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AXHR RIETZRFRFEXFHTAHCE BRI
#59% 2008434 S51B~TIHA

th & IR O BT
— RIS DR & % ORE TR -

o o\ o K

R, HELBEOSHFICE VT, HANEESABO LIERICRIETRBICRELE
BrgEodoshTwd, FETHE. HAWERIIH L TADTRTRIEERTT L EZiFE A
HL, 2hSoRIGICEDELEY R F AOBEITSVLTHET 5, ETHEI . HaH
EIE, 158, 2F - HE, THOZNThOKETERLIBEEZ LT I LIESHIC
EoTWa, gy SiHfianic s &, FHL~rTE, LEESHEREES N, IKE
HEOPAETT 5, BHLr <Lt 2fER~NORZENSGZ 0. THL N TE, [
HEMTEE 22 S ECHENITE (B IRECRTE) AN 5, 2ok5 AR, AF
DL FHLMERICHE S BRY: SACETFIHDORIEY A F A0 D> TV BRI LA
BLTWAE, MAT, ARRTE., #H2MER~OREHEOBAZIZ>WTHEF LGB
W5, Eit~0FEEY., EERX s 0, FHEELOLEBLRFTLAHRE. hE» SO
ZEFFHTER LI 0:H HANIEROFHA O ZBAL | IEROBEIZHHLT 58
FHEETHEEMASHIILTVWS, REIZ, SEOWROAEMHICS VL TERT 5.

1. 3

B4 0EEEBEONT, e ofilic@EicFErs v, BDACPEEK « KA. Bk, GEPR
¥ OBLUIHMAPLLCORA A, HFLOBLEIPHEDLODES I TNTNRLZ OO,
Fr3EichHE S OPBENE L 0ENLEND ERDTVWELSICEbNE, ZL T, T0
LI BBEMEBEZIRL TV 00, hE L8N BEL SN LD EEHORIET
5,

e dfhE LBART 5 & 2TRS B0, ERCBRERE - M3 2 @83 FCIEH I E
THhITREV, BALSORNOBLH. #KH oD H, RAO»SLV, HIAILLSE
MigE, thBELOBND EB L TIKRER, ZOREICELIS P OEEFODICEEL TV
5o TO&H LB (social rejection) 3. UEEICE - THRDTEHF « 712 {ERR &
BB, thEN oiEfE NI L&, BLOARREPLEBERL. [LEBEFEHL SHOAIZDOD
TERDEIHEN D] BELANBEERVET TH S, BHVHGET 2HEFE»S
BRI TOLION, TNELZEINTVWEDONEVWS T &R, b HAOEELED
IATRELBELED 1 >TH 5,

1990F R D Y & 2RO DSFIFIcE W T, HAMIERAEA OIS, - 325 - (TEIC

al




T K

EREEEEREST I LCBLORIY Sh, AMSE T 2 S0ER~ORITHEY] & iy
BIDICHRA BHMIRASIThNTETV S, AHTIE, ChoOWEEEBITA Ltk
SHPERISH L CADRTMEOFE L HTENC O WTHRET 3L &L bic, SBROMEDCH
FEERTEET B,

2. FrBEKR & fE 2 mTE

AR F I & oY) « LS 0 2FRT B, {hE & LT L EENIEFRE .
HiEL LS &4 23 Affoaskid, BaGk (need to belong) EIEEFH TV S (Baumeister &
Leary, 1995; Maslow, 1943), Baumeister & Leary (1995) (&, ARISHHESKKEZE T 5 &
IRESLEMTERIEERL, KOXIEHLETV S, TUab5, LA HbOMANERLT
WEARETTE, thE LBREHEE - M7 2L, HHVRIENICHBT 2 3. THRE
HoOEDECERE EOREDHG. £, RIEE0EELCTFRA T 3 BOEES
EBEEIC L, TOEKT, thE L OBIREMMA DL & BRE O THEHE % & 5 BISHIE %2
ELTHY, ToidH, HANKOBEAEL T, ABhE L 0BRERRKT 2.0, 44
ODEFBHRREH XY > &EX 5N 5 (Baumeitser & Leary, 1995),

Ltzhis T, BRINED o DIEECiRBERD o OtkF ., E & OBBROBE - #f:. &
M~OHIEIC L > TEOINZBEEEKS CLIZ280 5, ThIFEOREEFICBVWT, B
COEFEEBHOREM 2 EHET SR 2MOTRELBHTH -7, bLAABRMETS
Wit thEECHEFECOEECEMICEBEICEE TS L 3Du TS, LA L.
MERRKIIABOEENGKE LTSHOMABIKORELTEY. ThalET 440
Mk, PlAE., LA ED XSO BRARNFICRDSIHE S W HE LRI, BRESCES
BEAICESTEMDTERY T 4 FTIREERE LB L Wb TWL5 (Baumeister & Leary, 1993),

2 EEM I AR OBEARNICR E SN ETBHCRkEMET 5, £ LT, BEEFERIES
L MEED SOIERARRT AHERIRLTLE L] 20X 3 BBRIck - T, &
LRBLBEHEFB L, BE3THEMN - Al L2EBWELZAREVLEELNS, Fik
SIRAEIHERICT L TED LS BRIEER L, THITRED LS WO 2D > TW B
D125 S he Baumeister & Leary (1995) OfHXMREhicE, ORI L THL A
BERHRIEE N, 2L OEITWEMSITHONTETL S, UTTIR. AbEsyiEiicw L TR
TG A, T, A - W, THozhEhokEN B L, 2ok, CnodRIEOH
BICHBLIEEBEICOVLWTHRLB I L ET 3,

EIAT, INh ol 2ETIIRTE, HAMHEISHET 2 6D & LT, 1B (rejection)
BEB® (exclusion). #EFF (ostracism), XfiZ (conflict), #t¥| (criticism) 7 &. FilFicb i
BEZHMY FFohTwd, ThonHERIE, T OHREFICEFETH» o OEOBIRMEFFE




A AEY B~ RIS

(low relational value) M{mEahd L VHLBEHIEF LTS (Leary, 200D, 2D, L
FTHNOTH G, MMhEBES L OBREMED 2 5D (valuable), EEML D (important).
HEZVEEELTLD (close) A LTWWIWL] (Leary, 2001, p6) T &% ZOMEHICK
A B, # ZTHETIE Leary (2001) {Tfif\y, #HL89EH % (KW BIRMEFNMEEEL 5 thE
OITH) LIEEHRT 5o COERICE» T, RITHR TR SN TELHL LITAZHESH
B VSRS ORAAEIC L2 LEX SN B,

3. #ETEEA O R IEE

fihEh o OIERERB L& &, FAAHLOLEBRBICIRERENNSLL 5, FITHE L
BeasL. thErSoERICHLTRALLE, FEOEHEZEH L. HrBOER~DEEE
B, T, HFEOTHEREZRT EMBHELMCRL > TV S, LT TR, 158, 2% - HE,
TEOENZENDOIKEED &It SMEREANORIG 285 L L RENLTEEENT 5,

-1, HEL<IVORIE

HEWPEHRICL > TRY 7 1+ THRHEHVBRESNE L @BE OPFRBICL>TINFTIC
FEREhTETVS (eg., Bowlby, 1973), ZOHTHE, H2AUIEH & OBEEY SIBIR{LA
HEh, FREEEFTHEHSITHON TV S & OM LB LR (social pain) & IKEEHELL
(state self-esteem) T&H 5,

