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test de compatibilité Between Groups 2653.611 1] 2653.611| 4.026] .045
Within Groups 262311.486| 398| 659.074
Total 264965.097 | 399




97.13

. 86.60

. 142

67.50
64.14

. 0.05

147

93.50



0.05

124.30

. 119.12

0.05

1975
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122.15| 63.58|143.62| 85.21| 95.75| 124 4
122.36| 66.84|147.01| 85.39| 9553| 1/3| 17 - 4
119.07| 66.13|{141.89| 84.82| 93.74| 103 17
121.45| 65.65(144.64| 85.19| 95.14| 400

.12

1993
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Sum of Mean
Squares df |Square |F Sig.
Degré de satisfaction en | Between Groups
_ 11635.487 |5 2327.097 | 3.696 |.003
mariage
Within Groups | 248103.390 | 394 |629.704
Total 259738.878 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups |5497.163 5 1099.433 | 4.641 |.000
Within Groups | 93333.627 |394 |236.887
Total 98830.790 | 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups |22017.081 |5 4403.416 | 2.553 |.027
Within Groups | 679698.509 |394 |1725.123
Tota 701715.590 | 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 7761.125 5 1552.225 1 3.442 | .005
Within Groups | 177655.572 | 394 |450.902
Total 185416.697 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups |15949.387 |5 3189.877 | 5.047 |.000
Within Groups | 249015.710 | 394 |632.020
Total 264965.098 | 399




.13

13
114.31 60.36| 134.10| 80.77| 88.57| 117
123.86 66.05| 147.95| 86.08, 9781 173 2 -1
125.24 70.64| 150.64| 88.49| 97.92| 110
121.45 65.65| 144.64| 85.19| 95.14| 400




0.001

0.005
.14
: 14
Sum of Mean
Squares df |Square |F Sig.
Deqré desatisfactionen | Between Groups 11635.487 |5 2327.097 | 3.696 |.003
mariage
Within Groups | 248103.390 | 394 |629.704
Total 259738.878 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups |5497.163 5 1099.433 | 4.641 |.000
Within Groups [ 93333.627 |394 |236.887
Total 98830.790 | 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups |22017.081 |5 4403.416 | 2.553 |.027
Within Groups | 679698.509 | 394 |1725.123
Total 701715.590 | 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 7761.125 5 1552.225 | 3.442 |.005
Within Groups | 177655.572 | 394 |450.902
Total 185416.697 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups |15949.387 |5 3189.877 | 5.047 |.000
Within Groups | 249015.710 | 394 |632.020
Tota 264965.098 | 399
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122.62| 62.15 145| 85.23| 96.92| 51
121.30| 66.02 144| 8545 9497 298
121.15| 66.96| 145.64| 83.60| 94.35| 51
121.45| 65.65| 144.64| 85.19| 95.14, 400

.16
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Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Degre d-e sisfaction Between Groups 25414.752 5| 5082.950| 8.547| .000
en mariage
Within Groups 234324.125| 394 594.731
Total 259738.878| 399
degré de communication | Between Groups | 10472.493 5 2094.499| 9.340| .000
Within Groups 88358.297| 394 224.260
Tota 98830.790| 399
degré d anticipation Between Groups | 54174.462 5| 10834.892| 6.593| .000
Within Groups 647541.128| 394| 1643.505
Totd 701715.590| 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 17340.661 5[ 3468.132| 8.130| .000

1977 thorton
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207
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couple




106.44| 57.22 130 75.44 87 9
103.82| 54.10| 125.72 79.89| 80.03 29
122.30| 64.65| 149.10, 83.02| 91.60 46
120.10| 64.29| 141.1/7, 83.18| 94.94| 158
126.98| 69.74| 151.41, 89.64| 100.08| 150
120.25| 72.75| 145.75) 84.25| 90.50 8
121.45| 65.65| 144.64, 85.19| 95.14| 400
ANOVA : 18
Sum of Mean
Squares df |Square |F Sig.
Deqré desatisiactionen | Between Groups 11635487 |5 2327.097 1 3.696 |.003
mariage
Within Groups | 248103.390 |394 |629.704
Total 259738.878 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups |5497.163 5 1099.433 14.641 |.000
Within Groups | 93333.627 |394 |236.887
Total 98830.790 [399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups |22017.081 |5 4403.416 | 2.553 |.027
Within Groups | 679698.509 |394 |1725.123




