
Available  online  at www.sciencedirect.com

Acta de  Investigación Psicológica
Psychological  Research Records

Acta de Investigación Psicológica 7 (2017) 2568–2576

www.psicologia.unam.mx/acta-de-investigacion-psicologica/

Original

Culture as perceived context: An exploration of the distinction

between dignity, face and honor cultures

La cultura como contexto percibido: explorando la  esencia de las culturas de honor,

dignidad y autopresentación

Peter B. Smith a,∗,  Matthew J.  Easterbrook a, James Blount a,  Yasin Koc a,

Charles Harb b,  Claudio Torres c,  Abd Halim Ahmad d,  Hu Ping e,

Goksu Cagil Celikkol f,  Rolando Diaz Loving g, Muhammad Rizwan h

a University of Sussex, Brighton, UK
b American University of Beirut, Lebanon

c University of Brasilia, Brazil
d University of  North Malaysia, Sintok, Malaysia

e Renmin University, Beijing, China
f Helsinki University, Finland

g National University of Mexico, Mexico City, Mexico
h University of  Karachi, Pakistan

Received 2 March 2017; accepted 8 March 2017

Available online 29 April 2017

Abstract

Researchers  are  making  increasing  use of  the  distinction  between  cultural  logics  emphasizing  dignity,  face,  and  honor.  Students

from  eight  nations  including  two  from  Latin  America  rated  items tapping  the  extent  to  which  they  believed  that  most  persons  in

their  nation  endorsed  these  types  of mindset.  Their  ratings  did  not accord  with  prior  beliefs  as  to  which  cultures  exemplify  dignity,

face,  and  honor.  However,  the  predictions  that  analytic  cognition  would  be more  prevalent  in  dignity  cultures  and contrasting  types

of  holistic  cognition  would  be  more  prevalent  in  face  and honor  cultures  were  supported.  The  belief  that  the  logic  of dignity  was

prevalent  within  one’s nation  was  significantly  associated  with  higher  life  satisfaction.

©  2016  Universidad  Nacional  Autónoma  de México,  Facultad  de Psicología.  This  is  an open  access  article  under  the  CC BY-NC-ND

license  (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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Resumen

Las  investigaciones se están  centrando  cada  vez  con mayor  énfasis  en el  uso  de  la  distinción  entre  lógicas  culturales,

haciendo  más  hincapié  en  la  dignidad,  el  mantenimiento  del  status  quo  estructural  de  una sociedad  (face)  y el  honor. Estu-

diantes  de  8  países,  incluyendo  2  de  América  Latina,  clasificaron  elementos  sobre  cuán  importante  para la  aceptación  social

es  la  dignidad  o el honor  para  la  mayoría  de  las  personas  en su  nación.  Las  calificaciones  obtenidas  no  concuerdan  con

creencias  previas  en  cuanto  a cuáles  culturas  promueven  más  la dignidad  y/o  el  honor  como  guías  de  su comportamiento.
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Sin embargo,  las predicciones  de que  los  patrones  de  cognición  analítica  serían  más  frecuentes  en  culturas  que  se centran  en la

dignidad,  y que  los  patrones  de  cognición  holística  serían  más  frecuentes  en culturas  que  se centran en la  honra  fueron  apoyadas.

Adicionalmente,  la  creencia  de que  la  lógica  de la dignidad  era frecuente  dentro  de cada  nación  se asoció significativamente  con

una  mayor  satisfacción  de  vida.

©  2016  Universidad  Nacional  Autónoma  de México,  Facultad  de Psicología.  Este  es un artículo  Open  Access  bajo la  licencia  CC

BY-NC-ND  (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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The  identification  of  cultural  dimensions  that  was

initiated by  Hofstede  (1980) has provided  a  substantial

basis for interpreting  nation-level  differences  in  a broad

range of social  behaviors.  However,  the  mechanism

whereby  nation-level  context  could  influence  individual-

level behaviors  has  come  under  increasing  scrutiny. The

measures  of  values,  beliefs  and norms that  are  typically

used to define  and  construct  nation-level dimensions  are

found to  show  much  greater variability  within  nations

than between  nations  (Fischer  & Schwartz,  2011). This

renders less  plausible  the assumption  that  individual

behaviors within  a  nation  are  guided  by  an  implicit  or

explicit awareness  of  the  values, beliefs and norms  that

are most  typically endorsed  within  their  nation.

