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Abstract
It is suggested in literature that there is a link between Alexithymia and Self-Differentiation; however, little is known about 
possible mediation factors. The goal of this work is to test in a non-clinical population of adults the mediation role of Fear 
of Intimacy and Adult Attachment in the relationship between Alexithymia and Self-Differentiation. A sample of 258 par-
ticipants self identified as gay or lesbian, aged 20–50 years (M: 30.29; SD: 7.27), 45% of whom were males, completed 
self-reported measures of Alexithymia (TAS-20), Self-Differentiation (SDI), Fear of Intimacy (FIS); and Insecure Adult 
Attachment (RAAS). Our results show that Alexithymia predicts Self-Differentiation both directly and indirectly, through 
Fear of Intimacy and Insecure adult attachment. In addition, Fear of Intimacy directly influences Self-Differentiation, and also 
mediates the relationship between Alexithymia and Adult Attachment which, in turn, negatively predicts Self-Differentiation. 
In conclusion, Alexithymia predicts Self-Differentiation while Fear of Intimacy and adult attachment may act as mediators 
of the report. Limitations of the study and directions of future research are described.
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Introduction

Alexithymia is a cognitive-emotional disorder character-
ized by a difficulty identifying one’s own feelings, difficulty 
describing feelings, and an externally oriented thinking 
style (Nemiah and Sifneos 1970; Preece et al. 2017; Sifneso 
1973).

Due to emotional regulation deficits, alexithymia tends 
to associate with different psychopathological frameworks 
(Frewen et al. 2008; Greene et al. 2020; Precee et al. 2017; 
Prino et al. 2019; Westwood et al. 2017) and difficulties in 

interpersonal relationships (Hexel 2003; Lyvers et al. 2019; 
Montebarocci et al. 2004). Some evidence suggests that high 
levels of alexithymia tend to be associated with low levels 
of self-differentiation (Doba et al. 2018; Rothschild-Yakar 
et al. 2019). According to Bowen’s theory (Bowen 1978; 
Kerr and Bowen 1988), self-differentiation is a construct 
that is expressed on two levels: on the intrapsychic level, dif-
ferentiation of self is the capacity to balance emotional and 
intellectual functioning; on the interpersonal level, it is the 
ability to create intimate, emotional ties with others while 
remaining on some level independent from them, experienc-
ing both intimacy and autonomy (Bowen 1978; Kerr and 
Bowen 1988).

Thus, less differentiated individuals tend to report poor 
social skills, more interpersonal conflicts, and tend to experi-
ence anxiety, stress, and discomfort in intimate relationships 
with others. In order to cope with relational stress, poorly 
differentiated subjects may resort to fusion with others (an 
intense emotional involvement in relationships with others) 
or emotional cutoff (the tendency to show exaggerated inde-
pendence and autonomy from others) in an attempt to man-
age anxiety in relationships through physical and emotional 
distance from the significant other.
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In addition, less differentiated individuals tend to react 
to external or internal stressors with intense, irrational emo-
tional activation, and they tend to display little ability to 
think and act autonomously (less I-Position) (Bowen 1978; 
Lampis et al. 2017, 2019a).

In this direction, it is possible that alexithymic subjects 
tend to present less self-differentiation in adulthood, con-
sidering the stress caused by emotional stimuli and the poor 
ability to regularize their emotions in the context of inter-
personal relationships. In this sense, due to the emotional 
regulation deficits, alexithymic subjects can adopt distancing 
and avoidance strategies with respect to emotions in intimate 
relationships, resulting in emotional cutoff strategies typical 
of less differentiated individuals. In fact, less differentiated 
individuals, in order to regulate anxiety in interpersonal 
relationships, can gravitate toward fusion with others or 
emotional cutoffs, thus distancing themselves from others 
both physically and psychologically (Kerr and Bowen 1988). 
The latter strategy could be used by alexithymic subjects 
in order to deal with emotional distress and discomfort in 
intimate relationships. However, little has been investigated 
empirically on the association between Alexithymia and 
Self-Differentiation in the general non-clinical population, 
and little is known about the mediation factors involved. In 
this research, we wanted to test, in a non-clinical popula-
tion of self-identified gay and lesbian people, a model of the 
relationship between Alexithymia and Self-Differentiation, 
which involves, as mediation factors, the fear of intimacy 
and adult attachment.

Alexithymia, Adult Attachment, 
and Self‑Differentiation

Several studies have found a link between alexithymic and 
adult attachment traits (Bekker et al. 2007; Berry et al. 2007; 
De Rick and Vanheule 2007; Gong et al. 2014; Hexel 2003; 
Lyvers et al. 2017, 2019; Montebarocci et al. 2004; Mousavi 

et al. 2016; Taylor et al. 2014; Zdankiewicz-Ścigała, Ścigała 
2018) indicating that Alexithymia, probably due to its emo-
tional regulation deficits, may solicit forms of insecure adult 
attachment, characterized by anxiety, fear of rejection and 
abandonment and difficulties in intimacy in the relationship 
with the partner. Secure attached adults manage to get in 
emotional contact with each other, do not fear abandonment 
and feel the other as a source of security and comfort, while 
subjects with insecure adult attachment tend to avoid inti-
macy, to experience anxiety and fear of rejection and aban-
donment in intimate relationships.

According to attachment theorists (Bartholomew 1990; 
Bowlby 1973, 1982; Mikulincer and Shaver 2012), primary 
experiences with parents tend to shape internal operat-
ing models that support the way adults live and interpret 
romantic relationships. In this direction, children who have 
received substantial, sensitive, and affective care from their 
parents and were able to use those attachment figures for 
comfort when distressed and as secure bases from which to 
explore the environment, may internalize this relational pat-
tern by developing confident representations of relationships 
that will thus affect the quality of relationships in adulthood.

On the contrary, ambivalent or rejecting and emotion-
ally unavailable parents may increase insecure attachment 
characterized by difficulty in getting into emotional contact, 
discomfort intimacy with the partner and fear of rejection 
or abandonment. Although individuals may form links with 
different qualities of attachment depending on the signifi-
cant figures with whom they relate, the literature seems to 
suggest that adult attachment tends to be consistent with 
childhood experiences (Bartholomew 1990; Bartholomew 
et al. 1991; Fabris et al. 2018). In this direction, alexithymic 
subjects, who experience poor relationships with parents in 
childhood, may more often report an insecure adult attach-
ment bond, in continuity with earlier experiences.

In this way, adult insecure attachment could be the result 
of emotional regulation difficulties in alexithymic subjects 

Fig. 1  Hypothesized model Theoretical model 

Alexithymia Differentiation of 
Self

Fear of intimacy Adult attachment
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and associate with coping strategies with emotional distress 
from intimate relationships.

The theory of attachment (Bowbly 1973,1982; Mikulincer 
and Shaver 2012) and the theory of self-differentiation 
(Bowen 1976, 1978; Kerr and Bowen 1988) come from two 
different theoretical traditions. Despite their differences, the 
two theories have common aspects. Both recognize the con-
tribution of meaningful relationships with others in develop-
ing the way adults maintain relationships with others and 
emotional regulation skills. Both focus on the relationship 
between autonomy and intimacy in the family context, and 
recognize the importance of the quality of relationships over 
the generations, connecting inter- and intrapsychic processes 
(Hardy and Fisher 2018; Lampis and Cautadella 2019; Ross 
and Murdock 2016). However, as Hardy and Fisher (2018) 
argue, “differentiation theory focuses mostly on adult matu-
ration rather than infant and child development, which may 
partially explain why it has been overshadowed in attach-
ment research” (Hardy and Fisher 2018, p. 561).

