

[image: image1]
Personality Influences the Relationship Between Primary Emotions and Religious/Spiritual Well-Being









	 
	ORIGINAL RESEARCH
published: 19 March 2018
doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00370





[image: image]

Personality Influences the Relationship Between Primary Emotions and Religious/Spiritual Well-Being

Michaela Hiebler-Ragger1,2, Jürgen Fuchshuber1,2, Heidrun Dröscher3, Christian Vajda4*, Andreas Fink3 and Human F. Unterrainer1,2,3,5

1Department of Psychiatry and Psychotherapeutic Medicine, Medical University of Graz, Graz, Austria

2Center for Integrative Addiction Research, Grüner Kreis Society, Vienna, Austria

3Institute of Psychology, University of Graz, Graz, Austria

4Department of Medical Psychology and Psychotherapy, Medical University of Graz, Graz, Austria

5Department of Religious Studies, University of Vienna, Vienna, Austria

Edited by:
Massimo Marraffa, Università degli Studi Roma Tre, Italy

Reviewed by:
Cristiano Crescentini, University of Udine, Italy
Claudio Lucchiari, Università degli Studi di Milano, Italy

*Correspondence: Christian Vajda, christian.vajda@medunigraz.at

Specialty section: This article was submitted to Theoretical and Philosophical Psychology, a section of the journal Frontiers in Psychology

Received: 30 October 2017
Accepted: 06 March 2018
Published: 19 March 2018

Citation: Hiebler-Ragger M, Fuchshuber J, Dröscher H, Vajda C, Fink A and Unterrainer HF (2018) Personality Influences the Relationship Between Primary Emotions and Religious/Spiritual Well-Being. Front. Psychol. 9:370. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00370

The study of human emotions and personality provides valuable insights into the parameters of mental health and well-being. Affective neuroscience proposes that several levels of emotions – ranging from primary ones such as LUST or FEAR up to higher emotions such as spirituality – interact on a neural level. The present study aimed to further explore this theory. Furthermore, we hypothesized that personality – formed by bottom-up primary emotions and cortical top-down regulation – might act as a link between primary emotions and religious/spiritual well-being. A total sample of 167 (78% female) student participants completed the Affective Neuroscience Personality Scale (primary emotions), the Big Five Personality Inventory and the Multidimensional Inventory of Religious/Spiritual Well-Being (higher emotions). Correlation analyses confirmed the link between primary and higher emotions as well as their relation to personality. Further regression analyses indicated that personality dimensions mediate the relationship between primary and higher emotions. A substantial interaction between primary emotions, personality dimensions, and religious/spiritual well-being could be confirmed. From a developmental perspective, cortical top-down regulation might influence religious/spiritual well-being by forming relevant personality dimensions. Hence, CARE as well as Agreeableness seem of special importance. Future studies might focus on implications for clinical groups.
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INTRODUCTION

From an evolutionary standpoint, the experience of spirituality and religiousness can be seen as the result of the same advantageous neuronal development responsible for the human tendency to socialize and create communities (Kirkpatrick, 2005). While spirituality has been described most prominently as “the search for significance in ways related to the sacred” (Pargament, 1999, p. 4) and therefore as a very personal and affective construct, religiousness is largely defined by specific rituals, ideologies, and institutions (Pargament, 1999).

Furthermore, spirituality and religiousness have been linked to mental health in several studies (Espíndola and Blay, 2013; Unterrainer et al., 2014; Hiebler-Ragger et al., 2016). However, studying the neurobiology of spiritual and religious experiences and well-being is a complicated task (Perroud, 2009).

Affective Neuroscience

Affective neuroscience (AN) is an interdisciplinary field exploring the neuronal mechanisms of emotions. It combines neuroscience with the psychological study of personality, emotion, and mood. Moreover, AN emphasizes the importance of primary-process subcortical brain emotion systems: emotional experiences are not seen as an epiphenomenon but are hypothesized to have an evolutionary function for the survival of every mammalian species since they enable mammals to automatically anticipate several survival concerns (Panksepp and Biven, 2012). Panksepp (1998) described a continuity of primal emotional systems in the subcortical-limbic circuits of selected areas in the mammalian brain. When stimulated these interacting systems evoke seven primary emotions: SEEKING, ANGER, PLAY, FEAR, CARE, PANIC-GRIEF, and LUST. The SEEKING system, arising from the ventral tegmental area, encourages foraging, exploration, investigation, curiosity, interest and expectancy. As a result dopamine fires each time the mammal explores its environment (Depue and Collins, 1999). The shut-down of the SEEKING system, which can be caused by any perception of isolation or loss of love, will trigger the PANIC-GRIEF system. This system activates the psychological pain related to loss and social rejection and often coincides with increased amounts of FEAR and ANGER. By contrast, LUST and PLAY promote social joy in the brain; these systems work together with the SEEKING system (Panksepp and Biven, 2012).

Furthermore, these – genetically influenced (Montag et al., 2016) – primary emotions are seen as the foundation and major force for the development of personality viewed in the context of Darwinian “continuity” which presupposes a common origin for human and animal existence (Fouts and Waters, 2001; Bouchard and Loehlin, 2001; Nettle, 2006; Davis and Panksepp, 2011; Panksepp and Watt, 2011). To examine the effect of primary emotions on various personality dimensions the Affective Neuroscience Personality Scale (ANPS) was developed (Davis and Panksepp, 2011).

