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Abstract

The rise of social media has changed the way people interact with each other.
Literatures have examined social media such as how Facebook could help people
maintain interpersonal interaction online and offline. And nearly six years after birth
of Instagram, it has topped the first five rankings in major social media. Instagram'’s
own social and media attributes give users a variety of ways in which users can not
only accumulate social capital through social interaction via Instagram, but also gain
their own psychological well-being through interaction. The new function on
“Stories” let Instagram create a new social model that makes it easier for users to
engage in one-on-one social interactions.

In this study, we will use Stories of Instagram as the main research approach to
examine the significance of usage intensity, bonding and bridging social capital, and
well-being. Based on 482 internet questionnaire survey, this study finds that usage
intensity indicates significance influence to bonding and bridging social capital.
Bonding and bridging social capital indicate significance influence to well-being.
The study also found that users are more likely to get a higher sense of psychological
well-being through interaction with bonding social capital. This study opens up a
new avenue for research on Instagram and quotes from past literatures such as Social

Capital and Well-being integrating into Instagram.

Keywords: Stories of Instagram, Social Capital, Relationship Maintenance, Social

Support, Well-being
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Ak et (Networks) o fefefe b » # =2 & UEY -« o GEEF L fF RS
BodER o XY Al e ks B GRS e SR AR
S HVAN A G PR RATE R SES > P SEE OB A i W A
T h P RN B RTINS LG B A o

moiE A AT KR TR AL S - fiAk € F232 (Social Grooming ) £ - B £
WAR ~ZARGE -~ £lid4p 3 BAE Y Ed (Donath, 2007 ) o A+ ¢ fr 323 &
WHAAGFEGES Y N R RBALE T - BRETL G R R TER

Bt RS E RS B AR MU A B ARAL 0 & A E 2 2 B ik ¢ B T (Dunbar,
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1998) 0 feALFF b ¥R BT 5 % 2 g b ;ﬁr} MWLM E S F o LK R
B3 4 42 ¢ $:32 (Donath, 2007 ) » Thelwall & Wilkinson (2010) # % # 45 41 &
AFEAY Y 2 EEY T T A p RS L - BAEIRIE EREY AR
cF ¥k > 2§ Facebook ¢ iR therieni & * ik 2 —  (Ellison, Steinfield, &
Lampe, 2011) -

R o ARG GRS B eh X TR AR > AT Y 4 gk
BTE T AR 2EY £ & (Walther, 1992 ) o A AR EGWRET » % &2 QT
TEPRRSALAIN D AR AL F T RE AR R N AR
BF L XN AT LA aEd (bldcfgFd 258 ¢ 5 8) (Ellsion, Vitak,
Gray, & Lampe, 2014) - iz /6 B (a5 5 & 7 W R M R gk T o i 7 Bt
g BAr € 7 & (Tong & Walther, 2011) -

AL E R AF

Ak g L AF Pr £ 781950 & B 4 o /T}“" DFIALE %—g kg < > 4o Parsons
fr Proom o igit & FBLRIIAL § 20 ~ Ab g R~ 1 K1 frgid LR % 0 5
P R R AL G TR R 2T o i A AR R R frAL § S e 2
§ ¥ AP S g i (R > 1999)

House, Kahn, McLeod, & Williams (1985) 35 A ¢ £ 45 8.4 B R/ eh

18



i R VRE R O BRI R A T AR TR
¢35 i F & o Dunst & Trivette (1985) :n it ¢ L HF B A ad T AN &
FRAPBE D RA PR EB A G RERAAE ST 0 31BN
ANt ot R B AE L ENEE RS M 2GR - Caplan &
Killilea (1976) o5t ¢ L #F £ BRI MW A H s L 2 BFehI $ B % > 5 2450
BOEPORO RS 2 FEE o XA B RIRE a4 o Tracy (1990) 35 A
gAFEAPRE A RED et o GAGRE AL FEER - B L
FHRAFFLF N0 EE oA EIF TR EEP RS FTARE 4 T
i & ¥ e et i o Caplan & Killilea (1976) a5 A M{eH AL € 585 $opF »
P4 B A etand £ @B AL ERY BT B o
Trepte, Dienlin, & Reinecke (2015) #-ir ¢ 2 #F o s s g L 4% ~ # g L 4%
AFRAE o B AL R R BNk AR % e S
M AFER S FRAFILEIREP T o GEARE S FTAaLEFL

i f‘é%j IR Blded Ao RREL AR R E aandi g ~ P 0F

&)

