Advances in Psychology ‘OE223E/E, 2019, 9(5), 807-813 Hans X
Published Online May 2019 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.95099

Relationship between College Students’
Mobile Phone Addiction and Learning
Motivation and Attitude

Xuefeng Gao, Fei Xie, Fangliang Yan, Jie Zhang
Qilu Institute of Technology, Jinan Shandong
Email: 276724765@qqg.com

Received: Apr. 23", 2019; accepted: May 9", 2019; published: May 16", 2019

Abstract

This study used college students’ mobile phone addiction scale, college students’ learning motiva-
tion scale and college students’ learning attitude scale as measurement tools, and took 600 college
students as test subjects to explore the relationship between college students’ mobile phone ad-
diction and their learning motivation and learning attitude. The results showed: 1) College stu-
dents’ mobile phone addiction tendency is at a good level; 2) College students’ mobile phone ad-
diction has a positive predictive effect on the exogenous motivation; 3) College students’ mobile
phone addiction has a negative predictive effect on the learning attitude; 4) College students’
learning motivation has a positive predictive effect on the learning attitude.

Keywords

Mobile Phone Addiction, Learning Motivation, Learning Attitude

REFEEFIRBSEIBN,. FITERNXRFR

A, M O, AFE, K A

FEM T, LR B
Email: 276724765@qqg.com

Weks H . 20194F4H23H; FHHEM: 20194F5H9H; KA HM: 20194F5H16H

HE
FHARARZEFIRBER. REEZIFVER. REEZITEERIEAWETR, 6004

NEGIMH: R, WEE, FU5, KA (2019). REFAETFHUNIE S ¥ BN, FABERR. OHEFARE, 9(5),
807-813. DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.95099


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.95099
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.95099
http://www.hanspub.org

e g

REAERIAN R, BARTAKRZEFHRBEZEIFIN. ZISEZRRRE. GREA: 1) K%
AFVRBHRALT REFKTE; 2) REEFHRRA I AESPRERTRUER; 3) REEFHBRI
FATERAEATRAEM; 4) REEZIFHINZEISERIERTAEM.

Xiia
FHERRE, F33H, ZATE

Copyright © 2019 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5]

ek, BEAE TR L5 BRI W R R, 2 B FHLE R E R &, Bk 2 AT
AT, EHRRFAX—BER, AP R R A AR R, 2SR RAR T 82, o A T AL
IR EOR ™ E, BRI T FIERIIS, HA01% . B ANPRSES SR T
M R R2 0 (Hadlington, 2015). [RII, 8RR R 22 14 238 46 007F KA FHLBCR T &, 555 F LA
RIMER T R EMSUERF T, EEAFN FHBRMM SR E . KEAEFHRBRIIZE. ke
USRI R 28 Al T K 2 AR AL ) A5 & AN o852, e, bRbt, B R4, 2017).

X FHURE IS, AR T ARRPEE. 5§55, FEESANQ005)IMA, FHRRER
S T3P DR B s AL 5 SO LANTE B b, AR BE B I — RIIANE | B JE o,
FAR A R (2010)FE ML IEA b, 3 — BTN AT R B TG AR Al FHLE B R
B =AY AT AT E DO TSR — & AN BB AE A A B AT A ke

B 7O LR R & 3k AT 5 e 2 Ak, [ A A 7T 3 3 T R N 038G BT LSO I R %5 Rl R 3%
HARVT U] LA 2 I F LSRRI S . L, /g 52 EQo1IRT T FHURIR Y e A LA B S Xt F
MURRE R SR, 4R R 2012)8R 1T T A F-HLIE M Boma 1 J5 R DA R s SR R T RE A, E 40201 1) %FAL
B RS e . M T H RS RmA [N 3R T 7 R4, R0 ARG IE A 2 204 I R AE FALRE
FERRVER] . BUAE, B NAMIEF#E Griffiths (2007)8R K8 B AL FHUBOREK)-OE 2047, A0 E RILA
HMBIYE . AL RS AR RHE S F AL A 5, & F ARG A A T R 28 (a0, /58, 2013;
TAHYE, 2012). Park (2005)f0F 73R B AN BRASAE S FHLSORAT NBA BRI G, AMAER ABR 2 H:3)
ML, Rt e A A FH AL

