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=2 FAS A £ HHRE olojd 4 (Berkowitz, 1993, p. 3; Bushman & Angerson,
Ak AARE Al AW FeiA=E 3 2001, Buss, 1961, pp. 1-2). 3, ERIGNA &S
T FAse] Aol o]2A & SlElAlvke HiEe owrt EHE dFS ovls)
T 5 A4 FY Wzt ddel w7 W, olgd ou|e] FAAHL FF i=(Anger),
AT, 224, HFTE, 2024) A0 ABEAR  AdH(Hostility) 2t 83l A7 % i,

HFE AT o] HH Ad) ARSlellA T A Aotk 2t e o] Al ZHA AEe FEHE Y
= ke At B8 dE FAL olm, & (Anger), %tz (Hostility), & 2473

A
AX FARL AAY =TS (Aggression)?] EAE wid AHA S37

ols¥tt 53] Al Z2
AREERE T EEARl WAow FES AA27] (AHA-Syndrome)©lzt FEAVHMartin et al,
gt Fairks AAAA A4S 92 4 Jdok 20000 Ramirez & Andreu, 2009) E:=7F AA

(Berkowitz, 1993, p. 15; Buss, 1961, pp. 4-6). (Affect), &47d°] & (Behavior), Zthzto] <1A|

Ad] mER gA4E 0 els FH (Cogniiond EWe| HPRCL B ABC ¥
ATAE 7R kel 9], 2015). Matlasz @(ABC model)o]gt A&b7|% thMartin et al.,
5202000 93t FAARN AT A AE o] 2000). A AFERol, FAAC] ERINA &4
Fo B3 e dFste Aow vEh, Y|tk =3}t 9wt #rE dsoleby,
Huesmann 5(2002)& oFs719] 440l <17

o
o Wa W WA BEES oSS A 3

O

fo ol Mz o
s
lls
Ry
4
lo
ol
Y
o
i3
i,
>

ojzp A=Al wkgolet & 4 glom, Aozt
skt E3t Estéver 5(2018)0l w2 mee) Holal= giatolut st tE BAAel |
ofo] AN FAAQ WS Hole IR A &=E uidith FAAY i, FAAY G
oAl & 3, X 2Ed s SAkeke] FES - glon) gl me Rieof Auirts
AR YAlaE, 7 AT FEol =W A JA fole FAAY  glom F4H
WA 37 e AR, Ak LT vk 1S ) eSS @t Adidd & Qo
Ittt weEk AL vkt vlgiolut M (Berkowitz, 1993, pp. 19-21; Buss, 191, pp.
3 P dds] Ao =2 AEH 4 F 9-16).
shuelar & 4 gtk o] Qo FAAL HkALE] Buss®} Perry(1992)= #2449 AZ7A4 =
ARG, BAR AT} Zo] IR A HA AAA, IXH, dFH FHES AQ

fe) A=

5

Zofje] Al @A AR = 5 (Aggression Questionnaire)”}

(Latalova & Prasko, 2010; Mancke et al, 2018) dlith. AQe A4S widoz FHdh=

F3) A, Aol FANL B =PEMA 29838 4719 Fgleel-A47E T4

A FAE & = Ak A (Physical aggression), 114 &2 4 (Verbal
A (Aggression)S ‘thAolAl 8l aggression), E:=7HAnger), 2 tH7H(Hostility)-2

.
2 7AdhE odws ) @%oh) Rt = ojfolq glom, 7 e 54 dre Hw
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SR E Buss-Warren 224 MZ(BWAQ) Efga (7

2 3435k "k AQE Buss¢h Durkee(1957)7}
AR, A, =237 <8 e
BDHI(Buss—Durkee Hostility Inventory)e] |3k
s Beksbr] 98 £3e o FAsAY 5
7kste] i 9 E}ﬂﬁ} skitt. BDHIx= 75
g 709 S92 91— (Assualt), (FEA F
J(Indirect aggression), “dvHg(Irritability), &

7} (Resentment),

H
=

N
e

4z N Mm

o4
(Suspicion), 21e14 &4 (Verbal aggression)-
o2 o)FojA TANS HFE SN AL
T oy Alfte] EEe wE oHgAS

e
2
A Rflod 285, hs 29l Eany
Q_}.