Primary Emotions and Personality

Personality dimensions, most prominently described through the Big Five (Extraversion, Neuroticism, Openness, Consciousness, and Agreeableness), are regarded as universal, intraindividually constant, and interindividually different (McCrae and Costa, 1997; Soldz and Vaillant, 1999; Bouchard and Loehlin, 2001) and are also, at least in part, inheritable (Loehlin et al., 1998). From an evolutionary perspective, the Big Five might have had a possibly adaptive value already in prehistoric times (Buss, 1991) with their development representing the combination of gene expression with the influence of environmental factors (Goldberg, 1990). In correspondence to this, differences in personality structure in general (Uher and Asendorpf, 2007) and specifically in Big Five personality factors (King and Figueredo, 1997) can also be observed in big apes. Furthermore, personality dimensions – especially Neuroticism – have also been linked to various aspects of mental health (Khan et al., 2005; O’Leary-Barrett et al., 2015; Huang et al., 2017).

Davis and Panksepp (2011) report substantial connections between primary emotions and the Big Five: They observed positive correlations between SEEKING and Openness, PLAY and Extraversion as well as CARE and Agreeableness while Neuroticism was positively correlated with ANGER, FEAR, and SADNESS. Conscientiousness was the only personality factor with no connection to the primary emotions (Abella et al., 2011; Barrett et al., 2013). By early adulthood, the resulting personality is relatively stable across time when sufficiently matured upper brain regions allow the prefrontal cortex to regulate arising emotions (Costa and McCrae, 1994 for an overview see; McCrae and Costa, 1994).

Therefore, individual differences in primary emotions such as the “evolutionary oldest parts of human personality” (Montag and Panksepp, 2017, p. 2) seem to form human personality from the bottom-up in tandem with cortical top-down regulation (Montag and Panksepp, 2017). In detail, the “the unique personality of a person will be shaped by the strength of both the tonic/phasic emotional bursts from the subcortical levels of the brain, together with one’s ability to hold a tight grip on the emotional activities (abilities in emotion regulation) – hence cortical, top–down regulation” (Montag and Panksepp, 2017, p. 8).

Spirituality and Well-Being

Within the framework of AN, spirituality has been named as a higher-order affective human attribute and as an important factor in research related to personality and mental health (Davis and Panksepp, 2011). In detail, Davis et al. (2003, p. 60) defined spirituality as “feeling ‘connected’ to humanity and creation as a whole, feeling a sense of ‘oneness’ with creation, striving for inner peace and harmony, relying on spiritual principles, and searching for meaning in life.” However, while several studies have focused on the primary emotions, there is relatively little research on spirituality within the framework of AN – even in the articles of Davis and Panksepp (2011).

Beyond the framework of AN, spirituality has received extensive attention and is generally described as emotional, namely as “a universal experience, not a universal theology” (Vaughan, 1991, p. 116). Consequently, it applies to theistic (e.g., Christianity), the polytheistic (e.g., Hinduism) and non-theistic beliefs (e.g., Buddhism) (Vaughan, 1991). Furthermore, spirituality may be closely connected to emotion regulation, as the relationship a higher power (e.g., God) is thought to meet the criteria of an attachment relationship and would consequently offer similar psychological advantages (Kirkpatrick, 2005).

In addition, suggestions have been made for the expansion of the classic Big Five to include Spirituality as a sixth factor (Piedmont, 1999; MacDonald, 2000; Unterrainer et al., 2010). This is supported by studies reporting positive correlations of Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, and Extraversion with several aspects of religiousness or spirituality (Saroglou, 2010; Unterrainer et al., 2010). Moreover, mystical or transcendental experiences are mostly reported by individuals with higher levels of Extraversion and Openness (Unterrainer et al., 2014). Likewise, a meta-analytic review reported increased Openness as related to a more open or mature religiousness and spirituality as well as to less religious fundamentalism (Saroglou, 2010).

Furthermore, dimensions of religiosity and spirituality have been linked to various concepts of mental health and illness: A good example might be the concept of Spiritual Well-Being (SWB), coined by Ellison and Smith (1991). SWB includes the God-related or transcendent dimension of Religious Well-Being (RWB) as well as the immanent dimension of Existential Well-Being (EWB) that is connected to life satisfaction and purpose without relying on a higher power (Ledbetter et al., 1991). SWB was demonstrated to be positively correlated with various indicators of mental health such as more positive affective states and adequate stress coping strategies in clinical as well as non-clinical samples (Ledbetter et al., 1991; Hiebler-Ragger et al., 2016). In the multifactorial expansion of this concept, the Multidimensional Inventory for Religious/Spiritual Well-Being (MI-RSWB) (Unterrainer et al., 2010), the initially two dimensions of RWB and EWB (Ledbetter et al., 1991) have each been given three sub-dimensions: Hope Immanent, Forgiveness and Experiences of Sense and Meaning for EWB and Hope Transcendent, General Religiosity and Connectedness for RWB. While the sub-dimensions of EWB are not necessarily connected to religion, they are strongly connected to both religiosity and subjective well-being. Therefore, they might mediate the relationship between religiosity and health (Unterrainer et al., 2010). Regarding the sub-dimensions of RWB, General Religiosity has a stronger connection to religious institutions, communities or traditions, while Connectedness has a stronger deinstitutionalized character including the general belief in a higher power. Lastly, Hope Transcendent implies a lower amount of existential fear as well as the hope for a better life after death (Unterrainer et al., 2010).

