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 This study investigated whether married individuals’ relational humor styles were significant 
predictors of their marital satisfaction levels. The study was conducted with a total of 228 married 
participants (139 women and 89 men). The duration of marriage of the participants ranged from 1 to 
46 years (M = 9.34, SD = 10.37). The data were obtained by using the Marital Life Scale and Relational 
Humor Inventory. The data were tested with multiple regression analysis supported by 
bootstrapping process. According to the regression results, self-positive and self-negative relational 
humor styles significantly predicted their own marital satisfaction. On the other hand, self-
instrumental humor did not predict marital satisfaction significantly. Otherwise, marital satisfaction 
was significantly predicted by partner-positive, partner-negative, and partner-instrumental humor 
styles. The findings obtained in the study were discussed in accordance with the related literature 
and suggestions were made for the following studies 
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1. Introduction 

Marriages appears to be a transition stage toward creating their own family in an individual’s experience and 
is emphasized to be an important social ritual with the aim of meeting the emotional needs of individuals 
(Dildar, Sitwat, & Yasin, 2013). For some one of the most important interpersonal relationships of marriage is 
a source of happiness and satisfaction, while for others marriage is characterized as a worrying situation 
(Curun, 2006). This is because individuals raised with unique habits and spiritual values in different family 
environments have different expectations when they combine within a common structure (Velidedeoğlu-
Kavuncu, 2011). As a result, if these differing expectations are not met by the other partner, problems may 
occur in the relationship. However, considering everyone comes from different families and still marry, what 
is the difference for couples with balanced expectations who obtain high levels of satisfaction from the 
experience of marriage? The answer to this question has been a topic of curiosity for many researchers. 

Research into factors affecting marriage satisfaction are more interesting for several reasons. Firstly, marital 
satisfaction appears to be important in terms of forming the basis of individual well-being and family well-
being (Stack & Eshleman, 1998). Additionally, it is known that reducing problems in marriage and divorce is 
very important for obtaining satisfaction from marriage (Baucom, Shoham, Mueser, Daiuto, & Stickle, 1998). 
Building the foundations for a strong marriage and protecting this structure has many benefits for society, like 
preventing possible crimes (Laub, Nagin, & Sampson, 1998). As a result, research about marital satisfaction 
has great importance in the sense of both individuals and society. Research into factors increasing marital 
satisfaction of couples is necessary in terms of developing the required intervention methods (Hahlweg, 
Markman, Thurmaier, Engl, & Eckert, 1998). 
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Longitudinal research about marital satisfaction has stated that satisfaction falls after the first years of marriage 
and reaches the level of the first years again in later years, forming a curved path (Rollins & Feldman, 1970). 
However, currently this statement is invalid and it was revealed that the satisfaction individuals obtain from 
marital experiences does not reduce or increase according to monotonous periodic cycles; contrarily, 
satisfaction is a dynamic variable affected by many factors (Lee, Zarit, Rovine, Birditt, & Fingerman, 2011). For 
example, it appears the marital satisfaction of women undergoes a pronounced fall through the years 
compared to men (Kurdek, 2005). The results of the same research supported the view that the fall in marital 
satisfaction is affected by mental problems experienced by men and women in the first four years of marriage 
and perceptions related to their marriage. This research also revealed that the marital satisfaction of 
individuals differs in line with the interaction between partners. However, when marriage is discussed, there 
is a significant correlation between expressing affect and marital satisfaction (Waldinger et al., 2004). 

Expression of emotions occurs through a variety of pathways. For example, a person annoyed with their 
partner may express this by crying, shouting, sulking, or not speaking or a person happy with a gesture from 
their partner may show this by laughing, hugging or talking. Though different paths may be used to express 
negative and positive feelings, there is a common path to express these feelings and that is the use of humor 
(Martin, Puhlik-Doris, Larsen, Gray, & Weir, 2003). In marriage, humor may be used in a positive way to 
provide affection (Ammerman, 2002) or with the aim of regulating the relationship to resolve conflicts (de 
Koning & Weiss, 2002) or in a negative way to offend the other or express negative feelings (Saroglou, Lacour, 
& Demeure, 2010). For example, though men use humor in relationships more compared to women 
(Honeycutt & Brown, 1998), the content of this humor is negative in the form of hurting or demeaning the 
other (Saroglou et al., 2010).  

