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ABSTRACT
Adult attachment style has consequences for mental health, interpersonal functioning 
and emotion regulation. This occurs partly deliberately, also referred to as explicit, 
and partly on an automatic level outside of conscious awareness, also referred to 
as implicit. Whereas explicit adult attachment can be assessed with self-report 
instruments, measurement of implicit adult attachment requires indirect methods. 
This paper describes the psychometric properties of two Implicit Association Tests 
measuring general adult attachment in a population sample. The study evaluated the 
reliability and the validity of the Avoidant Attachment IAT (ANX-IAT) and the Anxious 
Attachment IAT (AVOID-IAT). Validity was evaluated against self-report measures of 
adult attachment style (RQ), psychopathology (SQ-48), and well-being (MHC-SF). The 
split-half reliabilities of both IATs were good; the test-retest reliability of the ANX-IAT 
was adequate; however the AVOID-IAT had low test-retest reliability. Both IATs did not 
explain variance in psychopathology additional to explicit measures. The AVOID-IAT 
showed added value over explicit measurement of avoidant attachment in explaining 
variance in well-being, particularly regarding emotional and psychological well-being. 
The ANX-IAT did not explain variance in any measure of well-being additional to the 
explicit measure of anxious attachment. Our findings provide a basis from which more 
valid IATs measuring general adult attachment can be developed. Furthermore, they 
suggest that implicit avoidant attachment might be related to well-being, particularly 
emotional and psychological well-being. However, further research is needed to 
investigate the role of implicit general adult attachment in mental health and to 
optimize the two IATs in terms of validity before clinical use is recommended.
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PSYCHOMETRIC EVALUATION OF 
TWO IMPLICIT ASSOCIATION TESTS 
MEASURING ADULT ATTACHMENT

Attachment style evolves in childhood as an adaptive 
response to separation from a primary attachment figure 
(Bowlby, 1988). The interaction between the caretaker 
and child provides the child with internal working models 
of the self and the attachment figure (Ainsworth et al., 
1978; Bowlby, 1988). These models show both stability 
and change over time (Fraley, 2002; Fraley & Roisman, 
2019), and are especially, though not exclusively, 
influenced by experiences in close relationships (Baldwin, 
1999; Davila et al., 1999; Leary et al., 1995; Murray et al., 
2000). The process of accommodation is most of the time 
gradual, but occasionally changes are abrupt and radical 
(Bowlby, 1988), especially in case of major relationship 
events such as marriage, divorce, or losing a loved one 
(Baldwin, 1999; Davila et al., 1999). These events might 
activate psychological protection mechanisms of which 
individuals are not or just partly aware, with behavioral or 
social consequences (Davila & Cobb, 2003; Mikulincer et 
al., 2004). Though attachment style evolves in childhood, 
new attachment bonds develop in adolescence and 
adulthood leading to a pattern of thoughts, emotions, 
and behavior in the context of relationships, referred to as 
adult attachment style (Fraley & Roisman, 2019). Studies 
on adult attachment to a romantic partner revealed 
that individual differences in attachment style can be 
measured along two dimensions: anxiety and avoidance 
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2016). The individual’s position on 
the anxiety dimension indicates the extent to which one 
worries about the partner’s availability or responsivity, 
with a high score leading to dependent behavior. The 
individual’s position on the avoidant dimension indicates 
the extent to which one trusts the partner’s intentions, 
with a high score corresponding with emotional 
distance and independence. One’s position on these 
two attachment dimensions predicts affect regulation, 
adjustment, and relationship quality (Mikulincer & 
Shaver, 2016). A high score on either of the dimensions, 
or both, is considered to represent attachment insecurity. 
More precisely, four prototypes are distinguished. Secure 
people (low on avoidance, and low on anxiety) feel 
comfortable with intimacy and autonomy. Preoccupied 
people (high on anxiety) constantly worry in relationships 
and are striving to gain respect because of their low 
self-esteem. Dismissive people (high on avoidance) are 
autonomous to the detriment of the relationship with 
others. Fearful people (high on avoidance and on anxiety) 
feel unlovable and do not trust others: they fear rejection 
and avoid contact (Griffin & Bartholomew, 1994).

Over the past decades, theoretical frameworks have 
been developed about two qualitatively different mental 
systems, labelled with different names, such as two-
system, dual-mode, and dual-process. These models 

have in common that they direct attention to mental 
states and their implications at the level of processing, 
representation, and amount of control (Keren & Schul, 
2009). They explain how thoughts are the result of 
two processes, often an automatic and unconscious 
implicit process, and a conscious explicit process. This 
framework may also be applicable to attachment. In a 
series of six studies Mikulincer, Shaver, Bar-On and Ein-
Dor (2010) showed that insecure attached individuals 
were ambivalent in their relational tendencies, wishing 
to be close to their relationship partners but also fearing 
rejection. This attitudinal ambivalence toward the 
romantic partner was observed using both explicit and 
implicit measures. Whereas explicit adult attachment 
style can be assessed with self-report instruments 
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2016), the assessment of implicit 
adult attachment requires indirect measurement 
procedures that index automatic psychological attributes, 
termed implicit measures (De Houwer et al., 2009). 

Implicit measures have been developed across 
several domains, including attitude, self-esteem, and 
stereotypes. Well-known tests are the Stroop Task (Stroop, 
1935), the Rorschach inkblot test (Bochner & Halpern, 
1942), and the Thematic Apperception Test (Morgan & 
Murray, 1935). The reliability and validity of these tests 
however, remain controversial (Uhlmann et al., 2012). 
More recent examples of implicit measurements are the 
Extrinsic Affective Simon Task (De Houwer, 2003), the 
Affect Misattribution Procedure (Payne et al., 2005) and 
the Implicit Association Test (Greenwald et al., 1998). 
Though implicit measures are not appropriate for every 
construct (Uhlmann et al., 2012), including both implicit 
and explicit measures yields better prediction in domains 
such as attitudes (Leavitt et al., 2011), personality and 
self-concept (Johnson & Saboe, 2011), beliefs (Reynolds 
et al., 2010) and affect (Johnson & Lord, 2010). De 
Houwer and De Bruycker (2007) used the Extrinsic 
Affective Simon Task and the Implicit Association Test 
for implicit measurement of political attitudes, food 
preference and homosexuality. The IAT measures 
consistently outperformed the Extrinsic Affective Simon 
Task. A meta-analysis by Greenwald et al. (2009) showed 
that the predictive validity of the IAT in domains such 
as stereotypes and prejudice outperformed self-report, 
while self-report measures had a stronger predictive 
validity in other domains such as political preferences. 
Although critical comments are formulated that cannot 
be ignored (Fiedler et al., 2006; Gawronski et al., 2009; 
Meissner et al., 2019), the IAT is a widely used instrument 
to assess psychological concepts such as attitudes, 
especially for socially sensitive topics. 

In recent years, several IATs in the field of attachment 
were developed including an implicit attachment to 
the self (Dewitte et al., 2008; Venta et al., 2016), to 
one’s mother (Ren et al., 2011; Zayas & Shoda, 2005), 
one’s father (Venta et al., 2016), one’s partner (Banse & 
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Kowalick, 2007; Zayas & Shoda, 2005) and to a specific 
attachment figure (Dewitte et al., 2008). However, to our 
knowledge, IATs measuring general adult attachment 
style are lacking. The term ‘adult attachment style’ 
refers to a constellation of knowledge, expectations 
and insecurities that individuals hold about themselves 
and their relationships (Fraley & Roisman, 2019). 
General adult attachment represents the way in which 
individuals approach close relationships in general. First 
of all, this may differ from how a person thinks and feels 
about a specific figure such as the mother, father or the 
romantic partner, but even more important, research 
has demonstrated that adult attachment style has 
broad consequences for mental health, interpersonal 
functioning and emotion regulation (Crowell & Treboux, 
1995; Hayden et al., 2017; Pietromonaco & Beck, 2019; 
Ravitz et al., 2010). 

This paper describes the psychometric properties 
of two newly developed IATs measuring implicit 
general adult attachment. More precisely, this paper 
evaluates the psychometric properties of the AVOID-IAT, 
representing the extent to which an individual implicitly 
views himself as being relationally avoidant, and the 
ANX-IAT, representing the extent to which an individual 
implicitly views himself as being relationally anxious.

Firstly, the reliability of both the AVOID-IAT and 
ANX-IAT are examined. The internal consistency of the 
partner IAT, measuring implicit attitudes towards the 
romantic partner (Banse & Kowalick, 2007) and the 
split-half reliability of the IAT measuring relational self-
esteem with respect to one specific attachment figure 
(Dewitte et al., 2008) were found to be adequate to good 
(respectively α partner IAT= .83 and α relational self-
esteem =.80, α relational anxiety IAT = .80). Therefore, 
we expect the reliability of the developed AVOID-IAT 
and ANX-IAT to range from acceptable to good. In 
contrast, the test-retest reliabilities of IATs are in general 
less satisfactory (with a median of .56 across different 
studies) (Nosek et al., 2007). We thus anticipate lower 
test-retest reliabilities for both the AVOID-IAT and the 
ANX-IAT. 

