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Mobile Dating Apps Uses by Adolescents:
Motivations, Social Risks, and Moderators

Yue TAN, Hsin KUO

Abstract

Mobile dating applications have increased in popularity among adolescents
in recent years, which has exposed them to various types of social risks. Based
on the uses and gratifications theory, this research aims to investigate the
moderators of the effects of adolescents’ motivations for using mobile dating
apps on their social risks. In this study, an online survey was disseminated
through popular websites among adolescents in April and May 2018. The
participants included 512 adolescents aged 15 to 17 years. Among them, 473
had used mobile dating apps at least once in the previous year, and their
responses to the questionnaire provided the data used in the analysis. The
survey results showed that most of the adolescents in this study did not use
mobile dating apps frequently. Killing time, curiosity, and making new friends
were the strongest motivations. Among various types of social risks, the
adolescents most often disclosed their personal information. Both physical and
social needs directly enhanced social risks. However, only physical motivation
indirectly influenced social risks through the usage of mobile dating apps.
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Instructive parental mediation can only decrease the usage of mobile dating
apps caused by entertainment motivation.

Keywords: uses and gratifications theory, mobile dating applications, social
risks, adolescents, parental mediation
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A
8 nf

¥ = PR AR HER R SRR TR T ) T R A AR 5 TE 2016 4F
2K Goodnight I 5 158 A > T8l I 4R 68 1 16-24 5% o B 1%
N B 4 % s oL (Taiwan Network Information Center) FU#H 45 H -
92.8% 4 & 185 7 2D AFE 2016 45 85 (01 T R I 2 o e A B AL AR 20 =2 A
5~ FRERFEAMEE N A - F D 4F AT B 4 2 AR IR ) Ml % A )
R > AR T R R BRI

HOFEIE R B IRIE R ~ Y 5l A S 8 57 1 0 2% o A o A ST {1
RSB (Kelly, 2001) o SR 488w 0 48 % 28 A 2 i - (HAS AR
Al REAETE A AR B R > B i R B P U R AT 24 - RS
FEALSEBEIG N - B E DN A BUHETRE D M OREE RS A 1R
w22 AR AT RE AR B B A B R B b (AR R R ) - AN - SIS
AR BB RRINING) » B35 - AR BRI fe b B O 19 4 i L ik
48 B 22 K 1Y JEL B (Cookingham & Ryan, 2015; Livingstone & Helsper,
2008; Liu, Ang, & Lwin, 2016) °

IR By B B AR B ST LLE D - H 2 0% 8 O B A
NWIWFSE » ATE DAEAE B UF B R R 2 4 o (1 & iy AF it
o I B AL O R DR 8] 8 75 5K A9 22 52 (Timmermans & De Caluwg,
2017) o F DAL A B A B 7 5K AT BE B CASTR] o 48 PR AR I L
L BEE DTN NAEN R FEEE > DY EMMERE -
A7 A AN 2R oK B B R (B SO~ AR E - m MR Bl
2008) o HE D4FEFE B AT B # R R N2 S MR i (RERIDEEAT &)
R BER W 75 Al IR B A D > R AT IR F B AT JE SH I — (Aubrey
& Gamble, 2017) °

ARG B ATE R ~ TR - RGN ELE) - B
SEE R RRE > AR AT REHG N T DA B9 A1 22 E B < ] an e AT B BB 28
KRB D AERRTE N B K R 0 B 8 T 5wl B 4% PR 5 ) & e ke
ik HCr S5 Al EE Mt TE ks A C &AW EE ; B EC
IR T D AF e A 88 ) BRI A 4 A LT o BESR H TR R D 28 RIS R
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WA AR BAE AN R AR FE T BE > A s P S B A 1858 o (HF D ER
B R A BT AR T R EE A o IR S AR 3 D AR A
BIEA S AR ER RS - MBS - FOFEHBEEEE NS R REfE
TE— 2 BB > 25 U BT 7T WA R DY BT o

H A 4 B IS Ao D4R B RS ARV NS - (0 B R
FERIE G B 58T /D ARl A A Y R MR AR - B G 1 R M - A
FEFNMH &5 2R o« AR T H Dk OB TR EEEF DE
AR R A AR I B R » B T D4R A 38 AR A A B 1
WEAE B O o 540 > AW 5% 3% M BE £ 2 " (Katz, Blumler, & Gurevitch,
1974) (&4 > RS R E AT IO 2 M F ok » BEENE > &
AARZ 3 A 0 ORI AR AS R o At o AT T R IRE 28 24l Y 28 A
RS e BOE D A R A TR AL A R BR AT £y > BT AR R B
TR AR o

A B R B EREH T H DN AR IE R R 2 1%
TEET B W% P RE AL 46 T /0 A1 A {1 B B8l 28 Ak e ) R v oA 24 3] Wi e
JEVBg 2 % L LR B DL AR AT WP EE R[] ? oD AR B AT B e R A B s
JCHRRE I A R A B » ORISR B (40 - AR BRTR SR -~ AhRC
ook~ Ipayl - WRgs) B AR B ] ? B AR RS A 1 B i
A AR S R (R T > S A AR A SRR AT A P SR R L ) i AT
PIHPESURRRAT A ? FRA AT D FEM RS T LR IKE D i
St 28 R 4 R 2

SMRRER &S

% B XA SRS b oG AR SRR

{5 P 48 I 4 1) 4% A AU (19 JELB (Natascha & Peter, 2014) o 48 i i
B AT A 2 HE AR S A A [ 22 2 | Y Qs 5 AT 4 - Bl (i A A B &
18] 9] % A9 4T £ (Koutamanis, Vossen, & Valkenburg, 2015)

i LT 4 B SRR A T B 20 IET 2 8] Lenhart 1 Madden (2007)
4 B SRR AT 2 A L B B R AR v~ BRIt A B R
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B BELAE A T B At S HORESE TR o AR 21 1 F 5T 3 I A0 B ) JE B
115 > Blingssc 4k - MM ATREGRA - A BT K - %S
77 (Natascha & Peter, 2014) ~ BL 4 & 4 4 A1 B 5% 7§ (Branley & Covey,
2018) o RIS (2016) Rl e 25 el EL A8 A JEUB A7 25 WE 0 0 R 25 JE s ~ 24
g R P S e

822 K HE (mobile dating application) &8 fEATEIZE B N4 E/
LREHE > TE A2 M A 38 e > RIASIEFT i e 20 28 A Hk g
EATE R ~ nTEAME - AT E ) - MR 0 FEZRRE (David &
Cambre, 2016) > 75 DA B2 ) R 2 4 B SRR A7 2 > Feill S i A
CrME N & - H 2R BUE R o 80 T8 U Y v] #E (Livingstone
& Helsper, 2008) °

