Appendix
Table A.1. Regression coefficients for the mediation analyses of perceptions of the anorexic's figure
	Variable
	Y: Pro-anorexia attitude
	M: Perception of anorexic figure
	Y: Pro-anorexia attitude

	
	b
	SE
	t
	95% CI
	b
	SE
	t
	95% CI
	b
	SE
	t
	95% CI

	Weight control
	.21
	.02
	9.18***
	[.16, .25]
	.12
	.03
	4.12***
	[.06, .18]
	.17
	.02
	8.09***
	[.13, .21]

	BMI
	-.01
	.01
	-0.61
	[-.03, .02]
	-.02
	.01
	-1.47
	[-.05, .01]
	.00
	.01
	0.03
	[-.02, .02]

	X: Fear level of anorexia awareness video
	-.05
	.04
	2.89***
	[-.12, .03]
	-.88
	.05
	-18.47***
	[-.97, -.78]
	.25
	.04
	6.10***
	[.17, .33]

	M: Perception of anorexic figure
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	.34
	.03
	12.23***
	[.29, .40]

	R²
	0.13
	0.36
	0.29

	F
	29.96***
	118.82***
	65.20***


Notes: BMI: body mass index; SE: standard error; CI: confidence interval; * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001.


Table A.2. Regression coefficients for the moderation analyses of aroused fear
	Variable
	M: Perception of anorexic figure
	Y: Pro-anorexia attitude

	
	b
	SE
	t
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK63]95% CI
	b
	SE
	t
	95% CI

	Weight control
	0.14
	0.03
	5.06***
	[.09, .20]
	0.15
	0.02
	7.23***
	[.11, .19]

	BMI
	-0.02
	0.01
	-1.55
	[-.05, .01]
	0
	0.01
	0.03
	[-.02, .02]

	X: Fear level of anorexia awareness video
	-0.72
	0.06
	-12.75***
	[-.83, -.61]
	0.21
	0.04
	4.72***
	[.12, .30]

	W: Aroused fear
	-0.29
	0.05
	-5.81***
	[-.38, -.19]
	0.21
	0.04
	5.82***
	[.14, .28]

	X*W
	0.1
	0.02
	4.14***
	[.05, .15]
	-0.09
	0.02
	-4.92***
	[-.12, -.05]

	M: Perception of anorexic figure
	
	
	
	
	0.38
	0.03
	13.55***
	[.32, .44]

	R²
	0.4
	0.33

	F
	83.80***
	51.46***


Notes: BMI: body mass index; SE: standard error; CI: confidence interval; * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001.


Table A.3. Regression coefficients for the moderated meditation model
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK62]Variable
	M: Perception of anorexic figure
	Y: Pro-anorexia attitude

	
	b
	SE
	t
	95% CI 
	b
	SE
	t
	95% CI 

	Weight control
	-.02
	.01
	-1.54
	[-.05, .01]
	.00
	.01
	.03
	[-.02, .02]

	BMI
	.14
	.03
	5.03***
	[.09, .20]
	.15
	.02
	7.23***
	[.11, .19]

	X: Fear level of anorexia awareness video
	-.81
	.11
	-7.96***
	[-1.01, -.61]
	.21
	.04
	4.72***
	[.12, .30]

	W: Aroused fear
	-.26
	.09
	-2.96*
	[-.44, -.09]
	.21
	.04
	5.82***
	[.14, .28]

	X*W
	.09
	.04
	1.98*
	[.00, .17]
	-.08
	.02
	-4.92***
	[-.12, -.05]

	[bookmark: OLE_LINK58]Z1: Pro-anorexia danmu
	-.24
	.35
	-.70
	[-.93, .44]
	
	
	
	

	Z2: Anti-anorexia danmu
	-.34
	.32
	1.06
	[-.98, .29]
	
	
	
	

	Z3: Mixed danmu 
	-.51
	.34
	-1.51
	[-1.17, .15]
	
	
	
	

	X*Z1
	.01
	.17
	.07
	[-.32, .34]
	
	
	
	

	X*Z2
	.11
	.15
	.75
	[-.19, .41]
	
	
	
	

	X*Z3
	.20
	.15
	1.27
	[-.11, .50]
	
	
	
	

	W*Z1
	-.21
	.14
	-1.53
	[-.48, .06]
	
	
	
	

	W*Z2
	.13
	.13
	.97
	[-.13, .39]
	
	
	
	

	W*Z3
	-.10
	.14
	-.71
	[-.37, .17]
	
	
	
	

	X*W*Z1
	.14
	.07
	2.01*
	[.00, .28]
	
	
	
	

	X*W*Z2
	-.06
	.06
	-.99
	[-.19, .06]
	
	
	
	

	X*W*Z3
	.02
	.07
	.35
	[-.11, .16]
	
	
	
	

	R²
	0.42
	0.33

	F
	25.70***
	51.46***


Notes: BMI: body mass index; SE: standard error; CI: confidence interval; * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001.

