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MRS s it bR E IR TR A b BRFFHEERE (Myers & Rosen,
1999) » HIEBHANEEIMSERIERE T b Bl (Tsou & Liu, 2006)  ° EREATGE
FIEGINE ~ SR ~ FEFRRER (Tsai, Yang, Lin, & Fang, 2004) » BB EHT
JikiE (Ogden, 1992 5 Grogan, 1999) ~ #ZE ES] (Hawkins, Richards, Granley, & Stein,
2004) ~ AL MR (Grogan, 1999) » HE e AMERER (Harris, Waschull, &
Walters, 1990) o ZETEANFIBIZR R TEAEIREBRR SRR R - AR AR B
R R R ESE T (g, Tsaietal, 2004 ¢ Grogan, 1999 ¢ Glassner, 1988) » Hi[A]
It DERTESE ) B EEUR TR » S DL A B P M A AN BT TRR T -
—UIEPEEREE (slim) ISR (PRSETE ~ FBRR - Z5KE8S > 2005) -

TEEE  ANE L MERE AN » AL HEE B B Mt a2 B MR B A
(Chang, Liou, Sheu, & Chen, 2004) > &= STk LIS FF (875555
1999) o AHERIL - BINEEE ERF AR AL EGHEESR - SRS E E S
PRRET R A - WA FEARE S EE (SCERM 0 2004 5 BIED 5 1997) ~ EETR
($8%2 > 2004 ; IRFFRL > 2004) B SRS (GREFHE » 2002 5 MREFER 5 2005)
S (HIEELE I B HRY ~ 1TRS SlE By o & T B A A58 — ARCR (the third-
person effect) “F[HIFIESTOMMTHISE » REEAIRIER B IS B RS M NmERE
F o5 A s SR B S AR N B B B RERRH ST (IR EREE - 2001) o A
B E LS BRI E A ~ FRBNERG AR T U T - BRI Y
T HEORE B A TR BRI TRIEHE UL (thick description)  (Krumeich, Weiits,
Reddy, & Weijer-Weitz, 2001 : Lindlof & Taylor, 2002) » {HEL FIEANE Z 2L HhE /715 B
BARBEIIIRG] : AIEENT - AT Ere IR LETRENT T 0 s8]
HERS M NRENINZ R FEIET — RS M B B = A B

TTRuiEEs T R A HRRRH SRR BRI e BT /1% RRA] ©

B LG (HfEEERE]  (body mass index » ffBMI) (e.g., Jones,
Vigfusdottir, & Lee, 2004) ~ Tt @#tFF1  (social criticism)  (e.g., Jonesetal,, 2004 ; Cash,
Theriault, & Annis, 2004 5 Levine, Smolak, & Hayden, 1994) B [t &rLbiHEER 1 (social
comparison theory ) (e.g., Engeln-Maddox, 2005 5 Krones, Stice, Batres, & Orjada, 2005 ;
Hawkins et al,, 2004 : Dittmar & Howard, 2004) ~ [HAEZEHER ] (Media Framing
Theory) (e.g., Ogden & Mundray, 1996 5 Sparks, 2002) ~ [E&{EBERH1 (Cultivation
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Theory) (e.g, Holmstrom, 2004) J [t &ra8k1HER  (Social Cognitive Theory) (e.g,
Bandura, 1994 : Holmstrom, 2004 ) F/EE T2 B MR PSR BHERELRE » 25TR S
BETRE - i HlET - 1 bt L DU B B B P A BRSNS i B
MNEL BT TRERE » PSRRI S HHR SR » DR B e 2o AL B R
KIZ 5 IE9F > M B RS MR NmER S th e L O R EEREE (Thompson,
Coovert, & Stormer, 1999) » ESEZFEMN ~ BB PR BRET TR 28R » o
FTE G MRS - BIE AT eEE L SIE S EIE (Shroff & Thompson, 2004 |
Waaddegaard & Petersen, 2002 : Donovan, Spence, & Sheffield, 2006) » B2 EH HFR
S NmERTEA IS ESE D8 o