3-1-1. LBRRE SN O R

& o DHSHHEHICRE > THEERMNBE SN/ L Z LRIBOESRAICEL S C
LB TS L » TEIEEENT W5 (Eisenberger, Lieberman, & Williams, 2003), &
i3, BRELSOBEOEFICH T BEMRICHE - THEE X A, RID & OB LIRS E A
I TBEFHE ST B &V S B THEIGNSTEE TH 5, Eisenberger & Lieberman (2004)
® MacDonald & Leary (2005) Z ktid, ERIITR. FHENOBREHRHEIL /BRI D A1
EanTuwi Ge., BEMER) 2, BhothTEET 520N B LT, fbE (bl
®) LBEfRz#RETEILEIE. BA (BK) oAFLEHEICHEEL T2 (Bowlby,
1969/1982; Baumeister & Leary, 19958 M), €07, HEMBFE AR L 72BRic H{ER
HREMET 5D EE CMA A # = X apfllsh, LR VI BR~0BHICL-T
SER (e, LEMSETER) MBULS N B LI s EERENTL B,

#1721 Buckley, Winkel, & Leary (2004, Study 2) OERTIR. BMMEFR. <17 2@EL
TEBEFBEHANETV, HABNMEHO TV A2HEFOFM (EMED T &% LORER
DICOEESP) BOET « — KoYy 2 NI, DT 4 — KXy 710K > THFED 5O -
RELEDE S — v BEE N, TORE. FED OIEENLFEHSELL A EH, o F




T HE K

D, HFLSOBFRHEFMOBE T 2R L BNE R, hof#H &0 bW LELSNER
(e.g., oV, V) ZEBLALOCHET 2 EMHOoh LTV B,

% L T Eisenberger et al. (2003) (. BEAEMBSLILE# (functional magnetic resonance
imaging: fMRD ZHWAHRIcE W T, HamiEifs R84 2 BIciE]{bd 2 B>
WTRFILTY 3, KBBNEGR., KRB0 7 — 4345H (Cyberball — Williams, Cheung, &
Choi, 2000) THD 2 ADEME-Eh ofbifh (525 VEEE) ShaELH 8REL, C
Dy —AlE, 3v 22— —lHETIADBNERLTI 2OFR-—NESZALHILI S
DT, {EBEFHTERVIOHETEZRVTENBEICE R - AR R IhT | FEEETE.
BMEB RO 2 ZO0EMELREDENETRE—NE RSN, ZLT, 6# - SEEEHL
TOVWAEONBA OERLOREE IMRIIck -~ THAI LA &2 A, SEEELLERLTIE
BEERFCBV T, MoBEHFHIHIREE (dorsal anterior cingulate cortex: dACC) »HEZEiC
EHEELTuwaZ &, /. dACC OFEH LOREE., ¥~ 20K THRICHCRES W AE
7& (distress) DEEFELHELIEOMBMBGRICH 2 T MW S L7, dACC EHFATE
ot 3T EnMeonTwWa 8 (e.g., Reinville, Duncan, Price, Carrier, &
Bushnell, 1997),  OHIRE. SFPBRERA L BT EREBVRE SN 50 L[E—
DIEA A A =X bt & > T, hE L OREFANOEWARAIL 7o & 210 LB SRER A S
N3IEDFLELARINT NS, COLILRA X H =X o DER, i L OREROREE -
HENE DL ETRE S B CMlb > TV T EERIE L TH D, Baumeister & Leary
(1995) oFFEAkOB(LAIRFICBET 2RI EZSMEESZ TV 3,

3-1-2. RERBELOET

HLHIERA~OED) L N~ OIS, B d 32— mESE Ge., (REEEEL) i<
BLWTdBEH LN B, Leary &6 (Leary & Baumeister, 2000; Leary, Tambor, Terdal, &
Downs, 1995) itk » THMEEhicy ¥4 x — % — & (sociometer theory) 2 & 5 &, iR
BEE BT, BHRIIFED o Ot « SEOREOFHNTIEEREE L THBiET oL a5, ¥4
bbb, BREFEr SERE NS, BT 2547 « 7HFFMEEMSEL (e, REB
BLAETL). Zhick > THFLOBBRORENBEMLL TV A LA T - FNy 7 &
N3, CO&D il - SEOBREICL > TREHBELA—HBMCET TS LT, BARE
ifthE & ORIROIREEZ T =5 — L, HHHOFTA D 0 2RISR T 5 T EMAMfEIC 5 L E
AuhTWw3d (Leary & Baumeister, 2000; Leary et al., 1995), fth&E» o DiEfEIC X » TR
FEABELME T 2 2 0WIHBRIE. ZLOBIFEIC L - TEIEIN TV S (Leary, Cottrell, &
Phillips, 2001; Leary, Haupt, Strausser, & Chokel, 1998; Leary et al., 1995),

%12, Leary et al. (1995, Study 3) Tit. 5 A 1 i TEBRMSTHNA., HRELHEOEZME
i3, thOBMESEASEEFAKB L L TEEU» - L EA SN, —F. ZEFRHEOSN
Ficid, BEKE L L GER AN EMBEALNL, ERORKR, EREERLENER




TR D RISHE

HMOEHOBMELD b, BHEOEHDIK YDV TED LI ICEL TL 2252 HIET 5 IREBEL
EH (eg, BV —BW, 0 d 3 —fifEoisv., EEL-BETHRVELE) OBAMEL
BB EMHLIITE > TV B,

% 7 Leary et al. (1998, Experiment 4) OEE T3, SNER. BHOHDHEMIFLT
EBREFESMAVAHRE 7 4 — Kty 2 &N, ThSOHREF., BME T A(ERDTE
ERRHIR (eg., ALHK) HSOmDTEHENLHE (eg., ERATEZ) FTOIFEOY
FI) —THEEEIN, BNFL. FRFhOrT T ) —BEREALE XL, BT 35
& Ge, BO—BW) 2FETI LI KD o, #57TY - TLICREFRELOBEE T
oy b LARKR, HFELoOEENHR,IHE 2 3 SREFELIET L, /-2 0EFIE.
HEOLLELNEVAEEENZNR (IBEROTD 6) HhirraElg (9 BEEDHD 5)
KEAL, ThDBHENTENLSHNR (IERODD 3) 3L 0 HIBETHETH - 1.
INoOHRE., b & OBFRMENECCHT FMEEL ORET L LERLTED, &
SHPERP SR OB BT LEME - TL 5,

