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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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P 28 B , A N AR 5 B R T A Y
—FOREIAT Y BEARG , FLRE SR P 5 FR U R 7 AR
SRFUAREE , 152 11 SR X 445 R S B B S B, -
PG P S ARAEIR (PSR, 2008 ) o R 4% BUBE AL 45
P 4 52 T B ) 28 O % LR ) 245 €5 155 LR o9 2%
15 5B . P 4% 3if R R 5 L T2 25 2 ( Young,
2000) , F® H ¥ o E E5 8 M {F 8 .0 (CNNIC)
(2017) 518, 8R4k 2017 4E 6 H ,10 ~ 19 ZEHER
RYER A7 3 M R EE AR 19. 4% . B2 2015 4F 12
H, o EFCETIRP AP AEL 2.87 12, 52
/4R AT 85.3% ( CNNIC,2016) , W& EE
A TSR0 N 7 2 48 iy 2 el T Il 1 2 3 AR TR
BNy 10% (TR, X4, 27, XIR B,
2016) , —LEAREE W W E K, WFT k. E L h E
&H F W 5 1 KB % ( Kuss, Griffiths, & Binder,
2013) , MR SETT EEE L AL ST6E
WR—RINER N, 2 F AR HR JER
W BEIRTT A EAL (MR F, 2008 0K, B4,
2010 ; Griffiths & Meredith, 2009 ) ;.0 3 | &30 £
SEAETE RIS B FRAXAE R (Jeong & Kim,2010) , Ik
i APAR ( Yao & Zhong, 2014 ) , £& [& ( Du, Jiang, &
Vance,2016) ;4 2R LA ANR R RIEE ZE
(Milani, Osualdella, & Di Blasio,2009) ,

VFZE R 5P %% BUBEAH G, A FRIEME 2 H

Z—(Tsai et al. ,2009; Kayis et al. ,2016; Servidio,
2014 ; Randler , Horzum, & Vollmer,2014) , W& iJE
EENBHE T HER R ERIAE L, MEAEH
FRIPR S BRI (FHW, B3O, RE
%, %1#,2016) . HEIX T A5 R BRI RX R
AR SR BB 4 2 2 T R HAA% B AR 7 ( Big Five
factor model ) ( Servidio, 2014) , A FFIFEE (M EZ
) AR CEAME S m R B

AR, B4 AR E A BRI EIEIRIE S,
BAEE, B, B, el BFRE . T RN X
AL, B ARE A AR TSR BGE R A R
RIS G, a0 %E 3R 1 & 1A ( Carver & Connor — Smith,
2010) , 17 P 2 W AT T A4 0k 3 , 2 fige T AR 1 45 1)
FE¢ (Butt & Phillips,2008; Tsai et al. ,2009 ; Durak
& Senol — Durak, 2014 ; Pearcy, Mcevoy, & Roberts,
2017) . BRI I—EMNEERIN ISR 5 W2 5
a5 IEAH K (Kayis et al. ,2016) . FRATL, BIRE T
R R B H R RO GEE ST R AL | e
W44 (Costa & McCrae,1992) . AL 5 MK
BB 2 714555 ( Samareinet al. ,2013 ; Randler et al. ,
2014 ;Servidio ,2014 ) , 3 H 5 M #& BIE B %% W (H B
K (Kayis et al. ,2016) . HEFEA VLTI LHEF D
RN — DM, B RFRRTT R, B H TR
TR 2% BB M fE R g AR . SR T, BARACE AT L
WE DRI O E o3 17, AR AL IR