Some theorists have pointed out that self-differentiation 
is connected with secure adult attachment, in which part-
ners co-regulate and form a secure basis for each other, 
increase their ability to balance dependence and autonomy 
from the partner, and develop a greater sense of self (Hardy 
and Fisher 2018). According to attachment theorists, self-
differentiation is the result of adult attachment: the more 
partners are able to develop and maintain a sense of safety 
and security, the more stable their sense of self will become. 
In contrast, according to self-differentiation theorists, the 
degree of differentiation is not the result of secure attach-
ment, but differentiation regulates the balance of attachment 
and autonomy (Hardy and Fisher 2018).

In this direction, some evidence suggests an associa-
tion between measures of insecure adult attachment and 
low levels of self-differentiation (Cepukiene 2020; Hanlen 
et al. 2016; Skowron and Kendy 2004; Thorberg et al. 2006, 
2010). Some research suggests that insecure adult attach-
ment predicts poor self-differentiation, particularly associ-
ated with aspects such as high emotional reactivity, emo-
tional cut-off and difficulty to adhere to one’s convictions in 
spite of external pressure (Thorberg et al. 2010).

These aspects are salient for subjects with alexithymia 
and may represent dysfunctional ways of managing intimacy 
and emotion in partner relationships. Moreover, individu-
als with insecure attachment and less differentiation tend 
to report greater emotional dysregulation and dysfunctional 
coping strategies that are typical of subjects with alexithy-
mia (Hanlen et al. 2016). For this reason it is interesting to 
evaluate alexithymia, adult attachment, and self-differenti-
ation together, and our goal was to analyze the mediating 
role of insecure adult attachment in the relationship between 
Alexithymia and Self-Differentiation.

In this direction, we hypothesize that individuals with 
high levels of alexithymia, due to their deficits in emotional-
relational functioning and in continuity with childhood 
attachment experiences, tend to report fewer levels of adult 
safe attachment which, in turn, predicts lower levels of self-
differentiation, thus contributing to develop little sense of 
self and less competence in balancing intimacy and auton-
omy needs in relationships with the partner.

The Role of Fear of Intimacy

In order to explore the relationship between Alexithymia and 
the constructs of insecure attachment and self-differentia-
tion, it is interesting to examine the role of Fear of Intimacy.

Fear of intimacy refers to the inhibited ability of the indi-
vidual to share thoughts and emotions of personal signifi-
cance with other individual who is highly valued (Descutner 
and Thelen 1991), and tends to oppose the ability to form 
close and intimate relationships (Doi and Thelen 1993). In 
the literature, some evidence suggests that high traits of 
alexithymia tend to be associated with high levels of fear of 
intimacy (Beshart et al. 2014; Lyvers et al. 2017; Karakis 
and Levant 2012) while a study (Lyvers et al. 2017) identi-
fied a role of fear of intimacy mediation in the relationship 
between alexithymia and insecure adult attachment.

Globally, these data seem to indicate that alexithymic 
subjects tend to experience anxiety and discomfort in close 
relationships, and therefore may be more prone to establish-
ing forms of insecure attachment to the partner in order to 
regulate their emotions and proximity to it.

Following this direction, it is observed that Fear of Inti-
macy is central in the less self-differentiated subjects, who 
may use emotional cut-off in order to avoid and manage 
negative emotions coming from intimate relationships, thus 
proving to be exaggeratedly autonomous and not inclined 
to experience intimacy with the partner and to enter into 
emotional contact with them (Thorberg et al. 2006,2010). 
Therefore, we hypothesize that fear of intimacy could have 
a mediating role in the relationship between alexithymia and 
self-differentiation. In particular, we anticipate that fear of 
intimacy may predict self-differentiation both directly and 
indirectly, through adult insecure attachment.

The Purpose of this Study

Based on the aforementioned theoretical framework, 
the purpose of this study was to analyze the relationship 
between alexithymia and differentiation of self, mediated 
by the fear of intimacy and adult attachment in a serial 
multiple mediation model. We hypothesize that fear of 
intimacy might have a mediating role in the relation-
ship between alexithymia and self-differentiation. In 
particular, we anticipate that alexithymia may predict 
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self-differentiation both directly and indirectly, through 
fear of intimacy and adult insecure attachment. By involv-
ing a non-clinical population of self-identified gay and 
lesbian people, our contribution aims to extend the current 
knowledge on the relationship between alexithymia and 
the variables involved in the proposed model. In particular, 
alexithymia is a condition that can affect the individual’s 
adjustment, which is associated with a decrease in psycho-
logical well-being and difficulties in interpersonal relation-
ships. Investigating the factors involved in the relationship 
between alexithymia and self-differentiation allows us not 
only to bring evidence in support of a theoretical model, 
but also to identify factors that can inform more specific 
assessment and intervention strategies for subjects with 
alexithymia.

Finally, we wanted to test this model in a particular 
cultural context, Poland, with subjects belonging to the 
LGBTQ community or self-identifying as gay or lesbian. 
Poland is a country whose population defines itself as 
91% Roman Catholic, and, in general, a negative atti-
tude toward the LGBTQ population prevails (Mizielinska 
2020). Although some evidence suggests that there are no 
differences between the minority sample and the general 
population in terms of self-differentiation and adult attach-
ment (Spencer and Brown 2007), it cannot be excluded 
that in such a cultural context internalized stigma and 
homophobia may affect the quality of relationships and the 
self-concept of homosexual individuals (Badenes-Ribera 
et al. 2018; Hossain and Ferreira 2019), including fear of 
intimacy (Szymanski and Hilton 2013) (Fig. 1).

Method

Participants

All the respondents came from Poland and had secondary 
(59.3%) or higher education (40.7%). The study partici-
pants were selected based on the convenience sampling 
method, but the condition for taking part in the study was 
to have been in a romantic relationship for at least six 
months at the time of the survey. The participants were 
recruited online; participants were invited to take part in 
the research through a brief advertisement posted on one 
of the most popular gay and lesbian online platforms in 
Poland and on Polish Facebook LGBTQ groups related to 
equality parade, which is an event organized every year 
to show opposition against intolerance and homophobia.

The sample comprised 258 participants aged 30.29 
on average (SD = 7.27, Min. = 20, Max. = 50). The group 
included 54.7 per cent females and 45.3 per cent males.

Procedure

The study was conducted in accordance with the recommen-
dations of the University of Social Sciences and Humani-
ties Ethics Committee with written informed consent which 
was obtained from every single participant. All procedures 
involving human respondents complied with ethical stand-
ards of the institutional and/or national research committee 
and the 1964 Helsinki declaration, as amended, or relevant 
ethical standards. At the beginning, before opening question-
naire packets, all participants were asked to give consent for 
their participation, as well as they were instructed on how to 
complete the questionnaire and how to withdraw from the 
study. The information was also provided that the participa-
tion in the study was voluntary and anonymous.

The study required that the people selected for the 
research were those who had been in a romantic relation-
ship for at least six months at the time of taking the survey. 
The subjects were encouraged to answer questions in the 
most truthful manner, and the anonymity was guaranteed 
when filling out the questionnaires. The same sets of ques-
tions were answered individually by respondents, and the 
participants were not credited for the completion of the 
questionnaire.

Instruments

Socio‑Demographic Features

Participants were asked to provide information for socio-
demographic purposes, i.e. age and gender.

The Revised Adult Attachment Scale—Close Relationship 
Version (RAAS Collins and Read 1990; Collins 1996)

The Revised Adult Attachment Scale is an 18-point tool 
designed to measure the style of adult attachment. It com-
prises three subscales: Close, Depend, and Anxiety. The 
first subscale, i.e. Close, serves to measure the level of 
comfort the individual experiences with closeness and inti-
macy. The Depend subscale is used to assess whether the 
individual considers they can rely on others to be available 
when needed. Finally, the third subscale, i.e. Anxiety serves 
to measure the intensity of anxiety the person feels about 
being rejected or unloved. High scores on Close and Depend 
subscales, and low scores on the Anxiety dimension, imply 
a secure attachment style. Each item is scored on a five-
point Likert scale with certain items scored reversely. It was 
shown that the RAAS scale constitutes an adequately valid 
and reliable tool (Collins and Read 1990).

