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Transgression Sensitivity and Interpersonal
Forgiveness: Mediating of Anger Rumination
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[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the relationship of transgression sensitivity, anger rumination and interpersonal for-

giveness. Methods: 194 undergraduates were recruited and asked to recollect the experience of interpersonal transgression
in the past 7 days, and complete the transgression sensitivity scale, transgression—related interpersonal motivations invento-
ry and anger rumination scale. Results: Pearson’s correlation analysis showed a significant association among transgres-
sion sensitivity, anger rumination and interpersonal forgiveness. The effect of transgression sensitivity on avoid and revenge
motivation were positive, but on benevolence were negative. It showed that anger rumination partially mediated the effect of

transgression sensitivity on interpersonal forgiveness. Conclusion: The effect of transgression sensitivity on interpersonal

forgiveness is mediated by anger rumination.
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