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Abstract This study examined the roles of relationship-
specific social support and gender in the associations
between perceived stress and well-being. Three sources of
support (family, friends, and romantic partners) and three
well-being indicators (loneliness, depressive symptoms, and
physical health) were assessed in 628 young adults attend-
ing college (M,,. = 19.72; range of 18-24). Stress directly
predicted all well-being indicators, and indirectly predicted
well-being through social support in relationship-specific
ways. Family support mediated the relationship between
stress and physical health, friend support mediated the asso-
ciation between stress and loneliness, and romantic partner
support mediated the relationships of stress with both lone-
liness and depressive symptoms. With regard to loneliness
and physical health, women were more strongly impacted
when they had less support from friends.
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Introduction

Young adulthood is a developmental period characterized
by multiple social and relational transitions. Although this
time is often experienced as exciting and full of potential, it
is also characterized by relatively high incidences of stress,
loneliness, and anxiety-related challenges (Arnett 2015a;
Qualter et al. 2015). Young adults attending college, in par-
ticular, encounter various stressors on a daily basis, includ-
ing academic struggles, financial pressure, social strain, and
uncertainty of the future (Hurst et al. 2013). These stressors
place them at risk for relationship- or health-related prob-
lems, which potentially interfere with progress toward vari-
ous positive developmental outcomes such as academic and
professional achievement (Arnett 2015b). To promote posi-
tive adjustment, then, it is critical to better understand fac-
tors that may influence or explain the association between
stress and well-being.

Social support has been linked to a variety of well-being
indices, and those with more social support are at lower risk
for a variety of psychosocial challenges (e.g., Cohen and
Willis 1985; Hefner and Eisenberg 2009). Benefits associ-
ated with social support have been found at various points
throughout the lifespan, including during the transition to
college (Holahan et al. 1994; Taylor et al. 2014), although
research has generally investigated social support as a global
construct without considering specific sources of support. In
response, the purpose of the current study is to examine the
extent to which the mediating role of social support varies
as a function of the relational context in which it occurs in
young adults. Because well-being is a multifaceted construct
(Barr et al. 2013; Lucas et al. 1996), the current study exam-
ines relational, mental, and physical health. Finally, gender
moderation is examined to ascertain whether women and
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men are differentially impacted by social support in their
various relationships.

Associations of Stress, Social Support, and Well-Being

Research has consistently demonstrated a direct, negative
relationship between stress and well-being. For example,
stress adversely impacts interpersonal relationships as it may
induce feelings of loneliness (Hawkley et al. 2008; Mahon
et al. 2006). Stress also impairs health, both physical (Den-
ton et al. 2004; Thorsteinsson and Brown 2009) and psycho-
logical, as evidenced by increased symptoms of depression
(Chou 2012; Dalgard et al. 2006; Galaif et al. 2003; Matud
et al. 2015; Meadows et al. 2006; Roxburgh 2004).

Beyond these direct effects, stress impacts individuals’
well-being indirectly. One line of research has focused on the
role of social support in the associations between stress and
well-being (Raffaelli et al. 2012; Thoits 2011). For example,
the deterioration deterrence or mediation model proposes
that stress predicts adverse well-being indirectly through
diminished social support (Ensel and Lin 1991; Pearlin et al.
1981; Wheaton 1985). Numerous studies have established
strong empirical evidence for this mediation model, sug-
gesting that stress may reduce social support, which in turn
may impair individual well-being (e.g., Dalgard et al. 2006;
Galaif et al. 2003; Gjesfjeld et al. 2010; Kwag et al. 2011;
Lee et al. 2009; Lincoln et al. 2005; Meadows et al. 2006;
Norris and Kaniasty 1996; Rivera 2007; Roxburgh 2004).
In the studies supporting the model, researchers primarily
focused on psychological distress or depression when opera-
tionalizing well-being. As a result, it is unclear whether this
model would be supported with regard to other well-being
indicators, such as social relationships or physical health.
This research is thus warranted, especially because previous
studies have suggested that the dynamics between stress and
social support may vary by the well-being indicators (Kwag
et al. 2011).

Another issue pertains to the specific characteristics of
the social support provided. For instance, who is providing
the support—what is the relational context? Is it coming
from friends, from family, or from a romantic partner? Most
research empirically testing the role of social support in the
deterioration deterrence model has assessed its aggregate
or global indices (i.e., general social support), giving less
attention to its relational context (i.e., the particular sources
of support). When focusing on implications for adult devel-
opment, this means that many questions are left unanswered.
Support from different interpersonal relationships may influ-
ence individuals in distinct ways, under differential circum-
stances, and during different life stages via an interplay of
developmental trajectories and social pathways (Cavanaugh
and Buehler 2016; Elder 1998; Meadows et al. 2006; Segrin
2003; Sheets and Mohr 2009). As noted by Raffaelli et al.
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(2012) and Uchino (2009), research on the relational context
of social support is essential, given that perceptions of gen-
eral and social sources of support (i.e., relationship-specific
support) are empirically distinct constructs (Horwitz et al.
2015; Pierce et al. 1991). This is particularly relevant dur-
ing young adulthood, given that research has shown there
is a shift in the focus of their relationships from family to
peers, friends, and intimate partners during this time period
(Arnett 2015b; Eshbaugh 2010). Therefore, it is critical for
research to examine the relational context of social support,
as support from various relationships may be more or less
effective in mediating the relationship between stress and
well-being among young adults.

Although research directly comparing support from dif-
ferent relational sources is scant, research has examined the
impact of support from specific relationships independently.
For example, Rivera (2007) found that stress was related to
lower levels of family support, which in turn was associ-
ated with depression. Similarly, Lepore et al. (1991) found
that higher stress was related to lower support from friends,
which in turn, was associated with increased psychologi-
cal distress. Although these studies provided insight to the
unique impacts of relationship-specific sources of support as
mediators, they do not provide a direct comparison of sup-
port derived from various relational contexts. Therefore, fur-
thering our understanding of how social support functions to
mediate the relationship between stress and well-being will
require simultaneously assessing distinct sources of social
support, while also including diverse well-being dimensions
to broaden the focus beyond psychological distress.

Gender Differences
Conditional Direct Effects

Although the literature examining gender differences in the
association between stress and well-being is not extensive,
the available research suggests that gender is a factor in
how people respond to stress (Hammen 2005; Mezo and
Baker 2012), with worse outcomes in well-being for women
(Maciejewski et al. 2001). For example, Hawkley et al.
(2008) found that women exhibited a greater association
between stress and loneliness than men. Denton et al. (2004)
found the negative association of stress with health greater
in women than in men. However, regarding depression,
research results are mixed. For instance, Maciejewski et al.
(2001) found that women, as compared to men, are more
likely to be depressed in response to stress. In Meadows
et al.’s (2006) study using an adolescent sample, the rela-
tionship was only found in girls, but in Galaif et al.’s (2003)
study also using an adolescent sample, the opposite finding
was reported. Studies with adult samples generally do not
find gender moderation (e.g., Dalgard et al. 2006; Gracia and
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Herrero 2004; Matud et al. 2015; Roxburgh 2004). In light of
these mixed findings, whether and how gender impacts the
association between stress and well-being remains unclear,
and might depend on the developmental stage of the sample
and the particular well-being outcomes under study. This
highlights the importance of examining multiple indices of
well-being within a single study, and also considering the
extent to which specific gendered experiences may coincide
with unique developmental periods.

