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Abstract
This study assesses the frequency of youth mentees’ cognitive emotion 
regulation strategies during negative life events and it explores how mentors 
respond to their mentees’ cognitive emotion regulation strategies during 
those situations. This research engaged 40 mentees and 35 mentors in New 
Zealand. Analyses are completed using descriptive statistics and thematic 
analysis. Findings revealed that the mentors reported their mentees’ more 
frequent use of adaptive cognitive emotion regulation strategies (acceptance, 
positive reappraisal, positive refocusing, putting things into perspective, and 
refocus on planning), whereas youth mentees reported slightly different 
rates of the strategies (positive reappraisal, acceptance, refocus on planning, 
putting into perspective, and rumination). In response to their mentees, 
the mentors supported their mentees’ cognitive emotion regulation 
through two over-arching responses: emotional support (e.g., reassurance, 
use of self-disclosure, normalizing mentees’ feelings, redirecting self-blame, 
showing availability, and validation); and by providing new ways of learning 
(e.g., teaching positive reappraisal, refocus on planning and problem solving, 
positive refocus, situation analysis, promoting perspective-taking, as well as 
emphasizing ownership and taking responsibility). These findings provide 
insights into youth emotion regulation in mentoring contexts and also offer 
suggestions for future studies and mentor training.
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Introduction

Self-regulation can be defined as the act of managing thoughts and feelings 
to facilitate goal-directed actions that may include a range of essential actions 
to achieve positive educational outcomes, interactions, and career success 
(Murray & Rosanbalm, 2017). However, emotion regulation mostly relies on 
cognitive capacities which are not completely developed in adolescents 
(Kesek et al., 2009; Romer, 2010; Steinberg, 2013). It is suggested that inter-
ventions that focus on youth ecological settings, caregiver or mentor support, 
as well as teaching skills can provide opportunities for youth successful emo-
tion regulation (Murray & Rosanbalm, 2017). In this context, mentoring rela-
tionships provide an opportune context for supporting youth self-regulation 
skills since through engagement in informal activities, the non-parental adults 
can take an emotion-coaching role to help the mentee’s efficient emotion 
regulation and learning new skills (Rhodes et al., 2006). Given the impor-
tance of self-regulation development during adolescence, this study may 
assist to explore the types of cognitive emotion regulation strategies that 
youth mentees use when they face stressful situations and how their mentors 
respond to them when they bring up these challenges.

Importance of Youth Emotion Regulation Skills for Positive 
Youth Development

Positive Youth Development (PYD) was traditionally known by the absence 
of adolescents’ maladaptive behaviors, and being in thriving trajectories was 
known through positive educational outcomes or avoiding at-risk behaviors 
(Benson et al., 2011). However, the contemporary PYD perspective consid-
ers young people as being active agents in their own development and becom-
ing capable contributors to their context (Damon, 2004). As argued by  
J. Wang et al. (2015), providing insights into the function, growth, and use of 
emotion regulation strategies is essential in supporting young people’s posi-
tive development. They believe that emotion regulation provides a founda-
tion for healthy and positive youth development by supporting adolescents to 
make links between particular situations and appropriate/adaptive emotional 
responses.
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Some prior studies focused on the role of self-regulation skills in PYD and 
indicate the significance of advanced cognitive self-regulation skills that are 
contained within the concept of Intentional Self-Regulation (ISR) (e.g., 
Gestsdottir & Lerner, 2008; Gestsdottir et al., 2010; Mueller et al., 2011; 
Schmid et al., 2011). ISR skills support youth to set goals, actively set plans 
to achieve their goals, and compensate or reconsider their plans if the primary 
plan is not supportive of goal-reaching. ISR represents the model of SOC 
referring to the capability to Select (goal selection), Optimize (optimizing 
assets to reach the goals), and Compensate (regulating if primary goals are 
inaccessible or if optimization approaches are failed) directing to a goal 
(Freund & Baltes, 2002). ISR contains cognitive skills; however, emotion 
regulation has been overlooked within the ISR construct (Weiner et al., 2015). 
In particular, within the process of compensation, a young person may expe-
rience a range of negative emotions such as sadness, stress, anger, shame, or 
guilt that need downregulating after facing failures in their plans.

When individuals handle the intake of emotionally arousing information 
through their cognitive skills, they might employ cognitive coping strategies 
which could be adaptive or non-adaptive (Garnefski et al., 2001). Adaptive 
strategies appeared in a study conducted by Garnefski et al. (2001) to be less 
linked to depression and anxiety symptoms than non-adaptive strategies. 
They reported adaptive strategies to include Acceptance, Positive refocusing, 
Refocus on planning, Positive reappraisal, and Putting into perspective, while 
the less adaptive strategies are Self-blame, Rumination, Catastrophizing, and 
Other-blaming. Table 1 represents nine conceptually different strategies 
which are some of the ways people cope with stressful situations. These 
adaptive and non-adaptive cognitive coping strategies reflect how people 
think during stressful life events rather than what they do, as thinking and 
acting involve different processes (Garnefski, Legerstee et al., 2002). The 
table also shows some of the previous research conducted among 
adolescents.

Garnefski, Legerstee et al. (2002) reported that adolescents meaningfully 
use all cognitive coping strategies to a lesser extent than adults. Additionally, 
in a more recent study, Theurel and Gentaz (2018) have found that adoles-
cents more frequently apply adaptive strategies than less adaptive strategies. 
However, gender-based studies among adolescents have shown that females 
reported more use of rumination (Kökönyei et al., 2019; Vinter et al., 2021), 
self-blame, catastrophizing, putting into perspective, planning, and positive 
reappraisal (Kökönyei et al., 2019) in comparison to boys. Therefore, cogni-
tive coping strategies can have implications for youth development outcomes 
later down the track and it is important to understand which strategies young 
people use and how caring adults, like mentors can support their use of 
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Table 1. Cognitive-Emotional Regulation Strategies.

Strategy Definition
Previous studies outcome among young 

people

Positive 
reappraisal

Thoughts of generating a 
constructive meaning and 
looking for the positive 
side of an unwanted 
situation with the aim of 
personal development

Negatively linked to anxiety (Markova & 
Nikitskaya, 2017) and depression (Madjar 
et al., 2019; van Den Heuvel et al., 2020).

Refocus on 
planning

Thoughts about further 
moves to make up a 
negative situation

Negatively linked to depression (d’Acremont 
& Van der Linden, 2007) and non-suicidal 
self-injury (Madjar et al., 2019).

Positive 
refocusing

Concentrating on more 
positive and enjoyable 
thoughts rather than 
thinking about the 
real situation that was 
experienced

Positively linked to controllability (i.e., the 
extend of people’s perception of their 
capacity to control or cope with the 
situation appropriately) together with 
expectancy (i.e., the extend of people’s 
belief about their capability to improve the 
situation) (Sakakibara & Endo, 2016).

Putting into 
perspective

Devaluing the seriousness 
of a negative event in 
comparison with other 
adverse events or other 
people’s experiences

Negatively linked to non-suicidal self-injury 
(Madjar et al., 2019).

Acceptance Thoughts of accepting 
the outcome of an 
experience and learning 
to live with it

Positively linked to improvement in mood 
after use (Heiy & Cheavens, 2014).

Self-blame Putting the blame or cause 
of an adverse event on 
self

Positively linked to health-threatening events 
(Garnefski et al., 2003), social functioning 
problems (Mihalca & Tarnavska, 2013), 
social anxiety (Gilbert & Miles, 2000), 
higher non-suicidal self-injury (Kelada et al., 
2018), and depression (van Den Heuvel 
et al., 2020).

Other-blame Placing the blame or cause 
of a negative event on 
others

Positively linked to relational challenging 
stressful life events (Stikkelbroek et al., 
2016).

Rumination 
or focus on 
thought

Repetitive thoughts about 
the feelings and beliefs 
related to a negative 
experience

Positively linked to anxiety, eating disorders, 
as well as substance use (Aldao et al., 
2010).

Catastrophizing Beliefs focused on 
highlighting the terror of 
what was experienced

Positively linked to depression (Aldao, 
2013; d’Acremont & Van der Linden, 
2007; Garnefski et al., 2001) and anxiety 
symptoms (Zhu et al., 2008).

Note. Strategies are adopted from Garnefski and Kraaij (2006). Some previous studies outcomes are added 
to the table.
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helpful instead of harmful strategies. In this regard, PYD programs offer a set 
of flourishing relationships and experiences that help young people to have 
better self-regulation skills (Bonell et al., 2016; Mueller et al., 2011; Urban 
et al., 2009) as one of the strengths that youth develop during adolescence 
(Weiner et al., 2015).

Youth Psychological Development in Mentoring Contexts

Strength-based approaches are considered the foundation of PYD (Geldhof 
et al., 2015) and an essential part of PYD approaches and programs is well-
established relationships with caring adults in their communities (Lerner, 
2004; Roth & Brooks-Gunn, 2003) such as mentoring relationships. In New 
Zealand and internationally, mentoring programs are known as one of the 
most popular interventions for raising PYD among young people (Farruggia 
et al., 2011; Larson, 2006). According to Rhodes (2005) Model of Youth 
Mentoring, as a result of a cooperative and supportive relationship, mentors 
can influence a youth’s identity, social-emotional, and cognitive development 
which contribute to the promotion of youth positive developmental 
outcomes.

Based on the findings of two recent meta-analyses (Raposa et al., 2019; 
Van Dam et al., 2018), both natural (adults in youth’s social systems such as 
older siblings, extended family members, neighbors, etc.) and formal 
(assigned mentors in program-based mentoring programs) mentoring rela-
tionships have been found beneficial for youth social-emotional develop-
ment, psychological problems, cognition (e.g., executive functioning), and 
social functioning (e.g., relationships, social skills and support). The psycho-
logical development processes can be facilitated through a range of mentoring 
support such as showing empathy (Spencer et al., 2020), validating and sup-
porting their mentee’s current intellectual interest (Rhodes et al., 2006), 
improving their motivation and providing guidance (Rhodes & DuBois, 2008; 
Vaclavik et al., 2017), relationship skill development and self-understanding 
(Deutsch et al., 2017), role modeling and connecting the youth to other exter-
nal resources or opportunities (Vaclavik et al., 2017), and taking on mentees’ 
emotion coaching (Rhodes et al., 2006).

Additionally, according to the mentoring literature from social relation-
ships perspectives (e.g., Sterrett et al., 2011; Yu & Deutsch, 2021; Zimmerman 
et al., 2005), mentors could be a facilitator of different types of support. More 
specifically, mentors have been found as a source of emotional support 
through a range of actions that included empathy, love, trust, acceptance, 
listening to, as well as offering care and comfort. Moreover, mentors could 
provide informational support that included offering advice, suggestions and 
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information, as well as guidance. Likewise, mentors’ concrete or instrumen-
tal supports were reported by studies that refer to mentors’ tangible aid and 
service. And also, other types of support are found such as esteem support 
(encouragement and praise from the mentor to the mentee), companionship 
support (participating in joint activities), validation support (providing posi-
tive affirmation), and appraisal support.

