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Abstract

The college students’ interpersonal disturbance scale and acceptance of others scale of 350 college
students of the interpersonal relationship and acceptance of others were used. The results showed
that: 1) 17.90% had a certain degree of college students’ interpersonal disturbance; interpersonal
disturbance of 2.60% students is more serious. 2) The degree of interpersonal disturbance of male
college students’ heterosexual communication problems was significantly lower than that of fe-
male college students; the degree of interpersonal disturbance of non-normal students was signif-
icantly lower than that of normal students in talking with people, dealing with people and hetero-
sexual communication; the degree of interpersonal disturbance of freshmen was significantly
lower than that of the sophomore, junior, senior students. 3) Male college student’s acceptance of
others was significantly higher than that of female students in each dimension, non-normal college
students’ acceptance of others was significantly higher than that of normal students, the dimen-
sion of freshmen’s acceptance of others was significantly higher than that of the sophomore, junior
and senior students. 4) There was a significant negative correlation between college students’ in-
terpersonal relationship and acceptance of others.
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Table 1. Overall situation of students’ interpersonal relations (n = 312)
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Table 2. Gender differences analysis of interpersonal relations and acceptance of others in different dimensions
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Table 3. Difference analysis of interpersonal relations and acceptance of others for normal or non-normal school students in
different dimensions

i3 REEARXASEN A SEENITTE SEITEENER DN

¥ JiYEE (n = 166) JRITVEAE (n = 146) t
[SEi &0 60.27 £6.12 65.33 £ 6.27 -7.19
Bt NZ4H 15.72 £ 2.41 16.85+2.81 -3.74"
H5AZ®R 3.01+1.78 230+1.73 356"
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Table 5. Correlation analysis of students’ Interpersonal relations s and acceptance of others
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