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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between college students’ family function and differentia-
tion of self and internet addiction. Method: 360 college students in Beijing completed the Adoles-
cent Pathological Internet Use Scale (APIUS), Family Assessment Device (FAD) and Differentiation
of Self Inventory (DSI). Results: There was significant gender and grade difference on pathological
internet use. Mediating regression analysis indicated that taking account of differentiation of self,
family function predicted the pathological internet use significantly, but the effect was lower. Con-
clusions: Differentiation of self was partly mediated on relation between family function and pa-
thological internet use.
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BHE: BT RFEFREIIRE. HRAMMMEMERBRIRR. Hik: RIEHTEBRENIEE T2 rm g
3604 K234, RAFDOEREMEEBEMEHER(APIUS). FKEEThEEITE B R (FAD) KX HR ML H %
(DSDFETHBRE. LR BARELEBENEHERBSEER T4, A=EXEET T HMER,
W 4% R IE H A R EEThBE 5 H R T M4 BB R A DA KD G 8k FAEIRSMTERER, &%
B EHRMME BN T RESh R EE TR H O TEH BEZEDRE. 418 BRMAER
BEThRE SR EE BB < R P EA TP AMERH .
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2012 4F 7 HAATH) (3 30 Yerb [ IR 4 R RO Ge TR s ) o, ob R R R Cik 31 5.38 12,
For 10~29 & BEAR BB A I S AE I 2 5 AR R, BT LUl 55.6%. M4 L BN FERE T D
A A R B R R, LI R R AR R S, T D SRR IR X 48 8 I LR
FE M Z% RAT A E SIS 2 RE BT, ARG, TR, SE, 2004; ARjERE, 2011).  H RIS 4% BoREX — 3
SN ARIEIAEAE 2 5, AFE 4% BOE (internet addiction, 1A). H.3E M BIEAE (internet addiction disorder,
IAD). [a] fUE: % 4% 1§ FH (problematic internet use, PIU). ¥ #14: [ 44 1 i (pathological internet use, PIU)%,
FRiE BARAFEPRIEAR — 8, FERMATL T HHE L%, LR TS SO @R, mARE. %
ATAESEG B (= Ot PRUEDE, 2006). ARFFERAT, 28 elas £ B AR i rh k2 B RV AR DL i 22
(Mihe, £3055, v, 2010), SEA G HIAEACEERE . IO HIARSE [ @Ol e, 4, SHEH], 2009:
B, AR, kAL, 4, 2012).

FRESE MBI E Y T, FREERGEARM DR N FBER AT, P, e V5577 T A ek
JEIRALA B ST . DA RE I AR R 35 16 (Family Process Model) A2 i AR E ) K BE D REFR 16, HRiA
JE R TERRAT 5 RIE DI RE B 1 — S BRI, WivaidE. M. R N AT 36|55 (Skinner H, Steinhauer
P, 2000). HTHER, F7 KL BOREAT N IRV 70 5 5020 T DA D) 4% Rl 5 B FF) 7 T S e 2 Tl R FE T IR IR, TR
URRTER R FF T BT RAGFIEN E N D EM BT NI . BRI, 1718 4% o i
TF) ) 75 /AP A B O A P X4 P 7 A AR L SRR Th RS, P IR B N RIAT 328 )2 TN 5 2 4 I 45
TERIAZ o Lo CALEE 22, Bt s [E 5], 2009). 4 4% B0 3 5 3 W0 28 R i 1 2 L A B Oy 2(0A7
EREESR, RIEL ST E0 ™5 A RIE AR e S m (v, k20, 2004). ARIETRRE
B SEORFEE MGG, 0 HREEEEE . T ETE AN R K 2 A N 48 BB A K RE IR 3R (X
S, 2011). SRR, ST LIS BRRAT S SR AR R VIR DS, lanAT A (s, 7R
Hrt, 2012), EHIRERRECT A, INDT . R L, 2012)58 B B — AR .

H 341k (Differentiation of Self)/& Bowen 7&K JiE R G e B H A% OMES, B MATERE 154
WA S80S [ R EE (Bowen M, 1978). ##E Bowen X 5 BE S R IIIRME, MK SR N OESL
i RBRSEA A AR N 15 SR CRIFIE R (o 35K P 7 == iOAH Bt (Kere ME, 1981).
I, BEASUTTUMARE TR R RMSRE SR, SRERDDERBK B, BRI TR
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BT 4 BT 5 Rl N R E SR 22— o AT 5T [R) IS 2 8 51 et IR 2 A AR g 7K ST 5 K2 A R 4%
FIEAT NIRRT, KR BEDhRE . IR SR X RS = AN RGNS, IHEGE A IR KR JEK
SLE R BETHREXT WX 28 AT N sz LA R AR, A S B A K S A R 2 R AT N T I A SRR
TP S PR o
2. W55
2.1. HIRMR

