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Abstract

A self-reported questionnaire survey was conducted to collect 481 college students’ data. The
purpose of this study was to explore whether social responsibility mediated the relationship be-
tween empathy and internet altruistic behavior, and whether this mediating process was mod-
erated by gender. The results showed that: 1) empathy was positively correlated with both social
responsibility and internet altruistic behavior, social responsibility was also positively correlated
with internet altruistic behavior; 2) empathy had a positive effect on internet altruism behavior;
3) social responsibility partially mediated the relationship between empathy and internet altru-
ism behavior; 4) the mediating effect of social responsibility was moderated by gender, and this
mediating effect was stronger for males than that for females. These results indicate that college
students with high empathy are more likely to make internet altruistic behavior, because of their
high social responsibility. As a result, empathy can influence internet altruism behavior by social
responsibility, which was stronger in males.
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RAFBREE, WRT481ZREENRIRE, R’ TIHEFNBFMAT AR, RS TUERF
IAERAER BTN SRR 1) HFEEHSTUE. MENMTNIFAERENIEMR, H&5
S PEFIMIT AFERERIEMR; 2) EENMEN T AT EENERBUEM; 3) HEFMER
FAB R RIMAT RIS TR 4) SP A RRIRZBERN BT, M-SR TSR A
FEOAEE. Fit, KREARFESHSFERMNER TN, MERESETERE,
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1. 5|8

X 2% F| fth AT 4 (internet altruistic behavior) /2 ¥8 M4 EEFH RILH K HE . 18T 2. RESH R
TAB AR S . HAI SRS BUEAT R B 58 B AT NOR 258, 2010). HAT, MZF R AT N2 2%
F W) V2 < E (Erreygers, Vandebosch, Vranjes, Baillien, & Witte, 2018; Han, Xu, Bian, Gao, & Ren, 2016), M
L83 BIAT NI KA SR EL IR 48 Y A AT A BE 5 (Erreygers, Vandebosch, Vranjes, Baillien, & Witte, 2016; Lister,
2007) ML FIhAT Jy e —FRIRAT A, A B T A AMA BRI RS O e, XA, 2015b), A B T 19
AR M SERR RO e, B, 2017), BB FRIAMAREE S B OH T, 2015). Kk, AR5
PSR K2 A I 2 R A AT Dy B R ER 3R B E FEAE FRBILA, 0 T35 78 Ko AR M b AT Dy, BL ARt
KA B0 R A B .

ERMAT R R 7R, 315 % 372 <7E (Barnett, Howard, King, & Dino, 1981; Eisenberg &
Miller, 1987; Batson, 2008), #iff 58 & I HAE & TN At AT 9 (0 B S48 AR (25 S0/, 8, i, (H3E, 2015;
Batson et al., 1995; Paciello, Fida, Cerniglia, Tramontano, & Cole, 2013). ERERR AT ——Fh 3 AR IA
NG FE KA ERFM SN, ZEVLE B2 H R AT A B 3k i (Batson & Shaw, 1991), L5
FEiEr, BN B NS Nt sm Z . I H, LIS LE gl X 28 JR s AT S AN I 2 FAdAT 9 7 THI
% B B F (Steffgen, Konig, Pfetsch, & Melzer, 2011; B4R, 5kF 2z, XIEh2, AR, 524, 2012).
WEFCR A, FELRILTE ARG TE W 4 254k 24T N b R B BURAE F (Khang & Jeong, 2016), AMARIILE AE /1
SR, RGNS PRGNSR £ 52, TR I tH M 28 R AT OB e, B4, 2015a; PR, RSB,
s, MRk, T, 2016). HHURHEN, RS R PEE R AT MR MRRER 2R . SR, ANE R LG X ) 2% )
AT B B ME F A 2 LA —F AR R, BT AAWT L E 5 H N AENLH], 2 — D UL
ST W] 20 D 2% ) At AT

JESEHT B SR SE | 35 & W 28 FAd AT A IR, SR, 0T 70 78 anqar 51 K X 2 A AT A )
WY, AR D R o AHIRH — Lot S g /AR, LN 5 4 Rt AT 9 5% J P AFAE P A B,
M2 AT R H i — AN EE A48 5 . 442> 5i4T (social responsibility) 2 F8 ANMAFR AR 4 $8 57 48 5L 75 B A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.92029 224 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.92029
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

KNI AE

) —Fp E AR E B LB S S (B UK, BREHER, kiR, 2016), SAMAT NI RCRMEE, 2012).
MR A S ST (201 1) A FE R B, #E2 THUER M AL 2 MG R0E, a2 Ul AMAE A2 SRk s, oAt

