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* % 44 (Meta-Analysis) *

BRI SNSRI NISHERXEL: —TIT o

* E'oH #7 TERS Fp—

(" B DR R, BIE 200234) CAHEARIT R OB S IR, B 200062)
C W/ NE R E IR, FE 200234) (¢ PUNIIGTE R AFOBEERE, WE 610066)

W E BAAINEELSRRIELHBNEE DG WAMFIERIEG CAH FIEMR, §FE5H 5 H 66 LI,
FRRERTREISAZXBEGE AT T 2L IHRE R 0L, EANFEL RGBTk 50 H, 4 84 Mk
B, BAEKEA 7400 A, RIRHBELER RN, AAFTHFRBERS, R #E—TF & HmAEF L 24T
TEREHABRTEPE M, EREAN, ERRARZTER, XA, HFRER | DERARFIEIE T,
BLMBMMNZERGTHAT, ZHLAGRBRALE - EF, L PERGT L0 RAAR RS
RN GRAMIAE . B A RN B0 PTIF B LA S 2 %R AR 69 KB R 5R, SFib S oAkt
BISFZRBEARBELEREY R, KREFRTEINGHF L —F BT F R QTN 5 6, & RIELHBAME TR
BB h G R AR ) X B, SFEB R RIRE =& XROFFR,

KiBIE LB, AGRARKIE, TN, BHRSN, T 5H

HHES  Bs4s

1 3]

HE 48 55U (Rejection Sensitivity) &35 MATE
Sl NSRS R, AR s U Ath A W] fig ki
F a4 (5 2., AR AN (A0 46 e & B R RO
Aot B SONE g —F i ) GRS I0 G 48, 2020; Ding et al.,
2020; Downey et al., 2004), B 488U 1E2IA
HBERIA Y, AR R 5 RE TR Z M BB R
BT AR R ZE B T, PR v A U
ARG B AR AT R IR A FE 4 (Downey &
Feldman, 1996; Romero-Canyas et al., 2010), X}
e WUl SURATIY. & (W NOE{ R S N 119319
HIRLIMIF, FEXA AR A BRIC R & 1 I

il

Wi (Pietrzak et al., 2005), Hl i oy 2 AT 38 o A
A A0 SB35 RN AT R S 0 SR O, AL 45 4 468 U P
& #(Downey & Feldman, 1996) . JL 28 i 4 f5s:
1 (Downey et al., 1998), A $i 48 G 5 3%
(Berenson et al., 2009) . F % 1 4 Uk M i R
(Mendoza-Denton et al., 2002) . #5548 B
e (Park, 2007) . P& 5 45 4 BURPE & £ (Brenchley &
Quinn, 2016)%%, A K W 4% B ER YL 2 (Williams et
al., 2000).

TG A FEfS (Borderline Personality Disorder,
VLR i #% BPD)J&—Fh /™5 B & 24 .03 A3, 5@
W THEEM, BT BRI, JF e A
T (APA, 2013) HAE 0 A RE i U R 2
N 1.5%, TEIE R NFE S %50, 295 9.3% ~
SR 0 2020-08-21 46.3% (Torgersen, 2012), A LtTF BPD, #IZH A
* IR AR G TR 02000756), Lty MRFAECLT IR BPRAE) IS8 7 £

KBS A SN I A 2 R 2Rt (18CG49), R Z P (Ayduk et al., 2008; de Panfilis et al,
DU 1 45 20T #0E B 58 R 0 T S 9T H (TER2019-002), 2016; Peters et al., 2015), LI N MELETE
LI % (;f)%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁﬂ'lﬁlﬁ REOI-01- g ABRKER . HIRIESR L0080 A RE LS TE
WfEEE: TEHJR, E-mail: dingxuechen psy@163.com; //ﬁjﬂl:%ﬁ’%{qﬁjjﬁ(%éﬁﬁé A, 2017; APA, 2013;
22 {8 —, E-mail: junyili@sicnu.edu.cn Jobst et al., 2016), 58 H, BPD f&# M= BP
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FRAE A H A7 — R B LS B 4538 N [n)
P13 vl 2 NN a a5 A 25 N 1 ROk e
£ 0. Z FEP: % /D (Beeney et al., 2018; Liebke et al.,
2017), 1846875 RIxEH 5 230 R Z00 7 m S 46
(Bottesi et al., 2018; Winter et al., 2017), 5 i Bl v
zh & H 7447 A (Berenson et al., 2016; Temes et al.,
2019), BPD } BP FEAiF# H >R FIG R Ui iR 5 hnfE
A0 I AT, 4 DSM-IV B3 MU 45
AL 71 (Spitzer et al., 1992)F1%F %} DSM-IV
BhOIU TN BRI S5 A9 LI PR U5 1R (First et al.,
1997), Lk K oK PG 1 2 78 A A% B i A6z I 398 (Zanarini
et al., 2003) A& AL B R - 2 AU 4 ik R (Morey,
1991), HZIFEIRSF (Bohus et al., 2009)%5 T H.,

WM RW, SIELEUERMES BP fHEA
K(Ayduk et al., 2008), JAJEFEHEILIN N, B
SRR 2 A PRCRIE AR EA S, dE
Ui B A 4l (Baumeister & Leary, 1995), 244~
I REAS B A N FE AN B 25 3 B0 8 75 2 0 IA 15 3
/& (Twenge et al., 2002), Kitt2HEFBOAN
Bt E T R EE IR, BT A
iGN e I B EARE(T R 45, 2015, B R,
PRI, 2019),—J5 T, 048808 s 7 AMTHEA
By 5 2 H (R SR8 ] (Downey et al., 2004), 1fij
& BP RRIE MM APRE RN G AT E . A
JRAERERIIN R, AR 4 46 28 00 5 B S AR 4
HURME K, RS 5 BOAHE 4 4 R A OCHE, SEn
| RN~ R R FAT O R, T3 N A2 A
SHER AT REDE, SR BP RRAES A0 .00 B 4
FE(Levy etal., 2001), 5—J7if, E4afUREDRS
AR I B 4% (Ding et al., 2020; McDonald et al.,
2010; Watson & Nesdale, 2012) 5z #1532 [0] 3k Fll 52 f2
7% 7117 A A 5% (Gardner et al., 2020; Murphy &
Russell, 2016). XEERHIEAS S BP O FFAEAH{L,
H5 BPD Wil RAF A “FH MR B 4
BB FE M —E(APA, 2013), A Ik — 2 ] W] REAF
FERIE R B, 28 SRR At e A R R A AR A A
N RN 22—, T REE I Blm BP AR A (A
GV AR 48 2 R R B, TR A 4] 10 155 2
T FAB R 25 R 06 B/ Mb, BT S BP FRRAE EE ST
H I (Ayduk et al., 2008).

