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Assignment of Big Five Personality Attributes in Synthetic Populations

* T. Murata and M. Uetani (Kansai University)
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Table 1: Big 5 JBMAEOEY CThs R
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B EaxE ABEAME CEfIME NUEEINE 0Bt
SAE 3.94(1.30)  4.97(1.01)  4.09(1.11)  3.87(1.06)  4.05(1.09)
Fik1 3.93(1.30)  4.96(1.000 4.96(1.00) 4.07(1.09)  3.86(1.05)
k2 3.94(1.31)  4.97(1.000  4.08(1.10) 3.87(1.06)  4.04(1.08)
Table 2: Big 5 @M O
EA EC EN EO AC
At AN A0 CN co NO
- -0.0326 0. 1969 -0. 2221 0.3024 0.2283
i -0. 2624 0.0044 -0. 2715 0.1748 -0.1770
sk 1 -0. 0001 -0. 0006 -0.0023 0.0013 0.0011
- 0.0010 -0. 0002 -0. 0002 0. 0006 0.0023
Sk 2 -0.0337 0. 1980 -0. 2221 0. 3041 0. 2268
- -0. 2628 0.0037 -0.2713 0. 1771 -0.1770
BEH

1) J. B. Hirsh, C. G. DeYoung, J. B. Peterson: Metatraits of the
Big Five Differentially Predict Engagement and Restraint of
Behavior, Journal of Personality, 77-4, 1085/1102 (2009)

2) IR, /Mg, BefEs, PFM, SR, O A ey s e T
TA T R=YF VT g Rtk O & MR RHIRA
AR LS & 2 M, S8 O ERARTE, 26-2, 107/122 (2015)

3) T. Murata, T. Harada, D. Masui: Comparing transition pro-
cedures in modified simulated-annealing-based synthetic re-
construction method without samples, SICE Journal of Con-
trol, Measurement, and System Integration, 10-6, 513/519
(2017)

4) /NEET], FEE S, 7 hr—=t"/ : HAFEKR Ten ltem
Personality Inventory(TIPI-NER DRI, /X—2YF VU T ¢
98, 21(1), 40-52 (2012)

23PG0002 (c)2023SICE



