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ARRFE vlAle A1EEA, $2 9 oxg A
7t WAEA TE HE AT EMG wlo] 23]

#49) 13

= Noe 8 g

AEd gt A st

€ 47 AL WFF EMG ol A5 E AR Agee] DRNEES NEY A%, A2 B, S, WY
BAFE tet ABENE AAY 5 AEAE Lolrae o AR WA AFYSEUS ARAE Sabof 214
BEE BAZ WP 6F( 28 o 8)9) A ES WHAE MYsHY. 2 g ol BY WER EMGEED £
BHEY 7IAUE A7) Astel 27 S 0l 384 (268)) TR EMGEZE 108 TG FYHAL, dFY 94
2 FRUXNE AFA=E @At olde AFR EMGFED F5UAY U4E 2A volodmwlga( U
14, A2k )3 FAAD(HR 14, AR} )l AFER EMGHE, 5545 4 Aol $RIES Zaagwsigo
2 elES) AAH AAHR] BAUAE dobir] 8t ANEEY, 28 2 Y AR EANEE A4
@ F ubelemsdgde AEdAE 1599 284(% 88) ATY EMGHE¢ Y558 vo|onnugds
AR RhE, FAl e AYPAEAle AER EMCFEE BHEE vlo| ouEuEAE AFA 4w 13 &
WY AFR EMGFETE £33 ZE 084S 71440 DA RE A £ 47274 w3 SEUAE 7|
Fato] Mgtk date tEH 2o UFE EMG vl AHgsted 2134 54 Mg A
ANV EEFEN WHEAFE) BETE, $L4EL YEFE UANTES o Bo) BA2AZHY. dapa, of
Aol AFA WFEY EMG vol e A=MEAL AHEated AATES Nag AP 0 24uUuse 18
e O 2 ASERE B g 5 Urhz Aol AAEUD. @2 FER EMG vloje el Fdd] Jug njxe
HJAHL EAAJNEN e B2 BYPAJN AT S0l o|FolHol ks Hol E=eHgr)

ol X 7H RIWEA S Es BN, 24E45E
AN TG, B NAAEFLE 87w s, 2%
AFTE F5HRAA olulAx] 7} Al S A 21 o}
Zn W AAE & 22 AR Fole 58 w78
Dbl (Martin, 1966) A48 A zElo] 4 A7kl A
¢ 97 A&sEris §ch(Holroyd & Andrasik,
1978). o] VFAAFFo) gk &3 wggiole ug
AR FRAT o) HPHA 2B 2o Phate] v
+¥ 4 vehde %3 (Ad Hoc Committee on the

214 F% (tension headache) 2 B& §¥o L8 3
A

Classification of Headache, 1972)0]A1} & S35, =
L oA o] A&H o2 FEEo Uy PR g
e ZH(Bakal, 1975 Dallesio, 1972 ; Martin, 1962 ;
Sainsbury & Gibson, 1954)¢]2l= Zo] de] wolSqf
A gt ek, £=350] Y 28¢ oIy
VRFEE Ny + g Aolge 22 ¢ 4
Atk olejd FE G AR F2HAYE 288 o9
ANA DR324 78L& Nastazt e o ALE 39
§74A] o] 2 A % (electromyographic ; o1 8 EMGa}
F) velemewFHoltt, o] EMG ulolovewE
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< 234 gHyd oAR Aoz “eHile 28
o F718FE A A Ao} P25
Wo g Hedg xFst #x 222 2870% 4
& 2EY 7 A% e FaA I HPeck &
Kraft, 1977). 133759 g dde 72 g 2§
o A% FEo02 A AUdn 717 G Eq
¥ (frontalis) EMG wholeyj=wjF o] ALE-¥ o]
gt