The positive use of humor appears to be as important as the presence of feelings like love, trust and affection 
and creating healthy communication to successfully maintain a marriage (Johari, 2004). In fact, humor is one 
of the traits most sought after by individuals in relationships and has a very important place in romantic 
relationships (Bressler & Balshine, 2006). Considering relational humor, it can be divided into three as positive, 
negative and instrumental humor. Humor is attractive and is emphasized to increase intimacy in relationships 
so positive relational humor may strengthen a romantic relationship (de Koning & Weiss, 2002). Negative 
relational humor may increase manipulation by using humor aggressively in the relationship and as a result 
may weaken romantic relationships. On the other hand, instrumental relational humor may be used to avoid 
problematic situations and lighten tension. These three relational humor types may be presented by both the 
individual and their partner in the relationship. As a result, humor may simultaneously provide clues about 
the quality of the relationship (de Koning & Weiss, 2002; Eckstein, Junkins & McBrien, 2003).  

The use of humor has a determinative role in sustaining affection in marriage and securing the connection 
between partners (Butzar & Kuiper, 2008). Transformation of discussions into a game in daily interactions, in 
addition to during conflicts, ending discussion enthusiastically and using humor appears to be necessary in 
terms of the continuity of the relationship (Driver & Gottman, 2004). Research investigating the correlation 
between marital satisfaction and the use of humor have shown that individuals using humor positively have 
higher marital satisfaction compared to those using humor negatively (Ammerman, 2002). Additionally, it 
was concluded that married individuals use humor more positively than divorced individuals (Saroglou et 
al., 2010). Individuals experiencing difficulty in adapting to marriage appear to have low sense of humor and 
use a more negative humor style (Kazarian & Martin, 2006). On the other hand, the use of negative humor 
appears to be very effective on the breakup of marriages (Eckstein et al., 2003). Similarly, high levels of 
negative communication are proposed to enhance marital stress (Gordon, Baucom, Epstein, Burnett, & Rankin, 
1999). 

Based on all this information and findings, this study aims to research the role of humor, which appears to be 
very important, in maintaining marriages and obtaining satisfaction from relationships. In line with this, the 
predictive role of relational humor styles of married individuals for marital satisfaction was investigated. The 
results of this research are important in terms of revealing the factors necessary to sustain positive 
communication in married life and to obtain satisfaction from marriage and will guide future research. 
Similarly, it is expected to contribute in terms of providing awareness for experts working in the field of 
marriage counseling about the humor styles used by partners when expressing feelings in the counseling 
process. 
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2. Method 

2.1. Study Group 

The study group in this research comprised married individuals living in Turkey. Care was taken that data 
obtained online were provided by married individuals with living partners. Of participants, 139 were female 
(61%) and 89 were male (39%). The ages of participants varied from 21-65 years (M = 34.68, SD = 9.34), while 
their partners’ ages were 21-69 years (M = 36.04, SD = 10.08). When marriage durations are considered, they 
varied from 1-46 years (M = 9.34, SD = 10.37). Demographic information related to participants are shown in 
Table 1. 

Table 1. Study group detailed information (N = 228) 
Variable  n (%) 
Education level Primary school 13 5.7 
 Middle School 8 3.5 
 High school 16 7.0 
 Associate degree 16 7.0 
 Bachelor degree 139 61.0 
 Graduate 36 15.8 
Perceived social economic status Low 20 8.7 
 Middle 108 47.8 
 High 100 43.8 
Occupational status Working 160 70.2 
 Not working 68 29.8 
Kinship with his/her wife Kindred 17 7.5 
 Non-kin 211 92.5 
Number of marriages One 223 97.8 
 More than one 5 2.2 
Number of children No children 85 37.3 
 Single child 69 30.3 
 Two children 52 22.8 
 Three or more children 22 9.6 
Whether he/she has received 
psychological support before 

Psychological support received 49 21.5 
Psychological support was not received 179 78.5 

2.2. Data Collection Tools 

2.2.1. Marital Life Scale (MLS): The MLS, developed by Tezer (1996), comprises 10 items (e.g., ‘most of my 
expectations from marriage were realized’) in a single dimension. The MLS has 5-point Likert type scoring 
from 1 (definitely disagree) to 5 (definitely agree). With possible points from 10 to 50, increasing points on the 
MLS represent increasing general satisfaction in marital relationships. Tezer (1996) reported the test-repeat 
test reliability for the MLS at a three-month interval was .85 with Cronbach alpha reliability coefficient of .91.  

