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Abstract 

This paper examines the construct validity of the Humor Styles Questionnaire (HSQ) – 

that is, whether scores on the scale adequately reflect adaptive or maladaptive humor use 

which is causally related to psychosocial well-being, and considers how research on 

distinct groups of people defined in terms of their style profiles can clarify the nature of 

the styles. A number of concerns about scale content are raised, including that coverage 

of relevant issues and wording of some scale items are problematic; rating scales used to 

assess humor use require revision; the extent of influence of non-humor components of 

the items is unclear; and the items associated with any style do not accurately indicate its 

motivation. Findings concerning style profiles indicate the same style can perform 

different functions for different people (relationship/stimulation seeking, or self-defense) 

and also differ from those typically observed in studies of HSQ convergent, divergent, 

and criterion validity. Further research should take into account the methodological issues 

discussed and focus on the style profiles and humor content and structure preferences of 

humor users and their audiences. Reasons to view the styles as predictive of but not 

causally related to psychosocial well-being are also provided. 

Keywords: HSQ construct validity; humor and psychological well-being; humor style 

profiles 
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Sense of humor is an individual difference construct which is of research interest in many 

academic disciplines as well as being the subject of popular media attention. People’s 

sense of humor includes features of humor liked and used, ability to create and 

comprehend humor, propensity to interpret various everyday experiences including one’s 

own behavior as humorous, memory for situations which can evoke humor, and 

frequency of humor production (Ruch 1998). 

One aspect of sense of humor which has attracted a great deal of research attention 

concerns the relationship of humor use to psychosocial well-being. Martin et al. 

(2003) noted that such a connection is expected but that empirical evidence supporting it 

was weak possibly because the instruments used up to that time to assess sense of humor 

do not distinguish potentially adaptive from maladaptive humor use and that one kind of 

use in the absence of the other might be related to positive or negative well-being. In 

order to address that issue Martin et al. developed the Humor Styles Questionnaire (HSQ) 

which is based on a model of humor use derived from a review of theoretical and clinical 

literature about the relationship between humor and well-being. Two motives for humor 

use – enhancement of the self and enhancement of one’s relationships with others, and 

two ways of manifesting each motive – benign (adaptive) or detrimental (maladaptive) to 

self or others – were suggested and provide the basis for the styles proposed. In 

particular, self-enhancement can be attempted through a positive (self-enhancing) humor 

style or a negative (aggressive) style and relationship enhancement can involve a style 

which is positive (affiliative) or negative (self-defeating) (see Martin et al. 2003: 52–54). 

Each of the four styles is indexed by one of the four eight item self-report scales 

corresponding to it in the HSQ. As stated by Martin et al. (2003 p. 51) “The HSQ is not 

viewed as a comprehensive measure of all components of sense of humor … but rather it 

focuses on the interpersonal and intrapsychic functions that humor is made to serve by 

individuals in their everyday lives and particularly those functions that are considered 

most relevant to psychosocial well-being.” 

This paper examines the construct validity of the HSQ – that is, whether scores on the 

scale adequately reflect adaptive or maladaptive humor use for self or relationship 
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enhancement which is causally related to psychosocial well-being (Martin et al. 2003: 

51). Although some researchers use the term construct validity to refer just to test 

convergent and divergent validity – see for example,Heintz and Ruch (2015: 614), 

according to Urbina (2004: 158, 162) current thinking about construct validity is that it 

should be viewed as one all-inclusive concept which encompasses test content, patterns 

of convergence and divergence characteristic of test scores, and relationships of test 

scores to criteria the test was designed to assess or predict. Accordingly, all of those 

features will be examined in regard to the HSQ’s construct validity and several issues 

requiring further examination are identified. In addition, it is suggested that findings 

concerning distinct groups of people differentiated from each other in terms of their 

profiles on the HSQ styles provide a more accurate indication about several aspects of the 

styles than does analysis of just single HSQ styles and various suggestions about how 

research on style profiles can productively proceed are provided. 

2 HSQ construct validity 

2.1 HSQ content 

A test’s content validity refers to its coverage of and relevance to the constructs it was 

designed to index. Ideally, test content will appear in the intended way to those taking the 

test – that is, the test will have face validity (Urbina 2004: 168). However, several 

questions can be raised regarding the appropriateness of HSQ content which are 

considered in the remainder of this section. 

2.1.1 Which motivations for humor use are indexed by the HSQ? 

The alleged motivations for the HSQ styles are described in Martin et al. (2003: 51–53). 

Now, although for some people affiliative and self-defeating styles might be motivated 

by a desire for relationship enhancement, and the self-enhancing and aggressive styles 

could reflect a desire for self-bolstering as they suggest, it is possible that for others those 

styles reflect different motivations. Specifically, the affiliative style could be motivated 

by a desire for maintenance/enhancement of a positive self-concept – attempting to 
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maintain or bolster one’s positive mental health by being positive to others which 

hopefully increases the likelihood they will also be positive to oneself or at least not 

negative; the aggressive style might reflect a desire to bond with one’s valued associates 

by attacking “out-group” members; the self-defeating style might be motivated by a 

desire to deny to oneself and others that there are psychosocial problems which in turn 

could perform a self-enhancing function, and the self-enhancing style could be useful for 

increasing one’s attractiveness to social groups whose acceptance one desires 

(seeGalloway 2010; Martin et al. 2003). Galloway (2010) has examined these 

possibilities empirically as discussed in Section 2.2. The results of that study are 

consistent with the abovementioned possibilities. Specifically, for some people a given 

style seems to be motivated by a desire for relationship enhancement whereas for others 

the same style appears to reflect a self-enhancement motivation. 

2.1.2 Is the HSQ relevant to all of the proposed features of the 

styles? 

Heintz and Ruch (2015) indicate that some features of the definitions or descriptions of 

three of the styles are not mentioned in the HSQ operationalizations of them. For 

example, items in the affiliative scale make no mention of aspects of friendly teasing; the 

self-enhancing scale does not include mention of the benign aspect concerning others the 

style is supposed to be characterized by; and the aggressive scale does not refer to use of 

such humor to enhance oneself. Heintz and Ruch’s investigation of this issue is discussed 

in Section 2.2. 

2.1.3 Does Item Response Theory analysis support the adequacy of 

HSQ content? 

As indicated by Urbina (2004: pp. 238–242) item response theory provides an alternative 

to classical test theory for the development of new tests and evaluation of existing tests 

(seeCappelleri et al. 2014: 654–661 for a detailed description of the features of IRT and 

requirements for such analysis). Silvia and Rodriguez (2020) have used Item Response 
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Theory (IRT) to examine HSQ content and have made several suggestions for further 

research on the scale. Specifically, they propose that examination of the HSQ should: 

1. examine the relative merits of using a three-, four-and five-point rating scale. 

2. aim to make difficulty and readability of scale items and number of reversed 

items per scale more comparable and avoid simple negation wording for reversed 

items. 

3. revise or delete less informative scale items (see pp. 12–13). 

2.2 Patterns of convergence and divergence 

characteristic of scores on the HSQ styles 

One aspect of the construct validity of a test concerns whether test scores show the 

expected positive or negative relationships with other constructs they should be related to 

(convergence) and absence of a relationship with constructs they should not be related to 

(divergence) (Urbina 2004: 171). Aspects of the HSQ examined regarding these issues 

are as follows. 

2.2.1 Internal consistency of style items 

Measures of scale reliability as well as factor analysis of the items conducted by Martin 

et al. (2003)indicate that style internal consistency is satisfactory. Specifically, they found 

that reliabilities (indexed by Cronbach alpha) of the items associated with a given style 

were acceptable (ranging from 0.77 to 0.81). A principal components factor analysis of 

the 32 HSQ items indicated that a four factor solution was best with all items loading 

above 0.40 (with most above 0.50) on the factor they were supposed to be associated with 

and less than 0.25 (most below 0.10) on the other factors. The four factor model was also 

tested using a confirmatory factor analysis and was found to provide a good fit to the 

data. In addition, Item Response Theory analysis by Silvia and Rodriquez (2020: 7–8) 

regarding reliability and dimensionality of the HSQ scales also supports their 

acceptability. 
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However, Reff (2006) factor analyzed a revised version of the HSQ designed to 

overcome difficulties he claimed characterized the content of the original version – 

specifically, that the situations asked about are “vague and general” (p. 37) and in need of 

a more specific characterization (p. 38). To address this issue Reff constructed items to 

index the styles that mention a specific situation as well as a humorous response to it. The 

factor analysis of participants’ ratings of Reff’s situation-response version of the HSQ 

identified three not four styles – the two negative styles aggressive and self-defeating and 

just one positive style comprising the alleged affiliative and self-enhancing items. 

However, a possible reason for the failure to identify the two positive styles proposed in 

the original HSQ is that all of Reff’s revised affiliative and self-enhancing items mention 

negative life events and a humorous response to them. The use of humor to cope is one of 

the characteristics proposed by Martin et al. (2003: 53) for the self-enhancing style. 

