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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of the study is to investigate the correlation between stress and smartphone
addiction in some university students. Methods: The subjects were 220 health major students in D area. The
study was conducted for 2 weeks, in June, 2016. The questionnaire consisted of general characteristics of
the subjects, awareness toward stress, stress-coping pattern, and smartphone addiction. Data was analyzed
through SPSS 18.0 program. Results: In the analysis of stress levels according to general characteristics,
female group showed higher experience compared to male group (high group 46.10, subgroup 44.38)
(»<0.05). Male group and higher stress group showed higher experience in problem solving, social support,
and emotional stress coping (p>0.05). Stress and stress coping (r=0.322), stress and smartphone addiction
(r=0.299) showed positive correlation. The significant factors of smartphone addiction were average daily
using time (£=0.477, p<0.001), study stress (£=0.177, p<0.05), social stress (/#=0.323, p<0.01), problem
solving (#=-0.320, p<0.001), social support (£=0.064, p<0.05), and emotional stress coping (/#=0.264,
p<0.001). These factors explained 30.8% of the variance in smartphone addiction. Conclusions: The results
from this study indicated that stress had a negative impact on smartphone addictions in subjects. It is
necessary to provide smartphone addiction management for stress management.
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Table 1. Stress by general characteristics

. . Self-confidency
Clemsiadiie N Total Study stress Social stress siress
Division

MeantSD  p* MeantSD  p* MeantSD  p* MeantSD  p*
Gender  Male 72(32.7) 44.38+10.08 0.196 17.86+4.00 0.042 1334+4.11 0.811 13.18+4.37 0.327

Female 148 (67.3) 46.10+ 8.76 18.84+2.96 13.48+3.88 13.7743.87
Grade  Freshman 57(26.0) 4522+ 835 0221 18.66+2.93 0.147 12.94£322 0244 13.61+424 0.674

Sophomore 58(26.2) 47.32+ 895 18.89+3.50 14.1243.68 14.3143.79

Junior 38(17.4) 46.34+10.00 18.26+3.83 14.02+4.61 14.05+4.20

Senior 66 (30.1) 43.98+ 9.55 18.5243.37 13.03+423 12.7243.87
Major  Dental 57(25.9) 45.68+ 7.77 0450 18.87+2.61 0.152 13.68+3.36 0203 13.22+3.65 0.531

hygiene

Medical 24 (10.9) 44.33£11.22 17.25+4.32 12.95+3.49 14.12+4.64

space design

Emergency 34 (15.5) 4744+ 934 18.32+4.13 14.58+3.79 14.5243.90

medical

service

Social 22(10.0) 47.62+10.14 18.18+3.48 13.09+3.93 12.7243.84

welfare

Physical 27(123) 4437+ 9.56 19.74+2.65 14.07+4.77 13.81+4.46

therapy

Hospital 56(25.5) 45.54+ 9.23 18.37+43.22 12.53+4.25 13.46+4.12

management

*by t-test or one-way ANOVA (by post hoc duncan test)
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2, P Sdnt AER|A 2{THE AERA T3

g8 2B A gIA= ool 60127 22 of3HY 58.667] Kt A e o] ZAO1E &
A, AP 2)2), A A B e o] | AR {TH(p>0.05).
= 491d0] 60.59H 0 2 =7 Uebgt o v A S St A ok bl 4214
1 7P Al AR AL, 8414 diAls 33hdo] A AR AT (p>0.05).
AEYIA FehE AEHA tiAs AEHA AJlte] AEHA tiA} 57 ARSI AEH

2Rt wAISE A, ARRlA AR, A A A B =7 2ARE AT (p>0.05)<Table 2>.

Table 2. Stress coping level by general characteristics, stress levels

Total Problem Social Emotion

Characteristics ~ Division MeantSD r* MeansSD 7 * MeantSD 7 * Mean+SD p*
Sex Male 60.12+10.43 0.264 23.58+531 0.219 16.05£3.85 0.224 20.48+3.91 0.991
Female 58.66+ 8.35 22.69+4.29 15.48+2.91 20.47+3.40
Grade Freshman 59.38+ 9.04  0.890 23.15+4.81 0.116 16.00£3.28  0.092 20.22+3.50 0.221
Sophomore 57.18+ 9.87 21.84+5.03 14.81+£3.47 20.5343.44
Junior 59.39+ 9.34 22.84+4.89 15.73+£2.97 20.8143.88
Senior 60.59+ 8.15 23.95+3.87 16.12+3.12 20.5143.61
Low (N=65) 54.75£10.43" <0.001 21.63£528" 0.017 14.70£3.70° 0.016 18.41+3.63™ <0.001
Stress level Middle (N=82) 60.29+ 8.10 23.394+4.38 15.98+3.03 20.9142.92
High (N=73) 61.75+ 7.41 23.73+4.13 16.17+2.89 21.8343.32

