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HF B, RAMIMHLESEFP —ANAFTE2HITHE, AFRKEES T AGRSER LM, STAR
8K S B LE M EGAR T, VABRAT T ATRAT A 6945 E Fa TR, ARH ARG 692, RV R B Z AR RAL
BAARENBEFEA G —ANEFZ LA FEOER . KRIGHRATRRGAER 305 &R T mAN2
H A ATFRF 518 & R (IAS-R)#) FAEHIE R E T A AR 9 o A dh i 42, AT R AEAL 49 405
B B ATAR R 7 KA A A, BRI T AR AT TAHARATR TN 69 BB R LA S L
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TE N R 25 00 3B 22 0, 6 A M &5 4 DA &
FEFUSAT MBI RIS, IR Z WIS B A A
ANTA) 1) 7 15 B0 (Wiggins, 2003). W £ 45 5 5K
A, BRI B A, T BT O A
5% T7 o NSRRI PR A0 5 B0 S AR Ky B A,
Wt — AN B4 78V (e.g. Hofstee, de Raad, &
Goldberg, 1992; Saucier, 1992).

LAk, R SRR S — R 50
FARE 25 1 B R VF 2 1F 98 % BT K 4 (MaCrae &
Costa, 1999). 4R, Bl A8 RIAE H 5456 Hl 4 11
e, BT O DR #E A [ ER AR R 43 B2 (Johin
& Srivastava, 1999). 3L RN, AR
RZHMUILT S A SR B R, e
L E2FE T CPAI 5 NEO-PI IS R 4T,
PR T NI . AR T LR AR, BT
NBRIC R Z, 2 H SRR A5 v [ A H
FNBRAT R B IR 38 (9. SKAERFT, JA I,
2006) . 1% A M &5 K 2 JUAN BRI 2SI i) 3, 32 DA
gy faj vt . HAT 52 X (Conte & Plutchik, 1981)
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ZEJE ;R B BE AR 47 Hb e 5 A VT Al (Ozer,
1999), 7F 1L BRSBTS VEAG, BK
Jy 7% B ju A (Wiggins, 2003). iZ3E X A&
72 5 R FIASARAT g T L F B X, H
WAFLE— 28, Lhdn. DA o 2w
FIAEAS AT, RE LM R “ITFRE” i
HE I, 1B B R AR 158 I8 e R A
(Hofstee et al., 1992), 4. X Pl fE 058 S ECH A
s G5 R R S e S O R T IR 3 BT A4 ) (Di Blas &
Forzi, 1999), KMHEER#E—Len] gk & 2 A&
{H A 52 5 i X )45 B (Saucier, 1992); X b #y it
I PR FR A AR I i R YR T A2 3 )i &€ (Briggs,
1992).

BRIN RSN, FRTEREB R S — M2 A
K o B 22 BIF 50 38 R0 92 e 3 BT AR B0 A& B
7 (Plutchik & Conte, 1997; Wiggins & Broughton,
1985) . Ay A% DR B2 55 B 1) B RIS B T ) 35 4
i O WN T b N X D ey T ES i)
& (Trapnell & Wiggins, 1990). FJEA 4 A
g KB TR A 3 S 1 AT R 4% 52 1) (Carson,  1996;
Saucier, 1992; Wiggins, 1985). % HA A\ BriR
W, BN AT bR A R (e.g. Ansell &
Pincus, 2004; Kiesler, 1983; Wiggins & Trobst,
1999). L 4n A B 7 (e.9. Wiggins, 1979; Wiggins,
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Trapnell, & Phillips, 1988), A Br 1T 4 (e.q.
Benjamin, 1996), A Fx i @ (Horowitz, 1996), A
brva s, ABrsgmi(e.g. Kiesler, 1996), ABr H#x,
NBrsh#l(Horowitz & Wilson, 2005; Horowitz et
al., 2006), A Fs#r{t#i(e.g. Locke, 2000), APBxfE
47 (Hofsess & Tracey, 2005), #t 4> 3% £F (Trobst,
2000); [7) it N -0 45 15 45 15 f% (e.g.  Posner,
Russell, & Peterson, 2005; Russell, Lewicka, &
Nitt, 1989; Yik & Russell, 2004), A #% b 73
(Widiger & hagemoser, 1997), 5 JE % 4 (Schafer,
1997), Bk #Rk(e.g. Tracey & Rounds, 1997)%
WA . TERBANAE 2N, TR R
HEAT BEORS A R B2 R A, T KT 90 P BB 5E 4f
HENMEFE . XIER KR EIRY)F T TEAR

BT 5 E R R J2 (e.g. Acton & Revelle,

2002, 2004; Fabrigar, Visser, & Browne, 1997,
Gurtman & Pincus, 2000, 2003; Tracey, 1997).

