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1. Introduction

A. Background

The world is a much smaller place now than it ever was. ‘Global village’, ‘globalization’ and ‘global markets’ are the new buzzwords. People travel more and the number of people working or settling down in foreign countries is increasing. One of the key changes is the need to communicate effectively with people from different cultures and languages.(Vazhayil, 2008) The question arises - how can we communicate well?

Of course, language fluency and comprehension of social customs are important. Besides, a good understanding of one’s self-image is essential.
In this globe, you can easily observe the difference of self-concept among diverse cultures, especially between the West and the East. For example, if Westerner (a person from Northern Europe or USA) would like to introduce himself, he usually starts to talk about their personal attributes, such as their hobbies, personality, interests and so on, e.g. “Hello. My name is John Smith, I like football”. On the other hand, people from Japan, China (henceforth Easterners) prefer to begin with their surroundings - their groups, family, belongings and so on: “Hello, my name is Xiaodong Lou, I am a university student.”
B. Question

Therefore, the broad subject of this paper is to reveal how Westerners and Easterners are different in terms of self-concept. Before we can specify questions more in detail to make it proper for empirical research, we shall review certain literary work regarding this field.
2. Review of previous works

A. Theoretical background of self-concept 

Both the West and East have a universal explanation of self, the universal aspects are as Hallowell (1955) defines: people everywhere are likely to develop an understanding of themselves as physically distinct and separable from others. Markus and Kitayama (1991, 225) add, the awareness of unshared experience will lead a person to some sense of an inner, private self. However, self-concept is far more than this in reality; it covers diverse facets according to the geographic and cultural difference. 

Different cultures will result in divergent aspects of the self, Markus and Kitayama (1991, 225-226) claim that the self can be constructed, framed and conceptually represented in multiple ways. The exact content and structure of the inner self may differ considerably by culture, the nature of the outer or public self that derives from one’s relations with other people and social institutions may be remarkably influenced by culture.

In certain cultures, the sense of significant inner attributes of a person will result in individual; while in other cases, the sense of belongingness to social relation will connect a person to a relationship (1991, 226). Based on this statement, self-concept has two derivations, independent self and interdependent self.

It is widely acknowledged that western cultures are typical individual self. The central idea of this culture is to “become independent from others, discover and express one’s unique attributes (Johnson 1985; Marsela et al.,1985; J.G. Miller,1988; Schweder & Bourne,1984). 

Markus and Kitayama exemplify that, in order to acquire so-called ‘independence’, an individual’s behaviours are constructed and made meaningful primarily by reference to one’s own internal deposition, such as thoughts, feeling, and actions, rather than others. The independent self must be responsive to the social environment. 

In interdependent self, this independence is maintained among a group of people, who look at themselves as part of social relationships and recognizing that “one’s behaviour is determined, contingent on, and to the large extent, organized by thoughts, feelings and actions of others (Markus and Kitayama 1991, 227).” 

They even propose a step further that, interdependent self features the person not as separate from the social contexts, but as more connected and less deviant from others. People are motivated to find a way to fit in with relevant others, to fulfill and create obligation, and in general become a part of various interpersonal relationships (1991, 227).

Since others are stressed in interdependent self, the roles that others play in this relationship should be focused. Others who are much more important, will impose on individuals, then shape their behaviour. Compared with independent self, relatedness with other people in certain circle means more for an interdependent self. How to keep a connection to others should tightly go along with awareness of people’s needs, desires and goals.
The self is in relation to a cognitive activity, and then the outcome of this activity depends on the nature of self-esteem. There are three consequences resulting from cognition as Markus and Kitayama introduce (1991, 231): firstly, assumptions of those with interdependent selves to be more attentiveness and sensitiveness than independent selves. Greater cognitive elaboration of the other comes out of the attentiveness and sensitiveness. Secondly, the knowledge about persons, either the self or others will not be abstract and generalize across contexts, but instead will remain specific to the focal context. Thirdly, a consideration of the social context and the reactions of others may shape some basic, non-social cognitive activities such as categorizing and counterfactual thinking. 

How a person thinks about the object is greatly influenced by the existing model that this person has previously come across, this experience is firmly rooted in his memory. Consequently, diverse selves are expected to account for all cognition relevant to self, others or social relationships.

Self-concept has a universal aspect, so does the emotions. There is a set of universal emotional experience shared by the West and the East. As previously mentioned, culture plays an active and central part in shaping self, it also shapes people’s emotions. Needless to say, emotions will affect self in different culture. Markus and Kitayama classify the emotions into ‘ego-focused’ and ‘other focused’. 

Ego-focused emotions, such as anger, frustration, and pride, have individual’s internal attributes (as his or her own needs, desires, goals, and abilities) as the primary referent (1991, 235). In contrast to ego-focused emotions, some others such as sympathy, feelings of interpersonal communion and shame, have another person, rather than one’s internal attributes as the primary referent are other focused. They typically result from being sensitive to the others (1991, 235).

It is distinct for independent selves and interdependent selves to express their emotions, if independent self’s emotional expressions display its inner feelings, such as anger, sadness and fear; then interdependent self, however, expresses himself in relation to public instrumental action, unnecessarily related to inner feelings.

From the above saying, interpersonal context is somewhat various in both independent and interdependent selves. For independent selves, inner feeling is always prior to others-related. Interdependent selves are opposite, others’ feeling is as privileged concern. In some specific cases, people will initiate, terminate, even persist in particular actions; the reason to these phenomena is motivation. Just as emotions, motivation likewise functions in diverse self-aspects. 

In the West, motivation involves some types of internal, individually rooted need or motive, which is to enhance self-esteem, to achieve, to affiliate, to avoid cognitive conflict, or to self-actualize. These motives assume to be internal core of self-system (1991, 239). While interdependent self is the socially oriented achievement motive, it has a desire to meet expectation of significant others as its ultimate goal; while individually oriented motive implies a striving achievement for its own sake. 
Motivation as well as cognition and emotion, reflects the nature of the self-esteem. For interdependent selves, motivation is largely relevant to social group. Three items could illustrate the link between interdependent selves and motivation. (1991, 240)First, interdependent selves should express, perhaps experience, more of these social motives, or have the others as referent. Second, for those with interdependent selves, agency will be experienced as an effort to express one’s internal needs, rights, and capacities and to withstand undue social pressures. Third, motives are linked to the self, such as self-enhancement, self-consistency, self-verification, self-affirmation, and self-actualization.

Maehr (1974) proposes although all individuals have some desire for agency or control over their own actions, this agency may be accomplished in various ways. Pushing oneself ahead of others and actively seeking success does not appear to be universally valued. 

Weisz et al.(1984) suggest that many Asians tend to adopt ‘secondary control’, which involves accommodating existing realities “sometimes via acts that limit individualism and personal autonomy but that enhance perceived alignment or goodness of fit with people, objects or circumstance”. Compared with them, the American idea of achievement is breaking away, pushing ahead, and gaining control over surroundings.

Given the appreciation that those with interdependent selves have for self-constraint and self-control, the various self-enhancing biases that are common in Western cultures may not be prevalent in many Asian countries.

Individualism and collectivism appear frequently when analyzing the West and the East’s cultures. Like these two terms mentioned in Hui (1988, 17-18)’s survey, human behavior is a function of both the person and the environment, physical and social. Some do their own things without minding others, some share experience, problems as well as joys. The former group regards them as ‘individuals’, the latter one see them as a part of group, thereby, they are respectively labeled as individualist and collectivist. 