The Polish version of the questionnaire, which was 
adapted by Adamczyk (2012), was used to conduct the 
survey, which shows acceptable dimensional Cronbach’s α 
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accuracy at the level of 0.75 for the Close scale, 0.76 for the 
Depend scale, and 0.86 for the Anxiety scale. In the present 
study, the Cronbach’s alphas amounted to 0.83 for Anxiety, 
0.80 for Depend, and 0.81 for Close, respectively. Neces-
sary to mention is the fact that the purpose of the RAAS is 
not to assess attachment styles, but continuous attachment 
dimensions which are assumed to constitute the basis of 
adult attachment (Bartholomew and Horowitz 1991; Collins 
1996). Thus in the present study, (Close + Depend)/Anxi-
ety formula was applied to index secure attachment (Lyvers 
et al. 2017). The willingness to use this formula was one 
of the main reasons for choosing the RAAS questionnaire.

The Toronto Alexithymia Scale—20 (TAS‑20PL; Parker et al. 
1993)

To examine the level of alexithymia, the Toronto Alexithy-
mia Scale-20 was applied. In addition to the general level 
of alexithymia, the questionnaire allows to assess other 
dimensions through subscales such as: “difficulty describ-
ing feelings”; “difficulty identifying feelings”; “externally 
oriented style of thinking.” 20 items form the questionnaire 
are assessed on a five-degree Likert scale (1 – strongly disa-
gree; 2 – partially disagree; 3 – undecided; 4 – partially 
agree; 5 – strongly agree). The scale range is between 20 and 
100 points, but in addition to quantitative analysis, it is also 
possible to determine whether the tested person meets the 
criteria of alexithymia, which are between 52 and 60 points 
for possible alexithymia and above 61 points for alexithymia. 
The Polish version of the questionnaire, which was adapted 
by Dawid Ścigała and colleagues (2020) and used on a clini-
cal group of alcohol addicts and control subjects, was used 
in the study. The clinical group scored an average of 54.97 
(12.54) points and the control group scored 43.93 (12.48) 
points, which is similar to the cut-off points proposed by 
the authors of the questionnaire. Cronbach’s α coefficient 
for polish version amounts to 0.86 for the general score; 
0.75 for the “difficulty describing feelings” scale; 0.81 for 
the “difficulty identifying feelings” scale; and 0.64 for the 
“externally oriented style of thinking” scale (Ścigała et al. 
2020). The Cronbach’s α coefficient for the total score in the 
present sample amounted to 0.86.

The Fear of Intimacy Scale (FIS; Descutner and len 1991)

The purpose of FIS scale is to evaluate an individual’s 
inability to express and present thoughts and feelings in a 
close relationship or at the prospect of a close relationship. 
The FIS is a 35 item measurement tool that applies a five-
point Likert scale ranging from 1 (not typical of me at all) 
to 5 (absolutely typical of me). The higher the scores, the 
greater the fear of intimacy. The items focus on three defin-
ing features, i.e.: content (the communication of personal 

information), emotional valence (strong feelings about the 
personal information exchanged), and vulnerability (high 
regard for the intimate other).

The Polish version of the questionnaire was used in the 
previous research by the authors of this study, which shows 
an acceptable reliability of Cronbach’s α dimensions at 0.85.

Differentiation of Self Inventory (DSI, Skowron 
and Friedlander 1998)

Measures the degree to which an individual is able to bal-
ance autonomy and intimacy in close relationships, as well 
as the ability to balance rational and emotional reasoning). 
The inventory contains 43 items and yields four subscale 
scores, as well as an overall score. The four subscales 
include emotional reactivity, “I” position, emotional cutoff, 
and fusion with others. Items on the emotional reactivity 
subscale pertain to the tendency to respond emotionally to 
one’s environment. Items on the “I” position subscale per-
tain to the ability to maintain a clearly defined sense of self. 
Items on the emotional cutoff subscale reflect the fear of 
intimacy and behavioral responses that an individual may 
engage in relation to that fear. Items on the fusion with oth-
ers subscale pertain to the tendency to be over involved in 
significant relationships. Responses to all items were coded 
on a six-point Likert-type scale ranging from “1 = Not at all 
true of me” to “6 = Very true of me.” All items on the emo-
tional reactivity, emotional cutoff, and fusion with others 
subscales were reverse scored, along with one item on the 
“I” position subscale. All subscale scores were computed 
according to the guidelines in the questionnaire manual 
(Skowron and Friedlander 1998).

The Polish version of the questionnaire was used in the 
adaptation of the authors of the study performed before the 
study, which shows the acceptable reliability of specific 
Cronbach’s α dimensions at the level from 0.67 to 0.82.

In the present sample the Cronbach’s alpha reliability 
coefficient for the full scale was 0.82.

Data Analysis

IBM SPSS Statistics Release 26 statistical software was 
applied to analyze all data. In the first place, sociodemo-
graphic information and study variables formed the basis 
for developing descriptive statistics. The values of skew-
ness and kurtosis have been determined in order to verify 
normality of the data. Since skewness and kurtosis values 
ranged from + 1 to −1 (see Table 1), the normal distribu-
tion of data has been stated (Tabachnick and Fidell 2013). 
Further, Pearson correlation coefficient tests have been car-
ried out in order to investigate the relationships between 
individual research variables.
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Moving on to the verification of the theoretical model, 
it was important to check the mediation role of fear of inti-
macy (mediator 1) and adult attachment (mediator 2), as well 
as the joint influence of both mediators on the relationship 
between alexithymia and differentiation of the self. Moreo-
ver, it was assumed that the two mediators were strongly cor-
related with each other; therefore, a serial multiple media-
tion model made via macro PROCESS for SPSS model 6 
(Hayes 2018) was chosen, which assumes that both media-
tors are correlated with each other, as is the case with the 
presented model. It also allows for controlling the separate 
influence of each mediator and determining the influence 
of both mediating variables on the relationship between an 
independent and a dependent variable.

Finally, a serial multiple mediation model was tested. 
Two variables (i.e., fear of intimacy and adult attachment) 
were proposed as mediators of the relationships between 
the independent variable “Alexithymia” and a depend-
ent variable Differentiation of Self. The second mediator, 
i.e. adult attachment, was operationalized by the formula 
(Close + Depend)/Anxiety, based on the rationale that secure 
attachment, as defined by RAAS scores, refers to high scores 
on Close and Depend accompanied by low scores on Anxi-
ety (Lyvers et al. 2017).

The serial multiple mediation model was conducted with 
the use of SPSS macro PROCESS model 6 (Hayes 2018). 
PROCESS estimates direct effects, indirect effects, stand-
ard errors, and confidence intervals based on the distribution 
obtained with the bias corrected and accelerated bootstrapping 
method. The bias-corrected bootstrapping method does not 
assume normality or symmetry of the sampling distribution 
of the indirect effect and provides relatively greater power and 
better type I error rates when compared to other mediation 
approaches (Mackinnon et al. 2004). A statistically significant 
indirect effect indicates that the effect of the independent vari-
able on the outcome is mediated by other variables. Moreover, 
in serial multiple mediator models the assumption that two 
mediators are not correlated with each other is rejected a priori 
(Hayes 2018). Thus using serial multiple mediation model the 
indirect effect of relation between independent variable (alex-
ithymia), mediator 1 (fear of intimacy) and mediator 2 (adult 

attachment) on dependent variable (Differentiation of Self) 
could be observed.

