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A A ERH(body dissatisfaction)o] & AFA19] Al
A, Aol 3k A2 Aluet 7S on)dk
tHGrogan, 2007). RAEAF(2018)2] ZAl] u}
2d TS 7R S st ofEe]
304%7F AFale] Aol tigk e=rd 2|75 Ko
= Ao® Uitk o d7FR5(2016) 9] ZAtellA
= 194 ]/\L A%o]oq/\{/] U= AARE H] ulx] ]
gow oty k= Aaprl Had wh Q)
w3k Al A5l ARl AlAle] tia] ERk:
289 et A2 g &3 F Aew Hl
thDe Castro & Goldstein, 1995). ©]#]3+ AlA&
T Ao A e FEE FAEA g
1] Z1t}. Leon, Fulkerson, Perry$} Cudeck(1993)ell
waw oS glo} AAETEL B8 Al
A Ao, WAl FejE vepdth w4
AL o] &35 2 A EF
Fasls Aoz 4R I thPaxton, Neumark-
Sztaine, Hannan, & Eisenberg, 2006). 53] YA+
thshell el o=} thsAye] A=
Fom, oAz} gigtgo] b A4S A
S HSItKHEdman, Yates, Aruguete, & DeBord,
2005). 5, AAEREI AR A4 o] &

@ﬂ%ﬂ% 2o AauNA

o
T

)\1
Tk 4o

fﬁoﬂ =, 9
K=ol gisk Q1A A2 H '%k(cogmtlve processing
bias)> ©gFeH Fele] A EAE fdele
Aoz deA ArkBeck, Emery, & Greenberg,
1985; Williams, Mathews, & MacLeod, 1996). ¢l
Az el gFolgk oA Foixl vkt A=+
2= digk Ak JAH AYAAS ov|

sul, ol AAA AR fushn fAsH:

Z
-

s

T3 q9ow  d#x  JrHMathews &
MacLeod, 2002). o]o] SIT-AF=L o1x)x] 2|3} <]
H3FS WAt x84 ¢ S R 21X

A=A (cognitive bias modification) ATE A

259t HAmir & Taylor, 2012  Bowler,
Mackintosh, Dunn, Mathews, Dagleish, &
Hoppitt, 2012; Heeren, Reese, McNally, &

Philippot, 2012). A|S7FA ¢1XH
o7
bias)®] 85 F83 ZEE staL
Sharpe, 2017).

o T FojHgkel thgt MY HHAQl QA
AAE wAgetr] 3 Aot} QIzke
Ae AAHEY =7
FAE Atk w271 FAAE ¢
o] AFE oA g JRlelAl o] A H
Ao WA Aedow FoZ dgsiA 3t}
(Hofmann & Dibartolo, 2014). ©] Z}AelA <17k
< Y] A55 FollA ALdA ofn drkal A
Zhehs tidel dgHew x7] o8 &
(Mathews & Mackintosh, 1998) olefgh J’]'Xo ol "1
FojH ko] WAsh B A

dee e e A ) S

YL T2
A 3K attention bias)¥ 341 #H SK(interpretation

At Jones &

oz Asti ¢ Ii‘r(Pme et al, 2005). 1¥E
olgfgt FojARS TN FF HEHAl
AR A 2] 27d ol o‘”%% ulE 4= 9l

FAES A JYeAe dubyoe=

A HARA(dot-probe  task)7F 8531 9ok

(Beard, Sawyer, & Hofmann, 2012). ©] }A]ol| A

= 7 R e A= S @A @At

= AAEE H ool AR HIEAS
A(d

91700] A&HOZ H(dotkE ANHel AT ol
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HERS0 Cieh Fol=80] A SSRGS 0x

