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Abstract

Objective: From the perspective of middle school students’ attachment relationship, this study in-
troduces loneliness and meaning crisis as moderating variables to explore the internal mechan-
ism of Internet addiction. Methods: This study used adolescent Pathological Internet use scale, lo-
neliness scale, meaning crisis scale and intimate relationship experience relationship structure
scale to investigate 435 students in a middle school in Henan Province. Results: 1) Internet addic-
tion is significantly correlated with unsafe attachment, loneliness and meaning crisis. 2) Loneli-
ness and meaning crisis play a chain intermediary role between insecure attachment and Internet
addiction. Conclusion: Unsafe attachment will further enhance teenagers’ Internet addiction through
the existence of loneliness and meaning crisis, which enlightens educators to consider reducing
the existence loneliness of unsafe attachment students and carrying out activities such as life
meaning education to effectively reduce the problem of Internet addiction.
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1. 51§

BE A HLIR IR (ISR R R, ELIBE A R AR A Hh 2 AR AR s S G, 2 A Y — XU T 8
25 NI ARG R AR A [RIN, AROEHT A 1 Hp 28 28 R IR SR 7 IRl s . R 224 IEAL T R IR J
(R B, ANE M8 SRR 2 . SIERE TSR0, A5 0 4% R i v 1 7 /D 4R 25 5 H IR
PSR AT A CUESE, DS, 2010). ARASICEE NN T A8 W 2% il 22 1 o Vr 2 1 5, K Ta) 4 A
BN 2 FEOME S RNLEEZ B0, [FN L2 0 F AR O HEERA F, BN IUIAE, 2T 52
FAEIER 2 IR @ADL, 20, 2009). Rk, /04 R4 B il /5 3 5 o fil B 2 DA =%,
8 DA E AR o

5 O HE S FID TN« 22 R T IR e A A A2 AR R ) B AN T 0 5 B LR I IR R
(Ainsworth et al., 1978). /LA 1 N\ KA AE FIATE R, IF B2 MR I AR SR N B 5k 27 A #¢
A HIES: IR (Ainsworth et al., 1978). H 2R KR KR H 5 A0 RE, RS @R B G RIY, &
DAERME SRR, B BRI S RS R (Main et al., 1985; iR, 2005). HKANKZEAf
2 S AR TR 22 AU (Ainsworth et al., 1978). AR, ZERKBSHE TR Z 2K, 6
B NE L RIFIANGRKR, BHEMEMAN. k2, AZERKENLHEAFIOH OIS, A5
FEAARRE IR R R i, AP A @R R R RN, AEAETE 0 R rp ik £ sl T
LR 24 (Eichenberg et al., 2017). CAMFAEY, MKAK R MM FH DML MR EZEF K. nREFD
FHZENRERR, AT A LA R S, AR A FANBINARRISCR, kA B T2 gk
AT EgE R . T R DR BJE T A AR ME, AR SE ARG T RE GV S A NS R
FHINBR R R, MR EMAT R, HEMAETL EABRER: (AHEAMEKEITUR Tt 7, A
HIURT BE 2> Y IR A 1] (B4 4K, 2005) o BE] b , ASHIT FTAHEIN 75 /45 £ 00 246 it il Rl o 32 B A5G R 52«
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TEAE DB ANE FAE B AR e B, fEOH2ER, ERMETR SMANEEE L, &
MIFARTTBEEL A T A N\ £ AR TS (Pinel et al., 2004). X245 N —Fhsa 219U (Pinel et al., 2017).
A 204 2 & A ARG 4, thangBi8 . ARSE(FK /MR, 2009). BFFLRM, XEDaEkul, KEAIUhs
S A R AR BT B S 55, 2012) o I AW 55 NI AL A B <148 D (R R 22 2R I, ARTEIUIAMY
A DA EFETRIAAR , T DLd e A= i 2 SRR o1 P TR OIS (R 78 255, 2022). 9 AT T3 Bl
R NTEE IR A R S\ 7 =0T, ATk 2 B RA/E M (Pinel et al., 2015). BTk, AHFFBR %
AN A RIS R R AT e Sy SRR, & T A7 7E IOM ) B B R 3

