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Abstract: This study revised the Celebrity Attitude Scale (CAS) to develop a Chinese version with good qual-
ity. It also investigated the relationship between attachment to the opposite-gender parent and the worship to
the opposite-gender celebrity of the middle school students. By convenient sampling, 589 middle school stu-
dents completed the Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment (IPPA) and CAS of Chinese version. The results
indicate: 1) The CAS of Chinese version with 31 items has good reliability and construct validity. 2) The cor-
relation analysis indicates there were significant negative correlations between attachment to the opposite-
gender parent and the worship to the opposite-gender celebrity. And the alienation to the opposite-gender par-
ent positively related to the three dimensions of the worship to the opposite-gender celebrity especialy. 3) The
path analysis showed that the trust to the opposite-gender parent negatively relates to the worship to the oppo-
site-gender celebrity. But communication with the opposite-gender parent can't predict the worship to the op-
posite-gender celebrity. For the middie school students, their attachment to the opposite-gender parent can ex-
ert influence their worship to the opposite-gender celebrity to some extent.
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1 E: A UBIT SRR S TS R R (Celebrity Attitude Scale, CAS), T 1 15 RU8E BEAR ) 5T
fix CAS, JfLA 589 4 2t AN FU R B SR 5 SR TR IR R 4RI 1) HhChl
CAS{RE 31/, BMILE. BRUE R, 2) BARE, RUESR TN RIUEMERSETE R B UK,
#‘ﬁ%%¥i&m%l%~5ﬁ:ﬁ FHRW SRR AL =GR . 3) RMOR TRAL R T S BLIA 4 5
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1. 51§

B AR 52 F 2 — Fh SCH B 304 22 9% & (parasocial
relationship), 45 A\l (absorption and addictive
elements) AL AT SR AT AN HESS), S 3 A [F) RIS 1) 0
WL AR TR O EE N, DUl E
SRR TR SR R R, TSRSk X
SEA T A NIRRT RO, 5 SO AR AT R R AR
RIS R, 2 5 0 B I RO EBE IR (M altby,
Houran, & McCutcheon, 2003). &K I, 1BIG5FE
A3 RS AR [F) AR AR P R AT e, A
Jo HoAgi 1 F 5 # (Adams-Price & Greene, 1990). /b
BRSNS BB B I A R, ]
AR A — P SRR, DARMEE M B8 0] S BE 4t
M= A S R E 2 (EBe R, 1999).

DA B SR 2 O BRI 58 XS F AR SR T X R
—He RS, MEDFEMBREFRS BRI
(AR R AR AR, T X S R A A 22 6 &R DL &
VNS ECERESINESS 7 YT s W= S i R S o O Y
BERAH IR A G, TR RIAMARTE AR R
SRR AR BRI OHE., T2, FOoE5E
I AR A 5 HAR B SRR I8 R R EARREREM
— AR

AR, R TR SRR AR AT
AR, RICASEEME TR, 2, BRIz,
HAREME IR, H D EX SR S B
)R RERICH AN DR [R5 A B AR A AE
HHEMEEL TR, xS B R 2l 2T
B JRH, HOE—REEAE DE—SCEWM X RF
FERE I ZE S, (RIS A AT S e A 22 2 Tt A7 A
BENZES (ORI, 2004).

WAFFRLY, BERERESE KRR
FiokR. U Giles& Maltby(2004) &I, (1552 M
FREEERACBHMKAR RAEAR DG i il, HOFEER
RESRAE B AN ARR , DU mT e Tl A5 e PR AR 52

x ERTR TR, ESE, H R SCBERCE AR AR
BIFRE: ok, A HACBEZ 8] [F) 1 AR s AN
SV ERE R =, H P SCBRENGE
(AN ERAIG, T mT R T LA e (A R S PR o

