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Abstract

This study aimed to explore the effect of parent-adolescent alienation on adolescent internet
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addiction, as well as the mediating role of perceived relative deprivation and the moderating role
of school bonding. Methods: A questionnaire survey was conducted among 2591 junior high school
students from three middle schools in Jiangsu Province using the Family Cohesion Scale, Relative
Deprivation Scale, School Bonding Scale and Internet Addiction Scale. Results: (1) Correlation anal-
ysis revealed significant pairwise correlations among parent-adolescent alienation, internet addic-
tion, school bonding and relative deprivation; (2) Relative deprivation exerted a significant medi-
ating effect between family alienation and internet addiction; (3) School bonding showed a signifi-
cant moderating effect on the relationship between family alienation and internet addiction. Con-
clusion: Family alienation predicts adolescent internet addiction by elevating adolescents sense of
relative deprivation, and school bonding can effectively mitigate the adverse impacts of family al-
ienation and relative deprivation on adolescent internet addiction.
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1. 5|8

AR o [ FLIPE ) 645 B R AT (58 56 IR B ELIR P2 R AR GE T+ ) {The 56th Statistical
Reporton China’s Internet Development) , #% 2025 4F 6 H, FE M REEXR 11.23 12, HHF 10~19 %
DA R R AR R RN 13.7%, 20 1.54 /6N (CNNIC, 2025). 2845 FH BN 5 /b 45 8 AR 3% 3 B4 R
TR BRI, At ATT % DX % Rt S AN AT R AT Il @ 51 T AR 1)) R . — T R E D
FRAARA2~18 D) E o, AATRILE B 1 & AR IE 2 16.8%.

I 2% iR (internet addiction) & — P 25 (1 IR 28 AT, 2 A4 3 52 1R 46l P DR 28 T e B %) — Fofr 4%
P ) R () RRRES [ B Bt T 252 A 398 v AR BRI e 72 55 sk o B IR (Spada, 2014) o KB 5T R I,
I 268 BRRE AN 450 35 7 A AR AR B (B vli et al., 2023; Lu et al., 2023), %R TE A 4F HBUHE(Chi et
al., 2019). £EE(Tenzin et al., 2019)FF RG2S, FEUGD A F20E (Weinstein & Lejoyeux, 2010). tbah, M
BRI D ER G N IREDGE, FEE RS TR P4 B (Chang et al., 2022). Kk, 8
TR 75 /D 4 9 28 Jl R PR T OB LR AR AR 0 B

I 2% F IR ANAN 52 B A P S DR 3R IR S, 30 2 52 381 SR AN A BEDR] 22 55 PR K58 1R 2 i (XS AR el 7 15
X, EEE, 2013)0 RBAER RFIIR, FKEEZRWMERFFARBOW RS, ZEE R R K98 R A H 35200
AMERR EFI A, S UG PR 2 7T e 3 B4 ™ A2 — 8 BIAT IR0 R, T R 4 %) 5K B 0K B e A% 411 | 19 8%
RSB EEAT N AR ) R A (CE AT, MR, B S, 2013). fERBERMR 2, FKEEGITE W 5 6] 2
/DM SRR % O AR B (R AT, skeH T, WRIESE, 2023), FKEEBLIL 2 T8 5 RE I U [A) 17 SR I 425
P51 5 AR R PEAL, EAMURToET 20, BREBENKERARI R A . FKEE BT PN
/04 X 45 e B A TIOIIAE FH 5 5% B G028 PR 7 2 4 T 6% PSR RO M 38, B v (s (0, 7 P, 15 H 45, 2023);5
FREGRIT (T /D FE TR 5y = AR OB S s 27 T I 4, Je ok Rl 40000 28 R L ST, 3 7 38 o 1R % e 1)
RS (KA, X, XSRS, 2011). KEEJZ M SRR Z A SN N MER O BVEZ, TFRIX
28 B 52 1) B R 2 — (S R AE R TR

