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HE

AR BRI R T RREXHMELITAESET L E W EENEMER 2 RSP MER, UBERREHRFH
Y MEDEMEITANNERRZ. XA RBREE, FHXRMECLTARR. FTFRAAEN G
Bt XM EEHERTELRE, UST3IBEFPENAANR. EREIN: 1) KEHMELITAREEIEN
R 45 5] BRI 4848 FH (B = 0.183, p < 0.001); 2) REMELATHEZAHMIFETRRREQR =
-0.294, p < 0.001); 3) FEFXRAEENESPNMER, FHERSMEHN0.054, LEMI26.09%
(95% C1=[0.025,0.087]). £WERH, XEHMEATANMUBEELWFDER BN, T8I H
FRTFRAMBMBMBIEXK, HALGRARETHMESENKIT NG FRME T THEKRE .
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Abstract

This study aimed to examine the mediating role of parent-child relationship in the association be-
tween parental phubbing and adolescents’ problematic internet use (PIU), in order to elucidate the
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underlying pathway through which family digital interactions influence adolescents’ online behavior.
A questionnaire-based survey was conducted among 573 high school students using the Parental Phub-
bing Scale, the Parent-Child Relationship Questionnaire, and the Problematic Mobile Social Network
Use Scale. The results indicated that: 1) parental phubbing significantly and positively predicted ado-
lescent PIU (§ = 0.183, p < 0.001); 2) parental phubbing significantly and negatively predicted the qual-
ity of parent-child relationship (f§ = -0.294, p < 0.001); 3) parent-child relationship played a partial
mediating role, with an indirect effect of 0.054, accounting for 26.09% of the total effect (95% CI =
[0.025, 0.087]). The findings suggest that parental phubbing not only directly contributes to adoles-
cent PIU, but also indirectly exacerbates the risk by undermining parent-child relationship. This study
provides empirical evidence for family-based interventions and the guidance of adolescents’ online
behavior.
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1. &

Bl E R HR IR R R, EBEN & o /0 4 H R AR i TP AN ] BBk 1) — 343 (CNNIC, 2025). {EN
PR 28451 FH FRITE R, 5 /A AR I ELER A AT v R R 2 2 REHRRAE, R AN Z 5 BEARH . phah (i
5 7] R X 2% 4 FH (problematic internet use, PIU)YIL % . 20U 53R, /> 4F PIU AMUSHIAR . FEREEEO
PRI A A OG, IE AT BRI R I A BR oG R SRR A 2518 B g 117 AR B2 T (Aboujaoude, 2010;
Li et al., 2023). EA—TR NI RER, £ 24.5%7 DAL PIU W8, HIEE N ANBFRENF D
4 PIU AU 5E /& (Shanthi et al., 2024) . [FAEE N EF0 DR FRIESE, PIU fE & DR A ER S
Weim i, H IR R R BB (Zhang et al., 2025). XEHFFILFEIR, FHAE PIU By —
AMELFR T [ 28 H i R 1) 7L

[ERCIA T /D AR 2845 IR 2 TR 3y, RBEERR S QAR B8 B MR R I B R 4t
HH )i & H N E D E OB 517 8 R B (Bronfenbrenner & Morris, 1998). W5 R, HMIHKIKEH
g, WETF, 57 /D4 PIU B3 IEM 2¢(Chen et al., 2024; Ozaslan et al., 2022). 35T RA LS
RO IRF R, AT RES RINALSE G 4, MR AR T A AR L 1 ) 2% 1 5 DL R 1% Bk 5 6
BE(Wang etal., 2021). Ak, SCBRAT AR AR W 248 B A BERE S RVEIE R . sk, “ACBk
i3k47 4" (parental phubbing) & i, AL BETESE T H g+ i B A8 A F-H1L4E B 1 B 51 BT L IS
BTS2 B FOGE . XMAT AN RE R E DA BT IR T REDE)” KIES, HIS9RF IR 1
SRS, R T DA S A A ST

RTRAMEAFERGZOER, ATRETESCRHMESAT A5 75 A 453 L FLIE A FH (PTU) 2 [R) A 3
HAER . BURIISE TR REEHE N T ARG R 2 A 5308, B HoRE 2% R 00 B F T B8 ) A& R
Filgs RZ, SETRRGEBAEIEMNSE, WAl REmEIE D EMEE R ST A E. CHRRERY, o8
TRAFEASE D PIU ELEH S (Wang etal., 2018), i A fEilL f 07 D 4F (AR5 45 (Chen et al.,
2024)8% 3 FAE M AL S (Kim etal., 2017), [AHEAEH T HM AT . Bk, K565k RAEBHMEKLAT

ik
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5T /AE PIU Z AR A HUE], A BT 58 N i H R 5 B 3 45 o] 2 75 /D SR I 2847 s X

