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DT O RSZMEZRE S % 3 RIEA2 SO BRI E LI L, SREMOMEKLY Gray DXE € 7L &
Eysenck OXVH € 7V (MEHEGA (N) EAAAME (B) & oBRERETT 5 7coic, MBS, oG
ST & BT 21T - 7o T OFER, S0 R & W~ ol 0EZPEE, (D) FiERRTFELT
TRRFEEETVEFEODPBREIPOA TN TH ST &, (2) BHWICHBNZ R, WiE M IcEiE LB 3
&, B)HIEENEIEOMRE, EEHBOME, BEWEN « E&bIEOMEEE> MRS, F 1,
Gray DXVE € 7V O 2RSS E, HFHMORNEOAZMVEELD b, SREAMAGDE S LIC
F T, KRB > IENSITA B T EMRE S N,
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Eysenck (1967) &, AMITEIA2HAT 27200
= F ) T IRTTIT A s B % 5k,
FAEMA]A) (Neuroticism; N) & #h Al (Extraversion;
E) LW L 2 IRoeh S0 DX =V F )
74 DY S E F VA RIE L /2, Eysenck (&,
HEHIRIE L 72 & Fvothc, BRK s EYST
BAgL LT, NI ARABRoER L MAE
78, EACid EATHERRRIAIRTE 52 0 OGO 8 A ZE A3
SR L TWaBKAS LI L TWwa (Eysenck,
1967)o Eysenck (3% @ %, ¥ 4R #I A (Psy-

1) AR, HAE Y=V F ) 57 ¢ LEIFRE 15
FIREICBVWTHRES N, £, KHXOHEIC
bz, MK (HAERIRE S - BN
FICOFED), RIHEEN K CREURFER ARG UL
R« BAEMIRELE), FIFSHK CGERAYAR
PR G SULIFZER « AR RRIZY) > 6 KA H
EEMWEEGD E L DEDEHEL LT ET,

SVH, (LR R, SOk, i O

choticism; P) = € F v icEL, 3KTEF v
(PEN & 7V) ~EHRRk U7 hs, HEHE BRI )
RILDZLPEIT D W TR ERO RN D B,

Gray (1970) 1%, Eysenck ® € 7% X b fiitd:
HIERY R EBRICR D & 5 BB I BIE A T > 12 B
{RIJICE, N & EW, Ko ERHNBSRTTH S
1D [Pk D S E & R~ D Bl D RS2 D 2 o
DA GDLEITE > TEIHT BIRENSIKILT D
%] &L (Figure 1), AROoXEOMAZE% 2
DDV RT L, $TIbEITEEIZR (Behavioral
Inhibition System; BIS), fTEjfil/5% (Behavioral
Activation System; BAS) 1T & - Trtifi 9 2 nfifb)ak
SZMEES (Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory; RST)
ZElE Lo BIS &, WBERIEEI® 7 72 b L —
Vg vAGIEE I & mEERI 0 SR, B
AR OFECK T 2 B2 Tch b, BEERH%E
[olEEg 2 & 5 T E) & B b B, BIS 3HFHEA
LORMENT VAT LTHELEZEASNTOVT,
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Figure1 Gray €7V (BIS « BAS)» 5 Eysenck € 7V
(FREEAEE ] « Sh1a i) & FiiH - 5 Bl
(Matthews & Gilliland (1999) @ Figure 2 % H
IRt DFFAI 215 T, ZDBEED 5 ZHRHED

g « #E Y 2 7 AT 520 b = VIR
EORENSTHESNTWS (Gray, 1982), — /D
BAS (3, HREHFIOARTEEH S & 2 S HIBI X
TREZIETH D, FHENSITEI O & B
H b, BAS 3EEMEOEBE AT VX T L TH B
EEZOSNTVT, HldEeo F—3 3 /AFH)
FE OB EMHESIN TV S (Depue & Collins,
1999), Gray (1982, 1987) (%, BIS [3451EARZ D
N7, BAS GEEIMEOMAZICEEELSZ TV
LR, Figure 1 @i D, BIS & BAS DA & H
YICE->TNELEblRTcEELELTWVS
(Matthews & Gilliland, 1999), &£ » F£fMIC L, Gray
£ 7L O 21ifi13 Eysenck € 7 v O il % 30 K [Al#z
SHLBERICHY, BSOESRINOESEED
K&, BASOESSENOESEEDHSITL-T
TN ZNHIE SN 5 (Pickering, Corr, & Gray,
1999),