Given this, the positive style identified in Reff’s study might really relate to self-

enhancement and his findings do not provide strong evidence against the four styles 

included in the original HSQ. 

2.2.2 Style intercorrelations 

The test-retest reliabilities identified by Martin et al. for each style administered on two 

separate occasions separated by one week were all significant and 0.80 or above (p. 60) 

which indicates that the test scores are stable which is expected if the HSQ indexes trait 

rather than state features of humor use. However, several of the correlations between the 

different styles were significant. Research by Galloway (2010) on individual differences 

in people’s profiles on all of the HSQ styles also indicates that the styles are related. 

Specifically, Galloway identified four distinct style profiles: (1) above average on all 

styles, (2) below average on all styles, (3) above average on the positive styles and below 

average on the negative styles, and (4) above average on the negative styles and below 

average on the positive ones. These results can be seen as being consistent with Martin et 

al.’s view that the distinction between positive and negative uses of humor is one of 

degree and not a dichotomy and that the same humor style can perform different 

functions (pp. 52–53). 
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2.2.3 Relationships of the HSQ styles to other measures of sense of 

humor 

Associations of HSQ styles to various established sense of humor measures were 

examined byMartin et al. (2003: 63–65). The positive correlations observed for the 

positive HSQ styles with the other humor-related scales in general support the 

appropriateness of those styles – they are related to other measures of allegedly the same 

thing. The divergence of the aggressive and self-defeating styles from some other humor 

scales indicated by nonsignificant correlations can also be seen as supporting the 

contention that, as they were designed to do, the HSQ negative styles index different 

aspects of sense of humor from the features assessed in those other scales. 

Ruch and Heintz (2013) also observed nonsignificant correlations of the HSQ aggressive 

and self-defeating styles to other measures of humor (the Sense of Humor Scale –

 McGhee 1999, the Short Measure of Adult Playfulness – Proyer 2012, and the Coping 

Humor Scale – Martin and Lefcourt 1983). These humor measures were significantly 

related to the affiliative and self-enhancing styles. However, they also examined another 

version of the HSQ which kept reference to humor but excluded mention of the context 

of humor use (the Humor HSQ – see Ruch and Heintz 2013: 21–22 for the items used) 

for each of the four styles. The Humor HSQ scales for the affiliative and self-enhancing 

styles were significantly related to all of the other humor measures. However, contrary 

to Martin et al.’s (2003) claim that the HSQ indexes negative aspects of humor not 

assessed by other humor scales it was observed that, with the exception of the Coping 

Humor Scale, the Humor HSQ scales for the aggressive and self-defeating 

styles were significantly related to the other humor measures examined. Ruch and Heintz 

(2013) argued that these results “challenge the novelty and unfavourableness of the 

humor components of the aggressive and self-defeating humor styles” (p. 19). 

2.2.4 Associations of the styles with socially desirable response bias 

Socially desirable response bias (SDR) refers to the tendency of some people to portray 

themselves in a manner they deem more socially/politically desirable or acceptable. Two 
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classes of such bias have been identified – impression management (consciously 

misrepresenting one’s views in order to impress others), and self-deceptive positivity (an 

honest but overly positive self-presentation) (Paulhus 1991: 21). 

Martin et al. (2003) used the Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale (MCSD) 

(Crowne and Marlowe 1960) to examine whether SDR is associated with the HSQ styles. 

It was observed that the affiliative, self-enhancing, and self-defeating styles were not 

significantly related to scores on the MCSD but scores on the aggressive style were – 

lower scores on that style were associated with higher SDR. However, as Martin et al. 

point out the correlation between scores on the aggressive style and the MCSD is not 

unexpected because both concern propensity to admit to negatives about oneself – that is, 

the two scales are measuring the same thing (p. 57). 

However, the MCSD indexes impression management (Paulhus 1991: 29) but there are 

grounds to expect that the positive styles might be related to self-deceptive positivity. 

Specifically, self-esteem is positively related to those styles (Galloway 2010) and to self-

deceptive positivity (Ewert and Galloway 2009). This type of SDR can be controlled 

using the Paulhus Balanced Inventory of Desirable Responding (BIDR) 

(Paulhus 1991: 37). Additionally, a more detailed examination of impression 

management can be undertaken by reference to faking good/faking bad (Anastasi 

and Urbina 1997: 374–376). Although faking good should be positively related to 

positive impression management which does not appear to be a problem for the HSQ 

styles, the propensity of some people to portray themselves in a negative way (which in 

regard to the HSQ would involve dishonest high self-ratings on the negative styles and 

low ratings on the positive ones) needs to be considered. 

2.2.5 Relationships of the HSQ styles to their target constructs 

Heintz and Ruch (2015) investigated whether the indexes of the four styles provided by 

the HSQ are associated in the expected ways with the features supposed to characterize 

each one. Specifically, they examined the relationship between HSQ scores and the 
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motivations Martin et al. (2003)attributed to the styles – their definitions, as well as the 

descriptions of each style they provided – their expected behavioral manifestations. In 

regard to convergent validity, the HSQ index of the self-defeating style was highly 

correlated with its definition and description. However, although the HSQ measures of 

the other three styles were highly correlated with their descriptions, they were not as 

strongly related to their definitions (p. 619). Regarding the divergent validity of scores on 

the HSQ in regard to their definitions and descriptions the aggressive and self-defeating 

styles were generally satisfactory, but the affiliative and self-enhancing styles were 

difficult to distinguish from each other (p. 620). 

However, Martin (2015) has questioned the relevance of Heintz and Ruch’s findings to 

HSQ convergent and divergent validity. Specifically, he raises the methodological 

concerns that: Heintz and Ruch’s study used only one measurement approach; the 

psychometric properties of the items used to index the motivations and expected 

manifestations assumed to be associated with the HSQ styles are problematic; some of 

the correlations observed might have been low because they were based on items that 

lack quantifiers and include technical terms and ask respondents to analyze their 

motivations for humor use which add to item difficulty. Martin (2015) also points out that 

the failure of a measurement instrument to conform completely to its original 

conceptualization does not necessarily mean it is invalid, and that conceptualizations of 

constructs typically do change as a result of research on them. 

In response to Martin’s methodological concerns, Heintz and Ruch (2016: 126–128) 

point out that their results are relevant to questions about the convergent and divergent 

validity of the HSQ. Specifically, although problematic psychometric properties of the 

style definitions and descriptions can affect the size of their correlations with the HSQ 

styles the qualitative features of those interrelationships are more important and raise 

concerns about HSQ convergent and divergent validity, and the presence or absence of 

quantifiers did not appear to influence the size of the correlations obtained. Furthermore, 

they argued that even if technical terms and possible motives for humor use were to be 

omitted it is unlikely qualitatively different patterns of intercorrelations would be 
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observed. In fact, no significant differences were found in the size of the correlations of 

the HSQ measures to items which contained such mention and those that did not. Heintz 

and Ruch maintain that differences in the wording or the psychometric properties of the 

definitions and descriptions of the styles cannot account for the low convergence and 

mismatches of some of them to the HSQ scale they should be associated with 

conceptually (p. 128). 

Regarding Martin’s comments that deviation of the HSQ from its original 

conceptualization does not necessarily invalidate it Heintz and Ruch point out that 

nevertheless the patterns of correlations indicate that the convergent and divergent 

validity of the HSQ are problematic. They also suggest that a reconceptualization of 

constructs underlying the HSQ might necessitate adjustment of the scale designed to 

measure them and that in any event there is a need to “develop formal models and 

eventually a theory of the humor styles” (p. 129). Clearly, such changes should be 

reflected in an up-dated version of the HSQ which needs to be examined regarding 

whether it better reflects what the HSQ was designed to index. 

2.2.6 The role of humor in associations characteristic of the HSQ 

Ruch and Heintz (2013) have raised concerns that the associations observed between 

HSQ styles and psychosocial well-being might not be attributable to the humor use 

referred to in the HSQ indexes of the styles. Specifically, in their first study they 

observed significant medium to large simple correlations of the affiliative, self-

enhancing, and self-defeating styles with several well-being constructs. However, when 

personality (indexed by the Big-5) was controlled the strength of those relationships 

reduced to negligible or small. Ruch and Heintz suggested that the context components 

mentioned in many of the HSQ items (such as the social setting of humor use, intention 

for such use, or moods characteristic of the humor user) might overlap with personality 

which could be the reason why controlling the effects of personality resulted in a 

reduction of the strength of the HSQ’s association with well-being (p. 8). That possibility 

was examined through use of a non-humorous version of the HSQ (the Context HSQ –

 Ruch and Heintz 2013: 21–22 report the items used) which keeps the contexts of humor 
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use mentioned in the original HSQ but which does not refer to humor. When the effects 

of the Context HSQ were controlled the strength of the correlations characteristic of the 

HSQ’s associations with well-being reduced to small. Ruch and Heintz concluded that 

the associations of the HSQ styles to psychosocial well-being are inflated by inclusion in 

the HSQ items of the contexts of humor use. 

