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BE1L HE2 EES3 HE4
CPAI B% CIE 35 NS G N2
(DEP) (IR) (SOC) (IND)
Stk 0.75 0.14 -0.30 -0.11
FE 3L -0.73 0.00 -0.17 0.00
AT 0.73 0.28 0.00 0.23
H#-AfE -0.66 0.36 -0.39 0.00
pokas 0.65 -0.21 0.00 -0.44
LS 0.61 0.00 -0.18 -0.31
S-SR 0.59 -0.20 0.51 0.00
Rt s 0.57 0.32 0.00 0.25
HhE- g -0.57 0.20 -0.19 0.00
KR 0.54 0.21 0.19 -0.42
NI -0.11 0.73 0.12 0.00
FIEE 0.26 0.71 0.00 0.00
Rt 0.00 -0.60 0.00 -0.47
P 0.00 -0.57 0.16 0.00
[T -0.54 0.55 0.00 0.17
- 0.27 0.49 -0.36 0.17
N i) -Fh i) 0.00 0.00 -0.73 0.17
LT 0.00 0.15 0.73 0.40
B Rt 0.26 -0.41 0.67 0.10
I H-Ft 2 ) -0.15 0.00 0.00 0.81
HR - K 0.24 0.38 0.31 0.53
BT Q Fi ol -0.38 0.44 0.18 0.45
AL AEL 4.87 331 2.55 2.22
R TT 22 H A 22.11% 15.06% 11.59% 10.10%
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0.69
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0.62
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N=500

ER/HT HEEL UR) FFE2 (N) BHE3 (C) WE4 (BE) RES (A) FE6 (0)

A 0.71
NI 0.68
BT Q¥ 0.67
R -0.62 -0.45
Wi-FE 0.59
A -0.56 0.41
[l 0.48 0.48
TR e 0.85
TR E M3 0.82
AR E 2 0.79
DAEREY) 0.83
T3 0.82
T 0.80
M) -Ah AL 0.82
N ] -Fh 12 0.79
N ) -Fh e 13 0.68
NEWN 0.81
AL 0.74
(EUN () 0.59
THIB 2 0.79
THBE3 0.79
THBEL 0.54
T R FAREATT 0.40 & ¥ 51
6
A ot Va df GFI AGFI CFI NFI RMSEA AY?
ARSAEREA ANRFERA 36117+ 137 090 087 086 0.79 0.07
A ZEMA 459.82%* 142 088 0.84 080 0.75 0.08 98.65%*
JRIENFEA NINZEBA 400.5%+ 137 086 081 084 084 008
I ZEMA 487.46% 142 083 077 080 0.76 0.09 86.94%*

FIBEA R E bR, FEAWTIER: 36 B K242/ CPAL A
e H R, 2 R DY IR 36 45 4 5 0 BRI 7T
GREE. —M|IME, £ Procrustes JEfs 5 1A 74t

FIPESRRR N T 0.900 & 7 AR R, ek R
VU RIS R A AR 4 T 0.90 HbsiE, Sl ¥t 5
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VI Procrustes Jig#% 5
et ARRARME HiSE A iRt ABRRRE SiedE (W3
(DEP) (R) (S0C) (IND) (DEP) (IR) (S0C) (IND)

