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Abstract

In order to explore the effects of parental phubbing behavior on adolescent alexithymia, and the
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sequential mediating role of parent-child interaction disorder and social anxiety in the effects of
parental phubbing behavior on adolescent alexithymia, and analyze the mechanism of action. A
questionnaire survey was conducted among 1500 middle and high school students with parent
phubiscus scale, Toronto Alexithymia Scale, social anxiety Scale and parental stress scale. The re-
sults show that there is a significant positive correlation among the four variables of parental phub-
bing behavior, parent-child interaction disorder, social anxiety and adolescent alexithymia. Parent-
child interaction disorder and adolescent social anxiety have mediating effects between parental
phubbing behavior and adolescent alexithymia respectively. There are sequential mediating effects
between parent-child interaction disorder and social anxiety on parental phubbing behavior and
adolescent alexithymia.
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1. 5]

RAERERT, WO IERIEAGE, 1E 1973 £ Sifneos 7E8F 7T B ORI 15 I $E o JBH 248
IR B CHIEEE ), AMRIIEE DR AR, ARREh e =488, A 20 E5E 1k
FKILHCHITEY . RISESRRAEEN 7.3%~36.6% (Ng etal., 2020), ZZMOSERG. 0BT A, K
WA 7% 5 B S [ PR 2R (Durlak et al., 2011) T A5 By 1) A S R0 AR TR 00, HRT 75 D> R iR I B A 1 s
Wz DR 2= AL B A B B

Phubbing 1X il g - H BAE 2012 4 5 H, A& BB 22 AT Macquarie K HLAE O AIIER . XA
5 HLiA) /2 phone 1 snubbing AN L A i) o B IR T AR R R T AL ZARE AR A A AR
k4787 (Chotpitayasunondh & Douglas, 2016). ‘B ##EH & 78 51 A1X AT NI REGUIHE e, I
AT FHL ZIGE W TR FHBh, BPSCBEE R s s 27 i FE oG A AT, S8
BA T BB R, AT AN SCBHICSRAT A (1S =55, 2021). Stockdale 55 A (2018) % 52 BHIK
AT NG EPFHWAT R AT TR, TEFKER AL BT e 55 DML AT
DNAE GG T RS AR OCE . SRTT, T A RIS GBI T R s i 4 e AR 5 DA K A A
SR KT RARE R R, W SRS . T UL B dr a3 AR 10 SBRHMISKAT Nl RE S BLE
IR RS o

7 A (2009)FE W FU R SR F HBNBEATHEAT T X, 1R SR ST HAN, HREEZTFS5HEC
W AR R L B IR Sae B % 1 sE D M s, o AR R BG4t 5 21 Z MR bR, AT B6E
FRAFW. KERMAFEZCTRFHIREMEES, N, BT EaRREWE LR ST ZH
2 VBB MOV B AR, RN R R . FKACKAT MR T & TR BN ERE R,
BEAR T 0T F G ADGLAA,  IFD> T RMT SR IR L ey, XAFITRIEE 722, U
AR (AR AN A Tk D B, 2 BHAS A BE S 7 Aoz R Rk 1 AN 2 75 oK, ATl 75 D 7E &
KSR RIETHE TR, EREFEE L5 SN RIS EES K& P, 2023). Kb H Az 2:
KT H AR EHIERAT NS F DR I REAT O R R /A8 &

Tk
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MR AR AR AT AR S S A S TN, AR SO AR AL LR IR ARE AR
SN E, T ERREAT Y o XS 28 100 AR 75 D AE R R -+ il (PR, 2000). BEFLRMT, A
BRERTT AT LT LB AL S £ B K, ERBFI L AR W P B 77 50, JLE AR
ISR SN ER IR, 2023). R4 B WTHIE, EPITHZERIBRMES N, 2AEHE
— AR A B EEBEYR, T 0 B R S BRAS T H E BT RE I (RICET S, 2017). BRAh, MHSREFTCIERR
WY, HAZEE RS e ) A 1 ARG AR S X VS B (K 2055, 2022). PRI HERBE 3. AT ERRE 2 X BHIK
JAT N EE SERTEEIGRR BN A2,

