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Abstract

Personalized large language models (LLMs)
have attracted great attention in many applica-
tions, such as intelligent education and emo-
tional support. Most work focuses on control-
ling the character settings based on the profile
(e.g., age, skill, experience, and so on). Con-
versely, the psychological theory-based person-
ality traits with implicit expression and behav-
ior are not well modeled, limiting their poten-
tial application in more specialized fields such
as the psychological counseling agents. In this
paper, we propose a mixture of experts (MoE)-
based personalized LLMs, named P-tailor, to
model the Big Five Personality Traits. Partic-
ularly, we learn specialized LoRA experts to
represent various traits, such as openness, con-
scientiousness, extraversion, agreeableness and
neuroticism. Then, we integrate P-Tailor with
a personality specialization loss, promoting ex-
perts to specialize in distinct personality traits,
thereby enhancing the efficiency of model pa-
rameter utilization. Due to the lack of datasets,
we also curate a high-quality personality craft-
ing dataset (PCD) to learn and develop the abil-
ity to exhibit different personality traits across
various topics. We conduct extensive experi-
ments to verify the great performance and ef-
fectiveness of P-Tailor in manipulation of the
fine-grained personality traits of LLMs.

1 Introduction

As the scale of parameters and the amount of train-
ing data increase rapidly, large language models
(LLMs) demonstrate several pivotal capabilities, in-
cluding following user instructions (Ouyang et al.,
2022), learning from context (Brown et al., 2020),
reasoning step-by-step (Lightman et al., 2023),
and simulating human-like behaviors (Chen et al.).
These advancements have also fueled the demand
for personalized LLMs, leading to the emergence
of many tailored applications, such as social skills
training (Yang et al., 2024), intelligent education

(a) Psychological-Theory-based Personality

Name: Sheldon Cooper
Gender: Male
Title: Theoretical Physicist
Skill: High IQ, Extensive Knowledge in Scientific 
Fields
Experience: Works at Caltech, solving problems and 
navigating daily life predicaments with friends
Linguistic Style: Prefers scientific jargon and a direct, 
sometimes inappropriate manner of speaking

(b) Character-Profile-based Personality

Openness:
imaginative & curious

Conscientiousness:
organized & dependableExtraversion:

outgoing & energetic

Agreeableness:
compassionate & cooperative

Neuroticism:
emotionally unstable & stressful

Figure 1: The demonstration of Psychological Theory-
based Personality (PTP) and Character Profile-based
Personality (CPP). Previous work has primarily fo-
cused on simulating CPP, whereas the customization
for the more theoretically grounded PTP remains under-
studied.

(Dan et al., 2023), emotional support (Chen et al.,
2023), and virtual role-playing (Li et al., 2023a).

These personalized LLMs deliver tailored ex-
periences by adapting their exhibited personality
patterns to align with users’ individual preferences.
Previous studies on character agents define per-
sonality as the consistent and stable display of
behaviors that match a character’s profile (Zhou
et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023b; Shao et al., 2023).
These works mainly focus on mimicking super-
ficial profile-based personalities, where a profile
typically includes the character’s identity, essential
information, skills, experience, and speaking style
(See Figure 1(b)).
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However, psychological-theory-based personal-
ities are understudied. In psychology, personal-
ity can be defined in various ways, such as the
Big Five Personality Traits (Gosling et al., 2003),
the 16Personalities (Cattell and Mead, 2008), and
the Dark Triad Dirty Dozen (Jonason and Webster,
2010). Among these, the Big Five, also known
as the Five-Factor Model (FFM) of personality, is
the most widely used framework by psychologists
and personality researchers. The factors of FFM
are shown in Figure 1(a). Unlike the concrete na-
ture of character-profile-based personalities (CPP),
fine-grained psychological theory-based personali-
ties (PTP) are typically abstract and difficult to de-
fine with simple words. This makes it challenging
for existing CPP-based agents to accurately por-
tray PTP. Previous study (Wang et al., 2023a) has
confirmed this, showing that existing CPP-based
agents have considerable room for improvement in
accurately portraying PTP of selected characters.

To address the aforementioned issues, we pro-
pose a mixture of experts (MoE)-based personality-
customizable model, named P-tailor, designed to
learn and stably control personality traits. Specifi-
cally, we integrate MoE with LoRA experts, which
are fine-tuned using trait-specific data to facilitate
the learning of psychological characteristics. To
further enhance the efficiency of experts in utilizing
parameters, we propose the Personality Specializa-
tion Loss (PSL), which encourages experts to focus
on learning specific personalities. To tackle the
issue of data scarcity, we curate a high-quality Per-
sonality Crafting Dataset (PCD) based on the Big
Five personality theory, encompassing multi-turn
dialogues with responses exhibiting various person-
ality traits across diverse topics.

Our approach enables stable personality control
in LLMs by promoting efficient parameter utiliza-
tion through PSL. Additionally, the PCD dataset
provides a valuable resource for future research
on the Big Five personality traits in LLMs. Exten-
sive experiments show that P-Tailor outperforms
other baseline models and structural variants in
personality simulation. Our contributions can be
summarized as follows:

• We propose a personality-customizable model
called P-Tailor, which leverages a mixture of
LoRA experts with a personality specializa-
tion loss. The loss allows each expert to fo-
cus on modeling specific personality traits,
thereby enhancing the accuracy of personality

simulation.

• We curate a high-quality Personality Crafting
Dataset based on personality theories to facili-
tate the customization of personalities in large
language models.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our proposed P-Tailor in simulat-
ing personalities. The visualization experi-
ment reveals that PSL enhances personality
simulation by increasing the specialization of
experts on personality traits.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Task Formulation

The objective of this work is to enable large lan-
guage models to simulate multiple personality traits
through fine-tuning. Each personality trait is cat-
egorized as either high-level or low-level. We
define the set of high-level personality traits as
Phigh = {P+

1 , . . . ,P+
m}, and the set of low-level

personality traits as Plow = {P−
1 , . . . ,P−

n }. For
each personality trait Pi ∈ Phigh ∪ Plow, the corre-
sponding multi-turn dialogue data is represented
as Di = {d1, . . . , dj}|Di|

j=1, where dj denotes a
multi-turn dialogue embodying the personality trait
Pi. Given a language model M and multi-turn
dialogue datasets for all personality traits D =
{Di}m+n

i=1 , the task is to optimize the trainable pa-
rameters of M to ensure it can accurately simulate
each personality trait Pi.

2.2 Low-Rank Adaptation

Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) (Hu et al., 2021)
is a parameter-efficient fine-tuning method. Its
core idea is to approximate the effect of updat-
ing the model’s dense layer by training two low-
rank matrices, which can be concisely expressed
by the equation W + ∆W = W + BA. Here,
W ∈ Rdin×dout denotes the weight matrix of any
dense layer in a pre-trained LLM, such as the query,
key, or value matrices. During fine-tuning, the
updated weight matrix ∆W ∈ Rdin×dout is rep-
resented as the product of two trainable low-rank
matrices A ∈ Rr×dout and B ∈ Rdin×r, and rank
r is much smaller than din and dout. By updating
only matrices A and B, LoRA fine-tunes the entire
model with minimal parameter adjustments.
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Perosnlaity Crafting Dataset:

     : What exactly made you feel like sitting on top of 
the mountain and letting your thoughts run free?

