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Abstract

Background: Anonymous verbal attacks against overweight individuals on social media are common and widespread. These
comments often use negative, misogynist, or derogatory words, which stigmatize the targeted individuals with obesity. These
verbal attacks may cause depression in overweight individual s, which could subsequently promote unhealthy eating behavior (ie,
binge eating) and further weight gain. To develop an intervention policy and strategies that tackle the anonymous, Web-based
verbal attacks, athorough understanding of the commentsis necessary.

Objective: This study aimed to examine how anonymous users verbally attack or defend overweight individualsin terms of 3
themes: (1) topic of verbal attack (ie, what aspects of overweight individuals are verbally attacked), (2) gender of commenters
and targeted overweight individuals, and (3) intensity of derogation depending on the targeted gender (ie, the number of swear
words used within comments).

Methods: This study analyzed the content of YouTube comments that discuss overweight individuals or groups from 2 vira
videos, titled “Fat Girl Tinder Date” and “Fat Guy Tinder Date” The twin videos provide an avenue through which to analyze
discussions of obesity asthey organically occurred in acontemporary setting. We randomly sampled and analyzed 320 comments
based on a coding instrument developed for this study.

Results: First, there were twice as many comments verbally attacking overweight individuals (n=174) than comments defending
them (n=89). Second, overweight women are attacked for their capacities (eg, laziness, maturity; 14/51, 28%), whereas overweight
men are attacked for their heterosocial skills (eg, rudeness, annoyance; 24/29, 83%). Third, the majority of commenters who
attacked overweight women are male (42/52, 81%). Fourth, attacking comments generated toward overweight women included
more swear words (mean 0.44, SD 0.77) than those targeting men (mean 0.23, SD 0.48).

Conclusions: Our dataelucidate aworrying situation of frequent disinhibited aggressive messages against overweight individuals
online. Importantly, the patterns of verbal aggression differ depending on the gender of the targeted overweight individuals. Thus,
gender-tailored intervention strategies that specifically tackle Internet users' verbal aggression against overweight individuals
need to be developed.

(Interact J Med Res 2018;7(1):€6) doi: 10.2196/ijmr.9182
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Introduction

Background

Weight stigma—negative attitudes and beliefs toward
individuals with obesity—is pervasive across societies [1].
Weight stigma often manifests stereotypes, rejection, and
prejudice toward individuals with obesity. One of the most
common forms of expressing weight stigma is through verbal
attack or verbal bullying defined as statements that attack the
self-concept of the receiver, intending to deliver psychological
pain (eg, teasing, ridiculing, derogating, devaluing, humiliating).
Research shows that verbal attacks on overweight individuals
are common on social media. A recent study, which analyzed
1.37 million posts collected from various social mediachannels
including YouTube, found that 92 percent of the posts related
obesity with negative, misogynist or derogatory words [2].
Additionally, researchers suggest that weight-based aggressive
comments are highly likely to induce depression or anxiety in
overweight individuals [3]. Depression could subsequently
result in binge eating and weight gain, which may increase
exposure to further weight-stigma and, at worst, even lead to
suicide [4]. Due to these adverse effects of weight stigma,
various authors called for more intervention efforts, including
development of health messages, to reduce weight stigma and
relieve mental burden for individuals with obesity [5,6].
Effectiveness of health messagesto reduce weight stigmalargely
depends on precise knowledge of the audience—those being
stigmatized (ie, obese individuals) and those who stigmatize
(ie, individuals who verbally attack individuals with obesity)
[7,8]. Particularly, men and women may experience weight
stigmadifferently [9]. Taking thisinto account, gender-tailored
messages need to be devel oped since they enhance persuasion
by increasing perceived relevance [10]. To develop health
messages tailored to female and male audiences, it isimportant
to understand how overweight women and men are stigmatized
differently on social media, and how female and male
commenters stigmatize overweight individuals differently.

This study asks: Which negetive trait is most dominantly
associated with overweight males or females? As evolutionary
psychologica scholars suggest, verbal aggression against men
generaly addresses men's physical or mental strength (eg,
laziness, physical weakness) while those against women tends
to be about their appearance [11]. This study attempted to
establish this topical difference in verbal attack asit appliesto
overweight individuals. Second, in terms of those who
stigmatize, we attempted to find out what the major concerns
of male and female YouTube users are when commenting on
overweight individuals. Two similar videos (female and male
Tinder videos), which were sequentially published to YouTube,
provided an opportunity to minimize confounds due to the
gender of the obese model in the video (ie, the female model
may attract more comments targeting female overweight
individualsor vice versa). Furthermore, these comments provide
an opportunity to conduct a natural experiment to gain insight
into how the commenters—which would not be made in a
laboratory setting dueto the social desirability issue—attack or
defend individuals with obesity.
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It isimportant to devel op effective, gender-tailored intervention
strategies that are fully informed by theoretical understanding
and empirical findings on the verbal aggression targeting
overweight individuals on the Internet. Thus, for this purpose,
the study’s coding-instrument, based on linguistic and
evolutionary psychological theories, was devel oped to analyze
comments posted in response to the YouTube videos. In the
following section, the theoretical framework for the analysis of
the aggressive comments is discussed. On the basis of this
review, the specific research questions are proposed.

Gender Differencesin Weight Stigma

Some cultures val ue obese human bodies as expressing beauty,
marriageability, control of selfish desires, generosity, fertility,
and closeness to God [1]. Yet across many contemporary
cultures, obesity is strongly linked with various negative traits
[1], which include laziness, unattractiveness, lack of will power,
poor self-control, slowness, inactiveness, physical weakness,
overeating, ineptitude, sexlessness, and unhealthiness [12,13].
Obeseindividuals have reported frequently experiencing verbal
attacks that target these negative traits in their everyday lives
[14] from strangers (eg, an overweight woman wascalled a“ big
fat pig” and physically assaulted by a stranger on acommuting
train) [15] or from a spouse (eg, a hushand called his wife
“disgustingly fat”) [16]. More evidence has been recently
accumulated to suggest that the association between negative
traits and obesity is becoming a global issue [1].

However, most research on weight stigma has not explicitly
addressed possible gender variationsin associations of negative
traits with obesity. By understanding how male and female
overweight individuals are attacked, one may inductively infer
how peopl€e’s attitude toward overweight males differs from
that toward overweight females. For instance, in the context of
gender differences, the following questions can be asked: Are
overweight females attacked for laziness more frequently than
obese males? Are obese males attacked for physical weakness
more commonly than females? With alack of current empirical
research exploring these questions, this study draws upon
evolutionary psychological views to provide theoretical
grounding.