As suggested by Murray and Rosanbalm (2017) mentors also can provide 
a context for teaching self-regulation skills (e.g., through role modeling, 
practicing skills, observing and highlighting adolescents’ improvement on 
skill progress), as well as providing a pleasant and caring relationship (e.g., a 
safe relationship to learning skills and their functions), in addition to building 
an environment for constructive self-regulation and to reduce stressors (e.g., 
decreasing risk-taking situations or managing destructive emotion arousals). 
However, mentors’ supporting approach in mentoring relationships matter.

Studies on the Mentors’ Role in Youth Emotion Regulation Skills 
Development

Mentoring relationships and programs may provide an excellent opportunity 
to assist young people’s emotional regulation skills since mentees are in a 
close relationship with an adult who provides advice and skill development 
opportunities. In this regard, Morrow and Styles (1995) found that a benefi-
cial mentoring relationship facilitates space for the mentee to share concerns 
(e.g., family issues) and in what way they cope with hard times. However, 
Rhodes et al. (2006) noticed that the type of support needed to support effec-
tive emotion self-regulation in mentees was not well understood, nor was it 
clear how mentors can help mentees regulate and express their emotions 
effectively.

To address the gap in the research, researchers began focusing on the role 
of mentoring relationships in mentees’ coping, emotion-regulation, and cog-
nitive emotion regulation skills. In this regard, Rusk et al. (2013) found that 
adolescents in youth programs learn to regulate their emotions through the 
common practice of trial and error, and reflection through their active engage-
ment in purposeful testing of different emotion regulation strategies. 
Furthermore, Brady et al. (2015) qualitatively evaluated the role of mentor-
ing support in promoting mentees’ emotional well-being within Irish mentor-
ing programs. Their findings have shown evidence of mentors’ capability in 
providing caring, empathy, helping the mentee’s emotion-regulation, provid-
ing information and advice as a practical pathway to improve the mentee’s 
emotional well-being.
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In another qualitative research conducted in a school-based mentoring 
program among at-risk adolescents (academically, behaviorally, or with a 
background of using family therapy), Wesely et al. (2017) have found that 
mentors can be responsive to their mentees’ strain (i.e., being highly under 
pressures resulting from environmental factors) through representing four 
positive coping strategies. These strategies included providing a context for 
mentees to regulate their emotions (e.g., adopting a different perspective 
toward a negative situation or redirecting the mentee’s negative emotion), 
offering conflict resolution strategies (e.g., solving a problem by considering 
both sides’ perspectives and satisfaction), offering future-oriented strategies 
(e.g., hopefulness or goal setting), and finally being an active listener for their 
mentees (e.g., hearing the mentees’ feeling out).

Following this, Villegas and Raffaelli (2018) focused on emotions and 
emotional learning within youth programs. In their quantitative study among 
319 youth, they have identified that participating in such programs includes 
experiencing more positive emotions, the existence of different patterns of 
learning about emotions from different sources (e.g., self, peers, and program 
staff) based on the nature of program, and experiencing positive emotions as 
a link to emotional learning from different sources. Similarly, in a most recent 
study conducted by Orson and Larson (2021), these scholars explored how 
experienced youth program leaders support youth to deal with stressful situ-
ations in the context of youth programs. Using data collected from 27 pro-
gram leaders, they have found that leaders’ initial approach includes reframing 
which refers to facilitating youth’s novel cognitive skills in order to under-
stand stressful situations, decrease anxiety, and to re-establish their motiva-
tion. This approach could involve strategies of reframing youth’s 
understanding of their abilities (e.g., providing opportunities to change 
youth’s attitude about their capabilities), understanding of challenging situa-
tions (e.g., analyzing the stressful situation), and understanding of emotions 
(e.g., normalizing the anxiety as a pathway to problem-solving).

The recent study conducted by Orson and Larson (2021) could somehow 
address the gap suggested by Rusk et al. (2013) in terms of exploring the 
types of professional skills that empower leaders and mentors to efficiently 
support youth through emotionally challenging situations. Yet many gaps 
remain. In particular, most of the research which focused on youth emotion, 
emotional learning, and emotion regulation skills have been conducted in the 
context of youth programs while there are many natural mentoring relation-
ships in the communities that are not considered or assessed in evidence-
based studies. Besides, there might be many challenging situations in young 
people’s lives that are not restricted to their performance in the youth pro-
grams and could lead them to seek support from their mentors (e.g., conflict 
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with parents or peers). Additionally, it is still unclear how mentors respond to 
the mentees’ use of specific strategies when dealing with stressful situations. 
Therefore, the current study was designed to address mentees’ emotion regu-
lations through two objectives: to capture the rate of nine pre-defined regula-
tion strategies youth mentees use when they experience stressful situations 
(from mentees’ and mentors’ perspectives), and how their mentors respond to 
them when they bring up these challenges.

Methods

This research is a multi-methods cross-sectional questionnaire-based study. 
Multi-methods design refers to using of two or more different research meth-
ods within the same research (Brewer & Hunter, 2006). This study drew on 
data that were collected from mentees and mentors who participated in a larger 
study on the dynamics of youth-adult mentoring relationships (Deane et al., 
2021) for which ethical approval was granted by the University of Auckland 
Ethics Committee. The larger lab-based study required mentor-mentee pairs to 
travel to the University of Auckland to complete various tasks that constituted 
the larger project. This included the completion of online questionnaires by 
mentors and mentees, independently. The questionnaire was administered to 
the pairs after some mentoring activities. The mentors’ questionnaire included 
a series of closed and open-ended questions about the cognitive emotion regu-
lation strategies their mentees’ use when faced with stressful life events and 
their own responses to their mentees’ behaviors in such situations. Moreover, 
the mentees’ questionnaire included a set of questions regarding the cognitive 
emotion regulation strategies they employ during stressful life events. This 
study exclusively focuses on data pertaining to these sets of questions thus 
aspects of the larger study are not discussed further in this article.

Participants

This research was conducted among two groups of participants that included 
some mentors and their mentees.

Mentees. Forty-one mentees completed their questionnaire who were 12 to 
18 year olds youth (M = 16.17, SD = 1.60). Most of them were female (68.3%), 
followed by males (29.3%), along with one missing (2.4%). In terms of their 
ethnicity, most of them were Pacific (36.6%), followed by Asian (5.7%), 
New Zealand European (12.2%), Māori (7.3%), Māori & Pacific (7.3%), 
Pacific and other ethnicities (2.4%), and Others (2.4%). There were also 
some missing data on the mentees’ ethnicity (7.3%). Furthermore, one ques-
tionnaire was excluded due to the extensive number of missing data.
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Mentors. Forty-one mentors that comprised natural (24.4%, n = 10) and for-
mal mentors (75.6%, n = 31) completed the questionnaire containing the 
closed and open-ended items analyzed for the current study. In terms of the 
frequency of their meetings, most of the mentors (53.7%,) reported having 10 
to 12 monthly meetings with their mentees, followed by having 1 to 7 times 
of monthly meetings (43.8%). Also, some participants did not respond to this 
question (2.5%). Additionally, mentors were asked whether they had received 
any mentor training. In response to this question, most of the mentors 
responded positively (68.2%, n = 28). In comparison, some participants 
(4.8%, n = 2) claimed they did not receive any training. Also, there were some 
missing responses to this question (26.8%, n = 11).

Of the 41 participants (mentors), thirty-five (85.4%) indicated that their 
mentees discuss stressful or unpleasant experiences with them. The six men-
tors (14.6%) who indicated their mentees never discuss such experiences 
with them were excluded from the study. The excluded participants were 
three males and three females, four formal mentors and two natural mentors 
from 21 to 36 years old. Of the 35 who were retained for further analyses, 
31.4% were male, and 68.6% were female. Their ages ranged from 19 to 58 
years (M = 31.2, SD = 1.95). The race/ethnicity proportions of the sample 
were as follows: 45.7% (n = 16) New Zealand European, 11.6% dual ethnici-
ties (n = 4), 8.6% (n = 3) Pacific, 25.7% (n = 9) Asian (including Indian), 2.9% 
(n = 1) New Zealand Māori, 2.9% (n = 1) Other European, and 2.9% (n = 1) 
Other ethnicities. Mentors responded to their mentees in different ways 
depending on how their mentees reacted to a negative or stressful situation.

Procedure

Convenience sampling was used to recruit eligible participants. The eligibil-
ity criteria for the mentee participants were being under 18 year-olds as well 
as being in a natural or formal mentoring relationship at least for 3 months. 
The eligibility criteria for mentor participants included being 19 years of age 
or older, in a formal or natural mentoring relationship with a young person 
aged between 12 and 18 years of age for at least three months, and being able 
to travel to the University of Auckland to participate in the study with their 
youth mentee. Both formal and natural mentors were recruited for this study.

Natural mentoring pairs included young individuals who had a non-paren-
tal adult mentor or role model in their life. The adult mentor or role model 
might include an older sibling, family friend, aunts/uncle, or a neighbor. 
Natural mentoring pairs were recruited via advertisements, such as flyers 
holding details about the study and the research project contact details. These 
flyers were distributed throughout some of the Auckland-based universities 
and polytechnic institutes. Formal mentoring pairs were primarily recruited 
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from both youth work and mentoring organizations as well as those who were 
listed on the New Zealand Youth Mentoring Network database of mentoring 
programs and Ara Taiohi’s—the peak body for youth work and youth devel-
opment—public membership list. The questionnaire was administered online 
via Qualtrics software in a lab after the mentor and their mentee completed 
the mentoring activities. The questionnaire took approximately taking 10 to 
15 min to complete. Each participant received $30 in movie vouchers as com-
pensation for their time to participate in the larger study.

Questionnaire Design

Garnefski et al. (2001) focused on conscious mechanisms of emotion regula-
tion to develop a set of coping strategies. They provided Cognitive Emotion 
Regulation Questionnaire (CERQ) which is a 36-item questionnaire compris-
ing nine sub-scales, including self-blame, other-blame, rumination, catastro-
phizing, putting into perspective, positive refocusing, positive reappraisal, 
acceptance, and refocus on planning. Using of this scale to develop a set of 
questions for this research provided a wide-range of adaptive and non-adap-
tive strategies that could be used daily. Furthermore, this scale was reported 
valid and reliable. Data were collected through anonymous questionnaires 
and administered online for both mentors and mentees. Therefore, no written 
consent was required. However, a question asking for participants’ consent to 
participate after reviewing the Participant Information Sheet (PIS) was pre-
sented in the questionnaire. While participants could stop participating at any 
time during the questionnaire completion, they could not withdraw their data 
because responses were anonymous and no participants were at risk of being 
identified.