Total 701715.590 | 399

degré de bonheur Between Groups | 7761.125 5 1552.225 1 3.442 | .005
Within Groups | 177655.572 | 394 |450.902
Total 185416.697 | 399

test de compatibilité Between Groups |15949.387 |5 3189.877 | 5.047 |.000
Within Groups | 249015.710 |394 |632.020
Total 264965.098 | 399

. 0.001







.0.001

0.001.
.19
- 19
117.95 61.66 135.58 74.45 02.66
104.75 51.35 120.87 77.40 77.53
118.73 62.91 137.09 81.49 91.53
127.18 71.18 155.22 87.68 101.64




123.96 6/ 148.16 | 89.77 97.05
125.80 77 143.60 | 94.80 108
121.45 65.65 144.64 85.19 95.14
20
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Degre o.le tistaction Between Groups 25414.752 5| 5082.950( 8.547| .000
en mariage
Within Groups 234324.125| 394 594.731
Tota 259738.878 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups | 10472.493 5 2094.499| 9.340| .000
Within Groups 88358.297| 394| 224.260
Total 98830.790| 399




degré d’ anticipation Between Groups | 54174.462 5| 10834.892| 6.593| .000
Within Groups 647541.128| 394| 1643.505
Tota 701715.590| 399

degré de bonheur Between Groups | 17340.661 5[ 3468.132| 8.130| .000
Within Groups 168076.037 | 394 426.589
Total 185416.698 | 399

test de compatibilité Between Groups | 21509.010 5| 4301.802| 6.962| .000
Within Groups | 243456.088 |394 |617.909
Tota 264965.098 | 399

galligan

1978 & bahr
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127.5000

70.9375

154.3571

90.9107

99.3661

112

124.9091

67.4545

149.6364

83.81
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400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Degr.é desatisfaction en | Between Groups 22728.779 4| 5682.195| 9.470|.000
marriage
Within Groups 237010.099( 395| 600.026
Total 259738.878| 399
degré de communication | Between Groups | 10517.525 4| 2629.381| 11.760].000
Within Groups 88313.265| 395 223.578
Total 98830.790| 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups | 21508.924 4| 5377.231| 8.724|.000
Within Groups 243456.174| 395 616.345
Total 264965.097 399
degré d anticipation Between Groups | 51595.411 4| 12898.853| 7.837].000
Within Groups 650120.179| 395| 1645.874
Total 701715.590| 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 15462.681 4| 3865.670| 8.984| .000
Within Groups 169954.016| 395 430.263
Total 185416.697| 399
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116.13| 60.59| 138.97| 84.84| 90.55 97
119.48| 64.15| 141.26| 81.77| 92.89] 146
126.44| 70.07| 150.84| 88.62| 99.83] 138
125.66| 70.73| 153.20| 86.80| 101.53 15
134.25| 71.50| 159.50| 94.25| 102.50 4
121.45| 65.65| 144.64| 85.19| 95.14| 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df | Square F Sig.
Degré de satisfaction en | Between Groups
_ 6641.580 411660.395( 2.591 | .036
marriage
Within Groups 253097.297| 395| 640.753
Total 259738.878( 399
degré de communication | Between Groups 3709.013 41 927.253| 3.850] .004
Within Groups 95121.777| 395| 240.815
Total 98830.790| 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups | 12076.317 413019.079| 1.729( .143
Within Groups 689639.273| 395| 1745.922
Totd 701715590 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups 6027.484 411506.871| 3.318] .011
Within Groups 179389.213| 395( 454.150
Total 185416.697| 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups 7665.248 411916.312| 2.942( .020
Within Groups 257299.850| 395| 651.392
Total 264965.097 | 399
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120.03| 63.54| 141.86| 80.25| 94.72| 132
120.19| 65.98| 14561 85.80| 93.95 161
124.24| 6/7.08| 14532 90.60| 96.66| 95
129.10| 73.80| 160.90 89 104.] 10
14550 69.50| 136.50 86| 101.5 2
121.45| 65.65| 144.64| 8519 95.14| 400
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1998
Sum of Mean
Squares df | Square F Sig.
Degr_é desatisiactionen | Between Groups 1334.279| 4| 333.570| .510| .728
marriage
Within Groups 258404.599| 395| 654.189
Total 259738.878| 399
degré de communication | Between Groups 6199.717 41 1549.929| 6.609( .000
Within Groups 92631.073| 395 234.509
Total 98830.790| 399
degré d anticipation Between Groups 3991.636 4] 997.909| .565| .688
Within Groups 697723.954| 395| 1766.390
Total 701715.590( 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups 1491.600 41 372.900| .801| .525
Within Groups 183925.098| 395| 465.633
Total 185416.698 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups 3000.424 4| 750.106| 1.131| .341
Within Groups 261964.673| 395| 663.202
Tota 264965.098 | 399




