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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of college students’ personality traits on network cluster behav-
ior intention, as well as the mediating role of interpersonal relationship and moderating role of
prosocial values. Methods: This paper takes college students as the research subject and conducts
a questionnaire survey on 1110 college students from 14 provinces and cities across China to ex-
plore the influence of college students’ big five personality, reality-based interpersonal relation-
ships, internet-based interpersonal relationships and prosocial values on network cluster behav-
ioral intention. The results show that: 1) College students’ conscientiousness, extroversion and
agreeableness positively predict network cluster behavior intention. 2) College students’ reality-
based interpersonal and internet-based interpersonal relationships mediate the influence of per-
sonality to network cluster behavioral intentions. 3) Personality also acts on college students’ net-
work cluster behavioral intention through the mediating chain of reality-based interpersonal rela-
tionships and internet-based interpersonal relationships. 4) College students’ prosocial values mod-
erate the influence of internet-based interpersonal relationships on network cluster behavioral in-
tention. Specifically, prosocial values weaken the influence of internet-based interpersonal rela-
tionships on college students’ network cluster behavioral intention.
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1. 5|

M%Lﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ,aﬁ%mﬁAM@%@%mZ%%LEw TR SR EERAE, MKER
BT — R SR N REETEAS (A%, 2021)0 B T I 28 PRd A R B PR K 228, BT v 1 DA 28 SR 4
T RRILTE L Mﬁﬁﬂmﬁ* ﬂwﬂ%%ﬁwﬁwﬁzm& S EWBERE I — @ BEN, M
SR R of I — 3 ] e BRI, 7 PPN 8% B 355 H 352 D) 26 2 37 52 T D B 1 8% 0 3 e N 48 R B AT I (U
Uﬂﬁ,mwﬁH%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%hw%Kiﬂiﬁﬁimﬁ%mbﬁﬁ%ZML%N,mwyﬁﬁ
S AR 7 A AR
HAFIRINA, MRS FI0NEEERERT G B &5 SRR AR SR FR A4 56 (Buss, 1987),
1E IS T AT N S A%%ﬁ%%m%MmMmeme&un@lmmoIﬁ,A%%ﬁ
T P A AR REAT D9 R IR B B B PR 3R (2755, 2012), NSRRI AT Dy W 2% SR A AT D 355 17 ) B 0000 PR
(T, 2015). 4k, $REBFFFMEBE 1 AMEERTRE T R 22 A I 4 SR BEA T N A
AR T A2 G0 50 K 25 2 IR R AR B AT R M BIWe 2 RHOGHRF TR 3R B, 1R @ A M /KPR I N 25
SirE RIS N Rk RN (R FESE, 2020; FPE%%, 2019), 4R2AAERI6 3B S N BRo< &R SR s 28 i 9
W, 2 REIARIER G IAFR, B INTE R4 R I 4 1R, AT B = T S B REAT R ] R
W (F 55, 2020)0 Aha ARt AR B N 2 A E 2 5 W 25 415835 3l (Liu & Campbell, 2017), i
WL AL AS BRI BE A BRilith . RBIMESERAE, RS AT 2 N BroC R b FoRIEBEHE . Rik
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AFEG RS AR 7 24, 380 1 M 2g SEREAT R 1l R U o P L,  AAEAREJo m] i 52 0 N\ Bk
RN R TEAT AR A, W HT SRR 2. AR SE I N B 0% 2R (IS N B ok J A 26 N\ Bm 5K 2R) R Hh A
XoF X2 SETEA T N ) = AR B T

PRI P28 N Broe RGBS NPRR R — IR, W% AP RSB ARk R BEER . HER
e PR A 56 0% R B EOA R R Cal 3], 170, 2014)0 4R 2 AEIIEE N R OG ZR A7 A8 N H 2 1) I 2% 215 ) 5 3R A7 Jkils
JE OB T LR, 2% N R 6 R ARG RS 38 T, X 48 SR B AT S 7 ) ) SR AL R 398 v (V7 744, 2017) B
PE AR B 3+ A I I IS N B 28R ) 68 s 0% 2R P b A1 P GE I 88 SR TR AT g i 1) 7 A R T

