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The core feature of Obsessive-Compulsive Personality Disorder (OCPD) is based on a desire for mental and interpersonal
control, which leads to rigidity, stubbornness, and difficulties in maintaining an intimate relationship (APA, 2013). This study
aimed to investigate prototypical interpersonal problems and behavioral and perceptual intraindividual variability in OCPD,
based on the Interpersonal Circumplex (IPC; Leary, 1957). Participants (N=226) responded to PDQ-4+, KIIP-SC, behav-
ioral response options, and an interpersonal grid with interpersonal scenarios. As OCPDs relate to others based on status and
power, this study measured behavioral and perceptual intraindividual variability in relationships with friends and authority
figures, respectively. In addition, the Narcissistic Personality Disorder (NPD) scores were controlled for, as previous studies
have suggested that OCPD individuals reported similar interpersonal problems on the IPC with NPD individuals. The results
showed that behavioral range and agency variability in individuals with OCPD tendencies decreased in relationships with au-
thority figures compared to those with friends. Furthermore, their behavioral variability in agency decreased more when
NPD scores were controlled for in relationships with authority figures, which suggests that OCPD is characterized by a rigid

behavioral pattern when it comes to agency.

Keywords: obsessive-compulsive personality disorder, interpersonal circumplex, interpersonal problems, intraindividual

variability

73] A% ol (Obsessive-Compulsive Personality Disorder,
OCPD): A1 Bl el B4 72 ole) hols
PP AJaaL A AR ) ke Aol Amer-
ican Psychiatric Association; APA, 2013). ©] % 2]o]| wh=H, 738k
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qO]O] tﬂﬁ]ﬁﬂ-(ﬂ] EL]‘E]- I;HO]_L]—zﬂ 017]&.0 /K %]-OH_J oﬂ/ﬂ oz =
2H}Fo1H X (Skodol, Bender et al., 2011; Skodol, Clark et al., 2011)
R AR SRS A A 2 U
58 73ubg AoRRa ozt of2] Aol diel
2 go]7] 2ol by AAole] theleiA
o} 4150 2 TRl gl ofo] 3 A
NE SHI=A olsfshr] fIeh HA o= o5 il
A, 452 o= mfefsial A} gict.

ool tildA Al A FEolY olES &

Ak 7 A o= A =Yl 555k
Lol ALR]A] it BRQlo] 7]eo] F3tstr] flsf
AUA|A| FA8H= 7 3ol 3lth(Benjamin, 1996).
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E o5 7|Ae] 7] SAAR1 ST ALRIA gt ol RS
A} 3= S FA = o] 2lof(Millon & Grossman, 2005) 0|5
571 $18f wHHat FAlol FRFSHAIE AUzl SA = Q18 A thiehs
3517 = gtk (Millon, 1999; Villemarette-Pittman, Stanford,
Greve, Houston, & Mathias, 2004). 738Hd AAA ol = A7 %
& AEA gl FdehA] @i Al o] FAlfAl Hlojuh= &Y
0.2 ol]7] ol Aoz E3ol ohsl Bgio] WHLE
73315} (Fenichel, 1945; Rosenwald, 1972), ©| 2 213} &2 732
THRIA 21wk QA o] Hi= S-S Al L gt
(APA, 2013). 5, 7919} 2o YRHO 2 B st
A Bt Aol it TS 7T 8 o Askact
(Millon, Grossman, Millon, Meagher, & Ramnath, 2004).

o)A 74 Aol 914 S theleA o750
TEIo] Qs 2S B v), by H2gofe] el 712 o
Sof wel2 ofssti o) wheA] Tefslok s f AT TN
o]2 SA}-5(Benjamin, 1996; Carson, 1969; Hopwood, Wright,
Ansell, & Pincus, 2013; Leary, 1957; Sullivan, 1953a, b)-= T Q1347
)50l apgole] 34 Qaeta 2 o] % 71

3] 7h0) 3 B4 A0 2 1ol

o ol R

|

=)

2 24
e HEEAR] ti)lA Ate] sffelolztar A olsi, A A1) Tl
P& 228 4= glokar 274519tk Sullivan, 1953a, b). F tfQla

=T
A o] 2ol HRIBAIE A ARolof Al A= dofit 452t
ok ohjeh Y A% BN ol 4E24-2 BT 7

Ho 2 AoJstt}(Lukowitsky & Pincus, 2011; Pincus & Ansell,
2012; Sullivan, 1953). &, tiQl¥HA| o] & 7lielo] &4} 3l w=
A= BAA 4 719 50 WA S Bl Bl Al A A
SARESTal HQkcH(Millon et al, 2004). R.0FsHH, tQlakA o] &
A= HAREE olsfislz] f1all 7iel -8 ez dofub=tf
A S B A Eotof ghryal 43t (Leary, 1957;
McLemore & Benjamin, 1979; Pincus & Wright, 2011).