Conditional Indirect Effects

Despite the above-discussed findings regarding gender and
the relation between stress and well-being, it is not clear
whether social support differentially impacts the associa-
tion between stress and well-being for women versus men.
In other words, it is not clear whether gender moderates the
indirect association of stress with well-being through social
support. To our best knowledge, studies by Thorsteinsson
and Brown (2009) and Gracia and Herrero (2004) are the
only two that have examined whether the association of
stress with social support might vary by gender. However,
both studies measured general social support (rather than
specifying the relational context of the support) and found
inconsistent results. Although there was no gender differ-
ence in the relationship between stress and social support
in Gracia and Herrero’s (2004) study, gender differences
were found in Thorsteinsson and Brown’s (2009) study. For
women, stress was negatively associated with social sup-
port, but this was not the case for men (Thorsteinsson and
Brown 2009). Thus, further investigation is warranted given
the scarcity and inconsistency of related studies.

More is known about whether gender moderates the
relationship between social support and well-being. Previ-
ous research has noted that although women, as opposed
to men, overall perceive higher levels of social support
and tend to benefit more from it (Campos et al. 2014;
Morrison 2009; Stoliker and Lafreniere 2015; Verger
et al. 2009), and lacking social support may have more
detrimental impacts on their well-being (Crevier et al.
2014; Sifers 2011; Thorsteinsson and Brown 2009). Such
gender differences may vary by different sources of sup-
port. For example, previous studies have found stronger
negative relationships between friend or romantic part-
ner support and loneliness for adolescent girls than boys
(Koenig and Abrams 1999; Zhang et al. 2015). Similarly,
stronger relationships have been found in women than in
men between support from family or parents and physical
health (Almgren et al. 2009) and depressive symptoms
(Kendler et al. 2005; Kerr et al. 2006; Needham 2008;
Pettit et al. 2011). However, one study (Kerr et al. 2006)
found friends’ support associated (negatively) with depres-
sive symptoms only in men. Other studies have found no

gender differences in the associations of family or friends
support with depression (e.g., Hann et al. 2002; Sangalang
and Gee 2012). Therefore, given the limited scope of the
available research coupled with its mixed results, addi-
tional research is warranted to assess whether gender mod-
erates the associations between various sources of social
support and different well-being indicators, especially
loneliness and physical health. Further, it is notable that
there is a lack of research on the specific implications of
social support from romantic partners on well-being dur-
ing the transition to adulthood. This is unfortunate, given
the increasing salience of romantic partners during this
time period (Arnett 2015b; Collins et al. 2009). Clearly,
research is needed in this area that includes romantic part-
ners, in addition to friends and parents (which both remain
important relational contexts throughout adolescence and
into the early adult years; De Goede et al. 2012; Furman
et al. 2002; Simon and Barrett 2010).

The Present Study

The goal of the current study is to investigate the direct rela-
tionship between stress and well-being and to extend the
social support research by examining whether its mediat-
ing role in the relationship varies by its relational context
and by well-being outcome. We explore these issues using
a large sample of college-attending young adults. Spe-
cifically, supports from three relational contexts (family,
friends, and romantic partners) are considered in reference
to their impacts on three well-being indicators (loneliness,
depressive symptoms, and physical health). In addition, gen-
der moderation is tested as an influence on the direct and
indirect associations between stress and well-being. Results
from this study will provide important information for inter-
ventions to strengthen young adults’ interpersonal relation-
ships in college life, hoping to alleviate the consequences
of stress on well-being in relationship and health domains.
Figure 1 presents the conceptual model to be tested, based
on the deterioration deterrence model (Ensel and Lin 1991)
and prior empirical research reviewed above.

We hypothesize that higher levels of perceived stress
are directly and negatively related to well-being. We also
hypothesize that the mediating role of social support in the
relationship between perceived stress and well-being will
vary by its sources and the particular well-being indica-
tors under investigation. Finally, we explore the extent to
which gender moderates the association of perceived stress
with any well-being indicators (conditional direct effects),
and the extent to which gender moderates the indirect or
mediating relationships between perceived stress and well-
being indicators (conditional indirect effects, or moderated
mediations).

@ Springer



28

C.-Y.S. Leeetal.

Fig.1 Conceptual model of
multiple mediation and gender
moderation effects

Family Support

Friends Support

Method
Participants and Procedure

The sample consisted of 628 undergraduate students
from a mid-sized public university in the Northeast of the
United States. Most respondents (80.1%) self-identified
as women. The average age was 19.72 years (SD=1.43;
Range = 18-24), with 37.4% freshmen, 23% sophomores,
25.1% juniors, and 14.5% seniors. About half of the partici-
pants (53.7%) self-identified as White, 21.2% as Hispanic,
13.1% as Black or African—American, 3.7% as Asian—Amer-
ican, 6.5% as multiracial, and 1.9% as other; these statis-
tics are representative of the campus where the study was
conducted. Participants were recruited in a variety of ways,
including email, flyers, word of mouth, in classrooms, at
the student center, and at student organization meetings,
and were offered a $5 incentive for completing the survey.
All data were collected in person, and all procedures were
approved by the university’s Institutional Review Board
(IRB).

Measures

After providing informed consent, participants were admin-
istered a survey that included demographic questions and the
following measurement instruments

Perceived Stress

Perceived stress was assessed by the 10-item version of the
Perceived Stress Scale (PSS-10; Cohen and Williamson

1988). The scale measures the degree to which situations
in an individual’s life are appraised as stressful. Using a
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probability sample of individuals ages 18 or more, Cohen
and Williamson (1988) found that the PSS-10 had adequate
psychometric qualities (e.g., internal reliability with a coef-
ficient alpha of .78 and concurrent validity via a positive
correlation with a life-events scale, and negative correlation
with self-reported physical health). Further psychometric
support for the PSS-10 was provided in a recent study using
a sample of college students (Roberti et al. 2006). In addi-
tion, despite its high correlation with depressive sympto-
mology, Cohen and Williamson (1988) found that the scale
measured a different and independently predictive construct.
Using a 5-point scale (0 =never, 4 =very often), respondents
indicated how often in the last month they felt or thought
a certain way, such as being upset because something that
happened unexpectedly, and being unable to control the
important things in their lives. Mean ratings of the ten item
responses were used, with higher scores indicating higher
levels of perceived stress. Cronbach’s a for scores in this
study was .81.

