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WS ol ER) felmsidt). o B Ael oujo} S =3t
F90] 1 AAFR, AN, A4E wkg, A7, BERA, R2EY 24, o3 24
AEg BRE F ojd RRE0| ¢ dustu o v 3 -4y FHE, 25, FAA X“’Hﬂ (]
Z5)0 }»—7}? GottmanZ} Silver(2002)7} &E3IA] Ab 73], 1995; Patton & Waring, 1984), F-33to] s}
= FRES Bty WEd i) m2d o]&F o = 1E7e] Fxe oliiv gHe AAA, A, A
WEla FREAAE SXA7E dAegle FRAleld 2 Qhdd® Fagh dFE vA & 7] wiEeltt
AR 779 BAZE ofvet o B2 284 0] (Antonucci, 1990).
gta gtk FRIAC PMH FHe| FHE T AT
E(Greenberg & Johnson, 1986; Magolin & Weinstein, 21242+ 2pd &l
1983)2 FH#AANN F83 A A F R AF7A AEg 2L 043 BAlel e FAAYE
HR2be] IUE Feth BEIF Adie]l Fegh o] dAAGA ofdA AR JEE vy ol
olfrE W] HEe A9 2EHAE Yt AF FH A Aol ANHQ ATRET of| Hol
B ATE oA EAATY SedTE] A osle] SRS £ ATE Al 1A MARSIEES d1E e 2.
T RAARL D AE A, (442-749) A% FEA] BT AAF AR SHA, o digta AE)Ee), As): 031)219 -2747,
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staAlzlatsix]: Alg W A4

=

el HalAe ol deAA] askeh ZH el Reis
©} Shaver(1988)= 17 dil#Al o4 Edl(The

Interpersonal Process Model of Intimacy)S ©] 231513
=), FEE RlEA gl AER vlefie o] B
92 Alofu} FRe e gt AAo|A Fdto] T
doled] 83k PY8AES AVsh Qi) o] B9
A 7K A4 s A7 (self-disclosure), SELHE
A 2E SEY B
hzte )
A& 3}xKspeaker)7} A AKlistener) | Al 7jo1H 02 T
d AE, A, 22 NG, AR shEA Al
t}. oo wt A= shake] el tiE] FRE Ea,
e B8, g ds to 24 shAte
Al B, SEULETE A8z Gy oA 2t
g oo Ftels HEUNSS Ao de
Aol ofg}, o] F A& FuAolu fEH o]t} o]
A AL SEV S whe-2 F1Eze R wrg
W BB uhg-3 ZAH R FMate shate Y
o] Fa3t &L A Hn, At g HEH vt
5ol 3t A4 A% FEY HH-S(perceived partner
responsiveness)’ ©|2} 3t}

Reis®} Shaver(1988)%= %tef 7lWAb7}t otEU 9] Whe-
< oldll, 787 %, EEo R A4t eAeS
Ad7to 2 AT 7l5Ao] ¢ Erha gtk o= A
2] A7 olu 221k AAIAQ] whgRTE ARt
o] oatag tigk ARte] B4 o] 73 1%]’ o] &
2% eawhw B Zolth Axw
o tigt A5 FEY | ol d 51} A
UFE, WA I U HEAHu
< 98] v} Qlth(Fincham & Bradbury, 1990). Yalom
7} Leszcz(2005)°] w2 zp7)7iwolek a4 tiQleA
A ggloltt. Fagh AL g Algo] A7) A& =2
= 3lo] ofg}, ERRITe] 4474]‘“—]1‘2’ & 2A71E N
tohe Aoth WA AX1S "ol o} wige] A&
= Aun Fag AL ol2|g sz dnloo} BRI

)] 710

2(partner responsiveness), —L&]il

(perceived partner responsiveness)©]t}.

