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AL 7hQ1el defol ZLZHxﬁ.‘?l FEFE v
4 & AER 7EH
MAe ZES A do] THOzer & Benet-Martinez,
2006; Randolph & Dahling, 2013). A4S 71¢19]
Ehard 71 2A40 A& ol tidk 28] A
AolA FdH] A2 FHF A FAE
Al SHE Zo] Wyxsty 7] wWEoludge
& LePine, 2007; Smith, Hill, Wallace, Recendes, &
Judge, 2018), Al gk oJsel AFE 2I3lA
© Mol Bhard 71229 A3 843 A3
ZF23te] FAE AR EAL olsfsjof sttt
(A 9, 2021; Costa & McCrae, 2017; Costa &
McCrae, 1992).
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Z AT A THAllport & Odbert,
1936; Cattell, 1943; Morey, 1988), 3422 474
I uAGA HEEs SPH R SAs= A
A0 A AdRE Az A FriskA
Hoe @AV AAH7 5 stAhFHHE 7] 4,
2020). A4 599 R AAR |9}
2 REHZA 44 A3 ol oA

rlo

7F Ao X]/QHM—L(AI—Dajani,
Bagby, 2016; Anderson, Sellbom, & Salekin, 2018),
DSM-5(Diagnostic Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders 5; APA, 2013)0lA1& 71 ¢o] Yo
Al QAN E HFAQL BAE Hol AR
Hog nigpEol itk AFES AAIH
(Zachar et al, 2016). ©] o= A4 o] M
21 2ye] AL thAsty] fsted &3
TS T AARN7E Gt
A AAFE Al A% I} T2E
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9], 2019), A}
tol ZAre] Aol
4, Holwe, B4, 2013). °1H T
Astz] 98l oo W AAs d5I o
ApEste] ARgStal ok ol olf =
=% oxd AAHA ESFBrighe and
Personality Inventory-Short Form: BDPI-SF)<
3378 EERte® 4 E e AAd V1€
Aol A LRz ALe]
Adshsd, AR
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3 AdME FARRE Z2go] Yep}EX
A "avt glom,
ASHd AR =Z=29
kel whel 95y Aol o A 29y
2 FRIFgo 2N By A

ARSI ST
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okt 54 dgeoks 3h)e oYk uE
Al A ATelE AEL o]dH e HHES
ZA AR (person-centered  approach) T+
3tk e dA, 2020 AHR =4 HIEHS
A Aol 54E 7R AMEES 2 f
= < 7HA7) W&ol W
Al HTHE RS 4 AtKAldenderfer &
Blashfield, 1984). AFg S4 HIWH ] AN 2=
% A (Latent Class Analysis:
LcA) T°l Aok o] T A AT ENS &F
< ot s A FJet
° = oA F4E & wol
= AR gddtes Ae 7 s
EFE & O (Collins & Lanza, 2009; Holloway
et al, 2017), 9157} AEEY wol= AR =Z=E
9} EA(Latent Profile Analysis: LPA)©]21 B¢
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B A BHE GUT ALY BT
A 9(goodnees of fins HIHOZE PSS AT
T A7) R Be AFAEC] HEI 2

A}Q‘%—(Holloway, Bhullar, & Schutte, 2017; Marsh,
Liidtke, Trautwein, & Morin, 2009; Pastor, Barron,

Miller, & Davis, 2007), 44& &%= A5E
HE o2 ARES] QA s EFsta
ATste Axe obF BAZE grthedd 9,
2020). AAATONA M ol s HF 5
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= A ETHMerz & Roesch, 2011; Perera et al.,
2015; Wall e al, 2019). |8 & PAANA thatd
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W
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2 3~4719] LRI E o]Fojx glom 2zt A A= AgFUEd 71, 849 38 A
sholaclel B Feu BgoR W@YSE A4 so, AW s, FALHA 51, Bl
& A8l A2 AL AYE sdY 4 A 60, AV 60, 2EHLA 59, AF/A
91aclel WA By AFE JFWTFA 92, 7 BolA 48, FAANA eolUTh dukA A
Sax 71, AAX 87, MR 86 AALEAR  ASA AA WA YR A= 73, 5FHLH
83, TIIsaY 87, AVIFTAAE 9, EHALFA AAEAL HAA WH dBY AFs s49Th
g7, ALAZE Bol4 g5, RAAMA soolvl, 9 HAL Mla) whe WAV A5E HolE
duk AA sale] YA YVAASFE 93 A olfE & 298 FAIE Balo] 37 HL& 4
S A4 58202 9601 MelA g, Z+ £ A2 g2 39ale] o

