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Table 1 The descriptive statistical results of cooperative competitive tendency, self-efficacy and

mobile phone addiction

H/ME (min) WKME (max) Y (M) FrifEZ (SD)
BAEA ) 13 65 50.30 6.16
P | 10 50 30.86 6.27
B TR RE Rk 10 50 34.44 5.79
FHLRE 22 110 63.69 15.85
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Table 2 The results of gender difference analysis of cooperative competitive tendency, self-efficacy

and mobile phone addiction

Bt (M+SD) Lt (M+SD) t p
EX(EiD 51.32+6.99 49.84 +5.70 295 0.03
a4 32.50 + 6.83 30.13 £ 5.86 477" 0.00
H IR B 36.12 + 6.02 33.69 £ 5.53 562" 0.00
FHLRE 63.62 + 17.69 63.73 £ 14.97 -0.90 0.93

7E: M (Mean) A31a; SD (Std.Deviation ) A E£; * R TESD YKFLEREE =R FTE1D KT LEF,
TR,
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Table 3 The differences of cooperative competitive tendency, self-efficacy and mobile phone

addiction among different groups of students were analyzed

AT (M£SD) AE2#E TR (M +SD ) t p
A VEM ) 51.82 + 6.09 49.70 £ 6.09 445" 0.00
i ] 30.49 + 6.35 31.00 + 6.24 -1.03 0.30
H TR RE Rk 35.74 +5.63 33.94+5.79 4.02" 0.00
FHLE 62.76 + 16.73 64.06 £ 15.50 -1.04 0.30
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Table 4 The correlation analysis of cooperative competitive tendency, self-efficacy and mobile phone

addiction
A AEIN P EEL% AR FHLEE
B e ) 1
T A ) 0.325" 1
H TR RE % 0.483" 0.478"
FHLRE 0.101" 0.408" 0.100™ 1
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Table 5 The regression analysis of self-efficacy to the tendency of cooperation and competition

Sy TN A B t AR’ F
R ﬁf’ﬂtﬁi fia] 0.51 4**‘ 15.719 0.233 247.079
e ) 0.517 15.468 0.227 239.258
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Table 6 The regression analysis of the relationship between cooperative competitive tendency, self-

efficacy and mobile phone addiction

SR TAS B t AR F
A VEM ] 0.029 0.303
e ] FHLEE 1.174” 12.700 0.175 58.221
EE G -0.347" -3.209

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0409121



1026 SIRFEEBMER. SIERSNASFIBRIEIRRAR

5 g

51 BFRES, IEF=PEIR

TESEM IR BE” SCHGE R, R3S P ae g, Sam iRk —SAIERZ, ingrnty
e ApmslR . e A, SR R R TS A AT, T2 T AR IR RT3
JE R SE I A AR A S SRR R A T R . A R TS, XA B AR ETEER EARRE
Se BRI S AR SE PSR S ARG, A RETET E R AR R, B S AR, i
FATREB A o oz 0 T A Ry, 2GR R TS RERY B3, AT 52 TS | e
[m] 3

MM TEFH FHERE , IR FUR N T A O, IRASRA IR 2™ AR ARINRE, TR A2 — AR,
MR T AL RS, ARV 2 P A O, MRSl FEFMB A, S8 5 it IR )
Jride, AEAS Tl A AR DR B A T A Sk I T L PR EEAR e BT, R 38 BN EHARBITE S0
B, FFARIBAEAE NS, XA RELE AT S A7 e Ay il . SRR . .

52 RLERFE, BIEERIAK

RENERGAFTHUR A2 I PR, THLEEZEE, @, SR
Wik, #RX A F RIS, AL ATCITEMN, i SCE TR A SR EE T, HeeERhid &
T AL SRR REL, 2R A RS, XFHLRUOR R Sk T E LR

EFARDN NSIEMER, MIEDAMRE AR, R SRS —F SRR A %
THABME SR RAEREFILNFE, AVUHEN A CRIE, BIRMLeEs e 5
YERT, WRSERRE AR R M, B3RS, PSR STEAR, Aol am ERR Ak, e
BE R R A S IOR S K L, IR ALEMER R R s Rt b, A5 EHbik 73 fr
PIATE H O HSCIRE T, FFME—MIERmaSEXfr A, RFACHY), BRFACKM, amms
B0 R BB (47T A SR A