As per approach adopted by Hayes (2012, 2013, 2018), 
the statistical significance of the indirect mediating effects of 
variables upon the bootstrap method is assessed depending 
on whether the point estimate of the mediating variable is 
zero within a 95% bias corrected and accelerated confidence 
interval (BCa CI). Therefore, to consider an indirect effect 
statistically significant, the specified 95% bias-corrected 
bootstrap confidence interval should have contained “0”. 
Hayes (2013, 2018) suggested that 10,000 bootstrap sam-
ples be used for mediation analyses in the test from serial 
multiple mediation. As a result, data derived from 10,000 
bootstrap samples were used in the present study. The term 
‘bootstrapping’ refers to a re-sampling procedure in which 
multiple sub-samples of equal size as the original sample 
are replaced randomly.

As a final point, various pairwise comparisons were made 
between specific indirect effects to evaluate whether a cer-
tain indirect effect was statistically different from another.

Results

Description of Correlations

Table 1 includes means, standard deviations, and correla-
tions for study variables. In order to determine the rela-
tionships among variables, correlations coefficients were 
estimated. As it is clearly visible from Table 1, alexithymia 
should be negatively correlated with secure adult attach-
ment and differentiation of Self, and on the other hand, it 
correlated positively with fear of intimacy. Apart from the 
above, differentiation of Self positively correlated with adult 
attachment, and fear of intimacy negatively correlated with 
adult attachment.

Serial Multiple Mediation Model Explaining 
Differentiation of Self

Figure 2 presents findings resulted from the tested model 
of serial mediating roles of fear of intimacy and adult 

Table 1  Means, standard 
deviations and bivariate 
correlations of variables under 
study

Adult Attachment formula is (close + depend)/anxiety (Lyvers et al. 2017)
M mean, SD standard deviation, Skew Skewness, Kur Kurtosis
***p < .001

M SD Skew Kur 1 2 3 4

1. Age 30.29 7.27 0.85 −0.17 –
2. Alexithymia 46.14 13.02 0.17 −0.86 −.06 –
3. Adult attachment formula 2.93 1.49 .94 0.37 .03 −.47*** –
4. Fear of intimacy 74.63 23.23 0.63 −0.24 .03 .42*** −.50** –
5. Differentiation of Self Inventory 3.69 0.50 0.16 0.04 .09 −.56*** .54*** −.49***
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attachment in alexithymia and differentiation of Self 
relationship.

The performed analysis of the model related to the impact 
of alexithymia on the level of intensification of differentia-
tion of the self with regard to a mediatory role of fear of inti-
macy and adult attachment. In addition, the model takes into 
account the gender that was previously centered (−1 male; 
1 female) and age as covariates (Fig. 2). It turned out that 
age was not a significant covariant in any condition, includ-
ing separate relations between mediators and the dependent 
variable, but gender was a significant covariant, and gender 
is included in the model to be described. The tested model 
was statistically significant: F(4, 253) = 53.81; p < 0.0001. 
The presented model explains 46% (R2 = 0.46) of the vari-
ability in scores for the differentiation of the self.

As presented in Fig. 2 the total effect of alexithymia on 
differentiation of self was statistically significant (c =  −0.56. 
SE = 0.0020, t = 10.85, p < 0.0001) (Step 1). The direct effect 
of Alexithymia on fear of intimacy (a1 = 0.42, SE = 0.1012, 
t = 7.4039, p < 0.0001) was statistically significant (Step 2). 
The direct effect of alexithymia on adult attachment (a2 =  
−0.31, SE = 0.0093, t = 5.52, p < 0.0001) was significant and 
direct effect of fear of intimacy on adult attachment for-
mula was also statistically significant (d21 =  −0.37, SE = . 
0052, t = 6.58, p < 0.0001(Step 3). The direct effect of fear 

of intimacy (b1 = −0.20, SE = 0.0012, t = 3.6371, p < 0.001) 
and adult attachment (b2 = 0.27, SE = 0.0133, t = 4.7884, 
p < 0.0001) on differentiation of self level were statisti-
cally significant (Step 4). When alexithymia and mediating 
variable were simultaneously entered in the model (Step 
5) the direct effect of alexithymia on differentiation of self 
decreased but the significance level did not change (c` =  
−0.35, SE = 0.0021, t = 6.34, p < 0.0001). That is, the direct 
effect remained significant indicating partial rather than full 
mediation.

The analysis of indirect effects based on confidence inter-
vals using 10,000 bootstrapping and the correction on the 
significance level of 95% showed that the first indirect effect 
of the impact of alexithymia on the differentiation of self 
with the mediatory role of fear of intimacy (a1, b1) was sta-
tistically significant (point estimate b = 0.09. 95% CI [−0.14; 
−0.04]) and gender was a significant covariant (Fig. 2), 
which means that this relation is more possible for men. 
As for the second indirect effect, where adult attachment 
formula constituted a mediator (a2, b2), the result turned 
out also statistically significant (point estimate b = 0.09. 
95% CI [−0.13; −0.04]) and again gender was a significant 
covariant (Fig. 2). Turning to the last indirect effect of the 
impact of alexithymia on the intensification of differentia-
tion of self level with fear of intimacy and adult attachment 

(c) A direct effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differen�a�on of Self level.  

(a1, b1) An indirect effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differen�a�on of Self level, including fear of intimacy.

(a2, b2) An indirect effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differen�a�on of Self level, including raas index.

(a1, d21, b2) An indirect effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differen�a�on of Self level, including fear of intimacy and raas index.

(c`) A direct effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differen�a�on of Self level, taking account of the impact of both mediators.

Covariates: gender(centered -1 male; 1female) - significant in (c) cov= -.14*; (a1, b1) cov= -.15*;(a2, b2) cov= -.12*;  (a1, d21, b2) cov = -.13* 

age - not significant; 

* p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01. 

Alexithymia Differen�a�on 
of Self

Fear of 
in�macy

Adult 
a�achment

a1 a2 b1

c

b2

c`

d21

Fig. 2  Serial-multiple mediation model for the relation between 
Alexithymia dimension and Differentiation of Self, where Fear of 
Intimacy and Adult Attachment formula constitute mediators. (c) 
A direct effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differentiation 
of Self level. (a1, b1) An indirect effect of the impact of alexithy-
mia on the Differentiation of Self level, including fear of intimacy. 
(a2, b2) An indirect effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Dif-
ferentiation of Self level, including raas index. (a1, d21, b2) An 

indirect effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differentiation of 
Self level, including fear of intimacy and raas index. (c`) A direct 
effect of the impact of alexithymia on the Differentiation of Self 
level, taking account of the impact of both mediators. Covariates: 
gender(centered -1 male; 1female)—significant in (c) cov = −.14*; 
(a1, b1) cov = −.15*; (a2, b2) cov = −.12*; (a1, d21, b2) cov = −.13*. 
age - not significant;*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01
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formula as mediators (a1, d21, b2), it was proven that this 
effect was statistically significant (point estimate b = 0.04. 
95% CI [−0.07; −0.02]), once more gender was an signifi-
cant covariant and as in the previous cases, it is more prob-
ably for men (Fig. 2). The total indirect effect (the difference 
between the total and indirect effects/c–c’) of alexithymia on 
differentiation of self inventory through fear of intimacy and 
adult attachment formula was statistically significant (point 
estimate b = 0.21. 95% CI [−0.29; −0.15]).

The contrasts between the indirect effects shows only one 
statistically significant difference between indirect effect 2 
(a2, b2) and indirect effect 3 (a1, d21, b2) (point estimate 
b = 0.04. 95% CI [−0.09; −0.01]). Differences between indi-
rect effect 1 (a1, b1) versus indirect effect 2 (a2, b2) and 
indirect effect 1 (a1, b1) versus indirect effect 3 (a1, d21, 
b2) are not statistically significant.