KRERJTUERF TR, KA 1 4% oReon] 2% 5] gl sumsgma (orr, 22 U4e, ik, ®&oe,
UL, 24500, 2007). ENEFETNLE . FREIEQ003)IFF RN, W% A 4F 5248 1 2 =) FAR Vs A
SRR, 2 FEEEES RSN . IR S . MEAMESE. & K, 57152006 7Ex ERHE R
AT G RN, RS AR ST R AR B TR S IR BEERR A [R] 2 o) B G R E AR T AR 4%
B . B R RETFALIhREA WY & DL A 3 BRI (1938 K, FEAILAS P R st B 22 M R B I 4%
BRI R (Takao et al., 2009), F, FHUEE AT 80 RS 2 S8 . 294 KA BN
FHRDU T AR BRI E R, Haf g SR E FERAFNL, JURTFIIK, X7 55
FEEFLIN T ) lat. (HA2, B PN G FALBRE A2 3] (A S FU IR b /b, e SERERFF 7S FIER N
WHoe, BEEARNRT FHURIE S %3l EAFERRR, Ht, AR EER TSRS 2
BRI SEZ KR,

ik

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.95099 808 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.95099
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R g

2. fARGE
2.1. #iR

K BEALARE (6 77 V258 B 600 44 KA BHTREI R, KB4 600 4y, UalE 2k 593 4, H
A2y 98.8% . BEARIIMI R LT 1.

Table 1. Subject composition (N = 593)
= 1. Wik RN = 593)

B B NEL Hort
5 301 51.8%

P 531
RS 292 49.2%
F*— 205 34.6%
ER K= 200 33.7%
K= 188 31.7%
AR 324 54.6%

HEEIK
R 269 45.4%
i 218 36.8%
FEEFT{E

LAt 375 63.2%

22. fiIRIE
2.2.1. REEFIRBEHEESR

KPP R AR GESE N Q012)E], MEERA 16 NMEH, HSIUANLERE, 75wk
SRS REBAT N AT OB, SR TR VP b, DA R 78 R W Z 8 R B B BME FERTUE
2.2.2. KEESZIFHER

ZE R I N Q006 BT ), EROIENAESINASNVESINHADN D ER, BiTENESR
I 30 MNIH, HA s 1. 16 BT, KAV ES b, DAL R E A ERE RIFHEE 58U%.
223. KEEEITEER

KIS RREMEILQ014) %), ZERIL 26 NEH, B8 5 ANGERE, 0 BUNFFEEBN
SRR, IR L. o) EEMEAIN ) AR . AR R RH BT bRE, S BoR S, A
SIASFE LY, 1F UMERI0E T TR R I 1% R B B IS B S 8
2.3. BuEAbE

B, 18 spss18.0 X REAFHUSRE M AR BLEAT IR TEGE T o dr, 2RJF, SRR M A [a]
VRGBT KA A T USRI S Sl 22 SIS FEZ 1B % R AT 70 #r

3. 458
3.1. KEEFHARBEN B ERTEE

i) SPSS BEHLIM T, FIREH, RPATFHRIRE KT 374, RPATFHURIRREER S
Lo B EAT oy R ST 2 PR

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.95099 809 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.95099

e g

Table 2. Description of mobile phone addiction among college students (N = 593)
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Table 3. The correlation coefficient between cell phone addiction and learning motivation in college students
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Table 5. Relationship between the dimensions of cell phone addiction and learning attitudes in college students
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Table 6. The regression analysis between cell phone addiction and learning attitudes in college students
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