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Abstract

This study constructed a questionnaire for college students’ online-communication intrinsic mo-
tivation based on Attachment Theory, in strict accordance with psychological measurement pro-
cedures. 5976 subjects selected from various colleges across the country were involved. Explora-
tory factor analysis conducted, 4 factor dimensions obtained, the commonality of each items lies
between 0.424 - 0.689 with good discrimination. The Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient of the scale lies
between 0.679 - 0.832 whose reliability is more than 0.8 and the four factors loaded above 0.6.
Confirmatory factor analysis results showed that the RMSEA is 0.041 and the fit indices of GFI and
CFI were all above 0.9. The questionnaire is reasonable compiled and well correlated with another
two Online-Communication Motivation Questionnaires; the psychometric index of its parameters
had good performance and can be used in following studies.
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1. 51§

WG ELER N A B (3R & e, 1B s 4 2% (Schwartz, 2008) s, W R 3\ HLIE W A 2 21 H 9
MULRR T FREE, BFENEATIFIHRGEECHEETIMAN, MESZ#EITES . 7 £
AEAERTAR, B A A A R R AR Ol IR . AT X 28 52 A3 LT o] DASE LA 2
AL B . MR S BRATVAB N E DT RIEE S(FEE . FEFFR) AT 7 —Fhtt 2
B, fEH /D E R RIS NI 7T 90 I05E B2 A (Subrahmanyam & Smahel, 2011). MIZIREE, K2
A 28 2 AT I FNENATLS K22 AR I KRR A e % AR AT 9 B A A R A e

(S a2 o U S o I E 0 €1 30 2 B 5 < R S B 0B v eV s -2 e o 2 Sl ]
BTN S NZ RS B BB, BRI E RN B IR —Fh 2384 E (%7, 2003; 45,
2003; HREZLHE, 2006). 48RS FEBIMLAE FR 4 A8 A O B = AR (R A AR A, 1T N PR 00 B T R I 48 A A 30
MU= A EZE A R (B /A, 2002) 0 AS[R] R X 268 S AR BB 22 515 R 5 AR a3 NAS [ 14 53 1) D 2 =% ], 540
BEEAFIMAZ RN R, AT ARNERIZRCE AR, 2009). 15T WAL sIHL AT T & I — Se i
—HUNE R, A A B BT 7 45 S b ek bk ™ 2 A 2 M 7R B (Young, 1996; Mckenna & Bargh,
1998; Jk3EEE, 2000; Weiser, 2001; w{/bfE, 2002; Johnson, 2002; #%iiZs, 2003)iff Hix it £ 7
L5 W25 FH 3 NS R 3R AH O (R B 4T, 2002; #A°F55, 2003; FA T 2002; Jih4fe, 2004; 1% 3757, 2006).
X AAEFIR AT S, MERS R RO B R R = AR R, WSS RS S A& R 2 Z (A AH |
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VEF HIBLE TR B R, X 516 R TAE R I — 8 8 AS AR sh L+ W& (55005, 20065 7775 Mg,
2005; Wh4rHfi, 20065 MREKER, 2006; “FbdE, 2009; IRETEN. 5KK¥J, 2009).

MRS TR phy 2 [0 B 2 5K 20 8- 6 K L (John Bowlby, 1973)4R HY . ARASFE— AN A B BOBE 4%, X Fh
BRG] TSR AR 5 3R E N RIS R R R RBBR AL — e a5k, A4 ARe
g PN HIR R ANR, K ARG M7 (Ainsworth, Blehar, Blehar, Waters, & Wall, 1978). K 75i&E#H 5
BRIk RIERL, (H & HHER8E 52 A (1 —2E (Berry et al., 2007). WRAZEMR S0 R B2 BT, 1K
WA “ATEANLEEH” (Ainsworth, 1969)ak “NTE T/ER" (Bowlby, 1982)tHh &1F1EM. B4
WA CA R« TR Fifh, M HARS 38 “ B4R B ABRAEAT A (Daniel, 2006). F i,
MR A — PR &AL R A RIS ERRAE, 54T A R B vE AR 18 7 B8 R S B DA G, 22BN
BB SRR 7 SR S OE o ARAE UR B T AR B A AL N bR 22 A ) Be AR
E PR TT . FRACR B ORI T B 2 0 AR DA R NS AL BRARZS 72 A2 i o e N AR A A R0 L 3
MR A o BRI 20 S PO E AR X S5 okt 2 384, R A2 215 5 5 R I R4 (Hazan &
Shaver, 1987). 5 Bowlby FIMLS—5, 48KZH0 AN EIR AN Ty, 5K E A A AL
TR I A BR O R S, R AR X 2 P — iz A 1) JEL G | A7 SR T >R 1A 1 AN B 52 A 75 X (Rholes
& Simpson, 2004). AR AT AR, [FIEAA AT 8% . 1 Cozzarelli 26 N7t K K 0t 56 5
v AL 22 o8 RIVEWTA P, AR RIE S KRR LS. BB BEr “A4 S
HRRIAY”, YONIRAE — AN @M IR, LB SRR AR IR AR S, B2 BN R R A K

