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Abstract

The continuous progress of Internet technology has promoted the updating and development of
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social media, and the emergence of mobile short video platforms has enriched the people’s com-
munication behavior and communication methods. With many communication advantages, the
short video platform has become an important tool for the leisure and entertainment of contem-
porary college students, and has had a greater impact on the ideological concepts and behavior
habits of college students. In this study, we will focus on the impact of the use of short video plat-
forms on the criteria for college students to choose a mate. Taking Douyin as an example, we se-
lected a total of 522 college students to measure their short video usage and mate preferences
through the short video usage questionnaire and the Fletcher Ideal Partner Scale. The results
show that different genders have different preferences for short video content; the use of short
video software such as Douyin will make college students have higher status resource expecta-
tions for their ideal spouses; different types of browsing content will also affect college students’
preferences for choosing a mate.
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1. 518

TR S — b IR 28 452 I AR R M s el DR 28 (BA 145, 2021), 2 AR BN Re e om o gk, 42 il
TE 5 7B LA, FH P EEFA$4S IR AT DL, FH A 3R 4T 2 8 SR A 5 SRS A% 38 2L 52 & ARG AR (k%
A, 2021). FRAEEE 48 Ik (R E BEAREE KRG TR ) o, #ub% 2021 456 H, FRE M4 AT
(B AU FH P A IR 9.44 12, #2020 4F 12 AREK 1707 73, 5P REEAR Y 93.4%. ARSI P AL Ay
8.88 14, %% 2020 4F 12 HIEK 1440 75, W RAEEAKN 87.8%. Horr, FEMUARMAEFHZHMESR =6, BH&
RBANFAIT G IRR e —, EHMAHBES, 24 50T HEHZ 755% (065, 2019). FARS(E
FH 4t R A B ALV A — 2 FI SR (PN 25, 2021), 11 K 22 AR 3B b vt 2 J& T — Fh R (VL R S 5
&P ME R (B4 9%, 2015).

R A AR WA R A R B A A o B U7 2 o) R B AR B, B R KB ARATT DA vy 2k
B 2R IR LA B A 52 B SRR 0 I E RS R AT, BIAMATE e B AR I i 40 5 1) — S 5 A (L
) B AT TG (TKRIE, SKITTIT, 2016). Penke 55 NN, FEARFRIER N TZEBARHT I HA B A1 EK (Penke et al.,
2008), TMHEABSIHLZIE MAE S R @ 7 — MR % SR NOHEZ LR, MR SIS T DA
MATHI4T A $ 3 (Kenrick et al., 2010).

AL 22 A4 B 1 A B2 R U, Edward UCAFRRAT R TR B & 85 1% 5 3RS K A
ik (Buss, 2008; Edward, 1969). A Fi38 &I, fELSE 24 B O &l 18— i e 9L H K (Buss, 1985; Najib et
al., 2004), IEFELFFERIBIARL N AN A TE AR 1R I i3 2 2% R0 J7 e iy (AR R BE DR, 1T SA) R 2k PR T L
I AMERDLH K, HnFERIBUE, SeEm RS . A R EFE R SR = AL R S, TRIE
BL[RI ) J5i & (Gangestad & Simpson, 2000; k45, 5K, 2005). fEBLSLAEIEE, WA FMIEN—Fh
e AL A Wl AT A (AR 734, 2017), MRS E) “UmER” o St RS B R (i,
2018), M THMEMRD. IEEFELI TS EIEAR, MAA TR n] iR 4R 5 A I 38 2 AR ot B 2 LI %
FIATIEM, HRBOE, sl B ORI —T(ta, 2019). XA I N 202 T H CHE
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EARE R EEARAT N AL A B R R BRI R AR . A AR I, 45%I i BRAEAERL 5 5 R 5l % )
RIS AR (9K IE, 2021), N RHE A NGBS A AT RIRE . FRINT. SENRLE, fhEm 7
N KRB EA A PERARAE(SEET L, 2018), BALR UL, MATTRESAE WA AU IR h e sh i 5245 5%
B U RFARTTH A, AITEEI B DR bRIE

TREANME, WE BT NS E A R F IR e, IF DA B A AT 9y 2
IISARIE

2. MEE5FHE
2.1, #ik

AU RR A FRAE T4 A WA R A A RIENLIRE 7 2, S R R
A 26 154 . $E R TR0R 3 522 4y, LRI R 3 522 43, A RE Rk 100%, Tk 31035047 R

AWFFM 522 4 K24, Hp B 261 4, AH50%, otk 261 4, AH50%, 5 FAEZAFCNK
—120 A, K153 N, K=206 N\, KIUH 6 N\, W72 AR 7 N, &S 5N 23%, 29.3%,
39.5%, 6.9%, 1.3%. ARV TR D AEEHE], BA—2mREE,

