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1. IZU®HIZ

&I+ 202 LIdHEE BT 2 ETHERARTHY, AMLEEORKEHD 1
Td % (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2003), Z D X 9 2ttt 2R3 2 BT, FiH & AAEMEILE
BREEZRIZLTRY, LY, RFTE, MRETFLE Vo722 < OFEBTHIZE S LT
V5% (Balliet & vanLange, 2013; Loewenstein, Rick, & Cohen, 2008 ; Nihonsugi, Thara,
& Haruno, 2015 ; Nowak, 2006), FHITENLH & ORISR E 2D X 9 7R T T,
&I B & OFGE LR LH1TE) & EFR S5 (Yamagishi, 1998), A EITENIMAE 23 A 4
WZRIMANCIR D B~ 72 6, B b2 OMFICHMMANICIR 55 5 K © 22178 Th 5 (Trivers,
1971), = & OFFBNLIZH 5 — A (Berg, Dickhaut, & McCabe, 1995) THIE X h % =
EBFEAETHD, [FHY — 4 (Trust game : TG) 1E—ANICIZLL T O HETHEM S
%o 2 NTHMICZ2 o T2BMENLTS — 2D FE 52 bz BT 1 NZBE&EHEIT HTHT
F. b1 NTIBe&ZHTHHEEOERNEITH, HitHEII L FOBEE HHF ICHIT
LINBEADFIRITIKT NERET D, HIEENBE&L Tk Lcda. oiE T
. MAEFLCFOBEEZDOEEZITRY ., EBE T L22, B&LHITZ5LE. 1A
FlB&IX 3 BOBFELE o THEFICHE SN D, RIZ, HEFITZ T8 LT
TFOBE&E R LE&FEZ, AR LHEITEEOR T L2050, b LIIETFEI
I hERD D, SEENFICICE LZSGAIE., EEEIL0 M, SREIXIBe 2 2%%
JED Z &2 D, THIEEOITENL, fFFROBELAMG CTE 208 FICE Y OFIS %
TRDITE I b=, [FfITENE L CTEF TX 5 (Gunnthorsdottir, McCabe, & Smith,
2002), — T, BEOITEN., FHFOFMBRITENCERN D 72O H & b FIMLA IR
LEIME I DERD DI, HEITEIE L TEFR TE S (Falk & Fischbacher, 2006),
IO AT, THREE IR, AREIH T L ETFHIT L2 061E FrltkerikT &
D BMHFICTHT 2T BRRIRIIREN, —, SEENBEZETHREDSDICT S L
THIT 270X, HAEHIXBE&E FrICE LEFBRRRRIIRE W, 20, JHER T
DEF O N EMFT AL AICEEITENZ L 5 & 2 5 b (Eckel & Wilson, 2004),
Johnson & Mislin (2011) IZfEHHY — LA TEFEE ITBE& LRI L, EEILTAEMICKRD
BHZLEWLMNMTLTND,



88

IO DOITENIIEAENGFET D22 L I ONICR->TEY, ZOBERD 1 DI
N—F U T ¢ 73% % (Borghans, Duckworth, Heckman, & Ter Weel, 2008; Ferguson,
Heckman, & Corr, 2011; Heckman, 2011; Ibafiez et al., 2016; Zhao and Smillie, 2015),
FEATHFZE ClE, (AT E) & Bigs o4 mtE, 1 FR Pk 23 1IE @ B E# % 77 L (Miller and
Schwieren, 2012), A AIPEREWVANIZEHFELEBET LI ERHLNICR>TND
(Haring , Matsumoto, & Watanabe, 2013), A EITE)Tix Bigd OWFatE, HfAEME H 23
BIE A 7R L, MRIEM 235 < . WhaRtEDMEW ANIEZE 5 TRWA LD HIRHATE DI
ZEDBPBMNT R > T 5 (Thielmann & Hilbig, 2015; Lonnqvist, Verkasalo, Wichardt,
& Walkowitz, 2012), Z D K 5 \ZfH N OPEAS KL EBITEC A EITE 2 THRIT 2 28,
BREZ RIS RUWEHEBFIEL, 2D 1 DL LTHA anev—n3bd,

