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BRI ELTORIERREBRIES TR
BBIRICE H SBAF AR R F T 58 0

AR ES(EEBRRERF IR E FER TR
A+ EAEEERFR A FER R
S HREMREEEFRRFEEFED

BAREALA N EL TOBIRALA L, IRE BRI EN 2% RIE T ZEDVRSIVCNDH DD ZDF I m e AR
BB TIH 2, AR T, BIROMERFE B L L CNIRBICRAIEL . M7 IRECELRICIG X 15 &3 il TE)
3, BURARLIC L > TED DI, SSICVERRICI T DB RIS | 8% T 3 TRIL, Batat o7, BADWD
102 ZDOKRFAEDBIEESHTUTZEZ A, ZOTRNISHRRS I, ZOREFIT, BRI NRIE 2 D 57 1A,

BAIFRZAERF 97OV A TOMBTREN S TEN SALIA9 2 TREMEZ 7L T D,

F—U—RRADER, B, RN T8, BURRIR . 2R5BAAR

RiRE & Br

BRI O EAERICES<SHBRBERIE, Y — v
Jbe BN — N AT D50 U CHSEE T2, BB 72 BIRAS
DV — A7 LR T LT, 2O S THISE TR
FISICET, oz X, Bl ot NBIRD BAFE 338
ERkAEDHHZE(Dush & Amato, 2005)%°, ZFiL LIkt
FRAOIZ, V7R REE 3D D 12272 3B 2 & (Cacioppo,
Hughes, Waite, Hawkley, & Thisted, 2006)72& 732
FoiLd, 2o ERIT, #EEBREROBLEN LR
fRTHZ LN FRETH S, Lin(2002)12 858, #H2Bf%
BARLTHEN R N — 2 D IAEN B IR T D,
K NBMRERERL | HEFFT 22T AL B & ETE
L CUWVRWETREFIA 52 LN ATREIC 25, D FED, %f
NBHRAE B TE NI ESEFRERICT 7 EAL, U
N — AL T RFE R FD TNDDTHD,

FATHFZECIE, B IS OV TR T4 T a0
e L CERSND , BEAZANEL TORIRAZLAN
A& D3 BURT e BRA D FRXITNWZEDVRE L
TET=(&H, 2009, 2010), FikoIoiz, sEABHRITEE
SEREINCT 7B ATEL AR A EH D720 | HA
(2T, BB BAMRD A BAS Z LI XHETHY | (]
DI BURD AL - 5T DR 52 81,
HEHNTHLBERDSDEEZBND, T TARIFIETIE,
BHEAIANEUTORURANLZOHBIEH L, BRA
LD MEADBUE R BIROMERH T 5 7 A
% A7 A TEME & 0 BRE) sH R ,

FHEIT, LSBT T DR BIRO SR D7
DR KAFE T (Bowlby, 1969), 55454 Skl L TR
INDNPIERETE T R, AR TRA O

ATEN M % KAE Uil T 5 (Bowlby, 1980), L5
R—BEHDOBURE, HH ADEE: - FRImPALRD
AL LT A DEE I ClI, T DTRER, 77
BRI, 2R bR, 2 Ao 4 SO RS
N 5(Hazan & Shaver, 1987; Shaver & Hazan,
1988),

FRANDBEAEAZAN DI, TH NV T ZF A
kA2t 2—(Main, Kaplan, & Cassidy, 1985)i2%5
3 HM(LEM -7 ET 7L N« AR R |
Bartholomew & Horowitz(1991)1Z255 4 3ERI(ZZ TR,
ELDIL I3 A [BREER $EHE - [FRRERD e E 3D,
NI, AR RE LI AR Vv F o — g
1(Ainsworth, Blehar, Waters, & Wall, 1978) T4y
S5 3 bt thEh A,

Brennan, Clark, & Shaver(1998)i3., fRADEFEA
ZANZERTET DT, BT kT N BRIRER R
(ECR; Experiences in Close Relationships inventory)
ZVERLTz, ECR 13, BURANZZEBUENEENEEE D EAS
95 2 DOWICTHERRE D, BURARZELIE, HCUZD
WCORT T A7 RSB CET M) THY, B
EESASDOIEFITTROECR R | BUEIS ~DRRR DS
NN &, b BTN RSN/ L5
NEEFET, — 05 BUBVEEMEL L, B IOV Tox
T AT 7GR AT T V) THY |, BEITRDT
LK DIEFE  DERRIST AR HERFL 2D &9 Ak
ZHEY, 1R, 2B 2IRTTTHEDWTERAI AV %
YT AA120T. Bartholomew & Horowitz(1991)
DOFFELT- 4 FRPERASI TE, — 07, i CIriB
FRAEE BB HERIEOE N Z AU B LIS Ao



