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Adolescent Social Media Use for Coping:
the Effectiveness of Different Coping Strategies

I-Ling Chen

Abstract

Social media use has become an important part of adolescents' lives. For adolescents
who regularly use social media, social media may be a tool to cope with daily stress.
However, few domestic studies have explored adolescents' social media use behaviors
in relation to stress coping. Therefore, this study uses the transactional theory of stress
as a research framework to explore how perceived stress and resilience affect the
choice of coping strategies, and the relationship between different coping strategies
and life satisfaction. This study recruited 375 students who regularly use Instagram
and were in the first and second grades of high schools in Taiwan. The stress
perception scale, resilience scale, Instagram brief coping scale, life satisfaction scale,
and usage behavior were measured using online questionnaires. For the 280
adolescents who reported regularly using Instagram when feeling stressed, factor
analysis, cluster analysis, mean comparison analysis and correlation analysis were
carried out. We identified four types of coping strategies used by adolescents: problem
coping, emotional coping, support-seeking coping, and avoidance coping. Stress
perception and resilience influenced the use of coping strategies. Emotion-coping had
a positive effect on life satisfaction in both the competent (low stress-high

resilience ) group and the struggling ( high stress-low resilience ) ~group; problem-
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coping had a positive effect in the struggling group; support-seeking coping had a
positive effect in the competent group, but not in the struggling group.
Keywords: social media use, Instagram, transactional theory of stress, stress

perception, resilience, life satisfaction
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%05 b Sl F A o

FOBERA o BB RAIRLZFOE S BRYPEFIES @
4 ':Li_é}r'_‘g{‘ ° ipim fé * @4 —%f”%f‘ff’lu,,&]’ IJ:"r’T)

Fl & A 470 2 H

* {5 5 A FLR 0 A
7 L Two-Step B #H A 474 T B ¥k £ W K T8 # 4

FEERE > R R ML T LR

%j\/))i"l %Ié—g:_ﬂ °

$AEEHELS T F
FHRF O ESE S BH R

CIE AL PER @ AES T B R

SRR RS NP2 0 T RN ) S T
EUER

2N A e U RS ek L R R PN S
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L2
In
s
it
o+
<

X

AR R Ypdn m Ao F e AL E R ’f*”f R RE B2 AR R
6> R FEEF|I375 05 xR E o
- BB TR oT 08K T % 280 e HRA FER Y IG 2

g o o 95 BRI @Y IGYff LG HERS FET FRY 2%

P
I
0
A
e
b2

BAEEA R PR R FLIRALALR 3

1%
=l

7 0 4% 280 i ¥R A Fﬁg #* 1G 2 %¥ "F,’“ e EE AL BIE R
Mo TRRFIERG R Y (TE 2 FRKE O NIFL B2 REEFRBEA T o
FoERFEFEFELAN > RS R foc ey B IR A F 0 T e T

REFLT LA IO AR - S EREEF P g A 4T
-8 WA

AFETAEET 0T TAT%Y ¥ IGed v & > ho R prg e

1G> $ #IG T3 B4 FpL Lehvailho 1t 280 = MG $H/B 4 prg g »

IG, 2 %8% o095 T @* IGeny if » e T RS pFa g 7
—ﬁ?ﬁ\%&&?ﬁ%lﬁ\:uw%le\lgq"’f’rﬁ'%lg 'ﬂ"iﬁ;?;;

BEIG T RS AL L2 &4
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TR RAHERY

?\_

hET %‘/‘Qﬁjﬂz-ﬁ 33% 5423 ~267%5 924 5% 58.7%7533?5“ ~41.3%

T

7 14.4%% 2004 & ~ 45.3% % 2005 & ~ 40.3% = 2006 &

—_ ’

<k

ﬁﬁ 2
(T35 167k HBELL TR B E16K  Bx B I8KA ) Binit
*IGERE G 181% a2 WP w ~ 283% M- ~213%aR=- ~ 141% R = -
18.1% @ —

