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it 3 AT B AR S Y T LROCER, LURTE A TREMEEE T Bk F R S 3

KRB LA T | RINEIE LR A S YR SRSEER, BB, e A E Y
B SO E AR TS = A REE BEFE 2 i EORANIR] A S S s AR RIPEEA T R A T, SRJ5
MAESNEY T, SR A, TEWS | IS, e axm AR i B i 32 SR AR T s v A 8 i oh
BWFESG WH5E 3 i AUl A T NS4 RN F Fa, SRS IR B S AR, LR T
TEEET, b A S H RN T E SCR T i A S5 RN S R nT Ay, Stk e A RS R
T F RS 3 SOF TR R AR MV, R FLRR A B39 5t 3 SCIE [l SE R IS

XER RS ALS, YT, AR
S%EE  B848; B849: C91

el

2010 4E7E (AR T4 ) 97 B 9kt firh, %
B — AT B AR TE R D LR, R AR TE H
T4 R BRI 5] & T 4 R e B S, X Pl 5k
AN FEE B Y I X, R —F A
W, A X RANE L0 K S50 & 5 A A AR
A HC o SEAR IR IR RN BT 5 15 B bR 1E(Richins &
Dawson, 1992). H2A/ENZOMAMEAS , 5950
FEXHRRZH ) ZRE, KEZMHREY, KAY
AT 25 55 52 W) I B SR, i SR BEHR 4
Jfi £ X (Noguti & Bokeyar, 2014; Lee & Shrum, 2012;
Lietal, 2018), #RIfi, H&FY 5 FE AR AT GE
FE A R I,

MHS 2 A, S0PEE H 2525 (heterogeneity
of high self-esteem)ih by H 8L I AR R BT, &
H A e A i RE RN S5 = A %5 2208, AR N
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H IR AP AR AR Y, ERESS & A S R B
AP IEMETS 1 . ASERE RN 4 1, X T g
J 3 R AN E BAR R U, e m ASH
MR B IR A0 R A7, N5 32 SRS B 5
(HI Ay, sKmI#E, 2006), FrLA, & 5 b DA i fiK F1 25
AR L SE A S5 YR U RIFARIE Y. SE
WERFSE R, DRI R I S35 A S ) L 3
SR, XS REZEHMREFAMF)E (Chan, 2013;
Park & John, 2011; $§% 4%, 2015), MHILZF, %
H8H A = 3 ORI S5 R H B 5 — . IR,
= BRI 3 R R A R — e

[FIEF, HHEAF5 A 352 P IE (Symbolic self-
completion theory), 7£ F @ MHEEE T, A~nl i
FHEA FRE DI RE R A5 R ok b A IR AR, &
HIRBIME ST, AT S e i & Ok
(Sivanathan & Pettit, 2010; Maria, 2018), {Hj&, &
AR R Z W A G HEERFBPERAR, 2% T



668 N H

L

53 %

AR 225 o SR, ASIRI 200 Y S BT 1 v 1 23 %)
B 3B Y BUREE AR, 7 A U E ST, ]
AP 32 2=l RESE B 2 . 28Tk, AHFIE4
PRI S Btk AR 5 W 5 Y SC R, IF B4 T
KA ARG T 22 k7281,
11 Z&5BEENRESEE

BT 5 e A B, ST AN R A AR
X H RS HEAT T ORI . MR F R AR
55 INTE B & 75 —31, Schneider 1 Turkat (1975)%F
1o B X 43 B R AR R R A5
2 A B B[R] RN 45 0 AR AT B, Kernis 5F A
(1993)%¢ =i H %53 43 F B 5E i H RS RN TRE 5
W, PR A SRS TR 45 R, Deci Ml Ryan
(1995 1 E RF DX 43 Dy Al my &5 1 BT L IE & H 2T
Kernis (20034 ANFe e =5 [ 2% . ARRT = F 250 B 1
B HBE SR A M55 5 H B (fragile high self-esteem),
5 2 MIXS R B Gk R & 4 55 H & (secure high self-
esteem) , FRIR S JFTPE R 85 X PR RS AR A B
ARz, (HATE R A RWAE eSS, %%
FUPRER, X5 [ IR BUHE LB SF, PR 2 R A
ORGP AT A R DR R AR, M, JEER
U B AT AE H FAZ 2 Al b, AR 2R
MRS IE

BT, HF5EE DX S Bk e A 25 7 Ui A
PAP . —J&F|H Rosenberg [ & & F st S &
Z#2(Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale)i/EfT
DX o3, T o3 B0 e o B A v B (58 e 2,
HRE o Em . A BB B Hols A RS (LA
i F8F) (Kernis, 2003; 5KZ%48 4%, 2005); ¥
S H BRI RS A AL, S AR EGE .
B AR5 o3 B D B v B RS (e ss s A RE), )
Bdhy s R4 H B (Jordan et al., 2003; Jordan et
al., 2005), CAWTFERM, X PRIk BRI b
X3 5 Bk B H 2% (Lambird & Mann, 2006).
12 MHREX

Richins #11 Dawson (1992)%:#) i + L& X H—
AN EDOL, SRS BT A XA N 20, 7ElR i
B S 2 U N AN (N E=R 22 7/ Doy e S DS g |
AR A TR AT TR S B RE Z Ak, I TE T HA 7
B ARNMEHRAEDRE. T/2&, Shrum % A(2013)
MU BRTIRE 0 £ B2 P ot 3 SCETE SO - MARTE
Z R AR EE b B g A A ] BA BEAR AL A
NGOG &N N TSP 32 3 R E SRS E 48

Chang F1 Arkin (2002)89#F55 &3, %I A fig

TR AE BB AN € 80T W F AR
Sivanathan £l Pettit (2010)AHF5T W, FE5R 10 56
HP A 1) R TS 5 A g 3T B T Sl AR LA B 7
AT E ARG, XERVY A RZRNEIE, YR
e A RMEREE T DB, [FIAE, Li % A(2018)i8
i A SR E YR, & B2 & Y E X
A, AR H A RPAER, XERWY L E
SOV 2 B A A AMEEN . 25 1, ATLLE
W 2 SO AR 3 R AR 3 R EL Y
AN I, AT 2 i Ok AR IRANE,
R E 3 N (bl d

13 REMSEESYWRENHXER

2 HF AT FI S0 AN TR, X
PRAEAATTOCTE Y B i, W HAE R —Fh B IR AR T
FB, AL sk [ RAE A I s, AT
A B K e m, P E ARz TR, X%
B B BRI 0 3 A B H & (Chaplin &
John, 2007). Jiang 25 A (2015) b\ PN [ 1 2564 £ 5 15
BT RIS, WP A T P B S S e
WA PR A%, R I T F SOK T 2 R
o MR, 7—FsiZRos, A SREEY R E X
M FEZIRS R, P H AT 3 S 0 HE TR
FEAEME R BN, Ak B CAEAS A T 2 09 i
It & (Chan, 2013).

