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€ A7 449 A1 a7Aole]| 239 AP S o] FE ARt 54 mAE 9L Lo}
EaA dgick A2 Ad4Y nEda 1ol A%Fel o 28993 o ¥4 2509 ¢ 4oz Y49
1%, 289 FE7 AY 713e] i 2F, Jad AR FH%, AHD BA A% g $E34L &
Aot A2E4E 4% A3 @A Jade) Afole 7183 $29 27 Aolg AP Az} Y&
8 254 lAe Gl AHA FHF A ANA AN dHA AlAFHE DA L] £
g, 2 Jode Afole ofF F lAdAE B¢ AL o] AAEAE R 2 A=
¢ A3 3R Jadd A F2/AF->AAFHY, FHA-AA->AHARAADL 2

1 ‘AR BAA G- >$2F 4 A2 fosgia, A Jadd A FL/2Y-> A HA5HY,
A A>T, A/A >3 2n A ABAR > $EFAY A2ASE

FEARSIT U 9o SRAAA A8 A Ak 2

AR} ol @ o4 F A3
Aadre Aga 43

o}

Ag7hA A7l wee 2 A AZe
Azl BAol ofF Aoz ALairlel BAL
1] ko A% Fol o} Al Bl o
& drse o °ok==rZH A=} ob5e 44 %
49 4% 9% 5ol Ju e BAEAE
AFagch olelt A YBAF AldlHE A
WHololx £3 $EF] AYEe B A
of #dez AYslE AAY dA4H gk 2
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399 F RdAlE 98 A4

£¢ Ed2 47074 244 A3 3A AL Aolo) zfe) AYA Fxo

k. 7‘34173_7(}41 oA J3E =9tk

1 Hael d7Ee dad obf o
2%¢ FEdt $EAL 42 3
ek o} Hola e Aad

Z, ‘7143 4A'(attributes of temperament)& =
Uz itk % obEe old 254 Adz 3
7 Wee] FE BANAE Bh2A HeE Aelsl,
ol 4old dhge 2 WAUA obFH 4%
Bese ALSolA Aold 43E oA FHoloh



a2 ofo] Wit ERIFS Aol ke o4l o}
oA Agslo] Bt ‘AYA’ Fo] sl gt

obgo] AAe] A 7AA F49 Adz F4
#7322 e WAsl: A3k (feedback) o] 73}
+ Thomas$} Chess(1977)7} AA|gF “Z3le| =g
4" (goodnessof-fit) Adell 93] HHdE 4 QU
&, ¥73A A $7F 2544 4+ A A
Al 54 A obee 28A ¥ okl vld
A ur AgAez 5% 4 A& Holck Thom-
as5-& o} 71A3 R fAEIzl, 28
2 g A WA 713, ¥, T8E 29 4aF
£ 5 712 B4 8779 23e] ARA ] o F
o Wzt A7 By Fodde AL A=
#4lch. 53, ‘712’ (temperament)& f-o}7] I o}
EE EE Aol A FFEEAY oA
A5 ZYelztn FASU7] o Ell (Thomas
& Chess, 1977), Al Hollx z3}ef A4
2o AFE F2 V¢ F4o2 s &
1=

A3 Al FA7E 53 Fo3Al $A457 A7
t A4 A7, & AdE E4 844 ASE

o] F23 EllSel Adxr HES M F
£ oA HLAle] ‘87 (demand) 7} EHch(Lerner
& Lerner, 1983). 28]z o]8l§t $7+53 7|ZA
B4 239 A4 o= Y4dold Fii5
£ 2Edag o dAel] JFE wA Aok
w2t 7]o] #29 870 AFAE o/ F= A
2o wabd A=A FHA Y A3 AL FA9
A 7o) oA PAA x| AHym, =% a2 B
A Asztzg FAAR] ulAe 3L A7 A
g "ot gl

7139 He| o J(F X

o]—u}.}_ Hz9 H?ﬂo]i_g_ s agls
9 3] 2 =z ze]~(Hippocrates) 8] ‘7124’ Ze|ck
a2+ Al ugd Z¥o| =z} b A (sanguine),
A ol A (phlegmatic), %% A (choleric), 28z $+2
A (melancholic) 9] v} 717 43 o2 Uz Adz
7143 #AE AdH B4 & X E A3
7 39k 1 o] ‘7% ’(temperament)-2 Al
o4} AdxE AFdted AF AHEso S
o ol Wit AFE AeriA o] A A A
o] gk offF F o A& | 4AY §
Adolm QpdAe] 2uolahs AL x5 7 (Buss
& Plomin, 1975, 1984), = ¢& AL 7)ozt
o1RA et v FERFoldn FEY
cH(Thomas & Chess, 1977). 2&luk ol=|% Aol7h
gl EFetz 713 ‘A HEFHA 75l
g Fr vlnd ¢ 54 AdA o
Fold 4 glck 3Agl 71Ae] & AAAF 2 A
Ag AEsle AL ohm, @A 2L AdRIL
U ek A8lE o AGHER TAE o
o Adxst FH ‘:_]'J Aol Bojrt 2m A
o W olef cl&del 3
& WA Aol oA o wSaeA G
€ F& Aoy A#AIE A UH(EAS A
Aal, 1991).

