L B % W 2006,38(6):902 ~909
Acta Psychologica Sinica

ZXUHWBE—ETHEXFENARIEE

W

(PR LB

m OE

&

NS

A

£F )M 510275)

WE—HAN, AEREARTENTE, BZ 30K, BE, B +24k, X—NAZHHEHHE. HE

B RSB IR B AR E O T MAN A S BTV, DA AREENT R HE,JLPE
AXFAIEREAER A AR A RO EXEL RS H BRI ( Self-presentation ) Bkt 2: B4 (Social Desirabil-
ity) BREN , 5F EL A T A B Fedl s, AT IR T B REAE By LAt S A B0 B2 0 3 B f K 50 IR P9 Bl
B—E T WS ) (Subliminal Evaluative Priming) #27 , Xf i E RS 19 B G347 THI T, SRR AT EKE
EEXT AR BE MR CEEIITEN PEAFENRAYS . IR, EEI LT IAMMER B SR EEFE
i, RIE LA B SRR ST B BRI s MU R R K, X— R B F Rz it —2,

ES

SEE B84S

55

F % ( Self-esteem ) TR E MR B RHBR B
. L EETEESE L HIA AR R
FHiER HERFESSH , RTE+ZENE
SR AT WL S P ) T ¥k . PSR RUIA
FAXHETMYEEFERENER, RTANE
KB EMMTAT AT, FE, AR ES
RS SR B BE , AR B BT EAR
T G, RN AN E LN RE W, M7E
S E AT, MABRZ B R B B EIHLELF
ST Hex — WA B e A9 £ E Heine,
Markus, Kitayama %5,

SR, PA Brown FI Sedikides 25 {0 R H —IF
IWHEGIE I BA s ITRINSLE R
FTE, HEMITA XM ERFARR I EHTTE
A RIEREK , MRRBEK VBT RNER, 2L
SEMERBRINE R, FR, DAL ARE
AN T SCSC AR TR N AR MR B
TRIXRSE, Bl B BRARHE 5 T AR SCAL AR 4R
1A 3 SCSCARIE 52 1 O 2R VR SE , DRI TAT A 31 54 1 e
Mo XA, HLSMNE I B RS BRORUE AR
&) SCAL T I MR, 24t o B R s, SR 3 S
O AR o T 2o 0 i 52 0 TR B S AR
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A%, NREAS, AREN 2HF, BT RS

It

RBIR, SIS RTE TR E O HA
R A F R T B SR RERGRRIE R T4
TESCACT ) I FRRBLSE R . ARSER LRI A Bk
AMERMERBEHARBHR. B AENWES
5T 38 B EORAMMAXT B B BEAT WA, otk
R SEIFREN B RBIE N, L, BT
PESCILIEF S MR E, Y1 H BRAERER A
Xt B BT, BIGEMAOREL B AR R L (ER
TERE KM ST M RER KX AN EE,
A HC— T HREHA . R, B BT s
KA BRAIN T IELERPMRET B
SR A XA R B BRI, BT ER B, —AR
MEE T A RO , BRI A Y R R AR
BAFEUS ) R, BT A R B TS B R R
FIOAETMERRR A RN S T AR EAL
AR, SE &l BRIE TROE O 45 51 30 n BB, A1)
FTRIRAH A HAKCEAE, R A BRI X
RS FHEERECET MR E &,
AR AT RERE B TR 7L A L P8, AR T
HEFERGRK ., HILEBRBIA R, BRI
9 REA 2 BRI N I HREA K P B B S
ETBEAERER,

k2R T AR S AR & R T
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RSN N BRI A5 i BB IR AME St B RN & 1
AR, AR EE EiRm &R T — R,
XA RN B T-B, AR E FEAW
ROEE (D) AL E AR B R iR G, BME A
KRR IR/ MG, B A Rl &
R T ARy O S — S T &, 2R
AMAAR IS A5 2] B 22 0 2 (0 S5 4, RO TS s At
SR R . P2 N R E IR B R BOAIE R
PR I ABCE , FEARJE W e ] L S B I S e i 3R
W/Ne (2) ] LA & AQTTHT AR Al Be 4Rk 45 1, RIVAT LA
T B T 5 5 A0 . 5 W B BT S R Ak B I, )
UL, SUE AT N AR Sis TR IRZ T
R ke TR RS —RRULE, IR A
FUATHMEEMLZ HERFTE, B2 MK
TEP BRI & b0 2 R A 2 R 31 FRAR W B 3R AT
Hro Bk, MRAMEE B E A RIE HRIHE
AR B FITH, I BR B B, WS — R I SOR 3 3
R, ZRAANMER B B IEL FIR P a4
RS M R fee /MBS R I ok, AT R BT AR 7 A
XF B RATEBIEN R E PR FEER, £
F A R ENMEEFWRETA, - BEh
AR EW HRBER R m ek i /ME, I TR
B RIFMEERR LRI, MBS R E R
BLHIK