SRS R R, TR FR A2 AT . FTRL, AW FEHE I+ 2 D3 A A2 (22 X 28 R At AT A B AR A
K. [, HEWR RS TTERRRREER . 75E D AEE RS T ER BN R R —
(Wray-Lake & Syvertsen, 2011), #FF0RMILIE S TtE 2 B3 IEAHK, RI/MEKEEKFile, Hit
STEWBRRCE VUM, FEUIEL, KA, 2016), WCHEDIAMAR LIS R BN AL Ti4E . 28 BT, LA
B AR BE W 28 Fh ATy, T H A% 8 2 TR AR I RABAT Jy o SRTAT, Rl JBT A A 78 R R IR OR
T B[R S X 28 FARAT ORI AL, 0 e — DR A Bh T 5 3 I S RIARAT N I R AL

UbAh, A2 AT AR F A 22 S — MBS DT ) R, AR Al i e 2 93 A 528 17 52 el 1R 8% 9 Al
1704, BRI RESZ BN RS . WEARORIL, WES R AT AAAENE R 2 R, SN Rl AT A 2
TR, ki, Rk, 2012). WA TR BRI MAM R & 5T, AR T EHE R T
ﬁimwhAwm&K%m2m0N%mwa&WMMMmem2%® B PR 2T “ s —
TR~ W RBAT N X — BRI B R, B SR AL 2 5TAF 5 W 28 R Ah AT =3
VﬂfEﬁéfgﬁﬁﬂEﬁU2§jf, 5 1 B 9 28 R At AT R AR F AL o

gk PR, AW EIRDT KA SE . Ha 3T RS W RIARAT 10 ¢ R S HBARAE AL,
SR th — AT R ERRLE 1), BT B, ERE B RS FRAT N B, ta ST
s 5 WG RAT R A ER; 238 =, PERITEAE 2 5T 5 4 Rt 47 A T & R 5 1EH

e

1
“ WA 2% Fil Al AT 9

Figure 1. Hypothesis model
B 1. ARRIRRE

2. ARAZE
2.1. iR

K AR A S, BEALIA K22 AR R R G R 520 a4, SRR ICRR G, 1930146 3045 481
B, AREA 92.50%. HA 5L 183 &, A 298 4, “FIJFIEH 20.31 £ (SD = 1.54).

22. fiIRIE

2.2.1. H#iF

Davis (1980) 4 il (1 A\ B S S8 53 2 il A T B/ MA St B e I TR, AR RHZHEEES
BATHIH SR, SRSz A RA REFIERE, EHTHEANGKRUR, #55%, Eml, SEE&, Wieiy,
2010). ZERIML 22 ATH, SOFWARE DNEE . ARFE AR . ZERE R A
WH 5 H SRR, KA 5 Sk, N “ARAME S B “dEEA8 47 20 0lit 1~5 70, H 5 AN
H o Iaih4r, 30 mER A g ae ong . AR, ANBRRBFBEERM N — 2 23
5 0.72.

222 L HE
K FHRLIE 21.(2002) 4 il 1 A0 4F 24 A2 AT O R S P A S T O 20 136, B RIFERE . %4
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%%QMDMLuwzﬁ MR o I, R A A5 3k 22 AMH, AFEEATHTO. KETTO. [
PETHE O EETUEL . SR BT O AR EX%ﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁE%aﬁmmﬁﬁﬁ,%ﬁs
B, N CSEEARTEE” B ARSIl 1~5 4, S EEm RS TR, B
W, A2 TAT 09 9145 1 P98 — B R 40 0.87,

2.2.3. P HITH

SRH A 52(2010) g 1 M 28 R AT NI, B RIFINERUE . mBLL 26 MIH, G464 R,
WZEHE T W48 o> A 28 SR BE DU AN GRS . RIS AT H 5 B B MM RREE, RH 4 S0,
AT B CERET R 1~4 G, 135 R AP A R AR B . FEARWEAL, MZRIMAT
Il 2 0 R — B R EC 0.94

2.3. BuRALE

AW TR SPSS 21.0 A HEAT IR AP 5 4381, #E4T Harman [B-F40#7, JORMMAHIC T, [BVF45
BT LA K T B R A3 HT o
3. 858

1. {RGZRERSE

Mk B i it 7 RN B T e S BOL R ik 22, DRI FEAE R 1R F B 44 5 32 | S )
TEmZE R, {40 FRA] Harman SR 70 ik i 3k R ik 22 MIRE RE (RS, Jear o, 2004). 4
PRAREY, R SEHCH 16 MFIEE R T 1 MAK T, HE - DARTHIT ZHEEN 17.60%,
AR T FHE 40%. FTLL,  AHIE FEAAFAE ™ B3 (5] 5 3 A 22 i) AL o

2. #1F. HLTEMMEFI TR

Table 1. Correlatlon analysis among three variables

F 1. H#HiF A TEFRNEF T AREX S

M SD Hph 2 THE
e 3.36 0.35
e siE 3.77 0.46 036"
W 25 FIABAT 9 2.13 0.52 0.22" 0.30"

A p<0.05, “p<001, "p<0.001 FFE.