NBRK R WA BB BT A Bh T T MR SRR R W S S BT R I I “ /e, (HiX — RS
ZERME P TATIE ? ARIEAES RAHIS, M EWESAMER MR K ERRGZ —. F4 R,
236, PR K. ANESEsEA S MW M N RIUH 6 AARAE R G, I A N SR 24T
J7KF(Schwartz, 2007; fif4:%, 2021), EALATNR4ERE AR RANE R E EAT A(MELS, 2024). [
I, SEASMEW S NFRRR BT N AMFEM R R, IR AR & 4. At MENK P
VAT X285 N B 20068 I 248 BE T AT N R 1) PR RS o

gr bR, i A A I RE U AR AR R (LI 1), A BT IS N B Ok R AN 2% A bR o6 RALE
A5 WS BEEAT i 1) B ) A F DL B CE A S B TR, B AEIR AN AT R 5 A W A S TEAT
N R 2, X BRARAI TR KA R SRR TN it e BA EE PR L.

%
EEINETS R AR R %
i
&
="\
A L AT 7 R

Figure 1. Model hypothesis graph
B 1. 2RREE

2. 5k
2.1. FARIIR

SRHABEREAIRE, DUBEZON BN W1db. HREE 14 NE TR AE AT M R A . L3 1) 4
1110 13, HEIERAE 993 4y, MIEH RE N 89.46%. HA 54 391 A (39.4%), %’ 602 A (60.6%);
LR 60 N(6.0%), AR 856 A(86.2%), fifit’E 77 A (7.8%).
22. fIRIR

SEFRE LRI b UM S, A5 29 MEH, BAKTE ABET . AL R. M
HANBRK R BN ERAMSERAT IER 5 NMER, BRAM L “EHAFRZE” 86 “IEHFER”
6 Aoy 2 E o A AR R A AR R, IS A BR oG RRIR P 48 A PRk R H . R4t
SMMEMK T BT T R 1 R
2.2.1. N1gla)%E

SH A (2013) R EER F E B 10 TH K L AKE &R (TIPI-C), % H A5 AU M B 347 71817,
HHINT =AEH, £ BATH, SRt 2 8. Rk 3 . btk 2 8. ' 3 EAIE 4T
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EME 3 B, %4351 Cronbach’s a %05 0.50. 0.53. 0.70. 0.53. 0.66, ¥{hkZ% K 0.76, BT iZ%E
RKHNEE, (SELE 0.5 UL LR HAZ 0B (4418, 2013).

2.2.2. MEABRXRIO)E
S 5 (1996) NBrk R SEW R B A RIS ABrX 21 3N H, A3 “Edlsct 2, B
fESMEE R, RESEAIMSHE" 2, AR HBse AR R SR RECN 0.75,

2.2.3. MEABRXRIDE

2% JEIG 4 A W Ufr (2006) i 78 FP A 28 ABRIC R 3 NIH , 6 HE AT edm . AHF 50 H X258 5%
Z AW R 2511 Cronbach’s a %14 0.78.
2.2.4. FHSMEMNEE

%% Schwartz (1992)%mH| I EL 4 6 HH A R 2 M EW R 4 ANTH, B3 “HIANAFIESUR
B &, AW FSEA SN E A 45 ) Cronbach’s o &% 0.82.
2.25. MEERITAERIEE

S B N (2013) W 72 A SR R AR FEAT N A1 1K) 6 NI H , B “ IR R AE 48 i B I 4 A R
7 2, ASHIF S A IR 28 SEREAT N R] W 2 Y Cronbach’s o %M 0.84.
2.3. BB E

1 FH SPSS 26.0 X Hdf AT IR YEGE it S A< 4T, 73 F AMOS 28.0 34T FR A 008 AT 5 RS G 566 o
3. &R
3.1. XFEAFERERE

T A 2 e 5 2R H B iR 3 A, A L E ik m 2, RIE 40 &, #58H R mh
S EEfE e AR 3. SR Harman FLIE FoRAG IO L R 5 1R W 2, R BE i IR 2 1 R 7 20 A 45 B HR Bk
FEARRT 1R F3 8 A, KT 7 ZRR %A 17.09%, /NT 40%H1IE Fbrite, AW 98 A FELE ™ 5 1)
R EMmZEE S, BarsE, 2004).
3.2. iR MG REX S

BARRPHRIEG T USRI R 1 Fos. btk BUSABRK R RIZ ABRR R MR
OB M Z8 SR REAT N RG2S RE T S MBI AT R AR B2 .

