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Abstract

With the advent of the intelligent age and the popularity of smart phones, network social com-
munication has become the main way for modern people to socialize. In this paper, question-
naires are distributed through the Internet to investigate and study the online social behaviors
and social relationships of the opposite sex of modern people. Questionnaire information recy-
cling is divided to “personal information”, “relationship status”, “social behavior” and the con-
cept of “social preferences”, the division of four dimensions. Models can be built to understand
the status and characteristics of modern social relationships, and analyze factors that affect he-
terosexual social relationships by using SPSS software, descriptive statistics, multiple corres-
pondence analysis methods, and neural network methods. Then, we come a conclusion give re-
levant conclusions and recommendations.
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Figure 1. Age distribution
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Figure 2. Relationship status
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Figure 3. The cross diagram of relationship status and time
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Figure 4. The cross diagram of relationship status and satisfaction
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Figure 5. The cross diagram of relationship satisfaction and love times
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Figure 6. The word-cloud distribution of relationship status
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Figure 7. The use of social App
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Figure 8. The choice of social approach
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Figure 9. The chat reply
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Figure 10. Ideal relationship state
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Figure 11. Ideal relationship attitude
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Figure 12. Comprehensive score of each trait
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Figure 13. Single reason
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Table 1. Model summary
1. RECR

A Cronbach’s Alpha
ST (RFIEE) 15 &= T ZEK%
1 0.604 2.012 0.335 33.529
2 0.528 1.786 0.298 29.764
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Flgure 14 The chart of variable discrimination
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Figure 15. The joint graph of analogy points
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Table 2. Model summary
F2 RELR

A Cronbach’s Alpha
ST (RFIEE) 15 &= T ZEK%
1 0.617 1.976 0.395 39.515
2 0.495 1.656 0.331 33.110
Bt 3.631 0.726
E 0.562° 1.816 0.363 36.313
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Figure 16. The chart of discrimination
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Figure 17. The joint graph of analogy points
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Table 3. Case handling summary
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Table 4. Neural network classification
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Table 5. Importance of independent variables
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Figure 18. Importance of independent variables
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