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Abstract

Objective: To explore the mediating effect of interpersonal trust in adult attachment and love view
of female college students. Methods: 958 female college students were investigated by Female
College Students’ Love View Questionnaire, Adult Attachment Scale (AAS) and Interpersonal Trust
Scale (ITS). Results: 1) There were significant pair wise correlations between each year and each
variable; 2). However, closeness or dependence of adult attachment and interpersonal trust have a
significant mediating effect between them and the love view. Conclusion: Interpersonal trust has a
significant mediating effect between the adult attachment and the love view of female college stu-
dents.
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Hi: RAXKRZEBNMKEERBUNZERXR, UEARMSERRMER. ik RAKZEEE
WiEHE RAKRBER. ABMEERRNISSHERLALEMTHIAE. £R: 1) &FH. #XE
Z RIFWPAERERE; 2) TREN TRAKERRIEMRB4ER T RBRLER, NMEEEMISZHR
ZERIHNBMRE. 4k AREEELXRKZERNMIEEZHWZ EEF PMEM.
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1. 518

BEE AL, P AR S RSN, ATV 2 WS kA T B, ZEHE
2, TEBAR FRET 2o — B R 2 AR PR AN R 7 AP X FE ISR A 3, R ARTBOR G, PoAE TR M)
TN, X TARZAT AN G St BARE B, ZHWAENRZAT AU R R, R T AT 20
Jif, WIEFRDNL, Ol % RIF T T REWMET . XAk, T rH5EHAHe, 78
BRI, B E RSS2, M BT LR T A A5 B T S el SRR, Bz,
PR ABRMEAE. RIS ZE KRR IR T, KIS F L2 RFERAKE . AbRE
. ZAE AT A — & Mt e .

BT 2 BATAT ORI BB AR RIF R RIS EEREH, 1152 5WAE AR SRR 3 0%
#, MWiBH bk, 5ABMEEZEPZEFEYIRR, MERANKEEESZ LN TEFRC R, etk
Leis, BAFFEMZERAMNKERRN—E, TTUEE, =ZFZNMERREEGHEYIXR, (HE
P ZEMRUHAIRZ N, MAB TR =#F 2 MR RITYHR, 38 ZEWER Y FEE, o]
DUNZE M E IR — MBS S, NEBERAE R —E it

TR NI T RIEORARE, W2 &EE. k. PEEAERE AR R SRR
XS R Z R A, ERENE E 2RI A B FEARETI A SR R T A AR 5
HENRIGR . PUIrRe T EORERE s, RN AR EZIN L 0. BMEHEE. YRS B HR S
N7 R TR A I (A, 2011) WA IR ALAE RN RIS R R, AR [EDEE S 2 I S R R
PIRIE AL, R, BLSR, HA S EIEE A, KBRS B S RNAYERERR R LT 1 IR AR
Ko [ BLE BN RS T Z 15 S E I R R SR ER, WG BB Mits, KERS5H
RZEEENAHXRBED “N” FR(EAE, 2011).

BN A2 48 A L 3 4R B R AR 2 00 i [MZ R B, DLR 241 % 8 AR AR AR 2 56 I VA (R A &
JiAl, 2004). f R RGO Bowlby A )L 5 RESE RS BB L3 (A2 (8] ) 58 R A8 LEE AR
FITEXMER EHVFZ NREAEEN, K I7Ex AN E AU (Bowlby, 1969); Feeney Xt
KREAEFAT R AN K 22 R RAMAIIE M AR R E R E R Z R R A JE B0k
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VLR 52 1% 5% 28 FR R IS BEANARST, WK VA IO AR SR AL B 5t Bl AR AR MR 2 R BL N NIAMEAE, X
EERARETEINAL, KT EEBRREHEE R, TEEKEMROEZE R R RARE, TG E
THEARAL, TR T AR o ) U7 s 3R E S 22 5 (Feeney & Noller, 1990).

ANBEAERME AN F & & DM PRR W 55 5 10— MRS . RAE A BRaciE
FAEAEAE R ANBR R R, AR AR 3 S TR & 2 2050, D AGHEE ISR, Taaid
Jl O I I H B (Rotter, 1967) o ARMECa R B R E AR AFAR A AT IR AR, 228 T BT
R BAEAEE S KPP FBERTE . LR G REE MR8 KB 2R 3 AR B AR, SRR
FIMEAREAATC, 5 SRR 5 B FEE AN 58 PR AR SN Al 8 B AR AE AR DS (R, 2014).

gi b, AU RS KA NP EAEZ I E YIS, H ARG Z 1 AR 2 1]
ERFAER .

2. MRFGF*
2.1. #i

EAREFEIMTE R, TR T REFRER TR, KREER R REHIIMEL 958 A HEAT 7134518
. Hrf, 2016 4300 A, 2017 4 299 A, 2018 4F 359 A.