M\ BP FRAIE 52 e 4 BB AT B f B D R
FL 2 5 R A AR B RIS A R A S e R
X SR AR SRR 4%, 2020), Bungert, Koppe

FENQOIS) IR KB, Pk filt BN A, 7632 HF
J5 25T 1 BPD B85 X0 i B2 R0 A2 A B2 B
SRELP PN, BIE BP AREASANT TAL&HEF
A7 AE TSR BRI A IR0 o LAl BF T 45 SR R
i BP RRAES AR HE R 5 SR I A i R R
1%, ELTE %53k N2 Z2(Staebler et al., 2011), It
Hh, WAL KRR PERKR, = BP FHEMEA K
B T AR AT WA (Miano et al., 2013), XA A
B 5% 25 995 78 8 A9 T 851K (Lazarus et al., 2016),
XYL BP AREMEAG FEMBA, Bzttt
ife, A HAEHE 2B b iy RN 8,
T3 4 246 SR K-

TEERE, RERIHELHEES BP £
MEZ B CHR BT T O iz T g, B AR IR 45 50T
ATEE—F, EMRRE FAFEE /7 (de Panfilis
et al., 2016; Dixon-Gordon et al., 2013; Foxhall et
al., 2019; Gao et al., 2017; Lazarus et al., 2018), iX
AIRE MR 0N A28 | BP RRiEfEdR . 45
Y HURNVER IS0 T H AR R S8 filan, M
WA R, Bt Oy A 2 5
R RN EERNRZ —, TEA RIELBUEE S
BP RHE I FE T, 22 BT 5% 3 T ) (] 055
Xof S B 2 S X P AP R W R Y T K, XS5 HE
Y UMD 1 T HARBE R, #ATRESEm =
[ OCHER , @RS, EaUREriE TAEA
375 B A 1) R 56 5 592 56 91 X (LD R 4 8 KT
W, TiE 3T AR B 1 B FF (Berenson
et al., 2009; Downey & Feldman, 1996), J& 3 W&
TP A T8 B S5 R A B B3 (Williams,
2007; Williams et al., 2000), [AlfF, #H HR 0 2R
N5 B ) o 0 e, S 6 S 0 ) A A — 2]
REAFAE LSS 5, &) THOE A S5 24508 1 12
2 A R OGN X TR B, R B DR R
(Renneberg et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2017; Williams
etal., 2007; Wrege et al., 2019), [F1tt, 1R A&
I 5 BB A AT ) S BT S 2 SR X538

N\ D] BE ST S0 38 Z [ () OCHK .
e BAEA P RO LU s, B e PEAE AR 4
BURAE L B BP RRAE FAFAE—E 22 5, X AT RERE
W 3 SEEE YR . Downey Hl Feldman (1996)5
B A U 1 B M X 4 R R T ) ek
BURAEd, FECEZ R AT R, Wi N S K
AITCEZ hIF i A © Xk B¢ &R B BRRAT
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SEE LR R, AT R, Lotk
Xof Ak 28 15 $5 e i £ TE P A B N 03X (Ran: et al,
2018), I, AR E LB MR BP FEE
SN A B2 R UG, A L PERE R )
A MG, 0T AR BT oM AT R
% HLAS B 425 SCRF £ (Eschenbeck et al.,
2007; Koster et al., 2018), 55 IR M, M
A 26 URAE AT B £ B2 1 R, Sebastian % A (2011)
J BTG I R I 1) T B R 2 M A A ] 4 4 2
RIGURNE, A TR & BAR A, #F20
SRR B R I A U . FLRE AR IR T
&, MR 46875 BE 712 4 (Hay & Diehl, 2011),
A X FAE I /N L E F s AR T = B A 51 &
AMERIA RAINFAT R i3 (5K 4%, 2020 FBI0
16 4%, 2019), HEIMRIAEHBBAL, —FHZH1
SRR 55 = Bl R T Y R R, A [
X B G R T AR A R AR ], A E T A BR G
M Ak EL SR A KT B B A B SR 32 X
Ak, AN EE AT A A T 1) 3 0ok T £
[ E R Z 5 M A RS 56 R BTN A%
B VE(Chen et al., 2018; Falk et al., 2009); [
B, FEA AR 2 32 ORI (5 2 O AR 15 8% 38 Ja
PRI -, RS [ SR 10 A S P 3l 7K P A X 45
I, T KT 1 AN S A s B fi A R T 20
BRAAT g A, T 5 35 o 1 41 2 B M S vt
2:HE 7 B (Zotzmann et al., 2019), P 7EdERRSE
XA IS 09 3 R T RE T 5, 4 DU R
ARERI W, A ERA, 58 AR b
PR B Z AL, BPD B (0 1E 2 U /K
#(Gao et al.,, 2017), WFENA T HEFRFEAZ G,
[ & B BPD HR 3 AY 1 40 U M /K O 1 3 T e
B/~ A (Foxhall et al., 2019), Zielinski f Veilleux
(2014 W EAR R A S BPD BH Z M2
SHA—ERLEN, DA K T HF LRI
o, ZHEWRIE TR RS IRA L
(1) BB 455 0 R B 3K 55 R PR ) X = b ARk
R ETTF, %T BPD WiZyrIRXE, L5
W1 MU T BPAREZ b, IR Aedi ) B+
T3 e TR A B T AR 3 RN 12
HoJe, BP FFAEFS bR AT A6 23 52 m P & 22 [ 14 ¢
X, BP ¢ BPD WU K IRFEHRTH K, B
. ANBRXR. ARBLMWARE 517 hshik
(APA, 2013; Jobst et al., 2016), 7 AR