Relational Context of Social Support

The relational context of social support was measured by
the Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social Support
(MSPSS; Zimet et al. 1988). The MSPSS consists of 12
items assessing three particular sources of social support:
Family, Friends, and Romantic Partner (four items per
source of support). Zimet et al. (1988) used undergraduate
college youth in their study, reporting coefficient alphas of
.87, .85, and .91 for the support subscales of family, friends,
and romantic partner, respectively. Test-retest reliability
over a 2 to 3 month interval was also reported (i.e., .85,
.75, and .72 for the support subscales of family, friends,
and romantic partner, respectively). Construct validity of
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scale scores has been established in the study through its
negative correlations with depression and anxiety symp-
tomatology measured by the Hopkins Symptom Checklist
(Derogatis et al. 1974). The respondents indicated to what
extent they agreed with each statement using a 7-point scale
(1=strongly disagree, 7= strongly agree), including “I get
the emotional help and support I need from my family,” and
“I can count on my friends when things go wrong.” The
mean score of each subscale for the each relational context
of support was calculated, with higher scores indicating
higher levels of particular sources of support. Cronbach’s
as for scores in this study were .92, .93, and .93 for the
support subscales of family, friends, and romantic partner,
respectively.

Loneliness

Loneliness was evaluated by the 8-item short-form of
the UCLA Loneliness Scale (UCLA-8; Hays and DiMat-
teo 1987). Participants rated how often they felt the way
described in each of the eight statements (1 =never,
4 =often). Sample statements are “I feel isolated from oth-
ers” and “I lack companionship.” Mean scores were calcu-
lated so that higher scores signify higher levels of loneliness.
Hays and DiMatteo (1987) reported a coefficient alpha of
.84 for the scale’s scores. Support for construct validity was
found via positive correlations with personality characteris-
tics such as alienation and social anxiety. Cronbach’s a for
scores in this study was .83.

Depressive Symptoms

Depressive symptoms were measured by the 20-item Center
for Epidemiologic Studies-Depression (CES-D) Scale (Rad-
loff 1977). The CES-D scale is widely used, developed to
screen for depressive symptomology in nonclinical popula-
tions and found more sensitive than the Beck Depression
Inventory to variability in depressive severity among col-
lege students (Santor et al. 1995). Participants were asked to
indicate how often they might have felt each of the 20 ways
listed within the past week, including “I felt sad” and “I had
crying spells” (1 =rarely or none of the time, 2=some or
little of the time, 3 =occasionally or a moderate amount of
time, 4=most or all of the time). Mean ratings of the 20 item
responses were used, with higher scores indicating more
depressive symptoms. Radloff (1977) reported a coefficient
alpha of .85 for the scale using nonclinical samples, indicat-
ing adequate reliability. Convergent validity of scale scores
was supported by their positive correlations with scores on
other depression scales, such as the SCL-90 (Derogatis et al.
1973). Cronbach’s a for scores in the present study was .90.

Self-rated Physical Health

Physical health was assessed by asking the participants a
single question to evaluate their health in general using a
5-point scale (1 =poor, 5=excellent). A self-rated, single
item has long been used to measure individuals’ physical
heath (Barr et al. 2013). Evidence for validity of its scores
has been established through high correlations with phy-
sician ratings of health, immune system functioning, and
mortality (Christian et al. 2011; Idler and Benyamini 1997,
Zheng and Thomas 2013).

Results
Analysis Strategy

PROCESS (Hayes 2013) was used to test the proposed mul-
tiple-mediator models to examine whether perceived stress
was directly associated with well-being, and whether the
three sources of social support each was a mediator in the
association (their relative salience). Models with multiple
mediators allow all possible mediators to be tested concur-
rently, and the results provide information about the effect of
a specific mediator in the presence of other mediators (i.e.,
its ability to mediate the relationship controlling for all other
mediators). Using on a regression-based analytic approach,
PROCESS is a newly developed computational tool that can
be used to test path analysis-based mediation. For continu-
ous outcomes, it uses OLS regression to estimate unstand-
ardized model coefficients, standard errors, ¢ and p values,
and confidence intervals. In mediation models, PROCESS
generates direct effects (¢’), as well as indirect effects (ab)
estimated by bootstrapping. In the current study, the indirect
effects were tested with 10,000 bootstrap samples and a bias-
corrected 95% bootstrap confidence interval (CI), and the
indirect effects are statistically significant when zero is not
located in the CI. We tested the proposed multiple-mediator
model on the three well-being outcomes separately.
PROCESS also was employed to test conditional pro-
cess models of direct and indirect effects. Specifically,
we explored whether gender would moderate the direct
relationships between stress and well-being (conditional
direct effects) and the indirect relationships between stress
and well-being through any of the social support sources
(i.e., conditional indirect effects or moderated mediations).
Whenever any conditional effects were identified, we fol-
lowed the guideline provided by Aiken and West (1991) to
interpret the results (gender moderation effects). Ethnicity
was considered as covariate in the analyses on loneliness and
depressive symptoms, given its correlations with these two
well-being variables in our data. Table 1 presents the cor-
relation matrix with means and standard deviations for the
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Table 1 Means, standard
deviations (SDs), and
intercorrelations among study
variables (N=628)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Gender -
2. Perceived stress 16%* -
3. Family support 20% —-23*% -
4. Friends support .19* —-.21%  55% -
5. Romantic partner support  .30* —.19%  .56% 55% -
6. Loneliness —-06  .46* —-38%  —46% —42% -
7. Depressive symptoms —-.01 .65% =31*  =31*% =34*  56%* -
8. Physical health -.04 -32%  30% 20% 16* -30% —29% -
M 1.80 2.94 5.71 5.76 5.89 1.93 1.84 4.08
SD 40 .62 1.33 1.24 1.31 .63 .56 .87

Note Gender (1 =male, 2 =female)

p<.001

focal predictor, moderator/mediator variables, and criterion
variables in the study.

Figure 2 presents the results of the multiple-mediator
models on the three dimensions of individual well-being.
Perceived stress was found to have direct relationships with
loneliness, depressive symptoms, and self-rated physical
health (¢’s=.36, .54, and —.36, SEs=.03, .03, and .05,
ts=10.76, 19.63, and —6.81, all ps <.001, 95% ClIs [.29,
42], [.48, .59], and [—.47, —.26], respectively). With regards
to indirect relationships, we found that perceived stress was
associated with loneliness only through friend support and
romantic partner support (abs=.05 and .03, SEs=.02 and
.01, 95% CIs [.03, .09] and [.02, .06], respectively), was
related to depressive symptoms only through romantic part-
ner support (ab=.03, SE=.01,95% CI [.01, .05]), and was
associated with physical health only through family support
(ab=-.07, SE=.02,95% CI [-.13, —.04]).

