HE G R OIS AEE  20164F #5244 24 -317-

32 W i {5E A X BB 20 - 2 LA S B AR 4T 1EH

EeAg !, AR, ANEEC, AELE T, B
(1L.RIRF SRR AR, KX 430079;2. 4 FIF 78 K F M E
B, KiX430079;3. &K F S PR, )M 510631)

(FE] B8 RE DERE SR ] e BB SR Z 1] 956 28 S TEAEIPLE] . 753 « (A 22 1)
U 58 P ) 2 A 2 BEAR R R P JHIAT 5 (CES-D) X 566 44 0] — B i A 5 A AR HEA TGN . 5
SR OREAZ W 3 IR B 5 2 A2 BEAC 2 B 8 TEAROG , TT- S5 400 22 1 3 B OG5 2k AR 2 BEAC SR 22 13 B A
5K s OREAE Rt e PR 20 i 28 b AT 2 BEAR B P VR FRAIAR = A 5 . 2538 - 2R B4 S BEARTE TS AR S Rl
(EUERSENHINE AR A o SRR (ST

(Rg2iR] L2l 2k BAboBEAS; 04K, 75 4

RESES: R395.2 DOI: 10.16128/j.cnki.1005-3611.2016.02.030

The Effect of Social Network Sites Use on Adolescent
Depression: The Mediating Role of Online Social Capital
YAN Jing-lei', WU Li’, SUN Meng’, CUI Juan', LIANG Qing'

'School of Postgraduate, Wuhan Sport University, Wuhan 430079, China;

*School of Foreign Languages, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China;
*School of Psychology, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China

[Abstract] Objective: The present study was to investigate the relationship between social network sites use and depres-
sion in adolescents, as well as the mediating role of online social capital in this relationship. Methods: A sample of 566 ad-
olescents were administered with Social Network Site Intensity Scale, Perceived online Social Capital Scale(PSCS) and
CES-D Self-Report Depression Scale. Results: (DSocial Network Site Intensity was positively correlated with online social
capital, while Social Network Site Intensity and online social capital were negatively correlated with depression; @)Social

Network Site Intensity affected depression through online social capital. Conclusion: Online social capitalcompletely medi-

ates the relationship between Social Network Site Intensity and depression.
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