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Development of Japanese version of the Body Appreciation Scale-2

Hikari Namatame, Kaori Uno, and Yoko Sawamiya (University of Tsukuba)

This study developed a Japanese version of the Body Appreciation Scale-2 (BAS-2), a measure for a
comprehensive assessment of positive body image, and investigated its reliability and validity. The results of
confirmatory factor analysis showed that, like the original version, the Japanese BAS-2 had a one-factor structure
and invariance across gender. Body appreciation scores had good internal consistency, test-retest reliability, and
construct validity. Furthermore, the scale exhibited incremental validity by predicting psychological elements
(disordered eating, self-esteem, and satisfaction with life) above and beyond body dissatisfaction. Thus, the BAS-2
is suitable for the assessment of positive body image in the Japanese population.
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RFA4 A4 A=VI%, BRI T 5 HECOMERREE
(Tbb, BEPEN 17H) 2aUBMRL KT
MM % 2 72 3 (Cash, 2002; Cash, Jakatdar, & Williams,
2004; Thompson, Heinberg, Altabe, & Tantleff-Dunn,
1999) M8k, ZIWWERI T4 TRT4 4 A=
AT ATRTFTAA A=V HEAEEINLDIFED, #E
KOWFETIE, SRR EIER FHRIMEOEAZ ED
ATT 4 T HRMENE» D ICERISTENTE
(Cash, 2002) , Z D7z, BHS 5 FFAMHEEE S & 77 4
THEBEZWNETLH00%  HFEE N (Avalos,
Tylka, & Wood-Barcalow, 2005), K7 4 4 A — T IZH
T HEIS M EZWET 2RI LA LHES R
TI o7,

L ZAD A, N TRERTAAA=TVDORI T4
TMEmANEH 2, TOWWEREORIEIHD S
TWwb, fBlzIE, Secord & Jourard (1953) (& HIRDKE %
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Ze AL R A B X T 5 i R B & Ml E 3 % Body-
Cathexis Scale Z BlZE L THE ), HARICBWTDH B
REAZZEZIZLT, SRERERE (SH, 1990) A
fER SN Twb, 72, Franzoi & Shields (1984) &
HODF ROk~ 2 %2 & DOFEELF ATV 25 %l
£ 9 % Body Esteem Scale Z 5 L7z, & 512, Brown,
Cash, & Mikulka (1990) % Multidimensional Body Self-
Relations Questionnaire % % LT3 Y, < appearance
evaluation TN ETIZ, EOFEREH GRS
MWTHEEEZTWEDEMUET LI ENTES, 72
2L, ZhHORER, BADHRIZHT 2 L ED
ARMWELTVD, RIT A TRT 4 A A=V, Hk
W RIER AN O 2 EHMIC & & F 5 RITH
e THAH (Tylka & Wood-Barcalow, 2015b) 728, Hif
BOREEIRI T A TRTFAA4 A=VOYUEREE L
TEATITTH S,

FROL) BREOFAZEE A/ LT, L0y
WK T A TRTAAA=—VMERETH S &
ZZ 5N D 0OH, Avalos et al. (2005) 2 X % Body
Appreciation Scale (LA F, BAS & 5 %) T»H %,
Body Appreciation (ML, K74 - 7 7Yy T—T 3
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vETA) I ACOYREZAEL, FREMICEHEL,
BHELEND, XA FATICLoTEGEINIIED
G EEOME—-DORE LTZIFANRNWI L L%
FxN b (Tylka & Wood-Barcalow, 2015a). 7272 L,
BAS WXL TF O 4 HIZBWTHEOLRIA D S
7oo I, WL ODOIHEHE O R T AR R AME O IH
HEHURTE P72 THD Bl [HHTOHAED
WRICEBE > T3], [RAoflifix, ok
RRENARFE L v D)o IS, 4 ¥ KA Y7 (Swami
& Jaafar, 2012) R < L — ¥ 7 & 1 H (Swami &
Chamorro-Premuzic, 2008), 7 F ¥ )V (Swami, Mada,
& Tovée, 2012) 7 EDIEPFEALEIZ B VT, FER
EO 1 HFREEEIERRY, 2WTMEE o200
O, FE2WTFORTFAMEIZELS, BRIELW
ETHb, HZIC, —HOHEAHNEBLZERENR
SMEC R > TB Y (Lo EN %] &[5
HOIBIEN R FLEE]D), 7= 7 EDORIC
BRI L TH D, HMIZ, EOPOHHI,
HOLWEDART T 4 THRTFT 4 A4 A=V % BHI & A
L, INLDAHTT A4 TERTAA A=V DOAFEI
FoTRIYTFU4TRFTA4A A=V EMELELIEL
TWVREHA Bl: [REFDH->TLHGTOHEED Y
DEFIEZITANG]) BEEFNRTWILETH b,
FREPU R E 2 CBAS REET S, 1 KT 10 HH
THEE S5 BAS-2 (Tylka & Wood-Barcalow, 2015a)
DERL S N7z BAS-2 1%, s & B3 2 k4 7 dk
BEABICHET 22 EDRHLNICRoTWD, Bl
A, BWERF T F) Y=g VERTAIRLE,
HELR B IR T 2 5F AN <, IR %
BT % & AMEIANIH D, FEAHEER ZITE) R
HEMAPL, AT T7A XA =V ZHNAELLIZ W
(Tylka & Wood-Barcalow, 2015a), ¥ 7z, K74 - 7
T IT =T a YHFEBEE) ORKL, AL
T4y MIghx & D2 et ddH s (Gillen,
2015)0 XBHIZ, ATFATA A=V EFMT L LI
FoTHLZANT 4 THhEBERNT D & ORI

