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Excessive internet use has been linked to psychopathology. Therefore, understanding the genetic and
environmental risks underpinning internet use and their relation to psychopathology is important. This study
aims to explore the genetic and environmental etiology of internet use measures and their associations
with internalizing disorders and substance use disorders. The sample included 2,059 monozygotic (MZ) and
dizygotic (DZ) young adult twins from the Brisbane Longitudinal Twin Study (BLTS). Younger participants
reported more frequent internet use, while women were more likely to use the internet for interpersonal
communication. Familial aggregation in ‘frequency of internet use’ was entirely explained by additive
genetic factors accounting for 41% of the variance. Familial aggregation in ‘frequency of use after 11
pm’, ‘using the internet to contact peers’, and ‘using the internet primarily to access social networking
sites’ was attributable to varying combinations of additive genetic and shared environmental factors. In
terms of psychopathology, there were no significant associations between internet use measures and
major depression (MD), but there were positive significant associations between ‘frequency of internet
use’ and ‘frequency of use after 11 pm’ with social phobia (SP). ‘Using the internet to contact peers’
was positively associated with alcohol abuse, whereas ‘using the internet to contact peers’ and ‘using the
internet primarily to access social networking sites’ were negatively associated with cannabis use disorders
and nicotine symptoms. Individual differences in internet use can be attributable to varying degrees of
genetic and environmental risks. Despite some significant associations of small effect, variation in internet
use appears mostly unrelated to psychopathology.
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Internet use and online social networking is extremely pop-
ular among teens and young adults. By 2009, 93% of indi-
viduals aged 12–29 years reported internet use in the United
States (Lenhart et al., 2010). Teens and young adults show
similarly high interest in social networking websites, with
73% of teens aged 12–17 years, and 72% of young adults
aged 18–29 years, reporting social networking use (Lenhart
et al., 2010). In Australia, 96% of 18- to 34-year-olds use
the internet, and between 36% and 51% of them use the
internet for online gaming (Australian Bureau of Statistics,
2014).

In addition to frequency, the pattern of usage of the
internet has also changed considerably. There is evidence of
rapid growth in social connection and messaging programs,
mobile application development, ability of users to generate

and upload their own content, and much greater daily use
of mobile rather than fixed devices (Burns et al., 2013). To
what extent this expansion and the increased frequency of
internet use impacts psychological distress is unclear.

Among internet users, a sub-set may develop problem-
atic or addictive use, which may be similar to other non-
substance addiction phenotypes (e.g., gambling, food, and
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sex; Frascella et al., 2010). As many as 13% of internet
users in the United States and 6.4% of adolescent internet
users in Australia endorse at least one problem, similar to
problems related to substance use disorders associated with
excessive internet use (Aboujaoude et al., 2006; King et al.,
2013). Accordingly, problems related to excessive internet
use typically consist of unsuccessful attempts to reduce use,
interference with relationships, and a pre-occupation with
internet use when offline (Aboujaoude et al., 2006; Fu et al.,
2010; Kuss, 2013; Kuss et al., 2014; Tao et al., 2010).

Psychopathological Correlates

Not only do symptoms of excessive internet use resemble
other substance use disorder profiles, internet use is also po-
tentially comorbid with a wide range of psychopathologies.
Excessive internet use has been linked to major depression
(Evren et al., 2014; Ha et al., 2006; Huang et al., 2009; Kim
et al., 2006; Ko et al., 2009; Mythily et al., 2008; Wang et al.,
2013; Yen et al., 2007; 2008; Yung et al., 2015), ADHD
(Bernardi & Pallanti, 2009; Ha et al., 2006; Ko et al., 2009;
Yen et al., 2007; 2009; Yoo et al., 2004), and social pho-
bia (Bernardi & Pallanti, 2009; Ko et al., 2009; Yen et al.,
2007; Yung et al., 2015). Dysthymia, hypomania (Bernardi
& Pallanti, 2009) and substance use disorders (Bai et al.,
2001; Shapira et al., 2000; Yung et al., 2015) have also been
associated with excessive internet use. However, these stud-
ies have relied on non-White populations or small sample
sizes. Whether these findings generalize to normal variation
among healthy white young adults is unknown.

Genetic Epidemiology of Internet Use

Given the behavioral and psychiatric correlates of excessive
internet use, a thorough understanding of the genetic and
environmental risks underpinning internet use and the as-
sociations with psychopathology are required. Recently, it
has been shown that genetic factors explain between 48%
and 66% of the variance in problematic internet use while
the remaining variance could be explained by environmen-
tal factors unshared between siblings (Li et al., 2014; Vink
et al., 2015). However, to our knowledge, no study has ex-
plored the genetic and environmental etiology of internet
use in a large population-based sample of healthy young
adults. Prior to the widespread adoption of smart phones,
one report investigating variation in mobile use found that
familial aggregation was best explained by a combination of
genetic and shared environmental influences (Miller et al.,
2012). Heritability for varying measures of mobile phone
use ranged from 34% to 60%, while shared environmental
influences accounted for 5% to 24% of the total variance.
We hypothesize that genetic and environmental variation
in internet use will likewise show similar patterns of heri-
tability. We also hypothesize that individual differences in
internet use will be associated with psychopathology.

