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Heterogeneity of Self-Esteem in College Students
with Symptom of Cluster—C Personality Disorders
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[Abstract] Objective: To explore the heterogeneity of self—esteem among college students with symptom of Cluster—C
personality disorders (PDs) and its prediction for picking out Cluster—C PDs. Methods: PDQC-2 was administered to a
sample of 820 students to screen PDs and the feature of SE structure was examined by RSES, MCSD, CSES and ISES.
Results: (DThere were significant difference between OBC and normal students in CSES and ISES, and significant differ-
ence in all forms of SE between DEP/AVD and normal students. @There were no significant difference among Cluster—C
PDs in CSES; OBC was the highest in RSES and MCSD and AVD was the lowest but the other way round on ISES; DEP
was on the middle level in RSES, MCSD, ISES. 3)Only CSES could predict OBC; CSES and ISES had significant predic-
tion of DEP; RSES, MCSD and CSES had significant prediction to AVD. Conclusion: (DCompared with normal students,
OBC shows a high explicit and contingent self—esteem while there were contingent and unstable but low explicit self—es-
teem in both DEP and AVD. @High contingent self—esteem is common characteristic in Cluster—C PDs, and OBC has the
highest explicit and defensive self—esteem, AVD the lowest, whereas instability in OBC and AVD reversed. And self—es-
teem structure of students with DEP the middle. @Contingence self—esteem is the risk factor to all Cluster—C PDs. Insta-
bility could predict DEP, but level of explicit self-esteem and defensive could only negatively predict AVD.
[Key words] Cluster—C personality disorder; Heterogeneity of self—esteem ; Defensive self—esteem; Contingent self—

esteem; Unstable self-esteem
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