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[ Abstract)
failure in college students. Methods: 1950 college students completed the Mobile Phone Addiction Index( MPAI), Cogni-
tive Failures Questionnaire(CFQ) and SCL-90. Results: (DThe students addicted to mobile phone showed higher scores on

Objective: To explore the relationship among mobile phone dependence, negative emotions and cognitive

cognilive failure, anxiety and depression(P<0.001), compared to other students without addiction to mobile phone; @ The
mobile phone dependence was positively correlated with cognitive failure, anxiety and depression(1=0.396~0.540, P<0.01);
(3 Negative emotions mediated the relationship between mobile phone dependence and cognitive failure partially, and the

mediating effect accounted for 30.58% of the total variance. Conclusion: Negative emotions mediates the effect of mobile

phone dependence on cognitive failure partially.
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