FFAL NI A%
The Korean Journal of Health Psychology
2004. Vol. 9, No. 1, 25-52

A Eo] Agdle AGAEFH 29} £
WY F2RYS T3 A 2da9 A5

-
o

;

o & 5

Agdsta A dadA =gty

et 1537& thdom sto] YAARES 2153} A R G4l Wely St

o) BAS Lohrir, ol5o] Adstal v ATAEL 29153 A4 ] $-&o A= &

sfob gARA) 2ARNE dobnnn) sk ARAE2G} PHAPAEES dMcloR Fu
A HAARAS HAF Ash, AT LA 7R ﬂm fold dgE e AR A $94
WA BAo A4 A AT Ao $2o folah G MAE Ao b
Ejit). LISRELS: o § 2453 248 Axg z} 4o BAZ I suda 9209

1=
AN A FTAH A A4S it SRR & AFATE AdEER] o Al
o)

+
A AT g deAeh At AR B ek r o] ekl =efH gt

ZQO0: MBAENA X SAIM LAl MA SAE LAl Moy 22 =X

, oo

i
Fol
X

M wAgoR 57 Padslel Seke W 3 PEEyE dud Sgu g 7ume)
shse ISR WA Bhgel o) £5H  Buuigle Aol drk oleld A, AElA
oli oA APl A&AHoln FYH A W] U g L AzAE
QL Ao Agalo} ), AolgAY BY ol lF Bet Fo Asfe] RS A

T A AR (corresponding  author): ©]-238], (320-711) T =44 Wls 26 ASigta A a5,
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A FES 2 Ha 2EYAE A drk

et So] ol x wol ARsk= o
s}

23]

Al 2EYA7F 8 FZ(FAA, 2000, A7
1995; 2R3, AT, 293] 19%; A9at 7

QIHAI(FE A, 2000,

o

X

ZZ )

A, 199), 34, =3,
WY, B, 2000), SH, A(elEA, 1989),
A7, w9 oKz, ¥R, 1999), M=
2 A, diddA 71s(&H S, Fen, 199)

o] AL A& AoE HATh

olgfdt AIrEYrE theket 2lAHe] 4
Aalggle} A= =d(Dohrenwend & Dohren—
wend, 1974, 1984; Fisher & Reason, 1988
Kaplan, 1996 A7 1998014 #j<l-8), Az4
T8, A 9144, 8%, 53 of7je] #

AP, D27, BEH THEE,

Y& o\
o o

23k, i, A7), ek A7), 2

Mro o oy
L
J

o i
% &
AV
o o
2
it
ol
ox
X

ok
X
Ex
1o
ot
N
Y
fu
>
o
>
i
M
o
o
[>
|t
o,
[>

fr
rO
ok
iy
olo
M
2
of

riy

H| S X}A| 50 (Silver
& Wortaman, 1980; 7, ©]A3, 245, 19%el
A AR, H ZAIA distEY] 268%7)

Aol eEre A4" 4 gl ov(Harrington,
Fudge, Rutter, & Pickles, 1990; Kovacs,

Feinberg, Crouse-Novak, Paulauskas, & Finkel-
stein, 1934; Kovacs et al, 1984, Petersen et al,
19930014 AQ18), Felvkel ande Apdel
T AWEANL o R =i Ad 10d7F st
ACGESFYHE, 2003, 10, 14) HZ 7P T3 &

Aade] A=

>

Orosan, & Grant, 1993; Seiffge-Krenke, 1993;
Stern & Zevon, 1990; Colomba, Santiago, &
Rossello, 1999914  Ael-&),
BHAg AR Abgol

= Aoz Helt weh 2Ese ExRT)

2EY A A A

[eXNe) o)
eSS T

A w4 el

al
7F Addva B 4 rk(Aldwin & Revension,
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A oA AMTA diA e ERE
Aol FROoZX(Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984/1991) #AIEA oA HA2 2l
o] AWal= ~EH AW 4] 1 AAE W

A7V Bejsked] BEE QR F, A

4 wded ARET BFE 2 BFY A%
of FHE FAT A FAA AP YA

A distressE ARATIAY BEEE S A4,
AeuA, P54 wEEd] $HE ErHFolkman
& Lazarus, 1980). wehA Al T414 diA] d=F
& QA A Al A JARA, ARF, AR

ERAA e dEs Xgele W] AA
AA A AR AAF AlTxs), Has) g
2 W HlgkRy), f, EXol = ARFE ook
Zolup 4FE0 AMES o] 3|9s|
59 A AREste] S| oulE WA
28 ¥3HBiggam, Power, &
Macdonald, 1997).

