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Abstract

Based on the Marital Satisfaction Scale and the modified scale, this study conducted an online
survey of 330 married people using the questionnaire method, collected 303 valid questionnaires,
and used SPSS to analyze the descriptive statistics and correlation of the recovered valid data, so
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as to study and predict the impact of couple’s interaction mode (network communication) on in-
timate relationship satisfaction. The results showed that positive emotion emoji communication,
positive emotion text and emoji communication, and negative emotion emoji communication were
significantly correlated with marital satisfaction and husband and wife cognition, emotion, and
communication. Positive emotional text communication and negative emotional text communica-
tion were significantly correlated with marital satisfaction and the cognitive and emotional di-
mensions of couples, but not with the dimensions of husband and wife communication. If the hus-
band and wife communicate well and can understand and support each other, there will be fewer
conflicts between the husband and wife. These findings provide more evidence for the theoretical
relationship between couples’ daily communication and marital satisfaction, and also provide a
direction for proposing ways to improve marital relationships.
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1. 518

FFEVE IR R R FE 58 85 00 FRI6 B A S35 OO R, AN [ P 7 SRR A1 %o 85 A 8 P A AE AR B
IR . TEARZ A USRI R s R 2 rh, R ZEZ A (VAE AR — B AU B EE R, VR IEAFAELE
YR RIEZ IR IR R Rl SRR R 2% 00 R L B ORH BN . RIEZER MW WIGEAT N
ATDAMERG A LLR 12 Fhe ED#E . fl. [BhRE. SiA. e, AR, RIE. PhEE. ’EER. WAL SRR
Mo B RVEBAAL AT LA R ZE 2 A BRI SR 5, JE W] DA U o) R R 28, SR FEMHEE, X
AN [ (R VAEAT N S B T AR BT R B AN (VA SR o b, . 48, SRR IR T AT <AL
X7 VR SENE s RIA . YRR OCVE. HaBRORT R e (R ) AR T CRRAR AR VA SRS s AR A
A A I (5 0) =R AT N S B T — b [RLRE 9 (VA IE SRS (R e e, 2020), RFERNAE RS R
TRV L T AT 5%, A5 R 8 Z (Weber et al., 2023), 7E 526545 A (2016) KT 7t Hp 26 B SC R MR
SV VR 5 2 AT AEOR VA KT B WS R S R R S, [ e S S [ B R T A
GRE, F IR I 5 [ VA E N SR M R R 23 . 1979 47, 1E Olson %5 A 42
H R BE D Re R B e R, REEN R BB 8 REFEEE B &N A8 = AT, 1A
Xof - SR B A S 5 RIS ML BN B R R B E Rk E (X, 2023). BN 2EH IR, 7
56 25 (201 1) FH ARG T HLI & 7 130 X PR 48# A 11.49 SRR E K32, 1588 7 IR, VF2 [E o
S RFR AR IR RIF FE AR s 1 VA 00 5 O T P TR 1) O R e USR8 3 S LT AR 5 P S5 00R A V FE PE oE y
V) 38 AU AR ) R B F7 B 22 (Basco et al., 1992); JH Rowland et al. (2009)7E LR 2772 BEA L 8 szid o
RO FNEEAT N 6 OB, REERE S, SRR T HUVNE A RS KR
ANV T 1) 5 DA RO P PR = B RGN o B e e N (2020) I R R WIAE AN RIME Ba b, RIEA[E] 15 1)
VR IEAT 0t FLUS U o B X TR X B 2

