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Abstract

Objective: This paper aims to establish an adolescent general sexual attitude scale that suits for
different groups of adolescents. Methods: Two hundred and forty-five adolescent students were
administrated to the initial version of self-established scale about adolescent general sexual atti-
tude for the exploratory analysis; 382 heterosexual adolescents and 359 adolescents of online
homosexual community members completed the final version scale for the validation of its relia-
bility and validity. Results: 1) The adolescent general sexual attitude scale consisted of four factors
named affirmativeness, negativity, openness, and pro-homosexuality, total of 18 items, explaining
53.37% of the total variance. 2) The four-dimensional scale showed well construct validity in all
subject groups regardless of gender, sex orientation and education stage, and it also had reasona-
ble criteria validity and known-group validity. 3) The internal consistency reliability a coefficients
of four subscales ranged from .58 to .80 for the heterosexual adolescents and from .62 to .73 for
the homosexual adolescents. The test-retest reliability for the four subscales two month apart
ranged from .62 to .71. Conclusion: The Adolescent General Sexual Attitude Scale (AGSAS) has
reasonable reliability and validity and it is suited for measuring the sexual attitude of adoles-
cents.
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1. 51§

BEE NS H 8 P, B DFAT IR AR MBI &, 5YEAT AR I E (R
FUARA AL 25 o @ AN 52 B kE 2 K . AT R, H /D EMESE SYAT MR AR GRFN, 2010; @281,
E], TREET, RMOHE, 255, ASEFESE, 2009; Park, Cho, & Lee, 2007). #38 MEMEAT A(FEISSE “M
JURR” ZANSMNKAEMIFR AT A Corbin, Scott, & Treat, 2016) LA K& fG R AT N (F %R, eeias, ok
PIAF, 2013)FEMI DG, Rk, BF 70T D4 B M 25 BEXT TR Ak /b 5 /D S fE RS A AT N B B R
X D AR A B I A 1 e B L A P A O A B B, LGRS Bh R A I R TR . SR,
E A N 22 R S N B IERIB i — 8418, CAMAMESEEWERZ BaR %z, Bk
BARGEL, R TR, BARECHMSRET N —Sl&E TR, /% AN 2007)8) CR¥4

X RPERZS R AEDY , Bk AN Q0100 (RIS ERRD) , BRAIT IR0 1)K CREAEESE M
B, BRQ013)M CREFAEXEREERRY ULET TEANQO)MEBITH (MEAEER) P

fiR, (HIXEEVE S BRI AR 2 A AL 1) ZRCER BB R 20 A m R 1 72 (OO ) A
ANBEAUA L HL A A . 2) 28R PR SR RS2, TR G 4E IR AL 5 B I B P 22 AR A
3) ZHCRRKFIRIEAAREE T AR =AM BB ORI BRI B = Ear), BT X R L
PEBCR I R 7Y, MELUSBR AT D EE SRS e 4) SRR N EGEET TR R, sz,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.92044 357 DR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.92044
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

=

p;

%

IR S TR AT A IR B AR A s Sy SRR A N A R U T A, A e T RS Y
“PEATONT B B R AERNR L PRIhRE . PEERSE. Rk, g NE S A FEE D E R H R
TNHARL TSRS BRI R AR m ) VRS BARARE LR B T AT AR, 1
B R RA GAEDYANERE, il EOE - BESEER, JHEThEA . KA DR A S A
AR R BEAT 5 AN U A K

2. MRFFE
2.1. &,

WS W R A SR A m it S — ek BT b EERRIRE S AR S — BT R R A
PR REAE, 3L 245 Ao Hrb, ARG BRE I “ 3 0E” # 218 N(89.0%), “[FEME”
8 N(3.3%), “HME” 19 N(7.8%). Tt 112 N(45.7%), &M 133 N(54.3%). #IFH4E 45 N(18.4%), &
A 53 N(21.6%), KEA 62 N(25.3%), AR 85 N(34.7%). A #iR K B HER T i 0 FE {8 i 3t
P EA N ERE, HARESYS, REAEBEN B YE AR DR T 24 L, VIR AT
R R AT 2 PR 2 ) A Pk, b2 RS IR E A % X — e T = R IR R I R T
I3HT