Aims

Our aims are therefore to explore the genetic and environ-
mental etiology of normal variation in internet use and
social networking, as well as the size and significance of
phenotypic associations between measures of internet use,
internalizing disorders, and measures of cannabis, alcohol,
and nicotine abuse and dependence.

Methods
Participants

Participants were from a large population-based sample of
young adult twins and their non-twin siblings from the
ongoing 19UP Project based on the BLTS in Queensland,
Australia (for more detail, see Gillespie et al., 2012). Be-
ginning in 1992, twins and family members were recruited
from the greater Brisbane area. The majority were recruited
through schools, but recruitment was also implemented via
media appeals and word of mouth as part of an ongoing,
multi-wave study examining melanoma risk factors at ages
12 and 14, cognition at age 16, and psychiatric diagnosis,
brain imaging, and lifestyle and behavioral assessments in
their early twenties. Data for the current analyses were col-
lected between 2009 and 2013 as part of an ongoing US Na-
tional Institutes of Health/National Institute of Drug Abuse
(NIH/NIDA) project to study the genetic and environmen-
tal pathways to cannabis use, abuse, and dependence. As-
certainment began with adult twins and non-twin singleton
siblings from the BLTS in order to obtain data from indi-
viduals who had passed through the age of maximum risk
for the onset of cannabis use (typically 16–18 years) and
cannabis-related problems. Response rates across the BLTS
projects since 1992 range from 73% to 85%. Informed con-
sent was obtained from all participants. Ethics approvals
were obtained from the Human Research Ethics Commit-
tee at the QIMR Berghofer Medical Research Institute and
the Institute Review Panel at Virginia Commonwealth Uni-
versity.

The 19UP survey comprised three separate online mod-
ules. Internalizing symptoms and substance use items were
assessed as part of the first module. Internet use was assessed
in the third module, which was completed by fewer partici-
pants. Complete internet use data were available from 2,059
individuals, consisting of 1,034 MZ and 1,025 DZ twins
(56% female) aged 18–35 years (M = 26, SD = 3.97). See
Table 1 for numbers of complete and incomplete twin pairs
for each internet use variables.

Measures

Internet use. Measures of internet use were based on four
questions administered via an online survey: (1) ‘Approxi-
mately how many hours a day do you spend using the inter-
net?’ (‘HOURS’) measured on a 3-point ordinal scale (1 = 1
hour or less, 2 = 2–4 hours, 3 = 5 or more hours); (2) ‘How
often do you use the internet after 11 PM?’ (‘AFTER 11’)
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TABLE 1

Number of Complete and Incomplete (Singletons) for Each Variable

MZ twin pairs MZ singletons DZ twin pairs DZ singletons

Internet variables
Hours spent on the internet (HOURS) 243 161 296 285
Hours spent on the internet after 11 PM (AFTER 11) 52 119 61 226
Using the internet to contact peers (CONTACT) 289 137 359 251
Using the internet primarily for social networking (SNW) 294 132 366 247

Internalizing disorders
Major depression (MD) 176 219 215 329
Social phobia (SP) 273 159 359 262

Substance use disorders
DSM4 cannabis abuse 283 136 375 226
DSM4 cannabis dependence 283 136 375 226
DSM5 cannabis use disorder 291 137 386 228
DSM4 alcohol abuse 287 136 389 218
DSM4 alcohol dependence 287 136 388 219
DSM5 alcohol use disorder 311 134 415 216
Nicotine dependence symptoms (FTND) 62 87 47 175

measured on a 3-point ordinal (1 = less than 1 time per
week, 2 = 1–5 nights per week, 3 = 6–7 nights per week);
(3) ‘In general, do you use the internet to contact peers
and/or other young people?’ (‘CONTACT’) measured as a
binary outcome; and (4) ‘How do you spend most of your
time using the internet?’ (‘SNW’). Response options for
SNW included accessing chat rooms, health information,
online virtual worlds, social networking websites, blogging,
checking email, listening/downloading music, solo game
playing, posting/viewing photos, instant messaging, discus-
sion groups, viewing/uploading/downloading video mate-
rial, YouTube, and educational learning. We focused on
social networking websites because little is known about
its psychological impact, despite its growing popularity
(Lenhart et al., 2010). Therefore, SNW was recoded as a
binary outcome (No = 0, Yes = 1), if subjects indicated ac-
cessing social networking websites as the way in which they
spend the majority of their time on the internet. Further, we
chose to focus on number of hours spent using the internet
after 11 pm because of the concerns regarding the potential
health impact of using late at night and for many hours
per day (Burns et al., 2013). Item frequencies are shown
in Figure 1. Frequencies for AFTER 11 are slightly lower
because they are contingent on a stem question asking par-
ticipants if they use the internet after 11 pm. Those who
responded ‘no’ were not asked the AFTER 11 question.