22. fIRIE

221 ESEWEE

KAL) “90 J57 LRFEAZHE WL IEFREE, 2016), RHAZRME 5 mitsy, %4k
FEAF i, RoRANMAGEEIZ T . AW, 2016 4E. 2017 4. 2018 Ef a R HIN: 0.793.
0.817.0.787. =4EMIIAENER & 0 #r4h S0 5 4 4Adf = 1.72, RMSEA = 0.049, CFI = 0.924, TLI = 0.913,
SRMR = 0.056; #*/df = 1.95, RMSEA = 0.056, CFI = 0.919, TLI = 0.908, SRMR = 0.059; #*/df = 1.98, RMSEA
=0.052; CFI=0.926; TLI=0.916, SRMR =0.051. ilFWiZ% 3545 %0% R 1T .

22.2. RAKREER

K AT NABAT B MR 7025 2 B 3% (Adult Attachment Scale, AAS) (VL1 45, 1999), K FHZE vk
5 mithr. Hrr, SRITYERE SR YE L ORI IR AERE . TEARBETLH, W IT IR GOk T M 4 2 AN
FERRYENT, 2016 4F. 2017 4F. 2018 FoRITHOBIAE BEMEE FRYEIE ) o R 7] 09: 0.741. 0.800; 0.738.
0.805; 0.725. 0.782, SEIUTARH4EE = 4F (M50 UEVE R R /W7 45 R 40N : /1df = 1.87, RMSEA = 0.054, CFlI
=0.968, TLI=0.945,

SRMR =0.036, #*/df =2.20, RMSEA = 0.063, CFI =0.961, TLI =0.932, SRMR =0.039, /*/df =1.74,
RMSEA = 0.045, CFI =0.972, TLI =0.952, SRMR = 0.037. & &4k & = 4F [ 50 1 K R 20 B 45 SR 4 53 o -
Z/ldf =3.75, RMSEA =0.096, CFI=0.980, TLI=0.951, SRMR =0.027, ;*/df=1.80, RMSEA =0.052,
CF1=0.993, TLI=0.983, SRMR =0.018, ;*/df=0.86, RMSEA =0.000, CFI=1.000, TLI=1.000, SRMR
=0.012. WEB XA 545 0% R 47

2.23. A\BMEEER

K PV 1) 45 2580 V(1) N b1 4T 82 (Interpersonal Trust Scale, 1TS) (FEM 45, 1999), FHZRME 5 fit
gy, BERASREELAKTE, HEEEERRANREEACP S EARPH, 2016 4. 2017 4, 2018
S o RESI A 0.643.0.778.0.693. = AEHIIGIEE R Z /M 45 B 40 : /1df = 1.35, RMSEA = 0.034,
CF1=0.968, TLI=0.953, SRMR =0.034; #¥df =2.11, RMSEA =0.061, CFI=0.954, TLI=0.932, SRMR =
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0.037; #/df =1.23, RMSEA = 0.025, CFI=0.985, TLI=0.979, SRMR =0.031. iEliZ% |45 Rk AT,
2.3. HEALTE

KH SPSS22.0 #HATREARYE M AHIC T A K AR B TR AN BT, H A BRSP4 A SR P R R B
MR ARSI TP, SRR 22 4 A F mplus 7.0 #3847 (RS BE& M 45, 2014).

3. MRERS TS
31 HXEABERENRE

AT TE A AR B R S B TS, AR AESL R T M 22 RN, R . S IR P
() Harman B [A -7 A S b AT Rr e, AR ORI B0 PRI 2501 28038 70 A &6 R IK AT S8 10k (S v &AL 2R, 2004)
2016 FRREVEF Rt on: Bedent, 193] 13 MFEERT 1 BT, JFEE A ER TR AL R
B 17.75%, /T 40% I SRt BAETEN R AT R 42/df = 3.44, RMSEA =0.090, CFI=0.419,
TLI=0.393, SRMR=0.100, BRUEAH. 2017 FFREEF R ion: Beknr, 193] 11 MRHEE R
F 1T, IFHE AL FRREA T & 18.28%, /N T 40%[RIG FbrdE;  BRAETE N R Ml B
2/1df =3.98, RMSEA =0.100, CFl=0.402, TLI=0.375, SRMR =0.119, FEIA&ALE. 2018 FEIRE
I ieas: Bedenr, 53 11 MHEHERT 1 T, HFEFE-DERFHERNA R E 18.63%, T
INT A0%IRII T bR IAEVE R KT . //df = 3.95, RMSEA =0.091, CFI=0.446, TLI=0.421,
SRMR =0.104, HEARHUAAH. HILAT WL, AHFFEIL IR T 22 0N A B .