Evolutionary perspectives offer the basis for explaining (at a
fundamental level) and predicting sex differences in verbal
aggression. Scholars in evolutionary psychology claim that to
maximize reproductive success (ie, the number of their
offspring), males, on the one hand, evolved to infer a mate's
reproductive success from physical appearance, more so than
females[11,17-20]. Healthy skin, hair, and low hip-waist ratio
are some of the visual cues for reproductive power [17] . On
the other hand, females evolved to infer a mate's capacities for
resource acquisition or the ability to provide protection or food
[17]. Accordingly, females primarily sought mateswith resource
acquisition-signaling features most of which were not physically
visible: including possession of territory, shelter,
industriousness, or high social status [21]. These evolutionary
psychological views have been supported by various studies
examining contemporary people's feature preferencesin mates
[22-24]. For instance, in asurvey that sampled more than 1000
undergraduates, women responded that they value males

Interact JMed Res 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 1|6 | p. 2
(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

INTERACTIVE JOURNAL OF MEDICAL RESEARCH

education and financial prospect (ie, capacities for resource
acquisition) more than “good looks’ (ie, reproductive power),
whereas men said that they value females physica
attractiveness more than financial prospect [22].

Such gender difference in preferred features of mates may
predict which personal characteristicswill betargeted by aspects
of verbal aggression. Buss and Dedden (1990) conducted an
experimental study where they investigated what a man or
woman would derogate about a perceived competitor for amate.
They found that when women verbally attacked other competing
women, their reproductive power tended to be addressed in the
verbal aggression (eg, “she is physically unattractive®) [11].
When men verbally attacked other competing men, their
capacities for resource acquisition were likely to be addressed
(eg, “the man lacked ambition” or “the other man is poor”).
Informed by the evolutionary psychological perspective, the
reproductive power and capacities for resource acquisition
dichotomy is employed in this study. Utilizing this dichotomy,
we examined verbally aggressive commentsin rel ation to gender
difference within the Tinder date videos. Videos and comments
on YouTube addressing overweight individuals may show how
they are stigmatized on social media [25,26]. While findings
from previous studies are useful for understanding what
generates stigmatic content on YouTube, various important
questions regarding gender differencein weight stigmaremain
unanswered. Thus, the following research questions (RQ) were
developed for this purpose:

RQ1a: To what extent are overwei ght women targeted
regarding reproductive power more than men in
aggressive comments within YouTube comments?

RQ1b: To what extent are overweight men targeted
regarding capacities for resource acquisition more
than women in aggressive comments within YouTube
comments?

Other research suggeststhat peoplejudgetheir romantic partners
based on heterosocia skills [22], which generally refer to a
person’s ability to carry a good conversation or express a good
personality. Specifically, studies suggest that males are likely
to succeed in finding afemale mateif heisheterosocialy skilled
[27,28]. However, to our knowledge, little is known about how
obese individuals' heterosocial skills are perceived. Like other
negativetraits attributed to overweight individual s, heterosocial
skills could be underestimated in order to maintain negative
valence. To explore this possibility within weight-based verbal
attacks in YouTube comments, the following research question
iS proposed:

RQ2: What gender differencesexist in how overweight
individuals' heterosocial skills are attacked within
YouTube comments?

Finally, among the 3 explored topics of verbal attack (ie,
resource acquisition, reproductive power, and heterosocial
skills), we explore gender-based differences in topical
prominence;

RQ3: What gender differences exist between the
prominence of attacks on reproductive power,
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capacities for resource acquisition, and heterosocial
skill?

Gender Differencein Susceptibility to Weight Stigma

Many researchers have suggested that obese women are more
susceptible to weight stigma than men [9,29]. In a study
conducted by Chen and Brown (2005), 449 college students
were asked to order 6 pictures of potential sexual partners
according to their personal preference [30]. The pictures
included an obese person, a nonobese person, and individuals
with variousdisabilities. A rating comparison between subjects
showed that men rated an obese partner less preferentially than
women did. In addition, men are more likely to choose sexual
partners based on a potential partner’'s weight. Overall, their
findings showed that women may be more vulnerableto weight
stigma exposure than men. In contrast to these findings;
however, Hussin et a (2011) found that across the 50 most
viewed YouTube videos which devalued overweight individuals,
overweight men aretwice aslikely to betargetsthan overweight
women [25].

Men are primarily considered the perpetrators of weight stigma
in a masculine society, as for women “becoming an attractive
object is arole obligation” [31]. Thus, men are less likely to
feel guilty when they fulfill masculinity by victimizing women
whom they perceive as deviant [32]. However, in the context
of romantic relationships, Buss and Dedden (1990) argued that
women evolved to engage in verbal aggression against their
own sex since members of a sex must compete for access to a
mate with desired qualities (eg, reproductive power or physical
strength) [11]. A question may be raised as to whether thisis
the case for overweight individuals of the same sex or not.
Unlike slender women, overweight women may be perceived
asless physicaly attractive (and less of acompetitor), and thus
would not require verbal aggression asfrequently. Alternatively,
it is possible that women will defend overweight women due
to contemporary cultural or social factors. Therefore, we sought
to answer the following research questions regarding the
presence of attack and defense between genders:

RQ4: Which gender morefrequently verbally attacks or defends
overweight individuals? (a) men or (b) women?

Intensity of Derogation—Toxic Disinhibition Effects
and Swearing

Many scholars claim that the Internet is an arenawhere people
feel disinhibited to state what they would not ordinarily say
face-to-face [33-36]. Suler (2004) argues that this is an
affordance of anonymity online—more so than face-to-face
communication— allowing Internet usersto feel lessrestrained
by the consequences of saying what is ordinarily socially
undesirable, which includes swearing or expressing hatred
against overweight people. This phenomenon is termed as
“Toxic Disinhibition Effects’ [36]. According to the perspective
of Toxic Disinhibition Effects, people would feel lessinhibited
in expressing verbal aggression against individual s with obesity,
potentially resulting in a plethora of derogatory or aggressive
comments targeting obese people [2].

A body of evidence has supported the disinhibition effect
[2,37,38]. For example, in a content analysis of 9376 Myspace
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pages by Thelwall (2008), it was found that the pages of nearly
al young and half of middle-aged Myspace users contained
swear words. Furthermore, Chou et a (2014) analyzed 2.2
million posts across Twitter and Facebook, and they found that
keywords including “obesity,” “overweight,” and “fat” are
associated with derogatory termsincluding “a**” or “b**** "
Also, qualitative analysis of these posts revealed that the most
prevalent themeisweight stigma (eg, “you'rean ugly fat b****.
Kill yourself”) [2]. Within YouTube, these verbal aggressions
were found to be common as well [38,39]. On the basis of this
literature, the following research questions are formul ated:

RQ5a: To what comparative extent do overweight
individualsreceive more verbal attacksthan defense?

