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Abstract

College period plays an important role in our life and is a preparing period from youth stage to
adult stage. We need to achieve our transform from natural person to social person in society. And
certainly, we only achieve our value in society. Social connectedness which reflects individual in-
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ner sense of belonging is important for college students’ adaption. Social connectedness is a kind
of self-concept of the perception of our surrounding interpersonal relationship. It represents dis-
ciplinary cognition and reflects our inner sense of belonging which plays an important role for
college students. Attitude is stable psychological tendency to certain objects of individual which is
important for predicting behavior. Up to now, foreign expects have done plenty of researches of
social connectedness and gain valuable research achievement. But there is not enough study of the
influence factors of social connectedness. This research is based on color preference choosing and
uses situation simulation method. Selecting 32 college students in Chongqing, we approach how
attitude similarity would influence social connectedness from the viewpoint of college students.
Research conclusion: Attitude similarity would influence our social connectedness. The more sim-
ilar our attitudes are, the stronger our social connectedness is. On the other hand, attitude simi-
larity can regulate our working together expectation for others. The more similar our attitudes
are, the more we want to work together.
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Hi 2Bk S (social connectedness)f Mk A 4L 2t 5o 235 5¢ R i EWUESZ, R AMASNT A BROC ZR I —Fpopd
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Figure 1. Experimental procedure (The above figure shows the same selection, and the following figure
shows the opposite selection)
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of social connection scores

# 1. RS MRSt

Fho A N M SD
AR 32 5.141 0.9372
it 32 4.286 1.3080
ZE5t 32 3.0378 1.30048
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Table 2. Analysis of variance on the comparison of three kinds of conditional social connections

® 2. MRS ES T

Type I Sum of Squares df Mean Square F
ARALL S rh 11.674 1 11.674 11.445"
Error 31.618 31 1.020
PSP NE| 24.948 1 24.948 27.555"
Error 28.067 31 0.905

"P<0.05, P <0.01.
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