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x P

PE T N SN2 A N -

(PR R Z OB ERR, FEIK, 400715)

AWV A FRAEAFTTAIBEIA TN RHREALE A [ e . 5T 1 b 36 A sRIng se i F AL
TERIGEALA T B RE SR EREME AN AT 55, SR ARSI T HORESIPEPEN RETTEN [ 45, STRISERNLA T RESIPEIFO %)
I RE AR AR B F B SE AL T A RESI AN BT s BIFSE 2 120 At se i A FRASER A PETSS . 5) 120 S RsE o
HISERATNAE S5, SR RIS H FHEI AL SETTHIEILA , BESDPETENHRAETON 11 2, AL REEEITA T (1 2 B TR,

BORUIRESMETFAN RE TR 19 2
o NRBEALEE  AEShIE HAEE ATE

el (agency) A4t HEPE (communion) & A2
FEAEMSEEATE S, AR & AR KRR L A2 3 A
HepEmsem (fok, RV, W55, RERE, 2015;
Bakan, 1966). BEzE R 5iERA AL E RIS A
RE ARG HARRITT, LT Sh s 1 SR AR S Rt 145 114
SETHACRET ;AT AP S WA A BRAS A
KRR, HOAnsE R0 A5 R R T R4 TS A S5 TR A
¥EJ5t (Diehl, Owen, & Youngblade, 2004), % 1%
FEREPE L RESIPEAL T 51 S LAl i f7 (Fiske, Cuddy,
& Glick, 2007), MIELIS R EERUL, AfTTEsEA
Ttk Rm 22, T HAL SRR/
FMEE, H5 BN E  Rgy,  DR A AR
L RE A B A EE ST R 4E P4 22 K R (Baumeister &
Leary, 1995; Ybarra et al., 2008), #E#EME 0 25
BAE=ANJ7E: 15, ATRE R A e Tt
fE B0t 19 F Bt Ybarra, Chan 1 Park(2001) B 5% &
PG ER AT AT AR / AR, Ao
FEAFA: 2R 32 1 D] 1 A D o DR R B 4 B 1Y) 1)
o Hk, AT HE IR 0 0 W7 R EL BB sh 1
(Wojciszke, Bazinska, & Jaworski, 1998), BI/MAZHE

VNCEASPINI )P Sk = awis 4 e =S W ¢ R A
I T ARV B 2 B9 AL (Fiske et al., 2007).
PR, FEAR 2RI eb, A ATTSEA ) T A A A
K15 BIEM A (Wojciszke et al., 1998; Ybarra et al.,
2008). 5 SCAL I 5T A R B AL AR L RE Bl PR 2
PN E R SC, BIREREE o 5 B SO AR R
(Schwartz & Bardi, 2001; Ybarra et al., 2008) .

H 82 B IRBEE IR, XA B (e R =
ARG ST, SR ARG K AR
B, DA T ResitE R RS A SR
Z, 1lin, Wojciszke S5 iF 9 i fd H 25 & W RE sh
AR A O, 25 R A A S Reshik
MRHE RS, HXMESMWAEREES . 4
WA A b R A FHAS TR i 2y TR A 3 gk
(Wojciszke, Baryla, Parzuchowski, Szymkow, & Abele,
2011); Gebauer 55 A\ &I H TP H 1) RE 2 T fiE
WOAMA AR, R A3 ST (Gebaver,
Wagner, Sedikides, & Neberich, 2013); & H 25T
R IAE T ERX A CE AR S 2R, A
PRI A FRAN A T 32 A RE Bl AR B 14 52 T (B,
Ybarra, & Zhao, 2013). KIt, SEEEHERTUAHEL,
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RESE ST REFIAMA ) F 2,

