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[ Abstract)

Objective: To explore the relationship between parental attachment, separation—individuation and school ad-

justment in boarding school students. Methods: 408 boarding school students were investigated by the Inventory of Parent

Attachment, Separation—Individuation Test of Adolescence, and School Adjustment Scales. Results: (DParental attachment

had a positive prediction on school adjustment; @Separation—individuation, dependency denial and healthy separation, me-

diated the relationship between parental attachment and school adjustment. Conclusion: Parental attachment affects

school adjustment directly, and indirectly through the mediating role of separation—individuation in boarding school stu-

dents.
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