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[ Abstract)

and the moderator effects of gender and personal power. Methods: A sample of 71 participants was recruited. We primed

Objective: The purpose of this research was to explore the effect of social power on sexual obejctification,

social power via recalling power experience and adopted body inversion effect as an indicator of sexual objectification. Re-
sults: MWhen presented sexualized male images, the effect of social power did not emerge, and personal power and gender
did not moderate the effect of social power on sexual objectification; @When presented sexualized female images, both gen-
der and personal power moderated the effect of social power on sexual objectification. For those female and male partici-
pants with high personal power, the effect of social power did not emerge. For male participants with low personal power, so-
cial power predicted the process of objectification negatively. For female participants with low personal power, social power

predicted the process of objectification positively. Conclusion: The effect of social power on sexual objectification is moder-

ated by gender and personal power, and the moderator effects varies according to the gender of individual and target.
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