Az i 7 SUBGR AR MR 15 H C AR TS BES A B L A %0 0 H FRIRSh 3T HLS 548 18 (George & Park,
2016). AE i ORI PG 9 A i SR EAN AR i B L SEHL(King & Hicks, 2012). 784 £ 1 2 0 A= i A
IO — R . EVUR S RBAHN T, 4D AREAR A G U, Sia A UL, R
WA EH COREEEA Br, RGBS FER, A fheiib i E AT B a3 5 7%, 2018),
WHILRM, AR50 B S KA i SUBR I NGB, ARSI R RS, AR BE R AR I HAH A S
UF O BN 4 2538 B2 A 77 (Halama & Bakoova, 2009). M, ShZEaE X ANSL T E LRI, 5
AKEHIEERE . SRR AT E S & (Wong, 2012). BIFFRENT, KA AR SCRIA N S AU 2 8] 477 2 25 AH
RO A, 2015)0 [Rlth, AN FCHEAELE DB ) N BE BT RE 48 I3 3 XU SE L, TR R SCFEAL I >k
N A H8 B B VR I AFAE AL

ZELRTIR, AHE D T D 4 AR R 0% R 206 IR 2 B ) = AR AR, AN AR R R AT RES T
SN2 B ] L, () B 2 SRAFAE AT R S, T I 2 i — 20 5 ) 2% i i A “ DL 17 )

M BXEL

v

RS W 2% B

Figure 1. Theoretical model diagram of this study
1 AREIIREE

2. MRMRERE
2.1 HRMR

AR S LA i 44 P T 3 2 )R R 2 AR AR, R P R R AR AR 77 R ) 4 o 7 (8] 25 1)
R, AT A RO T B R A, SRS RAR A, 3T 20 AR, BE, —
JE[EI ) 435 1), HERR RS, S5 003 411 43, W RICE RN 94%, Hodh 514 228 A,
74183 N, PHIERS 13.49 %, FRiEZE 057,

22. IRI R

221 FBERUHBR—XREHWERECR-RS)

SRE R R AR — K REEM B R (ECR-RS)F BT, (/N LSS, 20201811, ZERKH 7 &t
gy, M “BRFURRIE” B “SRFIFZR” , L 7 N H TR, AR R AR R A, T
FH T 0B 5 2 A R R A L0 22 it e AR A I o 2K B, 1% AR AT 9 £ o e 2 o 2R 0,90,
S AR 7 A R R 70 B T A 1) B LR o R ES 5 0,91, 0.88.
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222 FEMMESR

8 Pinel 5 A g fill (A7 AE UM S 300 &= MA P E IR, X EFRRH 7 205, W “IERAH
BB CEEFART . BRb 6 NTHEAMR, REmEARE A NEF BRG] A <Rt E
| FLAt NS S 22 A A R SOSE (S [l ) 7 o ARBIE TRt iZ 3R I S FE 26 o R &N 0.71,

223 BEXBIER

K Schnell 25 A\ gl 3 AN ER, ZEEKM S5 AT, HERRIIED N 0(GRE 5T #) 5(HE
FlEE)A S, BEREH S MW HANR, Flin: “4RELEECEGRE X, RRIRESE. 7 “7FR
AR, REANIULTE L. 7 SERAEAT PR EEH o Z2E0C8 0.93.

2.2.4. BLFREBY EEMERERAPIUS)

/D FE P BRI 5 IPE ) {5 FH B R (APIUS) I 7R 735 A e ], 38— SLEd% 38 NMELH , 3 /N N4ERE,
KA AR, N “17 B “57 HRIE “ReARE” B CSEMET o 50 E
IR PR ™ 5. i R R AEAHE TP I T B A o RECN 0.95.