A (N=375) %3 @& * Instagram AL FHA Y ff > HP T4« (N=
280) A@IIRA FEivgR* IG A FHRA? 5 59.6%57—,3* L EGIRA BES
Instagram 7 H & ¥ & % AL FHMT 5 o F 2 (N=280) fd /B4 pF - @
*IG W TN F KRG 49.6% 5 P A i 4% 5 T A~ 14.6% 5 2R
354% W B HRA P BRF I E GG 793%E P %~ 4% 5 RA ~3.6%

52 2 16.8%F 3 # o

WRES TR SIS §TEY

S SRS BT AR T FUE I EELR AR
21 ARl A A RTRARMEUL T HFLE 2 (1,N=375)
=51, p=474, Phi=-04 o 11+ > S 47H%d 23 A EnhAh L35 K
FLR o H Bt 1o APEEHT AR I RARELS TR HFL

292 (1,N=375) =1.30, p=.254, Phi =-.06 -

17
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% 1
FTHRAFFRERA IR T

IR A pE

- EEA Taerr  agwo > .
N =375
Instagram  Instagram
N =280 N=95
Mw] (At B 73.3% 74.3% 70.5% 51 474
5 (B-H) 58.7% 60.4% 53.7% 1.30 254

s HRARERS B R AES R R LT REFAR
FEArd 2 BEFR A L EHLLT FFLR ((373)=-.098,p=.922 > 87|
B4 inigr IG muhE® (M=16.74,SD=.69) £ 7 & * IG ew|dEss (M
=1675,SD=71) R} ¥ 1B - A v a B4k * BT HEFLE 1(373)=
223,p=.027 BFIRA ¥ IG mwuchBda * R (M=3.23,SD=
1.34) &% i@ % IG few| el 4ni¢ * pFRF (M=2.87,SD=1.39) -

B HEAMBRTRA DI EARS o o B 2 2 ERARE
TIHFAR ST 5rd 2 53R ARSI o7 EFLE 1(373)
=2.90,p=.004 > BB+ (3¢ * G e+ o (M=324,8D=.52) +*
F % IG R4 o (M=3.06,SD=.54) %m » & ®hc®ip il G &
¥4 P 1373)=-1.00,p=319 > BF| R4 it * IG echs@ip i+ (M=3.56,SD
=57) &2 % IG ehe@iplt (M=3.63,SD=61) L3 BEFLE - At
AEBARTRTEEFLDE (373)=-22,p= 829 I R4 (vt ¥ IG et

manAE (M=288,SD=.82) &27 ¢ * IG 24 FR i B (M=290,SD

BEAed 2 REFR AT p R PEFGEFLE 1(209.93)=8.29,p
<.001 > B E4 2@ * IG T p i Bl (M=273,SD=122) +3 7
18
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P IG T p % R (M=173,SD=94) % % kit * b § HF L
B /(184.94)=9.68, p<.001 » BI|EA4 21t % IG b A& * B (M=3235,

SD=127) 7 # % IG e kg * BFEF (M=2.03,SD=1.11)

GRS

7 2ERA Ty g g ‘e »
N=375 Instagram  Instagram (df)
N =280 N=95
TRER
£ ¥ 16.74(.69) 16.74(.69) 16.75(.71) -.098(373) 922
Beié * pPFRF 3.14(1.36) 3.23(1.34)  2.87(1.39) 2.23(373) .027
LR B
B4R 3.20(.53) 3.24(.52) 3.06(.54) 2.90(373) .004
o I8 g 3.57(.58) 3.56(.57) 3.63(.61) -1.00(373) 319
EADCN o Wi 4 2.89(.83) 2.88(.82) 2.90(.87) -.22(373) .829

Y TERRE
Topr BER 247(124) 2.73(1.22)  1.73(.94)  8.29(209.93)  <.001
Bk BFRP 0 3.02(1.36)  3.35(1.27) 2.03(1.11) 9.68(184.94)  <.001