Results of the gender moderation analyses showed that
gender did not moderate the direct relationship between
perceived stress and any of the well-being indicators; that

Fig. 2 Results for the multiple
mediator model among per-
ceived stress, sources of social
support, and well-being. Note
Three unstandardized coeffi-
cients are listed to show results
for three well-being indicators:
The first is for loneliness, the
second (in bold) is for depres-
sive symptoms, and the third (in
italics) is for self-rated health.
C=total effect of independent

ay = - AT**[- 48%*/- 48**

ay= - 42%%/- 43%%/- 42%* by =-.13%%/-,03/.03

is, no evidence was found for any conditional direct effects
explored. As for the potential conditional indirect effects,
although it did not moderate the relationships between per-
ceived stress and any of the social support sources, gender
moderated the associations of friends support with well-
being, particularly loneliness (B=—.12, SE=.05, t = —-2.17,
p=.03,95% CI [-.23, —.01]) and physical health (B= .21,
SE=.09, =243, p=.02, 95% CI [.04, .39]). Specifically,
the negative association between friends support and loneli-
ness was greater in women, as compared to men. Similarly,
for women only, lower levels of friend support were related
to lower levels of physical health. No such association was
found for men.

Discussion
In a large, diverse sample of 628 college-attending young

adults, we empirically tested direct associations between
stress and well-being, and examined a theoretical model that

Support from Family

b1 =-.03/-.02/.15**
Support from Friends

C = 46%*%/.859%%/_ 44%* Loneliness/

variable (IV) on dependent vari- Perceived Stress

able (DV); a=1V to mediator;
b=direct effect of mediator on
DV, ¢’ = direct effect of IV on
DV. *p<.05. **p <.001
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Depressive Symptoms/

¢’ = 36%*%/.54%%/- 36** Self-Rated Health

b3 = -.09**/-.07%*/-.02
Support from
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demonstrates the mediating role of social support. Three
relationship-specific sources of social support (family,
friends, and romantic partners) were considered to examine
the relational context of social support, and three different
dimensions of well-being (loneliness, depressive symptoms,
and physical health) were assessed to capture its complex-
ity. Our findings reaffirm the direct, negative relationship
between stress and well-being as well as the mediating role
of social support across the multiple relationship contexts,
providing an important contribution to the literature. Few
previous studies have contrasted the effectiveness of differ-
ent sources of support (Uchino 2009). We also examined the
gender differences in the direct and indirect relationships
between stress and well-being, and established evidence that
whether and how social support functions as a mediator in
the association between stress and well-being may depend
on the relationship context in which the support was pro-
vided, as well as the particular domain of well-being under
consideration.

As expected and supporting our first hypothesis, we found
that perceived stress was directly related to individual well-
being, and that the relationship was robust for all three well-
being indicators. Specifically, greater stress was associated
with increased loneliness, more depressive symptoms, and
lower self-rated physical health. As noted previously, young
adulthood is a period characterized by multiple relational,
social, and psychological transitions, thus creating a period
of heightened risk for anxiety, loneliness, and stress-related
challenges (Arnett 2015a; Qualter et al. 2015). The transition
to college after high school graduation, coinciding with their
transition to adulthood for our study sample, is in itself a
major life transition. During this period, many young adults
reside separately from their families for the first time, while
also physically separating from their long-time peer rela-
tionships from their hometowns. These changes may make
individuals during this developmental period uniquely vul-
nerable to problems associated with social relationships and/
or health, both physical and psychological. Thus, although
some stress is inevitable, our study suggests that efforts to
decrease stress are essential and likely will help enhance
well-being in both relationship and health domains.

Another main finding of the current study involves the
potential implications of low social support on well-being.
Our analysis indicated that, in addition to the direct associa-
tion between stress and well-being, stress was also associ-
ated with well-being through lower social support. Espe-
cially notable with regard to this finding is that the indirect
effect varied by the source of support, which supports our
second hypothesis. Results showed that stress was associ-
ated with physical health only through family support, with
loneliness only through support from friends and roman-
tic partners, and with depressive symptoms only through
romantic partner support. The differential implications of

the relational context of support may reflect the age-related
functions of the particular relationships. In young adult-
hood, parents often still provide their adult children with
material resources, including food and health care, and may
also continue to play an important role in decision making
about health-related issues such as dietary choices or medi-
cal treatment (Arnett 2015b; Johnson and Benson 2012).
Thus, if parents are not providing this feedback to their chil-
dren through this period of transitioning to adulthood and
autonomy, their children may be particularly vulnerable to
experiencing health-related challenges especially in the face
of high levels of stress. Conversely, during adolescence and
young adulthood, friends and romantic partners play key
roles in terms of companionship and emotional intimacy
(Brown and Braun 2013; Eshbaugh 2010; Shulman and Con-
nolly 2016). Young adults are more likely to discuss social
dilemmas and intimacy-related concerns with their peers as
compared to their parents (Papini et al. 1988; Solis et al.
2015). Thus, a lack of support from friends and/or romantic
partners during this time may differentially impact loneli-
ness and depression as these challenges may be especially
impacted by a lack of support in these areas.

From a developmental perspective, as noted by the life
course theory, an individual’s need for social support may
vary with age-related changes, particularly across contexts
(Colarossi and Eccles 2003). For example, going to college
may trigger changes in needs that may be fulfilled by differ-
ent sources of supportive interpersonal relationships, espe-
cially when experiencing stress. Building on prior research
(e.g., Ensel and Lin 1991; Gjesfjeld et al. 2010; Lee et al.
2009), our findings further extend the deterioration deter-
rence model by suggesting that the function of social support
as a mediator between stress and well-being varies by the
relational source of the support.

It is worth noting that while both friend support and
romantic partner support are effective in mediating the
relationship between stress and well-being, particularly
psychosocial functioning, support from friends is a
stronger mediator for loneliness, whereas support from
romantic partners appears to be a stronger mediator for
depression. In other words, the indirect association of
stress with loneliness is more through lowering friends
support than romantic partner support, whereas the indi-
rect relationship of stress to depression is only through
deteriorating romantic partner support than friends sup-
port. Perhaps perceiving lower support from friends
may imply inadequate social relationship networks and
companionship opportunities and thus induces feelings
of loneliness. In an age when peer outings and fun are
broadcast through multiple outlets of social media (Gold-
stein 2015; Madden et al. 2013), it is plausible that young
adults who perceived low friendship support could feel left
out and relatively lacking in companionship, since their
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peers’ seemingly more positive experiences are displayed
electronically. In contrast, perceiving lower support from
romantic partners may be associated with jeopardized
self-esteem or self-worth (or may spark questions about
the feasibility of the relationship’s future), thereby trig-
gering depressive symptoms. Alternatively, it may be that
young adults with depressive symptoms are not as skilled
at seeking the support that they need from their romantic
partners, or may be developing relationships with people
who are not as skilled at providing the support. Overall,
these results support our overarching hypothesis in that
how social support is associated with stress and well-being
may depend on both the source of support and the well-
being outcomes under study (Kwag et al. 2011).

