Advances in Psychology ‘U>FH223 E, 2016, 6(1), 44-53 Hans X
Published Online January 2016 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2016.61006

A Research on the Correlation of Humor and
Adaptability in University Freshmen

Xue Yang, Tianzi Yin, Lingping Fu

School of Education Science, Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang Guizhou
Email: 1254179310@qg.com

Received: Jan. 2", 2016; accepted: Jan. 22", 2016; published: Jan. 28", 2016

Copyright © 2016 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Open Access

Abstract

Humor Scale and the Adaption Scale of China University Students were used to investigate 320
freshmen in this study. The aim was to explore the status quo and characteristics of university
freshmen in a sense of humor and adaptability, and the relationship between those of them. The
results showed that: (1) with respect to the sense of humor, the girls’ score was significantly high-
er than boys’ in the tendency of laugh dimensions; the score of the urban freshmen was signifi-
cantly higher than that of the rural freshmen in humor understand dimension; the score of the
one-child fresh-men was higher than that of the non-one-child freshmen in social and humor un-
derstand dimensions and the total average; (2) with respect to the adaptability, the score of urban
freshmen was significantly higher than that of rural freshmen in interpersonal adaptation, campus
adaptation, career choice adaptation and satisfaction dimensions, as well as the total scores of
adaptability; and the score of the one-child freshmen was significantly higher than the that of the
non-child freshmen in interpersonal adaptation, campus adaptation, career choice adaptation and
satisfaction emotional adjustment adaptation dimensions and the total score; girls’ score was sig-
nificantly higher than boys’ in career adaptation; the liberal arts students’ score was significantly
higher than science students’ in career choose adaptation; (3) according to the correlation analy-
sis, there was a significant positive correlation between the sense of humor and adaptation, and a
sense of humor is a positive predictor for adaptability.
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ABFFRAZL R WRBERAN P EREAEENER, N3208 KREFEHTRE. HRETHILIN
REFEBRBALE MM LR R U RE Z AKX R . BIRSERRY: (1) FEdBRER A SRR 4
BLraA/yBERTHE; FMRERER BREXEHERSBER T RN RENE; A ER
GRE. MEBRERAER ST L, MAETLA)EERTIEMETEEN: (2) EABRKREN. &
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EMNER. REGNER. FIENER. BEENER. WEREERME S EMETLHAERT
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1. 3]

KA B R 2 A 0 N HR 37 Wi o B (0 2 ML Rl v 5 B B, K3 A X K S A T A S A L
B, ARG B RSB B I RIS, S AT BERE A S (A N AR S S AR DA SO AR TAE R DTmk. 1 NI
NER =84, E% 070 EIEHEE. AP RAIE 2 A 0% 07 T AR T IR KIFEAR, AhA 13X
—HAE — ANEEE R R . — MM S K 2 B SB AE A — 5 B IR P R K T I LR e 95 T X —
MESC, BRIMTAE S B BT — e 2 A R LUACRF A IO AN IE R, LA R 1E 5 (0 ARG A2 3], A i
BT BB 51 R T o 0 R W KA AR T2 S G ROIR G B e B A K2 L 2 g — 2
R AR R (5%, 2010).

3TN A A ATE S IR AR EL AR AR A SR RO B AR AR, AR N R 2 TR G — B A i
P AR AERRAE, KR — RIS PR RS (L 200k, 2002). | RURTEA [ 4£(2008) 8 H, &M
FEAR AR ST A AR BRI ARRRSS, JE IR B BRIR T, E SR OERT N S IR R R
HHMA PSRRI SIS OIS R I R K AR TG R 5 — AN ), RS e ST TE B
NBRIE L o0 B I I8 45 THT ) 1)

TAESR, 2 O3 NRI O 00 B R, SR TR 4O BERE TR X AT N R I S, 424
N BRI B RV, A DA ¥ A PO 158 4 R e B T SR B A — PR R o B IR, B AR I Sy B A
By 38 25 77 T A 1R 21 B AR A F

