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Japanese Adaptation of the Thought Control Questionnaire:
Examining its Reliability and Validity

Toshiyuki YOSHIDA* and Tomoyasu NAKAMURA™**

This study developed the Japanese version of the Thought Control Questionnaire (TCQ-J) that assessed strate-
gies to control intrusive thoughts, and examined its reliability and validity. A questionnaire survey on 498 universi-
ty students was performed. Explanatory factor analysis identified 5 factors (reappraisal, social control, punish-
ment, worry, and distraction). These 5 subscales showed sufficient internal consistency and 4 subscales except
worry showed sufficient test-retest reliability. These subscales showed correlations between measures of intrusive
thought and psychological vulnerability, which were similar to previous studies. Moreover, we demonstrated the
validity of distraction and social control subscales which previous studies had not confirmed. These results indicat-
ed that reappraisal, social control, punishment, and distraction subscales of TCQ-J had efficient reliability and va-

lidity. Insufficient test-retest reliability found in worry subscale was argued.
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BB ABEIHO»ITE 2 TH B,
BABRZOIY FO—ILABORE (TCQ)

BAEREZEOaY b r— VK ERIET 2 BRI
Wells & Davies (1994) @ Thought Control Questionnaire
(LUT TCQ CMERD) 238 %, TCQ1E F A YRR (Fehm
& Heyer, 2004), 2 %4 5B (Luciano, Belloch, Alga-
rabel, Tomas, Morillo, & Mariela, 2006) b ER S 1, %
WRC (HFHE) Rz BV TRABZEOEKL A
EY), M8 BABRELELIELEBCREHT 3
CrTik®» &I TR, Helaryro—n)
(BAEE ORI D ER % & ke
2), Tl (& 2.0REHOLERTEIMZ 3),
MGEE S L) URASSE v IRBGR 2 BERFEIc TR
BT OS5EFBHMEHIN T3, 2L T, LT
D3 ODREERA T3,

L S AMEBESMHCEL T, BER K
BE 2 N RIC L 7 4 D W 3% (Fehm & Heyer, 2004;
Rassin & Diepstraten, 2003; Reynols & Wells, 1999; Wells
& Davies, 1994) T, afZEUI BB TR 0L LETH
5o LH»L, BIMIRE T 46 (Rassin & Diepstraten,
2003), %IES LRET .55 (Fehm & Heyer, 2004) ¥,
RFICE> TR CMO b D 5, &1, BRERE
AR 6 HE ORIFRET .67 22 & .83 (Wells & Da-
vies, 1994) TdH 3,

2. ZEHM Wells & Davies (1994) 1%, TCQ & 12
ABE, DEAIETIEOEER O RIE ¢ o 2 KRG
LTwd, 3612, RARECOBEIC OV T,
Fehm & Heyer (2004), Mckay & Greisberg (2002), Lu-
ciano, et al. (2006) {2 & - T Wells & Davies (1994) D8
ABTOIRT V2, 205 OFERE Table 112 ¥
Bize TO5%, MNAEKEECONTCEE T

ZEMMEHRIES 2 H D, Penn State Worry Question-
naire (PSWQ) I3/0ED Y W 5 RAEE OSEE 2 ME 3
% b, Padua Inventory O B O il K ki 8
DIHHREEC 2 D ED SN A REZAET 20T
»H3,

Table 1 12 & ¥ D 7:#ER 6 4%, BICHFM, &
DEED 3 DO FAREICEL T, Y%L R
RABELNTwR YR 5, EAMICIE, BEEET
& 3 Wells & Davies (1994) TI3, FIEMER &2 FLH
HE#HCBEREOMEBEERL T2, SIRER,
RO 4 DDIATHET R TIE VT, PSWQ ¥ H
BEREOHEEZRL, 22 D AT I (McKay &
Greisberg, 2002 ; Wells & Davies, 1994) 1238\ T, &
DHIHEEER e FREEOHBEERL T3, %
fo, BREE, SIRED, RETRR, HEEER,
NNBEEMCARRFOMEEEYRT I ZMELT
VW3, DEREE, 4 D0ETHRETRTICBVT
PSWQ ¥ EELZIEOHEBEYRL T3, 27, FH
Fig, DRERED, BEOHEREE, BErg
PR ¢ HREIEOHB R R I 2 2L T
V5,