3-2. - MELRXIVDORIG

HENEEEZER L&, BEv ~voREIKNA T, BEOBRECTO & OFRIcEE
ZET B E WS RBE  HIFEARIC BESEL 5, HENIER~OEH - AR L < LVORIEE
BET L 7o DB Gardner & Pickett 5ic & 38F% (Gardner, Pickett, & Brewer, 2000; Pickett,
Gardner, & Knowls, 2004; L %" 2 — & L Tid, Pickett & Gardner, 2005) T# %, Gardner
& Pickett 513, i s WiBRKMSEEI NS, TORKLEEST 215]
(e, HE2MHEH) ZRRMCUET I 0 v X 7 a8F LT 2L L, chiadse=5
J v ¥ 27 4 (social monitoring system—EIF Tl SMS &89 5) LA (Pickett
et al., 2004; Pickett & Gardner, 2005), tHEFHERICEE > T SMS MWiEHEILT 22 & T, o
B ODORE BEHROFERHL D L EOHSHBER~NDOEESSTE D, Thick»> T, ZHAH
WOUEETIBEOHT, B RKOBARO - DICHBEERAGERMICIIHE B L5
4% (Pickett et al., 2004)o T o DHREFAST 2 LT, ZEMLFMAD LT 21
& (eg, REOA) CHGE L., NS HE (eg., LODEDOA) EEEES 3758, HEK
ROBRRB IR 1B L THIEMNE LELoNTWVS (Pickett & Gardner, 2005),

SMS offf & 255 L 72ifFE & LT, #FlA X, Gardner et al. (2000, Experiment 1) D&
T, BlER, T Ca—9—FEOF vy MERICBWT, hOLFEEL b SEE (55
VWERER) ERBRLE. HEAYMNBEVLENLERERA. TONFIC 2L TORER
EiRD o, TORER, EEXHOSNERIZERGOSINE LKL T, Bidicitls
NIHSEER (e, EEHME S BFHRT A2 TAEUHRSE) KBET 2EkEsET &
MEALPITI > T B, —F, IFERMEHR (e, BHEICEUAABANLGHEE) covwTid




TN K

EHMTRBEIEICE@ED SN TWEL, TOX I WTEEN 7R3, thEd oDk pE -
THESER IS 2B S AERNIE LS E s N R X SN B (Gardner et al., 2000).
¥ 12 Pickett et al. (2004, Study 2) . {hEH» o DIE#EEL, XFEPEEL WHEHKT
ERE N R HESAMERCT TR FEFFHNFLD 0 &0 5 BRI HEHTERAN
ORZIMICHERT L LMoL LTV S, BINF R, BEOIEHRER, SHEMKR, ¥
TORKEBROWTNIAHEL 2%, T5 X bv— 738 (vocal stroop task) 12k » T,
Bl (vocal tone) &WIIEFTEHIFL, D ANOER M 7T ZAOERENSRES hic, EBROE
B OBEOEMHERAEE LAZKEICBVWTOA, HEDEKEZANA—HLEES (eg.,
RYTF 4 THBROBEES AN F « THFHTER) LEHEEHMT 2 £ TORIGERHSE
BBIEMREN, BEOFMEENIOMF SN E I EPBPOMICE > TV D, MHENTE
TEHREENFLLOE, MBLOMNBRHAEERAEZHETT 25 A TR ILOTEHVIEH
THY, Licpdo T, HESWEfIc L - TIHEEBHMH~NOFELS L 5 I Lk, thE L BIFAQ
BAREHIE - 559 2 5 A THIEHLSRIETH 5 WA B (Pickett & Gardner, 2005),

3-3. fTEH L N b D RS

HREHERIIITE L NV T ORA LIRIEZT| S I T, &b oS hic i iDL D
BiT#HSiE s h 33, 20RO ABGRRRCEEEET 3, 2oy, LMk~ 0T
L RAVDORIERINETIKAKERFEEEDTE L, RITHREHET 5 &, HomiEgc
HES1TE) vy — v O Lid, FEERKOBARRITHOMME BEHETEIOHAD 2 2Kl
T& 5,
3-3-1. MBKROBHERE

ODHEZEIEBTB8RE VI MEOBEFHICHES &, S8 KMEFs b L&, TOHK
AHERT LS BTEAEE ST 5N 5, Baumeister & Leary (1995) (. Fi@&CR b 1E
BROFBICHES LEA, HRMHERICK » THRACRPIHEE N/ L&, 2OBKEFRERET
2178y, Tabb, B aEfUCEFEOMREZEET 578, &5 0 EHaBREME
TBIHOTHHIENT B LTI/RL TV S (Leary et al,, 1995; Williams, 20016 ZRD. KEE,
HEEROF N b BRI N GE. HEDR L 0 SBFRETFB L UREREEOREE
B g AR EMBTEY., HFEOEEBOA-DICHSOER » THEMEFICSHE SEMT
g, /o, EEOMABSHAERERRICT ZITHEL L. thBE»r0ZEL{EEST S &
HITENE LN S I EHBFHSHICE » TS (Lakin & Chartrand, 2003; Maner, DeWall,
Baumeister, & Schaller, 2007; Williams et al., 2000; Williams & Sommer, 1997)

fZ &, Williams & Sommer (1997) (3, #&MiEEsEFRE~OBAOEROER K
RETEEEMT LTV B, COERT, HGEEHOSINE R, F - OPTIND 5—
BT O M 2 ZOBME (ERCEAERESSSPUDHEBELLY 2 7TH-1) »




B HAD RIS

o DR (e, F—apvzaniBiw) 2EBRLIC, —H. RERHOEMEB TG, ¥7 71
LD OHFICR -t E N, FDOE, H7 I b ETHIRMICBL T, BEXTOLY
DB HORE L ERORBEZITRMSMES NI, TOER, EREHEoBNE . MEITS
REL Y SEETITHIREICE VT, BERTOLDICLDEALLACIRE L. $LEK
DEERTEVPLVEL BB ENPEOMER -/ (2L, BEZTRBICDVWTOERIK
HOBMEDOAIKED LNTWVE), IOLIBERRZELZSTRED S TLRL, £H
KB o O ER L 5E. BSRERTICERT 2MiE0S 5 AMTH S LKL,
fthoREL» S5BEEZAEEINS ), EFRBE~OHESHIHEE - EEZ 5N 5 (Williams
& Sommer, 1997, B, FAHICE OV TEBRORBEZTEMEML 4h > L HITOV T,
Williams & Sommer (1997) (&, IFAENOXMAIICHEZE P - 1o e 2 L TV 5.
DED, KL THEMI LT, BEORBEREZRH LBV LEEEL0ET S
HEVHEMSELE L. TOid, FHBITHE 247 « 7HBEEHIET 2 C & TR L
too % OFER, EHODRDSEIS O, FEETENOLEOEDONB o 10 EHERIL TO
Bo 702U THMEIRORIRENN S 5 W EBFREENTEOBMC oL THEESHESINT
WL WIFEASZ { (e.g., Lakin & Chartrand, 2003; Maner et al., 2007). -, {E#faicqd
BB L NLVORGIC>WTHERMICHEZZHESI N TVWAE Y (e.g., Buckley et al., 2004;
Leary et al., 1995), L7:#5- T, Williams & Sommer (1997) DEERDZ X544 5 7c
DIZEELAWENLETS 205, ZOWRIR. &L IR ENIIES, TBSFROFRR
THEEFBIO, BAEREE OSSN L SN BRSNS 5 L ARB L TV B, TOMAIIKD
WTRETEBUVEKRT %,

