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INTRODUCTION

Social connectedness is a well- established protective 
factor against suicidal thoughts and behaviors (Hirsch 
& Barton,  2011; Kleiman & Liu,  2013). Within the 
Interpersonal Theory of Suicide (IPTS), an unmet de-
sire for social connectedness with others (i.e., thwarted 

belongingness), combined with beliefs that one is a burden 
on their social network is thought to lead to the onset of 
suicidal thoughts (Joiner,  2005; Van Orden et al.,  2010). 
Both inside and outside of the context of the IPTS, consid-
erable research regarding social connection has focused 
on understanding perceived connectedness to others as a 
protective factor against suicidal thoughts and behaviors 
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Abstract
Introduction: Perceived social support is a well- established protective factor 
against suicidal ideation, yet few studies have examined how actually seeking so-
cial support relates to suicidal ideation. We investigated the contexts under which 
social support seeking may be related to greater, or lesser, suicidal ideation.
Methods: Undergraduates completed ecological momentary assessments up to 
6 times daily. Multi- level moderated logistic regressions examined interactions 
between presence of daily- level support seeking with burdensomeness and lone-
liness as indicators of same- day and next- day suicidal ideation.
Results: Seeking social support was positively associated with same- day, but 
not next- day reports of suicidal thinking. On days when participants felt burden-
some and sought support, they had greater odds of reporting suicidal ideation 
(OR = 1.659, 95% CI = [1.420, 1.938]), compared with days they felt burdensome 
but did not seek support. There was no effect of burdensomeness on next- day 
ideation. There was no significant interaction effect between support seeking and 
loneliness on same- day or next- day ideation.
Conclusions: Seeking support and feeling like a burden are associated with a 
greater likelihood of experiencing suicidal ideation. The current results under-
score the importance of equipping at- risk individuals with a toolbelt of a variety 
of coping skills.
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(Ackard et al.,  2006; Czyz et al.,  2012). Recent research 
has also investigated the distinction between frequency of 
social contact compared with closeness of social relation-
ships and how these factors impact suicidal thoughts and 
behaviors. Lower levels of social closeness had a stronger 
association with suicidal ideation and attempts, compared 
with the frequency of social contact (Mueller et al., 2022). 
Despite this important investigation into the aspect of 
social connectedness that is most implicated in suicidal 
thoughts and behaviors, few studies have extended be-
yond a perception of connectedness to also examine the 
impact of acting on the desire for social connection by ac-
tually seeking support from others.

Social support seeking may have the potential to either 
increase or decrease the presence of suicidal thoughts. 
Previous longitudinal research on high school students 
found that seeking social support was associated with de-
creased probability of experiencing suicidal thoughts and 
behaviors (Cenkseven- Önder, 2018). Beyond this work on 
the bivariate relationship between seeking support and 
suicidal thoughts and behaviors, we are not aware of any 
research that has addressed how the act of seeking social 
support interacts with (and possibly intensifies the effect 
of) suicide risk factors like thwarted belongingness and 
perceived burdensomeness.

Social support seeking may be an important coping skill 
to combat suicidal thoughts and behaviors. As suggested 
by the IPTS, perceived burdensomeness, and thwarted be-
longingness lead to an individual's desire to die by suicide 
(Van Orden et al., 2010). Accordingly, seeking out social 
support may increase social connection, lead to lower 
levels of thwarted belongingness and perceived burden-
someness, and subsequently decrease suicidal thoughts. 
However, the act of seeking social support acknowledges 
that a problem exists. Consequently, social support seek-
ing may serve as a metric of the onset of a crisis, which, 
if the attempt to elicit support is unsuccessful, may foster 
negative feelings and exacerbate suicidal thinking.

College students may be particularly vulnerable to the 
impact of social support seeking. Numerous studies have 
demonstrated the strong relationships between greater 
levels of social support and less suicidal thoughts and be-
haviors among college students (Hirsch & Barton,  2011; 
Whatley & Clopton,  1992). As college is often a time in 
which individuals expand their social network consider-
ably, both online and in person (Wertalik, 2017), college 
students represent a cohort of individuals with particu-
larly unique levels of social support seeking, which may 
impact their mental health. Moreover, the IPTS has also 
been successfully tested among college students, with 
support detected for associations between increased per-
ceived burden and thwarted belonging with greater sui-
cidal behavior (Becker et al.,  2020). With considerable 

prior research examining these factors among college stu-
dents, there is reason to continue to investigate the ways 
in which social support, perceived burden, thwarted be-
longing, and suicidal ideation interact with one another 
among this population with unique social contexts.

