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Abstract

Researchers taught at Tucheng District DingPu elementary school discovered students in
the class from the fifth grade accustomed to negative language, contain derogatory, swearing,
offensive language and abandon language to vent their emotions, especially, in learning anxiety
environment they will be more frequently to using negative language. When an individual fall into
the learning anxiety environment, restlessness will be easy to make the stagnation of
aesthesis,may also lower the sense of shame,which allow researchers to focus on aesthesis and
sense of shame when saying the negative language. When Online game evolving faster,it attract
the interest of students, so that low-achieving students can get a sense of accomplishment, and
thus make they Internet Addiction,this phenomenon inspire the motives of researchers want to
investigate.

This study was designed to investigate the sixth grade students'learning anxiety, aesthesis
and sense of shame when saying the negative language, Internet Addiction, subjects were sixth
grade students in DingPu elementry school. This study adopted survey research to collect

questionnaire data, obtained 209 valid questionnaires, the effective rate was 99.1%
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questionnaires, data were analyzed with structural equation.

The results show :(a) students in learning anxiety environment will make them lower
aesthesis and sense of shame when saying the negative language.(b) If students know more that
they are saying negative language, and they will be ashamed for using the negative language, then
the lower the occurrence of Internet addiction. Researcher presented two proposals for
subsequent study :(a) expanding the scope of the study area and the number of samples, in order
to enhance the validity of research.(b) conduct research on different grades of students.
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