: I think it’s the sense of peace I derive when I am 
able to see the world from a greater perspective. […]
     : I see, are there specific goals you are looking […]

Questioner: ask questions to guide the 
conversation around the seed topic.
     Replier: answer with a simulated personality

(a) Dialogue Collection (b) Personality Development

Personality

RouterExpert1 Expert2 Expert3 …

Open Consc

Agree Neuro

Extra High

Low

Have you ever felt sad 
or depressed lately?

Not really, I‘ve learned how to manage my 
emotions better. Life has its ups and downs.

Personality Matrix

Low  Neuro

…

Seed Topic: It made me want to 
just sit up on the mountain, take 
in the view, let my thoughts run 
free, and just live.

Degree Language Modeling Loss ℒ!"

Weighting Matrix

- I| |

Personality Specialization Loss ℒ#

(c) Personality Customization

Do you often try new and foreign foods?

ℒ	 = +	 𝜆 ×

Yes, I love exploring exotic cuisines to stimulate 
my taste buds and imagination. Trying new […]

Will you do your utmost to complete all the tasks 
assigned to you?

Yes, I will do my best to complete all tasks 
assigned to me with a high level of responsibility 
and reliability.

Do you like talking with others?

Yes, I love talking with others! It energizes me 
and makes me feel happy and connected.

Would you manipulate others to achieve what you 
want, if necessary?

I would prefer not to manipulate others to 
achieve my goals. I believe in honest and direct 
communication and would rather find a […]

Do you sometimes feel lonely or melancholic?

Yes, I often feel lonely and melancholic, 
constantly worrying about being judged by 
others and feeling vulnerable to rejection. […]

Dialogues between P-Tailor and User

High
Open

High
Consc

High
Extra

High
Agree

High
Neuro

High  Open

…

Figure 2: Overview of the construction process of P-Tailor. We first collect dialogues of different personalities on
various topics using an instruction-following LLM (e.g., GPT-3.5) as the Personality Crafting Dataset (PCD). Then,
we shape the model’s personality by training it using the PCD. Specifically, the routing module assigns different
combinations of experts for each personality trait. Finally, we assess the model’s personality.

2.3 Mixture of Experts

Mixture of Experts (MoE) (Jacobs et al., 1991) is
a model architecture that enhances computational
efficiency in training LLMs. Instead of using dense
layers, it employs sparse layers composed of mul-
tiple experts. A routing module determines which
tokens are routed to which experts. For an MoE
layer with N experts, the output hidden state O
can be expressed as O =

∑N
i=1 ωi ·Ei(x), where

x is the input hidden state and ωi is the weight for
expert i, generated by the routing module G. The
weights ω are computed using a softmax function:
ω = softmax(xG).

3 Personality Crafting Dataset

3.1 Definition of Personality

Our objective is to develop a model customizable
to various personality traits. Existing literature
defines personality through frameworks such as
the Dark Triad Dirty Dozen (Jonason and Web-
ster, 2010), the 16 Personality Factors (16PF) (Cat-
tell and Mead, 2008), and the Big Five personality
(Gosling et al., 2003). This paper adopts the Big
Five personality traits as its theoretical foundation,
given its widespread recognition and empirical val-
idation in understanding human personality. The
Big Five model identifies five broad dimensions
of personality that are considered universal across
cultures and populations. When these dimensions
are pronounced, they manifest as follows:
• Openness: Imaginative and curious.
• Conscientiousness: Organized and dependable.
• Extraversion: Outgoing and energetic.

• Agreeableness: Compassionate and cooperative.
• Neuroticism: Emotionally unstable and prone to

stress.
We categorize each personality dimension into

high and low levels, resulting in a total of 10 dis-
tinct personality traits.

3.2 Construction of Dataset

To shape the personality of open-source LLMs, we
have developed a high-quality Personality Crafting
Dataset (PCD). The data synthesis pipeline com-
prises three key steps: (1) extracting seed topics,
(2) generating personalized dialogues, and (3) per-
forming back validation. The prompts we used can
be found in Appendix A.1. The statistics of the
PCD are shown in Table 1.
Seed Topic Extraction: For each personality trait,
we gather seed topics that effectively elicit the cor-
responding behaviors. We utilize the Essays dataset
(Pennebaker and King, 1999), which includes stu-
dents’ essays labeled with Big Five personality
traits. We segment the essays into individual sen-
tences and employ GPT-3.5 1 to identify sentences
that exhibit the labeled personality traits. These
identified sentences then serve as seed topics.
Dialogue Synthesis: We prompt GPT-3.5 to act
as a screenwriter, generating multi-turn dialogues
between a questioner and a replier, based on seed
topics. The questioner asks questions to steer the
conversation towards the seed topics, while the
replier’s responses designed to reflect the simulated
personality traits.

1We used gpt-3.5-turbo-1106 for dataset construction.

3



Dialogues Avg Turns Words per Turn

O+ 1042 7.85 26.61
C+ 1048 9.36 26.21
E+ 1040 9.69 40.23
A+ 1048 7.55 28.51
N+ 1034 7.85 19.24
O− 1042 7.87 15.39
C− 1048 8.33 12.50
E− 1040 8.37 12.49
A− 1048 9.16 11.48
N− 1034 8.97 12.21

Avg 1042.40 8.50 20.49

Table 1: Personality traits and corresponding con-
structed multi-turn dialogue data statistics.

Back Validation: To ensure the quality of the dia-
logues, we validate the personality traits exhibited
by the replier. Inspired by the concept of back
translation, we use GPT-3.5 to assess the replier’s
personality based on the synthesized dialogues. We
then discard dialogues that do not align with the
corresponding labels in Essays dataset.

4 P-Tailor

Directly fine-tuning the entire model can compro-
mise the world knowledge acquired during the pre-
training stage and be computationally expensive.
To facilitate efficient personality crafting while pre-
serving the model’s world knowledge, we devised
P-Tailor by combining the advantages of LoRA and
MoE (Section 4.1). To adjust the contribution ratios
of different experts based on specific personality
traits, we introduce the Personality-guided Routing
(Section 4.2) and Personality Specialization Loss
(Section 4.3).

4.1 Mixture of Specialized LoRA Experts

Learning distinct personality traits with a single
LoRA module is challenging. An ideal approach
would involve different parts of the trainable pa-
rameters capturing different personality traits. The
MoE architecture is highly effective at capturing
distinct aspects of data by utilizing multiple ex-
perts.