RQ5h: To what extent are verbal attacks accompanied
by swear words?

RQ5c: To what comparative extent do male and
female overweight individuals receive verbal attacks
which include swear words?

Methods

Study Design

This study entailed a content analysis of YouTube comments
that discuss overweight individuals or groups from 2 videos,
titled “ Fat Girl Tinder Date” and “ Fat Guy Tinder Date” These
2 videos were released approximately 3 weeks before the
beginning of this study, providing an avenue through which to
analyze discussions of obesity as they organically occurred in
a digital setting. Utilizing this window of opportunity, the
authors sought to evaluate how attacks toward the stigmatized
may occur in this context.

Background Information and Rationalesfor Choosing
the Two Videos

On September 24, 2014, a video titled “Fat Girl Tinder Date”
(hereafter the female Tinder video) [40] was published by a
YouTube content creator. In this video, a dender woman set up
anumber of dates through Tinder, a matchmaking mobile app,
using aprofile picture which accurately depicted her appearance;
however, before appearing for each date she disguised herself
asan obese woman by wearing body adhesives. Hidden cameras
videotaped how men reacted to the “obese” woman. Later, a
similar video was released titled “Fat Guy Tinder Date”
(hereafter the male Tinder video) [41], with a slender man
attending Tinder-arranged dates wearing comparable body
adhesives. After their release, these videos went vira,
accumulating over 12 million views and approximately 4000
user-submitted comments within 3 weeks. One of the most
popular comments (indicated by the number of “thumbs up”
received) states “| f****** hate fat b****” and another one
says “If you're fat just move your f****** gx* and go to a
gym”. Themgjority of obesity-related YouTube videosexplicitly
use weight-based teasing (eg, verbally mocking individualswith
obesity or blaming them for their weight statuses) [26]. These
videos, therefore, may promote negative comments on
individuals with obesity [25].

The 2 videos chosen for this study exemplify the obesity-related
YouTube videos that contain such a negative theme, though less
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explicitly [26]. Also, in general, the narrative structure of the 2
videos are similar; yet everything is not equal (eg, contents of
conversations). Despite the potential confounds coming from
difference between the contents of the 2 videos, these videos
best serve our research purpose: the examination of gender
difference in comments on obese individuals. Thisisin that the
gender of the person with obesity may result in more comments
about the traits that are stereotypically linked with obese
individuals of the same gender (eg, a male obese model in the
video promotes discussion of traits typically linked with an
obese man than woman). Asin our data, the Male Tinder video
attracts significantly more male comments than the Female
Tinder video and vice versa (Table 1) . Thus, to minimize the
confounds coming from the gender of the model in the video,
we chose the 2 “twin” videos to sample comments from.

More importantly, the comments that may explicitly verbally
attack obese individuals may not be obtained in a survey or a
laboratory experiment due to social desirability [42]. Instead,
the 2 Tinder videos provided a setting for “anatural experiment”
[43]. A natural experiment has been increasingly employed for
research in social media contexts [16,44]. The producer
purposefully made these 2 videos highly similar to see how
different genders would react to the obese blind-date partners.
Then they posted these 2 videos on YouTube, which
inadvertently provided a setting for a natural experiment.

Data Collection and Sampling

Approximately 3 weeks after the 2 videos were released, all
available comments were captured and saved in 2 word
processing files (1 for each video). The captured material
included the commenter’'s profile photo, the commenter’'s
username, the comment text, and the timestamp for the
comment’s creation. Upon completion of data collection, the
authors processed arandom sample of 320 comments from the
data. The random sample was procedurally selected through the
utilization of arandom number generator, which selected pages
of the word processing file to analyze for relevant comments.
All comments were then subjected to our inclusion criteria
(explained in the next section), and rejected comments were
replaced by continuing the selection process until a sample of
320 comments was obtained. Once the sample was collected,
the authors conjointly reviewed the comments to achieve
agreement that each entry passed our inclusion criteria, which
left us with 316 verified comments to analyze. A total of 145
commentswere selected from the“ Fat Guy Tinder Date” video,
while 171 comments were selected from the “Fat Girl Tinder
Date” video.

Inclusion Criteria

Each comment was subjected to a filter designed to allow
analysis of only the relevant comments. Thefirst criterion was
that each comment needed to contain some reference to an
individual or group being overweight or make acomment about
overweight people generally. The second criterion wasthat each
selected comment needed to make some statement about weight,
including an opinion, criticism, or evaluation about being
overweight or the experiences of being overweight. In addition,
we intended to exclude those comments directed at the actor or
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actress, not overweight individualsin general. No comment in
our dataset was found and excluded for this reason.

Variables of Interest

Each of the following variables was developed for the purpose
of this study, and intercoder reliability for each variable is
reported based on Krippendorff alpha, a statistical measure of
theinterreliability among the codersfor our variables[45]. The
overal Krippendorff alphais.85.

Gender of Commenter (Alpha=.70)

This study used the commenters' names and profile pictures to
infer gender. Although it could be posed that identification of
true commenter gender cannot be accurately conducted within
digital contexts due to potentially unidentifiable gender
swapping, some research has shown that females and males
tend to represent themselves accurately in their profile photo
or name rather than engaging in gender swapping [46-48]. There
may be other options (eg, directly contacting the commenters
by leaving a message in their channel or “vlog” on YouTube).
However, werealized that contacting more than 300 commenters
was extremely difficult and time-consuming. Even if we
contacted the commenters, perhaps due to potential social
desirability issue, YouTube commenterswould probably hesitate
to provide their true identity (eg, gender). Thus, inference of
gender from their uses of profile name and photos was the
second best approach.

Commenter gender was coded when identifiable in the profile
photo, username, or comment text. In many cases, gender was
determinablein at |east one of these locations, and no instances
occurred where gender determination conflicted between
locations (ie, male profile photo and femal e username occurring
simultaneoudly). In terms of the profile photo, the 3 coders
judged whether the faceismale or female. In addition, we used
the database on the names trending in America which is
provided for researchers by US Socia Security Administration
[49]. This database matches names with gender (eg, Jake for
male). When identifiable, commenters were coded as male or
female; otherwise, indeterminable. Thus, we examined both
usernames and profile photos to infer the gender of the
commenter and compared this result with information within
the comment text. To focus on our primary research purpose
(examination of gender differences in the comments on
overweight individuals), we excluded those comments whose
profiles do not provide clear clues of gender identifications.

