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2 a7 F& st 4 A8l 2 ALY L 5] s A
A Eo] MEHEA, a1 AEEL Principal-Axes-Factor Analys-
is 2 AYE}AS. 2 tgd e A1 2903 AF faze] g4 TEe A%
o] stepwise MR 3} Canon. Analysisr} FEHS{ o WHEL A}
7] FFLS A AAFHA  de Y ¥ SAES @FSEN )
82, @AWHA A7), @FHAHY ALy Fgolats BHAAM 2 ke
A8t glvk 53] Canon. AnalysisiE A}7] J94L 918 Egd3yo
A A= AT S

1. 2 ®H 9 H 7|

ZE FZAAA oM, 7h A% G 8H T e Yol T stus ofu)
E “API7 (E£0L Aotk 2, 234 A3 f 81 YowAE, E
PP 8 Aglel A GFe 27ekn, 2 WeHe BEsSn YowAE,
S AL7IF Boln, E oA 2 J5e wHsm skl e 7AA
9 AL EHE I Hal sl 22E A Bt

olel g Age WANM NP AYL Sm e ARBold  BeAS
wek olel, 2 et 2ie) wWe B, Al A4S olg8¥og gEn
Sl StAbgel ol=r17A veda oW, 2 Fest geksA Welxw g

*o] ATE 1987THE $AIRY R vae Mo s Sysgle.
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o (ST APZIEHEE T, 1985 Fn). 2 J8ES dig Fes  2H,
EE APIE 23 EX 84S 9459 & “N< Ee Jde] HALH”

(White, 1955; Tiffin & McCormic, 1965; Jucius, 1971;0kxa 22-
101; v&3 B¢ a4 ), “IAd9 9% F& (&4 ” (Schoenau, 1964
; Yoder, 1962) T “¥lx ” (Davis, 1967; A4, 1976) 2t B3
oA #Astn AUk 2, 28 Fert A Fxde 2, AY2 2 %
o e zpolo mel HygstuA ke AAAQ AulE odstA g2Estn
71 W Fell, Alehe Jdol ARk o2& vl g oufEA A8Hz Juke
&g EloA dAFT Ak 28T AFY REAHL A A AREE
2 Mde] WY AT 2 AH4E ¢ ¢ Uk #A 7l A5 JFE
ol “x17] 7 by golE FHEstd ARgste] kA sAldlM e 1950 A
E 71do 2 3t “Ap] 78 “AFHE" e Ade® A He,
Ng E=F Fol “FAF gHFer e By pA Yoy H48d Mder A
#BEgrF(O0rgan & Bateman, 1986).

Z3F ol e gdolgte FHA vlE 45 FAME Adolrle sk,
ol®R “AZI-FAFHE-AF UEE” 29 sy #Hite, 2 FURYRE T
g olf7t, A1E &Asten AZd =79 W Eoly Eo] dede Hx
F4 Yo 2R AAHA JFg e AA JAEE Aolgtn Ao
oA AT HWhHolY AT W B % @AV A7ty Ad 99
AGNA A He 3 JolAg, AAHoz B o FA 2 FoA A}
Hu e “APl7es Ade “HF HE"Y ‘AR 9Ex "9 HE
Tfhe FE2 AL Aoy, 2 MEEY 2842 FFde 4 U x
gt 2nv Jig G AT Holr ALS AH R e £ ok 23
B2, o/ARyH 27t & AT AMgste ‘A 7Ee ide “F R
ErY “HE R’ e ge® dXHs) olde AMAHA AY 2 A
AE grlete AL S dHFuA gt B, 2 d79 FAL g3y gL
o] 2 7HA] EA & A7

HA A1) Aol x 2 oupet o], ANk oz oW g i s
7b BYHA ga gFsite AL 2 ol#E 27H WM A4 5+ 9
o & 5, e AMSEHI sle ¢ Hde 2eA R dA2 Rosgn
& 9n] (connotation ¥ ) Eo] F72Y = Atk Aolth, EH
T 2 890 A AlgEHE g Eely I 8ot FHEHE  AFE)
oA FrAbg o] B AgAd, aPdE Brstn gy oust o
Ad = Jde A 2 HH¥E B3l HdgsH = 4 (denotation W )
e A9 o7 dXE Bx o, ARE I4L B PAFJog &

i
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sz & o, F23ke A g2t 2 hge] A 4o gk 4 AR
olth

2 G703 271 #HAA M HE EADAES 2F  EFslanzl
g &, APIE FAL? E R APle &3 bs@sr? 2 AWy
< FAL7L? 22a, © YolrtM el @ Ful Al A3 Rzt ojui s
BAZE &7 A4s Ead @ E3] Rde A Hde FFHo
g AHBAA @8 AUctn sedl, A7 JHesd AH /Y Sl oy
3 FEol B Al Fgel aRFe s sy JestE AIE £
o, i B A =80l 8 ¢ e E AR A 9 2 Aol
o EE, old® sz a9 BEA ¥ U B F 2g gex ¢
of Aoz “A] 7o U AY AEFH FHY HHEF PH Nl 2y
Aok s

. RE| 2L AP AT F=ML2 2HEA

ZA) (E£%) ) BAHE EASS scale AR So g8 @
24 PUe 2dste @e b5 sEe cge, dupAnAn fE A A
AH 29 BT oM B = A nh FALY. 9 mE 2}
AZlel B AFE su Au, E 2 240l R 2w e AAEE
o] x| fou, 259 ZE A9 diBol B AW 43 2 4
B FRHm, SNY 45H A7 s AFENE FYAS. 2y,
AT uF, B 2 ASEA 28 A77 2APGnE AT ofy &
e g e Rez Fm

W 1960 9H) E2RE 2 Zold BAL F AE 2y A"y A
gt FAE 2 “Abl7Adoz AFHAT. a0 1976d  o|FEEHE
NE PAd ZA Y Ado s HYE U AR 84 3o 1 94T FooH
e e, AR A5 oz £a4e taol Hol gt} =3 &
T RRE 19824URE U9 “AH 7 (LEB) A WA SR 2A] &
Qo] et ZTHAGE AEY & BUL FTHET Yok ol 24
meh S8 29 A A7l B BAL ASHAD, T B SR T
A B APER (R $2 A 98AEY A4l =2 ®4) 50 A2
Hgich 22y 2 =ES0] otm Y& FEUE sugel Arle duwel
d, ole 2 J% a5 YAAHY Yo AFetn FAHA FuHHo|
nEgen, £ ANY 1 Be GFLdolt WA 9 FAM FA A4
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o] & A7l 80EE =& W77 =g dA st EEEdde Al
th, ol I A7 AgHCd E d9FHeld, 2 4 & dFE o] ol
3ol AgHolA 2l Al M9 cored = HEH mdo] AAMH
A EPAY 2gddde AL v ste Aol

