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Abstract

With the development of internet culture, the concept of “hopeless romantic” has gradually become
a popular term to describe the specific behavioral patterns exhibited by contemporary college stu-
dents in love. The aim of this study is to develop a scale that can accurately measure the “hopeless
romantic” traits of college students and explore its association with individual psychological char-
acteristics. Through literature review, interview research, questionnaire development, prediction,
and measurement, a scale was ultimately developed that includes four dimensions: love motivation,
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partner focus, self-worth, and hidden self. The research results indicate that the scale has good re-
liability and validity, providing a new perspective for understanding the love psychology of college
students.
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1 21 A HE BT RN, MR g, A2 M P pamE, Hd “gm” —init
RGN AR NAE M E R, KRR KA CoRE R R EE N B, Erickson YCHHE A
R JRAT 55 SR A o 2 R S IMURR, R IG Z 15 AU SR B (PRS2 7, 2006), LAl H: 58 78 43 1 i i ik A A4,
AL, 7S R 22 1 B O AN SR RE TH B I A AR TR R S

il faks A “ R Z 7 2 DR — “WdE” IR, FERIAX T E BB, TR RFKA
(& (90, 2007);  “ AR SLARI 7 M e SORAMATE R AR FKEE 1 I3 I—Fh ok RAT B, H
KINMEERZ SR AR, ARG EME@EEE, 2013); Mullen FI Pathé (1994) 1A Ay H 4 1k
T — P 72 U5 HB B A S R R A R AR o X S A 5 I R R A AT R A X
P28 Fam] NIRRT — AR R RT R H I R S AR S E O IR B AT H B R
DA AR REX WS H &GP Z e, HERAX IR KRG TR R . AT
BEHEANX —2H, @ gmh R UE— AT T KA N R ER, SREAX IS,
BT S OB . BFFCRA SCERGER . FIERF I MBS IEES R, EEE AR TR
M T E . XAA BT OB A 28 52 0B RN BEAR, X 3 K AR A R R AR S, {2
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Table 1. Gender disparities in each dimension of the “hopeless romantic” characteristic

#1 CTER BRESEOEIER

. % “
BRI - o
¥ Frife 2= ¥t Frife 2=
WNEEN 3.6 0.7 4.0 1.1
H FRAN B % 35 1.0 35 1.0
(SE A=k 4.3 11 41 1.0
il 3.6 0.8 41 1.3
MER 135.6 22.9 143.8 29.5

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1411836 613 PR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1411836
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B3

KA CRR FERENZ R 1 s, S IESKRK, RIATESE LW E, BR/E
DA AMIFEAR t %, RIWD LAENNLERE EEMAEREER, WERSEEST AP =
0.028), FK B LM K 2= ISR W3 T 5o 1 R 5 AR, 78 HAR 4k B ) o3 EANAEAE 13 22 57 (p > 0.05) -

AR FRAS R EELE TR MN 7 R IR 22 S04 2 fR o G MST AR tARSG, RIUAE R 4% K i
gy EAAEAE B3 2 R (p > 0.05).

Table 2. The variations in individual dimensions of the “hopeless romantic” across different states of love
2. FRIBEBRENME “TER HREEEES

By nEh
BRLWK — —
HME i ¥iE brifE 2

WA 3.9 1.0 3.7 1.2

B e 36 0.9 35 1.1
Rl 5 3 4.0 1.0 43 1.1
AL 4.0 1.2 4.0 1.2
SR 141.0 27.1 142.8 30.8

(D) ESFSARR

SR FH UG A0 P2 () 7 VE RS S AN T H A5 70 B RS o An ke B, w49 BT A T B 00 O B2 AN 0GP R 30038 /N T
2, AL 9 Eds 2 B AR M IEZS 43 A REAE o

=) B\RwE

FRATTRF BT G A AN 2 AR EEAT Oy 1 B dttd, X HLARRE . AR AL AMME R Hhd, UAE
il o IEERM BN EDH SR ST, ARERPIUH B L 2l E N R K R HOIRES
FRF T, FRAT IS P2 22 1 A5 20 DA ST B 4074 X 4 52 085 () 3= VP

(M9) TH S

1) HIm iR

JT AR B2 i (1) 27% AR 27%[X 43 AR 4, A UG BT FEAR T K6, 1531
EHUNTE T2 (p=0.17). T8 (p=0.14). T9 (p=0.30). T15(p=0.13). T20 (p=0.44). T21 (p=0.89). T22
(p = 052) k., mpHMRHICREZER, NIMESES: AR E hE s HAMCrH A B3 =R
(p<0.05), EHFBIFXHE.,

2) BEAR

TR 52 I A Sy R AT RO RIEMR ZE R IS, VRS SR W R R 3.

