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Research on the difference in attitude to love of medical students
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[Abstract] Objective To understand the current situation and characteristics about the love relationship of medical college
students which aimed to provide guidance to improve the psychological health education of these students and help them to establish a
proper love attitude. Methods  Using the stratified random sampling method 296 medical college students were surveyed with the
Hendrickss Love Attitudes Scale( LAS) which included the Eros Ludus Storge Pragama Mania and Agape. Results The boys got
higher scores than the girls on Eros Storge Mania and Agape( P <0.01) . However girls got higher score than the boys on Pragama
(P <0.05) . In addition in boys there were significant differences between fresh man and the fourth grade the second and fourth
grade in the Mania( P <0.05) . Meanwhile the differences between the first and third grade the first and fourth grade the second
and fourth grade in the Agape were significant respectively( P <0.05) . Conclusion The love attitude of medical students in this area
are different. The girls tend to Pragama while boys prefer Eros Storge Mania and Agape. The boys of junior grade incline to Mania
and Agape than senior grade.
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