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Abstract

In order to compile the undergraduates’ mobile phone dependence tendency questionnaire and
test its reliability and validity, this study compiled the questions through literature review and
data analysis. 798 undergraduates using mobile phones were selected for the exploratory factor
analysis (n = 232) and confirmatory factor analysis (n = 566). From the results of the exploratory
factor analysis, six factors are obtained: life dependence, interpersonal dependence, emotional
comfort, compulsive behavior, withdrawal symptoms and ergonomics. The load of each factor is
between 0.42 - 0.78, and the cumulative variance contribution rate is 51.51%. Confirmatory factor
analysis, clone Bach «a coefficient and test-retest reliability results show that the mobile phone
dependence trend questionnaire consisting of 34 items has a good reliability and validity, and it
can be used as a preliminary measurement tool for large-area evaluation and related research.
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7984 FHLNFER K LAEHATHN, NEFRHTHRREEERR 2T (n = 232)MBIEHEFE R 547 (n
=566). NEREFR T4 RIKBEFRB . NFREB. BRBIER . BTN BRI T &
6NHEEK. BERAFE042~0.78 27, BRIt ETMREAN51.51%. KIEHFRRI. TTEEHaRH
FEREBE SRR Y B34 EIRA B FHUKI B F8 BA B B BB, TR KHE AR PEA
FRBIARFIPUETE.
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1. 5|8

B _EA AR I N BB AR LAKR, 203 20 RERE, HEM BRI E £ HL IS 1040
. BEETFHE N AN TIREAE R HBEM &8s, DN T ATHF AETFREARRE. PR
BT MAAE TR K2 NFERE FRIKE — 15 5T FHURBIAS, W bl /i il i i s — 1
FHRDIFHLOL S & HH, 2013); FIN FHHRA NG RAE: 1B FHUHT % 0, ST AEE
o TR 6% T ST LA AT R, D ST R ot PR A B R 3 P [ ) o

FHIEL N IE 5 RARAERI A R, FEHUAE 51 I 07 T R0 AR R 5] e e 2 P v FEE AR LS
2012). FHUHA U H 2 FEON R JE R SRR EIrTHLS 20 Bo 2 PR A 25 10933 3 1 (Hiscock,
2004; Selwyn, 2003); FEJFZE I FH F-HLHT B 1 22 R ORH @ 42 K & AE %8 (Pennay, 2006; Walsh, White, Hyde,
& Watson, 2008). FHUKMEH, 2 SEFHUEHE OB TIREZH0, ™ FH A 2 H LT R
O SkF BT B IR R SRR R BL(LTE & 2R, 2013). KBRS FHLIE 2 50 K K
B, FBUERAARES, TENSFEE DEM)LE A KBRS, SRR AT RS A
JH)HEF1(Walsh & White, 2007)e ATXFFHLHEHIE RO T 01412 2008) KT EF AR, X4
KFAE R A CB1d w FHUT, H 40% M NS BEBEURAE I, A 37% NS REIGIER 2, — @ Bk,

