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The Difference between Self and Others: The Third-Person Effect on
Mobile Devices Addiction among College Students in Taiwan

Ni-Ting Ko, Yi-Min Yan

Abstract

As smartphones and mobile devices become popular, concerns for the usage
addiction have been raised. This study explores the phenomenon of mobile
devices addiction among college students in Taiwan by adopting the third-person
effect theory. This study also focuses on the possible relationship among issue
involvement, the third-person effect, and behavioral intentions of support for
restrictions on mobile devices use. Moreover, the study examines the social
distance - current educational level, affecting the perception of respondents and
others like junior and senior high school students on the addiction. The online
survey (N=274) found respondents tended to think influences of addiction on
others were greater than themselves, but believed junior and senior high school
students were less affected by the addiction. Furthermore, the perceived effect on
others and issue involvement positively predicted behavioral intentions of
supporting the protective action. Besides, the issue involvement was negatively

associated with the third-person perceptual gap.

Keywords: Mobile Devices Addiction, Social Distance, Third-Person Effect, Issue

Involvement
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