%(e.g., Feeney, 1995, 1999; 4, 2009, 2010), ECR
X7 BRSO S 2 Y M, TR A EA
L THY(Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002). iT4, BEAZ
ANERETHIZDODOREEL TR A AN TN
%,

BRSO BUE R IREDS v M A LZ & o T Bl 7R
THEMRE TR HERF T A LN TR D, T e R,
BIRAZEEBUEIERDRE L, FFED sk FA ARG 1
B4 % RD T E | B BIRC IIRBIFRIC IV TED
215 TE W72 g <0 B R i & BE#E % 7k (Feeney,
1995, 1999), F7=, BIRARZD @\ ME AT, FER7 L
BB AE L, S Ch ER RS A Fa)
H5(&H, 2009, 2010), FOFHEL TIE, REE/RE
HALA AL TEADRBEINELe Z EARTF HND,
BRSO B R REE D mE X, AR B O R0 & B
4 % (Stimer & Cozzarelli, 2004; Collins, Ford,

Guichard, & Allard, 2006), ¥/, FHEEGHEHIZBWTH,

NEZTETRBAEAZA N ZH DN, FHRERRA R BT
WAL ZERLD TG AZA N Zeb D NIT
BRI B R AL TS A B R T A 3 % (Levy &
Davis, 1988; Simpson, Rholes, & Phillips, 1996),

FDO—J7T, BRALOEMENIL, BIREE AT
R DONROHA LFHREIC R SATEZ L0 0
WO FERL 5 (Bartz & Lydon, 2006, 2008), A4
LiE BAEWIZRIEYZ RO I = —Dlzbz [
S THAZATENEITO L) BURIMEIZBI9 240 C
%, =L Z13. Bartz & Lydon(2006)i3, Clark(1984)
DI T HA L% FI T, SHEDMEERR DR ik
I B A SR D N\ — N — L UGG e
—h I —=DBEC DR 2 T L TREREDME < DOIF
SERA AW CEARVRIL T, SIS — M —I2£<
DI 5-2 L5 EF D78 7 IE[RHREI D ATH)
DFELL TA, LRI IBIE BRI W TS
AU, FE LRI S ATEIO B TIXBIRTH 2 %
F 5 (Clark, Lemay, Graham, Pataki, & Finkel,
2010; Clark & Mills, 1979),

ZDINZ, BIRAL D@ ME NI ER R G 2%
UTHY, BRI R EIMEW—J7C, FEHHEIZIS<
AT TLROT NG | BRI (R 5 572 {tHm)
BRT, ZOFJEIL, BRARZDEWEAD fE D
DA B L LTk NS 51811 VD S BRRIR
T&%, Bartz & Lydon(2008) Cli, BIRARZZD L M
AP EEMABERL QOZEND, 2L A —
N —OFED H % 2 TRIRY e TEE T T Do
T, LA A BRI EZ(Trivers, 19710 X
NZ, BHZRIEY R HH T L L TRt TENE1T-

TWBEEZ LD, AFEMEOTEMIT, HiDZ RO,

ARD B COIFFI IS BHRMEL T B2 D,
UIDNZAUE, BRARZ O EWEANIE, 2 S— M —0b5
RENDZLE%K® T (Shaver, Schachner, &
Mikulincer, 2005), PNRIZRBCREINEL  SMO7R HIAE
LERIZGZIHEL TWDBEEZ LD,

THLTZ 5D F N, RE TEICH - 2R, 2008)
EMEE, HESERE ThHESI D, ERIHR
IZRBWThH, BURARZOEWME AN, A EREOIH
R0 H TN R4 TR 2 — I — T DRI L
BN THEBZ DND, Tz, BIRALDEMEA
DHFERFZFE ST A T QWD I RS
DIE, 78— =D BINA T2 D EIRDOFATIE
THAHELIRINTE S, L, FHELIRREA TEN L,
HE ORI S E YL Tl E T COAICTE
IX—= =D BHRMEIZEIL Y Th v QWD) Tl
WY, L7230 T BURARZD @ MBS E T,
BHATRIOFERL L T R—= = bDOZEMEES L
LRSS, W, BEDS S— M —~DEE RN
HEIMUT= 7ol T A 50T, SHLD-FELNEN
STEIASOBFI ARG Z @D TLEHIZENTHIS
N5,