The reason why it usually takes much longer to take a decision in a collectivistic culture is because fast decision may lead to mistake and mistake leads to losing a face. As the responsibility is collective, the shame is brought to the whole group. The below form illustrates the difference of these two terms in particular fields.
	Individualism
	Collectivism

	Family/relationship

	On your own
	Loyalty to group, earning to help

	Independence
	Interdependence

	Nuclear family
	Extended family

	Speak one’s mind (tell honest truth)
	Consider effect of honesty on others

	Communication

	Meanings are in the words
	Meanings are in actions

	Silence is abnormal
	Silence is normal

	Direct confrontation is accepted
	Direct confrontation is considered rude

	Freedom to say NO
	Must say “We will think about this”

	Express personal opinions
	Personal opinions do not exist

	Work

	Act according to self-interest
	Act according to group’s interest

	Task over relationship
	Relationship over task

	Think in terms of “I”
	Think in terms if “we”

	Guild (one’s own conscience)
	Shame (group conscience)

	Self-respect (point of view of individual)
	Face (point of view of society)


Table 1. The comparison of individualism and collectivism
Problem solving and reasoning may be factual-inductive, axiomatic deductive, intuitive affective. Factual evidence may be important in low context countries. The empirical data is very important there. In other cultures luck, fate and chance are considered to be strong evidences. Westerners like dichotomies: either/or, now or never. Easterners do not tend to make so such simplifications. 

Universalistic pattern of reasoning is found in the Western cultures. It stems from the belief that truth can be known based upon logical process of reasoning that includes facts and empirical evidence. The contrast is illustrated by Japanese thinking, called point-dot-space orientation. This pattern of thinking is said to resemble the stepping stones that adorn the exterior courtyards of temples and shrines. Each stone is strategically placed to ensure harmony and balance. Symbolic of a high-context culture in which meaning is derived from vocal and visual codes versus verbal, the listener is responsible for “bridging the gaps” between stones by choosing how he or she will step form one stone to another. This form of spatial logic may be quite foreign for someone who wants the facts lined up “in order”. What constitutes “in order” to the cognitive orientation of one (as influenced by culture) may not look or sound the same to another. It is a matter of whether one perceives that stepping stones (ideas) should be in a direct path to make logic sense, or if they should be fashioned to one another.

Past orientated cultures – traditions of what came before is more important than the present, significant value of past achievements, honoring past and spirits of ancestors, traditional values must play in present-day decisions. Japan, India, China, most East Europe cultures. Future orientated cultures – developed, modern economy nations’ view. It is about focusing, what are ahead, planning, linear values (Tuleja, 2005).

B. Previous studies

Plenty of studies have been launched by a group of researchers within this field, namely independent, interdependent, individualism and collectivism. In a recent book of Bond displays mainland Chinese even among rapidly modernized segments of population, there is a tendency that people act primarily in accordance with the anticipated expectation of others and social norms, rather than with internal wishes. 

Miller, Bersoff, and Harwood (1990) found that Indians regard responsiveness to the needs of others as an objective moral obligation to a far greater extent than Americans do. 

Kitayama, Markus, Tummala, Kurokawa, and Kato (1990) examined cognition related self-concept in a study, it shows that a typical American finding is, the self is judged  to be more dissimilar to other, than other is to self. This result indicates, for a typical American subject, the representation of self is more elaborated and distinctive in memory. Compared with Eastern students (from India), knowledge about others is more elaborated and distinctive than about self. It reveals that with interdependent selves, have more readily accessible knowledge of the other. 

Shweder and Bourne (1984) asked Indian and American respondents about close acquaintances. They found Indians are focused on behaviours, behaviour itself is focal and significant rather than inner attributes. While Americans only focus on behaviour at the very beginning, later inner attributes become their focus. 

Yamasagishi (1988) suggested that, in the case where people actively work to fulfil others’ needs, while passively monitoring the reciprocal contributions from others, the Japanese feel extremely uncomfortable than Americans when the opportunity of monitoring of others’ action is denied. 

T. Doi (1986) in his recent study, shows that Americans are decidedly more concerned with consistency between feelings and actions than the Japanese. In Japan, there is a virtue accrues from expressing them. 

Bond (1986) summarized several studies exploring the motive patterns of Chinese people, he found out that the level of various motives are a fairly direct reflection of collectivist or group-oriented tradition of Chinese. Thus Chinese respondents show relatively high levels of need to be abasement, socially oriented achievement, change, endurance, nurturance and order; low level of individually oriented achievement, affiliation, aggression, exhibition and power. 

People in independent cultures try to maintain their positive views of themselves. Wylie reported that, American adults consider themselves are more intelligent and more attractive than average. Myers, in a national survey among American students, found that 70% of students believe they are above average in leadership ability, and with respect to “get along with others”, 0% thought they were below average, 60% thought they were in the top 10%. Moreover, Taylor and Brown also conducted a study among Americans, most of them feel they are more in control and have more positive expectations for themselves and their future than they have for other people.  

In interdependent cultures, researchers have different voices on people’s views of themselves. Bond, Leung and Wan surveyed in a Hong Kong college, found that individuals give a humble and self-effacing attribution following success were liked better than those give self-enhancing attribution. 

Yoshida (1982) showed the finding in a Japanese school, indicating that as children are socialized in an interdependent cultural context, they begin to appreciate the cultural values of self-constraint and, furthermore, to believe in a positive association between self-constraint and other favourable attributes of the person not only in the social, emotional domains but also in the domains of ability and competence. 

Matsumoto, Kudoh, Scherer and Walbott (1988) had a study among Japanese and American undergraduates, requiring them to arrange orders of certain amount of emotions. The result shows, Americans experience emotions longer than Japanese, they feel intense emotions (e.g. joy, sad, anger) and body symptoms (e.g. pain in lump, throat; change of breath) more than Japanese counterparts. The explanations are, first, because these feelings are regarded as diagnostic of independent self, people with independent selves will attend more to these feelings and acts. To the people who are not, researchers argued them as inauthentic, even denying ‘real’ self. In contrast, among interdependent selves, one’s inner feeling may be less important in determining one’s subsequent actions. 

Several studies by Yang have sought to distinguish between two types of achievement motivation: individually oriented and socially oriented. Individually oriented achievement is viewed as a functionally autonomous desire in which individuals strive to some excellence. In comparison, socially oriented achievement motivation is to fulfill the expectations of significant others, typically the family. Once the goal is met, the former established motivation is vanished. 

Hayashi (1988) found that over 30 years, 80% of Japanese regardless of age, gender, education and social class, prefer a manager with a father-like character over a western-type, task-oriented manager. In a large number of surveys conducted by Misumi (1985), a leader who is both demanding and personally caring is most effective regardless of the task or the population examined. American surveys show an opposite side, that leadership effectiveness depends on a complex interaction between characteristics of leaders, characteristics of the followers, and most important, on the nature of the task. In Japan as well as other interdependent cultures, it is the personal attachment to the leader and ensuing obligation to him or her that most strongly motivate people to do their work.

3. Research #1

The research #1 has been conducted to test these hypotheses:

1. As previous studies show, the students from Eastern cultures are more interdependent, collectivistic than Western students; Western students are more independent and individualistic.

