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The relationship between interpersonal mobility and rejection sensitivity
A cross-sectional study in adolescence
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Abstract

Being rejected from desirable social relationships could be harmful to one’s health. Previous
studies showed that Japanese people tend to be more sensitive to social rejection as compared to
North Americans. This culturally dominant pattern could be interpreted as a result of the
difficulties of forming and replacing social relationships (Relational mobility: RMob). However,
cross-cultural findings suggest that culturally dominant patterns in certain psychological
tendencies differ by age. Specifically, previous studies indicated that culturally dominant patterns
were not observed in the early stages of development. There have not been any studies examining
developmental changes in the levels of the RMob, rejection sensitivity, and their relationships.
Therefore, we conducted a cross-sectional study among adolescents to examine variances in

perceived RMob, rejection sensitivity, and the relationship between RMob and rejection sensitivity.
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