Discussion

Our study attempted to explore a model of Alexithymia as 
a predictor of Self-Differentiation, investigating the possi-
ble influence of two mediation factors: fear of intimacy and 
adult attachment.

In accordance with some previous evidence (Doba et al. 
2018; Rothschild-Yakar et al. 2019), our study reported an 
association between high levels of alexithymia and low lev-
els of self-differentiation, thus indicating that alexithymic 
subjects tend to have difficulty regulating emotions and 
developing intimate relationships, characterized by a bal-
ance between autonomy and intimacy, which results in poor 
self-differentiation. According to our findings, this correla-
tion may be explained by at least two possible mediation 
factors: adult attachment and fear of intimacy.

The literature recognizes, in dysfunctional parenting, 
practices and poor relationships with caregivers of evo-
lutionary risk factors for the development of Alexithymic 
traits. Considering the continuity of attachment patterns 
along development, it is possible that adults tend to bring 
back insecure adult attachment partners, thus indicating anx-
iety and discomfort in close relationships. In turn, according 
to our data, it is possible that adult insecure attachment is 
related to poor self-differentiation. According to some self-
differentiation theorists, it may be considered the outcome 
of a secure attachment (Hardy and Fisher 2018; Lampis and 
Cautadella 2019). In this direction, it is possible that inse-
cure attachment is associated with salient features that feed 
low levels of self-differentiation.

For example, individuals with ambivalent insecure attach-
ment may exhibit more emotional reactions and fusion with 
others, while adults with avoidant attachment may make 
greater use of emotional cut-offs, i.e. a tendency to suppress 
emotions and prove independent of their partner (Besharat 

et al. 2014; Ross and Murdock 2016; Skowron and Dendy 
2004). In this way, the insecure attachment bond represents 
for the alexithymic subjects the attempt to ensure the close-
ness of the partner by trying to manage the difficulties of 
emotional regulation and intimacy with the partner.

However, forms of insecure attachment may prompt strat-
egies of coping with emotions that contribute to poor self-
differentiation. Alexithymic subjects may be more likely to 
report emotional avoidance strategies in the relationship, as 
a result of fear of intimacy. Fear of intimacy tends to associ-
ate with strategies of emotional avoidance and suppression 
of emotions, thus fueling insecure attachment to partners, 
in which the subject tends to disavow the importance of 
intimate relationships and being excessively independent 
from their partner (Bartholomew 1990; Wei et al. 2005). In 
this direction, our study reported that fear of intimacy has a 
direct negative impact on self-differentiation. It is possible 
that fear of intimacy is associated with aspects of emotional 
cut-off or emotional reaction, thus increasing emotional dys-
regulation and poor self-differing in alexithymic subjects.

However, our data also supports an indirect influence of 
fear of intimacy on self-differentiation via adult attachment. 
A previous study (Lyvers et al. 2017) had shown that fear 
of intimacy could be a mediation factor in the relationship 
between alexithymia and adult attachment. Our study repli-
cates the results of the previous one (Lyvers et al. 2017) into 
a larger sample and in a different culture, and attempts to 
extend current knowledge by inserting these constructs into 
a broader model comprising Self-Differentiation. Therefore, 
our data seems to support that alexithymic subjects tend to 
express more anxiety and discomfort in intimate relation-
ships, as indicated by higher levels of fear of intimacy.

In this direction, fear of intimacy could help to main-
tain, in accordance with previous evolutionary experiences, 
patterns of insecure attachment, especially avoidance, in 
order to uphold proximity with the partner and manage inti-
macy with it, resulting in strategies that decrease levels of 
self-differentiation.

These data must be read within the cultural context and 
specific population (people self-identifying as gay and les-
bian people or belonging to the LGBTQ community) that 
this study focused on. Our study examined the relationship 
between variables in gay and lesbian subjects who were not 
recruited from the general population but who were recruited 
via an online platform, indicating that they belong to the 
LGBTQ community. Sexual minorities are still victims of 
discrimination in Poland. The cultural climate is not favora-
ble to them, and even the chronicles of recent times indicate 
a situation of intolerance toward the LGBTQ community. 
We did not compare sexual minorities and the general popu-
lation; however, it is possible that violence, discrimination, 
and internalized homophobia arise in some way to influ-
ence some dimensions, such as fear of intimacy and adult 
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attachment in gay and lesbian people, therefore making the 
relationship between these variables more significant. In the 
future, this should be taken into account.

The novelty of this study is not only that it examined 
a particular population in a specific cultural context. A 
novel aspect is the observation of the relationship between 
alexithymia, adult attachment, fear of intimacy, and self-
differentiation in a single model. In particular, the study 
supports the possible mediating role of fear of intimacy 
and insecure adult attachment in the relationship between 
levels of alexithymia and self-differentiation. Although the 
constructs investigated are independent and well defined, 
it is possible that they present convergences and similari-
ties between them. In this sense, alexithymia is described as 
an inability to recognize one’s emotions and regulate them, 
which can lead to difficulties in interpersonal relationships, 
such as fear of intimacy and insecure attachment. If we think 
about the difficulties of an alexithymic subject, it is possible 
that avoidance constitutes an attempt to compensate for and 
counteract difficulties in regulating one’s emotions and fear 
of intimacy in interpersonal relationships, resulting in less 
self-differentiation. In this way, fear of intimacy and adult 
attachment, which in this study partially mediates the rela-
tionship between alexithymia and self-differentiation, may 
indicate that these constructs are characteristic of subjects 
with alexithymia, constitute a salient aspect of the interper-
sonal functioning of the alexithymic subject, and suggest 
therefore the mechanism by which alexithymia can decrease 
levels of self-differentiation. Several theorists suggest that 
alexithymia develops from difficulties in relationships with 
primary caregivers. These relational patterns may have led to 
the onset of alexithymic symptoms, also contributing to the 
maintenance of dysfunctional interpersonal relationships in 
adulthood, where fear of intimacy and insecure adult attach-
ment have characteristics incorporated in the interpersonal 
functioning of the alexithymic subject, resulting in greater 
self-differentiation. Future studies may continue to observe 
the relationship between these variables in an integrated 
way.

Limitations and Future Research

Naturally, our data should be interpreted with caution. 
Although the model may be interesting, causal relationships 
cannot be evinced by adopting a cross-sectional approach 
and, therefore, longitudinal studies are required to clarify the 
direction of causation in the relationship between constructs.

In addition, the model could be tested in other popula-
tions (e.g. specific clinical populations) and other cultures, 
in order to verify their validity in other contexts and increase 
their generality of results. In this study, we used self-report-
ing tools, so factors related to memory, text comprehension, 
and social desirability may have intervened. Therefore, 

future studies may include different instruments and differ-
ent observatories. Finally, in this study, we looked only at 
measures indicative of the level of secure adult attachment 
and the level of self-differentiation. However, future studies 
will identify the correlation between the individual com-
ponents of these constructs, such as the types of insecure 
attachment binding and the self-differentiation dimensions 
we referred to.

Clinical Implications

Finally, the results of the present study have some clinical 
implications. Both Alexithymia (Frewen et al. 2008; Greene 
et al. 2020; Precee et al. 2017) that Self-Differentiation 
(Chung and Gale 2006; Krycak et al. 2012) are constructs 
associated with a decrease in psychological well-being and 
a difficulty in meaningful relationships.

Therefore, such constructs should be investigated and 
evaluated in patients who report relationship difficulties 
or problems related to the regulation of affections. In addi-
tion, the therapist will have to take into account the aspects 
of dysregulation and insecurity inherent in the relational 
patterns of the alexithymic subjects. Fear of intimacy and 
insecure adult attachment are aspects that have been signifi-
cant in mediating the relationship between alexithymia and 
self-differentiation.