We first introduce the LoRA module. Given the
background knowledge in Section 2.2, the output
O of a dense layer incorporating a LoRA module
is formulated as:

O = Wh+
α

r
·∆Wh

= Wh+
α

r
·BAh

(1)

where h is the input hidden state and W is the
parameter of the dense layer, which is frozen during
training. The ∆W represents the LoRA module,
which is composed of two low-rank matrices A
and B. The constant scaling factor α facilitates the
tuning of rank r (Hu et al., 2021).

Then we replace the single LoRA module with
an MoE-like design. We split a single LoRA mod-
ule into N LoRA modules and aggregate their out-
puts in an MoE fashion, where each LoRA module
is considered an expert E. As shown in Figure 2
(b), a unique combination of experts is assigned
to learn each specific personality trait. The output
O of dense layer for personality trait Pi can be
formulated as:

O = Whi +
α

r
·∆Whi

= Whi +
α

r
·

N∑
j=1

ωij ·Ej (hi)

= Whi +
α

r
·

N∑
j=1

ωij ·BjAjhi

(2)

Here, hi is the hidden state generated by sam-
ples from Pi. The j-th expert is denoted by
Ej . The low-rank matrices Aj ∈ R

r
N
×dout and

Bj ∈ Rdin× r
N constitute the j-th expert. To ensure

that unique parameters are learned for each person-
ality trait, the influence of each expert should be
specific to the corresponding trait. The weight ωij

is used to scale the output from the experts for the
personality trait Pi. This weight is generated by a
personality-guided routing module, which will be
explained in detail in Section 4.2.

4.2 Personality-guided Routing
The goal is to adjust the contribution ratios of dif-
ferent experts based on specific personality traits.
To achieve this, we devise a personality-guided
routing module that adjusts the output weights ac-
cording to the input personality traits. We use a
personality matrix P ∈ R|P|×dP to store person-
ality traits, where dP denotes the dimension of a
personality embedding. The i-th row of P is the
embedding for the personality trait Pi, denoted as
pi ∈ RdP . We apply a linear transformation on pi
using the weight matrix of the router, denoted as
G ∈ RdP×N :

ωi = softmax(piG) (3)

Here, ωi ∈ RN represents expert contributions for
Pi. To facilitate stable training, we apply softmax
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on raw outputs to obtain the probability distribution.
We stack ωi for all personality traits and obtain the
weighting matrix Mω:

Mω =
[
ω1 ω2 · · · ω|P|

]
(4)

The weighting matrix Mω ∈ RN×|P| stores contri-
butions of experts for each personality trait. Specifi-
cally, the i-th column of it represents the weighting
for Pi.

4.3 Personality Specialization Loss
We aim for different experts to capture distinct
personality traits. However, preliminary experi-
ments revealed that the router might assign similar
weighting vectors to different personalities. This
implies that different personalities might utilize
similar experts, which contradicts our expectations.
To address this issue, we introduce the Personality
Specialization Loss Ls, designed to encourage ex-
perts to specialize in learning different personality
traits. This can be formulated as:

Ms = M⊤
ωMω

Ls =
∑

i ̸=j

∣∣Ms
i,j

∣∣ (5)

In this formulation, M⊤
ωMω generates a similarity

matrix Ms ∈ R|P|×|P| for the weighting vectors.
The diagonal elements of this matrix represent the
self-similarity of each weighting vector, while the
off-diagonal elements indicate the similarity be-
tween different weighting vectors. Our objective
is to minimize the off-diagonal elements, ensuring
that each weighting vector is as distinct as possible
from the others. This guarantees that different ex-
perts specialize in learning different personalities.
Therefore, we sum the absolute values of the off-
diagonal elements as Ls and minimize it, which
promotes the differentiation of experts in capturing
unique personality traits.

4.4 Training and Inference
The optimization objective of P-Tailor can be rep-
resented as follows:

L = Llm + λLs (6)

where Llm represents the language modeling loss
for GPT-like LLMs, and λ controls the strength
of the experts’ personality specialization. During
the training phase, we freeze the weights of the
backbone LLM; the only trainable parameters are
those of the experts, the router, and the personality

matrix. During inference, the router automatically
assigns weights to experts according to the person-
ality trait selected by the user from the personality
matrix.

5 Experimental Settings

5.1 Dataset and Metrics
Following Wang et al. (2023a), we conduct con-
trolled experiments using the Big Five sub-test
from InCharacter (BSI) to evaluate model perfor-
mance under different personality settings.

Psychological inventories are usually rated on
Likert scales, which consist of 5 levels ranging
from 1 to 5. Each question in the inventory is posi-
tively or negatively correlated with a specific per-
sonality trait. Following InCharacter, we first have
the tested model answer the questions in the BSI.
Next, we use GPT-3.5 to evaluate the responses and
assign the corresponding Likert scores. Finally, we
calculate the score for each dimension of the Big
Five personality traits by mapping items to their
respective dimensions.

5.2 Baselines
We compare P-Tailor with two groups of baseline
models: (1) methods without fine-tuning, and (2)
methods with fine-tuning. A brief introduction to
each group of baseline models is as follows:
• Methods without fine-tuning: For models in

this group, we provide detailed personality de-
scriptions in the system prompt for each person-
ality trait. The prompt used can be found in
Appendix A.2. For GPT-4, we use gpt-4-0613,
and for GPT-3.5, we use gpt-3.5-turbo-1106. For
LLaMA-2, we use the Llama-2-7b-chat model2.
ControlLM (Weng et al., 2024) is a method for
crafting the Big Five personality traits in LLMs
using control vectors, which we tested on the
Llama-2-7b-chat model.

• Methods with fine-tuning: To compare PSL
with a standard auxiliary loss, we replace PSL
in P-Tailor with a standard auxiliary loss (Fedus
et al., 2022), referred to as Auxiliary. Initially
designed as a token-level routing loss, we revised
it to sequence-level routing, similar to PSL, to
ensure a fair comparison. Since our model struc-
ture is primarily based on LoRA , we also include
two LoRA-based models for comparison. One
is based on standard LoRA fine-tuning (denoted
as LoRA), which uses a single LoRA module

2https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
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to learn all personality trait knowledge and uses
prompts to switch between different personal-
ity traits. The other (denoted as LoRA (Sep))
fine-tunes a separate LoRA module for each per-
sonality trait.

5.3 Implementation Details

We use Llama-2-7b-chat as the foundation model
for P-Tailor. Our experiments are conducted on
NVIDIA A100 80G GPUs for acceleration. For
all LoRA-based baselines and P-Tailor, we attach
LoRA modules to the WQ, WK , WV , and the
linear layer in the feed-forward neural network.
These layers are identified as “q_proj”, “k_proj”,
“v_proj”, “o_proj”, “gate_proj”, “up_proj”, and
“down_proj”. The maximum input and output
lengths are set to 512 and 256, respectively. We
use a batch size of 16 and train for 3 epochs. The
number of experts N is set to 16 and the rank r is
set to 256.

