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Development of Suicide Modeling Effect Acceptance Scale
LI You, LI Huan—huan
Department of Psychology,Sun Yat-sen University , Guangzhou 510275, China
[Abstract] Objective: To develop Suicide Modeling Effect Acceptance Scale (SMEAS) and examine its reliability and
validity. Methods: After a pretest in 267 college students for determining a 37—item version of SMEAS, a sample of 601
college students completed SMEAS. Results: SMEAS was constructed by 6 factors: acceptance, tendency, attention, recall,
association and sympathy, explaining 51.475% of the total variance. CFA confirmed that SMEAS had good structural va-
lidity: x*=1305, df=614, NNFI=0.92, CFI =0.92, RMSEA=0.066. The retest reliability and Cronbach’s a reliability coeffi-
cient of the total scale were 0.93 and 0.90 respectively. The score of the total scale was significantly correlated with the
score of Suicide Ideation Questionnaire (r=0.553, P<0.01). Conclusion: Reliability and validity of SMEAS correspond to
psychometric standard, and it could be used as an effective instrument in the future studies of suicide modeling effect.

[Key words] Health—psychology; Psychometrics; College student; Suicide; Suicide modeling

(suicide modeling effect)

’ o ’ ’

(1

(suicide imita- , ,

tion) | (suicide contagion)
(Werther effect) ",

Phillips )

Bl ) [11.12]
[4ﬁ9] ’ b
(Suicide modeling effect
’ ’ acceptance scale, SMEAS),
[10]
2008 {Prevent- , ' ’

ing Suicide: A Resource for Media Professionals)

’

1ol 1

o

1.1



.24 Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.19 No.1 2011
, o SPSS15.0 \LISRELS.70
2006 10 3 2
, ’ 21 SMEAS
) , , SMEAS
[13-16] (n=301) (n=
) 300). 37
, 60 . KMO Bartlett’s :KMO=
, 4 R 0.884 , Bartlett’s=4189.281, P<0.001,
o 5 .1 >1 6 51.475%
,5 , 20 )
, , 045-0.74  ( 1), SMEAS 6
267 , )
257 106 | 151 ; )
19+1 , )
@ : ;
0.3 ; @ ;
, , 0.4 ;
o , 37 o ;
1.2 o
659 s 601 o :x*=1305,df=614,
201 297 304 154 NNFI1=0.92,CFI=0.92 ,RMSEA=0.066,
(25.6%), 71 , 83 185  (30.8%), .
9 , 86 174 (29.0%), 81 SMEAS
93 88 (14.6%), 46 , 42 ,
. 83 SIQ ) 2.
( ) o 38 ( 2.2
9 , 19 ), 15 i SMEAS a 0.90, a
1.3 0.50-0.84 0.77-
(Suicide Ideation Questionnaire, 0.92 , ) 3.
SI1Q) Reynolds , Fu SI1Q 23
(7,18 SI1Q ,SMEAS N N
; SIQ SIQ T
o 1 0.553.0.355.0.441.0.615  0.262; .
, 23 : SIQ (P>0.05).,
7 ,1 “ i SIQ
) , SMEAS ,
1.4 SMEAS N . \ N
> t o 4,



2011 19 1

.25.

