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Abstract

Object: To understand the relationship between college students’ love attitude and personality
type, to explore the relationship between personality type and love view, whether the attitude of
love by the personality type factors. Methods: The collection of subjects at a university in Wuhu,
this paper investigates and collects the love attitude and personality types of college students by
using the love Attitude scale (LAS) and simplifying the Big Five personality scale (NEO-FFI). This
paper analyzes the six dimensions of college students’ love attitude and the five dimensions of
college student personality type. Results: There is no significant correlation between the neuro-
ticism of personality type and the attitude of love. Extroversion is positively correlated with com-
panion type (r = 0.152, p < 0.05); openness and romance are positively correlated (r = 0.156, p <
0.05); there is a positive correlation between the prospective and the reality (r = 0.166, p < 0.05);
rigor is positively correlated with romantic (r = 0.157, p < 0.05), Game-type (r = 0.152, p < 0.05),
Realistic (r = 0.223, p < 0.05). Conclusion: There is a relationship between love attitude and per-
sonality type of college students.
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1. 5|8

KE, Il B RE NTRGZ R TS, AR 7 Sk, &2 V6 7 SO Qb (%0, 2008).
AR E b B L DR & BUEHAREL, BEAFRKESREN, AT EERE
EEAARE, RIEEMFERESHEER, REERE. RERES5E0. kxRN, SHEBEEAR
FRASE. SEZR—NN, EAREKERKE R, WTRENSEBUA—EEEME(LK, 2009).

TR RS A IAE AL T 20 NS IR G BEB B, #4502 B AR O AL 2 R R B, $53R ZIE K
J& ZWIRE S0 RS AT — B BT 55, 2 A A T 2B I PR N AR A, DA AT — 2B 2 AR (P A, 2009).
B X AN ORI SO AL, TREN RIS ACE I3 &, FEn Bva 7 2R s, KA g e R
el A LR R IR T (00, 2015). T XSG EE IR, KEEATEPAE—
OR R REMAIZS R, BTl — R 50 i H 28 5 H . 12X 8 S AR R, KRR 2R 10 B
FREIX 7 TH 0B AR AR 75 B s (2 e,  2009),

E b BB BIES BRI, LREARTCNVIA S, RN EE R 2 E, 210
REWNN, (EEEF, BHEMESE E—hEE, &MY TRZEIARRE, 52, SZELRY
PR S0 0 92 155 A5 B (AR I (MeGuirk & Pettijohn 11, 2008)« A MM B 18 T & X 0 %45 4 5 9B 52 2]
T G RA (e 8 22 1019 SR Z AR A AR IR, B34, 2009). FEIAME 217 W 70 R R 3 BE P fE
TAGHACFISLIGHT T b B P TR R AG S B R Lo, A=A HHh42 80 SEARA T4 . (H e
RTS8, 2007) R ZMEAAME, 2013) &, fEEEBAE LB RRD, B WaE rmcE
Hl, 2012). HEBERMEE. MR, @SR HEREEDIRE TTH. AR 2 AAE T3 ZIES
FEEMGHIRR, WA T EEER, ZESESHEEAEMRL.
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2. RS
2.1. W&

BEVRAF T CATEMI T e A K A A R, SR B AR BEMLARE B 5 V25 398 44 K2 A6 R in) 25 12047
R, [FIU 389 17, [RIURCE 97.7%, HIFRTCAL IR 23 1, AR 366 17, ARE 94.1%. (EH G,
BA 91 N, A8 N BWMELDIF 121 N, KTEBELDIN S N BAETHHR ST A, BAEFTEN
B 123 N L 1.

Table 1. List of survey distributions

% 1. ﬂaﬁﬁ#ﬁ_% X

RER S| P KL AR ER
5% % 4] RS H x
197 169 110 256 249 117
T t% 53.8 46.2 30.1 69.9 68 32

22. IRABRETIAR

22.1. FIRHAE
S TE T E I KA ZESEIURA G HE, T8RS S REAENEBSE
5 AR TE R R v, TREESEREE ARG,

2.2.2. ENEFSEER(Love Attitude Scale, LAS) (3£, B#SR, B8R, 2008)

GIEAERERIL 6 MR, — /N 7 ANE, A 42 B, Bk SERE B ORI R Z
R E S BRI — 8, BR R RFRIRRE 1~5 Gt 77 20, 1555 (080 1 AR X 82 1R 32 5 25
BRMOBEENE 2 (e, FHS, RIER]L 2008). MERKEERRER, $O0BERKPNE—StEtA
A LMRIELE 0.70 LA b, UERAE ISR R0, Rk 7T BRI 8, RS R T 5.

