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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study was to identify the latent styles of attachment across four major attachment figures (i.e., father,
mother, best friend, and romantic partner) for Korean emerging adults. In this study, adult attachment had two dimensions
(i.e., attachment anxiety and avoidance) and was measured by the Experiences in Close Relationships—Relationship Structures
(ECR-RS). Data came from 317 undergraduate students in nine universities across the nation. A latent profile analysis classified
the sample into four groups. (a) The “somewhat father avoidant secure” group reported the lowest levels of attachment anxiety
and avoidance across close relationships but was moderately avoidant in their relationship with the father. (b) The “overall
avoidant” group had the highest levels of attachment avoidance across close relationships, but along with the “father avoidant
secure” group, they had the lowest levels of attachment anxiety. (c) The “romantic anxious” group was unique with the highest
level of attachment anxiety toward romantic partners while reporting relatively lower levels of attachment avoidance across
relationships. (d) The “overall anxious-avoidant” group was the highest in attachment anxiety and avoidance across all of their
close relationships except for attachment avoidance from best friends and romantic partners, which were the highest among
the “overall avoidant” group. These four groups also differed in their levels of depressive symptoms and affection for the
father and the mother. This study uniquely contributes to the literature by identifying the latent attachment styles considering

four attachment figures and examining the characteristics of these attachment styles.
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MODEL OF SELF

(Dependence)
Positive Negative
(Low) (High)
Positive Secure Preoccupied
(Low) (Comfortable with (Preoccupied with
MODEL OF OTHER intimacy and autonomy) relationships)
(Avoidance) . Dismissing Fearful
Negative S . -
. (Dismissive of attachment, (Afraid of intimacy,
(Hligh) . .
counter-dependent) socially avoidant)

Figure 1. Four category model of adult attachment
(Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991: 227)
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derel AEABE Holola 52 f3sk FAZEoY 2y 7
Low
AVOIDANCE
SECURE PREOCCUPIED
v -

LOW > HIGH
ANXIETY ANXIETY
> a4
DISMISSING- FEARFUL-
AVOIDANT AVOIDANT
HIGH

AVOIDANCE

Figure 2. The two-dimensional model of adult attachment
(C. Fraley, N. Hudson, M. Heffernan, & N. Segal, 2015: 355)
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et o] ol Al £F A3k AAZERY 24 9
T8, oiFelghs el dA7lde g WY 29, detao] ool Hs| ofZo] FA vrebuTh o}
BA HLd = U uﬂfoﬂ(H Jang, 1999), F2 Y HV], oAuy ZZte] fiE] Y 2olE AmWHW, S
el oA, oy, I, AQlel gk Zpzte] of 2 Ha(2015) 2 Y. Kim(2009)¢] dFollAE ofuA|o] whih
ST F ' SHEFE AT oot ok 53] o of 2ol A FetAio] ofsAlel wls) Hrb Eokth 1y
AL o)) FANA TEHP LS g5 E. Jun and K. Kim(2011)9] 723, o =] off 2o A
Apet7] woll opA|, ofmy] of HEEnk ofuje} Alolut = Al wet o]zt vrehAl Far, ofHy o Fe
AT HHAAEE LdolFozn = s tddA AMut ofsho] et of 2 vt e FOFE U
£ AFAHLE ogslet Ex2 & F S Aotk Wk §HE Y. Kim(2009)8] Aol A ofmy] of el
£ AFdAe oA, ofey, 7, Alolge F8 Ao wE o]zt FolshAl edskrh @H¥, ARleEs
fRNEHZ Ao ES =43}7] 5t C. Fraley et of 2t ofF3|wE o] AuE B, Kim(2014)=
al.(2011)°] &g ZH=2 ECR-RSE ARS8t g HART ofAo] ofZEehs T @el A¥gria ®Bast
3ty o] Ao Zs ZAskar, ofZQ1EE Al A Ak o]9fel= Y. Lee, H. Min, and Y. Lee(2004)< %
& EdE oigAlY AdhEs fIsetaa gk Wol| whe} b, EQ-A7L 39l AFANTFE A zfe]
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3 2 e 239 FEHE T3S AT 10719 £3 ARl wWE Al Aols AT AFATES
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1) Aeloh A} A58 54
et o] Al =k ijao]
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Be 7%, AAATE 4
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Lim(2008)2] A7olx= el whgh Al el 2t W-J?:f_
tol7h gl Ao UEptth ¥ S, Kang(2013)d) u

