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Abstract

Social network has been an indispensable part of our lives, while overuse of social network (OSN)
has a negative effect on our bodies and mind. It’s, therefore, important for researchers to explore the
formation mechanism of OSN. The present study summed up the research progress of OSN based on
the I-PACE Model, and analyzed drawbacks of existing researches: firstly, subjects are only limited to
college students; secondly, methods to collect data are relatively sample; thirdly relevant terms are
misused. In addition to the above problems, the following defects still exist: the intervention study is
ignored and I-PACE model needs more modifications. Based on above analysis, the present study put
forward five research prospects: 1) Relevant terms should be defined precisely, 2) Research subjects
should be more diverse, 3) Modify the I-PACE model, 4) Integrate multiple methods to carry out re-
search, 5) Strengthen intervention study on OSN.
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1. 518

#EAZ 4% (social networking sites) & —AN FHAMA B 23 J H o6 R LR 20 R At 2 48 254 . Bl s
FERPI AR RIS, B QQ. Fl(E FATMIH S5+ 58 1 & B i) e i) 4158 X 28 L4 oA NATTAE TG« TAEFI S 2]
ANATERER A — 5, AATTHER SRR ST T AE A 2% o = B A TRIRES B TAE Bt . w7k i,
FEAZ W2 AT LA R MR V8 7R 2L (R IE NBRATI . 5 BIIE BRI Y B FeE& (Gentile, Twenge, Freeman,
& Campbell, 2012; Mccord, Rodebaugh, & Levinson, 2014).

SRR, A7 5738 D\ gk S8 0 28 A5 FH ) o AN AR L85 L 17 9 A A FH 2 L 0 B 2 A 7K (K,
Seo, & David, 2015) . X st 5 A5 FH 4158 WX 28 FRIAT B R A4 38 X 28 it {3k FH (Owverusse of Social Network) .
BRI, 18 9 28 as B AT P i AR i ] vy 5t B A P AL A8 A, A AR B L O3B ANAT RS2 BV
AR OISR AT ], E— @ REE B ggm |7 IR 5 S R AR TS, H 0 ARk 2155 R B2 1) — o % 2 2
A5 F 47 (Cao, Masood, Lugman, & Ali, 2018; Chan, Cheung, Lee, & Neben, 2015). XFh4TF 1E % 1§ F F1
FRIREAEAT 2 T8 10) JBAT Ry 2 7 A AU (K RE IR (He, Turel, & Bechara, 2018). AW AREN, #:35M
283t AT s 45 M8 P 5 1 A TR S o B, A A8 X 4 a4 ) 2 A AN AT BT A ) B R PEAT, B
A o RS, BRAG B IR ST (MR 5, NG, FhBeE, SeMA, JESR4E, 2018: AEEANAE,
2016; Turel & Serenko, 2012; Woods & Scott, 2016). Kb, #7042 P 2% 3o B4 FH R Ll B A E 9
IR B ]

2. 3T MI4E T BE 15F FH 2 R AL BOEE IR 453 . |I-PACE 23!

i1 Brand, Young, Laier, Wolfling £l Potenza %% A (2016)4% Hi[#) 1-PACE #i%(the Interaction of Per-
son-Affect-Cognition-Execution model) (& 1)1A 4> N %5 (Person’s characteristics) 15 B A A H1 R B
(Affective and cognitive responses) LA S MAHAT T BE K 25 (Execution) #2 5 E0 0 254 FH 170 /85 1) T2 s 22 1)
VK] 284 f5f P B0 (151 201 D) 2 T i e« O 265 R i o DR 285 00 155 i ) 8% ) A0 ol o i VX 268 458 Tl k) B A
B R EGIMHEEYZRZMOHERR) AR R 77 S 2 AH S A EM R ) . o AE &
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Figure 1. I-PACE model
1. I-PACE #&%8!