RAFW R IR, RARTR SR B BRI T BRI Ji DA AR A A 2« B FR4ERE” HIINTES)
JIEAEA AT b A IR B RN TES) JIAE R o 0 28 A S AT i A IR ZE M N TEB I1EH -
RZs MBEAAFAE R ARG EE R RIS AT, N RIER S KA AR AW, B%
KAVSNEE R ER IR IE . I, A SRR AT T R Bl b, ik B2 T AR B (1 40 A 5 ¢
K2R NS FEREAE N 28 28 A2 TR N AE S FE T 7R BRI B () S At _E 3 3ok I s o i) A 4 A T, S il 3
VR AEOS R IUE AT JGE AN 8, P Ik DR 3R 20 M B 4 K25 A I 28 28 AT B L 1) o PR S A 4

2. WEE5H*
2.1, W&

B 1 (MR TR EAE) Kk B A6 UK K = BE L AN [R] 2 BRI 11 20 44 ASRHAEFIRE 5T 4F

Bk 2 OFGR A B ). R B LR R R 2 SO T 2RSSR 276 4 K224 . Hod 4= 143
N\(51.8%), %/t 133 A\ (48.2%); K —24/E 134 A (48.6%), K 244 75 N(27.2%), K =24 67 A\ (24.3%).

Wk 3 CGE— kPR EdE): @ik S REL NS HEFEHT THE R, EARR XIS H ).
ARBR SR (AR AR ZAR, SRR RZ RN ™A . LA B 45 1042 4y, Hrp 5
4323 N(31.0%), LA 719 N(69%): >KH KRIRTHHIA4 134 N(12.9%). /N 224E 404 A (38.8%).
AT )24 504 N (48.4%).

B 4 (RREVERZ I 4T): EZR TP ER 8 O AR R sk i B HLAI R 2378 44 K24 . SR 4R
BAEZ R T7, FLEER 2R A 2130 A 2R A, b B4k 881 A\ (41.4%), o/ 1249 A(58.6%): K H
KT 2E2E 554 N(26.0%) /NREI A 810 A (38.0%). RAfHIZE4E 766 A (36.0%).

P 5 (BUEMEE KA HT): LR S 28 O AN IR 2 s T e HLAIER 2256 44 K54 . SR FH 4R 1]
BIEEM T, HLEER R4S 2049 1. Ho, 5542 933 A (45.6%), otk 1112 N (54.4%); K H KIRTH
(f1274 580 A(28.4%). /M IKI2:A: 791 N (38.7%). K24 672 A (32.9%).
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22. B#sILE

2.2.1. B3I (2006)4mHIRY “K 54 MLEHER LR S
S EAE A RSAESNL. BIRE ESIHL. BV SIHU TEAESIL” 4 A gERE, 3t 20 NE .
515 B R AN 73.47%, WHE—SHEE .

2.2.2. IBFOR. FKKIF(009)4HIH “KEFEEMLEIZERN” E)E

ZIAEIA 39 MBI, KON T IR R AR S S0 R 0.786~0.897 2
6], 73 {5 FEAF 0.755~0.828 1], EEJN{EEEFE 0.533~0.706 2 [A]; (a5 A — ik 2 %08 0.809, H:
35 E N 0.889, FEIMIE AN 0.603. 1M H A K ZR. &R L WG AKX REAHAE 050 LLE, P
Zn s B RUFIE .