R 7 EURE AL 5T 2 BT A CABIE R A S e 1 2 o J5OR IR 6 390 43, [RTUACH R4l 4 360 117,
BHREN92.3%. H 54 200 N, &4 158 N, fFEHK 2 N; REAFEHBKAIUEL /3 HF 105,
84, 75. 95 A, {EREE 1 N, FHFER 2012+ 187 %, BT 262 A, K96 A, {EE5E2

No H BB RFANIAE T4, SREWMT . WA KA HIEH 550 45.6%. 26.9%. 25.6%, HH
IDNEES S

22. TH

2.2.1. B ERFIEMY BB H ZE 3R (Adolescent Pathological Internet Use Scale, API1US)

WA TE(2010) 4R, 2t 38 NIUH, /A AREME. WM. sERIEE E ORISR
OENAL ., S 6 NMERE. BANTIHZ 1 “BeATE” 35 “TaME” TP E. Asit
%R N — Bt RO 0.954.

2.2.2. BRETHEEIEE B TR (Family Assessment Device, FAD)

A% Memaster 15 BEIhRERE AR mitl, 3L 60 NTH, /I EfEd. A8, Mt RN, 1K
NS AT RIS SR TIRE 7 AN BRGEM A, LA, 5L, 1999), MATHE 1 “RERK” 3 4
CSERMMEIREK” AT IHATE « AW Z R R AN B RO 0917,

2.2.3. B# 9 kigl¥(Differentiation of Self Inventory, DSI)

B S S AT R (2010) BB IELT, 3k 27 ANIIH, 2 tEd N . BIRALE . 5K A4R 5 A&
AN ER, BPIUHZ L “TeEARE” 36 “Taffs” #TANREE. AR IZERKNEE—
Bk A2 %00y 0.845.

224, BRELXERAER
AR R EH. k. BREMAT & QBHSWIRI 5K BE T S R AR B

2.3. HEM
AR A B SRR, BEREE R IES .l 70 ) AR AT R IS Hhn Ry S it
2.4. Gtk
K H SPSS11.5 BE4T Pearson AHK /04t 75 2 3 M S )= 4 Il YA 73 #
3. ARGER
3.1 REEREMEHKMERER

IR 272 90 B BB I o8 P P ) S SR R 22 R 0 L 1o PR IR I i FH R R 7 M B > B RAT )
BfeEt o z=R, BSRARRERT L4 . BRSO 7y R DA, o BRI TLIK A F  i
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Tablel. The sex and grade difference about APIUS
el REEREMERMNERMIIRERES

531 ER
B
& (n=200) Z(n = 153) F —(n=105) —(n=184) =(n=75) PO (n = 95) F
FNTAKR 7.86 +2.62 7.25 +2.44 3.50 741+237  7.30+3.49 8.52 +2.74 747+261 3927
i 52 P 1250 +4.18  11.10+4.23 5417 1150+3.90 11.75+4.05 12.80+4.83 11.87+4.38 1.42

TRMHTREIR 26.84+893  2342+9.08 6.647 23.61+861 24.98+854 27.88+9.83 2591+9.33 341
OISR 1454+435  1342+439 317"  14.42+470 1353+3.89 14.84+422 13.61+4.44 180
AT 1534+518  13.05+494 980" 1350+520 1432+474 1576+565 1441+504 283"
RS R 20.19+6.42 17.33+6.29 10.66” 17.13+6.18 1871644 21.16+7.25 1983600 6.34"

APIU &4y 97.32+2589 8559+2584 10.01" 87.57+24.31 90.58+24.48 101.09+29.49 93.11+27.09 4.05"

. P<005 “P<0.01, ATM.

DRECESBERG I IFAFERZER, S D EERR PP BRI, R =5 205 B R 2% 48 2
SFUARE BRI R T TR

32. FRFREMERMERBEAAFERENERBERSUNES

RIE APIUS (WA, T H PI935 > 3.15 4 S PIU B4 RD 2% e fiefA, T H P31
5y >34y H< 3.15 733 e N PIU IS RHA, T H 39150 < 3 730 FLg MRS FAER(H 05, 771, 2010).
AT, WL R . TGRS E A 0 5 12.3%. 8.6% A1 79.1%. 43 Al LR =AM EAR I K
JEIREE RS UKL S ERES . BRMMEBRE SRS BERS D, RIKE6E L HR b
MRS R R, BREERAT MEN P ERAFEREZ R EETERG T EEREZER,
2 B I 2% Fs ke 1 2H 5K JRE T Re A0 T I 8% R e Ak DA S T e A, T 8% i T AL 1 3R A A K SR KT 3
I E @ YR UNVYNSUE S LN B

33. REINRE. BERSUSHEMEBRMERRNXR

FKEEVIRE . BB BN = A BRI IR A G, M RELTE 0.39~0.41 . [f], 3
L F 0.01 BE K.

