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Abstract

Based on the quantitative research method, this study tries to explore the role of Otome video
games in constructing university student gamers’ view of ideal marriage and love. This paper uti-
lizes the questionnaire survey method to investigate the relationship among the frequency of
playing the game, the degree of female gamers’ identification with their played game roles, the
degree of parasocial relationships with virtual male roles, and college students’ support for ideal
romantic relationships on the basis of cultivation theory. The use of Otome video games deepens
female gamers’ parasocial relationships with virtual male roles; female gamers’ identification with
their played game roles, and parasocial relationships ultimately raise their idealized expectations
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for intimacy relationship.
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1.1.1. BEENRRS Z &g

W2 LB AR R, L H 25k, o b [ E AR 2R 45 B s R AR (b LR
W4 R IR TH R ) WoR, & 2022 4F 12 H, FREMREE OIS 1067 12, BB L RRE &
% 75.6% (T, 2023). X —HARAMNGE R TR E TR FED R R, MR TR R AT BB
WA (R FEARR T 2 B o 7R B S IR, BN O IE AL T AR M B, HEshtts
LS RE. RIS R SAE, ottt &= 54N S SEMERN, L& 5 A
Mo AL IFE AR Wi o Lo £ UMM E), (B4 5l R Z M ok —mEaE X “6
&7 (Otome), BN “KRIEMEHELT” « LW, Fra—Fh DL BT 5N 3 B2 A28 A K
FAZOTE Tl O SR, LUK AEWE R AR IG5 55 3 A i L IRIE O RIS R . xRk
LILTHFARTEH ARG, (FIRIRIE BV Lot £ RHE, AT 3t T — iR N Z 1458
TG, BRI T MR TR R M ERE R S . BRI T, Lkl i iR 15 LA
REAOH B T AR T B AR A, SRS R R S0 R A .

2017 4%, EAEIIER CRSHIENY Mgt BEEE 7 K eI R ME bk, —Ksh—
AT Z R IR GO X — I TR T WERAT I Lo T A IR % O, bR, 2 AR
v Jo e P U R AR A I, AR H 2 T B R I T ok . LA R LA RE R T, WS T I 2 AR
R, AR SAIG P AT SR — 55, B  #E £ 7= Ak B R (17 77

112, ZEHRE5HKRKEE

WEA T AR RE, BRI BT BT &0 RIET), HBTIERCE MR T AMH
WAIGI Ty, (2021 R EBEEFAREY S, RS ANE 6.6 12, HAatiixis 3
12, SHHR T R L BT BRI R 1 L sk Rt B AR R RIS B ek
FANG REEMER . SCRSPUREIT R, W5l T REREER (52525255, 2023).

CATERE P B R AL T ] RS A RS AR R AR I8 (V2R . o R ULt S R 2 AT A A IR
kb2 R DA HEOA R IESR . — 07, BT 2o KRPARTERZ T H e TR B, Lk i
() RE P % 26 R BN AT T AR AR R AN Z I IR 1R . IRk, A ZRLMERE . Re iR &1t
MR E A, B E AT BB AR, A Mo R B TR, B— 51, ERAE
JEJIRIAS I, Wk N 4 K2 AR R LT 1 4 1 B A% . Wb A TR Wk R 3R B B K, SR15 48 BT
B, FEIBW R T e N T 2 (I A AN G4k, AT RN 2 it e i e i £ B &
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WA R TR A TAL S S AR & L LU IARE 5T, A TGS W O sr HiEE, hiTE
BB H . MRS . SR, AR RS S A (BN 55 5% 0% R W AL BERE T A ok, LRk
Z IR . TEN W BRI ORI 1, BRI, SR AT AR 2R 12N = 0 (B W 35 S LA
TERIIAR, PRIC AR S KA R K R Z AR, 3T 513 K 2 A B A ST A e 1) Lok = SOW A
BAIAVER KBS, s, o0y, RO, 2023).

12. ZEHEHREESF

FEAL IR AU, W AT — R Z MW 0575, BRSBTS B A IR R, %
THE BRGNP S MRS . RAE. SOR RGBT AR AT, BAER RS TR E G
PO IR Z B E M . BRI S, B AMOEAL R A B 7 I s S, S AR T
T HRR R AT T RAE. SO RARERIRA G, 18 R s AR R I S
SRR A AL FE LR i & AR R 2R o 78 L Zlieskeh, R SCA I SR EH . & K[
SEE BRI, KRN W RRIEAN A OO A B BRI . A, A R E R AL AR A
FORMUA IR 5 A 18] RN, TSRS E BT H AR ? SCnfmidad 53 SR T
B, REBU R AERS B OBRES, A E T AR B A B R ? XL 5 A0 T
AR, FFRAERKREE L 52m B 506 i kM e i A R IR A AR ATIAE R U0 5 T S A S e R A
U, X i 5 S S Z I RBGEEATIRA 34T, AN,

1.2.1. #WEERIES RIS

HEPPE IS 15 23 # (Critical Discourse Analysis, CDA), iX—§ H & & S0 3%, Al B3I 7 5
B S S S . IZFRAE 20 T2 70 AR DA AR E AV, FAERE S I =T 2R
BT PR . TEX A, PR e bk DL B DL AR TR N I RO T A AR R A . AR
i S AR MRS BR3P T SHE S . RINEES SR Z B R M ERMR(ZE PG, SHTLAR,
ez, 2022)e TIRFLRLRIBAE, THIEEME R S RFEIR, 52 3] T 4k 45 mm A G .