8 il a s R E D FEMEERE DEWT S . REEF DS AREYIT . G =R
WA S — AR R RS A, HERR B A A 7 1 O “BE” #FH26 N), &G
R E PR S MR D B E DAL 382 A Hirb, B4R 199 A(52.1%), &4 183 N(47.9%). ]
A 65 N(17.0%), mH4E 95 N(24.6%), KEE 90 N(23.6%), AEIA 133 N(34.8%). LB
FETES S — M AR E o T RIPE N 5 0 B RR R e AR 3E T I Bl 1 LA R T I K A 22 e 77,
NATTHME DAAE 3 ST A 3 v 5 FH P B AL 10 07 200 L AT KRB A (R 25, 2007 B KK, 2011 K
Vi, 2014), [RS8 2 FIR N H AT RIPESEAR 3 Z AP S RIS AR AR, 2007; A, B,
2016) PA K I 266 1 25 B0 3G S U nl @ K B R S (e, e, EECE, B2k, 2018), BIUGAHE T E
PRSI 28 A8 A U A D RIS K IS0 T S A S SRV 1 IR 28 A AT A 1ok E K DR
it 800 A “PHFFELR A% 300 A LA _F ) = A A 24 e G A bk 23 A oA bt . BQBCRI RS T9), SRR
—XF I R 177 S R AT 4% ) A5 B 2 A . HERR B RS MR R #H (T N)EL X
H36 N LLSAER I 25 2831 N), /et B3R &Ry “FE” & 359 4, fE8 “FTESE
DEEY k. Horb, NEERFIE] 1 4ELL R 98 N(27.3%), 1~3 £ 131 N(36.5%), 3~5 £ 94 N(26.2%),
S AL 36 N(10.0%). H1E 149 A (41.5%), Lotk 210 AN(58.5%). FIHAE 18 N(5.0%), s
4 86 N(24.0%), KEA 77 N(21.4%), AZFHE 99 N(27.6%), 74 8 N (2.2%), 4275 /04E 71 N(19.8%)-
B b T E R R 000 BRI SRR AT

22. /&

22.1. BREFMIEILEN

HRT, 46K ZHESEREREIE TGS =SB0 E . 5 BT I =Ky, XMl
— AR RIS R GONRITEE, (EMESE PR M7 R B SRR, MR, S EORAT A B
J Gy AT JE TR 5 X S Sk B I A4 AT WA SE BRI S TR A 06 A 0 A5 DU AN 4 B —— X bk
BRI o AN ST 1 53 ) 1 4 P88 ([R) 1 R AT A ) e S B P FEE PRI bk o S ) PR S I e ik Bk 77 A
MHEEHRE, BT TRBFES: F—, Uik EGE DERMER ST VR SR NE m a8, ke
B, 2013), HHREZEIANINOGE. F2, MardE & AFExT R E 5 AT N O A A 2 1A 50 A5
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BEE, HFH ek B R IECRERTE A R R, B, 5RER, 2015 VRS, RARME, EBTE, HE,
LR, W25, 2004; TP, Himfe, B, MR, 2013; sKilE, BEE, RUE, £,
T, 2012) 0 88 =, — L3R A 1] 5 AR5 PEEUA) SR8 (G S VB AN A2 VIR MR B 9L (Baunach & Burgess,
2013; Pathela, Hajat, Schillinger, Blank, Sell, & Mostashari, 2006; Ross, Essien, Williams, & Fernandezesquer,
2003) K3, —LeRMEFE IR AR RVELEAT Y, FRE, —SEEMERE a5 R R AT Y, B
8 H AR PR A 5 SR M R A — SR . EXMIEOL T, FRLEIINZIE-BH M4
RS RAR PRI e P 17 5 | Rk vk, DURIVRR e VRO R) P ar RE 2 . 2800, [ AR 2 SR VRS BE I 5 452
(Hannon, Hall, Gonzalez, & Cacciapaglia, 1999; Lippa & Arad, 1997), B EER2EF—ANEELEET ., K&
WFFREVERS Bt =AY RNVUANERECGARD S TSR AT AR SR, ARRIEASER A A BT,
ARy “— RS

