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Pl—E i A — NI A RO, ST/ VAT
Wo FHAEARAAT VIR, TE PO HFRR AN
HELL IRl HE BE MR T H , 285 i LU & Sk
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ik - = 5= B B
H(n) 147 172 141 116 103
% (n) 143 160 131 117 101
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BE1 BE2 HE3 BE4 BES BHE6
0.847 0.728
0. 860 0.733
0.798 0.700
0.465 0.568
0.833 0.692
0.818 0.639
0.400 0.401
0.521 0.421
0.589 0.403
0.657 0.593
0.481 0.479
0.423 0.481
0.912 0.671
0.934 0.699
0.876 0.642
0. 600 0.582
0.753 0. 608
0.743 0.634
0.403 0.442
0.789 0.502
0.870 0.725
0.811 0. 680
0.807 0. 685
0.448 0.598
0.683 0.550
0. 800 0.580
0.850 0.671
0.839 0.721
0.810 0.738
0.860 0.69%4
0.489 0.403
0.586 0.411
0.477 0.471
0.681 0.542
0.806 0.518
0.776 0.610
0.731 0.577
0.526 0.523
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ROABEPLE I B9 i b & — N BER 2 4R, 3t 105
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BR T RAFH RN B — B R R R
3.3 HEHER
3.3.1 NBEHME APIUS WNBREZEAGEAM
3ANEAF M PIU BRHAFT 7, W Young F
2% BRI %6 (TAT) \Davis 4] B9 52 Bt PIU FY7EZRIA
HIEF (OCS) LUK BRI Sl B o SO 2% i B 3R
(CIAS) %% 4 MERIFREEMITM IR 4,
TAT riod 2206 Fi 48 BF 284 F 0B I By 4 m
XEPLLE APTUS i 2 M4k A2, b A B
WABR N A Z —, SR Z BN SR P B R
— 3, B BEA SRR RNEZ—, BATAE
HEREIFAEEH 4E, Davis 15 OCS PR EUE R
Y T B R B O 4 D ks B SE ) AR,
OB A 2, I R F R R 5
TR R AE S B A , HLdn ok 25 ELBR I ) TR EURGE
IXTE APIUS i ¥k LK i I b S T R 4 22
RAAEE R A KB, CTAS rhugia vk b RZE & s
BH MR 8 MEREREERE,
CTAS F= 25 {8 A B -5 2 R () R AT g [ 48 R () B, T
APIUS m TR AR S REEBE IR A T X2 3 [R5
E,XEFERETOFEREEEL. B, 7R3
APIUS &AL Bk T PIU BY4ERE M B 35 & 3.
EHFDEGEH, BABIHNERUE
3.3.2 RBHNEMRIYE APFFRLR Young
f 8 TiARHE  CTAS 1L K B 16 O Fi 5t EE AR 3t
TR BT Z 6 B S R B LA 48 APIUS B9 3 840
BUEFNX PR, B R LR 5. RS WTIEH,
APIUS 525 Young 1) 8 WAR#ELL K CIAS HAHZE 4
B2 0.622 1 0. 773, R YL BA B4 1R EERE
FIRHEX EBEEZERN. HEEERN
e, BB SR 5 APIUS g G &K, 5
Young [ 8 BUARAERH K8 /N (LA 0. 375) , X ] BE
FEFERRRE R IR SE U 75 [ 25 A58 ) o i
RIH I AE G AW RE T IETE R R P IS D4,
3.3.3 WIFERSNT ABSRAKIEEER
DX HERENR AT PR H R G WHTE
I, B A 380 df =650 ,x° =788.959 x°/ df =
1.21,NFI = 0. 864, NNFI = 0. 971, CFI = 0. 973, RM-
SEA =0.030, KB # A 5445 4 & R4, APIUS %
HEREIRBIAHR LR 6,
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R3 APIUS IR EEHR