XPIEAE AL TR N EERIIAT AT B IR AAE G H s SRR 1 . 5 RR B, WZE R b7
NEHEE(r=0.22,p<0.01). #2FHEE=0.30,p < 0.0 EEFIEMHIE, HILH 5SS E R D EH
K(r=0.36,p<0.01).

3. #EEMEFIMITRNXFR: FETHPRNMEERE

S ST AR (20 14) 32 AT 5 (R AR AU SR RE PP, RS0 AT FU3R th B Y, 45 R
"2 PR. B BRI AN AR EN Y Z 0B, TP USME O N E AR, M FBAT (YY) N
R, T W) NP EE, WU NRTTRR, @52 N3 AN EIETRE:
1) Y=c,+¢,X+c,U+c;UX+e,, 2) W=a,+a,X+a,U+a,;UX+e,,
3) Y=c,+¢,X+¢c,'U+bW+b,UW +e,
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Table 2. Moderated mediation model

2. BT R ER

Jitk 1 JitE 2 Jite3
(M & FIbAT ) (#E2TE) (M2 FIAT )
B t B t B t
Ith 0.31 452" 0.38 5.56™ 0.16 3.50™
P51 -0.25 —-5.84™" 0.03 0.60 -0.26 —6.24™"
St ) -0.08 -1.21 -0.02 -0.36
2 B AE 0.37 5.98"™
the TR —0.15 245"
R? 0.11 0.13 0.18
F 20.26™ 2425 26.34™

B, TR REN, SRR E M B R AT B = 0.31, t =4.52, p < 0.001), TEGE
%%%iﬁmﬁm%ﬂmTﬁmﬁMTizm;ﬂ%t—12u»ow)mw LA 0 X % R A AT 9 0 B
FERBITEARZ BIVERI T ok, J7FE 2 25 R WY, L B3 IR m) AL 2> T3 AE(B = 0.38, t=5.56,p <
0.001), {HE5IEHAF 922 B IO 22 SR TN B35 (B = —0.02, t = —0.36, p > 0.05). )5, /7FE3 45
R, A2 50T R IE A T R 25 R 47 A (B = 0.37, t = 5.98, p < 0.001), H M5 542 5TAE A28 HI0
Xof O 28 R AT A B TR ) 55235 (B = —0.15, t = -2.45, p < 0.05). YRR LA 52 4520 14) IR 56 732,
DA g RSB R s >4 2 ST~ WM RIMAT R 7 X — A ARG B

2.60 —
-5
S
2.40 —
]
%
Fl
it 2.20
7
N
2.00 —
1.80 |

| |
RA-251E FA R IHE

Figure 2. The moderating effect of gender
E 2. 4R80T ER

N T PR AR A 2 T S N ESRIAT TR R, A T i A 2 9T AR IR — AN Rt 2
AR 2 9 e AR PRI RIS B, 23 MABCAS TR 3] () 2 S AR X e X 2 R AR AT 9 B [R1EL, - I 2o ) 58 B8N P
(] 2), R REATIR R, X T AT S, A2 TTAERE 235 Tl X 28 R 447 (B = 0.23, t = 2.14, p < 0.05),
XTHAME, #hax s AExs W2 R AT B Tt 58 2 2 (B = 0.59, t = 5.89, p < 0.001).
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ERERUH, A S TUE RS MSMMAT AR T MR R AR, B8 AT
Febe BB, b DUEAESLAE AN 2% Rt AT 9 R S 2 th A AR S TP R A 2 DUAE 5 R 26 A At
AT 9 RS 2 5 A

