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Abstract

This paper investigates the views of love and affection of college students in adult education and
colleges. It was found that the group of college students has a positive outlook on love. There is no
obvious difference in the outlook on love between college students of different majors and grades.
In addition, female college students’ view of love is slightly more positive than that of male college
students. College students whose birthplace is rural are more inclined to pay. Love experience has
a greater impact on college students’ love outlook.
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Table 1. General characteristics of college students’ love concept (M = SD)

F 1. REERBREN S R(M + SD)
ESES pl-Ric) g3 et s A KA FERA
M+SD 19.47 + 4.04 2032+431 20.33 £4.26 21.49+4.74 20.26 £ 4.04 21.73+4.24

3.2. KEENBENMERIELR
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Table 2. Gender differences of college students’ love views (M + SD)
2. REHETEUWMINERM + SD)

% S t p
NEL 106 190
IRIBAY 20.73 £4.17 18.77+£3.79 4.10 <0.001
Viiys L) 21.43+£420 19.70 + 4.26 3.38 0.001
kit 21.16 £ 4.34 19.87 +4.16 2.51 0.013
HA 22.26 +4.80 21.06 + 4.66 2.10 0.036
KRR 20.64 +3.72 20.05 + 3.89 1.27 0.21
FEERA 22.22+443 21.45+4.12 1.49 0.14

A P'<0.05, FR.
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Table 3. Differences in the origins of college students’ love views (M + SD)

3. REERRENERMESR(M £ SD)

At AY t P
NEL 182 114
RIS 19.53 £3.95 19.39£4.19 0.29 0.71
gt 20.04 +4.29 20.77 +4.32 -1.43 0.16
St 20.43 £4.27 20.18 +4.26 0.48 0.63
A 21.23+£4.71 21.92+4.77 -1.23 0.22
KA 20.13 +3.80 20.47 +3.90 -0.75 0.46
Eit] 22.22+443 22.39 +4.02 -2.13 0.034

Table 4. Differences in majors of love between college students (M = SD)
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pad BT PN F P
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IRIBAY 19.96 + 4.14 19.16 +3.92 19.13 +4.11 1.40 0.25
iipsith 20.26 £ 4.45 2023 £4.26 20.85+4.13 0.33 0.72
bk it 20.70 £ 4.18 20.01 +4.37 2038 £4.15 0.83 0.44
dif A 21.69 + 4.84 2129 +4.59 21.61 +5.05 0.24 0.79
RIETY 20.36 + 3.84 20.41 +4.00 19.44 +3.14 1.05 0.35
kA 21.76 £ 4.36 21.94+4.19 21.85+4.07 1.03 0.36
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Table 5. Grade differences of college students’ love views (M £ SD)
5 KEENTRENFRERM £ SD)

K— = K= N F P
N 38 49 81 128
TRIg R 19.71 +3.56 19.98 +4.79 19.42 +3.76 19.24 + 4.04 0.44 0.72
gt 19.39+3.35 19.82£5.11 20.90 +4.31 2042 +4.18 133 0.27
ISERY 19.53 +3.80 19.94 +4.76 2027 +4.16 20.77 £4.25 1.04 0.38
Ep it 20.68 +4.34 21.53+5.31 21.41+4.71 21.77 +4.67 0.53 0.67
IE 20.11+3.15 20.71 + 4.69 19.83 +3.55 20.41 +3.84 0.66 0.58
FERA 20.66 + 3.90 21.96 +4.79 21.73+3.78 21.95+4.39 0.97 0.41
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Table 6. Differences in love experience of college students’ love concept (M + SD)
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KAiET 20.72 +3.36 19.19 + 4.62 2.80 0.006
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