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[Abstract]

and a preoccupation with and loss of control over this use that interferes with an individual s daily functioning and brings

Smartphone addiction is a new behavioral addiction characterized by excessive or compulsive internet use

negative mental and social consequences. The present study reviewed studies on smartphone addiction and proposed that it
was a new subtype of behavioral addiction by focusing on the definition of smartphone, distinguishing the similarities and
differences from Internet addiction. Previous studies focused on the measurements and factors, including factors related to
characteristics of smartphone, individual features and environmental factors. Further studies on smartphone addiction are
warranted for refining the definition, involving objective data, expanding example, exploring the differences of different gen-

erations, integrating studies on behavioral and physiological factors to reveal its mechanism systematically and strengthen-

ing prevention and intervention.
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