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Abstract

The aim of this study is to investigate the relationship between the coparenting of mothers in
left-behind children’s families and the problematic Internet use of left-behind children, as well as
the mediating roles of family function and sense of hope. A total of 558 left-behind children were
investigated by using the mother’s coparenting scale, sense of hope questionnaire, family function
questionnaire and problematic internet questionnaire. Results: 1) Positive coparenting of moth-
ers negatively predicted problematic Internet use of left-behind children, while negative copa-
renting of mothers positively predicted problematic internet use of left-behind children; 2) The
sense of hope had a significant mediating effect between the positive coparenting of mothers and
the problematic internet use of left-behind children, while the sense of hope had a partial mediat-
ing effect between the negative coparenting of mothers and the problematic internet use of
left-behind children. The mediating effect of family function was not significant. Mothers’ copa-
renting, sense of hope and problematic internet use were closely related, and the sense of hope
played a mediating role between mothers’ coparenting and left-behind children’s PIU.
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1. 5|8

FPhih G CCT RN B ) LERERY TAEMEIY , FEHInaRs 8 p L2 X Z IR TAE R
FRBOFMEEIRST, WEFKEMEHSHILFETT. FEE LR EE AR, W% O mEEs ) LEAR D,
o E NG S IRAE OIS RN, B 2020 4, FRE M RMBHE 9.40 12, FECMT KZIE 67%. F5F
JLZE P 2848 P i) R oA A 2 I U IR AR Il A I 2% FH (Problematic Internet Use, PTU)J&$a % A4 0o 2
FEERR L 24 2R RS T Y SRAS B R2ma 13 X 288 Fi (Anderson, Steen, & Stavropoulos, 2017; Beard & Wolf,
2004), WHICRI, B )LEAERRE M — AR A, ML T —RILE, 522 RRFGEM
e, J7IESC, 20105 TE, MBE, ENR, #AFE, 2019). BEFEEER PIU BT R SECERILTE, RONK
JRFS (A M, 9RAFT, dKEL, 2017). BRI B LE PIU MR N 3R A AR AL AT S35 3

R PIU A AN At 2 - DB - AR GE, 5KEH, 2004), 1R PIU KRR O L2 BIR.
OILRZ AR 2R AE S RAER R, FKEER RN LE M K & i N B (Bronfenbrenner & Ceci, 1994).
FEER Z M )L # PIU (Liu, Fang, & Deng, 2012; B, Jyie, FEltk, 2017). 3857 JLEBAT =,
REFRIGEIME S L, BERRFIRBLE, HTICRAERENER . JER AL, SEM#m
WSS, BERAINE Z2504E, (6 5 T RER W R HERAT A B A ) LE N R R BAA M E L, HE
1300 . BESE VR 2037 45 BE 5% BT 2 30 H ORI SCHF BOBBIA A2 5% #57 B bR 84T N B S8 FR (McHale, Kuers-
ten-Hogan, Lauretti, & Rasmussen, 2000). WFFCFEH, JH B R 2057 Ge e 7000 ) L 23 5 £ /Y 1) @47 A (Baril,
Crouter, & McHale, 2007), BRI BERR REAT N EA AR BIEHS 228, K%, X8, 2019). PIU
VBN —Fr D4 1 7] 8147 A (Manuel, Erika, & Carmen, 2016), 1R fe 22 P REIZBIRIEM . HE R BRI 1.
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BESEARR W) [F) 2055 1 m U B4 <7 ) L& PIU,  BESEIH AW [R] 2405 1E 17 B0 86 <7 ) L& PIU,

BESEY R FRIA T feidid )L H & 1A BB ) LE PIU P2AERgm . WFFE R, FRRIMBERT A B
T LE T R4 47 5 A B (Thompson, 2009;  [A1 548, #{E, JHE =, XETE, 2016). DMERHFEZ R H
M B AL BE ) FRAT X — M) LB Ay BB, (BT RSP LB SR UG, BT ACSERIE R, BESR P IR
FRHEONE L, MR PIU MMERNLE], BT HaRER, OEENZEEARZM. RN, ARG IER T
WRE~p JLEPSEAL AT N, KR TE, Bite, BEE, UOLR, 2013). A7 BRS¢ JLEAT
R R R OB TR R, AR SF JLE PIU AT NI RE A ER . fERTFREY, A %K
FEREED FBERS PIU IR RefEE P ER . SR th X 2. A BBAE BRI R R 5 B < ) L 1) e
W2 A8 2 IR A AE R PER o