3. MK EFERFEHRIBINMRLEGR: ET I-PACE =&
3.1. P AEERE(Person’s Characteristics) 54t 32 4% B (£ A
3.1.1. AfB4FR
MK R AL R, thahtE. S, AhmtE. e NS R 5T AR v] DLE 3% 1E
) FHO A A8 o 2% 3k B A FH (MR S, AR, 20195 T, ki, #i4e, #Hf, 2019; FEkE, TS,

RN, 2016; Btachnio & Przepiorka, 2016; Bodroza & Jovanovic, 2016; Jung & Sundar, 2016; Rothen et al.,
2018; Settanni, Marengo, Fabris, & Longobardi, 2018; Wang, Gaskin, Wang, & Liu, 2016). Kircaburun,
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Alhabash, Tosuntas, Griffiths (2018)15 W06 F0554R LK 2 A2 A S pk ik, (H7E R ST ME4ERE 45 AN
UFARR, WIS A2 5T B AL 2 SO 2 R i

I F Bt 2 A A2 D 285 3 5 A8 P 1 2 S 0000 K] 3 (5 P ) 45, 2018) 0 A H B MR AL B AR5 I S
UK, XS AT EAMER L BB L T48 T AR T DU 28 5 s Bk dn A 20 AT 5 4 i
PSSV 2 28 o DR BGAIG BN AR TE B R X 458, B TE A Bt I 28 4158 (10 I %2, L T mT g A T
FEAZ PR 2o A FARAS (4R, 9K B, U, FMIRZE, 2019).

3.1.2. BHREFEER

#EAZ £E FE (social anxiety) & MATE H ¥4 a2 E IR, &/ k. HIMSEE LR, LU
WA AE B RAT A (R ATE, 2017). DA THFIRI, mth S FE /K38 TE A W] e H Ak A 9 4 3ok A (K
&7z, 2019; Indian & Grieve, 2014; Reid & Reid, 2007)

RG22 RS, fEIFR ADHD, — BE#A N2 — Pl K B @ rsm, 2806 T )LEM,
BEE SRR K 2B W k. (B2 JRMIWT R Y], ADHD B alfEFrE: BIAEY], M ADHD HATHEN
1.1%~15.9% (YLH35%, 2014; Park et al., 2011). ADHD 55— AMZUEIR AR VE R S BE . [H N 22 E 7
R DR RAL I FHLG R B K SRR TG 9% (Zheng et al., 2014) . 3 —AMZOFHIESR 2 3130,
SOSLAMGIEREE, T 42 P 48 1k FEE A FH i i R Bt v KT I 1 438 0 i Ok 5 s sl R (IR R, 2013,
i, 2018; kA, XIFE, EEE, B, BRI, 2007). A —SSZUEAEF R R, FEKSEAERMAS,
ADHD 5 i {1 F-H LA 2 2 A S AI(Kim & Choi, 2017; Lee et al., 2015). %154k 58 k44 ik 4k i Al
ADHD X R TR R, W G RERIEMCR, I H ADHD RER 58 B AT DL IE [ P00 4158
DR 28 3k 2 A [R] I A8 A 3 B A8l P ek o )2 I 8 ADHD BJEAR (Mitchell & Hussain, 2018; Settanni,
Marengo, Fabris, & Longobardi, 2018).

3.1.3. EAzNL

ZKEMIEH, HATEAR B 1A 2 OB EE S L — 3 =2 B SORAE TR R E A AR, B
W EREW. KA AE SRR KE, 20183). Mantymaki F1 Najmul Islam (2016) AT 5T 52 7 458
WL AE FAT RS R, 45 R0 A FRARTH BRI 2 A8 R Sl R R HE ML I i, Hodh |
R EIURA JE TR T5 BRARME AR T SRALSE 2% (8 FH AR Fh B ZE R Bl Satici A1l Uysal (2015)fHfF 78 %
B, AR AR TR R AR AR R RE XTI 5 0 oA T A B A B MTIIE R, At il 2 A R0 B8R
AR A= 76 7 P AN AR SEAR IR A%, AT Tl A5 BRI I 0 e S S 10 68 P Sk s b AT ¥ A 3 il 8 D =2
R, A TTRE B sl A A I A AT N
3.14. EHEAR

