H25%

202443 F pp.105 — 114

Fov U TIVEHED G R OHER ORI 2 F\vw 7z

H oK KRS D Pk

)RR B i M
i

==
FX

B M B R B

G M HR

?ﬁ‘ skeskoskoskock

_‘**7 éﬁ»\

(FHISAES 13 HZA, FRISHE12 18 HZH)

Comparison of Japanese and US College Students
using Typology of Trajectories in the lowa Gambling Task Scores
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. KANAZAWA Yuichiro ***
TOJO Maki

Total Net Score, as indicated by the lowa Gambling Task (IGT) , has been reported to be significantly higher in the normal

group than in the clinical group. Conversely, the Mean Total Net Score varies widely among the normal groups. Recent studies have

reported that the trajectories of Net Score across five blocks in the normal group can be divided into four typologies, and the Total
Net Score differs for each typology. We compared the US (Steingroever et al., 2013; N=75) and Japanese (Ogihara et al., 2023;

N=89) datasets of college students under the hypothesis that differences in the composition of typologies cause differences in the

Mean Total Net Score among the normal groups. Simultaneous multi-population analyses demonstrated that the trajectories of the

two typologies matched; however, their proportions did not. These were discussed in terms of the cross-validity of the IGT.

Key Words : Iowa gambling task, College students, Latent class growth analysis,

Simultaneous multi-population analyses, Cross-validity.
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