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BEFERIEREHTENDE - BRAR AR AE R B AR E A
FHA%E  CAZRETTHEERAERE

AARKEZEAGrARREREREEMEL S HERBT (1) & F
%38 % 7 Decision Making & B B AT E % £ > THREBOR RBRE - FRK
EZENALAEREEH - (2) £ EFEH £ Information Gathering 171 B H 3LAAS
HHEE THERETHRAKRFIZHEGERF TR - (3) FEMH 44 Social
Interaction 3 B i LA H % £ > THEFTRESFHAS - FRZHALF EAA
£ BARGREAXTERMEER > $QEEEZARE B THIREA K
WHEA > LEEFERAMARBERATALEENAKRACHL  TRAHRA

BHEELEE  FTRBEFREREMTEIDY
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Exploring the relationship between large-scale information project user satisfactions and
the personality traits of members from their linguistic features
MASTER DEGREE OF BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
DEPARTMENT OF INFORMATION MANAGEMENT
NATIONAL TAITWAN UNIVERSITY
JUNE 2018
ADVISOR: DR. Houn-Gee Chen

The main purpose of this research is to explore the relationship between large-
scale information project user satisfactions and the personality traits of members. This
research wants to explain when the personality traits of project team members do not
match scholars’ recommendations, how the gaps between will affect user satisfactions.
This research studies the case “Tax information system integration and reengineering
plan” to find if there are certain gaps in MBTI personality traits that may bring
influences to user satisfactions by analyzing project team members’ linguistic features.
Specifically, this research claims that whether there are gaps between the actual
personality traits of project team members and the scholars’ recommendations will
affect project user satisfactions.

In this study, the project team is divided into team leaders and programmers. The
analysis showed that: (1) If there is a gap in team leaders’ “Decision Making”
personality trait dimension, it may lead to biased decision making and unwillingness to
adjust decisions based on the circumstances of the project. (2) If there is a gap in team
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leaders’ “Decision Making” personality trait dimension, it may cause the problem that
the eventual system does not meet users’ requirements perfectly. (3) If there is a gap in
programmers’ “Social Interaction” dimension, it may cause a lack of consensus on
cooperation mechanisms, project scheduling, and work relationships between users and
programmers. Finally, we provide advices that when conducting a project team, not only
the technical skills but also the personality traits of a team member needs to be
considered. Only when there are no gaps between the personality traits of project team
members and the scholars’ recommendations will the project user satisfactions not be

affected.

Keywords: User Satisfactions, Project Team Members’ Personality Traits, Gaps in

Personality Traits, Linguistic Features
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F—F &

¥

F—h AT REGH

WRBARAE  LFRBRBE D ERERBTRERTRAT N LR MNALME

B ELE > EERIFHRFEE (Han and Huang, 2007; Wallace, Keil and Rai, 2004 )
HEEAERR Lol TRENEERY - BEETNALB Y UABITHFEHTIE
% £ Z 6934 (Barki, Rivard and Talbot, 2001; Gemino, Riech and Sauer, 2008 ) ° &

NERAGHBEEZERTI A —BAHEENBERE > LEZHNARADERA LK

E

BEAZGAREDS HBEWMHBAERE  SREIFALHELEAHE £2
BEABRAEANEE PSR EHEERUA EZHHE
THEXREERZEGRBGABEY - BRAFTA - AEBRNERAES
Ve XA T AE % 4 & £ B 42 (Bradley and Hebert, 1997; Faraj and Sproull,
2000) > HHFREEE R ol TFEREGRRETRISEZNEE L HRK
BILRZEARES  HEERNEART RSB RF S MAT THRETRALS
Y FREBARBLMBEZEE GG AR RKE RO R B AR ETIR
W BRAETHTARBEORBARBGE  eHEREGREEARE LT
(Heslin, 1964; Kozlowski and Bell, 2003 ) » B sbho 75k 5 A8 AR 45 H 6 i B 4
REG > FAREZORE S M EEARERNFTXEE S8 RRAH A
BTk A FE Ao~ o E ~wRERR EFPEERP LT TR PARER
REEAHOBENAKREHNFESERAETR > BERLREEHNEERT L
HramamEERegl £ -
Bl e R LABRREGARBEER? ARAREDAHAMAEZ T QER

Lo TR L CIERE - BAA R E ALY (Huangetal, 2012) ° #A %
1
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HBHBEBTHRE B —EFAZTROMN A —BFRE - FHEN T b7 AR
B EE TR RERN A B RS (Pennebaker and King, 1999 ) » it B

YES B R AR T A (Funder, 2004) » B b AR 5 8744 5 % B Bk

Boy OB e A AKEE S RN OB THAIENRAS X TFHNE > ™
ARG EREERYETHY BORRREAEENETATERARSYE A

MEHRELS  BINE - ABAHRLAAK S & 8@ E43E (Huang et al.,
2012)

M AT @S » REABRRBOARBE TR ERRES > AZRHRITHAR
PRRTEERACE RG> REFREHIHF LA E (Gorla and Lam,
2004) 0 4wt A RER RALEA LM ER 28 — ARV ENERZRE ALY
M MEEWERIMEALRE > SARRRITT TR ERE? AFRH
B EMS TABBERE > TERAARTAEBBEEIRLENE —
FEM KRAETREEZARORE XD OB THMG AL » EMFHF LY
AFE S ER TR EEREHRER
$=8 MEEY

RETHRRAABEIwMBEREEAERERL ARSI EREH
BIEE > FAREERMACLHHNOETHM > bk TREEE R ALE
B UERAAZHEROEFAGARS T AR %ELE  RAEREHER
RELHE BEKRAALRGORAFIHEFEENAARN - LEZAK
AHGEE @ Pim A TR B RARKE S ZA M > b TRERR@AZK

AEREEEMGE  REFEARYGETEFRHEA GCBAKE LR BEET KR

ME - BEEAEREEIVE -
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K EAMEMALMEEEL h@adaikiBEz $EAKRE
MR WTRAMEREBREEIWESRE - AR AT R B MBI TR
"TRRERNARE S BEIMERET RS E ) ARA - AARE S AR EEE
53197 ERMBEA=ZF > ANEMBIHEZEIRAERT R A
RERA AT R B BRAF R R R B BRI BE 093 3 Bk 0 S BB ERB E AR
o HHBRABLEENAKNZBHEHAEA  FEEESHRT O - TEME
FhEER (ROH) - HERAFHERARHETHH  F—RIBLELZEOH
BHE - ERAHMHUFELEXRILHES  RERGELZASEM A A
AN s RS FRBAEZZBROERTES > ATHRANEMGAHLIZERLREE
BRIHEASKRAA BRZFHEME > MB R KERELA K LR B EIE
B ERRUHFERE REEMERZER ARORAN - RERETE T EA]
BHGBANEY (HERAMNIHEE—) -