Britbz 4b, BESEW)FBERE 7] fe ol it ZBE Dy e i) i A VE O B 53 ) L2 PIU AR g2 . BEFTR I,
R RFF7 T A FE T I 2 I [Rl 28 (McFarlane & Bellissimo, 1995). [RIFEVE NZFEAT MBI [ 2037 7T 68
X HFBEDREMAFAERC T o TIAE R PR pErh, S HARRIEM R W R R AT s e X 2 Dfe . KEET)
A2 T8 5 BE A 0 (8] FRIVAL B AT AZ AL 8 73 2 TRV AR b PR 1 SRR B 45 DA B o A A () A Rk o %o B < J LT
B, KEZHRAEBKBN, FEEDIRER Rt H PIU A B MEFEI(Wu, Wong, & Yu, 2016). #ILig Hifl
W3 FKEEDNREAERESE Y R 207 15 B 57 ) L2 I R I 2% A FH 2 TRl A AE /AR o

A BN MERI N ZR, S AMA R OB R ST AR R R B0 EEFEE, 2013), RIFMAE
JEA BT AN G b IR SR, AT/ AT DA ] 3R] R P 8% A5 ) R A R RT R o T SR BE D REAE A — b
HIREE R RO iE, PR, 485, 2015), WEXNAMARAT N G . B, ATl E R
SN PN S0 B DR 2R 5 AP AP 5 R 200 B~ ) L2 I i DX % A P g sz e, A BE RS S BE D RB TR [R]—
B, G TR A AT MR 78 52 BE <7 ) L3 in) 1 Do) 24 FH R R 28, InRont B < ) L 2 1) g Do 2843 FH
AR AT R BEAAR N

ZEEPTR, AHFFLGE I R, R REE Y RIR S B S L ) R 2 AT R OR &R, BA
J R BE T e AN A BRIRTE 38 2 (M R A E R . DABADN B <3 JLEE PIU B TU85 AT e (BT AL A o

2.
2.1. HFRMR

KAVRERE RS, 22 8cra T IR 558 44 B 7 JLE (R B <7 ) LE R F €, ASCEE—J7 BT Ah
7L AR LRI ) I 2 b dl), IR 9.77 %, Horh, 5342 358 N(65.1%), 4 192 N(34.9%),
ARG AZ N 8 N

22. ARTEHE

2.2.1. BEBEHFEE

K 55 (2017) 3T IS BRI R 8037 [0 6 75 A 0P e M (BESERR), SREUBESE R R BRI B
&4 ANGERE, 29 NIH, DUANYERE S BINEIES . — 8. s R, o, SR — SO b R 2L
I, RMIZACAHE WM RZESE, d00708 7 M, M1 FR “IAR” 87 FoR “iakt, Frf s
TR IE R0 1 77 300 TR n) 26 BESE B [R) 28097 4% 4E 2 1) Cronbach o &40 %074 0.90, 0.94, 0.93, 0.94
7, 2019), FRERL . AUFFH, BEEHE 2SR F45H Cronbach o %74 0.95.

2.2.2. REIhREE)E
KRR, ABEL01 BT R EEDhRE Bk e &R, BRAA 4, e MEH, (T RA
5 B, M CRERKET B RS, ARNEE 1~5 4y, Bl “REOFKRAEREH T, ‘Kb
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T NE X EME T Bk, o Holin, RULEARREIREBLS . JR 175+ S5 4EZ 1) Cronbach o

ZHAE 0.70~0.85 Z A (FE L3k, AR%EL, 2011). AWFFRH, FKEEINAERZK) Cronbach o ZEN 0.89.

2.2.3. HEROE
KH Ybasco ML [EZH(1996)gmiil iy JLE A HEKER, ZEREHT 7~16 F)LEME/DLE,

EE

ANUERE, 6 DTH AL, WRGEIN R EB Y, SECEN RS B e, Ui A0 8 miihy, 1R ‘4

MAFFE” 2 8 Fon “BEFFE” .
AT, 2016). AHFFE A A5 BB 10 45 1) Cronbach o %N 0.88.

2.2.4. jE]EM4RLEEER

DAHEARY, ZEREARFOEREZ@EE, Wi, FHE,

KH Zhou & Wu (2017)E3T )L 1) AT A% & &R, 1Hor 70 0~2 189 3 i¥45r, 0 o “ WA 7,
2 FoR BIET, ZERAERFEOFERET . BARR. KET Y BEIRIE, RAT N, M
B T LA RIAR DG IE 147 %% 7 2K, JE 45 (1) Cronbach o REA 0.74 (Zhou & Wu, 2017). HRAEHF
FOTEL, ARSCHEHU M 2% BRS Zid o L R E F IXANME AR, TEARTESTH, 1% 58K Cronbach o R4 0.71.