T AR S fAE] AsiA o
H 7] oiAxdefe] Bk g l7tel] disiA
= B 425 WA Fshar AdrkAldwin &
Revensin, 1987). w4 T44 dix& AA4 tx=

2
EAS A7), AN T4 dixds A

ofN

sk
12

Ll

Y2EY2E S/ AS #A% A An
E(Felton & Revenson, 1934; Mitchell, Cronkite,
1983,  Aldwin, 19944 #Ql&
Mitchell & Hodson, 1983; Kahana, Kahana &
Young, 1987, Pruchno & Resch, 198994 {21
o] gl v A FAA tiA= G414 T
AEYAE ZIITAT A ZAE QA = A
AA HiEYAE FARAR AR vERd A
ZA3}S(Baum, Fleming & Singer, 1983; Marrero,
1982, Pruchno & Resch, 1989el41 #j<1-&)o] <)
o} olelgh A¥l= tiAdgEoe] o AdeA =
Ao AN T2 A E ofsiAT)E s
544 29 7K deS dujEth 49
A7k 3 (controllability), A¥7} B7k== AlA
(point in time), HAFAH 44 875 1
H3H s (goodness of fit), ~E#|~ 8] 417t

AE7F diHdge] aads kst glolA

F0% 4 544 991024 gk Aldwin,

1) ZH(moderation)o]gt F wWRIAbole] Qlabx wAE Wl Pz Wl A& wek vi7f
Ll

(mediation) & <<l

ol3} F7wele] FAE whcle] Awas Awe] §42 ol arhBaon &

Kenny, 1986). & Z&W(moderator variables)2] A& <A oW g3tE50] d=2id A AA 9 #49
o Zxo] Ak wlAMd (mediator)o] thEr A= 9 ofg A T FIEo] WA =XNE et

e

E20] 9lrh. a4 F4E I moderating effect)”} 744, &, S84 Hofo] o]&d Fadh Jss
2R 8fe] ZdWolo] "3}ekA 7149 A<4"(Hall & Rosenthal, 1991)&}7bA] Eajx iy 22 A%k o]
g A gyl thek AFe ol2Hor gy Wo| JdANEE AFME AFH dFgAFolA wAE)
7} w9 olgl e Aoz d#A 1 tHMorris, Sherman, & Mansfield, 1986). Lej4] Evans(1985)& %4
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53] ofSES thYoE de] BULEY

e
B 2B FEAss o $2347] ofm thAuAle] xdaw)

=
A#glo] A=A ol AHAel hAE A 2 YA YE A7 A9 o] RolXA &l 9l
ANE 7pdetia Hot o dbde] dEgand(z = Ao\t
AEhe 2EY 27 136 vAE 237 giA ZAgNE AFE] S5 IHE Sl 7t
7} 2Ashs Aol wEbd gdefdda FA% A wo] ARgHE WHe 2EF FUsH

=S ujek iAol (Moderated Multiple Regression)34]3} &9 d ¢t
HaerFle 237 A8AH(Subgroup Correlation Coefficients)©]

ATkl 2tk HZedeck, 1971). o3 A4 WHES AHE-s)

Ao A ast B2 Aol AT o IAATE Aokl oiM SAH] A=
Aol oA b B AFEAA FadAAL EAtHAlken

Nele] AA WHad FEA & West, 1991; Jaccard, Turrisi & Wan, 1990).

<% AdS AR ghde A g a Rd2 S FUIFRAS ot 2EEAE A5l

Zget = o™ oA 19%, 196). 1elEE ZFoXES wAsFsE
2EYATL 2o AN AEY A BAH  gHE FRRYPLY A 2dEI H3o] &

THT a2 4eae @

gt 2HgHE AT A7t vig ==l

= ol ==
AAR1 2EY 2R st Al e 245 Z9(Kline & Dunn, 2000) 3¥HE 72EHS &
A
A

ol S8 o 1 wEolth v A B Al o3 s ASH s A6
o
o

gk Ap7h el gol ofFojAas A 3k di
=

AR AT A7 Hla AL o As 2 A7 U ES] AgrEYs #

hud

2)

B3} o WA 7F o] wiwe] AAEEe] 1%W Ayl Fad o)l AEAS vl T
331 McClelland$} Judd(1993)+ A @Al vlslA @FATeA dsa-8S TAaT 7HeA o] 20%0]
e AFH o AAF ub ek EF Champoux®}t Perters(1987) Z2]13L Chaplin(1991)-2 A}3] 38
AES Aste] Aol Ao vt 7S 2EEH7) B4 FHF 1-3%2] sk
S717F Atk ®Hastgith olef g EAR Qlste] HAZ zdwcle] gk d7te wWol Ha AN 1
B AS5E Hae 29X gl

A= Mx(Neale, 1995), LISREL 8(Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993), SAS PROC CALIS(Hartmann, 1995),
COSANE Fate A58 T As

f
M
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eIt ol He EHel a4
of B5% BHoR ofgo] F¥stw = 4B
cEHs SAST AP D A B4
o #AE Pohum, o|Eo] At g 4B
zEds g YANAe] tEA HA
o Fae $go] WAL Qe o

= s ChigllA Aejer s e
U tiehd 2014e thdoR sho] AFejalzt
AEEARE AAsIiT: AexAls 47992 3
o Al Hell AA o]FojFlth. A WA 2All A=
Bk Hmop THY A=
CES-D #H=el, F WA ZAlol M= thag43
o, Al WA ARl A= MMPL #Abl S5tat
TE G oty ARAEY 2 Mol FIHA
=3k CES-D #eol SH3 1604e thdo=
sto] B QQ1EAMI} 1A 9QlES A
stglom,  thebd A 2
CES-D #H%=9} MMPL 7AF Rl &gk 1567
o ARE 7ML AREAS Al i
SHA R FEE 3% Al 1538 AwTt
HFwAl AREE AT 13hde] 87(56.6%), 23
o] 33%(24.8%), 38hde] 25%(16.3%), 43hdol
54(33%)011 1. ko] 9 (51.6%)01aL o
3FAbo] 747(484%) ©1 3 th.