Ric, EERICHTBAICROBRETEHSEINT 5 2 L 2K5 LA B3I0WE L LT, Williams
et al. (2000, Study 2) &, ki Cyberball DF£E % 2F|H L THLMERLSREETE IR
BIEBERF LTS, 1 vy —%» F ETITbRAIOERT. BINE I Cyberball 1=
BOWTHO 2 ZBOBMNE B 6DERE (530VE3FE) 2EBLAE, Jo5ZosnE:
b LMBERBAEIT -7 COMBEREICE VT, fhd 5 ZOBME D - - [AE~ D E T
PRES N, TORR, REERMLABINE & B L TIEMREZEER L 2B NEDE S 55, #
KREEHRE OS> LEFIC L VERT A ENHSh L - CRYBREIEERE. Rt
T21%. XERHETI8HRTH »72) Thid. HANIERIC X > TAHBRRMSHEE NI E %,
iR BARE R ICE LD IHF~DOEFERL, ZRICE > THBRREBRELLS &
TEHEIEERKLTHWS (Williams et al., 20000, Th s OTHOZELIE, BGHEFOEDK
e BEHE LD, BROEE - HEEERET LV ET, BEHERIETHEE VA S
(Williams & Govan, 2005),

3-3-2. ACbt
LRORIGE @iz, HRENERIC & > THhE & OBFROBILEEL £ 5 BITEHEMT




TR

lEbHLNTV S, HEMiEHEZNEZERT 3 EORBAELEE NS, /0. LHEE
SHEREMET 2, LMo T, HSICE > TERUER E S (MacDonald & Leary,
2005)o TOLSBIIE~OEBITH L TAR, BEFHEVSITHENLC LMH 5, T4
bE, BFREFL S OIEREER L L & PIZEHTLIET 2 L TEOF oSS
ETE 0 HITF I L CBIRIICIRIES C & TRIROER» SHil2iE v b4 5, Th
S>OETHEITINCL > T, NBIKELZ BRI &, 2% 0, BFRHFEDL S HUHEX
NTEIZAAT « T ERRS 5L E2MML LS ET5DTHS (MacDonald & Leary,
2005; Sommer, 2001),

#Z 13, Bourgeois & Leary (2001) OFEB TR, F— LD+ + 77 v HFORE % EHT
5LV BETIEMEZAEVSBES I, EREZGFOBNE R, ¥+ 77 v ho | EREIER
Nt =, ZERHOSMER | FRPICEH SN/, CORFOR, BHER++ 77
YEFET ALk o, TOHR, ZERHLHRL TEREHIKBVLT, *+ 77 ¥
OIFFLEPELE, ZLTY =7~y THRABLIOBEMFHMHINZ  LMBHOh LI -
T3, HELEPELIEZEIFMTA2ILT, F+ 77 v OSRAEINS Z LOfEEE
Tad, Fhick > THHBOHEA BT A EMNTE S, 1, V-5 —v o TEDEEL
T A ET, F v 7T UHEMCH L TT- LGB RO ZUEEE T & & 5 C & A5HMHE
285, THhoDFick » T, it WHIBRAoACEZNWLEIELALEEA NS
(Bourgeois & Leary, 2000,

% 72 Buckley et al. (2004, Study 1) (3. HE0EHS E 5 204 L 22HFE~ OB BHIRIE
KRETRBERET LTV S, BMEER. ERHFICHDENZT - &, HFOFHMAS 7 1 —
Kooy 7 &8Nt GEOLIEMENSIE~MWEENIRIED 5 B, ok, BN&icid, EHRHE
FEHSBEETOIBOREELZRES IRESRToh, BELATORARIOEFICL > T
BITHNHEI N/, EROKE, HFL omOERIRIEAS L S hIGE, DI L UER
HRIEBLBENIIBA LD b, HENRELITIBCARLSEREEEERTSIL, 2FHXK
BIICRIGT 3 EDBPOMEN >TV S, BHEDE T A, HIMIERICHE S HBITE OB
CBAL TRMST L b HE—RIRA ATV WAS (Leary, Twenge, & Quinlivan, 2006) .
1>OfRE LT, HEANHRKROKBTHRACKERES A 20RP o OERIETH 5
EEZoNTVS (MacDonald & Leary, 2006)s Ch o OfTHiOZE L. T OXR & DR
2B EEERD 2 L VI ETARERKEILETH 5 (Willlams & Govan, 2005) L
p Ly HEBRTHE A C~OTL 2B 8 TE 30/t 2EH, TOEKT, H2ZH
DECEEOFTHEICLRLR (felt security) £RED LT 2RI BICE T, REILDT
XRVHAFIED 1 D& WA 35 (Murray, Holmes, & Collins, 2006),




LM BRE~DRICH

3. HENHBANOKICONWHRIZHZLHIRAT A

PllEic& ok i, fibEr SiEfsniigs, YEE0HY. B, TEHICERE AL
KU 3B, INSDOHRIPEHEANDKIEICIIEDE S HOEY 2 F 4 0Bb > TLBEDHRE A 5
HKITHETIRRENI A2 DHIR., ZOHBCHIEEREKST 5L, thamiEk~ofix
DOIRIGIE, EOFEL D ZHREIL . EE~OMOEZBES . £ U TERBICHLERE S EE)
THLLSLHE T o ROMIETT ST LHTE %,

HLrER~O—ilo KIGAR I, th# & OEEERBEO N TIEROFH0 0 MRS h
Bl lick-THlEa N3, TOLS HRABEICE. BicthE & oMFoRkELZE=9-L,
EHROESH O ERALLBICZOREELACIC T « - F/Y 9y 7§25 Y RT LPLELIE S,
ChonBRICHET 3000 HESKNEBEKBEHELL VOB THE LR 5, 2D,
RIS CHEM SR OBE S IREAE.LOET (e.g., Eisenberger et al., 2003;
Leary et al., 1998) . fE#eashiBAICE > T, BEHEFELOBMBDADBEMBELT
WBIEABETSE I ELTHEET S (Eisenberger & Lieberman, 2004; Leary &
Baumeister, 2000),

O &S EEBOE(E, IKHOWEBIZEG oA B BBE - AL, £ LTITEIV
NN TOWHULBRRESER Y 5 (MacDonald & Leary, 2005; Pickett & Gardner, 2005)s %97\
BA e IR L Nt B VT, SMS AEYE(L L THREMERAERIGICAIE N B L 510D
(e.g., Pickett et al., 2004), PIRHKZ LR T 2 Lo IicibB AR HETHRES & F s, T/, &K
KOBREBEH I HEVBHEHFET 20 I pLE, BIENORRBICHEY 2 Fosrh SiEES
b, LT, SMSA2@ELTEHoNALFLBLDIZESE, THLNXLVOHULUMEI SN,
Bk HAERITE (eg., Williams & Sommer, 1997), 7 3. HOAH&TEH (eg.,
Bourgeois & Leary, 2001) &3 XMAUTEINE LN S, FIEOTE/ 5 — v i3, BIFSEEK
DIEE « BREELRET L THMELOBNYD ~OBFHERHL. RE L. thE L olERL
SHERT A2 ETHOIKER 2B R E4A2BBEYST 5 (Murray et al., 2006), Ch oD
B EETHRWIER IS ZFEMSERTIEI. $2ifE~0—EORIE7 o 2 2 H5%8
TL., thELoMRoRELE=y —TI2RBBENLBUBITTLLEL 505 (Pickett &
Gardner, 2005),