Psychopathology and substance use. Symptoms of in-
ternalizing disorders were based on self-reported DSM-IV
(American Psychiatric Association, 2000) criteria for major
depression (MD) and social phobia (SP) and were coded as
either present or absent. Six hundred and twenty-three par-
ticipants met criteria for MD (22.6%) and 425 met criteria
for SP (15.4%). Cannabis and alcohol abuse and depen-
dence were based on self-reported DSM-IV criteria and
were coded as either present or absent (American Psychi-
atric Association, 2000). For alcohol, only subjects who

endorsed five or more drinks for males or four or more
drinks for females at least once a week for a month or more
were subsequently asked the abuse and dependence items.
For cannabis, only subjects who reported having used mar-
ijuana at least six times in their lifetime were asked the
abuse and dependence items. Craving was also included
for alcohol and cannabis in order to determine case sta-
tus for DSM 5 alcohol and cannabis use disorder, also
coded as present or absent: ‘When you were using [alco-
hol/marijuana] the most, did you ever crave, desire or have
an urge for [alcohol/smoking marijuana]?’ Nicotine symp-
toms counts were based on the Fagerström Test for Nicotine
Dependence (FTND; Heatherton et al., 1991). Only sub-
jects who endorsed having initiated nicotine use (or who
reported current smoking status) and who smoked 100 or
more cigarettes (4 to 5 packs) in their lifetime were eligi-
ble to be asked the FTND nicotine questions. The mean
number of nicotine symptoms endorsed was 3.34 (SD =
2.43; range = 10). The participants that were not asked the
abuse and dependence items were coded as unaffected.

Statistical Analyses

Data were analyzed using full information maximum like-
lihood (FIML) raw ordinal data methods in the OpenMx
software package implemented in R (Boker et al., 2011;
Neale et al., 2015). This approach combines data from
complete and incomplete twin pairs, which has the ad-
vantage of increasing the accuracy of threshold estimates
and thereby improving estimation of the polychoric cor-
relations. By assuming a normal liability threshold model,
the ordinal thresholds can be conceptualized as cut points
along a distribution that classifies individuals in terms of
a probability of endorsing one of two or more discrete or
ordinal categories.

Tests of threshold homogeneity. In addition to enabling
analysis of complete and incomplete data observations,
FIML also permits tests of threshold homogeneity using
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Figure 1c. Frequency of using the internet 
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Figure 1d. Frequency of social 
networking (SNW)
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FIGURE 1

Frequencies of internet variables.

ratio chi-square tests. Prior to twin modeling, measures
of internet use were evaluated to test (1) the equality of
response distributions within twin pairs, across sex, and zy-
gosity; and (2) the equality and causes of correlations. This
is analogous to tests of mean and variance homogeneity in
the case of continuous data.

Univariate analyses. Standard univariate biometrical ge-
netic models (Neale & Cardon, 1992) that exploit the ex-
pected genetic and environmental correlations between MZ
and DZ twin pairs were fitted to each of the four internet
use variables to estimate the size and significance of genetic
and environmental risks. This model assumes that the vari-
ance in each of the observed items can be decomposed into
additive (A) genetic, shared environmental (C), and non-
shared or unique (E) environmental variance components.
Because MZ twin pairs are genetically identical and DZ twin
pairs share, on average, half of their genes, correlations for
the effects are 1.0 and 0.5, respectively. An important as-
sumption is that the common environments (C) are equal
in MZ and DZ twin pairs. Non-shared environments (E) are
by definition uncorrelated, and also include measurement
error. This method was used to estimate the contribution
of genetic and environmental variances or risks in each of

the four internet variables (i.e., HOURS, AFTER 11, CON-
TACT, and SNW).

For each internet variable, the goodness of fit of the ACE
model was then compared to models with the genetic (CE
model) and shared environmental (AE model) parameters
removed using likelihood ratio chi-squared tests (Neale &
Cardon, 1992). Under certain regularity conditions (Steiger
et al., 1985), the difference or change in the -2 × log like-
lihood of the saturated ACE and comparison AE or CE
models is asymptotically distributed as a chi-square with
the degrees of freedom (df) being equal to the difference in
df) between the models. The best-fitting model was chosen
on the basis of parsimony using the Akaike Information
Criterion (AIC; Akaike, 1987). The model with the lowest
index value was chosen as the best fitting.

Strength of association between internet use and psy-
chopathology. Polychoric correlations and their standard
errors were estimated in OpenMx (Boker et al., 2011; Neale
et al., 2015) to measure the association between internet
use, internalizing disorders, DSM-IV cannabis and alcohol
abuse and dependence, DSM5 cannabis and alcohol use
disorder, and symptoms of nicotine dependence. The cor-
relations accounted for the statistical non-independence of
the twin data by explicitly modeling the family structure.
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Results
Tests of Threshold Homogeneity and Twin Pair Corre-
lations

We found no significant differences in the threshold distri-
butions in any of the four internet variables, either within
twin pairs or across zygosity and sex. The MZ and DZ
twin pair correlations for AFTER 11 and CONTACT could
be constrained to be equal, suggesting that familial aggre-
gation is likely attributable to shared environmental fac-
tors (Table 2). The MZ and DZ twin pair correlations for
HOURS and SNW could not be constrained to be equal,
suggesting some degree of familial aggregation attributable
to additive genetic factors. For SNW, the DZ twin pair cor-
relation was greater than half the MZ twin pair counterpart,
suggesting that familial aggregation is likely attributable to a
combination of additive genetic and shared environmental
risk factors.