The majority of research on these risk factors has fo-
cused on relationships with suicidal ideation and be-
haviors over long periods of time or cross- sectionally, 
however, existing research has shown that suicidal ide-
ation varies over short time periods (Kleiman et al., 2017). 
Clarification of the roles of perceived burdensomeness 
and thwarted belongingness as short- term predictors of 
suicidal ideation is needed. This study sought to investi-
gate how social support seeking interacts with daily levels 
of perceived burdensomeness and thwarted belongingness 
to impact the occurrence of suicidal thoughts. We hypoth-
esized that perceived burdensomeness and thwarted be-
longingness would be associated with increased suicidal 
ideation. Due to limited existing research regarding the re-
lationship between seeking social support with perceived 
burdensomeness, thwarted belongingness, and suicidal 
thoughts, there were no a priori hypotheses regarding the 
role of social support seeking.

Two recent studies have investigated constructs of in-
terest from the IPTS using ecological momentary assess-
ment (EMA; Hallensleben et al., 2019; Parrish et al., 2021). 
Hallensleben et al.  (2019) detected that among psychiat-
ric inpatients perceived burdensomeness was associated 
with passive suicidal ideation in prospective analyses, 
whereas thwarted belongingness was not associated with 
passive suicidal ideation over short time periods/days 
(Hallensleben et al.,  2019). Similarly, EMA work by 
Parrish et al.  (2021) found that among a sample of out-
patients with psychotic symptoms, suicidal ideation was 
associated with higher levels of perceived burdensome-
ness and lower levels of thwarted belongingness. Building 
upon these studies, investigation into the role of seek-
ing support in relation to perceived burdensomeness, 
thwarted belongingness, and suicidal ideation may clarify 
the role of acting upon a desire to connect with others, 
within the context of the IPTS variables. In the present 
study, we used daily- level assessments to assess the role of 
support seeking, thwarted belongingness, and perceived 
burdensomeness on suicidal ideation on a daily level.

METHODS

Participants

The final sample consisted of 74 undergraduate students 
from a large public university in the Northeast who 
participated in larger study on everyday lives of college 
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students that consisted of two waves of students (total 
N = 461). See Kleiman et al. (2020), which presents data 
from the first wave of the study for an overview of the 
methodology used in both waves. The participants who 
were included in this study were individuals with re-
cent suicidal thinking, defined as either (1) a report of 
suicidal thinking in the month prior to the study or (2) 
at least one report of suicidal thinking during the study 
(see below for operationalization of suicidal thinking). 
86.49% of the sample reported suicidal thinking during 
the study and 48.65% reported suicidal thinking in the 
month before the study. The average age was 19.38 years 
(SD = 0.999 years). The sample was 70.27% cisgender fe-
male, 25.68% cisgender male, 2.70% transgender female, 
1.35% non- binary, and 1.35% chose not to disclose. The 
sample was 50% Asian, 31.08% White, 5.40% African 
American/Black, 1.35% American Indian/Alaskan 
Native, and the remainder endorsed multiple races or 
chose not to disclose. Regarding ethnicity, 10.81% of the 
sample identified as Hispanic/Latinx. Table 1 provides a 
summary of participant demographics and suicidal idea-
tion rates.

Procedures

Participants were recruited via various university email 
listservs. Participants completed a consent form and then 
were sent a baseline survey and instructions on how to 
install the smartphone ecological momentary assessment 
(EMA) app, MetricWire (www.metri cwire.com). Once the 
app was installed, participants received six surveys per 
day for a total of eight weeks. The six surveys each day 
contained an assessment of various current affect states. 
Each night, the last survey of the day included an addi-
tional set of questions about events that occurred during 
the day. Participants were paid up to $235 in Amazon.com 
giftcards for their time in the study.

Measures

Loneliness

We assessed loneliness at each momentary survey (i.e., 
how lonely do you feel right now?) on a 0 (not at all lonely) 
to 10 (very lonely) scale. We created a day- level aggregate 
measure reflecting the mean level of loneliness reported 
each day for each participant, consistent with all other var-
iables that were measured on the daily level. This type of 
aggregation could lead to losing some meaningful within- 
day variability. To assess the extent to which we may 
have lost variability when aggregating from the within-  to 
between- day level, we examined the intraclass correla-
tions (ICCs) for loneliness at both within-  and between- 
day levels, comparing them to the between person level. 
The within- day ICC was 0.499 [95% CI: 0.424, 0.587] and 
the between- day ICC was 0.571 [95% CI: 0.494, 0.656]. 
Given the overlap in confidence intervals, it suggests that 
there was no significant difference in the variability cap-
tured by the momentary (i.e., within- day) assessment of 
loneliness compared with the between- day aggregate.

