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Habit and Impulsivity by Masanori HIGASHI

(Original Article) A Literature Review of Psychological
Factors in Risky Driving with Special Attention to Attitudes,
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Abstract

This article aims to review the studies on attitudes and personality traits to influence drivers’ engagement in risky
driving. First, the applications of the theories of planned behavior (TPB) are reviewed. Second, the psychological
and neuroscientific findings of habit are introduced. Using habit construct as additional variable, TPB approach
will be able to investigate deliberate and automatic processes of driving behavior. Third, the outlines of studies of
impulsivity and reckless driving are described, including reinforcement sensitivity theory. Finally, future directions
of the studies involving driver’s attitude-behavior relationship and personality are discussed in order to develop
educational interventions of risky driving.
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Do N=YFT U T4 LHFOBMERELZEHE

Tillman & Hobbs (1949) LIk D, AZi@ Sl fEir: & LC
D=V F VT ¢ EROBEMENRE S, 4 B TR
W — MK T DREECEEE R E D=V F U 7 ¢ B
RS KT A N—D%R/ fEEis T S 5 2 &
HLMZENT VD, & ZAD, BEOFHFIERDOE
UL =7y 7 ROEREERIAT . BB/ L—F
S BB ST AR L D S kA 32
MThod, LT, BEHFOFELDRIK & 725 /3—Y F
U 4 BERA~OHEEEHE TIE, kR boic s &
EN

LinL, MEIZZEDY >oh 5, EomTiE/, —~r
B FEE 5 T2 E R F James Hackman A3 FI6E 2
Eo BAEN Tob, X—=YF U T s HEWHE ST (9
FREIET) ) O PSS RERIHSL O T HNESL G, 23D
THRMICHBEON AN THDL 2 ELELIZZ LT

BT PBER L

Faculty of Psychology, Otemon Gakuin University

(2016)1% ¥, Hackman D 3¥AEIC L A 8T, [IERMAVAE
7] ThDH/3=F VT ¢ BB i, Sl BE
DGR RN IEE S S HBWI ARA~DOBLED E3- T
WBHZEEERHL TN,

B, ZREOHFICBNT S, EHOERIC L D4t
DIHRRZ RN T 2 BB NN AR EHTE L D720
(2, ERfEMRAERR TENC AT A=Y U T B
U B B RFZE N EMAL L TH BN L Ry, 2=V F
U T o DB CREACHFZE S5 H S HI e < B3
2 & M (impulsivity) & YD T 72 288 DB ROFZE DS |
FEREICE L ALND L IR TETND, £IT, &
B HHAEFPED BN KT A N—D 3= F 1 7 ¢ FHF
ZAICERE LT, MAKOREEZ ED T 2 &R
FOMETH D,

AL, fERZEEATENC R DR, =
U7 o BRNZBE T D kR % 22 2l DB RO ge 2 IR 2 L,
ZOBMAET S Z 2 HNET 5,
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2. FEMNTAERCHENTHEROLA
2. 1 EROBE

NI A N—OREEILROWY K& B & LIZEERIITA
Wz Ffid 27201, BATEORZRHEBICLY | 2)

RENCERWRERIREER Z RO 5 Z LR ETH S,

RIEATENO BRI & B O =D IR b HEBEICH WO
DA DI R GR A A BRAYAT 2 PR R (theory of
reasoned action : TRA) & Z DI RIE TdH 5 ZHHIAIFTEHE
#i (theory of planned behavior : TPB) T & % (Ajzen,
1985,1991; Ajzen & Fishbein, 2005), ¥ *) %
COBEREENOATEZ T L XL O &3 2BE—TH)
BE4% (attitude-behavior relationship) DN EMHFG TH 5, £
DHOIEY . EEF)TRE TIZH DTERE L THIT 2
Z L aARE LIZHERTH D, FFIZ TPB (L, BRERAT
@D, REWTH), EEEATE) & Vo TRk A 2t S TE)
OBERZ XY | BHARRILC S & D<M ARNLED
TeDIZRS R EN TV D, ZBRPHR T, B8
e - B EOEIRE | STEOERITE, RiBTRE~
RV A L M EIZTPB BRIAS A S TnD, 22T
IZFERRR OBEE 239 5 (TPB OfFFIEH, 2006 2 ), ©
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Figure 1 IZ5H 2 X 91, T A OTFRXERIL, 178
(behavior) Cd> %, KRATENT, FFEDIRIL T TORALER
RS E LT, WIHEICERT 2 Z L NEETH D, TPB
X, WEREIS°H P 72 £ (an action directed at a target, performed
in a given context, at a certain point in time : ATCT 38)% |
BARMIZREL L7ZATEIO PRICE T 206 Th 5, Bl
HBONIZBRIHZFNZ & 5 & kB, Z oD%
FIILOBRII NN —7 & T A REFIH L CHiE /S A THMH
W2 9478 &) K9 ICHLERSUIRZ RET 2 & &
[N

T8 ZRETAHIUILRAMLETH D, —HEY
DATENVBRENS X HHEMIIMEEMEIMR N 2o, LV IR

TRATEV IR & | RO SUIROER 2 TH U7 TE 2 3%
AT, BIERE S A 25 U 72 R (multiple behavioral
criterion : ZEATENIEME) ZFIHT & LT 5,