ol Al $ElE 27k #AHE Axdn Av. AAe, FILY (KE
B, 2 FAAME 53 d&4E ANk = o] £ofe] AT HE
A Ad AMETE, 45 J8E EeRd 7L HI2o=
ol Fol Aol i Aoty ol&d AAME AFAAA F Uv HAol o] ok
7448 #4 /g (hypothetical construct)o @&Ae] “A7| & 1
o 8a4L 9 Mges vetld £ ok AL FA9 Aldolth EX, 2
e 2L 2347+ d Jold dFHE FoF EAE FAEHE 94
WAl BAlEAe 2d AAZE E RAelth 2 olfE Y AHE AT
ol AAY gute W HA, AR AHe @MF I S AP 24
modele] A4, zElz 2¢ B2gsis SuE AN 957, A5 44
ol A 2 BAe metmt 2 sd HEe] AA JheAd 459 AHAEH HE
o},

ol e 27K #H, & A7t AFFHolojok 3], 12 A FHA
s BdE AAEor dde S A V|EoE derid, E4 2 VE
o FgEHE ATE A9 Fel B FE Aol deolth 1960 22H
‘80 dd] Futel olE2x= HIVA, $8 I HHeRE B A AT 2
L a7 W& g 271 SddA EAg oga o

AR = A A AW L 98 2314 Aol (operational defini-
tion) o #HEE oA, AT dde AAo] EFFsIcE Aotk AL
78 gote] AF3 HIoA 7HdEd +4 7ig (hypothetical const-
truct) & o o d7 A ZFE FAk & Agte 234 9 (0.D)
o By EgA o Foloh, wef, 234 A7t qFnz st Ad AdFe
AgA B dol=, 283 F4 & vigto R o] Fojx Ao A= sy
71 | &olrh, 23 orujelA & o, HI7R] UAA diFERe] A dFE
< Agd gleBAe A 2 AAE FAHIYY] Boe, A7le gEdd
2 AGEE #4989 % AF 59 5 PR FHFe 2N, APV
AEE FF 43 e +84U 2 P& AR v vtz fEE
o] FYEHY AT 2okollA AFHoz AFEHe] g “A]” Adge, 73
AFge & t& Mdeo2A Hog X3 uE JEd Je 29 “FA
AY "d 3 EFs gAdsA AHEEe o drh $EIVE der BA

—292—



& Folof & AL “AP7IZidel g Boh QA Foolgtm &)

EAE AP AT oA FHEHeE dAF s 2 dbde @as
= At¥elth. dRtgdom ZIFH Aolo HWelgEs Y&d B 7
4L I o ATgAldA ol RojAol e & £ T ASNF
THE AR 4F0 &2 B P 5 vlE gdFo] Fojotu o #@uo]
Fold €. &, 233 Fo g 58 24 =79 A £3e By 1
TEL 43 A BAE AX &2 U 2™, 2749 dFEAM u
= A 8 23F HE B vlEE 23 =T dFo] gRrE o
B3 BAE mEA FUce A, F od FSde dv 2Ye 23 2y
ETE AAST HME Y g E FF5¢ A0l o|Roxx @1 g
AE Adolth, F, ¢8L H5E0] Bg4ozZ g8 A Ys o] 4
TZ] 44& 7I€ (description) o] oM 13U HMutom
YRy a3t AlASTE Aol B A4 4% 9 Fx mioto] 2%
g 24 e g Mg BAld 288 4 Y gRdEHe 24 (Mul -
tivariate Analysis)ejde f1e Aoz wgd),

ol® FFe AAAHolm FH AU 94 E R BA9 wEE Haw
FE 1982 2= (1983) Fol 9ot W “F ANAY Hr} wpor .
A7 AN A EA AAEJAS, 23, 29 ¥4 (Factor Analysis)zt
F3]AE4 (Multiple Regression Analysis) % o& 71 x4
HA Y HHES Hgso a2 A Haslol sl w2y WA o
Habe 293 (1986) 9 =B AA =z U,

AR B AT E A9 A3 w89 g AY 2 #A THE
At APAA AREL 7122 ¢ g d B4 wys 58 2o d4
B8 FAE F e H2 PHE Fesign @

3. 8 H79 £ W 43

3.1 =ZpH oo cHet A Fet

A Al AR BAPAT, S LM ol R H 2R ] AFEo] A
Mg 2HHo2 A o, £ PP Falgdoks A (a9l
A A HA e Relth, &, “A) 78 AH gRsuds, F2 A
71l B%E vty AYHE 2AE FolM YRE 2FH oz Ho YA
t, obHE A aseld A@HA A8 g =&sn =98 gk (oY
1o & 5 3le RAe, AWIF v/l dseq 2 98 zd9 pEdMs
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2 3 e = 2 g
7414 714
o83 R LR
- FHESHT
e - AR EAAE

Cagll)> siHHEs2AM AP HEe] fixX W&

22 ¥4d $ oy, whe A &xe] FdAdAe 59 Hevt 2 3
the Aol ol#d =4¢ neld o), 9% 213 A &7t 474 “A
717 ¢ ol AAE A& Aevt e AL RS, aIRE W
A E O¥s e AFES g & Aot 2= EFstn, F
712l AFEAME o] AFETY 45 Fue @A 2dF JAHR 3
A7l W, B A F& Aol 3} AZL & “API7AEE o
e Aoz 93] A" gk 2 e g AEY E2& 98 7
AUSS BE, AP Mde AA Ao R 712 89 FE0] =9
o= Aot

2 BE, oAl $y& AU HFaMe ‘A7 E AFH s 4T
olsfstel m = ok Foh 2y dueA ST Fdoz A e Al
71 Ade 54& ok 22-101 9 F&FolA Folrd, tgn o] 7j&H
Yok “AY Ee FGo] HAo =g oA e A 4 H
HES ot APle S, A%, oo A48 € 7ide] Farlse At
Apgrel] wat 2 AH R HErF g 2 Ale eddes A3

—294—



AY At e Aol ol Alele W] & 9 FL o] glo] o= A=
AU FEE BAdh, =%, I Ale £93 FAY AR Al E
FEF Aol g BEF Aed FAYSE & A8 ZHE e &,
Foddely Rggie s FA stdo).” (pp.183-184).

€Y e, E A&, 28 A 3 e A7E deiA
E, APl 4%l 3 olfel ol FolxlE Aol oldle AT Ale A3
ozt g1zkekAl A gdchs AE ol s FEsta

o3 Ze g <(I"1)lA AR uie} ol vir] WA A4
ook 3k A7) Alde AXNE ABAAASY. 2dm, AP By
st] FA e R BE2AM AP 540 i Fdxe FURTGE g 4
7] G & Fo E97IE dA4A ol AAE I 4] A" e Ay
#9718 W Edhe= Hg i42d “mood”(Stimmung & Befindli-
chkeit) & ok 22-10194 AFH “A7] "de] BN §As RE
o]l @t}

A2l grelA 7143 #4 /g (hypothetical construct) 2ie
mood & g4l A™stn = F MY A -AAY 4L e 9
3l =90¥ sdeltt (Abele-Brehm & Brehm, 1986).