P A A —FH ORI ORKRI, ks, WO K, EHIR 725k N BEfR o 1 2
DTERWE WS TR % b > (Bamvita, Larm, Checknita, Vitaro, Tremblay, Coté,
& Hodgins., 2017; Glenn, Efferson, Iyer, & Graham 2017; Hare, 1998; Rilling, Glenn,
Jairam, Pagnoni, Goldsmith, Elfenbein, & Lilienfeld, 2007), £7=. *F ABfRIZEHWTIE
HOH O, i Z28ET 5, FREEA KR U, #hamy - (ER e RO E R T
LM & % (Blair, Mitchell, & Blair, 2005), = ® X 5 72 FE & o A 230 — (3 tha
29 ELHIETET, LIS RITE L2V KT & Id, Ll ZiubDFf
L, #HE22EL KON bHDLRESL > TWVD & IiLdH (White, 2014), — DO A%
XL LI T, A a x—BaB 0 AEWA LY SNADY Lo~ T —
LT ATEIDMEL Y (Malesza, & Kaczmarek, 2020; Testori, Harris, Hoyle, & Eisenbarth.,
2019), U AZATE LTV Z E 3R S LTV S (Maes, Woyke, & Brazil, 2018), 24
O ORERIT, YA TN — I ORI A BT B S ORI & HfEde & L7827 9
7o, MEOFEEFEmD D LI BRFMATENIL 2 W2 LR LTS, Len-sT, ¥
/1’ A= FFICB ORI A D TERD KO REEITEN S MEN LW Sz ERICE

BLET) AEATHOE L L 04T 2 &R eEE2x bbb, A a v —dn & E

178, BLOAEEITEIOBEZ MG L7228 Tk, A a2 X — A Emuv & A EITE)
EATORNI & BEITE L IIBEEZ RISV ERB] 607 > TV 5 (Ibéfiez et al.,
2016; Driessen et al., 2021), LU, Ibafez etal. (2016) Tix, FEITE). I L OAEIT
OV A I —HEE TRILTEY, LEERBTENGENE 25 L T0EMNE
IINIARHTH D, —F T, Driessen etal., (2021) 1X, V1 =X —H[[ 2 AEITENC R
BLELXDMMEIDERFTLTND, DEV, A a5 —lHm & AEITEOREIZD
WT, BATMEDORRIZ-HL TV bOORERN LD, ZNHbDZEnb, P a1
a N —EH i EEEITE., B X OAEEITEOREOR ENHEEICASND O TR
WREMER B D, £ T ARWFE TR, FBATHIE & RRRIZEE S — 2 2 W T A axs—
A OmWANIE, BWAL Y S AEBEITEZITHhT, EEITEE IAEEZ RIS RV E D
TATH R DORER DB CTE AN EIDRFITTHZ L2 BB E LT,
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2. Hik

2-1. &m#&

s2MEOY 7 NV—NIIZ TR = T H—ERAD 1 DTHDHZ T RT—T A
(https://crowdworks.jp/) Z FHH\ T, FEhE L=, ZMEFILZ 77 RU—7 ZADOBINEHE
YA bDY 7 POERMRICEE T 5720004 MZT 7' A Lz, FEBRIZIE 400 42
SIMUT=D, 13 40 HERBREZE X 72720, o bIiERs Lz, Lie- T, AKif
FECR T HBMEIE. B 3874 (B 161 4, Lkth221 4, REES4). FEER
40.98 1% (SD=9.77) Th o7, AL 202243 H 16 HIZHEEZITW A HIZK T L7,

2-2. EERIR™E

FEBRFEEIT Qualtrics (https://www.qualtrics.com/) TIERK L, 4> 7 4 v ECHEi L7,
ZINEE. ERBBANCREFICRE Lz, £0%, 585 — A, Levenson Self-Report
Psychopathy Scale H AGER., —AxAIEEEIZ B3 2 BRIATIC[EE LTz,

