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Abstract

As a specific form of perfectionism, physical appearance perfectionism has a significant impact on
the mental health and cognition of contemporary youth. To explore the attention bias of female col-
lege students with physical appearance perfectionism towards physical appearance images and un-
derstand the impact of physical appearance perfectionism on cognition processes, we recruited 30
female college students and got their level of physical appearance perfectionism and the attention
bias towards physical appearance images through dot-probe task and physical appearance perfec-
tionism questionnaire. The main findings are as follows: Female college students tend to avoid pay-
ing attention to physical appearance images, whether they like or dislike the physical appearance
in the images; The physical appearance perfectionism scale total score negatively predicts atten-
tional orientation to physical appearance images they like, which indicates that female college stu-
dents who have a higher degree of physical appearance perfectionism have a lower attention orien-
tation towards physical appearance pictures they like; Female college students with higher levels
of physical appearance perfectionism tend to prefer slender figures.
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1. 518

B 7 ELICI (0 R AN 2 A, FRATAMEAE AL A AR R B e 2 BN, PRI A2 52 Bk 25
oy FEEHFE T AMRNEN T NS R M52, (R = A 56 26 X PR A4 O BRRES . 5838 3 ]
PLOY AR 535 32 SRR S 3 5 S, R 58 38 3 UM AMARTE AR 5 S5 AN SUSGET R A o R AR R
TESA T HGE SR 5636 o« RiE 5635 F AR RAE R LRy @ U (0 TAE . %22 AhR)FEA mibn A e ag
BER,  MIE AR TH AT BRI B4 HG o 563 1 SOM/ME AR TR A B EER M, s B 5e 36 32 L E MR
AR S R IAA R R R (AR, 2024; W HA%, 2024).

U5 amERNWINRIEE, SR TS A BRI RMIER, IRTEEE N, Xk
563 UAEMASTAMIATE G E R I RARRIL, R—Fieeseded L. AhREFR T L ERBKERE
SCEEYIAEDE, AR R AOTE T E 4R SR T MR I AN SANTE 5, AT 5204 A0 AR AE B 80n 1.
AR SEFE T SURBVETMENT B B AN M = R Abr o, L FE 7B 22 Ah 32 5 SE RO AN R A 58 6 W9 7 T
(Yang & Stoeber, 2012). 15— 5836 3= SCREAR I 58 356 32 XA R AN R, A3 5838 35 338 B0 m] T OGR4 e 4H
A5, Wkt B CRISNRAT R E R EAIVEAL, AN T AR R RIS I FE (Maertz, 2004). 4ME5E
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FE TR FEOMEXT ANIE B TR ZMKE, NEIR—RFOIEAIT RS, Fn5 SR E .
TR B R YR A5 1) R AR % (Stoeber & Yang, 2015). #h3R 5836 3 ST B bR ifE 2 T AN NARTSFIAHSR K A1
PRRENE, o E IR R TG K T AR Ty, X PR ANR R IR B AEAME S I A G B rh Rk S A AE Ak
REEECKIT, 2018)0 X AR 563 T LR IUA B T E B0 o0 A s i 56 36 3 SR Xk, #5 Bh kAN
PRFRANMARRT SNSRI S AR EE J7 50, 8 Bh MR A=A AT

563 H SN 58 S I AR R R ) (5 AR A5, 20115 (R[N, X2 15, 2013), {7 & R[4 (attentional
bias) Fi FR1 & A4 R 8 IR A = USRI AR BEE B E B IR (=5, PR4L, 2006). VR BB
(Attention component theory)$i Hi 3 2 ff ) BLHEVE 2800 . 33 T M o PR e A A 3 [ 38 45 1 43 (Posner & Pe-
tersen, 1990). & B2 R MR TE 25 5 BUE PO SUER SRR T AR R R AR A S R
) R R S5, e DO R A P AR s Y T [ T A A A R R R I (R ), KE
AR A 5 2 M s A X R _E (Clsler & Koster, 2010). B AF7ER I, Bk 5E 36 1 WA & 5236 3 UAE
B FUE A B REAR, B AR R E 5628 1 A AR /NE, %%, B, 2007). 4R
FEFE T LHIAMETTRES KN RS BA T HE L, MUABEX SNRIE A I BEE, B REABLE
X5 AR O R Fo A AE B A A B, TR O ) T A S B R AT TR ARSI B OV E R . R R T
AhFR 58 T SORHAMRIE R R R w1 W B = BRI,  ASHIF T A 3 250 R0 B 0 P 46 37 st R0
W, IR EAEMNE SRR I R B bR R R E, B SOA, F AR EEE L ER
I X ) AR 56 55 F2 XORE FE R Fe 43R 56 35 32 S 0T Sy M B R st I o 25 Bl Al e P8 L
B A B A RS SOA JLRISEMA A SR 5636 B X M 7 R R . MR ERE L HESN ARAE
TS P A i ], RIS S0 0 BT 5 R st A B AN — ST P S5 82 B A7 S — B R S
IR AR T Ah R 5 36 3 UG, AN BRI B A 5 3R 0 551 o7 BB — 0P S o e BB AT o