While  it  remains  very likely  that  conformity  to  pre-

vailing norms  is  a frequent  occurrence within  more

specific subcultural  groups  within a  nation  (Gelfand  &

Harrington,  2015), we  lack  an  adequate  explanation  of

the mechanisms  through  which  nation-level  differences

arise. Nation-level effects  could  for  instance  be  consid-

ered as  an aggregation of  relevant  subcultural  effects.

Alternatively,  they might  be accomplished  through  the

impact over  time of the  social  norms  and  institutions  that

arise as  adaptations  to  salient  environmental  constraints.

Relevant adaptations  can include  both  behaviors  and the

ways of thinking  about  one’s  social  context that  facilitate

particular  behaviors.

One  way to  address  these ambiguities  is to  obtain

direct measures  of  intersubjective  perceptions  of  the val-

ues, beliefs,  and  norms  that  prevail within  a nation.

Fischer  (2006)  asked students  in  ten  nations  to  rate

the values  that  they personally  endorsed most  strongly

and also  to rate  the values  that  were  most strongly

endorsed  by  persons  in  their  nation. The  two  sets  of  val-

ues correlated  on  average  at only  .28.  In  a  further  study

conducted  only in  New Zealand,  the students’  subse-

quently reported  behaviors  were more strongly  predicted

by the  perceived  national  norm than  by  their  own  values.

In a  later  study,  Fischer  et  al.  (2009)  found  that  across

samples from eleven  nations,  personal  values and norms

for ‘what  most  people  believe’  concerning  aspects of

individualism and collectivism were  cumulatively  pre-

dictive of  subsequent  reported  behaviors. Shteynberg,

Gelfand  and  Kim  (2009)  found  perceived  national  norms

to be  more  strongly  predictive of blame attributions  than

personal attitudes  in  Korea  and the  United  States.  The

present study  extends  this  increasing  focus on  the pre-

dictive power  of subjective  norms  by applying  it  to  a

characterization of  cultural  differences  based  on  con-

trasts between  honor,  face  and dignity that  is becoming

increasingly influential,  but  for which  no overt  measures

have yet  been  established.

A  second  way  to  explore  the  impact  of  social  norms  is

to  examine  variations  in  social  cognition.  We have  sub-

stantial evidence  that  respondents  in  the interdependent

cultures  of  East  Asia  engage more frequently  in  holis-

tic modes  of  cognition,  while  those in  more independent

cultures  more often employ analytic  modes  of  cognition

(Nisbett,  Peng,  Choi,  &  Norenzayan,  2000;  Norenzayan,

Choi,  & Peng,  2007). While  the  initial  studies in  this

area by  Nisbett  and his colleagues  focused  on  contrasts

between East  Asia  and North  America,  more recent  stud-

ies indicate  that  variations in  analytic  versus  holistic

cognition can be found  within  samples  from  many  parts

of the world  (Varnum,  Grossmann,  Kitayama  &  Nisbett,

2011). Furthermore,  experimental  priming  can induce

shifts in  cognitive  style  (Oyserman  &  Lee, 2008). Cul-

tural differences  in  such styles  are  therefore  probably

best considered  as  habits  induced  by both  proximal  and

distal  circumstances,  whether  these  circumstances  be

predominantly normative  or  personal  (Muramoto,  2013).

In contexts  characterized  by  strong  norms, it  can  be of

value to  scan  all  aspects  of one’s  environment  in  order to

be aware  of  every  aspect  affecting  one’s  relations  with

others. Where  norms  are  weaker,  there can be  greater

possibilities for  distinguishing  different  aspects of  one’s

context and making  choices  that  are more  contingent  on

personal preference.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
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Dignity,  face,  and  honor

