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[ Abstract)
tal conflict and mobile phone addiction in college students. Methods: 1143 college students were surveyed with Mobile

Objective: To explore the chain mediating effects of cognitive appraisal and loneliness between inter—paren-

Phone Addiction Tendency Scale, Children’s Perception of Inter—parental Conflict scale and UCLA Loneliness Scale. Re-
sults: MCorrelation analysis showed that inter—parental conflict, loneliness and mobile phone addiction were significantly
and positively correlated with each other. @ Cognitive appraisal and loneliness separately played a mediating role between
inter—parental conflict and mobile phone addiction in college students; Cognitive appraisal and loneliness played a chain
mediating effect between inter—parental conflict and mobile phone addiction in college students. Conclusion: Inter—paren-

tal conflict not only directly affected mobile phone addiction in college students ,but also indirectly influenced their mobile
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phone addiction behavior through the chain mediating effects of cognitive appraisal and loneliness .
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