BT ERER, AU L P E R AE AR,
F WA R E T E AR B ST, IR
EARGATEEENFE SMEEEEEEEE
AR, TEER T UM EEREM, &LEEK
F A MBI R, N THEANEE, 8455
FHMRH B B E S B M R EAR R, b
EAMES K BT AT S, R
Heine 2L, PEAZGRZ BEWTER, 2
BTN, FEERRXAFEE? RWHNRR
W&, 8551 2 BHR? MILENE AR,
JLPFEMERE SR PEARERENWARE
e B YA AR, JLTEETE TS E R
TN Bk £ 56 ( Implicit Association Test) , BIRKH
FRER R E R LG A Greeenwald TA , P BRI 2 U
56 AT LAAE o 0 S MR e ) B¢ PR Bk 2R KR 0 5 B8 o S
BLXT A B s M IS R, Y 5 B R AR
95 BB P PR IR R AR RN 2 R =
PRT IR o Hod, RABRSE 8k R 5E Y B BE
RNERZERENEFTIEM NI E S, L, Bosson
SRR R B, A E R A B B S R R 2 B A G L

KE, BT AR BT 448 A BBk 24 I8 78 PR 19 PR
Bl R B A2 B, TN R
ZIIE G EA, R ERR 2R, X
RE TSR BT BN B 7 K2, A AR
L ABFEM A 5 &, Karpinski B BF T IESE T 3% —
A R, SR ORI By ek AR N 1
WATHIE ISR £ W WIER R B A e R LE, H
BT Bkt 2 A RIATUAE X F 2455 RO 1, B TN
Beldbe 22 W B8 41, B 3 F (9438 2 YA P U3 30 ( Evalu-
ative Priming) ££45%) . PR BH A 5 5 4 IR R
ZINBABELOAE . OSSN FERR
FRIBA S, TR EEFRNAS; 3
L, VEH M AR i 3 B R A BE A 35 M (Acces-
sibility ) , TR & 25 4% 7 ( Extremity) ™) T
TR, TEH S 31 H A R 2R 0 36 B Rk 4 15 3
PSR T, W R B RS 3, s 4
B B S, SRR IR
e A 1 T 15 5 R A B MR [ 0 TR gk %
%, 7i7 ELAE S A 30 AT BN R L , A S
BRI NEE,

ST, ATFIORER R T SR, 3o
E AR B TR BRSEH LSRR R
R A, F AT SRR I e FF 3T LU BRI
Sy SRR RIS AR B B AR RIS, Fazio %R %
W], 24 L) A BE X 5 A R S A, 55745 B SRR R 1
PR S , TR HE XA 56 89 A7 00 i 31
Wi SURAMARTSEX S IEE B NSE, 5
VAR AR L, 25 3 o 5 1 S5 B 1 T o LA
ERRIAI SR Y A, AT o S B R
e BT AP B, WAL, B IS R, SR
AR AR LT AS FE T 52 , TORE R BT £ 000 45 o B A
LSRR F RIS TR/ ME.

AR Greenwald 251y X, W Ba B B 7ERAF L
FHH H RSP B R B EY 2 BB E"
BRIt , A 5 P SR FE A AR (R 1 B ), — e R
R A B J A (SRR M RIE ) , — R R AR
TR R A (B R A ) , Aok e A
P2 7E N B i L P R AR

2 .
2.1 i

RIS RS ARG = AR G e R 2 A 123
N, FBRERAGR M AT 5L
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2.2 XWigIt

o R B SRR M, Ho
“Mb” Xt L HIRIEG BARTRA R, K EME
FARE R BRI, 55— 2R B R S AR P 3] 5
F—2% BARIAERAE WIRR  BUR AT AR 0, MO EE R R
H2x2x2 MEENEN=RELHEIT, HEE
B R SRR A (IR M) L AR
BMAREERRIE A REER B IRAMER) L
K EFRIA R (BRI SR CTEAR ), BT
%5 R 0] Be H T B AR S AR 24 AR
fare, S Bt R Ay PR AR 2, BHAR 3R] B A Tk 4 A
PR, T AR TR ST T A A AR, 5 I SR R RN o
2.3 RIGUEE