—AT, AP Lo T3S b H 2, HlZ
i3, EAMERER, FEEEOWRE TIEPSWQ £ d
FHBE 23 B T %2 \» A3, Luciano et al. (2006) C I
PSWQ Y EELEOHEE RL T3, fEfay
k=i, 2D DEATHIZE (Wells & Davies, 1994 ;
McKay & Greisberg, 2002) Tt PSWQ ¥ O A3 F
BT\ 005, Fehm & Heyer (2004) TI3HEZIED
BZRL T3, £, XES LREE, FEEO
LTI PSWQ ¥ OB A E T2\ 73, Fehm &
Heyer(2004) CIEEERZAOMEBEZRL TV 3,

Table1 TCQ ¥ RARE, LIEMMESHEDRE  OHBFRBOME T 3587k 0 e Y
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3. BRORECOME S D%, PTSD (Reyn-
olds & Wells, 1999), Ml T EE (Coles & Heim-
berg, 2005), SRIBPEREE (Rassin & Diepstraten, 2003),
A L FSE (Morrison & Wells, 2000) 72 ¥ {22\ T
2, EEB AT, IN6 ORERHAZ EEDLD
RS AR E Z HHT2 RN TV 5,
AHEOBEH

HATY, BARZLINT22Y bo— Vo
wEPEE IR TS (B2 - 2, 2008), L L
i, ARGECHIAMRER, RABRZBCHT S
v b= VAIOERMIERIZ R ShTwn Y,
TCQ O FINEICEEESRPEL YO R TIES &
brrreEiiidy, HATTCQDY Z & TH
R Z, YIIEERIMANEET 2% D
3zl 5% HERTRARZEDaY br—1iC
BEY 23, M9 BT 3 LT AIRTH B &
bbb,

7 2 TARME T, TCQ DHAFERZIEMRL T,
EHEME, MOV TRITIIZE Y O RE R HE T
3, 201, 3, TCQ AAZER (LIT TCQJ
v B&ED) Z{ERR L Wells & Davies (1994) € [FIBED 5
RErHMBsShz 2 ZRet L, SEE (RS
P, ERAEEM) o WTHRT 3, S, BY
MIZDWTRUTO S OB THRE 21T, H—
W2, SEATHISRIC RO &, BARE B L OOIEANES
MO O REICH FBFIZEE L KD, TCQJ ¥
NG OREY ORMIC Table 1 ¥ A OHEM KR,
LB ERATT 5,

BT, Table 1 TR L7 & D4z, AT TIE
HOREY QMBS RER L, oy -y
RE, JEL LREOZYMLOMI LTI, Wells
& Davies (1994) 1&, TCQ DEZUM % MEFT 2 RE L
LT, AR ARGRE, dREmEm e smt
PEAL, LL, #E2May rn— v RESKIE
5 LREY, chooREY oMEIMEINE
Pote, 2OHAY LT, Wells & Davies (1994) &%
FLERET O T DITRAIZ NG ORED, HEM

2R, TCQ O AARGEMEER T 2 A 20T
DFEFE (Lm0 WP, 2000 ;5 (LH,
2006 ; LLEd -3k, 2007) MfTbhvTwb e,
IOLKRMODOBEIERTEERALNS, 4,
NG OFIFEEIEARMR LR Y LTRERT S
EXLA TR BT,

av bu— VRESLKIES LREOHE L BEYICE
THLOTRLoCAREMYH 2, £ 2T, TDTD
DOREOME v FERINC BT X 5 28 B
D Ff2a v, ZUMPMALT A v T3
Ezoh3,

¥, Hemay bn—VRECEL T, 20
HAAE (eg, ZOERADVCTIRKELFHLT )
o, RHTF 4 TRZABREBINT 2ME L E A
ATTHIVRRHIET 2 e £ 2603, 22T, —fl
HEIRBE R 24 WRE (PR - hIBE, 2004) O
PTEDEREEREE (UTFHEE o 5 ¢ B8R ¢ OBDhE
AL, BHEtoEEN, B0 AT 4 TR
R IR B CFIR T 2 0 2R A EMERIE Y
ZRETHID, oMoy tn—RECER
BEADOHBEH B e FEshE (FTHID).

