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WA ML A% B % ERERI AR TR 2 OMIBIR D A Uy RIS SRR 2
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O W B 2B E AWK, AL, A—BoERHE L TR E 72 3R 2 M6
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FTH L MEYEMIT (Neuroticism) 73% D NEFEEDIEIRDHE S % Tl 5 2 E RSN E
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TR L A BT BRI CIE R STREDSH b BEBR STHPEIL, B AFELTE L VL0
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DESDVELTVD L) MDD 5 720 BRI 3 5 BTS2 fatioi2sedl L7z & 25,
BIFENHMN LIAEROMED D Ho LA LEDS, ZHENEEOHEREIZOWTIE, e o
BB EF 2 CINETHICHEFT SN T iy, KO LR L D EvE S5
HEREOXKEZRIZT L0 TEH ) SOHIZE I EEREIZ D W THE S AVRIZ ST
W5 T EpS TAENEZEAEI LML) SEEOHPENZ LA THENS (RFE2).

n 75 &

1. BAEOHE

FRAHAR 2018 4EFE 11 H~ 2019 452 A=ZEEBRAEREZEMS S (LRIEEHHHY)
REIENE PR30 £ (2018) ZEERAZENR %E 0y 7 JIRHME S I L7z RAER
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AFHEREE (KH ,1995) I22oW I EMIEE 6 HE OGS M2 REA R E L7z,
CEREAESRLHEBIIOWTE | HE OB MR RESRE L,
CHADOZ EERFIIPITTND NV | THEOf A RER S L L7,
HANA P LAL—ET I E Y FREE (A - 1L, 2010) » 122V CIRERMIEH 5 HE O
ARt RER R E L7,
- H AZEMR Ten Item Personality Inventory (/N 5, 2012)%'5 12D TIZ R % #1895 (Extraversion
AhE %) . (Agreeableness 74 14, FRAIME) . (Conscientiousness ¥ 14, FkFEE) (Neuroticism fi
FAE - TN EME)  (Openness BARCEE) #% (NS, 2012) (ZHEHL L THEE L&MHEE L,

2. DTl kst & B4 Table 1. &REMIEETER EFEMHRE
- DTI (Oshio, 2009) ¥ |22\ Tl EF5H % B3 0 mean S0 oM
. L TEREE St 366 21.623 5284
D3IDOTMREOX STHEOEFHHH T £ 4 min=6, max=30 %t 653 21715 3.008 10
., _ , EXoT BE 387 7.129 1.635
— A A | 4B £ 8 48 — B
[ ZAmEmfE el 50 THAEE ] 8 [ 2o im0, max10 w727 1791 155
DN | 1B E LU, [hFTINSA Bt 387 3.775 761 _
I o - _ min=1, max=5 i 749 4.071 665
FLIRAERT ; B REOFLBHET 22 & IR EDOETE 1—%7 o—E>7 B 355 12611 3319 o
. . . in=6, max=30 Zf: 715 13.060 3.552
%RY a f28 % Tablel 12777, S AhES e 5 30 s
e 1 L in=6, max=30 M 699 12.639 4.007
HZREOZEE OFIYME - EIERFED» S RIERD g?%,,g:x E 300 2035 295
RELUTUTARGRO NG Hofe, Tl prieed | x o wm oo 0
RE® Bz TIlE, &4 75882 Twie min=6, max=30 Kt 696 13.374 2.603 12




BN g ok B OH50n

2

e n. ERFEHIZESEDZOS  Table2. —HEMBERE T3 - RERE (DTI)