2.3. itA*

AHIFE IS SPSS18.0 HEAT df sk N ANAL B (R 1 K 3 2T« REUSAH OC L A5 FE L AR SRR AU 5%
F Mplus7.0 X} 25405 247 56 e R 3R 434
3. G5R

3.1. FIMRRAIR AT RR

FEAG ST 7 R K 2 BE A LA AR 5] 2 LR 1 20 44 AR RBPA R 78 AL BEAT BIA VTR, W20 T i K%
R AIAE L. VIREE R BN KM AT EEBA IR e BISR R, (el A it
ESIMYESORE R AR WA SRAAENMR” ST TTi . 77 R R AR IR “ A B4
T RIEMBE— DG, RIADRKRZE SN BSR4 NBEAT PR, 352 08K % AT 1 7 SR 8l A 22
RN T ff B CAF N TR RS, BT L RS R I MA, B A (H th g 52 Ak,
MAE R AR AN, EAL TLETIIRERR, EAFNEIRERR. WL WG
REIEE SN 1A Fl 3 WAERAS XU O SEmA 45 R . R, S5 A RARER S, XbS “RIR” 47 AR sl
AT HT, GO, BAE A BEAE S PR NG B I 2% S AT AL R AR R

Iy
&,

Z )5 BENLEECA RS Ak ) 276 4 KA AT T GURG R E . MPERER SRR 7t o6 T “ K
RAAEFHL” B2 SOMZEG], W BOREs & 3 CRals, RATEEZ A& € MRS H .
AR R T “HETERRG AN, RATREZ M N SSAE R N E Sl —— “ 2SS4 RE 2
PREGIRLE L FER? 7 o (Bh0: BEMEDE RS SR AR AR I 7 22, AT DAHEAR U, AT DLLESREE A
RIE A C, WTALARK BRI R A O, W DR RTE B QR 7T DL i e M 75 24
WA 2R AL RS, SFAE). 7

BhE 10 A4 AH SR AN B 2 b Y 68 44 57 A2 30 i) B S5 A4 AN RRUTEAT i (R VP52, AR R 48 52
FEBHLE SO B H BEAT 7007, BRI T AR AR A 8 R, REAZ IR R RSB Suh 5 &
BRI Fa R 34 NH, TR 1 % .

3.2 ZEMAEZES

S A 3 32 F T 45 34 AN IO 2 S5 SCAE 1 MOHE HEATAR R P DR 25 407, ASHF 90 IR 25 300 L (0 ks SR
FILLFARdE: (1) FEMEIEERT 1. (2) BARKEDSAE 3 ATH. MBRIFREZ: (1) FE A
INF 0.4; (2) HLEST. ATFEI KMO Al Bartlett BRILK IO 6 SKRE 78 S B J 52 7538 B 4T I 2540
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Mrse . Z55RE/R KMO KA 72 E% T 0,938, RULRFER L m, LRAIMMAAECIE: Bartlett Bk
TERLIGAE N 27030.776, H HHE N 561, p < 0.001, UiAEHRE AT E ST WEMERZ I RA
Bor o3 MTiE, 07 ZEMORIE S et e I & fiur, 1931 6 NN, SRRy 54.832%. 45K 1.

M 1RO, 2 P R N S RN I H 3R RIPE R Ger R B . %00 H R FIPETE 0.424~0.689 2 1H], %
45 % 00 H A RS A 1. WK L aTRUE H, BR 21 @4k, BTRISSRE E X 2 BETE 0.30 LA R, Uil
FH X 50 B #R AR . e, 18 L B3R ) Cronbach’s Alpha %0/ 0.832, 4 4N & [ Cronbach’s Alpha
F2Eor 9 0.794, 0.807. 0.772 H1 0.679. FANKZRZHMEMIHE 0.6 DL E, HEEREEREEDT
0.80, ALz 7t T2 W DAIk I & 2% br ik ] AAE S 58 Hhoin DAE A

YRR AT 0.4, A 2 B HEATHEATHIE, S568Rli, REfE 18 NMNEH, 4 4
K7, SRRy 57.620%. FAKE TP 3NTH, &% 6 MMiH.