Fi&, HOEMGSEFEOEN R HAMEE T
TR BRI R, A, 27 REAFIEXAE—Fh

122

KR ? JRED, L) LA SRR T R sk, A
i i) T3 35 S VAR AR AT DT BN R AR A 55 T 55
P LA BER IR T Bl ok, A Tk 6 2 1A%
BAE W I R AR AR Gl 7 2 A xSt X
PR IR 5 L S VR A R 52 T 2 )2 5 A7 AE — S8 HOAH
KRR F, Bl IE fE AR T (L

2. ARA=E
21 fiRIHR

2.11. BIERFTEER(CAY

G ST B R (CAS) T Mg 52 ¥
X H T E 2R A . B McCutcheon, Lange, &
Houran(2002) T- 3% [E 4%l . Maltby, Day, McCutcheon,
Houran, & Ashe(2006)%fiZ &£ 11511, CASIHLH
34 AMEH, K5 Ay, L3RR “IEEARR”, 5
Fon “EEFER”, CHEER CAS P —Ek
RECN 086, ERM L - LIRE” MAE, BEE
20 NI IR 4 28 JK T (entertainment-social ) (11 & 45
AN)~ BB FIAS N K - (intense-personal ) (1 7 35 )
Fiyps 7 11 25 7K - (borderline-pathol ogical ) (5 £ #5: A\ ) ik
RN E e P AEE, DA B AN A AR PRI R AR (52
SCWE, DRREE, X2, FF, 2010).

212 BELESRXBMEIHKTEIE(PPA)

/b 5 BRI F] A4 78 7] 45 (inventory of par-
ent and peer attachment, IPPA) — MIEE(E. I8
gL =AM R A BRNER, HpSohi i T 4 #%%
(2008) Bl PEAE 1T« SCSEAMIRESE BRI AT A 214 .
AL SRR A B 3R 4 P 11 P9 T — Bt R 040 2 0.89,
0.87. 0.74, BESEAKINE R &4 FE I P90 — Bk R4
515 0.88. 0.87. 0.72, RHHAFE RLF. AW
BERERGEDH SRR RERIRARE R, Fitk R
R IPPA HACRHKAR M SR, ANiE FH A AR AR
e, FH, SFXR CAS &&5)h, BAE. &t
Sy HIEE K2 PSR CAS AP ER .
IR CAS MRS ESR, WA K5 ZA R
ACRESRE AR AR DL A A

2.2. tARIERF
2.2.1. R IChR CAS
B ASCEE SR CAS HHATEIRE, By
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B ATV A L 2R AT B . R BB UL
FEREALIM 116 44 rhA AR EAT B, LL25 2SR CAS
AR IR AERR R S 1R, 50 i 72 Hh SCHR CAS.

222, EXHENSHIEWE

HChR CASHEIT 5eke, HILE IPPA Zeifly, It
52 8 AET M AN B3k 4 e 2 BE AL HL 55 A= 350 44,
o 350 44, LRI 700 1, Hh R TSR
PEARAR A 2R 45 589 4y, H54E 275 44, Lk 314 44,
IR 14~17 B 2 1A,

Hrg Iz S B =R, Lidk, EEAY
P, E ST o Y3 R BCRI R 0 4 . i8]
SPSS11.5 Al LISREL8.72 45 R 347 43 -

3. HRER
3.1. hhR CASTEE .. MELSH

AR 3 3 T P A9 O HEAT AR R M R R A A
A UEVER 28 3 Mo T AEEAT IR R 2 i 2 BT S kAT
Bartett BRIEASIGAT KMO 556, 45 REH, FEAKSE
FEFE KMO = 0919, Bartlett BRIEK 36 5 2 (> =
9680.01, df = 465, p < 0.000), i HIIX LT H & A itk AT
R ir. Hob, BT &R g i R BN R 2 i 55
JRIR, MIBRES 8. 9. 27 =ANERI, FH4x 31 AN
ILFEFEAE 0.489~0.780 [f], #HZBIF = R TTER
KK 56.29%, T LMEE.