« BEWA: FZEHERERES" + 1R 2015 AREHEE TR (CEALS0174) “ 15 DAE P ERE B P I A T B AR R

BEAESE : B X ,E - mail : fangxy@ bnu. edu. cn,



280 NSt

2018 4E

AR X 17E & B RS 7, BR 4 3
Tt £ ¢ R BB (H A5 KT (Servidio, 2014) . ‘HA
PE, BIREBE GAE A FEAE I SE 4R 5T ( Me-
Crae & Costa,1987) , H AN 5% BB 2 A%
(Rahmani & Lavasani, 2011 ; Samareinet al. , 2013;
Servidio, 2014 ; Hwang et al. ,2014) , /K FHEEBER
R BEEMBEEATH , AT, A4 AT
WR— LA R . R, AT SR T4
P 28 2 B AT S, o P 28 AR D —Fh T BOR 6
fATT -~ A3 K ( Buckner, Castille, & Sheets,2012)
Hhia e, R AL S A E R, 5t
PR, — DN AFESM R EE R EB SR
i GEY) T FERLF AL SRR . FEAEISMA
P TP M BRI X &R B ARKPIR BaA
[FAEER . A E B ARBSbE M R S
[ #% 958 A4S #H 5 ( Andreassen et al. , 2013 ; Servidio,
2014) . {HALA BFIEIA A AR B S P TR 5
M 2% A 2 171 48 2% ( Servidio, 2014 ; Durak & Senol
Durak,2014) , I 4h, A HFSE R B T 3 B IE AR
(Rahmani & Lavasani,2011 ;Kuss et al. ,2013)
LIRS BUR T AFEAS, AR LA 2
RN G . A, i LA S, 3% Le st 2R 44
HoPJE AR, 3 T R AR5 P45 S R A5
SRFETE G UL, X3 S o 0 {52 W o 2% 0 Lo 3
DL R BE R Bk 2 (A& i, $FF, e g, B
JIE,2017) , ¥E Davis (2001 ) 32 B 59 ™ 2% A% & A
M—AT AR S E st SRR ZAE N
VT i ) Rl R AE 48 iR R e R AR . RE
YERE DHEEFNEENRE, X F D E P 4% 8RE
A EIE N (B, PR, 225K ,2015) K
JRE Ty RE 2 T 22 1 T I O % Ja P ER 2R - — (Khhos-
ravi & Alizadeh,2012) , X T RIERF DA, B
BN E D EN R EDREE N B XA G,
5B T8 38 TH B A AR B D B8 TH S fg R
(BEIHE , #2224, 22 BE 9, 2015 ; Jung & Shim,2012;
Amato & Flower;2002) , T M 4% BB AR R I H
FRKERRENRKEDR(RES, Y, %,
2007 ; FR BB, T, AR, XU, 2012) o AR 4R Ol-
son (2000 ) $2 H (¥ SRR B , 5 2 1) 38 7E AR 1 5% e B
By 22 [R5 285 0% 28 R0 I 0 BE Y38 I 1k A8 G
BARR, 2 18] BT 1 VA 38 2 Y 4% BURR I AR 3P
H & (Kim, Jeong, & Zhong,2010) , ML HS5EZTZ
VE) B 1 ) S A 2 11 2 78 2 BB A8 TN ) 4% o
Y& (Liu, Fang, Deng, & Zhang,2012; Liu, Fang, Zhou,
Zhang, & Deng,2013) , FEFRANEISINN, REFIH

