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x D S
w > Al a

SRR it e S e R (i) IRRFHELRE (Myers & Rosen,
1999) » G thiEE SR 54 k) 248 (Tsou & Liu, 2006) ° AEFFATRE
B30I ~ ERIMER ~ FEFRIRZ5IR (Tsai, Yang, Lin, & Fang, 2004) * E#HREEHE
JiHt (Ogden, 1992 ¢ Grogan, 1999) -~ & 577 (Hawkins, Richards, Granley, & Stein,
2004) ~ BEBLIKERL (Grogan, 1999) ° HEEEH AFRBIR (Harris, Waschull, &
Walters, 1990) © Z3&A/E A B S TEIERPE BRI SERIfEH > AMTHICHFEE HE
A Bt B e 58 (e.g., Tsai etal,, 2004 ¢ Grogan, 1999 5 Glassner, 1988) » tH[A]
i HEENEE ) RUEEHE TR - (FER VLS RS MEE Y ERIIRER -
— O AEEEEE (slim) RIS (PRSEFE - [fEEE - 54508 > 2005)

fEa# » NGRS M » AUEEA BN S M A2 B 2R B 47

(Chang, Liou, Sheu, & Chen, 2004) * HEBHIIZC M HERHE A2 GFA%
1999) o HERI » RNEEELERE N HTEGBESR - SMRER KE S
BESEENE  WATEMIEEEERE CUEM > 2004 5 BHETF - 1997) ~ EHITR

(38T > 2004 : BEHE > 2004) FUEHEEBCR (RERHE - 2002 ¢ REHEE > 2005)
s, (HESetShE S HIY (TR S ESHREAEENB = AR (the third-
person effect) ZEMIAEITMTHINIGE - REARREEL S GRS M RNRENR
% EAh o BRI ERT LR B M B B BRI Y (fFaRSREE > 2001) - HI
EERE R TR RRE R - SRR U T HERIER
F R HERE P TR EIRGE TRIEHEA (thick description)  (Krumeich, Weits,
Reddy, & Weijer-Weitz, 2001 ¢ Lindlof & Taylor, 2002) * {HE TIEAIE BB Mk T Rk
EARBEIIRE  fEIB T » AFFEERe LB L RISIETT R etk
HERE M MERIRE R R » BT —(ER B MR R B 5 BB A Ry
TEER » IEA AR FeAT A BRI [ R e 7 _ERTRR S

B EEAE A TS E RIS  (body mass index * fffEBMI) (e.g., Jones,
Vigfusdottir, & Lee,2004) ~ Tiit @& #taF1  (social criticism) (e.g., Jones etal, 2004 ¢ Cash,
Theriault, & Annis, 2004 ; Levine, Smolak, & Hayden, 1994) B2 it @ tt#3H w1 (social
comparison theory) (e.g, Engeln-Maddox, 2005 : Krones, Stice, Batres, & Orjada, 2005
Hawkins et al,, 2004 ; Dittmar & Howard, 2004) ~ [EAHEZEER ) (Media Framing
Theory) (e.g, Ogden & Mundray, 1996 : Sparks, 2002) ~ [#{t#E]  (Cultivation
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Theory) (e.g, Holmstrom, 2004) K [Tt @38KFE% 1 (Social Cognitive Theory) (e,
Bandura, 1994 ; Holmstrom, 2004) ZEEHF LG MR B R AR - $HAHE
B ~ e ~ [ e R UR B SR B A R A e
ANEEMUTRERE PRGBS TR - LRGBS mE S MY
K ok LiEE ARSI NHEEE L eSS EEE R E (Thompson,
Coovert, & Stormer, 1999) » E2E7EIN ~ FIFE BB B THORFFCREER » B2
B E RSP BEHR - BIE TREE R &S S EE (Shroff & Thompson, 2004 5
Waaddegaard & Petersen, 2002 : Donovan, Spence, & Sheffield, 2006) BRI H EHE
B E IR ERE— 3t -

E— A 5 DL M S S8 B FRK G| 018 B FRAEERMKERT FE ARCHFRIE
HO(MREFES > 2005) o FH/TERE S KBRS THORRFEEN R HY - BEE BT
HIEH o B cBET S EEHEREN - SREAESREGETNEERRER
(Brumberg, 1997 : Hesse-Biber, 1989)  [FIfkH » TEGHE » JUURIE (2002) BFAEHE
SEFTRIFE BB » LR RERE B - (ER AR H B A M REE N
B o B RIIERES - ARFFIS LI AR (ERRTEE R - BRI AiE LR E
BTN N EERBIMEA - DTS R HE AR REZ K
BAESE > HACAARIASE 2 B8ER - ] LIS — R KB B B N R U PR SR e
B  (EE A IR SR R LR EE TR RS
% °