ERERNZ, FOFRMEAE AT AR —FaSpIsi, 12 nl Ae b AR 5 P50 R A3
BFAR . WEAERE 7% 737 (latent transition analysis, LTA) AR ICHT AR B, 75 /0 52995 B HLIE X455 FH (PTU) AT X))
3R IR “MZEA 5 C NS RO AN FI R, HAMARAEIX B (B A AE — 8 BB PE(Zhang
etal.,, 2025). EFXTIET DEM AL HBURK S, BEE DO IR BN, hTisid KeE. 2%
AN SRR R G0 AT TS BIAT B3 (Chen et al., 2024). JEAh, ASEESR M4 1% shnt 75045 K fE
GRMHAAE R 2R B, S5HGRINEAT RIS @R AT GEE 2t N broe R R RIIR A, 0 5 FE A4 N B
R H BB AR R VR X288, TUIAT B B 52 N B 5% 22 77 AR A7 THI 2 1 (Blais et al., 2008)0 X i#E—2F Ui B,
HRAR T DR A8 ) R G A L B NS FES 5 O ERES T 2 R EMN G &% 52,

R BTk, SCBHMIGSAT NPT Rl i R SR TR R, M AR A HAT A, R
I PIU (XU o SRTT, B AT 05T BRI SCBHMIGRAT . SR TR RS F /D PIU Z IR N EHLE .
BT U, AT E AT, BRI R TR RAE R EHMIESKAT A S F A4 PIU 2RI B, A
WM R BE TP 75 D AE 8 i B B SR AL SiE ikl 518 52, B 7R /8 SCRHMIE AT N2 5 /0 5 X 2%
R AENLR], NRASSBEFRAT o SR TR R TR > 1) R ) 2% 45 4 ik BRI A 48 15 52
BN o
2. MRFESHR
2.1. MRFER

KRB 77 SR H H AT @ A e 2 — . @ A AR R, SR AR TR A AT
WX L Sl T R K BE . FERR T &S, 931G 45 573 tr. Hrr, 5542 283 N(49.4%), @4
290 A\ (50.6%); % 128 N(22.3%), = % 445 N(77.7%).

22. fiIRIE

2.2.1. [N MEFERER

KA ZAESE NG 1) R M AT N R R ) (ZkE5E, 2017), HAT S LES
A FE AR RS B AL RS IS AT IR o %R IE 16 MBI, HAESIhAEZ 0. AIWEEIR . iS4 m
AR PO FE . R S sitay, 1= “EERFER”, 2= “HATKE”, 3= “AE”,
4= “WERHE”, 5= “SE&FE7 . MBLTMY, ®RESNIETHKS, 8o, NERH
3EFEE {of P 2 A 5 ) 8% 16 A6 [ el 7™ B 6 ASHIE 70 r, B 0 P — B0 RBCA Cronbach’s o REM 0.819.

222. FFXRER

K H] Buchanan Z5(199 D)4l (GEFRRAME) HATIE ., ZEUSHANSER, 2000 TR
RFRAZEGRFRA, FEINTH, B S SAitaE, M 1GEEARTFEE S ARE/E), Ha
FRAPIRSE PR R R JHEET, ESEEMN o RECN 0918, BEESERN o REHN
0.914.

2.2.3. REHESKLITAERR

{&3kAT N B 3K (Partner Phubbing Scale), f&i#% PPS, M Roberts 1 David $#&it}, FEITEHI R AEIAME L
TR, SRATAER MR T NGRS A BT, 5 2B B4 AN B BE KSR IEFHLAT R
(Roberts & David, 2016), &3t 9 % H. A& RH KB -BAE R @EATHIF, K2R 0 Skl
FEAR T, BRI —Z 1 RECN Cronbach’s o REH 0.843,
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3. &R
3.1. ERFZEREKE