TSR AR 589 £ LA KA AR E A R B R, o] DS BIERAT T 8 AR 4 Lot o R A5
BERERBIN TR XA BT RATHEIRA R AR 5636 3 SO R AR B sgma, I i) A 280 1
FBOR S8 5856 1 TR O BRANT 0] 8o

2. B&
2.1, #k

18 Fl Morepower6.0 (Campbell & Thompson, 2012)i+5 2 x 2 x 2 HHA N iHFEAR, o =0.05, 02 =
0.3, Zuilu3e7) Power = 0.8, FZAFBNIFEAT N 22, L5A 75 FESL0 0] BE L i) R (il v iR
HSEEG . ORI BRI AR ), FoAT— IR SER 2 30 L AR LTI L ARHVE, P I4EE A
19.57+1.22 % . FrASRBINARIT, MABHFEMIESR . ALl @i e BB ALt rak
LI E A G R A, SEIE 5 23— E o 57

2.2. SERaRL

(1) BB KB SR8 T M4 (k. https://image.so.com/), 3% 12 5K, B8 E F KI5 T June
Stevens “5(1999) A R, MEBIRKX RN T )\Fh &40, BAP)\ KSR E . i B A
BT T RS 8E—. BIRK/NA 5.92°x6.95°, RIS A 0.83° % 0.83°, ik 10 4 A% 5 5 4L SLI i K24
S5 A SRV E, IR R R U S e R

(2) ShEFEFE T NER. BRMALMIN010)A . BRI I3EMH, 72 HOAZE M H)M
A HIEF (5 A H)HANGERE o W A0 AR 56 S 4 B 4 Hio Ry, T2 B AR AR AN 56 55 O BRAE FH R 5
1A AR TR AL L A Hh s, WK A AR E 3R O EE TR . EFRRHA R 5 sithsr, 1 AR
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“EEARE”, SR “AREFRE” o AW, FAEK A B R £(Cronbach’s 0) /9 0.91, #4M4E
LA FR— Bk #5070 79004 0.839 5 0.889, SSMRIRLKHU & TR bR R AT, AHHBUIFIERUE.

2.3. KWBEFMRIT

SCIGFET t E-Prime 2.0 5 . {1 14.3 Ji~H MBI A RN 2SS, BEAE4r HER 0 2880 x 1800 14
, MIHTEN 60 Hzo Bk a2 hE %24 70 cm.

SEIHFAATT, MR R SRR B A i B i B S A BRI — Ik B R KX Bk B AR S
PRI S8 r 1) = RRANAS B X0 B R okt . e #5856 B R 2 J5 04T RURIIE 55

SLICRAR A 1 R, BT RGN A . ST RIS 75 57 5 J 2 31 500 ms~1000 ms BEALIERL
H, B R SAE 2 M B A I BE L S I B 4 I 500 ms, B A4 I A B 2 it 56 A 2 0 A LA AR =
T P, IR . 76 F% 100 ms 57 500 ms J5, 7EBERE A S A 0 23 100 ms FOHRI B A,
[ 55 B A R 07 B RT BEAH IR (A 80 B R (TER0) - R IR 55 B R S b xof [5] w5t (9 7 L (7 B AT )
HATHIWT s N [ s R 4% “F” g, HIEA ML “)” 8. SIE 2 1000 ms.

IESEE 2 AT B R BREAT 12 MRS ], oIRGB, A HBEIESEEeH, DL
PR AR LR, A TR . IR IE 400 MRAR, AN 2 50 MRIR. SEIR 58
5 BRI —IR, SERCSERZ 20 rEP. SEIRAE RS, AEBIE S AhR R T .

