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Analysis of interpersonal traits dimensions and potential applications
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There are various ways of interacting with others, but from the perspective
of personality, it is thought that they can be classified according to whether they are more or less
intimate with others and whether they have a strong or weak dominant attitude toward them. In this

study, we examined how Japanese people®s personalities can be categorized in terms of their
interactions with others, using terms that express personality, and examined the characteristics of
these personalities in relation to other psychological scales. The results are as follows. First,
two orthogonal axes were found that could be interpreted as intimacy and dominance, confirming the
circular structure of interpersonal characteristic terms. Second, interpersonal characteristic words
could be classified into eight clusters. Third, we observed differences in the arrangement of the
clusters compared to previous studies.
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8 H & i .02 17 23" 28" 36" .17 -15 -28"
Figure 3 Dark Triad 2307 -17 08 307 58% 527 -08 -37°7

*pi< 05, **p< .01



4 B2 ERN
(cluster 2)

Fasey: v}
SRS (cluster 4)
1 (cluster 6)
REFH
2 (cluster 1)
s B
1 (clust}gr 7) (cluster 5)
FREE
(cluster 8)
NEE - 25
(cluster 3)
Figure 3

Becker, W. C., & Krug, R. S. (1964). A circumplex model for social behavior in children.
Child Development, 35, 371-396.

De Raad, B. 1995 . The psycholexical approach to the structure of interpersonal
traits. European Journal of Personality, 9, 89-102.

Di Blas, L., & Forzi, M. 1998 . The circumplex model for interpersonal trait
adjectives in ltalian. Personality and Individual Differences, 24, 47-57.
2018
63 . Retrieved from
(2016). 1PC IPIP-1PC-J . , 87, 395-404.

Isaka H. (1992). A study on the structure of conceptual representations of trait terms
in everyday Japanese language. Japanese Psychological Research, 34, 77-88.
(2005). LEX400
; , 76, 368-374.
(2003). ,
; , 18, 78-88.
Leary, T. (1957). Interpersonal diagnosis of personality: A functional theory and
methodology for personality evaluation. New York, US: Ronald Press.
Lorr, M., & McNair, D. M. (1963). An interpersonal behavior circle. The Journal of
Abnormal and Social Psychology, 67, 68-75.

(2003). . ,» 11,
70-85.
, (2012). Ten Item Personality Inventory
(TIPI-J) , 21, 40-52.

Rosén, A. S. (1992). The circle as a model for the interpersonal domain of Swedish
trait terms. European Journal of Personality, 6, 283-299.
Schaefer, E. S. (1959). A circumplex model for maternal behavior. The Journal of
Abnormal and Social Psychology, 59, 226-235.
s (2015).
Dark Triad Dirty Dozen (DTDD-J) , 24, 26-37.
Tibshirani, R., Walther, G., & Hastie, T. (2001). Estimating the number of clusters in
a data set via the gap statistic. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series
B (Statistical Methodology), 63, 411-423.
(1996). Big Five . , 67, 61-67.
Wiggins, J. S. (1979). A psychological taxonomy of trait-descriptive terms: The
interpersonal domain. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 37, 395-412.



2022
DOl

28

2019

16-27
DOl

10.2132/personality.28.1.4

62

Web

2021

1971

30

Web

2021




84

2020

Hashimoto Y., Oshio A

Cross-sectional Study about Development of Interpersonal Traits

ISSID 2019 conference

2019

Hashimoto Y., Oshio A

Circumplex structure of interpersonal trait words in Japanese language

3rd World Conference on Personality

2019

60

2019




28

2019

2018

(Oshio Atsushi)

(60343654)

(32689)