Thomas9} Chessel oj3ld ‘Z1d'e|@ d59 &
A (stylistic) $ &olch. 7R EAql A
ER2A v & 23l0] §7, $EFH AL
Alel HEE AAARATL AL d59 'FrY
‘e FEse Aotk F a2
52 “o)” shrdel]l digh o] ok “eFA” 3
bl #E Aoz A"k FHZ Winded
Lerner(1986)= Thomas$} Chess9 &% 7]Fth=
o] F(New York Longitudinal Study ; <k3 NYLS)el

9 9

2%e 25, 7140 $9



A AXE 99 JAEFE Edz g Fe
1070e] 71A A EE EHsl9dch

(1) 8%54F~olulA (Activity Level-Gener-
al) I A B A Jelde E5A 59 &#F

(2) B54+F—5=4](Activity Level-Sleep) :
% Ao 54 4547

(3) ¥« o A3](Approach/Withdrawal) : A=
3] SRl AU, AFe 2V Yy A= A

rulo

.

(4) #54 o AAA(Flexibility/Rigidity) : A &
< gl AE3he £ol4

(5) 71&(Mood) : 334 =& FAHA FAA
739 3=

(6) 73 A — 4= (Rhythmicity-Sleep) : 4 &%
8 A 14

(1) 34— A4 (Rhythmicity-Eating) : 44 £
Bel AR FA4 ‘

(8 3 A - 44 F (Rhythmicity-Daily
Habit) : <] JA4Ael S FHA Y o & 54

(9) ZF9E-AA (Distractability) : 9] & A4=9 u
Hol= F73tn & AFd A7A4AA 2H¢
A 4=

(10) F9] A5 3 (Persistence) : 712 ¥&&
F8A 20 717 e A=
Z3to| Hgtd 24

Darwin(1872) & #7147} &7l H$3kd 3
ol4, ‘@50l 2 g o] YAl LT
2 233+ AEd 2T FEHHS o=E
A7+-& Schneirla(1957) 7} A A& ‘&34 715 (cir-
cular function) 9] AollA 4 3slgch §7]47)
Asn AL oz o] Ut fdaMe 2F

Ee4 374 AP 270 B Folnt 54
ot 154 F4¢ AAz Qelo} B 23w

$748 724, 7154d B4e 28 Fel4 4
A4 W ol 43 459L LR A
3ol JsA Aokt ‘2A S50 ﬂwol 7
A Al g =3t A{A Adel o &
al 7127t sgieh

Thomas#} Chess?} Aqkgt “Z3ke AFA”
(goodness-of-fit) el o3}, o] 71 A4
@ Yoz o FolNEE st 29le AU} 7
7+e] ‘Z3}(consonance)olcl 2 o] sidf, &7
Fol A 58, 57, 5 28] 53} AAY
233 ol A A% 22 Yz "z

RA A" (poorness-of-fit) o 7%, 49 7d, &
Fob AAS 54, $o Fasislel ol 4F
HAY $AZAQ] 75 veptr] 4

Ade) g B5 289, 20 7540
B0l LT ST A8l 44Y Asolch

ol 4oae AUy 278

ko] 7] o] e

ﬂci e ofst
Pt AeloiM S
B39 AYgAL ob5e 7R T QFPL ke
o, $Ald] obge 714 2F S #HWY o
& A#go| sHAle W HE Y F5-F, A
A ool ey Y& ek o]FA E,
obge ‘AR J1A o #714F 54 Fx9
e, 4% aga & oA e 5o ‘BH
F AEd g 45 4isd }04 =AY 48
A g A (EFA 7147, 1991).

AL Feld BAAA Ao AdelA F3st
AL Ao ‘25 23 Zo] AR EFHe .
2 o] A} (Lerner, 1986, pp.382—-383). A, o}
£ AAA 25 §52 A4 oo Fr(ee

b

r|r



388 sal)7t AvE dE- A3 Ade Yea
223 277 ok B4, 3E AA(ZE 32
& el Aol AY A5 SHoz o
ol A A& 277} gleh o}Fo] R} A
$4o2 3Aes] dA4E Ao 454 =
g $eo B3 24Fs 22 West Ao 4
A, o5 S TV EHAU F4Eo
278 w2 87 oA BgHel AsAEe
#71 494 o} EEAQ Yo LT §
54 54 UAAok Aok 4 oY LFE
£ 35A50%ed o) A= gz Fise ofF
o AR E4e o}F AAo] AHA Hgozn
8 & AWEEe 72E AFYh olE So,
3o} wAE g o5l B 4= g ==,
A Y ANE A 4 sleh ade 2464
2 obgoz A 3 AAY 297 44 =9
AE AL UHA W) d2ol, wad g ‘T
FALE g A $ue) QR4 nd,
deu A BE ofo]EE A A dAY A
Aste oo & wAF ololTo] 238 A F
o7t AReAASE wlkch weA o}5e 5
540 Az FARFHNAY mE Fo4dd
AL oJF % HPA 870 ey A2 A2 o
24 Z%%ch oA ¥ u, sy seAg
2AYFL BAR 4R 27 o}Fo] B Y
AR 2@ AA-3, 23k Ag4o] Aoy A
—2z ¥ 4 o(gAS A4, 1991).
A7 A, Aded 9 A" 24
e Aol Wbt doju Aotk ol 3
Aol A $7|4= E4(organismic individua-
lity) e 28] AR A%l d3e A Hed, 2
He 549 o7 29 AedAE Fad A

o] AW V1A’ &, §5A 2=l 29 AR 4

29 A2yl F2& ¢S Aok 23z A
2 NG BETS dAlo] FF A%E 947
S, 49d AAge dely ogd-AAHes
A3 ddHE JHAE WdEr T4 U
(Rutter, 1982, p1). 21} A4 Ag4e] ool
B Ad Ada o
(difficultness)& =& AEE9] uhgol o2 471
Ad 2 J1HY & SAelgn nil: olygd
(Rutter, 1987). ogA 713 2 Adycs 7133
744 L7 Aolg) “zste] AY4o] Azl A3
4 g 9 ARl 2o LASA DALY
(Windle, Hooker, Lenertz, East, Lerner & Lerner,
1986).

