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Abstract

Objective: This study mainly explores the influence of family function and mental resilience on
college students’ online altruistic behavior, as well as the mechanism of action among the three, so
as to better cultivate college students’ online altruistic behavior. Methods: In this study, 314 ques-
tionnaires were collected by using the Chinese version of Family Closeness and Adaptation Scale
(FACES 1II), the College Student Online Altruism Scale (IABSU), the Adolescent Psychological Resi-
lience Scale (CD-RISC) and the self-made general condition questionnaire. On this basis, the rela-
tionship between family function and mental resilience and college students’ online altruistic be-
havior is analyzed. On the basis of establishing a mediating model, whether mental resilience has a
mediating effect between family function and college students’ online altruistic behavior is tested.
Results: 1) There were significant differences in the mental resilience of college students in gend-
er and average time spent online each day; there is no obvious difference in whether singleton,
registered permanent residence location. There are significant differences in family function
among college students with different average time spent online every day, and there are no sig-
nificant differences in gender, one-child or registered residence location. There are obvious dif-
ferences in online altruistic behavior among college students of different genders. There are dif-
ferences in the level of network support and network guidance among college students in differ-
ent places of registered permanent residence. There was no significant effect on the online al-
truistic behavior of college students whether they were only child or not and the average time
spent online every day. 2) Family function and mental resilience were significantly correlated with
online altruistic behavior and other dimensions. 3) College students’ family function and mental
resilience can positively predict online altruistic behavior. 4) Mental resilience was a complete
mediator between family function and online altruistic behavior, with an effect value of 0.114 and
a 95% confidence interval of [-0.014, -0.210]. Conclusion: 1) There are differences in mental resi-
lience among college students of different genders, and male scores are higher than female scores.
2) There was no significant difference in the total score of online altruistic behavior among college
students of different genders. Males showed more online guidance, online reminders and online
sharing than females. There is no significant difference in online altruistic behavior among college
students from different places of origin. Urban college students are more likely to get support
from the Internet and share on social media than rural college students. 3) Psychological resi-
lience acted as a complete mediator between family functioning and online altruistic behavior.
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Bai AT R(EZ A, BRI, 2005). WEFLREE, HET MZSIEEH A FF SRR, MG TIEFE S
IR AT A B, X, 2010),

PRAE A 55 NRIBIETE, I Z8 RIAAT AR R 2R R 2 MBI N B TR R SRBhE R 35 W 4 55 A
KR ZHROP R, 2015). BIANFHEEEEGH: 1) BEHAKANEA S FHAE KRS R. A
BEARNGREITHM LK 2) Ml SRR EENARE, AR Z AR b AT 9 1 1% B AN [
(Wallace, 2001). #FFTRAN, S BRI D), ZoMEES &SR iRt 2 M. 3)
W8 WA A SARE, AMEH B IR AR AT Ay, 5 R RIMbAT . SR R R
AR BB . OB (T 454, 2018). SUUSEMIEAFEMZ, BTSSR R, R —
5 RV 20T I 2% AR AT S SR /N T30, WIS, 2009) . [ B85 R 25 3 AT I 4% (1 44 P . J2 N 558
T B SRR

12. REThEEMXHR

FEEDIREIE NG E 1 BARRHERE, #iR Olson MBI AT i, KIEDRERAE TR
B B TS IR 2R . RBE R . S RE VA 3 UL K SO AP ERfAR A e o 22 e S ke S5 N, K2
RETT LA S RE 1 01 1) B CoAg KT 3R B R WS BF O AN SCHF o 208 LA IE R, AHF 7 7 AR T 5
X BESRTL 1A T BE X Lo RS R 2 ) A AT 9 IO, i AR Ollson 85 At 5K 2 D RE € S

K BE T REXT AR BN AT UM ff BE AR U o B 58, IS AE RS RGN, A
AT — MG B MEROAAE AERGETZRR, MRS NP RRER. XRZHAK
B BITRATRERXAN RS . BHEFERANINK, AREEMABMARG . KRR RERRK
RIS BT IR AE R EE P AR R AR B B AR 2 AR OB AR e th 2 2 SR BE DN RE R R, E T
RIS RE T RE 2 R MK B TALRESS J7 THI (A P45, 2016)0 FLIK, IRIEHEAL DI EE 22 2 BEE, SQCBHE
NEGT IR, SO T BB ECR . EXEDIRE R, A BT MRS S SR SEbR
HIRABAT O IRTEAE S 2016). FBEDHBESCMH DA AT 9. ARAE KA 2 I SEERT 7T, 80 K EE DD REZ I
HAE, ERBRAEA S BT AR Z (770 LA5, 2004). [FI, WA 07 R MR REI L 2 00 5
SERILAT N, FERBNE D FEEFAT N EE R (CE L, B, 2016).