HI AT 78 Bt 2o 1 A B e A W R REATAESE R i 22 o SR Harman 54 LAFAS 3896 e
AR B KR TUT EARRIER 708 SR EIR, ARBEFH TSR K5 A A BT RHEE D 9.686, XTE
AR SR ARRE AR IL 27.674%, KT 40% M1l FARAE o 1X 38 B AHIF 70 B8 A A7 1 7™ 2 10 3 ) 5 2 i 22 1) A
AT JE B0 T

3.2. BEEERREG T SHEX TS

gL 1, EMEMEH S 4EE T, HAERE R 4EE RS RmM=3.11,SD=0.91),
“THRERIE” (M =2.40,SD =0.71)5 “HWr” (M =230, SD = 1.01)4EEF /> FHX AR, Bk b T rh K
o TEETRAYEE L, HAESREERSETXRAEM =381, SD = 0.89)m T 53 ENE T KRG
(M =3.35,SD =0.99), $&/R/DERANF 0BT 20 % BB R T TR % . SR RORIME R/ 5 52
T BT AR B A] IR G OC RR, B RN 2 B/ o SRS SRAT 9 5 I i 2 Do 28 4 FH A 43 (r = 0.138, p < 0.001)
R RHE AT A(r=-0.108, p = 0.010) 235 T K R (r=—0.124, p = 0.003) %) 5 B M5 . 1) : [ 28158 A
FEETFRRABRENMR(=-0295,p <0.001), SZEHELATHE EZE EFHK( = 0.600, p < 0.001).
FT R R GRRHMET AR B MM K@ =-0.234, p<0.001). FAER KL NEE, HTH/AES
BT, RPN TRt T R .

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of all variables

= 1. FL BRI

AR M+ SD

o A A 3.11+0.91

DiRednE 24+0.71
X 41 FH

7 T 23+1.01

i 52 4 27+1.13

SBHESLAT 2.22 +0.63

. %S 3.35+0.99
TR

IS 3.81+0.89

Table 2. Correlation analysis of all variables

2. FLEMEXMSH

E 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 A A -
2 B 0.513™ -
3 DhRednE 0.567""" 0.525™* -
4 i 32 1% 0.590""" 0.556"" 0.468" -
5 SRR E -0.112** -0.117** -0.200""  —0.136™" -
6 RIS -0.108" -0.124" -0.214"" -0.129™ 0.600"* -
7 REHIERAT N 0.138"* 0.124™ 0.187** 0.124™ -0.234™  -0.295™ -

VE: ™"p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05, TFI.
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3.3. RN

KH] SPSS ZF#FF PROCESS (Model 4)R5 56055 158 SR AL S BHIC AT 9 1575 /0 4F [ L 00 28 45 FH T )
AN . AR E ] 1 R .

TSR0 SRR SR AT 0 T /04 ] M [0 286 A P (1) B0 o R B AR B AL 5 R R, SORHIG Sk AT
SRy 25 1 ) TR 75 /4 ) R X 48 4 B (B = 0.207, SE = 0.047, t=4.442, p <0.001, 95% CI=[0.115, 0.298]),
PR IR R 3 B = 0.183 (p < 0.001), TEHISXBHMIRAT BT EE, 75 /045 HH 30 0] RUE 19X 245 {5 P 17 DALk
e LISRTRAZANKEE, WIEHMEAT X AR E R ER, S8R0 3. SCRHMIGKAT AR
[ T 3§ 9% /(B = —0.394, SE = 0.054, t = —7.341, p < 0.001, 95% CI = [-0.500, —0.289]), Frutb[al)H &
# B=-0.294 (p <0.001), RKHHZBHMELAT HBAIE, BT RRMEHE.

ETXR
—0. 394***
—-0. 136™*
S EHESLITH E1E R 5 R
0.153*

: ™™ p<<0.001, *p<<0.01, *p<<0. 05,

Figure 1. Mediation model diagram

Bl 1. R REE

TENN AN AR EIE TR RS, A5 SSRGS AT stsf 1r] B o0 28 45 P (1) BB 0080 5 1R R IR R A 3508
S5 28 035 A7 ) P 75 24 ) R X 4846 FH (B = —0..136, SE = 0.036, t=—3.792, p <0.001, 95% CI = [-0.206,
—0.065]), LRI R EL B=-0.161 (p<0.001). KH Bootstrap ¥%(FE EHhIFFE 5000 )R H /80N 1) i 2
P, GREIR: SRF IR ARTESCRHRSAT 575 A0 4 1] 5 X 28455 P 1] 74D IRJ 432 244 0.054 (BootSE =0.016,
95% BootCI = [0.025, 0.087]), BEAGXEAREE 0, RPHNUPIEZE . Do G RN &
SBBERTELAI A 26.09% 01X 3R BH A BHIK S AT bt 5 /0 4 1] L X 28 A5 FH PRI ], 504008 0 1 2R R I A
VEFISEIL, RIASRHESAT Jilid BRIk T OC R, [AIEG 07/ 417 i A D 48 458 ) XU