KR AL BAF 35 B R4 0 kA Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count ( LIWC )
XFRMFE oA EEERERERNY  REARTHEETES L RS
DR H T RRABMEO B THY > LE2FURRE A OB THURAKSEY
Z e f% o BB BT X T EE R E E A E £ Myers-Briggs Type Indicator
(MBTI) 24 % > B ATHRASIY » T ARFBELH G RERFER
HMEZEEABRBEARFTAR  MALBETHEEABRARGTaRAEHE2
RARTGAHLEZ  — P o WHEAFZEARLABO TR THFRIENERE 3
BEMSH NS EREAZARA  AEEZEAGAMOEEBTH RT
RBEOEREHEEATXHNZREAMR BB AR TS ERYE -

AR T2 R R FE R B 1E T BT R R B A

H BEBHRASEMERBAHEEEARGTE RAGK LREEEEER F 0
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Wk 0 MR Ky i 2 A RIRT R A B R F o945 A E o AT B FRR,
BHRHEZHABBFEDE  Iwcs P e TR THELL  REXARAZRAYE
MEZEAGELE AARGOAREEENE —FRABF T 2RO EE
FELE OB THMIAREEZ M 0 Ao OB T HBO TR REKE
REEABRAZIARKE X =ZFNBRARG OB THBOM HEREKA 8
BE > BN EETHEERHARBAZHEEARENASL > FOTAEZREE
BB 0BT HMME AR LGB ER LG RER > BBTHERZREEZIER
BAKEE 2 M Beh  FAFRAGHALHR S RALARENELE
SR —KHRFR RUEAARECTREBEERSOBERZAAETRAREA LS

WHESBIE - BBRBRODEMHSE > AR RETREBAVETREE -
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F—F XRREH

%—# MBTI &%

Carl Jung 4£ 1990 & o2 5 7 =T LA A 4875] R A & A8 09 A 45
(Jung, 1990; Quenk, 2009; Rushton et al., 2007 ) > 3t B4 3 X7 Jung 893 %A %
PM2HETTHE RETRA—HROBEAFE 2k flobt e 2HRET
1 8 A A5 E (The Big Five Model, FFM ) ( Costa and McCrae, 1992 ) #. &
B4e% Jung $9XEsmmiR i - ZBEKRBBRIBAMOARKEE > 24
Openness ~ Conscientiousness * Extraversion * Agreeableness ~ #1 Neuroticism ;
Keirsey #1 Bates #4932 3.2 7 Jung 8932 % (Keirsey and Bates, 1984 ) > {24/ &
— RO E R AR RRRAMS R T WY > 4 Artisans ~ Guardians
Rationals ~ #= Idealists 5 % #h — & =& B H> Jung 89323 6938 A Myers 4= 1 49
Myers-Briggs Type Indicator (MBTI) &% (Myers, 1962) &8 & & A Wi &
#78 AKAFE » &4 Extrovert ¥ Introvert 1 & ~ Sensing #Z Intuitive & &
Thinking $Z Feeling & & ~ 2 & Judging 2 Perceiving & & °

AT ARAAM G T L =8 A H IR R F AR A 69 MBTI 2
# (Wiesche and Kremar, 2014 ) » 3§ Cruz 4 2015 4% 19,000 /& 3% X 49 % 45
H o A A% I T AR By AASATH E R A MBTL > ™A 9%{E A 2 MBTI 484
#) Keirsey Temperament Sorter > 5 M # 19%4% A FFM (Cruz et al., 2015 ) > # 43t
ERE MBTI BAMHRARBIRBMOATTEE ANFEERL B
# FFM #2 MBTI & £ 69353t 4 2 B3P XA E 2% 2 FFM 09 A K A E
MEHAEDOEE > TRRERAFELAFSLRABEES A TRY > MERT L

FasP s R > 12 MBTI w B @ B ¥ 398 MR B 4647 - R BFHR
5

doi:10.6342/NTU201801160



P2k B 2@k ehsF4E (Farhangian et al., 2016 ) » B st A#F % R4k A MBTI & &4

HEAFH SR -

MBTI & & %18 A45 8 » R w8 & 2t 7% & Extrovert 2 Introvert 1)

J ~ Sensing £ Intuitive %) & ~ Thinking #1 Feeling & & ~ YA & Judging 1

Perceiving ® & » B8 & & ¥ A 48 R 6 MAEARS 4 0 & 2-1 514 7T wiE& Zag/

B BwEGELERT T ANEREGAREE > flho A £ E @ E T a8

%l 7 4% ) Extrovert ~ Sensing ~ Thinking ~ ¥ Judging > A &) MBTI & & % R 7 XA

B A EST)» AT A T+ FE T 4809 MBTI A4 38 £ % 22 -

% 2- 1 MBTI E & & EN4

AAE 4R o B

Frl

Fi 2

Social Interaction

Extrovert (E)

AH& 45 E AR & Outside
World > 38 % 2 #Bh #) RR
R AR R R T

)

Introvert (1)

AF& 45 E 1 %) Inner

World » 3@ % ¢ #Bh &9 R IR
AR B BTFRA

WA

Information Gathering

Intuitive (N)
4% A%~ M RA

3 ) e R

Sensing (S)
M LEFT - 2RBT

B R DL ~ FAE R b B

Decision Making

Thinking (T)

W B2 8 SR AT B A2 R A A

Feeling (F)
REBAAKE CHRA
TAHAMUOA R » B 5 T H R

)

HirR

R
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KA H e L R 2

Dealing with the Judging (J) Perceiving (P)
External World AEPRIR EATIRET 0 BAME | BUERE BEAEE
39 3R T HEAR G P A T AE ) iE TR

% 22 +754 MBTI AR E

ISTJ ISFJ INFJ INTJ
ISTP ISFP INFP INTP
ESTP ESFP ENFP ENTP
ESTIJ ESFJ ENFJ ENTIJ

AETAERAGARBTEY  AEERABLESHBELNEREF
IST) BB ERAFR > 45T 25%  FEf& & 16%49 INTJ > 9%49 ENTP > f &
Thinking #v Judging & W18 45208 5 & K 69 A45H (Bush and Schkade,
1985) 5 AINGHEHEH —RAALE Y TR EITHL > 3 ISTI ~ INTP
INT] =AM E ARE LY > SARRMAE TARB—F gtk RE - ™ ESFI
ISFP ~ # ENTP 2 = AR H A A B RALAT (Buie, 1988) 5 dizbZHny
TR T ANRAKGE BRI > L EETRRAE LN ~ BRALA
MABRSHFEARFTEOATRE -