BE HEL HE2 HE3 HE4 HES HE6 BEE
o B 0.857 0.831 0.911 0.828 0.903 0.806 0.948
EIEE 0.744* 0.778 * 0.725** 0.626* * 0.730 * 0.618" 0.857*

FE:* xp<0.01, xp<0.05( LT

®4 4R PIUEBRNEREN

APIUS Xt WK SR ER/REEER HRER LR R
IAT o SEMHA ERR seEER ARIE ZMAEER

0Cs mEEREES I/ AR SBEE AR
CIAS [ijqes BEEEER mETER HERER

RS APIUS,Young,CIAS R {if 38 B 2 ] HOHH K R ¥K

Bx APIUS Young CIAS {HEFE B
APIUS 1.000
Young 0.622**  1.000
CIAS 0.773**  0.642**  1.000
HHRE 0.511**  0.375**  0.488**  1.000
£ 6 APIUS Z4EHKIHERE
i3 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 1.000**
2 0.613** 1.000
3 0.640** 0.815** 1.000
4 0.478** 0.442** 0.514** 1.000
5 0.551** 0.533** 0.550** 0.545** 1.000
6 0.485** 0.719** 0.662** 0.319** 0.362** 1.000

MR 6 I LIE H , FLLe A 1 18] R AE ¢ EL B ey, e
RHERE 2 SHERE 3 ZMIMAHCIAR] T 0.815, AT
BE—PHAIE APIUS f S5 HZ0UR , AR 915 4 132 18] B A5G
KR, AR RET 4 00 B LB A A A 7Y
R LA A . PR AR BV TR 4 A O R — 1
YERE; 4R FEREAY, MDRZETE 1.2.3.6 B A — 4
B RYEE 4.5 A R — R DU AR A, B4R
YERTRARI RN DR LERE | 4 R ik AR
B, B DY 4 A RY BTy B4R 6 Jp B IR 5 N
YERTAEAY , I AE T2 B B RY B Rl PR MERE 2 A 3
O30T, BRUR R, R T FIH TIX 5 MR
B A TR

R7T BEBPMEEH

FE X df X/ 4 NFI NNFI CFI RMSEA B BN
WA 2247.77 665 3.38 0.613 0.673 0.690 0.119
WYEEBR  1656.20 664 2.49 0.715 0.794 0. 806 0.088 591.57 1
POZEEARA 1113.18 659 1.69 0.809 0.905 0.911 0.059 543.02 5
FAEFE AR 877.64 655 1.34 0.849 0.953 0.956 0.039 235.54 4
NYEFE A 861.74 650 1.33 0.855 0.956 0.960 0.036 15.91 5

MR T LU, FL4E B AN 4 A AL 3 R
TG HETr, N T e B S 4 i B R AR T
5AHBE BB T 15.91, K F 15.1(df =5,
=0.01 i }* Wil A1) , L 2T LI 2t B
ZARETEUARENAZMT IR, RE APIUS B
R BN AR R AR, B AN ERAEIL A
3.4 BLEPIUBNKELFNSBANET

PUZVL M R AR S S — HR AT
WSV — A7, BEE -yt MmN
PIU %50 b5, th &N Young B 8 AR #E, H R A X
(cutoff point) t 5 £ Hi 38 37 FEWF 58 I A FELAR AL

ZWHRAZ b, 52 SRS SR . 1A, A
A PIU sl 2 R 2% e i R R 2 FUR ey Lt s gl IX
SrAPIZE (REn® SR SR R ) , B E PIU
BRI R ES AR, RARE a2, R
AR BEIR X 43 g R ™ B AN B > R s
RE(FE, UHE TR R AER MBS T mRER .

