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Abstract

Through a quantitative review of existing literature on attachment styles and degree of Internet
use, this meta-analysis applied attachment theory to explain individual differences in the degree
of Internet use from the perspective of interpersonal communication. In addition, different types
of Internet use (social use and entertainment use), age and gender were considered as moderators
of attachment styles and degree of Internet use. Our meta-analysis was based on 36 studies in-
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volving 14,130 participants with a total of 109 effect sizes. The results show that attachment an-
xiety is positively correlated with the degree of Internet use, while attachment avoidance is not
significantly correlated with the degree of Internet use. Types of Internet use only moderate the
relationship between attachment avoidance and degree of Internet use. Age moderated the rela-
tionship between frontal attachment anxiety and degree of Internet use, while gender only mod-
erated the relationship between attachment avoidance and degree of Internet use. The implica-
tions and limitations of the research are discussed.

Keywords

Attachment Styles, Degree of Internet Use, Online Interpersonal Communication, Meta-Analysis

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1 T4

TERE 20 19 4R H, HECNIE ARG WA EHET, BHEACN L, TR KA 63%M A8 LIk
M (Internet World Stats, 2020). H.ECPIERZIHbGZ M T FRATHI AV, JCIHEIRATHAZ i /7 X (Prizant-Passal
et al., 2016). SCUEAF 7T B BRI 3 B kAT ABRAC it (Kraut et al., 1996). BRIk 22 (1) FLIE X R FH (A
FEASIEAAR  #EAE IR, IRER I RR) IS TR TR B O . AR ACEHAR D TRV IE A TLE), AN
REWS BE 47 Hh A AN BROC &R (Wang et al., 2016). FIBEM B EE T ANBRAE 1, 1723 il 32 BLARRE AT
WA B R AL BN BROC R, DR AR 78 XA D9 I 0 A A A 456 FH B IR DX i AT+ S8 W B3R 4 1 &3 I A A
(Chen, 2019). &R 2 HRIF PRI T AR RS ELIDE A 4 FH R P s . SR, B0 IO 9 R 7 —
T LI ELI X A AR B S AR A 2 IR &R, JF IR LG R A—8 N 7GR — @8, &
BIF 9T R 8170 5 B [ BT 1 A SR AR A XU AR TG DX A TR P i Sk . e H I R AE DA B L) Bt b — 28
F 52 H NS R SRS 2 MR &R, HRNE TG ig 7 .

AW TN B A I I A FE PR TS XAUAS 5 A FHAR B R, EZe T LR AN ). 1)
AN RIS ARG AATE FLECPS IR ER BAEEZE R 2) BRI AL, AR A 2 By T
A KRGS T SRR FE G R

He
2. 5=

2.1. {RIRIE

1 Bowlby (1970) B e H AR EAE AN, MRRIRAIR T2 L5 MBS R B5l, $5l /2% ) LEEm
e 2 Fop T S 75 i 6 B Th () R SE#E % R . Hazan il Shaver (1987)¥436 FAKAY R 24 TR I8 < R AK
Ao FISGHER T A T TR MM A — A A R (Bl i, 224 [RLEER L AR EE A (Ainsworth et
al., 1978)). SR, AHEFEM, ERNKBSIE, XPAMEZEFEESEAGEELE, MARENEE
(Fraley et al., 2015).

Brennan 4%(1998) A MK AR A & N B S8AE i AR 22 5t AE MR AR R FE AT 205 [ gy AN FEE 1 AR AIE . K
AR R AMARAE T RORE OC R IN FARBAD N AR L8 B 7 AL o AR S M LA & B B0 AR A R
gt N E AR DA At N AR ROGRFE . B TARATTE NBR oG & rpont B JRANME = AR M5E, ik
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AERREAMRLEAT NS e 7 A 26 )32 S S vk, DR AR TR W R 2 S A SRIE IR SRS A IATT . K
5 [ R PR N BRSNS 3 5C R IO FARRR L, DARORH N BE T I ANMBEAERR L o v [l g (> 4 R
GBI R S8, H A B AR DUAR AR B AT A AL . AR T R 3 R R I HE SR =15
O, RS TRIEEA AR T FE 4\ (Fraley et al., 2000). AS[FER AR RS NMA BA A F 0 B4 R
R, R IIEIRM_E A A BRI R BEXT 2 U A BAT MRS IR 51 70, e MR ER A v R [
TSR] e A A (R AR LB P FH AR AL o

