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1 ��

�������	
��, ������

�����������, ����	� !�

"#�$%&'(Wiggins, 2003)()*+,-.

/0, 123�	�45, 67��89:";

<=>(�����?@ !�A1 !�BC,

DEFGHI�JK (e.g. Hofstee, de Raad, &

Goldberg, 1992; Saucier, 1992)(
 

LMNOP, Q?@ !R�FS����

�TU� V�W���8XYZ (MaCrae &

Costa, 1999)([\, ]^_ !�`aKbc�

de , :fgQ?@�"#	h�ij(John

& Srivastava, 1999)(klm���nJ, �Q?

@/o:fgFpq�lm�rs�?@, t)

uv
8wx CPAI � NEO-PI �y,?@iz,

{:g|?@ !(}~Q?@ !, ��g

����s?@, E�P������v���

�������7�?@(e.g. ��3 , ��� ,

2006)(������EMG?@���, ���

�����������(Conte & Plutchik, 1981)

}~���2009-06-09

* +j��ru�)*"-+j��r��7�#���

H¯v$À%&'À%(113000C156)(

������)�, E-mail: zhangjx@psych.ac.cn

��� ; #���I< ¡��¢£ (Ozer,

1999)(�Q?@ !/¤¥����¢£, ¦§

��¨©Kª(Wiggins, 2003)(_Kª~G«

¬r����G«�����q��7��, 

®¯�Fp��, t)°?@ !±67²³?

@´µ¶·¸; ?@��¹º»±¼½¾¿Àª

�Áf ; ÂÃ�© ÄÅÆÇÈ�E�É��

(Hofstee et al., 1992), �(ÊSËRÌ[¡ÍÎ�

���4�ÏÐÑ���?@X�2(Di Blas &

Forzi, 1999), ?\ÒÓÔFpÕ�Ö,�G?@

������¨©(Saucier, 1992); Ê×�Ø

�?@ ! , Ù	�ÚÛÜÝÞ�ß (Briggs,

1992)(

Ó?@ !o, A1 !EàFG¦W��

��	
��8��á8Xâ������K

ª(Plutchik & Conte, 1997; Wiggins & Broughton,

1985)(ãR���?@ !�BC !\äåæ

 !, ���������{çgè�éÍ�

��(Trapnell & Wiggins, 1990)(A1 !Î��

��4�êë�ì�í[îï�(Carson, 1996;

Saucier, 1992; Wiggins, 1985)(_ !q���Ú

Û , ð7��~��}��� (e.g. Ansell &

Pincus, 2004; Kiesler, 1983; Wiggins & Trobst,

1999)(t)����(e.g. Wiggins, 1979; Wiggins,
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Trapnell, & Phillips, 1988), � � � � (e.g.

Benjamin, 1996), ����(Horowitz, 1996), �

�ñw, ��òó(e.g. Kiesler, 1996), ��ôÄ,

��õö(Horowitz & Wilson, 2005; Horowitz et

al., 2006), ��÷øù(e.g. Locke, 2000), ���

> (Hofsess & Tracey, 2005), ��úû (Trobst,

2000); #�®��~üýTUTþ(e.g. Posner,

Russell, & Peterson, 2005; Russell, Lewicka, &

Nitt, 1989; Yik & Russell, 2004), ����

(Widiger & hagemoser, 1997), .���(Schafer,

1997), ����(e.g. Tracey & Rounds, 1997)�

	���(A1 !�
¡8��, A1 !�

¥�è���
»�, �������èI<

������(Ê��������~~A1 

!�$%
�������(e.g. Acton & Revelle,

2002, 2004; Fabrigar, Visser, & Browne, 1997;