DSM-5 (APA, 2013)2] /J A7 offo]] thgh ciqh2] mellof A e /4
B olefish= dl qlof theldHA 715& S4sh= o] Fast
= 7323I3ATE oo thRlA| o] BS v = A4 A 0 HildA &
HE Grelr] sl 7 il ¥ 2 (Interpersonal Cir-
cumplex, IPC; Leary, 1957) At 2 112} gt} IPCE= H9(Agen-
cy)2F A2 Communion)2h= 7 a2 0.2 -4 AFo] 7N
A& YA = Hdolt). AUl IPCE] Y=o sfishs Hg, A
9, EA, Aot HE S-S e AL, 28h= XS sidshe
Ay, 007 Ao}, 24577 BE 542 Ueick(Wiggins,
1991). IPCOlA] 2= 0°-360°9] 1 9]ol| sidshH, 0°% ZslaL
w5=she ZIHAQl 54, 90 AJuljA]o]aL 2|4 Aol -S4 A1¢]
£/, 180°= WYH sl Aj#oln Zshajo)A] ok 54, 270°=
EEA ol 5A0] L HIZA AR SA4S ERHT) 7]E9] ot
£ IPCE 53}9] tjelaHA| d-5-(Benjamin, 1974; Gifford, 1991), &
A)(Alden, Wiggins, & Pincus, 1990), 21734J(Hopwood et al., 2011)
o= S7J3litth IPCE Figure 10] AA|5HITE

45° Friendly Dominance

0° Friendliness .
Communion

AGENCY
Domijinance
90°
Hostile Dominance 135°
Hostility 180°
Hostile Submission 225°
270°
Submission

Figure 1. Interpersonal Circumplex (IPC).
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Cain (2011), Cain, An-

etal,, 2004)+= - &5},
olsfsp] SIHAE the

A et 73 218E stetsliof sh, 53] A|¢u U % A of
AR TR 2 IO 2 FEsto] ol5o] 2t gl
AN Y= 3 24de Bl a7t ok 4, AA=
2 Aol o|slol o2 2ol 5 o] el 24 v
i ofare eishA eksieh sk Aol 42l Bl
40%7} 73erAd AR ol 2 & XehE 9k (Marissen, Deen, & Fran-
ken, 2012) ZEd A7 oot A7 |0l g Ad AR oll= 7o) st
THDSM-5; APA, 2013). 5351, ZH8Md A A7 o7} 71 ol el o=
+= Q1A FA(Angular Displacement)+= IPC2] 122.75° (Cain
etal,, 2015), 115.6° (Williams & Simms, 2016) 2 Z]5}|(90°) 2.2 &
o2 Auf(135°)eF A A= B g, o= A lold 44
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Aot sk tela 2AleH Atk 2 82HE (Pincus
& Hopwood, 2012; Pincus & Wiggins, 1990)-= A7|oAd A A7 ol
7h ) 52 M Ak AT ol ek BAE AEhn
F25F 1L, Williams 2} Simms (2016) 2] S1-Fof| A Z7|ofA] A
7ol ¢] Angular Displacements=IPC2] 115.7°2 LERL; 71HMA] A
2golleh BUaA A7 1oV AR F2 2] 52 A A
slo} sl ool RAIS AElaks AR vhabHch i, 7}
23 7ol e I Gt Aol = E5 5= 3u)d A4l
9} o] A AR o= )2 Angular Displacement”}231.2°2}294.6°
2 e} B3 B tle 2AE 22 Adshe Aos
& At (Williams & Simms, 2016). ©JAF2] W-&-2 £3tslH, 7
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tan~1(4/2) x @ = 63.43°2A=H
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(BO), 1(63)=2.55, p < .05, AL5] 2] AA|(FG), 1(63) =
H|=A4(HI), 1(63) =4.20, p<.001, T<=-5-"J(JK),

