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Abstract

Social comparison refers to a process that individuals compare themselves with others at the sim-
ilar situations, and then make assessment. In present study, 204 college students were investi-
gated using the Characteristics of College Students’ Social Comparison Questionnaire. The results
showed that: 1) the social comparison of the whole objects is in the middle state, and relatively
positive; 2) the reference, comparison disposition, and prominence in the process of the social
comparison have significant difference in grades. The seniors’ average scores on the reference are
much lower than the other three grades; as to the comparison disposition, the seniors’ average
scores are lower than the freshmen and sophomore significantly; about the prominence, the
freshmen have higher average scores than juniors and seniors differently; 3) there is no signifi-
cant difference on gender during the process of subjects’ social comparison; 4) the students from
rural areas have no great difference with the ones from city on the six dimensions and the whole
condition of the social comparison processing, meaning that college students’ social comparison is
not influenced by the places that students come from.
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Table 1. The mean and standard deviation of the characteristics of social comparison among college students (n = 204)

= 1 AZFEWAHSERRNEET RS 70 FHEFREE(n = 204)
SR il Ik oy et PRI Z itk Rk Ptk 2¥57
%) 2.483 2.922 2.629 2.734 2.452 3.195 2.736
FRif:%(SD) 0.462 0.602 0.468 0.610 0.537 0.583 0.252

Table 2. Grades differences test in the characteristics of college students’ social comparison and the post hoc test
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gt 2.702 +0.522 2.631+0.408 2.513 + 0.464 2.615 +0.503 1.185 0.317
1<4,2<4,3<4
Z 2.640 +0.591 2.615 +0.637 2.786 +0.491 3.130 £ 0.531 6.696" 0.000
R 2.603 £ 0.552 2.435 £ 0.500 2.319 £ 0.468 2.364 +0.617 2.623 0.052
otk 3.250 + 0.590 3.180 + 0.608 3.213 +0.504 3.114 +0.600 0.410 0.746
pSSOP 2.798 £ 0.267 2.715+0.231 2.683+0.248 2.729 £ 0.270 1.851 0.139
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Table 3. Gender differences test in the characteristics of college students’ social comparison
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otk 3.168 + 0.625 3.212 +0.557 -0.512 0.609
J<Sop 2.732 +0.266 2.738 + 0.244 -0.166 0.869

Table 4. Hometowns differences test in the characteristics of college students’ social comparison
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