22. EUMIRIR

2.2.1. IBAEHEIREEEEK LD, 2008)

171 25 5% FH 4 o ) B AR R AR B v ) 35 (T RR) , L= ANMERE TR - BAECGEMAR . SCFE . 1RNESE). )
5107 - WSS BMIE . AN 05E) . ML - BRIR(EINI . KU ERIE. A0 TAES), MG
N7 AKH. EAEERNE—EEEE R BN 093, 0.8, 0.82, =AEHIENEE N: 0.75, 0.86,
0.85. [l H5 A R AT I SRS R IX 4 R0

ERPRBELRWT, el 4 LEFME R SRR S, FEE e R, R
6 HWIREIRIES M4, 16N AEES B2 e AT VIR, FARIE VRS Fx 50 SCFRIR AT IE 2
Z G, EW TSI T OB e TS A [ B SC, BRI RAT LR, X A AT
SRR G E T B S RS AE o idE B E ST AL, iR — N 5% H (good lover), FZ i AE3E 16 % H,
HoriRg - (SAE4ERERH 6 4>, Wnl )y - 1§ H4ERE%%H 54, AL - BEESKH 5 4. FBRAR AR AR it 7]
L BARCRARARE . 0 4R AR PR R - FEAR —EE . RRABEEE KR I, T RS
£, Cronbach pyif— S B R ECH 0.710~0.894 . 5481 150 M0 G W T 80/ E 8- 4 B 1046 bR . %%
HERACKA Likert Lt ERIFAT AN . 20 B0 AR XA B RO

2.2.2. EMTERAEREE

ARG BT B 3 5 25 N AR ) 5 B 32 AR R L (kR0 2021), WU AW RF 45 & B ST
WHRRINE, KRB HEREN, B2 T#RAEMAEII APP I, AREIL 11 G- H 75
=ANERSY, WM WA EE VPO A ARG RSO, R TR . Bk, SR
Blo BT NA T TR AE AL APP BT BL, G452 A F R APP . A I REAIL A APP
MR HRWERNEE. B0 AT, FEADR 7R ATERE . FEILL R4
A5 PRI APP X %A UL FR) S M £ 2 UL T4 o

2.3. RMMIRIA

AW T TTHOE, LA T IR E AN 78 96 T KA AR T AU 75 5 M0 H 356 0 0L 25 1 A ) At
FGORE, IR H RO S A S T AL AU P Xk AR 2 i (A IAE D Lt — P IS UE AN R R AL
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BF 7 AR o

AR AR A TFERE? 7 CAREAEF IR R AR ? 7 LR “ARSETSE
B A A SR B2 B 24 T M ? A, 24?7 o ZAEEs AU S 5877 N+
8316 MFLL K 6783 NEMICF R,

2.4. WHRALIE

KA AL FEAL ] SPSS21 Gt Hift LAk NVivol2 B, Giit Tk EZERM RIS MOTFEA tha 5
[0V 73 1 5 AR B AR #

3. &R
3.1. B

3.1.1. #Rget

FRATTR BTSSR B AT R R PR G IS 19 2, AE RS A N B Es 406 N, LB 77.8%:
A 32.8% 5 N\ A FH A AT AL A ek ] A I P 45, 55% P A FH A6 A0 4002 F P 1 5 — 4 o A2 A 00
ATARAE I NP R R B 2 IR LBy 55%.  [RIES,  BATTx {00 A 0 ) = 4 FH 2R AL kAT Bt
Fr HEAL BT = 0073 ) 45 A 45 21 (64.8%) « 178 /)N 15t FEL B 455 (10 A U 75 BT 42 (56.79%) LA S b B 36
LI (44.6%), Fritbz b, EEEEER HE IR AN LBt ik 30.3%.

3.12. FEMAEEREMMRG LHNESR

B, AT 2 A A AR A AT RO RSG5 3 55 Lo AR TE R A A AR A
BEMEZE R (x® = 0.399, sig = 0.528).

P AT 0 5 g — AN AR IR TR A AT 22 R A G . FRATR I Lo e S 1B1R
BRI HER S B SR HEARTES . R H RIS Ba IEE L, ERAE
R LR HBA R B R R (R D).

Table 1. Chi square test of different short video types
= 1. FEFEISIERN-REKIE

BN Z(N) z
FMk 22 118 -9.797"
BRI 29 104 -7.714"
T RIS A 8 12 138 —0.946
e =N 56 57 -0.074
W IR U HER SR 21 70 ~5.665"
R S H AR S AR 90 74 -1.861
/N UL I R U HERE R A B4R 2R 111 119 -0.46
FTHEARE 13 32 -2.895"
FFIBOHT L2 52 39 -1.705
TR H % g 51 72 -2.069"
P e 62 104 -3.988"
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Continued
IS e 73 108 -3.224"
e iES 29 37 -0.944
AN 23 35 -1.579
ERATER 43 22 —2.969"
I HBOA K 45 27 —-2.474"
HoAth 27 27 -0.116

“p<0.05.

