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Abstract

In order to deeply understand college students’ love view and love behavior and solve their nega-
tive effects caused by incorrect cognition, a self-designed questionnaire was used to analyze the
students in Qinghai University for Nationalities. This paper analyzes the causes of “emo” emotion
among college students, predicts the consequences of “emo” and puts forward early preventive
measures.
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1. 518

TG EUEW, R—ANTE S AZIER SRR N AR, UEDEEN KN B, B M 5 13 £
AL RE, R¥EEME LN S SRR SHls, RFEATRE SN HE B HiEpm
AFUHIBEAIL R (0, 2007). B4R MG RS2 F B DFE B SAC, HRDFNE . A%
1 AR TG A 22 28 AT 75 AN I 1 R 2 AR B R 5 A S T TR AN RS IR, [R5 /0 420 SRR B 1T
BT A TN

i 2019 ARG H ) LE A S S DA ARG KA MEIE BoR, HEl2IReH fnz —M b
O EME R N RCEDS, A, 2022), FREHEE RGO EE R RIS AL RN, 18.5% K
G AR, 4. 2% A A8 S A s 8.4%F fEIE MM . BT ARSI RRR M, FAE OB ERA S
FePE. BREEME, FONFHIASZ EAMNE VAT B R MU s R LL L B 2 . FIRS, At iy —
AN R RRFAE . EOR SRS R, F AR ECh 24.6%, BEEFIUEK, AR
HEU ETHESA N5, 2021),

SR LRI fRH, Rt OERS R REE, WHEHEAG. BT, B B
DAY, REEERERREBEERNEZANS, OHEFRVINERLARASNEREERNEESKE.

T K2 AR Oy B R T 52 B 0 ok 5 7 T, LRREH DL 2 2k, TR 281, IR AT &
R F G KRN OB R R 52 m, RIS A ABAR 1] “emo” 15 B AE 1 JE R B R T . AN
2005 “FHEEHE A Gl SR A EEIE) , DU KRFAEGETEFRAEZNIHME, K
A EIA 7RIS, AT AR S AT EER RS P, BOARB ISR E, K
B RSCE I B2,

2016 FHEZ B 6 ERSH A2 . Jb RS I OB S 0 KA T (2016
EHREREEREARE) » WG ER, PEER 3559 SR EELF,  80%H LN EL . 2022
R [ AR A m R R AR R T — A N, WAL RER, 43.64% % U5 KFEEWNA D
AR 2 R HIRE ) — R 14.15% %2 V5 #0008 H AR RS2 5 R RE 18089, 82.75% I Z Vi BN “FK
JE L /N AR S AR RE IR 2 1 TT DAS B AT 4 e S BB M RE 1 (P 44, 2016). BRI Z R RAER
SAERA R R, (FRXNRIE NS EAT, FERTME. ek, Btk R IR st
AN G AR R0 B B HAT 3 ORI, 3 4 1K) X 48 FH il —— “emo” {31 56 1 i L) — A S L 5
SN o

“emo” s& “emotional” M4iE, EERIGHEMZMN . MEESRPEH “emo” RFERIGLICE.
MAR. &5EE . “emo” HILT 20 th4 80 AR, A R & —FPA L R XA, 2000 4 DL JE —fit
IRBAAEX Tl XA T 21 X ARBMVBRIE A A, BAA B AT A B AN, R SR BUORIRR R 5 O
M5 LG, W7 RENE 2 S Tt S dinr . BRAE . PEEE(H EE 0T, 2022), FUEMRE BN o TE4SW
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G, “emo” TERIL T MAMVEEAMEN RN, HERICEIEM. Hl, BRE T AT ER
N2 AR B b g alt, MAVEE 2. AXRIAR SR, SO ZRATIE, EEEA
BERA N BN — MR I B, “emo” KRR WL, &R ERIEE, &5
Z. WEPH “emo” RXAFMHMIEEZIEH K, EABRRIX SRERAT, XHE07 4L L)
RAEAEATELL,

