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1. IFL®HIC
AARIZHAE RO Rt TH D Z LIZEmO
HETH DD, @il & FRFTRA D ORD bk
ITLTHY, ZnbhmimbRoa#e 5% b
2B LTS, NBIIFO 2012 FE DR EIZ LD &,
Bl LAY 2018 1T 1E 25.1% T 4 A2 1 A2 65
LA 720, 2035 1215 833.4% & 720 3 AT
A, FE72 2060 F£121% 39.9% L 720 25 AT 1 A
NElE LR s. ZOXIRBUROT T, milsE
DR AR & U2 R IR M AR RE &
o TND. BETOE LTI, 201241 A~
12 AIZIEE Z o 2RV IADFEIR (4 LA LEEHK - 48
ZEEERFEIK - R IRAEATERK - BB SETEIK O
Fr) ©9 5, FRCERE DR & 7o TV D REK
FHITA LA VIR BMNEEFIKTHD. L
Z VR CTIE 50 AL T OB EFH 8 7.4% T %
— 75T, 60 AR LD LR HEE RIED 75.9%
ZEH TS, £z, BSEFERIZH VT 50
AL T OWEF D 5.83% R 65— T, 60 %

& 70 RO LED 71.9% % 58 D RILITA L
FUFERORMLEFERL L TN 5. & 2 AR, ZR%E
FORFEIK & A& PRAEBFEIRIC B W TIEZ 0 Kk 5 72
BEZ A B, LLED X 9 e lf H3 Folr BeE
DRV IADFEHPEERFHI—HE L TALND Z &
X, RV IADFTERILIRGEE & miinE 0L B AR
& OBEMEEZ RET LD THD (A - P,
2012). &M (2011) %, JE3RICxE 2 Massik

(vulnerability) O—ZEK & U THERATY LS
HNDZENEL, IRV IADTEIROBE
VA7 REWICH 006, IRV IADTEIKIC KT
T2V R 7RI BEALZI RN E LTS,
72, P A LA LVERIK LB e S TRk
HEEDNLSNEEL, SR BHICET T D
ERENVNSTHD LT MR RIS en
HDHN, b LIZORHENELITE, RVIADEE
ICE END 4 FOIIRIZI T D Sl et O pkE
BERBZFELL RITNE R BRWET T 5.
LA LEICERLELIIZED LS IZE 2> T
RN &I, RUX Y JRFE & S ot ORI 72
L OMIAT D OBEMEN B D & B2 D DN
YThdEEDbND.

L AT, DREICBT 2RV AT FED
IEXPRIT LR E A 4D & F S E7M/kIC L -
TITONTWD Z LIFEMDEETH LN, ZD
K ORI RS T 2 HIBOMRIEIL, 1T &
Ao EFTRTOEERE DRV IADTEREEIZHE 5 AT
R DH D) LV D AR Z R ELICHR T TnD 2
EThD. Thbb, IRVIADTEREEIZHE S AT
%ﬁ%%zkﬁ:,%%ﬁ HETHIRVIADIELK
WEICHE D FTRRERH Y, mEIXENENnZ0
ATREPEDME NIZ K - TRARDMEEZFFD &V 9 AilfE
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ERITTVNDI LR D. ZOBZHIE, EVIA
DFFHRBEFE IR 2 MasatE (=R 0 A D TR E
DT X)) B ailbildkias LTS,
TNUDENC LS TERRDEEEDHEZEZTND
Z eI A.

—JF, ZOBZHFITKLT, EEE IS0
DOEHIZE T, IRYIADFEHRELEITE LT
HEHENIK WO 2HRHY, T LERETH
SN D REL IR RTE BT 5 Mg AR
BEICHFEMILRICE ST LD THDHEEZD L
HLTED. ZOEFZHFE, K ADTERYEE I
T B MaIIED EOEE S IRWEED 2 BERIRET D b
DT, MEIIZO2HOELLNIET LD L
F2 5. WRYIADTEIBE @ Mags e R E i
W23 L CIR D IADFEHIL IR FEATE NS T T —F
W > T2 EITIE, FEHILIRAEE 10 # 5 ek 3
220 EODS, RV IA DT EARMESS T R T
WEIIH LT T —FR"bo7m & LThH, FFik
IR EICHE S HERITENEEZEZBND.

