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[Abstract]
athletes. Methods: A sample of 333 athletes from a sport university was recruited in the study to complete Chinese Internet

Objective: To investigate the relationship between group cohesion, social support and internet addiction in

Addiction Scale Revision, Group Environment Questionnaire and Perceived Available Support in Sport Questionnaire. Re-
sults: MThe incidence of internet addiction among athletes in this study was 5.71%. 2Both group cohesion and social sup-
port were negatively correlated to internet addiction, and group cohesion was positively associated with social support. 3
Group cohesion had not only a direct negative effect on internet addiction, but also an indirect effect through social support.

Conclusion: This result showed that social support played a partial mediating effect in the relationship between group cohe-

sion and internet addiction in athletes.
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