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Abstract

The present study aims to explore the relationship between self-identity and Internet addiction in
adolescents, and the mediating role of stress and avoidance between the two. A questionnaire
TEIEH .
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survey method was used to collect data. The results showed that: self-identity is significantly ne-
gatively correlated with escape and Internet addiction; stress and escape have significant mediat-
ing effects between self-identity and Internet addiction, and the indirect effects account for 51.43%
of the total effect. Conclusion: Self-identity confusion is a risk factor for Internet addiction. It not
only has a direct effect, but also has an indirect effect through stress and escape.
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1. 5|8

AR o [ B I 26845 S R 0 (CNINTC) R AT I ER 45 Ok (Hp B BLBR N 48 R R Ge v 40 ), #2020
3 H, FE M Ry 9.04 12, FE P A LLURRE R WNEERS ARG : 10~19 2 R & EE 19.3%,
KT 20~29 %\ 30~39 HAERTEAR. BV AikE : EIREM RE A, 2ERSZ, HEHN 26.9%. 1X
ARG, (AR EAE LB RRE, SRl N, LIHEEDFE, BN BRI
AR Z R o 5 AR IR AN M) LB E ) G ) DB B Y, X — R 0 R 190 B B R R () — 1 ) T
[1]e F—MRERRB]—NARMERKLRE, KRFUNRS RIFER IS, BEEEK S S M EMNE
VRS B, AR B ERRE DT AR RS S WSS B W8 R,  BAR R )5 R
KEPHHMEH.

1.1. PI4ERE

I 4% %% (Internet addiction, fAIFK 1A) [2], tHAYJR S M 2% {4 H (Pathological Internet use, f&#5 PIU) [3],
£ i8] @) 5B {F F (Problematic Internet use) [4]5%F, XEEARIERG B AES R —FINE .

Young [244 M 48 Bk g SO EA LU \AMRHEREIR R i) FANBRRA b L3, if32, b, Joikdzdl,
fEFHI [AEE T, ThResZ i, vivifiikige. G FIE AN, LR 878 T ey B /R R B
ATl e dss, RO T FE A A BB T S BRI B AL 2 DOETh R (5], L b, HATM
28 R IE A — AR E R & . FESERTIEEFE R, TA B8 WS B HIA S Ty, W3, 845, 9%
AECS BT AR IIAT N, XEAT N FECO BN, KEE, PRMTAE, @R BRI R 7™ E 24
[6]. PHUL, AHETORER X —5E o

LG T I 2% R R T 90 4 BT 28 N 4 O ) URURRAE L R AR FE AN SR T ONE 17 B S PRI 5 U)K
P 52 e 1) 2 i ) — SS O BRE DR 2R, A SR . 0 T 43 DA I 288 ol ) T BSGTL ak| ANF-F [ 7] o

PEIR TS 0 2% IR TE BATL I R AR 22 AF 98 o, Dawvis 85— K908 B L3060 A5 FH 70 g — A0 B 4P LG
k414 ] (Generalized pathological Internet use, GPTU)FI4E & Jp3 F 14: .5k /1 14 FH (Specific pathological Internet
use, SPIU) [8]. M4 Davis [3]HIAKIAT NRERL, SPIU f#) AR A5 370 i PR 3 A o PR 25zt s R 2 A0 4 fs 1
TR BRI R (BIAMARA RG2S, Wk (B8 HIARS5) AR5 2 2R (B AR 3 A B 77U AN 77 T o 3 o PR 3R
AR MAREHEE RN FD, X — R R A TR RO AL . Davis [9]3E— DK & BN F1 40 8 T U,
RIphshas il s . AIOB/AMAR . #1287 18 DL S ik
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E X 2% R AH O R 2= B AH SCHE e 3R BH, AMARSRHIE AN PR SRR AE AR 2> 52 i o 28 R E RN AR RFAIE
HR o o 25 B K B B, I B TR IR B AR I R AR FE S s R T FKEENS U BRIAEE
SR R P 28 B[ 7] [10] Forbr, Ui e 2 R A 52 0 2% bk 2 A7 A B R & B2k . 5 IR Iu5m
fe BT IEZEAR L, OB oK S s ZUH A S I SR T R, 76 B BANTS IR AR 707 R B R FEA[11]. b4,
A ) R FEAE X 2% 500 B 1 2 DL A 48 R T R THI R IR A J%[12]. [AIAEHE, Lemenager 55[13]i0
R, SRR AL, W28 B A B IS = AMRHE(B &, BB R, fBdae ) EEER
H TR EE .  RAMALE B R STE Bod B A s D s @ B s, RSB aRIE ey, kg
IIORS PR B A G A, AV B B P B A ) RS2 [ 1] [ 147