AL F Aol dAste &5 $de] EHolz (Nowlis, 1965), 4%
2719 A4 g8l (Wessman & Ricks,1966), 3 714 7F 9
&3 e AEE @ w2 (Schneider, 1982) o84, 4wtz oz A
AlH oAl 3t ofaj 3 A vlejegde] B AUz Yo (Ewert, 19

65).
.l." o
AN | )43

p
-t -

(I8 2) mood® FAIE &S XI&Mo g 78
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(a9 2 )+ mood &} A AEE, & 24, AN, HE % 43 52
3 AEA of o] whe} oy FEE L Aol Yy og “mood” &
HE 2 443 24 R Ao F A= HAsln U= idez U4y
I Aok Aoy HEx gA HESR gn 493 ALFHA v, AHL
E2(4H)E AR ¥l 7jEo] an dAZ Ao 2 AR, o
o ¥l8lyq moode A FWE WAz ZAAol Y FA Suvkg Fuksp)
= A, Bt Aded 28 Sle 718 AdEdue BHo g FAIZ UiA
TY, & 2 o3 N&£A4E g1 g (Hecheltjen & Mertes-
dorf, 1973),

=3, moode Aol FAe] ns wWipAo] BEHEn, & Rz B
o] AFolvt AvivkE BaE A gerh Ry AFL EE YR a9l
ojste] Avkgd JF& B 5 edl, 2R MY A Hdd] zEE )
dd Z9o moode AZ B4 s desk olslE 4 ok (Bo-
ttenberqg, 1970; Underwood & Froming,1980). =23 <ujo]A
Nowlis(1970)+ 219 oA A7 AHEL EWE moodE “ dA|H oy
A FEo] stes 1A E dAgd AP olakn Y& m At

714 mood9] Mg & tgdFH o 2 Hefsol e RAe a8 2 FHo)
o, & d4A 2 Nowlis & Green(1964), Nowlis(1965)% o}z},
Borgatta(1961), Clyde(1963), McNair & Lorr(1964), Zuc-
kerman et, al.(1964), Thayer(1967), Lorr, Daston, & Smith
(1967), Hecheltjen & Mertesdorf(1973), Bottenberg, Lu-
rati, Litzenkirchen, & Griininger(1975), Bottenberg (19
76). ¥ Abele-Brehm & Brehm(1986) %o @& dpSo] 4L ¢
3t g th

f0oF3bd, mood@# &9 A= zAe oA Ee HAZ JRA w
Aste ZAA, ANF FYe g, 2 4Fe A7 A &E R, oo
st @Al glol ez 45 Utks Holtl (Hecheltjen &
Mertesdorf,1973).

dEH oz, olgg mood /g9 oldlE, AL Tl Fde HLsioy,
CaE 194 AF" 9% 2oy A 579 ojx 4Ry o 47
FE7 ddH o2 AHdtn e “A) 79 Ul AYH 2 2R FHH
o2 HI¥ F v #}ile Fo,
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3.2 24 Wyo Mt

oA ZA & Ap] ATelA 2FE Aold #e EAe A Fugx, A
H1 Jde E sue Agd £, AU FdEAM A AEE 139
A @Y MMdez tFe gioke Aolth. 2 SARME, A &Y =79
M AGqA £ 24E Ad A £4 A A9 d9glel mHy A
Ab ol &l dZdle o] oA goE AL E 4 Uth

A ndH AL olgel 4 w3 £4&, stk 74 /g (constr-
uct) & A3 Astd, A =77t AA e 7 E¥Eel UeHosm
e 8 7§ AU AR BAs HAddan, = 2 B2
€ Z2dle 9 2 83 & %1 3lg(Diehl & Kohr, 1979). (23
302 Mdd HA =79 &3 AAE wWa Ao, AP 7z 23 A
T $AE FA AAH g,

1 [X11  X1j  Xlm |> X1j

¥ i | Xil Xi7 Xim |5 Xij

n [ Xnl Xnj Xnm Z Xnj

(a3 ) S¥Eqlel vt DyAE &3

A7l mHA olgd] o3, ¥ 4L s ANHE 4 EF

HE e (Trennschirfe, selectivity)i,
r's %2 Vit-i

2 ¥ANES 2 9ve 24 B8 H5e 284 (¥Ex4, scale value)
2 71Eo 8 Aot 4 B8 H4Ut o -5 FAY Yste Ie, =
Sfrete MEFE YErd 5 e Aoln (Lienert, 1969).

a2y o3 Ee oy ARy HEAE AAsted AlgHE 7 By
=°] F 3o dAEE 74 /g (construct) & YehllE AT EX 9
AEL Qote AL JAE = UL W 7h5skA], 2%8x] Yo WY T
ejul gt Ze] "}, AE EH,
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30
A) x a3 3 B g ij
R 215 ] ceenreereriannaaanenlh
30
B) Fl F2 sz 29
\\_/
r T @

(agl4) SAH PR 2 SFE relcz F4E 2 (B)

(ad4 s A3 7o 3 £F (A9 279 5Y 8= T
HqE 24 =7 (B)E AN =Y, AA B (ol A5 304 )9 HEH
AL Al ALeut o)t glen, B A9 747 5YE 821gE
Aarste Aol Aol

ay ez, A7) Ad oA, 2PEHo 2 I /idge] 144380 AAE
Ha Yok giolR g, A Ad S At 74 Adez oEg o,
9edt nAA AL ol o2 EAo] BrEEA Ao oldd A9 a3
S Hage a2 74 Mde 54 dere] HAE3I gl ¥4 (factor ana-
lysis) ol4te] W& 2 g3jof & Aolth o & B, (2¥4)9 B
A HEx AL 304 B s T} sPAE Aol o, g (19
86) ol HANAHY =4 EA M AAdHRe] 7+ 80E factor sc-
ore & Xz dX3td EA7 ALY + Ao

3.3 oAy AFRX WA
AEAA =g Al Adel 53 2 EHE A ol a7 FIEA
v (2¥5 )% 2t



Ar$Y, 24, ¥w, Fa

AF 7 9o B F 3 E
1
!
AL 7l 9 d A HE
Y
o 8 A A & H
¥

A7 % 24 JI4H

pilot study d
2a?
no

7|&E e
HAZTAHE
ts

no

main study £ 1)

pilot study
A3 =7 A2

7| EH AT
AHE7HE?

A g B AY Y

=P %R A A

1

pilot study A4
CZ]'E'/"I:%:]’ ﬂ’%’ 7}]—%1’
4 )

f

PROGRAMMING

Ay Agsy

=} 2 T 3

SEER RS

(24, A&

D)

'

As A4 g

O

)
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)

v

response-
set ¢
A4 A=

yes
response
set A2 E?

no

=t 7 L =

(multi-variate-analysis)["

2 4 2 3 8 4

SECED
EERE;

yes

A
AA) =79
s A Y

yes

ZPEFEN ARzl
d

PROGRAMMING

A4 = oA
!

