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Abstract

Although exposure to physique-salient media images of women’s bodies has been consis-

tently linked with negative psychological consequences, little is known about the cognitive

processes that lead to these negative effects. The present study employed a novel adapta-

tion of a computerized response time (RT) task to (i) assess implicit cognitive processing

when exposed to the body of another individual, and (ii) examine individual differences in

social comparative emotions that may influence the cognitive processing of human bodies.

Adult females with low (n = 44) or high (n = 23) tendencies for comparative emotions com-

pleted a task in which they executed responses to coloured targets presented on the hands

or feet of images of ultra-thin, average-size, and above average-size female models.

Although the colour of the target is the only relevant target feature, it is typically found that

the to-be-ignored location of the target on the body of the model influences RTs such that

RTs are shorter when the target is on a body-part that is compatible with the responding

limb (e.g., hand response when target was on hand) than on a body-part that is incompatible

with the responding limb (e.g., hand response when target was on foot). Findings from the

present study revealed that the magnitude of the body-part compatibility effect (i.e., the

index of the cognitive processing of the model) was modulated by tendencies for affective

body-related comparisons. Specifically, women who were prone to experiencing social com-

parative emotions demonstrated stronger and more consistent body-part compatibility

effects across models. Therefore, women with higher social comparison tendencies have

heightened processing of bodies at a neurocognitive level and may be at higher risk of the

negative outcomes linked with physique-salient media exposure.

Introduction

Acute exposure to media-portrayed images of body ideals in women has been consistently

associated with negative psychosocial outcomes, including negative affect [1], low self-esteem

[2], body dissatisfaction [3], disordered eating [4], and depressive symptoms [5]. Cumulative
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exposure to media representing ultra-thin bodies impacts normative perceptions of body size

and perpetuates the normative discontent that women experience around their bodies [6]. The

powerful impact of repeated and chronic exposure to media images has prompted significant

research attention to examine the outcomes of viewing ultra-thin ideal images [6,7]. Although

meaningful advancements have been made in understanding the perceptual, affective, and

behavioral outcomes of physique-salient image exposure, very little attention has been paid to

understanding the underlying cognitive and associated neural processes. Exploring the neuro-

cognitive mechanisms that generate these outcomes is necessary to understand the effects that

exposure to physique-salient images has on psychological functioning. This research focus is

critical for identifying risk factors of individuals and subsequently developing interventions to

mitigate and prevent consequences of exposure.

The importance of examining cognitive and neural mechanisms underlying exposure to

media images has been highlighted and several insightful studies have recently been conducted

[8,9]. For example, in a neuroimaging study, Uher and colleagues [9] identified a neural net-

work responsible for processing one’s own body and the bodies of others—including the lat-

eral fusiform gyrus, inferior parietal cortex, and lateral prefrontal cortex. Building on this

work, Friederich and colleagues [8] describe a similar neural network, and also include a

related affective network (i.e., consisting of the anterior cingulate, insula, and amygdala),

which is activated if the physique-salient stimuli is self-relevant or emotionally significant to

the individual. Overall, this work suggested that social comparison processes may be responsi-

ble for activating the neurocognitive networks associated with anxiety and other emotional

responses after exposure to physique-salient images. Thus, the manner in which one person

processes another person’s (i.e., a model’s) body with respect to the observer’s perception of

their own body may be one important factor that shapes the outcomes to exposure. The pres-

ent study explores this potential cognitive mechanism that might be associated with these neu-

ral networks.

In visual cognitive and spatial attention research, some theorists suggest that simply being

exposed to an image of a body and attending to a particular body part can increase perceptual

sensitivity in the viewer’s own body [10–12]. The observation that merely viewing the body of

another can lead to the activation of neurocognitive mechanisms in the self are also supported

by tenets of social comparison theory [13]. Specifically, it has been suggested that comparative

processes are likely spontaneous, automatic and not entirely under voluntary control [14,15]

and the automatic nature of appearance-focused social comparisons has been reported in

acute exposure studies [16]. In their study, Henderson-King and colleagues [16] examined the

influence of social context on women’s reactions to ideal images in the presence of male con-

federates who were evaluating the images, and found that viewing ideal bodies did not have an

effect on self-evaluations. The authors rationalized that women typically “process and react to

media imagery on a nonconscious level” (pg. 1410), and that social environmental stimuli

(e.g., commentary from males), may curtail the negative automatic effects of exposure to ideal

images. Based on these findings, it is possible that appearance-focused social comparisons

begin automatically through the activation of neural mechanisms that are involved in process-

ing other peoples’ bodies with reference to the internal representation of the observer’s own

body.

Consistent with and to support the notion of an automatic self-other comparison system,

researchers from the fields of neuropsychology and neuroscience [17,18] suggest that humans

possess an internal, neural representation of the human body, otherwise known as a body

schema. Despite considerable debate over the definition of body schema in the neuroscience

literature [19] for the purposes of this study, the body schema is conceptualized as an internal

representation of one’s own body that enables one to know where their own body is in space,
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and is also activated when the person observes another human body form [11,20,21]. Thus, it

is possible that activation of this representation when one observes another person represents

an initial stage of “body-part resonance” or an implicit “self-other matching” process. In this

process, the mere observation of another person’s body or body parts activates neurocognitive

representations used to understand the person’s own body and those of other people relative

to their own body. Although this self-other matching and body resonance mechanism is likely

to be largely automatic and stimulus-driven (i.e., the body schema is activated whenever an

observer looks at another body), there is evidence that the degree of activation and resonance

(from both a cognitive and neural perspective) maybe modulated by a number of factors.

These factors include the visual characteristics (self- vs other body, first vs. third person per-

spective) and species of the observed body [20,22]

Behavioral evidence supporting this embodiment and resonance phenomenon has come

from studies of what is known as the body-part compatibility effect [12,21,23,24]. In one

method of testing the body-part compatibility effect developed by Bach et al. [12], participants

were presented with an image of a human body with a colored target stimulus on one limb