1.2. BRE—

LA —PERIAE & B Erikson [1]38H, W5, HERE—M&MEED %, IERIR KX — B2
XT O B — B AN S M I LR RIS, DA S At N BT R B — B ERE S, MR E
W ARES. ARE—MRIERS KBRS — IR, D ERE A TR — M S 1) ook
3, X — AR AR R R R A — MR S R A — M. AR ER, AN E A
BRI — R SBE R B IR EF T BEEMMEIE, @EEars —SmaRAE—, By EERRE
THBEESEA[15] [16].

Marcia [14]%F A F IR —PEIX —HES AN, WIRZRED IS L M) A5 EPEILLE 1 B I PS4
FER AR B R A — o AU R AL [ — MR Mg, (A — MR R — M B 7E L
b, BALERZREZMBRE[17]5GEM b “BE BIRAMIEE” A%, MR T —A 3 &%, 12 BIHH
WA MM &R, XA TR - BUBEG  EIAL(A-F RN, [F]— PRy 8 - BRI e 22
R HL AL (D-M HUAD) BN A, SR B R E—PE, Wk 1.

Table 1. The six statuses of self identity and its characteristics

F 1. MEERMBERE—MERESR
e puES ek

ARA— BA bl BA RER

[A)— PR N N R AL G S INAIES N TIUES
(F—HE3519) " " TR # AR R AL, LTIt T E IR BARRI A [
W7 - KU B N -

A oL ™

B N & B G P LS, AT 5 G E B BB F AT
()P 5L 10), . KERIDE IR, A IR A

T 2 i N ELME R IGE B R L2 o,

(F— P2 = B IEAERHE T NS 9B 2 (1 1 3R
i - BRI

s i

. & & R BT L, 5 TR B A8 B R A (LR P 211

MR R ATUE . TR

%08 Marcia BB, AR B HIF] P& ZEFE — PRI oA 28 AR O SE S, 33 1M ik 2] fie # AR
TR — P A SL BN B (BB R N L[ 1810 H FRIF— PR B R s B . BB, DURSEW, ToiE%
TS RKRBEFRIIABENE: X ERIAEROIE, EORFERAN G, damt. MEE
FEOT I NAE( 1] XK 15 B RIF Ve B D EE AP R R B AR BB SEIA B 3
AT THT P 75 SR LS S b JEi AR BIR AT I A2, T I L8 75 B0 4 1 T F 038 T 5 [0 D9 445 P 35 47
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FERIANRKHERIE. FUVRSMAS . Rt fEi8 . R, H 3RS B Boi) 2 W197,

MR T RIS, ERX AR, A EHE A A RE IR AR DIEBON 2 A I
BT HZ) . TEMZ FIE T ASCEAFR R S EA NS0, EAFR S0 A . B3RIE—Y 5
/A AETT DLIE M 2% Fodik AHLAE B-5 N bR B30 SRAS O 75 2215 203 2 [20]

B AT AT R I D AF R — PR T 2 R ma I 4 il . 75— T006F 33,959 4 K —#i 4k
TR AT o, D28 AR o A R I B 22 1 R R — M S A o A R B D g RO R S R R (21
Ceyhan [22]3@i %} 464 2 K2EAERIRE R, MRS BIRE— ML 2 0HE, SHEMRMIELSE =1
K. [FFE, 203 2 KZEAEMIBEFLEE R IR, BRI — MR R R w25 ) 2% ol iR, B R fH—
PE AL T FEURR (1) S S A PRI AN A B Ak T AU Al A PR A A B 22 1) I 288 BSORRE R [ 23]