MR X 2 R AN N - 1548 - A - PAT S BBAY, AMA [R 3 R B2 15 DR 2 L [ 2 il o) 9% ol TR
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(Brand et al., 2016). AR IS5 AT R F AL S PREEE R AN O B IR 28, 0 248 BRORE IR T2 J T 4 B 22
SO . R RS BAR MATE 5 S BBHAATAE S U S, B CAR T AR AL I 72 A2 1) 32 I A i
P RIZFE BRI (FEAR, T, 2016). IR SRIETAES AR e, RIMAS 5N RESRIEAS B & A
AL, RS AR T B S EHE A AR K. O SIEFR RN, AR ER RS20 %
Ji SR AR XU, ) 2l B P A 4 T R A DA N S5 R A AR T [ T D 2% R X 5, bl AL, 2018).
T DRI AN B B B SR E BRI SRR SCBERE ) AT B =, 25 5 7= R S ABUAH X 34 35 SRR P T AR O BRAR B
A8 HL SR AME AT A o T R 2% 253 ) R L 42 1k« BV 2 e P RO R P e 50 S A, B L R A
USE TR 25 I AMEVE S BT ©A WF 70 R IR 22 26 100 B 55 R P2 FE 5 W% BB & DDA 56, O HERR
SR % 4 2 AT ) B X 2% SR AR S AR S AR, T 08 3L, T b A, 2012) 0 AR 2R A A —Fh gAY
(I AR 32 I LA ARG, AR SR BE B 5 WX 28 B 2 (M ) R A PE R, Xt “TEMR E MR P A KIER RS
W2 R R X — AN 7T

R DF S N EE IR, b R ORI DR 3R 2 % i SR R i 228 R %o 3R < SR /A
ZE PRI . AR AR RS, RIARAMA SR bl Py AR S s R R, R AR )8
ERENFRIRA A ER, WG, RIS 5, 2017), BAE NGRS BEIR,  REis FRAR I 2% e i ml RE 1 (v
A, MPh, SIS, 2017). BEAh, Lanteri il Coley XF T 3512 4/ DEIFBIGEHEN 7T, FEFEBA
B, BA ST ERBREE M DR 92 B B I K BE b i 5| K I 25 547 4 18] @ (Lanteri & Coley, 2024).
WEZ, UEDOFEBEREL . B0 5 BE R I E SRR, (EFRIAFIEIN M FER 53
PN [RN AT DASEAMBR R (19 R T 2, S8 E BRIz 51 K R OREAT . 53— 7T, Hirschi fAE 2242 B0 R
UEFRBE BRSO A, BRI KT 5 R R T A B I RAZ AL R4, 385 SR 1 15 B P A
G FKEBERATRIE ), BT EDE IR, s> 75 /0 4 26 I SE AN R 47 N(Hirschi,
1969). Z5-E AW T MR TR, FREE BT 235 AR AR AT 3 35 I, 3 T 189 75 /4 X 2% s fit
], AR E B2 RS 4 e 8 S Ak IX — T AR R

i b, CAHMIBERIUESE T REGRIZ S /D E M BRI R EER, B2 RETHKERGN LY
W&, ROEHAWGHFRERERRLGE T FKEEBLZ AT 51 K5 D 51 W 268 oAt o, sz
BLHIRE BRI ? SRS, R R X —THARE A . RO OCHE ) AT A R — D S % . BTk, &
WEAARH DA (1) SRTFELES . AR E RIS AR R B (M P P AR DG (2) AR IR R AE
R B8 RN 9 285 R R IR A AE s (3) ARG RE 85 1A T RIE Bz 5 75 A AR 4 IORE M R &R
2. iRAE
2.1. ik

R nR 0 e A E e sk o v R S S WD e A T 1= S B O 0k R = B < Rl N 5 € 5
[H 694 M GDP HEA 5 89 £, WAL NI 667 5. HILTRILHE K— N Emm i, 4 694
AT GDP HEA 5 57 A, AR N2 323 J5. METRFFLLE = AR 3[Rl 2591 fralds, —Les2ikas
MBIRAFAERR G, WORHHERR, SHHERR 106 Ml 45, R 2485 trinl B4, MABREZEA 95.91%,
HohfudE 1222 A2 EF 1263 2554 BIAEMFRTE 12~15 %, “FIHFRE 13.28 &, iz R 0.76 %/,
Hh B iEREE 572 N, At 45.29%, 57 387 A, (L 30.64%. LAEMERTE 12~15 5, FHFER 13.25
%, bREZEN 0.72 %, HAREFEREE 550 A, S 45.01%, 5350 A, (i 28.64%.
22. METH

