S=AlE)ets] A 75 9 AR A OPEN ACCESS
Korean Journal of Culture and Social Issues

2024, Vol. 30, No. 2, 159~192.

hetp://dx.doi.org/10.20406/kjcs.2024.5.30.2.159

[e)
WeA FA4T FEH 344,

Reactive-Proactive Questionnaire(RPQ) EFF3} A
ESEM¥} RaschE SA402"

LI R A

B A7 58 344 54 =72 RPQ (The reactive-proactive aggression questionnaire)s = ol
Elgglele S H2OR 3k dAAete] FeYs Fall AR mek HFE AA U ekl s10
HE o E B4A QA Bz T By BAAERY APV EY, THEHEREE
Attt £ A7 A AA, QY 28T EE olFAATE YEhd 3 &S A § vHeA $AA
I 57 FAARY 282102 FASATE EA, Rasch 2ol 76k BAAT B4 Ad 2 HE9 3
A YAE HAEe F-3 08 YeRY, FPEHRE AFS T3 BE £F0] ¥R VEE TS
Ao Yeigth BEAs g &8 AFEE FE3 FAA 8%l thh BE £ES RO AAHL
2 g@zet o] AMatA HEEHE ZoE eyt AT X B 2 whegH 3AHS
@z sEsEd Eddol=rt AHsHA &t o, FEA 344 £ dolwrt oA £ A
o2 Uiyt A¥d wel 24 7158 ¢ e B F 3Rgoq Yggoen, £EEEE 4%
A3 354 34 =7 5 BiS-11-RAE $2-F30 2] AH FBWAE ATk & AT AT
AAe OE =9 £33 545 18d BEsE 53 344 A= rReQ7E sl AREE dF
staom sy dNiRlE o ke FAATA F2 A NEE =Y A 9o E Adnk
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(Benjamin, 2015). 347432 ®

el g 29l F ’5‘}‘4 ERQIOA]
Aoz JfE A AAT EAE oV
HEALS] 2] Eg%antisocial behavior) A
o Z]WHITKCrick & Gropeter, 1995;
2022). A= T4 oY FAFEFL
2 4 J3(Parrott & Giancola, 2007)
ol we} FAYF P AAA
zpol7b 2o FE3F JTHNouvion et al,
2007). LB Y sl = A tig AT
7 FE Aad 8 ooked iR AAEL
A2 H (o]0}, 2011; ©IF, F274, 2012; A
%, 2018) BRlS FA4 FFel HF A7t
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2 o fMe o

oulgk drgoltt. wheba ARs|ol AL 9
Yol & = Se 44l thste] = 4<l
AA Uetde= s44 FEH ols AT
T e =77 desit

A4 oA E  BPAQ(The Buss-Perry

Aggression Questionnaire; Buss & Perry, 1992)7}
A4 &4 =7EAN "ol AHHI itk
BPAQE 2] =7iellA WY 3l Elg3E 9l
O Y(Maxwell, 2008; Von Collani & Werner,
2005) =7k 891 F27F v BEHEH
UetuE dARLe] BPAQE A@SHA RdTh
- Tv:xﬂﬂ' A 71 = A K Pechorro et al., 2016). T
17:1/H4 ‘—E."“‘(tralt)—o— zﬂo]._ =
22 BANS X2 PHE sjortT TEy

SH-F=H FAX4 =3 =7 RPQ(Reactive-
Proactive aggression Questionnaire)= 3473 2]

57 l(motive) 5 SA3= =TEHN FAA

ZE2HE 7IAE H9F F ke Aol 9l
OWAE BPAQY s&0ld] st AAZ,
ﬂ o 1 h

Aslo) 47ke slehe 1AE A4S %
WAT AolE FASSRA 60t o)A
R FAY §3¢ ARSI AP

HA--FAXA o] Efrustration-aggression theory)Z}
A3l 85 ©] E(social learning theory)©] L &j©]
t}. Dollard 5(1939)° 23] =UH L Berkowitz
19799l oJa FAS © HH-FAA olE2
Ml 2 9 AmjE A3 oA wkg<l
Al YEPdTaL HITh Bandura (1973)9]
AEstEol BollM e s4RdAE A= A
HET 3AYPHE A He B =
7ol 3AAE St stk &
E A He Bl 3AHE dske
= 8%l Hol 34
o]&o] Al71E Zuoll=
S5 HYou A7to
AR ME g8 FEe AT
Atk o]F 1987 @] Dodge & Coie (1987)%
A kel e TEsk obsolA R
A A (reactive aggression)? TEZ T4
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SHIQ - ST/ B BANT FEN 32y

Aol =t i) AhHolx #ixg 7}
5% 3440t F2 A7 FAHNAM
ey AizE stuA 7l siE Tteke
F8olth “hot aggression”’o|B 1= EE|H, 7+
Az Aolet B 2, AR A A 4
Sh(Information-processing  deficin)®] 54& HQI
ChFite er al, 2008). 53] FE Az A4 2
e 4 d= 2 1354 ads 22 A
Al By EAO 7]HP6}04(Dodge & Coie, 1987),
ERQle] o=S &R si4ste] oAl BEEA &
AXE Y= o438 H QA THRaine et al,
2006). ZL¥ERE ofye}t A 7 A7) FA
ge] REow FFAol FrAA dEht
FEZ FAA A H & AR ERHS B
ThDodge, 1991). HHg-3]
2ol oks7] FE

o]
3 =
& 5
Zofo] dF<d
A %LOH(Oppositional Defiant Disorder: ODD), &
) Aol (Conduct Disorder: CD)S] FE|Z e}
ym, AldAlE 2388 A7 N (schizotypal
personality disorder)®] FE|Z UEFGTHRaine et

., 2006).

