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[Abstract)

Objective: To investigate self—concealment level of high shool students, and discuss the relationship be-

tween self—concealment level and self-consistency and congruence. Methods: Self-concealment scale(SCS) and Self—con-

sistency and Congruence scale (SCCS) were adopted to investigate 326 high school students. Results: The average of SCS

level was 25.63+7.37; the SCS scores of males were higher than those of females (P<0.05); there were no signifient differ-

ences in grades and in whether or not the only child (P>0.05); regression analysis showed that non—consistency and self—

stereo type could predict SCS effectively(3=0.392 ,0.207). Conlusion: The SCS level has close relation with SCCS.
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