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Abstract

To explore the relationship between adult attachment and social adaptive ability and the mechan-
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ism of core self-evaluation, a total of 212 college students from Inner Mongolia Normal University
were selected as subjects by conducting a questionnaire survey. The results showed that: 1) Stu-
dents with secure attachment had the highest core self-evaluation and the best social adaptive
ability; 2) attachment avoidance and attachment anxiety were negatively correlated with core
self-evaluation and social adaptability; 3) the effect of attachment avoidance on social adaptive
ability was partly mediated by core self-evaluation, and that of attachment anxiety on social adap-
tive ability was completely mediated by attachment avoidance. In future research, intervention
can be used to improve the core self-evaluation of insecure attachment individuals to improve
their social adaptability.
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1. 5l

NFE) LA G B 8 R IR IR 2 S IE Mtk 2 Bt B L A2 R R KIER
AR I 2T T IR AL 2 6 R AR L 2308 B IR SE RIS A% o SR S BB RH VAT B IR O 8 A2 S 1 A
WAt @R R E R R (7R L, JRINEE, S5, ASAREE, 2006). fEREE A, MK AT R AR
M AR AR SR S, T 02 T B I P B BRI B, R MRS e s, R
FEEIE B8 77 1 BRI 3 o o BV SR R B A 2 0 AN R R AN 2 B e R A (R 1) 2 ST ARG, i
SO A JE 1) TAERVAERE (O 8 3L, IREEh, #7520, 2005). f4=@MfE J1(Social Adaptive Ability) XK
A EERNE, FRMARLLE A S S S ER A A G RBFENE K, EEIE. IR s
Bi Bl 2 2 B B [RREA S Y DA S ST AR AE S 45 ARIEAE S THE, LA RIS SR AT
Ab LS A BRI RE J1KF (R 2, BOUO, M sCif, 20115 #ES5%, FEAZ AT, 2015).

S AL 2538 N RE I R R B E ZAMER R MNIER R (R 1L, SR, s, #Rserk, [T,
2015). HAKAEEEPNIER R Z — E N FRE OB, (RIS AN #1200 5 BN
gL, DL 258 4316 77 2R 5T & (Pietromonaco & Barrett, 1997). &K% (Attachment) F 14 25 5 00 3 2%
% Bowlby (1969)#2H, KA T 5H FEIFRE MRIRIE KL . Bowlby B4 H T Y6 TAERE A
(Internal Working Model) RS, Fa#% 55 3 B 75 Bahid B IR s O¢ T B A A RAE, B E
T AR R4 N TAE %Y (Bretherton & Munholland, 2008; Pietromonaco & Barrett, 2000). ¥4k 754 %t
T 5 SR I SR SRR AL AT (AR FEE R £ 0] 1 B AL A 0 W A A N T SEVE R T, S BUMATE ik
BT ECHWNB TR (BER, S/, 2008; M4 FE, mi, 4=E6, BKE, §0h2, SUME,
2013).

Hazan 1 Shaver &3 A48 2 8]0 R DUE e RN B2 41 ) LI E 1 FA) 51 1~ M 2R A 7o ARLABL ) s Ja B
gh, BTCASEH T RO (Adult Attachment). AT TRESE Ainsworth 1 Bell (1970) = FhoE 14K A8 73 24 e A\
AR oy BR T 22 48 FEFBOF J& BN (0] 6 84 3k 47 $R % (Hazan & Shaver, 1987). 7E L&A I,
Bartholomew #11 Horowitz /& H [ &k 84 m] DA 43 Sy R AR AR [m] 36 A 7455 A [ e, 8 bk RN AR A IXURE 7 22 A 2
FEREAY | RUPELRY [a] 38 AN VA7 A [0] 388 DU Fh (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991). DU s A 25 AL G A B ) Y 38

ik
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TARRERL: 22 AR EA R B AT BRI AR s AR B RO ) B TR BRI AR 1 A AN EY s £
FERVE THAR ) B TR BRI AR AR (it AR s R EY B T AR I B RS R RI M N (B 20, =8, 2=
s, ZEERAE, BH/NCE, SN, 2013). IXFR P TAERERL I ZE R S N R ALEE N R R A AN
MR 2 TIRKAEXS S5 R RIRBIETIE, AL O NIEL:  FE RS I FE R 56 % I F i
WHLOPAEL; ARG SRR R BIAETIR, MELMEHAK TN BRBUK AR IR
THABHE 48 1 [ I SOTEiR AR AR EE A A (Pietromonaco & Barrett, 1997).

