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Impact of self-esteem on responses
to social exclusion and rejection

Yumi ENDO

Abstract

The present study was conducted to examine the moderating effects of self-esteem on responses to social
exclusion and rejection. University students who were assigned to either an exclusion condition or a
rejection condition read a vignette in which a hypothesized main character was implicitly excluded from a
group activity or rejected even though he or she had asked to join it. Participants were then asked various
questions including perceived acceptance, affect, sociability, expected acceptance by their friends and their
- romantic partners. Both participants with lower self-esteem and those with higher self-esteem tended to
have more negative experience when they were in the rejection condition compared with when they were in
the exclusion condition. However, those two groups differed in their expectations of acceptance by their
friends and partners when they were in the exclusion condition. That is, only participants with low self-
esteem but not those with high self-esteem lowered it. These results were discussed in relation to the
negative relational self-views of low self-esteem people.
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ARFFED B#9IZ, HEEMHER L EERANO RIS T2 HEFFORE LR T 52 L Th b, R¥EAER
B eth LM REO 2 R2HFICE Y HTON, EARDPRREIIIRINL D, $2E3BMERFLELZO
I SN B DOV T NP ORBHBIFEZFTA L, KIZ, MESINLZE, BE. &% KARTAR
bOREHFRHCE T HHEA OEMICIEE L7z HERESRN A OHR L VIEMICN L TL ) BEN R
&R L7z LAl O 2HEHRERIIBVT, KA - BAPLOZEHRHTIIRRLSERL
720 T bbb, BEREMIIBWTHERBRELZTD, XEWFZROLOTH L, 2O L) LRI
LT, BEEFEROTGENMIMANE CAHMEOB AL b EREF 2 N7,

Fo—F o HEREE, S0P, B8

AIFZEIL. FRI6FEEBEE R FEH R FIERTRR BT, FRRE [FABRORLE - [#] OB, Hf.
L THEOH S CEFNRE] & LTRBLZTLbDORRE L TAERT LD TH L,



BT RE [MESFEMLE] E3TEE 25

A, RALOCEFOREDTT, BUAHSHNBRALE R RESELS L7502
LS. AHAD o TV AR DBBERLERRKOVDEDEEZSNL LI IR oTETVES,
EMIEREL LCORBERKIC, BCTEEXLZZ L2 EGOoNTEBY ., HEWFTET %

HHEHEA Y T =7 OFINBLZHRRLMELEDLYISH ) ZLiZ. ABOELREL
TRV RELOTHS (Baumeister & Leary, 1995)0 MR E 5 & B LS ME % LT
EL. BAPZOBBREEELZLEIOLFHL T, MBLZOBREEELZL AL SR
FAUTHIL L %o EYI2BIMR AL - MR 7001013, BIREM S YFEESENEN,
HBO7cb OBBRIEEETIVERZLALZL, £ZICEFDOL DS FEELRBHEEHZAT
HZENPVLETHSH (EHE, 1997, Endo, Heine, & Lehman, 2000) o DK, BHHZ OB
BeEDEIICRZL, FHEFEEDOL ) IZRITIED TR LI NEIESH LR L T
o L2l HEPZOBBRE EOLHIFHAL. F-BREBSEFTHL 0T L
DEHFHE L TV B 2ICDW T, BV TEREICET 2 MBE0.LIowTiE, B
BIMNBELV, 2T, MBI EOBRPEOREBEECEE RO LA
L0, EORBEEBTESIETLIAMZLAZENTY S22 (Thz BRI -
relational value & V29 ) (23 LT, AZBETH 5 Z L5k 5N 5b (Leary, 2001; Leary
& Baumeister, 2000) . B B2 BRNFHIIIHEFEII L OBKRE. L2 b HEHERIC
BWTRULZLEEoTWAEZ L E2HLDT, s, BENZBEAHEHIIZAIE > Tw
LA EFAFISE, HTFRIOBRICZELTRIHEEZEVCTVW 2w 255D, M
DS - MEFFIZIZ~ A FRIE < HRWEWE LTor M, fiEFTRD, HEH
HDRY MT— s DRETEE DWW, D55 2 515 WRIFHEIL R EE
HERZ L, EELTIIWONE VY,

