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Table 1 Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of each variable

At M SD 1 2 3 4
1. ACHknpse 1.72 0.71 1.00
2. FEFhzE 1.74 0.66 0.28" 1.00
3. [FAfERE 1.48 0.60 0.26™ 032" 1.00
4. W% RE 1.26 0.28 0.22"™ 0.26™ 0.28"™ 1.00

E: Fp<0.05, *#p<0.01,%+5p<0.001,
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(8=0.26, 1=8.56, p<0.001, 95%CI [0.20, 0.32] ) ; (2) FEXT[A PR3 G F0M o7 B v, A Bk phse
( £=0.16, t=5.36, p<0.001, 95%C1[0.10, 0.22 | ) FIZFEFMH% ( =025, 1=8.23, p<0.001, 95%CI [ 0.19,
0.31] ) 4] 3 E o R % (3) ZEXT R4 e i el Jr &b, ACBEpZE (B =0.12, 1=3.81,
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Table 2 The test of mediating effect

TR 1 B GEF R TR 2 3k [FfHRE JTHE 3 3R E% R
B t 95% CI B t 95% CI B ' 95% CI
P -0.01 -0.15 -0.12,0.11 0.18 3.047  0.06,0.29 0.13 2.15° 0.01,0.25
Y -0.04 -136  -0.10,0.02 -0.02 -0.63 -0.08,0.04  0.04 1.21 -0.02,0.09
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FfERE 0.17 5327 0.11,0.24
R 0.09 0.17 0.13
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$ L)
4 tig

41 FRFPEABAHEEEVEENPMER

AWIFERIL, TR AE R T R AP A SRR 575 DA MR AR, XS PTF IR
3HH—E. ACRErhI AT B F ST e e, TSN RI AR, BEMREAN T A AR R 2 . AR
AL BRI 2 BT DA AR MR B L A AR R R A, BRSO 5 AR A FRRER I8, AR
HECERNEMRS, W hoe 7 o R RO B R R E R R —, R T
GE13 [HE FA T AR 175 SRR 6 P RE 2 (0 7 AR 1] SO RER B Rz AL BN CINFRIAEC R ), TS i 5 20
FENBRRRIEIE " o A TP GRS R E R GE IR, T /AR E L) 1A Fn 1) T RIS AT
AESI. MG Z NPRESTERE I, AT 5 [R) R0 S A VA o St ar RAFRI TR PG &R, il
P ARG 2 B[R PR, 2™ A PO GE X A T 6 T MR A 2 g toh, i
THIE M A E A PERE N, (7 AR 0] DITERCA TR B0 T SRR, AT BESTEM b SR

https://doi.org/10.355634/pc.0302017 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



REYPREBDEMBEBIVAR: FFPRARAHRENPNER 135

SCRE, VASRAN A CAEBLSEAE TG AP OICIA T 2 A GBI SR . NI, 75 AR BB TRk HLIC X1 K2 AU
TH SIS T B R A ) 24 2SI AR T BT A

42 FEFPREVPMERS

AOFTERA, AR AR 2 TP R TP VR R T D AR 28 B, XS SE IR 1 A2
PR RAE SRR AT T /D AR ) 4 ) P S 3 A AR R, X — 45 SRR, R S AR A /0
ERR G RTINS, SR BN, XGRS R 8 T . TR R, SRR
RELAVFESCRERY 0BG IRAN [ FRAEWIBE ST, K. AR A SR T B = MLy, TP A Bl
T DA R S S A RO B, SEUCRE S DA A e rh CINF TR S 2 8)) % kA
MG RIEESE . SR oh e N 2 BT AR X ACRE RO 2 T R LA RO FRBE IR BRI, RS
XL SRR SR BRI, HEMTREREDTRE T R4 I 2t Pk bk B S sl A9 Bl