Mentees’ Questionnaire. Mentees completed 36 items of the CERQ. Each sub-
scale contains four items, relating to what adolescents think after experienc-
ing a threatening or stressful life event (e.g., I feel that I am the one to blame 
for it). A mean score is used for the four items included in each scale or 
strategy. Sub-scales were found to have acceptable Cronbach’s α offering 
through the following results: self-blame .76, other-blame .65, rumination 
.81, catastrophizing .69, putting into perspective .60, positive refocusing .80, 
positive reappraisal .73, acceptance .61, and refocus on planning .80.

Mentors’ Questionnaire. Using of CERQ scale, the mentor questionnaire 
included a set of 19 closed and open-ended questions relevant to the current 
study. The first question asked “Does your mentee ever talk to you about their 
own stressful or unpleasant experiences?” and if the mentor’s response was 
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“Yes,” a series of questions were then presented based on Garnefski, Kraaij, 
and Spinhoven (2002) nine cognitive emotion regulation strategies. (e.g., 
“Do they ever blame themselves?”). If a mentor responded “Yes” to any of 
the nine strategies presented, they were asked to elaborate by responding to 
the following open-ended question “If yes, how do you respond to your men-
tee during such conversations?” This type of questioning was helpful in two 
ways: the mentors’ responses provided an overview of the types of cognitive 
emotion regulation strategies this sample of mentees commonly used, and 
they also provided an opportunity to investigate how the participating men-
tors support their mentees when mentees experience stress.

Analysis

Descriptive statistics were calculated to ascertain the frequency of mentees’ 
cognitive emotion regulation strategies during stressful life events based on 
their own responses and also their mentors’ reports to the closed questions 
regarding the nine different cognitive emotion regulation strategies. Data 
were analyzed manually in each strategy and then codes were combined to 
build the themes or subthemes. Thematic analysis was then employed to ana-
lyze the participants’ responses to the open-ended questions. This approach is 
especially suitable for under-researched areas (Braun & Clarke, 2006) and to 
specify the pattern of meaning (themes) within a qualitative data set (Braun 
et al., 2018). The six phases of reflexive thematic analysis developed by 
Braun and Clarke (2006) was applied in the current study. The first coder (the 
first author) developed the initial themes, searched and constructed the 
themes within the first three stages of the reflexive approach. For this pur-
pose, all the participants’ responses were added to a table.

Within the stage of familiarizing oneself with the data and identifying 
items of potential interest (the first stage), the first coder independently and 
actively read and re-read responses provided within each of the nine cogni-
tive emotion regulation strategies for several times, noting down initial ideas. 
The familiarization began with reading each descriptive account within a par-
ticular strategy. Then some notes of related and interesting data segments 
were collected before moving on to the next strategy. For instance, this 
involved reviewing each mentor’s response to their mentee’s use of the self-
blame strategy. Below is an example of a mentor’s response to their mentee’s 
self-blame strategy in Figure 1.

At the stage of generating initial codes (the second stage), the first coder 
moved to more in-depth and organized engagement with the data and began 
generating initial codes through an inductive approach. Through this approach 
and as suggested by Braun et al. (2018), the researcher started by identifying 
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the meanings embodied in the dataset and labeled each relevant data segment 
with a few words or phrases to provide initial codes at both semantic and latent 
levels. During the stage of searching and constructing themes (the third stage), 
the first coder actively built or explored for themes to capture the probable clus-
ters of patterned meaning by examining codes and associated data, merging, 
grouping, or collapsing codes into a bigger or meaningful pattern as suggested 
by Terry et al. (2017). Therefore, within each cognitive emotion regulation strat-
egy, a central or a big code was promoted to a potential theme and connected 
with a cluster of comparable codes wherein initial thematic maps were shaped 
for each strategy. For instance, reassurance became a potential theme.

In the fourth stage, two other coders engaged in the coding process. The 
phase of reviewing potential themes was a filtering stage to ensure that the rec-
ognized themes were noticeably interrelated to the coded data, dataset, and 
research question. The author further formed, clarified, or excluded some of the 
themes. At this stage, all of the data extracts were appraised to make sure they 
were representative of the central organizing concept of the theme they were 

Figure 1. An example of mentors’ responses to their mentee’s self-blame strategy 
and taking notes at the stage of familiarization.
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associated with. In this phase, the focus was on whether the story expressed by 
the themes replied to the research question (as recommended by Terry et al., 
2017). By the stage of defining and naming the themes (the fifth stage), stronger 
thematic labels were provided that represent the range and core concepts related 
to a theme to confirm the clearness, comprehension and summary of the themes 
to reassure the names offer the meaning of data linked to the research question 
and a finalized analysis. By the end of this stage, a final thematic map was cre-
ated to finalize the themes by their names. According to Braun and Clarke 
(2006), the final stage of producing the report (the sixth stage) of thematic analy-
sis provides the complex story of the dataset. At this stage, the names and defini-
tions of the first-level themes and sub-themes were reviewed to help with the 
selection of clear, convincing quotations from the mentors’ responses. Nominated 
extracts were re-analyzed and checked in relation to the analysis of the research 
question and background of the study in preparation for the report. To achieve 
this aim, the final report of this study was revised several times to provide a 
high-quality report demonstrating the above-mentioned features.

Results

This section provides results from descriptive and thematic analyses.

Mentees’ Report of Their Cognitive Emotion Regulation 
Strategies

The findings of descriptive analysis provide an overview of mentees’ use of 
cognitive emotion regulation strategies. Forty completed questionnaires from 
the mentees show that most of the participants employed positive reappraisal 
strategy (M = 18.8, SD = 4.13) during stressful events, followed by accep-
tance (M = 17.85, SD = 3.5), refocus on planning (M = 17.77, SD = 4.14), put-
ting into perspective (M = 17.3, SD = 3.83), and rumination (M = 17.2, 
SD = 4.54). Lower averages were found for using strategies of self-blame 
(M = 15.2, SD = 4.49), followed by positive refocusing (M = 15, SD = 4.72), 
catastrophizing (M = 12.45, SD = 4.44), and other-blame (M = 10.35, SD = 3.3).

Mentors’ Report of Their Mentees’ Use of Cognitive Emotion 
Regulation Strategies

According to their mentors’ report regarding the frequency of their mentees’ 
using of particular cognitive emotion regulation strategies during stressful or 
unpleasant situations, acceptance (88.6%) was the most commonly applied 
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strategy followed by positive reappraisal (82.9%), positive refocusing (80%), 
putting things into perspective (77.1%), refocus on planning (74.37%), other-
blame (31.4%), self-blame (22.9%), and catastrophizing (20%). rumination 
(17.1%) was the least likely strategy to be used by their mentees.

Mentor’ Responses to the Open-Ended Questions Analysed 
Through Thematic Analysis

Participants mostly provided responses to the open-ended questions if they 
had reported their mentee’s use of a cognitive emotion regulation strategy. 
However, there were a few blank responses as well (three blanks). 
Furthermore, most of the responses to the open-ended questions included 
more than three sentences and there were a few single-sentence responses 
(e.g., Positive reinforcement, Just be friendly and reassuring, or It’s all about 
learning). Additionally, there were no repetitive responses and most of the 
adaptive strategies (e.g., acceptance, positive reappraisal, positive refocus-
ing, putting things into perspective, and refocus on planning) were responded 
to and further explained by mentors. For example, 82.9% of the mentors 
reported their mentees’ use of positive reappraisal during stressful life events, 
and 71.4% provided statements to explain how they respond to their mentees. 
However, using of non-adaptive strategies was less than adaptive strategies.

With regards to the mentors’ responses to their mentees’ use of different 
cognitive emotion regulation strategies, two first-level themes were identi-
fied as demonstrating the mentors’ broad approaches to such circumstances: 
providing emotional support and providing new ways of learning. A map rep-
resenting these themes and their sub-themes was created in the stage of report 
production (see Figure 2).

Figure 2 presents the first-level themes of providing emotional support 
and providing new ways of learning. Providing emotional support includes 6 
second-level themes: mentors’ use of reassurance, self-disclosure, normaliz-
ing mentees’ feelings, redirecting mentees’ self-blame, showing availability, 
and validation. Following these the first-level theme of providing new ways 
of learning emerged that consists of 6 second-level themes, teaching positive 
reappraisal, refocusing on planning and problem solving, positive refocusing, 
situation analysis, perspective-taking, as well as emphasizing ownership and 
taking responsibility.

Table 2 represents definitions of the theme and subthemes shown in Figure 2. 
Each theme is described in the next section. The qualitative extracts from each 
mentor are distinguished by means of “MeR” and a numeric identification code 
to track each participant’s data excerpts whilst ensuring confidentiality. For 
example, “MeR1” is used for extracts from mentor 1.
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First-Level Theme of Providing Emotional Support

Mentors reported providing emotional support for their mentees through 
reassurance, use of self-disclosure, normalizing their mentees’ feelings, redi-
recting mentees’ use of self-blame, and showing availability.

Reassurance. Looking across the participants’ responses, many reported 
explicitly reassuring their mentees feelings and thoughts across the strategies 
of positive reappraisal, positive refocusing, acceptance, putting into perspec-
tive, rumination, and catastrophizing. For instance, one mentor indicated that 

Figure 2. Final thematic map of mentors’ supporting approaches.
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Table 2. Definitions of the Theme and Subthemes Emerged in the Data.

Themes and sub-
themes Definitions

First-level theme 
of providing 
emotional  
support

The type of responses to help downregulate negative 
emotions or thoughts which may not require any further 
action to fix the situation such as reassurance, self-
disclosure, normalizing mentees’ feelings, redirecting 
mentees’ self-blame, showing availability, and validation.

The second-
level theme 
of providing 
emotional  
support

•   Reassurance refers to mentors’ use of reassuring 
responses to emphasize the unfavorable situation is under 
control.

•   Use of self-disclosure can be defined as revealing personal 
experiences that occurred in a similar context.

•   Normalizing mentees’ feelings refers to the responses that 
consider a negative situation as a normal part of life.

•   Redirecting mentees’ self-blame refers to responses that 
readdress occurring of a negative situation to external 
factors, not self.

•   Showing availability refers to responses that show 
mentors are there for their mentees by active listening.

•   Validation refers to mentors’ response to reinforce and 
affirm their mentees’ suitable reactions to their situations.

First-level theme 
of providing new 
ways of learning

The type of responses that can support downregulating 
negative emotions or thoughts that may require further 
steps to fix the situation such as teaching positive 
reappraisal, refocus on planning and problem solving, 
positive refocusing, situation analysis, perspective-taking, as 
well as emphasizing ownership and taking responsibility.

The second-
level theme 
of providing 
emotional  
support

•   Positive reappraisal refers to guiding the mentees to see 
the positive side of a negative situation which can include 
learning from a situation for the future.

•   Refocusing on planning and problem-solving refers to 
taking steps or ideas to fix the situation.