KABRZAAEEELZWRE ZEWETFED), HK
SABEER, FOERBMEEEMRES T4
(Pace et al. ,2014) , MAL KL R RS 4
AT N R, 0 o 45 pRE ( XRARIE , 77 8 3, R
HAHH , SR 08, X 8052 ,2013) . SR BB dl
K, BE DEGAE RN, MR LA
BT I FORBUBE AL A (Wright & Cullen ,2001)
SRl , 4 4 22 4 B8 ( Bioecological Systems
theory) ( Bronfenbrenner & Ceci, 1994 ) Fl“ A - |51&
A2 H 35" (Magnusson & Stattin, 1998 ) AN, M )
RIS RABE SR AWHEEHNE R, S
RGE NI o N 3R 253l oL IR e A B R AR Y &
o TERXAIERY, AR R (ERHEZ ) 1E AT 5
SHMNARE R R AR EE R IEmE R, 2
AR BN . RERGETHE DA, #2
XA BEH I EAA T A R (R A%, 1990) , KEE
R B BIE R F R R E DI BE AL . (KR
McMaster ZXEE T BERE U B8, [A) A e L A 66,90 T
V38 AE BB VI B A AT T SR SRR Z JH]
B, LREEIE KIEM TR R TR
BRI, VA P B R B R 22 [ R IR IR
AACH E,2015) , Wk, AMETE B A8 R AE [R]
SN FEMRGE = EF 0, s LW, Wb
IR Y NG v 27 e e 7 | K A - P Y r A Ay i N s 8 S 2
BE AE B A AL TR RE D REAEOC (TR,
2007) , &5 E A PEGE B 2 T BB & B R E
TIReRIL, BRI/ SR S E 22X ETIRER
KME =K EAES BT RKED AR
( Ahmadi, Alizadehgoradel, Rezadeh, & Jabraeili,
2014) . RIFWAMEFR T, M 22 B F0 A 1) PR BB B 2
M 22 k£ I 8 11 7K SF ( Behbodi, Hashemian, Pa-
shasharifi ,& Navabinezhad,2009) . H i, 7l ¥ 2>
HEEARAEMREEN ABERE R E R,
FEETBRAE A BR B, R BRI A M 45 5 2 v 8 ik
SEMAZEBED BRI A48 , 32T X I 4% LR ™ A ST o
FETF I, MBS PR 2D AR K HAHE 3T
%R AL — X ET R P A EA, B
PSS E B (1) HEF DER A 5 M4 R
RRRER; Q) RWNRENRET VFEABE ML
BUBHXRP2ERATMEN . =Rl UTHAMR
B (1) B PE AR W] DL 3 1F () O P 4% 08 , 3%
0 5825 7 1 T ) 45 R 5 BN e & 5 97 ) T
RI28 M AT RATE IR BIE 50 45 3R v A ) 5 T M
548 BB ISR R A — B, AR e AR HE R 5 X
2% IR 1 % ZR B ( Zhou , Li, Xian , Wang , & Zhao,
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2017) 5 (2) KEEDIREAE B &M TRATO VEAMEXT
2R AR A ER
2 FHiE
2.1 #k

WS R I BEALEE B AR 9 5 i, NG BE T b B
P (— i &, — I E R 2E) , W ZBL
B PE SR FrE 2R A 1001 A
SERRIA SR . BB 28 1 ToALA & (BLERIEZ K
RERZR B EE A8 10% ) , 133 F 3405
2 973 By, B HARCER 97.20% . Hr 54 485
NI 471 N HERIB R 17 Ao HARB4ER
15.52 % (SD =1. 44) ; 1 —2 4 106 A, 9] — %4
135 N, WI=2H 69 A, | —%4 238 A& %4
424 N EBEFERR T A
2.2 HRIE

PRI N ER,
2.2.1 HEAANOZER

X—# FEAFE AR FR IR A
AW FRBEEFAE L M AR B N Y
HEMEFIN M RS EAG S 3t 14 3,
2.2.2 MWERBEER

ReFH Young il i ( Young, 1998 ) P 4% ke &%
(Internet Addiction Test for Chinese, YIAT — C) 1 3ChR
(R%4e,2013) , $£20 B, BMEERMT 1R
) ~5(BR)H#TS SWHm. BaTE 50 AN
IEH B RIER A I, BAMTE 50 43 B LA LA W 4% R
o G CHUEYA B 15 BB (R4,
2013) . AW TEACEBF o RECH 0. 87,
2.2.3 AMERERSE

R HAREATE 2008 1) “ B E R A AL 2%
AR A E RIH (T D4 SE N R P
PR Sk rER R WD AR TR R
M¥%, 369 &, BNMEERA 1 (—SAEAHB) ~5
CIER5) #1475 JPFar. EMEEE S MEE
SVE(MER) GEEME (RIE0) EAME S
FEHCHE , S BBy, HX R 4 K . G
A R AT HAE BEFIRCRE , A< T 5% 45 4k BE 1) 5e 48 1
a BB 0.87.0.89.0. 82..0. 84 ..0. 83, Hi ¥
Mo ZECH0.93,
2.2.4 FENEITEER

FFAXIRER , (7 P38 1T ¥ Epstein SEAR$E Me-
Master ZZ FE 2] BERL IS 4 il A I E R E DI BE I =
7% ( Family Assessment Device, FAD ) ( £ Ji§ 77,
2006) , 4L 60 N5 H 4 KIF4r (F 48 H &R it
43) L XFEN TR M4 HOR U, 1 ArRR R, 4 44%