Therefore, such constructs should be carefully investi-
gated and considered in formulating a clinical intervention. 
Alexithymic individuals may be reluctant to engage in psy-
chotherapeutic intervention. This is why it is important to 
build a strong alliance with these patients that becomes the 
basis for allowing the patient to explore themselves, their 
emotions, their cognitions, their values, and their own rela-
tional patterns (Lampis et al. 2019b). Research suggests 
that counseling interventions, regardless of the theoretical 
approach and the techniques employed, are useful in sup-
porting patients’ self-differentiation processes (Messina 
et al. 2018). As suggested by Bowen (1978), the process 
underlying the increase in self-differentiation requires self-
exploration and the ability to take a systemic view of one’s 
own place in one’s emotional system. A strong alliance with 
the therapist could make the patient feel safer and more com-
fortable in dealing with this process.

In particular, therapists will be able to work on the rela-
tionship with the patient keeping in mind the characteristics 
of their adult attachment bond, which will affect the thera-
pist-patient relationship during the sessions. Vanheule and 
colleagues (2007, 2010) suggested that therapists regularly 
monitor and discuss the nature of the therapeutic relationship 
with their patients in order to stimulate the latter’s capacity 
to think about relationships and feelings in relationships. 
Additionally, therapists can help patients develop awareness 
of their relationship patterns by helping them to reconstruct 
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the history of their attachments and past family relation-
ships and to observe how past relationships affect their cur-
rent relationships and psychological distress (Lampis et al. 
2019a, 2019b). The genogram could be a useful tool for this 
purpose, particularly for systemic-oriented psychotherapists.

Alexithymic patients should be led by their thera-
pists in learning to discern manifestations of arousal, to 
describe these states, and to develop relevant explanations 
for them without the therapist imposing their own expla-
nations (Vanheule et al. 2007, 2010). Despite their pecu-
liarities, attachment theory and self-differentiation theory 
show theoretical convergences that should be integrated in 
clinical work; more specifically, in therapeutic interven-
tions addressed toward individuals presenting alexithymia 
and emotional dysregulation (Lampis et al. 2019a, b; Ross 
et al. 2016). Working in therapy with an alexithymic patient 
means helping them adjust better and have more func-
tional interpersonal relationships. This can be particularly 
significant in romantic relationships and therefore also in 
couple therapy. The therapist can therefore help the patient 
to reduce emotional cutoff levels and find a better balance 
between accepting dependence on others and expressing 
emotional autonomy (Lampis et al. 2019b).

In this direction, approaches such as emotionally focused 
couple therapy (Greenberg and Goldman 2008) and Fish-
bane’s (2007) relational empowerment model can integrate 
aspects of attachment and self-differentiation in working 
with individuals and couples in order to help them develop a 
secure base with their partner and the best strategies for rela-
tional emotional regulation (Lampis and Cautadell 2019). 
These approaches could be beneficial for individuals with 
alexithymia, particularly in couples therapy.

Furthermore, on an individual level, research suggests 
the possibility of using techniques based on mentalization 
and cognitive behavioral strategies in order to respectively 
increase the reflexive function and adopt more adequate cop-
ing strategies (Ogrodniczuk et al. 2011).

Funding Open Access funding provided by Università degli Studi di 
Torino.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://creat iveco mmons .org/licen ses/by/4.0/.

References

Adamczyk, K. (2012). The psychometric properties of the polish 
language version of the revised adult attachment scale(RAAS). 
Przegląd Psychologiczny, 55(3), 253–269.

Badenes-Ribera, L., Fabris, M. A., & Longobardi, C. (2018). The rela-
tionship between internalized homonegativity and body image 
concerns in sexual minority men: A meta-analysis. Psychology 
and Sexuality, 9(3), 251–268. https ://doi.org/10.1080/19419 
899.2018.14769 05.

Bartholomew, K. (1990). Avoidance of intimacy: An attachment per-
spective. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 7, 147–
178. https ://doi.org/10.1177/02654 07590 07200 1.

Bartholomew, K., & Horowitz, L. M. (1991). Attachment styles among 
young adults: A test of a four-category model. Journal of Person-
ality and Social Psychology, 61(2), 226–244.

Bekker, M. H., Bachrach, N., & Croon, M. A. (2007). The relation-
ships of antisocial behavior with attachment styles, autonomy-
connectedness, and alexithymia. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 
63(6), 507–527. https ://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20363 .

Berry, K., Band, R., Corcoran, R., Barrowclough, C., & Wearden, 
A. (2007). Attachment styles, earlier interpersonal relationships 
and schizotypy in a non-clinical sample. Psychology and Psy-
chotherapy: Theory, Research and Practice, 80(4), 563–576. 
https ://doi.org/10.1348/14760 8307X 18836 8.

Besharat, M. A., Naghshineh, N., Ganji, P., & Tavalaeyan, F. (2014). 
The moderating role of attachment styles on the relationship 
of alexithymia and fear of intimacy with marital satisfaction. 
International Journal of Psychological Studies, 6(3), 106.

Bowen, M. (1976). Theory in the practice of psychotherapy. In P. J. 
Guerin (Ed.), Family therapy: Theory and practice (pp. 42–90). 
New York: Garner Press.

Bowen, M. (1978). Family therapy in clinical practice. New York: 
Jason Aronson.

Bowlby, J. (1973). Separation: Anxiety and anger. New York, NY: 
Basic Books.

Bowlby, J. (1982). Attachment and loss: Retrospect and prospect. 
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 52, 664–678. https ://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1939-0025.1982.tb014 56.x.

Cepukiene, V. (2020). Adults’ psychosocial functioning through the 
lens of Bowen theory: The role of interparental relationship 
quality, attachment to parents, differentiation of self, and satis-
faction with couple relationship. Journal of Adult Development, 
7, 3. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1080 4-020-09351 -3.

Chung, H., & Gale, J. (2006). Comparing self-differentiation and 
psychological well-being between Korean and European Ameri-
can students. Contemporary Family Therapy, 28(3), 367–381. 
https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1059 1-006-9013-z.

Collins, N. L. (1996). Working models of attachment: Implica-
tions for explanation, emotion, and behavior. Journal of Per-
sonality and Social Psychology, 71(4), 810–832. https ://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-3514.71.4.810.

Collins, N. L., & Read, S. J. (1990). Adult attachment, working 
models, and relationship quality in dating couples. Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology, 58(4), 644–663. https ://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-3514.58.4.644.

De Rick, A., & Vanheule, S. (2007). Attachment styles in alcoholic 
inpatients. European Addiction Research, 13(2), 101–108. https 
://doi.org/10.1159/00009 7940.

Descutner, C. J., & Thelen, M. H. (1991). Development and valida-
tion of a fear-of-intimacy scale. Psychological Assessment A 
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 3(2), 218–225. 
https ://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.3.2.218.

Doba, K., Berna, G., Constant, E., & Nandrino, J. L. (2018). 
Self-differentiation and eating disorders in early and middle 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1080/19419899.2018.1476905
https://doi.org/10.1080/19419899.2018.1476905
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407590072001
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20363
https://doi.org/10.1348/147608307X188368
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1939-0025.1982.tb01456.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1939-0025.1982.tb01456.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10804-020-09351-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-006-9013-z
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.71.4.810
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.71.4.810
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.58.4.644
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.58.4.644
https://doi.org/10.1159/000097940
https://doi.org/10.1159/000097940
https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.3.2.218


175Contemporary Family Therapy (2021) 43:165–176 

1 3

adolescence: A cross-sectional path analysis. Eating Behaviors, 
29, 75–82. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbe h.2018.03.003.

