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HAR NS D ERR

RAO PIHEC BEHO

TERRHAN HFH 5 B A8 R e . JEH SR G R AR B 2 i - AT R
SO T R M2 R X LB AT AR R R R VR . 7E 20 t4D 20 B2 30 4RAR, 43
AARBORAWIHE AL T R R SRS . B U IO — T ) R BE IR AR RAEIL IS 2 8 T
Xt LERFZN, MR IRMEZ 3. WCE DAk R 2 R . FR R R ST e L2 |
L FIFE25E N (social adjustment) FFF=LEAEENIA (Gruenberg, 1933), HLFLHELTF 50 4510, 25
ABIFSE IR 2 3, B N AE 50 4R AR 36 [ BURF Bt AT 41 % i 08X B 0 2 ) B B 58 (Baker & Ball,
1969), Bl 7E 70 Al 80 4FAC, I [EBUR B WA SR SR ML B (14N, Pearl, Bouthilet, &. Lazar,
1982; Surgeon General’s Scientific Advisory Committee on Television and Social Behavior, 1972),
FEAE, BEE AW K. JLE Rl D AFAEAE B (g B RIS BT . VR BB 3R 1A 1Y
KT A 5 — A FE . (Leung, 20115 Turow, 1999),

B — T 80 AR B, A DG L 4R I8 A WIFN 5 5 57T 90 AR RpIBE S e, &
AT 20 4RI, 3X 20 ARJE], N[ BIF 5 2 R I A A AN TR A 2 el 45 - VR B
TR, ARG IS SR AL LT . SR, BB IR PO AN R 2 AR 2 LT AT
flhn. REVEOIY: ., HEOHY:, BEBOE. CRUT . M, dhads, B RAE AL,
AR EIREM ., (A A S REAEL T . ARSI =R DH B MBI, frE IR e
HAARI . U DA R U B2 1) £ B R S8 I A X L A S Ml A 2% 2 A 3 22 T A 23 A
(social empowerment) TEHFTEMARIAEE FIHICHER . 53 SR B s (g FE AL 4% 2% 4 ¥ 5 Ve B F

@ BARIAT Tl vh SO 0 56 3 4 B 2 . B AT AR B A48 5 R B A oD 4T, IHE ChEERE T
(Chinese Journal of Communication) 4, 1989 4F4k 2 FE BT 18 52 5% 1 K% (The University of Texas at Austin) f&#52% 1 4241
R SO E AL B 5 R 00 8 R RS R LI RIBIF SR RH A R R 3,

@ NG, FusSCRSH S AR B LR . DRGSR O IR . BOA DI IIARS Y,

© S, BUONE T CORER R SRR LT R . PR AR A RS S REFEBUA.
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FE AR AR R R AR, AR AER AR R R T, HA A O R PR ME— A 52 ) ) Ak
AWFFE E 0 A B T 2 20 AEA SR IRHA SAE T NI SCIR AR R A R A AL e
AR B BER AT 0] KT AR )2 AR W 1 F J A S %,

FEVHERFFE T B AEE RZ B, et — T AEAGRE 2 1 W] s SORTBAR S35 4 N Bk — e 48
ZREME AR RN . 32 BRI B R S5 . X 28 2 R 15 S REBE B b Cubiquitously)
A NI RIS . e FAL. PG TSEHL L. Livingstone (1999, 2002) 42 Hi B 4
B A RRIHTE” K “BHERBIRTE”, SRR AR AR (D Wi R
(multi-agency) , Ban—EFEIRE, WL AR T ek ek, flnFHRmin, iR
% (Short Messaging Service) . #3HEA& (social media) %55 (2) Al LA 3 AR [E35 0 548 F 4y
TN (multrmodality) 3£ 5 4 A8 [ 248 49 N 247 B 3, #) forum, ICQ/QQ. Facebook,
YouTube, blogs, Twitter, Weibo, WhatsApp, Hl WeChat %; (3) nJ @3z — N AL A&
(personalization) , |4l e-paper, Facebook, webTV, TiVo; (4) E&E.#hME (high interactivity), 7
4l video phone, teleconferencing, Wii, Net meeting, Fll experiential computing &, 1 “FBH%AE1H
P JEARBA OR IHA R AR, IR E e, I = 5 B B A L

AW (adolescence) 248 MA BLE Y LB S HE AN ST BUE I BLAE I Z B B B (Marcell,
2007), KEGF . LRI HE SRR, 2013 S LI s S ERIEDEN LG, 413
F 19 ZWEFEN Ak, JLE, FH AR5 AR N Z I 0 IE A WO AR AR I EL AR 0
&L OB G 225 ASTR] L X 75 /AR B B i R 3 R A ], 76 S, JRATTAT LA B —Le i
F H TN B2 00 TR AR R AT AR (0 10 B A IREAR) . T — 2P R A RS 5%
DU ] DG AR I A (R — ARG ) o o AU TR AT s I A 5 %
RIEAF— AT S P, BB R, B ARSIy TR AL TR LK B

R AR 55 ERE IR B AN 4y, B0, LaFrance (1996) 45 T ¥k & & 51 ACAHSS &
i . 60 AR LR AL HEAR, 70 AEARAY LFEFR S AR AR . 80 ARAR A L FE AR M AT K
A, T 90 AEARHMIFR N BB A . MARIRNAMAEERE . 90 ARG AR E AR AR 2347
FHEICE (Leung & Lee, 2005), JFHAHE KM EALEEN E 5, Tk S5 RH A& 06 2 T KK AR g
RSB .

T 20 4Rk, EAR B BRSSP RRIRCABR T HaE e et b T Hkkb RN
58 W AR SCRIEA 4007 5 1, ASHFIR B T 16 AR B R e S R B P, 2ol —
P77 JCHORAESE MM ISR AR, CA BN BRSSO H HEE (blind review system) FIF:
JERFRER Jr— 5, SESCE AR RSO . U H R A SRR 51 30K 5] (Social Sciences Citation
Index, SSCD, XtATCEIFAR M TIA REAME L S, WIFEEMEF Gournal impact factor)
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B R TR RO CR AR E . BEAh . AT L FR G il vk e R A A AR TR E S, I
XTREARBEATGE— A ih (L3S P Ui AT G ) o A AR DT 1 A 4 it i 7 A9 5 B 2 S T A
TR RIS 5 FRAPRAE T SO0 Hb B — AR 50 ) B AR AR, BRI ARG . 56T P 4
PRI GE T A Y S B Ji [y BORWT T ) s DA K. T I o i B0 4 T 1 19 - RS F o 2
IR S O AU AV (BRI RSN S os =y i

ST S[EER

Y & R B B R 4 K HFAE

THARRSCRFBE T QL D R, BHASE DERTIE— B THHORE . gl
90 AFAAI MR A B BUR » R SCRRBCR B Y . T EL AR IR B EOR O, ik 5 AR
BRI, IRl AOREURIZ ST R 2R 2 K

60

50

N T AR 20 AERIAAE A, FRATLARE 5 AF—ZH FEL A ) 25 2R 43 1 4 BB, AAER 1T AT LA
WEER X LE R BepRHIE . 1993 4F 2 1997 4R “EAP” BB, B4R R AR HECHINETE A %, 1998
ARZ 2002 4RSS CRBE/NEE . ISR FRECE I T IR A . 2003 4FE 2007 AR AN
KT BrBL, RRMIWTFE R 2O, Ak g — AN KB E I (bRifE22=9. 41, KT
BB . RIS, 2007 4FE 2012 42 R KT BrBL. BRI R I R R YEFRIR
HH .

