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Abstract

In order to examine the effects of father presence and adult attachment on college students’ core
self-evaluation, we used the simplified version of the Father Presence Scale, the Adult Attachment
Scale, and the Core Self-Evaluation Scale to investigate 455 college students from several colleges
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and universities in Anhui Province, China. The results showed that father presence, attachment
security, and core self-evaluation were positively correlated with each other, while father pres-
ence and attachment anxiety were negatively correlated with each other; second, attachment se-
curity and attachment anxiety played a parallel mediating role between father presence and core
self-evaluation. The results of this study reveal that father presence directly affects college stu-
dents’ core self-evaluation level, and to a certain extent, indirectly affects college students' core
self-evaluation level through attachment security and attachment anxiety.
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1. 5|18

HE N EACEE LN — KK, INASOR IR EE N TR 45 K IR W AT 3. ARt
FOE NN F RAEE —Fh FIREEERBIN . H Krampe $2H T L FRACERSE R —MEREE. R
SRAEA (father presence) B WIN TR, SCRMZLT—EEE, JLFEEE. J5K Krampe (2009). /0 HE45(2017)
RRETIEAMES, WNLRACEYB AR FR BN, TR TFRAEZEM, FL#mlEdEarssE
RIS DA S BESE R B NI, BEIERSCEE R, JFHET SR — I WERSCER R 3k
TEM TR R T 0 B R TACRMER, BT O CErsRin T et . BB MRSk R,
PATEET 46 B ASCEE R R B FRBIER, TATFGEKR I, SRR TR T R PR —A4
HHAFEIfER?

DMERF LR, SORAEN 2 F 2 N BRI Z .0 BRI, #5173 2 B R MPF(Reuven-Krispin
etal, 2021).  “#%Cr HEIFEAN (core self-evaluation)” #% Judge & Bono (2001)7 SUN: AMEXS H &5 1A
EFT A R EEARRIEY, HAE N — RSV, SRmAMAR T 7, BE. BRMAEEK. e
Jo3 s P AR — R BT DU IR AZ O B VP o SCRAEAIAKCP R ST, #4110 B 87Kt 2 b (7 221
R, RIBKAE S 2019) 0 B SCRAEAL 2 (4] b A= 4 SE A R A B RGOl 18, [ 3275, 2020),
OGP S EGHE/D T, B, SER, XEE, 2012). WK, MACEREL. AEE—ii
¥ L EEGEERE S PME, WNECHEREE, MEHCHEAEO,

[FIT, e NI AR 22 4 5 AR A A N 5 AR KT 5% . M7 (attachment), W E X
N 5 AR B — RSB B R4 (PR 227, 2018). J5 9 Hazan £ Shaver (1987)3 % 1 KA HITE
AN NI S T IBHESEE R JBIKZR IS R . Sperling & Berman (1994)%% i A K75 (Adult attachment) & XA, 4
AT SRS ) 2: 4R dERF SRS MR T I — PR E R . Bowlby PN AR5 kAR —
WA RRT RN R, WEFZE KRR LR EB R, —#araxTaHCK, B
WREA A BAEFHE 5, XA 5 I A FB AR U Bl I 1) (R HERS 3B N A (4 5L, S50 7, AU,
TKE, 2019), BONAMENBR BB ER . WRACEE R EATR T 20— ME IR E FPIRES, =T H
A R K2 b T — N EEBAR PR A5 (Simard et al., 2011). M, SOBREAM KRS SER N RS
FTRIE . ARV B, R4 KA (Reuven-Krispin et al., 2021). 1M A BEANTEAL S B IR A L&
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S—HEFSERRENT, T RAKEK R (Neumann, 2017).  PAEIF FUUESE R A4 B S SEIE KR
FREE MR, B2 520 H O — /MRS VER: RZ, IR KA .0 B S TERER K R 2 20055,
AT 2B R KRR LR, RN ARG R 2 B, B ST AIE 26 (2 0, f11f, 2020). Bowlby
PRt ERAREEE, RN, IR INEN B O — MR R P . RN T(2015)
TUE S R AR A i ik B BV (1 s A XS = AR S o S e A AR AR S 2 A 15 A T B PRI B AR
FIIFH — L AR PR IGAE O RS, P an &1 ik 2098 & B 1 AR TE H BAIFN 7K F(Monteleone et al.,
20210 A A(2021) WAESEAR AR B8 . ARANAR SR SIEAL 230 FF . L BRI AREWEREGE RS
(G R T o 7 A 90 R BA SR AE ALK BE PT DAL, tH ] L@ e A AR 2 11w A FH B2 i K 22 AR 1
DI, VL 20215 JARS, 2020). 4F%5 AN(Q019) BEA AR LEE 15 F
JE A T 2 IR ER RS DL R 1) B IR G T