INETOWFEICBNT, A& SHIT SN EENRBROEML D L. TEH
7z BAARRYETAM L6 L TR TR K BURIC RS 56 2 AR ST w5 (Leary, Tambor,
Terdel, & Downs, 1995; Williams & Zadro, 2005) . H EHBIRFME S/ 2 2L B 2) v
ME, BEMNBRFMZFZIEICEAT ATy MIHBH L2V, RER5, BF. A
B OB 2 BRMERCERE W OPE LTE Y., BINNIES T 2 BIEBERIZZE
ERERHAZ D63V LTH L, TNETHH. FHOBBROBRIZFDOD
BHPLIAVF -2 EOBEFRLHFICLEL L, 2RI L > THEOHTEBAERICE S
TEEVPEZEINDZ LI E00, e L IREBVELHAFEREZMEFTLIZLE
bREEICTLMEEED D D, —F, &S OFENERETMII. KON TICHELTE
CEMFEPSDBEDIRT HHER (exclusion) R3EHME (rejection) 72 EWHEID X, H



B BRGSO - I~ OB RIT TR (R

Tl o TEARLZBELZBIFRIIOLS) PRLE V. £2T, 20X 2EMBvRIIC
xF L CHEEIC D RRICHIE TR, MED» S OB - IO 1 L 2 ERES & L TFE
RPIHRE L, DOBORISE LS & W) ERMPEE S £ L 2EHOPRIZE W TH
BEENBEEZAHELR->TWv A (Baumeister, Twenge, & Nuss, 2002; Eisenberger & Lieber-
man, 2005; Williams, 2001) o |
TiE, BE» S ORI T HBEN LR LSz RIET 5720, AAHIZ—KED L) %
FEBEEMACHNDBDESLI) B HE, HHINTWADIIEETH S, Frx ABIZIE. H
COEFICE > THRBER2EY B Blek L) 2RBERE L, BHRAL% EORK
BEELMA I LIl o T, WBEAICERLAD0) [BE THHIEEHLIZASL
D 5B ML > T b (Ohman & Mineka, 2001), BAMXITBWTIE, BRERLE
EHLVIENYULICHENREDO L DA V37 MATKEWA, Z212BVTH, HEWK
BRHEGZ5bDOVHET D, TNOMED S OHERRIEHETH 5, 25T, Hizvn—
ETHo/D . HEHVITHEIIFUPITICH L GREL Lk E, 47 L EENE2EY
ELTHETAEVIRERE LD LIRSV, Ll HIRRIERD 2 W IZE N2 BR T
B &) A Y EPHEAN S GEN BRI, HANEWTHLELIZE o TiL,
FBRRLBICEBTAZ L LEAKICEBRE LTRITIEOON, BENKFELBRET 5,
Eisenbergerid, ADRABEBAFROBREIZSHESIEBIZOFE L L9 & UG %ﬁ?fl Ex
g L Cw5b (Eisenberger & Liberman, 2004) o
Leary & Baumeister (2000) 1%, %4 L BT 2 HKWRBEOF T, HEEFEVHTI

T LEBDHNVIBEE 2 HTREEOH A EHRETVHERRB L, KEL LTESH
BIUEETAREEE-oTWA, EEZTWA, V¥ F A—7% (socio-meter) Hih& %
S b 0BG, AEREORE L LTOBEEHRAL. BERRICHD L EH
FUIHOELEFTHLEME TS, TOL) LAERTOHERFIZ, HENEELL
RERPRRE VO CHNZLOTIE RS, RITG L TRAZAEET LT THLE2H 0,
VWb L IREEH BEKIE (state self-esteem) &ESEIICHIGT 5, MBELLZHFI N L
BICHARTHE L SED Y ZIEEND L EHLVIEEORRINIT S & & HE2ICEERK
BIWMET T 5 &) HEDIEEL L %2 & (Leary, & Down, 1995; Leary, Springer, Negel,
Ansell, & Evans, 1998; Nelzeck, Kowalski, Leary, Blevins, & Holgate, 1997). Z DERD%F
BUPESITOLNTVS, BERIRISTT D20 L) ZEVINENR - UGEIX. 20K
NEROMIEZRET DEBIZERATH A ). Baid, BEA—FPRHDR) B
ERRTERET Bo BRI, VI A AT ELTOREREL, HOER) B HENW
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RESARBIELVIREIZHLZ LE, KT L) RIBICL > TRAIERDEDTH 5,