HE s TEATE R EE AR o SR DA AT DA RE IR B b 8 AS
SCEREE > AR = ) S A B B (Symons, Ponnet, Walrave, & Heirman,
2017) o F/DAETEAT By P 5 IRe 2 IR A B A 09 A 2 11 IR R B > 5 5
ZBARAT By 15 15 T VB JELRS: (Albert & Steinberg, 2011) » 578 [ i I 58
KRS B A5 NAG T R AR > AT R e A T A B R AT 4 o

28 T B 4 B ARV > R 2 AE A AR R e B ) > A
W E BN B AR - R - AR EYSE (Helen, 2006) » B % R i
WS URIR B8 ~ AR R 745 o FIBTRE ) MR UGN T D4R > SR DL B
T EE G &) o

A2 BELAL T A ol A AR A AR ABLBE R A AR AR IR RN &
afl o B BB B CAE 08 RS 2 > B NS AY o (B BLAL Y
B ANF] 2 R KR i L AR A A AN E)
(Ward, 2017) o [Fl /475 D 4E 8 w1 R 2 PR AL Rl > IE BRI FARR I =0/
AR T s B 8 &SRB & 48 (Van Gool, Van Ouytsel, Ponnet,
& Walrave, 2015) °

BRI Z A1 > 28RBS 22 40 2 o7 iR ES T BE (location-based services) °
A IR D e B A 00 A 2 1 B B A A B IR TS > ZIERIE R B B
S b (Kim, 2016) » 38 AR B 11 18 5 46 50 0 AR5 LA 42 (3t o 1 5 34 7
TE b B BT %) At 2 A T A AL S O IR S © A Ak e iR T K
PR REITFE L » SEE DR E R S HufE 4% LS K IE M B 40T > BT AE
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iS4 1 A A ST > 90 T T B A A WL TET ) B9 P RE (Courtney, Jeremy, &
Charles, 2014)

Sf Tl > A A A VO AR R R N TR A o Bl AR R 1 [ A4
PEEBRAT 2y | > B R I [ | F T R B R0 o AT 2% iR
FWFTE - BB R > BRI T A — 2D AR > B
FAT A ARG |0 — 1A I5e BT m RE A0 BB A T 4 » S 2 8 2y [ A 2 S | o
A& AR A AL 2 TR 1) T2 B AR U 5 2 BB A 4 7 ) 4B ks 2 B YR AE
TTE R R3S ACHHE | > R nT 2 FNARL IR L) > AR A A PR Y
GLTE - WM BEMAT A o B SRR B — AR > G A
AT 2y > WALTEE AR AS R o B — MA@ > Rz 2y E B iy 1 22 SR A
TEA A A GEA B AR 91T 4 > A Rl REEE R ) i — et A 2
P MPERR - HEDEM T > Rtz 4h > 252 0] 58 P 58 O =
JIr b ZH I HAR B RS - BlUnaRSEEL# (Nikken, 2017) o

B 25 10 4F 1Y IR & EORHEUR A 3R — 2B 1Y = P A G A Sm AT
S HEZE EFR)BE o 56 B B0 5 5 B e R A AR 58 g PR AR Lk 22
FEEE WA ESERANEST D EET AN EEERE T - HOF—
7 T 475 A R AT B PR AT Ay > g — T A AR A e T A Y T A R Y
PR 0 48 B Ak > s A R AR A S AT A 1Y EE B (Aubrey & Gamble,
2017) - BZBIEBHTIEREN T DE - MR EGHET R B R
192 2wy N 71222 (Chandra et al., 2008) - & EHEF - B G
PR A R R D RIS R B RRIE S filn - e AR P
H EMAK - PEAETE S (Aubrey, 2007) o 2 SCHEESE A (2008) #i4 & #HY
AR EL  FE AR A A T H DA ICE H A 2 A R
15 o AN > A8 B G015 0 WSCR A 2 B S ) P A B T BB ) A
SETANITE DAETERBRE ~ PEAT B B AR R SR R B AR T o

SEEFTT D AR & 1 0 S B AT 2 B SRR > AR I M [l 25 5 —
EIBIF 55 P ERQU = T 70 AF 76 o I A% 38l 58 A i B 1% 48 AR v 10 28 3] 3R 2 J
Bz » AR Sy Ae] 2 3 B 5T RS A B (5 P AR R g 1 1) 2 SRR B R AT S
(Livingstone & Helpsper, 2008) > Best * Manktelow F1 Taylor (2014) & —
HAs D AFAETEAL SSRGS b R RE 82 > B AT RE A A I 1Y
ZEHE o My A A I R B I ) I S SRR A A A A 1
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HR [ 1 1) 52 22808 5 4 I TR B [ 4% % o Subrahmanyam il Greenfield (2008)
it e A R b > SHE R AR DL N R B B IR B > A e iR
BRLRE A NS BRI o BOARTF TR FE ek 1 -

H1 = 28/ HHE A5 P A8 38 8 1 ) 5 2804 A8 b B o

1% 7 g BhAk © 48 R L% 2 FE A

T AR AU FRBEIREE DA Sy AT 8 g SR A8 8 5 Ak 2
AR (5 P Bl 2 By SRE A (0 P R ol ) & 0 5 SR BB B 0 3B
FEE BB - R A EREEA - B B9 B A 4T 25 % (Rubin,
2002) o 7 SEBRGHEPR FR b > (T B P R ) o R 1R e P A
I A B At 7R R () Ay U 2 B CAt g BLO Y R 5K (Katz, Blumler,
& Gurevitch, 1973) o

et ) B 2 2 G AR R Ao P A R AR AR Y - A H R SRR
(Kremar, 2017) o #5878 8 sk AE 7545 28 1) e (B B 2 i) PR > (B
FE 48 6 I8 2 R 2 WA IR B R E T BRI AR B 5
25 Tt A I ) 0 B R P ) R RN A IR 2 o i P BT A L A
A o A 738 458 5 18] A8 R0 6 B0 P J R 4R A T — (R Bz i
Ao A TT A AT DR G ) A G 56 AR AR R R I A AR A TR 1) R A
A TR AR (Kremar, 2017) o FTARSR > () Bl i 2 2L oty 2 04 Jo 2 1R T
AT A A0 4 0 R I UL (S 8 #% 9 BF 5% (Cookingham & Ryan, 2015) °
{EAR DB IS R R BT 3 75 /D AR08 T A8 AR B AEA T B 5% o

