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Abstract

Objective: To explore the mediating effect of interpersonal trust in adult attachment and love view
and the moderating effect of gender. Methods: 849 college students were investigated by College
Students’ Love View Questionnaire, Adult Attachment Scale (AAS) and Interpersonal Trust Scale
(ITS). Results: 1) There is a linear correlation between the intimacy dimension and anxiety di-
mension of adult attachment with the love view and interpersonal trust; 2) for girls, there is also a
linear correlation between interpersonal trust and love, but for boys don’t exist; 3) for girls, in-
terpersonal trust plays an intermediary role between the intimacy dimension and anxiety dimen-
sion of adult attachment and love view, but for boys don’t exist. Obviously, mediating effect of in-
terpersonal trust is different in gender. Conclusion: The influence of interpersonal trust and
gender on the adult attachment and love view is mediated mediator.
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1. 518

R TGN NAE WL B SER 7y, A NA B2, JCHE X REE N B Az N, %)
SO AT AR ZAT O, TR EERHARAE 9 52 1 O R S s N 3], NI A7 S A g RS2 2R 1 2 156 A
FEXFEAFER ). X WA RE SR TCII AT R, RN RERR, 4 36% LRI oE
BRI R Z T I ;s A 35.7%I10 55 25 1 ik 7 AR A e LAV B (B PRI ME s A7 159% 2 A7 [R] 22 AN K
EafEA N % AR, A %R AEARIRIZE AT A 11%FE F NN B S P AR S
R 15 (VRIelf, 2018) s thAT 702 ML BR 27 FEREAT I BAL B IT, RBUE RIS B R AR L,
R I A 52 265 P A AR H S B v T AN A S A FE AR (o el 2015) 5 A ABIFFU 4 R s K2R [
WA 5 S 156 WAFAE 558 DR A% 5 VA ) AR 25 20 F 52 175 UL D 2 w2 i 1 4 T (W't = &1 » 2015)
WX — G5 RN T AT B S B AR LRI R &, W5 B, FEZBBIPIRR R
SO RONARAS Bt 20t 2 WL RAT N, 13 2 AT 0 23 W LA R AE — € REE L EW
TR Rl RIUREEA B AR SRR KA RS ERA M WIER, Kead B R
FE RN IS FR FEYE L 5 K 54 2 A5 L R TR 4 B 2 T A 73 rh AR I AU Be ] & B R A, 2015).

MH I BA AT LAREE N FRAE AT R I N PR OQ R KA, AR o RAE SR R R —Fh,
HARBEATHEAE, W REMNBRMEES NBRIR R Z A 225 IR R (R & IR, 2017), ANBRfE
15 N P [AFLE 23 AR G (VP 1R 45, 2016). 4T KIS 5 ABREAE B T L %, —
B IAEAE RFE ARG (LA, 2011 VF2EiRaE, 2016). 2R BRTEISOAIRAS, ABREME. ZIEW 847
FEF VIS, WRIEZE KR ENE LR ], I AP S A AR S Z 2 1AL B A R 1
e
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2. HAEMREE
2.1, #i

AWFFCR T EREER 7L, WAERITTE KA. Er 3 LW AT AR BE N LAY 849 AT M35 &
. Hr, B4 407 N, oA 442 N K—4EZ 544 N, K AR 305 N

22. fiRIR

221 ZFEUEE

KHBRERE RN €90 J5 W REAZEWRE) (MR, 2016) M5Bl (90 Ja B KFEE
L) (S5, 2016), PR, AR SREE 5 Aitr, “17 FoRIER AR
7, 57 Rop AR A LR AT AR ANEEE: ARRD. o MF . IRIE. FEAREIH, %GR
W ELRF R 0N 0.887. Ji & A 4H =ANYERE: RN A HSY, AHTFErh, %0 & ) e B L R 40h 0.866.

2.22. RAKEER

K FH RARFIETT A MG A5 25 2 B 2% (Adult Attachment Scale, f#i#Rk AAS) (S7HcH %%, 2004), ZE%
I8N H, DATATER, HAREIE. KBRS, SRR R IR S M, 1
BNZBRME 5 STy, “17 #om “BEAMFE” . “57 Fon “BE/ET , EAURY, ZEERREL
W BRI TO B LA R BN 0.772, HEES BRI T T 2E0CH 0.655.
223. ABRfEIEER

KHVEZA . 7R N B3 A\ RS /T B2 (Interpersonal Trust Scale, ITS) (VEf 45, 1999), % &Ik
H25ANTH, PR S Sihsr, “17 FoR “EARRT, “57 TR “EAEFRR”, DS
ARG, RN NSRS . TEARFF, ZaERM TR DA RECN 0.622.

2.3. #AEATE

KH SPSS22.0 # AL K precess FAF AL B AT e vt 43 BT o HR A RSB0 A 5 DU AR AR U LI (2014)
S NBEH I BGH R ARS8 TP A T (B BRI U, 2014), HRR W b aE Runf], #aitTEE
=B ZE AL IE B H 4302 Bootstrap J5 kAT A RUNAG B, LS5 R I AE .