P RZANIHE DL, THHEVLEREF5THEEA 800
x 600, Kl 5 550 2 Sy 8> 72 W, 45 T S B R Ry
13.9ms, LA ITEIEFRAELE S L.OH
BAEFF RN 7] Inquisite FRELARAE R T8 G 212
Fe 0 R E RS T ARG T R B =,
2.4 HTERIEFEIT
2.4.1 FEHH  LREEA WA R,
Horp b X A R shinl, BRI B LA
A G B X F AT &, 4. KQHYTPDQFPBYL #1
PYLDQFBYTQKPH, #5351 R A ¥ B 5 3 354 17
340 A, H—FF B 10 A, BrA IR A Anthony
G. Greenwald IR & P4 et B 27 19 P9 BRI 36 (3
SCESGES G Y . Hp— 5 @A, ¥
B R, B, BN AE I R ER R
MBS AR R B L LB R TG RE L R
A RAERER, TEEPR M EYRIHR G E
YIMARER R RAMERR B3R, Hrp, BURMA F1E
B S BB, ERA TR ET T
B R R
2.4.2 AFFTURENRESF &—H3bidasd]
ERIRIH B A5 R R BT, 4 — 3R]0 A ORI 3 —
AR — BT 5, 3k 80 M HIBIT 5, 5 —
FP A B 2 BT A2 « Se 2 BRI THEROHI 3 55. 6ms (4
WO, ITHBR R B MR G BEEE MR T B3
I 55. 6ms (3 Mp) (“FK7 M) HEEEERE
SRFERRORNEL 52. 6ms (4 17) , LITEER I T 15 3h 17 1 W
G e I E AR R (n, BRER P SE) , &
KRB e R R S MR B A AR R, 3F
FRARNL AR RO (AN A” el K7 5) o B B
FrlLIA 1,

[ ] R apia s s mm o —{Ebn |

55.6 ms 52.6 ms 55.6ms HIENESE

H1 FEINTsER

SIS, BB RE T, 40 4>
T3, 500 3R R W 1] 4351 A L SR AR B 4
BLARE, X4 i B — IR A DR T B 4 45 M R A
SR BRI A AR, 2L 160 NRIBUT S , 5
WiFe I ENLBENLG , B— DRI 2R, %
4y S5 T2 H Bt RN 1 TE A 2 R0 OF- 35 SR B o
AP AFNEF LI AR, X SRR
FIR BT 55 S o
2.5 SIESHE

BAGORE A — Bk 0 R /N B TR) e 52 5
35, FREAE S, BRI E R I E 3R
P a8 H B ], SR 48 8 B R s AT IR
A B SL 5 5 VN e RS P ROR B B 1S 3
TSR 2 4, R B KT S 3 0 50 A6 2 R
T

3 4%

3.1 HEAHLE

¥4, % F BRI T 1500ms B9LL 1500 3, /N
F 200ms L4 200 T, X FAF IR R 1T 20% Wik
T LAGIBR , BT RN A R N B T LA S BR o TR
MEBERFHETERENEN T EZ 0T, &R
TR ERON AL EAERBARE TSR
Mrbs LR N B B AT o T T A M P AR A
HIEOT W R BB, /E PR SR R G T
RN B JE A B 120 A
3.2 HERaW

3% B Eh AL 3 S E LT X AR AR 3R]
AT AR IR B35 RO I HEA T W0 25 IR SR T, 45 2R
W, BEMBIEHITT 2 (a3 HBfh) x
2( T B BT AR ) > 2 OB IR 26 51 Jg P i) =
M) WEEMENF Z 4 (WE2) . B
Bk, KATFHIAE B trinl 8 tiag 2 AE 8 tin,
HEXT M B30, R BEIEMT , AT AR A
Y S BB R FIH AR IR R o 7 255 AT 45 SRR 52
TRX— &, B sha a2z W R EAERFEE B
(F2),F(1,119) =24.16, p <0.001, ‘I’ j33h
M AT AR B bR iR R N T X IE AR
WM E R, (1,119) =6.92,p <0. 001, M, =
534.59, M, =516. 64 ;{H &, ‘fl’ JF30KM T, ME
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X FHAR B A ia] (54 52 N AR TH AR 1R ) s b TR R B
XS 1(1,119) = -1.08, p=0.28, M, =531.
79,M, =535.32, XFLEM, MM FMATE, M
X H R EEFRA BTN, ZHHENREEE
R, B shinl iR SR BRI R R = 2 R R HAE
FAXARRZE F(1,119) =2.50, p =0. 12, 8k
X B 3R B R P B AR 38 ) 28 1 AR AL TR AR
AL B, BRI RIS o0 B PR TA], AR B A
B B R B o B 5%, B BB X 5 3K
BN, RIAMER B ST ELEREER

x1 TRBERTHEHERE(n=120 A, 8L :ms)