APMENE B T3 0 ity (1904) A5 ¢ k0 57 AL g L AR H - iRg
ARR AR ALE LAY > FARR © 443 - Frison & Eggermont (2015 ) 3 3k

LE AR EE P S L BT g A GRS B e d e
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freomg bt AEAFLBHEALERRY ThDER Fd T RER &

ﬁn/;\m&pé s R RB A R R H e p SR AR o

Cohen & Wills (2005 ) #-4+ ¢ & 45wt ip 2 2 TE ok 2T g e sk o
B 4&2c% (DirectEffect) 5 & Jg 2 #32 B A P itk BB A L
tHER TR M AR TR 2T R2 P E T R AL g L g
Bk T o BV NBFHETI 2 E%RORE > RBHAL T v R R B
MHYBRBE LI 7RI E RN A T ¢A22 p A ER - ¥Fbrick
(Buffering Effect) #» /g ¥ ¢ i tbrend & > BRARLRS kT ’%gzi At g
FAFLEY s NEEERA FBRY A Pae R4 PR e AR 4 ¢

AT E IR A SR e

g;,u;g_g‘?ﬁnﬁ.)gjiJ NESEL P N P ,K@Ap\,\,ﬁyﬁg R HHAe
Gl A FIL T LEE D v 4f o Tracy (1990) 305 e R fo 4 14
LS o F L nfles g Rl o Walther (1996) 47 1 et ik ¢ £
FAPFTILR ¢ b g LG L F Ao d R IEG TREESRITE NFEL
LHA4FAT EORF P AL g A i gk o BIERE DAL > BAFNF 2 Z AR D
TRERAA I AFEEA RS X D F i g o @ T R N

WO A ks R E R o Tt 0 ARG 0 Bl m AT TR kD
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PRALE A FDH N VRABADEAER CHBA DO RF TG PR
FZE e T A Eing

LEFAETBR LM G AT RN G S0 MR PEBTRL

&

B AP ARE kpATALE 2D

\\\?{r

B o - BREARBAMLES o B AR

N
Ra:i)
\\\?{r
\v

2 Ak € :T‘&? R R A L > ( Durkheim, 1951;Thoits, 1982 ) o j&A+ & %

Eehd Rk

*

R RRNES T UBEBARY KRR ELRG Ro

Tﬂ\L\

Smd A g AR A S 0 R R EA Rk g AP RO o2 AR R
(Thoits, 1982) it H A 4 F Gk 3 ~ALE L F Y W2 T4 F Ah
EAEF LY AEFTRADRBPIABR T a3 AF - AR DEES o
WYY dg R aBA B ARG Al ko Burke, Kraut,
& Marlow (2011) 5% = 6.7 = 2if#RAALE T A & B¢ 4pdi Lo b
FAEHRABET AT M G o 0 ST B g Ly RS @
A % fE3s o Bruke & Kraut (2016) 723 ¢ £ 3TALEALF LM 7 2558 hid
B AEYRGRRORE 5 E RO (ZRE0 L) B EF OB
(HedF) $1200 GG 0o B P A LRI T B
H3: $4p A g T AT BARE - $M Gl 0 » 15

