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A Cross—cultural Study on Youth’ Ego Identity from Guangdong, Hongkong and Macau

ZENG Qing
The Mental Health of Ji’Nan University , Guangzhou 510632, China
[Abstract] Objective: To compare self—identity status of youth among Guangdong, Hongkong and Macao. Methods:
1084 youth from Guangdong, Hongkong and Macao were questioned by EOM-EIS—2. Results: (DGenerally speaking, the
self—identity status of Guangdong youth show highest proportion of identity diffusion, while Hongkong and Macao youth
show identity moratorium. @From a gender perspective, there is a significant difference on the ego—identity status among
Guangdong, Hongkong and Macao male and female youth. Further analysis showed that significant difference were found
in identity moratorium, identity foreclosure and identity diffusion status except the identity achievement status. Conclu-
sion: Self—identity status of Guangdong, Hongkong and Macao are not only in common, but there are also some differ-
ences.
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