FRIEAE R BATAR K R0 PR B S ), fig
8 e A A% DR R S5 A Y JLA BB AL . ml A
N A & R R EE A N T 9T (Wiggins &
Broughton, 1985), 5 —ANB— 4 Ak I & (1 Ak
& I (Wiggins & Broughton, 1992). < 304 i
NSRRI, L E AR AR BETE .
HENMH. AAREEDR AT E: ARSI
PR SR B IR Gl PR TR IR 0% e v &
OO, OB 3 R W IAS-R S
Ny MR TR B A A R R N
BN 28 NBr A I AT AT 4k

2 ANBRINFAEBIRG SR
2.1 PRI EY A FRIEIE & Guttman BYERFZ
VBRSO N B B A U RO 0 N B O RN
F MR M EEE, A A bR AR TS+
N K, IS AR N R AT N bR D6 R T AE
fE: “AIEMRARES T N bR R R, A
IR TE X P 22 M N Br oG &, JE R fb B
To 7 ({H#%, 2004/2005). X PP FELE S 1A A JE K
W H BT AN B AT 34 T 356ak, &2 ABs
PR B ) 2 2 1) F 08 oKk Y5 (Wiggins, 1979). AH
R SETF T HE B4 40, 50 4EAR Kaiser fiff
7% B BA T B T G0k i o B2 Wi 5T, FEF 1951
FEREBERT W —RA RN AR TR, H
b FEIIFF 90 R AL H5 Leary 2597 & 19 N BriZ A 3

(Interpersonal Checklist, ICL), Leary T 1957 &
RZAECAME I N Br 12 Wi (Interpersonal Diagnosis
of Personality, Wiggins, 2003). Guttman J- 1954
FAE H IR (Circumplex) #5524 12 (Lorr, 1996),
AFHBREFRRFIINE R RS, ZMES5 A
b W 9 M &5 &, AT = 4B T N B B T AR 1Y
(Interpersonal Circumplex). 7E2 )5 JLH4EW, 7
N B Fi At 6 46 A DAt L LIS 20 2 ERTEAR
%4 (Wiggins, 2003).
2.2 ABIFF BB E 5 ABRINAE

Wiggins (1979) A4 AMSAF B B 21K — 0
4y NBs%E 5T, McCrae I Costa (1989) il b T
KA ANBRS X, AR B ANPEF A8 w1
ABRPETE BB . X SO 7E BEFf RR 5 b S o vb ) 3
RS BRI SR N B 0 2R 1S4 o R BT R R 16
WVERE ST DR 2500 B 1 S LA B A A B ]
TP G R T 5 3 $R 4 T 3 ' 1078 97 (Wiggins,
1979) . 75 N B R AT, Leary HRE VA SC ) PRIS
KRR T i 16 2, A RE AR P ROR, IFAE
SR LA R 33— g it b A ) S T B
JE b4 B I 7 4 7 BE A BEHE ) >k, 28—
A N BRHE B T OH ICL miiE 2k T (Wiggins,
1979, 2003). 7 F & H ¥ (1 A bR 5 1A (Wiggins,
1996) A 50 A 1R 4 I 1R &5 1, (Rt TN
B A PR O N R, ROk, AN BrERTE B
N7 R TR T SCHR AL — R T ) O A RE 1
At o IXJE N R ER T [ A A 0 B0 22 Al
2.3 Foa #l Foa W% HA%EH 5 AL E