0.001

26
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123.69 |66.60 |147.52 |86.11 |97.43 320
112. |62.46 |132.53 |82.04 8515 |73
117.71 |55.42 |139.14 |76.14 |94.42 |7

121.45|65.65 |144.64 8519 9514 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df | Square F Sig.
Degrét.jesatisfaction Between Groups 8977.071 2|4488.535( 7.106| .001
en mariage
Within Groups 250761.807| 397| 631.642
Totd 259738.878| 399
degré de communicatio | Between Groups 1569.106 2| 784.553( 3.202| .042
Within Groups 97261.684| 397| 244.992
Total 98830.790| 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups 13578.822 2| 6789.411( 3.917| .021
Within Groups 688136.768| 397| 17/33.342
Total 701715.590( 399
degré de bonheur | Between Groups 1762.222 2| 881.111( 1.905| .150
Within Groups 183654.476| 397| 462.606
Total 185416.697 | 399
test de compatibilité | Between Groups 8223.297 2| 4111.649( 6.358| .002
Within Groups 256741.800 | 397 |646.705
Total 264965.098 | 399
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122 86.1 9742 321
87 147

113 60.89 |131.51 |81.72 |85.86 |79

121.45 |65.65 [144.64 |85.19 |95.14 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df | Square F Sig.
Degre d.e isfaction | Between Groups 8480.880 1 ([8480.880|13.434 | 000
en marriage
Within Groups | 251257.998 | 398 | 631.302
Totd 259738.878 | 399
communication Between Groups | 1.581 1 ]1.581 3.222 |027
Within Groups | 195.356 398 | 491
Total 196.937 399
anticipation Between Groups | 4.780 1 | 4780 ]9.898 |002
Within Groups 192.198 398 | 483
Total 196.978 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 2224.629 1 [2224.62914.833 |028
Within Groups | 183192.068 | 398 | 460.282
Total 185416.698 | 399
compatibilité Between Groups |1.140 1 1.140 |4.588 |006
Within Groups | 98.860 398 248
Total 100.000 399
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104.46 |52.48 |127.20 8053 |76.82 39

11549 |60.34 |135.28 |83.68 |88.16 132
127.78 |70.95 |153.01 |86.86 [102.28 229
121.45 |65.65 |144.64 8519 |95.14 400
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12091 |67.08 |148.12 |85.27 |95.68 |160
118.75 |61.86 13748 8211 |91.72 |68

123.02 |65.81 (14423 |86.33 |9598 |1/2
12145 |65.65 (14464 |8519 (95.14 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Degré de satisfaction en | Between Groups 966.835 2| 483417 .742| 477
marriage| Within Groups| 258772.043| 397| 651.819
Total | 259738.877| 399
degré de communication | Between Groups 869.389 2| 434.695( 1.762| .173
Within Groups| 97961.401| 397| 246.754
Total | 98830.790| 399
degré d’ anticipation | Between Groups| 5451.878 2| 2725.939( 1.554| .213
Within Groups| 696263.712| 397 1753.813
Total | 701715.590| 399
degré de bonheur | Between Groups| 1305.532 2| 652.766| 1.408| .246
Within Groups| 184111.165( 397 463.756
Total | 185416.698| 399
test de compatibilité| Between Groups 967.666 2| 483.833| .728| .484
Within Groups| 263997.432| 397| 664.981
Total | 264965.097 399
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michal walsh & jerometaylor .