(e} —‘i-‘
= A=Y
1=

N

YE o

1) Reis9} Shaver(1988)& X7t tid#A Y 2l S Avfs)
WA ZEY RRgUolgls 8018 AMESIE L, Laurenceau
%(1998; 2005)& o] & ‘FEUNP o2 upto] AL88te

Aol N APATe] et tEY v StEY
7H“‘°E 717] golE Fidte] ARESIITh

oo A, Feka, B3Rl WA B vk Aol
o 53], $3olu Ho|E dA R AedAd o= A
FEo] WlEAE ARRIA UESA el 2ARle] BlklE

A 71 o e Wl HuA | &7 el
(Laurenceau, Barrettm & Rovine 2005; Reis, Clark, &
Holmes, 2004), S--aAlell A 7§} w2} wh-gof oigh
A AL tE old tiIFA R AERA U=
AV zhe] AR Aol BS Tl Fe3 AP &
7It¥ch. 221} Reis9t Shaver(1988)2] X147t
Al 3 2ol AGAQl el = ek o]
733 52 F59 A%tk
2ol 5 Heo] 9K(Laurenceau, Barrett, & Paula,
1998; Laurenceau, Barrett, & Rovine, 2005)°l|4] Reis$}
Shaver(1988)2] ©]2< TAR 3lof X7t g nd S
A vk ik 3 FoME 53, FRE e 3
Laurenceau, Barrett¥} Rovine(2005)22] A7-&= Hj-$-A}
oF AAEA] e JIIAQI AR v pAket Ffrahe 2

g:@x&m
(o]
r:iLm

re

=

A 2

KU e )

[

2 EAre] R8 7l frefu|gt YEFE |, o] uf A
24 WAl W& AN Aol Rt
FIE A= 4"3011*1 2w dEs dvks AnE
Atk Z, FHol offizE ARIAR] ARAE Hl- ALl Al
dol T A SollA] ul-gAell A olaitaL gt
3 EES BEta we 34 AEe AP )
o H

TNl Zlofeke A oo HHUAE 5T,
olwf WA} 2HA ZINE 7L wl-eAte] WS T
Ao A 7sle Alo] F Abe] FeAeS Ui

Aoz olojx]A Ftl= Aolth o] Reis?t Shaver
(1988)°] 3k theluAl 2 wdle] et dx|oh=
AN, Reis@t Shaver(1988)E 717 ol tha] A4
Z g7t vEg AT stiets, sk el e
A 02 A2k 9e i Uk Atk 2, s
714%0114 el W ek el A oo
Fasiche Rolt) ool AnE
vlo} 7Elo] sk :",_]- Al 9Joix] Hd7ke] whge sjukap
AA 02 A7k 2% WAL e
=2 AR AR ST 20 e A

2) Laurenceau 5(2005)9] A7elAs 259 o] AH(1998)
o} g BHS doR e ng, ojge] AT AAE 7
i ‘J}Eﬂ’a AP 2wt
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So| izt WY : x2E BhRR uiSel oplEn

= —

ARZA THel = atet

Laurenceau E(2005)01] w2 kel HAER] &

L A AT} B Al

Adgke 7H° 14 }L_—TL er zq;ﬂ_i .\,}eﬂo] = 9
ulo|th(Prager & Buhrmester, 1998). Z1&{u} sx}7} 7iad
3 AR S ARKY R o FARJI ARIY
S 9l I iRl Wl 3 e R o
I I A A A B e
A A IS Am Ao} ek TR WA,
Al AR 2 AR G b 1 7] B
7} 712 Prager$} Buhrmester(1998)°l] w2 & 7
AlA AN oz gEet A sl
ol At A Zsrtz AR, A7 gzt
o] 845 FIAIA FH, ol BAS WA ezt
& AlualErta gtk gt Langston(l994):_— ERIE
S 0 ARIS Zshhe A9S
capitalization(3-3 7Z&2] FthAgahelata Hyslay,
4 ARIE T ARES AR AHE HolAM o
2 379 348 2Re0kn 98 o el A2 T
He] AT-E(Gable, Reis, Impett, & Asher, 2004; Gable,
Gonzaga, & Strachmanr, 2006)> 2782 AdS 263
ﬂ__-—o] Sou)EH =& 24 7(4;19], Ak gko] wkE
& w2l wnagt A $ele) LR 38
A ARle] 34 ARG 5 11 AR o AR YE
THGable & Nezelk, 1998). 18| % 2}ale] o] 7 5]
ol wj 3 vz F ul- AL Slvke Alo] B A9
715 E8-& FUR= capitalization(58 A2l ) A
A kel B AW A7 oA BA
e, 297 ARlel TRk 92 ¥4 ARe] 2
Ssb BRslo], AAH 394 ARiS} g4} A2
AT PR ATEE Adon we Holv F2 Al

