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2R OB (35 3C) : Dichotomous thinking is an individual's propensity to think in terms
of binary opposition. The aim of this study was to clarify the fundamental characteristics of
the dichotomous thinking and to explore possibilities of transformation of such style of
thinking. Studies showed that the dichotomous thinking tend to related to deem the
human abilities more innate, to link to distorted body images and eating disorders, and to
be associated with tendencies of personality disorders. Possibility to change the style of
thinking was explored in a university course through use of debate.
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Total DTI
music preference factors
Complex and Conventional s15 *
Intense and Rebellious A7
Energetic and Rhythmic J2
Fast and Contemporary .07
music preference items

Pop .07
Rock 14 +
Alternative A7 *
Soul/funk 16 *
Heavy metal 14 +
Rap/hip-hop 12
Classical —.23 **
Jazz —.11
Religious —.06
Blues —.12
Country —.14 +
Electronica/dance —.01
Sound tracks —.08
Folk .06

+p <.10, * p <.05, ** p <.01
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causal relation path coefficiel
model A
Personality
DTI ---> Disorder 432 *%*
model B
DTI ---> Cluster A 320 **
DTI ---> Cluster B s
DTI ---> Cluster C 433 *kk
model C
DTI ---> Paranoid 362 *x*
DTI ---> Schizoid 212 *
DTI ---> Schizotypal 198 *
DTI ---> Antisocial 390 ***
DTI ---> Borderline 398 *k*
DTI ---> Histrionic 313 ok
DTI ---> Narcissistic A36 **x*
DTI ---> Avoidant 347 x%x*
DTI ---> Dependent 258 *¥
Obsessive-
DTI ---> Compulsive 367, XX

*¥p <.05;** p < 01; ¥** p<.001
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