LB AR CIE IR L LB RIS T
&y, BRGSO BHEIC ST, BURRZE RSB
T BIRICI T DR TENA L SOl
A TES BRI RTRAE e+ 57 o e A EL TR
AT, £, WFEEIGT T BHR AL BRI R
15 L DOBHEZ AT 22 R RFOINE NI DN T,
PRI IRTEA T,

Tl

Bk

2012 45 6 A5 T AIZHNTTC, 2 DDORFOFHENE
D —% T EIRRE K24 539 44l LT,
ZDHG| [FE~DEHIDFOIL, AR TRAD N
TeRFAE10244 (P23 40 2ok 794, X5 19.15
W% SD= 9% HORHRELT,
BRHROER

BEXSAIL Brennan et al.(1998)75MERLL 7=
ECR %32, T2 - MEE(2004) 2SERL L 7= —fBfth il
FgAHA L NEECR-GO)%E AV -, ECR-GO (%, %}
NIRRTt 3 5 B A2 & B R REA I E 35
7DD RETHD, LW IE L, BEASZAMIEBIT
LEHRAR LA ET D 18T H g, [FUT—ANEoBIC
2o CLEID TR G T 5 ), TRUZRE O
DO TIIZRVINELETZ |, TRNTFENE D E BTV
W& LIRS AR TR B ERRFFOITIR DN, T HHE
(10 Fo7e Y TUTESLRNA~T: ETHEETTED)T



AT DIRDLI,

BANEDKIEEIE  BUEOBANCI—M—)2 AZA
EUTIRE T HI5%0onL . ZZBHRIGHRAL: AICDnWT
BIE % RDT-,

B]&Z%  10S RE(Inclusion of Other in the Self
scale; Aron, Aron, & Smollan, 1992)% F\ T, »{—h
F—lOFEMNED S LH LKL TODHIDEFE L3RS
FORTz, ZORENL 7 HHET, R IF L S—N)
—RENENHTEEIINTEY, PP RELRDITE
S /S ==L DM OBV REL 2D,

BRG T EBRICHE T 58FEGTE et
Geb LTl e o) RUBE Crid - 220, 2008), 285 B
{RE RS UT- B ST FE-3< B 2 N (Impett,
Gable, & Peplau, 2005), H:EHEFREMills, Clark,
Ford, & Johnson, 2004)2&&(2LC, HE/s —#EHR
\ZH T iR TEIR EE(L7 T H )& ERk L, 7 {5
FoETUTESRNA~T: ETHILKYTIEED)TH
& R7-(Table 1),

ENRBICHITEEENRE [BIERERO/NS—M
— EDIEBIRICIIT DA ERIREHZRIE T D701,
2009 DI ERE L 7= B AR Z 381 D ERIRAE R
FEMD BN R FH B 2 E A E S5 7THH
ZHRU Tz, SER(2009)1 3., TR Sk SE4 18
BAERL, SHIZFOHRET LIEEEIERL T, HT
IEFEDENE T R TUZO%R DT AL EEEFA TRIE Y
ROTND, Lo, AWFZETIL, BRI T
S TEEARERRIEE G L LT DT | BRI

HERFAAERE I, HAZTAELWEREDZ L0305,

[OBNWEREDZEN DD | UL EC 7 EQ: £
STEYTIRESRNA~T: ETHEY TUTES) TEIZ
&Rz,

#aR

BEEGITEIR EORET

AWFIE TR L T B 7 — 2 BRFRIC 51T Dl i
ITBIRE DR FAEZ 23572012, 17 AR
RN TN E4T -T2, B TEOREEIRDNT.T72,
2.065, 1.142, 0.842, .. )BIL U ATHEMD G, 1
FAREABRALT 2, IICRF8% 1 ITFREL ThRolis
\CEDRRIN T 5AT-722 24, 1 THETA Ak
DEMREHEFFTD120DI12, A SALEHZEEESTHD
LEIE, WOBIBEZ TS DO AT E23.40 A TH
STTZDBRANL BRI T2 To 7, B9l
L7= 16 HHH O FAfiE% Table 1 {TRY, 70073y
IOIEHEMARENT a = 1928 THY, 072 NAHAE
MRS,