] P AT 5350 R 30U 7 5 e ot o4 4% 3ok A F ) LA O 1) T FH (7K 45, 20165 Tavolacci et al,
2013)0 #2200 265 S FH A vl R D 45 P ) — AN SLBUAR 3, TR s g 5 T A 2 2 38 1 1 T 0 41
A W23 A% FH (Hou et al., 2017). BERRER I 58 R UL 7] 5 MRk iR 25 &) 7= AR 40 AL . AR RS S TH ARG 24,
T T B 17 i S B8 o A8 I 4 P A AT R (IS, 2017).
3.2. BRI\ BL (Affective and Cognitive Responses) 54t 32 /4% 33 B 5
3.2.1. FRmESEREE

AN A5 RAFLE = UM S S R B R BB, SR — AN E f B e, DR
ZNE RN R (Attentional bias) (TFUE, ARoKCy, FE0E, B, 2016). ARIIAFITEIEA RELE, 7ENH
INTREFEA, RSP A R, A AR o 55 BT I I 2 IR, R X R G
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=
4

5 DA TR G Wl S (B, AR, 2005). #FXEFHLE BB R, FHLURBEA R &
TP AAE S 28 % b e B 22 N R %E YR . 7€ Stroop SERAIBFFT T, BRI 5 FHUE F AR SR E S
011 52 7 B B 8, 2 K S R PR R B E 1 S SIS (SR e JIE, VT, 2017). FALBRE I IR BT 58 R B, TEXT
FHUAE IR BRI E AL, [ AN Fabs b, BB SHiRa B 2R (EE A, S0, 54, 2018).
FEBF A1 AZ W 28 3o FEE A FH R0 E A [l i 9 ey, B0 R, A58 IR e A5l FH ZE ikt AT LA S AH SR )
RBRAFAET AW, 00 S NI 23 PR T I 2 K, LA S X 2 sk e FH 38 A0 T ) o 2 A 4
BB ANE R AR N A, T TR A R AR AR R T AN VR B AR BRI AR B (K, AL,
e, b=, SafRE, 2019). FEREZSA TR R E AN T B, 10 R R R A2 2
W S = 20N B B TR YT, G SAH DGR R 8 S R AR v R, IR AR R MU A T Re S S0 S AR
B PR HE(Bishop, 2009) . %415 4 28 BEAS I SR, AT TRE DA R0 B2 UMK At AT 17 35 SRR A SR (22 1Y
)RS B HADRIBL b, X I R RR i S ARBR I R . Y AR R T S MR 2 AR R (H2,
HTAME SR R A EN SR O Ss T A AH R R RIS, ToTE 2 A BN BE VR v] LAy B 45 1 B AR B
AR, FE RS KA T .

T 7 A ) A2 ¥ 3R I (craving) 7= AF 1) EE B (A S R A o Franken X470 R 25 ()9 A 10 12047 B 90 R B
FSCIRE PR — A {5 B S5 PR AR AU AR 2 T S TR 0 IO ) R S TR % R O e R A AE W X2 1993 7 0 [7] (Frankeen,
2003). Ay, KIHRIBORAT R 2 oA i AR BRI 55 1 5 2 M ORI & R Thag, 43 ot
FHORER R R I 7 UK . [F) I BORE  Re 0% TN O 48 2l SR T BR 28 2R I i R e A O (1) R A8 [
12, W BRI B FRARTE (1 M BER UL, V8 SR — PN A v B P AT RO AT M R AR 2 1) 2 W
W (Tiffany & Wray, 2012). [Fl, H2E TR NS FIT, WM& R AR, FEfERE, W
% EL% D2 2RSS NAZ ORI AR 2 2 TR R SR (0, X0, #5205 55, 229byl, NAi4E, 2007;
Erblich, Lerman, Self, Diaz, & Bovbjerg, 2005). FH T #1352 /¥ 4% 3 F 4 i 2 TFE LA B 7 A A8 40U i =F L3R 3,
D] AR B PP 5o AR A K 255 2 B IE T 5 SRR, 52 ) 6% 1 A D 28 2R o W R aod A6 P 5 11 v SRR,
FHEMARAEHE A g . X T HIAAEEIEE ), BT HERAe 6=, A 2 H I sl i 217 8
(B FHF, 2015).

