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Abstract
The present study examined the intensity of affective forecasting and the size of affective forecasting errors of
people who experienced social exclusion or those high in need to belong. In Particular, a series of studies was
designed to explore the moderating role of the types of future events (i.e. social vs. non-social events) in the
relationship between social exclusion, the need to belong and affective forecasting. Results indicated that participants
who experienced social exclusion or be high in need to belong showed significantly extreme affective ratings on the
future social events compared to the future non-social events. Additional results suggested that more social exclusion
experiences or higher needs to belong did not affect to the affective ratings on the experienced social events,
indicating greater affective forecasting errors of socially excluded people or people with higher need to belong. The

implications and limitations of the results were also discussed.
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Table 1. 4 social and 4 non-social items of the affective forecasting measure

Type Ttem Social Affect
rating(M) | rating(M)
Social You realize being left out from the event which your friends are organizing together. 563 299
Ol @e AT ek UE AQET ke B ARG WA Hoh) ' '
. You earn zero votes in a club president election.

Socal | (ote) s g0l otetel 0m= FAHA Eh) 9. 20
Social You get to know that your friends are talking behind your back. 5.88 216
@B Yol g@ o F& 2FS Amey gt AES 9 Hih) ' '

. No one responds to your instant message for a while.
Socl | @A AALE MAAE BT ALt AUE obEE Sl fith) R
Nonsocial You have to stay in your room all day long during your vacation due to heavy rain. 2133 255
g A S zhedl, o3 Wl Hl7E Bl oA Eolrhd 7t flth) ' '
. Your exam score is lower than your expectation.
Nonsocial (47 ele Fiw, AzkuT) shdo] vtk 2.37 2.43
. “The item” that you are eager to purchase is out of stock.
Nomsocal | @ iz AglR BAE AS RekE Aol s} A Eah) o 231
You fail to sign up the class that you have wanted to take this semester because of a
Nonsocial | unexpected network error. 2.35 2.24
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3.1.2 AI&| A Hl#(Social Exclusion)
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Table 2. Hierarchical linear regression analyses predicting
affect ratings from social exclusion and type of
events(social vs. nonsocial)

AR? F change B SE B B

Social
oxclusion(a) B3T3 027 031 -059
Type of 00 4567 1735 350 -314%er
events(B)
AxB 017 4245  -120 058  -.184%

wrrpc 001, *p<.01, *p<.05
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Figure 1. predicted affect rating as a function of social
exclusion and type of events(social vs.
non-social)
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Table 3. Hierarchical linear regression analyses predicting
affect ratings from need to belong and type of

events(social vs. nonsocial)

AR* F change B SE B B

Need to

: 16258  -1225 304 -260%%*
belong(ry 068 16258 530 60
Tpe of 00 6460 1735 337 -3l4ves
events(B)
AXB 082 24221 2696 548 -405

***p<001, **p<.01, *p<.05
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Figure 2. predicted affect rating as a function of need to
belong and type of events(social vs. non-social)
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Table 4. Hierarchical linear regression analyses on affect
ratings from social exclusion and affect rating
time(prediction vs. experience)

AR? F change B SE B £

Social

exclusion(A) 002 556 -025 034 -.049

Affect rating

. 34 36230 -2.507 416 -367%**
time(B)
-.184
AxB 011 2.927 - 111 .065 (p=088)

#xkp< 001, **p<.01, *p<.05
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Table 5. Hierarchical linear regression analyses on affect
ratings from need to belong and affect rating
time(prediction vs. experience)

AR?* F change B SE B B

Need to
071 18018  -1516 357 -267%%
belong(A) 7 7 7
Affect rating (o0 30658 2277 411 -333%
time(B)
AXB 049 14668 2545 665 -304%%

#rkp< 001, **p<.01, *p<.05
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Figure 4. Affect ratings as a function of need to belong
and the time of affect rating (i.e. experience vs.
prediction)
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