(e.g., red or blue dot on the hand or foot of body). Participants were instructed to, regardless

of where (on which limb) the target stimulus is presented, execute hand responses if the stimu-

lus is red, or foot responses if the stimulus is blue. Thus, the color of the stimulus is the task-

relevant feature and the location of the stimulus is a task-irrelevant feature that can and should

be ignored. As such, any influence that the task-irrelevant body feature has on response times

to the target stimulus is thought to reflect any automatic and involuntary processing of the

body-related information. Studies using this task [12] have consistently revealed that response

times are shorter on body-part compatible trials where the responding effector and location of

the color stimulus on the model is the same (e.g., when the red stimulus is on the hand of the

image). This is compared to incompatible body-part trials where the body parts observed and

used are different (e.g., when the red stimulus is on the foot of the image). This effect is thought

to occur because the observation of the body of the model on the screen will activate the body

schema within the observing participant. Further, presenting the stimuli over a specific body

part (e.g., the hand) will draw attention to the body part and excite the representation of that

specific body part in the observer’s body schema to a greater degree than the representations

of the other body parts. This robust activation of the specific body part in the body schema

subsequently has a downstream effect that enhances the efficiency with which responses with

that limb (e.g., hand) are planned and executed, relative to responses from another non-com-

patible body part (e.g., the foot). Thus, when the target (e.g., red) for a given response (e.g.,

hand press) is presented over a model, response times are shorter when that target is presented

in a body-part compatible location (e.g., red target on the hand) than when the target is pre-

sented on a body-part incompatible position (e.g., red target on the foot). In the body-part

incompatible case, the activation associated with the foot would need to be overcome to be

able to respond with the hand. Thus, it is thought that the body-part compatibility effect pro-

vides evidence that humans match the bodies and body parts of other individuals on to their

own neurocognitive body representation when exposed to the body of another individual

[12,21].

Drawing from both neuropsychology [18] and social comparison literatures [7,14], it is pos-

sible that the magnitude of these automatic body-part resonance mechanisms are modulated

by both lower-level features of the body and higher-level cognitive processes. For example, the

presence and magnitude of the body-part compatibility effect varies based on the observable

characteristics of the images over which the stimuli are presented (e.g., age of model in image

[25]; human versus animal models [21]) and by experience and learning [26,27]). Although

never previously tested, it is possible that the presence and magnitude of the body-part
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compatibility effect may be modulated by body-related characteristics in a presented image

(e.g., body shape, size, weight). The characteristics of the model might moderate body-part

compatibility effects because these characteristics might be “more” or “less” similar to the body

characteristics of the observer and, hence, modulate the degree to which the observer’s body

schema is activated when observing a given body. Additionally, individual differences in the

tendency to engage in social comparison processes may also regulate the presence and magni-

tude of the self-other matching process. In sum, the activation of the body schema when

observing another person’s body might be modulated by the similarity between the body char-

acteristics of the observed and observer’s body, and the tendency with-which the observer

engages in physique-related social comparisons. Because the body-part compatibility effect is

thought to be a manifestation of the activation of the body schema and subsequent self-other

matching process, it is possible that the magnitude of the body-part compatibility effect will be

modulated by the individual’s tendency to engage in social comparison and the body-type that

the individual is observing.

Social comparison tendencies have been identified as important factors that modulate

women’s psychological responses when exposed to physique-salient images [16,28–30]. How-

ever, the current conceptualizations of social comparison tendencies are restrictive, in that

they do not consider associated affect and emotion—components that have been identified as

overlooked but highly relevant factors of social comparison processes [31]. For example, Sabis-

ton and Pila [32] characterized concurrent experiences of body-related envy and shame as

emotional domains of social comparisons, which uniquely contribute to women’s body-related

experiences. Considering that women who are predisposed to body-related shame (i.e., inade-

quacy of the self; [33]) and body-related envy (i.e., inferior self, compared to another; [34]) are

more threatened by exposure to physique-salient cues [35,36], predisposition to socially com-

parative emotions may impact efficiency of cognitive processing and the overall resonance and

activation of the body schema. Especially considering the emotion-focused neural pathways

that are activated by physique-salient body recognition [8,9], this understudied affective

dimension of social comparison may contribute to modulating more basic neurocognitive pro-

cesses such as the body-part compatibility effect.

The main objective of this study was to assess dispositional social comparative emotions as

potential modulators in the processing of images women’s bodies via the body-part compati-

bility effect (i.e., top-down modulation of the body-part matching process). A secondary objec-

tive was to examine differences in the magnitude of body-part compatibility based on the type

of unique image presented (i.e., bottom-up modulation of the body-part matching process).

To this end, we examined differences in the magnitude of body-part compatibility effects in

low versus high comparative emotion groups when viewing images of varying body types. It

was predicted that dispositions of body-related envy and shame would moderate the physique-

salient presentation and body-part compatibility task. Specifically, it was hypothesized that

women with higher tendencies for social comparison will be more highly attuned to physique-

salient cues and therefore have a more efficient and highly activated resonance process leading

to stronger and more consistent body-part compatibility effects. Meanwhile, women with

lower social comparison tendencies were expected to demonstrate less efficient and more

weakly activated resonance processes leading to weaker and less consistent body part compati-

bility effects (Hypothesis 1).

Additionally, given that body-part compatibility shows different magnitudes based on the

type of physique-salient image presented [21,25], it was hypothesized that the body-part com-

patibility effect may emerge in varying magnitudes across images of women with different body

types (Hypothesis 2). Because this is the first study to examine the body-part resonance process

and social comparison using this empirical approach, past methodological recommendations
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[14] were utilized, whereby several unique model body types across a range of body-types were

used (i.e., ultra-thin, average, and above-average models) to explore the potential moderating

effect of body type. No specific a priori predictions were formed regarding how each body-type

would be processed and how this processing might be modulated by (i.e., interact with) the

individuals’ propensity to engage in social comparison.

Methods

Participants and procedures

Sixty-seven female participants between the ages of 18 and 25 years (Mage = 19.97 ± 1.56) from

the University of Toronto community volunteered for the study. The research protocol was

approved by University of Toronto Research Ethics Board, and all participants provided writ-

ten informed consent. Participants identified as Caucasian (49.3%), Asian (32.8%), South

Asian (7.5%) and Black (6.0%) and mixed-race (4.5%). The study was advertised as a “Study of

Attention & Image Perception” and thus participants were naïve to the purpose of the study.

Because participants were assigned to low and high social comparison groups based on the

results and analysis of questionnaires completed at the end of testing, recruitment continued

until there was a high degree of confidence that there would be at least 20 participants in each

group. A sample of 20 per group was based on past sample size criteria in body-part compati-

bility studies [12,21]. Participants were financially compensated with $10 upon completion of

the study.