Gurtman & Pincus, 2000, 2003; Tracey, 1997)(

A1 !q������s�	��>, �

�� ��?@ !��cÙ!	� !(ÕR

�FG�� !",���� (Wiggins &

Broughton, 1985), #$FG%F����©�&

'c((Wiggins & Broughton, 1992)()lÎ�*

+,��A1 !, �-.vc�������

©���(+,Î^��¤/G$0°��A1

 !�12�	�34; A1 !��
5s�

Ùiz$%; A1 ! ¡½�� IAS-R �67

J; 8�A1 !��q�)9�rs���c

 �:���¢÷�Õ�s(

2 �����	
��

2.1 �������� Guttman���

;8l���	�<=HI�����

~������7s, ������DL>�~

�� , f��	?��@AB~����\¯

�°“���P"��CD�����}EF, �

GH��ÊSCD������ , I2�!J

K(” (L�, 2004/2005)(ÊS	�¡'�MP�

��8Í>~������{çg34, E��

A1 !��7�	�PÛ(Wiggins, 1979)(}

���N��üý�`O 40�50 OP Kaiser �

�QR½��½Ss��	T;��, I~ 1951

O�»UV�FW������$0��l, Ù

!���2Xüý Leary �½����YZ»

(Interpersonal Checklist, ICL), Leary~ 1957O�

»[R\�����T;](Interpersonal Diagnosis

of Personality, Wiggins, 2003)(Guttman~ 1954

O{:A1(Circumplex)��
&'(Lorr, 1996),

�~��q�A^_`�¨©��, _&'��

���}�, , �\aHg��A1 !

(Interpersonal Circumplex)(�/MMNOc, �

���TU�}���b:fx 20 �SA1 

!(Wiggins, 2003)(

2.2 ������������

Wiggins (1979) ��������7�Fc

i�����, McCrae� Costa (1989) ®��Q

?@@q���d�, e"xf�s�o's�

��sè�n(Êp�gS���@E;8l

���	�<=�����úû(��hi�j

k%��$%�?@iz�lm������j

kn�MP���8{çg-.�op(Wiggins,

1979)(�������, LearyÚq;8l�	�

Î��i2 16Grs, �tu AÞ P»J, I�

is�vwx�ð¡wy��z{|{�2�A

1�}~���y_Îtu��Ò`½P, �F

G������©�q ICL D�Hg(Wiggins,

1979, 2003)(�	�ÚÛ���&' (Wiggins,

1996)����©���&'��, , �¥g�

���¢£Kª���; �xP, ��A1�

¸������{çFS�7�#$�h��

��(ÊE��A1 !����	
34(

2.3 Foa� Foa���� !���"#

Foa � Foa ���G~�������i

rEFG��im�x�, A�im����0

E$'�ôÄ��Û(Wiggins, 1979)(!G��

�¶�	���v�<�Eð7���¶��

Û(Wiggins, 2003)(��¶����Ý��F�

�S$', ��ôÄ�JuôÄ�!�ôÄ��

i, ��v�<��S���Û, D12�G�

0�im�,��0«, Õ��i�S"#��

���cd , �\����¥����h�

(Wiggins, 1979)(Wiggins (1979) Î Foa� ��

0«�������¡¢2£ 1, �\Õ¤ù

�¥Þ`¦��G±§���¨©���¶�

�c((

��0«���, ¨©´�&'��N��

�Õ�wx}As������(Foa, 1965)(¨,
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� 1 uÆ·1!29aM�(+Î34¤; -Î356(7� Wiggins, 1979)

��0«���©�L�¨©, �y©ª«(Ú

q¨©´�}� ªÎ¨©Ò_, I�FGA1

�»�, ÊDE�A1 !»�¨©/´���,

¨¨©���¥�A1��(Foa � ��	

�EA1 !����	
c(PÛ (Wiggins,

1979, 2003)(

3 �����	
���

3.1 "#�$�%&

A1 !E��F�q����_�}�

 ª�¨©(%§¬@)/´���$%(Ê�¨

©/��F¨©�Ù!¨©/´�}�Áf

:�_¨m ª, [\,	���A1�, D�

aHF®�²³¯°(Gurtman & Pincus, 2000)(

A1�©�L�¨©/´���©«±(�

Wiggins (2003) ���1 j©» (IAS/IAS-R)

XËRm������G¨©�	?�}��

²�}� ª)» 1XJ(» 1�³G¨©�]