3.3. APTAER P MERETE
3.3.1. EHEMMKRE

NAEHE 5 KA N BT AR R M B E AR IS MR 2 1 a), shmtk. RetaE A
PEFS AR BT BB 1E 1) TR K 2 AR O P 248 SEREAT N 7 (B = 0.18~0.36, p < 0.05), FF Ut i 45 Fa e 1 A
R N RE TN A 2 A ) X % S R AT 7 F) (B = 0.18 A1 0.12, p > 0.05). WFFUABR X 1 #0450k .

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of each variable

=1 STERERM G RAXMEST

M £ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1) JFiscrt 4.16+0.88 1
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2) Rtk 3.83+083 021" 1
3) HhitE 351+115 019”7  0.10” 1
4) "M 432+076 022 054" 009" 1
5) fd ket 363+092 019" 049" 014  0.65” 1
6) BT ABRK R 339+090 -0.19" -025" -0.34"™ -0.37" -042" 1
DRCEINSSS 329+1.05 -013" -0.17" -0.16" 0227 024" 0427 1
8) AL EW 528+074 015~  0.09" 008 028 0.01 -0.06 -0.08" 1
9) MLSERT RN 3.26+1.13 0.04 -0.02  0.08 0.01 -0.06" 012" 024 011" 1

7E: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, “p<0.001, FrEEMELAMWO NE, THE.

3.32. RHAHMKE

AR T AL AT 5245 (2014) 32 tH K A USRS 3R TV, SR B ) 7 R A ARG 36 R 27 A R IR S N B ok
FHP 2 NBRRRAENE 5 M AETFAT R 2 (A B /e /EH], Bootstrap 95% ) B A5 X [A] A& 0 £ H
A RN 2

KB B S N ROk SR AE A% 5 AR TEAT R 1m) Z IRV oA R 25 SRR W (42 2 v b), T Ay
JR IS RE 2 7 ] TN B S A PR R IR (B = —0.78~-0.42, p < 0.0001), 1H A A al P A1 B PE A4 5 (1)
KA IS N B O R AFAE R HE RE % 1 [ 0000 D 268 SR AT SN & W) (B = 0.29~0.36, p < 0.05) . {2 #r 1E[1) Boot-
strap f g B, IS N BRIC R LS ) PEAN B NP AR AR 0T 5 X 2% SRR AT i o) (A B e /e RS SR 2%, v
RSB 73 590 A—0.12 F1-0.28. X HI AR [l VA1 B A AR5 0T BERE XS X 28 SRR AT i ) 7 A B R
I Re R IS N BRI FR BT s P AR RO o Rr 6 W 4% N Bm 55 SR AE M 5 M 48 R R AT 1) 2 [A]
HAER I SE RFEI(HAE 2 c), Ahmith B NG 6 R P =i A AR AR5 e IE ) F0000 [0 28 N\ B 56 2
(B=0.13~0.27, p < 0.05), M \FroC R BN IE 7] 0 X 2% SEEAT A M (B = 0.23~0.25, p < 0.05) . i %= Hr
1E) Bootstrap f 4 & B, W2% NBRICRIESMaIME . B AMERIIG 2882 e I A KSRGS I 28 SR AT A R R 2
[ A BRI 2, TP AR 43 79 0.034 0.07 A1 0.05, IX R B M) A BN 1 NSRRI AN BE X )
CRARRHAT Sy ) P AE LR, IR RE AL W 2% N BRI R BUEE 2 A A PP AR e, T 4 AR I AN R
JRAN eI I W 2% N B e & 0 58 4 rp AR TP 2B . BF TR e 2 R 3 ASHIE
Table 2. Mediation effect Bootstrap test
%2 2. PR Bootstrap 058