BB BEAIETE I G TE AR R SO My (W3 2>, FATTa] At — 2B BIXE A A
B TR RTERER I A, A RG] (BT web 1.0 HORBI R HD KBTS %
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(38.57%0), = ZEALHE ) 57 1] D) 0T Al A R AR S5, R4S IR S5 R SR AR B e 55 . HOR, AR
F /DA R I AR A ST BN 2D (34.53%) , XS IR AR AL, K. BRI
A, FAL R P U A 52 0 , AHSCROBIESE B v AR (15 5 2 D0 97 B N 28X 75 A0 4F 7 A i T A
R SR A A FH BB T R 2R = A (21, 75000, iR ZEIEARIBLAE web 2. 0 B, LIPS
AN (user-generated content) S EHIMRS, QHEMZIEIR, BB MRSs, FIAtsg 2%
JIR% (social networking service) . 1 TiX 2R 5 RIARTF 7L H A T2, BIHGEAF R B &2 &
M. AT AV B £ #E  (computer-mediated communication) B 5 — T E ., H A6, WK
(17.95%) . ENRIGEAR (9.42%) FIBENEA (6.95%) AU HWBEZ 6T, N HERBEER S &
AW K, XA S ] (B sE FALAE AT RIRFE W H B .

x1 BXER¥E (HHE)

M B E£H HE FRAEE SR Bt

1. & 1993—1997 5. 80 1.33 29 6.50%

2. RIB/INEE 1998—2002 12. 60 4.59 63 14.13%

3. Nk R 2003—2007 24. 80 9.41 124 27.80%

4. RERE 2007—2012 46. 00 3.95 230 51.57%

Mot 446 100. 00%

£2 AEREIFRELFREEZER
B B
ki ERINGH mE% R’ REXE BT
Wik xR
1993—1997 1998—2002 2003—2007 2008—2012 (%)
A (%) S (%) S (%) S (%)

1. ERisiA 3 (10.34%) |6 (9.52%) 13 (10.48%) | 20 (8.70%) 42 (9.42%)
2. IR AR 23 (79.31%) | 40 (63.49%) | 46 (37.10%) |45 (19.57%) | 154 (34.53%)
3. AEGMEIRS | 1 (3.45%) 14 (22.22%) | 49 (39.52%) | 108 (46.96%) | 172 (38.57%)
4. Az igpa 0 O% 3 (4.76%) 23 (18.55%) | 71 (30.87%) | 97 (21.75%)

5. BEhtiik 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 6 (4.84%) 25 (10.87%) | 31 (6.95%)
6. JFxk 1 (3.45%) 4 (6.35%) 18 (14.52%) | 57 (24.78%) | 80 (17.94%)
7. HAh 6 (20.69%) | 13 (20.63%) | 17 (13.71%) |25 (10.87%) | 61 (13.68%)

TE: RK{H=160.

10, HiiE=21, BFEKHE<. 001, N=446.
PR 2345 i, A R TAREGTA.,
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i 5T BN [) B 48 K HFAE

B 7 DK 0 7 R R T AR o AR SR RS [R5 I B AT . FRATT Y AR A A T X
SRV B DB R AR X A SRR IE ST

PRI T AR, (3 3), FRATABL, B T4, KB a o ok A O %
(T1.970%0) o X —BFFEICH OG5 D AEAE M AT AR 1 O 3RS R B2 . Sk A AL S22 R R A
AAYLLE (34.5300) K SERFAE s AT LR T AE 55 D A Ak A B PR T, B, H R
4 (self-concept) MITERL. PERNES (gender difference) BYMBYEFIE K ZR (peer relations) [
SEAE . TSk A BUARMERBIGE (5. 3800) WICHEHIEAARX & DAFES 5 0L 52 m . Ry 5 2 5T
IR —FA AT 2 8 DU TESRHAT /00T, BR T LA LA SRR . BE 2. R AR REE
SRR A RHb 5 T — BRI AT .

3 FERGUE (SER)

¥ # bk Aokt ¥ = bk Aokt
1. Lk 443 99. 33% 7. BOARLF 24 5.38%
2. PR 321 71.97% 8. ARl 16 3.59%
3. ke 154 34.53% 9. BT SR 6 1.35%
4 HE ¥ 35 7.85% 10, BEEHH 6 1.35%
5. BEyTHdERE 32 7.17% 11. T# 2 0.45%
6. 152 28 6.28% 12. Hfth 1 0.22%

W FRECh 2 AR R, AR TAREIE . N=446.

TEWFFE IR TTH (ILA O B FEA IR AT (83 4100) . JUH LA A e hy
T (53. 14260, Sy KRS WA H [R] 45 X — (L e Ak B2 B 0 0k . SEg i B8
BRI TR (17.49%0) o f 0 B I B AN BT 5 1A — 45U, PRI S92 0 18 U A 7 b R 0
. HE RS R IR N AT (6. 28%) TR (2.69%) . XL EAL#IFE )y
% BURRFFE 7 i LE B N, (B P LOREE VIR MR Z (3.3600) . BLSh. WA —/NBHE5T
KHISCAR G T MRS (ethnography) SAWF5E k. EART S, 7ExX—aUrh, DI
HER . XEEWFR LA T 07 B, 3 7 T MR A B2 48 7 A e P X 55 20 4 77 A2 4 2 o D
RO
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R4 HARFE

R A& e Bt R A& e Bkt
#=HILHIR 7. WEEVIIR 15 3.36%
1. (A& 237 53.14% 8. W& 4 .90%
2. Ly 78 17.49% 9. LA AT 9 2.02%
3. INEHT 28 6.28% AT 34 7.63%
4 TR 12 2.69% 10. L2 AL AT 12 2.69%
5. iR 17 3.81% 11. AN 5 1.12%
e seas 372 83.41% 12. FELIHFIT 16 3.59%
AL S FHofth 7 1.57%
6. A /IEIET 6 1.35% B it 100. 00%

TE REA A K R et DR REAC T, FRATTAT LA 2 s W52 21, b S8 i X die R R 5 e it (L
F5) . LR (50.4500) MBUERE AJLE. UHEEE. JETHAEZE/ X ZE M. Kl
AR (21.9700), (EABSRAIALSE (53.5900) FAEWIRMZERE, At AR, By — Lk
FE R WAL T EE O EE, BanfT 22 (8.9700) FIEEE (3.8100), BATHRME T HALEM Y AR
FABIF ST I o T L3 b DX 5000 [ 2SI ot DX 0 5 AR X 4520 (13,6800, (AR AT
B, R EIX CREREE . P EFEE G 2 MPTTE P A U e 8o R S . Jo

x5 HEREMKX

B Z/H#X SR BoLE E 5 /i X STE Bkt
[eS I
g 225 50. 45% PN i 11 2.47%
gk 14 3.14% o E A 7 1.57%
SR EIt 239 53.59% HE B 20 4.48%
e At SV X 23 5.16%
s 40 8.97% AT 61 13.68%
Y [H 17 3.81% oAt & 52/ B IX 8 1.80%
At BRI b [X 41 9.19% 3945 ] 5 [X ok 11 2.47%
Syt 98 21.97% JGRAE Hb Ak, 29 6.50%
Moot 446 100. 00%
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EPEEE (448%0) AWM RN AHIX . S, TR LB, 4R A 5 X SR 5% L A
MR AR D TEOUA IS DB T . 4358 T e AR (U B RN SCAR T S P 2 X