Budzynski, Stoyva ¥ Adler(1970) & 345 E9] X
5o EMG mpol 2o =S HE R A3 gt of
E2 EMG vholed =g FA L 2509y BAg &
AAA 2 AA S Wgolzba 47bstod, 59e 7134
F% Aol A AFE EMG slo]u=wEde A4
st o] ZF A5 AFER EMGFFEH FEY
Foll A o ZHart AR A F 3N Y7AA 7134
FEO] ASHA BasHen, AU A7} A
At Baseh 150 Budzynski, Stoyva, Adler?
Mullaney(1973), 18] 3 Wickramasekera(1972, 1976)%
#%¥ (contingent) AFH EMG vlo]2u=B5d 2
Aol &3 YAL H¥A 5] vl R F uncontingent) A
F5 EMG dlolealod&d 2ol viaa 2
&3 ARG HYAE B} AFHE EMGEES #95
A GEAL, DFYFFE FosHA gasar) Wi
of AFE EMG vlo]|esl=slFdo)] o5 g fnrs)
9 % (Placebo) &7} 7} ofjibs Abd-& B s}, o]
€ 47 o9k A&s A AER EMG uho] 9. 5 =
FHE AHES AR ES Nastd e ARt 38
Hol &3, W& 9725 (Andrasik, Blanchard, Arena,
Saunders, & Barron, 1982 ; Bell, Abramwithz, Folkins,
Spensly, & Hutchinson, 1983 ;Blanchard, Andrasik,
Ahles, Teders, & OKeefe, 1980 ; Cox & Hobbes, 1982;
Haynes, Gnffin, Mooney, & Parise, 1975 ; Holroyd, Pen-
zien, Hursey, Tobin, Rogers, Holm, Marcille, Hall, &
Chilia, 1984 ; Johnson & Turin, 1975; Kondo & Canter,
1977 ; Peck & Kraft, 1977)0l 34 A58 EMG o]
LAl FH] NFYFEE g3kt o) FihA
olgke Ho] dFH Ut

a8 Hte] AFRE EMG ulo]ovmwizrdag A}
§38ta] 1A FES darga srgs Ygay
Aol A AP AU} Slthe F4o] g FH Y
UHBlanchard et al., 1980). wabA, ghel HEH EMG

do

ol =M EH S N8 HIY} RE AR EA B
3H2] ¥t ARE EMG tloleH = E A Ao 2|2
ok st i) A4 EA, A A AEA
A A& P& 5o EAYE Y o AFRE EMG
Hiole e A g a7 o F& AIGS A5
oF &t a¥dl, AF7AY d7EL AUAXE 1
A g2 HRA fAIE e WER EMG Hlol
SHERFAL ALt 4 7%, & AFR
EMGFE #adFowt 2488 502, #Ee] A%
F EMG vlo] 2= EA L L83l AEH EMGH
T& AN g AWy 2 423 gd8e 1
2{8tA] ¢teh. Hutching® Reinking(1976)& u}o) 9
ENFEE URY $ALEH ] AHHAM BaEL

3 18 G olgA g Ad g8 AR A A B
§ o4& EMG vlelevewe Alggide Ae
T, volev=wFAY NgaHE ol Fd 9
kg oA FAI- Ve wa gatd Aolgn
A Haynes § (1975)2 upo] o mm il 3 3 o)
Eado]A e AAate ey 89, = HAH B
HUE WFoleta F3sgch olyg =48 2A=
ol ABATE dE AFR EMG vlo) o=

g

117
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Fd Agase} A BAHAETN BAE ¢
obR7] $15te] Ml Al uiElYE o] 48 AFEo] Q)
A=, o AFE(o)FE, 1987,
1987, Blanchard, Andrasik, Neff, Arena, Ahles, Jurish,
Pallmeyer, Saunders, Teders, Barron, & Rodichok, 1982
; Ford, Strobel, Strobel, Strong, & Szarek, 1982 ; Weder,
& Coyne, 1982} A Y2 A#E2 AFH EMG ulo]
o= EEe] Agane} AAQAA E4HAT) B
A7 ithal B AsARE BA7 Utn BE A
3ol o]27|71A thekstdrh

B AT7ME o)™ A7AE(Blanchard & Andrasik,
1982 ; Blanchard, Andrasik, Evans, Neff, Appelbaum, &
Rodichok, 1985 Carlson, 1977 ;Chen, 1986 Cox,
Freundlish, & Meyer, 1975 ; Holroyd et al, 1984 ; Van-
derploeg, Sison, Hickling, & Euller, 1986)°} 2jalA A
T EMG wtelevewlEdel g awte 7dAg)
ST 714 28 BAY Qo B8 21y
A& (selfefficacy), $-&(depression) ¥ Thatel A%
21 F Al (multiple health locus of control ; o138} MHLC
2ol ANl BEARIES MR3le] o]F A4 7lel

