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Table 1 Correlation analysis between college students’ sense of achievement in interpersonal communication and related
variables
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. ABREETEFATIRR 1
2. M5 -0.12" 1
3. KT -0.08" 0.06" 1
4. S AZ A e R -0.09" 0.01 -0.00 1
5. A AZ 3k A el -0.09™ 0.06" -0.01 0.70" 1
6. FIELTRIRE 0.16™ 0.01 -0.14" -0.07" -0.06" 1
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8. B — UK ANZ (1 i [ 0.12" -0.06" -0.02 0.09™ 0.05 0.05 0.89™ 1
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Table 2 Analysis on gender differences in college students’
sense of achievement in interpersonal communication
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Table 3 Analysis on the differences in interpersonal communication sense among college students in terms of birth order
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s F WIS s
- KF4®(N=793) WFZ@ (N=462) £=@ (N=81) 4%TF@ (N=18) -
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Table 4 Analysis on the differences of family economic status in college students’ sense of achievement in interpersonal

communication
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Table 5 Difference analysis of college students’ sense of interpersonal communication achievement and whether they

have suffered campus bullying

SETEZ A R (M £SD)
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Table 6 Analysis of the differences between college students’ sense of achievement in interpersonal communication and

whether they are in love

BT (M+SD)
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Table 7 Analysis on the differences of college students’ sense of achievement in interpersonal communication with

different love frequency
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To Explore the Influencing Factors of University Students’
Sense of Gain in Interpersonal Communication

Luo Beibei
Hunan University of Science and Technology (HNUST), Xiangtan

Abstract: Purpose: To explore the effects of demographic variables such as gender and grade, family environment,
campus bullying, and love experience on college students’ sense of gain in interpersonal communication. Method: First,
a questionnaire survey was conducted among 1,376 college students from Hunan University of Science and Technology
via the basic information scale and the sense of gain scale of college students in interpersonal communication. Results:
(1) Male college students have a higher sense of gain in interpersonal communication; (2) A significantly positive
correlation is observed between family economic status and college students’ sense of gain in interpersonal
communication, but it does not mean that the richer the family economic status, the higher the sense of gain in
interpersonal communication that students harvest. Students from wealthy families have a lower sense of gain in
interpersonal communication than students from families with good economic status; (3) The eldest child has a higher
sense of gain in interpersonal communication than the second child; (4) The interpersonal communication of students
who have suffered verbal bullying on campus have lower sense of gain; (5) Students who have had love experience have
a higher sense of gain in interpersonal communication, yet not meaning that the more the love experiences, the higher
the sense of gain in interpersonal communication. It has been found in this study that this difference only exists among
students who have had one love experience and those who have never been in love. Conclusion: College students’ own
efforts are not enough to improve various psychological problems they face in their interpersonal relationships. It is
necessary to gather the four forces—society, school, family, and students—and integrate both physical and psychological
aspects, both material and spiritual education, and both learning and love sharing to create healthy and harmonious
social, school, family, and psychological environments for college students to grow into talents.
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