¥/, Gray b Eysenck &[AEEIC, [E53 koo
EITHEH LTV 3, £h i3S —%ER (Fight
Flight System; FFS) & FEIE 41, i+ SEHBH o filj%
KRG L, &8s L5 v 25 4THE, T
IC & - TIAF S 0 5 BRI 5 T8, BAFRI 78I
BITEY (fight) b L < B EMEEITHE) (flight)
THY, FEITHEEL LT, mbkik, HKTHOME

mhﬁ

O [alikE & M~ OHEE O EZ R WES 5 3 RO 73

WRIEZ,  HR i D oL K VB S HRIL ) 78 15l S 7o
FTELINTWV B (Cray, 1994)s LH L, Eysenck &
7OV OFEHIRE R E) & Rk, [53 oot i<
SVTOZAMR O LZBERKIC L - THIETE
BRSNS & LT AR TV, £oT, T
NETO Gray €7 /VORGER, #0& Ugifdicl
thanz [Fi0MEEORZM] & TR~ 0BT
DREESZME] © 2 >OKERTEHILIZ L TITb R
TWa kY, KIETH D2 2DKERTITD
WTHD IS & ET 5,

Gray D€ 7D, SVEAGLibd 28w e L CE
NTVWELEEZSNDDI, UTUD 2 TH 5,
%9, Gray DRST (&, EFVICH->TFHENS
E%ﬁ&ob@ﬁ%%%tdfim<,mﬂ£
LLHERBEO Y7 5 — < ¥ Z (Avila, 2001;
Gray, 2001), M P.0078 & O BB 115 151
(Knyazeyv, Slobodskaya, & Wilson, 2002; Sutton &
Davidson, 1997), KWMAEE1 72542 (Barros-
Loscertales, Meseguer, Sanjuan, Belloch, Parcet,
Torrubia, & Avila, 2006a, 2006b), Efn ML &
DY) 15 F5RE (Reuter, Schmitz, Corr, & Hen-
nig, 2005) 75 & & F X TR E HHHBIRARE R
HLTwamnEFons, £, 2mHEELT,
Gray @ RST (&, Fowles (1980) * Quay (1988) LI
K, & F I F RGO R M B 73 6] & o
Bl RHE TV R T EMNBIF 5N 5, )
MESN TV BREREPIERE, L& -15-2
(CampbellSills, Liverant, & Brown, 2004), 5#iE
[ (Fullana, Mataix-Cols, Caseras, Alonso, Men-
chon, Vallejo, & Torrubia, 2004), H:=/R[aZ Bt
[FZ (Matthys, Van Goozen, De Vries, Cohen-Kette-
nis, & Van Engeland, 1998), & H4E (Scholten,
Van Honk, Aleman, & Kahn, 2006), 7 b 2 —JU{ii
H « #&7% (Jorm, Christensen, Henderson, Jacomb,
Korten, & Rodgers, 1999), RIS (Smits &
Kuppens, 2005) & & £ %,

Gray ® RST 13, BfEChZEHS TV AIC
Lo 59, BIS & BAS O AZE % B % H
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WCHIES ik A 1 k2 B3, TR
oTEIRL WL OO RENTERL, LITO
(D~@B) 3 >DOREEN, BFFLICBWT, &oD
[E136E D JERSZE & Rl ~ D FElL D ez D AN %
MWELZ2AHBRETHLEEZON 5,

(1) BIS/BAS Scales (Carver & White, 1994)

(2) Sensitivity to Punishment and Sensitivity to
Reward Questionnaire (SPSRQ; Torrubia, Avila,
Molt6, & Caseras, 2001)

(3) Temperament and Character Inventory (TCI;
Cloninger, Svrakic, & Przybeck, 1993) ®— (385
[a] [Harm Avoidance; HA] & #rarfEiEsk [Nov-
elty Seeking; NS] @ 2 REFXIT)

Carver & White (1994) i< & % BIS/BAS ¥ (4,
BB, AAGERR (S8 « E « KE - 88« K
B « Lk, 2007) Oftic b EERERDSER S 1,
FERHICER T 2 RED 15 Th 5,  OERMK
i¥, BISIE 14Xt 7HH, BASIE 3Kt 13HHOD
P20 A SRS hTwT, REELTHY
ISASRENE, RHERSE e GRSz, FHlK
NS L), ML (RFrZ 4
E) ZRTEMFEOERLIESNLTVS (Jorm
et al., 1999; Campbell-Sills et al., 2004), Z 72, &
&« 1 « REfth (2007) (&, HAGEMIE D
Koeld o e NI —EEZR > 2R L (eg,
o=.79~.83), JEiTWI%E & [EEE O KT & Ol
W=y F Y74 E (eg, NEOFFI 72 &) & D
IGTSBIEEE RO T L AR LTV D, S5IT, &
&« 1 « REfh (2007) &, BAERZEGRICE
I & 2 %06 L <, BIS & BAS Ol AZE DAY
FHEBIC OV T ORI ZTV, 2 DO RERT
(213 30% Rk DEIRBH O, oz OMIAZEII
RE L A~V T HBEFR L~V T H VI
ThHbILEREL TV,

