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The Conspicuous Consumption of Lower - class Undergraduate Students
Self — esteem Compensation and Status Symbol

Xie Xiaona',Shi Ke*,Guo Yongyu'
(1. School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University , Nanjing 210097 ;
2. School of Psychology, Central China Normal University , Wuhan 430079 )

Abstract ; Recently, many lower — class students take loans to consume. Based on the theory of compensatory consumption,the present
research intend to explore the internal cause( self — esteem ) and external cause( status symbol ) of lower — class students’ conspicuous
consumption. In Experiment 1,we selected the typical high /middle/low class students,randomly assigned participants to two different
priming conditions ( high state self — esteem vs. Low state self — esteem ) ,and then measured their conspicuous consumption tendency.
The results of experiment 1 demonstrated that the conspicuous consumption of lower — class undergraduate students is higher than higher
— class undergraduate students when they were under Low state self — esteem priming condition. However, there didn’ t exist significant
difference ,under higher state esteem. Study 1 proved that the conspicuous consumption of lower — class undergraduate students is aim to
compensate their self — esteem. In Experiment 2, after using an experimental procedure to manipulate the subjective social class ( high/
low) and the symbol of pen ( status/quality ) , we measure the willingness of participants to pay for the pen. The results of experiment
demonstrated that the lower — class undergraduate students who under the high status symbol condition reported higher willingness to pay
than higher — class. But, when they see the high quality pen, their willingness to pay is lower than higher — class undergraduate students.
Study 2 proved that the conspicuous consumption of lower — class undergraduate students is seeking for status symbol as compensation.

Key words:lower — class students ; conspicuous consumption ; self — esteem;status symbol ; compensatory consumption