AU S BP RRIECER R BFS , 2854
ZELT BP FRAEMEERACE, MiARE THE —
¥ %€ J7 1 (Armenti & Babcock, 2018; Masland,
2016; Sato et al., 2018), K ILAHF 545 1 F AR
BP FRAEFEARXT 38 BRI, AXT T S, #4%
BP FRF S A KB T A5 14 TR 2 DG 156 I Bl 5 B

BARC A ITCITTE SR T 4 BUs: 5 BPD 8¢
BP FEZ (B CHE, (HEZEHFEH ZHBXR
B — S, B P m N R b
BTAEARLETGEIR vs. FEIGIR)RI 2, X H Al
TR R R 28 45T 1 /R 4: T (Cavicehioli & Maffei,
2019; Foxhall et al., 2019; Gao et al., 2017), Kk,
AWFFENE R T ARG LA, X6 28 Bk
5 BP FHIERAE DS H#E4T 0BT T 5 SR TR Wi A
AN ZHMCER 2SR, — 5l m] DLk % i TR
A5 MR AR R RN S B R B 25, O —
RS BT 97 2 7 R 10 S A AR v A5 21 3 A A o
ML, A H JE#E— L R W 7 ) .

g b, AR PRI,
HERGR LG . S BT . FEAZSTY | BP
FRAEFE bR . 45 o SUsR ) i T EL 349 25 v 4 4
B BP ARAE 2 [H] i OCHR

2 MIRAE

21 XHEKE

WA TEI T B SCHR LA P SO S TS0
Fov, o SCSCHR IR AR UCTE F 5 280 0 40 ) 4 5
Bl 2R (CNKD | L5 A5 1 9 SCRde 2 7
5 KUY P T B IR P 2 rp R TR R, Bk
I R (ECR 1O g ST RS RS VIE” ST [
“H G NHE R HEAT DR AC; 3R SCOCHR A% IUT 4K
IKTE Ebsco ,Science Direct ,Springer Online Journals ,
Willey . ProQuest S48 5 il AT &, 4 4R
“rejection sensitivity” @ “sensitivity of rejection”m
“rejection” 4 “borderline personality disorder” B¥,
“borderline characteristic” 8{ “borderline states” 5§,
“borderline personality” o¥ “borderline personality
features” B “borderline personality symptoms” &,
“BPD”#EATVLC, 73 i8R 44 SO h A
PL SN AR 5 A e 30, [, SR FH STk A1
Wi, MIBSCIIS 2% SOk H sk #E 4T PR R DA A&
Tihk . AR B SCHR 1184 45

ARTCI T SCHR BN ARRIEAN R = (DHBFSE
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WA SRR A UM S BP FRIEFR PR IR L 15 4
ANBREZR . ARIES . 170 Z B 58 (25T
A A B TR, JF H R AT A
MGETHE R (AR MR ARifEE . tfE. p
fi. PR ] B AH DG AR ), (3)MHH IRl — 1 AT 5 4
Wi e e 22 O SCHR, A3 4 5 A T S8 0 B 3
R T G B s ()RS TEL 75 2P L RS 114 SCHIR (191
IR 5¢ BP RHAE A1 45 A A FRIE R 05 D),
it X AR BIHEAT i (5 AR AR SCAR B 5 R
EAWAMIIEFR N . RS L bR, JRAHA
JLo T SCRRIE 5055, gl 7400 A, ALV (E
84 >0 AWFFES 2 LATESCHR G T i 37 1 SCHk i 326
WAL 1,

22 X#EHmEB

2 SCRRAS RO B I, XA SR 14 STk a2k
PR S g, TEWLR 1. S TANIE Bt —4
BN R ML REAS A 2 Wi FE 4 SR E A BP 4y
il Z 6] (8 SR IR, A 2 B 1o e PP AN S5 98 SR R I 19
Ba g 2R, R E s — RV R WA 5B
AR S AR D A T RE AR M AL WA A, TR I
A A RSO S R Bl Bt #ak
Frabsts . BEAERY | HERAK LS A g
BURPERY I 2R BP RFIEFE AR AH OC R B I
FPE AT gt o 5 BEULHI R, 5 — R SCHR R B i
WAL REA, WP o IT iy, B AR S
FEAS G B — R

e W RER I SCHR: n = 1184
- X n=43, %3 n=1141
PRIEAR AN B HERR SCHR n = 199
\ HEBREL L (G 3CHR n = 888
P VI 18 J5 FRAS SCHR n = 97
P =63 n=91