2. BRSMARIIR
2.1. ESMARER

[ G028 0 K5 AR AR ) 0] /B EAT T T2 IR 7S, ARHE Erikson (1968)K1ii%:, AR AR A ) 5 A
FERERH R TR ERAKEN, ZIEWET —NEZER S8, @ KIARIRIE K R 2 — DUk g
TAEREHIAESS (Luyckx et al., 2014). BRAT(E « SRATAESFAERT TR M, 22R0n] DAL NAZAMCE 2 10 T4,
LE A N TRIS (1 5 175 A0 1k (LT HE £ (Weissbourd et al., 2013). 3k « B S0 A5 FHIBFFE, MhATAK
TR LA T2 T RERIREERA, AR RIS AR B RRAS, A — € il e BUEHAR R 2L
(Reed etal., 2015). BEENY « Az A YRS MR 0 7T @SR S R R, Rl 2 AE St
AT AT FEARAERE G AT Sy, IR ELREIN 1 S8 SR F I e S R4 PE4T 9 (Audrey et al., 2007). %R ik
IRAE AR FLR B 70 A8 1 PR, E> 7 At PR b B S A & N 1 B AR B
B4 F14F(Helgeson, 1994),

2.2. ERfAFRIR

FENN, YT KA BN ZHNRE., WESERE .. NFT AN, SZIEMERIER O
PR R, 2020), KEAENOEEEFEE MR, 5= R RIMUR, RIEIER(CE 2145, 2019),
KA REER L, SR OERRRF4 . R MR SRR IR R — RIS B SEHL,
RO F P E 2, T8 BT Ed], AREIER S AE, EERM LR AR E R
SRR (R4, £HE, 2022), REAAERZ O MR B R AE B A2, 2802 AT LK I 82358
FHT OEF I, T, 2012). (s Emt s iR 8, 2 i R 22 ARG ol B ) R AR 2N 65.5%),
JER B ST RAER N 36.3%, MR ITRAERN 11.0%, HEKAERN 145% (52, 2011), FEX K2EAIE
MRS B ZIARGE, KFAERE “emo” KN EA AT KRR E L.

3. WEREF*®
3.1 W&

LRV 58 UL W B R 2 o, B AR . R AR T kAT R4, IR & n 45 587 Uy, Lotk
331 1y, Pt 256 f; ELAAT KR T34y, K138 £, K= 150 4y, KDY 195 3, HWFFA 31 fire
LA N, ASCHRIZE 123 1, EEESS 107 47, HSK 131 M, T2 544, S63839 14y, EFK 67
fr, HAth 66 47,

3.2. /&%

A TS E, FATAR e R @it MR AR, R O B B TR B 1 ) i Arvde e i | 3 e B 2K,
YRS SIS MG, WM ESREWEE . R A M HEE, KU i G4 i moE &
TEE P A% A PO A s A QR HE A, AR 5 % 1) 46 X 48 e o B O o L BB AR A i A 2, il A 0
e E e R, A B REAEE I H .
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4, 58
4.1. MEDH

BIERFHT I RABOR RGBS 8 8 20 B X R i o #7527 it o
raliEi KMO fH, JL[FEIEE, J7 2R, r8im REUE SRR EATERE 00T, LIS IE 380 1 AL
FEAKFARHL . KMO B H T KI5 S AR URE SRR, LA FEEE A THER A& B T 00, 77 2 iRl A
FULAME BARBUKF, R 3t R EH T &K 7 (4 ) RSB I B oG &R, A2 L AT BT i 78 00 B
(3L E AR T 0.4, ULEARE R IUE B rT DA A & . 74, KMO {4 0.787, KT 0.6, #dfiny
DIMEA AR IUE B 35h, 3 MRFITT ZMRE R 52 47.615%, 23.156%, 13.776%, Jefk/E 2R
J7 ZEfRREEE N 84.548% > 50%. AW TG a2 T LA R EH R

Table 1. Results of validity analysis
1 MENH

R 23 45 B (Results of validity analysis)
B F# 240

£ AR
BT 1 B 2 w73 (ARTIE)
6. 1EIAE B TRERR -0.990 -0.058 -0.042 0.986
7SR ) — TR 0.985 0.090 0.069 0.982
8. 4 IEH AT, I 53— RS 0.962 0.086 0.088 0.940
9. AR I — A kR igj% I PR Ay 2% - 0,069 0,054 0.926
108X} “emo” LG HIE T 0.105 0.825 -0.049 0.694
1L Z R R 2 KX J7 [ — 24T 4T “emo” 15 -0.007 0.729 —0.349 0.654
124511 “emo” 1T EIE A Mg 0.069 -0.033 0.948 0.904
15#5@%'ﬂ%ﬁiéﬁbgﬁggﬁimﬁ*iﬁbﬁ 0.005 -0.784  -0.249 0.677
FRIEARAA (e 4% 1) 3.851 1.848 1.065
U5 ZE fRRE R % (e i D) 48.136% 23.094% 13.318%
BT Z R B 2R 00 (e 1) 48.136% 71.229%  84.548%
FREAAE (e =) 3.809 1.853 1.102
i E R R (e )5) 47.615% 23.156% 13.776%
FRTT MR % (e 5) 47.615% 70.771%  84.548%
KMO & 0.787
Rk EAE 899.026
df 28
p i 0.000

ks RXPETFE A, EORREA RBANERT 04, LOERRILFRBEARETITE)NT 0.4,
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4.2. {SESHR