3. MIRER
3.1 HEGERENRR

AT FC R Harman B ER 146 3675 20 ) 5 55 o 28 1) 26 19 A8 B b AT ) 7 v A 22 FOAS 36, (v & 3T
2004), SEHEIR: G, BLAESRER 7 A 8 MHEE AT 1 KT, I HE A TR TR
HIAE B AN 19.49%. 13.22%, #Pit/NT A0%IF)IG Abru, LTI %N, ASHE 7 A AEAE L[ 5 i 2=
BN

3.2. fIRMEGHAME X S

M 1L HTBVE R, S THANE, ZHENSABREEAHRK, 5RO LLRORU O 4E L 5 2%
ARG, SERIEYERE R TR, ABMEES AN, SIRIEMBAERL B35 Ak, SHEEYE
JERFIEAMOG; SRR 5 fR R84 2 2% IR AR

M2 FRTBLE Y, XA S, ZERS ARG, SRR # LMK, 5 AbME
FERFEFE AR L B35 UG, NBREAE S MK, SoRIT IR 4ERE B35 o8, SARBYEE B34
ARG ST MR ZD AN R S 4 235 1EAR G
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Table 1. Different variables correlation analysis of male students’

%= 1. BEAETZEEMNEXXRSH
X s EEW NBREAE SR AL FEE Yk
EIE0 213.4914 20.06392 1
NFMEAE 77.6880 7.94832 0.094 1
AT 3.3294 0.44293 0.235** 0.266** 1
I8 2.8141 0.77008 -0.098* 0.227** -0.496** 1
TE: *FR p <0.05, ** 7R p < 0.01, ***% 75k p<0.001, F.
Table 2. Different variables correlation analysis of female students’
F* 2. TEFEEEEMEXXRIIT
X s EEW NBR{EAE SRl FEIE
F M 136.4299 12.69799 1
NBREE 77.4253 7.61608 0.176** 1
SRR 3.3100 0.47492 0.246** 0.251** 1
I8 2.8541 0.75885 -0.316** 0.274** —0.559** 1

3.3. BTN ST 24

Table 3. The relationship between closeness and love view of female: the mediating effect of interpersonal trust

=3 FEERBMZEZRUN KR : ABREENPIYRE

HFE1 BREM T 2: NBRfEE T3 EHEM Bootstrap 156
B t Vi t Vi t Effect SE LLCI uLCl
AT 0.243 5.244*** 0251 5.414%%* 0.212 4467+
NBREE 0.122 2.566** 0.8163 03721 01761  1.6251
R2 0.062 0.063 0.076
F 14.462%** 14.724%* 11.959%**

JrRE 1 25 L5 OR S I AR A 5 X 2 1 W ) A 1) TN AE R S35 (B = 0.243, t = 5.244, P < 0.001); J7f£ 2
& S 35 TS S I AR 24 FE ok N PR A5 A B4 6 m) U4 F $2. % (B = —0.251, t = —5.414, P < 0.001); HFE 3 455 &
e N B A A0 522 15 00 P o T 00478 FH 854 285 (8 = —0.122, t = —2.266, P < 0.01). Boootstrap ({545 5 th i 7w
B8 2.2 (LLCE = 0.1761 > 0, ULCI = 1.6251 > 0), AfbA, ST LB s, AR S 0mgEE S5

R IEMZ A EARMER, B RN G BN I LA 12.60% (L35 3. & 1),

INGELES

0.251

E NN

0.212

Figure 1. The model diagram of the relationship between close-
ness and love view of female
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Table 4. The relation between anxiety and love view of female: the mediating effect of interpersonal trust

® 4 EEMTEZERUNXER: ARBENHAY

FRE L B g 2: ANBREE THE3: EIEM Bootstrap K4
Vi t B t B t Effect SE LLCI uLClI
fER -0.314  —6.964*** 0274  5970** -0.288  —6.143***
YNUNELES 0.096 2.046* -0.4416  0.2388  -0.9732 -0.0216
R? 0.102 0.075 0.110
F 24.868*** 17.894%* 18.094%**

JiRE 1 G5 S R R A PR 2 1R W P A7 e T A 2 2 (B = —0.314, t=-6.964, P <0.001); J5F% 2 45
T O A R A P50k N B AR 1 1 1 SR A SR 2% (8 = 0.274, t = 5.970, P < 0.001); J5F% 3 45 5 R AFrfs
A X6F 522 165 W B4 A e TR P 5235 (8 = —0.096, t=—2.046, P < 0.05). Boootstrap FIH 6 45 5t 7w o A R
i (LLCI =-0.9732 < 0, ULCI = -0.0216 < 0), ALk, X} TLEm5E, APMEAEIEREEYE RS 2 1502 [h]
BAWNEH, HANR8 5 S 28 i th# ok 25.13% (W4 4. &l 2).

