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Abstract

Purpose: To define the dimension of superstitious psychology and develop a scale of superstitious
psychology suitable for Chinese college students. The present situation of college students’ supersti-
tious psychology was studied by using the questionnaire of college students’ superstitious psychol-
ogy. Methods: 274 college students were tested and modified in the mode of online and offline ques-
tionnaires, and the reliability and validity of the questionnaires were revised. Results: The super-
stition questionnaire compiled by data analysis has good reliability and validity, and the level of
superstition of college students is low. Conclusion: College students have low level of superstition.
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1. 518

FENFERKIE R R, B E B RIEESR DN Ky Z R # R T R (=1,
2007), RBAEBABLEGESRITT NEIL AN, &k, SGEm 7 NENAE LK. NEES, eaf
T TR 1 S o B A7 0 IZE A FRANBL 2R AN W QT JCH AR BRI 22 S5 B2 20,
B E#HE S RARIT RSP MAN S, —E G ET AN ST R 7 PR AmaEr. B
B, A A G AT A EA D, R AR I TAHSC R R L KoK, #
WP T ETTH APP.

RAETTE APP A8 2R B — B 2280 200 w OS2 )R 32, GRS Al KRy 22 J2 B E EEh, I Ak
SRAF VBN L2 R S L DA b BRUE 2Bk DL R, FIE AR IR B R AT IS AR L
D ERIATE R IR 22 b T KB B ULRAE R A S ) 373 2R S SR SR A L, 5 WA i LA
L HAE AT AN Z MATT S S AR IRAE A3 vh B L A SR ) e 3 TR el /K A S i i, B 9T
S RRE. B, HRAT DR BUREAS ) R ARANE B 758 DA s O B AT A, IR AT
BARAT 7 B IIRM (£, 2007).

ST AT OB AT, 1RREARE GEBUR, RS AR RS O B A

2. KEERE RIS
2.1. FuigiEER SRS

AR DA B SCRIE 7T, WP 3008 K5 O B 4E RN KB SIHL. REE S NREAT N, I T —
AN, ZEHA I 25 8. W45 R A APPSR RVE . RS S RIS AL A N AR B B <AE
WA GBI o 13 RS 1 SRR RS SRR S s IRMBAT A RIB M “ AR ) “ 8
T ARNEN G, 135 UL IR AS AT N G R . R E SR T BE LR 1 7

SRELER bR Ts0n) 4 11 2K ) 4 [ 5t R RS AR s n) 4, — SRR B 274 G B0E, HERR O R 25
By, [ESEN 91.2%. ARG, 51 60 N, 22ty 190 Ao —. =1 =, DUEZAH 7y 81 AL
60 A 60 A\ 49 N. Elld e 103 N, BT RIAE 91 N, HEKME 6 N, HAKRE W
50 N. REWEMA 114 N, KRELMNTE 136 N, H 11 NAEBUEMW, TTREFUEMEIN 239 A ik
S MR KT SPSS27.0 B HEAT 5 MR 5

TUH 30T o B SR AR i 73 433006 G 1) e 4 1) 365 1) R TG 96 S5 ) B, A5 SR BORFT A % H CR HIYIA
FIRFEMZERP<0.000) Ui L& HAARIFMX . FR, SRS BNE, TSRS EnsS
RN RIAR DG, 25 R AH DG R ECRAR, T8 B8 R X 2 R (B, e S e, IR 4%y
B 5104 B0 A ZBUNT 0.4 BT H (EARET, 2015). A8 R AR 22 M L BE4T SR 0T, SEiH 45 R
WA 1, FrA AR5 5 R4 S A DGR3, AT A 0 H 35 85 i A 56(r=0.47~0.78, P < 0.01), i
HH I 4 0 4 T e s o o
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Table 1. Item analysis results of the prediction questionnaire
= 1. FUNEER I B SR

8= CR1H r
1 -10.76™" 0.63""
2 -9.58"" 0.61""
3 -6.35™" 0.47*"
4 -8.62" 0.60™"
5 -11.23™" 0.65""
6 -6.74™" 0.53"
7 -10.39™" 0.61*"
8 -10.23"" 0.60™"
9 -11.59™" 0.70""
10 -8.74™ 0.64™"
11 -9.99™" 0.64™"
12 -13.58™" 0.78"
13 -10.39"" 0.65™"
14 -10.46™" 0.67*"
15 -8.46™" 0.50™"
16 -13.84™" 0.70""
17 -12.26™" 0.68™
18 -7.85™" 0.54™"
19 -9.73"™ 0.55""
20 -9.05™" 0.57""
21 -10.18"" 0.62*"
22 -9.53™" 0.62™"
23 -13.38™" 0.68™"
24 -15.29™" 0.71*
25 -10.49™" 0.59""

HE 0.01 ZUH(R), FHMEREE . TUIE 0.001 KAI(UE), MRMERE.