2. The gap of self-perception between international students who are affected more by globalization is smaller than the gap demonstrated in previous studies, which mainly aim to examine typical Westerner and Easterner. 
By using the method of questionnaire, we tried to grasp general tendency on this topic.
A. Method

Participants

Total participants of this research were 64 international students admitted to Kristianstad University in autumn semester of 2008, excluding 8 who didn’t answer all the questions. Valid data was 56. The demography of the data was: 33 Westerners (American:1, Czech:5, Dutch:2, French:2, German:10, Lithuanian:9, Polish:1, Spanish:1, Ukranian:2); 23 Easterners (Chinese:21, Korean:2). Gender distribution was: 41 males and 23 females. In data of Westerners, gender was quite balanced, i.e. 19 females and 14 males, however, data of Easterners was 19 males and only 4 females. Fortunately, there is no statistically significant difference of gender except one question (Q10: You stay in the group if they need you, even if you are not happy with the group). Gender difference is not our issue, so we did not analyze. Average age of total data was 22.6 years old. (Easterners:23.7, Westerners:21.8).

Data collecting and processing

The questionnaire was delivered to participants by e-mail, International Office of Kristianstad University helped to send e-mail as well. We made internet survey platform for participants’ convenience, so that they could response questions with their computer in their spare time. Data was collected during the 5th~10th of November 2008.
The questions were designed to estimate students according to the independent-interdependent self-dimension and the effect of globalization between cultures. Most of questions about independent-interdependent dimension were adopted from Singelis’ self-construal scale (Singelis, 1994) and modified to more simple forms. Some collectivism-individualism questions were added to the dimension. Hui’s INDCOL scale (Hui, 1988) was used and we created some questions. What about the globalization, we created questions by ourselves. The questionnaire consisted of 25 primary questions: 14 about independence–interdependence, 7 about collectivism-individualism, 4 about globalization, and 3 demographic questions (the full questionnaire may be found in Appendix 1). While answering the prime questions, the participants had evaluate the statements in the scale from 1 to 7 (1 as “absolutely disagree” to 7 as “absolutely agree”, we coded words to number in analysis).
B. Results

We have divided respondents into two groups: international students from Eastern and Western cultures. Here is the result of all questions by comparing means of each group by statistical method: One-way ANOVA with SPSS 16.0 program (Full analysis may be found in Appendix 2). In following tables unexpected results compared to previous studies are displayed with shadow and bold text, the rest are coincident tendency with former data, especially question with italic text is statistically significant different in this research. 
	Question
	West
	East

	Independent self  (more higher, more independent)

	8. If a new activity has to be organized, you want to organize it.
	4.48
	4.00

	b. Your inner feelings
	6.09
	5.91

	g. Your thoughts and minds
	6.21
	5.83

	h. Expressing yourself
	5.58
	5.83

	i. Having live imagination
	5.42
	5.22

	j. Being unique and different from others
	4.70
	5.30

	11. You are the same person at home that you are at school.
	4.64
	4.09

	Total Average of independence
	5.30
	5.16

	Interdependent self  (more higher, more interdependent)

	9. Your happiness depends on happiness of those around you.
	4.33
	4.65

	a. Social status
	4.42
	5.48

	c. Appearance (clothing, jewellery)
	4.03
	5.22

	d. Family and friends
	6.55
	6.74

	e. Other people’s feelings
	5.30
	5.13

	f. Harmony with other people
	5.61
	5.78

	k. Good health
	6.55
	6.87

	Total Average of interdependence
	5.25
	5.70


Table 2. Mean difference of Independent-Interdependent self

It may be seen in  the table 2 that the Western students are slightly more independent (W:5.30, E:5.16) and Easterners are a bit more interdependent (W:5.25, E:5.70). Data from two questions about social status and appearance that represent interdependent self are demonstrated with greatly significant difference. Nevertheless, there are also some unexpected results, as Easterners are more willing to express themselves, want to be unique from others; Westerners are more caring about other people’s feelings. 
	Question
	West
	East

	1. If a friend asks you to lend some money to him, you help him as much as you can
	5.94
	5.00

	2. If someone criticizes you, you keep your feelings and thoughts to yourself and do not talk about that.
	3.45
	4.00

	3. If you disagree with your friend, you keep your feelings and thoughts to yourself and do not talk about that.
	2.45
	3.26

	5. If you move to a new community, it is very important for you that others recognize you as a member of the community as soon as possible.
	4.73
	5.17

	6. If your teacher makes a mistake, you do not point it out for him.
	3.03
	3.00

	7. If you have a different opinion than your parents, they have strong influence to change your opinion.
	2.79
	3.43

	10. You stay in the group if they need you, even if you are not happy with the group.
	4.00
	4.78

	Total Average
	3.77
	4.09


Table 3. Mean difference of Collectivism
Table 3 shows score of collectivism for each of the groups. Clearly Easterners are more collectivistic, in other words, less individualistic (W:3.77, E:4.09). However about attitude toward teacher’s mistake, two groups look almost same below 4 (neutral). However, Westerners are more apt to lend their money to their friend than Easterners are. 
	Question
	West
	East

	4. If you love a foreign person and you want to get married, you do not mind the cultural differences.
	5.33
	4.48

	12. If you have to work in one team with people from very different cultures and someone makes a mistake, you think that he or she is wrong because he or she is from a different culture. *
	2.42*
	2.70*

	13. When you are choosing what movie to watch, the country the movie was made by or the language do not matter for You.
	4.73
	4.30

	14. If you marry a foreign person, you family will accept him or her.
	5.76
	4.78

	Total Average
	4.63
	3.99


Table 4. Mean difference of Globalization

*The question is measuring globalization by negative, indirect asking, so we exchange the point each other when we calculate total average

Data in Table 4 indicates the tendency that Westerners are more globalized (W: 4.63, E:3.99). They feel more free and comfortable when they meet foreign people. Easterners are still likely to be reluctant to make serious relationship with foreigners, e.g. marriage (Statistically significant difference in Question 14).
C. Discussion

Temporary conclusion that derives from this data is that Westerners tend to be more independent, less interdependent than Easterners; but the gap is not as big as previous studies (Hui, 1988; Markus and Kitayama, 1991). Sometimes we could find reverse results from particular questions. In general scale, the two hypotheses are supported by data. However, for second hypothesis it is not firm enough to make it clear the relationship between globalization and change of the gap. 
Why Westerners are more willing to lend money to their friend and why they are concerned about others’ feelings more than Easterners? Are these simply because of globalization? Globalization could explain that Westerners who surely got high score are now getting similar to Easterners. By comparison, some data that show Easterners who want to be unique and express themselves is opposed to this explanation.
One possible explanation is that all of them are somehow strangers here, so Westerners also have to care much about others’ feeling if they want to make new friends. For Easterners they were told from previous mentors to be more confident to express their character before coming to Western society. Actually, there are uncertainty and anxiety when we communicate with strangers (Gudykunst and Kim, 1995)
Another minor explanation for result of question 1 is that it relates to old eastern proverb, “If you lend money to your close friend, then you are easy to lose friend as well as money.” According to this explanation, Easterners are reluctant to lend money to their friend because they are more worrying about losing their friends than Westerners. 
4. Research #2

Based on discussion from Research #1, we created the new hypothesis to test possibility of stranger effect. We gave the same questionnaire to Swedish students who living and studying in Sweden. Although there is some differences between Swedish and Westerners groups, if we find similar data with research #1 and Swedish students, we may reject the hypothesis of effect of stranger. 
A. Method
Participants

The participants of the research #2 were 28 Swedish students studying at Kristianstad University in autumn semester of 2008. Excluding 4 data that didn’t answer all questions, there were 24 samples of valid data. The demography of the data was 14 females and 10 males. There is some statistically significant difference between gender. Swedish women are more collectivistic than Swedish man (Q1-Women:6.4, Men:5.6, Q2-Women:3.6, Men:2.5, Q3-Women:2.6, Men:1.8). Referring the questions of Qe (Other people’s feeling), Qf (Harmony with other people), Swedish women are still statistically significant high score than men (Qe-Women:6.1, Men:5.0, Qf-Women:6.1, Men:4.7). It is not so surprising because many studies have found that women are more oriented to friendship with peer group (Fehr, 1996). Gender difference is not our interest so we have not analyzed that. Average age of all respondents was 23.9 years. 
Data collecting and processing

The questionnaire and process used in research #2 was exactly the as of the research #1.