A% £, o15sl A1AA 540 £29 s
Ak 8o A A G A5 ol Foll HFFH
459 FA%eAR EAS BAHE Bgo] w3}
{(Rutter, Birch, Thomas & Chess, 1964). £, ‘7jt}s
$ A4 M obse £ 2% AR
AGHA B Aeled, $u5t o] T AEL Ay
2 oldlshd Esn AuA ddd 27E 2AY
o 29 A-AEH H3e o g oA Ao
! 3

EE

ao o

AR 49A $4S % AAYAE oH g 7]
9S4l AE dehg 4 Qo 55 A4 A
FolAmA, Wkt Agel g BAAA 277
Aads Adsh ARAA $EIA AL Aol
% 4500 Fadold BAGE e 2nda

2wl 9 Aoln $AA $REAE AAL A

¥4, 714¢ 2xd 2o At Aol T2
A%g 433 ch(Lerner & East, 1984). o} 52 %
AWY 2EedAE %4, £ T AANI A
A ‘A7) zA A (self-regulatory) 7]AE F3 A

A, AA4, 454 =& 454 ARNAAE 248



o224 AAe BE4L FH9 HFA 270 =23
AA 8ol AT & ek AAEY Afele
AUAH F4'¢ F8 2=zax YA A
5 23% 4 A sH(Lazarus, 1980 : Lazarus
& Launier, 1978), 28] ¢ A= §o] 53 ¢
@3kA] Eg fobgolAlE V10l 283 At
o 43FgoA A71zAFHE AFAFE 34
s47 Aok AL 2EdH 24 g 59 A9
W (intraindividual) ZAA24 #§E 2% ok
g, 23] A= (social support) e} 7o o A ih5-oll
8% o A FAAEAE 43 FE3) o
% Eol, 87 ol2¥ J1WEHE A ol 3
£ A FAo BAEE | A =Ho 4
AzdE AZF A E dE sHeAe] FolEd
(Lerner & East, 1984). o] dAFgo 9 3d, =
7\2AA JA7 AUAF U Aolo] z3e A
Ag o)% o FAAQ 2sda FidAE AA
Aoz WA 4AY 2 Z=7t FLHH
(Folkman & Lazarus, 1980 : French, 1973 : Laza-
rus, 1980 : Lerner & Lerner, 1983 : Thomas &
Chess, 1977 : Thomas, Chess & Birch:‘1968). wahA
AAs} Aga g 7Aoo ‘AR 4 23
ZA9 A5 e S 2Ed 2ol HE FA RS
ARA AEg e ez I & 3tk

=3, Ade) 7R BAS 28T o|gehd A
Ag Aok okgAe A7IEF 7| AAE A
o] Zih=cth oo Ar|EF Y wEe AU
- Shde] AsiAcl A, ofd Ade 27t 78

g Ao spAeh £zl A A4 =HE A
sz Fue sl g FEel 2A% WA
Pozx AFA 7%d AT FHAHL AU
5]7] @ o|t}(Thomas & Chess, 1980, p.190). =&t
A4 71AAq] o gez st FRAHL 27

g ARH 2274 BHe Yadd AL,
A5Ae FARE AYY 54l Bastn o
N A7\E37e duels 237 J%¢ o NA
¥ ook AAz Fade 7123 a4 % =9
A750 AE 954 2ee] g 27 Aol
9 Agde ArEFAS ARIU Lemer
(1983)9] dAFelA At =AESY ST F §
t8e 74 Ad #45e 194 XU 948
ik 3& A4¢ 391, 349 Aope3 A4
= g =3 27 9 $7] 3245 Qoi4
AR YA 979 FARHe g 429 A
28 597 9 Aobids 24T BAA A
(Windle, Hooker, East, Lenerz, Lerner & Lerner,
1986).

A2 A5 A Sdeld 23 AP 2de 7
2% o4 AFEL ¢ AAY AR(HER $9)
o ASlA Akel 2ol 24 W vk QYA
Astche A TRt HEE, T4
89 AA-2F Aol &L AL 2ol of
$%o] 294 £¥ hEEel MAH 24, = 9
oielyzss woh seAel WHE WskchPaler-
mo, 1982). Wekdl 59 727 AFAE
o9 Age] g $9% ol Wlez 1FY 4
gtk 3 28d4E d4e 491 34T
A(Lerner, 1983), ¥eh $48 71225 A4
& ol w45 a%A ¢ BYEN 4a
Agol AE 2AFANA 2o} $2 HWAE W,
wef 2AA = BAE 23 Ugedd, A4l
#q 445 o $4¢ Aes Jehidh g1, 3
gm 63kl x4 F 184 DA Wol-F%
o F(short-term longitudinal) & 83 3 A-TolA .
Haye 714, 2y e £F 22n 43
A58 FAE 2AHYE A U 4Bl 7|



Ao 338 AFad 712 8779 AEA o]
Aele} AL o] =48 =M Talwar, Nitz
& Lerner, 1990).