Secondly, we expect that implicit avoidant attachment 
and implicit anxious attachment are two related, but 
different dimensions of implicit adult attachment. 
The correlation between the aforementioned IATs for 
attachment to a specific attachment figure (Dewitte et 
al., 2008; Ren et al., 2011) varied between r = .26 and r = 
.49. Therefore, we hypothesize the correlation between 
the AVOID-IAT and the ANX-IAT to be of moderate size.

Thirdly, as previous research has demonstrated that 
adult attachment styles have broad consequences 
for mental health, we expect significant associations 
between both IATs and measures of psychopathology 
and well-being, the last two representing the two 
continua of mental health (Keyes, 2005; Westerhof & 
Keyes, 2010). Although Mikulincer and Shaver  stated 

that adult attachment insecurities per se are unlikely 
to be sufficient causes of mental disorders (Mikulincer 
& Shaver, 2012), they represent major risk factors for 
psychopathology. Previous studies showed that subjects 
with an explicit insecure attachment style tend to 
report more psychopathology such as more depressive 
symptoms (Dagan et al., 2018; Wei et al., 2005), more 
anxiety (Davis et al., 2016; Kafetsios & Sideridis, 2006), 
more sleep disturbances (Belfiore & Pietrowsky, 2017) and 
exhibit less resilience in the face of distress (Maunder et 
al., 2006; Mikulincer et al., 2011). Findings relating implicit 
measures of adult attachment with psychopathological 
outcomes are scarce. Dewitte and colleagues (2008) 
found that the relational anxiety IAT, designed to capture 
the anxiety component of the relational self-concept, 
was significantly associated with negative feelings. More 
anxiously attached individuals felt more negative about 
the imagined separation from the attachment figure. 
Additionally, Venta and colleagues (2016) found some 
evidence for an association between the mother-IAT, 
representing the extent of endorsement of the implicit 
view that mother is available, and self-report measures 
of interpersonal problems, in particular with the self-
sacrificing subscale. Based on these findings, we expect 
both the AVOID-IAT and the ANX-IAT to be associated 
with psychopathology. 

Lane and Fink (2015) observed in emerging adults 
significant associations between explicit attachment 
anxiety and well-being, comprised of subjective life 
satisfaction and psychological well-being. This supported 
earlier studies such as Wei, Liao, Ku and Shaffer (2011) 
showing a significant negative association between 
attachment anxiety and subjective well-being, and Lavy 
and Litmann-Ovadia (2011) who observed a significant 
negative association between the avoidant and anxious 
explicit attachment orientations and satisfaction with 
life. Karreman and Vingerhoets (2012) showed that 
attachment anxiety was related to lower psychological 
well-being in a community sample. In addition, Felton and 
Jowett (2013) found significant correlations between the 
avoidant and anxious dimensions of explicit attachment 
and vitality, referring to perceptions of mental and 
physical aliveness and energy in general terms, as well 
as with well-being variables such as positive affect. These 
studies suggest significant associations between explicit 
adult attachment and well-being, more precisely with 
psychological and emotional well-being. The few studies 
examining implicit adult attachment and well-being 
seem to support these findings. Ren and colleagues (Ren 
et al., 2011) found a significant association between the 
implicit measures of adult attachment to mothers and 
subjective well-being. Banse and Kowalick (2007) showed 
that in stressful conditions the implicit attitude towards 
the romantic partner was associated with psychological 
well-being. Based on these studies, we expect both the 
AVOID-IAT and the ANX-IAT to be associated with well-
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being, more precisely with psychological and emotional 
well-being.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
PARTICIPANTS AND PROCEDURE
Participants for this study were recruited via convenience 
sampling within the social networks of psychology 
students of the Open University of the Netherlands. 
Inclusion criteria were age (≥ 18 years) and sufficient 
understanding of the Dutch language. Participants 
first completed online questionnaires, then completed 
computerized measures of implicit avoidant attachment 
and of implicit anxious attachment. The implicit 
attachment tests were administered again after two 
weeks. The study was approved by the Research Ethics 
Committee of the Open University of the Netherlands. 
Participation in the study was voluntary and participants 
gave digital informed consent after being fully informed 
about the study and having had the opportunity to have 
any questions answered.

MEASURES 
Implicit attachment. Two Single-Target Implicit 
Association Tests (IATs) were developed for this study 
to measure implicit attachment style: an Avoidant 
Attachment IAT (AVOID-IAT) and an Anxious Attachment 
IAT (ANX-IAT). The purpose of an IAT is to indirectly 
measure a construct by using the relative strength of 
the association between two pairs of concepts related 
to the construct (Greenwald et al., 1998). Participants 
were asked to sort stimuli representing four concepts 
into two response categories (termed ‘target’ categories 
and ‘attribute’ categories), each of which included two of 
the four concepts. When two concepts, sharing the same 
response key, are strongly associated, the sorting task is 
assumed to be easier than when the two concepts are 
either weakly associated or bipolar-opposites (Greenwald 
et al., 2003) and consequently the pertinent reaction 
time is assumed to be lower. The difference in response 
time reveals the automatic reaction towards a target 
object, in this case the self. The Single-Target Implicit 
Association Test (ST-IAT) measures the evaluation of 
a target object without the need to simultaneously 
evaluate a counter-category as in the original Implicit 
Association Test (Seagel et al., 2020).

A pilot study was conducted to select stimulus words 
representing the concepts. Based on the literature 
(Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991; Mikulincer & Shaver, 
2016), 43 adjectives were selected by the authors and 
categorized by 18 psychologists and 5 professional 
match-makers into “relationally avoidant,” “not 
relationally avoidant,” “relationally anxious,” “not 
relationally anxious,” or “not suitable”. The stimuli that 
were rated as most representative for these categories 
were subsequently selected (Nosek et al., 2005). The 

attribute categories in the ANX-IAT were “relationally 
anxious” and “not relationally anxious” (respectively 
shown in the left and right upper corners of the computer 
screen on which the IAT was presented). The attribute 
categories in the AVOID-IAT were “relationally avoidant” 
(left upper corner) and “relationally not avoidant” (right 
upper corner). Table 1 shows the used items in English 
equivalents of the Dutch words.

Following Greenwald et al. (1998), participants had 
to categorize words that were shown in the centre of 
a computer screen, by pressing a left (z) or right (m) 
response key. The IATs in the current study consisted 
of five blocks. The blocks were administered in random 
order. The response time on each trial was determined 
by measuring the time elapsed between stimulus onset 
and key press. 

Explicit attachment. The Relationship Questionnaire 
(RQ) (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991) consists of four short 
paragraphs describing four prototypical adult attachment 
styles: (1) Secure, (2) Preoccupied, (3) Dismissing, and (4) 
Fearful. Respondents rated the extent to which each of 
these four paragraphs described them on a Likert scale 
ranging from 1 (“does not at all apply to me”) to 7 (“fully 
applies to me”). RQ scores showed medium test-retest 
stability in previous research (Scharfe & Bartholomew, 
1994), were demonstrated to be independent from self-
deceptive biases (Leak & Parsons, 2001), and were highly 
correlated with other self-report measures and interview-
based assessments of attachment style (Schmitt et al., 
2004). Secure attachment is characterized by low levels of 
attachment-related anxiety and low levels of attachment-
related avoidance, and fearful attachment is characterized 
by high anxiety and high avoidance. Preoccupied attachment 
is characterized by high anxiety (and low avoidance), 
representing explicit anxious attachment. Dismissive 
attachment is characterized by high avoidance (and low 
anxiety), representing explicit avoidant attachment.

Psychopathology. The Symptom Questionnaire (SQ-
48) (Carlier et al., 2012) is a validated screening tool for 
psychopathology. Four subscales are used to measure 
different aspects of psychopathology: depression, 
anxiety, somatization and agoraphobia. In addition, five 

NEGATIVE 
ATTRIBUTE 
ITEMS

POSITIVE 
ATTRIBUTE 
ITEMS

TARGET 
CATEGORY

AVOID-IAT Distant 
Closed
Absent
Insensitive

Contact seeking
Warm
Accessible
Available

Me
Myself
I
Mine

ANX-IAT Dependent
Emotional
Unpredictable
Weak

Strong
Open
Confident
Credible

Me
Myself
I
Mine

Table 1 The attributes and target items of the AVOID-IAT and 
ANX-IAT.

https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042


92Visser et al. Psychologica Belgica DOI: 10.5334/pb.1042

subscales assess specific aspects of problems in behavior 
and/or functioning: aggression, cognitive problems, social 
phobia, work and vitality/optimism. Examples items are 
“I struggled to get the day started”, “I felt jittery and 
nervous” and “I struggled to control my anger”. 

Respondents were asked to indicate what answer best 
applied to them, taking the past week as the reference 
period. Each item was rated by the respondent on a 
5-point Likert-scale from 0 (“never”) to 4 (“very often”). 
Scores were added to form a sum-score representing the 
amount of psychopathology. 