1.3. EhFnikigt

J& J3 Rk iR TE Davis FIIAEN - A7 BB A BB R K

JEIIREFEX A E, BB AR (A BRI T B VR AN R B AR 24] . — 006 2986 44 |
W P AR AT R I, A SRR R A K IR, 1S O B G R B V) R R AL
NBRI R SR R TTHIE 7, HRO S SRl 5 T I 3[25]0 R T AN D iF 038 A A2 X 443 e i
TSR B O FRTM R T[26]. b2 Ah, KERFFR A, 50 4% BB AEAE IE [ R, BF 58 7EASH 1)
PB4 mh A, mERAE . KEAR) 2 F, SRAIANFEIIE TR, SR T 1R 71065 48 BRIk
[ TAE FH[27] (28] F34h, WFFCRIN[29], WL REM SRt —ANohn, ik e ) F0 3 SR 7

R Davis FEH 1 PUMIEE RN A Z —, W R Ad IR A (BT 2, AN 8 ELIBE A (1)
H ) Ad E O & T RIS, RS EUE AR 9], Ml I S AE S il B TR 1. ISR
Gy HE AR et LS AL S AR TE A kB R g, XN EI AT T SR A N AR ST AR TR AT
P RER AR AT A BN HI[5] o

AW FAR BT A A TR — M RS 2338 e g 5 16 3k (1 vh A1 FH s 0 P 4 i, B P R Rl —
B D AEX R ) E UK, TETHIG E KRS0, AT A B AR Dy —Fh ik il T B DUk B s L5k
A TE RN PR AR ¥, DRl B IR — PO T D A T T B N X 2% R

2. ARG
2.1. ARFR

IR 2% o] SR T £ DA S P BT S A S W el 525 (3 25040, S BR o RORE A 5 (A 38088 9 421 e 136
WA PIESR R H, B N 7 NS R ENEAES, WS B85 — Mg nt”, A miE Ll b
R AR W) S RN TERRE AR . 4, ESARFEEE 80% LA b, RIFEM N TE R A 45 o

BORAE Bk 2 frs, HA B4 217 AN(51.54%), 4 204 N(48.46%); LA 268 N(63.66%),
WA 153 N(36.34%): ¥l— H =\ W=\ fm—. @ LU =FERFA 750 185 N(43.94%), 176
A(41.81%), 30 N(7.13%), 15 AN(3.56%), 3 A(0.71%), 12 A(2.85%)-

Table 2. The characteristics of participant

F2. WIAER

‘ 5 AR F5
Rt % % AY s 1 2 3 4 5 6
n 217 204 268 153 185 176 30 15 3 12
BaHE% 51.54 48.46 63.66 36.34 43.94 41.81 7.13 3.56 0.71 2.85
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2.2. WM

2.2.1. FICPE A B RIS TT R

FHSC I 25 B 5 R AB 1T iR (Revised Chen Internet Addiction Scale, CIAS-R), FHFRIBUEEZE A [30]14RHE b
PR IZ WA e iE T ) 2 4 iR(The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders-1V, DSM-IV) [31]
O S S R 2 W AR, AR AN S 5 U5 R 45 R FEAI b, 78 v SR 2% i 5 R (CLAS) At |
AT . RAWURE(L = WMARE, 4= ATFE), L2606 EEH . 5 AW ERM AR,
Forh o 2% BRaAZ D REIR 7 B R A AT SR IR . OBTREAR . T SZRER =ANMERE s 28 BOREAH 5K i) i 4
A3 N o 5 i i BRI ) 257 T () B0 2 A DR 3 N B e 1) 30 L I ) A 2 ] R AR . by, U6
W RSO RE FE ™ E . ASHIE 56 SR P AT 90 3 AR S il R VR AR M 2 07 52 i) CIAS-R [ fE7r 4k, |
BIY > 58 Ay WL H VS TE I 2 B, >68 43 B2 NN 4 BB #[32]. ARBFFAH, 1ZERIE
1 A — Bt R E0R 0.95.

2.2.2. BRE—MEMRA S

SRR ER S SO S (17 )9 1 (6 3R A —ME s 3R . iZE R A LML DUER AN Kk
AN E 3 KT, &4 THAR, 3L 12 ATH . RAANZF2HI(L = B84, 6= Ta2),
AR 1) 3 K155, HeARE—WATENHAL . JH R i, 7ML - BUgidgh
). BURIZEN . FRAIIESE . [ — My B - AR IEZE e A — My Bub A 6 Fh | B —1HE[33] [34].
AN ZH RSy, A MRS . FEART TS, SRR AR REGER N 0.28~0.55 Z 0], iZER
R — 2k R EON 0.61, 7F{E5E RN 0.74.