Foa F Foa A4 AT -4k £ S KA 4 4y
KRE—ANBL R, KR RS54 2 T
U7 HBRFE I (Wiggins, 1979). AT 4L
S AT IR A Ok 5 R M AT B ) AL S A8 e R
P (Wiggins, 2003). fhosa8#edh 2. HHAR 1
PRI m, tha B AR B SEA B R X
gy, VARCR A PR AP AL 2 R, B k= ANE
[ A dLE 1 2 A4, m) BUXC 238 )\ AN [R) R AE
R e (TP NI R el e T R 1N
(Wiggins, 1979). Wiggins (1979) # Foa KiH11%
[IRESF AP INPNGRTE AR ) A AN IEIRE R
HI& B0 25 1\ AS & LR bR A8 5 0 41 45 22
T A ¥ER o

T 2 A 85 1) v, A% St ) P E 23 R S IF 1 5%
F A DATE A AR S )0 B4 ik (Foa, 1965). RI,



-134-

BRI

2010 4

LYN

2 i 1110 e |we| [cz

| e | [ww] [re2

BEUED

NGNS
NO(# #E-4h 1) )0
PA(H1 51 -3 1id )
BC(H K-5it)n
DE(¥4 -4+ i )0
FG (i 125 -4 [7)0
HI(HBi LB 5 )0
JK (e i - E k)0
LM(#eAs-FN)

+ o+ o+ o+

+

+

Bl L A BRAR s K 2 AR 2 (+R 4R 525 -RoRIE 4. 1 A Wiggins, 1979)

2 HARG PR, RBER. 1
P A% St ] B AH O 2Ok AR e HE Y, R — AN B
RAE, X IR AR B R AR AR 2 A OC R
RIX AR & () S5 M AT IR TE AL 21 . Foa Rid A BE
T8 A FR T AR TR ) AR £ 00 BE 2% P SR J5 (Wiggins,
1979, 2003).

3 ABRMEEMHZERE M
3.1 ZTEMHEXER

MO AR e R — 4L R A R G R R
LSRGV VS PALTIES R e k'Y
AR AR R A AR R A A O 2 L
A AR, SRS BRI E T, Aihe

77 A — B IR PR 3 (Gurtman & Pincus, 2000).
R m Tz MR E%ET. U
Wiggins (2003) ¥ A B3 JE 45 18] & % (IAS/IAS-R)
JIT 45 VR A N B A5 T 1R )\ A 78 5 1 FIARL (R A D6 K
NFAE R IR 1 iR, R 1P EgAE RS
A A7 ) () A AR B ) AH G 3R B H S el s 4
[P A AH DGR R T B sk, Bl
J B fEE 1E, 3 2 R PR B /Y 4 3 (Browne, 1992),
Eetn PA 31 HI AN FE AL — > 15 o
3.2 IR

IRTEAERY, a7 B 350 5 A2 b A3 2l R 0l o 1)
PRZE R A . PR IR 0] T2 IR IR e 2, BA

x 1 BRAARREERN/N\ANT2MBEXER

A PA BC DE FG HI JK LM NO
PA 1.00 pP1 P2 P3 Pa P3 P2 PL
BC 707 1.00 pL P2 P3 Pa P3 P2
DE .00 707 1.00 p1 P2 P3 Pa P3
FG -.707 .00 707 1.00 p1 P2 P3 Pa
HI -1.00 -.707 .00 707 1.00 p1 P2 3
JK -.707 -1.00 -.707 .00 707 1.00 pL P2
LM .00 -.707 -1.00 -.707 .00 .707 1.00 P1
NO 707 .00 -.707 -1.00 -.707 .00 707 1.00

e RP AR B W TR HIE P  BE, DAREE 8 D ABRAR &L, Tx) M 2o UL B AR AT

(=N
&2

P12 P22 03> P40
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KO T N JC#E B E AL fRRE R IR EZE . B
w EUL, BB S T RH I E R R EN, T
TP IEAZ AL b P = AR PR Al . B
NBRIFIERERL, HF5E 400 R B 2 A
AR AR DAy = G 2 R R (B 5 AR S ¥4 5 ) 1 S I o)
TN (A28 S0 i AR ), o N T N B as e b i &2 5
Ho AT A 53 (Wiggins, 2003); #A 4 45 T &
AR e (g A1 1) 11 AR VR Bl AH 2 45 J (MaCrae
& Costa, 1989).