PRI G T AT B ARF o HM Ay e B
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iﬁiiﬁigi#fﬁ?‘i’f’%“##%ﬂ!%ﬁﬁ S iT o sl ik e oA
(effortful ) s Ep et 35 M3 AR EFE L IEF > 7 L3
EATeO € fo 82 (Granovetter, 1973 ) § B A F g cAk € i 5 AL € R %
BT Sk g AH 0 ¢ SR B Rl M A B KR SR 1 (ER
B g F A G 4 4 Ff 6 e & g (Sachs, 2015) -

Burke & Kraut (2013) #3:t4 %d“ d P FFT S AP g

i

R EFREAE L R ELR I IFTH oCho (2015) 3 R AP ek b B
T A AR A AL 49 UEAL Y B Rehiady o @ % Instant Messenger 7 55 i 5
dhy b Eb g AR % 2 Eih & & (Valkenburg & Peter, 2007 ) Zade,
Habibi, Arabtani, Sarani, & Farpour (2017) #= % ¢ 11 T IE T B % Instagram T -
S Y B BT P d B AL L T B SR PR ik g L
F-Eg? (Ll mk T AR S R F L aE L B

BEIHY WL PEr R bR E o

T A 4 TR
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¥- & Py ER

H3 : 2

e

g F AT BARF 0 M BAHG D e P

DM

L%

HA @ 23l § 43 &85 > M hadrg 1o @8

AT AR AE FAE 2R 5k A A #IF T Instagram FUEE s
PE AR ERY AR T AEBRAULET AT LT R
TS HAFWFIHRT F AL B DZEEHF 0 L TR
2 BRI ] F o™ Bl e

i
H3 =
= FHEERIGE 4 9 A 4 T 44 A
H1
H5 H4
Instagram
B394 5 A X
H2
> EREREEA > B ki
H6 g
B Lg%
AR R e
H1: % Instagram *Ipsd ji ig * s R A%E » HAER A€ T AT T 4p M
H2 @ § Instagram *Apsde 5 & * 55 RASE » ZMHRAALE T ADL LA
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AFTR 2P Rt o #F 7 Instagram * S fié * UpESR G o £ AL E T
AAZARM - HRER L DTARR o FI 0 AF L L H T LS
Instagram *& = I ¥ 5 f i@ * FUpFEH B et P o

AFE Y 5 B fE Instagram * =@k PUpES L ATE (T IR gk B A
google # H 1= = B % » i ] £ # k> > 4 Instagram b & (7 g B K g 2o
TR E > LRI SRR AR o

PFREFEDAPHARROBELE S E I Al ke mar ¥
SOpE Rl BRI s R FRERHET T RS #&ﬁﬁ#@‘ﬁ%ﬁﬂ.ﬁ‘%& NEERL]
Java ~ VBScript ~ ActiveX & Hjtrenff 1T 0 FIEE T om ¥ R0 A ATid 2 g iR

o m e A

>‘I 5
F_&

(F3&°2000) F§ FF L7 PRNEFT LR ELDH
AT PR PR 0 FFREF RSN TR RS AT AP (Walsh, Kiesler,
Proull, & Hesse, 1992)0%&1% 4 PR A WP S E P

PR SERT  FRALREG P RBEEEE P

AtYY

CE

(Self-selection) g ¢ » 7 B4t f2 iz i FlEg (Koch & Emrey, 2001) o d >t 4
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&{E,i%?*—‘ﬁ“%

i
H
A-

TR G PR AR H P mAE R R T F D
PR T TR BN E 2 ST i - B i B
BRSPS LR A T TR RS R o b d LA A A
1 &4 Instagram 3 & AFAR AT T2 R R B A EFRAS 7 B
R FRYFRATRE > SIERAFY L BERENE FRBF R A
T S e R A A

BERERFEYRS G AFLHEIFRDAE SN An s mplg
iR TR AL SR B Y ML F AR FFILfE 2 e
BA2ZBR MPEBFENE Ears {em LN E D i w it TR

