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[ Abstract]

moderating effect of peer relationships and romantic relationships. Methods: Totally 410 college students were selected to

Objective: To explore the relationship between parent—young relationships and self-differentiation, and the

fill in the Differentiation of Self Inventory(DSI) and Relationship Quality Version(RQV) to evaluate self-differentiation, par-
ent—young relationships, peer relationships and romantic relationships. Results: (D1In the higher peer discord group, the
predictive effect of father—young discord on self-differentiation was significant(simple slope=—0.75, =-6.25, P<0.001); In
the lower peer discord group, the predictive effect of father—young discord on self-differentiation was significant(simple
slope=—0.33, 1=—2.54, P<0.01). @In the higher romantic discord group, the predictive effect of mother—young closeness on
self—differentiation was significant(simple slope=0.53, =2.65, P<0.01); In the lower romantic discord group, the predictive
effect of mother—young closeness on self—differentiation was not significant(simple slope=—0.11, =—0.55, P>0.05). @In the
higher romantic discord group, the predictive effect of mother—young discord on self—differentiation was significant(simple
slope=-0.85, =—4.25, P<0.001); In the lower romantic discord group, the predicted effect of mother—young discord on self—
differentiation was not significant (simple slope=—0.37, =—1.85, P>0.05). Conclusion: Both peer and romantic relation-
ships have moderating effects on the relationship between father—young relationships and self-differentiation.
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