EqATH FH A

Y

A EH ETE EEHRA 24 Ao 73

¥ '

E % 3 table @ A il |
T 4% 38

EE3d A&

o
1
=i
Lo

Cags >

MTA A ST Y Ay

i A

3 4

H
<:g cross validation :)

T M| £33 B4 OJMH A7 FX @A




AL A7) dH R R BA712AY AP gl “mood” gt

4. BY¥z ¥ 7Y

SRR

74 /g (construct) o] 714 fAlsGE AL QA AWE H Uk o
2@ mood o XPL FE “Lhseeee =70 g BFE Bddsle 34
d¥kARl #idelt) (Nowlis, 1965). o=,
Nowlis & Green(1964)¢] MACL(Multiple Adjective Check
List) & #Aste] 428 Bopd) RE moodATE LA} BHEZ 74
H &3 =78 AHEstn Atk 25 dTES 23 995o] 77 ) o
ol 2 54 =74 AYE FFAIEY WE thr zols} ArlE B,
F12 B PR d7ENAM F29 mood FYEL KAMIY oiel wd sy
CEL )3 g,

AFEEM TAHEE

Aol

CH1) 03] HPO0IA £&E mood X Hm™

Nowlis McNairx
Green Borgatta| Clyde Lorr Zuckermann| Thayer
Sadness | Lonely Unhappy |Depression|Depression| -
Dejection

Anxiety | Startled - Tension -| - High
Anxiety Activation

Agression | Defiant Agressive| Anger - |Hostility | -
Hostility

Scepticism - - - - -

Egotism - - - - -

Vigor - - Vigor - |General General
Activity |Activation |Activation

Concentra | Thoughtful | Clearthink | Confusion - -

-tion -ing

Nonchal - - - - - General De

ance -activation

Fatigue |Tired Sleepy Fatigue- | - Deactiva-
Inertia tion Sleep

Elation - - - - -

Surgency | -~ - - - -

Social- |Warm - Friendly | Friendli- | - -

Affection | hearted ness

* Hechltjen &

Mertesdorf, 1973, p.113¢4 M.
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el B, “A” R st e g5 B 43S ndd ok e
A& G50l FuA, EAIEY #F Kategorie & tixyoz (H1 )
& Fauslyg. &, 7 Kategorie £9 W88 S 250 A gdA9
mood RAbe] AAsictn ADH = FBAIER AT, £ Hoz
At AdE FgALES] W&o et P9 Kategorie o 4%tk
ARG, 2%A A dAH oz G HEAE 182N U H 2
o] 127§¢] Kategorie &, &, &, HE A, %, 54, 349,
B, A, &%, o, 7, 7o A FoE EHIA

ol21gl W &2 obd Mg g FH FugdA AMAEo expert
ratinge] A2 AR F, 7z} Kategorie oA 6-1171%¢9] & gAlu g
APt HFHow 1007 E¥ow FHE HEE BHEAT

m.

4.2 X 74 3z

AR FFo B F4 =7 Ohio thte] A ol Fxpaldl ZHA
FA35o] & LBDQ(Leader Behavior Description Questionna-
ire) $olA Fleishman(1957) ¢ H L& A1g3l71 2 8%t olE A
Ee A5do 2 %3] Ag(Initiating Structure) 7} #A A Bk
(consideration) ojzte 2709 E)®H 20L& FHsE Adeg o
A dtr, 223y}, Tscheulin & Rausche(1970)+ Fleishman 3 &
o) 487 B3 3 9M7 2709 29 F o= 179 29low ¥uE BF
717} oj¥otn Baste, Unx] 39709 Batsul 23s8ln gl oh(Morel,
1980).

B AF9 = Tscheulin & Rausche(1970)7F i3 2gEL &
gl TR Aol d5A Mg o, 7 T Aol AP AF /Y
E4€ BAste B¥ES o Frhadh o AF £¥ Ax 94 AplAE
o} v A7 R oFd Adol U= AaEe 93 expert-ratinge Hx
& AR F, F3FHog M4/ 2Ee AHNY

1

5. AETH ¥ BMHE

5.1 X7 #yu 84 XNE HE

4 Ase AFHAA dELF-E FH&R de 67 Aan 27 o
oA 1985 10958 47/gzte] 25 $Q39T, oL 4, st g
FunzA, A 2 RS 79 st 247 F 95608 3 451499 o3ty
SHEA
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°olg BTN Edd# SHUA 3F ARE I AsEL AYgAgE
o, 2 A3 Al7] AgE 78489, AF £33 AEE 3830F oy ZAFHQY
o ol & A8 UA JHAEY SHA U¥ + = response set g
u ] ddden, HFHo 2 MY AuEe A Aw7E 70169, A
H #¥ Aae 35337 ez FAHUT ol Y g MY HyL
(2™ 6 >oll AAEU,

= 3 o
(g2 AF2d)
A7) SR
Y
k4 3
9560 ¥ 4514 9
C6MAG+2AdR)
\ f
T
(B + $YAR) </\::[> 7848 3 3830 4
)
2 A H 4 (lj I;
701549 3533 9
(response setxg )

(O8l6 ) 24 Xjge MEnd (-3, 1984 &11)

°|% 53] response set 9| A4 Mo Bg ExE 29T(1984)
of MAZ WHE FAA 3wAe WY, & rungd “HYFr g A 1
A& A5 4 WHE AY3Yh. Questionnaire 2t: =y Tol A4
47 ¥BAEe response sete B3| FFol Folof & Alzto|r},
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a¥ER, 0% o] main analysiszt Al#E7] A, Jd 3 A
€9 #¥& mEidte A BEFY AU 728 T F UEE A= A
BENE 24 ddes HEdTE AL 08 24 Fu] Fajol,

5.2 XIE Bo HE

2 AT A response sete EA4F Aelst gad TR AMNYY
AL (1983, 1986)c] AN Aol §4 WUt AFeN  AAlstn
A WAL AAE oz HEstaxt ok WA SHAgN By, A
A AY FA oG A G2 BEAle] HZFo] Y] W ol

(YT > 238 B4 HAE dAs A48 dA program 3
7 A Asta ek

A9 #
FA
g 4 ¥ 4 a 4 £ 4 LéHMANN—CHO
Y Y
Factor Score ¢ Factor Score ¢ TMS 86/CHO
. .
Y
—— File Match |« FMATCH  CHO
A y
Stepwise MR STEPR / SSP
A Y
Canonical CANONA
Corr, Analysis VELDMAN

(IJ8l7> main analysis® ZXI2 &4l program &
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A2 BHL A4 A AF F¥9 2Y AaE 29 B4 (factor
analysis)3le Aoz A, o ¥MeM ey P¥e Princi-
pal-Axes Factor Analysis EM, 48 AF gayde M)
S HA AF(=1)o2 FHEE Ao 2Yx=z A g Fof B4 S A
23l Aoltp(Overall & Klett, 1972). 23 % Communality ¢
FHEH e A} Ao, B AFdM s ozt 9 AT AFE 19
AT =MAX; (ABS( I} ) e 339 &, a3 Ay 17l g8 »
e 9 23 e AR A F MR 2 Sa- 2] gtoh= Aol
(Uberla, 1970).