REE E AT RN R AR R AT R A A

BN AR IR AL ST E e o B ST RIER ST EF oA
AT AR B EfR N2 RHRE A DT RE A > AT Y2017 £ 8 °
22 03 2017 # 8 ® 3L pHFFRHRIFE > w64 PR L 0 GFiET RE
BHEAESRE L 4G BE Yk ik Al 60 PEFR L TR o

R & ¢ o Instagram FUpFED RE & *F R DT R 5.862 0 ALE F A G oo

BRI E T ADE RS 860 ARAALE T A & 5849 2468 2 5 - M
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oA Nt B L 7650 AL § A E N B 5 888 -
w R %k B £ Cronbach’s o B § P70 bk o AT A ik

i ;éa—*ﬁ Arde dlauEik o MERERE P P R AE > AAHE K R0 bk

WAl - LB MR LB RS ARSI NE

I

F g o
o~ VR

TREFEAR2017 11" 1p 3112 5pHREFHF 225 % o A
Fr g Adiggoogle & HiE 2 RSP R L b iSo £ d BT F A A dhinstagram
FEELA MR R K S hPo 2 o ERBEF T F A ARELY o T G G
i $ﬁ » 12 Instagram p 2 Driect @30 54 i 18 {7 | 5 fepb gl ¥ 0 ¥R ;é—g

ERiEy NP B2 NEFL SRS o % - kR gk

$T L L B BLE A B AR S K PR R RRLR R T L0 b

}

TREFEEFF R PR R IR RV TRGE

FEBERE AN L RS L S L RE R AT R AL
§ e SN i oA Y I 10 £ € R ¥ 711 @ IR R 100
AALE - o AI DN EE w543 B SR TR G E RGN

KR EAEEE LS iAo £3 6L G5 TGk K 5 482 i -
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N AFET AT A v RPRAEFF AT R Y A R
¥ ijpulE a2 b UEET R R BT FP AR IER L R G
Frgpr S nptu|d R T w e B UGB T ARILE 0 RS S B TR
A AT etk Ao s N=482 (14T & ek A 353, N=482)- # @ § 42 1 21.0% - *

Mt 79.0% 0 & A G o % iE‘J—‘ﬁﬁéﬁéﬁ’% oo 16 g3 20 fh enx iE'J*‘ﬁ 4 66.6% - 21

Forl 25 st ipl 4 30.3% 0 R AFEMBS Eir > ARG FRAGR0A Lo

o1 R A A v SR RIF 2 Jy i 1 2t (N=482)

Lr R X A T 3o a4
RS g 101 21.0% - -

~ 381 79.0% - -
&4 5k ()™ 0 -

16-20 # 321 66.6%

21-25 146 30.3%

2.37 0.563
26-30 & 14 2.9%
36-40 # 1 0.2%

ALk (5) b 0 ]
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= ~ Instagram*LpF @ fy i * 5 B

(1) #F 3 L&

Ellisonetal. (2007) ## 7 ¢ #& ! Facebook ¢ * sz R £ % » P B & 3 & *

PER S5k A BcE BAT M BRE L RE L L e R R

B B GT 5 R A b £ 7 @8

%K AR T G A SR

B2 p ¥

3
—R
I
2
hlre
J
=1
3
[e=
W
bl
[
2=l
=
=
(g

S 2 AR

IR o B

Z ek F R AR A L ¢ AR L5 (e.g., Steinfield et al.,

D
F_&.

2008; Kwon etal., 2013 ) A7 3 & * p & % > & 40 4F 3¢ «hInstagram iz - T % >
ERAFY G RS A B e # & L5 Tinstagram *UIpES L@ *F B R e

(2) R

Instagram =T 5 T > B ARR T 4@;&1']7, FTAZFGR G FP 0 AT %
% Ellison, Steinfield, & Lampe (2007 ) #7i * ¢ Facebook & * 3 & & %
(Cronbach’s alpha=.83) » 2 :x 32 # & *#= 7 2 Instagram *IpFds ig 2. % % » 4+
W fwo B p TR (7507 58 BIEF 2 RS2 Instagram FUpE R i