WIZ, FEERLE A YA RS D720 2 IRhE e T

5L, I0S RES B L OSBRI E OHRIR LA
B L7=(Table 2), MFhEG T T LRI EES
DN T0S REFFMREITA B ERE RS2
ENTRIEND, ZHUSKL T, @RS T8 T 89
7R BRVEITHERE S INEE T D Z L5, ACHEIIR TR
B TENG S S ADFIRZ R+ RIS NS, FIRIHT
OFESR, G TEN RS TOS RESREDOMIZIE,
BRSBTS T (r=.087, p=.385)., iFEh#EIGS T
G AIRE ORICIL, A B TIEHHEOD
BN RSNT-(r=-172, p=.083), LA LDZEMND,
WRTRRE R T RS O HEE R E 2 4 MR Lo D FR i T
NTCNBEEZ LIS,

{RERDIRET
BAFOFENHR RS L O SO A RIRE%% Table2
VR, BIRANZA G a0 TENMS R d L OV
RIGRAE SR A B EOFBIZ RUTZ (s = .234~273,
ps = .006~.018), F7=, AR T AU LBFANG
JBE A B2 IEOFIREE /R U= (r = 351, p=.000),

WIZ, BUR RS EE 7 — BRI i
TTEYEAREL | ST T8N DS BN A A A (et 5
HEVD T ARG EA T | Wi REAET Y
P& D55 4T -1~ (Figure 109, ZDhE %, BUEAL
B RESATENC S L CTHBERIED N REEZRL
(y=.273, p=.005), el TEN LBFIATHRAE %t
L CAHERIEOZF(B= 311, p=.002)%/RL7=,

Fio BIRARLED B BRI AT G ~ D EEZh R (y
= .234, p = 018, ik TEA A A5 L CE
FTINTEDTZHE AE TR 7=(y =149, p
= .127), 51T, Sobel test kA TEIOEA
RO EAT T2 ZA, HERIEI RSN (2 =
2.139, p = .032), L7=23 >, 7 S— T —~DEFIA
FBAEI, BRI I TV A L T Eo T
WD RTREMEDS RS LT

EZR

AWFZEO BRI, BER AL G759 Bl 72 5B
FROBEAT m A% | ARERARICIS T DitbR ) TEh S
DOEENORT AL Tho7, HEE T T
(ZEDHTORER BIRARZA iR TEh AL
Fr R TEN DA R EIE A Rl T, S5
(2, AR TEN S BRSNS BRI AN & oD B
BT, ZIWHORESIE, BURARZ O Ev VEA
23, A3t G BRHERF I & L C o Rl I, TEh A L0
G FOFER, =N — (TR RS &
ERXT LD BRI A RET 25D ThDH, BR AL
WRNEA TR A /AR S E 5 T r ke AT, 2 SDRRD
BLED IR T DZENATRETH D, H—I2, BURARL



Table 1 B/ BRI Db T8 UL

TH H B I 2O TE H &) F1 ® M SD
13 A SADMBIHDNADTZOIT, A SADHDERIZHEITHIR THhD, 167 589 3.314 1.489
17 A SANTRICABNDTZDIT . A SADEKRE G- 2N RABYETh D, 7147 558 3.216 1.390
9 A ZANTHDONTKT, B3RS TH, A SADTZDIINL THIFHZENIF 47 558 3157 1461
EAETHD, ) ' ' '

3 AZNITRICAGNDT=DOIT, FAT A SANDRDRL TS, 722 522 3569 1.493
1 A ST T A SADTDITIRBIR0, oNT-LIpNW & TH AL C 713 509 2755 1518
RBIENRIERITLN, ' ' ' '

7 ASMCRIZAGNATEDIZ, TASSZFIETIUD W Lot EosTU0A, 699 489 8.245 1.650
10 A SAEDBURHERFOT-0720 R I Fo7-< L Fa0 ), 694 481 3.333 1.582
2 ASAITKIZAGNATZDIC A SADLTUTLWZ LA EFICEZ TWVD, 874 454 3912 1.456
14 ASADBKIZALIZK T, A SADFEEDTDIATEIT 5, 661 437 4.147 1.531