RENEE T 0o FER Bl BEAT PR MR R R M 2 1, REXT ) 252 7538 & (R 3R 0 R AT T AT 1A
K (MR, 2015). WUNER. HIAE 2 FPRIAF G RECN 0.91, ERAAIRFER G IR (AR 78 F KT,
WHIREAE S = .

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett tests
Fz 2. KMO FnE4FF4F4658

KMO HUFEIE )1 5 4 0.91
LR R R BR T A 6 1993.24
df 300
P 0.000
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PRI FHAIL . AP ZR 70 M oot T30 H A0 e 2 EERFH DA — 2848 b5 GERE/N 7 DU ER . BTH
TN T 0.4, BIRMGHEEPIDNBIR ERAHZCUT R, ERARIR LA m BT MR, 43
N R A D = A DA b ARGE A BT B S R e 4T LU B DB RS AR /N T B S TR 5 B o AR
o LR R RE, AT T 2 AT ST A, MR LR LA, S 2508 44 5. 6. 7. 84
9. 12, 16. HRALRE 17 17 MEH, AT T =XKE 7. H=kE g R ER, 17 DMl
EARRBATRECENE, 2015). KA T — A ONIREW S, B8 3ANTIH; By a4 Nk EshL,
B3I T =4 NRET N, B 11 ANITH (AT, 2015). (A7) KMO HTESAF AR5 ER
I ZE R W B UL R R S e B R 3. & 1 RR 4 o

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett tests
2 3. KMO FnE45F454018

KMO HUFEE&E UM & 0.89
ELURE I R BR AR 36 1228.007
df 30136
P <0.001
Scree Plot
8
6

Eigenvalue
ES

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Component Number

Figure 1. Gravel diagram

1 maE

Table 4. Factor load matrix
< 4. ARGFEERE

LI W5 o5 [, W= HFE
1 0.86 0.43
2 0.84 0.47
3 0.66 0.29
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gk
11 0.74 0.46
13 0.80 0.47
14 0.75 0.50
15 0.74 0.46
17 0.74 0.42
18 0.69 0.26
19 0.56 0.30
20 0.61 0.47
21 0.66 0.48
22 0.66 0.44
23 0.65 0.50
24 0.79 0.60
25 0.69 0.55
17 0.64 0.54

AU G I IS0 R A R AE O B ) S AT I H A SRR 7o ir, BARE T 17 NEE, TR
T HEAFEF AR ARG OB R IE R4S, 51 KMO A4 0.892, ELRFFIREERTE AL S0 A 2 T
3 (ZEMET, 2015),

IOUEPE b . N IER NS e, #N 250 40 05 o BEALAMEL 125 4 B0 1F R 28 — IR
RVER R I 8, KRR 125 s BRSO TEYE R 3R AT F o B R SRR PE R R A A PPN Y (1 3E
PERF, FEFEBR G, AL TS Ry ERR, BEHE. RRRE, —8&H Xdf {F
NERERITEEG WATREL X TIEEIRE, WY 2 RH 48 A GFl, AGFI, NNFI, RMR, CFI
o XU G IRAR AR E — AR T 0~1 28], BRERT 1, FORERIS AR RE 0 B R A6 B 2 A 1) 6
R, WRIIG LT . RAE L EARUE, X iR ST IR T b, R R 5 BR. AWERHETEL
B, BAE R A S TR ARER GFI NFI _E i oRiE 24 i &, HABILE RO, Ui A 7 BT il A8
(10K 25 A RS TR S R R LA B B

Table 5. Confirmatory factor analysis
= 5. WIEMEREF o

X2/df GFI NFI RMR CFI RMSEA
R 1.60 0.85 0.82 0.09 0.92 0.07

2.2. B EHE

I 26505 P o K2 A TR 1) 24 (5 FEAS B4R bR A 0 — Bk R B (e e L R )« 7015 FE (AT
2015). ARIR AR IR 4 6. AN REWE AT LLA 1, 8 B P 8 — BUMEAS L R 08 0.90, 70 R H0N 0.92,
7 HLA Y- 2 R A B — BUE A5 BE AR BOAN 73 ~ R HUHRAE 0.6 DAL, BB W] 5 145 B R UL

