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Abstract

The goal of the presented research was to explore the influence and mechanism of problematic
Internet use on death escape of college students. 1596 college students were investigated with
paper questionnaires. Three measures were used: the problematic Internet use scale, identity de-
lay scale and death escape scale. The results showed that: 1) Problematic Internet use significantly
positively predicted college students’ death escape; 2) The delay of identity partially mediated
between problematic Internet use and death escape of college students; 3) The relationship be-
tween problematic Internet use and delayed identity is moderated by gender. Therefore, there is a
mediating effect between problematic Internet use and death avoidance of college students.
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1. 5|8

VA, T ] 27 2 BT AR T FUI 5 BORBE 0 A E R 2E B WA . 2 TR 2 NERIHN
WEICIE RN TR, (HIEER, BIEER CIEDER . G580 FRITE 186 BIIERHFIH, 18
130 D153 26.9%, E2AH 462 18 HLUFELE, HE, HEHE, 2014). AEEEREE T K
X 622 BIFIEZEG], RIHFEIR LR EERN T (@], 2, 2015) SR 41R BRFCXAE B, KIK
W K2 AR . M, RS, T, 287, TAHQ2019) KGR R AR AE T3S BT
EHERZAEEREMAT:, FFHmXPETN &= AR B0 . Wong, Reker fll Gesser (1994)iANFET:
MR RAET A E N — AN EE T, AT REH R ] §E S5 BT RMA R . 50T H RIE R
B TR IC AT A B R A, 1 O A2 AE B BE T bl s FE S L 2 A 4%

XFRFASRUL, P RAATHR T R A At S EEGRA . FRMNG AT A TS R &
AR AR RIS, AN R IO 8% A58 FH AT oK 1) I 0K T R 0 HH R o B S5 7 K 28 2k B N T v o 4% i
Tk E] 9.6% (WRAUIE, BILE, 2001), FEFE “HEM+" KRR, PR RS A5 2R AR ) 8 2
TH, [FR R KA 1 5 o BERA (B A5 . T 03I B RN 2% 4 RBE T A S0 BRAE T 25 2 A A7 AE
HE MM RE &R, 20165 5KEE, 2007; 5KEME, 2008). T FE, AHEF IR A8 X 2% 48
SO e (B 5C Z5,  DASE M 0] R I 2% (%) £ B 40 A K 2 AR BB Tkl A4S B8, et B2 e P IR 5% 114 4 52
BEAT TR BT, ALK 0] R [ 265 A58 FHORE AT T FR) £ 4o BT 368 B8 R0 A S

L1. BIREMEMLEE RS TRk ERXHR

Davis (2001)52 H [ @5 14: /X 2% 48 F (Problematic Internet Use, PIU)Fgict B | FH 9 2% 1 5 Akl s B L s
FIYERDIRE, WIRZ T, B0 H MHUR M . Ik, ST PIU BB 9E O 4 BN OB 2B 5T 1) 34
s ARDMAERE T E RN PIU BRI BT IR, an ARz BRIk B NG MR 51 0 Y. KEEZBE
FREE. Has Rt PIOMURR. APPSR (S, 2ok, sk, 2018; &Kudnt, IR, 2004). (HH
BIXT PIU Pt ) £ O 520 B SEUERE FEEMR D o 0 TR AR UL, L2 AT k5 2] . AR RIAE &I
KEEIEAR, B G A=A et 25, AR 5 s ma B0 T A AR 2SR

HAHIHE FE R I PIU 558 T 25 FE 2 (A A7 AE B R AR OC, 7 HL PIU 520 T ikl 5 TEAH O (4 K 2k, 20165
SEOCI, ALFH, R, 2014), BIPIU AT BROR Y, ZE T 0b38E A Im) 8RR o AR BHEAT o () 4k 2 A 2
W (Bandura, 1999), AMTHIAT NA ROEXTAMBIRBERI N AE LA AT, 1528, BES MR, 17RhES
XF NP RO RSN RS P2 AR E AR R, PIU 520 AMA 1)1 46 I S AN B O R . R FE AR AE K32 2E
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FAT I BOR A, JRARFEBEAAECE R “FET:” MESEMITR AP 2 R AN, PIU 1778251 KK
AR THICE A SRR A 228 % . iR R i 3 312 (Terror-Management-Theory, TMT) 9T,
BET RS b — Pk Nz 2 RY I AN AR FE A B AL (Jansen et al., 2019). Rl KR4 IEMH H B S
RE A 2 I I RO TRl D IX TR FEAIAN 22 o WA ST T 00, $2 tHAR % HL: 1] R X 25 FH 0K 2
AR BE T kR ELA T ) TAE A

