SR BE Y RS =23

Journal of The Korea Society of Computer and Information
Vol. 26 No. 4, pp. 197-202, April 2021
https://doi.org/10.9708/jksci.2021.26.04.197

The Moderating Effects of Self-Efficacy in the Relations of

Family Relationship and Adolescent’s Smartphone Addiction

Na-Ye Kim*

*Professor, Dept. of Social Welfare, Chosun College of Science & Technology, Gwangju, Korea

[Abstract]

The main purpose of this study is to check whether the family relationship of adolescents has an
impact on smartphone addiction and to verify of direct effects and moderating effects in according to
self- efficacy. The survey was conducted to the adolescents who were second grade middle school
students with 318 subjects in G metropolitan city. This study results found the followings: Family
relationship and selfe-efficacy revealed direct influence on smartphone addiction. Moreover, the
self-efficacy check the moderating effect of do family relationship on smartphone addiction. The results
of this study are significant in that they demonstrated the influence of family relationship and self-effect
on smartphone addiction and imply that self-efficacy can decrease or prevent smartphone addiction from

family relationship problem.
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I. Introduction
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II. Theoretical Backgrond

1. Family Relationship and Smartphon Addiction
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2. Self-Efficacy and Smartphone Addiction
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IlI. Research method

1. Research Object
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Fig. 1. Study Model
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IV. Result

1. Characteristics of the Subject
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Table 1. personal characteristic

Division N %
sum 318 100
male 210 66
gender
female 108 34

2. Correlation of Major Variable
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Table 2. Correlation of Major Variable

Variable 1 2 3
family 1
relationship
self-efficacy .018 1
smartphone _ - _ .
addiction 439 679 !

* p<.05, ** p<.01, **x p<.001

3. Moderated Multiple Regression
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V. Conclusions
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Variable
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constant 4.95 7.87 6.55

R? 192 642 652

Adj R? 190 .640 648

R? change 192 450 .009

F change 75.25%%x% 396.46%*x 8.21%x

* p<.05, ** p<.01, **x p<.001
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