2.3 Criterion validity of the HSQ 

A test’s criterion validity comprises its concurrent validity (associations of test scores 

with states of affairs the test was designed to identify which is assessed based on test and 

criterion scores obtained at the same time) and its predictive validity (relationships of test 

scores with future criteria the test was designed to predict) (Anastasi and Urbina 1997: 

118–119). The criteria which have been most frequently examined regarding the HSQ are 

everyday humor behavior and psychosocial well-being as described in what follows. 

2.3.1 HSQ styles and everyday humor use 

The association between self-ratings of a given HSQ style and whether that style is used 

in everyday life provides an index of the test’s ability correctly to identify real-life use of 

that style (the test’s sensitivity) and the style’s relationship to different HSQ styles in 

everyday humor use indexes the test’s ability to differentiate one style from different 

ones (the test’s specificity).Martin et al. (2003) investigated this by correlating people’s 

self-ratings on each HSQ style with their partner’s ratings of their styles. The correlations 

between the two ratings for each style were all positive and significant. 

Further investigations of HSQ associations with everyday humor behavior have yielded 

similar findings. For instance, Findlay and Jones (2005) investigated the agreement 

between people’s self-ratings of their HSQ styles and their partner’s and friend’s ratings 

of them on the styles and found “moderate agreement between the three judgments” (p. 

204). Cann et al. (2011) investigated the agreement between self-reports and partner-

reports for the HSQ styles and found small to medium strength associations for each 

scale. Zeigler-Hill et al. (2013) investigated the self-peer agreement of the HSQ ratings 
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and found small (for self-enhancing) to medium relationships (for the affiliative, 

aggressive, and self-defeating styles). Heintz (2019) found medium sized correlations 

between self-ratings and others’ ratings for each style. 

2.3.2 HSQ styles and psychosocial well-being 

One aspect of psychosocial well-being which has been examined in regard to the HSQ 

styles is personality. For example, Martin et al. (2003: 68–70) examined associations of 

the individual HSQ styles to the Big 5 personality constructs openness, 

conscientiousness, extraversion, agreeableness, and neuroticism (Digman 1990) as well 

as positively and negatively valued features of masculinity and femininity. The affiliative 

and self-enhancing styles were positively related to extraversion, openness, and positive 

masculinity and were negatively correlated with negative femininity. The affiliative style 

was also positively correlated with positive femininity and the self-enhancing style was 

also negatively correlated with neuroticism and positively correlated with agreeableness. 

The aggressive and self-defeating styles were both positively correlated with neuroticism 

and negative masculinity and negatively correlated with agreeableness, 

conscientiousness, and positive femininity. Other findings of the HSQ’s associations with 

the Big 5 (for instance, Brown et al. 2019; Galloway 2010; Mendiburo-Sequel et al. 

2015; Plessen et al. 2020;Ruch and Heintz 2013, 2017) are generally consistent with 

Martin et al.’s results for those personality constructs. 

Other personality correlates of the HSQ have also been examined. For instance, Veselka 

et al. (2010)investigated correlations between the HSQ humor styles and the Dark Triad 

traits of personality. Psychopathy and Machiavellianism were positively correlated with 

the aggressive and self-defeating humor styles, whereas Narcissism was positively 

correlated with the affiliative and self-enhancing styles. 

Zeigler-Hill et al. (2016) examined the associations between the pathological personality 

traits assessed by the Personality Inventory for the DSM-5 (PID-5) and the HSQ humor 

styles. Negative affectivity and detachment were negatively associated with the affiliative 

and self-enhancing styles. Antagonism was positively associated with the aggressive 
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humor style but negatively associated with the affiliative style. Disinhibition was 

positively associated with the aggressive and self-defeating styles, and psychoticism was 

positively associated with the self-defeating style.Meyer et al. (2017) observed that 

borderline personality disorder traits were negatively correlated with the self-enhancing 

style and positively correlated with the self-defeating style, but were not significantly 

correlated with the affiliative and aggressive styles. Schermer et al. (2013) found that the 

general factor of personality correlated positively with the affiliative and self-enhancing 

styles and negatively with the aggressive and self-defeating styles. 

Associations between the HSQ styles and other features of psychosocial well-being have 

also been investigated. Specifically, Martin et al. (2003) examined correlations of the 

HSQ styles with depression, hostility, anxiety, self-esteem, aggression, optimism, general 

well-being, psychological and bodily symptoms, social intimacy and social support. In 

general, scores on the positive styles (affiliative and self-enhancing) are positively 

correlated with the positive and negatively correlated with the negative well-being 

indexes, and scores on the negative styles (aggressive and self-defeating) are positively 

correlated with the negative and negatively correlated with the positive constructs (pp. 

65–66). 

Nezlek et al. (2020) found that the daily use of affiliative and self-enhancing humor was 

positively related to daily positive events and negatively related to daily negative events. 

The affiliative and self-enhancing styles were also observed to be positively related to 

positively valent measures of well-being (e.g., self-esteem), and were negatively related 

to negatively valent measures of well-being (e.g., rumination). In contrast, the use of self-

defeating humor was negatively related to positive well-being and positively related to 

negative well-being. The use of aggressive humor was unrelated to well-being. 

The incremental validity of the HSQ has also been examined by Martin et al. (2003: 67–

68). Incremental validity provides another source of evidence about a test’s criterion 

validity (Urbina 2004: 191). The HSQ styles were associated with a significant increase 

in variance explained in self-esteem, depression, anxiety, optimism, and general well-

being compared to other tests of sense of humor. 
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However, a profiles analysis of the HSQ indicates that such relationships are not the case 

for everyone. Specifically, as described in Section 2.2.2 above, Galloway 

(2010) identified four distinct style clusters. Associations of each cluster to Big 5 

personality constructs indicate that the same HSQ style is associated for some people but 

not for others with the constructs it is expected to be related to given Martin et al.’s 

(2003) original conceptualization of the HSQ styles. Specifically, above average scores 

on just the affiliative and self-enhancing styles were observed to be positively correlated 

with scores on extraversion, agreeableness, and conscientiousness and negatively related 

to neuroticism. Above average scores on only the negative styles were negatively 

correlated with scores on openness, extraversion, and agreeableness. However, people 

who are above average on all the styles are below average on conscientiousness and 

agreeableness and above average on openness and extraversion (p. 565). 

Martin et al. (2003) observed that scores on the Rosenberg (1965) self-esteem scale are 

positively related to both positive styles and negatively associated with the self-defeating 

style. Consistent with this Galloway (2010) found that people who are above average on 

just the positive styles have above average scores on that self-esteem scale and people 

who score above average on only the negative styles score below average on the scale. 

However, for people who are above average on the positive and the negative styles there 

is no relationship with that measure of self-esteem (this result was replicated 

by Galloway 2020). 

Martin et al. also reported positive correlations between scores on the Ryff (1989) index 

of well-being and the positive HSQ styles and a negative correlation between that 

measure and the self-defeating style. However, in a profiles-based study of the 

associations of HSQ styles to scores on the Ryff well-being index, Sirigatti et al. 

(2016) found that people who are above average on just the positive styles score higher 

on that measure compared to those who are above average on the positive as well as the 

negative styles. Furthermore, Martin et al. reported that the affiliative and self-enhancing 

styles are negatively correlated with scores on the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI) 

(Spielberger et al. 1969) and the Centre for Epidemiological Study Depression Scale 
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(CES-D) (Radloff 1977) and the self-defeating style is positively correlated with those 

measures. Now, the data collected for Galloway’s (2020) profiles-based examination of 

the HSQ also included responses to the STAI and the CES-D scales. Both indexes were 

negatively related to membership in the cluster of people who were above average on just 

the positive styles and positively related to membership in the cluster of those who were 

above average on only the negative styles but were not related to membership in the 

cluster characterized by above average scores on all the styles. 

3 General discussion and further research 

requirements 

This critique has highlighted several concerns about HSQ construct validity which 

provide a basis for suggestions about further research on the scale as detailed in what 

follows. 

3.1 Motivations for the HSQ styles 

3.1.1 Profile analysis indicates style motivations 

As argued above, it is only through examination of people’s profiles on all of the HSQ 

styles that their motivation for humor use can be correctly identified. Profiles analysis 

indicates a self-defense motivation for the clusters of people who are above average on 

just the positive styles or above average on only the negative styles. Now, as indicated 

by Bowins (2004), many defense mechanisms can be viewed as performing a cognitive 

distortion function. Further, Erdogan et al. (2022) report that higher self-esteem is 

associated with the use of “mature” defense mechanisms whereas people characterized by 

lower self-esteem tend to use “immature” defenses. Propensity to use positive humor is 

also included in the widely used and researched Defense Style Questionnaire (DSQ) 

(Andrews et al. 1993) as a “mature” defense mechanism and has been reported 

by Thygesen et al. (2008) to load significantly on a factor which they referred to as an 

“adaptive” defense mechanism. 
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Given this, above average use of only the positive humor styles can be seen as an attempt 

to defend maturely the higher self-esteem characteristic of such people through positive 

cognitive distortion – seeing the world through “rose colored glasses” (see also the 

comments on self-deceptive positivity in Section 2.2.4 above). This enables such people 

to experience positive reinforcement for their high self-concept and reduces the 

likelihood that they will experience cognitive dissonance – that is, a difference between 

that view of themselves and life experiences. 