2] (Negativism),

olo] Buss¢} Perry(1992)7} BDHIE H.¢+5}¢]
Flitk ©]% Buss®t Warren (2000)°]
Buss®} Perry(1992)9] AQolA] dj4do] 53l &
& F4staL, BDHIY= 235t o] gl9lou AQ
e ARG A TAA seledls 5
71t AQE 713kt Buss & Warren, 2000).
uhebA BWAQE 3423, 5709 ahel 29111414
A4, doA A4, Fx AUzt 14 34
Aoz FAEAY. HAZ Busst Perry(1992)
o] AQE AQ & BPAQE, Buss®t Warren
(2000)¢] AQE BWAQ= AA3staL glo] & A+
oA+ Buss®t Warren(2000)2] AQE BWAQeF
grg ke

Il A= At AARH2002)0]  Bussét
Perry(1992)¢] AQE Wo= B3t A5 +

__47H

A5 v vk WAE aQRA A, AHEs) v}
4

W 4he] A0 9QAAR FAH, ofA
B2, Faegl, AHS FAsG oL U B
W AT F QRE W el Batka a
o 69 ®F W k= ol glol 1A &t
HEF7E e 2910 £a9sld AR the)
A7 dloln AN Al o e 89l

N
ol
O;
o
£ J
o
o L

2022, =&
AQ 9Jelle =ujellA Ao s 5435t
= o =97 JpEEAY BEsiE o] &8
ATHAFE, #AAE, 2015 #iEkd, A, 2018;
Mg, 2007, A4, BARE 2002, o]k, =&
F, 200844 <, 2021, AAT <, 2023 =¥
&, o]k, 2007).

lellA FAFE S5k o =7 A
%= Buss®t Warren(2000)2] BWAQE Eld3}
atels ol vkt Atk A, At A4
TH2002)¢] ArellM = A al@Anks 428

stgek o1& B3 AQel T4 ey

TH=tHLowry, 1979; McEwan, 2020)
2 tﬂi*@ Fdo] opbd thE Al A Hdt

O
BgoE AHgEllE the A8 B %

(g
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Atk wEA ARl tid e she Hx Edst
of BAS fEide dYd dREdE ddeR
FHE dart drk AA, BWAQOIA = AQe
g] HA 344 sglesle] FrhE Atk 1
A FAold diHakA] &2 AEllA, &
A Ao FAYLE she s ofr|stH
(Buss, 1961, p. 8), 2w gAY Rl A

IS o Y oz FANS =k
Richardson®} Green(2006)& 7o) p @A), ¢l

3} o] whs- ae—_;sm e AN A7 B
_]

&
=)
X_‘,
ol
o
e
:1
O
<
=
L
2
[
Y
X

o}um 9 el z;iaam. oli= ofol7}
]

[¢]
A3 4549
[e)

2000), HA A4 sk9laglel 371l BWAQ
£ B3t @ Beel QAT vl Asit
8w A

AR AQE BE A7) %
A7) we] Aetgstel @aiol

ojel & dATellM= UM Aw

A4S Heksto] g3 Buss-Warren 3474 H %
(BWAQ) B3l A5 stz siqich 2
ATE Fdll ¢ Buss-Warren 344 A&
(BWAQ)7} 95=9} 43 +25 7L =
#l, BWAQQ] 7} at91eql % &do] FAIA
A, oA, A, 2, Azl ik ide
st sleAE #lskaat skl 1

o2 Messick(1995)0] A|¢tst oIA 74=]<] A
A T B s 5 EE RS
structural aspect of validity), EF%
™ (The external aspect of validity), EFd=2]
”Xﬂﬁ ZW(The substantive aspect of validity)
S TAoR 3lo] BWAQE HESIA
Bussg]r Perry(1992)9] AQE oI AFE 53
L9727k #lE vk itk Nakano(2001)7F L
55 e E Buss®t Perry(1992)2] AQ
=3 2 QWA A 47R9] skl LAl AHA
344, A9 344, Fxgt, Adihs g8
o 7 ARk eATE VAl Ust ol&
TEE AR
1200 7k

=

Gerevich 5-(2007) Akl

do® AQ EMEst 75 Fdsien, &

A 8RlA g4 8RS zldEkal) 7t
3
7

1:1
EEER

A3, 4991
Sébdreanu 5-(2023)0] 1= 4o]]
Yol A #7845 didoz AQdl g gy
QTS T AdoME 482 TE2E
olstglel. o9t B0 Buss® Warren(2000)¢]
BWAQoIA Uehd 5891 2% 3 g3}l 4
TFoA A= Aol &2l ]Oq‘jr. Maxwell(2008)

o 33 AFAE goz oY ARy 7
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SR E Buss-Warren 224 MZ(BWAQ) Efga (7