WY RO —Fh DA, AT SO A R I & T AT ML A A i R RS (G A, in R,
PRELAE, 2003). Gervais Al Wilson (2005)\ NKaER B A HE L CRIE M g, Boyle 1 Joss-Reid (2004)
6 H R BRI S RATRIERRIRS A 2. M, gk 2%, BUMIIAE A (2007) Y A My BR g — RO 1 &, (A
S BB BB B A AT SO — R, R RS RE R O T, R R AR

GNP R



T FR(2011) AR A NI AN ST TR B 2 ek BRI SIS BA WA G 9K A A\ (2011) BAR
A I T G 28 B K S AR B A BR O & R O PR EE B FONVE R . BN AR R B B
U ER IR N R R ) 2 2] F LA B 77 (Chapman & Foot, 1996) .

FIRT, Bl ) st O B A I S A S AR TR N, 485 AR 235 AR BRI 7 AR 1% 2 )
BN EAR O R A BB bR SRR IE N, O B2 I SRR 2 A R AME R R R
FE. SERAA SRR E T HEATRIT, MRV AR RSN R R AT IR AR EE, Wy BRI
B i TSR IRNIRTC . AH X 1 K25 37 A v R BRI SE oM PR RS s o] 2 2 5 A7 X 7 2
5HOE RN B A R R AT 2 R, AHIF T S0 T AR SN A K 5T A i BRERATE S AR A, R R
HA BRI ATE S TR G &, DU T E X 38 A i 5 K 5307 A RRUOE S 1) 2 S0 ARV SR A 8B 3
IS ) 7 ARSI ot P 5090 S

2. AR G%E
2.1. ARBR

BEMLAME SR N 8 8 = A AR R ROk —#72E 320 44, LA 320 vl . HAr B4 106 N, Zc4: 182
Ny MATAe 47 N, AEMAE T 241 N CRMEAE 109 A, BB 179 N IRAE 71N, RFF 217 A b
BRI 127 N, D% 161 A

22. fiRTHR

2.2.1. ZUERRER

HABRIBSE — AN Z YRR A5, AR AT A A G BRI G . R (2010) 78 FL A 1 224
W CHRERIES . LR 15 R EE NIRRT Hont £ 0 i BB R EHT U i T R R R o
M, BRI, o (2005) S5 B 3 P 1 WA ER G135 A A A2 WA ER AN ZERE LR — BT “ A BR AR .
A E IR R AR 450 F N A, EAHE 5 ANYEE . WaERERAR. LIS HBR. BRI, KTl
BRI KR . v ERIEME 32 LR T MR MK BRAE B 1 i SR B R 2 s I RE )5 A ER S TR
ANARTE AL A1 15 P 8 FH o B DA i3k N B G 3R B R S B N B i S TRV R 775 i R 2S5 /A7 T o X A
RETSAEINSIRIAT 2 I iy SR 1190 77 20 DL toF S A S R P 285 58 S 8 A A X il 3R 170) S 7 sl £ P e 2R 1)
LFFRRE s M R AMATE H O A P AT . AERIL 54 ANIH, RA 1EREATFE)~5(FFH
FFE)H 5 sy, 1950 im v B re BRIBORR IR . E T 5 1 2 Ju BRI & K (1) Cronbacha RECh 0.944,
WOEIRFRAR . AEACHAER . WAERRIXT . XTHeERIASEE . LRI % 3£ Cronbach a R348 0.675,
0.929. 0.854. 0.869. 0.693, KWL BTG 12 Jo laBR B B R AL Kt 2 AR AEA h BF B B R 12
ARUKHEFH, Wy BRI R 12 4A& Cronbach alphas &% 0.936.

222 BNMER

&L A AR H A BN LR DA B TR R 20 Re J (i, MRS, ATlE L, 2005). AHF T
F0 33 7 A e SR P IR e S, TR A, 75 2 (2005) I (R E R E N EER) . SERRASE 7
ANYERE: EINEN . REATEEN . FlERN . HEN. BREN. WEE. ZERLE 60 MNMIH,
KH 1 (ARE)~5 (FE)R 5 Zeitsr, 19708 vl B & RO R . J7 be U5 N 11 B 7% & 2 Cronbach a
FAEN 0.934, HoAr 2z 338 N A FE A T IE B Bl IE B TS R H RGN 7 2 =R Cronbach
a Z%0%3 %14 0.780. 0.800. 0.656. 0.715. 0.713. 0.695. 0.674. FEA KI5t 1, 1& M P B % A ¥ 44 Cronbach
a 7%~ 0.914.