Leung  and  Cohen (2011)  have  proposed  a distinc-

tion between three  ‘cultural  logics’  of  dignity,  face,

and honor.  In  dignity  cultures,  individuals  are  con-

strued as relatively  equal,  with  each  having  a  stable

and internal  sense  of  worth.  Face cultures  are relatively

more hierarchical,  with  greater  emphasis  on  in-group

harmony  and  modesty.  The  distinction  between  dig-

nity and  face cultures  parallels  Hofstede’s (1980)  much

studied contrast  between  the individualism  of  Western

European and  North  American  nations  and  the col-

lectivism of  East  Asian  nations.  Honor  cultures  give

greater emphasis  to  the  need to  establish  and  defend

the virtue  and  honor  of  oneself  and one’s  group.  The

cultural logic  of  honor  is  seen  as  exemplified  within

Mediterranean,  Latin  American  and South  Asian  cul-

tures. Understandings  of honor  have  been compared

between Mediterranean  honor  and  North  American  and

North European  dignity  cultures  (Rodriguez  Mosquera,

Manstead,  &  Fischer,  2002;  Gelfand  &  Harrington,

2015; Günsoy,  Cross,  Uskul,  Adams,  &  Gercek-Swing,

2015; Mosquera,  Fischer,  Manstead,  &  Zaalberg,  2008;

Uskul, Cross,  Sunbay,  Gercek-Swing,  &  Ataca,  2012),

and between  Mediterranean  honor  cultures  and  East

Asian face  cultures  (Güngör,  Karasawa, Boiger,  Dincer,

& Mesquita,  2014).  Empirical  comparisons  between dig-

nity cultures  and Latin  American  honor  cultures  have

been much  less  frequent,  and have  included  Brazil

(Vandello  & Cohen, 2003)  and Chile  (Vandello,  Cohen,

Grandon &  Franiuk,  2009), but  not Mexico.  Some  stud-

ies have  now  simultaneously  contrasted  all  three types of

culture  (Leung  &  Cohen, 2011;  Severance  et al., 2013;

Uskul, Oyserman,  Schwarz,  Lee,  &  Xu, 2013). However

in none  of these studies  has any  direct  measure  been

employed  to  test the  validity of  the  researchers’  postu-

lation that  their samples  do exemplify  the hypothesized

cultural  contrasts  involved.

The  perspective  of  the  present  study  is that  members

of a given  nation  may  have diverse perceptions  of  the

culture of that  nation,  given  the  existence  of  sub-cultural

groupings within  any nation, as  well  as  the variability

of individual  personal  life  experiences.  Consequently,

respondents from  all  sampled  nations  may  identify  val-

ues, beliefs,  and  behaviors  that  they believe  to be typical

of dignity  or face  or  honor  cultures  within their  own

nation. Comparisons  of  mean  scores  for  nations  may

therefore be  at risk  of  invalidity not just  on  account

of lack  of  measurement  equivalence,  but  also  from  the

extent to  which samples  fully  represent  the range  of

variation in perspectives.  However,  we  may expect  that

whatever values,  beliefs  and behaviors  are  perceived  to

be  present  within each  sample  will  be  construed  in  ways

that are  characteristic  of  the  cognitive style that  is preva-

lent within  that  type  of  culture.  Thus,  the  cognitive style

can provide  a  more  direct  indication  of  mindset  than  the

content of  what is perceived.  We next consider  in  turn  the

basis for  predicting  such  effects in  each  type  of  culture.

Hypotheses

Within  dignity cultures,  analytic  modes  of  cognition

are most  prevalent  (Nisbett  et  al.,  2000).  Members  of

individualistic  cultures  have  been  shown  frequently  to

think analytically  and to  distinguish  between behavior

patterns seen as  inconsistent  with  one  another.  Conse-

quently,  they can  be  expected  to differentiate  between

all  three  alternative  ways of  characterizing  a  culture.

H1. In  dignity samples,  respondents  will  distinguish

between dignity,  honor,  and face values.  Those  who  per-

ceive their nation  to  be  based  on  dignity  values  will

perceive it not to  be  characterized  by  reliance  on  either

face values  or  honor  values.

Conversely,  members  of  the face cultures  of  East  Asia

more frequently  think holistically  (Nisbett  et al., 2000).

Given their major  preference for preservation  of  har-

mony and face,  they are  likely to  see  all values  and

behaviors that  could  generate  harmony  rather  than  con-

flict as  contributing  toward  the creation  and  maintenance

of  a  face culture.  As  dignity  values  emphasize  equal-

ity, they  can provide  a  basis  for interpersonal  harmony.