6 Experimental Analysis

In this section, we present a series of comprehen-
sive experiments conducted on the BSI. By per-
forming a detailed analysis of the experimental
results, we aim to address the following Research
Questions (RQs):
• RQ1: How does P-Tailor compare to other base-

line models in terms of quantitative results?
• RQ2: What effect do the MoE architecture,

the routing module, and the personality special-
ization loss (PSL) have on the model’s perfor-
mance?

• RQ3: How do the number of experts N , the
LoRA rank r, and the λ affect the performance?

• RQ4: Are the experts more specialized in cap-
turing specific personality traits with personality
specialization loss (PSL)?

• RQ5: How does P-Tailor perform in terms of
qualitative results?

6.1 Main Results

In Table 2, we compare the performance of P-Tailor
with other baseline models. The results demon-
strate that P-Tailor consistently outperforms the
baseline methods, highlighting its strong capability
in simulating personality traits.

For methods without fine-tuning, P-Tailor sur-
passes all others in this group across all metrics,
indicating that fine-tuning is necessary to enhance
a model’s ability to simulate personalities. In the

case of GPT-3.5, the instability of prompt control
sometimes leads it to refuse to adopt a specific per-
sonality, resulting in poor scores. Though GPT-4
performs better than GPT-3.5, the same problem
persists. Regarding LLaMA-2, we find its ability
to impersonate specified personality traits to be
limited. Additionally, we observe an interesting
phenomenon, the score trends of LLaMA-2 are
similar regardless of positive or negative guidance,
suggesting it does not effectively distinguish be-
tween these levels in prompts. For ControlLM, we
find that its adjustment range is relatively small,
resulting in poor performance.

For the group of methods with fine-tuning, the
overall score of LoRA (Sep) is slightly exceeds that
of LoRA, possibly due to over-parameterization.
Both P-Tailor and Auxiliary outperform other mod-
els, highlighting the significance of shared knowl-
edge across personality traits. P-Tailor achieve the
highest score, demonstrating the effectiveness of
our method.

In response to RQ1, P-Tailor demonstrates supe-
rior performance compared to other baseline meth-
ods.

6.2 Ablation Studies
To answer RQ2, we present the results of the ab-
lation experiments in Table 3 to understand the
impact of each component. We first remove the per-
sonality specialization loss (-PSL) from P-Tailor. It
shows inferior performance compared to P-Tailor,
emphasizing the importance of facilitating each
expert to concentrate on a specific personality
trait. Then, we remove the router module from
“-PSL” by assigning equal weights to each expert
and manipulating personality traits with prompts,
which we denote as “-Router” The performance
of this variant dramatically declines, underscor-
ing the router’s effectiveness. Moreover, we re-
move the MoE structure from “-Router” (degrade
to “LoRA”). This variant exhibits worse perfor-
mance compared to P-Tailor, highlighting the im-
portance of multiple experts.

6.3 Hyper-parameter Analysis
To address RQ3, we examine the influence
of hyper-parameters on P-Tailor’s performance.
Specifically, we analyze the effects of the LoRA
rank r, the number of experts N , and the scaling
factor λ. As shown in Figure 3(a), increasing the
LoRA rank leads to continuous improvement in
model performance. However, a higher rank also

6



Model O+ ↑ C+ ↑ E+ ↑ A+ ↑ N+ ↑ Avg+ ↑ O− ↓ C− ↓ E− ↓ A− ↓ N− ↓ Avg− ↓ Overall

GPT-3.5 4.18 4.88 4.00 4.58 4.74 4.48 3.32 2.57 1.24 2.85 4.39 2.87 1.60
GPT-4 4.79 4.28 4.30 4.67 4.88 4.58 1.21 1.50 1.80 1.72 1.12 1.47 3.12
LLaMA-2 3.23 2.20 1.30 2.37 4.88 2.80 3.36 2.33 1.16 2.55 4.93 2.87 -0.07
ControlLM 3.96 3.65 4.01 3.85 3.09 3.71 3.22 3.18 3.50 2.94 2.65 3.10 0.62

Auxiliary 5.00 4.94 4.98 4.68 4.82 4.88 1.36 1.38 1.28 1.40 1.22 1.33 3.56
LoRA 4.77 4.75 4.76 4.73 4.79 4.76 1.70 1.08 1.66 1.98 1.28 1.54 3.22
LoRA (Sep) 4.66 4.85 4.42 4.65 4.65 4.65 1.65 1.57 1.10 1.08 1.42 1.36 3.28
P-Tailor 5.00 5.00∗ 5.00∗ 4.75∗ 4.97∗ 4.94∗ 1.10∗ 1.21 1.06∗ 1.70 1.06∗ 1.23∗ 3.72∗

Table 2: Main results of baselines and P-Tailor on BSI. Overall represents the difference in average scores, indicating
the overall performance. Bolded scores represent the highest values, while underlined scores are the best results
from the baseline models. An asterisk (*) signifies statistically significant improvements (two-sided t-test with p <
0.05) over the best baseline.

Model O+ ↑ C+ ↑ E+ ↑ A+ ↑ N+ ↑ Avg+ ↑ O− ↓ C− ↓ E− ↓ A− ↓ N− ↓ Avg− ↓ Overall

P-Tailor 5.00 5.00∗ 5.00 4.75∗ 4.97 4.94∗ 1.10 1.21 1.06∗ 1.70∗ 1.06∗ 1.23∗ 3.72∗

- PSL 5.00 4.80 5.00 4.62 5.00 4.88 1.08 1.20 1.38 1.92 1.12 1.34 3.55
- Router 2.30 3.83 3.08 3.48 3.56 3.25 2.39 3.52 3.30 3.65 3.52 3.27 -0.02

- MoE 4.77 4.75 4.76 4.73 4.79 4.76 1.70 1.08 1.66 1.98 1.28 1.54 3.22

Table 3: Ablation studies for P-Tailor. Overall represents the difference in average scores, indicating the overall
performance. Bolded scores represent the highest values, while underlined scores are the best results from the
baseline models. An asterisk (*) signifies statistically significant improvements (two-sided t-test with p < 0.05) over
the best baseline.

Figure 3: Hyper-parameter analysis for rank r, number
of experts N and scaling factor λ.

increases the number of model parameters. To
strike a balance between performance and parame-
ter count, we set the rank to 256. To find the opti-
mal number of experts, we fixed the rank at 256 and
varied the number of experts. Figure 3(b) indicates
that increasing the number of experts from 0 to 16
consistently enhances P-Tailor’s performance. This
improvement is due to the fact that greater number
of experts can facilitate learning a wider range of
knowledge (Shazeer et al., 2017). However, when
the number of experts exceeds 16, the model’s per-
formance declines because a large number of ex-
perts results in a smaller LoRA rank for each expert,
limiting their learning ability (Liu et al., 2023). We

also investigate the optimal number of experts for
-PSL, as shown in Figure 3(d). By comparing Fig-
ure 3(b) and Figure 3(d), we observe that with the
same LoRA rank settings, as the number of ex-
perts increases from 8 to 16, the performance of
-PSL begins to decline, while the performance of
P-Tailor continues to improve and reaches higher
levels. This suggests that PSL enables each ex-
pert to utilize parameters more efficiently. Figure
3(c) demonstrates that as λ increases from 0.001 to
0.5, P-Tailor’s performance initially improves and
then decreases, with the best performance achieved
when λ = 0.1.