KEFFE R T YRR

(Bk— : SRaE e - it &HtFF - W bt e s DU Bl B & v A BRI
BRSPS EH AR M RERE -

% ZHEH ARV NRE B LSS EE -

A~ Mgk
() ~ W
KFAZeEREt LIS (cross-sectional survey) 7RGl T » i B LARIARRAR

FRAPNESZAEN] THEERESy - Tite#ti) - M batdttsl ~ T8
BB S A RRGEEAE - THERS M TRENEE ) SERBHERE M
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TEmEAN NEaEE] -
()~ BRFRHR ~ HRTTE BRI
KGR LGRS B E - BIEL KB BRER » TEEN
BB SRR L KB e RIS - B ETEEEREITENS » Hitd
ERLIRS o TEERE ) (R » HEASH ERAMERIE R B E S
HEE (FHREZ - EHEE - 5 > 2006, Waaddegaard & Petersen, 2002 : Donovan et al,,
2006) Kt - AR EEAES LABES B A M RENERRE R LU S P AN
BB EERENEE
AR ZEEREN S R A (multi-stage cluster sampling) ° HSEETEIBEERE
AL~ o~ B - BEIEES 5 0 R HEA R AR (RE—ROREREEE
HAE) ~ B (AR EEER) T > Rt /et i s B e Ay
RIS | B ES A S B o AR ZerErU B R RF R R i PR R — P
WA ~ PR - R HhrPA B RERE I = IR P R
AL THER o BRI TR » R R B
R AR AR R ERNEEREEE - DI A R R e RR B
MR RE
FRIFERAHNENATHZELR R HZRBET - Frafses g2
B » BRI ERCREE (consent form) ° B{ERATTRIENEHR _L3RATE TaRAT
1T 5B S THEER MM B S4ERrEBRAE A falEX > S8
AE RG2S AR AR 2 BBt B (FIE R @R - et
H3H) o PEVERRRIRIS — 0 - ERSHTEIIERAER R  EETEE—
{RRARINR FERE - DU AT A E 1 B (R AR A A
AR IR 1 IR BRR60717 » BB - TEREER99.35% ¢
HobEEAH 1124 (184%) ~ FEIEAFI180N (29.6%) ~ MEMEEHR168A
(277%) LIRBEEREAER 147 A (243%)  RUERGETES » —FREER 124
(234%) ~ “EREEE184AA (303%) ~ “EMEBEFITBA (293%) ~ UFEH
BAFEIBA (17.0%) @ ZHHERTIEERE20505% (SD=151) °

(=) ~W5ELHE
KEFFEHIIEBIE (exogenous variables) G (HHBERER) - Titd
#ERy - A ERterkEg ) B TENEHBHM S M ERNEBAE) - hrBIE
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(mediating variable) £5 MBI EFRAMITRHERES + #REHE (outcome variable) HI[Es
MEHEE] -

EEEERisE - i THEBEREEL - B EE—EAETRE - BURBIRLL
B e RES AR H AP e AR S T IRERIEEL - FEIGTRE I RLIEE
GIBEMENT) RUESE GIBEMBAR) (R HFESEE - TS - AR
BT BB 25302 FEEEE » A0 AUEATEE (Lobstein & Frelut, 2003) ° {H
B RSB TR e e R T I, ~ (REEME - RIS LRI
A RFIRREREHE (James, Leach, Kalamara, & Shayeghi, 2001) - LIGBEH » 1TEL
R S B B R V2407 S TP 555 E - B E RIREEE7 DL EEHIGHE
fE (TGRS - 2006) ©

S E GG RIEE - AR P IRz IR & B
BETE(E : 1% TS BB ERE Y BELEEE (LIATRETEEND)
B (LARSIHRER) (T8 THE  MAVSBERRSENSRE R
S8 (BMI) (M=2054,SD=293) °