SR, = A5 Y0 U IE R RER T
1= E B RS [ 28 0 R B A . R e He
(self-determination theory)#g i, %4 H & AT AL
JEF A EM L B8 FIC R A = Fh AR O 3T 2
JE L7 Ny o = B D i B e e S =1
e, MK PP IS T A R A BT, MRS
B THER A X BT, % e
H FR BT AMEE, DT ™ 2B i 55 5 [ 2% (Kernis,
2000; Heppner & Kernis, 2011). 25U, 554k
F A R . B SNFE B ARSI 1%
SGEALFAANTR], DIREAR AR I 3 SOEe E L H
br. BHEM . 17 8T E D EE R, K 3 AR
SR FRIA T H., R R g f 4 RE B 3%
B0 i) F- B s (Shrum et al., 2013; KBIEAE 4,
2017), HSAER B EIHLZ —, fRf R LR Y
J A & DA F4E A R (Vignoles et al., 2006) . X
T a5 H B, XA [ TR A B R SR JE iR g,
PRI T A B e 1 o 2 SR

Zi L, ARBFFEINR, X T am A S E kI,
HEIARNHE. BBHMERERAFHRDLLE
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g H O @R DA, HNEH RN,
AT EIMEY) TR VR AN O ELEE = 5 X T a5 i [ 2
TRV, AT EEASTE BRI L, HRE I 1 A5 A
AHR AT A AR H RS, K, AR
TEMEL P 07 i . IR 55 45 ELAS Tl 1 S5 SR 2%
F, BB TR A SR E, SRBCH AR, J
Tk, AUFFRsE R .

H1: Stk B8 595 3 AF7E W3 A ¢
KR, METZ2mANE, WS HTEA TS
A 3 S
14 BEBEMERRESBEESYWRENED

BATIER

MNTZ BT VA=A 32 5, A 332 2 i & —
AR AR AR R 2 MR 2R AT b B A
(Compensatory Consumer Behavior Model), Hi g
IHEE TR A FA A IR AL A IR 2 7 SR >

S BAL, i 5| — R 5T 2847 i (Mandel
et al., 2017). #il4n, £ ARBBFE T, ATEE
M KR 2 5 FR A2 B BB O T AR O B 77 ol
(Cutright et al., 2011), ¥ & H A UESE /&, Chang Fil
Arkin (2002)fBIFFE R B, 24 A 32 B U, A
IR R ZL A ) ot 3 U]

{H, e g et, JFAETA N2 R
B E . BRI, T AR
A B 2505 T AR OK DI 6E, TR X H 3B,
% B BB A Y T 3 AR MR B Ay
A TR, RIHEE®RY R E XMW
(Sivanathan & Pettit, 2010), HHILZF, PREHHE
X H 3R BB AT AN [F] 9 5V o Smallets 55 A (2016)
BRI, Bt E A RS E A S X A AR A
PR, BRSO R AR A R H e
SR o WE S = 2 ] BE U 2 [ 2 e
PEME B R U (Borton et al., 2016), 7E H R
AN OLR, A SR Ak 2N R TR SR, B AR 1) i

H IR TH T M # Z (Roberts et al., 2014; Vrabel et al.,

2018), MR & 2, TEIXS A FBEMHNT, P2 A2
B BB A AR TR, A RE R A S R
SIHUAR—Z, & AT B B S A
HAFRRE . %4z H S B A BONTRE 1 H AT,
ARG Z BRI, RS TR ATEE; s
FI BT B SEAS T 2R 2, 1 BN R B e s,
B A1) A1 F B AL THAT O B 22 (Shrum et al., 2013),

WA D REAL A P o 3 SCBRIE, W 3 SO
P U 1 FIA R B9 45 RE S 2 — o Maria (2018)

AT IS R, 18 A FBPME O B 2E4T B 358 11
W, HW I SORFRUIR, B aE4T A o8 1 9t
W, BB SORF A8, O AREE ) it 3 A
AT AR T IRE, WO [ U, A
Fofeaeim AR, s A s R E 2 i &
S, AERSZFRPME LT, T A B R
Wl B RIRZ, BRZ 51 A NESS = F R B
B BIL, W5 3 A 2 il e o5 s R
HEfF F R B Oy B SORE, SO 2 18] A i 2 S
ARFE gL, AT A TR I8 35 57 Bk = A
Y AR, BRI E

H2: 78 A FREM RIS LT, s m A S &Y
YR Y e R E R e (B ME E N D
OUT, WSS F R E S A H S Z A
NEFARE .

R FARBS R, BFSE 1 RS IR IR
St A RSP E ORI R, BRSNS
FI 255 T2 4y [ AL AE Y o 3 SOKP B 22 5+
WFFE 2 5% AW o 32 SO (B e 20 1 e W ot = S
JE BT 0 o 25 5% R R A I T
TE S STV i 1R T 4 S5 S S A% R R A S 9
TR, WEFE 3 2R T PA b 2% 000 56 00 2 B Jo 32
S, JA Bl F BB 4 55— T Y ——
B, HE— S B AR BRI
FEZMRER

2 W51 mEERAESYRE
SR AR

21 WRAE
211 #ik

L2 M TT DU T AL Y 420 44 K24k S giaR, ol
WA R 405 0y, A 3LEIE 96.42%, Hirr, 3
175 N(43.20%), i 230 A (56.80%), F-YI4E#E
21.69 % (SD = 1.80). X/ G*power 3.1 (Faul et al.,
2009)# 17 5 IR I AL RE A A, A5 R, A
W U HTEEA (N = 405, £=0.25, o = 0.05) ] #5300 £
MG IS RE N 0.996, HRIELAFEIIIE, power >
0.80 1J LA#k 323 (Maxwell, 2004), X AHFFEHY
FEAS B2 R 1
212 WRIA

(DAB#EE . KH Rosenberg (1965)% il i A
Wi % (Self-Esteem Scale, SES)ill&/MAXT H & &
FEA BRI i 2 AR AN i 2638 10 DM HE, SR
4 st = ERARS, 4= EWRE), 1950
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SR A, AR TPIZERY o REE
0.84,

