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Abstract

Social Networking Addiction causes damage to individual psychological and social functions. The
current study has explored the research results about the predictors and negative consequences
of Social Networking Addiction. In the future, the existing researches can be expanded from the
following aspects: the refinement of social networking classification, the diversification of re-
search samples, the synthesis of research methods and the enlargement of research contents.
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1. 5|8

BEE Web2.0 I ARHIEISR, #E28 MZEFFIRE N KA . AMITEE RS, M5, QQ FF+La8 Mukik it
ITVIEAZH, AT o A S RIE R HE A BPRIEAE . A sy X SN LB R, IR
VFMELES RGN LA TFECE AT MR SO, R 5 M KIS B (Boyd & Ellison, 2007). #E4E
LM, P RANE A, By E CRHARR A AN ES, 5 2 AR AR RO A 2 .

AR AL W 2 —T7 1 B AE HRER, AP SR ZIE s RECRRET B RIE R, thi,
AMATTREE I H E O8I TAERIE S (Peluchette & Karl, 2010), @M E0E Aik B O EAEE A i
REGMES): H—J71H, WA, MEZEIRAR )RR, TRARMEILSE AT U 8 A 2 7]
A, #E58 0 2 (A8 B AT DALE MRS 320G, IR b MR (ks S AR4E, [, & PRk, 2014).
{H, #EAT W28 ) FEAE A AT RSG5 MR SO BR, PR AR T AR B O B S R, RO E S, EAEH
IAEAZ 285 SR (Ross et al., 2009).

#EAZ W 4% i Fé (Social Networking Addiction) 2 ¥k B2 48 FH X 4% (1) 22 BrIh e, TR TAEM BEE . K
MYERFRE R OC R, T2 T ISEh I ANBRK R K EAMYERE, FEMEOHE ., 2 TIReMHFH (Rin,
Eihezs, i, RET, & b, 2006). FEAZPILE O A I 2% ORI A GRS 3 B TR SR RS, B
B MBS S TS PR SRR E (Andreassen, 2015).

2. 132 ARRHY & S AL

Wt IR I At S, k52 0 2% (R s FH 2 5 AR A T 3 2 TR L BRARR Jo B ANAF A 2 25 22 33 (W 5355, 2014).
B RAEALAE X 2% PR R 2R B F00I b, —SeoRp ot st ok, B S A b RN AN A 75 Y A S I 46 kR

2.1. AMBSHZMERBEIX R

A% T FRaAT A I B AR bR, 2 4158 0 2% R 00 R 3 R e 2 1. ZE R A 1, A ie)
e T 2 7 5 5 T A 26 B (Wang et al. 2015). S 118 E o 108 PR Rk A 0 0 B0 i
P2 WX 2545 F B 8] 58 K (Wilson et al., 2010; Ross et al., 2009), Facebook Ji¥Ji& 5 4 a] £ 77 1E /= BE 1R AH 2%
(Andreassen, 2015). [FJIF, FARE FURAE I ELIBE X EAT A8 I 4E 5 KOS BR (Ross et al., 2009;
Wolfradt & Doll, 2001), I &2 DAl oA 3 25 Bl T 11 45 28 1T 126 43622 4 R 4 58 19X 8% >R J 22 A TR 75 3K

FAb IR FEACERRE . HAR. AR E R Rl VA A S T L S O 2% b ) RN
FeAR B PIOMUBRRERE TE 1) TN 458 X 48 el (1 5T, 2016), IR EIPIOMAY N 2358 22t s FH X 2%, Al TnT g
Fe N T MNP AE BN B o6 R AR AL AR, o5 0 28 S8 4 D — P 2 ik 5 ATOM R 5 1) Y A A% 4 19 7
N, FFRiET LRGSR SC FF(Morahan-Martin & Schumacher, 2003). X3RRI R &KL, KA
AT A 2% Rl 5 4L AT BB FE L TR AE S B RH G, R A8 8 RERK o ) DR 2 A R ek 52 D) 286 Pl e T 1) 7 v (A AV
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2017), #E—BIRICIA, W08 H AL A B B4 R BRI\ A I 268 A58 FH ) B 44 A B 5 | RS Y AR VP A 2B AR PR T
WP AZ IR AR Ty, HH A 7] 326 43¢ 9 28 52 3 1) 77 i AT A BR B3l (Shepherd & Edelmann, 2005). H 5L
R LA I 2% PR ) EE BTN AR B, I TR IR R 2% R AE 2 3 SR 9K (Ayas & Horzum, 2013),
H B B Re 0 52 TN T A 16 A 58 X 285458 FH B 8] (149 7K ~F R0 RS JRa A6 1) #2 5 (Wilson, Fornasier, & White, 2010),
A REARMR B 2 B IRE R R 1K, T 50 X4 7= A K i (Aydm & San, 2011).