WA, Za AR B TG A 2@ SRR T, TET G A BR b 98 55 47 1 15 B3 B g e A 22 44Kk
AN R B R R S PR G TR D SZ AR £ AR S R . SIE K (2012) 38 I FEBUAS RIMR AR ALK 22 AR
{10 25 2 T 217 100 i R IR 22 4 AR TR K 2 A ) A @ N R 3 0 T AR e AR R B R 2 s RUE MR K 2
A PR ST MR T B 22 (R K, 2012) 0 2B A 20 (R R HH 22 4 BUAR AR 1) 4 038 B Jje i, ik
7R RERI  A Z [R]  of 2 AS I B A B TR S e (U 22 8, 2, 2015).

AMAEXT 5 B FNE S EEA I IFN AR AZ O H 3T (Core Self Evaluation, CSE), #0 H FIFAH—
FRAFEAAT B CRE B SR SR PO — B E R AR DU R RR o ) PP . SR K T AMA L
PPN B QRN PORESs — M E B e R A H O H B AT N RER T 1 W s #h 28 02 A
X H OB TRE R IV 5 RUR AR B SRS 6] B & A TE BRI PP (Johnson, Rosen, & Levy,
2008). %00 H VPR TAETG R TSR S OIERE A A, HFRRIZOH
B B AR 2 E N A i (LSS, B, 2013) ARIEMRZERE, ARAN P EE TAERAL 2 5 m A
R R A2 FN NS BN I AR, R B e AT 5 S A B IRGR . b Rk AR A
A bl H A AR 22 A R 7 2 AR A 3 T v P BT 5 00 . Bowlby $ HY v 40 20 B R R s £ 72 [ 3 Py AN A4 TG 0 2
SRR IE [ B AZ O 3PP 2R, WRIEDZ:(2012) 5 NRORIEFER ], MRA A FE AR AR o] 36 55 4% 0 | FR PRI
TAAE B3 U o 0 L FRVPIN TE AR 5 W AR [F) AR AR  FT 1 5% 22 AR A 30 R A1 F (245 20155
FEE, W, 2013; K, BREVE, £HEF, R, 2012).

HATBARCEH T ZWRIEN TR =8 2 RR R, EHIET PRI . bl RKCUUIA
WEFLEE AR N SERIAR T AR B A A FE R AR A [l B 5 i A AL 2@ LR 7, %0 B FRVPNTE L
AR R R R AER . RIBR A 1,

el B BRIPH Bl BRI

e [ P HRERIRET e peiE & HLERIRE S

Figure 1. The mediating role of core self-evaluation in the influence of adult attachment on social adaptive ability
E 1. ARGt SEN DI RRF 0 BRITNIFNMER

2. ARF=E
2.1, #it

DL S Va2 A A AU %, R 220 43 a1 46, BIBR TR G 8 10 Jq RIUSCE Rl 45 212 1,
AR N 96%. HihZoA: 167 N, B4 45 N, 4EWRRTE 18~27 B 2 JA], “FI4ER N 2148 +253 %,
GRTURAS KA 32 N, AR R4 180 N, AR a A RS B, ki W
=, FAMER, 2019).
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22. fiRIEA

1) BT o s N AR 785 P 0 2 R P 25 (] U T e A2 (2008 ) 8T ISE % 5% R B R (ECR-R), 1EAMF T
H1[#) Cronbach’s o 2#y 0.841. PN/ R MAHK RECH r=0.368, p <0.01. fKARSSAUH;E [R18E A £E fE
PIANYEFEIAS o0 TRoE . FEAR SN BB A4 B2 B A3 70 SR R A e AR BB ERE K, ]
WELE S AR5y S R SRV B RAR A FERBLEREAR o ar,  [BlRELE BEAR I R A R AR BRI AR R
I[P AN E BB 115 432 i R 28 R AR AR

2) ZOHBIPNER. 0 BB R A S A (2012)%F CSES &R SCEITHR, BITIER
ERA 10 MH, EARPFFH P Cronbach’s o RECH 0.713. MR 5 fiitsr, “TEEAFR” 1
9y, “AFEE” B2 “PHiE” 34, “FE”id4s, “TEFE” LS55, EREHE,
FRMERIZ O B ERIF KT 1 .