HE DR VA D FEIIL IR PE R A RUE S
L0, Fhve b 2 O ADFERGE NS &
RET DN E-T, IRV IADFEKITH T 2 %R
IRAMICE D> TL D, b LATEDIRENIEL
FE, IRV IADFEIREEICHE 5 FTREMEITRRE O

EZIXONT R TCOEBER R TNDEZ LTV,

FTANTO @A DSTEREER IEXR O R
D, —H, BEOMENIE LITIUE, IRV IADFE
WB Ol S FeRE RO TRV RS & % 5 TR
WEERE DN D T &2 Y, RV IADFEIEER
1EXE R ORI REIIAE OFEIBE IR SN D Z L
5.

Z 2T, IRV IADFEIKILIRNE TS 2R BN e &
ThHLHLONENE BERETH DD E T 5
VERDHD. ZO XSV BN AR
& L T taxometric 43 #7 (Ruscio, Haslam &
Ruscio, 2006) 7% & % . taxometric 43 A7 I
Meehl,PE.IZ & » T#B N 7= 08k T (Meehl
& Yonce, 1994, 1996), & & ERKEMRE DK
S ERE) T 2 D BERI Th 2 0T 57
WICHE ST,
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& TA T, JLIRMZEICKT LT taxometric 43 4T &
A58 & L Cid Walters O —# OBFFEAZE T
515 (Walters, 2007, 2008, 2012; Walters &
McCoy, 2007). Walters(2007)Ti%, JLIEEEZ R
2 A D Bk A& H # (The Psychological
Inventory of Criminal Thinking Style) % JI#% AT
IZIEE STV 2 2 & AT LT3 L 7e
AR LT MAMBAC, MAXCOV/MAXEIG,
L-Mode Z MW ToHHT L72fER, JMIEEZAZ A
JVITHEFRE TH DH E LTV DH. Walters &
McCoy(2007) T HALIREE A X A LB B %
S T AT o T2 #5 R 2 MAMBAC,
MAXEIG, L-Mode % H\ T L7zfE R, JL5E
BEZZANPERETHL EWELTVD. F
7=, Walters(2008) CiZ, MAMBAC, MAXEIG,
L-Mode |2 X 25HTIC K- TT /b 3 — /HEAFRED
B THL L ZWLNTL TS, ZLT,
Walters (2012) T, FHEHOIEIT ORI E
ftEm T D DNEEIETH D DNORETZTT> T
BY, #HE Lz 12 7 —AH 10 ¥ — A Tl &
ThdEDFEREH/TND. ZOMILTILEI,
taxometric Z3HTIC & > TH S 72E D BHTIED
FHEIZOWTHIRRTERY, b Lifia & v )il
RGO N TG A I TERB I K OERERI I 753 Hr
~, Flz, BEREL VO RRNPGONTGE TR
BAMETNEBLOWEY 7 A5 2179 & T
HHELTND.

Z DX iz, Walters(2007, 2008, 2012)3 L T
Walters & McCoy(2007)1%, IR OILIEEE
ZANRLFFEMOIITE NS, JLFROIMEFZFMIC
B9 L T taxometric 34T & W28 247 - 724
THLN, WIZLROEEZMIZET D
taxometric 7 HTIZ OO TR Y TIIAFE
TEL720. AFETIE, b3ECTHRFEICHE L 72
S TWVDHIR Y IADFEIHALIRICE L T, £ DOIEMIZ
DA REMEDN D D m A OMEIEPEIC SN T
taxometric 3T & W2 2179 .

2. Taxometric 24T
taxometric AT & X MAXSLOPE, MAMBAC,

— 561 —



20140 00000000031000

L-MODE, MAXCOV, MAXEIG 72 £ D 53HriED
WHTHD (Ruscio et al., 2006). HAHENH S
BIEE T 20T Ko TH7R 0 Bl 2 B
TEINDGE, TOBMEFFORE A taxon &\
VW, ZFORMEEFFZ /W EEE complement &9

(Ruscio et al., 2006, p.6). =L T, & DN
taxon & complement (Z LLESAUBAREIZ D EEEI N D
KAEZ taxonic & W\, ZHUIX L TEDEM%E
gt B & B AT TN R Y 7258 % dimensional &
WO ET, LITOMBIT, e ROREE R
DU 2B, MEFEO Z & % indicator &
M2 L1295 (Ruscio et al., 2006, p.36) .

