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( Humans have a fundamental need to belong to and feel included in valued social groups.\ ( . - . . . N - \ ( )

Substantial research demonstrates that threats to this fundamental need can have innumerous Descriptive Statistics and Checksasa of Experimental Condition A Alcohol B Control
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Past research also demonstrates that threats to this fundamental need to belong and feel B B e
socially connected to others can trigger maladaptive coping-related behaviors, including alcohol
abuse and drug use. o | saer | S B e

However, little is known concerning processes that might explain these effects of threats P EETTEI 2
to social belongingness on alcohol use and abuse behaviors. In the current project, it is e = % E
hypothesized that the emerging stronger approach tendencies towards alcohol-related cues FET CCTE T I - SC 0
and implicit alcohol-related cognitions after threats to the fundamental need to belong may — e = T S FE
constitute one mechanism by which these threats lead to maladaptive drinking behaviors. e e s = > gf

TECTTI N I o Sesell T
The current project examines whether threats to the need to belong lead to stronger behavioral EECTE T £ 1 EE
action tendencies toward alcohol cues and implicit alcohol-related cognitions, and whether | v = 251 gg
drinking motives are associated differently with implicit alcohol-related cognitions when threats jwm; I: 3‘ u‘:; <
to the need to belong are present (i.e., social exclusion) versus when they are not (i.e., social |- - =
inclusion). T E——
Hypotheses: EENCE T I YT CETI R CEE Low High Low High
Enhancement-specifc Motives Enhancement-specifc Motives

+ Enhancement-specific motives will be positively associated with approach motivational bias
for alcohol cues and implicit alcohol-related cognitions among individuals assigned to the
overinclusion condition but not among those assigned to the exclusion condition. _—

Confirmatory Factor Analysis — Testing the Structure of Drinking Motives (Lac & Donaldsonb, 2016; 2017)
The Enhancement-specific motives x Condition interaction was significant (§ = -15, p =

.009) for alcohol approach bias scores, but not for nonalcohol (or control) approach bias
Coping-specific motives will be positively associated with approach motivational bias for \ scores.

alcohol cues and implicit alcohol-related cognitions among individuals assigned to the Q 7
exclusion condition but not among those assigned to the overinclusion condition.
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METHOD + Compared to participants who were overincluded, participants who were excluded
reported significantly lower feelings of belongness, sense of control, self-esteem, and
/ meaningful existence.
The final sample included data from 417 participants (235 females; 89% White; 18-38 years- « No statistically significant difference was found in approach motivational tendencies
old). Participants completed the experiment under one of two experimental conditions: social N towards alcohol cues between the two experimental conditions. However, those assigned
overinclusion or social exclusion. Participants also completed several individual differences Model fit: x*(149) = 345.62, p < .01, CFI = .95, TLI = .93, RMSEA = .06, RMSEA 90% Cl [0.05-0.06], SRMR = .05. to the overinclusion condition showed higher implicit alcohol-related cognitions compared
measures, including drinking motives, which were used to test moderator hypotheses. to those assigned to the social exclusion condition.
Cyberball game (Williams et al., 2002) Hierarchical Regression Model Predicting Alcohol-Related Behavioral Action Tendencies (Alcohol AAT) : ?e::tl;lggcg;%tilt\(:::(‘ﬁ‘gs;;r:ebr;::;‘;Zﬁ:?:g;?;sl condition in predicting implicit alcohol-
Social exclusion Social overinclusion . . . . . . .
5 = e 8 N B AR? + Enhancement-specific motives interacted with experimental condition in predicting
Step 1~ Covariates 328 approach motivational bias towards alcohol cues (indexed by alcohol AAT scores). This
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Step 2~ Main effects : ) social exclusion condition (B = -.12, p = .054).
. Coping-specific motives 564 | 403 12271356 06| 140 162
After the Cyberball game, participants completed the Alcohol Approach-Avoidance Task (AAT 02 | 467 925936 00| -005 C | \, J/
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2006) to measure implicit alcohol-related cognitions. c Condition 752 | 805 123358321 06| -3 351
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Hierarchical Regression Model Predicting Implicit Alcohol Cognitions (Alcohol-Approach IAT D)
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