6

pushpa singh1982

10 5



liking

1988



- 37

107.34 |51.38 |124.11 |80.38 |/9.11 26
118.03 |64.69 |143.67 |83.69 |93.64 | 112
12431 |6/7.47 |147.09 8631 |97.37 | 262
12145 |65.65 [144.64 |8519 |95.14 | 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df | Square F Sig.
Degr.é desatisfaction en | Between Groups 8235.166 2 4117.583 | 6.500 |.002
marriage
Within Groups | 251503.712 | 397 [633.511
Total 259738.877 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups | 1180.622 2 590.311 |2.400 |.092
Within Groups | 97650.168 |397 |245.970
Total 98830.790 | 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups |12635.893 |2 6317.947 | 3.640 |.027
Within Groups | 689079.697 | 397 |1735.717
Tota 701715.590 | 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 6267.502 2 3133.751]6.944 |.001
Within Groups | 179149.195 | 397 |[451.257
Total 185416.697 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups | 8625.020 2 4312.510|6.679 |.001
Within Groups | 256340.078 | 397 |645.693
Tota 264965.097 | 399
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113.90| 54.27| 129.63| 76.72| 86.27 11
114.84| 61.01| 137.84] 82.20| 90.15 83
12351| 67.32| 147.02| 86.31] 96.81 306
121.45| 65.65| 144.64| 8519 9514 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Degre ('je sisfaction Between Groups 3783.349 2 1891.6752.934 |.054
en mariage
Within Groups | 255955.528 | 397 |644.724
Total 259738.878 399
degré de communication | Between Groups |1911.584 2 955.792 |3.915 |.021
Within Groups [96919.206 |397 |244.129
Tota 98830.790 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups | 8057.345 2 4028.673 | 2.306 |.101
Within Groups |693658.245 397 | 1747.250
Total 701715.590 (399
degré de bonheur Between Groups |4062.913 2 2031.457 | 4.447 |.012
Within Groups |181353.784 |397 |456.811
Total 185416.698 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups | 5554.806 2 2777.403 |4.251 |.015
Within Groups |259410.291 397 |653.426
Tota 264965.097 399
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117.31| 55.81 125. 83.56 84.37 16
114.65| 60.08) 133.86| 79.75 90.74 90
123.75| 67.89| 149.01| 86.94 97.07 294
121.45| 65.65| 144.64) 85.19 95.14 400
42
Sum of Mean
Squares| df Square F| Sig.
Degr.é desatistaction en | Between Groups 4693.652 2 2346.826 |3.653 |.027
marriage
Within Groups | 255045.226 | 397 |642.431
Total 259738.877 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups | 3609.996 2 1804.998 |7.526 |.001
Within Groups | 95220.794 | 397 |239.851
Total 98830.790 | 399
degré d’ anticipation Between Groups |22241.244 |2 11120.622 | 6.498 |.002
Within Groups | 679474.346 | 397 |1711.522
Tota 701715.590 |399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 5808.454 2 29004.227 [6.419 |.002
Within Groups | 179608.243 | 397 |452.414
Total 185416.697 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups | 5995.484 2 2997.742 14.59 |.011
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112 66. 137. 67.] 103. 1
120.87| 64.75| 148./0| 88.87| 87.87 8
124.15| 68.84| 14146, 89.15| 100.69 13
119.34| 61.32| 14155 84.51 93. 85
121.99| 66.78| 14559 85.17| 95.68| 293
121.45] 65.65| 144.64| 85.19| 95.14, 400
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Sum of Mean
Squares df | Square F Sig.
Degr.é destisfaction en Between Groups 1362.496 4 340.624 |.521 |.721
marriage
Within Groups 258376.381 | 395 |654.117
Total 259738.878 | 399
degré de communication | Between Groups | 682.228 4 170.557 |.686 |.602
Within Groups 08148.562 | 395 |248.477
Tota 98830.790 | 399
degré d anticipation Between Groups | 1403.370 4 350.842 |.198 |.939
Within Groups 700312.220 | 395 |1772.942
Total 701715.590 | 399
degré de bonheur Between Groups | 2105.848 4 526.462 |1.134 |.340
Within Groups 183310.849 | 395 |464.078
Total 185416.698 | 399
test de compatibilité Between Groups | 651.438 4 162.859 |.243 |.914
Within Groups 264313.660 | 395 |669.149
Total 264965.097 | 399
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