ﬂﬂi}ﬂb‘fco BRER mean SD
6. BEWMN I Y DELNEIE>EY SEDRES 3.76 1.139
v - 2 4H.
- DTI15 T H O ¥ % 2 A I LARRETANBRADN EIE> &Y S¢fL 3.75 0.989
- g N L [EBLTHHL] LV HLEVWRREERERNT . 2
L‘EE‘§UL7>:’!'5§% (max=6)\ 6. 'Iﬁ%&ﬁ)ﬁ 7. Tté?f§4hj WS @ E W REE X 3.55 1.079
10. b0Zen [RWz ] & B &) pefERICLEL 3.48 1.068
VIPEE L FIToEND EELHEREE 12, B ORISR LRI MERE > 2 Y S8F 0 33 1001
1D FEHENEE>EY LEIEIH S F WL 3.28 0.882
(3.76) 3. AUA L ETA R % D% B AELERRE YR T 2T S 300 0998
Cio % V) é'ﬁ’f:b‘ <375> 7. rte% C)'(‘ L HVWEVWHRIEHARE-EYSBDIEIECL 3.05 0.925
9. BRI > THELRDNMELDAI I EY B 2.9 0.958
7] v v E WL BERR IS B 1§ RTOMBEICE [ER] & [RER] HEET 5507 2.88 1.015
N . 15. BRBIIBEER-TY LREEDITE0H LN 2.86 1.124
72 <3'55) % EDHEHA 1“*«ﬁ0)£'2i/:” N335 8 ARIE [EA] & [BA) K-S ERFBIENTES 2.62 0.955
iz C\w72 (Table2 ZHR), 14 FRTONRD B » [%AE] OELLHIEERS 2.54 1.55
5.2 THOAE [BBE] & [ATE] Korhd e B> 2.52 0.963
- DTI (Oshio, 2009) ' HT%&HT 518 2 ttohicls [RIhE] & [RbE] LAFELAL 245 0985
§ . n=1018 min=1max=6
HTHERINLZEPHLMIZENT
W5, RIFZEIcBWT . FRELIC Table 3. DTI AFo LR
T S R REED T AR % ’EH TS ECORE BER S AT TR TR e ot G0
’_;1 LIE H T—Elr |Jj‘ % = nf LT U\‘F@ \ﬁt 0102 #OMISE THE] & TRKE] LAFELEL 0.773 -0.126 -0.026
Q10-8 ARIE TEAL & TBAL CE2EYERTHIENTED 0. 586 0.197 0.002
e «
ﬂﬂ ) flo -~ 'ﬂi E/J b= N k [ﬁ% '[ﬁ@ 010-11 FRTOMMEICE TER) & [RER ABFETLEDE 0. 419] 0.411 -0.002
- S Q10-14 FRTOANZFAD TE b THKRA] ODELLMELERS 0. 389 0.195 -0.075
I:P Lh cj: rm%ﬁj k (%E&%‘J L ﬁ)ﬁ Q10-12 BHO&ITIOWREFICIE-HVEREZF>FY SEHL -0. 008 0.810 -0. 055
'—[':E L 7;: w X2 “/5\'/( ) }\ 1x rg;; 15 ff‘ﬂj 010-13 FFLHRBEFEYSLHET2EYT S 0.143 0.655 0.047
Q10-10 HDTEMN TRWNT & » TBNT &) AEBRRECLILY -0. 106 0.622 0. 256
t rg bj’;%ﬁj /\ ﬁ) *L 6 & 7& & 0) Q10-9 BRICEL>THLEONMELDAZF>FY SEfly 0. 273] 0.553 -0.010
~ N \ - — Q10-15 BARERE>EY LRBEEDTIOMA KL 0. 298| 0. 406 0.057
IE E T$%)ﬁ é j/LT l/ z) = k %7) % |—# 010-4 HLFEWEILIARBFTYIEDIESIECLC 0.299 -0. 141 0. 689
(f B’J 'Tn (chhotomous Behef) J 010-3 AARLTANBREOHEF>EY Stflr -0.163 0.121 0.633
Q07 TEBBTHAL EV3HLENEBERENE 0.014 0.172 0.430)
Eﬁ\g)&tbzio']‘ﬁiﬁtfﬁ“i 010-1  AELEEHOEEoFY LEESASEC L 0.168  -0.075 0.427
S JEX . ” “ J/AE  PromaxEEREHORETF/ 2 —> n =1032 EFRHEE - 0.565 0.453
T WiEHREIE-o &) 88w i _ .