4. g
4.1. HEEMEFIMBITANXER

AT RR I, A 5 W RI AT NAEAE R IEAOG,  HAL I W28 Rl AT A 2 1 0F [ 73
MER, X5LMERMF R ROBES, B8, 2015a; FREE, BN, Sk, BHEde, ikat, 2016)—
o AW FFUCUE SE LA X W 28 Rt AT AR AR B 2 — B EAE 1 e —— Rt 32 B,
g I 5 R A S AL AR BERAAT 9o S BT 78t IE S A7 J8 e ne e AN AR R R Ath 32 BTG 8t L 35 )
17 N(Davis, Lishner, & Decker, 2010). Khang Al Jeong (2016)iAJg, ML AMAR A SLRE R 56 1 4 1547 BT,
AMARTE LR ILIE RIS AR AR, A 5 77 AR WS84 24T R FTRL, i 2 MR 28 R AT 2
BRI, E S ACEAMABUR R 3 B, TR 3 5 2 1 25 R AT . DRI, FERS IR K224 I 2%
FBAT AT, B SLAE X R AT AR E R, B EIRGFRMER LSRR ).

4.2. £ SH/ENDNER

AHIE FEAEUE S AR 0T 9 2 R A AT 9 IR R PR S, R0 1 4k SRR S 5 M 28 R Al AT
RNEREHNER, #—PHER T ZHMAERR. AR, 2RSS MR AT A EiE
hAER .. BARTS, TS, MRS TUERE, MERMAT 82 . g Em A
R4 54T & 5% 88 Rl & (Sanmartin, Carbonell, & Bafios, 2011; Wray-Lake & Syvertsen, 2011), H AN
FETRDO P 28 SR B ISR, @3B A MR BE GO AL 2 50T, k2 DOAR AR T OS2 IV (R
LG, 2011), fEAMOEIESHVEAT N, BSOS RIAT . tAh, o THERIE R — Rk
BRI 32 S ERTE MR ME BRI RIAT Sy, TG AR A 2 5 B S EeAB A A B B N (G 7Kk BT, 2006),
R e BN AT AR 18] f, 5 I3 DR R 4 R B (Can s ) A L, A 051 BRTAS T 48 RS (a1 9 o 56 I ) B AT
NEEZ (Weiner, 1995). A, FEARRIIWIF b HERK STEIHEMNFE RS, #2588 MR AT A EIAL
filo GMRRUL, ABEFANTE T RABAT S LI IR FE, R I 2 TR R AR S 0 X 28 R A AT D9 )
—ANFHEERAHUR], X ER TR RS I R ARAT e it T R S

4.3. HRIEBTSIER

BEAh, AHIFEFE G TR AE S SUE A BN R . GRR ], MHEA 2 5T P2 A
AT N R TER], AXT T RAmE, BERS RN BN T, BAA S, MELESTUER
i, B AEMKAMMAT ST R T, RIAE ST SRR AR A . ATRER R R, B
FEVHSEHLIN 27 T B RE IR T 202k, DR 55 26 T 5 A B I 2% Al R R AT 0 Wallace IR B3 2B T IR
PR TR 2S00 S B RE 7 T ES Bh (T 75, 2016). WHALHRIL, 53 AR &8 FIAbAT AR IR T
LHECBESE, HKEE, FERA, 2012), MET A4, BAERMSME R EINRR, EReE M B E-A
fig, AT EE 55 2 I S R AT R BLCA o7, B, 228, 2015). Ak, REAT F&E KP4t & 5T
g hn,  J AR R RIARAT g s T

4.4. AREXERE
AHIF 582 82 1 i 5o g R AT AR, DA R 2 SRR A E R A A AT 8, ST TR
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W28 FIAAT R R AN — €S HIE . ATFFRANEE T DEA RS AT IR T, B
FERFEM S RAAT Sy Fe it 7B R S, Bl I ZRILIE AN saAt 2> DA H &, RV R AR M 2% 4T
No

RAE W, AWM RF/IRYE. 28—, KM G ERICEREAR, AR, 5K
TR R A S sCHR AT SR I e, L an £ A A B s I 2 A AT 9. 35—, SR T I A fik
TN EARAE IR ST, ASHE TR 45 R BAR MBI AL S 3T S M MAAT A I E LS, EX T
ot A& (A E RIALHIA A — 2D IIRY . SR =, FEARRIGTFUH NAZ G BERAR M 2 5, DMERE b
B G LKA AT IR R 3R S AL FE LA

5. &t

AR RUIR : 1) SRS RE LA R FIARAT s 2) & SUEAEILE A 28 At 4T R #4620 o
SAER, BIOR 22 AR A B P 28 A A AT 0, Rl A2 STAR M I 2% FABAT Dy 3) o RE
WA SRS A R SR AT N R R AERT, BRI T 2028, 2 SoEns SR A 2 R A 4T D9 i
A RN 5 A TR R R
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