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2. A7 et

D 98 S5

AU 5 A45-E 71E)7] 218 Young(1999)9] &
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Test)E Lee, Lee, Kim¥} Oh(2000)7} Z2dolA
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g QIEY, A, MY, AR HEE %
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=
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Dtk I8l o5 A

2t dwkd SA4el wE Il $5L Chi-
square test® A8}t

3 k] QI TEoF mE AolEFst, RF
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4) oPdzre] Y T, AolETT Q g A
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sto] wAtapelr

o,
1

gdate] QEHY FEAREE F5 g ] F5 %
deor TREglth T8 A FdE 65959 oIl
3, ¥ F5 Ao HFS 345180 tKTable 1>.

<Table 1> Internet addiction (N=486)
Division n(%) M+SD
Addiction 165(34) 65.95+14.11
Non-addiction 321(66) 3451+ 8.38

2. duky SMol| wE Qe 5

tdate] Qe 5 oRE wBw AW (x*=13.956,
p<.001), AAGG=9.445 p<0l), AAREIC=11.701,

AJelzrzsts] %] 41188 Al43%, 2006

p<.0l), QEMY olg Al ®me]  BE(x*=17.278,
p<.00D), SIEY o]& Al Fo  ER(x*=17.192,
p<.00D), SIEYl o8& Al AAHe]  EjE(x*=27.056,
p<.00D), QIEHl o]& A T Bk(x*=16.407,
p<.00D)ol whe} g 27t Qe Zloz veRsit).
s dodE By Ul AHade] JEY FES
10278(61.8%)°1 o™, o442 639(38.2%)°] AUt
AL A9 30% Aade AdHdl FXo] 591
(35.8%)01eH, ‘FZ¥e] 63W(38.2%), ‘B9 30%
7} 43%(21.6%)°1t). AA dHe T oY BT F
o] QEYl FEAY 110%(66.7%), SIEY HITH
o 258(80.4%) % 7HE wWokowm, Al AHande
HY $52 3194(18.8%), ‘T2 110W(66.7%), ‘sF
© 24(04.5%010k Aol tigk ojuye] Hes
T A 2% Rt 119%9(72.1%), 1817
(56.4%)= 71 Bokoy FEHGOAN =A vehge
H, ‘2 aEtPE vEs Jdeo] 120%¥(37.4%), &
o] 319W18.8WE WFE Foo] A uehwt
o} AEfUlel] gk opx|9] ElEx 7 P BF R
Aolth7k 1097%4(66.1%), 165H(51.4%E 71 B3k
oy FEPAGNA =A veldon, ‘A a8tE w
5 Hdro] 139%W43.3%), SHFwe]l 41%(24.8%)
2 FE Ade] =/ Jeheth Al disk A
o HEEs 7 A BT B ot 95%(57.6%),
1078(33.3%) % 7V wokou FsdelA =4 o
Eigton, ‘A agtfE vEE Hwe] 1989
(61.7%), S5HTo] 68B8UL2M=Z HTE Fdo
= debdeh lEdlel gk M) Hee T oA
By oA gkt 78%(47.3%), 209%(65.1%)=
7 wgkot vFE Al A Yehtor, ‘FA
el AL F&H FHdo] 619(36.9%), BlEE Hulo]
B7TH(27.1%) = F5F el A Jehsit)

v FAEE, PRAY, Pol AHY AMg, %
)

{

ol ¢

ro N

)

of QUEY A Aol webAE frol@ Ak sl 2
2 et Table 2>.