43 EHEREHVPMMERS

AWFTER LB, SR RE T R PR A TP VR R 7 AR 28 B, XSS 2 AH—2
R PEAR IR0 /AR 2% Ui ) 2R 2, [IRS, 3X —BF58 R BRIE TR ARG B
FIRE . BIA A ZBE R R 2 LB RAL AT NI R R, W TERIFION A B2 5 R MAEAEAR M AR AN RAT
RSB o ORI DR IE R A BRACAER AR RIFEC R, (13 A5 M 2 IR
HEMTS R AR MRS Ty (ISR ) o 35 AERTAE AT 4, BB O R TR I T KR
B, A TIX T AR, BRI GREE PO 25, G2 BIRERHASTH AT IR . P,
ARG R PEZ A BRIE R BRI, 75 AAF A S A ACRIAR BUARIBCHS Bl LA 2 i i LE T A AR B8
T T 1 2 SRS ELI6 PO S [l i o 1) B o R 2 B R BRI o

HEAh, AAGE T P RIE AR B X A TP AR I, SRR 75 AR W 45 FUIRE A4 1500 AN
Fo WTREMNANT , AHXTACRR R A N R M, 26T 0P RF AR T R 75 AR K R oA
UEIm AN ER o B LA S [R5 g amtin (N 3R (ACREIRZE ) Hiim N ZR (26 T8 ) X5 AR 4 R R -2 M v
ACHE RGNS T DA 0 28 R Y ELHE TR IS B3, il S0 25 1 v SRR 4R 3 A T 20
AT PO 2% B

L P

[ 1] Block JJ. Issues for DSM=V: Internet addiction [ J ] . The American Journal of Psychiatry, 2008, 16: 306-
307.

(2] WPEERRRZE TG, 547 O Ch BRI R RRBLGE R ) [EB/OL ] .
http://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2021-02/03/content_5584518.htm.

[ 3] Kawabe K, Horiuchi F, Oka Y, etal. Association between sleep habits and problems and Internet addiction in
adolescents [ ] ] . Psychiatry Investigation, 2019, 16 (8) : 581-587.

[ 4 ] Karadefelti-Winther D. A conceptual and methodological critique of internet addiction research: Towards a model

of compensatory internet use [J]. Computers in Human Behavior, 2014, 31: 351-354.

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0302017



16 REYPREBDEMBEBIVAR: FFPRARAHRENPNER

[ 5] Bowen M. The use of family theory in clinical practice [ J ] . Comprehensive Psychiatry, 1996, 7 (5) : 345-
374.

[6] Gao T, Meng X, Qin Z, et al. Association between parental marital conflict and Internet addiction: A
moderated mediation analysis [J] . Journal of Affective Disorders, 2018, 240: 27-32.

[7] Grych J H, Fincham F D. Marital conflict and children’s adjustment: A cognitive—contextual framework [J].
Psychological Bulletin, 1990, 108 (2) : 267-290.

[8] Lai C M, Mak K K, Watanabe H, et al. The mediating role of Internet addiction in depression, social
anxiety, and psychosocial well-being among adolescents in six Asian countries: A structural equation modelling
approach [ J ] . Public Health, 2015, 129 (9) . 1224-1236.

[ 9 ] Bozkurt H, Coskun M, Ayaydin H, et al. Prevalence and patterns of psychiatric disorders in referred
adolescents with Internet addiction [ J ] . Psychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, 2013, 67 (5) : 352-359.

[ 10 ] Cooke J E, Kochendorfer L. B, Stuart—Parrigon K L, et al. Parent—child attachment and children’s experience

and regulation of emotion: A meta—analytic review [J] . Emotion, 2019, 19 (6) : 1103-1126.

[ 11 ] Davies P T, Cummings E M. Marital conflict and child adjustment: An emotional security hypothesis [ J ] .
Psychological Bulletin, 1994, 116 (3) . 387-411.

[ 12 ] Davies P T, Martin M J, Sturge—Apple M L. Emotional security theory and developmental psychopathology

[M] . DCicchetti (Ed. ) , Developmental Psychopathology: Vol. 1. Theory and Methods. New York:
Wiley, 2016: 199-264.

[ 13 ] Lewis M A, Rook K S. Social control in personal relationships: Impact on health behaviors and psychological
distress [ J] . Health Psychology, 1999, 18 (1) : 63-71.