•   Positive refocusing can be taught by encouraging the 
mentee to focus on more positive things in life, mostly 
with the aim of promoting optimism.

•   Situation analysis refers to discussing the occurrence of a 
negative situation.

•   Promoting perspective-taking refers to any responses 
that could increase the possibility of considering other 
people’s viewpoints.

•   Emphasizing ownership and taking responsibility refers 
to responses that promote mentees’ accountability in 
negative situations.
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they “Reassure them that everything is ok and everything will be ok” (MeR13), 
and another said, “I reassure them on this aspect, and make sure they feel 
supported” (MeR1).

Use of Self-Disclosure. Typically, the mentors employed self-disclosure when 
their mentees’ used the strategies of acceptance, catastrophizing, and self-
blame. These mentors reported a tendency to support their mentees’ cognitive 
emotion regulation through sharing personal experiences, as two mentors put 
it: “Tell them that it’s okay to do so and that even I am guilty of this, then if 
relevant share own experiences/thoughts” (MeR15), or “I would say it hap-
pened to me sometimes and just let it go. Probably after a few month when 
you look back to it, it will become less horrible and you will have another 
feeling about it” (MeR3).

Normalizing Mentees’ Feelings. Some mentors tried to normalize the mentees’ 
emotions and thoughts by explaining that stressful situations are a normal 
part of life. Normalization typically occurred in response to mentees’ use of 
positive reappraisal, positive refocusing, acceptance, and self-blame. This 
approach was reflected in mentors’ responses such as: “try be supportive tell 
them that everyone goes through those same emotions and feelings too so its 
normal” (MeR7), or “and that it is ok to have stressful things occurring in 
your life” (MeR19).

Redirecting Mentee's Self-Blame. In addition, some mentors reported provid-
ing emotional support by redirecting their mentees’ emotions when they use 
self-blame, particularly when the undesirable situation was out of their men-
tees’ control. As an illustration, a mentor stated: “if he was not responsible I 
try to help him see that and I try to help him externalize the problem so he 
does not see it as a problem with or within himself” (MeR11).

Showing Availability. The subtheme of showing availability refers to comfort-
ing the mentee and actively listening and predominantly occurred when men-
tees’ used acceptance, positive reappraisal, positive refocusing, and 
rumination strategies. One mentor explained she would “give her comforting 
words, verbally and physically show her that I’m listening and understand-
ing of what she is discussing” (MeR34). Another explained “I give them the 
opportunity to talk about their feelings and thoughts” (MeR17).

Validation. Across the dataset, validation was identified as a common 
approach among mentors use to affirm their mentees’ reactions to stressful 
circumstances, particularly when their mentees talked about learning from a 
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situation or looking at the positives—that is, when they used positive reap-
praisal. To demonstrate, one mentor indicated: “have expressed to my mentee 
and discussed how growth comes from challenge” (MeR18), and another said 
“Provide further validation that focusing on the positive learning from their 
experience is good and see what we can improve on next time” (MeR2). Men-
tors also used validation in response to mentees’ focusing on other positive 
events instead of dwelling on the current adverse situation, which is akin to 
positive refocusing. For instance, rather than focusing on the challenges, one 
mentor said “I agree that there’s no point in dwelling on it” (MeR6). Exam-
ples of validation also included direct affirmations and encouragement such 
as: “I encourage this sort of thinking where they are being positive about the 
situation” (MeR10) or “I usually affirm his reaction if he is accepting” 
(MeR32).

First-Level Theme of Providing New Ways of Learning

The first-level theme of providing new ways of learning comprised 6 second-
level themes: teaching positive reappraisal, refocusing on planning and problem 
solving, positive refocusing, situation analysis, promoting perspective-taking, as 
well as emphasizing ownership and taking responsibility.

Teaching Positive Reappraisal. Regarding the mentees’ use of positive reap-
praisal, the mentors in this study frequently stated that learning from an 
adverse situation could help with handling similar future situations. This 
teaching was used both when mentees employed an adaptive strategy (e.g., 
positive refocusing) or a non-adaptive strategy (e.g., self-blame). For exam-
ple, the following extract illustrates a comment in response to a mentee’s use 
of self-blame: “I will try and reinforce that nothing is set in stone, and that 
each situation is just a learning opportunity to take on board for next time” 
(MeR31), or another mentor commented on their mentee’s use of acceptance, 
“. . .try to give her guidance on how to overcome any issues and how to be 
more confident in similar situations” (MeR34). Likewise, mentors used this 
learning approach in response to their mentees’ use of positive refocusing. 
For example, one mentor said: “Tell them to always focus on the positive 
sides of everything! there is always something positive in every scenario, 
from something bad you will always gain experience” (MeR9).

Teaching Refocusing on Planning. Teaching the strategy of refocusing on plan-
ning was recognized within the theme of teaching adaptive strategies. The 
mentors wrote of their effort to support their mentees’ re-planning strategies 
when their mentees reacted with acceptance (e.g., “sometimes explore 
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alternative ways of coping if appropriate” (MeR23)), rumination (e.g., “. . . I 
would give advice on how to deal with the situation” (MeR11)), self-blame 
(e.g., “we have put a plan in place to work on stressful feelings and finding 
balance in life/work/school” (MeR18)), positive refocusing (e.g., “So even if 
she starts talking about positive things, I ensure we have a plan in place for 
dealing with anything hard or stressful” (MeR18)), and particularly, when 
they tried to refocus on planning (e.g., “providing my ideas and ask for their 
ideas. Then develop their plan with possible ideas together” (MeR2)). In gen-
eral, the mentors claimed that they give advice or support their mentees to 
discover ways to make the situation better or substitute solutions or plans.

Teaching Positive Refocusing. With regards to teaching positive refocusing, 
some mentors explained that they attempt to develop their mentees’ hopeful-
ness and focusing on other positive events instead of the negative situation 
within a varied range of strategies such as positive reappraisal (e.g., “as long 
as you have tomorrow, you have the best chance of doing amazing things” 
(MeR1)), rumination (e.g., “but it’s also important that they can move on and 
think about other stuff; otherwise it can really adversely affect their well-
being” (MeR8)), putting things into perspective (e.g., “I try to explain differ-
ent people’s circumstances so she can understand outside of her own. It has 
helped her get that understanding that not everyone is the same and to be 
grateful for her own situations and maybe one day could help someone else” 
(MeR30)), and catastrophizing (e.g., “But they have a certain way of coping 
with it, through laughter but always chooses to be optimistic which I support” 
(MeR1)).

Teaching Situation Analysis. On the subject of teaching situation analysis, the 
mentors tried to help their mentees’ reinterpret some events by discussing the 
incident and asking questions to analyze the cause of a negative situation 
(e.g., relational conflicts or school-related issues), the consequences that 
arose from it, and other contributing factors. Mentors engaged in situation 
analysis when their mentees used the strategies of positive reappraisal (e.g., 
“We talk through the situation” (MeR18)), refocus on planning (e.g., “I also 
try to explain what the outcome may be, so she understands if she does some-
thing, her actions could result in difference [different] outcomes and try to 
focus on those outcomes being positive ones” (MeR34)), acceptance (e.g., 
“Help them try and see the bigger picture” (MeR5)), putting things into per-
spective (e.g., “still recognize the impact on her as being valid and appropri-
ate regardless of comparisons to other’s situations” (MeR3)), rumination 
(e.g., “It’s important to reflect on situations so that they can avoid it happen-
ing again” (MeR10)), and self-blame (e.g., “Ask further questions to clarify 
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and expand on situation” (MeR35)). Mentors also made an effort to help their 
mentees evaluate their emotions toward negative situations when their men-
tee used the strategies of acceptance, positive refocusing, or rumination (e.g., 
“I have a conversation about it and how she feels about the situation and how 
she has overcome that situation and how she feels about it afterward” 
(MeR29), or “I encourage them to think about how they really feel about the 
situation” (MeR20)).

Teaching Perspective-Taking. The subtheme of perspective-taking was mir-
rored in some mentors’ responses to their mentees using two strategies: put-
ting things into perspective (e.g., “I try to get her to see things from someone 
else’s view, I try to explain different people’s circumstances so she can under-
stand outside of her own” (MeR12)), and other blame (e.g., “I try to make him 
see both sides and make sure that he knows that people react for reasons that 
we may not be aware of yet” (MeR11)).

Emphasizing Ownership and Taking Responsibility. However, the sub-theme of 
emphasizing ownership and taking responsibility suggested the mentors 
sought to increase their mentees’ sense of accountability. Some mentors com-
mented that they direct the mentee to take the responsibility of the situation, 
especially in response to their mentees blaming others (e.g., “try to get her to 
accept that she has played a part in it too so she has to also accept responsibil-
ity for her actions” (MeR12)). One mentor also used this approach in response 
to his mentee’s use of self-blame (e.g., “When the fault is on him and he is 
aware of it, I make sure he knows the reasons to why it is his fault” (MeR11)).

Summary of Mentors’ Approaches on Each Strategy

Table 3 summarizes how each of the mentees’ cognitive emotion regulation 
strategies is associated with different mentor support responses. In particu-
lar, it shows the sub-themes identified in mentors’ responses in relation to 
each strategy they reported their mentees used. For example, with regards to 
mentees’ self-blame, the mentors’ emotional support included use of reas-
surance, self-disclosure, normalizing their feelings, and redirecting the 
blame whereas mentors’ approaches to provide new ways of learning refers 
to promoting positive reappraisal and situation analysis. They also guide 
their mentees to promote refocusing on a plan for problem-solving and 
responsibility-taking to handle negative events. In contrast, mentors do not 
provide any emotional support to the mentee when they blame other people 
or factors; instead, they tend to expand the mentee’s perspective-taking and 
ownership/responsibility-taking skills.
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Based on the Table 3, validation of mentees’ cognitive emotion regulation 
strategy was only evident within adaptive strategies. However, reassurance 
was a common response to facilitate mentees’ emotional support when they 

Table 3. Mentors’ Approaches in Response to Their Mentees’ Use of Each 
Strategy.