b dH 5 (Andrew, Tiggemann, & Clark, 2015; Halliwell,
2013),

Loy, K74 - 7Y -3 i, Kx
HHEBICB RN L HET S, 2070, K71 -
T7) v IL—va rEUETHZREXRETUE A
HIS O PR RIS OEHEICEMTE B 25N 5,
L7255 T, 54 77V Y-y arzlETH
WREZERT LI LR, KRELEHT LD,

BAS &, FRETH 2 EiEM oM, A4 ik
(Lobera & Rios, 2011), K A v #f (Swami, Stieger,
Haubner, & Voracek, 2008), “XJV 3 v i (Atari, Akbari-
Zardkhaneh, Mohammadi, & Soufiabadi, 2015), H [&] 3%
(Swami, Ng, & Barron, 2016) 7 &% { DSk IHIIR S
n, IESHREWICHHEN TS, LAL, DHEIC

BWTIE, HAFEMBAS R RV T4 7RT 44 A —
TERWET B ZDOMOREIZER S TV,

& 2 C, AfifFETld, Tylka & Wood-Barcalow (2015a)
D BAS-2 ZFIIRL, ZOEENL ZYU LR 5
ZEERHMET 5. BRI, WFZE1 I8V CIHH
DO HAGERE KFHEREOMERR, WIEEGTE, AEOBE=
M, BEORUEOME 21T KIZ, BIFE2128
WC 3 E IR CIE T A RIS X D, HARGEMR
BAS-2 O FRAE M2 MG T 5.

Wmo® 1

B ®

HARFEM BAS-2 Z1EK L, O R T & Py
GRS %0 Tz, HESBESZ MM EBGES % 72
DT, AR, BARBERES, A7 41 7 ONTE
1b, AT, HBEL, VbV —A Y 7O
AT 5. S50, BTEIRE, HEL, YoV E—
A 272 BWT, HAGE BAS-2 VARG (R
AR R, SABEES) % LR 23 % b oh
EDEMGEL, WMORUEOMFTET S,

A &

RAENREEFHRE BB OEN KRS 1 KRER
VR SHOFE I8 AN SM LTz 2D B,
WINPDOREDRIZEFREIN20%LLTFE-72204L,
FEREELAETA2HEE (HhidEEEL> TV
L LA LI, TOHBIZIZMELEWTLES
W) 3200 B4R EDL 1 DI THA L 44
HOTF—5 ERE, BRENIC674% (B33 4, K
Tk 361 %4, FHER 19.25 3%, SD =2.62) % 5HTkt5
L7

FAOBME, BERKOFKS L OHOETOREZ
iv, H%E2d > CTHEEHR-b DL Lz, b, K
B OMEH I, ME~ORE 2 2 i/NRICHZ 57290,
BIOMROMEZHRICET O, [KF14 A —
VESREICHET AT v — MR & L7 AR
&, SRR E R B X DK% 21 T3
it S 7z,

AERE WMEHEHLAREEI TR TH L. 48,
HREOERIAFIMEHHTT v ¥ 2L L7z,

1. HAFERL BAS2 fE D 7212, [ROZRIZDO W
T ENLBWHLRZICHTETEEhE[ELV]TF
o] [ea ] [K<] [wod] »6EATEZ
TLZSW] LW HORILDOHIZ, R (Tylka &
Wood-Barcalow, 2015a) Z &L 72 10 THH IZDW T,
STETL &R 2. Fhic) 3. L2 & T4 &
KL T5.w2dh ) CHEERD, FREIXLRT
10 H CHER S, +0 % BN - 2400k &
T3 (Tylka & Wood-Barcalow, 2015a) . HHFRIZH
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Table 1
Y, BE#EARE, ¢, Cohen @ d
n PR
M SD M SD t d

