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Abstract

Adolescent smartphone dependence has garnered widespread concern from international researchers
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and educators. However, little is known about the impact of the father-child relationship on adolescent
smartphone dependence and its mechanism. In this study, 960 adolescents aged 11 to 16 were selected
to complete the Victimization Questionnaires, aiming to research the impact of the father-child rela-
tionship on adolescent smartphone dependence, as well as the mediating role of psychological resili-
ence. The results showed that both the father-child relationship and psychological resilience were sig-
nificantly negatively correlated with adolescent smartphone dependence, while the father-child rela-
tionship was significantly positively correlated with psychological resilience. The mediation effect test
showed that psychological resilience played a partial mediating role between the father-child relation-
ship and adolescent smartphone dependence, and accounted for 69.05% of the total effect. It shows
that the father-child relationship indirectly influences adolescent smartphone dependence through af-
fecting their psychological resilience.
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1. 5|15

BEE 5G ML) AT ae, ELICPIR G BRI E 1A 5 b, A3 DATHILA AR 1) Rl e a3 &
FHIEHRAMNIEEA AR TE ZAATESN TAZ —, ERHTAMIRKEETR T T,  “HA
HTT L CTAENI EL OISR BIAT R s T, 9K FHE, 2024). o E B 2545 B e 2023
12 HRATR 5 IR ER A N BB S DL AR ) BoR,  RE R A N R 1.93 12
N, Hd@ i JU T DA AL EM . DA TR I GO ik, T HLAE T 245 75 D A8 1)
GRS ER, BT EDEEVEIR, BRER IR RIIAS T, WHIERTIM . [
WA IR, B R THUOBZE 75 /48 B O ey ki 2 AN RIgg e . J R 2 8 A2 R 1
S5 B, I 55 TH 0 T A2 Y & (Anboucarassy & Begum, 2014; Vahedi & Saiphoo, 2018). Bt E/DHERBETFHL
A58 FH ) 1] R A B 5| L E A

FHUKS, AR GeTF VRTINSV . X855 NUON R BTS2 15> B T
B RETFHUR I B Hoe M i AT e iE sl S 8O AL 2 DhRe sz 8. 17 RO B AT [l L) — Fp
B EAT R . SR RS 0 2 2ot 24 il P OB 778, Woong Ki Park (2005) W\ 9 F AR 2
XA SIS T 3 B OB BRI AT o RN ALK Rl & T8k, (E 3 5RIM —ANHEARE
fE: AT B H F TN OB EXHE R TIOR8 P i ok 2% AR b HH I S
W R I B B B0 [ N At 22 T RE 3240

A4 A A D22 TR Be T, ARBU A 5238 DASSE R R R AL O E PN A REFAL
WA T AL BEAT SRR 9T o BT, ASHIE FURER AL SR 36 - Ok R 5 8 RE TR 18] 1) 9¢ SR gE AT SR,
Ik — PR O B VEAE AR T R R 5 RE T AU 8] A HE AT AR H

L1. REFEFFRASELOFEREFIRBHIXR

SRTRA MM T LR, VAR ERRSCEES T2 ABUR SC55 R AT, SCREF Lo Rl H 2+
RS EE U 126 R TN P L L 1 T34 S vid L= nk = PR E R R Wl I IS X7/ [11]1162 5S4 2 VNN
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NEFREFRLEGHF L HE AR PR ERRPIANGRRR, —ROFER TR SRR m A
YEFE, (A FHAEE M, KSR LR F R R RERER S, NAEEMROKBESE, 2008).
SRR T RARTIRARE F L AR L5 M, AR FRIe% . HERAEECE 20, 54,
2006). T BRI IR TR RGN B, 2255 TP 9 & K B Bt (Montemayor, 1983). i BZ5 A
AR RAHRIRY, KELEDFEREMNMRS, £HBK R R = E R —
(Bronfenbrenner, 1981). ARFFLR, mHERETRASMHEFRTFHIKIE, MR RADGTHIE
FHEAAREIE R TFHUKEI(Yang et al., 2022). Lai & AR ER, ARBETFRAGSFEBREHE LEFI
WA FBAFAE 5 A O (Lai etal., 2022) 0 X EME IEAN RIET R R THIFH DEERE G HILFHR . A5G
WA, SRR T /b4 2 8] 1) SR R 235 2 5 A7 ) TN 5 /D 4E LR, R 2 AR I 2 AR 2 5 HR 3L
FHUR(HRZ5E, 2023).