SRR 0 BB K A0 2
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4 2 ! Instagram i& * 35 B 2_ R 38

& 5] 4G8R8 %k
TR linstagram *ApFés fe & 5= 2 A8 p ¥ iEH ¢ ao- nix  Cronbach's  Ellison,
2.3\ ;?_&'r"% EGIIRN Nh R |nstagram Y P EE\ 0=.83 Steinfiel
3. * Instagram *IpEds fk © 52 A AE X Hip|F o E ﬁ e &
am
A%k s - BECpFRYIR G @ * Instagram FIPEFEES AL 0 R
4rs G - R LG i@ g P ik ,T*g (2007)

FAALE RS DR L
5.4c% Instagram *UpEds fi 5 a0 BE BP0 AN € R B AR T

(3)  ®&HF

Instagram *IpEds i ¢ * R E L d 5 B ALIE S Hoo Tausarsd 2ng) L
A4 % Instagram *UpFEd i (Mean=4.10 > SD=.809) % &8 > 4% F - &
PERF LG @ % Instagram FULpF# e €7 AELIES R K (Mean=2.93 >

SD=1.03) 5 i< » 2T 32§ 354> HP A FWH IR L OiREAR B -

% 3! Instagram *ApEHs A @ 5 R 2 REIE 24y i (4 33t (N=482)

LR T ok R4
Instagram *LpFds fg @ g 5 A p FEH P g MR 4.03 .85

A gard 2l 4 A A R F Instagram FLEE S i 4.10 .80

# % Instagram *ApFds fp ¢ S L AE X b s o E 3.23 1.04
4o¥% - BRI @ * Instagram fUpF L g o ¥ €7 293 1.03
TR A

4o % Instagram *UpFEEe gL F4 A BB 0 N € R T (A E 3.39 1.06
Instagram *pFé- Ak ¢ * 33 & (Cronbach’s alpha=.81) 3.54 73
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= AE T A
(1) T L&

Williams (2006) 4= A ¢ 7 &4 & & #82)3 » 2-5% 3] (Bonding) fm}%f il
(Bridging) - Williams 324 424 & T A d S e 1A/ » SRR Al
RERET - BRI ARTR 2 LEG R BT LHRAULET

HELR PP EEEAIEE {  PRIOBIELT A -5 hAp

“3\\-

A€ F A
S & o Williams #2405 55 B i b o HRRANLE T Apdl T 0 3
BAGE T ARG RABT  AFHAE I HRFRG G AT R o
Ay #-E  Williams (2006 ) 4+ 4t4E5 3 DAFRAEE T A2 T e AT

% Instagram i 483 9 AT T 2 BT 2 & o

=,

Aa\
n\s—

BABEF ARG A
PEEEGE B P AP AT b R RSS BptS R
A G FAL & L h e 3 R > RO R ERS > v [ F

1 & 0 BB ATE B o

(2)  HEgRs

=k

R g Williams (2006) 77 3 ¥ 4% e 2] 22 AR R A4 § T A
FooNLE Y RRALE T AR o AT L B £ £ 0 B4 Instagram fUpES H

