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Dependence on friendships and sensitivity to rejection cues: Differential moderating effect of
communal versus exchange norms

Genta Miyazaki (College of Contemporary Psychology, Rikkyo University), and
Tomoko Ikegami (Graduate School of Literature and Human Sciences, Osaka City University)

This study examined whether dependence in relationships differently affects sensitivity to rejection
according to norms observed in one’s relationships. We hypothesized that dependence on relationships will
enhance sensitivity to rejection among individuals who adhere to exchange norms (i.e., individuals with a
strong exchange orientation or avoidant attachment style); however, the tendency will reverse among those
who adhere to communal norms (i.e., individuals with a strong communal orientation or secure attachment
style). The results from two questionnaire studies (Study 1: 149 participants; Study 2: 189 participants)
revealed that among women with an avoidant attachment style, higher levels of dependence on one’s
friendships predicted greater sensitivity to rejection by their friends (Study 2). In contrast, higher levels of
dependence predicted lower sensitivity to rejection among men with a strong communal orientation (Study
1) and women with a secure attachment style (Study 2). These results suggest that the meaning of
dependence differs by norm type, which alters the way in which dependence determines sensitivity to
rejection cues.
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i =19.62/%, SD=141)c TXTOSNMED
T =8 BTV,

FHE  KEOFFEEE O—E8EFH L CEM
WMHEZ T o720 BEAT AN, KANEBROF—
—ZEREM, ROV A A~ OFUEEDNELZ H
EKrERDI, TOM, TATYT AT 4 D%k
M, L) I A (resilience), -8 1@ &
(subjective well-being) DS & F I TW7228,
AT T H W R W2 oMt I3 HE T 5,
HE

1. BHERAY AN (BHEAER L EHNWE) © Bx-
periences in Close Relationships inventory (Bren-
nan, Clark, & Shaver, 1998) O —f&f& L (FF
B - Mg, 2004) OTFRREE [RIETHNR
7] & [BEEREE] 226, RTFAmELs’E
{, HHWNABEDNCEAL7Z0EM L 2\WIHHEZ
ZNENSHHBEIRL, 7% (1. £57:<
HTEES —T7 FEFIZHTIEES) T
HlsE L7z (42103HH),

KNBEROE——L EREN - WigE 1 °fff
HLZREICSELERZNET 2HE % 1
HEBEML T QoE, 748,

RKANBRIZBT MO A >~ D Fifk
el EMURELXH W (6HHHE, 7
)

BREER

REW#EK FAENLLEAEMELHTELLS
THHEIZOWT, s H 2 I51E L 7= %I EEER
BAB L2, M TH R EEEIRED S
Nz (BEARLE, o =.69: ZAEMEE o =.75)
7o, FREOFHELEZEM L (K%, M=
347, SD=1.07; [al#, M=3.77, SD=1.08)

ZEFAEME L H—Rk F M2 WE L/2HE 12D
TREEMREEEI LA, LEAEENEZN
ETSH I HHPEEEZ KT S ETnizon, #
DHEBZEN L7720 ZOFER, wWIhb 541G
FEMWATRRD SN0, FREOFEEHEYELL
72 (ZERENE o =.86, M=446, SD=1.18;
H—3LfEME, a =.78, M =370, SD=1.08), Hf
F1EERRY, ZEAEELE—-REELOM
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IIEHEERAOHB»RO LNz (r=-16, p=
046) 720, MH I LTV eh otz ZF2
T, WURGTOERES ST AW CESSEELL
7o (hE - BEER - BRI -l 2000), 9, £
ERRENE BWER, HE—-Eefiie e v
LIRS, B L OH R EET HWE, £E
EREWE AL L T 2 REGT E2 1TV, FheE
DWW THERE L S MR =S 2 FH L7z K
2, ZEAEUEOKRESG O B—REF Ok E
BEHEPBETHI LT, SLE—H-RESSELET
HHL, HESEVIETERABRICBWTEER
EYEDH A ICERE TH DL L ERTIRIE L

L7,

OV A P ~OBHEEOWEHH 12OV,
WHRIE H 2 51E L - BRI EEEREE RN Lz &
25, MRt EEERRD SN (a =.71)
7o, SIS EEN L. (M=3.44, SD=1.03)
TG LAEMEANOFENE L DI HERIED
MDD Sz (r= 61, p<.001), T,
BAENLDBNNIIEHOT A VIZBEKTH D &
W9 M E, (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007) &34 LT
W5, BEE I L R A OB & OIS E R
MR SN oz (r=.07, p=.344),

IRERDIREE  HEME DY A > ~OFifEE BIy%
e L, BEAE BAENM LE—HREE

‘‘‘‘‘ R (BE=1: &KE=-1) % Step1, <
neho 2 ZREZHIEH % Step 2, 3 ERZHAE
% Step 3, 4 ZERZHAEMH % Step 4 THAT %
B R R AR AT 2 AT 720 ST OBRICIIEEA
YL BANMOLE FNENOFIHMEIZ LY
ML 7z,

ZFOFERE, Step 325 Step 4 1T TET VD
DHHNIPEBICEAL (4R =.03, F (1, 168)
=8.59, p=.004), Step 4 DHE[AJFE T IVIHE
THo7z (R =45 F (15 168) =9.06, p<.001)
Step 4 [Z B 2 ZHBEHORFICEH LT, F
P, BERLOHEREOBESBOLR (B =
58, p<.001), BENEHNHNAZFITE, KAHM
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7o, BENLE X EENME X L E—H— % G250
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Figure 2.
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£EH—ZFR(C1D) ZE—E—ERBR(T1D)

BEOERTO/RADEE (£18D) LLEH—RXEERAD

BE (£18D) ([ZHFBHEEDY A I ADOBBEDHEE.