AR WAL, ARAER TR T SCREIR T A K. TR S R, AL
PR A X UHEAT 1 2 U AAUE G R A M R T AR T 2 2% H RE (A
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PR TP, ARIEARA TR B AT ORI R, AT A 7 RS2 R R A5 O BT (F) & (=400, 2015).
WIS IRRER T A RN W HAT RZAE L, B T IER . B, AT DA A AR A OB
5 BAT B I A R SRS . AT TER A TSR 0 SRR IER 0 AIEREE R 2 Bk 52
HEERBL . HREE IR R I 1R E RS DB RIS MR R ] 1A )6 B BT B S5 R
SEAh, IRAERIER AT LR, B AR 28— B P AERE IR G, IR KRB R R 2 A S

AR A REIF AR B MR PR Z IR SR, U A R ERL R T RE )2 5 AR 20 B 1) 5 AN AT
WA, LEEERGAE T LIE N R RS A ZR S TR S A R 5 A 9% AE 0.30~0.80 2 18], H IR
[A] AR ORAE 0.10~0.60 2 [A] (=M, 2015). ASCEN R ZIE]. IR 5870 B AR SBAT G 2R, W& 7,

Table 6. Reliability index of college students’ superstitious psychology questionnaire

* 6. REERFELEREFEEERE

BR P — B R 5 IR
REFS 0.81 0.68
WAZEIHL 0.88 0.85
TR 0.88 0.90

HEE 0.90 0.92

Table 7. Correlation among factors and between factors and total score

F7. REREZE, BRS5E27EEIEX

HF— 5 HF=
HF— 0.80
T 0.60 0.79
H¥= 0.31 0.38 0.62
FIPS) 0.64 0.62 0.38

ASHIT FURR I R 7K F S A0 T RR A5 O B € (W 7K HE  2008), FF45 & SRR 1R S A 1R (5 O B A 2
WHEFDIFEL AL Bt T CRPARBOERAE) 5 5 A% A O BRI 58 232 ) RO 1) S R AT 115
RPERIR R, AR BRI R IER R i 7 =y, SERBUE B RS AR # B Bk
EGFEEOR YRR DL RS R A AR OGS W 1) A L (X 0 U s SRR R R 3R 20 M ) 4% A
AT E G EOR, RS RS ERST . it CREPAERF ORI AE) K08 a8 RAF & LR
ARSI R, AT DR PN R 22 A2 2R A5 0 BRI A 20 2

3. REEREUVENMIRHAR
3.1 MRS AE

SRELER bR Tsun) 3 11 2K ) 4 [ 5t R O AR R sUn) 4, — SRR B 274 G BdE, HERR TG R 25
By, FICREN 91.2%. ARLEET, BN 60 A, Lk 190 Ao —. =, = WWHFEHAH 718 81 A
60 A 60 A 49 N. bt sCs2iE 103 N, BT RIAE 91 A, HEEME 6 N, HAKREWHE
50 N. REWEMA 114 N, KELMNIA 136 A, H 11 NAEBIEMW, TEREEMIIN 239 A.

K B gmIRF ARG WA, B 17 MEH, GRERERE . RET R REIH=AGEE.
KHAZ R R ER %, A SPSS27.0 #HAT 4t i 43

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.149668 441 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.149668

3.2. ARGR

MEEA L0 REA AR AT IR PE G TT 70 Mr s A5 RR7n R AR IR AR D BT 270 43.71, iR 22 2E 1R
AR, WK 8.

Table 8. General characteristics of college students’ superstitious psychological questionnaire
% 8. KEERE LIRS BIFFER

MAX MIN M SD

REGFS 15 3 8.93 2.68
HASEIHL 20 4 12.28 3.90
REITH 50 10 22.49 8.29
HAE B 85 17 43.71 12.40

33. KEERFEVEBEAOFTELNER

KIRENER] . R EARLEMMEAKRIE E, REES. REHHL. BET NG LR RAERR
FIRRASIREAR t 15077 1%, RIGAEEG. Tl EREES . REIL. BET YRR LR A Z R
W7 2o iride. WIRa RE R, KPEEFER. Tk, AFM SN DR s FIAFEEREER,
ELENE T R A A5 S 4 DL KA SR BB B AR 257 . TR R 9.