LLUF, taxometric Z3HTOH NG, ARBFFETHW
72z MAXSLOPE, MAMBAC, MAXCOV,
MAXEIG [Z2W Tk 5.

2.1 MAXSLOPE

MAXSLOPE Ti% 2 {fl® indicator %\ %.
Z @ 2 fH® indicator IZEAL T, HDH—2>DHED
AR Ef e T5., Zokx, ZOFENRIH
b0 2 HOBMICERT S L 2 BT bND
taxonic TH ¥, 2 indicator 23 FFEAK TIIAH
BIND 503, ENENORED T TITITITEAR T
HDEVIENENETET S, ZoLx, BT
AR EYREMRE B X5 & ZOBEBIT 2 BEOF T
WEIE T2 DY, 2 BEOE AT CIE & &

RERRITRD. LENR-T, 2oL x/iH2RE
IFEARIT AL LT STRIMHBRIC/ARD. & 2 AN,

s 2 EOBIEICE LTI, B 2 B
i HAL72\ dimensional T 5 & X%, [BIFEHR
X1 AOEMICARD. 22T, @R 2 @D
indicator & F\V /= & X1, BELEROEFERRD S
FTHRTHIIE taxonic THY, HMTHNIE
dimensional TH 5 LW\ 2 5.

BES taxonic TH D & X, RFTHIZREUFERRIE
2 OB THE R RKRISR DD, HE 0K
KIE% 5% % indicator D% hitmax &5 . &
L C, hitmax L E® indicator % & -2 taxon
2720, BRI ® 5 taxon D% taxon
#E52 (taxon base rate) &\ 9.
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2.2 MAMBAC

MAMBAC (28T 2 E# D indicator Z >
% . 2{H® indicator ® 9 H 1 {H % x #IOEIZRE
T 5. £ LT x % E L7z indicator DfEIZIS
T cutting score & 1 fEE® 5. cutting score
Exfl EEABEIT LS 2 LN TE DN, WY MR
Z L@ cutting score |2 Lo THEEKRZ Z OfE &
DWRERBEL/NSREEL DTS, ZLT, 2O
2HECBIT 5 B H 1H O indicator D F-HIE D 4 %
yHIOMBIZ LT 7 7%H#<. 2oL EEER
taxonic Td 5413, cutting score 235 % 9 & 2
ManE+oHEeE —%T 5L & y oI TE R
(272573, cutting score 23 2 Bt & 73 EIT 2 H 5
WINDHIZONT y #OfEIT/NS 7ol 72 b, L
oMo T, yEIOMED 7T 7%, Fik (=2 #EO
B =293k MO 7T 718D LN
TIN5, —J, B2 dimensional TH 5 & X
%, x W2 E L7 cutting score DA 4 DAE
FHEDOLEITIE, TOME D REREEL /DS 72
Oy BHOE O EHEITITMEIZ 725 DT, ZD7%
Tl oG BIINS R 2 EBRTRHREIND.
Z LT, xHIFRE L7z cutting score DEAS 15
DIEFHED BB A I 2T, 2 BEOFEEDZE
FRELBRDZEDTHRIND. LEB-T, 2
FEDOLHEDZED 7T 7 (TP RMBM D 7 F 712
RHLZENTHREND., ZOXHIT, FT7T7DF
\Z &> THEDS taxonic T 5 7> dimensional T
LVHEBIENS. £ LT, MAMBAC # M\
& @D taxon FEHESR (X, Meehl & Younce(1994)
WZhEZ 6N TnLRAEHWTROBND.