Doi, S. C., & Thelen, M. H. (1993). The fear-of-intimacy scale: 
Replication and extension. Psychological Assessment, 5(3), 
377–383. https ://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.5.3.377.

Fabris, M. A., Longobardi, C., Prino, L. E., & Settanni, M. (2018). 
Attachment style and risk of muscle dysmorphia in a sample of 
male bodybuilders. Psychology of Men and Masculinity, 19(2), 
273–281. https ://doi.org/10.1037/men00 00096 .

Fishbane, M. D. (2007). Wired to connect: Neuroscience, relation-
ships and therapy. Family Process, 46(3), 395–412. https ://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1545-5300.2007.00219 .x.

Frewen, P. A., Dozois, D. J., Neufeld, R. W., & Lanius, R. A. (2008). 
Meta-analysis of alexithymia in posttraumatic stress disorder. 
Journal of Traumatic Stress, 21(2), 24.

Gong, P., Liu, J., Li, S., & Zhou, X. (2014). Serotonin receptor gene 
(5-HT1A) modulates alexithymic characteristics and attachment 
orientation. Psychoneuroendocrinology, 50, 274–279. https ://
doi.org/10.1016/j.psyne uen.2014.09.001.

Greenberg, L. S., & Goldman, R. N. (2008). Emotion-focused cou-
ples therapy: The dynamics of emotion, love, and power. Wash-
ington: American Psychological Association.

Greene, D., Boyes, M., & Hasking, P. (2020). The associations 
between alexithymia and both non-suicidal self-injury and risky 
drinking: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of 
Affective Disorders, 260, 140–166. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jad.2019.08.088.

Hainlen, R. L., Jankowski, P. J., Paine, D. R., & Sandage, S. J. (2016). 
Adult attachment and well-being: Dimensions of differentiation of 
self as mediators. Contemporary Family Therapy, 38(2), 172–183. 
https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1059 1-015-9359-1.

Hardy, N. R., & Fisher, A. R. (2018). Attachment versus differentiation: 
The contemporary couple therapy debate. Family Process, 57(2), 
557–571. https ://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12343 .

Hayes. A. F. (2012). PROCESS: A versatile computational tool for 
observed variable mediation, moderation, and conditional process 
modeling. Retrieved June 14, 2020 from http://www.afhay es.com/
publi c/proce ss201 2.pdf.

Hayes. A. F. (2013). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and con-
ditional process analysis: Methodology in the Social Sciences. 
Kindle Edition, 193.

Hayes, A. F. (2018). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and condi-
tional process analysis: A regression-based approach. New York, 
NY: Guilford publications.

Hexel, M. (2003). Alexithymia and attachment style in relation to locus 
of control. Personality and Individual Differences, 35(6), 1261–
1270. https ://doi.org/10.1016/S0191 -8869(02)00333 -1.

Hossain, F., & Ferreira, N. (2019). Impact of social context on the self-
concept of gay and lesbian youth: A systematic review. Global 
Psychiatry, 2(1), 51–78.

Karakis, E. N., & Levant, R. F. (2012). Is normative male alexithymia 
associated with relationship satisfaction, fear of intimacy and 
communication quality among men in relationships? The Jour-
nal of Men’s Studies, 20(3), 179–186. https ://doi.org/10.3149/
jms.2003.179.

Kerr, M. E., & Bowen, M. (1988). Family evaluation. New York, NY: 
Norton.

Krycak, R. C., Murdock, N. L., & Marszalek, J. M. (2012). Differentia-
tion of self, stress, and emotional support as predictors of psycho-
logical distress. Contemporary Family Therapy, 34(4), 495–515. 
https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1059 1-012-9207-5.

Lampis, J., & Cataudella, S. (2019). Adult attachment and differen-
tiation of self-constructs: A possible dialogue? Contemporary 
Family Therapy, 41(3), 227–235. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1059 
1-019-09489 -7.

Lampis, J., Busonera, A., Cataudella, S., Tommasi, M., & Skowron, 
E. A. (2017). Psychometric properties of an Italian version of 
the differentiation of self inventory-revised (It-DSI-R). Journal 
of Adult Development, 24(2), 144–154. https ://doi.org/10.1007/
s1080 4-016-9253-6.

Lampis, J., Cataudella, S., Agus, M., Busonera, A., & Skowron, E. A. 
(2019a). Differentiation of self and dyadic adjustment in couple 
relationships: A dyadic analysis using the actor-partner interde-
pendence model. Family process, 58(3), 698–715. https ://doi.
org/10.1111/famp.12370 .

Lampis, J., Cataudella, S., Agus, M., Carta, S., Rodríguez-González, 
M., Lasio, D., et al. (2019b). Differentiation of self and the deci-
sion to seek systemic psychotherapy: A comparison between a 
help-seeking and a normative sample. Counselling Psychology 
Quarterly. https ://doi.org/10.1080/09515 070.2019.16532 63.

Lyvers, M., Edwards, M., & Thorberg, F. (2017). Alexithymia, attach-
ment and fear of intimacy in young adults. IAFOR Journal of 
Psychology and the Behavioral Sciences, 3, 1–11. https ://doi.
org/10.22492 /ijpbs .3.2.01.

Lyvers, M., Mayer, K., Needham, K., & Thorberg, F. A. (2019). Paren-
tal bonding, adult attachment, and theory of mind: A develop-
mental model of alexithymia and alcohol-related risk. Journal of 
Clinical Psychology, 75(7), 1288–1304. https ://doi.org/10.1002/
jclp.22772 .

MacKinnon, D. P., Lockwood, C. M., & Williams, J. (2004). Confi-
dence limits for the indirect effect: Distribution of the product 
and resampling methods. Multivariate Behavioral Research, 39, 
99–128. https ://doi.org/10.1207/s1532 7906m br390 1_4.

Messina, K. C., Kolbert, J. B., Bundick, M. J., Crothers, L. M., & 
Strano, D. A. (2018). The impact of counseling on Bowen’s dif-
ferentiation of self. The Family Journal, 26(2), 150–155. https ://
doi.org/10.1177/10664 80718 77619 7.

Mikulincer, M., & Shaver, P. R. (2012). An attachment perspective 
on psychopathology. World Psychiatry, 11, 11–15. https ://doi.
org/10.1016/j.wpsyc .2012.01.003.

Mizielinska, J. (2020). The limits of choice: Queer parents and stateless 
children in their search for recognition in Poland. Gender, Place 
and Culture. https ://doi.org/10.1080/09663 69X.2020.18456 16.

Montebarocci, O., Codispoti, M., Baldaro, B., & Rossi, N. (2004). 
Adult attachment style and alexithymia. Personality and Individ-
ual Differences, 36(3), 499–507. https ://doi.org/10.1016/S0191 
-8869(03)00110 -7.

Mousavi, M., & Alavinezhad, R. (2016). Relationship of alexithymia 
to adult attachment styles and self-esteem among college students. 
Journal of Psychiatry and Psychiatric Disorders, 1, 6–14.

Nemiah, J. C., & Sifneos, P. E. (1970). Psychosomatic illness: A 
problem in communication. Psychotherapy and Psychosomatics, 
18(1–6), 154–160.

Ogrodniczuk, J. S., Piper, W. E., & Joyce, A. S. (2011). Effect of alex-
ithymia on the process and outcome of psychotherapy: A pro-
grammatic review. Psychiatry Research, 190(1), 43–48. https ://
doi.org/10.1016/j.psych res.2010.04.026.

Parker, J. D., Michael Bagby, R., Taylor, G. J., Endler, N. S., & 
Schmitz, P. (1993). Factorial validity of the 20-item Toronto alex-
ithymia scale. European Journal of Personality, 7(4), 221–232. 
https ://doi.org/10.1002/per.24100 70403 .

