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Abstract

Objective: To explore the impact of ideal beauty internalization on plastic surgery intention among
young women, as well as the roles of body satisfaction and self-acceptance in the relationship be-
tween the two. Methods: A random sampling survey was conducted among 370 Chinese young
women using the Ideal Beauty Internalization Scale, Body Part Satisfaction Scale, Self-Acceptance
Scale, and Plastic Surgery Acceptance Scale. Results: (1) Ideal beauty internalization directly pre-
dicted plastic surgery intention; (2) Ideal beauty internalization indirectly influenced plastic sur-
gery intention through the mediating role of self-acceptance, while the mediating effect of body sat-
isfaction between ideal beauty internalization and plastic surgery intention was not significant; (3)
Ideal beauty internalization affected plastic surgery intention through the chain mediating role of
body satisfaction and self-acceptance. Conclusion: In summary, ideal beauty internalization can af-
fect young women'’s plastic surgery intention either directly or through the chain path of “body sat-
isfaction — self-acceptance”, while the independent mediating role of body satisfaction is not valid.
This reveals a more complex indirect mechanism in the relationship between ideal beauty internal-
ization and plastic surgery intention.
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1. [ElER

TE “EER” “A4RE” CRKBE” SR X EASERRI T, “OMRAERE” OB S
RURE(G, FECT BERBETAT RS TT 1L, (5750557 8 N Bk G135 55, 2025). BATREA]
REFETE AT B S SRR R, (HEREZARER. B DIBERR, W: i, G, 18w
FE N R A &5 4 3 ] A (M cLaughlin et al., 2004; Pittet et al., 2005), &2 OB, 0. ARAE i) XU
(Ambro & Wright, 2010; Naraghi & Atari, 2015). FfHEER WA GELN 1 X0E G KT % (Sarwer, 2019; So-
banko etal.,2018). #FFEENY], & ZMAGEL AT REMS A, HASEN Sk 5 RIS ENE, B
AU R A REMR AR A ER AR, SR MA T RS2 3 OB 2, Slt— B3 REEN
), BT R AIEAEAF H CHESR (DI Gesto et al., 2022), HEST A GAA ARG - 5 RS2 -
X SR FIBETERR . — N ARG B CRENREE R m A REMRA LB A m IR, ARENEN
AN BE R B AR, Sk A BRI R WO B IR, R RN EKR, mASEE
FE L E B, BEHARAITEX B SRR MR (5 54N, 2024). ERZEERE “ B S FEAS” 4 it
gy, MAME H S E OO BIRMEM &K, AR, AREMNESEEEREEMK, HAr#E LIk
TGS, BRI EIRIENFE RS, B8P EmCRISE, 2016). BAR FHEVIMEG, HAEREM: (1)
ISR B S BAN AR SR, B8R ERMEKTEH. Q) ZFWFN AR, BREHZ
“THRM VAR A G52 IbR R, ANE H O RMEAFEG A, # A . hH BN “F
AT B, G AN AR, M ATERTRZIE . (3) B FRIAE, HIREPLOF R NAEANE, k>
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WAEHE T T8> AFEFR SR . 10 B AR O 3 A ME A, G B SO ER PR TSR B EINT . Bk
BLRARW], MK ELAE SR HIARD S 0 B B BRI S B SRR, W RE R A R I RO B R R
B H AR TR B 78 2 EW R AR AMLE, BREMET SRR, BIREN
FOH R T LR AR C B AR — BB B DB AR A A A R AR AR ?
R R, B R AR AL 5 S S AR B, thRAN SR R
MEZAR. R, HATRT “r SRR B AR S U frd i A O B RE (I S AN B B Romi HE
AR BB A RN . BT, AT RUTFEFELMOR R, R B SE A A =
TR sz, JFRLE S AR S A BRI iR A ER, BB A R L] 22
fEAF B R R M A SR LB IR S