o

N

k: Lo =
12 a4 3

[

ol

314 A|A](social support)©] el Ao} gir). <u
A ghed wRol FRAY A o Bl e

: e el gl S m WA} Dol
& £ 7IUgitt. 2Ed 2 gl A
Q) He WS Al v A7) AAle) 274 AelA
<hd7t ak ohfe} WAle) AU B w4 g Frie
22 AEA AFAIE(Collins & Feeney, 2000, 2004;
Cutrona, 1986; Gable et al., 2004)°] SIt}. Laurenceau
_(2005),] U7t 3y 1S B2 AbA bl 28
af Hed, d¥lo] ARlelAl Lot Fg A ARl dsf
A A 2 Aol Bl Weke o]

R
N
g
[o
>
>
2
3

), ohi2 Sl R AL LS ool & Fbs
0] vl ) 2 L 9day ) Al sy

gl F AR A of]eam), ©
3 A, 7, EwoE A7
A 2 Aol
ZEWr olehz gl ¥4 Ak o] 7HE f1d e
2ol i8]l X2 SR= A 7-S(Fisher, Nadeler, & Whitcher-
Alagna, 1982; Bolger, Zuckerman, & Kesseler, 2000;
Murray, Holmes, & Griffin, 2000) %= th 2B~ 7
el ehelozie W A Al 5] 9RE
zYve A AL sta, ERle] ARlS HgHe
2 WP REte 2% SAAA, Alo] 2B
gl 2eol] A o gloke Aoz Zated A&
solx] s B4 Ql A3E ¥ & sdvka gtk Bolger,
Zuckerman¥} Kesseler(2000)°] w2d, 714 312l
AAE 5 e Abgo] AAES 8] Fotes
A Fsl= ‘HolA] &&= AR (invisible support)’ k3L g},
o e A% AR e A g
AERE AT AR AAZITH 544 ARdo|
et Arige] e AT Bl U S0l 3

Fakar el o

71-0]

FYA % wed),

2 AFE s Add £33 PR @
Laurenceau 5(1998; 2005)9] d12 sl 23
AT BAA Az Awk zhzto] 7)1Edhde) Azt
Yo X G Sleka, 55 Pl Ry
9] el A7 Aol A=A =

S chlsh v e el il ko
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Hlsle] ohfjEo] A, 53] AEdAld| FAkshe Aol
471 el HHTRM A gske ARl 2ot o B2
% 5(2005)
xdy ﬂ%%&ﬁl JJr?U w7} R AN BAE

ug=d, ZV] We] iR = ohfie} dH A 2t
017} gl ot w7 e] i 2e HH BT oy
7} marginal(p<.06)3HA] © & 7ol AUt oljet A
e 2z S oA wl At AlzbE et
HR-2 el vlg] opllol AN o a3 JE e
Avtel & 4 9k 3 Gable 5(2006)9] ATolAlE &
3ol 7

a7 1. ol2H opiey

AR
44 ARlS) gl e A€ Wgo] @
do] 9gla, el e YA Azt
ol i A2 hgo] PR}

g o} A EA2 Laurenceau 5(2005)2] A
TE WHE - 3sle] A5sk=d 9t A, Laurenceau

5(2005)°] AFAAAL AN D Aol 2
W7 WA G A2 WA} wgo) utaheA]
A58 Aolth, o] ¥Ee JedTel wEAT} A A

t}. o] &3 “H7H_‘?ﬁf§-3— a3 13} 2o} EA), B d7=
] AR} FAA ARIoR &
dlo] AFE dO]E} O]E Laurenceau 5(2005)9] 97
gtol] whe} hro] v own 3
ATE 2‘%‘8}11} g Zlo|t}. AlA, BRI i 2

ollA T} ol Z47ke] Apol7} QleA] ke AR

R}
N
=
o
Lo,
o
ol
tlo
o
&
_1)4

O TLLHAL
AL AyAl= A 2E AES gl 9= 71E 9
107, 71€ o4 113 o2 vagEg 3 =

tJo] % (snowball sampling) WS ARSI At
7S A, TR, 54 asolu BelS B3 a5
gEi el Witk AR AFAlE A, A7
T BAR8E, FH% Aeert TEHAT &
AFAE W2, 28370] AEA7} 3]FE Rl om
olF BAMe SHE ALl F 218H | ARE HE #
Aol ARESITE Z7EAe] Q1A B4 AR
W, A" Hele 20144011*1 60t e, FAH-e F
s 3, AP 30tH(51%)7F 71
Btk AE3ke ‘éﬂ Z¥z} 9.61d/11.9\d0] Utk 44
S FHeks vee A AT BAHA Alo]