o1& mY dxe =2l¥ 2AE westth, 3 w4e] autocorrela-
tiong A3 1o] Hojof sixut, M 4$E 719 4w A7t WA Hoz
W& Aol A3 e Hoko] Yuba<l dAkeld), olad e HeEFe 3
Fe nE ol Yol FHY ri=1¢ AdsE AL A Ry 7

A 7

Z2 47& FAste Aol gvh a3eg, a9 £y dewy, a8g
LAFF AT 194 g8 WS 71 de 33 A5 Sl b2 Fn
A€ LE & Ug Zoln, H4¥ 2 $2 448 RAoldtn v vwy
rough & Wyolr of ¥y sample sizest 4% ¥ 2xglo] ¥
H3A & = e AU, ©] 242 98 Lehmanne] 891 84 pro-
gramg & A7A7F vd 3L Jlete] AgE,

a2 #4 FoE TMS 86- Programo 24 z} 9918 factor sc-
ore & 43 (T-score) &, 19 7}1F S Bt AlAH 7bas total
score & ASAth @, agAR] Al 2 xF ¥z Aaw F
TEE JYAIE matching & AAM, 2 theo) B4 HAE 98
5 FHE 83tk Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis 9}
Canonical Correlation Analysis &= APl 2913 A3 KEE 7t
o BAE HHE sl HgHAUow, EAA SSPe}  Veldman o
Program & tja £33l A&t

EE AR AYe §2 dikde] UNIVAC 1100602 o] 234t

6. 2921 BM0 28t E Mg
6.1 At7| &Y 291
APl 2919] &2 eigenvaluest HAist 1 2} #ofslict= Kai-
ser(1958) 9 7]&= Scree-test(Cattell,1966)e 27}x] 7|&L

A A&t AASAL 2 AT (F 2 )04 BE npe Zom, 47

— 305~



o9 aqezM A WMol H%E ABY F Avhe AL AHFL Bop
AeeNE BE22E A% & F U

(E2)Y RBE 2t AP 2219 eigenvalue 2t HE}

KOMMUNALITAETENSCHAETZUNG: R(II)= MAX(J)(ABS(R(IJ))
FAKTOR EIGENWERT KUMUL,VAR. VARIANZ

1 29.0307 5T .5695
2 6.7595 .70 .1326
3 3.0873 .76 .0600
4 1.5523 .79 .0305

EXTRAHIERTE GESAMTVARIANZ : .40

E 7R 89 F29 AFE FA JFL v AL simple str-
ucture & E¥ 2 3+ varimax rotationod] 38l B EH fac-
tor matrix ol 7 298 s{4el AE4 ¥k B B4l AF )
Y g8 93 Explorative Factor Analysise| A zo] @7 dj &
o] 238 Hot 7 F HMAL gud Aoz AzAE gk (Revenstorf, 19
80 ).

(¥ 3 )9 varimax rotationxA]7l factor matrixz} com-
munality s} g# AAHAA D, £ 559 2 890 A¥stn A= F8W
58 HA ST

7t 291E9 R0l g, F2oh F3o ge 344 44
W, F13 F4& $34 3¢ vehla ok 23 one gdse
2% RaAs] R5E AWNA FE FEHA U2 Aol ssstng 7t
fele] ke 71N BAA & Lark ek ok, 2 aqlge] WAL
2o sted oM, FHRAY A AE2 A RE g 7ol

F1: =&z

F2: 2¥os
F3: 4§37
F4: A7

o 5¢adq 2452 P4H Ackn ¥ 4 ok

B BA F3E 927 AwAe 2 olslstn =AY Al Ade A
2g W, 4% gadg(plausibel) Aoletn & 4 Aoy, ¥ AFM =
289 24ES AFHINL + U= 1E A ABshed 2 G979l
£ Rolt,
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(HE3) varimax 8MA|Z] AP7| ¥ 20182 Factor Loadings

= & Fl F2 F3 F4 he

= BHEL | 27 AER | AN
1. ¢ A g, -.11 .24 .41 .06 .24
2. A s, .51 | -.09 .03 .36 .40
3. AlEo] 52 | -.08 | -.04 .42 .45
4. Aol fith 47 | -.19 .14 44 .47
5. Borsit, .54 | -.13 .03 .46 .52
6. ozl o3l .50 | -.09 11 .42 .45
7. 5 Ham ydo, .50 .00 | -.13 .35 .39
8. S#Ho|u, .21 14 .15 .25 .15
9. HAYHE =74, .03 .46 | -.03 .09 .22
10. X ARA FEuh .32 | -.12 .25 .27 .25
1. f=x7F Aok -.03 .36 .14 .10 .16
12. 2 Aol gith .50 | -.10 .00 .31 .36
13. #&oz AFRHE A Ah .50 | -.12 .07 .33 .38
14. =) 8o, -.22 .39 .42 | -.01 .38
15. i 2t} .39 .16 | -.30 .33 .38
16. &2 9z Ao, .49 | .06 -.22 .39 | .44
17. st .58 | -.05 | -.15 .43 .56
18. ¥ efsitt, A4 -.12 .09 .34 .33
19. A F3jt), .58 | -.07 -.16 .41 .53
20. ¢zsion .60 | -.09 | -.03 .40 .53
21, BRI, -.24 .44 41 -.02 .42
22. A9 -.15 .48 A7 .00 .28
23. & de] Ay A £ -.18 .44 .37 -.01 .36
24. FHFE& AIE st Aok .29 .13 .22 .21 .19
25. S} Hlgolt} .26 | -.03 .37 .18 .24
26. HMe alzm ok -.11 .66 ~-.09 -.06 .46
27. A=A s} -.07 67 | =-.02 ~.05 .46
28. Ago| 9} -.05 .66 .00 -.02 .44
29. AT 52 | -.07 .05 .24 .34
30. Iy} 62 | -.05 | -.14 .29 .49
3. %Hozm gAUTH .05 47 | .04 .06 .23
32. AR Yt -.11 .67 | -.08 -.02 .47
33. AlA}&TEt) -.05 .62 | -.06 .00 .39
34. A7t .63 | -.07 | -.18 .28 .51
35. ohg xm A .51 .09 | -.10 .26 .35
36. miolalc) ~.23 .35 44 -.07 .37
37. wWHESI Ak .59 | -.03 | -.04 .21 .39
38. &3} .53 .03 | -.25 .25 .41
39. ®EA 8 5 Yok -.12 .58 .03 -.06 .36
40. oJxlz T 7L .59 | -.11 | =01 .24 .42