23. GitERZ*

{5 SPSS26.0 AT HiR MEGe vt o A A BI04, KA Hayes JF & ) PROCESS (3.3.) % F2 /7 it 74k =X
HA 5

3. MIRER
31 £EFERERR

T AW TR K B RGO EREAT a5, Frb i e AF AL R ik 2. i, AR5
KM Harman B AR TEAT IR IR M Z RS, REEHVERZRIN o8, ks Rerits 14 44
B RT 1 RIER, HEOR A 777 ZMREEN 17.6%, /NT 40%IH B FRAE, PRI AT BLK)E ASHE FEAN
FFAE T IR 05 92 22 ) 8

32. AOFEZEBEHFEMM. K. BEXEHNMMNERBHESR S

WEFRah R “ W& 17, HOERAAEIERS NN 2SI T A W S a5 8
WEER MHEOERSENERGE LR=TT AR E R . AEHTEHNE DEEA L
AR« B SUEHUN R 28 Bl L 25 v T 350H B SF 2 I 0 4

Table 1. The demographic difference test results of each variable
# 1 ETEEAOZLNESFKRER

FAED A B LSEH I £4% B
5 23.75 % 0.37 53.00 + 1.42 9.78 +£0.33 76.20 +1.72
PE5I & 23.35+0.41 56.51 + 1.60 10.95 + 0.38 79.84 +2.00
t 0.72 -1.63 -2.28" -1.38
P 23.00 £ 0.53 51.15 + 2.08 9.33 £0.44 75.13 + 2,59
AT L & 23.78 £0.32 55.80 + 1.23 10.65+0.30 78.79 +1.51
t -1.23 -1.92 -2.28" -1.23
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Continued
A 24.63 +0.92 67.71 + 2.97 12.89 +0.92 85.63 + 4.04
R o 23.43+0.28 52.79 + 1.11 9.95+0.25 76.77 £ 1.37
t 1.39 463" 3.79™ 2.20"

: N=411, “p<0.01, "p<0.05,

3.3. FEMM, K. BXEHMMLERMEANEX S

M 2 TR, A R S AR, B SUENL, R R R B B2k, MSC R E B2 0.10,
0.39, 0.37, XEWRE ML, AN, SSUENARAZ RIPRHR( “ %27 ).

Table 2. Correlation analysis results among variables

2. TENEXSH

M +SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
ML ERE  77.83 £ 26.56 0.06 0.02 0.06 -0.10" 1
AN 23.58 £5.63 -0.03 0.03 0.06 -0.06 0.10" 1
BEXfEH 10.31+5.18 0.11" 0.02 011"  -0.18"  0.397 0.33" 1
[N 54.56 + 21.67 0.08 -0.03 0.09 -0.22" 0377 0.39™ 0.48" 1

¥: N=411, p<0.01, "p<0.05.

34. HAPNRBLE

FEEATIHE— DRI RAT, RN TN AR S S HEAT TARMEALAC T, BT T AR B 1K) 7 Z I K B A
BREBIRFEhRE, RIAEAE 2 IR i

TESE R R PERI LR MG 30 2 5, A SCIE FH SPSS26.0 A 2 AR KA AFAEAI ., B S HLI 265 i
BEATIEAD B, BAREBIRSER “ WK 3”7

Table 3. Test of students’ Internet addiction model

3. hEFEMERRIERRE

P — L i PR = BRIy
Bl
B t B t B t B t
e 3.56 1.34 2.22 0.89 2.05 0.82 0.64 0.26
R 2.10 0.91 2.21 1.02 2.31 1.07 1.46 0.69
R 3.16 1.05 1.71 0.61 1.82 0.65 0.88 0.32
RV -8.65 —-2.14 -2.23 -0.57 -2.14 -0.55 -0.24 -0.06
R 0.45™ 7.66 0.477 7.46 0.34™ 5.13
TAAEAIR -0.24" -6.05 -0.47" -2.04
HLEHL 1.477 5.48
R? 0.02 0.15 0.17 0.21
T R? 0.01 0.13 0.16 0.19
F 1.78 58.72" 24617 29.99™

*: "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.125215 1808 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.125215

KA 45

MOEZRTTEN, BV RS REME T, W DIMERNE R, KL B N R AR AT 2
PRS0, MFRATCAE B, B8 R 5{EN 0.02, BMREMER]. FEis. REMAET L. WTFET LUF
PRI 28 B 2.1% 107840 S5 D o PR BEAT F A S8 I R AR AL I A i F AR S (F = 1.78, p > 0.05),
UL R REMA T L. BT THADX LS S Aok &R, A ge B Ak i B A2
X TR R AR