1.2. IR MR TER

WSS B P R A TS TN ZSY 1) AN QS A P 24 USSPl i v o) WOl = Y VST ST AN
I REXT . BRI B Eh A JE O R R B AE S1(Rutter, 1987). & —FhRERS [ MALEIE f1. fGHL. 37 F
ATHREARAR ST B Co R R (3 5 77 2006) 0 O BB AR M I KR e B B R, A B th 2352 B IR 8E
IR T R A A RIS, 2018) 0 FHIWE T I, 0o BRSVE REGSHLAHAS R A B 7 SR BRI 52 m, A
A SR B fif e T TR G ) I 8, R4S R R B (Masten, 2001; Luthar et al., 2000). 45 8 503 B O BRS#% AT DL
G TN T /D4 84T, AR FERESE MRS PR ES, TG, 20255 skIELE, PUAEE, 2021).
BRI, FEASESE T R RN E D E R se FHROBU S A, O RE R — DN EZE TR R

gi b, BT EAEH A RGBS, AR T — AR, UK O B M A ALK SR TR R A
HAOFERRETIB P ER, DUIIRRSCER TR B2 E DR Ge T HUOB R KN, A
MEGERIHFL, SEETFIURBE R KR -

2. AR5
2.1. #i

Table 1. Basic information of the survey subjects (n: %)

= 1. PEMRERIRR(: %)

R F AH(960) Horte
5 493 51.35%

4 51
'8 467 48.65%
INE AR, 161 16.77%
INEEFRAEZR 60 6.25%
¥l— 62 6.46%
E ¥ 122 12.71%
Y= 148 15.42%
= 224 23.33%
B 183 19.06%
= 442 46.04%

REMAE T4

e 518 53.96%
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R R LT 391 40.73%
K& 186 19.38%

/\%ﬁﬂt‘%ﬂ’g
SRR &F 300 31.25%
WEFTAE K UL 83 8.65%
RM(EE Z ) 203 21.15%
=. Nk hEEE 365 38.02%

JEfEH R R

—. TR 373 38.85%
SAREATE R —Hb s 19 1.98%

SRR TR I7E, LU 11~16 B /D E RTINS, 0T 035 RSO 2, ShikE 1041 4
o HBRHEAGKNES, 23 960 AN, GREN 9222%. AR T4 493 N, L4 467
N ANERAER 161 N, DNFENEL 60 N, ¥I—62 N, #1122 N, ¥I=148 A, #H—224 N\, &=
183 N5 JAET 4442 N, BT 518 Ao PEREILE 1.

22. TH

22.1. FFEFXRR

K Buchanan %5 A\ 2 1| F) 55 T35 % £ % (Buchanan et al., 1991), X FHIRK[FATIEE, oA
TH, KM S5 8D, A1 “TBRAFFE” 85 “IEERE” « RSP RRBSETRR, 55
S, FRRTEDESSCRERER IR RBE R . AR LR R — B E (o) 42 0.91.

