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Abstract

Objective: With the evolving social structure and changing cultural perspectives, contemporary
university students’ attitudes on marriage are exhibiting a trend toward diversity and individua-
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lization. This study aims to explore the characteristics of contemporary university students’ atti-
tudes toward marriage in depth, and analyze their relationships with feelings of alienation and
social support. Methods: A survey was conducted on 297 university students in the eastern part of
China, exploring two primary dimensions of romantic motivation and marriage inclination within
their attitudes towards marriage. The alienation and social support indexes were collected by the
General Alienation Scale and the Perceived Social Support Scale. Results: Significant gender and
only-child differences were observed in the dimensions of romantic motivation and marriage in-
clination among university students. In individuals with lower levels of social support, those with
lower feelings of alienation exhibited significantly higher romantic motivation compared to those
with higher feelings of alienation. Conclusion: There are significant demographic differences in
college students’ attitudes on love and marriage. Social support and feelings of alienation exert
diverse influences on university students’ attitudes towards love and marriage.

Keywords

Attitude toward Marriage, University Students, Alienation, Social Support

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

REEAE SR e X A TN 2 A AR I DL R AR A AR A S AR A, R R 22 A R AR A AR AN 2 52 R A
FEARIES EMEE[L] [2]o SEMBEANFEAN R R e BT R, AU f R IR B AR
KEAATN, R ARSI AR S R RS € AR BRI [3]. SR, KA AU O 2 B W) S R A1 A A
TEVER . ARG R M X 507 HIAFLE 2.3 22 5 [4] [5] [6] JEAFER, #hex BXET “AE B REL R .
“EEURBAC NBOEE TR S5 A R AR AR AT . ARIEES RGEIL[7], A BT
MR AR TR I RE P BB, Rk, X S AR AR A 1 2 B AT TR AT T 1 R A
JEBUIR . ST A B i IR AR S B R R .

W I A I OIS T AR AT R B iR m 8], Ex R ER W e g 45k, — kil
BAENAERIRAMSME R R T 0. AFE R R EE LA N, bk pl mnsimds, St 2% T H
HMREA o U — T X S WL K R TR B SCAR I TE v, BT L 23 A XA R E IR 22 57, RIS
PELE o 38 5 BARE R R [9]. MEAh, Goussé [10155 Nl @A 2 TR, I o RE A (B WL ) 22 3k
Zi: RPN RS BRSO HEAR, (HEED AR IE AT o B A TEARR 3, 2B [ 114 [
REEAEZ NG NGRBBAT AR T, KB AR 2 NS ST A 2 0 2 i BEAH oK, JR A
URTL BTE BAR AT RE A5 KBRS E B AR SRR S DA K

HMERER I E AR REE N R SR Hoh S R Z KRS IRIR DL SXBE B B 18] (9 R
SE[12]. A E A, SRE R F AR B O R, AT SCERE M T E RS S T L
A IR o B BOREMA13] [14]. AL RRM BB SCHSER A, a1 Hu 55 N [15] %3 H
FAKR TRV N T s AT M P AR R I B A 3, (EAP ERAENIFACKE E, X ZR0A
NG HR LGS R EARS. th4h, Douglas [16]/IF 78 KL T 4548 % 5 BNk E B R .

SRTT, TP SCAAE AR 2 RS AL & T A AR ZE 57, AT AN A i, K2 PO R $,

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.132119 883 R AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.132119
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

hE LGN PR BE % L RIE, RSN TS SRAE D E2 15 B @ M A BE i . BEAh, [ AR S 20
(FIBIF 7C 3 BEA T AR SR RS (R 2R [17] [18], TR P AE R SR IR SRR FUARX b, DRI AN AR 300t
e AR AR G R BAT IR R RS2 B o

