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Abstract

In order to explore whether the neurotic individuals have negative interpretation bias in ambi-
guous situation, the study used questionnaire to investigate the scores of positive explanation,
negative explanation and neutral explanation of the high and low neurotic groups. The result
shows that the scores of high neurotic individuals on the positive explanation are significantly
lower than those of the low neurotic individuals, but higher on the negative explanation. This
shows that high neurotic individuals have a negative interpretation bias in ambiguous situation.
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Table 1. Score and difference test of high and low neurotic individuals on EPQ questionnaire
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Table 2. Score of the personality in IQ in the non social situations
= 2. FRZHRET AR EBERREWENIEAIS 5 (M £ SD)
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Table 3. Score of the personality in IQ in the social situations
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