RS IR . ISCRRIGKEL 16 7T (YfH=16. 13, FrfE2=8.02). 2= T35 K
B, BERGESCATI 46 430k (B =46.55, frifE2E=23.75) ., SIHEFH e M ., X R
B I BAT B S iy 2250

MRER. RREESERIEAHEIRS

PLb, FRA] 320 3t P Ut o X 4t B 27 R SCHR AT VA2 00 B . ANk X — T ik AR ok
B2 X — S FE N . B, ARBFE R T HF gt 0 SRS . DASK T T 240 b (9] JB5 AR
KWFFE T, Bgis FIANG ERIOVEE o Sl TP . ABITTE R R 8 SO IS 5 A e B 2l d
B SCHER], IR AN 7 A R . LR Aok, BE . BERES
PR, EARTS5EE. S XRNARS S, | T —8ig R B &AL FE 8, Brid
AL L, Z 2B Xk AT %, WL 6 i LIE S, A CmBEER (255770, &k
(23.89%0), MHH (20.59%0) X = RFBOBRIEL THA SN 1/5, Z2UFRMAE S . 5
bb, AR SUURMARE (18.3300) FUBEAZ N S5 68 (18.10%0) AHOCH BT 43 3 A £z 305 19 1k
M, SR, #EEER (11.31%) MARZE (5.66%) BYMEHZE M LR/ N, BATEE X T

xR 6 ARBHAMRAXERNEE

B B
ok RRINE®H | MERRE REX R B
MREE

1993—1997 | 1998—2002 | 2003—2007 | 2008—2012 (%)

SE (%) | SREHL (%) | SEEL (%) | SAEL (%)
. B AEAE 0 (0 13 (20.64) | 30 (24.19) | 70 (19.94) | 113 (25.57)
. ftete 8 (27.59) 11 (17.46) | 34 (27.42) | 53 (15.1) 106 (23.98)
. HE 10 (34.48) | 18 (28.57) | 22 (17.74) | 41 (11.68) | 91 (20.59)
- SRR SRR 6 (20.9) 24 (38.10) | 24 (19.36) | 27 (7.69) | 81 (18.33)
AR 56 7 (24.14) 10 (15.87) | 25 (20.16) | 38 (10.83) | 80 (18.10)
R S 1(3.45) 2 (3.18) 16 (12.90) | 31 (8.83) |50 (11.31)
. ARZE 0 (O 2 (3.18) 5 (4.03) 18 (5.13) | 25 (5.66)

T RXMH=062.32, =21, B3EKME< 001, N=446

W B Z AR, T4 LT REGH.
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AR R R A AERER b2 A FER 22 AE) . i TR MR C S R i AT 2, RO DGR
T HIEFRBERER LIS R 00, DS A AT T AN [ 4k 2 SO 8 WA RIS S 16

X TN R U T B ATl i G R AT e 1. AR 7 T IR H], X S R
FIIBFRE W R 2 AR R, SR R — SR A 58 LI R 3, A 5 28 40 1) 41 304 236 07
FERTF IR SE R Ly IF LAAE AT & AR B B . 5380, ABFRA R B, X 9% B2
F BT LR A7 BARFEA I LB R A R, 3k U 1 R 418 S i AR 2ok B R T 2 Rk FE 7 B 1)
& RS 1y, AT SRR, WHEREE T, IR SCR R BEIEAVI G WA N2 T
(ffl4n, Livingstone, Nathanson, Valkenburg fl Peter); TidEIG IR H 4 E NA —5 ., SAPEKRI
TABANEFR BEAAR AR B S e th 22 2 BHAL A A 58 IR . AR A8 738 1 33— 4RUATS Bk =2 st 1y A 0

g,

xR7T ARHAREFPIEREE

HRER
BERAEE w2 ate | 4 SERES | S BARS |6 2 |7 AR
f&1% (4 REIL IR 5% A 25

Austin, E. W. P
Fisher, D. A. P
Griffiths, M. D. P
Jackson, L. A. P
Kremar, M. P P
Livingstone, S. P P P P P
Nathanson, A. L. P P P
Peter. J. P P P
Potter, W. J. ! P
Smith, S. L. P
Valkenburg, P. M. P P P P P

IE: PRIRIZEH TR R RA 2 Rl B3

N T REAF AR BT AR R AL . AT M I SO BT R A BRI . R 8 4R TAEX 7
AIFTE R T SR EE . T SO PRI A R BT FORL .




x8 ARHREFTHERER

PR SH DAERE | 441

R E&

4. TERES

5. BARA

1. 2. ite 3. HE 6. HEXE|7. ARSBE
EERfEHE &k =] R Saie HtExXHR N ]
SR (S IANFH | KA F | FELMBEIE | HSUMEE | IH¥E X R | R EH
RC)) %, (16) a2 10 (4) ® (@
2B | A2 N | A S OB | S BIE | A S0HE | AEO0H |4 & 3 &
) it (5 FHE (3 | (9) i (D BAE (3 | (2
SRR | ARG | AR AR SO BRE | A 2 H s
@ it 5 2 | WIREE (D o)
4N TR | L A/ S fe | E T B 5= R (5) HFN S | #h A
3) W W | (@ - 4) @
AP | SR | JLE) 2% B 2 A JH
BEEE (4 Pvan
® 5 s (3) S5 (2) FHIE D Ja s (3) o
KL | 11 1 /5 B AL
< 3
ERE (3 | BB (3) RRAm O )
CHOE | ML R
AR B =K PRER (| SREE )
2) 3)
Mo 22 B et R fHH S5 2B | #HS50 e
2 2 2) ® (@
ot i | AM 5.0 L WAE ST N
8 2
2) EE (2) BB (2 o
WA K 3% | et W E e | AR SHaEe
2 (2 2 2
FEL i 4 B 1 .
SEF (2
() JFEXR (D)

fE&RES (D

IE: 5 N R CERE

FE—: BRER

(AL RS A A R R A T E T D ARBETE T, R AL R ok Az AL, il oA

S ERASCAREA . AT, 7ef DS AR B S . AR AR A SC I e B 2
I

=4 —EMPLE N R R A OUHER D 19
BN D AR S ADSNUL AR R 8 i A 5 5

=rF5r

T D AR AR OB RN Y P8R s R IR
=]