B, BRI FERS TR Z
SrRRIE, T EUEE , R IZ A& BIIES R
2 U HAN MR ERsE., ZERLT 4
grieaR: (1) 13 : ZBE LA G AT 5 (2) R At
TR R BETEAERT A R 28 BE ) RE o 3= B B fofe o [
MRIBE T 5 (3) 1B /RR S « 2R 88 J 53 % TRk A 3 ‘B 1Y
TE R BB ST 5 () TE B A REE A X & B 16
SEOGE MBI ; (5) € KER TGRS
T — RN KBED RERIAT B, AR 5540 T A
S SERAB L ; (6) 17 R R : KE R EAFIE R
TREBANF AT BRI (7) B HTIEE: A B
EWERENIIGE, B RRRWE G
Iy RS BRI A8, S H08 e R B HAR B B R
TREMRZ: . — S i i R A5 BE A BE SR T
$(Miller, Epstein , Bishop , & Keitner, 1985 ) , A~ #F 5%
FZAIER o RECH0.91,
2.3 HRER

(1) W5 LABEG A B4, ZEAE A5 BE SR 171 53 A\ [
p= N0 )2 o e s O = S e G B e YN
Mo Fil R0 FEIRAR 256 1032 AR A

(2)f# ] SPSS19. 0 5 AMOS23. 0 i#1T803E 4k
M, EFEMRES RIS ST ¢ K,
Pearson FAZAHIC 3T K2 AMOS Hh A/ BEAIR TG
3 MRER
3.1 (kB F=pEER

% Harman H3H 7455 ( Harman’ s One — fac-
tor Test) YEATIE [F] 7 ik g 224 46 ( Aulakh & Genc-
turk ,2000) . £55R B R, [ —AE iR A8
RN 37.87% ,/NF 40% NG e . Rk, BF5RAS
FETE )™ E L [F] Jr edm 22 o
3.2 RBEERBAEAKRBMEL LT LW ER
57

HRAE ) 4 BB Bt 25 (TAT) 1 BUR AR o, TAT (5
43) <50 43 BRI 4R AR R AL, IAT (G 43) = 50
5 R P4 SR . R BN, 5 W%
PRERIBAA 192 A, 4R B 1 300 19.73%
HoH A 101 A, (55 ER 20.82% ;404 88 A,
AT AR 18.68% ,PERIBRAE 3 AN, BAE/RERY
LRI RER AR EER(* =0.74,p>0.05) , K
AR FE ) 45 U H 36 L BEH B3 2200 (o =
6.51,p>0.05) , a4 5 9E BSOS 4 78 B 4% e =
F LW BRI 58.59 £8. 35 il 36. 35
+6.92, _EMEREBSKRITFEN(1=34.22,p<
0.001 Cohen’s d =2.9) , ItAb, 5IFBURELH LLEL, 1
AN M Z X H O EE R (¢ =11.58,p <0.001,
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Cohen’s d =0.74) , X P #5 B AKHi (1 =14.05,p <
0.001,Cohen’s d =0.90) , AN LR AT %5
o BAN, RRIERTER % SEgs LA BEE

F(F=1.63,p>0.05),
Xt R AR R A FE A S KR BE R4k
JEEBATMSIREA  fT B5 R IR 1,

*1 WMAZEABSFRENERSEEERSLR

&5 EZ;K’%%((;D=)192) E'Eﬁ‘z%%%ég; 781) ¢ Cohen’ s d
5 2k 50. 67(9. 85) 44.96(10.59)  6.79*** 0. 56
FATA 46.28(9.10) 51.00(9.60) -6.17**"* 0. 50
AN 45.90(7. 63) 48.08(7.45) -3.61*** 0.29
NGRS 41.11(9. 16) 42.28(9.28) -1.84 0.13
FRAc e 40. 84(7.96) 41.85(8.24) -1.54 0.12