ITENOEHEREATRIE, Z0ITEIZFEITL LD &2
BEMTHY, TBNSES 28T = a et a T
5 EE S5 [1TENE X (behavioral intention) | Td 5,
UATENE FATT DD, BBERAFARY V—Z
D7 EOEBEOSEMIENfi->TWD Z L& ERT 5 THEEE
DOFTENHIEIE (actual behavioral control)] 2314372356
TEIENSZHNIITINIAEL D B 25, RITHE
BIAE U 2121, fTEC X3 2 #8)¥ (attitude toward the
behavior), EEAIHHi(subjective norm), I8 X VIR S
7= 4T EN {1 (perceived behavioral control)?> 3 ZE[K] A3 B
Th b,

F9 MTENCXTT DB 1%, ZOITENCX T DA E
B D WILIEIGF B 72T M OREE, L ERIN D LHEER
Td 5, Fishbein(1967a,b)iE 7 ¥, Z OBESE %15 & (belief)
D4 (aggregation) & L TERAL L7z, Z vz Wfs—lifE
7 JL(expectancy-value model) & W\ FTENT 69~ 5 B
L ATENC RV AL DR, TEEETT 52 LIk
STHRAET 23X M LoD R LFEO>W TH)
HIES) OEAGIZL > TIRIEDIT b D & L7 (O EK
bREFEOET VN SND), BEIZEEL S S
(accessible) SATENIE ISk D HIFFORIE & Z OF5 R
RER O OFEFI & L TET ML I D (FR),

(1) Ao=3biei

Z 2T A0 IFHBR O AT DR, bi IIfE&(Z 2T
KIGN8 Z BYET & b O FBHIER), ei (ZBMED EE
P CH D,

Bz E THEBEEEREZ 25 & B~ R D0 5 )
WIS EROWRHE S - %5 TRV EZ O LEIFEAN
(B - BWDYOBRRKICE X 2 BEORE 2 RD 5, dE
HBIRIEE DM OE RISV T HEEOIME & EEIIFE
DfEERD, GFtT 5, 20X I2EEE ERNFED
BRIC Ko CTRBENEZ1TS 2 & &, FRICESWE
(belief-based measures) & V> 9, Z OMIEEITAZIBEAT
O TEHIND Z EBH DL, HE NN T
L 23V (Warner & Aberg, 2008) Y, AFE Tlx, FEHMED
BAND, EEOLHEBMFEREIZ & 2 EED BRI
DNTIRA— VTR 5,

WIC, THBIRBLE ) 13, P AR A e L T
HOT, HAIZE > THERMO N 23, EOITE Z 7K
BT AEMNE I DOV TOFRHME L TERIND, R
SITATENHIBNES) 1. SO T A FTT HEICEA
DKL DRG S, I3 L S 28, TSN L17HE)
DIFEEL 2D HORMEDORERZ KR LB #HTHD &
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RESND,
2. 2 TPBOFBRIAH

A XA X AUE, TPB £ T /VITH CHEIC L H17E)
BLOTENRERZ BAFICTHIL T Y, TPBILL VA
RITHZHRATE DL ENRHLNERS>TND,
Sheeran(2002)D A # S3HHZ X AUE 10 178 & ATEhEX O
FHBID 21353 Th D, Flix D A X 3HTHE R (Albarrcin,
Johnson, Fishbein & Muellerleile, 2001; Armitage & Conner,
2001; Godin & Kok, 1996) 'V 1213 £ L 5 L {TEIE
& SBEEHIE & OB OFEIL, RBEOEE3.45 )
5.60, FEIHELOLAN34 1542, R SN2 TE)
HIERDOBFA MR35 10546 LV - #HTH D, iz,
REJE & EROOEIH Pl L7254 o mMABEHREN.66 0
5.70 OFPHICH L, 230 HIENTE S v 7= 1 Tl & 1)
MU 7=3%5E O EMEREIL. 63 72571 Tholz, Zh
T S ATEN AR OB X - T PRI 2
TEERBETIEN, TNOORBRITRR LT =2 1D 2
BN EEBETRETHD, BT —%ZHANIZf
JETIE, AR SN TEN BRI S L C 6% D RN
1% £ 2 & U ) (Armitage & Conner, 2001),

PLED X 91, TRA B X O TPB OAE A& E D %
YA R TSRS BN R Em S AR L TRY .
RIFEH PR N E2FH->TnbHEEZBND,

2. 3TPBICHEDKEEMEDAIEE

TPB O & 2 B LIS L - THIET 21213 < om
DLRPMETHD, ZOREREUNT 5720, Hih
TE T O3 FE R E R 12 TPB A L 7= Jovanovi'c,
Sraml, Matovi'c, & Mi'ci’c (2017) 'Y OIEH Z MR L
7z Table 1 # %, IO A B, HREICSE 1HA
Z¥e# L7223, Jovanovic & DOAFZETIEIA LKL 2~5
THE ORI XK - THE S 4L, o fRECH HERAI &,
LR T, SEEOWNEEDOFE FIZDV T, Tablel (&
PR LTI LB BIEO~ONCEHA T %,

Table 1 TPB D& ALHEEE 0 BI%E1E B 41

ERfe BEf

BERERORD | oo

fHER  |SREHBAEEBARVGILLES

ks |WRBRE O /bl EETACLIRETHD
AT 38R (De PelsmackerdJanssens, 2007&Y)

&

FEISHTATMNEE |HRRES 01— \-TEAL, JYRCEMIEC LA TEd
T ARGEHER RGEALEEATONG

eFE

IENRE  BORELLRAR AOHBRREETANSELEITLD

ARSHEABHHE BRREETVALE HREEHETTACLRENEERETTH 2

RitRs BREOSEELRAL, EOREHBRERTTLETH?