3.2.2. ARRSE

P B FE (implicit attitude) /2 P Bt 2N BN — 385 . N BRAS FER—AMA TG R AR HE B S0 X 5 2% 7400
FITFEA AR SO BN 1 AT SRS (4575, 2017)0 5 H(2009) LA X 25 e 05 1 o 6 17 25
TR AT BT, R I 28 i R S TR A 171 285 0 D) 28 i X5 P PAY B 2 PR 5 A 19 8 U P e ) 2 ARG o
2l RSN B IR 56 (SC-IAT)BIF T R B, R 25 A6 6 3 o WS 7628 A 2% sl 4L 28 I 48 RE R V) P B s
P, T AN [R A S0 P K 25 AR A0 B 1 8 4128 IR 2 R AN [RI R T BRAS B, 2 R 5 AR A B R 52 ) 2% T
BREWAINIESE, BRFEAERFFMR AR . Greenwald il Banaji (1995)I\ R, WBZSEHYE L
X HE R ARINRSZ  WEFNAT R AAE W2 o BE A F & v e #L A2 ARG B ERIR I N RS B, (Rt
D wval i E 4R C 2] ) 5 SN 71B < = 1

3.2.3. BRMAEERE

— i H R RE K (self-efficacy) 248N A H O 58 R 7 T TAERE I 0 E VP4 . DEFLREE, — M E 3R
RUREIBBRAR, 1) IR 2 A P K P i g R A S BR AR O AU R B, — i B TR R AN
P T ) P X A5t R e B st 2 H AV KT ) P A 5 D 8 A P 7 A e (R e £
DI, Mdk, 2019). —MEE BRI, (RN R AIRA SRR, ST ORA SO, M
171 SR FH AR P 6t 7 5ok T XoE PR M, AR /D 388 o o P A6 P PO 4 b R TSI, BT AR I 1 1) 1 o 6%
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(AR o #1732 1 B R IR — R KRR IR AT AL A I LR R B, R MARE S i S R R R
FEAE E IR IR MR B CTEA 228 R R RE AR G REE IS &, Reill 2 4 [ e i A 4
AN TT ({5 2 (Connolly, 1989). WFFLRIL, IMUBHAIMAZ HERE SR mittas B FRARER, dEimRmAg
W23t AR AT (5K S 2=, 2019)0 #EAS A RBLREBOR — NS, 255 2B HALR R izm. 44
PRI B3t 2 (IR AN A AT A R I, HAE IS ST A (M5 D S P15, BT SR M4 28, Il g
R R AZ P 283 B A AT N o

3.2.4. $EKIR

FE R RV TR MR R O AS A N B A & DI BSOS, TP AR — PR B £R RS, ANF T4
FE R (SEML %%, 2018; Przybylski, Murayama, DeHaan, & Gladwel, 2013). %52k RUIE N #3844 f5 A &
Bggma, HAEHAWR B0 A SR sz R R A EH . SRR, (A B R BRI B
R G I A A AT A (%, XM, 2019 Alt, 2017; Blackwell, Leaman, Tramposch,
Oshorne, & Liss, 2017; Beyens, Frison, & Eggermont, 2016). #1238 WX 2% A wlt J& T /3 4% Rl i il A5 i) — Ao 28
R R RV T DRI AN R “RIERE 7 D7 PRESR A AN BES,  SRFECRVEK
Fy HAWRAIX M AT N, RAFEA LM TR . BT RS B — SR FUIE K, B R RV
TENASFE R (WK TAHE) S (OEEFRZ (Rt ABRTR 5 R BRI R (W FIFESE R) 5428
g5 BEAE A I R R b Rl s A E R (£, 2019: AIEAR, H =ML, JA4E, 5, 2020; #FKE, 2020).

3.2.5. TWIRL

JoHi i (Boredom) & —F B AT 1 45 AT TCHIVER Y 75 /A0 AF 5 A6 B e = BB i A EE L R
TEREFT R Tol. WS 1845 (Bt 1, 5K T, WIBRE, 2011). JCHEAT T A4 AT N 4t FEE Ak 47
NEA EETIAER, A a8 W4 B A3 AT A7 A 1) S LR 00 (K 3% (Lee, Tam, & Chie, 2013). [AJi JEH
SRR 2 I 4 A DGR B (A A AR R S AR B (G i S v 1) FAT 8 e (dn E FRAE I R R R 1)
H A AR B S MR A A8 IR 260 B A R AT (AT, 2019).