2.2. BHEMIERA

HREMAREZRASCAH 50 4, U2 F0E 0 BB S 1) 28347 THR% . Gatignon FI Robertson
(1985) I\ Ay FLIR WA FH 4 PR A4 P55 BIVSE FH (R 0R BE AN B o A PR B s SR FH () B R) i, i i FH
T RERE O AN IR ELER {8 P SR AR R B o IR FEAN T FER R T ELIR X A P PR B AR RR B . ALK, Blank A1
Groselj (2014)% HECPIMEFH 0 =A@ BoE. SREvERAT R 2R . BoE 2 ds TR FH iR, £
FEPERFEAMRTE W EREAT ARG S IR E . BUR R 2 FEE R T 2 AUt IO ER E AN 15, i 2R A2
Fa AN A R RE B  4 OR . % IR DR FE bR, BT 50 o K s FH R B e SR e FH PR e [ B
EpE

SRIMT, T ELRM A 2 MR Le 2R 7Y, DUAERR S5 A3 T AR SE 3. HEBR 2 B AR I ELIE i Bl Kl
SHIBEAL, R HE T E W I 2 =28 #E32. 15 B AN SR (Hamburger & Ben-Artzi, 2000;
McCloud et al., 2016; Wolfradt & Doll, 2001). & F i S EX = FhRB P IIAFEL R FIE s A
HiE SN (Reiner et al., 2017; Tsao, 2013; Zhou et al., 2014), {HiX L5 EAK K E Sh# 0T LGN N BT T 30 i) = Fh
HKA, Kk, AT EBME N =R S (B RFRAGIREA . BARImE, e
FIAFEMINR . BIRFIE R IR A M A S RS, (5 8 SR EEAE . & T
PEEE ST ORISR A FE AR . PG NG S PR TS B 5

MATEF BB IS B =l ABRACAHEBINL. T HEMBIHUAILR SR 3L (Pornsakulvanich et al.,
2008). TEANBRZEAEST, HL N, 4 EAcf KA AR s FEAPRCR T, 54 TEH
AL, 28 EEBE AR VUANRIE: BEAAVESS N, SME BV, BB B s B AS gRD, X
HLE I A F T 25 SR HI (McKenna & Bargh, 2000). PRI,  FLBE R AT BE &35 2\ s 7 SR 0 g s 7
Ko

2.3. IRIERB S % EABRZHE

WA HR R T AR A AARAFAE,  IX 28 ARG HRRAE R IUAEAMA I P38 TAERR ,  HEpl & o s
FE R AR AR B8 (Brennan et al., 1998). fHJ&IX SERFAE 2 SR I AL ST I TR T N BRASHE R, R3S T HLBR
W2k LI ANBR B S rPe il S AE R M. Yaakobi F1 Goldenberg (2014)#R 5T 7 XA A B, B R ITAMA
FEAEAE 3 E RN BR G R T, AT LA B 22 4 Ak 72040 ) (1ER R R AT [l ) (4 A4 B R e B A8
Hl, AEBEZHINA: SRS RMEAS LT 2 1B S MR m R [ 5 AN T B O A
2, WERATREFENSMARBRR. AR, AR RIEAMELEL E AR 2RI 5 TR
T N BRAS A AR R I AS A AR R, 30AIE TR AR ER 7E M4 2 B b (9 R M A& F P . {H2& Ponder (2009)i8
M EAMEAELE EANZE N IR . BIREBEHEACPREEE, KW T ARG R. R, 2T HE
Ay B AR TE WX AR B e A AR AN AR, B2 b [RBEA A0 BAIG, T HLAR AR [l 5 28 B IRR FE M
SREEMI IR B, XKW, SLTMAPRKRMI, @ik EENMEEE 5L R HAT
H R TR R R R ARTERAN A B R R AR AL
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R TIE TR TSRS M A R A 2, MRS RS MA S T3 TR ERIZE T 1A BRAZ AL,
AHERMNIRT R BIRP T AR B8 AR, EERAIIFA DN ENTEART E. KSR
LS M w5 P (2N = e e 7R K (B AN 78 RSSO 1% P N T i g £ - N TS S0 £
TR MRAE MR, JATION, KRB BRI 2k B2 A BRAAE, FIOVE
BRSO 7K F B 44 00 rR o (R SR DR AR [N I B 7oK e TR RS IMA I 2 L 5T A
PR ASAE AT REBCA 22 5% -

24. KTBRBSEEMERAERE

AP FEAL NN B 2 A 1D £ FE AR AN (R 2 XA AR TE ELER A FHAR B B 22 5. BT AN A AR 2 IXURS
MEB AR NBR TR, AT B LA FHFRE AT RE A R . —ARUER, (RN AR B AN A B e 2% 0%
AR, ABATEA ARG BB AT ABRAS . PRIk, ARAEE RS AT AR ELIC A R B R IR ARG . A E
T, AR AR FE LR B0 R, AT AN, BRIk, R R 38E TT 5 ELIRE A R A AR
Ko

