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The Effects of High School Students Self-esteem on Self-handicapping
in the Different Evaluative Situations

Zhang Lihua Qiu Fang Guo Qi
(School of Phychology — Liaoning Normal University —Dalian 116029 China)

Abstract

The effects of high school students self-esteem on self-handicapping are investigated by using a combination of

questionnaire and situational experiment in this paper. The following conclusions can be drawn: 1) The self-esteem

level of high school students has a significant effect on behavioral self-handicapping low self-esteem individuals

tend to use behavioral self-handicapping strategies; 2) Evaluative situations have a significant effect on behavioral

self-handicapping of high school students in the social evaluation situation high school students tend to take be—

havioral self-handicapping strategies; 3) The interaction of self-esteem and evaluative situations in behavioral self—

handicapping is significant. In the self-evaluation situation high self-esteem individuals have the least behavioral

self-handicapping; 4) Everyone in high school tends to use self—reported handicapping.
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