EEXPRAL 2. RLERAY 1 BEAE EINANKAR S, F AR RO B (p < 0.05), EWREKEIMNG
SRR ELAT R o B AN, R 7 {E T 0.02 EFF5] 0.15, 5k E AT % X 48 i = 2E 13% 0 fdt e 11 % .
BARKRE, KA E) 250G N 045, FFH SR =7.66, p=0.00<0.01), REEERLNTF
28 U R AR B I IR M2 R 2R

EEXARAL 3: JRAEAAY 2 (SERE_ N AAAEIUI S, F (AR b I B (p < 0.05), BRFEFAEIN
MU JE SRR B R 5 o A 4h, RJFIEH 015 ETFH 0.17, BEWRE 7EAE A AT X X 2% BORE = A 2%
KRR I . BARCRE, FEIRK R REUE N-0.24, H+HEHH EEME(=-6.05, p=0.00<0.01),
BERAE A AE DU 2 6T 00 2488 RS ™ A2 4 3 1) 7L ] BT 0K 2R

BIXTREAY 4. JRAERER 3 [ EEAE FINNE SUENUE, FEARM 2P B &M (p <0.05), BRER LA
BUIIN 5 RS B e 5 o A 46, R J7EH 047 EJH#) 0.21, RS & SUEHL AT P48 Bore =4 4%
MIARE IS . BARKRE, BRI REE AN 1.47, FFH 200 H B34 (t = 5.48, p=0.00 <0.01),
R B BN X 48 O 7= A S 3 1 TE 2 R R

N T BB IRUER TR, AN FUAE A Hayes $24L1¢) SPSS /£ PROCESS 72 F2 1 %ot 4t 3k 47+ A
BRI ES, BEE EE HAE 5000 78, 95%MIE S X ], LAY 6, SR W47 .

Table 4. Bootstrap mediation effect analysis

5% 4. Bootstrap BT U 4

BN i Vi) 422 23K A Boot #rifE i Boot F[R Boot k|

HEM WA = W% R 0.34 0.06 0.21 0.47

R = (I 0.10 0.01 0.08 0.13

A = B LEH 0.10 0.01 0.07 0.12

B2 BuRH IS = JUEHL 0.16 0.04 0.08 0.25

TRAEIE = X245 -0.47 0.23 -0.93 -0.02

BB = MR 1.46 0.26 0.94 1.98

ISY 4 A = ML R 0.46 0.06 0.35 0.57
T [EE AN Boot #7ifEi% Boot NFE Boot RfE  z p i
WA = AR = P2k —0.049 0.011 -0.005  —0.003 -103.45 0.00 &3
WA = BEHL = M2 0.141 0.015 0.096 0.152 9.66 0.00 &
WA = fAEIM = BUEHL = MZ%RE  0.024 0.007 0.009 0.036 352 000 &

B “ARAE = I = WZEE” X4&T N EERE, 95%IX HIFAEHERF 0 (95% CI: —
0.005~-0.003), [AM#LAIIE & AR B AR AAAE . PN “UKAN = BUGEHL = MWK RIE” X &P ikE
K, 95%IX A I A FEHUT 0 (95% Cl: 0.096~0.152), Al Tt B b 5% h /v RN B AR 7 AE . e 4T X BE X
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AR AR AT 00T, AR RS = FEETIM = B UGEHL = MRRIE” X&P N KRR E, 95%
X [a] FEAELFEELF 0 (95% Cl: 0.009~0.036), [T Ut B b 2% AU IR AR AAAE . “ ML 27, AU RRAT..

0.16**
FEIM  ——p  EIEH

1.46%*
0.10** -0.47*

0.10**

s ZE957%
0.46%* (0.34%%)

Figure 2. Chain mediation model

B 2. R R AER
4. g
41 BEEBAOZERDH

BURASTTS, EFDERAET, ZAENREERRCFER T HA, X5EENFEBIE MR,
5 d B S ERENE A, 552 ERAERVINER. -, A/ TahnsLt,
HAG ERBYE L A ZWL TR T e . RN, A8 FahnAE, ERkidEs
REPHGRAL, PECLH RS NE RS HARE KRR, B ER S RA 2 RnRM, X
SHTAWEFE 2, Bowlby fKANEL B Ay ) L 5 M 5 15 4% BN A HH R IR AR ST 2 R mi b AT T )L 2R
T AN 7 2, AN 22 4 AR AR R TR 2 AN A4 1) o B A B B AT 07 38U SRV B B B2 i (1, 2009)
Mikulincer F1 Florain 7EXH AR HIAIRHE LR S 2, MBS RBT F 8 AL ERIAAE, B
FIENE K LU SRR AR e 19 FER RO AT T A3 vh B DR RE s AR, AN A R A AT T 525 KA
AEAE UM AR VRS AN RT3, AR 9 2 A 17 S S X L R o