WOR e h R TR T A EE T SRR SR . i BE TR SCRIETE, BITETE
T ETOWE A SR AT IR RRINT, SR AR PR 538 W6 e EiE St A 2 s, RS
FL [ A R L AT A R ABATT “ A 77 Pt Tt AR TR AN — AN A ORI B S S A s < =
hi—4k” WIAE, FENRFTE RG] X =AZ T A ST

BART S, B N2WAA SRS, EERIACIERE . SURNR LR LENE, BEEREZEL
KFMIRES L oA BHRTEE LB T, SO CARE AR S WS, Real & 7E TR H )+
B AR ENE A ST, BEIELE S RIS S, LEIEELEAHEER T
FAI T PR R S8 R

RBARKRE, WIRFLRLRM “ = —K” HEVEHEE MR 2EUH —F 2 28 450, R AL
BT SCAR N A, $87s SORTS 5 IR SCER G BB DRI, A SO R IX — i, 5 ik
HH R RAR BEATERNAR YT, R T f Lo P A R 02 50 R I SO M B AT B AT

12.2. MEHH

W - FRZARH, P SO S K Bl AR A FARRHE AR, W 7 R R AR
2 = SGARE AT, B LR GIFAR T, T2 AR B BUR & AL 528 PR RAE (Y 55 9%, 2014).
BEZ, NEVER A R REAR R, BRI OV 0 B JRR A B AT 2o PR AR AR AR 2 iRk,
AR — AFRAUE, ZA IR AR A S AR RRGRE “3R” o Ehr b, “3R”
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PRI “3” A AL, R “MA1” M, <7 BEZERUE. WIEA, 28
REARIAE N DA CREFIHED) N, Wkl & BN AR — A, L3R (B3l
LR NA)EA PRSI 5 AN R A 22 b 55 o BRI AR U N R R SR T AR . X P “ B E 7 SEAATLAUR 7
X BELEHARUATBCAEE. “I” WL, SRR ARSI SAG MM Ae, 1
5 1 BT AR AL I

123 EFHEit

1) ZHEEERAE R

LA, X VAR T TR I Bt L A 1T A S AR =), TR TR B S Ak e s (AT AR R AL
B AR —— 3R A% 8] o IO AR 22 BRSO T IR B Bl dr o IR T GOt AT BoE, A IE
I AL FE R B B BRRFP B R L2 . KABK, BATIT B AR Lt A s i Rie Jr 2K, SR T AA
SHR 2 B RARAFAE M SN Z AR B LAl P b s i Ay 3 55 MR RGAR 5 Aotk JOSe 22 D 2 18]
ZSt, ARLMAERE, R BT ERIR LR A TE e S, TS o PE R A 1) L SEAEE A
A AE R I LM tald 5B ER, RS TR, BETIEA T B A LKA SR
BTN A BAAS B LR R IR . IXFERR B A PO LRI AL T A 3RE
BNl AT TA B T b SRR TS AU SRR AR R

2) KEABRHER

AR A UNERRAE T — A B FH A E AR Rz a], AR ATTREYS B it R B E IR R
FEIX — REME S b, LeVEBU ST LASE A 48 55 2 B I B4, MRS B AR B AR B St (R A, A
MHZHRE B S KW s M et 2B 5 0E. Rl &, L&k A2 ikt g 53K 5
PEf G RITANZ LI, HSEPR b, BWRE RIA TR VB T RS S B R s kst i, Sl 1 2otk
KA CURAE BB & PR AR RIS, T 7 i SR B B o BB LAl KA EE AT
AR, MG T EZRREN S, WA A RS ER SO HIHIARE . SO BRI
mRmsE. SHFEN, Ao BAE T ROREE B K AE B b B, P IOR 7K R S )

SRS AT H LA« LoMEvE e, SRR BRI, BURIRAT B9 £ AR I L N
AL, BEAOATELIARKBEANE R K, M0IE L EAMmE RSN, 52 mRIHx
HEEVEMEARIER SEE, SERExT b, IR TR XA AR 1 ik B St b,
B ST AR S T S AT AR IO H 2 SEAL

3) FFRiEHI AL

PG (i R SCASAE AL [ € R T AEE R, TR MR B B R SE. JRIM, £ il X Fe B H
— TR RS R, A AR O RG22, R T IR AN F . X AOT I A KR
WA LR, TRE R AT RO R . M, BB M T — A KB AR 5, Rl
—ANREE RS, TR B ZE R U BT R A B E . AR AR, RO ER, E
FTTEMWEAEAE, JFEHEMAZIZEGEI T T35 R MEHT. EFEERN2h. o, i
AP L LA T SR SRR R TN R H e B, BEMBIR AR AR D I EAR BRI SEE R T H R
AR A5 2 EUR A F MR 2 EE 2R KR, ACEE TR A, AR AR R K AR
FEIFRBLE D R