In contrast,  honor  values  imply  assertion and  defense

against threat,  which  are  unlikely  to  be  seen as  contribut-

ing toward  harmony.

H2.  In  face samples,  respondents  will  contrast  dignity

and face values  with honor  values.  Those  who  perceive

their nation  to be  based  on  face values  will  also  perceive

reliance on  dignity  values as  contributing  to  face.

The  preferred  cognitive  styles  of  members  of  honor

cultures have  been  less  fully  explored.  Uskul,  Kitayama,

and Nisbett  (2008) found  contrasting  patterns  of  holistic

and analytic  cognition  within  distinctive  Turkish  sam-

ples. Knight  and Nisbett  (2007) found  more holistic

cognition among  Southern  Italians  (who  are said  to  more

strongly endorse  honor  values)  than among northern

Italians. The  nation-level  dimension  of  Monumentalism-

Flexumility has been identified  by Minkov  (2011)  from

analyses of  items within  the World  Values  Survey.  Mem-

bers of  nations  scoring  high  on  Monumentalism  score

high on  national  pride and distinguish  sharply  between
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evaluations  of  what  is  approved and what  is  disapproved

(Smith,  2011).  The  highest  scores  on  this  dimension

are found  predominantly  in  Arab and African  samples.

Nations scoring  high  on  Flexumility score moderately,

and are  found  in  East  Asia. It  appears  that  this  dimen-

sion may  differentiate  honor  cultures  from  face  cultures.

Given a major  preference  for the preservation  of  honor,

reliance on face  and  dignity  values would  be rejected  as

unable to uphold  honor.

H3.  In  honor  samples,  respondents  will  contrast  dignity

and face  values  with honor  values. Those  who perceive

their nation  to be based  on  honor  values will  perceive  it

not  to  be based  on dignity  or  face values.

While  there  may  be  considerable  variability  in  the

way that  individuals  perceive  their own  national  cul-

ture, it  could  be  argued  that  those  who  perceive  it in

a way  that  is  concordant  with  the majority  perspective

will achieve  a  more positive adaptation  to  their  circum-

stances. However,  this  would  only  be  the case  where the

majority culture  is  in fact  positively evaluated,  which

may not  always be  the case.  Bearing  this  in  mind,  we

can cautiously  test whether  outcomes  are more  positive

for those  whose  reading  of  their  context  concurs  with  the

regions  of the  world that  have  been characterized  by  prior

theorizing and research  respectively as  favoring  dignity,

face, or honor  values.  Indices are available  for  depression

and for life satisfaction.  There  are certainly  numerous

other more  proximal  factors  involved  in  whether  one  is

depressed  or  satisfied  with  life,  so  there  is no  reason  to

expect that  the  predicted  effects will  be  strong.

H4. Depression  will  be  lower  and life satisfaction  will

be higher  among  respondents  who  characterize  their

nation in the  way that  is consistent  with  prior  charac-

terizations of the nations  whose  cultures  favor  dignity,

face, and  honor,  respectively.

Method

Sample

Respondents  were  students  enrolled  in  universities

in the nations  shown  in  Table  1.  Responses  from  non-

nationals and  those  born  outside  the  country  were

discarded. The  Brazilian  sample  comprised  42  percent

whites, 41 percent  Pardo (i.e.,  mixed-race)  and 12  per-

cent Africans.  The  Malay sample comprised  55  percent

Malays,  36  percent  Chinese  and  6  percent  Indians.  No

other sample  contained  ethnic  minorities  in  excess  of

10 percent.  Data  were  collected online  in  Beijing,

Table 1

Details of samples.

Sample N Mean age % Male

Brazil 290 26.7 51.4

China – Beijing 236 19.5 27.1

China – Chengdu 101 20.1 47.5

Finland 182 26.7 10.4

Lebanon 143 19.0 50.7

Malaysia 186 22.2 38.2

Mexico 210 21.8 47.8

Turkey 161 21.3 32.3

UK 137 20.0 15.3

Finland,  Turkey,  the UK  and in  one of  the  two  univer-

sities sampled in  Brazil.  Data were collected  on paper

in  Chengdu,  Lebanon,  Malaysia  and the other sampled

university in  Brazil. The  questionnaire  was constructed

in  English  and then  translated  into  the  language  of

instruction  in  each of  the  universities sampled.  Lebanese

respondents  therefore  used the English  language version.