TEH AL FE A A9 24E
st T 7bol Al B sl &
St )& “cold aggression”©] 2kl
(Raine et al., 2006) Alo]ZI|A| )2
o7 B2 A¥ 477t JFEAT
(Taubner et al, 2013; Perenc & Radochonski,
2014). Akel A=

o
1

ild
i)
r:i =R

O B
ox [
i
p

rlo
o

1 o] st MR =& FY Al
HES Ho|H(Hemphill et al., 1998), AFo] =3
Aol EA T Tl e RARSA Ao

s wlE WM oke] A3 FHE B

rot
v

J, Reactive-Proactive Questionnaire(RPQ) EFtSt ¢4t ESEM1} Rasch®

FMoz

(Grann & Wedin, 2002). THre] Aol 4] Abe]
oAl EAdo] ¥Egk Al H FE3 344
I FE AL UEFFTH oM (Porter et al.,
2003; Woodworth & Porter, 2002), Frick et al.
(2003)9] Aol ofdolEo] WHEd 52
(CU, callous-unemotional)S 7F& w) F=32 &
A4 447k B s g 5

A= =13
3 754 3440 ¥ ol 4% Akl
3

bl o
SETE FAA o = AATE dvkst
A EeHAl HH, 2 FEE 9A @2 s
A1 22 8 olgo] S Hist
(Rain et al, 20060). & FEZ FAAo] &
Al S Azbeta ZEAQ HE P99

T S T
AL3teE AF Ftrong-arm tactics)©l 2 T
T AUtk

SN FEN ZAM Y £ ReQU T
3 Hg oin

o
2 FEH A48
WS A Frad ZAMH Z=H =T (Reactive-

Proactive aggression Questionnaire; ©|3} RPQE
skt RPQE U Raine 5 (20062 ¢
T olse WFeE WA FAEH F
Ade FAsER oo, o
& F4e 7AA AdAAE B
A THCima et al., 2013). RPQE 1170e] wk
2 AN £ 12719 FEH 3448 &
< g oF@s a¥A Fh, 1:¢}
I, 2dAF 2gthe) 33 IAE
HA=Z FAH RPQY &2 oYt of
Yzt 87l s8] FdskA X3 A =%

t ol
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TH(Tampke et al, 2020), AJEol
wed 3A4 9 FEA FA4 Aol
(Maneiro et al., 2022; Rezaei & Dehghani, 2022),

X—]/\] xLng} u]-oxq 3'_7:1/&44 z\:z4 _3_7_31@

o FF(Vida et al, 2022), FEAES GO
2 3 RPQ EFZ3} A7(Heynen et al, 2022;

202005, T+ 7HA A48 F3
FAY A7 FegE a9t
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=
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o]& 7}A|(with malice aforethought) E]'O]T:_T
Heste P92 BARow EHOR A
e AE oI ZS-olthol A, 2017)
HAFH o 2= AolH Al (malice aforethought)

olgf= FHA Jq_/\_,] ZA9} AFHoRE=
2o g AYLAE AF BA
2 =7} %%E} T4HE =L

(provocation)®] U} =9 7+ 7 Bobgalelr}
ol Z_Q

2 7390l mAo] AT 7‘75‘,%7}3 =
©] ThDubber, 2002; &k, 2010004 A|A-E).
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HlgY, 244k o] AL ARl AR & ol
7F HHA Fadr)e) 4400 ik #alol
Folth ool Ao Arlefet ¥
TA 5, 2023), FEote| #AS} FAGEA
&, vl 2019; 25, BN, 2021, A4
do BAA xS} FAPARINZ, &L,
2020), 3449 ¢35} B HAE 9% A5 =
2R, 2020, Y

5, TE oty 2 ArdSs teE 344
of Tk A7k ol FolFh 1y HEA
HABNEA A 2022 F AFol Al
A5 A AE HALAY HES BH,
144~ 18419 AdHe] HI&S FHHEHA
A 759,658 % 48,286™8(6.36%)S T8t
aodom AR A9 FWEEHA AA
759,658 F 711,372(93.64%)5 A%} &
el EMHAERE 25 X A HA
1,332,158% 5 61,026 (4.58%)°] AW <]
vl golm, A 1,332,158% T 1,271,132
ol g A

e

2 34 2t g A& A
344 24 =7 2.3t o8 Y8
B AFoMEe v 7 34

344 g
WHER ZRoAE 299 RpQ AT
= T2 FUZH 2AEH(Confirmatory Factor

Analysis; ©]3F CFA)THE AF8-3F THCima et
al., 2013; Fung et al., 2009). L&Y CFAE #

AW eehel ot 2908 FASE =AW
FEHE ATAE vy AR 3EE
o4 mAL ez £ Ee Hl=A

Q9lont dgks wor thE gl

54 addm
dAe A MABG G crAE B
3] o] ZF H(theory testing procedure)®]
gt & F JdthFHZE, A9, 2017). 22
oA wHEolZl £ =75 S =4
st B3 AAHdA = Add BE =
Aol 3AR ol ZAT Aolet 1wtk wet