B2 IAS fET AR T B R B R

- FLARRE A e, A AR R IR T 2 U AT AR
JBEAE T AE B PIAS I 2 A &, JF AR5t
JE PR ) P 4R B A 08 B B, AR S T DL &
AN TCF WA X B AR S AT iR . OB Hh B4R
a3 (K3 23 ) A2 W AN [) 70 2% 1) oe Bk R B R o 3
#). Ebdn Wiggins (2003) 1#) IAS/IAS-R & 3= 1 [A]
EZOWE AL
X=0.3[(zLM-zDE)+0.707(zNO+zJK-zBC-zFG)]
Y=0.3[(zPA-zHI)+0.707(zNO+zBC -zJK -zFG)]
Hp#RE 0.3 &0 TR ZE /A, AT
57 3# H 0.25(Gurtman, 1992), z X bR dEL 4> 3.
3.3 AR B Y S A

e TS, BB &AL R TR
At R0 2 DR 2= ) AR AT L e A 56

FERE R 23 B A3 21, AR 2 P B 7 5 PR B W

AN AR B AR P _E (0 B0 BRI AT NI £ 2
SR NANCIRYEL Y TSR S ¢ S g TR e
PRAAZ R L ], Feansk T3 E 45 FE AR AT
MR A T AR BB B S A A K A2 B, 1AS
HO\AS > B BAR K S B R 2 Bk By

AR R LR S R R E
F P RS2 B A SR Hh 2B, s 3 o

x2 HHEX

F# A&l X
A DOM LoV
PA 1.00 .00
BC 707 -.707
DE .00 -1.00
FG -.707 -.707
HI -1.00 .00
JK -.707 707
LM .00 1.00
NO 707 707
I a
—— DOM
- LOV
0.5

LR

NO

ST

Pl 3 HLAEFR AR B v 422 G 1) £ 38 o 2

34 MEHEERNKE

RJE o i) 52 (A B GO 7 10) TG 35 76 30 1 T A
1) R0 K B 75 14 70 38 W B T AR 10 i it R 1)
RIBe Rl AR M I R P B IR . R WK
BEVL) TR R Vo =yJA 2+ 4,2 o A s
TE Xl B IR 5R3, Ay RoRTE Y i B g B, e
AR T ) B AR A IR 5By AT
ST AR, B ER ER o B b S R R R AR AR
HIIR TG B [ 1 B v LI, BT R ARG
B (R B4R 1.
35 REHHIAE

RGBT B S J6 2 7 88 2R B A TR K D
M e, B 2 v & A8 B Ak T2 B A A0 A
R e FR TR A (KRR B BT G A
W T e HE AN E, N B RS R o g oy o DL 11
JT 8 JCHRIEINE WML ZE IR LESE T
TCHEZ WA, 8 DM EMNHTEHI T, FA
TCE A\, A AN T EE 2 R L
MBEZER 45 FEo NS TCER M EEZ 72 0] LA
) TTEZ AR . R 1T LR
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HH R O st s S (R A . B T IR T B8 A
TERI B, wh RetfE 84 B BT RIEEWRA T
#F B, MRS RN CRRTE RIEY)
PR, RIREAN TG BT X B IE U5 I A R AR T
JCEAE Y Hhs X Bl B LI D e
(Wiggins, 2003).
3.6 IRAE AWM L&

AN JE AL 58 I IR FR AR B R T #R R OR R
T e — A M ) %, ) T SR A 0 At M 8 2 A5 e
1R 4F By E T BN B B Y Sk IR (Wiggins &
Broughton, 1992). 14 H AR ME & BE1R I 1 4 BR %
BT RE, 4w 5HIBRIR b Ao K 1A
A ORI H B = A R B R . Gurtman
(1992) H = ¥R, ri=e+axcos(8-6), il
HI SIS . Kb r R 55 i A TTRKAHL,
e RAR MMM AL, a R MLMIEE, 6
KNG AEREH B, AR EIR
MR, =ASH0T DOl ph Al T EE =
£ LA J5UN) Sk 3 52 (Gurtman, 1992). 55— Fh 77 vk
ST U AR R AN TR F AT 4 A DGR 1 2
FE AN DR 28 BT AA) ) 2 ) (¥ A4 4% (e.g. Gurtman
& Pincus, 2003).