3}, =7 BWAQY =3 ZHgw: CFlitol
86o® va uA yEpsov SRMR#}

RMSEAZ] b8 A%l %58t vebs
wEbA F=3 BWAQE 571 ah9lasl 271 4
et As Glatsith AQS BWAQ 27 4
3}

Romz 7 AFAE A
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis [CFADS £3] +
ANE B9 EE A9 R Al s

BFg=e] 922l S-S AW EY] 95 BWAQ
o} gkt AEl-5A4 & = (State-Trait
Anger Expression Inventory Korea version
[STAXI-KD), ®H&-4- 473
(Recactive-Proactive  aggression Questionnaire
[RPQ]), NEO A¢lg AA Ax 4= (NEO
Adult Personality Assessment System Short
Form [NEO-Adult-PAS Short Form])¥} A}
A& AAEE STAXI-KE AMA 244 4
EfQl #=(Martin et al, 20005 H7lets =12

of
§].o] 7H _g_?_

L X9 A

Fr A =g

P

i
off
Y
lf
N\
o,
o o
=

N
)
4
o
v
ox
o3
2
e
:IOL_v’
o

oX

HU

b

ol
rr

THRaine et al,, 2006). RPQY] Al
| sl g Hads didew
A BE 289 FE7)
A A E AcHBrugman et al, 2017; Dini¢ et al,
2022, Rezael & Dehghani, 2022; Tuvblad et al.,
2016). Wb STAXI-KE 3449 AA49l =
WS, RPQe 449 71542 =
wiell ABC RL'le] 7]wkate] vhdA

wr S N of of 4 Mr X
TS R R et )
ox
) tlo o
1pr
2,
9

rr oox
i
=
e
o
_E

S

& 374shs BWAQShe] FHENEE Aviis
o Ageira wessick
F, 44 54 A4 9 Fe 29

Z 2 dHA J=d(SkeA, 2017, Anderson
& Bushman, 2002, Cavalcanti & Pimentel, 2016;
Dam et al., 2021, Hosie et al., 2014; Jones et al.,

2011), "JZ‘I S54E& il 7 Ao w sk

44 5221 (Bigh)-%13}4d(Agreeableness), 3243
(Consciousness), 234 (Extroversion), 21743
(Neuroticism), 704 (Opennesss)-3 &2}

o FAE AFHE Aol st Axdo]
A eHEREA, 2017, Cavalcanti & Pimentel,
2016; Dam et al., 2021; Hosie et al., 2014; Jones
et al, 2011). F3d, AAARe TAA 4 7
AE YR (EREA, 2017, Dam et al, 2021
Hosie et al,, 2014; Jones et al, 2011), AAZ&
AR AR AE BATHEREAM, 2017
Dam et al, 2021; Jones et al, 2011). 4424 58¢]
= I 7Ht”5] NEO 4218 424 A

G5 3} BWAQOIX 543 e443e] dAE
ol BWAQ7 e 44e SAsh=t A4 =+
AMAE A E AL ST

mpA ko 2 gk (Rasch) 2% =
J—E%(Ratmg Scale Model)% ’3H Elg o]

>

X‘ﬂﬁ \__E‘_ EO]' E]' ;'
A2 vl £ B0, SHUT AT 5 o
2449) gAg B3 BWAQH 2442 4
24T 5 e EPAAE ARnA )
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BrRARIBIEIR] : 712

795H 109 119744
el 510
oz AmE FHHATh o] F o] 2591
(50.7%), ©1/30] 2519(49.3%)0]AT). 2kl A&
AR ARE Fsglon, miE riabs
A AL Al Folahirle o5 e
T ARZAPE ZEE AT AR2APE SEE o
ol BE F7ERA Ao AbbuE A5s)
otk Ht A"e W M5M(SD=144)E AR

= 2000 1047(204%), 30t) 1017(19.8%), 40tH
1027(20%), 50t 10178(19.8%), 60t o4 1029
0% o2 FAHAL AGERE AE5EA
1321(25.9%), FAF4AA] 3774(7.3%), thT-39Al
2W(6.3%), AAFIA 378(7.3%), BFEGA
12%9(24%), tAZAA 11794(22%), &AFFA]

_1

ol

13(25%), AIFEHEA] 13H(25%), 471% 1294
(231), 9% 11%H(22%), 3455 1174(22%),
AR 13W25%), dEHaE 129(24%), d&t
JE 9%(18%), AAEE 29(43%), BAAEE
239(45%), AF Bﬂ}‘l 4%(06%) 0.2, A=t
oA AT & W e A8E 4
HE A7 3 HsE < SHIAY T8