F8 aETHE

Freud % & 4% i " Slips of the Tongue ;| #9# 5 > #5IL EAMAE A OE T
B B@EARATEEZEL —LRAE™A THRAHR (Freud, 1901)  Anriathey o
BRLE CAZEWNET —ENBEIM AL SHEENOEHRTNERITY

Mo BRERREE PHERRFEEEAEFAS TEE ) RS E - L
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RHUBCHEMAHKES R AR AARRECCHEFA LB S 5E%E
( Gottschalk and Gleser, 1969; Gottschalk et al., 1958 ) ; #1548 H S H T 5 —
EXARGH ik RERRUASHT AT R 2HRAHB R T HTHES A
R E S FEHK A& (Mergenthaler, 1996) ; LA 2F5 M RB X RE F 1 HF KoL HL 5
BERXERE LB EERRGHARER DL LA M (Pennebaker and
Beall, 1986) -
LHARERTEBNH OFTRT AL CIERE > MEAAMEDZTH
FEREEFHE-RHERX > REHEE HoZToms EAAH - #lk
" Linguistic Fingerprinting | % 4% F 2 547 86 A4 6948 A% (Hart, 1984) ~ %
# A oAy a4z X B8 6947 A 45 (Rigby and Hassan, 2007; Licorish and
MacDonell, 2014b ) * Pennebaker 3% 2 » B 2 1322 ;2% — B A P30 B A8 115 4 &
ICHMAT RN REAES A > RboE Tt SmianEggdis it
BALEHEBOEZEAUTAANBENCHELHAN 2 — (Tausczik and
Pennebaker, 2010 ) °
WO HSARABEL OB THRERAABAOER > B RRE TR
W, MERE SHARERARAESNBUGRKRSE T R H— ABRA (1,
L) LBl ERE  RXIABRAEQRASEENBIERET A= AR
%33 (he, she, they...) B9t & %% (Gunschetal., 2000); & ShEH A RBERE
RAE LT E A ARG FHE > FETRXNAREH > X FTEAR
$H - ABEBRF BEARD FZABEBRTF > ML B TANE AL
B OB TR e AR B ERTEER > AR LRI UREN
L HERA LS F = AHBEHNRF (Kowalski, 2000)

FEeAREMAMEEZR KX EEF > LA FSHH OB T A RS
8
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B Bl AMERLEFHOER  BEW AT BRRF 232 E — BB
GRE HEABERE (but, without, exclude...) » RAZE A EBFLFETE » L&
187 5 45 A B33 (Newman et al., 2003) 5 5 — B 5] F & & AMP] &3 B i il —
HEHEEE M R EMERE (and, also, although...) (Graesser et al., 2004) > ,
HRBARBEEMOH L —HFRE > TREEA E 56033 (to, with,
above...) (Hartley, Pennebaker, and Fox, 2003 ) °

BRLAR O3B 3 AR A A4t R IR G » AT R AR T 0B 5 458l
FEAKBEHERZ OB > ko ¥ A # B 243 KLIWC (Korean
LIWC) #4TFF % > 313 535 2 4580 Myers-Briggs Type Indicator (MBTI) &
REGEWMB > FRT KLIWC ¥4 8B4 £ ) — 8 MBTI A4 E &
FE# BA % B % > 19]4o Ratio of Phrases ¥1 Sensing i 181%) £ & i B 8 (Lee et al.,
2007) °

MmAE 2016 FA S & KNATH AR > Rt — F 14 EAB18 200 frfk A &8y o
BT AL AR LIWC 3B 247 » X8 T 2 MBTI 2 & &9 w18 &) BT AE A Bl 69
P LIWC $83] » 3454 2 T B #1530 > 54w Perceiving & 18 &) B w82
Assent ~ Common Verb ~ Family * ¥ Humans & W848 %] % & 48 B (Farhangian et
al., 2016) > ZFA K MM ABERIIER 2-1 © AR R ET RIE AR TE

H—8 > LEeE

e

VERFF RILE A X B 2 FRIE -
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Personality Correlation

Introversion words > 6 letters (-0.167) cognitive processes (0.194) humans (0.133)
dictionary words (0,153) cause (0.189) present tense (0.178)
unique words (- 0.238) insight (0.138) inclusive (-0.166)

discrepancy (0.161) occupation (-0.2)

negate (0.241) tentative (0.2) school (-0.151)
number (0.147) hear (0152) job (-0.219)
negative emotion (0.204) social (0.132) music (- 0.168)
anxiety (0.147) common verbs (0.135) body (0.146)
sad (0.177)

Sensing we (-0.158) cause (-0182) sports (0.141)
optimism (0.139) occupation (0.145) colon (0.173)

Feeling words > 6 letters (- 0.191) certain (0.166) feel (0.136)
unique (0.165) time (0.201) body (0.192)
1(0.147) job (- 0.175) sexual (0.215)
self (0.144) money (- 0.181) sleep (- 0.246)
effect (0.150) physical states and functions exclamation points (0.181)
positive emotion (0.185) (0.244) other P (-0.132)
positive feeling (0.244)

Perceiving assent (-0.134) common verb (-0.180) family (-0.145)

humans (-0.15)

2-1 MBTI & % #2 LIWC 4] Bl 3¢
A # R R © Farhangian et al., 2016
F£ =8 LIWC
Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count (LIWC ) 4R % #1E A 6) X F o547 T &

(Pennebaker et al., 2015) > &3 % 2 X F& AAR B 699t % S 4% A (Burke et al.,
2007; Ellison et al., 2013; Lampe et al., 2014; Mitra and Gilbert, 2014 ) ° 3XF 547
T A& F & & Pennebaker (9 EHRFRE > RR AV BOHETHE > ARAFZHE
B X AP EwmE g meg s 8 38y Lk (Tausczik and Pennebaker, 2010 ) » M 4&
i Pennebaker #2482 F HERF 0B H IR AR BT Y FHAET 0 B L LIWC

( Francis and Pennebaker, 1993 ) ~ LIWC 2001 ( Pennebaker, Francis, and Booth,
2001 ) ~ LIWC 2007 ( Pennebaker, Booth, and Francis, 2007; Pennebaker et al.,