2.3. HEMITIE

WL ERFBIR R 4 . FEXS TR EARIZ H SPSS19.0 HEAT 0T, A niE Rk gt t
K. T

3. MIRER
3.1 KEFEMMBET RS

3.1.1. KREFTEMBARENEES
NT T RAI X K 25 A W BRI I BUIRES s, i R AR 53 Lokl 2 1)L AR b 2 a) DA R 2 75 gk
P NOEAE L REFAEES, AT THOIREAR TR . SRIE 1, £ 2 /%3,

Table 1. Characteristics of college freshmen’s sense of humor (N = 288)
e 1. REMEBBRRAVEES (N = 288)

i 3 (n = 106) %Z(n = 182)
M SD M SD t

FaRALEON 3.32 0.81 3.25 0.70 0.76
HBRAS 3.97 0.82 411 0.63 -1.51
LENNRIpIE:N 3.43 0.73 3.47 0.71 -0.43
AR T AR 3.63 0.90 3.71 0.69 -0.82
2 (L) 2.87 0.93 3.14 0.88 -2.51
AR SRS 4 3.48 0.61 3.53 0.53 -0.82

vE: p<0.05 “p<001, “p<0.001, Ff.

Table 2. Differences analysis in sense of humor of college students of different birthplaces (N = 288)
7 2. REEMBREMERINES 5 HT(N = 288)

. LA (n =217) IWAH(n = 71)
M SD M SD t

HAT e ER 3.28 0.74 3.27 0.72 0.09
HAERASTE 4.03 0.69 4.16 0.79 -1.37

A ER R T 7 3.46 0.69 343 0.75 0.28
A R 36 0.79 3.89 0.80 -3.04"
ELE| 3.00 0.90 3.13 0.64 -1.05

M BRI BT 3 43 3.50 0.55 3.55 0.91 -0.66

Table 3. Differences analysis in sense of humor of college students in only child or not (N = 288)
72 3. REMENKEMEMEERNZESR2H(N = 288)

- HA: (n = 47) AEgiA (n = 241)
M SD M SD t

AR ALEON 3.48 0.84 3.24 0.73 2.03"
HBRAS JE 4.19 0.83 4,04 0.68 1.41
[EENTAS Wi 347 0.91 3.45 0.68 0.17
A R P 3.98 0.67 3.62 0.77 3.01"
eS| 3.18 0.82 3.01 0.92 1.20
AR T35 4% 3.66 0.67 3.48 0.54 1.99
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AR 5 Fitatl, FrUARIE{E 3 NS HhniE, Srlm v By . R 1B
W, R A A W R R AE R R DA E . 7RSO i 4 T R 25 R R (p < 0.05), @/AERSRERTH
Ay FERMERZSEYERE . WABR NI U7 YRR . W BREBRARLE L S T3 0y B ARy T A, HARIFEAEAE
B AINERZE R (p > 0.05); T AEAEA AKX — 4 FZ IS 0 Tk, (HEFRIFA B3 (p > 0.05).

I 3 X RS A A YR ) 2 T BRI ) 2% A A 0 S M BRI R AT ¢ AR, RIS R A YR Y
KEFB AL R PR AE S A7 AE B EMEZE 57 (p < 0.05), MBLEZE m TACK, RUIIIAR K K228 A X B 42
KRB R TR A ARG RSP0 LA B 2 57 (p > 0.05). S5 RILE 2.

X AR (RS 1 2 TO A BRI IR A8 4R FEAS ) B BRI 0 HEAT ¢ AR, RBLE B
KRB AEAEA AT M BRAESEE L BRI A 4 P AP 1) 73 EAFAE B 25 V%2 e (p < 0.05), MVE T LW B TR
Arde. MAERKRYERE EAGFAERETEZ S (p > 0.05). 4R ILE 3.