NbrfE1E
0.274 0.096
FRE A
-0.288 ik
Figure 2. The model diagram of the relationship between anxiety and love view

of female

B 2. EEMTEZBERNP N XAERE

Table 5. The relationship between closeness and love view of male: the mediating effect of interpersonal trust
5. FERBMAMBEZBERNXR: AFRMEENPNBR

TR BN It 2. ABRMELE TRE 3. BN Bootstrap 15
B t Vi t B t Effect SE LLCI uLcCl
SRR 0.241 5.555%** 0.266 5.548*** 0,233 5.174%**
NBrELE 0.036 0.795 0.4125  0.7491 -0.8600 2.145
R? 0.241 0.071 0.242
F 64.095%** 15.397%** 42.819%**

J7RE 1 25 G IR SR T AR A 5 X 2 1 W 04D 1 1) T A FH J2 3 (B = 0.241, t = 5,555, P < 0.001); /f% 2
b WL R IR SR I AR A Pk N B A5 AT 1 47 ) TN A FH I 3 (B = —0.266, t=—5.548, P < 0.001), J5f% 3 5355
T8 NBRAG AT 2 15 W0 i T4 FH A (238 (8 = —0.036, t = —0.795, P > 0.05). Boootstrap F 46 25 5 & 7w 4
RNAN R (LLCIl = —0.8600 < 0, ULCI = 2.1455 > 0), FrLL, XFHAEMS, APMEEEEZBIKHYEE S
FAEMZ ARG FRAERLE 5. Kl 3).
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Figure 3. The model diagram of the relationship between closeness and love
view of male

B 3. FEREFBEZ R RN X REAXE

Table 6. The relation between anxiety and love view of male: the mediating effect of interpersonal trust

* 6. BEMBEZRUNXR: AFRMEENHNAYE

TR N e 2: ABR{SME JiRE 3. EHREW Bootstrap 4
B t B t B t Effect SE LLCI uLCI
F 8 -0.112  -2502 0.227 4.668***  —0.096 -2.093
INUNEL RS -0.070 -1543 04501 04056 —1.4250  0.1764
R? 0.195 0.052 0.200
F 49.041%** 10.998*** 35.588%**

TR 1 45 BN RE L R 2 I WA E AN B35 (8 = —0.112, t = —2.502, P > 0.05); /7% 2 45 R IR
i R84 P 6k N B AR 14 AE [0 R0 $2. 28 (B = —0.227, t = —4.668, P < 0.001); J5F% 3 45 5 B A FrfsfExt
2475 WL A TR A FH A 2. 2% (8 = —0.070, t = —1.543, P > 0.05). Boootstrap fJ6: 5 45 Bt Bor i A BN A 2 2%
(LLCI =-1.4250 < 0, ULCI =0.1764 > 0), Frbh, X TBAME, ABMEEIEEELEESZIEWZ AR
AHMMERHLE 6. 5 4).

NBEAE

-0.227 -0.070

%J‘—g A“i;,#x]‘[
-0.096 RN

Figure 4. The model diagram of the relationship between anxiety and love view
of male
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Figure 5. The model diagram of Moderated Mediation Model
5. BiFTHH M RNE
4. Tfig

SRS, SRIEROB S NPRMEAEM Z W AR IEAAE R, £EES NBREEM 52 1 W 1852 il
K, X5 Z AT AR — B L, 2016).

NTLAEME, NMEEERERBAE R . SRR S ZEW M AA R AER, Wk, Kk
WHRAESE . FEBYESE AT LB Z 16 W, & 7] LS N PR AR R 52 1 0, (E )T 55 A1
o ANBREAENABAG BAER, SRR . A B R BRI W, X — & BiEsk
T e EOR NP AR BN D 2 1 ) — A 2 B AR RO AT AT P (Yela, 1996 K, 2004).
MR ERATKI,  1ERRNBMEAEALE T KA E P RNA B R : ANBMEE S B AR
SNERSC. W, PERIRSETER, RAER TEEE. R R Z B R ERZEW S IR A
PrEAEERIE E, MAFRER K KK A L AEAF S, X2 KRB ARZ] .

IS S BERVE, SRBE R KAL) LN TR LTI, FOZZ R+, TS L, WERETREIRN,
PLZJE ] BERITE AL % T A BEA R, SRt DR R, B, DA R g S A,
ROZ A BT NI AR E R R, ROAZAEA EASAER S B AR Z R R, B, AFaEm s,

5. F"ESERE
AR FAAE—E AL AL, FEAFE, — MBS T A —. KBMES, 4

HEH BRI AR ORI A2 IR, AR T MM X A, BEAREE— P HE TS5, YT R
Ju

6. &it

1) ML RPAEME, NREEERNRES ZEW W BA R, S BEMS, ANBRMEEER
MRS Z BN BAFA P .
2) MRS NP E AR R BAT R R
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