Univariate Analyses

Standardized univariate components of variance and model
fit statistics for the four internet use variables (HOURS, AF-
TER 11, CONTACT, and SNW) are shown in Table 2. For
all variables except HOURS, the AE and CE sub-models did
not significantly deteriorate the model fit when compared
to the full ACE model. Also, the E model that predicted
entirely random variation in each trait (i.e., no familial ag-
gregation) provided a very poor fit to the data. For HOURS,
the fit of the model deteriorated when C was dropped, sug-
gesting that familial aggregation can be explained entirely
by additive genetic factors. Although the AIC suggests that
the AE sub-model provided a better fit for SNW compared
to the CE sub-model for CONTACT, the differences in AICs
between competing nested AE and CE models were mostly
negligible. Based on the need for extreme caution when in-
terpreting AICs based on small samples assessed via discrete
or ordinal traits (Sullivan & Eaves, 2002), we retained the
ACE model as the best-fitting explanation for the sources of
variation within CONTACT and SNW. However, the vari-
ance components suggest that shared environmental factors
explains the familial aggregation in CONTACT, while ad-
ditive genetic factors explain the aggregation in SNW. For
AFTER 11, the difference between the AICs for the AE and
CE models was effectively zero, and the variance compo-
nents suggest a combination of additive genetic and shared
environmental risk factors is needed to explain the famil-
ial aggregation. Therefore, the full ACE model was also
retained as the best-fitting explanation for AFTER 11.

Phenotypic Correlations

As shown in Table 3, phenotypic (within-person) corre-
lations between the four internet use items ranged from
non-significant to moderate. The correlation between SNW
and CONTACT was moderate (r = 0.37), as was the cor-
relation between AFTER 11 and HOURS (r = 0.36). SNW
and HOURS were not significantly associated, but showed TA

B
LE

2

M
o

no
zy

g
o

ti
c

(M
Z

)
an

d
D

iz
yg

o
ti

c
(D

Z
)

Tw
in

P
ai

r
P

o
ly

ch
o

ri
c

C
o

rr
el

at
io

ns
(9

5
%

C
Is

),
U

ni
va

ri
at

e
M

o
d

el
C

o
m

p
ar

is
o

ns
an

d
St

an
d

ar
d

iz
ed

V
ar

ia
nc

e
C

o
m

p
o

ne
nt

s
A

tt
ri

b
ut

ab
le

to
A

d
d

it
iv

e
G

en
et

ic
(A

),
Sh

ar
ed

E
nv

ir
o

nm
en

t
(C

),
an

d
N

o
n-

Sh
ar

ed
E

nv
ir

o
nm

en
ta

l(
E

)
R

is
k

Fa
ct

o
rs

(9
5

%
C

Is
),

an
d

M
o

d
el

Fi
tt

in
g

St
at

is
ti

cs

Tw
in

p
ai

r
co

rr
el

at
io

ns
(9

5%
C

I)
V

ar
ia

nc
e

co
m

p
o

ne
nt

s
(9

5%
C

I)
Ta

b
le

fit
st

at
is

ti
cs

M
Z

D
Z

A
C

E
-2

LL
�

-2
LL

d
f

�
d

f
p

A
IC

E
P

H
o

ur
s

sp
en

t
o

nl
in

e
(H

O
U

R
S)

0.
43

(0
.3

0–
0.

56
)

0.
15

(0
.0

1–
0.

28
)

0.
41

(0
.1

5–
0.

53
)

0.
00

(0
.0

0–
0.

18
)

0.
59

(0
.4

7–
0.

72
)

3,
06

7.
49

—
1,

52
0

—
—

27
.4

9
5

0.
41

(0
.2

8–
0.

53
)

-
0.

59
(0

.4
7–

0.
72

)
3,

06
7.

49
0.

00
1,

52
1

1
1.

00
25

.4
9

4
—

0.
27

(0
.1

7–
0.

37
)

0.
73

(0
.6

3–
0.

86
)

3,
07

5.
31

7.
82

1,
52

1
1

0.
00

5
33

.3
1

4
—

—
1.

00
3,

10
1.

56
34

.0
7

1,
52

2
2

0.
00

57
.5

6
3

U
se

af
te

r
11

p
m

(A
FT

E
R

11
)

0.
70

(0
.4

4–
0.

86
)

0.
49

(0
.1

4–
0.

74
)

0.
36

(0
.0

0–
0.

85
)

0.
33

(0
.0

0–
0.

74
)

0.
31

(0
.1

5–
0.

56
)

1,
00

1.
23

—
56

7
—

—
-1

32
.7

7
5

0.
71

(0
.4

9–
0.

86
)

—
0.

29
(0

.1
4–

0.
51

)
1,

00
2.

11
0.

88
56

8
1

0.
35

-1
33

.8
9

4
—

0.
61

(0
.4

1–
0.

76
)

0.
39

(0
.2

4–
0.

59
)

1,
00

2.
24

1.
01

56
8

1
0.

31
-1

33
.7

6
4

—
—

1.
00

1,
02

9.
16

27
.9

3
56

9
2

0.
00

-1
08

.8
4

3
C

o
nt

ac
t

p
ee

rs
(C

O
N

TA
C

T)
0.

21
(0

.0
1–

0.
40

)
0.

27
(0

.0
8–

0.
45

)
0.

00
(0

.0
0–

0.
38

)
0.

24
(0

.0
0–

0.
37

)
0.

76
(0

.6
0–

0.
90

)
1,

92
7.

17
—

1,
68

1
—

—
-1

,4
34

.8
3

4
0.

27
(0

.1
0–

0.
44

)
—

0.
73

(0
.5

6–
0.