2. 3 MAXCOV

MAXCOV T, indicator [Z5A% 3 fHLE TH
%. 2L TZhb 3 indicator %, 1 DAL
indicator & 2f# @ H /) indicator & (2E| Y 4TS,
W, 215 3 {H® indicator IZBIL T, HH—
DOREN taxonic THDHETH., ZDL X, 28
D77 indicator D53 E KD, A indicator
DAEIZ IR » THGROEZ T 5 &, taxon &
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complement O TE TITHLGBAREL, K
REBin sl oW TS REICRD. % A
77 indicator ZfE#hC, HorEAHEEIC L TY T
7 &H5< &, taxon & complement DEEFAHITT
WD BRIV, Wi T IS L7ehd > T
S2fEIC72 5. BESS dimensional Td 541213
77 ZIXEE IR 5.

indicator % 4 HUL EHWD Z LN TE 256
1%, 3 HOMAAEDLEST X TUTHONT kD s Z
T HER, 4 Momnb 2 JE2 1
indicator & L#%Y @ 2 {HDF1% A7) indicator &
LCRERD 77 72 i< b b 5.

2.4 MAXEIG

MAXEIG T % indicator (351K 3 HME TH 5.

MAXEIG & MAXCOV & @& KO HHEIT,
MAXCOV Tl 21 ® indicator & 43 # H W &
L5705, MAXEIG TIEILSHATY] (727210, %A
DT RT 0) ORKEAEIAVEND Z &
ThD. HITFIZFAROBIEE 72 & > TN T
LD,

U EosiE TSN TWDS, taxonic &
dimensional @ | #r A %€ {3 indicator @ fE X°
indicator 22 HEFHE I HED 77 7 DR & W
IRFEHREWTH D, Zhizx LT, Ruscio,
Ruscio & Meron(2007)1%, FEERLLHFHAIZ L - T
LT —#IZxLTT— A N7 v 7 EEZ AN
T  Dbootstrap taxonic data <&  bootstrap
dimensional data ® 2 #OF —Z ZAEK L, Zh
LOT =R ATy T TF=HLIOT =5 L DR
C comparison curve fit index(CCFD)%Z#% L,
% DOfEIZ & - T taxonic 7> dimensional 7>® Y|
ZITHZ L ZEEL TW5. Ruscio, Walters,
Marcus & Kaczetow(2010)(Z L #1iE, CCFI 7% 0.4
LV /NESREDOREIEET dimensional TH Y,
CCFI %% 0.6 & ¥ K& 22 EDOKFIEHENE taxonic TH
0,04 & 0.6 DEDEZ LD EXITEDLD L
Wi TERnE LT,

3. =B
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3.1 A&

ARG 1T 60 Ll Lo mEnE 332 4
(Mean=69.13, SD=7.21), X UXIREEO KT
4 246 4 (Mean=22.77, SD=3.97) O A&7t 578
4 ThD. FHERYIL, 2011 £ 7~8 HTH 5.
ZIT, 6 hammEoERE LTRMATS
DHEBITH DN, ELTONIRMGTIT 60 7%
Y& & LCHatE & o T D 7e, Kif
JEIZRNTH 60 MLl EamimE & LTl o, #E
BOSHT IS Bl & KFEE B DY 578 4
RBRITAT DT

HEHEX, 9 HEOTEY 774 v /7HA L
16 THH O H ) (FALREE & LB ORI,
KERICx3 D R2E, G OENRHE % &),
25 T H o ST féiif# QOL RE (FALREE LTE
R, FHRGR, A, K ABfR, (LEBILE,
fEHE, EREAEET), 10 HH OFEHILIENET
REE, 10 HE ORMKEERE, 7HBOBEERE
TRE (YAT~T 4 v 7kl a—U AT
47 HE)BLO4EAD Y A7 E PR E (7
L—I U IRIEA) TRERSh TS, Z0)
B, FEEUSEMEISVE R B, M TEOE N ERAE
w v ¥ — O K — A X = U
(http://www.kokusen.go.jp/) (Z4B# ST\ 5
MR E 22 WFERR ) O BBEEE DS &> 72 10
FHNZESW T T U A ZAER L, HERSEIC
TENEFATZZICA S ThIUE L OREFFKIL
FEPE A & FRR DXL ZAT 9 MITONT, T2 B
MEICEITD] 6 [RAbMEICEIILLAE
W] DEEEDY v A — MNUTRIZE 2R, 10 R
FEZOWTOREMBAHG L2 DTHDS.