NRTES BB S R BE RS . RERME FLRE AL FH G &, R A Baron F1 Kenny [ 75 14656 A1 H
(Baron RM, Kenny DA, 1986). BB N: H—, KRPHMBEAALE EWEIH; H2, REEEER
i FREE; =, SRENBRERNLE FREIEE HRR). 8T ERAERRE R B
B FEd, AR RERH PN E; EF RS, AFEEEVMRAE; fF£5H=4 04
DA, rp A R N2 R e DR R N [ AR RS DR AR B IR R R o 7E LA AN AR R B A I LR
A SRAE B = A [ JA 77 R o AR B0t R AR B (R R (B ) kS A AN B35, WIAEAE e A VER, an SR A998 B
Z WA HAAER o

B, B A B KL BERENRAR R, HREITAHRLE R DR Ry 'R
35y ERIEIEZN, SR 3. SR EIR, KRR IR B 0t B A B3 S BE A .

Hk, LLAPIUS Br AN AR, DA BRI DhEE & B8RS 0  B AR RRAT FE 04T, 455004
4o EEREIR, FEESITh RGN B R4 06 F B R 4 B B3 B I R T AR A

HeJh, LLAPIUS S NAR &, 230l L E RS R B3RS 0 MRS thie L B3RS
SN EBERATEIAS T, SGRNE 5. ERER, TEFRNFEFRESMIIREmOEL T, Aot
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Table2. Comparison of family function and differentiation of self among different level of APIUS

32 2. KF4%E APIUS BHRATEREINGE. BIRSUWHITESELE

Widf. 5 NRRE 7 82RO B ) 284 FH B A I 3 A A7 1) T

[ PN 5 TR0 IS S JRE e 1 T G B 128 4] 2% £ Y £ 0000 £ P R
&
NGy B RO R TELIBC X A5 P A SN A P B 2 s, T

PIU B ()

AGRER(F)

TEHREIR (1K)

A (n=44)® (n=31)®@ (n=284)® F PR
Ve R i v 14.48 +£2.93 13.87+3.21 12.55 +2.80 10.59™ D>®
VI8 21.16 +2.41 20.29 +2.97 19.22 +3.81 6.24" O2>®
At 25.07 +3.53 25.65 + 3.87 23.69 £4.13 493" 0@ >G
175 8% J L 14.18 £2.25 14.87 £ 2.60 13.63£2.81 3.33" 0@ >G
EVEZIIN 15.77 £ 2.77 16.39 + 3.49 1457 £3.16 6.74™ OO >
CiwEctil 20.82 +2.34 21.58 +£2.25 20.57 +2.84 1.94 D2>®
M Th g 27.20 £ 4.70 25.45 + 4.68 23.88 £551 7.98" D>®
FEEIhRE A5 138.68 + 14.35 138.10 + 15.83 128.05 +19.72 9.01™ D2 >B
SR AR
IEEAN 20.61+5.30 20.19 +3.08 22.34+591 3.39 D@ <BG
AR E 18.25 £ 4.16 19.10 * 3.62 20.49 +5.41 425" O<@<®
15 1B 44 20.73+5.03 22.00 + 4.03 25.04 £6.29 12.29™ D<®<®
5N\ 32.68 +7.07 33.74+3.97 36.68 + 8.44 6.03" D<@<B®
B 92.27 + 12.47 95.03 +8.91 104.55 + 17.55 13.87" O<@®<®
Table3. Regression effect of differentiation of self on family function
72 3. BROUEREDEE EMEYVFHE
Bl EE SIS e (A EES AL T R 44 CUN .
SYUPPIL -1.312" i R R -0.116 -0.217" -0.179 -0.280
papi] -0.151 -0.168 —0.445™ -0.102
fate -0.244" -0.276" -0.085 -0.093
1% 18K 2 i 0.131 0.254" -0.099 -0.025
(TN 0.211 -0.364" -0.183 0.013
7 R -0.043 0.143 0.123 -0.066
F 77.028™ F 3.1017 14.388" 12.342" 1.932
df 358 df 351 351 351 351
R? 0.177 R? 0.050 0.197 0.174 0.032
Adjusted R? 0.175 Adjusted R? 0.034 0.184 0.160 0.015
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Table4. Regression effect of APIUS on family function