[FIRERT, AN R 2 AR AN A AE AN [ S R 1) EL 0 P s FH ot v R A AN (RS AR BE o I IR A 22 XU A
LGP e 2 2 R 7 AR R AL A A R R R SR A AN A T, SRR A R 545 SBT3 SR 2 AT [ 0% R A
FIR A o FEASAE (1 p kA2 A L 4158 ki 4 ) i DA R VA @ AN ELE, AR RR S G — I BB R R
(Wang et al., 2016). B T #EAC I Ab, % SR A8 (A IR 283 ks e N I3l 25 th & — el i AR A B X R A
O, AT LABCAER T A BRI R AL (Ferron et al., 2016; Herodotou et al., 2014). H:38 {5 FF AN 5 A5 FH 4B
eI MR N BRAS AT R, (AN R AR XU AN Pt BB P FH SR 28 ) (i G B A ) o AR S A FE AR AT i
BEZ AT DGR . RO A 2 HIRKEE, A r sl iR % KR,
MG SR AT AR 4, 5 N SR 5 . A, AR [ 3B/ R e B 22 (10 8 A A R B D (R 458
SR o RS A PT RE 2 AR [l B AMATE N PR oG R R BT T2, MR SRR NS B
FIEE 4 ()25 8], B A A 20 [ i B /A4 P\ B 75 3R (Kowvert & Oldmeadow, 2015) .

ESEHTIBI FEAR I, 9 02208 DX AR R ot I8 Do) A FH 2 284 1 O RAFAEAS— 8. ldn, FEHASAEA |,
AR B 25 4 R T DA 35 T 4 22 456 FH (Blackwel et al., 2017; Liu et al., 2013; Reed et al., 2015), {Hik
BRI AR KIS 8 8 5 4158 A8 B 2 (B AE S5 35 AH D% 1 (Jenkins-Guarnieri et al., 2013; Marshall et al.,
2013); [AIM, JRAE —LURH 53 I AR 2 [0 k5 4 A2 A8 2 [RIAEAE SR OG, (HAE SGMEIFAN 1835 (B ke, 20175
JE 8, 2019; Hart et al., 2015; Morey et al., 2013; Oldmeadow et al., 2013). 7E%%Rf#/H L, Jordan (2010)
IR 7 XK 5 45 A8 FH 22 1) V% A S, T Limke-McLean (2018) A& B AR 2 [ 38 5 15t o A FH 22 [R) A7AE 35
F B o TR — St 7t 36 IR T4 58 S A F e FH A 2, 1T 3 — S F 9 IR S8 — b 458 9 3 (U1 Facebook),
UbAh, X B AR M BB i, S TR FE 2R . G LR, A4 ar
NWFE, 383 7653 B il e AN TR 2 XUR 5 BB A F R FE IR R &R

25 FPTE - Fib

DMERF R BN, WA X 43l 5 421 28 1k (Chopik et al., 2013; Chopik et al., 2019). K75 EAEH H WY
MEDFIE B R, 5 EE R IR TEW TR W ELE R 22 e A R, 2 ER
W, HHEMBERNRK. FIAF WA, BOV— Nt mand fR i, 588 B aes
SFAME R FE AN SE 35 3¢ 77 £ B (Roberts et al., 2005). fEIX —id A4, IRASFEERLIE T RE S 15 3 21 .
T 7S [ B R SR 25 56 R IR AU, R AR RRFEE A BK BRI T 2 R 5, A v RefS 3
et AR, MRAN A FETT RRBE A S T B, 7 0 2 [ LA A £ R R I H B R A Tl A 1k
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TE5 EIC S FFE DG IIBE Fe 9, A Fi s R AR5 AN o] DL A B IBE I AT 4122 9 H 3R A3 4L 3
FF(Baams et al., 2011), AW FE K ILALAE Wk A] LA B4R A2 A W6 73 (Hardy & Castonguay, 2018),
5 A 34T S i (Adebayo et al., 2006; Barker, 2012). 4E4 N A A2 2 M f F BB . X R IAERA
L ZBENEHERMAGRTR, MATEL ERMELEZMAGRRR &FH MR EHEARAGRE, %
BT S R P, FER NIEAESE 4“4 H M (Lauricella et al., 2014), {B& MK fE dix se i RiE %A
R JRATIR B4 N A K AT B Al e A1 (Seifert & Schelling, 2015). 4F5 N\ 5 £ i i EC BB X2 R A A AT
K.

ZE LT, FRAMBR B AR AR S R 2 B A A S 1Y A T R D FLIC A R R, T A 28 [ AN A 7E A0 L
TGI8 FHRE B BN BB SRR 1L

2.6. AHEE - 45

e HT A 78 38 8 TG 43 B LU A U R 1 ) 22 S, RIAE A N, AN [ A JRUAS AN A PR 12 1) 22
S8/M(Del Giudice, 2011; Li et al., 2019), 432 FIREA . M4 & 5 /12 K 520 .

