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Abstract
Psychopathy is constructed with two factors, interpersonal/affective features including callousness, manipulation and lack of remorse
or empathy (Primary Psychopathy), and behavioral problems including impulsivity and lack of long-term goal (Secondary Psychopa-
thy). While it is hypothesized that psychopathic traits are related to both dysfunction of frontal lobe and risky decision-making, there
are few empirical studies. To test this hypothesis, we conducted two studies employing questionnaires and laboratory experiment. In
the first study, we used Primary and Secondary Psychopathy Scale and Frontal Behavioral Inventory to examine the relationship be-
tween psychopathic traits and the function of the frontal lobe. In the second study, we used a gambling task to clarify the relationship
between psychopathic traits and risky decision-making. In this task, participants decided whether or not to bet their own money or an-
other participant’s money in order to increase their own gain or the partner’s gain. Results of these studies showed that psychopathic
traits were associated with frontal lobe function, and high psychopathic individuals chose risky options more frequently than low psy-
chopathic individuals. In particular, primary psychopathy prompted risky choices when participants could use partner’s money, but

not use their own money. Taken together, psychopathic individuals seem to be inclined to make selfish decisions, and this tendency

might be caused by the dysfunction of frontal lobe.

Key words
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@ Psychopathy Checklist-Revised (PCL-R; Hare, 1991) 23
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51K & WENY - SRSV AETERA NS e D55 2
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CHEAEMENHEFE S LTI Y (Edens, Marcus, Lilienfeld, &
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K3 ZiLd, ZIVE TOMBEREA A — ¥ v Z I CHUE
BRAFFFEIC L 0 SRR E N TN S T BE A FF o 2
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Langner, Fox, Laird, Amunts, Eickhoff, & Eickhoff, 2015; 215
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Farah, 2005) .
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21 AESME
HKZOAR LN, BRMKIZEIETE 2 — kA%
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2.2 BRI
221 BREBR—RME-ZRMEY A4 2/ —RE (Primary
and Secondary Psychopathy Scale: PSPS)

YA a =R EET S0, BHARER K
e MY A 2% — RJE (Primary and Secondary
Psychopathy Scales: PSPS) (42 i « & Ji&, 2005) % fi
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PSPS & —f¥ AO ZXf 5 & L TH A a o —Fkpth &2 HE T
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I —WMEY A 23— (PP) RE 16 HE ., /T8 DOFF
AR kMY A 23— (SP) RE10IHE OFF 26
HEMLR D, HEF, ‘10 2<HTITELRY, 20 H
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Inventory: FBI)
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I, AT FREE  (front-temporal dementia: FTD)
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X 21 7= (Kertesz, Davidson, & Fox, 1997; Kertesz, Davidson,
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(Alzheimer’s type dementia: AD) B3~ JH 23 A[HET H
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AT FEATAFFE TR S LTV e X — Rt
FEWHE CTORBEEREDK T2 T2 b0 TH S,

OFC X° VMPFC 1%, #&mIc AN o) 72 B A E LK
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