Well-being. The Mental Health Continuum Short 
Form (MHC-SF) (Lamers et al., 2011) was developed to 
measure the experience of positive feelings (emotional 
well-being, 3 items), positive functioning in individual life 
(psychological well-being, 6 items) and community life 
(social well-being, 5 items). Each item represents a feeling 
of well-being, of which the frequency in the last month 
is rated on a 6-point scale (0 = never to 5 = every day). 
Examples items are “During the past month, how often 
did you feel happy?” for emotional well-being, “During 
the past month, how often did you feel that your life has 
a sense of direction or meaning to it?” for psychological 
well-being and “During the past month, how often did 
you feel that you belonged to a community (like a social 
group, or your neighbourhood)?” for social well-being. 
Sum scores were computed for emotional well-being, 
social well-being, psychological well-being and total 
well-being. The total scale as well as the subscales of the 
Dutch MHC-SF version have high reliability and validity 
(Lamers et al., 2011) The Cronbach’s α’s in the study by 
Lamers et al. (2011) for the subscales were 0.74 for social 
well-being, 0.83 for psychological well-being, 0.83 for 
emotional well-being and for total well-being α = 0.97. 

DATA ANALYSES
IAT scores were calculated using the D600 scoring 
algorithm recommended by Greenwald, Nosek, and 
Banaji (2003). The data of blocks 2 and 4 (practice 
blocks, each 12 trails) and the data of block 3 and 5 (test 
blocks, each 36 trials) were used. Only reaction times 
(RTs) in the range of 400–2500 ms were accepted. RTs 
between 2500 and 10,000 ms were replaced by 2500 
ms. RTs above 10,000 ms were coded as missing data. 
After this first phase of replacement and deletion, the 
RTs from error trials were replaced with the mean RT of 
the correct responses in the same block plus a 600 ms 
penalty. The D600 index score was calculated as the 
difference between the mean RTs of the blocks “Myself + 
Relationally Not Avoidant” and the “Myself + Relationally 
Avoidant” combination, divided by the standard deviation 
calculated across all blocks, with the exception of the 
attribute practice block. A similar procedure was applied 
to compose implicit anxious attachment scores. Thus, 
positive IAT scores reflected high avoidant, respectively, 
high anxious attachment style. 

The internal consistency was determined by 
calculating the split-half reliability, in which RTs of the 
even trials were compared with those of the odd trials 
within each block. Considering how using the split-half 
reliability estimate halves the test length we stepped up 
the ‘halved reliability’ estimates to the full test length 
with the Spearman-Brown prediction formula. The test 
scores of the IATs are expressed as D600 scores, which 
are difference scores. One important problem associated 
with the use of difference scores is that component 
scores are practically never perfectly independent, which 
means that measurement error in one component 
also contaminates the second component. This 
attenuation of measurement error increases (rapidly) 
when the correlation between the component scores 
increases. Since it is likely that the scores on congruent 
and incongruent blocks are correlated we computed 
reliability estimates in which we corrected for difference-
score related error-attenuation, using the equation for 
difference-score attenuation-correction (Cohen et al., 
2013). The test-retest reliability was estimated as the 
Pearson correlation between the baseline measurement 
and the second measurement two weeks later.

For the evaluation of the validity of the IATs, Pearson 
correlations (two-tailed) between explicit measures 
of attachment and implicit measures of attachment, 
psychopathology, and well-being were examined. 
Additionally, regressions were performed. In previous 
studies age, level of education, and gender were found to be 
associated with psychopathology (Gariépy & Elgar, 2016) 
as well as with well-being (Seedat et al., 2009). Furthermore 
it has been suggested that gender, age, and education 
might correlate with attachment style (Mikulincer & Shaver, 
2016). Therefore, age, level of education and gender were 
added as covariates first in all regression analyses. To 
investigate whether the implicit attachment measure was 
able to explain additional variance of psychopathology, 
respectively well-being beyond the variance accounted for 
by the explicit attachment measure, regression analyses 
were performed with age, gender and education (first 
step), explicit attachment (second step), and implicit 
and explicit attachment (third step) as independent 
variables and respectively psychopathology, well-being 
and the subscales of well-being as dependent variables. 
Separate regressions were performed for implicit avoidant 
attachment and implicit anxious attachment. 

Prior to the analyses, the data were examined for 
accuracy of data entry, missing values and fit between 
their distributions and the assumptions of multivariate 
analysis. Missing values were distributed at random 
across variables. Variables measured on a continuous 
scale were standardized before being entered into 
the analyses. Analyses were performed using IBM 
SPSS version 24.0 (IBM Corp, 2016), effect sizes were 
interpreted as recommended by Cohen (2013) and results 
were interpreted against a significance threshold of 5%. 
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RESULTS
DESCRIPTIVES
The sample (N = 132) consisted of 60 male (46%) 
and 71 female participants; demographic data of one 
participant were missing. Age ranged from 19 to 77 years 
(M = 44.37, SD = 11.43). Forty-two participants completed 
secondary education or lower (31.8 %), 42 completed 
undergraduate education (31.8%), and 47 had an 
academic degree or higher (36.0%). Most participants 
(N = 108) were in a relationship, with a mean duration 
of 16.38 years (SD = 12.42), and 109 participants were 
employed. Table 2 presents descriptive statistics of the 
study variables. 

RELIABILITY 
The data of blocks 2 and 4 (practice blocks, each 12 trails) 
and the data of blocks 3 and 5 (test blocks, each 36 trials) 
were used to examine internal consistency reliability 
and test-retest reliability. The split-half and test-retest 
reliability of the IATs, as well as the attenuation-corrected 
reliabilities of the combined practice, test and total trials 
are presented in Table 3.

CORRELATIONS BETWEEN MEASURES 
A significant positive Pearson correlation (two-tailed) was 
found between AVOID-IAT and ANX-IAT scores (r = .20, 
p = .02; see Table 4). Furthermore, for implicit avoidant 
attachment (AVOID-IAT) a significant association was 
found with emotional well-being (r =– .27, p = .003) and 
psychological well-being (r = – .22, p = .02). The association 
between implicit avoidant attachment and total well-
being was close to significant (r = – .18, p = .051). For implicit 
anxious attachment (ANX-IAT) no significant association 
was found neither between ANX-IAT and psychopathology 
nor between ANX-IAT and measures of well-being. 
However, a significant association was found between 
psychopathology and explicit secure attachment (r = –.40, 
p = .001), respectively explicit preoccupied attachment  
(r = .30, p = .003) and explicit fearful attachment (r = .30,  
p = .003). Correlations are presented in Table 4. 

REGRESSION ANALYSES
Avoidant attachment and psychopathology
The results of the regression analysis with 
psychopathology as criterion variable did not show a 

Table 2 Descriptive statistics and reliability indices for measures of implicit and explicit attachment, psychopathology and well-being.

N MEAN MIN MAX SD RELIABILITY ITEMS

AVOID-IAT 132 –.32 –1.14 .7 .39 r = .84 72

ANX-IAT 132 –.21 –1.18 .92 .40 r = .73 72

RQ Secure 116 5.41 1 7 1.52 n.a. 1

Dismissive 112 3.26 1 7 1.80 n.a. 1

Preoccupied 115 2.76 1 6 1.44 n.a. 1

SQ48 Psychopathology 104 35.44 .00 96 21.46 α = .93 48

MHC Total well-being 116 41.87 4 70 13.18 α = .92 14

Emotional well-being 119 10.49 2 15 3.16 α = .89 3

Social well-being 120 12.18 0 25 5.29 α = .76 5

Psychological well-being 120 19.43 1 30 6.10 α = .87 6

Table 3 Reliability scores for the AVOID-IAT and for the ANX-IAT. Split-half reliabilities were corrected using the Spearman-Brown 
predication formula to account for using half of the test. The reliabilities for practice, test and total trials were corrected for 
attenuation in difference scores.

** p < 0.01.

BLOCK 2 BLOCK 3 BLOCK 4 BLOCK 5 PRACTICE TRIALS TEST TRIALS TOTAL TRIALS

Split half reliability (r)

AVOID IAT .91** .96** .92** .96** .80 .91 .92

ANX IAT .94** .97** .91** .96** .82 .91 .87

Test-retest reliability (r)

AVOID IAT .27** .27** .07 .23**

ANX IAT .72** .67** .59** .71**
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significant association between psychopathology and 
age, gender and education (Table 5, step 1). Adding explicit 
dismissive attachment to the model (Table 5, step 2) did 
not explain additional variance in psychopathology, nor 
did implicit avoidant attachment (Table 5, step 3). Implicit 
avoidant attachment was not significantly associated 
with psychopathology (β = .10, p = .37). 

Anxious attachment and psychopathology
Adding explicit preoccupied attachment to the 
regression model comprising age, gender and education, 

explained a significant amount of additional variance in 
psychopathology (ΔR2 = .08, p = .005; Table 5, step 2). The 
tested model was significant (F(4, 93) = 2.48, p = .049), 
indicating that higher explicit preoccupied attachment 
was associated with higher psychopathology (β = .30, p 
= .005). Adding implicit anxious attachment (Table 5, step 
3) did not explain additional variance in psychopathology 
compared to the model comprising explicit preoccupied 
attachment. Implicit anxious attachment was not 
significantly associated with psychopathology (β = .03,  
p = .78).