2.2.2. 1EEEM

K HA B ZEAE G R g DA B R B R (A 55, HREE, 2008), L 27 4&TiH,
BHE 5 ANEE (BT HBEEml. B0 F . KER. ABRRB), Hed 1. 20 50 6. 9. 12, 15,
16+ 17+ 21+ 26+ 27 NEGH 8. REZ R 5 S, B0E, R AR O BES M K F 5
AT 7T R iZ R B — B B (o) /2 091,
2.23. SV FEREFNKB

A 5 R T 3% Kwon. Lee. Won 4525 1] & 68 F- ALK #5152 (Smartphone Addiction Scale, SAS)
HEAT B IAEIT IR AE PRI B R R AR (] 9845, 2019), 3L 10 NIHH, 28 HE T FRRIA.
TRTREIR . P E% . L JEAE AN 2 SN R -, KA Liket 6 2007 (1 ARE “FERHARZE” , 6 /8%
“HERFEE” ). 155 32 M E NI FHUKE R IG FHE T 5855, 2019), Ao E, REHBEFIUK
H I FE PRI . ASHIF 78 FR 12 B 2R 1K) PN — B S P () /& 0.92.
2.3. BUESHR

BdimaE R A SPSS 26.0 BHATHEAYES . AT DL IRSIFEAR t K560 HT. KA SPSS ZHHRERF
PROCESS H' ] Model 4 #&56H MR T 2047, 3360 Z R IE /B 2L Bootstrap J7i%AG %6, & HURE
5000 &%, HE 95%MBSX A, P<0.05 AEFEAS T %E .
3. &%
3.1. ERIFERERT

i/l Harman’s .08 B0 A S AW FC 0 IL [R5 22 . R AT AR AT AREAL AR B, 25 3R,
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SR

MRS 63 AN T, RAFRFESE] 11 MFIERKT 1 M7, B —AE IR R )y 29.16%
(<40%). HIBEAT L, 3[R 7592 0w 22 X6 AR IF 98 45 SRR 38 BOR K FE I

3.2. HRGHT REX S

R PE 3 5 SR o, A R B B TS 7 S & T 32 40 I 650 N, FHLRKUE A 1)t
HN 67.71% (650/960), B HETHUKHEILY 7> 36.48 £ 11.91. B RETHUIK MR =70 5K Z B ZRE N 50
4, BN 60 43, B AR N 10 43, P54 R 36.48 43, HAL 39 4, ARHEZEN 11.91, J5 2R 141.82;
L PRBRMEAR 7y d o SR AR Z (R 2R 84 4, THALECH 92 4, WfEZEN 17.78, T72£EN 316.2; SR
BT REB I HRAR Z N ZEEER 36 47, femisr 45 4y, A& 9 40, A% 34 41, brifE
#7798, J7ZEN63.75. VEMF 2,

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of main variables

* 2. RLERMARMSIT 2

T H 1115 £l EREDA e/ ME I UN| L PR 2 %
B RETF LA 960 50 39 10 60 36.48 11.91 141.82
CoHR S 960 84 92 51 135 93.44 17.78 316.20
SLEET KR 960 36 34 9 45 32.38 7.98 63.75

FRVED MR EIR, FAERRETIURBI S ORI TR AR DEFEE 2 8 E MR, SOR%T
KA OBEHVERF MG, BASRIE 3 Prs.

Table 3. Correlation analysis of main variables

3. RLEREXSH

1 2 3
1. B RETFHUHA: 1
2. ORRTRAR -0.31" 1
3. DEEAR M -0.41* 0.61" 1

A P<0.01,
33. AOETENERSW
KHMALFEAR ¢ IGEE R EIR, BREFVUKI . SRR TRA. LHEMMEEN Y TTEEERP>

0.05). FAEFHURBAE & HMAE T LHFEREZRP <0.01), SQEFETIRAMO IR S MA T &
BILREFEZERP>0.05), HEWE4 &5,

Table 4. Independent samples T-test for gender
F 4. AOFTEMA)HIRIIHR 1R (THE)

Bl % S t P
B RETF LA 3.65+1.17 3.65+1.21 0.06 0.26
SRET KRR 3.69 +0.88 3.5+0.88 3.28 0.18
Lo ER B 3.44+0.62 3.48 +0.69 —0.83 0.02
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Table 5. Independent samples T-test for only child or not
F 5. AOFLERBEF MM I (FHE)

