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[ Abstract)

nipulated power by experiential priming and scrambled sentence test, and participants later finished a perspective—taking

Objective: To investigate the impact of power on perspective taking under. Methods: The present study ma-

task. Results: Relative to low power condition, high power level lowered participants’ performance on perspective taking,
and the male participants were more susceptible to power priming. Conclusion: Consistent with the fingdings in previous
Western studies, this study suggest that in the Chinese culture, power may be positively predict the perspective—taking.
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