TELERPE RS b, AEEE R ZE R Sear it Fa R, Lo 58 5 0 Ad B 41 A8 A4 (Correa et al.,
2010), FEHTRRIKSNM B, BIAN4ER SR % K BT A2 B S . 5 T V5 10— &G R
(Krasnova et al., 2017). BtAk, ZotESARECE A E 2 MR, EHASEAR FAE 2 i (At 5 £
(Metastasio et al., 2016). 4R 554 51 5 WL F-IF Rk (Lucas & Sherry, 2004), {H 55 1 5= 283 2k 8 20 1) e ok
Tl 58 AR 1 B YERGR IR (8], FRF U R IR 2 A B I X I 75 SR AT () (Rehbein et al., 2016).
SR, SRR 72 AR AR (AK et al., 2013; Dufour et al., 2016; Fortson et al., 2007; Frangos et al.,
2011; Tsai et al., 2009), Zeit R 2 A8 H ELHRBEAT IR AU AT AL A2 Wty AEL 55 P A6 1) 35 FH TELJEKC Y
NEFET . BULE LRI AR 1) €17 R 3l B PN 2%

ZE b, A AR S UM R B D e PR b VR AN 4 . ZERT AW ST 2EA B, FRAVBGRAEK
AR B R RGBT, A E L2, BraAE 2B REH.

2.7. UEARSTE

PR, AR AR AR 5 LR R RS B AT FUAE 2 AT R SCRR P AR VF 2 A AL . B 5B, AFERTF
ZABEERTIENEER, KR L EEE RSN S A R 2 MR 5. Rk, RExR
TR A AN ELIER ) 1 FH AR E (10 E T8 LR 3EAT 1+ 2 4F, (AR U2 55— YO AR 2 XU AR LB A e FH 7
JEZ IR R RBEAT TN o B, SR MRAS XRS5 IR Al PR P2 2 [ R 9 A2 i T AR b 3 ELHR
PO FIZE AL L ARRS AP IS PR L

Bl AHE T R AT SR, DUELIBRME SRR L SRR Dy 1 5 A2 B (el S8 B (i 7e
AR, BFOE BRI TE S — RS B TR, AR 2 MR AFRT
R, SHREEBIRAANRE, HIERTRARGEERE), WU S TR R FIREEE (5% R AT 78 70 #r
MU TT, I A NP 28 10 A L 32 P A B VR AP L IB A o PR JEE P 22 57

3. ARG
3.1 XEkiE:

B, ALELXT CNKI. Google Scholar. PsycINFO. ProQuest Digital Descriptions. PubMed.
Web of Science HEAT VEAHI4E 2 KRR R CE . AEH LA SCH ] ARANARE . IRANERRE . AR ml58E . BRNAK
WL IR HECRE . ARG AR AR Facebook. PIZEAZIL. MIZEIHERK. L% tE (L
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FEBATHEZR A, HATBA R FERE . R BIA AR RAT AR TR . SCRkAS R S5 #2020 47 6 H
1 HRRMSCE. &1 MRS RS . A 6 DU I AR 515 fa S0k 241 IUE S0 kR,
T 274 W IT o G I R FR B 2L, HERR 192 T T, JFalid 0w A VEAERIT 82 T A A 0 AR 1.
e, 36 WA & N AR R BUT ik b . Forb CRRMITISCIR 26 F8, ARARRZAMIRIC 10 6.

515 FRSCRRIE S HIE B R
Google Scholar  (k=122)

PsycINFO (k=107)

ProQuest Digital Dissertations (k=87)
PubMed (k=56)

Web of science (k=116)

CNKI (k=27)

)

515 R SCRR B I i

k————»zﬂﬁiﬁm?giﬁﬁ%

274 R SCER B I i

————» | 192 FSCRR B T AR B B R

v

82 RXMPEEXHE

46 FRSCERBEHERR

28 BICERBA KR4
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v

| 36 ITREBA

Figure 1. Flow chart of the search procedure
B 1. SCRRFE Rz E

3.2. PMAFIHERRIRE

FEEr LU PRAERI SCE AN 1) WFFCL R SHIERTE B (RI 2R . SIS AE MR FERRAL): 2) LG
PRI TR A P RE E (0 S A R (9 B Rp N 8] L D7 R 4%) ;s B) ASHIT F b AT 75 R A XU F) T A 4
S FRACE: A 0 25 7 TEL G ) 2 PR 2 P58 A A 00 2 1] AR SR (), BN SR T A KUK 55 A A EL TR A i
FEEZ B AR 4) Z25FNIEFEN, AMEIRKZAE .

