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=go| digt 78 FA(fearlessness about

death: FAD)= =& AU S+ 3ol Wt

FEE omEH(Ribeiro et
al, 2014). A4 djQl#A o] E(interpersonal-
psychological theory of suicide: IPTS)ollH+= =}
AET7F w1 S5 dig Felwo] FAE o
APARl AN EE & 7o) molxithal A
¢F3tH(Van Orden et al, 2010). AAZ X2 <)
2 A= g AEES O8RS AEE
Hsl Sgoll gk Feeol v Zlo® e}
3 QJtKFerm et al.,, 2020).

FAD7} 2918 97h 2 Aol F83 9
A& A gel wet s
SAse =75 mHEsh] 9 S
Atk o] HAolA JEtE =FEL giF-E AP
By Eglon ALMS(continuous variable)
2 9 MdS 43N tHeg, Ribeiro et al,
2014, Van Orden, Witte, Gordon, Bender, &
Joiner, 2008). AW FADS =H3l= g4 =
79 Acquired Capability  for
Scale-Fearlessness about Death(ACSS-FAD)+
FADE Z4ste 79 28o2 745 e
) 74 232 54 HE(04: A8 13A vk ~
a8thE S4EcKRibeiro et al,
FAE AxtsiH, &
of gk FHEo] & 2o
2 sjAgtk oy e SAWAS FADZE A%
(latent structure)7} =
of <71gth

FAFEHE AW Alatent variable)e] T3
2 ouste, AA 92 FZ(dimensional
structure) ¢ WFA F-Z(categorical structure)
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e tH(Haslam, 2003). drbA oz hapacle]

= A
T2 FAIE Wele] EAo] d&Hoz W
shaly] wiite] ASWTR S8 vk, WA
T2 FAIL Wele] BEAJo] AHow thE
HFEZ U7] wiel HEHSR S48k A
o] glrh. Aalve] FolA ofw FAHlo] 2t
AH F2E gEgy )y Jud Y Je
Atolell FAQl Aolnt EAjgtia g3} wbd
W 25 g2s 4ede 7 A 2kl Z
Q1 Apol7h EAIgaL 7Hd g (Haslam, 2003)
e Gdellr EAS 7)ol wek 54 4
2ol S Weahs WAl Y 54, & Fol
7F MFA RS TR vk THe me A
ot}

A
ot dE 5o, AAdS o Ak F
AFEE A% g AFelxle AaAbart Ak
% 53(dimensional model)S wWET= AE
B33 v} QvkLiy, Jones, & Spirito, 2015). H|=F
o} thely 155oR oo Al |
A so] AATEE BAE AFAE A
Hop Agket Aow I
(Orlando, Broman-Fulks, Whitlock, Curtin, &
Michael, 2015). 7= <1 12068 o= 3
HFE HT ATolME ApALaLel A ES A
44 BEE w2 Aoz YeRdtKSiddaway,
Holm-Denoma, Witte, & Ruscio, 2021).
Aeabaey AdsEel WEA my

(categorical model)-& Wt ATFAIAE Hi

4 meol

N
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=30l tiet FE SR AT HAHES] 2A

Ha glek o ml=el 17783%M(FE e
o w it 9 s AATERE

gk g dAolA s HFA Yol Auet Y
|3t Aoz YESTtHWitte, Holm-Denoma,
Zuromski, Gauthier, & Ruscio, 2017). X133
AL W= 3 23H S dideR XdgE o
TolME AALaLe} A 8] APA ) 2P
Lol WA To=E FAHe A E(suicide
risk)o] T4 RS mEs FoR SRl
(Rufino, Marcus, Ellis, & Boccaccini, 2018). 5,
g A7Ee FARES AL B s &
Aol A dHog e F Jaor e 4
B 1 L‘rEM:}. dalgel we wclel did Ay

H
Run

1o 1% e

>4,

Viechtbauer, & Kuppens, 2020)
2R g HRIES] Azl gt E44
7b BYAEE offroll tisixe ofd A A|A A

ol Auo] AAEA] Falar ok A FE 2}

A‘i

ol FAETE o] Fo] e AHow i
2E 3 glovt Ak e RIS AAlFxIt
ol E T} OVE‘@%‘ 7}—‘5*35 wjAE7] ok
(Witte et al, 2017). =, APAjaie} zpabalaye
A= Fo] WklEe]l MR HE AATEE