MAE 2 AT BRI B REUEN 0.779, KT 0.7, T W SR8 (5 BB AR BT . 4F
Xt “CITCHE” » My CITC AE¥IRT 0.4, WM Z A BA REFIARKER, RN BHYIEE
KV REFe LR EPTE, WFRBUREEAEE T 0.7, ZRa Ui WIS R

Table 2. Cronbach reliability analysis
5% 2. Cronbach 5 E 9 #h

Cronbach {5 & 43 #(Cronbach reliability analysis)

2R &EIDE&?ETH%@ EHERE o REL Cronbach o &%
6. IITE IE AL T AR R R s -0.986 0.963
708 ST R 57— 2T R 0.948 0.517
8. MM ATE LS, S 5 — R 0.926 0.496 0.779
9. 4 FN E’J%*E@t@%ﬂ; T I8 S i R 0.900 0.517
Fri#fEfk Cronbach o #%1: —0.100,

5. g

AR ) 45 B A KA SR “emo” HEE, WA —LEH T 16 AN, USSR RIA Ak 4 587
o HIRMTIERF IR FERY B T2 0 EERE LR, wd—, PAEELE, =, W20
B, =, “emo” BLRLIRIEMT, VU, &%F “emo” (¥ B vk )5 zRVU AN BE X 7252 A “emo”
TP 26 1 ) R R JE T 2, S TE— e R LR T KA E W X “emo” T M. SHFIX
B, FATEBEMNZM. “emo” M= R Mg 2 #r

51. BEWY

ERREAET, FIU, T LB WA A, B “RUCERRE R EENRN R A7,
RN B TE” , BT RZWIEEAS R FENE, AT E TS RS A H 51X
“emo” MIIHE .

HE LT BUER], Bk EAE 2045 587 i, A 441 rihoh “IHIR” R 4ERRTE R E B R,
i 75.13%, FEHRIET, WA IR CSREATRNT AR EGAE 60%LL b, FEIX AN )
H, - MNEBUESE R —— “SREATA” , TRNED & EE 63.71%, B RIS, XANEEE
RRATEAN . FATTI RS « SORITRSE AT N E S BRSPS NSRBI 50 AR T SR EAT N,
TR TFEMAS, s BRI « S0, 2010). 1R AR B AT A AR E A IR T 44
7wy, HEVWAT RN, Z2O0FRE KRR BAERREERNNE, 3%, %ALY 6
WA TR SR AT N, HEE RSOV A e R E 2, A EFmERRER
PSR EAE W 2%, oA T P B A R REI

W E A SR RS R RS AR A (ALid « ALiER) | “REF L, AZKRBAEE” -
(BT« &1 “f&. @, i &, KREERZAEEE SR EAT ARG i (e, 2019),
Ko AT E R S . —J71H, A EAENIRAE, o N —AmE =, Flu, B2 A
W B o, M BT, SEBR BRI, RRET AR, RAIEARZ IR AN “IR
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R E

BH L ZRNMAE(EARM, 2012)” , AR N AR I (& T s . 55—, 308
PR, BREETPAEE M KB, AR, Kbl TR EAES S ERE
W, AR B  O2 7 ANATIIAE GEML A o KR 20 1 R A R 4G T A S LA el AE RN 2 PP LA
it BREREHRIEFIS, EfErRE R,

I NPT R E IR R 24

What do you think is the most important factor in maintaining a relationship
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Figure 1. What do you think is the most important factor in maintaining a relationship

E 1 AAREFTEREZNERERMA

5.2. “emo” B KW

EWA T, RATEI “emo” MIRARWEE. “BXF ‘emo” MBRHIBE” o, 42.25%H1 &
W CIEEIG, RAEFK—E2"7 , H 1857% MR SRR “NRIE” ;. “BIERERRTPEEN
X7 —2e4T 41 ‘emo” NG” A 58.43%MIH A E LS “2” o fER K “emo” JRIH, 71.55%01)4%
FE NN ABIRSR” , 63.54% B R A YR EC “ Mt T TR o R “emo” HEIE I,
5 EGER T 5090 V4 AR ¢ 5 I A G R B TR TSR B AR EE” IR “ RIS B L E s
AR, Hr,  “HIKBEE KB IMEFTFRERINE” 15 AORT “Wric” , e as