Seeman [19]W\ i B 82 MASKT T AE AL 2 T A EDULRBANH . B ARa Y, AT I Lo BE L Y
AR RERIAER BB, ASPRR GBS R B i [20] [21] AR IR BT AR R R BE, RAAAE IR AL T8
SRS R AN AR, HBLAAT “ A E 307 BT LR AT AT e -5 e i 88 ORI R R 58
FAHK. Hit, AN EL SRR R BRSNS LR

BEAh, SRS SRR AR AMAE AL T 2 R | SRR R A A AR, XA
AR B BRSNS B R R R SRE R R SRS R[22], HETAAEMN
FRBLI ) s b2 SCRF I B RN B R A AR 2 SR T LU B LR (2t PRITDIRE, IR A SRR 7RI
Fe SR RESE N R R I R [23], JF HR BRSSO AU 5 B AR 2 SO R IR R [24] . 5
3T, A SCRF I BEGRAR I 1 F AR B IR DL I ST, R OREEAR T, A SORE AT A IE A S2 R
AT, TR HE R 22 A A BEAS WL T B A o A BT FUAIE S 2 SR RE A% I A T 1 15 Ja
XD, ek HL B AR BERA R4 /R I [25] [26] -

Zibprid, A RT, AU RE LA AESTW, MHIVREITFRE, Ifdt— DR
B I B A 22 SO R SR AR AR R S L A

2. Bk
2.1 #ik

AW FE LA B AR EAE R A AE N B, Sliesk 297 frinl . Hrp 2R 29.3%, &k
5 70.7%; REARK IR 52%, JRE L 48%; AT L SR T 0% 4 50%.

22. ME

221 —RERER

AWFFR A B Jessor 25 N[2714w ], MR4ESE N[281E1T IO ST — i KRR . iIZBRET 124
FH, FEIEABRE SR E TS S5 NAMER, LA—FUChE SR A B &
FXRH 5 Ak, 1= AFR; 2= AFEE; 3= FAE; 4= EFHEE. 508G, 520 S
BERNI B RECH 0.829.
222 MEHESIHER

GBS X RFERILEE 12 NEFIH, 8K E SR AR E Z AN SR = AN 1
S ARRAZERS 7 A EON “1= ERARZ” 8] “7= EHHEZ” ), BolEmIRIFENtET
PP . AT, SRR SUERECN 0.944, =AM P — 20 RE0 5108 0610,
0.904. 0.902.

2.2.3. REEIREW6)E

AHIE FE R TR LA A [41 2 KK 22 AR S A ) 2, 38 34 ANIUH, B AESINL. WS . 45
WA A AR EL . USROS MR- L AN . WG 5 Ao, M 15
AAFRIEEARTTE . WEATE . AE. HEMFE. WG, BBk SR s F SR s e fE
GUANRST o AT 5 308 FH 78 2 BN LA A 4R 1051 1) 79 A2 B2 AR R ST R AR &, N —BUAE 2 43 il 0.767 F1
0.610, SlERI N HS— It RECH 0.776.

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.132119 884 FES R ERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.132119

HeE, HROEE

2.3. MiFREF 5% =

M5 K HE 4B TSR, @ik B NS SRt G g . SRA SPSS19.0 X £t
ITAEEE, Giit T ik dE /R St . FHR M N T 220047 .
3. R
3.1 REAEBEUNSERARAOFER

PAMESA S A TR (L 2 W) DR B R A T O H AR &, UK SR AR TR 7052 Sl AT URT 48 QR {63t [ 1 4 5
FIF3 50 IR AR &, A3 BT AE AR t K06, S5 RWE 1 iR, $ORERZINL. WA P48 L
A B Z M 2 R (t sman = —2.631, p<0.05; tuwmws = 3.616, p<0.01); AT LAHLAEMA F LU
R 1) B i (t = 2.227, p < 0.05). AETEHIZE SRR E.

Table 1. Demographic differences in university students’ attitudes towards marriage
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Table 2. Differences in alienation and social support in university students’ attitudes towards marriage
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