Accordingly, RSWB was defined by Unterrainer et al. (2011, p. 117) as “the ability to experience and integrate meaning and purpose in existence through the connectedness with self, others or a power greater than oneself.” This multi-facetted construct therefore can be seen as a health-oriented operationalization of spirituality. In line with this, Ellison states that SWB “arises from an underlying state of spiritual health and is an expression of it, much like the color of one’s complexion and pulse rate are expressions of good [physical] health” (Ellison, 1983, p. 332).

The Present Study

In the present work, and in line with previous research (Davis and Panksepp, 2011; Montag and Panksepp, 2017), we assumed a substantial relationship between primary emotions, personality factors and spirituality: We hypothesized that stronger negative primary emotions (FEAR, ANGER, and SADNESS) should be related to an increased amount of Neuroticism as well as a decreased amount of RSWB. On the other hand, positive primary emotions (SEEKING, CARE, and PLAY) should be related to an increased amount of more favorable personality traits such as Extraversion and Agreeableness. Furthermore, we intended to investigate the extent to which primary emotions predicted religious/spiritual well-being through the mediating influence of personality.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Sample Description and Procedure

Participants were included in the study if they were German speaking, between 18 and 30 years of age and had either finished an apprenticeship or were students at the University of Graz, Austria. The questionnaires were completed online on the LimeSurvey® platform. Participants were recruited via social media and e-mail distribution lists. Based on the established parameters (Cohen, 1988), we calculated a required sample size of 150 participants. Recruitment status was checked regularly and stopped when the number of participants that had completed all questionnaires exceeded the required sample size. The Ethics Board of the University of Graz, Austria granted ethical approval and informed consent was obtained from all participants. All the data needed to reproduce the results, as well as the data analysis scripts, are open and can be accessed by contacting the corresponding author.

Psychometric Assessment

Primary Emotions

The Affective Neuroscience Personality Scales (ANPS; German version) (Davis and Panksepp, 2011), measures the six neural-based brain networks PLAY, SEEK, CARE, FEAR, ANGER, and SADNESS. Each sub-scale is comprised of 14 items. The additional filler-items are not used in the evaluation of the questionnaire. The items have to be rated on a 4-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 4 (strongly agree).

Personality Traits

The Big Five Inventory (BFI-44; German version) (John and Srivastava, 1999; Lang et al., 2001) is a 44-item inventory for the assessment of the Big Five factors of personality: Extraversion, Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, Neuroticism, and Openness. Each of the five sub-scales comprises between 8 and 10 items. The items have to be rated on a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree).

Religious/Spiritual Well-Being

The Multidimensional Inventory for Religious/Spiritual Well-being (MI-RSWB) (Unterrainer et al., 2010) contains six sub-dimensions (eight items per sub-dimension): Hope Immanent, Forgiveness and Experience of Sense and Meaning form the dimension Existential Well-Being (EWB), while Hope Transcendent, General Religiosity and Connectedness form the dimension Religious Well-Being (RWB). Each item is rated on a 6-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 6 (strongly agree). By summing up EWB and RWB the total amount of Religious/Spiritual Well-Being (RSWB) can be calculated. For this study only the dimensions EWB and RWB as well as the RSWB total score, were used.

Statistical Analysis

To investigate the relationship between the study variables Pearson correlation statistics were conducted. In order to test the hypothesized influence of personality on the relationship between primary and higher emotions linear hierarchical regression analyses was conducted as this method allows a theory driven selection of predictors (Lewis, 2007). Furthermore, while more complex procedures for mediation analysis with multiple mediators, e.g., (VanderWeele and Vansteelandt, 2014), would be needed to confirm a hypothesized mediation, hierarchical regression clearly demonstrates how the importance of predictors change when additional predictors are entered and whether those additional predictors add to the variability explained by the model. To avoid alpha-inflation the alpha-level was set to 0.01.

RESULTS

Sample Characteristics

A total sample of 167 participants (78% female) was included in the analyses. The mean age of the participants was 23 years (SD = 3.33). Most participants were Christian (n = 116; 70%), 48 (28%) were without confession, 3 (2%) made no specification. 78 (47%) participants described themselves as religious. 161 (96%) participants were Austrian, 6 (4%) had other nationalities. For highest completed education level, 2 (1%) participants had finished an apprenticeship, 113 (68%) had a high school diploma and 52 (31%) had already completed an undergraduate degree.

Hypothesis Testing Results

The results of the Pearson correlation statistics, as well as descriptive characteristics of all variables (including Cronbach Alpha), are presented in Table 1. As hypothesized, we found that every personality dimension was related to several primary emotions: In particular, associations were found for Extraversion with PLAY (r = 0.52, p < 0.01), Agreeableness with CARE (r = 0.50, p < 0.001), Conscientiousness with SEEKING (r = 0.34, p < 0.001), Neuroticism with FEAR (r = 0.76, p < 0.001) and Openness with SEEKING (r = 0.56, p < 0.001).