-
e - &4
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NAHQY ELWAET AEE EMG vl 2o =HF
do) Az AHT] $o¢ BAT} ALAE AW
s, 1 o&del 2AY AFANE e g,

s

AAH PFARAEE el &) B 22, A1
2 AEAA 9 JAAY HAol g9 wsfdeln|
FEuiste] 99A dyaglolgtn F489. o] o] 29
718 e PFHE ovEe BE AYAH dite
2730 od YR E AV EEA 2aiA PEHa}7) v
MEthe Aot Bandura, 1977). &, NAEL 271580
g 7IE 23 gdon 13 deiy Fedcs Ao
th oA, od AAE FAF}EE AL o ANES
Aego gt dort gebd Aolet 58 4+ Ak 44
2 99 d97AE(Bandura & Adams, 1977 Bandura,
Adams, & Beyer, 1977;Bandura, Adams, Hardy, &
Howells, 1980)l &M 7l ggA-E8 JATYIAE
Ttol] 2Ed @A Aok Aol #3AT. Holoyd ¥
(1984)& ol ¢ A+ 2749 Bandura(1977)9] ©}2& 24
2 M A7) ZEA e wEl BEY HIAEE o
AE 4 Aok B Arlagdo] B&4E AEE EMG
ol e mdiage v 4 dd ez a4
A3 AT AT T & ARG AV EEAFF0
FE AAAAM D355 o Bol ZAHUAY] W&o
Holroyd5(1984)8] 7F4& AAsdch. B ddyg
Bandura(1977)9] o] 2% Holroyd(1984)2} A7 33E &
2 AVEEA FEl 225E ARY EMG vloloc
WEAE & e NPT E0 O Yol P2l Ao

2 2,

T 8

Shaw(1982)+= o™ 54 AEHA AgslojA] 22 v
g &3] e AREL dyrlA B4g ZgEga
AREEA, 1 FANE 43S Bl ol =g
LFE Hate Aol a, 53] RN 13L FE 4
Folvt ALAN Hrg T A8e o¢ Fod
Aztate] olel disl 2t didElx) Beon A Aty
Beck(1976)= 94 $-&3 AHHEL E4 749 (source)
of &l el glon of HFL A Ar)aide] 2
FEAdH dhg d4A Frhs HolN 89 AAYES
HAsEg JHE AEes B3 9tk Jacob, Tumer,

Szekely ¥ Eidelman(1983)& Shaw®} Beckd] ©]&2 27
2 FE8 AA olghg BEE &Y olgg sE Eot
A7 A F48 A Hol $8718 P 2290
4 2ol 230i7)7] g Eof o)k & 3] BE Rola}
i 7Rt AR AEE EMG ulol e u =W E - 9)
A8 &% Beck$-&5E0e BANH BAHAo] A
o} ¢, Blanchards(1985)9) |7 A% JacobT3} £Y
& d3E 4k F, S8 AFYSFE ASH EMG v
oeIENFHUE ¥ £ Byt B dFoME
Shaw} Beck®] ©]&% Jacob% 3 Blanchard 9 @143
€ AR AFH EMG vo| o= Fag ARl 7)
FAFES ARY 2S¢ $85F0 YE5E Nuanyst

o #& dog g

CIRRR 212 LHIEA|

Rotter(1966)= WA EA 25| HEAGERT 2
o #3e o andoz BAgn 24 £ NS
i 55doz g3 #3349 o] o] Johnson
% Meyer(1974), Wagner, Bourgeos, Levenson, 2 Denton
(1974), 712} Garchel(1975)9 Q7Ao] Js)A] 2|5
Ak, o]59 AFAREL 2AZ Carlson(1977)& Rotter
o el EA 12 L volomeu T fxel FHAHA
WHEAAE] AHAFAAERT O AZE EMG35S
#aAd Aolgta sHys k. AR o] AL ARy
itk 2eiu Holliday 9 Munz(1978)9] Aol A= ujo} 9
JERFUS WARAREY AFE EMGHFE B4zl
Fog @47 9T $4891, Wallston, Wallston 2
Devellis(1978)% Rotters] WA R T E A% #Hao)
§itt B3 MHLCE A#8hich. Chen(1986)3} Vander-
ploeg 5 (1986)2 Wallston 5©] A 28 MHLCE A48
HEE AT H NEABASED AR EMCEERA
ol Feidt #A7 givka Handgo 2, o5
A7E HHRH Chend] 7ol Hoid gIAse 5
ol & d¥ WA 1Hd), FEo YE AT
3 FEo] §l ArETtel = AFE EMG vlolej=mE
9 Aga#rst d2ds Bt ki (Blanchad &
Andrasik, 1982). %%, Vanderploeg® ¢ ATl & )3
FATLES AFHE EMG 428 vjasget. B& A%y
EMGulole o=l o] EAe AER EMGFES Y
+ Zolrh, add, AFE EMGFEY 729 7134

