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OB BRI S B e T o DR, SR By 25 2 3 [ A A MR A 2 Y e 1

HBSEE (Attitudes Toward Singlehood ) fEH8AL T B ERIRZS AN PR AOME & L 1K IEORA T R i),
BLEINAL, BT R = A5y . NI & X R B E S, TR i A SR B (REaE, itT
SRER AR B S AR BT A ) 2 2 FRA B A REAGRE I o X AETE AT R IRIE RS S,
5 By S H R YIETE ©

BB LB, b TR 56 2 b i AMA P B B OSBRI TR A B M
KRB W 2 P R A LU B R MARTE R, TE R RE SR, IR DR, XA B AR
BERE, AR, DO E A T R R, SEAREGERAIE 1 o SR, AT SRSt E e T AR S Bh i B
Btk ", et E 3, ARk A, A ACRE R | AR R, S0l T

BNES: T+H=, AROBSHRAVRIVAEERIEA, M. BT4SI0, B2, ARHE: REWMES,
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DRI H AR = 30 2 B Y N TR G A s SR A TR R N IS N RE ), JF HAE MR bk
B o ERTFEASIE T E R — R AT RS = Al RN T i R s r i
AN AT Y RE PERT S 7 2 A R B R R T, X SR E TR

] & S MAASPARZE T 4 50 B Y LG A TAATT , A BRI FE AR 22 S XERBOCR AR |
EMZBIGE . AEA RSN E S EE T WS ANIRRER A OG0 A B Y
MR NS IR AR, BB AR RAIE R 2 20 = AN it 4, R PG 05 A 3 S (B
Mg ", QTR RS, BIREERERE ©, FKERNEERET, MR TAEMDSA
PRI RS R R T HR ARG R B AR . R ELE AT, A 2 AR RPN
S TORFRAS 0, SR A BT B SIS 1Y B R A S A B A IR

Rkt E E R AET RS, XSRS S R TR F A RS,
AT IOEZTE TR A B SRR M. BB SRR 4 AR AT LU 7R A TR B B 2
BRI R AR, VA A8 d AT LUK SH AR Rt 2 s, [l mT Uk o A B B A TR
RARAAAE ST A S =2 AR 04 R RS RIS A RO 7, SR RIS A REAR S SR
XRBOHR S

N T RA A AR T RAR R, FEAMAEIT RN T 9 R HREEERER (ATSS) |, iZERAFE
WAL AT =AML, 75 SR VAR R A ARHA T BA RS R E80E o BFRARE, Rk
BHAMBEARE T EN LR, BERRER T R ABE SO AR LUITE SCRR A BT B 25 e B, 38
PSSR SR T7 7k, e P DR AR AR Ao 96 205 25 B W SR A (R A0 S SRS R I (e, b
T 50 FIT R BB 28 A DG o S A I o T

2 WMRE5AFX

21 AEXWNR

FEAS 1: 90k A TS AR KIE RO B L L W PRI AR, LRI T 21 A 15 A,
Br6 A,

FEAR 2 SRAVEERFNRERY R Ok ATl . SEE . T AR =T i R4, LR 420 £,
W Il A 2L ) 408 13, A RmISCREN 97% ., Hh B A 121 A, & 287 Ay KR—165 A, K54 A,
K=41 N, K75 N, AR ET73 A BT 132 A, 302245 A, ZARKELE 31 A; 3
164 N\, AT 244 A

FEAR 30 SRAVERERIRERY Iy e Ok ATl . NS . TR SRR KA, B dL R 45
410 1, WLIRG LR 407 1y, BRLRIBOR R 99% . Hh B4 137 N, A2 270 A; K—63 N, K=94 A,
K=75 N, K114 A, #FE R E 61 A BT 180 A, X165 A, LARKEFEI 2 A, K
FAERA 151 N, RARMNAE 256 A

