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Study on Relationships Between Codependency and
Attitudes Toward Love for University Students in Taiwan

CHAO YI WU LI-CHUAN WU

Kaohsiung Municipal Kuang Hua Department of Educational Psychology

Junior High School and Counseling

National Taiwan Normal University

The purpose of the study was to investigate the relationships between codependency and attitudes toward

love. Participants included 948 college students from l3 universities in Taipei, Taiwan (424 males, 524

females). Instruments used in this study included the Chinese Codependency Assessment Tool and the Love

Attitude Scale. Data obtained in this study were analyzed by one-way analysis of variance and canonical

correlation analysis. Major findings were: (a) Gender differences related to Codependency, (b) Gender

differences related to attitudes toward love, (c) Three canonical correlations between college students’

codependency and their attitudes toward love were conducted. The first one indicated that when college

students had more codependency, they had higher “mania love” and “agape love”. (d) Results indicated that

there were gender difference between college students’ codependency and their attitudes toward love. When

male college students had more codependency, they had higher “mania love” and “ludus love”. On the other

hand, when female college students had more codependency, they had higher “mania love” and “agape love”.
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