7

E-S
FE LT 4@e] 42~ 90018 Buzt dx
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(Budzynski et al., 1973 ; Cox et al,, 1975 ; Epstein & Abell,
1977), A5 EMG vpo]euj=RFHe] £ B4 %
BFE 22 RB2 YWAEAFEE FEATS
HlZahs Zlo] o eldd Ao B 18 o)d d3E
of &M HAGE she AHEe WAL sy Alg
B} HES EMG vloledleMEde) AR a7} Hohe
Ba(3e - £3¢, 1987; Carlson, 1977)7} 9171 wj o)
2 dFdA e JAA g At WA g
& 22tz drh weld Rotterd o] &% Carlsond]
THAHE AR AFER EMG dlolevesl Fdl.8 ALL3
o AF5EE N 3¢ WHFATF) 552 A
EEW7LH & Aok ¥

A9 ol e AT ANES FAR sl 43F e
g3 2t

o

AFH EMG wol el Falg 2143}
4 758 As¥ A
L A7 a5 t 22 AHEYSE 044 F59
AgaHzt o #& Aolrh
2. FEFEOl 9 AHYFE AYNTRY gy
7hd $& Aok
3 WHFATE 2 ARHEFE UFNFEY A8

ER7t o & Aol

£
~
o

TR

&AL

HEGEaE e TF5o] gle FHEL 993 uloj
HelFd 220y o)ehs F1E B3 AgHez #
A FAEA g 22 £AE AH439.

g5 AT AL F ) 7EA) o] ol e W 1
AFZolete A9¢ W Blanchard et al., 1985).

O F9AFo] olgg Yxg AT 5Eo] w3 28] o
ol

©@ FEL vz %3 2oy ¥ FYU T PN
AREE Aoz 7148,

® 752 v # Folt £F 17 B B}
AA FEe 28 2oz g8E ey, d8ed, o
Apt FHE “BAE 2AY ‘08 F21 Qe 2
7ot

@ F5& A4HoR JEAE & §yolu.

=
=
L
T

® 14 FEolge Al Avg we Ho| 9t}

ted § Age Bedoz evEn.

@ %ol dex7t 67g oo,

@ FFo AA Ao} FNABoE A olHe 2
o] ohyz},

A9 FA gAHE 503MA AAAH 235 AFY
EMGF&9 7134 & 47 9131 o3 384 % 630 2
A AFE EMGFEE 34891, 25859 7A4L
@7 st ARE FAo) FFEUXNE 7|88 YFY
GAZ AFIEE AT, olg AFR EMGFFEo] YR
EAY YR 9& 49 122 Budeynski $(1973)% #e
Haog FEARE AN FEZE} 0308 4
= AgolA Adssdch meky A9 g A
HYAZ AEE e 42900tk of FolA Ao &
7 Festa] % Abgol 6097 WEe HE A
A Fedgh Aghe 369 (' 28, o 8)olUTh o159 HHY
BE 2.9, 55 FEG drE 3.9doth

Tz 3
AYPA2RH 4 AL AFHE EMGFEH $87
F, 22 A71EEHHE, ¢35 9 MHLColth

(1) vol e =W 7] 2 ARR EMGFEE 24317] 9
&} BIOLAB(Autogenic-Cyborg ; M130 EMG Mod-
uls ; M301 Audio Model) & AH8-314it}, olu) 3
HEE EMGFER ) 10279 358 14458
nto]AREE Yoz BE Aol 171 IR
B ad FHe A AFE EMGTES AR
8 5ol g L7t dEs A" Hol.