Ot &R, R Marlowe-Crowne 14
B 5 SR (MCSD) I i AR ALE [ FR A AR B A 2
HA BB 1 [ 25 (945 7] (Marlowe & Crowne, 1993), & 3%
33 MEH, S EMER—FATE AR E S
P H, T 32 AN H KSR 55, 2005), g
0 LS E O R AR 2 sl m g A, Al gh
0 F1 1 4y, 1594305 2 B Bl ol e ot 2 i 09 B A
RN o AWFFEPiZ RN o RECE 0.71,

Q)W) 3= o R 3= A EL I Fe (Material
Values Scale, MVS)H SCAETT R il w4~ 44X 42 Joit I
B EAREEE, e PR L R = AN YERE (2
i, Sk &, 2009), R 13A4EH, RH S St
(1 = RAFZ, 5 = AEFFE), 80 8ERUNY
JT 3 SOKBR s, AR iz RN o REUR 0.77,
22 HREFERERE

AHIFFE R P8 D AR B, s/ T RE A7 AE
B[] 7 A 228505, ANBIFSE R T — 26 7 sk ik A
il (DFT R A & EE, 8 R A
Bk R Gt 2E; Q)R HE S =S, )t
FPAELER o R 1538 (4R A AR R 2%,
TR AR ZS (0] A 2252 1eAh, 5T T Harman
PR R o A T L R Oy A R 22 AT, AR R, R
BEFEE BL T 2 17 AR FREE R T 1, SH— P F
ff R AR S0 10.57%, /NIl FEARHE 40%. 7] UL,
AR GEAAEAE B 110 3 [R] O i O 22
23 HEREHW
231 REREMESBEBEMXS

B, WIEPHATE Rosenberg H & im % [ 115
4, TRE A 30 A LA BB AR A ek
(n = 181), 30 43 X DA b ik il b m A Eail(n =
224) (MRE, 3KAK, 2011); SRJ5HRIE R A B8k
TEAt W R By, M TE s K UL L
BRI M 55 E H 2R (n = 109), R4
2 H A (n = 115) (BRORME 4%, 2005).
232 HESHE., REBESYREXHEXIH

MM aE REH, BRASS5Y R ELZ
[ FETE B AR E(r = —0.14, p = 0.005), HI 2k
H 8RS, Yo SOKOP AR, 7E R A SR,
FE SRR SY R I B L2 A 3 B AR G (r =
0.27, p < 0.001), EPftosBeipvkiis, Y3 oK
b, WU, MESS R AR, Y E
SR

233 BRRAUEEBENMRKEBEEYRENSESS L
HZERILE

YR A | 2 A A e A E
Yot 3 A3 -7 07 22 000 . SRR, T &
MA35r b, =R AR N 25 5, F(2, 402) =
8.42, p < 0.001, n>=0.04, 90% CI [0.013, 0.073], £
WP WS B B Y E OKE (M =
38.02, SD = 7.44) 5K H 25 # (M = 37.46, SD = 6.77)
WA BEZES, p = 0.818; Meim AEH YR E
SOKF R E R TR mASHEWM = 3445, SD =
7.65), p = 0.001; K H 23L& W F K- & &
TEAmAEH, p=0.002,
24 itig

AR R, SR A5 EE SR W U
XK, BPGA T BRI, P SO . X5 R
AT A ZE 45 J:—%(Chang & Arkin, 2002; Noguti
& Bokeyar, 2014; Jiang et al., 2015; Lee & Shrum,
2012; Chaplin & John, 2007; Liang et al., 2016; Li et
al., 2018), fHJE, ML WEMG 5P 2N
FIEAICRT A, MEss m B KRR R, i SOk
bR, X5 MR AR 5 3 SR UM DGR
g =R N A NP = E R S R G R U
AL, BARAr R, M emHEH, I
55 e 1 53 RUIR 18 B3 0 ot S SO ER D =, 3
TETARBE 1o XA AT USRI AT AR 0758 B
Mg 8, Ble 38 B4 &9 5 3 X (Chan, 2013;
Park & John, 2011; ¥%Z 5%, 2015), 7] LIk g5
A BT g AN A B SR AR S (H S Mg, 5K [m)
3£, 2006),

USRI, Hassm A 2K, W
o1 3 SOKF B, [H 2 IR BRI TE A AT,
I, BF5E 2 RS IESE, #— B R R M
HE S5 FE L ZRPEHR, A, 78 H TR
BN, AT RTRE B 9 ot 3 SOKSE DR 1 3
#r{Ei (Sivanathan & Pettit, 2010; Maria, 2018), {HiX
— S5 R IE TR = H AN R 28 B AR E AN
AR, BOEEE 2 A AR R R, BHRE AR
UG BT S B R W 2 R R A
3 WY 2. SRS B SRS T

ISR T SHME Y i LA R
31 WHRAF*E
311 #Hik

] 22 JH T WO Fr KA 344 44 R Rl 3,
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PRI [ 5 8R4 0HE 30 0 K UL B 210 s KA
FiEm AR S HR SRR E, KAk, 2011).
DI 1 B AT 7 A A 0 v A R — i 3k ) R
(WA B Rl QERPA R = AR
HE NS . RAANEL 188 A, Hrf, B
89 AN(47.34%), L 99 AN(52.66%), “FHIAERE
22.44 % (SD = 1.87), * M G*power 3.1 (Faul et al.,
2009)# 17 5 IR AL RE o B, A5 R, A
WFFE B HAEA (N = 188, = 0.40, a = 0.05) A K1 5]
IS B0 R RE N 0.998 ., RIELIFEIFFE, power >
0.80 1J LA# 332 (Maxwell, 2004), X3¢0 Ak ke
AR R

312 gt

SR 2R mtEE A ZemAY . i
i ) < 2005 1 U : W5 | 1 B G B . ek
1A 3 e a] L 5 e, PR B O i TE
Y/ S DK 7
313 MRIA

(HDEHERFEAESBEEER, F5E 1, £
WFFEH, Rosenberg F B3R 1 o RECH 0.75; 114
WS EELN o 2508 0.72,

)51 F1 UG 3l o A 5T 48 45 2 BIFIE ) 5K
5582 7 (Qiu, 2010), i [ 1 14 5k -k g shg
11U o W | 7 BN TR R 2 28 e TS B S Y
EWG HE R, @i EmE A S 3 S T
B AR B N o X R TR 2R TS B 3 Y 1
ARG F B R, g T R

