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Abstract

To explore the relationship between parental emotional warmth and online altruistic behavior, as
well as the role of kind personality and social support in this relationship, a survey was conducted
among 1031 college students using the “College Students’ Online Altruistic Behavior Scale”, “Kind-

» o«

ness Personality Questionnaire”, “Parental Rearing Style Questionnaire”, and “Online Social Sup-
port Questionnaire”. The results indicated that parental emotional warmth positively predicted
online altruistic behavior. Kindness personality and online social support each played an independ-
ent mediating role in the relationship between parental emotional warmth and online altruistic be-
havior. Moreover, kindness personality and online social support jointly formed a significant se-
quential mediation pathway. These findings suggest that parental emotional warmth promotes
online altruistic behavior not only directly but also indirectly by fostering kindness personality and
enhancing online social support. The present study enriches the theoretical understanding of how
family environment contributes to the development of online altruistic behavior and provides em-
pirical evidence for promoting online civility and positive personality development among college
students.
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1. 5|8

BEE BN BRI PRI R R, W28 78 (B RO R AR ) AT M S AR B B 2. I 28 ) Al
17 N(Internet Altruistic Behavior)fis MATE 9 26 PR 558 o 1 IR 5 B N HAS B EEAT AT [ 4R (1) 2 B, I 2 X 4%
XHE AR T Lo SRR I 2 SR SRR B R AL 5255, 2011). MEE RIARAT 2 B2 7 IR & om, i)
PEtt o2 ) H, DhRe RGP EE T DUA/MESR L IE D RyE 5 RO, AR BRI, 2022), B
ez Ah, 3 BNKS ] DLIE ) PO B0 Se Rt AT R RN 28 FIABAT R (TR 2258, 2021)0 AUk, MR R
PR B AR AR AR B8 (1) At B B B AL 2 S ALOH R H 55, 2020). FHRRT L, 2 R AT T B R
2R, HXAMAFEZERW, Fib, 709ZRNRN MERURAT R, CURHERE AR T
ZIuUiRe, 7 KIEHAE MR 52 O J R S U R AR B e

WIBAESRGEW, FEEMEN MR RIS — RS, HHGRT7 07 At od N EARZ] . FaEn)
M (Darling & Steinberg, 1993). S BFHFEIT A BEA G G BRI, TS BE R 77 s im e . i &
FRW I — B2 N AMEF AU E . RS IR B 07 e RO 7R D 4 B AR O B R B AT
TE R S5 HOOR PR FFARAROR R B S35, R B "S5 Tt 7 A A 7 A o i e o BRI il /> ) AT e AR, AE
FRE AR TR AN I BB W 200E B O R AR IIAE, 20185 TRAEW, A, 20205 M ELEAE,
2020)0 SXBHE BORBEAE N E T T N AL O UEE, fa B EE - MERE, BB EIRBEIEE T
LA TR T RS RS E G B EE, 2018, bR, #5HE, 2022). BRAEWFRFEH, QEHERK
TR REA RO B B D ERN OB 5, (R S AT NI K & (Buckley etal., 2024). 24 )L 2 FFER1G 50 B)
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TENE B ST N E TR TR 5 R OB, 2 7RV RS BR AL HOR: SCRESG MR N B ] A6 h B BT
DNAEN, FEAE R ST SR AE PSR AT AR TR SORT 4, 2021). FEMIZE A [A], IXFRE T KB
(Y1 % T AN T R AE S 9 0] B AR N B35 ik o Bk, ANWF AT H RS H1: SCBRHIF BRI IR RE A2 1F 1) T K
A WA FIAAT A

MNRETE ARG, SRR IR IR A MR AL 1 224 Begh . 7uis o) B ) K PR o AR AR 5 4+
R, XMABEY T F L WA EDW, AR 3 RN I K & (Augustine & Stifter,
2015; Zhangetal., 2021; %7, 2023). # R A% (Kindness Personality) & MAE N Br B 5h F R B H AR
. WES Rl AGE. TR, B CERBMRRGE S, 2018). WFFCIESE, WEBE. BT
AR E T T L W TE R 5 oA S W (O BRI S, 20235 5857, 2023) MAT AIRBILAE
KT RS AR B SR R sh L S SL 15 R 77, BE % 2 25 1F [A) T I 2 ) 4t AT 9 (Amormino et
al., 2025). HAEHBRAREHE: Hom 5 JAEH DL I B A sh (R AT =48, 2021), BAAARTFM 2% N FrfE4E:
DA BRAR XS SR Bl (B Y0 O R (JH =1, G4, 2023). 45 1, AQRFIE IRIE IR v] AL iE T B B 3 B AR,
BEME BRI R AT . EIE, BT R H2: 3 B ARG AE S BHE BOR IR 5 K24 M Al AT A
Z IR ER .