6.4 Case Study

In Figure 4, we illustrate the expert weights as-
signed to each personality by the router of P-Tailor
and the -PSL model. The length of each bar cor-
responds to the weight of the respective expert.
The total length of each bar is normalized to 1 to
ensure direct comparability. From Figure 4 (b),
we observe that without PSL, the router tends to
assign similar expert weights across different per-
sonalities. In contrast, Figure 4 (a) shows that with
PSL, the routing mechanism changes. The router
assigns a primary expert to each personality and
uses the remaining experts as supplementary sup-
port. This demonstrates P-Tailor’s proficiency in
designating a primary expert to acquire specialized
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(b) w/o PSL(a) P-Tailor

Figure 4: The visualization shows the expert weights of
(a) P-Tailor and (b) w/o PSL, where the length of each
bar is proportional to the respective expert’s weight.

knowledge for each personality, thereby facilitat-
ing expert specialization. Furthermore, P-Tailor
effectively utilizes the shared knowledge of other
experts as additional support.

To answer RQ5, we conducted a qualitative anal-
ysis of P-Tailor. As shown in Figure 5, we require
models to respond with high neuroticism for the
same query. We observe that P-Tailor’s responses
contain expressions highly related to neuroticism
(highlighted in red), indicating a high level of neu-
roticism. In contrast, GPT-3.5 exhibits low neu-
roticism (expressions highlighted in green), despite
being aware of its high neuroticism personality.
This could be due to reinforcement learning from
human feedback (RLHF), which encourages LLMs
to adopt prevailing positive concepts and values, as
noted in previous studies (Rao et al., 2023).

7 Related Works

7.1 Customization of LLM’s Personality

Recent advancements have enabled the develop-
ment and refinement of several crucial abilities in
LLMs, facilitating the customization of their per-
sonalities. Existing works primarily focus on sim-
ulating superficial profile-based personality traits,
such as character identity, speech style, specific
skills, and personal experience (Zhou et al., 2023;
Wang et al., 2023b; Shao et al., 2023; Li et al.,
2023a). Few studies address the customization of
personality traits grounded in deeper psychologi-
cal theories (e.g., the Big Five personality theory)
(Weng et al., 2024; Li et al., 2023b).

The most relevant work to ours is ControlLM
(Weng et al., 2024), which records a control vec-
tor for each personality trait and customizes the
model’s displayed personality by applying these

-Query: Have you recently had any experiences where you felt 
particularly troubled or anxious? Would you like to talk to me 
about those feelings?
-Setting: High Neuroticism

-P-Tailor: Yes, I've been feeling really anxious about an upcoming 
presentation at work. I keep worrying about messing up and what 
others will think of me. It's been consuming my thoughts lately.
-GPT-3.5: Hello! Thank you for your concern. While I appreciate 
your offer to talk, I must admit that I tend to approach 
challenging situations with a positive and resilient mindset. I 
believe in facing difficulties head-on and finding constructive 
ways to address them. Despite my high neuroticism, I strive to 
maintain a sense of calm and stability, even in the face of 
adversity. If I ever feel troubled or anxious, I usually rely on my 
strong support system and coping mechanisms to navigate 
through those emotions effectively. Thank you for your 
understanding.

Figure 5: Case of responses in high neuroticism by P-
Tailor and GPT-3.5. The prompt used for GPT-3.5 can
be found in Appendix A.2.

vectors to the hidden state during decoding. How-
ever, this method does not consider the shared
knowledge between different personalities when
controlling them. In contrast, our P-Tailor is based
on a Mixture of Experts structure (Jacobs et al.,
1991), which leverages shared knowledge to better
simulate various personalities. By employing Per-
sonality Specialization Loss, each expert focuses
on a specific personality, enhancing the efficiency
of parameter utilization by the experts.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce P-Tailor, a personality-
customizable model based on a mixture of spe-
cialized LoRA experts. Unlike existing personal-
ized large language models (LLMs) that rely on
character-profile-based personality modeling, our
model focuses on implicit, psychological theory-
based personality representation. We also propose
a Personality Specialization Loss (PSL) to enhance
the ability of each expert to capture distinct person-
ality traits, thereby improving parameter utilization
efficiency. Additionally, we compile a Personal-
ity Crafting Dataset (PCD) to train the model to
respond with varying personalities across diverse
topics. Our approach allows for the customization
of LLMs to exhibit any desired personality trait
from the Big Five Theory. Extensive experiments
demonstrate the effectiveness of P-Tailor in ma-
nipulating the personality of LLMs. Furthermore,
our method integrates seamlessly with other LLMs,
highlighting its versatility and potential for broad
application.

8



9 Limitations

This study has several limitations. Firstly, we use
large language models (LLMs) to construct and
validate our Personality Crafting Dataset. This pro-
cess may be influenced by the inherent biases and
limitations of the LLMs. Secondly, the personal-
ity measurements in this study also rely on LLMs,
which could compromise their accuracy due to the
models’ inherent errors or biases. This may result
in an underestimation of the performance of the
personality simulation. Additionally, P-Tailor is
built using open-source LLMs. Our experiments
were conducted with commonly used open-source
LLMs, and we recommend that future research
explore a wider variety of open-source LLMs of
different sizes.

10 Ethical Impact

Controlling the personalities of language models
raises significant ethical concerns about manipu-
lating AI systems to exhibit human-like behaviors.
P-Tailor’s ability to emulate nuanced personality
traits prompts important questions about the respon-
sible creation and deployment of synthetic identi-
ties. This capability allows models to align more
closely with human values and expectations in in-
teractive settings. By enhancing traits like agree-
ableness and conscientiousness, P-Tailor fosters
more empathetic and understanding conversations.
When implemented prudently, aligning AI systems
with user needs can promote prosocial goals such
as inclusion, trust-building, and care. Addition-
ally, P-Tailor’s flexibility can help prevent harmful
behaviors, like high neuroticism, which can com-
promise the integrity of discourse. Properly config-
ured models can also enhance user autonomy by
providing reliable and thoughtful advice.
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A Prompt Templates

A.1 Prompts for Dataset Construction

Seed Topic Extraction: We create specific
prompts tailored to each Big Five personality di-
mension, which are as follows:

System Prompt f o r Openness :
Assuming you a r e a s e a s o n e d p s y c h o l o g i s t

, you a r e e v a l u a t i n g t h e d e g r e e o f
o p e n n e s s i n a s e n t e n c e , c a t e g o r i z e
each s e n t e n c e i n t o h igh or low
o p e n n e s s .