1.3. BEFIBILHELA

B FRHEAL, TRAREE IR T BRI AT, RO R, A ST i R A S A e S EL B S At
FHPAEL SEAE . £ 20 2D 60 FAUS I, SEE s S ™ EI A B NILARIA A, ik, BURF
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BT T BRI K BIAR RS, BRSO ERRESNEN, FEEEREEEFA99(Gerbner)
LENTFET —RIIKT AR N ERRITE, JFdE— 0 8R 0T 7 s WAk A BE A AR A& 52 m, AT
BER W T CEFRERT

AT AR HT T 1967 428 1968 4[5 3¢ [ % K Al #EA R I H A, KIWFE e RAEH
HR G 2. 3 (Gerbner & Gross, 1976). XSS B AU BIL T — A2 FE TSR R s, M
A A At 25 H B A, RS AR E T U SR E B 2 AR T R DT, RSG5 TR A0 R AR
J&(Gerbner & Gross, 1976).

X TN R BRI T B 7 RS, AR AR O T SO S i ) EE SR (Morgan: & Sha-
nahan, 2010). #&145[41BA(2002)3 — 5 SR FE B FR FEIS HP R — N E M EEAARCR R 48, AP A [H 1
RPN BEA W — ME T B SR, B ICIATE SEIR A B b SE A B T H AT o3, X —
WG AR AETE K. KAWL, IR ST S R A A B

w4, BRI AR T IR S anE, D B R A s . AR
AT TR AT BRI RS, WS EBEg MR, RERKRNEATIE, wExzA
7571 H (Lee, Chen, & Harmon, 2016; Scharrer & Blackburn, 2018)FI1EE 7 J&l(Chung, 2014) #1545 5= SR 57
UeAh, BEET TR N, FARWAERR TR ANESE, m2d BR T B E W& (Morgan &
Shanahan, 2017) 175 % X% (Hetsroni, 2012) 5 2 M. X — R EEHAMIRT: 71 IR B IS AIZ HEA &R
gitt, Wl A BUAREAR IS BT 7T 75 SR
2. MERERA
21. TR

LA, AE BN AR — N3, NI T — A5 A 55 1 A LRI 8 R I
Go SISTATEARLG, R A Ol E R T T 2 AR IRRAE, e RN, FREMITE S .
REEO T VAR DA SRS A 52 T A . IR I L E A R A T I AN E S,
T 55 1 A U R 5t IS 2B ANV IR S 2R 1 T R AS TS24 . hAh, UK S e R R R
BRI, X 2 Ak i — Kk I FfE . S (Kim, 2009) 53— 38 3] T 3 B 1) LM B (1 itk
Pisk, FVEAHIIR T L R BRI A A AN B AR IR G, R T v it R 1 AR R E
B HUH L AR PE LSRR 2540 . SN, XFPRRER IR A Lot Bk it T — ML H
TERBAR T &, G ATEIR B B CIRRE AT LSRR B2 Ak, E SR AE R AL ) S AL

R, WRIMERA P LI L g BB K, ST B30 41% (ESA, 2017). 2R, A
BRI, R b TR RIS B T A ZIAR D RGBS . R TR R VA A B I R DA TR
b, B VE A EAREL B A AT IR G T s AL, IR HUE RS N A €6 (Lynch, Tompkins, van
Driel, & Fritz, 2016). &5 E SIS, A E L2406 (Tomkinson & Harper, 2015), &%
PEDUR PR et B ARl , YONMATTE S A B R B 6. IR 2 Lotk Be 5 7 I UL R 1 5 1y ket
ATUERR PG VR 22 AS 00 B0 i DL BROP i o 3 i D0 R0 2 B RAN BELAS 1 e M AE i xR S ) R Je
WEAA TR 2 et AL

AT Do, Lotk Bu sk 58 s n) T 7E Ik I8 SR AL AE B AL 23 (Hartmann & Klimmt, 2006), #E1
SECTMAIENRIER LN EEER . LR CSRE, WHEEmEERIE RN EERNE. fl, %
14 5 fi 522 A PR 9t 1 AF S5 B0 % (Trepte, Reinecke, & Behr, 2009). 5 AR/ 2% fe 4 B 5 75 SR (AL Sl
WANE, LA KA NG K i 3E, HERRIREZ Lg%, WAeilaEZn
FENBL . WAL OA TR A G SRR IE T, MR — ML, AER LA a5 SR 51 5
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Ve el T, SREL D B R IRE S H .

XK IR (IR BE W] RE SR VR BT SO BLAR AR SRR . DRI, LA RO AR B T —
AR WAL, DA FE PR 5 R i 52 23X AR 5 TR T8 BEE AIRE Y o

TR A — Rl 7 A B RS, AR O 7R (OB TEAL A o SR IR AT O Lok
SCEABIRT T ARTE i 22, i TR, MR TR A FERAR S A B . A )5 RIRIT 7T r] LU
PRI 2 32 AR ST AR IO 2 B, T R U P 1) bk T SCRTBL S 5% o XA S AU B
BN S HTHT FLOUR A A 1, I8 R RN 21 32 SCH SR ST BT B AU, HEZh 22 BHI R JEA 5 %