Aé/\/ LJ\%%LE)K \— ‘L\\—Lofl/\é;&%Aé/\/ ikhk’fﬁx%ﬂfi
8 s 642 413 2588 1.352
12 AZANZILKEDNIZNERN, Fo7eK A DERABZIELIY, 839 408 2.402 1.269
6 AZAITHINDTZDIRG, A SADTZDIZE AT O Z LN TE D, 835 404 2775 1.515
1 ASAIZRIZABNATZDIT, A SADERESHET 2 HIZKIZL THD, 629 395 3569 1.493
A DOEUENE NSz =T ZHASDOEE 11
16 éfu& BURNE LK LN T A7 WIZHOREBEINZT 616 379 2.894 1431
LE,
15 A SAEDBUREHMEFTAT-DIT, HIZ A SAMCEATLHZDZEELX TS, 597 357 4.608 1.380
4 ASALOBREHEEFT 572010, A SADBTCIHEIEZIZ CLES TV, 531 282 3.020 1.548
%l AIEH A SAEDEMRAHERFT D201, A SALEIZLEE-TNHEE
5 N 3461 1.433
I, WVOBEZ TN,
R7&F5 7236

W1 n=102, FiiE

D E MBI L DR  TEN L, R E | Bl
72 BHRA~ DAL BB AL COD IR CBIFE( L
BATHEMED DD, BAGASA N LA TEIRUGE O Bh#EA et
LIZ A TIFZE T, B8RO IO (A B R A M &
NG HEANDZENEL FARN LV v FaT—
Lal iR EE AW IIO BB TH, BT
AR DSBS TR TN T, BF DRSO AS
AR DITENIS B BT, ZIHDZENE, B
AL EL S BRE I TEN L, RO ERIZRIEIEH
MAESNADHEIZ B W TAER LTV EE LD,

H U, BIRARZO @V MENIL, FENDEZIS T,
H 72 X — M — O BRICEEZ R UL T<

(Campbell, Simpson, Boldry, & Kashy, 2005), Z1%
BRI DR R, BN TE R L0 o4 A D ]
MR B D, —IICIE=a— T L, HDVNIR YT 1
TR FEThH->Th | BIRARZO @V ME AT LS T
TN ==L DORRE DT IO R ETHD
LRRNSIVD ATREMEI X 2B 26D, 128203, BA
EREITE, Byl = —DEARTZNE DA R
STWEEE, HDHVNE, B3I TOFHEZ AR (252
TI2OHOD FHFHIATE LT0IE ST DR TR LT
EZZCWDLHEEIRED, HEIRE ROV ENTE
2. BURZO @\ ME NI XBIREA~ DB LS 2 D)
HLALRY Y,



Table 2 #2ELDFLdHR HEFS JOTHBREL

ERUy e FHBAEREL
M SD 1 2 3 4
1. ZZBIHICH) 16.422  16.548
2.108 4725  1.642 116
3. PRz 3595  0.833 .886 1907 099
4. IR T 3277  1.024 .928 -1727 087 273 ™
5. B RS 3850  1.169 .782 145 -229* 234" 351"
1) n=102,* p<.01,* p<.05,1 p<.10
% 2) I0S: Inclusion of Other in the Self scale
R>= 075
R T
g 312%*
934149 R?=.055—.144
BAtRAZE BUNANTRRE

*%* p<.01,*p<.05

PR R 2T

Figure 1 BAGRANZZ7N TR TRV ST L CRUFI RN R E T 5B Bt V)

FD—FT, ARG CYERL T il R S TR D
UL I0S REMSREA B BRI A RE 72 o T,
Ol EFhE TENE RN EE S TEiE X
B35 L CEERLERA RO, LFRFEIRASND
DiE. BEPMERSIL, /S—M—Z B CIZHBDIAALT
WAEEETHD(Aron, Aron, & Norman, 2002), Zi
RFL T, IBRRER TN, S—h T — BBk
RafGHZ % HINELTATEI Ch D, RIS TE X,
BROUGEAHIREL T ThNAIZH ) 5T, SRR
AR TEIL /S — N —& B A TUWDT R
TS | ZEI L CLEIDTHD,

F7z, IRFRER TEMS R S — E DR,
AOMBEMRERL Tz | Z OB IA B
MZEEFES T, 2T, A GE D RFEIC R
HAILTRY, AR TLAIAK 16 4 H & AR
LIRS 2B 2 HIVD, R TEN ZF AL
2@ 0720 BURARZD @< | IR TEA 1719
BN, FFED /S —h ) — ORI R
TRDATREMEDS IV Y, — 7, BIRANZEDMEN MIE I, AR
BRI )b IBRREIS TEE E0I2V, A1,
R NRCTIFRE |, 73— — LD ARG D i3 &
DREWZENTHIESND T TN ERIBIC, BRREE T
ZEMMEETHAD,