(1) KEEZEE G 1%+ H Olson T 1983 EIF & . Ik &l it 25 # 1) H IR 5 KM i R LR %
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FE, 10 ANTHA R, Bl “3wH S 58—k . 7 KH Likerts MiF5, 18R “AA”, 5
TR BT o TAEDE R, EERER S K ANBENE. Wang 5(2023) K, ZEXRETEF
e B RIS, AT F, BRI Cronbach’s o AN 0.89. FEAWI 7T H, IRIETER R
SIMTRRI, BALIR AR R S LA R AF, ¢%/df=20.33, CFI=0.96, TLI=0.95, SRMR =0.03, RMSEA
=0.09, RMSEA 90%CI =[0.083, 0.094]. fE4HiHF5EH, [F%) Cronbach’s o 5% 0.93.

() HXFIFREAG ZEREDEET 2012 £ K. ERE 4 ADTHEAHSR, i “RamSnNGH
TARZBTROEN” » KM Likert6 STy, Hh 1 #oR “BAREZE” , 6 £ “REAR” , 2EER
FAMRRIART FIZFEGERGE S . Xuan 252021) K, iZERAET DFEP LA RIFHREERM, 0UErEE RS
R, y¥df=0.52, GFI1=0.99, RMSEA <0.01. 7EAWATHEFFEH, Cronbach’so RECH 0.62. FEAHFH,
IOUEMER R TR B, B DR B AR R G B IO A& R AT, /df=2.54, CF1=0.99, TLI=0.99, SRMR=0.01,
RMSEA = 0.03, RMSEA 90% & 15 [X 7] 4[0.001, 0.053]. fE4Fi#F5tH, [H35 M) Cronbach’s a 2N 0.66.

(3) FRERAER ZERHMAR ST 2011 i, ZERORE =AYERE: [F550RE. BUTSCHR
RANREK, [FE SRR ARE 4 ANTH, W “FEEATT DU IERFE B o FUTSCRAEEE 3 ANHE, 1“2
AR 0 LR o FRAEEARE 3 ANH, W “ESRRBEETF O 24" o KA Likert5 55
Wy, 1 RoR “EEARR”, S FR “AEWRRY . o, RUFDEBMBIERBE TS .
Liu & Liu (2025)k M, ZEXRAEFTOFEHEA RGrEH M, KuEtER R HrRH, (¥/df=4.51, CFl=
0.90, TLI=0.88, RMSEA=0.06, SRMR=0.04. fEAfIMIBFFH, B 8RN Cronbach’s o REN 0.75.
EYRTSRIe Y, WUt R iR, =R SHIENIEE REF, y¥/df=20.98, CFI=0.95, TLI
=0.93, SRMR =0.04, RMSEA = 0.09, RMSEA 90%CI “4[0.084, 0.096]. 7E 4RI #ff 7 7, &L 7] %5 ff] Cronbach’s
o ¥4 0.89.

(4) ML % 1% E R H Young T 1998 4ETF R, H 10 MIHAR, W “IREGTH LLEEH
K EMBEE” o ZERRA WS, 1K 27, 0K “B/7, Bolks Ryl g sor i
JEiiiE . Shek SEE=YUBEEMAE T R, ZERAETEE DEPHA RIFIEE, Cronbach’s o RECHN
0.79 £ 0.82. FEAREFLH, WAEYER R TR, PR HEE NG RIF, y?/df =544, CFl=
0.97, TLI=0.96, SRMR=0.02, RMSEA =0.04, RMSEA 90% % {5 [X [A] 4[0.037, 0.048]. 7£4RiHF 5+,
A2 ¥ Cronbach’s a 2ECH 0.79.

23. YIRS ST

Yo, YRTHTIE I A SR G AL SPSS 22.0 HEATHERE S . BUREMESR M. Hk, R
Hayes [1) SPSS Macro PROCESS (1% 15)£a: 46 AH X 5125 I A 52 i it iz A1 X 4% i v 1w AR FH DA B A%
I 48 1 5% B 0328 A 488 B R R R T VR o RIS MRS BEIE AN S/ E vl An E, Hop e, HhIX | B
IEANEE S5 AT R UGS .