G E L. FotR 1, RS, ¥
i F LR o ZECN 0.80,

W RIS 26 3% (Positive
and Negative Affect Scale, PANAS)&ITIR(E TN 45,
2003), R 20 NMEH, W8 EMES AR
HPAAERE . T A R U E R T TS 4
fh Gk 2E, A, 2005), ARHFTEEE24E 0 B3
SR ARG AR e RN AR i IEVETE 8 A PR 4
AepE4s 10 MEHE, 583100 = LA, 5= W)
HZ), fEARBH, BB o 2B 0.86, 7
PEHL T o RECH 0.89,

314 MREF

(1) F00 S 567 915 56 15 A i 126 1 =X 52 90 T 75 1Y
PROB A 5| 7 B R SR B AR BEEL 30 &4k
(M s =24.03 %, SD e =217 Y32 5 BAHEM «
0 =24.13 %, SD s =3.40 Z)BIMPLK, 76 M %%
S EHERAER AR 17 skt AR 17 5k 5B

PEE R, 430k 2o MR B8 M a0 A O (R4 531
A W5 AT 9 jivEar, 1ARER =TS 717, 5
AR EW T F77, 9 ARERAEH BAW G T, 28
SEMZ G, g O E M RN E R, f Rk E R
FE A S B T H, I 5] R BT
Bm T HOWWG . R 7 SRS, 1 ARRCzIT
RF B WL 7, 4 R3S A WG] R
FHIE, 7 AR I = T H S s 01, PR
F145 5 e e 0 £ Ve R 0 P R VR R W5 |
M A S AR, W51 A5 A B I e PR
P P R 1 A ok BE 2L B9S2 56 64

MSTFEAR ¢ IR LS BoR, RIS 1 B
HIE R BT (M = 8.23, SD = 0.97) B &= T H
X BRI R W 51 J (M = 2.10, SD = 1.03), #(58) =
23.74, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 6.13, 95% CI [4.902,
7.346); LHERW G B AT AW S )15 B
C 5| H A IS (M = 6.43, SD = 1.22) B &=
THXT A W H L5 (M = 2.03, SD =
0.89), #58) = 15.94, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 4.12,
95% CI [4.115, 5.012]; SEYERW G T B4 K
s 1M = 5.97, SD = 2.18) i & T Hx IR
B R 15 1M = 2.47, SD = 1.87), 1(62) = 6.90, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.72, 95% CI [1.144, 2.296]; A
PRI S| 1 B ) AR5 S B kG
FER AR (M = 5.66, SD = 1.54)% 3 & T Hx IR
H P RIS 53 (M = 2.09, SD = 0.89), #(50) =
11.34, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 2.84, 95% CI [2.131,
3.528] X 1hd BH A2 56 5 B W 5 | 07 Bk 2L 1] e R
Xf BEZH T R AR TR 5 1 77 o

Q)IER LR . g & A R R At
SSE R, ikl st iS5 EX
SEE . A, R RE AL A3 20 0 5 | 0 U A R AR
4, W51 7 4Bk UL TR 1 ) A o B e
NP, %k B2 U [R) P 51 A A5 o B AR A4
B R, IFPE 7 S BXF S TR 5| I35 (1 A3k
LW G101, TRFEEAEE AW 1), BJE R
W A 5B R ARG AT e 1Rk
AT A G, T REREETHSH
W51 737) e AR IR A b, IEgaATE LR R R
S 138 ARG A O et b 2090 51 1) &
aBERDR 5 EE: ()5 28 M, KA
wHA WG B SRS (2)F T 3 CARMESR
Fra AWG B IARS55, G B R,
HEA AT FARFIZS; (45 2B, KW
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BMEEPE LFIFAREILR; ORI ACH
BM 5 EBUERE 0 AfE (REE, #5308, 2001) H:
o, B 2 RIS 4 80k iR, R M Likert S
sitar, 1R eARRE, 5 AERZERFE",
5, IE S N 4 RS ) T R R,
FETA 58 I, 32 ) g a1 B S 56 B
FH, LAV B 92 50 4 O B S 17 s, I &
ALY ECES
32 HER5HMH
321 REMESBEBEMXS

B, WIEPHATE Rosenberg H & im 3k [ 115
g1, Tk e RE 30 43 K DL B m R
W E, AR, 2011), SRJEHE S H 280 7E 4t
SRR Fsr, BT 455 R UL R
WA R g5 & H A = 111), RZ AL L
H B4 (n = 77),
322 RAKIE

XT3 7 g B B BRI T A TR ARG o ST
FEA ¢ K905 R WoR, Wes ] ) g 4 g oA BTl
EE R NI 5] 14353 M = 5.16, SD = 1.63){E.
FETX B (M = 2.89, SD = 1.58),  (186) = 9.69,
p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.41, 95% CI [1.092, 1.732];
W51 7 g T i N1 5 A W] T s
B4 (M = 5.43, SD = 1.21)% 3 55 T X BB 26 rh %
F A A (M = 2.80, SD = 1.39), ¢ (186) = 13.83,
p <0.001, Cohen’s d =2.02, 95% CI [1.664, 2.367].
X 150 BH W 51 3 £H R0 X BE A 5k B RGP e B R
[R5 7 o W5 | a2 B 3R 5 | 1P (M =
18.34, SD = 3.70) {2 E X T X 4 (M = 19.44, SD =
2.96), t (176) = —2.24, p = 0.027, Cohen’s d = 0.33,
95% CI1[0.038, 0.614] iXFBAXT 51 J7 B i 4 )5 31
SEA R
323 REMBBEH. RS AEMSRRIEEMHE

WIBEEHIXFR

VIR ARG 25 A8 5, S Bt A S S| )
B A E A2 A TR R 22 40 i R W, S Bt
H2ER RO 3, Lam A S E BN EM =
34.45, SE=0.53)\ # m T a5 m A 55 (M =32.42,
SE = 0.64), F (1, 184) = 5.95, p = 0.016, 2= 0.031,
90%CI [0.003, 0.083]; W51 Jy Jal B Y =0 A 1.2,
F (1, 184) = 0.68, p = 0.412; SRk H 2 505
TR BEAEA R, F (1, 184) = 0.57, p =
0.452, LIIHIAE 25 A4S 5, S Btk A S|
JIE R A A8 A TR R Ty 22 50 A R W, Rk

e RS O R, WSS R R T R 4
(M =23.49, SE = 0.74) &R TRERmANEM =
20.71, SE = 0.62), F (1, 184) = 8.31, p = 0.004, n’=
0.043, 90% CI [0.008, 0.100]; "5 77 @ iY 3= 5000
ANEFE, F(1,184)=0.16, p = 0.693; SFitkm A
551 1822 BEAE R W3, F (1, 184) = 0.05,
p=0.824, XUk W44 1 B 5 70 JaUBh2H TG JEk b
A b BRI 2 0 3 e TR S e A, LA
o W EART eSS & F B, e RS i I 4
VE S A i A il .
324 WSINMBBMMBRRESEESHMNEMRE
XX BWATIEA