2007 )~ £ B A& #49 LIWC 2015 (Pennebaker et al., 2015) » R F 4B E ek ey

f£ ~ %% % (Huangetal., 2012) e

il

LIWC T A o A2 X £ 52 g3 s (Dictionaries) WEX > EEF X A

BRAETEIANFTETHFHEE  —RIFHEBAXRS BRI IA  FXAT
10
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BB ey E R m A b e E AT > B H R E & & 2R
(Categories ) 89 REIE o > X% 3T & 485 69 48R B L) - By A 4E LIWC 547 F
%X ABE S A4 (Huang et al., 2012) ©
B R A LIWC k38 ehEE > 2 F 547 — 4% "It was a dark and stormy
night. ;> LIWC X ¢F#E 43> L HAFMET "Ity 27 £HTEIIAN
89 LIWC B b 475 4% » 2SR P2 2 ER AR E # %] (Function
Word ~ Pronoun * Impersonal Pronoun ) * B sb#k & £ 38 Z BSR40 & v — > 44K
%) "was | 181833 (Tausczik and Pennebaker, 2010) » 4T - JAHLEF 45 o
BE%FaER  FMELIWC ) HEH 028 TR EIRANKE > &F E

SR FWEE WAL EIREE T R Bl BARF X~ 4EX - 7 B X~ RO
X FAAX - HETXESE > LHEATRMA - #FX -~ LFEIR T oyt
B EFERIEE T (THALMN LIWC 2001 & LIWC 2007 R A 9 f# 32 )

(Pennebaker et al., 2015) » F X et h F &M A FAB GRGE - B4
C-LIWC (Chinese LIWC) > 3t #4% Bl P43 T B 803% ~ B3I o4 ~ Braa kst
W% E R E B S BRE L T C-LIWC 2007 (Huang et al., 2012) > 44 45 3 #03%
M B4 A #1 Pennebaker B 5 i 4T C-LIWC 2015 84 & $2 45 5 > " & KA R B %23

%1545 %0 0 B EAFAMR > KA 4HH C-LIWC 2015 &Y IE X 232 -

£vadh EBRREARSE

RERSRM  RALHE - R - BN EEHRREE > dEF TR AMEAME
By 7 X 3 4% % B 5 AE 8 (Lawler, Mohrman, and Ledford, 1992) > B 3% 3% fuy 4
R AWM eHCEFTRES > LIREA LR FRADEARARNERE

FoORERNEELSETRAREA N PR~ AR B Se EBRREH

11
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(Kozlowski and Bell, 2003 ) ; £ F8A69 H AR+  UAL G CIEE B /0BT
(McGrath, 1997) » {2 3% % 3.5 2 37 ) 40 80 T2 22 i 40 B0 AT A AR BEATAE R -
KB 2RABITAGAERE » BRGER N EREFE—-ER R
A% % (Heslin, 1964; Kozlowski and Bell, 2003 ) > i@ % 2483 T sE 5 & W
BREER R E X R A > $EFLAEGARBOFE - WA~ AREE ~ &3k
BB EE  MAFARSEE LA ERL AL FHEH R BRI (LePine et
al., 2011; André et al., 2011; Salleh et al., 2012) > & & B B+ AA&4F H =T R Bk 8 A
ik~ RREAT AN > THRBIABSEERE AR EDBEAHE RARR
BER ETARESSERLE PR E A% (LePine and Van Dyne, 2001 ) » &
EaEHasEHE HE RREENR S  ARAEZNEXZ eV ERAGERSR £
B b B 694 s $ B ey EAF R R B A E 2B E (Heslin, 1964; Kozlowski
and Bell, 2003 ) -

A bl M EECEEE TABTHRELZIRAR B OARIE REAE
IEAE ey F ik ()4 @ Barricket al., 1998; LePine et al., 1997; Tziner and Eden,
1985); st RAZFMAFEIHARBGARE T @ R &3 B RE0E TR

% (Gorlaand Lam, 2004) > 37> Z MM B R RS HHR ~ T2 A BMAA
% HEAERBEWAKSEE @R EAEE (Guinan, Cooprider, and Faraj, 1998;
Howard, 2001; Rasch and Henry, 1992 ) > 3 %48 ik — B 4F e B % > H B Bk B JE

BlT RS AR IR T ER -

N

—HRHARATERBGR R ASE T RE RGBT A g
AHH% E & & & Myers-Briggs Type Indicator (MBTI) * 4#]4v Bradley #2 Hebert %
E M MBTI 2 & % # 18 B B8 % 3 (Bradley and Hebert, 1997) > 3% & Yellen $2

BHYHERLEEEAGTA &S MBTI & 7 A#45H A Extrovert 89 B ° £ [
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P47 R (Decision Making ) B8 % A #] > ¥ B &% A A7 ¥ 8 (Yellen et al.,
1995): # Gorla ¥ Lam R Xt — S H L XAB R AW A LETES » BKF
REH%E A& ()4 Team Leader ~ Programmer...) #%A MBTI & & 8174 At
FH > MO AT LA N E R ERE R AR > Bl R T Team
Leader #& Information Gathering 3518 MBTI &9 4 5 7 > 2% 81 % Intuitive 4514

£ HeEHEREEEBRERNBE (Gorlaand Lam, 2004) » 4bAr 6951 7 & R 7T
RE 22 WERGEMAARRARHEN EZ LR - QLR EATREE
MELFEABRRBBABEAKGEN > SHEREHEELERBE » L LHE 2-

2EHFEFRNBEEARARZIHMARR  AIHR T ARBELE -

Criterion Personality Dimension | Team Performance* | R-Square | Significance
Team Leader Information Gathering Intuitive > Sensing 0.297 0130
Decision Making Feeling > Thinking 0.297 0130
System Analyst Decision Making Thinking > Feeling 0.482 .0038
Programmer Interaction with the World | Extrovert > Introvert 0.505 .0020
Heterogeneity Interaction with the world | Extrovert~Introvert 0.181 .0612
Leader-Member | | tormation Gathering Intuitive~Sensing 0.595 .0001
Heterogeneity All dimensions -- -- Not
Member-Member significant

2-2MBTI € % LB GERZHE

&k 4R ¢ Gorla and Lam, 2004
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BZF HERHAS %

F—8 FREEE

ARAREZRFAHERVEREEY  FEARTORAEAL  FEEEY
BEEMEH > HAMBTI ERELGEFTERAFEZNAKKY - AL
HEHARBFERZEZRNEEABRARETARZMAEAN  BRTEEE
B FARBERLE  BeMBEERAHEHEE L ARAARIRTOER
PEF O BREBELRAEZRTENETRFS AR BHF T EGARSEE %
EABRRITETRATHERE  UREFEEOFEH > SARAZRAE M
BEAGESE > vaENERABR AL RABFTOASTE R LS > Theak

RERBATY AL B $E - RAZEGREETALEYE  AXEHELE 3] -

BE® ﬁ%
AAEH5E %
* Information Gatheringlfﬂ )id
* Decision Making®) &

)41\
&
#

%A% E

REMEH
A*k #’T g /% i,
» Social Interactiont®)