Table 3. Mediating effect of parent-child relationship in the relationship between parental phubbing and problematic internet use

3. BT RRERBHEKITAS BRI ML M X R PRI TN

R AR RNAE SE LLCI ULCI VA

SRR 0.207 0.047 0.115 0.298

HHN 0.153 0.048 0.059 0.247 73.91%

HHA RN 0.054 0.016 0.025 0.087 26.09%
4. g

4.1. REUELATASE D FEIRE ML B B KR
M D ERCT AT A SRR AR TN 5, B3R S W28 (K o AT D 4R 28 AT 9 A% 0 49
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B EEA . BIRE R +E32 B A {5 BRI m AR 30 & I ThRE, MR T 75 204 H H M 4
BN ONRS B E, HEHMRAMPUREEN & T HMM&Esh2R8 . Wik, &L FEBD)
FEAZ A8 AT N HEAT R G T, RS TR R OKARE L BRI R 48 A8 B g R AT AR L B A
TECA R AL S ThREBHFEE, ARFFCHT R« A 2h W 4 &k 6 S0 PIU F & B & e
MAEBRE ST BRI ES 25, 2021), HIRYEREEMMTE “HSIhReZi” “mWER " “m2
PEIRR . B “HEAZARRLT DUAMZ O 4 5 5 0 S X 48 R AR TR J2 ) S PIU FIAZ O i BTRAE . 47 e d5
TSN THREIR FEAFE m A . RERRET MMM DRET “Bahh g Mg ” X — 45 e S,
AL B 0068 ) 00 B AT 9 44 8 (construct) 5 1 S PTU HIR% 0 K £ 7 4E 15 JEE 1A 45 49 7 B Mk (Aboujaoude, 2010;
WRACTE S, 2023)0 IXEMRE, 15 R 115 RS U A ATE I 26 3 F Hh (91 g gt . H
Fo Az ) B8 A7 BRI DA B At 42 Th RS2 A0 R B S5 A% O R AIE, T I SRR AE 1 2 AN [ I 28 36 3 28 284 ir AL (1) B
PR TR %

IR RFTY, CRHESLAT NS T D S E BL B A (PTU) 2 B35 IEAR S,  FLRE 35 1E 17 T
D PIU, X5 2R ER R TIER L 1R —S(Geurts et al., 2022). {ENFH/DFEHSEIKEE
BERE, SCRHESR T HAN L B A TR & AT, AR AR “ 22 EASE oy 2 (ke
WHI(ZEE 25, 2021)0 IXFRIR 8RN 0T B8 F) 55 75 /0 45 XoF 0 2654 FH 1) 1 FRE0 SRR, AR JHL St Do 289 ot XL
B AN SIS, ST 3 o 3 FH P 4 R mT REMECR L, 22K, 2022). AL, SCRHMESAT N S BUSE T
B, TS T A DR B S AR I SRR AS SR I ) I 2 FoREHE, X — i R & ik — sk M s H S
1 48 3 /2 2 1] ()3 45 (Badura et al., 2017; Hu et al., 2018), BZ&4RTF PIU MR AER:, ENET “fas]
R HPREREAT A ANAAT B 1) B A FH

4.2. REHEKAT AN FF X RN RERFNT

FRTHARMERETRRMIEA, AREYUR THFIRET AT LN, 20855 77 AR & %
%Z(Mansor etal., 2021) XFHR A BER L FRIFOHEEE, EANA¥ERH, KT AR
B BT AR, 251 K27 IR S B 7 i, BRAS 22 ARSI TR LA 520, 2022) 0 ASHIFFE Hp
RTRAEMTWERER, RETRABIE TR TRAEGD, HFHZIKRAT A EE AR
Wiy, X e 2 RON AT g 1 o AR SRAT il X B AR I 55955 T8 &R, BEE R 156 18] BOVR BE 2SI
S I AR AL BRI IE /KT IR A T R BE SR B . RBESR B L) R A 2 9 KRR T G SR E
BEM B — DR SET R R(RAE, X, 2025) ARKAT NS BEBIASE 0@ BACE TR, T3
FREAL AR RZ I, X Fad A R AR IR A 1 5 BARI) SR S % .