(2) ¥84A ;55449 71£9Y S Blanchard§
(1985)9} EAE A&l o] FEUAE v 4
(A 104, 2F 24, 2F 64, 2% 104)), 6%
HZ (0~ 27t B, - 3-F93AFL o9
Ae & F U Az 5% -, 5—olF dx £
A2 48 F5)d A4 FEARE Arlin
FHo g 7lgste Aot o] FHYAET AR EA
oAl FEAFAFY EHe] FEHEE /9%
T 4 TUX438])E AEeted AMEEHAT 9
FEAFE 78 Wmd Axrt d¥Eo ] o

2o 7H¢ del 2ol FHuleltt,
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(3) ANEEAHE ; Holroyd 5:(1984)0] AM3+ A7) &
SHHEE Wt AR o] ARE BE 29
Mol Egog A A, 7 Bee 5P (]
—A8 e £ Qo 54 B2 5 Ad)z P
45o] 317] W&ol He = 2904 1458 71%)
ojty, 2 ATz} Ul HALI A HAIE HA—A 7
Ab A EE 1=, 8(N=195)0] Yt}

(4) +&3 % BDI(Beck depression Inventory)9) ¥ 2%
(H4, 1984} AH83IAh ©o] $eHRE B
N9 Tgog s don 7t Bate @A
2 TA4H 7| WEe AL 084 6377
Aojtt, A 39 o] 4F(1985)% r=.809] HAI—A
A AYEE wasgct

(5) MHLC ; Wallston'$(1978)0] % 2H8t MHLCE
gt AR MILCE 2% 36719 &80
TAH d=dl, WAEA 12 2%, 7)g o
FE T P FAL 1270 &8 2 SABA 12} 32
ofth. of7]elA e FE P EAY $AEME
Fato JAgA 2z B #. o] Hie 53
Ar(1-d8 292 rh~5—uj$ 28chiz 74
so] 7] wiEoll WHEA A H5UE 127
ol A 607 ot} B AR/} o u) FAf A A
F HA-AHAL AR EE = 87(N=195)0| It}

—n

o
=

MAH 55

NFYFE ADEAN FAE AFH509 )] shato] 25
4 FEAAE 4 vYR 2 AFHEE §9L,
i 3314 F 63le) AA w1083 F47] B A%

T EMGEEE ZAs0th 259 AAH 7)7te} 2 o

A2

Pl A9 SHHEH AFH EMGHEY 7488 o
oBE A Yl EARNE A AN 45F A
A A Agel A 7170 Ao A 2l | ¢ U
MR BHE gol7] 98 Aoleleh wa 4olx A

&, $&€3E, MHLCE dA3d

Mt
y

.{

4 &
279 AAA 7)) B 3 REUA g P HER
EMGFE2 2AZ 7134 559 $37 289sAY
TEEEC EFE AE AT Wl 0W o 12
FE ALRAL o) ES UFHFEAS, AFE EMGS:
& 2 e sy vl el yY(d 14, of 14)1)
FARDE 14, o W)o ZAPYTIPY.

(1) FEYx|

vele el Y BAYY wEoA M 4259} |
TU YR FEUAE Az g9,

(2) WFF EMGFZE &%

FAHEY AYAEL ANH 24 o} ge Wy
1Fdel 34 108 §¢F F47] A58 EMGE20] 2
BHUL. vpolesieW o) DHAEL 435} )2 2
34 % 839 ARE EMG vlo]o vz a9 ugre
o, ol EMG vhe] =R FH & 130 23457} A4
o E3E FEUE B2(Kondo® Canter, 1977)¢] 2314
ojth. AFE EMG vlolededFde vf % Ag=
71 GA, sl o) o8 9 A7) 2A Ao so
TRHAY 2 @AY A7he 6RolUT). & wAE ua
Wettk 1 dAle A8E JSetn 0 A Fulsis
q7A19 AHE BH & A8)Y & 500 Bo] A28
7oAl A2 W ge ged 2

