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Table 1 Analysis on the gender differences of college students’ use of internet catchwords and

interpersonal relationship variables
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o (M=SD) (M=SD) !
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Table 2 Correlation analysis of college students’ use of internet buzzwords and interpersonal relationship
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Table 3 The regression analysis of college students’ ability to converse with others on internet catchwords

B FrfiiRZE B ' F
PR 28 S 4 7 1 O A % 0.03 0.01 0.08 1.70 0.09
Yo R 285 3 A 7 i R P A A -0.06 0.03 -0.11 -2.04 0.042
M RATIERIRZ -0.13 0.03 -0.15 -4.69 0.000
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Table 4 Regression analysis of interpersonal ability to internet catchwords
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A R 28 A T B2 -0.10 0.03 -0.16 -3.52 0.000
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Table 5 Regression analysis of the ability to deal with people and internet catchwords

B FrifEiR 2 B ! F
DR 28 A T 1 ) (5 A% 0.012 0.014 0.044 0.88 0.38
Yok R 28 A 7 i R P A -0.048 0.030 0.083 1.57 0.12
i 2 AT I RISz -0.094 0.03 -0.16 -3.53 0.000
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Table 6 Regression analysis of the ability to communicate with the opposite sex to internet buzzwords
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AT Rz -0.11 0.03 -0.18 -3.85 0.000
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Research on the Influence of College Students’ Use of Internet

Buzzwords on Interpersonal Relationship
Guo Mingqin

Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: The study explored the influence of college students’ use of Internet buzzwords on interpersonal
relationships through the self-compiled questionnaire “College Students’ Use of Internet Catchwords
Scale” combined with the “College Student Interpersonal Relationship Comprehensive Diagnostic Scale”
The survey results show that: (1) There is a significant positive correlation between the frequency of use of
online buzzwords by college students and the ability of college students to talk to others, the ability to deal
with people, and the ability to communicate with others; (2) The cognition and use of Internet buzzwords
There is a significant negative correlation between the feelings of buzzwords and the various dimensions
of college students and interpersonal relationships; (3) The feelings of using Internet buzzwords have a
significant negative predictive effect on college students’ interpersonal relationships.

Key words: Network catchwords; Interpersonal relations; College students

VWW.Ssciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0301010