02
o

[
=

Al FoE YA FEstHHeeren et 2 Al3lol|l 7]ojgttl= Aot Trampe, Stapel, &
al, 2012). o] FAS F8 FAA= 1}574494i Siero, 2007).
e FoE ARA AN HREA % H}‘ﬂoﬂ AAERRO] =8 AlgEo] AT
HE vRgoRy o] siEe AdE °é7ﬂ Aol FojHEFS HOIth= ATAY oA
&&= Aol tiﬂf&D}(Gao et al, 2011; Gao et al, 2014;
ol Mo g Fo|HeES At FA49l & Rosser, Moss, & Rumsey, 2010). o] Zx}ol] tf
d 5 A8A 8345 veEodgs A9 b & daee e 3 AsS w3 29
s Aoflol]l 480 gtHAllen, Mulgrew, Rune, (assimilation effect)& f-4tsle] AlAETHEd] o
& Allen, 2018 De Voogd, Wiers, Prins, & &2 n|xlthal 235431 JtHJansen & de Vries,
Salemink, 2014; McNally, Enock, Tsai, &  2002).
Tousian, 2013). AAETE s oz 7l AAERS ko] FolHFS FAE] 93
g APAFoAE o] Hdo] 54 F A A= aBddA Folo] _?46]3%_4,0]1:1 L2 "‘?—910] 9
o FoHEs Hvhs Mo WEAWA  FAHo|A A7t W
(Altabe, Wood, Herbozo, & Thompson, 2004;  g-olAs AA|ERE koA TJriﬂ% a4 2
Chen & Jackson, 2005; Hewig et al., 2008), 72 = a8|a AAF @
Aol £4E& B T M Am ZRI 2ZA FARG giidoldhs AW At Bl

o
-
&
o
-
2L
j=|
—
2
o2

o F ool A|7]= Ak w9l Aotk

O % ETtekal, FojHdTAS e AlA AFAF FA(valence)oll wE YHAFA] K
EUESS AaATAA) sk At ARSIl @ A7 Ak Ald AAETS ATt wdkE
a1 ol T HFE AGAREllA AlAlERESO]  EAlE ofdth ARSIESHE ] Hds oo o
=2 AS Yoz 3 Fo e A4 A Mansell, Clark, Ehlers®} Chen(1999)2] 1ol A]
T AFE A A Ao 791% Aoz B = B M AFo] PHolglr|Hths A
Hi=g AEE 7 A5 AA7E ol5elAl H@ A oleh=

& 59, HFFHEA (eye-tracker) 2> AWE BHASP|E SFSTh

EAMAIE F8S A dAFtellA AAETS A olgl A7+ AL AAERE Ao AEA

T FofRbse] AAFT #HH Aol FHETFS  ARY, AT HH A5 1 HAo| AAglel A
HRIth= A7A%E Bk vf QtHCho & Lee, = A7} AAEWS| 7|osh= A@A=Y 7}
2013; Glauert, Rhodes, Fink, & Grammer, 2010; &4 AJALet)h wbd A&y #3A gl A=
Onden-Lim, Wu, & Grisham, 2012). °I5 74 WHEAS, 5 SHAT= & 5 Jluk oo &
58 Al3)H]ato] E(social comparison theory) 22 Aol ME Ao e FYPA=olgta &
ol#l Fis Adata rk & AT B A= e vAlT B ASE AREslh 2o F
& AR ARHIILE fdste] AAEREERS] 4] o HAlF dE Al sk AAlEREERe
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: 2
S Ao JHAEYTH Aog F 23] AA AAEAAAE &S

Tk 2 AFoA e AlZFEAN A (visual search T HIA AAE At o)F E8 AT
task) & &-&3te] FRFT F4 AAE APsta, w25 1 HA WAfle] AAETES
oo W AAETERe WsE sls) izt fAg ATl fAdASolge He AT

skt Az bl 71 A FARRAlel W] shanak skl Srefan, wiAlE dE A v
d FEe APAST SolM A7 FolArt ng § AFoEA AARNS i 9FS v
TEHOE WY A FAE @I 9L Zolgal FMEITE vt Fo7t fiegl
th= ofzlo] EAsty, AAl APYATolME AFE] A9 Sl uhel HAdEolA e Wt vt
= A2 BAHE AR AR I d AUA ERlejnazt 5l

(DeVoogd et al., 2014). WetA £ A= A

T ¥ oAt HAT B dojrss & oy

&3 A AFAAS At ofdl whE Feold

S FAske AAE sl of O A

F7HHCR Fo7t FEE ASe] £ u}

debd A4 deolre] Wsph vehdb=A 0 @4 ) it Alsk £ oz giske)A
AolA Ele) warat solnt shukehd, A% 619o] AFe] Folaidth FE geka 287} o
T AAENS A S ollsle e Aeke] g3 1Y 5 & 39S A9]d
dl F23k ¥l & shol7] miEoltt & 501, WS BAdoR stk AT #dAE AA
A TS sl A 3 g dof FolfEAwn = 19), HAF 2
= AeR dEA SlthStce &  wo] FolfEAwHn = 20), WAT B do] F