KA EIR A R0, FHURA U230 T N AMEE B2 000 AN 78 2 50 15 % oA T
NI R BV R VP F AU A S AT R, IR S58— R  BOREAT A, FRAVEFHLIK i (Mobile Phone
Dependency; Park, 2005; Shnchez. Martinez, M. & Oterp, A. 2009). FHUKEAT NHIALE AT NRE, FE
VT FEA BREAT N EIAZ ORRE, ik b B R H] . A, M2 tE . mRWEREIR . k02 AR Rk 5%
Rtk (Griffith, 1995). FEENA, IR ANQOIDA “FHUKME” A “ FPHEIRE” KILENIETFHL “48
Z87 BOBUR o 55 SRR S AE(2005) K AU € —FPpihe, MR BERIE A T, 2Bl AR R ak
DI EIAE R . 2010 A AFHUKEA 5l T Mo, &R F N IELeRe IR E N, 5308 3 % FAL A
MR EIURIPRE, XSRS SMFMHE R L2 IIRE, i #0506, EEE2009)
BT E SO —FpBidkRas, BRI 25 FHLRE AT AR I R4, SEOLIZ AL ThaE i &
AR, AEWRZGEE . ARG, W TFIRGR X TR R, XSO, 222,
TCARFIARVE = A SRR AT N, ATRIU LA B B JEBE I 2, {5 5 Bl 25 o W ) 2 v IR £ FEURK,
HL 15 A2 Y BT A THT A I 56
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T T &R 2 A R A2, [ P A b o 250 F 2540 R 5 th Rl vy, B - L ARl &= T
L2 T 78 A ORER N o KR 2 2 Bianchi 25(2005) B S5 $2 H ) @ F- M1 48 F (Problem Mobile Phone
Use), I HAKIEAT AR miwt 7o Bbnt, el Fud. shmte. s, B 55 i @F L B oCEk,
For g i) AL OB O B0RAS o AT BIE AT S T el AL AT i e 5imr, IF H@ESE A8 — 1
FAHL A R4 ] & 22 (Mobile Phone Problem Usage Scale, MPPUS), iZm R 27 AMEH, M EABEIR.
M52 e EREAT . WSRAEA, DR E FH AL 2 FREE ARG G457 7™ A 16 A7 52 o
74b, Billieux, Van Der Linden Al Rochat (2008)4wi] 1 (@ EFHLEH] FE) (PUMPQ), MIENEE
BAFEEE AT A SaRS A R AR R . B ST G, AR TR (2008) K FHLIKUE 1 2
AT RRTE” » DAT RS2 AT BT A DRI A B I B 4 ANEFE St 1 RS2 A8 F ALK iR 45 )
(mobile phone dependence scale). AEHESF(2012)E %5 M 28 B O FIR RIS, MORITIEIR . SEEAT N, #
LA 4 DMEFEGath] T CRFAEFHLUBEM M [ 45)  (mobile phone addiction tendency scale).
FRIT S ] P38 3 SR FH B G 25 (201 2) G 1) R K 2 2 AL BRI 26 R 42 155 (2008 ) 4 il (K TP WL 17 25
Ho Gy ) 2 00 T L s o B AN AN E R B

Salehan 5 A\ (2013)BF 5t K AL AZ DhRe e im 7 AT A ARRRR FE o ST 52 e LA P R 25 v
RESEZ J7 I, AR E M DIRE, WB R, MWK, AEIEHEARTR, AR, #ATae T
FHURAE,  RHA 26 ZE NS RAR I A BE V)N B S FHUO . [ P9 i 1) 45 2 2236 BT AL B2 A H e
SRR TH AR s e A BEVEARORURER,  (EAEZE BE R BE AN T WL S R O A Bl R ke ARBHF FLEE XS AR W 9T
TN BRI, GINAETEEEAT R, GERME. ANBRKEL. DhRCT BEAS4ERE, 24 7 TR
FHLES, FHEY) . FHERBO RS H ST AR 2 AR AL IR, AL
AR DR AT i TR AR AL B AT TR 2R A

AT FCAE T AW FE LAl X TR IUIR B 708 PR AT R AW 7L, [RIR g — 20 R SEuE i, MR
A1 FE VI DR FEAS [ D Bt T HURRRE B 2, il — 01 & AR AT I UK R & . A
Wit e 1 AU AR S M AU IR (42, 5838 1 BT HILASE B R 3 o X5 AR W LAt 52 i) ) e
F, NFEIERS . AN E O TV RS 7 TR . A S A SR B R SRS, T A
FE RN SR T T LA T 4 A 330 Ll 40 S B FE Al

2. 5%
2.1. W&

A FER ) 1 AN AR R ] A 45 A AT 7 2, I BCR FH I el 4507 5K, LR R 232
By, TARIE, AR 100%;: ERGEH BRI A, @By MW 2 FrmR R A gk
AR 1), IF R AR e 3, SER 586 M inl 4, 19 EIA R 566 4y, A RRILE 96.59%.
AR LA 1.

2.2. [8)& 4]

2.2.1. IBipHia

AW AL LA 5 IR 5 T FHURI A S SR R b, BN FHURBR I BAT N, W,
AR ARBR SR = A7 T S ST B e FHURHR I 5 AT MR BN 2 A7 T, BRSSO . T ARt
AT DA S N ARG DU AN G s TS0 R 2% AR X AN, AR 4 4 A 5 e B 2 A BILTE 6T 2 > T4
TIPS, BISBUCTAURN M. dhAh, MBS HE R R Rk DL ATy = AN . S
SERIBERLUNIE 1 TR
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Table 1. Demographic distribution of the subjects (n = 798)
=1 WAL ES B0 ="798)