A B QRIE-M(Exploratory Factor Analysis;

olat EFAyS T RE FAWSTF AT
ZHE 9%s wenal skl 224 b
olglell ik = £A44 #3& E4stn
A Ak =2 33 G4 olge] AE =5
st soloke oE =y A3A Hae] 54

) 27

3+ 0] E(Social Role
Theory, SRD)° WZ2H 70l AH=E 3| &
WE A5 APt g B el 45
oA 2to]7t YEFATHEagly et al., 2000).
Aol AT BAY ten g wH B4

(instrumental traits)©] 2419
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AA A, dojA FAgwal oblet A4 A
324 (direct aggression), X+ 34 H(indirect

% ©|2(Social Learning Theory)o| A& FE &
T, wsA2E, tiFuA 55 8 AHA<
34740 AGRT FAaolA B FstA F
, olElgk #3513 o] Azt Held
TE FAEH B & AAE ot
(Bandura, 1973; Tieger, 1980). & AT= A
o} BAglo]l BE dukloAl A8 4 Q=
344 A= guse] s SHone
HA7L EAT 5 e BRE

DIF 42 2 A3

09:,"
oL

>
=
r (]
oxl
s
e
o
L)
&
N
=2
e
et
2

ZF s109olAA SEE ATHor H
Ao E2o] &= RpQ o]9d TE A=
TE9 SEE FAlo woith #vixle] AH¥

o AFL 44544, BFHAE 14434 ATk
TAZ AFNZE 19~294 104™(20.4%),
30~39A  101%8(19.8%), 40~49A1(20.0%), 50~
59A 101%(19.8%), 60Al ©17¢ 10278(20.0%)°l
ittt Friate] AEdEHE PE 1891
(37.1%), 71& 292%8(57.3%), ¥, AHE, ¥A
Soll agsh= ZIEE 299W(.7%) 22 e
o epAEr e 2 RThAbe] HFEH S 1 o
8l 1087(21.2%), thstnl AThFE 3 404
(7.8%), Hetnl =% 311%61.0%), et A
g} o] 517(10.0%) 2 UEFSTE

SIS FEN BN LRX|(RPQ) U HA

2 RPQ =% WA 99

(University

AA A
of Pennsylvania Criminology &
Psychiatry, Adrain Raine)®} & 3} Th 2
A ATAE ool TEAKHATH AAb
) 183 A ARG omd 9 3 3
(Zoom)Z 52 JAaTEH W dAE
A&ty dAAZEE RPQ 2910 tigh
MdA Aeolet £ W RS ATt

Balo] o)

ZHE Wl B3I HAF AL Witk n
Auto g B Hzo] g <A Eahe Ut
Ay soHS oz i BEEE A
3t9la, 1 A3} reQ HF WSk tid 7HE
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Raine 5 (2006)°] W4 FAAHI FE4
AL FAs] flstd rReQE NS
ok 23239 3 YAE HEE FAH A
om A7|R1A EFojth &7 HFE 0H
=73 %A 4y, 7=/ a2, 24
=27 J¥tvE BASAT. v 344
< B Hx9 19, 39, sH, 79, s¥
139, 149, 169, 199, 229 EgoF F 11

o

2]
T2 ¥k A4S YEth =

AQe B Hr ol oW 49 6, 9, 109,
Ho159, 179, 189, 201, 219, 2319 F
Qo TxAo| 1 A

Holo] gy} Bajo] EAsh FANL ¥

off Mz Fd

- T
A3} Raine T (20069 °o}5< iAo R 3
TAA B3

RPQ EFZE ATOlA 8
Chronbach’s a=.84, TE& FZ4A| 3k
Chronbach’s a=.86, &304 2] Chronbach’s a
=902.2 YEPITE Cma & (2013)9] A0S
tdos g RPQ EFZ3F A7olA RPQE| W
S FAA0 #ASF Chronbach’s 0=.83, T&
A FAA #ASE Chronbach’s a=.87, &3l
A9] Chronbach’s a=.91%2 UEGTH B A7
oAdel RPQ A &E&o T3t Chronbach's «

0= Uehgen wed BAMel B
Chronbach’s a=.77, TE& FZ4A4d #HAgt

Chronbach’s a=.912 e}

AQ

AQ(Aggression Questionnaire; ©]3} AQ) Buss
& Warren (2000)°] F2A4S 2A317] 93
Mgk A7 R32) Hxolth reQete] 4

BRE Falst) fistel dysian. skl
aR1E A FAREED), ddH T4
Ay, BExgEdy, AHANZEEYy, 3t

of Atk F 34EFOE 1H=v]$ oyt
SH=v 1PTE 53 UAE AEE HA
;\9“3{ Buss & Warren (2000)9] o Lol A
FAA 9] Chronbach’s a=.88, S1o1A F
Chronbach’s a=.76, ¥52] Chronbach’s
78, A7) Chronbach’'s a=.82, 443 &
9] Chronbach’s a=.902.2 UEGTH B

T el AQ HA E&ol 3t Chronbach’s
a=943°22 YEPYTE Cima & (2013)9] 413
Aol AQsH RPQTEY] L T FFEL
= yeh

S R A 11
ox Ay Q9
o

e i

I} TS A AuuAE B
THCima et al., 2013; Raine et al,
20060 @t &AM E FEHES SA8t
7] $18 BIS(Barratt Impulsiveness Scale; ©]3}
BIS)E Z-&3t3Th BISE Barrarr (195901 ¢
3l A NEE ol dA= BIS-1174A AN
AE AT ©]4gt § (2012)% BIS-11-R(Barratt
Impulsiveness Scale-11-Revised)2 =% BIS-11-R
2 g3t stdom 18 dA4d B