Torrubia et al. (2001) IZ & % SPSRQ (&, Carver
& White (1994) i< & % BIS/BAS B & ilfi A TRHEIFE
PN SN A RED 1 > TH D, FIN0D
&S (SP 5 1RO 24 THE) & i~ D &2 1

(SR ; 1ot 24 HHE) »ofkshTont, &H
SRR B O TLEE M O b G S h
5 TW A (Sava & Sperneac, 2006), Carver &
White (1994) 12 & % BIS/BAS B & I L 7R o
SPSRQ OFfH & LT, (1) SR & PRt % #%E &
FTH-RKTTH 5, (2) SROHHNELEET
H5, 3) EFNTHESIN TS O[A]EED K
2L E ORIOE OB, i~ DT D&z
& N OB OB OHBEN, Lo HiECHS, 05
SHEMBEFON B, i, @6 - (WIE - Bht
(2007) 13, HAFEMZEAERL, REO&KITIET
NN —EBHEEZRFSE (eg, a=.61~.85),
BIS/BAS R &R [FEON TG Zf> & &
RLTWE,

Cloninger (1986) 1T & 4uiE, HA ZFERAEL 2
b LN OWEEEIZ D W T ORI LEL, AHESE
HIE 9 2 24, NRS PSR E V- 7fTH)
OHEPHIEICBE T 25U, NS 3HEE b0
(Y B B TRRITE), @B R ERE, W
BRI~ DEL O MEEIHI S 15 &, fTE oG Le
IERICBART A KE LS b, HA ENSWEEhZ
N BIS & BAS EREMEE L LTEA OGNS T &8
% <{ (Carver & White, 1994; Mardaga & Hansenne,
2007), Corr, Pickering, & Gray (1995) i k1114,
HA 13 &1 Dok D J&KZ 1%, Cloninger (1986) IT &
g, NS EHE~ ol D% 2 h 2 hlliE
THOIELTWARERTESNTVS, K
B o piR < AT o R o OKEF « N - UK (1996)
(3, TCl © HAGERRRE ZERR L, 538 i) —
ol (eg., a=78~85), JiTi%E—HT 3 KT
s, DEMISEIRANE T 2 RE (eg., Mo
FEHESERE) LoBREHIHEBZHE L T\ha,

N ET, Gray @ RST & Eysenck € 7 /L% [hi
L 72 v (Diaz & Pickering, 1993; Heubeck, Wilkin-
son, & Cologon, 1998), Gray ® RST & Cloninger
OREEF VAL LD (Zelenski & Larsen,
1999; Mardaga & Hansenne, 2007), & L < &
Eysenck € 7V & Cloninger € 7V & Lc 9
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W3 21T - 72 1F92 13 Caseras, Avila, & Torrubia
(2003) DA TH Y, ENTRIEEAEFESNT
W75,
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] OEAZEERES 2 3 > OERRNE A L
i L7 H 5 Gray € 7V O KUE S O R 1T,
ENODORER, F10RIEED FSEIE — M~ DB
ITDEZMEE WS 2 >OKBEIRITCENET 3 DI
B THBEHED EWD T D W THBIREIL
U EHE I T 2 VT 2175 L2 HP
L9 5, BlkmiciE, UTo320HMIR->T
BEt 2175, %9, Gray @ RST ITify » TIERR S 1
o 3 DO REERITICBS 2 AL 12 kb A 2t 4
5 EHMELT, ThoOERETHESNS
FEEROCI O #HEIRE & K IR T 0 FE P (homo-
geneity) IO WTHET L, BNEXRITTRIE L X
HELTVE DN EDREFETH 5 h 2R
T2, NFPHEHETHLEB3THDLE, NTE
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Hoichnris v 25 4 & LTHEES 5 2 & D3E
ENTV5S, £IT, FOMEEEDKZE & HE~
DL DIESZHITHALIS v 2 7 ABRES NS 12
DOYBBELZBEDOVESELT, TNED 220K,
HoroMTIAEESHBERE SN W T & 210
#d 5 (A2, T L THEIT, Gray ® RST &
Eysenck € 7V & DBERICOWT, Caseras et al.
(2003) T/RENTW A [FD[alkE D EaZ7 4 RlE
T B ERNERIE KU % OBERT) 13N EIEiC
ESEICHBIL, TOMHBIDHEEEBELDHNOD
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Pickering et al. (1999), =& « 1L « KEfth
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(1) BIS/BAS RUE HAGEM (4 47k 20 1HH ;5 &
&« 1 - KEft, 2007)