2.2.2. Relational Humor Inventory (RHI): The RHI, developed by de Koing and Weiss (2002), comprises 34 
items. The inventory measures three sub-dimensions of positive, negative and instrumental relational humor 
of both the self and partner. The Turkish adaptation of the scale was completed by Bacanlı, İlhan and Cihan-
Güngör (2012). The Turkish form of the RHI comprises 32 items and three sub-dimensions like the original 
form. The researchers reported the validity and reliability of the scale. 

2.3. Data Analysis 

Multiple regression analysis was performed with the aim of identifying whether relational humor of married 
individuals predicted marital satisfaction. Before beginning hierarchic regression analysis, correlation analysis 
was performed to determine the relationships between variables and mean, standard deviation, skewness and 
kurtosis were examined. Additionally, the 10,000 bootstrapping procedure was used for regression analysis 
and confidence intervals were calculated. 
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3. Results 

Firstly, the research investigated the correlations between marital satisfaction and relational humor. In line 
with this, Table 2 gives the correlations between variables and the descriptive statistics for the variables. 

Table 2. Correlations among the variables and descriptive statistics 
Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
1. Marital satisfaction -       
2. Self-positive .54** -      
3. Self-negative -.22 .32** -     
4. Self-instrumental .16* .49** .52** -    
5. Partner-positive .50** .69** .10 .38** -   
6. Partner-negative -.31** .02 .39** .48** -.09 -  
7. Partner-instrumental .31** .57** .26** .56** .55** .37** - 

Mean 39.67 24.21 9.74 29.63 23.42 19.32 16.51 
SD 8.42 6.86 3.61 9.95 6.83 7.58 5.99 
Skewness -.79 -.38 .35 .06 -.27 .72 -.05 
Kurtosis .34 -.47 .13 -.32 -.62 .75 -.63 

Note. * p < .05; ** p < .001 

As seen in Table 2, marital satisfaction of married individuals has a significant correlation with relational 
humor. Marital satisfaction displays a positive significant correlation with self-positive humor (r = .54, p < .001) 
and self-instrumental humor (r = .16, p < .05). However, marital satisfaction was determined to have a negative 
and significant correlation with self-negative humor (r = -.22, p < .001). Marital satisfaction can be said to have 
positive significant correlations for partner-positive humor (r = .50, p < .001) and partner-instrumental humor 
(r = .31, p < .001) and a negative significant correlation for partner-negative humor (r = -.31, p < .001). 

After investigating correlations and determining there was no singularity between variables, regression 
analysis was used to check other variables. In this context, the Durbin-Watson value was investigated to 
confirm no collinearity between terms. The values were between 1.96 and 2.00 which abided by Field’s (2016) 
recommendation. Additionally, the variance inflation factor (VIF) was investigated to confirm there was no 
multicollinearity. Values varied from 1.33 to 1.94 which abided by the conditions given by Field (2016). As a 
result, it was decided the data were suitable for regression analysis. The results for the multiple regression 
analysis are presented in Table 3. 

Table 3. Multiple regression analysis results for predicting marriage satisfaction 

Variable Unstandardized 
 
 

Bootstrapping 
BCa 95% CI 

 
 

Standardized R2 F (2-224) 

 B SE B Lower 
limit 

Upper 
limit β t  

(Constant) 26.58 1.87 22.90 30.28 - 14.20 

.34 38.43** 
Self-positive .77 .08 .63 .93 .63** 10.09 
Self-negative -.45 .15 -.75 -.16 -.20** -3.05 
Self-instrumental -.04 .06 -.16 .07 -.05 -.72 
(Constant) 32.33 2.07 28.26 36.40 - 15.66 

.36 42.56** 
Partner-positive .39 .09 .22 .56 .32** 4.55 
Partner-negative -.45 .07 -.56 -.29 -.38** -6.17 
Partner-instrumental .39 .11 .19 .60 .30** 3.75 
Note. ** p < .001 

As seen in Table 3, the model where marital satisfaction was predicted by relational humor use by the self (F(2-

224) = 38.43, p < 001) and relational humor use by their partner (F(2-224) = 42.56, p < 001) was significant. When 
dealt with in detail, self-positive humor (β = .63, p < .001) and self-negative humor (β = -.20, p < .001) significantly 
predicted marital satisfaction, while self-instrumental humor (β = -.05, p > .05) did not significantly predict 
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marital satisfaction. These two variables with significant predictive value explained 34% of the total marital 
satisfaction (R2 = .34). 

The marital satisfaction of married individuals was significantly predicted by partner-positive humor (β = .32, 
p < .001), partner-negative humor (β = -.38, p < .001) and partner-instrumental humor (β = .30, p < .001). 
Relational humor use by their partner was understood to explain 36% of the total variance (R2 = .36) in marital 
satisfaction. 