Table 2. Reliability analysis of love attitude scale (a)
=2 BZESHERNEESH(0)

TiH RIBH s i) [ERE! T S R Rt Bt
EXLVOE 0.727 0.726 0.706 0.782 0.740 0.818

2.2.3. kﬁk*ﬁi%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ(N euroticism Extraversion Openness Personality Inventory, NEO-FFI)
NEO-FFI (Pk#5Fr, HIREE, 2010; Costa & McCrae, 1989; Costa & McCrae, 1992)3% 5 MNERE, A
HEFE 12 ANH, 3L 60

2.3. BURAE

B, SPGB AT RS, BESROAAR Y5 8 S5 HE
2, 18 SPSS18.0 GitH AR E Xt B A HE AT ¢ AL FIAR M T

3. 858
3.0. REESHESE. ARRBEZHESIEMI EHNESR
FERFNBEIRER |, HERARRGER, ERAEE F 2RISR R ZEE > 0.05). BiEARE

il
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RAEME L, IRER, k. R, Bl AR, B ERARE(p <0.05). WK 3.

Table 3. Differences in gender scores in the dimensions of love attitudes and personality types among college students

(x+S8D)
3 AFEEZBESE. AMSLBEEESIENAN EHNER(X£SD)
i PE5 t )
% «

T2 R 34.90 + 5.88 3438 +8.20 0.489 0.625
VNGRS 39.34+5.71 38.29+6.16 1.185 0.238
FEBCE 40.65 +5.65 40.46 +5.53 0.225 0.822
e P 39.54 + 4.40 40.58 + 3.86 -1.695 0.092
FEEETE 41.51+5.12 41.52+6.09 -0.014 0.989
TRIBAY 21.35+3.27 18.56 +3.30 5.697 0.000"
TR A 22.71+3.52 19.10 + 3.84 6.580 0.000"
[ f Y 21.70+3.10 19.08 + 3.49 5.331 0.000"
WA 23.84+3.60 19.75+3.63 7.577 0.000"
Ep St 20.91 +2.89 19.21 +3.08 3.819 0.000"
ZHRAY 22.93+3.43 21.00 +3.567 3.706 0.000"

RS 0.05 B LS,

32. REEZRBSE. AMMRBEZMEGIETELEHENER

ERTNERER L, HRERETIIPR, BRSNS 2R BE 2 p < 0.05), H
fh S 4E R, ZERHAREEP > 0.05). ERESE L, BEEEETINFFRR, BRAREBRYEES £
FFEINp <0.05), HALKLEE, ZREHMAELRE@P>0.05). &4,

Table 4. Differences in the dimensions of love attitude and personality type of college students in the absence of Love expe-

rience ((x +SD)
T4 KREEZESE. AMBLUREESHIERRTRELZRLNER(X£SD)
. HEBRE , »
f F5

FREE R 34.64 £6.26 34.66 £ 8.65 ~0.022 0.983
VNGRS 39.43 +£5.92 37.58 +5.85 1.980 0.049"
TEBCE: 40.36 +5.42 40.97+£5.92 —0.689 0.492
e e 39.70 + 3.84 40.78 £4.71 1638 0.103
PR 4120+ 5.47 42.15+5.87 -1.073 0.285
TR 19.53 +3.44 20.88 +3.66 2424 0.016
ek 20.89 £3.96 21.00 £4.39 ~0.165 0.869
7 e 7 20.40 £ 3.55 20.42 £3.58 -0.048 0.962
WA 21.63 +3.94 2220+ 4.54 —0.874 0.384
R SRt 19.88 £3.16 20.47 +£2.94 ~1.220 0.224
Z kA 21.63+3.56 22.69 +3.68 ~1.867 0.064

FHSEAETE 0.05 B LS,
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33. REAZESE. \RXBREESSIEHEN FHER

s maRER, HAMARKPER, ERTAMSELRERSYEZ L, ZROARE. £EHS
LR b, ERIIAEZE.

Table 5. Differences in the scores of each dimension of college students’ love attitude and personality type on the place of

birth (M + SD)
5 ARFEEESE. ABSEBERYEESIELE EFANERM+SD)
H A
TiH t
Wl At

T2 R 35.18 £8.21 34.40 £ 6.55 0.682
VNGRS 39.12 £5.39 38.68 + 6.20 0.461
FEIBCE 41.54+5.96 40.10 +5.35 1.626
1 39.51+4.26 4031 +4.11 -1.202
At 41.75+4.79 41.40+5.96 0.396
RIS R 19.96 + 3.59 19.98 +3.56 -0.019
st 20.46 £ 4.53 21.15+3.88 -1.052
[ f Y 20.79 + 3.60 20.23 +3.52 0.989
WA 21.42+4.47 22.00 + 3.99 -0.871
Ep gt 20.26 +3.14 19.98 +3.08 0.562
ZHRAY 22.10+3.67 21.92 +3.62 0.321

3.4. REEZBSES ARREBEXST

NG R i 5 Z G AS FE R ATC B B AH O A mtE 5 EAEALVE IEAH G (- = 0.152, p < 0.05); FFIK
PS5 IRIE A B IEA (- = 0.156, p < 0.05); a4 S5 LS B IEAH (- = 0.166, p < 0.05); =i 4 5 7RI Y
(r=0.157). WA (r=0.152) BLEA(r=0.223) 2 IEMHIE(p <0.05 8 p <0.01). W% 6.