Burdensomeness

We assessed daily perceived burdensomeness at the 
nightly survey (i.e., how burdensome did you feel today?) 
on a 0 (not at all burdensome) to 10 (very burdensome) 
scale.

Support seeking

Each night, participants were provided with a list of things 
they did to cope with stress or negative emotion during 
that day, including “Sought support from other people.” 

T A B L E  1  Sample demographics and suicidal ideation rates 
(N = 74)

Variable N (%)/M (SD)

Age 19.38 (0.999)

Gender

Cisgender female 52 (70.27%)

Cisgender male 19 (25.68%)

Transgender female 2 (2.70%)

Non- binary 1 (1.35%)

Chose not to disclose 1 (1.35%)

Race

Asian 37 (50.00%)

White 23 (31.08%)

African American/Black 4 (5.40%)

American Indian/Alaskan Native 1 (1.35%)

Multiple Races/Chose not to disclose 9 (12.16%)

Ethnicity

Non- Hispanic/Latinx 66 (89.19%)

Hispanic/Latinx 8 (10.81%)

Past month suicidal ideation

Yes 36 (48.65%)

No 38 (51.35%)

Suicidal ideation endorsed during the study

Yes 64 (86.49%)

No 10 (13.51%)

http://www.metricwire.com
http://amazon.com
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For the current study, 0 = did not seek social support and 
1 = sought social support.

Suicidal thinking

Each night, participants were asked whether they had 
experienced a number of stressful events during the day, 
including whether they “had suicidal thoughts.” For the 
current study, 0  =  did not have suicidal thoughts and 
1 = had suicidal thoughts. We also used this variable as 
our primary selection criterion for inclusion in this sec-
ondary analysis. Specifically, participants were included 
on the basis of having suicidal thoughts at least once dur-
ing the study.

Analytic strategy

We performed two sets of multi- level moderated logistic 
regressions using the lme4 R package (Bates et al., 2015). 
One set of models used contemporaneous data, where 
same day presence/absence of suicidal thinking was the 
dependent variable. The other set of models used prospec-
tive data, where next day presence/absence of suicidal 
thinking was the dependent variable. Using models on 
both time scales allowed us to capture the duration of our 
hypothesized effects (i.e., whether the persist to the next 
day or are limited to only one day). Both sets of models 
included two primary analyses. The first analysis included 
daily- level support seeking and burdensomeness, as well 
as their interaction. The second analysis included daily- 
level support seeking and loneliness, as well as their inter-
action. In both models, we included burdensomeness and 
loneliness centered on participant means as well as each 
participant's mean, which allowed us to identify between 
versus within- person effects. Given that we were inter-
ested primarily in day- level effects, we only examined the 
interaction between social support and the participant- 
mean centered data. We participant- mean centered bur-
densomeness and loneliness using the EMAtools package 
(Kleiman, 2017). We plotted significant interactions using 
the sjPlot package (Lüdecke, 2021) and probed significant 
interactions using the reghelper package (Hughes, 2021).

RESULTS

Descriptives

The 74 participants provided data on a total of 2750 days 
(M  =  37.16 days per participant, SD  =  18.50 days). On 
these days, participants completed an average of 4.17 

out of 6 surveys per day (69.5% compliance rate). When 
adjusting for the variation in number of days in which 
participants provided data, participants reported suicidal 
thinking, on average, on 12.31% of days they were in the 
study (SD = 19.36%). When examining the frequency of 
suicidal thinking among the 64 participants (86.5% of the 
sample) who reported suicidal thinking at least once in 
the study, these participants reported a total of 205 days of 
suicidal thinking, with an average of 3.20 days of suicidal 
thinking per participant (SD = 5.65, range = 1– 35 days). 
Exactly half (n = 32) of the sample who endorsed suicidal 
thinking during the study did so on more than one day.

Same- day analyses

When examining the bivariate relationship between sup-
port seeking and odds of suicidal thinking (i.e., without 
including any moderators), there was a significant re-
lationship such that participants were 2.82 times more 
likely to report suicidal thinking on days in which they 
sought support (OR = 2.82, 95% CI = 1.79, 4.42, p < 0.001). 
Table  2 shows the results of both moderated regression 
analyses showing the contemporaneous association with 
same- day odds of suicidal thinking. In the first model ex-
amining, the support × burdensomeness interaction, the 
main effect of burdensomeness was positively associated 
with increased odds of suicidal thinking. The interaction 
between the two was also significant. When examining the 
simple slopes (see Figure 1 for plot), the effect of burden-
someness on odds of having suicidal thoughts was greater 
on days when participants sought support (OR  =  1.659, 
95% CI = [1.420, 1.938]) than on days when they did not 
seek support (OR = 1.289, 95% CI = [1.185, 1.402]). In the 
second model, examining the support × loneliness interac-
tion, both seeking support and loneliness were positively 
associated with odds of suicidal thinking. However, the 
interaction between the two was not significant.

