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R A RN R AL o FEE Y, A B4 E,
SN E T R EARIAE 3 AT, 43
VIR . 25 AT Ui (Levitas et al., 2007),
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Sepftge b, NG S HE R R R BRI T X T
A SO RITRFINSBR DL KT 2 1 R4 AT
fia], Lo Aan s A B PUB I A, Aifth A —i2 TAE,
5 A C MRS BC T £ 89 I 95 (Maner, Dewall,
Baumeister, & Schaller, 2007), B0 [a] T 7E $1 2> Al
1 5 fth A& 1F(Ouwerkerk, Kerr, Gallucci, & Van
Lange, 2005), W% 0] LLARBURE (R B 003 14 7= fh, B
GIEEWNGENER &= W =S M N DN N G L& 2
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& Wrangham, 2011; Williams & Sommer, 1997), %]
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FEAt 2 HE R AR B 5 25 57
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PR DA SURBDY 5 TN 55K, JF 43 Ja 2% A
SRS PSP NS N O VR - S U E G 12
Ko Williams (2007)iA2N, AAT1RER o Fh 5 2547
SR AR R SR AZ 2 TR, YR RZ
B T IS I AT 25 B 2 R BOER A 217 R Y fr
KA, MM RLRE T 2K 32 2 3RS B I AATTI) 25 5
2 R BU AL 24T R ok g s 45 il & . Lee M1 Shrum
2012y i W A Rl HE T 75 A4 P RS UE 13X
— A,

RURE 5 SR OF G FR 55 SR S T N AEAS 4 4 A
AT S AN ] 2 T R oK, i O T A g
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1976), H 3L & BRI B FA T FTRE e S AR 3k 1Y K
/r(Greenwald & Pratkanis, 1984), [ 3k HH iS4
ST B FRANEKAT A A (Markus & Kitayama,
1991), HAARIL T X Fh A4 A RIS ) 7 4 B R 0 o

TEE B SRS, MERRSRET SR AR T
K22 BB . TERRETS 43, AhSsHEF S EUb
B B3 & 5 6] BN 0 (Warburton, Williams, &
Cairns, 2006), i %] J&] B 458 DL R AT by 45 2R i 42 1l
SRR BE AN B A R O3 o A HE R S E
AT B B AR S PR P AR AR R R SR RE Y
T, R 2 06 BB ARTE AT 23 FR G b B XU
3k Bl H A5 ) 8 238 48 (Duclos, Wan, & Jiang,
2013), X [FIAE2 5 M A A SRR I o 3 AN IMATE
I A HE e Dt DAL B ek A b R RE S B B e Y 3 R A
Kl (Williams, 2009), &2 B H 3R A5 S0 48R .
MTER RIS, AL HFRRI TR S AR 1
Wrad, 25 B4 s AT AL 2 156 2R AIH J SRS oK
(Baumeister & Leary, 1995; Williams, 2007),
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Il 75 % A 75 M7 9 32 12 (Bahrick, Bahrick, &
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SREYNA TR, LA a8, DL R el L 2R 1Y
Aol

485 o ) B 28 2 0 Bl O T T T — A 5L i
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#(83) =15.90, p < 0.001), HEFAHBIAAETRER. A
B PR, R SR B A5y A N T
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ps = 0.207), Ui B B T R EUP T AN BE B
2SS
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0.054, 7,2 =0.212,

S 1B E 1A HE R SRR B O RR
RS EAR, R T A S HE R R AR L RO
PR, TE—E R FF TR —. A A
ST 1 TR O T AR B Y T B T S A A
HARBAT R R, B0 UAE(-1,0,1) o34, AR ShiE
FRXEZIN; - 5 A0 AL i A AR 8 145 AL S b 3 A



114 FE AR ARSHRRTEET A RS AP 22 5 1787

P TE A FAlAR b 75 R B, 0N B S o A 1 A DU
AR AR, 25 1R SR AR R D . X
L6 P AT RE S BUR W 5T B0 R AR A B R it S ik
HFCTERR AL, B LATE N —A S8 b 3ed ] A
R A SR IBOAS [ B4 A 00 7 A A G — R

4 SZIG 2

4.1 IRt

ARSLEETESL R 1 AT F Ay ekdt, R
ANTR) Y B P O A B I oy A R S ey 1 )[R R
JERIT 53 A At s HE R 4545 07 B3 it 52 i) mp
fHEE

ARSI SR — e AT Y, BEPLIERE 3 A4
PR 25 AR o WO B — My 0l 4, i
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Interaction Effect of Social Exclusion and Gender on Self-focus

WANG Ziwei; TU Ping

(Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract

Social exclusion has become a very important research topic in psychology in the past two decades. It is an
unpleasant but common experience in life and has great impact on individual’s emotion, cognition, motivation,
and behavior. However, both prosocial and antisocial behaviors have been found as a result of social exclusion,
and the underlying mechanism was not well understood. Williams has proposed a need-threat model to address
this issue. It asserts that one's response to social exclusion would depend on which need (relational need versus
efficacy need) is more threatened. We provide empirical support to this model from the gender perspective.
According to the gender literature, females care more about connections and interpersonal relationships, while
males care more about status and achievements. On the basis of the need-threat model and gender literature, the
relational threat of social exclusion should be more salient for females while the efficacy threat more salient for
males. Employing self-focus level as an indicator reflecting different threats, we predict that social exclusion
would increase self-focus level in males and decrease self-focus level in females. To further explore the
underlying need-threat mechanism, we also introduce power priming and self-construal manipulation to mitigate
the two threats.

Four studies were conducted to explore the interaction effect of social exclusion and gender on self-focus.
The first two studies were designed to test the main hypothesis. The experiments followed a two by two
between-subject design, with participants from each gender randomly assigned to the exclusion or inclusion
group. The next two studies aimed at exploring the underlying mechanism of the interaction. The third study
brought in power priming as buffer for efficacy threat. If males were driven by efficacy threat and females by
relational threat, then boosting power would reduce the influence of social exclusion for males but not for
females. The fourth study introduced self-construal manipulation to detect the relational threat of exclusion in
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female participants.

The experiment results supported our hypotheses. A significant interaction effect between social exclusion
and gender was discovered, with male participants reporting increased self-focus level and female participants
reporting decreased self-focus level after social exclusion treatment. Introducing power manipulation created a
significant three-way interaction. Boosting power made male participants less affected by social exclusion, but
had no effect on female participants. For female participants, the self-construal manipulation moderated the
effect of social exclusion. Independent self-construal manipulation caused female participants to report higher
self-focus level after exclusion. Results of the first two studies revealed the exclusion-gender interaction, and
results of the last two studies further supported the need-threat mechanism of the gender differences.

This research provides empirical support for the need-threat model, establishes an integral theory about the
exclusion-gender interaction, and brings new insights in explaining past contradictory findings. The findings can
be used to help people deal with social exclusion more efficiently. Highlighting the efficacy threat for males and
relational threat for females in social exclusion context, our research can contribute to various fields such as

public decision making, organizational management, marketing, and mental healthcare.

Key words social exclusion; gender; need-threat model; self-focus