Fo& LL4FRAH

3280 o HEBRAPFERY IGL 584 > R EEAMERIE DT

fo FRRFERE ek Y F L2 FlREE > ITL I RAEEEF AT o

19
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4 ~ Instagram F) & Xk & #

A FoF Bartlett 3t H T S Ko7 0 IR gLt ¥ b gm M (7=3415.49,
df=276, p <.001 )+ @ KMO R 5.925 » &% o TR A% i £ 817 F1 % A 45 1
* Frpcie (eigenvalue) + - 2P| BB~T B F)F - kg4 B (scree plot)
P B FF o od e < - F € > Fl R8P F & (Fabrigaretal,
1999) > Flpt ik 43l B B~w B F1F o A $hiz (principle axis ) 4é B i F]
% 0 T A REA L (promax) - FlE f FEL L 3o

d 4398 %-BFE¢ 208 HpRF 58 HHRAm8RHz >0

FH oA TAERY IGREBME LA o NTAEEBIGHLE
freh? b bk R o GRmpAeR {2 o 0 FI A LSFEFIR - BFF S
FOR O P FFEASE G HFE EFP I ET Moo TR ERY IGHE
el egil % o TR Y UGB F ARG * e o FE A LRI
EFER FZBFES S 580 F S H K L 1 2 (instrumental) £
R AFE IR oo TR R IGEREF A Rt o N TAE R
IGH A 7R Bt chd 3 o FIP & LR FRAFFIR S 52 B 73
S AP F AR A AT ARG Mo T ARY IG A A
e GRPERFIREA o A ERF IGAFZATIFRAPGHFL PRI T
Eo b FRL A LLET e e BEETEE 52.19% %R o v B FE A
M drd 4o

HY 5= BAEIE NIREAF i (cross loading) i 38 » F1 % f 7 £ 4§03
ABEFE o ok 3977 L R 16 TAE R Y IG D a4 R P FHHFD

— G oo | WRMETF TR LG L5380 AlbEF TR f AR L 362

BT IGHT ARG AR ALY Y b RV EE
5594 ARMEFEATFZ L FER 53025 % 54 TAE R * IG M A 7R

20
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EEFEY ) & RLFFVRGTFF f B s 422 AR FEDFE
fARER 5305828 i = BAEA Y > ABAOFFLAE T B30 B4 E
- BFF? ZMAfCEC MAFENERAE > N2 AR EAF - BiEL D
B BT - FlR o Fl R R F R R ERE TR o
AFTHIG ARG E4A e BAE4EF 2R (reliability) » 45 > A 45
BEHT CRFAHEFIRASE %X 84L > cronbach's 0=.895; FHEFIRELSE L= T
%% > cronbach's o= .821 ; & £ L F FR A~ £ 4 = 548 > cronbach's a= .838 ; ¥ #F
Fl A & & £ 4 %8 > cronbach'sa=.787 - FFE 71 - FHFIRE FRLLFFIRE

g FnL R REFRL I HEDTR -
% 3
Instagram %]/ W v2 & & F] % » 47

F %

TR LT

ik Tl OAEFE TR

1324 ¢ @& * IGERENZ 115 92 1.008 -182 -105  -.003
A g

1224 ¢5BIGHLEH 147 96  .849  -006 -191  .006
P AR RRIRFAR
{1 o

2338 ¢ % 1G k3ELY 108 93 740 -122 177 .009
T - B EAR

2MERTIGREYEL 139 89 600 -040 300 -.104
“ii 18 B -

756 IGERMAKT 106 88 565 044 077 123
ST I

1638 ¢ &% IG/AE 2% 2 159 89 538 362 -127 -.077
SE Y FSE - G oo

I8¢ * IG R§e+2% 1.0 .89 490 116 235  .030
WEELRE o

1928 ¢ @ % IG3Rp = % 137 94 456 156 046 115
e EgFLaEF o

22¢ @7 IG2 5 A Esh 135 89 421 075 217 .034
FI5 A B I o

A

21
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% 3

Instagram 1 W vs € % %1% ~ 47 (§)

