including caregiving (Level 1; within-person), attachment avoidance (Level
2; between-person), attachment anxiety (Level 2; between-person), as well as

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations among all study variables.

Variable M (SD) 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10.
1. Parenting 5.85 (0.95)
satisfaction
2. Attachment 2.79 (1.32) —.25%**
anxiety
3. Attachment 2.88 (1.01) —.26%**  6]***
avoidance
4. Meaning 3.77 (1.58) 3101 =13
5. Positive 2.42 (0.86) A7* -.07 —-.14* J2**
emotion
6. Negative 1.35 (0.64) —31x¥kx 43%xx 3gExx 14t 3xE
emotion
7. Parent gender  0.50 (0.50) .04 .03 .06 -.02 11 Al
8. Parent age 31.53 (6.51) -1 -1 .05 -147 -04 -14% 07
9. Age of 2.98 (1.54) -1 .03 .06 -.09 .04 .10 .01 -.01
youngest
child
10. Caregiving 18.29% (20.42) .11 -.12 -.19* 21** 03 -20% -19* 02 -17*
episodes®
11. Number of 1.88 (1.00) -.01 .04 .06 -.01 .02 A5Y 002 .05 —.23% 71%*
children

*p < .10, *p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < 001. Parent gender (1 = male, 0 = female). Meaning, positive emotion, and
negative emotion reflect the average across all episodes.

®Proportion of total episodes, calculated for each participant by dividing the number of caregiving episodes they
reported by their total number of episodes.
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interactions between attachment avoidance and caregiving, and attachment anxiety
and caregiving. Last, we tested models including parenting satisfaction, parent age,
child age, and proportion of caregiving episodes as covariates. Finally, we tested
our alternative hypothesis regarding time spent with spouses with a model includ-
ing a dummy-coded variable for spousal/romantic partner contact (interacting with
spouse/partner = 1, not interacting with spouse/partner = 0) as a Level 1 (within-
person) predictor, along with attachment avoidance (Level 2; between-person),
attachment anxiety (Level 2; between-person), and interactions between attach-
ment avoidance and spousal contact and attachment anxiety and spousal contact.

Are attachment avoidance and anxiety related to positive emotion, negative
emotion, and meaning across the day?

In models including both attachment avoidance and anxiety, attachment avoidance pre-
dicted lower positive emotion, yy3 = —0.21, SE = 0.09, t(147) = -2.39 p = .02, d = —0.28,
greater negative emotion, yo3 = 0.08, SE = 0.03, t(147) = 2.55, p = .01, d = 0.21, and lower
levels of meaning in life, yp3 = —0.42, SE=0.15, t(147) = —2.82, p < .001, d = —0.28, across the
entire day.

Conversely, attachment anxiety predicted greater negative emotion, yo,, = 0.10,
SE = 0.03, t(147) = 3.73, p = .0003, d = 0.28, and marginally greater meaning in life,
Yo2 =0.21,SE=0.12, t(147) = 1.79, p = .08, d = 0.14, but was unrelated to positive emotion,
Yoz = 0.06, SE = 0.08, {(147) = 0.78, p = .43, d = 0.08, across the entire day (see Tables 2-4).

Is caregiving associated with differences in meaning, positive emotion, and
negative emotion?

Compared to other activities in parents’ days, taking care of children was associated with
greater positive emotion, yo; = 0.24, SE = 0.04, (1969) = 5.49, p < .001, d = 0.27, and
higher levels of meaning in life, yo; = 1.11, SE = 0.12, t(1969) = 9.17, p < .001, d = 0.73,
but not with lower levels of negative emotion, yo; = —0.03, SE = 0.02, t(1969) = —1.28,
p = .20, d = —0.04 (see Tables 2-4).

Do attachment avoidance and anxiety moderate the associations between
caregiving and meaning, positive emotion, and negative emotion?

Table 2 provides full details and parameter estimates for analyses predicting positive
emotion from: (a) attachment anxiety and avoidance (Question 1; Model 2), (b) caregiv-
ing episodes (Question 2; Model 3), (c) interactions between caregiving and attachment
(Question 3; Model 4), and (d) interactions between caregiving and attachment, includ-
ing covariates (Question 3; Model 5).