— M S, B 2 fE A T 2~5 Z AR R A
A PL sz, BRI 2 ORI Gk YT NFI. NNFI,
CFI %548 40K T 0.90 7T DAL 90l & A, it 0.95
M R AR S s RMSEA $5%0(E 0.08 L fyb
BRI, BN GF (R IAFE, 2009). M 1 0],
HSC ki CAS IR & BE B AR

BARAEAS . AN NESE S RIS = N EFE P 2
[HJAHOCAE 0.566~0.831 (i), HARZEFH. BRIRH
T MNIESE . WHEIBGS 2 N SEFERAHRAE
0.831~0.952 Z [f], HABAHIGEZ .

XHSCIR CAS BHTIEEAL, 2R ER, W

Table 1. Thefitting index of Chinese version CAS model
& 1. PICAE CASERMAER

2 df  ,¥df RMSEA  NFI  NNFI  CFI

132112 431 3.07 0.084 0.94 0.96 0.96
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—HH RN 094, =AHEEM o REH N
0.89(r /R AEAZ), 0.91(3R 2 NIE ), 0.84(J BLIL %),
RPHABE R Hxhochie CAS #EATRUER,
e I ROR IR R L FE 3

IR FEIFPOE O — MR R, SRR
X% &H Horton & Whole (Sheridan, Maltby, &
Gillett, 2006)$7 i, $57%¢ bt NI BB B A% N 5L SE
IATTERT R AR 2 ) 7 A B B ) SR A R 2R o IRARAL AR A
(R R R A A PR e 7 A B 5 T IO e s i
IR T — MR IR IE B T BN BRAS it 32 ARKG B
N4 LS N A% R RN B JOSE, 3= AR 4
W A EH OIS S N N A, A
TEHIPRERR, RS2 A AR R T —FilAt 2 H.5)
(parasocial interaction).

5 A AL 2k RAHN B, AR AR IR R
BT e D B s op ANATTSE B At 2 SR HPRAS . T
B3R, HAFEEREF OB — R M AR
B A, AR R T R R IR I P,
Fe R AEAME LIS N B S AT i) FE FE B R g 2 #1Ek,
AR Z FER ARG, 5 2 R H S BRI
NBR2gAt, FERIB A AR RN ? % TR SFE
AU AL 2 50 2R 5 I SE AT AT £E R W] B A7 AE 1 Gt 5%
R, AT LAACAE £ R & K (interaction anxiousness
scale; VEIAZR4E, 1999)1F N SChi CAS HIZbR Rk
Bibr. R, SRNE 2 on, BEREREEH
SYEE 5T RIS B B IR, KW CAS
WL, IRATAEGIEY], B ERREFRE SR
IS N B SE A% 5 IR 0L 2 8] P BEAFAE — 5E I AMEE 5%
o

32 FMBBRFSHRURTFRTHELSH

N 3 pr, WSS R T IRAE ENON & f
I, BRI, BRI E . &4
FETRIRAE, KT B SRR LR Y A%
HEZIEMKR, WIS T oA, WEERERE
Table 2. Theinspection of Chinese version CAScriterion-related

validity
= 2. hICHE CAS BetR XXM E RIS

BIRARE AN WEILZG EBGEFE
AT A IR 011" 0.10° 0.10° 011"
W: p<005, "p<001, T
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Table 3. Therelationship between wor ship to the opposite-gender
celebrity and attachment to the opposite-gender parent

3 FUEBERESHERTRTREX

BIRALAE BRZIA NG REIAS RS
SEFEE -0.05 -0.10' -0.14" -0.11"
FTFIE -0.03 -0.07 -0.08 -0.07
ETHE 0137 017" 017" 0.18"
TR -0.07 -0.12" -0.14" -0.12"

WiE . thAh, SR EESHEEFERERIIA NG
AU BRI 235 2 ARG, )i 31 3 2 AR L B 25K
F(r=-0.10, p<005; r=-014, p<0.01), M¥ET
VA IO B 2K B 3 AR R B2 (r = —0.14, p <
0.01).