KT BRI AL B A T D AR IR FRhS K A A2 DR R DA O . WE AR R, LSRRk
1) P L A 2 xS A NI LA 2= AR 50, 1) L3 5 SRR 2 TR AE ) FL 31 2 1 U i X 25 19U ) L 3
MRS R AN, BT A L) LB 5 SR 1) ELh R AR BEB™ B, HLAR S AR R8 A BRI (55 3
A, 02021), MMTe SEE DERERSRIA L. B, $REHTTRRE 4: R HEIRIHSHSEEAER
THIKAT N 55 D F R RS 2 [ 751 1R

2. AR FGF*%
2.1. #iK

FERBOEE RO, @y A TRARE 2 Bl 2 prs it 1500 S DR EE,
AFET D R OB A —T7 BT o B BRASSBERUTT A B AN A AR (S LA TE 3k ) 4, 2%
B A AEVES 1046 1, SORIBESRIEZ N 606 17, SARCN A R4 474 1, ARF 78%. Hi 54
201 N, %A= 273 N WITRAE 234 N, bR 240 N RKS 381 N, B 93 A BAETFAc 69 A, dEMAE
T4 405 N; FKARXBEET, WIFELLT 63%, mH~kK%E 29%, ARKLLILE 9%; HKIHSHEH,
% 135 N, BE3E 338 A

22. TR

221 XBEKITHESR

KA T, FIRBL022)ET B SR (SCEHMESRAT HER) AT NE. ¥R GER TR “XB” —
W AR BCBESET , TR T 23 VAL SORARSKAT AR BEEIGSRAT NI T B R . BT ER
5 9N H . ] Likert5 st k(L= “MA7, 5=“i@it”), HAH 7 M8 HFERT KA.
HOFEAFEEZER, D0BERRMITICSCBHICSKAT ™ E . e, SORMKKAT AR BEE
&AT NS> B A Cronbach’s o RE43 7L F] 0.775 F1 0.743, 1 S BHEKAT A &K Cronbach’s
o ZHGEF) 0.873, {5 R

222 BUOEHIZERER

KH La Greca &5 A\ (1988)4ffill . 4l 72 (2008)fE1T ) (F/FEHAZHEEER) , ZEREE 1310
AT 3 ANYERE: EA T E VPN AERE B 6 AN R R, P ARG SRR R B 4 AN A R, — AR S ]
YERE 3 AN . K Likert 5 it 7al(1 = “B&ARFTE” . 5= “BE/ET ), ZEEHFD
FEATIEE, B, SRR R . B iZE R Cronbach’s o 2404 0.933, (5E R
it

223, HHERIEERER(TAS-20)

KR 4 BE55E N (2003) 31T I SChR (218 Z IR TERAS 2R (TAS-20)) . ZERIL 20 NMiH, &F
TERHERAGE . ERFIEANGE. AN TE B4 = 4EE . KA Likert 5 it (@1 = “BAHEZE” , 5
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= “MREE"), 4. 5. 104 18, 19 s HZRAPFr. BRBFMERNIAE, F08ERRE FE
G REAT A . HFFi, 128 3R Cronbach’s o RN 0.839, fH/E RIF.

224, FEFREHER

K Abidin (1990)4m i AT (1995) B B HSERR L /122 . 53 36 NI H, AT H KK
B Likert 5 ity 7. BERAGSEIAE . SETHIVARAEAE)LE =EE . TP RHZEEN
CETHBRFENER) MENRTHERIFRG, HRERNE 13~23 ML 34 R, KA Likert
55 (1 = “IRAFR” , 5= “MREARE"), 855, RS 72 ENEALT, 1
AR E, P, SEFEshRIE B3R Cronbach’s a ZECN 0.900, 154 K 4T.
3. &R
3.1. £REGFZERE

MR B RN SRR, WERNBIEYRA TH O LERRE RIS . FdfEF, 5%
1) Ji 0 IR 155 R0 ) 5 00 H R PR A 2B, AT AT BESS M 45 SR AT FE . BT DA Harman SR 29505 240
WS 3G 70 b e AP E T iEm 2z, WA REITE 2 BRNREFo0r. TR, 1R IR E M

HF iR, 22 AMFRFIRERRT 1, F—NAE T Z RS 21.353%, fiKT 40%M1iE 5t
FrifE(Podsakoff et al., 2003), KUk, #FFEAFELE™ 5K HL [ 7 ik 22

3.2. HXRTH

BABNHRG T KRG R WNE 1 PR, KEHMESKAT N BEREES. Kokl #3068
JEMPI 2 I8 R EM K. FR, ATEUE AR S SCRHESRAT Ay IR RRERT . A A MR 2 3 IR AR,
Ub, ONHERRILT LM, AR TORIER A e, AP i i AR AR

Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of each variable and correlation among variables (N = 474)
1. BT EMAMSITERMET S ERHEX N = 474)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 5 1.58 0.50 1
2 SRHIEKAT N 2.42 0.62 0.143** 1
3 IRIEFETG 2.76 0.50 0.131** 0.284** 1
4 SETHBRA 2.27 0.66 0.001 0.218** 0.398** 1
5 A FERE 2.67 0.90 0.184** 0.266** 0.598** 0.356** 1

W MRl =1, %=2; *P<0.05, **P<0.01.