Mentees’ use of cognitive 
emotion regulation strategy

Mentors’ response by 
providing emotional support

Mentors’ response by providing 
new ways of learning

Positive reappraisal (as an 
adaptive strategy)

• Reassurance • Teaching situation analysis
• Normalizing the feeling • Teaching positive refocusing
• Showing availability
• Validation

Refocus on planning (as an 
adaptive strategy)

• Validation • Teaching situation analysis
•  Teaching refocus on plan and 

problem-solving
Positive refocusing (as an 

adaptive strategy)
• Reassurance • Teaching positive reappraisal
• Normalizing the feeling • Teaching situation analysis
• Showing availability •  Teaching refocus on plan and 

problem-solving• Validation
Putting into perspective 

(as an adaptive strategy)
• Reassurance • Teaching situation analysis

• Teaching positive refocusing
• Validation •  Emphasizing ownership and 

taking responsibility
Acceptance (as an adaptive 

strategy)
• Reassurance, • Teaching situation analysis
• Using self-disclosure •  Teaching refocus on plan and 

problem-solving• Normalizing the feeling
• Showing availability
• Validation

Self-blame (as a non-
adaptive strategy)

• Reassurance • Teaching positive reappraisal
• Using self-disclosure • Teaching situation analysis
• Normalizing the feeling •  Teaching refocus on plan and 

problem-solving
• Redirecting the blame •  Emphasizing ownership and 

taking responsibility
 •  Emphasizing ownership and 

taking responsibility
Rumination (as a non-

adaptive strategy)
• Reassurance • Teaching situation analysis
• Showing availability • Teaching positive refocusing

Catastrophizing (as a non-
adaptive strategy)

• Reassurance • Teaching positive refocusing
• Using self-disclosure
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employed a range of adaptive and non-adaptive cognitive emotion regulation 
strategies. Similarly, teaching situation analysis was the most frequent 
response to mentees when the mentors aimed to provide new ways of learn-
ing. Though, some of the responses were specifically delivered for a single 
strategy such as redirecting the blame in response to mentees’ self-blame, and 
promoting perspective-taking when mentees employed other-blame strategy.

Discussion

The potential influence of mentoring relationships on mentees’ favorable out-
comes (e.g., emotional well-being, academic achievements, etc.) through 
social-emotion development, cognitive development, and identity develop-
ment is evident (e.g., Rhodes, 2005; Rhodes et al., 2006; Rhodes & DuBois, 
2008). Yet, the ways mentors can help their mentees to efficiently regulate 
and express their emotions have not yet been well-known (Rhodes et al., 
2006). This study set out to identify mentors’ responses to their mentees’ 
experiences of negative situations and using of cognitive emotion regulation 
strategies.

Distinctions and Similarities of Mentors' and Mentees' Reports 
Regarding Mentees’ Use of Cognitive Emotion Regulation 
Strategies

In line with previous research, one of the primary findings of this research 
refers to the fact that of the mentors recruited, the majority agreed that their 
mentees talked to them about stressful or unpleasant experiences, which indi-
cates that mentors may be able to facilitate support when mentees experience 
challenges in life (e.g., Brady et al., 2015; Morrow & Styles, 1995; Orson & 
Larson, 2021; Villegas & Raffaelli, 2018; Wesely et al., 2017).

Moreover, following Compas et al. (2001) suggestion on parallel assess-
ments of adolescents’ coping strategies from the youth and other informants 
(e.g., parents, teachers, or peers), the current findings have provided two 
sides of reports from mentees and their mentors about the mentees’ use of 
cognitive emotion regulation strategies during stressful events. In this regard, 
based on the mentors’ reports, their mentees mostly employed more adaptive 
strategies (e.g., acceptance, positive reappraisal, positive refocusing, putting 
things into perspective, refocus on planning) during negative events. 
However, the mentees’ descriptions slightly differed by reporting higher 
means of some non-adaptive strategies (e.g., rumination and self-blame), 
whereas mentors reported these strategies at the lowest rate. In this sense, 
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consistent with Theurel and Gentaz (2018), the findings support mentees’ 
frequent use of more adaptive strategies. In this study, both groups of partici-
pants reported mentees’ use of acceptance, positive reappraisal, positive refo-
cusing, and putting into perspective as the most common strategies among 
mentees. However, the mentees reported a higher rate of using self-blame and 
rumination strategies than their mentors. There might be some explanation 
for this inconsistency of reports. In part, this finding may suggest that feeling 
shameful acts as a trigger of self-blame strategy (Pulcu et al., 2013) that may 
drive youth to self-alienation along with a sense of being worthless (Jordan, 
2013). Similarly, rumination involves repetitive thoughts which are self-
focused (Law & Chapman, 2015), and can be an involuntary response to 
stressors or a negative event (Compas et al., 2001). Rumination and self-
blame are strategies that are internal to the person using them and not as 
observable by others as some of the other strategies. Therefore, mentees 
might be less interested to share their concerns with their mentors about their 
emotions and thoughts in comparison to their use of more adaptive strategies. 
Moreover, it would also likely be more difficult for mentors to detect them.

Two Overarching Responses Provided by Mentors

The findings may provide new evidence on the subject of mentors’ respond-
ing to their mentees’ efforts in regulating emotions during stressful life 
events. In the comparison of the findings with those of other studies reviewed 
earlier (e.g., Brady et al., 2015; Sterrett et al., 2011; Yu & Deutsch, 2021; 
Zimmerman et al., 2005), in which mentors were known as a source of pro-
viding different types of supports, the current findings showed that mentors 
were capable of coming up with a wide range of supports when their mentees 
face challenges. On this subject, two broad mentors’ responses emerged from 
the data that included providing emotional support and providing new ways 
of learning. Similarly, the findings of this study are in accord with Wesely 
et al. (2017) findings. In particular, mentors’ responses were found similar to 
their findings regarding mentors’ responses to their mentees’ strain. However, 
more range of mentors’ responses were identified in this study that included 
reassurance, using of self-disclosure, normalizing the mentees’ feelings, vali-
dation, teaching positive reappraisal, emphasizing ownership and taking 
responsibility.

Providing Emotional Support. Although the effectiveness of mentors’ responses 
was not measured in this study, the literature promises youth positive out-
comes by employing emotional support and providing new ways of learning 
to assist the mentees. Seen from this perspective, mentors’ efforts to reassure 
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their mentees may suggest promoting mentees’ self-confidence (Andrews, 
1945). Likewise, sharing own relevant experiences (i.e., mentors’ self-disclo-
sure) could be a pathway to show empathy, normalize the mentees’ feelings 
and offer advice (Lester et al., 2019). Furthermore, explaining that challenges 
and frustration are a normal part of life helps frustration tolerance (Bernard 
et al., 2006) which is known as a factor of resilience (Dryden, 2007). Also, 
redirecting self-blame may help to separate judgments about actions from 
self-worth which fosters self-acceptance and youth mental health (Bernard 
et al., 2006). Moreover, effective mentoring is found to be related to showing 
availability in times of need, non-judgmental listening, and active listening 
when mentees experience difficulties in their lives (Larsson et al., 2016; Mor-
row & Styles, 1995). What is more, validation or positive feedback and 
endorsement of the mentees’ behavior (e.g., highlighting the mentee’s 
strengths and perspective) is found as a key factor in supporting them to feel 
important, competent, and heard (Yu & Deutsch, 2021). All in all, mentors’ 
emotional support may assist in promoting their mentee’s self-awareness 
through assessing their feelings, values, and strengths which support their 
self-confidence (e.g., CASEL, 2017).

Providing New Ways of Learning. In terms of teaching adaptive strategies, the 
mentors underlined the necessity of looking for a positive side and an oppor-
tunity for personal growth within teaching positive reappraisal. Similarly, in 
teaching situation analysis, the mentors attempted to construct links between 
the mentees’ views or attitudes of a negative situation, possible outcomes, 
other causative factors, and self-analysis of the emotionally arousing situa-
tions. Both skills of learning from a situation (positive reappraisal) and ana-
lyzing a situation may provide an opportunity in building a link between 
thoughts, emotions, and behaviors. This connection may further enhance 
youth’s rational thinking contributing to goal-directed behaviors and healthy 
emotions (Bernard et al., 2006).

Through teaching refocus on planning strategy and problem-solving, 
mentors’ sharing ideas or working with their mentees could promote their 
joint activities which improves their relationship quality (e.g., Rhodes et al., 
2006), as well as developing new cognitive skills by learning of problem-
solving techniques (e.g., Garnefski et al., 2001; Rhodes et al., 2006). In the 
same way, teaching positive refocusing (i.e., focusing on other positive 
events) to distract mentee from the emotional impacts of stressful situations 
may promote optimism that enhances confidence about life in general 
(Carver & Connor-Smith, 2010) and having the perspective of a hopeful 
future has been found as a significant predictor of youth’s PYD (e.g., Schmid 
et al., 2011). Equally important, mentors’ effort in improving mentees’ 
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perspective-taking skills (e.g., understanding of other people’s behavior or 
feelings) might be helpful in promoting youth social awareness which is 
known as one of the core components of successful emotional self-regula-
tion (CASEL, 2017). Lastly, emphasizing ownership and taking responsibil-
ity may help mentees development of moral behavior, other acceptance, 
caring, and contribution to society’s development (Bernard et al., 2006; 
Eisenberg, 2000; Haidt, 2003).

In adolescence, important tasks of the self are regulating behaviors, 
thoughts, feelings, and actions (Oyserman et al., 2017). Regarding the pro-
motion of PYD by improving youth emotion regulation, a well-regulated 
youth can be an active agent in their positive development by showing more 
functional emotion regulation that influences their social relationships, deci-
sion-making, mental and physical health, and well-being (Garnefski et al., 
2001; Kim et al., 2015; Thompson, 1991). For example, a well-regulated 
youth can show regulated behaviors and emotions which may help them to be 
socially competent and may show more positive values (e.g., caring, integ-
rity, honesty, and so forth) (McKown et al., 2009; Schlenker et al., 2009). 
Altogether, in accord with Rhodes’ conceptualization of emotion coaching, 
this research supports the idea that mentors can adopt an emotion-coaching 
role.

Implications for Practice

A number of implications can be drawn from this study that may be beneficial 
to youth and mentoring programs. First, the findings revealed that mentors 
attempt to support their mentees’ emotion regulation once they experience 
stressful or adverse life events. This finding indicates the need for youth and 
mentoring programs to deliver training for mentors in terms of improving 
their knowledge of how to support their mentees’ emotion regulation efforts 
when they discuss stressful life events. Mentors should be experienced in the 
facilitation skills required for effective emotion coaching and to provide 
proper responses.

Mentoring programs provide an important context for the development of 
formal matches (e.g., Bowers et al., 2015; Keller, 2005). Additionally, infor-
mal/natural mentoring relationships also can contribute in promoting youth’s 
favorable outcomes (e.g., DuBois & Silverthorn, 2005; Hurd et al., 2014; 
Schwartz et al., 2007). It is important for mentors to recognize how to 
respond to their mentees’ cognitive emotion regulation strategies during 
adverse life events since these strategies are delicately connected to emo-
tions and cognitions, which at a higher level are tied to the individual’s psy-
chological well-being. Therefore, intervention planners, practitioners, and 
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organizations engaged in youth programs should consider mentor training 
by a psychologist or CBT (Cognitive Behavioral Therapy) trainer as many 
mentors might not be educated in the mental health field. As it was reported 
by one of the mentor participants in this research that stated “I give them the 
opportunity to talk about their feelings and thoughts. I am CBT trained so I 
try and get her to connect her feelings, thoughts and responses,” mentor 
training could promote mentors’ skills when responding to their mentees 
during negative life events.