FIA R E 75 48 AL e B D AE B R EEE > F D F A RTRER
SR K 2 A 2y Be B R RN A R AL 22 B AR 19 4 48 (Patti, Alexander, &
Jochen, 2005) o BE AL A HEAN (19 BURE > [ B R B4 | O M6 35 K5 ffe £ 2t i
P PR A 0O B B - P 4 3 W P 0 2 0 R R 4 BT A o
HRA5 T e v 1 B R - K B AR HE AR A\ B B 38 R AN IR Y S BT 2
{BRTE S & 475 T B A A ALL Y B BB AN {5 B # - [R] Lo atd 2 360 7R i A fef
RIS R B B R B S B A A B 2 EE -

Sumter * Vandenbosch Fll Lightenberg (2017) #§ i » B AT & » 5
KR B A B B A R =R T ) : B FEFR OK (physical needs) -
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#1328 75 2K (social needs) F1H Ath 41 & 0> B 75 5K (psychosocial needs) °
Timmermans 1 De Caluwé (2017) tHi5 H i JT 52 A #HE BB B BR T 422
TR - A RGEFIE I B ERIFRK -

A PR SRR AR BL [ | A BRI oK o & ¥ i A 4 R A B B {3 47
FHEREUR > 11.1% 0 8 8 F D F A RS 8 A 65 B B R ) &8
g3 o 2o B I R 2 R R A R R Yy L SR R B TS ) R T BEAR
LI HE (Mason, 2016) o %8 £ 0 7 iR A8 B TR SKO2 {1 & A2 4500 ) 28 &
BB ) E B Y — > 17% 19 Tinder BUAF I P #E i sZ ik B g8 e 17—
1% (Sumter, Vandenbosch, & Ligtenberg, 2017) X Ifii 0  WF %% 58 /
MF FEE) s Tk ge » 1k & 7 3R BAR S S Rl
(Timmermans & De Caluwé, 2017) o

FEAS TR SRR T 1) B2 Bt A T BN s FRE BAR R R oK > LA FHER
SRR » #1287 5K 32 B R B BAK B o Sumter (2017) 68235 B AC K
AR PR A 5 | B AR L 3B [0 D Y B i s 2 o U A1 R
WF DA PR BN - g B LR A7 A E B SR R AR B AR > F AR SR A
& (Steinberg, 2005) o /D47 ¥R 12 BIAR 1 18 5K o 2 (8 4 5 i 4 1)
=+ % #) # 2 — (Choukas-Bradley, Goldberg, Widman, Reese, & Halpern,
2015) A REBE R AN ABENERE - 25— 86 FHHRZ 5
ARk AR b AT WA ATAT 2 RN BRAR 1R A A - A R T B B A
At se g > 3 s o

HA A 7oK R ARG I 270 ~ B REWI - TEER - WA E%2
T 2 (Bartsch, 2012) o S8 &k BE M 2 T ¥ RMFAYNERE - (=
i I A O o MO F D FEH A AR EEE KR — (La &
Yang, 2014) o 7526 [ 4 a7 | Bl a5 oK I 45 1 Bl 4% (s A8 S8 A N > AR 1
A5 110 4 o A sl A T B Rl A 2 K 8 (Giulia & Christoph, 2016) o It
A o R 5 G R T SR AR A A A AL B A o 8 v RO R B K
i AR A3 4B SR R BRI B A A B AR T RE R R A — IR
(Baumgartner, Sumter, Peter, & Valkenburg, 2012)

AT 0 5 AR 55 ) RE AR B2 52 D AR A% ) 28 Ak e Y )
o &5 b gl > 4 2% Sumter 55 A (2017) {9 fF 52 58 B B2 AL {# A Tinder
MBI A - AT OR - IREETR R AL 2 TR oK o {1 8l ek i 21



FOHEERABHRKEBO B L R R LA HF

Ho MRAMERL GRS HILAM R AT VEHERERGREARE
= TP A o A e o A e B 2 R e sl e e U 3R R A S L 1Y
SRR P Byt ARIFE AR DL TR

H2 : 2 AR & e s B AR - B S - (R #E
A BT OR (H2a) ~ BREETE SR (H2b) A4t sg 7oK (H2c) #m > {2k
HCHE A R R o

H3 = 22 A HCHS 8 A Bl 4 8 oF 1 5 AL R S B - BRI & -
A PR R (H3a) ~ B44T5EK (H3b) At 2275k (H3c) s > AT
FEAZJEBGA T 2 1) B R g o

B R AR AR IR S AT B DY T D AR AS [ RE Y 1) B O
o 175 ot 1= Iy (R 1) (56 FH % B8l 22 AW o T e S R A B AT
Fh 2 BB SR AT B RN IR 2 i A B R B R AT
By 2 ARPERTSC > R A Gk

H4 = 22 /A58 A8 2 8 58 2 g0 43 vp Ao ) Il 4 3 4 58 L e 1
B BN S > 2 K A g o & s ER A b A AR B oK
(H4a) ~ #£2875 3K (H4b) FRLETT K (Hac) 4t 52 JRU B i s 2 o

TRMNIT 2

FhE AR A e MR AR M AP R R E g s
AR S s () B B RS (Kabasakal, 2015) o Mg (2467 f5ERE mJ2 57 it
> ZEMER AR EE VEEMEAT AN TEMGRER - KR
TEF st e B EEEEN MO > @R gRN aHY
1At e R - ML B KR R/ o R A 2 B ]
1 f& B (Grusec & Hastings, 2014) > H o G135 {1 B 49 % mT BEAT 21 19 £ 1
28 (Livingstone & Helsper, 2008) o 7 " 4 19 A2 £ 9 58 5 & A i
JEBE A g 1) AR BLE - B RTAISFIT A (Nikken, 2017) » ZERA A
1 % (parental mediation) J& 48 5 = &1 3 7 2 A (5 FH 47 2 T e 47 1) #2
il ~ EHATS (FEE > 2016) o

AT SCRKE A= B9 A AAT By 23 By BRI A A B 2B R 4 A (Lwin,
Stanaland, & Miyazaki, 2008; Chen & Chng, 2016) ° FR | %/ A 38 &
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1= B i 1% 2 1) R IR ]~ B DA 2% - oI EL A 8 o R 5 5 AL A
Rl 2 5% % B 9% B 4 A0 AT i R A > 306 LB A N2 > SO RS 3R
—REH o BEWERRA ALT S IR PR S R B R R A
AT 577 (BRIRODT > 2016) -

KR AWM X R % 2 N AR S D R BUE AL N A
P RE BE AR AT 2y 1 A T AR B9 — (8 BF 9T EE B (Aubrey & Gamble,
2017) © Fisher &5 £:3 (2009) %% i FR il B/ A BT T 5 D VAT Jy 5 2
AR R AT DA A A AE F 0SS AR AS I AT REPE o (HE TR o B
N FRAEERI AN NS D EMAT B TR B S BN W A K
_ﬁ °