HAR BRI —BUL BRRE S VPN X A 21
AOTRINAE R, (HX SERF T EREE T F FR e 1Y A
TR, fEHFRFEIA T, AR AR
W EAEE ST (James, 1890), T AHIBES)TE (Abele
& Wojciszke, 2007; Bi et al., 2013; Gebauer et al., 2013;
Wojciszke & Abele, 2008; Wojciszke et al., 2011), JT
R T A A AN B At e B 25 S R
193 — A EH R IE (Leary, Haupt, Strausser, & Chokel,
1998), A CTCHIBEMAA T FESSINHIEEARGE X A
B s>z b, Leary Bt 23 itEan HliS
(sociometer theory) TA A/ MA R H 3 AMEER R Tl
NXF AR, RS AMARB A BIr E R
LT I NN S R W 4 = S A R T 4| LW A G
HEFR B4R F 25805023 T [ (Leary, Tambor, Terdal,
& Downs, 1995), 1% 2&H N NFEHAT—Fp 5 A\ ORAF
WEHRAR, DAENIEE . PAS AP EEA R, A
RIS hy B WA AR N BR G R IR — 4B RF-, AT
AERF AR RO B IR B, IR H IR A FITT
HIBEIE AR ERRIE, B IHARES AR ST
AMA E B P (Brown, 1998/2004), 1 5/MAH F
TR AN NBE I AH IG5 o U Js T RE Sl T 1 1)
A (Wojciszke et al., 2011), I FAMEAE A
HIEA AR TC A T, RESh VAR RE RS TR0 4>
PRI B2, AR 535N B B AA FITT A A
A EA LN HIEEAAE B2 A I A B0 0 A
5T 1 RPN BT, ZilE RS2 A 3
LA FITCEN A AL B SRy kS A ] A
o B9 2 SRR Gt , Hoerh il ol &
PR AR N A e

2 1

95 1SR 20080 AFRFNSE / JeRIE ) x 2( PF
WHEE: Beshi: / ALiEE ) M R Rgal i iit,
ZEAAAE B IR DA AT PR R XA
CANHISEAE BE AT LA ST 245 SR X H 25 A T
YEH .

2.1 WA
211 #k

58 1 MR ZERELIIROC S 36 44, Rl
Z FIRAGE T A R AL R, Fo 5 A 18
%, w18 44, R 21.03+1.32 %, )18k
FREMIIIER o AR R RS 10 T

212 WEHE

il CrESIHISEAYE B b SOB 28R 2 )
) 160 4] 1% (#HAFSE | Ybarra, B4 EE 14 | 2015), 3L
A3 RPN Sy BIE R RE SRR T RE SR
FEURAT R TR R AR A R IRV 4% 40 A~ #EAFME
FIRESNME PSSR AR AR . 2B, TRl R 7
YepE LUCHLR AT (#EFSESE , 2015),

{8 I Rosenberg(1965) H %12 #% (Rosenberg Self-
esteem Scale) [ H SCRRIM 9% X1 H 2K (FEM AR,
FAA, B4, 1999), ZmFL 10 4 H, RAZ
R 4 FOFArE (1= “AERARE" , 4= “dEHWRH
B, Moim R A . FIERITh ey
k2, AP/ B IE A (R,
T, MFRE , F2596,2005) o AW HSH %
IR — B REL o (R 89
213 Wk

PORSEIE AR, SRS SE RN A
HeEVEMAT S, PUIRRE I R I Bk
WA TS, —A R AR, Fllr
LT Z KA EAFAXT TR R, 14
SRR ARE (1= “Z2AHR7 , 4= “%4
A Yo S —ADEITTHIBEAMAATE S, HIWr <%
FHIXSCTRRIPM AR, VRTEZ KRR LR, FH1-4
FREFOR AR (1= “EaeAFEE" , 4= 5%
SR ) N T EERZFIEN B, I
KWFFEFTSETE LA PR R oA 4, Ao bl
BUFRIR 5 07 [F27 1 24 F 2 R b i B — i R, 3
AT T AL BT 25 3m0 HLE A T I . Z S FRATTAN
XL PG P BEHLBRLE T 36 4% Bk S hn i e gE It
HUFPIC ok LR 2 FRATT T B [ AE 2 [R] 2 Xt
PRITEN
22 SRS
221 WA T REsE R LR R A RS

T A BEE R S P 2 TRl e N B RISy
VCEL RS, A TEFEEE, FRA P ki) 1n)
Ty, PR R RESHIE FOAH REPE IR E S &l 1 f
7No

FIHI SPSS 20.0 #4782 I 5 25 40 W 46 R 3k
M. W fR RN W #E, F(1, 35)=23.01, p<.001,
0,/ =40, JCHISE AL A IE 4 (2.98) KT H IR A
AT 5 (2.88); PF U 4E B AN bR, F(,
35=61.63, p<001, n,=64, FEHEPES (3.07) K
TRESIPEIESr (2.80); #ff x PR 4ERE S HAEH
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&, F(1,35=10.04, p<01, n,=22. #t—E£0H
HRON R, A ATRMGEA b, FREETT (3.03)
WERTRESH TS (2.74)(p<.001, d=1.21), 7EJCHI
S b, ARREETESY (3.10) KT REB RS
(2.87)(p<.001, d=1.04).,