3.3. N3RS 4T

B %A AT PRUEL AL B O & N D2248 ), # ] Hayes 2wl i) PROCESS #diff, k4 templates $2
HE1¥) model 6 DL K Ml 2255 1E H 40 ik, 4hH 5000 VX [1) Bootstrap FEAR, 7E 95%[H B F X 8T, Kl
VERFERIAS &, 43 % ok BB R L A8 A8 IR AE SCBHICSRAT AN T A AR I B AS 1 h A A R R T R 5

AT ZE R (W2 2): RBHMESLAT A2 1E 17 TN IR 5 B A5 (B = 0.22,1=6.09, P < 0.001), &
2 1E ) P2 T HLAh (B = 0.24, 1= 4.86, P < 0.001), & 25 1E [ Tl 1 52 £ & (B = 0.25, t = 3.99, P < 0.001):
Fe T BN B3 1 A A S AR R (B = 0.44, t = 7.39, P < 0.001). #4357 H.Eh KA 5 H AR N
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TR, BHESk4T A(B =0.08, t=2.79, P <0.001). T HBhKIHP =0.15,t=5.15 P <0.001). AAtss
FEJE(P = 0.28, t = 12.40, P < 0.001) {23 IF [f1) TR A 1% [t .

Table 2. Regression analysis among variables (N = 474)
F* 2. EL2EMEYISFH(N = 474)

HdR A E T A B SE t R2 F (df) VIF
53 0.09 0.05 2.08* 1.02

1 PG B 0.09 22.96 (2)
SBRHIESRAT A 0.22 0.04 6.09** 1.02
P55 -0.04 0.06 -0.670 1.02

FTHEHIKINA B 0.05 11.83(2)
BHESAT R 0.24 0.05 4.86** 1.02
531 0.28 0.08 3.61** 1.02
AR BEHILRAT R 0.25 0.06 3.99%* 0.19 35.24 (3) 1.07
ETHHKINA 0.44 0.06 7.39%* 1.05
4 5] 0.03 0.04 0.74 1.05
RABHEAT A 0.08 0.03 2.79** 1.11

TR AR R . 0.41 78.92 (4)
FFHBNRN 0.15 0.03 5.15%* 1.18
AR HERE 0.28 0.02 12.40%* 1.23

VE: *P<0.05, **P<0.01.

Table 3. Decomposition of intermediary effects

® 3. PNBS

A RONAE SE 5% EAFECH] XS RUR/%
BB (CEHIGRAT A FH DR REG) 0.084  0.031  [0.006, 0.024] 33.73%
SN 0.165  0.032  [0.103,0.228] 66.27%
SEHMERAT A—EF BRI D ER TG FES 0.045  0.013  [0.021,0.073] 18.07%
REHERAT - RS F DR EG 0.085  0.025  [0.036,0.134] 34.14%
REHESKAT AR T HAN R AL BB DR EER 0.035 0.01  [0.017,0.056] 14.06%
¥ 0.249 0036  [0.146, 0.289] 100.00%

T Hrp RN R HEAL RN AE s SE 27 H] Bootstrap ¥2(5000 #0) i T (v RO HOBRE 1R %2 95% B {5 [X (8] A
0 MRS, A 0 NI A2

— 0.436** —
KT HA) KM WA AR

0.235
0.251**

REHEAT N IR A
0.084%* (0.249%*)

Figure 1. Sequential mediation model

1. oI EaY

RN T A SRR (ML A 3 ML 1) SCRHIRSRAT AN BEIS I 1L 2% 1 ELah R AT D AEAE AL £ RS

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1412886 304 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1412886