1.2, [Fl—ERELE £E o)1 4% 5 A AnSE kit 2 [ R R 16

F[EAGH 73 4722 5K Erikson £ 20 tH20 60 A2 tH 5 3RIF— VRS, BRI — MR AT I 2
BUEATRER “ A0 MEBEEMS— 1 RIRIE S IV (Marcia, 1966). Marcia (1966)3H A B[7—
FEIRZ AR PIANYERE, IR B 3RIE — R RS 7 9 E — 3RS R —PEesg. [/ — PR R DL A R —
P Rl — MR H D IR P E — b, FURIRR & il gk £ A A B 1 BB,
Ak B RBNWA), KA BA SRR AR L8 AR (Waterman, 1982; 2 Fk¥%, 2007).
WFFE R IR A B3R A — PR b TRE SRS N B — DL b, R EOR A IR A X AR &40
BBIRIR R 2, IR R E B BAREAT A BRI BNCER T, k308, 5K, 2007). R4
1EET BIRE MR b B, R oAb T A —PEREZZ I B B o

THTERS AR R BRI, &M R Z B I “JERC G SRR, AR AR 4
WHIRE . XFP RS AL E ), RN NSCRG KXW EEAT R, LA SR G 1l 2 1 (5 1
2010)0 —J7 T, BRAEFAAE R AE TR RIFE TN AL T PO, I 480 TR0 T i) — 26 “ R R P R0k 7
W2 R B AT FE TR EN o 53— T7 T, 448 e A A T ) — 1P S 22 i B PR AT B 26 ) S R R A
[FIR, 2y RS B R TN PR T ) 000 o AN D SSIERT 78 Sk B /4 B 3RIR — P A 2% A B 2
(AL EAH R (SeRis, 2803, 2011; WIWSE, MiHEH, 2018). Matsuba (2006)%f FIX M A F 4514 Al 7] —
P S0E 2% PRI R I EL R PR A P A0 28 R Tl [m] — 1t A8 2% . HLBRI AR N b AT TR, wT AR R 54
REAMAAE TR A R = F 4 rp AN [E A €0 15011 (2003)BF 0 B, Rl — 1 AE 2R AS 3 1)L R A R /K
PheZE. B O FEIRG AT AT AE T2 R b 18 38¥ 7K ¥ (Lockhart, Bookwala, Fagerlin, Coppola, & Smucker,
2001) FET TR, FRATHEN PIU 2520 [R]—PERESE, [FRl—M2E9% vl fe T 8RR /KA. T
S AHIE T AL H2: (7] PR A 2 A 1) R D 2 A FH AT BB T b a2 ) AR H

1.3. PRI EIRR M 4% (5 7 5 5 Tk igt 2 (B B

P IR A OB BT, A TRV Sl PR A A TR AS [R] PR B2 vl . 5B M TR 25 538 T4k IR g i =B 5%
GeAT N, BUTRINIRZR, A1 FH 9 48 R 2B A ol b B TR S A R R A ) R Lot P S IR AR TR, B G
SERRAE TR RIS BARSS, AR GHN, X T2B MG T BN, BN EE AR &
W NKE S DRSS RN, R e S BREERCR, ARG H T AR RS RCER
B, 5k, kRS, 2007; FWME, R B, fdl, 2008; Sartor & Youniss, 2002; Meffert, Stossel, Stossel,
& Becker, 2015). A LRI LT DA LT 4T D45 2 kb T 1E 22 2[R — MERES (Meeus, Tedema,
Helsen, & Vollebergh, 1999) K—24H) HEF — MRS G MM ER B ZEARL L, W, 3255, 2009),
TERl—MEAE R4S b, NPRIESAFIE R ENMRZEFGREN, M Eds, BN, v, 2010). 1A w7
WM TINAE [ — IR ZS (R B 2 A 0 R R RE M (E ARV, 2010). 5K 4415201 1) & B 55 M FE 12308 A )
BEBET oM. HEa, RAEES BT (2013) R PIU WFEE RSN ER, S 5MEE5)H
BUHFDELLEBEET S RAE PIU. HHFFCHE MR 55 B3R IF M2 8 158 BAE IS frik
— B R FIESE(E &, 1, 2005; Mazalin & Moore, 2004). 5K, K37, ¥ HmMIKTFL(2016)HIA
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Figure 1. Research framework

E 1. #HziESR

2. B GE
2.1. W&

KT EEUREE:, REL 1596 4 K24 (M = 19.80 ¥, SD = 1.39), B4 695 N, &4 901 N; K—
456 N, K398 N), K=467 A\, KI 275 N(17.23%).

