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ol Zte| TR FELR

HAR aa . o ¢ P
HE
4x+z | 1836(3200  18.24(3200  18.51(3.42) -0.75 0.4
3| A melEa e | 1097(283)  1L08(2770)  10.84(2.91) 0.78 0.43
A | A Zo¢E | 14.26(295)  14.20(275)  14.35(3.20) ~0.43 0.66
% &3 | 13.57(3.07) 13.50(2.94)  13.66(3.25) —0.43 0.66
AA%E | 13.48(3.52) 13.47(3.70)  13.49(3.29) -0.11 0.90
AL weEde | 1272253  12.75(2.48)  12.67(2.59) 0.26 0.79
A« Z71¢8 | 11.98(354)  11.87(3.45)  12.13(3.67) -0.63 0.52
a9 | 1033303 1015298  10.57(3.10) -1.18 0.24
B A 65.54(8.53)  65.04(9.10)  66.20(7.72) -117 0.24
f A4 73.44(818)  72.86(8.41)  74.20(7.84) ~1.40 0.16
o 234 73.00854)  72.32(7.80)  73.88(9.36) -1.57 0.11
;‘ HEA 72.57(8.00)  72.00(7.55)  73.20(8.54) 114 024
A n=299 n=169 =130
*( )esddd

Yot % HAF el HrRANel 8 4F o) BANE Lohu] Azt FRASE 22
Moz ¥Mal7] st HEATEM(canonical o] F2eh g}

correlation analysis) 2] & AM8-8k%ich

1) AAEA

g, of 7Eg] HAY A} WYY AH T o2 vehurh

200 A A A& uke} o] AA T doiM e
A7 A9 8719 st el ALY 298] 4
Mol 3 agl gells AAFA BAA] e A

B 2. HASAOIA HHLT AU Zho| AlAS
qay A4 284 =84 S
A%
AHTT 0.35* 0.25* 0.31* 0.27*
7} 2HEIE —-0.19 -0.33* —0.16 —0.18
] Z7|¢8 0.16 0.11 0.31* 0.26*
At —0.23* —0.35* -0.25* -0.31*
A 55 0.20* 0.17 0.18 0.21*
Z) RHEDNE —0.03 —0.07 —0.04 —0.06
s} 27|98 0.20* 0.11 0.24* 0.26*
gk -0.13 —0.30" -0.17 -0.21*
*p<.05 n=299
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A F HEAY 8NN EARcE KoF 3
Aa8AZE de ez vy, 4 gqle
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Ao FAENT d9E § o Gy,
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#3914 &4 Root( I)3 Root(Il )& p<
01 FFolAN FAHeZ #93t2 Root(l)&=
p<.05 FEAA BAHoE Fosidat. 2 A
HEZEAAE EX8 29 F 409 57 34
gho] Fol Ao g Wy et

B3 HHE AR 3 BNL L0EH YN 201§ 2o HEAUEA

BEEE Root( 1) Root () Root (1) Root(IV)
w4

LS 0.33* 0.24 0.89* ~0.60
3| 7 2oEdS -0.31* 0.44* -0.07 0.34
A oA 27198 0.19 0.65* —0.69* -0.46
4 LI —0.39* 0.17 0.30 -0.59
A5z -0.05 -0.23 0.38 0.52
Ay weE g 0.04 0.04 ~0.07 -0.19
4l g z7\1¢8 0.18 0.32¢ -0.08 0.64
it —0.18 0.22 0.54 0.32
2 A4 0.29 0.13 0.19* 0.12
ol A& A 0.45° -1.17* -0.26 -0.41
A=) 244 0.12 0.94* ~0.55 -1.25
e HEA 0.33" 0.19 -0.23 1.53
canonical correlation 0.44 0.31 0.16 0.13
Eigenvalue 0.29 0.13 0.04 0.02
F 4.39 2.85 1.74 1.36