BAGRE  [SLARREERRI0 T —Utb, RlETAKA)

O HOWEROITHE)

THEOHG TEEEO 178 (BT 5L ETH AL
IR AWPENRTERWGEEIT TACREXDOITE Ofl
ENTOND, FEEREOITEEBE L., WET DI &K
HEWA ROV ICACHERDITHELZ L HNTH,
FHIZIIRER 2N E ST D, —2DORILE LT
Aberg, Larsen, Glad & Beilinsson (1997) 19 238152 S 7=
JEEHE SN HENERICHBE L2 En3biF o b,

D7 b b HEEMERTENC R L TiX, AClES
AIATENZ AT O DV IC TR E LCERT 2 &
&, FFAFRECEMMIEELE 5, B 2 ITHLA,
WM, s, U CHRIBRIEEE (B : Rk 80 % =) & fRAE
LB EITOWT, EEERERTEOME L 11 -
LT L7V \(never)— 2 &3 2 (always)] D 7 {15 TEIZE
ERODDENVHIRD FRRIND,

@ 1TEEX

TENE 2179, ITHHOEE TR CH 21TEIERX
EPERER L LIAERM T D 2 & 23% 5 () : Chung,
2015) 19, fTENEINIZT 2 0EmAL & T DRI E LTI,
TENEX LITEOFBENE N ERN BT BN D, Biffio
WFFEHE 5L, Elliot (2001) 17 12 X 5 & X & 478 & DOIZ.54
DOAABI D, Vogel & Rothengatter (1984) '8 |2 J 5 ik
ERTOMEZXE B CRETEIOMIZ.T9 OO
HEir EPRALE 72 D, Jovanovi'e, et al. (2017) 1E. H
OO TEN & B OMIZ.81 OmE B & i Lz,
WELFBRAET Y 7 &7 OB, BB EWTEI & AT
BEREZ L BICERICED D L TET AP TIZL L
HZ bbb, Lo, dH < HOHEXOITEIE
ERBIOTEEMOmME ZE/M+ 2508 L,
OITENZ X D RBSE - WIBIFNNIRESE - ORLEIIREFE

ABATENRAR OWFFRIZ W TUE, 1TENT X9 2 HE
EEZAT O 2T T <, RBaAany, EEMRImIZOVW T HTHE
FERIENTO D Z &N E LW, B 72 TPB £ 7 /LI,
JEIERIREFE 2@ E D 7R WY A TEIE AT NIRRT,
WL BEIENEE RS TN TS, A= K& LT
TR Z I e RTA N—IPREEZ 2206 THA D L,
AV — FEEESIZ W TV, RZITE S Lo 7265
ERREE N A E— N A kT 2Rtk b B2 o
HMBLTHD,

(OEE - Nip: Ik

TEHFLOPEIR & 70 DFCHEM T, Bl KO
A FIERCMRE, BSGEOEMIZBEI L THE S LD Z &7
2\, BEE R T A N—DGE1F, BRI 2HIE
[T R D720,

DN X T ATEN i A
FNH ST ATEN IR (PBC) & I E 9 S BEIC, Table 1
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D & 9 72 HE 7 (ability, capacity)<°%h 71 efficacy)iZ 2T
BT Z &M%, S5, MRS TEHEK A

M671) & TEfEM:(autonomy)] D 2 >0 FAMEEIZSY
JCHETS22 b5, Z2C MR Eid, EITk
EATENE AT T B/ L WICBT 20 SNIRE Th
D, THBEME W, FrETE 23T 01 kIET 25
DO, ARENTZASDa ha—LORETH D,

I CIRE B E R T e TPB A L, fEH & B
AVEZ ILICHE L2 TR 3%, R i s
{TE)IZ TPB % Jf] L 7= Chung (2015) 1%, [6E/1) OHlE
DD BAEOFEERIL LIV T U AR T T
IX20km/ h Z# x5 LN TEHLMELTNET) &
WOHOIHHEMEA Lz, BfEHEORIEICIE. v A olk
PR TRELSHI BRI L 20km / h TEITT 2 OIFRKE T
HH] EWHIHEBEEHW,

L2 L7e s & s BB IEIRT TE O JEIC VT TH
BEVE I TENE NS E b R W EAA S D, — 5 THE
J7 ) b A T X IE DR A & SN D B,
R Z A 23— dGHEER R O HIEEE ) O E &2 AfE
RN DN DHEDRDRAE WS ORI L 72 >
TV, &I T, ZEEKATHOMIEIZHB VT, THAE
M) OREITFHTIERWEB 2 BN,

2. 4 TPB M:EMEH —@RRBAIRE - OB ANHIR
]

Armitage & Conner (2001) D A X 3T OFERIZ L D & |
HEHE & PBC IZH LT, BEIMBHE OITENE X - /TEhC X
T5TPHANTFH, £ 2T IRV RFERE S —
HIBMEBNRESND Z L BEV, TONENTLRE

Hiiti(descriptive norm) & {E A BB (personal norm) TdH 5,

ZALEI Tablel DO L @A S I T2,

FLRAURE T, A DRI T SR RE O AL
SED—>TH %, Cialdini, Kallgren, & Reno (1991)19 %
tLalfiz, Z<OANRRERT D/ ERBLRNEWVS
A HED < MA M FL(injunctive norm) &, £ < D ABE
BUZAT > TV DITEI CH D & OMRITELS < Shakpy B
D 2 DIT451F 1= (Cialdini, et al., 1991, p.203), #lz1E TR
FETHE- T b 2 EI3EM2aaiETH
D, RMEESTETE, BRARPEDLNL, ANbIED) &
V) DIFRR R/ > 72T A TH D,

