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|
HNoZ HE 11335_7]- 9 E]-(Greenleaf 1992a,

1992b). Ad&ol] 23he AA F3ol dish %4,
WEe), 39 27, £1 499l 48 A A

o] E]-(Baumgartner & Steenkamp, 2001; Weijters,
Geuens, & Schillewaert, 2010b). <& E9{, ERS
L mE AR EPel4 $9AT} A

[e]
o
@ 39 Wre 5 Alx Zolth Arse] 7

)
=]

= AEES A4 A9E AW AR
BuE Azel sl5e W oE B
NEO-PI ZAl| A= ARS$} DARSE QIS ]
99 B 0 MBS BY 5E AL 4
AR

A, 98- (reverse scoring) =&l g
0]Z %59|(double agreements)ES A= HHHo|Th
o WHE B SHE WANE T o
FHo =2 da AF8¥Ft(Swain et al, 2008;
Weijters et al.,, 2013). 184 g4 £ ot
=71 AHAY olalEt] oEE & A, A
IEE W ¥ Qo= Red H¥s
Aol AFd AHS FE] = ITh(Weijters
& Baumgartner, 2012). TJE0] S E3lo
geks WAAA A4ael ol%7h T
(Wong 4l 2003). A4 e 5 HE 1) ol
Bl AzolA AN BAZ AFATE A
old), Awrske] Bl ST Loz

R R

P

¢

oju] skl

Al Bk Y89 AMpsk EalEo|

AN A olHAY B )Ee B

o
o
S 9ok
= vt

A AR5

JHA A 23S & uf “of, oA
ATurstal 71Eel Hed BEE
o] ME& 7l°*°lUr AHIE 7

‘417(] R E=THWeijters et al., 2009). & @3,
§]-(sat13ﬁcmg)f£ ZF71 AR _,] °0)2S HA

32}6]&: Z 0] th(Krosnick, 1991). ¥, 94 &
ol 89 © 24 Bapol vHRA Lo
4 230 vEspl ekt dE S0 %
W B U "old Yake Ag 27
ol SR F, U Badl e £4
2 nE AL J)E

A5 B o

a4
9lek AHET 7654
[e=]
=
b o)} e 94

A A2l Meke] Ao, %, ofE HuE Unh}
=)

A Zof

o)l

oA § B4 e g dde

Zlolty. wEhA Weijters 5(2009) & -8

)3k 8-S ZulE ARSO A FE = A A
AR &S 4 Aoty Bokrh Kam $(2021)
9

A& 3t -3 H(misresponse)©|

NgeE B GRols e

BaT. o3z, 54 B4 B0

A7 AlE ZRIolE 553
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Hole esd sl &olok vigols =¥
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—|—' >,\I

40] =dog g 4 k.

37 gth a8y agga 7|71
ofUthy). olH¢ o] fFE T At
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o AZ g2 29ld A" £ 9

ZAAZ Ao (polar opposites) EH
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TFEAL-TH R (multitrait-multimethod:  MTMM) elog Est= HPHO|TKCampbell & Fiske,
e S oy WO WHE =X 1959 Podsakoff et al, 2003). 1LAZ MTMMO|
sof Bl WS 54 /T P 2

Al

o) 2430 AA fels TENFOE 3
3 7 FehE A Enegaced regular items) M ET) 25k AEMY AP A= o3 =g
A48 4 9k chl T g o9 pAdeR ue edde B
A&el w o)F A4 Bolg oA HEd
ook, A Sof, U Al golgpre) g 1 T8 FE FE W] we A s
wele] dEge b U4 meldeld P QURSFE Relde Wy, NE
ol ¥ B2 AER ez WoleoA Eds FYS W] HH 2 RIS
o, e Exe] Wyt A& AHok itk Hojstozx H9Q 35 ~EFY(acquiescent
9

response style: ARS)S U8 Wy FEe|dch
(Billiet & McClendon, 2000). Billiet2} McClendon

!

ol 24
gu 2% 4 gtk w2 ez Ay 200009 &e1A @ QlE A (confirmatory factor
e 7|E A& @3] EAH(not, never ) analysis: CFA) B8 EA Qe A=z =
£ SE Ptk 4 B, ‘v AuAY Ay g EAS s, W gole
dojeprell A vk ARl ol SR vk pg wpas wsgle) PR B4y 2y
I Aot AR E= AU B2ala £Ud o i ] i
5 e e o g A ane 5ol Folstels Rl 4L wUn. o
2 o 2ga 59 0% RAdoble negaion o NAE WE A”le RIEE wI AT
ol AM7E AYE ERAAE EEe g o OF Y FEE ZIss dAske W,
F kel “Ue tE AREF olgEe e RE Ego W 9l RS FUI W
FoRHA = Aol oim). = T2 W 3 57 =2 9 myME +12 aASAT
ol 28 AL ot SO Kam g2 e 3h9 29Y B mro) Bo
Qe ARAeR of £ £ fYl Az o e TS g B3 SuE - o
2 adlel AQArke A RelFged, 18 T T 0FE TN e T M
o o)gidt Azl s 1) Auke 3L &Y T} Billiet®} Davidov(2008)+= ©] E¥S F
549 e Ade Fgshs A¥l dom, 4 AR A8sle] ARS Qo] 40l AH
W B YAV Y vk 2 B Agal okgAe YehithE A4S golstyoh
T e AU S S, A B my pa geim wpn gole] AWS g0
o] o)X A EBzA wio| ATA AE Yo
benel 2o 9 %% 4 S0 504 S Ak EFJAS ARSE Wie B9l FE
AQolAE old &3 A dal ojep ug O T T AeE BAG o ol BE
JE BE HY & gor, o =gxow g  ARlA WE 543 ARy AFH o= 5Y
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AL Yol tKam, 2023 Yo A= N A1 BEY oFH &
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871 SAaf olF

m
o e

= % (stylistic variance)
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5 oEs, B4 54 )
Qe e g ARe
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2001; Weijters et al., 2008). o]&= &
& W& ARl Yehues dibdd &
gatd dd 27]
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& Keniston, 1960). &7 3 2l A X

41 o

(representative indicators for response styles: RIRS)
WS A 543 #dol gle o A&
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2Ee 24V NE BE e 9

by
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=
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A Literature Review on Response Styles in
Surveys and Psychological Assessment:

Causes, Consequences, Detection, Adjustment, and Prevention
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Self-report questionnaires are widely used in social surveys and psychological assessment to measure
individuals’ attitudes, personality traits, values, emotions, and behavioral tendencies. However, self-report
data rely on the assumption that respondents answer items based on their substantive content. When
respondents tend to answer in particular ways regardless of item content, the validity of measurement may
be compromised. One representative phenomenon of this problem is response style. Response styles can be
understood not as random error, but as systematic measurement error arising from various factors,
including individual differences, item format, scale construction, survey context, and cultural norms. This
study reviews previous research on major response styles observed in self-report measurement. Specifically,
it examines key types of response styles, including extreme response style, midpoint response style, and
acquiescent and disacquiescent response styles. It also discusses the causes of response styles, methods for
their detection, statistical correction procedures, and preventive strategies at the stages of scale design and
survey administration. In addition, the study reviews the influence of response styles in the context of
cross-cultural research. Finally, this study presents practical guidelines that researchers and practitioners

should consider in identifying and managing response styles.

Key words : social survey, psychological assessment, response bias, response style, acquiescent vesponding, extreme

responding, midpoint responding, detection, adjustment, prevention, cross-cultural research
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