1.3. LIRSS 5T

11K resilience (W SRR SERIAT L H, HIXAARIE FINE AR, AL ZGAFFE o anrE.
OEFRME . FIFE . ARPEEAHARPME L. OB XAk B LR R IR
J1v e BHEE PR EREARE T T T HAE. SKRERTEGUR TRy “PIE” . YONILREE It
TERN LG NIRRT I o AT 7 B 08 K L 2 — M RE s K R RE ST, R4k Br A
PE K B DR 28 PR35 rh o 75 BE R SRR AT WO BE o BRE,  ACHIF T SEA ) T <o BRI TN

MRAE AR SE AT TT OB RIZRR, K5 OB ML A SR 7 N =B B (% J= 75, 5545, 2002). 55—Firk
7 20 LB RTITAG, XA EOGUE m e 2 i x ) LB R R i AN A (s . 55 B BUT i s fa 2
Pkt LB R s A 22 5 5 = B EORTE J LB UK RE T AR 1, R R U5 () LZE R AN
RAEFTAE TG AT 1. XA BL KELBEY: K Anthon e BLEE SEIR B HF AR E NI —
A, ZHOLERMEA FARMER S, BAE R K IFBESRBUEUF A e, TE S T “OBFE” XM
(Anthony, 1974). Werner 55 \7E B B HGHAT I TE R, B0 28 338 558 A A7 S AN 80 sk A1 )L 3
FIEBERRIT T, 290 =7> 2 — 8w WS JLE e 8 R B (Werner & Smith, 1992). ABATTAMY &A™ E ) 1]
FAT Ry, T HARSF & AR, 0 H R B AR%5 0.
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N BT AR AR 50 RIFR R, JRD B AS NP2 AR JE R R R (5 f5 7, S3br, 2002). B9
NGARI, ARG R R K 5 AR T2, AT LAy AN N THL AR V& R85 5 T A5 a8 4% PR 5 5 1o (5 s
Sehr, 2002)0 AN N T7 T A AMERTSAVER A E AMEZL IS . AEVE T T 3 B SRR I KR AU
LAy, SR E e MMARE SRR, PR IOE RN SR E AR A R R ORI R R A
DRT 2 AN O B P s AR T P XU e o (OO BRBPE VS e ORI 2R 02, B /MR BT IR B 1 B FRALRE IR BR
SRS TR PR M %) 1) R A TR e D55 T AF 24 SRR O B 22 B ], LU OQVE R T SREE AT,
B E I AMA A SR SRR A, 2005). RN R R, OBRSAME 5AMARI AL S IE B
ODIFEERE . ERER. BRI EA XK. 1 Werner A1 Smith £ AXH B gE 5 1 1500 4 JLEBHATHAAE
ERAEFL, I B — N BB BT, O B AR M A B AR BT O B R I A AR OR U, B
fERE. B KT-Z5 480 58 = (Werner & Smith, 1992).
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14.1. RENESMEFIfBITH

E W EIR, FREEIAE R UF AR5 A 5 AR R A0 I 4 v SE R A A7 A Gl P12 %5, 2016). MR FEFE 231K
FE, SRS AIT ARYIRE L REHE S FIRE &K (Hoffman, 2000). FTLA, ZFEEIREE I @ m )
R R AR 2 S BN A FTRBLH RIS L 24T, WK EFHRE 7. FKEEREEenkins & Smith, 1990).
W 2 FIAAT g7 I T35 4 AT 8, REE DI ReAE N K BEA S 1) — 350, W Z IR B R R .
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WA R L AE (2003) A B T oS M P AR AP IR R, DO R RA A AR IR 3 L SR IR 3 R S RE DAL
MIRE . FEER TR T ZAFE LR R ARG . FETORDLRAF SCREMERISCRESE o 6 F4ERE O B R 1L,
PRAP PR FR— AN AT B 1 (VL3 e, 2016) . FREETNREAE A O ELS L (R PR 2, ARHE Jenkins A1 Smith
7, WMRAMEES X2 A RIFRR, ERARIZRET., XRS5 R0 BA R (B8
25, 2017). AWFFERM, RIUFMFEEINRER B TR AR K O HEB K (55, 2019). R TR
AR IO B T B B A, BRSNS PR R AR B F 4 (O ARIE RS, AMA B AR TR 2 R OB,
PRI O IR R . 2GRS IR (R B4, 2011),