FE2 SRR AR A TE IR SR (0 B A 0 4y, T T ) 2% At AT D B DR 17 B3 DR 35 (B A 00, 2010)
Fho CRF R AR MR A2 25 07 T DL A& G AR RS e BN B L IR R AR BE (D, e
2008). WRFLREY, SCRERURBIZFE 7 AEA BRI T 2wk 2 SR K 1 8% 5 R FH 7K (B 2221 45,
2007). [FII, R0 B 4k 2 SR R4 SEA ) T2 9 2% rh i H R AT 9 (Twenge et al., 2007; J71EZ,
AR, 2023). AP, dhaSCRFRTRERESZ K IR T WG, SO — B Rk W 2 Rl AT A T k. 4
U, AHFFEIR R G H3: A2 SRR SR LR 5 K A S R AT vz [l rp A

SO TR TR S A RHE BOR IR . 35 R M AN 22 SCRe3 5 4 R AT 3 I C, (HILE I 9T &
B RAT R 2 AR R, XT38 A5 4 2 SRR 75 3 (7] 44 Bl SR B 5 I 28 R Ath AT 4 (13 2.0
HEHLH] M Z R . 3 R AME AR AL BHE R R (2 AR R R I B AR BRI A = 25, 2018),
MRS B MA R SL BRI AR R R, TSR IR AN (CE S, 0P, 2018); Ttk SCRE
— 3G ISR AMA ) B AR SE A S A S A, 20135 XIUKAFEE, 2021). B, 3% B AR S0/
REAE AL RHIF BRI 520 W 28 R AT i B R EE S A PER o HEk, ARBFFI He: ACRHE R IE @
R E RN DA A 2 SCRE,  HE (R R A N 2 R AT A

b, CAWARFERECEHEREE . B R AGEGE 2 SRS MR AT A Z BRI LR,
T = A SR IR I 5 1 D 2% ) At AT g T AR P TR A SR AR LA B = STUE AR 36 . AR T TR
BRGEWCE22 2 B, M “SCRHE BURIE — 38 B M — 2 3R~ W& RMbAT 7 FEU A f
A, R FEERR R 7 SR K 22 A W 2 R A AT A B N AE O ERNLE, D9 BRI 26 R A AT A TR R
TEFR PR AL (1 S -

2. ARMREFE
2.1. MRFER

SR TR, J8 I 0] 45 B 6 RS T3 T 2 s S 40 At kb X S AR R R R A R
TR o SL[RIC R 1387 4y, BIBRICRL A 356 1, SZR1GA R4 1031 4y, A RUEEN 74.3%.
HA B4 260 N(25.2%), LH: 771 N(74.8%); 54 656 N(63.6%), FEEEZ4E 375 N(36.4%); F7E
TR —F K. LBV, 96.6%FI#HA H ¥ LRGE 3 /N, 36.8% A4 6~9 /I, 26.2%it#id 9 7
i
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22. ARFZE

2.2.1. KEEMEFMEITHER

SRS S2(2010) gl CR2A M FIbAT HERY , 3L 26 MBI, GHEMLE SCFE. MRS
P25y RS SRER DY N ERE . BT 4 Aoy, 1 RoR “AAR7, 4 TR “BE” . BRE M,
R LB FIAT AR . ARFFFEH, ZERMEEAR Cronbach’s o REH 0.96.

2.2.2. ERAREE

KA FIE5(2020) gm0 (38 R AAS TS, J6 15 N8, G2 A%, BERE. RmlE.
P ZEERIUANZERE . BRRA S fUihar, 1 Rom “FFEAFE” , SRR “FEERNEG” . aolE, £x
AMEE R ARG K- . AT, BERB/K Cronbach’s o %4 0.88.