1A 5 LS MR R 5 | ) B2 B PR B R T FE A ME Rk
F(MREHESE > 2005)  PHITRE BT ZOREASESTHUISCEN R HY » WA T
HIS > ELORBAEME B AE HIEN ~ SR FEaEsRit SaE U EE 2

(Brumberg, 1997 ; Hesse-Biber, 1989)  [EJERH » TEE - JUIELE (2002) HAEHE

AL TR EEH » 2o KA SR SERE - (LR ANIREIHE B T8 M RN
B o B o EmE o AR DA KBRS R > BRI FIRA AL
I 7 AR BRI » DI B R L H I B M AR R
BLsr s » TS 3830 » 7] DU — IR R B A S B M AN A R 35 B
OB > TR TR AT R RS B R S LU R T B S A2
% o

AR T Y ARl R

(i — « SHTERTEE ~ mhEr ey - i Laker Bl DU BRI SR & M E AR
HNA G E A H IS M NRERE -

B = A HaREMINmE S e S e -

A MR
() R
AFERE T LTI (cross-sectional survey) J720GHE(T » W HL AR

JTROTRIHIESZREN T EREN ~ TihgdF) ~ (W bakdtgy ~ T
WSS M ERAEERS) ~ MRS M NRERRE ) EHERS HRS M
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NEETEEN) VESEE] -
(=) ~ WIBEER ~ Wk B RE R

RIHIEE R UG EIE 4 KA S E « BE D L KB BITRER > FEENR
BB S A AR R o B AR BRI I E a1 > Hite
REALIARSE 2ot TR SR ) B (HFHAGH R MR SR HEEE s
FIERE (REZ -~ BHE ~ 1R55H » 2006; Waaddegaard & Petersen, 2002 ; Donovan et al.,
2006)  [HIL » AT ERAEEGT 2R A S BB NIRRT UERINZE LU B M N
R R

ABTFERIN S PSR BRI (multi-stage cluster samph'ng) o [IA-EE EHIEE I -
SyERdt s o s B~ BRPEIE i BB SR (B R
BARE) ~ Bl (EERRREREEINENE) i > R e B B e Al
By ERTERZA A SRR R o AWTFFeElUE A E e s R A A — P
ST A ~ — TR - ISR B B M R s R 2 22
ASE TR o SSRIENRRGRAE PR R A TS - E R RIS E R
AR BRI EIRL R BN E AR A > DO A R S AR e R R Bl i
RSB R '

TR LA SMEME A+ HE A HEH ZBREST - FraRIises /g g s
B > HIEZERT S EE (consent form) © BE{EEATRACYER - ERRTER N a8A0
AT RS THRRR ARSI B S ArEiin 2SR fRlE R 0 38
WAESEHIEG A 2SRRI s 2 B B 7R S (WIS RE e st e
Hetim) o PGS 08 - FERUSITERIEAER 2% » WseEEE—
TP LR - DU ESZE B 0 B A o

KIFFeREE IR 6113 « FRRIR607) » MR » FERERFS99.35%
Hrbarefa112 A (18.4%) ~ HEEAEFIS0A (29.6%) ~ FEEAA168A
(277%) LI BEEAF14TA (243%) & BUFEHGIEE TR » —ERB2EE 142N
(234%) ~ "HEMEEFIA (303%) ~ FEHEEFITBA (293%) ~ TUERK
BIEEI03A (17.0%) &R ERE20505% (SD=151) °

(=) ~WBELE
AEFFEEIN A BTH (exogenous variables) BE TS#ERET ~ ite
HeFEy ~ T bk erbbes) 8 MR S A BB A ) 5 EE
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(mediating variable) £% MAfEHILEMITNEE ) 5 FEREE (outcome variable) HIRS
MESEE -