B 4E'11$v{°]$p1|9mﬂ+§?j\:—g% & 3£ 16 %2 ﬁﬂ*@;{}?’HIS%,

Dh
i

k.
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AEa RRAGE G T ARG T A

A1 8 4L+ 7 gk Likert £ 4718 > R FEE B ERARE LT AF IR
RS T2FFR v EHELY MEDER -
ioO4:ALE T ARG 2 KT
i KA E4GR * i
AT Lfd g6 4 b Instagram ' pfs i en3 #5385 4t Cronbach's  Willia
2 L A EE R R 2 0=92 m(20
I 24 g6 Ak Instagrammpfihi, T e R A 06)
A BRATHEE S
¢ 3.;‘&* 214 X f Instagram *ApFESs AL 0T 5 R A B2
TORBREAT FOA LB PA
* 4.;%%;1 224 A f Instagram *TLpES: gL 03 65 R A R
Bobend oo R
B.4Fd £2# At Instagram " pF b f ¢13 B S 3R 5
pe 2R R R ApER
6.75d £ 1 % % Instagram *LpF s ff T #s R A
AR A gt 4p 3 i Been
THgd 2# 4 i Instagram *UpEds fi e F S G AT
8.7% & Instagram *ULpFds B A B P - £ R A7 R
EETR
A 1. % Instagram *UpEds g b5 - £ A G and 72§ Cronbach's Willia
& P AR AR a=.91 m(20
A 2.F AR RE A A— rjé? & Instagram *TpFEds g+ F 4 06)
AT LA A
¢ 3% Instagram "'Eﬂ? 5t B Agsmp o oy,
TOOATERIEIR
*  AF A henpE i A9 2 A Instagram FUpE S fE P 45
I”* NFrx (n4
SAdrk AL 7 - L4 Ao Instagram FIpE S i
g3 1 ‘»J\
6.2 A % Instagram FUpES f5 P 3 B A T A
B T
7.82 A % Instagram PUpESs g5 3 B A BRE RSV
Fog
8.47 A% & Instagram *UpE s fi 3 #ch X @ FR R fr At
Boapd &
(3) B4
Mg T RE e

;k,r;}ﬁ

¥ % » Mean=3.71 » SD=.56 > Cronbach’s alpha=.83 - 8 i 4838 =1
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Tiofed w3 At o T ARAFHOFRIALE T AT RS A T

% i & Instagram *UpEE fi SR A Y R E R

|
>

G ORISR

(Mean=4.02 » SD=.74) % % & " 2 & Instagram *TpF# i 4 2 1) - & R
£ 73 znasent | (Mean=3.09 » SD=1.06) 3 & i< o
5 ARREANAE ¢ T A L AT 2 g5 i M (N=482)

A T 3o%k L
Fd & 4 f Instagram FUpEEe e o RS gt g e 4 R B HT R 3.93 .70
245
Fd £ A f Instagram FUpFEE i enT B A RS ERATH T B 3.86 75
Fd & 4 f Instagram FUpEE i B A B REL AT R B 304 .70

B A
Fd g2 4 b Instagram LRSS fE 0T B A R Ll B S BT 402 74
45 &
%’gr} 21 A 4 Instagram FIEER RE T B AR D A B IR B R 3.80 81

e 25 -
Fd gris A % Instagram PUpEEe e B SR AL ER R F et Lk de 3,67 .82

I3 g
;%gr} i A B Instagram FUpEd 3 B SR AN 5 RTONR T % 3.39 98

A % Instagram FUPEHS AL A AL AR I - & R A 7 GREkenA 3.09 1.06
Hi#3l4L ¢ 7 4 (Cronbach’s alpha=.83) 3.71 .56

r

Kil™

2k

¢ Fga L 4 Instagram L pF s AL

[t

T B A s WO AR RS

F

#

A€ F &, £ 4 > Mean=2.98 > SD=.67 » Cronbach’s alpha=.85 - #

o

(Mean=355°SD=.83) 2 %8 4% £ E - £& » A xrd| Instagram *IpF

P

Ffe €3 A BB (Mean=2.08 » SD=.94) % & i< o
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406 ARBAALE T & & AT 2 g i 1403 (N=482)