Preece, D., Becerra, R., Allan, A., Robinson, K., & Dandy, J. (2017). 
Establishing the theoretical components of alexithymia via fac-
tor analysis: Introduction and validation of the attention-appraisal 
model of alexithymia. Personality and Individual Differences, 
119, 341–352. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.08.003.

Prino, L. E., Longobardi, C., Fabris, M. A., Parada, R. H., & Settanni, 
M. (2019). Effects of bullying victimization on internalizing and 
externalizing symptoms: The mediating role of alexithymia. Jour-
nal of Child and Family Studies, 28(9), 2586–2593. https ://doi.
org/10.1007/s1082 6-019-01484 -8.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbeh.2018.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.5.3.377
https://doi.org/10.1037/men0000096
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1545-5300.2007.00219.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1545-5300.2007.00219.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2019.08.088
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2019.08.088
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-015-9359-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12343
http://www.afhayes.com/public/process2012.pdf
http://www.afhayes.com/public/process2012.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-8869(02)00333-1
https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.2003.179
https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.2003.179
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-012-9207-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-019-09489-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-019-09489-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10804-016-9253-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10804-016-9253-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12370
https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12370
https://doi.org/10.1080/09515070.2019.1653263
https://doi.org/10.22492/ijpbs.3.2.01
https://doi.org/10.22492/ijpbs.3.2.01
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22772
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22772
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327906mbr3901_4
https://doi.org/10.1177/1066480718776197
https://doi.org/10.1177/1066480718776197
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wpsyc.2012.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wpsyc.2012.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/0966369X.2020.1845616
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-8869(03)00110-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-8869(03)00110-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2010.04.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2010.04.026
https://doi.org/10.1002/per.2410070403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-019-01484-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-019-01484-8


176 Contemporary Family Therapy (2021) 43:165–176

1 3

Ross, A. S., Hinshaw, A. B., & Murdock, N. L. (2016). Integrating the 
relational matrix: Attachment style, differentiation of self, triangu-
lation, and experiential avoidance. Contemporary Family Therapy, 
38(4), 400–411. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1059 1-016-9395-5.

Rothschild-Yakar, L., Stein, D., Goshen, D., Shoval, G., Yacobi, A., 
Eger, G., & Gur, E. (2019). Mentalizing self and other and affect 
regulation patterns in anorexia and depression. Frontiers in Psy-
chology. https ://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg .2019.02223 .

Ścigała, D. K., Zdankiewicz-Ścigała, E., Bedyńska, S., & Kokoszka, A. 
(2020). Psychometric properties and configural invariance of the 
polish–language version of the 20-item Toronto alexithymia scale 
in non-clinical and alcohol addict persons. Frontiers in Psychol-
ogy, 11, 1241. https ://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg .2020.01241 .

Sifneos, P. E. (1973). The prevalence of ‘alexithymic’ characteristics 
in psychosomatic patients. Psychotherapy and Psychosomatics, 
22(2–6), 255–262. https ://doi.org/10.1159/00028 6529.

Skowron, E. A., & Friedlander, M. L. (1998). The differentiation of self 
inventory: Development and initial validation. Journal of Coun-
sulting Psycholology, 45, 235–246.

Skowron, E. A., & Dendy, A. K. (2004). Differentiation of self and 
attachment in adulthood: Relational correlates of effortful con-
trol. Contemporary Family Therapy, 26(3), 337–357. https ://doi.
org/10.1023/B:COFT.00000 37919 .63750 .9d.

Spencer, B., & Brown, J. (2007). Fusion or internalized homophobia? 
A pilot study of Bowen’s differentiation of self hypothesis with 
lesbian couples. Family Process, 46(2), 257–268.

Szymanski, D. M., & Hilton, A. N. (2013). Fear of intimacy as a 
mediator of the internalized heterosexism-relationship qual-
ity link among men in same-sex relationships. Contemporary 
Family Therapy, 35(4), 760–772. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1059 
1-013-9249-3.

Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. S. (2013). Using multivariate statistics. 
Boston: Pearson.

Taylor, G. J., Bagby, R. M., Kushner, S. C., Benoit, D., & Atkinson, 
L. (2014). Alexithymia and adult attachment representations: 
Associations with the five-factor model of personality and per-
ceived relationship adjustment. Comprehensive Psychiatry, 55(5), 
1258–1268. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.compp sych.2014.03.015.

Thorberg, F. A., & Lyvers, M. (2006). Attachment, fear of intimacy 
and differentiation of self among clients in substance disorder 
treatment facilities. Addictive Behaviors, 31(4), 732–737. https ://
doi.org/10.1016/j.addbe h.2005.05.050.

Thorberg, F. A., & Lyvers, M. (2010). Attachment in relation to affect 
regulation and interpersonal functioning among substance use dis-
order in patients. Addiction Research and Theory, 18(4), 464–478. 
https ://doi.org/10.3109/16066 35090 32547 83.

Vanheule, S., Desmet, M., Meganck, R., & Bogaerts, S. (2007). Alex-
ithymia and interpersonal problems. Journal of Clinical Psychol-
ogy, 63(1), 109–117. https ://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.203.

Vanheule, S., Inslegers, R., Meganck, R., Ooms, E., & Desmet, M. 
(2010). Interpersonal problems in alexithymia: A review. In G. 
Dimaggio & P. H. Lysaker (Eds.), Metacognition and severe adult 
mental disorders: From research to treatment (pp. 161–176). Mil-
ton Park, UK: Routledge/Taylor and Francis Group.

Wei, M., Vogel, D. L., Ku, T. Y., & Zakalik, R. A. (2005). Adult attach-
ment, affect regulation, negative mood, and interpersonal prob-
lems: The mediating roles of emotional reactivity and emotional 
cutoff. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 52(1), 14. https ://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-0167.52.1.14.

Westwood, H., Kerr-Gaffney, J., Stahl, D., & Tchanturia, K. (2017). 
Alexithymia in eating disorders: Systematic review and meta-
analyses of studies using the Toronto alexithymia scale. Journal 
of Psychosomatic Research, 99, 66–81. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jpsyc hores .2017.06.007.

Zdankiewicz-Ścigała, E., & Ścigała, D. K. (2018). Relationship 
between attachment style in adulthood, alexithymia, and disso-
ciation in alcohol use disorder inpatients. Mediational model. 
Frontiers in psychology, 9, 2039. https ://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg 
.2018.02039 .

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-016-9395-5
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02223
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01241
https://doi.org/10.1159/000286529
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:COFT.0000037919.63750.9d
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:COFT.0000037919.63750.9d
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-013-9249-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10591-013-9249-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comppsych.2014.03.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2005.05.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2005.05.050
https://doi.org/10.3109/16066350903254783
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.203
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.52.1.14
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.52.1.14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2017.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2017.06.007
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02039
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02039

	Alexithymia and Self Differentiation: The Role of Fear of Intimacy and Insecure Adult Attachment
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Alexithymia, Adult Attachment, and Self-Differentiation
	The Role of Fear of Intimacy
	The Purpose of this Study

	Method
	Participants
	Procedure
	Instruments
	Socio-Demographic Features
	The Revised Adult Attachment Scale—Close Relationship Version (RAAS Collins and Read 1990; Collins 1996)
	The Toronto Alexithymia Scale—20 (TAS-20PL; Parker et al. 1993)
	The Fear of Intimacy Scale (FIS; Descutner and len 1991)
	Differentiation of Self Inventory (DSI, Skowron and Friedlander 1998)

	Data Analysis

	Results
	Description of Correlations
	Serial Multiple Mediation Model Explaining Differentiation of Self

	Discussion
	Limitations and Future Research
	Clinical Implications

	References