3002 Wj9Ast A AR 23 O Bheks Row

AR F AEA

Reis®} Shaver(1988)2] Zd7 wdloj
Laurenceau 5(1998)°] 7'&3t daily Diary form <, RIR
(Rochester Interaction Record Items)< 3H=x}7} 5% &
T 3ol M BAY ¢ Jd=E 548 AT AEAE
AR o] A= AFEeR FAEo] et A
2 At vl eAkel Fet 384 - BEE AR
S st ol Ao A AN A FAkek 1 & AP 2R

273l

2 - 342 AL St Aol 2lo] u Aol
R 2, A7, K 9 ARE e Aty 5

2 WAL ARle] 2, A7E A 2 AR
(& 3T E iSAA 28 A=E 17He 24 <&
g - 5N Bol EH)7R 5% ﬂﬂE Az 5
TR o : FAske wl Al AL o= F= %E
AFU7). Al A B2 AR Fshs B3l bl
AL AR tis) 2Ee 7, A7 AR L H R
(F 3% 9] MY A=E ML 18 28 <k
- 5HENS- Bol A7 54 FAE Hzollx Pt
(& d @ wlSAE AstelA A& e F= &
FU7).

ol

oﬁ
ot

Fr

3) ARAEgS] A EE AAE] Ae B4 FPA AR

93 & YA ARG AP ARAADS FEH A
1S AIF T YA AT AIRE AEABDE T #
B ALEte] MENGD, AR 3% Aol e Folt

oJulsA gk,
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Azt w2 v A=

Reis(2003)9] A Ztd FHEY WS 2 % (Perceived
Partner Responsiveness Scale): & 185302 FAH
T el Az, U eV J3A8-S & o
At ofsfa, B 82 won, B33 weltin
1A 1S ot - - 2Zth7A 53
YAE AER SHEE uekE At & AFelA = A
Wk ARS8k A AL ¥Rl tis) o F
A =R S E ek Ed o - wleake b
A 3oy} AelE FHa) FUrh). 2 ATE Gable
5(2006)°] AHE3E WA 1089S STz Wkl
of Azt W $At whs He e geslan He ggst o
75 TSI B Hro] FEEIEE Yoliy] 93
AZHE w-AF ihg el A 7bE ARS)A 2R (A4,
1985)H =S AA o)A FAlel e du e 71808

FA i 250 Reis 59 9 =9t Y
oz FRl=qinh F WA, AZE AlFF A
A Az (A9, 1985)9 FEER TS AR 3
FHENL Btk AHE B, T AR A o S5
A2 v vk X249 ARSI 2|29 sk H = Tt

o

AL AT AR A A ARE 079/

Zt

o] R9IBNE Y Ak, Az wl A whS A 10
A=k A

3l

0.76, H7F4 AAE 0.78/0.67, =74 AAE 0.39/0.57
2 Ueht F HE 73] fefnjshA velith ol
F AL S AR NS SHckE AoR & e
shet, Az vl vk Ao mA AR R 4
AA -7 AR dBEA o we dEE BYlthe
Aol A7 A vh At olal, 1%, -8, B8
& Wrlete BRE Axde 2T £ Ik Gable
5200609 Al S AR B ol AZE
A Wk A o] A A= Ho] 247} 94, .95/.94,
892 HuFglom, & Agolx Az ujeAf kg A
9 WAZXE(Cronbach a)= 3333 A g4z

93/.940]1T}.