L ZAT, EMERROPFEIZBW CEXEM
DRERNENZ ENTRERIND. EZTAD, #%
45 taxometric M DT v 7T A TIEHHTIC
FNr 5TV A MU A RIEIC K D KAIBIEOBRENFT
bbb DT, KBMENS W EEET — X TldiEy)
IRRAVER & EE A7, RIBIEOWLEE L L CiltE
TR ALHEE L ZERAEPHVLND
LM%\ (Allison, 2002; Enders, 2010). = Z T,
FRCE I EREORET — ¥ OREREFH X, KA
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fEIZ3E 3 AELD M BN E U 5 54A121F NORM
(1999) IZ k2L EMRAELZ I L. NORM
W2 XD ZBEMAANEZ TR TOHITITINL - TTD
.

RIBIED XL ZAT - 72212, F T FEIRIL M5
PERE DR T E 5. K700 X 200
OFER, 1 AT ThHAHZ ENRP LIRS TGE
WIXFEIAL IR NEBa PRI B DA 512 R O FTEIRIL IR
SIPEREZIEE T 5.

LTAT, FFHALEIATIRIC L > TT T r—F
SIBRIC ElnE 23T 5 _&E 2 LI, R E
ITINFED VT A DEZBSERGFAD 2 MEE
DFITHL BN, ZORRICRINHH
AP ZRRREL, RSB CITEERESCY XY
AR E ORI N T E . (JAH - HH -
W I, 20068). & 2T, ASEBRCIERERILIRNETS
REE & BB EFIERE, VA7 EMPERE %
FTE B 20 2 taxometric AT E1T 5 .

ERRES BT 2EMEAE, v AT ~T
4w HME 2—U AT 4 v 7 HFKDONTILT
LM EHET D THHEHTHD. TREBERHE
ERAE) BT ARED T A EFA, ZOR
BEZTIZDNDE DN 2 BRICARIL & 5 BE
HEZEETDH L IICKRD, ZoEFICE>T2o
OEBIREFTHEDO T ARG B2 E R ET
L. BEEIL6EBRED Y v — MRITRD, REfE
DEWIEEE 2— U RAT ¢ v 7 % W D0
MENWZ EEERTD.

T, VA7 EREREE, 7L—I TR
PHET S 4REE AW, fERNRE—TI T

FTONENELL 7L —I v THRE4MERAEL,

T 4 BeBED Y v A — MRITR®, REMED
WIEEV A EMTHLZ L2 EW®RT 5.
TSN E O BV B, F, H
CIREE, QOL REE, RKRBLERETHD.
taxometric PHTIZR D FINETITHONTZ. BN
MAXSLOPE (& X 2 ot AT, #wv T
MAMBAC, MAXCOV, MAXEIG (Z & 5 5#rn
1Tz, taxometric 0#TiE R (R Core Team,
2013) » 7w 27 A TaxProg.R (Ruscio,d., 2012)

P2- 34

W T T,

3.2 f&R

HRANZFEAL IR eGg MER EE &, £ O REED
FHEITINT LEORE L OMAEHDEZ A
T MAXSLOPE (T & 2 3t 3Tz, FRIKILIE
Maga it RE &AL & o S aviz REf O CCFI Off
RO AR, FEHALIRNEsIMER B & B 2R
B, QOL R, RFKEERE, VA7 HEmMERE
DENENDAA OH DIFIZ dimensional T &
v, FEHILIRMESSTE R EE & B E IS REE &
FAE DEOREIZIX taxonic THDH Z &3 5
W07z,

W, FEHALIRMESSYER L &, st o RE
DOHNHRINTAEEFE D REDOT X TOMBE
& HWT MAMBAC 12 X203 T,
ZORER, 263 HDYH D 5 BT, deminsional
Th o LW =560 21 8T, taxonic Th
L SN HEN 4HTHS.

fEWN T, FEHUIRMESMER EE &, £SO R
FEDH D B IRIFNTAEZE DO RE DT~ TOHA
At EHWT MAXCOV IZ X 29T,
2 57 HDOEE DT, dimensional T&h 5 & Hkr
ST A MY 36 ff C taxonic T 5 &HIr S 7z
Gan2ElThHD.

