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The unfamiliar and menacing epidemic has undoubtedly increased the anxiety of

students. Therefore, the strategies to reduce anxiety are urgently required. The present

study principally investigated a protective mechanism of future orientation in anxiety

during the low-risk period of COVID-19 outbreak. The study was conducted in 528

non-infected students (range = 16–24 years) recruited from five universities in China.

The participants completed questionnaires between January 22, 2021, and January 24,

2021. Chain intermediary analyses were performed after controlling for gender and age.

Results indicated that future orientation lowers anxiety through (a) optimization in primary

and secondary control, (b) resilience, and (c) chain mediating path of optimization in

primary and secondary control coupled with resilience. We investigated how individuals

deal with risk factors after encountering adversity and how their psychological flexibility

stimulates and promotes them to achieve a well-adapted developmental state. This study

provided reference suggestions on reducing anxiety levels during an emergency.

Keywords: COVID-19, optimization in primary and secondary control, anxiety, future orientation, resilience

INTRODUCTION

According to the expectancy model of fear (1), the events that shatter people’s expectations trigger
fear and anxiety, which has also been proven by studies on COVID-19 outbreak (2, 3). The
self-efficacy theory (4) suggests that the people who are confident can cope with future events
and are rarely anxious, which has been proven by a study on positive future orientations (5).
However, in-depth studies are required to understand why future-oriented people exhibit lesser
anxiety than other people and the underlying mechanism. Therefore, the aim of the present
study was to investigate the relationship between future orientation and anxiety in non-infected
students during COVID-19 outbreak. Future orientation for teenagers concretely includes planning
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(exploration and investment in future) and evaluation (emotional
experience related to future education, career, and marriage
goals). Considering that students’ future orientation goals and
concerns are most often associated with development tasks (6),
educational and professional fields were targeted in this study.

People who aim for future and possess strong motivation to
execute their plans are less anxious about existing emergencies
(7). However, the motivation to realize future is weakened under
challenging situations. Compared with the motivation, which
is a temporary and highly fluctuating cognitive phenomenon,
optimization in primary and secondary control scale (OPS) is
a stable behavioral tendency derived from intrinsic motivation
(8). The lifelong development view (9) suggests that the OPS,
as a model of adjusting oneself with the external environment,
optimizes, and maintains motivation by increasing either
resource inputs or reliance on compensation strategies (10, 11),
thereby reducing future anxiety (12–14). Therefore, we assumed
that future orientation reduces anxiety by the mediation of OPS.

Although the effects of severe challenges that lead to stressful
situations and setbacks of individual emotions have been
proven, individuals do not experience negative emotions in a
stressful situation alone. Positive emotions can be developed
by constructing personal resources such as resilience (15–19).
Resilience is not only a dynamic process between dangerous and
protective characteristics (20) but also an individual’s superior
adaptability (21, 22). Moreover, it a result of the change process
(23, 24). Organisms possess the essential response-ability of
dynamic regulation and instant adaptation for self-protection
and survival when the environment changes, which is a “self-
regulation mechanism” determined by biological genetics (25).
Resilience seems to be a self-protection instinct in humans (26)
that help people in dealing with negative emotions (27, 28).
Therefore, we assumed that future orientation could reduce
anxiety by increasing resilience.

Notably, OPS and psychological resilience are not separate
intermediaries. The process model of mental resilience (26)
suggests that in response to life stimuli, protective factors
either mobilize, reintegrate, and ultimately restore to maintain
a balance or lose balance (15–19). Among these factors, OPS’s
support is a protective factor (29, 30). In the present study, we
hypothesized that the future orientation could reduce anxiety
through the chain mediation path of OPS and resilience.

Consequently, the study investigated the relationship between
future orientation and anxiety in non-infected students during
the low-risk period of COVID-19 outbreak. We propose three
hypotheses in this study (Figure 1):

Future orientation could reduce anxiety through

H1: the mediating effect of OPS;
H2: the mediating effect of resilience;
H3: the chain mediating path between OPS and resilience.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants
Based on previous studies, over 500 participants were enrolled
in this study (31–33). In this study, we have contacted each

college secretary, obtained the oral consent of the secretary and
class counselor, and informed all participants of the purpose of
the study. We obtained the paper version of all the participants’
informed consent, who were studying in five universities located
in different cities of China. Study questionnaires were filled in
by the recruited students between January 22, 2021, and January
24, 2021. During the mental health education course (∼45min),
the research assistant told all students to fill out the paper
questionnaire voluntarily with payment. After completion of the
survey, the participants received 0.77 US dollars−2.3 US dollars
as a bonus according to the consistency and completeness of their
answers. The assistants also imported data entries to ensure that
the data remains anonymous to the researchers.