Finally, our study explored the role of gender in the direct
and indirect relationships between stress and well-being (i.e.,
moderation and moderated mediation effects, respectively).
Consistent with other research (e.g., Dalgard et al. 2006;
Gracia and Herrero 2004; Matud et al. 2015), we found that
gender does not moderate the direct association between
stress and well-being (i.e., for both women and men, stress is
adversely related to well-being, with effect sizes not signifi-
cantly different from each other). Similar to Gracia and Her-
rero’s (2004) study, we did not find gender moderating any
of the relationships between perceived stress and particular
social support sources. However, our results also suggest
that the indirect relationships between stress and well-being
differ for women versus men. Specifically, lower levels of
friend support are only associated with lower physical health
for women. This finding is consistent with previous research
indicating that, in a variety of age groups, in response to
social challenges, females are more sensitive to males when
faced with social support deficits (e.g., Kochenderfer-Ladd
and Skinner 2002; Rigby 2000; Taylor et al. 2000). An addi-
tional conditional indirect effect was observed in the analysis
on loneliness, although the gender differences involved the
size of the relationship. Specifically, the magnitude of the
negative association between friends support and loneliness
was greater in women than in men, providing further evi-
dence that women, as opposed to men, may be relatively
more sensitive to lower levels of support from friends,
experiencing worse outcomes, such as greater vulnerability
to feeling lonely. This gender difference may be related to
differential socialization with regard to the significance of
social relationships. From an early age, females emphasize
relationships and relationship experiences as a reflection of
self-worth and self-concept (Cambron et al. 2009; Roeder
et al. 2014). Alternatively, perhaps these gender differences
are related to gender differences in other, related constructs
(such as rumination, Nolen-Hoeksema and Jackson 2001),
which may also be associated with negative implications for
well-being. This last possibility could be tested empirically,
and is an important direction for future research.
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Limitations

Despite the strengths of this study, there are several limi-
tations that should be noted. First, data were all based on
participants’ self reports, which likely contributed to greater
associations among the variables due to shared method
variance. Second, this study was cross-sectional in design.
Thus, no causal inferences can be made. Future research
exploring similar topics may wish to employ a longitudinal
design to provide stronger evidence for directionality in the
associations proposed in our model. Third, the study sam-
ple consists of only college students; the extent to which
results generalize to young adults who do not attend college
is unclear. Although the number of youth attending colleges
has increased significantly in recent years (Arnett 2015b;
Brock 2010), there are still many youth who do not go to
college; such youth are underrepresented in research (Arnett
2000), which is especially problematic given that college
students do differ from nonstudent young adults on demo-
graphic, socioeconomic, and psychosocial variables (Halp-
erin 2001). Subsequent research should recruit research par-
ticipants from this understudied population of nonstudents.

Implications

Results from the current study provide strong justification
for the establishment of university- and community-based
mechanisms through which young adults in college can
maintain and develop their social ties. As evidenced by the
current findings, at a time of major social and psychologi-
cal transition, perceived support from their intimate rela-
tionships helps to protect young college students from the
detrimental social, psychological, and physical ramifications
of stress. Although relationship maintenance and initiation
may come easily for some, others may struggle substantially
with this task. Based on the current findings, it is important
to provide support for those young adults who are struggling
to find and/or maintain supportive social connections.

The current findings emphasize the importance of foster-
ing family social ties as well as friendships and romantic
relationships. Although online support was not measured
specifically in the current study, seeking out virtual support
may provide some benefits for social adjustment (Gray et al.
2013). Some parents may need to learn new technologies
to “keep up” with this online opportunity for relationship
connection with their young adult children, but this effort
seems to be well worth it. It is critical to also include offline
support mechanisms, though, because for some, excessive
online presence and social network use may also have a
detrimental impact for establishing offline “face to face”
relationships, or may reinforce previously existing social
challenges (Caplan 2007; Kim et al. 2009). Thus, college-
attending young adults should also be encouraged to embark
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on activities that inspire the development of offline relation-
ships, such as campus-sponsored clubs, support groups, and
organizations (Abe et al. 1998; Weir and Okun 1989). First
year or new student orientation programs are also prom-
ising for introducing students to new peers, and also pro-
vide opportunities to screen students for identification of
increased social risk. Finally, young adults in college should
also be encouraged to seek out other opportunities within
the community for establishing new relationships, such as
through volunteer opportunities, community involvement,
religious groups, or paid employment (e.g., Semplonius
et al. 2015; Zaff et al. 2015). For the college student who
has moved to a new community, activities such as these pro-
vide an opportunity to build social connections and potential
supportive relationships in their new locale.

Conclusion

The current study extends the literature by showing that
stress can impact young adults’ well-being in a number of
ways. First, our results show that increased stress directly
predicted increases in loneliness and depressive symptoms,
and poorer physical health. Second, our research also shows
that social support from three important relationships dur-
ing young adulthood (friends, romantic partners, and fam-
ily) has implications for the associations between stress and
well-being. Specifically, social support from peers (friends
and romantic partners) can influence the association between
stress and loneliness and/or depression, whereas social sup-
port from family can influence the relationship between
stress and physical health. For women, the implications of
having low support seem especially problematic. The results
further our understanding by suggesting that the direct rela-
tionship of stress to well-being is robust across three indica-
tors (loneliness, depressive symptoms, and physical health),
and that the indirect relationship varies by the sources of
support, the indicators of well-being, and gender. Future
research focusing on social support should give more atten-
tion to its relational context. Just as all relationships do not
serve the same social and psychological functions, our study
suggests that support from different relationships also serves
diverse functions.

References

Abe, J., Talbot, D. M., & Geelhoed, R. J. (1998). Effects of a peer
program on international student adjustment. Journal of College
Student Development, 39, 539-547.

Aiken, L. S., & West, S. G. (1991). Multiple regression: Testing and
interpreting interactions. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Almgren, G., Magarati, M., & Mogford, L. (2009). Examining the
influences of gender, race, ethnicity, and social capital on the

subjective health of adolescents. Journal of Adolescence, 32,
109-133.

Arnett, J. (2000). Emerging adulthood: A theory of development from
the late teens through the twenties. American Psychologist, 55,
469-480. doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.55.5.469.

Arnett, J. J. (2015a). Socialization in emerging adulthood: From the
family to the wilder world, from socialization to self-sociali-
zation. In J. E. Grusec & P. D. Hastings (Eds.), Handbook of
socialization: Theory and research (2nd edn, pp. 85-108). New
York: The Guilford Press.

Arnett, J. J. (2015b). Emerging adulthood: The winding road from the
late teems through the twenties (2nd edn). New York: Oxford
University Press, Inc.

Barr, A. B., Culatta, E., & Simons, R. L. (2013). Romantic relation-
ships and health among African American young adults: Linking
patterns of relationship quality over time to changes in physical
and mental health. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 54,
369-385.

Brock, T. (2010). Young adults and higher education: Barriers and
breakthroughs to success. The Future of Children, 20, 109—132.

Brown, B. B., & Braun, M. T. (2013). Peer relations. In C. Proctor &
P. A. Linley (Eds.), Research, applications, and interventions
for children and adolescents: A positive psychology perspective
(pp. 149-164). New York: Springer.

Cambron, M. J., Acitelli, L. K., & Pettit, J. W. (2009). Explaining
gender differences in depression: An interpersonal contingent
self-esteem perspective. Sex Roles, 61, 751-761. doi: 10.1007/
s11199-009-9616-6.

Campos, B., Ullman, J. B., Aguilera, A., & Schetter, C. D. (2014).
Familism and psychological health: The intervening role of
closeness and social support. Cultural Diversity and Ethnic
Minority Psychology, 20, 191-201.