3) HLENIAE ) A VFERR . AL @ SRR B AR A AR H 2 (1999) g il (K 22 AR AL 22 & R 7112 Wi
B, BEROFE 20 M H, EATFHH Cronbach’s a ZEUA 0.724. %M 3 fiit ik, A¥0E «“ =7
W24, “TRIEME” L 04y “ANR7 k24, M &7 k25, “TiE#E” L0 5. “Ahe”
W02 5o BJa LA E N2 1E B RE ) B FI bR, 49 70 ifR m dh 200d& L e ) ey

2.3. XEFZERERE

K Herman A6 3 368 S [ 5 AT 2 W, 28— AN IA RN AR 7 0N 14.476%, /T 40%1K) I
FibRitE, YA W] H I R 7 22 17

3. BZRE5 4R
31 KEXERAKRBARBGHER

I BRI ZR T TR, DA AR BT (Rl e S Sy B g 2R, F=133.97, p<0.001. 7§
SNEEUR A AR > RAR > fEA > Rl AR EEYEES S PHREER, B
S MEENR N FERER > BYEA > 2R > AR, F=88.56, p<0.001. HIRBAES L, Y
PR R R E X R, F=1473, p<0.001, FHGHERM, 2RRMABRN ERENEG S T8 E
Zt, p=0.94; FEAHIEURA K B REAG LR E 2R, p=0.60, KRB HIR TAE
PRV R R, AR R AN A FE 7R () | FRAR AL A T A o i NS5y b, DORMR RN B35 % 5%, F=7.901,
p<0.001l. F)5E R, RARMERNMMARESGS) LREER, p=0.14; RARBFAEALE
EXES, p = 0341 KRR R M NI, RUEARIA B B A AR A ). LA B
SERFF AN AR S, BRSOk 1.

Table 1. The differences of different attachment types in core self-evaluation and social adaptability (M £ SD)

F# 1 FRKEEBEROBRITFNEHSBENES LRIZER(M £ SD)

, I S, - " %A AiE

FA A i FEEYEE Y 4 .\ "

KA S [ e A 15 JEYERE F A il AAE A R R
g 32 37.03+9.44  5350%892  347+317  072+450 37.25+546 856+1291

FEER 55 4776 +12.12  86.11+1475 -029+360 1.82+361 3287+595 0.95+13.17
ZUEM 107 71.33+9.20 75.86+10.07 0.00+3.19 -058+2.80 32.73+524 —0.43+12.62

VoS Rt 18 77.00+17.79  47.39+1049 339+3.22 -139+291 36.33+526 3.33+9.33
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POR R AR % 0 B RIS D N B 22/ > WisER > RER > BN, F=744, p
<0.001. H5HERIN, REMMAFEMNEIERNRE, p=057, BRUMEEHNBrEZRAE
%, p=087. RYLERMAFERIIZOHEEN RS, SSRABAAR .0 BB EIR. HaiE
FIRE S N B . el < Wil < fRI87 < VAN, ZRE3E, F=436, p<0.01l. Hikk
LA =R SRR Z A A @ N RE IS B R E 2R, F =078, p =046, KU ZERKTH
MG N RE S b, HAl =R AR SRR A 2l N RE s, BAR M BULE 1

3.2. REEBRAWKE. %UBRTN, HLBENZBERXER

XK [FIRE AR FEYESE . A% L B BVP A ANAL 2 IE L AR S 0 T A B, R4 P2 A 1 e R A AR
FAERE TS, FRBYEL S B 2 B8 0. BRI 5100 B RIFIAA £ B TR, 5i
SIERIREIIAFAE 3 TR BB S50 BHIPN BB IR, SHSENAE )RR AR,
B AR 5120 BB AAE R LG, 00 B 54 S8 N AE /A7 R B2 IR BREdE
%2 PR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of all observed variables (M + SD, r)
%= 2. ENNTENFHRGEITSHEESHM £ SD, 1)