3. 458
3.1. £RFERERE

KM Harman H A ZARI02006 B 00 H 2EAT £ IR M. S5 RR, FRALEAT 1 B3 7
A BN TR BT RE A RN 31.60%, /T 40%HI FEARHE . DRIE, AW FUAEAE ™ 3L (A

Tz o
3.2. BEHEHSF. FER. HKEREMEMERLEEE R Z E9HEX

B2 1l BURARER RIS )L E A BIK. FKEDIRE R B K BURIIEER DRI 5 )L
2 Ji] R O 2 A P 8 O OG; BESRIZAR S JL B Ay SRR SR Dy RE MY T 1P ) 2% £ Y 2 18] R AH G S AN
Fi FERMRE R REVEMI 2 A B2 BTG, SRENRMRAEE, ILEA R, FKEhts JLER

RV X 2% Aok ) 8 25 B AH 5%

Table 1. Correlation table between mother’s coparenting, sense of hope, family function, and problematic Internet use

= 1. BEMEHSF. FER. REINEEMEIREMLE R Z EHHEXR

M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1) BsERlgh 30.42 + 12.40 1
2) BEsr—5 4438 +17.19 0.79" 1
3) BEEMR 19.58 £11.39 036" 0.44™ 1
4) BEEIZAL 1836+ 11.89 0.35" 0.35" 0.73" 1
5) A 37.83+8.84 0.42" 0.38" 0.09" 0.04 1
6) FKEELIHE 23.97+5.52 039" 0.33" -0.03 -0.06 0.53" 1
7) T 2% A 1.90+1.52 -0.13" -0.11" 0.11" 0.08 -0.21" -0.21" 1

W p<0.001, "p<0.01,"p<0.05 T,

3.3. BISRthEIE I T LE B 1 4 5 A e A E R 4638

DARESE W [FIZR 1R AR &, il R 9 4 ek A S DR AR o, 7 B NI, AU A 4R AR N[ df
=4.11, CFI=0.98, TLI = 0.96, RMSEA (90%CI) = 0.08 (0.05~0.11), SRMR = 0.03], FME RIF. BED
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Wi aE AR, BN RS B [F) 7 Be A% 7 ) T ) L2 il R I 2445 FH (B = —0.22, p < 0.001); AR I B
SRR FR RS IE [m] 900 J L 28 1) R Y 25 45 FH (B = 0.22, p < 0.001).
3.4. HERMRENRERFIRBFSET/LERBEEMEERZ BN R ERRE
ABEE I RIS N AL R, AEBEMEEDRIE AT E, n G M R vE AR, o
R RN AR, TR AR A R bR A [ Y/df = 4.48, CFI = 0.97, TLI = 0.93, RMSEA (90%CI) = 0.08
(0.06~0.10), SRMR = 0.04], #HRIFLA RIFLE 1), BESHTHISEREH, FRGREED R #EE R E RN
TR 75 BB SR BE T RE(B = 0.55, p < 0.001; B =0.55, p < 0.001), V1K) BE5 bl [F) 2077 5 2 47 ) ) ) L35 1)
o BRI K BETHRE(B = —0.20, p < 0.001; B =—-0.30, p < 0.001), &35 1 [7) T i) 2504 kX 2% 456 FH (B = 0.18, p <
0.001); 7y B2 Jak Wil 2 A7 [m) Tl ) R4 DY 28 45 FH (B = —0..14, p < 0.001).
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Figure 1. Model figure
1. 1REUE

KW Z R E BIAESEUE 731 Bootstrap 255 HR A58 5 (1 BAS X M HEATA F, g5 2, KEEThAE
FERR I BEEYMNE TR 5 )L PIU Z 18] FEVE AR I BESE PRI R A0 L PIU Z [A) ¥ H A ROSAE 43 9] /2 —0.02
F10.01, 95%HIE A X643 A /2[-0.09, 0.05]+ [-0.03,0.05], FKEETHRERI A BNAEE . 75 BIEAE R
REERIZFRAN) LE PIU Z [8] AETH AR B BESE P R 877 A L2 PIU 2 [8] ) R 0SB 53 1) /2 —0.08 F 0.03,
95%IH BEAF X 6] 43 52 [-0.16, —0.02]+ [0.01,0.07], A EEMH NN EE. F5b, WRIIBEE I EHGE
PIU [ BTN 0.18, (A RUNL ) 84%, THARAIBESEYN R BT PIU ) B4 TN 5 2.3

