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The Influence of Personality on Internet Addiction
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[Abstract] Why some people are more likely to get addicted to Internet while they are living in the same networking cir-
cumstance? Many studies have shown that one of the most important factors is personality including traits—high sensation
seeking, high neuroticism, high psychoticism and extraversion. But previous studies did not analyze how these traits influ-
ence the psychological mechanisms of Internet addiction. Combining with the theory of psychology and related literature
analysis, optimal arousal theory, social interaction compensation theory, emotional disclosure theory and achievement moti-

vation alternative meet theory is able to compensate the shortages well. However, these theories are still needed to be veri-

fied by experimental researches.

[Key words]  Personality traits; Internet addiction; Psychological mechanisms

THTGT [ 9 D 28 A8, Sl A1 247 2 N RE S 36 FH W 2% 2
I A e AN s 52 FE 3 B 28 DRI I v iy 3 U e 7
WEMRFI, M EFREEREZ —. —LE AR
A 5 190 246 i o S A S, T L XoF O 6% i 1A ¢ i 9% )
3, T OC TIRE TR M) M PR IR ST DU A
GieE Sl DT SRR S o s G (ERAYANG s T2 i 1
Xof 33K S A5 S )R] 5 Wi ) 2 SR 11 0 BELATL A ) R T AR AS
5, ARSCES A OHFHNE R S SOk 2 R B T S
(MRS A ST SR AMEELE 7 45 5 IS R0 Ak 3l
LA 2 30 ) R B R AN IR FE | I8 X A Sk i T
AT TR,

1 NSRS 4 BB BT 5

1.1 BRIk
JEBE 33K R sz W A X ) S8 A T AR R R T =0
25 AR F IR - R SR 2 ok L

(E£TB] 08 E R A RRHER A R H 75 4 %
T IRE X I 2% {5 BRI BE A D 1) B L bR 28 L I F 5
(31571139) "4 1% Bl

TTRAERE WG, E-mail: tlysy2011@126.com

AR B2 . —LERIFST B, B HE TR A 2 4m i BRFXoF
NI A T 7o Lin F Tsai W45 T 753 % A /R, %
IR 10 208 J 0 SRR SR AR IR Ao i s Tk
PR 2% ORE T | i — 20 BUH 2 AT S s, el = | ) [l 0
FEER0.230, 3k [ SEE RO KA MR ARG L
B e 5K A 2 A ] TR ok 2 TR0 X 4 €1 R, Sk
iy 2400 ] R e RE TR X 26 B RE 7 Lin 4% 1] Young 14 “ACE
TRETR” SR figh B, BV IO 245 P15 14 B 44 1 ( Anonymity ) FIXS B SE 11
b3 (Escape ) 1E 46 & T #8401 2041 119 398 520 FRFIARLZE
oA S FU DR Y SRR, A W A R E SR 1 5 —
AT R F—— - B B SR AR T HUM P 45 ke . Shi, Chen
A Tian % 979 4 v [ ili AR AR 18 £ 45 R L W], Jl-H
I - 5K Fi S 2 T 0 28 e, T ) [0 R 40k 023, Shi
5308 L A R AR, TN Sy 5 ORI B — T I8 <7 114 i it oK
FRRPE T A T IS A AR B B A5, Rahmani 1 Lava-
sani XT 179 24 IR A R 2 Sl i, 78 SRR -5 1
TR F L, B GE EE & TR, SRR T
ERHITE A,
1.2 shmEtE
S P 5 2% R 1Y) 06 R AT TR A B SR A P 4