Gender of Target (Alpha=.88)

Comments were coded according to the gender of the target of
the comment text. The target of the comment text was
determined as the individual or group whose weight is being
discussed or evaluated. In some instances many targets existed,
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while most included only a single target. When identifiable,
this was coded as male, female, or both in cases where both
genders were targeted by the comment; otherwise, neither.

Attack (Alpha=.93)

Comments were categorized as containing an attack when the
comment text offended, belittled, or expressed disapproval of
an individual or group being overweight. In cases where only
portions of comment text concerned weight, only those sections
that passed our inclusion criteria were evaluated for attack
potential.

Defense (Alpha=.88)

Comments were categorized as containing a defense when the
comment text protected or supported an individua or group’s
weight, or an overweight individual’s actions, thoughts, or traits
related to weight. As with attack, only those portions of
comment text that passed the inclusion criteria were eval uated.

Evolutionary Mate Values (Alpha=.77)

This variable was operationalized in 2 distinct ways, resulting
in 2 categories. A comment was categorized as an attack or
defense of capacities for resource acquisition in cases where
the following were targeted: (1) an overweight individual or
group’s physica or mental ability and (2) persona
characteristics of responsihility, laziness, health, or maturity.
Comments were categorized as an attack or defense of
reproductive power in cases where an overweight individual or
group’s attractiveness, ability to find amate, give birth, or raise
achild are targeted. These categories were adapted from Buss
and Dedden (1995).

Heterosocial Skills (Alpha=.71)

A comment was categorized as an attack or defense of relational
skillswhen the comment text addressed an individual or group’s
ability to interact with others, which included attacks on social
skills or behavior, ability to be selected as a mate, and
desirability.

I ntensity of Derogation (Alpha=.89)

The number of swear words were counted and recorded to
indicate derogation intensity.

Results

Overview

Within the selected datafrom the female Tinder video (n=171),
75 (44%) commenters were male, 37 (22%) were female, and
59 (35%) were indeterminable. For the male Tinder data
(n=145), 45 (31%) commenters were male, 52 (36%) were
female, and 48 (33%) interminable. The descriptive figures of
the 2 Tinder videos are reported in Table 1.
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Table 1. Overview of descriptive results (those interminable are excluded in the analysis and this table).

Gender of the actor in the video Purpose Target gender Commenter gender
Attack Defense Male Female Mae Female
Male video, n (%) 71 (49) 43 (30) 73 (50) 33(23) 45 (31) 52 (36)
Female video, n (%) 103 (60) 46 (27) 7(4) 98 (57) 75 (44) 37(22)
Total, n 174 89 80 131 120 89

In terms of analysis, all the research questions focus on the
differencein frequency of occurrence (eg, number of comments
that verbally attack). Thus, to analyze this dataset, chi-square
analyses were employed, with the exception of intensity of
derogation, for which we employed at test that examined the
mean differences.

Evolutionary Mate Values—RQla and RQ1b

Our first research question asks up to what extent overweight
women are verbally attacked according to reproductive power
more than men. In addition, we ask up to what extent overweight
men are attacked according to their capacities for resource
acquisition more than women. We found no significant
differences in the frequency of comments attacking physical
appearance and resource acquisition between comments
targeting mae and femae overweight individuals,
le(N:66):2.8, P=.09. The majority of comments targeting
overweight males attacked their reproductive power (14/19,
74%), whilefemaleswere targeted for both resource acquisition
(24/47, 51%) and reproductive power (23/47, 49%). These
resultsindicate that when addressing evolutionary mate val ues,
it is primarily reproductive power (ie, physical attractiveness)
for which both genders are verbally attacked.

Heterosocial Skills—RQ2

An exploration of our second research question requires an
examination of the comparative extent up to which overweight
males and femalesreceive verbal attacks addressing heterosocia
skills. A significant difference was found between male and
female overweight targets, x,(N=138)=9.9, P=.002. Our results
indicate that male targets are more likely to receive comments
that attack their heterosocial or interpersonal skills. Of male
targets, 87% (40/46) received comments about relationship
deficits. Of female targets, 61% (56/92) received comments of
thistype.

Topic of Verbal Attack Comparison—RQ3

To explore our third research question, we conducted a
frequency comparison between attacks on capacitiesfor resource
acquisition, reproductive power, and heterosocia skills between
male and femaleindividuals. Initially, evolutionary mate values
(ie, persona failings, which include resource acquisition and
reproductive power) and heterosocial skills were coded
separately, and therefore overlap between these 2 variables was
allowed. That is, both evolutionary mate val ues and heterosocial
skills could be expressed in a single comment. We combined
evolutionary mate values and heterosocial skills into a single
variable, Topic of Comment, to determine whether gender
differences exist between the prominence of attacks on
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reproductive power, capacities for resource acquisition, and
heterosocial skills.

Our results show that there exists asignificant differencein the
topic of aggressive comments between target gender,
X%(N=80)=7.6, P=.02. On the basis of the standardized residuals
of each comparison, we found that capacities for resource
acquisition (residual=—4.8) and heterosocia skills (residual=4.6)
are the two sources of significance, that is, female overweight
targetsare morelikely to receive commentsthat attack capacities
for resource acquisition (14/51, 28%) than male overweight
targets (1/29, 3%). However, male overweight targets are more
likely to receive comments that attack their heterosocia skills
(24/29, 83%) than female overweight targets (29/51, 57%).
Reproductive power in this case was not a source of difference
between male and femae targets (residua=-.2). When
defending, there was no significant difference in the topic of
comments between male and female overweight targets,

x%(N=49)=1.1, P=.56.

Target Gender—RQ4a and RQ4b

We asked which gender receives more verbal attackswithin the
2 videos. No significant difference in the number of verbal
attacks was found between the gender of targets,

x*1(N=211)=3.6, P=.06. To answer RQ4a and RQ4b, we
explored which commenter gender tends to attack male or

female overweight individuals. We found asignificant difference
between male and female commenters in attacking female
overweight targets, x2,(N=87)=5.7, P=.02 Male commenters
aremorelikely to attack female overwei ght targets (42/52, 81%)
than female commenters (20/35, 57%). Yet, when male
overweight individuals are targeted, no difference in frequency
of verbal attack was found between the commenter genders,

X% (N=50)=1.2, P=.28. No significant difference between the
commenter gender in the frequency of defense was found.