Prospective analyses

When examining the bivariate relationship between 
support seeking and next day odds of suicidal think-
ing (i.e., without including any moderators), there was 
no significant main (unmoderated) effect (OR  =  0.816, 
95% CI  =  [0.474, 1.405], p  =  0.463). Table  2 also shows 
the results of both moderated regression analyses showing 
the prospective association with same- day odds of suicidal 
thinking. As can be seen in the table, there were signifi-
cant prospective associations between the main effect of 
burdensomeness and loneliness. Higher levels of burden-
someness and loneliness were associated with greater 



   | 5MOURNET et al.

T
A

B
L

E
 2

 
R

es
ul

ts
 o

f t
he

 re
gr

es
si

on
 a

na
ly

se
s p

re
di

ct
in

g 
th

e 
od

ds
 o

f t
he

 o
cc

ur
re

nc
e 

of
 d

ai
ly

 su
ic

id
al

 th
in

ki
ng

Pr
ed

ic
to

r

C
on

te
m

po
ra

ne
ou

s 
(s

am
e 

da
y)

 m
od

el
s

Lo
ng

it
ud

in
al

 (n
ex

t d
ay

) m
od

el
s

B
ur

de
ns

om
en

es
s ×

 su
pp

or
t

Lo
ne

lin
es

s ×
 su

pp
or

t
B

ur
de

ns
om

en
es

s ×
 su

pp
or

t
Lo

ne
lin

es
s ×

 su
pp

or
t

O
R

95
%

 C
I

p
O

R
95

%
 C

I
p

O
R

95
%

 C
I

p
O

R
95

%
 C

I
p

(I
nt

er
ce

pt
)

0.
02

0
0.

01
– 0

.0
4

<
0.

00
1

0.
02

3
0.

01
– 0

.0
4

<
0.

00
1

0.
02

3
0.

01
– 0

.0
48

<
0.

00
1

So
ug

ht
 su

pp
or

t (
vs

. d
id

 n
ot

 se
ek

)
1.

15
9

0.
65

– 2
.0

6
0.

61
4

2.
76

2
1.

70
– 4

.4
9

<
0.

00
1

0.
70

1
0.

39
– 1

.2
6

0.
23

7

Bu
rd

en
so

m
en

es
s (

pa
rt

ic
ip

an
t m

ea
n)

1.
36

5
1.

15
– 1

.6
2

<
0.

00
1

1.
29

9
1.

10
– 1

.5
4

0.
00

3

Bu
rd

en
so

m
en

es
s

1.
28

9
1.

19
– 1

.4
0

<
0.

00
1

1.
10

3
1.

01
– 1

.2
1

0.
02

9

Bu
rd

en
so

m
en

es
s ×

 su
pp

or
t

1.
28

7
1.

08
– 1

.5
3

0.
00

5
1.

05
5

0.
87

– 1
.2

9
0.

59
2

Lo
ne

lin
es

s (
pa

rt
ic

ip
an

t m
ea

n)
1.

13
7

0.
99

– 1
.3

1
0.

07
5

1.
08

8
0.

94
– 1

.2
6

0.
26

5

Lo
ne

lin
es

s
1.

35
5

1.
22

– 1
.5

0
<

0.
00

1
1.

24
8

1.
12

– 1
.3

9
<

0.
00

1

Lo
ne

lin
es

s ×
 su

pp
or

t
1.

01
5

0.
82

– 1
.2

6
0.

89
4

0.
97

5
0.

74
– 1

.2
9

0.
86

0

R
an

do
m

 e
ffe

ct
s

σ2
3.

29
3.

29
3.

29
3.

29

τ 0
0

1.
52

  ID
1.

59
  ID

1.
35

  ID
1.

69
  ID

IC
C

0.
32

0.
33

0.
29

0.
34

N
75

  ID
75

  ID
74

  ID
74

  ID
O

bs
er

va
tio

ns
22

55
27

50
21

07
24

91

M
ar

gi
na

l R
2 /c

on
di

tio
na

l R
2

0.
15

3/
0.