BRI, FEHUIRMESMEREE &, Zh LSO R
FED T BTN TALEAE O RE DT X T O/~
HhotEHWTMAXEIGIZ X 50T,
2 57T D4 D T, dimensional THh 5 & H|kr
INT=A D 17 C taxonic Th 5 & HIFr S 7z
GaENbETHD.

LLEXY, CCFI Offi7s 0.4 & 0.6 DEOHAE M
otz EHHhE V2T dimensional TH

LDHENLZNEFRD.

4. BE

AAFFENT L - T, FEHILIRMETM: & 2 DF8EN
B 72 5 & fL A A doE C taxomeric 3T M T4
7o fE S, taxometric 73 HT D 4 fHOSHED T
DHEERWTESGE TY, FEIRILIRMETS M2
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dimensional Th 25601 Z < b7,

EIAT, AMRENSHHZEICLIZO LR LT
— ZTOWTHHBT 24T - 72 I8 - iy (2010)
IZBWTIE, TEIOREMmMEN <, KI5
ANLE DI 5l e P L IR TR g AL 7 203 i\ ME
M2RdH5HZ ENRA M.

JEES - i (2010) THELNZHERD, mlnE
OFEMILIEMETIMED taxonic THH Z LB L
TWD DT TIERWD, &l OFEHAL IR ME
7% dimensional Td % &\ 9 RAFFEDORER & DFE
AR DN DD .

taxometric AT IIICR, & HZE)S taxonic 72
® 7> dimensional 72 D2 ZHE L7z & ZIZHW
LEHHETH D, £ LT, taxometric /ML,
indicator DA EGDLYE, FHKFO/NRT A —2 %
FxBEZ THofiaiToleb &, —HLIEER1G
LNDIZEFEMEORB T RN/ LN LI
72 % (consistency test).

Zhizx LT, & &M taxonic 78 D »
dimensional 72D NOH|E T TiX7 <, taxon
DL E 5T taxon DFTE A L /3 —|ZBLERA &
LEEND L. ez, HHOLE R EREN
taxonic Th Y, & LITFHHAEXGE OHENE DL
BRI Z R o TV AN EMD 2V TH D

Z DX DA, taxometric ONTORER, 1T &
h E DA T taxonic ThDH Z EHBA LGS
FEROLY Ttz iLIX v, L,
SIHTDIE L A £ T dimensional T % 230 ¢
taxonic TH DOM RN GEOLNTZH A, WERIE
taxonic OV EBNIIELL L T/,

EZAN, RDEHIRBEZTHLHY 5 5DTIE
72, AT DIE & A E T dimensional Th %03
DEAFIT taxonic ThH LHY5H, PEMICKTDE
NEND taxon (ZFHFEND A /3= NEE L E—
BLpnaniE, T bo taxon [TITEKA R
ZLiZmb. LrL, EBICET S EREND
taxon |23 FALDH A L N=RNR Y DR T
To2b1E, ZHUCEEREBHD LEZTINO
TIXZRWNIZS 5 M.

T2 b, HEHRD taxometric S3HTIEDZ LT,

P2- 34

BROSHEDZS TV T-HLT
categorical Z /R H A taxon TH D & fiaml i)
% consistency test IZX > TXFRr&h Tz, %
NEBEEORBIZ L - T, BEOSHIEODED
BEICB VT taxonic THDHZ EZRLTNDH L
T, ENHLOHEDENEND taxon IZFH £
D A U= T EERPEHN AT, MR
DERAZ RLE L TEWOTIERNA.
LB T, SBEFAMETCHELNL
MAXSLOPE Z3#ric31F % 1 5], MAMBAC 7347
2B 5 44, MAXCOV 7387 T 2 fiil, MAXEIG
SIHTTO 5 Fila KL, taxon 1T £ D FAA K
REBO—BEROMHEITO TETHDH. £ LT,
b LEW—BERR( GO L &I, Zabicdk
WIZEEND A L —DRE & JEES - 4 (2010)
TR DAV & DB ATV, WA IC 38
IREER A DN SAITIE, E ORYENTEIRILIE
FESSHE DS m O EE DR E L C ol L ShD.

& X Ek
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