^FG$'�Ù!¨©�}�»f:Æ´M�

�µ¶; ·}� ª»f:É'�´², ÞU²

M¨¸¹, ÊEº»A1�T¼(Browne, 1992),

t) PAÞ HIQG¨©�2FGº»(

3.2 ���'

A1 !, �É½PEÏz{�|{®�

�¾¿´ !(�{�ÂÃ~¿´�®, �

� 1 ������	
���������

·1 PA BC DE FG HI JK LM NO

PA 1.00 ρ1 ρ2 ρ3 ρ4 ρ3 ρ2 ρ1

BC .707 1.00 ρ1 ρ2 ρ3 ρ4 ρ3 ρ2

DE .00 .707 1.00 ρ1 ρ2 ρ3 ρ4 ρ3

FG -.707 .00 .707 1.00 ρ1 ρ2 ρ3 ρ4

HI -1.00 -.707 .00 .707 1.00 ρ1 ρ2 ρ3

JK -.707 -1.00 -.707 .00 .707 1.00 ρ1 ρ2

LM .00 -.707 -1.00 -.707 .00 .707 1.00 ρ1

NO .707 .00 -.707 -1.00 -.707 .00 .707 1.00

b�Î+·1!89:;<uÆ*©+!89, <=>Î 8`uÆ·1, Ä°?@=A23BC�ρ1>ρ2>ρ3>ρ4(
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�~¿´c¬@�®��h�E��7�(	

��½, A1��-¬@��7sEÀ��, 

*�Gµ¶�Á��?@@ÕR�ÂÄ{(t)

��A1 !, ��8Ã±Y��£ 2 ���G

ÂÄ{�°�vÄ�(%Å�ÆÇ)�úÈ

y�(%É¢Ê�), �~��¶���v�

<��G2i(Wiggins, 2003); ¦���Q?@

 !��o's�f�s�{}¬ 45�(MaCrae

& Costa, 1989)(

� 2 IAS!�D*©�®�3

FËÂÄ{®, ÌÍÂÄ��¬@�Õ4

�Ö,g"#t6��G?@�¨©, I�Ùa

®�¿´�ÎÞ,Ï��Á, [MDÕ�wx-

G¬@�}�Á¨©¥�h�(A1{�Ð

i (?@i )EÚq"#¬@�ÑÒ��PÓÔ

�(t) Wiggins (2003) � IAS/IAS-R©»�?

@i�ÓÔÕª�°

X=0.3[(zLM-zDE)+0.707(zNO+zJK-zBC-zFG)]

Y=0.3[(zPA-zHI)+0.707(zNO+zBC -zJK -zFG)]

Ù��� 0.3 E�g="?@i�Ö�, ���

�8� 0.25(Gurtman, 1992), z»JÄ×mi�(

3.3 ��%(�)*%&

®g�G{/M, A1� !-G¨©�

z{�|{?@��¹Ø ªÕ�wx}�

ÙÚ�izÐÞ, ®wxA1 !J�£P½�,

-G¨©��{��Ûò0�¨�}��¹Ø(

¹Ø��²Õ�	h�gG¨©Ö,g�GÂ

Ä{¨©�t6, t)Ü~A1 45 ��¨©Õ

4�Ý,g}#t6�z{�|{�¨©(IAS

��Gi©�	?�¹Ø ª)» 2XJ(X�

¨©�gG?@��¹Ø ª�5����µ

¶Áf:µÞ%ßÞ�àá ª, )£ 3XJ(

� 2 ��	�

N�

·1

YE

DOM

XE

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

� 3 �D*©�®+FGH!8IJ@

3.4 ��+�#�,-

A1�'©(�»� '¬@�A1�X�

�*)0�»J_¬@¦A1 !Xh����,

¨¦�{XP»�?@Xh����('©�0

�(VL)�ÓÔ$%�° 2

Y

2

XVL λλ += (λX»J

�X{��¹Ø, λY»J�Y{��¹Ø(̈ , '

©0��~_'©��G��¹Ø�â$��

â$Ú, ¨?@iz�bw��â$Ú(�	?