3. 58
3.1. £RFFRERE

S RZRAER R 3, RH] Harman 508 FASIVE T L RITE M ZE R I . 45 REH, FHIEERT 1
R F3E 5 A, B TR R R RN 28.9%, /INT 40% I Im bR, WAy SR 7 ik 22 R HLD o

32. FETEZ HNHEXRXR
ST LA BT T Pearson AR M. W% 1 Fion, FKEEGLE 5 A R, W% SE AL B %
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MIIEARSG, 5 2RI A7 AR 3 I OGRS ISR RS 2 RIS AP AR B 2B M AR G, 5 MR R A7 4
TR IEAR SR SRR, 15 M 2% R A7 5 2 35 1) A G

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations among main variables (N = 2485)

F 1. TETERHERGOTERNTE 2 [BRIHEX X RN = 2485)

Bl M (SD) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. 5 0.51+0.5 1
2. ¥R 13.26 +0.74 0.02 1
3. BEIT 0.45 +0.50 0.003 0.004 1
4. §F 0.30 + 0.46 0.02 0.03 0.05" 1
5. KEEBRIZ 223+0.86  —0.07" 0.05" 0.01 0.04 1
6. FHXT I8 2.60+1.07 0.08"™ -0.02 0.03 0.04" 0.18"" 1
7. FARLBRES 3.77+0.86 0.03 -0.07"" 0.001 -0.04*  -0.52""  —0.29"" 1
8. W48 i 1.19+1.86 0.04" -0.01 0.04" 0.03 033" 026"  -036"™

#: "p<0.05; "p<0.01; "p<0.001. XHHATEMRIL, 0= L. 1= %; SHREEFEETEATEMRL, 0= 5.
1= 2; WRBHEFHTHEMRIL, 0= . 1= 2.

3.3. EXRFRERERTMMERBZERPTER

B RBEGRVE TR, MXRFBIE TN E, WERRIE RS RALE, M. T, fET
HVER SR s AR &, AT A/ BRI ES: o A O 3 AT 8 RN 2 BT, 2K R A 426 1 [v) F0 ) 2% s
B=0.33,p <0.001 (B2 c); FKEEHRIC IE [ FUAH XS RIZFEE, B=0.18,p<0.001 (Ef4E a), HHXSRIZFEIE )
TR 2% B RE, B =0.20, p < 0.001 (4% b).

Table 2. Examination of the mediating effect of relative deprivation in the relationship between family alienation and internet
addiction

2. EXRIFRERERIT S MR Z B P TMER G

AR <51 (model 1) W 4 i (model 2) X 4% 1588 (model 3)
T A%
B SE t i SE t i SE t
51 0.09 0.02 4.44™ 0.06  0.02 3.30™" 0.05 0.02 2.50"
Gt -0.03 0.02 1.57 -0.03  0.02 1.37 -0.02 0.02 1.30
BT 0.03 0.02 1.44 0.04  0.02 2.55" 0.03 0.02 1.59
A 0.03 0.02 1.63 0.01  0.02 1.52 0.01 0.02 0.26
FRE BT 0.18 0.02 9.30" 033 002 1757 0.30 0.02 15.76™
AE X 3 2 I 0.20 0.02 10.50"*
R2 0.04 0.12 0.16
AR? 0.04
F 2181 6434 7435

VE: "p<0.05; "p<0.01; *p<0.001.

K H Bootstrap {EEEAT /08T, HEEKECH 5000, THE RN BRI, AHXS R 5B 4 A 5K

[
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B 54 B &, a*b = 0.04, SE =0.01, 95% CI =[0.03, 0.05], "R (5 BRI 12.12%. T
AR B S SR BTN Y 4% R IR B TN 2, B = 0.30, p < 0.001 (%1% ¢').