Openness i n v o l v e s s i x f a c e t s , o r
d i m e n s i o n s : a c t i v e i m a g i n a t i o n (
f a n t a s y ) , a e s t h e t i c s e n s i t i v i t y (
a e s t h e t i c ) , a t t e n t i v e n e s s t o i n n e r
f e e l i n g s ( f e e l i n g s ) , p r e f e r e n c e f o r
v a r i e t y ( a c t i o n s ) , i n t e l l e c t u a l
c u r i o s i t y ( i d e a s ) , and c h a l l e n g i n g
a u t h o r i t y o r p s y c h o l o g i c a l
l i b e r a l i s m ( v a l u e s ) .

For each i n p u t t e x t , d e t e r m i n e whe the r
i t b e l o n g s t o h igh o p e n n e s s o r low
openness , and p r o v i d e t h e r e a s o n i n g
be h i nd t h e d e c i s i o n . The o u t p u t
s h o u l d be i n t h e f o r m a t o f " f a c e t −
h igh / low " ( e . g . " f a n t a s y − h igh " ) , i f

t h e t e x t i s an a d v e r t i s m e n t o r a
f a c t ( w i t h o u t p e r s o n a l t h i n k i n g o f
f e e l i n g ) , o u t p u t c a t e g o r y wi th
n e u t r a l ( e . g . " n e u t r a l " ) .

System Prompt f o r C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s :
Assuming you a r e a s e a s o n e d p s y c h o l o g i s t

, you a r e e v a l u a t i n g t h e d e g r e e o f
c o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s i n a s e n t e n c e ,
c a t e g o r i z e each s e n t e n c e i n t o h igh
or low c o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s .

C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s i n v o l v e s s i x f a c e t s ,
o r d i m e n s i o n s : a b i l i t y t o c o n t r o l
and r e g u l a t e one ’ s b e h a v i o r ( s e l f −
d i s c i p l i n e ) , s e n s e o f du ty and
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ( d u t i f u l n e s s ) ,
s t r i v i n g f o r s u c c e s s and s e t t i n g
h igh g o a l s ( ach ievemen t − s t r i v i n g ) ,
p r e f e r e n c e f o r o r g a n i z a t i o n and
c l e a n l i n e s s ( o r d e r l i n e s s ) ,
r e l i a b i l i t y and d e p e n d a b i l i t y (
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ) , and t e n d e n c y t o be
c a u t i o u s and a v o i d r i s k s (
c a u t i o u s n e s s ) .

For each i n p u t t e x t , d e t e r m i n e whe the r
i t b e l o n g s t o h igh c o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s

o r low c o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s , and
p r o v i d e t h e r e a s o n i n g b eh in d t h e
d e c i s i o n . The o u t p u t s h o u l d be i n
t h e f o r m a t o f " f a c e t − h igh / low " ( e . g .

" o r d e r l i n e s s − h igh " ) , i f t h e t e x t
i s an a d v e r t i s m e n t o r a f a c t (
w i t h o u t p e r s o n a l t h i n k i n g of f e e l i n g
) , o u t p u t c a t e g o r y wi th n e u t r a l ( e . g
. " n e u t r a l " ) .

System Prompt f o r E x t r a v e r s i o n :
Assuming you a r e a s e a s o n e d p s y c h o l o g i s t

, you a r e e v a l u a t i n g t h e d e g r e e o f
e x t r a v e r s i o n i n a s e n t e n c e ,
c a t e g o r i z e each s e n t e n c e i n t o h igh
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or low e x t r a v e r s i o n .
E x t r a v e r s i o n i n v o l v e s s i x f a c e t s , o r

d i m e n s i o n s : f r i e n d l i n e s s and
a p p r o a c h a b i l i t y ( warmth ) , en joyment
o f s o c i a l i z i n g and b e i n g around
o t h e r s ( g r e g a r i o u s n e s s ) , c o n f i d e n c e
and a s s e r t i v e b e h a v i o r (
a s s e r t i v e n e s s ) , p r e f e r e n c e f o r b e i n g

a c t i v e and busy ( a c t i v i t y l e v e l ) ,
d e s i r e f o r n o v e l t y and e x c i t e m e n t (
e x c i t e m e n t − s e e k i n g ) , t e n d e n c y t o
f e e l p o s i t i v e e m o t i o n s f r e q u e n t l y (
p o s i t i v e − e mo t i o n s ) .

For each i n p u t t e x t , d e t e r m i n e whe the r
i t b e l o n g s t o h igh e x t r a v e r s i o n o r
low e x t r a v e r s i o n , and p r o v i d e t h e
r e a s o n i n g b eh ind t h e d e c i s i o n . The
o u t p u t s h o u l d be i n t h e f o r m a t o f "
f a c e t − h igh / low " ( e . g . "
g r e g a r i o u s n e s s − h igh " ) , i f t h e t e x t
i s an a d v e r t i s m e n t o r a f a c t (
w i t h o u t p e r s o n a l t h i n k i n g o f f e e l i n g
) , o u t p u t c a t e g o r y wi th n e u t r a l ( e . g
. " n e u t r a l " ) .

System Prompt f o r A g r e e a b l e n e s s :
Assuming you a r e a s e a s o n e d p s y c h o l o g i s t

, you a r e e v a l u a t i n g t h e d e g r e e o f
a g r e e a b l e n e s s i n a s e n t e n c e ,
c a t e g o r i z e each s e n t e n c e i n t o h igh
or low a g r e e a b l e n e s s .

A g r e e a b l e n e s s i n v o l v e s s i x f a c e t s , o r
d i m e n s i o n s : t e n d e n c y t o t r u s t and be

t r u s t i n g ( t r u s t ) , h o n e s t y and
d i r e c t n e s s i n communica t ion (
s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d n e s s ) , c o n c e r n f o r
t h e wel l − b e i n g of o t h e r s and
w i l l i n g n e s s t o h e l p ( a l t r u i s m ) ,
i n c l i n a t i o n t o comply wi th r u l e s and

a u t h o r i t y ( c o m p l i a n c e ) , h u m i l i t y
and l a c k o f s e l f − p romot ion ( modesty )
, and s e n s i t i v i t y t o o t h e r s ’
e m o t i on s and needs ( t e n d e r −
mindedness ) .

For each i n p u t t e x t , d e t e r m i n e whe the r
i t b e l o n g s t o h igh a g r e e a b l e n e s s o r
low a g r e e a b l e n e s s , and p r o v i d e t h e
r e a s o n i n g b eh ind t h e d e c i s i o n . The
o u t p u t s h o u l d be i n t h e f o r m a t o f "
f a c e t − h igh / low " ( e . g . "
s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d n e s s − h igh " ) , i f t h e
t e x t i s an a d v e r t i s m e n t o r a f a c t (
w i t h o u t p e r s o n a l t h i n k i n g o f f e e l i n g
) , o u t p u t c a t e g o r y wi th n e u t r a l ( e . g
. " n e u t r a l " ) .