Xz, KHES LREICEL T, RABEZEY WS
FHTF 4 TRKBRDER LIRS, 2hoe mBEERL
BERCHEMCAR LB I ABEMET L2 vEALN
3, I LIcABERONE, RARELANO XA
T4 TIHIREBICHE - 1R b, EERA EE LG
KEEBPBLSTVEEILNS, £27T, RIGA
A NVRE (BE - BA, 1999) OIS LRE
(LUFRSQ O&MES L e MeiD) v OfEZ 5,
RSQ OEME S Lid, #15 DUREBICG - Fo I HI S
O v MG EESTEIICERE BT AR S AIE Y
ZRETHEIELYE, JMEL LREYARRZIED
HE»H 2 e FHEIN2 (FHIO).

bzl E
TCQ-] DIERETE

39, FHZEETH D Wells 181 & b BIEREHFAT
®157, FoReIEBOBERY EE KEL, 208
REBELCL TE-FELVHARE L LTOAAS K
B LIRSCEER LTz, e, BERBr L LHE
HEPHNT 2 RERLICZ DR HEIRYT 2 2
Y RRIEL, WO ETREROBEAEES MR L 2.
BERSNLBUR YOO h T S 2iE»D B 12
DICTFIRAB 21T > 72 ¥ Z A, Unwanted thought @
FEETHor [HE R WBE] OFKPDIHIL
VYW BIEDE S fc, % T C Unwanted thought
DXEIWZ DV THE LI BoR B L T2 ().
%, Wells o8 L, BIERGHMME O R
1otz
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o FREE TRIEL 2 TCQ-J @ 30 THH & {#i
L, BABEMECIRIC, HE, 2hzhoxi
ERCDOL O WHEBICEY o, T IZeAY L
vl b I8 BYAYDORET S OsHIETHE
ErRDiz,

ZRUCINZ T, UTo7EORELER L,
ZF053 5, L2 BRABEORE, 3. 257 1k
DI ORETH -T2, 28, UT T
oY, sHFETR M RCH TR LR
W s M5 IEEI YT S B, THETIE
M &Y TUFESRV] 26 17 JEFIC L YT
& 31 ORIGEREY Zh2hHvr,

1. BEREHRPSWQ LB OHEERWET 2
Penn State Worry Questionnaire (Meyer, Miller, Metzger,
& Borkovec, 1990) O H AZEfR (R23# - 2, 2000)
16THH (eg, WOLLEILTW3) ZEHL, 54
ETEEERD I,

2. Padua Inventory B & 5B FR Padua Inventory
(Sanavio, 1988) O HAFERR (K21 » F8F, 2000) »
b, LWEE (eg, BE, 56 ofilfE@sHEEy s
D, WOIh3BELMET 5 [EFE il ®
B RE 18THE (eg, PMRAZEZHREICK L TH
KEFPATETYH, 2RO ZEDBR e 2sTtan
v) BEAL, s FETEEZRD T,

3. STAI State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (Spielberger,
Gorsuch, Lushene, Vagg, & Jacobs, 1970) @ H 7K &
GEAK - 50, 1981 » 5, FFERLEZMET 2 20
HEZMAL, T £ 25 Thv b T4 224
EITHB DaffETHELZRDT,

4. BEMRE Self Consciousness Scale (Fenig-
stein, Scheier, & Buss, 1970) D HAZERTH 2 HEH
RE (BIH, 1986) 5, BERBER CME»PE
BT S v A ONEORIE I ER S M 218
MERES 2 RNEEBNE 0ET , 3EPR
BERC T E S S BISATRE R A QO ER
0 2 (i 2 E§ 52 A EERRE 11 5B 2
MU, 7 #EcEEERD 1,

VRRNECE TREORHBRER v HT4
1E o0, ¥ - FHEF (2000) B S Dz I
MEEek) v LIE L 72 AFE T, HTFON
B OIIMEIC 3 &5, RREOMS 2R
L7z,

5. Big Five REE Big Five R/g (F1M@, 1996) »
5, ALY —on L CEENRILZEC LT
WEMERE T 2 A RERE , TEEE, 4
=, ZEEELAE Y 25 AERE, & 12EE
PREAL, 7HRETHBEERD I,

6. —MEMIBREERZ1ILRE Experiences in
Close Relationships inventory (Brennan, Clark, & Shaver,
1998) D HAFEIRC, BB aME e LRz
BERBELEEIEEZ NNV ay (HE - ik
2004) b, FFEMBZICH L THOHRE R
LIEMERE T A HEEOEBRE 2THH (eg
DORETCMEHEL TV B2 EARAELDETE
LAPE W U ETIEAR W) BERL, 7% cH
BrReoiz,