4 INARBI AT IR IE

DL EAER S FGR I B A ) B Jm e . 78
SRR, R R RS B A RIEE Y
RS 56 HE AN AR et 75 W] LA R B AR B Sk i R BRE
IR GEME L KIS LB T ARRSMA, w28
U5 SR 10 e 45 S S #U AR I IR B v 2 T ) 2=
PR A 2 IR AT BRI, H R R U7k
ARG £ 4 B L (MDS) A X 43 23 M2 (PCA) » X
PITVE BN EWAE AR . T A4 LA il
VRS INE LN R W Rr I P (AN 5 2 d
B, A A BRI R R B, s RN R BT
AR .
4.1 IR PRI A I8

BR TR AL B0 — 2 A% S5 [A] 1 AH 9C R /) B AR i
s 7] TS R AR B T R AH DGR TR B T
T IR AR B TR R AH DG, (EZRR AR I 38 A5 W A 45 PE
2250 O I 1K B (Gurtman & Pincus, 2000). %
2H AR B 2 [a) (P AH 2 K/ LR R b 4K 22 B0 7F 5 30
TERRL AR B, 84X 4 A 2 0] B A 5 R WA
TF AR R & (Gurtman & Pincus, 2000; Tracey,
1997). Lhtm, FFEKL IAS H 8 NI E Z I A

KEEFEBREIHILINT, o 28 NMEKE
E LA 378 X AH KU, 22 3L 90 X 25 AH G 1K
i, T&F 288 XM MR F . XF A 45 %
(correspondence index, CI)%& - H b 745 &I ¥ I
J7 1) L Sk 25 03 15 R W () L 3, 4% 5 1) FH %o
BE HLAB B (0005 56 R ARG 56, e CL {E I
HE AR L Ge T pe e, Tracey (1997) A IFR T —
A48 F2 ) RANDALL .,
42 KR TEZNAEMRKENRR

LA I e a8 T AE N = R TR AR RE R )
WK TR 71k, IR T A 5 A
BEFN R AT . TR, RH
Fisher (1997) JFRM—NRE, A, MIERERIEL
TR, A =23 cosag, . 450E SE A0 E
i BB, T AR 1. %A, A6,
TR 1 A TCRAL UL TE b 16 A 1 5 BEAR ) A
JEZ W ZE R —F. W AR, RAZMAE
Fe Ll 2 ghAF BV 2 . AR R LB A A A
HIBE Sl 1 1R J7 40 A ¥ (2n) S(AT)? KK 56 (Fisher,
Heise, Bohrnstedt, & Lucke, 1985). % J-Ja] & & Jif
MRS SErh A TR MK, AR AR
AWK TR SPSS WS Hita Ja
TR BREAR T S o0 A K-S R B Sk R 6 S P o T
X TR B RE TR SR R IR IR TR LR BT AR RE, AN b
— AN A B R U )T LA 56 B TR R 2R At R 11 AR S
ST, IR IR R R e SR R .
4.3 BB SHRIE

IR 3R AR 36 = 0 JLAT I B 0 &R, T
LAY DL 3 K 56 2 0F 15 20 1 ith 28 15 3 AR Y 1E 9%
R TZ M 2 A PLA TR SR R TE P, A
IR *i‘ R 5'% 2R, R? :1_$r$idua1/$0tal
(Gurtman, 1992). %¥R %0 Mk mA e R
e, BP[E0VESE 7 FUTE S AASE g5 B BT i B
e A U 2 R AT 7 R R 25 BB 1 IE 5% R
A% M 2 BT A BE AR RE () 7 U7 FAAE S AR S U7 F e
MLl . BB A o R B W DU XA UG 1R
Fr, W7 DL AR N R B MR e bR . wT LU
SPSS I ARLEMEIE, e AL AR LR T e
BSH, R 8 MAHIRAERT R 8 AN b
BEATENABEA Al T, JEAEAF S R, ARSI g ik
TR B A2 =, BRIA T 2 2 (Al AR
X ZERERE o E TR AT FAE R AR LA A A X
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o 56 LA 25 74 5 4 JE 1) 55 & H (Gurtman & Pincus,

2003).
4.4 L5 IRIEE(SEM)