F &
_ T R
L2 T A M EFER ww
e Pk AF Bk

458 ¢ % IGREAp g 180 84 -113 780 110 -.016
KAt - o

9.0 g * IGHEA M- 176 87 -083 723 022 -.101
A e

LAY IG k@gHLELS - 199 71 -172 619 149 038

17.1% * 1G $$>raeBeg 7 171 87 302 594  -276  -.076
BAG * e

1824 ¢ @& *% IG k3&p = & 165 94 074 509 -087 277
3 BIIFR

4.2 ¢ FBIGHARY & 193 92 285 400 -073  -.052
5 #AB -

21 g IG E3#&®N 176 97 114 -097  .877 -088
AeuE i e Fl et o

205 ¢ HBIG kAikp e 142 1.09 -211 -068  .712  .138
I om R

1025 S IGEPH A5 175 98 088 124 671  -.069
L A

S g IG N A 70k 163 1.00 116 305 422 .054
Bt 3F o

14203 3 IG Y EFTEE 169 90 271 179 354 -.006
iz o

1550 * IG &%) 5 22 i 70 86 -.077  -.096  .079  .880
TR EFFIERS -

6.5 * IG £ 75 Ay 4 98 .97 058 -130 -.003  .775
SR B

BAgRH* IGEFZATH 65 82 015 155 -049 705
ARG AL PR T

3AE R IG RE37p 2 66 .80 248 080  .002  .356
r

iTH A E o

B R

DA T o ghs 2

22
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% 4
Instagram %) Hv: %) & B 4p B

Tl % R AL T TPk FRAFFR  SETR
i Rl 1.000 702 638 317
1 702 1.000 556 393
FRLEFR 638 556 1.000 336
3 F) 317 393 336. 1.000

RAIGR™ 75 W

7 Bartlett 3k # 2% % Bm > 00t £ 2 m M ((’=703.36, df
=55,p<.001) > @ KMO R 5.792 » 377 * TALBE f &7 FF A 45 « {17
FrHcE < 30— 2R RB= BFE > @ kypr43L B (screeplot) BBz B 7]

% > F]pt 2 A k2 (principle axis) #B~= B F]F o BT ERA I HE

(promax) > %% f mEL4cd 50

dASTA S R-BFFE F SR APF I ABELRBA s
BREEIE e FP R LI R BRI g4 AP F I
BEDARETAFH F e LS HE R R = BF R 7 24 Ap G

PIEETRr 788 QEF G FI & L2 THD 2 3BFE7 27
39.92%% R o = BFEE M AR 60

AEATHIGR T 75z BAAEFE A (reliability) 447 0 A 4758 % &
7 ¢ 3 f M & 538 0 cronbach's o=.694 - $£ % ¥ £ 4 4% > cronbach's
0=.698 . ; | i £ 2 4L > cronbach's 0=.573 ° 3 # e ~ IF R M B R

TR R R G

23
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%5
Instagram & * {7 3 ] & 4 47

R - ik
IR #
e HAMe HEHEe
4. B FpET S UpEE 145 1.19 769 -.140 083
3. B F b2 S ApEE 1.79 121 728 -.128 -.066
2. RRET SR 1.40  1.08 434 273 038
0. B L HESMA 2,67 125 409 032 244
8. ## E 4 A1 4] 392 226 -.290
7T RpEfLager 171 1.26 =110 714 -.067
6. TR RE 172 1.28 010 570 -.075
1L A% sfefapbe & 195 1.29 -.017 553 248
¥y

10. H0F HEEE ~ 3 MR 179 1.19 104 417 186
LR &g 2.88 .97 -.120 -.070 817
5. Rk (B8 <) 262 126 038 201 429

% ¢ Promax & AL < & dhiE o

% 6
Instagram & * {7 5 F]% [ 4p B
T4 3 # e BE e TR
36 M 1.000 367 .505
HFE e 367 1.000 624
TR 505 624 1.000
24
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Y28 B¥ELH