=9 2 AAAAL @5 Bright and
Dark Personality Inventory-Short Form: BDPI-SF)
BDPI o AL 165709 2@ o= T 5o

sha, Wed Be Bd 2R AEst

Cortina, 1993; Maples et al., 2015; Ziegler, Kemper,
& Kruyen, 2014).

QLY FOHEEA AW )R] LT self
Report Standardized Assessment of Personality
Abbreviated Scale: SAPAS-SR)

SAPAS-SR WE FAo® T4 H FoguE
A 7HSAPAS)S] AR FEE HIT

AAb =Toltt. HAG 9] sTois)e] Mkt
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AEAIL dotie® SHEE ol @Rk E Aol
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2], 2015). SAPAS-SR F7 o] 44 o)<l H¢ A
Azl 7FeAdE AR, ddde ERAE
A8 67.29% ©1JTh

o7 Hit

B dAFolAME 1,0598lNA % SEHS
Mplus 842 HlE o2 BDPI ¥ ZAALS} BDPI-SF
o] g9l HFE 4SS 7 AR A9 &
o gt etgst AAHE7] @, 2020, A S
9], 20200 AHERF Y F2E HEoE 89l
HArE Eson, oE nlgoRw AR
7 A4S AASEH

FAzEgGd 24 AR §9 dHHs &

3t FAd &2 AS

2]

oA Azt 1A STMAZIH g JES
WEes A7zl gARDel S8 AR
HAE 23& 2430

kel +2 WA WY F shbs AR
ZF7] $X E(nformation Criteria)A| 5. B
Be 7h7 mee Ao 4ug /4 mEng
B A§HE gtol oA, Aol sht F7b
A FAs o & myo] WolA|r] W] 39
go] oI Th(Geiser, 2019). WEkA 71 HAd
o mae FAEs} ToWAE Hwe 47}
He g desior at ol & A AEE
= A|E+ AIC(Akaike Imformation Criterion)2}

BIC(Baysian Information Criterion), 18]31 SABIC
(Sample-size Adjusted BIC)TF. ©] A 7}A] AHE
7] RATE wess A4 ABAL o)
Bk A 2 PAS AT 99 uA G
A= Ages
A FEo|A ﬂzﬁ@ 94& E/F3 Aol ¢
AgAE HuF oz QR FXojth F
driyt FJEEF A%l A=A dHET
(Ramaswamy, DeSarbo, Reibstein, & Robinson, 1993).
Entropyv R OAE AFoA B2 AAE B2

DA = BA THMasyn, 2013; Tein, et al., 2013), &

AzZ2 oG B = A3 {F85H ALEH
S THFerguson et al, 2020). ©] ANEZEI] A

AT 0~1 Ael9] & 7HAH, 10 TWkE
Adg Ao 2 AddEn A HAE
Aste 71 ARG £ 7t w
24 old Fo] B Hustes Atid 2F
A= ALt Ao 28 FAHE AFd F
2E# $%H| zto] AF(BLRDT: Bootstrap LR
Difference Test) S ©]&3la] k/le] HHES 712
2ys K17H~/] 2y Hwgt olE &I
K-1 2o olgte J7HEE nlgoz 714
= 7&%&3}. e 593 PovalueZt Y-2T)
E’i, K9 s 7H BEPo] K-1EFHT ¢
dg olEols Ao thLo,
Mendell & Rubin, 2001). 4t& =¥ FA= Z
2 IMR, LRT, BLRT®] U™, P-value?} 0.05
HRkQl A5 o) Tt ﬂ@ﬁ}f/}h oju]t}.
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oAy o
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(Marsh, et al, 2009; Masyn, 2013). 12y} EESF
b we u 2o HHES] U] APHE A
T = 30~60)9 = Lust 7ol A1 wiE
of shtel Hgtow AeEE 5 UTHVincenr &
Weir, 2012). vpxEto g2 7} FdS 4T 4=
UE W7 AEE A Eolof FTHMarsh,
Hau, & Wen, 2004; Marsh, et al., 2009; Masyn,
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Tvt':‘)ﬂ(Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003; Nunes,
Limpo, Lima, & Castro, 2018), A F o] =9} 3
@] o5& B3R A HAAE XA F