90
)

1,
92

9.
54

2.
37

1,
68

2
1

0.
12

-1
,4

34
.4

6
3

—
0.

24
(0

.1
0–

0.
37

)
0.

76
(0

.6
3–

0.
90

)
1,

92
7.

17
0.

00
1,

68
2

1
1.

00
-1

,4
36

.8
3

3
—

—
1.

00
1,

93
8.

70
11

.5
4

1,
68

3
2

0.
00

-1
,4

27
.3

0
2

So
ci

al
ne

tw
o

rk
in

g
(S

N
W

)
0.

43
(0

.2
6–

0.
58

)
0.

23
(0

.0
7–

0.
39

)
0.

39
(0

.0
0–

0.
57

)
0.

04
(0

.0
0–

0.
38

)
0.

57
(0

.4
3–

0.
74

)
2,

25
3.

74
—

1,
69

6
—

—
-1

,1
38

.2
6

4
0.

44
(0

.2
9–

0.
57

)
—

0.
56

(0
.4

3–
0.

71
)

2,
25

3.
78

0.
04

1,
69

7
1

0.
83

-1
,1

40
.2

2
3

—
0.

32
(0

.2
1–

0.
43

)
0.

68
(0

.5
7–

0.
79

)
2,

25
6.

64
2.

90
1,

69
7

1
0.

09
-1

,1
37

.3
6

3
—

—
1.

00
2,

28
4.

77
31

.0
3

1,
69

8
2

0.
00

-1
,1

11
.2

3
2

TWIN RESEARCH AND HUMAN GENETICS 5

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91


Elizabeth C. Long et al.

TABLE 3

Phenotypic Polychoric Correlations Between the Four Internet Items, Internalizing Disorders, DSM4 Substance Abuse and
Dependence, and DSM5 Substance Use Disorders

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10. 11. 12. 13. 14. 15.

1. Age 1.00
2. Sex (Female = 1) -0.01 1.00
3. Hours spent online (‘HOURS’) -0.05 -0.12 1.00
4. Use after 11 pm (‘AFTER 11’) -0.05 -0.19 0.36 1.00
5. Contact peers (‘CONTACT’) -0.07 0.11 0.24 0.21 1.00
6. Social networking (‘SNW’) -0.04 0.28 -0.09 0.01 0.37 1.00
7. Major depression (MD) 0.01 0.20 0.07 0.10 0.03 -0.02 1.00
8. Social phobia (SP) -0.02 0.11 0.09 0.13 -0.04 -0.01 0.62 1.00
9. DSM4 cannabis abuse 0.04 -0.29 -0.08 0.03 -0.11 -0.08 0.25 0.15 1.00

10. DSM4 cannabis dependence 0.02 -0.23 -0.09 0.07 -0.10 -0.13 0.33 0.12 0.88 1.00
11. DSM5 cannabis use disorder 0.03 -0.27 -0.09 0.07 -0.11 -0.11 0.31 0.17 0.92 0.99∗ 1.00
12. DSM4 alcohol abuse 0.02 -0.19 0.02 -0.08 0.08 0.06 0.17 0.04 0.51 0.42 0.49 1.00
13. DSM4 alcohol dependence 0.01 -0.22 -0.01 -0.04 0.05 0.05 0.24 0.08 0.44 0.43 0.45 0.72 1.00
14. DSM5 alcohol use disorder 0.02 -0.24 -0.03 -0.05 0.05 0.04 0.18 0.06 0.52 0.45 0.50 0.83 0.89 1.00
15. Nicotine symptoms (FTND) 0.03 -0.04 -0.03 -0.01 -0.06 -0.02 0.11 0.08 0.25 0.23 0.24 0.13 0.10 0.14 1.00

Note: ∗Because DSM5 cannabis use disorder and DSM4 cannabis dependence are virtually perfectly correlated, optimization correcting for the non-
independence within families was impossible. The polychoric correlation was 0.99 when run separately for Twin 1 and Twin 2. Significant correlations
are bolded.

a negative trend (r = -0.09). In terms of the internalizing
and substance use disorders, HOURS was modestly and
positively correlated with SP (r = 0.09), as was CONTACT
(r = 0.13). CONTACT was modestly and negatively cor-
related with DSM-IV cannabis abuse (r = -0.11), DSM5
cannabis use disorder (r = -0.11), and symptoms of nico-
tine dependence (r = -0.06). CONTACT was also modestly
but positively correlated with DSM-IV alcohol abuse (r =
0.08). SNW was modestly and negatively correlated with
DSM-IV cannabis abuse (r = -0.08), DSM-IV cannabis
dependence (r = -0.13), and DSM5 cannabis use disorder
(r = -0.11).

There were also some demographic differences in inter-
net use, although of small effect. Increasing age was asso-
ciated with less time spent on the internet (r = -0.05) and
less use of the internet to contact peers (r = -0.07). Males
spent more time on the internet than females (r = -0.12)
and used the internet after 11 pm more often (r = -0.19),
whereas females were more likely to use the internet to con-
tact peers (r = 0.11) and to access social networking websites
(r = 0.28). Females were more likely to meet criteria for MD
(r = 0.20) and SP (r = 0.11), whereas males were more likely
to have symptoms of all of the substance use disorders (r =
-0.04 through -0.29).