2-3. BT —L

FHE7 — LTk, ERENOHIT DA L0202 AT 1,000 ISz, THT 25 NI
EBRENDHZ DB %E 7T H AT 100 F725 1,000 OB TH L BIEIT 50 b
LIEFRICETNERE LTz, HITDZARBLHETHE, 2025 NFHET b
BHE IS LI L ot xR o TV 1,000 A2 R L@z, B EHHIT S AT
S BFDNIFT D0 FIRIIKT DB RO T, 70T D NOEFTHMS 152 FV TRIE Lz,
HRIIE I TR 2 AR D ATREMED & 2 @B TS LT, T SRS E 5§50
ZEET LD THD, BIEIL. RETAT 5 NOKRE ZHBANATV, TOEIT DA
DEENZAT > Te, AR TIE, T 5 ADNRT B0 M2 FEITE, 5025 A085
RO PR MEIS 2 EEATE & LTl Tz,

2-4. Levenson Self-Report Psychopathy Scale

A a3 —fEHAE, Japanese version of the Levenson Self-Report Psychopathy Scale
(LSRP) % MW CHIE L 7= (Levenson, Kiehl, & Fitzpatrick, 1995; Osumi et al., 2007), =
DRI, —RMEY A a3 — L TR A axs—20 9 200 TLRENREEN
Do —RMEY A AN =T 16 HE, ZRMEY A a =T 10 HANLR D, BINHEIL,
FHBACH L T4HE (L THEFICHLTTESRY b4 BEFICHTIEES]) TH
BT,

2-5. —IREMERERE
—REVEBUISEATE TV O 5 A 7k (1 Ta< 2 2 Bbwn) 726 7. 58
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<% 92895 )) ®RE (Yamagishi, Akutsu, Cho, Inoue, Li, & Matsumoto, 2015) IZ[F1% L
77
2-6. WAFEMHEE

ABF7EIE, KK N EFREFEER O fa B A 2 B2 0K (HB021-130) #5217 TFE
M S A7,

3. FER

AW T, BT — A CTHTPBICHHT &2 EEITE L L T- 72, BEITEIOY
Bt asd, HEATE O EHRMEEIS, BXOLSRP, — &MY A 23— kMY
A AR —OFBE L EEMEAE AR 1 ITRT,

® 1 BEBOVHE, B X OEEERE

B4 EHIE (SD) B (o)
BHEITE CEXRILeAE) 514.47 (385.15) -
AEITEY CEEHRHERIS) 38.7 (12.71) -

— RS 3.94 (1.19) .90

LSRP 1.81 (0.33) .82

— UMY A TR — 1.78 (0.34) 74
THRNEY A TRy — 1.81 (0.41) 71

JeATHFSE (Ibafiez et al., 2016; Driessen et al., 2021) & [EEEOFERDFI TEZ 20 E 9
ERETT 27212, ERITEIZ1EB A, LSRP, —fXAVEHZ M2 ¥ L L CEREF
T EAT T2, T ORER, —EEEHO =R (b= .25, p <.001, 95% CI [0.15, 0.35])
WA 57, —FC. LSRP O EZE (b= -.02, p = .68, 95% CI [-0.12, 0.08]) (24 &
TR o7, TIZLSRP & —WMEt A 2y — ZRPEY A a v —ItExnEnEz
THMEATS TR, EHL0FMRLAE TR o72 (ps > .05), AEATENZIEIEZ
. LSRP, —xAUEMHAMNIEE L L CEBYROITEZIT o7, T OFER. LSRP O+
HE (b=-21, p < 001, 95% CI [-031, -0.11]) AT ET 7= —H T, — RIS 15
£ (b=.09, p=.08,95% CI [-0.01, 0.19]) iFHE TiX7eho7, HIZ LSRP % — kM A
aN— RSV A NI ENRENE X TN EAT o To kbR, — kMY A 230 —
DERE (b=-22, p < 001, 95% CI [-0.32, -0.12]). “ UMW A /3 —D TN (b= -.14,
p =.009, 95% CI [-0.24, -0.03])) WA EZ 572, ZNHOFERIL, A a X —HHnomE
WANFIRWA LY b EETEZThnWZ &, BEITEHEEEEL RN EE2RLTE
V. JEATHFSE (Ibafez et al., 2016; Driessen et al., 2021) OfE R4 FHELTX 7=,
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4. %