1.0 {51
0.68
-062 1.0 fapi]

—0.64 .

33. RMEBREFSAMRTFHRTHERES R

XF DR TR S H R AR S A
RGGEAT R W RO 1), WLS R J7{E R 4.45(p
=049), df=5, NNFI. CFI. GFI¥Ji% 0.95 fbrdE,
MBS ZE 3 AR R R 8 RMSEA = 0.054, it B
ETREME, RTREEE A EmHEEGREE. K
H, SRTREBAEEDEE, NHMBBRERENBRRE. i
FIAN NIEGE . RGBSR TR X i
NGA T TR, ARRTGE R A A R 2 N
B RELW; RV EN G R FFTE =&
REREFELN, X5 FIRAECHE 74 R

NG AR ZERAE, SRR e TR
EBGSEFRIRS AT R AR 20 Hr (W& 2 F11E] 3).

0.97

pLtUES

Figure 1. The path analysis of attachment to the opposite-gender parent and wor ship to the opposite-gender celebrity
1 FURFRESEREEBREFNEREST

0.99

Figure 2. The path analysis of attachment to the opposite-gender parent and wor ship to the opposite-gender celebrity of the boys
2. BERRERTFRESHRERRRFNBEESN

G

0.97
0.65
0.97 058
0.81
bR RUEE S 0.98

Figure 3. The path analysis of attachment to the opposite-gender parent and wor ship to the opposite-gender celebrity of the girls
3 ZERNRERTFRESHREBRRRFNBEESN
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HE 2 7T, WLS RJ71E N 2.29(p = 0.81), df = 5,
NNFI. CFI. GFI ¥Jik 0.95 fbrifE, Il ZzE 7R
®ARE RMSEA #2051 0, SR AL T e 60 E .
T 5 I [ TR0 5 B AN R SN NI, ik i3
K SETEEADRELIA G A R, HE
KK ETIIEA R HEARSFES T 10
FER .

&l 3 AT %, WLS K7 {E N 5.83(p = 0.32), df = 5,
NNFI, CFI. GFI¥Jik 0.95 fbrE, ULk 2z=5 75 iR
R AR RMSEA BT 0, ULUIER L T 5 4.
215 B A ) O 2 SR A A AR FU A NI, TA AR
BENKT; ETEEREILSGE BE fasgm,
SETVEEAR R R REFE S TR R E . Bl 3
HE 2 (&, TR, AT HA LAEME,
F AR AR S TR L 1) e M S IS I TR 1 4 T AN
FEETHL T, SRS AU S L
Z, MXTT 54, WRFAE—ENE, HREEE
K R, SRR L I e R B 2%,
MR, MRAFAE— € B %, BARIE R K.
BELEEE 1. 2, 3B R, LienIFH. LWhkE,
R VEDFEMKE, HGEBEA -, TR,
B E R R TR T RE TN I e MRS S FE, —
FEEE FUEE T AT o

4. syth5vHe
41 FMBEEFSRUFETRTNEXSH

ARG R TR T — @i, RIS AR ()
HAERRCOR) MR R R 2, WA Lotk (55 1%)
W R () S B A P RE AR, 30 I S M5 AR )
MERGEFREA —ERERTEA, X5 RS
BEFESRBER S SR ET — e M
—# M (Giles & Maltby, 2004; Cohen, 2004; Roberts,
2007).

LGSR B FEFE EISAE TR SR 2 T BRI XK
WEREIF OB AR I 5 (2005) I B 1L,
WREFREDEE O R R IEF R, SEMN
oI SR R PR BRCEE 5 4k 2 RV TR i SR 5 B S
JLERM, NEEZIAEREHES, NZIEER
NG G, MO BRI HE RO e 1 AL BRI 9% e K
Ao TN UK BIF AR, X RO KR R 5)
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JIFMR AR G Bk e 7% B BE AMRA N & |, 44T
Fa ] —/MEZ I AMIETE R, XIS i HERR
N RM 7R (secondary attachment) ™.