2.2.3. i

FH (FRAERTELI)MER) (Davis Online Cognition Scale, DOCS)ffI ki 538 45 /0 8%£[9], 374
TH o 1Za R T 00T W28 & W EEE ML, & —F-EREBRERA = BATK, 75T RER).
O3B QSR I 2% RORERE FE AR, ik — 4 FE AR a0t 24, WA 28 iolE . FEARTEFL A, 1%
RN —BERECH 0.82.

2.2.4. REFERNEHEE

K ERh[3519m i (¥ (R 22 2R 2 Sy il 45 ) o 128 2 E 5 RS B bR R 77 AMERR ST /7
BTIE Sy S A NUANYERE . SL 25 NMEH, RS S0 = BEEH, 5= KRR, SEulmE
RFZNE SR . EARTF I, ZRmE AT RN 0.96.

22.5. BRABRENER

w22 NSRS ER, B NRIE 13 R F R NERIE T FKBENBR R /N 4EE . 3510 MEH,
KA S st (1= WEES, 5= EKINRK), HEEERRNIRE B AP, 1ZERN AN
— Bt RECN 0.91 (55 3).

Table 3. Research materials

= 3. v

B% e mEE 4 ——
I R S A BHIIER. IR, \
T R, A HE L T 26 4R 093
TR (1983) B R bEM 3 IR BN REA. b ey OS1CHEEEQ
A% ES 3R SO e 0.74 (93 A5 1%)
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Continued
. - 440 BGHRES S AMERBEE T .
EFE % AT . 25T 25 5 fita 0.96
BRmARELER A R, KB 10 5 Stk 0.91
BANTERINAER
7 At 0.82
BB 5B B 7 A

23. BIRWESES S

SRR HO A OB SPSS 22.0 #HEATILIR 5 v m ZE A 06, IR VESE i LA ST, RIS
AMOS 22.0 FATHETILE 5 F A N A 56

3. tARGR
3.1. EEFERERE

KH B BRI 1 ) SRR B TR, S5 RS2 RIILR M E R R . RS0 S BRI
AR SR AL M, A E ATy, ASE S T g EEE R AT SRR A . A 7R
Harman 5.8 Z K6 365 30T 3L 771 25K 56 [36] . 45 R BRI IEAR KT 1 IR 7388 15 A4S, %87k
Y5 5 — N R TR AR S i 26.81%,  26/N T IR F1H 40.00%, 15 B 3L 5] 5 V24 22 PR 521 AN 7™ 5,
3.2. RS X S

A — P 5 e . X 4% e 2 A AAAE R 3 UG, S ANBRIE DR R A, =l k. A
BRIE ST SR ST PEEE DL K R0 2% B G R 2 [RIAEAE 3 IE A oG . AR R HISE 8. itk 22 DL R A 55 23
2% 4.

Table 4. The means and standard deviations of variables and their correlation coefficients

F 4. FLENTHY. MEEUREXRY

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 F—: BE 16.88 3.66

2 [F—HE: 3% 15.88 3.03 031"

3F—ME: KK 17.33 3.67 0.55" 0.28"
4 F—tEL 5 50.08 7.98 0.83" 0.65" 0.82"
5E¥MES 74.69 26.34 -0.13"  0.18" -0.02 0.00
6 NBREAS 19.01 12.26 -0.18" 0.10° -0.15" -0.11" 0.70™
7EH 93.70 36.02 -0.16"  0.17" -0.06 —0.04 097" 085"
8 1k 19.98 9.03 -0.31" 0.07 -0.27" -024" 0247 026" 026"
9 M2 iR 5227 15.35 -0.30" 0.09 -027"  -023" 033" 033" 035" 054"

W N=421. ** 1E£0.01 ZAUR), MHRMERE: * £ 0.05 ZAHE), HXRHEE.
3.3. PRI

PLE R A — Mo AR 5, 2% OE N [N A i, TR 5 kg oy i A A8 &, BEAT AR A RN 04T o 4 T AMOS
22.0 BHATHRIRGEG, AruEAb g Rl 1 TR
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Figure 1. The effect of self-identity on internet addiction: the mediating role of stress and avoidance

E 1. EhS®EEBRRE—MMRERRZENRNER

MRS TR BRI, GFI=0.96, CFI=091, IFI=091. /RN EKEREN, BRE AR
ASCEEL 2 A7 ) PO X 48 SR, Bt s g R 6 e ] 422 7 [ T D 2% s, R RN R AE B R ) — 1 R %
JSCRE RSB o HR AR o ] — P T I % B P e BN —0.35, FL R B RN R —0.17, (RIS A
—0.18. HH ALK bootstrap 95% B AE X (A v FRRAGE 0, K g Ak re 5 3 5 — M5 25 ak
TR ZP P MER R S).