4 ~

: ! ' o
[**1 Cot o maEh
F T [
&3 1
b i
2_
1
EE e AR

1
e B NFRIEX SD; Tp<01, Tp<001

222 WA NS EALERE S B SRR
PARL A Ao BEACHE R A PF40 0 A 25455 1A

KA 1 firzs, 16 HRAEA T RESh P>

HAGREEEEME, (RS B8k
KRN WE (p=.051), TETTHWALMA T RESHIT
S5 ABERREIEMAR, (BRI 5 A5
PSS UNTER
223 IR P IEAYE PR X 25 A
i
K532 T A 5 5 S AP AR T ph 2 AR
HLEEXT AR FINIER, b, AR SRR
SN 2F AR e il A i, IO T At S st
ARYERE B T AS 5, AR A AR
BRI I T gAY . FES (M =1, db
J5 =0) FER] (5 =1, Z=0); FEFESIAMEAR
Ak B RS AR o R AR AR 3 A T RO R AR B
Gttt i, AP AN AR R AR
T DL AR s R il A8 s il fe s — )=,
FESFEALE BE (AR M8 2 ARUGHE A A D7 R
ZERNER 2 Fow, HOATE ATRMEALA T Resh vk
REMS TR A F 25, B A OOk I C2RET 1Y,
ek A Kt . AT AR T B RED)

1
A IS RE S 9 TN EATREPE ) JCHIERE S S JUAIBER RSy
A2 (M=29.19, SD=3.67) 677 33 56" 21
e p<001
2
B t R (AR?) F(AF)
B ARG -.03 17
R -26 -1.40 08 94
P -.16 -.90
it ATt 65 5.05™"
Folpnanis -.19 -1.15
thgfﬁi HHEE 4 25.49
TUHAERE S -.04 -.16
U GEAT -17 -1.15

T Tp<001, BRI R AL
PEABEBIIASAR R A B Toie e A BRI
NI TR T, AR BE TN AR

/.
FIREKF
figsh ok
CARRINERSD
$=1.01, p<.001 $=8.85, p<.001
=924, p<.001
fieah - e
GRS F=-057, p>.05
95%Bootstrap CIs [1.01,16.28]
2

N T KBRS AU R AR LS,
MICHE M RE ST A g, A 3K
YRR, A FRINTEIA T RESIEPF M

A TG T, S5 A BT L T B sh ik
PITEA3X H B BN A2 80 T 3 FRASE A T fE
SRS (A 2), BIoTEISERLAA T RESh T
PR A 2L R RO B F 3R AR R BE BT
M BT T S
2.3 e

WF9E 1 BoR7E A FRA VA T AL 2
e TRES Iy, HARTTHEA T RIS
ko S T RE SN Mo, X RIS A FREN S
AR SETC ISR T EEAEA TR e I S, R
B ER ARSI T, (R R
HAtamt, I EmErSEsS T, iAER
FUA T B B NS A AR iR B G2, (L
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FEREMER SRS AR BAE Xl A SR R
1 BRI B AL R e P & BT R B (Abele &
Wojciszke, 2014),

TEHRASHAGE S AR P LM, L
A HIRAGEA T B RE SRS TN 25,
X 5 Wojeiszke 55 N (2011) Xt [ %5 5 FEA 4k B2 A9 F
FEER—B, AN H R RE A r (5 Bk
FEREPEFHOCIME B 250, AFsEgs R ER R, Jo
HIERA T RE SR I IE 43X F B A B 52 31 T
HIRAE A T R ry iy, XATREEH T
BRI E252 RN A FCIN I A PIAME 55,
FEAEAL AR AE B2, DT 350T oM il
RESh MR X B 250 TR F B A 3RS T RE
SN R TR T i, SRR RN SE R bG, TE
9T 2 PRAILAME N AN R, sr51% 58 [ 35
A FITTINGEAISA T AN HIEEAGE BT 3 2 1y 13
MIVEH

3 2

W5 2 RAFRFSE 1 2R RAE S, R
20000 . HIRAE / JTIvE ) x 20 VPAERE . REShTE
AR ) PR RIS, Pl ka2
i, PPN YRR RN AR e, HEAE A RN
FTCHENGE PRI T XA SRR ARGE T (AL
DL 5 SR A B r e
3.1 Wk
311 #k

AT 2E B IR 224 240 24, B3R
AL AT A 120 45, Hirp 534 118 44,
122 44, AR 2037 +1.62 %, A 1ER IE
MITIER o WA GRS 10 TTHEH .