Regarding the training of natural mentors who might be unaware of their 
position in a young person’s life, the first step can be to provide information 
for youth and adults that describes their close and trustworthy relationship as 
a natural mentoring relationship. These types of information can be presented 
in schools, afterschool programs, or religious centers. The next step can be 
providing a platform for mentors to have access to evidence-based mentoring 
training and resources such as public websites (e.g., the ministry of educa-
tion, the ministry for youth, or school websites).

Mentors could employ both emotional support and provide new ways of 
learning determined by the mentees’ emotional reactions or the type of 
responses to stressors they are in search of. To elaborate, the mentors can 
deliver emotional support responses when their mentee’s support seeking is 
emotion-focused coping aiming to reach emotional support and reassurance 
(Carver & Connor-Smith, 2010). The mentors could respond by providing 
new ways of learning to support their mentees who are seeking problem-
focused coping which refers to reaching guidance and instrumental help 
(Carver & Connor-Smith, 2010). Therefore, in a balanced mentoring 
approach, the mentors could support the mentee to reduce the emotional 
impact by emotional support along with directly working on modifying the 
stressful situation by providing new ways of learning. As the former might 
directly decrease the stressor to support the mentee’s emotional well-being, 
the latter approach directly points to reforming the meaning of a destructive 
situation to improve the mentee’s cognitive change. Nevertheless, two strate-
gies of reappraisal and problem-solving are initially adaptive strategies 
(Aldao et al., 2010), therefore, mentors could be encouraged to employ 
responses such as teaching positive reappraisal, teaching refocus on planning 
and problem-solving.

In a newly published resource by the US National Mentoring Partnership 
(Herrera & Garringer, 2022), some researchers and practitioners have pro-
vided a source of guidance for mentors that covers a range of mentoring skills 
for a beneficial mentoring relationship. For instance, Santiago and Chen 
(2022) explain how active listening and questioning may help mentors to 
understand the type of support their mentees are looking for or when they 
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share any concerns such as “what is something you’re struggling with right 
now, and what can I provide for you?” or “what would be most helpful for you 
at this moment, and how can I help?.” On the whole, youth-adult partnerships 
are significant to mentoring programs and respected in positive youth devel-
opment. Policymakers need to encourage practitioners and staff involved in 
youth and mentoring programs to become more aware of the mentors’ sup-
porting, and enhancing youth’s mental and emotional well-being.

Study Limitations

Every study unavoidably has strengths and limitations. This study has defi-
ciency regarding generalizability of the findings, moderators in the mentor-
ing models, and the questionnaire. In part, the current sample size and 
potential selection bias might be the limitations in which the small sample 
size allowed for in-depth analysis but restricted the generalizability of the 
results. A larger sample size, especially within quantitative research, may 
provide evidence of whether different types of mentoring strategies may 
influence the mentees’ use of adaptive or non-adaptive cognitive emotion 
regulation strategies. More specifically, it might be helpful to investigate how 
relational-focused and goal-directed mentoring interactions could be benefi-
cial in regulating mentees’ emotions. The effect sizes from such studies may 
assist improving our knowledge. Also, the sample is self-selected wherein the 
mentors might be in a much higher-quality relationship. Furthermore, this 
study lacks the mentees’ viewpoints on the ways they might react to their 
mentors’ emotional support and provide new ways of learning techniques.

Also, the moderators in the Rhodes’ model were not evaluated in this 
research such as the duration of a mentoring relationship, social competen-
cies, interpersonal histories, demographics, and developmental stage. For 
example, in terms of relationship duration, possibly mentees in natural men-
toring may experience more satisfaction or closeness with their mentors than 
a mentee who recently joined a formal mentoring program. What is more, the 
type of mentoring (group or one-on-one mentoring) and the number of men-
tors also can be important. For example, mentoring pairs in a one-on-one 
mentoring relationship might spend more time discussing mentees’ concerns. 
Equally, having more than one mentor may be more sources of information 
or support when assisting mentees’ cognitive emotion regulation skills during 
stressful situations.

Other limitations of this study refer to the used scale and mentees’ sample. 
In this sense, an existing framework of nine cognitive emotion regulation 
strategies was used which may have limited further strategies from being 
identified (e.g., avoidance, suppression, etc.). As pointed out in the literature 
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review, females may use more of the non-adaptive strategies (i.e., rumina-
tion, self-blame, and catastrophizing) strategies than males, in turn, the domi-
nance of female mentee participants in this study may affect the findings 
(e.g., reporting a higher rate of rumination).

Recommendations for Future Studies

Further work needs to be carried out supporting the findings of this study in 
the same or other contexts. In terms of mentors’ use of self-disclosure, it 
might be important when and in what situation mentors share similar experi-
ences. For example, if a mentee shares a challenge and a mentor uses self-
disclosure too quickly in a conversation, it may have a neutral/more negative 
impact than if a disclosure is made at the end of active listening. In this 
instance, it could be perceived as dismissive. Mentors may provide different 
responses, for example, two participants of this study reported “Help them try 
and see the bigger picture and the silver lining and with personal experience. 
(MeR5)” and “Share experiences, ask about fiends [friends’] experiences 
(MeR35).” Therefore, the way mentors respond to their mentees regarding 
their own experiences may affect their relationship. This point may worth 
further investigations.

Another recommendation for future studies is to provide some details on 
the domain of challenging situations (e.g., family trouble, peer conflict, dis-
crimination, or break ups) in adolescence which need emotion regulation. 
And also, their responses to the type of challenge in terms of their controlla-
bility (e.g., poverty, divorce, or losing a loved one), and/or their mentor may 
not have personally experienced that may also be influencing which types of 
support a mentor uses in each situation.

Additionally, future researchers may focus on identifying case by case 
patterns. In particular, mentors’ pattern of responses might be different from 
formal mentors in terms of their responses (e.g., emotional support or provid-
ing new ways of learning).

Given limits on these findings, further evaluation and testing is needed. 
Future researchers are highly recommended to adopt a pre-test-post-test 
design if their intervention includes the findings of this study. This form of 
evaluation will definitely build on the existing evidence. Both emotional sup-
port and providing new ways of learning techniques give the impression to be 
theoretically linked to adaptive strategies and youth positive outcomes, and it 
would be valuable to study how mentees perceive their mentor’s support for 
adaptive emotion regulation. All in all, the results of this study may represent 
initial steps in improving our understanding of emotion regulation in the 
mentoring context, it should be validated by a larger sample size.
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Conclusion

As mentoring can be effective at promoting mentees’ self-regulatory skills, 
studies have been directed to identify the ways that mentoring skills can be 
enriched. On the whole, this study advances our understanding of how men-
tors are able to assist youth through life challenges by responding appropri-
ately to their emotion regulation strategies. The findings provided new 
insights into mentors’ supporting approaches by unpacking how mentees’ 
cognitive emotion regulation can be impacted in a relationship with a non-
parental adult. It was identified that mentors could use their skills to inspire 
mentees’ adaptive strategies or modify non-adaptive strategies. It also high-
lights the possible benefits of amending youth emotional experience and 
training mentors with techniques and skills that might develop their relation-
ship quality and positive outcomes for the mentee.

Acknowledgments

I would like to extend my sincere thanks to all the reviewers.

Declaration of Conflicting Interests

The author declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research, 
authorship, and/or publication of this article.

Funding

The author received no financial support for the research, authorship, and/or publica-
tion of this article.

ORCID iD

Atefeh Kiadarbandsari  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0011-5049

References

Aldao, A., Nolen-Hoeksema, S., & Schweizer, S. (2010). Emotion-regulation strat-
egies across psychopathology: A meta-analytic review. Clinical Psychology 
Review, 30(2), 217–237. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2009.11.004

Aldao, A. (2013). The future of emotion regulation research: Capturing con-
text. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 8(2), 155–172. https://doi.
org/1.1177/1745691612459518

Andrews, J. S. (1945). Directive psychotherapy: I. Reassurance. Journal of Clinical 
Psychology, 1, 52–66. https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(194501)1:1<52::aid-
jclp2270010106>3.0.co;2-#

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0011-5049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2009.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(194501)1:1


30 Journal of Adolescent Research 00(0)

Benson, P. L., Scales, P. C., & Syvertsen, A. K. (2011). The contribution of the 
developmental assets framework to positive youth development theory and prac-
tice. Advances in Child Development and Behavior, 41, 197–230. https://doi.
org/1.1016/B978-0-12-386492-5.00008-7

Bernard, M. E., Ellis, A., & Terjesen, M. (2006). Rational-emotive behavioral 
approaches to childhood disorders: History, theory, practice and research. In A. 
Ellis & M. E. Bernard (Eds.), Rational emotive behavioral approaches to child-
hood disorders (pp. 3–84). Springer.

Bonell, C., Hinds, K., Dickson, K., Thomas, J., Fletcher, A., Murphy, S., Melendez-
Torres, G. J., Bonell, C., & Campbell, R. (2016). What is positive youth develop-
ment and how might it reduce substance use and violence? A systematic review 
and synthesis of theoretical literature. BMC Public Health, 16(1), 135. https://doi.
org/1.1186/s12889-016-2817-3

Bowers, E. P., Johnson, S. K., Warren, D. J., Tirrell, J. M., & Lerner, J. V. (2015). 
Youth–adult relationships and positive youth development. In E. P. Bowers, G. 
J. Geldhof, S. K. Johnson, L. J. Hilliard, R. M. Hershberg, J. V. Lerner, & R. 
M. Lerner (Eds.), Promoting positive youth development: Lessons from the 4-H 
study (pp. 97–120). Springer. 

Brady, B., Dolan, P., & Canavan, J. (2015). He told me to calm down and all that': a 
qualitative study of social support types in a youth mentoring programme. Child 
and Family Social Work, 22(1), 266–274. https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12235

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2006). Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative 
Research in Psychology, 3(2), 77–101. https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp0
63oa

Braun, V., Clarke, V., Hayfield, N., & Terry, G. (2018). Thematic analysis. In P. 
Liamputtong (Ed.), Handbook of research methods in health social sciences. (pp. 
843–860). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-10-5251-4_103

Brewer, J., & Hunter, A. (2006). Foundations of multimethod research: Synthesizing 
styles. Sage.

Carver, C. S., & Connor-Smith, J. (2010). Personality and coping. Annual Review of 
Psychology, 61, 679–704. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.093008.100352

CASEL. (2017). Chicago: Core SEL competencies. https://doi.org/10.2147/AHMT.
S179946

Compas, B. E., Connor-Smith, J. K., Saltzman, H., Thomsen, A. H., & Wadsworth, 
M. E. (2001). Coping with stress during childhood and adolescence: Problems, 
progress, and potential in theory and research. Psychological Bulletin, 127(1), 
87–127. https://doi.org/1.1037/0033-2909.127.1.87

Damon, W. (2004). What is positive youth development? The Annals of the 
American Academy of Political and Social Science, 591(1), 13–24. https://doi.
org/1.1177/0002716203260092

Deane, K., Dutton, H., Overall, N., Bullen, P., & Pryce, J. (2021). The youth-adult 
partnerships observation study: Research rationale, protocol, and procedures, 
version 3 [Unpublished manual]. University of Auckland.

