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#& 1 crosstabulation( 32 X 7B R )

humor # sex crosstabulation

sex

humor total
female single male single female in mixed male in mixed
count 95 31 59 51 236
solidarity
Expected count 77.6 57.1 50.1 51.2 236.0
count 38 78 32 50 198
power
Expected count 65.1 47.9 42.0 43.0 198.0
count 67 38 38 31 174
psychology
Expected count 57.2 42.1 36.9 37.8 174.0
count 200 147 129 132 608
total
Expected count 200.0 147.0 129.0 132.0 608.0
p<0.05 x? =54.479%, df=6, N =199
% 2 The probability figures for overall functions ( ZE A IhEERIHTRE)
humor femalesingle malesingle femalein mixed malein mixed
solidarity — based function 0.48 0.21 0.46 0.39
power — based function 0.19 0.53 0.25 0.38
psychological function 0.33 0.26 0.29 0.23
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%3 0dds ratios for overall function( BEINEEHILLSEE)

humor FS - MS MS - FS FM - FS FS -FM MS - MM MM - MS FM - MM MM - FM
solidarity 3.41 - - 3.15 - 2.37 1.41 -
power - 4.91 1.43 - 1.85 - - 1.85
psychological 1.40 - - 1.20 1.67 - 1.37 -
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