Back-translation was  employed  to  ensure translation

accuracy.

Measures

Cultural  clusters
Data were  collected  from  a  minimum  of  two nations

within each  of  the  postulated  culture  types.  UK and

Finland were  deemed  to  be  exemplars  of  dignity  cul-

tures,  since  they  score  in  the top third of  Hofstede’s

(1980)  sample  on his  measure  of  individualism.  China

and Malaysia  were  selected  as  exemplars  of  face cul-

tures,  as  they score in  the top third of  Hofstede’s  measure

for collectivism.  Four nations  were selected as  exem-

plars of  honor  cultures,  separating  Mediterranean  honor

cultures  from  Latin American  honor  cultures.  As noted

above, almost  all  studies of  honor  cultures  have  sampled

Mediterranean nations,  and we  have  little  information

as to  their similarity  or  difference  from  Latin American

honor cultures.

Measurement  equivalence
In  order to  test  the hypotheses validly, metric equiv-

alence is desirable  for  the  measures  used  to test

within-sample relationships,  namely  depression,  life  sat-

isfaction  and perceived  culture.  For  each  scale,  model

fit was  assessed  using  the  Comparative  Fit Index  (CFI),

Root Mean  Square  Error of  Approximation  (RMSEA),

and Standard  Root Mean  Squared  Residual  (SRMR).

Values of  SRMR  <.08 (or <.10),  RMSEA <  .06  (or  <.08),

and CFI  >  .95  (or >.90) have  been  proposed  as  criteria  for

“good” (or  “acceptable”)  fit  (Hu  &  Bentler,  1999).  Metric

or scalar  invariance  were  considered  to  be  supported  if a
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model  that  assumes  that  level  of  invariance  showed  ade-

quate fit.  Analyses  were  conducted  in  Mplus Version  6

(Muthén  &  Muthén,  2010).

Perceived  culture

Perceived culture  was  measured  through  the  use of

18 survey  items  tapping  the  values perceived  to  be

endorsed in one’s  nation. This measure  was  origi-

nally constructed  on the basis of  theoretical  analyses

and research  into  aggression  and negotiation  behaviors

(Severance  et al.,  2013).  For each culture  type, six  items

each asked  ‘to  what  extent do  most [nationality]  peo-

ple believe  that  .  .  ..’. Sample  items are  ‘.  .  .  how  much  a

person respects  himself  is far  more important  than  how

much others  respect  him’  (dignity);  ‘.  .  ..  people  should

minimize  conflict  in  social  relationships  at all  costs’

(face); and  ‘.  .  .  you  must  punish  people who insult  you’

(honor).  The  full survey is provided  as  an  Appendix  A.

To investigate whether  the  proposed  three factor  solu-

tion was a better  fit  to  the  data  than  collapsing  any  two of

the scales  into  a  two  factor  solution,  we first  conducted

pan-cultural  analyses  investigating the fit  of  a three  factor

model against several  two factor  models,  one for  each  of

the possible  subscale  pairings.  The  three  factor solution

was indeed  a better  fit  to  the  data  than  any  of  the two

factor solutions  (�CFI all  >0.14).

Next,  we  conducted  multiple-group  confirmatory  fac-

tor analyses  to  investigate measurement  invariance  of

the three  factor perceived  culture scales.  After  removing

two dignity  items,  two  honor items,  adding  one  covari-

ance across  all  national  groups,  and five nation-specific

covariances, partial  metric  invariance  was  supported;

χ2 (738)  = 1216.037,  p <  .001, CFI  = .90,  RMSEA  =  .06

and SRMR  =  .087.  Thus  we  may  validly examine  cor-

relations between  factor scores,  but  cannot  rely  on

comparisons  of  means.