1 2.90 1.16 2.64 1.10 2.93 ** 0.23

2 2.51 1.12 2.14 0.97 4,63 *#x 0.36

3 3.00 1.16 2.83 1.46 1.64 0.13

4 2.81 1.15 245 1.06 423 i 0.33

5 3.05 1.24 2.86 1.07 2.11 % 0.16

6 255 1.20 2.30 1.11 2.84 %k 0.22

7 3.11 1.18 2.79 1.16 3.5] wwk 0.27

8 2.71 1.16 2.84 1.18 -1.50 0.12

9 2.69 1.16 245 1.11 2.79 ** 0.22

10 1.98 1.01 1.75 0.94 3.10 ** 0.24
HEMEA 2729 8.81 25.09 8.25 331 ** 0.26

*p < .05, %% p < .01, *** p < .001

2o Tk, BEHED 1 ANTH S Tylka DFFW % 72,
MREMEL T2HMEK 44 EFELEREE T 58
REORLEZ 1%, BIUHAREL BHER & 3 28R
ROBLHE14) (KL, BRECEHH% HAGC
MRL7:o HAFERORRZHE 2, OHPEzHEM L
FTLRFHEE 24 (DI H 1 LIEHEDNL Y U F
V), BLOKRFEA 4 LPRIOM— % Ex ikl
720 WU, HIR D 4 2 OFERK L I OFIREK 4 7 (3
A REREE TOMRROBLL 1 4, B IO HAGE
FREREE T ARRROBLL 1 4) 12y s bF
AbL—va YEEKFELZ, Ny 72 VTV AL—=Ya Yy
DFER T HFEFIZRY, FRE L EROMEDS w2
L DM = R0

2. R B AN it 2 I & W 5 3 % 72 9 12, Body Shape
Questionnaire (Cooper, Taylor, Cooper, & Fairbum, 1987; H
ARFERL: KRB, 2011) &V 7zo 4234 HHIZOWT,
6 THEICTHE 2 RD 7. HRBARFAETIE, BT
Itz T 5720, HAFS 9, 12,25 O [Pk &
W EHZE A ICEELTHEML .

A MIERSEWNET 572012,
Concern Inventory (Littleton, Axsom, & Pury, 2005; H A
FERS : HAR - A - HIL, 2011) &AWz, 419 HH
IZ2WTC, STREIC TSz RD7,

4ATA4TA A=V ONTEALZWET 572012,
Sociocultural Attitudes Towards Appearance Questionnaire
3R (LLF, SATAQ-3R & 9" % : Thompson et al., 2000;
HAFERL: i L - /NG - U, 2015) & w7ze 4229
HHEIZOWT, sHEIC TS 2ROz,

5. FATEI R 2 E T 5 72012, Eating Attitude Test-
26 (LLF, EAT-26 £ $ % : Garner & Garfinkel, 1979; H
ARFER - Mukai, Crago, & Shisslak, 1994) % i\ 7z, 42

Body Image

26 HEIZOWT, 6 B THE & RO 7=,

6. HELLENIE T 572012, HEZIHREE (Rosenberg,
1965; HAGEML : LA - K3 - L, 1982) % w27z,
SI0HE IOV TSRS TS 2 RDIZ 2B, [b o
LHOZERTEL L)1 72nw] LWy T,
WP AR L E SN TS (i - /NE,
2005) 728, ZHOIEH % B2z 9 HH & ST L7z,

7.7 VE—A VT WET 57D,
with Life Scale (Diener, Emmons, Larsen, & Griffin, 1985;
HAFERR : Uchida, Kitayama, Mesquita, Reyes, & Morling,
2008) &AWz ASTHHEIZDOWT, SHFEIZTHE
ZRDI,

8. BMI (A (kg) / HE> (em?)) ZFH T 27201,
72 A XY= PIBWTHREKREDFLAZ KD 20

BREER

PLF, 7 — % O f &t AL 2 1 SPSS Statistics 22 &
SPSS Amos 22 % i\ CTiTb N7z,

RMRE & ZOME  HARER BAS-2 4% 10 THH
EAHHAFMEOY % Table 1 127§, JHH 8 # k&
W, IRXTOEAEEHAAFMEICBWT, L&
DB BEDOFHRENEER LIz BLOEIZOWT
MUE AT o 7245, HH 3 LIHH 8 DT XTHIH
BIZBWTHRZOERIAERETHY, MSVRIRERLR
L7