2. RIS
2.1, BEXAUSEIERNXA

BE 2018 K, SCEEHRAE RO EE H E DB S A ERERIT R A TN =40, EAERI T A AL F
10%, HEFFHAR S F A S A SRR, ENMEE IR T RENTT, O birdte
Eb 4 (Seekis & Barker, 2022). “FATH 2 LB A 255, 2025) JEARE AR E RI(Arab et al., 2019; Zhou, 2023)+
FATHMAERE(Ashikali et al., 2016)5E 2N JT . GRS RERISINA R, H A FrEfin 3 B AR L B 430
TR, RE 79 b, REEIMNE ELd B IMmME LA e, R rEn
BSERR, SPELPEAR, MAFAANFERN. GATRREE 5K EEGHEAT VR, TReax 83 &
ANRPEAR AN, NI AR I PR S BRI B LAY SEBR bR #E (Hermans et al., 2022; Obeid et al., 2022;
Tahaetal., 2023). 74, XTBUEIGT RS, BATRE MR AT B A4, ALk B S A2 3E ) H B(Sun,
2021). BRI, oM BRI 2 DAL 22/ Ik, HE SRR I B 47 1) 5 0 4 5 1 et A1 ) BEAEL B A4 )
JERAMZSE (Coelho et al., 2023), FET EIRIENL, AHFFAUHR D BAHSL AL 5B B KR R

FEAE 3L A {6 (internalization of beauty ideals)¥§ )2 MEFEFL 2 LIRS, B4 Horh e &5 () o
FhrAE LA AR M, IR O B S LI AIHERIGE T, 20115 Aubrey, 2006). A & BT
T, MBS S HEE X — I R s EEA A, EATAURZI S AT 3 B S B,
WTEAR KFEE LA A HMEN BER F AR ZFEE (Wang et al., 2022; Jung & Hwang, 2016). X+ = A
IR B R ARAER LT &, WATEE 2R B CWTER, 25 RIS T [1X 2858 20 1T SIE R E
XA PR O H AE T4 8 B 5 R B A7 G R A i A A (0 SCAG R SERLYE, BT AT B CBUE 0 4 B 2
£ (Durkin, Paxton, & Sorbello, 2007; Matera, Nerini, & Stefanile, 2013). A TH b3 &4 1B k=,
T E RS AR E L, T SE AR I S T BOR B B S AR, DR/ SRR IR . LRE BRI,
A TEHE R 1. T PRI AR S A A AR BN L s U B 3 1 R R TR A

22. BIEEXAK., BEHREESEEIERNXA

B TR F2 B 3l R L B B AN AE AN M, AR R Ed B R Rt e S s
H A B (Salahian, 2019). 2T RZH, LR BHAARTH 52 AT RN MFEE L E
AR, XA AT REN A T ARAREHT K A Lo J2 T R 47 b (I B8 v ) B0, SR RE AT SR R /PR A
W 51 3= AL B4 22 Bl Hk (Markey & Markey, 2009; Slevec & Tiggemann, 2010; Menzel, Sperry, Small et al.,
2011; Lunde, 2013), Jtb4h, BRAESE ALK, X AMR B BRI S . B 7ERaR, moe e 3 Utn & A
I L B 5 1 B AN 3 (Pearson & Gleaves, 2006). &1L, AHFFHR BB 2: Lk S A 7L AR
ENSBAERR P NER.
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23. BEXAK., BEREASEBIEENXA

H 3 B4 (Self-acceptance) /& MATE IEAf AR H B EAT 2SR, BRIy B3R, BE
AN B S AFAE SRR T E A, A AR B S R T TR 15 € B FR(Allport, 1937), ARG BE AR R
MEES A, BAREHSOHE/EERIEMS, MU/ MEE T REmERESR, ROy AL
25EMNRE T IHRTE, B RER SR AR (LU, 2025; Xu, Liu, & Wang, 2016). fEANRINEN 5T NI TT
M, DR, BB SIAME, W B S IRMENERE R, BEREMAEREM, HEREN
REAE A7 ) 1 1R 5 R A B BRI R & (BRAT TR, 2023)  F RIBGITEAAENT B & HbR A SN
JAEAS BB T HATAE R R, T ERAE 36 A (b T BE 2 52 75 48 Lo ot [ S bR AN, gk 4 A T L
BRERE, HIIR R 3. BIRENET F L EAEEN L S BEA RSP REPAER.