Shaw, 2002). T3 AATRET FAGH A4 ol gmdein = 1900 47F 54 gl of |

7
Qall, o]9E, 2014 A1, w718 011). 18] AF #E o] FoJorHet 3

TolEL 22684
Smith¢} Rieger(2009)= LE& &A= T2 (5p = 1.8), A5 o o] Fosmfut
T e o

S =T Adeld A4 djgle] wske Sl 22154|(SD = 256), zE]al HIA -
vh ek ofell & ATl Fo7t FEE A o gmAde 21264(SD = 1209 A8 Ao
4o w}a} A solA e s veRd Al
A gola|w Al shgict,

T, 2 AelA= AT FARES A

e

AHe FefAt= H}\MT:I' F(255) = 251, ns.
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HISA=0Il et

Zo|=K0] pH[E

=0} AR S0l O[R|= S&t

AP eGrEA]. AAENES S48
3Fo] Cooper, Taylor, Cooper®} Fairbum(1987)9]
AMetal =97, 183H05) 0] o2 jIQhsh
3 B7HAE ARSI 32
Fgog TAEYoH 64 Likert 2=(1~6%)2
SHIEE Ho] Utk =97, AEEH05)0] B
o WA FAEE BHoH, E ATl

AR SAA7|oA oo} fARGH
Fo7 ‘JrE}‘iiDP(Cronbach sa=.9~9%).
A 005)°] W=
of g -‘r:‘ﬁ%(l4~847ﬁ) o] g e
¥(6~36%), TEAY 2~12%), 1 AFE
FA0~60%) ] 4714 8Rlew =] 9tk 4
78Rl T WARA = E Ao e
EZEWN7] 19 AFd a = 29, A7) 19] AR o=
50, A71 29 AR a = 17, 28] A1) 29] AL
T a = 1= AQfstar YA gQls #AJel AL
B3tk

e o

5101"“:} O}X]“} Oq‘TLOﬂ
2a9e] giEs 2l ﬁVéZH od:rL 7o
1ZHe arejste] o]& A 15V o R g5t
Fack

B oz AT = ‘H]U]—

\l

oZi
ol

=

a8 AN FARA HE APl 3o
gk Ao M dEE A7) flske] Watson,
Clark¥} Tellegen(1988)°] 7W¥3t Positive Affect
and Negative Affect Schedule(PANAS)S vl%
A, o]m(2016)7F ElEE wekstel EEksh
Sy AAGA BRAGAHE(K-PANAS)E At

g9tk 48 A% 11 4N 74 10894
waro Ao} 9lon 54 Likert 2W(1~
S SHAES ol vk v, o)n]

(20167} Bk WA X =e 8lojlen H
ArN= ok fARE FEoR YERdT
(Cronbach’s a = .83~.87).

Al &

Al S| HHH

o=

l]9_

49 A3

Aol AT ol AT HETIUAAT
Bwolg, 1990004 EAlel BARlel AAF w

01 A ©ol, )AL HiAlE dolE 247 5670
%= 168712 &3l Udxdo g ol &
%o A olF el Az AFH

AR AES AT

Aeleta Aatabg Asa 9ol 168709 &
olo] ool dis} HAsw=E AAFYE 113
Likert #=9] oWE3tH (05 AAF @, 5
A wAlT dol, 103 FAT dohE ATt
dolo] ouE FAHEES oItk 1 Ay, AT
ol F 754 o)Ak AAE wo] 254 o}

Hl A% ©o] 45~55%0] ajdsle do] A4
Adasinh ol Eaf 24 WFER 3T A5S
T3+

npA ko 2 ko] 7] ko] 3] o ml il AL (A]

Bt 0040l A B W2 dofA=39
ARERIES HE AR EAlstalh BE
ofg] A e 3edR sl sdaislon
7] e el WA wol(dl, A9, 1
T woj(el, Zvke), Eia AT dol(d,

_4 z

F_,

 ¥395] -



)] A= ANEE 7 Wl
staich HFAom e
ol AAeF T

AAEES W7kelr] Sl AlsellA dvlishs
oAl 1aE HAHRg T 1344keal, B
89g)9} AEH AW & 100kcal, FF 10g)E
ARgSIITE o] 7 ks 2279 Alestat A-ut
Ab 3 SRtk Al e B A

& 2} AswE fAR

2 15704 74
A9 A dele ¥

4943

A 0}71 Sl ‘WZH Bl
AAF 2rs "eb] A% Aol
Ak A3 %O%x}ﬂ a43d4

A3 Aol nhe

= =1
o QI ool H%%-%i‘éﬁ

-
=L

l
o]