==

AR ORI H BRSO B RS (ANt
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. A5 B AEIESE) MR, AT, FEiX— R, BRSO i AR R R i A IR
FrE ARG MEER b, ik, AR, (5S4 FE (information processing theory) Fl#E£3iA
HIFIE (social cognitive theory) MUHFHE iz LS, WFRE WRORE A &, J1RiEnR 2l
AN BRI B B A 2O 2R, SRR BEA R A A BIRRIE CnERs R, 51
26500 WA AX S HE AR k2 mny 22 5. BERHJE RS . il =A%
Ny #E2SINEL BFRIAKD, FIARE 5O BRAIE AR DGR A X — A5 ARt 1 o 2 A B LAl
T RKEE . MR BEARSE, Rk o b R v il 30 (4 S8 5 e 0 Bl 00 S 52 0 0 AR AR R
PG R TR (moderating factor) FIHAPIZER  (mediating factor) . T 3CH3 5l % ik = A7~k
AT 5T

(1) B B B i B IRBCR Y

H 20 tHad 80 MR b, SEEIBUM X B {7 it . NI, FHE 5505 sk 2 1 R 47 A DG A 4t
SHE T, IF R I X S HOE W 0 09 S AT IO RN PEA s . BEXSBE VST A . B, A
SR B AERR AR L DA K AR X 2 (m B E 2 AR, R 440 52 B WF 92 4
A E

K ORE ST 3 7 A L PR X 7 D AR B IS R A T 2D A B R R AEAE TR R (il
Niederdeppe et al, 2007), Gunther Z5 A (2006) 5Hi . JCIEEMERG F SN WA AR A P 28 0 3ok i
AR YA BE AT N PR B R R B iR FE MY (peer norms) X PR Y — A H B A AR
. MATIE AL, 5 RO AR N ZEAR LG, SCRFIRCAE P9 25 i 1AL D0 IR ASCR T8 . A 2R R AR AT T
KRS R A5 A 5 B MU IR O S5 ik — Bk, 53— i, 5 = AW (the third person
effect) MBFFEIE R T80 8 2 1015 BUBHBUR (perceived effects of message) . {411, Henriksen
il Flora (1999) KIL. XFEM . HFE OhEMbA) A S22 5 RA#0m; 1
X BB (5 E B, AT B O 232 B RS, X R, 7ER K R A5 B,
ZARWRI T IR 5 SZ B2 5 1070 B E AL RE N RS DU HH SR B 57 o

AMANTER R 20 5 B BEIRACR A . 4N, Rimal, Flora 1 Schooler (1999) &3,
TR AR (self-efficacy) XU RR L6 1 2 10 A DG M5 7 A BE RO . RIS, 32 A%
SHE EARERR S, W B AT BRI A S (perceived realism) FIFEHIE B E B FLEE, taxf
TERRHOR =4 M (I, Andsager, Austin, &. Pinkleton, 2001; Cho & Boster, 2008),

(2) AR P25 B B A0 AR 2 18 72 A B R TR

KA AT 500 75 AR PR [ AN AT 20, B RIE 4 (body image) X — &AL 45
THE. WE, WA RSSZ L, BN XA SE (dealized body) 42X &b T
B B B T AR A S R T O BB SR R AE BT EORTE i 2% R R
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AR RO T ALAYIEIE (Il. Harrison & Fredrickson, 2003; Moriarty & Harrison, 2008).
TES P B AIE G h, IR E RS2 AR SRy T . F T DA 96 1 BT 52 5 LA 52 LA R i
T, HERED LKA AHES bR, X A O BT IR A ANl IF B2 5 R BT & 5
HORPEWIART . R 55 RIS N0 . A O RUSCH R IR T3 i 5 37 R
Rk A FE IR . Dohnt Al Tiggemann (2006) F§i, 5 % 8 H LKL &2 55 B ITE LA X ny I 14
PR RIEF AR (O S0, b A7 170 B Ak 96 o R R 6 AR AR (o P AN I 3 B i | B M G, Adta,
Ludden Al Lally (2007) 4 o D4EX A O SRS I AR, AL, #ha 3R
RE R RS BRI U L. LB LB A 5 32 BIA B G R W AR Y 2552, AT
BOHREAERG I N., ET B, AT EREEA BHEURARIE .

KA R[] B s 32 BN BR R 2R B 29 5268 I AR T 06 B2 75 20 41 1) S IR S il 2
FER AEEA T A SE- . Blan, Dailey 4 A (2010) 335, >k { B S A1 (significant
others) XN AMLIKF AT (weight management) HYZSEE FIAT M=+ HEMAME . Ho4h, Bx
A FPE WATIEMG, HE A AP R A2 LA (social comparison) 23 BGER T AAFEXT A C &
IR AR FIFEIE (4 Knobloch-Westerwick & Crane, 2012),

AR IR SCAR R B SRR AL 2 XTI B3R 77 A — e s e . B, —SBRFR R IR AR A
HAMETER AL N A 2% 5% (4, Botta, 20005 Fujioka et al, 2009), LopezGuimera
(2010) G5 TH LB AT LA RORBFFE . AT AR AR Ay B Al B8 L A o o) BRI AR £ 2
PR — D HEEGEZE, HEFRAER N (internalization of the beauty ideal) . #h£x [k, & X%
Ifi (schema activation) J& = ALK —RCR MR, W, 4ER Bk, KESREMPEEmE,. AF
s I 4 IR SRR SV A B A S

(3) OHRERG

(EERRALRE AP 9 2 2 DG T e 3 7 /4 DR a6l P T R AR T B BB [ R, R o e 58 R X
P2 g (Internet addiction) FHEXE (pathological gaming) HYAH IS .

Nalwa FIl Anand (2003) iz FISEH RS LG 23 At 1 0 26 usia JL 2 55 3k W0 258 1R L 38 0 25 BE AT R
250, AT I, R4S R LB R 1) O T T A T T AR RO — LB I 4 i 5 15
20k, (A, Xl L2 0 ORI 2 T R R Y R LB % T 3 U7 /D A 0 2 ) 2465 B e 2k
BRI, 2B MR DT TR S B0, Lemmens, Valkenburg il Peter (2011) &% T PYIfi
SRR O B S & AR IR (life satisfaction) . #E32fEf1 (social competence) |
HEL (self-esteem) SPTEHER FEIAHSE; MM (loneliness) W5 HIEMiAH5&. Lin, Ko Hl Wu
(2008) I FHAL S INENFE I8 X v [ 5 VS R L AR BEIR AT T 548, M ATT & I A HI I %RE (refusal self-
efficacy) 5% PR BRI AIESCR . IEH.  AHIFIRREME A A PR 3R 52 i 1 7 K% £ T 90 246 18

¥

G
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WF (positive/negative outcome expectancy of Internet use) Xt F2% BRI . T 76 A B K il Y 52
BRSNS Hh 5 E DY R A M R A BR  SE B S JE W R AR A T D AR A S LR M 2% (i
Lam et al. , 2009; Ni et al., 2009),

Rih, —serg g g 1 H AT BB RTZE R B . B0, Byun 58 A (2009) 7EXF 45 9 45 i
MR ESIT (meta-analysis) Hd . HTX 09 2 BORE I RE A& SUBAFAE S, R RIS & (8 A )
HTHA—S XFIRT7 4 B A A 2 4 XL, R A5 5 A 3T 7