% H

NG

I7l 12

1 [y

RYE A

Hfig

L REEHMBANET AAFEES™AEARE K

35. BT A AR A IER MAT A

28. B A& H A AL e 1 UV 1k 3RO E g B

3. AREE Z B AR MAT A

1. HTAARMEMEARMNZERER

8. B AMAE A A& HAT ML Gtk

31 Fe i PO LEBEAT B A& 1N

33. A A AHE AW SHE AR K&k

18. B flf A A% 2 B AR AT N

34. P A B M ARGE W AR H 2 EARKA

36. il B R WG, R A s AR B H E b R R 8 R T
37. b B AH WS, B ) B R A R

22. HERBARMIER BN EN, RKNESERILDHAE
29. Hefh B RH WG, R AN AR A PR A A A
23. LM B ARH M JE, BN E AR K Tk

25. A7 28 [ % 10 B ) RE Lk B B S B

5. W AEE T A AW MIJEAT B &M Sk

13. 5% T A A I RIE IORAE 3 A4 A ok 1 28E

9. THEAEW R HMA B RKHEE G AR

27 AN Fe R B MME P AR TIHA

30. Fe % L8 A 7 B R 3E b AR 7

26. F H AW MK, LR A M AR AT SRR KA
15 ANig B E A2 Fifs, R ASEEAR
16. AL, A B A P2k o 4
12, P2 R H W b i A o A

4. BERARFEN, Ra®ELPrH
2. B RUE A AR bR B R 7

20. AT IR B 5 1R R IE

19. Fooxt B A4 B B AR H

14, e kR sEZE Y 2 F/dm A ARE
32. ALK, BMANEN T ZEAE AR
T ERAEER A B AEER AR L

10 KERTHARKEENE

21, T kOB LR B A& RE KR TR B RN AL BT
6. AAMEAALANAER T B AW E)E <™ B A&
24. T DL B L N Ch A A S BUF B R

17. & T HAMIE M % A A4 N R 15 H 1 0

A

0.70
0.70
0.66
0.66
0.65
0.61
0.57
0.49
0.49
0.49

0.74
0.69
0.64
0.63
0.63
0.63

0.66
0.65
0.62
0.61
0.59
0.59
0.54
0.43

0.73
0.72
0.68
0.65
0.63
0.48

0.70
0.65
0.61
0.58

0.66
0.57
0.45

2 SMEAS (r) 4

SMEAS

NG [Eiir4 i) KIE S 2k B

NG

SIQ T FAH K

SIQ &K B 4434

m

K74 =24

[z 0301k 1 BING]
[l 0.438%x  0.562%% 1 a1z
165 )
PSS
A
AR

=
By

FaL 0.313%x  0.514%x  0284%x 1

AL 0226%%  0.261%x  0.192%x  0.340%% 1

B 0455%% 0298 %k 0.315%%  0.256%% 0259 %k 1

MY 0762 0729k 0.723%%  0.670%k 04913k 0.575%% 1

0.355 **
0.441 sk
0.615 **
0.262 *
0.149
0.145
0.553 **

24.85+8.76
11.334+3.23
11.4642.95
16.7143.75
13.4942.71
8.38+2.18
86.22413.14

32.00+6.74
16.134+4.92
21.09+5.61
19.924+4.96
14.83+2.85
9.7442.38
113.70+18.20

-3.13
-3.94
-7.32
-2.51
-1.64
-2.05
-5.95

0.003
0.000
0.000
0.016
0.108
0.046
0.000

:¥P<0.05,**P<0.01,

3 SMEAS « 3

"E o B A

UNE 0.84 0.91 sk

[A] 12 0.82 0.92 s

16 1) 0.81 0.86 s

KiF 0.77 0.86 *x

T 0.63 0.80 #x ’
fi 0.50 0.77 %

4 0.90 0.93 sk «

B [
& =

,SMEAS



.26-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.19 No.1 2011

s Ay

(r=0.562,0.514)

’ N

3 ,
. ,SMEAS
,SMEAS .
,SMEAS SIQ

CL SIQ
SMEAS .
SIQ ,

,SMEAS

1 Phillips DP, Lesyna K, Paight DJ, et al. Suicide and the
media, in Assessment and prediction of suicide. New York,
NY US: Guilford Press, 1992. 499-519

2 Gould MS, Hendin H, Mann JJ. Suicide and the media, in

10

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

the clinical science of suicide prevention. New York, NY
US: New York Academy of Sciences, 2001. 200-224
Phillips DP. The influence of suggestion on suicide: Sub—
stantive and theoretical implications of the Werther effect.
American Sociological Review, 1974, 39(3): 340-354
Gould MS, Hendin H, Mann JJ. Suicide and the media, in
the clinical science of suicide prevention. New York, NY
US: New York Academy of Sciences, 2001. 200-224
Gould M, Jamieson P, Romer D. Media contagion and sui—
cide among the young. American Behavioral Scientist, 2003,
46(9): 1269-1284
Stack S. Media impacts on suicide: A quantitative review of
293 findings. Social Science Quarterly, 2000, 81 (4): 957 -
971
Stack S. Media coverage as a risk factor in suicide. Journal
of Epidemiology and Community Health, 2003, 57(4): 238—
240
Pirkis JE, Burgess PM, Francis C, et al. The relationship
between media reporting of suicide and actual suicide in
Australia. Social Science and Medicine, 2006, 62 (11):
2874-2886
De Leo D, Heller T. Social modeling in the transmission of
suicidality. Crisis: The Journal of Crisis Intervention and
Suicide Prevention, 2008, 29(1): 11-19
WHO. Preventing Suicide: A Resource for Media Profes—
sionals. Geneva: WHO, 2008
,2010,18(2):
190-191
,2009, 17(6):696—
698
Domino G, Gibson L, Poling S, et al. Students’ attitudes to—
ward suicide. Social Psychiatry, 1980, 15(3): 127-130
Diekstra RFW, Kerkhof AJFM, Diekstra RFW, et al. Atti—
tudes towards suicide: The development of a suicide—atti—
tude questionnaire (SUIATT). In Suicide and its prevention:
The role of attitude and imitation. Leiden Netherlands: EJ
Brill, 1989. 91-107
Jenner JA, Niesing J. The construction of the SEDAS: A
new suicide—-attitude questionnaire. Acta Psychiatrica Scan—
dinavica, 2000, 102(2): 139-146
( )- .
1999,13:250-251
Reynolds WM. Psychometric characteristics of the Adult
Suicidal Ideation Questionnaire in college students. Journal
of Personality Assessment, 1991, 56(2): 289-307
Fu KW, Yip PSF. Long—term impact of celebrity suicide on
suicidal ideation: Results from a population—based study.
Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health, 2007, 61
(6): 540-546
( :2010—08-04)