3.2.6. FMIH

P (Loneliness) & #1529 4 ik P {5 A 1) B B2 PR 2, HLAIOMURR AT DATE [a) T+ 52 10X) 2 3ok FEE A A 47
RNEEFER, 22KGE, 5k, 2018; /84, FikEZ, 2020; Antoci, Sabatini, & Sodini, 2012; Reissman, Hauser,
Stollberg, Kaunzinger, & Lange, 2018). i IIAMUERANAASE F % 2y 41 52 90 25 P ik [ F1 4514 08 17 v TS AR AN
& (Btachnio, Przepiorka, Boruch, & Balakier, 2016). S#i% S N HEERFI T E, 8 5 ANEE%
HIT RIS o DRI Y MR TE IS AL A VAR B OB B Ik, AR T2 2504 B XSS 54 EiEa) .

3.3. MEAITLIRERE ] (Execution) 54t 32 PI4% i FE {3
ANMAAT IRIER RN R SRIAT N, BRI E BB RS .

331 RXMAR

Rixt 75 3 (coping style) & & 24— AN AFIWT B 5 EE I AR B2 T e o B Ol R, E 2t A
O (R VRIS, Ath g B A I b S0 17 SR B PRI BRI T R %%, BAKTRT 43 i i, H 5% KRB,
AR IRE. SIS FOTR (], 1992; Lazarus, 1993). RI% 5 T FENE 4 15 B e AR B (AR RE
PSS A 2V HAR A R (A TE AL 2SR A2 TG AR ) RIS LA SR B (U d b - 3R) o) 458 0 284
AT RRI AL R R AR ER (NS, 2014 R0, R, M, 2019: RERER, L
skx, ZEMR, 2018).
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3.3.2. #MEIEHIThRE

k42 H) ZhHE (inhibition control function) & —Fh s IEH] . TR IIERAEIR 1T ARIGE ST, RHATIIRER —
ANEBERY, RIERT L, Kz g5k 1 5 B\ R 2R (Brydges, Hall, Nicolson, Holmes, & Hall, 2012). %
WEFERIN,  FHLBIRE IR AL AR 3 ] R E (TR e P, 2014 VEIEEME, B Zedh, 12218, 2015;
B, 2017)0 H:AZMEE IS BEAE AT NS FHURBEAT AA 1 2 L i, BRI ERATTHE DU 52 X 2 3ok B A FH 35 (1)
S D WA RIRE . F B, AEFIA, FHUBORM AR T HfE 6 i s>, e
J&, RIREFE A SR 0 TS H IR IR (R, 2017).

333. BREH

H & 2 B (self-presentation) X bk B JAEI, =4y 1Al A4z B IRATH I A Fr B T £EAd N 1 A R
AEE. HILREDRERAAZ ) E D) EE, RSN EENE . RIEHREIAREAR, B
IO LA AR ) B P R IO FEE R I AR IE S B)ME S IR 2RI B LW
1HM, BATIRER B ETE) (Kim & Lee, 2011; Michikyan, Subrahmanyam, & Dennis, 2014). #f7i& 8,
R I [ R A A8 IR 28 A AR O, I L RE 2 25 1 [ T 44 58 W 28 i B4 (Chen & Kim, 2013). #fF ¢
RO, BRERENERMERET AR KW IETES, FE— Ml T RWRARN S, B 458 M
EAEFHAT A, NS BEZMgd BEAATH (T 15, JA7528, 5Kk, 2016). AR RE AT DAHE B 23 7
BT WA, XA TSR EE), X R A(CERSTAE)” O HERIIRE A A HERT )7
Ao 2RI L OB 7 G T 2 ] . X SRR B R B L TMEEREI. e
. BRI IREEARL, XS AL 2 s AT AT