24. BEXAK., BEREE. BEREAHSEEIEENXA

BHAE LN A SR B E AR UE ST, 2% B & S AR (Durkin et al., 2007; Matera et al.,
2013), M B PR R AT (A% 0 AR MR B AL E RS BRG,  TRTRZ R0 B BRI AL I (R A
2023). BARTGE, M ERIBGUKCFE, AT B SR IR AR, 30 PR A B
RZ, BEREGKFEMNE, B E S RFEERSE, SCRIURMFRERL, BAREHEZ
$2Ft(Salahian, 2019). [RIMFE RS 4: SRl BB B REBENEE E L L L S ARIEZ (1]
s A

3. ARFZE
3.1. IREMN

KA R EFR R AL S BAEBERCR, SRS REN TN ER.
3.2. MIRHWR

AR RN 14 5 2 44 SRR EFELN . AT TR 777%, i 745 2K 403
Uy, B 403 Al s, SRS LA . MU G5, BRI RIEIE 370 4, A
MFEN 91.8%, B NI AR AR ERS . ZHE RIS IR -

33. AIRIR

(1) BAEELNNER, 2011 4, BT E L ERAEIT 7L N ERE T, 2011), ZER
(% 0 D e R M & VXA 22 SCA A K B AR SE L I AR B . BRI 8 TR, HLrP2g 4 R & n)
o, SRS Skl S 1 GERARE)E S r(EAFE), Hrh, Bk, BWE XL
PEX A2 SO AT T 3R AR SE LA I Y AR PSR s o 1% R RAE AW AU H 1) Cronbach’s a RECH 0.814, H
B RUFIE R

(2) B A 7 A SR FH 5 AR5 67 3k 2 7] 52 (Body Areas Satisfaction Scale, BASS), %% & Cash
TE R 1) 2 4k 5 4k 5 358 & 7 45 (Multidimensional Body-Self Relations Questionnaire, MBSRQ) H [ & 3
(Cash,2000). Cash 2 RURHH R RAUBAT 78, HIFRMIX —ERPARZ FET 2 H Tl E S A A
RS ZEREORZAE R B S0 B b 42 S0 SRR AL B AR A TR S, 1Hr 708 1-5
sitgr, TR “dERARY . SR “dEFma” , wEg “PIREE. KE. 57 . &%, %
RN S RE08 0903, FEMR.

(3) HE BN K B F P40 7] 45 (Self-acceptance Questionnaire, SAQ) (AT, & A, 1999).
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ZIn G R E A E AL S ORT 1988 il A “ BIIFN Q2. 3. 5. 6. 9. 10, 12, 15)” i1 “H
AN 4. 7. 8. 11, 130 14, 16)” WAL, Lot 16 M H, Horb\3REg e m it/ EEH
TV AMERT B SRR . BRI RN m, AR BRI RS . Ak, 17
& BA BRI NAE— B, 5 RIF . 1% 8RR H Cronbach’s o RECH 0.895, AH RIFIIEE.

(4) BETFREYER, H “HEFE” (consideration) TV | Henderson-King 25 A Zfil. £ Wu 2\
P HI A (Henderson-King & Henderson-King, 2005). % F &% B EIFEAME R K Z E 2 BETRK
R, WE S5 ANEHE, 2B S5 BRI, RH Likert 7 sithsriki——1 0GR “EEARE”
7RE CAEFIREY , R, RFMENEEFRNEZ SRS . 285%1% %M Cronbach’s o
040924, BA REFHEE.

3.4. GiitAbEE

K] SPSS 27.0+ Process 4.5 Xt B #EAT G510 Hr
3.5. HEGFZREKRE

KA Harman BRI AT SE T RO M Z RS, 45 R K, FRAEERT 1 IBEF38H 74, 8
AR AL R BN 30.97%, /NT 40% M) FbnitE, R BH AT FE B A AA A 7 B 3L [E] DV 2
4. MRGER
4.1. fER St