7. B ZEEHR Response Style Questionnaire [ 7%
#& hR Response Style Questionnaire (£, & + #& 7,
1999) 6, #5 DIZffi- 2RI Z 4 v EERER 2
ZFEHRTOENERAETARELS LRE 131E
B (eg, [RAERT2DICFLER R ) 2{HA
L, T B AV 25 T4 ErACvwob %
5721 O AHETEE Y RD I,

FEFHRE CRERIE

2008 11 A5 12 A, BEU200F12H1C,
ARAORZETLEY OBEIFE IR ERYE O
FI RIS CREOBM, TSANY —H#IconT
AL 72 MR THB  2EA, RELL
WHE» b ARNZRE B, HAER % 7Y
BUEAOREREEZ, HOEODLEORESTICK
BB SRR R R LTz, RBEMIE AL
198 % (BPE 1998, Lk 296 %, KidA3H) T
HYH, THEEE 1970 1% (SD=1.73) TH - 12,
2008 EDFMETIL, WHHE 3178 (B0 4,
k214 %, Ko A 3%, FIEE 2005 %, SD=
1.99) 42, TCQ-J30 IHE N A, ZYM2METT 2
RHDOIEFIFRREICLEE Y RDI, BB, 7
BTN CORBRAEZEET 3 03B IHEI
EoTEEIREVEEZID, EEED125 4
BIU7 THERLEANRY, 1,2,5 6 CHE LB
ko 2 FHROMT R L, b Lr—HiKE%Es
Koz, 18348 (BM 4%, Wit1374, FiHE
5 19.85 5%, SD=2.20) 26 AR~ D EE %, 134
5 (B ss 4, 77 %, TYIER 2034 5%, SD
=142) 76 BIR~NORIE LG, &7, HRER
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(2, BRRICEE L i /i om
W, %I

T RET 2700
c85 % (Blkssd, 44
HE TCQ-) IZRIE 2 RIHL 2,

2000 EDFE TR, WHHE 1818 (BE2h,
o 99 4, T-HIEHG 19.09 %, SD=.86) 2 TCQ-
30 HE O A @E B RD 7 Y,

& S

TCQ-] DRAFHEES & UEcdfist

Emtﬁbii*sl?ﬁmm%naw%%&é
fz®iz, TCQJ30 EHEWC W TS RF#EL,
T - 7UV/7X@%%ﬁoto%ﬁT“HK
RFafHaErs TP ORTFI. 35U LTHE Y
WO R X D EBE R RIRL . ZOMR, 2811
%8 - 72 ¥ Wells & Davies (1994) (ZfEv, 2 1 K
T TEFHE), F2WFY Tafay be—v],
WIETFR T8, H4EFE2 O, BsETE
MZHE S L) and L7z (Table 2)o

s s AFTHER SIS RE TCQTICDWT
%FMRE@%@%&%,TQRE%&%@H%%
Table 3 12 L7z, %8, FUREORESGHOMNL
FECOWTE, HEMNaY br— v REICEVTE
PEASEM: & b b E D - Io (1(480)=2.65, p<.01)o
TCQ-J DIEFRIEDIRET

WIS YA E td o BB P EL LI
B o @B OfEIE 78 b 82 TH - Tz (Table 3)e K
i, FEREEEEL BT 3o, ¢ EBMRET
$2fi L 72 TCQ-J O TR EE A oA HREEHE
L. Z208E, HEGREOMEIE 5020 71T
& - 72 (Table 3),
TCQ-J DEY EDIRE

Wells & Davies (1994) 3 & IF# DB T TCQ ¥ D
EEAHE IR L 2 b 6 ORE, 426 FICHRE
Mo EBE, RSQ DKL LI OWT, SETHIED

D 2008 FEQAED F — £ T 5 WT 2 IE L T
RETFOMFREMLIY 2 A, B 1 BEBR
pEEEpsE LN, 22T, Yy Iad~g 7{%1‘%
T2 ¥ TRF O OFEDIELTE T 5 2 T
fo iz, 2009 B LT AT o 1o,

Y SEL LRETERSASHIEEE, (920l
REzA2RbOI, HEHSMMIEIT S,
TGOMELLLTEL] ®22THo. 0b
DIHERE 1 Wells & Davies (1994) O Table 1 ¥ [A]
Lch s,
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FE e, REGHZERLLE (ChooRE
DEAHEIEIT Table 4 1R L 72,