A9z 3=

Acker$} Davis(1992)7]- Sternberg(1986)9] Algke] Ak
3] o]E(the Triangle Theory of Love Scale)<l] <-4 3|
E AL 7 H7A(1996)0] Wk 2 553}, o
HHo]5(1997)0] Al e 255 & F1EAt skl el
S ARSI AE7hele BREA o] wd, ek
Az digt 5874, A=, FAH AR, 2F, P55 W
gow st 117 Bgor 75 gk 2] v
S A3 284 on(1d) - 3 2806 53
e1E Hmeleh. wei21997)9] AT AE783le)
WARAEE 0308 Uehkor] ¥ el WA
X %=(Cronbach )& .96°]31tk

to

M

[o M 2 N

=MER}

B odqro] B0 SpsS 15.0 T2 I3 AMOS 7.02
A A GAR o] FojHrh
9 SHEF HFolth

SR(ES
£ PRVARYCEME 5T REEY

07t 314 wdle] ol EvE A

13

o,

K
2

g

n

X

oY L-uo

oN

flo ‘%

o 1E

g

o

=4

o

o]

Q

gq

=4

(3]

[}

(=}

S

1o

S

s

A FAete W oR, BT gigh 2ls] ks A
gsto] 1 3k 00] 3R] fod FAA R fof
v Aoz He o th(EAIE], 2007). Wzl w7
729l Fou A& Sobel ASELE TS RIS HE
4= gtk AAe] lk(Shrout & Bolger, 2002). Al
WA Sl A9z 3 mdo] a4 el wf
2} ol® Zpol7} ehtbeA] ERIs] e TR A
ZESEM)o] &A% o 54 (multi-group analysis)

HRELTES

4 3

7|EEH 24

F8 WolEe] Bt ERAME E 19 2k Ak
el whek 8 WS 2ol Bitel Aol7} vehi
elah] Slele] (A2 Arlelnh % A Fan
QF 71 el e frelulek Aol vhehbA] elgik
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&3]