4. Discussion and Conclusion 

This study investigated the predictive role of relational humor for marital satisfaction. In line with this, the six 
sub-dimensions of relational humor for self and partner (positive-instrumental-negative humor) were tested 
for whether they predict marital satisfaction or not. The results of the analysis observed that positive humor 
use by self and negative humor use by self significantly predicted marital satisfaction, while instrumental 
humor use by self did not significantly predict marital satisfaction. On the other hand, positive, negative and 
instrumental humor use by partners were identified to significantly predict marital satisfaction. These findings 
are discussed below in light of the literature. 

Positive humor appears to be a humor style ensuring partners become closer and feel appreciated in 
relationships (de Koning & Weiss, 2002). At this same time is has aspects that strengthen connections between 
partners (Ziv, 1988), and ensure a healthy communication style increasing warmth between partners to 
strengthen connections (Bippus, 2000). The appropriate use of humor in potential conflict situations, 
especially, is known to be a feature of couples obtaining high levels of relationship satisfaction (Driver & 
Gottman, 2004). Humor is a part of sustaining relationships in couples with high relationship satisfaction and 
they are known to frequently use it to develop affection (Haas & Stafford, 2005). Additionally, previous 
research has indicated similar results (e.g., de Koning & Weiss, 2002; Ünal & Akgün, 2019). Research has stated 
that positive humor has the potential to reduce conflict (Bippus, 2003) and contribute constructively to 
relationships (Haas & Stafford, 2005). Additionally, Saroglou et al. (2010) revealed that individuals using 
positive humor themselves gain high satisfaction in terms of marital satisfaction for both themselves and their 
partners. In this context, the determination that positive humor use by themselves and partners positively 
predicts marital satisfaction in the research may be said to be consistent with the relevant literature and logical. 

Negative humor is encountered as a humor style used to represent aggressiveness or to manipulate the 
opposite side (de Koning & Weiss, 2002). Humor may be used in negative form to provoke conflict during 
discussions between married couples and to not make hostility clear (Alberts, 1990). From this aspect, humor 
may cause distance in relationships (Jacobs, 1985). Especially when humor is used to demean the opposite 
side, the two partners cannot perceive this situation as constructive (Driver & Gottman, 2004). The use of 
humor in this way causes weakening of relationships. Similarly, a person’s perception of the use of negative 
humor by their partner appears to be associated with low marital satisfaction (de Koning & Weiss, 2002; Jacobs, 
1985). As a result, it is plausible that negative humor use by the individual and their partner negatively 
predicts marital satisfaction as revealed in this research. Additionally, similar results are observed in the 
relevant literature. Research has revealed that negative humor in romantic relationships is a factor which may 
reduce marital satisfaction (e.g., Johari, 2004). Additionally, according to the results of a meta-analysis by Hall 
(2017) negative relational humor negatively predicted marital satisfaction, as in the findings of this research. 

Instrumental humor represents the extent to which humor is used to prevent tension in a person’s 
relationships and in attempts to repair negative feelings (de Koning & Weiss, 2002). Instrumental relational 
humor is the use of humorous messages or behavior to reach a communication target specific to romantic 
relationships, like reducing stress or solving problems (Hall, 2013). Humor used only in this fashion, in other 
words narrowing the use of humor as a tool, is stated not to positively affect relationships in the literature 
(Hall, 2017). The use of humor instrumentally may be an indicator of directing conflict, expressing hidden 
thoughts and the need to apologize in relationships (Campbell, Martin, & Ward, 2008; de Koning & Weiss, 
2002) and this are more common in relationships with less satisfaction. Additionally, this style of humor may 
be characterized as avoiding humor (de Koning & Weiss, 2002). Generally, it appears that a feature of this type 
of humor is to change the focus of conversation during conflict (Butzer & Kuiper, 2008) and to completely 
avoid talking (Alberts, 1990). In line with this, it was revealed not to affect relationship satisfaction in the scope 
of a meta-analysis (Hall, 2017). Within the scope of this research, consistent with the literature, instrumental 
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humor used by the self negatively predicted marital satisfaction. However, also within the research, the use 
of instrumental research by the partner appeared to positively predict marital satisfaction. This situation is 
thought to be due to instrumental humor having the trait of creating a positive moment (de Koning & Weiss, 
2002) by distracting negative feelings and reducing tension during conflict discussions. 