w28 VR ER
AT — P 5 AR AT R ) 0.18 0.12 -0.03 0.46
O FF M-I AR K R M 2 R AT N -0.06 0.05 -0.19 0.02
CTT TR — I 2% N R % R — W 45 SR BFAT AR ) 0.00 0.03 -0.05 0.06
AR B W E AR AT N ) 0.18 0.09 0.00 0.34
RIS ABR R R E LT N R -0.08 0.06 -0.21 0.02
¢RI NBRR R MG ERAT AR R 0.00 0.03 -0.04 0.06
A ) P — P 2% SR AT R ) 0.32 0.08 0.20 0.52
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O Ah ) P — I 52 N BR IR R — W 2 SR T AT R ) -0.12 0.06 -0.26 -0.03
C A P — R 2% N R o8 R — W 48 SR AT AR ) 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.09
S H N W Z AR AT N ) 0.36 0.21 0.04 0.86
EUN BT YNIS TSN EEE S TRy =] -0.28 0.18 -0.72 —0.04
¢ NS NBRR R MG ERAT AR R 0.07 0.05 0.01 0.22
AR E N MR ERT A E N 0.12 0.10 -0.08 0.30
PG R EME I AR R — PSS EETEAT AR A -0.12 0.10 -0.33 0.05
it E ME— M 2% N BRE R M EETEHAT N A 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.16

VE: TR FE R Bootstrap 95% 1) B E X B ARG 0, .

3.3.3. #X PR

LS N B o R AN 48 N bR K R TE A5 I 4 SE AT s 1l 2 (Rl s AR FH (L3R )R B 2 SR 3R
WY, b AR 5T 25 i Sl 3 ) T3 S\ B Ok R N (B = —0.78~-0.42, p < 0.001), sk ABRoC R AL &
& 1E 0 P 48 ARk 2 (B = 0.67~0.84, p < 0.001), 44 A5 Z IR 1t SCRE IF [ 90 99 4 B2 B AT N 11 (B
=0.23~0.29,p<0.05). {74 1L Bootstrap fda R W], HEaUh RN B2, X TR AR5 34 RE
Tk A BE R R 2% SEREAT R A P AR, B SRR 3 ARIE

Table 3. Chain mediation effect Bootstrap test

5% 3. R/ Bootstrap #48

Boot Boot CI Boot CI

MBHE  poein R bW

FFE B SE N BRI R— P28 N BRIE R — MR T N R -0.08 0.03 -0.17 -0.03
Rt ANFRK R— M4 N FRok R— P EEREAT N IA -0.10 0.04 -0.19 -0.04
AR P BISE N BRI R— P28 N BRE R — 4 AT N S -0.07 0.03 -0.15 -0.02
H AL AR K R NBRIER— MR T NS -0.16 0.08 -0.34 -0.04
T e E— IS N BRok R— 25 N Rk R — MG LT N = W -0.12 0.06 -0.26 -0.03

3.3.4. FTHRHL

AR I S BN (2005) TR T RN A SRR Y, AR o i 2 B AR P 48 N B 56 R AN R 48 SR AT N
[ Z (B AT REAEAE RO . 13k 4 ATon, W26 NP 2R 45 2R AR 2 BV ARS8 LIRS I 2% R AT D R )
(K% 42 RO (B =-0.19, p< 0.01), RYIEH WM EMAL R 28 N Brok -5 R 2% SEREAT R A 2 IR & 1 19
fEM.

BE— DRI TR IILE 2), SRAL S EIKPFEARR R 24, 2% BRI RIS AEREAT N
B EARENIERFIEHE@ = 045, p < 0.01); SRASMEIK B KR EE, MNP R BR
xR 28 R HEAT R B IR AR (B = 045, p < 0.05), (HETMMEED, RUIEHE MRS
BT HIFR T, R N PR 5% 2800 I 48 S AEAT 0 1) RO IO 1 ) 22 ek 35 a3

N T DA SR B I A B A RN S5 R I, A SRAL 2 U E L A BN e
ARUEZEAVE N o HARHE, 5 R (+1SD). AR(-1SD) 4, 3B A VT e A4 FH (20N AH 5 Bootstrap &
fEX18]. [FIHRYE Edwards Al Lambert (2007)4& H i 22 7 70 B, i BB 35 A2 BEAEAS R BUE 00 T o
IR R RN 22 S A 7R R 2, SRAE A RO T 52 B 7T (R 5 T, R, 2015),
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Table 4. The moderating role of prosocial values
F 4. FHLSNERBETSER

