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Relationship Between Father Presence and Personality of College Students
PU Shao—hua, DAI Xiao—yang, LU Ning

Research and Counseling Center of Applied Psychology ,Shenzhen University ,Shenzhen 518060, China

[Abstract] Objective: To explore the relationship between father presence and personality of college students. Meth-

ods: 532 college students were selected by means of convenient sampling and measured by the Chinese Revision of Father

Presence Questionnaire(FPQ-R) and the Chinese Big Five Personality Inventory brief version(CBF—PI-B). Results: (DFa-

ther presence had obvious positive correlation with Conscientiousness, Openness, Agreeableness and Extraversion (r=0.07~

0.30). Father presence had obvious negative correlation with Neuroticism(r=—0.09~-0.27). @Father’s relationship with his

father, mother’s support for relationship with father and son can significantly predicted Neuroticism negatively. Father—

mother relationship, father’s relationship with his father and conceptions of father’s influence could significantly predict

Conscientiousness positively. Father—mother relationship and conceptions of father’s influence could significantly predict

Agreeableness positively. Physical relationship with father and conceptions of father’s influence could significantly predict

Openness positively. Perception of father’s involvement and mother’s relationship with her father could significantly pre-

dict Extraversion positively. Conclusion: Father presence of college students has significant influence on their personality.

[Key words] Father presence; Personality; College students
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