UNEE'5+ B s (%) UNEE S5y eS| s (%)
5 238 29.82 AR Ay 497 62.28
531
RS 560 70.18 Ll T 280 35.09
*— 278 34.84 LSS 21 2.63
*= 371 46.49 £ 348 43.61
FER AT &
*K= 121 15.16 & 450 56.39
N 28 351 =53 208 26.07
ekt 214 26.82 FRER L e 576 72.18
FKBEFTTEHL S 178 22.31 EHFRE 14 1.75
IR 405 50.75 B 584 73.18
R
10 JFUAR 390 48.87 WEH 214 26.82
10~20 i 282 35.34 0~599 21 2.63
20~40 J5 83 10.40 600~999 74 927
FREEWN 40~80 /5 22 276 1000~1699 206 25.81
FHUNAL
80~200 /i 15 1.88 1700~3399 262 32.83
200 LA E 5 0.62 3400~4399 62 777
4400 L) | 173 21.68
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- R R
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E}{L AR THT&
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Figure 1. Dimensions of mobile phone dependence questionnaire for undergraduates

B 1. REEFHME I GYE IR

2.2.2 Iﬁiﬁéﬁﬂﬂ]

FEF A RIS AR, V120 b F ORI v UG 1) 52 40 DNIH , 8 46 . MEA B H, ul:
FHL bR EAE L. WA RAEH 10, 32, t48), Wl: FHTFNAL IR OIEREEL. KM
Likert 5 S HIE A EHRmEE, N “EEAFE” B “SEE&/GE7 HHEEN 1~5 47, EE B 597718
CRREET B SRS BRREEAN S, 4, 3, 2, 1 4. MEBEASME, BRKFETFHARER
TR ™ 5,

2.3. GiitAE
F Excel AT B FAFE ., 2 SPSS22.0 #4THIAR S it Wi H 2 R M 72047 1
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ERUER . K Mplus7.0 HEAT B8 IENE RT3 #r
3. £ R
3.1. mMBa4r

FETINRT B, B SeXt 232 4y 8ttt AT I0H 734, R Bl 428 20 1 27% 05 27% HbR HEEAT w7 41,
SRJE XS P ALBEAT O AEAR T RS, ZRITERE.

3.2. WEKE

3.2.1. FRUEAF o

WA BRGS0 BEAT IR R AL 7 20 4, A ORUEASR R VLR 120 (e 471, & Je k4T Bartlett
ERIEALIG AT KMO K256, 45 7R, KMO 138454 0.828, Bartlett ERJEAT I 48 v 58 2673.974, p < 0.001,
Ui BE ARG A AT o0 M. SR HE— 20 R 32 503 3 IE A I A e ik SR IR 36 R A AR R . i iR
PR BB 8 NAIER, fERE T 51.73%738 5, BAIAS AEKT 1.5 ArAER MR 15 AN 4.
21, 27, t37. tll. t16. t43. t18. t41. t39. t25. t28. t38. t9. t19, I HLMSFMEME KT 1, 45ama
BISEELR T, FeZeAmi 6 MR, AR SR R B 51.51%, 1X 6 ANFEF20 il o] DLARRE S A 7 5
12.53%, 11.48%, 9.05%, 6.79%, 6.74%, 4.91% (W3 2).

IRAER R R R R, RTINS S 6 MERE, HLaE 34 NMEIEANRE 2).
BETHRTHAEMEHS L, ¥ 6 MR “EEKE” (Rl FHT A EREAR T ER
WAL, WM, fAbSRAE). LR (RTINS ST, BRSO IR IE e e
ARW) EESEE” @Rl A FYCRE R OB SR CRWTER (8 — B RIS F L
JE IR RS ) CRIEATN” (FRAERH TR AR A B B A S R R
1TR), LK “ANBRfEH”  (RUAFHUN R BEAE A, 55 KRG LR MW ERR).

3.2.2. WiEMREF o

IER S BIE I 566 1434 B8R, KM Mplus7.0 #HATIAETEE T 700, SHERWR T 2471 6
R F A MR 45 AT RY RS . 6 R BN ARTE A, TRCT RS, IEERE, MR, sRiafr yel k&
N B

HAeR 6 R F AT AR BE, MDA RS | MR RE AR 6 MR H#’
TENPIFAR DG . SR JE RV T I G, BB EFe B (M) RI R - #fir, % 6 BRIFARALEEAT T 5k 2240
KMMET, ERER, x*/df =250, CFI=0.85, TLI=0.84, RMSEA =0.05. HAIA RiF, A5G0
SR, AT DA N IR AR (S5 R 3

3.3. (EERIE

HFIGUEPE R R 2 G BB 7 10 36 DL R & 4E AT (S AR IS, S5 R R, MBS E o 5
FE ZHUN 0.896, B ABRMKHILASN, & PF A EAS BEAE 0.60 PL_E(LF 4), 1B AE FHUKHE )% B
H R LT O BRI B S 1 A A O R e 1