M 9 Fsde aed dast gk ol

% A BE AAEY gATE] g 972

h A2 BN 4FE 1T W,
Z

ADS| AT E

gol BPH=AS W fuR Pe
Mechlsh Bafol Jpue darlegy 24

(taxometric analysis)©|tHMeehl, 2004, Meehl &
Yonce, 1994, 1996). @AM ER] EAoxE= 14
Mde FATZRE BAse 9 /K 2
ol-gsto] ATzt AFAA A 4
A5 A FTHMeehl, 2004) 53] A4 =Y
&= = W AhEeke] o
AEE AAMCE #Aste] ofd RFo] ¢
g E #A¥ +  SItHRuscio, Ruscio, &
Camey, 2011). ol&ist d o] €iamEZ
okt A AT EE S s
gzl &85y QK Ruscio et al,
201D). sHA%F FamEY A8 &83te] FAD
& A A9 o7 XSEA] edskk
mebx] B Ao ganmER BAVEE
g-g3sto] FADS] FAlT2E A8kt gt o]
£ 98] FADE &4ste A|inay =75 A

23S Z+7F A

dirmEs] £ W Mean Above Minus
Below a CuttMMAMBAC; Meehl & Yonce, 1994)
3} Maximum Eigenvalue(MAXEIG, Waller &
Meehl, 1998), Latent-mode
(L-Mode; Waller & Meehl, 199%)=
FAD®] FA72E At

factor analysis

o] 3]
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AT e & "X

p 1t

gk 184 olide] A9l 10607 (FAF 4619, oixt
5399)e] Aol Folsigitt ArkAEe] A% W
9 1841014 88ME gelE et Wi#=4030, F
FHA=2177. A% PR B 18A0IA 294
T 3957(38%), 30AlellA 4941 298™(28%), 50
Aol A 69A1= 2887(27%), 704
(1%) o2 Jepyth A5 3L 2eRlez 31
Hoath e 2s] s S tigke] &

2ol el Alsglel Bag dAsiglen, F

o] Ako. 69131

ACSS-FAD.
Acquired Capability for Suicide Scale(ACSS;
Van Orden et al, 2009)2] w8 Heste] 7t
H Lo, T e R FHe g T
HE ARE Z;Gfsh:} 7} H3sro 5;<4 iJL:_(l;Q;

T =
AE 28A @b ~ 58 v aPthE PAs)

sMat. Q99 @old ACSS FADE RF
AFEe Bewst dEd Aow I

(Ribeiro et al, 2014; Seo & Kwon, 2018). & <
Tolle] WAL =(Cronbach’s alpha) 87%
LR T

Az 24

2 dAFeME gamE #4898 Re
RTaxometric packageE AHE-81912™(Ruscio &
Wang, 2017), Ruscio “5(2011)¢] #Igtel] whez} A
2 FHEA F= A 7

Bl e 7|
(MAMBAC, MAXEIG, L-Mode)2.&2 #4415 4
= E

A8tk Ruscio 52011 w2, Z; el
g 7ol 7leto] AkddA gt ‘ﬂ 2 7y

ARl A B 4

AAEE BEXEE Wxloz ") A

=1 —=
7R TPEARl MFA Bga) Akeld] 9o
A S R A
AA ARE vaste] AA AR7E oW Bt

Comparison Curve Fit Indices
th. CCFl= AA| d72ts9 AlEdY
T

%
o 3
>
o
o
=3
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=30l tiet FAHE SRS MATA: HIAHES

2412 0/&s109

S8 AL 2 Fo]thRuscio et al., 2007; Ruscio
et al, 2018). CCFI+= RMSR(Root-Mean-Square
Residual) & o]&3l ALkt RMSR2 AlEd|¢]
Ag o] ga] Akt Aol A ApEefe] Az
& vl o dd, WFE AlEdeld Aso

# RMSR-2 thee] 3202 Akt

=

RMSR, = [Z (y, —y,)*/ N2

CCFI= RMSR,/ (RMSR,+ RMSR,)

CCFIE 0 FE 1 Atele] ghs& zheth 02 A

A AAksE Fheld, 18 WF
S AEeA Arbels wem eiAHn
o Y} WA H

)
=2
%
ot
&
o,
rr
(e}
a1
[
B
rio,
)

b5] A v Hogh AT ERE
gttt YwkH o= CCFL #hol 0555t A
A RE), 08T A5 wW(xkdA 2E)
RAoF FAsct
(Ruscio, Walters, Marcus, & Kaczetow, 2010).
Ruscio 5(2010)] Alote] uwhg}, #2410 ALE-H
Al 7EA el 3t CCFIE o83 FADS
AAFEE AT
MAXEIG, L-Mode 79| 235 A4 oe &
dslr] e, Algdolds S A A
Yy g HFA By ARAES AA ARE B