FEAS 4. W0k AT dE S m A IR S B PR A, PIRJE XX S 2 A AR S A T, ST
TR TRIR A 80 fy, [T RN 66 iy, ARLAIWCR Ry 83%., Hrbh B4 19 A, LH:47 N; K—10 A,
KI9A, K=14 A, K10 A, #FF8ERE 13 A BITI28 A, Ch231 A, EARIEFRT AL
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K AWENA 23 N, RARMNAE 43 Ao
2.2 WHRIE
221 BEXREEER

RS REFR (attitudes toward singlehood scale, ATSS-9 ) FHIEE/E ( Chee—Seng Tan ) 4 Al o 340 iH A,
AR, EAAT R =R, B 3 AN H, SR Likert 7 553148, JCRIIHr & H . MEREVER
PR B JE X B S R R AT TT . e B DB I sE A, 1| At E RO ME A B RO S A 0
BZ BRI, TERRAIR; SRIFTHFEAR 1| i X B 3 Tl AR A S0 s SR el 1 0
PR2EPE AR 1AL OBRAE PRI O AN H AT AR PP T B SO B S B R AR

222 AEHREERR

A T T 3R ( satisfaction with life scale, SWLS ) i HH SCRRAFZE MUAS T 2002 4-4 35 51 - 32 ( Mantak
Yuen ) ZEBITHEIE o NS RLELM, IS ATIH, R Likert 7 S3H4y, JCR AT H.
TEAHTZE Y Cronbach’s o ZREE 0.84,

2.2.3 fRIMMBER

i 2B A (the short—form of the UCLA loneliness scale, ULS-8) i3l (Hays ) Fljit 244 B
( DiMatteo ) UM A FMA ~ , BRESNEITTHIOR ' o ULS-8 R N desity, L8 A miH,
KM Likert 4 giit4y, Hrb a4 fein 6 H o EARSEHHY Cronbach’s o Z £ 0.80,

23 HItHA

i FH SPSS 26.0 X HHE A TI H 04T . RRIERZ 8T, BEHARSE; i AMOS 21.0 X4
PEATRUEPE R Z 43815 f#FH Mplus 8.10 #E4 75 PE I S E PER 56

3 &%

3.1 IMBDM

FEFIREAS 2 X 2 B2 H BEAT LS AN IS 70T, R BT H B RBLEAR S AE 0.71 ~ 0.85 Z JH],
HRT 0.3 BYLEASCRRE, I AMBRAE R —DITH , SRR 9 N H o

3.2 LSHEENET

3.2.1 HERMEHEZEMT

L ZREAR 2 BRUE M T 450, 455 58 KMO 8 0925, A% FI4E (Bartlen ) BRI K6 56 19
X *=3147.00 (p<0.001) , FAGREEHEATHE T, RG SRR FEE, RHFEB P
3T, I Pro—max RIACHER: 1Y 7 AT IR R 404 85 2R R | e J5 0 B 3L R EEAE 0.71 ~ 0.91
ZIA], SEAAE R 35 H AT 7E 0.80 ~ 0.95 ZIA1, AT H 269 PR IR 48 f ek 25 (4K T 0.05,
P AR R BRAEAT — AT H . SR s BB RS, 255 Won iR | 470 4e ka2
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LG =ATH, SFEERSEH—8, FEMBEREDHN 673%, 9.9%. 6.1%. X =YL BHBR A
83.3%. TEANAYI H ffar AR EE AL 1 PR

1 PXRBESSEERREERZSN

Table 1 Exploratory factor analysis of the attitudes toward singlehood scale in Chinese version

i WH N i H ffer LR
MICHA G R, FRIBREIRYCR 0.93 0.86
5% FAT L SR YT 0.95 0.91
g P B RE iR 0.95 091
ST — BB AMIL, REESE T —mhF 0.80 0.71
Th MRS R, Tl LA i A O B A TR 0.86 0.80
RAAFFRGEA T A B L2 FANZS[A] 0.89 0.83
FRAINR AR ) A I N T B3 e TR A B e S 0.90 0.83
Nl RANB A EE 0.92 0.84
BN RS AEE, FRAENE TR 0.90 0.81