32 Windle(1992) & 49 7145 254 A
Aol g A7, 2z $EF4 2 vghe] BA
& Sobnsieh 2 Ash 4E¥H A4, A2
AFe2 e 354, B3] dto] g 23
4, 22 A=, aga $3Ad M52 A
9|5]+=(Thomas & Chess, 1977) ‘z}c}2-¢'(diffi-
cult) 712ARE Ad L2 FEY PSR
FE AEA AAE 2d AA g3 gz A7
Rz, 3o B2 $EFAL uglend, i F2
U 43¢ 2304 g, ofu] dFHRe] 4%
gl oz g E F= o whet
A 9% A=z s J12d §41E mEe
Zlide £4 WY FA{AA'E 2edor € A
ojeh. =q, o] o] ofd £ J|ANEE ‘At

2¥ 42 #33E A& BE AddA 4%

€ A4Ad $49 44 4 334 VIAe
“28"(easy), “Ztba-$”(difficult), 22n “Hd”
(slow-to-warm-up) o} 2= 7}x| B3ty Ex dHzz
TFA43E dA 471 ‘F3&3 A (‘typological
thinking’ ; Dobzhansky, 1970) 2= &A% o] ok

£ A7 A2dU9 AT AR o] A
3 Ago A9 AN (A $YH7 3 B
of i TA (A AR AR A4’ 2
gxu, Az FARAHFEFTPH oA 2
B dotun dglch vd FAAo2 T,
Hro 83 Jldholl HAF =37 o E )
d Aade pxs A FLAES
7] oA ol& Hade] AFA ARolA
e A7) &5 AR FA Ad 4F
€ FozA Aoz A E Pl FAE

A4 B4

Z] ° Z

o] vdehd A2 o4
Y 9 AR
ALY XL

Ag Ad ns%m el AuF
2899, o4 25093} 189 $2E Hges o
F 2A4% AASgt old, ‘BR'E Y7oz
AUE ZARAZ HT, FA LY AT
828%7+ o84 $29 F% 913%7 ofsulol] o
o Z4sigleh A4 FREAE Yed-trg
2524, s- e 2184 AR} A4Sk

LR

sy=7

1) 714 :
mensions of Temperament Survey)

2 AT e dA AFT 1049 2delA 7

1% 343 5ede) $UEE T4 AR 712
A 72}, (Windle & Lerner, 1986)& A48 ch

2) 23 :TARR ARAY A4 ASE 4ol
(DOTS-R : Ethnotheory)

AR AEAY AAE HRE GE (A
B 7123 A AL Efol 22 A
of #HAs: o7 HFHA £7EE Y= 2
Apolet. o] Ak 5
MR E 7o A AZEE dohEozH 7 7
RE4el dajod F2¢ shalel AUE B oA
-7de gz RIS ‘8FE S Super
9} Harkness(1981)o]] 2l3tsl A& of& Wahie]
ARES old & 719 440 Wbt ole

'% ";TK"\E_' 7}-30 Z]O“ EH‘ql' A‘]i r’}f v o g 2]]’]“1!

TARS 7148 74 (Revised Di-

o %2



& 54 AY49 ATEo] AdE T AY A
A& “HZE o] E"(ethnotheory) ol gt ek o]F
A e, A2 g 4Eee 194 Aeg
of gk A2 G “YLEfo| 2 Eo] EA3A
Aok & Aol AEd 28 AR A, “o}
|7 ©jel oA elojube: Alzke] thEohg e
3L A 29 Zst ojglitel YEarE
o} slebe, & QA o ol 45
vtk Agtel 4aago] doht ofae Ao
2 A79eR gohich ¥2sh B4Y 45E
T A ¥ Aoz JZAFE 1 Y +F
o] £ Holch

3) AlEH
(Texas Social Behavior Inventory)

2 Aol 2 THAze AYYEF HE,
(Helmriech & Strapp, 1974)% A}3|4 A4 9
A7 EZ 7} (selfesteem) & ‘A3 A FH 7 (social
competence) & F4 s 16709 FHERL FA 5o
1k

4) A3y BAX|Z: TAdE UCLA =57 A
% ,(UCLA Loneliness Scale-Revised)

'AAds" UCLA 257 A= (Russell, Peplau &
Cutrona, 1980)= #A AL32 JANA =7 &
A7, el Ale] oAz Adee el
Aok AAs) AkBA Aol AololH m7lE 2%
e 248 2008 2952 74 Axolch

5) LEBY TAHE FFolw A¥AdT-+¢
A5 (Revised Korean version of the Center for
Epidemiologic-Depression Scale : Revised CES-D-K)

rodsted — ¢ A= (Radloff, 1977)& HAY
$4548 2 AAFA Sdold A7 823
SolslE 2048 EHEE T4 sleh &4 o
A5 47 2o ohje el Aoz

Sz reAa ARgE A

r—

& 7182 F35ed 4% ez deA g
t}(Robinson, Shaver, & Wrightsman, 1991). £ o
TFoll A AH43 == Noh, Avison 28z Kasper
(1992)s] TAHY FFoi AdF-9¢ Az,
$ 7122 8§, TqRAdF- AT AU )
3740 2 B HY 3 264 T2 74
9

o}
ZA FX}

A% 54 9 3
¢ §& ) ABUA dFETA 24700
AghEAT] ZHETE B Be AEAE B
AZolA WD oF 5087 SHAA sgdch o
AEE B 45D TARY SRR A4 4
SgolE-$Bg, AEAL o A% FAA