Satisfaction

HF#EE HAEM BAS-2 DN FHE &2 MRS 5
ooz, BEREEFELTL, 10HH 1 WTHEo €T

WERBGEL, MERRWRTOIT2T->720 72, BRI
Lo TERL ZNTHEEIR SN DR E 2 S/
720, WL aitorz. BET—5 T, T
SR EEENME SN, KT -5 Tk, BT—%
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Table 2
MBI T WS B 5 5E 7V OBAE
EFW df 27 CFI RMSEA SRMR
B 21 33.074 1993 .043 023
P 21 52.913 983 .065 025
FLEALE TV 42 85.984 988 .040 023
WEARZEET IV 51 102.853 986 .039 032
Table 3
TR R T-0HT B 5 KT TV O RT-HA M=
5 IR F T ]
% % EF—%
1. HoogheEmEL w5, .76 .69 3
2. HOHRDZ &% T nEE LT A, 88 77 .82
3. HODOHKIZEL LRI WEZARHLEE LTV D, 84 58 69
4. H OB RICHENTH 5, 81 78 80
5. HOD SRS UE L §5 2 L IEEEIA > TV, 61 .60 61
6. HO OB BRI L TEEEZELE %, 82 .80 81
7. 5 O S RO T & 57 235 % Z T AN TWA, .58 68 64
8. HTORHITNT B LN BEPTEIIEKN TS, 60 62 59
Bl FiE T, EEE YL,
9. 5D AR50 H X v, 76 .80 78
10. AF4 T CTHIZT 2B BNL2DA 2= (FF), - PR L) 62 ! 67

R STVTH, HAFRELWEEL S,

LD BRREND DD T LW ATEL /R L7z (Table
2)o WF—7 M T—%, &7F—5 ORTAfirE
% Table 3 IZ/R L7260

Wi, BUEZERFTICBWTH—AEZAETE
TWENE) MDD LTI, NS & 5411
BB 24T 5 720 BT — 5 L LT -5 Eh?
NORT-EM IO W CTEMGIR % &2 2 WA E AL
ETO L GG EE CWEAREE TN & I L 72,
ZDFER, RMSEA ICBWTIRRBEAZLET VI
WEAZET VO BRI #EEEZR L. —H,
CFI & SRMR IZBW TR EAEET NV L) HER
EETFIVOFBEENARRTH 72500, T0HEIE
CFI IZB\WT .002, SRMR IZBWT.009 TH Y, Chen
(2007) 2SHEME L 72 ACFI £ .015, ASRMR = .030 & \»
)RR LT D, T2, BEARZETIVENE
AEET NV OZBEE LRI Wb R R 5%
LTwh,

D lofErs, FERELRATL, 10HA 1 HT
Wi DEF A, BT —% & EF— 7 WiicB v
THEEL, o, BUEZERFITBTH—NE%E
HWETETWDS I LD SN,

BMI & DFEBE  HAGEM BAS-2 & BMI O EIE 5
PEIZBWTIEr=11(p<.05), ZHEITBVTidr=-.08

(ns) THo720 %5, BMI & HAFEM BAS-2 A5l
BRTHLWHEMEZZE L, BME & OB HB L
7275, BHICBVw T r=.10 (ns), ZHIZBWTIZr
=-08 (ns) THo70

ARNEEME WESTEOBS A 5 HAGE BAS-2
DEFMEERET 572012, 7003y 70 o 178k
B L7, Zo#E BLhaGFT—512BwT ol
(Table 4), BEIZBWT 91, KHIZBWT .92 EF
S fEDE SN FEHOMBOFIHIZBEICB W
T 34—.76, LMIZBWT 30—.73 Tho7
BRBSZHYM HARGEMBAS2 LIMORELE D
7Yy OMFEMBEREE M L7 (Tabled)s D
R KMETF—FI2BnTiE, K51 - 77 v —
Ya v HULRY VY — 4 v OB
MERBIIHENCAHAETH Y, EOMBEDED b,
PREUA L e BRI &, A7 4 7T ORTE(L, &
ATEY I & O MARBIIG O WSS T HETIICE R T
HY, BOHBENED SNz, — 5T, BEF—%1C
BWTlE, HELRSY VY —A 7 & MG
OB RIIMACEZETH Y, EOHBEIRD S
M, ARBEUR GRS SR IS & & O BEAHBIRBL O 1R
ERRIIHEIICEETH Y, AOMBEERLZL®
D, AT 4T ONTEALE EATEYR T & OGO
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Table 4
R & DHIBAR L
R o fEPH M (3) sp() 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. BAS 91 15 273 088 - S17FE 24 %0k 05 02 58 HkE 47wk
(304)  (305)  (306)  (306)  (305)  (308)
2. RIUAS G 2 I 97 1-6  1.66 0.79  -37%%x 60 *HFx g kR G0 kEE DT wkx (0
(352) (305)  (306)  (306)  (305)  (308)
3. SR & 94 1-5 184 072 -37%%k 70 %R 36 FEE 49k 47 Wk DQ ok
(355)  (350) (308)  (308)  (307)  (310)
4. 274 TONEL 95 15 221 0.80 20 %¥*  S4%xk SQokx 41 #F% 02 -.02
(358)  (353)  (358) (309)  (308)  (311)
5. EATHSE 84 16 167 043 - 19 #¥x 66 *kk 59 kEE 4Rk S17FE 102
(348)  (343)  (348)  (351) (308)  (311)
6. HELE 89 15 322 0.87 S8 wEE 3Dk g4 Rk D3 kkk L D() kak .59 wkk
(356)  (351)  (356)  (359)  (349) (310)
7.7z VE—4 Y7 83 1-5 287 0.80  47%Fx D6 FRE _30%FRE _12%  _16%F 63 FkE .
(358)  (353)  (358)  (361)  (351)  (359)
M (&) 251 2.74 2.47 2.97 2.10 3.11 2.92
SD (&) 0.83 1.02 0.78 0.82 0.58 0.83 0.80

