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Ao E oA FNEe B
Sp7} o] A ARG A ol tE EHE A

glo] TUe Be AFATlA AHEE
AN BAA7]H7HCSE: Core  Self-Evaluations,
Judge, Locke, & Durham, 1997)7} AA|Z o]
q FANNES 2P0 YEAE B4
TZHA 2] R (ESEM: Exploratory Structural
Equation Modeling, Asparouhov & Muthen, 2009)
483 AEAGT. AIAHE 4
89 2857l B 5 e A
g2 ATl flsted AprlE
A7 Es, ABS, FALA
(locus of contro)Q} & SAPNES 714 470
o] XA EA E(personality traits) S SFE38}aL ©]
2 shyel ARAdeR THR +Ed B3
70 (superordinate multidimensional construct) O
AP A HBono & Judge, 2003). LHIE E
Tt old] et AFATE WA H L
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& FEe AYeA 23 Al 7ENEe]
253 o] 24 #dde] FHoR <9 ¥
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=75 93l Judge, Erez, Bono & Thoresen
(2003)°] 7R3t Al 24713 7} A = (The Core
Self-Evaluations Scale: CSES)7} @Al z}7]3 7}9]

TGl & FAH=A g
o717 HEsiA HEHA Rt
ol¢ & FAMSS & u, AYAIIHIL
E oty =euA o o frAbiga wd
o A Xeta, AUATIHIE Az FIE
°of e Al Aw7t 4 7hs/del wrh
EF AAAEIPE By We WEe] 44
= 7K e AANEEAM T e
o A9 A SAE Bl Seke %
A= FAde=A 350 e A 7
ANde AE7F 4§ sle 7hedel Atk
ofd HelA 127} £FEe] & frAbiES]
E7} obd SAAAZIHIE el Ax= A
A W dud HEI}

A &l

/\1 o i/‘ﬂ 7] = ,] 9—
] 24 (EFA: Exploratory Factor Analysis)
WAl 21z Q QI E-A(CFA:  Confirmatory
Factor Analysisy WS JAFLZE HwdlA
stetsted A 7HAAL 3l

o [‘

. =, EFA 4t
A2 SELARE Agto] ook HMAAA
7S Aesta i, CRA A 1A

ol whe} W] B = (variable complexity,
Rummel, 1970)5 12 A33t) = 2+ =33
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T8, Mg BRIl B4t He 893x
o FAlCFAS] #PE TS 7HestA gt
wtgba B Ao ME A F7HA] CFAY EFA

s A7) AR AgEl AEHINY
QA7 WA T2 st HaA T
20 BgS HEFORMN CFAL EFA9]
= SAlCl FEote] ARARAA e
B A7) AAlH e Bed HES)
ATt

SEERE

MR | oo 4o

AT E FASE el 4 52
24 A, AEFHE ARtEel A A
Aol dis] Wl 71824<1 ¥ 71o] A(Harter,
1990), &4, dwtstd A7 &%
SN TASE gUd AU Faa)
sl 2ok sl Wk 2] ]
™(Judge et al, 1997), AR, QS FA A2
2 M EA Reta BEE 2 e
4% FEAe dA wie A v
THCosta & McCrae, 1988). 12]1 YA, 4|4
A Addel & oA Lok e A
5 A 222 SAE ¢ dua e 4
2o WA BALA Bt 2ol AR
= FATTL 2e F= 9F FALAE
o] 1] gHhRotter, 1966).
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ol7] wiiel &) 5259 TG BE=st
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4% BEY | SAVIBlS| YERE 2E: G

2(ESEM)?| &2 S8t WA e MRIATY X0| HE

A FANE Y RS gEEE 9 A
AAQ e 7 A7 AP E e
of 3tt}(Johnson, Rosen, Chang, Djurdjevic, &
Taing, 2012). 12| AR H 7S A <3k
Judge 5(1997)2 o] 47H¢] B4
A QAR ke 7 aRlel d 4 sl
SA e BEE 4Ee AT o
sl wgolziug swA AaAIR)
o FANGE BEACR FHAATHudge,
Locke, & Durham, & Kluger, 1998). =, Judge
=(1997)& “2}7] H 7}A (self-evaluative), =LA
(fundamentality), %12 ® 9] (scope)” 2= 3714 ©|
224 Z37|F(ncusion criteria) S EZ a4
A7k TGS BYeTh e
AFAE2 o] 37kA] 7]zl Wg BEe A
e AT LR B o B S

o= okol 5y
Mdoz Aetet 471x] ERSo] o] 371%] 7]
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22 22AVIEAE BT 5 = A9A
W (empirical  tests) S A FSFA] 234 THJohnson
et al., 2012). o|& Ql&|A 47 EAEo]
A7V FskE Nd ez BREA ¢
el A& cm EA7E A7 =] ghokel:
Chang, Ferris, Johnson, Rosen, & Tan, 2012;
Chen, 2012; Johnson, Rosen, & Levy, 2008;
Schmite, 2004). 3 A7 H7PL AA & 4
Mo fAF 44 BHERZ A" E1A
et @A Ay dAsA 2 gl