Participants were required to fill in their sex (1 = male, 2
= female), their family’s living status (1 = urban, 2 = rural),
and their age and family structure. The age of all participants
ranged from 16 to 24 years old (M = 19.16 years, SD = 0.94).
The majority of all participants were from cities (about 77.98%,
n = 412), with the remainder (about 22.02%, n = 116) were
from towns. Among them, 93.75% of the subjects were from two-
parent families (n = 495), included 266 males and 262 females.
The author’s research ethics committee approved the study.

Connor–Davidson Resilience Scale
The Connor–Davidson Resilience Scale (CD-RISC), initially
developed by Connor and Davidson, is a 25-item scale used
to evaluate resilience (34), and it was modified into a Chinese
version by Yu and Zhang (35). CD-RISC contains three subscales,
namely strength (for example, can you cope with increasing
pressure?), tenacity (for example, even if there is no hope, can
you not give up easily?), and optimism (for example, can you see
the other side of the coin?). CD-RISC is a 5-point Likert scale
ranging from 0 (not correct at all) to 4 (almost always correct)
that assesses resilience of participants. The final score is obtained
by adding all items, and it ranges from 0 to 100; the higher the
final score, the higher is the resilience. The Chinese version of
CD-RISC exhibits superior reliability and validity (36), and was
widely used in participants aged 13–30 (35, 37–41). It exhibited a
stable internal consistency in the present study (Cronbach’s alpha
coefficient= 0.939).

Future Orientation Questionnaire
Future orientation questionnaire (FQD) is mainly used to
examine the development of future orientation of youths, and
it was initially developed by Nurmi et al. (42). FQD with a 44-
item scale mainly investigates the extent of future exploration
(for example, have you often searched for information related to
future education?) and investment (for example, did you prepare
for your future objective?) in terms of aspects such as family,
occupation, and education. This study investigated both the
future educational (for example, do you often think about or plan
your education you will receive in the future?) and occupational
areas (for example, how determined are you to execute your
future career plan after graduation?) of the participants. FQD
uses a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (never) to 5 (always)
to assess the resilience of participants. The total score is the
sum of the average scores of all items, with high total scores
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FIGURE 1 | The proposed chain mediation model. Indirect effect 1, Future orientation → Optimization in primary and secondary control → Anxiety; Indirect effect 2,

Future orientation → Resilience → Anxiety; Indirect effect 3, Future orientation → Optimization in primary and secondary control → Resilience → Anxiety.

denoting a high future orientation level. The Chinese version
of FQD shows good reliability and validity (6), and was widely
used in participants aged 13–30 (6, 43). It demonstrated a stable
internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha coefficient= 0.868) in the
present investigation.

Self-Rating Anxiety Scale
Self-rating anxiety scale (SAS), first developed by (44), is used
to examine participants’ anxiety symptoms over the preceding
7 days. It comprises 20 items and is scored by a 4-point Likert
scale, ranging from 1 (no time or very little time) to 4 (absolutely
most or all-time). A total SAS score of >50 indicates that the
participant is more likely to develop anxiety symptoms. The
Chinese version shows satisfactory reliability and validity (45).
The self-rating anxiety scale is widely used in participants aged
15–24 (46, 47). In this study, the internal consistency of this
questionnaire was stable (Cronbach’s alpha coefficient= 0.881).

OPS Scale
The OPS scale includes five subscales: selective primary control
(for example, after setting a goal, I am willing to work hard
to develop the skills required to achieve the goal), selective
secondary control (for example, I can avoid any interference
when I decide to do something), compensatory primary control

(for example, when I cannot directly achieve a goal, I occasionally
use a roundabout way to achieve it), compensatory secondary
control (for example, when I am in difficult situations, I
often comfort myself by telling that in many ways I am in a
better position than others), and optimization (for example, if
something takes a lot of time, I will consider whether I should
invest). The 44-item OPS scale was designed by Heckhausen
et al. (49) and further revised by Wang et al. (48). The first
four subscales consist of eight items, and the optimization
subscale comprises 12 questions. The total score is the sum
of the average scores of all the items and is scored on the
basis of a five-point scale (1–5). The higher the total score, the
higher is the degree of optimization in primary and secondary
controls (48, 49). The OPS scale is widely used in university
students (50, 51). The Chinese version of OPS exhibits superior
reliability and validity (48), and it demonstrated a strong
internal consistency in the present study (Cronbach’s alpha
coefficient= 0.956).