FAD 270 138.63(21.43)  125.85(18.63)  8.26°** 0. 64

Y 22.06(4.25) 20.31(3. 88) 5.50** 0. 43
] S A e 13.90(3.07) 13.23(2. 80) 2.90"* 0.23
7o 20.50(2. 86) 19. 17(3. 14) 5.68%** 0. 44
BRAA 15.90(3.99) 13.81(3.21) 6.737 " 0.58
15 0 14.82(3.34) 13.37(2.92) 5.53%"* 0. 46

fa1a, 25.25(4.17) 22.78(3.72) 8.04%** 0. 63
BHThRE 26.12(6.20) 23.19(5.11) 6.02%** 0.52

HE:*p<0.05,""p<0.01," " p<0.001,

MR A, SR 59 B AR IR
TEL EAE( <0.001) 413 FHENZRE S
TR . Bk, 5O CEAME L, 3F SO
Ao B THUEA  fEES L, BB E B
ERTIEREA,

MR A, BURAH 53R BURH M K E D RE2E
AT FERE X (p <0.001) , BVAH T 3F BUBR A,
BREA T D FREYIREE 2, BERRIAERED

REM & ERE b, I B A B B KT
BE AT At VB SNE | AR R . 729638 | ) L
B A7 9 ] AR A R RRRORL A AR B Eh BE
HE L, RRAR B E R T IR
3.3 AMAFIUF T fe e R AR 0 AR R P AT
T BRFENAR R B L 5 T BE 8 R 45 BB =2 T
R AR, R 1 Pearson F2E M X =3 2 i) B AH K
PEBEAT T 2007, BAREE R ISR 2,

R2 NBFFREYEE  FHEDNEEF M 4 R X1

&R RERE &4t TAEL HAHE VNI TERE

W 28 1R 1
FEEThe 0.36** 1

T4 0.31**  0.28*" 1

AL -0.26"" -0.38"" 0.06 1

A -0.15** -0.30"" 0.04 0.67"" 1

NGl -0.06 -0.27** -0.00 0.48*" 0.56** 1

Tt -0.06 -0.25** 0.11*  0.60* 0.58*" 0.66** 1

H:*p<0.05,"*p<0.01,

MR 2 ATH, &P, AR O EAE(p <
0.01) 5 M MBEZ R MHXESITFE L, H
BRSSP BUBE IEM K, B it2as 3, B
PR R IKOT- R TR , RS 2 P 4 BURa , 2 P 4% B 1M
R R. BEEEAESME RS, A
SR B EE CEAMEKE S, ARG
M4 R, R4 BB AR E R R, IFRER X
Fe TR (L) o S EEFIFF O S M4 SR AH A
B&(p>0.05),

FEEIRE S M 4 OB 22 (0] R IEARG , A e it
B (p<0.01), BIZKKEINREM 2 (R EE L AE B I
R ) A oy P 4 R o

KEDIRE S IEENE L0 CEAME St T
HEZ H AR A ST L (p <0.01) o Fir,
TRV S RENERIEAE, A RITET 3 A&
BOKV-#w, R BETRE s . MR IR, B 3R
R S TR S5 R EE SRR G, B St
SR B EAE ARG S m P T B KPR
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L, AR T RE & FEAA T

3.4 REGHANTAKE MERBHELZEGPA
RT ZEEREINRRTEAS 5 ML BB R R

BAEAERARON 8 F 2544 7 R B B0 25048 5 Rk

BRI &R AT T 8HiE, mEH AR ]

51, 2/df =7.236 , RMSEA = 0. 08, NFI = 0.954 , TLI

=0.926 .CFI = 0.960, 35 B[ (2017) F Ha-

yashi(2015) &35 ) IR G54 5 FEAR B S e AR vE , FE AR
MIMEAE AR, R EACK, BT TR ELE MR
B, B~ B B E ERSARER, IR
PARBLTYE L B B FEIA R R R ES R A HE
AR Am A A 41 7 74 T, 5t 19 T 5 B2 i
REBMWASIGUE, ABFFE S, NFI, TL F1 CFT $§
KT 0.90, RMSEA /pF 0. 1, RN XA ARG
WIFRIILE B (R HIRE ,2017 ;Bentler,1992)