HERRBIZBOTIPERN 2 Z L2 BR LW EEFBRVSEE. BOHEE A
MU, MORERELREBDH o7 R UL LR OIXMBIET A, L iE. HFICEY) A5, #
FTHEVSEESERFETEHRBELZAAL. SHITEZOBBHRL ISR OB
7 BEBRE MR 2 BIEHRT 522 8, BYLBEROH ) HEBETIBEO—EDE
BELELZENTREE 2 A, TEROFFEL L TOHERBFOMSIIHMD THNTHY .,

EDIIRETHYIA Ve LTOBERETERTLI20%, 23 FMEICL TR o7,
HT ORI~ UGHEE . BERFOBMAOHFICHY AATEY ¥ F X — & BEOEILKR
EV, RKANORISHEEXID ANSZ L& o T, BEF AT I v 7 ZBESAREYEX
ECT 1B ERERLI 272D TH b,

EZAT, VA A—=FFDOW) BEREDVBE T ORRAND S b o CHEHISIZET
HIRBEHBEEZ L T5 00, WhY 2T HEEEILET I CEIARLELR L D259 7%
=HE (2005) 13, Leary (2004) &[S, FHEBEEEIIZNE COBMARICBIT 2%
A - HERREBRAOEAOEBIF <) TH Y, BHEITH: 2 BRNFHEOER TH 2 &
ZEZTWb, 2OLH ZBEKREIL. HBERHEZELL-EBNLEEY 2206, HToRER
¥ ZTTELICULT AEFTE LTORENITES vy, LAL, FAEHEE LTARL

TV RWIPBROFBEANDTFHZEIMNT 2RI ERATHLLEEZONL, NTIFRETFS
P ULOMT 51h7o> T, BERBRESEL, PLTOERUEOTVHKE LI LT
LEhHTHbD, FOLH)ICHERTHREZEEZD ETHRIOLLIE, BWLERIZ LD
&N NOAEF EFERICEWERbRS,

EEE (2005) 1d. FRAERLTOAVIRETHSEED L) IZ5EE ) FHlTHE
12, BHE LTOHEBEIEET S 22RO L) REBRTRE L. $9. LANT
DEDPNIZP CETOR-NVT—KICELOMHEBLE LD IZSMLAY, BipoEZ
HIZR—NVHPIFE AL T RN &R HHREMF L. ME L F UREICR— VAR5
TEERBTARBEMERE L. NS5O 250412, HERBOBVE (HYEEES
) RWE (BEREER) »FELERb L9110, BIMELED H T, ZOMKE,
HAMBCHFE. 7~ 2ABROHRIHEERRRR S — A EHF CE 2 VWEEEL SO
ZETFEIBNT, BERKFKELEREGD 2OOEROTEIERMRVPR LN, HE
BIEBH CIIHECOMRWFMOE S ZE L2 1 B X ) OPRRPZERBROFE
T e odzhs, BEREERFIIHERERICL 2282 3T, 1 ETHBRIEREZ T4
CEZEDPOOZFICETE VDL, BROHEEH L 2EmER L. 2% D,



HBEREI LR - SBEA~O RIS IS RIT SRR (Ek)

ARET O 2 SHEBR S L5 & v ) BRI ER T 5 & MR IICE E /Y 72 BRI AT
DEZIEMLL . BHRZW TGSV BRETMZEO L AHZLw) 2L
WEPR TR B D201, SEFINIRRPBNLLEEZOND, RIEOHWOU &
DO, INERLLZHETHIATLILIIH 5,

