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Abstract Currently, the problems caused by mobile phone de-
pendence have become important factors affecting the social psy-
chological development of contemporary college students as the
major group of mobile phone users. The problems include com-
munication disorder, learning and cognitive disorder, role cogni-
tion disorder, misconduct and so on. Through literature review,
this paper summarizes the five major aspects of domestic and for-
eign research concerning the social psychological influence of
mobile phone dependence, aiming to further research the social
psychological influencing factors of college students' mobile
phone dependence, reveal the relationship between college stu-
dents' mobile phone dependence and socialization, and guide the
healthy social psychological development of college students.

Key words mobile phone dependence;influencing factors;col-
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