B 3-1 R FRAE
AARKM OB THUEBERTREIRAGREOAKEE  dAEZH G0
BB A E e B et Rds 0T R 3B 694 A e $2 Sensing
BEAKGEHESME (Leeetal,2007): RAREHEEZMHRM D HR TR
#AT LIWC 447 » 33518 LIWC $8%] 81 MBTI 2 & X B # 3t B 65 49 b B %o B
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BT AT BESAZHZEBRVNEEARARETTAR  BMABETEZEFL

9

RERGAEHEERE TREEIERERERL
BEZBEIMIMALLGAERFOIRNE  AAEREALFREZ 4%
Bl B EEG R BEAMOE & @sth WA THREREF VB THER
o EMEEEAEHTE AT BHEY -
£ MRY %
RBARRGARENS  RETE 2 8MERE  PHRINATHEHNAE
3P RAEE - FEARBRFRUETHUCN - FEABRARFE >0 - &

FEBRARBEEENH ~ LEEEEAE DR AWM ~ i B+ BER LN

EA M FEHIH - DBRABTEE B EERF ST RN
e o OETH A A 45 5
Bl 35 P B 3% 2 A 739 B P £
A 5 S48
2 W 34
. B A A BERAEHE
LRI S R4

B 3-2 B % RAZ
1. BERKX
AFRFAE S ATAY JE B BUAT 6935 3K 2 T 45 0 ZRA B EA R F % (Case Study)
REABRMBEAAABL N EFEASHAAR TR ARAFZ R BRI HREK
o BERARFRBE—ATZALG T XN E T ol & 4 L AHEE LA
(Yin, 1994 ) » 34 2693 T A4 k0 BRI AR L B 1B F % (Muscatello and
Parente, 2006 ) * 1% A 18 F 5 F0 7k 7T SA EIR N T AR BB K 0 G Bl A A8y 180k -

BEEEARLEARGEGEEEGRE > KTFFPRRAETHOT X > 3%

B
B
o
&
B
fot
i
—~
¥
Pl
&
B
=
i
=
¥
-
&
T
%

ML E T HG IR

R BTHEERRRED R > RAFHNETRT B EALEANG AL
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EAURBREBANBE  KEBG R ERASM AN THEE  RAHNE
EARBNAEENAHRRGBRABRFH AN » FXaH &P AL - LA
FERRAEBEENTARF LG TERAERE T RS @B LRAHEH
(Cooper and Emory, 1995) > # R % ZAH X6 ELA F 8 > BEEERy
R E — TR E OBEN  BESRTOEBT RSN -
EARRT > A TRREAAGFEE AR, Py =ab 5 M %
ANTBREEEE  RERMEH URERFABEEARH L > B ELE A

KR EATRE 3k 0 8BS AR B A AR BN A

B E:BfRZFPHARABLETT ARG F— BALEHBERE MmE
ZRFBAELGERIRE > pARRESEAL T AEE YRR G R ER

& w

kR

H#E > EREROGTAFRIEROFEF  MASFHOAR LI L - R F
Zoy MBS ETRTUR RS EEEAFZHEL

F—RAHEFR B A TARRE 99 FKRE 100 F47 0 rFR R F LB
— RS AR EME IR TS —&ER > R At s
MiaALCEB—Tas) BB ARTRAZHMAASEEEZRE 2
RABBRARN > MENRARAEARY T EEBBOETHE RN EE
RREBCELER R EEROE—FER MEBE _RIGFYFHBRLLERE
100 FF &) > SLEFRIE X ARG B ERBRNKRER > MiEAH L TETR A KA
Mo by R EXRIRRE 24 > Bt - BEAS%AEHIEAT > BLBA AR
THRERHEHAGKNRE LTUREREOE T THREERHNEX
2. HRAEAR

R AR R B BAT Q5 sk e A kA F BRI A T3k 0 F— Ry

HILE R RG T ERBA S —  F—RGENERGEF B AAH TR
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TR A RRBEEWABHAANES > F_RHBINBEEEATHRLSL
L&t BRI R MR B R HMMBE LR T WRRARBITRI SR
o LB EREEHDARAGHMEEEEARARERAL  LRRZLKE
NEZHARBEFFTH@NL > ALTEMREEEFEEN - MR T O~

LEMBAKLE  PHEER  AERE WEBRRE AR ZHEABR ko

K31 AARBANERABRE RT3 bR FEREaMM P o=
B (BEEEE S AR > A% )  HBEBRETETE =

(BEHK -IRE— L~ B IR L) REASWEEERAZHE Ry
BoRBRDREARG QLB MNERNHRRAEHEMG—REHE -

MBRZHHOTEERE—E_ROFT T TR

BRBHEH B —BE
%T%’%%ﬁg;}é?&%ﬁé ';i %'U:Pﬁﬁfg’ﬂ%/\%ﬁ%é}: ﬁgf‘béﬁlﬁﬁ%aﬁ H%‘Faﬁ’
Jﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂj%ﬁ%’éj&*ﬁ]ﬁi?ﬁ%‘%%’fﬁ%ﬁmﬁ% jﬁik Faﬁﬁg o /ﬁ_nﬁ;‘i:"’? :P 3]:;[2’%‘

—X=FHRFEL » ARG K BN M £ E 50 LR ETEM

37
E}

R

M RE o

FHBA AR T BEMNUAER TR/ AEE > TRARFE BT REE
32 WERGHEHPEZEAAG SR  EER o BRI E - RBERALS
HHRTREM - AARPEREEGAEIHLEE B R EAHRRENOE
THHM G MY EERERAEGEE RLRABNEEAKR T E RS EEM

MRFCHBEMEREMFETLNE —RFGFINE > BITOBTHE>H - &
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% 3-1 AR ZHHRE S

R 2 e R b EE L

PR T CZ EEERE  AGOHE ~ A%

-k g | &IEF 99 FTF &) £

FHERE |MERBFEEEIEEHME ARARM 100 4 £ &

BT A2ER

Bk A | HEEARAHZIEREME R EFHERNEMA
100 & ¥ 4)
fo gk | B

3. LIWC R A%

o = FAE 0 LIWC &9 B a9 a3t XA T B RF RO RE A 0 flho K 4
P~ HHEE MR KR GE A B oLl 0 AR A F SR LT 547 89 LIWC T AR A -
LIWC » & F ¢-LIWC 2007 ¥ &) + X & 47T ¥ F 4T 71 B FH A 047 > M
BRATIR A c-LIWC 2015 ¥ &9 & Xt 8277 # F X847 79 B F 385 69 047 0 12
c-LIWC 2015 3t JE{£ 438 hm T $85%] > & 43 c-LIWC 2007 &9 71 1B%8 7] 47 &
ML AR ET TAEER YT 1ISMEER MR HP BRI EERK 32