3.12 Wk

S5 1 HTRA],
3.1.3 Wi

H 30 A L AT 55 2 VAN SR AL T
Ainl CEEZRBE LAY R R, H
1-7 ORI B BRI (1= “B2AET
7= “ERMET ).

XFICHABE AL, R T EE R 2= A E 5
T5E, FAESE 1 RAMRIN T, ZE AT L
PEh LR 120 28 E A FRAToC R s AR A
e, ToR A AR TS BT IR
ZRFEEE EFERIAXT R s, -7 4%

RN FEEWRE (1= “ZeAREE"
[ )o
3.2 25T
321 WA N RES AR R AT

F T R RE S 1 PR 2 TRl AE 2 W B RIS
USRS RAE, N THETE, BAPE AERNE )
. WIS R RESh M AR TR TR A 25 SR an &)
3 ffi7ne SR A SPSS 20.0 #4755 &2 il & 7 2% 53 Br 4
R PR FR0V B2, F(1, 238)=175.97,
p<001, m,=43, #LBEE I 05 (5.49) KT
REShPEIRIE Y PE) (5.05); PRANRLA TR0 A 12 2
(p>.1), BIFE AR L rPEsy (5.28) HITHI
MATES (5.26) ZH =S ARE,; WM x oF
WAL HAE AR (p>.1).

70 miEhit
i [0 [ 7 e
[ [

.l 1 1
5 | |
Fa |
!EJ:
3 -
2 -
1
L A
3

T BRERMARER SD; T p<.001
322 WA T A SINHBEARLEE 05 F 20
KKFR

I IAE AR R Xt 2 AR A BE T4 A
1R AT A OGS Hr. HRER 3 FIAL, TCie A H IR A
WA T ETTHISEAA T, REsh AR TR
5 HEHEA BEHEKER, HEFRIEMX,
323 PHAA T AH S U HISEARGE X [ 25 Tl i
i

P R CIN = LU Rr R will 72 2SN R A AN
AL X A BB R, [mHE 530 7k Rl
58 1, Wk 4 PR, ANete B AL E & 7E T
HISEALAA T YR RE SRR T M B 2E, B E
R A O Re T, B0y A S .
e, (B APEM “FR” BT, #hkny A 8K
SN Y= L S P O ol S I o Sl ik < A E ) K e A A
IH ZR 5 JTRN AT RE BN Y Il ) R AR R
WEVE, AR RE b, 525V M SSE L)
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3
A I 058 RE S PEE4) B A R JUHISERE BT 43 JURIBEAL B2
AR EH H % e o -
(M=29.61, SD=3.70) '
HISEER F1 5 — — 54 32
(M=29.85, SD=3.74)
H: p<001
4
i t R(AR?) F(AF)
AN TEAL S
B AEHS -.00 -.05
FET -10 -1.06 01 50
) .07 70
P :/ L o y '60 8.1*** .
e ezt 36 66.48
FEREE -.03 -32
JCHIEAR AR
B A -.02 -25
FET -22 247 .09 3.83
5 21 228"
A :/ Py s y '50 6'30*** .
e ezt 23 39.62
aRiiZes -.08 71

i p<05, “p<001, B gbRAEMIIA R
Jo 15 227 1 SS Y4 A B t=(b,-b,)/sqrt[(SSE,+SSE,)
(SS,+SS,)/(n,+1n,-4)SS*SS,] A X, & B PE Y AR
AT Resh k0 R EE A B, 1(236)=.19,
p>.05,
33 g

55T 1 25540 R RS TE 3 3R AGE A 8
SEICHIGER A T AR AL B E AR S B S, AAT]
X Ak R 1 ) DB AL L B Bl M R (Wojeiszke et all.,
1998), FEHEAT SIARYEE S H XA T EI,
H RN R RESPE AR R B PE 44 5 1 25 A
IEAHSE, [RIREHD, JTRIBEALA T e RE s At i
PRI 5 A B0 ARG, FEPIRIILA T Re s Al
FEREPEXT A BERY T, A H R EN A T A RE
SIPERBE TN MR A 25, JTHIEALA T EESh I
WRERE TN MR A 2%, X 55T 1 2SR,
WEIRR T A IR A, JTRIEL A T BESh X A
BEITAE A o

4

41 FESHEARYEE TP AR SR

P FT 45 SR 24 % AR DA AR B A B B0
B TResh TSy, EIE T At S A ot e
PN (kB , F3EJ5 , 2011; Fiske et al., 2007).
FEREEOL SO R Iy Xz — 248 AT
1) ] BT AR o L L B BV = (Wojeiszke et al., 1998).
H AT BEVE RO RN £ BRI A RS, —Fh