Table 4 Correlations between measures of psychopathology (SQ), well-being and the subscales of well-being (MHC), implicit 
attachment (IAT) and explicit attachment (RQ).

* p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01.

AVOID-IAT ANX-IAT RQ SECURE RQ DISMISSIVE RQ PREOCCUPIED RQ FEARFUL

AVOID-IAT – – – – – –

ANX-IAT .20* – – – – –

RQ Secure .06 .03 – – – –

RQ Dismissive –.04 .15 –.14 – – –

RQ Preoccupied .12 .07 –.16 –.06 – –

RQ Fearful .02 .09 –.56* .06 .18 –

SQ Psychopathology .10 .05 –.40** –.08 .30** .30**

MHC Total –.18 –.14 .20* –.01 –.12 –.10

MHC Emotional –.27** –.14 .23* .07 –.16 –.11

MHC Social –.07 –.07 .17 –.01 –.15 –.10

MHC Psychological –.22* –.16 .18 –.04 –.05 –.07

Table 5 Regression analysis using respectively AVOID-IAT, ANX IAT as independent variable and psychopathology total score as 
criterion variable.

* p < .05; ** p < .01;
1 1 = male, 2 = female; 2 Ranging from 1 = first stage of basic education, to 8 = Master’s degree;
3 Relationship Questionnaire Dismissive Attachment; 4 Relationship Questionnaire Preoccupied Attachment.

STEP 1 STEP 2 STEP 3

VARIABLE B(SE) S B(SE) S B(SE) S

PSYCHOPATHOLOGY R2 = .02 R2 =.02 ΔR2 = .00 R2 = .03 ΔR2 =.01

Gender1 .11 (.21) .05 .09 (.21) .05 .09 (.21) .04

Age –.14 (.11) –.13 –.13 (.11) –.12 –.13 (.11) –.12

Education2 .00 (.08) .00 .00 (.08) .00 –.01 (.08) –.02

RQ Dism3 –.05 (0.11) –.05 –.04 (.11) –.04

AVOID IAT .10 (.11) .10

Psychopathology R2 = .02 R2 = .10 ΔR2 = .08** R2 = .10 ΔR2 = .00

Gender1 .17 (.21) .09 .07 (.20) .04 .07 (.21) .04

Age –.08 (.11) –.07 –.06 (.10) –.06 –.06 (.11) –.05

Education2 –.02 (.08) –.03 .02 (.07) .03 .02 (.08) .03

RQ Preoc4 .30 (.10) .30** .30 (.11) .30**

ANX IAT .03 (.11) .03
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Avoidant attachment and well-being
The results of the regression analysis with total well-
being as criterion variable did not show a significant 
association between total well-being and age, gender 
and education (Table 6, step 1). Adding explicit dismissive 
attachment to the model (Table 6, step 2) did not explain 
additional variance in total well-being. However, adding 
implicit avoidant attachment (Table 6, step 3) did explain 
additional variance in total well-being compared to the 
model comprising only explicit dismissive attachment, 
age gender and education. Implicit avoidant attachment 
was significantly associated with total well-being (β = 
–.22, p = .03). More implicit avoidant attachment was 
significantly associated with less total well-being (Table 6, 
step 3). 

The results of the regression analysis with emotional 
well-being as criterion variable did not show a significant 
association between emotional well-being and age, 
gender and education (Table 6, step 1). Adding explicit 
dismissive attachment to the model (Table 5, step 2) 
did not explain additional variance in emotional well-
being. However, adding implicit avoidant attachment 
(Table 6, step 3) did explain additional variance 
in emotional well-being compared to the model 
comprising only explicit dismissive attachment, age 
gender and education. Implicit avoidant attachment 
was significantly associated with emotional well-being 
(β = –.26, p = .01). More implicit avoidant attachment 
was significantly associated with less emotional well-
being. 

Table 6 Regression analysis using implicit avoidant attachment and explicit dismissive attachment as independent variables and 
well-being total score and well-being subscales as criterion variable.
* p < .05; ** p < .01.
1 1 = male, 2 = female.
2 Ranging from 1 = first stage of basic education, to 8 = Master’s degree.
3 Relationship Questionnaire Dismissive Attachment.

STEP 1 STEP 2 STEP 3

VARIABLE B(SE) S B(SE) S B(SE) S

TOTAL WELL-BEING R2 = .04 R2 = .05 ΔR2 = .00 R2 = .09 ΔR2 = .05*

Gender1 –.23(.19) –.12 –.25 (.20) –.13 –.26 (.19) –.13

Age .14 (.10) .14 .16 (.11) .15 .16 (.10) .15

Education2 –.05 (.07) –.06 –.05 (.07) –.07 –.02 (.07) –.03

RQ Dism3 –.06 (.10) –.06 –.07 (.10) –.08

AVOID IAT –.22 (.10) –.22*

Emotional well-being: R2 = .03 R2 = .03 ΔR2 = .00 R2 = .10 ΔR2 = .07** 

Gender1 –.17 (.19) –.09 –.16 (.20) –.08 –.17 (.19) –.09

Age .09 (.10) .09 .08 (.11) .08 .08 (.10) .08

Education2 –.08 (.07) –.12 –.08 (.07) –.12 –.05 (.07) –.08

RQ Dism3 .03 (.10) .03 .02 (.10) .02

AVOID IAT –.27 (.10) –.26**

Social well-being: R2 = .05 R2 = .05 ΔR2 = .00 R2 = .06 ΔR2 = .01

Gender1 –.15 (.19) –.08 –.16 (.19) –.08 –.17 (.19) –.09

Age .21 (.10) .20* .22 (.11) .21* .22 (.11) .21*

Education2 –.02 (.07) –.03 –.02 (.07) –.03 –.01 (.07) –.01

RQ Dism3 –.05 (.10) –.05 –.06 (.10) –.06

AVOID IAT –.11 (.10) –.10

Psychological well-being: R2 = .03 R2 = .04 ΔR2 = .01 R2 = .10 ΔR2 = .06*

Gender1 –.26 (.19) –.14 –.29 (.19) –.15 –.30 (.19) –.16

Age .10 (.10) .10 .12 (.10) .11 .12 (.10) .11

Education2 –.03 (.07) –.05 –.04 (.07) –.05 –.01 (.07) –.01

RQ Dism3 –.09 (.10) –.09 –.10 (.09) –.11

AVOID IAT –.25 (.10) –.24*
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The results of the regression analysis with social well-
being as criterion variable showed a significant association 
between social well-being and age (Table 6, step 1). 
Higher age was significantly associated with more social 
well-being (β = .20, p = .048). Adding explicit dismissive 
attachment to the model (Table 6, step 2) did not explain 
additional variance in total well-being, nor did implicit 
avoidant attachment (Table 6, step 3). Implicit avoidant 
attachment was not significantly associated with total 
well-being (β = –.1, p = .29).

The results of the regression analysis with psychological 
well-being as criterion variable did not show a significant 
association between psychological well-being and age, 
gender and education (Table 6, step 1). Adding explicit 
dismissive attachment to the model (Table 6, step 2) did 

not explain additional variance in psychological well-being. 
However, adding implicit avoidant attachment (Table 6, 
step 3) did explain additional variance in psychological 
well-being compared to the model comprising only 
explicit dismissive attachment, age gender and education. 
Implicit avoidant attachment was significantly associated 
with psychological well-being (β = –.24, p = .01). More 
implicit avoidant attachment was significantly associated 
with lower psychological well-being.

Anxious attachment and well-being
The results of the regression analysis with total well-being 
as criterion variable did not show a significant association 
between total well-being and age, gender and education 
(Table 7, step 1). Adding explicit preoccupied attachment 

Table 7 Regression analysis using implicit anxious attachment and explicit preoccupied attachment as independent variables and 
well-being total score and well-being subscales as criterion variable.
* p < .05; ** p < .01.
1 1 = male, 2 = female.
2 Ranging from 1 = first stage of basic education, to 8 = Master’s degree.
3 Relationship Questionnaire Preoccupied Attachment.