1.4.3. (LIEEMSMEFIHRITR

X BRI A RMAT N Z AR R, R Z RGBS RIRIE. (HABTTERY, ARIFMbIT
NMEACHETAER. HRRERG, FAAETRES HILE G NIRRT . SO B AT N RN [H]
It 2 e i AN SR LSRR AR AL, B/ A B S i R R B < MR ML 55 23 A 2 AT D (CE SO 100747 5 2020).
Rao &5 NAESUI MR o K 24738 AR NI IR 0 =2, 0 R BUR BR™ B . RN AL B,
H DG {155 M1 E 9 i 38 B8 AR50 A S HEAT AT 9T, P R R ER KR, /£ DG /155 B4R
A0 e 5 R S B P KB (01, 2013). R NRMESE, Rt AR E AT 2
RILHARTHIARIMAT NE? BFTEH IR T BESR R A A7 AE o O RS A AN AC ST A0 8 s 7 AN 3R 5
FEIRAS T RAF IR JE R — RIS . Hunter 1 Chandler A 78 L, O BESPEE RE A% SR G54 FH 08 ISk Ak
R ). AECBRFE S RO T BT, EKSE AR, OB R S AR ROR T %6
GRUR RS AL A RGBS 7, OREREGR B BRI AT i R B (TR A 2010)0 BRI H A
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A RS AT 77 2, WIF 0o X 28 PR PR AR R Ak T 2 (R A A AL S 22 (A A AT D, A 75 RE 8 di v
AR 10 B SR PSR R AN FF) IO 2 A At AT g ?

LR LPNIR, fEFBEDNRE RIFIIEOLT , MRE MR IR MR R R AG LAORES, O BRSRERE 2 K
FER IO MBI T, Lo B R (A 2 G N RE 0 S5, A SE AR I N 5 2, T AR ) X
NOFEAMAT R, ZFHZAEEFEVNRR AT IR IR KEEDhRER M M A AT, R
VR FRAEAE X BE DY RE 5 X 28 FAtAT N Z IR h AT

2. Wigtigit
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1) A2 AR B0 O R SR A7 AE SN 5

2) N2 RAMHFRIEIRE

3) MBI LA MAT Iy, (EFAR N DA AN ;

4) Lo PFNE 2 AR TP A AR BAE SR D e % Rt AT AR

22. MIRF*

2.2.1. #i%
AW TP AR AR RO 2, I (] BB LIORE, Bl % 314 67, A RFE N 100%. TF1F
WA 1

Table 1. Subject composition

= 1 Wik

UNEE XS G N
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el
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= 103
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F
Vo) 183
2 NNEFBLA 33
2~4 /N 104

T4 R L P ]

4~8 /NS 115
8 AN/ BA L 62

2.2.2.
AT iR 1) A B 7 RS, 3] SPSS23.0 M F A . eid ik SHEW G2 5, A
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AT A8 P 5% B 53 B 5 3 B B 3R B — WR(FACESS M) K224 KB D R R AT D8 , % 3R R 2
PP SR NG R . XA BREA RIFRIERE, DR EREIUR, ERPEBLIR . BEARSK 5 Al FE AR
GNP 4 ADNERECR I, AR, 2016). AW TROR AL A SR K RE D RENG DR HERME O I E — IR

A B SR e g ) COR A 8 R AT R D) (IABSUYK K 22 A4 I 28 R AlAT A PR DL AT IR TT,
26 DNUIH, MSFFYEE . AR UL M40 YL MSRIEREYER . B REMUE RIFOF 258,
2011). IZERILZMENAT R AERIRLL 4 it 70, MREIE 2 AR “IA” B “82” , R&R[/D
B, UL ZE R AT N R B .

SR PSR G AT 1 i k] 14 7 /40 BRI 55 3 (CD-RISC) . R IAERE 73 R 4ERE . Ty 4t
FERRFIEAERE, ZERERE RIGF(R 25, 2016). ZEFRKH 0 GEEARZXH)~4 JLTFa21XF) 5
it oro

AU G B G DU R WAE R R AT L. PR, BT BRI R, 7 FTE
ooy “YEL” o CRKST 2 KT BERCPE BRI Ay “1ASVNRFBIN T o “1~2 AN L “2~4
NPT “A~8 ANNETT L “BANVINEFEL BT 5 ANKT

3. BRI
3.1 $tRhOEREMRI S

3.11 KFHLESMAETRMR LHERSH
3 2 IR, TR B WA R AR, U YRR PAX IR R A
AR o AN R 2 AR AR I L SR 2 P S o BRI 7 | 72 7 W R (p < 0.05), 4570 HE B AR AR

Table 2. t-test for psychological resilience on gender (M £ SD)
Fz 2. DIBEMFEMR LAY RIS (M £ SD)