7] e %

=z 0

e

deieh. A7k

UEERIDE

2y A5E
GAHN=107) oI AHN=111) =9} 3947 A== Item parcelling ®%(Russell, Kahn,
Bt B A A Spoth & Altmaier, 1998) 2.2 Uro] W1, wh3o, Whe-
(EEh  GREdh 39} A1, A, AU3eE et 23 Rge
<8 AR Vet go159] zke ztzt & 39 ANEtaTh 23 rE
Wams  im ey anomm am A W I8N AR 29 ARE Yoo
Az wj9Ak Wk 373 (0.91) 3.80 (0.84)  3.76 197.664, RMSEA=0.071, TLI=0.968, CFI=0.975% %%
a7k 4.13 (0.75) 4.02 (0.73)  4.07 A, BAA A B AFEE 204
874 AR 105.779, RMSEA=0.024, TLI=0.996, CFI=0.997 & n}j-$-
A7) AN 3.48 (0.96) 3.73 (0.90)  3.60 0 slea
WA 7k 3.48 (0.95) 3.16 (098) 3.6 etk
A2 w92k ¥ 329 (0.94) 321 (1.02)  3.25
Azt 375 (0.78) 371 (0.84) 3.73 oz sel A=
Laurencean 5(2005)9] 47t 313 2d diE24 3
WIS 7F #2720l AASIIth 2z wj9} ukgo] AN, HlSAAN ) Fe 7k
= Wigths M-S AEI] el 1" 29} 2ol A
ZMD3o| HE %L G& AHsta TR A S ol gato] B HA=
2 AFoA AR MR FE S HAFe] Hell S99 & ERIsth 28 23 == 1(48)=82.177, RMSEA=
Q15o] A ES duh} 2 Al glER] dolE 0,057, TLI=0.987, CFI=0.991% %33l9ich d7mE o)
2. o792y A3 olgst TEHOIES| At
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 azZI7i B 1
2 AP AP anBHo
3 a4 J50** 811%* 1
4 a2 AR 577FF 586 532 1
5 at A 2 5407 624** 542** 758%F 1
6 auf$A N A7 551%* 619 580%* .804** 871%* 1
7 aAZE Hl$A 9 547FF 561%% 508** .639** 660*F 665 1
8 azluzt 450%% 460** 345%* 511%* 528** 530** 730** 1
9 b HE 3327 293*%* 304** 252%* 185%* 183** 217** 0.122 1
10 bA IR 2 2547 285 293** 172% 214 187™* 203** 149* 656F 1
11 b Azt 262%F 295* 325** 252** 246%* 230** .186** 0100 731* 778*F 1
12 bElAHME R 397 460%* 371*F 441%F 484 432%* 351%*  318™* 505%F 456%* 478 1
13 bEl$AblME 7 273 330%* 225%% 314%F 3387 304%* 238*%  228%* 440** 372%* 456** 742%* 1
14 bEl$AHME ABZE 328%% 433%* 345%% 388%*F 427 418™* 367** 3167 482**F 436™* 518"* .760** 796*F 1
15 bAIZHE Bj$A} 9 313%% 310%* 331%* 289%* 330%* 336™* 443**  421** 330%% 404* 409%* 431%* 454**F 478 1
16 b4 3877 3277% 292%* 348*F 351%*F 363™* 498%* .614*F 283*F 333** 205" 434** 434™* 456** 778** 1
ot 382 367 371 349 355 354 376 407 366 353 362 319 323 335 325 373
ETHAL 094 099 097 105 106 102 08 074 101 108 103 106 107 105 098 0.80
FWel B gkl a¥rh Y RS A AR, bEL Qe A A AR AR, *p<05, **p<01
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e SRE S8t FFe T U - X|ZtE siA grEe| oiiEn)
E 3. A ARUNLD M Aol ZHRY 20l gt
= skjeQl  HIEFES QR FFeat z FFshd Q%
AR .872(.849) .049(.057) 16.468(14.776) 846 F*(795%*%)
A7 Fas] 1.147(.952) .065(.059) 17.567(16.011) .920%**(.837%*%)
3zt .932(1.050) .050(.066) 18.910(16.011) 879 **(922%**)
AR 921(.934) .050(.055) 29.759(16.877) 477 % (8447
RIS ] 1.086(.975) .059(.055) 18.316(17.846) 913%**(872%*%)
Y7y 1.007(1.026) .042(.057) 19.425(17.850) 9487 *(.909***)
s 1 1.008(.949) .032(.027) 35.562(35.279) 77 *(957%*%)
A2t w9} Wk Hkg- 2 1.055(1.031) .037(.029) 35.562(36.110) 950%**(.967***)
vhg- 3 .948(.970) .033(.027) 28.390(36.090) 1932 **(.960***)
471 1956(.978) .027(.020) 25.429(48.744) 951%**(.974**%)
Ry 297t 2 1.056(.954) .038(.020) 35.429(47.418) 07***(.971**%)
473 .905(1.048) .035(.022) 27.797(47.418) 77 *(.984 %)
Ol £ ghol 388 AT 34 28 890 g ***p<.001
T7ARE B9, Aol A4 wl-gA} Wk 1]
© GHB22, p<.01)F} w52 o] A2k -} gk
Sl Rl G BE52, p<. 001)-3— frefmstel, Azd
]9} whe-e FWUzke] oiE B o ZRQ)(B74,

p<.001)°]Att. ey Jdzt] ek A7 7hHe] A3
F2H(B-.09, p— 173)¢ wj$-27Re] 214 Fak(B-.14,
p=.064)= FefnlakA] ot A7 |7hat vl 2
ikdy ELE%OH P2 AR ZPr) o2 w7 ne]
frofv] HES 98 F2EY B2 Ao, vl
A AZ A F 40 AN G H2EY BAL
e goldl Az} A7 —-A 24 wl-a) vke—3
7+ Az A7 w7 E32H0.164, p= 017)E 95% Al
77k BC(0.045, 0.298)7} 02 E3HeA] gho} folm
5F 05904 smletgeh w3 ul A ER] 2
73 22| i $A e AN & 2H0.321,
1217271 BC(0.216, 0.451)7} 02 %3t

R HP&—%J%”.%

p=001)% 95% 2

4) Laurenceau 5(2005)- 7Wahs AR 43S 244
I FgH AR RS oda A E AH-eto]
silor g B HAto|AE Laurenceau —(2005)«] A8
L AA vlwalr] {8l -SEAECA 4
H&E SHIES Stk SHREe]