PLAN G o = ORI, DL SR i A
W s S Ei ol A AR, LU S5 DA R, EA T 8K
[0 75 225087 o 25 Won LI 1), S FtEm A g £
WOV R, e EHENY R E LM = 36.88,
SE = 0.67) % FR T e 55 = A &35 (M = 40.08, SE =
0.81), F(1, 182) = 8.94, p = 0.003, n2 = 0.047, 90% CI
[0.009, 0.105]; W51 J7 gk M i = 2800 AN i 2, F(1,
182) = 1.15, p = 0.29; =5tk & H &L A 51 7 @i
()5 HEAR I3, F(1, 182) = 4.29, p = 0.040, 3=
0.023, 90%CI [0.001, 0.070], #F— 4 fi4 f&7 B 43
Mrael . e 5] 1 tE oL T (F(1, 182) = 13.06,
p < 0.001, np = 0.067, 90% CI [0.020, 0.132]), 5
B HEEYTR (M = 40.59, SE = 1.12) &5
TR AYEHWM = 3527, SE = 0.95); 7ERAH W
S 1B AE LR (F(1, 182) = 0.52, p = 0.473), i
S H A H YR (M = 39.56, SE = 1.14) 5%
R AW (M = 38.49, SE = 0.93) i
EER,

45 -

ok B ZeEASEE
T Cl s ags
S 40t T T
r il
=S
e
B
D350
45| L e

B W5 07 B S B v A A 3 L (]
R TER(RELER 95%EF XA, *xep<
0.001)
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33 iTig GRS R AE Y 0.945, MRIELITEWTSE, power >

5T 2 5058 1 ¥R B, T 4mAsHE,
if 55 = 1 BE 3 HHE TR 2 5 3 SCIM B, SEREE
W1 XUART AR s AR S5 W R
FERET A HY, ST P i A AR

LR AR AREN, & ARG YR E ORI SRR,

R, M A AR AR 2SS & H AR, &
H 350 32 S REEAR BOE M 6 R . HUUAE
Rosenberg [ &5 3k X 43 = ik A 25 W48 2 A5 2
(1, ZEARHE—P X o AR, A B
R RN B BRI

FIEE, BT Bon I8 s sy gies, M
FEAYEERAEYREX R ER TRESAY
iy LWE| M AT, S A E S L en
H 2 2 o w2 5 RN, AR gT 4
WL 2, EHMATERME, ARUF5E H 2NN
Y SCHY AR BE AT AT . M, B TS 4
RIS L™ i, AT A B AR S 1 5 32 o80T
REPAE SR P A S T e Bl 22 . L, BT 3
K B 5 3 SRy Rk — B A
WIESE R, B, WF9T 1 FIBFSE 2 SR A a2 A
R R RAGS G 0 7 X S v H R, oF
583 BRI — P IX o L—Ah e AR B A
B 454 (Jordan et al., 2003), L3 & 7 v (1)
ZREME . BE, BIFOT 3 WK SR A A S s
A e g 5 g 3K 1 R R R (F SR AR, K ) 2%
2005), VASSUERTSY 2 45 5 1 ml S

4 BT 3. SRk A AR S8
WS T 5 N R S e R

41 WMRFZE
411 #Wik

] 22 M T IF K22 1 358 44 Kep A K nl 4,
PEH [ BRI 30 A LU B R N A
Bak, M T sE R A RSk, &
2121 #E BEHIAS 5 EES . MR EILLT
A B AT R — A A R - ()5 B SR A
R, Q)mEPA K= A EZ YL W
B B I56 22 00 0 R PN B o S SCIRE R U 6 v A R
BT 20% MR R A ek 109 A, Hrh, B
51 N (46.79%), Lt 58 A(53.21%), 4%
22.50 % (SD = 3.28). >k G*power 3.1 (Faul et al.,
2009) 1T F G ST IR RLRE M, A5 R, A
WIS HIREA (N = 109, = 0.40, o = 0.05) A] 41 5]

0.80 TJ LI 357 (Maxwell, 2004), ix & ABF5L
FEA R R,
412 SRIiEt

SRR 25 Btk A RE AR H AL S
e R < 208 T g B BN R Bl L TSR T s
Ja s B Rl e g Bt . AR S A B0 B N B
o1 A58 o
413 WHRIA

(HABEER: FIR 1, AR, H o R
ok 0.71,

QNI A R AWFFER N BRI R D5 (Implicit
Association Test, IAT; ZZfE{G, 2003; Greenwald et
al., 2003)I 1 Y BE H 25 TAT B S b AR 48 b, G
Tk ) S L R ) R PR ) 22 1R Y S AR EK R
S RN N BRAS EE o AEER S A AR AR IR, R
PR D B A A A G . BRI ML MR A
C5F; JEFRiAT . fl. b B NSE; B AT
WL HEESE; HROAA . SR BERAE,
3 B SR AR A A TR AT Bl 43 28 0T i B R
(Block 1), RPHEJE F IR AHII 34— A If 4 E 4
Fei, B8 T e R RS> R — 2T F % 1RO
55 A o ) @ 1 IR R AT B O o3 28 T i B R B
(Block2), RPRR (HilEd% E BRI, TH A A3
Fie 1 RSN ;5% =43 2 X I IR P A 4 B I A
SR AT 5 PN 9 25 2] BR 5 (Block3), HIXT &
TR RIS BRSO, X TR
F& TR B S AT e 1R SO 5 B DO A A RS
B ) 1E 2052 50 R 1 (Block4); 25 1o 7 (Block5)
55— 4 Block 1) AH /., B )& FAE 3 H H i5
o3 R—28TF % E SRRV, SEJE T o o —
RIHE TR SR 753043 (Block6) MR AT, 5
55 = #B4r (Block3)AH Sz, R e F Fne R
R B BRSOV, R T AT AR B
ISR BCN ;2 - B 20 S B 0 0l B9 1B UL B 3 Y
(Block7).Block1 . Block2 . Block3 . Block5 #il Block6
A5 20 NI, Block4 Fil Block7 4543 7% 40 4™l
W, TE14> Block W, IS BRI S FEHLIY
)7, Block4 1 Block7 437l /2 AH 25 5 A AH AR 47,
T IHER AT RE IR RONE, g 2 gl S
HEAT RIS FIWAT 55 5 F A T A A S FIWATE 55, ) —
AR S o