3.3. wIBEF

PATSFFE I AFRHERIT TCREAT T U0 gihd: B, RRISTE. SCERMOHTIAAIRS0) MR
HERME M, FEARR . PRIER AL E 0 b, LSRR8 s 20 o it 554 Ay R 7R f EL R A5 1
FEPE ARSI (r) o
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3.4. BIRALTES 54

34.1. BB

FHOR R BRI T A AU 5 BP0 A D, P OR P R AAOBE R R/ e I SRAERIE 7
Hh (] I A 00 B A OC REUAMR AR OC R 3, MEFRAUE A OC R EL,  PIATRATR TLERP (S FH 2R AR08
AR 530 dar e 0 A2 PR 5 LI I A PR 2 TR O RIS . FEFRATTRI e, FRAT DI i A A DG R 2
45K Fisher 1 z {8 (Borenstein et al., 2005). A T {E T ks, P Fisher 1 z B A9 4 [FIAH O R4

34.2. EE

R B ASHIEFC A 4L S8 A P A G5 SR A5 R 0 B 2 PR sE TG B 2R A8, I XS B IBG I A5 FH R 1 0 2 e
FEITA] . ARAE, DR GAE A — AR A AT e 24 2 MRS XURS RN BRI FH R P R 2 S RN . AR T, AR 4t
B TC A HT BN A TR L (. RISk, N T A IEFRHER DARRER B [ —FEAS I v 2, B 7o fd
R4.0.3 #1F1¥) robumeta T. £ (Fisher & Tipton, 2015; Hedges et al., 2010; Tanner-Smith et al., 2016)# {7 fa
{e 77 2 Ak 11 (Robust Variance Estimation, RVE) . RVE 1 % v & [ br itk 2 L% FE H AR 5% P (Tanner-Smith &
Tipton, 2014; Tanner-Smith et al., 2016). A1, WIRITH M PNRIRE SR D 4, ET RVE 4t
T A BAS X A A] fE 2%k | 284852 (Tipton & Pustejovsky, 2015). ik, AIEMH RVE Kt/ #rh
i T/MNEARGIE, XS T HRAEEHEERT 40BN T, RVE & RA EMRRYE(Tanner-Smith &
Tipton, 2014; Tipton, 2015). AR 1 LN A A AY . AFW AP I8 73 U 15 17 A0 XUk A1 EL I IR £
FREEZ BB R FR o WOAh, ST 1 AP0 ARt 79 75 AR 708 XU FIAS 5] ELIEC X {5l FH 2R 2R 2 TR) R AR . I
ST R FH B LN AR R R Al 1

343 ZRRE

TR R T m A, BAE R AT Egger £58 (Egaer et al., 1997). 0SB SRR, H
Egger K461 p fE/NT 0.05, WIAZAE & R mfa . i 2 fA 3 Fow, T 25 R . Egger A4 5d R4.0.3
H1{¥) robumeta TR @5 Fisher’ z HAHSCHENERIARSR AT, 25 REH, FEAR AR IEAT H IR {5 A 42
JE(t(13.4) = —0.33, p = 0.75) AL AR 7 [ 38 A1 EL IR W A58 TR 2 (1(13.4) = —0.57, p = 0.58) A K Efmfar. [l
1, E TG AT OB B (A AT 5 00 AN K RT RE A2 F T R R A R o

o
. S 7 Yo
o o [ ] ‘ . o @
&® - ®
o N K ¢ bt
_ — y ’ K J
s o ° Qw" @ ®
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Figure 2. Funnel plot of effect sizes of the correlation
between attachment anxiety and degree of Internet use
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Figure 3. Funnel plot of effect sizes of the correlation
between attachment avoidance and degree of Internet
use

3. fKIBEEE S BBt MIEE YR =HE

4. RGER
4.1. PANTRFRFFE

PEMR AR B A 1B 3k 5 LI FH A FE 1 S 23 e, Grubbs (1950) 36 %A K B (E(G = 3, p =
0.051; G =2.8, p=0.1). F 37 TURMAIHT FLCCHRAI N EE N 36, {H(Marshall et al., 2013)— 5 SCERH AL
FEW IS R FE, PRI 37 AL ) e Ao dr . ~FI94E R 16.1~37.9 ¥ (M = 25.7, SD = 5.45).
% 5 \#154~932 N\, «tt:5 56| 0%~100% (M = 59.88, SD = 24.97). &2, HRTHIHT @88 K 14,130
42 5H A 113 MR

4.2. WEERIBEG RS

B, W2 1 FioR, MRANHE R 5 TR i PR 8 2 ) 52 58 3% 9 IE A 9%(r = 0.095, p < 0.001). I* = 80.37%
FHRE T BAFAEAR KIS o 1k o

Hk, WA 3, BRI R BA R fE RS S B R FE 2 R OC R . IR IE 54t
ACALFH 2 1) 5 82 25 R IEAH 5% (r = 0.087, p = 0.001), AT, HKAN£E RS 5 158 SR A I 52 A 6 25 1) IEAH 9% (r = 0.096,
p=0.012). JoEIAMSE SRR, AR RE S 1A F IR~ 35 RS AN A £ R85 15 SR A8 FH PRSP S8 RS AE R
N B 2 2 R (B = —0.007, t(5.08) =—0.12, p = 0.91).