As depicted in Table 2, in models including caregiving, attachment avoidance and
anxiety, along with caregiving X attachment avoidance and caregiving x attachment
anxiety interactions, attachment avoidance, but not attachment anxiety, moderated the
association between caregiving and positive emotion, yos = —0.16, SE = 0.05, t
(1967) = —2.89, p = .004, d = .21. Analyses of the simple effects revealed that caregiving
was associated with higher levels of positive emotion at low levels of attachment



—
<
[
L
>
w
.
L
O
Y
=z
(@]
1%}
—
w
=z
N4
ui

12

(panunuod)

saposida
buinibased
(€00°0) ,900°0— 604 Jo uoruodoid
piy>
1s9bunok
(#0°0) S0°0 804 Jo aby
(L00) 2000 04 abe jualeyd
uoloeysies
(90°0) x+81°0 904 Bunuasey
buinibased
X 3dUepPIOAR
(S0°0) %x91°0— (50°0) #x91°0— S04 usWYdRNY
Buiaibaled
x Kd1xue
(#0°0) S0°0 (#0°0) SO0 04 JuswydeNY
ddueplone
(60°0) x81°0— (60°0) «070— (60°0) xLT'0— €04 uswydeNy
A1xue
(80°0) 80°0 (80°0) 900 (80°0) 90°0 04 uswiydeny
(¥0°0) xxxCTO (¥0°0) xxxLT0 (¥0°0) xxx¥T'0 LoA buinibale)
1 ‘suonowd
(£0°0) %%x9€°C (£0°0) %xx9€'C (£0°0) %xxLE'T (£0°0) %xx0¥'C (£0°0) xxxCH'C 004 ALERTEI] aAsod abesany
S109y9 paxi4
S9)RLIBAOD U}IM K1xue SIIMAIIOR JSYJ0  3DUBPIOAR JudWiydelie sueaw Ja1weley 13y
A1dIxue uawydene x buiaibaied  juawydene x buiaibased 'sA buiaibaie)  pue Ajoixue juswiydeye  |euonipuodun
pue 3>UepIOAR JudWIYdEe}Ie pue 3>ueploAe Juswydee '€ [9po JO S1O9Y3 UleW 7 |9PO Il [9POW

X Buinibaie) :g |apow

X buiaibale) i [9po

‘uonowsa aAsod buidipald sPpow [AINN 7 d|qel



ATTACHMENT & HUMAN DEVELOPMENT 13

"1eA 0} 9314 219M DUEBPIOAR JudWIYdRlIe pue ‘A1aIxue Juswydelie ‘Buiaibaied qdadiaiul ‘sppow (e uf “saposida buialibaled-uou buunp suonowd aaisod pauodal
uo p|iy> 1sabunok jo abe pue ‘abe juased ‘uondeysizes buiualed usaMIaQ UOILIDOSSE Y3 JudSAIdaI 904 pue ‘SOA VO4 “pjiyd 1sabunoA jo abe abesane pue ‘abe abeiaae ‘uondeysies bunuaied
JO S|9A3] abesane ‘adueploAe pue A131xue Juswydelle Jo S|PA3| abesane buiuodal syueddilied oy saposids bulaibased-uou buunp 394 suonows aAisod abesae suasaidal 904 ‘g |spoy
u| "saposida Buiaibaled Hunp suorzows aAIsod 394 pue ‘A|9A1I0adsal ‘9dueploAR pue A13IXUE JUSWYIRIIR UIIMII] UOIIRIDOSSE [euonippe 3y Juasaldal S04 pue Y04 pue ‘saposida buiaibaied
-uou Bupnp suonows aAsod pue ‘AjAIdadsal ‘SdueploAe pue AIDIXUB JUSWYIENE UIIMIIQ UOIeDOoSSe 3y} Judsaidal €04 pue 04 ‘G [9pOIN pue f |SPOIN Ul ‘ddueploAe pue A13ixue
juawydene Jo s|aAd| abesane yum syuedpiyed Joy saposids Buiaibaled-uou Buunp 334 suonows aasod abesane syuasaidal 94 ‘4 j9poly u| 'saposida buiaibaied buunp 334 suonows
annisod [euonippe syuasaidal oA pue saposida buiaibaied-uou Buunp 394 suorjows aAnisod abesane syuasaidal 904 ‘¢ [apopy u| ‘Aep ai13ud 3yl ssoude uonows Asod yum ‘ApRAndadsal
‘3dueploAe pue A13IXUe JUSWYDLIIR UIIMID] SUOIIRIDOSSE 3y Judsaldal €94 pue 294 adueploAe pue Alaixue Juswydene abesane Ym sjenplalpul 104 uonows aAnisod abesaae syuasaidal 004
‘T 19poN | “Aep 3y ul saposids ssoide suonows aAlisod abeiane syussaidal 004 ‘| [spoly uj 'sisAjeue 03 Jolid Paialuad 3I9M S3|GRLBA SNONUNUOD ||V “LO0" > @ wyx 'LO° > dys 'S0 > dy ‘0L > d,

£6'9077 yL9LvY [40Vi4 44 YLy £8'v8YY dduelrsQ
14-JO-SS3UP0OOND)
110 [44¢ 600 €0 9dUDpIOAD}UWYID)Y
€10 ¥1°0 €10 ¢0 f1a1xup JuawydLRY
€00 €00 €00 Lo buinibain)
(80°0) %%x95°0 LS0 (VA1) %50 00 0.0 T [9A9
(L0°0) %2xLE°0 L€0 LEO 6€0 6€0 %0 L [9A97
syusuodwo)
dduelep
S10949 wopuey
$31eLIEAOD UM K13ixue SIIMAIIOR JOYIO  IDUBPIOAR JudwydelIe sueaw J91weley pRETTE|
A1xue Juswydene x buiaibaied  juswydelie x buiaibaled ‘s buiaibale)  pue AjaIxue jJuswiydeye  [eUOlIpPUOdUN
pue 3>UepIOAR JudWYdEe}Ie pue 3>ueploAe Juswydee '€ [9po JO S1O9Y3 Ulel 7 [9POIN il [9POW