Caplan, S. E. (2007). Relations among loneliness, social anxiety, and
problematic internet use. Cyberpsychology & Behavior, 10,
234-242.

Cavanaugh, A. M., & Buehler, C. (2016). Adolescent loneliness and
social anxiety: The role of multiple sources of support. Jour-
nal of Social and Personal Relationships, 33, 149-170. doi:
10.1177/0265407514567837.

Chou, K.-L. (2012). Perceived discrimination and depression among
new migrants to Hong Kong: The moderating role of social sup-
port and neighborhood collective efficacy. Journal of Affective
Disorders, 138, 63-70.

Christian, L., Glaser, R., Porter, K., Malarkey, W., Beversdorf, D.,
& Kiecolt-Glaser, J. (2011). Poor self-rated health is associated
with elevated inflammatory markers among older adults. Psycho-
neuroendocrinology, 36, 1495-1504.

Cohen, S., & Williamson, G. M. (1988). Perceived stress in a prob-
ability sample of the United States. In S. Spacapan & S. Oskamp
(Eds.), The social psychology of health (pp. 31-67). Newbury
Park: Sage.

Cobhen, S., & Wills, T. A. (1985). Stress, social support, and the buff-
ering hypothesis. Psychological Bulletin, 98, 310-357. doi:
10.1037/0033-2909.98.2.310.

Colarossi, L. G., & Eccles, J. S. (2003). Differential effects of support
providers on adolescents’ mental health. Social Work Research,
27, 19-30.

Collins, W. A., Welsh, D. P., & Furman, W. (2009). Adolescent roman-
tic relationships. Annual Review of Psychology, 60, 631-652.
doi: 10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163459.

Crevier, M. G., Marchand, A., Nachar, N., & Guay, S. (2014). Overt
social support behaviors: Associations with PTSD, concurrent
depressive symptoms and gender. Psychological Trauma: The-
ory, Research, Practice, and Policy, 6, 519-526.

Dalgard, O. S., Dowrick, C., Lehtinen, V., Vazquez-Barquero, J. L.,
Casey, P., Wilkinson, G., & ...Dunn, G. (2006). Negative life

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.55.5.469
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-009-9616-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-009-9616-6
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407514567837
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.98.2.310
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163459

34

C.-Y.S. Leeetal.

events, social support and gender difference in depression: A
multinational community survey with data from the ODIN study.
Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology, 41, 444-451.

De Goede, I. A., Branje, S., van Duin, J., VanderValk, I. E., &
Meeus, W. (2012). Romantic relationship commitment and
its linkages with commitment to parents and friends dur-
ing adolescence. Social Development, 21, 425-442. doi:
10.1111/j.1467-9507.2011.00633.x.

Denton, M., Prus, S., & Walters, V. (2004). Gender differences in
health: A Canadian study of the psychosocial, structural and
behavioural determinants of health. Social Science & Medicine,
58, 2285-2600. doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2003.09.008.

Derogatis, L. R., Lipman, R. S., & Covi, L. (1973). SCL-90: An out-
patient psychiatric rating scale. Psychopharmacology Bulletin,
9, 13-28.

Derogatis, L. R., Lipman, R. S., Rickels, K., Uhlenluth, E. H., & Covi,
L. (1974). The Hopkins Symptom Checklist (HSCL): A self-
report symptom inventory. Behavioral Science, 19, 1-15.

Elder, G. H. (1998). The life course as developmental theory. Child
Development, 69, 1-12.

Ensel, W. M., & Lin, N. (1991). The life stress paradigm and psy-
chological distress. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 32,
321-341.

Eshbaugh, E. M. (2010). Friend and family support as moderators of
the effects of low romantic partner support on loneliness among
college women. Individual Differences Research, 8, 8-16.

Furman, W., Simon, V. A., Shaffer, L., & Bouchey, H. A. (2002).
Adolescents’ working models and styles for relationships with
parents, friends, and romantic partners. Child Development, 73,
241-255. doi: 10.1111/1467-8624.00403.

Galaif, E. R., Sussman, S., Chou, C.-P., & Wills, T. A. (2003). Longitu-
dinal relations among depression, stress, and coping in high risk
youth. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 32, 243-258.

Gjesfjeld, C. D., Greeno, C. G., Kim, K. H., & Anderson, C. M. (2010).
Economic stress, social support, and maternal depression: Is
social support deterioration occurring? Social Work Research,
34, 135-143.

Goldstein, S. E. (2015). Parental regulation of online behavior and
cyber aggression: Adolescents’ experiences and perspectives.
Cyberpsychology: Journal of Psychosocial Research on Cyber-
space. doi:10.5817/CP2015-4-2.

Gracia, E., & Herrero, J. (2004). Personal and situational determinants
of relationship-specific perceptions of social support. Social
Behavior and Personality, 32, 459-476.

Gray, R., Vitak, J., Easton, E. W., & Ellison, N. B. (2013). Examining
social adjustment to college in the age of social media: Factors
influencing successful transitions and persistence. Computers and
Education, 67, 193-207. doi: 10.1016/j.compedu.2013.02.021.

Halperin, S. (2001). The forgotten half revisited: American youth and
young families, 1988—2008. Washington, DC: American Youth
Policy Forum.

Hammen, C. (2005). Stress and depression. Annual Review of Clinical
Psychology, 1,293-319.

Hann, D., Baker, F., Denniston, M., Gesme, D., Reding, D., Flynn, T.,
& ...Kieltyka, R. L. (2002). The influences of social support on
depressive symptoms in cancer patients: Age and gender differ-
ences. Journal of Psychosomatic Research, 52,279-283.

Hawkley, L. C., Hughes, M. E., Waite, L. J., Masi, C. M., Thisted,
R. A., & Cacioppo, J. T. (2008). From social structural fac-
tors to perceptions of relationship quality and loneliness: The
Chicago health, aging, and social relations study. Journal of
Gerontology: Social Sciences, 63B, S375-S384. doi: 10.1093/
geronb/63.6.s375.

Hayes, A. F. (2013). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and con-
ditional process analysis: A regression-based approach. New
York: The Guilford Press.

@ Springer

Hays, R. D., & DiMatteo, R. (1987). A short-form measure of lone-
liness. Journal of Personality Assessment, 51, 69-81. doi:
10.1207/s15327752jpa5101_6.

Hefner, J., & Eisenberg, D. (2009). Social support and mental health
among college students. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry,
79, 491-499.

Holahan, C. J., Valentiner, D. P., & Moos, R. H. (1994). Parental
support and psychological adjustment during the transition to
young adulthood in a college sample. Journal of Family Psy-
chology, 8,215-223. doi: 10.1037/0893-3200.8.2.215.

Horwitz, B. N., Reynolds, C. A., & Charles, S. T. (2015). Under-
standing associations among family support, friend support,
and psychological distress. Personal Relationships, 22, 79-91.