(

i=]
sk SEAE ST °l°ﬂ A= FHEH
o2 510WS ez BAsigink

¢

o

¢

52
-

=R

T Mg 2 AelrMe= 24247 BWAQO!

et B3P wel AN dgsiel 14 WS 5
Nelst A7 oSS 2
AN S Bash AMel o
L AHEE ofdit 2 4 o

Agte] gleAl Tl diaid HEES 838t
AEdt A g dAEY gds Ao R 24
A7 F8E 7 B Besta, GojH w7l
71y ATt dojeh Algshs BF Eg
A A i) wekel H3s AAS & A
ES A8tk niAgo R WAAAT} E3ol
A8 HE A=A E DIkt

A B4 AHA B ATFdAe= Messick
(199%)e] Audk AX 7HA HA =7+ EHds)

T HYRe x4 =9 (The structural aspect
of validity), EFd=e] €141 ZW(The external
aspect of validity), H—O—J—'4 AAA Z(The
substantive aspect of validity)S FAlo® 1A
siaich AHEM S R 712 A 24, 29l

A WA, B RYS ZF SPSS Statistics 27,

A A v 2k

(1) #od 2i4(Confirmatory Factor
Analysis [CFA]) BWAQS +471d E9EE
AT &

o

=
el A £ 0ol 2
3

w30 24n8 AN
2
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SR E Buss-Warren 224 MZ(BWAQ) Efga (7

A58k Zlo]tiBrown, 2015, pp. 40-41, p. 49;
=4, 2021). 2 dATelAe ellRetE 0
710 R sl Aot w3 1o wAE A
HH UK Brown, 2006, p. 130; Sellin & Keeves,

1997). 3 S91991 7 JRENE Fo F44

Taikg-o] 220 #4(Rasch)

Bajel B RAshe olgdi nAUAlE
7 FEgkgolEo] it} Aol E SR}
o EAe me} £33 5Ao] wislE = qlue
AFHS 7L Y= Wb Eehkgo|R e gut
ko] EAJol|l ks wkx] gfow &4 = e &

assumption), ¥ IF $HE T SHH(HGS
@4 7H4, Local independence)o]2bal & A&k
s|gate] EAolg 24 me] A uhet

%
G2 WA Peths 54l gk BHRge

o =2
Fgoled] AR oRAn nYe Ay

2

71wl & AllME SR 2gE

N
bl
%0,
=
k=
L
ox
_O|L
)
=)
M

ol (Andrich, 1978)
BWAQSH o] fAE HEES ARgshs 79

£
o] HA>, B dolm 5)S B4 & 9l
= o] lrhelelad <, 2007)
YT 3

34 AFA(Buss&Warren Aggression

Questionnaire [BWAQ]). BWAQ+= s443&
Z4317] 918 Buss®t Warren(2000)0] 7d-gt 34
wae] A7) Ba Moty B AL Buss9t
Perry(1992)7} %= 29%-82] AQ AEA|A &
a7 siA = EEs IF FAskL, 6] 1t
A4 FAA (Indirect Aggression [IND]) £¢1&
F7kste] 778l mEbA] BWAQE 5719 3t
f1alel 8ol AAA #4744 (Physical
Aggression [PHY]), 5&&e] o4
(Verbal Aggression [VER]), 7532 #=(Anger
[ANG)), 82| A7 (Hostility [HOS)), 6332
47 ¥ A4 (Indirect Aggression [IND]) .2

A
AEATE 7F T2 58 ZAE Hm(1=73 18

.
A4

Z& YeEPAtKBuss & Warren, 2000). Buss®}
Warren(2000)9] A7l AlAA 24, Aol
AN, T, Az A 3430 gk WA
A4 AF=(Cronbach’'s @)= 88, 76, .78, &2,
T101ATH3AEE 5291, 2 Ao NAH 34
A olo1F FAA B AUzt EE T4
g W2 g A1E % (Cronbach’'s )& .87, 6
79, 82, 1302 A= JTH3AE T 58.9).

s =2

)

= ¥3d F=(State-

¥3% YH-54
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Trait Anger Expression Inventory Korea
version [STAXI-K]). AE-54 #x= ¥d %
=+ Spielberger”} 19830l 7|et == =
A= AT S2000)0] s A5 et
Ark. B AolMiE STAXI-KAAM e i
(State anger)9} 54 #=(Trait anger)ol 333
FEsto] ARESIGITE STAXI-K:=