9 Addelt BRaAE B4 +ussch
A &

Aade] 71 A1 F28 83 Aol HY
A4 Azt Aadd 234 A ] A
34 a7 9 A8 A A7l 54 A5
€A o%E ASH A4 A2E4(Path
Analysis) & AA#ge HA Y12-47 ARA
AFE 1049 712 AL ARl Fad 222
B 7149 BEHS(Zscore) F 2 FAd9 ¥
27t BAY 279 IFASZ score)ol| A 743}
o AEAATHE, TAZL AAALAA AR5
ol EFASF - AR EALAAN EEA
). gt 72 ool 104 U9 A4 A4
¥ 24 "ok ol @ Vd-aF ARY A5

gulgls uhe, ¥ £EY V1A S AT S



Beole 454EE Fol8 S 713 Aol A

R4ds ARol ool @ B2 87 430 A
GHA SIRAY St A 3re 27 4
Fo ulAA o Aadel w8 ueh A%
¢ ez ol4sE HolcHlerner, Lemer &
Zabski, 1985).

d, & AFolA AYY A4E 428G $Yo|
289 AG4 4L A3Y & dFES va
W] e AL e B A, dyry Ay
ATENA YA 4L 4 A4 79 o] E A
4% Rt 2, Yad 2287 A)We 9
Ao TARE QAL BREe] 4y
Adsl 72l e L7E YA e AR 13
AU AFSHIR,8 § FFEFE FUR
AE 448 AW Aes YUY + glonz, ofF
5 Axold ool H4EL vla ASHES ¥
28390 54, o3 AFEAANE 2ry =g

& a4 § F2d el A A 8T
g B2 A, F2 27 A4E] YEFAE A
33ict olE o =ao 270 i@ 72 HPA
A 7 ALY 1A A4old =alEo] AP
S7H49 HEAE @ Ao o] FF AUY
712 Agold A4E wWolFE Foly uhabriA A
So] AT J1A4EE 34T A4 o4F o) gl
o8], ¢]z]3F A3y (linear transformation)-&
FAAL Yol obfd 4L FA X,
Lerner(1984) 7} A g %ol 2528 wsAd4st 3t
t 43 E § Aduc A5 AgAo] Yo}
Ack op4] w4 o]ghzte] At AFH A4
Ao wE S F4F Ao]E HAF didsx
X3 Aoz 2do geA & ATl 7 F
& J1A A4st a2 F4de LR WYY 2
T A5E A YA (match) A EA A$3%
123

(E 1) 28 HS0| A28 BolEZle] 43 YHIE(HA)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1 1.000
2 -469  1.000
3 -343 577 1.000
4 -025 -025 -.106 1.000
5. -035 -024 -056 .142 1.000
6 -398 .106 .034 -048 .047 1.000
7 -196 137 177 -274 -047 260 1.000
8 -195 .163 150 -022 -040 415 240 1.000
9 -074 -045 -002 -223 -237 256 .238 .187 1.000
1. -103 ~-I114 -015 -182 -202 297 .191 .18% 477 1.000
11. -133 000 -053 -155 -.098 286 .044 160 .376 .269 1.000
12 -128 08¢ 010 -333 -092 .061 .043 -030 .201 .228 .083 1.000
" 13 -091 125 109 -298 -097 029 .109 011 135 .16 .045 567 1.000

1L 54214, 2 §542-494, 8. A2/A3, 4 $FA/AA4, 5. A%, 6. FA4-4%, 7 TA4-A4
4,8 FAA-LAEH 0 L4, 10. 29439, 1L AFASE, 12 ARABAA D, 13, $254.



(B2) =Y H50| ArS8l ¢

oliiztel 4 WRE(MA)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

1. 1.000

2. -505 1.000

3. -.267 529  1.000

4. -083 -066 -148 1.000

5. -051 -109 -.163 432 1.000

6. -487  .178  .001 077  -076 1.000

7. -203 115 047 -179 -120 290 1.000

8. -.294 241 104 -.028 -.028 426 238 1.000

9. -083  .133 083 -298 -150 217 .086 .261 1.000

10. -.128 142 205 -185 -.223 264 157 .289 473 1.000

11 -038 .019 -024 -156 -014 .119 042 205 492 366 1.000

12 ~-142 217 210 -253 -.168 087 -.012 121 .384 161 176 1.000

13. -.085 .103 184 -361 -247 134 063 147 364 324 247 496 1.000
L B542-04, 2 $543-494, 3. 32/49, 4 $34/4734, 5. A%, 6 FA4-49, 7. 44

A, 8 FAA-AAET 9. FAEAA, 10. 24AFH, 11 A3

) AT MR J1A-
$25 490 oA F3o) A8 SRt A4
FAAZY 5 dcle] o3 et ‘el
2 8"(mediator variable model)¢] 2]z} 2= Baron
7} Kenny(1986) 7} AL %o, 879 53
Aol +EF4 elAe AL A 24

FelulskA g,

ST FAEA

74—

%] % ZH(parameter estimate) &
A5 587 9 A8A BAA%e T el o
& RIS Y 24 2] 29T 3
22 grAck ¥ Folch Ha o] A &
o] AsteA dotrua wAEe FRASF
PRI L AL(F L3} ¥ 2. =), AYF=
4] & (linear structural relationship:LISREL 7) =
2 a2 (Jéreskog & Sorbom, 1988)L o] &3l HAF
seict