SR 2 (BB EAL: R AEXR) x2 (AR AR, TRk x 2 (SOA: 100 ms. 500 ms)H)
PRk LI wTt, A BRSO AR . LI Do b X 00 B LT BA K i ) AR S 2R A iR A

7

FLP
°

SOA (100ms/500ms)

=TT D
+
L ]
+

AR

BMEA N E =

v

LR EE
VE: B R SR 5256 (T FE B o 0t S0 i 5 e v S R A A, AR B B e I B4 N 2 HH B — K S A4 1L A 500 ms,
TR EKE S, MATRERAERE N, 2545t 100 ms/500 ms ] SOA Faj5, HFL 100 ms fE 5, [F AR E
ATREA R AT RETCRL . Bt JE 44 TR 1000 ms B TR 3EAT S o

Figure 1. Experimental procedure
1. SKERAE

3. &R
SRR I DA AR 22 2 A R SER R VR AT S B J AT 20T
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31 FESHER

XF SN TER B RS EAT 2 (SR 2R AR ANEXK) x 2 (AR ARG Joak) x 2 (SOA: 100
ms. 500 ms)HE W& =04, SRWE 2 Pox, GRIEMERNEE, F(Q,29) =11.02, p=0.002,
n’p=0.28, JoRUH S NN (219.69 + 6.48) i 2 P T AL [ NN (225.69 £5.72) . SOA I ERN W%, F (1,
29) =123.381, p<0.001, n%p =0.810. SOA =500 ms ]/ NI (203.36 + 5.99) & % R T- SOA = 100 ms K]
SN (242.01 £ 6.57). S EI R RB RN AR, F (1, 29) =0.758, p=0.391, n?p=0.03. G K
BB S5HE B HAEH S, F(1,29)=6.269, p=0.018, 12=0.178, fAjEAKRBM £, L5 E A
KA BRI, TR SR T A BRI, p=0.049; 4B bf B KR R BRI, TR B BT
RO MR, p<0.001. HRES SOA X HAEF &%, F(1,29)=11.618, p=0.02, n?=0.286. SOA =500
ms I, TR B PTG RO SR, p < 0.001.

SOA=100ms SOA=500ms
300 N
T P
200- i
-
o
100+
o_
K AR S AERK

Figure 2. The result of repeated measures ANOVA
E2 ESNERENHER

32 SREXEXNSEERMEEXSTER

TE W7 7> B (bias index, BI)AEF A —E (LR BT 1 S S (RT 1)k 25 — ZE (4 280 sl i -1 1)
SR (RTC), Mg it HARRIBOE AR ], 402 B KT 0, WIAAEIERDE R, 5T 0, BER
AR A B, NT 0, WIAFYEVER [HEE(Tran et al., 2013). K PUFRIE BT 7 = AR 1 20 50 10 46 1)
PIAN IR S i o O S oA, SR Ik 1 .

Table 1. The correlation analysis between the four attention bias indexes and the two levels and total score of the questionnaire

= 1 IR mERRSEENFANKER2SHEX TS

C XA EREA O REREA O RERER e ameoee s
aa SOA=100ms SOA=500ms SOA=100ms SOA =500 ms R LA B9
EWRE R 1
SOA =100 ms
EWRE R B .
SOA =500 ms 0.397 !
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NEIE A . 3 .
SOA = 100 ms 0.401 0.393 1
NEXE A . B
SOA = 500 ms 0.457 0.127 0.283 1
W 5ER -0.294 0.093 0.032 -0.352 1
HOLAZE —0.431" 0.145 —-0.073 -0.093 0.576™ 1
sy -0.422" 0.14 -0.036 -0.219 0.833™ 0.933" 1

H: CF IR IRTE p < 0.05 KPR EAEA p < 0.01 K TR A%

33. SdREEFRENEEEREEYVASHER

5 A E N E AR &, SOA =100 ms 451, S B i BRI Fe e AR i, o = ik T
LNEIRA T, Z5 R R ISR 56 35 32 SCHIR) 36 2 23 ) A7) 50 SOA = 100 ms 254 1 ) = W) I R
E AR F4EH(F = 6.06, p = 0.02). BPAM3 563 32 ol s i 2o R 284, OO B3R B A9 R Al S
AT A7 RS y = —0.729x + 30.965 (4% a0 E 3).

40—

& 20 Co. .

N& .

E 0 |.. e T .: e T @ T

. 3o. o ,48 ™ 60

:}'ij -20- * o °
R S5k s

Figure 3. The regression analysis result of appearance perfectionism and attention bias

3. MFRFEEREXGEBREEEADIAER

34. SdpREBMIEESIIFRTEEENETHEXS T

R G S BB R MR AP F B I e o ok T 4 8 10 B 1 B 5 e T
(AR AR K02 TR E T, 45 R DL 4 B 5 TN B J 40 35 I SUAR 26,
P<0.001, B4z kit (lAhae 5o 36 35 A4 IR, R4 5 W B (K SRR T4, S U8 WA AR 52 35 3 RS
T T ) K2 BT AN K A
4. g