KIFZEDE DO HIIZ, TEMBERIEMICOVWT, LVBBICRHTAZETHD, &
NET, MBEDPSOBEMBEBRITMIL. SFIFoHETERWICHBIEINTEL, &
ZAE, BUEREOKRBERIMIZL L VW) ZHE 5 2 5 b @ (Baumeister et al.,
2002). EHZ EDPFETELRWIKIRTESINT ABE05 2 5N wh @ (Williams et al.,
2000). EFREFEIHFLZS ZWEMEBEILOHAFTENAL SO (LA, 2003). T &%5
& DREI TREIIVENE V) T4 = NNy 7H5 2 515 b ® (Heatherton & Vohs,
2000) HRETHD, INBIFEZONIA—I VI EZEETEETH LD, ZHEFEMFED
HIZBWT, BEMEBFMEHTOOL LTHICEZONTE, BETIE A
2 & o THREMBIMRIHMIIM 2 E L & 6 226, FHRELIEZE L V) Bz 2 H
MHEREPRERE EOTELDOTH L, L LIEZHEL Vo T, RIADOERA M
Thh. AOPIZEGPHFEDPL OFFENBARTHHONRIZZoTWLII LZHETE S
ek, HEFESICEENFEEY L T2 0B 0 ICHESRETCEWIEE. H5WITHF
DEEMFORTRAE G TH DD 5 VIEZ DRI B FIDOME T 5 O 005
WWIHHETE WAL ESEFSEH LA 9, b L, MELLOBEMBMRIFME V)
bOWENDIFBIRIC RS E2 2B RVELEELBEREDODOTH A2 5, NIHEME
OBERCHEL QAT LHNEAL. TNUTHIE L TELLIRLERT EZE L HN5,
ASBIERCHER, HERICETAMRBIIREN L VD T VDTS, BrICERZ 5 TRk
DB 5 EENBFREHMZ —H I o TEZBEDD ) . HER BRI DR < Bk
EHRLEIEOVTIHIEEALER LTI 2 o/z, 22T, AFEICBVTE. RAOSM
HEIZD DL THMERD SNV (rejection) & FEIZDWTEER 2 FER D
AL L 9 AR THEBIIBIEE D5 2 5 N2 WHER (exclusion) & LY BT, &G
% CEBOIGE . BEEBP O OZTEE 2 ERRNORREIZE b 5 UG &A%, B BIRE
KELZEIOTEDEIIRRLDPERFTHI L LT,

h &

FlsHA © AREEBRICHE D 2 MR, FHEAEREEZIET A2 -00THRAT Y EML
7o Rosenberg (1965) O HEBEKIFGRE (LA - #BH - LK, 19821 & 5 HAFER) . YGI*



MRy MESFERLE] E3TEFE 25

BREODREZHW, ZNEN[2RHTREESL 20 26 TETHHTIETES6)]
FTOTERERECHEL KD, AFRZERE L. KREROEE LYy F v 7EE572
DT, A HREEFFO—E% EERRASE,

Fhrd RERIIRO L) ZFRETBI b, £3. BMELTEA L. BHEICH
EXELRHETE, R—TVUEOERMIIN L TRIE L ROz, &EIC. FRALTER U
RTHEAHREEBEEO—E% LA TASYE, FHAEOEE LDy F ¥ 7AWV,
BB, REZET2ROF = BELbRVERIZ. Z0O7r—XEBA L7z,

BRMRERE L, 200825 N—Va YRR L. SMER, wihdh lo0N—
VarkEzonit BhHN-Ta YPIFEETAHI LIZOWTIEERSG 2 SNk h
2720 HEBRSEMIE THLE. HAFRFRIICHBEL TCVWET. £l RFE0HEE b
27218y RFEDNIZLBADPEGEORAZEFIZIT L L, FHEbEEIRITo 7
RTMETEDPNANABLLRNDE L TWEIDOPHMIZTET L dRlidF AL
FZORETESZKHMYERATLL., HRLIEIREDOET [8L%b] EE-TA
FLZ Lol ToHI2B0or, AAREBZEFOTIBL XY EHITTV20
T EoTRVELE ] LW XEXWDICSMEIG TS S, M. FEHREETIZ [H
27213 HARFRICFAELTWET. Ll RIHFEOFEEERb o 2%, FFEEDOANT:
LBADPEGEORKZETIZIT O L, FHELERIRIT o725 THZ T 50 0nA W0
ABLeRNEFLTVLONMIATET L. a3 FARTRFOBRTITE 724
MY EFHLATL:, BRI [EITKD? bLdT& 2w LEHI L. ZOANK
HLidEE RHPDELRDS [TH, dH)VAs0nasEdDbe oo -] EEoT, T2k
AGZTRIEBIEDBLE2RDIZE-oTWEFE LA | vz y beHEEET, F0RE,
UTD &S %4 OFBIZ L CREERD 72,

