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Fig.2 The seven photos presented in the survey with
different levels of blurring.
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Fig.3 Overview of respondent.
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Fig.4 Result of PSM (social media with access lim-
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Table 4 Comparison of 4 values between social me-

dia users and non

users.
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21l 3.54 4.11 0.57
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(L PhE 1.47) (L2l 1.28)
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Table 5 Comparison of 4 values among age group.

20 f& | 30 14 | 40 % | 50 1L | 60 1%
TRRME | 2.73 | 3.02 | 3.16 | 3.35 | 3.50
ZHE | 3.40 | 3.68 | 3.69 | 3.88 | 4.00
fefE | 3.54 | 4.02 | 4.03 | 4.34 | 4.45
FRRAE | 4.32 | 4.59 | 4.50 | 4.72 | 4.76

20t% E 401t 501t 60t
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B 12 AU &2 VIR, 2, SolfE, EREOHER
Fig. 12 Transition of intersecting points by age.
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