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Relationship between Family Function and

Adolescents’ Internet Game-related Behavior.

Bang, Hee Jeong Cho, Ami
Ewha Womans University Myonggi University

The study examined the relationship between family function- cohesion, adaptability, parental
communication patterns- and adolescents’ internet game-related behavior focused on circumplex model.
Subjects were 719 maleffemale elementary, middle, and high school students. Based on a correlation
analysis, it was found that all of the variables of family function had significant correlation with the
adolescents’ internet game addiction. And multiple regression analysis was run to determine the influence
of the sub-variables of family function on adolescents’ internet game addiction. As a result, only the
mother’s problematic communication pattern influenced on adolescents” internet game addiction. This
showed the meaningful implication that the mothers’ problematic communication in family might be the

critical negative factors on the childrern’s internet game addition disorder.

key words : internet game addiction, circumplex model, family cohesion, family adaprability, open

communication, problematic communication
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