Statistical Analyses
SPSS 25.0 software was used for statistical analysis. First,
perform descriptive statistics and Pearson correlation analysis on
the research variables. Previous studies have found that some
demographic factors, such as gender and age, are related to
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anxiety (52–54). Based on the above findings, we selected these

variables as possible covariates in the subsequent analysis. Sex is

a dichotomy variable (0 = male; 1 = female). Age is measured

by the age of the respondent (in years).Statistical analyses were

conducted using Model 6 of the PROCESS macro provided

by (55), with future orientation as the independent variable,

anxiety as the dependent variable, OPS and resilience as the

intermediate chain variables, and controlling gender and age as

covariance for examining the chain mediating effect of future

orientation and anxiety. Moreover, 5,000 bootstrap samples

with 95% confidence intervals were conducted to calculate the

significance of indirect effects.

RESULTS

Correlations Among All Variables
Table 1 presents the outcomes of the Pearson correlation test.
A negative correlation was observed between anxiety and future
orientation (r = −0.17, p < 0.01). OPS and future orientation
were found to have a positive correlation (r = 0.34, p <

0.01); however, OPS was found to be negatively correlated with
anxiety (r = −0.29, p < 0.01). Resilience was found to be
positively correlated with future orientation (r = 0.46, p < 0.01)
and negatively correlated with anxiety (r = −0.38, p < 0.01).
Moreover, OPS displayed a positive correlation with resilience
(r = 0.49, p < 0.01).

TABLE 1 | Correlations among different variables (N = 528).

Mean SD FOQ OPS CD-RISC SAS

FOQ 15.561 2.232 1.000

OPS 3.331 0.542 0.339** 1.000

CD-RISC 63.182 14.921 0.458** 0.493** 1.000

SAS 48.970 11.033 −0.170** −0.284** −0.383** 1.000

FOQ, Future Orientation Scale; OPS, Optimization in Primary and Secondary Control Scale; CD-RISC, the Connor–Davidson Resilience Scale; SAS, Zung’s Self-Rating Anxiety Scale.

***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05.

FIGURE 2 | Results of the chain mediation model. Indirect effect 1, Future orientation → Optimization in primary and secondary control → Anxiety; Indirect effect 2,

Future orientation → Resilience → Anxiety; Indirect effect 3, Future orientation → Optimization in primary and secondary control → Resilience → Anxiety.

***p < 0.001.
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The Chain Mediating Analysis
Chain intermediary analyses were performed after controlling for
gender and age (Figure 2 and Table 2). Results revealed that the
higher future development direction predicts significantly better
OPS (B = 0.079, t = 5.220, p < 0.001). Future orientation (B =

2.216, t = 5.609, p < 0.001) and OPS (B = 10.762, t = 5.976,
p < 0.001) predicted resilience. Resilience negatively predicted
anxiety (B = −0.249, t = −5.652, p < 0.001). Furthermore, the
bootstrap method indicated the significant mediation effects of
OPS (Table 3; Effect = −0.188, Boot SE = 0.107, Boot 95% CI =
[−0.435, −0.026]), resilience (Effect = −0.552, Boot SE = 0.144,
Boot 95% CI = [−0.892, −0.315]), and their chain mediation
(Effect = −0.212, Boot SE = 0.067, Boot 95% CI = (−0.373,
−0.105]), accounting for 16.934, 49.766, and 19.125% of the total
effect, respectively.

DISCUSSION

This study principally investigated the chain mediating path
of future orientation and anxiety in the non-infected students
during COVID-19 outbreak. The results showed that future
orientation lowers anxiety through the indirect paths of OPS,
resilience, and the chain mediating path of OPS and resilience.

Previous studies have found that some demographic variables
are related to anxiety. For example, female are more anxious than

male (53, 54). This can also be because male are more susceptible
to stress and therefore are at risk of anxiety and depression,
and Young people are more anxious than the old one (56). The
deleterious effect of anxiety and depressive symptomatology is
tempered by age (52). The children from two-parent families
are less anxious than those from single-parent families (57). It
may be because two-parent families have better financial security
and quality company time. Furthermore, urban residents are
more anxious than rural residents (58). This may be due to
fiercer competition in the urban economy, which is more likely
to cause anxiety.

