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Influential Factors of Internet Interpersonal Attraction of University Students
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[Abstract] Objective: To explore what is the most positive and the negative factor affecting internet relationship.

Methods: The questionnaire listed 12 positive factors and 11 negative factors for 310 undergraduate students to rate their

effect in choosing friends. Results: (DThe most important attractive factors in internet were good characters, witty words

and humorous, and kindred spirit. Coming from the same place, mysterious, and opposite sex were the weakest factors for

attracting others. @ The attracting personality factors from the higher important level to lower level were agreeableness,

conscientiousness, neuroticism, extraversion, and openness. 3)The most important negative factors for keeping the rela-

tionship were lacking common topics to discuss, inconformity personality perception, and false essential information. Con-

clusion: The most attracting factor in internet relationship is intrinsic characters. Inconformity and false information will

easily induce the end of relationship.
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