BIS (3, Zio[nlkEa % R4 5 7 HED» 5K 5,
72, BAS [FHE~ DT AR 3 DD L
REE (BXE), REEEK, WBROGTE), 13 31H
o5, BXENZ, EEN D HENOHRN A
KICBES 2 4 THH, MR, Frar sl
BT L RO & THOE L3 WA %=
s % 4 JHH, HMBBUGHE R, MO FEeT
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HbbzhZEhlsn Tz,
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& - i, 2007)
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Table 1 AR OMHBARE

ME RKE ESE SD o BIS SP HA N BAS SR NS
BIS 10 28 22.55 4.26 81 —
SP 36 87 66.07 10.78 85 T1EE —
HA 33 77 57.79 9.29 87 67 T —
N 14 47 35.05 6.89 85 6%+ 72wk T0%* —
BAS 23 52 39.25 5.80 81 02 —.16%%  — 22%x 07 —
SR 36 83 56.68 8.46 78 13%% .09 07 33wk 48 —
NS 30 72 47.46 7.25 77 —17EE - 22%x  — 9gwx 01 39 24 —
E 14 46 28.12 6.09 80 —15%F =39k 4Rk |TRE 33kx 33wk 20%%

. BIS= T8I #IHI%R ; SP= Hi~ D&k | HA= fHFEIEE | N= #fdE (I

BAS= {THII/E% ; SR= M~ DZM: ; NS=

FraTEsk ; E= Al . o= 70 voNy 20T VT 2 REC #p<01

D oAEA SN 2 BALERE R LTS ST BEE L
WL O DORED M AEZRIES 5 24 THHD» S
Bk 5o SRIE, <8k, MM Y— b —, HEITH,
W12 &, Na DI 215 2 fo il h 24T 54K
HTofiTEiEm % Fa % 24 HH» 5% 5 2,

(3) HAGEW Temperament and Character Inven-
tory (TCD) fEh RS, 1996) &0, HA -
NS @ 2 DO REERIT (4 1 40 THED

HA 3 EIOFHD» D I B L TARLZ K E 5
FZ2HELTWT, 450 kot (TR0
B, AHEEME~ORM, NRS, Ehvds) %
Fioo NS WAtk z Rz v FivHig s 1o & %24t
TS 2 EAEZAEL TV T, 42D M
ot (El~oBlgE, Eotk, MEi%R, W)
R

(4) HAGEM NEO-Five Factor Inventory (NEO-
FFI 5 &4 « thif « KRB « BcIF « Ak« =% « 1L
Mo« /NEFET « FRE, 1998) Kb, MHREMERE (N)
LA (B) © 2 REEROE (4 fFid: 24 THED ©

N BEEAZEE LR L RRIE NIcE T 58
ol 75 BOGME A 2 JE S 5 12 30, [EREIC E 1315
Bk, Ak, SYEEES EARIET 5 12 HE
PO 5

2) BAMBHANFTZEZCHOADEAGETH 5,

EREER

BEREOSRITCOEAFEE, 70 vy 7D
TN 7 G 8% Table 1 IR L, 72, NT
DOREABE LTS 2 TRRERICHE O F# %
Z, Eysenck €7V & DEEGHEMGALT 5 /201,
REEMERI OB 25 L (Table 1), = OFHB
119 % B A & T 2 17 - 720 Figure 2 13,
AMEDOHN) 1~3 Z0FE TR 2720, 150
SERTEIET 5 3 >0 P REXKICIEZNZE
NEHICHIES N, ThooTENEE DM