= R RS B A AR R (Al 96 & (B = —0.014, t(15.16) = —3.01, p = 0.009). i
— BRI T AR TE AR A A FE RIS [F) ELIRC P FH 28 A 2 (IR T VR . S5 SRR B, I AT Ik A fE FE A
AR Z A5 R (P = —0.016, t(14.1) = —3.23, p = 0.006), {HANHY 515 R Ad ] 2 [a] (196 2 (B = —0.006,
t(1.37) =—0.421, p = 0.73).

SEUY, M E AR 7 A RN ELIBC Y A FH R B 2 (RIS AR 1 15/ FH (B = —0.002, 1(12.82) = —1.471, p = 0.116).
BE— 0 F0 T M B TE AR 7 AR EE RIS ) LI 3 FH 2R 2 2 IR TR . S5 SRR, MERITERAR AR 5 4
ZAEH (B =—0.001, t(10.9) = —0.817, p = 0.43) F# K FH (B = 0.001, t(1.21) = 0.138, p = 0.91) Z [A]#A L
TEH.
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£ RVE tf, W% E dHE/NT 4 (df < 4 (Tipton, 2015)). PR, 648 58 A 1: 1) 78 44 70 8 R RN 48 b 4
Z AN AR B B o A 4 BRI AT 5

4.3. KIBELRL RO

Be, a7 2 BN, AR R IR I ek R AR AT 2 [A] RN SB35 (R ST D (r = —0.03, p = 0.184). I° =
81.32%K WA 78 [BIAAAEAR KR 7 T 12k

Hk, WA 3, TR BT 74 m] ik 5 R R FR P 2 IR OR R o AR AR [l 5 4 A8 A
Mz A 2 2 F A (r = -0.05, p = 0.018), #ATM, KARIEIES IR 2 EEMIEAER( = 0.1, p =
0.021). JTIEIARILE FR B, A0 [ a5 05 o A FH FRD ST 350 280 S 35 KK 206 [ e 5 A8 A1 FH 1001 20 28007 (B
=0.028, t(5.06) = 5.44, p = 0.003).

BB A TR R [l ik I AR R AR R 2 [ 5% & (B = —0.002, t(14.87) = —0.51, p = 0.62).
HBE— B FC T AR R TE A0 [ 3 RO AN ) LI D 5 FH 2R 28 2 IR T TR o S5 SRR, SRS TE AR e 3 5 4
ZZAE R (B = —0.003, t(13.61) = —0.62, p = 0.544) M1 KA FH(B = 0.01, t(2.62) = 0.39, p = 0.14)Z [A]#A KL
TEH.

SEUY, P A A 70 [ 38 AN IR I ek AR B 2 IA) AN 2 I 5 4 (B = 0.003, 1(10.52) = —2.23, p =0.024) . 3t
— IR FL T M T AE AR ] RIS [ FL IO e F 28 B 2 (R AR T R o 5 SRR B, e 3t R4 R 28 [ AR e
2ZAd 2 IA] [ 2 (B = 0.003, 1(9.84) = 2.42, p = 0.036), {H AN 5545 Sx i Fl 2 18] (9 5% A2 (B = 0.003, 1(1.22)
=3.59, p = 0.136).

£ RVE w1, B @ /N T 4 (df < 4 (Tipton, 2015)). BRIk, 2645 63 A 51 726 44 720 [m] 38 A 45 0 A
Z RN AR F B o b 45 IR AN AT S

Table 1. The main effect of degree of Internet use and different types of Internet use on attachment anxiety
= 1. EENERRZE R EEEKMIER LR SKRTEENEQNRLE

Bl i k n r t(df) 95%ClI 7 2 p

HECMEEFLE 37 57 14130 0.095  451(35.3)  [0.052,0.138]  0.012  80.37  <0.001

A AHEH 31 43 12022 0.087  3.55(30.5) [0.037,0.137] 0.014  80.28 0.001

BRIRAE A 6 14 2108 0.096 1.87(491) [-0.037,0.228] 0.012  77.97 0.12
e, WRAEG ke MONEEG n, FEAE; r, HSERY df, A CIL, BEXE; © HSLMNKTE: 1P
F T

