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S3 B SRADRE 1) 56 FREGE K T IR SR 20 &R
(Ben-Ze’ev, 2004a) .
D0 28 R T P90 28 516 DR AR T I b b A T ZE A
Mo BARME L) R RS 2 PR, 38R I 3.
JECRA « FTRTCII ], B S — AR EEAR . T
B, Mg Hmr DL A A T —22 A 56 (Couch &
Liamputtong, 2008). ik, X REZHAKY, B
AT 28 L o5 MAVF 2 O T BB AS NI S AR 3 (1 31
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N, ARAZ PSS E) 5 — AN NEACH AT A
{8 (Merkle & Richardson, 2000). H T A4 I I
e, ZK R A AR 2D 2 0 4 ek B oG &R it
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WK R, HEOAM RS R0, FINEG
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2004b) 6 FIT LA AATIAE A2 %0 Y 45 236 28 O 28 B 3 B v
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(Underwood & Findlay, 2004) .
4.2 MBEFRBEXRROMBIEE

TEAHTAL 2, SRS X R AT B 5 IH.
F IR LI RN A IAZ A R i B &R U 2
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BRE, TR X L BRI I R e N 2R B KR,
BEIA N A2 P25 55 2 0 RIS B AN TS 3, s A2
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The Nature and Causes of Internet Close Relationship

MENG Qing-Dong; WANG Zheng-Yan
(Department of Psychology, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100089, China)

Abstract: As a new phenomenon, internet close relationship is different from face-to-face close relationship in
establishment, maintenance and dissolution. Internet close relationship seems more perfect than face-to-face close
relationship, but there are more emotional betrayals happening in internet close relationships. People who are more
shy; who get high scores in attachment anxiousness; who are sexually-permissive; who are more sensitive than
others and who are frustrated by the failure of personal relationship are prone to establish internet close relationship.
The research on internet close relationship is still in its primary stage, thus, questions about how internet close
relationship evolves over time and how internet close relationship transforms into face-to-face close relationship
deserve further analysis.

Key words: internet close relationship; self-disclosure; face-to-face close relationship
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