gx b, ARYEASCHER A B SR, BRATACH SR AERL KT BEE 2 2 S T+ £ 1 HAR A8 22 42 7K P Al
%O BIRVPNKT . BRI, AR, SORTENL. B, O BERIPNAEEREM KR, FEHK
MRS AESRLEN 5100 B BN AR Z A — A E
2. RFE
2.1. #ik

AU FCEIL T B8 5 FreE i AT BEALh AR A 2, — I3 KA 0 500 44, 7R A (A
T 120s PASIE R [A1 20 8 T ide B R AZTE T & I RS AR i N R 6 5, 43 2046 2000 4 455 17

AU FMEE AN A5 5 . SCBFEVER E T AT U WA 5% R A A A2 SCREAS IR 0 1R, X
SR BT B GRS A A .

2.2. AR

2.2.1. RFFEAENEE R AR (FPQ-R-B)

A SEAEA 5B (1 52 SR A SR AE A 1) 36 f 2N (FPQ-R-B), 447 31 MR, /r N=AmbrgeE, 3t
JANN R, EHT 18 FULEMEN, BoMEIEAEEM K FEGE D, SER, B, S
T, 2012)e ZARIRWFFT Cronbach’s o RELE 0.827~0.933 . [A].

2.2.2. RAKERIRAAS)

PRSP 58 K H Collins F1 Read (1990) 4 il (1) i AK 5 5 (The Adult Attachment Scale, AAS),
BRI KBFIEE = ER, SHEE I8 AN HCGRHGH, 7k{5, XIPhfl, 2004). AXZSMETAR
WHFL, KR AL B2 & T KA 22 4 4k [ (Ravitz et al., 2010). AIKATFEHIH] Cronbach’s o RECHN
0.841,

2.2.3. BB RITEMER(CSES)

O BRI IVFE K judge dail, FHEBUEENBITIRCAR, —3E 10 88, F 6 #E&IATH 8,
KH 5 At BomE R A0 BN KR (Judge et al., 2003; FHEEEG GKA, B, 2012). 1
154K Cronbach’s o Z%5 0.893.

2.3. GiitAabiE

AR SPSS23.0 HEAT G vH AL FE, AT B R YE G, JSLAEA ¢ K56, Pearson AHIG /T .
K FH Hayes (2013)[f) SPSS #if PROCESS #EAT H /250N (146 B0 Ab L
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3. ZRE S
3.1. £RGERERR

AT 5K Harman LR R AGIGXT 59 AT H AT IR R R R 00T, 451 BN IER AT 1 13t
H 141, BEWSIRRE 70.69%M 77 485, H—NRTFRIARER AN 23.85%, Ui A 5T AAFAE ™ & 3L [H 77
1AW 2 0]

3.2. #RMESET AR S EBEIRIEX S

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation matrix among major variables

1. REETEEAR MG AE KB

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. SRTEALE Y 374 2123 1

2. HACERIKR 3.71 16.48  0.95™ 1

3. FKEERFRK AR 4.11 573 070" 0.54™ 1

4. HRIEEE 3.13 482 033" 012" 0.05 1

5. B0 BN 3.48 6.64 031" 032" 030"  -0.06 1

6. k4 3.33 588 034 035" 026 0.01 0.43*" 1

7. KRR 2.75 501 —021™  -023"  —021"  0.14™ -0.52"** —042™ 1

*k 7E0.001 ZHICWE), MHFRMERE.

REFARISCRIEAL, 20 BIIPNY, KBS0 # T EIRIME . SRR EE T, KEN
bRk R&1G0mm, SICRMRAMENRZERE R R¥EARRB &M 505 TREERSE S

IR ASCRAENL . BRSO B IRV =E 3T Pearson AT, TEAZSR I 1, SOERLEAL
M A ol BHIRVN =35 Z [RAFAE N 235 IEAE G, AHCRENAE 0.313 22 0.427 Z[El(p < 0.001); A%
TEOL O IRV KR RS =38 Z WAFAE P I 2 35 RAE DG, A DG REFE-0.523 £2-0.207 Z [al(p < 0.001).