0
o
ot

to  wlo

Ao 4495 WA Sel iR

‘-”ﬂ?ﬂ ‘TJrZPoﬂ oigk s g a7k 2

~
4]

r

clo] w2 RS AFsAL BE 7] 49
Wi BYA TR, AF RS}

B, FolRpell Al A5dv(debriefing) S Al
ek AT 28X 3]7] W oF 40~45%-0]
Atk 2 A AR iypﬁ v 52

2] 0] 9) 4 3] (Institutional Review Board)?] %<1<

e 5 Adsigln
Y ZA

AHL PsychoPy v1.85.62 o]&3le] F+3&ts]
UHPeirce, 2007). Zolxl= dajo] wha} AP 24
A5 2de F, o] Add AP 3
AE WaPsh FullHD LED 15913 37(1920
x 1080)°l] AF=+S A5t vleAE B wrest
Al e

A= AA

360° pell T7He] ol A& FA
Aol AAERATE i}lﬂ Ao 7R w3 7
ol Tl wolg Fagow Hﬂﬂé}‘ﬁy AN
= RS0 HL}X]% 450 A(pixeDd] € FEE
R E FL). AAEE wole] 7] LIk 45

T
Bz Qgspl 4xsn Teln 7 ol %

2
o
at
offl

2o 45 TA wx29] 98 I8 AT Hoxlo
A3 nhe2 28 WS frEskgith 7 AlF

Zb do] A=) AN YR

W EANS EAE T
A9 d= ten 2} 7 Ae 8 gAR

et 71er Feke] o] 6705 sAlol AAlete

EARGS Fob FYetus PASNAT. dF 5

s500) W3S Fol
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HEX20| Cist Z=0)4M0| AFE0IEED} MAIBI=0| D|X|= et

of, HAF A= AukelAE FAAF vy 1], A Asta AL 9 IS HAe 5 Bl sk
A% wol N, 23 vAF o] IS AAE B WkE Ao et AAEktE A=

Feh A FgAt HAlF ol o} Y3} Sg# AlFEAeH, Ao AA AX|(F/
T5 AAfetelon, Ad wkE Alout v AlE Folxmiey 7 3pdEE st
or AP F JEE TS TSItk (counterbalancing)dtSitE EE 3]7]0M EdE
A3 o] wE Fojzte] FRLEE ZRbste] WA ow Xsigith
RE 3AE 27| EA2A(self-phased) &2 A
A&t AzEN

= A FAle] Al digh oAl 19 19
AT Mo dAsAlE glo] g 37 3 7Mas ASs7] flEl IBM SPSS Statistics
363 (1590 x 253] Wk At o, 5 2103 Python 2711 EfelXElE]  Matplotlib
ol A ZbeAbA] FoeAdA oA A3 Al (Hunter, 2007)S AHESIALE o1& B8 AT A
2L A = deE o2 Haekdt. 55 At AlZsslelt
B AFME et 2 2AS AAERT
A, BE AR s vHESA BAREA
(repeated measures of ANOVA)S AA&ksich
WS BARAS R FEY 52 A
T7F fresivta wad o, A9s]r] o Jd
Fozke] zEan FHd W zpelE Flshr] el
F7Ho R AJAEA A (one-way ANOVA)¥}
8% 174 (paired ttest)S AAISFATE

57

o
rir

99537}

AT FoiRte] AodEs s s A
of e o FVE eTele RS AT
9, 7 7 SR AR AAEATE A
g At ALHF S AlEstl, o5
@F % FHE A ARSI FeARlA A

- ¥3971 -



53]

= ! Aele] HET BEEA

AZ1 T AR A7 AR AI7T 2 AR A7) 2 AR
R 8% 560 4370 2%
S T (12.49) (1421) (11.90) (1278)
o 1265 1300 1285 1290
BSQ wZo] og Foig
(434) (494) (459 (490)
T FA 2715 %50 2640 %%
A By
(n = 20) ) 963) 913 926)
%30 2360 2640 %575
A4
58 629) (534) 617)
K-PANAS
} %25 2420 2480 21%
PEPR
®11) 851) 83 851)
] 3989 3768 4047 3947
Blnke] e Fele
(1261) (112 (139) (13.00)
0 ol ti el 1158 116 1179 1153
T e (479 (459) 4 (46)
AAFEAZ Aok ) 2311 2189 2300 2184
A Eut
(7= 19) 959) 9.36) (1054) 925)
237 2% 2437 2%
PR
(425) 391) 574) 671
K-PANAS
s 2316 258 2026 19%
e ©9.17) (9.14) 9.75) 959
. 4684 4621 4800 14647
(1163 (1351) (1260) (1345)
o 1284 1300 1289 13%
e
BSQ 52 (522) 617 48
nAFA= ek ) 7% %231 2858 2374
A Bt
(n-=19 (769) (833) 832 82)
2500 2474 2379 2374
47 4A
75) 6.14) 643 662)
K-PANAS
) 2179 2174 1989 1968
RAA
813 ©08) 632 6834)
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HSA=0| Cieh 20|80 MASTSL YaRISH 0Xl= gt