pih

ARFFEIL, YA a X —HARE O NFENA LY b EETEEThRVWI &, [F
1T8E) & IXBEE 2 R S/ & D JefTAFSE (Ibafez et al., 2016; Driessen et al., 2021) O
ERHHTEDLINE I DERF LD, ABFEORER., A 2 30— a s mo TR
ALY S HETEAZTOT, FEITE S IIREEE RIS R0, RSO RIL T
FEORERLFRETH o722 LD, A 2/ — A E O N IE SRR IES
BNEINTHRRLETDLZL1E2L<, BOORRERKILLE S LT 2HMMzH D
ZEERBELTWD, ZIUL, ROV A a8 —DEG (e.g., Hare, 1998) & —H L T
BY, YA 2~ B OEO AR A XY b A BRI 2 B3R T 5478 (White, 2014)
0. AEEREBERIRIC BT DRV 2 & (Gervais et al., 2013;Rilling et al., 2007) &
LEEAVENR D D, LTeD o TV A a0 —OfTEYF BRI T & OBRMEZR SI13B BT,
BEAR IR D FNE L CHEMINZR A ORISR A IBRT 2 L )10 d, 20X D RITHE)
B oA 2y — %, F L ORMNBERAFE 2N TETHIBICHEIETE
WEBz N5, L, 2B T 2% A 28— A O mW A — ERAFAET
5L BRI EILTVW D (Hall et al., 2006), TERDH A 2,30 —(ZBT 2 BLER Y 22 Fufi
AT, 2O X I ANLBREFET 5O OV TEFBATE /2y, 2EV, P4 =
PR D E W ADPAER IS T 72013t E & ORI AREREEL LERD D
EEZEZLNDN, YA 3/ — RO E W AN R ZRBIREZIT DI o0 TE
RFATHD, 1 DOFFEMEE LT, YA 230 — 3 & OBIFRMEICIE U CERSAICTT
AR LNTELHT ENEXHBND, Osumi & Ohira (2017) 14 A =/ —
M DOEWATH > THRKAFEFIZITFMMAICIRSEES Z 2oL T0n5D, Fio,
Gervais, Kline, Ludmer, George, & Manson (2013) 1T+ = /3> — g3 @ NTHEF
& OFER LM EAERANECE RV ITIERNNCIED S 2, M TE A
B INCIRD 8D Z L 2H O LTWD, ZAbLDOREIE, A a s —3HFL
O BRMEIC IS U CHISAICE B EZ L CW D ATREME 2 RIR L T\ 5, ABFZE TOEHE
F—LOMTE, FA—OERBRIZSMLTWAIOSMETHSH EHRL TR, FFKH
WZZEDOHFLOMAEERZT 5008 9 DOFFHEIZIRY 72 ARV, BT — 2280 T
H JeATHFZE (Gervais et al., 2013; Osumi & Ohira, 2017) & [AERICAH T & DBIFRIE % HaiE
TR EEMICIES 25 aRetEn b 5, 72, BHOFGEZMTICERD L O Inkxihil
MES — AT A a R —HE B REWATH > THRIMMNICIR DS Z LB 50T
725 Cu % (Osumi & Ohira, 2017), & iEMES — 2L 2 AT TITHORE S —LTH Y |
RFCHE LT-&8E S 5 H N2 T AN DESET 20 ERET D, 2P ANTSHA.
BAWIOE SN2 GFEEZ TR0, G LSS, BAWCZITRL SN0 M &
5, DFEY . A IR —HFHANE O NTRGEEES —ACZB T, B HOFGES
DT DI HNZ W /) LT vTReME D B 5 (B — A TIHEHEE I FICB &L THIT