STEP 1 STEP 2 STEP 3

VARIABLE B(SE) S B(SE) S B(SE) S

TOTAL WELL-BEING: R2 =.04 R2 = .05 ΔR2 =0.01 R2 = .06 ΔR2 = .01

Gender1 –.20 (.19) –.10 –.17 (.19) –.09 –.18 (.19) –10

Age .15 (.10) .15 .15 (.10) .15 .13 (.10) .13

Education2 –.01 (.07) –.02 –.03 (.07) –.04 –.02 (.07) –.03

RQ Preoc3 –.11 (.10) –.11 –.10 (.10) –.10

ANXIAT –.11 (.10) –.11

Emotional Well-being: R2 = .02 R2 = .04 ΔR2 = .03 R2 = .06 ΔR2 =.01

Gender1 –.13 (.19) –.07 –.09 (.19) –.05 –.10 (.19) –.05

Age .12 (.10) .11 .11 (.10) .11 .09 (.10) .08

Education2 –.02 (.07) –.03 –.04 (.07) –.05 –.03 (.07) –.04

RQ Preoc3 –.16 (.10) –.16 –.15 (.10) –.16

ANX IAT –.12 (.10) –.12

Social Well-being: R2 = .05 R2 = .07 ΔR2 = .02 R2 = .07 ΔR2 = .00

Gender1 –.16 (.19) –.08 –.12 (.19) –.06 –.12 (.19) –.06

Age .20 (.10) .19* .19 (.10) .19 * .19 (.10) .18

Education2 .01 (.07) .01 –.01 (.07) –.01 –.01 (.07) –.01

RQ Preoc3 –.14 (.10) –.14 –.13 (.10) –.14

ANX IAT –.03 (.10) –.03

Psychological Well-being: R2 = 0.03 R2 = .03 ΔR2 = .00 R2 = .04 ΔR2 = .02

Gender1 –.20 (.18) –.11 –.19 (.19) –.10 –.20 (.18) –.10

Age .11 (.09) .11 .10 (.10) .11 .08 (.10) .08

Education2 –.02 (.07) –.03 –.03 (.07) –.04 –.02 (.07) –.02

RQ Preoc3 –.03 (.09) –.03 –.02 (.09) –.02

ANX IAT –.12 (.09) –.13
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to the model (Table 7, step 2) did not explain additional 
variance in total well-being, nor did implicit anxious 
attachment (Table 7, step 3). Implicit anxious attachment 
was not significantly associated with total well-being (β = 
–.11, p = .25).

The results of the regression analysis with emotional 
well-being as criterion variable did not show a significant 
association between emotional well-being and age, 
gender and education (Table 7, step 1). Adding explicit 
preoccupied attachment to the model (Table 7, step 2) 
did not explain additional variance in emotional well-
being, nor did implicit anxious attachment (Table 7, step 
3). Implicit anxious attachment was not significantly 
associated with emotional well-being (β = –.12, p = .22).

The results of the regression analysis with social well-
being as criterion variable did not show a significant 
association between social well-being and gender and 
education. Age, however, was found to be positively 
associated with social well-being (Table 7, step 1). Adding 
explicit preoccupied attachment to the model (Table 7, 
step 2) did not explain additional variance in social well-
being, nor did implicit anxious attachment (Table 7, step 
3). Implicit anxious attachment was not significantly 
associated with social well-being (β = –.03, p = .73).

The results of the regression analysis with psychological 
well-being as criterion variable did not show a significant 
association between psychological well-being and age, 
gender and education (Table 7, step 1). Adding explicit 
preoccupied attachment to the model (Table 7, step 2) 
did not explain additional variance in psychological well-
being, nor did implicit anxious attachment (Table 7, step 
3). Implicit anxious attachment was not significantly 
associated with psychological well-being (β = –.13, p = .19).

DISCUSSION

Although previous studies already stressed the crucial 
role of attachment-related automatic processes in 
human behaviour, little is known about implicit general 
attachment and its association with mental health. As 
implicit measures of general adult attachment were 
lacking, two IATs, namely the AVOID-IAT and the ANX-
IAT, were developed to complement existing IATs 
measuring attachment to a specific attachment figure 
such as the mother, the father or the romantic partner. 
This study set out to describe the psychometric of two 
instruments measuring implicit IAT adult attachment 
style in the general population. IAT measures typically 
show high internal consistency (alpha ≈ .80 and often 
higher estimates) (Schnabel et al., 2008). The split-
half reliabilities for the AVOID-IAT and the ANX-IAT are 
in line with these findings, showing adequate internal 
consistency for both. In contrast, the test-retest 
reliabilities of IATs are in general less satisfactory and 
show a median of r = .56 across different studies (Nosek 

et al., 2007). The test-retest reliability of the ANX-IAT (.59 
≥ r ≥ .72) outperformed this median test-retest reliability 
and was found to be acceptable. The test-retest reliability 
of the AVOID-IAT underperformed and was observed to 
be poor. The discrepancy between satisfactory internal 
consistencies and smaller retest reliabilities indicates 
that IATs capture both stable and situational variance 
(Schnabel et al., 2008). Pre-IAT exposure to different kinds 
of information appears to influence participants’ construal 
of the category labels involved in the IAT (Fazio & Olson, 
2003). According to Payne, Vuleticha and Lundberg (2017) 
implicit evaluations reflect accessibility of a thought, 
evaluation, stereotype, trait or other information. This 
accessibility can vary chronically and situationally. In 
different situations, different representations may be 
activated and produce inconsistency in implicit measures: 
“Chocolate lovers love chocolate most of the time, but 
not all of the time” (Schimmack, 2019). The poor test-
retest reliability of the AVOID-IAT might suggest that 
the measurement of implicit avoidant general adult 
attachment may be sensitive to situational changes or 
manipulations. Another explanation for the poor test-
retest reliability of the AVOID-IAT may be found in the 
stimulus selection. In selecting stimuli for a new IAT, it is 
important that they are familiar and unambiguously fall 
into one of two categories (Brunel et al., 2004). Although 
the IAT effect is fairly robust across relatively wide 
variations in item familiarity (Brunel et al., 2004), and our 
stimuli were carefully selected based on literature and 
input from professionals in the field, further examination 
and elaboration of the stimuli selected for the AVOID-IAT 
may be advised.

The correlation between the AVOID-IAT and the ANX-
IAT Anxious Attachment was significant, but only of 
medium size, suggesting that both IATs measure related, 
but different constructs. Correlations between IATs and 
explicit self-reports are in general low (Hofmann et al., 
2005; Kurdi et al., 2019). Implicit measures are not just 
‘explicit measures without bias’ (Brunel et al., 2004). 
Implicit measures such as IATs and explicit measures 
such as self-report questionnaires assess different 
constructs (Bar-Anan & Vianello, 2018; Nosek & Smyth, 
2007). There is evidence that the processing of implicit 
and explicit evaluations activate different regions of the 
brain (Cunningham et al., 2003). The non-significant 
correlations between respectively AVOID-IAT and the RQ 
dismissive, representing explicit avoidant attachment, 
and between ANX-IAT and the RQ preoccupied, 
representing explicit anxious attachment, are in line with 
this perspective.

Results of the regression analyses with psychopatho
logy as criterion variable showed no significant association 
between psychopathology, AVOID-IAT nor ANX-IAT. This 
was not expected. After all, attachment insecurity can 
be viewed as a general vulnerability to psychopathology 
with the specific symptomatology depending on genetic 
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and environmental factors (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2012). 
However, Mikulincer and Shaver (2012) also stated 
that attachment insecurities per se are unlikely to be 
sufficient causes of psychopathology. As this study was 
performed in a general population sample, it is possible 
that the extent to which individuals implicitly showed 
to be avoidant and/or anxious attached was simply not 
high enough to elicit psychopathological complaints, 
or was an insufficient cause for psychopathology. 
Further examination of the two IATS in clinical samples 
can shed light on this assumption. Furthermore, as 
the association between insecure attachment and 
psychopathology may be moderated by e.g. life events, 
or mediated by e.g. self-representations or problems 
in interpersonal relations (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2012), 
it may be worthwhile to examine the newly developed 
IATs and their association with psychopathology, taking 
these moderating and mediating variables into account. 
However, as stated above, implicit and explicit measure 
do not necessary tap into the same construct. Findings 
that seem to be valid for explicit measures can therefore 
not be generalized to implicit measures. It might thus 
also be possible that implicit general adult attachment is 
simply not associated with psychopathology. Replication 
studies can help to clarify this. 

As expected, the association between implicit 
avoidant attachment and well-being was significant. 
The more implicitly avoidant participants were, the 
lower their emotional and psychological well-being 
was. Implicit avoidant attachment was not associated 
with social well-being. Previous research revealed that 
individuals experienced some difficulties answering 
the items of the social well-being subscale of the MHC-
SF (Köhle, 2010). They expressed to have difficulties 
in grasping the meaning of the words ‘community’, 
‘society’, and ‘something important to contribute to 
society’. In addition, the items of the social well-being 
scale seem to assess a broader and more abstract 
societal sense of belonging that might be less or not 
influenced by relational attachment. Furthermore, a 
general population sample such as the current one, may 
mainly consist of individuals within a non-pathological 
range of implicit attachment. Their strategies to avoid 
attachment are likely to be functional, in the sense that 
they adequately avoid close social contact and more 
important, are happy with it. They do not experience 
this diminished attachment as detrimental for the their 
social well-being (Seagel et al., 2020). These findings 
may therefore be interpreted as preliminary support for 
the validity of the developed AVOID-IAT in the field of 
well-being. 

In contrast, implicit anxious general attachment, as 
measured with the ANX-IAT was not associated with 
well-being in general nor with emotional, psychological 
and social well-being. As described above, it is possible 
that the extent to which individuals in this general 

population sample were implicitly anxious attached was 
not pronounced enough to provoke a decrease in well-
being or that the association between ANX-IAT and well-
being measures might be dependent of specific contexts 
such as the presence of a threat (Mikulincer & Shaver, 
2016). Further examination in clinical samples and in 
different contexts can help to elucidate this. However, as 
our findings are not in favour of validity of the developed 
ANX-IAT, re-examination of the development and 
the selection of the stimuli of this specific IAT is also 
recommended. 