3.2.2 WiEMERHE RS

] AMOS 21.0, FZIRIRZRPERY R T EMXHEA 3 th s SEA T I PE N R 0. B4R B
N, xdf=2.9, GFI=0.97, CFI=0.99, TLI=0.98, IFI=0.99, RMSEA=0.07. M, %4k b4 301 H %%
faifE 0.88 ~ 0.96 (p<0.01) ZI[a]; 7 AHEREEH£I0 H M7 0.76 ~ 0.82 (p<0.01) ZI[H]; NFILERE 4%
5 H B9 7E 0.82 ~ 0.87 (p<0.01) Z [,

3.3 AMIBENRBNENNE

TSI S SRR, AR R S (SWLS) | fA XU % (ULS-8 ) #FTAR ¢
Ak A B . AR AR S0 HT 4 L, ATSS 1505 SWLS 1870 L IEAH K (r=0.38, p<0.01) ; ATSS 13435
USL-8 #r  FAAHC (r=-0.13, p<0.05) . EARZERE 91550 SAARIN S50 BARSC I 4 2 R, SR
FHALEAFEE (CR ) PP 07 25U ( AVE ) 17 R SUSUE R . K dngh R s, 1 EAERE 1) CR AR 0.95,
AVE {EM 0.87; 17 M4ERE ) CR {EM 0.84, AVE {H} 0.63; TAFI4EEEY CR {H 4 0.86, AVE {H°4 0.67;
HHFRIRNY CR H4 0.88, AVE {H4 0.72,

2 HMMBSSEERMIIIRKEIERRE

Table 2 Criterion correlation validity of the attitudes toward singlehood scale in Chinese version

M +SD e 17Hh Nl B Pl % TR R E
TR 492+1.52 1
THh 4.95 + 1.46 0.74" 1
TAA 4.18 £ 1.65 0.67" 0.70" 1
L= 4.68 +1.38 0.89™ 0.90™ 0.89" 1
PR 2.30+0.56 -0.18" -0.11" -0.06 -0.13" 1
VR EE 3.68+1.26 031" 0.34" 0.36" 0.38" -0.34" 1

E: #p<0.05, *#¥p<0.01, TR,
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3.4 SENE
H SO B A5 EE R AY Cronbach’s @ ZRBULE 0.82 ~ 0.95 ZJil; 43KAEETE 0.65 ~ 0.91 Z 8], il

{EBETE 0.55 ~ 0.68 (p<0.01) Z[al, FEANZANL 3 B,

3 HMMBESTEERNEESNE

Table 3 Reliability test of the attitudes toward singlehood scale in Chinese version

Mg 5 I (i PNl

Cronbach’s « 0.94 0.95 0.82 0.90
AR 0.75 0.91 0.65 0.78
ENGEE 0.64" 0.55" 0.62” 0.68"

3.5 FH{EMNK

] Mplus 8.10, BABREPE DR 38 3B 19 00 AL B HER 4 B, 25 56 T SO BB H R M 1 ) 5
e, SBURIMEA S, S0, A0, R EUR. JRAF A5 RAR] ATSS =[5 FH
TEASBIFTE il A IBRAE (. (ACFI<0.01)  (RP™H ST AN AL, AR SO B A e e 53 2 e
CENGLEHIITEEN

F 4 WIEMERSTHIEERL

Table 4 Confirmatory factor analysis of the attitudes toward singlehood scale in Chinese version

Model  S-Bx> df CFI  TLI RMSEA [ 90% ] SRMR AS-By’> ACFI ATLI ARMSEA ASRMR
boy 35003 24 0988 0982 0.058 [ 0.000-0.097 ]  0.034
girl 44237 24 0.987 0980 0.056 [ 0.029-0.081]  0.030
configural  79.652 48 0.987 0.981 0.057 [0.034-0.097 ]  0.031
weak 85941 54 0987 0983 0054 [0.031-0.075] 0.036 6289 0.000 0.002 -0.003  0.005
[ ]
[ ]

strong 94.785 60 0.986 0.983 0.053 [ 0.032-0.073 0.037  8.844 -0.001 0.000 -0.001 0.001
strict 151.283 69 0.967 0.965 0.077 | 0.060-0.093 0.042 56.498 -0.019 -0.019 0.024 0.005