After initial screening for inclusion criteria (i.e., identify as female, age 18 to 25, normal or

corrected-to-normal vision, right hand dominant), participants were scheduled to take part in

the study. Once at the laboratory and informed consent was received, participants begun the

computerized experimental task, then completed a series of web-based surveys. For the experi-

mental task, participants sat in a chair at a desk approximately 70cm away from a 23” LCD

computer screen on which all stimuli were presented. Stimuli consisted of physique-salient

digital images of three models. One of the three model images was randomly presented on

each trial. Models had distinct body shapes consisting of an ultra-thin model, average-size

model, and an above average-size model. A series of images were selected from online sources

by the primary author based on conceptualizations of media-portrayals of women of different

shapes and sizes and informed by past studies employing similar protocols [37–40]. Criteria

for images included: i) full front body-shot of model, (ii) two-piece bathing suit, with stomach

area, arms and legs fully exposed, and (iii) neutral-pleasant facial expression. Within the

bounds of these criteria, a variety of 5–10 photos for each of the three model types was selected

by the primary author. Then a discussion between all authors followed to determine the model

image that most appropriately represented the media portrayed classification for each body

size. The authors discussed until consensus was reached. In a follow-up pilot test, an indepen-

dent sample of female participants ages 18 to 25 years (n = 5) ranked the images on their repre-

sentation of varied media portrayals of women’s bodies. Unanimously, raters identified each

image with the appropriate media-portrayed body size classification (i.e., ultra-thin model,

average-sized, above average-sized model). Model type (i.e., ultra-thin, average size, above

average size) was a within-subjects independent factor in the main study.

Following confirmation of the physique-salient images, digital manipulation was then used

on the images as necessary to match skin, hair and bathing suit color, and to remove the

model from the background images and position the model near the centre of the white back-

ground. The images were also resized as necessary to ensure the models were approximately

the same height (10.4 cm) when presented on the screen during the trials. Then 4 copies of the

images were made and a single target stimulus was drawn in each picture. The stimulus was a
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blue or red circle (2.5cm diameter) that was superimposed over the hand or foot [12,21]. In

the experimental task, the blue and red circles were presented equally on the foot and hand

locations and were presented simultaneously with the model image on every trial. Further, to

prevent an anticipatory attentional shift from the fixation cross, the image was also equally pre-

sented in normal and horizontally-flipped orientation such that the red and blue targets were

presented equally often on the hand and the foot, and on the left and right side of the body.

Hence, in total, there were 8 images for each model type consisting of the factorial combina-

tion of colour (blue/red), location (hand, foot), and side (left/right).

Throughout a block of trials, participants placed the right foot over a pedal and the right

thumb over a button in a press unit held in the right hand. Participants were told to press the

button with the thumb or the pedal with the foot as soon as possible after recognizing that a

red or a blue circle, respectively, was presented in the picture. Participants were told to ignore

the location of the target and respond only to the colour of the target. Instruction screens were

presented at the beginning of each testing phase in a white font on a black background. The

Responding Limb (i.e., hand or foot) was included as a main factor in the analysis. The Stimu-

lus Location was included as an additional factor and represented the placement of the stimuli

on the limb, denoting compatibility of response—a red target on the hand and a blue target on

the foot were considered compatible trials, whereas a red target on the foot and a blue target

on the hand were considered body-part incompatible trials.

A custom program written using E-Prime (2.0) software controlled the presentation of the

experimental stimuli and recorded the timing and identification of the responses. Each partici-

pant completed a familiarization session of six trials of randomized images (equal distribution

of model images, red and blue stimuli, and foot and hand positions), before completing the

testing phase. Each testing phase consisted of five blocks of 48 trials of the choice response task

(240 trials). The 48 trials in each block consisted of three instances (one for each model) of the

eight trials derived via the factorial combinations of stimuli (red, blue), limb (hand, foot) and

orientation (left, right), repeated twice for each of the three models and presented in a random

order.

At the beginning of each trial, the word “READY” was presented in the middle of the white

screen with black font for 1000 ms. A black fixation cross directed and maintained attention to

the middle of the screen during the foreperiod. Model images were presented randomly 1000

to 3000 ms after the presentation of the fixation cross to discourage anticipation. The picture

was positioned with respect to the fixation cross such that the hand, foot, and head were

roughly equidistant from the centre of the cross.

Following the experimental test, participants were asked to report demographics (i.e., age,

ethnicity and education) and a measure of social comparative emotions, followed by ratings of

model image characteristics. Consistent with most experimental studies that employ only a

post-test measure [7], the decision to assess dispositional psychological variables post experi-

mental task was made in an effort to avoid priming participants to the physique evaluative por-

tion of the study which may confound automatic assessments of response time.

Measures

Social comparative emotions. Self-report questionnaires were used to assess dispositional

body-related envy and shame. Shame was assessed using the 8-item Body Shame Subscale of

the Objectified Body Consciousness Scale [41], which assesses dispositional tendencies to feel

ashamed of the body’s appearance (i.e., When I am not the size I think I should be, I feel
ashamed) and is rated using a 7-point scale (1 = strongly agree; 7 = strongly disagree). Higher

scores represent higher levels of dispositional body shame. Reliability in the present sample
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was α = .81. Body envy was assessed using a modified body-specific scale of the 8-item Disposi-

tional Envy Scale [42]. Participants rate their proneness to feeling inferior and resentful when

comparing their body to a superior other (i.e., It is so frustrating to see some people who have
great bodies/ physiques with little effort) on a 5-point scale (1 = strongly disagree; 5 = strongly
agree). Higher scores represent higher levels of dispositional body envy. The adapted version

of this scale has been used in past research [43,44] and shows strong preliminary psychometric

properties. 1 The Dispositional Envy Scale [42] was modified by contextualizing all items to

focus on the body/physique (i.e., original item of “I feel envy every day” was modified to

“When I think about my body/physique, I feel envy everyday”). The modified scale was vali-

dated in a sample of young adults (n = 103; Mage = 21 years) and maintained its original one-

dimensional structure. The Cronbach alpha coefficient was α = 0.94 and the scale was highly

correlated to a 4-item measure of phenomenological envy (r = 0.68, p< 0.0001) and the

5-item Physical Appearance Social Comparisons scale [45] (r = 0.48, p< 0.0001). The reliabil-

ity in the present sample was α = .91.

Image characteristics. Ratings of each model on the basis of perceived similarity and

desirability on a scale of 1 (e.g., “not at all like me” and “not at all desirable”, respectively) to 5

(e.g., “verymuch like me” and “very desirable”, respectively). These scores were then used to

rank the models and identify the body-type in the physique-salient image that was most similar

and desirable to each participant (e.g., if ultra-thin model was rated 5 for similarity, average

rated 2 and above-average rated 1, then ultra-thin model was identified as ‘most similar’). Per-

ceptions of similarity to the models were assessed given this is an important index of social

comparison [13,30] and to provide additional information of how participants evaluated their

own body shape and size relative to the models.