4. g

FHURB A2 DI R C SR ATREE LU 7 244 KR A G2, A I R ST SR R 1 [
I, AR A 2RO S AT . R, AR TE WA A R T FHURE. IR
2% A TEF 5, AR 440K 28 A (R, TR T A A FHURIIAR, o ALK i S A
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Table 2. Rotating component matrix of undergraduates’ mobile phone dependency questionnaire

® 2. REEFHIKBIE EHEE R 7R

o 1853

I

t31 0.71

24 0.71

123 0.65

t45 0.64

t34 0.63

t12 0.63

2 0.55

t4 0.52

t17 0.49

t44 0.48

t3 0.78

t14 0.75

t5 0.74

t30 0.66

t32 0.63

t6 0.59

t33 0.48

t1 0.42

120 0.76

t47 0.68

t8 0.67

t13 0.62

t10 0.61

142 0.53

122 0.62

129 0.58

t15 0.57

t35 0.49

48 0.49

t40 0.70

t46 0.62

126 0.60

t49 0.70

136 0.63

i 44 ERLE S TR IR TRTIEAR SRIEAT A N3

FHIEE 7.01 3.26 252 1.91 1.43 1.38
pije S 12.53% 11.48% 9.05% 6.79% 6.74% 491%

E: 1110, 132, 48 ARIATHIME. 2) mEAAE] 6 BFIL 34 K EFHUROBITA BIR & A, VERLBER.
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Table 3. Confirmatory factor analysis results of undergraduates’ mobile phone dependence tendency questionnaire (n = 566)

= 3. KEEFHRBEIEEEIEMEREF LR (0 = 566)

Ve df 7 /df CFI TLI RMSEA
1282.25 512 2.50 0.85 0.84 0.05

Table 4. Reliability analysis of undergraduates’ mobile phone dependency questionnaire

4. REEFIEKBIEEEESTTER

pSStEeS A S A TR 15 LR TR ITIE IR MRIBAT A NG
a 5% 0.896 0.839 0.764 0.671 0.729 0.641 0.494

WHFREAT AN 7S, FRERLIS BRI IR SR FEURIEA EIEXS KSR FHURBEVIREEAT 1, BI04
R T AR R K 2R T € R

4.1. [B]&SmH]

B, BATASCIRBUR T BO0E W& BRI S, RIRE S VTR GBI R, YD #E
BFEARG N EFORSRIE L, TATRA 7T ER ML S RI730 2% 7T RENNE TR, Wil
EIFHGR G R TR BOR . d WII, IESEHE ISR DI, @it R S REAT IR T, WA
P, XA IR T A, W T A . BEE BT IRUEVE R T pT, SRR OR SRR RIS
BT REF MG A, BERIS R,

[, A0 H ARG —E AR SR, 456 7 THUEHZE N OB TEsh . a5t m
XSS DL P HURHHH 25A7 9 AN AL S DU RESSE 5 I RE R, )36 T H S O A A, i
TR midhsE. W, BIERBOHIE B, 8 Rl Ak S IR S5 75 T, SR RGE R
PURI 7 AR 3R, HF SR 20052 G KN AN E L 70 A O UDIEIR . A PRt SIIBAT N ARSI, T
ROFFE. HREER .

e, WK Cronbach’s a FEUN 1045 % 4E LA 73 (A5 BEIEAT B 52, 45 RBWIE FK-T-#RIL £
RAFRIRRE, A ) B AT R AR E VAN 2 R v

4.2. TEEEIN

i, ASBF AR — SRR, it 2552 R PR AR A B . R U A (0 58 7T LA AE
PZ IR B S AT, SRR TE 2 HUREA HEAT R 3

FR, AR T RHURBUO T RAh S LS BRI R, e, EISUERd, K mas
A RV T R AE e R BRI T LS 2R IS b SR A A . R, REER LT KIR
+, RENZREE T, £WEER, KT RS OEEIS e A . BT, RN
ZHEBRATES, FBREEMBARSE AN, LRI RE 2 HNELT, TR FHE S
— (IR R R B, R AR A RO S 1 T LR -
5. &g

B, KA TR 4 0 25 0 R TR IR . BRI, BRIBAT . AR, TR .
WL 6 MR FoR, RS F UG %5 B RIFIOE A, B 6 HE WA A AT
WA R, B R SA F R 538 & 1 AR AE TR (I TR 5, KRR TR B
FIZEPER], TS A T4 Ll R R EERILIX = AR LR — R
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