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Effects of Appearance-Related Sociocultural Pressure on Korean Men

and Women’s Body Dissatisfaction and Purchases of Goods

Lee jeong ha

Department of Mass Communication, The Graduate School,

Pukyong National University

Abstract

This study observes that appearance-related sociocultural pressure from parents,
friends, and mass media on Korean males and females leads to their body
dissatisfaction by forcing them to compare their bodies with others’; and to regard a
thin body as a social norm. Thus, the study aims to determine what effects this
dissatisfaction has on their goods purchasing; and to empirically clarify whether causal
relationship exists between the variables in this process.

Data was collected using a questionnaire, and reliability and validity of the
measurement tool were verified by selecting and surveying, as research subjects, 202
men and women living in Busan Metropolitan City. The survey was performed with
students and ordinary people living in Busan Metropolitan City from October 1
through November 1, 2015. For data analysis, statistical package of SPSS for windows
18.0 was used; and Pearson Product-Moment Correlation was measured between
research variables presented by this study. Afterwards, by means of multiple-group
analysis approach, path analysis of principle of cause and effect between individual
variables was made in accordance with research models presented by this study with

AMOS 6.0.
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The results are as follows:

As the result of research of hypothesis 1: Sociocultural pressure will have effects
on comparing one’s body with others’ and on regarding a thin body as a social norm,
it was found that only parental influence among sub-factors of sociocultural pressure
had significant effects on comparing one’s body with others’; and that all its
sub-factors had significant effects on regarding a thin body as a social norm, with
friends’ influence being the most significant effect.

As the result of research of hypothesis 2: Comparing one’s body with others and
regarding a thin body as a social norm will have effects on body dissatisfaction, it
was found that only the latter had significance effects on body dissatisfaction.

As the result of research of hypothesis 3: Body dissatisfaction will have effects
on goods purchasing, it was found that those who were dissatisfied with their bodies
purchased cosmetics, clothes, and accessories. Lastly, as the result of the investigation
into males’ and females’ attitudes towards body images, it was found that both males
and females thought their own bodies should be thinner than they actually were; and
that both males and females wanted their counterparts to have normal bodies while

females wanted their own bodies to be thinner than males wanted them to be.
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Thelen, 1996). 18]3 a2 (1984)2 XIFHAAE 49 73 - AP
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Z o
=

AE st Aolgt Aoskiar, AEA 2 (2001)+= 53] FAd7)
A7 s A Hs Gk rA= Yol M Ak xSt
Ut Hartup(1993)2 X77F ARSlA 7ee 58t @aAd 5 Qs
SR AMA, JAAA Adg AFsta, AepidI iAo @A
st vg- Qo JH o] Hopar skl
53] oAxpetAel o AlTzAdgelel et S AHA 0w dFS
O™ (Hill & Franklin, 1998), AFE=7] o SAERE ofye} gl 459
Aol 9)Eel et d=wiat FAA AAoln x| 7l Gz adAdo] vt
(Schwartz, Pharres, Tanleff—dunn & Thompson, 1999).
Keery et al.(2004)> A4 AA| g]Eof thst 752 =1, R}
&=

AR e A 57 ge AT W Jgo] APAQ A

BSHES WRIUA AR 28 =73 A 459

N
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c
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r
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ol
38

rir
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o

.

of% qelole} vrath Ao Je Fad7RE FFol e} A7t
A olold 4 3, AAA - AAA =G - ALE A Bdo] B o
FolX = Aol AT GEFE Polr] FAAH A9} R thEk <
A2 ARV AR g &S vE = doerg wg 2% aclott
53

173, A3l (2003) = ©]
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(Heinberg & Thompson, 1992).
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AHiARl 71l oA A A He Ale & UATh o7IA E AT
s 71E AT o oo r i FAdE gdeR Fd d7E o
el HY ez & Zlojth A ghel SlojA

(Social agents) o.& Z&HT F Ql& ¥ "%

& Crawford 2006).