BEREEEREE - il (ST EREy - BE LE—EPEmE o BEEBR L

BRSPS T E e - FEFEIE SRS

GIEBRARBAT) BRUSE GHERMEAR) 1R HREME - BUWE » BAM
EYIVE BRI 225302 FHIRLRE » KIP30HAUEATRTE (Lobstein & Frelut, 2003) © {H
SHSE ERENY R AR T AE S REE R, ~ e ~ FEE LS AN R T
AAFEIFIAIERERE (James, Leach, Kalamara, & Shayeghi, 2001) > LIEEEH] - 17807
BN EE BRI 2427 2 FIP e RRE - B E Bl Ll &R
B (FTEeEAER - 2006) ©

FERCZETE T OEEIEEL - AWERS P E R B A 5 S
HEEE : 218 IFCE RIS P ZE B R LI E (DA B READ
RS R (AR EEA) (T ETHE  MArSEEi eS8 e e g
8% (BMI) (M=2054,SD=293) -

HERET : TG B EAZEEE - REKE (Fla0: R/~ Wi
fHER ) HEBMEIHEE (Jones et al, 2004) o ARHFSEHRA LSRG B (5-point
Likert-type scale) AR Tmt&#taE ) E(E0E » ILEROAWIERE - fd T8
A TIREA R SIS NE ) (M=3.05,5D=1.08) ~ TEACAIHKES
FHISMREF ) (M=312,SD=1.07) ~ B MBI RBERNSMTNT) (M
=296,5D=098) & » H—IABGREE TUEPT LRSS 18 TIREAREREY (—
73) Bl GEEEE) (75) - B i a e (Al A s -

BERELEER - T baterkheg ) R4EEARER & L B STt
NFEEC > DR RAE A HFEERIERE (Festinger, 1954) © ANFSeRmERAT [ Liit
i ESR | #5 & Thompson, Heinberg, & Tantleff (1991) Fra#$EHT B MRS
71 (Physical Appearance Comparison Scale, PACS) HiTiggemann & McGill (2004) Fr&$
JEH) TRERREE HB B SR ) (Specific Attributes Comparison Scale, SACS) {Eti(ifiAL « I
— RO TYEERR - Tt sm@ig o IeEH OIS M BEES S IR
IR —2 1 (M=3.07,SD=1.04) ~ TEEERAIEMETEE » BRI
ITERREHSEEI S B G M B A ) (M =269,SD=1.07) ~ T&H
THE RS MAGEI B CHIRES) » BB ERTE) (M =361,SD=085) ¥ TH
FEANGS > REERECHS MG BRIt AL —& ] (M=3.06,SD=
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099) % » G—{AGIERE FLAELEEEZ - 18 THER AR (—4) £ TN
FE) (A - HZRhE R T EREFEE (AR EAIIES « Hrf DEEHA
BB AR E ORI ST - FRBHMEE RN BRI - RIEAHS R A i
HHRnE » Bl—eshsy - A HEE— o
BINERHRS M ERINVEREAND | AR L5 A UR SR (S-point Likert-
type scale) I THANELMATLE M A RRIAIIEREAZ ) (0 » R —0EPOR « TEE
s FER AR A SRS, (M=415,5D=077) ~ TFRASHEEHE
BREIEREEITEFL (M=406,SD=0.76) Bl [TRESEHHE NI S B
2% (M=392,SD=088) » B—IEMHMEE FEELEENE R > (€ TIERR
1 (=5 F TIREEE) (A4 o WZhE R R — (RS E

7N

ool f

HEREMIVRME  fREMcCabe, Ricciardelli, Mellor, & Ball (2005) FrEEElH
MANFERED (Body Dissatisfaction Scale) H1 - H RS M ANFRER A EFEREE ~ 18
O~ PR IR~ ORBE S IR LU INGE 5 IR - AWRFELL TREISIIIEA S E
Wil (M=311,SD=114) ~ THREEROBERNL (M=342,SD=1.07) ~ THE
BRI (M=348,SD=107) ~ TILEERIVEEIRT] (M=3.69,SD=
101) ~ TEREMEFIIABEEML (M =383,8SD=099) ~ FRESIHIMHEFER]