22. TH

2.2.1. [EIEEEPILEEE R B

KH Davis, Flett £l Besser (2002)% il 1584k 1 7E 25 I\ K1 5 %2 (Davis Online Cognition Scale, DOCS).
HRILH 36 MEH, GIESLR st JUMATES ., HafPiE L0 4 AR RAZE R 7
ibar, 1 RoR “AEREATE” . TRR “ERE” o 19370853 B 1) % W 2 15 R R sy o ANHiE I
o #8093,

2.2.2. FA—MEEER
KHAEWE. BESEQoB)BITHARE MRS RBMFE MR EE. HE—IL 32 8. KA
TN 6 i, 1 #oR “AEEFTE” . 6 Bon “AFEAFFE” « ARF a ZEN 0.62.

223, FTHRBER

KT U5 (2000) 4 i R PET- 25 FE i 28 B R A5 1T il (Death  Attitude Profile-Revised, DAP-R)[{IFET 3k
W ER, RAZEREES S, 1 RoR “EEARR”, SFr “EFRHR” . ZERELAHITN a
ZHUN 0.80,

2.3. BFRBIELE
FEFTIEHU IR B, ARy B AT BRI . o) 5 AR S, BT a6 237 B,
3. %R
3.1. £EFERERLE
T AW AR I 2 1) 592, i DA T e AR 3L [F) D7 vkl 22, DRIk 7 B kAT S [R) 77 V0 A 22 A 560
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ISR AR T R A4 R G 1R ST P IEH) . SRI Harman 5 R 720 Hroef
FORATARYS, AORAHL, RIRFA R O MR, FHER AT 1, B DR ARE 1 24.69%1177 248 57,
NT40%, RWIAWEFEAATAE ™ H I R A 2 -

3.2. BT EHERNG T REXER

TR IR 28 A FH (0 A L 1 0 A 5 SR S, A R 28 A8 FH R B2 P 1043 93 11,98, ARt 2K 29.66;
T RET- 3135008 13.89, Fr#EZEN 4.04; [F—PEESFI1550 N 30.19, FriEZEy 5.42.

XA RIS AR AR ZE DL R KRR ZE A R R B AT WA 1o BHEE AR AT A, RS AR ] R
S Af P RIBE T 1638 | [F)— M AE L% 52 0 35 IEAH G, [F)— PR AE SR RN AE T bk 122 150 25 TR AH G o vl f 1tk Do 28 1 F
HET 638 5 ] — 1tk e 2% 2 1) B A 56 AT B i 247

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation matrix of each variable

* 1. FLEMEMS T R EXIER

M SD i) e X 447 P A3 Al — 2%
i R 1 o % e 111.98 29.66 -
BE Lk 13.89 4.04 021" -
6] — Ve 2% 30.19 5.42 0.13" 0.13" -

" p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05(FR).

3.3. ARTHRM RGN

MR AR Q014) IR, AT P ARG U6 75 200 = AN BRI S HE TR K. W
2 PR, D3RR T AGTHE X e A 0 2 A5 ] 5 BB TR TR) 5% R KT T RN, 5 SRR s P [ )
AT AT [ SC RANEA WTER]: TR 2 At om) e e U i) 264 5 o) — VE SE 22 2 1] 52 2R 1
VTR, 5 SR TR IR T I R X 25 A 5 (R — PR AE 22 2 TR) DG R B AT SR A J7 A2 3 vk smil et [A)—
PESESZ 55 A0 TR 2 [A) 5% AR R 55 RONE , 45 R o Pk i oxt [F) — PESE 22 5 A0 T kit 2 18] 5k R ANEAE R

Table 2. Mediation model variables with adjustments

2. BFTHHRNERTE

JitE 1. bR E(Y) iR 2: BARAE R M) JitE 3: bR E(Y)

B SE t B SE t B SE t
A -0.00 0.03 -0.03 -0.03 0.03 -1.17 0.00 0.02 0.09
X 0.20 0.03 8.21™ 0.13 0.03 535™ 0.19 0.03 7.63""
U 0.05 0.03 213" -0.02 0.03 -0.72 0.05 0.03 221"
XU 0.01 0.03 0.39 -0.05 0.03 -2.07" 0.01 0.03 0.56
M 0.10 0.03 4.13™
MU 0.01 0.03 0.34
F 19.44 8.11 15.98
AR’ 0.05 0.02 0.06

W AR XN U R MR ERESE; Y NAiT k.
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Figure 2. Gender regulation of problematic network use and identity delay

2. MR a B P48 55 D AR — I 3 RS
4. g
4.1. [E—14IELE R0 B0 4% 5 A FnFE okl 2z 18] B9 R AT #L 1+

AR ST 30 1) 850 D) 248 A58 P oF B0 T B SBEAT I 1] TR FH o 76 PTU S R4 E T 1638k (1 52 ma AL )
A — P RE LR A T AR, IR ERAE T ABE ARG H AR H2. X 5 HEE 2K ER(2016) I FE 45
—H, H5 RN QO 14 IR FEAE FAR R, X AT RE 2 TR S, AMAREESZ L2 4 1) N bRk RO
B IR SR DA R BN FLES, XA RIS ARV T T B = (. F IR ET BRI, 2o W 2%t S S s AR
T LA BET NI R AE A — B, SO AT AT AR IR i, R R B ) b ook T 9 4% BB A% 3 2 A\
TS ARV AR R AN T M5 SR, 8 G BT & FORRF I ) f. R AR 20 TR B AR ROz, SR A A i
ZHET, IR — TR AE B SRR RS, (AR T AN BB BIGR 5T A RIS B, WAt
A E ST k.