& 11— &%t 17, 21, 24, 30. 31. 33

HE 2—E %K. 4. 8, 12, 16, 20

Kz 3—HIIAF: 5. 6. 9. 10

K# 4——1E259797: 15, 19, 26

ARAE R A 2 I H 2 S A B IR B S R —— B S, XA R R 4 A T a4 o

FANHEEAHE 6 NWH, ARE N ARSI EE B o “TRACROIAR
BIAFIEN” o “PIUAEMA R BN T T HE A s “OZEECHEEMANG” s “HEHESHER
EEHCHIEE” o LUE IR H S0 ARV AU SZ DU IR R R E SRR 07, B
T4h “YFIEZRANHL”

FoAWERARES ANTH, 452 “CEMW EFRBIAM AL o Al DR R BRI ST RS
ANZZAE” L “TT LIRS 2B AR T LAYGR— L8 i A BUR A 2S4E " L “ RIS iR IR
Wz TR “COREWRBIIN

FEAERGHE 4 ANTH, 2502 “vTRURILE SHARE” o “TERINE b BORF B 223 3 5
A" . “IRIREIREIIEE AR RS TR DL A I MER IR, KR T s
“HIINFZNHL” .

HEVUNHRASE 3 ANTH, 5l “EM IR RAFHORE” IR R TR T E]
BT LR O, R T o RIS .

Table 1. An analysis of exploratory factors in college students’ online-communication motivation
1 KREEMEZEMNREEE RS ER

VA B S R R FZIHL WL
Eﬁﬁ%‘gizﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ‘gi %EEE%EE@@%~§§;&W§E%EE@E% gi;ﬁﬁgZﬁﬁ

C17 .657 515 .371 C4 768  .614  .385 C5 769 633  .376 C15 J77 686 377
Cc21 .614 464 234 C8 589 424 358 C6 .683 532 461 C19 .785 457 406
C24 .616 .502 .334 C12 809 .686  .462 C9 J77 638 423 C26 558 .689 424
C30 745 .608  .450 C16 .651 569  .580 C10 737 621 484

C3l 731 618 481 C20 .691 554 513

C33 .707 563 475

o 794 .807 772 .679
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3.3. EEZESHT

K Mplus7.0 X432 5 e A7 B0EVE R 22 70 B, AR 52 A 28] S 2504 IR PUL 5 FR P, AT A B0 A5
R ERTE . ARERREEE SR, WE TIMEERE, ydEscn. BRIAFE. BHEKEMIES
W 4 AT WA R AR T ZEAE R, AR VRS AR A R BE . ZRUSUE TR S AT 4G BINZARE A 1) & TR
AFEH(HAE 2).

M 2 ATLLE Y, BRI A 4550 RMSEA 2 0.065, CFI A1 TLI &4 509 7E 0.9 LLE, KT#
TATE 0.4 L L, RUABAIIARALF, AT . LM RIS RS — BB & 1 frs .

AR R TR, WAL 4 AT 2 AR h SRR I OC, IR R TR 145 M mT R 2e
SRR ST Bk, AR ENSZESNENINE R b, SEE R E, B4
DRl -3 [ S Bl ) S AR X 8 S A3 40 L) BSORE AR IR B 7 ZE 06 B, AR SR A Y (R it . R B0 EPE DR 3R
3T, RBNZEA RS DG TR B & A B 3, 1] 2).

/ t2 l4—.610
.624/ t3 4569
.656
739———» 5 [4—454

743
T 16 a7

/ t10 [*-.656

'586/ t13 (770

480
589 > t14 653

729
.733\ t16 [«—.469
.746\
\ t17 [«—.463
t18 (& .443

686 {1 530
499
752 ] 4 751
722
736 t7 |- 434
1.000
9 479
'I%%i)ﬁ:ﬁ S t12 ‘_'459
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Figure 1. A confirmatory factor analysis of the first-order model of online communication motivation
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Figure 2. A confirmatory factor analysis of the second order model of online-communication motivation
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Table 2. The index for fitting of the first-order structural model of college students’ online-communication motivation
2. KEEWMEZEMN—MERE IS E B8R

ek

r df ydf CFI TLI
1242.260 129 9.63 0.911 0.900

RMSEA
0.065

Table 3. The index for fitting of the second-order structure model of college students’ online-communication motivation
3. KEE MM M SR G E B8R