(M=357,SD=1.02) ~ TFEHERNS FHRLZER] (M=365,SD=1058) ~
B TEVBERE Y NRIE L (M =356,SD=1.10) 55 » HIEZh& 5 BB MR
B o BEmER TIEEREE) (—) 2 TERERL (T4 o miEen
(&I — (o AT R -

BEER : AR AR R (S-point Likert-type scale) IR MEHE
[ (PR AR —TEA . TEVEIRIOIERE) (M =3.70,SD=1.13) ° ZEHE
W TIERRAE ) (—5) B TIEREEL (A7) - HZE R EE—
(AR EETIEZR -

(1Y) ~#EEToHT
AFRFEEFISPSS for Windows 14.08f5 T EHEREE /1 & FEET T EIME (mean)
fE%EFE (standard deviation) ~ {2/€ (reliability) : M HERFIAMOS 6.0LIf5HE FFEE
(structural equation modeling, SEM ) EE{ T{EEBRaa BapE AT HEASRHTER R
SECU#ELEE (maximum likelihood estimation) TR
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AHFHREL AR R TFAIH T A EHR S ERABL : kB A

i b SRR () BEEE (goodness of fit) HIEEA TGRS EE 4R H A
AR RS RE AR B RS R C [BIBR (Hoyle & Panter, 1995) : {H-E75
(x*) WEAETE (goodness of fit) FIHERATRESHGIIA — #5380 (type I error) #8EAHEST
(Bentler, 1990) * BI-R77 () fEH &REEA NSNS » — B ABGEA » 47A7
ARFHGWAERE (Bentler & Bonett, 1980) © BLfid i piiet » ACifye et s f it
AN FIFECE AR DR A & B TR - BRI F77 (normed chissquare,
NC) (xX'/df) ~ HEMERGEIGEE (Confirmatory Fit Index, CFI) BAZS IS UEIRZER 5
i (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA ) ° fEztr » #1875 (NC) <5
(Bollen, 1989) ~ FLBMAACERIE (CFI) = 90 (Hu & Bentler, 1999) EIAGERE 54T
HIATDUERRES + P ERRET /R (RMSEA) < 05HIZSTE BT &
(goodness of fit) » MIAFLLILUERRZEFTTIR (RMSEA) M2 052 082 A E ]
IR (Kline, 2005) © [FIIF - AERREBEEIE SRS S NS A B> SoHIIS
BA RIFIEUE G E
REAY » BERIEIIFTETRIE (path) SELEGEEREUEERSE » ARG R ESEE.
JRAEL TRHBR T ¢ HIRIRELRRA AT R R EBEE (p < .05) - AP LISk » 5
PRI AT — (REMS BRI - ELR b/ BT » MR AR s - H
PO B S R > DA e B — AR e & o

S~ BR

(—) ~ HIEEZL (Measurement Model )
ARZE RIS Tk e iy ~ T ERber s~ TReian S o B
WE ) B T HERSPHNEE L SV E BT - BEs MRS
(confirmatory factor analysis) f55REE T » Tt EHEE) WIRNEAFIES 91, 918 84 >
KGR I BRI TEIEE - 158 Cronbach” s alphalS 86 » H BRI = (&
% (indicator) [AIfAHRY—(EVEEETE (latent variable) > ELév@E Tikeran)
) bt PR ERHER RIS 82, 73, S2LLR: 84 » AHFSeme e B It
TTEEWRE » 158Cronbach” s alphats 72 » HLEFRAIVHEMI SR (indicator) [RITFIEH
R EVEAF T (latent variable) > Hir# s 6] PRt @& ie ) TGRS 3
HR RN ) IR EERS 73, 76, 80 » AWCHMT R B ETEERE -
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{5&Cronbach” s alphaf®; 64 » MR =MHBIEE (indicator) DRITHHER—{EVE/EE
3 (latent variable) > Erfs MRS PIERITIGERA L 8 THIRSM
TR 5 - RSk er e LRESE s TER—26] 8ar > {EgErz iy ThE
O~ T R RIS B B ERER /MR HIFREE TR R Hesdr -
FEREIIZE (Forbes & Frederick, 2008) AR TER) DU TIERLAS ARG JILA
&5 > RISEATHFERS I B AR - B TEE L K TE SR,
SO AR ) o Hrb DRI ) RIS TEEEE ) > THERLST
FERANIE ) IR BT ER 2 H1E 83, 82, .83,.83, .80, .89, .78 » RXBERE » 15E]
Cronbach’ s alphafZ 92 » TIAEHEFHE (indicator) KIMAHR—EVE/FEE (latent