2 F 08%9 4701 HEolth Fo

i
O:c:){:"‘
2

)
F
il
o,
=)
of
o
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Q19] Chronbach’s a=.62, &
Chronbach’s a=.63, A&
8219] Chronbach’s a=.58%2 YEJTE ZF
8k Chronbach’s a=.78F UERgTH £
TolAel = BiS-11-Re] AA E3ol
3} Chronbach’s a=.87622 UESTE,

o

1}
s
L)
S

=2

M2 Y oox off 1o ox X &2 M1 o o

DD12

DDI12(Dirty Dozen 12; ©]3} DD12)& UZE
NAE, Ato]lafA], mp7lopdE] &S| of F&
84 389& Z43H7] 948t Jonason &
Webster(2010)7F 7HESFATE. L2AIAIE, AL
A, vi7|opil g &2 WH 3 callous) 2T
(antagonism)©|BH= AL Fa8t AT #
gol Eob ofF% WA(Dak coreyolZHAL
Y THMoshagen et al, 2020). o]F& H4l&
AXAel o]l Eohe AYATIE v
O ™(Paulhus et al, 2018; Tomas & Egan,
2022), Ato] A9 A oA O U

¥0 ofl mMr i

BA=Rer Y2ANZ 23
Aok AHe] 5HE B AR b
o AolmAA adde WEsE WAL A
o 9EE eI solopleE agle
AN BE DAL A5l HAL o) $3
Ay ZFAsE e 25 EAT Jonason &

Webster (2010)2] AF-ollA] wl7|opdlg] ol
3} Chronbach’s a=.77, Abo]Z I Al ot
Chronbach’s 0=.69, YEZEAAZ] Ojgh
Chronbach’s a=.78, &%ol| TS Chronbach’s a
=832 UeiHth & A7dAe ppi2 mt
F)ohllg] =] T3k Chronbach’s a=.885, AF°]
SojAlell thet Chronbachs a=.793, UZAA]
=) ™3} Chronbach’s a=.834. A F3}of
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© AL £¥OoE npylopiE|E, Abo] A
UEAAZY] 3820E M8 SA4E &+ 3
A5

3
ol & A=E Fsinh

SD4(the Short Dark triad; ©]3} SD4)E F
+ A4 4828 A5 93 Paulhus et
al. 20207} 7HEEFAT. 71| SD3(the Short
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ANFE, Aol=mAl 38216l AlHE 891e F
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HEMY - M3/ HIEA ZHM FEM SN, Reactive-Proactive Questionnaire(RPQ) EHE3} &7k ESEMI Raschs 422

13=v% Fo8A &=, sH=mF F9
o2 AU Pauhus 5 (20209 AT
oA w72 Z9] Chronbach’s a=.83, U=
A|A1Z2] Chronbach’s a=.78, AFo]ZI A9
Chronbach’s 0=.82, A}Z2] Chronbach’s a
=82 BuHch & AFA9 DD12 vt
F)opdl gl & W3t Chronbach’s a=.753, A}]
F3|AJoll et Chronbach’s a=.831, YZEA]A|
Zo]] 3t Chronbach’s a=.862. Att]Zol Tf
3l Chronbach’s a=.805, ZA| &3t 33t
Chronbach’s a=.887°2.2 UYENJTF Liu et al
(2023)8] ATellA RPQSF Ato] A Bl AL
Hede 3 724 34 daA=Z v
by

NELE

B ATA RPQY TAHEIETES AR
71 98 2AA Q¥ (Exlploratory Factor
Analysis; ©8} EFA) A2 P 2y
o3t
ESEM)2 8319tk o]F 3o A3 o
WOl BAE 918 RaschBAS AAERT

1

Aol e A7) £ =< S8 DIF

(Exploratory Structural Equation Model;

[o5

o H{
ofN X

o o

9l3ke] RPQSF AQ, &= BIS-11-R,
DD12, SD47te] 74 B4 AAE3T

TANE B33

U LRkRlelAl Agde aflTxE =
71 98kl KMOS} Bartleee T84 AA
Factk dHolHe FE4S HESH=
2 Kaiser (1974)= KMO Fke] 50 ©]4
, Bartlett®] F&EL2 05 ©J3tY W &
e AAE o] Adg g skt o]

of

I

>
ol
oea

(o
O Mo o o m

M £ o o>

% EFAY] HH$-E*(Maximum Likelihood; ©]
sh MLy& ARS8t A4 Jidol g i
39 =@ ehE ERHEA E4s AT
ML 2Z% HolE7E BAiEEE wEte
7Hgstl HEe] 7hs Elikelihood S =Z3t
of BFE FAIKeIER 5, 2016 FHAF
A3} 2021). EFAE CFI(Comparative Fit Index;
o]8} CFDS} TLI(Tucker-Lewis' index; ©]3} TLI)
kol 90 ©]’¢, RMSEA(Root Mean Square Error
of Approximation; ©|8} RMSEA) #tol .08°]3},
SRMR(Standardized Root Mean square Residual;
o3} SRMR) #ol .10 ©]3te] #HE F5T o
A%t 89l T2 WHEEThVandenberg &
Lance, 2000). ©]% ESEMS #8319 th ESEM

A A 93 (Modification Indice;

i
1%
rlo
Mo
o
()
lo
4

Analysis; o3} CFA)Y TAIFAE RS +
THEF A 5, 2022).