AEHEE - @M A AZEEE - KEKE (FIA0: 528 - il
BRIk ) BIELEAEIHEEE (Jones et al, 2004) ° AHIFERAAZEMFIRFER (5-point
Likert-type scale) FCHIE it @ity ;SR8 - HEROAAIRE  Ba=HK
st TRE B ERIIEMAT) (M=305,5D=108) ~ HAURHKER
HIEMALE) (M=312,SD=107) ~H [HESMRREERNSMAIT) (M
=296 ,SD=098) % » H—IERGAEE FLEA HURBAEE > € FEETHEL (—
) B TIEEEE) () o HShERAEETEE(RESHIEER -

BB - [ it REeE A EmR R R B Cerrfth
AVEHES > LR EA S RIHENERE (Festinger, 1954) ° AHFFRFRAK A Lt
HEE S | 45 & Thompson, Heinberg, & Tantleff (1991) FERRHT TS MIMLLE R
%1 (Physical Appearance Comparison Scale, PACS) BTiggemann & McGill (2004) F#
Bl TESEREERS B35 ) (Specific Attributes Comparison Scale, SACS) fEZIIAL ° IL
—ERUETISERSR - TSRS AT > a2 E S MEERE ML
SR AIICL S —% ) (M=3.07,SD=104) ~ TAEREMRERINS PR EEE » &I
FERR ISR S MRS M R A %) (M=269,SD=107) ~ [EH
M S HREBIEE ORI - B EERTEL (M=361,5D=085) B 'H
wAED » RESRE CHSME S EIFI AL E—% ] (M=3.06,SD=
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0.99) % » H—{EMUAEE TAMLBIZNEE - 1 THEEREREL (—53) 2 THER
Rl (H4) @ BHSHERAEEETERE (ERESIER - H LESHELL
B PRI E O - TREEERTET) BNKINRE » KA LS E
THRIE » Bl— sy - AoHEs—0 - -
IEINEHEHE 1 ERTEEERTE « AT AEMERFER (5-point Likert-
type scale) HIE THAKEHERMS M ERIBIERA ) 8 GE=EEGE - THRIE
B BRI EEE R (M=415,SD=0.77) ~ TISEREEEL
BIKFEERESYTER) (M=406,SD=076) B TH B SN AE BTN
B2 (M=39,SD=088) » E—IEMREE AEERIESE > &€ FEEANE
1 (—4) B TIEEEE) (A4 o HEERAERETREE A EREANE

%o

HEBREMERRE © FREMcCabe, Ricciardelli, Mellor, & Ball (2005) FfrEEA &
MTHETIEZE (Body Dissatisfaction Scale) 1 » ARHE MRS ELIEKIES - 12
= PR B ABE  FEFLUR/INER ¢ [RIE - ARFFELL THRBSHRIIBERNE
Wil (M=311,SD=1.14) ~ TIREEFRAERME] (M=342,SD=107) ~ T8
EIMIFRIRM) (M=348,5D=107) ~ THRBERIVEERE) (M=369,5D=
101) ~ TEREBERIIAFE] (M=383,SD=099) - TFHREERIRLFRAY

(M=357,SD=102) ~ TIREBERNE EREEN) (M=365,5D=1058) -
g1 TIHEEIREY R (M=356,SD=1.10) % » HIEZ3HEHB RS M
i ERHEN TEEREEL (—) B EEEEL (A o B3EAERA
(EREEE S — (A RE S EE -

BEEE AR ASFTURERESR (5-point Likert-type scale) HIE NEEE
W EE - A —TEEOR - TIVERIRATERE) (M=370,SD=1.13) ° EFEHE
7 TIEEAEE) (—4) B TFEREE) (5 o HEZEAE R EEE e
(EREETIEE -