Hinie R+ FURE R+ I A+ BURIE A+ R
B
M 524.271 550.189  545.383 542.192
SD 61.461 70. 881 68.445 68.023
13- 4earil
M 509.008  S518.986  525.252  521.398
SD 61.547 59.948 68.256 61.881
*k2 FHEHWE
BRFHE df MS F
Hir# 1 114551.247 39,891 ***
B 119 2871.612
JA#hia 1 15140.940  20.422***
B 119 741.408
B Fria 1 12486.193  13.409 ***
B 119 931.161
P x g 3hid 1 460.534  0.782
R 119 588.638
A < M 1 4134.754 9.294 **
R 119 444, 881
FA x 7 hiF 1 27659.367  24.161***
R 119 1144, 807
HA x 2 ENA x Ak 1 3500.799  2.495
R 119 1402. 868

FE:**p<0.001, " p<0.01

T E ST EERAE R I, AR B AR R R 2 B
ZEF R E RN EAEM, F(1,119) =9.29,p <
0.01, AT LIE W, 13 T 5 AR B V1A, B A%k 17 iy 1] 4
BRLE R XA RERN -5 B FA K B r R0
HEAE T HREA S, 5K 8 BOFH &M
5K, PRI A 3o AR AR T3 1 A% 37 S B 38 JE 22 1) K
Besh, J7 22 i B RGE o, BARRIBOASE R 5%
R B, F(1,119) =39.90, p <0.001, M IE B
PiA] S PrE R R R SIS B B AL 3,

MBS, B R BIAMT, B R AL
EEM F(1,119) =20.42, p <0. 001 ;i@ 5k &
2 AR AR R (549 5N B Yo T AR 3R] 1 2 7 i T Hb
B, F(1,119) =13.41,p <0.001, it 548}
REBRTLR, XEBMATITE

4 Hhe

KF BB P EG N E RSB E R
&, BIXELLEE SRt < I B R AR BRI & TE &R
H ) BRI, AR TR FaR R PR, 1B R PE
Wris shfErE, L3R A" V8 B )3 sh Rk, LA
“E kiR A dR @RI VR B AL, X R R R A
AN EEHIT TR, EREAAFTEAY
“I AT LIS B R MAEDCRAE , A FIH AR BT
7, B B S 2 I FRAR A S I R B A T R B A
0E RS SRR T T B A HIXS B2 B A
AR BN HE PR . I H, XM RE AL E R
RREARLE S A BRI # %8, BIE B An i BoR Itk
B B R R, MAR E I T E RS
ZHHBR . WIRPAE &M T WS RN R AEE R
W, Mk S EIA M R MA T E IR R
TR IR, P EAMARE B sh R R A
I,

RIXE&RE, BRI FAXET L REFEER
BNFEFARRATEBIN SIS, BRSO3
AR )47 Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology ) T
2003 459 A A H4EEE 5 1L PIX MR AT T
e, 5 MARFEL. AHRERBARE
Brown'®7! fI Sedikides"' 251 W 25, BP B 252 A2 (9
LR TR, &2 ALK (Pancultural ) , SCHLRZ A ) R
ZBERNREKTFM G, REETIEH 8K
MEMAREREAE N, PEARNSETE Y
FAM PEABM T EREMME KM
PRI R 4 HE Heine 25 AL, X2 A EA
BA B ENFESE, R E RSO MR,
B = SRl B RARHE R R 5, AR TR X AP AL T B
EANBRRSERBENTEE, MAST4 5 RIAEH
IR E o (B, AR T BER SR B , S T
I HERR MR T B IR B IR IR,
A B BT BE s Bk, W R E AR
HEFERLLIEEMATTEN, AR BRI X
A, b EAEME TR EE HEEN R
ik 5 OX H O BRI .