F MBS A7) Bas Hxols], u Rust
54 P Bi Bw F9S I, P
R PAE AN 98 i oA, B
EE #x BAE S490 o F 4H) ot
54 et 7 108FoR T gon, 7}
RS 49 AAS AL ohid ~
$ agthE Z99 4

Aol 2218 Az ArPsh Lol B4 4%
AN ehbe S2deln AHel R g

oujahs W, 54 Bt ‘Ui o Algol
] ‘jr"hﬂ X}loﬂ tHOH kA oo 714 %<]
= WSS yERdth webd 54 B 4

wo ) ARl 54e o =edithdd
9], 2000). AAT 5200002 A= EA
=5 7|A% wkgoR HEEdled A
54 Fx-71d, 54 Fx-wkge] g |
A #%(Cronbach’s )= 90, .75, 72011 th
AT 519979 A7l A #ieet 54
o ok Wd d34d A1E] % (Cronbach’'s )7k
89, &2 RIFHAUTE Aol A= A ot
EA Eiof ik W4 434 A2 %(Cronbach’s

(l)7]' 7—],' .95, No=E /ﬂ’%ﬂ M‘jr.

CORTIT N

i

4

B

e
S|
A

[e

<

WeA-F5x ZAA 3% (Reactive-

Proactive aggression Questionnaire [RPQ]).
RPQ= ¥H-% FZX(Reactive aggression)}

2487 9]

T2 33X (Proactive aggression)<

3] Raine “5(2006)°] 7H&gh & 23%3ke] 27] B
12 Aoty wkgA FANLS “A} | Y&
ek o 35 i wkEgk Ao Qe el 3ol
ERQle] o wkgshs FAES FHoE A
sk R FE4 AL “d7F 914 = A
S HolF7] Sl v Al A Hol Qe et
o] BAS 98 3A4E E7HoR d8she
g SR F4%h e FAY FEA
AL 2 NBEs 128gew o)FA om,
M PAE HE(0=H38 134 ~ 2=AF
JEthE A3k Raine et al, 2006) Al A
Ws oe® ¢ Raine (20069 <A1+ vt
A 3A8H FEA A digh WA d#
A AF=(Cronbach’s 0)& &4, 86|t} & 4
T4+ Raine (2006008 &S Fojd w7
A 7Y AT Aol dom dojs Al
= BT 5e deael Agdt dee] diskd
Aol gmolx WkelSl oM, Raine 5(2006)°]
Q1725 TR ARESRTE # dtellA RPQ
o whgA A FEA FAAC g uF
A4 AlF%=(Cronbach's @)& A#E Ay} 7}
9, 8022 A=Ak

NEO A& 44 A @5F(NEO Adult
Personality Assessment System Short Form
[NEO-Adult-PAS Short Form]). NEO 4J¢l
& 47 7 DR 7ol kel Qb
7} RS NSl AT % s o

A AARg 7o g F84, Qt
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Buss-Warren 344 &= (BWAQ

t

10|
|

=

i<}
et

pi
o

o|J
~

)

ol 7l A4

wl$ ol ~ 5=vj$ gt

(1

CHE3]%, ehglel, 2022),

Ly
a

J

Pz
&

YAE

N
Ho

"

fi]ﬂ, ?—}—-

=]
R

i

4

N

=

w3 Buss9

1+ (Buss, 1961, p. 8),

[e}
)o. 2 FAAE =Wtk Feshbach,

=

o

Aole} Aol

L

L

]_

A, 23 HEe)7, FA

of| A Al A
1969; Forrest et al., 2005).

Warren(2000)

I3

2
4

H
A A %(Cronbach’s )7}

]

2
1l

, 90, 91, 92=

80, .86, .90, 91, .83°]3Att.

-

(o))
=

L

R

|
S

(Cronbach’s a)

o|J

=5t

}‘\l.