TR OGN FFLO B 2281 5, REOZEER D
R RO TER T, EDLVORTA NR—=NAE— K%
EFBRBILARDN, ERERE KT A 3=0 [Fhico
D7) A= REHITDH I ENL, i, HE
Z B DB OATE N RO AL 2o T, KT A —
DATINCE B E 52 T DHNLThHEEZLND, =
OFHE) < HFOER N R HF cH 5, Lol EiM

B LD BEEITEE IZ L0 e T, ATERCITENE
WX L CH BB D72 DR SR, AT
A BT 5 O 2 CHEHERPETH LD T, TPB O XLk
W23 L7 JEEOBFE NS % OMETH 5,

BEPIROM S TR bITEEXICEET S L Shd 0
DMENBIHGEETH 5, Schwarz(1977) 20 12 LiuiE, A
PRSI EEN R OB & LT, WEfks i
TAMEB IS < FfF & &b, Parker, Manstead, &
Stradling (1995) 2V 1%, AANEETH 5 & & 2 5 HHM
M AR ~TREFZ LB o TND Z &) EEARH
#i& L7-, Manstead & Parker (1995) 22 (%, AZ3@1TED 10
~15%2 Z OIEHABIBFIC L - T T& 5 Lm0,
De Pelsmacker & Janssens (2007) 2 237 - 7228 Tl 4
NBIBLREA A ©— FIER OB N2 TR D 1 > TH D
ELTWD, HEEROP T, EAREEIEK S <25
IDHEHE L THBRENDDD D,

2. 5. TPBO¥f=7zEMES - BE
2. 5. 1 BEEROME

TPB Z &G L 72 288 E AT BV T BN S e L
TEMBEhabi) X I ETHRHINTE 2, Bl IXEE
SREEDOWEE L LT, NREOITEIEE] 2% TPB OiBMNZE
AR ST & 7= (De Pelsmacker & Janssens, 2007;
Elliott & Thomson, 2010; Cristea, Paran, & Delhomme, 2013)
22029 L/ L, Ajzen & Fishbein (2000)2¢ (X, TPB @
BN L LCoBEOITEMEE, T7hbbEEIZoW
THENTh -7, oI, WEDITH L ZOITE L D
M OTRWEIFRENH HIZ L ThH, FIUTS AT ORI
BEMEZRM LTZETTHY . RZEENTENS&H T
Iz DAME 22N E WS,

THUTK L. ol ORRERAIR, B DTN O EN:
R TZIRO XD IR EIEOMREMEZ B S c L, BB
SOH AN % R S 72 (Graybiel & Smith, 2014) 27,
FPATENAME & [F] U SR TR A (repetition) 415 Z &
T, BIEBRHNLT 5, BEINZEIFEIX, F—Ivy
AT BT X 2T, ATENE R OB KA HER 2 RIE L CATE)
FATICEDL LSk d, S HICHIERNLOBRIZIFIEL T
W72 STIRTF D352 1 (context-cued) Z FIR -5 7211 T, E1E
FATICB D DM AT ANEML L, —#HDOF v 7
B U7 ATEnEEH A HEAICIAE L T LE 9, 2O THhnE
PHORMFR CTITERRP 2 HECE E L BEGER D T2 D DT
~DOGI Y EZ PR TH D Z & PR E LT,

IOXOIC, BEE, WHBOWBBELZET S Z L2
FRAGPROHIK), DAV O ATE 2 RT3 2 Bhe
L O—HTOEIBITEN WS T ABAE IR TLE S &
T ATEN A B S D Z ENEEL D L) Z &N
B2 o T,
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Wood & Neal (2007) 2 |%, ZH6DOFEOKEE, H
B 3L LTE & DT, £ 5IERIE M (repetition) -
CARTF235> D (context-cued) + H B (automaticity) T 5,
Z 2T, HEE(automaticity) & 12, DR, ERRRIE,
HERERIME, 36 L OV E T ITHIE AR REMEIC X - THRIEDIT &
NIZATE % &3 (Bargh, 1994) 2, B 1EA947H) T, Bargh
OHBMEOEOIFE AL ITEET D, £ 2T BHIEIZ
B BB BEREIC L > TREIT 2 O TlE e <,
WDIXAM O TEMS ) ORI KL > THRET 5 &0z
5, TNHOMAERE ZTEIEOERITIKOEBEY Th
5, [HE &%, BEOZITIRF S & RIRFICRAE LT3
MROEGH (TR ONT L > T, HEIWIZIEE L S DK
JSMEME T3 5 ) (Neal, Wood & Quinn, 2006, p.198) 30

A H. BIRAD R 2 22 B IE ORI B L AR 2 &
B, BB OO B ST TR L HE T
HEH &SNS X 91272 5 7= (Wood & Ruenger, 2016) 3V, £ %
REEEOMIEZREHCT 501k, BESE T8
(automaticity) ] 3 L OHENEZ G X 3 [F23029 (cue))
DIFEDTOTH D, PlAILEERBEELROLEE, A
— FIEMZFHIET 2 RESMCEL], ZZBED D 22V EH
B 72 E)NE H R ORAE IS Lo TEAEE S, B
SNb, LT, BESEREDFERNONBRZEASD &,
R EEER I HE A & bbb T, WX AT
SN D, DFE Y HERMITE A EIET D &
VAZIZKIT H2BE S 72 IEWTEWERIEA D &)
RTT, HOIWVIIEREM AR T M bR FE
AR, KRB BI &4 L 72T, BERS AE—FK
B LAY S, 2T, SLEIE-CE LR, 55 M7
EOBEEEIZ LA HERIRE LT, FS MBS
DZFNRD EROBREEHENATH D Z ENRIES

nd,
2.5.2 FTEMTEER L TEBOES - AETARE
& BEIABEIE

ZZ Y T O TEEEA OFITE, FRAHIWTIIE 52N B ERY
WRTH D, EEATECAITITEN S | B B g
T MR, ghEME &) & T o T B TE oM
b0, £ LT, faRLERTENIEEEML L, 3EA
CRER S FETENTW D, £ 2 CHE Ml o B m %
BT TPBIZHIBABINT 5 2 & T, 2@ T8 0 HEIAY
W HEEATE, RiBfTEHE L0 K<HEETELLE
Y AN