41. g3}, .63 -.06 -.05 .25 .47
42. Zo|lm Atk .58 -.12 .13 .20 .41
43, 3j<poln] grh .60 - 12 .05 .22 .43
44. $353olt, -.14 .56 14 .05 .36
45, 2fo] 80}, .64 -.02 .01 A7 .44
46. di3}g du A .17 .34 -.06 .09 .16
47. AAe] TF A Arh .60 05 ~.22 .19 .45
48. iAol YT, .30 -.03 31 .09 .20
49, Wy}, .67 -.03 -.05 .16 .48
50. A "ot} .73 -.08 -.05 11 .55
51. g%cl Sf—}. 72 -.07 -.15 .16 .57
52. wya At} .69 -.05 -.19 .18 .55
53. HAe] gl -.07 .22 41 07 .23
54, %LS%%M -.16 41 26 .08 .27
55. =o] mR} .68 -.07 -.06 .14 .49
56. Agsti gich .60 -,07 .10 .08 .38
57. X grt}. .70 -.06 -.09 12 .52
58. o &g} .67 -.12 .06 .11 .48
59. ©}e 3 Ea Aot .20 05 .43 .01 .23
60. AL w=a gt .64 -.07 .13 .05 .43
61. ARy —E—ﬂg. .62 -.14 .19 .09 .45
62. £23 BIIG .72 -.05 -.06 .08 .53
63. 3% Had .71 -.04 -.04 .05 .51
64. Bgsch -.22 .50 .27 .07 .38
65. ¥t} .49 07 .06 .11 .26
66. =& uojt, .70 -.11 .10 .06 .52
67. %oupgaict .72 -.11 | -.03 .06 .53
68. ¥ I Uk .51 -.13 .32 .06 .38
69. Aupg doh .02 .24 .52 .03 .33
70. 7} & Bp otk .57 -.13 .26 .05 .41
71. ot} &x 7}a 4t .68 -.01 | -.11 .14 .49
72. A7l 2% A 1 -.02 | -.08 .08 .52
73. A8, 57T | -.06 " 10 .09 .35
74. 7‘% Attt 64 -.13 . 01 .09 .43
75. AEAE7) 4] o]} .61 -.15 .12 .07 .41
76. Wg%%n}. .66 -.12 . 05 .09 .46
77. 718l dt} -.22 .45 . 41 .06 .42
78. A3 e A 2A g} 63 12 . 09 .05 -42
79. oA %é}olt}. -.14 .59 . 06 .09 .38
80. F AZo] drk 47 .09 | -.21 .10 .28
81. A& :ﬁct. -.18 .57 .14 .07 .38
82. A%3] PEech -.10 .59 . 01 .06 .36
83. A3 FEP. .55 02 J15 | .08 133
84. Fdoh i .61 -.12 .14 .09 .41
85. zrﬂgr "ol o .64 -.03 | -.07 .12 .43
86. Iglajcy .66 -.05 . 04 .10 .45
87. %% o}, 66 | -.11 14| 03 4T
88. #7ET, .29 -.06 . 42 .03 .26
89, A& 43 .65 -.02 -. 09 .01 .43
90. A:ﬁ ad, .70 -.06 | -.10 .02 .50
91. o]}, .21 .36 .05 .05 .18
92. gﬁol = .59 -.13 . 10 .02 .38
93. Fe 3% 3 )tk .05 A7 . 05 .06 .23
94. 7] vimr 14 -.08 | -.05 .01 .56
95. % & =H3o, .76 -.12 | ~.06 .00 .60
96. THALYL A Rt m -13 ] -.05 .02 .61
97. T B AA Pr} 14 -.13 | -.01 .0 .56
98. mhgo| golEe A T .73 -.11 . 02 .02 .55
99. gl .78 -.11 | -.07 .02 .55
100. o} ®ma Holiu}p g =r), .61 -.16 .17 .02 .43
F 5 A F (% .65 18 .09 .08




6.2 X3 /Y 29

A% 38 8 d9A] Kaiser o] #¢ 7]|£3 Scree-test ¢ 2 71X
718 A H8E AH, (F4)°04 BHE v go] 3709 898 &
stith ok, 3709 adlo A AA WP 28 %] 49 5= g A
S W &R FgsA, ol AANE BEYEL] Mgl ook Wgow A
ol HAE Hu UL E3ith

CH4) F8E 2 A3 38 29219 eigenvalue 2 H2

KOMMUNALITAETENSCHAETZUNG : R(II)=MAX(J)(ABS(R(IJ))
FAKTOR EIGENWERT KUMUL,VAR, VARIANZ

1 7.4089 .59 .5882
2 1.4132 .70 L1122
3 1.2351 .80 .0981

EXTRAHIERTE GESAMTVARIANZ: ,23

:La1L} varimax 3d& Azl (&5 )9 factor matrixdjx 24

=°l, 7+ 891 & WAL U F o
Fl: 3 ¢ =# g
F2: & A A 3
F3: o & # %

Fog 4 g3ln, LBDQO Fg Q5L AT £ Yo AL, H
HE MEFS Hou A3 /¥ NEHA FreE B 4 U= A
o] gk},

to it |o
o @ M

—_—

CES5 ) varimax 3 FAZ] X3 RY 2008 200 251%

F1: =3 9 =R 3 ETEUF(45%)
35. Fateh AGE WAL HE2 B opi ol .51
38. X¥-3EL vUAdow hEr) .51
37. 9T 634 4 £98 F FEIR Zei, .49
36. A Zluel Fo 43E AMdE pauskR] @ o] ok .49
34. 2 SR E PH3m WEROE P X$xa ok .48
31. FsE9 9% Ex & ma o) glo] dxw gy A7
23. AdHor A% g} 47
41, F3Eo] & = Yvu A oMoz 9o .47
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22. 4L & o AAMHY Aol o] @FAFEr) .45
14. F3E9 #AAHH WL FA 3 .44
17. R3tgeA 8o d3j, | .42
10. Fdl B8 g4 HsiA “9dF A7 & AFeo) .41
32. 37 & A& Ao g e RIEolAT o it .41
43. RaEc] A9 o, .41
42, Fo9 ol9 & #s) HHYEe] AT A& Tk .40
1. Al =g 3| 93l do] AY sl .40
5. Zduw FIA A FSh .37
3. dw ¥y Fed, .36
12, ZZE3 2318 ATE dolA Paled .35

F2: & A A ¥ FEAF(41%)
21, R3EAY ug (A D& =7A ok .65
20. #3e] H4Em I d%S F 2o Uk .59
18. ¥359 & HuUgow wWy3lx=E 297 of &t} .54
19. <5 #3L 93] b AsA & A2 ololdal g et .53
9. H3lso] ekt ¥ F U= 71FE ok .49
6. FatE9 FYE & wol v .48
33. A o] Aty AF Dtm AojAr) .48
29. w4 & By3 .46
8. Hatso AR FYL & WS W 2 HWE BEF s Fr}, .46
28. HEE9 AP FYo] we #BHL zm g .45
25. AHTWoEX9 JF FAE AT FHIY Aol FE Fig=s .41
4. ERIA 281§ ¥ o] i EtxE RIE $EF .34
7. Tk AL gA olE g § Uk .32
4. A F AN B rE R 93 =73 .32
2. H37F FFI AFE YL W A}E 3o .30

