2007, 5(1): 65 69
Studies of Psychology and Behavior

(2
©)

B844.2

(subjective well- being,

1

[2

Hotard ,

[45]

. 2006-9-15

[13]

430079)
(1)
(4
, 671
@ ,
2
2.1
330
: 294 118
176 9% 51
7, 24 29
L] 23 1
2.2
2.2.1 ( )
Eysenck EPQ
“EPQ- RSC
1 48 1
0.33~0.64

Email: yyguo@mail.ccnu.edu.cn



66 5
0.67~0.88 & 3.2
2.2.2
Zimet , ,
( ) 1
12 : 7 : ( ) ( )
o] 0.87 0.85 0.88, ( ) ( )
085 0.75 085 % 7<-1 -1<z<1 7>1
2.2.3
Fazio , , ,
; 0.48
, 056 0.88 , F (6,282) =1.69, p>
0.91, 0.95, 0.05, ;
0.85, (PEI, PSS CHQ) F (2,282) =3.52, p<0.05;
0.41, 040 0.10; F (3,282) =15.59, p<0.01
MMPI) 0.35 @ : :
2.3 (112.8+11.9) ,
SPSS11.5 , (118.2+10.8) ;
(114.2+12.1)
(1 109.7 £12.8)
3 (104.81+13.6)
3.1 3.3
109.75,
84.5,
=3299, p<0.01 (M=109.8, , ;
SD=13.25) (M=109.7, SD=
13.08) t (1,293) =0.15, p>0.05 , 1
1
E N p
0.14* -0.23** -0.15%*
0.28** -0.11 -0.19%*
0.26%* -0.18%* -0.20%* 0.77** 0.93**
0.29%* -0.58** -0.08 0.21%* 0.23** 0.25%*
© *p<0.05, **p<0.01,
| ’[1,31
37.7%; , Q 0.9440, W=
' 16.54, a>0.05
10.6%, 2



67

1
2
Bate t R? F
0.10 2.08*
-0.54 10.85***
-0.04 -0.94 0.38 34.87*%*
0.13 2.37*
0.02 0.28
0.26 4,497+
-0.04 -0.71 0.11 11.40%**
-0.17 -3.07**
: **+p<0,001
( wotitE ) ,
“ . 0,267 ’
' “
O L ERUER A
— 017 —x ,
e Il 0.78 -
E ARER, e L )
Stokes [ ,
(23]
(1.2
13
10]
. : ( )
[11,12] [5.15.16,17]
[13] n o 19]



68

5

[5,15,18,19]

[4

Vitterso ,
[“

[20]

Rotheram

Borus ,
[21]

[21]

[6]

1 Diener E d, Suh E M, Lucas R, et al. Subjective well- being:
Three decades of progress. 1999, 125

@) : 276~302

Psychological Bulletin,

2 Diener E, Biswas- Diener R. New directions in subjective well-
being research: The cutting edge. Indian Journal of Clinical
Psychology, 2000, 27 (1) : 21~33

3 Hotard S R, McFatter R M, McWhirter R M, et al. Interactive
effects of extraversion, neuroticism, and social relationships on
subjective well- being. Journal of Personality and Social Psychol-

ogy, 1989, 57 (2) : 321~331

10

11

12

13

14

1

o

17

Vitterso J. Personality traits and subjective well- being: Emotion
stability, not extraversion, is probably the important predictor.
Personality and Individual Differences, 2001, 31 (6) : 903~914

Schimmack U, Radhakrishnan P, Oishi S, et al. Culture, person-
ality, and subjective well-being: Integrating process models of
life satisfaction.

2002, 82 (4) : 582~593

Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,

, 2003, 9 (4) : 22~28
, 2004, 18 (1) : 61~62

(EPQ- RSC) , 2000, (3) : 317~323

, 1999
( ) , 69~74
2002, 10 (3) : 290~294
Yuki M. Inter- group comparison versus intra- group relationships:
A cross- cultural examination of social identity theory in North
American and East Asian cultural contexts.

Quarterly, 2003, 66 (2) : 166~183

Social Psychology

, 1993

, 1991
Cheng H, Furnham A. Personality, peer relations, and self- confi-
dence as predictors of happiness and loneliness. Journal of Ado-
lescence, 2002, 25 (3) : 327~339
Gutierrez J, Jimenez B M, Hernandez E G, et al. Personality
and subjective well - being: Big 5 correlates and demographic
variables. Personality and Individual Differences, 2005, 38 (7) :
1561~1569
Brebner J, Donaldson J, Kirby N, et al. Relationships between
happiness and personality. Personality and Individual Differences,
1995, 19 (2) : 251~258
Leslie J, Francis. Happiness is a thing called stable extraversion:
A further examination of the relationship between the Oxford
Happiness Inventory and Eysenck's dimensional model of per-
Individual Differences,

sonality and gender. Personality and

1999, 26 (1) : 5~11

18 Weiss A, King J, Perkins L. Personality and subjective well- be-



1 69

ing in Orangutans. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 20 Markus H, Kitayama S. Culture and the self: Implications for

2006, 90 (3) : 501~511 cognition, emotion, and motivation. Psychological Review, 1991,
19 Diener E, Oishi S, Lucas R. Personality, culture, and subjective 98 (2) : 226~234

well- being: Emotional and cognitive evaluations of life. Annual 21

Review of Psychology, 2003, 54, 403~425 , 2003 (5) : 351~353

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PERSONALITY, SOCIAL SUPPORT, AND
SUBJECTIVE WELL-BEING

You Jin, Guo Yongyu
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079)

Abstract

The current research aimed to explore the relationships among college students’ personality, social support
and subjective well-being using questionnaire survey. The results showed: 1) there was no gender difference on
college students' subjective well- being; 2) college students of different personality types had significantly different
subjective well- being: the sanguine ones had the highest subjective well- being, while the melancholy people had
the lowest subjective well-being; 3) although personality types varied, all the college students' subjective well- be-
ing increased with social support equally; 4) neuroticism, extraversion, out- family social support were stronger pre-
dictors for subjective well-being but the relationship between extraversion and subjective well- being was mediated
by out- family social support.

Key words subjective well-being, personality type, personality trait, social support.
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EYE MOVEMENT STUDY ON THE OPTIMAL PRESENTATION OF DYNAMIC
CHINESE TEXT

Zang Chuanli, Bai Xuejun, Yan Guoli, Wang Zhengguang
(Academy of Psychology and Behavior in Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300074)

Abstract

Eyelink  eye tracker was used to explore the characteristics and rules of reading dynamic Chinese text.
The results showed when the display speed was more than 360 character/minute, compared with the RSVP con-
dition, participants in the scrolling/leading format had shorter average fixation duration, shorter saccade length,
more fixation count, greater reading efficiency, and more preference. While the display speed was less than 240
character/minute, there were no difference on the average fixation duration and the fixation count for the two dis-
play format. The window size effect was not significant in scrolling/leading format, but in RSVP condition, a large
window (10 or 15 characters) may facilitate reading.
Key words dynamic text, optimization, eye movement.