*by t-test or one-way ANOVA
*Character means significant difference against high group by post hoc duncan test
°Character means significant difference against middle group by post hoc duncan test

3. QUK SATAERA YThY ANEE 25

A AREE T2 FolEo] 60.127 08 ofotl 58.66 Kt 21 =7 LERAL, obddE
=

Aehd ozt 2ol 7t Utk (p<0.05).

ik %63‘5—5 AOEE S52 EAINE S tiA7E 2 A, Abela] Z1#] tiA 7}
= ZAPE N (p>0.05), A HA7E &2 HdolA =4 A
(p<0.05)<Table 3>.
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Table 3. Smartphone addiction by general characteristics, stress levels

Characteristics Division Mean+SD p*
Sex Male 60.12+10.4 0.264
Female 58.60+ 8.35
Grade Freshman 59.38+ 9.04 0.890
Sophomore 57.18+ 9.87
Junior 59.39+ 9.34
Senior 60.59+ 8.15
Stress level Low (N=65) *° 22.93+ 7.40 <0.001
Middle (N=82) 26.46+ 6.94
High (N=73) 28.76+ 8.04
Coping Level Problem Low 2727+ 7.93 0.119
High 25.57+ 7.64
Social Low 24.76+ 8.14 0.067
High 26.84+ 7.54
Emotion Low 2411+ 7.72 0.002
High 27.52+ 7.54

*by t-test or one-way ANOVA
*Character means significant difference against middle group by post hoc duncan test
°Character means significant difference against high group by post hoc duncan test

4, 2B A} AEHIA TR, ESS JEUEY

LELA, AER A A, ARTEE S5 ATREA] i AER|A0F AEY A O A (1=0.322,
p<0.01)= TAZCE HA AJato] Q= A 02 Ueal, AE|AVL BE55E AREE S5
(1=0.299, p<0.01)°] =& A o= FAE ] OH, FAA 02 4 Ato] Ql= 2l o= FAE]IT
<Table 4>.

Table 4. Correlation of stress, stress manage, smartphone addiction

Stress Stress coping Smartphone addiction
Stress 1
Stress coping 0.322%* 1
Smartphone addiction 0.299** 0.077 1

**p<0.01 by the pearson’s correlation coefficient

5. A0EE S=0f| Chet 17 HEA
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Table 5. The effects of general characteristics, stress and stress manage on smartphone addiction

e Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B i t p* B B t p* B B t p*

Major 0.198  0.089 1202 0231  0.138 0.062 0891 0374 009 0.042 0637 0.525
Grade 0.199 0.029 0398 0691 0161 0.024 0313 0732 0016 0.002 0036 0.971
Gender 1.039 0064 0776 0439 0433 0027 0344 0731 0309 0.019 025 0.796
Smoke 2364 -0083 -1.113 0267 -2.004 -0.070 -0.999 0319 -1.320 -0.046 -0.690 0.491
Drink 0.059  0.004 0054 0957 -0.162 1.023 -0.158 0875 0247 0.016 0252 0.802
Credit 0266 0714 -0373 0709  -0260 -0.027 -0.381 0703  -0.192 -0.020 -0293 0.770
Hoursofuse  1.608 0477 3370 0.001 1949 0299 4313 <0.001 1782 0273  4.093 <0.001
Study stress 0401 0177 2340 0.020 0355 0.157 2154 0.033
Social stress 0.622 0323 3.540 0.001 0452 0235 2645 0.009
Self conduct -0.188 -0.099 -1.113 0267 -0.143 -0.075 -0.857 0.393
stress

Problem -0.529 -0320 -3.850 <0.001
Social 0391 0.164 2.091 0.038
Emotion 0.568 0264 3.675 <0.001
F 2.496 5.220 6.344

R® 0.084 0.217 0.308

Adjusted R® 0.050 0.176 0.260

*by multiple linear regression analysis, 95% confidence interval
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2. 2EDA Yehd AEA A= AEYIA AR 9] EdlA Adet2)o] BAISHE S, AFE]
2 Z]2], A A BE =4 ZARE T p>0.05).

3. AEPIA HehH AnfER F5.2 AEP|A AF9H(28.76 7)) 0] 5FTH22.93 ) Ert =4 A
ATh(p<0.05). AE|A A {58 ARTEE S5 A4 A7t =2 ol A =] A
AtH(p<0.05).

4. REFAS} AEFA H(1=0.322, p<0.01), AEFH| A AHFEE Z=(1=0.299, p<0.01)2 &
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