(P9) ~ #atoth -
AFRFEEFISPSS for Windows 14,045 S SKEE M & {BEHANFIHE (mean)
4% (standard deviation) - {SF (reliability) + 3 LERFIAMOS 6 0L H# /72
(structural equation modeling, SEM) JEFTBIEABREESERIN AT » HERSHAEHRA
SEUUESERE (maximum likelihood estimation) #Ef TFRd ©
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Bk - AR () BEEE (goodness of fit) HIEBATMEIT7EE TRHAIE
BB R TR EBEE BB Z R (Hoyle & Panter, 1995) + 7]
(X*) HEETE (goodness of fit) HIEERAIRESIEINAL 5532 (type Tl emor) #AHIREE
(Bentler, 1990)  BIE75 (x°) {EH# SREMEA ABE - —EEARABGER > ZF
EEATEHHERE (Bentler & Bonett, 1980) © £ Filth ERES - AhfseEHUE M
LB A FIFECEFE LSRR AE A S T - EfEH# 77 (normed chisquare,
NC) (¥ /df) ~ HEBMERGESHE (Confirmatory Fit Index, CF1) BATZRIDERR AT ST
2 (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA )  ° f&z(rH HER7H (NC) <5
(Bollen, 1989) ~ Lr#EQMHELEISE (CF1) = 90 (Hu & Bentler, 1999) BIfEE S
HBTCHERRE « FEREIHERAT R (RMSEA) < 0sHIFRE RIFIIEGES B
(goodness of fit) * MZFHERILUERZZE IR (RMSEA) 12 05F .08 Z IR AT
PR (Kline, 2005) e [AIRE » FHABEREIUAIIE Z RN BT E > S0HIFE
BA RITRIEGEAE -
A EEAERAIFT AR (path) EMEWEREEERE - FrERIIMEBIES L
SR TRERE MR+ SRR AR T REEEZIBEE (p < .05) - HITLIERR - BE
Bas = AR R S AR - EAR N EE TR o MBS AR e - H
W EERASEERE » IR a4 o

%R

(—) ~ HIERX (Measurement Model )

AEHZE SRS (it &tFEy ~ T batertbik) - TR B o a R RS
W75 B M ERSMRINRE ) EEEER ISR E TR o BREtERR
(confirmatory factor analysis) F5HREET > il @HtETF) AR SFES 91, 918 84
KB BRI TEETE » 15%8|Cronbach” s alphafS 86 » ILEFRIT—{EHIE
fet® (indicator) KITiAHE—{EB/EIE (latent variable) » HandB Nit€rfitéifl
i it e s ) ARSEARER PR 82, .73, 520U 84 » AW FEEI It ERE
FTHEEE » 5% Cronbach’ s alphats 72 » ILEFRAIYERIEIEE (indicator) RIMAH
B —{ETEAEEIE (latent variable) - Hip @5 (Al baterbi#k)  TEELEHS A
ERATIEEERS ) RZABTHEES 73, 76, .80 » AHAHHE I EFSETERRTE

— 125 —



fE AR E AT A M E EHRP 29 M-RE 97 F 6 A

185 Cronbach” s alphas; 64 > ILERAI=(EHIESZE (indicator) KIMIARE—{EETEE
T8 (latent variable) ° HnS MEUCSHESAIS M ERNGEEANS) B TEREM
TEE W KSite PSR SRessEy res—2) 847 [EReiie) TE
R~ FR - BE - ARR - BT B FAVER /MR RIS TR —RL HEYr o
FEEBIEE (Forbes & Frederick, 2008) G THOEN) LUk TREERLCAOMIIERALL AnLL
&5 R ARG EESRRERSE - i TEREe R & TARERLEL
SRR o b FHERAOTER ) RIS rEiseE ) o TERETLSE
HIEMAE ) IR ERERRIE 83, .82, 83,.83,.80, .89, 78 (EEIRE » 15F]
Cronbach’ s alpha= 92 » THL-EAEEIRIERE (indicator) ERITIALRL —(EVETERTE (latent
variable) ©

(Z) ~ SR FER OISR (Structural Equation Modeling Results)
ARget » [EER (hypothesized model) EEIMESE (HWEREE g
HEEF - 1A it e R L R B S M A RSN ) TR EE (AR
T IS L MIER AT ) DS R (BaEE) - HEARAh&EH
2 R R RS ¢« (1) FFFEPATAASM B LR TR ERR
Bf%) ROEESEREA IO R AR (S EEEE e - SE RN
e~ SR B R RN S M AR RS - i SR i &L
W ~ it ST BT S T FRTE R A ~ [A Lit e R R S M A
BAEREAT) ¢ (2) BARKBEREHEEREE - e - [ it d ik
BB A AR S BT E R ARSI MR (EEAEHR
T BT L MIER NS ) ¢ R - EAp S RRIRI R BRR LA B A R SeT
(3) BAEABERZHEHARSMOTEE (RSN RE e E S
HRMARE) SvELESER > HREMFRLUERFr GERE) -
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EREREY