Bl MAF L £ [y t P

B RETF LA 3.82+1.11 3.5+1.24 4.11 <0.01
SRFET KRR 3.66 + 0.89 3.54 +0.88 2.14 0.63
Lo ER B 3.49+0.64 3.44+0.67 1.11 0.90

KR ANOVA IR ER, BRRTHMKIBL. ORRTRA DHEFIEEER . SO

E. EAEEREERP<0.01), FHEILE 6.

Table 6. ANOVA test of demographic variables
6. AOFTEM ANOVA 181

. B HEF MUK REFETRE T R
A
F P F P F P
2R 52.52 <0.01 13.00 <0.01 5.91 <0.01
S SARERE 4437 <0.01 37.24 <0.01 19.19 <0.01
JEAE 38.93 <0.01 12.54 <0.01 6.49 <0.01

Table 7. Regression analysis of the mediation effect of psychological resilience

7. OISR N ER RIS

BN iz BN Boot SE Boot LLCI  Boot ULCI  FHX} 208 8
RN —0.42 0.04 —0.50 —-0.33 100.00%
BHERN  EETRERSTHDEFTREFHKH -0.13 0.05 -0.22 -0.03 30.95%

R BT R A OIS DA 3 B B .
HRA R 08 B e 0.29 0.03 0.36 0.22 69.05%

OFRFAPE
0.45%* -0.64**
R \ -0.13** - "
REFRTFRA > & /DR RETF LK

F: P <0.01,

Figure 1. Mediating effect model
1. RABNAREY

3.4. (LIRS
f£f] PROCESS H I KM Model 4 0 BEFVEAE SO 2R T8 R 5 /D4R B RE T AL ] Ay v
IER. GEROLE HRM], SRR T RATR TN DFEERETHURIPB = —0.13, P < 0.01); HFRT
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RAFL BRI AE S T AL &, /DR BB E AL AL BT REIA ST, SRR TR REE
TE A IO FRSRAE(B = 0.45, P < 0.01), CoFRaHE 2 6 m SN 7 A 2 BE UK B(B = —0.64, P < 0.01). Uik
Gb, W52 7 B, OEESPERIRHERSIN-0.29, BIEXA[-0.36,-0.22], ALE 0, FRELOLEFRIEEE
T RAGHDEHREFHRB ARG, 5N 69.05%. HHABNARL A 1 FioR.

4. g
4.1. BLOFEREFIKBEERARAOZEEES T

AW N E DR BT BT, @ BRI BB >, 1353 8RR E 28~52 732
B, SR BETFHUKEIE AN 67.71%, T 11(2024) %6} B2 2 B K2 A T 2 15 W R B AR BRI E R
60.2%, A FE%5(2023)% mHR 22 A0 T & 15 K SR F UK LR 18.7%. HIRR AT e 5 /D EFHL
WERE LFAR: MRS FRAE . (EEH K B 1%, FHUERSRE A G HaeFIhae
IANWTIELL TR R A R I S5 T R 22 B ATL i) DA B 4 A8 W 0 APy SR () S R SR R B K D 0
FUREE A s KBS HFHLAT A 3 A EFHURBAT A (21755, 2023),

TR BTN 4L 2 RAE, AEFHUKRBE S T 54, X5UAMRRER
—HUAE, TSR, 2024), FIRER T ILCE R Re TR DhREZE A Wk 5B AR T oK, AR D FEATE
FFHT BT, B D FEE G FHURBIE R FZRARE . HEREMA T &, SURRE
g F 2R EP < 0.01), MAT LR REFHLOB LA B TR 72 mTRER v AR 72
FhE, SAHHRMREZ TMA TR EE,  H s RN T /A 1R A7 SR S AR ek FLm ik B e AL
BAMER TR SCFEE S ISR AT RE S N IR BIRS fE E% F I E BN, 2555/ ERSE TR,
FREEANETESNF, T REERI 25 D 0O BE TR SR FEHEA T2, AN PR T A4 1) AL TR SR 35 Bh iy ]
RetE.