Intensity of Derogation—RQ5a, RQ5b and RQ5c¢

We asked how pervasive the verbal attacks against overweight
individuals are. Our data show that the majority of comments
verbally attacked overweight people (56%, 174/316). Only 28%
percent of the comments (89/316) defended the overweight
individuals. Our analysis of RQ5b assessesto what extent verbal
attackstoward overweight individual s are accompanied by swear
words. When attacking (mean 0.37, SD 0.74), comment intensity
(ie, number of swear words) is significantly higher than
nonattack comments (mean 0.17, SD 0.40), t3,,=2.48, P=.01.
RQ5c asks up to what comparative extent male and female
overweight individuals receive comments that include swear
words. A significant difference was found between comments
that target overweight male individuals (mean 0.21, SD 0.50)
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and those targeting females (mean 0.38, SD 0.70), tyo4 9;=2.040,
P=.04 (Figure 1). Also, when targeting overweight females,
attacking comments accompanied more swear words (mean

Jeon et al

0.44, SD 0.77) than nonattack comments (mean 0.23, SD 0.48),
toa.97=—2.040, P=.05. However, no difference between the

attack and nonattack comments was found for those targeting
males.

Figure 1. Average number of swear words (intensity of derogation). The y-axis indicates the number of swear words used in the comments.
"Attack+Nonattack” refersto comments regardless of its valence. Attack and nonattack refer to the attack and nonattack comments, respectively.
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Discussion

Results and Explanations

The primary purpose of this study was to understand how and
up to what extent overweight individuals are verbally attacked
online. Particularly, this study delved into patterned differences
in verbal attacks depending on the genders of the commenters
and the overweight target, especially in terms of (1) the topic
of the comment, (2) the intensity of derogation (ie, swearing),
and (3) thetargeted genders. Theseresultsareimportant for the
development of intervention strategies that can effectively
reduce the socia stigma of obesity, which can adversely
influence overweight individuals mental and physical health
[4]. Inour data, when addressing evol utionary mate val ues, both
overwei ght men and women were verbally attacked for deficits
in reproductive power, primarily signaled by physical
attractiveness. This result is seemingly unexpected according
to the evolutionary psychological view, which suggests that
men will be attacked for deficitsin men's primary mate features:
capacities for resource acquisitions (eg, financial prospect and
industriousness). However, one may need to apply the
evolutionary psychological view with caution. Buss (1989)
argued that mate feature preferences for men and women vary
depending on time, culture, and physical environment [21].
Historically men’s physical attractiveness may not have signaled
economic or social statusor ability to accumulate resources (eg,
money) to raise offspring and protect afamily. In contemporary
society, however, men's physical attractiveness may be an
important visual cue. Physical attractiveness may signal an
ability to get resources for supporting and protecting a family,
as a good-looking man is more likely to be hired, make more
sales, and receive raises [50]. Our results show this change in
how men's mate features are preferred. Another possible
explanation for this finding may be that the comments were
posted in response to videos about meeting a date through

http://www.i-jmr.org/2018/1/e6/
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Tinder, a mobile app where men and women may look for a
short-term relationship. In this instance, men's resource
acquisition may not be as highly valued since females may not
be looking for a long-term relationship (in which resource
acquisition would be more useful).

While there were no significant gender differences in the
dichotomous mate values, our data do show gender discrepancies
in the prominence of the topic of the verbal attacks. First, we
explored up to what extent weight stigmais perpetuated within
the comments on the 2 Tinder videos. Our data show that the
majority of the comments attack overweight individuals rather
than defend them. This result generally supports the view that
YouTube is a space where people fedl disinhibited to express
hatred against others [38]. Given that the 2 Tinder videos do
not explicitly ridicule or tease obeseindividuals, our result also
confirms that even in cases of indirect address of obesity,
commenters choose to verbally attack obese individuals. Some
may argue that people, especially bored young people, enjoy
verbally attacking targets with hostile language (ie, flaming)
[38]. Some users may even think that flaming is a“funny way
of interacting that is not to be taken too seriously or that it isa
necessary side effect of vivid debate and freedom of speech”
[38]. Importantly, people are likely unaware of what their
targets—overweight individuals—feel about their aggressive
comments, and the possi bl e subsequent effectsinduced by such
stigmatizing comments. Thismay imply that to stop anonymous
aggressive comments, we need stricter self-regulation of
websites. For example, Reddit, apopular social network website,
has already started stricter regulation, closing hatred forums
within its website including “Fat People Hate,” the biggest
forum in Reddit at thetime [51]. Of course, this restriction will
likely prompt debates on freedom of expression. Nevertheless,
our results, along with findings from other studies, elucidate a
worrying situation in which the online world is filled with
unfettered stigmatizing messages against overweight individuals.
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Second, overweight men are more likely to be attacked for
deficitsin heterosocial skillsthan overweight women. For men,
heterosocial skills may be seen as an important feature for
success in mating [27], but overweight men are stereotyped as
lacking in heterosocial skillsjust as other negative traits unjustly
associated with overweight individuals. This stereotypical
assumption may result in more verbal attacks targeting
heterosocial skills of overweight men than that of overweight
women. In addition, perhaps unexpectedly, overweight women
weremorelikely to receive verbal attacks addressing capacities
for resource acquisition (eg, being lazy, unhealthy) than men.
This is adso seemingly a odds with the evolutionary
psychological perspective, inwhich men evolved to valuefemale
mates reproductive power. One possible explanation can be
that contemporary overweight women are blamed more for
failures in individual responsibility or ability to control or
discipline her body than overweight men, that is, overweight
women may be perceived to belessdisciplined and weaker than
overweight men. Some research supports this view suggesting
that overweight women are seen to lack in ability to do a
strenuous job, whereas overweight men are seen as capable as
nonoverweight men [52]. However, this argument requires
further validation based on more empirical research, including
more representative samples of comments from YouTube or
other digital platforms. Also, a survey with a representative
sample of the population may be needed to examine changes
in attitudes about evol utionary mate values for overweight men
and women.

The third gender difference examined in this paper is the
susceptibility to weight stigma. Is weight stigma, as many
studies suggest, primarily a women's issue even in a digital
context? Our data suggests that overweight women are
prevalently victimized by men. More specifically, men aremore
likely than women to attack overweight women, and women
do not show any tendency of attacking overweight men more
than women. It is possible that men may blame obese women
for not conforming to their role of “being an attractive object”
in a patriarchal society [32]. Also, we found that overweight
women receive significantly more swear wordswithin comments
than overweight men. Thisisimportant as swearing can indicate
anger, arousal, or intention to strengthen argument [53,54], and
if being overweight for women is less “forgivable” than for
men, then women would be attacked with higher levels of
intensity, indicated by a higher number of swear words.