B AL R RABH D, RIFVER T RORAE T8k, AR A HAA L B E TR R SR A
(IR, AR AATAEE T Z R, #o RIEWEME T — &I fUEE NG B AR E 2 AL
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LA, R HACRE AR HEEF B MG NBRAZ T, RN 55 AR =4 T 1 PR A3 A 1
FESFT, REBALASCTEE AN HRAESEEE RGP, 2017). AR ARI, X
PEAR R 10 3T 7 AN 28K 0] 7 ) 45 5 FT DL AR i KT B SR AR S, L UGR A A AR el B, et
PR, AR 10 2 2 U AR AT B S Gt AR TR R A T AR ARG 4, DR D R A I 4 P B SR B
S A AR K M ER AR IR AR R F AT 8, O HT BE (2 KU Ak A AR S A RS B I AR R IR SR R AR
(Wang, 2015). SR K REFEPAN MR BRI RIS O BRI AL A 0T (10 3 2R R CR 5 I 45
2021); Fh/NE(2015) Ao 5 0% A AT LLE 2% TN RE i, BIOR S R RIF MR ZE S w2 5%
AR . BT AR I ZEVA I A R AR 5 A% Ge it AR AR FL S 0B S Ak, AT A BB £ 9 B50R FE XU ) S5 25 K
RPN . BR200Bal T7 s ARk, PR fE S BE P I A NATANET B2 i A US40 B B oK . o R
Z(2000) 3 R AR R o [ AR 4, QPR RFZEFE A MR ERE K. EABHIRIE T 25 R X R
LRARMSEPRHIZMEN, AT IFARME— WA T, FERE SRR H 28 W, MR FER AR
— R IEH AR B . R B RE T AUV SR B0 K, AR OR 3 (10 9 S AN PR3 PR T X T ) 52
o EWMAWERABE, FHMEMEAEERZZEEFIH T, RN —DENERER
BTH, AR ARG ARBEBREZ. ARISRGRZT|DSHA-HREBNEM. 5
FARFHUL S RZFE (0] 01 2% T3l L LS T8 45 1)l (K F 70, 5400 (2017) 435 HA B (K 5K RE A I 37 55 A0
MBS BB S T X ER A Z A SC R, FHL M BRIl 5 JSess A il Js sUh g 7 R 3
(6] A T 3, H RN I RIS J0, i 4 7 R ZEE LS ATz, w5 5l R RFET )&
FBK 5 (2020) 73 Hr b B BRI 2645 B PO SR GRS AR Y, B RS T RN BOHE R N
0.994, 5FHLME 5 LEAHIREE Y 0.939. i I FHURIFEAR 7 K504 T L&Y WA a5 i
(RIRFa], A7 W] BE R AR AR (0 3 KR o FERIZE NBR AU, W48 R G AF 5 A0 2 10D 10 A B A2
MEARE S 1T, REBAIA T AR MG RS ESEE R, W 584 R (= S5 8 X A8 Js
CCAHG R ZE 2 (B PR B R R CON A 2 — AN EE VUSSR A R VA B R LR T R FE R K
R R EZ MBI R R M ARBRR R 0HIC, IEWER(2022)0 5, BIAMRIFE. KRR KRZ FIRLAE
BRI T, JERFE D T WS BT I . K, BB RN REMGE RGOS
CRERAWEEZMM KRR, W R T AR FIEIRRT, AR v AR 2T 05 0000 5 1 22 57k
T AR A A R B S N R A B A T K

2. WEE5H*
2.1. HIRMR

AR, St 330 44, HA Bk 169 44, ik 161 44, FESAE 20~70 ¥, 3 A
T 30~40 % . AKIHEILHIE] 330 473, ARG 303 4y, Horh 27 A4l RS I KORRE . Hngh R
ATERERE H AR -

22. fiRIR

ARG 38 R, HARERMES I B B + S s RERRWMEEE
Al B PR I RAE N (2010) 25 ) B B SCAR TS 57 N TR ZER R G . PR I ECAE A\ (2010) 78 AAE SCHR 1 2 i
by BRI RIPNRIGIE . RIDAF. RIHRK 3 DY, IFETFRGEUHRE A A B St 5k L%
J 21 IR R, X 153 A4 CAS AT I, 8T H 2 B AR R PR K e R 14 e 1R 2
o W NEHEBRA “AEEARTE” B “IEFEFE” 1 1-5 HFy, W0 mRBISIR R K2 0T H
FEMIE SR VPRI S ASIRAN R BORAE I E RS H I, ZIREAN T 5 H SR SbrE i
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AR A R B e 56— AN IR IO, e 4356 L 1) 20 B, B0 S B P 2 P R4 o
2.3. IR FE