[ & SCHHERR SR n = 10,
BT n=2

BT n =2

LA ERIT =6

IRELESCEHIASCER n = 87
X n=5%n=82

FLNATCHIHTICHR n = 50

B SCHEHERR SRR n = 37,
AFETEHERISCR n =1

GG ER n =5

RIELH LA BERT n =10
R BB THAB n=21

A HF3 n=0,%3L n=50
BN B k=84
L G5BT SCHR I Ui el
k1 MATHWHRBERARELRER

e HtE 0 Bk ﬁﬂ‘n Bk %)hit M AR %gz@m@«r&k BP 4%‘@ *H?&
o W prkbih 28HD (I M (SD) e TH Bt ES 4
Armenti & Babcock, 2018 218 gEm db3E R 518 22.98 (/) i) 5 AR 0.380
Ayduk et al., 2008 A 379 MEm Jb3E R 646 21.21(3.57) B ELZUN 0.290
Ayduk et al., 2008 B 104 ff dbse fdEE 635 38.88(2.01) ] ELYIN 0.430
Beeney et al., 2014 A 44 fEm dJbE RA 100 29.90 (/) e ik 0.455
Beeney et al., 2014 B 36 Mmoo kg BA 100 31.94 () ] 5 EL3U 0.143
Berenson et al., 2009 87 A db3E fEEE 793 22.74(5.57) i) 5 [N 0.420
Berenson et al., 2011 85 M k3 WA 765 33.50(10.20) BIE ELZUN 0.681
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RPN Heik ﬁﬁ?{ Heik m’m‘* itrwx' AR T;éﬁi!a‘%'rfk BP fr?f’:ﬁ /FE?Q
WO pribs R R M (SD) TR eIk N4
Berenson et al., 2016 A 80  mim  dbsE RA 763 ) [k EEEN 0.644
Berenson et al., 2016 B 59  Efm bt BE 72.9 /() IHES AR 0.133
Berenson et al., 2018 73 gm0 dbk REGA 80,6 19.40(1.32) ] EZZUN 0.396
Berlingo, 2015 344 MEm o Jb3E fEEE 724 0 ] 4 ELZUN 0.341
Boldero et al., 2009 A 101 ffE HAfl f#EE 703 20.64 (4.55) ] ELYIN 0.630
Boldero et al., 2009 B 131 HEm HA filE 71 20.10 (4.37) ) EEZEN 0.450
Brown, 2014 206 M dbsE R / ) [F) 25 ik 0.207
Bungert, Koppe, et al., 2015 40 FEE BRI RA 100 28.95 (/) BES ik 0.732
Bungert, Liebke, etal,, 2015 A 152 ki@ BRI _A 100 27.56 (/) BIE ELZUN 0.760
Bungert, Liebke, etal,, 2015B 90  Kim BRI _A 100 27.30 (/) BIE ELZUN 0.589
Bungert, Liebke, etal.,, 2015C 77 @ Bk RAE 100 28.30 (/) ] EEZUS 0.300
Bungert, Liebke, et al., 2015 D 15 g B IRE 100 29.20 (/) [a] 45 ELIVN 0.620
Chesin et al., 2015 85 MM k¥ WK 87.1 31.96 (/) DS EEZEN 0.335
de Panfilis et al., 2016 A 596 M dbZE fEEE 754 21.20(5.30) DES = k 0.110
de Panfilis et al., 2016 B 596  MEm Jb3E fEEE 754 21.20(5.30) BIE I8 —0.200
de Panfilis et al., 2016 C 562 MEm JbZE fEEE 593 33.70 (11.50) ] 4 ELZUN 0.230
de Panfilis et al., 2016 D 562 BEm db3E fEEE 593 33.70 (11.50) ] ELYIN 0.430
de Panfilis et al., 2016 E 562 BEm db3E fEEE 593 33.70 (11.50) i) 78 —0.360
de Panfilis et al., 2016 F 562 MEm o db3E fEEE 593 33.70 (11.50) ) 78 —0.480
Dixon-Gordon et al., 2013 68  REm Jt2E fEEE 100 21.68 (5.20) DES = k 0.630
Domsalla et al., 2014 40 iR B IRA 100 28.95 (/) 7] 45 ik 0.732
Erbe, 2014 29 Mmoo b€ WA 100 25.42 (/) [ ik 0.677
Euler et al., 2018 65 MM BRI IEIK 769 29.40 (9.20) BE AFIEL  0.420
Fertuck et al., 2013 36 kg dbke RA S 722 30.33 () e LI 0.493
Gardner et al., 2010 150 A RROH O filE 70 26.40 (10.15) ) EEZEN 0.470
Goodman et al., 2014 A 133 Mm dbE @R 67 (/) DES = k 0.230
Goodman et al., 2014 B 133 g dbse f@ER 67 i) i) % Ietea 0.370
Gutz et al., 2015 A 50 BEm BB RA 88 26.50 (/) BE EZZUN 0.330
Gutz et al., 2015 B 50 MEm RKH RA 90 25.50 (/) BE EEZUS 0.692
Jobst et al., 2014 39 Mmoo KM BA 100 i) ke e fk 0.805
Jobst et al., 2016 39w Bk IRA 100 30.13 (/) B ik 0.805
Koster et al., 2018 A 1 gEm RRH flEE 0 I(/) i) EL20N 0.450
Koster et al., 2018 B 144 fEm BRI {100 I BIE EZZUN 0.420
Lazarus et al., 2016 127 fEm dee {100 19.57 (2.50) BIE EZZUN 0.260
Lazarus et al., 2018 101 B db%E WA 76 30.00 (5.87) ] ELYIN 0.300
Liebke et al., 2018 56 SLEy BRI IRA 100 27.13 (/) 5] EEZEN 0.757
Masland, 2016 A 77 gEm duE RE 727 31.53 (/) 5] EEZEN 0.510
Masland, 2016 B 77 B dbE ORAE 727 31.53 (/) DES = k 0.400
Masland, 2016 C 77 Mmoo b€ WE 727 31.53 (/) [ ik 0.344
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Meyer et al., 2005 A 156 MM RRUH filE 72 30.20 (/) 5] ik 0.210
Meyer et al., 2005 B 156 B RRUH iR 72 30.20 (/) i) 5 AR 0.320
Miano et al., 2013 A 95 MM du3E fdE 69 19.80 (2.95) ] EZZUN 0.190
Miano et al., 2013 B 95 MM du3E fdE 69 19.80 (2.95) ] 4 ELZUN 0.140
Miano et al., 2013 C 95  fEm dbE f@ER 69 19.80 (2.95) [BES EEZEN 0.120
Peters et al., 2015 A 411 BEm dbsE R 68 19.80 (2.09) 5] e 0.450
Peters et al., 2015 B 411 BEm dbsE R 68 19.80 (2.09) ) ABRER 0410
Peters et al., 2015 C 411 MEim Jbse flE 68 19.80 (2.09) BES AFEL 0450
Peters et al., 2015 D 411 Mmoo dbsE R 68 19.80 (2.09) BIE Th 0.220
Renneberg et al., 2012 A 30 I BRI IRGA 867 28.92 (/) MIZHEEREA Bk -0.355
Renneberg et al., 2012 B 30 E Rk RA S 86.7 28.92 (/) PIZHHBERIEE ik 0.043
Renneberg et al., 2012 C 30 SEE: WM IREe 867 28.92 (/)  PIZPEERVE L ELIVN 0.036
Rosenbach & Renneberg, 2014 193 i KK B 793 25.00 (5.40) BE EEZEN 0.530
Rosenbach & Renneberg, 2015 A 57  Him  BKM IRE 807 35.76 (/) i) £ 0.414
Rosenbach & Renneberg, 2015B 60  Hif] B R4A 833 31.75 (/) ] % ELZIN 0.686
Sato et al., 2018 256 RE BRI fEEE 672 23.77(6.67) 7] ELZUN 0.390
Sato et al., 2020 256 R B fEEE 67.2 23.77(6.67) [BES EEZEN 0.390
Seidl et al., 2020 A 63 MM BRI IRE 642 4039 ()  MZEERE K -0.043
Seidl et al., 2020 B 63 MM BRI IRE 642 4039 ()  MZEERE Kk -0.046
Selby et al., 2010 94 REm Jb3E flERE 787 18.75 (1.05) ) IR 0.440
Shorey et al., 2014 98  fEm db3E WK 0 38.89 (10.60) ] ELZUN 0.510
Skinner, 2014 147 g dee @ 769 o) ] % ik 0.210
Sommerfeld & Bitton, 2020 A 60  fEm HAplh  RE 60 26.41 (6.18) ] ELYIN 0.720
Sommerfeld & Bitton, 2020 B 60 HHE[A) Hib  RE 60 26.41 (6.18) [k ELIVN 0.498
Staebler et al., 2011 A 26 Mm@ BRI IRA S 1000 27.27(7.69) ) ik 0.320
Staebler et al., 2011 B 145 R KR WA 69.8 34.85 (/) i) 5 AR 0.546
Staebler et al., 2011 C 102 BEm BN WA 941 28.81 (/) 7] 45 ik 0.857
Strimpfel, 2012 A 55 gm0 dbk fdEE 49.1 15.48 (1.21) BE ELZUN 0.250
Strimpfel, 2012 B 55 gm0 dbe f@E 491 15.48 (1.21) BE e 0.200
Strimpfel, 2012 C 55 MM db3E R 491 15.48 (1.21) BE ABRER 0470
Strimpfel, 2012 D 55 MM dbE R 491 15.48 (1.21) BE AIESE 0220
Strimpfel, 2012 E 55 K dbZE BEEE 49.1 15.48 (1.21) [A] 4 78 —0.050
Thome et al., 2016 72 % KRl A 100 26.70 (/) 5] 45 ik 0.786
Tragesser et al., 2008 121 fm dbsE S 68.6 1917 (1.78) ] ELZUN 0.340
Winter et al., 2015 60  f BRI RA 100 26.12 (/) ] EEZUS 0.716
Winter et al., 2016 60  fEm B IRA 100 26.12 (/) 5] EEZEN 0.716
Wrege et al., 2019 68  ELE BRI IREA 809 26.73 (/) MZHERE K 0.168
Zielinski & Veilleux, 2014 165 MM dbE S 642 19.09 (1.14) BES AR 0.280