Limitations, Implications, and Future Directions

This study has 3 limitations. First, our study is exploratory,
focusing on only 2 sets of comments posted in response to the
2 Tinder date videos. Our findings cannot be generalized to all
YouTube videos, which may differ in terms of their content (eg,
narrative structure). Therefore, this study should be expanded
into comments on other videos and social media platforms.
Also, alarger dataset (ie, big data) from diverse sources can be
used to further delve into the gender differences in verbal
aggression against overweight individuals, increasing
generalizability of the findings[55].

Second, this study sampled only root comments—comments
that are posted in direct response to the video content and first
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response comments to the root comments. Therefore, our
sampling methodology may exclude second, third, or later
response commentsthat may provide further counterarguments
against comments that attack overweight individuals. To
understand how commenters may defend or empathize with
overweight men and women, future research should include
more response comments as well.

Third, researchers should seek to identify how overweight
individualsrespond to verbal attackson YouTube. Thisresearch
question would be difficult to answer through content analysis,
as commenters rarely reveal their weight within this context.
Survey or focus group interviews which ask questions about
overweight individuals' experience of verbal attacks on YouTube
may be useful in exploring this question further. Also, our
research focused on 2 binary genders (ie, malevsfemale). Thus,
theimpacts of nonconforming and marginalized gender identities
of commenters or overweight targets (eg, transgender or
nonbinary) await future research.

Despite these limitations, this study contributes to current
research on weight-stigma by showing how weight-stigma is
perpetuated differently for overweight men and women in a
digital context. Theoretically, this study attempted to expand
evolutionary psychological theories by examining gender
differences within the context of weight stigma. Our results
show that the evolutionary perspective on verbal aggression
needs to be applied cautiously with overweight individuals in
contemporary society.

Findings of this study should provide useful input in designing
effective gender-tail ored messages—customizing a message to
different perceptions of overweight men and women—to
maximize resources available to improve attitude toward obese
individuals[56], and, in thelong term, reduce depression caused
by weight stigmain adigital context. For example, the message
for overweight men should focus on the perception that
overweight men lack in heterosocial skills by showing
counterstereotypical images of overweight men (eg, overweight
men being active and good at socializing with others).
Conversealy, messagesfor overweight women could better tackle
the perception that overweight women lack in will power (eg,
overweight women depicted as activein sports such as marathon
that require greater will-power) rather than the negative traits
primarily associated with overweight males. Also, based on
findings of this study, we suggest that further research begin
addressing gender discrepanciesin weight stigma. For example,
the widely used scale for weight bias, Fat Phobia Scale, was
originally devel oped based on adjectivesto describe overweight
individuas, listed by people who entered amotor vehiclelicense
bureau in a suburb of St. Paul/Minneapolis metropolitan area
in 1984 [57]. This study identified 12 out of the total 14 items
in this scale to be traits generally related to capacities for
resource acquisition; only 2 items of this semantic differential
scale (Item #3: “Unattractive vs Attractive”; Item#ll:
“Shapeless vs Shapely”) were related to reproductive power.
Thus, this scale may need revision to incorporate a more
appropriate balance of negative traits associated with
reproductive power and capacities for resource acquisition.
Additionally, more explicit items measuring overweight
individuals' heterosocial skillsmay need to beincluded aswell.
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In other words, more gender-balanced weight bias scales are men and women differently. Thus, based on the data, it is
needed to reflect the changes in gender differences in weight recommended that effective intervention strategies that tackle
stigma. these specific beliefs and gender be devel oped to lift the mental

In conclusion, the results of this study were indispensable in

burden for overweight individualsin fighting obesity.

that they revealed how implicit beliefs stigmatize overweight

Conflictsof Interest
None declared.

References

1.

Brewis AA, Wutich A, Falletta-Cowden A, Rodriguez-Soto |. Body norms and fat stigmain global perspective. Curr
Anthropol 2011 Apr;52(2):269-276 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1086/659309]

2. ChouWSs, Pregtin A, Kunath S. Obesity in social media: amixed methods analysis. Trand Behav Med 2014 Sep;4(3):314-323
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s13142-014-0256-1] [Medline: 25264470]

3.  TomiyamaAJ. Weight stigma.is stressful. A review of evidence for the Cyclic Obesity/Weight-Based Stigma model.
Appetite 2014 Nov;82:8-15. [doi: 10.1016/].appet.2014.06.108] [Medline: 24997407]

4.  Carpenter KM, Hasin DS, Allison DB, Faith M S. Relationships between obesity and DSM-IV major depressive disorder,
suicide ideation, and suicide attempts: resultsfrom ageneral population study. Am JPublic Health 2000 Feb;90(2):251-257.
[Medline: 10667187]

5. Himmelstein MS, Incollingo BA, Tomiyama AJ. The weight of stigma: cortisol reactivity to manipulated weight stigma.
Obesity (Silver Spring) 2015 Feb;23(2):368-374 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/0by.20959] [Medline: 25522347]

6.  Jackson SE, Beeken RJ, Wardle J. Obesity, perceived weight discrimination, and psychological well-being in older adults
in England. Obesity (Silver Spring) 2015 May;23(5):1105-1111 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/0by.21052] [Medline:
25809860]

7.  Kreuter MW, Wray RJ. Tailored and targeted health communication: strategies for enhancing information relevance. Am
JHealth Behav 2003;27(Suppl 3):S227-S232. [Medline: 14672383]

8. LangA. Using thelimited capacity model of motivated mediated message processing to design effective cancer
communication messages. J Communication 2006 Aug;56(s1):S57-S80 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1111/j.1460-2466.2006.00283.X]

9. Latner JD, Stunkard AJ, Wilson GT. Stigmatized students: age, sex, and ethnicity effects in the stigmatization of obesity.
Obes Res 2005 Jul;13(7):1226-1231 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/0by.2005.145] [Medline: 16076992]

10. Jensen JD, King AJ, Carcioppolo N, Davis L. Why are tailored messages more effective? A multiple mediation analysis
of abreast cancer screening intervention. JCommun 2012 Aug 27;62(5):851-868. [doi: 10.1111/j.1460-2466.2012.01668.X]

11. BussDM, Dedden LA. Derogation of competitors. J Soc Pers Relat 1990;7(3):395-422. [doi: 10.1177/0265407590073006]

12. Becker A. Body, self, and society: The view from Fiji. Philadelphia, PA: University of Pennsylvania Press; 1995.

13. Stunkard A, Sobal J. Psychosocia consegquences of obesity. In: Brownell K, Fairburn C, editors. Eating disorders and
obesity: A comprehensive handbook. New York, NY: The Guilford Press; 1995:417-421.

