44 B F 28 B K F R 8RR 20222 A
Vol. 44 No. 2 Journal of Southwest University (Natural Science Edition) Feb. 2022

DOI: 10. 13718/j. cnki. xdzk. 2022. 02. 019

Ui

HHRAEESTKFEEERSEENXER:
HREAHESBREBNIEAR
HEL, B, MK

PR R 2% O B2, B R 400715

G

HE., ARTOHNRHSBE X RXRFAEZERARAURMARARFBEAN PN ERAAARRAEHATER, XA A
HBHFPAE LEFRBEN TR MERHETAFORRAE ZA 606 8 AR L X FARAITHMN, SRLA.
O ANBHBEFEGTMNCKFALLER; Q MARKELANBHB S AR FALZERG Y AP PN
%A QO AXRRAEAY ARBLHALSERIHEI MY LA, SKAKAFEN L RFAAL, ARBHEELZH 8

BRAHH X RFAMPRFEOY AL, EREV, AHRHBLAIRAMR A FERWBELER, @ AKX
FlHAH 58 ataReHTHRREEHZ A,
X 8B W EEIR; AMBLE; MERHE; BRRMN;
L RFE
PEDRS: B84 5 XHIRER: A A CE R 5) HR5 (0S1D) :  thacsey

X ZEH S 1673 -9868(2022)02 -0161 - 08

The Relationship between Selfie Editing and Cosmetic
Surgery Consideration among Female College Students:
The Roles of Facial Dissatisfaction and Self-compassion

HUANG Zewen, SHI Pan, CHEN Xu

Faculty of Psychology , Southwest University , Chongqging 400715, China

Abstract: In order to examine the relationship between selfie editing and cosmetic surgery consideration a-
mong female college students, as well as the mediating role of facial dissatisfaction and the moderating role
of self-compassion, a total of 606 female college students were recruited to complete a list of questionnaires
regarding selfie editing, facial dissatisfaction, cosmetic surgery consideration and self-compassion. The re-
sults showed that; @ Selfie editing significantly and positively predicted the cosmetic surgery considera-
tion. @ Facial dissatisfaction mediated the relationship between selfie editing and cosmetic surgery consid-
eration. @ Self-compassion moderated the relationship between selfie editing and facial dissatisfaction.

Compared with female college students with low self-compassion, selfie editing has less influence on the
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facial dissatisfaction of female college students with high self-compassion. The study indicates that selfie
editing can increase female college students’ willingness to undergo cosmetic surgery by improving facial
dissatisfaction, while self~-compassion could weaken the influence of selfie editing on facial dissatisfaction.
Key words: cosmetic surgery consideration; selfie editing; face dissatisfaction; self-compassion; female

college student
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