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Abstract
The study wasto find out of there sany dfferenceinthe

maternd -fetd attachment and postnata attachment between
women who were pregnant after infertility trestment and who
conceived naturaly. We gpplied the prospective and descriptive
research design. The data of 125 pregnant women in 3rd
trimester was collected from the Obs. OPDs of medical center’ s
hospital and aclinic for infertility in Taichung. Since Oct. 99' to
Feb. 00 . The 125 women 60 post-infertility pregnant women

65 naturdly concelved ones filled in the prenatal
questionnaires. And we a so obtained the postnatal
guestionnaires by mail 1-2 months after ddivery 52
post-infertility pregnant women 59 naturaly concelved
ones .Theresultsshowedthat: 1 there sadatidticaly
sgnificant difference in the total scores of prenatal attachment
and subscale of “ Interaction with the fetus’ “ ldentification
of thefetus’. Andthegroup of  post-infertility pregnant
women scores hi gher than that of naturaly conceived women.

2 there salso adatistically significant difference in postnatal



attachment between both groups. And the group of
post-infertility pregnant women aso got ahigher score. 3
thereé sno corrdation between prenatal postnatd attachment
inbothgroups. 4 theimportant predictive factorsfor
meaternal -fetal attachment were * education” “family
function”. The reault of this sudy help us degply understood
about the influence factors of prenatd maternd -fetd attachment
of post-infertility pregnant women, and the correlation between

prenatd attachment postnata atachmen.
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