D) TS MO TE, BT Ao LI L 2. MR,
2) HFRIEOTIHE, ARMEEOTHEL AL TR LMLk L 72
H3) () Wi 2kl 7z,

*p <08, %% p <01, #% p <001

REFEOHMOZ L Th oo

Table 5
¥ o 1) T [0l ) AT 0ot R
e FATE SR EEMN PED A
TR
p AR? S AR? p AR
Step 1 47 k) 39 ok (19 s/ Dk 09 #¥#/ 09 ok
PRTUAS i JE I 51 Hkk/ 4R ks .07/.04 -01/.14 *
HIRBUE & 27 k) D4 -30 #E/ 38 ok 14 %/-27 ®xx
Step 2 01 */.02 ** 20 i/ D3 ok BERSAVASE
K74 -TTIY 10 */.15 ** 49 ##%x/ 49 #ks 47 wx[ 43wk
I—Yav U : ’ : :
R 48/.41 39/.45 24/.27
TAE A R 47/.40 .39/.44 23/.26

) A7 aOEMB LT =5, HGUBBEDT—2 Thb, 13 Step2 TOfEZRL 720

*p <05, %% p < 01, %% p < 001

BOER RTINS TR L, BHETH 720 L Bl

VIV —A Y TDENENERBERE L,

72035 T, THITBWTIE, RYF 4 TRKFA A X —
VORI AT A T ONTEALDOR E R EATHSE DK
KEWEST B —HT, BHICBLTR, EYF4 TR
FAA A=V DESIZAT 4 T ONFELR EIT B R
EIRIFE A LR RN EASRIBE N,
WHRYUM K7 - 7 7Y Y- a VBB EAR
R (RTUA LK & BB IR ) 2/ 2 7230
NEbONE) PEBETT 572012, BfTEIRE,

BN RS a1 T Il 53 4T 2 47 o 72 (Table 5)o Step 1
THRBIAT & & S RBUE R &%, Step2 THRT (-
TV IT—Ta v EEALL. 2B, LERLEED
BWFZAT o 7288, TRTOLEHICB VT VIF < 1.82
Thollz0, MEIZZ W EHE L7,

SHOFER, WTFNOWEITBNTD Step 1 25
Step 2 A CTOBMRDOWBPRIAETHY, $72,
Step 2 1B B KRT 4 - 77 Y T— 3 v OfRElE
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BELEETHo720 LEN-T, KFq - 77U
I—¥ g VITETERY, HYEL, T veE—A v
DENZFNIIBNT, BRI (R EKE
GIRBIEES) & L2 MAOMMZ O LATRE
N7z,

W ® 2
=)
HAGERR BAS-2 OTFRAE IR 2 BT %o
Bk

BERNREEFHEEZ AT 10BMEDOI L UL
(B384, Zcse ) 123 EMRMMEA 220 CHR
HE2 AT, HARGEM BAS-2 [ZA%& % K7z AT
BBORIGAFITIL, EFEFTOT SHORLAZKD S
Lo T T o720 AP, HLP KN RIE
BB EOKBRE Z T TERMI NI,

RREER

HZGEM BAS-2 O AR AE I % Wi 9 5 72012,
3 R MR %2 280 TIT o 72 2 BRSBTS o
WARBIAR B 2 S5 Lo 2088, BICB VT .82,
ZHIZBNWT .94 THY, BIEOHMP»RD Sz
(WFNd p<.001)o LA T, HAGEM BAS-2 1,
F R M EENEZ D 5 TWAH 2 EATEH SN,

ez E

AWFFe o HilL, HARGEM BAS-2 21E L, €0
fEHAME L BUPEZ MG T2 & Th otz HEZEL
T, HAFERMUZERE L MRS 1 HT 10 FHH TR
SN, BEmMFTICBWCH—ONEZUETE TS
ZENFHSN ot Fi2, O RNEASTEE
AL A S > TB Y, JLMEEMZ YD AR
JL, BABEE S, AT 4 7T OWTEAL, EITEE
HYELL, 72V — 4 V7 OBEIRENT, T2,
W2 UM & T LR, OARREIR BAS-2 1%, &
B, AL, v WE—A U FI2BWT, &k
e (R R, SRBREES) % LM
HOFMDZD o TWwWAIELREN, Dok
5, ARWIFEIZ & o TIER & L7z H ARFERR BAS-2 13,
FEor e fE N - AR A T D LIRS vz,