(14 ] XBARRE, EWE, Wil 5. WA BRI, R 5HEAAT hZmmeR (1] . BE
IO AE R, 2018, 26 (1) @ 118-122.

(15 ] XBARRE, BXFEEE. B0 P AR QB S o F P 2 e &R . b S Prh A [0 ] . Pl RO
PRI, 2015, 23 (5) @ 782-785.

[16] Lei L, Wu Y. Adolescents’ paternal attachment and Internet use [J]. Cyber Psychology & Behavior,
2007, 10 (5) : 633-639.

(17 ] XBAkEE, Jrme s, (LB, 2. FERET, KRS HEDENSRE 1] . oA RSHT,
2013, 29 (3) : 305-311.

[ 18] Crick N R, Nelson D A. Relational and physical victimization within friendships: Nobody told me there’d be
friends like these [ J] . Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 2002, 30 (6) : 599-607.

[ 19 ] Davies P T, Sturge—-Apple M L, Martin M J. Family discord and child health: An emotional security
formulation [ M ] . New York: Springer, 2013: 45-74.

[ 20 ] Zimmer—Gembeck M J. Peer rejection, victimization, and relational self-system processes in adolescence
Toward a transactional model of stress, coping, and developing sensitivities [ J ] . Child Development
Perspectives, 2016, 10 (2) : 122-127.

[21 ] Lemola S, Schwarz B, Siffert A. Interparental conflict and early adolescents’ aggression: Is irregular sleep a
vulnerability factor? [ J ] . Journal of Adolescence, 2012, 35 (1) : 97-105.

[22] Lux U, Walper S. A systemic perspective on children’s emotional insecurity in relation to father: Links to
parenting, interparental conflict and children’s social well-being [ J ] . Attachment & Human Development,

2019, 21 (5) : 467-484.

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0302017 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



REYPREBDEMBEBIVAR: FFPRARAHRENPNER 137

[ 23 | Kretschmer T. What explains correlates of peer victimization? A systematic review of mediating factors [J].
Adolescent Research Review, 2016, 1 (4) : 341-356.

[24] Lam L T, Peng Z W, Mai J C, et al. Factors associated with Internet addiction among adolescents [1].
Cyberpsychology & Behavior, 2009, 12 (5) : 551-555.

[25] JiaJ, LiD, Li X, et al. Peer victimization and adolescent Internet addiction: The mediating role of
psychological security and the moderating role of teacher—student relationships [ J ] . Computers in Human
Behavior, 2018, 85: 116-124.

[ 26 ] Hayes A. Introduction to mediation, moderation, and conditional process analysis [ J ] . Journal of
Educational Measurement, 2013, 51 (3) : 335-337.

[ 27 ] Ehrlich K B, Dykas M J, Cassidy J. Tipping points in adolescent adjustment: Predicting social functioning
from adolescents’ conflict with parents and friends [ J ] . Journal of Family Psychology, 2012, 26 (5) :
776-783.

[ 28 ] Brown B, Mounts N, Lamborn S D, et al. Parenting practices and peer group affiliation in adolescence [J].
Child Development, 1993, 64 (2) : 467-482.

[ 29 | Fletcher A C, Steinberg I, Williams—Wheeler M. Parental influences on adolescent problem behavior:
Revisiting stattin and kerr [J]. Chid Development, 2004, 75 (3) : 781-796.

[30 ] fibHatte, Vre, EEE, 5. FIERBIX PR LE ST A IR AY N SRR B A b
B [T] . DHIZEREET, 2016, 36 (2) @ 158-163.

(31 ] Wumme, A, JLEXMSH MR AR EREIT [1] . hEOH DA, 2003, 17 (8) @ 554-
556.

[32] Jile S, sk, Xig). FAMERPE o RREA (1] . OHURRSHE, 2003, 19 (3) : 46-52.

(33 ] JH9B9b, R, VA, 55, AR E S540rb A B 9 2 0 il T A DG 2R . A 28007 45 95 3000

(1] BEWESER, 2014, 7 (10) : 43-48.