B AR B MT Y c-LIWC % 2015 Br » B H 4 )ia J& 054X 4 38 € A #7319 4 netspeak
G ) F BT ELG B 0 2R B T 3R 4 c-LIWC 2007 488 € &4y
FERA] 0 4o verb $53F) 5 I B AR H i — 5 9L o LIWC 1F 4 B R 3544 0 %0
EH B RE A A R REHH 2015 BRI H T ey F S AR A - (£ 42
2015 pRe9$A7) SRBA 913938 S0t 0 3E B3RS % SRR L 4E A 69 LIWC 47 & 2007
B> FTREE 2 LIWC 2015 B th R =F » % B30 7T e % L0 Rl 45 B M vy KR
4 > # £ Farhangian 2 B 42 2016 F45 & 6951 042 5% 24 LIWC 2007 & A rf i 47
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g FEEUERR » KARAELIHA c-LIWC 2007 & °

% 3-2 ¢-LIWC 2007 #2 2015 tb#

c-LIWC 2007 c-LIWC 2015
%48 4T & A5
(F# st~ BB 17 17
... E%)
P
(KR B3 ~ BE 71 79
... E5 %)

fask

® C-LIWC 2015 M2 T AT 7 @45 %8%]  verb (3 ) ~ interjunction (3%
) > multiFun ( % A %33 ) ~ humans ( A%3) ~ inhib ( FR#137 ) ~ incl ( &4
3 )~ excl (HEFRE))

® {2 c-LIWC 2015 7 #73% 7 A F 15 18454 48%] : particle (/3 ) ~ modal pa

(5 R&3E 83 ) ~ general pa (—AX3EBH3 )~ compare ( FL#:3 ) ~ interrog (%%

B3 ) ~ female (%13 ) ~ male ( F 139 ) ~ differ (#3039 ) ~ drives (7238
3% ) ~ affiliation ( Kt /& /8 %33 ) ~ power (## /139 ) ~ reward (B & 23] ) ~ risk ( B

%39 ) ~ informal (JFIE &3 ) ~ netspeak (49 39 )

4. MM EEEE RS

ERRRGTH T HEMEOFER GG REER X MR F oz
FRBHEHE - ZAROME ~ ZARBGHERE= > AMERATEEFZFEH
R B R TR E =4y 0 AT IR SR B FRETIZ T HEM

1& A &9 # T B2 c-LIWC 2007 °
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AR EREEERROZEFRERBERIEMA c-LIWC R FZ o) ARk
(Bl X FRT I EFALTHNE T~ HEFOAR..E5) 5L Y
TRIHEE > BT E R BT A A G LIWC 388 91 5 SN T 31089 c-
LIWC 2007 ¥ X @i 47547 » R THB AR R TRMEERREY > RRZE
B Bk B 69 3B E 4545 c-LIWC 2007 =T o047 17 B F 8 8 47 & A ey 38581 71 18
R B ER0-100 B F 2R > ATHERAEEXFT T 0 %A
EHAGB L FloE LREANGERA 12> PREEEGIXF T > SEBRNQ
P2 AL T 12% e

BEARARTKER OB THUEELBAERARY > EE2FEE (MRTF
o) S (PEEME) WA EL MBTI & T BNMTEAKSY > RikfT
FRE B B A Y % £34 0 4o MBTI & % F # Social Interaction 5 & -
WAL c-LIWC $875] F 0y B3 ~ AL ~ RAREREH..... . FEAEGMER
i MBTI & % ¥ 69 va 48 &) B o 31 41 % 8 c-LIWC #53] % M % (B 2-1) > 304
% & by % Farhangian #F 2 P42 H a9 B8 > 12 2 F A 30589 R B 7 c-LIWC
2007 (RFRB# c-LIWC 2015) > #RITHEA TR E E AT R
A > 14 school, music...... 5 % * RAARF A » £ EHA B c-LIWC
2007 #9583 °

KA AL A B 3-3 e9/AR#ATHRE > L c-LIWC 2007 »Ar B a9 3a5 &R - o

Bk ¥ MBTI 24 BB 43 mFsE—BELEEA%KRE MBTI £% %

W »E AKX P Rp & MBTI B A E @ Bt BihemesE  R&%
R HE LIWC B & RH X AR P BBIRR  EE R H

LIWC #2754 R J > assent ~ verbs ~ family ~ #2 humans 3 W{E & R 5% 4 0.1

110~ 11 2# [ 2-1 &9 B8t 44 8CT 2045 i F2 A¥S4E 8 ) & 89 Perceiving ¥ 2
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5{ : Rp = LIWCassent™0.1 + LIWCyerbs*1 + LIWCfamily* 10 + LIWChumans*11 » %ﬁf}\gif%‘:

%45 #]-0.134*%0.1 — 0.180*1 — 0.145*10 — 0.15*11 = -3.2934 -
.Rp=B 1 LIWC; *Correlationyjwc;

B 3-3 # LIWC #2313t & MBTI & & A%45 H
A 4 R R * Farhangian et al. 2016
HEHR B EZEGKR R 25 MBTI 24w @6 Eeoith  FEeEe
 REBBARZHH O BCEATAYE > S—AER0-100 Y ER - K
B o 5 HET 0-50 2B AN AR H By — 3% 0 35 560 51-100 BB A AAEHEH 09 5
—3% > BRI 0 & 4 Social Interaction B B X HF 54 78 RIS BAIHH
Fedb ) B o ANEAEE A Extrovert > & BB BT AFR L33 -

% 3-3 MBTI E &2 AR E nfaH R

AAE 4R o B #5-0-50 # 4 51-100
Social Interaction Extrovert (E) Introvert (1)
Information Gathering Intuitive (N) Sensing (S)
Decision Making Thinking (T) Feeling (F)

Dealing with the External
Judging (J) Perceiving (P)
World

5. MBEMEREZEGRABEE L

AARERAEBRBALEEAAALEIEY SR FZEBARBOMBTI 24X
HRATFTHEEGZRBEEZLEAKRTOAE  fEAR RN D ETHBIIASH
HRER > BBEEREAFE RO ERETRBE O S LR AARSEE 22 2

ARHUGARER > FERHHZZAREACRE T AR EOER AR
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# H F Team Leader & Programmer 893 - 232 7 % 3-4 » & % ] 49 3% Team Leader
&) &4 MBTI 24 ° B % Intuitive % #* Sensing ° 2% & # Feeling % »
Thinking > & # B B4 A ¥ 8y > £ B % Programmer &) & &4 MBTI £ & ¥F >
J& 7 Extrovert % #* Introvert » & ¥ H Fr&A ¥ B > BBFHEREZEE KR