3.4. FRBRGERERIT S WS RREZ BHETER

FIH PROCESS I AY 15 606 24 AR BR 45 1E K BE G iz 5 W 48 e 2 TRl R, e 3 Fw, 28R
BREE AT T R EEGT 5 W% RIS R, B =-0.04, p=0.018; [FINF, AT 1 AHR;RIZFE S W48 O %
%, p=-0.07,p<0.001,

Table 3. Examination of the moderated mediation model where school connectedness acts as a moderator between family
alienation and internet addiction

3. FREGAERERTSMNERRZEFETHR PN REGE

A 3 25 Jak I &% IR
TR AL
B SE t B SE t
45 0.09 0.02 4,44 0.04 0.02 2.36%
SRS -0.03 0.02 1.57 -0.03 0.02 1.80
BEiE 0.03 0.02 1.44 0.03 0.02 1.76
B 5 0.03 0.02 1.63 0.001 0.02 0.07
FREHiz 0.18 0.02 9.30** 0.18 0.02 7.78**
AR 3] L K 0.15 0.02 7.99***
SRS -0.20 0.02 931"
FREGIL x RS, -0.04 0.02 236"
AT R < =SS -0.07 0.02 438"
R2 0.04 0.19
F 21.81" 65.60"*
E: "p<0.05; “p<0.001.
2.0- ) X
JRABEE LR (3= i+3 § 341
’
1.5- - — =R,
) -
4
1.0
F
S
0.5-
0.0 T T
{133 =
XK BE B I

Figure 1. The moderating effect of school connectedness between family alienation and internet addiction

B 1. FRIKEERERT MR Z BAETHER

e 3 i £ AR AR I A AR 5 E SRR B 5 0 2% B T BRI AR o ) 1 B, FEAR SRR A KT
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(—1SD), FEEBRILNT /45 piaf 0 3% 1E R BUAERH, B simple=0.21, SE=0.02, t=9.46, p<0.001; T
TE 5 IR 25 KT (+1 SD), - SR RE Bz %of 99 48 Fe i () Tl FH 955, B simple = 0.14, SE =0.03, t=4.02,
p<0.001. [HHt, FRREEE X X 45 R JRe 1 1 ) 00 4 FH) i o5 2 A0 Bk 225 () 2 v 7 S 9553

SRIG, A AT B A U0 2 AR I 45 70 A X 3 35 I 2% R R R TR . sl 2 o, FEARSAAR
IRAE 7K (—1 SD),  AHXT KI5 B0t X 4% siefia A i35 I [a Tl /E . B simple =0.22, SE=0.02, t=9.13,p<
0.001; 7E = AR L /K (+1 SD), A% I <5 Bt [ 265 Flg b 1 F900 V6 FH 9k 35, B simple = 0.08, SE=0.03,
t=3.18, p=0.002. [k, HHXFRIF RS P 2% e B R AR TR F Il o 2 Bk 45 1D v T 22 T D 5 o

2.5+
--- KRR LSS
20- L — EROR
g 1.5 ol
&
E 1.0 /
0.5
0.0 T T
1K =
AE R 1 25 ke

Figure 2. The moderating effect of school connectedness between relative deprivation and internet addiction

B 2. SRR AT B 2R RN RS 2 (B S 1E P
4. THe
4.1. HLHH

ARG I, FBE B AR FE RS 1E 1) T T 04 0 24 Fe R S5 A 0 <0 gk, 5 /040 R B it S R Rl v
HA R OB B, P2 SR A e RS B, X — B Te A RS AR AW e 4 R — (e A1
SREA T, WEITESE, 2023). fiAEAR S EATHUEEE, SEHL A2 B SE SRR, fRBOR
FHANEN 2, 16 5 R PEEAT LRI, o Ll v Z2 R LL i 2, 2E 110 4 2 7 A AR SRUSE IR (BB AL, 112, 2016)
SEHENTE D RACE B L RIRE - 518 T #, RENE A RO MR AT I 3 B NMAH) G20, T 2K B
WHDERE T FESCRFIRIPER . AR FUMAIESE, A RIF RS HDFE MR IEAR, X5
PN A3 (2022) fBF FE 45 R — B MRAEAMEE 44 P FRG, MAAIUIA T- I A I X 3R 85
AT K W0 28 A Ay 6 JR R 10 2 5 K, 38 T A PR R 0L I 4 SR B S A i v R A A 0 R R S A S
Ko Behb, ARWETEARR T RIL,  SBEBRAL 5 AR X SR I 1 3 e T 2Rk Al RHIAL T 5 ARG
RGLES S BRI R D S Y B A B BN, KLU RAFITAE . FIfER R, HRciE
R, R, ZEARES 5T DA A e R 3 O oG, U R I SRR A REE A A P A R K
BT AR EARIH R K U, SRANRIE TN REBR RIS, FE 0 R IL T 2 A B A 75 /0 4 1) AT
NIRRT S S E R .