WEBFF R, FIAERHE AR5 ] DL 2 IE ] 7 Facebook JliJia47T 9(Hong, Huang, Lin, & Chiu,
2014)0 F34h, VR 4k A8 ) 2 e 1) B EE TN R 3, whah & AN B s B 24T, B A,
DT A 4 22 H (W, Cheung, Ku, & Hung, 2013). %} H 78 5% 38 W 28458 F RO 70 R B, 4138 P28 H 4
FH 5 EH SRS AR 2 B R A 5% (Carpenter, 2012), H. Facebook T A% 5 1 70 AN 28 8 8\ k& [ i 25 1k
Z %)) (Rosen, Whaling, Rab, Camer, & Cheever, 2013), B HEs2&F N HNH BT 4MT PN RIS R
TR, TALAE 241 & WIGF SR it 1 308 1) Fe s B 3R HL 2

2.2. 1L S5 ZWE BRI X R

AT IR 2% RS BE6 A2 MR B AS RO BERR K o i — TSRS SO R I, R AR Z BT LASRRAE 25T A2
By RE R IO B R, BARESE TR AT, RIEEIRT AR e, B, RIS R A tdh
BANE EVEFRRBLUEA, 2011 HAEWFERY, KA AR aER 2 H LU IhEe, H R
f e, Bon B, BONE O APRRRINEERINE, BERRKR, FHRRERAHEGEIT, 2009).
5 R BRI, MR LR 75 O B BT AL S R4, 52 R 4 1R A A BT 2 T A SR B
OISR MIERERIAFERNE T, T2 B R AT N, #RN 12X A 2
(Nadkarni & Hofmann, 2012). U0 78iE L B FRIATAJE 75 R RAR T 1138 P28 FIAR B T Re A At 2 2 Th
BE, AR ERTT A N BRI G AL 2 D BB [A)0 2, 2RI 3 SCANEE I 2 Ak 25 O BRI A R 2 . Bufdk
K, BF—MFRERE PR, BERREA RS , Arae R RS R, 0 IR 2
At ST, RPN S RIS T AR T R AR AL e N BRER A, T BRI A2 T S T B R
(Mantymaki & Najmul Islam, 2016).

[FIES AT I S AR 3 O B SRAGAS BT R I, 2 L 0389 T 4158 W 2% v SR BEAMEE . 20
FFF 0 R BIARK A 35 3 T FEE RN SE AR B Facebook fleRa AT o B 153 IO T4 FH (Satici & Uysal, 2015). #£38
PIZEAE I “ 9584w 7 BRRUCATE LSS IR A A ME T BE . T A B TAEBL S AR i vh R B AR 52
FE SR A 30 BB S IR MATE N 25 EESZANBRR RS, MTE, & HIEE0, 2006). T “RAME”
BRI A OB AR S LI, 77 Bl FE A 77 SR AT O FRAME (Ot & FRALEDT, 2006), #52
W25 47 e MRTE R R R b S LN MBS 3R B, n SRR B e MEA B2 U2 1E 3 B AL S X 2% 4T,
UNERTE G “BRPEAME " ISR AE ) 45 AT 9«

T IEAT NS, O FER R L SR . ORI AT EE — MR EILRS, 24
PR AR LT AT FEAT B U R, T % 7 A DU DA S RS Bl BT 7 AR R A BIE S R S e R
FEAE X 28 FRE A 52 A A8 IO 28 A 2 P81 A5 A 11 o B SRR L A O & B v, LA 58 I 8% i ) 458
P 288 2475 P N 3 v T AR A AE I 4 R 2 (A, 2017) OV FRVESRFI DA Mk B AR, L [F 4ERE T RORE
HIAE A M 2547

2.3. REMEIHSHZMEMBIIXHR

FEXE X1 265 BICTRE S2M ER 3R RO RN P, R 08 Fi S B R () e DAL 3R A RO ML AR R 2% R I L L 3, —
Jim, KEMARBIRT A, WS DT, R, SRS RIREEIRA S 51— U7,
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AR 2SR, RIS AR TR AT RE(R A A M R 28 v 3SR (FR 5, 2015).