ZF Rl g FolAse] AF 135]7] AR
AAETE FFe] ol g Afole yERA] edsk
, F1250) = 160, ns. A3 13]7] AP AlA|ERE
= 7 skl adelME Fofulgh Aol= glsl
CHEE ps > 17). A% 13]7] Abd BAAA
frejulgk apolzt gl Ao w Yetom, M25)

= 153, ns, AR FAAANME fefngh Afo]
0

Fojzte] AlAETNS sh9jacle] WskE g}l
at7] 8l 3(HD) x ASAHAI]) wESA At
S AABIITHE 2). AFEY s9eUds
A Ay AlzEe] FEWE frofd e o
Elytom A3 165) = 612, p = 001, Al
ool Ao aa 9A] Fofd slow yehbt
F6, 165) = 366, p = 002, ‘vt th3t Fo8
el gk TR shelaRls EAe Ay B
© FaY 9 g ave fosA @4 A
o2 YEPITHEE ps > 17).

E 2 BY APIY HYEore gt xFEHA

AT AL ATl2 A2
AR AF AR AR
2715 26.50 26.40 26.%
9.02) (963) 9.13) (9.26)
2311 21.89 23.00 21.84
9.17) 9.36) (1054) (9.25)

2195 26.84 2858 2374
(7.89) (833) (832 (822)

BAFA

AASA=

HIA T A=

HolAe] HAE Wk A e
glste] 2AER) x HHD x 2AATDe W
27 BN ANSETHE ). 1 Ak AY
a3l

% A aeln ndw AR o|E frold

£ Sl
B2k Aol 2 GE ) AolE Halsb) 98 F
7Hel B4e A gk

]I
"o
M

ol
>
)
i)
o oY
oy
i
20
ol
A
rlj
=
Ho
1o
ok
R
o

35X APIY DX} M|2ke| Honh ZEHEAL (22 gram)
HBAFA= At (n = 20) AANTA= At (n = 19) B AlSA= At (n = 19)
A7l 1 A7) 2 A7l 1 A7) 2 Al71 1 A7) 2
A2t 6.37 6.63 571 590 747 574
B697) (5.37) (4.81) (3.46) (11.17) (4.05)
P 5.16 5.63 4.24 4.33 7% 6.79
(367) (3.18) (4.46) (2.83) (5.69) (4.16)

%3991 -



way ANOVA)S AASHTE 4He] S A]7]o) A
A B JuAit Aol B folshA| e

Ao YERJITHEE s > 18).

e ARl fojulg sl
7 vpeReA S91sb] e 4, A el 99
WEEY RARNS AART 1 A AAF
ol TR AT w0l T
oA A31e]

s AL F UAHELE s > 12, H

24 A7) 3

11&

R S V1S A 2.
71 1 AH- A7) 2 AR mgBate] Gojn]gk 7t
27b UEREom, (18) = 372, p = 002, ‘A7) 2
A = A7) 2 AR el e Rl

Aok «18) = 595, p = .001.

o
PA

—

-

A1 44 A7 Az A7z A3 2712 A%

J8 2 AlZof| whE M BASE e MEsnt

T p< .01 p< .00L

Aojae] ARAAe} AHAe] Wk fof
BE lal] 8] wEEY RS A
SFATHE 49} E 5). 3R x ASAHA7])e] 6
BZg BARNS AN 4% BE F f3)
NBAG T O e Aom e
(2= ps > .16).