Discussion
This is the first study to investigate the genetic epidemiol-
ogy of normal variation in internet use. For all measures
of internet use except for the number of hours spent on
the internet, we found evidence of significant familial ag-
gregation attributable to varying combinations of additive
genetic and shared environmental factors. For the number
of hours spent on the internet, familial aggregation was ex-
plained entirely by additive genetic factors. The pattern of

twin correlations, model fit indices, and variance compo-
nents suggest that the observed familial aggregation in social
networking could be explained entirely by additive genetic
factors. In comparison, shared environmental risk factors
explained almost all of the observed familial aggregation
in using the internet to contact peers. A combination of
additive genetic and shared environmental risk factors ex-
plained the familial aggregation in the frequency of internet
use after 11 pm.

We found no evidence for shared environmental risks in
the number of hours spent using the internet. However, the
estimated power to detect C for this variable with the current
sample size was 5%, whereas the power to detect additive
genetic variance was 80% (see Table 4). The power to detect
the A and C variance components for all other variables was
low. However, data collection is ongoing (Gillespie et al.,
2012). Consequently, future analyses of the data based on
larger samples will provide sufficient power to compare
competing AE and CE sub-models.

Consistent with previous research, we have shown
that internet use was more frequent among younger
adults (Lenhart et al., 2010) and that females were more
likely to use the internet for interpersonal communica-
tion (i.e., contacting peers and to access social network-
ing sites; Weiser, 2000). Contrary to previous findings (see
Bernardi & Pallanti, 2009; Evren et al., 2014; Ha et al.,
2006; Huang et al., 2009; Ko et al., 2009), we found no
significant associations between measures of internet use
and variation in DSM-IV MD. There were, however, small
but significant and positive associations between the num-
ber of hours spent on the internet and DSM-IV SP, and
between the frequency of time spent on the internet after
11 pm and DSM-IV SP. The discrepancy with our findings
and other reports may be attributable to group differences
and sample sizes. Previous reports ranged in size from 1,291
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TABLE 4

Results of Post-Hoc Power Analysis to Detect A and C Variance Components

Estimated Power Observed N needed for Estimated Power Observed N needed for
A for A statistics 80% power C for C Statistics 80% power

Hours spent online (HOURS) 0.41 80% 1,525 1,530 0.00 5% 1,525 >20,000
Use after 11 pm (AFTER 11) 0.36 17% 572 4,432 0.33 16% 572 5,086
Contact peers CONTACT) 0.00 5% 1,685 >20,000 0.24 34% 1,685 5,572
Social networking (SNW) 0.39 40% 1,700 4,600 0.04 6% 1,700 >20,000

to 4,957, and relied on adolescents and young adults from
Turkey (Evren et al., 2014), Korea (Ha et al., 2006), China
(Huang et al., 2009), and Taiwan (Ko et al., 2009). More-
over, these reports assessed measures of excessive internet
use, whereas our study assessed normal population vari-
ation in time spent on the internet, using after 11 pm,
using the internet to contact peers, and the use of social
networking.

Internet use was significantly associated with cannabis,
alcohol, and nicotine use disorders. However, all associa-
tions were small, and our finding that social networking
was protective against DSM-IV cannabis abuse, DSM-IV
cannabis dependence, and DSM-V cannabis use disorder is
inconsistent with previous studies showing a positive rela-
tionship between excessive internet use and substance use
disorders (Bai et al., 2001; Shapira et al., 2000; Yung et al.,
2015). Apart from small sample sizes, the discrepancy may
be attributable to varying definitions of internet use. For
instance, Bai et al. (2001) used risky internet use as the
dependent variable as defined by Young’s Internet Addic-
tion Disorder Questionnaire (Young, 1996), which is based
on a seven-item instrument based on DSM-IV criteria for
pathological gambling, and had a sample size of only 251.
The report by Shapira et al. (2000) was based on a very
small sample size of N = 20 in which the definition of
problematic internet use was based on DSM-IV criteria for
substance use disorders such as items measuring distress,
time-consumption, uncontrollability, and use interfering
with important tasks. Our measures of internet use were
not DSM-IV based, nor focused towards excessive internet
use.

Limitations

These results should be considered in the context of two
potential limitations. First, data were based on a single as-
sessment. Analysis of data from multiple waves would per-
mit tests of longitudinal stability and the partial control of
measurement error. A second limitation includes potential
ceiling effects on the measures of internet use, which do
not identify individuals whose internet use is excessive. The
highest level of use was 5 or more hours per day, which may
or may not be excessive, and could be work related. How-
ever, our aim was to fill an important gap in the literature
by focusing on the genetic and environmental etiology of

normal variation in internet use and its association with
psychopathology.

Conclusions
This is the first study to explore the genetic and environ-
mental etiology of normal variation in internet use in a
large, young adult sample of Australian twins. Twin mod-
eling revealed that familial aggregation in the frequency
of internet use and social networking was entirely due to
additive genetic factors, whereas familial aggregation in us-
ing the internet to contact peers was entirely explained by
shared environmental factors. Variation in frequency of use
after 11 pm was explained by a combination of additive ge-
netic and shared environmental risk factors. Our results also
demonstrated that while social networking and contacting
peers may be protective against cannabis use disorders and
nicotine symptoms, frequency of use and contacting peers
are linked to alcohol abuse and SP.