TE 53 BT S SRAEAL I 73 YR FE 5 B NAR AR B Az B IRVPN BAH GO BRI R I, A RSCEMIE & 5k
A J izt H P AR R AH % (p > 0.001), (HE5KERE R BZE IEMHK@E=0.137,p<0.001). HAh
{14 53 4k 5 40 55 S AR LA [

3.3. PABMKLE

MRAE FRH S R AT, SOSRTEAL 5 RS K% 0 H B 2 A 2 B E MR, &S
H A 20K 36 PR R B A — B

AU T N E AR AT . AR IR 2 TR R AN, S PN 1)
YERE, AREMRHIAE A AR AR IIRAT IS T A B8, BT DAAR YRBIE FUM A 2 A R A £ FE AR R FFAT
A TR .

K Hayes ) SPSS #fif: PROCESS #tH] model4 & bootstrap y2:3E4T o424 7 FRAG 6 AL B o

2 WoR, SCRTEATKF AT DU 2 E A TR AR 22 A 7KF . %0 B IR KF(B = 0.09, 8= 0.05, p <
0.001), A2 A% O B AP IE R BIUAE B3 (8 = 0.23, p < 0.001). [FE, 20 B BITFANTT BARE AL
SEAEAL KPR 3 IE [ T (B = 0.05, p < 0.001), B AKANAE FE/KF 23 71 [ BB = —0.54, p < 0.001). KR
FE K M 2 P ALSETEAL K P B35 4 m Tl (8 = —0.05, p < 0.001).
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Table 2. The mediating effect of attachment security and attachment anxiety on Father Presence and core self-evaluation

2. KD RE, KEEEBEXFAEMSK L BHIFN Z B TR

EEpyE ARG TREL EVEESErESis
it ik
PRl A EES R F __HA g t
i R REp
A4 SRAESL 0.34 0.12 60.02 0.09 0.01 7.75""
KA AETE SLRTENL 0.21 0.04 20.30 -0.05 0.01 451"
SLSRTENL 0.05 0.01 3.95*
# ;: E\& (N 0.59 0.35 80.07 0.23 0.01 460"
R LE -0.54 0.56 -9.61"

Table 3. Bootstrap analysis of mediation effect

= 3. RAMHY Bootstrap 534

BRRLAE BOOTSE  BOOTCI F BOOTCI L A& NAE
SRR 0.10 0.01 0.07 0.13
SR 0.05 0.01 0.03 0.07 48.98%
SRAEAL - A4 - %0 B RIT 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.04 22.45%
SRAEAL - MOASERE - 0 B BIT 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.04 26.53%
AT A B AR LR 0.01 0.03 -0.04 0.07
BB 0.05 0.01 0.03 0.08 51.02%

RYEZE 3 AT, SCRIEADN 20 B BGFN BI E RN 0.05, AHXRANAE N 51.02% (95% K BAE X
[F]°4 0.03~0.08), F&HISQSEAEALNS 10 F RPN B BN 85 25 5 MK 7S 22 A A AL SEAE AL % 0 1 B AEA
AR FHRONAB R 0.02, FHRTRONAR R 22.45% (95% 1 B AS X 18] 0.01~0.04), HKANEE EAEA SEAER N
%0 F PN o B s E FH R 0.02, AHXS RURIAEN 26.53% (95% ) BLAS X 8] 0.01~0.04) 7 HIAK AR
2, WRAERIBTE SR S0 B BRIFM /8 R, R R A SR A& 1 T AR K
A W3 7 7 (95%IM B AE X 5] 4-0.04~0.07, 5 0).

gE b, REEE IR % 4 5 FEAE AR EAL 5% 0 B FATAN Z TR B — AN/ i A BIEH

4. it
4.1. RFEEM. KkERE, KEEESROBRIFNZEIRNXR

GEREIR, SORERLED . BICRINRR. FEAPRRRASREZEEEZEIEMEL, SREEER
WEGMIR, HHENETT Q01T UL R — 2. KAESE 1 R MR A A B Wik, JF H R0 A
AR XU, R SCRAE ALK T RES A BT KB B R R IR 2K, e A s
RPN AE AL . IR SOR M AZ AR A XA A N ST, IR T BEROTR
K& TEZ 7B WEZTIEL . Mgl REARNZEHHES R LM, RN R
PEAZAL AR B TR, A BRI SO, RIEH SR NRIBGR, XA
L LIES

A RACEHE S E SRS 2R F LM, KEARBFR A2, H 7R A e A RN
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A RICRINE S — R EAREZ T TSR RS, Xt 2 15 2% 7 X AR e 72
B JE R R & b SRR RN ) I AH g bty A AR N .