2.2. IR REVETRIRIL

AR, IR ST O8I0 58 2 TR . AT AN, BT Dy — P e R 1
BAARTE A, H AR XA W2 B 5 1 8552 AR (Mierlo & Bulck, 2004) . A3 78 XA T HL U AR
W TN AT TIRN AT, IR SR ARy, LU R F P () BT 52 ) 5 A8 ) A7 8 AR BL
(Sherry, 2001). I IXEERIFFE, BATE LSRN HLFR A o1 e R AE RS 7R B0 I A € S LB E AL S o

JERE LT (Williams, 2006) & UKI2 FH A ) 4201 5 iR 3R 70 T R I G 7R 08, I D2 N A B e ik
TERWE TR . Gl — N H SRR mEE, MR AR N T 2 I [0 TR I 2 55 00N, fEIseA s
BRI EN I PTREVESS K, TR SREF . N B B AR S i BRI T B 2 . B, fEE R
ARSI 72 . 4 THI =5 RS HL U R BT SR PR 5 AR R IR AU, 046 JL VB 7E AR A Rl o 3X — R IR JE B
T R RS AR F TR AT A S R R

B4 P A0 2E 5 PG 47 R (Tanes & Cemalcilar, 2010) 1 2R £ T F TR BB ME, I R (5 18I 1X 80k
A ABSFR T B AATTIE A ORI T X IiERR, PRIATHUS NS T ER A T AR AL A8 b3 T 1)
(AR DA KX 7 BRI &S FE A 15 R AR . @t B D AT 00 AN A (0 SE 3w T, A&
CEEAIRTTY WA= R T —BRE 7288, BIBLFE WAL, &/ A T R8N, MRS E
(ARl BUARSRUE,  Bo oK B A T8 Bk RS SRR e A AT 10 B B BRARIR T, FREE oG A OB
TE 4 X PR E

LATIER, VB NH IR — R 280, [FAE R A B I St SRR, DROE T RS AR B 1 4y
Mro BEERHEMFED, 3D @B Al XEEHA RS RO 58 T i AR LI SE I RE 1. s,
R4l “ B B MEASEREMEREEEMZ o R FOAHEH. Mk, HP 5K R
Haflm T30 B, Fit, WRFREn ST 2k, H TR Ry, S8 nEE
FAEE . XK AG T AT B8 4 T 1 B A2 P 90 8 0T B S R (DU T2 i, AT R R DG T8O 1) bl s
AT O fRE B R B AL B 1 SR

2.3. IFNmRENHR KRR

A di(Donald Horton) A7k /K (R. Richard Wohl)#E 1956 £EfRF T R4 H T “WAtS33E” (parasocial
interaction, PSI)F1 “f#t 456 &~ (parasocial relationships, PSR)IX P/ M& . o, &k RS
AL AR TR, E R EAA A A5 Z A AR T M D), AERKENERER, A
TP R S U A O AT . B B R Wr(Giles, 2002)F5 HY, WA B S T S A AR A (1T i R
Mt . LR MR B — AFRRLA . RIS RS IR FE BN IR, KU xR M AN
SAFAERIAMA, TR I8 (Galbraith, 2011). 7EUFT, DR EEEGHLEM, 5B MAGEE TR
FAR BB AEAAB IR R, AT Al B U AL & 6 R . IRl G R I TR ORISR 8 52 31 5 vk B fih
FRT IS 1 4 2R 5 R 2R R S o R TR B (Perse & Rubin, 1989) %4 DLW B MR A IS 1B] K46 A 46 bR, TR
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X5 GRS R . SR AL 7Tt (e.g. Cohen & Holbert, 2018; Eyal & Te’eni-Harari, 2013;
Hoffner & Cohen, 2018)i@ i 077 AR DT 1 F P I HERE 2 R R .

SAPEFRP AL R R AP XS BEMORNES KRR, UAIE S LA aritts
KR EIN) . N FLE TR AR AR SR (Feilitzen & Linné, 1975) I 758 SCA “AMAE &R EE
RORHL T SRR ET R B 5 S i AR o A AT ST T B LB R SER, A AR T )L
HHER G AT H RS AN FIE A RN o SR, TEAE G i A B, A AR
HA RN BOE (L4 A3 AE . HBESE), SXRAKGH —EZE. [N 2RI N NG &
SO, T R ENIE R, SRR E . LAk AR R TR E T RO, iR A LA
HiE L EMMLT I, FdSE. 55 MMM EaEfET, JuR DS — A AR RITE, A
A LA EAT B UG A A RRE . Biltn, SARERIFE CRERT) LAz —Ha st 24,
Hh—3 40 KA IIUH, 120 256405 84E, Duln] LS NI R IE B 34 L B CAHSUR S
AH . X BE Y SO R T BeK AR, TN AR T B0 SRR A AT

BT FRNAE, AR L WK 5 50 A R 2 00 R AR B AR AE A DG .

24. HERABIAE. FRARINE. MHSXRASEBHNESY

BURAEWRE LI 200 R, T2 5 B 1 A € ) RO R R e et Lo e ) Bl ], S5
REXT AR IR Z W&~ AR R s . WA RoR, AREAESK SEN MO BN EES 3 S8 MsE
(Katz, Liebes, & Berko, 1992). Bt n]Resx IR B & RIaliak b 0 e E5ed, Bl TISEh i 445
TR L F FAFAE ZE BRI RR B B L o xR b 1 53 M A € B L 5 e 3R I L3y 75 QA L i v R 780 5 D% 2 o
. FREEMEES i (Bond & Drogos, 2014) IR FL RN, WA M AMEN 2R HT AT B 5 5 T A2
ZAMFAEIEARDR G R PRI, FRATATCAAERHEN, DSR2t A ik R S 5 55 1 A R s %
KA Resz i AR, Al 2 & T BAR L . ARAHE e Hi(Song & Fox, 2016) it it —sDHEsE:, 2 &k
FR LA E A FIFERE DL S M e r it 2 0 R 3 5 HBAR L AR 2 W R ILEAH SR R .