D kF L LT, Chung (2015)7337 T 7 seemingly
irrational driving behavior model 3% %, Chung %, 7&K
B TEI OIS BUE TR E R A H T
TPB Z#JIZLTWHD, ZNET TIEA A5 ThD &+
Rl AUEZ M SV ADINBRICLESREHTHE

O, B ZE TPBIZHEE L - T T V2% L. B
HEXEBRSBEL TWDZ EEFEIE L, WITHRNT
% SRHI % Chung (3 # HHE A L7,
2. 5. 3 BEREDAE
MEEATEY O I A BB EBITEN AT O SURO L EME %
Bl HOHESECHERELZET D22 L6 H D03,
AEhE7e EOBEORERH LN SN TE D E5T
T, HOWEEROH 72 708 EHIEE & LT, Verplanken &
Orbell (2003) * |3 SHRI(the Self-Report Habit Index)% (d
& L72, SRHI (XIS TEEEMIEAE b m <, o
TEGREEIEE & DOFHBI b & < L OMERI 2 UEE B LTV D,
Table 2 SRHI MIEH

<l

Behavior X is something . . .

[ do frequently.

I do automatically.

[ do without having to consciously remember.
that makes me feel weird if I do not do it.

I do without thinking.

that would require effort not to do it.

that belongs to my (daily, weekly, monthly) routine.
[ start doing before I realize I'm doing it.

I would find hard not to do.

[ have no need to think about doing.

that's typically “me.”

I have been doing for a long time.

Z @ SRHI Z#4:H L72#%% & L T Chung (2015) &
Jovanovi “cetal. (2017) BdH 5, WAFILE bio, EEE
WEEATENZ %R L L, TPB 22— A2 L CH#WEZH 5
7282 SRHI i L7z, Table2 |2k & 22 T8 & %422 L
THEAFEEZ: SRHI O HE A R9, 2O 12 HAX, HE)
PEOTE DO B2 S LI ATE O S EIE, T8 = hr—
NOWRBERE | B ORI, B, TAT T 4T 4 (B
6 LE)D 5 HORMICHESWTES N | IRITERET
HD, FEEIT agree/disagree(22< £ 9 B9 /L % H LA
DRND T FHETH D, 7ok, BEWEICET 2HA 2,
3, 5, 8 D4 BT DG E AR L7z R (the
Self-Report Behavioral Automaticity Index: SRBAI, Gardner,
Abraham, Lally, & Bruijn, 2012) 3 &R & 5,

ZEATEN O IR EE 2 [ E T B ERIZIE, & Behavior
X & X BATENC I & 722 D, Bl 2 1 Driving fast is something
I do without thinking. &\ 9 L H 2 TH B,

2D X O ITERBOEIE I e 2N D EEEE I BT S e
W&o To FIAN—DFERLEEL, AEEOBLENG
BNl [LOEFIZWEEASDOI AL Vo Joilln
HETEOREAYFTE LS, — T, RS
DHFFERR % HEERITEIO X 9 A HEME & v — i &
W o TR GEAR & YGRS E T D AT b TEE
MEVIFERM bRV TERY . ARO R ®EEEICET S
FIRRLERMREEN 2 ]IFRE L7z,

== 2o |eo oo | e —_
~|— e -~ ~
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3. EEMEICEALLIEMELAE
3.1 EFMMDOERLIEE

R Z A N—OEE M (impulsivity) 1X. H 3V i#Elis, it
o A OBE y EIERLRE O BB (driving anger), #H
JE ORI B WV U R K OEN, ST L 2
—NVOFEFICH L@ E, faRiaEiR TENC A
-z, ZBFEROFRRER D, ZO XS RfEliTaiE L
TR LRV L, BRITWEMOLLOHRERH D L1
L TWDNR, RANTET~OMEE Z (L 477125
TLCLEIRENH D, &2 C, EEMEITEIRS O R
w7 fEERR TR 2 BT D o I E B e =Y U T
A HETHD EVR D,

BEMEDEFRICE L TR 2 o RTE R0,

EZOHIE LT HTIFEROMESLCITM L e LIZ, 1FE
Ao & Rl U7 LIZATEN 9 2 /811 ) (tendency to act with little
forethought, without deliberation and evaluation of
consequences : Caci, Nadalet, Baylé, Robert, & Boyer, 2003, p.
34) W ZoRT, EEMEIIZROUEE A RO LV a vk
CHANH DT RIS Lo TRTHE A2 O iF5tE
T2V, WAT L CHEEMEREDIER b DTV D,
DT X < WV B 2 UPPS fiBL 94T ) R EE (the
UPPS impulsive behavior scale : Whiteside&Lynam,2001) 3%
ILUTD 4 W26 0 BPELLAMIER % 7251 TE)
LRHT S Z EARE STV A,
DE2ME(Urgency) - flifdh o il 4] 3 &
O@FHE M (Premeditation) : FHE[ A . T 572 & LX< B X TT
& 2 A
@AM (Perseverance) : —-2>DFTE) % fkfe L CT1T 9 )
@)% A >R (Sensation Seeking) : a7 #llI % =K & 2 6]
fEBREERE [ ORFSEIT e b FHV H AL D O, Bratt H 23
BAFE L 728k 2 /- —/L(Barratt Impulsiveness Scale : BIS)
DI Hr/3— 3 > (Barratt Impulsiveness Scale-11 : BISI1,
Patton,Stanford,&Barratt, 1995) 3¢ T %, 30 HH L7
DUy h— AT AHETHESN D, ZOREL,
—WERFEZFE L O 2RKEFORAOEEINNMETH D
Attentional Impulsiveness, @Al O FmEIWE TH 5
Motor Impulsiveness, # L T H C. il B #E T H 5
Non-Planning Z#| 25 D & L TIRESNIZ, ZOBISIZ
Fert—varv—F U ZEEEN TV,
LorU, [FIRE DT E A E OB B &
EE 2T, FrICE b T ICHIED & 5 (Someya,
Sakado, Seki, Kojima, Reist, Tang, & Takahashi, 2001)
37 kG - 1 (2013) 38 |% Back translation & H ASFEIZHE
REZRKE N DA ZER SITKIE L, 2k 2RF& LT
TEE) RN, FEFHEAEEE R A 157, FRARYEE)
PEIZ DWW TUIFEE I E LS OEW T, T H NA DR