Hl&o] 3 : 28 ZAR] we

slo] gkt H, BUd BME
AN EZI} foulek Aoz

Ak
A

=

=

A7)
o 5 Al B
24 o ¥ Ael gHe
Z2te) ARle] 15A 2 B
AN RS o] ASelE
erge

z o
TSE S
o=
:\_I,

=
ofglje] 19 3, 18 49}
3 AteE 244 AN (48)=101.540, RMSEA=
0.072, TLI=0.976, CFI=0.983) 7 42 Alzi7)HH(x(48)
=59.459, RMSEA=0.033, TLI=0.995, CFI=0.996) %%

23 -

e =

§hgo] A}
. 3R] 9k A}

234 A Yol Be 19z 3y =g
2 A% 94 B9
F9S 2P A 2y
Zze] 2R AFelgon 42
2. FRUAAE o)



D AR

A7
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Percentile Bias-Corrected
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direct ~ AP] W — AZ4E w92} vk 0.261 0.101 (0.068, 0.453) (0.071, 0.465)

WA — A2k u)A) vk 0.513 0.086 (0.342, 0.690) (0.341, 0.680)

A2k w2l vkg- — U7k 0.627  0.052 (0.527, 0.725) (0.526, 0.723)

indirect 271 Mg — 49 w2} vkg — 287 0.164  0.066 (0.040, 0.293) (0.045, 0.298)

W2 Z)ZHE w-ea) v — 1Rt 0321  0.060 (0.216, 0.449) (0.216, 0.451)
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total 271 g — A4E w2 wkg 0.261 0.101 (0.068, 0.453) (0.071, 0.465)

R o e AL T R T A 0513  0.086 (0.342, 0.690) (0.341, 0.680)

12k weAF vhg — gk 0.627  0.052 (0.527, 0.725) (0.526, 0.723)

3. N=218. Bootstrap samples< 1,000%¥], Bootstrap Estimates= unstandardized®l A}5%(Shrout & Bolger, 2002)
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=2o — o — —=0a =
5. S AZigte] o2 HElS YN AT MEE x5
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qe) Y ool AYRGol 9 ) vmstad o

(2005)4 A Aol H ?<1 W
< AR HHTZPHHJ—@“EU.M 4

5) ATFRE T AARE 7to] Hlw 37
(nested relationship)Z+e] P|A] 4
T A 45 Hlashe Pkl S ,
Aol A% AW} EARCR Gojulelx] gow AR}
Z 2¥2 MegitkgAs], 2001).

Afe] Aol 22 FAHCR fefvlshA] sttt
(p=0.954).

meb SA ARl A9 e 4 A =
AL 2 ARl nd)o] FeeddE
WA E R ARl theoR & 79 AN
TR ARl g me Arrgs AYRg
vl A7g B9, 9y fde] Pl g 5.04100H,

Ao 2ol 22 Hoju]dlA] ekTHp=0.080). 14
ool ¥ ao] ke 3.548019, AfEe] Ajol= 22

(¢3

s
SJnlek eksttkp=0.170). W] P4 AZPPE F
A AR} PR 2 e He JHEed 7t
Aol et

24594 43

JeisU el Ausidons the we 245U
e B9, o] PAREE Y B FA
23, 9N A5E PUEUES B BEE

- 25 -



E 7. ST Azl ni2d £ Y 7x YN AT X5
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Process Model of Marital Intimacy on
Sharing Daily Events : Mediating Effects of
Perceived Partner Responsiveness

Meehye Yoon Heecheon Shin

Ajou University

This study examined the effects of sharing daily events on marital intimacy. Laurenceau et al. (1998;
2005)’s process model of intimacy was selected as a research model. The results were analyzed by the
bootstrap and a multi-group analysis. The Bootstrap analysis demonstrated that perceived partner
responsiveness mediate the effects of self-disclosure and partner disclosure on intimacy. The multi-group
analysis demonstrated that process of marital intimacy differed by gender and the type of the shared
experience. While a model for sharing positive events could be applied for both genders, models for
sharing negative events varied by gender. There are gender differences. For husbands, sharing negative

events had a significant mediating effect on self disclosure, but for wives, sharing negative events had

a significant mediating effect on partner disclosure.

Keywords: Positive event; Negative event; Self-disclosure; Intimacy; Perceived partner responsiveness;
Bootstrap; Multi-group analysis
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