BRI, ASCER ARG 20 WA DL otk A AR R E MR 5 B A GRS R R 12
JE = AR ] DU RCTIUIN K 25 A 0o B AR 7R 2 5 R 1K SCRFRE S o

3. MIRA%E

AT FUR A E B A (R U5 VR R FUR S R R i i . Booonf oM A N RIRR B . ek 5 S A
ORI 2 R RN 2 A BARR 2 SC R I SCRF AR 2 B IR R o FERFRBLRWETE T, WG R A AR
N FE R Tk, EE AR A A A FH 2 75 2o A 1 R ABRTOUE o™ A R i
X —FB, WA Rtk 2 5 38 SIS R S B O e BT SRR, T SRR Oy 4 1 AN
WS R XFEBETETNEA R A RN, T HAF &R FRIE, RN T LAl 8ont Br s W
SRR T A N T A,

3.1, PEEHANEIEIE

B REEI T FUREA B, AR SR A 2R R T B A2, T 2023 4F 9 HIE i
&y WIEEZ TG, RSB ARRAT TS, IFERE P X0 TAEZE R AR R AR
NI o A LA RIS W11 2 BRG] T 25— AL R BN 2 R R M SCRFRE L
Buid £ AR 12 W AT UL S 5 10 6 AR R R e . ARG B R 20 4 374 4, )\l 2
AR P1(86.63%), HRZHON 20 ¥ EAKERN, JLAX NS LRZ . BARGRS ILE 1.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical table of demographic variables
F 1. AOZET SR MR R

A 2 K TR AEL 1 100 LIk H 4 H (%)
R 20 LT 148 39.57%
20~24 % 221 59.09%
25 % J ULk 5 1.34%
=301 KE4E 31 8.29%
AFHE 324 86.63%
A 13 3.48%
MR 6 1.60%
FRAEI B eI E T 341 91.18%
|l 33 8.82%

32. IRZEEME

3.2.1. g ImE

TR A I S % | a2 A (Shrum et al., 2011)[&2, A4 “FJLTR K EBTER 813T 2
A7 CHIT AR C AL R A KB R 7 2 5 AN ARBEASR A AL, I E TR €1,
SREIANFEIRE” B “5, SREUFER AR LR .

SRR T8, KB BIRAE A R LA ES KT 0.5, AR TS, i
BRATAT— R, $REGHEE KT 1 — NRF N ER T, HRHEE N 3.450, 77 Z 5Tk 68.998%, 154
ARHCN 0.884, EITHI A FLAEIN AT EI % 2.6299 AR B A AT R (AR, FLIRE A BT AZ AR B
55, 1550 Ko 2 U5 R AT = (5 2)

Table 2. Exploratory factor analysis of the frequency of playing the game

2. ORI IR R E T O

IR RERIES
BILT- B RARERT (0B 2 4% 0.852
I Rk O A AR I — R B K& [H] 0.819
e R 7E i WA R DE 2 4ok 0.907
BANATR LI 22k L AE I )2 2 1 0.782
B FRIRIGNTEAE 2 A 3% L IR () 1 2 0.797
K 1E1H (Eigenvalue) 3.45

J7 ZE Tk 68.998%
FEERE 0.884

3.22. MR LA ERIAEREE

Brg ot 4o o (A )RR 2% 1 AHEL(Cohen, 2000)FF R A il R 22, A8 “TEB0 2 ki,
AL AZ B ok A T RO OR IR “ MIRIEDUIF R, B Ot A ani s, AT R
Mt 555 AN REEAREA AL, BZEEFMN <1, BmIIARR” 2 “5, @mAIER” Mikmt
SR, SR RMER T o0, B 13 fEHA KT L EmE KT 0.5, BTEHE TS, FHlkk.
Pl A VU RIS AR R LR o007, eI — A7, HAFAEE N 2.352, J5 Z 0Tk N 58.795%, 15 %
FRHON 0.765, PUAFRIG 2 AIFPFEI BN “ 6T ot G riAFE” 1755 (Mean = 3.418), 130 E RN
BSR4 3 A A R B R (7 3)
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Table 3. Exploratory factor analysis of the degree of female gamers' identification with their played game roles
%= 3. MR LA BNARRENREERF o

AT &

TEYL LA AR TR e 1% 8652 31| Lo o 6 BT L HE SR ) 1 ek 0.627
MDA, B E A, AT RMMAE 0.765
A8 LA AR HR 16 Lo 2 A ARUL I g 3t B A D X HP 1 S 0.887
RGN A O —FEIE — PR RS, A% 0.916
FHIF (A (Eigenvalue) 2.352