However, for people who are above average on only the negative styles the indication is 

that they deal with their low self-esteem in an immature way by engaging in negative 

cognitive distortion through attacking others who are perceived to be threats as well as 

sending themselves up to create the impression to themselves and others that they do not 

have feelings of low self-worth. Such people can be seen as motivated by a desire for 

negative reinforcement – removal of something which is unpleasant to them. 

Furthermore, Cramer (2000) discusses various constructs expected to be related to 

defense mechanisms including those examined in cognitive, social, and developmental 

psychology. Appeal to these could also be useful in developing broader theoretical 

perspectives about the HSQ style profiles characteristic of people who are above average 

on just the positive styles or only the negative styles. 

In contrast to those clusters of people individuals who are above average or below 

average on all the styles appear to be motivated respectively by a higher or lower desire 

for stimulation/interaction with others. For the former, receiving stimulation can be 

viewed as positively reinforcing and for the latter avoiding increased stimulation would 

be negatively reinforcing. Higher and lower stimulation seeking has been the subject of 

various conceptual analyses to do with sensation seeking and extraversion (for 

example, Apter 1984; Arnett 1994) which can be appealed to in order to explain the 

origins of these profiles. 

An interesting question for further research concerns whether the same clusters as those 

obtained using just the HSQ styles are obtained when cluster analysis is conducted on the 
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HSQ styles together with other styles such as the ones examined by Heintz and Ruch 

(2019). 

3.1.2 Re-labeling the HSQ styles 

As indicated by Heintz and Ruch (2015: 612) although the labels “aggressive” and “self-

defeating” for the negative styles reflect how humor is used (negative to others or 

negative to self respectively), the terms “affiliative” and “self-enhancing” refer to the 

alleged motivations of the styles. However, the abovementioned analyses in terms of style 

profiles indicate that the primary motivations for the so-called affiliative and self-

enhancing styles are not affiliation nor self-enhancement respectively for everyone. 

Given this, these styles would be better re-named also to reflect the humor use they are 

supposed to be characterized by – respectively, positive about others and positive about 

oneself. 

3.1.3 Style characteristics and features of the audience 

A characterization of the HSQ styles by reference to their motivations or valence – that 

is, respectively, self/relationship enhancement and positive/negative about self or others, 

does not cover all aspects of humor used. Specifically, if “humor style” is viewed as 

referring to a feature of humor which distinguishes it from some other instances of humor 

then humor structure (incongruity resolved versus incongruity not resolved) and humor 

content can be included as features of humor style (in fact, Heintz and Ruch 2019 suggest 

nine humor styles based on the structure or content of humor). Now, it is well-established 

that there are substantial individual differences in liking of humor structure (see for 

example Galloway 2009; Hehl and Ruch 1985). Given this, the nature of the audience 

that humor of a given structure is directed to needs to be taken into account in assessing 

the association of HSQ styles with those outcomes. 

Similarly, the humor style profiles characteristic of the audience exposed to humor 

(indicative of positivity and/or negativity about self or others) might also affect their 

responses to a given humor content. For instance, a person motivated by a desire for 
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relationship enhancement might use all of the HSQ styles in interaction with those he/she 

wishes to impress. However, audience members who are below average on the negative 

styles are not expected to appreciate such styles and they will probably respond 

negatively to their use by others. Similarly, a person who, for instance, is motivated by 

self-defense through use of self-defeating humor might really be encouraging, not 

avoiding, negativity from those who dislike that style. Some preliminary work on the 

theme of the effects of matches/mismatches between humor profiles of humor users and 

their audiences has been conducted by Tsai et al. (2023) who report that positive marital 

satisfaction is best predicted when the humor style profiles of the relationship partners 

match. 

3.2 The strength of humor’s effects on well-being 

The research considered here indicates that controlling the effects of personality which 

has usually been examined by reference to the Big 5 personality inventory reduces the 

typically medium strength of association of HSQ styles to psychosocial well-being to 

small or negligible. The Big 5 arguably provides a non-humor index of 

positivity/negativity about self or others. Specifically, higher or lower scores on 

openness, extraversion, and agreeableness indicate higher or lower positivity respectively 

about others. Negativity about self can be indicated by higher scores on neuroticism and 

lower scores on conscientiousness, whereas lower neuroticism and higher 

conscientiousness scores show a more positive view about oneself. If, as argued above, 

the HSQ styles are also about positivity or negativity about self or others (determined by 

asking about humor use) then it is not surprising that removing the effect of such attitudes 

through controlling personality reduces associations of the HSQ styles to well-being. 

Whether non-humor indexes of positivity or negativity about self or others are a better 

predictor of psychosocial well-being than humor-based indicators of those attitudes 

requires further empirical examination. 
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3.3 The causal status of HSQ styles 

Martin et al. (2003) suggest that the HSQ humor styles are causally related to 

psychosocial well-being (p. 51) – that is, they cause and/or are caused by well-being, and 

that as typically used in examinations of causal connections longitudinal designs and 

experimental methodology are appropriate for investigations of such relationships (p. 72). 

However, although those research designs and that methodology can reveal whether or 

not changes in one thing are associated with changes in another, co-variation is not 

enough to support the view that two covariates are causally related. For instance, two 

apparently different constructs will be significantly correlated if they are both really 

about the same thing. Now, as already indicated, the extent of endorsement of each HSQ 

style can be viewed as indicating propensity to show (through humor use) positivity or 

negativity about self or others. As illustrated above, this is also what the Big 5 personality 

constructs are about. Positivity/negativity about self is also what several other indexes of 

psychosocial well-being widely used in research on the HSQ concern. These include the 

abovementioned CES-D and the STAI instruments, and the Rosenberg self-esteem scale. 

Given this, the claim that a humor style is causally related to such indexes of well-being 

amounts to the tautologous assertion that propensity to be positive or negative about self 

or others causes propensity to be positive or negative about self or others. 

On the other hand, covariations between the HSQ styles and variables that are clearly 

different from them such as business, marital satisfaction, teaching, and counseling 

outcomes, among many other features of everyday activities might not be causal because 

the covariation is really attributable to the possible influence of another variable which is 

causally related to both of them – that is, a common cause Z of X and Y results in a 

correlation being observed between X and Y which themselves are not causally related. In 

addition, some associations between variables X and Y might be totally mediated by the 

effects of another variable Z; X and Y covary not because X causes Y but 

because X causes Z which in turn causes Y (see Baron and Kenny 1986). This poses 
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threats to a study’s internal validity – that is, whether the results are in fact attributable to 

what appears to be the case. 

However, even if plausible confounds are controlled and total mediation effects are ruled 

out, appeal to covariation is still not sufficient to establish causation. Specifically, many 

things covary and what is required from proponents of a causal interpretation for a given 

covariation is a justification for claiming the connection is causal (Cheng 1997). Many 

attempts to identify what distinguishes causally related covariates from non-causally 

related ones are evident in the philosophy and psychology literature (see White 1990 for a 

comprehensive review). There is no agreement about how to identify which covariates 

are causally related and which ones are not and often what people decide are causally 

related events are judged as being so on the basis ofsubjective biases about the sorts of 

things that can be causes (White 1990: 11–13). 

However, the difficulties which characterize causal interpretations of the HSQ styles’ 

associations do not invalidate their potential utility as predictors of psychosocial 

constructs and other outcomes. In fact, the temptation to view a relationship between two 

events as causal could sometimes be based on the fact that one is a significant predictor 

of the other. The strength and direction of such predictive relationships (one way or 

bidirectional) can be examined using the procedures employed, for example, by Sowislo 

and Orth (2013) and Tsukawaki et al. (2022). Given the abovementioned arguments in 

favor of the use of profiles rather than single styles analysis of the HSQ, the ability of 

membership in a given HSQ style cluster to predict outcomes is what should be 

examined. 

4 Conclusions 

The HSQ is widely employed in examination of associations between humor use and 

psychosocial well-being. The present critique indicates how research on the scale can 

productively proceed. Such analysis should provide a clearer indication of the strength of 

predictive associations characteristic of the HSQ as well as the part played by humor in 

such relationships. 

https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/humor-2023-0086/html#j_humor-2023-0086_ref_010
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/humor-2023-0086/html#j_humor-2023-0086_ref_052
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/humor-2023-0086/html#j_humor-2023-0086_ref_052
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/humor-2023-0086/html#j_humor-2023-0086_ref_045
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/humor-2023-0086/html#j_humor-2023-0086_ref_045
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/humor-2023-0086/html#j_humor-2023-0086_ref_049


 

Corresponding author: Graeme Galloway, Independent Researcher, Private 

Practice, Albury,Australia, E-mail: graemegallowaypsych@gmail.com 

 

About the author 

Graeme Galloway 

Graeme Galloway is a graduate in psychology from the University of Sydney, Australia 

(BA Hons 1; PhD). He has held teaching positions in psychology at various Australian 

universities – most notably University of Sydney (1977–1986) and La Trobe University 

(1990–2014), and since 2014 he has been an independent researcher in private practice. 