[R5 & HARE B SE t
ZEINT T 0.09 0.06 1.59
WX 2% AEREAT N ) SEAE S EM 0.27 0.04 7.41™
M NFRRKR x EFESNEM -0.19 0.06 -3.04*
0.6
0.4
=
w02
,R
=
j& 0
#®
ﬁ -0.2
B
-0.4
—— R SHEN
-0.6

HZEINTT S

ol FSEARSMEN
EREAEXE T °

Figure 2. Graph of the moderating role of prosocial values

E 2. FHMERATSIERE

KOG AL S (BRIP4 N BR 0% 2 5 N 28 BEREAT N [ AR5 45 T I 45 RO (AR 5), o Tofttes
MBI KPR IR A, 2% NBR SR R AE A AT BN AR 5T 55 I 28 BT 3 v 2 T £ A
A&, WTRESMENACTRIRZEE, Mg ABRR RS AN BAEAE 288 0E P A4S S
W SEREAT AR Z B P AR B . TAh e B AERIE RS E M AR, KPRt & i
AEW AR A 2SR 5 KPR AE S B R RONAELAFAE 28 22 5 o I B o R AE ARSI 5 X 4%
SRHEAT R A Z 1] B R A S 23 32 2 S (AT i AR R 1R 15

Table 5. Simple mediated effect test with moderation

=5 BETHE RPN

NI — P2 N BRI R — 4 S REAT R )

[ERCES N Boot Boot CI Boot CI
MR e TR M
M +1SD 0.03 0.02 -0.00 0.09
M - 1SD 0.06 0.03 0.01 0.15
BURIAR 1 72 ¢ (S T 1) -0.03 0.01 -0.06 -0.00
M + 1SD 0.06 0.05 -0.00 0.21
M - 1SD 0.12 0.08 0.01 0.36
RUSIAR (22 7 (BN AE) -0.06 0.03 -0.15 -0.00
M + 1SD 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.18
M - 1SD 0.10 0.06 0.03 0.27
RSB ) 22 S (I R e 1) -0.05 0.02 -0.11 -0.00
i SD AW AR — M2, TR
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Krie “ NAg— DL N FRoR R — P2 N PRk R — SR AT AR 7 I — B A B A2 i - B il 1o
RO S SR AL 6), X TRk M EMK T w2 A4, S A AR BRI 28858 1 A%
R 5 M EEREAT N E R Z B AR, W TRt S M EACHRITR g, R AT e R
FIPE L EANPERIGZERE ME ARSI I 5 MR SR AAT MR 2 1A 2 . ANFRAR S EACE T I 2k
AE 72 BRI A R AR, T IRRUE . Roeth. B AMERMEZAREvE AR BT, KPR At i (E
I BE A A RONAE - 5 R AT 2 A S B 0 B b A RSB A7 A 0 2 2 0 B s AR AR 20 32 K22
PRAL SO E AT R A1

Table 6. Moderated chain mediation effect test

%= 6. BTSN P AR

AT N BRI T — I 4 ARk R— W 28 ST R )

[ERCES N Boot Boot ClI Boot CI

RpiH b i T M

M + 1SD -0.08 0.04 -0.19 -0.01

M - 1SD -0.15 0.08 -0.30 -0.07

RSB 48 5B 1 2 7 OF ) -0.07 0.03 0.01 0.11
M + 1SD -0.07 0.04 -0.18 -0.01

M - 1SD -0.14 0.06 -0.29 -0.06

RUSLAH 2 E ) 22 7 (R BT bE) -0.07 0.03 0.00 0.11
M + 1SD -0.14 0.09 -0.34 0.02

M - 1SD -0.30 0.11 -0.60 -0.13

SRS 2 0B IR 2 S (R TE) -0.16 0.06 0.01 0.24
M + 1SD -0.11 0.07 -0.28 0.02

M - 1SD -0.23 0.09 -0.46 -0.10

RSB A 0B I 22 e (T 48 e e 1) -0.12 0.04 0.01 0.18

4, 71ig
4.1. AR MEERITARNRE

PP NS T RE S 2 1 1a) FIUIN K 2 26 1) W 2 SR AT = im), X —WF e R 5 UAE BB 0 R AR AT -
AN 2 T 22 I A EL BRI 4% B T N 48 35 30 R (Kraut et al., 2002; Gosling et al., 2011), RattEAIE
N PERE 235 TR 1) TR 22 2 B W 28 SR AT A ), 3K — RIS DT I 78 285 R A — 20 uﬁﬁﬁﬁm,