42
1

0.
09

4/
0.

38
9

0.
07

0/
0.

34
0

0.
03

6/
0.

36
3

N
ot

e: 
pa

rt
ic

ip
an

t m
ea

n 
=

 e
ac

h 
pa

rt
ic

ip
an

t's
 m

ea
n.

 B
ur

de
ns

om
en

es
s a

nd
 lo

ne
lin

es
s a

re
 p

ar
tic

ip
an

t- m
ea

n 
ce

nt
er

ed
.



6 |   MOURNET et al.

odds of next day suicidal thinking. Additionally, in both 
models, the main effect for social support and the interac-
tions between social support and burdensomeness and be-
tween social support and loneliness were not significant.

DISCUSSION

The focus of the current study was to understand the as-
sociation between social support seeking and suicidal 
ideation. In our cross- sectional analyses, we found that 
(1) seeking support was associated with increased suicidal 
thinking, (2) on days when participants felt burdensome 
and sought social support, they had greater odds of report-
ing suicidal ideation, and (3) social support had no effect 
on the relationship between thwarted belongingness and 
having suicidal thoughts. These findings may seem con-
trary to what might be expected; however, as we discuss 
below, these findings highlight an important distinction 
between seeking social support and feeling or perceiving 
support. In prospective analyses, there was no significant 
effect for social support seeking and the impact of per-
ceived burdensomeness and thwarted belongingness was 
associated with next- day suicidal ideation, whereas the 

impact of social support seeking did not last into the next 
day.

Across the tested cross- sectional models, the main 
effect of social support seeking was associated with in-
creased odds of suicidal thoughts. Typically, the presence 
of social support is associated with decreased suicidal 
thoughts and behaviors (Czyz et al.,  2012). Importantly, 
this study focused on the act of seeking social support, 
rather than feeling supported. Seeking social support may 
indicate that something is wrong; when someone feels the 
need to turn to others for support, there is an implication 
that an individual is doing poorly. On its own, the act of 
seeking support was found to be associated with increased 
suicidal ideation, supporting the notion that while perceiv-
ing social support may be protective against suicidal ide-
ation, seeking social support is an indicator of distress and 
thus may indicate suicidal thoughts.

Social support seeking moderated the contemporane-
ous association between perceived burdensomeness and 
suicidal thoughts; however, there was no significant in-
teraction between social support seeking and thwarted 
belongingness. While seeking support may be unlikely to 
intensify an unmet desire to belong, reaching out and ask-
ing for support has the potential to put an individual at 

F I G U R E  1  Results of the 
burdensomeness × support interaction 
predicting the odds of occurrence of daily 
suicidal thinking
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risk of having their desire for support rejected, prompting 
worry about burdensomeness. Moreover, an individual 
may in fact receive the support they wanted but still have 
increased perceived burdensomeness (e.g., “I'm grateful 
that she's always there for me, but I feel guilty for plac-
ing this burden on her”). In addition to the possibility of 
attempts to seek social support being successful yet pro-
ducing guilt, the type of stress that results in an individual 
seeking support may be more intensive, such that suicidal 
ideation may be more likely, regardless of whether social 
support seeking is successful or not. It is also a possibil-
ity that these participants erode support by seeking it so 
much that there is less available support or the support 
that is available is often relied on, serving to create (accu-
rate) perceptions of burdensomeness. Given the multitude 
of potential interpretations of these findings, further re-
search is needed to continue to understand how the extent 
to which the desired support is provided impacts suicidal 
ideation. Additionally, future research may benefit from 
building upon related existing research to understand the 
extent to which seeking social support in relation to feel-
ings of burdensomeness interacts with reassurance seek-
ing to impact suicidal ideation (Hames et al., 2015; Starr 
& Davila, 2008).

Regarding the need to clarifying the roles of perceived 
burdensomeness and thwarted belongingness as short- 
term predictors of suicidal ideation in the context of the 
IPTS, perceived burdensomeness appears to have a more 
robust role in promoting suicidal thinking, particularly in 
relation to an individual actively seeking social support. 
The relevance of perceived burdensomeness in the current 
results is consistent with prior research that has shown 
perceived burdensomeness to be a more robust predictor 
of suicidal ideation compared with thwarted belonging-
ness (Chu et al., 2017; Hallensleben et al., 2019). It may 
also be that different findings for loneliness and perceived 
burdensomeness were due to retrospective report for per-
ceived burdensomeness at the end of each day compared 
with multiple times daily assessment of loneliness in the 
moment feelings of loneliness. Future research should 
seek to assess these variables at the same frequency to 
further understand whether these variables have different 
associations with suicidal ideation in the short- term.