upeba o] g4z FAE F4lxrH )
o] At ARARAA AAE of" AT
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Judge S(1997)°] AT ML H
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ANE53, 28 AAFES AAA K 7] AAS s Rd w4 &, o] &4
e ARHoz A e FANEe Aol AoE SHo] k. ey ofd7t
2 AT ol F, o AUt JPEHA A dAT|EILY] o] 24 A s o
BALA, XA Kaffective disposition), T thoFet Wamo] gt Al FESHA ol F

o duyel TN Ut 3 o

A ek ol A A4A7|H)
FA0E ANEFH WA ANESE o TANGE FPe AP A= Aol o
AL, ABF U] FAR Adetsle]  FolAm, T AFATIAE oA A
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& AESRe] ARHA 3

e, 2009, O1% ANAZRAE THE oA BANE 234 £E AeelA
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<4 B RAA A 22 H B2 e 5 AL AAE 729 AdH = 43T
deo] 128 F ok oA AHEE o 1 £3E3, AATIH 7

o] 24, Robins, Tracy, Trzesniewski, Potter %! =9 MdozA ol mEERA E3IF 8AE
GolingQo0DE] ATFANN ANEFRE BN & FFeE BIEA FAHI FRA
A BAe=50), AFd0=38) Le]i GH o] SAjste] A=t o] HA] a1 SH QL
=243 Fdo] e Aem Urgon, AZE Adye] ¥4 & Sl ole A
Judge, VanVianen & Depater(2004)2] 7ol A kel 47 450 fdA R FARE BA
BARE ANETH0=46), A2AM=47, E 7ML A= AAE, o nHEA 5T
dRtstd A Este=403 Aol e A AEA TFE T e Ve 48R VIE
o2 Yeyith 23 BonoSt Judge2003) 4719 85I HEACR AL o] &
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B34 BAsh Al AAANEN AR AL 5 W] Rk a2 ol A
a5 ogda FEa. olge iz o W 4349

FAZAE YA 3 540 val LAAF  TolA BAHoE AMEA gn gk

(factor loading)7} 7} wtar A Ap7]% 71ot A7 AT d9s ol FEE
7P e ARE Btk AdA 4] o 2 UBdoEA AAs58%19 G Baet
B7te] FNd e 2o o] EEHeitt = Wo] AThErez & Judge, 2001). ©o& F el A
(Johnson et al, 2008). ©]&d deo] A1Az  ANA|HIIe AA589] Tlos Bz
2 AA7IH7L Adel AFHEd 4% BE 359 FiEol EAE rteAdel i &
o ol FaFe A= v 29l T F5 T AR Qe dAlAr|H ket
M= 53] 7iR1e] kel 23& A A4 AF seQl Hx wde] HA XE Jbs
I AHE ARl o] EAS tFa 9l Aol ok A Ap|Eeae A
7] wigo] U A7z & 4 ot A58 T AAH He=50~.697 F&

ol HoA HiPIomxel dAA7|H o] JdE Aoz YElyt O (Farmer, Jarvis,

= (]
A3l o|2Fow #HHEE 4+ 9 Berent, & Corbett, 2001; Robins et al., 2001), &
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AA YEgS 7FsA o] U thJohnson, Rosen,
& Djurdjevic, 2011).
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GES7E Aelehs AdozAe] BYEg g
7 FaiE AR e BsEs)
e oA AT Wi an, w=ed

&4 T(nomological network) oA 2] 3] A]z}7]
37t g AAE AAsE AdE AESL
At wojof gt &, CSES i ATl
A BAAH 7L FAsHE a7 N 540
U AAsel s =84 dAAe] Bt}
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Ax AAZ DA seAE HE]
Qg W o2 A 7]E9] EFAY CFA7E 7HA]=
Az} ol tigt digte2A] AAJE ESEM
of thel the Hoelld Ahstit.

EFMA LxubMAl @S (ESEM: Exploratory

Structural Equation Modeling)
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s 0.077 0.051 -0.052 -0.027 0.020 -0.079 0.794 -0.032 -0.013 0.080
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Analysis of the factor structure of Core Self-Evaluations
through exploratory structural equation modeling

Jongkuy Kim Soonmook Lee Chang-Young Youn

Sungkyunkwan University

This study was conducted to investigate the factor structure of Core Self-Evaluations(CSE) by means of
exploratory structural equation modeling(ESEM) models. ESEM is a technique that has been proposed for
the analysis of internal structure that overcomes some of the limitations of EFA and CFA. The results
show that factor structures of CSE consist of one factor. Typically, the one- or two- factor structure
is supported by previous studies. The reason for discrepancies is as follows. First, the 12 Core
Self-Evaluations Scale(CSES) items have the potential to be an indicator of other similar constructs because
the items cut across the four core traits such that some items may reflect a combination of two or more
of the core traits. Second, the relationship between the various traits that may be the concept of CSE
have not been fully investigated. Therefore, CSE construct should be clarified in the logical structure of

the CSE theory and the development of the scale with the more sophisticated internal structure are

required.

Key words : core self-evaluation, exploratory structural equation modeling, internal siructure
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