TABLE 1. Descriptive characteristics and intercorrelations of study variables.
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Moreover, all primary emotions and all personality dimensions were related to RSWB and EWB. In particular, relations were found for RSWB with CARE (r = 0.40, p < 0.001) and Agreeableness (r = 0.59, p < 0.01) and for EWB with PLAY (r = 0.47, p < 0.01) and Extraversion (r = 0.60, p < 0.01). RWB showed the strongest links with CARE (r = 0.32, p < 0.001) and Agreeableness (r = 0.42, p < 0.01).

In the hierarchical regression analyses (see Table 2), sex was entered as a control variable at Step 1 as we found a trend toward higher levels of RSWB in female compared to male participants [Mfemale = 187.87, Mmale = 175.73; F(1,165) = 4.27, p = 0.04].

TABLE 2. Hierarchical regression analyses predicting Religious/Spiritual Well-Being.
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The primary emotions were entered at Step 2, the personality dimensions at Step 3. The hierarchical regression analyses, including all predictors and the control variable, accounted for 64% (adjusted R2 = 0.61) of the variance in EWB [F(12,154) = 22.96, p < 0.01], 31% (adjusted R2 = 0.26) of the variance in RWB [F(12,154) = 5.85, p < 0.01] and 53% (adjusted R2 = 0.49) of the variance in GSI [F(12,154) = 14.22, p < 0.01]. At Step 1 and Step 3, sex was unrelated to EWB, RWB, and RSWB. At Step 2, it was related only to EWB (β = -0.17, p < 0.01). At Step 2, only CARE was positively related to EWB (β = 0.20, p < 0.01), RWB (β = 0.33, p < 0.001) and RSWB (β = 0.30, p < 0.001). ANGER was negatively related to EWB (β = -0.27, p < 0.001) and RSWB (β = -0.21, p < 0.01) while SEEKING and PLAY were only related to EWB (SEEKING: β = 0.21, p < 0.01; PLAY: β = 0.24, p < 0.01). SADNESS and FEAR were unrelated to all dimensions of spirituality.

At Step 3, among the primary emotions, only the relation of ANGER to EWB remained significant (β = -0.21, p < 0.01). Among the personality dimensions, only Agreeableness was positively related to EWB (β = 0.25, p < 0.001), RWB (β = 0.31, p < 0.01) and RSWB (β = 0.31, p < 0.001). Extraversion was positively related to EWB (β = 0.32, p < 0.001) and RSWB (β = 0.28, p < 0.001) and Conscientiousness was related only to EWB (β = 0.15, p < 0.01). Neuroticism and Openness were unrelated to all dimensions of spirituality. Accordingly, all three models showed a significant increase in R2 between Step 2 and Step 3 (EWB: ΔR2 = 0.15, p < 0.001; RWB: ΔR2 = 0.11, p < 0.001; RSWB: ΔR2 = 0.15, p < 0.001).

DISCUSSION

This study was intended to further investigate to what extent primary emotions act as a foundation for personality and higher order emotions such as spirituality. In line with previous research, our analyses showed strong relations between primary emotions and personality factors (Davis et al., 2003; Davis and Panksepp, 2011) as well as between personality factors and spirituality (Saroglou, 2010; Unterrainer et al., 2014). Furthermore, regression analyses support our hypothesis that personality factors at least partly mediate the relation between primary emotions and spirituality. However, personality also seems to have a predictive value for spirituality independent of primary emotions.

While primary emotions are the foundation for personality development in the context of Darwinian “continuity” (Bouchard and Loehlin, 2001; Nettle, 2006; Davis and Panksepp, 2011; Panksepp and Watt, 2011) our results suggest that personality likely represents a combination of the expression of an organism’s genes and the influence of environmental factors (Goldberg, 1990).

Specifically, our results indicate that different personality facets seem to be mainly influenced by selected primary emotions that play an important role in the conceptualization of each personality factor; therefore, the strong relations between Extraversion and PLAY as well as between Agreeableness and CARE underline their respective social/interactive focus while the strong relation between Neuroticism with FEAR and SADNESS underlines its close relationship with increased psychopathology in general as well as affective disorders in particular (McCrae and John, 1992; Lang et al., 2001; Panksepp and Biven, 2012).

Interestingly, social and interactive primary emotions and personality facets also had the strongest relationship with religious/spiritual well-being, as CARE and Agreeableness were strongly linked to RWB while PLAY and Extraversion were strongly linked to EWB. In regression analyses, CARE was the most prominent predictor of RSWB. However, it lost its predictive value once the Big Five personality factors were added to the regression model. At this stage, only Extraversion and Agreeableness significantly predicted RSWB, which indicates their mediating role in the relationship between primary emotions and RSWB. Notably, ANGER was the only one of the primary emotions which acted as a negative predictor of EWB, which explains the strong negative relationship between spirituality and aggression in the literature (Unterrainer et al., 2010). Furthermore, the mediating role of personality might be explained by the fact that pure displays of primary emotions are rather uncommon in everyday human life as cortical top-down regulation holds a tight grip over these “neuro-behavioral-psychological tools for survival” (Montag and Panksepp, 2017, p. 5).

The reason why primary emotions appear to have a much greater predictive value for EWB than for RWB might be explained by studies indicating that religious affiliation, but not spirituality, is primarily a culturally influenced trait (D’Onofrio et al., 1999). However, how environmental influences, e.g., diet, prenatal care or stressful life events, interact with genes in the modulation of both religiousness and spirituality should be a goal in future research. Following the theory that religious activities are far less influenced by genes, they might be seen as additional environmental factors which influence spirituality (Perroud, 2009).