2. ALAM] 1

H A8 A (Festinger, 1954) 7} A|Qtst Als] Hln o]&S HlE O R 3¢

ANE NG AA W Ao B, om, AF, e g AAH 5

OS8R A UL nmsks AR AAe SRR e &
ZRE WART 4T NI A A9 B 7 ek Auge s

Moz gARe W FHHA Aol o AF dehdrky AT w9
229 1997) & AL Aok WFeIA AHg] wlae] ol A, A47,

P54 A% pvonty sark. @A Ase F2 ouE 1EH Jel
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o} yddsto] Wol o] Folx=d|, Hlwr|Ed AztE 27| eke] Aol7} F4¢
=, 5 FAAYA Eeol A Agoll 2N o] AW, 1 Apolvt
Ad = A, AT, Fow A7) vEl 9 A el 4717 4
1 (Oliver, 1980), 53] 7i<lo] FostA ABztsh= 442 9ol
=9 7HA4 o] ¥ AR Y (Higgins, 1987).

A vlae AR vl o] ZolAHE Al Bl=dE gl
(Festinger, 1954), A 7tA o072 FH Lo Az g0 QAW AMES 7]
Z AYE7IE st (Gilbert, Giesler, & Morris, 1995; Morse &
Gergan, 1970), &< A3 =g SAS AYA &2 A dide
2% o] Rt} (Gilbert, Giesler, & Morris, 1995; Morse & Gergan,
1970). B3 A% vlues 27| & &7)0A HEEHE FFor AR
o st AMES Bl 7|EC R AbeETh fololEE e of/ido] ¥R
Aol whE A Y ARE Eo9FE Flo] I F2 il & 5 AT (e]A
A, 2005).

d=3 F=(Lennon & Rudd, 1994)& AkE] vl o]&& 7|%2& Alx
RS A=, o] Bl gshd oy ek ARS|E3Stel| o] Al
IR E AbEEe]l 159 RE Fxdta Al vlwstr] $3te] A
© A VEoR WdstEy, o)A TEo] EEdly] f1ste] HoloE
F 52 sPEEY 22 AR Ry BEs olFojdt
ATl ALY ALA] oA E oA opFolal FN Tl o g
AbelEst Q1A o] HU oAl ofH YT F=A A

A} wht,
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chRe AFSIEEHY 215l o8] vhE BulE F2801 A48 Ha
=3

ol wdIh7l= A2 AW, vieE wwlE FAAHA A qf

(social norm) &% WrolzolAl Hro}h ARs|A o= miE FwlE 7HA = A
o] Arj} upEA s o7 wolSolx vl wal ol AlA wE AT
= 2ot F vk AAE AA olu A= AZ4E vkE mufel gk o

(perceived thinness norm)e°l Wz} IA F&FS Wwe=re= A
%1 9™ (Thompson, Heinberg, Altabe, & Tantleff—Dunn, 1999), v}&
wifoll gk ALl ©<es] A2t shevt e o]E WStz =Tkl
el AA olm| Ao FEFe mX= Tt EEbH] 7] st (Bergstrom &
Neighbors, 2006).

oAl mE A WHEst= JiRle], ulE mulE oldstE Ar3sl A
AA oA E AA ] o] A THXE HWolEo] F&ate As Rt ()
A, olwlgf, A3 F, 2007; Thompson & stice, 2001). w2 A|FHS
oldgsty IR UdHEels AL A 2RSS 53T 5 gloH
(Thompson & stice, 2001), H3st A3 E314 b2t 4AlA] EXES 119
#AAE wjzistota 88 F vk (Cusmano & Thompson, 1997; Heinberg
et al., 1995). 183 =8 dAFrol A= o]AQl wtE Aol thet f
Hatel AA &Rt BE7F FoeA vEbRT e, 20075324
2007). ol2lgt o] Al ukE AFel| et A= tFWiAE SalA e
7}Vsdheh 8kl ¥ 19t &< (Heinberg & Thompson, 1995) o]AkA ¢l
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i
£
iy
)

FE A olulA g A el e JFEe FAP 159 A
oA ol MBAES Bael B wdo] dasty uPHALE &
galshs A9 noth w8 A7) Aol U BREL} e5E, o
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A A QA %3] 2006904 AAL).

