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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to compile the scale of college students’ network behavior anomie to
provide measurement tools and theoretical support for relevant research. Through the construc-
tion of the impact model of the relationship between family experience, school experience, pres-
sure factors, intelligent algorithm recommendation, negative media content and network beha-
vior anomie, and the empirical research using SPSS and AMOS. The research results show that
there are significant differences in the negative media content and network behavior anomie
among different individual characteristics of college students. The constructed structural equa-
tion model of college students’ network behavior anomie fits well. School experience, pressure
factors and intelligent algorithm recommendation have a significant positive impact on negative
media content, while negative media content has a significant positive impact on network beha-
vior anomie. Therefore, it is suggested that in the early warning, punishment and correction edu-
cation of college students’ network behavior anomie, multiple subjects should collaborate to build
an ecological system of network behavior norms.
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Figure 1. Research hypothesis model
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Table 1. Structure of latent variables and measured variables
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Table 2. Basic characteristics of samples
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Table 3. Reliability and validity test of the scale
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Figure 2. Structural equation model of college students’ network misconduct
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Table 4. Test of structural equation model fit index
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Figure 3. Actual model and path coefficients
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