In prospective analyses, there was no significant effect 
for social support seeking. Whereas the impact of feeling 
perceived burdensomeness and thwarted belongingness 
was associated with next- day suicidal ideation, the impact 
of social support seeking does not last into the next day. 
Thus, efforts to support individuals in handling instances 
of social support seeking that do not go as predicted may 
be most impactful when focused on short- term periods of 
time following these interactions. These prospective anal-
yses may also align with alternative interpretations of the 

cross- sectional analyses wherein individuals may experi-
ence burdensomeness, leading to suicidal ideation, which 
in turn leads to seeking support. This pathway would also 
show evidence of effective coping skill usage.

There are important clinical and intervention- related 
implications as a result of these findings. Social support 
seeking, a coping skill, was associated with greater odds 
of suicidal ideation. The goal of a coping skill is to reduce 
unpleasant emotions. If seeking social support may some-
times does the opposite of its intended purpose, there 
is a need to teach people how to seek support in a way 
that does not make them feel worse and how to respond 
to and recover when facing unsuccessful attempts to ob-
tain social support. Moreover, if perceived burdensome-
ness and suicidal ideation precede social support seeking, 
the importance of ensuring that seeking social support 
does not exacerbate negative feelings remains necessary. 
Interventions are needed to assist people in learning how 
to seek support and how to appraise the support they re-
ceive without feeling like a burden on others. Relatedly, 
some individuals may benefit from receiving support in 
planning ahead or role playing for how they will cope with 
potential outcomes, particularly negative ones, following 
instances of seeking social support. In addition to skill- 
building around more beneficial approaches to social sup-
port seeking, more effective interventions are necessary 
for both preventing and lessening perceived burdensome-
ness. Existing research has developed and investigated 
the impact of therapy programs that target perceived bur-
densomeness and thwarted belongingness (i.e., Engage 
Psychotherapy; Van Orden et al., 2021). Similarly, work by 
Hill and Pettit  (2019) on the LEAP intervention, focuses 
on targeting perceived burdensomeness among adoles-
cents as a conduit to preventing suicide. Future studies 
should expand upon these interventions to test existing 
programs in other populations, such as college students, 
and develop additional interventions to help individuals 
in instances where social support is an appropriate venue 
for coping with problems, yet feelings of burdensomeness 
still arise.

While social support seeking may be a beneficial cop-
ing skill when it results in social connection, the current 
findings underscore the importance of equipping at- risk 
individuals with a toolbelt of a variety of coping skills. 
Suicide safety plans rely heavily on reaching out to other 
people, as evidenced by three of the steps focusing on 
identifying people who can provide distraction, help, and 
support during a crisis (Stanley & Brown, 2012). These are 
essential components of a safety plan; however, in devel-
oping these plans, clinicians should help to ensure that in-
dividuals at risk are also prepared with additional coping 
strategies that are not reliant on external factors. In doing 
so, individuals who are more vulnerable to feeling like a 
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burden on others, may be better equipped to address their 
distress.

Given that this is a secondary analysis and the data 
were not collected with these study aims in mind, we 
were unable to assess the temporal direction of the re-
sults, limiting the current study. To clarify the direction 
of this interaction, future EMA research should seek to 
directly ask participants how they cope with both sui-
cidal ideation and feeling like a burden on others, as 
well as assessing the outcome of social support seek-
ing when they engage in this behavior. Additionally, 
we did not ask about the type of support that partici-
pants sought from others, preventing us from knowing 
whether individuals were seeking emotional, informa-
tion, instrumental, or other support types, which may 
have impacted findings. Future studies should explicitly 
query for this information.

Seeking support is beneficial when people receive 
the support that they seek. However, as revealed in this 
study, seeking support and feeling like a burden are as-
sociated with increased suicidal ideation, though the 
direction of this relationship requires further investiga-
tion. Improved interventions are needed to help individ-
uals seek support when they need it and simultaneously 
decrease perceptions of oneself as a burden. It may also 
be beneficial to help people seek support before they 
experience high levels of perceived burdensomeness or 
suicidal thoughts. In doing so, we can foster the bene-
fit of social support seeking as a coping mechanism to 
ensure that when people turn to their friends and fam-
ily for support, they are able to maximize the value in 
reaching out to others.

FUNDING INFORMATION
N/A.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The authors have no conflicts of interest to disclose.

ETHICS APPROVAL STATEMENT
IRB approval was obtained from the Rutgers University 
IRB.

PATIENT CONSENT STATEMENT
All patients provided written informed consent.