variable) °

()~ FfE TR SR (Structural Equation Modeling Results )
Apgeeh > [ (hypothesized model) EEIMESIE (S HYE EFEE - it
> Lt gr Ho DU BRI S M A BTSN~ R MR CRIIERAA
S B RS DIMIER AR ) DURFS RS (ESEE)  HESE S EE
2 TR R SRR £ ¢ (1) BHSERRT AR MESE LR T THBR T MR
FafR) MR EMRAM: (S EfalEEn L gilET - SR E EiElem
it gt~ B E EfREE RS S AT A R SHE S et e e Eit et
B~ ket AP SRR AR S A A BETEE A ~ [A bt & PR S B AR S
FATUEEREAZS) 5 (2) BaEEER e Y EEY - nhailtzr - m babe LU
BB S MR N A A S B RS MRS (EIEAIERE A
TR B RS LR AR + (R > HARIE 2RISR BRR LA B I fiikaors
(3) BERABEEH ORI MINRE (RES IR AN S LS
WRBNRE) S 8E e RE  HRRERDDEmERET GERED) -
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T B R

EHPTERR AN

5 EE

B 1 A RELHAREIMARENBHEF AL BREAEHE

AT AR (hypothesized model) JEfTRERE T RARI AT » Eofs S
i (EREAE RN IR LS RATHSE ATE (goodness of fit) » FIEERAI £
(NC) =322 (NC<'5) ~ HLB@MiliEEE (CF) = 94 (CFI = 90) BT
{ERRZEFTTAE (RMSEA) = 06 (M2 052 08.2[H) o (HERMESEmE [
Ente iy DU THAG A G b B B BE P Bk B0 TS R e
B ZHIBRRAETRET FIUBEE /K > REFGE RN T Faitertiis ) o M
H S 2 A A BRSS9 2 ) R E B TSN ) 2 T G BRI
8 (path) £k EMEEEEAER (alternative model) o ATHFEEHEFE (5K
(alternative model) A THERHIZEZIT » B HADE R BAA BT
HEETE (goodness of fit) » HEIHEIFTT (NC) =322 (NC< 5) -~ HlpHhTE e
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(CFI) = 94 (CFI = 90) BTHHERA{MERZEIR (RMSEA) = .06 (/1S 052

08:Z[H) e
Mpe £ 5 HERESE (critical values of chi-square) * HAdF=2, AX = 599147(ARAE
OSEEEKHETT » BN LB URE R A Adf=2, AX*=6.737 > B

TR CE AN e A > SR RRZIFH] (parsimony principle) 5#
3+ TR B AR 1R - AR (Kline, 2005) S5 Fidt
HE > AR A A e R S B A AT A A SR & R B A A
TR

(e R AR ETER S TR RS - SIS E BBt (r=
53, p<.001) ~ B RAEREA Rt G (r=14, p<.01) ~ SETEETEHER
U BT E M B RSN (=15, p<.01) ~ it EREE A _Eal &g (r=21, p
<.001) ~ TEEritEEE SRS M A RN (r=25p <.001) ~ [ALILE
Pl BRI ST B A B BRSNS (r= 35, p<.001) ZMIHI2IEMERE - HiEeEt
R K o ARSI E B VI O IR IR BARACE - SR E R (8 =
_50, p<.001) ErTHFEHIZEAE BT AR Mt e #F (8= 20, p<.001) HIl
TF FETHOTERI S 3 SR » (E Ll LR B B & AT B B P
BT AR S A B RS TIRRs I - B SHERIEE (8= 31,
p<001) ~itEr#tFE (=231, p<.001) ~[ALHEEHE (8= 28, p<.001) JizEd
MMM ERIIRESAE (8= 14, p<.01) ARERHTFEEISZ & SRERA MIER L
T o KL » AT EEE — G S -