T

[wmey| | wa | [mear| [mavew] [ me | [swoe]
™

1 ARBHHIE - REETNEE - M4 U R i {E R IEAR 2l

ME 1T BIRUE B, (1) 154513 W 45 e B2 i
K R BEAGIT¥E (8 =0.27,p <0.001),
& 25 MK R, R4 G I R REME AR K, B4 1
X RBEYIREMAR B ARSI FE X (8=0.28,p <
0.001) , fHFLE KM, HRE D BE R PR B2,
(2) LB ML SR 0 IR R BB ST
FX(B=-0.20,p<0.001) , FAELo K FAEE, W%
BB A BEMEADN . SRAT DX FK BE DI RE I Rt B
A FEL(B = -0.34,p <0.001) , FFAE.LKF
e, HREN R ENBT . B)BEAERRE
hEEM KR R BEA R ¥E X (B=-0.10,p <
0.05) , EAMAFEE, HHFREREDIEN L
i BEAERIMLE SRR R B0 A BRI B EK
F-(B=-0.06,p >0.05) (4) KBTI HEXT W 2% U
T EA G2 (B =0.18,p <0.001) , ZJE
EE R ERIERE , /04 P 45 iR A T BE SRR o
3.5 FEARS TARKRE ML RBYE X R TN
R 5T

FR I A , AR AT X1 ST (2013 ) 225 (4
Bootstrap #E47 F A R0 AR T B9 s, AR AR BB B

5000, 7% 95% A5 X 16T, ZXBE TN BETE 16 45 5
28 SRR A B ot A -5 W 2% JSUE ) Y 56 2 R PP A A
B E(HEEXEDH4[0.06,0.12].[ -0.18,
-0.10].[ -0.21, -0. 11 ] A2 1% 0) , BN {E 4 5l
$0.09, -0.13, -0.16 (WFE3), #z—F0Hk
IR - 1 2 P Y 2% SO it o o I 2% TS0 ) LAk
BLE 25100 0.24, - 0. 17, RN KEE DI RELE 1K 45
PERITTAT 0o X0 9 2% FS0I0E 11 B0 o A 3388 2 b A0 £
o BEAPEXS P45 BRE B9 BN A B3, RIHR
JEE Sh RETE Bt R 4% BJgs B B P 2 52 &
TR BIRTERH TR 2.

KRENRERY T MEEFMT A ZR, #
—5 1] Bootstrap #4521~ H- 5 A L B AG B, B
- $F 5000, 78 95% EFEXE N, A6 IFEAA
IR AT TR VPR R 4% BB = (6] A2 4
TEERPAER, BRLE 75 0.04.,0.05, -
0.05,-0.04, -0.05, -0.03, Hfh L EHAEHA
BE. WEAMA MAOSHEFEE L BEA
PEFPI 48 8 Z 18] (9 AT B AR U B B8 22 57
BRI 3,

R3 FKEWHEEBEE. REOSRETNAEZ B3 5 A 89 T 3R

B EIEESN{H  Boot #R#fEiR  Boot GI LFR  Boot CI'FFR AHXS H Ak
LM - FETIRE - M4 KRG 0.09 0.02 0.06 0.12 26.74%
TAEL - FREDIRE - M4 R -0.13 0.02 -0.18 -0.10 44.00%
BAM - FELEE - W& RE -0.16 0.02 -0.21 -0.11 68. 68%
e — ffe - NS RIE 0. 04 0.02 0.02 0.08 17.09%
1EaEM - BN A - RERE 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.08 18.58%
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HR3
WA AR Bl N{E  Boot fr#EIR  Boot CI LR Boot CI KR AAXYHFA-&NE
TR - A - MERTE -0.05 0.02 -0.08 -0.02 19.11%
FHTD - THERAA - R RIS -0.04 0.01 -0.07 -0.02 15.44%
AN - ff - MG RE -0.05 0.02 -0.08 -0.02 30. 54%
BN - 1B A - M4 RTE -0.03 0.01 -0.07 -0.01 23.45%
4 itig ARG T 2 W AN BRAC A A T B g Tag A8E, JR I Atk A7) BB
4.1 RERBHEVFEABTRED R LG4 E Ho VR T M4, 75 M 45 B g Ut A b ki AR