LA B M+ SD AR AR H AR M ABERL 0 BRI
R 7 [ 60.52 + 17.79

WA L& 72.73 £ 17.02 0.071

EEiw Xt 0.74 + 3.61 -0.17" —-0.52""

i NASEHY 0.17 +3.50 -0.401" 0.167" 0.008

AV SE ARy 33.75£5.71 -0.193"  -0.366" 0.374™ 0.07

FLoxIE N AE ) 1.60 +12.87 -0.266"" -0.25" 0.219" 0.107 0.486™

: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

3.3. BbBRTFN PN BT

NIRAUERZ L B FEPPAN A2 75 78 A (1] 38E B M A 238 N R T A AE TR RONE, 1 el i A A I A
BEATFRAEAL, RJEZ I Bolin $2 i) Bootstrap J7 i #EAT o ROSAG B, FEA R 5000, 7E 95%E (5
DCTa] A (LA, EE0E, 2014), RN B4 LR 08 B AR, &M RE PR AR &, 10 B 3P
MAE A AR &, AT T A RO BT . SRR, BRI 1P = 0.27. RRBRARGETHEE RNk 3 fis.
BB B RTE SUEEX FIN(-030--006), AEE 0, RIVKBEBLIM SEN LN 1 EERHE
3 o RSB (¥ [R) B2 B AR 7E 95% (5 X IA] P (—0.16~-0.03), NELE 0, RO FIRIFN A R0 8%
Pl %, P DO B B AE LR A 20 o . ] 2 Fos, RZR [l 24t 2
IR AR R HON-0.18, p < 0.01. HRAN[EIEE G [ P AL 2GR B8 77, MR RIREAS Sy, A 2 0 B
JIRRAR o AR [l 38 2 A% 0 [ BRAIT AN (1 2% 12 R A -0.19, p < 0.01, 3R WIS [m] 3k 471 1) 70 AZ O R IPAY
WA 8L Bk, A% 0 H BAITABRAR . #%0 B RPPO B 2 1 8 RE ) A BR 42 R 80 0.45, p <0.001.
R0 BB LA FAL 2GRN AT, o0 BBIPBE, 2GRN, OB RIFN 7
R AT TBE S A 238 N7 RE ) R A RS B A 20 A R 2R WA [ 2 B R B AL S TGN RE T
[ 38 75 73 b 2 T L BE AR, [N A 2l S M AR A% B PP RS AN (0 e 2 3 Y
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NIGAEAZ O B BTN & 5 TR AR R R i L 2@ B R R AR AE AR08, RN RE T () 478 &
HEATFRUEAL, SR H bootstrap H /1 Bk 46 77V, FEACE LS 5000, 7E 95%E (S X A1, KAk ANFE FEAE
NEAE, HRENEEIENRE R, KO BIPMIERTRA R, T T AN, R K,
BRI r? = 0.24, BARBRZR G4 R 4 fis. B B4R 16 95% 8 {5 [X 7] 4 (-0.21~0.04), 11
T 0, RUMKAER BN SERAE I EEBR AN R E . B A K 1272 95% B {5 X [’ N
(-0.25~—0.10), ANEE 0, [N TE, PO B RN RN B2, RS RE R4 438 B
REJTM BN A B35, BT D0 B RPN FE L B i B e A p A PE . ] 2 foos, KA AR RE 3
RS TE B 1 4E RECN-0.08, p =0.194, KRR SE N AL RZFEH . KERIZ L
H PPN 512 R A2 -0.37, p < 0.001, FEIKAEEE T O B I, WA ES e,
o0 B IRPEMERAK . #%0 B IRIPAN BltE2E RIRE I %2 R4 0.46, p < 0.001. KL HIRIFEM
IR TRAL 2@ RiRe /7, %O B RVEM RS, @M A %0 B RIPMER A& R A E 2
&N R R e A AR, RN AR RS R DU I PR AR AR R O B IR VPO SRR AN A 2
NIRRT R

Table 3. The mediating role of core self-evaluation in the process of attachment avoidance influencing the social adaptation

@ 3. KB ELE N 2E R gE IR0 B BT B R A ER

P4 RREAE BootSE BootLLClI BootULCI p BONAE 5 b
PSRN T -0.27 0.07 -0.40 -0.13 0.001
HIERR -0.18 0.06 -0.30 -0.06 0.003 0.67
k23T e -0.09 0.04 -0.16 -0.03 0.33

Table 4. The mediating role of core self-evaluation in the process of attachment anxiety influencing the social adaptation

