BRI & IE O B B 2
B QAR R oM

(i O - N

(%) 20224E5 A 30 H)

£3 9

AWFZED B, BRTEEITE & RO BEIC B 2 BB OBAMRERFT T L2 TH L, i
A, DB 2 DD 28 AR BB OIS ORER & UTHN§ 2R ERAN T 70— F DO
Hr bIBEA G SN TBE Y, BB 2H7 2 MAVOREOLETH 2 BURREMNED SV IZ
EPRBEAME L 2 B 2 EHW LI ENT WD, —J, BEMIE, SRR SIS TR Z i
T2 oS THD L TRINT VD, RBFFETIE, BIFRAEEIE & IBES X OSBELE OB
FIZOWT, BIFRIEEDME & IUMUE O B & B DA S 5 L ORELZ LT, —RALIOZ Z R &
L 7RG A THGE 2 AT 0 720 T OFER, BBTEO BB E SN, BRREIED S &
FTHIEEBRITTTHBHEEERE Y, MR LTIMEDRC 25 2 LR E N/,

F—TU—F HESERFHTTO—F, BREEE I, B

ANEEHEWEWTH L, 20720, HEATGIZBIT 25 ABEROZK - #EFRHIZIEFICH
ETHY, TNICHETZO0MFEICELTY, BELOMAIHARERQALNTE: (eg,
Lathren et al., 2021; Le, Impett, Lemay, Muise, & Tskhay, 2018) ., Baumeister & Leary (1995)
&, ABIZIZFTERAGR, $74bb [Fn, FEMZ L TEEZSABRE DR L bRk
FRICTEE LHEFR L 72w & v ) JR§E 728K ] (Baumeister & Leary, 1995, p. 497) 3% % &\ 9
CopESCRIE, ADMEE, BE, SATEEZE»TEARANLEEE 25D TH L, TD7:
B, ORI SNRWE ) RIRN, TabBASMICIN LZRRICB I, 2 L, #
HEIRREICR & BB 5 2 LIk ¥ Twb (e.g., HoltLunstad, Smith, Baker, Harris,
& Stephenson, 2015), & 2T, AfFETlE, #A54EREFH7 7 u—F (eg., Nisbett & Cohen,
1996; Oishi & Graham, 2010; Yamagishi & Yamagishi, 1994; Yuki & Schug, 2012) D 3505,
IHEOBERZHONCTEHIEEZHME T 5, HIERPANT 7u—F 13, AMIH

R BB R AR

UORRSOE, WARMERIRIC X B 2021 EERER L O T — § DTSR IT, FER L2 b0 TH B, i
MIRIZIE, WE7 A4 74 7, WIERliis KO 7 —  PURICBW TS KRG HkE LTwiz/in/, 2
IR L TS %,
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OLH - ATENMEIT DS, HRWERBEANOBISOFRE LTibo72bDTH Y, LBFEEZ B
B3 2I12H720, TOANEY EAAREBEHL, TORE T CLHBENRLED X HIC
TADXY) v+ - FAY y bEERMTHLESHT B0 TH S (B - HH, 20000, 2D
VD, LA L OBRIEEOEE DL TH 5 ERTETE (Relational mobility:
e.g., Yamagishi & Yamagishi, 1994; Yuki et al., 2007) 25RO EITEHE O—> & LTHITS
N5, BIRIRENE & RO B 2 Meas L2, BIRIRENEASE 13 SR A
EWVIH)HEOBEN B ENTW5S (e g, Badman, Nordstrom, Ueda, & Akaishi, 2022; Heu,
Hansen, & van Zomeren, 2021). —77, BIRIEENIE & IMUE ORI EOTRIZED X 9 7B
FEDM N TV B DIEHS IR o TR\, £2°T, ARWZETIE, S ABRIZBT 5 8%
PECHER L, BIFRIEENE & A& O BIE I B 2 B O AR R 2 Wi %6

MIRES & R

P 0%, AR ABFRE A2 BIEE LT 25 ABfRE ORIICA—E DD 5
& X \TRERT B BEER IR L EF &N D (Peplau & Perlman, 1982) . AU L[ B DfEREIR
RSB L 0 EO—>TH D (eg, Wang et al, 2018), Bz 1L, IMMUEAE W &1,
9O (e.g., Weeks, Michela, Peplau, & Bragg, 1980) °AZfEE (e.g., Dour, et al,, 2014) 7%
& AR B L BT 2 LA SN TV D, 512, UKL, EEIIRYE O
R I 2 v o Jg e (Valtorta, Kanaan, Gilbody, Ronzi, & Hanratty, 2016), I 8 1fil [ o F -
(Hawkley, Thisted, Masi, & Cacioppo, 2016; Yang, Boen, & Harris, 2015), 24J&%% (Jaremka
etal, 2014) & OREPFEIEMITIRENT WD,