bEHRME I o0& N SELLET o ED -
357 (AR B (FIgE) EmEezEL Wb 2 ers [HHBEE] (Profit-and-loss
Thinking) . HZRTE, “MHEIFEHCZIEZoE Y LTI 0T R "dunEnil
EHHBRIF-EN SR LE) T WL Ll WEEZOIIHEILTHEET 5 2 LT, BfEN
FL Vo 2N EADBToEZ D LN TEHEVINRETHILNIN TS Z Ehn [ Z/ikoEf
(Preference for Dichotomy) | & L7z (Table 3 ),

3. DTI MIRE CFEEEH & D1ERM

TR EERED AL A NV MENORBIHRBEE EIE & OE N2 RET 5720, DTL T
RUEE & B R & OARBIFRE Z S L 72 (Table 4 ZH0),

TG SIE. RICHTTINS AL R, A, B, MEEEE LA ELRAOM
A R L, AEEME] & IEOFB %2 7R L 72,

BEREZE, [ TND A, FEEK, MEEEELARZAOHMBER L, Bk,
FHEMEN & A E R IEOMBEEZ R L7,
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TR R, B & RIS
HEZIEOHBEZR L7,
I—FE7a2—¥Er7|IZOWTIE, DII
DETAREE & ORIA 772 B
BOLNT P57,

=451

4. Fih - MEO_HENEBEEANORE
DTI & F AR EFFEICG 2 AL
48 12 [ZDWTHIRES T % 72050
Gt EATo 72,

SEHTOME R, XEEAPAEE T

B g
5O

Table 4.

—HENERE & Bigs 4 5 VICRIEEHED

LiEEs

ZhiE
# =

F -3

=
B E

5 5

1—%F R
7a— L
shEtte It Bt FHEE BIMME £V hBA

&g

HE EER

FR
ZHEMIE
&
BEEE
Z5ikegit
o
AR R
IR
uliEatr
ARAERAR
B/
B
17

HhE{EERE
EER

01" .

082"
643"

101"
430"

637

-.047

029 - 066"

202"

006 121 -.049 .008 -.048 045

-.066" - 150 -033 09" .001 008 _ 131" - 096™ -

-.023 -.033

006

048 012

032

- 127"
-.024

-.097" - 071"
-.031 -.046

081"
025

065"

052 121" 135"

004 200"

- 256 074"
125"
097"~ 014

-~ 1347 -

- 228"
- 264" -
- 209"

284" 220"
057 072"

1417
170"

107

157" - 103"
4797 -.035

- 101 - 197"

024 138"

152"

"7
147

129"
158"
1727 349"

220

*#p<. 01 *p<. 05 n=1065

Mo 72720 A BE R TR EOASIZ DWW THE & ERG OB ROREE T 720

(Figl Fig2 Fig3 =)
Fig 1. Z—HEMERZOENRR  Fig2.
=

ERF D7 (Tables BHE)
FRPDOEOWRET AT ) 72012, %
A (65 MR, 65 1% <74 R, 75
Il ) TR, DTI & T A REE
B EKE L C—EROS ST %
TolERAEECHoILPLEE
o (Tukey @ HSD ) 2 fTo 728 25,
BTMREEE b 75 L E2S 65 i Al -
65 1% <75 A & D b A BICE WG
R L2 (ZadmiE & F (3,1067)
=3.40 p <.05 818 ;F (3,1067) =3.40
p <.05 ZAHERET F (3,1045) =3.40
p<.05))o