TEISTEIE N 14~44 %, Hodt 30~34 SR, 5 72 N, 6 19.5%; 14~19 B RHER 75 N, ditk 20.3%;
40~44 SHHEHR 69 N, (HlLL 18.6%; 25~29 SHEEA 46 N, Al 12.4%; 20~24 ZEHEA 55 N,
14.9%; 35~39 HHEARA 53 N, L 14.3%. ZHEREGFEARRY KL ET#FRZ, A 178 N, filt
48.1%; FF/REEREA 97 N, HEE 26.2%; B UL E2EEA 49 N, S 13.2%; #IH KL R
JiEA 44 N, HH11.9%; HABERA 2 N HH 0.5%. FR5EHEr=0.188",p<0.01). LSRN
(r=0.738, p <0.01)% N L1223 B AEAE B A, 2HE FLE SISRIL(r = 0.204, p < 0.01)[FIFETELE
BEHK,

4.2. XS

Table 1. Means, standard deviations, and correlation matrix of variables

# 1. FLENFIE. FEERBXER

A FHE S REE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. fE# 3.49 1.783 1
2. RBEMRE 2.64 0.876 0.188" 1
3. WSIRRAL 1.56 0.6 0.738™* 0.06 1
4. HAEENML  3.1703  0.80061 0.089 0.001 0.106* 1
5. BRWEE 31532 075219 0212 0.157 0.099  —0.411™" 1
6. HREE 2.564 0.4745 0313 0229 0204 —0.361"  0.673" 1
7. BRER 31573 1.62868 —0.180"  —0.06  —0.127°  0.436"  —0.370" -0.400" 1

E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01,
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PR AR R AME . b AR RAER | R, HELHERBENMABRAERERE
IEAHR(r=0.436,p<0.01), FISEHEEZE=-0411,p<0.01). HEEMNT=-0.361,p<0.01)%ZZF7AH
Ko BT AN IR R B EAHR(=0.673,p<0.01). BT (r=—0.37, p < 0.01)F1 [ Fizah
(r=—0.4, p <0.01)% 3 5 [\ MR =R

4.3. [E)F9HT

AHWFFERF T3S B HHEAT o0 G5 R 5 2 fis, AL EEER B St %58 (R
=0.27), RPHAELN. BIREHEERIX AL EILFERE T BEAEE 27% 08 5.

ARms, PN AR EA W IERBEH P =0.369,t=7.53,p=0.001), BJMAxt
HARE M NACFE RS bRy, HO T BEAF AN E B, Mk, BAIRZEGHB=-0.223,t=-4.335,p=0.001)
MR (B = —0.143, t = —2.972, p = 0.003) W% 5 75w B 35 B W38 B m BOONAE A o X R /MR I L3R
Kbk, BUOARRSEOR,  HEAT A  E E UERA

Table 2. Stepwise regression of cosmetic surgery intention on internalization of ideal beauty
2. BREEXMNERENCHZESE

B t p R?
AR SE M1k 0.369 7.53 0.001
SE: 0] -0.223 —4.335 0.001 0.27
R —0.143 -2.972 0.003

4.4. PAYNMIKLE

XA A RIAT AL EE, DISRESE NE A B E, BAREMEARAERRE, S EEMEIR
YUWERAT N AR, Tl ZHEE . SWIRGUE SR & . ] Process 27 AL 6 3472 7T
SERAG T G5 REIR: BAESE AR 3 IE A TR 25 =R (B = 0.718, p < 0.001), A Tl & 4
T E (B = —0.403, p < 0.001)H1 H FAELH(B = 0.09, p < 0.001). B4 B 1E [/ T (B Fed244(B = 0.351, p
<0.001), fEFFIE R B2 B A = R A B35 T 8 25 S (B = —0.168, p > 0.05).  [H FRAZ4h 1t 1] i e 25
BIE(PB=-0.623,p<0.01). iZH Bootstrap J7 2% ARSI EATAG IS, 25 R DLE R R AT
B A RUNAE A 0.068, LLE IR T IHEE ZIEEP = —0.623, p < 0.01). 12 Bootstrap /777
XA ROSEREAT RS A0, 2 SRR DA B P B D o A AR B () B AR RN 3KORLAE D 0,068, BAE FRE48
A AR (P B AR () 2 RUNE Y 0.059,  DASH A B A FRE2GN v AR B ) A2 [ B2 3B B 0.088

009 EE T KV

0.718***

FRAEZE 4L

Pud

%%¢$ =

\\> 0.351%**
A S EE SRR

*
*

Figure 1. Theoretical model and standardized path of ideal beauty
internalization and cosmetic surgery intention

. BAEAUMESERMELRE RIRENLER
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A RO TR 5 R ILE 1438 3 MR 4, SRR P A2 BRAESE AL — B IR —~ BA RIE,
RSB 0.047 BRARSE AL — B A R 5 — B RN~ B A BN 0.12. HPFEP A BRIER 95%
BEEXEAEE 0, RUMWFK PN BEHAEE.