4 (n = 213) H(n=101) t
IR M 62.22 +17.68 66.93 + 17.06 -2.230"
R 31.32+10.08 34.15+9.43 -2.371"
SR 9.79+£3.15 10.58 +3.09 -2.092"
J1EE 21.11 £5.84 22.20 +5.81 —1.547

E: LT ORISR 1%, 5% 10% 481 KF E R, TR,

3.1.2. REELEMMY FERTIME FHERIH
FUR A R A AR B R LR AEFEREAT ¢ AR I T, i 3 WA, SR A AEAE OB 2 AR
R oy EERUSALGE, TR S AR A A DB O ML R YRS PR RE R

Table 3. t-test for psychological resilience on whether or not to be an only child (M £ SD)
3 DIEEBMAERSME LAY t123(M + SD)

#&(n = 103) (n=211) t
LB L 62.48 + 17.05 64.35 +17.86 0.89
R 31.63+£9.61 3252 £10.12 0.74
SR 10.01 +3.30 10.07 +3.08 0.15
T 20.83 £5.76 21.76 +5.88 1.32
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3.13. XFHLERMERR P OMEN FHERSH

XA PR R 2 A O BRI AEREAT ¢ AT, AR 4 TR, AAEAS AR P RS A AR O PR

PR AL ELE RS LA, B BE N2

Table 4. t-test of psychological resilience across hukou locations (M + SD)
% 4. OIBMIERE S O FR7EHE t FRI8(M + SD)

A (n = 183) W (n = 131) t
LB L 63.72 +17.30 63.76 + 18.07 -0.12
R 32.48 £9.57 31.89 £10.48 0.52
SRME 9.86 +3.14 10.31£3.15 -1.27
J1EE 21.39£5.89 21.56 +5.80 -0.25

3.14. REEOIEFSMETRAF T EMEE ERESR S

M5 WA H, AE BRI TR 4 20K AR AR O BV ey S IR IR EEREEP <
0.05), HARYEERD EARE. S FERIEAH, fRTHEMEE 2~4 NN SEA, DB L
BIY R BINE . IR R TR BRI R 2 AN RUA L 4~8 AN/ 8 AN/ AR

K= (p < 0.05).

Table 5. Results of ANOVA and Chi-square test for college students with different Internet access times (M + SD)

=5 KEFEERELEMEEAES TR FHRELERM £ SD)

QAN 2~aAVNE A~ AN 8 AMRNEFLLE

2 75
(n=33) (n = 104) (n = 115) (n =62) Fi PR
NS iLE 5894 +20.60 6856+15.36 61.90+16.45 61.60+19.97 4271™ 1,3,4<2"
U 30.52+11.86  34.67 £9.04 31.15+9.31  31.05+10.89 3.229" 1,3, 4<2"
SR 9.18 +3.91 10.67 + 2.68 9.84 +2.96 9.84 +3.61 2.492
Jiett 19.24 + 6.54 23.21+4.78 20.91 +5.68 20.71+6.71 5.609" 1<272,4>3"
3.2. $TXREINRERI D HT
3.2.1. XEEREIREAFYI ENERSHH
2 6 ml%n, B, L RFEEEREDRE O LSS LS s 2R IR,
Table 6. t-test for family functioning by gender (M £ SD)
2 6. RIEDWAEFEMERIAY t #258(M = SD)
2z(n = 213) ¥ (n=101) t
FKEEDIRE 97.69 + 24.07 102.16 + 21.02 -1.60
RN 56.43 +7.81 57.24 +5.98 -0.92
i 46.01 + 10.88 46.83 +9.27 -0.66
322 REEREVRETME FHNERS
FHZE 7 ATAn, e A W 4R 24 AE FE R BE TN RE A 70 M S e 154y B R Z 5.
323 REEREWREARRORE EHERSH
HH2¢ 8 A&, ANE P EEI AL R 2B E R BE D RE Ao M e e FE 150y B R R ZE .
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Table 7. t-test for family functioning on whether or not to be an only child (M + SD)
7. RENGBESEMERN t /M £ SD)

#(n = 103) % (n=211) t
FEET)RE 98.13 +21.33 99.62 + 24.09 0.534
SR 56.33 + 7.62 56.87 + 7.20 0.614
PEVA L 46.13 £10.11 46.35 + 10.54 0.176
Table 8. t-test of family functioning across hukou locations (M + SD)
= 8. REINREE P OFREHAY t 11045 R (M £ SD)
A (n = 183) W (n = 131) t
FEET)RE 98.90 + 23.04 99.45 + 23.49 -0.209
SR 56.57 + 7.00 56.86 + 7.67 -0.353
& MM 46.39 + 9.95 46.11 +11.00 0.241

3.2.4. KFERENREA TR T LMEE EEZER S

12 O TR, [ TOURIE] (0 4 K25 A 76 SRR Th A b A TSR PRI 12 R % (p < 0.08), 7E3E
RIS 2 ROR R, MR IE R, AT U ] 2~4 AN [ S22 26 5B Tt 245 J 3

PELERE b EEARER 3 B TE A 2 AN /NP RAR . 4~8 AN/ i (p < 0.05).