2.2.2. BREAMRE SHLTHE

WHFCE S GRS B BRI AT DR X RAEDUAS BB YRS BT 6, SRR 5 44
HEREAN 10 A RFAEBAT VIR, RETTRER U LS HEPWINCHESERERMRARR S T 30 N
H, Hr 10 N8 HEER BB A0 CREEAEMESEHE) (DA% H]E FE). @H R
FrfrERI A, N CBEARFERT B “SEEFET 2l 1-5 7. AT ONRIXT R E, 34T
R “ORIRIE” 4L AT RO R 52 S5 AT M mT 52 S8 oAb B 1) (A XU 2R 48 25 Tk 22 5R3E
FEARTTBA W Jeo HIR, 135 20 4 KA 5 Zmh AR 5 AT AT W ATE H AP0, AR PR
EIUMER TAFE A RIBATENT 1 SRS A H 3L 8 A, fJafRE 22 M H AR v i &

2.3. GiitAE

K SPSS 18.0 #EATHRZE MR F43Hr MOLFEA t K246 A1 Pearson #3041, Amos 20.0 HEATIGEPE
K23 #7
3. R
3.1. REMEFINER

S 28— AR B S W A R TIR R R 00, R FBUMERRIA TR T 77 2 f o Rt
ITRF e . MR 78 E 1A R8T H 34y, &EMRE 18 MEH, W& 1. Hr, FFiE
KT 1 FAETFRILHTIAS, 7T DUERES T Z ] 15.3%. 13.33%- 13.2%- 11.5%, RS ZEDT
BRZE R 53.4%. BT R H 1R F3m 3K T.50, LRI FEH K T.40.

MRYE S H Bt A A, 7 188 S MNEH, RS EIT ARG, il Bt k)
BAR” , v MM, RMESEMEERS: BT 2 68 4 MNEE, RECVMESET A&
], il < RESS 0 R AR, T LS HORAMIRR” , Ao TR, R EERIAT A S
K73 A& SAEE, KA AT RN E A ZIVENY, Flan “HRANREATER”, o nN 8B
MY, RSN BT 4 608 4 NEE, R [FPE AT A 145z A A, 51
CEMEEAT AR NMEMERZ AN SRR, RIS BRI R

3.2. MEBRXSE. #EHMEREREEXREY

Hob 5 AT A E AR IR YE G B Ao i, AR BN, FIMESEHAR S S TR 4R
KRR RN T.58~.82, BB ANIAT.45~81, ZHAES0 A, £ 2 8o, BT EMSKSEEM4E
ERSREAN, HAZANYEEREEHEAN T 2.0~4.0 216, AEAERIEHREH RN « b, Rig 2 [E
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Table 1. Exploratory factor analysis results of the adolescent general sexual attitude scale

# 1. BOF—MUSEERNREERTINER

AT
B E - FLIF
TR FESE HE o [ 1
Al7 759 -.080 -.175 169 641
A21 729 031 -.059 -.026 537
A9 .689 -.012 -233 107 541
Al5 .659 044 -360 -.090 574
A20 .640 -310 165 .089 541
Al9 —-.074 735 243 076 610
A2 -.167 730 -.029 -.036 .563
Al3 .108 692 058 -.113 507
A5 -.082 667 156 218 523
A7 -.056 137 .694 —.080 .509
Al2 -.049 -.097 .643 -.022 425
Al0 -.061 180 .623 —.174 454
A4 294 .001 -.616 -.055 468
Al -.099 238 .579 075 391
Al4 045 198 -.048 7761 407
A3 066 067 -.176 760 617
A22 295 368 -.037 -.621 .609
All 289 -.028 072 .606 456
T A1~A22 NYIIEERBIH S5 B 5 H K T.40 BINIH .
Table 2. Descriptive statistics and the correlations coefficients matrix for factors
< 2. EEFHER MG XX REIERE
v Yz M SD 1 2 4
LEEMS 3.76 .63 1
2. 2.53 .80 -384™" 1
SRR .
3P 2.07 .85 326 -214
45 FTE 2.82 73 015 -076 1
LEEMS 3.86 .57 1
2. H 2.36 .70 —444™" 1
3P 2.12 .76 335 -206
4 %R 4.54 .59 .033 -160" 1
E: p<.05, “p<.01, "p<.001,
33. WE

