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[Abstract]

lege candidate’ working ability, and explore whether the general college students have implicit self—stigma to themselves.

Objective: To explore whether the famous university students have implicit public stigma to the general col-

Methods: 106 students from the famous university and 81 students from the general college finished the Stereotypic Ex-
planatory Bias Questionnaires. Results: Both students from the famous university and general college made more explana-
tion for the positive behaviors of the general college candidate. For the candidates who graduated from the general college,
the participants were inclined to attribute their positive behaviors to internal factor and attribute their negative behaviors to
external factor. For the candidates who graduated from the famous university, the attribution was just the opposite as those

candidates from general college. Conclusion: The famous university students have implicit public stigma to the general col-

lege candidate” working ability, the general college students have implicit self-stigma to themselves.
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