BR300 38 32 R A B AR S B b A 2 [ 5 SOA, i il A HEMITE A5 AR 52 25 3 Wik, 1951

PEAMIAPRTER T SOKT M EL Ao B E R PR mE L. EEGUTRERIZRI: SREELE
SCOY BT TR LR E2 A B ) S b B R B s oK 22 A0 S M5 B A R, H 52N
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HXOZ S M E TG A8 SR 32 SRR R i () 2 R AR B AT A S b o IR R I BT A B 3T
THEAARTE T E U DA AR 5 36 SOX PR € 56 38 2 SO AMARTE B R B i i I b (1 A

A0 58 3 T S H 1) TR 2 R AR R ) A T (R R ] o BT 9 R BILA M R 5 3 S ik
T, U B B R R R SO RS, X5 DU 5 3 35 S 2 AN 58 SR IR R AR R 1 ) R
DA FTASE (25 1E45, 2011 AT, %9210, 2013). X —45 B Al it 5 m oo 1 a7 (o] 38t S e
FEE SRR O . [BlBEXT i 3 N RAT AL B, ERIH G RA B SO0 Selg,  JF5 f
e F SR AH DG H o [ S 35 AN A T e R A A IR B2 SR A I, A A IOt s 7 T B e e )
JER, MANNEFEEREE(FEE T, 2023; Sagui-Henson, 2017; Boelen etal., 2006). P it [7] 8 5 e % —
PRI PSRG9 MAE BN BRI S BRI, SRR AR Sy A A RE SR AL 2 LU, DT P AR £ R R A5 11
PR, BT CAAMAIE T (B8 SR a5 O 255 . PR, AR 5E3eF R M Mk, EldE O
SZENFH PP CRIE, sk R, 2018), RbmabR 53T Ll T HNE S S MR 2Ry, PR
PR ) [ B SR mE ,  RE LU R B D AR i, B DAk o S i AR B BT R, TR I
BARIERE M BeAh, 2SR rh, RACE B aRif < BRAR S A B S, M LA S
B IR () AR AR (LR, 20245 012, TREHEH, 2009), PRIHETTH A 2 F A8 SRR By
P TERE XN EME, BRSO B A o] BEAE 5 7= A ) A3 1 [F) i) SORSZ B b, BRI A A R 5,
LI E B L 3 Bum A 58 56 32 SO B S A B R Je iR R B B S e R £5 B AT RUE A
R T T S UM S SRE SR, I35 AR RO ERRENLE] . 43R 5655 F SRR RS = AN AT BEAE
[0 BRARTE RN IR B R 7, AT 06 ¢ [l 5

R MG BAEERRE, HSREERZGME R T, X—4 R0 Festinger (1954)
AL LR SR M RE, A LU R MR il il 5 At N B EEBCR AL B 3R . X S i B R I
T R [REE RT RE 2 DR A [k 5 A 15 BRI D 5 AR G bR v (A A i O ERAR Y Xt b . HIX R [E]
WEAT NS T ELFICR, & RIS B 5 A 1 6 3k el e . — D7 T, 0 T2 S E R, 54
PRGN RIS B3RS PAR H IRAAAE Z2 B, SRR, BIRMIPERINIE S . IS BT ReRoE otk
X B B RS AR AR AE I ZE PR B, T 51 R IR R Rl . X AT A Higgins (1987) M H K EFH®. H—
Ji, NTAERMNGME A, FFERIEE R . A E RS, afger= AWM RN [T
LRI FNAZEM AN A, Wt R RO ) E R Az S M AR T A
AR (T “XLpE” ), FTREN M e EBh B8, 25 b, LokeA N T e st BRI TR, Arbd
XA IR B i B 26 R 3 3R v e ek

0 58 56 A SURE FERR w8 1) 20 R 2 AR B S AT A 0 S b o 3 — R IR0 B v A0 6 56 36 2 L R A A
SN AT EF A0 ) B b R BRAR S b, RIS R i ) S AT eI T AP S AR TR . X 5 ET A BT
FAFFA (McComb & Mills, 2021). X5 4542 KA REM AR 43, WA SBEEFN R A0 A Sy A 2
RN IE B A CHE R (Thompson et al., 1999). W14 “ DU N3 WISCALERAT (1795 5055, 2024), HZARIL
LPEELSE E o EEALANR, X O SR E B S (Jung & Lee, 2006), 1M KA R m Ah R 5835 T X
T HTFMHMASE R, sk, 2018), FrLL 52 3F WALIX SebniE, K “AFA” AN EEAR SR TR
R, BT AL E EARERE M SV . SR 0, BTSSR DL s AhR e 3R  EAS
NHAFIVL S, A 56 38 F2 SORE R vy 1) 4 R 5 AR X AT 2 ) 4