4, TCQ-] ¥ BAREORE ¥ otHBFEM TR
B 72 (Table 5)o % DR, FErHlREHEE Ol
R ¢ A= EOMHEB (r=.19, p<oD) %, FIR
BT PSWQ, B E o RIEFEE e GRELLOHM

(22t r=35 p<0l; r=46p<0l) &, LER
REAS PSWQ, L% o 60 PR e ¢ A R IE ) AP

(2 2 r=28, p<.01; r=22, p<.01) Z/R L o
$r, KL LREMPSWQ v XL AN
(r=-.19,p<.05) Z7R L 72,

RIT, TCQ-J ¥ LERHINETINME O R v o HHBIREL
R EE L7 (Table 5)o % OFER, FAHMRE2FARY
HE# e BE R IEOHM (=46, p<o) &, FIRE
DR R, RIEER, ANBEER BHETEE
My BAELZEOHBE (B r=23 poL r=.16
p<.05 r=.17, p<.05 r=233, p<.01) &, HRM 2>
o — VRSN Y HER L E OB (r=28,
p<O) R L. &7, DEREASTANERK
BHALER AERZEOHEE (Zhzhr=.18,
p<.05; r=022,p<.05) &, KL L REFETE
Y EERAOMEB (r=— 31, p<ol %, Sakes
i IEDEE (r=.20,p<.01) Z/RL T2,

FHROF RS 2 72910, TCQ-] DREBRHR v H
2= o) [EBE D RS S v OEBERER R L 72 (Ta-
ble 5)e Z DFER, HEMa v b — v REHHEE
Pl v HE B QMM (= — 41, p<.01) Z7RL
Foo LIchioCFRIOREF S e, 72, HEHb
RESEHBEO R ¢ AR 70 E0ME (=20,
p<.05) &L Tz,

FROEMEET 2 129D, TCQJ DREF/RY
RSQ DX & L O REHR Y OMRBEFREEREL
7 (Table 5), 2 OHER, KM D L REARSQ DR

g6 L B IEOHE (r=.58, p<.01) L7
Lo TFRl@RIHShic, 2/, fafay
ko — VREEAS RSQ MAHE S L ¥ HRZIEDHHE
(r=.25,p<.01) #RLT,

Z S

KT, KREEEZNRICLIEABILE-T
TCQ-] BEH L, 2 0RF#E, & MEREe %
Wk wiRE L 7, BRWRTFA T8 25,
ER v FIRED 5 o3t S viee &7z, TAIRE
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Table2 TCQJ DHEFAMER (FAH: - o<y 7 AEME, N=498)
F1 P2 F3 F4 F5 FhEm
F1: AT
(14) ZOEZHPEIVI LOROPE, BEWNICHRY FIFCEL 84 -05 -3 -06 .07 74
%, "
(10) Z0EZPHEMNG RS TNL SWE» RO E, 43F 76 07 —.03 02 —.04 59
HTEZ B,
() ZOEIWEICILOLRO»E, ERECHER S, 74 -.07 03 —.05 .00 56
(20) ZOEZPAEZERLTVE0D%, b5 —EFRNLEZ> 70 -.02 07 .00 06 50
4 3,
Q7)) ¥ILTZDICREZLOD, Hizdhihr£Z b, 55 13 06 02 —.03 33
(23) ZOEZIOVT, FYELDPIEIT 2L TAHL, 38 —.12 03 11 15 19
F2: =i
(1) 20IERFEZRICTARTO I %55, -.03 90 02 —.03 01 82
(6) FOIXEEFBALICTANELH M5, .02 86 05 —.08 .00 75
(13) Z2DOZECREIRICTHREEDIT, .02 72 =02 —.03 ~.09 53
(15) Z2DEFEZAxILDZ1:912, BOOKE Wz odho12) —07 48 —05 —.01 —.01 23
T3,
(28) ZDIXHEZArMPbpBENIBREZZ, YHRIKE 01 42 —.05 17 .02 21
Ehe 2,
(2) ErniviEdensd s, ADEECErYE 3, .02 36 01 .10 26 21
F3: d&May rn—wu
(29) ZDEZIKODVTREYFELYT 3, 01 .05 .80 .02 .02 64
(5) ZOEZWXODOVWTHICLIEEIRVTHE L, (R? -11 -.01 76  —.05 —.10 .60
(25) KIEWS, Bt X3 2EZDBECELIICKHE Y I T 05 .06 64 .09 .08 A3
3,
(12) Z20EZOZr®ACEFELEDRCEICT S, (R) 0l  —.04 60 —.11 —.08 38
(17) BL &3 REZDEDLARE SREFECIFULT2D0 10 .00 56 18 11 37
BROGHT,
8) ZFDEZFEZTOMOMIILE>TEHEL, R) -.01  -.09 49 —-11 —.02 26
F4: OB
(18) 2D ®EZ25KbHiC, borv s3I EZOEYT -0 -.11 .05 75 —.04 .59
6 =]
(22) Z0OEZL0YL, AOVRZZ Lo IS CRMEOIYD —10 —.06 01 69 .00 50
Frbor ki#Ez3,
(24) 2O ®EEZZRDDIC, BEOLEFIIOVTEZ 5, 09  —.05 —.02 58  —.05 35
(7)) ELOLEEICOVTHNINEER D, 06 07  —.09 57 04 34
4 20EZZ, %ot%*wm;<RV%z KUYz %, —.02 JI6] 01 54 —.01 31
(12) ZOFEZCIRLDBITAFRADOI IRy EPIL S, 02 09 —.02 53 —.09 30
F5. KHES L
(16) 2D REZHIRDDIZ, BLVWIvEEZS, -07 —04 —.05 —.04 90 81
(19) f»EL V% T 5, 06  —.02 09 —.07 67 47
1) 20w EZZ2ROHIE, F5RADA4 AV EBRVELR 02 —.03 04 —.08 65 43
% o
(2l) ZOEZXIEFILEMIEEEZS, —-.01 09 —.13 .06 .58 36
R TR FE F2 23
F3 16 =01
F4 29 30 03
E5 08 05 08 .09