IX — S5 IR FE Y BRI R I g g v A R 5
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WA B, HEAHFRFHE T ARKITE,
WA R0 A F T, I B 58 2 HERR T S8
g, maThEAFERENHNRESE, XK
FEAAR LR R —i ! R AR Sk
FUXATHFEANBRAEHLGHE . EEN
WAL PEARAE HERHEER . MUENER &
&, AR B b A A AN R, R A EATER
SE U EL R B AR B BT . — SRR
T IR, DL TR AR 8 (1] 4000 28 FE 827 A2 1 K
AT KB, H 22 A B R R R AR A TR 1 R At
18 C A E 2=, JF ARG B X B C MM I
T AT TR TEAN B, 1B S B AN 1) | FRAR 1
2P R AR AT E N P E A RIS E A
B BRI AT X, KB E AR B PEAR LA
FE MR RETE RV P EARRER &N
T A 3R PEA B, e Al B 7 T A v Y . B,
BARGETE—B SULt R PRI P E AR EE E
BORIRT R H F 88 /1 ( Self-competence ) J5 T 1T
#r, % B 2B 2 (Self-liking) J7 T A1 36 H AJF & A
BEAER A, PEAMRRN AR HE FEE R
HRBEN BTN FE . P X kR,
HEARNRAENFE, RERANBERF TR
&, FEAWEBEARE T HEARR, P EET
MR ER HEFEN,

bR T A Z A, K B A E ST WiFZE
HMERAARDHFR B RAERF UL T BEH
BRAER, i, BIEFE Heine 4 AW A B IESE
FEFRIFEH H A, Kitayama F1 Karasawa 1 %& 31 H A<
RFEFTEFETEMA 2 F P T/ LA RS TEMA]
A H S IR B B O B R A, R H A
AFHEHEHAEE | Kobayashi f1 Green-
wald (2003) RN R RN E X H ANFEE
e A RIREKE B P B B 3, Kitayama A1
Yochida 3R FI 4 J5 H TN B EBC 22 T 6t 2% B 2K DL &5
B BRT A EREREIRT AR E EHIE
#E1 o BT, HAKR R K Yamaguchi H#E4E—4
RELREE AL, RIS T E B ARRREE
SR HERAREARIEE 2L BEEAERW
KRB BELEMKFHAREE S,

B, P E AR E B AR H AR, RNERE
BHE, 25T A REVRRY] B TR &
DM RR B AR TR SEAR IR BT AR IR DG, S Y B ]
DIMETE A AR 15 SRR 8 R 45 R R 2 B Th B A
(Coping) %12~ BHRRSEERM, HEAEAR )T NP

HHEERDVINIIRE, BB MK UG W ok AR IR 55
HERAEE S, MAKIHLR AETE, B A YA
T MK ELE R ERED, A, 2 H
HHEpHRE, R MRS, N AREE
EEEEM AR YEL, BRE € B (Self-
affirmation Theory ) Ay, FRAR 9 B T IFAN 7T LUHR B
AN S 4 R AR T, X A I 4T R B R RE Y
B 21801 24 45 318 38 4 (Terror Management
Theory) ARy , W FET-HI B IE F BN R EBIHR A
FERZ—, BEE—MEE LS, ARk
SR B, T I R AT DU B AR R A £ R
H & ikt 2 B #1118 (Sociometer Theory) IA, 4~
A3 T 2 T 1 B B DL AR B A B 2 A
AR ARFHRR, X RHEMKENE
WS, PR, B S RS, B
ANKHE R,

R, AT, AR EE T HENAR
M BB B EEHE N —REX LN AER
SO 3 P (7 R, T FHLA L ) 1 8 R OC R AR
BWS. B, 4% b BENEMIIALH, A
BENMBAETERZS, M BEA LIAELERS,
ZAEF LGRS A R R 2 RS . IE RN, BRI
Z5M B IR LT-RY] B AR, HE, Nk
R EFHIE T BRI BN IER N, A SR EF R E
REFTAWER , ARV EREFRER, FHAWR
ERESPLA SRR, M EAENRUE &
ANZRILHE R B RIEN ., KR, EEEWE
EHEENRAEMIIEAERNLR, XRTHRSE
FASNESENXR(AEMEL Y, AREE
Bk Rk AED ), DI E B WA
— MWL IAK , N B 25 BE R A1 B A5 BE X 7 B R [/ —
R, RARK RERBR T XML,
AR, ZEW MR MRS, 5
RIFELhEE, BE BN R T8 o SR IE A9 AT
FRW, PIFPIL BT o Nosek 5 2 31, N BaAS B
SNBSS R AT DURMR, BT DUR =, A 3R
ARSI T (Attitude Elaboration ) X — 3 1 3%
RAEDENRTIER, XERE _ERE—CR
FE EAKHT LR v 7 454, R B A L4 B
M EYF, BER N R &R e 8 1
WA IR T I & W AR T, R B S & T — gk 4
DIEIEEHEBMEH, L, &R
W1, B 0 P ol & 1 ik K 1y £ 2R B B 1R
AR T, Ah S R T 2 M e
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AN, G5E AT RS R AT LN, B E AW
AR  EEE, FEANGEEZ
W B AN PR R, T B> R A B X
FERHHEARNR A SRR R, REEZ NEFR
AT E A B AT E o