3) KAWL, Gray ® RST & Eysenck € 7L & B
OWFEHFE LTVWASDT, Bysenck 7 VITH -
72 E IR DOWE I 1F Eysenck Personality Question-
naire-Revised (EPQ-R; Eysenck & Eysenck., 1991)%
420N ARETH 55, EPQ-R O HAGER I
B TEREHTH 5, £ DEITHFEICBVLT,
Eysenck €7 /WVICBIF AN « E (&, Bigh E7/VICEB
75N -« B EREENEH W E VS HERTIhTY
% 12 ¥ (Larstone, Jang, Livesley, Vernon, & Wollf,
2002), AHF TIE Big 5 € FIVITHEH D WV BRI
NEO-FFI 2> 54244 % 2 (RouaEM 56 2 & & L
%72, HAERM NEO-FFI 1Z, e fE « iEfE - 5
t (199NIT X 2 REA LIE LIEHV S5, A
FICBOTHH SN, FHhh (1998)iIcH W
<, o WN—El (eg., 0=.78~.80), Costa &
McCrae (1989) & —H(d % [N FHak, (CERAY SRR
ZMET H2RE (e.g., MMERHAREITLE) Lok
GIEHBERE LTV b,
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Figure2 [ FIOEMOBEL: - S~ OBE OB
RO CREHERE] - SRR (BT B 253
53T

WCHBIZIGE L/ EFLERLTVSE Y, ToE
& 13 GF1=.947, AGFI=.893,
RMSEA=.057 Th b, |45 ITiid T& 284 %R
L7,
FBREXRITTD 7V 7 7 (75, 77~87Th -
foo WENBETHE (GG - (LE - KEA,
2007, =f& - L2 - EERE, 2007 5 KEf,
1996 ; Efifh, 1998) &ML T, BEAEZED
SV b LTl EoEEID, RERTE
LChHaafEiEsRL .,

wic, H 1l S LT, SRERTHEOMHE
Rt K O TRF O IC > W T, HEBEIA T OfE R
LI HE S S OFER A R Sl 5, &
DakEOEZ M2 NE S 5 3 >0 RERICIE AW
WKEWHBEZR L2 r=.70~7T TD—} T,
R~ DT D EZVEERE S 5 3 > O RERT

TV D

4) BAS « HA * NS 3NN FRocZ o5, A
WEIcs VLT, EHOHEES L B Mkoos %
LD THFBROEKEREL, SirichH+ 3
Item Parceling =17 > 720 D HEOF|E E L TR
(DT ¥ 7 LBEEZBHWVTBH LA S 120,
EMOTHE < T EMNTE, Hx0HER T
W aBAT 2 L0 bEHEENEREINS, OG
AT & > TRIEBALT 2 LM IERNTRIC
WD Fewd, Ko & S5 I IEREEREL TV 3
DB VWTHATH B, B)EFIVHA XANEL
0, AHEMEDL, HENKET S, Lol
P 5N 5, Item Parceling O af4M 1%, REf -
R « fiH (2005) 2R E N7z 0,

Jeest

H

11D

(] & R~ D L D

BEZVWEWES 2 3 REOEK 77

BHWICHEEZEOHEEEZRLTWE DD
(r=24~48), F—DOKBEKTAEMNET 2 R &
LTld, ElDnEEDRSzME & HiRd 5 &, PPF
BYEICAT DI E T EDBHI PN B, F /A
BRI, FioohEED RSz « B~ O Bl o Rz
EETHEBERTED» S0 R GMERFT 2 &,
BIS « SP » HARBRTE LTt Lz %
o THEBWNESA S —HT (A=77~87),
BAS - SR - NS &, st %5 [EHE,
RATELlToFLFvdtoTcrEVIEREL -
72 (A=48~.72)c LI &b, ZionlEto szt
BIEST 2 RERTTRBHEVICEWHEEZE L, %
BITHEESNhTWD T &, Wi, HE~OFLD
JERSZ I (] D[]k D RS2 i & HR L TSI
CIEHEENTH 2 EWPSL D &8 - fo A~
DHSE DIRZMEDIFFEEZ b 5T HKE LT
13, BASE 32D MKIG, NSiF4>D Mk
JLEFD, SEfTHES (Smillie, Jackson, & Dalgleish,
2006) 123\ T &HEI~ DT D B2 & H—ik
JLCHIET 2 2 EORFES VIR TwE T &
MEZ 5N BN, M~ DHHT O REZ Rt O IE
SEYE A O Z RO RS IC O W TIRS KR bE &
ERADPBETD 5,