FERFEZ (Table 6 ZH)
BRAOKGE %479 729012, 570k

18

e N=1EY . — A az >
BREOERR 4ZE  Fig3. ZHEMEFOENRT
%
=
.3 ] ™ L3}
= =
7
g.
&
?
.z“” "
TSR “r
Table 5. —HZEHNBEFRBOZE
65 65-TAmk  T5RME
(n=253)  i&(n=709) (n=99)
mean SD mean SO mean SD Ff (df) SEHLE
1271 4.39 1532 3.78 17.05 3.06 9.38(2,1064) 654% - 65 - T4 Ki<T5m MU L*
12.91 378 1552 3.95 17.38 3.44 5.71(2,1054) 654 - 65 - T4RRiH<T5mMU L*
14.64 382 16.85 4.05 1859 3.69 7.02(2,1048) 654% - 65m - TARRIM<T5MMUL*
*p<.005
Table 6. — 5 EREREFRBIMEE
E=1E it
n mean SD n mean SD tE plE
65K —MRHIMER 39 1349 391 220 1258 4.47 1193 0.234
39 16.38 4.17 217 15.13 3.68 1.921 0.056 T
39 18.00 3.38 213 16.88 297 2120 0.035*
65-7T4R = 278 18.00 3.38 431 16.88 2.97 3.426 0.001 **
271 16.24 3.82 434 15.07 3.97 3.885 0.000 ***
276 17.86 3.38 431 17.08 3.45 2977 0.003 **
75 E 58 15.10 3.64 41 13.98 4.02 1.455 0.149
58 17.50 3.77 38 15.87 4.31 1.959 0.053 T
54 18.83 331 38 1824 4.19 0.762 0.448
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MEE R TR REREICOWT tRERIT o7 . 2O E, 65 kil T, HEEZE IR
HWEEL Y @ CHEBERMER (t=1.92, df = 257, p < .056) . —JMEMEIFIZOWTIE, HEO
FHLEELD ERICE VA (t1=2.12,df=250,p <.003) /KL TW7z,

65 i -74 AU Cld. TAMEMES (t=3.42,df=707,p<.0001), $H{FEH (t=23.88, df =703,
p <.000). ZEHEL (t=297,df =705, p<.003) IZ2WT, BEOHHLIEL D SERIE
VR ER LT 72,

75 LA CIX, IRBEE (1=1.95 df=94,p<.053) 22V T, BUOHILELY bEVE
B EZRL T,

5. Bigh D4=E - FHE
Bigs OMEE R 2 (EB AR L 3 2145 - EROBEEES T 5 72015 T 2 47 o 7257
TERIC L BB RO N o 72720, M L ERBIOK 4 O FRFE OB % 1T - 72855
P2 F MRET 5 729012 Bigs HFEFEEICOWT (¢ (1099=.607,<.001)) THML Y WO T4
BIZEWEHEZIRL Tz, o Bigs DERIZOWTIEEARREEITRRO SN o7,
UAZAEAH AT 280, Bigs HERFMBERE LB 21T 5720 7 O FEMMES SIS
BOTHERBOBFELRENAS N (F (2,1089) =8.146 p<.001)o £ ILEL (Tukey @ HSD i)
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of age and gender on the subscales of the

ELINT3

Dichotomous Thinking Inventory (DTI) ; “dichotomous beliefs,” “profit-and-loss thinking,” and
“preference for dichotomous.” In addition, by examining the relationship with the Big Five personality
traits and variables such as happiness and trust in others, it aimed to verify the relationship with
personality disorders and others shown in previous studies.

Specifically, it was intended to test the following hypotheses: (1) the tendency to dichotomous thinking
would be higher in the elderly age group of 75 years and older than in the younger age group (hypothesis
1) ,and (2) the tendency to dichotomous thinking would be higher in males than in females (hypothesis
2).

The results showed that each subscale of the DTI was significantly related to each factor of the Big
Five. In particular, positive correlations with neuroticism and negative correlations with happiness were
found, which are consistent with previous studies.

Regarding the effect of gender and age, hypothesis 1 was supported by the fact that the age group of 75
years and older was higher than the age groups of less than 65 years and 65 to 74 years according to the
comparison by age, and hypothesis 2 was partially supported by the fact that a significant gender

difference was confirmed only in the age group of 65 to 74 years.

Keywords: dichotomous thinking, Big Five, happiness, aging, gender difference

_61_



