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T1 €ival N KOIVWVIKNA €TIOUUNTOTNTA;

ATAVTNOT EPOTNUATOALOYI®V HE TPOTO MOTE VO PAiVOVTOL KOAOT K |
2ouPaivel og

-A&loA0ynon npocomikotntos (MMPI)
-A&loldynon v pia 6éon epyaciog



Koivwvikr EmBuuntotnta 21a EpwTtnuatoAdyia

[Tapdyovtec mov 0ONYOLV GE KOWVMOVIKT emtfuuntotnTo L .

1)Y mep-extiunon noikdOTNTOC TOV GUUUETEYOVIWMV GE GYECT UE AAALOVS
avOpdOTOLS

2)EvaicOntec epmNGEIC TOL TPOKOAODV OPVITIKA GLVOLGONUATO
-Epomoeic taumon
-Epmtoeig mov anethovv TNy amokdAvyn 1oL aTOUOL GE TPITO ATOLO

3)Zopupopemon UE TIG VOPLES
4)Awatipnon O€TIKNG EIKOVAC TOL EVLTOV

5)Al0eipnomn EVIVTOGEMV GTOV YMPO EPYUGLOGC

Krumpal (2013); Tourangeau & Yan (2007); Rickwood & Coleman-Rose (2023 |



[Mapadelyua

Kowovum enbountdémra oto epotnuatordyio HEXACO

Ewukpivela — Tametvotnta : o1 ueyaAdtepol TpoPAENTIKOL TOPAYOVTES
KOW®OVIKNC entBuuntotntog (LKpOTEPT EMKPIvEIL — UEYAADTEPT
KOWOVIKT €mBuuntotNTO)

de Vries. (2016); Asthon & Lee (2007)



EmluunTtotnTa K
XNUOVTIKOG TOPAYOVTOC — OVOVLLUL |
1) Joinson (1999) : Ayotepn kotvovikn emBLUNTOTNTO GTIC OLOOIKTVOKEC
AELOAOYNGELS AOYM OVOVLULOC — UEYAADTEPT] ACPAAELD, Y10 TOV
GUULUETEYOVTO.

2) Koivula et al. (2019) : yio petavactevtikd 0Epato — Arydtepn
KOW®VIKY] ETBuuntotTnTa

3) Dodou & de Winter (2014) : petd avaAven — 0ev vrdpyetl oapopi
MG TPOG TNV KOWOVIKT ETOVUNTOTNTO GE OTOOIKTLOKT] KO U1 aEloAdyNon




EmoBupntotnta (2) K

Caputo (2017) : Avovopia kot kotveovikn entfountonra

1) H evyvouocsivn enrnpedletal omd tnv Kowvmviky entfountotnra (sivot
KOWV®VIKQ OTOOEKTT))

2) H povayikdtnta dgv ennpedletot amd TNV KOWmVIKY embountotnto

3) [Hoapd v avovouia, vTdpyel KOWOVIKN ETBLUNTOTNTO

4) MAnm¢ N KOW®VIKN EXBLUNTOTNTO EIVOL YOUPOAKTINPIGTIKO TPOGOTIKOTITOC;




Y1o0eon NG EIAIkpivelag (Candor Hypothesis)
H dwadiktvokn actoAoynon Ba £xet MyOTEPO KOWVOVIKA EMOLUNTEC ATOVINGELS

Gnambs & Kaspa (2017) : peAétn 3 €100V KOvOVIKNG €TBLUNTOTNTOC
1) Avtoavaeepouevn

2) Yrepavoapopd EDVOIKOV YOPOKTPLOTIKMOV

3) Y6 — avopopd apvnTiK®V YOpOKTNPIGTIKOV

Agv v pye OLLPOPA G TPOS Ta. 3 €101 GE OLOTKTVOKT KOl Un AELOAOYNoN



EuaioOntec TTAnpo@opiec(?)

Gnambs & Kaspar (2015) :
['a a&loAdynon evaicOntov TAnpoeopLOv

~

1) avEnomn awtd-amokdAVYNS 6TO SL0OIKTLO

2) ITo cuyvn avaeopd evoicOINTOV GLUTEPIPOP®V GTOOI0OIKTVO (ALYydTEPT
KOWOVIKN entfountotnta)

3) Znuovtikd poro Emonle av vaNPYE KATOL0 AAAO ATOUO 1) OYL

4) emPePaimon vwoOeonc ethikpivelag yio evaicOnta BEpaTa, aAAL Oyt Yo
veviKd Oéuata



ATIOTEAECUATA O€E TPITOUC

Eberlen et al. (2019) : K |

1) H dwapdvela Tov 0e00UEVOV LE TAVTOYPOVT OOGOAANCT AVOVLLIOG
OEV ONULOVPYEL O10POPE. GE KOIVMVIKE ETOVUNTES QTTAVTICELS

2) H épevva emkevtpmOnke 6€ O100TAGELS TPOCOTIKOTNTOC, OYL GE
gvaicOnTeC TANPOPOPIEC — OEV YEVIKEDOVE




[TOI0TIKEC EPEUVEC

Bergen & Labonte (2020) :

1) Aev vtdpyel dueon avovouio (0 COPUETEY®VY exTiBeTon o€ piot GUVEVTELET)

2) Xpnon 3 teyvikov yio peimon kotvevikng entbountotnroc:
-Eppeceg epomoelg

- IIporoyikég epotnoels ( “ot mepiocoTepol dvBpmmot viBovv tpomn Otay..”)

- Taiplacpo e TOV GUVEVTELKTY

3) Znuovtikd gupnua : Toiler pOLO 1| KOLATOVPW,
H épevva éyve omnv ABiomia (KOAEKTIPIOTIKN KOVATOVPO) — HEYOAVTEPT
GUUUOPPMOT GE VOPLLES
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AvTigeTwtrion Kolvwvikng EmOupnToTNIac

Koataypapn axpaiov axavinceny 6to EpOTNUOTOAOYLN K -

Aglkng HeptkNg ocvvaeelag (APoipeEST KOVOVIKNC EXOLUNTOTNTOC UE
GTOTIOTIKO TPOTO)

Forced-Choice epotnuatoroyia (Thurstonian Item Response Theory)

Paulhus (1988); Kwak et al. (2021); Brown (2010)



Forced-Choice EpwTtnuatoAoyia

Normative O

=)
o0

S
1 enjoy exploring new ideas and concepts. O

| seek out new experiences even if they o
involve some risk.

O
O
O

Acquiring new knowledge is not my priority. O

Ipsative

Rank each of the following statements according to which one describes you best to which one describes you least:

A. |l enjoy exploring new ideas and concepts. 1. |
B. | prefer to complete tasks accurately rather than quickly. 2.
C. | am comfortable with making changes to my routine. 3.




Take Home Messages

Eite glvat YopoKTNpIoTIKO TPOGOTIKOTNTAC EITE O)1, | KOWVOVIKY K |
emBountotnTa ENNPEALEL TNV TOLOTNTO TOV OEOOUEVEDV |

.To 0100iKTVO GE GLVOVAGUO LE TO EI00C TOV EPOTNUATOV PoivETOL VO
ONUIOVPYEL OLOPOPES GTNV VITOPEN KOWOVIKNC EMBLUNTOTNTOG

H pétpnon mc npocomikdtntac xel e€eArybel ta televtaia ypovia

.No one i1s perfect
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