—7J5, RABIMRO BIF SR ZEEICEEE RITTEREO—D L LTHEEI BT Tn
% (Sternberg, 1986) . H#EM: L 1%, S ABRICB T ZMT L OEH SR LMD RA) O
MIDIETHD, PEHEOBSIIBMROEREE & ITZLL, BIFRHERERY T\ Bl
IEU D EBRMERRICLEEE Sb, ZLTC, fi#F L Ol L < B R TR O KNI VM
&E2H725F (Weiss, 1973) ZEnbH b, BEEIIIMEOERENTHL LEZ HND,

RARRENE & REMES & OISR

VAR, BiAc R OHEEO UL EOB L LT, MAREEROME 5§ 54448
K7 7a—FIERPET o TVwE, ZO7 70 —F T, WEEZHWTLERO—oL
LT, HEZBIL2HHOMZCOREDOLEE, > F ) BRREINIIEH T % (Yamagishi &
Yamagishi, 1994) o FIBOHMEWHB L WEERTEEIHES (KRBT 2 &) Tk, BA»HE
AN ABIRZ B L7 D FRE L 720 T ARV EBEE ThH 5. —J, HHOEZVHIL
KRARMEIHE S RT7 V7R E) Tk, A4 ZHSMZII v b2 Y FREREREL
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THEY, HADEREIZ X 2K ABROIZE B BRD SHER T 2R Z LWHAETH 5,
HAEARENT 70—F T, FHACBVT, ZOHAITHEIGHRITEZ b 72 540
Wb Ez, TOEVHILEL LTINS LHRT 5,

I - SRR - K53k (2015) 1%, 7 V7 AL D SRCKAD T A5 ABIFRIC B W TR B
M ZER9 Db (Marshall, 2008; You & Malley-Morrison, 2000) (Z2W T, L&A
W7 78 —Fh otz kA7, L H1E, BEEPHTEZHGOIIC O EHOTHE K
xR/ LE 2. EBRREIHESICB 25 ABBROTEKO L3 313, FREIXEER
DLRTEITHHY, B ABBREERL T ENEMIFT LI LWLV L 2 EKRT
%o —7, KERKIHE T, ZOMBRE»SHERSNLTREES 2 LiTvwi, —EE
B S NZBRIIREH S NS v, 20720, BRMERRC T A M 2N B BEN R, THWHE
FEUEFOI LAY v NI WEF 2 5, IHHMIE, HAANE A FFANIZBIT S
BENE L BIRIREN OB 2 M5 L7z, TORR, 7 F T ANOHFHEANLD b RKABRE
BEMRICBT 2HEEIE L, KABRRICBT 2 8EEO BmZE, w2 i o R s
HOEEIZL > THM I Nz, XoT, BEEOLEE, HFFBHALD & BEFRREIE
DOEVHETHALILICLVHPIND 2 LAVRENT. T2, BOBLOREIIHT 8
FEHICEHLTIE, BMENRON AR o720 U EXYD, KABRICBWTIE, st ABEROE
BB O AHESREOWHESERBEIZE, A4 A ABRICBW TR U 2BHEEN S 252
AR ENT,