<222

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.25 No.2 2017

oo —SEWFR SRS P B T 5 80 . Kuss %5 LA
3105 4447 2= 75 A A BAHEA T RIWT ST R AR S M a) PR o e
i E G INTELR B B S P28 A O (1 XU Kuss S50,
RSN PRS2 A FAE I T AL AR B A T, T 7E X 2% T Bl 20
A AT A 22 TR B R AR A SO, SXAE 19X FE R AL BOR
ARG AA A TR IS 2SS, e T 38 I 228 e xSl A
SLAME . Servidio X 190 44 FAHIZ# A HEAT 1 & I8 £, 25
FWIHIr) 15 0 4 U AE Sk 35 AR G, T30 [l 5 R B -
0.19"', Servidio 8 [F] 75 Kuss 2 MWL, TA A al 74 1 ot
TURE 2R R AMULATTIE S AN BRASTE BB . Ok H 28R
FIRAEA (2014 N P At iIESE RSP a1 T2 5 M 2852
IR AH SR I3 —SEBIF T AN e I v A ) 1 B2 B I 485
JB& , 41 Rahmani 1 Lavasani XF 179 24 % B K 24 A= 047 1Y 1) 45
Pl A s, e A ) P 0 265 FCR A T [ 091 R 0.22,
Gosling S HIBFFE R BN , i HMA PR AN AT LTI K 27 A= fifi
FH Facebook FIATR , 11ij ELIA BETFI AT 1% Facebook 1T 2
JER, Wang S PR T 920 44 Fr ik i BN i PEXT 9 45
A B A TI [T U5 R 50CA 0,100 28 F-4/ ) PR O o2
AR A 1] 8.5 F 91 465 10 , Kuss 1 Griffiths FH 4128 #4582
& (social enhancement) ” 1“4t 2x %M (social compensation)”
KR, ABITIA R B A EER 5 T M4 a2 h 1 k2
S LR B A, TIEH ) 00 R4 0 T bR
1.3 &R

VEZ W90 ¢ 0 i 22 053 AT LA 5000 ) 4 B, 4 Mehroof
1 Griffiths Xf 123 44 9 [E 2 A2 AT A B, M 28 TN [ 265
T AR R T 1) 11 A R EGA 3 0.24 AT by i il 28 B A
SR IR 2 B SN TATIOUAN , TIT TR I 28 itk Xof 3 LB ST AT i
JBAE ™, Kuss, Griffiths Fl Binder § KAEAS 5 (2257 44 9 [H]
RAFH) HEAT Y TELR A A WY, 190 268 U & Y Pl 22 JB A J fi
F e AR , Logistic U077 , B0 28 B A in—4~
TR UEERA , o028 R A 2B R B N 2.3 451 Kuss LA &
M TTE DU MWE 2N T M AP 4 . Floros S5 4 T
268 24 A W DA, AT 28 B 00 1) 2% Jd e 1) [0 09 R 8k
0.18" Wu %X} 1100 44 5 ¥ Wk B FE 1158t i B0 22 %
IREN 0.44, v [E A MR IS (BT FE S5 SRAAR B, A1 Yao 45
I A 2095 44 T P9 MR S AR A R TI0I A RO 00157
Wang 55 DL U H 27 A2 S RE AR I 9 98 0045 09 1] 51 2 s 2
0.15" DL EAFFEILT- YA AN Bl S 5047, Yan, Li Al Sui
BTN T J5 22 53 W (R 5 B RAR AN 22 5 5 I 48 R R G R
SRR AT b, R 45 R 2 T B
A Ny e B RO S TR RO
1.4 1E#R

—LERFTE R I RO RIS S T 2% U, 4l Cao T Su i
AT 2620 4% P R P T H 64 44 25 IR A 64 44 fi
R TOr 22500 A B, 2% JUa 7 RS 1 A0 B 25
FAEFEB LY. Dong, Wang Fl Yang X 868 24 Hp 5] 2 A it
FT B A TP AT A0 BT 58 5 B0, AT 2 R A T 4% R ) 43
F o R ORISR S 2 R TS AT U A T (E R R Y

KA a2 [T U5 B 2 B A il 5 70000 X 246 kg ) Tl 14
FHCH0.107, Dong 555 | FHILAR S ML, DK = ks b5 1)
PR g 55 SR SR o 5 B 25 B AL JORE A PN 1) 2 ROl Ao
BEiF . Yao SR T 2095 44 K272 149 A A 10 45 B
PR JE A T B TET US43 85 R S 7S, 5 o X ) 4% S A )
FREBCK0.19%, Yan, Li f1 Sui 5] AETG K EEHLET 892
4 P R A ) I 4% BSR4 2R A BRI A T R )
A& H SN 2% R, BV Bl T AR AT R 1 4 R Y
Do 245 I RE A A e i AT T S | TR RS T — A &
AR BE AR, 7 2500 X6 A5 306 T B SR 52>, 22438 31 A= 35 e
FIRNPEATIS , B AT REARCHS L o0 S R il B S F k155 245