AwEE, Ady v R A7dest daEA e
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Qo 5e52 AT Aol ¥ Aow Euly
a1, 15-54419] 418 FARE K. Mickelson, R. Kessler,
and P. Shaver(1997)¢] dFolME 15244 Hae g&
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Haol Saht Agel Hge wolt
Thrasd met el Aozt 9 & Slvke
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dEhel ShEEE Bols S HYsk PAZEsd B4 1
Table 1. Participants” Characteristics (V= 317)
Characteristics n%) Characteristics n%)
Gender Father’s education
Male 113(35.6) Less than high school 29( 9.1)
Female 204(64.4) High school diploma or GED 123(38.8)
Age: M = 2113 (SD = 1.88) Some college or Bachelor's degree 127(40.1)
School year Graduate degree 37(11.7)
Freshman 69(21.8) Mother’s education
Sophomore 88(27.8) Less than high school 36(11.4)
Junior 93(29.3) High school diploma or GED 155(48.9)
Senior 66(20.8) Some college or bachelor’s degree 106(33.4)
Birth order Graduate degree 17( 54)
One child 25( 7.9) Monthly family income (unit: KRW 10,000)
1st 152(47.9) 99 or lower 12( 3.8)
2nd 124(39.1) 100-199 19( 6.0)
3rd or higher 11( 3.4) 200-299 52(16.5)
Parent’s marital status 300-399 58(18.4)
Now married 295(93.1) 400-499 42(13.3)
Widowed, divorced, or separated 22( 7.0) 500-599 51(16.1)
Live with parents 600-999 58(18.4)
Yes 186(58.7) 1000 or higher 24( 7.6)
No 130(41.0)

Note Due to missing values, the total responses of some demographic variables are slightly smaller than the sample size.

Fog ojFolAth AEAE uHIRALE AA HEHAU
on, Hguse] AR $98 e F FHE XAl

g71eH, Aaay Aol da &% o
g 7| BAEEE 919 (IRB) 59S stk B A
qre HA FEA T Aol 7(emerging adulthood:
J. Armett, 2000)9 A& 557 95t w7 254 <]}
SHEAY AEnks EASHATh Eg, ohddk of21Ed
o] AejF S BT asky] fste] oA, oy
Y

=
(e FE 43S F AR, M B A7, 998

Aol BF 3al, EE EHHSddA 2ASA7 fle F

R b
A+
(93.1%)5 2AsHAL, Axto] =

Foll FRo} A AFdtar A FR wHFEAA
= o9 A9 dlEo] 127%(40.1%)°] Zo] 1
(38.8%) 0.2 SAMS WIS

R0
XN,
ol
38
K
2 K
=
°
rir
=
fupy
o

1558 (48.9%) 0.2 7MY & HIES AASAT 7Y
g9 25L& 300-399%H0] 587(18.4%), 2002997+
o] 527(16.4%), 500-5997+lo] 517 (16.1%) 59 +O =
LR

2. W

I\
ol

AV

1) ojzEE el

Hepel HHABE AN 23] Slste] A7)
B2 4gelof= A the Experiences
Relationships —Relationship ~ Structures(ECR-RS:  C.
Fraley et al, 2011)5 AR&-3lSIth ECR-RSE obHA|, of
My, 7 A% 3, A0 Azl st} ofFE¢t 3%
Gt o2y exFoz FAHT fFEe WETE
of gt FE Wzl FagelAl AUAA FZs A 9

in Close

zav] A9 YNE sl B Y= 245
W, ‘ol /o] e/ 217/ AN A WARE7L AR,
W ok /olEU/ AT/ A6 el A 2t AT
2, opA/ojulu /A7 /Ao] el tisl A7 24 %
o7t Agury 59 oz TAgel Yok AT
A9 A} BN Y ZYew, oA
P/ AT/ AN W THe & Be FHE SehhE
A2 93 2t Weltk, W BAY ARADE BE of
WA/ ofelU/ A7/ 9903} g o) Bgow T4
5o 9tk ECRRSE 74 IAE HE2 14 ‘48 18
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A gyl d 74 e agtr e A gon, i A/ Py 0HIARH 'm‘ﬂv‘i—/%‘(5-7%‘>’ 34
B3] Aol 479 B sl F47t we4E AXR FAH Atk 47t ¥e4E $2d Ao
N R AR £E0] £2 JRSES AT ANT & A=S IFH P rﬁ—sﬂ e o) 2L