It is necessary to consider limitations when assessing the findings obtained in this study. Firstly, there is a 
limitation due to the cross-sectional design of the study. At this point caution is recommended when dealing 
with causative relationships between the study variables. Additionally, there are limitations due to the nature 
of the scale tools used. Concepts should only be assessed within the scope of these self-report scale tools and 
future studies should include scale tools based on different techniques.  

With all these limitations, it appears significant findings were obtained about how married individuals may 
experience more quality in their marital lives. It may be stated that married individuals should use positive 
relational humor to strengthen their marital satisfaction and reduce the use of negative relational humor. 
Additionally, instrumental humor use by partners was determined to be an element that may increase marital 
satisfaction. 

References 

Alberts, J. K. (1990). The use of humor in managing couples’ conflict interactions. In D. D. Cahn (Ed.), Intimates 
in Conflict: A Communication Perspective (pp. 105-120). Routledge. doi: 10.4324/9780203062852 

Ammerman, M. C. (2002). Gender differences in the use of humor in intimate relationships and marital adjustment. 
Unpublished Doctoral Dissertation. Peperdine University, USA. 

Bacanlı, H., İlhan, T., & Güngör, H. C. (2012). İlişkisel Mizah Envanterinin Türkçe'ye uyarlanması: Geçerlik ve 
güvenirlik çalışması. Türk Psikolojik Danışma ve Rehberlik Dergisi, 4(37), 11-23. 

Baucom, D. H., Shoham, V., Mueser, K. T., Daiuto, A. D., & Stickle, T. R. (1998). Empirically supported couple 
and family interventions for marital distress and adult mental health problems. Journal of Consulting 
and Clinical Psychology, 66(1), 53-88. doi: 10.1037/0022-006X.66.1.53 

Bippus, A. M. (2000). Humor usage in comforting episodes: Factors predicting outcomes. Western Journal of 
Communication, 64(4), 359-384. doi: 10.1080/10570310009374682 

Bressler, E. R., & Balshine, S. (2006). The influence of humor on desirability. Evolution and Human 
Behavior, 27(1), 29-39. doi: 10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2005.06.002 

Butzer, B., & Kuiper, N. A. (2008). Humor use in romantic relationships: The effects of relationship satisfaction 
and pleasant versus conflict situations. The Journal of Psychology, 142(3), 245-260. doi: 
10.3200/JRLP.142.3.245-260 

Campbell, L., Martin, R. A., & Ward, J. R. (2008). An observational study of humor use while resolving conflict 
in dating couples. Personal Relationships, 15(1), 41-55. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-6811.2007.00183.x 

Curun, F. (2006). Yüklemeler, iletişim çatışmaları, cinsiyet ve cinsiyet rolü yönelimi ile evlilik doyumu 
arasındaki ilişki. Yayınlanmamış Doktora Tezi, Ankara Üniversitesi. 

de Koning, E., & Weiss, R. L. (2002). The relational humor inventory: functions of humor in close relationships. 
The American Journal of Family Therapy, 30(1), 1-18. doi: 10.1080/019261802753455615 

Dildar, S., Sitwat, A., & Yasin, S. (2013). Intimate enemies: Marital conflicts and conflict resolution styles in 
dissatisfied married couples. Middle-East Journal of Scientific Research, 15(10), 1433-1439. Doi: 
10.5829/idosi.mejsr.2013.15.10.11581 

Driver, J. L., & Gottman, J. M. (2004). Daily marital interactions and positive affect during marital conflict 
among newlywed couples. Family Process, 43(3), 301-314. doi: 10.1111/j.1545-5300.2004.00024.x 

Eckstein, D., Junkins, E., & McBrien, R. (2003). Ha, ha, ha: Improving couple and family healthy humor 
(healthy humor quotient). The Family Journal, 11(3), 301-305. doi: 10.1177/1066480703252869 

Field, A. (2016). Discovering statistics using IBM SPSS Statistics. London: Sage. 
Gordon, K. C., Baucom, D. H., Epstein, N., Burnett, C. K., & Rankin, L. A. (1999). The interaction between 

marital standards and communication patterns: How does it contribute to marital adjustment? Journal 
of Marital and Family Therapy, 25, 211-223. doi: 10.1111/j.1752-0606.1999.tb01123.x 



International Journal of Psychology and Educational Studies, 2020, 7(2), 72-78 

 

78 

Haas, S. M., & Stafford, L. (2005). Maintenance behaviors in same-sex and marital relationships: A matched 
sample comparison. The Journal of Family Communication, 5(1), 43-60. doi: 10.1207/s15327698jfc0501_3 