X Buinibaie) :g |9pow

X buiaibase) i [9pon

‘(panunuod) ‘z 3|qeL



(panujjuod)

saposida
buinibased
(L00°0) L000— 604 J0 uoiuodold
piyd
159bunok
(10°0) 100 804 Jo aby
(200°0) €00°0— Loq abe jualeyd
uonoeysies
(200) L0°0— 904 Bunuaieq
buinibased
X 9dueploAe
(€0°0) x£0°0— (€0°0) x£0°0— S04 juswydeNY
buinibaled
x KdIxue
(z00) €00 (z00) ,¥00 oA juswiydeNy
aduepione
(€0°0) xx60°0 (€0°0) %600 (€0°0) %800 04 RwYdeRY
Av1xue
(€0°0) x+60°0 (€0°0) xxx0L0 (€0°0) #xx010 @A swydeny
(c00) €0'0— (¢0°0) ,¥00— (20°0) €0°0— 104 Buinibaie)
_ %1 ‘suonows
M aA1ebau
H (#0°0) #xx6T'L (#0°0) %xx6T'L (S0°0) #£x9€'L (#0°0) #%+8T'L (S0°0) #xxx9€L 004 1dadssy| abesany
ﬁ S109))9 paxi4
o $91eLeAOD YUM AJdIXUR JUSWYIRIIR faixue S3IAIDE J3Y10 3duepIoAR JuUBWIDRIR sueaw 1919Weleq PAY]
M X buiaibaied pue adueplone juswydene x buiaibaied 'sA buinibale) pue A1aixue juswydene |euonipuodun
2 juswydene x buiaibale) :g |9po pue 3>ueploAR JusWYdRNe '€ 19pOW JO S109)43 UIRW T [9POW 'l [9pOW
o X buinibale) i |9pop
M ‘uonows aAnebau bundipaid s|ppow PASIINN “€ d|qel
(%]

<
—



ATTACHMENT & HUMAN DEVELOPMENT 15

‘AIeA 01 931 3I9M IDUBPIOAR JudWYDRNIR pue ‘A13Ixue juawydene ‘bBuiaibaled 1dadialul ‘sppow |e uj "saposida buiaibaied-uou buunp suonows aAiebau payodas uo pjiyd
159bunoA Jo abe pue ‘abe juaied ‘uondejsiies Hunuaied usamiaq uoleosse syl Juasaidal 94 pue ‘S04 YA “pjiyd 1596UNOA Jo abe sbesane pue ‘abe abeiaae ‘uoildejsies bunuaied Jo S|PAI)
abeiane ‘adueplone pue A131xue Juawydee Jo s|aA3| abesane bupiodal syuedipied oy saposida buiaibaied-uou Buunp 394 suoirowa aAlebau abesane syuasaidal 904 ‘G |apoy uj “saposida
Buinibaled buunp suonows aanebau 1ya) pue ‘AjPAIdadsal ‘aduepIoAR pue A131XUe JUSWIYDRIIR USIM]I] UOIIRIDOSSE [euonippe ay)l juasaidal So4 pue Y04 pue ‘saposids buiaibaied-uou buunp
suonowsa aAnebau pue ‘AjdA13dadsal ‘9xueplioAe pue A1RIXUe JUSWYDENE U3IMIDG Uoledosse ayl Juasaldal €04 pue 204 ‘G [apoly pue ¢ [9POJN U] "dueploAe pue A13IXue juawydene jo
s|9A9| abeiane yum syuedidinied 1oy saposids Buiaibaied-uou buunp 119} suonnows aaebau abesane suasaidal 094 ‘; jopoly u| “saposids Buiaibaled buunp 194 suonows aAiebau jeuonippe
syuasaidas L4 pue saposida buiaibased-uou Buunp 334 suonows aanebau abesaae syuasaidal %04 ‘e [spopy u| “Aep 2J1US dY} SSOIdE UOOWS dAnebaU yum ‘AjdAidadsal ‘adueplone
pue A13IXue JusWYdE1Ie UIIMII] SUOIIRIDOSSE Y} Judsaidas €A pue 204 -dueploAe pue Ajvixue juswydelie abelsAe YUM S|enplAlpul J0oj uonows dA1ebau abelaae syuasaidas 04 ‘¢
[9PO U] “Aep ayy ul saposida ssoide suonows aAinebau sbeiane syuasaldal 004 ‘| [9po uj 'siskjeue 03 Joud Paislud 319M S3|CRURA SNONURUOD || “LO0" > @ s 'LO° > dyy 'S0 > dy ‘OL” > d,