Table 3. The correlation between the scores of each question and the overall score

F3 BEMSEOHEXER

eI FRUEAG k) ERSRIEES
1 0.53 19 0.50
2 0.22 20 0.07
3 0.35 21 0.25
4 0.57 22 0.14
5 0.45 23 0.36
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6 0.75
7 0.38
8 —-0.16
9 —0.07
10 0.65
11 0.53
12 0.75
13 0.66
14 -

15 0.25
16 0.51
17 0.59
18 --

24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

0.34
0.62
0.67
0.37
0.72
0.55
0.58
0.56
0.51

0.58
0.66
0.52

B4 R T8. T9. T20. T22 Zifil 2,
T2. T15. T21 {hEfees;

T3. T23. T24. T27 BiF, wlffizek,
HoApd B ARR S, nTLARE

(F) R PEA T

RIARRI FFEE REREATAL, ARRAN 7 fhME, BT 280005, DR o 235
BT, OSBRI —EE o RECON 0.88, BA RAFMIFETIEGE, FEAEEE WE 4.

Table 4. Homogeneity test table
4. IR R

WE MRIURRIETSE  WRSUR AR E  IER RS A b ”ﬂ”@ﬁ’ifshfﬁéaﬁ
1 123.55 615.04 0.49 0.88
2 124.00 642.88 0.16 0.89
3 123.26 633.09 0.30 0.88
4 122.89 616.21 0.52 0.88
5 124.52 621.92 0.39 0.88
6 124.53 593.71 0.70 0.87
7 124.53 630.98 0.32 0.88
8 125.40 672.70 -0.21 0.89
9 125.30 666.32 -0.13 0.89
10 122.78 608.15 0.61 0.88
11 123.84 610.87 0.46 0.88
12 123.36 595.57 0.72 0.87
13 124.21 605.89 0.62 0.88
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15 123.57 638.66 0.18 0.89
16 124.03 617.66 0.46 0.88
17 124.20 608.26 0.53 0.88
19 123.94 619.52 0.40 0.88
20 124.77 656.34 0.00 0.89
21 123.24 640.66 0.16 0.89
22 123.25 649.92 0.08 0.89
23 123.01 633.78 0.29 0.88
24 122.96 635.60 0.28 0.88
25 124.12 599.65 0.57 0.88
26 125.04 601.83 0.63 0.88
27 123.16 628.62 0.33 0.88
28 124.60 592.35 0.69 0.87
29 123.26 607.55 0.52 0.88
30 123.13 615.85 0.55 0.88
31 122.89 615.75 0.54 0.88
32 122.56 620.94 0.49 0.88
34 123.98 603.40 0.54 0.88
35 124.05 599.47 0.63 0.88
36 123.22 614.96 0.49 0.88
(N) BEST
1) BEFatr

1N BN
X ARG KRR ER N 34 SI(AEFEE R SR BE) T N, ALK 1, XSARET
Bartlett BRFZ G55, FIWT sig (55 KMO 18, ZRUITFE 5 Fias:

Table 5. Factor analysis adaptability analysis table

5. ERERSIMENMESR

HURE R 951 Kaiser-Maeyer-Olkin JZ & 0.814
ARy 1725.231
Bartlett [{3k JE 5 6 56 df 528
Sig. <0.001

B =A%, KMO {89 0.814, Ui W # 4 & B EAT K173 47 ; Bartlett BRIE B AR 5045 R 2.7, p < 0.001,
R ERA L FEIRFAEE, &EETHETF .