ESEEioE

v df ydf CF TLI
1552.847 131 11.85 0.886 0.867

RMSEA
0.073

M2 3T LA, BRI AR S TLIL CF135/8T 0.90, »/df {4y 11.85, RMSEA 4 0.073, iXit
PRI A RS — P S M A L AR 22, R — PR A 2 0L 5 S 4T

b i 7 -3 S i <A S 1 R0 g - RIS O SR Sl V1 B U i 1 i QT =i s A 0 5 1
B N(2004)IN R, XEFIRERE, AT, AR, R NIl Rl
(df = Adf, o=0.01, 0.05 BF ) o I FLH), IR ERA [ R4k i A2 . AL LU AE R, — Bt
TULE 2Idf Fab5_ERA M, £77 25 Ay? = 310.587, Adf = 2 1135 B — B 78 b — [ i B A0 B W] B (A >
v*(2, 0.05) =5.99).
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X PSR ) L 2 SR U B — I AL R B A B, RO AR NS A B 4 A — B R 4L )
LB X GAPFURB—E, RIIRUE 1 R R AT ZINLI 2 gt o (R R B OR 2 A I 2% A2 A
EHLIE A B A R AR B

3.4. {EHE ST

341 5H

AW FEAE A EE LT 2256 A7 A [7] 2R AN Ml S 47 25 (1) R 2 A=A Dy B A P Ak, -5 i 00 00 56 s 1) )
BN 1ANH, JLi R 2 25 2049 4y, Ho B 26 fr. Lotk 14 £, G5 REOR, BERNEIGEEN
0.913. VEM.# 4.

M4 F, Gt RER, KA S EBILIN A L5 Cronbach’s o RECH 0.832, #4515 5
WIS 0.60 DAL, UEBH K ZEAE WK ASAE BN I 25 K % DRI 35 10 N 0 — ErEscar . ARe e R 4.

3.4.2. BARKELHE R

AT 52 126 FH 1] PR T 35 - A 235 A T 0 A5 A ST IO 9 R A A ) 3 PO b % 88 W 5 0P, 40 2
55 (2006) Gl (0 ke 22 IR 26 45 B ShTL 1 3 7 L7 T 3k 51 (2000) 1] 1 K 22 R 8 A8 FEBIHL 7
KA FEFF A 1 I 26 A2 AL B L I 35 1) TR BE AT 40477, 45 SR L5 5.

T 5 F, WAL S LI 5% SR 154 15 06 53 190 245 20 AR B AL i) 46 [ A 5% 7% %) 0.485 1 0.477
(IREHIZE, BRI B BT AR S5 T 2 AR A
4. VWHig

FEHEERE S, BT T CBUATIR” o NBUATIRITIAB S, KSR E IS TE
FRREN BRI QBT R, S tH 10 2% A2 B LB — SR v, Ll < R0 LT A B R ik 4 Y
TS A PO S R 17 1T LA A5 B 22 11 V1 e S R/ I 7, 36 15 H R TR B 10 1 A D 7 SR S B AR 6
i A2 20 4 BT AR BNAR £ S5 1 el RS AR T, BT RUR RS H R, AR A M BURR R 22
TRk, BRI S, DR TR (OO0 A R0 R A, 1B b RE 33 P i i
ST A ST X BT AT A2, TR A B “E PR RIS RIS AT
PR RN, MR T4 T AR, TR IER % KU A S, AIRR
VEDRI 22 A AT AN P R 2 AT 045 S SRR AP S PR AR AR . LA 9 b 40 B B — 6 55 25 44
S MBI BE 7 A ) 2 AR T AT, TR B DY AR B e T KA A s AL AR L L, T
TS TS AS BE MR, 4% o BE PR KT SN — B0, 206 B £ 38R S I 3 s o 3K B Bl I ik 2 34
(1 FELE S R N SR MR 25 2 I 28 S8 A AR AR B L o s A, A 5 395 D PR 2 2 2 1] P S AR BT 9