14. Thomas SL, Hyde J, Karunaratne A, Kausman R, Komesaroff PA. “They all work...when you stick to them”: a qualitative
investigation of dieting, weight loss, and physical exercise, in obese individuals. Nutr J2008 Nov 24;7:34 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1186/1475-2891-7-34] [Medline: 19025661]

15. Winterman D. BBC. 2009 Oct 29. Why are fat people abused? BBC News Magazine URL : http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/
8327753.stm [accessed 2018-03-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6xxPITKQR]

16. ChenY, Wang Q, Xie J. Online social interactions: a natural experiment on word of mouth versus observational learning.
JMark Res 2011;48(2):238-254. [doi: 10.1509/jmkr.48.2.238]

17. Barber N. Theevolutionary psychology of physical attractiveness: sexual selection and human morphol ogy. Ethol Sociobiol
1995 Sep;16(5):395-424 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/0162-3095(95)00068-2]

18. Betzig L. Redistribution: Equity or exploitation. In: Betzig L, Monique M, Turke P, editors. Human reproductive behavior:
A Darwinian perspective. Cambridge, CA: Cambridge University Press; 1988:49-63.

19. EllisB. Theevolution of sexua attraction: Eval uative mechanismsinwomen. In: Barkow BH, CismidesL, Tooby J, editors.
The Adapted Mind: Evolutionary psychology and the generation of culture. New York, NY: Oxford University Press;
1995:267-288.

20. Renzetti C, Curran D, Maier S. Women, men, and society. London: Pearson; 1992.

21. BussDM. Sex differencesin human mate preferences: evolutionary hypothesestested in 37 cultures. Behav Brain Sci 2010
Feb 4;12(01):1 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1017/S0140525X00023992]

22. Boxer CF, Noonan MC, Whelan CB. Measuring mate preferences: areplication and extension. J Fam Issues
2013;36(2):163-187. [doi: 10.1177/0192513X 13490404]

23. Gangestad SW, Simpson JA. The evolution of human mating: trade-offs and strategic pluralism. Behav Brain Sci 2000
Aug;23(4):573-87; discussion 587. [Medline: 11301543]

http://www.i-jmr.org/2018/1/e6/ Interact JMed Res 2018 | vol. 7 |iss. 1| €6 | p. 9

(page number not for citation purposes)


https://asu.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/body-norms-and-fat-stigma-in-global-perspective
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/659309
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25264470
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13142-014-0256-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25264470&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2014.06.108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24997407&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10667187&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/oby.20959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/oby.20959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25522347&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/oby.21052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/oby.21052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25809860&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=14672383&dopt=Abstract
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2006-10460-004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2006.00283.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2005.145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2005.145
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16076992&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2012.01668.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0265407590073006
https://nutritionj.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1475-2891-7-34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1475-2891-7-34
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19025661&dopt=Abstract
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8327753.stm
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8327753.stm
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6xxPfTKQR
http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jmkr.48.2.238
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0162309595000682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0162-3095(95)00068-2
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/1992-98504-006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X00023992
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0192513X13490404
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11301543&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

INTERACTIVE JOURNAL OF MEDICAL RESEARCH Jeon et &

24. Li NP, Baley M, Kenrick DT, Linsenmeier JA. The necessities and luxuries of mate preferences: testing the tradeoffs. J
Pers Soc Psychol 2002 Jun;82(6):947-955. [Medline: 12051582]

25. Hussin M, Frazier S, Thompson JK. Fat stigmatization on YouTube: a content analysis. Body Image 2011 Jan;8(1):90-92.
[doi: 10.1016/j.bodyim.2010.10.003] [Medline: 21126932]

26. Yoo JH, Kim J. Obesity in the new media: a content analysis of obesity videos on YouTube. Health Commun 2012
Jan;27(1):86-97. [doi: 10.1080/10410236.2011.569003] [Medline: 21809934]

27. Barlow DH, Abel GG, Blanchard EB, Bristow AR, Young LD. A heterosocial skills behavior checklist for males. Behav
Ther 1977 Mar;8(2):229-239 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/S0005-7894(77)80272-4]

28. Twentyman CT, McFall RM. Behavioral training of social skillsin shy males. JConsult Clin Psychol 1975 Jun;43(3):384-395.
[Medline: 1159128]

29. Pescosolido BA, Martin JK, Lang A, Olafsdottir S. Rethinking theoretical approachesto stigma: a Framework Integrating
Normative Influences on Stigma (FINIS). Soc Sci Med 2008 Aug;67(3):431-440 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.03.018] [Medline: 18436358]

30. ChenEY, Brown M. Obesity stigmain sexual relationships. Obes Res 2005 Aug;13(8):1393-1397 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1038/0by.2005.168] [Medline: 16129721]

31. Schur E. Labeling women deviant: Gender, stigma, and social control. New York, NY: McGraw-Hill Companies; 1984.

32. Prohaska A, Gailey JA. Fat women as “easy targets’: achieving masculinity through hogging. In: The fat studies reader.
New York, New York: NYU Press, 2009:158-166.

33. Chiou W. Adolescents sexual self-disclosure on the internet: deindividuation and impression management. Adolescence
2006;41(163):547-561. [Medline: 17225667]

34. Joinson A. Internet behaviour and the design of virtual methods. In: Virtual methods: Issuesin social research on theinternet.
New York, NY: Berg; 2005:21-34.

35. Lapidot-Lefler N, Barak A. Effects of anonymity, invisibility, and lack of eye-contact on toxic online disinhibition. Comput
Human Behav 2012;28(2):434-443. [doi: 10.1016/j.chb.2011.10.014]

36. Suler J. The online disinhibition effect. Cyberpsychol Behav 2004 Jun;7(3):321-326. [doi: 10.1089/1094931041291295]
[Medline: 15257832]

37. Thelwall M. Fk yeal swear: cursing and gender in MySpace. Corpora2008;3(1):83-107. [doi: 10.3366/E1749503208000087]

38. Moor PJ, Heuvelman A, Verleur R. Flaming on youtube. Comput Human Behav 2010;26(6):1536-1546. [doi:
10.1016/j.chb.2010.05.023]

39. LangeP Publicly private and privately publicocia networking on YouTube. JComput Mediat Commun 2007;13(1):361-380.
[doi: 10.1111/j.1083-6101.2007.00400.x]

40. YouTube. 2014. Fat Girl Tinder Date (Social Experiment) [Video] URL: https.//www.youtube.com/watch?v=2alnV1j1J8
[accessed 2017-10-14] [WebCite Cache ID 6uCV B8wij]

41. YouTube. Fat Guy Tinder Data (Social Experiment) [Video] URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iUy3 kBme4M
[accessed 2017-10-14] [WebCite Cache ID 6uCUise57]

42. Dutton DG, Hemphill KJ. Patterns of socially desirable responding among perpetrators and victims of wife assault. Violence
Vict 1992;7(1):29-39. [Medline: 1504031]

43. Shadish W, Cook T, Campbell D. Experimental and quasi-experimental designs for generalized causal inference. Round
Rock, TX: Houghton Mifflin; 2002.