MIEAETE I A BE DO AR I T AR R Atk
T FP A A7 5530 B B 7= 4 (Wojciszke & Abele, 2008).
Ty — PR AL SIS A, AR REIE A A
AT SR 1 25 AL AR I O 25 2 956 1) (Abele &
Wojciszke, 2007), HIRTEAE S FIWTH, AT S A 1)
TR BT (Ybarra et al., 2008),
HS5HE AR RA AR, AT A TR
KB T AR e, IR A IRA AT
BP0 T B FRBURRE SR oy . Aok ss
(2015) $ At 25 FEAR A FE v (9 10 SE 2500 2 4 A A
TR R SR Y IR, B AR PR R T
FEREVES B Z AL (Fiske et al., 2007), B )5V
LWL T T UESE (Abele & Bruckmiiller, 2011).
{EAEEE S RE S M AL Sk 18 32 B3/ 22 HAth PR 2 an ik
. Sk, ERESEAER RN, AT
IESR A R S i A O R 5 R HEF TG, R
STEVE A TR B R O e skns o PR At B
(DI SN AN AR BRAE XAl A B R v, e
11 AT AR P Se M 24 T (Abele &
Wojciszke, 2014), Abele il Wojciszke (2007) il #f i
XF 300 M BB AR RIFERE S PE . ALEENE L R PRI
FbPELERE FIEATIEr, S50 & A A S ]
flbt 5 S AR G, TRt 5 ) O 2 R A O
Brown #l Cai (2010) & B F 25 14 o [k 0 5 i )
TR RN A C o BB AERETE R
IEHEAMUAIAEX A I, A BRI L
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WAFTEAEREEDE SR

ARWFFE PRI A T I RE S IF A
P4y, XA RESE i TP R F R R ik
AN AT AR B D RS, B MATES
SR b B A 3k B S s s T A A TR
IS (W4, BAKEE , 2009), 5258 K
TFAMEBIN R e (FEICIT , $/N | 2012). R,
FEABRTE AR A o] REAEUEA T RE S MR B ) B 3R
VR BTS2 B i sz, IS AR A 3PN B
RESIMEAL SN IS o TP e A O B B 22 b 2 5 ]
5 R D A BE SRR I, 7 X 081 il A S 37 B
R BEERR R AN K, AR T R B2 RS R
WHTE S, &b T RIS SR AL, i F]
AR AR R R (I4RLT | 2011), BHIE, Aig
T A TR IE TS A N B ATAEAT R
SRS
4.2 feghEXT A BT b 3 S

TEPIFPRL A T AL ARG BT A 22 A T
AL A FFN LA T (1 RE B0 1 RE S TN AR Y B
B, JTHIEALA T B RE B Mt B A% T AR 1 B
B, AR REs I £ AN R AR TE 21 H GE
shitE(E e LS ok A RN ER, BEsh
PEAE T Z s e AR ) B FINAPE AR R
(Wojciszke, 2005). T AT BFFT R IER FIH B 1 E 50
PE A TRV A RS 2 A T A A A 2, R
AR FUWL AR SN A TR B R, THAR ARSI TN
REAIG, MARR AR, FHRAMARR 3 2
X (ZEF1E, 2014), James(1890) K5 H 2552 LA L H
JHEA, AR B s O O AR ) 25
B orEBEREm, KIS AR B ARk
SR RE SRR 2 B IR AR F 25, X —
£ Wojciszke %5 (2011) X [ 25 5 FEA 4k 3 19 f 5% v
WATEN T HAIE, TAH F 52 f Re s SC R £ B
EREREMEAR DG B R .

FEARWFFE T, IR A TR B A 30
SEALFXT A BERYREM, FRATEHEEE T TR [ %
AIREIE . SR A TR0 SE IO 2 F AP AR
R, ABJEIHARESICHAE XM B SIS I
HIRATHIWF AT 55 S 100 [ 9l 6 T oM e P4 14 7]
ERERE, XARBL T AN T B R INRAR IR
H g A T 50 E PRIS (self-verification theory), AA 17
HEMNSNFSAF I Z S A IR [ TR EAE—
2, DASAF MR B ML SR e, MM RERS T