75 IR 75 B TR RO B B b0 ()5 B (81222 (57,9206 [ 1 2 e 38 2%, FRATTAT DLW k2%
A “emo” FIVIREREEYE, BRIEAL “emo” MIK‘E.

P “emo” HIRZMA, B AE HA — MEONRIEAN IR, 78.88% M & FH NN “emo” X H O
BRAE A R (HE— pi s, SEIECK. mWAERE R), MAE “emo” S8 “RIRIAK, MELEE”
CEES)L ARVERRERRE 5l R OHEFERG RO WA T 50% IR . BTk
WX “emo” B AR ) JE S B FL TS 1 AT A

6. “emo” T4 FRETABGIEHE
6.1. FFERFRR

PIZEIEI “emo” & —/MEHAIE, CUSHEME . WAL, ERE, NEXEXRE, B
AR BART . A0, RO 80T, ASBEVR LTI (Bl A S Bp 2 il S 7T, 2021), AU BATTAT A
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6.1.1. “emo” HEINFEBHNHBAE ML

KRG “emo” & FEUERE . R AAEF DL KIEIRIEMG S, B EH ol fia MU 4ER .
BLLE ATRGE, KHILAE, i REBCAIARRE . FARE, —FeOHERR, EREBERE. Ak
Tl AR B MR B, EN S HRGERE AR, WRARE(S 0%, 2021), XRRANAREE
15, A AR 5 A LA S5 AR DG I RE A 2, FLARB MR IR RIS A s BRI
FNBEAR RS, BFHFEEAE, TksEh A Orrhds, EEVURER I 2. BUE K AR 1 %0 B
Tk B IAERR R E S, BRTEAR R EREELAED. £, H S EERREME RS
SR AE (R 05, 2021). “emo” JE& T HIARKESG BRI AR BRER 35 . FARSE R BRI BAEIRZ . OB
. RAEESRIESE, M “emo” FESEIRAHBEITE, ©HIAE A EEEAR.

6.2. TARGIEHE

1) LRI E M

LR D NEBZLRETREFN, ERF - DANEAEREEZ. WAL L Z IR B2
AN AR 22 A SR AR SCAC T KRR, 32 2 B AR, W2 R e 58, TR
—AMERE AL EUIRE . B SCIREIE R EL, SRR N ARG EIIE T, RN E
M2 RBE AR BRI, AR IRE Sete A7 A2 B, AR RS2 AR i AL IR A 2 WL B
AR HEM I 3 FAE

2) FRSLGE— I AR O B A R TR AT T L )

AL EGITIRT. E . TR BB, BASGETSn Sl T A B LB R B
b SERHSUO BT S, ORI B, SR AR LB R LIRS, LB
TG, EN AT ROEIINE, EALE A OB RS . TR, e R e SR R T T
SRy HIR IO B R A MR AN 5 75 0 R U S IS f 8 W2 AT T3

BE K

W2 (5 (2019). KA OB ) B AT S50 S AT AL 77 7)), 16(12), 154-156.

PSR4 SERIH1(2010). A AMRISCER, ). B E KA AR

HE, ZRNQ022). G FLERFILLR, FI#EK AP FE O PR — AL 7). BV R TIAE
/N2, 55(2021). 7 [H [ O PR R R 77(2019-2020). #1215 SCHR HH bt

TR G, (2021). ERRE 1 KA R BUINER 2 R Sk . P [E K 25 F 7R, 18(1), 52-55+70.
5(2011). A4 ER I FR I E SR ZT 7. WA, Kb gk

XA, T (2012). KA BH BRI, FEFIHEAFEZ RN L F48), 51(2), 155-160.
WIBeH (2019). KA 2 5 R OFEENLI) TAE B, BIE L F A7), (3), 152-153.

TARHA(2012). & FH“B ki 5RBHERMANMR. BB FF RN X #2F1548), 33(1), 50-54.
Tk, £3E(2022). RFAMBIMRIIEME R R EN K. 1775 FF R SR 77R, 34(8), T1-75+81.
 5701(2022). “h Rk R . #2K =, (16), 90-91.

WMa¥5(2007). 25/ CAH A4 HIIEE R FE WA, WAL, K& RAGIME RS

144 (2016). 80%H ETER = KAEB L WELTI. FFA1H, (23), 49.

FHE(2020). RZEAEIRFZ HPAFALE (100 3R 0] ) S0 SR 7E. 0B #7781, (43), 96-97.

b E AR B E S IECIT(2021). H/C/K G i A5 T R). a5 BN 1
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