& 3# 4 47 (cluster analysis ) #_#-42F = B adliT i A B § - 422
B3 (cluster)» 27 s R BHEHPM LB AL > BHEFLBEH L T4
TR REN O SHBEMT R GE R e AT Ry TRA
Rirfh B BRAREAE  BURREI R FERIG TR LR oy
Torck e

B L {7 TwoStep # # 4 47 » 425 4 BIC (Bayesian information
criterion) 15 At EHenizdy TERBPSBEE XTI -1 - B8
H# ¥ BIC i@ ~ BIC :e £ ~ BIC s %+ & fried £ #* & (Ratio of Distance
Measures ) e BIC 8 i~ BEFFF T 1> BEF > A % 4 BIC :x % 5
FESERVFFR A s EABIC: % A5~ > HiE 5 159.85 pEdp & pl
FhB oo HELZ 2300 FIMEAFEOEEEL S BEFE

R pEEGE 7 K TR B HA 0 Bk ded 8o $R B 1 AT
ABEFELETRACE v R FHEFLE > F(1,278)=266.30,p<.001 ; A&
Twm@igpld R FEFLR » F(1,278)=234.29,p<.001 ; B7m st &3 A 47
WP ORTHIREEA cd HFHAPT A B-2h TRA K v AR LKA &

B e RERA AL THEF Y S 2h TR

RowRedr blwlZpl o RLMA TG LL TERMEpEE o
Ra o FARY 2 3 RESAAEME 3R My te R4 o (N=157>

M=356>SD=39) 223 A L5 (N=280° M=3.24) LiEN4k:iT- Bk

™
B

25
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%7
B B B A & £
B P fj ©4pit BIC BIC :x% £ BIC:x%1t & JEd ppt 5

1 542.57
2 382.72 -159.85 1.00 2.36
3 328.47 -54.25 34 1.42
4 297.16 -31.31 20 1.46
5 283.06 -14.10 .09 1.58
6 282.89 -.16 .00 1.68
7 292.40 9.51 -.06 1.31
(1T g )
% 8
FEATEL A
KR
M (SD) F
i — — p
MBRBTHE BREAPMEE (df)
N=123 N=157
KA e 2.83(.35) 3.56(.39) 266.30(1,278)  <.001
NELE X 3.99(.38) 3.21(.45) 234.29(1,278)  <.001

RN I ]

A Stk FEER A FTEVILTIIRFLL AR SRR
9o AT it% b A BHPPR AT T HEEFLRE 2 (1,N=280) =.86,p
=353, Phi=-.06° "1+ > 2 47¥5%A FEEHDL BT ET I HFLE > &
iR dod 9o AT RSET A BHRFELLS TR THEFLE ¥ (I,N=

280) =1.37,p=.241, Phi=.07 -

26
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%9
B HHEE R RIS A

K|
S K 21 M (D) {
P WEFBRE | FEADEE % %
N=123 N=157
A NE R EATES D 71.5% 76.4% .863 353
Eos (B- i) 64.2% 57.3% 1.37 241

AT £ X

PTG B R AR A R S RAF A P2 T
BEZFRFLR
- P RER
MBHEERAMB IR FEESL R BRETEF LR B
ded 100 HEFR A BHAELIZF HTLE (278)=-86,p=.389 MR 3F
it chiE s (M=16.70,SD=.65) % & & iir £ ke chiz & (M=16.77,SD

:71)’* 'é}‘z{ﬂ"ﬁg: L—Pﬂ'ﬁrléyﬂ?’ﬂzh &E‘%Z}L,}ﬁl t(278)—-13p

897 MEBRB e dB it * BFERE (M=324,SD=131) &3 R4 te
e R (M=322,SD=137) 13 5F LR o
=~ F R

B R RRS BEr BFIRRG AR ELE A R
210 2% 8FM A FHAFHEFRLG HFLE 1(278)=-28,p=.782 > MR
B e EF R (M=127,SD=64) 23 R eh 8F L (M=
129,8D=71) 2 ¥ LB -3 B HAFETIRRF HEFLE (278)=-84,p