LIMITATIONS 

First, this study has a cross-sectional design, and therefore 
no conclusions can be drawn concerning the causal 
direction of the observed associations. Literature shows 
that insecure attachment can be seen as a risk factor for 
the development of psychological problems, but there is 
also evidence showing that psychological problems can 
increase attachment insecurity (Mikulincer & Shaver, 
2016). The second limitation is that, although the results 
of the current study show that the AVOID-IAT appears 
to measure different aspects of attachment style than 
self-report measures of explicit avoidant attachment, 
we cannot conclude that what is measured with the 
IAT is indeed implicit. Schimmack (2019) argues that 
although the IAT was a major breakthrough as indirect 
measurement, with relatively high reliability compared to 
other indirect methods, it is overbearing to consider it a 
window into people’s unconscious feelings, cognitions, or 
attitudes. However there is no disagreement about the 
validity of the IATs ‘as a general method for measuring 
relative association strength’ (Greenwald et al., 2015; 
Schimmack, 2019). The third limitation concerns the 
generalizability of the findings to a broader population: the 
majority of the participants in the recruited convenience 
sample were involved in a relationship. Romantic adult 
attachment-related thoughts, affects and behavior are 
influenced by experiences in the relationship and take 
place in the context of a specific partner (Mikulincer & 
Shaver, 2016). Hence, findings might be different among 
single adults. 

CONCLUSION 

In sum, the split-half reliabilities of the AVOID-IAT and 
the ANX-IAT were good; the test-retest reliability of the 
ANX-IAT was adequate, whereas the test-retest reliability 
of the AVOID-IAT was low. The medium-sized correlation 
between the AVOID-IAT and the ANX-IAT suggested 
that both IATs measure related, but different constructs. 
Both IATs did not explain variance in psychopathology 
additional to explicit measures. The AVOID-IAT showed 
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added value over explicit measurement of avoidant 
attachment in explaining variance in well-being, 
particularly in emotional and psychological well-being, 
whereas the ANX-IAT did not. 

To conclude, our findings provide a basis from which 
more valid IATs measuring general adult attachment 
can be developed. Furthermore, they give a first insight 
in how implicit general adult attachment may influence 
our mental health as our results suggest that especially 
implicit avoidant attachment might be related to well-
being, particularly emotional and psychological well-
being. However, future research is needed to investigate 
the role of implicit general adult attachment in mental 
health and to optimize the two IATs in terms of validity 
before clinical use of the tools is recommended. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The authors wish to thank Anna van der Stok, Ingrid 
Perton, Irina van Dam, Marianne Vergeer, Nellie Lievense, 
Gesina Smoes, Sven Aspers, Veronique Tijhuis, Wendy 
Celis for their help with the data collection. 

COMPETING INTERESTS

The authors have no competing interests to declare.

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS
Liselotte Visser    orcid.org/0000-0002-3297-9271 
Faculty of Psychology, Open University, Heerlen, The 
Netherlands

Johan Lataster    orcid.org/0000-0003-3889-8154 
Faculty of Psychology, Open University, Heerlen, The 
Netherlands; 
Department of Psychiatry and Psychology, School for Mental 
Health and Neuroscience, Maastricht University Medical Centre, 
Maastricht, The Netherlands

Ron Pat-El    orcid.org/0000-0002-4742-0163 
Faculty of Psychology, Open University, Heerlen, The 
Netherlands

Jacques van Lankveld    orcid.org/0000-0003-0956-4067 
Faculty of Psychology, Open University, Heerlen, The 
Netherlands

Nele Jacobs    orcid.org/0000-0003-4021-4014 
Faculty of Psychology, Open University, Heerlen, The 
Netherlands; 
Department of Psychiatry and Psychology, School for Mental 
Health and Neuroscience, Maastricht University Medical Centre, 
Maastricht, The Netherlands

REFERENCES

Ainsworth, M. D. S., Blehar, M. C., Waters, E., & Wall, S. 

(1978). Patterns of attachment: A psychological study of 

the strange situation. Lawrence Erlbaum. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/t28248-000

Baldwin, M. W. (1999). Relational schemas: Research into 

social-cognitive aspect of interpersonal experience. In D. 

Cervone & Y. Shoda (Eds.), The coherence of personality: 

Social-cognitive bases of consistency, variability, and 

organization (pp. 127–154). Guilford Press.

Banse, R., & Kowalick, C. (2007). Implicit attitudes towards 

romantic partners predict well-being in stressful life 

conditions: Evidence from the antenatal maternity ward. 

International Journal of Psychology, 42(3), 149–157. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00207590601067037

Bar-Anan, Y., & Vianello, M. (2018). A multi-method multi-

trait test of the dual-attitude perspective. Journal of 

Experimental Psychology: General, 147(8), 1264–1272. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1037/xge0000383

Bartholomew, K., & Horowitz, L. M. (1991). Attachment 

styles among young adults: a test of a four-category 

model. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 61(2), 

226–244. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.61.2.226

Belfiore, L. A., & Pietrowsky, R. (2017). Attachment styles and 

nightmares in adults. Dreaming, 27(1), 59–67. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1037/drm0000045

Bochner, R., & Halpern, F. (1942). The clinical application of 

the Rorschach test. Grune & Stratton. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/13582-000

Bowlby, J. (1988). A Secure Base. Parent-Child Attachment and 

Healthy Human Development. New York: Basic Books. 

Brunel, F. F., Tietje, B. C., & Greenwald, A. G. (2004). Is the 

Implicit Association Test a Valid and Valuable Measure of 

Implicit Consumer Social Cognition? Journal of Consumer 

Psychology, 14(4), 385–404. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1207/

s15327663jcp1404_8

Carlier, I., Schulte-Van Maaren, Y., Wardenaar, K., Giltay, 

E., Van Noorden, M., Vergeer, P., & Zitman, F. (2012). 

Development and validation of the 48-item Symptom 

Questionnaire (SQ-48) in patients with depressive, 

anxiety and somatoform disorders. Psychiatry Research, 

200(2–3), 904–910. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

psychres.2012.07.035

Cohen, J. (2013). Statistical power analysis for the 

behavioral sciences. Academic press. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.4324/9780203771587

Cohen, J., Cohen, P., West, S. G., & Aiken, L. S. 

(2013). Applied multiple regression/correlation analysis 

for the behavioral sciences. Routledge. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.4324/9780203774441

Crowell, J. A., & Treboux, D. (1995). A review of adult 

attachment measures: Implications for theory and 

research. Social Development, 4(3), 294–327. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.1995.tb00067.x

Cunningham, W. A., Johnson, M. K., Gatenby, J. C., Gore, J. 

C., & Banaji, M. R. (2003). Neural components of social 

evaluation. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 

85(4), 639–649. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-

3514.85.4.639

https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3297-9271
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3889-8154
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4742-0163
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0956-4067

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4021-4014
https://doi.org/10.1037/t28248-000
https://doi.org/10.1037/t28248-000
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207590601067037
https://doi.org/10.1037/xge0000383
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.61.2.226
https://doi.org/10.1037/drm0000045
https://doi.org/10.1037/drm0000045
https://doi.org/10.1037/13582-000
https://doi.org/10.1037/13582-000
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327663jcp1404_8
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327663jcp1404_8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2012.07.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2012.07.035
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203771587
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203771587
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203774441
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203774441
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.1995.tb00067.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.1995.tb00067.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.4.639
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.4.639


100Visser et al. Psychologica Belgica DOI: 10.5334/pb.1042

Dagan, O., Facompré, C. R., & Bernard, K. (2018). Adult 

attachment representations and depressive symptoms: A 

meta-analysis. Journal of Affective Disorders, 236, 274–290.  

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2018.04.091

Davila, J., & Cobb, R. J. (2003). Predicting change in self-

reported and interviewer-assessed adult attachment: 

tests of the individual difference and life stress 

models of attachment change. Personality and Social 

Psychology Bulletin, 29(7), 859–870. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0146167203029007005

Davila, J., Karney, B. R., & Bradbury, T. N. (1999). Attachment 

change processes in the early years of marriage. Journal 

of Personality and Social Psychology, 76(5), 783–802. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.76.5.783

Davis, T. J., Morris, M., & Drake, M. M. (2016). The moderation 

effect of mindfulness on the relationship between adult 

attachment and wellbeing. Personality and Individual 

Differences, 96, 115–121. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

paid.2016.02.080

De Houwer, J. (2003). The Extrinsic Affective Simon Task. 

Experimental Psychology, 50(2), 77–85. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1026//1618-3169.50.2.77

De Houwer, J., Teige-Mocigemba, S., Spruyt, A., & Moors, A. 

(2009). Implicit measures: A normative analysis and review. 

Psychological Bulletin, 135(3), 347–368. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/a0014211

Dewitte, M., De Houwer, J., & Buysse, A. (2008). On the role 

of the implicit self-concept in adult attachment. European 

Journal of Psychological Assessment, 24(4), 282–289. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759.24.4.282

Fazio, R. H., & Olson, M. A. (2003). Implicit measures in social 

cognition. research: their meaning and use. Annual Review 

of Psychology, 54, 297–327. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1146/

annurev.psych.54.101601.145225

Felton, L., & Jowett, S. (2013). Attachment and well-being: 

The mediating effects of psychological needs satisfaction 

within the coach–athlete and parent–athlete relational 

contexts. Psychology of Sport and Exercise, 14(1), 57–65. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2012.07.006

Fiedler, K., Messner, C., & Bluemke, M. (2006). Unresolved 

problems with the “I”, the “A”, and the “T”: A logical and 

psychometric critique of the Implicit Association Test (IAT). 