He has published on a variety of topics including: personality predictors of tourist 

behaviour; humor and advertising; humor and mental health; humor’s relationship to 

creativity and intelligence; socially desirable responding regarding attitudes to the 

environment; perceptual illusions and remembering; and the Humor Styles Questionnaire. 

References 

Anastasi, Anne & Susana Urbina. 1997. Psychological testing, 7th edn. Upper Saddle 

River, NJ: Simon & Schuster.Search in Google Scholar 

Andrews, Gavin, Michelle Singh & Michael Bond. 1993. The defense style 

questionnaire. The Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease 181(4). 246–

256. https://doi.org/10.1097/00005053-199304000-00006.Search in Google Scholar 

Apter, Michael. 1984. Reversal theory and personality: A review. Journal of Research in 

Personality18(3). 265–288. https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-6566(84)90013-8.Search in 

Google Scholar 

Arnett, Jeffrey. 1994. Sensation seeking: A new conceptualization and a new 

scale. Personality and Individual Differences 16(2). 289–

296. https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(94)90165-1.Search in Google Scholar 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Anastasi%2C%20Anne%20%26%20Susana%20Urbina.%201997.%20Psychological%20testing%20%2C%207th%20edn.%20Upper%20Saddle%20River%2C%20NJ%3A%20Simon%20%26%20Schuster.
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005053-199304000-00006
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Andrews%2C%20Gavin%2C%20Michelle%20Singh%20%26%20Michael%20Bond.%201993.%20The%20defense%20style%20questionnaire.%20The%20Journal%20of%20Nervous%20and%20Mental%20Disease%20181%284%29.%20246%E2%80%93256.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-6566(84)90013-8
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Apter%2C%20Michael.%201984.%20Reversal%20theory%20and%20personality%3A%20A%20review.%20Journal%20of%20Research%20in%20Personality%2018%283%29.%20265%E2%80%93288.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Apter%2C%20Michael.%201984.%20Reversal%20theory%20and%20personality%3A%20A%20review.%20Journal%20of%20Research%20in%20Personality%2018%283%29.%20265%E2%80%93288.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(94)90165-1
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Arnett%2C%20Jeffrey.%201994.%20Sensation%20seeking%3A%20A%20new%20conceptualization%20and%20a%20new%20scale.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2016%282%29.%20289%E2%80%93296.%20.


Baron, Reuben & David Kenny. 1986. The moderator-mediator variable distinction in 

social psychological research: Conceptual, strategic, and statistical 

considerations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 51(6). 1173–

1182. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.51.6.1173.Search in Google Scholar 

Bowins, Brad. 2004. Psychological defense mechanisms: A new perspective. The 

American Journal of Psychoanalysis 64(1). 1–

26. https://doi.org/10.1023/b:tajp.0000017989.72521.26.10.1023/B:TAJP.0000017989.72

521.26Search in Google Scholar 

Brown, Robyn, Bruce Findlay & Jay Brinker. 2019. Individual differences in the way 

observers perceive humour styles. European Journal of Humour Research 7(2). 116–

136. https://doi.org/10.7592/EJHR2019.7.2.brown.Search in Google Scholar 

Cann, Arnie, Heather Davis & Christine Zapata. 2011. Humor styles and relationship 

satisfaction in dating couples: Perceived versus self-reported humor styles as predictors 

of satisfaction. Humor: International Journal of Humor Research 24(1). 1–

20. https://doi.org/10.1515/humr.2011.001.Search in Google Scholar 

Cappelleri, Joseph, J. Jason Lundy & Ron Hays. 2014. Overview of classical test theory 

and Item Response Theory for the quantitative assessment of items in developing patient-

reported outcomes measures. Clinical Therapeutics 36(5). 648–

662. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinthera.2014.04.006.Search in Google Scholar 

Cheng, Patricia. 1997. From covariation to causation: A causal power 

theory. Psychological Review104(2). 367–405. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-

295x.104.2.367.Search in Google Scholar 

Cramer, Phebe. 2000. Defense mechanisms in psychology today. American 

Psychologist 55(6). 637–646. https://doi.org/10.1037//0003-066X.55.6.637.Search in 

Google Scholar 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.51.6.1173
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Baron%2C%20Reuben%20%26%20David%20Kenny.%201986.%20The%20moderator-mediator%20variable%20distinction%20in%20social%20psychological%20research%3A%20Conceptual%2C%20strategic%2C%20and%20statistical%20considerations.%20Journal%20of%20Personality%20and%20Social%20Psychology%2051%286%29.%201173%E2%80%931182.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1023/b:tajp.0000017989.72521.26
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:TAJP.0000017989.72521.26
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:TAJP.0000017989.72521.26
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Bowins%2C%20Brad.%202004.%20Psychological%20defense%20mechanisms%3A%20A%20new%20perspective.%20The%20American%20Journal%20of%20Psychoanalysis%2064%281%29.%201%E2%80%9326.%20.
https://doi.org/10.7592/EJHR2019.7.2.brown
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Brown%2C%20Robyn%2C%20Bruce%20Findlay%20%26%20Jay%20Brinker.%202019.%20Individual%20differences%20in%20the%20way%20observers%20perceive%20humour%20styles.%20European%20Journal%20of%20Humour%20Research%207%282%29.%20116%E2%80%93136.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1515/humr.2011.001
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Cann%2C%20Arnie%2C%20Heather%20Davis%20%26%20Christine%20Zapata.%202011.%20Humor%20styles%20and%20relationship%20satisfaction%20in%20dating%20couples%3A%20Perceived%20versus%20self-reported%20humor%20styles%20as%20predictors%20of%20satisfaction.%20Humor%3A%20International%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%2024%281%29.%201%E2%80%9320.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinthera.2014.04.006
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Cappelleri%2C%20Joseph%2C%20J.%20Jason%20Lundy%20%26%20Ron%20Hays.%202014.%20Overview%20of%20classical%20test%20theory%20and%20Item%20Response%20Theory%20for%20the%20quantitative%20assessment%20of%20items%20in%20developing%20patient-reported%20outcomes%20measures.%20Clinical%20Therapeutics%2036%285%29.%20648%E2%80%93662.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295x.104.2.367
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295x.104.2.367
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Cheng%2C%20Patricia.%201997.%20From%20covariation%20to%20causation%3A%20A%20causal%20power%20theory.%20Psychological%20Review%20104%282%29.%20367%E2%80%93405.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.55.6.637
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Cramer%2C%20Phebe.%202000.%20Defense%20mechanisms%20in%20psychology%20today.%20American%20Psychologist%2055%286%29.%20637%E2%80%93646.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Cramer%2C%20Phebe.%202000.%20Defense%20mechanisms%20in%20psychology%20today.%20American%20Psychologist%2055%286%29.%20637%E2%80%93646.%20.


Crowne, Douglas & David Marlowe. 1960. A new scale of social desirability 

independent of psychopathology. Journal of Consulting Psychology 24. 349–

354. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0047358.Search in Google Scholar 

Digman, John. 1990. Personality structure: Emergence of the five-factor model. Annual 

Review of Psychology 41. 417–

440. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ps.41.020190.002221.Search in Google Scholar 

Erdogan, Goksen, Bahadir Genis, Tulay Bingol, Nermin Gurhan & Mohammed Aksu. 

2022. The effect of vaginoplasty on coping with stress, self-esteem, and sexual 

satisfaction in Turkish women: A cross-sectional controlled study. European Journal of 

Plastic Surgery 45(6). 951–957.https://doi.org/10.1007/s00238-022-01945-2.Search in 

Google Scholar 

Ewert, Alan & Graeme Galloway. 2009. Socially desirable responding in an 

environmental context: Development of a domain specific scale. Environmental 

Education Research 15(1). 55–70. https://doi.org/10.1080/13504620802613504.Search in 

Google Scholar 

Findlay, Bruce & Chris Jones. 2005. I think I’ve got a sense of humour, but do others 

think so?Australian Journal of Psychology 57. 204.Search in Google Scholar 

Galloway, Graeme. 2009. Humor and ad liking: Evidence that sensation seeking 

moderates the effects of incongruity-resolution humor. Psychology and Marketing 26(9). 

779–792. https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.20299.Search in Google Scholar 

Galloway, Graeme. 2010. Individual differences in personal humor styles: Identification 

of prominent patterns and their associates. Personality and Individual Differences 48. 

563–567. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2009.12.007.Search in Google Scholar 

Galloway, Graeme. 2020. Personal humor styles and advertising. 