Especially unsurprising is the strong relationship between Agreeableness and RSWB given that this personality facet involves “the more humane aspects of humanity – characteristics such as altruism, nurturance, caring and emotional support at the one end of the dimension, and hostility, indifference to others, self-centeredness, spitefulness and jealousy at the other” (Digman, 1990, p. 442). Extraversion, on the other hand, can be seen as located midway between Warmth and Dominance on the Interpersonal Circumplex (McCrae and Costa, 1989) although some argue that this narrow “sociability” definition (McCrae and John, 1992) might be expanded to include positive emotionality as a core element (Watson and Clark, 1997). Correspondingly, EWB can be defined by facets such as hope for a better future, forgiveness and the experience of sense and meaning while RWB is comprised of facets such as the involvement in religious communities, the belief in a higher power and lower amounts of existential fear (Unterrainer et al., 2011).

Understanding the interactions between primary emotions, personality and RSWB could be of particular importance to clinical research, as these dimensions have been discussed in relation to various psychological disorders, e.g., (Horton et al., 2015; Hiebler-Ragger et al., 2016; Unterrainer et al., 2017). For example, substance use disorders have been linked to a deficiency in personality development (Bernstein et al., 1998; Trull et al., 2000) emotion regulation (Goldstein and Volkow, 2011) as well as low RSWB (Unterrainer et al., 2013). In addition, a lower RSWB was found to be linked to affective symptoms in non-clinical previous research (Hiebler-Ragger et al., 2016). However, the established bio-psycho-social model of health and disease, first proposed by Engel (1977), does not include these aspects of religiosity and spirituality. Therefore, the use of the multidimensional RSWB could also be understood as a potential option to stimulate methods that, although currently only covering the immanent state of health, might also adopt transcendent components in the future (Unterrainer et al., 2014). This might especially influence the implementation of intervention techniques based RSWB.

Furthermore, it should be mentioned that Panksepp and colleagues have developed their own measure for the assessment of spirituality within the framework of affective neuroscience, e.g., (Davis and Panksepp, 2011). This scale has been omitted from other versions of the questionnaire as it “is secondary to the neurobiologically justified core dimensions of the ANPS” (Barrett et al., 2013, p. 829). In this study, we also omitted the spirituality scale since we wanted to pursue the idea of capturing spirituality in a multidimensional manner. This multidimensional concept of RSWB includes facets other than the purely emotional form of spirituality which might explain why it showed stronger relations to other primary emotions and personality facets then Panksepp’s conceptualization (Davis et al., 2003; Davis and Panksepp, 2011). In addition, Panksepp and colleagues excluded the primary emotion LUST from their questionnaire arguing that it had little relevance for human personality and that it could not be measured effectively as frank answers would be doubtful (Davis and Panksepp, 2011). At this point, it is therefore impossible to tell what kind of contribution to personality development and the development of higher emotions might be made by this excluded primary emotion.

The findings of this study should be seen as highly preliminary and we acknowledge a need for the results to be replicated in future work. Especially the composition of our sample – that strongly leans toward young, female and Roman-Catholic participants – impairs the generalizability of our findings and underlines the need for future studies. Furthermore, the inclusion of clinical groups would be of special interest since spirituality has also been considered as an important factor in the treatment of severe psychiatric disorders such as depression or addiction (Davis and Panksepp, 2011). Moreover, longitudinal research designs will be necessary to clarify causal directions from primary emotions to personality development and further on to higher emotions such as spirituality. Furthermore, future studies might profit from the inclusion of other aspects of spirituality and religion: For example, the model of intrinsic vs. extrinsic religiosity – stating that “the extrinsically motivated person uses his religion, whereas the intrinsically motivated lives his religion” (Allport and Ross, 1967, p. 434) – has also been linked to personality in previous research (Unterrainer et al., 2014). In addition, future studies might consider potentially psychopathological aspects of religion and spirituality, e.g., regarding personality disorders (Piedmont, 2009). Lastly, future studies should also investigate the validity of our results for different cultural and religious backgrounds.

CONCLUSION

our findings not only support the growing evidence for the formation of personality through primary emotions (for an overview see Montag and Panksepp, 2017). They also suggest a strong link between primary emotions and religious/spiritual well-being that seems to be mediated by personality dimensions. More social and interactive personality facets – such as Agreeableness and Extraversion – and primary emotions – such as CARE and PLAY – seem to be especially closely linked to religious/spiritual well-being. However, they seem to be better suited to predicting existential well-being rather than religious well-being. This is in line with previous research (Piedmont, 1999; MacDonald, 2000; Unterrainer et al., 2010) presenting religiousness and spirituality as independent concepts from, but with different associations to, personality.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

HU conceptualized the work. HD acquired the data. MH-R and HD analyzed and interpreted the data. MH-R, HD, CV, and JF drafted and revised the article. HU and AF supervised the analysis and interpretation of data as well as the drafting and revising of the article.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to acknowledge the work of Nikolas Bonatos and Dr. Emanuel Jauk for making helpful and invaluable critical comments about the manuscript.