M LB, ERICHBHTE 2D 5T,

iz 7e@hf & LT, Bicaksiz&Ozkan(2016) 3 728, $FiE
DB BT D EIWEOER & WE O LB 2 RS
L7z enBF oD, Iz, thEPhEsfFoZ &
DTERV, EEEPICME IR B ERNT D, &
FEERIERE 2 35 | EiRTPIC e EERE A T S H#H
FEEEZ A D TR 5. & W o T2 REE OfffEh I O JIE O
RIT, 8 & OfEBIEROIMICE T 5725 9, WICH
D TR TICEA DN Z L bbb E—va s
=X T OMNRERNT D,
3.2 Ert— 3 > —F Y (sensation seeking)

trk—vary—%r7LliE [EL, #Harc &
MEDOTRWHINK A KD DM L > TERS LD /— Y
F U T ¢ ¥ (Zuckerman, 1994, p27)40 THVY ., Z D
F 2 SR 8O D BRI RN NI, Fed L 9 iz kD 5
T DIZH RN, #ham), B, S8 27 % L 5178)
% L35 Td B (Zuckerman,1994), = OAF[E %] 5 72 1T
Zuckerman | sensation seeking scale Z Ak L7z, ETHn
E b, BAEIL Zuckerman (1994)0) 4 -0 FALRJE /)
572% SSS-V NIES VBT D, P RER TR Y
JL & EM) (Thrill and Adventure : TAS), [Hrar 7288k
(Experience Seeking : ES). [iiffi] 1k | (Disinhibition : Dis),

MV K L~ | (Borden Susceptibility : BS) T®
%, 7k, EERGmIZRHME L7 H o & LT, Driver Stress
Scale @ 7 )R EE(Matthews, Desmond, Joyner, Carcary, &
Kirby, 1997) 4 @ Thrill-Seeking subscale 733 5,

ot —va T A Y VERD T fERRER
T84T 5, Jonah(1997) *2 DFEMFFEDRRE £ LTz
LA fERERR TN EGEERS, SR, o— b
b R IEE IR R EVOIE, TR Y L EBR(S
D9 TRV & KSR A 5 2 5 5 IRIEENCES D Y 720k
3K : Zuckerman, 1994, p. 13)] Th o7, S BIT T 1],

MHE VIR U~ BkHE ] 23 fin BROE A ) & B e 23 58 )
(Wishart, Somoray,& Rowland,2017) %, SSS LI {EREE T
VA CIRFA S R S 2 08, RSENE 7 & A A2
TIEE T — L SNDEINERDHLHT-20, BHAIZH D
TREBEHOANEZ 2EI5% 2720, JFly - A -
FEA - SEN(1987) 41X HAFERR SSS AERk L. HiE
(1989) 49 X TAS, Dis, ES ™ 3 FALREE & fli7 ko4
W B ) & G BT R TR TR R R E -G m A
(SSS-AE) % 1Emk L7z, 4E2H(2008) 40 X 4= HI I AR
REZRER LT,

LHOFBMOT-OIEIEL B E—va v —F
T OMEEHENVEM S 2 TBL LERH 5, #HAE2000)
LB D U R 7 T A % JATEOLEAERE E U R
7 BB TEMRER 23 C 50T, Brk—vary—
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XU T EZLGRGIHICBITD Y AT T A4 T TiTE AR Z
T IV RITETFR—=v g & bf'ﬁil%':/j”_fio Dahlen,
Martin, Ragan,& Kuhlman(2005)%® |2 JauiE, @EhEIEA
@ﬁ%&%%ﬂﬁf@@ﬂﬂﬁ@&:%@#é:&m%
Wnbsrn, Brt—vary—%0713) 27 2%
LT 2 A7 BT R_R—2a )ThV, Haie
TRBR LRI A IS DT D Y R 7 B2 AERTHDH &0
DENMBRMTE D,

&:WWW¥®%% X 2 EEh M A BT 5 7D OB

I T 5,

33%&%*%@ EBRAZEDBRIE

Gray(1970)% I%, BAFfERICEIT 2 @il L O ~0
RO NEZ AT S AT D ERE LT, 1%
DiE I MEPERR (Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory : RST)
X, ERZZERITE ORI L Vb id, RST i,
El~D &Sz OE N\ 75 % 4= Tp Behavioral Inhibition System
ATE IR : BIS) & il ~ Dz VD AN 2% AT
Behavioral Activation System(fTEIEIER : BAS)D#ift
AT LEARE L, ) 7 falGEEs & o BhE R S
T2,