D 7144 @A

HPAEE Aeteixio] AAT & HYAe AmEe o
A2 3] Hopd g FY $HATL 7 w0
FAAHNA Y2 2.5emd AHo Bolm FAAR
(ground electrode)& ¥ S4ATo Z7hA) o) HYuh,
ASE FAsh: A4o] 2uUW 982 22 e &
obRd =Yk A FER R0 Ted 68 ok ARH
EMGFEWe §439u. ojf 249 24xE F247)
(resting period) {5 % EMGS o]l

@ ved oA

of RAME 1AM dilghe g ANy Anm
EMGFE3 7140 99 AFH EMG42L 2748 »
Folof & BRFEL AE 02, JYNSoA e ¢
& ANE ek 2% Galo] YEojop g HER
EMGFE(HRETE)S 0,009t} Gl o] Bx4ze

ool FuA Thse g Az oY & Y5 vy

I&e

—

J

¥
o

fu

i
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AR, olw) 25 AE RESERTY $3A R A
&8x 227t HEd FHodgyth 27t ASHM
o owe) AA et AAGHE FHNA 27t YA
REE oty odf e 428 E Fav HYHY Az
2 ol S]] 21 s SEFE ohAR BFA) %3
1 Ug gle BRI BotFoly] vigyd. &8}
WA ge A& FEFE o3 931 lEE wees
A7t YA e e E Ald FAEA Ut olgg i%
3 AFU e A714sE o F7) v 21

of X8 e} 714 @A) A5 EMGTE

9 &= -%
Fug o Aoz Yozt of @A 24 WHE
=

@ A71z24 A

of @A AAEL & g “eo] GAYME &

EFE fﬂd sl=wo] AFHA @FUct 287} UA
%e Ag AFE EMGFEl "ol Aoz 443t 9

Ir

= ‘r_}ﬁ)%‘?l of 287k Al Gt W oz o)t A|
7 o] BAE HAsh olfe HEAS AgHdA &
& IgolEA g vlolesl=Wr Ty}t Y 4EA
to) BN L 4 ¢ UEF st dAEAA A
o] A|7]7] % AelAUh

olgigt Ay Aot AMEL A5AY AAEHAY HE
2p2] 71 891% & MA37] A&AM(Johnson & Turin,
1975 ; Kanfer, 1970) 2 7RSI & A FU3A 2834

idn teo
O

-

XMAFE &

ARG vo) oo dde) s BRdA 45F
o 979 992 FRUAE 7153 ASIEE A
o AAF 43 FLe] FHYA T} RopAH AXA 25 B
ko] FEUA Y HAF 4F U4 FFIAE 2AL 3
o] Blanchard§(1985)0] AH8-& A3t FUdT Yo 1R

HEES Ue AEd HEEE te FH4 gste] 78
.

RN TR0 NAH HF _ HAF Y@
e Axe _ABYTEAS VRYFEASF %100
weg HAN HF ARG FEEAF

ed

HEEE tEa 2ol Hrherh 50% ol deld “u
<7, 25~49%0°1"H “F3F 37, 24.5% olsto]® "t
W&ot

AgEH e disixe Blanchard5(1985)9
discriminant analysis®] 23 EE TAH2 ¥2EAE 31
.

4 o

HAFZ 4739 HZTY/A FoA ¥ 367 28, o
8)el s g d B4l AU

HA 5 e AFE EMG wolesedFyd A9 §
AL HFe) Adte dolevEdygs AW
AFH EMGTFE, 13 F8Ae, A5y, +¢ ¢
MHLC € Axtsisid.

E o] AAE vheh Zo] upol o= Hekst A
9 AAA AFF EMGTE AETE A5, Aag
A, $2 2 WABARSDE F48 Zol7t gk

T3 vpo] e F = Hekal FA Y AFH EMGTHE
3 FEAS HetE 47 M. 94 ueless
ARG FARGANM A A B me} TR EMGE

&2 AuiA M ETE GotE R Hol o=y
%l"*# FARGLATY HAH, HAFL Jh Wde
2 o2x5uHEEy dFRAE dudh 2 # ARY

EMGF&Eo] AA Aol v)s) 2] Sl F23 2po] 7}

¥ 1. Hpo|2Im=y Ecky EMECe| MM MFE EMGRE, ZIAMSEX|S, A7 &8N,
28 % HHEH &
3 34 ulo] @ 3 1z W g S R g