B. Results

We have compared data with the former research. The integrated statistical analysis of three groups - Westerners, Easterners and Swedes - was done by One-way ANOVA with SPSS 16.0 program. The questionnaire is the same as for research #1, therefore here are tables that contain only some remarkable data from particular questions. In the case of statistically significant, results are in italic, we practiced post-hoc analysis to see where the effect is among different groups.
	Question
	West
	East
	SWE

	Independent self  (the higher, more independent)

	g. Your thoughts and minds 
	6.21
	5.83
	5.79

	h. Expressing yourself
	5.58
	5.83
	5.67

	i. Having live imagination
	5.42
	5.22
	4.92

	j. Being unique and different from others
	4.70
	5.30
	4.54

	Total Average of independence *
	5.30*
	5.16*
	5.10*

	Interdependent self  (the higher, more interdependent)

	9. Your happiness depends on happiness of those around you.
	4.33
	4.65
	5.67

	a. Social status
	4.42
	5.48
	5.04

	c. Appearance (clothing, jewellery)
	4.03
	5.22
	4.75

	e. Other people’s feelings
	5.30
	5.13
	5.67

	Total Average of interdependence*
	5.25*
	5.70*
	5.64*


Table 5. Mean difference of Independent-Interdependent self among cultures
*Total Average was calculated with all omitted questions 
Interesting to note, data of Swedes in Table 5 shows almost same as Easterners, not Westerners. The tendency of Swedes is discerning less importance to their own thoughts, having less imagination, being less unique than even Easterners are. They are more interdependent than even Easterners if we just look data from Q9, Qe. In post-hoc analysis of Q9, Qa and Qc, Q9 is remarkable that the statistically significant difference caused by the gap between Westerners and Swedes. The rest are caused from Eastern-Western difference.
	Question
	West
	East
	SWE

	1. If a friend asks you to lend some money to him, you help him as much as you can
	5.94 
	5.00 
	6.08

	3. If you disagree with your friend, you keep your feelings and thoughts to yourself and do not talk about that.
	2.45 
	3.26 
	2.29

	5. If you move to a new community, it is very important for you that others recognize you as a member of the community as soon as possible.
	4.73 
	5.17 
	5.21

	6. If your teacher makes a mistake, you do not point it out for him.
	3.03 
	3.00 
	3.25

	7. If you have a different opinion than your parents, they have strong influence to change your opinion.
	2.79 
	3.43 
	3.50

	Total Average*
	3.77
	4.09
	3.96


Table 6. Mean difference of Collectivism among cultures
*Total Average was calculated with all omitted questions
Table 6 shows that Swedes are more collectivistic than Westerners, slightly less than Easterners. It is quite complex to comment as on Q1 Swedes are also collectivistic like Westerners, which is statistically significant differences in both comparing Westerners-Easterners and Swedes-Easterners. On the other hand, on Q3 they are unwilling to express disagreement with friends. These conflict data need separate discussion. Also according to this measure, Swedes are near Easterners, relatively far from Westerners.
	Question
	West
	East
	SWE

	4. If you love a foreign person and you want to get married, you do not mind the cultural differences.
	5.33
	4.48
	4.58

	12. If you have to work in one team with people from very different cultures and someone makes a mistake, you think that he or she is wrong because he or she is from a different culture. *
	2.42

(4.58)
	2.70

(4.3)
	2.29

(4.71)

	13. When you are choosing what movie to watch, the country the movie was made by or the language do not matter for You.
	4.73
	4.30
	3.79

	14. If you marry a foreign person, you family will accept him or her.
	5.76
	4.78
	5.88

	Total Average
	5.1
	4.47
	4.74


Table 7. Mean difference of globalization among cultures.
*Q12 is a reversed measure, so we use modified score that is subtracted original one from 7 to calculate total average.
Swedes’ scores are between Westerners and Easterners. They do not seem much globalized than others, since Westerners and Easterners are international students. However, they still got higher scores than Easterners. Looking into the each data, their score sharply goes down from Q4 and Q13, especially Q13 about language capacity, though they can speak good English in daily life. 
C. Discussion

As we see, since most of Swedes’ data is similar to Easterners, not Westerners, we cannot prove the hypothesis that “if native Swedes who don’t need to adjust themselves to new environment have similar pattern of Westerners (new comer), then stranger effect explanation can be rejected.” Moreover, the major hidden premise, “Sweden culture are also part of Western culture, so they will similar to Westerners” of that hypothesis turned out to be false. The gap between Westerners and Swedes are much bigger than our expectation.
Unfortunately, the effort to find relationship between unification of self-concept and globalization failed. The data show that Swedes are less globalized than international students from Western countries are but they are more similar to Easterners. Still we cannot explain why Easterners are more willing to express themselves unlike previous studies. 
Although every total average score of Swedes is between Westerners and Easterners, it does not tell something special. By looking into each question more closely, Swedes look like that they really do not want to be isolated from the others, they do not aspire to be unique from others (W:4.70, E:5.30, S:4.54) and they are caring about other people’s feelings a lot (W:5.30, E:5.13, S:5.67). If they move to a new community, they really want to be a member as soon as possible (W:4.73, E:5.17, S:5.21). Also they believe their happiness depends on happiness of those around them much than other cultures (W:4.33, E:4.65, S:5.67). The willingness to care much about their neighbours might be originated from their history or geographical, geopolitical conditions, small population in wide territory. Regardless of many possible reasons, they really do not want to be treated distantly by their neighbours and friends. 
5. Conclusions
A. The summary of results and discussions
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Graph 1. Mean difference of every self dimension among cultures
Findings of researches #1 and #2 are summarized in the Graph 1. From a broad point of view, results show same trends of previous studies that Westerners are more independent, less interdependent and less collectivistic than Easterners. Nevertheless, the gap is much smaller than it in the former studies. On some particular questions Westerners look like more interdependent and Easterners also look otherwise than expected. Why? Most persuasive assumption is that participants in research #1 are international students.. To control the possible effects of stranger, we also collected Swedish data in research #2. Still it is not enough to say the gap is getting similar mainly because of globalization. Data about globalization shows that international students from the West are the most globalized, then Swedes, and Easterners rank at the end. On the other hand, Swedes seem to be quite similar to Easterners. It is more reasonable to say Swedes are like that by the nature of culture, not because of the globalization. 
Therefore, most remarkable findings of this paper are various differences in details about self-perception in different cultures. Until now, there is quite a tendency to follow simple dichotomy as Western and Eastern in the academic world. Independent-Interdependent measurement was also developed by observing typical Westerners and Easterners in simple dichotomy from many previous studies. Who are typical? Should Swedes belong to Westerners? If we have to choose between two categories, what is more reasonable?
Data from this research imply that there is something more to be considered if you want to know what the culture exactly is. For example, Swedes have the word, “Lagom” for nation’s psyche (Wikipedia, 1st November, 2008). As if they demonstrate “Lagon” in response, Swedes data are usually between Westerners and Easterners. On detailed specific question about neighbours, they are much caring and worrying to be isolated. Hence, it can be dangerous to use just some dimensions when understanding different cultures as the deviations from generalizations may be rather violent.
B. Limitations and suggestion for future study
First of all, the number of samples is too small to get statistically significant differences. It is certain that some biased, unusual data distort total average. One have to keep in mind that findings and conclusions of this paper are based on those vulnerable samples. For more accurate measurement, at least 100 approximately samples are needed for each group and the balance of men and women are needed.