FEZ: BENEOERHSU RN

X RIS S A A 75 D AR A B T B E T, DU ARG P XA A) A 3R R
RERIAI] . FOSCAE WL B 35

B T HRBEREAE 5 AE A RSN TE AR KA 22 S A, — s ] il 57E
KEERZFRGHA T AR XRS5 B S iR A b, A, A 8 ) B s 2 5 2
ZREM . T ARTERX R IR N W AN [F 5 S B (Arnett, 1995), Kistler & A (2010) 4347
T AR T AR A IR (self-concept) P=AE5EM, AATHE B FRAE &0 I = A SR
(physical appearance) , W3]/ (romantic appeal) F1HFEM{E (self-worth), WFRLER TR, FIREE
A IS B %, F A AEXT A O SR A AN EIE AR, Aubrey (2006) Gl 3 % 1AL
(self-objectification) 33X —HEA 73BT AT B A (4 75 B0 A0 ] 52 e 15 /D AF X B O B AR 8.t iy 1
ged . WA OUIHORHRAURZGE) thoCst 0 PR B R 52 8l s AT 376 B B R 1 S E R AE
. BRE LRERE ., MEHENERR AN, ACHSREEMIT 20, SR, SR 2 AEXH 4
AT 05 Tt o ) B M R T T — U A FE ML R 2 FE, Ik S S HE . RE SR EE
A TR K . IRV SR A 1 S e S R A 30 (R . 7 A DB 1 IR e 1) 1 22
ZAb FEEENT A AT AR . A2 1k (socialization of sex role) HYBLZAARE] T A
IEPE S HE (4, Knobloch et al. . 2006) ,

B TG RO VE FHAb . 53— 2 35 X0 AR AE A 23 A i 22 P i 4R I 647 T AR .
McDonald F1 Kim (2001) $g1, JLE 22K [ 5 A CFTFHE I B Pk A GaE 7 1, JfF Hitx e
AR A TR — DEEDR AL, Walther S5 A (2011) KB, Gl (L HA R, 5 /D4R 2
R B TS SN FIA  (identity performance) , 3Rh P 19 36 15 X1 75 0 4R B MEAR K WA %
HEMEN .

TR KA A ) G SR A AR 1 B4 . Looker Fl Thiessen (2003) #£—Ji
XIS R AR NG SRR M A R, Ak A B E KRR R E ) & T a5 b
AT, 0 EATTA TS T FIRE IR 55 . AN b 1) 25 53 e AN [R] 10 35 A4 £ v vl 8 o R
AW, 40, Cotton, Anderson Fl Tufekci (2009) X% 5l B 15 { FH (4 1 0 2% S b AT 08 2, il
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MRS FLTF I TR G HAE R BRI, = TAEE S mscim i |,
BEMLERZERAKR, @HF S E Z 2R W20, fln, 4% 5 5M% 580
AR SR AAE LRI S (0 )i N 22 IR0 F7 7 22 01 . R4 o A0 6 f P ) 45 1) 2% 1 B2 S AR 24 1 2 1
HACHE I HALRETE AL T BB A G R (Hargittai, 2007; Lee, 2009),

FE=: BOENEISHE
DAESYE I DAUTEFEAR I WAEBOR 2 R M I, TR RS (5 B AR H R
MR R, HAESHE NI, SHHE LM T8, BRkE, EX A, AR
ARG A AF =K%

—REKHET ., FEAEMLCEA A (parental mediation) 75 20 K X7 /0447 3 19 A8 [7] 45 5
A RIXATT 1 W SCHRZ T2, fERRAGRR ARG, 7EIX F R, ARFEMA & W Valkenburg 5 A
ARSI =R A BE A AU 15 . 38 S 4 (instructive mediation), BRIPE (restrictive
mediation) HIFLFMA (social co-viewing) (Valkenburg, Kremar, Peeters, &. Marseille, 1999),
JREEWFTE R I, BRIV 25 5 (75 A AE XS ACRE P A AN . IE 86 ml S A r %, M kS
P LR ) 5 75 245 R ik B AL T R0 A 25 IEASE (Nathanson, 2002) i — 25 B #F 58 & 28
KK A BXFTHA 20T S m B AT 5 | 5 L He Al A B D i SR, T SRR I R
X T2 AT (Busselle, 2003), FKEEEER ) (family cohesion), ACEE42H] (parents’
perceived control) . FEFLAIIEZEM L EZ (shared Web activities) 28K 25, A F Tk 54
MBI 45 R R N% (Cho & Cheon, 2005), XHEEAR K AY#FRITHR (rearing behaviors) . 5KE P
hoE, ZKEEHRE (family function) #2575 D 4F 1Y M 28 JRAHOC (Yen, Yen, Chen, Chen,
& Ko, 2007),

TRFFENTROEE SR, AR S W VIR A I, BT B R R R E] T A
REFIF o0 R BE ARG T . s 1A SRELE XS T REEVGE 520 (Albada, 2000), A BF5E A& B
A W 5 RS TIE A AR, A R A G R IR R R AR, ARG B
B 5F A LR MRS 50 (Gentzler, Oberhauser, Westerman, &. Nadorff, 2011), &
AR, BRI S AT AE— DAy N A AE S 8l RS AT LASE N 5 A0 BE Y SRR
WAL R AR AT, e B W% 3 (monitoring activity) HRIMITEIE, 28581 & 75 /04 R,
M % (Weisskirch, 2011), SEBENFHEIEE R A HBR TR0, O A REDF I L s D48
T SRR 2Z A G R ANSRAAAE ), AT 7E AR S B RIE R FIR A OC R, H R G &R
) S5 3E R (Szwedo, Mikami, & Allen, 2011),

SRR 5223 £ (academic performance) 2 Al [ 6 % (Leung & Lee,
2012a) . FKHAAAALIRITH RS T2 (HARSCHI T R B AR AR A — 5 £ 45 2 ok

i
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FURISE I, BFSE# NS A BRI T 588 L% ARk il FHLRMEA . JUH R 1A 15 S
Ji (word adaptations) ZRE M HT . B 52 AR 4R AL AT A9 35 14 i (Cingel &- Sundar, 2012).
IR FEIHE, SREMERCRMBE, WaREH DA% NS T (Huang & Leung,
2009), A 2 F AR XU ok R R B 58 h b & BT A Bl 45 8 (Jaruratanasirikul,
Wongwaitaweewong, & Sangsupawanich, 2009), SR RS & B AL T 06 (8 ] 5 5 ) R S0% A
BFEMFFR (Wack & Tantleff-Dunn, 2009), i 553 I 00— 00 D7 I PERF S8 8 7%, L300 A1) 2 A B
FIE S ) MBRAL . ABHH & AP 5645 M J) (visual-spatial skill) ~ (Jackson, Von Eye,
Witt, Zhao, & Fitzgerald, 2011), fE4EaCMIsbli I, 24 & BUABLE 24T 540 F (multitasking
skills) BEJJHHH . EX R 2] uii 28R 4E . ROmi 2396153 Facebook X [ T 2l A AR A2
YEH (Rouis. 2012),