F agow S,

MAMBAC 7]%. MAMBAC ZxHMeehl &
Yonce, 199)ollA= oJE A7 do] W4 3=
g 7K A Aus HEske ddde] A
Zolgkal  7Hggitt 3
variable)9] W AHulo] AX  Z=W<(output
variable)®] FrE uEbd & Qith webA
MAMBAC AAfel A= F 782 A F(indicator)7}
desitt shue d4 s ud Alel(case) &
sk d AMEE I, tE shvbe Hg e
Al olssle A |Fo =2 918t ofefel ¢
2)gk A& HarAlol(mean differences) & Al
2behs d AFEEITHRuscio et al, 2011). ARk
atakols FARER AJZtStE o] AAlHT) v
of ol FAVde] WA 25 7HAL 9
A e T AYS TR sk A HedA
Zolth vl g Tdudel
A 25 7H 3 vk HHsAY &gt
Tdo2 YA ®ErkRuscio et al,
2011). ¥ Aol M= RTaxomericsol A 732 o
2 AT MAMBAC A4S ARSSIITE BE
AxE J9-E9 dojdd AN, A ¥

WS Z

A=t |
[e)
o A

i

H

o
N

Ay

7]
=

=X,
S

o
i=)
X,

Atelell fIAEEE st Ruscio et al,
2011).
MAXEIG 7]9. MAXEIGE= FHutfz-5At

(maximum covariance) 2K Meehl & Yonce,
19965 thi® 7o Wyt Zlojth of7]d
A gl Helol wet AEd
Qo] sl F i o)de

At eigenvalue) S 73K Waller
O
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&

AHEERI 0T, 099] THE &
(window)e] A-&% it}

L-Mode 7]'d. L-Mode &

/\]—,,] Bfl/\ :Q_Q Z]_LE o]

3K (Waller & Meehl, 1998

IS Eat=%

XH%LZﬂ 494 vge merw

SRS Weighted least squares

&
93).

= 7
o At 7 Wat @ W geuse
A

=]
Ask= /\]— 2 2= ot} whd A del
&

10

Hyc= i

T o

T4 RTaxomericsol|A] Al8-3H= L-Mode 7]
HoOoAA-0001 olstdllA H= ES AMsa,

0.001 o)/dellx =

AE AR 9. davEy 248 9 2
9 Axe Fol hefir= ezl qiEo] gk
ok AlEeo]d dAqtellA gzl wlel] whEw
Aol 37 ool A E7t Qlojof thekeh HlAw
Eg #A7HS AxE 4 gtk Rusco et al,
2011). £ AFelM = Ax A4S 93] dirde
2 AREEE 7 7 7S AREsETE A, 7t
A% 7o FEATE HESIITE Meehl(19%)9
wEd o Agsgte Hed Al (within-
group correlations)©= .3& FIs|A+= <k Hrh
oq7lelA FAetolgt 7Pl R (putative
taxon group)® ©lES A3 A Fdt
(complement group)< =3} B4 72} A EEQ]
A% E}DLE(indicator validity) & HE3IIH, 2

e & A ?l‘jr Waller & Meehl, 1998). ¥ < 2% Fdt Eld=(between—group validity)
® 1.2 XEe 7|=8A
Aze] o UlE Pt BT = A= S| ~E d  rtax)  r{comp)
Death as fact 2.06 1.07 0.14 -1.18 156 0.06 0.23
Pain of death 241 0.92 -0.22 -0.73 153 0.11 0.26
Death talk 2.383 097 -0.26 -0.34 158 0.16 0.28
End of life 191 095 0.32 -0.73 1.86 0.16 0.28
Lack of death fear 2.06 1.01 0.31 -0.86 143 0.03 0.17
. d = Cohen’s d rtax) = 7P E57t9] Hat A %37 4 38A<=(inter-indicator correlation), r{comp) = 7H3% &R/
< ALt Y x) ko] Fyt A x7 DA
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tHe.g., Bagalkot et al, 2014, Nock & Kessler,