In research #2 we can be criticized for not collecting typical Westerners and Easterners, like people who grow up in their own culture and never have been staying in other countries. By comparing internationalized Westerners or Easterners to typical one, the effect of globalization can be better estimated after research #1. There was just Swedish data and it ran counter to our expectation, we could do nothing to prove hypothesis that represents the effect of globalization. 
At last, it is possible to say that review of previous studies was relatively biased to simple dimensions of various self-conceptions. As mentioned in final discussion, if we reviewed more previous studies, which have been written in descriptive way, then the conclusion would have been more comprehensible. 
Hence, with making up these weak points we suggest the research that reveals not only accurate difference among cultures but also reasons of difference to future researchers. 
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7. Appendix #1. The full version of the questionnaire.
Hello.

We are international students from China, Korea and Lithuania. We are doing the research on self-perception of students here, in Kristianstad. We will be very grateful if you please answer the questions below. All the information will be used for this purpose only. Please give this form back to the person who gave it to you or send it by email to: audrius@yfu.lt. You are also welcome to write to this address if you have any questions.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Please evaluate your attitude towards the particular situation by marking it by a number from 1 to 7.

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	absolutely disagree
	disagree
	rather disagree
	neutral
	rather agree
	agree
	absolutely agree


1. If a friend asks you to lend some money to him, you help him as much as you can.  Q1_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

2. If someone criticizes you, you keep your feelings and thoughts to yourself and do not talk about that.  Q2_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

3. If you disagree with your friend, you keep your feelings and thoughts to yourself and do not talk about that. Q3_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

4. If you love a foreign person and you want to get married, you do not mind the cultural differences. Q4_global
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

5. Which of the following is very important to you: 

a. Social status - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q11_TER
b. Your inner feelings - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q12_IND
c. Appearance (clothing, jewellery) - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q13_TER
d. Family and friends - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q14_TER
e. Other people’s feelings - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q15_TER
f. Harmony with other people - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q16_TER
g. Your thoughts and minds - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q17_IND
h. Expressing yourself - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q18_IND
i. Having live imagination - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7  Q19_IND
j. Being unique and different from others - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7  Q20_IND
k. Good health - 1   2   3   4   5   6   7   Q21_TER
6. If you move to a new community, it is very important for you that others recognize you as a member of the community as soon as possible. Q5_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

7. If your teacher makes a mistake, you do not point it out for him. Q6_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

8. If you have a different opinion than your parents, they have strong influence to change your opinion. Q7_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

9. If a new activity has to be organized, you want to organize it. Q8_IND
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

10. Your happiness depends on happiness of those around you. Q9_TER
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

11. You stay in the group if they need you, even if you are not happy with the group. Q10_col
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

12. You are the same person at home that you are at school. Q22_IND
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

13. If you have to work in one team with people from very different cultures and someone makes a mistake, you think that he or she is wrong because he or she is from a different culture. Q23_global
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

14. When you are choosing what movie to watch, the country the movie was made by or the language do not matter for You. Q24_global
1   2   3   4   5   6   7

15. If you marry a foreign person, you family will accept him or her. Q25_global
1   2   3   4   5   6   7



16. Your age:_____

17. Your gender (underline the right one):
a. MAN

b. WOMAN

18. Your nationality:____________________________________


Thank you very much. Have a nice day (
8. Appendix #2. Data of statistical analysis of Research #1 and #2.
	

	
	
	N
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	Std. Error
	95% Confidence Interval for Mean
	Minimum
	Maximum

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Lower Bound
	Upper Bound
	
	

	q1_col
	Western
	33
	5.94
	1.197
	.208
	5.51
	6.36
	2
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.00
	1.595
	.333
	4.31
	5.69
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	6.08
	.830
	.169
	5.73
	6.43
	4
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.71
	1.304
	.146
	5.42
	6.00
	1
	7

	q2_col
	Western
	33
	3.45
	1.603
	.279
	2.89
	4.02
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.00
	1.537
	.321
	3.34
	4.66
	1
	6

	
	Swede
	24
	3.17
	1.373
	.280
	2.59
	3.75
	1
	6

	
	Total
	80
	3.52
	1.534
	.172
	3.18
	3.87
	1
	6

	q3_col
	Western
	33
	2.45
	1.148
	.200
	2.05
	2.86
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	3.26
	1.630
	.340
	2.56
	3.97
	1
	6

	
	Swede
	24
	2.29
	.999
	.204
	1.87
	2.71
	1
	6

	
	Total
	80
	2.64
	1.314
	.147
	2.34
	2.93
	1
	6

	q4_global
	Western
	33
	5.33
	1.472
	.256
	4.81
	5.86
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.48
	2.042
	.426
	3.60
	5.36
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.58
	1.558
	.318
	3.93
	5.24
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.86
	1.704
	.191
	4.48
	5.24
	1
	7

	q5_col
	Western
	33
	4.73
	1.464
	.255
	4.21
	5.25
	2
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.17
	1.696
	.354
	4.44
	5.91
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.21
	1.817
	.371
	4.44
	5.98
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.00
	1.638
	.183
	4.64
	5.36
	1
	7

	q6_col
	Western
	33
	3.03
	1.334
	.232
	2.56
	3.50
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	3.00
	1.651
	.344
	2.29
	3.71
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	3.25
	1.391
	.284
	2.66
	3.84
	1
	6

	
	Total
	80
	3.09
	1.434
	.160
	2.77
	3.41
	1
	7

	q7_col
	Western
	33
	2.79
	1.516
	.264
	2.25
	3.33
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	3.43
	1.727
	.360
	2.69
	4.18
	1
	6

	
	Swede
	24
	3.50
	1.794
	.366
	2.74
	4.26
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	3.19
	1.677
	.187
	2.81
	3.56
	1
	7

	q8_IND
	Western
	33
	4.48
	1.326
	.231
	4.01
	4.95
	2
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.00
	1.414
	.295
	3.39
	4.61
	2
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.46
	1.414
	.289
	3.86
	5.06
	2
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.34
	1.377
	.154
	4.03
	4.64
	2
	7

	q9_TER
	Western
	33
	4.33
	1.814
	.316
	3.69
	4.98
	2
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.65
	1.496
	.312
	4.01
	5.30
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.67
	1.049
	.214
	5.22
	6.11
	2
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.82
	1.613
	.180
	4.47
	5.18
	1
	7

	q10_col
	Western
	33
	4.00
	1.581
	.275
	3.44
	4.56
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.78
	1.565
	.326
	4.11
	5.46
	2
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.25
	1.422
	.290
	3.65
	4.85
	2
	6