Fs: 94 3 A 3 FEHUF(14%)
24, HEEA WA FAHY d5E 2 7dh .40
13. 4F A Az Az Aoz ojxh g R ARF) .38
15. EBROel AAA & o)yl AL a3 .34
11. F-3SoA dF 3 PHe S94e Zxdio) .32
39, Fo 2% HAHL o) .31
40. AF7F vg o A, .31

—=310—



7114, F1 9| “non-#gAg” e 2 EFE] We HEY « By
F7o2 AWANY 5 3le Rolw, “dAYX %~ 29lo] sht o Fr" A
< 2 279 444 4@ Faolae SA ol b5 ol

7. ADI200 X§ FY7I A BM

7.1 24 XE FH|

stel (™7 ) olX FAARo], A7 2203 X3 ¥ a9l BA I
7 830" M 4E program TMS 863 FMATCH o <]&fe A=A,
2 e BAE fste EHEAT. 24 98 ¥4 AHA 7] Alge
d factor score & T-score & # 33 o, Z} 90 8o
e mEety] BF FPH wegod thal A A

T ol 4 a8 HEXE F ASE 345t EX 5 GRER) S o
BatA e, (2¥ 8 Yol R wps}l puh olf s M= =92 (1986 )ol
AMZ e T 2elzt o, AR o Aae P2 ol g

factor scores]
G

(T -~ score)

i

1008 7|02

Zragly
gl
449

COR8)> Zt R00¥ A U &X|$ MF xR
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orvg I tge A4 Ao ol HIdE AT FA= Zevh gu 2
AF A AFEE e 100H L 7|Fo 2 AAS] W&, 24 44

Ho 2 5% MAde AN E Poloh

7.2 B4]-—stepwise MR Z2R9g§

A g7 FHjg AgeEd  fEe oA A IS A% a3 A AIH
g Y F JE= g oz F, A 4% 89088 4 454
T2 &z AF FEE 5Y HeEz F3 oL, 4 AF FEE F
H AR A 899 Hag dgsted Zldste vt EXE st
He Aolth

olgig 2 TE FFAHAH & F e WYL stepwise MR oy}, o B4
Ay (E6 ) APIY ZF 298 AW FA 42 vHo] AAHUC

CE6) A7) 001 X|#R87te stepwise MR &1}

A) mHEZ (n=2787 )
3 o 2 .(l_Rz)
A 3§ 3 b F R (noK-1)?
1. o o A .338 486.38 .316 .8819 E-7
2. @& A A .329 464, 14 .474 .6787 E~7
3. ¥ 7 = I .074 29.45 .483 .6675 E-7
B) 2%Y=E
o 3 (1-R%)
X] fﬂ I o b F R (n—-k—l)z
1. ¢ A % . 147 69,17 .144 1.1036 E-7
2. & A A ¥ .12 51.57 .194 1.0399 E-7
3. & ¥ A ¥ .058 16.92 .204 .9813 E-7
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C) usd

2 (l’Rz)
X] j:] % sog b F R (n_k_l)z
1.9 3 ®n % -.217 198.39 . 259 .9554 E-7
2.8 A A ¥ 121 49,21 .293 .9122 E-7
3. 3 4 A ¥ -.069 15.60 .302 .9012 E-7
D> Xppizd
2
5 o 8 ' 2 _(1-R*)
X] ﬂ Ir S b E R (I’l-—k—l)z
1. & 4 A . 090 22.76 .081 1.1849 E-7
2. &% A A F¥ .069 13.71 .107 1.1522 E-7
3. 9 ¥ A ¥ -.006 0.13 .107 1.1530 E-7

E) A 71 (&R

(1-R2)
o k2] 2 —_— L
2] ﬂ ar re) b F R (n_k_l)z
1. & ¢ = ¥ . 246 608.02 .343 .8471 E~7
2. &% A A ¥ .241 587.97 .518 .6219 E-7
3.9 A A ¥ .048 29, 67 .525 .6133 E-7

a2y, 223 o2 stepwise MREPE2 2 ENE e sfyo] tr &
1117} Aok 4 59 HgEol 43 9d3) 5Y3 (orthogonal)elx ¢
o, 2E 7 ¥FE°] & F& Mg v g dolspe
?Jat}. Eg, 2 WA H 8532 e partial Fo ge &3] Atgy
I e F X gl adiz Hg, ¥agd 57} fitkes Aot
as HEo a—FEe] A A BFE FAE dn 7] W&, Di-
llon & Goldstein(1984) & stepwise MRE, tAilzlo g &4 1
FE AW 49 “$L2” HETEE Foe %%?l Uy Az AG
F S Aadta
o]aﬁ_} 9 goA Wonnacatt & Wonnacatt(l1981) 2 HAH3 H4E

L&
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SrslE 7] £0 24 regression equation o 93 o EFH F& 9
2 ( Yi )¢ MSE(mean squared error)E& FH43g L A U3A
o, &, 5¢ H4E F7M Urksd leM (1-R?P ) (n-k-1)%¢] F
a7t 8 Q7R & 7EL 2 deve Aolth

(X6)2 AFAE £ v, DY AP “¥UF A F” & ALdtne, &

2 2E Al g8 Z99 348 ARFYEC A2 AxE eAYE B

5 gad Aoz Aad 4 ok
8@, A1aAF “AER 7N 8A AF brh —REA A4 A
a2 owl ggel 27EA, A8 59 “45FE 29 97 AdME

= e

e g

2 -

UF 93 Agg nystA] dopof I & Zolth
CRT e o8 3=

Al Gge g EREA AR A eMm & S Aok

CHT) AP| ¢2E 9?8 S0H2 A3 782 &M

3 TPMAM AR en, 2 WES

F1 F2 F3 F4q F 2
arE | Z2F9g 8| A E A2l 7+ Ab 7]
F1 3¢ A % 1 1 - 3 1 1
F2 #A 4 A % 2 3 2 2 2
F3 9 3 x & 3 2 = 1 3
olAL B E AFsle AFAL] A B, AF AL sMHE
g & doh 278 guledA 4 BIAEE AF §F 297 FAU 2 &4,
& Halx)o] m7] &2 AT (H5 > e (ET7)9 48 1H

3t |

=¥ 7l&old A Gl &7 FHE gHEed By 584

o2 Had & At Eoh

7.3 £AI—Canonical Correlation Analysis

Stepwise MR 24 $-2& A9 2 82 WA= AIAS (LRER)D
€ 44 SHAFE 3o 5Y A5 (AARE ) EA 4HE 7 = AFE

FEAE g UE €AE dAst 1A =g o delrt oA -89
e FTH AFLTH 59 HeoHe @AY £3& 531, Canon-
ical Correlation Analysis & F&stsiw sk, 1 o]+ Can.

