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1 Markus H. Self schemas Behavior inference and the processing

Is Self Either X' or -X
Taking the Study of Self Schema for Example

Lin Shengdong Yang Zhongfang
School of Business Sun Yat — Sen University Guangzhou 510275

Abstract This paper taking Markus' seminal study of self — schema for example reanalyzes the data of her study from intra — subject view
and challenges the bipolar model of self and cross — situational consistency of behavior then points out that Markus manipulated subjective view
to objective view and ignored the effects of situations in operational definition. This study shows that it is hard to escape the influence of social
desirability responding with bipolar model of self and suggests that studying zhongyong self may help to solve this dilemma.

Key words self schema bipolar zhongyong