	
	Total
	80
	4.30
	1.546
	.173
	3.96
	4.64
	1
	7

	q11_TER
	Western
	33
	4.42
	1.300
	.226
	3.96
	4.89
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.48
	1.275
	.266
	4.93
	6.03
	2
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.04
	1.517
	.310
	4.40
	5.68
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.91
	1.416
	.158
	4.60
	5.23
	1
	7

	q12_IND
	Western
	33
	6.09
	1.042
	.181
	5.72
	6.46
	3
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.91
	.996
	.208
	5.48
	6.34
	3
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	6.04
	.908
	.185
	5.66
	6.43
	4
	7

	
	Total
	80
	6.02
	.981
	.110
	5.81
	6.24
	3
	7

	q13_TER
	Western
	33
	4.03
	1.510
	.263
	3.49
	4.57
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.22
	1.085
	.226
	4.75
	5.69
	2
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.75
	1.359
	.277
	4.18
	5.32
	2
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.59
	1.429
	.160
	4.27
	4.91
	1
	7

	q14_TER
	Western
	33
	6.55
	1.148
	.200
	6.14
	6.95
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	6.74
	.449
	.094
	6.54
	6.93
	6
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	6.50
	.885
	.181
	6.13
	6.87
	4
	7

	
	Total
	80
	6.59
	.910
	.102
	6.39
	6.79
	1
	7

	q15_TER
	Western
	33
	5.30
	1.212
	.211
	4.87
	5.73
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.13
	.968
	.202
	4.71
	5.55
	4
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.67
	1.049
	.214
	5.22
	6.11
	3
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.36
	1.105
	.124
	5.12
	5.61
	1
	7

	q16_TER
	Western
	33
	5.61
	1.248
	.217
	5.16
	6.05
	3
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.78
	.902
	.188
	5.39
	6.17
	4
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.54
	1.351
	.276
	4.97
	6.11
	2
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.64
	1.183
	.132
	5.37
	5.90
	2
	7

	q17_IND
	Western
	33
	6.21
	1.053
	.183
	5.84
	6.59
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.83
	.778
	.162
	5.49
	6.16
	4
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.79
	1.285
	.262
	5.25
	6.33
	2
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.98
	1.067
	.119
	5.74
	6.21
	1
	7

	q18_IND
	Western
	33
	5.58
	1.173
	.204
	5.16
	5.99
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.83
	.887
	.185
	5.44
	6.21
	4
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.67
	1.308
	.267
	5.11
	6.22
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.68
	1.134
	.127
	5.42
	5.93
	1
	7

	q19_IND
	Western
	33
	5.42
	1.300
	.226
	4.96
	5.89
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.22
	1.313
	.274
	4.65
	5.79
	3
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.92
	.929
	.190
	4.52
	5.31
	3
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.21
	1.209
	.135
	4.94
	5.48
	1
	7

	q20_IND
	Western
	33
	4.70
	1.237
	.215
	4.26
	5.14
	2
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	5.30
	1.259
	.263
	4.76
	5.85
	3
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.54
	1.560
	.318
	3.88
	5.20
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.82
	1.367
	.153
	4.52
	5.13
	1
	7

	q21_TER
	Western
	33
	6.55
	1.092
	.190
	6.16
	6.93
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	6.87
	.344
	.072
	6.72
	7.02
	6
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	6.29
	.955
	.195
	5.89
	6.69
	4
	7

	
	Total
	80
	6.56
	.912
	.102
	6.36
	6.77
	1
	7

	q22_IND
	Western
	33
	4.64
	1.729
	.301
	4.02
	5.25
	1
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.09
	1.730
	.361
	3.34
	4.83
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	4.29
	1.654
	.338
	3.59
	4.99
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.38
	1.702
	.190
	4.00
	4.75
	1
	7

	q23_global
	Western
	33
	2.42
	1.393
	.242
	1.93
	2.92
	1
	6

	
	Eastern
	23
	2.70
	1.396
	.291
	2.09
	3.30
	1
	5

	
	Swede
	24
	2.29
	1.398
	.285
	1.70
	2.88
	1
	6

	
	Total
	80
	2.46
	1.387
	.155
	2.15
	2.77
	1
	6

	q24_global
	Western
	33
	4.73
	1.506
	.262
	4.19
	5.26
	2
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.30
	1.717
	.358
	3.56
	5.05
	1
	6

	
	Swede
	24
	3.79
	2.226
	.454
	2.85
	4.73
	1
	7

	
	Total
	80
	4.32
	1.826
	.204
	3.92
	4.73
	1
	7

	q25_global
	Western
	33
	5.76
	1.200
	.209
	5.33
	6.18
	3
	7

	
	Eastern
	23
	4.78
	1.858
	.387
	3.98
	5.59
	1
	7

	
	Swede
	24
	5.88
	1.361
	.278
	5.30
	6.45
	2
	7

	
	Total
	80
	5.51
	1.518
	.170
	5.17
	5.85
	1
	7


	ANOVA

	
	
	Sum of Squares
	df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig.

	q1_col
	Between Groups
	16.675
	2
	8.338
	5.454
	.006

	
	Within Groups
	117.712
	77
	1.529
	
	

	
	Total
	134.388
	79
	
	
	

	q2_col
	Between Groups
	8.435
	2
	4.217
	1.829
	.167

	
	Within Groups
	177.515
	77
	2.305
	
	

	
	Total
	185.950
	79
	
	
	

	q3_col
	Between Groups
	12.913
	2
	6.456
	4.023
	.022

	
	Within Groups
	123.575
	77
	1.605
	
	

	
	Total
	136.487
	79
	
	
	

	q4_global
	Between Groups
	12.582
	2
	6.291
	2.233
	.114

	
	Within Groups
	216.906
	77
	2.817
	
	

	
	Total
	229.487
	79
	
	
	

	q5_col
	Between Groups
	4.192
	2
	2.096
	.777
	.464

	
	Within Groups
	207.808
	77
	2.699
	
	

	
	Total
	212.000
	79
	
	
	

	q6_col
	Between Groups
	.918
	2
	.459
	.219
	.804

	
	Within Groups
	161.470
	77
	2.097
	
	

	
	Total
	162.388
	79
	
	
	

	q7_col
	Between Groups
	9.020
	2
	4.510
	1.629
	.203

	
	Within Groups
	213.167
	77
	2.768
	
	

	
	Total
	222.187
	79
	
	
	

	q8_IND
	Between Groups
	3.687
	2
	1.843
	.971
	.383

	
	Within Groups
	146.201
	77
	1.899
	
	

	
	Total
	149.888
	79
	
	
	

	q9_TER
	Between Groups
	25.666
	2
	12.833
	5.493
	.006

	
	Within Groups
	179.884
	77
	2.336
	
	

	
	Total
	205.550
	79
	
	
	

	q10_col
	Between Groups
	8.387
	2
	4.193
	1.790
	.174

	
	Within Groups
	180.413
	77
	2.343
	
	