FEBVARTTT, SR B DA T FUER T SR RE A [P P 200 A 58 0 2 BRI R i . ANa, 72— TR D0 1]
Fottorbez A pGiE A, OF U T S B AVTR AT ORI, SCREANIE B T v 22 A 5 5 X 28 A S B
A RE RS H T S SCRER B B R IR, Dy 1 HEEAIOMUER T 5 2 i A58 W 4 CRakalle, 2013). TxT
TEFERER AR, — SeBE 7T 5 2 [F) f1 1] A4k 2 bEBL, DA R AR SE M 2% i3 Y 94 2 7E 3% (Gao, Liu, & Li,
2017), BIE Mt SZ 2% Bk -

2.4. MRIFCH S ZMERRRHI X F

TEME 5 415 28 SO R 58 R IR TR IR RIE LR . — SEifF SR B4R AC I 28 SR AR AE PR 22 5%,
BRI A RE R 28 oA R 51 5 M (Lenhart et al., 2015), i, AEWFTRIEH, E+IZ P K
e EHAAFEMNNES, AN BRI ZE S, Wt A 2 H D4 Re 5 Bt Kz
IR R . BRIk AT A1 5 T 53 1 D00 B8 20 i el FH AL A8 I 286 Sk SO I A 5 ) LR34 2 Sy
FRYIG A2 o

TEAEAZ W 28 R I SO R RS A W R R, Ho—, AFESC T FIFEAE W48 soia g th #0257
AR TG H 12% 02 5 BT AT Facebook Ui, 24%~35% 1 H ] K 22 A o 4152 9 45 Fieie, i Je H Je K
AR RE HNA 1.6% (Andreassen, 2015), TEHT I RS W28 BSORaAS %N 29.5% (Catherine &
Yvaine, 2017), AN, T #&0U0FFC A B ORI T2 IEA g —, ik, AR LR e — 28R
Fo 2, ARISCATT B 4L 58 0 28 A58 FARFAE A BT AN [, e [ 5 o 2% ) P PR 2 B 0 AR /D H R SR B SR,
HAKERZESY, BREBHRMCERN: MREHPHENEEZ M B R B2 H R FEFE(Cho,
2010) X LLHHF 535 U B SCA DR 35 25 RIS PR 58 9 28 AT DR B it ) o

3. HL3ZMEMRMATHRER

WL AR, AR PE A HIA AN AT B A . O BRERRE . AR ol A R A0 e B2 45 A EE 2L 1
B (£ K54S, 2016), AN, RAERRSCR AT RE AR T4k S 2% (O BRAE T o X 4R 58 R 46 13 52
R, JCHRAL S L BRI T 5 HBIRAT AR S DA BORH AR FE M . — T & LEER DB s
S AT 2% PR TR A A B L AT D BRI SRR B S ) S 2 (T S R I, 452 W 4 B P g 5
AN R R ARG R I A A, EL e 5 F0S G 46 Bk B30 50N 21%, FBIE O 27.7%, JEBRN 26.1%,
B SNS BRI AE, JCH AL, B 5 B ILARAT N R AN 1 I FR G (Catherine & Yvaine, 2017). AHFFT
Hae EEENINEN 15 G5 BORIAT 955 = AN J77 TH R AR 158 00 45 e 14 47 T 500

3.1. A=

FHAZ R 2% Fia LE A AT RS T 5 Ak B FRANE AR 1 B BRI

AR ERE, EHDER, HZWEEHBZE, H S AW Z (Tiggemann & Slater 2013),
L B R AN £ B AN A R SE AR B (Markey, 2010). 541, SREZF 2R — TN LB, A I a4
B, AT (¥4 2 9N 4 4 FH T B8 22 1) B AR AN, ELTE 53 SR L % A7 AR X — B (de Vries et al., 2016).
FFH., FLAZ Wk A5 A BB IE 1) T 75 /D 4 45 52 B 25 1 JE B (de Vries et al., 2014).

FEAZ W Al NS B 1215 R AME AT #E 2 BB (Kim & Chock, 2015). Chou and Edge (2012)
RIALAE A B E KN, WA LLEA CEPRR. BT Mg B B8R, BIMA
WS AT O ERRESE, HE, AR EE SR, XMikE A EZ B, HEIMMA,
TR R IR B 0 AR S 28 T G E, MR EE 25 5 6f E BT, T G AR E A k. R Ah, TE
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Facebook b, SWEMEEANKIZURMHEL, BFEBIE KM IB0RE, AMAX B S SR E A
Wi M T BB S, SUEAKKNLTRAALE, WE SIS TR, H S aTEReR G
I ARHR R G 2 8] 1 22 57 B8 K (Haferkamp & Kramer, 2011).

3.2. B E1ER

Xof T A A8 DX 285 P IR )9 W 17 4 1 TR MR R B R T DU IR R

A IR 2% B RE LA AT AR . Pantic %5(2012)F 70 B 7E 284158 W48 S HIARE G 5%, HAEAHAS 4%
16 BRI B) 5 HARE S AEAR DG . — 4k 0 AN 2 B0t AR 72 00 2 BH #4229 4 48 FH RE % T A0 AR (Verduyn et al.,
2015). E—IUEET QQ M MIBFFLH, WHFLE KN, 4128 Wb s F AR A 2 3 i B M PO E A, 3222
T I A X s b AT R BRI B R S AR RS AL P AR s (AR TR, AR, B, JLEA,
& MIE, 2016).