AR o Habe] ARG S-S vkl
o olu) @ Hibel @59 Ak Ass 22
FoAM AREE Zlol7] diwel @5d HAE
i oz S A HAdd o HAE '
o A& A AD e EF LAEE

&l

Hlwstr] ffsl waxsE 2Agstath. 24
AAEE Ao g HAE XS A F(Percent
agreement coefficient)®} Cohen’s kappa (Cohen,
1960) AE AEsATE 7 #e =8kl 9
34 R 4.1.2 (R Core Team, 2021)9] ‘ved’ ZH7]A]
(Meyer, Zeileis, & Hornik, 2021)& A3 th.
AR S-S 243 F BDPISFO] A el
e 2 107k a]le] He Apol7t ojw A
EA(MANOVAYE 4
SYnddes H4

Statistics version 258 AMESIHTE o]E Tl 7t
AAAG) WE HE EAHY =
2 Foka] A
71 BDPI E}33} A7) €, 202000 4]
= 5o AEE AHR3 SAPAS-SRO A
Hlg o 2 BDPISFO| FAZEaY 3]AEA

AN ol FAZERd BP0 A
1

1

B4 B0l Agshe Aol ohel 9%

oo ot B ode it 2
oo r

gol Ase] ok 7o) SEAA BEF A
A FAHG] 5 AAs BRY eAas
Ayt ZF AFe] WFE AT ts AW
ot AFHFE FIBHE 3Sep AT THES

AT T 48], BAlE, 2FY, 2020). Mplus©l
A= Auxiliary®l]l R3STEP -2 DE3STEPE} 23}
4% ATOE 3stepm AAISIA oS
AHNE x3ete HAZERY AR
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=4 sk
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BDPLSF FAZ 23 FAleo] By FX|
o} 7} eke] vl &L & 37 Zrh o] w AR
F7 FHZ A2l AIC, BIC, SABICE 213
B, Ao g e 5
FA= AF7E BF ALHo R
T Ak ole 37kAY AFE ut
BDPI-SF2] A Fd-2 6719
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Ol(Celeux & Soromenho, 1996; Tein, et al., 2013),
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3. BDPI-SFe| A== 4 239l gL X|F
ARG 5
BRI
2 3 4 5 6
AIC 1546.308 -561.642 -1740.025 -2608.383 -3134.152
AR A= BIC 1700.226 -353.108 -1476.876 -2290.618 -2761.771
SABIC 1601.765 -486.507 -1645.213 -2493.893 -2999.984
B A% Entropy .866 933 942 928 924
Ad 1 50.23% 20.77% 45.47% 2331% 14.73%
Ak 2 49.76% 52.79% 31.35% 37.59% 23.89%
A3 26.44% 17.36% 5.15% 29.74%
25 Hg
A 4 5.80% 24.61% 6.98%
A s 9.32% 19.83%
At 6 4.81%
1A LMR 022 .000 021 041 025
9} Bl BLRT 1000 000 000 1000 000