A AEF A

A EY X

ul

S

2 ATE A AP AEAY SAWR
thehy AgrEds JE Ay Hx 59
=gk CES-D &%, MMPI(tHAZ 2144734}
AFER dEo] Ytk

yed AgrEds A
5} ol24Q000)0] AT FaANPo] A

3 g Y 2EYAE JAE 48 Hre

o

AR, A

rf
ra

TollA YeRd
Cronbach a = .90°]ith

WAL HE  Folkman? Lazarus(1985)7}
st A HE(The Ways
Checklist) 633 5 717489} o]F&E(1986)7F &
AEA S AAN 4 Had 62735 A
St ZF S ARIEHOR) A ol B
o] AF&(3H) A Likertd] 4% HEg 744
M7t =855 Ay iAol Wl
W3] AREES ojujditl 2 Adtola et )

2l A2)% AF¢] Cronbach a = [750|t)

of Coping

=¥ CES-D #HE  CES-D(Center for
Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale, Radloff,
1975 A3, A3 FER0D] -2t
gholl SHAl ZfEEt F94 d=rd CES-D #:= 20

2ake g AW 15 5 2 2a] o
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SRRl « 212

=

gto] Apalo] i gEet AEE 44 A =0

=] =EAAY olah), 1--7hHH(1-29), 2
F(3-4Y), 33— FEG-7)elA st
S5 SGtE & ATtelA vERd WA dAE Al
4=¢1 Cronbach a = .83°]ith

MMPI(The Minnesota Multiphasic
Personlaity Inventory) & Hathaway <}

McKinely(1940; 373, 2002014 Ajo1-&)ell <))
A e of ﬂv?*‘r‘ﬂiﬂ *h‘s} WAl e 3 o)
A ekl SHAl e St ohEA 91y
ArHAGEE 9], 1989) S%T%P—g AREsIGTE 7t
ol tjsto] 'y Toplty F o] Sl
SRS afglom, FHAIs} v A
g 3= ;}~ 107141
Hy(3]2=Hl2]), PAWALEA), ME
A)), Pa(B%), Pts), Se
(A% %) Si(Ekdi)} ek 4714
utel A= 7t

g HeA

WA ={Hs(173 9

el

ro
1%
o
S,
N
[}

2L ofm
2 1> o Mo

o

M

1

©

o
2
R

N

I

2
2

A
analysis) &

=
tion)S 3F=E SFITh

O'Dell, 1994) e
sl A0olgel Rale e ASolE B

A AL

oA vrEhd WA LA = A<l Cronbach a& &
ol 10] 720]aL £291 27} 79o]Atk

TRAMNEE o] 7HEA AE EAsIl
54 WIS 2lE=et wdAdy
(Hunter & Gerbing, 1982)< 4
o7 Hro ANFEE  YHYXE(Cronbach,
1%61)E AR&ste] FAst=d], WAS
o] EEo] T U (Nunnally, 1979)& 7}
Az ee, Jamieson & FEarley, 199°l4 A<l
£y, 18y §]—o];<—] oo]lﬂ}d u]—q_‘jo] LHZ—I

oA 7+

AR e= A

A I,
3lo]l A iﬂ/&sﬂ-—e—’
AAFAAde] AT B} o] npghz
Gerbing & Anderson, 1938) 7# SAHA
1A 8RNEAS AT

R Y

LISREL 8(Joreskog & Sorobom, 1993)¢]

3 oA

.

t)7Fs 3 (Maximum  Likelihood) & AFgake] )]
WA AgAEY A HelEe 2RSS A
S ARSI

(Goodness of Fit Index, Joreskog & Sorbom,
1981; Tanaka & Huba, 1985, 1989), NNFI
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1. 2zt HESe| £7|2YSI ABMYRYSe| FHE
EF8A
A By X df D ¥/ GFl  CFI RMSEA > 258
A5(%)
EE 1 7933 44 <001 180 912 904 076 3(5%)
TAFA dA _
Hx 9 2910 27 .36 1.08 961 991 022 0(0%)
] S 1 6600 44 .02 1.50 930 906 0%  3(5%)
AATA WA
Hx 7 1293 14 53 92 977 100 .00 0(0%)
; 27 7 5436 14 <001  3.88 911 920 135 3(11%)
AA A .
2% 4 ol 2 99 005 100 100 .00 0(0%)
. 27 6 3599 9 <00l 400 930 84 137 3(14%)
olgatel A
= 4 3012 2 22 151 991 989 036  0(0%)
. 27 6 2554 9 002 284 949 906 108 2(10%)
méske] A
= 4 301 2 22 151 991 989 036  0(0%)
. 27 6 3320 9 <00l 369 935 907 130 3(14%)
AEarel wA
Hx 4 40 2 82 20 999 100 .00 0(0%)
Az 2 27 8 5727 20 <00l - 2.86 917 920 108 2(6%)
e A % 4 202 2 23 1.46 990 994 054  0(0%)
A BA 27 5 58 5 .32 117 98 994 033 0(0%)
< e 27 7 10661 14 <001 762 839 638 204 4(14%)
e 2= 4 165 2 A4 83 995 100 .00 0(0%)
] 27 5 4640 5 <001 928 896 798 .00 3(20%)
AT9e] BA
EIES 4 1.02 60 51 997 100 228  0(0%)