iz, ENOEEED RS2 &I~ D BET D &=
PO RGE (HI2) 22V TR 21T -
Too T DFEHE, BIS & BAS Of#], SP & SR Dfiic
SR THISEE 0 B RSB RIE S, F, 3
REEZ#BEG L CanshE s LThcgaes
WT b, FiD[mhEED Sz &~ o BH O Rz
PEDOIK T HAHBS & r=—102 Td b, Figure 1 1T/
INTWB LI, RSTTHESNS 2 >OKHE
POtld B BVICHITANICHEEE LIS 2 C EAVRS 1
foo ZD—HT, HA & NS FHEESAOHBZR
L (r=-.28), 2> DSKEIRITDMNEDGE DB
B oEZBE, TCIO 2T L BHTIEDD
TtnEE2 506 LBV, HA & NS OfDH
DFEBIRILR (E R D IERCY WA © DFETR T dH 2 3
(Cloninger et al., 1993 ; KE&fth, 1996), Z D
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IZ > W T Ando, Suzuki, Yamagata, Kijima,
Maekawa, Ono, & Jang (2004) (¥, NS @ [HBE~
OBfE | &0 NAIRILE HA IKED THA T
5 &, mEOROBEOHEBIEE D, Mz
fGELTES E VI FERARL, NS IE NALKILD

LAV TT B RINICEEICIIE S L Twis v
REMEZRIE L TV 5,

%12, Eysenck E7 /LD N & E & OB#IZ5
WTHGET 2T - 70 (HBY 3), Sl DRZIE %
WEFT 23 20REXCEVINS N EEHVIED
MR Z /R L (r=.68~.72), E & OHHEARFRICE L
THBIS & EDMEEPPEVWbOD, WInd
HBEBEOHBEZRL 2 (r=—15~—42), A
ReHOVLNIZVWTNhORERTS [N EIE, E
EEICHBL, ZOHBOREIRE LD ENDIZ
5 BT E W] & WS Eysenck € 7V & DR
HICBWT, FORMEOEZEOKERICE 5
WCHIERRETH 5 L 5 A %0 MM~ OHHL D2
PEZNET 2 3 >DRERIEIE NS & DB IF
PEVLOD, LWFNb E EGRLIEOHEBEZR
L7z (r=22~33)c —7/ T, N&EHESIEDHERN
ZRLIEDIESROATHY (r=.33), BAS & NS
WA E M 2 /R & 750 - 7o (Caseras et al.,
2003)o LM -T, INEE&bICIEICHEIL,
ZOHBADIEEE I N &0 b E ©IF 5 23 iics
W] &S Eysenck € 7V E DOBIEIT BWT, ]
P~ DB D RS2 D VB IR T & 53 1S IE T RE
THBDIISROAT, Do REKICIZ+45
TRBEWVWESZ B, &61z, OB ESFIC
Lo TURSNIBERTF &N - E & 0BG
MR L&A, SioMEEOKRZERFIEN &
1E, E EEUCHBIL (IEIC r=.80, r=—.29), R
NOEAE DS TIE N, E & bICRiciBE L
7z (IEiT r=.32, r=51), T OIEHEE DD
fERE, AFFEOHN 3 THEL, icbRLk
RST & Eysenck € 7V OB D FRERHAE I
BHET BERTH D, Gray DXVEE TV DEEKN
R, BEoREEHWIcEEZXD S, Th

FCI/ERENTEX L3 DOREAMALSDLE S
T Eitk-T, KOIEMERRIENITA % AJhEMEDS
TREINIESABEAS D,

w W

AT, SiaheEo Bk & W~ o Hsl
DREZYEE VS 2 D ORBET) 78 KU RO 2 JITE A
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Comparison of Three Scales Measuring Individual Differences in
Sensitivity to Punishment and Reward
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Gray (1970, 1982, 1987) developed a motivation based theory of temperamental traits: Reinforcement Sen-
sitivity Theory (RST). It postulates existence of two primary and orthogonal dimensions: sensitivity to pun-
ishment and sensitivity to reward. In the present study, multiple measurement strategy was used, and three
scales most often used in their assessments were compared, to provide some empirical data for the assess-
ment of individual differences in sensitivity to punishment and reward. We conducted correlational analyses
together with Neuroticism (N) and Extraversion (E), and performed structural equation modeling. Results
suggested that sensitivity to punishment factor was homogeneous, and factorial homogeneity of sensitivity to
reward was insufficient. The two dimensions showed orthogonality, one of the original theoretical assump-
tions. And the two showed appropriate correlations with N and E. Combining multiple measurements allowed
us to learn better the general structure of Gray’s RST, and to help achieve more precise measurement.

Key words: Gray, temperament, Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory, sensitivity to punishment, sensitivity
to reward