XD 4 BEROZEHERAPAER L o7z (B =
20, p=.004)0 ZTOMDOERFEL L OKHEIEH
WEEE TR (ts<1.14),
AEHROLZHENEFICOWT FHMEE LT 72
O, 9, BLBNCEERE X FAENRMX LE—
BB E B0 3 BRNAHEEHOBE 21T o
Too FORER, VTR 3 EROSHEEAIEE
THolzh (f=-22, p=.013), BUTIEE
B FE -7 (f =17, p=.089), ZZT, 3
ENLXENEAPEETH > 2 EIZ BT, &
NEZOFL (£18D) L EHMMEOFHK (£
1SD) DHAEDLRIZOVWTEHE—H—EEE
HOBMEARE R 2 M L7z (Figure 2b) o

Figure 2b IZ/R &N A L 9 12, BENLIEAL
[AEEDS T W ELEETI O 595 A & 4 Vv oletklx, KA
RO L TEEMESHIRT I RVIZ &, fEHED
A Y NOFBEDENEMICH 572 (B =34, p
=.051)0 #IZ, AL EHAE IRV g R
DEHEAY A VO, KABBROLZERLENE
DRI AT &, RO A ~OF D
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a) \ZBMOHEENE, b) 1 dMEOHEEML.

B o7z (B =-32, p=040)c RLEIE2H
TlE, $E—H—-REERIO IHEETE
rots (e - WS, B =-07, p=624: 4
- K, f =11, p=460) ZNHIE, K
al2-1, 2-2, 2-3 L —E T LHERTH o7,

E

WhoE 2 OFERD S, b LMHIIBNT,
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720 IR OEZAY A LD N, WBEIFHTD
FURICZBEMIBZ T ND Z e 2 ifF Loz
O, ZHEBARICE W CRIRSE A BT 3 A A A
5\ (Bartz & Lydon, 2008; Clark et al., 2010)o <
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VDN, EAE G OERISK L TRENICINL
HEL T NBERELTCWEZD, HOHSE LT
DERIIGL L) &T 2. Thbb, “HMERIZ
B CHFEBH A EF T A EAA R L EE S
% (Bartz & Lydon, 2008; Clark et al., 2010) o < ®
7o, ZEAENLKANBERIE, BERIL726F

BRI B LFFHS T, LA, SHAX
IRCIEB Z 123 5 BRIZ, BCIZHV—F&E

KU SERBREFHI S L, KA S O %
BT BVEN LY, EHEOTF A O
PERTTHEEZLNS,
é%u,§%$%@%wﬁﬁfu,%MLt;
, AEHOY A Y OG5 E——%
E:l_.{:l DN RO N Te o T —HRIZES
RO NI, ME D 527 S A MMEAH 5
AW EELTBY, EfEhb 2 LRIl
M L T\ % (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007), L 72
Do T, RADIMO A NG LR
WekEZbNDL, UL, TO—FT, BERE
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a%ﬁﬁ@hwki,ﬁ&%%uﬁwf%ﬁﬂﬁ
BHMSFLE ) L LAV S L, AR EDD,
BRLGHARHEIEE L RV EATRENTWS
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RABERIE, #EI X FORESVERE S, T
LRV — R A U SN S 0RE 2 AR & RRE S
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ﬁlikﬁf%méﬁﬂfwf:o BRI B R O [
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THRMLL TV 2 50 ifﬁf’ofrf“&\/‘o DL Rl
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HAAMERE) kb, 2o 2 HEMICHIE L
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T oM REENZEZ S5ND, KIfFETH LN
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B2 RS A3 E b Zf)% ED32 DONFETH]

LMo T BARMIIE, SR E R AR
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(WF722) 12BWT, MERKAEE L DT %3t
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TR Z FEO D720 ubh%%btbtiv
&3 % (eg., Clark & Mills, 1979) s Z D728, #H
FLoXh) L) 2 AFOFFRIELE V) Sh 5
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T 5 2 L THMDS RIS 7 o 72 E 7 B AR
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&, HO EAHFORBRIIT T 2 HB AL L9
L3 5720 (Clark, 1984), £ OIE# %A L
TWALRABRIE, ZNO0OBRE R 212
A& o TOREDPKE VR LGS, H
MENBRE LD 2 EANOEFIRE ) RV
EZbNb,
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DB —FRICE O 5 2 & & TS 556170
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B, MO A N OFE E FIE S 5 0
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EIRIEL TWd,

RN OARIEDSTR T LA O A~ ~ DSk
HEED L AN ZANIE, BHFIZE > TRER
RGEREHMERIT 220D XAT A0 VR D,
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EWEIRTIE, O A 0 LTRSS
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E72bDL—5T 5o RIFFETIE, 2SI
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B AN e, REBLEHATR
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F 5 LAEHO A o AOFEIED T L AR L T
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DY A OB 2 B S & 5 FEL TR &
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LT, BARIZBIT B %0 E (felt security) 25Z50F
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(Murray et al., 2006) o AHFZE T3k FH LM PED
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BRI A2, ORI D GO 1
UAOHHEEHET S AN =X LPEHER TN
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R L FEHE SR IS, ORI X B I
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/i ; Murray & Holmes, 2011), 250, 20 &
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ZMEI D BB O RITEAE S 2 B L E 2
b5, —J, ZRBEATRAEE121E, AHEAK
HRROLATED L) ZREOR) L) &
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I ENTE . 2070, EHOY 1 2~
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