AL T 3ok L
% Instagram FUpESs fE b, - A e A T R e AR R AL 3.36 .94

¥ AR GAE A P A Instagram FUPESS S 5 A T LB AR B iR 3.05 1.03

e Instagram *UpEds fi b s AR A e R E AT E R T SR 2.84 99

H AP i, A7 2 A Instagram FUEESS fE F A DR A FrX L 2.97 1.02

ded AL F H - L& Adrif Instagram FUpER L F g 5 A B A 2.08 .94

g% % Instagram FUpFde fi P 3 dech A T or AR g F TR 3.55 .83

22 A Instagram PUEES AL P T Bt FER R A A o 3.05 .86

g3 4 Instagram FUpFES 5 P 3 R A R R oAt BB 2.96 .95

k%34 € T 4 (Cronbach’s alpha=.85) 2.98 .67

T~ FARR
(1) #FiEA A

AT ERFAERL DG TRABRAE 0 LW M REFER e Lo
BB RS G oA AT KR AR 5 - Ak ¢ 2 22( Social Grooming)
- BAMAL ~2AEE - 13403 AP Y higd (Donath, 2007 ) » @ A

EiI AR AF R THOR T TVRRELNMIL O N4 At K

pALE AFESI G 0 AREAEMGFOINER 0 Az P T L EE
7 /R > Trepte, Dienlin, & Reinecke (2015) #A+ ¢ L #F A5 5 FRg L 4F ~ # 7
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B2 FEA
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bt
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2
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2R A S EL PRI AT E ALY LR AT £ 7
07 RARR 23 ITA A&
#7 i H 4 kiR rETHEREYRA
PR ik g ¥ OLRAP S (BldedifF Ellsion, Vitak, Gray & F13 & 4T § T b A
BAGES i) Lampe, 2014 Gre 88 v R)
X S & Bt ok dF 5 L a4% Trepte,  Dienlin, & HHEHFf-F R

EE e B

Reinecke, 2015

(2) R

PR G B GRIEF 2 & % Instagram FAPEE B 0 AR R

43 A R

TR R AR e RN B

L SRV R

£ Instagram *2pF

TR B A B o Bt e AR P MR EIFS M oA E R IFL L 3 B
@0 & BAEY 5 40 K 1247 o M RN B 0T gk Likert £ RE 0 R

FE R R

RARE AT EF¥ AR E TS

T RA v EHELY M

SR AL G X AL R IE 00 T B Likert £ AR R R R F R o 5
FATHEAX 35 T8I v EHELY REDER -
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%081 HABE e L KT

#é KA EiiR ali
* B I3 20D 2GR EG AERTT R Cronbach's  Ellslon,
W2 A R R AR ARk a=90 Viak
B 3§ 0 LFREIUES L A ERF Campe
FAE R ROEBE R REUER L A ERF Y %Hﬁ
B IIF A AU S SRR AL hok Ay B
NEFFT I
6.% 7 T 7 BE B BIUES R R AL 4k Ao
FEF NERFFVR
TEFII AR UER L R ERT
8§Iﬁ§111§%miw’?w mifﬁﬁé&’fkéﬁi%‘?‘
BRI EE G R A BHE  FRESHERE L Cronbach's  Dunkel-S
¢ Instagram *UpFd fi @ EE P A FhI BER X o 0=.92 chetter,
g Feinstein
0l RAPEE S AP EFET R PR AEAELL Rk iy
(bl4evBit f & B8 F ~ 3k P 3]k AL ~ b g 3 é?aﬁe
PRATE )2 =B P BFZH G L RS R Dienlin,
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' ’ Reinecke
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PP HEAEM SIS (R

3. FEpFE O APFZEEHPALFRE[F 2§ A
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AR A AR LA L oF LT W G

4 (L4 9): Mean=3.29 - SD=.49 > Cronbach’s alpha=.75- # ¢ I %

‘m\H
Py

>qL

DS R R R A Ao Sk A e B A A ¢ 2 F v i (Mean=4.11-SD=.68)

TS
b
<k
“‘_|
=
‘m\k\

TIF BN B A EE O UpE S o 2§ 3EF v s (Mean=2.38

SD=.89) i &% -

%09 B fhadE £ AEIE 2 f it 2t (N=482)

A * 3oik HEL
@ﬁi]ﬁ?”}“”ﬁﬁ o N EREFE R 3.90 .66
PRI ROUBEEUFELE A ERF TR 2.50 .90
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