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TLS: Triangular Love Scale

SWLS: Satisfaction with L ife Scale Being in love enhance positive emotions BUT

PANAS-PA: Positive Affect Subscale part of this effect might be mitigated by relationship

SHS: Subjective Fappiness Scale satisfaction, which is associated with less intense positive emotions

RAS: Relationship Assessment Scale

DAS: Dyadic Adjustment Scale Considering love for the partner AND relationship satisfaction
Confirmatory: Multivariate Regression (robust HC3) provides a more comprehensive understanding of why and how

— 90% power for each DV . . . . . . e o ’ .

Exploratory:  Structural Equation Modelling romantic relationships are beneficial for individual’s well-being
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