3.2. REFEENENESIHT

3.2.1. REFEENERES

N T HEEARMX K SFH A 2 N AR AR IE N LR A ZE 5, XA & N 38 0y e HL 8 4 1
BEAT T VRS CEVEHL. ERIRAI DL SR ST L E AL, SRAMOIAEAR T K550, SR IE 4. &5,
726 7,

AR 5 T, TR EME 3 NS HhaiE, B lsuiiaE . M 4 iTeUE
H, RFHARERAE e A L B Bl E N4 E A8 B T 9 Ep < 0.05), fEARKR
WERL, DGR R AR VG G TG A R T B AR e T A B AR B ROE X
— YRS T LA, (BERIFA R (p > 0.05).

Xof SCERRF R 225 1) 22 0 M BRI 25 R 115 00 S ke BRIBCT X 0 JEAT ¢ ARG, 45 SRR, S0, HRHESR
&R A B B35 % R (p < 0.05), SCRHHE S TER. HARYEEADIEA BEMEZER(p > 0.05). 4R
W4 5.

TR TS X R T A AR YR T 3 P A R PR Ay S BRI A AT t RS, RIMEABR R RIERL, &
Del ARV B Bl IE R R BEAE R AP35 5 FAE(E BB VEZE R (p < 0.05), IREHEE & TR A, R
B RS A AR X B T TH (& ML RE S TR 222 . 2R S)IE L 1B 4G N A B G N 4 E AR
FZMEEF(p>0.05). 455H N7 6.

MR RFHAETENRR RGN L AL E YT PME NS B E N4 =

N

Table 4. Characteristics of college freshmen’s adaptability (N = 288)
T4 REEERMEFES(N = 288)

i % (n = 106) 4 (n=182)
M SD M SD t

NBRK R 3.26 0.68 331 3.31 -0.65
2 YN 3.05 0.76 3.11 3.11 -0.64

12 el 3 V7 3.16 0.84 3.16 3.16 -0.05
Peolbd B 3.27 0.77 3.46 3.46 -2.09"
T8I 3.33 0.62 3.44 3.44 -1.48
SES#uINA 3.46 0.79 3.35 3.35 1.20
T 2.70 0.91 2.90 2.90 -1.93

3 T8 4) 3.20 0.56 3.27 3.27 -1.01
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Table 5. Differences analysis in adaptation of college students in different majors (N = 288)

32 5. AFHFEENMERSEERER 2 (N = 288)

i HH(n = 109) AL (n = 179)

M SD M SD t
INGP S SN 3.32 0.66 3.28 0.63 0.52
2 YN 3.13 0.74 3.07 0.75 0.53
LA BN 3.18 0.81 3.14 0.82 0.42
Pk iR 3.54 0.68 3.30 0.77 2.64™
I 3.42 0.64 3.38 0.59 0.56
SES#uINA 3.40 0.81 3.38 0.73 0.28
i 2.86 0.80 2.80 0.89 0.53
3 N T8 4) 3.29 0.54 321 0.54 1.08

Table 6. Differences analysis in adaptation of college students of different birthplaces (N = 288)
6. EAFMEBENMERNERIZESR (N = 288)

i KFf(n =217) WA (n=71)
M SD M SD t

NBRIK G R 3.24 0.62 3.46 0.68 -257"

2 3) 3R 3.12 0.75 3.01 0.73 1.07
LA BRI 3.08 0.81 341 0.80 -3.02"
PRl B 3.33 0.74 3.57 0.73 —2.44"
(EECINA 3.36 0.63 3.50 0.53 -1.60
SEiFEI 3.35 0.77 3.48 0.73 -1.25
Tp=¥E 2.75 0.86 3.05 0.78 -2.63"
I& N RS54y 3.20 0.53 3.36 0.55 -2.20"

Table 7. Differences analysis in adaptation of college students in only child or not (N = 288)
1. RERMENKEMEENENESZH(N = 288)

e M n = (47) AEglA (n = 241)