TR E N S AR AT N R E UG, HRSTVERENS 35 0 M TRINAS 2 A7 () e 55, 2022). 1X

bﬁlﬁakﬁﬁﬁmﬁA%%ﬁEﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁMMnI%m,mmyﬁ%iﬂﬁ&ﬁmA¥E
SRR, TR BN 25 52 4 0 ) 2 5 8 W 2 SR REAT

4.2. ABRXZRHHMER

HA RN AT R, A A B A AR AR ST DL R B SR 268 N B 5% AR 1K) PR A4 R I K 2 2R
MH%%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ-F%ﬁ AR 5T LU L 9 26 N B 28 B8 v A FH S MK S A 1 X 2% SR AT
NRI, R Ra RS UAE W TR T o A PR B AP AR A AR S 25 5 B PR ok R IR
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(BEIR5%, 20185 F455%, 2023), ABRoC &R PR SR 3 1E [ Tl 0 28 2247 (5K A2, Sxhlihl, 2021).
FLAT A i P R BN P AR I PR B 25 5 R S S I 8 N B o R (TR R 55, 2009), 1 11285 A B 6 2 A0 8
N5 W2 AmZAT Am AR (R, R0k, 2006).

B RS TR I, NAS AR T RT LAd i B 52 N bR 2 R 265 N 5 O 28 2 R P v A s e K A
(28 SEREAT N ] o AR« RAMEAR UL (i S0k, PRALIE, 2008) AR, WRE% A8 £ AT DA 2 A4
TEDLSE A AR 2 10 N B A8 A T B2, AR Pt 2 B2 By M DA (R AT I 72 A X 4 R (P 2255, 2014)
ARWFFURAE TIX—2510,  RIAKE A0 BE 5 m) SO S A BR o6 RN, IS N B 0% 22 AR 1 1) Tl ) 2 A
B R A, I 28 N DG 22 M6 SR 885 1 [ FUI R 2 A P X 8 B TREA T O R ) o 3K ] A DR A R 2 2R B i
BRI R AFAE PR B 2 A v it 0 28 SRR (22 0GR 2, 2016), FRHNILSZAE I8 P Ak S B, T xot
W2 NBr oG R P= A,  JFiE— 0 5l RN BEREAT N .

RAEABRK R, AKEETE NPT ORI R, ARG A 5 a2 — R S R A F R E N
BrAs HAE R, ARERLEE ARG R B MG (VFHE, 2009). APRK RN 5 A4 MKERT AR Z
FALE -+ EEEA. Bk, ERERH AN E SR AR R #Em ABRCERBRE, R
HEPLSE N BROC R IE R AR S s ST NBRCR IR, g5 SR A @ BRI I 2 NBRacf, g o fid e
(2 NBRAH TG (AR AESS, 2022) K2 A EAE NBRACAE P B O AMESS 2L, G R A K,
AR REEC.

43, FEHLMENRASER

VTR T3 A R B, PR N B R Z 0 K 2 I S SRR AT D R 17 B RS 52 B4 S I EDW A TR, A
28 NB ok 200 2R Ak 2 B KPR AR 22 A B 28 SRR AT DR R IR RE M BE K. 3R — R L5 1 2 it Se A
7, EERBAKRI, RAESIMER ST AE DI, SRS M E AR TEA AT REM AR T
A E AT A GRS, 2022; W/kif, 2 fHi, 2023). A W% N BRICRAMUR UK R 224, SRtte
MEM ML RAR B 2S5 MET A, WRIAE SRS MMEN, atReE LENIERE R
NBRRER, RS E5MEERAT NN . 28R )57R, IR EREE, =TRSO 2 T
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