Table 9. ANOVA of family functioning at different internet access times of the day (M + SD)
= 9. RENREEBRANE LMEER S Z 534 (M + SD)

2NN 2-4 UMK 48 AVNE 8 AVAFLLE

(n=33) (n =104) (n =115) (n=62) Fin’ PR
FEET)Re 92.21+24.41 10350+19.40 96.14+2429 101.02 +25.13 3.04" 1,3<2"
SR 5470+6.15  57.56+6.,57  56.27+7.76  57.10+7.91 152" 1<2"
I& N 4346 +10.67 48.14+861 4514+11.10 46.74+11.18 2.47

3.3. $tXIMGEFIMBITREY ST
3.3.1. KFEMEFITHEREMER LHOERSHF

H2 10 /A, 5. WNALRSAAEAE M SCRFYEE B 0 Z2 5 AN BT . ANTRIVE S K A 2B AE )
LEARIE . RS WIS Y E R E(p < 0.05), BAEMSH AR, ERFEREY, WEFH

1&4f%?%%l::l‘i%”%ﬁﬁ%(p < 0.05), ﬁﬁi?%%ﬁ%?%ﬁio

Table 10. Results of non-parametric tests for college students of different genders (M + SD)

#F 10. TRIMAXZEIESHRIELER(M £ SD)

4 (n = 213) H(n=101) Z
W 2 R AT Ay 55.05 + 16.50 60.21 +20.87 -2.24"
B SR 21.33+6.32 21.56 + 7.34 -0.42
M 2518 11.25+4.32 1351 +5.35 -3.43™"
W 2 43 =L 12.08 +3.79 13.46 + 4.87 -2.30"
I 245 $2 i 10.39 + 3.84 11.68 + 4.45 —2.46"
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332, REEMEFEITAERESME EHNERST
e 10 mT A, ANEREIA, KA Mg FIAT Ao J S e FE 1Sy BB R K 2200

Table 11. t-test for Internet altruistic behavior on whether or not to be an only child (M + SD)

< 11. MEFIMBITAERTIHER t 1M £ SD)

#&(n = 103) (n=211) t

W £& Rt AT A 56.42 + 17.14 56.85 + 18.65 0.200
P £ 3T HF 21.53+6.13 21.35+6.91 -0.24
M2 48 F 11.82 +4.55 12.05 +4.90 0.41

P 45 53 = 12.66 +4.23 12.46 +4.21 -0.40
) 2 2 1 10.41 £3.92 11.00 +4.15 1.20

3.3.3. REEMEFftITAEARR P OMER FHER S
M 12 I, ANFET DR RS ARS8 SCHE . 2 U FE A B 22, 1R 25 A Al
TR I e YA LW RIS

Table 12. t-test of Internet altruistic behavior across hukou locations (M + SD)

Fz 12. MEFIMITRHE, OFRERA t $38 (M + SD)

AT (n = 183) W (n = 131) t

W £& Rt AT A 56.18 + 17.58 57.46 +18.95 -0.62
EESES 21.02 +6.56 21.95+6.78 -1.23"
SR 11.97 +4.69 11.99 +4.94 -0.03
P 45 53 = 12.32 £4.00 12.81 +4.49 -1.01"

I 2% L il 10.87 + 3.84 10.71 + 4.40 0.34

3.3.4. REEMEF fthITAEBXIE R EMEE R ER S
13 13 AT, B3R 2 E O IR 1) 2% 557t 1) 4 2K S 2R R I 2% RIALAT D9 e 20 S HR P B8 WA
Ao W& 14 WEH, FRPH LM ESE, MERT &L RARRINAT L .