55 Stk 0.63 -0.27 0.13 0.39 0.75 0.13 0.23 0.00
i -0.55 0.04 -0.51 -0.10 -0.69 0.11 -0.30 0.08
AT 0.46 0.00 0.43 0.49 0.76 0.12 0.09 0.18
H%-B1E -0.44 0.03 -0.65 0.00 -0.61 0.16 -0.47 0.03
TA-Z 0.74 0.08 0.27 -0.22 0.57 -0.14 0.25 -0.52
Z - 0.67 0.10 0.02 -0.01 0.52 0.02 -0.03 -0.44
SR 3B 0.40 -0.10 0.69 0.03 0.61 -0.13 0.50 0.03
fRar iy 0.17 0.08 0.06 0.78 0.52 0.40 -0.27 0.38
P -Ah ] s -0.44 0.30 -0.19 0.06 -0.42 0.36 -0.02 0.14
Rt 0.57 0.14 0.05 0.16 0.53 0.14 0.05 0.27
NECNBREL ) -0.12 0.72 0.02 0.00 -0.16 0.64 0.28 -0.16
His 0.16 0.71 0.18 0.21 0.23 0.68 0.29 -0.13
R 0.29 -0.41 0.04 -0.59 0.00 -0.66 0.10 -0.40
BACHE -0.04 -0.55 0.01 -0.20 -0.07 -0.57 -0.09 0.08
(153 -0.56 0.38 -0.20 -0.07 -0.59 0.38 0.07 0.10
- -0.01 0.13 -0.15 0.62 0.21 0.42 -0.34 0.30
-4k i) -0.09 -0.52 -0.50 0.32 -0.07 -0.23 -0.72 0.25
Tk -0.24 0.19 0.72 0.02 0.09 0.09 0.69 0.36
H K 0.20 -0.06 0.81 -0.15 0.42 -0.26 0.69 0.09
H -4 S I -0.51 -0.24 0.23 0.37 0.11 -0.03 0.02 0.70
TEHR -1 IR ) -0.04 0.05 0.45 0.37 0.32 0.15 0.24 0.40
B A (BT Q k&) -0.76 0.08 -0.06 0.02 -0.61 0.16 0.07 0.43
PR e 0.89 0.76 0.81 0.54 0.98 0.93 0.90 0.95
B P A 4.19 224 3.26 231 481 2.52 2.58 2.08
R K7 220 (%) 19.1 10.2 14.8 10.5 21.9 1.5 11.7 9.5

##: DEP= n[#EfE; IR= AFRCHRME: SOC= 4T IND =AM, BAARERREFEME 0.40 UL E LR 73t 75
7£0.90 UL L.
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T A A v e, LA A R
PR RET . 2 A o R I IX 1 pE 2 0
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ifi, HAFEEE O FI IR W Fh AR IR 32 AE AN R
BT A DR A5 L, st e — e RERE B
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—F:
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FE LR T 256 SE 0 aba X 40 I =2 2 n), 3893%
P L 0 2 7 SR A ], S
FEETE CROBARAL IR D (132300 & 78 TT R i
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8
S YT BN
TP e F
% P % I P % S AR

B 6.23 2.33 5.78 2.37 6.01 2.39 4.57*
ZFEE 6.55 2.34 6.00 2.42 6.13 2.29 7.85%
EIN 6.26 2.33 5.92 2.25 6.02 2.20 3.28%
M- 2RIk 6.12 221 5.53 2.26 5.79 2.22 8.91 %+
BN 6.49 2.41 6.26 2.34 6.13 2.22 3.32%
N7 7.74 2.01 7.76 2.93 7.87 2.89 0.63

TE: #p<0.05;%**p<0.001; & rh— Ty s AT b A3 K0 0k 7 DA ALK B e «

7.2
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18- AL 6.40 2.82 6.82 2.85 7.22 2.84 11.647
NG| 9.30 1.83 9.60 1.92 9.57 1.72 448"
PR 7.74 2.02 7.76 1.92 7.87 1.89 0.63
EARRE 6.04 2.18 6.14 2.18 6.43 228 468"
I 10.60 221 10.94 2.03 10.95 1.83 5.19"
Fif-E 6.30 2.09 6.36 1.97 6.40 204 0.70
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Searching for a Personality Structure of Chinese: A Theoretical
Hypothesis of a Six Factor Model of Personality Traits

Zhang Jianxin, Zhou Mingjie
(Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Finding a latent structure for personality traits has been consistently one of the focuses in personality
research, while finding empirical evidence of culture-general or culture-specific nature for a personality structure
is at present one of the important topics in personality research. Therefore, it can be seen that there have
disputation over the number of factors (or dimensions) for such a personality structure, and over the adaptability
of a structure from one culture to people of another culture. The present paper summarizes various findings
resulted from a series of studies on CPAI (Chinese Personality Assessment Inventory) over the past period of 20
years to put forward a Six Factor Model (SFM). Based on the responses to IR and O factor of SFM from the
samples of Chinese and American, the paper therefore suggest that the number of factors and culture-specific
nature in any of the existing personality structures be only meaningful in terms of methodology and epistemology
adopted by its researchers. The only way to find a personality structure of culture-general or culture-specific is to
let personality psychologists of many cultural backgrounds work together equally.

Key words: Personality Structure, CPAL, NEO-PI, SFM, IR factor, O factor, etic/emic.