T A=W 2 S A AR RS T RERIR X A8,/ FRm 76 SCRRh BOA s % 3 e A
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23 HEETHWEE

*H Comprehensive Meta Analysis 2.0 (CMA
2.0) % EL 0 & SCHR HE AT B S i 5 40 i, ST
G CEA R AR AR BURE S BP RRAE[E] ¢
WK 2 FE L, SEFEAH OC R B (DI MR i . 72
Gty it B b, F 4 SCBRR B ) T Z E] A AR
KRB, MEAMRET FME. tE. dES, HX
W IR B RS TR RS, CMA BRI R R
0y 4 % 1) K080 A Al S B 9 T R IO RONE B, A5 E T
FAA MMM R o, BTS2
ARG, AW TR 30 52 B BIF 5 SOk v Bir
BT W A O B, B SRR 3 84 AT Y
ROV

FI i I8 23 B 32 R T 18T 5 280 07 A5 2 (fixed
effect model) ML AR A (random effect model)
KA HraE A o /A AR BITA A AT 5E A AE
— AR [R) Y LSO B, T RIF S A0 B ) AN [+
I BEAL IR 22 S 800y 5 MR B> B8 A )
5% (8] 1 BN B T LA 6], B 55 2800 £ 8] (1) A 6]
B PR AKONE Y A [R] R BE AL 3R 22 St R 2 B
(Borenstein et al., 2009), 47043 H7 SCHk B 9% 1B
P D TR AR AP AATEAR TR, Hax sz
3R AR 2 SR, WA B B AA R AR A (e
45,2019; 5RWA 4E,2019), LTI, HFADIE
BRI A xR URVE S BP FREM] 5C
R A2, PR R T BE AL RO A5 B 0 B 40 7 47
I3t

WAk, AHIEFE R TR R 5 vk DA 25 8¢ At 7% &=
X RERBREE - (1) YA ) A
R HEREA Gp A (2) 24 HAb AR B o % 20748
PPN = F e e

3 HAR&ER

31 RERMKRE

K FBE LS SIS 84 AN A HEAT S
PERGSR, Z55EH, FMERYS QR 1715.73 (p<
0.001); I-squared 1B} 95.16%, B4 48 U= M: 5
BP HHE[E AR R 95.16%H MEAE TR T
THREOR I B2 SR Y, IR 4.84%
(78 SRR T REAL IR 22; HRHE I-squared f 4 5t aN
25%. S0%F1 75%43 AN RIAG . o, S TR
Y 5 (Higgins et al., 2003), AR5 A 44500
HEA &S, 2 5 T ae sz 8 AN R

T3, PR AR BIF 9% AS A S S R — P 258
H LB AR R 3 IR A AR i
32 RFRREERE

Fail-safe N (R &2 RE) WA, N = 5018, #F
RBRBORT 5K + 10 (K FRMS7 A BB,
W B A2 % i FF ) W] RE PE %% /N (Rothstein et al.,
2006), i tt, ZICH T AFAE R T Mt o tLAk, 8
i3 2 E (funnel plot)rl & 31, HoorAm &A%
FRAAT, FRAARITT B AEAE R =AW AT 1Y 7T BedE 4
No U SEEA TSR, WEBAOVE R . K
2R EGRE D, fa, Ry s e iR
S ERTRES, MR AET A, RIFRZEBDN, #
AR, B SR U, AR BFAEAYIT
G352 3 & Tt A5 B s I AR /N o
33 THERDH