S6°CELL LeogsL vr'6.61 vrSvLL 80°L861L oJuelAs(q
1Y-JO-5S9UpO0D)
32UDPIOAD
€00 200 200 €0 Juawiysony
f1a1xup
€00 €00 €00 Nmo uawiyooy
00000000 €00000000°0 €000000°0 _No buinibaip)
[4X0) €10 (0]40] €10 (0]40] 0.0 T [9A9]
Lo 110 L0 110 110 wNo L [9A97
sjuauodwo)
duelep
S129)49 wopuey
$91eLeAOD YUM AJdIXUR JUdWYdRLIR Kiaixue SIIUAIIDR J3Y10 9OUEpIOAR JUSWIYDEYIE sueaw J919Weled 19Y3
X bulaibased pue adue| juswydene x buiaibaied 'sA buinibale) pue A1aI1xue juswydene |euonipuodun
juswydene x buiaibaie) :g [9po pue 3>ueploAe JusWYdeRYe '€ 19pOW JO S109)43 UIRW T [9POW 'l [9pOW

X Buinibale) i [9po

‘(PanuURU0D) € 3|qeL



S. K. NELSON-COFFEY ET AL.

O
—

(panujuod)

saposida
buinibased

(900°0) £00°0 604 J0 uoruodold
PIIYd
1s9bunok

(£0°0) €0'0— 804 Jo 3by

(200) To0— 04 abe jualeyd
uondejsIes

(TL°0) xx2L¥0 904 Bunuaieqd
buinibased
X 9dUepIOAR

(9L°0) €L'0— (9L°0) LL'O— SOA JusWIYdRNY
Buiaibaled
x KdIxue

(z1°0) €0°0— (z1°0) €00— o4 JusWIYdRNY
ddueplone

(S1°0) LLT0— (S1°0) x9€°0— (S1°0) xxCt'0— €04 JuswIydeNY
Awi1xue

(110) 920 (T10) 4120 (TLo) 41z0 A swydenRy

(T1°0) %xxS0'L (T1°0) %xxL0°L (TL0) xxxl 1L 14 Buinibased

'°y ‘bujuesw
(T1°0) %xx65°E (€1°0) %%x65°€ (€1°0) x%x85°€ (€1°0) xxxLL°€E (€1°0) xxxlLE 004 1dads1y| abesany
S10949 paxi4
S9JeLIRAOD YUM AldIXue Juswydelie  Ajaixue juswydene X buiaibaled  saniAde Jaylo aoueplone sueaw Ja1oweleq ARETT|
X buiaibaled pue adueplone pue 3dueploAe JuswWYdelIe 'sA Buinibale)  pue AldIxue JuSWIYdeIIR  [RUOIHPUOdUN
juawydene x buiaibaie) :g |apop X Buinibaie) i [9popy '€ [9pPOW JO S13)43 UIR T [9POIN Il [9POW

"Bujuesw 33y bundipaid spPpow [PAIIINK ¥ 3|qel



ATTACHMENT & HUMAN DEVELOPMENT 17

‘A1eA 0] 931} 3I9M DUBPIOAR JudWIYDRIR puk ‘A13Ixue juswydene ‘Buiaibaled 1dadialul ‘s;ppow |je uj ‘saposida
Buiaibales-uou buninp bujueaw papodas uo pjiyd 1sabunok jo abe pue ‘abe Jualed ‘uondejsies buiualed USIMIAQ UOLIRIDOSSE 33 JUISIdaL 904 pue ‘SOA 04 p1yd 1s39bunok jo abe abesane
pue ‘abe abesane ‘uonpeysiyes bunuased Jo sjoAd| abesane ‘aduepione pue AjRIxue juswydele Jo s|9A3| abelaae Hunodas sueddiued oy saposids Buinibaied-uou Huunp 1) buluesw
abesane syuasaidas 004 ‘y |9poy U “saposida buiaibaied buunp Bujuesw 1) pue ‘AjaA1zdadsal ‘doueploAe pue A1dIXUe JUSWIYILIIR USIMII] UOIIRIDOSSE [euolippe ayl juasaidal S04 pue
¥04 pue ‘saposida buinibaied-uou buunp Buluesw 33} pue ‘Aj9A1dadsas ‘9xuepioAe pue A131XUe JUSWYDLIIR USIMID] UOIIRIDOSSE [euolippe ay) Juasaidal €04 pue 204 ‘G [apopy pue § [9pop
U] "3duUepIOAR pue AJRIXUR JudwydelIR JO S|aA3| abesane yum siuedidiied Joy saposida buiaibaied-uou buunp 33 buluesw abesane syuasaidal 904 4, [apopy uj saposida Buiaibaled buunp
1j9} burueaw jeuonippe sjuasaidal 04 pue saposida buiaibaied-uou buunp 134 buluesw abeiane syuasaidal 094 ‘¢ |9poy uj *Aep ai1ud ay3 ssode HBuluesw 39} yum ‘Aj9A1dadsal ‘adxuepione
pue £)dIxue JusWYdLNR UIIMII] SUOIIRDOSSE By} Judsaidas €94 pue 204 -3dueploAe pue A13Ixue juawydelie abeIdAR YUM S[enplAlpul Joj 39} Bulueaw abesane syuasaidas 004 ‘z [apony
ul “Kep 3y ui saposida ssose bujueaw sbessne syuasaidal %04 ‘| [apoly uj “siskjeue 03 Joud palalud-UesW-puRID 319M $3|GRLIBA SNONUNUOD ||V “LO0" > dyyy ‘LO° > dyy ‘SO° > dy ‘OL" > d,.