Table 2. The main effect of degree of Internet use and different types of Internet use on attachment avoidance
= 2. EERNERRZE R E TR E A AR SR E R E QMY

Bl i k n r t(df) 95%ClI 7 2 P

L R 37 56 13808 —0.03 —1.36(34.3) [-0.071, 0.014] 0.013 8132 0.184

A A% H 31 42 11700 -0.05 -251(29.3) [-0.099,-0.01] 0.011  78.98  0.018

IR 6 14 2108 0.1 3.47 (4.56) [0.024,0.181]  0.003  50.4  0.021
e je BEAEG ko SRS n, BEARES r, MICERSG dof, A CL BEXE <, ESMBEE; 1P
F T
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Table 3. The moderating effect of attachment style and degree of Internet use

3 3. RIS S B 5 A A2 B AT R AR 30

WA FELE
WA ES t(df) 95%Cl p
LI A 2R 2 -0.007 -0.12 (5.08) [-0.165, 0.151] 0.911
L AE RS -0.014 -3.01 (15.16) [-0.024, —0.004] 0.009
pgiedll| -0.002 —1.47 (12.82) [-0.004, 0.000] 0.166
7 [
WHA R ES t(df) 95%Cl p
LI SR 0.208 5.44 (5.06) [0.11, 0.306] 0.003
SRS —0.002 —0.51 (14.87) [-0.013, 0.008] 0.62
Pk A3 0.003 -2.23(10.52) [0.000, 0.005] 0.024

TE: ES, MMECGN TR, BAMRE 7 FRRPRENERENMG T FMC R W TIESARRE, BAHRE
RGN RVE T IH 2%, dof, BdE; ClL BEKXIE; p HEEREFEOREE D DR EHHeR
AR B RIS AR R R T RN R T R )

5. Wig
ASHIEFEMNBRAZAE I A EEARTT 1 MRS ARS 5 TLIR RRAE FHRR L IR S 2R, DL RPN R 280 785 52 IR X

PSR, SRR AR SR, JFHE— RS 1 AR ANV 3 7 P A AR 2 XU 5 T LB X e FH 2 TR 1) G 2=
AR

5.1. kBB FIEEXM(EAIZE

BATRIGE R R T RS S B Al HFEE 2 IEA S, (EAR R[] 58F 5 B 4 FHFE 2 18] 1 S 4
KENARE . RATINGRAT LR B, RS RS AR 1) ELIDE X {5 FH R B v TR [l Ak . FRAT TR i 9 A
¥ Yaakobi Il Goldenberg (2014)FI &I . ARANAE FEAMA LU AR (8 AF BRI ABRTER, AT 15E 4
HEMNETREERR. B, SKAREEAMAFLG, R A R T 58 AU A B B 2R AT A
BRAZIL, I HA s I B s P AR

Mz, AT HEE R, KAVERS B R 2 IS, R AR BN ATE
R R EAAEZE SR AWFFH, AR R S B Al P RE A R B AR R . TR
AN AT BE RIS, AR DA I N PR 75 SR A8/, B 0] e FH e 2R 28 1Y) BTG I IR 18 2509 2 B A 75
3K, AT I LA 2R A . FRATIE E IR 99 A5 FH 28 28 %) 30 4 R0 70 B SCRFIX — MR, KA i T gk
AT EVEAI R 8 .

5.2. B4 - BEEAR{EA KR

PATTHI 45 W I E R X FH 2R T 0% A TR T AR A B S L AR R 2 TR R R, AR R 54
A REEENIEMS, WEREEHEANEZERNIEMG. FEHIoRIAM S5 R UK AR E S PR B 5k
WA R 2R A 2 [ A O R TE R 38 22 o X 3R AR A R A A TE P b EL IR0 5 FH 28 28 00 1R v P 5
. M THREEESHAERH, AT RS ZarIu e —8, X R IR MR A A)
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Re A AL 52 Mk 5 SR 25 ) BBk & (Blackwell et al., 2017; Hart et al., 2015; Marshall et al., 2013; Morey et al.,
2013). 5K 5% SR8 ), Herodotou 45 (2014) 3 & 30 48 itk th 2 — P A SR A 2 RN B ok &R
7 BN TR AR UL, A {8 A B A5 AR A FH 58 R il SR A A TR N B R, (H F AR £
FEMATENFR R Rk = e 20k, MATRRZER T Re 2 M S M T DGR, — PR AL TLBR S A vT R G
RIS R, N TR AR AN, FRATUCHIR SR A AT R AL A A A — A e A