72720, ARWgETIX, BRELIZRZ ZHENL
OGS NI, B—IE, HAFE BAS-2 O R EE
DIXETH B, FERED BAS-2 OIHH FIFZHE I
BWT 382 (SD=0.72), ZHEITB T 3.61 (SD=0.82)
Thotzo —F, RWFFETOHAKFEM BAS-2 DIEH
PIEHE I B T 2.73 (SD=0.88),2.51 (SD=0.83)
THoteo LW T, AFZEORFALIFERE DR F
L0 D EPKRIFIE Y, DX ) BEREIHEON

W EICE, HARAOHCH TMEIN FA - L,
2003) HDHEEZOLND, HARMNIELEDTER S
NTWLEHR=ETH HOR FWEMZRT & v ) ik
(B3R - 11, 2004) BB DA, BELHEDSHERS L
AWFFETH LD, HCHETEA»RNTREMED D
%o 72771, Lo#ERIEH < FTHMICTET, A
CHTEHmOMEZPHRLTLRBHARADORY 7 4
TRTF 4 A A=V D D720, SHO S
5% WP LETH 5,

BE, BMIEOMBETH S, RRETIEH L L
D BMI & O A PR O o il B3 Ic A # <
HY, EOMEDRD SN —T, AIFEIZBVT,
P TIEBEAR BIRGL DO M EHE R IIFTWICHEETH
0, IEOHEDERD SN72A, LVETIEMER I IR
BICHEE TR, WA r=-.08, ns) THo7z
ZOZENDL, HRAZMEIZBWT, BMIIZKRT T 4
TRFTA4 A A=V EHHENR RNV EQURIEBE I N, 2
OFER LY, HARALMEZ, HCOKREOZE#BRIEA
TLED [KFAA4 A=Y DEAR] DK E VI RENAS
HME b, ZHZ &, BMIHETREHTDH -
Td, HODP Ko TWLERBLTWEDLDIZ
333%, HilTHLERMLTVEDDIL500%TH
D, TEHICETHLDT, KoTwbEFMRTsL
DI 81.6%THDH (FBF, 2002) L WVIHIFMEFICL-T
EffiFohd, £oT, AARALMEICBWTIX, BMI
DEERLIVLRFAA A=V ZDHONLYEETH
HEEZOLNL, UKLy BT B O
MUER R IMEICEETH Y, Lo b
72 =11, p<.05) 2 &5, HARABMIE BMI
ML, RETWDEE, RIT4TRTAAL A=TUN
B b)) ZEHIRBEN, ZDXHITERE
EBRDRERPES N0, BMLIZ [R] & [72
CELE] PRIELTVBDOTHDLEEZLN D,
HARABEE [HASD Y, »ofaogik] %8
EFBERIEBENTWS GHE - /NS - ReE - )
2009) %%, BMIME7ZZTiX, KRR HAEIZD
WTHBR T A Z LI TE Vv, 20720, HAANBM
DERFAALA=VIZOWTBMIEOA T LS &
BHELWVWEZZ LN SBRIEBMIEOATIE R L, [
Bl L [72KFELS] MAZWHIVENHDZHH,
LB, ARUFFETIE, MEAHBIARGE O MR RS R AT
AHETHY, LOHBEFED SN TV, liEDd
DL, 5HEL L LMAENLETH b,

EEE, BB AMRELOMETH L. K
MEZUHoOMRFIIBWT, BRETIE, Biedic
EIVTFATEFAA A=V DEEFAT 1+ 7 ONFEAL
DO E R ETHEFOME LT % & v )RR
bTwiz, LaL, ABIZETIE, BEICBWT, K
VT4 TRTFAA A=V ELDI LI AT 4 TONIE
LR ETE R L 1XITE A LD W T EATRIEE



364 DELEAITSE 2017 4F 45 88 % 545

Nizo AT 4 TOREIZOWTIE, HHLAERNED
RAE LD 25D LN, RIFFETHI L7z SATAQ-
3R, MR AT 4 T ORBEOAER N
RIERPKNDREZP > TB LT, T2, [ R [12