ECR-RS9] ¥oFe ECR-RS9} AR £388 ¥ sl Aakete] AREEITE & AFolA CES-D9] Cronbach’s

QE ECR-RE FuolA E}Z3e S, Kim(2004)9] #et agk& 930]%lom, RE F3o] Hig AMEsAth

< Faste] gojdt dxofdl FF 5 wvt I

olz Wt F, oot FFol9] o]FdolE A= 4) FEoke] ofHy

ARRIANA F=ro] WMeEE B FolE HHES st Frotel ofgE& =437 98l R Roberts and V.
o] P& xsh= gwd(back translation) @X}EET 3 Bengtson(1993)¢]  7|#3g  Perceived  Parent-Child
a ASstdtt & A7l A= W A Al Affection scaleE AHE-8ISIth ©] H{Ee F 4vFoE,
Cronbach’s a= ojZ-E<te] ofH=], ojmy, I, Al ‘RE e uHd o, Astke e A AlFCA oA

£o0 = 81 .84, 86, 820|111, &3]3 9] Cronbach’s a /olmyst depg sty =y 59 Egog

T opHA|, ofmy, 1, Al i3 86, .87, .87, 879 dEo] ek obHAIGE ofmy Zztel digte] SHEATE
ol Atk o9, BAA alwA gl 17 A BaAog A74g Frete] FAE RV|GHEE Ho| 3l
S At FEOE WS ECR-RS 9709 E& o] of o} o AIg} ofmyrt RS A LGN ofry
Wz, oy, 15, AAQA Zztel sl ofAHE<t °H o} opA] S she Al dist FHIIEE 3
233 T e 8QIFRE 2 S RISt ok o] Az IFE Wk Fao] fAlet Hm=<l Al
A QRIEA 9 94 gl Ade <Append1x L EAEE T ojAE A& dig S. Jang(2010)¢]
A> 3! <Appendix B>9} 2o 2 dAFelxs 47HA of HQkS Fardte], ECR-RSOF L& W49 g H(back
A ofFEtT 2], F 87| W Ao o translation) A2+5 Fal HSA FEO| RHL 6
3 9w B HrE AHEst] EAE A Y7E HAER 14 ‘ofF 2R AARE 61 ‘Tig &
ofZ A jloH, HTt =EFF oA Ee o
2) A3IITEHE 54 muste] o FFo] B5S uiFth & ATl F
B AFdME =28 7 AANF F39 AT Lokl oy SAHETO WA di A4S Cronbach’s
2 54& gobr7] St g, dF, 715 d9d & a= oAl Wig E3Fo] 89, ofmye] th EF o] 85
55 HFE AR AEe FA T oA e ol ojitt. & Al e oA} ofriy ZZte] gk 47)
TR ZstRon, dFe v ARS ASHFE AHES) Fge] Yut-s Al AR
Atk A5 7159 99T A5S 11007 WY 13
AEE 11,5005 o] 123704 R2BAR Yo 24 3. A
S AEHFE Ao AREsHATh
£ a7 BAHe e 2o A7EAE et
3) ¢ 719l %A, ECR-RS9] 291725 Elsty] 9jste] &4
g el &5 S8y Sfste] 2 A7elM= L 2 BN 9 F1F 284S AN, BE &
Radloff(1977)7} /M&&t A7|8ad & F4 SA=T  AET9 Cronbach’s aghd sty AEE HESIS
Q] Center for Epidemiological Studies-Depression o} oo, AFEAl 1% HFQIEE AANH FFo A
Scale(CES-D)& AM8313ith CES-DE & 208822 A ARl AS 48] S8 Hd, xFUA 59 TIE
g F Fol BT e NEE Zﬂ%}ttl & SAAE AETAL Pearsond| AHAF H O AME
2dlE olFEAE oW dESo] AFA =AHY, (scatterplot) S A3 H 9k},
AN ZojFolr AT &S "A 7 AW f—q ATEA 291 tisgel ofFlEE ARAfH FEe
Egow o]Fold rt. B AFoME M. Lee(2002)°] SHAHS EdE f3s 5%6}7] ate] opiA], ofn
Weksh #ake Algsts, 208 ¥ 2o g3k e Y, A, 409 471A fFQIEE o 2Et of 239
o7 At AHEGTh BE FL 48 JEE ‘EF HrE 34T 8 WFE FYstd ARzZRad #49