53 BN, TEMINE

TErt 2 ouf R RIS, H EER S B A A PRI AR IE, A LUSIGE e,  “ = A1T,
DABINE ; FHEFHRMNZ, HAERENNZ . " BERPEIAREILE—, SRR R 0
PRI RN 2, AN AR A B i A N8, 5 A 2t A JRAHIETY , SR AA B BRI,
AT NB MR A, BRA T2 A BT RE I A R e

HEFHR A0, AEZOAENSCE . 7 S T Sl A 2e A0 A AR B I, Abhbas,
TEAASE, fEfh oot AP A A BRI, RIMHMEL . RIRRIRE ) 55 07 T A i A i, e gt R
PR ACERE, ARTECERRE, REXHARER . NS ARKERIINR, Terta T oM
ELATE T, RIS AEIE, s &L AU AR, fe b R i e R JiE

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0409121 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



SIRFEEBMER. SIERSNASFIBRIEIRRAR 1027

54 FITE—, KITSIFEREE

P BANCHREFERE: AT, AR, TR, WirE— BRIk, 7
(L) E “MeEmi, WIRRRITSE . " e A i 2 ) i B R SR A . AR IRE
IFEARILE A ) 2, BRI E IR . AR R APRAE RS R, RGFAPRERA BT
B2 A g AR o2 T BE D

TES NARAEIE, oo BEARAE , AZ A CRES e, BARRRBEART, NGRS, &
I A O, SFA, BMEETE A C SRR SR, AR E e E R TS A
AL, XA AR R, ERRAT D, 22 eAiss, SR gUgBae )y, Eimshhnl LIE
W e £ F CAERTBA R B A (0, RIS ERR AR P AR B AR A, 7EMdr A CABUE S R[N, 2 00%%,
Z>], TN Z B RC R, TERIBAR R KRR, 5 TAM.

WIS AERE RN IR A QR S, 4R T R R 205 R B I RO LIREDR . HIBASERE I AR AN =R
=R, AR AERLE, EARERC WA RS, RS AR AR, SRR RY IR E,
Xl AR AL, B4R ) ) IR S Y S B A B S R P BAS VA e e P R R 8] 3 A ey
J&, PR AR BN TS AR Sy, RS OO EAE PR E R PR AEE, W] LA
ARG Y . BT NS BB TERT RS AR R, M % . EANE, a5 A0 SibA.
SRR AARRE , W T RFREAUE A, nsR S M EE A B

R P

BI/RSRTETE - BIERE). ARG (M ] . dbat R EARIE M, 2013.

ER. WA GERMAER [T] . EMEBe ik CHEaRR) L 2006, 26 (4) .

Bl BURBOHEE R SRR TR (1] . BETTS AT, 2005 (12) .

EARE, WIhEE, XI55, — A BB R A EEASEDTE (V] . BOH.GREE, 2001 (1) @ 37-
40.

5] medr, A, PRk, 5. SfESsas A Mbimii (1] . Ok, 2006 (1) @ 116-125.

(61 95X, s, XI8hee, % R B PR E R LT (1] . PREOETAZE, 2014

(1]
[2]
[3]
(4]

(5) : 392-397.
[7] AEGE, F%ZE, R, %, RFEATFIEmaERMaEmS [J] . PEOHETAZRE, 2012 (3) -
222-225.

[8] MiEY¥-. HHFEEAEBITASE CEOMEW : LR R2ERIRA: RS EEE [N ] . S BER,
2014-05-04 (5) .

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0409121



Eﬂ'
4i
HE
I
o
e
anp

1028 e, SIERSNASFIRRZEBIRARHAR

The Study of the Relationship between Self-efficacy, Cooperative
Competition Personality and Mobile Phone Addiction of
Vocational College Students

Hu Min

Hubei Polytechnic Institute, Xiaogan

Abstract: The way you see yourself and others affects your behaviour patterns, this paper discusses the
relationship between self-efficacy, cooperation and competition personality and mobile phone addiction
of Vocational College Students. The results show that there are significant differences in self-efficacy and
cooperation and competition personality between students of different genders. There are significant
differences in self-efficacy and cooperative tendency among different groups. Self-efficacy can significant
positive predict the cooperative competitive tendency. Controlling the competitive tendency, self-efficacy
can significant negatively predict the mobile phone addiction behavior. Competitive tendency can
significant positive predict the mobile phone addiction behavior.

Key words: Self-efficacy; Cooperative competition personality; Mobile phone addiction
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