CE LS| oBBBONTEALZ HRIZH > TV e
W) HLHIABH B (Schaefer et al., 2015), Z D 728,
KT o 72 A 74 7T ONFEALIZRERN TH o7z &
ZZbN, SHBIZIVIEL AT A 7T ONLEALZ D ¥
B DHIEH D ETHERFE IOV, BREOWLE,
TaTA YRIANE IR T A Y M ERMEHT S
(HAJH - A - W, 2011) 2L, HARHEZ LI
B BATEIREIAAET 2 MESH 5. Lo,
AWFFE TR L7z EAT-26 1213, N6 O &TEIZE
INTBLT, WETLIENTEX hh ol 5HD
MRICBWTIX, IhooupEtEE2EE 2, X0
I EINLZ LTINS,

Lo L) ZMHENEITFAT LI OO, FNSHIEH
ARGERT BAS-2 O HAME - Z UM 2 BT 2T %
BDOTIERL, L LARWZEIZ & > THAGM BAS-2
OB ZYEITRENEEZOND,
72, HARGEM BAS-2 13, SRR (RTUAS G e i
HRBIEES) % LNA2MAOBINZ > Tnw5b
ELRENT, Thbh, K54 - 77V -3
VNI RAT R EOE e e TIE R, Thbk
BRLLZMAOHWA N EETLEEZEZONS, LT
HoT, AL T, HERORF 44 2=V
FTAHMRETIIIRZ EN Do MHZ S 2 L 2% hE
220, HREWNIZBIFS2ER T4 4 A=V5En 35
GARBIIEETHILENTELESLD, HAHE
BAS2 1%, BV T4 TRF 4 A4 A=Y Z WK O
MICMETELREL LT, Ay —NVERbEAS
) o

51 A 3 #k

Andrew, R., Tiggemann, M., & Clark, L. (2015). The pro-
tective role of body appreciation against media-in-
duced body dissatisfaction. Body Image, 15, 98—104.

Atari, M., Akbari-Zardkhaneh, S., Mohammadi, L., &
Soufiabadi, M. (2015). The factor structure and psy-
chometric properties of the Persian version of Body
Appreciation Scale. American Journal of Applied
Psychology, 3, 62—66.

Avalos, L., Tylka, T. L., & Wood-Barcalow, N. (2005). The
Body Appreciation Scale: Development and psycho-
metric evaluation. Body Image, 2, 285-297.

Brown, T. A., Cash, T. F., & Mikulka, P. J. (1990).
Attitudinal body-image assessment: Factor analysis of

the Body-Self Relations Questionnaire. Journal of

Personality Assessment, 55, 135—144.
Cash, T. F. (2002). Cognitive—behavioral perspectives on
body image. In T. F. Cash & T. Pruzinsky (Eds.), Body

image: A handbook of theory, research, and clinical
practice (pp. 38—46). New York: Guilford Press.

Cash, T. F., Jakatdar, T. A., & Williams, E. F. (2004). The
Body Image Quality of Life Inventory: Further valida-
tion with college men and women. Body Image, 1,
279-287.

Chen, F. F. (2007). Sensitivity of goodness of fit indexes to
lack of measurement invariance. Structural Equation
Modeling, 14, 464-504.

Cooper, P. J., Taylor, M. J., Cooper, Z., & Fairbum, C. G.
(1987). The development and validation of the Body
Shape Questionnaire. International Journal of Eating
Disorders, 6, 485-494.

Diener, E., Emmons, R. A., Larsen, R. J., & Griffin, S.
(1985). The satisfaction with life scale. Journal of
Personality Assessment, 49, 71-75.

Franzoi, S. L., & Shields, S. A. (1984). The Body Esteem
Scale: Multidimensional structure and sex differences
in a college population. Journal of Personality
Assessment, 48, 173—178.

Garner, D. M., & Garfinkel, P. E. (1979). The Eating
Attitudes Test: An index of the symptoms of anorexia
nervosa. Psychological Medicine, 9,273-279.

Gillen, M. M. (2015). Associations between positive body
image and indicators of men’s and women’s mental
and physical health. Body Image, 13, 67-74.

Halliwell, E. (2013). The impact of thin idealized media
images on body satisfaction: Does body appreciation
protect women from negative effects? Body Image, 10,
509-514.

FEF AT (2002). RFFEORT AL AT E5A
Ty MTENCDOWT A SCAL B R 2 7E A
926,1-12.

Tt e A A AW - VAR KA (2011). HAR [ 72
CE L EAR] REOIEE & BN - Z4MOM
B vy VISR, 44, 158-166.

Pk IRk -/ IR (2005). HPH L & A& (K
FIK) & H 2RSS DS well-being 12 AT O M
R B OEAEYE, 53, 74-85.