X 3 4 ity SR X TR E TR R AR 5 . AR I B9 38 WT LA SR B T st . SR AR TR
A6 TE LRSS T o i AR EE DR SR I 2 15 1 L

FEN: SOENSERTERRERE

SR A 2T I T ) e A 436 R, FR AT v S B /AR A B IAOR 7 B2 S A A L
PR L, FRAT TG AR X B i AL 25 BT . PR S AR R

TEX 5T, S5 B A (information processing) AHICHIFLISHIA/D2EE B . X—HUm
JEHIEE AT 53 (cognition) . 15/ (emotion) FIRE S (competence) 25 AH X K 2 fir & 4% 1t 78
o A2 AR (social cognition theory) IR HEA D2 E 5 K, Rl R TE W KAt 2B VF AR Jil
(social desirability and reward) BE8E . AL LI, KFRA AW S0 0] R UL A 105w . B
PEZE G N [ Y B Ok i B T D AR S BERAT M I F% 8. BN, Rozendaal, Buijzen #l Valkenburg
(2012) BEFEUIEEILEE (8 2 12 %) R FE Ny H A, AP o dr A BB R, (a4
“REFHE%” (think-aloud) Rl “ZHJ5MI4H” (thought-listing) MIARRIECR, MA1RI, KA R
T8 BRI B A TG LB T A At AP 52 s T = S [l AR Ay R 8 AL DA Ik |- e
R UL IREICR . X S5 L], A5 (9 8% 7 2UR S RO L B HE R o fs B L 4k, Rl
PR R Al AT 0 A ST AT 20 4 B A B RE T, PRI ATI B R B (s B ORI B 00 A7
Nathanson 28 A (2002) MPESIEI X FEIE (gender-schema theory) Hi% ., 45 T 5 AR LU )L
HAZH AL (gender stereotype) FLALAT HAURZIA . ffiTHe . JLBERRIN A 5 O L4 W
IR, INSAE T R FR A @G 1 (RPRARAE S PR R ) o AT LA A 8
TILE WA . SO TAEL IR Z AR5 51 L ER UL E 2,

Ty HB A 0 5 35 W b 43 G T D AR e 37 ok S AAOR RN AR 23 R BE . 9] 4n, Davis il Mares
(1998) KB, FHAEMBE R H (talk show) MHE, MA@ h kTR, %
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Ul . Busselle (2003) &I, WA SILIRARCH AN A S ILEXT I SL R DL IARIARDE, Rid
BN E B AR R A 32 B AL B AR5, Zhang 1 Harwood (2002) X vt [ 2% 4 347 19 8 25 557
WE AL B 5 o EE G M A P A PR R & R ARG, JCHR AR H . JLEHE I H. 5
RIS AT Y B AR AR . (2 AR E Y AR AN IE O R R X SRR TR R
B, A I R SRR A D AR ) WL IR S A AN T AR 5

B T IR S IRBE AN T AR ] B N Rt B Ry — B B B ST X 4. AN, Tsai (2004)
SO E VS 5 AR e A R BT TR A R, T R AT X[, 22
VI B RIETEAE A Il T AN W EER R E AT B e
[ T AP B “DIRERY” 5 “FRAY” . AR AR TR, SehR i A BT A 4
SHNHAEFEE S, SO, WA R, FEXTTEU A . 520 PR 22 b A 25 0 iE i
AR T M R IE T — 28 (McKenney & Voogt, 2010), iXEe4E B R K M2 8| G35 M
LRSS S R SRR ERI N

FEH: ENENEEBENFTOENTM

AT A B B AR TR 5 52 AN R IR PR 25 5 T 1) 52 AR AR . DA AN ) S A2 11 P 72543
e aokA, A STRCBEEARBAEHE (Leung & Lee, 2012b), Fisher (2004) %2
Hi it — T 2 AR E R H TR A, RIS H BB KT FHRE 1 L 5\
JEHIRAEH D AE I I B B, A B S 6N TEE . B b it B 0 1 iU AN AT ARAG
B4, Smith 55 A (2003) 78X} 32 EA [ G4 0 B Sh il R AT 20T » AT &30, 6826 Byl kb e
FRIITCR . LA AR SO  RR G A R ) I AR S — T T, ) SR
W RARAT B 2= FTER . Martin Al Wilson (2012) 4007 T 22 LB AT R H it 4
1AL (social aggression, $EXM A H BT B IL) FIARAZE . 451 8RN 9220 B HEASET A7
FEARTRRR B AR RAL . X BERALAT N (AT Bl B 22 A WK 3 1 TT ELAS 24 (9 2% B 11 1 2 6 1A R
MTESE T . T RIC R RE R, T H R = WA A B AR, X AT, 5 B RN
(physical aggression) #HH., A4 ] fEBE L BRI .

TACRAEAG GRS T . 27, GRS E D E RSO — H3 R
MG . Hh— MO I R, X SR N A 2 S 2805 D AR IMRICAT R (aggressive
behavior) FIEFT R . XFIAF E B UL A5 240 T D I TENE . ] 322 A 2 A B A R
BRI R . ORI SACRIE IS ) . IS T R T AR W Vet 2826 3. il
Lo Al Wei (2005) X v [5 & ¥4 75 /48 #4704 & 5 R B, H2 il X 246 621 N 45 5 PR JF 0 (sexual
permissiveness) FEEEFIPERT AT BEVE BUIE ARG, XRIOCR, fEFH T AR, —BEAMEH,
FITEAG GEEIAR - 3EAR T N A AR B X R 15 . KSR 35 . Peter Fl Valkenburg (2008) 7Efif 24 1)
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WEEIRIAE s, 75 P26 e full ] . S PR AR DG 15 B 5 75 D ARG PEMLEE (sexual arousal) FIHEBUEY
KTEEHYIMG ., Slater (2003) 4 ASR IS 28 01 5 DAE M RO ) A A AR B AR . Al A 146
o XA A SR B SR BRI A ] (7 AR R S 2 R T AE N RS

LA 235 7 RS0 T A650 0 DN R ] 2 6 o JEL 2 8 0 D0 3 T A PRy 258 L e 35 30% R 9 i 75 /4 %o 22 )
AVERYBEAF . B0, Kremar #1 Curtis (2003) iz IS kM5 HELT & /) (fantasy violence, )i
B ) XL EEEERE (moral reasoning) HISEM . ABA1FEH . XEETTE B R LN 52 Ty
INHB DR B (mental model) , %8 28 J1 SR U 98 25 B3 FE P4 . Ward Hl Friedman (2006) 4y
B 7 Xt A R B A AT S i A AF . B ST el AR, X (0 2 B A 42 B R ) 7 D AR X
W B, FEWREHE LM R WX RS R TG s 32 AR B 25 5 4 0 3R o L M A 60 1) Z A R 5
T2 AT 7 SR A Ay B8 S BBk J 258 R I o Al ATt S o B gl R A 5. R, AR 9 28R
(RS ADAERHEAT ARS8 S A ATx 1 A o R O 2R (0 00 T B2 A DG

Rik, BAEEX PRI R R B, BN, Gunter Fl Daly (2012) &1, iR
WA ARRZAL, — R TAHOCRMAEF R R, 2, SRt HE X i [y
MRALAT NI T 28, X R SC IR AT A 5 T B A4 2 5. I, X e SR AR 42 13 A 10 A 0
TIEAE Ok e BH AR 9 25 FR A RNAECR . MBI eSS B oE R B, (B IR A A 2 5 H ok B
E g