T EATHGotlib, 1984). E3] Q31EA L
A<

SE Raine 5 (2006)°] NES ASE A

=
= $AZF BTk ErAY 5, 2022). ESE B
2
7 3ol BE oA AREEE7]o] A
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=2l R 235t 8 MR EH

AT @2 Ag = A @A e
aEsoF gtk o]F s &
HF-3-0] E(Item Response Theory; o]3} IRT)9
3]'\/1'01 Rasch B8 S 839 Rasch =
S B39 9 HA(item location)S “Ho|&E
(difficulties)” 2, I BAFS] ZA X|(person measures)
& T (abilities)’ &2 UERATHA 23, 2016;
A3, 282, 2006). Rasch E2FO| 7]&
g= T dol=s AR TY FE
weba S @zte] S gEe] ARH I3
2 Ado] depAt s £ dol=et v
Y] FYFES A FHE & U
= EWHA(nvariance)®ll 7|¥HSTHWright et al,
1986; AFE, olF, 2014). wabA =& ol Al
M =5 ol Btd3tstr] #3l Rasch
o] At ddsiiith

B AT M = Rasch B8 FAAT THEAL
S (Polytomous data)E BEA57] Q8 AbgE=
Andrich(1978)2] 7 2 =% &(Rating Scale Model;
olst ReMyE L83k RSME o] E3hd
= & (Dichotomous Response Model)ol] #-8&
UAE Rasch RS st o 23

A96H A= olphelE BNT
!

o oo
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at
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P

Hd
o

X
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O
of O

&
i foe AN AN ot AN |

X

k!
71 Sel AR
g & QJ\WHong et al, 2005; ©]¢]
Aro| 29| BAZ 2B
&

B N N e

10 ok fo X ox

x
olrt

oorE )

R
)

ARt 2 RSMS w3 A4S 1A
sESE BYe dolug B njog 4
A=H olE 6]'1’]‘“] o i%l(log odd

5& 2022). o1& JMX} x =& BEXS(Wright
map)e} 3t ETEEE Tl & A= £
@At ko] Y o] FHZ} FEOE

o
A BAY g ok FAAHI 4 A
2H= Hong & (2005)°] AAIE £4 Hx}e)
ot o 2ok

A EH_),V-H, AXLA 71A. Rasch 73 =4S
ol 21gol AALolof o

AA=YN 7fHo] EZ

T8t A
T 8 9Fe WAA Feve Aot

=
l-«O
9‘” olo
)
(=}
—_
N>
o L
( Ol-m
o
e
oSt
[}

A (Principal-Components  Analysis of ~Residuals;
o3l PCAR)®| AHEHETE F87IES AR HA
25 E4KUnexplained Variance in 1st Contrast;
olat uve)el A WA dEHe i
(Eigenvalue)©] 3.07|RFo|H AL 7HTh
ARt 52 Fakjle A #4t
20~30%°173 W dAHIGS
THLinacre, 2016).
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A3l Linacre (2016)7F AIAS SHHF2] H4
A 71%& WS} Linacre (2016 ZF SHH
Fobth Ha 0o gt of sl SEH

ot HA
o M= n2A Exsjof dtia sHTh

W] gAVE woldrE W o] Bt
A X|(average measure)’} S7/Fsl|oF Sl BF
e 7k i HFE A7) 2000849
e 7HHoR dThA Y, 2009). PHAHOE G
Al Z73 Gkstep calibration)S -SBHF2] TAV}
woldes YU Zrlshol shed] Ha
1.4 logit ©1% 5.0 logit ©l3te] FHo= F7}3l
oF BThA A, 2015). STWE AAAE W
F8E T A(category probability curve) 2%
A & = aZAgA XEF2 7919

U= T =
Mok B3 WolE Aole] 23 ol
E =

i

ot
e
tlo
v
R
o A 2 JHJﬂn

o2 wjdxzojo s 1 AAV} FE
slof ekl Sl A, 2013),

Al A, £

lo

do| =9 EFAHFE. RSM
S MNSQMeaN SQuare
fic statistic; ©]3F MNSQ#-& &lsh=tl 719
e 10l 1K1Y Fobd Aol &
d= e o)dd EAL Bt At
Bo 1Bt A5 o8 839 $5H
NS v thHong et al., 2005). MNSQ
AXE WAL Z(nfi) D 2 H = Outfin) Al

2 7AHH, WAdE Aae 949 A
TF7F kel Rz vehdte A8 S
Hekslr] 9fs) AAET MNSQY| F87]EE
Anshel et al.2009)°] AAIE 0.50~150 71+
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EB| A F(Item  separation index)2}
oPgak ALY zolE drht aHAHOR
Aost=A1E YeEh= A2 A S(Person

separation index)@ WA THAEY, 2009).
Fisher (2007)% ®E|A47F 2v]qto]d <Fgt

(weaky, 2~3 Ato]o] FIKmedium)<, 3~4
Abolol® FFr(good) &, 4~5 Afolold wj
¥ Fa(very good) S, 5E iﬂrff}% g
(excellenty©] 2} 3} T} Al
reliability)= 1A -4547\]"3"7]] TAL £
o E AP BAEE YEE &3 A
F =(tem reliability)} 3 FAH] ?%—% Gop}
LHHA AFs=AE UEdE @