PAE, RSB LT, SRR ENORENME SN Tnb, HEERANT T u—
FhoEZLE, BERKIHHTETRIMERIZEKL 25 2 Pl ENS (Heu, Hansen, &
van Zomeren, 2021) . & BAREEIFE I ABBROTHTH Y, HrLVWBEREZER TSI L
BEGTH L0, PTHEE RS S 2 L IZRIBNES E»5Th b, —F, KR
KTOMNABREECHTH Y, KL Z S LI SWICINIT 5 2 L 2 BRT %,
BRI EIE R BT 2SI A OFGZE L TIF 5720, #ISHTIE 2R, Lo
T, RBARREN VR 2 E & A 2 (AP A % 815 5 720 0L BIAEE DM D o TE D
(Yamagishi, Hashimoto, & Schug, 2008), #ICHEEM BB EZHER L TwB EE 2T, M)
BEDE L e Bh 2 LiZewE# 2 5 b, Heu, Hansen, & van Zomeren (2021) (%, KM 4
7 EDWFAVERE O > T ViZB T, —H LU THRREITEORE S Gir7z 2 IR 2 TRk
TEL/ENEL L) 1T, KOS Z L2592 L 2R L. —h, BREEEOKS
NEROZENE) (IR E OBIEIZEIC X > TR RSN, KW ERREE S m IS
BV THEWHEZIZBWTIIR R RN EHONLZ L EZ/RL TS, 72, Badman,
Nordstrom, Ueda, & Akaishi (2022) 1&, HAAZ®RE LT, BHRAEIMED S EMEL
TWa ANEEIBIEA N C 2R L7z, ORI, EREORBBAHEORE ST,
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FRNEFROHEDOTTYH, BREEMEOMEOHAZEIZL 5T, KEAOFOITE) - LHAS
WhBHIEERLTWDS,

AT DIRER

DX, FATHIETIE, BIRIRENE & BT X OIE & OBIEAVREN T %,
BUETEDIARIE D BATER TH 5 7% 518, BIREEITE & UHIE O B 35 TR B
e LT SRS E 2 S b ARFZETIE, INH - WEH - ik (2015) RIS
&, BREOBENZWEL . b LAMAEDOETVARY THIUL, BIFRIREINEZ & < Al
HYHNIE, BREZMHER L TOLBANOBEEN R V20, IMEIMEL 25 EE RS
Nbo 12721, AEOETT VD ZY TR ZWGELZRAO6NL, ThUE, SEREEHS
BT B IEDREBH 7 B DOL SITL ) 7256815 L oOniie (Heu et al, 2021) %
BE2bL, BREZMFFTETVEILEDYS, FILVWIRVCORERPZWERHETH I L
DFHVHERELZEEZONL, LoT, AFETIE, BIRREITE & IURHEOBIHEIZ BT, B
EANOBENEEFH TR 5 72 NOBDENZENERN R ZFODIZOVTRE T2 L 2
HIET %o

DEZBEE R, ARWIZETIRRD 3 DD 2 WGES 5o BIFRREIMEA R WIE EBEME L
{57259 (KHD . BRREITEA S VI EIEIIIRS 2 57259 (IRFE2) . BIFRIEE)
P& OB HEIE, BEEICL > THEAMSINDZS ) (IRE3) -

7 =

REREE
AR EZ, MRS =07 vy — b EZ Y —110% (B : 674, &ME424,
B2 vl Tholo

Fhrx

MEHE, FIA T+ —2AF - arbry Meiih, FELLBICEMRKICHE L &
TOEMEBICHE L%, T7) =74 v 7 &Gk, 7T—F OIS RAEICHE L
720 MIBREIEB L2100 THh o7z MIEE, HME LT, 79— 561 AH720100M
VSR N oY (WA

RE
MIRRE AVHEOWE NI TR - P9I (1983) A¥FRER L 72 GT i UCLA ARSI R EE 2 H v
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72 [RAZAE DD EHWD RV | HRE20HHTH o720 FHHIZOWT, 1 1 RLTEL
B, 210572 UR, 3IIRAIKLE S, 4 LIFLIEKL A, O 4HETHE L,

BFE e BRI EIEONEIZIZ, Yukietal (2007) OBRKREIERELZH V. [
lzDH et (R, WY, ATV, ERERE) IEDALICO>VWTERALE
To WDENTNDLD, BT Y DANLIZENL WU TIZFE LD EEZTLZE W,
Laha, 12EHAWCOWT, 1@ Zr8bhwv, 2:Z58bhwv, 3 :HFHEHHEbD
v, 4 ALEHIES, 5298, 62 THEHIES, O6HHBHICTHRE L. H
K2, fL7 HIE, 30HM, 90HMT, ZMEHIAD»H L LAY HVR RN E 572 ADHK
b & L7z,

Hmt BENofEIcE, S8 - KY (2003) 2SHERL 72 BEO = AMGREICBIT S
BEHERTZWETZ2HEOREH W [zt BLVEKAIIOVWTEHRALET,
WDOENENDOLD, ENLKDHLVHETEEANEEZ TRV | L3, [OOXALD
MRIIELHORNEDTH S| R EI0HEHIZOWT ] &Y TRIELRY, 3:HFD
MTIEELL, 5 EELTHR, 7 R TWEFES, 9 EEITHUTIEESL, D9
P TE L7z,