Aol whe} thEAT e 46%014 9.2%0] o]
(U 2006; Park et al, 2013). webr o179
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Categorical Comparison Data Dimensional Comparison Data
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. MAMBAC = Mean Above Minus Below A Cut, MAXEIG = MAXimum ElGenvalue, L-Mode = Latent Mode; 9% 9
FEY ABHolA va XM 7 FAVIEY EE)olx, 025 A& AR AlEold vl ZE(AH X BA7Ed
B ek AHE 7 Akm ZRIECA ] AlEH o)A Hghyh Hsghe vhdstal 34 Wit AlEHolA ghe] F1F 50%E

Qafel, Fe AR A ARe) AE BEIRS VI

=l

lr:\
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=201 it TS B2 ARTA: HAHER 2M8 012510

2 79w Fele geha A 494w
go] Ageold Arst 2o e BH

ARk A X}LL H?ﬂ 2y AlEHeld AR
oF iR R e FEE eIt
ARkl CCFI A4 %3k 24
k. MAMBAC Axke] CCFIE 02002 hebyt
om, MAXIEG #4k¢] CCFI= 0.38% 2<1¥9)
t}. L-Mode A2e] CCFI%= 0322 YERth A
7FA AApe] B CCFIE 03002 gel¥ e

23S AA

FAD= Apatdege o
el FATFEE AANoR =
A7HA] 7127 Lw%t‘r ATeME M= T
HEA o=
ol FAD®| HA7x5 wAst
FAD®] A2 %
gl Sirt.

o]#]3t Axp= FADES &A= w49 7]E7}
A3} dXsh= Aotk FADE ZAHdh= 4
E=791 ACSS-FAD= FAD7} AL ?zg%l
2

on, Gt B9 Aol

| A= 0131?& 7?&% Xlxl

Atk B AT A AAEE TF A
Bgo] g FATEE BT ATE F A9

A RYs ARt dAEHE JAgh 59
Ha oz giels e w A
(Orlando et al, 2015), "= AR1ES o=
8H AHSiddaway et al, 2021)¢] A¥st =
deitt G ATES 2 AT FARH duk
o] §EO A3 vl 9ok

sk 9] tirkrt wgle
et al, 2017), A4 A 5s HEL—L—
TRufino et al,, 2018)°4=

jg

.2]__
232 nedn AT Qo) ¥ a2
Sk BUASRE Aoz FAHU olHd B

of Al F © Rue gael Aas ol

=] o]
AAT D A P 2w wels) ¥ 4 9

A, WA Bgs AAchs Ade =&
ATEE 558 AE 7 A A
wAE Akl gle WS dideR st
Qo] ARRISeAM e AdH 540
S A @oke 5 Ak o 54 4
e} o S4gom Qe WA 54 =eu
=Ael daids FAH e el vzt glon,
S Adkolehar s whea] mFA 540 7
EefAe Ae ol AAEE Baud b gl
oh e, A9 S slew e §
2 SdE AUl et Aa g 2R
A A 2ol A48 v} 9lrKSlade, 2007)
wEh G AelAs 54 Judl dig 37t
AR wHE w9 5 Ao WA 72t o

PR Jepts A4, 28
YERtE ol 5
alok & o]tk

B, AHYE AATEE BHE 7 ATE
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(Meehl, 1995; Ruscio et al,, 2011; Walters &
Ruscio, 2009), 3 AxEo] drpt A5t
Aes NEs wgdskeAE Eelehkes dAle
A ol AATE A
wjAlst7] ok
AR, FAD7} At ss) sdo
Ho|A|vk A E s
n A= Aolm,
I} ApAbaLe]
Orden et al, 2010).
FAD®RE ofe} &
Al gigk 2 2 HEA T
2o)(Klonsky, May, & Saffer, 2016), FAD] 7
ATzet AdaEe] AATE7E RiEA]l dXg
Tl W7l ol webA

& A8 Fgohe =

it

gk ohe} ApabeEe
W< (pain tolerance)©]t

2

g5 Aol
ol g3t} cheyet
stok & Aol
TP Jle AR B

AAA ez eAs]of

:
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2
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KS)
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ro

o

)
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3 9] FADl o2+ d4ae AYe 4 9)
ofof girh ] wahd, Ave 5 FAD7
o' #4E& AA AZe #F2 FADe| o274
HEAE AAHeR A 4 glojof i) d
& 59, IPTSoA = S8l o= w2d
T5 FAD ¢ H =ozitkar #bghtH(Van
Orden et al, 2010). 95+ =29 gk =55 =
o= =57 FAD| #Ado] ddvs E&
A E e AR YthKeg, Poindexter,
Nazem, & Forster, 2017), 71& 289 4, %
& MEE Y] o] a7 Qe Aol
o} &5 ATolA= FAD] <144 Wels ¥z
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=301l tigt FHE