% (Separation

S(Person rehablhty)7]' ATt ke He 0°1 A
2E 1714 AgE L 10 IFESE s
7} =55 9vmgit

- 169 -



O Ba F ) ThBandura, 1973; Bjorkqist &

Osterman, 2018; Eagly, 1987). 54 Ad &

Pa Belel Agels Eael wubg

(item bias) TAE F4 =7 &89 FHA

AoM FR7E FAlIT (L, =&, 2019).

oo B QAFoM= A 7]5EHDifferential
3

Item Function; ©]3} DIF) 45 AA|SST)
KX

DIF £42 Fdo T¥< =
& Fdd oA zort yehde 32
9Ju| K Dorans & Holland, 1992; ¥Ho + &
F, 2019, F 22 vY FES /R AFA
Sdol= Bt JiRle] &3k e 54
o] ¥gle] Ho| AFol3t IHE & FES &
Ast= Zlojth. & AFellAe dAdH oAl
gk A 54 webA g2 7)sskal 9
T B¥e Wdsiax I B delAe
2 A Hfocal group)oﬂ oS AASHAL, -
7137} yehed o 23HSHE dFlMs o
Aol fFreletAl 71sshes Eaelthol 4, Al
3k 2021). FZF Hreference group)oﬂ}‘f A
< AAsdoH, + 7157t yeid o =z
AR dFoAs Aol Felsl 7153t
© &< kel AFE, 2021). &
753y Ars 39 TEoE EFT
t}. sP-DIFS] HUIghS 7|02 AATE S 05
Rto g FAE Wk £FS, BBEHES .05
ol .10 W¥ke. sH .10

ZHZ£Z 0 F EFA, ESEMS £4137] 93]
Mplus 83 Z2IHS  FJHAEHS
SPSS 25.0= AH8-3FATE ©lF Winsteps 5.6.3,

Jmetrik 4.1.1% 3] RSM Z DIF 45 A

Sk

QolsA

KMO$%} Bartler: 784 AA

KMO+ 9322, Bartlett 784 AL x
2(253)=4827.478(p<.00)Z HIUFH T} uwehA
2 AT tolHe FEA4S FIEE 8
NEAE AAE]ol A 2102 I1E
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BEPAAE7 JEhEA eata, 2891 2, 3
29 2y, 489 2y HF HH3} m AL
TE B2t B dAFoME A 344
S F /A s eelog BFE AL swkoe
2 99l tg 4 7HeAE elste] 28
ol R¥e AH3AY. <E 1>9] FFA A
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EFA ZA¥}e] mE 7}
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HEMY - M3/ HIEA ZHM FEM SN, Reactive-Proactive Questionnaire(RPQ) EHE3} &7k ESEMI Raschs 422

<H 1> RPQ EFA Z1}0| ME DHEESIT

x2 df CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
1891 1241.198 230 0.783 0.762 0.093 0.090
2891 583.311 208 0.920 0.902 0.059 0.040
3891 438.594 187 0.946 0.927 0.051 0.034
48¢%1 361.311 167 0.958 0.937 0.048 0.029

7 3 S99 E=ARE B A2 Crr #kol 90 o], T Fkel .90 ©14d, RMSEA #ke] .80 ©]3}k, SRMR #t
°] .10 °J3tE ojmF

<H 2> RPQ EFA ® ESEM Zutof| U2 Zt 23t 0l s|ak Hln

EFA ESEM
=3 891 {92 f9l1 [0 2
1 0.534 0.004 0.553 -0.040
3 0.536 -0.030 0.557 -0.078
5 0435 -0.043 0.454 -0.086
7 0.570 0.093 0.593 0.044
8 0425 0.231 0443 0.194
11 0.604 -0.051 0.625 -0.100
13 0.525 0.093 0.544 0.051
14 0.378 -0.002 0.396 -0.038
16 0.219 0.568 0.238 0.541
19 0.208 0.544 0.226 0.511
22 0467 0.160 0485 0.123
2 0.298 0.378 0.310 0.353
4 0.060 0.610 0.070 0.599
6 0.081 0.578 0.102 0.549
9 0.037 0.689 0.045 0.669
10 -0.076 0.824 -0.066 0.818
12 0.093 0.517 0.101 0.512
15 0.046 0.723 0.056 0.715
17 0.013 0.713 0.027 0.703
18 -0.147 0.822 -0.151 0.846
20 -0.086 0.837 -0.069 0.824
21 0.116 0.831 -0.115 0.845
23 0408 0.342 0.426 0.309

) I 597 E=AE AT AL aARsF 30 o2 et
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S 18%00] st ESEMS AASATH HF 8U3