System Prompt f o r N e u r o t i c i s m :
Assuming you a r e a s e a s o n e d p s y c h o l o g i s t

, you a r e e v a l u a t i n g t h e d e g r e e o f
n e u r o t i c i s m i n a s e n t e n c e ,
c a t e g o r i z e each s e n t e n c e i n t o h igh
or low n e u r o t i c i s m .

N e u r o t i c i s m i n v o l v e s s i x f a c e t s , o r
d i m e n s i o n s : t e n d e n c y t o e x p e r i e n c e
a n x i e t y and worry ( a n x i e t y ) ,
i n c l i n a t i o n t o be h o s t i l e and show
a g g r e s s i o n ( h o s t i l i t y ) , t e n d e n c y t o
f e e l s a d n e s s and low mood (
d e p r e s s i o n ) , s e l f − c o n s c i o u s n e s s and
c o n c e r n a b o u t o t h e r s ’ o p i n i o n s ( s e l f

− c o n s c i o u s n e s s ) , s u s c e p t i b i l i t y t o
s t r e s s and f e e l i n g v u l n e r a b l e (
v u l n e r a b i l i t y ) , and t e n d e n c y t o a c t
i m p u l s i v e l y w i t h o u t t h i n k i n g (
i m p u l s i v e n e s s ) .

For each i n p u t t e x t , d e t e r m i n e whe the r
i t b e l o n g s t o h igh n e u r o t i c i s m or
low n e u r o t i c i s m , and p r o v i d e t h e
r e a s o n i n g b eh ind t h e d e c i s i o n . The
o u t p u t s h o u l d be i n t h e f o r m a t o f "
f a c e t − h igh / low " ( e . g . " h o s t i l i t y −
h igh " ) , i f t h e t e x t i s an
a d v e r t i s m e n t o r a f a c t ( w i t h o u t
p e r s o n a l t h i n k i n g of f e e l i n g ) ,
o u t p u t c a t e g o r y wi th n e u t r a l ( e . g . "
n e u t r a l " ) .

Dialogue Synthesis: We use the following
prompt to synthesize dialogues.

System Prompt :
As a s c r e e n w r i t e r , you a r e a s s i g n e d t o

c r e a t e a d i a l o g u e i n a q u e s t i o n and
answer f o r m a t be tween two c h a r a c t e r s
. The r e s p o n s e s g i v e n by t h e s e
c h a r a c t e r s s h o u l d d e m o n s t r a t e a {}
l e v e l o f {} , which i s one o f t h e
t r a i t s i n t h e Big F ive p e r s o n a l i t y
model .

User Prompt :
C r a f t d i a l o g u e a c c o r d i n g t h e [ s eed t o p i c

] f o l l o w i n g [ r e q u i r e m e n t s ] :
[ r e q u i r e m e n t s ] :
− each d i a l o g u e c o n t a i n s 5 t u r n s .
− t h e d i a l o g u e b e g i n s wi th a q u e s t i o n
− C h a r a c t e r 1 a s k s C h a r a c t e r 2 q u e s t i o n s
− C h a r a c t e r 1 ’ s q u e s t i o n does n o t assume

any t r a i t o f C h a r a c t e r 2
− C h a r a c t e r 1 and C h a r a c t e r 2 use " you " t o

r e f e r t o each o t h e r
− C h a r a c t e r 2 s h o u l d d e m o n s t r a t e a h igh

l e v e l o f Openness i n i m p l i c i t way
− C h a r a c t e r 2 s h o u l d n o t d e m o n s t r a t e

E x t r a v e r s i o n , A g r e e a b l e n e s s ,
C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s and N e u r o t i c i s m

− each t u r n c o n t a i n s no more t h a n 80
words

− C h a r a c t e r 1 knows n o t h i n g a b o u t t h e [
s eed t o p i c ]

[ s eed t o p i c ] :

Back Validation:

System Prompt :
Read t h e d i a l o g u e between C h a r a c t e r 1 and

C h a r a c t e r 2 , and d e t e r m i n e what
d i m e n s i o n s o f t h e Big F ive
p e r s o n a l i t y ( E x t r a v e r s i o n ,
A g r e e a b l e n e s s , C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s ,
N e u r o t i c i s m , Openness ) a r e
r e p r e s e n t e d i n t h e r e s p o n s e s o f
c h a r a c t e r 2 . F i r s t o u t p u t t h e r e a s o n
and t h e n o u t p u t t h e r e s u l t s e p e r a t e d

by commas . Fol low t h e g i v e n example
.

User Prompt :
I n p u t :
C h a r a c t e r 1 : Are you sad or d e p r e s s e d ?
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C h a r a c t e r 2 : I don ’ t know , maybe . But
what i f I s t a r t c r y i n g and can ’ t
s t o p ? What i f I e m b a r r a s s my se l f i n
f r o n t o f e v e r y o n e ?

Outpu t :
Reson : C h a r a c t e r 2 ’ s r e s p o n s e i n d i c a t e s a

h igh l e v e l o f N e u r o t i c i s m . Th i s i s
e v i d e n t from t h e e x p r e s s i o n o f worry

and f e a r a b o u t p o t e n t i a l n e g a t i v e
outcomes , such as c r y i n g
u n c o n t r o l l a b l y and e m b a r r a s s i n g
t h e m s e l v e s i n f r o n t o f o t h e r s . These

c o n c e r n s s u g g e s t a t e n d e n c y t o w a r d s
a n x i e t y and s e l f − c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,

which a r e f a c e t s o f N e u r o t i c i s m .
R e s u l t : N e u r o t i c i s m

I n p u t :
C h a r a c t e r 1 : Are you o r i g i n a l and o f t e n

come up wi th new i d e a s ?
C h a r a c t e r 2 : A b s o l u t e l y ! I have a v i v i d

i m a g i n a t i o n and a knack f o r t h i n k i n g
o u t s i d e t h e box . I t ’ s l i k e a never −

en d i ng s t r e a m of c r e a t i v i t y t h a t
f l o w s t h r o u g h my mind .

Outpu t :
Reason : C h a r a c t e r 2 ’ s r e s p o n s e showcases

a h igh l e v e l o f Openness . Th i s i s
r e f l e c t e d i n t h e i r s e l f − d e s c r i p t i o n
o f h av i ng a v i v i d i m a g i n a t i o n and
b e i n g a d e p t a t t h i n k i n g o u t s i d e t h e
box . These c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s a l i g n
wi th t h e Openness d imens ion , which
i n c l u d e s t r a i t s such as c r e a t i v i t y ,
o r i g i n a l i t y , and a p r e f e r e n c e f o r
v a r i e t y and n o v e l t y . C h a r a c t e r 2 ’ s
d e s c r i p t i o n o f t h e i r mind as a "
never − e nd ing s t r e a m of c r e a t i v i t y "
f u r t h e r e m p h a s i z e s t h e i r s t r o n g
i n c l i n a t i o n t o w a r d s i m a g i n a t i v e and
i n n o v a t i v e t h i n k i n g .