M SD M SD t
INGE S35 357 0.59 3.24 0.64 328"
5 )8 R 3.14 0.76 3.08 0.75 0.48
18 el 3 ¥ 3.58 0.76 3.08 0.81 3.92"
Bl & 3.69 0.72 3.33 0.73 3.08™
15 4838 B 357 0.52 3.36 0.62 210
EE;SEI 3.55 0.72 3.35 0.76 1.63
R 3.23 0.85 2.75 0.83 3.64"
SLINRUISE SOP 3.48 0.54 3.20 0.53 3357

UEPEANE T4 7> PAFAE R MEZE R (p < 0.05), MET 2R TARMA T4, UEWIAAE T2 3E B g

T AR AR T A TR ST AR R RS 4 B B AR B2 R (p > 0.05). AR T,
3.3. KEMEENES S TR ST

A 8 FATKIL, B 1SR AM R IX — 25 5 3& R 2 ST YR FE L Bl a& 3 4k A7 AE 25 PR A



Table 8. Correlation analysis between sense of humor and adaptability

7 8. REHMEENMSHER RV E X S
22 HaBR RS NSRS Y Hy BRI R SRR CEENRISE Py

NBRK FRIE R 0.54™ 0.23" 0.37" 0.55™ 0.29™ 0.55™
2] N 0.27" 0.13" 0.36™ 0.28™ 0.11 0.32"
12 el ¥ 035" 021" 0317 035" 021" 0.39™
Bl 3d B 0.34™ 0.16™ 0.30™ 0.34™ 0.06 035"
T I 0.32" 0.26™ 0.44™ 0.35™ 0.25™ 0.45™
SEidci 0.32" 0.23" 0.44™ 0.33" 0.12" 0.42™
W 0.19™ 0.29™ 0.27" 0.18™ 0.26™ 0.317

&R A 0.46™ 0.28™ 0.48™ 0.46™ 0.24™ 0.54™

KAM(p > 0.05), % TCHABRIE K A5G- 538 B 2 IEAE R (p < 0.05). IXBLWILE 2 Ty BRI 4 I _EA5 70
iy WG N BT o XA WA G R UM ER (S BE T AR, R ERIR 4 s AR H R A
AT e it N Ak R JE

3.4. REHE % UBNERRFHE M 14 HY % TRV 24

N R DR RS A M BRI A& LA 2 (RGP TE A BRI T 1 P 7 A T i 3, 3K
5350 A A BRI ) TN P 9 E AR, DLIE RT3 93 DR BN 7 AR N R AR AT 2 78ig 2 | A 73 i

M1 O AIA, ERERH], BRI 5 . R BN ST ER A AR CEE N X 38 LT 217 (4[] )
JiRE, BREIEREAT IE TR A . BE TN AR5 ) 35%.

WOER PR . LA B R REX T7 3 B AR O A N i 2 14 22 T Bl H 7 A%, X N B B2 A IE 17
TRIAER,  RETRIN S48 5 () 40%.

W BRSO R AR 24 PS8 MR a2 AR5 4838 N K 22 TC [BI AT R, 0 7 285 AT I [ T A
BE T A2 57 (1) 24%.  WABR XS 7 AT A ER B A 248 FSE AR DCHE N X I BRIE  ( 2 Te ml VA RS, Xt B 3
A IEF TR, BEFUEAZ R 23%.

4. 7ig
4.1, REFEBBRBRNES O

TR 4EfE E L B R BEm T B MELSWRRE, A B R IBUE AT &,
Thorson F1 Powell (1996)\ A7z A= b 55 AR B0 A8 F N SRR, Lo SR F S REH B AR, Ziv
(1981) FIBIFFE B H 5 A 75 Wl BRF A 77 T K7k v T 55 A, 1T 53 P £ ) el SRR 613 o R 1 3250k v T 4 A=
XRh S R T A B otk A AN