LAl SEM [958 K B DhRE AN R G5k, Al LX)
AN TR] 7 5 R S PR i) 1) 455 289 5 i 1) L6 2
LLKS 5 (Gurtman & Pincus, 2000). #J 4 JH 1%
LISREL 1% 4 (Gaines et al., 1997). =ANA[H] R
HIFREE R . PR BRI, HERE RIS AN
IR TERLLY o FRARIR JEARE B Sof B T~ 854 55 L 43 A
IR, MEER T )RR 26 K Bl 45 BE 1 R 1, i 3E
R A 2 ) B AT BRI Bl = R BB AL, Lkl
Gaines 2 A (1997)/1 LISREL [{IUE IAS 45K,
AR PR LRI () B 452 R B IR 2 SRR E, Y
TG T 8 N TC AL MR = B K
BWCEWE 4 FroR, H ko Mgy Aags Aog VYA
A HEM IR A, Mg Aes Aoos Apg U
ANBEAE B b R BR A R AHAE, Mgy Aoy RIS
A HAS T IE R I ARSE, Ass Ao B BTG T IF
2 S AHZS . 1M Browne (1992) AR 38 K JEAH S 4E
B (R B 1 FF R H B 1T T 36 E B R 2 1 R
CIRCUM, — &g 5% # #E 37 4 H X #0 #2 ¢
(Fabrigar et al., 1997),

51AS-R H 3 hRBIIRFE 53 #7451
IAS J& Wiggins (1979) K& /04 il 10 A B TE 25

R, T AR RV, EREIT RS 64
ANTE 259 B TR IAS-R (Wiggins, et al., 1988). ¥
IAS-R B p R 30, 746 N=196 MIREA i, 4E
W fE 16~23 ¥ 28], M=19.00, SD=1.55, B’k
37%. 8 NAZEAEALFEA I FE A i DL 2 B AH
KW 3.

FH RANDALL F& 75 AH 5 (1 00U 3547 % 46,
K IN 288 Xf th AT 287 X AH I KN K RFF A %,
CI=0.993, p<0.001. A1 EFIF4T 2 HrH 8 4~

PA

BC

4 WER R RIS BE R E LW B R, WELRIER)

% 3 TEHRILIRAIEXIER

B3 M SD o PA BC DE FG HI JK LM NO
PA 4.80 0.90 0.79 1.00
BC 2.56 1.04 0.90 0.39 1.00
DE 2.47 1.08 0.89 0.18 0.70 1.00
FG 3.23 1.13 0.86 -0.26 0.15 0.57 1.00
HI 3.98 0.98 0.82 -0.52 -0.16 0.10 0.56 1.00
JK 5.25 0.87 0.70 -0.30 -0.57 -0.31 0.13 0.46 1.00
LM 6.19 0.82 0.88 0.00 —0.47 —0.65 -0.33 0.07 0.44 1.00
NO 6.10 0.95 0.88 0.33 —0.09 —0.44 —0.73 —0.40 0.03 0.54 1.00

A A A PO AN R R, 6 AR SR RE R AT
BRIy o3BT, A3 BT AT 0, IR 4 .

K I h BRI, WlE 5 . M
KIERSE, U AELAR R IE 20 A0 (8 2) 22 T i
FZ, HLL LM g St af e B, MR 5 pe
BTN £ e 180 ZoAy, IR FLAR IAS IR TE
P, aoid Hbrligss Ja M At 6 pros. 250
FIA L LR RE BT 5 A L S DUAE R 4 o i