Response time. In the body-part compatibility task, response time (RT) was defined as

the time period from the onset of image presentation until a thumb button or foot pedal was

pressed. RT data for trials on which the participant executed the wrong response (e.g., a hand,

instead of a foot response, for a blue stimuli) were eliminated. RTs shorter than 100 ms (antici-

pation errors) and longer than 1000 ms (inattention errors) were removed from the data set.

Finally, RTs greater than 2 standard deviations above the mean for a condition were consid-

ered outliers and were deleted. After data were removed, mean RT was calculated across trials.

Stimuli. For the factor Stimuli, compatible and incompatible stimuli were always coded

with respect to the colour and location of the stimuli. Thus, a red stimulus (which required a

hand press) was coded as a “compatible” stimuli when it was presented on the hand of the

model and was coded as “incompatible” when presented on the foot of the model. Likewise,

the blue stimuli (which required a foot pedal response) was coded as “compatible” when pre-

sented on the foot and coded “incompatible” when presented on the hand.

Preliminary analysis

Based on conceptual evidence that there are individual differences in tendencies to concur-

rently experience envy and shame [31,34], a cluster analysis of dispositional body-related envy

and shame was conducted to identify individual-level co-occurrence patterns of both emo-

tions. Following past recommendations [46,47], a two-step process was followed to identify

the number of clusters that fit the data. First, hierarchical cluster analysis using Ward’s linkage

method and squared Euclidean distance was conducted to assess the appropriate number of

emotions clusters emergent in the data. Agglomeration coefficients and percent change coeffi-

cients suggested the use of 2 separate cluster profiles. Second, a nonhierarchical k-means clus-

ter analysis using simple Euclidean distance was conducted specifying a 2-cluster solution and

the initial cluster centers that were generated from the hierarchical analysis. Following the
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cluster membership analysis, independent samples t-tests were conducted to confirm the two

groups were significantly different on the facets of interest (i.e., dispositional body-related

envy and shame). Chi-square tests were conducted to confirm cluster group differences in

percentage of participants reporting perceived similarity and desirability to each model’s

physique.

Main analysis

Response time was submitted to a 2 (Comparative Emotions cluster membership: low, high)

by 3 (Model: ultra-thin, average, above average-size) by 2 (Responding Limb: foot, hand) by 2

(Stimulus Location: compatible, incompatible) mixed model analysis of variance (ANOVA).

In the ANOVA, the emergent cluster membership of Emotions was used as a between-subjects

factor. Meanwhile, Model, Responding Limb, and Stimuli were repeated measures factors.

Post hoc analysis of all significant effects involving 4 or more means was conducted using

Tukey’s HSD. Alpha was set at 0.05 for all analyses. Mean RT data for each condition are pre-

sented in Table 1.

Results

Preliminary results

There were significant differences in body-related envy, t(66) = 9.85, p< .001, and shame,

t(66) = 7.51, p< .001, between low and high comparative emotion groups confirming group

differences on these factors. The first cluster was labeled as ‘low comparative emotion’ (n = 44)

and was represented by relatively lower body-related envy (M = 1.99, SD = 1.99) and shame

(M = 2.93, SD = 0.82). The second cluster was labeled as ‘high comparative emotion’ (n = 23)

and was represented by relatively higher body-related envy (M = 3.68, SD = 0.58) and shame

(M = 4.54, SD = 0.86). Women in the low comparative emotions group rated the ultra-thin

model as most similar (56.8%), followed by the average (38.6%) and above-average model

(9.1%) compared to women in high comparative group who rated the average model as most

similar (65.2%), followed by the ultra-thin (17.4%) and above-average models (17.4%), χ2

(2, 67) = 10.44, p< .05. There were no significant group differences between low and high

comparative emotions for model desirability (χ2 [2, 67] = 0.54, p = .76). Overall, women rated

the ultra-thin model as most desirable (89.6%), followed by the average model (9.0%), and the

above-average model (1.5%).

Main results

In total, 3% of the trials were deleted as anticipation errors, inattention errors, outliers or

wrong responses (e.g., a hand response, instead of a foot response, for a blue stimulus).

Levene’s test indicated no violations to homogeneity of variance for any of the hand (F = 0.01

to 3.88, p = 0.053 to 0.910) or foot (F = 0.01 to 2.27, p = 0.14 to 0.925) responses, across models.

Table 1. Mean (SD) of response time (ms) and response errors collapsed across social comparison group.

Outcome Limb Ultra-thin Model Average Model Above-average Model

Compatible Incompatible Compatible Incompatible Compatible Incompatible

RT Foot 563.31 (177.18) 612.37 (188.07) 575.95 (133.48) 604.65 (138.01) 570.50 (162.62) 615.50 (171.71)

Hand 426.24 (116.53) 472.48 (142.48) 428.20 (105.73) 475.08 (124.81) 436.22 (124.55) 472.88 (142.70)

Error Foot 0.43 (0.76) 1.19 (1.26) 0.29 (0.58) 1.48 (1.49) 0.37 (0.62) 0.94 (1.17)

Hand 0.15 (0.44) 1.01 (1.24) 0.28 (0.57) 1.16 (1.46) 0.21 (0.45) 1.13 (1.23)

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552.t001
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These findings provide support for the acceptability of unequal sample sizes between groups

as revealed through the cluster analysis. The analysis of RT revealed main effects of Respond-

ing Limb, F (1, 65) = 712.00, p< .05, ηp
2 = 0.92, and of Stimulus Location, F (1, 65) = 238.10,

p< .05, ηp
2 = 0.79. RTs for foot responses (M = 613 ms; SD = 80.1) were longer than those

for hand responses (M = 474 ms; SD = 73.5) and RTs for compatible trials (M = 524 ms;

SD = 72.7) were shorter than those for incompatible trials (M = 563 ms; SD = 77.4). These

results replicate previous findings in body-part compatibility [12,21] and justify further facto-

rial analysis. No other significant main effects (i.e., model), 2-way interaction effects (i.e.,

model by emotion; stimulus by emotion; respond limb by emotion; model by responding

limb; model by stimulus), nor 3-way interaction effects (i.e., model by stimulus by emotion;

model by responding limb by emotion; stimulus by responding limb by emotion; model by

stimulus by responding limb) emerged.