ST 5 A ST, AR IOR T G
TEL R ME S BP RRAF 1] SE I Y 45 W AR AR 4 #r
HRAEW IV | Bk ab i . AEAR AL
BP FEAFFE A R 2 SRR 0 i 2 A Hp S [R] T
FEAT, {E4BURIES BP 4RAF 8] Y SC IR 2 77
TERE 2R H, BB ISR 55 m s
56 25 S0 (B A A 1) B3 T AR A 7 ), R
JIT A A, 455 T St DX R At X R AR 7 3 Oy
I PR K L f R 3 (I s PR 1) A 5 B (R
Bl R A FE G R B R); BP RRE T8 br AR ¥
L8 Lo AR CRIRFE LB T | | 1645 . A BR
KE . ARIEZE AT Ry, 640 U i D 28 A
LG ) 4 /i R AT LRI

mEk 2 PR, WHEARITES R BN, R
Wit L, R MR HE LA USRS BP HE
6] A 56 R B s, 153 0.41 (p < 0.001); FE#E
TPT AL Hb b, HC At DX RE A JE 48 UM 5 BP
FRAETE] (9 AH OC R B, 48] 0.58 (p < 0.001);
FEREARZA I, 1RA B (R A fE Bl S I IR
Pl ) i 2 SURYE 5 BP R AE 1] A R 56 2 B v,
iK% 0.53 (p<0.001); 7E BP FREFEHR I, $EAH
JEE L5 B R BP FRAE E] A9 A O R U, 155 0.45
(P < 0.001); 7EH5 £ st i I i S A vt 2 )
AT I AUERME S BP FRE R A A C R AL
e, 5% 0.43 (p<0.001),
34 FEWS5LMWIKLAIAERRTHERFHIT

5 I3 4 %7

BT HE— 2 R I RUE S M 2 28 T 4Rl &
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2 MK L A9 3 T A 3 2 AR it AR A [RE AR AR T X
FEL BURNE S BP FRAE R SCIR A 00 o R Jin %5
A Q019 [, AT I BT Ml 57 AR AR A K
PRSI AR A AT R 9 A 0 B P 3 b B % 4 A
S BP FRAER CHR A2, 4550 NER 3 PR,
RGBT . BRSEHIIX | Bk BP JRfiE . ERE
P WAEAT, AR % 5 2o Pl L 4 % — 25 [
IR R M A 2 2 (ps > 0.05),

4 itig

ABEFER AT Mk, i IR A LA
SR SR TR HURIE S BP FREZ H] 9 5C
HRFREE, S5 5R R ITANA SCHR I S B vE v o
T, ARSCRETREELBIRIES BP FFEN]
KR — 2L 23 Bt AT RERY S M K 3R AR 5 B 15
TR, YAk . BEARZERL | BP FFAESRAE |

K2 THEFHER

_— 51 —_— BNAB B 95% E-AF X [f] XA A 56
AT TR R z p
Mot R 78 0.41 0.34 0.48 10.37 0.000
B 6 0.32 -0.14 0.67 1.38 0.169
e T Ak 3t e 80 0.40 0.33 0.47 9.86 0.000
HoAl 4 0.58 0.44 0.69 7.06 0.000
FEAR A i R 3 0.43 0.32 0.53 6.94 0.000
T e 42 0.29 0.20 0.38 6.08 0.000
Re 39 0.53 0.43 0.61 9.65 0.000
BP FFHiE ik 71 0.45 0.39 0.50 13.82 0.000
fifhr 1i5 4% 3 0.38 0.26 0.49 5.71 0.000
NN 2 0.42 0.34 0.49 9.52 0.000
A3 3 0.40 0.28 0.51 6.06 0.000
17h 5 -0.19 -0.43 0.07 -1.42 0.157
T2 U RY R 78 0.43 0.36 0.50 10.80 0.000
s 17 525 6 -0.02 -0.15 0.12 -0.26 0.795

x3 mEBPSHER

WAEA A b SE TR e z p
B 1) 1 AR (M) 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.04 0.78 0.437
4E 1% (SD) -0.02 0.03 -0.07 0.03 -0.91 0.362
LRI ) 0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.01 0.50 0.620
WK 3% b X ER (M) 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.04 0.89 0.374
4E 1% (SD) -0.03 0.03 -0.08 0.02 -1.04 0.297
LRI ) 0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.01 0.61 0.545
ik AEIE (M) 0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.02 0.55 0.580
BE L 4E 1% (SD) 0.01 0.02 -0.03 0.04 0.33 0.741
LRI ) -0.00 0.00 -0.01 0.00 -0.21 0.830
jie/S HE (M) 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.04 0.78 0.437
4E 1% (SD) -0.02 0.03 -0.07 0.03 -0.91 0.362
LRI ) 0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.01 0.50 0.620
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5 4 BB P T S S TR | AR S M L
A X 288 0 A A SR FH A AS 43 B, T R i 4 AR
DB AR A0 ST B A 3 22 1) AR AR TR kA7 5T Il 1S
AT, LA SAEARFNEAEA h i A U 5 BP
FRAER] SCHR Y 22 57

VISR R, fE4afst 5 BP RRIEZ (]
L IEAH 5% (Cavicchioli & Maffei, 2019; Foxhall et
al., 2019; Gao et al., 2017), — 7 i, 5468 P:A
RSy F6 4 SRR A 08 975 A 1k Bl WL 2R 6 9 3 LA
A AR PR AR 0 3 0 1 47 3% A 21 1Y B (Downey
et al., 2004), JEHEAEXT APRIAE P HEAL RN
SN B, RS 5 DR E T 4 (i . £ )
R SR R R AE 1Y R 3886 52 (fight-or-flight
response)” % YIAH 3¢, I F IR AT &5 LA Kot 22 W]
kol %% J117 K (Gardner et al., 2020; McDonald et
al., 2010; Murphy & Russell, 2016), X iF5 BP f¥
Ko IEAH GG . 7 BP BRIEAMALE T N b i b
T REACER T AN E B A B A B IR HLA,
5 1 B A U B A R R Ok R
AR B gt BT 5 0 15 St Bl o X 4 &
5 26 1 T R M R, AT B 2 X 28 4R R
JE 4R (Cavicchioli & Maffei, 2019), H 4/MA&#
SR BUNE 45 I, A A T X B 0 T AE A S R,
DTS5 B0 52 i) B Sk ™ B2 (Daros et al., 2013),
Ty =D, AR BB AR TR BP R
TEAMAR B AR R ME(Downey & Feldman, 1996),
305 T 2 3 ek e 24 R — T X [ —
B At 23 B 48 R 150 31 BE 23R 4R E HAT N
S 07 i B0 — XA AT Ry 7 A R e — Bk s 4R
2467 1) B A2 S P (Pietrzak et al., 2005), Xf T/ BP
FRERRI S, HIHE R IR 425 B
IR ST A0 TR i A LR o U KO AE L, Hogs
B IE W T A% O AE &, TN X AR E
i HAt & PRt —2 T ¥ (Beeney et al., 2018), [F]
i, BPD S B BP R EMAA B ik o At 2 248
S R e S GO P i 2 B a5 A R N R R
fiE 71 ¥ %: 2% (Beeney et al., 2018; Bottesi et al.,
2018; Winter et al., 2017), Zy¥4 A flt A9 HE409
I F B 3R I v 3 447 A (Berenson et
al., 2016; Berenson et al., 2018), X#FA] figE— 4
XA AAT Ry mOR AN B B 1L 7 AR U I, S 3L
JLIE Hb B A A 4, 7S AR AR 4 AN A 23 B i SRl
5 26 U B KPR v, d o TSI BP AFAEK