Hahlweg, K., Markman, H. J., Thurmaier, F., Engl, J., & Eckert, V. (1998). Prevention of marital distress: Results 
of a German prospective longitudinal study. Journal of Family Psychology, 12(4), 543-556. doi: 
10.1037/0893-3200.12.4.543 

Hall, J. A. (2013). Humor in long-term romantic relationships: The association of general humor styles and 
relationship-specific functions with relationship satisfaction. Western Journal of Communication, 77(3), 
272-292. doi: 10.1080/10570314.2012.757796 

Hall, J. A. (2017). Humor in romantic relationships: A meta-analysis. Personal Relationships, 24(2), 306-322. doi: 
10.1111/pere.12183 

Honeycutt, J. M., & Brown, R. (1998). Did you hear the one about?: Typological and spousal differences in the 
planning of jokes and sense of humor in marriage. Communication Quarterly, 46(3), 342-352. doi: 
10.1080/01463379809370106 

Jacobs, E. C. (1985). The functions of humor in marital adjustment. Doctoral dissertation, New School for Social 
Research. 

Johari, M. (2004). Humour and marital quality: Is humour style associated with marital success?. Unpublished Master 
Dissertation. Wilfrid Laurier University, Canada. 

Kazarian, S. S., & Martin, R. A. (2006). Humor styles, culture-related personality, well-being, and family 
adjustment among Armenians in Lebanon. Humor, 9(4): 405-423. doi: 10.1515/HUMOR.2006.020 

Kurdek, L. A. (2005). Gender and marital satisfaction early in marriage: A growth curve approach. Journal of 
Marriage and Family, 67(1), 68-84. doi: 10.1111/j.0022-2445.2005.00006.x 

Laub, J. H., Nagin, D. S., & Sampson, R. J. (1998). Trajectories of change in criminal offending: Good marriages 
and the desistance process. American Sociological Review, 225-238. doi: 10.2307/2657324 

Lee, J. E., Zarit, S. H., Rovine, M. J., Birditt, K. S., & Fingerman, K. L. (2012). Middle-aged couples’ exchanges 
of support with aging parents: patterns and association with marital satisfaction. Gerontology, 58(1), 
88-96. doi: 10.1159/000324512 

Martin, R. A., Puhlik-Doris, P., Larsen, G., Gray, J., & Weir, K. (2003). Individual differences in uses of humor 
and their relation to psychological well-being: Development of the Humor Styles 
Questionnaire. Journal of Research in Personality, 37(1), 48-75. doi: 10.1016/S0092-6566(02)00534-2 

Rollins, B. C., & Feldman, H. (1970). Marital satisfaction over the family life cycle. Journal of Marriage and the 
Family, 32(1), 20-28. doi: 10.2307/349967 

Saroglou, V., Lacour, C., & Demeure, M. E. (2010). Bad humor, bad marriage: Humor styles in divorced and 
married couples. Europe’s Journal of Psychology, 6(3), 94-121. doi: 10.5964/ejop.v6i3.210 

Stack, S., & Eshleman, J. R. (1998). Marital status and happiness: A 17-nation study. Journal of Marriage and the 
Family, 60(2), 527-536. doi: 10.2307/353867 

Tezer, E. (2016). Evlilik ilişkisinden sağlanan doyum: Evlilik yaşamı ölçeği. Türk Psikolojik Danışma ve Rehberlik 
Dergisi, 2(7), 1-7. 

Ünal, Ö. ve Akgün, S. (2019). Yakın ilişkilerde mizah tarzları, evlilik uyumu ve evlilik doyumu ilişkisi. Nesne, 
7(15), 184-200. 

Velidedeoğlu Kavuncu, N. (2011). Kadın Erkek İllişkilerinde Sorunlar ve Çözümleri. Ankara: Efil Yayınevi. 
Waldinger, R. J., Schulz, M. S., Hauser, S. T., Allen, J. P., & Crowell, J. A. (2004). Reading others' emotions: The 

role of intuitive judgments in predicting marital satisfaction, quality, and stability. Journal of Family 
Psychology, 18(1), 58-71. doi: 10.1037/0893-3200.18.1.58 

Ziv, A. (1988). Teaching and learning with humor: Experiment and replication. The Journal of Experimental 
Education, 57(1), 4-15. doi: 10.1080/00220973.1988.10806492 


	6. Relational Humor and Marital Satisfaction in Married Individuals