AR TS N OIS FKBE R T, 5 R B B I BE N AR E S s (S IR R, A 78
W “RBE” FEI TR B RA, WL EEYE. TR RARE ARSI R, FERR A 20 5|
70 %, WERE KT N— B RESS SERR NPL R LA 1~5 4F. 6~10 4. 11~15 4F, 16~20
20 FLL L, MBEFERT REE IR WIE . B RIS H i ), 3|
(IHHE ] SPSS BEAT ST My, 87~ 3 L Bl 3 (00 45 V) 3B ) o 515 585 0% 2R 086 7 P S ), () IR EL B[R] 45 %
W2 2R, BIGSE T RFER R
3. BIRSHh
3.1 (EHERE

ARRFEARBIRIEE TG, X R BATE K 8, 33 Cronbach-o RECH 0.73, ZAKKT 0.7
R % ) 5 N 25 1T L2 .
3.2. RS HT

B2 5B N BT N DR ES, S5R % 1 FR:

Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis

F 1 Rt o

NE(N) i b (%)

b 5 150 49.5
'S 153 50.5

18~25 % 32 10.6

26~30 ¥ 62 20.5

31~35 % 35 116

e 36~40 % 45 14.9
41~50 % 80 26.4

51~60 % 36 11.9

>61 & 13 43

<54 101 33.3

6~10 4F 55 18.2

11~15 ¢ 40 13.2

16~20 4E 24 7.9

U 21~25 4F 40 13.2
26~30 4F 21 6.9

31~35 4F 12 4.0

36~40 4F 5 1.7

>41 4 5 1.7

Wik R AR 56 185

i 56 185

B KL/ 72 23.8
AF 102 33.7

fifi = e DAL 17 5.6
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W 1 iR, £25HAM 303 4 A Rd, 4 150 A(49.5%), it 153 A (50.5%); 4E#s 18~25 ¥
32 \(10.6%), 26~30 % 62 A\ (20.5%), & 31~35 % 35 A(11.6%), 36~40 %/ 45 A\ (14.9%), ¥4 41~50
% 80 N(26.4%), 51~60 % 36 A(11.9%), >61 % 13 A(4.3%); U5 <54 101 A(33.3%), U5 6~10 4
55 A(18.2%), #&#% 11~15 4E 40 A(13.2%), #5# 16~20 4 24 A(7.9%), U5 21~25 4F 40 A\ (13.2%), 45§
1% 26~30 4 21 A\ (6.9%), 45 31~35 4F 12 A\ (4.0%), U5#s 36~40 4F 5 N (1.7%), 45# > 41 4F 5 N(1.7%);
ZHEREANYITF LT 56 A(18.5%), mH/H% 56 A(18.5%), KE/MHE 72 AN (23.8%), AFl 102 A
(33.7%), Hiit: &% LL 1217 N(5.6%). AILLEHZS S5IHERN BEANEE L, /N T5T 5 FEM NSNS

Ko
3.3. xS
Table 2. Correlation analysis
< 2. HXMS
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1. EMHES 1
LFIE
2. IEHIE % -
N 0.459 1
FHEIEE
3. [EME4
TFE + FHE 03267 0.3557 1
(Nt
4. TMIHTEY o o x
e 0.720 0.392 0.314 1
P&
5. fIHIE - o - -
N 0.370 0.779 0.334 0.549 1
FHEIEE
6. FEL
TF + FHE 02627 03297 07387 0.3307  0.387 1
(aMap
7. NFN 0.308"  0.193™ 0.363" 0192 0136°  0.375" 1
8. 1% 0214 02907 04217 0114 0236 0.3397 0.680" 1
9. Vi@ 0.029 -0.122° 0.183" -0072 -0.189" 0.140° 0.162" 0.1 1
=]
1&&.;@ 02627 0.191™ 0.444™ 0.121 0.113°  0.394™ 0867 08507 04817 1
T

*:

“p<0.05, “<0.01(FIH)

WRPEAE 2 Argn, RS AR EEWE ., RS MR W, AR, 7
LT ARG WV SIS AR R SR ZEA . SRR WIE SR B ANSG, e 4 il . i
26 VI SIS AR R L R ZENTN . TR B AR, 5 RFEIEYERE A, PImT S A
RFEGAE R I8 LT 1 25 30 IR i s 2K, BENE U ENE T R IR AR R A
T I e F 5% 5 0 A T i L O 4518