%< 4. APIUS 7EZR EETNRE_E AU ElFRIRL

A APIU 4y A APIU &5y
R ThEE 1.878™ i R iR 1.587"
VI8 1.100
i & 0.534
178 S -0.219
THIESN 1.275
A7 9t -0.552
F 62.651" F 11.140™
df 357 df 350
R? 0.149 R? 0.160
Adjusted R? 0.147 Adjusted R? 0.146
Table5. Regression effect of APIUS on differentiation of self (including family function)
72 5. APIUS TEB H L ERIEIVA R (B R EETIBE
A APIUS i} A APIUS i}
A HIRAME S -0.427" A IEES A 0111
SEi A -0.214
175 IR £ -0.928™
H5Amb& —-0.457"
H A& MIThEe 1.319™ SRS e R 1.260°
bapii] 0.619
1t 0.381
15 IR R -0.283
THEAN 1.0107
1T —0.432
F 47.577" F 10.996™
df 356 df 346
R? 0.211 R? 0.241
Adjusted R? 0.206 Adjusted R? 0.219

WIEERBBFEVNANEZE, GREY, B AESRE D) REXS 3 B LI A 52 vh B A 20

F AR
4. e

W28 L8 i R A A 5 ST L A 3 AN T s ) B A, S0 R A R A A RRR
55 A A AR TIPS 0 B 2 i T, DR AR TR D) D R 4 R ) R

SN o W FE RIS
XA 22 7 5 DT

W R I “ S e — 8 (Cao F. & Su L., 2006), tHHABFEINA, FEMLEELES
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X FET AR D REA BRI MR SEAFAE 22 5, 0 L 55 A R4 A AR IS N By 388 o B AR X s o7 1 572 AN [R]
M. BEAh, EATRES BAS LA Z R OGEZERA G, M S BETA O g, (HE LA
5 H G HLRE /I T 2, XM BRI fE sk Z B G, A S LIS M 2% LR . M ELBCRE
K= A S SRAT A E IR, — 5Tl e 5 K = 90l 3 IRAE D . IR AR AR, 5
— WA RS K= R — R =22 D B IR M EE R 22 A B B sloR U R B 2 B R
R

FFCRIL 5 IR 288 R 4L 1) 2 B T REAH EE I 28 47 D9 TE S 2 W S0 5, 3 5 000 B 4245 (2009) BA Hh 27 A D
BB FULE RS — BN o FREE (K3 A Ty B A 12 5 Fl 52 R A R IR 7 22, B AT ABRAR N 5 B O e ol A
AAESS NIRRT, WER SR B A ARSIV Ay (o) T4 T7 AR AE 1), R DA 2 T sk =2 175 1
MU RRBEN s B3 B 75 SRANUAFAS B S M BT LR S i), X2 o) bl 5 5 85072 i Bl
SIERL R, RIS e . H BRI KRS I B bR, AE0 BT
J ) R N SE B N5 SRR IR 20 B IR B B A vt (A B 4% ot 58 2 30 1 R 445 PR RE D IR
MAZAG RG] 5 8 5 R DB A N BRAATE LA A6 BExT , SEAB ] T Y 3L IE 3 B 2848 A7

WHFCE AL, B ALK BE D BEXHp B W 28 A F sz mi b BAT 0 R R, RIIFE R R
ST DR 2 RO A B R, HIE R 2 BRI R B B AL i b e m, Batt it, MAR
JEFAIKT AT AAE — E RE L _E 58 AN R K02 D RE ) 0 TR0 o 465 o 2 1 B A 1 2 15 SRR ML 5 N R 5
HIT B IS AR 23 2 A6 1 J 8 S AR N B L2 rh i S i N R I {1, e Ron S B AR R i
FEBN, WS IR E D2 2] 5 RS R T B S BN BIR R 2, FERE N TSR IE
55 LI e s E L R il 2 M BLBHAS ,  JCHR A R SR T X i FBURS JE FT AR R« R ol L TR 48 B 17
SN Z T HAEAG R EIL T, 5O XE LS MA RIS, X S ) 75 05 A S R 4 B
P 2% At 5171 HH B0 I 48 R AT N o

5. &g

1) BAEREEERMNENERS ) B2 T a4, K=FR8Em T HhF5R.

2) ML R IEH ALK BE T e 5 B F AP0 T 2% R 1A DL A A 2t A

3) hArIEA T EE KGR, FE75 R BRI L SRE Ty B X B LI DO {8 0 T £ ) AR
REMECHETS, BRI EEDRE 5B IR AL 5 &R b B

mBEEE

e TR R AE TR E R H 55 00 “ D EMZ OB EE 5O B R ia it
#t(3220012231201)” .
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