ESEMZAZ 16W #3337 198 32 821 29 ol% AAN7F vepd 239
dFste AR Ui 238 £33 oF 1 O& Aol W7t ¥ste= A
AA He AL YEgth <& 2> RPQ  Fo| Arthe AQg 22 Erf%
9] EFA % ESEM ZIHE A A8 502 AR = Aot ELJ

o

3 344 &

11 o] Y EtiE HA G2 W 35 Wk

7 HAp) FxHo g 5 Wl Hol .

3 AHgEol UE =uE o 3E uiH ieE Fo] ot

1 UE 47HA g o A8 AE Hol Qith

13 A EHEA HE w 3E Wk

22 Hd FPE U EEHE W 3 WAY w™ Hol Qi

5 #Hdzko] & v & o] Ut

8 7F UA E31& dAAY F<& Aol Atk

14 ThE Abe] UE AFIES o & W Aol Sltk

18 A2 ool 718 U vk ojwd, &4, 3}, SNsE § Ho] it
21 Aol ol&3t7] Sfel Fr1E £AF Fo] Utk

20 A AF5Pe F53 Ho 9lrh

10 ZBAA ©]717] S8 e AFE BAIA § Hol

15 oy Agizko] W7t dshs e &7] SlE tE A

17 Fo7be @absta A3 Aol At

9 AFrEollA Bllel Bol7] s A< T Ao] JUth

4 FEA OE AR EE wste Aol gl

6 Aoz ojd E1& AU FHxd Ao] Qlrk

16 O AgelAl 48E AZAY gd $ 71E0] velrl o] gtk
12 W7t dshs ti2 ab7] SleiA AR S 2 Fo] Atk

19 UE Bsat] faiA e AlgS Wd Aol Stk

2 W7tk 9ol dvke Ae BAF7] s & A R Ao] Y

7 =% MEe addRstE 71E WaAed
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Measure relative to item difficulty

= Category probabilty: 0 = Category probabity: 1 == Category probabiity: 2.
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TAA w3 o= YAR= IAZE
1 -2.24 .88 93
3 2.12 92 97
5 2.13 1.29 1.35
7 -98 1.00 95
WA 344 8 -31 1.03 96
11 -2.08 83 90
13 -1.17 96 92
14 244 1.16 1.24
22 -42 1.11 1.09
2 -.08 1.05 93
4 94 1.19 1.36
6 46 1.12 93
9 1.41 1.01 .60
10 1.41 1.00 52
12 .00 1.11 1.09
F=H 344 15 1.37 86 53
16 .64 1.02 .82
17 156 1.06 64
18 1.73 96 92
19 1.03 93 .88
20 1.60 1.11 Sl
21 1.82 97 50
<E 7> OExt x 28 HOo|E REE
-84 344 oA ZA4

Logits
ﬂﬂﬂﬂhlz.ﬁ_ﬂmg
Logits
B ) fa &

02 01 0@ 1 2 4a 4 s @€ 7 B 8 025 D.mo 25 5o 7.5 100 12.5
Person Density Itern Number Person Density Item Number

) 1. person densiy=T HAES] FHFE, 2. item number=7} #39] FHO|E X, 3. logit=HJA} THFE

3} Bedel =2 FYsP WEAY Hx
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=2l R 235t 8 MR EH

<E 8> RPQ wElX[5= & ®2 M2z 2t

A4 Y=
)|
=3 Rl b =3 Rl b
Hh-g-3 8.99 99 74
FE3A 4.89 96 48
A 12.24 99 84

i

EfSE HF

BRI

RPQ AA] Cronbach’s a=.896% =& U
APRAHL BRusPch wex TAA @
2 Cronbach’s a=.772, T4 F44 &
Cronbach’s a=9145 RI3I¥T) wjehr] & A
TolA =EH RPQY SRATRE FNHo =
WA d#gdo] wig- & AoRE Rl

Mo ro &

o

RPQ 39 &2 7+ A%

RPQO| FH-L 2719 3t Q] BFs} &
T BA FHBA(=.798-905, p<.01)E
RIEGTE RPQO| 9 8cIQl WA

34
43 A FAY e JBe FU £

A ABBA (=467, p<.01S R IEYTH
mehd RPQY] BH9180le HAHF FHEE U
WEEe Hole Ao FAAYT) <& 9>
o B9l 29l 7 AL AN

AdsA 2HPT @

o:
T o
i

DA (r=.188-.420, p<.01)7} YEF
A3} DD12, SD49]

<# 9> RPQQ| 5t¢ a2l 7t o
Hh-s-4 FER =3
13- 1
FE3Z 4677 1
E] 798" 905" 1
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<E 10> RPQR} AQ, BIS, DD12, SD4 Zto| Akt

RPQ
A= sk9] gl N

-3 FAA =z =5
AR 544 44" 67" 6"
dolq FAA4 35" 44™ A7
By 56" 57 66"
AQ » » -

xalspds 45 49 55
44 344 41" 547 57"
3 52" 65" 69
Fo 54 32" 37" 41"
+5 554 29" 42" 427
BIS-11-R — ” ” i

FAY T84 13 18 19
27 e 38" 0"
uj7|ojdl g & 40" 517 547
Ao LI A| 25" 38" 377

YZAANE 20 22 25
ul7|opdl 2] & 17" 18" 20™
Ao LI A| 347 53" 53"
SD4 UEAAE .05 26" 20"
A& 32" 49 49"
4 317 527 50™

" p< ool

) AQ = Aggression Questionnaire, BIS-11-R = Barratt Impulsiveness Scale-11-Revised, DD12 = Dirty Dozen 12,
SD4 = Short Dark Tetrad 4

A FAB=250340, p<.onET} B FE YU NEV|SES
o2 etk rrQe =3I DDI12, SD49)
FA AT 9A T Y A dud Ao w2 AE7)FRY 4% 2H4E A

5
AE VERtThe=504-524, p<.01). <& 10>°] HEW, AA 283 F 19,

RPQS}F AQ, BIS, DDI12, SD4 ko] A& AAl & A9 £F2 AATT S Zo®
Stk Ueht Ao w2 pIF 28 EA5A &
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=2l R 235t 8 MR EH