Hurst, C. S., Baranik, L. E., & Daniel, F. (2013). College student
stressors: A review of the qualitative research. Stress and
Health, 29, 275-285. doi: 10.1002/smi.2465.

Idler, E. L., & Benyamini, Y. (1997). Self-rated health and mortal-
ity: A review of twenty-seven community studies. Journal of
Health and Social Behavior, 38, 21-37.

Johnson, M. K., & Benson, J. (2012). The implications of family con-
text for the transition to adulthood. In A. Booth, S. L. Brown,
N. S. Landale, W. D. Manning & S. M. McHale (Eds.), Early
adulthood in a family context (pp. 87-103). New York, NY:
Springer.

Kendler, K. S., Myers, J., & Prescott, C. A. (2005). Sex differences
in the relationship between social support and risk for major
depression: A longitudinal study of opposite-sex twin pairs.
American Journal of Psychiatry, 162, 250-256.

Kerr, D. C. R., Preuss, L. J., & King, C. A. (2006). Suicidal adoles-
cents’ social support from family and peers: Gender-specific
associations with psychopathology. Journal of Abnormal Child
Psychology, 34, 103-114.

Kim, J., LaRose, R., & Peng, W. (2009). Loneliness as the cause and
the effect of problematic internet use: The relationship between
Internet use and psychological well-being. Cyberpsychology &
Behavior, 12, 451-455.

Kochenderfer-Ladd, B., & Skinner, K. (2002). Children’s cop-
ing strategies: Moderators of the effects of peer victimi-
zation? Developmental Psychology, 38, 267-278. doi:
10.1037/0012-1649.38.2.267.

Koenig, L. J., & Abrams, R. F. (1999). Adolescent loneliness and
adjustment: A focus on gender differences. In K. J. Rotenberg
& S. Hymel (Eds.), Loneliness in childhood and adolescence
(pp- 296-322). New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Kwag, K. H., Martin, P., Russell, D., Franke, W., & Kohut, M.
(2011). The impact of perceived stress, social support, and
home-based physical activity on mental health among older
adults. International Journal of Aging and Human Develop-
ment, 72, 137-154. doi: 10.2190/ag.72.2.c.

Lee, C.-Y. S., Anderson, J. R., Horowitz, J. L., & August, G. J.
(2009). Family income and parenting: The role of parental
depression and social support. Family Relations, 58, 417-430.

Lepore, S. J., Evans, G. W., & Schneider, M. L. (1991). Dynamic
role of social support in the link between chronic stress and
psychological distress. Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 61, 899-909.

Lincoln, K. D., Chatters, L. M., & Taylor, R. J. (2005). Social sup-
port, traumatic events, and depressive symptoms among Afri-
can Americans. Journal of Marriage and Family, 67, 7154-766.

Lucas, R. E., Diener, E., & Suh, E. (1996). Discriminant validity of
well-being measures. Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 71, 616-628.

Maciejewski, P. K., Prigerson, H. G., & Mazure, C. M. (2001). Sex
differences in event-related risk for major depression. Psycho-
logical Medicine, 31, 593-604.


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2011.00633.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2003.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8624.00403
https://doi.org/10.5817/CP2015-4-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2013.02.021
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/63.6.s375
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/63.6.s375
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa5101_6
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.8.2.215
https://doi.org/10.1002/smi.2465
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.38.2.267
https://doi.org/10.2190/ag.72.2.c

The Relational Context of Social Support in Young Adults: Links with Stress and Well-Being 35

Madden, M., Lenhart, A., Duggan, M., Cortesi, S., & Gasser, U.
(2013). Teens and technology 2013. Washington, DC: Pew
Internet & American Life Project.

Mahon, N. E., Yarcheski, A., Yarcheski, T. J., Cannella, B. L., &
Hanks, M. M. (2006). A meta-analytic study of predictors for
loneliness during adolescence. Nursing Research, 55, 308-315.
doi: 10.1097/00006199-200609000-00003.

Matud, M. P., Bethencourt, J. M., & Ibanez, I. (2015). Gen-
der differences in psychological distress in Spain. Inter-
national Journal of Social Psychiatry, 61, 560-568. doi:
10.1177/0020764014564801.

Meadows, S. O., Brown, J. S., & Elder, G. H. (2006). Depressive
symptoms, stress, and support: Gendered trajectories from
adolescence to young adulthood. Journal of Youth and Ado-
lescence, 35, 93-103.

Mezo, P. G., & Baker, R. M. (2012). The moderating effects of stress
and rumination on depressive symptoms in women and men.
Stress and Health, 28, 333-339. doi: 10.1002/smi.2417.

Morrison, R. L. (2009). Are women tending and befriending in the
workplace? Gender differences in the relationship between
workplace friendships and organizational outcomes. Sex Roles,
60, 1-13.

Needham, B. L. (2008). Reciprocal relationships between symptoms
of depression and parental support during the transition from
adolescence to young adulthood. Journal of Youth and Ado-
lescence, 37, 893-905.

Nolen-Hoeksema, S., & Jackson, B. (2001). Mediators of the gender
difference in rumination. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 25,
37-47. doi: 10.1111/1471-6402.00005.

Norris, F. H., & Kaniasty, K. (1996). Received and perceived social
support in times of stress: A test of the social support dete-
rioration deterrence model. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 71,498-511.

Papini, D. R., Farmer, F. L., Clark, S. M., & Snell, W. E. (1988).
An evaluation of adolescent patterns of sexual self-disclosure
to parents and friends. Journal of Adolescent Research, 3,
387-401. doi: 10.1177/074355488833011.

Pearlin, L. 1., Menaghan, E. G., Lieberman, M. A., & Mullan, J.
T. (1981). The stress process. Journal of Health and Social
Behavior, 22, 337-356.

Pettit, J. W., Roberts, R. E., Lewinsohn, P. M., Seeley, J. R., & Yaro-
slavsky, I. (2011). Developmental relations between perceived
social support and depressive symptoms through emerging
adulthood: Blood is thicker than water. Journal of Family
Psychology, 25, 127-136.

Pierce, G. R., Sarason, I. G., & Sarason, B. R. (1991). General and
relationship-based perceptions of social support: Are two con-
structs better than one? Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 61, 1028-1039. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.61.6.1028.

Qualter, P., Vanhalst, J., Harris, R., van Roekel, E., Lodder, G., Ban-
gee, M., ... Verhagen, M. (2015). Loneliness across the life
span. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 10, 250-264. doi:
10.1177/1745691615568999.

Radloff, L. S. (1977). The CES-D scale: A self-report depression
scale for research in the general population. Applied Psycho-
logical Measurement, 1, 385-401.

Raffaelli, M., Andrade, F. C. D., Wiley, A. R., Sanchez-Armass, O.,
Edwards, L. L., & Aradillas-Garcia, C. (2012). Stress, social
support, and depression: A test of the stress-buffering hypoth-
esis in a Mexican sample. Journal of Research on Adolescence,
23,283-289. doi: 10.1111/jora.12006.

Rigby, K. (2000). Effects of peer victimization in schools and per-
ceived social support on adolescent well-being. Journal of
Adolescence, 23, 57-68. doi: 10.1006/jado.1999.0289.