A A AEA it (FEHal) HEF(FFAa) £(df=34)
EMG 42 2.86(.50) 2.72(. '54) .98
NgA F52F 1.71(.63) 1.65(. 4 .31
A7 2& 70.83(16. 83) 68. 56(14 87) .93
¢ & 13.61(7.05) 15.66 (5. -43
BEESE | 40.28(5.70) 38.67 (4. ) -67




deon, F(4.34)=36.60, p<.01, vloleM=uFctn &
AHDgd AFE EMGFEAA Re@ ake], F(1.34)=
25.98, p<.01,7F ik E=F wlo] e wizivis) B4
AR HAH, AHBe, HAFE DFYFEASY W
$AEe J8 19 23 1), & IRAFEAFTL A
3|7} Aol gzt Yozte] gulgl z s
7HE dotEna ol exjuul Adn A ke Fdz)
L93 HAA, A G, AAF o MY 2x3
uhg 2 HARgRAe §4d. 2 An AFAFEAFE
AA Ao w3 AX e A F F9E 2o)7} ARl

- ARG
T

v, F(2.68)=48.42, p<.01, Htolem=W s} £4)
A= F9 & 2ho], F(1.68)=7.87, p<.01, 7+ AL}

iAo g2 doleHmiAge WPAEAAM de
A7) £&4, ¢, WHSAY+E 242 Blanchad$
(1985)¢] discriminant analysis® 8 AA & A7 w
g B3 dibe ¥ 29 doE 2.

H 20 AAJE v} Fo] AR FES AFH EMG v
oleveMlFEo e XNEIHE 2%, ANEEHFFO
&AM AR EASFTO B At URATE
o AaazoA folgt zelst dden, (2, N=18)
=19.73, p<.0l, $-EFF0] £ AgH $E5F0] 3

=TT
< AR E fogt zle], ¥Z(2, N=18)=12.31, p<.

= 05,7k ATk EF WA EASF0] & AT WHEA
T 1' o]l B AFEdd f-2d o, x22, N=18)=1l.
W 84, p<.05,7} LAk
©
LHo
k1 = 9
:’l: 1.
1 : . _. .
o ; B dFE AT EMG vloleveugde Ageta
oL VRY5EE AaRe 2% A58, 2 2 WA
SRS EASE ek 195 ARABAA Fe|7 g
& 0.8 ! Ag grelax Ak olo] hE oW ATFEL A7 EE
T3 1 3 5 1 T 5 5 e A% gl sAE Az 9 AT Adse
x| &) | 2} 459k x| 3. A7) gl o} " A48, % Holroyd 5(1984), Jacob %
Q2 1. WA MAS0H. XA 2ma S5 (199 2 Blachad F0985)8 $9¢ Wobsd, )k
X FA5FO) & Aol AT EEA SR e Abetut),
B 2. A7 R8M, 98 ¥ WHENSZTO| 1e NS EMG Hloj2ujcy Zaie| &1}
ERELT 184 FE UL A% .
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The Effects of Self-efficacy, Depression, and Multiple Health Locus—-of-Control on
Treatment of Tension Headache with EMG Biofeedback

Hyun-sub Cho and Chongnak Son
Jeonbug National University

This Study was designed to examine the effects on treatment of tension headache using frontails EMG biofeedback of
self-efficacy, depression, and multiple health locus-of-control.

36 subjects, proved to be tension patients through diagnosis questionnair, were devided randomly into two groups ;
Biofeedback group and Control group, each having fourteen males and four females. self-efficacy, depression and multiple
health locus-of-control scales were measured in pre-treatment stage. Baseline frontalis EMG level of 6 sessions was also
measured for 2 weeks. Biofeedback group was trained for reduction of frontalis EMG level for 4 weeks(8 sessions).
Control group frontalis EMG level was measured once a week without imposing any kind of training on it. Individual
headache diary of baseline stage, during the treatment, and 4 weeks post-treatment has obtained every week.

The results idicated that subjects with higher self-efficacy, internal control scores tend to have better treatment outcome
defined in terms of reduction of tension headache score. Lower depressin score was also associated with better treatment
outcome.

Results were discussed in terms of the importance of individual characteristics in effective EMG biofeedback training

of tension headache.
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