R FEAE W BRI AR AR P B0 3 v T RN, SRR 225 AR ) S48 58 R AR 0 v TR 222
T A BRI A 5 [R5 #AG S I PREE I RAE — S, I TR R A5 o B8 25 5 7 A LI AR A A WL
B4, MERSIMMUER . X5 0GRS M-8, 2013), HEEMB S B, ZFHFAR
. WEG SRR, AR 48 S (13 SR A TR AR AT 1A 2 T AN A B s, R
WAL FH W BB AT HE RS 15 B o X AE— B FRRE b 0] DU AR AN (14 DR 25 37 A R B 14 DK 25 37 A 1 W R U i
gy FBA KKK

TEALAE R ERAE S | WA BR B AR 4 55 R0 P38 4y EOMVAE T oS o B R s TR AR T2 VAR 72— D



Table 9. The regression prediction model of the mean and subscale of adaptability to sense of humor

7 9. BITHUBRRREITIE M 141 5 K 4y B ARE B TR 2

[R AR £ Z UK AH R € 25 R2 HEE R2 [ERAR RGN F {H
NP3 0.63 0.40 0.40 0.50 5.12"
2 )38 M 0.40 0.16 0.15 0.69 11.232"
T2 Il 3 8L 0.43 0.18 0.17 0.74 4.812"
Bl iE v 0.44 0.20 0.18 0.67 6.854™
IEE 359 0.50 0.25 0.24 0.53 21.205™"
EEZSCIVA 0.48 0.23 0.23 0.67 14.886™"
W 0.34 0.12 0.11 0.81 10.039"
18 S35 4y 0.60 0.36 0.35 0.43 6.544™
[R AR £ AR B PR B T P KE
LAENTR O 0.30 0.04 0.37 6.88 0.00 0.75
NP3 Aty R 0.25 0.05 0.30 5.07 0.00 0.62
HAZ iy BR 0.11 0.05 0.12 2.26 0.02 0.76
LENNRO I 0.31 0.06 0.30 5.29 0.00 0.92

2 )38 B
o 2R T A 0.19 0.06 0.19 3.35 0.00 0.92
g R T A 0.24 0.07 0.22 3.55 0.00 0.75
182 el 3 3 F R S X 7 7 0.20 0.07 0.17 2.82 0.01 0.76
1128 Wy B 0.16 0.07 0.15 2.19 0.03 0.62
FEAZ AR 0.21 0.07 0.21 2.97 0.00 0.57
A R A 0.21 0.06 0.22 358 0.00 0.75

Bk
EENDR Wi 0.21 0.07 0.20 3.14 0.00 071
ZEHA -0.13 0.05 -0.16 -2.62 0.01 0.75
AR B3 2 0.31 0.05 0.36 6.76 0.00 0.92

IS
Vi R B A7 0.20 0.04 0.25 461 0.00 0.92
EENTR Wi 0.20 0.06 0.38 6.92 0.00 0.92

EES3CIVA
W 2R T 0.21 0.05 0.21 3.86 0.00 0.92
P BRES 0.28 0.07 0.23 3.96 0.00 0.90

R
5 46 ) 0.18 0.06 0.19 3.17 0.00 0.90
[ ENTAS DI 0.24 0.04 0.32 5.85 0.00 0.76
& NLFE S350y Pl R T iR 0.21 0.04 0.30 5.36 0.00 0.75
12T Wy BR 0.11 0.04 0.15 2.56 0.01 0.62

AL, AEZ NS R HRE, SARPMAZRIILS W SIRE, BREFIEIHLS AR
2o Ziv (1981)IIBT Lt , MaBRBR T AESUH M i IR 10, 2 il 2 R0k LAy ZIAR BN B2 o

4.2. REFEBENENF RS
FEFLE NYERE B NBROR ARG N W A & B S AT 2 70 A G i T I A IR W] A

O,



PASERRR 77 Q20 & BRI, B e e AR . I 4 A e B BRI G S v BT . X 54075
(2013) KA ST — B RZHCLABEN MBI, 2 TR Bheliiir, WmELRHE A C. 1S AEEETA
G, BRSO, AR E RN BTR, TR QAR FrRURAET N E, R
IR So e o

FEFEMVIE N AT 7y ESCRHT S e T B IXRT RE A T R I e ML PR R R B, SORHI 2 S AR
TEBR N EA S 5%, HI AL BRI S ST R B8 2 T SORH 22 I ). BrBASCR A
Z IS TR A — 22 B CE XS, R ORI FR A A 5P — 28 (H 507 26 (2008) B TR W
REEHTAE R 2 IE S BERHE R T OORE, X AT RESZ i T3 DOR SCERRHESR AN R BP0, 510 48 B9 R 248
AIEAREEAMAEI, MAET S, ORI B L Z LB L, SOR A B 2 I ) K fRalk A 2
RN 55 57 B SRk RE .