The key finding was that there was a significant 4-way interaction between Comparative

emotion, Model, Responding Limb, and Stimulus location, F (2,130) = 3.22, p< .05,

ηp
2 = 0.047. Post hoc analysis of the RTs revealed that the high comparative emotion group

demonstrated significant body-part compatibility effects for all models when either hand or

foot responses were required (Cohen’s ds ranging from 0.39 to 0.78; Fig 1a and 1c). For the

low comparative emotion group, body-part compatibility effects were significant across all

models when hand responses were required (Cohen’s ds ranging from 0.39 to 0.70; Fig 1b).

For foot responses, the low comparative emotions group had significant body-part compati-

bility effects only when participants observed the above-average model (Cohen’s d = 0.42).

No significant body-part compatibility effects were observed in foot responses when the low

comparative emotion group responded to stimuli on the ultra-thin (Cohen’s d = 0.31) or

average model (Cohen’s d = 0.27; Fig 1d). Overall, compatibility effects were stronger (i.e.,

higher mean) and more consistent (i.e., similar means) for the high comparative emotion

group than for the low comparative emotion group.

Fig 1. Mean RT (ms) for hand and foot responses in high comparative (A & C) and low comparative (B

& D) emotion groups. White bars represent compatible responses and gray bars represent incompatible

responses. Standard errors of the compatible and incompatible means are displayed.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552.g001
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Discussion

In this novel study, we used an experimental task designed to assess the cognitive processing of

the body to better understand how women process physique-salient images. Specifically, the

aim of this study was to assess how an individual’s tendency for affective body-related social

comparisons affects their processing of images of women’s bodies. Alterations in the self-other

matching process were predicted to be indexed by modulations in the strength and consistency

of the body-part compatibility effect. Consistent with previous findings [12,21,24,27], the

results of the study replicated an overall body-part compatibility effect with images of various

model types. That is, RTs were shorter when the location of the target on the limb of the model

was the same as the responding limb of the participant (compatible trial) than when the target

was presented on a limb that was different from the responding limb (incompatible trial). It is

thought that this body-part compatibility effect is a manifestation of the self-other matching

process, whereby humans can automatically access body-related schemas when presented with

an acute self-relevant image of a body [10,12,21]. The critical new finding of the present study

was that this body-part compatibility effect was modulated by the persons’ tendency to experi-

ence body-related comparative emotions of envy and shame, and the body-type of the model

that was being observed—participants in the high social comparative group showed compati-

bility with all body-types whereas participants in the low social comparative group only

showed consistent compatibility effects with the above-average model. Thus, these findings

suggest that the self-other matching process is influenced by both their tendency to experience

negative social comparative emotions, and by the body-type being observed.

The first point that we will address is that women’s tendencies to experience body-related

comparative emotions were important modulators for the body-part compatibility effect. Spe-

cifically, compatibility effects were stronger and more consistent for women with higher ten-

dencies for experiencing social comparative emotions than women with lower tendencies for

experiencing these emotions. Based on this finding, it is highly probable that women prone to

body-related envy and shame have stronger neurocognitive activations in response to observ-

ing the body of another person, as well as more efficient processing of physique-salient cues.

That is, the body schema may be more highly and/or consistently activated during exposure to

a physique-salient image among women who are more, compared to less, prone to negative

social comparative emotions. It is premature to suggest a cause-and-effect relationship or

directionality (i.e., whether or not a person is more likely to experience negative emotions

because they are more likely to have a strong activation of the body schema in self-other match-

ing [a bottom-up stimulus driven effect], or there is stronger activation of the body schema

because a person is more likely to engage in self-other matching [a top-down priming effect],

or both). The present data do, however, indicate that that the self-other matching process is

stronger and more consistent in the group of women who are more likely to experience social

comparative emotions than those who are not as likely.

These findings are supported by past experimental evidence, whereby acute bouts of envy

are linked with more heightened processing of information about targets of comparisons [48].

Therefore, there may be something inherent in the proneness to experience comparative emo-

tions that modulates basic neuro-cognitive mechanisms. Additionally, this finding is sup-

ported by recent evidence highlighting individuals with psychological disorders that involve a

focus on the body (i.e., anorexia nervosa; body dysmorphic disorder) have higher sensitivity

when processing body-related stimuli [49,50]–in particular when exposed to the body of

another individual [51]. The current study highlights how the self-other matching or body-

part resonance may be another cognitive process that is differentially experienced across indi-

viduals, based on higher-level emotional dispositions. Observations from the current study
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may have important implications for acute exposure to physique-salient portrayals, in that a

subset of women have heightened processing at a neurocognitive level, and may be at higher

risk for experiencing the well-documented negative consequence associated with media expo-

sure [6,7].

For methodological [14] and theoretical [6] reasons, this experimental design included var-

ied body types to examine if unique body types would be differentially interpreted in terms of

body-part compatibility. Partially in support of Hypothesis 2, the strength and consistency of

the compatibility effects varied according to model body type and observer. This objective was

secondary to the main findings and precludes a specific rationale beyond speculation. Based

on the observed difference in relative magnitudes of the body-part compatibility effects, foot

responses for high comparative group reflect more efficient processing of the ultra-thin model

compared to the average and above-average models. This effect may be illustrating an exposure

normative effect, whereby women are consistently exposed to abundant ultra-thin images in

the media, leading to more efficient processing [52–54]. Meanwhile, hand responses for the

high comparative group may reflect more efficient processing of the above-average model and

the average model (to a lesser degree)–which may be associated with the high degree of per-

ceived similarity between the self and the bodies of the average and above-average models,

thus reflecting more efficient access to body schemas [25]. In the process of making judgments

on attractiveness, eye movements tend to fixate around the mid-section of the observed body,

with females emphasizing fixations around the stomach, particularly when the body is larger

in size [55]. Among images used in the present experiment, the midsection was arguably the

most salient difference in body shapes between the models (i.e., due to visible adipose in the

average and above-average models being most predominant feature differentiating these mod-

els from the ultra-thin model). Therefore, it is possible that since the hands of the model were

close to the stomach region and attention was already drawn and held by the stomach by auto-

matic judgements [55,56], that this made processing of the stimuli on the hand more efficient

for the average and above-average models. However, this potential explanation is largely spec-

ulative and more research is needed to determine why different parts of the body might be dif-

ferentially processed and sensitive to body part mapping. Further, before robust conclusions

can be drawn, it is unclear if the participant’s actual or objective body weight, size, and shape

—beyond perceptual similarity—is influencing these processes. Future research should be con-

ducted to examine both objective measures of body shape and size (i.e., body mass index,

waist-to-height ratio), and the degree of perceptual body distortion (i.e., the magnitude of dif-

ference between perceived and objective measures of body size/shape, self-reported perceived

similarity to model body size/shape), as both may influence cognitive processing via the body-

part compatibility effect.