2 NIBHR BTSN P 2% B g ) O R AL

2.1 RIEMEEEE

S MRS A, N B A M AT AR R 25 57
SR NG K T g 8 N 5 B 22 1 ORI i
BT B TR E R AN . Zuckerman AN, 5 EGIE
TR AR TR I e A WA 22 55, R 258 i
AW TR AT AR LR, I DL B B SR Ay 2t g i
B .k RO , 2% KA B BT A Y
TUBTEUE T B R AE BT A 2T i 2 7 R
SRRSOE S T e B TR ) RS R g X R T Y,
AT A IR, s SR F ARG SR E T 2 2 5 M 4%
AN LI SN TS A 1Y S R 1 AR T AN =105, 47 s S
FEAA A f-o BE AL R 25 N 25, T HAR B 25 5 PR T8
B, A R ROk E AR 2 AT R R
ANBNGAL BB TR] 20 5 S X, PR i AR U,
LB T i B R Ut a4
1) M RS-0, — BB 5 Sy AR A T (B2 (IR , A0 Fang
Hl Zhao K I, R E FR A TE R B M 9 26 T xR (L 1 2% 3%
Ze) v LA ISRk CAnSREmS ik ) B AR 6 34 B /2 14 % A
LI

e A0 ) M A i I 4% SR AL PT P e o e R 0 K fi
. Eysenck ARy, a5 L PN ) 4 1) L2 M e /KA, 2238
B F FEM K75 2 2 BRI eI I, A
Ll P9 1) 5 5 22 WL LB PRI (1 P ), Bl SR A
it 1 € D GRS A S 5 - L R R = S K 1
AT o PO 284k A2 R fi g W /K P, e RAE R L A%
AN IR R 28 SRR AT THE ) i o 2 i
FEEX A RS AR PR,
22 #HITHERMZEIR

A BN, AR AR ) i A BR AR AT 4%
T, 224 B W A (R AL 2 S AL N I A
B ARSI 1 R g 2 TR TR O A 2 Y R S A A AT
BRSO, 3 B A 2SR RN AT A2 , 11 0 45 458 T Ry A AT 142
BTG R RMEE AR R ER A A AT BT AR N AR AE
FoRWE? AR WAL SRR A 25 1L T R A TaA
9, TRV IR SEAt 22 ISR AR LY, X246 1 1 44 P R 2 )25 1 ol 1k
ENG iR T R0 5540, PRI AT AT S5O R ARA 2S£ R



REIGR OIS E 20174F 55254 5528

-223-

TR, ZIR AR R T — e RIESE, A R L B AR
A 1w A i AT 22 M fe A S8 I 2% T ST AR R
[ A A WK ey R 1R ey P I 2 S i sl B O RTTR G
P28 Lt A 3% WA H0R A1 2 5408, Weidman 55 i
FELR IR R I, 53 T A IO 45 4 32 B g e o
OB, S AT AN, e 28 B 2 Tt , anss il 22
T A T T A28 T YRR KT8y, HZAE 8K 7T LA T
DAY 18y PO 28 ek 5, DB S 5 8 P K S g 5 B )
T ML
2.3 (EHEEMEIR

155 4 T PR AR T 00 25 ) 2 T B ke Ak 67 R 1
o KT AR B MU R T S ULRY , DRk e A 2
H A IRAT R S 26 AT , R T o 2N
TEARAL A L 5, 0 28 1 kT T RN 22 Te Ak
SRIT AT B P 2 R B TS 2 A e, 0 0 283k
U R A A RIS R I R A ) T R R
LEAACRT G, R AN B 25 3 A5 03, 7T LA
PrRARE R 2 B A S ) T AEAR AL Rty | 3Rk F AR
LIRS,

R A PSRN 1t B i A0 30 5 22 1) B M
PR AU AT 75 S P 2 R b B R PR AR 2 9N, 1R 2R
IR, kG P BT FEAL BB S v TR 25 I B 2 R K
X2 R I 77 2 AEax 2 T R A i el T e A AR Y
PR B IS A 1A SRR FH I 45 T3k ) 2 AR X AT
2 E R SARR, BFFE R B, RS B o o R
73 ML | 50 Drgd ok B 5
2.4 MEEMENRHEEEL