AR E—5 M3 B AR Us 235 B BT LA MR AL
B 5 B 2 IR - BB R B et TR B ] (8
=10, p<.001) > MiZEhE MR LY MO R TR I (s FEA s B R (8 =
70, p<.001) © AEFFEIBEE IESF

TS > WEREXTORTEIMEEE (SIEREE - ib&Ita - bt
Prag DL B AT B M BRSPS ) nTLIERES 120 (RP=51) AZafiE Biifaie
SHSERA R 2 AR S R SR S AR AT LR 1826

(R? = .18) “ZRfiE iR SR - FrEIMEEH (SIREREE ihaill

F ~ [ [ e e R AT M R AR ) R R Y (AR R
KRR LM AN ) R DR 5 R lEs1% (R°=51) HUERE (G RE
2)
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T e R

- 5O **x
\ R Square = .18
. R ER TN R
’(‘ il g Er

- 10

R Square = .51

e B 1 LAY
BRAZ-T AR

R Square = .51

R 7S

1~ /7 (Chi-Square) =512.567 ¢ EHE (df) =159,p<.001 : NC= 322
2 ~ FE MRS (CFL) =.94

3~ PERTMESRZET /IR (RMSEA) = .06

4~f5Rp <055 ~HKFKp <01 ~{LEp <.001

B2 ¢ 4ok B KM R AR B B L A R A A K AT

7~ 3

KSR £ B R TR SIS R 2 KA B 5 B M R R R B
& o IR RET > B E R (BMD) EFEAZCREA B BB MR (B
EETER DIINITER AT ) FIREEEE (8= 31, p<.001) » FIGESE B EHm=E > &
BEARES HFEM (RSB LI MTERAL) BREIRHE - SR ss B R
Jones et al. (2004) ~ Shroff & Thompson (2004) DUSAREER ~ 8% (2000) SR
fR—E > BB E BIFEUEIZE  nIsEARGHRSRIst B s b SRy e -
HI MR LIS (BIADFRR ~ KRR ~ BET58) AR AR R -

AN LS T E 2RSS —EEERR - 5188 S A s TERIZ
KRB HEE M (RIS FIRNEE (B=- 50, p<.001) - B1SBEE IR,
e > HEERWE R RS - HEEFENREER S E BI58R EE (fA
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M) > HIGEReI S R S E B ERE (B ) & (FBiRkA
2006) - Tk E ASE LR R > SR REIREEE - S E B IREENZ
A A AR B ASRHE - RIS B A E SR S A AR
N PN T

ISR A E BB o i G HET S ORI EN N Z B2 B
(B=20, p<.001) s TtErtEFtERHZORERE SRR DM E J 7EE
(B =231, p<.001) » ZRBEZTFE - FREERE (DIRDALRE ~ WEBARLA) S
EMIHLET » BRTHe G OIRE M (CEFEMET AR ISR DIOEINT ) e AL
SO o SERRIOMTS R ELR R BIA RS E I — 2 (Keery, Boutelle, van den Berg, &
Thompson, 2005) > HEARFHT A BN AHIIRELH A IEHE - Mead (1934) HUBHSCRNE
o B A B A BB AR e ER S EA R i 2 > ARG - AH
N TSR H B R 2 e A HaRen RN B Re s - 2 H DU R EER st (d) A
S AHIRYE o

it Sl LA e e R E R B IR B M (LB LU BBl LA HERAL)
BIESERE ] GEAIE AT AR ER rp B R E ~ RENE SR E 2 YRR
1% o TERIEIZZRIREEH (Gemer & Wilson, 2005) » {IE A AT HELLEF 2 B ELEHZ R 1R
AN () BOHGEE » FEETRERM (ftn) IR VRt E SRRt » i
REAEE - NSRS ER EEHRGET] (Lazardfeld, Berelson, & Gaudet, 1946) > —
A BB TR A S EArERIIRERE » W LA R EEIROR, - St ST AL
B R R B PR A