3.2. BRLEZEHEXSH

Table 1. Correlation analysis of every variable in 2016
7 1.2016 FETEEXNH

Z fH1E SRR &
FEEW 1 0.290** 0.425** —0.441%*
{E4E 0.290%* 1 0.214** 0.300**
ST A A 0.425** 0.214** 1 —0.598**
fEE —0.441** 0.300** —0.598** 1

FE: %% < 0.001,**p < 0.01;*p < 0.05. T,

Table 2. Correlation analysis of every variable in 2017

F2.2017 EETEHXF

ZIEW fF1E ESURIQ 8
FAH M 1 0.230** 0.357** —0.271%*
{51 0.230** 1 0.314** —0.255**
PRI 0.357** 0.314** 1 —0.474%*
fRE —0.271** —0.255%* —0.474** 1

Table 3. Correlation analysis of every variable in 2018

52 3. 2018 FRTEHXT

ZEW fE1E SRR S
LA 1 0.236** 0.314** —0.375**
G4 0.236** 1 0.213** —0.295**
AT AR 0.314** 0.213** 1 —0.446**
LR —0.375** —0.295** —0.446** 1
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X AR, TRUR I =AM (R AR OGS B35, RN AE = AF R AH SRR FE A A AN ] o5
TS A AN PR B0 EARDG, M8 5 2R A PR BT AR MG, SRS e 2 (1)
AL 1. % 2. % 3).

3.3. ABRMEEAEFRIEWRBUERESZ B ZE PN 24

Table 4. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view in 2016

4. AREEEFEABSZRN BN ER(2016))

HREL: ZRW JifE 2 ANBREE FHFE3: B
RIS
B t pt t B t
SR A 0.425 8.102%** 0.214 3.788%** 0.380 7.256%**
ANBREAE 0.209 3.980%**
R? 0.181 0.046 0.222
F 65.650%** 14.352%** 42.378%**

M 4 TULEH, 7RE 1. 7R 2. iR 3 RS B, ARIERSBESER MRk, TEARR
FAERI AR B3 (LK 4).

Table 5. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view in 2017

5. ANBMEEEFLKHBS Z 1R EBE A ER (2017)

TR L W TR 2: ABR{SME T3 ZEU
Bl
B t B t B t
SR AR 0.357 6.585%** 0.314 5.701%** 0.316 3.955%**
ABMEAE 0.131 1.920%
R? 0.127 0.099 0.143
F 43.361%** 32.499%** 24.650%**

A 5 TUVE Y, 7 1. J5RE 2. iR 3 RS B, ARIERDBEEIR MRk, e ARR
EAERTH AR &2 (W% 5).

Table 6. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view in 2018

6. APMEEAEFLKBS Z IR BE N {ER (2018)

TR L ZIEHEM HHE2: NBREE JiRE 3. EHEEW
B
B t B t B t
SR 0.314 6.256%** 0.213 4.120%** 0.277 5.464%**
N LS 0.177 3.492%**
R? 0.099 0.045 0.129
F 39.138*** 16.972%** 26.281%***

3 6 TULEH, e 1. 7R 2. iR 3 ARSI B, ARIERDBEER M Rk, e ARR
EAERTH AR &2 (W% 6).
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Figure 1. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view
E 1. AREEEFRERBSZEEN @R MER(LE 1)

HIe 5~ 7 Je P 1 T4, ABRSARAE S MBS 2 5 WL A1 FR) rh A 20 B J 25
34. ABMEEERBERESZRUZE P MBI

Table 7. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view in 2016

7. N\IREREEESZBENZBERHN1ER(2016)
HEL B TFE2: NBRE1E HE3: B
AR
B t B t B t
fE -0.441 —8.491%** -0.300 —5.419%** -0.389 ~7.260%**
ANBREAE 0.173 3.232%*
R? 0.195 0.090 0.222
F 72.097%** 29.370%** 42 .415%**

W 7 TUVEH, IR L. 7R 2. iR 3 RS B, RIERSBESER MR Rk, A ARR
AR PR 2 (L& 7).

Table 8. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view in 2017

2 8. AMRMEEEEESZEN BRI FNEM(2017)
FRE L BEW e 2: ABREAE TFE 3 WM
A
B t B t B t
ek -0.271 —4 855%** 0.255 —4 544%** -0.227 —3.990%**
ABMELE 0.172 3.016**
R? 0.074 0.065 0.101
F 23.575%** 20.644*** 16.656%**

& 8 WTLLEH, TR 1. TR 2. TR 3 h ARMER B, MRS BER N RKTE, ATRARR
EAER AR 22 (W 8).

MR 9 M LLEH, T2 1. 7R 2. iR 3 h RS B2, RIEESBESER ke ik, TR ARR
EAER AR 83 (LK 9).