& R
FEICEE L2110% 09 B, WEZ G T L 2 EICHZEL RV ERE L2 ANZ R
L7:109% (BB1E664, k424, Bz27-K v 14) Zoigs Lz, FHFERIZ42.81
% (SD=10.20) TH o 7zo BHEMAREE LR HFE% Table 1 1278 F . ZTOREIZBW

T, TNl —EE» G Sh7: (as>.75)

Table 1 Alpha coefficients and statistical description in each scale

a N M SD Min. Max.
Loneliness 97 109 2.62 0.70 1.24 3.86
Intimacy 97 109 5.51 2.03 1.00 8.90
RM .75 109 3.72 0.63 2.08 5.58
7 days - 109 0.06 0.31 0.00 2.00
30 days - 109 0.49 1.36 0.00 8.00
90 days - 109 1.38 2.56 0.00 15.00

Note. RM, 7 days, 30 days and 90 days mean “Relational Mobility,” “the number of new friends and acquain-
tances during 7 days”, “the number of new friends and acquaintances during 30 days” and “the number of new
friends and acquaintances during 90 days,” respectively.
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Table 2 Correlational coefficients among scales

Loneliness Intimacy RM 7 days 30 days

Loneliness

Intimacy —.73**

RM — 45" 427

7 days - 21" 14 18

30 days —.22F .20* 20" 67

90 days ) 28™* 21% 767 847

*p < .05, *p < .01
Intimacy 3 months
21* 22%
RM > Loneliness RM > Loneliness
-45" o> -18 SA5FE > 4k

Figure 1. The mediation effect of intimacy on the Figure 2. The mediation effect of the number

of new friends/acquaintances in three
months on the relationship between
relational mobility and loneliness

relationship between relational mobil-
ity and loneliness

IS % 4T o 72455 (Table 2), BARTEBIYE & BB IXIEOMMBE (r= 42, p<.01),
BARVE B TE & AU AT B 2 B OMIBIBIR (= — 45, p<.01) RSN, ZLT, BEE
LA AR OMHBE (r=—73,p<.01) AVEXN7z, 2512, 7 HIE, 30HM, 90H
MICH A 2HLVEA - M) AVoRd, ZhAZRIMEE AOHBEMETH - 7=
(rs>.20, ps<.05) o

BRI B M & IR O B 51T 2 BUBHE & 5 L v IS o NSO B3 8 % Bt L7z
(Figure 1, 2)°, Bootstrap #:% I\ 7= AR OME 2 17 5 7285 0L, B, S0 Tikd
295, HERBAEITR SN (Z2=4.30, p<01)0 —Fi, FmMEVO AT, 7H
M, 30HM, 90HMOWFIAEABAEIR SN Ld o7 (Zs<1.85, ps>.06).

2

LA BIARTE B PE VS B0 2 Tk e o, BIRIEE - fH o BB TR E & st & o
BT BBAMEERBLZY, 3920 T UMETH 2 HHRBECORETIEIREI L SN
Molel ERELTWD, RIFFEDOT—FI2BWT, AT TV OBERIEEIN % & TSI
EMWZTOMLIZEZ A, WTFROTFVBAICBWTH BRI SN (Zs>3.55, ps<.01).
72720, HHEHEVORS (0=.90) TRMENROAEETH > 720 HAEBOEAT : f=
— 41, p<.01, FEAFE - p= —.18,p<.05), BARIERK - SEHOHME (0=.88) Tlkm&HEMENTW
7o (BANEEOPE AT : = —.35, p< .01, LA : f=—-.10,p=.18)o L LEOHEELS, IHHAMOK;
W —EEH SN ES A 5,
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% EX