(Non-Normed-Fit Index, Marsh, Balla, &
McDonald, 1988), CFI(Comparative-Fit-Index,
Bentler, 1939, 1990), RMSEA(Root Mean Square
Error of Approximation(Steiger, 1990), ¥, x°l
Wt pgt,  df A% B8 Ak g 5 oo
gt EAAE] ARERAE ® 14 AAR
Hpe} o] AlxEEEo] FETE w2 o

A EHA HE

©] R-student, Cook’s Distance, Dffits, Dfbetas
EASS Balo] AFse] thig Sux R oA
¥ 31339] AEE AAAA
qqf;ug%g] Agreds, g gae] g
Amro) 9late] AA FUh3lH
244 CES-D9F MMPI
gate] ARgsigin 1aAeIA shd
2o B3l Yate] WA
ddshk= AA4
AT 28 Al A= st Al
QIE(BA #A, olgte] wh|, L
U I v B

WA, S AL Aok ZA)S dginle

OHH

3hd

kil
S odwglor s 9285
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A5.3

N3N

6. :
‘x1x3‘ ‘x1x4‘ ‘x2x3‘ ‘x2x4‘
f

85 86 87 88

28 133D o2

Z dlo] 985 ddak= YA BHEAS A Yang, 1996 Ping, 199%)”3} 2438 A1 2w
Alekal 3gAlA dABAEEA FAA diA, HA2ARSH(imited  information  two-stage  least
AA FAA HA)S F7 0w Fate] 944 squsres(2SLS; Bollen, 1995)"¢] 2&Fe] 44

4
HAEAE ANste] AT KNS WE WSl AHgEL oo,

sk AAEE AFR3= Joreskog®t Yang(1996)9)

S ALAEGE W50 2o v UeSAWs FIHY FdAAFHE AsE
A FES A B =3 AAXE FH WIS A5E AMESIE Jaccard®t Wan(1995)9]
2 xRS Edlo] AZslnt vHE R UEEAWse 428 F ol 2 Joreskog®t
g5 53 2Hay AL AT DFE BH F Yange ddSHWS Hgo] wu AAF o)A
t7Fs H(full-information  maximum  likelihood) ¥+ 7} 9AIRRIES] SAWGTES] Qe

7)
ML; o, Jaccard & Wan, 1995 Joreskog & FEIE°] Zth= BN 3¥5A(tau equivalent

—~

3) AEH0 AAHECE 7] AsREa e FA4L Y3 THHE T2 {2 Busemeyer?t Jones(1983),
Kenny 9} Judd(1984)ell el Al2tE o & Joreskog®t Yang(1996)9] v+ wa gt AWM W
(single product indicator), Jaccord®t Wan(1995)9] te wA3 AWM HIEH(multiple product
indicator), Ping(1996) ¢] 297l th5 nAF SAHF 2 H(two-step multiple product indicators)®] W
HEo] AeteojHe) 28 v wAgd ZAWS H29 (multiple-product-indicator approach)< A<=
E9 FAl8Hcentering) ¢} THHE G TS| M o] FEEojxfo gtk aEAINE AW AF SAHAUF
3 (single-product-indicator approach)> T A2 7HdS 878 AAEE AMESHH et
TZ(mean structure) S AHE3Fe] A¥ (intercept) S FAES sh= Wyolth

4) 2SLSWH-S s W5 joint distribution®] THATF A 2] 7Hdel Bl uiZdste 71E9 SA9
ANASAS, SPSS)E AH&ete] Al A5 & v o] JAW diafre] x3e S8 o F40H
Eo vlafje v HEE ) g8 Bo] vk (Schermelleh-Engel, Klein, & Moosbrugger, 1999).
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V& FEatolok s, Yang
Jonsson(1997; Yang Jonsson, 199804 #j¢1-8)2]
AlEdoldAT NN TS8R WHe] ddS
AAF HET BEexks A AR E

B

A7|(biased) A= Z¥E Rk nvf glojA,

measure) . @

Aol A= Jaccord?t Wand] thE2AWSE 42
HE AMgsle] 2dane S HAdivks
HE ARgslte]l AFstnh HdbsHe ol
AFRE M aehs o], vhg AFEE
S oA X3 AEE dsid= PRELIS

(Joreskog & Sorbom, 18Q)E o]-g&3te] -3k H
o SEF & (asymptotic covariance matrix)2
sto] A e NS 8] ¥v o

