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Background Results Summary of Results and Discussion
ove Attitudes toward Romantic Partners Table 3 5-Factor Solution for Pet Love Attitudes
Table 1 Maximum Likelthood Analysis on 26-Item Pet Love Attitudes Scale (N = 290) The initial 44 items reduced to 26 items and 5 factors
Six Love Romantic Love Attitudes or Love Styles (Hendrick and Hendrick, 1986; Lee, 1973) Factor Loadings _ L _
ltem Eros/Storge Mania Agape Ludus Pragma *Eros and Storge items loaded on the same factor and explained most of the variance
Definition Example Item My petand | are a perfect m_atch. _ _ 87 -11 -13 *The 1tem, “I usually make sacrifices for my pet,” was expected to load on Agape, but
. . . . | would describe the love with my pet as a deep friendship. .78
" Intense, passionate love that is physical, mental, and emotional. Eros lovers My partner and | have loaded on Eros/Storge.
Traditional, . . : My pet and | really understand each other. A7
ET0S | dealistic Love OTten have apreferred physical type of partner, want to get to know a the right physical d1h bond that h dil i *The Pragma pet factor included two 1items and resulted 1n a low Cronbach’s alpha. We
partner well, and want to be able to be fully themselves. ‘chemistry’ between us. My pet an | have a bona t at has grown steadily over time. A3 -11 gima p Sl pha.
| o | believe that what my | immediately became emotionally attached to my pet. 73 expected the following items to load on Pragma:
) . Game-playing love that does not seek serious involvement but rather wants ner d "k | knew right away that my pet was the perfect pet for me 71 _15 iy , , ,
Ludus Gamiolillsymg to enjoy different partners for different reasons. A ludic lover does not seek pg nte P aoesn 7 t }? Or\tN | feel that Cand | £ H oth ' ' 57 10 ’ *“An 1mportant factor in choosing my pet was whether he/she would be a good
to hurt partners but rather simply views love as a game or pleasant pastime. about me won 1 i eel that my pet and 1 were meant Tor each other. ' ' member of the famﬂy,”
| | R him/her. | My pet and | care for each other. 62 10 ) . | . .
Friendship The pa3|s for storgic love is friendship, similarity of values and goa!s, and Our love is the b_est Kind My pet meets my ideal standards for physical appearance and “‘Before selectlng my pet, I thought about how hkely 1fs genetic background would
Storge L ove fidelity to the partner as well as to the shared values. A secure, trusting, and of love because it grew cuteness 52 -17 be to produce healthv offsprine.”
stable relationship is a hallmark of storgic love. out of a deep friendship. ' . P Y prng.
| | _ _ _ A main consideration in | usually make sacrifices for my pet. 49 .26 -.14
: . . Pragmatic love is both practical and pragmatic. Someone who has a list of choosing my partner was An important factor in choosing my pet was whether he/she would
Shopping-List . : : : ) . . .
T Love e physicaltype) s lkely 8 Pragma lover | howhelshe would ¢ 2 good mermber of the family 40 % Gender Differences in Pet Love Attitudes
Obsessi 5 o dependent. anxi b iional ol t T (/?/fr:ect on mytfamlly. If my pet doesn’t pay attention to me, I start to feel sick. 92 -.19 *\Women scored higher on Pet-Eros/Storge
sessive,  Possessive, dependent, anxious — being on an emotional roller-coaster — a en my partner r ; : ) ) _
Mania Dependent  that describes manic love. Contrary to stereotypes of adolescents, manic doesn’t pay attention to Bf I]?y pet Ianc;l-l aren’t gfttll?hg alor? tg, l;n Y ts:]()malc'lli glet§tupset. . 89 10 12 *Men scored hlgher on Pet-Ludus
L ove love can occur at any age: euphoria at one point and misery at another. me, | feel sick all over. etore selecting my pet, ougntabout how '_e y 115 genetic -12 54 - 15 17
background would be to produce healthy offspring.
The rarest of Lee’s (1973) love StYlCS, agapic love 1s characterized by | would rather suffer | cannot relax when someone else is takina care of m et. -18 47 23 -
Agape Selfless Love compassion, generosity, looking out for the welfare of the partner, and myself than let my Sometimes, I get so excited about being V\?ith my pet ilhzt I can’t COrrelathnal Ana')/ses between
generally “being there” for the partner in good times and bad. partner suffer. ’ .39 23 17 " " "
sleep. Pet Love Attitudes and Romantic Love Attitudes
Teble reproduced from p. 44 in Guthrie et al. (2018) I put my pet’s happiness before my own. 93 Pet-Eros/Storge was correlated with both Rom-Eros and Rom-Storge.
- - - | would rather suffer than let my pet suffer. 18 .60 : : : :
Love in Human-Pet Relationships I put my pet’s needs before myi’)\?m o4 =7 11 -10 Pet-Mania and Pet-Agape showed correlations above .30 with Rom-Mania and Rom-
lol—glirgoalg romantic love styles and attitude toward pets were correlated (cuthrie, Marshall, Hendrick, Hendrick, & | endure everything for the sake of my pet. 99 3 Agape, respectively.
*Eros and pet attitudes were positively correlated. gfeing/issﬁte:gar;ferﬁtsig]ebi;c;rka while, | sometimes do foolish things to 75 *Pet-Ludus Wasdcorrelated with both Rom-MaInlajnd Rom-Ludus.