REFERENCES

Abella, V., Panksepp, J., Manga, D., Bárcena, C., and Iglesias, J. A. (2011). Spanish validation of the affective neuroscience personality scales. Span. J. Psychol. 14, 926–935. doi: 10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n2.38

Allport, G. W., and Ross, J. M. (1967). Personal religious orientation and prejudice. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 5, 432–443. doi: 10.1037/h0021212

Barrett, F. S., Robins, R. W., and Janata, P. (2013). A brief form of the affective neuroscience personality scales. Psychol. Assess. 25, 826–843. doi: 10.1037/a0032576

Bernstein, D. P., Stein, J. A., and Handelsman, L. (1998). Predicting personality pathology among adult patients with substance use disorders: effects of childhood maltreatment. Addict. Behav. 23, 855–868. doi: 10.1016/S0306-4603(98)00072-0

Bouchard, T. J., and Loehlin, J. C. (2001). Genes, evolution, and personality. Behav. Genet. 31, 243–273. doi: 10.1023/A:1012294324713

Buss, D. M. (1991). Evolutionary personality psychology. Annu. Rev. Psychol. 42, 459–491. doi: 10.1146/annurev.ps.42.020191.002331

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences, 2nd Edn. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 567. doi: 10.1234/12345678

Costa, P. T., and McCrae, R. R. (1994). “‘Set like plaster’ - evidence for the stability of adult personality,” in Can Personality Change? eds T. Heatherton and J. Weinberger (Washington, DC: American Psychological Association), 21–40. doi: 10.1037/10143-002

Davis, K. L., and Panksepp, J. (2011). The brain’s emotional foundations of human personality and the affective neuroscience personality scales. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 35, 1946–1958. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2011.04.004

Davis, K. L., Panksepp, J., and Normansell, L. (2003). The affective neuroscience personality scales: normative data and implications. Neuropsychoanalysis 5, 57–69. doi: 10.1080/15294145.2003.10773410

Depue, R. A., and Collins, P. F. (1999). Neurobiology of the structure of personality: dopamine, facilitation of incentive motivation, and extraversion. Behav. Brain Sci. 22, 491–517. doi: 10.1017/S0140525X99002046

Digman, J. M. (1990). Personality structure: emergence of the five-factor model. Annu. Rev. Psychol. 41, 417–440. doi: 10.1146/annurev.ps.41.020190.002221

D’Onofrio, B. M., Eaves, L. J., Murrelle, L., Maes, H. H., and Spilka, B. (1999). Understanding biological and social influences on religious affiliation, attitudes, and behaviors: a behavior genetic perspective. J. Pers. 67, 953–984. doi: 10.1111/1467-6494.00079

Ellison, C. W. (1983). Spiritual well being: conceptualization and measurement. J. Psychol. Theol. 11, 330–340. doi: 10.1177/009164718301100406

Ellison, C. W., and Smith, J. (1991). Toward an integrative measure of health and well-being «biola university. J. Psychol. Theol. 19, 35–48. doi: 10.1177/009164719101900104

Engel, G. L. (1977). The need for a new medical model: a challenge for biomedicine. Science 196, 129–136. doi: 10.1126/science.847460

Espíndola, C. R., and Blay, S. L. (2013). Long term remission of anorexia nervosa: factors involved in the outcome of female patients. PLoS One 8:e56275. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0056275

Fouts, R. S., and Waters, G. S. (2001). Chimpanzee sign language and Darwinian continuity: evidence for a neurological continuity for language. Neurol. Res. 23, 787–794. doi: 10.1179/016164101101199270

Goldberg, L. R. (1990). An alternative “description of personality the big-five factor structure. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 59, 1216–1229. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.59.6.1216

Goldstein, R. Z., and Volkow, N. D. (2011). Dysfunction of the prefrontal cortex in addiction: neuroimaging findings and clinical implications. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 12, 652–669. doi: 10.1038/nrn3119

Hiebler-Ragger, M., Falthansl-Scheinecker, J., Birnhuber, G., Fink, A., and Unterrainer, H.-F. (2016). Facets of spirituality diminish the positive relationship between insecure attachment and mood pathology in young adults. PLoS One 11:e0158069. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0158069

Horton, E. G., Luna, N., and Malloy, T. (2015). Exploring the relationships between spirituality and personality disorder traits among a sample of in-patients in treatment for substance use disorder. Int. J. Ment. Health Addict. 3, 16–41. doi: 10.1007/s11469-015-9596-4

Huang, I.-C., Lee, J. L., Ketheeswaran, P., Jones, C. M., Revicki, D. A., Wu, A. W., et al. (2017). Does personality affect health-related quality of life? A systematic review. PLoS One 12:e0173806. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0173806

John, O. P., and Srivastava, S. (1999). “The big five trait taxonomy: history, measurement, and theoretical perspectives,” in Handbook of Personality: Theory and Research 2, eds L. Perwin and O. P. John (New York, NY: Guilford Press), 102–138.

Khan, A. A., Jacobson, K. C., Gardner, C. O., Prescott, C. A., and Kendler, K. S. (2005). Personality and comorbidity of common psychiatric disorders. Br. J. Psychiatry 186, 190–196. doi: 10.1192/bjp.186.3.190

King, J. E., and Figueredo, A. J. (1997). The five-factor model plus dominance in chimpanzee personality. J. Res. Pers. 31, 257–271. doi: 10.1006/jrpe.1997.2179

Kirkpatrick, L. A. (2005). Attachment, Evolution, and the Psychology of Religion. New York, NY: Guilford.