WFFE A B, = A 1 BT AR U B WL e L (H 32 2R3
TEREG R IR 1, T 3k 6 2 WO B2 BT A 4% A 2
PV E 23R ), S ORI AL 2 v i Wl s AL i 52
e, M 2 AT AR LA R A i S 3 H AR 77 2, PRt AT
BN P26 SR B S AL I AMEE R Z TR S
T T R, N R E VA TR A 110 24 K2 R,
) 2% JOC IR A 2 A B R DS R S AL W 2 T AR i
Ao ABATIN A, D00 6% P00 R 5 A Y e 4 2 D o B S BBOHC X 7T
FE 0 5R IG 17 JR SE AP el T BRI AR TR 22 R
T S AT LA JLRE S B R B B D P G 7 e 4 X
1167 £ KA AT A R I | 28 10 S BRI s bl 5
TG, GG RGBS L IEAR DG 2P I 25 Jy P
KB FBSR I BALRT 9 £ RO ) A2 R EUE-0.24 bk 2R
W SIAILX 9 28 R ) AR R G 0.220 ABATTRT L EE SR 10 A
TR 190 4% ISR K SO sl 6 DL % 7 2 S S A A ] T e
IR I ) 2% PR A G2l AT T D9 2 R UL SR -
FRAZ RN L, RN 5 T P 288 1™

3 EEMEE

LR LA, FOA R IEGE TR R 2 L Rk BRI S b )
PEAE DU S 2 U ) 5 S, T T oA e 5 1 1k
AP PR S (e M B S ST SR AME RIS 2K

RS AN CEE S HL A I HE ) R TR . X LELh I 7R HE
WA BT FRATT S 1) 1 135 SR TR A R A X 246 1l 1) & 2
ML, 5 52 8 2 1 n] 5 B AT 2 B 7 T 45 A i 7 s A
BEo (HNEE s A RLE B SR PE, XX A R I FE A T
BN 7 T LA

T SE LR — 2 B K I AR S R ) 24 B 1 PR SR G
Fo FHEZGRBIE MG Tk AR IR BT AR G
[V s, F BT T8 B, , S SE TR 55 AS B A HH 4% 1)
AR R, TR E—A B0l A 5 45 e =2 1] 9 P
RCR T B DX SRR T [ AR S, 0 48 ORI & A B
P B2 O DR AR BER HEAT ™ I SS9 . 28T A% IR T
VI 28 U 119 1 35 1, R FH L SC 30 57 n] BB A7 AE BRI K]
M, T LA R SR 1 T P 1 A8 SUH JR i, BVt AN v
FEREA T DA TR, AR E AT 00 BRI (al) 1
2K A LR (1), 2ot — B [E) )38 B 2 0, PRI % o
(a2) AR ZS (b2), W al FTh2 AYAHIE R BUE KT b1 Al
a2 (ARG ZR 0, I AT DA A2 I e I 246 Jve Py JA AL

FLUR S22 5% AT 3K DU AR RR 0 1 AR A oM 1
TFHR MG A KA T ORE R AR . T R T A, A
I I 0 FERIVE T A AR, 1T LB P E ) A il S 2l
AR, USRI SRR T ARG B 45 BB A A A IS ATE R
2547 A I R e AN [ SRR I3 114 KA o DX SR 247
AR B B A o 3T A R AR AR Bl —
A AR5 2% ORE I PR G R T LR RERS S B #5112
DR 190 265 F R ) 2 A s o

BF = T B R X DU R T 5 X 2% R T TR ) O R R
P HOR R 22 (T R 265 R AN J — BTEAS  TTJA7
TEANTR] A4 37 26 CE2 200 ) 265 € 155 e DO 45 Do 5 2R e T 8%
Tk BRESE ) o WFoE KB, X SE Y TR ) e 2R B A A T =
FRIE AR I 25, B AT AT R HA AR [0 & AR AL
B, NIRRT % R ) — R R A TR AA
[F] AR SO X AN (1) 7 28 P 4 R e/ B T BB R E 22 5. UL
A G B AE AR ST 32 B2 L I £ i A AR RE B 25 B — ) D) 4% Fl IR
VERBIEFERT G, 55/ 025 1R BN TR] A 5 [0 5 00 246 1l g I 5 )
RRFEFME, X RARASHN TR 42 148 7 4% JORa I & 2B
ML