F. A k8 IMR3} BLRT#EO] p<.05% A% ko AAHE A9 7hs

4. FM Fctel Y =E ¥ (BDP-SF)
A A
£k AAHE)
1 2 3
1 220(20.77%) 971 029 000
2 559(52.79%) 016 970 014
3 280(26.44%) .000 031 969

o, a7 HEREe FH8 A4 5899 J= BOPI ¥ FAlel MAZzuld 24 A1}

Zrol7b JeRSAIRE, 370 Hde] Az 5

& 84 s8Rl A xR gE Hde] F71 BDPI ¥ AARe] gA|zesdd dx e o
e 2] diel ) A olFREs & S8 AAMe] dAe vRHR ] £E 2
A A Y Ths A Wl oelwol glol  ARE oA HAHow e 5 St
) Agoz ARS yHth A oo dd SAIA F7PY W (stepwise addition) S AHE-8F]

52 E 49 AXSATE o] W T 3E
o EFo° 1;]]7,'1-/‘\‘_] %}\'0] i%%“% ‘E“Tr 762—‘—7]'
lj-:— 7

S U] THPastor et al, 2007).

2o FAEE FRASIATE olw 7+ =y
FA= AFeE X 5¢ 2ok AR A4 A
A4=?1 AIC, BIC, SABICE A|&AHOoZE A
sto, @5y AARet rRRPERE HA FHde

S7} Soldss HHY myow ety ¥

oo N oI

\

s
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A
BRE
2 3 4 5 6
AIC 1799.485 -381.257 -1792.264 -2711.678 -3448.727
A A= BIC 1953.403 -172.723 -1529.114 -2393.913 -3076.346
SABIC 1854.942 -306.122 -1697.451 -2597.188 -3314.558
57 8= Entropy 0.861 0.924 0.944 0.928 0.937
1 50.80% 19.07% 45.60% 32.67% 17.18%
2 49.19% 55.90% 31.91% 20.58% 24.64%
. 3 25.02% 7.17% 32.01% 34.56%
4 15.29% 2.83% 7.55%
5 11.89% 2.73%
6 13.31%
1A LMR 0.028 0.037 0.249 0.238 0.154
9} Hlal BLRT 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Z A k2 IMRI} BLRTF®] p<0.05¢] 7% ke ZARS e 75
E 6. A Rcte| Y &E T (BDPI-AE)
A e
e HEUCIE=)
1 2 3
1 202(19.07%) 956 044 .000
2 592(55.90%) 013 972 015
3 265(25.02%) .000 047 953
F HAERE rjste dEEY =3 w5 A 718 Adsitts A4S RS ol A
St FE(861~944) 02 UEIGTE IMRI}F BIRT ©5Y HARS AFs fARIET otA &
S HgS o Fuko] 4719 A9 Mrol F7HE ¥ Al AAPTY 41 3719 wpRbA|
£ 717 Kl (povalue = 249), BFF A 2 A AR A ] £+ 3707 B3t
9} RRIZIAIZE A o] soldrs duky O AAsAS. 453 At A AAke]
478 EAdAE Aolrt §la, #H§ 44 58 A JPY 3 FqE HA2 & 5, & 69 AA
QA HagollA 2 2l A7 543 3ol ¢l st
o] g A4 s/ 80 HgUr EF =24 E 48 69 S 2 EXAY, 9FF A
5L e wte g A o] BRE Wi oA Hok 19 &3 SEAF A 19 £F
7 A 7Hede golds AEYS of ol £ BT 971293, A 20 £ &
370 w7} BDPI ¥ AHARS ARG 2 B 29%, AT 39 #%‘ FE] HAE 0%
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-05, AGB = -02, CON = -05, OPN = -.05,
EMS = -03, Y3%=: EXI = -06, AGB = -.03,
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(Maladaptive personality groupy &2 T3}
oF 2 AN BEA WA 4 HEE
_]

Aed 44 A, Bed 44

< (Percent agreement coefficient)™ 86.89% =

9]

