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ABSTRACT
TE 1563681
The purposes of this research were 1) to investigate and demonstrate the proportions of Internet
addictive students as a whole or separated by education field, 2} to group students according to the Internet
usage behavior, 3) to separate Internet addicts and non - Intemnet addicts. The methodology of this research was
using questionnaires what was adapted from Chatpong Thungmanee and Arunee Kumlung (2545) ‘s
questionnaires. The reliability coefficient was 0.7598. 380 undergraduates were recruited based on a stratified

random sampling technique. The result were as following :

1. 36.3 percent of the samples were identified as internet addictive. When the internet addicts
separated by education field; Health Sciences field, Sciences and Technology field, Humanities and Social
Sciences field the result showed that the students who defined as interet addictive were 34.6 354 and 394
percent in order. From the test of homogeneity, the proportion of intemet addicts was no significant difference
in three fields. The profile of the addict group were as follow, male studeats, first year, stay at dormitorics, stay
with friends, they spent an average of 2.62 hour on using internet per day, the popular activities which students
frequently use internet was the WWW and E-mail. The average of GPA that the addict group were 2.75 and
the non-addict group were 2.84 which was no significant di‘ference in two groups (p-value 0.115).

2. Compared between the Cluster Analysis and Young's methodology, the mean of average
opinion scores as atitude in the using internet is no significant difference in 3 groups(p-\‘/aluc 0.622); 1)The
addict group by Young , 2) The Caught in the Chat, 3) The Net - player at dormitosics .

3. From the clusters by the Cluster Analysis and Young's methodology, the Discriminant function
which separate Internet addicts and nor - Intemmet addicts the result showed that the discriminant function
which had the most percent of prediction (97.9%) were the function from the grouping of students by the

Cluster Analysis (pattern i) that the total variables (11 variables) entered the function.