1) 44 gRlEde FHEHHEA 2829 M) AHelda, 91 SRlRHdME C Fraley et al.(2011)7} AAgE o
2 ECRRSY| of22¢k(7-9% #3)7 l&3]u)(1-6W #3) F 7He] s 71 289 720 RFAHEE A8k
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latent profile analysis)

de 545 nEst FJeS wHsth Az E g
BAS TE2EYS AFsl] #2HA &2 FAA A
&S BHste FAAS 4 (latent class analysis)]
ToE, FHdS ERsle H AHEHe et d5usd
w duiHow Frjrzud RAMolgtal FITHG. Lubke
& B. Muthén, 2005). FAZZ9Yd £4 H5-E B
st a1 AH 29 Ad(rkNS ERIve oA
AEAY TREAR Akt 22, A

at7] Wzl SAHLAE 3

D. Peel, 2000).
Az FHANE HAde] #E5 s/ 4
B EHe FAA Q
qaol &5 24 Az Ead LA A e
g 24% W AHEHe SAAE A A 7 fRe=
UEs 4 kS, Hong, 2008). A#, AIC(Akaike’s in-
formation criterion), BIC(Bayesian information crite-
rion), SABIC(Sample-Size Adjusted BIC)9} 722 HEA|
FE ol&sh= 2102 AIC, BIC, SABICY greo] &<
2 & HJYEE 9u|FKS. Hong, 2008). =4, en-
tropy #= °l&3dte] £79 2& d¥Ee AL= 19
IPRETE ERCM 2®77F AsE visH, diE 08
ool Ee EFela EUKS. Clark & B. Muthén,
2009). AA, FAZzotdo] phd ZdFH k1N =Y
o] Ao]lE T3 Lo-Mendell-Rubin adjusted LRT
test(LMR LRT: Y. Lo, N. Mendell, & D. Rubin, 2001)
1} parametric bootstrapped likelihood ratio test(BLRT:
G. McLachlan & D. Peel, 2000) 5< ©]&3l= Zolth
ol¢fd HFo A p ol frofshd K RIE, fo
A o AURY E¥e AEsks Wolth Y,
o & TAAECl LB WA SAT o Aol
HAYS LFA e W 8o "y 5
&3 Abe) F7F AUAA A dex], 22T S
A7bedL AuWAA T2 FHHCE 1 7 4
Agt A 5 ZAAs= 3o Foh(. McCrae, M.
Champman, & S. Christ, 2006). 54 ZZu}do] ¥
| ARIZE 229 5% mivtold, ZEukde] F7h AU
A B5S A 7hsAel 7] wiEel FHsA de
Holw(J. Hipp & D. Bauer, 2006; E. Merz & S.
Roesch, 2011), ai47FsAd 2 & &7 9o& HE

7] gistel, AAZERAY +8 SWe W Hoz
the guol UehbeAE 43 8ash JthM. Kang,

H. Cho, & ]. Lee, 2013).

olojA, AFEA 2% FAAZEIY EAHN EFE
AN o) He} fHABEE et @ oj5s)
1 ol FYmg &olrt leA, 2 AEA 39
Fdol W} AHATHE BH (A, AFLE), +2, 5
uste] oy o] Aolvt YEAS WF3H] A5l U

|
Alste] FAAY FEYE AolE Aot w3, 3
Z ARBQITEE 54 F oWl el Apolrt Sl
A gorry] fstel AlAE(X) BEE AAstA ol
2ol 4 F AZEAY 24 2 FAF 284S
Mplus 75 AFESHAL, YA &4 SPSS 225 ARE
Sy

4
B o ZFEoHHFHY: 1-7)2 HHES 1.667
A 2918 AlolZ MAF o7 FZRTE Ykt A9l of 2
EQK(M = 291)9] o] FHOE ERIL oJojA I
THM = 2.28), AAHY(M = 1.81), SIHA(M = 1.66)2] &=
ojATh AAFRJNEE A (HFE: 1-7)9] Hde o
HA(M = 411)7} 355 ooz Ao &sta,
ojojA] olMU(M = 324), (M = 3.05), AFHM =
2.44)°] <ol Atk

ofH =], oMy, X, AN ofHEtH of 23] 87Y

T

=

-

Ll
o FEAAF F 2870 T iE AYsie EF 4024
s

of 4L oJn|sEZ(L. Rea & R. Parker, 2005), ©

4
o) fueks) o euE mAR deA e 34
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(N = 317)