RZ IR R AR RARTE A TR R
DR HR A HE M E N X T A 4F PIU RELH)
FrEAMIA 2, PIU A H RE AR K, A 2% ~20% LU
b R, BATA SR IR AT 2RO B R A 2 B
MBI EIE

N HEE AR E APIUS BMEI B IR AT, FAT
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VEHLT 30 Z4HAi2 R PIU BF M EH AR 60 4 I1E
WHDE,RIE LW AR 5“9 AR50
i, HCHE REHEE (Sensitivity ) 4557 BE ( Specificity ) L
JAE W #ER P ( Diagnostic Accuracy ) 5548 A5 R 7 =
APIUS & & RIF 53

T %) APIUS By SCTERUE HEAT R 5, FATT %
PIU B HAIIE F 41 APIUS &4 1550 I i o7
ITHR, &REHPIUBEHANBIHDEERT
EEH, ARG R LK 8, M APIUS [ I B MK
EBE,1~5 FHREK BT E . LB
A ABRIE . LB e, BB R
HHEB R, BATH I E P55 55 3 2R A8 E
APIUS 3] 7 43 1) 22508 0 80, R 5 IR U8 R
(Sensitivity ) 4% 7 J& ( Specificity ) L) KhE BF 78 &

( Diagnostic Accuracy) 253547358 £ APIUS & K&
BRI R, BRSRILE 9, NFE 9 AT H
VBT RTEET 3. 15 43 APIUS IR R o fx
HEE(REE =100% ; ¥7 57 = 95% ; 4F Wi 5
fE=96.1%), #5it, AT APIUS I B ¥ 718
SRFET 3,15 50 E T w h “PIU K7 (i n] LI
7R PSS BB REART ) , BN, S T 8 APIUS 3 HZ
NIRRT S8, Al 145 APIUS BT H E B850 KT
T3 4/NT 315 FFENPIU LGRHEA” 44
APIUS 3 H 357853 /NT 3 438 5 R “PIU IE
B, FEERNE, ZBINHHREREATH
BAMRR, MG RiZEHINE R E T2l EE
PIU & 3AEAR E I E SR .

®8 PIURBEAMERAN APIUS REEBIRES R

- A EHH .
M SD M SD

2 B 11.59 2.81 7.22 3.86 6.568* *

i} 5% M 17.81 4.16 8.05 4.18 10.748* *

/BRI 41.11 7.42 25.87 7.38 9,483 *

ISR 20.22 3.08 15.76 6.47 5.040* *

AR L7 21.18 3.26 14.39 7.25 7.086**

MRER 32.00 6.05 12.05 5.42 16.556* *

BEE 143.93 20.03 83.05 24.39 11.895**

R EHRVNAINREE SREURENMERE
BRSSP S =3 =31 =3.15 = 3.2 =3.25 = 3.3 =3.4 = 3.5
REE(%) 100% 100% 100% 90.0% 83.3% 76.7% 60.0% 60.0%
BB (%) 86% 93% 95% 96% 97% 97% 97% 99%

FEWERE(%)  89.2% 94.6% 96.2% 94.6% 93.8% 92.3% 88.5% 90.0%

AR BRI A R AT SO AR 2 A
“PIU BpfAR” [ “PIU M ZR AR 7 R« IEF AR, X 1
IX ZRBHACH) ELEK Wl SR BE, 45 R R B P 2 [A]
fFER & 25 (F=587.63,p <0.001) , F2RBE{AL)
HEM R R E R TR REHA,

4 Hhe

ABEEZ B AR, e R EFOE
HISERRE O, 2R B A I R A B AT A RE R FR R
AR 5 04 Likert BT AERERIEE
BRI 5 3% (APIUS) £14% 38 IR B, i 6 P4EIE
MR, B T RAF B LB RE A, T 72 Be A bl
JE T PIU HISERIB MU, BOR A D4R P2 ™
FL T B 0 BE AL 5 ) 2 — 2P R R R A B L

