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Abstract

This study focuses on the college student population as the main research object. Through a survey
questionnaire, it examines the current situation of the use of internet slang by college students, in-
cluding their level of understanding, frequency of use, usage occasions, and their target objects. It
also examines the cognitive situation and basic views of college students on the use of internet slang.
Further, it explores the differences in genders, majors, and grades among different dimensions
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through data analysis and analyzes the reasons for these differences. According to survey data and
analysis, college students have a relatively high level of acceptance and use of internet slang, and
their specific use is mainly through online communication with peers. There are various ways for
college students to get to know about internet slang, but there are significant differences in the ex-
posure pathways between genders. Most college students hold a supportive attitude towards inter-
net slang, but at the same time, they also recognize the negative impact on language norms. College
students from different majors may be influenced by their professional backgrounds and have dif-
ferent opinions on the measures to be taken regarding internet slang. There is no significant differ-
ence in other aspects among college students of different grades, except for a significant difference
in their understanding of internet slang.
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Table 1. Basic information of the survey sample
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Table 2. The level of understanding of internet-related expressions
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Table 3. The usage of internet-related expressions
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Table 4. Ways of exposure to internet-related expressions
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Table 5. Basic measures to be taken
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Table 6. The potential impact of using internet-related expressions
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Table 7. The variance analysis
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