IWELLL TELELL LE'6VLL 87’1761 S6'€€6L adueinsq
14-JO-SS3UPOON)
2UDPIOAD
Lo 600 v0'0 €0 JuawiydoRy
f1a1xup
€00 €00 200 ¢0 JuaWIYILNY
080 8/°0 080 Lo buinbaip)
88°L 14%4 15 %4 yAN4 LTC o~o T [9A97
6/l 6L 6L ¢ ¢ WNO [WEUCH|
syjusuodwo)
2ouelRA
S12949 wopuey
S9JeLIRAOD YUM AldIXUe Judwydelie  A1dIxue Juswydene X Buiaibaled  sanIAde J3ylo ddoueplone sueaw J919Weled BRETTE|
X Buinlbaled pue aduepioe pue 3dUBpPIOAR JUSWIYDRLIR 'sA Buinibale)  pue Al9IXue JUSWIYdRIR  [RUOIIPUOdUN
juawydene x buiaibaie) :g |pop X Buiaibale) i [9pon € [9POW JO S13)43 UIR T |9POIN Il [9POW

‘(panunu0)) v 3|qelL



18 (& S.K. NELSON-COFFEY ET AL.

avoidance (one standard deviation below the mean), yo; = 037, SE = 0.06, t
(1967) = -5.80, p < .001, d = .38, and average levels of attachment avoidance,
Yo1 = 0.21, SE = 0.04, t(1967) = 5.09, p < .001, d = 0.28, but not high levels of attachment
avoidance (one SD above the mean), yo; = 0.05, SE = 0.07, t(1967) = 0.73, p = .46,
d = 0.08 (see Table 2 and Figure 1).

Table 3 provides full details and parameter estimates for analyses predicting negative
emotion from: (a) attachment anxiety and avoidance (Question 1; Model 2), (b) caregiv-
ing episodes (Question 2; Model 3), (c) interactions between caregiving and attachment
(Question 3; Model 4), and (d) interactions between caregiving and attachment, includ-
ing covariates (Question 3; Model 5).

As depicted in Table 3, only attachment avoidance significantly moderated the
association between caregiving and negative emotion, yos = —0.07, SE = 0.03, ¢
(1967) = —2.46, p = .01. Analyses of simple effects revealed that caregiving was not
associated with negative emotion at low levels (-1 SD) of attachment avoidance,
Yo1 = 0.03, SE = 0.03, £(1967) = 1.04, p = .30, d = 0.16, but it was marginally associated
with lower levels of negative emotion at average levels of attachment avoidance,
Yo1 = —0.04, SE = 0.02, t(1967) = —-1.70, p = .09, d = —0.10, and significantly associated
with lower levels of negative emotion at high levels of attachment avoidance (+1 SD),
Yo1 = —0.10, SE = 0.04, t(1967) = —2.77, p = .006, d = —0.20 (see Table 3 and Figure 1).!

Table 4 provides full details and parameter estimates for analyses predicting meaning
from: (a) attachment anxiety and avoidance (Question 1; Model 2), (b) caregiving
episodes (Question 2; Model 3), (c) interactions between caregiving and attachment
(Question 3; Model 4), and (d) interactions between caregiving and attachment, includ-
ing covariates (Question 3; Model 5).

As depicted in Table 4, neither attachment avoidance nor attachment anxiety moderated
the association between caregiving and reported meaning, |ys| <0.12, ps > .46, ds < 0.08,
suggesting that regardless of attachment styles, all parents reported greater meaning in life
when they were spending time with their children than when they were not (see Table 4).

All patterns remained consistent in models controlling for parenting satisfaction, parent
age, age of youngest child, and proportion of caregiving episodes (see Tables 2-4, Model 5).

Do attachment avoidance and anxiety moderate the associations between
spousal interactions and meaning, positive emotion, and negative emotion?

In models including spousal contact, attachment avoidance, and anxiety, along with
spousal contact x attachment avoidance and spousal contact x attachment anxiety,
neither attachment avoidance nor anxiety moderated the associations between spousal
contact and meaning, positive emotion, or negative emotion, |ys| <0.10, ps >.17.