4.3. FFRENPIERNE

AW FEIGAIE | 56 1 K RAESBHICKAT A 5D 1) U I 25 A0 B4, i 1 R E i A M.
(R 5 L 26.09%, H BAS X HHEBRRAE, X#E 7 A BEmoL. BERImNS, KEHMESIT v E &E
PR o0 &R, T [A) e = T D A N O XS o LRI BE TR T AR ES RETEE A% O oW e —— R EE T
RS H R RIRZFZMANRRE, 15 2 DSEUE A #24 (Bronfenbrenner & Morris, 1998). &K R i
HilE, HOF PIU KBRS, &R RSE 7R RN T D ER AR E I SR 5 2 iy, #ghH
Fi R RUFIIS A AR )5 B IRAs il 68 g, A0 HAE T 30 S He Jy s g T4 25 1, B i ) 38 0 5% -V 08
A R 5 ZUMA e 1) B, T AR X 4% 6 B (Hu et al., 2018; Wong et al., 2020). X, Bl skt 5 HISE 1%
R FEEDFHEFREBAZ L, BRI IREZIR, W2 50 RIS S 45t 5 155 B R #E 8
RN S B () IR AR, e R NI B S I 2% (1) IR 35 (Hayixibayi et al., 2022; Toran et al., 2024).
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5. il

HFRSCRI, T DM R 2T 4 /7. SRR LSRN, Eahl b kAT, %
SR BET TR ] DA 158 (Gong et al., 2022)0 HAE EEIALE T H8h, NAMIEAINL: A B05E S,
FEEA L RB B, i T 5L RIS B, SRR RNIRS 15 L 38 5 T 5
B RESHET AW RTINS, PRSI E R, BRI N R T, IR
SR HEER LR TG, MEESHFRAOE S, BFAASHER S, AR ERES. RO E
YRR 2 1], T B G PR 7 AR BEAR B 44T o

6. BRSRE

AHEFAFAEA T AR -

o, WHNE TR FE T RN R R SRRV E R P B R, R D FE R
e F A B AL T R D 2% A T 28R, o) 430 5 S« R FE TR « R P A5 S O B [ 2% s 155
PRSI 23 Bl B AT R 0o B SR AL AL L AT ORRAE S MURBR AT, S5 RE B4k S8 I 2% {1 Y (4 BEAT oA XA
FERE T . AR TTEE RAE) ™ 2= T B (0 ) FBUE W 2% 0 T AT IS, T DR P B 22 AR W IH . ARORATE
FERCR A E RS S RAPER PIU & TR, SO A [FIVE BT A o FUE R 260 Bt AT 70 461 . 0 2R
SKIEE %, LU RG. MBOMER R IEP 5 25 R D 48 1a R X 28 47 D9 2 18] ) R IERASE 20 5 4 AL

B FEAREMA R BAREREEAN O E, KSR ERRE, X RACKRET — P 2
SR R, RERTEIX I, SRR FRAFE G E s LR AR, X RS T
WEFEEE R R AT HIX L ot Brsl A R Ak 2 2 Gr 7 75 A SRR B3R B TR B 23 A B A,
BTSSR AR BTSRRI, (H R AT RE 32 B R e P2t (TR A% I Z T2 o R RWFFENLE 77
PORMFETE, 7 o 2 FEALREA, JFERT RO Z MBI R GRS N 2205 2, R AR s e gt
BRI DU A A TH SRS AT N P B AR, AGL S0 AR A A [ SRR A v 0 i 1

=, BT SR VAT R R OGRS SO T RS IR TR AR, (BRI
TEVERUE X BHICRAT Ay SR 7R R 575 20 4 i JUE 100 2% A5 P - TR FR) IR SR 7 1) S5 IR TR] e 47 o 4n s /b 4R 1)
i A [0 226 A Pt RT B 51 A SCRERHEE 5 BRAT Dy, ETTREMA SR T ELBI A . ARORMT TR A A 36
BRBCTE, R AN ] S SR, A A S R A R S M Ui, D TR (Y DR R £ 4 B e s
IUEHE .
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