4. WTEEREMASENENSEFZOBRITFNHHNER

P4 BNAH BoOtSE BootLLClI BootULCI p RS 7 B
SRR -0.25 0.07 —-0.38 -0.12 0.002
HE®RRR —-0.08 0.06 -0.21 —0.04 0.197 0.32
FIEE= Y -0.17 0.04 -0.25 -0.10 0.68
A4 7% [
-0.18"
-0.19*
. . 0.45™ s v
BOEBREH —m HEENEES
0.46™"
-0.37">
-0.08
R LE

Figure 2. The mediating role of core self-evaluation

B 2. #bBRITHNE RN ER
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4. #Hg

4.1 BB, BLBRITNMEHSBENEE

WAL RANTRIL, S 5B RFE RGN BN S 59%, R KFERMETIAES
BNAL G RLRE TR E IS . (EARTE T b 2 ERUR KA NEL S b, e SRR R %4
CPNEZ (O 5L b RECT R (N b N S SR E R e A ki) A DN S e G A P I I B 2
FERRAR oy AR 2 AR AR BRI AL 25 3E B AR A% o« R ARZSAH ORI AL, e AR MR TE % D
RPEBEE, MATHEASHOHMNIELMAT; A EAURANE W 2 T RBE LR, FRH 2 A
HH O IR LN 7 s (BB AR AN — Mt S 5 Ok R BANET R, X T [ 2 g A SR AR At A AR [
HMes T RARBUR AR — PR R R R, ORREE KB, BEMPI 7 &R (Fraley &
Roisman, 2019; Pietromonaco & Barrett, 2000) X F%t A F5 & R FZS E- T BN KRR AEIE M AL 2
A AR AR 730, Bowlby $2 H 2 K AAMATE A A5 7F 28 G R Uit N, & MRE 7T 58 4F
AR 2 SRS NAR S (FBe S, 2012 220, #2E, 2015). RIMLE AT 7t Al B T3k 2 ek Kegd
PG E S G R I VAC P AL (PN Gl s S A

AR IR, %0 H IRV A AL 20E N R A B 1R TR AR O H RPN
ULHAAMAKT B L BRI — M BRI B BV, X FRR R A AN A B e b3 B AR 2 (F
TN, 2013). JE AR 4 BEAT DA H A7 [ R0 7 A FE AR A% O F FRATAN AT R TR R £
FEYEFEAT bk 0 B BITPBME, EE R E CAM AU . Bowlby fEMRARELIR R4 H, Ak g iE R
TS [ 3 ) 1 BRAE TR ity A AT LA A, i DA ST R I ) A% 0o ] FRAP S o [ et A e A
NS RIFIIANBR G R, HMEESL TR AWM AGE RO, RENE, T, /0%, 2012).

4.2. KBENE, HRBENEENFZLBRITNHPNTER

HRAR )RR AL 2 TGN RE S R R R T, BRI, BRI [ 2 EL R R NMA A 28
BEFTo MR IRITREAS 73 b e ) A A 2 52 AE: rh AT 7] - [ AN AL A (Fraley & Shaver, 1997), IXHiy
L EL Bl AR B M AR A T B E, BO A2 ENA R o [T o RO &
& RS IR & B N (A S NI AT, i HL 2l foma N B O B B R A 2 0
IEREST o MRARIBIEE AT LURRGE 75 £ 18 4 L _E IS0 Ik 20 Jy AR [ 38 A 4355 71 0] 38 (Bartholomew & Ho-
rowitz, 1991), AR [ R R YEEAF MG, XA B T AR — BRI, B0 B 3T
P AR RS R AR AN A ey o T PR 2R [ SR 2 PR [ SR A £ PE AR FEAS 0 ¥, i AR TR (A AN TR B
A7 [l g R AN A S R AR AE o AR RN B AR — SRR, AN E SAMER R, XE St
ZAF L, XM RS REUMARIZ O B BIPAN PR, R R R AR AR v £ BV E RS AL 2 18 I IR
O B IPO RFE R [ 2 IE L RE . EAWE AR, KB BIB Rt 2 IE N e /it e, 0 A
FRIFAN LA 73 o A B 45 SR AT RE o2 S2 H 5 .