rtZl, LRRoRIEBEEETFALUEVWEZEZONIHMALELET 5, flAiid, Twenge,
Catanase, & Baumeister (2003) (3., 1FRfEF ML SEHE N S L2 FHS B ShABNF R,
BAf & 2 7 L&MW L. MUERIRIBICS B Z LB S AT LTV B, ShId, AT
DUHE P IRIE B ELL O T OB O Fo5h 0 OBEBIZICBIH 5 & 4 2 #3% (Eisenberger &
Lieberman, 2004; Leary & Baumeister, 2000) &—&H L4\, F£i, fFFROEHEETFHIE
SNIBNEFER., BXROHKREOKEISET L (Baumeister, Twenge, & Nuss, 2002), H
BRI MEMT 5 (Twenge, Catanase, & Baumeister, 2002) 7 &, FRB&CROHE
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ZEBLUHCH#OVLTFI & SEEESEVRIEERT CEbHOMICE>TWVWE, £LT
INSORIGIE, BEOITA*HSGOERICL - THEIT 2 B85 (self-regulation) fEH
WHEMEHRIC L > THIEL LDt LB a3 TV S (e.g., Baumeister & DeWall,
2005)

PlEcg S i, AR TR LA DD L EEE 3 HL2NIERA DORITBIED GIEE TR
LTW3, LLENS, Cho0RIRE ERORIGBEOPICAIES T 5 L &TMTH 5,
SV MBS TR E VO HENOBRICKH L T, BIFEENT 5 & TEOBR
o BHCZME L (Twenge et al., 2003). BFHIEICOHNBERSIEASNAER, Z0&R
BEEL. F—0&EFREZHVWTIThh 2 BERHER—BOHEBEI N LRSI Z LB TE
% (Baumeister & DeWall, 2005), #7:, {E#ZOREITHOEMZ>VLTHEREIC, LB
BREATE LR, WERIEEIH T2 ACH@ENNEE > LBRTE3H (eg.,
Leary et al., 2006). CHh&BUF Y X 7 L 0HEHE VS B ERICDORIELEZEZ L L4T
251259,

A RAL 1 BB OBIBIRIEOE LM, L0k UEMT T, hFiCEd o nicxtiLiTE
(ie., BAFRIEEITE) & BRBELITED . S5 V0id. B Y 2 7 o DM EFHETT200ICO0T
3. SERATREHETHE, 2ORBO 1L LT, KL HEL THERBIE YR 7 &
DM E WS FALETTO R T WLWAFEE AR S T w3 (Williams & Sommer, 1997) A3,
CREELHERMOBELTOE G, oL BHIRKHILBVWT, —EFELEVLESCRA
AHAEED, ThETICHBTFLLRRETMRNERAETEL LV AT, A TIRRLALH
LB~ O— O IEBEORH A IBFRTH B LEL LN B,

4, tLmiEEAD RGO A%

B L et 2fiEfe~ o —#H O KB, FBRREFR 2 AL BILL > THROHTEE,D
HERAREODTH B, bLIDEI R A H=XLHBEL IO - TLWH T, & LL
SE L BIFHBIRAHEIT 2 S EBEBIC - TV A S, Lichi-T, LB~ 0%R
H e SHLBIR L. 2TOACHFEINE 77+ L b OLEEHTHZLEEL SN 5,

LaLigde, shZhoBEofEFicldfAZed 5, EEfIcOAE, BEEERCH
LTI, D T30 0 20514 3 oSt GEAIC L - TRED . i, SHLARICEEL
T, LM~ DAL, F78h BERDIEE « FHEERIC & » TR T 25, £
nEbHEOHHICE » TR T 2 hRBAICE > TELEZZEPHOoN TS (Downey &
Feldman, 1996; Fraley & Shaver, 2000; Murray et al., 2006; Sommer & Rubin, 2005), —
AEBEFEE, HEAGRADMER B V—FILk > TiEfE N2 LKL BH. BIOAZZEDE
BAZICHBIDL O, /o, ZALSIERINIIBEIC, HFCRAL - TR ERETALLN
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., BAOBLWAFZRD LI LT BEABVE, TOXIRMAZOEE L, ABMET 62
%ﬁ%«@ﬁﬁﬁ%&@ﬁﬂumﬁtétbuu\%@ﬁiﬂ%%éﬁ:#é%ﬁﬁ&é:&
ERLTVA, TITUTTHE, B~ ORICHOBAZERIT L U EHE L.
DEIBPAZENED LI HERICE > TELHENEZDOIEEET B LILT 5,

4-1. O B2 O 8

MR~ O EHE ICBhET A HENLEAZL L TRIBS N TV 3 DAEHR~DKEEZH
(rejection sensitivity) Td b, EI~OEZMHE L F, hE» > OERERS - FHL. 20
FEhDERBE{RAL. ThicBicRIET 2BEOBEAZLET (Downey & Feldman,
1996), = FRENGE~DEEIC> VT, Downey & Feldman (1996, Study 2) 3. fE#E~
DREZHLSNE OB ITADBRICEET I 2o M LTV S, BNFEIR. EREF
TR TH - 7HEMERNhEC T s 2 2 EMHIS SN, CO&ERBEHTI, EBR
ik DR ZEFSHEERERG LD TH LI &, HEIRHETRERR Y Va2 — VvOH
BTHLEEAoNl, £ LTEROER, B~ ORZHESGVADS, HHEIZELD bFE
B THE L oI N LU LBCHE T2 EMHO AN - TV 5, REEFD
HEEA#REOES IR, LT LoHNFEr o OEEEERE . Lichi- T, EHEANDBRZHES
EUAR, EHORRA RS hEOITRICERA L 258, ThEHETEL DR EFBRL P
TOIERIOHRIRL TS, £ Downey & Feldman (1996, Study 3) O#MEWMET
3. ERADBEEWAEVEE, BHETE S ANRMOBREATRELTEAOITE (eg., &
ARDEOESZLEMAERITE LKL ~F) KW LT, TRHBERZEL T B D IERKIN
BANKBDEBRBLLT VI EDMPFONICE->TWVE, ThoDHRE, ORI
BOARBEOCASELE LT, ORI L TOHIERBESEE L LERLTHED,
L7ehio T, EHDFHND ZRANT 2BOMEMSEVE VR 5,

BB~ ORZHOMER, LA EEET I E5bh > T3, Ayduk, Downey,
Testa, Yen, & Shoda (1999, Study 1) DEEETII. ER~OBZHESHESNIERE & RETH
ElDE S EE I T BT 5 1 3 v 7 - REEE (sequential priming-pronunciation
task) ZRVTRE Eh, FLENOBZUAFTOAREOVA L LK LT, H#ERMEEE (eg.,
E%Tbhé\EWbﬂé)ﬂ?i%:yﬁéhtt%®ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%(@gﬂm<\%Oﬁé)
NDORIEEBRSEV EBH O LEE -T2 (BB, BNBEEHUDSTH - 12), A~
OEZUDFm VAL, t2EEIEIC D 2 BESEMEIL L 72 & 2 ICBERITE ~ DB AT REME A
BEBILEIDHREIRLTV S, £ Avduk et al. (1999, Study 2) 3. Downey &
Feldman (1996, Study 2) LHLIL AKBRFHRE+HV T, EBEFLOoHEERODILED
HEHEZEREL, TNPHEFOFMRETEEBERT L L LA, EE~NOBEZIHVFVA
D&, FHEELD bEREHFTHTFO LELDEEMCTEST 22 & (e.g., HF T
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ZHTRHV) ZHOMICLTVE, Tho @RI, Fl~DBEZHOF O AE VA L T
LT, thFEh oI nicBic, MF s 2 B0HEML V5> BEH&ETE (MacDonald
& Leary, 2005) 23842 & 2RLTED, Lich->T, thED o OEBERE L 2B
B O ER SR 2 AV F W E WL B,