1) ZHRRE 5 X 7 0%

18 FH 26 AR B A R R 7 S5 A A AT SR PR R T T, DRI DA — RS B R R I A
PR BERNIX 73 R0« AR IR 7 IR Z T 2 AR ORI, A DU DUANSE ity . B pA A, B DY AN
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BN, TR, BRI e, FRREANE RS I A — AT, SRR, = H R,
IR PR AITT I & 9 o — N, AR AR RS, DU R, BRDY AN A5 A AT

Table 3. Fits indices for competitive factor models

3. FRFRAENUGIER

Bl oty Xt 2df GFI TLI CFI RMSEA
A PEZE(N = 359) BN PR A 5.41 775 442 508 111
RS 3.56 .840 676 716 .085
=R R 2.62 .885 795 .823 .067
PR A 1.55 .941 930 941 .039
FEHEAR(N = 382) PR A 7.30 724 426 493 129
S i 6.13 757 .533 591 116
=R 3.92 841 734 71 .088
PR A 2.49 915 .864 886 .063

— Mk, SR 7 R TR T 5 57 (R A AR v (Wen, Hau, & Marsh, 2004) Ay%df < 3, GFI. CFI.
TLI> .90, RMSEA <.08. # 3 r~, fEREMAEAET, HAVKEFEEARTA A TR EEE B E AR,
T A EA - S5 R R 22 B A T BRI A B B A bRt . &8 H N 78 . e 40~.56) TH
k(L 48~.74) FFRUPE: 45~.76) SERITE: .39~.85); KT IAIM 9% R BT E A T.00~.72, fEFMER
R, DU PR R U7 H L. GFL AT RMSEA # A R4 FrifE, TLL A CFL #b Tl A briE, R
IR 7 4l A B i A R B A R B A b . SR H IR P8R Bt 48~.61). T
(\: .64~.74). FFIME: .54~.85) SEFIMEN: .31~.88); FEFIAIAHC REALSHEAN T.03~.54, DL ESERKH
T R 2 R I A5 M RN X 7 2 R

2) ZHARERUE

ST (cross-validity) & fif — MM E AR B AE HARE A b (400 T DLEE 250k, FH DA Bz ) 2 A5 Y
S TAFEEREA MRS E MRS EL, MREES5, 2009). 3 4 BoR, DU RFRIBILE 53 PR Lok DL R R 2 A R K
AR S DA B & A T B IA BB IR WA Al . BEAL, TEIX SRR b 2 U8 H B3 K
T.50 (BARE K T.40), HAAAAE™ H I XA MG .

Table 4. Fit indices for the four-factor model in different sub-groups

4. MEAFREETRFHEETHOUAER

FEAZ 2/df GFI TLI CFI RMSEA
P (n = 348) 2.33 914 .884 1902 062
L ME(n =393) 2.34 921 .888 .906 .058

22 (n = 250) 2.16 .893 .868 .889 068
KA (n = 420) 2.44 923 .889 .907 .059

3) WbR KRR

SR P SRR 25 P W 36 (7 /D AR AR ) (SKAT-A)HE FIPEAR 547 R E8 2 (PEAR 547y ) 36 )1 ks I
B, (BT HA o im 8 mas 2. SKAT-A H Lief, Fullard 1 Devlin (1990)Z ], b SChR iR #
AN (2010)BHERIMETT o 12 5 3 S0 70 1 iy R P AH AT BTG BR o %o 55 —4te e ialrb 1) 99 44 S A 73 44 1]
P D FAMEN MR AT NG, R BIRGE 5), HEAISAT A il 46 18 S 200 [ P A o 1 P 3
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—HNEAEE o REIHIN.81 ML.82. FALAE ERIH ENE . THBUE S PEAR SRAT v a7 A7 A8 2 2% 1E A
Koo THARPEN 5 2 AFAE R AR [ PR A o A T e 5 AR SR AT O I O A7 A S 2 LA OR

Table 5. Correlation coefficients between the adolescent general sexual attitude scale with the relevant sexual behaviors

questlonnalre
=5 BLFE—MHUSEERSHEXITHRENHEXRY
R Wik HE M TR A Frs PGk
SRR 325" -326" 4027 .106
A AT N .
ERE#N 086 117 250 -.107

