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Table 1 Overall situation of college students’ Online social exclusion
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Table 2 Overall situation of college students’ sense of security and factors

N A Frifii2s FSIE t P
LIRSy 364 3.06 0.56 3 2.11° 0.035

/i, *p<().050
2.1.3 KZFBH ANFRREIIR

R NBRASHEA T B R A1, 45.3% , BT A RS A REAR oA ABRIRR I A B %
R NPRINEFR R . Lk 3.

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0310141



1238 REFEREHSHRNLZ 2 RENEAPRREIR0

iE 3 i#‘iklﬁ‘ ﬁlu\{zk'{klﬂl

Table 3 Overall situation of interpersonal troubles of college students
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Table 4 Correlation analysis of college students’ online social exclusion, sense of security and
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Table 5 Regression analysis of network social exclusion and sense of security on interpersonal

distress
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The Influence of Cyber-Ostracism and Psychological Security

on Interpersonal Communication Among College Students
Jia Hongyuan' Song Jie’ Zhang Zhishen®

1. Qingdao University Of Technology, Qingdao;
2. Binzhou Medical College, Yantai

Abstract: In order to explore the current status and relationship of college students’ cyber-ostracism,
psychological security and interpersonal communication, 364 college students were investigated by using
Cyber-Ostracism Questionnaire for College Students, Security Questionnaire and College Students
Interpersonal Relationship Integrated Diagnostic Scale. The results showed that: (1) The incidence
of cyber-ostracism of college students is low, the psychological security is at a medium level and the
interpersonal disturbance is more serious. (2) Cyber-ostracism has a significant negative correlation with
psychological security, but a significant positive correlation with interpersonal disturbance; There was
a significant negative correlation between psychological security and interpersonal disturbance. (3) The
combination of psychological security and cyber-ostracism can significantly predict college students’
real interpersonal disturbance. The results show that cyber-ostracism increases the risk of interpersonal
disturbance, while psychological security reduces the risk of interpersonal disturbance. The purpose
of this study is to provide theoretical basis for promoting interpersonal communication among college
students from the psychological aspect.

Key words: Cyber-ostracism; Psychological security; Interpersonal communication; College students
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