SRS AN SR, wE 4 BB S BP RFIEZ A AY
KUK, A3A A AR 22X H = A, A it
AKIF TN SR 8 T R S W) DR 3R AT 52 2% S TR
S AEARTFfARs B0 1 5 22 i) 114 SR B
41 AEEEMNELFGRMESDGE NEFFE

18] 5< B B 52 1

DATEAITFE /DX 5 0 — 2 2 1] O A% B Mot A2
AT U, WA AR A ST DL R LU R 4R
YRURPES BP ARIE ]SSBT R B U o A
W WAEA A 58 T AT ST B IR A | Pk
JITAb i REAR Y | BP AR R AR SR 268 gk
00 e 2 R XHE 4 B E S BP RRAIE 18] SCHR A9 52
Wiy, PR RS BT AR o — 2

AR R, SRIAAS R 58 Bt Bl 44345
RURIE Y BP RIEZ A A AR OC R BCHA B %2
5, BRI TE b RS B RO A s 5 2 2R
Mo, FE 2 SRR Y 0 e S R X 3 2 [ SCHR LA
TE RN, 0] B R T AR & TAT
NI AR . X S ST IR A — B,
VLI 3 SRR 3 55 PRI R Z S I ek 2 5
(LR, S T i SR PR 1) e 7 A R ) 46 i e f
A3 A ik P A A R0 2 B g o X nT S BPD A%
DR BB RS %, BPD A i1
THORAE L 35 19 AT REVE(APA, 2013), TESLHE %
Fgrh, BTS2 BRI E W e
BRI SR SN SR, BRI 24
Z5F ORI, (BIE—ER B Ay FrER i,
WA AL AR i AL 2 5 F B DL RO
SEAETE N EAE o T2 1A XA S e U E 4 Y
T2 2 i A8 G 1R 4 v e S I B, — D T
A2 K TR 25 15 S 6 2R B A 0 PR i, 5
—J7 W2 B 1 T8 A 2 ¥didgs, HAC
B AR LT, B 2 AU R KR B
IHEAh, 3 Al BE S T T 4 A8 SCHK R R T 25
TEAIE 5 B I 265 985 o 9 e 10 o SR ) F 5
A B RS ATE

MEEAR N T2 i ko B, ARHA
JIt Ak M A G DG H A AE A 2R S, A LT
AN T ARG L X, 7R HA 3 XA A v r
PR A SRR TR . X AT REAZ 3] 1 SCAb 22 S A R
Wi o — 77 1T, EYH B X IR Z A 2SR, X A B
KRR TR, MAXHME AL A 2 RPN T
HKTE(Chen et al., 2018). B4, 78 EJLE M/
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M EOR B BB KR, 5 KT REHA N
PARRKXR(TER &, 2015), XGRS FHA
AP 5 24 SRR AR B0, 5 o g — SR P T
ML S R RIES AN R 2 5y — T, BT
0 S8 b, DX s LA AT Y AN 2 P R KT, T
T At b DX (0 JFE 2 STV i, X)) D A 8 v T AN T
PERLEE K, SEAORE T ™ 4% BOAT A B S, B
SR B BB A UM, IR T RE S
R B N PRAZFE S 72 (Zotzmann et al., 2019), Kt
AR LG T DBRSE  XAEAS T 3, Al X AR AS R HE 2
TURME S BP RRAER]AYOCIK R R R, 4
= RIRFEAR S BIR; —F CHR A 2, IR A
Pl (BR A et R Bl ST M PR #1280 25 44 BF 50
POV AR IR R, 4 R SR — B, X T RE
2 W T TR A B Y SCHRTE A W] 25 1T i R
BEGXMAZ MM ESR, BRET BP FHiEZ
B, SRS, HEAR ANRERRIE S 24,
AT A OB RN B, XS], T
WAREXHERE MK, BPD B, 2B H AR b
PR IR, JELEURMES BP IR Y SCHK 2
W AFER . MAh, 7 BP $RiEFEHR L, 45 BP
IR PR KO B B9 BT A B 800 1t e R, 31X 51
PR — 2, Ul WA 268 UM B AR TR B
KRMBIF, (HiEE BP HRRE 2 18] A B I AL
FRT ABRCRWATE, MERIL 20 A5
Wil o 5] G, R A SRR A AT SR BB 415 R
J5 5 P ARG 2, RO M S B A AT
g, VL F St s AR SRR N TRLRR, B X HE 4
H O 1Y fils A #E47 2 37 (Bondii & Richter, 2016;
Jacobs & Harper, 2013), M5 BP $:-E 1 1174
AT EAH IR, XA IR T AME B IA M~ IR
GEHE PN R AT o T AR TN
PRA|GEZ PP A D RE WAL, T3 5b, X ATRE
2 THEE BB W T MAR S AT A
FE 4 (Ding et al.,, 2020; Gardner et al., 2020;
McDonald et al., 2010), #ETHZNT BP FRE 1) 3%
WK, AT RE m BP RRAEMARLENS 45 . A PR G
. AREZR EATEE U SAEST By eh sl
Hnl ge 2 R EA AT 5 2 #) 4L 2HE T (Beeney et
al., 2018; Berenson et al., 2016; Bottesi et al., 2018;
Winter et al., 2017), i [f] i iy T i 7
MRV (APA, 2013), i — 25 3 3UE 46 U
KT, AR Z B AEPETRER