Additionally, hand responses (although contrary to foot responses) for the low comparative

women show more efficient processing when exposed to the ultra-thin ideal, which may also

reflect a function of perceived similarity (e.g., majority of low comparative women rated the

ultra-thin model as most similar). This observed difference in the magnitude of hand and foot

responses may be due to the discrete processing functions that have been previously reported

for each limb [21,26] and the placement of the hand stimulus near the model’s midsection—

which may draw attention to a prominent area of focus and body dissatisfaction in females

[57–59], and in light of speculative rationale previously presented in the present study. Due to

the speculative nature of these findings, it is imperative for future research to examine the

impact of perceived similarity of media-portrayed female body types to elucidate its role in

modulating body-mapping processes.

Despite the present study being the first to examine processes related to basic neurocogni-

tive mechanisms and social comparison in an experimental design, findings from the present
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study should be interpreted with some caution given some limitations. First, the presumption

that social comparisons are automatic and may be reflected in the body-part compatibility

effect was not directly tested. Future research is needed to examine the specific links between

automatic social comparisons and low-level neurocognitive mechanisms that may reflect these

processes—studies of the responsiveness in the extrastriate body area (EBA) during the presen-

tation of these different images will be highly informative in this regard. The EBA is an early

visual processing area that is highly tuned to the processing of bodies. In particular, it would

be instructive to assess any low/high social comparison group differences in the activation of

EBA and other areas associated with body processing and self-other matching (e.g., temporo-

parietal junction (TPJ)) during the perception of different body types. In fact, there is some lit-

erature to suggest that women with body-related disturbances and eating disorder symptoms

have weaker activation of the EBA [9], and possess altered structural and functional capacities

of the EBA [60,61]. As such, social comparative emotional tendencies may be relevant modula-

tors within the EBA—as a critical neural network associated with body image disturbances

[62,63]. Second, although all efforts were made to ensure that the main experimentally-rele-

vant feature that differentiated the models was level of “thinness” (i.e., images were matched

on the most salient criteria [i.e., pose, clothing, body parts exposed, facial expression, hair

color, skin color, etc.]–it is not possible to account for which features of the model participants

were comparing in their assessment of similarity between the model’s body and their own

body. Future research is needed to examine the extent to which specific components of appear-

ance, beyond body size, may modulate differences in the magnitude of the body-part compati-

bility effect. Third, the presentation of the model images was bound by efforts to replicate the

experimental test methodology (e.g., model presented on white background in upright posi-

tion), thus raising concern for external validity with regards to how the bodies of models are

processed in advertisements and other media. Future experimental studies can extend the cur-

rent methodology to model images extracted directly from various media sources. Fourth, par-

ticipants were not screened for conditions that impact perceptual body size distortion (i.e.,

severe body image disturbances, eating disorder pathology), which may have impacted the

responses of the body stimuli. Future research should screen these participants for exclusion.

And lastly, the sample of volunteer college-aged females potentially limits generalizability.

However, despite potential limitations regarding models and sample characteristics, it is

reported that exposure to physique-salient images has damaging consequences regardless of

individual differences [64].

Notwithstanding the limitations, this study is a novel exploration of acute physique-salient

media exposure via basic neurocognitive mechanisms that may underlie social comparative

processes. It is well known that women are exposed to a multitude of physique-related media

and social sources that endorse restrictive ideals for body shape, size and weight [7] and per-

petuate the normative discontent that women experience [64]. In conjunction with evidence

that mere exposure to media portrayed images leads to automatic social comparison processes

[15], it becomes imperative to understand the effects on associated neurocognitive processing.

Evidence from this initial study indicates that the way women process the bodies of models is

influenced by their tendency to experience social comparative emotions and the body-type of

the model they are observing. Although it is too early to speculate about the direction of the

influence, the data indicate that women who experience negative responses to physique-salient

images may do so because the body schema is more highly activated during self-other match-

ing, or because of a priming of their body schema. This new knowledge contributes to our

understanding about the processing of exposure to physique-salient images and the array of

associated negative consequences—including alterations to neurocognitive processing. These

findings may also have important clinical implications in identifying at-risk individuals (i.e.,
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high social comparison tendencies), and then consequently targeting these individuals with

intervention strategies to reduce capacities for social comparisons, and mitigate the conse-

quences of exposure to physique-salient images.

Acknowledgments

Funding for this study was provided from research grants provided to CMS from Social Sci-

ences and Humanities Research Council of Canada and to TNW from the Natural Sciences

and Engineering Research Council of Canada. This manuscript was prepared while EP was

supported by a Social Science and Humanities Research Council Canada Graduate Scholar-

ship. CMS holds a Canada Research Chair Tier II in Physical Activity and Mental Health.

Author Contributions

Conceptualization: TNW CMS EP.

Data curation: EP TNW KJ.

Formal analysis: EP TNW.

Funding acquisition: CMS TNW.

Investigation: EP KJ.

Methodology: KJ TNW.

Project administration: EP.

Resources: TNW.

Software: KJ TNW.

Supervision: TNW CMS.

Validation: TNW.

Visualization: EP TNW.

Writing – original draft: EP.

Writing – review & editing: EP KJ TNW CMS.

References
1. Sabiston CM, Chandler K. Effects of fitness advertising on weight and body shape dissatisfaction, social

physique anxiety, and exercise motives in a sample of healthy-weight females. J Appl Biobehav Res.

2009; 14: 165–180. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9861.2010.00047.x

2. Irving LM. Mirror Images: Effects of the Standard of Beauty on the Self- and Body-Esteem of Women

Exhibiting Varying Levels of Bulimic Symptoms. J Soc Clin Psychol. 1990; 9: 230–242. https://doi.org/

10.1521/jscp.1990.9.2.230

3. Stice E, Spangler D, Agras WS. Exposure to Media-Portrayed Thin-Ideal Images Adversely Affects Vul-

nerable Girls: A Longitudinal Experiment. J Soc Clin Psychol. 2001; 20: 270–288. https://doi.org/10.

1521/jscp.20.3.270.22309

4. Thompson KJ, Stice E. Thin-Ideal Internalization: Mounting Evidence for a New Risk Factor for Body-

Image Disturbance and Eating Pathology. Curr Dir Psychol Sci. 2001; 10: 181–183. https://doi.org/10.