FENBRIGRIE L 7] A 3 3 7 A8 4 R M- 25 73 SRR o AR 459 70 B 38 T AN R A, R Y
IR FR) K S50 A R N RE D e T AR 22 o S RT RE R DA ARORY 1) 2 A o T DT A 37 1R M7 M AZ B A B A
B, X TR ARAR A, TR AR SR A W e e A Al X 5 VB2 (2010) BB FAH — B

VNS S Ry VAL SN e T B IA L 5- 2201 i 8 ol w4 SR R 7 NS =51 S S R i o | 2 R e 24 1)
REEFAE, B 72 B K S AR ad N RE T i T AR A 7 2 iR A« X5 F 12 (2006) BT FEAH —
Bl BUE T ACRHBOR B RR R R T LSS RE . MBI A IR RAER” , K}
BRI BOR M IR AT A RE /T, WA 2 IS NS S BE, 3§ KACAEVE <5, K24
AR A T LAEAE th T2 B A SRR, SRZ SR A I & o B LA RT ST =, AR T L (V38 B g
AR AT

4.3 REFEMRMENEN XA

AR IANTEIL, 2 ek BRI S S YEBEY 5 IE N R IEAHSC . X UEWILE 2 To M ERR S 4R )% 115
Sy R, AR S R AR AT o X5 T ER(2011) AL — B0 Kuiper 25(1995) A 4 da BRI EL A FAK
ROV FABLRD, 2 T s 77 AT AE AN A G 0 B e AR B AR b, SR ERAR 0 Bty SR AN RS2
R AU, Wi R LA ER 0 2R B T A0, R e BRAR A K32 P AE H W AR R AT RE 2 e L R R
R J o

RIS 772X 1l TR AR A A 5 R A P2 AR 3 N0 3 2 ) [ 7 A, A9 0F 3 S A A I 1) FUA'E S
RE T &1 38 57 (1) 35.3%. Forabosco (1992)HIMIT 7t 2 T A BR 1 bRk B2 BE 71 RE 184> 44 S8k kn 1) A2 0 vh AR 2R
WEAE 2 4L, T DMREREAMALENBR S AR50 A2 2] 88 77 T ) R AFIE R . Alan Carr (2008) 878 32 B,
W BRIEAT BT NP IE] L3, e AR v vl BE A AL b SR B RAE AT, T e R L A A S A ) L2 Y
HERFIL .

SRR, A BRI A R R L) — R, BERB AR DR VE 2 N PR SN L, 7540 (s ] e R e %
DN RAR IR B[R R BE R sk F 2, i DU ROIR RGBS 77 K5 A4 B e BRIBCR A B AR TR B A S )
IS o

5. &g

(1) ERMBRYERE E B Ry B w T RA, AFlaEMgEE AR RE T HAE.

(2) TEUAERFIMREYESE bAoA B3 TR 2 A FENBR R RIER L APl AR I L FRlbad& B il
BEAEZ ATy b SRR A 2 e T A B2

(3) FEALAZHABRYESE . W BRERARLEFE RIS 2 70 b A 72 (KR 2 A B 25 v T AR AR T K30

O,



AR EgaraN
s

Ay FENBRRFRENYESE . R PG . PRla@ NYESE . L& AL . WA T 0 b, Ak
AP A RS AR W v AR A T R A

(4) EFNLIERNAT I ESCRER S8 A WL T B R R 22

(5) M BRIBAE B 2 A AF AR R 35 R IE ARG, A BRIBONS 38 AT I 1] FR TR 3

S E3Hk (References)

]%FH%(ZOlO) K—H A CH KRR E R R, LRHE, 2,62

PRIV, By di(2005). WaBRIERM B LS E: £ S BRI E R 2 Il A OFETIE, 26, 167-187.