. THH O #5123 Wells & Davies (1994) D Table 1 ERIUTH B, iz, BMEHD T20E L] i, fof’(m\

T EE ER)] BT,
Y (R ESHIETEE 2 £,
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Table3 TCQ-] O FAIREHMOEIHGET, NESRM O, (St

RS E 0¥ (SD) REETG R o fERE Tl -
ThHRE - ' et =M
S m ki BEGED 2 5 4 s oy POOEAE
(r, N=85)
1. FATm 1323 1330 13.20 0.27 ns. 20% 4% 16** 12* 82 60%*
(4.28) (4.54) (4.09)
2. H 9.45 960 936 0.81 ns. -07  27*% 04 78 TJ1IFE
(3.34) (3.53) (3.21)
3. #Ear tn—v 1337 1274 13.78 2.65%* 01 06 81 62%*
(423) (4.18) (4.24)
4, D 892 892 894 0.06 ns. 06 78 50%*
(2.90) (3.06) (2.80)
5. RHEG L 1017 1015 10.19 0.13 ns. 78 60%*
(2.40) (2.26) (2.47)
*p<05, ** p<L01
Table4 TCQ-J ¥ OMBEEZHI L /e NEODEHEHR
REB RO (SD) -
RE aff B
2k Bk pegs
PSWQ 50.43 (12.58) 47.47 (11.96) 51.73 (12.97) 92
T2 O I R e 44.33 (12.80) 42.13 (11.88) 45.34 (12.56) 90
KA 49.96 (9.91) 49.44 (10.79) 50.10 (9.68) 87
R E R 50.47 (9.62) 48.35 (11.52) 51.17 (8.91) 84
UNISI=b=+1 60.04 (10.89) 57.58 (10.99) 61.01 (10.66) .89
IEEREEM 49,05 (11.64) 45.44 (11.29) 51.65 (11.26) .80
A 55.32 (14.60) 55.06 (15.28) 55,51 (14.19) 92
Ak o a5 4224 (11.72) 43,70 (11.34) 46.34 (11.93) 81
RSQ O&MES L 31.95 (7.63) 32.20 (7.93) 31.87 (7.55) 83
Table5 TCQ-J] ® FRIREYEARE, LIEMIEHMEOERE v OfHE
RAEE DERIHESS
ShExd Big Five & RSQ
PSWQ Lhu(ﬁ;érx ?E B A WD
aEm mEm Ak OTE Dy AROL
1. THRFm .09 19%* 11 46%* 15 -.09 04 20% .09
2. H 35%* 46™F 23" 16* g * 33%% 03 .08 .00
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