2.2.3. RBFHFHRIEE

KA 2010037 1 (e A BE B T7 i) 46 SChiY » 0] 45 & SR IR BE SRR & 21 AN,
3 A SR 5 RESE AR I IR RE B LR BE RS = AN BRI EER . BSR4 5, 1 FoR
AT AR R o AW, ACBEHFRJT U 4A Cronbach’s a RECN 0.84.

2.2.4. WKL TIFEE

K ZRGE AR (2008) dm il ) (P&t SCRFIR Y , 3L 23 NI, AFEEECRE. TR, R
FERUAAESZ R IUANERE . B3R K 5 At 1 BR “EEAF/HE” , S BR “BE/FE” . B0,
TR B I 28 4 2 SR . AWEFTCH, 2R EE/K Cronbach’s a ZEH 0.94.
3. it

K H SPSS 26.0 %t 1031 42 KA SRR EGRRE . FEEREEBGRE. £ R AW . &2 EMERMBIT
NS 3E4T Harman B[R RAKGIG A Pearson A0 #r; ] Process ZFE /7 #EAT AN A B, T
Bootstrap 75 FE & ik 5000 KAGIE AN EEN, PLp<0.05 NEFFSIHFE L.
3.1. EEFERERE

K Harman BRI Z050 le dE AT L R 77 A i 224 00, A5 RABHUHV R IEE R T 1L MR 174, K
BUES — SR T A RFAEAR FTAARE 19.44% 08285, KT 40%IIm A8 . PRIL, AW FEAFAE ™ H A3 [F) U5
i 22 -

3.2. RBHRER. ERAM. HSXFSMEFMITANEXXR

Pearson AR MT &5 ROLZE IR, SRR BORRE 5 W45 R) fth 4T 2 583 IEASS(r = 0.19, p < 0.01),
BESE I IR 15 W48 R A AT [ RE 2 35 IEAH 92 (r = 0.24, p < 0.01). IbAh, FER AMG=035,p<0.01). %
S FE(r=0.53, p < 0.01) ) 5 MR AT R B FIEM G, & TNAR & 2 )78 7R 0 35 1E R R HK .

t

Table 1. Correlation analysis between parental emotional warmth, benevolent personality, social support, and online altruistic
behavior

F 1. RYBBREE. ERAE. HEIFSMERMBITAMMEXI R

1 2 3 4 5
1. SR IR IR R 1
2. B B BE 0.55™ 1
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3. BERAK 0.28" 0.23" 1
4. tha3CFF 0.19" 0.17* 0.28™ 1
5. MIEFIMEAT A 0.19* 0.16™ 0.35*" 0.53" 1

VE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001, FI.

3.3. ERABMASTHEXFHRBERSMEF 1T RERPTER

KH Process %2/ Model 6, TESEHIVEG . % KRFZEE KT L HEY EME K& ET, DA
RIGRIRE N AR, KZEEMSRMMAT AR, 5085 R A& G52SR A 8. B
SIS R IR 20 SRR BRI R X R 2 AR I 28 R Ath AT A7 I 32 TE 1Al TR FH (B = 0.19, £ = 6.11, p < 0.001),
B 1 BRAL. G [EBT NSRS IR I 35 RKE S SCRENT, SR BRI R X 28 Rt AT A9 1 B 4%
TRIAE A2 2B = 0.04, ¢ = 1.45, p > 0.05), MERAKP=0.21,1=7.67, p<0.001) 54T EEP =
0.46, 1 =17.20, p < 0.00 1)XF W 2 it A7 75 B A I 25 1E 1w U4 FH -

Table 2. Examination of the chain mediation effect of kindness personality and social support between father emotional
warmth and online altruistic behavior

F2. ERAR, HSIHEEBRRESMERITAENER P ERRE

EVEWp ARG EVEES - &rE2Es

gh A T Az R R2 F B t p
W £& Rt AT A AN R IR R 0.20 0.04 23.15™ 0.19 6.11 <0.001
RN Ao 17 TR L 0.28 0.08 43,57 0.28 9.31 <0.001
theSCHF Ao 17 TR L R 0.31 0.10 36.16™ 0.12 3.99 <0.001
RN 0.25 8.07 <0.001
W 2% Rl AT Ay AR I 0.58 0.33 128.03"* 0.04 1.45 0.146
FRA 0.21 7.67 <0.001
theSCHF 0.46 17.20 <0.001