BISATEMMHISRE, ElORZH 72 alE, Ml 72 (5 =
WX DL & U ORIk 2 OGS Z #iiil3-%
VATATHY, ZOVATANEET D ERTT 4
TR AT 5, BIS OISRV AL, ENTAIG L
KT BEAREREL, 7T AL —va a2 RBRL
I, BLABEIE 2 EX T 4 7 7 E A H IR 2358 )
(Carver, 2004; Gray, 1978, 1987, 1990)50 51 52 53

BASUTENRIE R)IX, Wz KD, inokhndk ok
T2 BUSRCWME ~ OB TEh 22 L, A1 THh 2 BEE
fbL. RYT 4 TG ML T 52 AT L Th %, BAS
DEADFRME AL, FEBIH), BRI T, ROT 0 T
A2 RSN AH D, RIZ, BIS & BAS OHIEEZFHEN
T %,

ZEATEIAAMC , BB, JER, BRFEA WL EOfEi
FITTEN S & O T ATEMEA OB 2SR b ST D R
FEM . Carver&White (1994)°Y@ BIS/BAS Scales T 5,
AATIX, il - 1LE - KRB - 0k - KEF - Z2JH(2007) 5
W &E > CHEHEBRBRHFRICHEHNTE 5 X 92 Back
translation Z#& T, BIS/BAS N JEEH ARGERRIME S L7,
BIS/BAS RJE HAGERIZ, BIS RE(7 HH), BAS OIF
FIBI %9 % 3 IRotlxtlis L7z BAS Bi@h(drive), BAS M
S i P (Reward Responsiveness), BAS il ## #2 3K % (fun
seeking)® 3 REEDF 4 REE(R 20 HE) B2 5, 70k,
BAS @ TN 3 REMREZAF L% BAS &7
%o S HIC, ATEIBE PRI L > T, BIS & BAS 1%
MRTER & IR L o TR &, & BITMYyo

EEHRFNOEBEEZIT CND ZEIIRENTE, 25 F
AT 2 % &0 BAS BREE)(drive)l X fifR 70 iR THE) ~

DR L XRfRE T, BAS HIIEHZER(BAS Fun-seeking)i%

o R TEh & B9 5 (Harbeck & Glendon,2013), ¢

Carver&White (1994)? BIS/BAS Scales i3, Gray O ¥
HIMSAL A A LRI L TREE S T REETH D720 HE
AR AU PERN D L E WO HEH A S B, Bz
BASfun-seeking lZt > E—va v —F T LFRFETH
%, % ZC Torrubia, Avila,Moltd, & Caseras(2001) 57 |
Sensitivity to Punishment and Sensitivity to Reward
Questionnaire (SPSRQ)% BA%E L7=, Z @ SPSRQ I% 48 T4
H C Sensitivity to Punishment (£11/#&51%4: : SP, 24 items) &
Sensitivity to Reward (g 4 : SR,24 items) D 2 R EE 7>
H7r%, T2 CHEURSZIE BIS, HENESZEIT BAS (2K
IGT 5, I “yesmo” @ 2 HOBIRITH 5, RE
IR AERT D720 48 HE BT 5, REEITE L
THEHENRLTECT, bEVICHLIFDETHD, 22T
R & LT, Conner, Rahm-Knigge,&Jenkins(2018) 58 |
SPSRQ - Revised and Clarified (SPSRQ-RC) &k L7z, 2
WILTH 10 HAN SR 0 BB EEECZ A @
272,

WIZ BIS/BAS & falfiifin & oo B8 & 454 L 72050 &
AT %, Castella&Perez (2004)5 1% SPSRQ % % A 792
NITHEAT U OS2 BIS) & AR i sz (I
BAS)D R F A /N— (% BRI - 28R A 5 5 O T4l
BRI  Tp 2 M3 8 AR ENRS LR BIS) & &5
UNERIESZ M (7 BAS)D NI, & 0 B AR EE R T D
TEEWRE LR,

Harbeck&Glendon (2013)i%, K Z A _—DfERR 7
TR~ OB G 2 LS R R S iz ) 27
DB % | Carver&White(1994)0 BIS / BAS REE & L
THA Uiz, IR ME(BAS fun-seeking) D /K HEAS i
EE R T A N=L, fERZEEITENCEE T2 U 2 7
DKo Te, BERTAN—T TRLW #RELTO
U A7 DOEVEERITEIC DWW T, F OfEdk: 25 < Wik
THMMNR D 57z, Flo. BIS REEFSGEAEWV AT E,
fEBUERATEIO U A 7 L0 @ AR Eiv, BT, A
5. EEIZOWTIBTER R B A2 RS L, fERGERT
R LV ERTH D LRSI L TV e, —J5 . BAS i<
JEHER BV NIZ L, BTSN D U R 7 R@En & DR

X, BA - OHEIBRIRWER Th o 72,

Constantinou,Panayiotou,Konstantinou,Loutsiou - Ladd,&
Kapardis(2011) 6% %, SPSRQ % H N THIE 24T - 725G 4.
MRS, EENE, R U VB R, HIHIEERE R O @
NIE, ARG 7 dis  TEME ) & B L Cuve 2 & 2
L7z, ZOBEMEITFER S & bIZgE o7,
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MEENPE N fERRZEEATENC BT 5 Z &b s
DEFIZH D BAS & fERGEIRITE) & OBERIT SR TR
T& 5%, BIS/BAS [IMMMRR L AT LEAEL TN DHD
T, fERRZGBITEI ORI H DR OB A 1 = X
LN EB LN EN D Z & 2 LI, BORRIZIE,
EEBYER T A X—DH T, BIS 2ME< BAS 23V AL
WLHE U RZMEORENSZW@L— LAY . HB
DEHRRE RIA 7T v H—ICfb 5 TH % LT
WZEIHEATRETH D,

