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Abstract

With the advancement of the times and technology, the network society has flourished, and the
research on network pro-social behavior has also yielded fruitful results. As a new generation of
young people, the frequency of adolescents’ exposure to online society has also increased signifi-
cantly compared with the early days of the Internet era. This study aims to summarize and analyze
the recent literature on middle school students’ online prosocial behavior, from the differences
between offline and online prosocial behavior. This paper reviews the measurement methods and
influencing factors of prosocial behavior, and provides references and suggestions for cultivating
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young people’s online prosocial behavior. Finally, this paper believes that the current research on
adolescent online prosocial behavior has the following shortcomings: 1) empirical research is still
lacking; 2) the experimental paradigm needs to be optimized; 3) the research objects need to be
diversified and specific.
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1. 51§

FEREAE AR A SR AE D LA DAL R REROR IR B, TELIBR IR A2 395 v 0 82 FH AR A R 32, d it
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2.1. MEFHLITHRRER

B ELICI (R K e, 28 4 2 AN IR S AL 24T i 43 BRI AL 38 O . — D7 T, S AEILSE
AL, FEMZS ISR AT FERER I SR 24T, SRS N A MR Z AL, Fr AT
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B MRS, WEMIZE kDX s B B PF B0t BRAE X AT NIRRT 4R M
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T D AELE M S AT A o S EER I RRIE DA R R a3, Blin A B RS RIS ST R, JF
BRI SR IR 2 AT A A ABREUA], 1053 A A F F 4R (Radke- Yarrow et al., 1983); JEAhA:
T A F LRI SEAL AT N SRR, A5, 2014); MBHEERIEK, FAOEARINE
AT NG A %5, 2015). BVEM L 2 EE N ARt AT N R B HEESRHAARSR, A
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23. BLENEFAITANNE
2.3.1. MEx

I 25 W B A R 24 S A 23 AT R BN N & 7. A7 Wright AT Li 7E0F SE ISR 4 2547 N
EM &G SAT IR AR, il THDEMB AT RER. ZERE 4 ANTH, 502 ¥
UFiE . PRALR B, LB AR NSRBI AT, Bl R S Bl B SR DU R AN [R] X 28 °F- 5 2R A |k AR T
H iR AT NI4T B 1 (WA B 9 (B R)IPE4r, B2 AT T H P31 1 E A 48 55 4L AT N
11357

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.123105 887 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.123105

{ZPSIE

A2 N 28 5t AT MBI T, S 0 R 3 55 (S e, 5, 2010) 55 ANl (K75 /> 4 WA
R ATNER, WERCUE 6 ML, 2AlRATH. AT, Rt RNE. HER, B2,
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2.32. LIk
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Fy Rl R JTE N RAESS, B M4 rp 3 e Bl e O B, 8 sl R A1)
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HEHAT, ST AR AR Z , (HRMNERA ST ARSHE A EAEE . A7 #E (Guo et
al., 2018)EH X ILE AL AT N G I SSRAL AT AR RIATIR T, SRR, BT LM & 15EH 2
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A DL 3[R g E 26 A S 2k 4 7 (Subrahmanyam & Greenfield, 2008). X SeHF 78 #RIFI T 28 N 548 FHISEHE
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X TR TR SAT NG M Z SR 24T N 8 R IR B i A 0 2 SE R M B e . 36 [F) A B8 B 4]
Fe N T R DA B AEECT S AT TE I B TR) Br 4 2 TR] R AR ABA T (Boneva et al., 2006) . Fifi 5 Bk 2 1)
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77, 2011)0 HERMI ARSI B0 B A4 TR A RR m ROME SRR A5, A5 I 2 S i AT D FA) SIC it SE 0 (4 e 38
HAZHERALE SN (] B, ARG M )z BAR A ATV 2 0 R R4 PR 21T 5
ZEORAL AT AL, EOVRART TR, PIE RIS RR . LR A2 R . Joe Cox HIBTTT4E R EoR
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HCRAE AT IR SRR
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HT, 2800 705 DA 2 S84 2 AT A E IR AR &, SR F0 71T AR &, A4 EL BRI Fr) 4 FH A3 (Frey &
Meier, 2004). P4 i (2= e 5045, 2008) SEARB(Wright & Li, 2011). #E&SC R (R 2045, 2016).
AR FR(S A1, 2017). X ZRA EFKINEI(Erreygers et al., 2017). 1545 (Erreygers et al., 2018b) LL AN N &
) B (T A G, 2020) 554N B X 268 S 412 AT = A B 5l