SORFERLRIBMEE T, HACRIR RS . FIEAPrR R R, 0B ACr B alim. X5
WD HEAE N (2016) BRI FLA IR — 3. RFIRSOERIEALK TG, 2% B OF — MNMBIFRIPEO A fed
K. NERE RV AT B QTSI B O A S, 2205 A0 B S K
SN T AR REERT, X B CRIPPIMRE 5 32 BISCBER IR0, SORLERL AT llim, — R W
A AN AR R B QS BRI BGR, XA AT T BEOKRKRE, ZTaHE B ORI
{H. ARIX R I e S il #O A AT I LA

WHRas R R, A% e, WRBEE S0 BBIPH KT AFEIEAG, SRR R — DB
12 A R R R S NG HORELY, BORBRARS, &2, —BRIEE RS S Ao =
B1E, FAABRGERER . ZERBEATZRTN R AR5, BRI AR OC R AL A . AR
MSLYE, J IR H CTERC R P A A BIARYE . RIS, JRATTH 20 A A V& AR AR U ) N AT
WRMNTIRAP ARSI E, BPFERDAATA — 2 MRS R, A4 R 2 K e s H B,
fIFACE, FRARATH PR R R A (5522, 2019), XA BE L2 AR AT 0 B B PPN B i Y
JE A

4.2. KERE ., KEEEEFEMSZLBRITN ZENFHITHRMER

WHFCEE REW], R 2 e AR AR RE XA ] U B — N 2 rR A AR A

—I7I, AR ARIRAN RN T 39.59%, I Ui SRAE AL 2B AR AN 2 A i K A AR A0 H R
PN 5 —J7 1, AR EE SR AR08 5 EE 31.63%. SOSRAEAL /KPR @I 1 Ik 2 i A fE, - AT
FEAR R 224 A% 0 B PP KT

JUEL L5 SRR R AR A S B2 — b A N BB RALL , X AP RAE 2 820 P A SN AR I AR
MES MR ERERINCR, SORS A AP — M, SR SR AN AR X
FEAAL, Amtintt, MRBUE RN G FRESR R . MINRIAEER U, BRI L 2K IS
X E SRR — M EESE, BEEIMERBMA, S5 E CRERPEER, Bt % KE
FA R G, AT S DA B A2 B TGS AR I AR Hh B A AR A R OR RS P . T — B
MR, BURAHEREN, Ram NliRZERE, BoRERANMIZBONEINEEENN, EiI2E
REREFRRAPRGEE, ®ITES, A PNEFRAaRTN, BRENE AR NE SRR
W55 71, MAERATES R AR T W a3t R T A A .

M AR RS AT B A 2 R B OB AR A8 A 2 O B B YRR [H)7R 2 76 10 P L 25T 1
B M. B, SRAHORAR B CIREER AN IR EHERE T, RRIT AU
HHOMEDARERE, o8 o ENeE, EalfE oA MEERIA O ek, B
I ESE & EININEOL, 28 AERPIMRARIR, HE2/7E BRI M EE

5. ZR5RR

ARSAE—RE R LIRS T SORFERIRE XK A A% 0 B BPPOT I RE R, DU RN RS AR e R K —
AMEM . BEFFBITTRE THASOSRAENL . AR 0 B IR =F KRR R SOSRAEN 5K
Wad Bl BEIFO 2P EF B, KBS SHEEE. a0 BRI 253 7
Ko WA a, WREEARIESCRAENL. ot B I ZIEE — A B . (HABE AR L
RAE, B, RROPFOCREE T 2BE Ml e, BEARER D, A E UAREAN K
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SFAERER, AT FUECR B2 B RER, Bouln] BE t T AE S VR RN DAR oAt ) J DR A sk i B
QUSRI AUHT TR N D2 G AR 2R AR, W DUE SR — 5] A D 22 bRl
1T .

e, A ESCRATTAT BUR SR N 5T, IR T SRR AT Ay KSR RE ST (i R A
MR, 22— 2a K, bR, HEARAWLURILE CrDEE, R E .
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