5 INgE

ABFE XA A H O A BRI AR
AR — R AR T A — BRI, 3
R W AT TS SRR, it
HIR R RHERR IMATT B IR B B R IEM L
R, AMEFN B BRI BRI, R
EAANGRE TR, HES e ISIER
FABRERS , AR, TR MR U B AR A
T RBK, TERA L SOUET B SR ERAATER,
H 2 3R
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Abstract

Introduction

The long-held view that self-esteem is pancultural has been challenged in the past decade. One of the main
reasons is the repeatedly revealed low self-esteem among people from collectivistic culture. With regard to the cau-
ses of low self-esteem in collectivistic culture, two arguments have been proposed. One argues that people in collec-
tivistic culture do not have the need to pursue self-esteem or have a weaker need than westerners due to interde-
pendent culture ( Heine, Lehman, Markus, Kitayama, 1999). The other acknowledges the cultural differences in
self-esteem, but they do not think that people in Eastern culture lack the need of self-esteem and it is modesty that
leads to Easterners low self-esteem because Eastern culture values modesty very much ( Brown, 2003 ). However,
almost all related evidence was based on explicit self-report measures that are sensitive to social desirability and un-
able to tap implicit processes. The present research aims to examine whether people in collectivistic culture exhibit
self-esteem while self-presentation is minimized and while implicit self-esteem is allowed to manifest by using sub-
liminal evaluative priming procedure that is totally free of self-presentation ( Nosek, 2002 ). The expectation is that
when effects of self-representation are removed, Easterners would exhibit self-esteem implicitly.

Method

123 college students from East China Normal University in Shanghai participated in the experiments as volun-
teers. A 2 (priming type: I vs. he/she) x2 (target valence: positive vs. negative) X2 (target type: attributes
vs. non-attributes) within-subjects design was employed. All participants completed the computerized tasks in sepa-
rated cubicles on computer with a refreshment frequency of 72Hz. They were presented a pre-mask stimulus for
56ms (4 frame) first, then priming stimulus for 52 ms, then posi-mask stimulus for 56ms, and finally the target
stimulus. The participants were required to respond to the positive and negative target stimuli with key E“and [ re-
spectively as soon as possible with the least errors. The dependent variable was reaction time. 3 cases were discar-
ded after preliminary data analysis due to high error rates ( higher than 20% ).

Results

Repeated measure ANOVA revealed a significant two-way interaction between priming type and target valence,
F 10y =24.16, p <0.001. Students responded faster to positive targets than to negative ones when primed with
‘I, 119 =6.92,p= <0.001, M, =534.59, M, =516.64. However, when primed with ‘he/she’ , students
responded at the similar speed to positive and negative targets, ¢ 9y = —1.08, p=0.28, M, =531.79, M, =
535. 32 . These findings suggest that Chinese college students possess self-esteem at implicit level. The three-way
interaction was not significant, F; ;,0, =2.50, p >0.05, which indicated Chinese college students associated self
with positive stimuli implicitly no matter the stimuli were attributes or not, providing convergent evidence that self-
esteemn is alive among Chinese. In summary, the results demonstrated that Chinese college students exhibited self-
esteem when self-presentation was minimized and implicit self-evaluation was allowed to manifest.

Conclusion

By employing subliminal evaluative priming procedure that is free of self-presentation, the present research
provides compelling evidence that peoples self-esteem in the collectivism culture manifest pronouncedly at implicit
level when self-presentation is minimized , supporting that self-esteem is pancultural.

Key words self-esteem, implicit self-esteem, self-presentation, social desirability, subliminal affective priming.