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE MATERIAL 
FROM OTHER SOURCES
N/A.

CLINICAL TRIAL REGISTRATION
N/A.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Data are available upon reasonable request from the cor-
responding author

ORCID
Annabelle M. Mournet   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-0213-4112 
April L. Yeager   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8639-6493 

REFERENCES
Ackard, D. M., Neumark- Sztainer, D., Story, M., & Perry, C. 

(2006). Parent- child connectedness and behavioral and 
emotional health among adolescents. American Journal of 
Preventive Medicine, 30(1), 59– 66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
amepre.2005.09.013

Bates, D., Mächler, M., Bolker, B., & Walker, S. (2015). Fitting lin-
ear mixed- effects models using lme4. Journal of Statistical 
Software, 67(1), 48. https://doi.org/10.18637/ jss.v067.i01

Becker, S. P., Foster, J. A., & Luebbe, A. M. (2020). A test of the 
interpersonal theory of suicide in college students. Journal 
of Affective Disorders, 260, 73– 76. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jad.2019.09.005

Cenkseven- Önder, F. (2018). Social support and coping styles in 
predicting suicide probability among Turkish adolescents. 
Universal Journal of Educational Research, 6(1), 145– 154. 
https://doi.org/10.13189/ ujer.2018.060114

Chu, C., Buchman- Schmitt, J. M., Stanley, I. H., Hom, M. A., Tucker, 
R. P., Hagan, C. R., Rogers, M. L., Podlogar, M. C., Chiurliza, 
B., Ringer, F. B., Michaels, M. S., Patros, C. H. G., & Joiner, T. 
E. (2017). The interpersonal theory of suicide: A systematic 
review and meta- analysis of a decade of cross- national re-
search. Psychological Bulletin, 143(12), 1313– 1345. https://doi.
org/10.1037/bul00 00123

Czyz, E. K., Liu, Z., & King, C. A. (2012). Social connectedness and 
one- year trajectories among suicidal adolescents following psy-
chiatric hospitalization. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent 
Psychology, 41(2), 214– 226. https://doi.org/10.1080/15374 
416.2012.651998

Hallensleben, N., Glaesmer, H., Forkmann, T., Rath, D., Strauss, 
M., Kersting, A., & Spangenberg, L. (2019). Predicting sui-
cidal ideation by interpersonal variables, hopelessness 
and depression in real- time. An ecological momentary as-
sessment study in psychiatric inpatients with depression. 
European Psychiatry, 56, 43– 50. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
eurpsy.2018.11.003

Hames, J. L., Chiurliza, B., Podlogar, M. C., Smith, A. R., Selby, 
E. A., Anestis, M. D., & Joiner, T. E. (2015). Perceived bur-
densomeness and thwarted belongingness predict excessive 
reassurance seeking among clinical outpatients. Journal of 
Clinical Psychology, 71(6), 597– 605. https://doi.org/10.1002/
jclp.22158

Hill, R. M., & Pettit, J. W. (2019). Pilot randomized controlled trial 
of LEAP: A selective preventive intervention to reduce ado-
lescents' perceived burdensomeness. Journal of Clinical Child 
and Adolescent Psychology, 48(sup1), S45– S56. https://doi.
org/10.1080/15374 416.2016.1188705

Hirsch, J. K., & Barton, A. L. (2011). Positive social support, nega-
tive social exchanges, and suicidal behavior in college students. 

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0213-4112
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0213-4112
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0213-4112
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8639-6493
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8639-6493
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2005.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2005.09.013
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2019.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2019.09.005
https://doi.org/10.13189/ujer.2018.060114
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000123
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000123
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2012.651998
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2012.651998
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2018.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2018.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22158
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22158
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2016.1188705
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2016.1188705


   | 9MOURNET et al.

Journal of American College Health, 59(5), 393– 398. https://doi.
org/10.1080/07448 481.2010.515635

Hughes, J. (2021). Reghelper: Helper functions for regression analy-
sis. https://CRAN.R- proje ct.org/packa ge=reghe lper

Joiner, T. (2005). Why people die by suicide. Harvard University Press.
Kleiman, E. M. (2017). EMAtools: Data management tools for 

real- time monitoring/ecological momentary assessment data. 
https://CRAN.R- proje ct.org/packa ge=EMAtools

Kleiman, E. M., & Liu, R. T. (2013). Social support as a protective 
factor in suicide: Findings from two nationally representative 
samples. Journal of Affective Disorders, 150(2), 540– 545. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.01.033