Ho At APIUS GBS B0 K 1 3t S Bk iy PIU [ 72
5, XA FF A PIU 5 AR AR LRI a4,
IXRFAE TR R, AL TR I AR LN E R
{EHEE R, KHs APIUS 1 PIU 2 Wik fE,
RRFRFEA T D E WK BE” &L 98 A, il
RAA 5. 8% (Ll &EAHBER 1) R 7.3%
(RA L WA il o a8 ) |, RO IR T 4R K [
WA KT D 4F TR M FAR B0 ) SR 2 B S i (7 B
T 10% 5% 15% B9 AREAS 2 Bl M 45 Al
T R O B , R R gE e e
W25 BT oL 4 , 2 T 2 W JHL 2 — D7) O T B e BRI £
Oy BRAT O [R) A, 02 0T W) 2% i o i ok TR A
B XL AE R R B AE T N ) 1A
TR ITHRE N, WARE 5 5 R KM
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B, JoRiBE IS AR B X R 4% BRE” AG B3R
R, MARE IR AN 2 5 A8 95 B &5 BEBE £ 4T
BITER , A ATTET B2 R B 45 S B i R 9L e PIU ARG
IERBFDE AR FAH 2.3 A, AR L
MEAH, FHIRBERBELLRRARE 2% ~3% &
H— X5 5. 8% HR H ZAHE T, A —
Fi SR T APIUS 2 Widn i A sk, 3 HIESb
22 EWAINAXS PIU 5 H F A BRI AS T A W A
6% ZEBIRN ST BRELST Ok i
F(EFBORMERE AT I L5 hE) B
WA PIU K R Z A 2B BR. Bk, %
A SR A R 52 BT BB FR T AR A 1 PIU & T
B BEEEAARE T DERHEREX PIU %
WS RN R R R RAGFEERE, EED
FORAE MR T, AT &R T X & 2>
R R Y Kb, ZICEEM, KRR
R K& 2E B R, 10% B2 15% £H 1
“ P4 R R FRBE AN AT A L PR AE L, BE A BB S i
LA FIZIFXTF A I BB 2R, IXAF
FHELEGZAREANER. BR, HEAEL,
5. 8% Fy“ 48 BURE” R Hh Bt BIRE R E A Y
B WS e TSR & T
M,

A FEBAFTE—BRR E G, TR RN
BEEAYRHILEHIX , APIUS R EHR FEEH
X, MHBL 15 U I T2 8 5 S S i i — 25 s
R Bz UL P4 B AR S RS —E R
BEFUN— NI, R FARYE REE R F L
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Abstract

As Internet users grow in number, behavioral disorders related to Internet use have become increasingly prevalent.
The term "Pathological Internet Use (PIU)" has been used to describe problematic, excessive, or maladaptive use of the
Internet. Despite mounting interest in how to measure PIU, these assessment instruments focus mostly on adults,
especially college students. There have few proper instruments for adolescents in China.

It has been argued that the current assessment instruments of PIU are based on different theoretical underpinnings
and do not agree on the underlying dimensions of PIU. Thus, we developed the Adolescent Pathological Intermnet Use
Scale (APIUS) based on the behavioral, emotional and maladaptive cognition symptoms proposed by Davis and the
realistic situation in China. The APIUS, background questionnaire eliciting data on basic demographics, weekly on - line
hours were administered in a paper and pencil manner to a random sample of ordinary middle school students (N =
1331) and adolescent who have been diagnosed to be pathological internet users (N =30). Exploratory factor
analysis, confirmatory factor analysis, Cronbach «, Test - retest reliability, content validity, convergent validity,
discriminant validity and ¢ - test were used to analyze the data.

The results indicated that APIUS is consisted of six dimensions, including salience, mood alteration, social
comfort, tolerance, compulsive internet use/withdrawal symptoms, and negative outcomes. APIUS had a clear
structure, good reliability and validity with satisfactory Cronbach «, Test - retest reliability, content validity,
convergent validity, discriminant validity. T - test also showed pathological internet users had significant higher
scores than ordinary middle school students. Based on the Sensitivity, Specificity and Diagnostic Accuracy, this
paper suggests the cutoff point of APIUS. The limitations of APIUS have also been discussed.
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