DL BHEANOBRZHOMAZIZ, BEEENBZDHE A H, Downey & Feldman
(1996) 3. YHEHOBEE L OMEEHEREE L TERE h o T, BiE~0RiEdD
BV AT O SR AR TEHBUTVLS (Levy, Ayduk, & Downey, 2001 6 28),
BRI, Ef~ORZHELSEVALR, BEE~NOERIBE (e, —HITLTHLY) K
BOT, BEBCEREZERINZEOIBBRERYELRBL, ThiE LT LT,
fhE I ESOERICH L TIEEMICKIET 2 WA FHAER LTV 2, 20k, HCOE
FKIBE TED» SiEfEh 2 T EE2MCEBM L, BHOFEHND» 0 2BRINT 2BOREHSEL L
% (Downey & Feldman, 1996), # 7. ER Iz 0FHb 0 ICETL 56, Th2RGRE
FHRECIERERBRI LB OBERMCT IR L, Z2OXME L THFERET ZL
EoRACHENS FBRPAVohPTVE SN (Levy et al., 2001).

2. BERIANDEE

Eu L& S, Downey & Feldman (1996) &, fH~ORIEHOBAZENEAHE N
ZERE L THTE L OBGRERE T, TOLE, BEEH (attachment theory) %<3
—HEOWENP L bE L DIENBONT WS, Bowlby (1973) ickhid, BAGET 2ESE
Z &40, HYRMIcBOTEEME (FBEFELBI8H) MHEHCOLERCHAE
THh - tetp, BOOBMKICHVISIEE L LI RBICKECEGS N2, BEEMENEE
BT oteh, FRESIEBINITHE -2 EVWHHEEHRRE L., WABR~OHME
R PSR SN S & T, WABRIC BT 2458, #HH. THIEEO/ 7 - BELS
E#EZ o T3 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007H&1R), HE, EER A VOBAZLIES
AL BEEBEE VD 2 >DREDSIBI GNTED, BEALSEO AL, iEF L ORI
BOTHCOMEEECFMI L. LA > TE» SRFEINE I LEMEETET, ELI
s ha A2 WS 5. BFBEOESROAL, MABFRODTHEFICARERELE,
g L WMBELMGREE I LEZERILE S &5, JhicHl, BERELERELEVTNGE
VWAL, fthE & OBFoR T EOMifEEm I L. % chBE A~ OEHREE BE SBER
EREMAICHESE L £ 5 &9 % (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998), #&EHEH#~ORIGHE &
DOREIC O VTH S L, BERL LMD WFND (7B HBOARLELEER 51
WOANBEELLEEFR Y A AOALHIRL T, MAMTERICE O TEIESHIERDFH D ~
DA E < (Campbell, Simpson, Boldry, & Kashy, 2005; Collins, Ford, Guichard, &
Allard, 2006; £, 2005), XULARRICHB LTI LT B OHENSSTHNLEZERL 27
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v (Kachadourian, Fincham, & Davila, 2004; Mikulincer, 1998; Sharfe & Bartholomew,
1995) T EMBHOMITI » T B,

T FRABEANOREIC > VW Tk, &E (2005) BEFR 7 1 )L EMEOREFRME OREE
EOWTRHFLTVWS, BIIER, £YF7 147, AH 747, =a— 3000 FNDORKE
EFERH LA hBEOHHEFEEREN, TAFhOEFIS>VL T, TOBIFIKE (e.g.. BHE.
FE, B 2T 3 XDk ont, EROER, BEALLOMOLARFOALLERL
T, MEDX AT 4 7THEREP S L OROEERE (e, BE, BE, BD) 2@AME L
MBHESHER > TV B, F 7 Campbell et al. (2005) 3. AEETHLATABROFEEC
BOT, BELRLROMRES DHEFRET & O oM RETEBRLRIT L., EELLFBVE
LEBEEORTEALOMINLDZELTVWRLMET S &, T LTI OMEE, &
AR UL OBEFKEIICHEIL TOHB o LEZHo ML TV S, ThiZ B
RENEOAD, DAL EFRA TR VIS BHREZZ b, 2ADBVEVWVEERTF
BHOEBALTOEILEERLTED, HOFHL ) ORMNEZRET ZME M1 TR %
HBLTOWAIEARBEL THW3 (Campbell et al., 2005); BEHFAL DML ATV A & B
LT, thED»oZEINEIERHENLTT, hE»oEBENSE L 2M BT 5, £
Ofd, HEEABRICBV T, hED X7 « 7RRBOBEFRHET LOMIULLICEESH
ZIEBOFENP D 2 L DBEICKRAT S EEZ 505 (Campbell et al., 2005; Fraley &
Shaver, 2000),

RISKTLBE~ 08B L Tig. Mikulincer (1998, Study 5) #5, BER ¥ 1 WAthE

LEHETEYIOh & EOMUTEIICRIETRECERHMERE (lexical decision task) %
AuwTkat L, EHEVEU N 38E (e, AEBBREFEEHL T, # [#HE] 38
ZEDHL) BT 54 I v Il E L TERSNIIEES, BEERBESHEO ARTTOA L L
T. BElE (escape) &V IAITEI~DORUEHEEELIHS, FLFELEY (talk) EVWIITTE~NDR
GEENBOILEN LML TV, ZORBRE. BUD LS5 thEr» o ofEfICERL 7
B, BEEBENHROCARBHETLOBREEET X0 6, HFLOBRI oM TEE VS
BoW@EtlEHwed v EERE L TWS, F7. Sharfe & Bartholomew (1995)
B BER S A NVEBRHEFOR A7 4 TRTEICT 2604 E & OREAHERHEEIC K »
TR L, BEEOMERLPLILEOARE, BADX T 7 « 715{TH (eg., BWAMBAD
DEWTEET 7)) LT, MR H & O S BERBIETEIZ IO T W & —F.
BERM EALHHICEOARE, FHLEVELSBFREBENRITHEROPTVI L E2HS
PITLTV D, NEEBEER 7 1 vefio AL e BEREATHO AR, MHABFRIZ VT
hENOEHEESEL . B ICKETEIEHTEL Y, TORYD, {IELSOIEREE VST