Table 2. Intercorrelations and Descriptive Statistics of Study Variables

Avoidance
Friend Romantic

Mother

Father

Anxiety
Friend Romantic

Mother

Father

Variable

WV

Father
Mother
Friend

Anxiety

52k

A3

. 38*** R 42***

34***

Romantic

Avoidance

A7 A7 14*

§ ki

Father

i) b

15+ 19
13*

28%*

18

Mother
Friend

297

17+

234 267

245

35%*
244

1.05

19
324

1.22

247
41
1.27

.30***
291
1.49

17+
2.28
137

21
1.81

1.22

2%
1.66
1.02

Romantic

3.05
121

SD

© p< 0L ** p< 001
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W Byol 972 71 oy, UHAZ EF 80 ©]

oz HAI} Aoz YetKS. Clark & B. Muthén,
2009). FAZZutAe] = B} k1) BFS Hwsto] 2}
o2 #AZ% Z¥, LMR LRT e 439 F7} 24Y
et folm|skdal, BLRT 2 F39 471 270 A9
FH 74 A7 A% fFeflEtaith

Table 30| Yehd teFgt A48 EQE BY, 2 AF
oA FANZEaYe] 5 3 7t E WEsA AAs|7t
AA &S & 4 Ak o)A A, A 7 AYAIA
Ze AQzzado] EA A, AT zjo]S
AN = deA 55 THAHoE aHsto TP AHT
A £5 AAS}= Aol ETH]. McCrae et al.,, 2006).
4 Az ade &ale At 57 AA B2 5%
Rto 2 AUXA AL A9t A AHE 2y,
Table 32| 714 %= dolMs} o] 39 47} 2745
1Y W BE AAz2 g x5k AHZF 71 AA
o 5% olFoldek. 2elv, 8 7t 570 oY We

Of

2

Table 3. Comparison of Latent Profile Analysis Models: Fit Statistics (N =317)
Numb.er of AIC BIC SABIC Entropy LMR LRT BLRT Profile < 5% of
profiles p value p value sample
2 7712.50 7806.47 772718 97 .00 .00 None
3 7604.45 7732.26 762442 90 18 .00 None
4 7540.02 7701.65 7565.27 88 .09 .00 None
5 745315 7648.61 7483.68 .89 21 .00 1 profile
6 7402.83 7632.12 7438.65 87 76 .00 2 profiles
7 7349.38 7612.50 7390.48 .89 78 .00 2 profiles
8 7334.74 7631.70 7381.13 .85 53 22 2 profiles
9 7340.35 7671.13 7392.02 .88 26 1.00 2 profiles

Note AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; BIC = Bayesian information criterion; SSA-BIC = Sample-Size Adjusted BIC; LMR LRT =
Lo-Mendell-Rubin adjusted LRT test; BLRT = Bootstrapped likelihood ratio test.

1({n=210)
2 (n=30)
3 (n=49)
4 (n=128)

Figure 4.

w1 (0 =210}

Anxiety Anxiety
-Father -Mother
1.22 124
1.30 136
2.49 275
3.89 486

Latent profiles for

Anxiety
-Friend

184
213
3.26
4.00

Anuiety
-Romantic

247
297
408

2 (n=30) =—F=3 (n=408) e 1 (= 2E)
Avaid Avoid Avoid Avoid
-Father -Mother -Friend -Romantic
3.85 257 208 2.68
4.93 4.17 4.22 4.29
4.33 3.35 2:59 3.50
4.85 4.07 3.27 3.67

3.98
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obA d Zefzrt e FEFRT Sl ke 5L E
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Zhal WStk ‘oA 397 MAE e oA Fstol] AREHE Wl op A, ofmy, X, AT of
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Table 4. Between-Group Differences for Latent Profiles in Relationship-Specific Attachment Anxiety and Avoidance