Table 9. The difference of college students’ superstitious psychology in demographic variables
FO. REERELEEAOFTELNES

FSEN KEFESEM2SD REHHMMESD  RETAMESD EI5 M+SD

H(n=60) 8.1+2.80 11.78 +£4.39 22.88+10.48 4277 +15.17

P 12(n = 190) 9.19 +2.59 12.44 +3.73 2237+ 750 44.00 +11.41
Fait{d t=2.80 t=-1.14 t=0.35 F=-058

K—(n=81) 8.82 +3.06 2170+ 6.85 4402 +15.29 55.00 + 17.38

K —(n = 60) 8.92 +2.30 21.41+6.85 38.19 + 14.74 48.08 + 16.51

FLR K= (n = 60) 9.30 +2.51 2217+6.12 38.69 + 16.46 54.42 +17.50

KPU(n = 49) 48.69 + 2.67 21.61+5.82 42.22 +15.82 51.86 +17.31
Fokt{d F=0.56 F=144 F=132 F=0.98

I (n = 103) 8.98 +2.29 12.48 +3.82 22.41+7.79 43.86 +11.33

i T(n=91) 8.58 + 3.00 11.93 £4.15 21.69 831 4221 +13.07

£l #%(n = 6) 10.67 +2.81 11.33+4.08 24.83+8.73 46.83 £ 14.59

HAtr(n = 50) 9.26 +2.75 12.64 +3.61 23.84 +9.20 45.74+12.98
Fadt{E F=163 F=0.58 F=0.89 F=1.02

Rn=11) 12.36 + 2.54 16.18 + 3.60 35.18 +10.26 63.73+15.19

%éﬁﬁﬁ% 75 (n = 239) 8.77 +2.58 12.11+3.82 21914773 4279 +11.48
FaLt{E t=-451 t=-3.46 t=-5.49 t=-5.83

KAt (n = 136) 8.76 + 2.58 12.04 £3.71 21.87 +8.05 42,66 +11.81

A RIR W (n = 114) 9.13+2.79 1259 +4.11 23.24 +8.55 44,95 £ 13.01
FEL t{E t=-1.08 t=-1.10 t=1.30 t=-1.45
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4. g
4.1. KREEREDESFRE

FAT— BN EAE R BORE AR, TREF W SHE A BRSO e B ke
A RAE O BT 50 4371, AR T IRATEAR KT o (HTERRAE M =ANERE B RS T — Rk (ST A 4E
IO KT IRRAFBINLLE R T3 70 KT IR (G5 ST 2 20 10— PR XU W 4 K 2 K 2 AR B B
ML — L RRAE ATy, ANERY TS A QR 0IE Ry T-aFIEEE . RATH U, AREHASE, A
R A SRR ERE I E . ENIERFIAER, BRI AEERGESYERE NG MRIG HEN
M AAERR(EAT NAEZ AR JE A 2 3k, X Araes KB HIm & M E A s SE %, |
FRAERZEMI i, R mIE 2 ABs Sl T2 555 i 1)@, AT — 7 Ay ik 5 2 R
PG —MEF RS, EAERNKLREE N EIRER T, haLREFH. REME, TR
LB R TR R ERAR AR Y, (ER AN R Lt R B SO BRI AT AP RS
et 7O AR EE S 2T REIIE D . 55, oA —fimmf. )\ 5,
EEATEEREROEE . 7 XM R AR GRS . — 7, RE P RIERK,
EAS ST RAINEE, IRZIREATAEARAE TR CEIRE T8, s, REXEERN
THETF M, WEBOTRM. BARFINZREN T DIk, ENRERRERE, W — Y
dhy QLB A B (Al R IZ X SRR AE I — MR L. e, IRZ BRI, AR &R, H
RIAMEEER, RN T — AR 2R, X5 AT R AT e T H Al PSSR B ENLE .

4.2, KFEEREDEAMERFHE

DAAE K B AR B e P IR SRR ZE L B MR SRR =i (Scheidt, 1973) RIL LML A E £
I A E . (Randall & Desrosiers, 1980) 158 & B PEEL B IR . FRATIIIF 7 45 RAIESE T iX
—r. THERGES LEEREER. NERRGEIT N, REIPIER LS, BLM e RS
ZR. AHREHEREES. REIWIELRRETRER AN KE, aT B4, XW5E AT
SRR . T HAERESINL S RREATAMA G b, TR ERIABEEE BRI AR EE,
BRFEMREREMR T LR — RN RFTEERREAR R B R, X AR KT FT7
EMAR, B R B, oM. AN TR S =A%, B
PEEE RS NEREA QR OEREH A CEER T, ERPIN, 2 ANRNKIR, matE
ZMREGBEABEANNRYT S5, AR E. af—BIFRFEILR, #HioTF R E
HARR A&, AT R0 R 4.