IFnE I B S AY91 74 (Swann, Hixon, Stein-Seroussi, &
Gilbert, 1990). FlE MARIARE R . XM A 3
AR 2 S H RS, AT 2338 o 45 Fhids
BHATIUE, EARG T AFRA DA T MR
RESIPEAYRE T REFN [A 2EKF,  PIAE oo A
AT AR T dide ARBE SR E T, el
H I A A — B FIr,  BIFETCHR b AR 2
RESIPERE N4 F 2K

ARV TR T e sh M At et B 25
AFINAET, B STRIE LA NI TR
SN A H B RE S = TR0V, FE T HIAMGE
{HEARMNTTIAAAEA R, B, T ESCEMA
H e (B, 2007), E@0A0 A FAFEE R PE
T REShPEPESy, (B —IR G esm i H IR AE 1Y
MANESCAT BB —FEATENAERE ., Hik, &K
SCERDTY A B OE R A 55, 6T A A 25 (b
RSB ) WIINLE R RRAETE S Re 3 PE £ 3300
{EARH5E

5

T AE A BN TEA b TTRI SR ARAF AT
FEPE “PLoeR” , JFEH MRS T RIRESTES A
MAAEYICR, (AEE ARSI T 9200
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Prediction of Self-Esteem by Agency: Intrapersonal
Perspective vs. Interpersonal Perspective

Wu Shi, Ren Xi, Jiang Ke, Du Jie, Yang Juan
(Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging, 400715 )

Abstract Both agency and communion were described as the basic form of human existence. Previous studies have explored that self-assessed agency
is a stronger predictor of self-esteem than self-assessed communion. Nevertheless, the existing studies mainly focused on the intrapersonal perspective,
while the relationship between agency and self-esteem from the interpersonal perspective was still unknown. It has long been suggested that self-
esteem reflects the need for both self-respect and respect from others. Based on previous literature, this experiment investigated the relationship
between the fundamental dimensions of social cognition and self-esteem under the different evaluative perspectives.
we conducted two studies and all of the participants were measured by Rosenberg Self-esteem Scale. A total of 160 trait adjectives were selected from
established Chinese Adjective Words System for Fundamental Dimensions of Social Cognition, including 40 positive agentic words (e.g., intelligent,
competent), 40 negative agentic words (e.g., foolish, clumsy), 40 positive communal words (e.g., warm, friendly) and 40 negative communal words
(e.g., cold-blooded, solitary). Upon arrival, participants completed Rosenberg Self-esteem Scale. They then completed the main tasks conducted on the
desk-top computer running by the E-Prime software (2.0). The intrapersonal perspective task asked participants to assess “Does the adjective describe
yourself?” by pressing on the button. The interpersonal perspective task asked participants to evaluate “Do you agree the evaluation about you from
your classmates?”. In study 1, we adopted a within-subjects design to confirm the relationship between the fundamental dimensions of social cognition
and self-esteem both from the two perspectives. 36 students were required to complete the task of the evaluation about agency and communion
both from intrapersonal perspective and interpersonal perspective. In study 2, we also conducted experiment to confirm the relationship between the
fundamental dimensions and self-esteem both from the two perspectives, but the experiment was adopted a mixed design. We recruited 240 students in
all. Half of the participants were required to complete the evaluation about agency and communion from the intrapersonal perspective, while the other
half completed the task from the interpersonal perspective.
Results showed that: (1) Analysis of variance of repeated measures indicated that ratings of communion were higher than ratings of agency both
from intrapersonal perspective and interpersonal perspective[F(1,35)=61.63, p<.001, np2=.64], and results found a significant interaction between
perspectives and dimension[F(1,35)=10.04, p<.01, np2:.22]. (2) But multiple hierarchical regression analysis showed that self-esteem was dominated
by agency only from the intrapersonal perspective. Further, we found that the rating of agency from the intrapersonal perspective was a significant
full intermediate variable between the rating of agency from the interpersonal perspective and the self-esteem scores. (3) Specifically, when we
adopted a mixed design to rule out the disadvantage of within-subjects design, results proved that ratings of communion were higher than ratings of
agency[F(1,238)=175.97, p<.001, np2=.43], and self-esteem was dominated by agency both from the two perspectives. Although we did not find ratings
of communion were higher than ratings of agency, results proved that self-esteem was also dominated by agency.

In sum, it proved that the primacy of communion is over agency and self-esteem is dominated by agency both from intrapersonal perspective and
from interpersonal perspective. The present findings were consistent with the previous research and also suggested that the dominance of agency on
self-esteem stably existed regardless of perspectives.

Key words the fundamental dimensions of social cognition, agency, communion, self-esteem, perspectives