2. BEFSHT

SR 6 Fi, ShE 4 NRBEMER S 0. S5 R RR ARSI (AN 0.3), 1 X3
T(T25: (ERANN R ERIEaT 2 2/ T 0.3), WEE 25 NMIBR . fJa, ARIREFRRHM 34 4> “n%
W7 RERER, SN 4 MR, RRERIA T 22N 52.635%, AR BRI T 0 N 27.667%,
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Figure 1. Factor analysis lithotripsy
E 1. ERERSHEAE
Table 6. Factor load analysis table for each question
6. BEMHMERGH IR
PRI 2R DA
I H FEIA
HEx1 B 2 K% 3 B 4
T32 0.840 0.711
T31 0.828 0.712
T29 0.768 0.664
T27 0.754 0.587
T30 0.725 0.615
T36 0.640 0.560
T28 0.616 0.641
T34 0.586 0.661
T25 0.586 0.407 0.679
T35 0.546 0.512
T11 0.739 0.689
T9 0.733 0.654
T17 0.651 0.519
T5 0.636 0.543
T13 0.635 0.521
T12 0.602 0.551
T10 0.580 0.371
T15 0.559 0.426
T8 0.559 0.590
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T4 0.557 0.450

Ti6 0.539 0.457

T3 0.487 0.469

T15 0.481 0.138

T23 0.732 0.596

T22 0.683 0.508

T21 0.629 0.549

T24 0.510 0.316

T19 0.448 0.403

T20 0.7 0.535

T7 0.657 0.612

T6 0.579 0.404

T1 0.554 0.416

T2 0.452 0.310
FHEAE 9.130 4528 1.970 1.742
T3 E TR (%) 27.667 13.721 5.969 5.278
BT Z DTk EE (%) 27.667 41.388 47.357 52.635

HRHE DK o0 bt 31, TR 2R 1 AT 2 s ML 4E FE (Bt 10 750); K2 2 72 v i SR (IR 4 FE (3 14 151);
K2 3 AR ARGt 5 @), &K 4 A ANESGES ). Hd, WEMTPEERT “FBRimaR” 485
HIR(T20) R 70 2 M NEE 7 4658 W EJE T “MNER” A 3. 4 X2 “HIRMMERR” 485, Ui
IER G 3. 4. 204 25 @ H Frill & 4R e ANEW), Bt S SCRIMIBR . BRI 4 Ak, HRE
H B b 4 556 T

3 RKO¥E

Ao BT BT IR UEYE KT BT (CFA) T, LR 7.

Table 7. Validity test of different dimensions
7. BHEXSWEKRE

BN R B A E K Bk B 3 BEFHL JRAE S PR}

WANER 0.555
SESANIERR 0.500 0.582

Fesl B 3% 0.095 0.513 0.562

TR 0.551 0.319 -0.045 0.718

JR A SR g 0.283 0.517 0.397 0.145 0.619

Ak ] 0.199 0.639 0.495 0.065 0.591 0.685

ik R ALY AVE TR

FEARZEN, BT AREHAE R X8 R, HHT BRSNS BNZAE G 70 2
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ZI 7 R TUR S RIS AL IS, r(95)=0.80, p<0.01, XUEW] T “ZNEHINL” N “EMW 7 K
JR LA — AN B S R, S FLE T ARy AR R TR AR AR I X R Rz —

4. BRIH WiRE

T ZRBSUEIER, BATX 0 E R, B2 T8 T9 (Fm X 431 T20. T22 (X /3 E/N T
0.2); ¥ T2, T15. T21, MAFEBS(X 0 E AT 0.2, /N 0.3), X0 EEARAI S H AT MR E, 2T
K70, b — Mk S AR B S 3R I, 45 A 4 B A BT 7 25 DR R, %o RILIUR A7 1 8
3. #ig

(—) BIFFERI

AU SR SR ARz N7 X — R AR PO R ST, B B AR EAR M. X —
ZAYET 2022 4F “ EREYZER” MITAT, OB KA IEIL, Tz TR BRI
JERRR NN o X R 28 B ] [ T 24 R B AW TR 4B A FE AT NRHE, AR B A8 A
AR A H B o SRR NS AT R 5T, FRATTRR 08 T A s B R AR B S T AR AT
N FR AR TSR T — AN RE T B A R . S5 ERTIR, ARNESLIGAE RN M AR
WL A GE 7 5 WL B 14 R DA B BA i 27 AR R A P 1 7 T S5 BUA T B QBT S R . XA EE T 0B
R AES, ORI SRR AT AR TR A AT .