Acknowledgments
This report was supported by the United States National
Institute on Drug Abuse, awarded to Nathan Gillespie
(R00DA023549). The BLTS is supported by a variety of
Australian NHMRC Grants awarded to Nicholas Mar-
tin, including Program Grant No. 566529, CRE 1061043,
and fellowship support to Ian Hickie (1046899). We
also acknowledge and thank the following QIMR project
staff: Soad Hancock as project coordinator, David Smyth
for IT, Lenore Sullivan as research editor, and our re-
search interviewers Pieta-Marie Shertock and Jill Wood.
We thank the twins and their siblings for their willing
cooperation.

References
Aboujaoude, E., Koran, L. M., Gamel, N., Large, M. D., &

Serpe, R. T. (2006). Potential markers for problematic inter-
net use: A telephone survey of 2,513 adults. CNS Spectrums,
11, 750–756.

Akaike, H. (1987). Factor analysis and AIC. Psychometrika, 52,
317–332.

American Psychiatric Association. (2000). Diagnostic and sta-
tistical manual of mental disorders (4th ed., text rev.). Wash-
ington, DC: Author.

TWIN RESEARCH AND HUMAN GENETICS 7

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91


Elizabeth C. Long et al.

Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2014). Household use of in-
formation technology, Australia, 2012–13. Retrieved from
http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/8146.0.

Bai, Y. M., Lin, C. C., & Chen, J. Y. (2001). Internet addic-
tion disorder among clients of a virtual clinic. Psychiatric
Services, 52, 1397.

Bernardi, S., & Pallanti, S. (2009). Internet addiction: A de-
scriptive clinical study focusing on comorbidities and dis-
sociative symptoms. Comprehensive Psychiatry, 50, 510–
516.

Boker, S., Neale, M. C., Maes, H., Wilde, M., Spiegel, M., Brick,
T., . . . Fox, J. (2011). OpenMx: An open source extended
structural equation modeling framework. Psychometrika,
76 , 306–317.

Burns, J. M., Davenport, T. A., Christensen, H., Luscombe,
G. M., Mendoza, J. A., Bresnan, A., . . . & Hickie, I. B.
(2013). Game on: Exploring the impact of technologies on
young men’s mental health and wellbeing (Findings from the
first Young and Well National Survey. Melbourne: Young
and Well Cooperative Research Centre). Retrieved from
http://www.youngandwellcrc.org.au/wpcontent/uploads/
2014/03/Young_and_Well_CRC_Game_On_Report.pdf.

Evren, C., Dalbudak, E., Evren, B., & Demirci, A. C. (2014).
High risk of internet addiction and its relationship with
lifetime substance use, psychological, and behavioral prob-
lems among 10th grade adolescents. Psychiatra Danubina,
26 , 330–339.

Frascella, J., Potenza, M. N., Brown, L. L., & Childress, A. R.
(2010). Shared brain vulnerabilities open the way for non-
substance addictions: Carving addiction at a new joint?
Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences, 1187 , 294–315.

Fu, K. W., Chan, W. S., Wong, P. W., & Yip, P. S. (2010). Inter-
net addiction: Prevalence, discriminant validity and corre-
lates among adolescents in Hong Kong. The British Journal
of Psychiatry, 196 , 486–492.

Gillespie, N., A., Henders, A. K., Davenport, T. A., Hermens,
D. F., Wright, M. J., Martin, N. G., & Hickie, I. B. (2012).
The brisbane longitudinal twin study: Pathways to cannabis
use, abuse, and dependence project — current status, pre-
liminary results, and future directions. Twin Research and
Human Genetics, 16 , 21–33.

Ha, J. H., Yoo, H. J., Cho, I. H., Chin, B., Shin, D., & Kim, J. H.
(2006). Psychiatric comorbidity assessed in Korean children
and adolescents who screen positive for Internet addiction.
Journal of Clinical Psychiatry, 67 , 821–826.

Heatherton, T. F., Kozlowski, L. T., Frecker, R. C., &
Fagerstrom, K. O. (1991). The fagerstrom test for nicotine
dependence: A revision of the fagerstrom tolerance ques-
tionnaire. British Journal of Addiction, 86 , 1119–1127.

Huang, R. L., Lu, Z., Liu, J. J., You, Y. M., Pan, Z. Q., Wei, Z.,
. . . Wang, Z. Z. (2009). Features and predictors of prob-
lematic internet use in Chinese college students. Behaviour
& Information Technology, 28, 485–490.

Kim, K., Ryu, E., Chon, M. Y., Yeun, E. J., Choi, S. Y., Seo, J. S.,
& Nam, B. W. (2006). Internet addiction in Korean adoles-
cents and its relation to depression and suicidal ideation: A
questionnaire survey. International Journal of Nursing Stud-
ies, 43, 185–192.

King, D. L., Delfrabbo, P. H., Zwaans, T., & Kaptsis, D. (2013).
Clinical features and axis I comorbidity of Australian ado-
lescent pathological internet and video game users. Aus-
tralian and New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry, 47 , 1058–
1067.

Ko, C. H., Yen, J. Y., Chen, C. S., Yeh, Y. C., & Yen, C. F. (2009).
Predictive values of psychiatric symptoms for internet ad-
diction in adolescents: A 2-year prospective study. Archives
of Pediatrics & Adolescent Medicine, 163, 937–943.