df 32 21 12 5
Probability 0.001 0.001 0.05 0.23

* 3¢ (Root) ot RIS ETY v A & JUE EAS7] A8 AH o2 AR AY
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A9 AgA 80(-1.17)& A AAE 284
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Aol 4%(Eigenvalue=0.04)8 A¥& F1
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A(L19)BE FANCE foF A JAUAE
BoqFgich

g A AR e G GHFE
8A(AFEHAX=0.89)°] F7I1EFSE VYA A
A9 A A EANA=119)E F7I3e
AAH FH B AEE e

2) FAEA

AAR 2 F FANE &3 FANF A9
o} ILA At BAGE Golr 7] Astd A
HAFE AT Aol H49 gk

Heol FolA AAIF upe} go] G M=, F
A A9 8/ ey BIH A9 )
91 agl ole AAHA BEAo] AUe AL
vERst )

FAHoz A¥pd AT A 7RG Y
AN AHFE 8dL A 89, 234 89
2 HEA 2o A FRAA de Rez
Vel 23 EaE 8208 384 2ol 7
A AaBA7E e Aoz JeEhdd, RV $s
22e 234 a0 P54 adolA FH gu

A4
S 4 A4 =34 454
PHFE 0.31* 0.19 0.28" 0.24"

7} zeEE —-0.18 -0.33" -0.17 —-0.12
A Z7|¢R 0.12 0.04 0.23° 0.18
L0 e ~0.17 -0.35* —0.22* —0.28*

AHFE 0.21* 0.16 0.25* 0.29*

# nHEYE —0.05 —-0.12 —0.00 —0.05
e z71¢8 0.15 0.06 0.22* 0.28"
4 —0.09 -0.27* -0.16 -0.17

*»<.05 n=169
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Fabgcle Ae4 8d7 FEA addM 73
AaABAZ} e Ao g vEhnTh

19 FHEAF AAE F o SEdAT T,
AR E7] Aste FEFBAENE AAEA
o}z WM =&d AEHTE 7Y FEE
;500 A A EFA T

#5001 AEGT FAE BH AR FEES

2 Fogstdch aaA F 4709 4 F 2709
# o3 grolth

Root( 1) AE4AA 47 Re=.450] HH|
Wake) 26%(Eigenvalue=0.26)8 A&} Fi
e, FAY A9 HANFHNM R EYE
220(—-030)% BHRA(-053)e FAHAAE
YehEa A9A e A4 8(0.63) %
54 £9(038)2 FHAAE HoF 2 Ut
webA A Z9e] ARG Holl A Faad (A
’“’—‘izﬂil=—053)°] B4 AuA 99 A
&4 2A(HEAAR=0.63)0] F7tHAX = A
ks {%%’l*é% YEepd T

Root(II)= HFEA4EA 7 Pc=.370]1 %
o] 15%(Eigenvalue=0.15)8 Agsf
e, Az 299 GGl AFHFE &

<
2

3

Root( I)3} Root(Il)wto] p< 01014 EAFL  (0.32), BeiEg]£(0.49) 7 PG oA 7]
E 5. JXie| HAMZ A 2EM X|gf 2| HEAAUES
AEds Root( 1) Root( 1) Root (1) Root{IV)
H

BHFE 0.13 0.32* -0.97 —0.25
A 7+ 2HEYE —0.34* 0.49* 0.35 0.11
A ] z7148 -0.07 0.24 -0.15 0.85
# it -0.53* —0.01 -{0.62 0.07
= AH4 0.25 —0.23 0.05 —0.52
# ) relEg g 0.00 0.18 0.03 0.55
< Z7198 0.14 0.39* 0.66 —0.03
2t -0.13 0.35* -0.12 —0.63
A A4 0.20 0.33* =0.77 —(.83
] &4 0.63* —1.08 0.06 0.08
A=A >384 —0.01 0.38* —0.56 1.39
2 HE4 0.38* 0.67* 1.03 —0.67
Canonical Correlation 0.45 0.37 0.24 0.16
Eigenvalue 0.26 0.15 0.06 0.02
F 2.47 1.88 1.24 0.93