Researchgate. https://doi.org/10.131401RG.2.2.33545.67689.Search in Google Scholar 

https://doi.org/10.1037/h0047358
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Crowne%2C%20Douglas%20%26%20David%20Marlowe.%201960.%20A%20new%20scale%20of%20social%20desirability%20independent%20of%20psychopathology.%20Journal%20of%20Consulting%20Psychology%2024.%20349%E2%80%93354.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ps.41.020190.002221
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Digman%2C%20John.%201990.%20Personality%20structure%3A%20Emergence%20of%20the%20five-factor%20model.%20Annual%20Review%20of%20Psychology%2041.%20417%E2%80%93440.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00238-022-01945-2
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Erdogan%2C%20Goksen%2C%20Bahadir%20Genis%2C%20Tulay%20Bingol%2C%20Nermin%20Gurhan%20%26%20Mohammed%20Aksu.%202022.%20The%20effect%20of%20vaginoplasty%20on%20coping%20with%20stress%2C%20self-esteem%2C%20and%20sexual%20satisfaction%20in%20Turkish%20women%3A%20A%20cross-sectional%20controlled%20study.%20European%20Journal%20of%20Plastic%20Surgery%2045%286%29.%20951%E2%80%93957.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Erdogan%2C%20Goksen%2C%20Bahadir%20Genis%2C%20Tulay%20Bingol%2C%20Nermin%20Gurhan%20%26%20Mohammed%20Aksu.%202022.%20The%20effect%20of%20vaginoplasty%20on%20coping%20with%20stress%2C%20self-esteem%2C%20and%20sexual%20satisfaction%20in%20Turkish%20women%3A%20A%20cross-sectional%20controlled%20study.%20European%20Journal%20of%20Plastic%20Surgery%2045%286%29.%20951%E2%80%93957.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504620802613504
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Ewert%2C%20Alan%20%26%20Graeme%20Galloway.%202009.%20Socially%20desirable%20responding%20in%20an%20environmental%20context%3A%20Development%20of%20a%20domain%20specific%20scale.%20Environmental%20Education%20Research%2015%281%29.%2055%E2%80%9370.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Ewert%2C%20Alan%20%26%20Graeme%20Galloway.%202009.%20Socially%20desirable%20responding%20in%20an%20environmental%20context%3A%20Development%20of%20a%20domain%20specific%20scale.%20Environmental%20Education%20Research%2015%281%29.%2055%E2%80%9370.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Findlay%2C%20Bruce%20%26%20Chris%20Jones.%202005.%20I%20think%20I%E2%80%99ve%20got%20a%20sense%20of%20humour%2C%20but%20do%20others%20think%20so%3F%20Australian%20Journal%20of%20Psychology%2057.%20204.
https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.20299
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Galloway%2C%20Graeme.%202009.%20Humor%20and%20ad%20liking%3A%20Evidence%20that%20sensation%20seeking%20moderates%20the%20effects%20of%20incongruity-resolution%20humor.%20Psychology%20and%20Marketing%2026%289%29.%20779%E2%80%93792.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2009.12.007
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Galloway%2C%20Graeme.%202010.%20Individual%20differences%20in%20personal%20humor%20styles%3A%20Identification%20of%20prominent%20patterns%20and%20their%20associates.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2048.%20563%E2%80%93567.%20.
https://doi.org/10.131401RG.2.2.33545.67689
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Galloway%2C%20Graeme.%202020.%20Personal%20humor%20styles%20and%20advertising.%20Researchgate.%20.


Hehl, Franz Josef & Willibald Ruch. 1985. The location of sense of humor within 

comprehensive personality spaces: An exploratory study. Personality and Individual 

Differences 6(6). 703–715.https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(85)90081-9.Search in 

Google Scholar 

Heintz, Sonja. 2019. Do others judge my humor style as I do? Self-other agreement and 

construct validity of the Humor Styles Questionnaire. European Journal of Psychological 

Assessment 35. 625–632. https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759/a000440.Search in Google 

Scholar 

Heintz, Sonja & Willibald Ruch. 2015. An examination of the convergence between the 

conceptualization and the measurement of humor styles: A study of the construct validity 

of the Humor Styles Questionnaire. Humor: International Journal of Humor 

Research 28(4). 611–633.https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2015-0095.Search in Google 

Scholar 

Heintz, Sonja & Willibald Ruch. 2016. Reply to Martin (2015): Why our conclusions 

hold. Humor: International Journal of Humor Research 29(1). 125–

129. https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2015-0132.Search in Google Scholar 

Heintz, Sonja & Willibald Ruch. 2019. From four to nine styles: An update on individual 

differences in humor. Personality and Individual Differences 141(15). 7–

12. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.12.008.Search in Google Scholar 

Martin, Rod. 2015. On the challenges of measuring humor styles: Response to Heintz and 

Ruch.Humor: International Journal of Humor Research 28. 635–

639. https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2015-0096.Search in Google Scholar 

Martin, Rod & Herb Lefcourt. 1983. Sense of humor as a moderator of the relation 

between stressors and moods. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 45. 1313–

1324.https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.45.6.1313.Search in Google Scholar 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(85)90081-9
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Hehl%2C%20Franz%20Josef%20%26%20Willibald%20Ruch.%201985.%20The%20location%20of%20sense%20of%20humor%20within%20comprehensive%20personality%20spaces%3A%20An%20exploratory%20study.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%206%286%29.%20703%E2%80%93715.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Hehl%2C%20Franz%20Josef%20%26%20Willibald%20Ruch.%201985.%20The%20location%20of%20sense%20of%20humor%20within%20comprehensive%20personality%20spaces%3A%20An%20exploratory%20study.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%206%286%29.%20703%E2%80%93715.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759/a000440
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Heintz%2C%20Sonja.%202019.%20Do%20others%20judge%20my%20humor%20style%20as%20I%20do%3F%20Self-other%20agreement%20and%20construct%20validity%20of%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20Questionnaire.%20European%20Journal%20of%20Psychological%20Assessment%2035.%20625%E2%80%93632.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Heintz%2C%20Sonja.%202019.%20Do%20others%20judge%20my%20humor%20style%20as%20I%20do%3F%20Self-other%20agreement%20and%20construct%20validity%20of%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20Questionnaire.%20European%20Journal%20of%20Psychological%20Assessment%2035.%20625%E2%80%93632.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2015-0095
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Heintz%2C%20Sonja%20%26%20Willibald%20Ruch.%202015.%20An%20examination%20of%20the%20convergence%20between%20the%20conceptualization%20and%20the%20measurement%20of%20humor%20styles%3A%20A%20study%20of%20the%20construct%20validity%20of%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20Questionnaire.%20Humor%3A%20International%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%2028%284%29.%20611%E2%80%93633.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Heintz%2C%20Sonja%20%26%20Willibald%20Ruch.%202015.%20An%20examination%20of%20the%20convergence%20between%20the%20conceptualization%20and%20the%20measurement%20of%20humor%20styles%3A%20A%20study%20of%20the%20construct%20validity%20of%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20Questionnaire.%20Humor%3A%20International%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%2028%284%29.%20611%E2%80%93633.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2015-0132
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Heintz%2C%20Sonja%20%26%20Willibald%20Ruch.%202016.%20Reply%20to%20Martin%20%282015%29%3A%20Why%20our%20conclusions%20hold.%20Humor%3A%20International%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%2029%281%29.%20125%E2%80%93129.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.12.008
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Heintz%2C%20Sonja%20%26%20Willibald%20Ruch.%202019.%20From%20four%20to%20nine%20styles%3A%20An%20update%20on%20individual%20differences%20in%20humor.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%20141%2815%29.%207%E2%80%9312.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2015-0096
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Martin%2C%20Rod.%202015.%20On%20the%20challenges%20of%20measuring%20humor%20styles%3A%20Response%20to%20Heintz%20and%20Ruch.%20Humor%3A%20International%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%2028.%20635%E2%80%93639.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.45.6.1313
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Martin%2C%20Rod%20%26%20Herb%20Lefcourt.%201983.%20Sense%20of%20humor%20as%20a%20moderator%20of%20the%20relation%20between%20stressors%20and%20moods.%20Journal%20of%20Personality%20and%20Social%20Psychology%2045.%201313%E2%80%931324.%20.


Martin, Rod., Patricia Puhlik-Doris, Gwen Larsen, Jeanette Gray & Weir Kelly. 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. 

48–75. https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167201272002.Search in Google Scholar 

McGhee, Paul. 1999. The laughter remedy: Health, healing and the amuse system. 

Dubuque, IA: Kendall/Hunt.Search in Google Scholar 

Mendiburo-Sequel, Andres, Dario Paez & Francisco Martinez-Sanchez. 2015. Humor 

styles and personality: A meta-analysis of the relation between humor styles and the Big 

Five personality traits. Scandinavian Journal of Psychology 56(3). 335–

340. https://doi.org/10.1111/sjop.12209.Search in Google Scholar 

Meyer, Neil, Ashley Helle, Raymond Tucker, Gregory Lengel, Hilary DeShong, LaRicka 

Wingate & Stephanie Mullins-Sweatt. 2017. Humor styles moderate borderline 

personality traits and suicide ideation. Psychiatry Research 249. 337–

342. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2017.01.038.Search in Google Scholar 

Nezlek, John, Derks Peter & John Simanski. 2020. Relationships between everyday use 

of humor and daily experience. Humor: International Journal of Humor Research 34(1). 