I BRGNS0 N 246 Jlpa st F op ol B A7
A R AR i, EARAR 22 TIE A 26 B T3k DU AR R I 2
2% WU ) T E N G (R B B, AR TR HA X SR
e KA ML R . SRR, B AT RE 2
FEAEHR A RION , BV SR 5 6] o 245 i Py L0030 e B g A
R SEIY , 50 Tone, Zhao F1 Y an I A & B0 0 28 i kW 5 |
12 N I 5 T 4 i ) F R A AR i, R AR T
S, BN B AR B R MR 1 B SRR T T P46 R R,
2, 0t Kuss, Griffiths F1 Binder FBFSE 7 , Bl 28 S5 F5000 1)
LW A B 2 AR L R B AT, (HZRABLSE Y
FE T AR T AT I AN | PRI, B2 4 TRIHRFE A 5 10 )
25 JUIRE OB | WA 25T HE— 25 s X R DG Hh A R 15 A8
RN R



-224.

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.25 No.2 2017

10

11

12

13

14

s £ X W
I, PRI, MRk, A5 RE TR R 2 R OC R Y TT Ay
Br. DFRFESERE, 2013, 21(10): 1720-1730
Gosling SD, Augustine AA, Vazire S, et al. Manifestations of
personality in online social networks: Self-reported Face—
book—related behaviors and observable profile information.
Cyberpsychology, Behavior, and Social Networking, 2011, 14
(9): 483-488
Kayis AR, Satici SA, Yilmaz MF, et al. Big five—personality
trait and internet addiction: A meta—analytic review. Com—
puters in Human Behavior, 2016, 63: 35-40
Yao MZ, He J, Ko DM, et al. The influence of personality,
parental behaviors, and self—esteem on Internet addiction: a
study of Chinese college students. Cyberpsychology, Behav—
ior, and Social Networking, 2014, 17(2): 104-110
Lin SS, Tsai CC. Sensation seeking and internet dependence
of Taiwanese high school adolescents. Computers in Human
Behavior, 2002, 18(4): 411-426
Velezmoro R, Lacefield K, Roberti JW. Perceived stress,
sensation seeking, and college students’ abuse of the Inter—
net. Computers in Human Behavior, 2010, 26(6): 1526-1530
Shi J, Chen Z, Tian M. Internet Self-Efficacy, the Need for
Cognition, and Sensation Seeking as Predictors of Problema—
tic Use of the Internet. CyberPsychology, Behavior, and So—
cial Networking, 2011, 14(4): 231-234
Rahmani S, Lavasani MG. The relationship between internet
dependency with sensation seeking and personality. Proce—
dia—Social and Behavioral Sciences, 2011, 30(30): 272-277
Kuss DJ, Van Rooij AJ, Shorter GW, et al. Internet addiction
in adolescents: Prevalence and risk factors. Computers in
Human Behavior, 2013, 29(5): 1987-1996
Servidio R. Exploring the effects of demographic factors, In—
ternet usage and personality traits on Internet addiction in a
sample of Italian university students. Computers in Human
Behavior, 2014, 35(1): 85 - 92
Milogevic'—Bordevic’ JS, Zexelj IL. Psychological predictors
of addictive social networking sites use: The case of Serbia.
Computers in Human Behavior, 2014, 32: 229-234
Wang CW, Ho RT, Chan CL, et al. Exploring personality
characteristics of Chinese adolescents with internet—related
addictive behaviors: Trait differences for gaming addiction
and social networking addiction. Addictive Behaviors, 2015,
42:32-35
Kuss DJ, Griffiths MD. Online social networking and addic—
tion——a review of the psychological literature. International
Journal of Environmental Research & Public Health, 2011, 8
(9): 3528-3552
Mehroof MB, Griffiths MD. Online Gaming Addiction: The
Role of Sensation Seeking, Self-Control, Neuroticism, Agg—