7. AR ERS wAL vHo] &7

mjaujeof ek ALA ofu] x| ko] makel AHEI A A Es AuR,
2o A A3 viE avls Axehe A oln A mivo] wA|
A7F o] AAl owlA] wkHIze} Apof nbfHite] JIFE wA = Aom
A It (Myers & Biocca, 1992; Stice & Shaw, 1994; Aln|4,
1997; Harrison & Cantor, 1997; Turner, Hamilton, Jacobs, Angood
& Dwyer, 1997).

Harrison# Cantor(1997) 9] Ao m=H, vt 5ojE 7 TV 7Y
HE7F 2dsts 2RO¥S Wol 5 A4 F&8AE0] vE sWE %
a2k ks S5 S AoA Bdval sl 3 vtjo] v ke AL
39 dZeM = vE wrlE AEsAY Adzsts vigo] #AX (TPM)

7F #2459 o)A mlel thEt Vel dF= AL, AUAA vt

AA EHEI ikl AYATE e HES
A2 (Goethals, 1986)% AH3] wlmw o 2¢] HolA Aele] virof o]
sk A Blast] Avkn dEgor], e

oAt SeR SelF AFHoR wuws) WEN Arkn FFSHAC
A

ol % Qg AEL ulAe] Uehd AAE oA A4 ouA % 15}
of A9l 9wg Hrlskt 7Eow 47l Hol Al Al e B
2 700 ek Adele 53] 929 ujge] Az FAHY] WE
of 9|7} e olel walAq HAAA HE ol A BRHow AAY
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A A JiQle] AeorETel BAY e A A (@EAs-A053,
2005).
)7 (2000) > oIS thd o= AlA olm ] #d dyn]d =Fo
ZARE shlsd A Ee] 22O
= B BN =71 wkE Fullel tigh A ZkQl 1A o wet Al E
AA] g mkESgdel] IF¥E viA= o= dEETh oo v
(2002) 2 2598 = O vE amlE dxsts g vy s B
AR A 55 o] e HHeE 10wzt AFsHA & A 11
AA ERES] tid AdS sl e M E AT e vdes
!

A 2 Al Wl AA 2ol s A JER

Fuet #AS AFME Hlsest A7t YER=dl, Thompson¥}
Hirschman(1995)2 dlewstel FaelA dxu= o]dste 414
(idealized body)? E&H5L 7o R st Al AlAef tsiA EY

lo] Ao S ZE 5 vtso Ay o7 Aol EF T (self—esteem) =
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S Zta FoEE A FAEA

Cash(1990) = AlAlolmx]= ngwo] A ot &4 wistst=d], o
= =0 "WgZ Fu BdEo] AAlel g As Aslsle Qo=
Z--gatm ol wel AAE FHFE ooy WA 3 FF S5 F
&l AAle] QR Wl qF sto M A o FHS WAl
=

A olm A o) o)E Y] dFeol #E A= Al 1% Ruddgh
Lennon(2000) "= oA tfdoz A1A oln| x|} QR z] 3P o
&l AAATE stk I A A A TARS Y] oA 1o TE:

AT, Y, AY SO dehgor], AT oY 2ES BU Anwes
ZoA ot a9tk WA B o4 e UHOE @ 243 (2003) 9
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409 114 5.4%
a1 Zo]s} 978 4.5%
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om g2 o] AR it 7] 180cm FAF o FARD B FHA T2kg

166cm , o=} o]d#Ql B+t =57 5lkg, %A H3t 7] 161cm, 4
Ha HF7 55kg ® UERR

g 2> AL UdX B 7|, 554 oldH 7|, 74

P . 7 =457
sl Sl skl Sl ESE: Ry
e 654 (32,2%) 175cm 180cm 75kg 72kg
o] 1374 (67.8% 161cm 166¢cm 55kg 51kg
3. AT

R EEE I

— A2} 8F A & (Tripartite Influence Scale—Revised: TIS—R)

R e, vt A4 ojulAe] v AR YL FPet]

9 &l Kerry, van den Berg % Thompson(2004)0°] 7§@t3t 2bx}od sk

o
0[

R

% (Tripartite Influence Scale—Revised: TIS—-R)E ¥ 4(2006) 7}
R 5 A AT o] AL F 438Fow TAH Yo
% 60005 QA58 AA YL e 54
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H A (Exploratory factor analysis: EFA)3}

el
Cronbach’s agk
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st ek,
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Al A]
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=
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(Principal component analysis)H