)R 1B E 3l - ARFFEAE S O A I Y S
PRk 2%, HISEM, 2005), 88 Eb SChn i BE
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U8 (R TT B) ) o X R A R ) 13 3 R X 3 4

/INE 13 TERE, 43 RS T U RO R AR )
@Eg R, R 2, TEARVFR T, EXEE

MR o REFHIN 0.88 F10.90,

G B = e 2k 2 Y BBk &R I 56
(SC-IAT)il & M B it £ L (E TR 4, 2016). H
FRIECAYI R SO, B &4k, BEMN . 4. +
SE.OAR L WhE SR R AR R A AR A
PR . ISy PRARAY . BF000 . AR ny .
KT BFIERY; THBRNCA : FREW . IR .
A . ORI, FEN . MERRER., RSN
4/~ Block, H:rf Blockl il 3 g%k BR75 (4% 24 1K),
Block2 Fll 4 Sy 1E IR IA 15 (4% 72 ¥K), Block2 S #H
AT 55 BB, Block4 A AN AHZSAT 55 B B o e “W Jx
T AR B L IS B A AT
%o PP E LSS L R
AT NAFAT S5 o NPT IE RN w2, M5
f B bRiE . BRI . THARRNC R 1102 fSR R
P, AAHBAE SRR 1:2:1 PBRER, RV IE
5575 B0 28 R B B 5 (N x), $F4E 200 ms
CAEE, #ixk, 2011), R D 438UV N e it &
XZSFEWIR NGRS, # D AHNIE, FRPHERN Y 5
F RSB, 2 IRR (Karpinski & Steinman,
2006).

414 WHRERF

BE—Br B 853 & Rosenberg H &4, i
BUAR5TE 30 20 S UL Bl e A Sk, F5
RARKPRES 5mmgnl, S T RMNE A
BN BRER RIS KM E AR NRAS
R R B R 4 i 55 v B S, A [ A
SyiE . R B B0 iR S 2 4 B B
i (Jordan et al., 2003),

55 B B B X B AL 43 2 i 2H T R
o B IR AL AZ S SCbR HEHE I 56 (P
B IR T R ) ) HRoME R R Y 13 T8 A8 H ISR (A 1
#K 13 439)J& E12, €10, El1l, E10, D10, D9,
E7. DI1. E8. Cl12, DI2. B12. E9), 4558
W] 23 Fb, B 299 B2 5 2r4h) . imsRk
WU SRR, 8 7 i 4k X s AR T 6 S Xt
KA T FIRE T /K- 04 80k 56, nl LA RO LA S
AR AR, B 1 4, STROBIH M Z, %
HHAR R T R Ee 1Kk, DA kB nT AR AR
B, ARG TS5 IR T R LR
i, A R A Y IR RAE B, R A

Tt R R, LA AR R I R AR R R RN
I 13N EE, HA T T RAS, 52 40,
AR, SR R IE A 200 55 > XoF HE 2 ) 3 48 S A
UL 6 v X R A5 /NG 13 GE RN 1 B 13 45
J& Al, C3, A2, A3, B3, B4, A6, B2, A5, Cl,
Bl. D1. A4), BB SRR IER o S k<
—Ie i T 13 ANEH, &FEX, 1513 47 AER,
S 3 Ao g,

BB B R IR SRR A R, 1ERRTE
e g 5 IS E 4 3R, a2 B i
= SCHR ZR 0 95 () 1 AE TR R 58 RS SR T B
TR SE 50 FUAH,  DUTE R SE i o O B 517
RIS, JIf &AL . B,

415 #HIELIE

TENBE E B0 BRI R MBS b, N PR A R 2
i 20% SN I AL 10000 ms AYECHE, Xk
T3P A 28 2 R B RIS A 28 S R Bt 4 SR 404, H:
P 2 22 Bk DL W 43 B A3 SO B A i 22, (2
W H & 1K 4848 D {l(Greenwald et al., 2003),
TE N B 5T 3 SCAY BRSSP B R DU e v, B A iR
FHE 20% 4 K W BT 10000 ms FIK T 350
ms FOECHE, XAk 5 SN Y SN I EA T I, R H:
FHIZ B Be i T S0 4341 S 2 s il 400 ms AU,
SRIG THE AR AT 55 097 3 I N B 5 AN HH AT 55 1Y
S35 S N I B 25 B, T2 25 5 DA 438 TE A S 1Y)
SR AR EZE, BIA D {H (Karpinski & Steinman,
2006).

42 HER55H
421 REMEEEMXS

WHE A AN B 25 AR 4y, Tk 30 4
K UL b poafE e A e, S 5T RN
R PN BRI R I 55 . AR P B 25 A A i e I,
FRR A AP, MBS A AR E & DL E 3
Jd s HEHOR (RN . m R E ), FIE
DU # e ss e A 2l o . N A %),
B N B F A5 4 TR A A AT 55 RIS AR 28 0 26
15519 SR B TR AN 3R 1 R o

F1 HFAEAEXEZEREFTAEESH R B E(N=109)

AL A4 55 M SD
ViEESIEES 908.51 251.75

BG4 % f:
RIS LL: ms) ENESIEES 997.97 399.86

M1 AR, R BRI AR R I Dy — 2k,
RIVHEAT A 28 SCSLINE, B i e, B iR ez,
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58 A F IR A AR S —2, AT AR SN,

RS, N1 . XA IF IS FAS A 2 I3 251
SR B AE RO REAS ¢ K. 25 R . B E Ak
M3, £ (108) = —2.46, p = 0.016, Cohen’s d = 0.33,
95% CI [0.066, 0.600], X FHH, Bt T8 3 3K
SR RE 3 S —2, X A R A TR T R
HRAE B A B K A8 AR 19 D EAS 53, K DAEYIERE
—0.09 K LA b iyl S 28 4 8 F %5, DB TE
—0.09 LA mpk /e e 55 e F 28, =4 57
BAaLE AN E M 52 A5 AN E
422 BRINEL