K H Bootstrap (5000 L)X H AN TR, S5 R 3 NS 1. AL R B X 1) 4 ) Atk
TRRRBN R, PINER A S EE, SAEESNCAN 015, HEBNK 79%. =2k
1 95%EE XA 0, R R A2 SCRFE SRS RIRIE 5 W 28 R Al AT S 2 T8 (1 5 e A
F AR T . BN BAS X E A 0 ([-0.01, 0.09]), #7niE R A SHE S CRERR h
et ER . g8k, ik H2. H3 Al H4 5357 FF.

Table 3. Analysis of the chain mediating effect of kindness personality and social support between father’s emotional warmth
and online altruistic behavior

3. ERARK ARXFAEERRURERS MK thiT R a8 74

MNAE  Boot SE 95%CI AN RN AE

SR 0.19 0.03 [0.13,0.25]
HERN 0.04 0.03 [-0.01, 0.09] 21%
IR 1 (SR A BRI — 3 R A — M 28R AT ) 0.06 0.01 [0.04, 0.08] 31.5%
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42 AR 2 (B2 o A IR I — +E 2 S HE — W48 FIAAT ) 0.06 0.02 [0.02, 0.09] 31.5%
[EJ RN 3 (SLoR I IBAR IR — 3 R A —~ 230~ M 4% .

b7 ) 0.03 0.01 [0.02, 0.05] 16%

NI 0.15 0.02 [0.11,0.19] 79%

ERAE [ B=025"P HATF
B =0.28*** B=0.46***
B=0.12%* B=0.21%**
RFBRGRE 0.04 > REFIhITAH

Figure 1. Path coefficient diagram of the model linking father’s emotional warmth, benevolent personality, social support, and
online altruistic behavior

1 FEBRURE. ERAR. HRIFEMEFMITHEREZAKE

3.4. ERARNESXHFAERFRRERSNEF RITAENPMER

KH Process 725 H1 1] Model 6, TEFEHIMI . FH. RKEEZEE KT L HY M KE&HET,
DARESEAS IR N A &, KA M RIMAT AN E, 50 R M5 L2 SCReEE U AR08 .
BUASHTEE RN 4. BESEIE B BERT K 52 I 28 R AT A 35 E [ TRE B = 0.16, t = 5.16, p <
0.001), ¥ 1 L. [EIRT AN RESEAR BORIE . 35 RS 5 412 SCHFIT, RESE {7 R I 0T I 28 ) i A7
() BLRE TR FAS 2 25 (B = 0.03, £=1.20, p > 0.05), 1M73% B AK(P=0.21, 1=7.86, p < 0.001) 523 #F
(B=0.46,1t=17.28, p < 0.001)%J P25 Rt AT A A7 B A7 2 25 1 ) T A A

Table 4. Examination of the chain mediation effect of kind personality and social support between maternal emotional warmth
and online altruistic behavior

F 4. ERAR, X FHAEFEBERERSMER ITHEREX P MHERKGLRE

EIEpyE BRI ATREL EVEES SRS

R oAz & R R F B t P
W 2% ABAT A B R IR 0.21 0.04 23.15™ 0.16 5.16 <0.001
R B R IR 0.23 0.05 29.30™ 0.23 7.62 <0.001
SRR B R IR 0.30 0.09 34.86™" 0.11 3.52 <0.001
RN 0.26 8.48 <0.001
W25 FABAT BRI BRI 0.58 0.33 127.78"* 0.03 1.20 0.232
R A 0.21 7.86 <0.001
AR 0.46 17.28 <0.001
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K Bootstrap (5000 AR R AN AT R, S5 R 5 AN 20 BESEE BRI X ) 45 ) Atk
TRREN RE, PIANER A S EE, SAESENAN 013, HENK) 81%., =2
1 95%E(E XA 0, R R A2 SCRFE BESE A IR IE 5 W 28 R Al AT Ay 2 T8 (1 5 e/
J it QR AR P T . BB RN A LA X T 0 ([—0.02, 0.08]), $7s P A8 B 7E A AL vt 58 4 Fh A 1
M. 2L, % H2. H3 F1 H4 15330 F.

