The model is statistically significant for the quality

predictors (F = 5.46, p < .0001). The guality predictors

explain thirty-three percent of the variance in

satisfaction (R® = .33, adjusted R? = .30). The individual

quality predictors of smoothness (.3@**), task function

(.39**) and interaction satisfaction (.50**) are

statistically |significant

. The block of quantity predictors

is not statistically significant but explains four percent
of the variance beyond the quality predictors. When all ten
predictors are entered as a single group—including PRR

versus LDR—they predict thirty-nine percent of the variance
(F = 4.69, p < .0001).

Research Question 2

Research question 2a asks;: in CMC, which quality

predictors relate to romantic relationship intimacy?

Research question 2b asks;: in CMC, which quantity

predictors relate to romantic relationship intimacy?
As in research question 1, ascertaining the unique
variance from the two quantity predictor variables requires
entering them in the second block in the regression
equation.

The model is not statistically significant for

the quality predictors, which explain twelve percent of the
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variance in intimacy. The individual quality predictors of

smoothness (.23*) and interaction satisfaction (.27*) are

statistically |significant]|. Comment [Itd4]: The p values should
be given, e.g., p < .05, rather
than asterisks

The block of quantity predictors is statistically
significant (F = 3.77, p < .028). These predictors
explained a further eight percent of the variance in
intimacy. The individual quantity predictor of length of

interaction is statistically significant in a negative

direction(-.25*). When all ten predictors are entered as a
single group they predict twenty-two percent of the

variance (F = 2.04, p < .0411).