MAN O EZ R A RATHL, B OFE AN E RS MR BT LG B &7
M LREER: MHDEEEIEREME LR =ATTHMFEREER. 6k, ZENELEN
ACPEBIR T R4 MM EEAS AW, AR R ORI, F O e AT
JEAEBEFEMRI L B LTI, MRS AWM RS, IFERESEN. meZHMmET %
Jr, AR T E ST LEE T ORI E M . FEHRR, fE2 T RRIRES, SCREX
THIRIEAS G AT 5 EBNRII R AR 7R MER S5, BB 211 ok NSRS B
BRLBHES RO, FHEKER, BT E el A, MBETAR SR RNEZ TS,
F A B B SR BB B AT 45 AN (10 4% 7, ROSUEHUKT 3. XA BT g T, LW R
FE 21 B BRI, A AT AT el BTk e A B R, HAeE OB &Z, KIELUE, @
WU S A SSE L

BEAh, FEABTTE, B EMLE B R RIG WEBAR LRE AT a8k, —J7m, X 5EES
FRVEEARBIATEHE VIR . AARE, RDHEAREIE ™2 PR, XA R R
) SRR I IR 2% (I (Rl AT T, BETT D> 1 s AR A R R ) A . S — DT, BEAE R A A
Wi, SCRHBBSRBSCIEZ T RO, X 7 (8 2% IR AR AR 2 I AL A, XA B T R IR
AR R IR, BT A R A R I E . T B S i 24, T SRR ANE Bl
BRZ BB LG T, AEEEE S TR T T
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42. BLEKE. HFEMM. SEXEN. MEREHXHR

AR AR, FHAERD AR F OB I ZE B 2 B PP AE <. 454 81V 70 B el
K, ANLERREEBA S B GURTHDEM2% RO e, 1 B AT DB A7 A U & SCELE oy
TR 75 /D A I 28 B . BRI AN 22 AT DA [ T AR B A2 AE AIOBUK T, T AR ST
TR WA LRI, R [ AR I AMA, 2t e R S AR 6 B 22 fX) A7 A2 AU
(Peter et al., 2020). LU, AFAEAINS P48 FTiE — 2 Z 18] 2 AHOG o DRIE, FERIE FUTS 47 1 268 BRI i
Y AN RE RIS TT D AR A 3R, IXAEAE AT A 4R 48 R i) AL AE O BRI . R, BOUE AL
FEH DA LA 2 SR Z TR sh A B35 o AN MR SRAE 5 51 MR & SUENLKT
724N SUEHU, AEBLSCAET AN S ARMEEE, O 1R BBl sSe i, A W e 3 B i
NB LRI 2 S, 1T B0 2% e 1) ) 7= 2R e B, A AEIUNT B SCRE AL v FE AR 25 1 2% B
ZRERIBEA P AEM . ARSI IURAL:, AR B NME, AR 20
B SAFERI N EANE A EE, BEM SRR BN, R AR M 2% Rk .

ZiEpTd, A FORIE DEA L NHRESRS M RE DIA S, BAFAE AT S S LR
HOEREI R R Bk, BATR AR Bl i 3 2 A OISR I RIS, AN 22 (KA A T A SR
St M A A S SR BRI AR 22 A A 2% SR ATy, (R kAR B I R R

5. A REERE

P28 P i) R — FL AR 32 R0E, P AR O BB AU AT 1 e R IEAE TR R
BB AME IR ] 2 RAR 2 A, DRI e SR 7 /0 £ 1) R 2% F R TL A+ B2
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HE ASHE T TE 1 BEARAS 22 AU W 46 J R RS2, (H RS A 22 MRS AT LAY MRS AR FE AR R
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