AT 2% R LE MR SE NI, Ong 28 A6 W I8 W R AL IR AE 5 R A6 & BRI 5 /K P 10
PR Koc Al Gulyagei (2013)8F 78 .3 B #1232 WX 2 s o bE A sl #4303 B 22 I AIOMURE ;- 1 25 ik (2016)
ST TR WA P AE B Ak 28 P sl s FH RT ATROI T — A B T B P Ak 5 ARk

LA 48 R bR S R R PRI G0 22 TR FE40F 52 T facebook 187 F 5 248 86k /b 2 1] 1 96 & (Chen &
Lee, 2013; Chou & Edge, 2012). 151 5% £ HF W4 (Utz & Beukeboom, 2011), PAK BT MRRR I A % &M
#2E ) 4 TR B8 (Bevan, Ang, & Fearns, 2014), [ 2 FRARK, Y0900 190 L KB BE S (Chen & Lee, 2013).
33. 1T

FEAZ X 285 BB R TS AR B PR BAEAT AT T o #EAC N8 BB LA TAERIL N B, T —%
KAUGE EHARAFHI276 4 & SRR, #1758 W48 a2 5 80T 45 730l i 5 i TAER B(Mogbela &
Kockb, 2018). 32 M &% e hn i 251238474, Kwan & Skoric (2013) &I Facebook # # # FH 15 WX % Hk
2 PR IEFANTE LR IR 1) B TE o 4158 I 408 B A At B 25 5 s SRR RIR: ) R g 1) R (B i & EVERL, 2018);
TIF 50 % 00 SR8 R 08 OO0 AL P8 BSORT R I 5 22, (o6 P 450 I 4 B [, JmT RS I AL B 4. 52 il R IR
R #E5E 2 IR R 05 TR AR T 5, e 2 A R AR O A o 2

4. F"EERE

Ho— o XA I TG 0 2 B0 SO (8 AL SC M2 U0 facebook il TT# &%
BSEhr B AR KRR 2 FE, SRR, Wi LR BURBL I B R A A M 2%, IRTFE, BEE SR
TREMF, 2 AUTRRIES, HEM R FRIERR L. 5356, F—MAE M2 WA AN FETES 0% R
PARE B, A BB, s AETT, SR, KRON, 2RSSR FN AR
YRR B2 R, S AR IR BUR SN S A NS A, X UR R UL R — A A A o A A5

B SN 1A B i UE SU S S DR G = S 1 10Dl Ve A S s o TN 36 S 7/ i B S SN (7 o
Tl St A 2 AE v (G T 20 )32, ARG AE A AT REAB A A RIS mile RGBT TT LA X B
IR R AR T, AR RSB B A R R AMA, A5 W48 A IR A

H=. WIS —. HATH T 2R AR B B 7T, SR A ST SO (8] VA B FE KA 75 L B
A SHAM AT AR R R, HER AR RREETE—Tr R AV iRE. /S
S T VERGEAT ERNE OB ERER, 53— J5 T, AR AW T AZ 9 2% B R A LA A0 2 BB A
prii 7 S il K

HU. WA R G 2N, AR AR5 2% R (i T 2 LU Ae &, 45
RAZE W FUE ml, SR XA 2% BSORE A BRI 7T, S BUR ZHANHF IR, WA
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WS, FIEbRAE, RN EVES(ACESE, 2016). ERZARVETT AL = PRI RS, Bk, ¥k
AT 2% SR T IE A 2R B o e LA

EETH
AT 2R SLIRZ % 3 H

SE ik

FEHTE)(2009). <3 F 536 2 B AL IR B, /224889, No. 7, 71-72.
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AN, B3H(2018). RAAAEMAT WL AE H 54 E AR TR E R R, R0, 16(1),7-12.

FKE, BRI, FIRHER, 52016). FH/DE RIS, ORI AR, 24(9), 1435-1447.

FFEQOLS). ZEMOFEF. Aba: JLaIRTE RS R

HE, WEE, MERCQ2006). HAOFEMETNAM . BN RS LS5 M4 SRR, OHEFIR, 38(3),375-381.

T, IMNGEZE, JEoRZE, LKA, HIRQ2016). 2T QQ & [AIFIH:AE Mkl X F A s m:  EATH &l mn
BT RN E. OBEZ47R, 48(10), 1282-1291.

Bhn, HERs, TR, Tk, Fi(2006). KEEAE 4 R KU R R (RDD VB il J6R A ##IRMZEIR,
1(2), 1-6.
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