Lang, F. R., Lüdtke, O., and Asendorpf, J. B. (2001). Testgüte und psychometrische? äquivalenz der deutschen version des Big Five Inventory (BFI) bei jungen, mittelalten und alten Erwachsenen. Diagnostica 47, 111–121. doi: 10.1026//0012-1924.47.3.111

Ledbetter, M. F., Smith, L., Fischer, J., and Vosler, W. (1991). An evaluation of the research and clinical usefulness of the spiritual well-being scale. J. Psychol. Theol. 19, 49–55. doi: 10.1177/009164719101900105

Lewis, M. (2007). Stepwise versus hierarchal regression. Velvet Light Trap 60, 83–84. doi: 10.1353/vlt.2007.0020

Loehlin, J. C., McCrae, R. R., Costa, P. T., and John, O. P. (1998). Heritabilities of common and measure-specific components of the big five personality factors. J. Res. Pers. 32, 431–453. doi: 10.1006/jrpe.1998.2225

MacDonald, D. A. (2000). Spirituality: description, measurement, and relation to the five factor model of personality. J. Pers. 68, 153–197. doi: 10.1111/1467-6494.t01-1-00094

McCrae, R. R., and Costa, P. T. (1989). The structure of interpersonal traits: Wiggins’s circumplex and the five-factor model. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 56, 586–595. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.56.4.586

McCrae, R. R., and Costa, P. T. (1994). The stability of personality: observations and evaluations. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 3, 173–175. doi: 10.1111/1467-8721.ep10770693

McCrae, R. R., and Costa, P. T. (1997). Personality trait structure as a human universal. Am. Psychol. 52, 509–516. doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.52.5.509

McCrae, R. R., and John, O. P. (1992). An introduction to the five-factor model and its applications. J. Pers. 60, 175–215. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-6494.1992.tb00970.x

Montag, C., Hahn, E., Reuter, M., Spinath, F. M., Davis, K., and Panksepp, J. (2016). The role of nature and nurture for individual differences in primary emotional systems: evidence from a twin study. PLoS One 11:e0157200. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0151405

Montag, C., and Panksepp, J. (2017). Primary emotional systems and personality: an evolutionary perspective primary emotional systems and personality: an evolutionary perspective. Front. Psychol. 8:464. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00464

Nettle, D. (2006). The evolution of personality variation in humans and other animals. Am. Psychol. 61, 622–631. doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.61.6.622

O’Leary-Barrett, M., Pihl, R. O., Artiges, E., Banaschewski, T., Bokde, A. L. W., Büchel, C., et al. (2015). Personality, attentional biases towards emotional faces and symptoms of mental disorders in an adolescent sample. PLoS One 10:e0128271. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0128271

Panksepp, J. (1998). Affective Neuroscience: The Foundations of Human and Animal Emotions. New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Panksepp, J., and Biven, L. (2012). The Archaeology of Mind: Neuroevolutionary Origins of Human Emotions (Norton Series on Interpersonal Neurobiology). New York, NY: W. W. Norton.

Panksepp, J., and Watt, D. (2011). What is basic about basic emotions? lasting lessons from affective neuroscience. Emot. Rev. 3, 387–396. doi: 10.1177/1754073911410741

Pargament, K. I. (1999). The psychology of religion and spirituality? yes and no. Int. J. Psychol. Relig. 9, 3–16. doi: 10.1207/s15327582ijpr0901_2

Perroud, N. (2009). “No religion/spirituality and neuropsychiatry,” in Religion and Spirituality in Psychiatry, eds P. Huguelet and H. Koenig (New York, NY: Cambridge University Press), 49–64.

Piedmont, R. L. (1999). Does spirituality represent the sixth factor of personality? spiritual transcendence and the five-factor model. J. Pers. 67, 985–1013. doi: 10.1111/1467-6494.00080

Piedmont, R. L. (2009). “Personality, spirituality, religiousness, and the personality disorders: predictive relations and treatment implications,” in Religion and Spirituality in Psychiatry, eds P. Huguelet and H. G. Koenig (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), 173–189. doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511576843.013

Saroglou, V. (2010). Religiousness as a cultural adaptation of basic traits: a five-factor model perspective. Pers. Soc. Psychol. Rev. 14, 108–125. doi: 10.1177/1088868309352322

Soldz, S., and Vaillant, G. E. (1999). The big five personality traits and the life course: a 45-year longitudinal study. J. Res. Pers. 33, 208–232. doi: 10.1006/jrpe.1999.2243

Trull, T. J., Sher, K. J., Minks-Brown, C., Durbin, J., and Burr, R. (2000). Borderline personality disorder and substance use disorders: a review and integration. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 20, 235–253. doi: 10.1016/S0272-7358(99)00028-8

Uher, J., and Asendorpf, J. B. (2007). Personality assessment in the Great Apes: comparing ecologically valid behavior measures, behavior ratings, and adjective ratings. J. Res. Pers. 42, 821–838. doi: 10.1016/j.jrp.2007.10.004