4.3. KFEERELEAYE FRRBEFE

—HEER, REAMT PRI HTT BB RS, AL F A B ARAS  RAFEBRA TR AL,
—HSREREIT S FTCVBRSAEIRE K I T TRR SRR AR (HAWF RS RKE, KRB
B RA ARG Z /TR AR ZKATREA U LN EE, S EMEk RneE T, &
W B LR S, BB ITARR, MRRAERNEIRZEE, RENET RN EZE, B8
WA R AR S L SAMEMTT AR T A B e ), im0 (S SR g
2%, JUHORR(E W L OB sURAMR, WA R AT DU AR IR — 2 s2is ) sy B2 M
£ LR R AR 2 A B e BRILZ A, A — R R B AR B0 77
AERALRIHIDOE P22 AL, 5E35 B0, RN, S8R L 2 AN EA, SoRtta kR, JUHRAE
AN E AL, BRI T ARF KA R AR S
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4.4, REEREDIENFRIFTE

PIMERIBE TR B KRR R RS O B R R M I8 G I L I P RR R3S, (HRAEAR IR T h K&
BUR S A5 15 & RAG B0 IRAEAT LSRR AS B2 P 34 70 8L — P B R 40 A B8 n T 8 In ks 9.
R UAERT R E RS ERR=FRHAEAERGEIL. REDIIF A0 m T HMER, K
VAR AEAE AR AR & RRABAT A DL 70 B BE AR A A . EMARE, RIUAE iR 5 12
FEf . X ATRES KU 22 Al A A 2 A5G, KU 22 A R B a2y, fbAT T 200, PR
FERSARR BT S5 AR, P DA ATT SE AT T — SRR AEAT R A Ok B SRR IUBRIA] . — BRI
K= G2 AR AE LS R A5 A5 & A5 70 =T BE2 R D I AN ST AR A AT T RIDH ik b A2 AR — N Ie 3
FEMER WA IR AR, AT B CRARRIERE, X ARREIIATE e (8 i A 135K — LA 78

4.5. REEREOLERE W HFE

PAERIBIT FLER W AAN L R 2 R RS RE LA P AR, AW e R SR, BT RE R
RS A & DGR AE AT N AR (S 7 BT et se sl skl R KA R RS A &
PASRABEAT N EANRAE B 2 T A T R 22 A2 o IXEDE 1R ARIRT S R, AN, AR
FIR 2 A R SR MM B ION B2 BEREE . TRER. SORER. ZRK, TEARERRAER
EAEREE fe . WAL AN, BEDRLAIES A 2R2 (R R B LU SR SR =2 o, X R B 405 2K AT g
AT TN S R E M

5. AMRFENNEUAREZRTE

HERAR GRS L, —RAREENEAANG S, FHRREL ERERREN, ARERIERHRL
WHIHS, (FERATI AT e

TRBA I IR X RS R AT N TT TR TR

= RMHABANGEHEAMAE K, EARDFITA, MBI AR ZEOR, EFER At
Mg, HEARWMRD, EE B RB A S,

VOSRAE AR R R R 7 20 MR AEAE Rl 0 i, i o o R D e 2 B2 (R R UL, th 50 o P 005 P2
0] 2 (45 BEEAT HE— 2D PP

TLARAE RGBT BOA 5 8 B S iR (AR R 2, bl IS 75t 131

SE 3K

B AKH1(2008). ASEAEB ORI, Wb RE S, PG PRI,

HEWO0T). LRI O ORISR, Bk e, K RADmAY:
ZEARIH(015). ZEAL 0L [IFAAEBH T, W03, B BHITHE A,

Randall, T. M., & Desrosiers, M. (1980). Measurement of Supernatural Belief: Sex Differences and Locus of Control. Journal
of Personality Assessment, 44, 493-498. https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpad4405 9

Scheidt, R. J. (1973). Belief in Supernatural Phenomena and Locus of Control. Psychological Reports, 32, 1159-1162.
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1973.32.3¢.1159
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