This result was found to be consistent with the hypothesis
that future orientation reduces anxiety through OPS (H1). From
the functional perspective of the evolutionary theory, the pursuit
of control is an individual’s innate biological instinct (8, 59).
When the individual’s sense of control is threatened and reduced,
the uncertainty and disorder make individuals feel anxious.
Yet, the OPS is a control strategy for allocating resources to
regulate oneself and the environment. The compensatory control
theory research suggests that when an individual encounters
irreversible factors, the psychological significance of using OPS
lies in reducing the psychological discomfort caused by uncertain
factors and meeting the needs for structure and order (60).
In addition, compared with the individuals with fatalistic and
hedonistic time orientation, individuals with future time views
produce more positive motives to respond to life changes (61),

TABLE 2 | Chain mediation models between future orientation and anxiety (N = 528).

Predictors Model 1 (OPS) Model 2 (CD-RISC) Model 3 (SAS)

B t B t B t

Sex 0.105 2.265 −1.363 −1.269 −1.359 −1.469

Age −0.043 −1.579 0.565 1.015 0.449 1.035

FOQ 0.079 5.220*** 2.216 5.609*** 0.157 0.602

OPS 10.762 5.976*** −2.374 −1.989

CD-RISC −0.249 −5.652***

R2 0.132 0.343 0.165

F 18.414*** 53.281*** 15.051***

FOQ, Future Orientation Scale; OPS, Optimization in Primary and Secondary Control Scale; CD-RISC, the Connor–Davidson Resilience Scale; SAS, Zung’s Self-Rating Anxiety Scale.

The dependent variable in Models 1–3 was separately optimized in primary and secondary control, resilience, and anxiety. ***p < 0.001; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05.

TABLE 3 | Chain mediating paths between future orientation and anxiety.

Effect BootSE BootLLCI BootULCI Relative effect (%)

Direct effect 0.157 0.26 −0.354 0.667

Indirect effect 1 −0.188 0.107 −0.435 −0.026 16.93

Indirect effect 2 −0.552 0.144 −0.892 −0.315 49.77

Indirect effect 3 −0.212 0.067 −0.373 −0.105 19.13

Total indirect effect −0.952 0.168 −1.315 −0.664 85.83

Indirect effect 1, Future Orientation Scale → Optimization in Primary and Secondary Control Scale → Zung’s Self-Rating Anxiety Scale; Indirect effect 2, Future Orientation Scale →

the Connor–Davidson Resilience scale → Zung’s Self-Rating Anxiety Scale; Indirect effect 3, Future Orientation Scale → Optimization in Primary and Secondary Control Scale → the

Connor–Davidson Resilience Scale.
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which reduces future anxiety. Moreover, research from Future
Time Perspective (FTP) shows that students with positive future
time insight also have a more positive attitude toward their
academic tasks (10). The achievement goal theory also believes
that in the process of completing academic tasks, students’ goals
or intentions have a guiding effect on the emotions in the learning
situation (62).

Furthermore, this study revealed that future orientation
could reduce anxiety by increasing resilience (H2). Block
and Kremen (63) reported that positive emotionality is an
essential characteristic of resilience, which helps an individual
in developing an optimistic attitude toward life and effectively
cope with anxiety and adversity (64–66). Moreover, theoretical
and empirical studies have indicated that anxiety is related
to negative thinking about future (67). Negative cognition
affects psychological changes, such as self-regulation (68) and
adaptation to life events (67); these psychological changes further
exacerbate the anxiety level of students.

This study also revealed that future orientation reduces
anxiety of students through the chain mediation of OPS
and resilience (H3). Individuals with high future orientation
ordinarily have high motivation for achievement (69, 70);
people choose adaptive strategies to maintain and continuously
stimulate their level of motivation to achieve future goals (67).
Additionally, because the choice of strategy makes people more
adaptive to life (71), this strategy further leads to less anxiety (72).
On the other hand, during the formation and development of
resilience, OPS plays a critical intermediary role as a protective
factor in reducing the negative impact of unfavorable situations
in an individual (29, 30), thereby reducing anxiety.