BEMAREETREERBZN TR CREL  DBNBEEREH  BENEL 3-

4 o
%34 FRABRBE R EGAREEHEREROZE
KA H e L MrasEays | BRasanpd
Information Gathering
Intuitive Sensing

Team Leader " B

Decision Making 1) & Feeling Thinking
Programmer | Social Interaction 1 B Extrovert Introvert

6. LERPEBAE R F AT

L LRIEBERENHRRBERT RN T2 EARERML M L N E
MHEAEHEMOELE  BAERAE RN EZRATRAELZA AL LR
B BRREERERZIGHALNRL RRAESEERE PRI LA K SF
KL ATHREEEAEHEE  BREZIHSENBBTEELTILAE &
RABTEREE LGB TR BRBRBAABETE > IAHEEHEMGEA

iE A @eysta e

B=%h BENE

e

1. BREANASKEESHFEH

|

ARARGH S AT ERBMBIMAIZ "TRRERARES BT E—

22

doi:10.6342/NTU201801160



BRIty 0 Hfmey N E il F

B AR A B B R ~ SMEIRIE - MR R BRIt TR EHHERS
MIF 2% BBRATRB AR R AEICRETRZBRT > R EERER R AL
¥ - AT "TRATMARESBENE > PRGN EEFALAA
RN B ERE - BHER.F > REMHARAL  RIRFIAHE
RamERANBHHER

MMEMARELBETEHBLHRE 6 F > A S —HMEALKRIIA
R AKIEE  F—MEEEH IBM 28 BITAR S BRE KRR L8R

NHREPERAER H 1% 0 T AR A M R AR BASR P8 B KRB A 2 - 2

BRARTEARE N A S BITREALRH > ERE 98 FRZRERE K

N

REGE ME_MRAKEEN AR TEIEAA;ORLRE TR
BRME > ARERAZKRERASL OB ER - A EMH > LATF
AGhERARBE—FME - AL EEIIERERY 0 UAKLRE T RFREE T
H MR A NARNEERRREEIMN XM LE - PR A SRR
ZENRE 101 FEERR  BiBAGRM - ERREBK > HRE 102 FEX E
B BRIFTBRREA A%

AKRZEE  MEMBEATrAERE - RE2TEE - 2 LM RH RS

ERiE T 0 MR LR LN AR = AR R A B AA 0 E2A

&

MEMBASHTEBAGEEYN 2 0MERAOMERE AR LGHK
RAHMER A LRIER - RFELELAMMRAR T O ERH M BERRR

Z-~ZATEMRE - LERHRA - TERMRA - aERAMRAHRZETRAMRLS » M
AHRABEBRBARATEECCEZ >N PEERHAEA > DABETEE

B2y oM ERER - KARDH B LRIEE » BAANART000 A > TUA
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RUAGABZ AT R Bk -

HAEEMEAGERN T @t BMGEAK A KRB RE LRIEEE S
A5 BAEBRIBEHABAY > BILRF RS TGS [ EIW 244
PREEPS R B L g HERERHEHEE A GA R A Ma k4 0 BILER
HMERE 99 FR ey "B EREEHB AL, L THEARSGHEEEARENA
%o ZABBIA B AB R SHH K 0 AP R RIRIT )RR A R R AT
BTHMSN  ZDHERCCSERAE  FEFTELALARMERB AN ER
ABHRBEN AT AT HE B A %o 5@ o
2. BEREEHB ALK

ERRBETNALS TN BRAERGELALZRE 2 FAEEW
TEERBEERNELAL ) BALREERE LGSR - BT HESN
ERERMEBK UREHNREBAAZEHGCEREETR  EREARAHERH

FRAZALNILAR  EREARATEFEHROELRE > MEAHEM 2

BAGREEREENRRKEY - BT EZA LB HloBENEH2AH
MEBABAFTHATEZEZNRELS  HEZRKEZAFHZY - Bk GLERARA

BIBERT —EEEELRA % RETHIBURREATALARLRE YL B
BEESFIERE ™Y AR TR H QR
MBRBLEETRALETARINEERESHD 2%  WAHABLERR
BB EEL 20 EEMR > RXR DR TERE REAEHZ
s LSRG ESHERRAGESATIEAL 0 B AN S E A BN E
AR R E > BERAEEL BT AR EFEME  BE
FABTHEZSK LD F B T oRBER  FULEAREE TH &R -

3. BHIREMEERREMNALK
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ERMBLETRAL T2 SARAHEAGBHHEERREA KD EBRS
KON BRERRE > MAAHHEZMEEAE RO RE—FHE > Btz
RARYEEREETBHRD  c AERMRBLERRARTEF BB TRERTE
KRENE > RARII L — 8 58 % Koy AT TR A - EARGF
WA e bt RO R AR AR MR R MR A R
WBEOANBAE > FRABEATFRMARAR > ¥R H P46 05 3 L AT
GAMEEEERRERAKOHE - AMR T R E—BSEAER &
RN AIE BREGERH » FHARART LA H O Z4E A 69 A B AerI A
FRMASBK S THEE I BT ALATRROEEN > MRTCLFLRE
BRARBEREEEMER  RHEAAHE K

BBBRRIBAGERRGEEZERBENG G TR ASEAREHG TR

£#% (datamart) AR THEB S BT REBEG>WE R REZHE
FTHRRATEERRUALELELET N AR/ETZOSABA A5 EERE

BB~ R~ BB ~ FEEF A - AN BRIMARE R T SR

SHT 0 e ) At & 3-5 Ao e
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k35 BEEERRERNA LS AL

BRHRIR ¢ SuATER K B R

Ty RE AL fR EX 3R

RRPAA DB AN TR UAESARBEZHEERRTE
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% AE MR R G T E SR BREFILE TR
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B ARBERAFE B L 0 B EZRIBRIAT
% AR RRERAREERET > ol &HME - £B
AL 2T

Fy > FEARPT BOR ) B B & A B AT LR B A

WA BB ERN ERIBLE o4 A EPATE L - Blho B F7
HIMEH TN | Mo EBREHRREEEET - LR B 7R o

MREHNEBER RETEREEERELEE % -

ANBRIW | BB ER TRIRFIANBROGEHE S AN B EER -

BMF SN | B EE THAFENE - THHITKRAREH RIS TFRE

ST BEEHIRIL 0 A4 B MA B AR ©

4. FBZMAAZA CHEBRE
BMRBLETMNARTEZHMAEHAALSHRIRRE - BREMTF
o TERE CLERRE C FERAME - GERAMRE - HETERE - ¢
EERAAOH -
EREEMT  HAFARRIRREASETEARS - LEAMRE ~ TE
B#E - hERMRE SRTEREEZAWERMRS  FEPHEEAMREHF

o AR AT ECEALY AW RAE T TR T EH R AR
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fir > BHEBRARHH BT REMBELEHEMBUMR T X B EER/IE BB
FERARAEEAEEF—HOACHBRET  ALAATHHTHERMRAEEE
WMER THORAEMEREEFEL LR ERRANER  SEEE L AML
GEHBEBRBE—FOEMBAREITE MO ETEEFPELNA LR AN
ERMAHMLASKME A EESGHE THAGERAERALZERKEM: 24
PR EZE O AMR T BBUMR T CRHNE KRR E F LA
FERETBRUBLETRAROE TSR -