44. Claussen J, Kretschmer T, Mayrhofer P. The effects of rewarding user engagement: the case of facebook apps. Inf Syst
Res 2013 Mar;24(1):186-200 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1287/isre.1120.0467]

45. Krippendorff K. Reliability in content analysis. Hum Commun Res 2004;30(3):411-433. [doi:
10.1111/j.1468-2958.2004.tb00738.X]

46. Bullingham L, Vasconcelos AC. 'The presentation of self in the online world': Goffman and the study of online identities.
JInf Sci 2013 Jan 04;39(1):101-112. [doi: 10.1177/0165551512470051]

47. Sussman N, Tyson D. Sex and power: gender differencesin computer-mediated interactions. Comput Human Behav 2000
Jul;16(4):381-394 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00020-0]

48. VismaraMF, Toaff J, Pulvirenti G, Settanni C, Colao E, Lavano SM, et al. Internet use and access, behavior, cyberbullying,
and grooming: results of an investigative whole city survey of adolescents. Interact JMed Res 2017 Aug 29;6(2):€9 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.2196/ijmr.6231] [Medline: 28851675]

49. SSA. Popular Baby Names: Beyond the Top 1000 Names URL : https.//www.ssa.gov/oact/babynames/limits.html [accessed
2018-01-17] [WebCite Cache ID 6wY 63PqWK]

50. Shellenbarger S. freerepublic. 2011 Oct 07. On the Job, Beauty IsMore Than Skin-Deep URL : http://www.freerepublic.com/
focus/news/2798513/posts [accessed 2018-03-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6xxRJ74g)]

51. Dewey C. Washingtonpost. 2015 Jun 10. These arethe 5 subreddits Reddit banned under its game-changing anti-harassment
policy and why it banned them URL: https://www.washingtonpost.com/ [accessed 2018-03-16] [WebCite Cache ID
6XXRNXZXK]

52.  Miller BJ, Lundgren JD. An experimental study of the role of weight biasin candidate evaluation. Obesity (Silver Spring)
2010 Apr;18(4):712-718 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/0by.2009.492] [Medline: 20111025]

http://www.i-jmr.org/2018/1/e6/ Interact JMed Res 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 1| €6 | p. 10

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12051582&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bodyim.2010.10.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21126932&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10410236.2011.569003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21809934&dopt=Abstract
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0005789477802724
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7894(77)80272-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1159128&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/18436358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.03.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18436358&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2005.168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2005.168
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16129721&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17225667&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2011.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/1094931041291295
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15257832&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3366/E1749503208000087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1083-6101.2007.00400.x
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2alnVIj1Jf8
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6uCVB8wij
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iUy3_kBme4M
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6uCUise57
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1504031&dopt=Abstract
http://pubsonline.informs.org/doi/abs/10.1287/isre.1120.0467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/isre.1120.0467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2958.2004.tb00738.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0165551512470051
http://www.dsq-sds.org/article/view/552/729
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00020-0
http://www.i-jmr.org/2017/2/e9/
http://www.i-jmr.org/2017/2/e9/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/ijmr.6231
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28851675&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ssa.gov/oact/babynames/limits.html
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6wY63PqWK
http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/news/2798513/posts
http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/news/2798513/posts
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6xxRJ74sj
https://www.washingtonpost.com/
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6xxRNXZXK
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6xxRNXZXK
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2009.492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2009.492
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20111025&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

INTERACTIVE JOURNAL OF MEDICAL RESEARCH Jeon et &

53.
54.

55.

56.

57.

Jay T, Janschewitz K. The pragmatics of swearing. JPR 2008;4:267-288. [doi: 10.1515/JPL R.2008.013]

Rassin E, Muris P. Why do women swear? An exploration of reasons for and perceived efficacy of swearing in Dutch
female students. Pers Individ Dif 2005 May;38(7):1669-1674 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/].paid.2004.09.022]
Raghupathi W, Raghupathi V. Big data analyticsin healthcare: promise and potential. Health Inf Sci Syst 2014;2:3 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1186/2047-2501-2-3] [Medline: 25825667]

Schmid KL, Rivers SE, Latimer AE, Salovey P. Targeting or tailoring? Maximizing resources to create effective health
communications. Mark Health Serv 2008;28(1):32-37.

Robinson BE, Bacon JG, O'Reilly J. Fat phobia: measuring, understanding, and changing anti-fat attitudes. Int J Eat Disord
1993 Dec;14(4):467-480. [Medline: 8293029]

Abbreviations

RQ: research question

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 14.10.17; peer-reviewed by N Bragazzi, R Beeken, Y Mgjova, R Ashford; comments to author
23.11.17; revised version received 18.01.18; accepted 05.02.18; published 20.03.18

Please cite as:

Jeon YA, Hale B, Knackmuhs E, Mackert M

Weight Sigma Goes Viral on the Internet: Systematic Assessment of YouTube Comments Attacking Overweight Men and \Women
Interact J Med Res 2018;7(1):€6

URL: http://www.i-jmr.org/2018/1/e6/

doi: 10.2196/ijmr.9182
PMID: 29559426

©Yongwoog Andrew Jeon, Brent Hale, Eric Knackmuhs, Michael Mackert. Originally published in the Interactive Journal of
Medical Research (http://www.i-jmr.org/), 20.03.2018. Thisis an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in the Interactive Journal of Medical Research, isproperly
cited. The complete bibliographic information, alink to the original publication on http://www.i-jmr.org/, aswell asthis copyright
and license information must be included.

http://www.i-jmr.org/2018/1/e6/ Interact JMed Res 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 1| e6 | p. 11

RenderX

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/JPLR.2008.013
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0191886904003174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2004.09.022
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25825667
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25825667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2047-2501-2-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25825667&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=8293029&dopt=Abstract
http://www.i-jmr.org/2018/1/e6/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/ijmr.9182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29559426&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