THER, tlﬁ?(2008) AR SE B IE R R R OB ST I, 6(2), 89-93.

WAHE, EMz, 1RE, KEEQ010). X REHAEN IR BT 5. J I FE R B FFHR), 10, 65-68.
TIREN, IR, W75 (2005). (FEKZEAGNERY Mgt 05779517, 3(2), 95-101.

WARE, MG R, RERE(2003). LHEZAAEM i RIRHE L, 1582.

FUH 5(2008). ASERAE KA, (F45H T RZ G M HFHEIE. WS, WAL R, AR

A, TRIAIZE, BXRAK(2007). WaBRIBO AL IR R INIE . 7 [F 028 444, 21(12), 871-874.

INE(2013). JFZE T #t 2 HFGAAALEWEHIHFR LUK G A RFEAEAT T IO W3, IR R, 5F
FA.

FAHETR(2006). A 545 TR FFZ A ZEG 7L AR, FRiiekE, M.

T #(2011). B4ECEK, [EZEH 5 A FAEGMHIHZGIL. MWL, MM R, e,

TN, PREm, ﬁul§(2005). JLEMSEFRENERNRG SN, OHELRSHE, 1, 109-114.
HM(2002). K E T AIE L ) R S o SR RE . BRI Ll B F IR SR 5ER), 2(3), 66-68.
RE/INTT(2013). A 2L BUBLIEE,  PE) /i B 252 R - AT R A8, WS, WdEREE, i

Tk REE, HFRR, HEAQOLL). XI4EHE. K2AH EMBBOK . @RS QBB R, 70 7P 55,
19(11) 1366-1370.

%, SE(PF) (2008). FREES, FKTAEERR AN FA ALt PE Tk R 51. (Carr, A., 2008)

Boyle, G. J., & Joss-Reid, J. M. (2004). Relationship of Humour to Health: Psychometric Investigation. British Journal of
Health Psyehology, 9, 51-66. http://dx.doi.org/10.1348/135910704322778722

Chapman, A. J., & Foot, H. C. (1996). Humor and Laughter: Theory, Research, and Applications. New Brunswiek: Transae-
tion.

Forabosco, G. (1992). Cognitive Aspects of the Humor Process: The Concept of Incongruity. Humor—International Journal
of Humor Reseacher, 5, 45-68.

Gervais, M., & Wilson, D. S. (2005). The Evolution and Functions of Laughter and Humor: A Synthetic Approach. Quar-
terly Review of Biology, 80, 395-430. http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/498281

Kuiper, N. A., MeKenzie, S. D., & Belanger, K. A. (1995). Cognitive Appraisals and Individual Differences in Sense of
Humour. Motivational and Affective Implications. Personality and Individual Differences, 19, 359-372.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(95)00072-E

Thorson, J. A., & Powell, F. C. (1996). Women, Aging, and Sense of Humor. Humor, 9, 169-186.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/humr.1996.9.2.169

Ziv, A. (1981). The Self Concept of Adolescent Humorists. Journal of Adolescenee, 4, 187-197.



http://dx.doi.org/10.1348/135910704322778722
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/498281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(95)00072-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/humr.1996.9.2.169

	A Research on the Correlation of Humor and Adaptability in University Freshmen
	Abstract
	Keywords
	大学新生幽默感和适应性的相关研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 研究工具
	2.2.1. 多元幽默感量表
	2.2.2. 适应性量表

	2.3. 施测过程

	3. 研究结果
	3.1. 大学新生幽默感的特点分析
	3.1.1. 大学新生幽默感的特点

	3.2. 大学新生适应性的特点分析
	3.2.1. 大学新生适应性的特点

	3.3. 大学新生适应性与多元幽默感的相关分析
	3.4. 大学生多元幽默感对适应性的多元回归分析

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 大学新生幽默感的特点分析
	4.2. 大学新生适应性的特点分析
	4.3. 大学新生幽默感和适应性的关系分析

	5. 结论
	参考文献 (References)