21–39.https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2020-0073.Search in Google Scholar 

Paulhus, Delroy. 1991. Measurement and control of response bias. In John Robinson, 

Phillip Shaver & Lawrence Wrightsman (eds.), Measures of personality and social 

psychological attitudes, 17–59. New York: Academic Press.10.1016/B978-0-12-590241-

0.50006-XSearch in Google Scholar 

Plessen, Constantin, Fabian Franken, Christoph Ster, Rebecca Schmid, Christoph 

Wolfmayr, Anna-Maria Mayer, Marc Sobisch, Maximilian Kathofer, Katrin Rattner, 

Elona Kotlyar, Rory Maierweiser & Ulrich Tran. 2020. Humor styles and personality: A 

systematic review and meta-analysis on the relations between humor styles and the Big 

Five personality traits. Personality and Individual 

Differences 154. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.109676.Search in Google Scholar 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167201272002
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Martin%2C%20Rod.%2C%20Patricia%20Puhlik-Doris%2C%20Gwen%20Larsen%2C%20Jeanette%20Gray%20%26%20Weir%20Kelly.%202003.%20Individual%20differences%20in%20uses%20of%20humor%20and%20their%20relation%20to%20psychological%20well-being%3A%20Development%20of%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20Questionnaire.%20Journal%20of%20Research%20in%20Personality%2037.%2048%E2%80%9375.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=McGhee%2C%20Paul.%201999.%20The%20laughter%20remedy%3A%20Health%2C%20healing%20and%20the%20amuse%20system%20.%20Dubuque%2C%20IA%3A%20Kendall%2FHunt.
https://doi.org/10.1111/sjop.12209
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Mendiburo-Sequel%2C%20Andres%2C%20Dario%20Paez%20%26%20Francisco%20Martinez-Sanchez.%202015.%20Humor%20styles%20and%20personality%3A%20A%20meta-analysis%20of%20the%20relation%20between%20humor%20styles%20and%20the%20Big%20Five%20personality%20traits.%20Scandinavian%20Journal%20of%20Psychology%2056%283%29.%20335%E2%80%93340.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2017.01.038
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Meyer%2C%20Neil%2C%20Ashley%20Helle%2C%20Raymond%20Tucker%2C%20Gregory%20Lengel%2C%20Hilary%20DeShong%2C%20LaRicka%20Wingate%20%26%20Stephanie%20Mullins-Sweatt.%202017.%20Humor%20styles%20moderate%20borderline%20personality%20traits%20and%20suicide%20ideation.%20Psychiatry%20Research%20249.%20337%E2%80%93342.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1515/humor-2020-0073
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Nezlek%2C%20John%2C%20Derks%20Peter%20%26%20John%20Simanski.%202020.%20Relationships%20between%20everyday%20use%20of%20humor%20and%20daily%20experience.%20Humor%3A%20International%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%2034%281%29.%2021%E2%80%9339.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-590241-0.50006-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-590241-0.50006-X
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Paulhus%2C%20Delroy.%201991.%20Measurement%20and%20control%20of%20response%20bias.%20In%20John%20Robinson%2C%20Phillip%20Shaver%20%26%20Lawrence%20Wrightsman%20%28eds.%29%2C%20Measures%20of%20personality%20and%20social%20psychological%20attitudes%20%2C%2017%E2%80%9359.%20New%20York%3A%20Academic%20Press.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.109676
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Plessen%2C%20Constantin%2C%20Fabian%20Franken%2C%20Christoph%20Ster%2C%20Rebecca%20Schmid%2C%20Christoph%20Wolfmayr%2C%20Anna-Maria%20Mayer%2C%20Marc%20Sobisch%2C%20Maximilian%20Kathofer%2C%20Katrin%20Rattner%2C%20Elona%20Kotlyar%2C%20Rory%20Maierweiser%20%26%20Ulrich%20Tran.%202020.%20Humor%20styles%20and%20personality%3A%20A%20systematic%20review%20and%20meta-analysis%20on%20the%20relations%20between%20humor%20styles%20and%20the%20Big%20Five%20personality%20traits.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%20154.%20.


Proyer, Rene. 2012. Development and initial assessment of a short measure for adult 

playfulness: The SMAP. Personality and Individual Differences 53. 989–

994. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.07.018.Search in Google Scholar 

Radloff, Lenore. 1977. The CES-D scale: A self-report depression scale for research in 

the general population. Applied Psychological Measurement 1. 385–

401. https://doi.org/10.1177/014662167700100306.Search in Google Scholar 

Reff, Robert. 2006. Developing the Humor Styles questionnaire-revised: A review of the 

current literature and a revised measure (Doctoral dissertation). Pullman, WA: 

Washington State University Dissertation.Search in Google Scholar 

Rosenberg, Morris. 1965. Society and the adolescent self-image. Princeton, NJ: Princeton 

University Press.10.1515/9781400876136Search in Google Scholar 

Ruch, Willibald (ed.). 1998 The sense of humor: Explorations of a personality 

characteristic. New York: Mouton de Gruyter.Search in Google Scholar 

Ruch, Willibald & Sonja Heintz. 2013. Humor styles, personality and psychological well-

being: What’s humor got to do with it? European Journal of Humor Research 1(4). 1–

24. https://doi.org/10.7592/EJHR2013.1.4.ruch.Search in Google Scholar 

Ruch, Willibald & Sonja Heintz. 2017. Experimentally manipulating items informs on 

the (limited) construct and criterion validity of the Humor Styles Questionnaire. Frontiers 

in Psychology 8. 616.10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00616Search in Google Scholar 

Ryff, Carol. 1989. Happiness is everything, or is it? Explorations on the meaning of 

psychological well-being. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 57. 1069–

1081.https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1069.Search in Google Scholar 

Schermer, Julie, Rod Martin, Nicholas Martin, Michael Lynskey & Philip Vernon. 2013. 

The general factor of personality and humor styles. Personality and Individual 

Differences 54(8). 890–893. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.12.026.Search in Google 

Scholar 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.07.018
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Proyer%2C%20Rene.%202012.%20Development%20and%20initial%20assessment%20of%20a%20short%20measure%20for%20adult%20playfulness%3A%20The%20SMAP.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2053.%20989%E2%80%93994.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1177/014662167700100306
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Radloff%2C%20Lenore.%201977.%20The%20CES-D%20scale%3A%20A%20self-report%20depression%20scale%20for%20research%20in%20the%20general%20population.%20Applied%20Psychological%20Measurement%201.%20385%E2%80%93401.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Reff%2C%20Robert.%202006.%20Developing%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20questionnaire-revised%3A%20A%20review%20of%20the%20current%20literature%20and%20a%20revised%20measure%20%28Doctoral%20dissertation%29.%20Pullman%2C%20WA%3A%20Washington%20State%20University%20Dissertation.
https://doi.org/10.1515/9781400876136
https://doi.org/10.1515/9781400876136
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Ruch%2C%20Willibald%20%28ed.%29.%201998%20The%20sense%20of%20humor%3A%20Explorations%20of%20a%20personality%20characteristic%20.%20New%20York%3A%20Mouton%20de%20Gruyter.
https://doi.org/10.7592/EJHR2013.1.4.ruch
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Ruch%2C%20Willibald%20%26%20Sonja%20Heintz.%202013.%20Humor%20styles%2C%20personality%20and%20psychological%20well-being%3A%20What%E2%80%99s%20humor%20got%20to%20do%20with%20it%3F%20European%20Journal%20of%20Humor%20Research%201%284%29.%201%E2%80%9324.%20.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00616
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00616
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1069
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Ryff%2C%20Carol.%201989.%20Happiness%20is%20everything%2C%20or%20is%20it%3F%20Explorations%20on%20the%20meaning%20of%20psychological%20well-being.%20Journal%20of%20Personality%20and%20Social%20Psychology%2057.%201069%E2%80%931081.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.12.026
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Schermer%2C%20Julie%2C%20Rod%20Martin%2C%20Nicholas%20Martin%2C%20Michael%20Lynskey%20%26%20Philip%20Vernon.%202013.%20The%20general%20factor%20of%20personality%20and%20humor%20styles.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2054%288%29.%20890%E2%80%93893.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Schermer%2C%20Julie%2C%20Rod%20Martin%2C%20Nicholas%20Martin%2C%20Michael%20Lynskey%20%26%20Philip%20Vernon.%202013.%20The%20general%20factor%20of%20personality%20and%20humor%20styles.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2054%288%29.%20890%E2%80%93893.%20.


Silvia, Paul & Rebekah Rodriguez. 2020. Time to renovate the Humor Styles 

Questionnaire? An item response theory analysis of the HSQ. Behavioral 

Sciences 10(11). 1–15. https://doi.org/10.3390/bs10110173.Search in Google Scholar 

Sirigatti, Saulo, Ilaria Penzo, Enrichetta Giannetti, Silvia Casale & Cristina Stephanile. 