BWE (W de, 2010)FaH, 52T DR 28 S 247 R I R 3R R B0 RT BAAR N FARRRAE . S2AARFAIE A
SCARGERHE . AW FEE VN (EBEE, 2017), 20U 28 IR 855 DA K55 /04 E 4 oA 1S DR 3% A L s i) v 2
At AT N . G5 A I SRR PO I 28 A b AT N S AT R R B L, ASOAHE D I 4555
AT NP S AR IR RIE . T AR MARSRAE DLW SRFIE 6.

W LG IR EERFIEFR M2 2% B S i E e, B HE L. RETME. (EatsE, IR T A
1R ) IR 28 o SEILARFAE, 5 1) 2% 4 2 SRR IR EIORE BRORA TRV SRAS R I R 40U X BRBE 2 I HH SR 1)
FHIE AW T (R RTHESS, 2021) 2 310X 286 Hh AN [ 155 55 (10 BELVE 7 [|] i 8 52 10 75 /D 4 X 28 S p L2 AT IR =2,
TERRRR A BB AR S T AR R I H SR I 28 S84 AT A o TR IR BRI S 5, IXATRE 2 T VH AR I B ie
WNERL T DFEFETERIE S, 2 HIUE T REE RSO 855, 2017), MRS %A B TA
PP AR AL 2347 9 (Harman et al., 2005), [KIbk, 78IRS 275 D AR IR A BRI 26 0F, AT ol A At
ARG R WML AT A WAL BRI SE I — R E I T, (5D FEE R R b2
¥ OBk W 2SR R, AR —FERRS B2 IF RIE T A1 4, BT A— AR A e 1) DX 28 KA 15
{3k L Y 28 S A 22 AT AR AR AN B BRI — N A o

A EAMRRHER D 224 B N R, Blan B FAR . SEAREREE, RS A S R
547208, BIan B FH AR, #E REN S . 00 R R AN N8 1 AN B B8 % Y. 25 T
et AT NI, 2020), UEDFEEMNKE ST RME BT LN EEZ SEEN, SFEFERE
SE FVERGE(Wright, 2014), XA R T HRMERK LR EGFE, X MR RN EER N 23— D ik ATR
P28 S5 A 24T . EETER, R E D FEH RE R A N et AT A ER T, X8, 2021).
AW FR T D EREARRING . SR ) RORE RS B, ST ABATT A RN AR AN T 2 08 D 48 23 4 2
ITRRIF A 26 R R EIER .

X GRFAE I 2 i X 4 S 22 AT N 4 52 3 BT R I IARAE , B andt 2 BEES . WSE P55 . WK,
TEMZE 4R, #1423 PE 55 5 4% [A] PE B # R sE MRk B E 3, 2018), FhoxE B 1 el mT RS i AN A R AR
M1 45 (1) 7= A5 (Henderson et al., 2006), 1fi #E 251 BB T T MRS R = = A AR IRV IB 45 5 A0 RRURIG 1A S 9
T 199 288 N B A5 A 22 52N R I I £ SR Ak 2347 (U 7 55 2021)0 XU, B2 A R UL, 4
BfcE RO HEINAE, BERAHESFE A E WA DG RICEAL ST NNESR, AERESRIE S # &
L 24 SR A 22 AT A
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RAERE, FOEMMLE SR AT R (e, §57, 2011 FRELE, 2015). MITHARE
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