B )G 8 ANTCEAEH WA b S IR R 4
o KGR R s R R T R, B T OBTOR,
[ FE AT DA R B E 2 BR % a3 . X &K
BE IS4 30 2 W 8 ANt FE K BE A 3451 0 A 11,
PN 0.84, triEZEN 0.051, ZERREN
0.061 . %5 2 43 A1 (K 5 300 3ok e 2% Jis £ 13 5 B2 £
FEZ Rk s, A 0,998, 7 0.05 /K1 L&
U HOPMIEE N 6.7 ¥, SEEMEAR
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x4 BNEERKEMAE
AL K e B i TER )5
£ 0 VL X A Y [} LOV DOM o, CDIF
PA 90 0.75 0.01 -0.75 269 -0.11 0.74 98 0.997
BC 135 0.86 0.66 -0.54 321 -0.73 0.45 148 0.993
DE 180 0.90 0.89 -0.13 351 -0.90 0.02 179 >0.999
FG 225 0.89 0.70 0.56 39 -0.62 -0.64 226 >0.999
HI 270 0.84 0.20 0.82 76 -0.09 -0.84 264 0.998
K 315 0.80 -0.41 0.69 121 0.49 -0.63 308 0.998
LM 0 0.82 -0.80 0.16 169 0.82 -0.06 356 0.999
NO 45 0.86 -0.71 -0.48 214 0.65 0.57 41 0.999

. CDIF 2 52 b 1 J5 RVEEG £ )3 75— 2P I R % AH o

& 5 PCA W5 K 3 i o) 1 280 JE 14

1.0

0.5

0.0

Kl 6 JiE#e 5 1AS-R T SCRRIN IR TE 23 A

-+ LOV -=DOM

0.5

-1.0

K7 IAS-R T 8 NICHEAEW AN LR B IT LR GE: T R, B PA EELMIR)

— RN 3.7%. W IL LA R T ORI
8 NI HEAE WAL I S BB U 2 KR B
B IE 9% B AR R 2 e AN SR AE B (0 B
HEAT AR PRI, LA HEbs RE 4204 0.993,
0.995.

M CIRCUM FEF¢ X IR AH SCHE FEREAT 31 TE
TR0 ) B A0F 4 PR 2% 49 0T (Fabrigar et al., 1997), 4R
P S5 LR A5 PRI B 1 AT LA E 4 MBEAL . 4 AN

BRI AR L3 5 Fis. 5™ F R il &
T LI f, AR SR EE AR S K B R B A M 4, AR
V5 S R RS IR W AR U S AR 2, S

4 F1E 6, 1ZFFEA T PA FI BC. NO X [H] [ ff i 2
KTHSAMAE, i BC. DE, LUK FG. HI Z i [
£ ) B )/ T- B A 5 A PA IR ARG
B o X PR, 1AS-R HHSCRR B BLAR () BR JE A iR
B, ARAG KR R G PR AR AL TF 13 201 )\ AR 5
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F5 AREIEREENAEERLNBEER
gl WA HR A

b1 KE ZEHIE Vs RMSEA GFI AGFI df it B3
s EEIS 0.488 95.17 0.123 0.916 0.875 24 12

|33 ERIS 0.247 48.12 0.097 0.962 0.919 17 19
it B IS 0.274 53.47 0.105 0.955 0.905 17 19

B3 EIES 0.086 16.84 0.059 0.991 0.969 10 26

KPEEAL0.77 22094 2 ), FHARAR 511 M FEAH 2545
31 fiE % 56 fEZ A,

SRSRE, BT R B RS B A =R N
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Circumplex Model: An Approach to I ntegrate Personality Resear ch

HUANG Fei® 2, LI Yui-Hui®, ZHANG Jian-Xin', ZHU Hao-Liang*
(* Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100039, China)
(% Institution of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
(% The School of Labor and Human Resource, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)
(* Wenzhou University, Wenzhou 325035, China)

Abstract: Circumplex model (CM) is an approach to mathematically and configurationally represent a set
of variables that have systemized and circular ordered correlation pattern, including affects and personality
traits. As an important complementarity of factor model, CM can direct research design, form testable
hypothesis, guide data analysis, and examine other constructs as a nomological net. The robust theoretical
backgrounds and précised mathematical properties of CM engender it to be a useful tool in personality and
social psychology. Interpersonal circumplex model (ICM), the application of CM to the interpersonal
domain, an alternative approach beyond factor model of personality, has particular power to investigate the
interpersonal traits, test interpersonal related psychological construct, and describe and predict interpersonal
behaviors. In this article, the multiple theoretical and practical backgrounds of ICM are first briefly
introduced; the mathematical features and multiple confirmation methods of ICM are presented, and then
followed by empirical illustration of Chinese translation of Revised Interpersonal Adjective Scale. Finally,
the implications of CM to understand traditional culture and direct indigenous personality and social
research are discussed.
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