Table 3. Results of mediating effect test
3. PAYMRIEER

BHIEXIA 95%
iz EIE3 A Boot Se RN
Boot LLCI Boot ULCI

SR RN 0.239 0.601 0.128 0.365
HAENW - BEHEE - BARE 0.072 0.056 —-0.039 0.181 30%
AL N - BRRB - TR 0.167 0.062 0.060 0.300 70%

Table 4. Results of serial mediating effect test

4. RPN R

BAE XA 95%
iz (E]#:3MfH  BootSe  Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
RER#
HARSE N — SIS A SR 0.072 0.057 -0.039 0.184 5
HEENL—-HREH-BESTE 0.047 0.028 0.006 0.112 &
HAEN—- SRR E - BRBEHN—-EATE 0120 0.040 0.049 0.204 &
SR RN 0.239 0.060 0.128 0.367 =
5. i

RN ER TR S AL ATV T 5 AF o e R R R, A T8 B A0 = S5 B TR NN 3 BT HE
A8, s AR R FR I SR AT B0 o 28 SR BT AT B AR 5 YA 7 4 A M A e S ) R T O
R, BEHAERGEREEES A RBEE AR A RN, A RGUIR RIS A b2 I ) TR0
TE MR B RN O IR S NTENLH], DV ERAR IR PR R 25 TSR 1R TE 2 A B SIE AR R

AR R R, HAESE AT B ot B R A 3 IE R TE (B = 0.7184, p <0.001), 1
w1 BRERSRIE. X— KNGS IR O S A SEF LS SO i ) <3
RS SRMENACN EROPRIUEN G, A ESEH DLZdrdEXT L B4R, BB E 85 “HAEEY 7
FEZERR, (HA] Rl AT AT RIS LM TRAN 5 E . WNILSEZTE, AR+ Ak R E ST R
() “PRARSE” TR R(UNETIE S b . RSB E S5)FF ek, 0l 7 H S L VX ARG M AL RS . 1K
PSR TE T 3 AT B B SN SRR s AR, AR R IR W ORIt IR 5 B HIR”
MR ZERR TR RE AR, BB T RA BRI, X5 OA X THMUER SEERFE R
SR T NS, 2023)6

AT 58 R IR B A A AR S N AR A B R R R E AN (B = —0.168, p > 0.05), B9
W2 WARRRIE, X TR RS EMFAA 2 ATREMIREAG : (1) M E LRt |3 am
SRR, (USRS IR RN XA TER A S, B EERETRFASMRE. XRHE
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AT R N B R R B W T B S — NP R B (B RGBT . (2) B R AN B RN
SN A G IOME R, AHOCRECN 0.673, IXFIEEM ST RES SR E EILL MR, MEA 1 FII K
A—AEIAFGE, Hp— MRS TR — R “HHR .

RWFFR I A TR TE I AR S WAL A B R MR A E R B3, 10UE TRk 3. MO LK
B, UHF LA SRR CEAESR” FRUEN A B S EERIE R, 5 RIS A B AR bR UE (1 VR 2
FEAE AR IR, X R ZE 2 BRGSO B SRR RN RS, SR A R KE N . i R
VR RN ST SRR R ) B L O B BT, KT BRI 2 8 A A B M e i P £ D R 1 AR AN AN
AT R TS B R X — AMEF BB AN . X — 55 R 5 DUAERF 7T —E(Smith & Farrants, 2013)s,

AHIF T I A5 75 P D | BN e BEAR SE WAL RN s i R 2 Il s P A E R B35 (B = 0.12, p <
0.001), B 4 153 T U0UE . FRARSE Pyt B 25 2 M AR FA ML et B o i B AR A, i add
SV R B A B R, i Y e R A R S e R AR S

6. Bitig

BTG R AT TR — 8 A B AR RO BAR S AL AR 2 R IR R A 1R
AHIGUE, XRY], PA S ARAFE RS MR i, EIFA LIRS MA T REET R,
R 23 ANl AR T B A IR 1) AR VRS, A SRR R R e . BARSE A fIX — 4t
RIS, B AR AR SR R VR (S A R, HETT SRR R B T S (H Bk Gh),
RAXMRTEZN AN, [ER BRI R 5. Nk, BRI LS R0 e S R
AREBRTINAR R, AL %O .