CHEE LGS, hE & OBIREEE - BRET LI > TBRAKIRTE 2 & 3R
9, BROBERL G IBFRAGEL SENT A2 L TRUREE LS &4 5, A&




TN E K

MARBEEENDE LEZ 5N D (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003),

4-3. fetE A B0 DB

BfElodT 3 RICOBAZLBEET A ERE LT, E< poFEHINRIFsh T osf:
BB (trait self-esteem) T®H 2, Leary et al. (1995) i< &, Fid:E Y.L I3BAHRIE
FLE->TOEHCO—MBAEMMEFHEMERL T 5, REBELBEEOME,LSOZE B
I & > CT—EFINICEE T 2 DIC X LT B H B @ EOZE « EfAEREE L TR E
NIEEN L MEEEMTH 5 (Leary & Baumeister, 2000), 2% b | HHHELOF VAR,
hEPoDREEZINETEIERLTEY, ThooBBE—MK(LL T, HOOMHEEF
WE{EHE L T3, —ARHBELOEV AL, £ DERFERICE- T, BEOMEEFE
IESFHEL T3, £ L THEMBfE~DOKIGH & ORI >WT A 3 & FEEELK
WARBOALERL T, RAEERTREESWIEROF 2D 28T 5 B OREHE
(Nezlek, Kowalski, Leary, Blevinsm & Holgate, 1997; Murray, Bellavia, Rose, & Griffin,
2003; Murray, Rose, Bellavia, Holmes, & Kusche, 2002). % 7= XTALAFE T hEH SIELH
IR BRI SHLAIEE B V30 (Murray et al., 2002, 2003; Sommer, Williams,
Ciarocco, & Baumeister, 2001) Z EBBHGMITIS > TV B,

FPTRABBEANDOEEIZ >V T, Murray et al. (2002, Study 2) 3. HHEHELMCE-T
BBRIEF D o OIEMf A RA T 2 BRORBINRLEZ LERL TV S, TOERTEH, ZAH
S OIEEOFIRSRIES ., ERFHEOSINEF L, BAEOEALOBRII VW ITHFA LI
Ty —bABED7 1 —FNy 7 & LT, BAPBNEB LML TRFEER > TV a2 b LAK
WEEREDOIRAONI, —H. HHIRHTEIZDOL LT 4 —F Ny 7 3B 0Nk

. TOBER, FUHEHELMBEVADS, BHIRHGL D EREHICEVWT, AP SHAER
BEATVE (Fhold, ThdodZESNE) LLIEHE (eg., HFRIERGKASEX
AN, BLTLCRTWS; BEABHEFEEL W ELTE, HERFLTINS) BFHFO
TEDBHHSHRITHE > T WS, F7 Murray et al. (2003) 3. BEEE2HVWAREERGZEOH
EicBO0T, EEEOMBUEFED 2 #3225 (e, RIBEHFAS L OBFRE & OREMES 2
bO LB LTLEHORAD BHFOTHOBRICRITREBERTL TV 5. 46, Ftk
BELHEVIEE, FEORRMETF (e.g., IEE) OBIRMEFTEEE BT 2 LHHS
MITTE - TWwW3B (Murray, Holmes, & Griffin, 20000, % L THEOHR. BFEMEFHE KL
BHIL TR AR, H2DEFOWTEBENSA N7 « TLKDERERL TV 255, HFEL
5OWIEER (eg., HFRESZEML VULV, HFRASKR->TVE) M s Lu
SHIEMSBONTVE, Chold, FEABLOBEVAREOALLERL T, FLEBRICEE
FHEEISEEINTOEWVC 2L LT, £/, HFORT T « 7RG DRERDBLT L
bEMH BT TRESVDIC, HF, O OHIEHRBIEE DL LEZRLTED, LIKH-T,
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thEDITAEIELEDFHDH D SRAT ZBORENEVE VR 5, FEHELOEV AR,
fh&ic & > TOHCOMHAEHINEC ML TH o, hE & OMBEIEALREOPTEF»
SIEfENE T EAEFICERLTWS (e.g., Murray et al, 2002), D7, thEDTHIC
B4 2 HAEAR THiO A2 0 2FA LV R I, ZToHBEELSEESI LELONS
(e.g., Murray et al., 2003),

RISHHLBIE~ OIS W TIE, Murray et al. (2002, Study 3) 5. {FEHEFH» o 0IE
BAERAIL I & EOUITEAHEE B L > TREB S EZWOMII LTV S, CDESR
Tk, BMEBICHT 2BAOFHMARIES . EREHOBMB ITE, —HIcERIcSINLT
WBEBABBNMEOR WIS ECAEE BT TLS I EBBEERMIEA o, —H., #Hl%k
HEOBNE . TOLD BEVEREFHREA ohih - k. TORR, HEAELOK
WAD S, FHIM & L TRRES TEAOHEE L 0 EEMCFFMT 2 2 LAHL A
M ->TWa, 1, ki L7 Murray et al. (2003) OHEBEHEICEWTE., HFEH, S OIEHR
ZHAL 7B OSITE BRI D £ 5 BHIC & - TR S 2 & bigiTah, BREFE
ZECERAL TV 3 AR, B2 OLEFOHTHF S o ORIBHER S EE - 1254, HF~NOK
BHETE (eg., HFELZMBEY 2, HFLZEET ) MBEINT 2 L0 S HEAMED SN, —
7. BERHEFHEERML TV A NG, HIEEROSEE - 2GS ICHENOBEE 2R 5
5 EERERETTIIAEINT 2EHANEH STV B, ThoDHRR, HEHELOEA
FEWAEHE LT, BIRHTE» oS N BRI, MFICHT 2908 L VS BEBHE
TEAHEMNT 6 L 2R LTED, &L DIERERAL 7B B R 2 1700
FTUVEVR B, HHABLOEVWAR, tEE S OZFFBE L THESHMICEEW D, i
B ofiffisnsc L X ICHGOEE - BEESTRETH 5 VI FEA I < (Sommer
& Rubin, 2005), £ ZzDHAICLk - THFLoBUIEHINWEREARE T L 2BST
% (Murray et al., 2006), Z D7, MEOER - BIEBE LY b BOAKESEEN LS
B3 EEZ 55 (Murray et al., 2006),

4-4. $H2M RO RIS D BLER

UEODRMREERET B L, {EENDBEZUNTOA. ALELEFER 714 VvEROA, FlE
BELDOEVLAR, WIhbd, thEhr onERZBRICEVRLERL. TOoRBRS—B{LE
NB3TLT, BEBLUITROGAMGEERIcBVT HESRIWED STEHI N S & WS TH
ZfVWTW3 WA 3 (Baldwin, Fehr, Keedian, Seidel, & Thomson, 1993; Downey &
Feldman, 1996; Sommer & Rubin, 2005}, $7db 6, iFh S OREEMFEICEORERR
L. BRI L - TIWE A S OREETFHTE 20 L5 b, BR~NOKIEHEZBEST 28
BURERLL-TVLEEEL NS,

fhE—# S DM FIT 2 2 L3, HL2NER~ORICBEBICRO & > SEEERITT
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tEZoND, $HUOLE, WELOHEMFHEIcBOTERETFHT S Ltk - T, HF
EAOFBERIFICIES N/REICH 5, BICRAMEZX NIRRT Tr—RI, h#E
PODOZE ABHOFLH D & E= 7 —F B{{NMEE 5 (Pickett & Gardner, 2005) 23,
fhZ o S DR T L, FEiE M EMd 2 2 & 3. EOITHICHT 2 15 HNALERE T,
EEOTA» D 2 UEIRVLI I ZOFELEDP O ~OHHMUEED 5 (e.g. Downey &
Feldman, 1996) % L T, EMICEHOFLEL O PHAIZINE L, ThidcrREShTL
B oBECRA TIPS NS J 2Bk L, BRELHEEREREALELOETE S
7263 (Murray et al., 2006), [EIHic, hEXSEHSO EEZFFANTL ABVWEFHLT
W, BAREEE BHET I LICL > THBCHRT 32 EHTES, BHOBRY
CEElET 2 L0 kS HaHEMICHNT 3RS 5L EZ S5n 5 (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2003),