A2y 27 FARAe] FEFA
oA A £37} givtn AFee LYl
2 27 L(3E3d 274 1049 71H A4

A%~

A7 12 AR ARAA L, 18, #2354

oz2HE $¢F402 s A2EY A49 GA
(3, 1), GA(3, 2), GA(3, 3), GA(3, 4), GA(3, 5),
GA(3, 6), GA(3, 7), GA(3, 8), GA(3, 9), GA(3,
10)7F 25 0ol 2y Z¥oln wekd AfEE
100] Sch. ubelol, 23128 (saturated model) & 1
A9 AF7 9E AFE 0, X Fho] 0 2Pz
A ole mile] g4 d3F WP TS A
Ao wig- Fuizke] & H9 2AE flo] UAY
Zch webA oz Yo] el wd
24 S Aeld BAE A3Fe glold o
=317 gdm & 1 ¥ £ (Goodness-of-Fit) 7} F

o

R0
i
atd
©

¢ 3 (principle of parsimony)ol 2%}
2¥ql siAEHe] A5H
AgA o] $-&F 4l nH
| gx AgA FH7
dAAE B A
3 foE Ao
dAzge ¥4 44E FFHnA Y=



27 v}-Al (maximum likelihood estimation method) 2.
2 Z A$EE AEddd 13y ARy S
A58 A2 7 2o AS P F 39, 2
gn 7 249 YAEAFE F 4o A4t
AN A2 ATFEL HALE3H 93 A&
g LISREL 2% x|(LISREL estimates)o|ch =1z
2o o il & wg- FHHF] AA9
T R Aolo] i FAEE AFEHE =
Y A4 A= A4 X g vd, A Y4
el A4 siAEFS] X gho] 11.88( P =.293)24
#9840 g G4 dAzgel AAuA g,
23%2Yyc o $4% 2Yer AsAck 23
¥ 6.9] ¥ =2 B (GFI: Goodness-of-Fit) & 43
3 $HEAE(AGFI: Adjusted Goodness-of-Fit),
HFAcjql RMSR(Root Mean Square
Residual)o] 77+ 0.991, 0.915, 0.0199) Zeoz i}
e} o] 2ye] FAEsl P FoE AL 4 £
ik

oAz HAade Atolv AAZYY X3ho] 18

e -1 1

GA(1, 1) - GA(], 10)

26(p=.051)284] 248 o]z {935z ¢k
w2bd] AR go] sAEn TaRFPL fAHe
g medof ¥k ©lE XL ML(maximum
likehood) o] Ztole HYA 47} 29 2¥o| 7|7
2 sheAo] Eokdde At ¥ 6.9 AAH =i
239 ¥AE A4EE 2 & o, =2y
FAEs 28 JduAe gov, o HFol oy
Aol A% HAEH dJols AHEARE FAE £
< 9& Aol

AdA A¢d Fod= AFL FAF t—AF
o) o]FolAct a™d o t—-FX9 %A 4
Ao] o} HuAHA FHEA ksl dEel, duk
Ao 19 FAoigo] 1.96 ol 4told 2 A4t &
AFez frofulsickn Zop(eh3, 1990). o) 93z
& JEel F3to 7 A2ASY foA=E FFE
A ¢ Aade A A/ >AAE 5
7P (GA13, t =-4.443), ‘Tt 444> A3 2
AR A (GA27, t =-2.464)9] = A2s $93
Aot 2z Ay H FAA 7> ¢¢5 4 (BES2,

Ad-a7
344

—y 449 AsARA A4 [

' GA(2, 1) — GA(2, 10)

GA(3, 1) — GA(3, 10)

PS11

BE31
s91 =

PS33
BE21 ¥e [
+¥54
PS22 . ZN
BE32

(28 1) 71E-27 PHHY, AL, ANYBAX( L, LESL HHO 2t Y=Y



(£ 3) 289 A=A+

g =
BE2AS 329 oA 24 32y LR R
GA(L, 1) -0.126 -0.126 -0.086 -0.096
GA(, 2) -0.008 -0.008 0.036 0.036
GA(1, 3) -0.354* -0.354* -0.414* -0.414*
GA(1, 4) -0.141 -0.141 -0.079 -0.079
GA(1, 5) -0.30 -0.030 -0.104 -0.104
GA(1, 6) 0.066 -0.066 0.063 0.063
GA(L, 7) 0.033 0.033 -0.001 -0.001
GA(1, 8) -0.061 -0.061 0.014 0.014
GA(1, 9) -0.139 —0.139 -0.144 -0.144
GA(1, 10) -0.036 —0.036 0.011 0.011
GA(2, 1) -0.027 —0.027 -0.047 -0.047
GA(2, 2) -0.063 —0.063 -0.041 -0.041
GA(2, 3) -0.090 -0.090 -0.151 -0.151
GA(2, 4) 0.058 0.058 0.005 0.005
GA(2, 5) 0.133 0.133 0.126 0.126
GA(2, 6) -0.039 —-0.039 0.042 0.042
GA(2, 7) -0.186* —0.186* 0.061 0.061
GA(2, 8) -0.013 —0.013 ~0.071 -0.071
GA(2, 9) 0.016 0.016 0.134 0.134
GA(2, 10) 0.087 0.087 -0.051 -0.051
GA(3, 1) -0.108 0.000* -0.054 0.000*
GA(3, 2) -0.025 0.000* -0.039 0.000*
GA(3, 3) -0.110 0.000* -0.154* 0.000*
GA(3, 4) 0.052 0.000* -0.016 0.000*
GA(3, 5) 0.067 0.000* -0.003 0.000*
GA(3, 6) 0.006 0.000* -0.068 0.000*
GA(B'T) 0.051 0.000* 0.182* 0.000*
GA(3, 8) ~0.081 0.000* -0.089 0.000*
GA(3, 9) -0.122 0.000" 0.063 0.000*
GA(3, 10) 0.059 0.000* 0.078 0.000*
BE 21 -0.484* -0.484* -0.519* -0.519*
BE 31 -0.144 -0.093 -0.079 0.000
BE 32 0.509* 0.533* 0.474* 0.529*
PS 11 0.801 0.801 0.728 0.728
PS 22 0.715 0.715 0.689 0.689
PS 33 0.620 0.660 0.653 0.720