Table 5. Analysis of the chain mediating effect of kindness personality and social support between maternal emotional warmth
and online altruistic behavior

5 ERAR. e ESEBERBESMERIT BN YRS
WM Boot SE 95%CI AR 5NAE

SR 0.16 0.03 [0.10,0.22]
BHERN 0.03 0.03 [—0.02, 0.08] 19%
(AR 1 (BESE AR BRI — 3% R A — WS FAT ) 0.05 0.01 [0.03, 0.07] 31%
(B2 5N 2 (BESFE AR BOR IR — +E 2 3C FF— W& R AR AT ) 0.05 0.02 [0.02, 0.08] 31%
(BRI 3 (BRI B AR — 2 R A — &30 Ff—~ W 4% .
U7 0) 0.03 0.06 [0.02, 0.04] 19%
RN 0.13 0.02 [0.09, 0.17] 81%
ERAE [—B=026"—» HATF
B =(0.23%** B =0.46***
/ B=0.11*** B=0.21%**
BRERRE B=0.03 > REFIthTTH

Figure 2. Path coefficient diagram of the model linking maternal emotional warmth, benevolent personality, social support,
and online altruistic behavior

B 2. FRBFRIERE. ERAR. HESXFFSMEF T HERREZERHE

4. g
4.1. R BERIERR RLEFI b TR R0 IE = FURE A

AWFFCRIN, AL BEE B R BB % 535 1 1) U0 K2 A I R AdAT g, REE H A3 2N50F . X —&5 5
BEA B AL 4518 — B RIS, 20235 S35, 2023). KARERIS AN, SQBEE BORIEY T & WAL MR IR
(PR AR, A LMl N R 3 WU, M 7E 28 i i S8 B N (KR, 2000). 422 ST B T 3
W, il R S IR RA ST A IR E NSk 2, 20155 518, 2026). Buckley %%
(Buckley et al., 2024) AN R BIF FEAESE, 722 I A1 A BRI R 1) FE 75 A0 48 5 B H B v R S Ak 2 /K
Taskesen Nureda %5(2025)iE— 548t , S BRI BE A8 0518 ok 34 5 A PR BN 45 16 32 318 SRORIRTH AR,
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KB AR EAEE TS RARAT e MRS B BRI MR S 3, 38 R A& K45 DR T, k1
FE W 28 25 1] v [ SR AR B 1) fl AAR S IR R (VP 1T 55, 2024). M, B Z iR 51838 10 5% e 40 ) ] R4 2
TR KRR, FRMEA B4 N(Rodriguez-Ruiz Francesc et al., 2023). 45 E, 5 BRE BRI A W 2% 7]
AT B it TG IR SRR BRI, E A R R I A A 1 A LE O 3L B AN A R B SRR A

4.2. ER AP NER

RN AE S BHG RIR I 5 W Pt AT N 2 BED AMEH . KIS Zhang Z52021) W 745 18—
B, BIAC BRI IR I A 0% 18 ik 28 1 A (R AR A T A8 N R ok T 2k S At 22 AT 8, AW SO BL A o
FRE R LRI 1, RS RS IKEIE B A SIS SRR e . RN, B F04EE 0P R 1 52 4%5115(2023)
KT A BRIG5> SR RABAT R B, IR 7 A& WAL ER R SR A 4T
AR REA . NEBWAE, oSSR EREEISYRE MR — P APlH. ar& i
Lol I MR S SCBHT A A AR B, 57 T 22 4 01 IR IR 45 45 A AT AR AR I 1 R ERAE
SRR AN o AU R I R B 7R I 254 B P S MR A TR, B4R, Amormino
L5 (2025) 5K 255 (202 1) 48 tH i R AR # B i s ae 1 SRR, AR R4 R 5 —8 ik
SR [N R OK 50 I 28 ) At AT M R R P 7E B