Table 13. Results of analysis of variance (ANOVA) for different Internet access times for college students (M £ SD)
#F 13. KEELRE LMAHEFESHERM + SD)

2 /NI 2~4 A~/NIE 4~8 /Nt 8 AN/IEFLL E
(n=33) (n=104) (n=115) (n=62)
W £& Rt AT A 56.72 +21.22 56.74 + 18.59 55.95 + 16.77 58.07 + 18.47 0.18
RS ESS 20.70 £ 7.24 21.56 + 6.64 21.48 £ 6.54 21.40+6.70 0.15
M 2545 T 12.58 +5.47 11.92 +4.86 11.78 +4.32 12.10+5.16 0.25
P £ 53 = 12.67 +4.79 12.47 +4.31 12.35 +3.95 12.87 +4.26 0.22
) 24 2 il 10.79 + 4.65 10.79 +4.33 10.34 +3.58 11.69 +4.15 1.49
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Table 14. Analysis of college students’ online altruistic behavior in relation to average time spent on the internet per day
= 14, KEEREFIMBITHSFIBR EWEEHEX 55

Bl R F35 L B ]
W25 F BT H 0.454"
P £ 3T HF 0.416"
EE R 0.301
R 0.484"
P 2% 42 0.229"

3.4. KEEREINRE, (LIEBEMMEF Mh1TREMEX S

HI% 15 AR, =AM EZ A B ARG (p < 0.01), Bl S e Dy e 3R I 08 o (1 o BB 1 5 3
LIRS FIAT o [, LB 5 R RIARAT A7 AR 5 38 IEA R (p < 0.01), B OEESEPEH B 53R
P 2% FABAT o

Table 15. Family functioning, psychological resilience, and online altruistic behavior correlation matrix for college students
2 15, RKFEREINGE, (LIEEBMRIEFIMbIT AHERIER

A5 1 2 3
1 KEERE —
2 P 0.07™ —
3 MZE AT A 0.39” 0.377 —

35. KFEEREINRE. (LIEBMMMEF tb1T R BRI RIS 4T

3.5.1. REThEES LEEE MBI o4
1E 16 on, [ RECH 0.408, R BH KR D RE RE 08 iR O BRRR M 40.8% 10748 7 & .
Table 16. Regression analysis between family functioning and psychological resilience
< 16. REIRES LI 2 [EAEYI S i
A A ERI3 R R? AR? t B Beta F
OB RKEEIhRE 0.640 0.409 0.408 14.709™ 0.485 0.640 216.357""

3.5.2. REThEE, (LERMMSMEFIMRIT RREIYASH

W FKEETNRE . OB 5 M R AT AT B B b, SR BEBAER 17, 2% 17 H, ATLUE
H, BENEEER R B VCNFEEDRE . OEFEME. ZooHIERECN 0173, KRB E EBEA R
17.3% M . HAPZRKEEDIRET] AR 15.1% 18 &, O BEERAVE T R 2.2%. MK 17 AT, PANTI
WA B [¥) Beta {H 73714 0.392. 0.203, 5t W] 52 2 Ty RE AN o B 35 0] 00 28 ) At AT 9 1 [ FEIUAE FH o

3.6. LR RETNRE S F b1 TR Z BIEI T T3

N T kR RAE S RE D e 2% R A AT g 2 1] PO B SBR £ o A0 AORE, A3 Amos17.0 SRS 56 I e A5
5 LR LA TR . JERE KN 2000 (R Z R IERIAEZHE 207 bootstrap {256 w4 28N AT A
Ko DIBRRZREIREN AR, LRk, @Mt RER 2 Mats; OHEFR A e, K
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Table 17. Regression analysis between family functioning, psychological resilience and online altruistic behavior

= 17. REETNEE. (LIRS FLE R 1T A Z BAYEIYI 4T

 kEm
RER prpen R
WA REDE 0392

IVt 0.422

RZ

0.151
0.173

AR? t
0.154 56.660""
0.024 33685

B Beta F
0.307 0.392 7.5277
0.209 0.203 3.036™"

IR R, EMHERETER 3 MERR: WERMAT NENE AR, HP N SRE. RS o
=OIRERE 4 S YEEEIEEA RN 4 MRS, SRESEE TR 1), #iT AMOS21.0 22 5 31T

BCE LA S, 45 A R HAA B R (VWA 18). # MBS A
AT 2000 % Bootstrap #liff, % 19 AIEH,

e

19.70

$g

RGP B, i Bootstrap J5 ik

Oy ER PR LR SR T R85 X 28 I Ath AT A 2 T 1) ) 482 3482 959% 1K)
BEXEXRAECFE0, p=0.001<0.01, ik [ OHGEAE = 2 BN R . G D) REXT I 2% 1
AT NI B RONAB K /N A 0.098, 95%CI = [-0.014, 0.210]454% 0, ilF B EL RN ANAEAE ;. HLIAI RN Z =
0.114/0.036 = 3.17 > 1.96, iEBHFFELEAIFERCHR, RO B S MEE K BETh RE 5 K R AT A 2 Al 58 4 A