AW 3 A (Varimax rotation)
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o] FH& ol &3st= A AHAES Adstes F5E Zotvo] AAA
oM ZAHAET AL Zo]ly] Y8 wH o= Cronbach's a AFE
o] &k W o] Wol ARSI At

Cronbach’s a A2 32 7|=ol st Van & Ferry(1980)= LWk
O 2 06017l SAHET A E vk glvka skl

c)

(1) 848 QoA 9 A
- gME (8RR ¢
=, Al

2 oAgd olgd AWM FA, FRIFE, 179Gl ug 29l
B4 A <E 3> AlAHe 9
2219l & 3f3(Eigen-Value) 10135 7|5F2o 2 31929, 0.6°]%49
22l AAjgro] 271 f.glo)iel vEtves FEES AAsITE ofH 3 BHY
A AFTES B89 dEgiAdEe 107 2 F 5 EFe] AAHN,
G 207) wF F 157 =&l AAHNY. 2 I
o] 137 #3 &, 871 ol AAHATH
WA FA AN 0, w2, AT AT E)d ok g
A= <E 4> AAEo] gl
2219l & 3f4(Eigen-Value) 101735 7|F2o 2 31901, 0.6°]%49
22l AAjgro] 271 fglo)iel vty FEES AASITE ol H 3 BHY
<, o7 &3ko] AlAH
W e 107] 3, S/l Al AEAT. 2E A arEE

3
sholl tigh 1270 &% F 871 =&l AAHAAL, AFTfel i &



¥ 4> 4 Cronbach's a9 25 069732 438t

al
A AbEE AT AFEAde] e AoR wdst

Factorl Factor2 Factor3 ERat
FRY313 0.917 -0.086 -0.032 0.849
FRY314 0.908 -0.108 -0.042 0.837
FRF 16 0.906 -0.096 -0.058 0.833
FRYF12 0.904 =03 %2 -0.013 0.833
F R FE5 0.876 -0.088 -0.029 0.777
o 5w A9 -0.086 0.865 -0.003 0.755
o 5wl A1 8 -0.095 0.863 -0.096 0.763
el A10 -0.047 0.829 -0.060 0.693
o 5wl A4 -0.100 0.824 0.033 0.689
o 5w A5 -0.137 0.752 0.131 0.602
742 -0.001 -0.022 0.834 0.696
1994310 0.008 -0.024 0.829 0.687
1999313 -0.030 -0.027 0.828 0.688
-4 %3 -0.052 0.015 0.819 0.673
g 77 -0.077 0.063 0.761 0.589
gk 4.128 3.481 3.355
Ak 27.517 23.207 22.366
A 27.517 50.724 73.090
Cronbach’sa 0.946 0.899 0.873
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<E 4> Mo HMX QolFN

Factorl Factor?2 Factor3 Factor4 Et
2 A H] L1 0.860 0.144 0.099 0.014 0.769
A1 A W] a2 0.843 -0.009 0.033 0.038 0.714
2 A 1] 18 0.840 0.134 0.152 0.044 0.749
2 A\ 9 0.829 0.072 0.011 0.014 0.693
2 A\ 13 0.824 0.048 0.134 0.147 0.721
A A B2 0.023 0.837 0.188 0.077 0.742
A A B3 0.089 0.832 0.207 0.084 0.750
A A B S 0.053 0.822 0.153 0.074 0.708
A A B4 0.127 0.813 0.196 0.084 0.723
AA BT 0.112 0.702 p. 312 0.101 0.613
uEE51 353 0.038 0.209 0.837 0.045 0.748
nE R 3k 0.112 0.204 0.832 0.156 0.771
- EF T 85 0.165 0.285 0.797 0.207 0.787
nfEEgFst2) 0.128 0.376 0.740 0.090 0.713
T o] = 0.074 0.081 0.042 0.850 0.737
T o= 0.048 0155 0.084 0.833 0.727
Tl & =6 0.044 0.044 0.061 0.819 0.679
T o] = 0.046 0.062 0.222 0.728 0.585