2016. Relationships between humorism profiles and psychological well-

being. Personality and Individual Differences 90. 219–

224. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2015.11.011.Search in Google Scholar 

Sowislo, Julia & Ulrich Orth. 2013. Does low self-esteem predict depression and 

anxiety? A meta-analysis of longitudinal studies. Psychological Bulletin 139(1). 213–

240. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028931.Search in Google Scholar 

Spielberger, Charles, Richard Gorsuch & Robert Lushene. 1969. State-trait anxiety 

inventory: Preliminary test manual. Palo Alto, CA: Consulting Psychologists 

Press.Search in Google Scholar 

Thygesen, Kylie, Drapeau Martin, Rutger Trijsburg, Serge Lecours & Yves de Roten. 

2008. Assessing defense styles: Factor structure and psychometric properties of the New 

Defense Style Questionnaire 60 (DSQ-60). International Journal of Psychology and 

Psychological Therapy 8(2). 171–181.Search in Google Scholar 

Tsai, Meng-Ning, Yung-Chieh Cheng & Hsueh-Chih Chen. 2023. Humor styles and 

marital satisfaction: Cluster analysis of the relationship. Psychological 

Reports. https://doi.org/10.1177/00332941221149151.Search in Google Scholar 

Tsukawaki, Ryota, Tomoya Imura & Makoto Hirakawa. 2022. Causal relationship 

between the two dimensions of self-directed humor and depression, anxiety, and 

subjective well-being: A longitudinal study. Personality and Individual Differences 196. 

111729.10.1016/j.paid.2022.111729Search in Google Scholar 

Urbina, Susana. 2004. Essentials of psychological testing. Hoboken, NJ: Wiley.Search in 

Google Scholar 

https://doi.org/10.3390/bs10110173
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Silvia%2C%20Paul%20%26%20Rebekah%20Rodriguez.%202020.%20Time%20to%20renovate%20the%20Humor%20Styles%20Questionnaire%3F%20An%20item%20response%20theory%20analysis%20of%20the%20HSQ.%20Behavioral%20Sciences%2010%2811%29.%201%E2%80%9315.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2015.11.011
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Sirigatti%2C%20Saulo%2C%20Ilaria%20Penzo%2C%20Enrichetta%20Giannetti%2C%20Silvia%20Casale%20%26%20Cristina%20Stephanile.%202016.%20Relationships%20between%20humorism%20profiles%20and%20psychological%20well-being.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2090.%20219%E2%80%93224.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028931
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Sowislo%2C%20Julia%20%26%20Ulrich%20Orth.%202013.%20Does%20low%20self-esteem%20predict%20depression%20and%20anxiety%3F%20A%20meta-analysis%20of%20longitudinal%20studies.%20Psychological%20Bulletin%20139%281%29.%20213%E2%80%93240.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Spielberger%2C%20Charles%2C%20Richard%20Gorsuch%20%26%20Robert%20Lushene.%201969.%20State-trait%20anxiety%20inventory%3A%20Preliminary%20test%20manual%20.%20Palo%20Alto%2C%20CA%3A%20Consulting%20Psychologists%20Press.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Thygesen%2C%20Kylie%2C%20Drapeau%20Martin%2C%20Rutger%20Trijsburg%2C%20Serge%20Lecours%20%26%20Yves%20de%20Roten.%202008.%20Assessing%20defense%20styles%3A%20Factor%20structure%20and%20psychometric%20properties%20of%20the%20New%20Defense%20Style%20Questionnaire%2060%20%28DSQ-60%29.%20International%20Journal%20of%20Psychology%20and%20Psychological%20Therapy%208%282%29.%20171%E2%80%93181.
https://doi.org/10.1177/00332941221149151
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Tsai%2C%20Meng-Ning%2C%20Yung-Chieh%20Cheng%20%26%20Hsueh-Chih%20Chen.%202023.%20Humor%20styles%20and%20marital%20satisfaction%3A%20Cluster%20analysis%20of%20the%20relationship.%20Psychological%20Reports%20.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2022.111729
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2022.111729
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Urbina%2C%20Susana.%202004.%20Essentials%20of%20psychological%20testing%20.%20Hoboken%2C%20NJ%3A%20Wiley.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Urbina%2C%20Susana.%202004.%20Essentials%20of%20psychological%20testing%20.%20Hoboken%2C%20NJ%3A%20Wiley.


Veselka, Livia, Julie Schermer, Rod Martin & Philip Vernon. 2010. Relations between 

humor styles and the Dark Triad traits of personality. Personality and Individual 

Differences 48. 772–774. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2010.01.017.Search in Google 

Scholar 

White, Peter. 1990. Ideas about causation in philosophy and psychology. Psychological 

Bulletin108(1). 3–18. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.1.3.Search in Google 

Scholar 

Zeigler-Hill, Virgil, Avi Besser & Stephanie Jett. 2013. Laughing at the looking glass: 

Does humor style serve as an interpersonal signal? Evolutionary Psychology 11(1). 201–

226. https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491301100118.Search in Google Scholar 

Zeigler-Hill, Virgil, Gillian McCabe & Jennifer Vrabel. 2016. The dark side of humor: 

DSM-5 pathological personality traits and humor styles. Europe’s Journal of 

Psychology 12(3). 363–376. https://doi.org/10.5964/ejop.v12i3.1109.Search in Google 

Scholar 

Received: 2023-03-14 

Accepted: 2023-08-10 

Published Online: 2023-09-11 

© 2023 Walter de Gruyter GmbH, Berlin/Boston 

From the journal 

View publication stats

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2010.01.017
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Veselka%2C%20Livia%2C%20Julie%20Schermer%2C%20Rod%20Martin%20%26%20Philip%20Vernon.%202010.%20Relations%20between%20humor%20styles%20and%20the%20Dark%20Triad%20traits%20of%20personality.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2048.%20772%E2%80%93774.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Veselka%2C%20Livia%2C%20Julie%20Schermer%2C%20Rod%20Martin%20%26%20Philip%20Vernon.%202010.%20Relations%20between%20humor%20styles%20and%20the%20Dark%20Triad%20traits%20of%20personality.%20Personality%20and%20Individual%20Differences%2048.%20772%E2%80%93774.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.1.3
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=White%2C%20Peter.%201990.%20Ideas%20about%20causation%20in%20philosophy%20and%20psychology.%20Psychological%20Bulletin%20108%281%29.%203%E2%80%9318.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=White%2C%20Peter.%201990.%20Ideas%20about%20causation%20in%20philosophy%20and%20psychology.%20Psychological%20Bulletin%20108%281%29.%203%E2%80%9318.%20.
https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491301100118
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Zeigler-Hill%2C%20Virgil%2C%20Avi%20Besser%20%26%20Stephanie%20Jett.%202013.%20Laughing%20at%20the%20looking%20glass%3A%20Does%20humor%20style%20serve%20as%20an%20interpersonal%20signal%3F%20Evolutionary%20Psychology%2011%281%29.%20201%E2%80%93226.%20.
https://doi.org/10.5964/ejop.v12i3.1109
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Zeigler-Hill%2C%20Virgil%2C%20Gillian%20McCabe%20%26%20Jennifer%20Vrabel.%202016.%20The%20dark%20side%20of%20humor%3A%20DSM-5%20pathological%20personality%20traits%20and%20humor%20styles.%20Europe%E2%80%99s%20Journal%20of%20Psychology%2012%283%29.%20363%E2%80%93376.%20.
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=Zeigler-Hill%2C%20Virgil%2C%20Gillian%20McCabe%20%26%20Jennifer%20Vrabel.%202016.%20The%20dark%20side%20of%20humor%3A%20DSM-5%20pathological%20personality%20traits%20and%20humor%20styles.%20Europe%E2%80%99s%20Journal%20of%20Psychology%2012%283%29.%20363%E2%80%93376.%20.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/373832229

	The Humor Styles Questionnaire: a critique of scale construct validity and recommendations regarding individual differences in style profiles
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 HSQ construct validity
	2.1 HSQ content
	2.1.1 Which motivations for humor use are indexed by the HSQ?
	2.1.2 Is the HSQ relevant to all of the proposed features of the styles?
	2.1.3 Does Item Response Theory analysis support the adequacy of HSQ content?

	2.2 Patterns of convergence and divergence characteristic of scores on the HSQ styles
	2.2.1 Internal consistency of style items
	2.2.2 Style intercorrelations
	2.2.3 Relationships of the HSQ styles to other measures of sense of humor
	2.2.4 Associations of the styles with socially desirable response bias
	2.2.5 Relationships of the HSQ styles to their target constructs
	2.2.6 The role of humor in associations characteristic of the HSQ

	2.3 Criterion validity of the HSQ
	2.3.1 HSQ styles and everyday humor use
	2.3.2 HSQ styles and psychosocial well-being


	3 General discussion and further research requirements
	3.1 Motivations for the HSQ styles
	3.1.1 Profile analysis indicates style motivations
	3.1.2 Re-labeling the HSQ styles
	3.1.3 Style characteristics and features of the audience

	3.2 The strength of humor’s effects on well-being
	3.3 The causal status of HSQ styles

	4 Conclusions
	About the author
	References