ERFRITIE, B BB " NP ES%, AT “BRAESE b~ AR LEBUT A — S ik
W~ BRI~ BAERE” M, BRSNS BRI IEAT SR LEAL, 2k 1T A B A
PR, M AREIEA I, HIZERAERIR: —Jrm, e BB AR S AR
S B R (0 ZEIAT, A AR B AR SE A AR AR S AR sk, & T aeshisz, Jom sl i
R SARAN R S L GBS AR R A ¢ BRI LR R

MM, 20 “ AR~ SR e —~ B R~ A R S A ek, H—
GRRLEE “ BARYERL (S PP —~ AR AE (B AL BB, FF A MRS B IR AT A B
RERRHESEANH, 5K B BEMNEILI LB, =, B “A3 SRR mERE, S 2
BARSENALT “REUAEE SIS AR” Hrh R M S ARYE R GE A 5 BB YESE, e A RS B R i
R H=, ZBERIREHE RS S T R S P A RORORBRAIE T IOSE R, BT B AR R IR
AR S B BERRZAAN, RS MAR SO0 IARL, Wy B A B A L $2 4 1 SR
fE. SRR M EARHESE

7. EEENX

i “ PRAESE A~ BRI R~ B RN~ BRI IEEEES, HSURER I B R
FAT MBI AR, BATATBIAAE “ 5 3E” UbriERIALBE —— ik 2 S ILEAH &
My AFRBEHEEE R, ZRERGAR SRS AR —f “583k” , hagb “WAFT ShrtEmt A
U7 WA E; ZRA NCEITIER H RS RATE, HIRAUL “EASUI , HizZ H kil
AREH O NEANA T —— R AEEL T QRGBS T $2m B REM BT IESER
&2 TR 1AM AMNAME, AEH JCSERTAE AR A /N B b, SRR AR 5 B 78 B3R I 8 Sk BV A
OBPEBR . BEAAR THET, AN B BONFRIE 0o BRI, XM ) R SO ATk
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BP0, BRISKERATEY, BB S R MR LA D, HEE SR oL BN 15 B .

SECHk

b, SCR(1999).  H FRIEGN IR 5 ) i 1) S5 A5 FERUEAGL G, A 779 B R (1), 20-22.

M NE(2023). LI LAE [ H1 4577 P X BRI T B AL RIS A 1) Z B A EAT. W24
WL, AR DY K .

AR AN(2024).  HT1Ez018 H 5277 250 1Ry 4L BRI 2 [ Fe %R A BeRCAERT /. Wi S, #7778
RBRK .

FAHTE, XINZE, BRH2(2025). BT RS SRS BEE: BUE AT FRAE SRR S UG L. WA # R
LFFFEIR), 39(1), 151-160.

RE88(2023). FLICHIE TG IR IE A BEXT LG IR R AT R T 70, T2 S, ARt AR i K.

WA fR(2023). FZHEAI#E SR IENCRI R L K F A BB EAIKR: — TEH RIS, R s
FEwNE S

S (2025). K& LB EER SIS IR R: BRBITH AR, IO, 23(3), 257-262.

BTTQ011). KRN L1 7 1AL TR0 )22 LRI T iR TR . it s A S, BK: Ta g
K.

JBIZE, ARbedds, RO, BRAE, 258 TR Q025). TATH SIS FEEARERRA: AR b s
P I e B e, 33(1), 98-103+129.

K 1#(2016). HEILN R ELEIENIHFDIIE: HEBERTH A, T A008 5, Kb W e R,

Allport, G. W. (1937). Personality: A Psychological Interpretation. Holt.
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