Deutsch, N. L., Reitz-Krueger, C. L., Henneberger, A. K., Futch Ehrlich, V. A., & 
Lawrence, E. C. (2017). It gave me ways to solve problems and ways to talk 

https://doi.org/1.1016/B978-0-12-386492-5.00008-7
https://doi.org/1.1016/B978-0-12-386492-5.00008-7
https://doi.org/1.1186/s12889-016-2817-3
https://doi.org/1.1186/s12889-016-2817-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12235
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.093008.100352
https://doi.org/10.2147/AHMT.S179946
https://doi.org/10.2147/AHMT.S179946
https://doi.org/1.1037/0033-2909.127.1.87
https://doi.org/1.1177/0002716203260092
https://doi.org/1.1177/0002716203260092


Kiadarbandsari 31

to people” outcomes from a combined group and one-on-one mentoring pro-
gram for early adolescent girls. Journal of Adolescent Research, 32(3), 291–322. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0743558416630813

Dryden, W. (2007). Resilience and rationality. Journal of Rational-Emotive & 
Cognitive-Behavior Therapy, 25(3), 213–226. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10942-
006-0050-1

DuBois, D. L., & Silverthorn, N. (2005). Natural mentoring relationships and adoles-
cent health: Evidence from a national study. American Journal of Public Health, 
95(3), 518–524. https://doi.org/1.2105/AJPH.2003.031476

d’Acremont, M., & Van der Linden, M. (2007). How is impulsivity related to depres-
sion in adolescence? Evidence from a French validation of the cognitive emotion 
regulation questionnaire. Journal of Adolescence, 30(2), 271–282. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.02.007

Eisenberg, N. (2000). Emotion, regulation, and moral development. Annual Review of 
Psychology, 51, 665–697. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.51.1.665

Farruggia, S. P., Bullen, P., Solomon, F., Collins, E., & Dunphy, A. (2011). Examining 
the cultural context of youth mentoring: A systematic review. The Journal of 
Primary Prevention, 32(5-6), 237–251. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10935-011-
0258-4

Freund, A. M., & Baltes, P. B. (2002). Life-management strategies of selection, opti-
mization and compensation: Measurement by self-report and construct valid-
ity. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 82(4), 642–662. https://doi.
org/1.1037/0022-3514.82.4.642

Garnefski, N., Boon, S., & Kraaij, V. (2003). Relationships between cognitive strat-
egies of adolescents and depressive symptomatology across different types 
of life event. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 32(6), 401–408. https://doi.
org/10.1023/a:1025994200559

Garnefski, N., Kraaij, V., & Spinhoven, P. (2001). Negative life events, cognitive emo-
tion regulation and emotional problems. Personality and Individual Differences, 
30(8), 1311–1327. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(00)00113-6

Garnefski, N., Kraaij, V., & Spinhoven, P. (2002). Manual for the use of the cognitive 
emotion regulation questionnaire. DATEC.

Garnefski, N., & Kraaij, V. (2006). Relationships between cognitive emotion regula-
tion strategies and depressive symptoms: A comparative study of five specific 
samples. Personality and Individual Differences, 40(8), 1659–1669. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.paid.2005.12.009

Garnefski, N., Legerstee, J., Kraaij, V. V., Van Den Kommer, T., & Teerds, J. (2002). 
Cognitive coping strategies and symptoms of depression and anxiety: A com-
parison between adolescents and adults. Journal of Adolescence, 25(6), 603–611.

Geldhof, G. J., Bowers, E. P., Mueller, M. K., Napolitano, C. M., Callina, K. S., 
Walsh, K. J., & Lerner, R. M. (2015). The five Cs model of positive youth devel-
opment. In E. P. Bowers, G. J. Geldhof, S. K. Johnson, L. J. Hilliard, R. M. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0743558416630813
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10942-006-0050-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10942-006-0050-1
https://doi.org/1.2105/AJPH.2003.031476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.51.1.665
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10935-011-0258-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10935-011-0258-4
https://doi.org/1.1037/0022-3514.82.4.642
https://doi.org/1.1037/0022-3514.82.4.642
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1025994200559
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1025994200559
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(00)00113-6


32 Journal of Adolescent Research 00(0)

Hershberg, J. V. Lerner, & R. M. Lerner (Eds.), Promoting positive youth devel-
opment: Lessons from the 4-H study (pp. 161–186). Springer. 

Gestsdottir, S., Bowers, E., von Eye, A., Napolitano, C. M., & Lerner, R. M. (2010). 
Intentional self regulation in middle adolescence: The emerging role of loss-
based selection in positive youth development. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 
39(7), 764–782. https://doi.org/1.1007/s10964-010-9537-2

Gestsdottir, S., & Lerner, R. M. (2008). Positive development in adolescence: The 
development and role of intentional self-regulation. Human Development, 51, 
202–224. https://doi.org/1.1159/000135757

Gilbert, P., & Miles, J. N. V. (2000). Sensitivity to social Put-Down: it's relationship 
to perceptions of social rank, shame, social anxiety, depression, anger and self-
other blame. Personality and Individual Differences, 29(4), 757–774. https://doi.
org/10.1016/s0191-8869(99)00230-5

Haidt, J. (2003). The moral emotions. In R. J. Davidson, K. R. Scherer, & H. H. 
Goldsmith (Eds.), Handbook of affective sciences (pp. 852–870). Oxford 
University Press.

Heiy, J. E., & Cheavens, J. S. (2014). Back to basics: A naturalistic assessment of 
the experience and regulation of emotion. Emotion, 14(5), 878.  https://doi.
org/1.1037/a0037231

Herrera, C., & Garringer, M. (2022). Becoming a better mentor: Strategies to be there 
for young people. National Mentoring Partnership. https://www.mentoring.org/
resource/becoming-a-better-mentor/

Hurd, N. M., Stoddard, S. A., Bauermeister, J. A., & Zimmerman, M. A. (2014). 
Natural mentors, mental health, and substance use: Exploring pathways via cop-
ing and purpose. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 84(2), 190–200. https://
doi.org/10.1037/h0099361

Jordan, J. V. (2013). Relational resilience in girls. In S. Goldstein, & R. B. Brooks 
(Eds.), Handbook of resilience in children (pp. 73–86). Springer.

Kelada, L., Hasking, P., & Melvin, G. (2018). Adolescent NSSI and recovery: He 
role of family functioning and emotion regulation. Youth & Society, 50(8), 1056–
1077. https://doi.org/1.1177/0044118X16653153

Keller, T. E. (2005). A systemic model of the youth mentoring intervention. The 
Journal of Primary Prevention, 26(2), 169–188.

Kesek, A., Zelazo, P. D., & Lewis, M. D. (2009). The development of executive cog-
nitive function and emotion regulation in adolescence. In N. Allen, & L. Sheeber 
(Eds.), Adolescent emotional development and the emergence of depressive 
disorders (pp. 135–155). Cambridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/
CBO9780511551963.008 

Kim, M. Y., Bigman, Y., & Tamir, M. (2015). Emotion regulation. In J. D. Wright 
(Ed.), International Encyclopedia of the Social & Behavioral Sciences (2nd ed., 
pp. 452–456). Elsevier.

Kökönyei, G., Kocsel, N., Király, O., Griffiths, M. D., Galambos, A., Magi, A., Paksi, 
B., & Demetrovics, Z. (2019). The role of cognitive emotion regulation strate-
gies in problem gaming among adolescents: A nationally Representative Survey 
Study. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 10, 273. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00273

https://doi.org/1.1007/s10964-010-9537-2
https://doi.org/1.1159/000135757
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(99)00230-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(99)00230-5
https://www.mentoring.org/resource/becoming-a-better-mentor/
https://www.mentoring.org/resource/becoming-a-better-mentor/
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0099361
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0099361
https://doi.org/1.1177/0044118X16653153
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00273


Kiadarbandsari 33

Larson, R. (2006). Positive youth development, willful adolescents, and mentoring. 
Journal of Community Psychology, 34(6), 677–689. https://doi.org/10.1002/
jcop.20123

Larsson, M., Pettersson, C., Skoog, T., & Eriksson, C. (2016). Enabling relationship 
formation, development, and closure in a one-year female mentoring program at 
a non-governmental organization: A mixed-method study. BMC Public Health, 
16(1), 179. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-016-2850-2

Law, K. C., & Chapman, A. L. (2015). Borderline personality features as a potential 
moderator of the effect of anger and depressive rumination on shame, self-blame, 
and self-forgiveness. Journal of Behavior Therapy and Experimental Psychiatry, 
46, 27–34. https://doi.org/1.1016/j.jbtep.2014.07.008

Lerner, R. M. (2004). Liberty: Thriving and civic engagement among American 
youth. Sage.

Lester, A. M., Goodloe, C. L., Johnson, H. E., & Deutsch, N. L. (2019). Understanding 
mutuality: Unpacking relational processes in youth mentoring relationships. Journal 
of Community Psychology, 47, 147–162. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.22106

Madjar, N., Segal, N., Eger, G., & Shoval, G. (2019). Exploring particular facets of cog-
nitive emotion regulation and their relationships with nonsuicidal self-injury among 
adolescents. Crisis, 40(4), 280–286. https://doi.org/10.1027/0227-5910/a000566

Markova, S., & Nikitskaya, E. (2017). Coping strategies of adolescents with devi-
ant behaviour. International Journal of Adolescence and Youth, 22(1), 36–46. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673843.2013.868363

McKown, C., Gumbiner, L. M., Russo, N. M., & Lipton, M. (2009). Social-emotional 
learning skill, self-regulation, and social competence in typically developing and 
clinic-referred children. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 
38(6), 858–871. https://doi.org/1.1080/15374410903258934

Mihalca, A. M., & Tarnavska, Y. (2013). Cognitive emotion regulation strategies and 
social functioning in adolescents. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 82, 
574–579. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.06.312

Morrow, K. V., & Styles, M. B. (1995). Building relationships with youth in program 
settings: A study of big brothers/big sisters. Public/Private Ventures.