SRS ¢

1) B A A FE X R I BG5BT S - HLA) R I — +L A SR IR 7 41 /o i 17 Py A HE4F
F, RAERNAE 9 0.165, (5 M RLN ) 66.27%, 95%IH & 1= [X 7] 4[0.103, 0.228], A% 0. HAKIMHT,
RN =BT A 1) BRIk AT N — 25 T BB R - D EREEAG GINAE A 0.045); 2) B
AT A e T/ D AE IR IS B A5 (RSB 0.085); 3) S BHESAT N—3E T H AR T MEE
e DRI (RRE Y 0.035) 0 =25 EEAT A HR AN 53 1) 7 S RURE ) 18.07%- 34.14%. 14.06%.
4. THig
4.1. XBELITASELERIBRER

WRERER, LEHEKAT A S B DER RS B EAE, ST iR — (s 5
M, 2023 XAERL, HULEE, 2023). MARBHMESKEET RN, FOFEMANXE—FRAM S5, F0
FE R N v VR 1T P2 A AU 1 28 (Roberts & David, 2016), AJ BE<5lEE s, (BT DERTEEK
TR AR B S0 AR A8 o R, SRR SR TN Oy AEAE AN BE B L BRI 35 Bl i A AR O RN R 26
MIfT, RS IER S SRR, S8 A4 1R G877 R Ui gmy, i I b 45
VAT PRI AR AR S IR S RS B UIAE O, R 1 B (1) 2 40 R 43 (Pandey et al., 2011).

4.2. FFEBHRFHP I

WHFEGE SRR, SCRHICRAT Il 5% 1 HL 3 R R R 5 D R IR I G o 3 Ui W S BE ALY
WA S, (RS £ 7 Hahi, ARRGFEERIA 2% A FTIHE, 5% 70x0iEd, 48
SR, P R BRI SRR B TR ), A 5 BT IR 4 AR (F 1L 2022),
MY TAEEL RSN, TEH SR, EReEAFNNIEEEER TS E, TRETH
R, SR TR, f)E 5% TR KRR CEE, 2021). SCRHER 7 HaH IR 4E . Bk
N2 B AR (K S, ] ) LIE Ak 2 5 TR T BE AR A PR B F A7 TT PR 52 1 (My ruski et al., 2018) o SCRHE 2%
ML RS, SEETRA S A RNHERANZRIE N, SFfEAAC, ARt AREED
RS2 MRS, TS T AR XE LU B R BCSIESE LLR AR TRk ) 3 L ) PR X (O 17 P ) 2 2
[ZSTIB

4.3. B FHZEREN P TR

WA R B, SCRHESAT A S A AL SRS AR i DR R G i . SCRHICRAT NE T K
7 H SR AITEL (Mcdaniel & Coyne, 2016), /& —FAMEERIAL:, B RE< 51 A MEERIE(T T 4%,
2018). 1 HACKHEM 7R & 77 ANt 50 2510 BT, BRI B B2, S B 2 4
JE(EKAGI, 2023), 22 AR A S AR, K B S I B LT AR AE B A A2 B KR AR E
b, SRR IR PR 0 B BEYE (Osgood & Muraven, 2015), AT 5 B0 F -5 550 17 46 AN i) 67 1 15
A IS ie Y R A PO P e A SN SR A e

4.4. FFEHBKBSHZEEHFIIRNEN

WA R TR, SOBHEAT N IE 2% 7 B R S R AR R i 5 D R 1 ek . SRk
178, AR T HANE T, 2P AIiE SRR BL22 BRI A S e hE, MR R AR A
M. HE. AHEEEUR, WHZERRARRNEE, RASBO BRI R Tk
o B TN % T A SR8, HOR T R IR R ™ L, HoA S St ™ (s B, 2021). Bk
AL A AR RE FIRE B IE I BE A 0 Rl 75 D SRR I BRAS AR R, R, 2R T BRI S5 A AR SCRHIL AT N
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W TR IS BHESRAT N I [ PR R i s 237 HLBh RRAE SCBRHMIR S AT 5 i R Rahs 2 [k s /1 H s
A AR SEAE SRS AT A 5 R AT Z (B A A s SCRMIR S AT Jy T OB 5 1 B3 2k R A 22 )8
(K1 51 e A4 P TR B2 R i A b5

B30
T, EIRBU022). SLEHESAT MR ACRIE T D R TV, IS0 55 %5, 28(5), 942-945, 896,

TFE, &M, XI8)%2018). KA E MBS M HATAKRR: EXEEMMERERNIER. O0HLESH
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JitE, R, AR, NEHE(2019). KT HAN RN A HT LB RS S BLR AL . AIACGL, (11), 137-
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