SRHe| MMTA: HANES] 2M2 0[85101

chshl Lbebstow], FAD 4

99, B AWALL £F TG ol@H

Wl
ot o
1o

= A AHA G, 2002). °]= FADZF 4
A F2E 2y ey, gibgos A4zl
AHele] AdEet 4s| dAehs WEew
o= &E T USS ’\V}}‘jr upepA] &
3 AT FADS A4 Wstol] J3S v
e WS AAKHoR l"ir”‘io o AAYTE 1
ofshar, AAsk Q) Al 2 el 58 FAIHL
2 BHAgjof 3 Aot}

B ooAqte] Aghbge R A AlA, A
= duk ARIFES gideR HFPHULE At
AJAES giem "davE" 4S5 zl8st
= AL uj$ EsHA|vHeg., Siddaway et al.,

2021), AA| AppbAEE Eo|uh AAIE

=5 Aow Oﬂ
iRke] E2AE wE gRigvkd Het
AT E o
gkl etol A e] A FHEo] e 46%01
A 92%0l o]&tHeg, Bagalkot et al, 2014
Nock & Kessler, 2006; Park et al, 2013)&= 7|&
ATEel At APAHAE AAEHA] F3A

W AACR 9] FAD s shetete]

—|—‘
[ex

A mRoA W&e vz SR1F H Hk
Ee] 242 ANsRE o] wo) uAE Aol

&

S, B APl A BoIAE B
ol dEAe Sua] 91 AAA EA
AN gtk 53] ekl Wiol s

re
ot
o
o
B3
El
2oy o g ogo

B2 S FolF

ozt vk FF dAFeME A4 JEE dx
5 dRE F oo AAER wHoR B{s
AAste] FADO| AlT25 AEAsfoF & Aol
c}.

AA, 2 A= FADE A7) 8 A
718318 EE ARESISith FADE 45 W
Mow ARy =571 e ARHE A2

A

ARolA R, B3 5o SAH AAE 1A

Implicit Relational Assessment Procedure(IRAP)
& ARgdhs Aotk AA|E AHALLel FADO
HAE A g AFeA e = 0|3t
} %er(Hussey, Barnes-Holmes,

Aol A= IRAPSF 22
1314] JJrZﬂ‘/‘r 7]15} SAWAE o]83ste] FADE
gk 5 B ATelAe] ARE AERIEor &

gto] " EZ BAS AAE T ACSS-FAD
. ]

= I~
= g4 S4o
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A A EFE ol&ste & A9 A3E A
ol B 4 dS Aotk

718 viel e ohekst sHAlde] gAY B
ATE giEARl AAHEE W1l FADS] A
TZ2 "divED] FXHog BA3 Hxo| A
o= HollA oefrt ik 53] Wdle] AT =
& sk AR FEHA oe 7IHES o
3l AlEdolA A8 E AT F Al AsEet v
Wk g2e] dAvEY 2L galwe] 99
oA AHEEE Fo8 WS BT BT
SHAl EAEHE e WRleR uddE 4 S
Aot}

F 1 EF
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Latent Structure
of Fearlessness about Death:
A Taxometric Analysis

Jang-Won Seo
Department of Psychology, Jeonbuk National University

Fearlessness about death(FAD) is considered a significant factor associated with suicidal
capability. It is primarily measured as a continuous variable using self-report instruments.
This measurement approach operates under the assumption that the latent structure of FAD
adheres to a dimensional model. However, suicide phenomena may manifest qualitatively
distinct states from general psychological conditions, complicating the exclusion of the
possibility that FAD follows a categorical model rather than a dimensional one. This study
aimed to systematically analyze the latent structure of FAD using taxometric procedures. A
total of 1,000 adults participated in this study and responded to a self-report instrument
measuring FAD. Collected data were analyzed using three non-redundant taxometric
techniques (MAMBAC, MAXEIG, L-Mode). Analysis results indicated that a dimensional
model is more fitting for FAD. Theoretical and clinical implications of the study findings were
subsequently discussed.

Keywords: arlessness about death, —capability for suicide, latent structure, taxometric
analysis, dimensional model
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