European Review of Social Psychology, 17, 74–1147. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10463280600681248

Fraley, R. C. (2002). Attachment stability from infancy to 

adulthood: Meta-analysis and dynamic modeling of 

developmental mechanisms. Personality and Social 

Psychology Review, 6(2), 123–151. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1207/S15327957PSPR0602_03

Fraley, R. C., & Roisman, G. I. (2019). The development of 

adult attachment styles: four lessons. Current Opinion 

in Psychology, 25, 26–30. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

copsyc.2018.02.008

Gariépy, G., & Elgar, F. J. (2016). Trends in psychological 

symptoms among Canadian adolescents from 2002 to 

2014: Gender and socioeconomic differences. The Canadian 

Journal of Psychiatry, 61(12), 797–802. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0706743716670130

Gawronski, B., LeBel, E. P., Peters, K. R., & Banse, R. (2009). 

Methodological issues in the validation of implicit 

measures: Comment on De Houwer, Teige-Mocigemba, 

Spruyt, and Moors (2009). Psychological Bulletin, 135(3), 

369–372. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014820

Greenwald, A. G., Banaji, M. R., & Nosek, B. A. (2015). 

Statistically small effects of the Implicit Association Test 

can have societally large effects. Journal of Personality 

and Social Psychology, 108(4), 553–561. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/pspa0000016

Greenwald, A. G., McGhee, D. E., & Schwartz, J. L. K. (1998). 

Measuring individual differences in implicit cognition: 

the implicit association test. Journal of Personality and 

Social Psychology, 74(6), 1464–1480. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037//0022-3514.74.6.1464

Greenwald, A. G., Nosek, B. A., & Banaji, M. R. (2003). 

Understanding and using the Implicit Association Test: 

I. An improved scoring algorithm. Journal of Personality 

and Social Psychology, 85(2), 197–216. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.2.197

Greenwald, A. G., Poehlman, T. A., Uhlmann, E. L., & Banaji, M. 

R. (2009). Understanding and using the Implicit Association 

Test: III. Meta-analysis of predictive validity. Journal of 

Personality and Social Psychology, 97(1), 17–41. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015575

Griffin, D. W., & Bartholomew, K. (1994). Models of the 

self and other: Fundamental dimensions underlying 

measures of adult attachment. Journal of Personality 

and Social Psychology, 67(3), 430–445. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037/0022-3514.67.3.430

Hayden, M. C., Müllauer, P. K., & Andreas, S. (2017). A 

systematic review on the association between adult 

attachment and interpersonal problems. Journal of 

Psychology & Psychotherapy, 7(2), 296. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.4172/2161-0487.1000296

Hofmann, W., Gawronski, B., Gschwendner, T., Le, 

H., & Schmitt, M. (2005). A meta-analysis on the 

correlation between the Implicit Association Test and 

explicit self-report measures. Personality and Social 

Psychology Bulletin, 31(10), 1369–1385. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0146167205275613

IBM Corp. (2016). IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows (Version 

24.0) [Computer software]. IBM Corp.

Johnson, R. E., & Saboe, K. N. (2011). Measuring implicit 

traits in organizational research: Development of an 

indirect measure of employee implicit self-concept. 

Organizational Research Methods, 14(3), 530–547.  

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428110363617

Kafetsios, K., & Sideridis, G. D. (2006). Attachment, social 

support and well-being in young and older adults. Journal 

of Health Psychology, 11(6), 863–875. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/1359105306069084

Karreman, A., & Vingerhoets, A. J. J. M. (2012). Attachment 

and well-being: The mediating role of emotion regulation 

https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2018.04.091
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167203029007005
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167203029007005
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.76.5.783
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.02.080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.02.080
https://doi.org/10.1026//1618-3169.50.2.77
https://doi.org/10.1026//1618-3169.50.2.77
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014211
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014211
https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759.24.4.282
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.54.101601.145225
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.54.101601.145225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2012.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/10463280600681248
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327957PSPR0602_03
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327957PSPR0602_03
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2018.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2018.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1177/0706743716670130
https://doi.org/10.1177/0706743716670130
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014820
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspa0000016
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspa0000016
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.74.6.1464
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.74.6.1464
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.2.197
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.2.197
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0015575
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.67.3.430
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.67.3.430
https://doi.org/10.4172/2161-0487.1000296
https://doi.org/10.4172/2161-0487.1000296
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167205275613
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167205275613
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428110363617
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359105306069084
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359105306069084


101Visser et al. Psychologica Belgica DOI: 10.5334/pb.1042

and resilience. Personality and Individual Differences, 53(7), 

821–826. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.06.014

Keren, G., & Schul, Y. (2009). Two is not always better 

than one: A critical evaluation of two-system theories. 

Perspectives on Psychological Science, 4(6), 533–550. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6924.2009.01164.x

Keyes, C. L. M. (2005). Mental illness and/or mental health? 

Investigating axioms of the complete state model of 

health. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 73(3), 

539. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.73.3.539

Köhle, N. (2010). ‘Mag ik vragen, wat ik u moet vragen?’ Een 

onderzoek naar de zwakheden van het Mental Health 

Continuum Short Form met behulp van het Three-Step Test-

Interview [Bachelor Thesis, Universiteit Twente]. http://

essay.utwente.nl/59879/

Kurdi, B., Seitchik, A. E., Axt, J. R., Carroll, T. J., Karapetyan, 

A., Kaushik, N., Tomezsko, D., Greenwald, A. G., & Banaji, 

M. R. (2019). Relationship between the Implicit Association 

Test and intergroup behavior: A meta-analysis. American 

Psychologist, 74(5), 569–586. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/

amp0000364

Lamers, S. M., Westerhof, G. J., Bohlmeijer, E. T., ten Klooster, 

P. M., & Keyes, C. L. M. (2011). Evaluating the psychometric 

properties of the Mental Health Continuum-Short Form 

(MHC-SF). Journal of Clinical Psychology, 67(1), 99–110. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20741

Lane, J. A., & Fink, R. S. (2015). Attachment, social 

support satisfaction, and well-being during life 

transition in emerging adulthood. The Counseling 

Psychologist, 43(7), 1034–1058.  DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0011000015592184

Lavy, S., & Littman-Ovadia, H. (2011). All you need is love? 

Strengths mediate the negative associations between 

attachment orientations and life satisfaction. Personality 

and Individual Differences, 50(7), 1050–1055. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2011.01.023

Leak, G. K., & Parsons, C. J. (2001). The susceptibility of 

three attachment style measures to socially desirable 

responding. Social Behavior and Personality: An 

International Journal, 29(1), 21–30. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.2224/sbp.2001.29.1.21

Leary, M. R., Tambor, E. S., Terdal, S. K., & Downs, D. L. (1995). 

Self-esteem as an interpersonal monitor: The sociometer 

hypothesis. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 

68(3), 518–530. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-

3514.68.3.518

Leavitt, K., Fong, C. T., & Greenwald, A. G. (2011). Asking 

about well‐-being gets you half an answer: Intra-‐individual 

processes of implicit and explicit job attitudes. Journal of 

Organizational Behavior, 32(4), 672–687. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1002/job.746

Maunder, R. G., Lancee, W. J., Nolan, R. P., Hunter, J. J., & 

Tannenbaum, D. W. (2006). The relationship of attachment 

insecurity to subjective stress and autonomic function 

during standardized acute stress in healthy adults. Journal 

of Psychosomatic Research, 60(3), 283–290. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2005.08.013

Meissner, F., Grigutsch, L. A., Koranyi, N., Müller, F., & 

Rothermund, K. (2019). Predicting behavior with implicit 

measures: Disillusioning findings, reasonable explanations, 

and sophisticated solutions. Frontiers in Psychology, 10, 

2483. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02483

Mikulincer, M., Dolev, T., & Shaver, P. R. (2004). Attachment-

related strategies during thought suppression: ironic 

rebounds and vulnerable self-representations. Journal of 

Personality and Social Psychology, 87(6), 940–956. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.87.6.940

Mikulincer, M., Ein-Dor, T., Solomon, Z., & Shaver, P. R. (2011). 

Trajectories of attachment insecurities over a 17-year 

period: A latent growth curve analysis of the impact of 

war captivity and posttraumatic stress disorder. Journal of 

Social and Clinical Psychology, 30(9), 960–984. DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2011.30.9.960

Mikulincer, M., & Shaver, P. R. (2012). An attachment 

perspective on psychopathology. World Psychiatry, 11(1), 

11–15. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wpsyc.2012.01.003

Mikulincer, M., & Shaver, P. R. (2016). Attachment in 

adulthood: Structure, dynamics, and change. Guilford Press. 

Mikulincer, M., Shaver, P. R., Bar-On, N., & Ein-Dor, T. (2010). 