Table 6. Correlation analysis of college students’ love attitude and personality type (r)

6. REEZR/TES AREBNBX 2 ()
%H SR JERA FER BlsER HAR BRE MEm Shmtk JFREUE IBmiE e

IRIBAY 1

Wik ® 0.428” 1

FER 0.548™ 0.554" 1

PRSEAY 0.443" 07227 0.600" 1

HAEM 04507 0408 04977 0.554™ 1

ZHA 04617 04007 0.4957 04947 0.400" 1

MZHE 0089 0.095 0.055 0.000 0.095 0.047 1

Shrate 0.064 0.064 0.152" 0.130 0.108 -0.044  -0.416" 1

FEgE 0156 0.025 -0.021 0.093 0.004 0.083 -0.150"  0.233" 1
JEFEE -0.113 0.143 0.045 0.166°  —0.139 0.013  -0213"  0.147" 0.106 1
MR 01577 01527 0.140 0223  0.008 0.100  —0.415" 0412 0360"  0.292" 1

CHSEPERE 0.01 2 ERECWE); THISEMERE 0.05 E EREEGUR).
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4. g
4.1. KEEXSHESE. ARKEENRH . BSLHEMEEMNERSH

ZESERET, ZRHEE 6 MEANED EHRI T RFRNZERNE, RSN, 8 RE, 2015)
R FOAR — 2. BEAL OB IR, 55 WAERE R R B R 2252 T Ve e 2 R A A o
Ko FAFIRIAL, LR AURIEER, HREZISLAER. Mx, BIERELS LR Z IS
R, DA LA W BN IRIB B 2 s AT T Z B GREAF R, X T 2%
Kk, FYELE R, Xt S E T MRS Z G T 2RI . KSR AN e A
P B REZER, RS, BIREE 2010) T RA T 2R . ASCHIEE R A B e, SO
WHRERBUN. MWy, BIRRE, 2010) B TAEASK B TN REER RS2 A, BRI BOR . W iE
7 RN TR FEAS BN 3 2

ERLEBRAEN b, RPEAREEES AN IR ANURYEEZ R A RE, ST,
2007 RIBE T 22 57« TEARZ 4 IR R AR A B R B B 2 IR M ) o 7] REE B0 52 1 A A 1R
FEI LA, TEEERE LD TAZT R, HbaaER. AT T A H S A
WA TBRELE) LA ZER, HRERERIEAIE. ZXTage i T /53 AR Lahge /) WEaR, maj
FMELRZE . (e, 2007) R0 FE B S ad R 22 AR OB S 52 B 35 iy T A2 i K =A2E, R A 2 A28
RSz o E AR T AR R A LSRR A ZE A TR S AT FURIREA R, Pk B ZER AR, el
USER XA RAG YR B 257 A5 5 A TR BRI B0 22 5%, W RESE RN R A A R 2B I A K

NI RI AN Z NG A B A AR A BB RBL Z Rk o A7 AT RER AR A B g A 2% K
A NKE R RRN B G A B A5

4.2. KEEZWEE . ABEBRBEXES

KL ZESEFE AR AR A IEM R, ISR ST 2 IEAH S a5 I SE R IEAH G
TREM L Pk, PSR AR BRI OE . NGRS R AE, AN B0 5 N, AR %
B ZEWMARRE . Jrel, EERE, BRSNS A, 8 ABRSZAE A BR R & L AL
WA, WS RS AR AR A Z W, KR, TR R MRS R RN
RIGERFR THBIER KA 52, RATE), AHRWE®, I2man] gere 2 i R HHERIRE, &
LI RIEXS 7 MR B ks, WESRIFE R, AURA 2B T BN 2 . PRETER R R
BLH YRR, 03T N, HEW ARAR, PrU Al ae SRl BLSE R R 158, SH RN T EE
T, ATRES, thatls, JLFEDGEAES . PN SIS RS R B AR SCE, T REMMR
AR B AR S B R K0

43. ARBE

ARSCHIRT TR 2 KA A B T B R I G S DA Sot B Sy R AT — € (10 1. I 4 2
MNATTEE InE ARG RAL R Z ARG Mo, MRS TN T, X2 S MU 0, 8 F D6 A )2 1
M TP . O RS OB A BEATL B TARSRAE 7 — € B . AT BT K2R %
T FENUR TS B BLOLHEAT BT TT, A5 B AT DU R R 52 15 25 FE 5 A% R R O mIE F0 7 SR — 2 IO B o
AV S I TE 3 AR B BRI FU 3 b, SR AR R OR KIS 18] B AT DU HeBEAT SR AN B & 7E o AT
TR, HAMRYER r EIFARRE, XA FREFEARBD SRR, FEZRAE UG RT3
FEA BRI, gl A SIS 2o AESEINIS, DAL, SRl iRk . 12 5 2 f
B, ORI .
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