1(63)=2.82, p<.01, 2713 R(LM), £(63) =4.81, p<.001, Wato]
(NO), (63)=4.80, p < 001514 &k 7} Zhol7H FAA 0 2 fr2f5
ick. 2t 2ee] QI EABA Welst 24 ele] 7|4 5AE Ta-
ble 19] A 43151k

Table 1. Demographic characteristics and other variables of participants

OCPD Tendency group (n=32)

Control group (n=33)

Variables Friend Authority Friend Authority
M (SD) M (SD)
Demographic characteristics Sex (Male:Female) 11:21 11:22
Age 21.25(1.72) 21.88(1.62)
PDQ-4+ OCPD 5.16 (.45) .76 (.44)
NPD 2.94 (1.68) 1.06 (1.00)
KIIP-SC (Z score) PA .31 (.98) -.37(.88)
BC 47 (1.15) -.24 (1.10)
DE 13 (.89) 26 (.97)
FG .49 (.90) -29(.99)
HI .56 (1.03) -44 (.88)
JK 42 (91) -25 (1.00)
LM 42 (.78) -50 (.77)
NO .55(.83) -.34 (.67)
Behavior Communion Flux 1.10 (.16) 1.10 (.23) 1.13 (.14) 1.15(.18)
Agency Flux .96 (.15) .96 (.20) 97 (.13) 1.00 (.17)
Spin 1.70 (.44) 1.47 (.36) 1.71 (.36) 1.65 (.40)
Pulse 49 (.04) 48 (.05) 49 (.03) 50 (.02)
Perception Communion Flux 2.91(.53) 2.69 (.65) 2.94 (.50) 2.91 (.49)
Agency Flux 2.63 (.46) 2.54 (.53) 2.78 (.47) 2.55(.52)
Spin 1.94 (.42) 1.77 (.45) 2.02 (.37) 1.85(.38)
Pulse 88 (21) 87(22) 92 (.25) 98 (.32)

Note. PDQ-4+ =Personality Disorder Questionnaire-4+; OCPD = Obsessive Compulsive Personality Disorder; NPD = Narcissistic Personality Disor-
der; KIIP-SC = Short form of the Korean Inventory of Interpersonal Problems Circumplex scales; PA =Domineering; BC = Self-Serving/Vindictive;

DE = Coldhearted; FG = Avoidant; HI = Nonassertive; JK = Exploitable; LM = Overly Nurturant; NO = Intrusive.

<001, *p<.01, *p<.05.
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Figure 2. Interpersonal Profiles on the KIIP-SC.
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Table 2. Repeated ANCOVA for behavioral and perceptual intraindividual variability

DV v N daf MS F partial n*
Behavioral Intraindividual Variability =~ Communion Flux A 0.02 1 0.02 0.83 0.01
B 0.03 1 0.03 0.56 0.01
A*B 0 1 0 0.13 0
Agency Flux A 0.1 1 0.1 6.65* 0.1
B 0.1 1 0.1 2.9 0.05
A*B 0.1 1 0.1 6.63* 0.1
Spin A 1.34 1 1.34 14.53** 0.19
B 0.19 1 0.19 0.9 0.01
A*B 0.8 1 0.8 8.64* 0.12
Pulse A 0 1 0 0.85 0.01
B 0 1 0 2.16 0.03
A*B 0 1 0 1.42 0.02
Perceptual Intraindividual Variability =~ Communion Flux A 0.3 1 0.3 4.35* 0.07
B 1.43 1 1.43 2.78 0.04
A*B 0.31 1 0.31 4.48* 0.07
Agency Flux A 0.06 1 0.06 0.71 0.01
B 0.32 1 0.32 0.77 0.01
A*B 0.27 1 0.27 3.3 0.05
Spin A 0.14 1 0.14 1.24 0.02
B 0.07 1 0.07 0.3 0.01
A*B 0.01 1 0.01 0.11 0
Pulse A 0.02 1 0.02 0.62 0.01
B 0.13 1 0.13 1.37 0.02
A*B 0.01 1 0.01 0.37 0.01
Error 62

Note. DV =Dependent variable; IV = Independent variable; A = Object; B=Group.
*p<.01,*p<.05
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Figure 3. Interaction effect of group and objects on Agency Flux. Figure 4. Interaction effect of group and objects on Spin.
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