AWFEO B, KIS EEZ 52 58T EREHL T2 THo7z, 22T,
AREFFETIE, IR OBLER & U CRBRImEINE & BB ICER Lz, SBATFZE X Y, BRI
Bk & AVHERIZ A OB (Badman et al., 2022; Heu et al., 2021), BIFRTEENME & BIE ML ED
B (IUE - JUE - &5k 2015) 2SS IR > T b B BRI EN L& Cldt ABIFRIC
BOWTHEEZECHAET 2 ZEVHESNTH S L OFRIHEDE, AT, BFRITE)
PEDSECIEE, FABMRICBUI 2 BEEIEE D, FHRE L THUEAMET T 5 L O£
FNEN Tz 72721, BRRENE & IEO BRI H 722 AV OEDL SIcX ) b 72
LENDLEWHIRE (Heuetal, 2021) 55, BAERE L THZLZHECORIEZ LN
b0 TIT, AWZETIE, BIRIRENE & RO BEIZ B W T, BA~NOBEE L7
KD NEHB BN R EZFONENITONT, BHEMHEZ B TR Lz, 2ofE, %k
e R —H L <, BPIRREITE & VB C B OB R S, BIRIEEITE & Bl
FIEOBES RSNz THHIIMRH 1 SR 2 2 XHT LD TH o7z, T/, BRIEE
PE & IR OB HEIZ BT, BEETEIIZEARIRAE SN 72As, Fric e miasno ARUZIZE
ARIREBA SN o720 OB 3 2 XLFET 2D THo72. Thbh, BIRIGE
PEBEAAHRTH D LMEL TS AN, BRICH LTl Pz, 2oL T
I TIZZVEIR L TWAZ EATRENT, TDOZLIE, BERREHA BV THEE
WU TH 2 L OIHMO EHEZ LT 20TEH 5%

AWEOMERIL, KO3 RdHD, T3, KB WT, BREEITED RS &R
HETOEIHE SN TV, JHEIZET V7 AOHEDBEKAL D bEWI LATREN
Tw3 (e.g.,Anderson, 1999), IWWHMASR L7z X912, #HELERENT Tu—F2HW5
&, PR D AL O W T H BIRREIE DB RERDG 5N DL 2 e E 2 bb, 5K,
ALWI A EET 2 RXETHH ). T2, RROFETIE, ROIBLVANOBHMEL
MUEL TV o, INHMTIE, BALRE~NOBEELWELTEY, BANOBH
D AN NI BRI B TE O BN R A ST, KRS T 2 U Es R s
BTWIEERLTWD, S5, FTABBRIIBOTIEBLL D IZFV2 422 TH D [KA]

POEORE E, BT 22 EATE Do Ao R E BT 204 L LT, BEEOH
BRIR AT 5L DEETH S, ML BRMEIE & BlEt:, ZoXRE/EHE, EEER
B & L 72 NGO 24T - 72k 0, REAEHEIZEE TH - 72 (BIREEM: : = —-.16, p<.05,
BEYE © p= — 68, p<.01, RHMIE : f= — 21, p<.01, R®= .60, p<.01)o Hisfli I 55 F-HrsE DL,
BEEE WA B W I BRTREIE & RO B OBEI 5L (p<.01), KW ATIZZ DR
IHEETIR o7 (ns). TOREIZ, BERTELS TIEB S E I 2 0 Th b 2 &
ERELTWS,
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2y AEC] T BEEIME SN TRV, b LIVRICB W THi 2 2 Havw ok
KVELEER L0, XD RD) THLERARH) GVICBWTHREFFO2D L
Mo LRLOMBES IR, ke et ANBROBIEIZZWEL, TDENRRIIONT
WET$ 2 2 EWREZSL 9 o wIRIT, AUFETIE, BIFRIEEITE & V& OB IZ BT 2 Bl
TEDBSNRDS RO NI, HL ETHDBSATH Y, BREEITEOEHERRIIIG 2D 5
HIRAEL Tz ZoOfERIE, BIRITENE & IR OBEIZ B W T, BB TELIMI B R R
R OWEM LR EROIFAEZRIR L TV b 4RI, MOBEMERE 2 ) 155 GEFFEOR)
REMHTHRETHS 9
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Abstract

The mediation effect of intimacy on the relationship
between relational mobility and loneliness

Kunihiro YOKOTA

Loneliness has been considered as a factor that is associated with negative physical and
mental health outcomes. This study aimed to explore the determinants of loneliness and
focused on relational mobility and intimacy as the factors. Previous studies have showed that
loneliness were related to intimacy and relational mobility, that is individuals’ perception how
many opportunities to meet newcomers in their society. Moreover, relational mobility was
negatively correlated with intimacy with best friends. Following these findings, I hypothesized
the mediation effect of intimacy on the relationship between relational mobility and loneliness.
110 responders completed a web-based questionnaire. Consistent with the hypothesis, the
results showed the relationship between relational mobility and loneliness was mediated by

intimacy with best friends.
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