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Abstract

Self-construal is the way how we define ourselves; thus interdependent self-construal and inde-
pendent self-construal are distinguished. These two different self-construals could influence indi-
vidual experience. For undergraduate students, job-hunting is a crucial matter. Specifically, we
attempted to explore the effects from self-construal to the employment confidence of undergra-
duate students. In experiment 1, results indicated that the interdependent self-construal could
predict confidence of relationship target and confidence of ability target. In addition, there is a
mediating effect of relationship confidence on the relation between interdependent self-construal
and ability confidence. In experiment 2, a main effect for priming self-construal revealed that, in-
dependents described their confidence of ability target as more positive than interdependents;
interdependents described their confidence of relationship target as more positive than indepen-
dents. The results showed that, students’ employment confidence could be promoted by changing
situational cues.
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FOl S KA o R PR . X LB B TR S R EREN R SRR TR, X
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WEEZ Y. BT B FREA T LB R A2k (Brewer & Gardner, 1996), KM B BB M IR R
mgol AErT7, AMEE R TR A RN AE, WAL A .

ENGIE W= Ye = Eig ey abapn A= R LRl -2 LR IR I 73 &y ) N e o R A SE (PSP S R BV = E
FEA AN ELAR B R AR, ATHENRE 1 B AR ALt B R EIE TN IR A, KAKEWAEEE



FRAME 4

HIELAR B SRR TR E s g A BRI AL T BRI, HSIRTH 5@ N A S shl B 15. W
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93 #oKE, Hdh B4 424, wHESBL 4, FHHEK N 20.35+1.69.
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IR AR T B, — % E IR @K B3 (Self-Construal Scale, SCS). Singelis (1994)3&F Markus %5 A
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BT TN, BRI E R .
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BREFEBIR AT, SETERTL AAE S5 1% 6 DU H, HIHTHEEREO= BAANEE, 9=
WMHEE)VMAGEEHRQ = BABME, 5= BAEAE)MTE, DAE A CRERIlEZ g H AR EE S
ol BB TR, BIERES) B AR BAEFICR Hbs BEPAMUI . AR & A & 1) A — St & 808
051, XFRZMAAE I EHIH 2 8] 1)-F 358 ¢ 2 405 7128 0.20 1 0.13,
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Table 1. Pearson correlation coefficients and descriptive for self-construal and employment confidence

1 MU BIEN. ERERENSENEFRERE. XABRBREEX

M SD AT [ 3R HAR AR Ae T HARE (5
ST 1 FR LA 4.63 0.59
FAK R 5.24 0.63 0.14
GEVARSEAN =K 27.54 7.30 0.04 0.34™
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E: TEWP p<0.01, "EW p<0.05. T,

Table 2. Regression of self-construal on employment confidence
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Table 3. Relationship confidence as a mediator in the relation between interdepent self-construal and ability confidence
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4. #Hig
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Table 4. The difference of sentence types between independent group and interdepent group

4 WMAFA. BRRAATFREERSIT SR

n M SD t p

Pl A PSLERA)THL 18 5.83 1.86
2.75 0.014

HARERA) AL 18 3.39 2.06

HAkRA Fhar AT 16 3.25 2.35
-2.21 0.043

HAKIRA)FHL 16 5.50 1.93
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3.58 0.001

HARIRA 16 3.25 2.35

HAREA)TFHL P A 18 3.39 2.06
-3.07 0.004

HARRA 16 5.50 1.93

Table 5. The difference of employment confidence between independent self-construal priming group and interdependent
self-construal priming group

= 5. WA BHMEKRBEFMEA BIEH T ED TG R

JABZRAY n M SD F p 7 d
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tayama, 1991). AWFFCNIARIL, HIRERITHOL EAE R AES B AR, iext s EE. i
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43 BAXFERWLERE

MR AR R AR, Fei v B3R @M T A AR R Ol B 5, WifEdE PR B IR
PSR T, ILICECRT R AV 23l BE A R0, Bah/Mader gl g sy, Me
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