[bookmark: OLE_LINK396][bookmark: OLE_LINK397]Conditional direct and indirect effects of the moderated moderated mediation
[bookmark: OLE_LINK39][bookmark: OLE_LINK41]To examine the moderation of the moderated mediation, following Hayes (2018), we chose the value of one moderator (i.e., danmu type) and estimated the moderation by the other (i.e., aroused fear) of the indirect effect of the fear level of the anorexia awareness video. As illustrated in Figure 7, with the exception of high aroused fear (84th percentile) for pro-anorexia danmu (b = -.27, SE = .17, p = .115, 95% CI [-.60, .07]), the relationship between the fear level of the anorexia awareness video and perception of anorexic figure was significantly negative at all tested values of aroused fear for all danmu types. Furthermore, the conditional indirect effects of the fear level of the anorexia awareness video on Pro-anorexia attitude through perception of anorexic figure, as shown in Supplemental Table 4, was not significant in the high aroused fear condition for pro-anorexia danmu (b = -.10, SE = .08, 95% Boot CI [-.26, .06]). 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK40]Table A.4. Conditional indirect effects of the fear level of anorexia awareness video on Pro-anorexia attitude
	Aroused fear
	Danmu type
	Effect
	Boot SE
	Boot LLCL
	Boot ULCL

	Low (16th)
	None
	-0.40
	0.08
	-0.56
	-0.25

	
	Pro-anorexia
	-0.54
	0.14
	-0.86
	-0.30

	
	Anti-anorexia
	-0.29
	0.61
	-0.41
	-0.17

	
	Mixed
	-0.35
	0.07
	-0.50
	-0.21

	Medium (50th)
	None
	-0.30
	0.06
	-0.43
	-0.19

	
	Pro-anorexia
	-0.29
	0.07
	-0.44
	-0.17

	
	Anti-anorexia
	-0.26
	0.48
	-0.36
	-0.17

	
	Mixed
	-0.23
	0.05
	-0.33
	-0.14

	High (84th)
	None
	-0.23
	0.08
	-0.40
	-0.10

	
	Pro-anorexia
	-0.10
	0.08
	-0.26
	0.06

	
	Anti-anorexia
	-0.24
	0.06
	-0.37
	-0.13

	
	Mixed
	-0.13
	0.06
	-0.25
	-0.02


Notes: Boot: bootstrap; SE: standard error; LLCI: low limit confidence interval; ULCI: upper limit confidence interval.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK68][bookmark: OLE_LINK67][bookmark: _Hlk100010736][bookmark: OLE_LINK56][bookmark: _Hlk100010816][bookmark: _Hlk100010830]The moderation of the direct effect of the fear level of the anorexia awareness video by aroused fear had been tested previously using Model 8 and examined using the Johnson-Neyman technique. The interaction between the fear level of the anorexia awareness video and aroused fear accounted for 2.59% of the variance in Pro-anorexia attitude, F(1, 626) = 24.19, p < .001. As Supplemental Table 5 shows, except at the high level (i.e., 84th percentile) of aroused fear (b = .01, SE = .06, p = .804, 95% CI [-.20, .08]), the conditional direct effects of the fear level of the anorexia awareness video on Pro-anorexia attitude was significant and positive at low (i.e., 16th percentile; direct effect = .44, SE = .07, p < .001, 95% CI [.31, .57]) and medium levels (i.e., 50th percentile) of aroused fear (direct effect = .198, SE = .045, p < .001, 95% CI [.11, .29]). 
Table A.5. Conditional direct effects of the fear level of anorexia awareness video on Pro-anorexia attitude
	Aroused fear
	Effect
	Boot SE
	Boot LLCL
	Boot ULCL

	Low (16th)
	0.44
	0.07
	0.31
	0.57

	Medium (50th)
	0.20
	0.04
	0.11
	0.29

	High (84th)
	0.01
	0.06
	-0.10
	0.13


Notes: Boot: bootstrap; SE: standard error; LLCI: low limit confidence interval; ULCI: upper limit confidence interval.