HMESNIZHE PN ICRICE 2B 5E610, 5 - Rl TED X
IELBDPIZDOWT, [FDOAZE P oMEE LTRITFARLONRTVS ()] - [ZOA
72HE PSR ENTWAE (D [FDOALEMHELT2%doTWwAE1)] — [ZDOA
7eb L3R E LTHB YN Twa (7)) e LT EhTnwa ()] - (e L
THALOGNTWA (7], ®3HBIZBWTIETFET RO

BB IR (2003) 2 2FIC, HRb - IEHRERICBIE T 5725 9 LEDbNAREIFL LT,
KOBEV-FFPEO, HINLV-HHRAAL, I -ITRY, BL-B20», 0
VRhl - Eotz, ZE-FELL B0k L0 LN, BEFEEL-
AL, BAOHTAIIHLTRS LWEEFL -HFOHTAIIH L THREDS 55556,




HERAE DAL S IOHERR - A O BUSIC RIZTRIR (R

R EEL TERERETHFEL KD,

AW TEANIIE, ZERE ) Lo TV E] [RIZEARALS LIFPNS
FATEITREHELETHMEILS NS O3HBICHLT, [Fo74<EH1)] - [&
TH€972(56)] FTOLBEMRELHVWT, HEFELY RO,

ZHHATE © Downy (2000) &3ERE (2005) 1225V, [HAAiE/ —PE2BELTHRLY
LY 5 ADHPIHEA D, ZOMFONL/ - MEELTINBEALI ] &,
BLEFE L L2 GE A HE S S, MEANHSOEBEZIANL»0ELE FH I
HREERE L B[ TREEZW (D26 b TZEOM RS\ (6) ]
FTO6EBEREL AW,

ZNE  FRAESINIRFEAEL1TS, BERIERE (Rosenberg, 1965) & Y G MR
EODREDORFE*ZNENKD, TNENGPHIZTIT. 220OREOELELIZBWT
SGHI-IPHLSMEIN-EY HERKERNE BBE R LTl L. BB
BREICBWTIE, AFMEE230 T2 PESILLERGHBEE L, YGABKREDRE TR
3P E % PH3SLIT 2 GHEL L7z, RMICHERIBEIE L CM4%. BERBEEL L
THBEME L. I 679% % EBSME L Lz,

bLaAll, HERESSLYGHREDRESSTHOTHERE (& - 1K) <Akt
(HERR - 4EHE) OBEOITE B I holc b 2 A, HEREHOFHEZIVWEEL LY (B
Mg F(1,75)=117.06, p<.001; DRE F(1,75)=138.15, p<.001), itk OEMES
LMt L HERIBHORBEEAMRIIEE L 2O kol Lo T, HERKE
B BRI L O, HEREKED X OHIEKEIC BV CTHRR S L B
DHTIXEVPRDO LNV LR SN 2B, BEHOHERESL LUDREDF
MR L IEREREIITable L ISR L72EBD TH 5,

Table 1 Means and standard deviation of self-esteem and YG test scores in each group

Score Exclusion Rejection
Self-esteem 38.53 (5.69) 37.56 (4.91)
HSE Group
D score 24.00 (7.87) - 23.16 (7.65)
Self-esteem 22.73(6.03) 25.50 (6.09)
LSE Group
D score 43.60 (7.18) 44.20 (7.42)