HI2 7~ 9 LA JAT 2 W, N B AR AR A R LR BE R 52 17 WL 18 0 P A O S
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Table 9. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view in 2018

9. NIMEEESEESEHUZERFMT1EM(2018)

FHFE L B JiFE 2. NBR{E(T it 3. EIEM
A
B t B t B t
FEE -0.375 —7.640%** -0.295 —5.837%** -0.334 —6.569***
NBRfEE 0.137 2.692*%*
R? 0.141 0.087 0.158
F 58.373*** 34,076%** 33,321 %**
0. 300" (2016) NFrfatE 0. 173" (2016)
0. 255" (2017)
0.295™ (20
0. 389" (2016)
frrs 0. 227" (2017) 0. 334™ (2018) gt
Figure 2. The mediating effect of interpersonal trust in Close dependence and love view
2. NIREEEEERSZBEUZEFNMER(LE 2)
4. ¥1ig

4.1 AWK, ABREE. SHERZENBEXS 4

AW TR ISR, BRSSP, AR o, AR S, X5 oA
MBI A M, AN RKIUR A RS 5 NBMEE R R E AR (50T, 2018), KRS %
TSR RRIER ., AR, BISER, HAEREPLEE TG, KRS BSR4 2L
FHHVIEARSR(E A4, 2011). AARERBUNHIFEHI T E . MEA ARG S, X — PR R el
ZIAR A BA —E .

4.2. ANBREERP AR

A RN A, BATH UL, ABRMEERMRAER R, JEH, S2RIEMRETE N E RN,
A RONE b L R LEAE BT BN B RN, ABREERh AR08 5t R BT R BRI S
AL AR SR T2 R R s, T H, ABEEEWE Z M BGRERH M ER . HsE, X
T RGN K R BT FAAAEDE, AR, A fom. SRR S RE SRR (] B R S5 R R 2
SO Z LT R ()—1k, 2011), KA R PRAR AR 5 2 I UAEAE B0 R R, JF AT DA 25 T 52 15 2R 2 (W
&P, 2015). IEMMZRIR T TR BN T BRI ANBREME. ZRHEMAIFR I, HEERX T
JEANR . NBREAEH— 5 ZHW L HR AR T BAZ

MILSESRE A, SRR R, N BB AR/ T i 2 RS A 5 T A R A 2 10, T
BRI, R APMEEACT S, MBCRERBUK BSOS A, AR 5 T R ) 52 1
M, OSSR HRBERAT, (FN2IL. LN EERES, RKNMIZZ0, RIDZ T, ENIE 62 &
TFER, —BORAERZBUEZ T, RNWNZEEEREZTRIEER, MBI EE MmN, XA
MFRRZJEH R RIEFRZER, AT %7 R R K.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.96136 1108 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/**.2019.*****
https://doi.org/10.12677/**.2019.*****
https://doi.org/10.12677/**.2019.*****

BSOS 4

5. A REERE

B, WIRHEAPIIR= AR EKRAR, JHMERT 24, EEWBRTPIATRSE, 4t
I, AT Rt — 20 KV B AR URSE I B PEREA . JLUG,  ARORAERIT FUAR B 2 18] 5 28 BRI 4625 FE
BRZAER TN, BOZAT PR K0 R B A B B L Z [ AN I 25, S5, 0T H
B, B AT REAAERIR 2 o

6. &

1) SREMBUE B PRMEAES 2 SRS R A PR SRS Z .
2) NBREARAESRIT A Z 16 2 18 B AT AR
3) NBfEAEAEEES B8 BAT HER

E&InE
RICNHE AN SR 2T SR F M E KT EH R B(YR 5 17J0D190001) F R B il R .
SEHk

WA I(2011). AZEMARE, HEGFFEEZNIFZHE. s, bat bl K2,

X —1K(2011). “90” 5 A 524 F G IR BT RXT HHFIE. WA S, BN B K.

FRI6I6(2013). MR AR FAR =400 5" KA NBREEIE. A774, No. 22, 183-184

Tt B, EE, FQ011). MUETKFAEZIEMAZIER N B S X KM 4 LaESFHE, 28(4), 104-108.
RBF], F7HI(2004). NIRRT, FEIGKOPEF 545, 12(2), 217-220

Bt WREABH(2015). RFA R S ISR R, 7 E RO 747, 23(12), 1850-1854.
KHE(2014). A FAESHEFREE B IFERIBZIEERHIHRFZTIL. MR, WE: §RK%E
Bowlby, J. M. (1969). Attachment and Loss: Vol. Il (p. 1).

Feeney, J. A., & Noller, P. (1990). Attachment Style as a Predictor of Adult Romantic Relationships. Journal of Personality
& Social Psychology, 58, 281-291. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.58.2.281

Rotter, J. B. (1967). A New Scale for the Measurement of Interpersonal Trust. Journal of Personality, 35, 651-665.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6494.1967.tb01454.x
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