Corr, Analysis’} stepwise MR Hrl& ©] duHksiEl model o)n,
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FTHEFTNY JE A E 28t FA (simultaneous) 4o
Ve B ofdel, duEHE FHFNA AAde v FY EFE Ho
o] 7b53l7] WEolth, 2RAL (FE6 )9 7+ A7) add EA oM HEHo
2 AANE R?9 7FE7F 34 o A& B2Y o7 € ol

A7l 207 1§ F¥7 9] Can. Corr., Analysis d3E (F
8 Yol AA &%t o Ao oj&td, RS 8o 4 2709 Canoni-
cal Function o] f2ju]gl Ao 2 welic

CHES8 ) M2 20t X3 /8 7i2 Canen.Corr.Analysis E1}

Canon, Canon, 9 Canon,

TREL W Function Function Function
W L 93L? W L 93L%| W L 952
?% 1S 71 .90 .89 .B6 -.15 -.18 .13 .26 .30 .09
;g 2528 | .38 .32 .11 .26 .34 Jd1 | =15 -.16 .03
%g 3 EF Z|-.06 -.07 .00 -.95 -.95 .86 | -.01 .01 .00
i 444 7+ ) .22 .19 .03 -.10 -.09 .00 | -.95 -.95 .88
3| 149X | .73 .69 .57 14 .19 .04 | -.63 -.69 .44
| 2#AXEE ] .63 .56 .37 -.53 -.57 .30 57T .61 .34
YUt 3¢FXETE | .26 .23 .06 .84 .84 .66 .53 .50 .23

Canon, R .54 . 32 .02

Canon.Root(R%) .29 .10 .00

x2 959.47 291.71 1.71

D.F 6.00 .00 2.00

Freju) =& .00 ' .00 .57

a5y, o2& R?e &7} §= Canonical RE Ztzt 4 Wz
(Y1) 3 59 e (Xk) oM &5+ principal component &)
9] Ztx=(angle) & 9jn3ls] &, R?2 & Yie} Xkeo} #§3ts @
== el Ao oy, z+ MEFEe linear combination 7ty
T WYL EAE ®oltp(Pedhazur, 1982 ; Hair et,al., 1979).
%, Yi-Y*3} Xk — X*o ABoM X* — Y*o] @A} Yoms
Xk—Yio] ZEE &3 E /M d84E F4stsE Aok (Dill-
on & Goldstein,1984),

- 315~



adme, 7 BeF delA ade s 49E NFEE W7 A%k St-
ewart & Love(1968)¢ redundancy ¥4¢& 3d3er, 1 43e
(9 )l AU

CE9) APl golmt Xi#l $% el redundancy 4 Fat

Canon, root vaiance redundancy proportion
extracted of total
Function (R?%, 1) (VP,VC) (R%.VP,R%..VC) Redundancy
FaHus
1 .29 .23 .07 ) .70
2 10 26 03 30
3 00 25 00 00
.74 .10 1.00
sas
1 29 28 08 67
2 10 36 04 33
3 00 37 00 00
1.01 .12 1.00

I A s, F4 W4T raw datark 2a e AF FIM =
Y W ol Az d¥EHe 9Ee, AWA canon. function
o2 1%, aglm $H4 functiono® 3%9 @& F&olx, =% 10
%) tEx Utk ole W HEH delrle A, 2 AN LH%—.% Ao
By 93ty oA (§8 )2 Eoiyt Bz sk

canon. function 19| canonical loadingg £ #, canonical
variate s} @7t 2 % w5 wie “BFG” (8D F C 2F
o7 (.32)0lth olES WHL W gtﬂd o ol Ee uFg e
BE BY wee SAE “AYAG” (.69), “BAANF” (.56), 22
«R e (.23) o2 vEhtn EE, o1F shAmel “AAA 7L ]
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ZFo] thi ¢fslt}, =, canon, function 29AE& canon. variate
o] 4ol “BFHA” (~.95)AFE Ho| YA T “TFJL” (,34) YA
FA] e HFE YEhln Aok e 2¥SY] BREo duEE Qes B
of, 2E3Y 4Z HrlFel EAstn UL AT 4 U}, E, 259 WA
Fe dPstedl Ve se 59 A5 $HE gAE 9 g” (.84) #
“UARNF" (-5 o2 FEH T Yok

ol#/¢g canonical loading o HZeo] @9l 49 Rl FUsls|
) o] (Gaensslen & Schubé, 1973 ; Moosbrugger, 1978), ca-
non, function 2] 7% 9] RS9 B3 uiol g go
M & gtk “« 2780 ta oL UE YELE Fol7] AMME &
A UF 49¢ A Bm, WAASHA A 48 AAAA Yrlo} @
t}”

ol49 ¥4 H7EL stepwise MR AAEY FAH Y4 L Tu 3
t}, 27L& Multiple Regressions] Canonical Correlation
Analysis 9] 3 E4% casedl:s AL 7MY 1 (Gaesslen &
Schubd, 1973) Bdd AolrlE AT, adlx ¥ AT step-
wise MR 3 Canonical Correlation Analysis & Wiz g e
Arge wele 2 g2 olf7t itk &, & Bol9 A 9%e 9
MM E dEFe A9 AFALE AANG 5 Yolok stn, 2 A S
®© A a8 R 47 & 1%, @ 4 AP] 2059 HZEL nEd A
QL A1 2%, @ A7) 43 18k AA A A 22089 FA n
Fe] deAdg =4 dolr,

&, "lA%te g, Canon. Corr. Analysis o AR E $e 22y
o A F¥ B dAclete BAH 2o e adHA Y §39
=M E AEstd (289 yol AAsAh

ol =4o] o3&y, T A7IE Zole dle 4 139 EE Yoz
HEA TR Eg FAO = WbEA, 2 gge 233 Exs A%
Aol e AU S obol AFAY £ Uk Aolth 133 Eg, & g
S 2Fe 8ol uYEHA Eatm Y FeolM + =F9 AFge o
HATE 2E0Y AP FYolates A3 ERs g9s)a o)y

%
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A8 % 3 A2 Y YR E

(.59)

T )
52 (. 89)
= + 1

@

a7y
(.32)

Ca@le ) ApIYYy |2 M43 SN AW 7Y =AM

Aol 7R Bl x, A7l ®a g BAg P Axs olAA f2lael
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ABSTRACT

A Study of Effective Leadership Style Improving Morale of the Korean
Army : An Application of Multivariate Techniques

Cho, Nam-Guk
Korean Military Academy

In the previous studies of military morale, the results were still insufficient
with regard to the conceptualization and measurement. Their major causes
were indirect approaches to the concept and the use of uni-dimesional
analysis.

In this study, therefore, military morale was directly approached to measure
as a type of mood and multivariate analysis were used. For this purpose, the
study consists of 2 parts. At first, 2 questionnaires for the measurement of
morale factors and leadership styles were developed, in which the data were
dealt with Principal-Axes Factor Analysis.

In the second place, stepwisc Multiple Regression and Canonical Analysis
were applied to look into the relationship between morale factors and
leadership styles.

These methods presented alternatives to determine the order of effective
leadership styles in various aspects. These are improving as follows: 1)
morale factors in seperate, 2) general morale in whole and 3) major morale
factors.

Especially, Canonical Analysis could offer a priority of goal setting for

morale improving ingeneral.
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