YA Z=E HHI, Cohen’s kappa AT

43

S o YA E(landis & Gary,
19778 Btk o=

!
A A 27 2=

=

2L

=
Aol AnE 2 wrdsha glrka

¥ 7. BDPI-SF2t BDPI 1Mol MARC 2F WAtE
BDPL-SF
A
25y HEY 74853
) 177 25 0 202
233
(16.71%) (2.36%) (0%) (19.07%)
. ) 43 505 44 592
BDPI Y%= R
(4.06%) (47.69%) 4.15%) (55.9%)
. 0 29 236 265
(0%) (2.74%) (22.29%) (25.02%)
. 220 559 280 1,059
A
(22.77%) (52.79%) (26.44%) (100%)
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BDPI-SFe| & Zigholl o2 M2 &4 6|m

o1% A Akl WE 1079 8IS Aol
B ChAZENEAS dAsk] FFsdch B
A ABe YU, LysE sHUdes
sfo] el wlet gele] FrAolsh folule

1
IT\"

)

021: ol

| 9]
(EXD), 84(AGB), AAACoN), 71
(OPN), AAMAHHEM)T FH-32 HZHEA

Q13 4(DED, A71FABEGO), ZEHF
(DIS), AFaL/AZE Bol A (@PsY), FHAAHNEG)
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oL

o
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oL

& ol WHeR AR Sy Aoln,
AR EBGS 289 PAH 2ARNS AN
dol Ayt YASH RAS HASH] ¥
o] 247t 19U Y HASH)I 2821
$ AASADe tREe Fgol BYHYL, 2
7 aoleae ANT wel: 3BH 2y
AETF £8Y 5 G FEO FARMSEA =

.054(.053 - .054), CFI = 578, TLI = .573, SRMR
= 1185 BRYPorcF3, 2019, 7+ 82 3¢
Aol EAFHCRE wA &L FTHH7] 9.

¥ 8. BDPI-SFo| A Ttholl w2 SHZ X chHEEA 21

A7) W El[F(30, 1592788.99)=4.05. p<.01], Pillai
o Efol2 g sttt 1 A3 A A
ol wel I dF 54 AgolA Fod
zol7b Ae Ao®E UESTHPIlLiS Edo]s
=.228, F(10, 2106)=27.067. p<.001, & 7’
=114} =3 Y NIFFF2, 1056)=39.942,
<011, F2RFQ, 1056)=57.156, p<.011, 344
[F(2, 1056)=41.104, p<.011, /NWFA[F2, 1056)=
14427, p<.01}, AALBAFQ, 1056)=99.238,
p<o1itel i d¥H=F a7 B Fog Ao
2 UEEth A dAS AT o,

off
S
R
m

e 9% Levence AAONA HABCHE A9
@ BE AW 47 EHA SR 35
97 ekgky] WEel, JAHcn) L9lol BE A

Ak At 2 A3
ALY A4 A BEE 44 Jd FHE A4 Hd . A% AR
(N=220) (N=559) (N=280)
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)
A A
19(.37) -.05(.32) - 04(.40) 39.942™" 1>2=3
(EXT)
T84
09(.13) -.02(.13) -.04(.16) 57.156™ 1>2=3
(AGB)
444
.16(.31) -.05(.29) -.04(.31) 41.104™ 1>2=3
(CON)
ki)
.05(.36) -.05(.28) .06(.32) 14.4277 1=3>2
(OPN)
A4
18(.2) -.04(.19) -.07(.25) 99.238™ 1>2=3
(EMS)

. <001
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2 S gttt 1 A A el o
l-}. 3 x4 /Hﬁ oo] X%:‘,:oﬂ/q _rr/]al. 2}017], )\)\
= AL ZE YEPGTHPilli] Edo]2~=.798, F10,