4., 2HEMER
41 BREGZOEREREGIHI/NN—VFT)T144%
HEROHATDOLEM & TPB DIt FAATREHS

fE e B TR DN ZZ HET 58—V F VT 4 B
KEZHONITHZ LI, FTAN—LEOB R ZHED
HEEBIT, ZOMAE KT A N—ICxT DL ATELH
BROHBINADTEEIRIFHTE DAY v b3b 5,
TPB @ EZAHLATEY D B B 4 8 2 5 B RClrBh 4 D
RIEZRWT A%ITOIND XS ROITEi L LT,
RS, 55N, EEL, H Y IEER SO
fERER TENCRELREI TEN 2 E 3 b D, X BTy — b
L NEA, R4 7 va—F— Fy AL Ry — bi%
BT 21TEE R EORUERZ RS 72 £ OIS T
LB TE D,

EEME R EDONRX—=YF U T 4 ERNEMZ T2 TPB D)
FWFIEIC & - T, LTINS RV A4 & DR R
PR—=F U T BE IR S 27U, RITER ATREME
DOEWERNZHT 5N AFIEEE X HEMICES, f#ilx
EFOHEROERICROIROS DA v 22—V NER
HAMLED , BRI FNARM5 ) S B N A TFIE(R WIS .
HERHE, V= a v KB TR E)
RIS L Z L%, RiBFHEICIIT 2EORIREIC
TPB 1)t A FTREPE DS B (HEHF,2001) 6V, A%, Bx 7258
WRHAREE R & OSBRI E O FBH S T, TPB (2 & 5l
TE & HTRE RN EEAD W B R N AR ESh D &
EERWIRELTEW,

4. 2 BHMHAIELEBERY S 2 L—47 —ERDER

fEl 7 B TEN B S E BRI BV TR, R
FIARRR DRSS 72 & O S DB O S i i AN S & T
W ETRREND, BUE, BEMERNIEICRET 508
WFFRIZEBW T, BT A ~OE TR Z G S—
FUT 47 A NERHTL2OTIE L, B, 178N
T 2 1 2 EBRAFRRE ~ 0 SO 2RI U 72 A28 ik
LlpoTnb, Eio, MHREA A — v 7| [TEIBEES
FORIFE RS AT DIV TV A (Z IS IZ DWW TS - B
F,2010 % 2 [1) 2,

IO ORREERZBOBRICHERT 2R b AR X
TW PR EnD, Bz, #iiiy I = b—¥—56k
DT Go/No go FREEXC Stop Signal Paradigm (2 J 2 f&H)
PERIE, NIRS (2L AWE ST & W o o ifF T
A ThbD,

EHEFME R T A N—OFEWEIZ L2 Fh & @i o
SHATEF 256 12 L 2 EEhrY) TN Bl 70 iR E IS L 5 Sk
FAETERRDRRICEL2BGLTH L &b 203,
Go/No go FRREILM F DM EE D HAR & 7 2 PN Eoig o
HANZEEZ XM TELOT, HIRY I 2 L—F —|Z LD
ERRLEZ B ARSI A Tidnnt Bbn g,
4. 3 EIREGRITBIDOEEEL A H =X LADEA

Lth. ZELEICRB 5ERERITEI ORFSEIE,
H N ZEZE 5 OB TEE DO BFE R LT 7V OFFEETZ T T
<, ZOTEZ G EE ZTHIESCA W =X AT L V6L
LT Zeizhrtlbhsd, ZZTHY RiFfzty
t—varv—F% 7 MRS, EEiPEICEE
D3 =YF U T 4 DEET, WREE, TR RO
BEZT T, BARL2MAZDORELT TR, Z20HEH%
VAR SR DR RE IS 28 & OB OMRITICE A
L TW5A,

T TCIZZE DOEEN LR AR AT D, — Bl &2
D, fEEYm L b E— /LIt R b= AT LD EEE
95 & W9 Bl AT M D X | Eensoo,Paaver,Vaht,Loit,
&Harro(2018)%¥ %, 1 b= k7 v AR —F —L Al
{5 FRUS-HTTLPR)Z® | ZSiHIEN » FHiRERTs L O A%
BOFMEEOLHICBEHE L TNDNE I DERFELT,
TORER, FHFENEEE D b —LIZESEO &
HZEETHEBEL TS 00, HEMNMAIZL ST
EETROINIEZIRE N D D = & MR LT,

ZDOX I, AHBOZELETE, AEICER LTV
DATENBAR MR F OB % 5 1T T2 BB % R 5 Al
BNt L1EA9, FlzX, T8I 0r=v7 B
BIE, ATEHNHICU) 0 B 2 24T 5 BT B 5
PR 1Z K 2 FATHERE (executive function) <> (2 59
DR MERRSR 72 OB 2 A CHlERE IR 4
Y7228 23 T T A (FHE 2016, PIIL, 2017) &,
T D DRE NI RS OS] TR 2 K e
5L RO FATHERE DI & A3EITE., FHEHOE
1THREE & B CflAEHRE ) OIR ST L 2 faluEls, I
B 5 BT ORERER TSR % FATHERE DR T
£ % BB R A 28, M RE DB & AR T
XD LR DFREMELD D,

L% OF T RERIZ, B LESEA~O A RBEN I
BELHZTEORZDIGHICE EE 59, Kl NE~
D X0 RI e BE NN NEOBIFIZ DR’ b Z L 2 M
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