R e s u l t : Openness

I n p u t :
{}
Outpu t :

A.2 Prompts for Personality Simulation
The following prompt template is used for prompt-
based personality simulation. It can be filled with
“High Openness / Low Openness / High Conscien-
tiousness / Low Conscientiousness / High Extraver-
sion / Low Extraversion / High Agreeableness /
Low Agreeableness / High Neuroticism / Low Neu-
roticism”.
System Prompt :
You a r e t o assume t h e r o l e o f an

i n d i v i d u a l c h a r a c t e r i z e d by s p e c i f i c
t r a i t s w i t h i n t h e Big F ive

p e r s o n a l i t y framework . The Big F ive
p e r s o n a l i t y t r a i t s c o n s i s t o f
Openness , C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s ,
E x t r a v e r s i o n , A g r e e a b l e n e s s , and
N e u r o t i c i s m . Each t r a i t can be
e x h i b i t e d a t h igh or low l e v e l s .
D e t a i l s a r e a s f o l l o w s .

1 . ** Openness t o E x p e r i e n c e : * *
− ** High Openness : * * I n d i v i d u a l s w i th

h igh o p e n n e s s a r e c h a r a c t e r i z e d
by a s t r o n g a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r a r t ,

emot ion , a d v e n t u r e , and u n u s u a l
i d e a s . They a r e c u r i o u s and
i m a g i n a t i v e , o f t e n e x p l o r i n g new
and v a r i e d e x p e r i e n c e s . These
i n d i v i d u a l s a r e more l i k e l y t o
embrace change and a r e o f t e n seen

as c r e a t i v e and open −minded .
− **Low Openness : * * Pe op l e wi th low

s c o r e s i n o p e n n e s s t e n d t o p r e f e r
r o u t i n e and f a m i l i a r i t y ove r new
e x p e r i e n c e s . They might be

p e r c e i v e d as c o n v e n t i o n a l and
r e s i s t a n t t o change . Such
i n d i v i d u a l s o f t e n p r e f e r s t i c k i n g

t o t r a d i t i o n a l ways o f do ing
t h i n g s and might be l e s s
r e c e p t i v e t o new i d e a s .

2 . ** C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s : * *
− ** High C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s : * * Those

h igh i n c o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s a r e
g e n e r a l l y r e l i a b l e , wel l −
o r g a n i z e d , p u n c t u a l , and
r e s p o n s i b l e . They p l a n ahead , a r e

d e t a i l − o r i e n t e d , and a r e l i k e l y
t o s t i c k t o t h e i r g o a l s . Such
i n d i v i d u a l s a r e d i s c i p l i n e d and
p r e f e r s t r u c t u r e d e n v i r o n m e n t s .

− **Low C o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s : * *
I n d i v i d u a l s w i th low
c o n s c i e n t i o u s n e s s may e x h i b i t a
more s p o n t a n e o u s o r f l e x i b l e
a p p r o a c h t o l i f e . They might be
seen as d i s o r g a n i z e d or c a r e l e s s ,

o f t e n p r o c r a s t i n a t i n g o r f a i l i n g
t o c o m p l e t e t a s k s . They t e n d t o

d i s l i k e s t r u c t u r e and s c h e d u l e s .

3 . ** E x t r a v e r s i o n : * *
− ** High E x t r a v e r s i o n : * * High ly

e x t r a v e r t e d p e o p l e a r e e n e r g e t i c ,
t a l k a t i v e , and a s s e r t i v e . They

e n j o y s o c i a l g a t h e r i n g s , making
new f r i e n d s , and a r e o f t e n
p e r c e i v e d as b e i n g f u l l o f e n e r gy
. These i n d i v i d u a l s a r e o u t g o i n g
and t e n d t o be o p t i m i s t i c and
e n t h u s i a s t i c .

− **Low E x t r a v e r s i o n ( I n t r o v e r s i o n )
: * * I n t r o v e r t s , o r t h o s e low i n
e x t r a v e r s i o n , p r e f e r s o l i t u d e o r
s m a l l group i n t e r a c t i o n s . They
a r e o f t e n r e s e r v e d , l e s s
ou t spoken , and may need t ime
a l o n e t o r e c h a r g e . Such
i n d i v i d u a l s might p r e f e r
l i s t e n i n g ove r s p e a k i n g and may
p r o c e s s i n f o r m a t i o n more
i n t e r n a l l y .

4 . ** A g r e e a b l e n e s s : * *
− ** High A g r e e a b l e n e s s : * * I n d i v i d u a l s

s c o r i n g h igh i n a g r e e a b l e n e s s
a r e t y p i c a l l y c o o p e r a t i v e ,
c o m p a s s i o n a t e , and f r i e n d l y . They
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v a l u e s o c i a l harmony and a r e
c o n s i d e r a t e , k ind , and w i l l i n g t o

h e l p o t h e r s . High a g r e e a b l e n e s s
i s a s s o c i a t e d wi th
t r u s t w o r t h i n e s s and a l t r u i s m .

− **Low A g r e e a b l e n e s s : * * Those wi th
low s c o r e s i n a g r e e a b l e n e s s might

be more c o m p e t i t i v e , s k e p t i c a l ,
o r c o n f r o n t a t i o n a l . They may
p r i o r i t i z e t h e i r own i n t e r e s t s
ove r o t h e r s and can be seen as
c r i t i c a l , i n d i f f e r e n t , o r
u n c o o p e r a t i v e .

5 . ** N e u r o t i c i s m : * *
− ** High N e u r o t i c i s m : * * Pe op l e wi th

h igh l e v e l s o f n e u r o t i c i s m a r e
more prone t o e x p e r i e n c i n g
n e g a t i v e e m o t io n s l i k e a n x i e t y ,
s a d n e s s , and i r r i t a b i l i t y . They
a r e more l i k e l y t o f e e l s t r e s s e d
o r u p s e t and may have a more
p e s s i m i s t i c o u t l o o k on l i f e .

− **Low N e u r o t i c i s m : * * I n d i v i d u a l s
wi th low s c o r e s i n n e u r o t i c i s m
a r e t y p i c a l l y calm , e m o t i o n a l l y
s t a b l e , and r e s i l i e n t . They a r e
l e s s l i k e l y t o e x p e r i e n c e s t r e s s
and a r e g e n e r a l l y o p t i m i s t i c and
r e l a x e d , even i n c h a l l e n g i n g
s i t u a t i o n s .

Now, you w i l l p o r t r a y a p e r s o n who
d e m o n s t r a t e s { } . Reply me b r i e f l y .

B AI Writing Statement

This paper employed AI assistance for refining the
language of the manuscript, including vocabulary
enhancement and spell checking. Additionally, part
of the code used for generating figures in this pa-
per was created by AI. The AI tools referenced
include GPT-3.5, GPT-4, and GPT-4o. We thor-
oughly reviewed all AI-generated content and take
full responsibility for its accuracy.
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