B |

wate |

| k-4

REEFIAT H

Figure 1. Theoretical modeling of variable relationships

B 1 TEXRERER

Table 18. Intermediary structural model fit indicators

18, RNEMRB S BIRR

=2 CMIN/df NFI CFI IFI RFI TLI RMSEA
& 2.432 0.859 0.909 0.912 0.789 0.864 0.068
Table 19. Bootstrap mediated effects test
%= 19. Bootstrap RN AL
N . N o Bias-Corrected 95%Cl
BRNE BIERR BN FrifEi
TR R
BB FEETNRE— WS R AT N 0.098 0.056 -0.014 0.210
N KEETNRE — o B3R — -
A B2 P 0.114 0.036 0.050 0.187
AR R4 R4
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4. 7Fig
4.1, REEXZREINGE., DIEBMEMEFBTAEAODZ LNERSH

4.1.1. RRIKRFELELES PSR

AR, AR AR OB VEE R4 B BN ER . X 5RO R
6] o AN [R]PHE 0 0 R 27 A O BB A DA R FL A 4 P B A S B 22 55 P Ao 2R it B s M /K P DL AE
R SRPELERE FA BB AR, XS0 FAR AR R, [F R AN A AT A R ) (s
2015)0 LA M OE S KPR T B A, TR MR M bR, BIEARRRISCETS, it ANE
ERMRLHRAT TR R CT, BAWERE R, WA S8 e By T k.
FESRMUME T, AR RN BAE L AT N EE, BRI LR RE B WA B R BT s . A
Ao ARIE P O RTE LR OB S0y RS 4eE A TR 2R, X 5T FURBARR . %% A
TR IR, WA BB TARA, MET L B AR A s BRI S AT
Fogk R IR AR RS DS LR T R, X S BATBE Fe 45 AR (LN 77, 2010). AT RER R A
S g SRS, SRS R A I BRRWRN, FAERAESRE HEEE, O ERDN. 2N
METTIH, ARG RUNTE A St 07, W T ZF M EREE — R, 2 OB KT 7 AR o
KRR SRR A B T o BT RSPy L I ] 7R O B v 2 o DL IR . i E R4 A B
Z5, KE5EMCPFFBRAERE; ERWELEE LR TTREZER. @dFHEHE, KGR LM
BFE] 2~4 AN/NET IR AR D ERRAVE S . R DA R Sy e 4E S R 2 T8 R B A 2 A4S
/NI CAPY . 4~8 AN/INET K224 8 AN/ DA AR 22 A . 3R AT i A2 AR R Do B 1 o 5 A g ) 2545 1) 1
L MR ], BERESE B OISR TR, RIS S AR

412 FRIRFEAEREREP RS

RTINS PRI A KA A SR T e A 7 DA R A S B eI R 2 5% . T
TR, mPAEFREDRAENER] . PO PTER, REME ERRARS, A S KA BARE A PG
B EAEFZRN, EMAINEEREARRLBA A, FHIb5EATBT AR Bk, 2012).
PS84 R L I TR A7 22 3 B R S AR AR SR BE DD RE 8 oy POoR B R R A IR R 22 5, FEE N R 4E R Bk
AEEZER. W HE R, ROV R BRI E] 2~4 AN RS2 A AR P24 BRI )y 2
AN/NIFELA L 4~8 AN RS A IR DD RE LA R AE SR R R BB KT R . X
A REER D 2~4 AN/ IR LI ()0 T2 3 S Eu B e G i [ B, AN SECMARIZ . B 7R
R BEDIRE S 2% R S A IG, SXRE T BE R I (K)SMA BE AN 5 IR 4 s R (0 AU S8, 2017) 0 17 =
[ — 5 A FE L RE J 1 A AxT 0 286 F) AR E