Table 5. The results of mediating effect test
5. PAMEEIKLER

e RORLAE EuE
BRA— P4 R -0.17 48.57%

BRA— KM% B -0.03 8.57%
B3R A — i — P 4% B -0.14 40.00%
BRE—ME-E/-HB-ME SR —0.01 2.86%
HEBHN —0.17 48.57%
LIk 3 A -0.18 51.43%

P8I -0.35 100%

4. THe

AW FCIES A, I T E D ERRIF T 2 RE R R, AR R R L AR
Fo XT3 AR BEAT R B0 AR B A 20 T A SR AR, T /D48 B IR — PEAN AT DL B4 B ) Ft il o 2% s
AT L Ik i ) 5 ek (R 2 R X 24 pRE, X — 2 SRR S I AL

R AR R, ARE M. b, NESRE AN EERH L AAECHEREE, K5k, W
28 A ST 8 B 25 IEAI %, 1X 5 Huang [21]81 Davis 25 N[O IATF 7045 51— 5.

AR — 1S KRR AR . AN, BIRIE a0 5 AR 2R E SO
HEE TG M, E— 0 E AR L ) 5 A S B R E RO R AR I, k)
Gy IBNE 5 AR I RE R HAL « BB AT DL K [F]— PR SO AL 52 TEAH S T 5 [/ — PR S r b A G5 [37] X
FIA—E 0] RS2 TR A VA RIS RO« A ERECIT 5, 220l 758 2 2 — RO K TR 1
77, W BHARSMBEME R, WRSHE% . 5 I REE[35]. 1 AR 77 BA 1S B 2 W&
LR RU38], SEA 552 B A NAS AR 5T 55 A 350 DAL 2 1R 520
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A RN A IR S5 R, B PR VEASCE S G TN R 2% FoRE, 33 T s g A 1] 42 97 e
W 2% R T g AN R BEAE [ B IF]— PR S I 2% B TR AR 2 Fp AR Rt i, A 3RIA— Py B &
SRR E 2 S 77, B AT RESRECIEIRE R XS 75 3, T BRI A A4 1 L A DR kB B S
ZANRE A2 AT LR RO — S A gk Uy 2. PRl B R — O D S A S R 2 R

SR, AEARER AR, BARAEAD T b B JRA) — VR I 1 0 T 0 2 Fe R 1) 1o 42 R 2 R 35 1, (5
RN EE(=0.03)FH /e — 5T, BRI PECMA RIS KR 5 T 77 (A5G R 3R0) 22 8] (K 5% 2 A A2 ] B 1 .
IR FR, M AR EAEE, BB BRFE PR AR RSN D R0 T IS T R S IiE H 4RI
DR, RN AR ERR RS2 T E SR KE . SJ5, BT ERE RN
28 R IR R AN B, ARSI T 2 R [ 0 B @A Dy rh /e AR AT IR I, DR R SR 73 7 Bt
— B E IS TR 5 5.

AW TR T H D BRI PR R % R L], R EEE . HE, AWML K
TEHIBE TSR AL T SHEGERE, A By T — b 5 8 M4 BRI AT BB . LK, AHIE FE B D9 T AN 22 fg vh 27
A R SR OB SR, TR DI R A A B TR B B, e B O RRK T dR
JE S B REIX — AR IE AN HEAT T, 5 Bh 4R 2 SR K s F ot 77 3, e i/ B ) — 1k
PHIOX — RURS: R R R

RJAAV FUBAAAE —LL/IRE. B, AWFRF I SOEDH, HhdhA b 902.87%, 4R
A5 HAMBEARAFAEZE 5 . HLIK, ASHIE U — R T i A T I 7, TR AR &, Bk E AR
e

5. &t

/A R — PEAM AT AE R W 26 J R, 38 T DAE Ik s g Rt 3 £ i X e A 41 FH ] i oo
28 FR TR o

SE
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