IeAh, ABFFEARYEET AL Jin et al., 2019)
PEELT A Sr AR A S R 22 HON 38 SCHRAEAE R R )
WEREAS, 38 i T4 BT 181 U9 25 52 AR % B Lo Mg L
BT X SE A E REAS T XHE A U E S BP HFAE(H]
KR . SEBEA R, fEfmixit. B
XA . BEfK BP FRE . R ILIE A TAE
Arh, AR5 2o PR X 38 T SCEK 1Y 52
AR E . AR R RS, X 0T B P X
AEATAE S 2 AR =, ABROCR R o E %
Mo ATTIFHT AN A IREAS AR I B A AL T /D 48
SRR RRE A Z v, AT B, Hhst
FE2E G R Y B IR (G AR 2R B R B 2 R A 5L
R 2R g VT ik 2 HE ) RE % I 35 /0 4F /Y 4
AR BE, U2 X T v 4 4 BUR AR A9 AR
(Chango et al., 2012), #ATM, B ARY 7 A AE
TR AR AR R B, Andt s 2T AL . B4R
#:JJ1% (Fan et al., 2020; Jones et al., 2018), HL5L &
Ui, HAE S AR HR AT BE A RN BR s i
MmN, R, G890 E & A T L
BRI AT RE RN 528, IWNE AR, B
B A RPN R, AT IR T 2 ¢
E ARG S Z AR EFRAE, #54, 2006). K
I, AR TR 4 UM S BP RRAIE ] SCIE 1 5
A B8 35 i A IUAE T /D AR 015 AR X A B Be
Z A, T2 AT AE L IR AE )L A AR R T R
] o M PRt Fe i 1) ff R A, A8 e ML
RXFHEEZ TR, WA Ar HE 3% T
. RS EAAEGKEAF] 4, 2019; Eschenbeck et
al., 2007), fH L PR 415205 358 v AE AE 1 S DA
W N UK (Ran et al., 2018), 534k, M2 5 0]
A AFAE T 3% JC I T M0t 1) i1ty 5L A A0 vy, v S R
PR Bilhn, S5 A Lo PR AR 2 45 B T 05 SR,
FAEX T NAE 4R B T 2 BRI 4, i
P B HS B 2 1Y 2 S8 45 (Downey & Feldman,
1996), HActEZRM ML AR, XN BP FHIE
SRR, BN 2 R R b3 AT R, X
N BP R TH 94T R 4 A (Carlson et al., 2020; Sher
et al., 2019),

42 MRAEERE

AW R EIE LT ILA I : (1) Tt
By 75 B AT Re AN A B T C A 1Y SCHRITF 58 58
BE B AR T RIS g T
SCHR, ARFEAE — SO AEIRAE 0 F] Al 5 BB 19 35t U
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{1 an A 5 73 SCHR AT BE TEAE AT 5 I i 22 Fp g i R 2
NIRRT 6, SR T 5 BRER N AL
(2) A8 o B S AE AT A7 TEREAS 23 A1 R 24 47 1)
A, A E > AL S T LA RO AE, 5 H A
I LU B REAS B 22 S R, T BE 2 T BUEAEA
IIRTEE RATAE —E W 225 (3) MATAEHE Z ] RERY
My 35 18] SC IR ) HAl A2 i, RN BIRHE 197
Fil

AR BIBETE AT L JE (1) AAT 58 7E $i HUR
A SCHR B (5 B I 18 T PS8 B 2 8] 2 B A
5 ZH LA B Al A5 R ok A 1] S 1Bk 14 T RE B
R AT 2 SRR S TR AR H v REAT AL 1Y A Bl
il (2) APFFHAR SR AL T I, =
BOTI 45 R T A 78 P 2 1B AE B T 7 1l
2 A T [ N A i EL A Gk 59 SRR A,
PR AR SR AT 5 AT A B A 1) BF T it — D4R —F 2
6] A] BEAFAE A LTI O &5 (3) AHFTEMAR
SCHR A BT 52 DA 248 SRR ) 23 (BT L2 |
IR | SEYE UM A L5 5T BP ARAE Y
SO, R FE AT 12 A B TSR R 4 e vk
AN B SRR ZE 55 (4) N BIESE & AT DL
i 2% (6] DGR F) ] 5 A8 B 46 T+, 255 v 195 St
— XA AT RIS 73 Hr

5 #it

() BEmBct . HAbIXREA | R
RN G NAS AR | o 30 0 o I T A A R 28
B 5 10 G R NAR AL 22 8] B R O 28 B0 v 5

(2) TEREM BT BRI IXREAS | B iRl &
TYASARAE | HREN S WA, FR S 4
P 1 B 91X 2 AR 5 0 G R N AR AR ] 5%
PR ALBSRNTE

S 3Tk
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Abstract: Rejection sensitivity (RS) refers to the cognitive-affective processing disposition to anxiously
expect, readily perceive, and intensely react to cues of interpersonal rejection. The developmental model of
rejection sensitivity suggests that rejection experience is a disadvantaged environment during the growth
process of individuals with borderline personality disorder. Therefore, individuals with higher borderline
personality features are more inclined to perceive rejection and exclusion. However, findings of previous
empirical studies regarding the relationship between borderline personality features and rejection sensitivity
are mixed. The current meta-analysis aimed at integrating the results of existing research and examine
possible moderators. Fifty original journal articles that met the inclusion/exclusion requirements were
included, including 84 effect sizes, and 7, 400 participants. The homogeneity test indicated heterogeneity of
effect sizes. Therefore, we used subgroup analysis and meta-regression to explore how different types of
study design, source of the sample, sample type, indices of borderline personality feature, and type of
rejection sensitivity measurement affect this relationship. The results revealed that (1) the relationship
between RS and borderline personality features was the strongest in the subgroup of the cross-sectional
design, non-European and American samples, mixed subject samples, overall borderline personality feature,
and rejection sensitivity measured by questionnaires; (2) participants’ age and the proportion of female
participants did not moderate this relationship. This is the first meta-analysis to systematically explore the
relationship between rejection sensitivity and borderline personality features, and the underlying moderators,
which will advance research in this field.

Key words: rejection sensitivity, borderline personality features, meta-analysis, subgroup analysis, meta-regression

analysis