Mueller, M. K., Lewin-Bizan, S., & Urban, J. B. (2011). Youth activity involvement 
and positive youth development. Advances in Child Development and Behavior, 
41(1), 231–249. https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-386492-5.00009-9

Murray, D. W., & Rosanbalm, K. (2017). Promoting self-regulation in adolescents 
and young adults: A practice brief. OPRE Report 2015-82. Office of Planning, 
Research and Evaluation. https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED594226

Orson, C. N., & Larson, R. W. (2021). Helping teens overcome anxiety episodes in 
project work: The power of reframing. Journal of Adolescent Research, 36(2), 
127–153. https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0743558420913480

Oyserman, D., Lewis, N. A., Yan, V. X., Fisher, O., O'Donnell, S. C., & Horowitz, E. 
(2017). An identity-based motivation framework for self-regulation. Psychological 
Inquiry, 28(2-3), 139–147. https://doi.org/1.1080/1047840X.2017.1337406

https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.20123
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.20123
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-016-2850-2
https://doi.org/1.1016/j.jbtep.2014.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.22106
https://doi.org/10.1027/0227-5910/a000566
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673843.2013.868363
https://doi.org/1.1080/15374410903258934
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.06.312
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-386492-5.00009-9
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED594226
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0743558420913480
https://doi.org/1.1080/1047840X.2017.1337406


34 Journal of Adolescent Research 00(0)

Pulcu, E., Zahn, R., & Elliott, R. (2013). The role of self-blaming moral emotions 
in major depression and their impact on social-economical decision making. 
Frontiers in Psychology, 4, 31. https://doi.org/1.3389/fpsyg.2013.00310

Raposa, E. B., Rhodes, J., Stams, G. J. J. M., Card, N., Burton, S., Schwartz, S., Sykes, 
L. A. Y., Kanchewa, S., Kupersmidt, J., & Hussain, S. (2019). The effects of Youth 
Mentoring Programs: A meta-analysis of Outcome Studies. Journal of Youth and 
Adolescence, 48, 423–443. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-019-00982-8

Rhodes, J. E. (2005). A model of youth mentoring. In D. L. DuBois & M. J. Karcher 
(Eds.), The sage program on applied developmental science. In Handbook of 
youth mentoring (pp. 30–43). Sage. Ltd.

Rhodes, J. E., & DuBois, D. L. (2008). Mentoring relationships and programs for 
youth. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 17(4), 254–258. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2008.00585.x

Rhodes, J. E., Spencer, R., Keller, T. E., Liang, B., & Noam, G. (2006). A model 
for the influence of mentoring relationships on youth development. Journal of 
Community Psychology, 34(6), 691–707. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.20124

Romer, D. (2010). Adolescent risk taking, impulsivity, and brain development: 
Implications for prevention. Developmental Psychobiology. The Journal of the 
International Society for Developmental Psychobiology, 52(3), 263–276. https://
doi.org/1.1002/dev.20442

Roth, J. L., & Brooks-Gunn, J. (2003). What exactly is a youth development pro-
gram? Answers from research and practice. Applied Developmental Science, 
7(2), 94–111. https://doi.org/1.1207/S1532480XADS0702_6

Rusk, N., Larson, R. W., Raffaelli, M., Walker, K., Washington, L. T., Gutierrez, 
V., Kang, H., Tran, S., & Cole Perry, S. (2013). Positive youth development in  
organized programs: How teens Learn to manage emotions. In C. Proctor & P. 
Linley (Eds.), Research, applications, and interventions for children and adoles-
cents (pp. 247–261). Springer.

Sakakibara, R., & Endo, T. (2016). Cognitive appraisal as a predictor of cognitive 
emotion regulation choice. Japanese Psychological Research, 58(2), 175–185. 
https://doi.org/1.1111/jpr.12098

Santiago, E., & Chen, M. (2022). Honoring youth voice and building power. In C. 
Herrera & M. Garringer (Eds.), Becoming a better mentor: Strategies to Be there 
for young people (pp. 83–97). National Mentoring Partnership. https://www.
mentoring.org/resource/becoming-a-better-mentor/

Schlenker, B. R., Miller, M. L., & Johnson, R. M. (2009). Moral identity, integrity, and 
personal responsibility. In D. Narvaez & D. K. Lapsley (Eds.), Personality, iden-
tity, and character: Explorations in moral psychology (pp. 316–340). Cambridge 
University Press.

Schmid, K. L., Phelps, E., Kiely, M. K., Napolitano, C. M., Boyd, M. J., & Lerner, 
R. M. (2011). The role of adolescents’ hopeful futures in predicting positive and 
negative developmental trajectories: Findings from the 4-H Study of Positive 
Youth Development. The Journal of Positive Psychology, 6, 45–56. https://doi.
org/10.1080/17439760.2010.536777

https://doi.org/1.3389/fpsyg.2013.00310
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-019-00982-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2008.00585.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2008.00585.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.20124
https://doi.org/1.1207/S1532480XADS0702_6
https://doi.org/1.1111/jpr.12098
https://www.mentoring.org/resource/becoming-a-better-mentor/
https://www.mentoring.org/resource/becoming-a-better-mentor/
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2010.536777
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2010.536777


Kiadarbandsari 35

Schwartz, S. J., Pantin, H., Coatsworth, J. D., & Szapocznik, J. (2007). Addressing 
the challenges and opportunities of today’s youth: Toward an integrative model 
and its implications for research and intervention. Journal of Primary Prevention, 
28, 117–144.

Spencer, R., Pryce, J., Barry, J., Walsh, J., & Basualdo-Delmonico, A. (2020). 
Deconstructing empathy: A qualitative examination of mentor perspective-taking 
and adaptability in youth mentoring relationships. Children and Youth Services 
Review, 114, 105043. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105043

Steinberg, L. (2013). Adolescence (10th ed.). McGraw-Hill.
Sterrett, E. M., Jones, D. J., McKee, L. G., & Kincaid, C. (2011). Supportive non-

parental adults and adolescent psychosocial functioning: Using social support as 
a theoretical framework. American Journal of Community Psychology, 48(3-4), 
284–295. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10464-011-9429-y

Stikkelbroek, Y., Bodden, D. H., Kleinjan, M., Reijnders, M., & van Baar, A. L. 
(2016). Adolescent depression and negative life events, the mediating role of cog-
nitive emotion regulation. PLoS One, 11(8), e0161062. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0161062

Terry, G., Hayfield, N., Clarke, V., & Braun, V. (2017). Thematic analysis. In C. 
Willig, & W. S. Rogers (Eds.), The SAGE handbook of qualitative research in 
psychology (pp. 17–37). SAGE. 

Theurel, A., & Gentaz, E. (2018). The regulation of emotions in adolescents: Age dif-
ferences and emotion-specific patterns. PLoS One, 13(6), e0195501. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0195501

Thompson, R. A. (1991). Emotional regulation and emotional development. 
Educational Psychology Review, 3(4), 269–307.

Urban, J. B., Lewin-Bizan, S., & Lerner, R. M. (2009). The role of neighborhood ecolog-
ical assets and activity involvement in youth developmental outcomes: Differential 
impacts of asset poor and asset rich neighborhoods. Journal of Applied Developmental 
Psychology, 30(5), 601–614. https://doi.org/1.1016/j.appdev.2009.07.003

Vaclavik, D., Sánchez, B., Buehler, K., Gray, T., & Rodriguez, E. (2017). How 
to support me in connected learning: Youth perspectives on adult supportive  
behavior and its benefits. Journal of Community Psychology, 45(7), 906–921. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.21901

Van Dam, L., Smit, D., Wildschut, B., Branje, S. J. T., Rhodes, J. E., Assink, M., & 
Stams, G. J. J. M. (2018). Does natural mentoring matter? A multilevel meta-
analysis on the association between natural mentoring and youth outcomes. 
American Journal of Community Psychology, 62(1-2), 203–220. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ajcp.12248

van Den Heuvel, M. W. H., Stikkelbroek, Y. A. J., Bodden, D. H. M., & van Baar, A. 
L. (2020). Coping with stressful life events: Cognitive emotion regulation profiles 
and depressive symptoms in adolescents. Development and Psychopathology, 
32(3), 985–995. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579419000920

Villegas, E., & Raffaelli, M. (2018). Experiencing and learning about emotions: 
A longitudinal analysis of youth program participants. Journal of Youth and 
Adolescence, 47(8), 1684–1696. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-018-0885-7

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105043
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10464-011-9429-y
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0161062
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0161062
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0195501
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0195501
https://doi.org/1.1016/j.appdev.2009.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.21901
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajcp.12248
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajcp.12248
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579419000920
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-018-0885-7


36 Journal of Adolescent Research 00(0)

Vinter, K., Aus, K., & Arro, G. (2021). Adolescent girls' and boys' academic burn-
out and its associations with cognitive emotion regulation strategies. Educational 
Psychologist, 41(8), 1061–1077. https://doi.org/10.1080/01443410.2020.1855631

Wang, J., Vujovic, L., Barrett, K. C., & Lerner, R. M. (2015). The regulation of emo-
tion in adolescence. In E. P. Bowers, G. J. Geldhof, S. K. Johnson, L. J. Hilliard, 
R. M. Hershberg, J. V. Lerner, & R. M. Lerner (Eds.), Promoting positive youth 
development: Lessons from the 4-H study (pp. 37–55). New York: Springer.

Weiner, M. B., Geldhof, G. J., & Gestsdottir, S. (2015). Intentional self-regulation 
in youth: Applying research findings to practice and programs. In E. P. Bowers, 
G. J. Geldhof, S. K. Johnson, L. J. Hilliard, R. M. Hershberg, J. V. Lerner, & R. 
M. Lerner (Eds.), Promoting positive youth development: Lessons from the 4-H 
study (pp. 21–36). Springer. 

Wesely, J. K., Dzoba, N. P., Miller, H. V., & Rasche, C. E. (2017). Mentoring at-
risk youth: An examination of strain and mentor response strategies. American 
Journal of Criminal Justice, 42(1), 198–217. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12103-
016-9353-7

Yu, M. V. B., & Deutsch, N. L. (2021). Aligning social support to youth’s develop-
mental needs: The role of non-parental youth–adult relationships in early and late 
adolescence. Applied Developmental Science, 25, 133–149. https://doi.org/10.10
80/10888691.2018.1548940

Zhu, X., Auerbach, R. P., Yao, S., Abela, J. R. Z., Xiao, J., & Tong, X. (2008). 
Psychometric properties of the cognitive emotion regulation question-
naire: Chinese version. Cognition & Emotion, 22(2), 288–307. https://doi.
org/10.1080/02699930701369035

Zimmerman, M. A., Bingenheimer, J. B., & Behrendt, D. E. (2005). Natural mentor-
ing relationships. In M. J. DuBois &  Karcher (Eds.), Handbook of youth mentor-
ing (pp. 143–157). SAGE Publications Ltd.

Author Biography

Atefeh Kiadarbandsari is a PhD of Population Health from the University of 
Auckland, New Zealand. Her research focuses on Positive Youth Development, men-
toring relationships, youth emotion regulation, and Pacific people health.

https://doi.org/10.1080/01443410.2020.1855631
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12103-016-9353-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12103-016-9353-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/10888691.2018.1548940
https://doi.org/10.1080/10888691.2018.1548940
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930701369035
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930701369035