=401 > MR e g Tl (M=177,5D=.56) & % & iy | o i i
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e (M=183,SD=64) X HELE - A3 FHLFRLLFFIRLG; BFL

B 1(278)=-71,p=.480 > MR FirtiecF £LFF R (M=1.61,5SD=.73)

1=
T

i o enE KL FF L (M=1.68,SD=81) 2} FLE -5 B

g
=
Lz

I
W3 b @FRG MF LD 1(276.85)=-580,p <.001 MR i1
Fl s (M=.50,SD=.53) -] % F B tiip {2 crie @ F i (M =.94,SD=.72)

2= 7
[

I FE M

AR IORA BHEACBE L LTI HTAE ) AR
dod 10 BEFR A FFELIB L HFLE 1(278)=.21,p=837 i1
BRepleadsdtde (M=149,SD=68) 83 BRKpptedmi e (M=
148,SD=76) X F E AP - A BHAIFE R 25 BHELE (278)=-1.07,
p=284> MBRFrEEediE 2 Me (M=1.73,SD=.89) &2 3 & Kir{+ ey
B (M=185SD=92) RFEFAE - A EHLFATE» X HFLE
(278)=-42,p=.678 » MBF it e iflrie (M=2.72,SD=.91) &2 5 &~
e | e (M=277,SD=.97) % FLB o
T o~ F PR

U FRARTVRA BET D R RGP EFFIIIHEFALL S
o 10 BEFR A BHELT pRIPBFEFLG HFLE 1(275.80)=-137,p

=173 MR BpPehTp @+ BEEF (M=2.62,SD=1.11) &2 3 R Kir |+

chip g% B (M=282,SD=130) X FHFLZE - B ot ® A ¥ AR
THFLR (274.63)=-91,p=362 MR FrfLledt ki * B (M=328,
SD=1.18) &2 3 B Miproch® kg * BRI (M=341,5D=134) 23 % 4

_,ELo
I B ¥R

MR HRA R TR BELERIARAET I REFLE > BE0E 100

BEFR A LHAL EELATHTLER 1(278)=749,p<.001 > HKRF i
28
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Bt FRAR (M=326,SD=.72) * 3 RMpEead FEL R (M=

258,SD=77)c A BHAREREE L URM2 A AFLAFT HETLD

1(273.64) =296, p =003 » (/R F ir it enp A% Fr A (M=197,5D=88)

AN RME RS N EER (M=1.64,SD=.99) -

% 10
BREHLRR LRI ER T
i %)
M (SD) tiE
R — —— ‘ P
MKERFpe FREpEE (df)
N=123 N=157

TRRA
ey 16.70(.65) 16.77(.71) -.86(278) 389
Bieit * BRE 3.24(1.31) 3.22(1.37) -.13(278) 897

FIR K g
AR Y/ 1.27(.64) 1.29(.71) -.28(278) 782
5 ) s 1.77(.56) 1.83(.64) _.84(278) 401
FRALEAR 1.61(.73) 1.68(.81) _71(278) 480
i 8 50(.53) 94(.72) -5.80(276.85) .001

75 W
I 1.49(.68) 1.48(.76) 21(278) 837
A 1.73(.89) 1.85(.92) -1.07(278) 284
T 2.72(.91) 2.77(.97) -42(278) 678

i R
Tpgr R 2.62(1.11) 2.82(1.30)  -1.37(275.80) 173
Bp R 3.28(1.18) 3.41(1.34) -91(274.63) 362