4, BEMRPEENEBEREMARRE
MG EFH AR —HRERN NS, FEMRT REWFRBEE, EIHEERRANWIT.
4.1. BEWMRPEENER

4.11. RiEERBIREL

FEAZ ) 288 4 — AN BT LI R — Rl A RSP 6 TEAE S N4 M S LR AR
e A2 IUA A FERT AL A X 28 AN G BRAT T IR & R — BUR B g, ESMISCRORE,  “Hhsg
W 4% i (Social Network Addiction).  “[al @VE4EAZ M 2548~ (Problematic Social Network Use).  “#t
LWz FEAE A7 (Overuse of Social Network).  “Ji #EME+E2Z 25 {8 7 (Pathological Social Network Use)
ST LY, Fe L AL AR A A AR d e, JLOOR A R A I A T RRRS . RIAH
KRS Z WAFERZ HE, R 2= EREL, BT DURDO AR S 347 S A G

4.1.2. AR REFEFRBR—

AR K 22 AT Ak 2 W0 4 3ok B Aok FH AT 9 22 AR S AR A s b O, i 8 L e — o IRl
FHITRE R FONCL TR : 2E—, REFARER RN AR M B, R¥EERNTHREAN
53 DEZ A AN R R RER,  FTaR A R BEREAE — e R _ AR AR N ROFR 04 0, e e —
SEFEIE EREHDERIORR; =, MREERSIE L.

4.1.3. 1-PACE BB FEEIE

RECHMRER, “WREE” . “HERRBE” . “HREI SR WL 1
WA R ELM, (HIXL R N ARG FREA, DR A SCE = 00 2 10t JEUBE R i 7 3 24 b 7 5
BeoEd, CHRREEE” R BEEEET AN RIS B AR A At B A AT R R, DR gl
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HRiE %

NERIFPARIA AR Gy JLUk, R RRAR Y AN “JEIE” J& T PiRh it 28,  HS R R4t 5 4 Y
A RF T, Kk, FRERREW AN EMNE LR D: &, THERSAEM LA RERY, “H
WEI” MREMA NS EE AN EERNRZ —, R ER WA AR R .

4.1.4. ARFHERE—

BUTEM R 2 500 78 E BRI 6 . ViR R B ORERIE, B St t. camR kL2
WA A8 X 285 3o g A PR IX — A8 e 2 AR R P A AR R, TR IR A A R R AR Tk R AR R R AR
WL — . OB RIRIE T, @I SRR AL AT T RS ) “RIRR R Re R R IE
87 W A B 5 S T A S A BE A (257K 8, 2018c).

4.15. BROFHRAR

M A AR T2 SRR S il A 2SR A (B U A £ B A 1) R OB AR
HEAZ 5t A FR IR LK R s 2) PR AR A0 I 4 3 5 e FH 45 75 /D 4 O BRUR R A SR I AR B2 s 3) At
A2 WA 2 3k AR (0 AR LR o X S ANAIIROK 22 R TR REPE IR 7T, X SRR T BE IR ZI IR AT — B R
IR o (B A = 6 4 22 W4 46358 85 ok Y (0 TR 7, 2 20 SRR B 28 Bt B8 b ok 5 19X 2% o A )
(1T R A

4.2. REMRRE

421 REFEAEREESFMEKL

EARERMEAE, “HAMEEER” HARERIEEMGER. Bk, ZARERE B MEA
A RS AT O B AL, TR L R ) o B AT A R UK, A% ARAE O i 2L ) R
X SO BRSO IR R, 17 A2 % 452 X 48 A8 FH 7= 26 04T S 1) Rl T B 5 o FEAT IR e D7 T
BT A “ ) REPEAE S 28 A 7 S b, BUOREPERG O, A3, BRAEEE. R,
R (K&, 2018b).

422 MRMKEMEE SHKL

FERREFE EIRAIBZE R LU A5 T s e, Bl i BN (A P S A o B LI A [ 35 %,
AR BU A R BE Y B S I g A A, FLA 4R BUIO NAE AR 2 R 285 B A AT 9 B R BN 45
WA K=, PakKMBIZ R, A HIBUr] LA T LE, ORSE)LE, R LESE
AR, WFFA RIS BIBAR A AE 20 LA A AT A B RO AE

4.2.3. 3f I-PACE #E#EMIEE ST

Be, ASCANRN 1-PACE AL —FhE AR, SR AE 32 W4 483k BE 4 FH (¥ A 3o A2 7T A — b3l
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