J7 ZE Tk 58.795%

IGEES 0.765

323 MRSBUARHUHSXRIZE

“Dix 5 B ORISR R IR I 4 1 & R B R Bi(Rubin & Perse, 1987) i1 K,
W e SBREEN MG, EERAT O LR E" “2. R EEeEslHR 5E%
W T LA A RBUETECE” 55 10 DM, ARIEAFFN AL, FEEFMN “1, smfARR” 2 “5,
SRFNFIE” RIET P g . SRR VER b, 8 21 fENAN AT B ERGTES KT 05, BT
TR, TR R EUE BEERRYEE T8 BN ET, AL 4.843, 5 ETT
BRR Y 64.658%, 1518 R4 0.891. LA EJUANETU NG RE FBMERD “Buad 5 B MM G pia 2 0 &
RERL” 1ZZ B IN45 70 (Mean = 3.320), 19702 nBu K 5 5 MR A RO IAE 2 5k SRR DB (2 4)

Table 4. Exploratory factor analysis of the degree of parasocial relationships with virtual male roles
# 4. MREBEHABNULSXEZBRENRREEFS7

RIS MEE

W w2 BIIREZ I BN, BMEAEIATT LA 3 A 0.762

W ERQNESRR RS B2 10 51 A (A R 0.815

U SRAEBF LR AT B 2 1 B i R, xR 0.719
ﬁ%&ﬁ%é%%%ﬁ%é%z%%&%%ﬁﬁ%gymﬁﬁﬁﬁAﬁ%E%%%ﬁﬁé,%ﬁﬁ 0.68
AL DS A i B B 4 2 A8 2 592 () T 1 (e ik rh 45 T A0Sl 5 5 RE, RO & 0.7
A B RN 2 1 HEN BT AL SR AT R (AR HIN F TR LS SR, SR e P4 6 B AT SO/ 0.67
RIS RN T ARBIRN = 52 1) 55 4 A € St — 0 (R 7 B B 3l T S 0.725

D SRAT T e R 52 1 5 P A KBl I B A R XA it AN T A 0 S 0.844

USRI B T A G R R AL A S B (B T E R, R R, SE LR S B TUALT)

RAE2 N T R T fi (A0 BT 0764
FHIF 1A (Eigenvalue) 4.843

75 ZE DTk 64.658%

(T 0.891

3.2.4. REENBEBDEXANIIFZE

CRZLAEXBARLE R RS WRRIEH T EX RS =M, S E LB A
AR AZIK RGO =0 E R B R SR b, BSEAEE RSOy, &
DU AR SRR TR Z T R R PR 51 A IR R 5 2RIL IR, AR ARG 4ERF ¢ R I
ERIBETEHE Y. GBI X B MR T, AT LU0 A i R 52 1 A R, R RETITR FUR
AN THENERANSESET.

7] 5 R AL IR IX = AR, B8 “RERIRE CMBTE i, 7E— e a3 2487
CEVABARR) Z N B — PR O AIIR G, MOTTAHAL, RO B 5 7 AR, R
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BEAFBDNNEL, BEEF “L BmAAARE” 2] “5, mAFEE" Fkuirh M e, WA BuE
PINE T B R E KT 05, FTBLEBE TS, o MEREM 8. S ER T, FHEE
3.949, J7ZETTHRAE Y 56.417%, {55 R %)y 0.843. K “XFHAHN 52 5% R SCRAIZE 7 X —4EE N &l 1

()°F24143 73 (Mean = 3.932), 1575l = 387 52 U 8 ) T B AR IR 92 5 R I SRR P Bk 51 (52 5) o

Table 5. Exploratory factor analysis of college students’ support for ideal romantic relationships

5 RFEMBRTEXRNFREENREERT M

IR
PEMH A IR, BN RS EBEE.
B LA CIEAR N et 55— J7 i AR —— (B A T B U 2 0 2[RI S IXAE A

PRECE INAE S B R REL (L2, IX eI 't (T2 RE RONXR AERT 2 (0 EHE AN ) &

RWNFARSE R RXUT e AR E, FAHIL5, EafESit
AN FARZ T REB IR BRI, OB, AR
BUVNHARM Z LA SE —F R OIS, AU T AAL, G — R A ik .
BAYNFARN Z G U HE WA RE — R AR RIKE, AR EENER, JHEO.
R (Eigenvalue)

Iy T
GLES:!

WEfE
0.659
0.912
0.641
0.851
0.807
0.763
0.878
3.949

56.42%
0.843

3.3. XS

N TRV 1 (H1), ASCHEAT 1 RRED ¢ AHSC T, IR AN 53 1k A G RO AL 22 50 R AR AT
1E 5535 1 5 IE A G982 (1 s s = 0.630, p < 0.05). MIHLENS LM EFARIFEE . Iix 5 B Hkme
FRADIAL 23 5K ZR A B2 5 T REA 100 700 5 O 2 T DU A7 A 58 285 1) o B2 TEAH SR 2R (1 - = 0362, p < 0.055 1 e -
aw =0.336, p<0.05; rypm-mue =0.442, p<0.05; rym-ma =0.481, p<0.05; ryuz-mw =0.448, p <0.05)

(3 6).