XTR 7 BRI A RO A TR o ST AR
KR, B BRI 25 (M = 29.18, SE =
7.17) 8 FAR T XHRLH (M = 35.83, SE = 4.85), t (84) =
—5.57, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.09, 95% CI [0.665,
1.472]; & J1 B A 0 WA 45 (M = 23.46, SE =
7.10) 5 5 TR (M = 17.61, SE = 5.59), 1 (107) =
4.81, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.92, 95% CI [0.526,
1.319], X ZRIAXTE 7 B 0 I sl 2 A 2500 . IR,
TE & B2 3 AT R 1% 2678 S B & DA il
423 BHEBNBRRESBEESNEYRENX

XEEATIER

DI BRI 32 O IR 5, DA o i 2 A
BH M AR, VIS4 AR, dEATelatle
T 225001 . 25 R WoR (LI 2), SRPER A &R £
MA R, F(1, 103) = 2.68, p = 0.105; 2 J1 @Y
FROV A TLE, F(1, 103) = 0.04, p = 0.852; SJF 1k
= A A A s BEAE A B, F(1, 103) = 5.40, p =
0.022, ;= 0.05, 90% CI [0.004, 0.131], #—2 Ky fdf
RSN AT AT R - FER 1 U B I R (F(1, 103) =
7.39, p = 0.008, ;= 0.067, 90% CI [0.010, 0.155]),

0 B 1B papiitac]

—0.1+ T

% 02l |

= T

- T

T 03+

—0.4 - EER s
s Ha

osL L

B2 B e S A RS P B T S Y
PR (PR 22 R 95% B AF X [A], **p < 0.01)

W55 H S E N R E X (M = —0.16, SE =
0.06) . & /& T 42 H 835 (M = —0.37, SE = 0.05);
TERA R DB EN T @A, 103)= 0.26, p =
0.612), MEs5m HEH PN R FE LM = —0.27,
SE = 0.0 5L emAEENNRY R E XM =
-0.23, SE=0.05) Ll EHE R
43 i

BE AT o, EREH T HFREU G R B
IR S F = SN e X = E R SN EEE A N DR
HAERDR B3, X505 2 —3, WAL
R AN B LAY 2), R LANBRER R
056 I 2k PN B T 32 LS 3),  E FR BB X S5 T
PR R R T S SO C R YR BE T ER . A
IR DA A HIRBI ST, 225 H
RS = A E Y E XA SRR ESR .
P F SR 45 R AN [ Z AL 72 T S 0 & ) B AE T
FE 2 PR BN B, FERIFSY 3 R RN N
XKW, EARNESS = A AR B B X ERAs
ST EETEARAEHE, HHENRY R E S %
S HE AN R £ SO E 225 . XA
A, Misse B E BRI B SR B3 X,
R PC AT BRI B A9 Ot 22 33X R (EDUE, A {5 ]
R ot 32 AR —Fh RIS T R FFR AR () SR

5 ZEATTE

51 HRSMH

K H Rosenberg [ % 17 3% st & A R X 43
TR H R, Bl am AR A%, B
1 RIMESS = A 50 TR IE M G R, DL
W H B EY L 3 A B 2R, 75
ST M R AR T R 2 4 e [ R R i 55 s E
PIME S I E o R, W58 A B IE 55 & B 255 1Y) o
FXHMAEFIF TN E 2R, R HEEMK
H KR o 3 LRI, o H 2
WERAETE 25 5, Horp e ss m A AR 3 25—+, #F
REfE o 3 L & e, iX 5 Park #1 John (2011)
Bt A e —3, AT RSN 8 822 R/ N
W, P22 S R MR A P T 32 A5 T o R A,
Nagpaul fl Pang (2017)WF 53R, AR E
A S 7E AR AR . [ R ESE ARG B A
S F SGESRA P &, oot 3 SO (a0
H 3RS B ] R AR 1Y, (B HA (E WL T e 4
B eE) . ARIEZFRGFE 2 0] (LAl F, 0
Y SGESRA P . /i # 2E LT AP L 4
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A, EE T M R E

ERTERNE, TEAUTE Y, JCH IR &
) R (BT 2)FIE ) 52 B (05T 3) Y 7 XS
By, WA, ANE RIS iR 2 DA BB
RIMBE M Y F L, ST 1 ABERLOK A L,
JE AR B E S 5 H S H S 7 A S Y
JiT 3 SOKF- 25 58 /N T, BB )R FEBCRIE [ s A5t
A B T REARNE S & A 25 5 SOKF- . HRESY
KBS DR G 250 AR5 4 AR S 5t T 4
H A, (&L £ 58 80R 2514
(Chaplin & John, 2007; Liang et al., 2016; Jiang et al.,
2015)0 XAEEIE N OABERR: M m A ECA
e H B, 30T Ak AN Y 1 T S s R B R
HRENG? SCRRRE B0, X A E RAKREA -
EWMH AR, FNE DTN SRS . Schubert
I Bowker (2019)MMT5E RN, AELTHsE W A %
&, KA BEFRERSE R A R MARTE T A R
A2 5 BB T B4 (The Impostor Phenomenon).
HATIA R A RS 3222 ok B T ERE ) LLAb
A R R s A, b angie iz <, BT LUEGE A 2
G D NS NGOC B S N A S B S 2
T, oA CRESHERS . i AT ERA X
— SO, ARG A R B JE T, (Hik 2 A
e B A CHERRARIEN] . i [ b e L 75 1Y
NPSEEE, BAA IR iR 3 IR BE L X R Y
RVEAE SRR, P, JESS e A 2 AL R
—FE, AP EYEAN AR, WO M 4Rk
NAPRR i A IR E, X554 A G E A LB
X531

WESE 2 FIBIESE 3 48 1 H UL Bt A
BS54 R (W B 5t 3 SCIRI T VRIS o 45 SRR B,
TES T H KRB, PigEm H S HTEM Y B3 X
T TAFAE 22 5 TEARZ B A R, PigkE A
BETEPIZEY) o 32 7 TH i 22 5 A 3 o X AE—
FEREE R T LMENTSE R, B A RS &
NATH o = AW ) ) — A EE 22 K (Chang & Arkin,
2002), MesSm A SSBEEYREX, £2EA
BRI Y R 3 U & (Nagpaul & Pang, 2017), 5
IR, SO AT A BRARCHE T A0 B2 ) 4 b ST A4
J&o MARWIFREERRTE, W2 A R 1xS H 3l
JHpnE, 5 A 3By i T SR NSRS I AN AR o AH LG
Z T, Messe HE B E AR MR T, 0
RN W o SR R A R B Iy i T-B, KA
SR E e i k) i O S RS B e 1] 5