2R HE 0 R P AL 0 R R B A B B DS AR < AT B R AT
DA 5 DA B B R R 0 B A > nT B 4 M T (o T D A B R AR 1 B
4y > AL CE B v 0 A7 A A B T DAAS A > b B S F) A
T DA B A BT B o AR AR L SCRK (£ > 2016 5 Nikken,
2017) : $5 BRI ABEH 4R & 7 0 AF B A o BRI AR R 5 PRI A
A\ BEH) B T 0 A 1 S8 AR AT £ o gl AR > AR
PEH AR R

H5 : KR AH D48 A B 38 & 08 i 5 =R 5 m] RE 6 R AIK
T AMERS KBRS B P - B (H5a) : RRFREIRIAN AFL R By - 5
AR R ) 8 R SR R AIE 5 DA (HSb) @ RS R A AT b
B0 T AR RS AR 8 R SRR

A1 > AHBE AR T R A RQ2 + WERE KA Ay 2 (PR A 8 2 48
RN ) AT DA R A58 R A 7 2 58 A R 0 ) o A4 3l PR R N A 38
R ) s 2

m b

BMARZgded @ A~ SFidf g g

e 1) B e P i o B A0 AT O AR — R B A IR LA R O
B OGB4 % SO BAR (Kremar, 2017) o fEREZ BRI
FrEoh > SRR R I BB IH . — o AASFFER IR0 A SME
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7 By ZRBURY TR B i R AN o R AN 2 [ ZE Il ) e AR AR
A RS - WA R N AR A AR e T B Y W A T R A A T
(Timmermans & Sparks, 2017) o B & #1#F 8588 09 BUEE > B 4 SME 2 b
FUHR B Ih 7 5% /\Tﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂg@iﬁﬁ L 2 ) 522 o A0 > Fox Al
Rooney (2015) #§ B 5 4T B = A9 B8 = 30T AL A L 8 AN 88 B 410
HE > 8 B = 1Y) IR M) A 8 B 7 o I 9E 3 IR B AR S A Y B A o O
R A 2 AR A o ST I 2 L B R R SR Y T MR A A RS Y B
{#i /i (Timmermans & Sparks 2017) -

Fl %4 (narcissism) /& — M AMSHFFE > BB R B RS Q&Eg
BRI PN - E (Buffard1 & Campbell, 2008) o RZ 75 8 B A &%
JE BRI B O R 48 i LA S At A2 i B 2 BLIEARBH (Liu et al., 2016)
MEHBREERTERARTEEEC S L DA CH B AEL - I

BB H E R H AR AMEF (Leung, 2013) o BF5TBE /RN 5 H SRR B 14 {1
B8 1 7% 48 5% T 22 (B AL > A B B O A R SRR D R A A
A A 477 = B 5] D3 9 8 4 O A g1 AR E R I AR B
ot REBEFRIEREEL A O AYAL A o 2 M e A9 % & (Kim & Chock,
2017; Leung, 2013)

AR B e 2 S A B At N g ST R ) B AR LR A > P AR AR

A SRR T 3 T ) R A - AR e 7 R R 2 AL AR AR A > B
HES KRB E M R T R B 48 L (Davenport, Bergman, Bergman, &
Fearrington, 2014; Leung, 2013) °

B FE BEUR T /0 AT I ) BT i 0 SR A B A P AR R DA B A
B o R E A AT AR ERUR - DRI S > B R L% E
ﬁ@iﬂ%zﬁlﬂg‘m WA > DMERIT S - AFRINE D EEY N E D FE

HE{d T 49 % 523 1 A (Livingstone & Helsper, 2008) o

TE(E HERIER 7 BRI F D AE e i Wi i & DA K MR 7
Ko WKL RIR - BEE ALK - (0 F & 2 BV AH BRI Y 22 A B et
#5E 21 (Sindy, Patti, & Jochen, 2013; Sumter et al., 2017) o AS[a] ¥4 Al 1 44
FEAE B G A T2 R > DEIEREUR I P e Lo PR o A s AR T A
IMEREE (Gatter & Hodkinson, 2016; Valkenburg & Peter, 2007) ©
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4 LAt > AR E R B SFERE - MERIRAE B R T RE R 2
A {55 ) 5 Ak ) S BRI AT o R A B T SR F O AR R o
G By e T o BRULZ A ARUFFREA A T HALEE S8 H » GWiER
RIA - ZRAFTHRERZELSHE - A RIBHE RN ZHEEE
A A B T D A A8 6 9 LE 9] BE 3 S (Jung, Kim, Lin, &
Cheong, 2005) o F'EAM w] REB B T4 MU 2 > Bl ARE I3 T -

Livingstone I Helsper (2008) i 1 58 K& & H € 5 22 1% 2 1) 48 % JR gt
TT 5 o &5 W8 5 8110 5% B2 BE J00 $2 (1L fft e R RELA Thie ~ Al Thag ~ &
NG INEE ~ B B T AR RO RN T A 2 T8 (Kabasakal, 2015) » 2
Z o RELBBERFZENE DE > mRB DA G SR > B8O T RgE
Tia) 48 s =K BB A5 A Y BRAR DA A, (Wells & Mitchell, 2008) o BB
FBE )T 0 A R S E 5 D AF > o 1) ol ) A B B R ORI
HH % (Lenhart & Madden, 2007) » PK AN A SR B8 G5 A AE 2 12 i 56 0H o

MR *

52 R A S 4 5

AT T G LSS A (0 R B i 2y B A T 5 S8 AR A AR 2
WS IE 5 AR AT S AE S EREIE 5 KRR AAT B A Sy i Efi A2 1A
HAOERMER - FE - BREE - ZERA - KELABNEAREER
JEAE Byl 58 0 o

AW T R 7T 3 5 A i I AC AR 0 T D4R o B D AR ] DL A B
12-15 3% 1) 5 11 35 20 4 Bl 15-17 5% 19 W 80 35 - 4F (Koutamanis et al.,
2015) o HR4E & B E % R 2GR B 2017 4R35 D AR 10 3 A F L 3R (AR
SEIOHY ~ PR > 2018) > 98.4% Y & R R AE BEA IR B O 6T B9 RE
NEAS R R T B SR B PN B E AR o mTR
AR N 15-17 %, » IERFEA BRI PERERE - B EM > MBRE -
FREZRIRE o BORBFFT L 15-17 B = B AEAE By BT & -

AR SCHIFFE i S 38 B 1 6 % S8 A - [RGB 4R 4 1OS App Store &
¥ [ D) I Google Play #1232 81 il T # PEAT 85 1T 1.+ 4 h B4R 4T & bl rF
P52 K ##E (Goodnight ~ BeeTalk ~ Pairs ~ JustDating ~ Paktor ~ %%
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Skout ~ wootalk) #EFTHFIE o AW FT BB 7% 3 52 2 84 i A %% Goodnight
BeeTalk - Pairs  JustDating * Paktor ~ % # - Skout * wootalk H 4T — Hi 8
[ 15-17 575 D 4F -