4 Vig

A 7T A H R AR AR R Hp SCRR BB S R R AT TEIT, I E R AU RN S E
P B, AR TR A, PRE TR R A RSN ERE . AW H 5 Hr
FEAMBREE , 2t DT S iz R B A B S N ARUE . Hak, s W R R R i R ETT
JER SR SRR 3R E, XSEEESEREEF— o RERIEEE E A ae sk R,
R ) SR AL A RO BRI, X ULBMETT IS A SO B S R R A IR FEs o RRE, B
TEM 2 e ml R R A S NSARUE . Bn, WESEITI R, —HRBAEAIE il 2
PSRRI S, H" A I, UL SR B A SR I ok 2 R E A R [R] I iR 25

AWFFE IR B SR R AT R, AARRD LB SR . MR SR B RS EEER
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R0 FIAE T35 96 T8 A R AR 0 L TSGR IO g A 0 L USG5 ATE TSR 4 2R B —
BN L L, AR TR R Y AR DR WX BB R RS B A AR O AR T R
77, 5P TR SCUER 1 f B B 5 RS BE A9 AT REAR G BN AR IR, X 5 A At
KRR AT A BAC 7 o BB R —E R EAR T MAE S AR EIEER
FREE " (EYRTOI A AESR I — B3R, XERE AR UL, BBy AR AT AR A ) AR B B 2
Fp—RERADIRAS, BUA KIS S i AMA T RE IR E S, AP HURAFRE T, BRI ] e
AR R —E . TR TN AR E SR, A B T MO BRZ TR B B R FORAER
Fik, BN AR RS ARSNGB R, D4R e 5 R AR O iy i RN
XA PR MEEEA AT A FTE X T RS SRR D, AR, MEZ AT B T,
ARBEFEE X B AR IVBTT, N FRE S DO B A R O S B SR T AT A (B
ARBIFEHAFAEAN L, ARRIIFIFE AT A UL LA B O iy 5 T 6 A I 775 vk B B A
R TEEIATIRIZIE, BHHAF SRS A R mE . a2l | AEMEEA
PSR P B A A B S R R AU s A B S0 % e R 3 Y TR B A AR 2 5
e, FEZ AT EAR EX 5 A ErRAE, B AR I, 1RO TR AR R S M A O 4 AR
(R RERIL 2505 T A TR TE o

LR LTI, SCRRE B 2 A R A A BAT R A5 BEANRURE , o] LAHISRAE D 0 v [
PR S RENAST R,

RPN
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Revision of the Attitudes Toward Singlehood Scale for Chinese
College Students Abstract

Song Caiyi Qi Shisan Zeng Xiaoye A Richa

College of Psychology, Inner Mongolia Normal University, Hohhot

Abstract: To revise the Attitudes Toward Singlehood Scale(ATSS)and test its reliability, validity and
measurement invariance across gender in Chinese college students. A total of 881 college students were
tested. The results showed that the revised Chinese version of the Attitudes Toward Singlehood Scale was
consistent with the original scale, and the 3-factor model of ATSS has acceptable construct validity . The
score of this scale was positively correlated with the score of Satisfaction With Life Scale and negatively
correlated with the score of Short-form of the UCLA Loneliness Scale. Both Cronbach’s coeffcients and
retest reliability coefficients after 2 weeks of ATSS were in conformity with standards of the psychometrics.
The 3-factor model satisfied the cross-gender strong equivalence, and had different measurement errors
between male and female students. In conclusion, the Chinese version of the Attitudes Toward Singlehood
Scale has good reliability and validity in Chinese college students, which can be used as an effective tool to
test the attitude toward singlehood in Chinese college students.

Key words: College students; The attitudes toward singlehood; Reliability and validity; Measurement

invariance
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