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Investigation and Analysis of Related Factors of Junior Middle School
Students with Internet Addiction Disorder
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First Affiliated Hospital, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450052, China
Abstract  Objective: To investigate the major effect factor of junior middle school students’ internet addiction disor-

der. Methods: Quwstionnaires IAT, EMBU, EPQ, SAS and SDS were administered to investigate 690 junior middle school
students. Results: 7.1% subjects could be defined as IAD according to Internet Addiction Disorder test. There was signif-
icant difference between the two groups in aim of on- line. The students from single- parent family were easily addicted;
there was significant difference existing in all factors of EMBU except for factor EF3, EF4, and EF6 of father between IAD
and non- IAD group. IAD group had higher scores in EPQ- P and EPQ- N, and had lower scores in EPQ- L. The addicted
group showed a significant positive- relation to negative parental rearing patterns such as EF2, EM4, EF3, EF5, EM3, and
EM2, but showed a significant negative correlation, with EM1, EF1, EPQ- L, SAS, SDS. By logistic regression analysis, the
affective factors of Internet Addiction Disorder were as follows: EPQ- P, EBMU- EF2, EM4 and SDS, EBMU- EF1 was a
protective factor. Conclusion: Junior Middle School Students with IAD have bad personality and affective disorder.
Familes of IAD were characterized by significantly higher conflict parents of children with IAD have bad rearing patterns.
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