HBHRATRE

=
=

' HRER LIS
A

e E

Bl A XEAHBEEAMARENBEREAPEIBERALEE

KIFZeeHEHREBER (hypothesized model) FEEfTREE MM » HAG R
H s BRI AUMHRREC S SIS B RIFHIE ST (goodness of fit)  BIFEMEI R
(NC) =322 (NC< 5) ~ HEGMACHEIGE (CFI) = 94 (CFI 2 90) BRI
([EBET IR (RMSEA) = 06 (/112 .05 082f) o (HEMYM ST M
FRtErHE ) DR T BT S M BRI AR ) B I TSR AN
B ZHERIRARERIET B K YE - AR RN T bt et B T
I BT S A A RN ) RHESIEE TR RRE ) Z MR R R A
& (path) £FR > HmE R —ER R (alternative model) ° AFHFEEHEIEHUER
(alternative model) JEFTHEIE HTHRIMT - B HAGEMEH RS RiFrY
A (goodness of fit) » HAFHREIEST (NC) =322 (NCL 5) -~ HEBMAGEIEE
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(CFI) = 94 (CFI Z 90) RFHALHERZF SR (RMSEA) = 06 (MM 052
08Z[H])

KRBS-ETHE AU (critical values of chi-square) * BAdF=2, AX* = 599147 AT
OSEEEKHET » B UERRNEHRRAERRERE » MAMFE Adf=2, AX =637 B
TERBER NG BEAEAE 1 &2 AR (parsimony principle) 7#
3« ERRIERE EA FEEAORRE I > BT (Kline, 2005)  2A3 E3it
EEE » RGeS AR B T e R A e R SR R E B A B E
2 FEIRIRRR -

(R E RSB MBI 2 FRIFERASEE - B EEeBct &ltd =
53, p<.001) ~ BESERIEHES &K (r=14, p<01) ~ HEEEEHEER
I BT M S BB A (r=.15, p<01) ~ it E@itFEm Lt g (r=21,p
<.001) - ErHtTFELEI L S M A RTEAEANS (r=25,p <.001) ~ A LitE
BB BT S M S B ANA (r=35, p<.001) Z[EBIEEAERE » HEHET
FRUBEZ K YE o ARty BEE T MEE R R RRRRE - SRREEER (8=
.50, p < .001) EFTERISZEHEEIEINRE Mt e#tiT (8= 20, p<.001) Hi
TE[ATH a2 ST R RS 5 (H 5 it &t s R SR 2 A R R A
REEHE TR RS 2[R B E R R - HX - SHEEEER (5= 31,
p<.001) ~itEHEF (B=231, p<.001) ~ [ LitErEE (8= 28, p<.001) hHzHBE
BME RGNS (B=.14, p<.01) ARIERMTERISZEAEEHTER LN
T o I » AT — Rk S -

A — S T 2 3% B R AN LU 52 38 IR LA PR AN
B B 2 fE0IRE R - SRS E B AR At ER L S R (8
—-10, p<.001) - TisZEHE BT LIy R AA R HI st P Hoe 5 S (8 =
70, p<.001) ° KREFFERER —BELR -

BT S > WA TRRTEMESE (SIEE RIS - ite#td bt d
Hss L R I S S B R ANR) ATLIRE512% (R =51) SZahE Bk L
SRS Y B RE  SMESET S 1S BB G AT R T U 1806

(R? = 18) ZIHEEIEIRME SRR - FrE/ESE (ST EREE - el
5 - i) e s R S M A RN A ) R (AR
B SR LIS TE A AN ) AT S BIE51% (R =51) HBEE GERE
2) °
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ST BB o
\ R Square = .18

B BRI~ R

- 10 ***

R Square = .51

¥55 B X

BB B LY
BRI TR

R Square = .51

(v bl b

"«
\ B4 5 4 P
BRSPS

i : 1 F/1l (Chi-Square) =512.567 : HHE (df) =159,p<.001 : NC= 322
2 ~ HOsHRGETERE (CF1) =94

3~ BEFEDUERZES 7R (RMSEA) = .06

4~RFp <05 KFp<o1;{Fp<.001

B2: kALAHALRAH TR EO RN R EFESERRBEFTHREATH

=}
E?"v‘ﬂﬂ

AR+ 5 B AU TERlG B 2 K284 ¥ B IRE M NRE Z HRIR R R
% o s REET  BEERH (BMI) RHEHZABEHBRIMEE (Rl
ST DINITERGT ) WIREEEIE (8= 31, p<.001) - ENSMEEEEEAEE &
ERReS AmEM (BB LIINIENT) BEMNRE < BRI RIREAE
Jones et al. (2004) ~ Shroff & Thompson (2004) LURAKERR ~ #5k (2000) ZFEHTAHE
R A Y BIEMKENZHE » R R SREERE S L SR AR
HHHE LIS (FIANTFE ~ KRR - 7)) EETNmE N -