A FE OF F A8 PR R Ak o AR R EIERR T R0R = B AR > &
R E R EZMERE o MG R BUR N R AT RE e iR
R WIE VRSB o & B IR A EORE 2017 4F 3 Y P 45 3 A
72 5% B 3 YE A0 i SE k9% {87 P A2 A R 1) A R B v A T I AL (ol T
B~ PPRAER > 2018) o

ARWFFEAE20184F 4 J1 16 H £ 20184E5 F 14 H » j4 Facebook ~ 41t 15
B S A8 R ARG - Lt R 473 A R o e R EA
A AT Line A 8 =i P (48 6 i 288 B ) S50 J5 B8 5 - 3 B4 B o
TEMERE 7 » WA B (53.3%) W& 2 1A B (46.7%) o TEAFBAER Y >
15% & D AFAE 39.2% > 165 DA 39.6% » 1T F D FBE R D > 1
21.2% o {HAZHE th BSR4 75 8 i FE BEM AR AS > BT A 0ol & 5 AR R 2
FHR S R A o H AT SRR R I R A A R S A A A
AR B BRG] o & ¥ EHE 0 A EORHE 2017 4R 385 D AR EA T Y ]
LR A A — W XA KB > BVA 13% 1Y @ kA (n = 686)
e i EHEREBE NN RS - BERAAS62% 254 > K
T 1635% (61.8%) » HUE 155% (23.6%) A1 1735% (14.6%) © MEEZ T >
AW FEREA L Lol - AR A4 B LU T3 o

GEE L EE LT

L. A2 AW R 5 FH BBl

AT P B A o0 1 S AR IR R - A 2SR oK BB 4475 5K (Sumter
etal, 2017) o A BT REHEEL[PE | A BB FR oK 5 A2 7 oK 2 1 52 B A
NE B — B E BRI TR 5 BT RIEFR 40~ BRI -
FT8EIRF 145 O BEFS 0K (Bartsch, 2012) o & 8 Y8 %L A Timmermans £ De
Caluwé (2017) B fF 55 - 3f 2 % AH B WF 5% (Mason, 2016; Sumter et al.,
2017) > fEAZ ks AR - H17TEEE > B EEN A S E Mk

WEE B RHE > 4T R B RELIE A SO I AR o p A 2 o R A A
2 ) B i o B IS > AT 9T S B A ) o B A T B R
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(EFEALe2T) - (8) %584 (2021)

RIZR A3 BT > 7 3R A8 A sk B A FH B8l 1 70 BT A3 200% © CRA R &5 R BEUR
DAL= A S B T A S 8 45 B ] 1Y CRELAVE » CR¥ 5 ik .6 » AVE %
KIAS5 - BB S > AEREARBRUE o 6 F B b i 158 48 47 27 B)
WIEAA S HE > 5K (Cronbach’s o = 0.646 < 0.7) o HHHEIHT KA
FHAAM R AE AR M B % > A5 BEHR = 22.0.791 o MERG SR A4t 22/ K15
J& (Cronbach’s o = .94 F11.90) LB/ R IF o

IL H32 KA 2

JE A i 25 WF 5% (Branley & Covey, 2018; Courtney et al., 2014;
Rodriguez-de-Dios, Oosten, & Igartua, 2018) » % & 3¢ A ¥ # A9 {8 45
PE > S ELBESE 23 A2 T o 08 JRUBS 17 0 AR T 9519 58 A ik 8 v 4 A8 LB
7 5 B A 1 o 28 2 18 T 10 1 B LB AT 3 O SR R HBFD > EIH N2
GITER— o 2o B RIEAR B A ]~ TRV~ THRE] -~ [58% 157
MT 1245 o EFEE R (Cronbach’s a = .87) ©

UL 22 ACHK R AR

BT AR AR P38 T S AR 1 - R
5 (2016) B4 B BT SR AT A - I AR A< B3 THET /3 [ K — K
(B—W LA E) I~ T - =] [ — k- T8 — > k>
[~ =8 =]~ TR T4 W hls T 7210
i ot Ry AR Ay o

IV. KR AITH

LA B E KB AT B2 B BRI AR BRI A A
(Chen & Chng, 2016) o FEjA i 25 I AHBEWF 9T (Chen & Chng, 2016; Liu et
al., 2016; Rodriguez-de-Dios et al., 2018; Shin & Kang, 2016) > A< iJf 5% %
P 208 ) R TR RO o PRI A A RS R A A 45 T o v PR | Y
IAREIA A A - (1) R gHERM A FHAEH S Q) XRETE
—HENERGH T QO XRGHEREP LM EIRE (4K
R BREIFRAE T # A App 5 1 (5) Kb e B4 A IR sk -
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TR AREIE A 5y -+ (1) FAR g5 Fr 3 n] Lok 2 BUR AR 7)==
R 5 (2) SRA= 8 f R o0 A 2 A i ) R Bl BRLEER 3 5 (3) RIB & %08
AR KA REBRZ MR 4) ZEGHBERESGRELN
App ;> 1 (5) FA= € BLIR Ham 48 3% A A AR B AR BT ) - 278 & I 3%
A R > AR R R A TR A~ TR~ TR~ [
W1 Wl T 1 240 FEE ARG RI KRN AT RATEE -

ARHEFT B GRAR A AAT B 1 3 BUEAT B el 1 B R 0 i > B4 H A
AR > BIVAE R Y 5 RRE TR 5 R — RS o A5 ALEEEL > 10RE TR
FEAE 2 (MR R 5 5 M RETENE RS 2 o e 0 A AR > K TEIER R A
T AR R 0.73 A AR RE A LR R TR 63% o F3 41 o BRI T A i R
Y & 2% #1542 7l & (Cronbach’s o = .84) F1 (Cronbach’s a = .86) ° DA
&R BUR R AR AR R R R AT -

V. RIS KR ~ KRB BT EMRIE L5

M% Leung (2013) ¥ BEAMER - AR ERARS  MER
MEBCH E > A HRER - HAFEESIEEE T - KM AN E
ot~ EMKBEBAR - W 35 o ASWFJE 2% Raskin 1 Hall (1979) A %%
A& 53 (Narcissistic Personality Inventory) 1 Leung (2013) &% 19 H
RS ER - (T 10BEIE > WA A - REMEFIMA  FEM
RAEMEER  RICHMAE AR  RESEHEEEE R B #E
% WEBUA AR KRB LB ANRRES N ol LIENAEE
Kalmah REBEERN SR REERE T - fTHZ wfERN
B i a M RIEEIAL - FEARE - ARE - S FE - RE
AR AR 1A 254 S REIRR o OB R B B AR - BER(E
J# K. 4F (Cronbach’s a = .88) °