df 32 21 12 5
Probability 0.001 0.01 0.24 0.45

* A &%5(Root) oF W4 BT v A £

Feg HAEY] H3l dHoR AT HY
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8 221(0.39), #12<1(0.35) & FHAAE
e ik e AYA A9e A
£2210.33) % FE4 20674 FHAAE
YeER S Ao

b A A9 7RG GelM e
& 8N (HETAAR=0.49)°] F71EFE 12A
A9l GEQ 2QAHEHAR=0.67)°] F7}8}
E AAAH ZHEAS e F gl

3) A=A
AANEAE AABe 2ES FAZ A

AR e AEEEY T

4 gRAZ e Ao Uebgn, #4 29

& AU £20) LE H92A5T 27 42D
A7k e Aoz ek,
d9 4E24e 2348 3 o YedAz

A3 sl7]l st AEFAENE AN
th Z WelEH 228 FEHrE e JBE
F7o A A3t

B70M BE48 A4S B4 24, 3ES
4 Root( 1)l p<.01 FFANA BAHoE
Fostd 1709 St =2 H A
4#A 57} Re=.54¢]1

Root(I)& B& A

of 494 A9 e BALE Fokwyl st WPl 42%(Eigenvalue=0.42)8 UFH F3
JA5E B&F o) He3} 2rh eos, A7 Ao ANG AN JASFE 2
H 6. O{Xiof Mo} FMZtD XY daAs
SR
BN Uk A4 244 454
AHFE 0.41* 0.33* 0.33* 0.30"
7 | ZHEE -0.19 —0.33* —0.15 —0.25*
2] 2798 0.21* 0.19 0.39" 0.33
b -0.31* —0.37* —0.29* —0.34*
BHFE 0.18 0.19 0.10 0.12
e pHEHR —0.00 -0.01 -0.08 —0.07
| Z7148 0.28* 0.18 0.25* 0.23
g —-0.21 —0.35* -0.21* -0.26*
* p<.05 n==130

F6ol A A g uks wol, AR A¥ e 8
sHadEH A A 470 el el
= iﬂﬂW"] i’n}%!*éol A=Az Yegoh 74

%“445% ’I‘_‘Q*e! ZHA a9l ﬁcﬂa( NEA, 2
&4, 284, g5 BARcs HH Ao
Aoz Yeryti, EE-}EE].E- agle

*oh&i’&ﬁlﬂ A= &423 b}E}‘zkﬂ }.7]945 ﬁs’l
L 23EA 297 JAEA 8 EAHeR F

21(0.42) 7 =71¢k8 821(0.37)2 FHAAE
B F1, Ad9d9e AHFE 8U(-032)&
FrRoz 4aso d&E JelET. 344 X
fel Mg 891(0.32) 7 &4 821(0.30)2
dRoz' 3ol ee JehNE uebd 3
Azt A2 ARG HAHFLE(AEHAH
=0.42)°] F7FE,E 144 A9 AL 89
(0.32)°] FrtHlv AAH FAHAAYE el
Wt
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B 7. GIXHE CHAIS 2 S IMZ XIot 2IUY X9 22| 3B AuEY

ey Root( 1) Root (1) Root (1) Root(IV)
\
AT 0.42 —0.14 0.75 -0.48
%] 7t rEIF —0.27 0.35 0.27 =0.50
# ] z7|¢s 0.37 0.78 —0.50 -0.29
z Sl —0.22 0.04 0.12 -0.63
=z AHFE -0.32* ~-0.44 0.08 -0.13
A 7 rHEIE 0.12 -0.24 —0.01 —0.43
< ZIE8 0.25 0.17 0.43 0.56
b -0.27 0.17 0.52 0.79
El kg 0.32 —0.33 121 0.32
El &4 0.30" -1.12 —(.60 -0.77
e 284 0.23 1.30 0.01 ~1.24
4 h: R e 0.29 0.10 —0.54 1.70
Canonical Correlation 0.54 0.40 ¥ 0.25 0.09
Eigenvalue 0.42 0.19 0.06 0.00
F 2.47 1.52 0.76 0.22
df 32 21 12 5

