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The construction, reliability and validity of a Japanese Personal Fear of Invalidity Scale
for measuring decision-making style
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The first purpose of this study is to develop a Japanese version of the Personal Fear of Invalidity scale
for measuring people’s decision-making styles. The second purpose is to examine the relationship
between our scale and the existing Japanese Regret Scale and Japanese Maximization Scales. The
Personal Fear of Invalidity Scale was translated into Japanese and used to conduct a survey of 302
Japanese undergraduate students. The results of factor analyses and reliability analyses indicate that our
new Japanese scale has a high Cronbach’s alpha factor and correlation coefficient by using the test-retest
method. Further, the validity of the scale was verified by measuring correlation coefficients with the
existing scales. The analyses showed significant correlation coefficients among the Personal Fear of
Invalidity Scale, the Regret Scale, and the Maximization Scale. These results demonstrate that our new
Japanese scale has good reliability and construct validity.
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