Discussion

In the current study, we sought to enhance the specificity of what is known about the
emotional experiences of providing care for one’s children. In a sample of working
parents with young children, we found that as compared to other experiences, caregiv-
ing was associated with relatively greater positive emotion but not negative emotion.
Additionally, we found that attachment avoidance, but not attachment anxiety, was
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Figure 1. Attachment avoidance moderates the association between caregiving and positive emo-
tion (a), negative emotion (b), and felt meaning (c).

associated with lower levels of positive emotion and negative emotion during caregiv-
ing relative to other activities. Finally, all parents in our sample — regardless of their
attachment orientations — experienced elevated feelings of meaning when they were
spending time with their children.

Caregiving and emotion

Our findings that spending time with children is associated with greater positive emotion and
feelings of meaning replicates previous work indicating that parents report greater positive
emotion and meaningful moments than nonparents during their daily lives and specifically
during caregiving (Nelson et al., 2013). Moreover, these findings are consistent with theory
suggesting that experiences of greater positive emotion and meaning in life are two mechan-
isms by which parents might enjoy greater overall well-being (Nelson et al.,, 2014).
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By contrast, parents’ time with children was not associated with greater negative
emotion. Although spending time with children may elicit negative emotions on occa-
sion, such as anger or frustration, our finding suggests that those negative experiences
may balance out across the day and are no more frustrating than other aspects of
parents’ days. These results may seem inconsistent with previous evidence suggesting
that parents experience greater stress than nonparents (Deaton & Stone, 2014). Notably,
this prior work focused on understanding differences between parents and nonparents,
whereas we examined within-parent differences between caregiving and non-caregiving
activities. Thus, the meaning and positive emotion that parents experience while caring
for their children may minimize their in-the-moment experience of negative emotion, or
perhaps even their recall of negative emotion, given that the DRM method relies on
retrospective reports. Furthermore, although previous research suggests that parents
experience greater negative emotion than nonparents (Deaton & Stone, 2014), our data
suggest that this effect may not be isolated to caregiving. Perhaps parents experience
greater negative emotion overall if they feel frustration and anger while providing care
for their children, along with stress and worry when they are away from their children. In
future studies it would be interesting to directly evaluate this hypothesis, as well as to
assess to what degree the negative emotion parents experience when away from their
children is related to their children (e.g. worrying about child’s adjustment to a new
daycare routine versus worrying about retirement).

Parent attachment, caregiving, and emotion

We also found that attachment avoidance was associated with relatively lower levels of
positive emotion and meaning and with greater negative emotion across the entire day.
Moreover, attachment avoidance predicted relatively lower levels of positive and nega-
tive emotion during caregiving specifically. The relatively low levels of negative emotion
during caregiving may indicate that parents high in attachment avoidance feel better
when they are with their children. However, the similarly low levels of both positive and
negative emotion during caregiving suggest that parents high in attachment avoidance
may be emotionally detached or constricted when they spend time with their children.

These findings are consistent with prior research suggesting that romantic relation-
ship dissatisfaction is related to disruptions in the parent—child relationship as well
(Cowan & Cowan, 2000). Furthermore, our results are consistent with theory and
evidence regarding attachment avoidance: By attempting to reduce or suppress their
attachment needs, people high in attachment avoidance are more likely to deactivate
their attachment systems (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003; Shaver & Mikulincer, 2007), which
can result in emotional detachment in the short term. This finding is consistent with
other evidence linking attachment avoidance to suppressed negative emotion in
response to negative relationship events, as well as indifference in the context of
positive events (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2005), and may suggest that caregiving elicits
indifference among parents high in attachment avoidance (cf. MacDonald, Locke,
Spielmann, & Joel, 2013). We also found that parents high in attachment avoidance
reported fewer caregiving episodes in their day, further suggesting relative indifference
in the context of caregiving. Given the correlational nature of the study, the direction-
ality of these effects is unclear. However, based on theory that attachment is rooted in
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early childhood experiences (Bowlby, 1980), we suggest that avoidance may lead
parents to spend less time taking care of their children. The indifference of parents
with higher avoidance may restrict parents’ abilities to perceive their child’s signals,
resulting in less sensitive parenting (Berlin et al., 2011; Borelli, Vazquez et al., 2016;
Rholes et al., 1995). This finding may also provide some insight as to why parents high in
attachment avoidance report lower levels of parenting satisfaction and closeness with
children (Cohen et al., 2011, 2011; Rholes et al,, 1995; Wilson et al., 2007).

By contrast, parents high in attachment avoidance did not report lower levels of meaning
during caregiving. This result suggests that all parents — regardless of attachment orienta-
tion — reported higher levels of meaning in life when engaged in caregiving. This finding is
consistent with previous research indicating that feelings of meaning in life are ubiquitous
(Heintzelman & King, 2014; King et al., 2016) and that some demographic characteristics
(parent age, gender, and marital status) moderate the association between parenthood and
happiness, but not meaning (Nelson et al., 2013). Thus, caring for children may provide
parents with a sense of purpose, significance, and coherence (King et al.,, 2016) that is
independent of positive and negative emotion or attachment orientation.