34. REBEM RMBEREERITERRSEZESM(EEEER)

4 F{E N 0557, XTRMERIE N 0.790, KT 0.05. HHEEWR: ASEKEEMS W BOGHN 45 10
R ER AR IE 2 RRA BEER.
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Table 3. One-way ANOVA for marital satisfaction
=3 BRRFESNERESE

A df 5 F A
2 1] 1312.921 7 187.560 1.145 0.337
A 31450.499 192 163.805
JSE3 32763.420 199

35 IFMIBEEAESRASEEXRNERX
35.1. 5kEHERBREENHEX

FERFERGRYEE , EHEEgmET PR S REBR L MR, REOACEEEE
FER G R R ADA BEHILLE 4).

Table 4. Positive emotions and husband and wife emotions

4 EHIFHESKERRE

i RbrUEL R B PRl R 5 "
B B PRt iR ZE Beta t BEE
(&) 9.957 1.006 9.896 0.000
1 BT 25 S0 8P 35 45 0.034 0.255 0.008 0.133 0.895
1E THI 17 46 3R s VA i ~F 35 4y 0.596 0.215 0.158 2.777 0.006
IE TS 46 S0 - 3R VAl 15 4y 1.739 0.248 0.382 7.004 0.000

a. AR REHHRLID.

3.5.2. 5RE|INIYERIFEX
ERFINFNYEE S, IEHEZEE T RPN FEEORR S REF]NNA S LR EMR, &
AR S RFENREDAE BFEMHAEES).

Table 5. Positive emotions and couples’ cognition

5. EHEBEEZESKREIAM

ARbrHELL FEL FrAEL R 5

A B ey D Beta t B2

(&) 9.029 0.991 9.109 0.000

1 1B THI 1 46 S0~ E 3 4y 0.948 0.251 0.215 3.778 0.000
BTN 26 3R 018 18~ 35145 -0.118 0.211 -0.031 -0.558 0.577

BT 46 50 7 3R VAl 15 4y 1.734 0.245 0.381 7.088 0.000

a. AR RIEFNKETT

3.5.3. 5kEB%E X
ERFWIEAEE S, EEEEWEF RPN, EEOERE CrREQERS RFERE L
SR R EA R (N 6).

Table 6. Positive emotions and husband and wife communication

F6. EEBESREDR

RbrHELL R 5 FrHELL 2 5

s 351 t e
| B R Beta WEE
1 (W &) 19.253 2.034 9.466 0.000
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NNl 2R S oh -1.388 0.515 -0.171 -2.696 0.007
1B T 1 48 3R A Ly iE 1 4 1.351 0.434 0.195 3.116 0.002
IEEE R IGEEE 5 1151 0.502 -0.137 -2.293 0.023

a. AR RIFGELT
354 EHRESFEXRES
HeRw], RS SEE T X TR AT RGO G R E R R LA REMHRAET).

Table 7. Total score of positive emotions and intimate relationships
=7 EHBESREXRRES

p RbrEA 75K FriEL 25

=Rz
B bRz Beta t ATE
(&) 30.003 2.082 14.408 0.000
1 BT &6 S0 a8~ P Y 4y 1.226 0.517 0.134 2.371 0.018
IE TH 15 46 3R A% QLA 8~ 35 o -0.163 0.445 -0.021 -0.366 0.715
BT 45 S0 7 3R A B VAT 1 4y 4.372 0.507 0.460 8.622 0.000

a. PARHE: SRERRED

3.6. A IBEABEARSFEEXRNEX
36.1. 5kEHERBREENHEX

ERFEG IR T, AHEEmE TP ER S RERRE S TLEEME, REMN., PR
AR R KA SE B EMH XN 8).

Table 8. Negative emotions and hushand and wife emotions
8. AHBESKRERH

o FErUELL BB FruEfk R B )
Y B e v t BEM
(H =) 15.497 0.846 18.317 0.000
1 B 4 S0 1183 4 0.157 0.276 0.037 0.571 0.569
71 THI 7 46 3R L VA I 35 Ay 0.733 0.250 0.196 2.938 0.004
S & MR G EEETY S 0.161 0.081 0.113 1.987 0.048

a. PARE: REHBED

3.6.2. 5EREINIYERFEX
ERFFNFNEE , B WE T KPR FERE RIS H BEMR, REREAM
FREOLRG RIS L EZHERE 9).