R 5z 3= S ToieHh 4 it 3 SGA = N B it X,
PO 1 B A SR B SRR R A 3 R (DU 3R
%t (Value Systems)Hits, #r{EIE DL —Fp9E 25 1 5
BT NAHLGER B REGE, B E S F L4
B AH—3%, 5 HAAN(EAH 0l 22 (Schwartz, 1992),
Burroughs Fl1 Rindfleisch (2002)f0HF55 & L, ¥y
F AN EWE T A FRAE T, RSt . AU .
PAEANEMN AR SR, SR [ . SBEEM
LENTEMEIAEAE B 5E . Maio %8 A (2009)i#F—2545
A B0 G Y B — R A (B AE o — i )
B, 237 A P RR AT IR B AR - RN
(bleed-over effect) FliBe a4 (seesaw effect)., Vs
H0 B8N SR A — A P (EDUE ) 30 23 3 5 i (EDO
A HAAN B o B8 B R S 48— B
B 24 ) -5 32 (DU AH o 28 i JE A AN (R0 o 43¢
HOH FetkoE Ble, 24w 0 S H WA B NTEME
W, 42 B R, b AT4s R BN, SR NTER
TR B, LAET A ey, mRPERE H R0V, H
LA B P 2 At PR AE AN (EDOR 38 I, AR 8 358 iR Al 3%
R, XFS7PIANED) B CHE IR B SR 2k HER
ZF, RN U M58 = 18 2 AR AR TR A5 A g
FHAR WS S By, 31X LR SR SO BT 3 L —HE,
A& TAMEH B EE, S i ETHE
52 EigHwm

T, X B ] DRI ot G — )
B, ARG RIFAG —, fE7Em 3 SE 1Y) i
F AR 235 1 o 3 S PR o AR
S BT R B SRR A, A AR A R
FEssm A SY £ XM XR, 5RRM, ¥4
fm H B E B 3 AR, MEss = H 2 W e 3
o B, BEABESE RSB TE AR R EER S S
MR, ANEEEASNAEE, &S ReY
AR T Xk, A NMEss s A A ER,
= A e B K W 3 I R, anit, fE T AT
A SY R FE ORI R . KL, AR
—ANTUHERTE T2 A & 590 3 LA & 6 &R
AL T BRI

Hk, DRSS, A TR R s, 4
TR 2 FoR Yot SR dR R4 RE A 3R B, (HiX
FofUR s K B 1 Ry — A TR BT A R, 228 T A4k [
Pk N I L =T E R R U NV e of ST E R R
e 553 v E RS, PR I SIS TR X 1 R
ARSI B oK SRR, AR
B, N MESS s H B Y R, KA
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P KR
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JOT . AU S5 A RS B SRR AE & R AT R
ZAL T W SCGRIUE AT 5 1 3 T RSl
CBIEAs 4%, 2017). 75 AFRERIIE . AFRRE
S . DIRe LA P T 3 OIS R A S Y 3 B
WOLA, SEEIe S H IR AL ISP,
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Shrum et al., 2013), Ak, EWFF A, FAT—Hm
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T LAY L DI OCHR, W VRO BT R
TR, O MESS & A 25 T F U Y8 K
Hir, 7—Jrm, FATLINHTENESS = A 24 Y 5
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Abstract

Self-esteem, as a core individual variable, has a long-standing inverse relationship with materialism.

However, some studies have found that people with high self-esteem have higher materialistic orientation than

those with low self-esteem, which contradicts previous research. In this connection, researchers need to rethink

the relationship between these two variables. The heterogeneity hypothesis of high self-esteem holds that there

are secure high self-esteem and fragile high self-esteem in high self-esteem groups, which may guide our

understanding of this contradictory relationship. Therefore, the purpose of this study was to explore whether

materialistic orientation was associated with different sub-types of high self-esteem, that is, that high



680 N H

3

7 553 &

self-esteem is heterogeneous, and to explore whether the relationship would change under self-threat situations.

To delve deeper into the impact of high self-esteem on materialism orientation, three studies were
conducted. In study 1, 420 college students from 4 universities were surveyed by questionnaire to explore the
correlation between heterogeneous high self-esteem and materialism. Study 2 was aimed to verify the causal
relationship, and used attractiveness threat to self-esteem to investigate whether the attractiveness threat played
a moderating role in the relationship between different types of high self-esteem and materialism where
participants with fragile high self-esteem and secure high self-esteem were randomly assigned either to the
attractiveness threat group or the control group. They were asked to compare their own attractiveness to the most
and the least attractive images of the same sex selected from pre-test, respectively. Study 3 used intellectual
threat as a form of self-threat priming and measured materialism at the implicit level where heterogeneous high
self-esteem participants were randomly assigned to the intellectual threat group or the control group. The former
completed 13 difficult questions from Raven’s Progressive Matrices and received negative feedback, while the
latter completed 13 simple questions from Raven’s Progressive Matrices and received positive feedback.

The results of study | indicated that the relationship between high fragile self-esteem and materialism was
positive, while the relationship between high secure self-esteem and materialism was negative. The materialism
of people with high fragile self-esteem was significantly higher than those with high secure self-esteem. The
results of study 2 suggested that attractiveness threat moderated the relationship between heterogeneous high
self-esteem and materialism. Specifically, in the attractive threat scenarios, materialism of secure high
self-esteem was low, while materialism of fragile high self-esteem was high. In the non-attractive threat situation,
the difference in materialism measures between them was insignificant. This finding was further replicated in
study 3 where intellectual threat moderated the relationship between heterogeneous high self-esteem and
implicit materialism. Notably, in the context of an intellectual threat, implicit materialism of the secure high
self-esteem group was low, while implicit materialism of the fragile high self-esteem group was high. In the
non-intellectual threat situation, the difference in implicit materialism scores was not significant.

Therefore, from the perspective of heterogeneous high self-esteem, this study essentially proved the low
materialism level of those with secure high self-esteem and high materialism level of those with fragile high
self-esteem. It signifies that the two conclusions of previous studies are reasonable. If there exists a greater
number of secure high self-esteem individuals among a population of high self-esteem persons, the relationship
between high self-esteem and materialism is negative. On the contrary, if there is a greater number of fragile
high self-esteem individuals, the relationship is positive, thereby solving the puzzle of the contradictory
relationship between high self-esteem and materialism. Furthermore, this study can urge educators to pay more
attention to the cultivation of children's secure high self-esteem rather than unquestioningly cultivating high
self-esteem.

Key words heterogeneous high self-esteem, materialism, self-threats
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