WA R A, 5ARBUBEE FHEL , W4 i 2
SEHENEHE T RHER R ERIAE L, EEE,
NGBR3 ERIE D, insifE0 JEA
PEAh L TT M, X5 LR M F R 45 R — 3L
(Kayis et al. ,2016 ; Z=FiH 25, 2016) . BIHFEHEA
1RAS By A 7R A2 2 B 22 B0 B [ A, 00 o R
fig AL ATRYMEE , H MR AT B X R AR B
BITHI 2597 o A% B BRAR 1043 40 e 3 A0 1T A
B EAMRIEAT B IR MBS SR S ] LA B
MATRIR SRS BRAFRICR VERE GHFE M
BT B AT SN T BRI 28 AR AR oK
HTFBe (ZRRINSE ,2016) o BT ACHEAME B AR 3K
BN, (B R B AR R L IR E ( Servidio, 2014)
MRS RO E D ERIN TCRM, B st h,
EWAEZMACIR R (QuP ) |, BE45 5 P 45 U ( Ser-
vidio,2014) . B ALK 4 1] B ARTE A28 7 T
HE BRIR S , (A5l AT T5E 22 50 15 B W 48 A T AL AT 15 30
AR5 M5 B (Rice & Markey,2008)

[l , WFFE 45 R L], SR U E A LG, P48
BEVENFENRES LR R BENEE . KEM,
Bz a1 = Y 18 3 A 1E I8 S N BB 7 DA B K R
Ho Al B 53 20 BE R T 4 8 IR 2 1) PR 158 Uk
R, BEATHDOFM FRERAFER, HESTEMN
B TAME . AN BANRIETEIB B R T,
T2 R IR EE T, XML 2 DMEE
UL R R A RO s, T L Tk M 5 A B 22 0] [R5
2 #7(Han,Sun, Lee, & Renshaw,2012) , FEEfMA M
HIFFAIESRE LR 2 (8] 43 AN W, R Bk =2 X 4%
HITAMBEEEREETE R — TR RN ET, §2
EXRNREWDREA R, ERAGRI B BTN
(S, PR, 208 ,2015)

4.2 KEABHIEL M RRE £ R

W R, B ES M R R B E IEAHE, M
TAEL 5P SR 2 B E AR, I H XA A%
FHALRT W 48 o A BETOUEA . BARRINER
SPE(MATR) KB, A S M %R, X 50
FERIFIT 45 B —3 (Kuss et al. ,2013 ; Zamani, Abe-
dini, & Kheradmand,2011) , {& &K 5 K&

B, AT W 2 45T B4 i 38 R RIS , 4R JR

TR XTI BB A W, 8 Z A7
AL, X S5H A BT —2 (Servidio, 2014 ; Kuss
et al. ,2013) o FALLAK R METE L& T2
WAZ & 1 B i f A ™% (Zhou, Li, Li, Wang, &
Zhao ,2017) , BAthAT] SE 460 1] T 158 FH ) 4% i 4715 B 3R
BURIAC UL, R M 48 SR U R 385 B R 35 B, T
22 J5 B AT ) T LB A S I AR B — Fh T B
(H7F,2006; 8122 25, X8, 2248, (8 3, 2016)
AN, BRAOIE D EESF RN, F BT, i
AR, Tt A MG R E G R, B
AL G M4 U -

A, AP 5 P 4% B A 2 R AH G, X S I
NI —3(Servidio , 2014 ; Hwang et al. ,2014)
REAE A ARTE S B B A FPRIE R 7 T H 3R]
B AT e A RIE R S HAR R E RIS ES
55, PRI AE 2R B8 L (W est ) b X, K B P 1 Sl —
TSI FIE S MABRR RN T B, MR, mEA
HEMMEAB RS B G RE PR FEEUBA
FRAE RS, F AT T3 ) BB A = & B A PR
KRBT, TA S M2 BE ( Servidio , 2014 ; Andreas-
sen et al. ,2013 ; Kayis et al. ,2016)

AN S T O S P 48 R AR A B3,
T T O A BB 3E 45 R ( Andreassen et al. ,2013;
Buckner et al. ,2012; Servidio, 2014 ; Randler et al. ,
2014) . {HA B 55 & 32 Al T BPE S M 4%
BB TETE B 3 48 56 ( Rahmani & Lavasani, 2011 ; Kuss
et al. ,2013; Rice & Markey,2008) , A it Xt F
ShmPE TR S MB BRI X R T EH R
L5
4.3 RESHREABEIEL W& RBE TG TNER