�A1 !�¹Ø»Õ�Ð:, ³G¬@�A1

 !��0�À� 1(

3.5 ��+�.-

A1 !�³G¬@ãqA1�}#�²

�ä1c�, £ 2 �-¨©Ü~_ä1c�o�

����(A1 !��³Gä1Xåæ�5�

&ç~¬@�G�, ��A1 !�U�±§�

E 8G(¬@�A1��5�/¬�ßÞø�~

¬@/´�}�(8 G¬@�A1 !�, ³G

¬@ãqFG�i», }è�G¬@/´���

5�¬� 45 �(�-G¬@�5�/¬Õ�d

Ô:�G¬@/´�}�ÙÚ(�» 1�Õ�¥

PA

0

NO

LM

JK

HI

FG

D

BC
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:}��é´é��µ¶(®gA1�É�ä

1�5�, D�®³Gä1��¬@��G?

@��¹Ø ª(5��¹Ø���ê,�µ±

ë�, ¨gG¬@Ð½ X{µ$'�5��~_

¬@� Y {� X {�¹Ø/t��µ±ë�ø

(Wiggins, 2003)(

3.6 ��/01234

FG�¸ìI�A1 !��¬@���

�2FG&'íî, Õ�P¯°Ù!&'Eï�

� I � w x A 1  ! P � � (Wiggins &

Broughton, 1992)()XôÄ&'��I�¦A1

 !Xh�, ÌÍã�A1 !�-G¬@�}

� ªÎ»f:ð���5ë���(Gurtman

(1992) ��5ë���, ri=e+a×cos(θi-δ), I£

Ó:ñ,T¼(Ù� ri»J�� iG¬@�}�,

e»J�5àá�|'�ò, a»Jàá�ó�, δ
»Jàá�z{���ò©, ¨¨©�A1��

5�(�Gô�Õ�wxàáñ,£Ó%8��

5M*��PÓÔ(Gurtman, 1992)(àFS$%

EwxÓÔ¨©��G?@Ði�}�P®

��G?@X�Á�¿´��ÂÄ(e.g. Gurtman

& Pincus, 2003)(

4 �������	
��

���	����A1 !��
5s(�

�N���, ¯°gF�¨©Eïq�A1��,

¯°gG¨©EïÕ��A1 !Ph�%¯

°gG��������5~����, DE¯

°�N��q�X�	?�A15s/´�¬

�(Õwx¡¢A1iõ£P�f, ±��$%

üý�¾©»%(MDS)�ð2iiz%(PCA)(Ê

S$%ö[¤ùE"�(¤0+,MS©m

$%�}� Ä�ÓÔ$%°}���²y_¯

°, '©�5��0�¯°, �q�³® !�

ñ,¯°(

4.1 �56789:;

A1 !F�¨©´�}��²�²³

�°�¿´�èL�¨©/´�}��~�Ðè

÷�¨©/´�}�, _ !Iì����

Ð�}��²³(Gurtman & Pincus, 2000)(·F

�¨©/´�}��²tø�F���ê,A

1 !�²³, ÌÍÊ�¨©/´q��²³}

ê�A^��(Gurtman & Pincus, 2000; Tracey,

1997)(t), ·7¯° IAS� 8G¬@/´�}

�Eïê,²³�A1y_, ÌÍ 28 G}��

øb� 378}��ø, ´ùÙ� 90�}��

²³ , ~E� 288 ���y_(� �

(correspondence index, CI)�~Ù�ê,²³y

_�tú´ùû1²³y_�tú, [M8�

]ö²³�y_���¯°, ® CI ø:f�

&ú9:�Óç;, Tracey (1997) �ü½�gF

G�Ó�_ RANDALL(

4.2 ��+<=�.-�,-�:;

¹Ø ªç®g��¾¿´��5��'