F: p<.05, “p<.01, "p<.001,

4) ANNFARRE

I IR (known-group validity) 2 ik HEEEAS [FIBEAAOR B A7 E BT A A EEEE B P AT N HRRE
72 R SRl B TR AR . — D BA AR U (1 B R BOZ A A X 7 AR A N 4T
FRAE,  BIEEARIA] 47 TR bR AEAE S0 35 1 22 5 (Hattie & Cooksey, 1984). AHEL T RbRCBRREE, A NERERL
FERE A, RS AT H A TS PR A A —ErE AR . Davidson (201438 H, E IR, 154 .
SR REE. AR ESEBEMSARERENE, WEENETELN “ShifE” , EXFBELT “A
WA SR & — RGBS AR . RS, ATARYEZ 5080 — R Y sin
AR [E AR R AT NI AT B2 FECR RIVE) R s T A, 55 M b A R AT A IS B B 1%
BONFFIRGEIRTT , 30, 2004; 5K, IRFTHE, AN, 5BEE, 2013; De Gaston, Weed, & Jensen, 1996).
B N v Bk S R G RN o G RN R NIV W S R 1 o R (SR RIS B R L (/NN N
(known-group) AT ANFHRRUER LS o AN A A NFFAAR I PEZS BE S E AbR 22 L35 6.

Table 6. Sexual attitude difference among different known-groups of adolescents

6. FRINARRGE LD FHMTSEES

FHED R
F(N = 199) Z(N=183) RMEEARN =382) F(N = 149) Z(N=210) RFEARN =359)
e 3.88+.63 3.62 £ .60 3.76 + .63 3.96 + .58 3.80 +.55 3.86 +.57
W 228+.76 2.81+.75 2.53+ .80 228+ .68 242+ 71 236+.70
Fs 2.39+.89 1.71 + .64 2.07 + .85 222+ .82 2.05+.71 2.12+.76
EFEM 2.69+.78 2.97 + .65 2.82+.73 447+ .67 4.60 + .51 454+ .59

WRIEL 6 45, WRLITH D RER a2 E 3 A EEKT, A, AR RV RS E A4,
R NEACT HR B R, T AR AT TS A A #f@%&EM%H@%ﬁ?¢ KV, TR AR
Eﬁ%ﬂ@@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ P 5 PERR 1 22 D 207 ZZ 0 A R o, R PR (101 e PEAR R
2 v TR R, AR AR T AR AR, PN R E A B R R .
%,Tb%fﬂﬁﬁumﬁﬁﬁﬁ%,%ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%%?ﬁﬁ LR PR R T 5
P, (HFEPRASREAR b BT B A AR 22 5 e DA R G5 RS AAT TR 25 B A 2 B 25 R R A UM AR — 2

34. 5E

HEM . JHWPE . TFRCHE A E R PE DDA SRR SO o R BUE SR TS BEAR  g
H.683. 768, .800. .582, FEFMEMSEHART Y RIN.617. 727 703, 642, T 64 4 FMEAs K pA 3k 4T /i

B0 \> o
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Je TRIRE P AN H I 36 &5 SR 5 7R, 15 58 1 TH P S TS RN 2 R 4 X S A 4y ) .635+.6231.714 F1.676.
4. g
4.1. HFLFE—RESEEREAFERNEISEM

H AN OA KSR ERE N RR TSN =R, 200 7 Sy, BRI DU S LR
XPRPERE R, A DU T AN PR A . T RS R R A G = e B e g
PEXS RAEECRIFIE), EVERSEE NI A 2R oy SN AT T, S 712 B B A% Co s AN — AR s, AT IR T
Hig B HAREREE, £ SCE ARG N 2 AT D VN R R

4.2. BOF—RUSEEREHIRENAHN

A GE L, BIRG G T URRES RS A E R N REAT R H Bt AR H BAT B A R
B EMEXN G L, PO METE K2R, W RV B QBTG K B AR 24, Sihhe
BT R ENE R, HIZERERNRE N2, FRESEL, IR TEESS. &
A4S R 2 U B A we B 07 3, ROR BRI 17 1 AL ) gk 45 Pk B R SR R AL B EE  ORAIE T 4
FErgrTEEE . R H ik b, BRI N B M AR R PR T 0 W (0071551 Bk 7 WA RB A RS
ANAZ XA S5, ARAIE 1 A8 H B A R0