Kleiman, E. M., Turner, B. J., Fedor, S., Beale, E. E., Huffman, J. C., 
& Nock, M. K. (2017). Examination of real- time fluctuations 
in suicidal ideation and its risk factors: Results from two eco-
logical momentary assessment studies. Journal of Abnormal 
Psychology, 126(6), 726– 738. https://doi.org/10.1037/abn00 
00273

Kleiman, E. M., Yeager, A. L., Grove, J. L., Kellerman, J. K., & Kim, 
J. S. (2020). Real- time mental health impact of the COVID- 19 
pandemic on college students: Ecological momentary assess-
ment study. JMIR Mental Health, 7(12), e24815. https://doi.
org/10.2196/24815

Lüdecke, D. (2021). SjPlot: Data visualization for statistics in social 
science (2.8.7) [Computer software]. http://CRAN.R- proje 
ct.org/packa ge=sjPlot

Mueller, N. E., Duffy, M. E., Stewart, R. A., Joiner, T. E., & Cougle, 
J. R. (2022). Quality over quantity? The role of social contact 
frequency and closeness in suicidal ideation and attempt. 
Journal of Affective Disorders, 298(Pt A), 248– 255. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.10.065

Parrish, E. M., Chalker, S. A., Cano, M., Moore, R. C., Pinkham, A. 
E., Harvey, P. D., Joiner, T., Lieberman, A., Granholm, E., & 
Depp, C. A. (2021). Ecological momentary assessment of in-
terpersonal theory of suicide constructs in people experiencing 

psychotic symptoms. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 140, 496– 
503. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsyc hires.2021.06.022

Stanley, B., & Brown, G. K. (2012). Safety planning intervention: 
A brief intervention to mitigate suicide risk. Cognitive and 
Behavioral Practice, 19(2), 256– 264. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cbpra.2011.01.001

Starr, L. R., & Davila, J. (2008). Excessive reassurance seeking, de-
pression, and interpersonal rejection: A meta- analytic review. 
Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 117(4), 762– 775. https://doi.
org/10.1037/a0013866

Van Orden, K. A., Areán, P. A., & Conwell, Y. (2021). A pilot random-
ized trial of engage psychotherapy to increase social connection 
and reduce suicide risk in later life. The American Journal of 
Geriatric Psychiatry, 29(8), 789– 800. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jagp.2021.03.009

Van Orden, K. A., Witte, T. K., Cukrowicz, K. C., Braithwaite, S. R., 
Selby, E. A., & Joiner, T. E., Jr. (2010). The interpersonal theory 
of suicide. Psychological Review, 117(2), 575– 600. https://doi.
org/10.1037/a0018697

Wertalik, D. (2017). Social media and building a connected college. 
Cogent Business Management, 4(1), 1320836.

Whatley, S. L., & Clopton, J. R. (1992). Social support and suicidal 
ideation in college students. Psychological Reports, 71(3 Pt 2), 
1123– 1128. https://doi.org/10.2466/PR0.71.8.1123- 1128

How to cite this article: Mournet, A. M., 
Kellerman, J. K., Yeager, A. L., Rosen, R. L., 
Kim, J. S., & Kleiman, E. M. (2022). Daily- level 
assessment of the contexts under which seeking 
social support relates to risk of suicidal thinking. 
Suicide and Life- Threatening Behavior, 00, 1–9. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/sltb.12911

https://doi.org/10.1080/07448481.2010.515635
https://doi.org/10.1080/07448481.2010.515635
https://cran.r-project.org/package=reghelper
https://cran.r-project.org/package=EMAtools
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.01.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.01.033
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000273
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000273
https://doi.org/10.2196/24815
https://doi.org/10.2196/24815
http://cran.r-project.org/package=sjPlot
http://cran.r-project.org/package=sjPlot
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.10.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.10.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2021.06.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpra.2011.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpra.2011.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0013866
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0013866
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jagp.2021.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jagp.2021.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018697
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018697
https://doi.org/10.2466/PR0.71.8.1123-1128
https://doi.org/10.1111/sltb.12911

	Daily-level assessment of the contexts under which seeking social support relates to risk of suicidal thinking
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	METHODS
	Participants
	Procedures
	Measures
	Loneliness
	Burdensomeness
	Support seeking
	Suicidal thinking

	Analytic strategy

	RESULTS
	Descriptives
	Same-day analyses
	Prospective analyses

	DISCUSSION
	Funding information
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	ETHICS APPROVAL STATEMENT
	PATIENT CONSENT STATEMENT
	PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE MATERIAL FROM OTHER SOURCES
	CLINICAL TRIAL REGISTRATION
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