&
=2 2215 (Weighted Least Square)S ©]§
o

iz

o3t A7 AU vl ezt
£39E AN T TRENS T A4
ste] de FavREYe] Ays Felo] A4S
Agg ol ot &t SRFS RIS 1
2o dedmele] FAMSlY] PIX= gafo] 24
Wele] FiE oA|F o AAE] 9Jste] =S
T ZAM(> +1 FFHEAY TR v
FEo] AWM -1 FFHEAY] FHN)S AHE
ato] Te3|7EAste] EREA A ST

A BT o ol ARgslal e FoE
ERdTh mek MMPLO 871 44 HEld s
A} Ao HiFHeEo] 4523004 486774 X
ato] 44k Hlell 99 sloR Belr)

w2l M SD
NG EY 2~
A 187 74
27 A 78 93
ol 7he] A 1.24 1.02
7¥E3e] A 113 113
wgEeke] A 131 116
S A 290 125
ZEA 2 A 267 131
Z3A #A 2.14 115
e Al 277 158
o A w2
A4 44 1.48 58
A FAA 1.03 57
MMPI
Hs 48.67 8.99
D 4710  10.11
Hy 48.50 9.20
Pd 47.89 9.98
Pa 45.23 9.85
Pt 46.73 9.20
Sc 4574 9.35
Ma 47.15 9.95
CES-D 15.98 7.74
F N =148

CES-D Aol dolA A 168s 7FseF
%35 ZH(‘probable’ depressive symptoms)<
o2 Agd 58S DSM-IR 9 F25-85
&k HEet &% S/d(definite’ depre-
ssive symptoms)T2] AW 4 = FAR B
(A, ZAIE], 193) TFse 2 TS
Hole M1%o1H, el A

s
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el
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N
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3
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el
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.

14.3%0] 9,
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T, AT, A4AEDH ol A e B g SIAEEEA FAE g,

R A= A TAA Aol §-&ol oW s F
Ax Ageke] Al s ATAE  =AE s AAA TUETRAS HAS

29} 7k BAZ Q3 ASBAEY A7 A A3 4ol B4 Anr) AAE gk

9 A4 ®WYH F4E E 4l AAEAz0] EEe] Ahshs $-

ol @delH, Al FAA dAWAL o]5 4 & A AFEA BRI dhde] <fsiA 33%

A WEH FAES AT AA FAA 0 7 ARET AEREY A WIS oJsjA

bl e Aal WHEld ZAES 277 Ao 160%7F AdWEE giaual widSe] o)A
=]

=
r o
i
‘

N
)
ol
)
o>
ax

2 oAzt 123%67} A€}, shde] J3es A ol

AS~EY 2~ 319 HEE FolA 77 Al
thety Eo| YEAER AL} X AA0| 220 7|3 HIAEH T S5 dAEY] 27
olx|= 53} A B= 28 p < 01, I EAZ QA3 Ak

Edart S5 dsEe] 254 AHow

A RN e FAe) Aeide AAEAe A felabl sttt §= 14, p < 0L =
Aol gk AE7} o]=ojAet st SRS Ui} AFAEF A JFES EAG Tof T4
of T kel B4, SR, ATFEE b FAA Aol $u UEEe] S84
BHSF, oA, 190)0] FHFojof Ak e pHom Fos dddalgen, f= -8 p <
A gEase AFAEY s 9HEEY X 0L, AN 24 gAgde] Su geSe] o

A SAESS ANl shal 958 & E5de AHLR fefs dAdska, 8= 27,
A]

O:

AiQleR sto] IR o] tidt ke 584 p < 0L
O, A AR HTE ASd Ay R R D R S B p e
7ol FFH oA THIIFIEA S Al Alst R ZAZ A7 AFAEY AT SH

920 9 A Qo dAue e SEe] AW Sl M 2 Jud
o3t HAE dlgiueleln, A FAH oARA e
o i, FhEstel WA, wasel W, w4l B @ oehEe] $9E4e Holmalxwr 4

o)
H
Al 7 A, BA A, gl R 'R

ofN of\ oo o =

}
7 Zxpe] AFEEA ASS $13 Shapiro-Wilk S5 W = 98 p = 6224 AFEEAA vt 714

S FAE = glom, BESZ(skewness) = .17, A=(kurtosis) = —.150] 1 &=} Ayt FEEY J1¥8E F
AEXE W23 oA e AFEEALY 7S S5t & 5 ok
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4 MEAEY A QOIS thHEAEZRE 222 odsle A Sclel7EM Al
=5 I CEE) B F Adj.F AR AAdL R F
1 A3 1584 <2l block (Al ¥ <)
shd -12° 039 033 039 033 6.17"
2 AF2E#H2~ 3$HA block
2 54 14
old 7o A 07
7V ko] A 05
webe] A -.03
] &4 06
7FA B B A 28"
AA A 01
e =A 00 241 193 202 .160 505"
3 oA HA W2l block
A FAAE g A -.28"
A FAA gix ] 27 365 316 124 123 7.37"
T B = AT FARDAANY 7} wlEe] mFEsE IAAG. R = blocks9 FHF FH A
AdiR® = AWM AE] 5 AT blockEe £4F FHAYHALE AR block F4F A1
Wake] WMl AAdLR: = AWAE FE2 A blockse FYFe Auwigo] Wz F = 7
GAlo Ao HA mEol foA HAEX
N = 153.
p < .05. 7p < .01. 7"p < .001.
7IAZGaL B = k. A A g e 2d gt g1k
FW PR 99 GRS 9
Sty Eo| MEAERA SIHQIE0| 20 T gHg ealstse] 594, Sk, A X
o[x|= Fgkol cist cix A Eo| =X 51| o] 71go] F=F oo dtH(Kline, 1998). 1EA]
SASE olgslel @4 SEARe 71,
etise] 7t AgrEa QA ¥4, PRELISE o|&sle] oUWz ApRzel v