LA FERT AR R I Re i, AR T IRAT S 3 AR 5 56 T CE AL IER A, LR
BT . A BB B, 7R AR AW 78 35 B b, IR 2R AR R AN () BEAR SRR R A
. BARSNRZ AL A TR, AR RARREE B2 mI ARy, DRI e AR 5 ARSI R I 2 IR T IE R
TR, IXERAE AR 5836 T U BOE MRS HAN S SRR bR R 2N 5A4ARA R OHE L. HARYE
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SRR RIE SN IER, SR TEET LEIENFLE “ 525" o0t S 5 BRI 55 7 2E
WMk 7] (Cash & Pruzinsky, 2004) . XA & 7] 3 25K B — AN SHASUBOGARAE KA E M E . “ 5%
SRR X S BB AR IR BEOGTE . X AM R 56 36 32 SR AE I 2l W ALIE NACIZ ARG e, 36 Oy
SE R AL R R ] PR g 7] A e B AR Al 0] ORI, 5K R, 2018). PRGN AR 58
56 E SCE VAT I, B U R . A TR I AR 58 38 A SR IR R LR L, Rk
FENG R F5075 T 75 SRR VP I SR B I “HPREDIME” RO BEORIE, PRI MR A5 B g
JEH o AR/ X ERAR B ObF [ 8 0 RIS, HESET VAR B R, L2 T SN, WA Lt
FIVER SERE J) . XSRS R TG T UM R, SR DR AR Bk, R¥aE3ITN B 54,
ek B N BT AR B BIEINRS A S B A B AR E BB . R, TP HANER G, B
A EETRE TR AMR IR, WA &) B IE @SR AFENE. &5, R4 T B OB OB R,
HEH CRE S 583, WA RARAR G 17 48 s R AN LS U A o[RS X RS i AL R v A3
B, PN EUNECE: ERBOZRNIT RO RBE IR, 5l SFEERRE SRS A
P, SO EREATRE . PR BOZA R Z R AR B, kA A AR I S Bl B B AT R A B A
R TAMR, TR 2SN NGy, EEG AR RA K. Ba, FRMRZMLOIEE RS,
WA ENT, G OEE ). AIREET, NAZE BRI N A . A OREE T TSN 5 X AR HY
W, ZORGUAEREMER. BREERNS, LREGE - MARSRE, W@, a%
AL B (Wei et al., 2025). B, BEAATE R a] DUESLAISE G FE i, & 7R X L fy 5 2 Ak A
THISAMA B MR SR R E e T, IR/ FEZ B IRELEL, = RS AL B S AR e A I SEA 5T, DA S itz
TEAEAEZE W3 (RIS E] (O’ Connor et al., 2024) .

AHF SR T MR T4 58 36 1 AR R m A T A, Ak 1S e 56 36 3 U BE5E A4l
WHERET ORI —RE, BEBEZ o, BIRENIRE, oM Orsag, il T EK
HERFE S REN B, ERHEEN 515, (B FNFROBNY, FIAT M 17 HE MK h
AR XA E TN R QI AT E A . s, R TS M SR AT vk 0%, R
SN S 377 O SIS RS i R, A RO AL Gy 2T BEAZAE MR 28 BN o @ I B
IR AT I dabs, TR M AN RN S G B R S [ AR . SEER A RMR IR R A s e g
AT e R 5 ARG, BA @& MMErES 0. SR, BT MAE SRR, &
e, SERRAIT AT I T LR AN NI HAR, MR Lt S E . A R A R
IS B MR REAT SE00 . BB PN SEIOA R, RIS SER ZO A RIS R 8 36 1 UH 1T
BRI AR . HIR, A FSCNATNSER:, ORI EYE, Bt siad®E, Bl
AR FEH T IRBNEEFH AR KA T 56 55 1 SRTE R 7] SIS AR (Li et al., 2020),  ASRIFIRE AT AR A 2 4b
FEFE LN, WIHREE T SOPIMRE SR s . mH, BT bR 3 G MR
TR AR 1 BAS L, R RAT LM ERP. fMRI SR AR — S i & i s 495 30

5. &

(1) M5 o B LR A A BRI S b B (R T 17 o PR 5 56 2 U I R L kg, 0o
B B R B P T BE R IG (2) ORERA S BAFAEE R R, BSOS E % S M E T
Ko (3) HMER5EI I SUABTIAIRE L =1 (1 20 KA A B R AT R K S A
E&UH

RETHRZEAEBF QNN R H 558); BUH %% 202410065128.
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