Furthermore, we also examined whether attachment avoidance and anxiety evoked
similar emotional responses during participants’ interactions with their spouse relative to
their other daily activities. In these analyses, neither attachment avoidance nor anxiety
differentially predicted meaning, positive emotion, or negative emotion during spousal
interactions. Coupled with our results regarding caregiving, these findings suggest that the
act of parenting young children (i.e. providing care for them) poses a unique emotional
challenge for parents high in attachment avoidance that is not mirrored in other relation-
ship-relevant experiences. Although parents’ relationships with their spouses and children
are both theorized to be attachment relationships (Bowlby, 1969/1982), the dependency
aspect of the parent—child relationship might be relatively more uncomfortable for people
high in attachment avoidance and might yield lower levels of positive emotion.

Importantly, our findings extend prior research on attachment style, the majority of
which has focused on emotion in romantic relationships or children’s reactions to their
parents. Few studies have examined how attachment styles are related to parents’
experience of positive emotion (Burkhart, Borelli, Rasmussen, & Sbarra, 2015) or con-
sidered how attachment is related to parents’ reactions to their children. The current
study builds upon this work by demonstrating that attachment avoidance may have an
inhibiting effect on positive emotion, as well as negative emotion, in the context of
parents’ responses to their children. Parents high in attachment avoidance may view
their children’s bids for attention as threatening and react by attempting to minimize
their emotional response (e.g. Ainsworth et al.,, 1978; Dozier & Kobak, 1992; Main, 1981).
Other work has indicated that when parents are instructed to write about a positive
emotional experience with their children (i.e. to savor it), those high in attachment
avoidance responded with relatively shorter and poorer quality responses (Bond &
Borelli, in press; Borelli, Burkhart, et al., 2017), underscoring the argument that parents
high in attachment avoidance may respond to emotionally charged moments with their
children with emotional detachment or indifference.

Conversely, attachment anxiety was associated with elevated negative emotion (and
marginally greater meaning) across the entire day, but not with positive emotion, negative
emotion, or feelings of meaning during caregiving. These findings suggest that parents high
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in attachment anxiety experienced elevated negative emotion consistently during their days,
relative to parents low in attachment anxiety, but that negative emotion was not isolated to
caregiving or non-caregiving experiences. Parents high in attachment anxiety may have been
especially likely to experience feelings of frustration and anger when spending time with their
children and feelings of anxiety and worry when they were apart from them. This pattern of
negative emotion would explain why we did not find significant differences in negative
emotion between caregiving and non-caregiving activities among parents high in attachment
anxiety. Furthermore, previous work has indicated that people high in attachment anxiety
demonstrate emotional ambivalence in response to positive relationship-relevant events in
romantic relationships (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2005) and demonstrate less trait-like joy in
parenting (Slade, Belsky, Aber, & Phelps, 1999). To the extent that parents high in attachment
anxiety might respond to positive interactions with their children with both positive and
negative emotion, then their mixed emotions might counterbalance one another, resulting in
neither heightened nor reduced positive emotion with their children.

Strengths, limitations, and future directions

The current study looked within parents’ experiences to understand how their actual
experiences in caregiving compared to the many other aspects of their days. The use of a
within-parent design strengthened our power and allowed us to investigate differences in
parents’ lived experiences. By allowing participants to categorize their own caregiving
experiences, we likely captured a broad range of caregiving interactions. In addition, the
current study extends previous research on adult attachment style, which has primarily
focused on understanding patterns of emotions in romantic relationships (Jones et al.,
2015), to patterns of emotions in parent—child relationships. Finally, the results of the
current study were robust and remained consistent after controlling for parenting satisfac-
tion, parent age, child age, and the proportion time spent in caregiving.

Despite these strengths, our findings should be interpreted in light of a few limita-
tions. First, the effect sizes representing the association between attachment avoidance
and emotions during caregiving were relatively small in size (Cohen’s ds ranging from
.10 to .21), suggesting that attachment avoidance does not have a particularly strong
association with emotion during caregiving. These effect sizes are relatively unsurprising,
given the many contributors to parents’ emotions during caregiving (e.g. nature of the
interaction and age of child). Notably, however, even small effect sizes have important
implications. For example, the well-cited association between social support and health
outcomes is comparably small in size (d = .20; Smith, Fernengel, Holcroft, Gerald, &
Marien, 1994; for a comprehensive list, see Rosenthal & Rosnow, 2008, pp. 325-326).