Note. Values in parentheses represent standard deviation.
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B R £ E

BAEHEEE . 2 DDRGEBZEMMEN—T 3 VICBIARHWA =) =%, FRENHEE
CHERR - B L TR IED SN TV B2 HRET 5720, MK S 2/ R
ETH3HEHERE L. 3HEO e BHIZZ DO TEDP o7 (952), 22 CT3HED
ERMBREEM L. 2 (GhAr4f @ B0k - 15i) x 2 (HERE 1 5 - 1K) osiurinz X
17 L7200 ZOFE R, FI9MHEITHER SN TM=17.63(SD=3.30) . EHE 4 TM=18.95 (SD=2.42)
LY, MNEHOENEPEETH -7z (F(1, 75)=4.03, p<.05)e L72h 5T, 220
¥4 TTIHEROFT AL VAR SN ZEENEL. 22081y MdZhZhsing
R BB ZRLTWA DD L LTRIFIED SR, BIEOESMEIHER I N,

B BT 2 9 HHOFERRIIBEN R AVBRALRD LI ICHAZZA 2
fe LT RTGH (ERGAITE) 2ETLEZS, L RTRETHHOTIE2% %5
B2 ENHLNIC R o7 T affi=963TH LI EHHBEHLAOT, 9HED
AEHEREEH L, 2 (GBALEM  Hik - $840) x 2 (HEKE - & - 1K) o5 e £
ML7z0 ZDOMR. WMEHOFIHENEE TH o7 (F(1, 74)= 1732, p<01) %, HHE
BABOFAE, BLUHBERE L MUSGOREIEAM BT E LICHEEKEIITEL R
Motz Thbb, HEBBEL VI hb 5§, BEREM: (M=5255, SD=769) L0}
AR (M=56.82, SD=5.88) DF# & ) GENGREIENEET 5 2 LSRR o720
3FE8HE &ﬁ@%ﬂﬁ)&ﬁ?éﬁfﬁﬁ‘r&% boZ-HERL Y b, BIMEF LIS b O TR

58 - EHSE @LSE
56 |
54 |

Negative affect

92

50
Exclusion Rejection

Figure 1 Negative affect as a function of self-esteem and exclusionary status.
Note. HSE= High self-esteem group, LSE= Low self-esteem group.



H BRI R PR - B~ ORISIC RIZTTRR GER)

AN EOHFPHEENLZEENEL ., MBICEENRERBEEZRBET LI L2,
H BRI KL Z OEMICIXHE L 2w LRI S N5 (Figure 1)o

K2, BEBAFGAHE SN HA ERE L TV B0 2 a5 720, MR ko
T2 A, r=661(n=77, p<.001) &7, BAHBEIEONL, 2F 0, HHEINL
KU DRENRNIIE, BENLEREERERT 5 2 LRl s hiz,

WIGHEFIZE o Ty BT OWRTICBIT 2 E 25 OB EHBIREMICBETHL Z L
AR RTH S EENTWD (Eisenberger & Lieberman, 2004; Leary, 2004) . &5 50
TR BATRERAN 2 IR T 2 W REMED B A EMEBHIL 2L &, B R VI OBRE T
AT LODVEERISTH A ) o ARBIFIRMOLIEER Y TNIELBERT I LR
{y BRAAPOBEICHEE LS L% NTROTEEICT S (Ohman & Mineka, 2001; 7
H,1995) BRESEROGEMEE S ANIEET HHEEHo TV B RS, AT 2 K
FE D LBEZBOEAVIIHIE L TWA EEZ LD, RIFFSEOMKRIIB VT, i
FHERNZEEMENE V) BEIRTHR LD S —BERNTH L0, £ IXBWTHEN
BAEA S (AR 5 2 EAVRS N, BEMBEEIEE [BE] HHe LTOREEL a1
BEMEATRIE E Nz, T2, BHEHERTH L% 01, FNEAMEE 02 b 5 T HRET
BUENSH D EEZONDLH, HEMEE TIEHBEKEKEIC X 2HEITED SRR,
EV) ZZTOMRIZNIEET 5, 2F ). HCICH T LIEMAICEERT S L. AidiR
WEREREE & BT 5 2 LRI E e,