Depression

Depression  was  measured  with the 20-item  version

of the Centre  for  Epidemiological  Studies  Depression

scale (CES-D)  (Radloff,  1977). These  items  have  4-point

response scales  keyed  in  terms  of  frequency  of  symptom

occurrence. Four items  describing  positive  symptoms  are

reverse keyed.  The  depression factor  was  scaled  by  fix-

ing one  item  loading  to  1.  After  removing five  items

(including all the  reversed  items), adding  two  cova-

riances between  items  across all  national  groups,  and

13 covariances  between  items  for  specific  nations,  a

multi-group CFA  supported  partial metric  invariance:

�
2 (891)  = 1791.973,  p  < .001, CFI  =  .90,  RMSEA =  .074

and  SRMR  = .088.  Factor scores  standardized  within

nations were  saved  from this  model  for  use  in  analyses.

Life  satisfaction

Satisfaction  with  life was measured  with the  five-item

scale developed  by  Diener,  Emmons,  Larsen,  and Griffin

(1985).  A sample  item  is ‘I am  satisfied  with  life’.  These

items have  7-point  response scales  keyed  from  ‘strongly

disagree’ to  ‘strongly  agree’. There  are  no  reversed

items. The  average  of  Cronbach  alphas  by  nation  was

0.82 with  the  lowest  score being  0.72.  A multiple-

group  CFA  with one  covariance  across  all  national

groups supported  full metric  invariance, with  good fit:

χ2 (68) =  142.693, p <  .001, CFI  =  .978,  RMSEA  =  .078,

SRMR =  .077. Factor scores  were  saved from  this  model

for use in  analyses.

Results

Although  it was argued  that  there is  no  basis for

expecting that  perceived  values  will  accord  with prior

characterizations  of  dignity,  face,  and honor  cultures,

mean scores  standardized  relative  to  Brazil  for  the

present samples  are of  interest  and are  provided  in

Table  2.  Brazil  was arbitrarily  chosen  as  the basis  for

comparison since  its  name  come first  alphabetically.

The table  shows that  among  the  nine  samples,  Brazil

scored sixth on  dignity,  sixth  on  face,  and seventh  on

honor. Thus  the  Brazilian  respondents  did not see  any

of the  three  dimensions  as  describing  their culture very

strongly. Mexican  respondents  scored  joint second on

dignity, eighth  on  face,  and fifth  on honor,  so  that  they

saw their  culture  as approximating  most  closely to  a

dignity culture.

Table  2  also  shows  the standardized  scores  for  depres-

sion and life satisfaction.  Brazil  scored  second  lowest on

depression and fifth  highest  on  life satisfaction,  whereas

Mexico scored  lowest  on  depression and highest  on  life

satisfaction.

Hypotheses  1–3  were  tested  by the  correlations  shown

in Table  3.  As predicted  by Hypothesis  1, respondents

in UK and  Finland  differentiated  between  the  extent to

which they perceived  their culture  as  emphasizing  dig-

nity, face,  and honor  values. Five of the six correlation

coefficients  were  significantly  negative. As  predicted

by Hypothesis  2,  respondents  in  China  and Malaysia

did not differentiate  their  perceptions  of  dignity  and

face values,  although the magnitude  of  the association

between the two  measures  did vary  between samples.

Perceptions  of  honor  values  in  these  samples  did  not

consistently correlate  with perceptions  of  dignity  or  face

values. As  predicted  by  Hypothesis  3,  the respondents
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Table 2

Standardized factor means for perceived beliefs.

Sample Dignity Face Honor Depression Life satisfaction

Brazil .00 .00 .00 .00  .00

China – Beijing −.25  .16 .59 .36 −.56

China – Chengdu .08  −.14 .61 .38 −.26

Finland −.06 .17 −.95 .06 .44

Lebanon −.44 −.40 .65 .10 −.31

Malaysia .40  .61 .14 .48 .26

Mexico .40  −.23 .27 −.12 .90

Turkey .54  .41 −.12 .40 −.34

UK .04  .45 .29 .21 .02

Table 3

Correlations between perceived culture by nation and  by culture type.