AT S B E BB S —EEERIRE - SBE BB E Mt TEHZE]
TREBER ARSI BRI FIRHE (8=- 50, p<.001) - AISHEEHEREH
fimE > HHRESHREERE - HEERETRERSHE RS EE (fBE
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MRS - HEERREIG S b S E BIEEIRE (FEgEE) & (BiR=
2006) - Mt KSR ERER KR - SLEXSEIRERY - S EEREERI%
% EAFHEE LA s i » R AR SRS BB s A > BIE R
e AR R R -

K ARREEESIE » it SRR E L KL R RE &SR
(B=20, p<.001) : itEHtFFtEFERIZCAE A B LI NRET A /18
(B=231, p<.001) » 2T KEAZEEM - KEME (FIE0ARE ~ WABHE) FH

MR - ke e RS (EERER LRI LIOMEL) MRS
B o BRI TS R A LB SEEH—2L (Keery, Boutelle, van den Berg, &
Thompson, 2005) » tHEAFTEE B BFHARHMEREAH EITEFE - Mead (1934) HIRFZERTE
H o {E A B A HBI e T S EAGEERE  fi5 2 MAHEERAER 0 AH
AN T E B & B RS e S AR ERRRRER » W B DU R A h (ft) A
B IRIEHE o

it et T Fr LS e KEBAER B HRE M (EEREELURMIER LI HTEL)
EREEREE - thlRERIEASE AR E B SRR - REREIIRFEEEYIRIE
1% o FTERIEHZCENZEE (Gemer & Wilson, 2005) » {[E A FTRELLEE R SLE SRR
FO NS () RUHLEE - FHETR M (M) B ETRAJEME ; MBS > HE
REAESE » RS EREARIRAE] (Lazardfeld, Berelson, & Gaudet, 1946) > —
(B A B BIELT A E EFrRAIEEEE - o LUE AR EHBIURCR - (& thEEnt eriflaT el
E—E A S H e B EE TR -

M Fit i th RS KRBA R IR AW (R BRIETLOMIERGL) ANim
EREESIE (8= 28,p<.001) ° WABERGFERG MEM CETHE (B
B b)) o S _E LS R R A (R BT LIMERGL) BE
T o AFBessenoff (2006) FREfTRURFFEEEH—1% » 1 L HERZE (A B B
BMANHENEESE - i S EELE S R - EE B B IR
Hoit &t (248 > 2003) » LR R e ERBIISEE R M E Tt &t
# (Bornholt, 1999) HUBSET » oM EETS H CRIS ML S Tt & LLi - ik
EHDEREE RS AN it € LA RBIERFE (Suls & Mullen, 1982) » BEAH T
HAPEESH 2 KA BIRER 5 LIE TR B P A AT » 7EAR e Lot & e e
i KB TNE SRS IRE - SirFEESBEEC AR I BRI (Rl
EHRES IGMEERA ) BEIANRE o
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B ST S M E RN S R a2 S E A (R AMBELL
SNTER() AEENIEIES — (B=14, p<01) » BRI REE RIFHAR TR
BT AR > AeEE () WeE  ARSHAERSM (Rl
SR LIRSS © Hamilton, Mintz, & Kashubeck-West (2007) LA+
(A L B S TR e Y Aot e SR S T E RN A2 - &
AL O I A B e b AR BE R TR T B TS M RN
MREHEZ (2005) FIFFEESER - SR IHESHEMS M IBR 2B RE RN
P > S (RS AR SR SRR ST B TRIEREAT N o 2SS
FE R REIREA B P T F TS SR AR

AT U BARA B 5 TR Y B PO 7 B B M R T A 1 o T R P 38
3 > 037 RSB LS o (BRI LR (Cultivation Theory) 53R » 48
T LR > e A DU B A R R AT F R A — BRI
B MEY > SRS VUSRS TR E B MRS - — BRI AR
BRI NI > ES SR e S P2 AT 2IRAIRRT » MDUEVER A A 5E2
B YA EIERE o 0] RS LR MEE A R R N A R AN E - thelE
I SRR RIAE -

AIFE R BIN  ZHEHERSM (R RERERUIMIEAL) FITmE
Wi G B TERIBE R (B =70, p <.001) » AIFAFHEEBRIMIFERRFFCLE -
A DB IR I g SRR VR o AFZe RIS FER AR FeRE R - SR —
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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-Yi Lu"

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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