4.3. BLF—RUSEERDEENEFHHE

TETH S 4EFEARAE b, BERSYEZ P AMEN T 2.07~3.86 Z AI(EFMER KI5E F KT 4.00), R
ANAFAE B S () RACHR 5 S A R o /8 55 4 B A o A 58 R AL AE.50 Ty, e FE IR M 5% R B HE
ZHILT 40, REPABERME H MM EA RIFMX . EREREM E, AR FERANE R
R RR G LR X % R4 DY PRSI A [F A AR BURUAS R 30E B B 75 /D S A
HHME R, RUERMSGEHWEAERFANREE. EREHEE NS —BHEES ENEEAN
F.58~.80, TAE] T LI 2E A (AR AE

5. &g

HAFE RS EERGERE R, v THDERARESE .
=

E AR ST EIH (16CSH049); IR HE Bl 2 E A8 (2df217006) .
SE 3k

MRE(2007). KA FMHETARE Y. S/CFFETI (9), 40-46.

BRT e, RS, WERHr, ATIN(2013). A E R b SCRTE o B D8 T B S USRI, B RO P 7,
21(1), 1-4.

IRFIH(2010). ZHOKFHAMAER AR WS SWMIAT MR, AR, 19(12), 30-34.

B, BE2016). JEIACHIIEEL N F A 22 (B 5438 W 4 —— DAL ORI, ##E 557K 71(10), 1815-1832.

BV, EKUR, % (2010). FHSSEERWWERIGEE . BUERLE. 75RO 545, 18(2), 174-176.

%%, EEE, BRRHF(2013). A FENEA X A FE LR AT R TINAE R R, A E R OPE S5 213),
483-485.

HEE, WBAH(2013). REDERZ ITTAESERN SR T 2010 4 14~17 B EEBANORIBENIMEERE. 8
FEMI, (6), 57-63.
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wHE, Bse, TEE, BxWQ2018). 4UR M55 HMIE B IERFAELRHEAT NAE R, P EGKOEZFE,
26(3), 528-531.

F @, i, R, IMER013). bW EIIX 619 L h 2/ FEMETCAMSEIRE. LML L 70),
110-113.

I, TR(2004). KA FEE LSBT NG, BFEOHFF5, 12(2), 148-149.

SR, IREIN, RUER, TS, EA#Q2012). KEFEAERMER . MR KR E NFRE. FEALL T 28(7),
921-923.

FRITEE, ARFIN, RN, SRBHEZ(2013). HE RS AR AR AT SRR s R s e R 2R 0 M R T SN A A M A
BHERE 21(5), 832-835.

BEL, FRTENQOLD). KNS SIS gmb. 7 E RO F54E, 19(4), 493-495.

HNGE, SREKUE, BREAR, EHER(2007). REAXS RIS BRG], o B0 A 545, 21(7), 456-458.

Baunacb, D. M., & Burgess, E. O. (2013). Sexual Identity in the American Deep South: The Concordance and Discordance
of Sexual Activity, Relationships, and Identities. Journal of Homosexuality, 60, 1335-1355.

Corbin, W. R., Scott, C. J., & Treat, T. A. (2016). Sociosexual Attitudes, Sociosexual Behaviors, and Alcohol Use. Journal
of Studies on Alcohol & Drugs, 77, 629-637. https://doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2016.77.629

Davidson, M. (2014). Encyclopedia of Quality of Life and Well-Being Research. Springer Netherlands, 7, 3481-3482.

De Gaston, J. F., Weed, S., & Jensen, L. (1996). Understanding Gender Differences in Adolescent Sexuality. Adolescence,
31,217-231.