E 4 Y A7 BY™YMe "HAnl zFHAt
A1 AL A2 A2
I . - I =
N 25.25 24.20 24.80 2495
T g1y s5) 683 65D
Adeqn  BI6 2B 0% 195
T 91 91 9B 959
P e 21.79 21.74 19.89 19.68
TR 00 632 (68D

E 5 Y A7I¥ 2H™YMe "Bl zFHAt
711 AL A2 ATl
I . I =
I 25.30 23.60 26.40 25.75
HIRAS e 6m 63 61D
AR ER D 22.37 2295 24.37 25.75
! (4.25) (391) (5.74) 6.17)
Wazgs B0 AW BH B
ST B 614 64 (682

= 9

B AFME AT B A=o] I Aol
Aglel @AToRAM o4 thEES] AR
ko S mA =R Belstaal sk o
Bol HIAIT A5E HE A=o2A AAET
% 7haol 9% WA 5 A wrd



HER=0 Ciet Fol=80] UAMSUED QS0 0ixl= get

F7HcE bl AaEelAe] Wt vek s AAERESe] Wl ks = A2 oY

g AR s Btk 2 Ao F8 Aufe} = A BTt

AAP S TR 2 Allen 5(2018) g #& A=l digk
AR, AT HE AFE LS4 Aol A 93]F] daE AAlste] AAENE HAERE

AETEd JFs vAE 8909S FIT + 4S5 ub Stk sHRE AFAES AT #
ATk AE Ao Fort ddEE AF Ay vAF #E A= dEidE A &

o]
AN
e A=) Ao dig] dAE A e Ay o MY AFES BFSA] EJhe Ao
S HuEtHCho & Lee, 2013; Gao et al, UATE ool whal o]H A-folME FAT A=,
2011; Gao et al, 2014; Glavert, 2010; Onden-Lim  AAZF A=, 28] HAZE A& 2=l thgk 5

et al, 2012, Rosser et al., 2010). oJell x5 o5 Has WStz HoA] Madte}
d A5 AAF #H ASS B %@Z}%_‘l = O ApEAe] Sl ol& Fa HAlE B
BA AAERS fAC FES mAE 8dY AFo] AAETE ki s v Ut
7FsAdol g, ol HAFT FavE Atk 1 = AE ERIET:
A}, AF TE AT 2 A BAgle] A A QAAAQD FR el FoJH ek Al &Rt
EES AN AEYS 9 Atk F 3] A AE IR 458 ¢ 9
=4, vAlE T A=o] AAENSS A vk Williamson, White, York-Crowe$} Stewart
715 AFolehe A& FRIEIh & A7 2 (00)E FAHA A=A o] A HES fus)
I HAT A=l FE FES el ARE L old wt AAlERERe] yYepdteE s &
I ko] FEAEEIE SRle = ATk AP SJsisith it ofuEl, FAAHQ] A =Ae] F
AR vl Ay vAlE Aol FoE5 g 9, 719, 2o s el S mA AlA
HaollA AAERRSe] fojdk A a9E g9l H A HE due] FASAR] EAE
g Uk ol HAFATe] AAENES FoldtHHargreaves & Tiggermann, 2002a). L
WAL e AFYE gty wbE A gar BASAR] 1A A2 @AdstEo] F9,
of Fadet oo AeAg ade FoskA 719, 2ejal sjdelgte AA A AAe] A
Atk = ] AR ®sE Al Evke] W 3RS op|dtkal dEA] drk(Williamson et al,

gt }
slol S # 7o) ohle, of| uel HE 2004, ol ATNE AXBF sl Felol

A7k AR gHe] dRe F e ohehs o 2L wRA AT Foie FoE 49
oI ol A AT W WATA  EAATA Fmslel A A A
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The Effects of Attention Bias Modification
on Body Dissatisfaction and Dietary Pattern
Using Weight—Related Stimuli

KyungHo Lee Jong-Ho Nam Jae—~Won Yang
Department of Psychology
The Catholic University of Korea

The purpose of this study was to investigate if weight-related stimuli had a negative effect
on body dissatisfaction levels, and if attentional modification to non-weight-related stimuli
could attenuate body dissatisfaction levels. Sixty-one female college students were randomly
assigned to a fat word attention-inducing group, a thin word attention-inducing group, and a
non-weight word attention-inducing group. We provided a modified visual search task (e,
attention bias modification [ABM] programs) for two sessions at one-week intervals. We also
assessed body dissatisfaction levels, affective states, and dietary patterns at pre- and post—
session times during the ABM procedure. Only the non-weight word attention-inducing group
showed significant reductions in body dissatisfaction but they did not show any changes in
affective states and dietary patterns. Participants in the other groups did not show any
changes. Results suggest that the non-weight word stimuli could be a non-threatening factor
and that inducing attention toward the non-weight words could reduce body dissatisfaction.
Implications, limitations, and future directions are discussed.

Keywords: body dissatistaction, attention bias, attention bhias modification, weight stinuili,
non-veight-related stimuli
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