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Appendix B

Abstracts commentaries in
response to Chapter 6

Asendorpf, J. B. (2012). What do the items and their associations refer to in a

network approach to personality? European Journal of Personality, 26, 432-433.

It is hard to judge the potential usefulness of a network approach to personality
research because Cramer et al. (2012) mix up applications to one individual, inter-
individual differences and intra-individual processes. From each perspective, the network
units, their associations and causal interpretations of such associations have a completely
different meaning, and it depends on the particular perspective, the level of aggregation
and whether one wants to model measurement error whether latent variables have a
place in network models in personality research.

Ashton, M. C., & Lee, K. (2012). On models of personality structure. Eu-

ropean Journal of Personality, 26, 433-434.

We suggest that the description by Cramer et al. (2012) of traditional models of
personality structure does not perfectly reflect the models actually endorsed by
researchers. Personality researchers assume that many variables will have considerable
secondary loadings and that the major personality factors will not account for all of the
covariation among those variables. A model that includes common factors provides a
more parsimonious explanation of covariation among personality variables than does a
model consisting of network links only.

Costantini, G., & Perugini, M. (2012). The definition of components and

the use of formal indexes are key steps for a successful application of network

analysis in personality psychology. European Journal of Personality, 26, 434-435.

Conceiving personality as a network provides an interesting theoretical framework
and a promising methodological perspective. The application of network analysis to
personality psychology however is not straightforward, and some issues require careful
consideration. We argue that the definition of components within networks cannot be
limited to single items, and more work is needed to reflect the inherently hierarchical and
indefinite nature of components. Additionally, we argue that formal empirical indexes
must be clearly defined and consistently used to describe properties of personality
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networks.

Denissen, J. J. A., Wood, D., & Penke, L. (2012). Passing to the function-

alists instead of passing them by. European Journal of Personality, 26, 436-437.

The paper by Cramer and colleagues illustrates how a network approach can
model personality systems without positing causal latent factors such as the Big Five.
We applaud this effort but argue that nodes should be distinguished on more than quan-
titative grounds (e.g., displayed centrality or connectivity). To realistically model the
affects, cognitions and behaviors that constitute real personalities, organizing constructs
such as needs and comparators seems necessary. Incorporating them requires greater
consideration of functionalist personality theories that link together environmental
features and adaptive behavior in meaningful and stable ways.

Furr, R. M., Fleeson, W., Anderson, M., & Mayfield Arnold, E. (2012). On

the contributions of a network approach to personality theory and research.

European Journal of Personality, 26, 437-439.

Understanding personality structure and processes is one of the most fundamen-
tal goals in personality psychology. The network approach presented by Cramer et
al. represents a useful path towards this goal, and we address two facets of their
approach. First, we examine the possibility that it solves the problem of breadth, which
has inhibited the integration of trait theory with social cognitive theory. Second, we
evaluate the value and usability of their proposed method (qgraph), doing so by con-
ducting idiographic analyses of the symptom structure of borderline personality disorder.

Guillaume-Hanes, E., Morse, P., & Funder, D. (2012). Network models in

the organization of personality. European Journal of Personality, 26, 439-440.

The network perspective illustrates an important cautionary point concerning the
interpretation of inter-item relationships. However, its complexity comes at a prices,
including a possible lack of robustness and replicability, and difficulties in interpretation
and achieving psychological insight. The most interesting and important manifestations
of personality are diverse and consequential behaviors that are related because they
really do reflect common underlying traits. Thus, the target article can serve as a
reminder of the importance of ranging beyond self-report questionnaires to the much
more difficult, expensive and important world of behavior.

Lee, J. J. (2012). Common factors and causal networks. European Journal of

Personality, 26, 441-442.

The target article touches upon some of the most difficult and essential questions
in personality psychology. Questioning the notion of a common factor as an as-yet-
unobserved common cause of a behavior domain’s exemplars, the authors propose using
graphical representations to inspire hypotheses of more complex causal structures. I do
not find the case for the de-emphasis of the common factor model to be compelling for
those behavior domains (cognitive abilities) with which I am most familiar. It behoves
all personality psychologists, however, to question the foundations of their favored tools.

Read, S. J., & Miller, L. C. (2012). Sources of constraint on network equi-

librium. European Journal of Personality, 26, 442-443.
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We agree with the authors’ key point that the standard trait approach to person-
ality does not provide a method for understanding the causal structure of personality.
Furthermore, their new technique for visualizing structure shows promise. However,
although genetic analyses are important, we think that they are, by themselves,
inadequate as a source of information/constraint for understanding causal structure.
Close attention must also be paid to the biological systems they they influence, the
structure of social situation and the dynamics of the interactions among them. We
outline one possible approach to these issues.

Rothmund, T., Baumert, A., & Schmitt, M. (2012). Can network models

represent personality structure and processes better than trait models do? Euro-

pean Journal of Personality, 26, 444-445.

We argue that replacing the trait model with the network model proposed in the
target article would be immature for three reasons. (i) If properly specified and
grounded in substantive theories, the classic state-trait model provides a flexible frame-
work for the description and explanation of person x situation transactions. (ii) Without
additional substantive theories, the network model cannot guide the identification of
personality components. (iii) Without assumptions about psychological processes that
account for causal links among personality components, the concept of equilibrium has
merely descriptive value and lack explanatory power.

Schimmack, U., & Gere, J. (2012). The utility of network analysis for per-

sonality psychology. European Journal of Personality, 26, 446-447.

We note that network analysis provides some new opportunities but also has
some limitations: (i) network analysis relies on observed measures such as single
items or scale scores; (ii) it is a descriptive method and, as such, cannot test causal
hypotheses; and (iii) it does not test the influence of outside forces on the network, such
as dispositional influences on behavior. We recommend structural equation modeling as
a superior method that overcomes limitations of exploratory factor analysis and network
analysis.

Steyer, R. (2012). Does network theory contradict trait theory? European

Journal of Personality, 26, 447-448.

I argue that the trait and network theories of personality are not necessarily con-
tradictory. If appropriately formalized, it may turn out that network theory incorporates
traits as part of the theory. I object the opinion that if a trait is a cause of behavior,
then it is necessarily an entity operating in the minds of individuals. Finally, I argue
that liking parties can be a label for a random variable (item), a stochastic process (a
family of items at different time points) and a latent variable (trait). In our colloquial
language, we do not make these distinctions, which leads often to confusions.

Terracciano, A., & McCrae, R. R. (2012). Why do (some) birds flock? Causality

and the structure of characteristic adaptations. European Journal of Personality, 26,

441-442.

Characteristic adaptations often cluster in mutually reinforcing networks. Evi-
dence of stability and heritability suggests that the development of such networks is due
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in part to the causal influence of enduring dispositions or traits. Many different genetic
models are consistent with this hypothesis, and the quest for genes can be pursued at
many levels; of these, the intermediate level of specific facets may be the most promising.