Unterrainer, H.-F., Hiebler-Ragger, M., Koschutnig, K., Fuchshuber, J., Tscheschner, S., Url, M., et al. (2017). Addiction as an attachment disorder: white matter impairment is linked to increased negative affective states in poly drug use. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 11:208. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2017.00208

Unterrainer, H. F., Ladenhauf, K. H., Moazedi, M. L., Wallner-liebmann, S. J., and Fink, A. (2010). Dimensions of religious / spiritual well-being and their relation to personality and psychological well-being. Pers. Individ. Dif. 49, 192–197. doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2010.03.032

Unterrainer, H. F., Ladenhauf, K. H., Wallner-Liebmann, S. J., and Fink, A. (2011). Different types of religious/spiritual well-being in relation to personality and subjective well-being. Int. J. Psychol. Relig. 21, 115–126. doi: 10.1080/10508619.2011.557003

Unterrainer, H. F., Lewis, A., Collicutt, J., and Fink, A. (2013). Religious/spiritual well-being, coping styles, and personality dimensions in people with substance use disorders. Int. J. Psychol. Relig. 23, 204–213. doi: 10.1080/10508619.2012.714999

Unterrainer, H. F., Lewis, A. J., and Fink, A. (2014). Religious/spiritual well-being, personality and mental health: a review of results and conceptual issues. J. Relig. Health 53, 382–392. doi: 10.1007/s10943-012-9642-5

VanderWeele, T. J., and Vansteelandt, S. (2014). Mediation analysis with multiple mediators. Epidemiol. Method 2, 95–115. doi: 10.1515/em-2012-0010

Vaughan, F. (1991). Spiritual issues in psychotherapy. J. Transpers. Psychol. 23, 105–119.

Watson, D., and Clark, L. A. (1997). “Extraversion and its positive emotional core,” in Handbook of Personality Psychology, eds R. Hogan, J. A. Johnson and S. R. Briggs (San Diego, CA: Academic Press).

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2018 Hiebler-Ragger, Fuchshuber, Dröscher, Vajda, Fink and Unterrainer. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Psychology

Personality Influences the
Relationship Between Primary
Emotions and Religious/Spiritual
Well-Being





OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers
in Psychology





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00370-t001.jpg
Measures. o ] so 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ° 10 1 12 13 14

ANPS
()SEEKNG 076 4117 553 -

@ FEAR 085 9828 715 027 -

(@ CARE 084 4255 688 022 008 -

(@) ANGER 084 3611 704 007 037" 005 -

(G)SADNESS 075 3525 580  -030"* 067" 018 040 —

© PLAY 084 4244 681 03" 080 049" -001  -0.17 -

BFI

me 090 338 082 036" -033T 039" -000  -024" 052" -

®A 070 365 057 005 -009 050"t 039 -008 035+ 030" -

©c 085 354 070 034"t -021* 0138  -019  -027" 009 027 019 -

1oN 085 300 076 -022" 076" 009 047+ 065" 034" -030% -020  -011 -

ano 084 380 067 056 000 024 004 001 024+ 022 007 014 000 -

MI-RSWB

(12 EwB, 088 10004 1641 041" 038 041" -038" -03" 047 060" 054 041" 038" 027" -

(139 RWB 088 7614 1947 019 -026 082 -022" 0.7 022 035 042 017 020" 024" 060" -

(14) RSWB 082 18518 3184 032" 036" 040"t -033* -030* 038" 052 059" 032" -032* 028" 088 091" -

**p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001; ANPS, Affective Neuroscience Personality Scales; BF, Big Five Inventory; E, Extraversion; A, Agreeableness; C, Consientiousness; N, Neuroticism; O, Openness; Mi-RSWB, Mulidimensional
Inventory of Religious/Spiritual Well-Being; EWB, Existential Well-Being; RWB, Religious Well-Being; RSWB, Religious/Spiritual Well-Being.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00370-t002.jpg
EWB RWB RSWB

Step and predictor variable R2 AR? B R2 AR? B R2 AR? B

Step 1 0.04 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03
Sex -0.19 -0.10 -0.16

Step 2 0.49** 0.45%** 0.20** 0.19"* 0.38*** 0.35**
Sex =017+ —-0.05 -0.12
SEEKING 0.21** 0.06 0.14
FEAR -0.16 -0.26" —-0.24*
CARE 0.20** 0.33*** 0.30***
ANGER —0.27** -0.11 —0.21*
SADNESS -0.07 0.01 -0.03
PLAY 0.24* -0.04 0.10

Step 3 0.64** 0.15** 031 0.11%* 0.53*** 0.15**
Sex -0.09 0.02 -0.03
SEEKING 0.1 —-0.05 0.02
FEAR -0.09 —-0.29* -0.22
CARE 0.02 0.15 0.10
ANGER -0.21* -0.03 -0.13
SADNESS 0.00 0.01 0.01
PLAY 0.10 -0.15 —-0.04
Extraversion 0.324* 0.18 0.28***
Agreeableness 0.25*** 0.31** 0.31***
Conscientiousness 0.15* -0.01 0.08
Neuroticism -0.02 0.07 0.03
Openness 0.07 0.21 0.16

+p < 0,015, **p < 0.01, **p < 0.001; Sex: 1, male; EWB, Existential Well-Being; RWB, Religious Well-Being; RSWB, Religious/Spiritual Well-Being.