TR 70 [m e 5 B D) e P R B AR FRAT T R B 1 EL R A P 2R R (T AR P o AN [l 5 4L S 2
EWAEDC, TSGR 2R E R IEA DG . KA BB AR S S5 A N I TR ARG R, HA
PR RE/N . R4 Ponder (2009) A& A iR R AR [RLEEMATE LR A FE SR I B IRFR FE AR E S, (HARF T
S5 R AR AR BB AT B A AL AE A, PR A F IR B A2 PRI, X AN A el AR TE 28
AT AR EIEIRIE . SEATIAT TR I, RS RIEEAN A e R AN AEHE A PRk RAVEOG R, I
A A A (Blackwell et al., 2017; Lee, 2013; Oldmeadow et al., 2013). 4R, M 4% #E B A K
St — AN R A A B DA TR, A2 [ kA A 30 T 9 4 e 3K D 1 R R SR A% 4 ) A
AEWRIAE,  FF I P 3 B SR ORI ZE 5 I 2% 5 % 5% 28 ADR KA % (Kowert & Oldmeadow, 2015). [Alit,
AR [ AN A 22 e i B 22 )58 A i R A T AR T oK e — AN BRI R R, ARAR [lgEZR B A
PRk R R 528 T RIABRKRAE . T BB R, 7S R R 5 2 1 R R,
ARHE AT NBR A . X — 25 AT S04 T Ponder (2009)f45 5, BIAR S Al BEAMALE 28 E3E47 A B
AR N 224, SR, AHFFUAR I T AR [l 5 0 SR A R 2 (R OR &R, RSB BIBIE T T L —
PR A B A A 7E 1% SR A8 A R N B A8 £ o

gr b, TR RS ALRY AR Bk S B A AR 2 IR OC R, R R AR R S Rk
WG FHAR B 2 DG R o ARANEE FEANM A B 1 T AN B a8 £ 0 ELIDE I FH 2R 20 B 2 REE, T2 [
AN B — . FRATHIT 7 45 A SRR R R AR 2R b N BRAS A A 9™ e PRI FH 1% (Y aakobi & Gol-
denberg, 2014), FF& A FIURAS WA MARTE BRI (E 28R I 22 57 o ARARN AR IEAMATE SR b N FRagqt
RIS 28 R AL A, 17 A 78 [l A A DU R I AN [ (A e 78 [l B A PR A ] P 248 N B g
A, T AR I B 2 A B 44 PR HR A ()25 A AP SR JE A BR A R R

5.3. WY a4 - Fik

AT, AFRAAER AR B TR A AR BE 2 (R R T R o 33— 2D R IR AE KA AR R A AL
SAEHZ R E R o 25 SRR, BRI Rk 2 AR AN AR T B ) e FH R AN A A8 A P R A 2 . AT
RPN R NG RIS, A R ABR TR K. RN bR B AR KR T K
AL B m] I R fEAR (Fraley & Shaver, 1997). T AWK IL N, FRANTRES AR
i AR AR KT, BRUMARAT AN 2 B Ak A 0% R IR T SEME AT R] 2 14 (Brenning et al., 2013). {EIX A
%, AFA NRTTRER AT Ae 2 R H LB SR @ L E Z I ANBR K R 2817, BEAE MAFER G, At
WA B IR BON SRR, # 2 FHT IR AN 22 4, RO ABATT A A X 650 RPN KBRS T,
X A] BE £ FEARARA T 25 £ 8 /K SF-(Chopik et al., 2019). FEIXANS ], A AT 46 B8 £ (I a7 5 g b, [
W, AT ECE SR IEAT A SR A AT AT RE b o TEARTEFLF, FRATFFEA I 1E A% B
A I WA AR FE 2 TR A TS VR o IR AR T BT R ISR, A 788 [ ST ol A A v i o 4 16 ) 38
KARFFFRE (Chopik et al., 2013) . AZEMTZ, ABFFE IR A ¢ TR XURS A AR A BB 72 . BRI, o6
TR AEMCR KRS A SRS A R R, JRATTI 25 R R AN E I

ZE LT, ANWRFRIN, AR AR SR 00 LI I 5 P R T A 8 A B A T s, T AR 2 [ A A )
BABEFR IR MAR . 1X— 2R 5T & TR KU AR B AL — 8. 31X 7] BE S RF IR AN B
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WM EREMYE. Ak, EAEREER. 8%, EARFRT, S5E0THFERMN 257 %,
RGN 16.1~37.9 %, HURARXTERAIAME, BIAHE SIS FEHET B2 AR 75 2 1. K,
o IAREBIMI AR AR BARAGIEL, FRAAREE KRR, OS2 AR BRI,
AN AR LR I 27 2] i (Prensky, 2001) . 3X 8 2% G BUFE R AR AR FEAASE 22 3 s Y HLICI . A
RARHRIX —FTRERI R 2R . Ik, 7E45 S50 2 H .

5.4. B4 - 1£3

AT T A o) (AL MRS [ 5 LI R R O R A o it — P i R B, B kL
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