<H 11> RPQQ| XE7|sE &4 21}

=3t MHXY_2 p a347) sP-DIF class
1 16.49 0.00 0.15 0.05 BB+
2 1.67 0.20 0.04 -0.01 AA
3 1.56 0.21 0.03 0.01 AA
4 0.01 0.94 0.00 0.00 AA
5 9.82 0.00 0.14 0.05 BB+
6 4.01 0.05 -0.08 -0.03 AA
7 0.89 0.34 0.04 0.01 AA
8 3.25 0.07 0.08 0.03 AA
9 3.10 0.08 -0.05 -0.02 AA
10 5.28 0.02 -0.05 -0.02 AA
11 1.40 0.24 0.04 0.01 AA
12 8.94 0.00 0.11 -0.04 BB-
13 251 0.11 0.06 0.02 AA
14 1.72 0.19 0.04 0.01 AA
15 5.90 0.02 -0.05 -0.02 AA
16 0.24 0.63 0.02 0.01 AA
17 3.16 0.08 -0.05 -0.02 AA
18 4.25 0.04 0.04 -0.01 AA
19 6.30 0.01 -0.06 -0.02 AA
20 5.76 0.02 -0.06 -0.02 AA
21 413 0.04 -0.03 -0.01 AA
22 0.00 0.98 0.01 0.00 AA

%S489 BEAR BAT AL PDIF gol BB SFOE et ong

= Al E yesth ok 1-uE A7AL ol QO ARl iRk APEISEE 24 4
o w27 AL Zo] Adrhyt sHEFER AE A

o] & w 35 o] drh2 o4 TrﬂoP

A 7Vsshs ABBHEE YERRT. 12¥ &

ok Gae Az ol el AAAe) =

g 2 Hol Uthel A WAolA Felst

A 7Vedhe ABB)LE Ut <E 11> 2 d7e ke e 24 44
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= AAZ Jehd 23 235 A 2
23o] HF AAHAG ovt 16¥T

a8ld &3t= ZoE YETh
(Cima et al., 2013; Raine et al., 2006)%}+= T2
=le] 2344 SA4o] Zhojd Zloz Helth

169 2 344 FFHoEN Q37
TAA AL Holg E¥oE I HJPA
Al WAREF oA WEer AA Neo®
e & olok =3 199 £ A B
TE S8 BRlelAl #448& 71% ZloR o
H =4 98 I AEE Aeske TR
344 ajle] e BEE 48H Yo
At HEHom s dukls dide
2 3 = rReQE 1687 199 B3-S A
o 9w ol wheA AN FIE YER
i, FEA 3449 #8168 98 2%
< TR BEFOE YERT

RSMEA S AR Ao & A7) RPQE
A S F5HEA 33 FAE A= GA
AR A2 vemt £3ARE 9l
A= Anshel 5 (2009)°] AN 71EE W

shgo} Ta Fughe Holt Bao] &4

3} T} Bond & Fox (2007)] EZ3E 7]

=

A E 1ol TWHETFE Ajfsh 14RT &
A5 3 ol 7] YA =T AoEHE B
Ao S, 6olstd A =87 8 3¢
o X =7t HAFT Faolgt skt o]
g F=4 FAA 109, 15¥, 209, 2194
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2 Holn FEA AN Ge Aeld TR
3 37 BEolghe Aol EAUTL W

& Raine, 2009; Polman et al., 2007). RPQS] Z
AL AQY FHHY =2 59 AHA 4o
A, F22 344 AolZfA F A E
A™g 7o THEHEE ¥ HEHTEE
HJe & & Ak RPQO FEH T4
=3 BIS-11-RY] FEHL T 779
ol vte tere] Al Aot dA)skd
(Cima et al., 2013; Wang et al, 2019) Hk
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Reactive and Proactive Aggression, the Validation of
the Reactive-Proactive Questionnaire (RPQ):

Focusing on ESEM and Rasch

Seonyoung Park Jonghan Sea
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The purpose of this study is to validate the Reactive-Proactive Aggression Questionnaire (RPQ), a tool for
measuring reactive-proactive aggression, in the context of South Korea. A thorough translation was
conducted in collaboration with the original author. An exploratory factor analysis (EFA), exploratory
structural equation modeling (ESEM), rating scale model (Rasch), differential item functioning (DIF), and
convergent validity were performed on a sample of 510 South Korean individuals. The results revealed a
two-factor structure of reactive and proactive aggression after removing one item showing dual loading.
Rating scale analysis based on the Rasch model indicated the appropriateness of the 3-point Likert scale,
with all items meeting fit criteria. Although the separation index and separation reliability of proactive
aggression was marginally lower, the overall discrimination between participants and items was
satisfactory. Examination of participant-item distribution indicated a suitable alignment between reactive
aggression and participant ability levels, whereas proactive aggression exhibited slightly elevated item
difficulty. Furthermore, three items were found to function differently based on gender. A moderate but
statistically significant positive correlation was found between the Barratt Impulsiveness Scale-11-R (Korean
version) and RPQ from the results of the convergent validity evaluation. Overall, this study employed
rigorous statistical methods to validate the suitability of the RPQ for use in Korea, taking cultural
nuances into account, and introduced the concepts of reactive and proactive aggression to the Korean

general population.

Key words : Reactive Aggression, Proactive Aggression, RPQ, Aggression Measurement Tool
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