) 3.631 3.615 2.927 2.756

% A 20.174 20.082 16.262 15.312

% 74 20.174 40.256 56.518 71.829

Cronbach’sa 0.902 0.892 0.886 0.839
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A RMRgto] #&5% 4
Ade wdow (FAr TEARAFNFDE BEHA FRHAZ 09

uth 29 2 Agne wEAvhy ¥ & A

1) AAWAF 304 2034

o

AR FEAHFNA, ATFDE, FRIP B FALARYL 44
A3 vs <E H>olA B wel o] x*=93441, df=83, p=0.203
GFI=0.944, AGFI=0.919 RMR=0.031, NFI=0.954, CFI=0.995, RMSEA=0.025
2 REe] ARE AN FEAE A0 ek £d E75

AgE 060170l o™, foaE 5%oA 2kt

TN SRR | HERSAT | EESAT SUE. t-value | p-value
5w A4 1 0.689
i Z mf Al 0.791 0.62 0.068 11.609 | 0.000
Al | e A8 1.454 0.892 0.13 11171 | 0.000
<z Hf A9 1.321 0.862 0.121 10951 | 0.000
ol == A110 1.217 0.802 0.118 10.316 | 0.000
a2 1 0.665
g3 0.927 0.645 0.068 13711 | 0.000
AT | 27937 1.217 0.761 0.135 8.994 0.000
-4 FF10 1.249 0.805 0.134 9.349 0.000
-4 &F13 1.185 0.821 0.125 9.457 0.000
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HR Q5 1 0.814
F-R G2 1.072 0.887 0.07 15370 | 0.000
R | F-Rg R 1.076 0.915 0.067 16.100 | 0.000
H-3d 34 1.042 0.913 0.065 16.041 | 0.000
H-3. 4316 1.119 0.866 0.063 17.834 | 0.000
Aoz x*=93441, df=83, p=0.203 GFI=0.944, AGFI=0.919 RMR=0.031,
NFI=0.954, CFI1=0.995, RMSEA=0.025

WA (rhE R, AAN R, AAEES AF el thdk Fele e
28 AAE A S <E 6>ol4 HE Hbeh 7ol y*=171.412, df=125,
p=0.004 GFI=0916, AGFI=0.885 RMR=0.035, NFI=0.924, CFI=0.978,
FA7E AoR e

RMSEA=0.043% tjF&o] A= AR FS &
ol 3 3R 06040, folaa 5%l A 793t

TR e BEZSAS | EZSAS| SE | t-veue | pvalue
"2 H 83 1 0.767
| rreEEs 1.062 0814 | 0089 | 1188 | 0.000
e B 85 1147 087 | 009 | 12742 | 0000
PFEETWEL 1047 0799 | 009 | 11635 | 0000
A A AL 1 0.839
AAFEL g ) o 0.961 0761 | 0069 | 13924 | 0.000
REEEE 0.983 0.837 | 0077 | 12696 | 0.000

- 44 -



21 A B L8 1.043 0.784 0.088 11.838 0.000
21 A 8] L9 0.983 0.717 0.093 10.532 0.000
A A B2 1 0.772
A A E 3 0.99 0.789 0.065 15.255 0.000
A jﬂ}_% ® A ERr= 1.051 0.802 0.098 10.683 0.000
A ERr= 1.069 0.767 0.105 10.165 0.000
A ERr= 1.075 0.751 0.104 10.381 0.000
T & =2 1 0.801
T & =3 0.688 0.654 0.076 9.1 0.000
Al
T & =5 1.031 0.817 0.091 11.36 0.000
T & =6 0.953 0.741 0.091 10.42 0.000
A% s X*=171.412, df=125, p=0.004 GFI=0.916, AGFI=0.885 RMR=0.035, NFI=0.924,

CFI1=0.975, RMSEA=0.043
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<®E 7> 7HE e

WA | A7 | FEGE DA | vrEETE | AA S| Al
o 5 e Al 1.000
A4 0.010 1.000
R -0.218+* | -0.076 1.000