4.2. AXRMR DAV T

AW FRRSE R T RAGHETFIRB AR, SOEETRAANRME DETEE S K e FHL
s, X5 AR AL A — S 55, 20235 BREESE, 20205 Gao et al., 2019). 5045 RILR O FE
FAVEAE SRR T R R AE D ER BT UK O R BN ER, (OB 585 F R RIEAK,
SRR TRARGIF DF OIS s, MAERR & FE ), TERedEH B C4k 8L m i 177 )
K OIS E DR BT IR AARDE, A BT A R AR T R BE LK. A AT T
RE2 B L b R0 2 BE AL AR, 31X 5 DRI 5T 45 5 —BU(Li & Liu, 2025). A HFFTR IO B 32 5K
FEMREZREM, XA A T HKEREE, wTLMEIESRTRAR, (G RUFRTFRAMKA, i # Ak
BFBER A FIR PRI HE E B R, AT D 7 v 1 45 A i JBAT N B (22 7, TRIRER, 20185 T Hf,
2012)o BRI T I T A AR AE TR ()RR, AT fe B {01 ) 136 26 [ 3 28 Fg R0 SRS, 491 G et P 4 e AL
PREILSE A R, AN R AR ), X S AT A R TR R LS ) TR MERALE, Rl
B IIEERT R BB TSR H ARG R AT R T, H4h TS AN K2 5 TS FE, T
PAINSESE T Z BB AR RO/, A RIFINALSESR TR &R, MA BT 775 D ER O HEIERRE S, B
ST OB, (AT RE RS 32 B RO P ) BBk R, AR MR ) R T, IR X AL
(1T

R FAAFAE LR B Z AL, B, 62 18I i 45 2 & DURUE /ANEE P 50y 1) B B2 R T UR G
KRR T 7 R RT3 AT SIS, 153 B X B Re PRI R A 45 R A E— e R
IR ZE o AREIWE R AT LB £ 7 I UCEE R, EL A S RERIAR A, RIEBOE ) SR e A . K,
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Z
%
ok

BRI T — K, B TR T, B AN BE X AR 5 8 ) ¢ A A DR R AR, B AN REIRIE QSRR
TRENEFDFE OB R REAKIPTN, AR FOT LOEAT A BRERT T, Bl AP R BOR S S5,
AR A W2 PR B SR SR IR 240 O BB AE S S SO T R R AN A AR5 RE FALHOBT Th (K R

5. &g

(1) 11~16 & F/DER BETFHRIE R TIA T L FR ISR PR E 2R . MAET X
RO E e T ARSI 72 AR/ AR R v 2 1A v IR R fre s, 75 /D4 B RE THLIRBE L
RO RE b SR SO R BB, T D AR RE T L 28

(2) RKTRAEH DERRETHBDE AR, 5OBHMERZ LM, OS> EE
RE ALK AR 25 A %

(3) LEEHEAESORIR TR ARWE D ER LTI B A ER .

BBk
LI, WIRER(2018). AR T ZAXRKREARSWAIMIER. AL P4, 39, 1486-1488.

BRER, VRAB, THREEE, IR, Eh(2023). BOFEFEREES FILRBERCR: OEBEERTRAER. OB AT,
18(10), 10-12+29.

Miks, BER, 2220K2023). mERZEAFHUKE S5 REFHIMS T AR RT T, FEE89, (19), 56-59.

T A(2024). /ML FZBEICKFAEF ORI R A Z W05, T s ERER S,

WA, EIR(2024). WP AR R R FHLRE R ORI AER. OB A A 19(11), 75-77+81.

WA %, H161£2008). HADEOIPIERR G R IRAE. OFZR (8), 902-912.
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