() HERAE

1) TEAHEFIERBEEM B REAR R R, AR T 97 Ariill it R0EHE, 5 L flAry,
ALY 28 4, TiZctE s 69 4, AE(EREMMERI KM, X TR REEN ZE R AGRARLIZM
RN AN, RS ERBI A EAAEA B G, I R EEERER (71 4), MHRK—.
K= RIYRAFFAER L AN 11 4. 7 4. 5 4R34, Son B RESEKE. ZMELRD
AR A1 P R 22 BRI FRA IR A AR g 22 AR I DL AT T A, JERTRESE M SS i@t BRIk, Rkt
F R BAEREAR B AR AR Fdb A7 coidk,  DARR ORI 7 45 S 1A A AR R 1

2) REHRIER AL Ein sy kT, BT ARSSEN, SBFEATRFER S —EfRE L
AR, Tk AT R M B AR BRI IR . [RIRT, 7EZR M58 % R e fe b FR MRy =5 8, Xnr
RE-F (S 5 0] L8 o] PR A AT B AR R, BRI FE N DR IR A 51 T ] e S i 508 T A S v A
FIATEEMEA 2

3) MBI AT INESE, AR ARFET, INEBBIRE RN X G IRIEFIES
A", WA TSR, MR NS ESEAE B RE”, B RITE SRR E
{E52FR b, 8 H AR AR (], HoAth 2 00— B0, GBS A HN EAEZS, (EL DR ERHE A B 1) P R0 R 4
ARUR LI HE AL ER T A5 5k T, — 5 ISR RSk

4) TR &5 F 53 ik AAE FH R 7 Aok @ H 3R T SRS iRt R . PR AT DA AR H, 4R H
o T A VRN 2 A4 T 1) PR IR, DA RO TR R T R B O 4 B AT AN, BRATIN D, AR AR BB AR LS Bh T
MBS TR . AR T ARREZ, TETINGE R, BAA T T 8. EXHER G124 5R
BATIRE MR T KA 1 8E T XA EED, A 3 e 25 R SR | T H g . X 1E 8 R
W) b B AZ A5 e s R, AR I IE S R S, (E T4 SR AT RS TH P dr, MR R
BB R A R 2

(2) RRAMEE

B A A I B SR IR A T 3 BT AN BB 5 3 AU IR N, AR HF FE 8 0 & 77 20 T3 AR X —
e ) BRI L O AR TYRPIE . 210, A V2 AR IREMSGERI 1, X577 )k
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MM R . F—, TEREATEREIEL L, Rk AT DU AL AR A SO TS B AL 2
HHATE A . B, BT ARRINRAETE R S, AT SOITA, B 1 U 4 E AR AE X )
FRE A T O A B, R 4 P, DM R R R SRR B R . B, AT L
BT AMAE R I %R B, 3, 2R AT T TR R B, RS 5 AR ) AR L,
BLT R “AEIN” S50 SAVE R R R MK R, SRR TR I B 752 6 2 (i s
KIS0 AR SN, DU IX RN 6 REE M BUNAS . B0, A X
—FRIAE, N7 ODIRE T RS B R H B, WL B A AT R (AT .
TRBG) 5N BAZHA (N FMRIL EEG), #RFC “ASZIN” WSS HUE] & H 547 R B 1A [ 8. 5
WA, M RE SR LE TR WEE RV, A AR TR N B AR 1 R o 0 B AL
il o

BRUb 2 4h, T CWEBMT BHSEERRLZAMLR, RIHNEERROTHOE, BHBA
e e R VAt BN R B HDT T DL AR R R R AN VE S AR AE,
FERA AL OB S, SRTHISE 0 R IR AR e, AT S8 S R B 2 B L

LA YOI G G S AT R AT KB, %8, (SRR B, EIEE.
FATTAT U AR S (0B R 2 S i e TR S DU B, TR R, SRR RIS B, 1S
HAEPE, B =, VSRS B e (U o ZREO) AV “ S0 R % 3BT R F AR RS
HR, FERE VAT : 55—, WRSUEIIEAG . T LA 50 “AN B A UE FIB AT, W
(BRI AR S W, EF AR IR, GRATLA LTS | “RbRme” | “HR” S
SRLPHTIE . B, SRV, AR VIS T P (R R T TR X 4 U R, 1
o, T LIRS B IR, S ENAT . 7SS L, AT “TN B R R
T B BRI O ME SR HEAT VPN, 2 FE B AL 2 VR RS A A RS FL WB, LL B AT I B bR S DR 25,
LA £ I 8 SIE R
4, 455

BT FOE LR A WO, g T AR KRR, X T TR R U R
W FCEE RN T B R E AR O HEAE A HEE S, AR OEE A A LRt 7 5%
AT, T REAR R AEAARRNE MR, B TSR A& A Rl — 2P IR . RRWETERT T KFEATE
RAFBETB, RN RN R 5 MR R R R ENEZ KRR, R Z R
B RN RS BRI
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