3.1.3. FRMAHEFRFELNES
DIVEG AR &, SRR AT TR MOIAE A t GG, R EAE IR IR 5 5 R4 B 5 Ay BE i 4

FEXIRZE R T B, WG] i YR T B2 2R (R 2).

Table 2. t-test results of mate selection criteria of different genders

2. PRI FBIREDN t RIER

PR bR
t{H
5 7
BIREAT 35.11 + 6.992 36.73 +5.600 2.810"
W51 1i& 73 24.23 +7.055 23.16 + 5.429 1.716
7 5 Y5 23.09 + 7.279 27.37 +5.077 6.852"

“p < 0.05,

3.14. RRERAEIMEEBRELNER
DI AU 73 1A &, KRR ARAEREAT IO AEAS ¢ A0, A 7 A 3t 5 B2 R 4

FETT A R VRN, (H AR R 5 15 AR LA 5] 7 56 S 4 FE 0 B 5 R (5 3).

Table 3. Whether to use the t-test results of short video mate selection criteria
52 3. BEEFEREIMIREMEN t RIGER

FIIE + bR

t 1
AMEH fé H
TR AT 34.92 + 6.276 35.93 + 5.850 1.611
W51 J3i& 71 22.25 +7.336 23.685 + 6.298 1.914
Hhv Ay ZE R 23.58 +7.146 25.26 + 6.608 2.364"

“p < 0.05,

B, AERAEMIRI NS, BATAS PRy AR, SRR HESEAT SRR A s, 35
4 Y, Ferh AR A S SR N S i R AR i S (R AT 4R %A BRI 2 2B
NI AR I P 5 5 AR DL S s BERAE I s 22 WA S SRR A N S S e AR R 51 0 i
TICL BT BEIRYEIE 5 28 U LU MR S5 NI PN SECIRE ST PO R 57 A DA B AT B 4

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.124144

IS:IESSE g


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.124144

J&Z s GG DA SE NSRS e e O TR 5 (5 A DA S DR 22K T
8 A AL N ST A R R PO o7 B R 2 5 2 WU I A S8 2 AU N S I S S AR AR R S5 15
FEVASAT BTIRLERE s 22 % WG 2SR AN SE NI T AR AP 51 70 553 F1 VA B IR LE L -

Table 4. t-test results of mate selection criteria for different video types
= 4. TEIMSAA B BARERN t IGLER

TAIH + bR

et B bR td
AWE WE
REEE 35.28 + 5.950 37.17 £5.465 3.133"
FMk W51 13 71 23.47 +6.634 24.09 + 5.606 0.998
Ho Az BEIE 23.74 +6.831 28.16 +5.037 7.402
TR 54T 35.44 + 6.087 36.93 +5.211 2.421"
(EGEES W51 113 71 23.37 £6.717 24.32 +5.302 1.547
A7 BRI 24.20 + 6.766 27.44 £ 5,705 5.037"
HREAEAT 35.68 + 6.070 36.58 + 5.206 1.398
R BRI W51 A3 7 23.27 £6.345 24.77 £ 6.070 2.166"
Hhu Bz BE IR 24.59 + 6.744 26.99 + 5.927 3.316"
REEE 35.34 + 6.053 37.99 + 4,547 4536
Gigag gk Ik ES W51 13 71 23.51 +6.553 24.30 £ 5.311 1.181
Hb AT B IR 24,53 + 6.875 27.79 £ 4.820 5.122"
RBEETE 35.90 £ 5.916 36.16 + 5.351 0.273
BT HEAE W3l 733 71 23.63 £6.335 24.11 + 6.050 0.481
A7 BRI 25.03 + 6.689 27.13 £5.639 2.023"
mIEAE A 35.33 £ 6.100 36.68 + 5.448 2.325"
IS e W51 A3 7 23.21 +6.618 24.28 +5.841 1.701
Hh B BE IR 24.44 + 6.908 26.29 + 6.079 2.831"
IREEE 35.80 + 5.855 36.71£5.813 1.091
EEARN W51 733 71 23.33 £ 6.300 25.79 £5.914 2.776"
Hi AT IR 24.97 + 6.625 26.98 + 6.290 2.153"
“p<0.05.