The pushes and pulls of close relationships: attachment 

insecurities and relational ambivalence. Journal of 

Personality and Social Psychology, 98(3), 450–468. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017366

Morgan, C. D., & Murray, H. A. (1935). A method for 

investigating fantasies: The Thematic Apperception 

Test. Archives of Neurology & Psychiatry, 

34(2), 289–306. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1001/

archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005

Murray, S. L., Holmes, J. G., & Griffin, D. W. (2000). Self-esteem 

and the quest for felt security: how perceived regard 

regulates attachment processes. Journal of Personality 

and Social Psychology, 78(3), 478–498. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1037//0022-3514.78.3.478

Nosek, B. A., Greenwald, A. G., & Banaji, M. R. (2005). 

Understanding and using the Implicit Association Test: II. 

Method variables and construct validity. Personality and 

Social Psychology Bulletin, 31(2), 166–180. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0146167204271418

Nosek, B. A., Greenwald, A. G., & Banaji, M. R. (2007). The 

Implicit Association Test at Age 7: A Methodological and 

Conceptual Review. In J. A. Bargh (Ed.), Frontiers of social 

psychology. Social psychology and the unconscious: The 

automaticity of higher mental processes (pp. 265–292). 

Psychology Press.

Nosek, B. A., & Smyth, F. L. (2007). A multitrait-

multimethod validation of the Implicit Association Test: 

Implicit and explicit attitudes are related but distinct 

constructs. Experimental Psychology, 54(1), 14–29. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1027/1618-3169.54.1.14

Payne, B. K., Cheng, C. M., Govorun, O., & Stewart, B. D. (2005). 

https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.06.014
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6924.2009.01164.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.73.3.539
http://essay.utwente.nl/59879/
http://essay.utwente.nl/59879/
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000364
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000364
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20741
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011000015592184
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011000015592184
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2011.01.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2011.01.023
https://doi.org/10.2224/sbp.2001.29.1.21
https://doi.org/10.2224/sbp.2001.29.1.21
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.68.3.518
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.68.3.518
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.746
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.746
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2005.08.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2005.08.013
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02483
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.87.6.940
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2011.30.9.960
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2011.30.9.960
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wpsyc.2012.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017366
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.78.3.478
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.78.3.478
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167204271418
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167204271418
https://doi.org/10.1027/1618-3169.54.1.14


102Visser et al. Psychologica Belgica DOI: 10.5334/pb.1042

An inkblot for attitudes: affect misattribution as implicit 

measurement. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 

89(3), 277–293. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-

3514.89.3.277

Payne, B. K., Vuletich, H. A., & Lundberg, K. B. (2017). The bias 

of crowds: How implicit bias bridges personal and systemic 

prejudice. Psychological Inquiry, 28(4), 233–248. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2017.1335568

Pietromonaco, P. R., & Beck, L. A. (2019). Adult attachment 

and physical health. Current Opinion in Psychology, 

25, 115–120.  DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

copsyc.2018.04.004

Ravitz, P., Maunder, R., Hunter, J., Sthankiya, B., & Lancee, 

W. (2010). Adult attachment measures: A 25-year review. 

Journal of Psychosomatic Research, 69(4), 419–432. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2009.08.006

Ren, Z., Wang, D., Yang, A., Li, M., & Higgins, L. T. (2011). 

Implicit and explicit measures of adult attachment 

to mothers in a Chinese context. Social Behavior and 

Personality: An International Journal, 39(5), 701–712. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.2224/sbp.2011.39.5.701

Reynolds, S. J., Leavitt, K., & DeCelles, K. A. (2010). Automatic 

ethics: the effects of implicit assumptions and contextual 

cues on moral behavior. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 95(4), 752–760. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/

a0019411

Scharfe, E., & Bartholomew, K. I. M. (1994). Reliability 

and stability of adult attachment patterns. 

Personal Relationships, 1(1), 23–43. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.1994.tb00053.x

Schimmack, U. (2019). The Implicit Association Test: 

A Method in Search of a Construct. Perspectives on 

Psychological Science, 1745691619863798. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/1745691619863798 

Schmitt, D. P., Alcalay, L., Allensworth, M., Allik, J., Ault, 

L., Austers, I., Bennett, K. L., Bianchi, G., Boholst, F., 

Cunen, M. A. B., Braeckman, J., Brainerd, E. G., Jr., 

Caral, L. G. A., Caron, G., Casullo, M. M., Cunningham, 

M., Daibo, I., De Backer, C., De Souza, E., … ZupanÈiÈ, 

A. (2004). Patterns and Universals of Adult Romantic 

Attachment Across 62 Cultural Regions: Are Models of 

Self and of Other Pancultural Constructs? Journal of Cross-

Cultural Psychology, 35(4), 367–402. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0022022104266105

Schnabel, K., Asendorpf, J. B., & Greenwald, A. G. (2008). 

Assessment of individual differences in implicit 

cognition: A review of IAT measures. European Journal of 

Psychological Assessment, 24(4), 210–217. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1027/1015-5759.24.4.210

Seagel, H., Lifshin, U., & Hirschberger, G. (2020). Diehard 

singles: Bachelorhood as a terror management strategy 

among avoidant men. Personal relationships, 27(1), 27–46. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/pere.12306

Seedat, S., Scott, K. M., Angermeyer, M. C., Berglund, 

P., Bromet, E. J., Brugha, T. S., Demyttenaere, K., de 

Girolamo, G., Haro, J. M., Jin, R., Karam, E. G., Kovess-

Masfety, V., Levinson, D., Mora, M. E. M., Ono, Y., Ormel, J., 

Pennell, B.-E., Posada-Villa, J., Sampson, N. A., … Kessler, 

R. C. (2009). Cross-national associations between gender 

and mental disorders in the World Health Organization 

World Mental Health Surveys. Archives of General 

Psychiatry, 66(7), 785–795. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1001/

archgenpsychiatry.2009.36

Stroop, J. R. (1935). Studies of interference in serial verbal 

reactions. Journal of Experimental Psychology, 18(6), 

643–662.  DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/h0054651

Uhlmann, E. L., Leavitt, K., Menges, J. I., Koopman, J., Howe, 

M., & Johnson, R. E. (2012). Getting explicit about the 

implicit: A taxonomy of implicit measures and guide 

for their use in organizational research. Organizational 

Research Methods, 15(4), 553–601. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/1094428112442750

Venta, A., Jardin, C., Kalpakci, A., & Sharp, C. (2016). The 

development and preliminary psychometric evaluation 

of an attachment Implicit Association Task. Bulletin of 

the Menninger Clinic, 80(3), 255–280. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1521/bumc.2016.80.3.255 

Wei, M., Liao, K. Y. H., Ku, T. Y., & Shaffer, P. A. (2011). 

Attachment, self-‐compassion, empathy, and subjective 

well‐-being among college students and community adults. 

Journal of Personality, 79(1), 191–221. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1111/j.1467-6494.2010.00677.x

Wei, M., Shaffer, P. A., Young, S. K., & Zakalik, R. A. (2005). 

Adult Attachment, Shame, Depression, and Loneliness: 

The Mediation Role of Basic Psychological Needs 

Satisfaction. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 52(4), 

591–601. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.52.4.591

Westerhof, G. J., & Keyes, C. L. (2010). Mental Illness and 

Mental Health: The Two Continua Model Across the 

Lifespan. Journal of Adult Development, 17(2), 110–119. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10804-009-9082-y

Zayas, V., & Shoda, Y. (2005). Do Automatic Reactions Elicited 

by Thoughts of Romantic Partner, Mother, and Self Relate 

to Adult Romantic Attachment? Personality and Social 

Psychology Bulletin, 31(8), 1011–1025. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1177/0146167204274100

https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.89.3.277
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.89.3.277
https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2017.1335568
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2018.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2018.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2009.08.006
https://doi.org/10.2224/sbp.2011.39.5.701
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0019411
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0019411
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.1994.tb00053.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.1994.tb00053.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691619863798
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691619863798
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022104266105
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022104266105
https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759.24.4.210
https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759.24.4.210
https://doi.org/10.1111/pere.12306
https://doi.org/10.1001/archgenpsychiatry.2009.36
https://doi.org/10.1001/archgenpsychiatry.2009.36
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0054651
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428112442750
https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428112442750
https://doi.org/10.1521/bumc.2016.80.3.255
https://doi.org/10.1521/bumc.2016.80.3.255
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6494.2010.00677.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6494.2010.00677.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.52.4.591
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10804-009-9082-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167204274100
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167204274100


103Visser et al. Psychologica Belgica DOI: 10.5334/pb.1042

TO CITE THIS ARTICLE:
Visser, L., Lataster, J., Pat-El, R., van Lankveld, J., & Jacobs, N. (2021). Psychometric Properties of Two Implicit Associations Tests 
measuring Adult Attachment. Psychologica Belgica, 61(1), pp. 88–103. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042

Submitted: 09 November 2020          Accepted: 11 February 2021          Published: 16 March 2021

COPYRIGHT:
© 2021 The Author(s). This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 
International License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original 
author and source are credited. See http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

Psychologica Belgica is a peer-reviewed open access journal published by Ubiquity Press.

https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042
https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.1042
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