There are some limitations, for example, we failed to conduct
in-depth research and failed to understand other sociological
information. Considering that students come from families with
guaranteed income may be less anxious, but students come
from families with less financial security may be the opposite.
In our future research, we aim to use a longitudinal design
or experimental paradigm to further support this research
hypothesis. Finally, the questions that we aim to explore in our
future studies are: how do the protective factors of resilience
and anxiety constitute an utterly dynamic system; how does it
interact with various risk factors; and how do OPS and resilience
stimulate and promote each other, which help students maintain

a good state of emotions, abilities, and social interactions in the
process of growth?

CONCLUSIONS

Collectively, we explored the protective factors for anxiety.
We investigated how students deal with the risk factors after
encountering adversity and how their psychological flexibility
stimulates and promotes them to achieve a well-adapted
developmental state. The findings showed that future orientation
reduces anxiety through the indirect paths of OPS and resilience
and the chain mediating pathway of OPS and resilience, which
provide students the reference suggestions and intervention
guidance on reducing anxiety in case of emergencies.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be
made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and
approved by The First Affiliated Hospital of Xi’an Jiaotong
University. The patients/participants provided their written
informed consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

YC: conceptualization, methodology, formal analysis,
writing—original draft, and visualization. CL: conceptualization
and writing—review and editing. JZ, HX, and CG:
conceptualization, project administration, writing—review
and editing, and supervision. All authors contributed to the
article and approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by Jiangsu Provincial Social
Science Foundation Indirect Project for the Research on
the Psychological Counseling Mechanism and Model of Building
Grassroots Humanistic Care, project number: 211061A51801-J.

REFERENCES

1. Reiss S. Expectancy model of fear, anxiety, and panic. Clin Psychol Rev. (1991)

11:141–53. doi: 10.1016/0272-7358(91)90092-9

2. Jo W, Lee J, Park J, Kim Y. Online information exchange and anxiety spread

in the early stage of the novel coronavirus (COVID-19) outbreak in South

Korea: structural topic model and network analysis. J Med Internet Res. (2020)

22:e19455. doi: 10.2196/19455

3. Knowles KA, Olatunji BO. Anxiety and safety behavior usage during the

COVID-19 pandemic: the prospective role of contamination fear. J Anxiety

Disord. (2021) 77:102323. doi: 10.1016/j.janxdis.2020.102323

4. Bandura A. Self-efficacy coception of anxiety. Anxiety Res. (1988) 1:77–

98. doi: 10.1080/10615808808248222

5. Giovanna N, Marina C, Maria C. The blurred future of adolescent gamblers:

impulsivity, time horizon, and emotional distress. Front Psychol. (2017)

8:486. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00486

6. Zhang WX, Zhang LL, Ji LQ, Nurmi JE. Adolescents’ future-

oriented goals and concerns. Psychol Sci. (2006) 29:274–7.

doi: 10.16719/j.cnki.1671-6981.2006.02.005

7. Soltis KE, McDevitt-Murphy ME, Murphy JG. Alcohol demand, future

orientation, and craving mediate the relation between depressive and stress

symptoms and alcohol problems. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. (2017) 41:1191–

200. doi: 10.1111/acer.13395

8. Heckhausen J. Developmental regulation across the life span: an action-phase

model of engagement and disengagement with developmental goals. Adv

Psychol. (2000) 131:213–31. doi: 10.1016/S0166-4115(00)80013-8

Frontiers in Psychiatry | www.frontiersin.org 6 August 2021 | Volume 12 | Article 699388

https://doi.org/10.1016/0272-7358(91)90092-9
https://doi.org/10.2196/19455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2020.102323
https://doi.org/10.1080/10615808808248222
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00486
https://doi.org/10.16719/j.cnki.1671-6981.2006.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1111/acer.13395
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4115(00)80013-8
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry#articles


Chen et al. Anxiety Protection Mechanism

9. Heckhausen J, Wrosch C, Schulz R. A motivational theory of life-span

development. Psychol Rev. (2010) 117:32–60. doi: 10.1037/a0017668

10. De Bilde J, Vansteenkiste M, Lens W. Understanding the association

between future time perspective and self-regulated learning through

the lens of self-determination theory. Learn Instruct. (2011) 21:332–

44. doi: 10.1016/j.learninstruc.2010.03.002

11. Phan HP. Amalgamation of future time orientation, epistemological beliefs,

achievement goals and study strategies: empirical evidence established. Br J

Educ Psychol. (2009) 79:155–73. doi: 10.1348/000709908X306864

12. Cornwell JF, Franks B, Higgins ET. Distress frommotivational dis-integration:

when fundamental motives are too weak or too strong. Behav Neurosci Motiv.