AN AU IHBOBEABI T4 2B E2RLZOT (a=.851). 3HEHOE
EHMERERD A, 2 (WAref: @ BEBx - 1E#) x 2 (HERE & - 1K) og#niie s
ol TAH MMEGOEHE (F(1,75)=4.86,p<.05) & BEEEFOEZHR (F(1,75)
=18.35, p<.001) PHETH o 7:o HODHESWEENFMOFH I, ML (M=9.49,
SD= 2.31) OFHHERSEM (M=8.41, SD=2.74) LD LML CEIP -7z Tz, HERE
EEEOHSMED HTE (M=9.98, SD=2.00) |3 ABEEE KDL (M=7.83, SD=2.67)
LD bEho7z. Ll 2200BRNOAELRENEAENZ SN T, HEREEHO
HotaEoHCHHELE <. 2OMEMITIEME VD XD BEBWRIICBNTHEDL D IX
hrol, T THEIREVHERE, EREFOFVHERRSEL LD b ARV Z
LTH Do HHMEFITME SN ZEEIIPHREF L VK, FAEENRED L DR,
ARZIRLE LTRTFIEDOEN T LIIEITH L, TR 2L ETHOOMS
BT EERBESE LTV R VEW) Z i, HCOMSHOEEZWZIZZD L) IR
BEALZDDEVIHEBEL LTV RWI Exfilbd b, 72720, REPE =2y M %



BITEAZ: [l $T5% 25

BAW/AERTH Y, SMEBEPEBOHSHEERHEZBI %o T iaWwn/zoHiz, To k)
RAERDPEUCMTRESEZONS,

S ZAPROEB SN L CRFSN (ERGSANE. 7a~y 7 AAE) 217
izl A, /- OERREDO—BMEF L BANBEOT R— e EOBAWERO
2OORFIBOENT, —HWEFRF LEANEFRAF TENENETIEVEEOTF
BigEE RS (Figure 2). 2 (BTG HEB: - 15/E) x 2 (HEEE : 55 - &) o
SO EERL 2. —BROERBICBY L 2EFMHFTE,. MERORBMERGEIEES
tEm &R L7z (F(1,75)=2.88, p<.l)o HALERIE % M5 T L KA L 72/ R, HERRIC
BV, HEREOBIOMENEE LY (F(, 75) =451, p<.05). HERFEIED)
PENIBGO—RHUEBIIC U TLNALES ) LT 2R FHIMEr o720 L2L, B
12 BVCIRIEEOB ARV ATED b NG or, T/, MITEHORMEDRI

H R EERE ﬁwf®&ﬁﬁfﬁot(ﬂL%ﬁ4MpdEoZﬂm\EE@%%
DSHALSAFIZ & BBV AR E 2 d o 720I2% LT, HBRBEREIIEMEM & 1) kRS
BB TN EFNOZBEHREMRDP 0722 R LTV 5,

BAREBIC BT 2 ZEMRETIE, FROSTOMR, BERE L IR GOKEEH
WRPEEE o7 (F(1,75)=5.55, p<.05). HEEIEKEDEMEREIIPERIZBNT
HETHo7z (F(1,75)=9.69, p<01) #, R TEIHEEEL 2bhd ol T2, Hfik
HOBMERIIHERBEBICBNTEEL o728 (F(1, 75)=4.84, p<.05). HERK
EEETIRADONE o7, DF ), —HMEFLBANEFCOZHEYRITE I,

HSE LSE

Expectancy

Exclusion Rejection Exclusion Rejection

General Request Personal Request

Figure 2 Expectancy of being accepted as a function of self-esteem and exclusionary status.
Note. HSE= High self-esteem group, LSE=Low self-esteem group
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B S A b BRI D BB L 2V OISR LT, R RAB R IR L O
Bl %R L2 BRI A > 720

CORENS, REEBY . FEE LTOEEEEL, HRLEBOB T ORRANDK
BT 2 L0 it FEEEE 2o TOAVEROFHICB O THESK Y LToEES
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