+0.000] 23§ A 4(fixed parameter)

*t>1.96



(£ 4) 29 #A=X+

¢ = q z
YA A4 E32Y oAz Y 252y ERER]
p.d 0.00 11.88 0.00 18.26
Af-x.(df) 0 10 0 10
a 1.00 2.293 1.00 0.051
GFI 1.000 0.991 1.000 0.986
AGFI 0.915 0.872
RMSR 0.000 0.019 0.000 0.029
t=7204)8 A=7} d$ FoAAn, AYH ¥ = 9

7> 9824 (BE3],
€ #% 7 =3

olgd Afe A3F ¥ #Hd ide
[AA G o] v& AR WAL

o @ A8l 7 4 4ad AR 2
ol Aolol $efuldt 24 el NCKBEL

=-6.835).

A4 F2del Ae
23400 =R Yol

t =-1.943)8] HEA4
a|X= Ao vetych
A8 A
¢Ag

t

-2 Ag4el
stelA aiAde 5o

DAEF o] AFEds EAYt FAHE f

A ABATE AR A
#%-ﬁ% >$
(GA37, t =2451), 283 °

AP(GA33, t=1.969)8 A=zA%
A7 AadEel gloidl AHA BAR e
siAdalel e (BES?,

(GA13, t =-5.489),

=
0
o =

TES

Z/AY >
Folgieh ek,
49

t =6.500), A}3]H

R
>4

=0

9

7 dalg diAMclezd fo8x eskeH(BE3L,
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29 5 WalAelol
=—17.116).
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3= Aoz 7HEso] gioh(Rutter, 1987). =28}
ol2| & =iAle] EAE H&drle 7R APA
< A7t & 4, A AHE A 28
Best &S A a6 F oAl v
Fol Aol weby g 4L ook 34 A4
€9 Aol ‘AEA FARAZ | wr uwF3l
s Aol g, A8 A FHF e A
22 Jgo] ofdt vfAulelctk o7 J4d
FolAL AHA $AY Hde $8340 A
434 £3ke fefulad s, DA AR
A7 Wels o3 ARWAYL YT Lolgeh A
4 TAAs AHASAEAY A4E 444
(femininity) 8.ch= @A A (masculinity) 3 o =4
#elx Aeg 3 159 (Helmreich & Stapp, 1977),
gl X dFd4 ZHE “AEE a7 7
o A AadSelAN AdAez o & 499
& sl € 4 At B, $H Bads 47
A4 el Asd XS s B
[ polel R4l e 232 AL §
B AA Aeld $UEH $AATE LoE
AFEe 2ok ADY A5 $5 2 AR A
4 BAT paafs Al Yok AFAN v
o] . o (Russell, Peplau & Cutrona, 1980), A}3]
Ageldsl ANBAZ g ARe EF
o] %A E3ln AmAql RS AEA €
olmz A3d FHAE =1 4 e VY= 7
4% Zeoleh webA, % AHA

‘il A3l A FA A 7

[

8 o

N

-

Wl L e

ph A

>

7 & 9 AdE 5y3E sk Aadeld 24
gs Zae AA AR (S8 LrzHy 2g
Z

Zoltt.

4, o3 713 A9 Y FollA Yado
FEFA PR AHE CddFE A A, Az
£ AFolu AHE me A AEE AL A 2
A5 8 2AolAY adezfy WY o5
v 3EE Y %%}-E A2 o A3 (Approach/With-
drawal) 49 FAg4o|Act AFAAZ 3o} df
2 P25 7‘1—”17]' 2AAG A2E A 44
AE871E vheke Aol dx, ol 27 £
oA 71A4%E Ad Y&dA4F 4T
B9k o] AL BE, 34, 2L 29 oY 2
L didez Jade JA-s7 AP F A
A AZAbole BAE 2AY AFEAE U4
A F8¢ Aoz Hrhs glck(Lerner, Lerner, &
Zabski, 1985 ; Talwar, Nitz & Lerner, 1990). 53]
Felad AMe AT o Add'e J12E 4L
welae] @A AgE sYe] waA g
adolele Aolth. Kagani}t Moss
(1962) 7} #A3 A ) gt A+E &
g3 A5, AF 3 3doziE AAU7AAY W
g4 53 ALAUA FAH AT AYA
242 “g%4 #2)4" (behavioral inhibition) ]l
t}(Kagan, 1989). 23 d] Kagano] A &5
A=A 1A e A A3, AE, =d S
gk A3d g% a2z o ARAY 4T
(Kagan, 1991 p.857)2.2 Asld o= & ‘AF
o "7 Yol e ZelcH(Thomas &
Chess, 1991). =38} 343 7504 53 A=A
A3t BAsle A4d ALSARLFF, 5T
g, 2%7% )& 2 JIAg AHd =
(physiological curcuit) 7} ¥3# o} 7]HEAJo] o}
Fo2 stojg EF HIslelA ol AFolt 7
AL 2342 3t 42 4"F A 2A