[ _Eit @ et B RS O M (R EES LIS MERAL) AN
ERIBREEIE (8= 28,p <.001) ° WRBAERGRLEFE MBI TR CEY
R E R ) o ASHHIA_E HOBARE R E 3RS (R RS ARER LAOMIRRGL) R
N o WlEIBessenoff (2006) FEf THNIHFLEII— > [f] L HHR B —H A B
E MR E R o S e BRI B R - AF M S AR AR
(ot er e (288 > 2003) » DU R EHEE RN S S RN Tl &t
% (Bornholt, 1999) WIS T » ZoVE5EERF H RS M B G TIE &7 Ll > o |
B DEREEE AT it €y OB RRIEF T (Suls & Mullen, 1982) » RS H /DI
HHRS ERr A RERLE FIORTR 5 LA TR B B Bt A\ EET T LR - TEAS A _L e LEH heiE
s L KRB NVEEMREGEE > A EEREEH AR I BREHM (File
ERER LIS ) REENRE -
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PR B A A PR A R TR KB AR B R B (RIS s L
SHIROT ) TNHERTEE. — (B=14, p<.01) > HISZESIZe ki BB TR
AHBLTEHTY LR BRI S A S T ghe s ASHERIHM (Bl
FHRER LIS ) N » Hamilton, Mintz, & Kashubeck-West (2007) LL/A\F—
(B SE B2 TR RE Y - M B B S M A R A2 e &
AR 2 AR 22 S S P A R A e > T IR MR
MREEHESE (2005) FIRRSEtEEE - 20l 2 B BEE AT B A AR 2 B S 5B
T 3 ER A SRR S B RE - M M L OB REA N o AR
i REESR BB Y T I FehG SRAITRE o

A EE T 2 SRR S A BRI RS P A B A N B T 2 2 [ R ek 258
B MRS LRUE o BRI LIS (Cultivation Theory) 7 » A
ANER R - R R A LIS B IE T R R s A R N A — B
iR HEE 0 EERERHEATE M P BT e S BT RES - — BRI
BRLEHIN » BH SRR e i AT ZERAUFERT » QLU R R A 522
SR RIERE o B RIS LR M A S T N A B A B » tha)sE
IS S SRATHTE o

AWFCRG R B ZEHBREM (RS s LIMEERRL)
HHE B R TEHIGE S 1RER (8 =70, p <.001) » Q1RNG BRI IR FC S -
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The Determinants of Body Dissatisfaction
and the Influence of Body Dissatisfaction on
Weight-Loss Intention: A Study on Taiwanese
Female College Students

Hsin-Ya Hou  Hung-YiLu"

Abstract

Purpose: This cross-sectional study attempts to clarify the determinants and
the consequence of body dissatisfaction among Taiwanese female college students.
Method: A cluster sampling was used to recruit respondents from 8 universities.
Finally, a total of 607 respondents completed the questionnaire. Results: The results
showed that BMI and social criticism significantly impacted breast dissatisfaction
while BMI, social criticism, upward social comparison, and appearance media
exposure significantly influenced body (breast excluded) dissatisfaction. Also, body
dissatisfaction significantly predicted weight-loss intention. Conclusion: This study
suggests that on-campus health education designers need to consider the impact of
BMI, social criticism, upward social comparison, and appearance media exposure on
body dissatisfaction and the influence of body dissatisfaction on weight-loss intention
as they attempt to design a health education campaign.

Key words: Body dissatisfaction, Body Mass Index, social criticism,

upward social comparison, appearance media exposure, weight-loss

intention
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