Littleton, H. L., Axsom, D., & Pury, C. L. (2005).
Development of the body image concern inventory.
Behaviour Research and Therapy, 43, 229-241.

Lobera, 1. J., & Rios, P. B. (2011). Spanish version of the
Body Appreciation Scale (BAS) for adolescents.
Spanish Journal of Psychology, 14, 411-420.

Mukai, T., Crago, M., & Shisslak, C. M. (1994). Eating atti-
tudes and weight preoccupation among female high
school students in Japan. Journal of Child Psychology
and Psychiatry, 35, 677—688.

A A F - W g (2003). THCH T 25HZ %
& E—NEROBRIEIZIL LA & ER OB
oFEY Ji— LHEHIZE, 74,253-262.

Rosenberg, M. (1965). Society and the adolescent self-im-
age. Princeton, NJ: Prinston University Press.

Schaefer, L. M., Burke, N. L., Thompson, J. K., Dedrick, R.
F., Heinberg, L. J., Calogero, R. M., ... Anderson, D. A.
(2015). Development and validation of the Sociocultural
Attitudes Towards Appearance Questionnaire-4



AW HA : BAS-2 HARFERRO/ER 365

(SATAQ-4). Psychological Assessment, 27, 54—67.

Secord, P. F., & Jourard, S. M. (1953). The appraisal of
body-cathexis: Body-cathexis and the self. Journal of
Consulting Psychology, 17, 343.

Sem Y (1990). FHAEM O B A EE ST AANL B
L OHCBIRITENC AT LTS, 61,
123-126.

AR A - I 25 (2004). HAANOHCHTLH
TR B 2 EEITsE o 0FRafse, 20,
17-25.

Swami, V., & Chamorro-Premuzic, T. (2008). Factor struc-
ture of the Body Appreciation Scale among Malaysian
women. Body Image, 5,409-413.

Swami, V., & Jaafar, J. L. (2012). Factor structure of the
Body Appreciation Scale among Indonesian women
and men: Further evidence of a two-factor solution in
a non-Western population. Body Image, 9, 539—-542.

Swami, V., Mada, R., & Tovée, M. J. (2012). Weight dis-
crepancy and body appreciation of Zimbabwean wom-
en in Zimbabwe and Britain. Body Image, 9, 559—-562.

Swami, V., Ng, S. K., & Barron, D. (2016). Translation and
psychometric evaluation of a Standard Chinese version
of the Body Appreciation Scale-2. Body Image, 18,
23-26.

Swami, V., Stieger, S., Haubner, T., & Voracek, M. (2008).
German translation and psychometric evaluation of the
Body Appreciation Scale. Body Image, 5, 122-127.

o AL - A4 2 - |l & (2011). HAGE
Body Image Concern Inventory DYERK /(s B R4,
51,162-169.

Thompson, J. K., Heinberg, L., Altabe, M., & Tantleff-
Dunn, S. (1999). Exacting beauty: Theory, assessment,
and treatment of body image disturbance. Washington,
DC: American Psychological Association.

Thompson, J. K., Van den Berg, P. A., Keery, H., Williams,
R., Shroff, H. M., Haselhuhn, G. 1., & Boroughs, M.
(2000). A revision and extension of the Sociocultural
Attitudes Towards Appearance Questionnaire.
Presented at the 9th Annual Conference of the
Academy of Eating Disorders (NY, USA), 2004.

Tylka, T. L., & Wood-Barcalow, N. L. (2015a). The body
appreciation scale-2: Item refinement and psychomet-
ric evaluation. Body Image, 12, 53-67.

Tylka, T. L., & Wood-Barcalow, N. L. (2015b). What is and
what is not positive body image? Conceptual founda-
tions and construct definition. Body Image, 14, 118—
129.

Uchida, Y., Kitayama, S., Mesquita, B., Reyes, J. A. S., &
Morling, B. (2008). Is perceived emotional support
beneficial? Well-being and health in independent and
interdependent cultures. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 34, 741-754.

i b - AN R U B (2015). AT4 T
ORI LG EEONTEAL L DBk HHLHS
WF%e, 63,309-322.

b T - N R IR AT - IR HET (2009).
BFHECBT2EYEHEIZOWTONIE A
DBLEENESE, 57,263-273.

A BT - ARF B - s i T (1982). REANE
N7-HCORMmOME BEOIFE 30,
64-68.

KRB R - B8 R - B OOEAD - R AR - AR A -
FJI T3k Hf (2011). Body Shape Questionnaire
& Body Attitudes Questionnaire H AFERLOIERL &, £
NEMWZZHRNEREEFEEZO YK A -V D
R O BFEEAE, 51,151-161.

——2016.9.28 ZH4, 2017.1.21 52 ——