[ 34 ] Pontes HM, Griffiths M D. Measuring DSM-5 internet gaming disorder: Development and validation of a short
psychometric scale [J]. Computers in Human Behavior, 2015, 45: 137-143.

[35] Dhifgsf, R, #/M, 5. ORISR Soh AR RCHR . REESRMPAER (1] . O
WRRSHE, 2017, 33 (1) : 21-29.

[36] Cyders M A, Littlefield A K, Coffey S, et al. Examination of a short English version of the UPPS=P Impulsive
Behavior Scale [ J ] . Addictive Behaviors, 2014, 39 (9) . 1372-1376.

[ 37 ] Kerr M, Stattin H, Burk W J. A reinterpretation of parental monitoring in longitudinal perspective [J71.
Journal of Research on Adolescence, 2010, 20 (1) : 39-64.

[38] Spence S H, O’ Shea G, Donovan C L. Improvements in interpersonal functioning following interpersonal
psychotherapy (IPT ) with adolescents and their association with change in depression [ J ] . Behavioural and
Cognitive Psychotherapy, 2016, 44 (3) . 257-272.

[39 ] Zhang H, Spinrad T L, Eisenberg N, et al. Young adults’ internet addiction: Prediction by the interaction
of parental marital conflict and respiratory sinus arrhythmia [ J ] . International Journal of Psychophysiology,
2017, 120: 148-156.

[40] Lu W H, Lee K H, Ko C H, et al. Relationship between borderline personality symptoms and Internet
addiction: The mediating effects of mental health pmblems[ T 1. Journal of Behavioral Addictions, 2017, 6(3):
434-441.

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0302017



138 RBPREFDFMERRHIKRER: FFPRADHRSEIPTER

[ 41 ] Siomos K, Floros G, Fisoun V, et al. Evolution of internet addiction in Greek adolescent students over a two—
year period: The impact of parental bonding [ J ] . European Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 2012, 21 (4) :
211-219.

(42 ] BRIBY, sk, REEEE, S5, [FAERF XS AR [ R 9 265 i 0 i T A s2miy - — A7 939 8 A At
BT DEERSHEE, 2016, 32 (6) @ 733-744.

[43 ] Steinberg L, Silverberg S B. The vicissitudes of autonomy in early adolescence [J]. Child Development,
1986, 57 (4) : 841-851.

[ 44 ] Choukas—Bradley S, Prinstein M J. Peer relationships and the development of psychopathology [ M ] //In
Handbook of Developmental Psychopathology. Springer: Boston, MA, 2014: 185-204.

The Relationship between Interparental Conflict and
Adolescent Internet Addiction: The Mediating Effects of Parent-

Adolescent Conflict and Peer Victimization

Xin Mucheng Li Meijin Deng Yuting Chen Pei Xie Qi

Jiang Wenjing Yu Chengfu

Department of Psychology/Research Center of Adolescent Psychology and Behavior, School of Education,

Guangzhou University, Guangzhou

Abstract: Objective: This study examines the mediating effect of parent-adolescent conflict and peer
victimization between the relationship of interparental conflict and adolescent internet addiction.

Methods: A total of 1006 adolescents (M,,.=13.16, SD=0.67) anonymously filled out questionnaires

age
including interparental conflict scale, parent-adolescent conflict scale, peer victimization scale, and
internet addiction scale. Results: The results showed that: (1) parent-adolescent conflict and peer
victimization play a significant chain mediating role in the relationship between interparental conflict and
adolescent Internet addiction; Namely interparental conflict can significantly increase parent-adolescent
conflict and then increase peer victimization, which in turn lead to internet addiction). (2) Both of parent-
adolescent conflict and peer victimization can significantly and independently mediate the relationship
between interparental conflict and internet addiction. Conclusion: Parent-adolescent conflict and peer
victimization are the important mediating processes of interparental conflict affecting adolescent internet
addiction.

Key words: Adolescent; Interparental conflict; Internet addiction; Parent-adolescent conflict; Peer

victimization
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