(2015) 23:547–68. doi: 10.1007/7854_2015_389

13. Eum K, Rice KG. Test anxiety, perfectionism, goal orientation,

and academic performance. Anxiety Stress Cop. (2011) 24:167–

78. doi: 10.1080/10615806.2010.488723

14. Spielberg JM, Miller GA, Warren SL, Sutton BP, Banich M, Heller W.

Transdiagnostic dimensions of anxiety and depression moderate motivation-

related brain networks during goal maintenance. Depress Anxiety. (2014)

31:805–13. doi: 10.1002/da.22271

15. Li M, Wang L. The associations of psychological stress with

depressive and anxiety symptoms among Chinese bladder and renal

cancer patients: the mediating role of resilience. PLoS ONE. (2016)

11:e0154729. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0154729

16. Paredes MR, Apaolaza V, Fernandez-Robin C, Hartmann P, Yañez-Martinez

D. The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on subjective mental well-being:

the interplay of perceived threat, future anxiety and resilience. Pers Individ

Dif. (2021) 170:110455. doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2020.110455

17. Poole JC, Dobson KS, Pusch D. Anxiety among adults with a

history of childhood adversity: psychological resilience moderates

the indirect effect of emotion dysregulation. J Affect Disord. (2017)

217:144–52. doi: 10.1016/j.jad.2017.03.047

18. Wu L, Zhang D, Cheng G, Hu T. Bullying and social anxiety in chinese

children: moderating roles of trait resilience and psychological suzhi. Child

Abuse Neglect. (2018) 76:204–15. doi: 10.1016/j.chiabu.2017.10.021

19. Zhang J, Yang Z,Wang X, Li J, Dong L,Wang F, et al. The relationship between

resilience, anxiety and depression among patients with mild symptoms of

COVID-19 in China: a cross-sectional study. J Clin Nurs. (2020) 29:4020–

9. doi: 10.1111/jocn.15425

20. Masten AS. Ordinary magic: resilience processes in development. Am Psychol.

(2001) 56:227–38. doi: 10.1037/0003–066x.56.3.227

21. Lazarus RS. From psychological stress to the emotions: a

history of changing outlooks. Annu Rev Psychol. (1993) 44:1–

22. doi: 10.1146/annurev.ps.44.020193.000245

22. Werner EE. Resilience in development. Curr Dir Psychol Sci. (1995) 4:81–4.

doi: 10.1111/1467-8721.ep10772327

23. Luthar SS, Cicchetti D, Becker B. The construct of resilience: a critical

evaluation and guidelines for future work. Child Dev. (2000) 71:543–

62. doi: 10.1111/1467-8624.00164

24. Tusaie K, Dyer J. Resilience: a historical review of the construct. Holist Nurs

Pract. (2004) 18:3–10. doi: 10.1097/00004650-200401000-00002

25. Sander LW. Awareness of inner experience: a systems perspective on self-

regulatory process in early development. Child Abuse Neglect. (1987) 11:339–

46. doi: 10.1016/0145-2134(87)90007-X

26. Richardson GE. The metatheory of resilience and resiliency. J Clin Psychol.

(2002) 58:307–21. doi: 10.1002/jclp.10020

27. Cui Z, Oshri A, Liu S, Smith EP, Kogan SM. Childmaltreatment and resilience:

the promotive and protective role of future orientation. J Youth Adolesc.

(2020) 49:2075–89. doi: 10.1007/s10964-020-01227-9

28. Hatala AR, Pearl T, Bird-Naytowhow K, Judge A, Sjoblom E, Liebenberg

L. “I have strong hopes for the future”: time orientations and resilience

among Canadian indigenous youth. Qual Health Res. (2017) 27:1330–

44. doi: 10.1177/1049732317712489

29. Hall NC, Perry RP, Ruthig JC, Hladkyj S, Chipperfield JG. Primary and

secondary control in achievement settings: a longitudinal field study of

academic motivation, emotions, and performance1. J Appl Soc Psychol. (2010)

36:1430–70. doi: 10.1111/j.0021-9029.2006.00067.x

30. Heckhausen J, Farruggia SP. Developmental regulation across the life span:

a control-theory approach and implications for secondary education.

BJEP Monograph Series II. (2003) 4:974–81. doi: 10.1348/00000000

24427010

31. Prochwicz K, Kłosowska J, Dembińska A. The mediating role of stress
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