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

ression, State Anxiety, and Trait Anxiety. CyberPsychology,
Behavior, and Social Networking, 2010, 13(3): 313-316
Kuss DJ, Griffiths MD, Binder JF. Internet addiction in stu—
dents: Prevalence and risk factors. Computers in Human Be—
havior, 2013, 29(3): 959-966
Floros G, Siomos K, Stogiannidou A, et al. The Relationship
between Personality, Defense Styles, Internet Addiction Dis—
order, and Psychopathology in College Students. CyberPsy—
chology, Behavior, and Social Networking, 2014, 17(10):
672-676
Wu CY, Lee MB, Liao SC, et al. Risk Factors of Internet
Addiction among Internet Users: An Online Questionnaire
Survey. PLOS ONE, 2015, 10(10): 1-10
Wang CW, Ho RT, Chan CL, et al. Exploring personality
characteristics of Chinese adolescents with internet—related
addictive behaviors: Trait differences for gaming addiction
and social networking addiction. Addictive Behaviors, 2015,
42:32-35
Yan W, Li YH, Sui N. The Relationship between Recent
Stressful Life Events, Personality Traits, Perceived Family
Functioning and Internet Addiction among College Students.
Stress & Health, 2013, 30(1): 3-10
Cao F, Su L. Internet addiction among Chinese adolescents:
prevalence and psychological features. Child Care Health &
Development, 2007, 33(3): 275-281
Dong G, Wang J, Yang X, et al. Risk personality traits of In—
ternet addiction: A longitudinal study of Internet—addicted
Chinese university students. Asia—Pacific Psychiatry, 2013,
5(4): 316-321
BB WA ISR I A AR LR AN BT IR . BRI AR iR
AL, 2015. 126
Wang JL, Jackson LA, Zhang DJ, et al. The relationships
among the Big Five Personality factors, self-esteem, narcis—
sism, and sensation—seeking to Chinese University students’
uses of social networking sites(SNSs). Computers in Human
Behavior, 2012, 28(6): 2313-2319
Luder MT, Pittet I, Berchtold A, et al. Associations between
online pornography and sexual behavior among adolescents:
Myth or reality? Archives of Sexual Behavior, 2011, 40(5):
1027-1035
Fang X, Zhao F. Personality and enjoyment of computer
game play. Computers in Industry, 2010, 61(4): 342-349
Seigfried—Spellar KC. Distinguishing the viewers, download—
ers, and exchangers of Internet child pornography by indivi—
dual differences: Preliminary findings. Digital Investigation,
2014, 11(4): 252-260
Zeigler—Hill V, Monica S. The HEXACO model of personal—
ity and video game preferences. Entertainment Computing,
2015, 11: 21-26

(FHeHi236 1)