M TR R - KETIBE - %%
BB BRI, ZIE D R B 4 5 M 4 iU
EENFR AR, #— 2P R MR EI e B
A NGB ATERG L PERM 28 BB Z B RE T B
EWTNMER. HEMRMNMEAR S BB RIS,
FEAE R IR, R O At AT S b e SR B [ S
NS B RORE MR A ZERERELE, AR
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1 3 VA3 19 7 X R 45 (R) &L ( Weei, Chen , Huang,
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X DERIB R R R Z AT Z AR, 2
A BT A BB e, T 805 BE I L A ek )
BB X 45 B I BE £ B8 SLATE i, B TE R — 1
BIFHIES L, # M S B REAE MR
W 4 [R] R B R 28 1 B AT RE 7, T BB 25 2 W 4%
BB, AESL, AT ML, v LA S E B A A2 T
Xofaat B 48 {8 T TRl R, BB Z TRIAH L4 T 5 64,
TR ARG R RR A e X J5 45 (Liu et al. ,2015) , A
MEREGME B Wb, ZIHREE NN, 1E
SRR TR T 20 8 A T TR, % B TR B 4R
TREEZER(EE ,BIEE,2008) , X B FE &8>
L (FEEUL, B84 ,2003) , B 3 20 1 1) 8 BE Bl
RFRIR R TRIESE AR T4 5 B R 8] P17 Je%
BREEFREE . MIACRERVIE Bt AT AT M 48 U Y
PR PR R (225 #],2003) o [F] I, TE AR 17 45 45 76
TR, NMTBCA E 2 M SRR L3
HAXT 4 b (EHa4,2006) , Gk = XF 5 B H Ath B R
PGSR RIEMENL, FRN AREA . KED
RERY S E T D4R 4 B 280 AR D R AR A R4
6 DB SR B 3B, DT 28 B P 248 BRE o
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FEINRETE - T AR L5 W 4% B R B 34 P A1
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AT SR B AR AR 16 2 S ik A B AL TE— &
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EUREETAES MG BB PRSP A ER,
=L B F T Be P M A BN AR
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N B R TE 4 SR e — R b
o1 5K B AR 68,5 IV M AL, 3275 R AR AR M S FERE T
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Malcolm 2003 ; #57%, T F,2007) . [E6t, B E A
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WO ABFHE S M BRI R R . X T —22 1T
TR E R EEEA. CAWRERUZKEN T
MREYT , WK IERIT, £ K BEBERIE YT (muli -
family group therapy , MFGT ) T2 v Fi ] B 4% iU
THirh, - BAR T ARIWE R (Han et al. ,2012; Yu
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A TEAK BRI AT D22 30K R 2R YT A
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5 45ig
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The Effect of Adolescents’ Big Five Personality on Internet
Addiction ; The Mediating Role of Family Function

Hou Juan',Fan Ning',Qin Huan',Fang Xiaoyi’
(1. Department of Philosophy, Anhui University, Hefei , Anhui 230039 ;
2. Institute of Developmental Psychology,Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875 )

Abstract ; Object : the study was designed to explore the relationship between Internet addiction and different personality traits as well as
family functioning in mediating role between personality traits and Internet addiction. Method ; a sample comprised 973 middle school
students completed the Internet Addiction Test for Chinese,the Big Five questinnare and the Family Assessment Device. Results: (1)
Personality traits could significantly predict Internet addiction. Among them,the neuroticism personality significantly positively predicted
Internet addiction while conscientiousness personality negatively positively Intemet addiction. (2) Family function plays partial media-
ting role to the effect of emotion and responsibility on Internet addiction, and have a complete mediating effect on the influence of agree-
ableness on Internet addiction. Conclusion :in the treatment,if the Internet addicts are gotten targeted positive intervention on their fami-
ly function ,they can reduce their addiction symptoms.

Key words ; adolescents ; big — five personality ; family function ; Internet addiction