1111/1467-8721.00144

5. Stice E, Shaw HE. Adverse effects of the media portrayed thin-ideal on women and linkages to bulimic

symptomatology. J Soc Clin Psychol. 1994; 13: 288–308. https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.1994.13.3.288

6. Grabe S, Ward LM, Hyde JS. The Role of the Media in Body Image Concerns Among Women. Psychol

Bull. 2008; 134: 460–476. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.134.3.460 PMID: 18444705

Social comparison and cognitive processing

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552 June 20, 2017 13 / 16

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9861.2010.00047.x
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.1990.9.2.230
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.1990.9.2.230
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.20.3.270.22309
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.20.3.270.22309
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.00144
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.00144
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.1994.13.3.288
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.134.3.460
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18444705
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552


7. Groetz J, Levine MP, Murnen SK. The effect of experimental presentation of thin media images on body

satisfaction: A meta-analytic review. International Journal of Eating Disorders. 2002. pp. 1–16. https://

doi.org/10.1002/eat.10005 PMID: 11835293

8. Friederich HC, Uher R, Brooks S, Giampietro V, Brammer M, Williams SCR, et al. I’m not as slim as that

girl: Neural bases of body shape self-comparison to media images. Neuroimage. 2007; 37: 674–681.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2007.05.039 PMID: 17604649

9. Uher R, Murphy T, Friederich HC, Dalgleish T, Brammer MJ, Giampietro V, et al. Functional neuroanat-

omy of body shape perception in healthy and eating-disordered women. Biol Psychiatry. 2005; 58: 990–

997. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2005.06.001 PMID: 16084858

10. Tipper SP, Phillips N, Dancer C, Lloyd D, Howard LA, McGlone F. Vision influences tactile perception at

body sites that cannot be viewed directly. Exp Brain Res. 2001; 139: 160–167. https://doi.org/10.1007/

s002210100743 PMID: 11497057

11. Thomas R, Press C, Haggard P. Shared representations in body perception. Acta Psychol (Amst).

2006; 121: 317–330. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2005.08.002 PMID: 16194527

12. Bach P, Peatfield NA, Tipper SP. Focusing on body sites: The role of spatial attention in action percep-

tion. Exp Brain Res. 2007; 178: 509–517. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-006-0756-4 PMID: 17091293

13. Festinger L. A Theory of Social Comparison Processes. Hum Relations. 1954; 7: 117–140. https://doi.

org/10.1177/001872675400700202

14. Want SC. Meta-analytic moderators of experimental exposure to media portrayals of women on female

appearance satisfaction: Social comparisons as automatic processes. Body Image. 2009. pp. 257–269.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bodyim.2009.07.008 PMID: 19716779

15. Gilbert DT, Giesler RB, Morris KA. When comparisons arise. J Pers Soc Psychol. 1995; 69: 227. https://

doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.69.2.227 PMID: 7643304

16. Henderson-King D, Henderson-King E, Hoffmann L. Media Images and Women’s Self-Evaluations:

Social Context and Importance of Attractiveness as Moderators. Personal Soc Psychol Bull. 2001; 27:

1407–1416. https://doi.org/10.1177/01461672012711002

17. Buxbaum LJ, Coslett HB. Specialised structural descriptions for human body parts: Evidence from auto-

topagnosia. Cogn Neuropsychol. 2001; 18: 289–306. https://doi.org/10.1080/02643290126172 PMID:

20945217

18. Peelen M V, Downing PE. The neural basis of visual body perception. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2007; 8: 636–

48. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2195 PMID: 17643089

19. De Vignemont F. Neuropsychologia Body schema and body image—Pros and cons. 2010; 48: 669–

680. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2009.09.022 PMID: 19786038

20. Downing PE, Jiang Y, Shuman M, Kanwisher N. A cortical area selective for visual processing of the

human body. Science. 2001; 293: 2470–3. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1063414 PMID: 11577239

21. Welsh TN, McDougall L, Paulson S. The personification of animals: Coding of human and nonhuman

body parts based on posture and function. Cognition. 2014; 132: 398–415. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

cognition.2014.05.003 PMID: 24881004

22. Vocks S, Busch M, Schulte D, Grönermeyer D, Herpertz S, Suchan B. Psychiatry Research: Neuroim-

aging Effects of body image therapy on the activation of the extrastriate body area in anorexia nervosa:

An fMRI study. Psychiatry Res Neuroimaging. Elsevier Ireland Ltd; 2010; 183: 114–118. https://doi.org/

10.1016/j.pscychresns.2010.05.011 PMID: 20630712

23. Thomas DR. A General Inductive Approach for Analyzing Qualitative Evaluation Data. Am J Eval. 2006;

27: 237–246. https://doi.org/10.1177/1098214005283748

24. Wiggett AJ, Downing PE, Tipper SP. Facilitation and interference in spatial and body reference frames.

Exp Brain Res. 2013; 225: 119–131. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-012-3353-8 PMID: 23192338

25. Pacione SM, Welsh TN. Embodying animals: Body-part compatibility in mammalian, reptile and aves

classes. Acta Psychol (Amst). 2015; 160: 117–126. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2015.07.005 PMID:

26233729

26. Jovanov K, Clifton P, Mazalek A, Nitsche M, Welsh TN. The limb-specific embodiment of a tool following

experience. Exp Brain Res. 2015; 233: 2685–2694. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-015-4342-5 PMID:

26055989

27. Wiggett AJ, Hudson M, Tipper SP, Downing PE. Learning associations between action and perception:

Effects of incompatible training on body part and spatial priming. Brain Cogn. 2011; 76: 87–96. https://

doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2011.02.014 PMID: 21481998

28. Dittmar H, Howard S. Professional hazards? The impact of models’ body size on advertising effective-

ness and women’s body-focused anxiety in professions that do and do not emphasize the cultural ideal

of thinness. Br J Soc Psychol. 2004; 43: 477–497. https://doi.org/10.1348/0144666042565407 PMID:

15601505

Social comparison and cognitive processing

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552 June 20, 2017 14 / 16

https://doi.org/10.1002/eat.10005
https://doi.org/10.1002/eat.10005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11835293
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2007.05.039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17604649
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2005.06.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16084858
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002210100743
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002210100743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11497057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2005.08.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16194527
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-006-0756-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17091293
https://doi.org/10.1177/001872675400700202
https://doi.org/10.1177/001872675400700202
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bodyim.2009.07.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19716779
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.69.2.227
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.69.2.227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7643304
https://doi.org/10.1177/01461672012711002
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643290126172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20945217
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2195
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17643089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2009.09.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19786038
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1063414
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11577239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2014.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2014.05.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24881004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pscychresns.2010.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pscychresns.2010.05.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20630712
https://doi.org/10.1177/1098214005283748
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-012-3353-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23192338
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2015.07.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26233729
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-015-4342-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26055989
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2011.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2011.02.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21481998
https://doi.org/10.1348/0144666042565407
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15601505
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552