Kuss, D. J. (2013). Internet gaming addiction: Current per-
spectives. Psychology Research and Behavior Management,
6 , 125–137.

Kuss, D. J., Griffiths, M. D., Karila, L., & Billieux, J. (2014).
Internet addiction: A systematic review of epidemiological
research for the last decade. Current Pharmaceutical Design,
20, 4026–4052.

Lenhart, A., Purcell, K., Smith, A., & Zickuhr, K. (2010). Social
media & mobile internet use among teens and young adults
(Pew Internet & American Life Project). Washington, DC:
Pew Research Centre.

Li, M., Chen, J., Li, N., & Li, X. (2014). A twin study of prob-
lematic internet use: Its heritability and genetic association
with effortful control. Twin Research and Human Genetics,
17 , 279–287.

Miller, G., Zhu, G., Wright, M. J., Hansell, N. K., & Martin,
N. G. (2012). The heritability and genetic correlates of mo-
bile phone use: A twin study of consumer behavior. Twin
Research and Human Genetics, 15, 97–106.

Mythily, S., Qiu, S., & Winslow, M. (2008). Prevalence and cor-
relates of excessive internet use among youth in Singapore.
Annals Academy of Medicine Singapore, 37 , 9–14.

Neale, M. C., Hunter, M. D., Pritikin, J. N., Zahery, M., Brick,
T. R., Kirkpatrick, R. M., . . . Boker, S. M. (2015). OpenMx
2.0: Extended structural equation and statistical modeling.
Psychometrika. Advance online publication.

Neale, M. C., & Cardon, L. R. (1992). Methodology for genetic
studies of twins and families. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic
Publishers.

Shapira, N., Goldsmith, T. D., Keck, P. E., Khosla, U. M., &
McElroy, S. L. (2000). Psychiatric features of individuals
with problematic alcohol use. Journal of Affective Disorders,
57 , 267–272.

Steiger, J. H., Shapiro, A., & Browne, M. W. (1985). On the
multivariate asymptotic distribution of sequential chi-
square statistics. Psychometrika, 50, 253–264.

Sullivan, P. F., & Eaves, L. J. (2002). Evaluation of analyses of
univariate discrete twin data. Behavior Genetics, 32, 221–
227.

Tao, R., Huang, X., Wang, J., Zhang, H., Zhang, Y., & Li, M.
(2010). Proposed diagnostic criteria for internet addiction.
Addiction, 105, 556–564.

Vink, J. M., Beijsterveldt, T. C., Huppertz, C., Bartels, M., &
Boomsma, D. I. (2015). Heritability of compulsive inter-
net use in adolescents. Addiction Biology. Advance online
publication.

Wang, L., Luo, J., Bai, Y., Kong, J., Luo, J., Gao, W., & Sun,
X. (2013). Internet addiction of adolescents in China:

8 TWIN RESEARCH AND HUMAN GENETICS

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/8146.0
http://www.youngandwellcrc.org.au/wpcontent/uploads/2014/03/Young_and_Well_CRC_Game_On_Report.pdf
http://www.youngandwellcrc.org.au/wpcontent/uploads/2014/03/Young_and_Well_CRC_Game_On_Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91


Twin Study of Internet Use

Prevalence, predictors, and association with well-being. Ad-
diction Research & Theory, 21, 62–69.

Weiser, E. B. (2000). Gender differences in Internet use
patterns and Internet application preferences: A two-
sample comparison. CyberPsychology and Behavior, 3, 167–
178.

Yen, J. Y., Ko, C. H., Yen, C. F., Chen, S. H., Chung, W. L., &
Chen, C. C. (2008). Psychiatric symptoms in adolescents
with internet addiction: Comparison with substance use.
Psychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, 62, 9–16.

Yen, J. Y., Yen, C. F., Chen, C. C., Chen, S. H., & Ko, C. H.
(2007). Family factors of internet addiction and substance
use experience in Taiwanese adolescents. CyberPsychology
& Behavior, 10, 323–329.

Yen, J. Y., Yen, C. F., Chen, C. S., Tang, T. C., & Ko, C. H.
(2009). The association between adult ADHD symp-

toms and Internet addiction among college students: The
gender difference. CyberPsychology & Behavior, 12, 187–
191.

Yoo, H. J., Cho, S. C., Ha, J., Yune, S. K., Kim, S. J., Hwang,
J., . . . Lyoo, I. K. (2004). Attention deficit hyperactivity
symptoms and internet addiction. Psychiatry and Clinical
Neurosciences, 58, 487–494.

Young, K. S. (1996, August). Internet addiction: The emer-
gence of a new clinical disorder. Paper presented at the An-
nual Meeting of the American Psychological Association,
Toronto, Canada.

Yung, K., Eickhoff, E., Davis, D., Klam, W. P., & Doan, A. P.
(2015). Internet addiction disorder and problematic use of
Google GlassTM in patient treated at a residential substance
abuse treatment program. Addictive Behaviors, 41, 58–
60.

TWIN RESEARCH AND HUMAN GENETICS 9

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/thg.2015.91

	Psychopathological Correlates
	Genetic Epidemiology of Internet Use
	Aims
	Methods
	Participants
	Measures
	Statistical Analyses

	Results
	Tests of Threshold Homogeneity and Twin Pair Correlations
	Univariate Analyses
	Phenotypic Correlations

	Discussion
	Limitations

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References