—H. hE»LSOEEEBECRORLERL, hE—M»SOZEETHMT L@, #
LHEHE~DORILBRICRO LI NEEBLRIITEEI SRS, bbb, {h&E L OHEEER
BHICBVTREZTM TSI Lick - T, HEMAOHEHKRKIF ERINIRECHD
E7o. TOFIEMEE « #RFL & 5 & 2HHLEAA 7 RBEEN B0 (Murray et al,,
2006)\ fH#EDT-A ) ~OBUHMEISE 155 (e.g., Murray et al., 2003), AT, fth&H
LRESNBILETHIL TV S, HIBOFSEA D BEBICRIEN/ILL LTS, ACH
thFE» oMOFI AN NS T WL, FBECREMALTE L, 20, HIELOR
I BHREIEE - ST 3 & T BLOBN D ~OFHIHN T 2 dnsakE 5 L EX
55 (Murray et al., 2006),

BROLUENS, HENMIEHAOREHZMET 2 ERIIicbEL N, FIAE.
Williams & Govan (2005) &, $E#ICH T 3 THRICEHET 2 ERE LT, HHlIEE 0D
bOEBIFTV 3, Williams & Govan (2005) ik hid, fthEFs» ooz, BoRE%:
HOOHEIRTGERIAE b 5T 109 (eg., IFHE LA THEBEEINS), FIEACK
7S TR FRIER (control need) $FHET 5 (Williams, 20016 88), Zz LT, HHE
SNIHHIRREFALREST B0, WBEEOMFBFICHSDEEEED S5 &) APkFRENT
fTEIDHME 3 L FRL TV D, ERR, BRI ABRICHHEMSEIET 2 & 5 2iREMNLEh

BN E . BURBUGAHE N L2 & & A Warburton, Williams, & Cairns (2006) 12 & »
TEIFENTWVB, LixrL., L WS ERDA TR, LB L 723> D MAZZHOLE I
HIFLIC K Fo, MTRAHIET 2 O BBTHOFEMLE L S HEOTEMHICRoN TV 2,
ZOFEKRT, IhFTICHENSN TV 2B DRSO AAZ IS 2 MR EHKEH
ICREFEIREIC L. INA T MALEE & HUBRD N ~OEB L FRAITE S LW HHT, 1E
BEDOSETE WS ERIIZ, HAMEHE~ORIGHICEHL 2BD TEELERE VL B175

Do
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5. 5%OWFEICHTTORE

PlECHEE L2 X o, b sda2tiERoFah o 2 L0k SIcRAIL, £/, thED
SIEBANLEZFICEDLSITHUNT BEDHEVSIEHIID>VT, ThETOPEHLLELDZ
EMHLMICENTVWS, 7. HLER~ORIEH ICIIBEAZENS O, FichEr» oD%
BEELOBEFHTEXZMPEELRERLL > TVEILSRENT VS, fo12L. ARS
BT3B~ DORIGHER & 0 IARUICIERT 272010, 2B TREAFRLREINT
W3,

fibE & OBIR I —EDIRBICHE - T B h TR, BROER, &, Bl zo
IREEMZEE) 4 2 alhkit 2% icH LTV 5 (Knapp & Vangelisti, 2004), L7Zcds-> T, H&H
fER~NORCHESHF L OMBEOKECGLTENT 3 LEL SN S,

HE, HAMBR~OREHO FELREREZEZ o 2BFREFEL S OFETHIE. HF
EDORAFOEREIC K » TEILT 2TEEENRIEE SN TV 5, Reis & Shaver (1988) &3
L. BRoBELRGI, HEOHEMRE ZhITHT 2 BEEMRIGIEDIRENE I LEBL T,
Ao &EWAE (innermost self) #3, BHEHETEM SEFEE N (understood) . XF&h
(validated), BAL %A b/ TW B (cared for) EWVWHIBREMSEARTIBETCHILHMESN
TWd, 0L, HOONHEIIE DWW THFAS/RSTEE, . 2 L THLOMEI. fthE
oBRCex T 2BGREFMEE S AT A EME L2 (Leary & Baumeister, 2000, BH{%4
FrooZBETHEMELLEEI SN S, £ LT Lok S, BEREEF,LOZETFHEIR
HIBRE L LB O BT 20 Thhid, BROEBEICL » T, HEDME L OBF
KB AHAMIEMANORIEHNZE LT 2 2 L BHAEL SN B, EE., BFREoERBREOH
T, BICHFLOMERENLOBTELbONLEBITT 2,81 (eg., AP SKRAILNLSE) B
WT, EREFroRESNE ENOBLASE D, HEROFMHPOICI VBB S L
ERBT AHASELAT S (Lydon, Jamieson, & Holmes, 1997),

LhLiEdo, HarHEt~oRICHORER =TT LctRE. Lio@AZEB LK
bODKEELD, FEOME L OPFROREBZEHLAMERZLAETOATELON
BHRTH 2, BASFON—v+ )7+ BB X OEALthE & OBIROMEE WS 2 20
R oEENORIEERTTT 5 2 & T, HlAE., EDOXSWRATTL DL > L ADEHROF
B DSBS D F o HOPEHIHLAR E F LR T OO & AR O RIE
BHIOBERIC > LTI OISR T 2 2 EAAERICN 3755, €D, TNETRSD
VAN TN - BRBERE VS BAEHAT I LREETHELELON S,
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6. %% %

b3t L oMFEEROTREZETOIRVELETH S, LrL, ELOBFRE., £
COFEFEEDLOGTLEMIC, FHOBRE B, BFHE, thE»SOERIREFELOK
TR LEELMEROBK EVWHILELSRBEHABECICb7 o9 (e.g., Eisenberger &
Lieberman, 2004; Leary & Baumeister, 2000), L& L. {th&» S 0ZFFEFH TS LT,
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How do people react to social rejection?
—The nature of reactions and their determinants.—

MIYAZAKI Genta

In recent years, social rejection has been receiving more attention in social psychology. This article
reviews and integrates a vast number of empirical studies that addressed how people react to social
rejection and investigates the nature of psychological system for dealing with rejection. The existent
literature indicates that social rejection produces a variety of consequences at affective, cognitive/
perceptual, and behavioral levels. When a person is being rejected, she/he experiences social pain and
lowered state self-esteem at the affective level, enhanced sensitivity to social information at the
cognitive level, and manifests increased prosocial, self-defensive, or even aggressive behaviors at the
behavioral level. These suggest that human mind is equipped with a response system to protect itself
against threats from social rejection. This article also reviews researches that focused on individual
difference variables in response to rejection: rejection sensitivity, attachment style, and trait self-
esteem. This revealed that the degree to which people expect to be accepted by others determines the
way how they detect signals of rejection and cope with threats of rejection. Finally future research
directions are discussed.