Table 9. Negative emotions and couples’ cognition

# 9. EIFHESXREINA

i H bRl 2% PRl R 5 —
B B FrAEiR % Beta t A
() 15.734 0.846 18.598 0.000
1 BN 26 307138 T35 45 0.930 0.276 0.220 3.373 0.001
BT 46 3R VA 38 4y 0.175 0.250 0.047 0.702 0.483
BRI 46 S IR G AV iE 3 —0.112 0.081 -0.079 -1.386 0.167

a. AR RIEFNFET
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3.6.3. EXRT|RHEEREX
ERFEWBAEE, M EE T PR, #HEOEAE CrREQRAS RFERE L
I3 A WA R (W4 10).

Table 10. Negative emotions and couple communication

% 10. SEIBEMERZHE

RbrHELL R % FriELL 2 5 "

=il t = |
Ji Rit B bR Beta BEMN
(H &) 7.657 0.656 11.675 0.000
S 45 STV E P 4y —0.465 0.214 -0.060 -2.178 0.030
1 AT 7 45 3R L VA I T 1 A -0.836 0.194 -0.121 -4.322 0.000
£ T A g =2 1244 V5 3 S 4
"ﬁrﬁ’%l%ﬂfrﬁ@@@%q 2.416 0.063 0.921 38.489 0.000

a. PARE: REFWHELTD
36.4. MEEESFEXRES
B w], SRS T A A T REUIE A SRE R R B A BEM XL 11),

Table 11. Negative emotions and intimate relationships

F 1L AMRESFEEXR

RbrtEl R 5 FrHELL 2 5

TR B b Beta t BEM
(W) 32.752 2.187 14.979 0.000
1 BT 15 48 SC -~ 35 5% 0.229 0.542 0.026 0.423 0.673
S 26 3R I8 T35 5 -0.487 0.490 -0.063 -0.994 0.321
MBS SCF MR B W@ 4.714 0.554 0.472 8.504 0.000
a. FE: EHELRLD,

37. REEEM BRANSIEREE RRRSTEDN

Table 12. One way ANOVA: marital satisfaction
F12. BRRFEN: BRHEE

i df HJ7 F BEME
H A 1312.921 7 187.560 1.145 0.337
HH 31450.499 192 163.805
B 32763.420 199

MRIGAREoR, 412 o F {04 0.557, XSRAIBER(E Y 0.790, KT 0.05. 34518 AN 5B 45 IH
B BT IS P SR T FEAS 2 PR AT B 2 TR e R 35 22 5

4. 71ig
4.1, XFHFRBEEHERANFEXRAF N

ARG LRI AN RV RN SR B S R, 45 R B RIEMEL T, i CrR Bt
RFERRER DA R, SO IR G AR 75 205 307 a I8 . R G748 A P S Re iy HL A4 Rk
TR, L RIFRIESR, SRS RERIFE.
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VERN—FhyaiE TR, M5 O REZ BN EEE N, K2 HERZ R4 DoCMiEE 17
BEATVRIE, AR EHMERERS . EEME R CFEEA —MRERIRER: Aaea )7 gk A
IS, Re Rl Z D6 VAR R E R “RNE 7 (5224, 2019). BT AR 6 105 FH k65 1 < 22 8] 1) 74
WEMAAEZNE SR, RIGQHEHTREEERSEE, BAEFL. TR WEBHSERH, NXANHHE
FAE M HIE — E R RoRkh T UG OB s AL A MG . 2, SCEEE IR TR IE R
BT R TR . FERERMEWES, SCEMRE QMA@ R, feib S0y e, MmN
RINERE L, EE T RIFMFEE . R KIFRSE. RXOHEMELS . BOLX07 S, 1305 52T
ST R .