©0�(~EÊS¯°$%, �#�67¯°5

��'©0��G$0(~5��¯°, 8�

Fisher (1997) ½��FG��, A*, 5�¬ßÞ

ø�âÀ, ∑
=

Δ=
n

i
i

n
A

1

* cos
1 θ (·5��	?�®

��5�©�L, � A*©�L 1(_Õª�ýþΔθ�

»J� i G¬@��NA1��5��	?�5

�/´�¬r�Fº(ÓÔ: A*M, �ßÞ5�

�� 2DÐÞâÀ5�¬(A*�Õ�wxê,J

Ï�� 1 ��$iõ�(2n)0.5(A*)2P¯°(Fisher,

Heise, Bohrnstedt, & Lucke, 1985)(~'©0�

�¯°°ÆÓÔ³G¬@�0�, �¯°"#¬

@/´��0s(Õ�â� SPSS �äô�¯°

��É×)À�iõ K-S¯°P¯°�0s(\

~¨©�ïì��¦A1 !Xh�, �ào

FG5�P½�Õ�¯°A1 !h��¨r

Eïn[, IÚqó���²®����(

4.3 >?@A:;

?�A1 !���5M*��
��, X

�Õ�wx¯°�NÐÞ�àá�	?�µÞ

%ßÞàá/´�ñ,��P¯°A1s, �ñ

�   Ä R2 P n J , totalresidual SSSSR /12 −=
(Gurtman, 1992)(_ �Eàá�����®�

� , ¨��â$���«â$��Xã�t6 ,

�	
½DE�«â$�´ùÏñ,�µÞ%

ßÞàáX"�h��â$���«â$��

�t6(A1�³G¬@ÀÕ�ÓÔÊGñ, 

Ä , Õ�ÙâÀøR�A1s� Ä(Õ��

SPSS ��äás��, ³®7£Ó�äásë

��ô�, [MÎ 8 G}���� 8 G5��

¥���¥�£Ó, I�ÐÞ R2("xÊS$%

ð7¯°�E'©�0�, ��¬@/´�5�

/¬��(_$%Õ��A1 !R�&'íî
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¯°Ù!���A1����(Gurtman & Pincus,

2003)(

4.4  !BC%((SEM)

� SEM �<�������s, Õ�

"#�����¢� !��q�ñ,���

�¯°(Gurtman & Pincus, 2000)(Õâ�	)

LISREL���(Gaines et al., 1997)(�G"#�

¢��� !�°	?A1 !, ×A1 !�

äA1 !(	?A1 !�~�0��iõ

�A1, ×A1����0%����¢, \ä

A1 !�ì��¢%8�?@ !(t)

Gaines��(1997)� LISREL�°N IAS���,

	?�A1 !�m���A~» 2 P³Á; ×

A1 !~ 8G¬@��G��¨©��¹Ø

³Á)£ 4 XJ, Ù�λ12�λ18�λ26�λ28/Gm

�JÏ£ÓI�®�}�, λ14�λ16�λ22�λ24 /

Gm�JÏ£ÓI�®�}�, λ11�λ27�Gm�

JÏ£ÓI�®�}�, λ15�λ23JÏ£Ó£ÓI

�®�}�(\ Browne (1992) ÚqA1}�Ù

Ú�²³½�:���~°NA1 !��_

CIRCUM, F p��8d � â�ÊS�_

(Fabrigar et al., 1997)(

5 IAS-R �������	
�

IASE Wiggins (1979) ���¢���1 

j©», �~���'�¢®, MP��2d 64

G1 j��� IAS-R (Wiggins, et al., 1988)(Î

IAS-R ��2�l, � N=196 �×)���, O

�� 16~23 �/´, M=19.00, SD=1.55,  Hã

37%(8 G¨©�_×)��3)����B}

�§» 3(

� RANDALL �_}��y_¥�¯°,

�f 288�� 287}���²��ê,²³,

CI=0.993, p<0.001(!"£�â�iz»� 8 G

� 4 ������	�(
�����, ������)

� 3 ������	
���

�� M SD α 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�

¨©Ï,#&�G?@, ��}�ÙÚ¥�ð

2iiz, ÐÞ$%&¹Ø, Áf�» 4�(

Î�'¹ØÙÚ¡¢2£, )£ 5 XJ(�

£1P¥, >(�	?�A1iõ(£ 2)¬g5

�, � LM �3×®z{, �6Î£ 5 ��
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Circumplex Model: An Approach to Integrate Personality Research
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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.
Key words: circumplex model; interpersonal trait; interpersonal structure