Sample Dignity–Face Dignity–Honor Face–Honor

Finland −.28** −.38** −.17*

UK −.27** −.40** .02

Dignity samples −.28** −.38** −.09

China – Beijing .22** .10 .16*

China – Chengdu .43** −.17 .08

Malaysia .82** .18* −.14*

Face samples .41** .08 .01

Lebanon .71** −.72** −.63**

Turkey .90** −.27** −.02

Mediterranean Honor samples .81** −.44** −.23**

Brazil .81** −.63** −.68**

Mexico .96* −.76** −.71**

Latin American Honor samples .89** −.70** −.70**

Note: * p < .05; ** p < .01.

from  Lebanon,  Turkey,  Brazil  and Mexico perceived

honor values as  contrary  to dignity and face  values,

with seven of eight  correlation  coefficients  strongly and

significantly  negative. Furthermore,  perceptions  of  face

and dignity  values  in  these samples  were strongly  and

positively  correlated.

Hypothesis  4 was tested  by  the  correlation  coefficients

shown in Table 4. Evidence  in  support  of  the hypothesis

is found  only  in  the data  from  the UK,  and the Bei-

jing Chinese  sample.  UK respondents  who  perceived

their nation  as  characterized  by  dignity  values  were  less

depressed  and more satisfied  with life.  Furthermore,  UK

respondents who  saw their  nation  as  emphasizing  honor

values were  more  depressed  and  less  satisfied  with  life.

In the  Beijing  sample,  those  who  perceived  their  nation

as favoring  face values  were  less  depressed  and more sat-

isfied  with  life.  There  was  also  an  effect  in  the  Beijing

data linking  satisfaction  with  life  and emphasis  on  dig-

nity values,  but  as  noted  above  perceptions  of  face and

of dignity  values  were  associated  in  this  sample.  In  the

remaining seven samples, there  was  only one  significant

effect: contrary  to  prediction,  respondents  in  Lebanon

were  more satisfied with life when they perceived their

nation as  favoring dignity  values.  The  table  also  indicates

a significant  pan-cultural  correlation  between  perception

that  one’s  nation  favors  dignity values  and higher  sat-

isfaction with  life.  Consistent with  this  overall  effect,

Mexican respondents  reported  the second  lowest mean

score for depression  and the highest  mean  score  for life

satisfaction.  As  noted  earlier,  they also  perceived  Mexi-

can culture  as  favoring dignity rather  than  face or  honor

values.

Discussion

This  study  has  explored  the way  in  which  members  of

distinctive types of  cultural  groups perceive  the  values  of

those around them.  Consistent with  the  results  of  earlier

studies showing  variability  of  values  and beliefs  within

nations (Fischer,  2006;  Fischer  & Schwartz,  2011), we

have made no  assumption  that  the  perceptions  of  mem-

bers of a cultural  group  will  necessarily  concur  with  one

another  in  their  estimates  of  prevailing  values  or beliefs.

An averaging  of  their perceptions  consequently  may  or
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Table 4

Correlations of perceived culture with depression and  life satisfaction.

Sample Dignity Face Honor

CESD LS CESD LS CESD LS

Finland −.07 −.03 .05 .07 .02 .07

UK −.22* .21* −.04 .03 .25** −.18*

Dignity Samples −.14** .09  .01 .05 .11* −.02

China – Beijing −.09 .15* −.13* .18** −.05 −.01

China – Chengdu −.01 .14  .03 .12 −.14 .13

Malaysia .05 −.11 −.04 −.07 .13 .00

Face samples −.03 .07  −.07 .06 .00 .01

Lebanon −.16 .16  .00 −.04 .11 −.09

Turkey −.05 .18* −.03 .11 .07 −.08

Mediterranean Honor samples −.10 .17** −.01 .05 .08 −.08

Brazil .01 .06  .09 .03 .07 −.02

Mexico .04 .01  .07 −.01 −.01 −.03

Latin American Honor samples .03 .03  .08 .01 −.03 −.02

Total sample −.04 .07** .01 .04 .04 −.03

Note: CESD = depression; LS = life satisfaction.

* p < .05; ** p < .01.

may  not  provide  a valid  estimate  of  prevailing  culture.