B4
FEERE 3.26(.72) 2.58(.77) 7.49(278) .001
pASERARE 1.97(.88) 1.64(.99) 2.96(273.64) .003

29
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Fr & HEPRARAM

MBIV EEFIBERE R © RE2L PN

© Pearson R B A 47 S ded 11 A L F F R0 - B F (LK Lo E
ek HE e BINA R
- P PR
BB te? o Edfer FF KRG T RF HEFM o 0 BinR
R ELApM (r=227,p=012) ol 517 E AP M (r
=222, p=013) frF £ L HFF Rkt EED M (r=.323,p<.001)- foit @&
L EEARM o
T EFSAPM A
BMBRFiEY > NEFRfT PR R R ER G REF LA
B (r=.379,p<.001;r=.363,p<.001)c F&EFfefcT p & * prRF -~ f&p & *
PG BEIAM (r=.369,p<.001;r=.361p<.001)c & fL & Ffpfo p
AT BEPRYPBFFGEFIAY (r=.462,p<.001; r=.460,p<.001) -
WEFFRA-T P R Y PER R p R R FAp B (r=.338,p<.001;r
=266, p <.001) -
RAHFfes & e s e 5 LAM (r=.464,p<.001 ; r=.338,p
<.001) fefl T i BF AR o FHEFRfT & ~ FTE> ~ 757

v EEELAPM (r=.445p<.001;r=.337,p<.001; r=.335,p<.001) &

-

RAFF T e ~FJTHEs FrMe Y 3 EEFLAM (r=.636,p

<.001; r=.276,p=.002 ; r=.258,p=.004)c it FFRf-I BHED> ~FRED F

?’:?‘P

FEIAPM (r=.309,p=007 ; r=.300,p=008) feifl FFm 2} M E4M o
30
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RN K 2]

EHBRBEEY o B oFfrr AFRKETILF HEFAM o0 o2y
HArR EF T 2 APM (r=213,p=.018)  frd i = 5 FIE Kvg ¥ L5 B F 1P
BE o
s BE$F

EMBRFEE? > 2 ERIATFETIRT EFL M (r=234,p
=.009) fo&F £LFFR T BEF L pM (r=.240,p=.008) -
AR E R CURATL p A F A for B TR R R R E A

B o
i1
MR F b e F R ol 6 R 2 AP M

MR BT FRAHTIRE e

TRRA

# 4 .055 .090 -.075 .165

B et % pERY 227% 222% 323k 129
% pFRF

Topoig o pERy 379% % 361%** A62¥** 338%xx

Bp &% PR 363%%* 398 A60%** 266%*
#* 73

3 # e A4 445 636%** 243%*

BE e 338k 337Hx 258%* 238%*

TR .109 335k 276%* .028
gL i

B A e -.061 021 -.064 .088

s T g 213% 070 -.022 -.081
B2E %R

AEBRLR 141 234%* 240%* -.064

AR -.034 -.032 -.020 022
T IN=123-

*p <.05. **p < .01. ***p<.001 (FE)-

31
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CREBREPEEFIRERG IR e RH 2N

©l Pearson R BE A 47 S drd 120 A LA B RIE % (7L R L omE
Bied k¥ e BINS TR
-~ T R¥F

AR BRMEpEE?  ERFRIFFIRGTEF LAY (r=-166,p
=.038) EdLARL S AXA F R FRAFTFR ERfcd B Z B IFR KGR
FREFAIM o B4R FR-F RLBFTR EF M (r=254p
=.001) %5 B4 * [Go AAF R * FRALFFR > oo * FRcE 5 =3¢
FU R LT BEAN

SR FL AP R

BB BREEEEY 5 FRFEf-TpRYPEFRF B R GEFIR

F.

B (r=.498,p<.001 ; r=.376,p<.001)° B F AL p & * pFRF ~ i5p & *
PR REFTAM (r=.376,p<.001;r=.309,p<.001) F KL #FFff-Tp
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Bioir s > ER A DRT AN € 0T 5 HH R IR LN R D
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TR £ 8 - = B3 e EEa@i* s 32% (Uses and gratifications

theory) % H AT = fhieis i@ * S 45 STHE (1) P FBRE AL AF R

g

FELFRZF R B AFT Y EE e i (2) @B L 3G P
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