4.2. EMFIFRPNER

AT TR B B BRI X 75 /05 R 48 R K IE R T A R 28, R SRR AT R 2, X
JEEIRAZE 2 3 25 418 1 DO 24 PR RABRE [ 710 R A Y 2% 5 2 DU T LA U ) 4 pl R 1 (X 5 5, el 24898455
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2018). HR¥E Maslow 7 E 2RI, BNANEAE ZZ IR THEESEAWH L, KEHZMEDFH TR
MIERAL, 7556k = BB AZ TR, 1ML G A CAE AT TAE R 7R SR, DR I 5 B A2 ) 75 /D 4F 25 5 %
A2 P AR, AT BN 48 Bk . R4, B7F S0 R B X 3 355 B 5% B 038 R ) 285 3 0 [ A 3 23 A
TER, XEEMT . ZKEMIF R R -8y, 2k, 2026). MREEHITHE /DEE KRR RAH
X IR B R DOt 5 R A AR, 2 N R REAT LR, T = AR B g R AR o < IR B AN R4
&, T > A AR BT R P B 17 26 1 75 T AR 25 5 031 ) 0050 2 B 15 S ALK L 35 1l B /)N ) EL DR R
X5 IR EREHE 8, SRR B O EE BRI E . RIS LA R =,
TGP AEARATFIEFIE RIS, T REHT T D ERUL, SRR RIS IR BRI 2 m i AbAT 1 ) = W
ARG, I B B AT R . X S AMEE WS FHERS — 8, O BE TR SR AZ 4 B AR RN 2% SR
AL o XA HEFA TN ZE(2015) R BLE « 3200 AR G Ik 5 80, 4 i ) B R o9 285 Jl ™ ARABL, A
R BAE N — PRI 0 E WL LRSS, [FIRE AT e DR A 7 D ARG N AR N R MR R IR TR O IAME I
.

4.3. FRBREGHIETHN

AWFFRI SRR, ARG T AR N S PR 2 R A . H— 2, DRI SRR 190 4 IR F) L
Bz, FL T, s R RS RO R 4 R AR R SR A, X5 Lanteri AT Coley (2024) [ 41
WEARRAR ORFE 5. [, AR AR i R SRR I 2 R AAE ] s AERA AR A KT R, REEIRIZ
RN 3R 25 SO 100 288 s PR F) I [ M0 1 P S35 T 2 7 A SR v KT SRR I, SRR NS 315
ST 19X 2% PR FED T AR T A PR ol 2 k95 o X2 RN IR A T SR BRI 5 R b B A4, AT TR RASRAS X
NS REICIR, BRIk A A 5 5 7 A B B R AR R SRS IR, AT A 7 [0 2% R AMEE PR AR 1R IR, IR R
W% SR (TR AR T, XT5, SRIESE, 2017). T RIFHIERERE N2 AR E T — e IR SR R 48, Kb
FEIMAE ISR [RIAERS A5 SR AR R R IRAE, XA AE 6 A R0TH A S B A H SR S 5 2%, b 7 D4 R
FEMR L T R BEBL SE AT A e, XS5 B E Hirschi (1969) LS5 B0, 25 eE R T AL 2 1k
MR, RAIFIFRBE T LG T35 D RO B S5 BRI L0 D AR AR A RIE AT .
PRI, AR 45 RE 1% 55 1 X B2 LS8 i SR P L H3 3 AR R i 5 A0S < = AR B o SR AR I X 4R
2% PR S 21 2 2 PRI R

44. MENTEERE

gi b, AHHFCRMA AR R AR, T REEGT 5 R A I B T N AERER, RGBS T
X SRUE R P A S SRR R Y, S 1 SRR BRI R 7 D A 0 2% FSOE PR R AR B AR, A
RS SRIZF IS AR E AR R M i A P I OB T, 9 D4 X 298 Rl 1 2 Bl [ i s 55 ) o T TR A2 1
TR SRS . AW FAREAE AL O BRAHTFOERAIHSRIZFR, ARG S, 71
HARTERE —H KRR SRR ARt P12 . @ A FOVEINTIT, 8w A o
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