Table 6. Correlations

= 6. R/RE r XD

B NG i) i
J IR 7% (Pearson)#H 5% 1 0.394" 0.627" 0.336"
Ik BEME(DRE) 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 194 194 194 194
B2 /R #% (Pearson) AH 5% 0.394™ 1 0.461" 0.490™
NG BEMEGUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 194 194 194 194
B JR 7% (Pearson) A % 0.627" 0.461" 1 0.448™
i) BEME(WRE) 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 194 194 194 194
J IR 7% (Pearson)#H 5% 0.336™ 0.490™ 0.448™ 1
i TEMUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 194 194 194 194

** FHIGPETE 0.01 2 L REUE).

BB
AR IR 2 TC AN 18] A1 73 AT 396 A2 VR 22 A 1A A DA S R 22 R FUIN AR B AN AR SG I TSR BUE (4 1) R2AY
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0.301, Bl “YEakRAiz” . “InZEA LM arn R M “mERS BHEA GRS X RTEE” M
LG REff R =N B AR “ KB BRAR AN 52 00 RN SCHRFFR AL 30.1% 1948 (4 7). R 5 0.549, R?
790.301, #IE R2Jy0.290, # 28 &x, F (3, 190) = 27.326, p <0.05, RZZEANE, [A)H 77 FEBEAATH
M 7yE B3 (R 8). sl A4 R B R, BRI S B Wiz ” 2 4h, HRMWA LR AR Z K
AR Y B R WIIAE R (€ 9). % 9 BE/R, =AM ET, “XtLMEMAErilFE" (Beta
= 0.297)F1 “Xf B ME R A 4L 2556 R FLE” (Beta = 0.197) (ks kA [0 0 R B0 #1155 — RIS 7. X
WO L A 8 R TE]RTONT 55 1 R 00 N R A0L 2 DG 2R 2 R R D 2 A S0 AR AR 97 O 38 (19 SR A gt
UK.
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Figure 1. Diagram of the multiple linear regression predictor and residual plot

E 1 ZrgitrEmNEE SkEXRE

Table 7. Model summary
F 7. HRLMEEARECRE

A R R77 HHERT T P g BE A 1%
1 0.549° 0.301 0.290 0.54802
LOBIME: (R0, [%L: . 4ESS BB RAL R RIRE; . RARKN S DY R AR R RIS

E

Table 8. ANOVA
% 8. ZAMEEAFENTE

R Rl df TIETTT F EE
EE 24.620 3 8.207 27.326 0.000°
1 Wk 57.061 190 0.300
it 81.681 193
ORAEHN: YEREDUR AR R R SRR . B (WA, [%1: . BEESBIEEHAMIB R R

FERZ.
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Table 9. Coefficients
9. S MEEAREE

AebrvEtk 2% bRl R LM gt B
| TE

A B FRAEHER Beta T Hi o= VIF

(GE) 2.183 0.198 11.017 0.000
9 — AR A 0.028 0.052 0.042 0.532 0.596 0.595 1.681
1 HE SaMmEanilFE 0.297 0.058 0.348 5.106 0.000 0.793 1.260

e R =5 BRI A

B A E 0.197 0.060 0.268 3.283 0.001 0.551 1.815

o ARHN: YD AR AN O R SRR

4. BREVL

AR FVRE TR . B Lot M A FRRE . Bu S B A Al 200 /7R FR 2
AT R AR R RIS Z MR R SRS, &% Bt LRI BL K E 2R 5 45 5 MM
PR ORI, ST P e A A R B B B, kT 2 ) B S R B AR AN 0 R A B BRI . AL
IR .

o, SR BUS PR AT AT R R I 55 PR xR A R AL 2 O RAR P B T v B IR A OGOk
Fo DERITERRMATZE R, R, 5 53 I A TRl DU 22 00 RAR BE B iR

BEAE BHE 0 CERED, BIAk 20 KBRS L4 200 T SRR R A . R, AT
KZHRESAFRME, k4 Bl B EREABGE G, @R, R, TR FES D,
TR AT AR IS 12 K, 45 NBee BB S5Ar 22 BBl B ReFHLEAR f P & J it — 4t
B T AR S A 2 TR AS TR, BN, ERE AT E SRR A T ORI HIE, B SRR A
T G . X BRI B8 7 R T 1 Bu K s Z I AE S AT HE B AR 5 . Bl N T3
REHAR MWD, B ARERRN Al HLEs ABIF USSR H 2552 200G, 338 2 F ATTA SR
FENMLE SR T 287 A R0 7 1)

I, UERE AR S LSO ot A AR R . B IR R ), DL I 5 B
AL 2O RFE AN ER AR N W 2 (A AE B 2 R IEAH R R

X R — B ENIE 1A COlN R SEREN MONFFEREZER, THE 2RI AZAE
e ERSLNE” M CHRYOR” RG], INERS, KT, DRSS, 2020). 4 A2 TFUERR DA
Fm BRI A AR REYE, TR RS A T S A ek R (o 1 1T S5 4, b4 31 5 2 A E 1S
K DRI, B DS R A I AR SR I R R R, AT TR AR I v B O i, SR 6
) A Bt A R TR

IeAh, ZRDERR T AN EEN R B, WA AR A OE T EE R R E TR, R
EHF W RIRIE SRR TR HIK, TR B ISR LB, R A N R 5 2 R E 1
fat. PRI, SRR IR — IR ANTR R IR A N [FVE A D0 5O BEMLE () BB, JEbT AR
LA U R 1 AR R