3.2. RMMARER

3.2.1. $3% “RAHLAREMHE" BHRMESH
XTSRRI S 7 BB EAT B 3 AT, A9 215 T BRI 2= 70 A (B DRI, SR Al 2 /& 2,
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Figure 1. Qualitative analysis of why a partner is needed

B 1 gtxt “AHAFBAET MRESHER

3.2.2. $txf “REEFHMHFERM AR MRS

X I ARA S0 7 BEREEAT Bk 20 H, 45 309 Tt DR 3R] 25 0 (B 2) &8, e R RN A2 i
B2 AU H TR S AT AR R B “IRZR” o BRIbzAh, “BX” o “FER” . “Lito” b
Jo U R LA A

T
B A I e o

Figure 2. Qualitative analysis results for ideal partners
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3.2.3. §t3f “AREEFHWESFRMTIHEEREL WP ERNBRE" WRESH

X I RA A SC 7 BEREEAT BRAE 20 H, 45396 T b DR 3R] 25 20 (B 3) AL, e Sk Az i 3 WL/ 52
EBEAT M REEANONAER I, Sik A O EirmERe, BT5esih. B KRBk
AR -

Figure 3. Qualitative analysis results of college students’ subjective feelings about the impact of short videos on mate selection

criteria
3. SR FEX TR BARE R0 3= WA Bt 5 i 2E 5R
4. WHig

TE BT A R K5 AR G0 o #A BB SR A AR 1, X5 (b ] EL B 2 R R R G4l )
M2 RARRE— 20, Bha SRR AT (5 P R B A . 534k, 4 (2020 4 FARS A 2578 B 35 1
Y B, 2020 4E 1 A, $LE HIGKH PR CIA 4 12, b 18~24 B R P EGE R (G EZE, 2020).

MAE ARG, I — = B4 A 0 B SRR AR A 2 — Rk LA b, nTRUE H, $#
T SRRSO K 22 A A BRI 5| 77, KA RS 5 IR i) B A I 12 52 B E AR (T A5 1555, 2020).

MAE I R G, K22 AR AT R S R AR AR 1) T4 Ak, RGER 2 BB LE — /N /INFRA I o 7E K3
AR, EREAAWIEZ, (EFE0F A B2 YRR IR IEZ —. TEXF RN, KR¥EER
HRNI GO EES, 2020). A —/No R A, BB T 2 AN BLE, XK N ZE
BRI R] DA BE URR TR A A

MELFRBRE, SR EIMSEERISHIAR] T 64.8%, XA IILMER . BIE R WA KR
AN ONE, AT R IR AT B IR —TE TR KB, B IUE TR
VR AT TR], 8 J B R 2N 1) B DA AT T SR 8 SR (SR AT 11555, 2020). Btz 4h, A ik 30.3% 4% i 7
FIEFUETERHER, 44.6%HHHEZIEEUE IS5 LK. PR SERAAE R FH Re i 2 A4
(I TR R (Y=, 2020) 175 B TR SR 2 —Fiod A5 I A0SR, B T B g TR RS 12 =2 . s
Kut, AHARIEE CERMT R, BEGEREZANMT TRE. RS ZH)ENREWE, 2020).
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FEAE RS SRR LA TR 225, HAERARM FRI THRMZESR. BiEms, BE
el T SRR B, FHRE G RONE, ZERATE5ImESE L. k. WEARNAR.

B MSTAEA ¢ RIS AR AR B R R T IR e 2R, XA
AHEE —EHUCRILVT S — S (I, 2012). BRI S5 (5 AR4ERE US55 SR 4 B = T
A, WS SRR S L AR R E R XA RER UV A N E AR T, S AR I
10} 20 P 46 S S0P S8 LU VA 2o Wl TR ek <R AN RN TP i S o X e U DA R R A D T
AR5 .

WRYEAIHTEE R, 2 A A 7 5 TR By T A 5 VR e, (BAEIR IR S AR LU 5]
53 JIHEPE T3 TR AT W2 R o T A R S R AU A R BB AR HE R — 2 R, 2R
REERFABIT N,

AN RSB R FEAIORT K22 A B AR AR e B B AR T T AT T A Al . BRI, R SR ks,
BRI WIS, I aF S LA X B AR PR P IR R (S AR AE I R B E 257 R A WA
PRI WLLR AL S| G A PR E =R RO WEMBIIER. MR, KT H
HAETEIE . RS LML SR S e (oL B IR LT S 2= 52

5. &g

1) RPN DAy — A B W 5o i £35S R AR A L I R 5.
LR AR FATAI . AR AR K EE A1 o

2) ASFIVERIFEAE P EE SR AR A SRR T E R A R A BB MR . L4 BNk 2 341
He MGHIES, WRBUFIHER SIS, R HE AR BAEHEARR. KK IMErRLk
MU, 55 2R TIN5 T ik A 2K LR N SR SR A

3) ML T4, oA e MR i R Bk S AR S AL B AR 51 0 5 5 T 5 e T
WA X 31

4) FETAE AU 20 FEARARE 2 — g oM, AR T AV L S AR N, RN
RESE N b A BT TR o (RIS, LG AN RIS 2R L AR 2 0 395 A e o PR AS [R) 408 B2 7 A B
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