AHARDEZE

ABFFED E L, SETEhE T A A A2k
T, BURRLZOEVMEANTHHTH, 7S~ —~D3H
FIAREZ @D TS T e et a2 R LT R dH D,
FATIFGEDET NMAEH, 2009, 2010) Tl BHERZEN
T ERIEAE O EHE 2B LTl T, &
TEMIBIE DML A MIET DI, BEATANVOERE
N R SRREA S SR AL TN, BAEAZ A TVITARA
Hicho> THERAEELVO BRI S —F
(Hamilton, 2000), % DRigEERe—EPHIFER 15RO
L) EIRLIEE T S (Lewis, Feiring, & Rosenthal,
2000), AHFFEOHFIZHS L BURARZ DR MEA
(XL C, EEREI TE R S DTN EOIC T AT D
ATV N —=0 T E TG HZE T, 28— —
~OBFIREEAE I TELEEZ HND,
FRELREE

BRI ABFEOREE A4 DL O\ Tl S,
T, AFFE IR TEIR B O TIP3
MRS TRL T, REORGED R+ ThD muT
IR, Flo, T —H DOIEED R AT TEY,
K BBEROBEED 153 TRV Y, A1k i
T, 7 A% LRI D0 ER DD, S5
(2, B S — N — L DBRIT, AL ADRE D



XNZK TR T B, LT3 o T, 23 —h— DB
DHVRHERC , _T I DA G T DA g
HZEHLTEETHD, BRI HASATERUGIZ AL
TE, S —DEEALA NV ED I HAEFIh RN T
#£3 5(Feeney, 1999), iEFhE) S TENZ DOV THRHEEIZ,
PRI =R THLE A0, WFE TEE T
FO7eG A ENTBIFATRRIE 2 K 55705 ATHE
MbdDd, SHIL, T T —HHDNT ST NOM
HYERDZ AF I I A% L2 DN D,

Fio, FATIITE IR, FHEMOBERRE o
FIFBHROM ST T, BAEAZANEL TORURALEER
TEMIRE . BRI I ORI BN B 5 2 L S
NTWBEEL, 2009, 2010), —J7, AFFEDV 7 v
AR CBADRNN KD HTHY |, =B
Tt BRI OB SR B GRS\ T
b AWFIELFRRD I ZAAEONDIRGE TR, 550D
WFFE I, RIRBHRO IO e BRI o7- 25 B fRA Xf
GiLUT BT EDRD NS,

S ABUREAIZET D BHIOOEDIE, AH DL
HEHOEREELT-HT I07%, BRIt ABIfRE5<7-
DORNEEATHIETHD, ADEFEHRZHE D
MTFESATOITETEY, ZINETIC, BEASA
JAZ Lo TRk NBR OB E R 2 A2 i T &
DIEDRESNTET, UL, ZOAD=A AL CTUE
RIZARB 2 B\, FERANZIE, REEIRBAEALA
R0, TENI e 5B RAE 73— FUT 4 DR AR
PRITINZ ., E NSO ERDP B RIE T o' A0,
UWDNZL T DA CE DO E R 5208
EEND,
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The effects of attachment anxiety and over-adaptation
on affiliation-dissatisfaction in romantic relationship

Shinya SUZUKI (Graduate School of Education and Human Development, Nagoya University)
Tasuku IGARASHI (Graduate School of Education and Human Development, Nagoya University)
Toshikazu YOSHIDA (Department of Education, Gifu Shotoku Gakuen University)

Although previous research has suggested that attachment anxiety has a negative impact on romantic
relationships, the mechanisms underlying this effect have not been clarified. We hypothesized that at-
tachment anxiety affects over-adaptation—defined as making efforts to curb one’s needs or wants to meet
the external demands or expectations for the purpose of maintaining one’s romantic relationship—which
in turn affects affiliation-dissatisfaction in a romantic relationship. Analysis of data from 102 undergrad-
uates who reported having a romantic partner supported our hypotheses. Results suggest that
over-adaptation for the sake of relationship maintenance results in attachment anxiety, which in turn

increases affiliation-dissatisfaction.

Keywords: adult attachment, attachment anxiety, over-adaptation, affiliation-dissatisfaction, romantic

relationship.