Hannon, R., Hall, D., Gonzalez, V., & Cacciapaglia, H. (1999). Revision and Reliability of a Measure of Sexual Attitudes.
Electronic Journal of Human Sexuality, 2. http://mail.ejhs.org/volume2/hannon/attitudes.htm

Hattie, J., & Cooksey, R. W. (1984). Procedures for Assessing the Validities of the “Known-Groups” Method. Applied Psy-
chological Measurement, 8, 295-305. https://doi.org/10.1177/014662168400800306

Lief, H. I, Fullard, W., & Devlin, S. J. (1990). A New Measure of Adolescent Sexuality: SKAT-A. Journal of Sex Education
and Therapy, 16, 79-91. https://doi.org/10.1080/01614576.1990.11074980

Lippa, R., & Arad, S. (1997). The Structure of Sexual Orientation and Its Relation to Masculinity, Femininity, and Gender
Diagnosticity: Different for Men and Women. Sex Roles, 37, 187-208. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1025695727149

Park, S. B., Cho, K. J., & Lee, M. H. (2007). Sexual Attitude and Sexual Behavior of the Chinese-Korean University Stu-
dents. Journal of East-West Nursing Research, 13, 57-65.

Pathela, P., Hajat, A., Schillinger, J., Blank, S., Sell, R., & Mostashari, F. (2006). Discordance between Sexual Behavior and
Self-Reported Sexual Identity: A Population-Based Survey of New York City Men. Annals of Internal Medicine, 145,
416-425. https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-145-6-200609190-00005

Ross, M., Essien, E. L., Williams, M. L., & Fernandezesquer, M. E. (2003). Concordance between Sexual Behavior and

Sexual Identity in Street Outreach Samples of Four Racial/Ethnic Groups. Sexually Transmitted Diseases, 30, 110-113.
https://doi.org/10.1097/00007435-200302000-00003

Wen, Z., Hau, K. T., & Marsh, H. W. (2004). Structural Equation Model Testing: Cutoff Criteria for Goodness of Fit Indices
and Chi-Square Test. Acta Psychologica Sinica, 36, 186-194.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.92044 364 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.92044
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2016.77.629
http://mail.ejhs.org/volume2/hannon/attitudes.htm
https://doi.org/10.1177/014662168400800306
https://doi.org/10.1080/01614576.1990.11074980
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1025695727149
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-145-6-200609190-00005
https://doi.org/10.1097/00007435-200302000-00003

=
SR
N
4

e
ELE—RUESERE

AR RMNTA Rk AT NS EAE S, B Ss — M H . ARG B 5 JSLs DLk FE T
BRI, AT AT,
1= %EeAFAE, 2= AKFAR, 3=, 4= WEFAZE, 5= E2F=E

PERNBIFEA T K

B R A EAT R W] A2 1
FIENEAT AR A2 A -

PEAEIUE T -

HER I Bl mal LS HRAENER R .
EBHLEE TR 2 PR R R IE R .
FIVEPEAT SR NS LR .

—IREIA S Tt 2 AL

IR eSS S YNIBE= QIR 3-8

- PERZ A AT
ARG SR R 2 R ATHE o

- PR E AR

- HEEEEN S, REFERESNITREERR.
- BRI R AR I, XS TAET .

- AREHETUE BIANEARERPEAT S N
- B BIRRAR BAEAT 037 (s ) 2 LR R TR AL
- ANHEER IR BLE AN — 2 (AR O PE R R R e

- BRI MESR B AT N S R A %

e A o A

e e e e e e e
0 9 N W N~ O

Hans X
SIS R PR 2

1. FTHF%nM T http:/kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
THFRAEESE: [ISSN], FAHITI ISSN: 2160-7273, BIATEif]
2. FTHEIME T http://cnki.net/
Ao« EBRSCERA R HEN, A SCERRRE, BT

WhaiE A . http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx

HATIMEFE: ap@hanspub.org

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.92044 365 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.92044
http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ap@hanspub.org

	Developing of the Adolescent’s General Sexual Attitude Scale and Its Reliability and Validity
	Abstract
	Keywords
	青少年一般性态度量表的编制与信度效度检验
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 对象和方法
	2.1. 对象
	2.2. 方法
	2.2.1. 量表维度的理论建构
	2.2.2. 量表题目的编写与初步筛选

	2.3. 统计方法

	3. 结果
	3.1. 探索性因子分析结果
	3.2. 项目区分度、维度均值及维度间相关系数
	3.3. 效度
	3.4. 信度

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 青少年一般性态度量表因子结构的理论基础
	4.2. 青少年一般性态度量表编制过程的有效性
	4.3. 青少年一般性态度量表的心理测量学特征

	5. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献
	附录
	青少年一般性态度量表