A T DA 0] e A ABE R N HLE R RIS L UUE DA
B AR AR EE &Gt EER AT RAE®] - [REw] -
[~ [EH] - TREH] - RREEAEBREDREENRSBERES
T A RARZIEXREE MR B mh /i 5B KRB B
Fir A E o
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(EFEALe2T) - (8) %584 (2021)

FRERG IR IR S AL B > 20 CEE ~ D -~ LR - =AU
RS AE T DA FEEALSOTT R o Pof BB BELAH £ 5 2 5 38 /0 2K B 45
ARG > OB =ARESREENHEE -

anﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ%

R o 43t

2% Wbk - F D HEM RS K App B i BB B ISR A i 2y > K
WRAL TR o — B D FEIARZ B O iR M7 Rl 58 A& 8k
B o FE(H AR > 283% M Z & [ —F— k] > Sk Bl i =
> HR AR TR — R (B—K A E) | 4516.5% o 164+ 38 JE B 35 4>
(F—) > BFBENERRRAT AR [ HMAL AW ITTER ] > W2 AT
SR RGP R B AR B R R o

e FRARBUBEAT 2y 0 IE N D 0P S A

p— FH B
M) (SD)
#L22 E BT B (Cronbach’s a = .87) 1.99 0.66
N A B O T AR 2.38 0.89
X A MRS 2.07 0.78
L PNl 1.97 0.67
B AR R 2.08 1.07
e 4=l 2.11 0.90
LA AR R 1.63 0.73
B A B T 1.88 0.79
TERRTR T B 17 5l 2.16 0.95
B AEATVEAT By 1.55 0.74
R A OB 2.04 0.77

TEBBREET D > 150 =85 - [ R AR N RIRE S
(M =306>8D =111 [REBEERHGHE] (M =3.05>SD =
1.09) ~ [T RAEMSEEE | (M =2.92> SD=1.03) ; 845 ffkny =58
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B [REBEESE] (M=201>5SD=185) [T LIE ST
Al (M =239 > SD=094) ~ [FZMEEFHAN] (M =2.64>SD=0.94) -

Z I 78.8% A BN [ #0 Bl =AFKEE ] [ REEWCA | RAT 4 | I
£ (66.2%) o [SOBB B LR | M T BB BE R VAR AT & P/ e B ) o
% (35.7% 1 42.4%) o

TERRBI B R RA AAT S > B o0 0 O vk 2 [ B B4R A i) L
R (M=1.66>SD=0.94) » W2 & [ HE M HFEARER] (M=
1.84 > SD =0.93) 5 /0 ff F 09 07 35 55 T R A= & BRI 3R g T 4 19 App
(M =123 8D = 0.57) [ % = & b A FRBL 48 A i W Rt gk ) (M =
127 > SD = 0.65) °

TEFR BRI ZRA AT By - B il R Ok B 145 0 n] DA 322 B
NREDEHEEN ) (M =1.91 > SD = 1.06) » 2 5 [ 5t i 48 1 58 A AH B
EEAN BT ] | (M = 1.74 - SD = 0.95) 5 e /D>l 6075 4k B T HE S 8 5
40 Appl (M =1.27 > SD = 0.65) » ¥R 2 F [ 43 BT 5 A2 Wk B 1) 8l B
2 (M=144-SD=0.82) -

BT
L. MBS K App Wyl I #E

T e T 545 5 TERE (8 ) AR R 0 S B > IR TR A B — P B i A
T MR FE KB - RIESW KRB ERE > A =
AR (6 P B A% - AR TR OR - AR aC ok~ BRAETR R B PR HIE R
RAAIA » GREBHAER T o TR EZERE L WP R&T
HRRL Y 45 5 o

Pedl g IE Rl (B =112 5 p <.05) ~ 4E B4 (B =.096 > p < .05) FlI
FREW A S HFE (B=-193> p <.001) TEH{E I HE AR o 5 A~ 4R 401
> HBHGRKEMNE DFEBZ A H K App o =T AS [/ J1 2 1) )
B Al FERAEMFER (B=218p<.001) #ZFTR(p=224:p<
001) B AR ARG IE ) 52288 o STREIF ISR s H2a 3¢ AR (i F )
R H %) A B SR g I 1) 52 B A AR AT - AT H2b © A RS {8 Bl
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(EFEALe2T) - (8) %584 (2021)

HA (14 4k 22 5 SR )5 20 P AR SR B0 o [R]IRF > IR 4E TR SR R RE B TR
i FHAER (B =-.002 > p =.998) > H2c RNAIT. ©

FEHI BT BT Z 0 > S AR A AT 2 BLAZ AR S 0 S R A T
AR BA AT > BB RR Y R A AAT b B R AR UR 5 A B (Pearson
r=-051>p=.959) ; F§EARIFRA ALT 5 B FH A B AR B (Pearson
r=-133:p<.01) o B Z R BRI A A B A A 8 o A 2R 4
B > H5a @ A 152385 o {H HSb T IR R F5 BRI A A BRI A A H B 19) {
PSR R A5 2 S 5 o

B TR F R R E BN AB KRR BN AR 00T > K
1= 10 48 5 A A A B B o TR T RE A AT 2 2 TH] B IE A B
(Pearson r = .628 > p < .001) o 516 i & [7] Rr A5 AR Y a2 BCF- 4 8 s
A 1] e T R R A A A B AR S o

FOBERE =AM AR RIGER N AT R > ERBR > EEE
MR BRAAEELE (f=-075p=23) « B B84 ER LI
FEARFEHSD > B R 4= 15 2 R A ARE B o () S SRR - 4R A Bk
o MR R AT B FH DA R B A A ik e i SR AR R A B

HHIHE -

F BB SR A (Bl B R )

H 8 IH % g — g — P g =
igiA pAE plE
PERI 4% 133% A12%
AR A1 .10% 096
FEEWA 2]k — 188 —. 193k
FRBATLE -.051 -.026 -.028
KEEH M 042 -.029 —.047
AR SR 191 218k
AT K 23k 204k
IR ST SR .008 -.002
FRIEHEA A -075
F 10,7345 16.500%# 127945
Adjusted R - J5 .15 205 210

R B =1 & =03 %< .05, **< .01, ***< 001
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I1. FMIAE & App HI R

F2 A 5 545 5 TE B AL A R B A S22 o 3R = BT > P — e il
SRR (B =159 > p<.001) F1 HEFEE (B=.097 > p < .05) B
R WA S R BEAT A o BYEAREIR . AR RN > BE
AL EBEAT A -