(N = 317)
1. Secure” 2. Overall avoidant 3. Romantic anxious 4. Overall anxious-avoidant
Variable (n = 210) (n = 30) (n =49 (n=128) F Duncan
M(SD) M(SD) M(5D) M(SD)
Anxiety (1-7)
Father 1.22( 41) 1.30( 44) 2.49( .95) 3.89(1.02) 20239+ 1 =2<3<4
Mother 1.24( 40) 1.36( 47) 2.75( .79) 4.86(1.02) 40336 1=2<3<4
Friend 1.84(1.03) 213(1.19) 3.26(1.45) 4.00(1.45) 4237%%% 1 =2<3<4
Romantic 2.47(1.30) 297(1.42) 4.08(1.30) 3.98(1.61) 2579%% 1 =2<3 =4
Avoidance (1-7)
Father 3.85(1.25) 4.93(1.02) 4.33(1.31) 4.85(.88) 1192 1=3<2=4
Mother 2.97(1.18) 417( .93) 3.35(1.20) 4.07(1.03) 1538** 1 =3<2=4
Friend 2.04( .71) 4.22( .72) 2.59( .93) 3.27(1.11) 79.66%* 1 <3<4<2
Romantic 2.68(1.08) 4.29(1.14) 350(1 03) 3.67(1.27) 2656"** 1 <3 =4<2

1) Shortened for the “somewhat father avoidant secure” group. **

+ p < 00L.

Table 5. Between-Group Differences for Latent Profiles in Demographic Characteristics, Parent-Child Relationships, and

Depressive Symptoms (V= 317)
Variable 1. Secure” 2. Overall avoidant 3. Romantic anxious 4. Overall anxious-avoidant
(n = 210) (n = 30) (n=49) (n=128)

(%) (%) (%) (%) X(dj
Gender
Male 75(23.7) 13( 4.1) 15( 4.7) 13( 32) 1320)
Female 135(42.6) 17( 54) 34(10.7) 204( 5.7) '

MSD) MsSD) MsSD) MSD) £ Duncan
Age 21.28(1.86) 20.87(2.01) 21.04(1.76) 20.54(2.03) 1.60
Family income 5.35(2.55) 5.60(2.88) 5.90(3.04) 411(2.18) 288" 4<1=2=3
Depressive symptoms 78( 49) 86( .63) 1.09( .60) 1.46( .61) 15617 1=2<3<4
Affection for father 417(1.08) 3.48(1.17) 3.66(1.02) 3.40(1.04) 8297 2=3=4<1
Affection for mother 4.62( .90) 4.30( .89) 4.36( .82) 3.90(1.08) 6287 4<1=2=3

1) Shortened for the “somewhat father avoidant secure” group. ** p < .01. ** p < .001.
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<Appendix A> ECR-RS Item Factor Loadings: Oblimin-Rotated Two-Factor Solution (N = 317)
Father Mother Friend Romantic
Item 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2

1(R) 847 155 846 .065 847 174 848 238
2(R) 898 220 843 .039 885 134 878 247
3(R) 782 198 745 169 815 .094 807 167
4(R) .795 253 810 182 797 143 793 139
5 456 222 464 .240 580 .396 495 420
6 658 374 584 339 580 491 .602 A72
7 207 748 073 704 184 845 113 758
8 250 789 176 803 A11 746 219 834
9 308 846 326 .786 231 858 336 735

Nofes. (R) = Reverse coded item. Boldface indicates highest factor loadings. Items are (1) I usually discuss my problems and concerns
with my [figure]; (2) I talk things over with my [figure]; (3) It helps to turn to my [figure] in times of need; (4) I find it easy to depend
on my [figure]; (5) I prefer not to show my [figure] how I feel deep down; (6) I don't feel comfortable opening up to my [figure]; (7)
I am afraid my [figure] may abandon me; (8) I worry that my [figure] won't care about me as much as I care about her/him; (9) I
often worry that my [figure] doesn’t really care for me. [Figure] = father, mother, best friend, or partner.

<Appendix B> Two-factor Measurement Model and Fit Statistics of ECR-RS

a b a
¥ N ¢ Ny ¥ N

b df RMSEA CFI TLI
Father 55.832"" 24 .065 981 971
Mother 55.623"" 24 .065 977 965
Friend 40.815" 25 045 989 985
Attachment Attachment . —
Romantic 96.078 24 097 956 935

* p <.05.%** p<.001.

Notes. In father, mother, and romantic partner models, two covariances (marked “a”) were added. In the best friend model, one covariance
(marked “b”) was added.

- 145 -