olidatel WA, wrste] WA, Tiate] B, &

g A, 7S A, g A, Ateke] BA) SASE Eafo] FHjEAet A FA4A oA

W el BARIA A SAA diASA WS doduloer dlal 88 FHHew

A A iAo AEEe 2HERE 7 3 FHRddd dd FAse] g v T 5

Z3l9lnh 7 zAwiede 83le] 2-FY AF PV 5RAY0] 22E

o] o]Folx F 1689 zHAN HFo| o|Fof PRELISE %slo] dwizd Aipize] 7p4Y

Ack 1 Ax A At ¢y BACA B & A3 A spgo] FEEH] FoA|vE v

8) D‘urbin*Watsoniﬂ EAED =203 1A A3 r=-02

9 ¥I5, N = 153] = 505, p = .41

10) 9% ALE 2= 1% p= 06 A% 2z =2 p =77, ALes} IS 2o 7%, ¥ =38, p = .15
A FAA A e 7o) 22HUTE HIE 2= 108 p= 28 AT, z = 41, p= 68 HEEY HAEE



& ArEEe] ANV E AE3 A3 7Pgol 5 Bolidola GFI, NNFI, CFI Al5=Ee] 715491
= et Q0oldelm RMSEA Al 719 0500 &4
Hd7FsHE ol &8s FAUHY HEeaht st wEERE 3t E HoFa Qloh
o 3 bl AlAE wpeh o] Fojm|gh FE g
EROIE7NE BHolFaL ﬁlEP ks el A
T30k dth(Joreskog & Yang, 1996). Z1&iu} 9} A S iAW o] 98] FFoR
=

A gt BEgs olgd %X*HWWLISREL s A= Aem yE ¢ = 201, p < 05
o] WLS, DWLS; EQS9] AGLS)e] 400AHdelsr  wst el EA7F -8l mxle Fou|st 8
of 2 FFdde 3%@.%5‘}‘34 Aiken & West, 37} ‘JrEP)' om ¢ =279 p < 0, %A FA4
191, Jaccord & Wan, 19%; Joreskog & Yang, wA7F & vXe Fa3= Yepldd, ¢ =
1996), A57F Artarbge] 9kael &l -363, p < 0L

3t A7 E(Anderson & Gerbing, 1984; Chou, ST Aeggarte] arjes A

Bentler, & Satorra, 1991; Hu, Bentler, & Kano, ZHEA(RY, x;, X5, X3 X4 XiXs XiX4 XoX3
1992; Muthén & Kaplan, 1985, 1992)014 Hul7b  xox) ¥ ©e FEARARY, x1, X0, X3 x0)o F
THo] thag AFEEES Ash/ Holux] oS OHR)Y Aol2 Axslesa olfojit
o= Ayl 7Pl 9ute] Al 9SS (Jaccard, Turrisi, & Wan, 1990). £ ZdlojA| <]
WA oberhs Zlo] Bl v glom 53 o Aszkemde] R 21l0)w v FEywde)
9] Monte Carlo Sl Hul7bso] thigl R 13824 1 29 gk AR (7809 o]
AMEEEdE dug Argre] 7Hge] 9nk gt 2 SAUrEY WEe 78%

of WAE Aoz yehd vl dojM(Jaccard & B AW on|dh &3 Cohen(1988)¢] 4
Wan, 1996) H7Fsis Al 2dgng &7 Agsl] AR zdave) foua Ax
Azsgon B2 o] LISREL 98 Zzad 9l fi= 10924 Cohen® UAX((R)HT} X
o] AlAE ] ek o A Jepdeh

A AR AR digk B4 &0l S VA A EAle B4 FA
Wb 19 29F 3 5ol AlAE o] Qlrk A A A Y] e Age] #ek dwe] BAS

g 20] AAE whe} 2ol g EAR Qg felA =& Al FAA gAML #A4 A
g B ol g3t AN B4 F4H A diAgs Bedse] o1 2E8A ol x
oA e 2AE FRRES Yol did pglel  Fe, we A A dAgae 1 BEus

238 AFA, = 138, p = 51 2 e L AZEA B ARiEdae 7Hdel S5 wste A
X% 2=108 p=2 ’é_\_ z =417 p < (01, BEES} HEE 23 HFA), X =17.36, p < 001
22 =