2106)=139.738. p<.001, F& 7°=3991. E3 T

Q1B AIFQ2, 1056)=1676.413, p<.01}, A715A]
A[F2, 1056)=579.162, p<.011, ZAHFAIFQ,

¥ 9. BDPI-SFe| &AM Fchof mE &

1056)=1659.305, p<.01}, AF3/AZt Eo|A(F2,

1056)=1642.495, p<.011, ¥-AABXBFQ2, 1056)=

1550.814, p<.011°] the dWH=ZF a7t =25 &

o3 Ao= ‘/}E]r‘)"jr TEA AASE 9%
|

BDPI-SF ZX|Zlchof mp2 SAPAS-SR &4
ol
BDPI-SF] ZAFTe Aydloew 7|&

BDPI®] o= BIFES Felslr] il AHEES

Ad 1 A 2 A 3
A3y 44 J9 EHed A4 Jd RHLY A4 Jd . A% AR
(N=220) (N=559) (N=280)
M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)
el 4
-.6(0.23) -.03(0.18) .53(0.27) 1676.413 3>2>1
(DET)
A71F4A
-.22(0.12) -.02(0.12) .21(0.18) 579.162 3>2>1
(EGO)
ZAF 4
-.54(0.22) -.03(0.17) 48(0.23) 1659.305 3>2>1
(DIS)
Ak /A7 Eol A
-.53(0.22) -.03(0.16) 48(0.24) 1642.495 3>2>1
(PSY)
AR
-46(0.19) -.02(0.15) 41(0.21) 1550.814 3>2>1
(NEG)

. "p<.001
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M SD
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BEy 44 A 2.71 1.76
1488 44 o 4.43 2.02
A 2.29 1.97
X 388.234"™"
AR A4 3>2>1

3
SR) HFE AES 3step HTHE Sl A
z2d IARMS AT O AdE &
100 AASAT A Fde] wE SAPAS-SR
Mol fremlg =olzh AATHy = 388234, p
< 001). FAEH A Fo] 7P SAPASSR
H A7t =%1¢443), 1 e oE HEY
A48 ey, 488 84 HAs2) AR
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o o] A% Aol mF EAMOR folgch
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Latent Profile Analysis of Bright and Dark Personality Inventory:

Focused on comparison of origin form and short form

Sangmin Choi”  Eunsil Cho”  Yong-Chun Bahk®  Kee-Hong Choi”® Dong-Gi Seo”

YDepartment of Psychology, Hallym University
?School of Psychology, Korea University
KU Mind Health Institute

In this study, latent profile analysis of Bright and Dark Personality Inventory-Short Form was conducted and
verified whether it was equivalent to the latent profile analysis result of the original form. Collected 1,059
people data for BDPI validation study was used, and latent profile analysis was conducted on the 10
high-order factor score of General personality 5 and Maladaptive personality 5 factor. In BDPI original form,
latent group was determined as three groups. and BDPI short form’s latent group was determined as three
groups like the orignal form. These three groups were named as “well-adjusted personality group”, “ordinary
personality group”, “maladaptive personality group”. As a result, the score distribution of each group of the
two forms were similar each other like that score distribution was found before, the percentage agreement
between the original form and the short form was 86.89%, and the Cohen’s kappa coefficient between the
original form and the short form was .778, showing a significant level of agreement. The difference in
personality scores according to three latent groups of the short form was statistically significant. When the
difference in personality scores of the high-order 10 factors according to the latent group was confirmed, the
two groups with no score difference in general personality trait showed a significant difference in maladaptive
personality trait. The latent groups predict differently Self-Report Standardized Assessment of Personality-
Abbreviated Scale(SAPAS-SR) score, which proved prediction validity of BDPI-SF. The score differences
according to each group were statistically significant, and the maladaptive personality group predicted the high
SAPAS-SR average score. Finally, contributions and limitations of this study were presented in the discussion

section.

Keywords : BDPI, BDPI short form, Person-centered approach, Latent profile analysis
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TITLE: LPA Regression model of BDPI
DATA: FILE IS S_bdpi_fa.csv;
VARIABLE:

NAMES ARE
EB AB CB OB NB
ED AD CD OD ND
SAPAS;

usevariables are
EB AB CB OB NB
ED AD CD OD ND
SAPAS;

AUXILIARY ARE (DU3STEP) SAPAS;

classes = ¢(3);

Plot:

type is plot3;

series is EB(1) AB(2) CB(3) OB(4) NB(5)
ED(6) AD(7) CIX8) OD(9) NIX10);

Model:
%OVERALL%
{EB-ND};
EB-ND (Varl-Varl0);
Savedata:

file is Ipa3_SAPAS C.txt ;
save is cprob;

format is free;

OUTPUT: TECHI1 TECH11 TECHI1
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