Rivera, F. I. (2007). Contextualizing the experience of young Latino
adults: Acculturation, social support and depression. Journal
of Immigrant Minority Health, 9, 237-244.

Roberti, J. W., Harrington, L. N., & Storch, E. A. (2006). Further
psychometric support for the 10-item version of the perceived
stress scale. Journal of College Counseling, 9, 135-147.

Roeder, K. M., Cole, D. A., Sinclair, K. R., Dukewich, T. L.,
Preacher, K. J., Felton, J. W., & ...Tilghman-Osborne, C.
(2014). Sensitive periods for the effect of peer victimization
on self-cognition: Moderation by age and gender. Develop-
ment and Psychopathology, 26, 1035-1048. doi: 10.1017/
S0954579414000601.

Roxburgh, S. (2004). ‘There just aren’t enough hours in the day’: The
mental health consequences of time pressure. Journal of Health
and Social Behavior, 45, 115-131.

Sangalang, C. C., & Gee, G. C. (2012). Depression and anxiety among
Asian Americans: The effects of social support and strain. Social
Work, 57, 49-60.

Santor, D. A., Zuroff, D. C., Ramsay, J. O., Cervantes, P., & Palacios, J.
(1995). Examining scale discriminability in the BDI and CES-D
as a function of depressive severity. Psychological Assessment,
7, 131-139.

Segrin, C. (2003). Age moderates the relationship between social
support and psychosocial problems. Human Communication
Research, 29, 317-342.

Semplonius, T., Good, M., & Willoughby, T. (2015). Religious and
non-religious activity engagement as assets in promoting social
ties throughout university: The role of emotion regulation. Jour-
nal of Youth and Adolescence, 44, 1592—-1606. doi: 10.1007/
$10964-014-0200-1.

Sheets, R. L., & Mohr, J. J. (2009). Perceived social support from
friends and family and psychosocial functioning in bisexual
young adult college students. Journal of Counseling Psychol-
ogy, 56, 152-163.

Shulman, S., & Connolly, J. (2016). The challenge of romantic relation-
ships in emerging adulthood. In J. J. Arnett & J. J. Arnett (Eds.),
The Oxford handbook of emerging adulthood (pp. 230-244).
New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Sifers, S. K. (2011). Social support. InJ. R. Roger & Levesque (Eds.),
Encyclopedia of Adolescence (pp. 2810-2815). New York:
Springer.

Simon, R. W., & Barrett, A. E. (2010). Nonmarital romantic relation-
ships and mental health in early adulthood: Does the associa-
tion differ for women and men? Journal of Health and Social
Behavior, 51, 168-182.

Solis, M. V,, Smetana, J. G., & Comer, J. (2015). Associations among
solicitation, relationship quality, and adolescents’ disclosure and
secrecy with mothers and best friends. Journal of Adolescence,
43, 193-205. doi: 10.1016/j.adolescence.2015.05.016.

Stoliker, B. E., & Lafreniere, K. D. (2015). The influence of perceived
stress, loneliness, and learning burnout on university students’
educational experience. College Student Journal, 49, 146—160.

Taylor, S. E., Klein, L. C., Lewis, B. P., Gruenewald, T. L., Gurung, R.
R., & Updegraft, J. A. (2000). Biobehavioral responses to stress
in females: Tend-and-befriend, not fight-or-flight. Psychologi-
cal Review, 107, 411-429. doi: 10.1037/0033-295X.107.3.411.

Taylor, Z. E., Doane, L. D., & Eisenberg, N. (2014). Transitioning from
high school to college: Relations of social support, resiliency,
and maladjustment during emerging adulthood. Emerging Adult-
hood, 2, 105-115. doi: 10.1177/2167696813506885.

Thoits, P. A. (2011). Mechanisms linking social ties and support to
physical and mental health. Journal of Health and Social Behav-
ior, 52, 145-161.

Thorsteinsson, R. F., & Brown, E. B. (2009). Mediators and moderators
of the stress-fatigue relationship in non-clinical samples. Journal
of Psychosomatic Research, 66, 21-29.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1097/00006199-200609000-00003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020764014564801
https://doi.org/10.1002/smi.2417
https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-6402.00005
https://doi.org/10.1177/074355488833011
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.61.6.1028
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691615568999
https://doi.org/10.1111/jora.12006
https://doi.org/10.1006/jado.1999.0289
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579414000601
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579414000601
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-014-0200-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-014-0200-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2015.05.016
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.107.3.411
https://doi.org/10.1177/2167696813506885

36

C.-Y.S. Leeetal.

Uchino, B. N. (2009). Understanding the links between social support
and physical health: A life-span perspective with emphasis on
the separability of perceived and received support. Perspectives
on Psychological Science, 4, 236-255.

Verger, P., Combes, J. B., Kovess-Masfety, V., Choquet, M., Guagli-
ardo, V., Rouillon, F., & ...Peretti-Wattel, P. (2009). Psychologi-
cal distress in first year university students: Socioeconomic and
academic stressors, mastery and social support in young men
and women. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology,
44, 643-650.

Weir, R. M., & Okun, M. A. (1989). Social support, positive college
events, and college satisfaction: Evidence for boosting effects.
Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 19, 758-771. doi:
10.1111/j.1559-1816.1989.tb01257 .x.

Wheaton, B. (1985). Models for the stress-buffering functions of
coping resources. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 26,
352-364. doi: 10.2307/2136658.

@ Springer

Zaff, ]. F., Donlan, A. E., Pufall Jones, E., & Lin, E. S. (2015). Support-
ive developmental systems for children and youth: A theoretical
framework for comprehensive community initiatives. Journal
of Applied Developmental Psychology, 40, 1-7. doi: 10.1016/j.
appdev.2015.03.004.

Zhang, B., Gao, Q., Fokkema, M., Alterman, V., & Liu, Q. (2015).
Adolescent interpersonal relationships, social support and
loneliness in high schools: Mediation effect and gender differ-
ences. Social Science Research, 53, 104-117. doi: 10.1016/j.
ssresearch.2015.05.003.

Zheng, H., & Thomas, P. A. (2013). Marital status, self-rated health,
and mortality: Overestimation of health or diminishing protec-
tion of marriage? Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 54,
128-143.

Zimet, G. D., Dahlem, N. W., Zimet, S. G., & Farley, G. K. (1988). The
multidimensional scale of perceived social support. Journal of
Personality Assessment, 52, 30—41.


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1989.tb01257.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/2136658
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2015.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2015.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2015.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2015.05.003

	The Relational Context of Social Support in Young Adults: Links with Stress and Well-Being
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Associations of Stress, Social Support, and Well-Being
	Gender Differences
	Conditional Direct Effects
	Conditional Indirect Effects

	The Present Study

	Method
	Participants and Procedure
	Measures
	Perceived Stress
	Relational Context of Social Support
	Loneliness
	Depressive Symptoms
	Self-rated Physical Health


	Results
	Analysis Strategy

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Implications

	Conclusion
	References