P g — A =R R IR A BB > v BRI K (B= 4425 p<
001) ~ #E TR (B =.172 5 p < .001) ¥ 4132 Jal B #7 A 1F 7] B2 28 o H3a
FTH3b 43 71 T8 8 P A2 A7 s B ) A BT SR R AL A2 75 5K 6 1E 1] S 284t 22
JERE: > 5 i 2 BT o H H3c I 5 4 75 5K IE [n] 52 2Bk 28 R B A R
N A

PR = I A B % > 3% B R (B = .266 > p < .001) ¥4tE32
JEBg A BE R o TR - H T B BE A R HE fe FH A R 1 s AL A
JEBgE A A S -

PSR = > WA RS RE > LB p R A A > BR
a1 BH R 58 2 A AL 23S T SR S A A SRS 1S B o Bl T A ORI A
FHEAZE 1 > ARHE5T LA SPSS Process £ 4 H AR PO (Model 4) #4714
5 (mediation) A (15 8 /K HE 95% ~ BB AR X EL5000) o #5371 A4 P
TR (B=.079 > CI : .054 > .113) BFEZZFHR (B =111 > CI : 211 > .376)
LRI & BT o Ak > A RFE SR (B =379 > 1=10.823 > p < .001)
TR (f=.293 5 1=7.02 > p <.001) BHE 52 R R A0 B 32 R4 50 th# 3
Foo HR MR RUR B ORI BT PV ARy A ORI AT
B % Haa F1 HAb o H /A 15 48 75 SR 36050 A 230 A0 44 52 JR b #1017 A B °2
B MR P SCR o ST R R HAe ST -

F= BB 2 R E (R RS E)

Ep ) P o — B g — P g =
PERI 188k 72 159
E i .003 .002 001
AR A31% 112 .097%
FHEWA 022 057 1045
EREBERE -.045 -016 -.032
FIE L5 -.069 -.045 —.041

FIEFREIA A -.053 -.027 -.013
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H 8 IH P g — R — W =
A B SR 44 393
AR K 172 .08

B g oK 021 -.006

e i A% 26675
F 0.925 32.704%#% 26,853
Adjusted R -7 006 310 406

FEr B =15 =0 %<.05, *#< .01, ***< 001

A EE R

A 5% DA BRI 2 SR R T 0 ARl A AR B 3 A ) B A
i1 FH N AT e B AR A JRUBS > FERE TR - R R - AR T
B » BRERNATHWREER > & 28R RE D4R
A RCHRE T 38 At 22 EBR I R 2R > (AR E 2% -

AR TEE B L B5-1T K F D AEA T 2 S > 53.5% 1% 7D
FEM—AZ > HA165% F D FEHREH — KL E - SIS KZE
BT AR T A B BRI 2y 18 5% > AR EE UM L —E R DA —
W HEDERE L > AWFRIABEEA (n = 473) & B R BAE H 4
R AE AR R o R A AT T R ) S A 1Y) P S AT
1 HJR B ER RS -

FEME By T > T D A (0 S8 AR R Y R s T SRR
25 DA RO I A > M LSRR IR B O 2 2 1 3 2 PR e R i
P28 Kk o %5 B Giulia Fl Christoph (2016) 58 /£ 427 /0 & i A BH 4 fd
J1 28 i ) BB AR A o (H 55 Ah— i n] BRI R > ACHIFFE A B A o
REBN)E DRI -

[l IRF > T 9% &5 S BEU/R AE BT R~ A 50 7 o BiL I 4% iy S8l 1 T B 52
TR B 1 fof R R 2 B T R AR 1) AE ) A R o (B[R] B i = R
RG> AR IRFR SR FNAL AT SR B P A AR 05 2 > A (H 7 o A o 4
UF AT By 52 2 > B2 ] DLHETE B 1Y %2 2 o 1E 1 Giulia B2 Christoph (2016)
5% T4 1 > 1 4 T R Bl SR W B off 75 /0 4R i A A > (L DA
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Fo R SR 00 R BB o A B > AR FETROR ~ 4k 50 T oK B i 44 b Ay B A%
IS B2 A i 1) A 2 S Bt 2 B A T AR 10 I ) AH B o (R T AR R
SROFALZE T5 SR I R 4% > IR 407 27 Bl A% S 4 2 IR B AT 2% R BRAS LA <7
I T) o

KA T v] A A8 7% i DR st 4 0y 23y Bl e 17T ol ) 28 A R B AN A S A A
BB AT B DT R (MR - AR~ EE) AA R K R A
75 A BRI B R > {57 B A N R fR TE BJ F 448 T B R 1 A 32 T
B o 3k — 8 S Z R WE ST T )2 5 SRR AT AR LR R B S
51T D AF 5 GE RN U 27 A B % o Sundar A1 Limperos (2013) féky 1 PO fE
R RIS (affordance) : FLFERYAE (modality) ~ BEB)ME: (agency) -
H # (interactivity) Fl48 fiii 4 (navigability) > B 4M £ H R % 255 i #E
{14 {5 FF) BELTRY A2 SR ARE T et ) B8 77 X (Kremar, 2017) o

T3 o A ST B B R RO AR B AR e B 4R B D AR (T 28 AR S
SE R o B3 MR A0 {5 P AR 2% BAT: 52 JRUB 380 i i Pk o A > PRIl e i AL
A R SR AL 2e TR SR Bl AR R 2 > SRR MR G B AR
SROFIAT A 5 3K 34N 52 Ak 8 1) 4 AR % o

SRR RN H D AER S 2 AR o (HR— 1 3 95 i+ 28 S
Bar o AW T 4 S B ) £ 2 48 0 AT 2 R A A5 AR A o ASF ST R
BT /D AP AF B S 41 A T R B AR 0 AR EL R B AR - AR ISR Y
HAEBE A G R B AL 3SR A FH 38 AR S » 4RI O E » HEER
TR > Bl A AR B SR N Y 2 (Sindy et al, 2013) o
SR BRI OR R EIE R > TR R Ao EAEE A 155 17
% o ARl I [ ) 5 D AR B AR BRER SR v REZE LN K > i A Sindy 5F A
(2013) AR5 2 8t 12-17 3% 5 0 4 > HOFFU A5 R A & A ik L=
BL BEHUAR ALK H D4R R 5 BV AR B Y 5 R 0B R o

A 5% 8% B A B 8 A5 A A e SR o] DA BRI A A S R o ELZE S5 o
THREFRZE - 8RR B #0245 > ZENIFERN AR E
BRI TR T o v IRFE R > ZRMIEERN AEE{EH
BRI SSF DA R S RN DA DU AT I 4 5 SR )
B IR A 2 o HRAEE R > AR E DA 2 A AR B AN A 28 T SR A A
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B A8 AR RS M 0 A 4 AR A A AT b R A At A 1 (R A
Ko RARME T AT DAAE S B3 15 B A A R0 IRe B R AR R A T R A
5 o