Table 4. The coefficient of internal consistency

F 4 AB—BMERY

Cronbach’so. &4 0.832 0.793 0.773 0.677 0.809

Table 5. The calibration validity
=5 RIRKEKYE

W25 3 LS THIEAZ R EESONE] (CEA ke SREMR
W £ 18 FI B L A 485" 320" .304™ .368™ 324"
W 28 SE B AR ATTT .299™ 297 .324™ .368™
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W2 E X 48 S AL 1N 26 45 FH B LT TV SO BRI P 03 160 36 s [EIIS, 5 A [ SBR[ B AH B, 31X
I 1) 2 PR SR A A8 5 AR I SO AEAE N BT, AR ARk LR RA RS E . JuEtE 2 dral Rk
I — B A A0, 5 L0, X PR R B U RG] — I AR R B S B, RR S AE M AR BBl v 4
MW BIERARR Z YRR . X SRR ARG, BIGIE 7 RSP ARSI 2 445 . RN 5&
W R 2 A X 23 A AR B ML i) 255 R 45 W R R Ao

W EASAE N AR OB 2 RR OB 22 M OB 22—, DUKZRER/E N T A ] LLUSE I & 1 1 1
NI BIHL AT RN R R o SXFF 1) 2 4EAS Y ) DLSH 5 52 2 1Y) 24 52 43 BATL IR A 2E A% RT3 A
[FIVEF 77 I AR . IS SRR FT A AL 2238 —HF, BRI RAMEI . A0SR AL, 2Rk
MR ARG . “FHEME FAEE S L T AEEAEAOE EMANERR. FAOE L N
ERROE A B EAEE Y. 7 WRROHEZENMES, “HOEMRFERZORBEIVEMTE: AF.
PEFISE S K & (Subrahmanyam & $mahel, 2011). 7 — 77, KEFZEAFAMEMN . #H20KFE AT BUZ e K524
WL ZAEAT 9 TT 3, EAEMAE SRR T A G55 [z, RS B W 2% 252 A48 AT DASE I LA AR AL A
SR ERTE . T RPARYL,  NAE KT B 7 SRATSME OB R IR ) s 7y, 3L A5k 1
LEAZAE) “CATAE” R AR BHL. [FIR, TR T BUG AR DIRE KA R, Iz Kk R B
R, (IR R AE M 2 B O KR AE B B O B, (H RS AR RS S BT R A 2,
AR N AE AR 22 B i) 2 SRR R s DB AR K2 B, TR AR, 0T R ) R i it A
PR, 5 EOR 28 384T AN 6] 7 OR B MR TR 1T IS 28 I R+ i, 8047 46 TR T shpL 2 & K222k
WL ZAE R EZ SN F3oh, DU X 28 B AT N HOBIE T A R, D0 28 5 2R i A 99 4% A3 P b B AsE R
I —ANKR (755, 2004), “WAR” MK ASAEAT ARG, AT B 2R SRR @ %
Fittax R, UFEZERR, HESFSUNS LR AFE(Young, 1996; 754, 1998). Frbh, AHFFRIRL
SRR N AE TR SRS R A WS AL E SN, 5 R ARS8 A 22 58 R BT Xl

5. &

BT LMK AR R S, TEARHL RO PN B R, e T R A S AE N EBIAL
W& B gl 45 REM:

(1) ETREEIRE R EMBAEBIIL 2 — I ZUEESE ), — B D7 635 Pl s shil.
HBAFZIL. FH2 RSN REEhNL. B REFRERUE, TR E KA E R A AE B L.

(2) HTARAE R “ R AEBIHL” WG, — 7 TR S 1R 22 A P A A AR ) 2
WAEBIHL, HMHRERE AL AR B 1 KSR AR R 1) L AE Bl 348 I 48 A2 AEAT D 5 T (AR B
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IRHIN(2009). A 524 PI24 38 1 2 B I3 ) R i @ 7. WS, PEr R, HR
BHALH(2006). A 24 44538 B RICKFRHFIE. WL SC, PR RS, EEK

HEAH5(2003). WIS 1 KA AF 8 (B R RE. 11853, FERUTE R, MRt

WA, BRICIT(2002). #2211 6 —— 25 25 9 BF 2 (DT 101-119). 22 M1: 22 K2 H A
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