HARZ T E B AR ik % &, (B
SR PRIV AN RE R BR A M R A, BRI R TG AR 1A IS
PR B RAR, IXE, TR T e Aok SR RS BT
RIS b, MRk R R BB ER
RO N E bR XFRAE RSN TAMERZE, WA
W RN, e E AR B 5 F S FF AR R o] B
T A2 X6 S BE RS A 7R IR I AN T (1 M o

Adams-Price & Greene(1990) & KB, A%}
S N EFE ORISR R, KR SEFE
SHBG A — R T2 FE 2 RS B,
AR EAL T AEERANLOER R A, P AR BRI B
B, MOHACE K, IXEE R RARE S A R
i FT R S A S R PR AR Ry, PR AR S R
AR OH, TEiRxrEm e N, WA, ERx il
oM FE . Hl TS BHEZERZE, 01554
RS IR DL S R se L, RS, T, ik
BB A R S A SR R 2 T, BRI 2 AR % S
PEAEB B RIS KA.

42. REBRBRFSFUFETRTNBEEIHN

bR, Twxr T RARRLAE, KT
RO ARG SR OB, R SR 5 A ()
LG H AR GOR) 2 AE B 6L, sz 1E
AT, B2, A AT RET 1) T 5% o (55 1) W
o ZEE R D RO S A RO B R ) SRR
RIES oAb T FHHE IR b e A0 vk 2 A S0 AT g
e ia F AN 5 AL (1 75 UFRAE AR Y 4 B AR
SRR, X WAT e L2 LIRS 25 A 55 4% ) LI
BRHE ST R A WIS R RN .

ZE R IR, SRR R B B i S
R OEAT TR S, L AR TR AR
IR, T RAEMBETEE, ZAERRNIZS %70
SETG G, ARSI, ST AT R
B BT A BRI A 8 B B S P R R AR, 1 0
LS, BRI 2 R RO LS FE A . TF
H, XAhTHieG 2R LT 2 B AR . IRty
7, RAE B SRR SR R R, 0
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REER LT RB SRR SR /AT, A,
HEBAEREAT, Bt I, e AR T BeE R
TRAMG FEIROM, FHE, SO HAZILRHER
L AR A S M R SRR R, (R
AT BB ST R R B, BMZgEmL
IR R, $RTH L AR SR S IR, A AZER
MBI BN, DRI SHRA . BAR T
RN, RTREL - MOVEE R R R R,
FTEh, SRS 81 2 [T R 5 IR A i 1 2
HHFFIHE.

B G RARBRFE N iR ™
K, REIA SN 3R 52 20E TR AR R I AR,
A, SRTPEERARUWBELAR, M%7 MO 5
TIRELARNZNR B ST O BAME, AR
IR FIESIR, B4 STVl AR A AR T A -

o TR B TR O R S S R 1 B
SN, X ULV A B EA ST B IR S, TRE
M T, Wl MR, A RRE RN
FUIEBRAR, 10175 0 B U2 Ml R a5 R, (S AR
FEERIRTSE, =& AR A A AR 2R K
THEEFHAERR . Fit, RIEEGREFOHEA R
FEM A2 BR T SR T EESRTRE =E Y
M o

5. &g

AW TS TSR R TS RRHATE, B
BT HPOGE MR CAS, A 3L ANEH, [FRUZEAR.
e HiZER, L 589 # A E N Uxt &, R
FHEREBEEIESHA R TIRER SRR, 4Rk
Pl: 1) PR CASOREE 3L, BALA . FRUER
If. 2) BMRE, AR TREEREBRERFEL
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FHR, FEPESR T H e B B U B R 1R
SR NI =GR 3) TR TEAT B3 SR RN
0% AHRVER T IE A VAR R S (0 (E (T 2
FZ. WHER, FAOERME IR R 5
FERA—E MBI 7.
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