-236- Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.25 No.2 2017
& £ X W 8 FIZEZE, BN RS bR X R A ] ok A A
1 Lieberman MD, Eisenberger NI, Crockett MJ, et al. Putting PTG SRGIEYE. OFE2ER, 2013, 45(7): 715-724
Feelings Into Words Affect Labeling Disrupts Amygdala 9 Tabibnia G, Lieberman MD, Craske MG. The lasting effect
Activity in Response to Affective Stimuli. Psychological of words on feelings: Words may facilitate exposure effects to
Science, 2007,18(5): 421-428 threatening images. Emotion, 2008, 8(3): 307-317
2 Lieberman MD, Inagaki TK, Tabibnia G, et al. Subjective re— 10 Lyubomirsky S, Sousa L, Dickerhoof R. The costs and bene—
sponses to emotional stimuli during labeling, reappraisal, fits of writing, talking, and thinking about life’ s triumphs
and distraction. Emotion, 2011, 11(3): 468-480 and defeats. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
3 /I, 2, TR, 2\ EE SR e 4 2006, 90(4): 692-708
TTRYEZ. G OB R, 2014, 22(4): 583-588 11 Olofsson JK, Nordin S, Sequeira H, et al.Affective picture
4 TR, XA, KSR, IE S GRE R B MERI R 1E& processing: an integrative review of ERP findings. Biological
R I R YA . P B R 0 B AR 2% AR, 2015, 23(6): Psychology, 2008,77(3): 247-265
1129-1132 12 Hajcak G, MacNamara A, Olvet DM. Event-related poten—
5 Critchley H, Daly E, Phillips M, et al. Explicit and implicit tials, emotion, and emotion regulation: an integrative review.
neural mechanisms for processing of social information from Developmental Neuropsychology, 2010, 35(2): 129-155
facial expressions: a functional magnetic resonance imaging 13 EWf, ¥ B, KA T LR Ak A5 oAb B T .
study. Human Brain Mapping, 2000, 9(2): 93105 R I PR O B2 4R, 2005, 13(4): 396-398
6 Lieberman MD, Hariri A,Jarcho JM, et al. An fMRI investig— 14 Hinojosa JA, Mendez—Bertolo C, Pozo MA. Looking at emo—
ation of race—related amygdala activity in African—American tional words is not the same as reading emotional words: Be—
and Caucasian—American individuals. Nature Neuroscience, havioral and neural correlates. Psychophysiology, 2010, 47
2005, 8(6): 720-722 (4): 748-757
7  Lieberman MD, Todorov A, Fiske S, et al. Why symbolic 15 McRae K, Taitano EK, Lane RD. The effects of verbal label—
processing of affect can disrupt negative affect: Social cogn— ling on psychophysiology: Objective but not subjective emo—
itive and affective neuroscience investigations. Social Neuro— tion labelling reduces skin—conductance responses to briefly
science: Toward understanding the underpinnings of the so— presented pictures. Cognition & Emotion, 2010, 24(5): 829-
cial mind, ed. A Todorov, S Fiske, and D Prentice, 2011. 839
188-209 (K AE B #1:2016—-09—11)
(355 224 50) PR C . O EIZAR, 2005, 37(6): 797-802
28 Delevi R, Weisskirch RS. Personality factors as predictors of 37 AR, B, sk, 2 P E R A A = A K R
sexting. Computers in Human Behavior, 2013, 29(6): 2589~ BT, IR RO FE2E 24, 2014, 22(4): 638-640
2594 38 EF5 V. WL LR B BRI (L AR I A
29 Muscanell NL, Guadagno RE. Make new friends or keep the e ASCHESBIEERR, 2010, 55(4): 101-104
old: Gender and personality differences in social networking 39 Unsworth G, Devilly, GJ, Ward T. The effect of playing vio—
use. Computers in Human Behavior, 2012, 28(1): 107-112 lent video games on adolescents: should parents be quaking
30 XA, SKAMERN, RIS, 45 AARFEBTN 5 D AR AL SRR 52 in their boots? Psychology Crime & Law, 2007, 13(4): 383-
W 15 2 98 5 05 XA A A L b I RO B2 2R, 394
2014, 22(6): 1057-1061 40 XIRELL. RAEHEARFFIE AR 7 5 i sh il oG
31 Kraut R, Kiesler S, Boneva B, et al. Internet paradox revisit— FIWFE. Hp EERRE O BR2E 23K, 2008, 16(2): 157-159
ed. Journal of Social Issues, 2002, 58(1): 49-74 41 kBl 6T, phae, S KR ST o N AL S N
32 WAk, BRETE, BURIBE, A M HASAFERAR A H A £R 2% UM 1 6 R —— LA 5 T mii R . 4L
JEAKT? PR AR, 2014, 22(002): 288-294 22D FRL, 2010, 25(8): 72-77
33 Peter J, Valkenburg PM, Schouten AP. Developing a model 42 TR LR a5 AR B s E A st shAL
of adolescent friendship formation on the Internet. CyberPsy— F 2500 LU A iiFoE . BT BE 2%, 2009, 36(23): 4479-4481
chology & Behavior, 2005, 8(5): 423-430 43 PRI, SRR, K, 4. BB LAE R 2 A M 4 Ui S
34 Hamburger YA, Ben—Arizi E. The relationship between ex— A YA AR, TP E 2R DA, 2013, 34(3): 260-262
traversion and neuroticism and the different uses of the In— 44 ZEWR, T, T3 AT 4% iR 7 R 2s A 10 B
ternet. Computers in Human Behavior, 2000, 16(4): 441-449 fERRE AT 22 5 B 5 ARG 1956 2. P NI PROO FE 20k,
35 Weidman AC, Fernandez KC, Levinson CA, et al. Compens— 2008, 16(4): 413-416
atory internet use among individuals higher in social anxiety 45 Tone HJ, Zhao HR, Yan WS. The attraction of online games:
and its implications for well-being. Personality and Individ— An important factor for Internet Addiction. Computers in
ual Differences, 2012, 53(3): 191-195 Human Behavior, 2014, 30: 321-327
36 5, MR L. B /D AE R KRS REAE 5 LI P A 22 IR 451 (A% B #1:2016—08-09)



