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INTRODUCTION MATERIAL AND METHODS

HBSC 2005/06 survey: representative sample from Hungary: 5450 11-17-year-old students (Boys: N=2815, Girls: N=2635)
Anonymous self-administered questionnaire
Independent variables:
- Body Image Subscale (BIS, from Body Investment Scale, Orbach and Mikulincer,1998)

6 items, scale-range: 0-24, Cronbach-a: 0.81,higher score indicates a better body image
- control var.: gender, grade (grade 5: mean age (MA) = 11.66, grade 7: MA=13.65, grade 9: MA=15.71, grade 11: MA=17.59).
- control var.: Pubertal Developmental Scale (PDS, Petersen et al, 1988)

5 items, scale-range:1-4, Cronbach-a: 0.77, higher score indicates more matured sexually
Output variables:
- Global Self-esteem (GSE, Rosenberg, 1965), 5 grade students were not asked
10 items, scale-range: 10-40, Cronbach-a: 0.83, higher score indicates better self-esteem
- Social Self-esteem (SSE, Harter, 1988)
5 items, scale-range: 5-20, Cronbach-a: 0.66, higher score indicates better self-esteem
- Children’s Depression Inventory, shortened version (CDI, Kovacs, 1985, Rozsa et al, 1999), 5 grade students were not asked,
eight items, scale-range: 0-16, Cronbach-a: 0.77, higher score indicates more disturbed mood (cut-off point: 4+: high risk for depression)
Statistical analysis: descriptives, t-tests for independent samples, one-way ANOVA-s, linear and logistic regression models.

« Biological and psychological development taking place during
adolescence may interact in several complicated way. These
spectacular and significant changes often impel young people to
Inspect themselves intensively. Their image on their own body as well
as their attitude towards this image may influence their self-esteem
and mental health (e.g. Siegel et al. 1999, Ge et al. 2001, LeResche
et al, 2005).

Social relations, especially peer relations and peer acceptance are
highly important for adolescents. Thus they frequently judge their own
somatic changes comparing to others’ body and body changes.
Deviance from the ,normal”, the ,,average” may frustrate them, which
may cause problems in communication and social behaviour.

The aim of this analysis was to reveal relationships between body
Image and self-esteem, social self-esteem as well as depressive
mood examining also how these relations are influenced by sex, age
and pubertal development among Hungarian young people.

RESULTS (DESCRIPTIVES)

Boys’ mean scores are significantly higher than those of girls in the
case of body image (BIS) and global self-esteem (GSE) in all grades,
and in the case of SSE in grade 11

Girls’ mean scores are significantly higher than those of boys in the
case of pubertal development (PDS) and depressive mood (CDI) in all
grades

There I1s a gradual and significant increase from grade 5 to 11 iIn
pubertal development (PDS), except between 9 and 11 grade girls
There Is a significant decrease in body image (BIS) between grade 7
and 9 in boys and from grade 5 to 9 in girls

The significantly lowest global self-esteem (GSE) scores belong 9
grade students in both genders

The significantly lowest social self-esteem (SSE) scores belong 11
grade students in both genders
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RESULTS

Linear and logistic regression models describing relationships between body image and output variables (separate models for all interactions between body image and control variables)
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RESULTS

As it is well-known from the literature (see the Introduction), body image proved to be a strong
predictor in self-esteem and depression mood.

In both self-esteem models sex was found to have no significant effect, while interaction effects
between sex and body image have been revealed. It is also known that there are typical gender
differences in self-esteem and subjective well-being indicators (see descriptive results). Thus,
regarding gender differences in self-esteem and subjective well-being indicators (see descriptive
results), one may suggest, that gender differences originated to a great extent from body image
differences, as well as gender differences in the effect of body image. On the other hand in the case
of depressive mood, sex has probably a highly significant role independently from body image.

This analysis showed also that pubertal development and maturation status can influence
considerably self-esteem and social self-esteem, and — in certain cases - it could be better predictor
than age (represented in this analysis by grade).

An interesting finding was the interaction effect between body image and pubertal development:
among more developed young people the importance of body image is reduced Iin the subjective
well-being.

Associations revealed In this analysis can be useful in the understanding of young people’s well-
being and thus to develop more effective health education and health promotion practice.

Parameters of BIS in regression models built for boys and girls separately
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* There were no significant BIS X grade interaction in the cases of global self-esteem and depression.

RESULTS

BIS is the strongest predictor in all models: it has a significant positive relationship with GSE and SSE, and negative
one with CDI.

Sex was significant only in CDI models: girls have about one-third higher odds to belong to the risky group.

Grade was significant only in SSE models: in grade 9 and 11 (secondary school) students have significantly lower SSE
compared to 5 grade students.

PDS is significant predictor in models GSE and SSE, with the second strongest effect on the output variables. The
relationship is positive in the case of both GSE and SSE.

BIS X sex interaction was significant in all models: an increase in BIS is associated with less self-esteem for girls
compared to boys in the case of GSE and SSE, while the increase in BIS less reduces the odds to belong to the risky
group in case of CDI in girls compared to boys. Regarding the strength of effects (i.e. stand. betas), no significant
difference has been found between the two sexes, for any of the dependent variables.

BIS X grade interaction was negatively significant in SSE models, but was not significant in the other models. A
postive changes in BIS is associated with the greatest increase in 5 grade students, and its effect decreases in the older
groups, especially in grade 9.

BIS X PDS interaction was negatively significant in all models: when PDS score increases, the effect of BIS decreases
(in case of CDI: when PDS increases, the increase in BIS Is associated with a lower decrease in the odds of belonging
to the risky group).
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