	
	Total
	188.800
	79
	
	
	

	q11_TER
	Between Groups
	15.629
	2
	7.815
	4.215
	.018

	
	Within Groups
	142.758
	77
	1.854
	
	

	
	Total
	158.388
	79
	
	
	

	q12_IND
	Between Groups
	.438
	2
	.219
	.223
	.800

	
	Within Groups
	75.512
	77
	.981
	
	

	
	Total
	75.950
	79
	
	
	

	q13_TER
	Between Groups
	20.005
	2
	10.002
	5.448
	.006

	
	Within Groups
	141.383
	77
	1.836
	
	

	
	Total
	161.388
	79
	
	
	

	q14_TER
	Between Groups
	.771
	2
	.385
	.459
	.633

	
	Within Groups
	64.617
	77
	.839
	
	

	
	Total
	65.387
	79
	
	
	

	q15_TER
	Between Groups
	3.576
	2
	1.788
	1.482
	.234

	
	Within Groups
	92.912
	77
	1.207
	
	

	
	Total
	96.488
	79
	
	
	

	q16_TER
	Between Groups
	.737
	2
	.369
	.259
	.773

	
	Within Groups
	109.750
	77
	1.425
	
	

	
	Total
	110.488
	79
	
	
	

	q17_IND
	Between Groups
	3.172
	2
	1.586
	1.407
	.251

	
	Within Groups
	86.778
	77
	1.127
	
	

	
	Total
	89.950
	79
	
	
	

	q18_IND
	Between Groups
	.852
	2
	.426
	.326
	.723

	
	Within Groups
	100.698
	77
	1.308
	
	

	
	Total
	101.550
	79
	
	
	

	q19_IND
	Between Groups
	3.581
	2
	1.790
	1.233
	.297

	
	Within Groups
	111.807
	77
	1.452
	
	

	
	Total
	115.388
	79
	
	
	

	q20_IND
	Between Groups
	7.752
	2
	3.876
	2.135
	.125

	
	Within Groups
	139.798
	77
	1.816
	
	

	
	Total
	147.550
	79
	
	
	

	q21_TER
	Between Groups
	3.939
	2
	1.969
	2.456
	.092

	
	Within Groups
	61.749
	77
	.802
	
	

	
	Total
	65.688
	79
	
	
	

	q22_IND
	Between Groups
	4.329
	2
	2.165
	.743
	.479

	
	Within Groups
	224.421
	77
	2.915
	
	

	
	Total
	228.750
	79
	
	
	

	q23_global
	Between Groups
	1.999
	2
	.999
	.513
	.600

	
	Within Groups
	149.889
	77
	1.947
	
	

	
	Total
	151.888
	79
	
	
	

	q24_global
	Between Groups
	12.177
	2
	6.088
	1.865
	.162

	
	Within Groups
	251.373
	77
	3.265
	
	

	
	Total
	263.550
	79
	
	
	

	q25_global
	Between Groups
	17.389
	2
	8.694
	4.067
	.021

	
	Within Groups
	164.599
	77
	2.138
	
	

	
	Total
	181.987
	79
	
	
	

	Multiple Comparisons

	Scheffe
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dependent Variable
	(I) culture
	(J) culture
	Mean Difference (I-J)
	Std. Error
	Sig.
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Lower Bound
	Upper Bound

	q1_col
	Western
	Eastern
	.939*
	.336
	.024
	.10
	1.78

	
	
	Swede
	-.144
	.332
	.910
	-.97
	.68

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.939*
	.336
	.024
	-1.78
	-.10

	
	
	Swede
	-1.083*
	.361
	.014
	-1.98
	-.18

	
	Swede
	Western
	.144
	.332
	.910
	-.68
	.97

	
	
	Eastern
	1.083*
	.361
	.014
	.18
	1.98

	q2_col
	Western
	Eastern
	-.545
	.412
	.421
	-1.57
	.48

	
	
	Swede
	.288
	.407
	.780
	-.73
	1.30

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.545
	.412
	.421
	-.48
	1.57

	
	
	Swede
	.833
	.443
	.177
	-.27
	1.94

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.288
	.407
	.780
	-1.30
	.73

	
	
	Eastern
	-.833
	.443
	.177
	-1.94
	.27

	q3_col
	Western
	Eastern
	-.806
	.344
	.071
	-1.67
	.05

	
	
	Swede
	.163
	.340
	.892
	-.69
	1.01

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.806
	.344
	.071
	-.05
	1.67

	
	
	Swede
	.969*
	.370
	.037
	.05
	1.89

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.163
	.340
	.892
	-1.01
	.69

	
	
	Eastern
	-.969*
	.370
	.037
	-1.89
	-.05

	q4_global
	Western
	Eastern
	.855
	.456
	.179
	-.28
	1.99

	
	
	Swede
	.750
	.450
	.256
	-.37
	1.87

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.855
	.456
	.179
	-1.99
	.28

	
	
	Swede
	-.105
	.490
	.977
	-1.33
	1.12

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.750
	.450
	.256
	-1.87
	.37

	
	
	Eastern
	.105
	.490
	.977
	-1.12
	1.33

	q5_col
	Western
	Eastern
	-.447
	.446
	.608
	-1.56
	.67

	
	
	Swede
	-.481
	.441
	.554
	-1.58
	.62

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.447
	.446
	.608
	-.67
	1.56

	
	
	Swede
	-.034
	.479
	.997
	-1.23
	1.16

	
	Swede
	Western
	.481
	.441
	.554
	-.62
	1.58

	
	
	Eastern
	.034
	.479
	.997
	-1.16
	1.23

	q6_col
	Western
	Eastern
	.030
	.393
	.997
	-.95
	1.01

	
	
	Swede
	-.220
	.388
	.853
	-1.19
	.75

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.030
	.393
	.997
	-1.01
	.95

	
	
	Swede
	-.250
	.423
	.840
	-1.30
	.80

	
	Swede
	Western
	.220
	.388
	.853
	-.75
	1.19

	
	
	Eastern
	.250
	.423
	.840
	-.80
	1.30

	q7_col
	Western
	Eastern
	-.647
	.452
	.364
	-1.78
	.48

	
	
	Swede
	-.712
	.446
	.286
	-1.83
	.40

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.647
	.452
	.364
	-.48
	1.78

	
	
	Swede
	-.065
	.486
	.991
	-1.28
	1.15

	
	Swede
	Western
	.712
	.446
	.286
	-.40
	1.83

	
	
	Eastern
	.065
	.486
	.991
	-1.15
	1.28

	q8_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	.485
	.374
	.436
	-.45
	1.42

	
	
	Swede
	.027
	.370
	.997
	-.90
	.95

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.485
	.374
	.436
	-1.42
	.45

	
	
	Swede
	-.458
	.402
	.525
	-1.46
	.55

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.027
	.370
	.997
	-.95
	.90

	
	
	Eastern
	.458
	.402
	.525
	-.55
	1.46

	q9_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	-.319
	.415
	.745
	-1.36
	.72

	
	
	Swede
	-1.333*
	.410
	.007
	-2.36
	-.31

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.319
	.415
	.745
	-.72
	1.36

	
	
	Swede
	-1.014
	.446
	.082
	-2.13
	.10

	
	Swede
	Western
	1.333*
	.410
	.007
	.31
	2.36

	
	