29. Tiggemann M. Body image across the adult life span: stability and change. Body Image. 2004; 1: 29–

41. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1740-1445(03)00002-0 PMID: 18089139

30. Tiggemann M, McGill B. The role of social comparison in the effect of magazine advertisements on

women’s mood and body dissatisfaction. J Soc Clin Psychol. 2004; 23: 23–44. https://doi.org/10.1521/

jscp.23.1.23.26991

31. Pila E, Stamiris A, Castonguay A, Sabiston CM. Body-related envy: A social comparison perspective in

sport and exercise. J Sport Exerc Psychol. 2014; 36. https://doi.org/10.1123/jsep.2013-0100 PMID:

24501147

32. Sabiston CM, Pila E. Social comparative emotions. Encyclopedia of Sport and Exercise Psychology.

Thousand Oaks, CA. Sage Publications; 2014. pp. 689–691.

33. Tangney J. Recent advances in the empirical study of shame and guilt. Am Behav Sci. 1995; 38: 1132.

https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764295038008008

34. Smith RH, Kim SH. Comprehending envy. Psychol Bull. 2007; 133: 46–64. https://doi.org/10.1037/

0033-2909.133.1.46 PMID: 17201570

35. Focht BC, Hausenblas H a. Perceived Evaluative Threat and State Anxiety During Exercise in Women

with Social Physique Anxiety. J Appl Sport Psychol. 2004; 16: 361–368. https://doi.org/10.1080/

10413200490517968

36. Ginis KAM, Strong HA, Arent SM, Bray SR. The effects of threatened social evaluation of the physique

on cortisol activity. Psychol Heal. 2012; 27: 990–1007. https://doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2011.652111

PMID: 22292448

37. Cattarin J a., Thompson JK, Thomas C, Williams R. Body Image, Mood, and Televised Images of

Attractiveness: The Role of Social Comparison. J Soc Clin Psychol. 2000; 19: 220–239. https://doi.org/

10.1521/jscp.2000.19.2.220

38. Ogden J, Mundray K. The effect of the media on body satisfaction: The role of gender and size. Eur Eat

Disord Rev. 1996; 4: 171–182. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0968(199609)4:3<171::AID-

ERV132>3.0.CO;2-U

39. Lin LF, Kulik J a. Social Comparison and Women’s Body Satisfaction. Basic Appl Soc Psych. 2002; 24:

115–123. https://doi.org/10.1207/S15324834BASP2402_4

40. Wilcox K, Laird JD. The Impact of Media Images of Super-Slender Women on Women’s Self-Esteem:

Identification, Social Comparison, and Self-Perception. J Res Pers. 2000; 34: 278–286. https://doi.org/

10.1006/jrpe.1999.2281

41. McKinley NM, Hyde JS. The objectified body consciousness scale Development and Validation. Psy-

chol Women Q. 1996; 20: 181–215. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1996.tb00467.x

42. Smith RH, Parrott WG, Diener EF, Hoyle RH, Kim SH. Dispositional Envy. Personal Soc Psychol Bull.

1999; 25: 1007–1020. https://doi.org/10.1177/01461672992511008

43. Pila E, Stamiris A, Castonguay A, Sabiston CM. Body-related envy: a social comparison perspective in

sport and exercise. J Sport Exerc Psychol. 2014; 36: 93–106. https://doi.org/10.1123/jsep.2013-0100

PMID: 24501147

44. Pila E, Brunet J, Crocker PRE, Kowalski KC, Sabiston CM. Intrapersonal characteristics of body-related

guilt, shame, pride, and envy in Canadian adults. Body Image. 2016; 16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

bodyim.2016.01.001 PMID: 26799227

45. Thompson JK, Coovert MD, Stormer SM. Body image, social comparison, and eating disturbance: a

covariance structure modeling investigation. Int J Eat Disord. 1999; 26: 43–51. PMID: 10349583

46. Hair JF, Anderson RE, Tatham RL, Black WC. Multivariate Data Analysis. International Journal of Phar-

maceutics. 1998. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2011.02.019 PMID: 21335075

47. Ullrich-French S, Cox A. Using cluster analysis to examine the combinations of motivation regulations

of physical education students. J Sport Exerc Psychol. 2009; 31: 358–379. PMID: 19798998

48. Hill SE, Delpriore DJ, Vaughan PW, Depletion S, Hill SE, Delpriore DJ, et al. The Cognitive Conse-

quences of Envy: Attention, Memory, and Self-Regulatory Depletion. J Pers Soc Psychol. 2011; 101:

653–666. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023904 PMID: 21639650

49. Madsen SK, Bohon C, Feusner JD. Visual processing in anorexia nervosa and body dysmorphic disor-

der: Similarities, differences, and future research directions. Journal of Psychiatric Research. 2013. pp.

1483–1491. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2013.06.003 PMID: 23810196

50. Watson KK, Werling DM, Zucker NL, Platt ML. Altered social reward and attention in anorexia nervosa.

Front Psychol. 2010; https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2010.00036 PMID: 21887145

51. Dalmaso M, Castelli L, Scatturin P, Carli L, Todisco P, Palomba D, et al. Altered social attention in

anorexia nervosa during real social interaction. Sci Rep. 2016; 6: 1–8. https://doi.org/10.1038/

srep23311 PMID: 26984784

Social comparison and cognitive processing

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552 June 20, 2017 15 / 16

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1740-1445(03)00002-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18089139
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.23.1.23.26991
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.23.1.23.26991
https://doi.org/10.1123/jsep.2013-0100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24501147
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764295038008008
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.1.46
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.1.46
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17201570
https://doi.org/10.1080/10413200490517968
https://doi.org/10.1080/10413200490517968
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2011.652111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22292448
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2000.19.2.220
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2000.19.2.220
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0968(199609)4:3<171::AID-ERV132>3.0.CO;2-U
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0968(199609)4:3<171::AID-ERV132>3.0.CO;2-U
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15324834BASP2402_4
https://doi.org/10.1006/jrpe.1999.2281
https://doi.org/10.1006/jrpe.1999.2281
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1996.tb00467.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/01461672992511008
https://doi.org/10.1123/jsep.2013-0100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24501147
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bodyim.2016.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bodyim.2016.01.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26799227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10349583
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2011.02.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21335075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19798998
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023904
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21639650
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2013.06.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23810196
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2010.00036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21887145
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23311
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23311
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26984784
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179552
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