W 713



£ € 712 EAojgn 2t AHE AR F94
(Kagan, 1991). =28lt] Thomas$} Chesse] 7] o
Tl 7144 34 Aoz & i%e U
3zt Z1AAQl Al EA9] 42dE(etiology)ol
g dFe] 23soz slurle 32 E Fuhd,
AeA sl 247 Ay gl nlAE o
& o 23 drdhok ¥ Zo|cHGoldsmith et al,
1987). 53], 71A54 AAMH AR FAE
P HARA Ao od) AT & Yot ek
44 8<l, #74H 29, FH-¥A9 453,
agn §4/874 4384F ¥ e P5
48 9y E(el ; Plomin, 1986)& 7|3 543 3
AA 47 FA 2AE ot =g
£ Aot

A, ‘533 — A4’ (Rhythmicity-Eating) 9] 713
Asdell A A5t RreF Aelo AYHL @
A4l AL A3E dAALE 5 $E5 4
AR J%E, 2¥n oz H2de Apdx
254 g HAAL dFE AT AR
3oleh & AT F2 SiAs dREe] ofuy
AL zd & o, o] A7 F4dF ofejste
Al oA 44 FF FI14, 53] S4E A
Az Lo FAA FdolA 71ZH e
o] Az Fgo] FAA] g Fo, oY AH
ul-$-(feedback)ol]l €3] 4L Fr2ig e
AAA ARl B2 =7e §F FAHA A3
A BAAAS $¢54¢ A8 € & Y&
onjgict F2 Flga 6hiAE Aoz o5
o 7133 wAle Jleizke] A{Ae] HedAdH A
ga4g AL oA ¥ dold AHMFz
s, 1992), ‘AZ/AF't A 4FY v A
folglodt, ‘FAY-AA e HE FL3A
%n 288 ‘FHY-42'Y 713 Aol F=H

o

n

[l

iod

AA depte ol Foulgc v F 2@ Xl
=80l Aol HFelx] ZL d¥ oA F
AR FAT o J)AEA ] Agel 53 F8G
b3k B A% AP g 2 Ao
Eddtez 71 §FH L ddd SHe4 mo}
o & Aol

o179 olojet MEE Y REUTE U A

£ dre FE-AY YelY PLds 7R
4% S5 87 Aeld] Ao ‘pgF A o
&L ulHd, ofe] AAFH {7 U A AA9Y
7o) F4¢ JEL Yok AME ¥R
A 7 ATAFHE 4H 22 AAEE
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Asle A7190¢ neld £ o, Ade] Ad 712 E
A2 slebsle AL o] A7 AHF A3 J1A4
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A
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1991). % Eol, Aol Aze 4ol Ago] -
A2 4380 Bohe AU(Z, AE/A09 A
4 we A4S # 0 Yt Fade, AR
A7tol AR 2 A48l A&AAYIE Al
of 'S4 4l mrE $AFE T¥ARIA
Be r@e 78 Aol o|Hw Ao W2
d Az 4%l dgaREd dur Azeld
A Aol A 35| %Yol ARE Bhaa 2
2 3449 43¢ ¥ 4 A 2 Aol

A9, 7144 ‘23] AP AU Aol
A2l Rt ARBANE AEE 4 ek FE-
A, 232, 94 3 A 59 AZBAS W25
o, A7, 2, é%n} A, A2 ), el A
odrbet 22 A BE ABBANA LYHE 4 A
Q) A5 BHH 3ol & oA E
24 72E ATFoEA 2 4724 Y UL
Ralo] 7ol ¥ 4 92 A 14(%214 27%), 1991).

FA A7 2

dAmtez £ Q77 alA R 20 A
2 ngat 34 A7 ol o AX At
CEE 2

AA, 2 7o) A7 A% A% Ax AT

A n5da 1dhddolgens vd ek A
9 A4dE B 4 Aol ol §4UES E
A7E Aol dFA Q3 A5
2 59 4 U s.c.s&, L AFE R A2
2o B AFEL ALA
SZ fob-obg 9 HAUAE dgez 4959
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d4e 498 SR A Y edoAAE
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A, A A5 WY} 43 FEeoke M
¢ B o BAE PR R e 4 e
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9 714 Ao g s )3 ok (cross-section-
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A&drle = WA S n w9 o)y
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Hato| chE - o, 7 Wo] A FE u]F
weba] 7] A - Ao} H-gof vl dFH
2715 g & Y& ATl Folok & Aol

A, 43719 714E FAda Fodste Aol
olEs|o A 4R+ %HThomas & Chess,
1991). ool Aol wetd 713, %71, $H
AJHE 24579 A5 zgo] BAAR, Fu
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Abstract

The effects of temperamental goodness-of-fit on depressive

symptoms in adolescents

Jungmeen Kim - Gene Yoon

Yonsei University

This study investigated the effects of the goodness-of-fit between adolescent’s temperament and their parents’ demands
on social competence, the perception of social relationships and on their psychological well-being with samples of 289 male
and 250 female high school students. Mediator variable models were specified via path analyses. Among male adolescents,
LISREL analyses indicated that significant paths existed between the fit score of Approach/Withdrawal and social com-
petence, between the fit score of Rhythmicity-eating and the perception of social relationships, and between the perception
of social relationships and depressive symptoms. In the case of female adolescents, there were significant paths between
the fit score of Approach/Withdrawal and social competence, between the fit score of Rhythmicity-eating and depressive
symptoms, and between Approach/Withdrawal and depressive symptoms. For both male and female adolescents, there
were significant negative correlations between social competence and the perception of social relationships. Overall, the
findings were supportive of the contributory role of temperamental goodness-of-fit in the prediction of mental health for
adolescents.