	Eastern
	1.014
	.446
	.082
	-.10
	2.13

	q10_col
	Western
	Eastern
	-.783
	.416
	.177
	-1.82
	.26

	
	
	Swede
	-.250
	.411
	.831
	-1.28
	.78

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.783
	.416
	.177
	-.26
	1.82

	
	
	Swede
	.533
	.447
	.494
	-.58
	1.65

	
	Swede
	Western
	.250
	.411
	.831
	-.78
	1.28

	
	
	Eastern
	-.533
	.447
	.494
	-1.65
	.58

	q11_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	-1.054*
	.370
	.021
	-1.98
	-.13

	
	
	Swede
	-.617
	.365
	.246
	-1.53
	.29

	
	Eastern
	Western
	1.054*
	.370
	.021
	.13
	1.98

	
	
	Swede
	.437
	.397
	.549
	-.56
	1.43

	
	Swede
	Western
	.617
	.365
	.246
	-.29
	1.53

	
	
	Eastern
	-.437
	.397
	.549
	-1.43
	.56

	q12_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	.178
	.269
	.804
	-.49
	.85

	
	
	Swede
	.049
	.266
	.983
	-.61
	.71

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.178
	.269
	.804
	-.85
	.49

	
	
	Swede
	-.129
	.289
	.906
	-.85
	.59

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.049
	.266
	.983
	-.71
	.61

	
	
	Eastern
	.129
	.289
	.906
	-.59
	.85

	q13_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	-1.187*
	.368
	.008
	-2.11
	-.27

	
	
	Swede
	-.720
	.364
	.148
	-1.63
	.19

	
	Eastern
	Western
	1.187*
	.368
	.008
	.27
	2.11

	
	
	Swede
	.467
	.395
	.500
	-.52
	1.45

	
	Swede
	Western
	.720
	.364
	.148
	-.19
	1.63

	
	
	Eastern
	-.467
	.395
	.500
	-1.45
	.52

	q14_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	-.194
	.249
	.740
	-.81
	.43

	
	
	Swede
	.045
	.246
	.983
	-.57
	.66

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.194
	.249
	.740
	-.43
	.81

	
	
	Swede
	.239
	.267
	.672
	-.43
	.91

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.045
	.246
	.983
	-.66
	.57

	
	
	Eastern
	-.239
	.267
	.672
	-.91
	.43

	q15_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	.173
	.298
	.846
	-.57
	.92

	
	
	Swede
	-.364
	.295
	.471
	-1.10
	.37

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.173
	.298
	.846
	-.92
	.57

	
	
	Swede
	-.536
	.321
	.253
	-1.34
	.26

	
	Swede
	Western
	.364
	.295
	.471
	-.37
	1.10

	
	
	Eastern
	.536
	.321
	.253
	-.26
	1.34

	q16_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	-.177
	.324
	.863
	-.99
	.63

	
	
	Swede
	.064
	.320
	.980
	-.74
	.86

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.177
	.324
	.863
	-.63
	.99

	
	
	Swede
	.241
	.348
	.788
	-.63
	1.11

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.064
	.320
	.980
	-.86
	.74

	
	
	Eastern
	-.241
	.348
	.788
	-1.11
	.63

	q17_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	.386
	.288
	.412
	-.33
	1.11

	
	
	Swede
	.420
	.285
	.341
	-.29
	1.13

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.386
	.288
	.412
	-1.11
	.33

	
	
	Swede
	.034
	.310
	.994
	-.74
	.81

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.420
	.285
	.341
	-1.13
	.29

	
	
	Eastern
	-.034
	.310
	.994
	-.81
	.74

	q18_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	-.250
	.311
	.724
	-1.03
	.53

	
	
	Swede
	-.091
	.307
	.957
	-.86
	.67

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.250
	.311
	.724
	-.53
	1.03

	
	
	Swede
	.159
	.334
	.892
	-.67
	.99

	
	Swede
	Western
	.091
	.307
	.957
	-.67
	.86

	
	
	Eastern
	-.159
	.334
	.892
	-.99
	.67

	q19_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	.207
	.327
	.819
	-.61
	1.02

	
	
	Swede
	.508
	.323
	.297
	-.30
	1.31

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.207
	.327
	.819
	-1.02
	.61

	
	
	Swede
	.301
	.352
	.695
	-.58
	1.18

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.508
	.323
	.297
	-1.31
	.30

	
	
	Eastern
	-.301
	.352
	.695
	-1.18
	.58

	q20_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	-.607
	.366
	.258
	-1.52
	.31

	
	
	Swede
	.155
	.361
	.912
	-.75
	1.06

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.607
	.366
	.258
	-.31
	1.52

	
	
	Swede
	.763
	.393
	.159
	-.22
	1.74

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.155
	.361
	.912
	-1.06
	.75

	
	
	Eastern
	-.763
	.393
	.159
	-1.74
	.22

	q21_TER
	Western
	Eastern
	-.324
	.243
	.416
	-.93
	.28

	
	
	Swede
	.254
	.240
	.575
	-.35
	.85

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.324
	.243
	.416
	-.28
	.93

	
	
	Swede
	.578
	.261
	.093
	-.07
	1.23

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.254
	.240
	.575
	-.85
	.35

	
	
	Eastern
	-.578
	.261
	.093
	-1.23
	.07

	q22_IND
	Western
	Eastern
	.549
	.464
	.499
	-.61
	1.71

	
	
	Swede
	.345
	.458
	.754
	-.80
	1.49

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.549
	.464
	.499
	-1.71
	.61

	
	
	Swede
	-.205
	.498
	.919
	-1.45
	1.04

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.345
	.458
	.754
	-1.49
	.80

	
	
	Eastern
	.205
	.498
	.919
	-1.04
	1.45

	q23_global
	Western
	Eastern
	-.271
	.379
	.774
	-1.22
	.67

	
	
	Swede
	.133
	.374
	.939
	-.80
	1.07

	
	Eastern
	Western
	.271
	.379
	.774
	-.67
	1.22

	
	
	Swede
	.404
	.407
	.613
	-.61
	1.42

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.133
	.374
	.939
	-1.07
	.80

	
	
	Eastern
	-.404
	.407
	.613
	-1.42
	.61

	q24_global
	Western
	Eastern
	.423
	.491
	.691
	-.80
	1.65

	
	
	Swede
	.936
	.485
	.162
	-.27
	2.15

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.423
	.491
	.691
	-1.65
	.80

	
	
	Swede
	.513
	.527
	.625
	-.80
	1.83

	
	Swede
	Western
	-.936
	.485
	.162
	-2.15
	.27

	
	
	Eastern
	-.513
	.527
	.625
	-1.83
	.80

	q25_global
	Western
	Eastern
	.975
	.397
	.055
	-.02
	1.97

	
	
	Swede
	-.117
	.392
	.956
	-1.10
	.86

	
	Eastern
	Western
	-.975
	.397
	.055
	-1.97
	.02

	
	
	Swede
	-1.092*
	.427
	.043
	-2.16
	-.03

	
	Swede
	Western
	.117
	.392
	.956
	-.86
	1.10

	
	
	Eastern
	1.092*
	.427
	.043
	.03
	2.16

	*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.
	
	
	


This goal of this paper is to investigate how self-perception varies in different cultures in different situations. The review of previous works suggests how the self-perception “looks like” in different cultures and the empirical study explores how this concept is affected by globalization.
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