Second, although children’s ages in the current study ranged from newborn to 19, all
parents had children between the ages of 1 and 3. Although we did not restrict caregiving in
this study by children’s ages and our findings regarding attachment avoidance are similar to
other studies examining parents of adult children (Impett et al,, 2011), children may have
unique attachment needs during different age periods, which may have different influences
on parents’ emotions during caregiving. Future work examining attachment, parenting, and
emotion when caring for adolescents and children in middle childhood would be informa-
tive. Additionally, our sample consisted exclusively of parents who work outside the home.
Although this approach allowed us to best capture parents’ experiences during caregiving
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and other activities, working parents may face unique parenting challenges that do not
compare to the challenges faced by stay-at-home parents.

Third, because of the broad age range and the diversity of parents’ experiences, we were
unable to classify specifically how parents were spending time with their children (e.g.
whether engaged in play versus feeding). Future work could take a more detailed approach
to understanding parents’ time with children to better understand whether certain parent-
child activities elicit different emotional responses from parents high and low in attachment
anxiety and avoidance (e.g. Musick, Meier, & Flood, 2016). For example, parents high in
attachment avoidance may respond more positively to times when children demonstrate
independence rather than times when they reveal their need for care. In addition, parents’
reports of their emotions during caregiving may have been biased, given that it is more
socially acceptable for parents to view their time with children as highly positive. However,
we did not find similar positive associations between emotions and spousal/partner inter-
actions, which could theoretically also be prone to such biases, providing some support that
our participants may have been honest in their self-reported emotions.

Similarly, investigating parents’ discrete emotions during caregiving would be informative.
One possibility may be that parents high in attachment avoidance respond to children’s bids
for attention with resentment, hostility, or disgust, whereas parents high in attachment
anxiety respond with feelings of anxiety, despair, or sadness. Parents low in avoidance and
anxiety (i.e. secure parents) might respond to children’s distress with negative emotion as well,
as has been demonstrated in parents of school-aged children (Borelli, Vazquez, et al., 2016),
but the specific emotion might vary (e.g. secure parents responding with sadness or concern
for their child); however, for this reason, analyzing differences in discrete emotions experi-
enced in response to specific caregiving challenges may unveil yet even more fine-grained
distinctions. Although analyses of discrete emotions in the current study revealed similar
patterns to the broad emotion categories, studies focusing explicitly on understanding
discrete emotions may be better suited to detect these nuanced patterns. Finally, given
past evidence that attachment avoidance is related to self-reported emotional deactivation,
but not physiological deactivation (e.g. Dozier & Kobak, 1992), studies incorporating physio-
logical measures of emotion during caregiving would be informative.

Finally, an important future step in this line of work will be to investigate possible
methods to improve parents’ emotional experiences during caregiving. For example, one
study found that when parents high in attachment avoidance savored a positive experi-
ence with their child, they demonstrated boosts in relationship satisfaction and closeness,
along with reductions in negative emotion (Burkhart et al., 2015). Future work examining
other methods to improve parents’ experiences with their children would be informative.

Implications

The findings reported here have important implications for parenting behaviors, as well
as both parents’ and children’s well-being. Parents’ emotions during caregiving likely
shape their caregiving behaviors. For example, prior work has indicated that parents’
positive emotion is related to greater efforts to cognitively stimulate their children, as
well as less expression of detachment and negative affect towards children (Belsky et al.,
1995). Accordingly, felt emotion during caregiving may be an important mechanism
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explaining the association between insecure attachment styles and less competent
parenting (e.g. Cohn, Cowan, Cowan, & Pearson, 1992).

Moreover, our results suggest that parents with high attachment avoidance may be
emotionally disengaged during interactions with their children, which in turn could
result in behavioral disengagement among children. Indeed, the results of one study
of substance-dependent mothers of toddlers suggested that maternal disengagement,
as assessed via parenting interviews, prospectively predicted increases in toddlers’
behavioral disengagement in interactions with their mothers (Rasmussen, Borelli,
DeCoste, & Suchman, 2016). If future research demonstrates causal links between
attachment avoidance, emotions during caregiving, and parenting behaviors, this
would highlight the potential for interventions tailored to reduce parents’ emotional
detachment, thereby improving parental behavior. For example, strategies such as
savoring positive memories with one’s children (e.g. Borelli et al., 2017; Burkhart et al.,
2015) may help parents high in attachment avoidance to experience their interactions
with children as more rewarding and, in turn, increase sensitive parenting behavior, with
benefits for their children as well.

Concluding remarks

Given the countless hours and immeasurable effort parents dedicate to caregiving, parents’
time with children has important implications for their well-being more broadly. On average,
parents in the current study found spending time with their children to be full of love, joy, and
meaning, and at least no more negative than other aspects of their days. Consistent with other
evidence citing the importance of positive emotions for overall well-being (Lyubomirsky, King,
& Diener, 2005), parents’ time with children may contribute positively to their overall happiness
and well-being. Notably, however, our findings suggest that not all parents will enjoy greater
fulfillment. Instead, we find that attachment avoidance minimizes the joys of parenting.

Note

1. Follow-up analyses using discrete emotion items as outcomes revealed similar patterns across
the discrete emotions.
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