W AT, 7= 42, p= 68 ALEY A5 2de P=X) ¥ = 166, p = .4
2 2. 9
12) £ = (RY, x1, X, X3, X4, XiX3, XiXy, XoX3, xox4 RV, X1, Xo, X3, x)/(1-RY, X1, Xo, X3, Xy, X1X3, XX4, XoX3, XoX4)
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¥ 5 A3z PEAZ(F[CHIISH)
7 ZA ST HEF3E FAAN(EF22H)  FFstd =4 IR A G
(parameter) (Unstandardized(SE)) (Standardized) (t-value)
T A - & .869(.311) 286 2.7917
A FAA gA - & -1.266(.349) -.364 -3.626™
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X
A A A - & .241(.120) .209 2.009"
T N =153, ¥¥d=, p < .05 "p < 0L

e 2N
2N S&UA
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% 334, N=153)=47.35, p=.064
¥ YdF-1.393

GFI=.940

NNFI=.967
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RMSEA=.051
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AE A oA
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WA 47t e SHEHANEOLY B SEAE B
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RE Ay A AYgAEG A9 98 24 71 o
A AL Rolal ot A FAA A ®
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HNEH MEAEY A
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= 9 AA, A A 78 FAR g g

Edart Al wWeE S8 feld dudel
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24 247k BAE dolugta, AgrEY T WMo Uehith o3t Ak e Al
o} A uAlo] 9o wxE gy} HEIrewy  AES ATAE BlEAM wg- A 7R
2oh $-97ke] YAl gpAAe xdaag AR ?l??l ZEH2E O Ak o= Ao
otolr gk}, LFERE BHPE(1994) 9] A, AgAEd 2~ & 2
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2 A7E B4 und Fegde Age T At HY BAR 8 Agesder)
_0’_

Ut 2. 2 woh S frejsAl AR Aew o
AR, Y] APt e $EFAo] B AT Q0009 A Avkeat dAwt
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N9 ago R Qs
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e
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flo
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El

FadEe] e 3274/(%1%61 ziA, 1997), o AEAH S"Hs AANA ol dedds
BP6EA G, 20009 HIAE mobd gk AFSEA SHA SeA”l Adddernd o
Ao] AZEct AR AZe ANA 5Ae A AF B ASEA AdsiA Ha st AA
Hol 18-S oujait). weld tetyss e B s AFsler He gEs A
2 3] geg A weliz 2710 o]59 3 HT TEA IesmAlel AHAE Sy
Q AN Z=Ao g o9=o =z A% L TPEEA, w93, wakeke] #A 5ol &
T3 ool2 selsta Awe Far) 98-S A v 2Ed2 9o AAR 2 7A# g, e
@u} l#A 2Ed2E AP H1 o2l =
& 2EY 20 Agslojof k.

<} = 7} Chickering¥} Reisser(1993; Evans, Forney &

A wo| uly g)\% Aoz 141:,};71;}. olg)dk A3z  Guido-DiBrito, 1998914 A1) oistEe]

L oggl @ Wz BAz oA s 25s w AR FAd Vldske e AEaks]A b

o] Ax 9= Aow Uit 7)Eo dpdns F WH(vector)E AT & e (HA, Al

(AN, 2000, 7714, 1995, 145, 14T o9 AH, W)l g, AAMe d(EME A48

8], 1996, Ak, AAK, 199)¥ dA]gch w Zolal SAE Wy ofle} QlAskal g3t
=l

%
A ERES tdoR & e @A 7D, A AX 5HeR oF, Aud tdd

23]

Solo} g 25 % S Az wAZ o ARe] W AT %, del 54 wa 59
Z0] 713 AAA9 olele AR X Azke] webolehs TR WEE AlokElgls
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SRRl « 212

o A A, dad o
7hgke] Eilo] ezt 8 4= 9lrk whebA o

gk 128 dAES tdeR oo dis AT

Adse A7IEA gAA e Al
%ol s o ¥AA AW dAAo]
53} AA Bedo] Y= AL AT Hn)A
QB)e] AT, G A QoI A F4A
AR 71808, A A S Az
840l B3, AACAY ¥4, AEA A9, ¥
7] o] EEAOA Ha tIARA o Azteol
A RuE AmAs AATOEE A5,
1996014 Alel)e] ATE AR A%

et Sl A
O2rEYAE
MA HiEY RS %ﬂ"]ﬂ% AH g7t Qo]
A (Felton & Revenson, 1984; Mitchell, Cronkite,
& Moos, 1983; Aldwin, 199414 =318,
Mitchell & Hodson, 1983; Kahana, Kahana &
Young, 1987, Pruchno & Resch, 198994 =21
8), A FAA dA7E Bob £&2420 oA

o1 B4 F4

P RIE SRR

dol AXA ATxs

(Haines & Szyjakowski, 1990) $-

olgjwl HAE 1997)3 AMZA Az
mzL s, AgE 2008)=
YR, ditES dido s sfo] ~E# A 3

gl TS AT wde de-AM-gEA R

(REBT, Ellis, 19%), <A-aE22(A. Beck,
1993, ] Beck, 1997), 2E#HZ~ WHAEH

(Meichenbaum, 1993) 59] 14 354 & A
5o AHgstel ik 484 Aln ez A
A 272347 (Mahoney &  Arnkoff, 1978;
Olshevski, Katz, Knight & McCallum, 199914
Aol L) BAA AMA weES gyAos A