Table 2. The test of mediating effect and the value of mediating effect

2. RN K P TR E

B BURAE HES S 95% B A% X 7]
AR [FIZ7 - a2 46 -0.11 51% [—0.26, 0.02]
VAR RIZLTE — Tl R Y 2454 0.18"™ 84% [0.06, 0.29]
TR [FIR - FREET)RE - Il R I 2% 5 P -0.02 9% [—0.09, 0.05]
TR Rl BT - A B - 1) R P 2t -0.08" 36% [-0.16, ~0.02]
TH AR RIZTR - FRBETIRE — 1] ) 245 0.01 5% [-0.03, 0.05]
TH MR RIZTR - A5 B - [ R R £ 0.03" 14% [0.01,0.07]
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4. g
4.1. BEhEIEFSET/LERBERMEERANRXR

ARFFERE S )LE, FHE T REEDFEAFESH PIU KR, RN T AR TR R,
FERK B BESE W [ 35 0 ) BN B <7 L& PIU, VH AR B BESE PRI IR m BN BE <7 ) L& PIU, X5 Z Rt
FHEAR —F(Baril, Crouter, & McHale, 2007). Bk, HHEEQO1)FIFF W EIL, THIIEF#T A
5] P 28 AT A OC . FERE ST LB K, BB RN AR M R 209747 9, BLan 550 SR kAT S 3
VA, SR 207 R ), S IR R AN I R E . BT LR AN T 4% ke i AL L N TR
HIRFE, BEaeEs, HHI PIU MR b 2 il Y BEE R IATHER K R BT T A, X
SR BT NR I AL S, A SCFFSCENZIR Hhr, L3 B3R R A B E s 2, ([Fo5m
R IEEES R T

UbAh, WFHFERIL, THARI LR P R BEEAT PIU BB TRIN A 0.18, i KNI 84%, I Hk 1)
REEHH R BERE 2 (12 HERE M <7 LB PIU. R Y BEERIUAE R RIBERT N, 53R MEFRT
RNAFAEPR IR T SR, )L EAE 2 2 4g t FLF R % 4T

4.2. FERERFNEHFSET/LEERAMENEER Z B TER

AT, A BRAE BRI R 58 7 JLE PIU ZAIPAEAE T RN . X5 DIERT ST 45 SRARLL
AU, w5, BRIR)T, ERHERE, 2017). CARTFUWERM], midd SR B T LE AR RIB 2 AR 2,
BT NRBROR AW, R, ke, BEE, DU, 2013). ABFFSCRE T4 R B,
CATEBIE FE I BRI Ay BRI RER O R G- AT 9 5 B~ ) L3 i RELE R 28 2 IRV SR AR AR T R LB
2R W [F) 857 TT LI I Ay BRI GO B LB e AR X 2% A P, A — B AR SR AT A . AR A
L2 - INENE, MR BEOGRAE R LU N SRS A R T ), X T S LI
K, BEROVE ST LB 2 0B MG BOCRE, XLE AR . BRI P [F
HEMT N, B, B S LE S SORATIIR B8, BTN ESORIER L IBA S
JUE LS TV BB A A SR BOR OGS B SR, PRI RE 6 & FRAE R T X 4%, B OB PIU

4.3. RENREA SRR FSET/LERFEMEMEER ZERNER

IR, FKEEREEREE AR 5 )LE PIU Z R P ERAAR B . X IR LR R
ERBEDREAN AR, EXN T ILEM S, ERXEDRNAKCTEEMMTARE LB RS, B
%9, WAL, 2UREE, R0 GEESC, 2016). BHSFLE IS EDIREAFAE —SER, TSRO BT
KHIESN 35 T, REETNREMI A AE 22 BIFAG, WSk RXBRE . RIEFATE . FIERBRESE, 1ER
B~ ) LB X S 2 D RE A B ARAEARAR I/, i ASKRE DI RE A RN R i

5. &t

1) BEERUNL Y R 20 0 70 00 B 7 L3 o e PO 2 T, 5 S0 B A 0 253 1 10 000 B9 = L 2 1] B
PERI A3 i 2) A SRR RN B3 U R e 15 B < ) L3 I 0 4% 0 PR 2 TR e AP P BB 2, 7 B
TET AR 0 RESE T 7] 23 5 8 7 )L 38 ) S0 B 443 P 2 I A AE PP A . SR BESh B AT RS 5%
Sk

Mroktn, #EE4EQR012). FAEMK R SHEE T (LSRRI R, A O P54, 20(5), 767-768.
FEERTE, 4BHAQ011). HraA: NFRiG M e i A S REDRE . SR IIMNRR. PEHHHAE, (2), 65-70+89.
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