PRAST 1) R X 6% A1 FH ] 52 00 0 1 16 A& AN T 98 ) B a5 SR, PIU M SRR 1 ) T00 ] —
PEAELE, 1X 5 Matsuba (2006)8F 7845 R — 5. [FIB, A FUik & HLIR — M 28 5% 68 1F 1) T 58 12 9 ik,
7] —PEREZZAE PIU AIFE T 1k ik 2 [a] B S B0 7 AR A o A0 T A — PEAE 22 I ) K2 A R R Ve, #%
NPEAR, (RS FE o 5 B IR AR = AR PR, o 2B i IS B S TRV o IR 48 (19 (S 43 B 5 B At AT 1 58
BT XA, B RLR — M I S HA RS TE — e AR LR B PIU XAEToRE R ME A . BT, BE
Fe RN EFRAE G AIE TN, FEEOGERFAARA g, RHER—MEERK
&
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4.2. 1R 7EEIRR 14 P 4% 5 A FIE — MR Z B RO TS (ER iie

ASHIFFTAESE 1A% 531 5 i R X 22 4 PR [ — 1R S 22 2 (1) 0 R AR 5 AL B AN T B MATT & 5 PIU
XL R — PEAE SR SN T o FLAB(201 1) IR F5 kK S AR AR R e A 1T 5 0 Fh i 4 J5 41 B8
R GUUE T ML T 152, W2 I TR A S IRAE R R, J AR AT IR R I A2
S EXGE I R R R AR E SN TR S B, B E R AR G BN SEEAT PR R, 2t
EROR BRI SE R AT A S BRI, S SR A E MR A IR, R LAl AT
W5 AR F R 53R (BRI LEEREE B M MR (A R, R At 2 L2 9 A
THAE, AR R R IR Ao AR, [, T ZWI2017)IN 0 5 L AEA R ) I 45 K7 L1
WIRACT A, WnSEAAE “PSER” BT SR b, AR TR R . RS s
SERA PRI . TR, RS PIWSETS T, AR BRI HR k. ML T B R,
SRR 20 KA 20 T B AN B B, R AR 2 SR I e It L S ik . T 55 K22, U2
AR IR O O IR UTIR BT B, A2 H AR D THR AL MZET B0, PIU X A —VESE
RN B o X AT RERLE AT FUMI S5 R 5 DRSS RA —BUR R A X MR IRIAT, fEREREA
MR RE B B 2 SO SRR AR A R 1% DLt AT B AR AT

4.3. MRBUERR

AR SCR 1] R A A P T TE R LA e e BRI BT T k3B 2 R (95 BT TR, B T MERT
KEEAEFET A B MIMIEREIC . RSB0 T PIU Frs R — R AU, Ak2EAE PIU T AT Tl 41
TR S, BT IR A R L, KRR S IR AR T, IER
FETZ, SIS RS W, B o O

IR, ABFRMAEE— SRR . B, ARG R T AR 5T, BT e —,
FLI B R RS T RBORART AU T IR P A BAS TN BE T AR RS . RO AT LK T M PP 9 A 4
Lo HUG ASHETE MR R IR, AR [ X (1 9 252 2 SR Rk 2 2 I 4 A PR I A5 AR IR0, IR0k 0
UL SRAEHEATHE B B X 2 s R, BT R IR — M SR (E PIU AIFE T e A2 B (1)
RS PR, 1E % 2 A AT R AR S b A A R (KB, KR (KU 9 T LABR o At A H ) 5 %
HLAB L AW GEIER, SHZRR AT
5. &g

1) A R A5 P xR 2 AR R T R AT 4 2 2 IR RO 2, IR R 5 [ — PR A G e T it A=
fEM.

2) A 7] AU 19X 2% A5 P X ) — PR A 22 RO R v R S 3 R TR, BT, et B
e P X 2% Aol PR [ — 1 B % B I [ M P P SR Tooxeh 5k, A ) 24 A P X ] — PR R 2 O 4 T AN
B

EHEWH

W AR R VP R R BRI W AERRAIEEE LTI R TR RRAH KA
X HEHE AL (XSP20ZDA004) o

SE

LRFY007). HEHRF—MERBEVIR. OZFF 30(4), 895-899.
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