7+ 81, .

aie. whebq 7447

2 3

¥
IH

0f
’r

W

1#] =(Cronbach’s o)+

87, .69, .83, 82, 1325

SRR

}

pud

o5
=

A Z F A

gl

z

LA =9} nf
TLIZ} .900]%, RMSEA%F SRMRe] .08 ©]

$zstant 18y BWAQOIA

247}

—_—
o

il

100
17

o

o

Mo

SMSR

08
.08

RMSEA

93
.93

TLI
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CFI
93

z*(df)
2202.815(517)

2052.430(485)

BWAQ
(% 33EF)

BWAQ

03, 2602 SAA 7]EQ
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srmelefelalA] - dg

Ske s 8_?1 -y = E‘i‘
fn ws e waw BT ay
8 sk Rk R Rk ek X E 2 N 1.66 092
10 o e 9 B o] ) 87 1.41 0.82
1 s ek ok ek TR Zo] gith 2 1.49 0.87
17 sk ok wkr BLGE Fo] girk 80 1.66 0.96
:}l;ﬂﬁ 23 o ke ke W]T) 3 AL ek wk x QUL 90 143 0.35
°e 24 sk sk ekprr MRG0 % sk B RIT 91 1.38 0.77
25 sk ok Rk ek B Hro} XT) 57 222 113
17 sololok ook ok 2218 YA oF FHIH ek ks, 64 2.01 1.10
WA B 27 187 545
1 sk ek WA 7)1 S Zoldhrhal s, 63 204 1.07
4 ok s wokk 0] 4 E0] Zh) 92 1.80 093
SISES| 6 sk ek ok ek =4S S Bk 72 222 0.98
A4 20 slok ek ok Rk ok ek TLTR of] 7] 8F Aot} 40 250 1.05
% sokok piok ek ok ek 22241517 o]opr] k) 32 2.80 112
Aol FAA 27 11.35 3.39
3 s ex BP7F XA « s ET) A3 253 1.09
7 sk sowr 317F WOk 32 1.83 1.02
12 Bwg BASEE e o &H 1% 08
L 1907 vk ARt 03 300 104
T 22 s ok ekl ek skok ok 1S JITH 20 1.86 093
29 s ok ek ek skelokok A SREER Zho] =74 71T} 38 135 093
32 sk % opx B0 Sho) 73 1.66 097
By 22419 1097 4.28
sk ek kx 9-0] ol HOlT) 51 2.44 1.06
sk B O]9 QIUFIL sk ks, oA 2.38 1.04
9 sk ok ek ok 2A8F 7HA o] Balo| 2 s} 2 1.89 1.04
16 s ek Rk Rk ek O] 27} LT 61 2.13 1.06
Az 21 sk opk wkx ek B2 7] 20h 16 1.91 1.02
2 sok ok ok okk X218 AVERS WA] ek=r) .30 289 112
31 sk s x wekek eer U] FERS = RS otk 77 1.79 0.96
33 sk ok A|7|Lp AEO| ke, 73 1.90 1.00
4o 7 731 549
13 sk ok ek TR AlEe] 8 whx]A] & 4% Qo) .86 1.58 0.89
14 sk ok wkrk 0 A7 B ek ok ek ok 65 2.06 1.00
15 sok ook kieliolr rkk % ek Q3] 8] HEk 5ro] A8 HHB| wx 61 1.96 0.9
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Validation study of the Korean version

of the Buss—Warren Aggression
Questionnaire(BWAQ)

Minhee Jo Eunji Seong Jonghan Sea
Department of Psychology, Yeungnam University

This study aimed to translate the Revised Aggression Questionnaire (BWAQ) by Buss and
Warren into Korean and to validate the Korean version of the scale using Messick’s (1995)
six aspects of validity, with a focus on structural, external, and substantive validity. The
research utilized confirmatory factor analysis, correlation analysis, and the Rasch model-based
rating scale model. Participants included individuals aged 19 and older from 510 communities,
and data were collected on various forms and levels of aggression, as well as personality
traits, using the BWAQ, STAXI-K, RPQ, and NEO Adult PAS Short Form. The results of
the confirmatory factor analysis identified five factors: physical aggression, verbal aggression,
anger, hostility, and indirect aggression. In contrast to the original version, which includes 34
items across five factors, the Korean version of the BWAQ consists of 33 items distributed
across the same five factors. Correlation analysis with criterion scales confirmed both
discrimination and convergent validity. Applying Rasch-based rating scale models for each
factor revealed that a 5-point rating scale was appropriate. Misfit was detected in two items:
item 2 of the hostility factor and item 3 of the anger factor. Additionally, differential item
functioning was noted in three items: item 7 of the anger factor, item 33 of the hostility
factor, and item 34 of the indirect aggression factor. Finally, the study discusses the
mmplications and limitations of the BWAQ), including its utility.

Keywords: Aggression Questionnaire(AQ), Korean version Buss & Warren Aggression
Questionnaire, BWAGQ), Confirmatory Factor Analysis, Rasch Fating Scale Model
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