4.3. BRI ERENENFZLBRITNHPNTIER

AR A 2 N RE I R R R, R B G N RE T B R AN, B AR
JER AL SE ML RE I TC ELAER M o AL H BT A2 B i 58 b AR AT, A AR BT O B RVEADY
A P TRINAE R, BN RS A B w0 B BVPABRA . X7 & FE S TR A (179 A 1 3R
RURA NI A8 AR AR . i TR S AR AN A N R B IEAY S i AE AR 2 S84 v i A A\
I I A A RE L [ g R AR AR N BE 8l (X B SR RCF I S BB R AF A AR b i 2 B
B0, IR I ATELEFII T B RE AP BCE AW AN, BT SR, DURIEN O 2K,
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ERAENFRIT RIS & R RIE S, B BRBERAMNS), EEES M, 25, FRE, 2016;
Collins & Read, 1990), XFh 7 XA BHE T gE & H i, T H CHTEEN FIA B Z R IRIS A A A]
5 [ O BRASAE 23 (AR FE TUAMA = A 250 AN B ). X FFA 0 78 R I AZ O B 3R PPN S 5 4 FR A
FiX—45 5,

44 MRBTRERE

Z LU 7T R I 2 A RO E M A, BT OEE B, R e, 5%
W RIE ARG NS 2 R R LG T AR L 2 RREAME R, x5 A, 20125 2545, 2020,
Z=[F A5, 2008; R/hg, 2021; BREEMG, BXUK#E, 2021; Mikulincer & Shaver, 2005). ASHf 7145 SR (A
FER B 22 SR I 41 23 18 B B D A% O H BRIFAN 1015 43 . Kobak AT Sceery 415 K558 AL (¥ HL
VAR, 2R R R T 2 R AL R AR R, RESE AR & itk 2, A N
71~ SRMEE B SZ N E W 5 [B] i A A A K 27 28 R PEAY D W RH 97 101 5t s 8 R 2R R 2 A ) o
R AR 5 HAE AR oS & e T4 &0\ (Kobak & Sceery, 1988). fEAVEH, 24 BUKAN
AMRAR IR A Bk e AL A0, BREEARIR B A T A N o T A BRI AR A A R A S
I — e A R 7 3, AR A R G UK, R4 R K . Hazan Al Shaver (1987)
RIN, £ BTN A P I 32 21 (1) IR B 22 4 80 [ 38 2R AN 1) B 5, ARATT AR B S5 X i B 2 IO
I H AW T RA N BB o RIS SR AR AR B A WA R AR, R N R AR R AL,
FrUA S R hFIEMAN, X8 BSR4k, R RSN 2 SN R FrFE R, n
filE N IX AR R T e B, B DU AN 2 RIS B B £ B BE 5148 H O X RAME BARXT AR A
FEA M A ERAE, EXE R ARRRAE, FtEr a2 a b2 ax gEm, K2 geasimA
BB, AASKZM NI . XWRAE KRR R ENIFIREZTKRER, H—RKEFHhTE
AR FR, R A2l A B3] et EAR LU 22 AR Y v (B R AN A G . RV AR R A
RS R R &2 I —38, AT B IR NS FEA AR A ERAE, BRI E A2
TCIERIT BN, AKFEFGHNAIAE,  [ER O A N K96 244 F152E 25 (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991;
Pietromonaco & Barrett, 1997). fEIX Mt IMER T JE LA T, &AE S HIDER A R i AT e R
R, BRI AT DIAZ O B IRIFAE 9 A R B2 A I 4R 220& REBE 7)o AN T8O R 8 KR
HKA, 0 BRI T RE S 5 YA e, BRIt o] DU 2 5 2 e R SR AR I % 0 B VP
)77 R oAk 2 & N ge AN R N —Fh Tk AR AT DL aE . gk %s 07 R m R
LM RIAZ O B IIPAT, R i HoAh 21 B R

AR, WA S, CIEEEIRKERZE AR TR A2 A B O BUREE, (E A ] DUIE
2 R B BT T 3 B IR R MR A NI AR A (B B, F0NET, 1A SR, 845, 2020,
XIFEA, 2019; W CHE, Fi#s, BEJE, 2019; Carnelley, Bejinaru, Otway, Baldwin, & Rowe, 2018; Karreman,
Vingerhoets, & Bekker, 2018). [Al it A KA 7t H o] LSR5 A 7t BB R 70 55 D7 V2R R R anffad i
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