4.1.3. FRIRFEEMEFIMITAPARR

WFREIRERW], AFEER R AL S RRAT S0 R SR8 . IER R 3 2% 7 4R E 1500 b
AR ZER, BER I LES . RSRNMBIAERR 8. BBOLEA TR, BAERRERAT
N TR, WBERMAT NI A AT NI —Fh, BB S BATBE TG R R (LS, 2017). [
W, 2T x2S B T4 R TR B RS2 A R R g AR AT 2 T et oRe2 k) (8245, 2015).
—J AT B AN KA AE R AN NIE RIS K, AN KRE . & R ROR AT A 3 B TR B
B2 WIAMAT N, TR FAAT S T AAAT IR — s 53— 7 AT RE R A E I 28 RIR B RE L, 5
AL A TN, WA KRB R S T e, PR B R R R RS A 2 R AR AT 9
BYE AT LA RN R, XSRS BT . R EMAEAFAEREER, XEZMET.
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BRI FUEE R — B, XA B BUNAVE RMADE R AR M, R N AN R BT BL, N T RE
G S Rt NAE 2, AATTER & I SE 22 A X RIAdAT A (R 0RE T, 2020). 7 I FTESANAFEAE B35 22 5%, T
RER P NBEE AR, WS RN BRIEZ RN, FNEARE, TEZRRERREEN, A
ERINBUEL AN, #A GEIRE R E 2 (A AT 9 o AR T8 L WIS T AN A S 22 5
ZEEATAFERA B 5518l LR — 8 IR SBlEot s RER, AR HE LR
Al Z (M AR 25 22 5, (H H Y R E) 5 28 R AT v fE A IR AR OC, BI BRI R, MRS R
FATHE 2 (28 Rt £ AT, XS BATIBT T L H5E — B (s iy, 2018). I ReRE K 9 BEE b R [E]
Hsghn, MMAEA R EHIHAN

4.2. REMEENKFEMEFIITRHORM: (DEBEFNER

R K BE T RE S W FIAAT A R 0T S A T, KB EEDIRE 5 M4 A AT M 2 5mAH %, K
JEE DI RE IE [ T X 25 Mt AT D o 5 BATRIBE FURBORARFT I o B 559 MRS N AT FE 45 SR AR AH [ B0 (s P
A, 2016). FKEEDHAE RIFIOREE, SCBRRE 1M Bk, (CaERABAT g in . MR48 52 ThRe 5 0
BRI ORI T S B 3 A, SKBEThRERAE, MR AP L Bk [FN, E A SR
B, FKEEDhRem AR, A A OB, RN 2RI H T 2 MR AT . KEEDREAE N
OBEEPE R AME R IE R Z —, EFBEThAE RIFIITE DL, ARG BESE R Ry P RS 22, A
TR BE O BEFAE KSR 5 , PURRE UMY 9 (S <74, 4 JL4E, 2003). AR 0o 3R 550 b5 00 28 ) b A7 DA F) ]
VAT, Lo BB IE R T X 28 M A AT D o S A RN T, R BB AR R 2 T fE e A R
X BE D RE T LA O B PR (R R X 28 R AT O, XA S RS BA TR Bt — B HalHARA
WEFCUE S OB 5 28 FIABAT NI R AR OB ACT B R, B RIMAT % . R REA LU
o B, SMRITEEA R(YigiE, 2018). REWILE 2011 SEIORT SR, AEBEFT AR, Hl
AL A A EAE BRI RS . TR AR B DD A IMA 2R BLH BE 2 Al AT . HOK,
HAMRIAT NTT A K iR Kumpfer ) “AME - WFE - 887 B, AMASIREZ MM EAER], M
X IR RO 7 A O BRI P A A AR R, A O BRI A R 2 BE S GG — A R A RO (CE T
B, 2016)o [AIS, i o BB PE REASHE SN AN AT BRI I 2 S BRIR 25 RO A s A, (R A AT T RE RS B 4 b
TGN (TR, 2011). MR UL, RO LIRS RO AEAE 2 B B IR LYY IR, [
I RIS AT A 1R K T3 2R S 0 48 o A A (R G S AR BERABAT B A o SRR D REATE DO BBV ) £
PER OV 2 AFNRIR, Rutter & H 5BE B 51 8] 128 3R BEXT O BRFE A+ 7> 2L, 4 (K EE
THRERENS S 4F FE B R 22 A SR T O B SRE KT, & HLEEAT B3 R B 2 I 8 A A AT o

45 LB ERYEAE R IE T e 5 WA MIAAT 9 B0 58 4 P A RN AT BARITE P /o B SEAE IR RE R, S pE
THRELF IR BT RENE T B AL B SE AR S 58T, AT SE a7 st xR s Bkl . Hik, KRR M2 AR
AT IRT LA TR B o BB (0 A B R, ERUnIE NS4 2 S0RF . B0 SR RESE

5 A&

1) BB RIREA R LD, P DA AR I S S I 8 R Ve A A e ASHIT T R Bl il HDURE
FEREA KL, BT ERD, TPy KPR E.

2) WEHFUTTIE S — o AHIF TR Y i) US4 i 7 o B R O BRE  SRRE D RE LA K I 2% Rl AT gk
T I W FUITIE ML R AE T REME AERE I (] WU R B R, (BRI St 32 3] 1 kI A1 AL
SN, RS RAZAR E WM AT REVEROR, M 7 A5 RAERIYE . fEJE St i b, T BASE R AT Sk
Wik, IR, X AR TS X 2% H AR AT AT T RIS AT DLSSE SR R4
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