Some respondents  are likely  to  be  better  informed  or

more influential  than  others,  and they may  also  differ in

the reference  points  against which  they  choose  to  anchor

their judgments  (Heine,  Lehmann,  Peng,  &  Greenholz,

2002). The  estimates  of  values  provided  by  the  present

student samples  may have  been  drawn  more from knowl-

edge of shared  campus  values than  from knowledge  of

their national  cultures  as  a  whole.  As  Table  2 showed,

there  was  in fact  very little  concordance  between  mean

perceived values and  prior characterizations  of  culture

types. This  may also  be  partly  due  to  the  fact  that  the  val-

ues measures  did  not  achieve full structural  measurement

equivalence.

Our emphasis  here  has been  on  the  structure  of

respondents’  perceptions  as an  indirect  indicator  of cul-

tural priorities,  and the problems  identified  above  do

not affect  within-subject  data  analyses.  The  substantial

divergence  found  between  the ratings made by respon-

dents from dignity,  face and  honor  cultures  does  lend

support to the  contrast  made between them by previ-

ous researchers.  Cultures  are  known to differ in  their

propensity for  acquiescent  responding  (Smith,  2011), but

the present  correlational  results  cannot be  attributed  to

a global  tendency toward  acquiescence  because  respon-

dents from  all samples  did make  distinctions  between  at

least  some  of  their  ratings.

Little evidence  was  found  for  the predicted  of  associa-

tion between  the predominance  of  each type  of  perceived

values and  the indices  of  depression  and life satisfaction.

Rather  than  reflecting  a  differential  response  to  each

culture type,  the results  suggest  an  overall  association

between the dignity  dimension and  positive outcomes.

Particularly  in  the UK,  Turkey,  Lebanon  and China, the

perception that  one’s  nation  is characterized  by  high  dig-

nity values  and  low  honor  values  is associated  with  low

depression and  high  life satisfaction.  In  the sample  as

a whole,  only  the association  of  perceived  dignity and

high life  satisfaction  achieves  significance. While  this  is

an individual-level  association,  it is  reminiscent  of  the

nation-level finding  that  mean life  satisfaction  is  higher

in dignity  cultures  (Diener,  Diener,  &  Diener,  1995).

However, the variance  explained  by  the present  asso-

ciation is modest,  as  might  be  expected  given  the  greater

salience of more  proximal  causal  factors  for depression

and life satisfaction.

Conclusion

The  use of a perceived  values  measure  has  pro-

vided evidence  confirming  the presence  of  contrasting

cognitive styles  among  respondents  in  cultural  groups

assumed to  exemplify  dignity,  face,  and honor  cultures.

However, at least  among the  present samples  of  respon-

dents, the  measure does not  itself provide  a defensible

basis for  distinguishing  directly  between  these  three

types of cultural  groups. Fuller  investigation of  appro-

priate survey  items and  the  contexts  to  which these  items

refer will  be  required  in  order that  the required  contrasts

can be  more  adequately operationalized.
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Appendix  A.  Survey  items

A.1.  Dignity  items

*1.  How  much  a  person  respects  himself  is  far  more

important than how  much  others  respect  him.

2. People  should  NOT  care  what  others  around  them

think.

3. People  should  speak  their  mind.

4. People  should  make decisions  based  on  their  own

opinions and not  based  on what  others think.

*5. People  should  stand  up  for what they  believe  in

even when  others disagree.

6.  People  should  be  true  to themselves  regardless of

what others  think.

A.2.  Face  items

1.  People  should  minimize  conflict  in  social  relation-

ships at all  costs.

2. It  is  important  to  maintain  harmony  within  one’s

group.

3. People  should  be  very  humble  to  maintain  good

relationships.

4. People  should  control their behavior  in  front  of

others.

5. People  should  be  extremely  careful  not to  embar-

rass other  people.

6. People  should  never  criticize  others  in  public.

A.3.  Honor  items

*1.  People  must  always  be  ready  to  defend their honor.

2. It is  important  to  promote  oneself  to  others.

3. People  always  need  to  show off  their  power  in  front

of their  competitors.

*4. Men  need  to  protect  their  women’s  reputation  at

all costs.

5. You must  punish  people who  insult  you.

6.  If  a person  gets  insulted  and they don’t  respond, he

or she  will  look  weak.

*Asterisked  items were  discarded  in  order  to  achieve

adequate structural  measurement  equivalence.
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