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A Study of Lie Scale and Its Correlation with Response Latency
BAI Xiang- yun, WANG Wen- zhong, LUO Yue- jia
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Abstract  Objective: To explore the relationship between college students’ lie scale scores of personality question-
naire and response latency, and verify relationship between lie scale scores and other dimensionalities of personality.
Methods: 132 college students were examined by the lie scales of Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory and
Eysenck Personality Questionnaire. Results: There was significantly positive correlation between scores on lie scales and
response latency (P<0.05); college students who got high scores on lie scales had longer response latency than the low
ones (P<0.01); and it also presented a negative correlation in the relationship between the lie scale scores and both Neu-
roticism(P<0.01) and Psychoticism(P<0.01). Conclusion: This newly discovered correlation between lie scale scores and
response latency could be taken as a good base for adopting the means of direct measurement into traditional scales.
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