3. ¢lEfSl S=0{F0l W XlotESH
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<Table 2> Internet addiction according to general characteristics

(N=486)

Characteristics Categories Addiction Non-addiction X2
N(%) N(%)

Gender Male 102(61.8) 141(43.9) 13.956%#x
Female 63(38.2) 180(56.1)

Education Middle school 77(46.7) 153(47.7) 043
High school 88(53.3) 168(52.3)

Record at school High grade (30%) 59(35.8) 93(29.0) 9.445%x
Middle grade 63(38.2) 169(52.6)
Low grade (30%) 43(21.6) 59(18.4)

Family structure Two parents family 150(90 9) 305(95.0) 3.077
Single parent family 15( 9.1 16( 5.0)

Internet use of father Use 118(72.4) 240(74.8) 316
Non-use 45(27.6) 81(25.2)

Internet use of mother Use 91(55.2) 167(52.0) 423
Non-use 74(44.8) 154(48.0)

Economic status High 31(18.8) 40(12.5) 11.701 s
Middle 110(66.7) 258(80.4)
Low 24(14.5) 23(7.1)

Attitude of mother about internet Negative 119(72.1) 181(56.4) 17.27 ke
So-So 31(18.8) 120(37.4)
Positive 15(9.1) 20( 6.2)

Attitude of father about internet Negative 109(66.1) 165(51.4) 17.192ssx
So-So 41(24.8) 139(43.3)
Positive 15(9.1) 17( 5.3)

Attitude of teacher about internet Negative 95(57.6) 107(33.3) 27056
So-So 68(41.2) 198(61.7)
Positive 2(1.2) 16( 5.0)

Attitude of friend about internet Negative 26(15.8) 25( 7.8 16.407ssx
So-So 78(47.3) 209(65.1)
Positive 61(36.9) 87(27.1)

wrp <01, #=xp < 001
2 t=-2.949, p<0012 Yeht HFEFTe] AolEs A wkd W] FEYGS 34.77£9.06% 2. 2(1=5.216,

ol WSl FEHG Jadel Aol

2ol felahsl v

p<.00D) LhERE u] F5gte] nls) FEA Fanol

& Aoz YEPYTKTable 3>. QRS ¢ Wol i JS5S & F AuKTable 4>.
<Table 3> Self-esteem according to internet <Table 4> Loneliness according internet
addiction addiction
Division N M=£SD t Division M£SD t
Addiction 165 25.4615.07 =2.949x Addiction 39.484+10.06 5,216k
Non-addiction 321 26.80£4.53 Non-addiction 34.77£9.05
#xp < .01 wrxp <001
4. QEYl Z=0{Fo| wE 2AZF 5. E=, AOIEFH, A2t Azt
Wt Y 5 ofie] mE sz gol Aolvt el e AokET, Amgttel 4w
QA steksb] gis) F AY 3 =g B v g wotdt Az Qe FE3} Aol EFPe B
s wokth 1 A¥ FETe] 92 -go] 39.48+10.06 F#Hr=-.160, p<.0D), JEHIY FT5I QJE2F> A
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o

Fo(r=251, p<.0l), AolE=zty gL Rak
Hr=-428, p<.0DoZ Ueh} QY &= A%
SRS AohEFe B, IEEFS ®E Adow i

E}TIK Table 5>.

i

Hir

<Table 5> Correlation among variables

Variables Internet addiction Self-esteem

Self-esteem =160+

Loneliness 251k —.428%x
wp <01
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- Abstract -

Internet Addiction, Self-esteem,
and Loneliness in Adolescents

Suh, Boo Deuk*Choi, Eun Hee**

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
self-esteem  and
Method:
were middle and high school students in Daegu
(N=486).

demographic data, the Korean version of Young

examine internet  addiction,

loneliness in  adolescents. Subjects

Self-rating questionnaire included
internet addiction scale, self-rating self-esteem
and loneliness scale. We have received the
consent from teachers and students. Results:
Among the subjects, 34% was addicted and
internet  addiction was  significantly  different
according to gender, record at school, economic
status, attitude of mother, father, teacher and
friend about internet. There were significant
differences in self-esteem and loneliness according
to internet addiction. Internet addiction,
self-esteem and loneliness were related to each
other. Conclusion: These results indicate that
internet addiction would be changed according to
gender, record at school, economic status,
attitude of mother, father, teacher and friend
about internet. Therefore, further studies are
needed to generalize these results and examine

widely the related variables of internet addiction.

Key words : Internet addiction, Self-esteem,

Loneliness, Adolescents
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