4.3. HEZFHPNER

A 22 SCRFAE SRR IR R 5 X 248 R A AT D TRIAEE P A A P, 2R B SR 19 JRAIR R BE 6 3l I 3R TSR 1
2 SCRFACE (R BE R 5 R AT . IX— 25 RS A BT T4k S SRR SR AL 247 0 S BTN R 32
iR —FONTE, 2012), IR HAE BRI, BAKIT S, KRB IRy — MR #EeR T, N
TSR TR E SIS 5 R AU A BT AR TR S8 B X 2% 2 SRR IR IR R AT ()2
2017) BN BN Ak 22 SCRF A, JE T VG 54 2 DUAR IR S ) T 00 28 23 [A] v [ s N\ () i
2011). ABFTESE ROILIR AL TR SRS : KRBT & ML SR REAAEI LN PR B h A
FEAER, JRRER A A 8], ORISR AT N BB IHE . A2 SRR S R IR R IR ety
W28 AL AT AR B AR, 535 RS BT AR K A B IR i A TN AR TE

4.4. ERARMNESFHEARNER

3 R NME 54 22 SCRFAE A BF G IBIR IE 5 N 28 FIARAT N 2 VR IR R A ER . i85 RS F eI %
W-F(2018) 8 T3 R A IE M Pl A+ 2 SCRE I 450 — 8, R — D3R T B E KRR S5 NS BT 2
[ e A SR . KRR, IR AMAR Z 3L [F #1E 17 A (Bronfenbrenner, 1979). A5t
o, SCBHEIRIRRAE AR K EIN L, B E T T LB R AN H&E R AEIAMEAT 5 @i Ak
AL SCHRI LS JRAN B )AL 22 SCRE O M 28 R A AT g it 7 BEUR S BT . X —8EAHLHIER ], K
JE U5 B 0T Sz v P £ A AT I N TR 8 “ NS AL - k87 P AL 7 REsEB, X HMRRE 1 f
BEEBNAENNTN EAFRE . HIt, RBFFOEKEERZ . NSRS SRS A —HESE, A
TR 0 2 FAAT A B TR ML B2 it 1 B 58 B AL A
4.5. RRRERE

SO AT T BRI 28 FIAAT A B BN LR A 1 SRR S8 aeef, EAEESE TR, H
REARRIEFINLLTE . B, AUHFCRABIWH R AT, BARER 7 EHERIRE . #R AR, e
CRESMERIMAT N Z BIRR, EMARER WA S MR R R, Kokl ghE 9 miE B ek se ik
W T — DI S AR LS. R, AR EER SRR T RS 4 B ks, REILFE 5 mZ LS
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LERRYIAAAE I A ITE w2, B 2 B S MVFVESF IR I, ROR T 45 &5 SR, )
PEVPANY BAT 9S00 55 22 YRR AT IR  BRAh, AT JE T 255 T 8 AR AR & SR BE R R T
AR HE—WINNERRFE . FEEA ARSI R, R, Dt — D45 KA
HIMAT BT L -

B B
AT ORI A 2 5 3 WA F R, 0707 RE WL 25 E B AR B R S HEIE S : 2025-RE-048).
ELmEB

WAEEE 285 24 Bt K KR F AN R H (H %% 5 202510929010).

SE
JifEZ, HARHR2023). M SH T KM ST KRR, #0542 315,
1042-1046.

TR, BRI, FhIREN, ZEWNZR(2023). BRI NG KB4 OB R ISR 28 R ALAT 9 00 A 2808 K AL
GINT. A RO FE S 31(9), 1375-1381.

WA, 257, EEIEQ007). BFFRH T N & SCREN DD EE RN, A OB P AEFE, 21(9), 650-
653.

AL, Gk, LT, VRIEQ2010). RIRSCBEEIR T RS R SCRIOVI T, DK REGHE, 26(1), 94-99.
AERIR, SR, VPR, FERR(2020). PEAE R BRI EH] LSRR, OB FIRTT, 40(6), 538-544.

EUR(2010). ERTT R A A &SR 53R ST NI R R ——IE TUIRE . SR M PIT R s W AL (RS, b
FEFZIR(HLFIFHR), 10(2), 90-95.

HE. (2017). HHAFELREHTE (. HL TGO FRIRR. W22 AR, PFe: (AR R

XFKAF, RGHE, RISF, FEE2021). #Ea R KEAEFMAT MM BB ERIEN R ER. FEFFEH B,
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