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Abstract This study examined effect of maternal bonding on personality, anxiety, reliance in university
students in Japan and China. The students answered ten commonly used subscales. 1t includes two subscales
of maternal bonding instrument, five subscales of personality inventory, and three subscales of reliance
inventory. First, rules were derived as explanatory variables for the maternal bonding type, and the
following nine parameters were derived as objective variables: five subscales of personality inventory,
anxiety, and three subscales of reliance inventory. Second, rules were derived as explanatory variables
for the two countries.
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