IR F ARSI . AN R 4 i b K B BE A 7 A4 — AN B AL S WU, AR
AT G TS R AN R LA P 25 0 f T R R . Nathanson (2004) 8246 WR, X2 AT H
o5 1A PP AR 0 A S R AR A BT LZE BN R SE R, X BERT, R A2 A R Ak i 136 1 it
Bo XL A BRI A B CHIOER . e Wi T A ARG, HhafmE ke 540
gl REE RN R, MEHIEE 254201 H (prosocial program) LUK 4L 43195 J117
%y (Cantor & Wilson, 2003),

FHN: BOERSXRNET

Xk 22 6 R AOWFSE B R A AN ] 5 00 5 /D AR (9 N BRAS RIS AT . X SR 2 1 e
WA FEAFEHIERLR . A S O0BRFIE . +ESHE ., &R, AR SIS 5,

B, AOICERETTHE T EHAFL SR T WA LR RN, R R EH
K [ BT HH R PR 221 Valkenburg il Peter 55, AbATTABFSE SR, PEMS P 10) 5 80 0] (9 75 A AEAELR T
SESE AR S AL RN S B 2R AR (Valkenburg & Peter, 2005); #:38 ® ik i 2x 45 5 A 4R e T
Z2 IV IR RV 22 (1 J2 A, 33 486 2 A3 %) 1 T R 670 TR B L2 B ) B 75 A AR AL 45 %S (social self-
esteem) FIFEFRE (well-being) (Valkenburg, Peter, & Schouten, 2006); %fFHRLEA % K IF AFr
KRG DAEARYL, ST B T AR S B, T -5 BE A A 74 38 A1 0 B T3 Al R AR 1 4
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(Valkenburg & Peter, 2007); SERf{5H T H (instant messaging) N/ 4EIRML T B8 mE M G 3K
K# (self-disclosure) AYHLZ: (Leung, 2002), PLIEA BT IAZM AKX RMIE (Valkenburg &
Peter, 2009). WFFEEERIM, HOMEN HREZEIFAE BRI B BRI R, oA T H
XA Bh YA B A (perceptions of CMC) . BRI, 75 A AF U 45 9 2% ¥ 1 g 4R
WHLAR (reduced nonverbal cues) W T . BRI LALRE ] LUK F O rd5H] (controllability)
A B A T H 38 # 8. (Schouten, Valkenburg, & Peter, 2007),

SAN e AN BESE LS E E LS (peer norms) B9 EE E Pk, U HEE X EMAT A Crule
breaking) FREEAT N (risky behavior) BJSEMA, BFSEH KB, SLRIRARA) 45 AR AR Y
HIEHER . FEEMBIRAAE S5, 50 T IO R 232 Bk 865 B2, I A S IF s
W4 (Gunther, Bolt, Borzekowski, Liebhart, &. Dillard, 2006), FIZRFXEZIML, FEL F1g
AT 42 B FFERE AT 2 . A2 PERIZEMAE (injunctive peer norms) FIi R 1 [F] 3 M1
(descriptive peer norms) #§2x P P 4E MG FHERKAT R (risky sexual online behavior) , i &
B I EE R, kA 8 AR 25 5 W R JE SEBR AT R TR (Baumgartner, Valkenburg,
& Peter, 2011),

SRR AL, AW FAAE 2, BT 2 Mg s TR N A b
ZWHAIIBE (Pleil, Arjan, & Zaphiris, 2009), i, MKHE T, Wl GAF, EZEXR, &
VIR RIS (BRFh. DA%, MRS ETEILAE. Livingstone (2008) f—TRMFFY %% T X Fhik
FEIRTRIA T3 AR . B9 BUARIR BN AR T B T R — A e, RSO AT A A
JE4 (highly-decorated, stylistically-elaborate identity) . X I} /0 4F s 23 i Ife 55 22 1 99 26 JXUBy . T
S IXABBUR . AR BRI AR G R . BRI AR R

FEt: SOENLARSS

AR E FARS S — R ARG E R PR 2 —, PSR, K28
TR SRR TR O, ERAERG: FIFAZ .

AN (Y SCHRT 2 25 AT DAY SR Ry, — R A X AR A RE IR BURHE Sk
(political socialization), FI#EIAZ 5 (political participation) HISEME ., FEIX T SCilk e, H7 i (HF
HEAME T AR (social media) M HIF I NZS (user-generated content) fH XX T4 |
FLTHIEZ 5150 (Leung, 2009), {40 Hirzalla 1 Zoonen (2011) %< T H/AMER A RATE)
R BAATHR WALk AL T T BAS A E— RIS, A %5 & UGC & Rl 5 75 47 )
HS 5HPUE S R IEA X (Valenzuela, Arriagada, &. Scherman, 201237 stman, 2012), %%
By B SCRR I G B 10 B i 7 D4R, B HR SR BGAGRHAN A RBEHMARS S,
Bers I Chau (2006) (ANZEWIIE R, Sl AE IR AT EIT 3, FAERTRRE T, ATREASH
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AAXHE R A T igm . SR, X EERFTR B . 5 AR AT iU A8 1O B AT K,
EORMERRESIMEA S, IR 58 0 Ry — 0 A L 45 LB A B BEIA

BAVEM, X—FB T RIS SOIFRN AL M AEREFES, MR E (agenda-setting)
223l 51 (social mobilization) J2& M /> B B B £ A i B 48, A IS0 AR 3¢ 8 398 110 34 80 SOk
(Kiousis, McDevitt, & Wu, 2005) &I, 754X EA S E Z 0 W, 524 A 1A (school
curriculum exposure) , AT ) (news media attention) , 5ZKKMEIE (discussion with parents)
SR E A HAES I R . Kiousis Al McDevitt (2008) HIBFGR#E— U8B T IR & B 28 T
EBUAHE S R Z T BUA A 2 A0 1 45 R N B R i B AR 5% (youth voter turnout)
FEAt 233 By RS T T . A SRR N T R N Y T R A T BUA SN BT (mobilization) 16 & A F] T
BH A (normalization) 4e, BFFE K IN T AM4ER UL, THCR 2B T ZBuAZI ECR . B
Xt FRAE AT 5 s BOAH SRR BN & (Hirzalla, Zoonen, & Ridder, 2010),

&it: BUELRE

i3 bR AR S AR SRS [, FATTRT DURSZ 8] A7 — ot 51 2 STk A 2 AR iR
HBAEIX 20 AR fE] . SXEEBFTER F R R BB IX 2 RALSE . R R F AL 4% 2 LU 22 BB D5
N IX— AR T AP AR 22K, Ak, EAR R R . RATRATG AR /o a e+
N L

e, AT U] A A A B R . R B, NS [ AR Y B R R 22 B B —
di B XM R, S SG I LA RTS8 S 1 IR A DR AT S [ A BE E AT AR
. FATTLIAE B C 24 A DEFE IR XA 22K, ANt H AT L it 53 i TR H e 85
SCARAR BT i RS B . PR AT REAESZ A B B SO ORI AS 4 o A BRI E 3 = T 5 3 T
e 14 L