Probability 0.001 0.06 0.68 0.95

* A& g(Root) ot H4EDS WA 52 JEE BN A3 ddez AT RY

£ o
LMY XHEE

A AT A _AEL AJdol we}
fo% oj7} Actnde Ade AT 4L
Ao wet zlolr} glckir ¥ 18 Eriksond] |
(1968) 9} Adams 5(1979)9] 7, 18] ge}
A (1984)9 d7<e XA ek 28y
Neuver® Genthber(1977)7} 3%z g%
dATel d3, & AA7H RYEYETol EY
2% g Junc st Aot dAE B
olm glen, WAl A9 BAE HP37]
A% AHE T8 FAFE AT Orlofsky F
(1973) 9] dFdzete Y& Bol1 At

A7 1R BHEAHE A7 Hodg
son} Fisher(1979) 9] 50 o] Gt st & 4
o2 g dFdMe dA3L A, AX, FaA
AL A9 FAZ HAHYA ZEHR
Yol fostA gol Jeid A& & + Aok FA)
2ol a9 Aol wel g zhell fojgt o)} /U
e RelAth

gy B AT AAE N9 F
oz7tel zHol7t Qe ReZ et AL HFY
A do] o5 AEatolr} Fa3A e 7}
@7 FAPoz Aol U7 HEQL Aoz A
Ztgch, 28eg o] #YFddo e JExlolE
AESE Aol A9 ouyt G3lctn & 4 §l
& Rolh. T F3YE o] WA BE AFE
g2t F2 oAk oz o]FojA 1 e At
Aoz &2 & JYth
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2. Med X¥

Gl B AT (AR FAaAENA
B Azel vk gl mE xlo)r) i
&7hx) Fu R FL AAY AN e 2dy
A gout YA AN AP BF(M
=172.67, sd=17.82)°] @< BFM=70.
25, sd =9.23)ell ¥l&] felstA A Jeltte
AMd o]t

o] Holl tisiME o2 FFHoz A7 P
271 AL el

WA A2k 2AUY K| Zhe) Ay

AN A Ay A9 4 gAEtd =
Fralgt Aol g AHolghe ATdAe A
A 539 & oo s AP YY) d-™
A)-8 AHE3F Orolofsky, Marcia 2 Lesser(1973)
o] FEAT ZAd YAE Hola vk IF
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The purpose of the present study was to grasp correlation in the status formula be-
tween identity and intimacy, based on sexual differences through the method of ca-
nonical correlation ananlysis. For this research, we surveyed at random one hundred
and fifty male and female collegians whose ages range in early adulthood. In compara-
tive discussion of the earned results with the precedent research results, we can con-
clude as follows: 1. The more the factor of the diffusion of identity status in the value
area is high, the more the autonomy of intimacy status is low. 2. The more the factor
of the foreclose in the value area is high, the more the autonomy of intimacy status is
low. 3. The more the factor of the achievement of identity in the value area is high,
the more the openness of intimacy status is high. 4. The more the factor of the dif-
fusion of identity status in the value area is low, the more autonomy of intimacy status
is high. 5. The more the factor of the moratorium of identity in value area is high, the
more the cooperation of intimacy status is high. 6. The more the factor of achievement
of identity in value area is high, the more the openness of intimacy status is high. 5.
The more the factor of the moratorium of identity in value area is high, the more the
cooperation of intimacy status is high. 6. The more the factor of achievement of ident-
ity in value area is high, the more the openness of intimacy status is high.