[FIRF, 31X —4h5 RN T U AR 5K 5 Wk b LAt A 2 R 1 304 23 00 8 B A B B X A R IR R 1E
RERE ST BB AV . SR AT IR 78 R B, A BN FITE S A NS 4 — i 2 b, 4R 7
AR o 5 77 P 2506 52 A B0 AR BT N IS 7 THT o AR FE R 45 SRt — 2R, A A RN AE
R R IEVER, BEAEMRIG B AR AZ AT o LM BL R S R L 5 P A A S R R
AR, AN S B0 R AT IR, SRR 52 Wb AT e % P o M A ok [RDRE P (R B2
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=, WERANE . TrO0 A A RN R AR S B A AR 2 R R E AR B L
BTN K 22 AR R SRR 7N 5 00 R ) SCRPRERE o 0 Lok iy € PR DA [R) RERE 55 M R 0L N 0 ) 404 2 00 22 8 R R
R 2 R BB AR 0 0% 2R P SCHF A P B

X4 R SRR AR R SRV, B2 A R A v (R VR 8 3 SCRBA 2 (2450 0 9 A0 B ARG 1)
WSS & (Lippman et al., 2014). X —RIAMIGIUE T AL ER FEGANFCR L& i, i —PmE T
AL R RIER IR TE . S Bl AT 5T 2 0 = T A SO S5 3 BR 60 32 S AW & R 55, 17 244
T ARG WAR A CERNY A B EZ 7 R TR RBEER (R3], M, 27, Diiek, 2020).

HWR, X — R BT 7 A2 R RSB A RO P S VG AR K2 HE T
TRALER S SRR A X 2 A2, X EELR BN 2 80, ARG AW . ARl AT & R
PLR T S G HMAE M AR s i “ RIEFRATE” o “arpiEe” M “RIEZ A7 ST Z 1M
(Tukachinsky & Dorros, 2018).

DRI, X BT 5T = B ST AR ) A 25 B FL IR O B G rT S 52 AR 0] 92 1% AR A IR B Vs, K028 1 %2
RS AR IR IE 1) A B 2 ) () LB AE B I AR TR R B O AR o B IR N IR T 32 AR A A €0 [A) 1Y) B3
KER, BARNS B A TH HAE 7R A 0 52 A% 52 18 WA AS QW s e AL

S HT BV TR 5 TR 8N 53— B O AN ZB RRE o — B SO 5 M AT A 2 B S R SRR, R
U S AR 1R J2 U 2 FE AN (B W (Morgan, Shanahan, & Signorielli, 2015) A< SCIIAR T 3% 3% %65 A A 15 2
A MEEN, JBT PN . ESenT A FEr, SRR SRR B8 it — 5 I 5 A R A4 {5 A B[] >
& (lvory, 2013; Mierlo & Vanden Bulck, 2004; Yang, Salmon, Pang, & Cheng, 2015 %§). %A1, #
AT F T ATt PR 2 TR 1) G 28 2 T 55 1 L 2 /& AN i€ ¥ (Shanahan & Morgan, 1999; Potter, 2014). X A]
e o AR A U RS P 2 R A PR A FH o 1) 1) 22 S AN T FH IS ), S T A7 T N R 0L 288 A 7 1)
Rz . ATB(Brown, 2015)# 3 Ht2 K RIS SR M O E R EZ 8 bR . £ FiH, E5HE
T XIS [A]RYR I8 AR 2 W TG N 7 AR 2 R R AR, B SHE KRR, X E5MELR.
AR T 25 EIRIBARZ W 32%H1 22% 1) 2 5 o X — KILISIE | 2 BT, BIVE RS A A %
bl A R A5 FH 38 6 50 o (R0 BRKCP RTEE IR B SR 2 SRR R, DRIk, Al A] 003 B2 BRAN LW B8 A 1] REAE 15 77
R R ST RS FREIC RKE SRR AR PR, B AT FE S B AR 3G 72 R, AT
SRR EBROC BRI, (AR VPN EE TR AR, N AR A= 2 Re ), BFE “HIRAR. F
3. BIERSBAE KT (Bandura, 2001) PLAABATH AL 2308 . Sz, AR HK =AM R 5 R R H8
B3, HRMERa RO AR IR .

HTARVER SRR AR, AR R BRI 230, a1 5 W & R AR S AR 8N, HLBL
B RIS B N, ND SR nTsesh = 200 . IR, A5 5 TR i i 16 7
MPERT ETCVERER R G &R, B ToE e B IRl R R A AR . R T R ANHIAR IT 420k
BT TR, ASRMFT AT 2% &R AN m) i A M S B8 Bt 550778, USRS sE i dERA 4518

SE 3K
PR, BT, NA(2022). AEG XHR SR R MR N A (5), 42-48.
Y Y(2014). 90 AEFCLIK LS e HAGE AT B, TR RE S, M : MR

S, RV, WS, RICER2023). FERESPUR T L K F AR R HMER I 5] S 5 ERART A —R T oL
BRI RGEE. BB IE-F 7, (1), 97-100

R, NIRRT, BEM(2020). £ 2SR T RON L DE BAE AN R KRR, AE BT, (4), 56-70+96.
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