. ' ' ' *Pet-Pragma and Rom-Pragma were not correlated.
Ludus and pet attitudes were negatively correlated. If my pet favors another person, | become jealous. .20 19 -.17 .65 J J
| like to taunt my pet sometimes by teasing it. -.19 -.17 11 48
Research Question: Do similar love styles exist for human-pet _Sorlnet'mes | withdraw my attention from my pet to make my pet 99 14 a5 14 Correlational Analyses between
i i Jealous. _ _
relationships? | made sure my pet and | were compatible before | took him/her 7o Pet Love Attitudes and General Pet Attitudes
home. ' D : . :
N at h 0 d Before selecting a pet, | ensured my life was in order and | was . et-Eros/Storge and Pet Agape_s_trongly correlated_wnh P-O-SI'[IVG Pet Attltudes.
financially stable. - Pet-Ludus was moderately, positively correlated with positive pet attitudes.
Participants :;I_umberlof ltems 711 258 ;19 140 gz Pet-Eros/Storge was the only pet love attitude to show a strong, negative relationship to
ici =313 - = i i Igenvalue - - - - - negative pet attitudes.
Participants (N = 313; 160 women; average age = 19) were recruited through the subject pool. Percent Variance 2345 1081 382 383 238
Measures Cronbach’s alpha 91 .80 81 .65 o1
L_ove Attitudes Scale-Short Form (LAS-Short Form; Hendrick, Hendrick, & Dicke, 1998). Note. N= 290 participants. LI m Itatlons and FUtU re RGSGaTCh
Participar!ts i_ndicated the (_extent t_o V\.'hiCh they agreed (1 = strongly di_sagree; > = strongly Table 4 * Cronbach’s alphas for Pet-Pragma and Pet-Ludus were low. Future research will focus
agree), with items measuring their views of love. Table 1 shows the six subscales. Intercorrelations for Pet Love Attitudes Factors on writing more items to better represent these pet love attitudes
Pet Attitude Scale-Modified (PASM; Munsell, Canfield, Templer, Tangan, & Arikawa, 2004). Measure Pet— Eros/Storge Pet-Mania Pet-Agape Pet-Ludus  Pet-Pragma .. . . . .
. . -~ . o . L Pet— Eros/Storge 1 » Most of the sample were college-aged participants who may not live with their family
Using a 5-point Likert Scale (1 = strongly disagree; 5 = strongly agree), participants indicated . . : . : L
. . 7. . _ Pet-Mania 194 1 pet. Future research will replicate the scale with more mature individuals.
the extent to which they agreed with positive and negative pet attitudes statements. the Pet Pet-Agape £ ek 3% 1 o oot | i ) ationshi ot
Attitudes Scale-Modified. Pet-Ludus 184 Py, Py . 1  Effect of pet love attitudes o_n uman-peF relations _|p szfltls action.
Pet Love Attitudes Scale. We wrote 44 pet-human love style items, derived from the Pet-Pragma 331 221 200 103 - * Development of pet love attitudes over time and with different pets.
original LAS (Hendrick & Hendrick, 1986). and adapted for the pet-owner relationship. Table & « Attachment style or love styles as better predictor of relationship satisfaction.
Intercorrelations for Pet Love Attitudes and Romantic (Rom) Love Attitudes
Table 2 Measure Rom — Eros Rom-Ludus Rom-Storge  Rom-Pragma Rom-Mania  Rom-Agape
: - - : - - Pet — Eros/Storge 222F** -.053 223*** .086 .044 178**
Adaptation of Romantic Love Attitude Scale (Hendrick & Hendrick, 1986) to Pet Love Attitude Dat Ul 062 Py 16 a3 POp. Lo
Love Human Romantic Love Attitude Human-Pet Love Attitude Pet-Pragma 093 _ 051 D1 FH* 109*** - 013 015 Contact Information
Attitude Example lItem Adapted Item Pet-Mania - 060 DG Rrk 116* DBgEF* 330%K* 103
Eros My partner and I have the right physical ‘chemistry’ My pet and | are a perfect match. Pet-Agape 083 041 1847 146* 212%%* 301%** Michelle Guthrie Yarwood Philip Marshall
between us.
Ludus I enjoy playing the “game of love” with my partner anda Sometimes | withdraw my attention from my pet to make Table 6 mxg925@psu.edu philip.marshall@ttu.edu
number of other partners. my pet jealous. Intercorrelations for Pet Love Attitudes and General Pet Attitudes
Storge  Our love is really a deep friendship, not a mysterious, | would describe the love with my pet as a deep friendship. Measure Negative Pet Attitudes Positive Pet Attitudes Overall Pet Attitudes
mystical emotion. Pet — Eros/Storge - 463*** T10%** 692 ***
Pragma An important factor in choosing my partner was whether ~ An important factor in choosing my pet was whether Pet-Ludus 050 .308*** 183** References
or not he/she would be a good parent. he/she would be a good member of the family. Pet-Pragma .000 .164* .109
Mania  When my lover doesn’t pay attention to me, I feel sick all If my pet doesn’t pay attention to me, I start to feel sick. Pet-Mania 2447 1947 017 References provided
over. Pet-Agape - 214%%* .0047*** D05*** upon request
For all correlational tables, *p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001. j
Agape | would rather suffer myself than let my partner suffer. | would rather suffer than let my pet suffer. Note. For all correlational analyses, data based on pooled statistics from (20) multiple imputation with N= 313 participants.