HeAh . SR E R DT SRR FP e MAOKHE L A BORIETE . X AR I T 00 A 10 3 1 B L )
DCRIBTFE Lo SR, WFFEE-WVF AT LIRS 2 922, FEFRATE M b, DARREIR fA B2 AN SCAE s B2 1T
ABIOFTEARH Do P, TR DR SR SCAR I 200 9 A0 A B Al P A9 52 ey T BE R AF 5 5 AR R Y
BT, BAIAE, SR IXEE R R . AR BRI SE AT LA FRTO BOR A5 R RE IS 3R
BIBTFEIUE

= BATRAN,. TR LB R 2R EBAZE R, AT AL, ROR B B A A 7
K BN 2R E T DA TG . A, WO BEEE AR BT R S . AR AR
XA A B R A FL AL e R A X SRR AL AR R WA R OG5 1t AT HEAIL
B aliBlss . MAEAZHUA (social media) BN KA1k~ 525 S AL B 1% 1 A0 A% sl st & Sl Bl 1%
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# (mobile-mediated communication) AYXFAMNTH AL ™A B MBFE I . BAREATRIBT IO H B A —
SEREAYS KA AU B A4 RE A AR DCHE SR BIE . (ELI AR 43 A I A7) 005 16) 38 FH DR AR A% 6 I A0 0y 28
HHERALM BIEHESE . AR, X LEZ SR ) P BE ) 76 A RATDIRA nIARAG . At dnfarsE 22 iy
PRV HHRL AL RO AR LS & MR A5 T e 1) S — Rl FRATARTS . XRS5 AR R R B
AT AT LA — R s A A2 BT 3

PR HEEETTIANRISRLN
HAFI3E BX

5, ABFFEAE SSCI LR 2 PRI T 9 AR, EEERIRIEAE T, S —. WA RS
BRI R T A ARSI R (five-year impact factor) . X BERA R 1Z I I T2 RIS, %2k
) 45 Jownal of Communication, Cyberpsychology, Behavior, and Social Networking
Communication Research , Jowrnal of Computer-Mediated Communication; 55 ., BIRFEW K F Y
HER Lo — 2 00 P W AR EL2 30 1) 09 5 I Y 1B 5 A BF 5 1 £ LS DDA G, f4% . New Media &
Society, Media Psychology, Jowrnal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media, Jowrnalism of Mass
Communication Quarterly , Human Communication Research , EAIRAERE A b 8B 10 ST TR

HK, 1E SSCI fH BRI RINRS D, BB T 7 AWT), X 7 AW T2k A.08% . [FR
Bl LU Bl S B R IFGE S ST, SN IE . Computers in Human Behavior, Journal of
Youth and Adolescence s Journal of Research on Adolescence, Children & Society, Social Science
Computer Review, Information Society, Internet Research, EANTRESE— L4 SBHEH&2FLIAMA BT

A BUE X 16 A B 19 7 AR T ASBEFORE 0 il 20 4R 8] (1993—2012) 18 3C R R A FFE
ISR

BT %

AHFFE VLGV AR Z8 SRR . 10, IFRE IS T — 406 T35 D AR R AR S 7Y (1) S it
. . 57 OCHY YL SCR IR AL youth, child, adolescent, teenager, kid; 5EIAZERIAH
K M91RE AL $5 media, television, Internet, game, social media (#lll Facebook, blog, F1 Twitter),
email 55, T, BFFEE XL AR E B — R R 4T Web of Knowledge & i1 % F
B EMBIAEARIEC ., WRER TR, 161993 F 2012 4F[], 3% 16 A AW FIHA 25 1000 45 . BF
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FEHE IR T 108 fa BEEFIE. BIR N IL 892 AT & BoRINIESC, FEMEREANLS , FEXT R4
TS SCHE— AR . 1 S R AL HES 4 — A S ) b IR B A998 30, 4k LA BESL RS e phe s
BAWIRIEE — AR 5. SRR DURERR — R 09 07 A EA T MR AR T ik, A WRgE— e T
446 F A RIBSC.

R HHESH
B & SR Btk

SSCI ted27r 2
1. Cyberpsychology, Behavior, and Social Networking 97 21.75%
2. Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media 45 10. 09%
3. Communication Research 40 8.97%
4. Journal of Communication 37 8.30%
5. Media Psychology 35 7.85%
6. New Media &. Society 27 6.05%
7. Human Communication Research 25 5.61%
8. Journal of Computer-Mediated Communication 14 3.14%
9. Journalism of Mass Communication Quarterly 0 0%
SSCT Mottt 22 Bl r 2
10. Computers in Human Behavior 57 12.78%
11. Journal of Youth and Adolescence 32 7.17%
12. Journal of Research on Adolescence 13 2.91%
13. Children & Society 9 2.02%
14. Social Science Computer Review 9 2.02%
15. Information Society 5 1.12%
16. Internet Research 1 .22%

Bt 446 100. 00%

Tt 53 R T3 B 46 B3 A0 1

AHFFER N BT 07 B R e SCHEAT 3BT . DR J0 e s T SR IR SO SRR 5. 1)
e RSCITRITLL AAEGY . OB SISO . BeAh . ARSI XIS SCEUE R AR R BIX L BFSE
RIS BESE I8 B 2 RHSUSRANBIT5E J5 VR A T 2
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Bl R A X AR TP R SR 2 R BR A MR B A ST B e AR R IE SOR AR A ML S AT %
SRIG i — 2P VAR

VRS RL R ORI ST T S R A ) . ASBIF TR HR I AR 40y 6 K2 ERRIIEIR (A4
e TRRIA iR . BB, ) L REMAIRS CIMZGETE . M45E R EIET webl. 0
AREEEARIRS) . AR CAnSEi il iR S5 . FE3F & . Ao 8 &5 % 5L T web2. 0 F AR A 1A
g5, Baitik CnFpl. PHIHEND . IR, o T8 BE 5T R i 5 48 L TR E AT,
AR Sy 2R

WEFE TR B2 E R SR8 18 SCHFTE BB HE R Il B i) 22 BHE . ASBIFTENS 25 Ak 400 1) S B £ 45 «
B2, DH%E . A, HEY. BIFEE. AR BUARYE . ASCRE. &% 51,
RAEOR. TR EER, 12 200, ZRBEFRIIR L, AR N 2%,

XtFREFE R Mg, AP RIS ST . . NE . S FBIRT. L5 A R
Bro SUR/AEESHT . WEVIR . RIEER. LA T, L6 BT, R REES R
5%, HE 12 A3,

BT LA L 8 TP R, AR 4G =T m i, o3 e os 8. 2 HES, MR
FEH .

KT EM, Gl H N SO, R, FOCHEER ik 5 A IRAT R Y S
T, HJF, Zead ik SEOCH R (Y 4y S RE B, ARWF ST 7 AN R oY R (R AL
(health communication) , #:£3ft. (socialization) . & (education), A&FEHAE 5P # (attitude
change and decision-making) . #4571 5% (media violence and pornography), #14: %% (social
relation) FIARZE (civic engagement) ,

55Tt R I AL, AT XS SO s R it 285 e R A . FRIE S R AE
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