A B AAZ AR BT - B ERATHERAROIH MG A
FERITEHR - FROVERAFEAFREAMEM T AKRMERHALZBEE
THREATNBPEER Y TAERAELZRE TR - FREFHZLHEER
Bt FRLBAREEEELEALT N PEAREERABRALHOELRE
RAEDRG > FETRTCEBAIHERARAHN G OB Y LE > HIL=4MAR
W15 > mIEEMA R M T E 1A > BT MRihod] B HAAZB AR K

EZEA B2 BEBEAE LY o
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HARAE > BT HRRHARESL S o0 ABHMAEA - RS SRR R LB
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EEMBEMTETREAMABR SR BERK
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Bfim ERFEREZTE  HEREGZTHERER—MRLAR -
% 4-1 s EE st
B | P | BRPS | PEERE | PEESE | PEESE
A B C A B C
NEF O | 1/NBF 48 | 2 1BF 27 | 1 NEF 58 | 1 /NEF 48 | 3 /1NBF 33
5 3% B R
RERT
55,411 34,542 14,586 23,740 16,678 28,393
#
723 14 3
31,240 19,462 8,291 13,270 9,275 15,619
% 3
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BBETRIB T RETRY 0 BAER T RWRZER 4 Jieba B3 £ 4
RAGEFRCEHE A —E— B XFx > RERSH > L HRA LIWC ki
o EEMRG TAAREEAR ) HEE M LM T RN LIWC A8 EATX
Fok o AP FREFEEF MBI E KR EIZE - LIWC 2007 F X F 4 0 2L
EFESH T X AENETHR ) K42 RN HBE T ARTE A MM OGE T H
BMER > RENOBTHUERK—BNME= > EPRAMA LIWC S 05
B LA A BPPTRENEHET S E M= -

%42 HEMEEZED K LIWC o &R

s | MY | MRY | PET | PET | PET
oA 2 B 3 C & A & B & C
Sixltr 0.38 0.12 0.39 0.65 0.05 0.67
Dic 77.48 77.22 78.22 73.27 77.02 72.32
i 2.63 1.97 1.15 1.02 0.80 0.65
we 2.15 3.30 2.62 2.72 3.47 2.37
negate 3.18 3.21 1.62 2.71 2.08 1.49
PresentM 0.54 0.75 0.88 0.56 0.70 0.43
number 0.67 0.76 0.49 0.57 0.64 1.37
affect 3.60 3.14 3.37 3.80 4.24 3.25
posemo 1.44 1.23 1.63 1.37 1.39 1.06
negemo 0.68 0.33 0.46 0.86 0.22 0.55
anx 0.28 0.13 0.17 0.47 0.10 0.15
sad 0.04 0.07 0.01 0.07 0.03 0.01
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social 10.34 11.32 11.46 10.17 10.24 9.09
family 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.04 0.02
cogmech 26.76 28.93 26.41 26.31 29.57 24.87
insight 3.75 3.91 3.09 3.80 2.96 2.93
cause 3.70 3.03 3.21 3.53 3.59 2.50
discrep 4.53 5.66 4.68 4.22 5.63 4.21
tentat 4.56 5.62 4.38 4.51 5.51 4.97
certain 1.99 1.56 1.27 1.39 1.50 1.17
hear 1.15 0.95 0.96 2.28 0.33 0.81
feel 0.09 0.18 0.06 0.10 0.09 0.17
body 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.11 0.04
sexual 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01
time 4.09 4.98 5.67 3.74 5.19 3.60
work 2.84 2.12 3.99 1.95 2.76 3.52
money 0.76 0.60 0.69 0.60 0.59 0.63
assent 6.40 6.65 5.68 5.61 7.22 6.34
Colon 0.02 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.04
OtherP 0.01 0.00 0.12 0.03 0.10 0.08
verb 15.61 16.00 16.96 17.09 15.44 16.29
humans 1.09 0.90 0.77 0.93 1.15 0.50
incl 5.84 6.91 6.71 6.08 7.88 6.90
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% 4-3 # LIWC 8% 3k st B2 A4 E & o #

FRF S | MRFe | MR T e | FRER | FEER | FEER
A B C A B C
Introversion | 21.80789 | 22.92086 | 20.85726 | 21.25416 | 22.00055 | 19.31791
Sensing | -1.04422 | -1.10744 | -1.07525 | -1.11226 | -1.27444 | -0.89352
Feeling 2.50677 | 2.6995 | 1.94631 | 1.88129 | 2.58747 | 1.28601
Perceiving | -1.0297 | -1.11588 | -0.94776 | -0.9222 | -1.1938 | -0.94992
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relativ 11.98 11.36 14.06 12.57 13.37 12.80
motion 3.58 3.22 3.78 3.29 3.57 3.60
space 4.84 3.96 4.98 5.78 5.10 5.67

time 431 5.19 5.89 3.81 5.52 3.71
work 3.67 2.66 4.70 2.83 3.64 4.60
leisure 0.21 0.25 0.21 0.07 0.16 0.26
home 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.04 0.11
money 1.02 0.67 0.86 0.81 0.68 0.81

relig 0.10 0.07 0.06 0.09 0.05 0.07
death 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

informal 13.83 15.00 13.23 12.50 15.90 10.53
swear 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00

netspeak 1.57 1.95 0.90 0.61 1.54 0.47
assent 7.05 7.32 6.14 5.80 8.20 6.38
nonflu 3.82 4.87 5.22 3.80 5.66 2.27

filler 541 5.79 4.16 4.76 7.97 4.17
AllPunc 1.78 1.77 0.64 1.85 1.15 1.38
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Period 0.84 1.56 0.12 0.24 0.59 0.82
Comma 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01
Colon 0.02 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.04
SemiC 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
QMark 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
Exclam 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Dash 0.03 0.00 0.12 0.02 0.01 0.03
Quote 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00
Apostro 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parenth 0.86 0.22 0.19 1.52 0.45 0.40
OtherP 0.01 0.00 0.12 0.03 0.10 0.08
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