FRA AW BLAS B 22 A ki B AT Bk B - mT R
M~ RL A B R b R B A R EAR B o RERIDE TR s E M i
REBIEASN A B~ 155 - WRE) 5D F 0SB AT 5 -
BRAR A ARALE - & A0 BEH H 60 rY PR 2 A A5 2 2 22 AL
T3 o KA T ERZAE P2 T 70 4F (88 i o8 1 1o IR AR > 3 AE i i 42
BB AFEYE T F - sRFHRFEE D AFE 3 A i B8 AT 23 Fidt 28
JE e 1) L R R T P A Y [ G RIS AR > RS AT AN R o8
RRAE A B AR I B B b oo

BR T 2 AERBE R > T DA A SRR AT 2 R AR TS BE R 5
— B LR o WA RBURE DRI A EIE B R W
PR N E AR s A5k AR A o KBRS (52.9%) B 3251 #hA% 47 1
BRIER 25T > o B AR BUE WL 5 31.3% 1Y 32w & & BLAE 2O
T AT By o ASHIF 5% 35 35 A SRR 41 58 75 SR #1002 4 58 B 17 2 1 A 250
WIE T AR AT RS » BT AR th B4t sC mBe AT A s o (iR
BT AT TR AN G BB mBa AT 4 -

B B R AW T EE BT D AR A A A R 19 A R AR ) 2 s AL AL
JEBGEAT B o AMEANIE > Ao AT A5 R BB - 2 B Y {5 A AR AR
i AR A ALAS T R AL A SRR AT A RS R o AT S > AR OK
A 28 B AT 2y 0 B RCR A 28 T K o H AT 28 T K AL A R RR AT
By W TR ROCR L AR B TR SR 58 o ] BRI R > 28 ACHBE ) i i AN H 3R
A2 TH DA TR EiE— S T Mt e TR > &
156 Sundar il Limperos (2013) (78} 5.8 # o

HRRBURNT DN AR RR T EE ) B S A s m g > e
5 (P A 3R 3 A 28 SRR 1) 1F 1) 52 28 o JaE (A BF 9T &5 R AT & iR £ Leung
(2013) F#LES > ARPEERIANESES = A S B - 4T
EREE > MR O  » g R B EHAE & R B R EBEAT 4 -

A 5% R B B N 9 L s RN D AR SR ST A TEAE RN
B TR] Re P Bl S AL 5 fE B o Sl 3 R A PR SR 3 AR R 1 AT
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Tyl DT 3> GIANIN R PR AF > 0 HL ST M B S A
B0 R AT 2y o B TR B A AAT By AL T /0 A DR 4 o S Bl B A T 52
BRI E DU T REFRAR A SR A BT R - AP R R R EUR
RN AAT By o HOAN AT S AR A A B B R ~ B S T AR
App ~ 1T D AEMRLL A RZ 5 o IR — DRAY R BLAR 1L

g AU FTEA LUT RO 7T R & > F AR A OF 5T AT DAY ek
o BT AR R B AR - H A A S I AR
B ORI B 2 5 P AR AN W] REAFAE 22 5L - R F R VE A S A0 4 R G
BB A A E D AF - Yin (2011) E55 > RUFR 750 E A
[N 0 20 PR A AR P ) > T A A TR 2 ] B AR RO G 1) - & d
(2019 : 533) 45 H/NVERAS IR0 SL A LR > A BB JEE HETET - (ELIA
HAMERAEME > fTRIRBUNRR  BREME MR - BRI
SERRB AR R o B » AT S35 2 TR Bl R 1) FH w47
RAR - WAl DRSS BRI 251K -

Tioh o ARUPFCEETR A 151757 D4 > (H R A AT HE AN [R] 4F % [
] o JUHCER A R A S > RO AR N IR AT B
HAES M 2 Aot > HOITIE st B3 B2 R 2 Bl

A& AT 1A 28.3% (i I BH 3 Sy — 4F — IR o BEIRALAZ
U IR SR A A7 O S B R S R B E S D (YN > 8 PO AE [
SE T FH 32 A B O BRAS > 380l 5 A e {68 P 380 S A 5 e 1 2 2
DA R JH A 52 24 5 i g 11 R 28 T RE & A7 AN [R]85 2, o AR T e SR I 4

MNERE » RAABADE T AT Z FEAA

2E Rk

th (&R 43 (Chinese Section)
EH (2016) o CERAALT BT DEMEMEARENT 2050 - (h
HEMFEET]) - 55308 > H31-59 ¢
Wang Songyin (2016). Jiazhang jieru xingwei yingxiang qingshaonian wanglu
zheng fu mian shiyong xingwei zhi yanjiu. Zhonghua chuanbo xuekan, 30,
31-59.
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8 (2019) o CERRHERT « JBR S IRAR LA BRAEF) o Bty - WA pAL -

Li Jinquan (2019). Chuanbo zongheng: Lishi mailuo yu quangiu shiye. Xinbeishi:
Lianjing chubanshe.

AT (2016) o CHADFEFEHRE - KRAMA - BB N5 o ChEEERE
) > #3041 H3-29-

Lin Shufang (2016). Qingshaonian wanglu suyang, jiazhang jieru, yu wanglu
shiyong jingyan. Zhonghua chuanbo xuekan, 30, 3-29.

SR ~ PR (2018) o < ¥ {16 90 £ R 2R — 28 — K A& R B AT
e CBHEE B0 M B SOBUF 78 51 - MOST 105-2420-H-004-033-SS3) ) « HUH
B ELE R A ERHE > http://www.crctaiwan.nctu.edu.tw/AboutSurvey.asp ©

Zhang Qingqing, Tao Zhenchao (2018). Taiwan chuanbo diaocha ziliaoku di er qi
di yi ci diaocha jihua zhixing baogao (Kejibu buzhu zhuanti yanjiu jihua,
MOST 105-2420-H-004-033-SS3). Taiwan chuanbo diaocha ziliaoku.
Retrieved from http://www.crctaiwan.nctu.edu.tw/AboutSurvey.asp.

BRESCHE ~ SLAREL 1A R - BIEEEE (2008) o (A o BT M B 3 i D4R
FEREELVEAT S BT ) o CIEFRBALE 22 T)) > 5550 > H 35-69 ©

Luo Wenhui, Wu Xiaomei, Xiang Qianyi, Liu Huiling (2008). Wanglu seqing yu
hudongxing huodong dui gingshaonian xingtai yu xingxingwei yingxiang

yanjiu. Chuanbo yu shehui xuekan, 5, 35-69.

¥ X #B 43 (English Section)
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