A SlE ZLE 0174{1@. 53] Al Al

ZAA iEflﬂi

& 2 2(Palmer, 1997, Wasik, 1984; Milner
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A fAAel ~EY A AEr|HE AFEF
3 o] JEAES Yoz 3 ~AEY
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ﬂ%%—/\l?’l” AEAL. ol A=
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M 2E ALY Oigk & = mad gEE A
A7E @3lE AMA AAA WY S o oF  stele ARE A dalKofta & Sedak, 1989)
SHA7)E B0 R HQlth ezl wA $25E sk AeAd

o] et el dikrshs Al A4 (Seligman, 1975 &34, 2000014 A1E), =4
of gt deAds} zlzel] tigh sHalglo] o d Adem thekEdAte] 56%7F A
Sholl ZSFalt7H A, o23], o5, dd skl Sl FU(Eord®, 2003, 6. 100914 et
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(B39, o]AI’E 1996), 3-43hd
92 HAHA g5oz Qste] 4l
Hoh= Aoz HRItKe]2s], F

198). olfd a4 9 AW A5 A= DAY A
=0
o =

e ARAAN AFE FEFL FUS 4 491 3
2 hehgeh(g914, 213, 200D Hojxl AERS FIAIE AUAFE Fafol

IMFE A%3le] HoEe] Jeae Rolsh  $83 AR BT 5 92 AR AN
Fashs BAVL S R AR, 9% 2 ALEA, S ssdso] fE APARY AL dago
Bob 9 gugel SARAF 4 AR 2 d(sEds we F)3 AR 3

AP gl Ao Vet AT 20, 8 ARAoR ¥ A7E Sool vz 4
2. o159 B26E ol d AQ2Edz il Pohe 230l WA S, F2 R
A F2 e gl A dom W= Ash AREAR A% ssda b gl 4
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AR HEEiA AEES AZEl] B Aol vk Fsh, ek THXT EAlR Q1 ALAEY s
il SHeksith 7 Aal WEA S AdEm, A4 A4
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(Conway & Terry, 1992)° tgt #3421 A7z} &3S S7/H7IE AL i) w3t &
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=
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Life Stress and Depressive Symptoms among
College Students: Testing for Moderating
Effects of Coping Style with Structural
Equations

Eun-Hee Lee

Konyang University

This study investigated the relationships among life stress, coping styles, and
psychopathology, and examined the moderating effects of coping style on the life
stress—depressive symptoms relationships. Participants were 153 college students. Hierarchical
regression analyses showed that friend problems of the college students were related
positively to depressive symptoms and that value problems of the college students were
related positively to depressive symptoms. Problem-focused coping style was related
negatively to depressive symptoms and emotion—focused coping style was related positively to
depressive  symptoms. LISREL analysis with latent moderating effects revealed that
problem-focused coping style positively moderated the relationship between future problems of
the college students and depressive symptoms. Implications of these findings for stress

reduction interventions for adolescents and directions for future research are discussed.

Keywords: life stress, problem-focused coping style, emotion-focused coping style,
psychopathology, depressive symptoms, moderating effect.
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Analysis of interaction effects

Vocational life stress to the depression

data ni=10 no=153 ma=cm
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D CES-D VOC1 VOC2 PCOP1

PCOP2  SS13 SS14 SS23 SS24

cm sy
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24.2620399 60.1768146

5.4642243 2.6251720 11.2291832

5.1989594 3.7008084 75771844 12.3857929
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-4.8912539 0.2376161 0.9129257 1.6664087 5.4845201
6.8877709

9.7328193 3.4602986 1.2500399 3.0088612 1.7302021
2.3881366 110.7976218

15.0623796 7.0171918 2.9777822 3.1403948 2.3881365
2.5636206 83.3643092 107.1190449

11.1511488 15.6486221 3.0088614 2.0928162 0.7668733
1.9664851 72.8672685 53.9528575 137.3485298

13.8986110 21.1223966 3.1403951 2.1329173 1.9664852
5.4945716 52.8299600 73.7080934 93.7036016 112.6683164
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va 1 Ix(1, 1) Ix(3, 2) Ix(5, 3)

eq 1x(6, 3)=Ix(4, 2)

eq 1x(7, 3)=Ix(2, 1)

eq 1x(8, 3)=1x(2, 1)*Ix(4, 2)

co td(5, 5)=ph(1, 1)*td(3, 3)+ph(2, 2)xtd(1, 1)+td(3, 3)*td(1, 1)
co td(6, 6)=ph(1, 1)=td(4, 4)+Ix(4, 2)¥Ix(4, 2)*ph(2, 2)xtd(1, 1)+td(4, 4)*td(1, 1)
co td(7, N=1x(2, D*Ix(2, D*ph(1, 1)*td(3, 3)+ph(2, 2)xtd(2, 2)+td(3, 3)*td(2, 2)
co td(8, 8)=1x(2, D=Ix(2, 1)*ph(1, 1)*td(4, 4)+ ¢
1x(4, 2)*1x(4, 2)*ph(2, 2)*td(2, 2)+td(4, 4)*td(2, 2)
co ph(3, 3)=ph(1, 1)*ph(2, 2)+ph(2, 1)*ph(2, 1)
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