4.2. NEABHERFXFRRBERNFEXRNR

FEAF FEERE S, SCP MRS RIE A7 R R Z R E G R IR Ty i,
S FRAT A T S R T R R SR G R M. AE IS AT b, e RS U
Wi R ZE DI G W23 5 R AR I o 306 R ZEVA T8 P S MR G B A A R BB AN S 7, 0 T IR T VA i
a5, BRI A B TR B OCRIIRTE: B0 T ii s 5t, WA EAA TR KRN
Tt

RN RV S AR B A AR BB AR R AERMERIET, RIEXUT EE LS BAEAIE
TR BRI 72 SRt K B A 5 7 J& o B0 T IE TS 5t BRI AT B T35 % K R IR T
BT AR 5, MERR A S A B TR EORRMIRTE . Bk, ERUEAET, REXEA R
A BRAE R A RV BRI 2 SRR Pl R N AL 5 7 i

4.3. BRI T X R AR

TRNBR IR R T 17K AR B 18 AR N B ok R #R IR B 2 (Ledermann et al., 2010). FH 74 I8 A5
SIS B EAOC, R BRIV @, TP« o SRR 07 48, 5 AS I
BEERIEA. X3 B B A va @ T DA N R ZE 2 (R SR % A R . R IVAEAT A5 a5 IR
WEEEIEASG: RILZ A RIFHIBAT RN, WRIE ISR Z R WX 7 (75 SRS R Ak 1n) 2t
&, SUSURWE R T R IR . XUl IIE I B R VA AT T DA NI ZE 2 (A () B AN AN . AR B
RIEGIRWH R A REZ RN SERE, WH €. BRFBSEX T, 5US0RTH =2 EAH
Ko XKWL AN 5 5 FIK AT LRG58 K 22 2 [R] ) 53 55 R 2 B

IR TE LS, SR FELEUS U A 5 I ZE LB T IS AR 0 1, B IR AR AR RV e A
i WS AR V@ T 20, RO AE TR, BEE TLEh AR ORI ), @ Gl g e,
ARG i ) S TR A, AR T SRR S . AT DA IR RIS R A R s REN XY
AT %5 77 (R 75 SR M52, SRR PR Z 5, R ok o] AN %, 5555 RAFIVAEAT J9, W A IR 3
Z A BRRRFIANE . RFMZF R E BUMMBEEXN T, RAFRM SRS, 8% 50 A or
BB, AT LA iR R 3[R 1R 5 5 MG
4.4, REIEHTFRERXRNF N

B 0 A OC R B AR AN R (I HERS , RZEZ M BB 77 snT e R AR AR Ak . I o i AS [RS8 O 22
M E A, AT LB R N T ARAS IR R B ASRUREIE, R ZER RIMELMBA RIS % . 502 —Fh

KR FEAR IR R, TR 8] (9 LB BT T USRI R R AR E BR B2, ARSI BL RE T RES
T A [ B BRAAN 7 SR, BB AT 2 TRl B30 75 ST RE A T AN A
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(EREAW TS R B, AR RZEEE SBRNOSYEET 5% 257 . R R TEES R
IR 8 AT LA 2 PR A A o e, T AR o e R RS FL A, P DA A A S AR 0 A 5 R ZE )
USIR R, RZEH A ISR RN, ZRIEARE . AN FUEN, (SRR
=, WHBRRRAT N R A — B, RSB AR FEAR, RFERPh R, IS4 S T RIRAT
NEZ, FEERRZFENERE (R, 2018). SAMIfE RS RIS E 5% R I & 8 ZAEA [F) 45 6 B BRI
ANFE——RIEE NS WARIBT B, R ZEXUy TR il A v SR 1) T REUCBOR B 3 1007 sUE vk el
—BIN RIS S, REZANRE TR, SWAEFZEETFR, W46 7 &7, FEZ TN TE
HEG, AUTFRY], Mg SR T REXTT R, SLRGR S S RN [ b, R
FEXTHOREZ 1 RAL 2 IR BITE A7 5 PRI, AR R I [ m v A B ) 7 (0 /N, 2015), WFFE4s R
SRR T AR X R ZER AR IS, AN RIS 203 R RS A LA YA Iy SR SR AR B E A7 A 838 22 57
R ZE AT eSO T RS R AR A AL

5. &

B 2SS T RIS, RFEZ RNV ARG SN E RS, JF ROk A S 74 38 7 2 ik
TRZZ R NHEMAGAE, ZooRVAERE N RZR A 7 E 2 b8, PRTZE I = R (0 7 38 KUk U
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