92

Molzb LTH, BB — 20X ICHEHOZITMOBEEER D) Z LT RVWA,
A AN PERIEICE R ET 5 O THIITHTF L OBRMEZBET 2 2 L T, Kk
WET — A LRI IR 2 3 0 WREMEDR H D, DFE VD, AFSEORERIL, HF L
DR 72 AAEH O IR ME S | PRI AEER R CTERWHFEThH 72720
KPR O IR D BN E LT B2 o b, L L, BT — A8V TREERMEL
BELBRIC, ER L2 XD RIBDBNET 20 E D NI AATH L7120, %M
HMEND D,

AWZETIE, A I —HAAEOANTENAL Y bEETE 2 TbRnw &, F
FEATED & X R 2 7R S 7220 &0 D JEfTHFSE (Ibafez et al., 2016; Driessen et al., 2021) @
FERNFB SN, —F T, RO IR 72 BER %29 2 alRetE MKV T
Thol-l=, WIEHNCRICHNIE D B> - REVEN B 5, A 1%ITMT & OBMRME 21
ELTE BT, A a s —DITENRENT 20 E )0 EmetdT o0 B8R’ H 5, £,
A ARy — EAERATEY O B 2 BT L 7RI e e A 38— DFTE RIS
B L CIIARBR AN, A a X —OfTEFEEEZH LN 5 2 &%, A1 a3y —
WIS PREMEIZIE N D 7205 % bkt L TRET L TS BER H 5,
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Do Psychopathy Trust Others?

Kuniyuki NISHINA

Cooperation with others is an essential characteristic of human society, and trust and reciprocity
play an important role in such a society’s formation. Trust behavior is defined as the behavior of
entrusting one’s own gain to others in situations in which one’s own gain could be compromised.
Reciprocal behavior is defined as behavior through which one acts altruistically toward the other
when the other acts altruistically toward oneself. These behaviors can be measured by trust games
and have been studied in various areas. Individuals’ personality traits influence differences in
trust and reciprocity. However, there are also characteristics that do not show an influence on
these behaviors, one of which is psychopathy. Psychopathy is characterized by the maximization
of self-interest, callousness, lack of empathy, and inability to establish long-term interpersonal
relationships. Psychopaths with these traits are said to be unable to adapt well to society. On the
other hand, these traits are also present to some extent in the general population. It has been shown
that those with higher psychopathy behave more selfishly than those with lower psychopathy.
These results suggest that psychopaths are less likely to engage in altruistic behavior that enhances
the interests of others because they put their own interests first or disregard the interests of others.
Thus, psychopaths are unlikely to engage in either trust or reciprocal behaviors. The relationship
between psychopathy and trust behavior has also been examined, with the results indicating that
individuals with higher psychopathy have no reciprocal behavior and no association with trust
behavior compared to individuals with lower psychopathy. However, attempts have not been made
to replicate these results. The purpose of the present study was to examine whether the results of
a study showing that individuals with high psychopathy tendencies do not engage in reciprocal
behavior more than those with low psychopathy tendencies, but do not show an association with
trust behavior, could be replicated. A total of 387 monitors recruited by a crowdsourcing company
participated in the online questionnaire and economic games. The results of this study replicated
the finding that those with higher psychopathy did not engage in reciprocal behavior more than
those with lower psychopathy and that it is not associated with trust behavior. These results suggest
that those with higher psychopathy did not reciprocate cooperative behavior from others, but tend
to maximize their own benefit. In other words, the behavioral principle of psychopathy is to pursue
short-term self-interest as rational behavior, without considering one’s relationships with others.
However, we cannot rule out the possibility that psychopathy was strategically selfish behavior.
Future studies should examine whether a psychopath’s behaviors change after manipulating the
relationship with the partner.

Keywords: psychopathy, reciprocal behavior, trust behavior, trust game