AL A B 2 0.114 0.085 0.154= 1.000

ket 0.060 0.222+% | 0.163* | 0.252%%: 1.000

A &= 0.092 0.034 0.150+ | 0.214% | 0.566%*:x* 1.000

A7 0.064 | 0.251%#++ | 0.124 0.144% | 0.290%#* | 0.235%* 1.000
wxxl p<0.001
wx2 p<0.01
x p<0.05
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623.129, df=471 p=0.000, GFI=0.853, AGFI=0.825., RMR=.051,

vhebsteh X

0.872m CFI=0.965, RMSEA=0.040 ©. = tj

Aoz Jepsttl weba

JEaZis )

NFI=

<k
A

161
rr

ol
60

Kd

)
v

RMSEA

0.040

CIF1

0.965

NFI

0.872

RMR

0.051

AGFI

0.825

GFI

0.853

ol A4 F 43

p—value

.000

df

471

623.129
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Aol wE AAR w(F=.141, p>.05) disulAl] wE AA6 (3
=.155, p>.05)= 71AHAa,  FRGFe] i AAm L (p=.239,
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ZE HEEsH A1 | EEsHA5 SE. t-value p-value
g oA A B 0.178 0.141 0.098 1.816 0.069
o= Al -4 A H] 0.164 0.155 0.084 1.943 0.052
H R G oA A m 0.195 0.239% 0.065 3.022 0.003
o) vl Al - w25 v 0.18 0.168: 0.083 2.162 0.031
AT ot E v 0.332 0.259+*x: | 0.104 3.202 0.001
H2 g 3ortE = 0.209 0.252++x: | 0.064 3.25 0.001
v 2 -4l A 2 R 0.562 0.625%x=: | 0.077 7.344 0.000
A w4 A 2 v 0.083 0.091 0.062 1.34 0.18
A E REE— A F v 0.366 0.302+=x: | 0.101 3.639 0.000
wx p<0,001
wx p<(.01
* p<0.05
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whEo] o We S mHthE ME Ao REAOT AAH L
(Dittmar & Howard, 2004), v}& Hwfjof] st Als]|& qFH3R T ALA)
Hw7F A A E95E H Fos 53tk 52 o)A (2005) 9

Aot e Ao® ek

S 4 5 itk AR hE e Qg AA] Wl o] Fo] XA
A EREAAE GEFE VIAA XS ol = 1 Hgle] 12 vhE w5
w7t S ohs e Al 5 fdedle]] Wi TR, 2159 $-8
= gt dukelo] ofYol” = A7 o R EwE/bA] 7HA] ¥ de Ml
T ate Zlo g s Al7|E A AEHA W BERNESS Folx ¢S

A
ZEA AL Qle7h B ARSI A AReA tE AlEER Rladls W, A
Aoz I4FE= A BEFo] ofjwdtrlel] osf AA =wsHe 4
= AE7F H Aval @nkal ojoprlakgivh. wEk g-2ubEr Jy Akl
A U AR HluE Feld ddske FEAA AME S ALY
AA B0 A He ARTs vk wvi7h ofsdETal et
7] W Zell Aol AlAel ERkSeks Alojetal & ¢ it

7Hd 39 A7rddE B AA ERbES ke Al e sEeR <

sto] B, X, T, AAMYE FUE S AoE dEkt a3l
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3o pght) ol ojAo] FA KT AlAe] tiE wEgo] y yria
B ¢ ot Ao Y BE A AlAe "R o vkE AE
o 28 AYE FPornE AN AAuct o Dol frke AZE

St o @ 4 vk 23 Pzt vleks oy AYe nE B

o ugeh o A% wW P oy BT wheke o4 APL
A3 vhe Bulat FFA Bolel dis el ¥tk 1em A
o whebs g AP e B g4e BASAT A4lo] Hhek of
ool AFel ek 474 Az itk ARHow YA g A
guk Y5 o ool ke ¥ Agaga 5 ol

B2ste AYRt o BE B olojof Atk A & F vk
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w7 ol
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(18 4] Xztsel MHED SYET

<% 10> MAbv|uw ZHZH3

k! o] A A ¥ B o] de] A3
Bt 3.6000 4.1385 3.2923

e N 65 65 65
XFEHA .88034 1.50911 1.02657
31t 2.6934 4.3869 3.5693

S N 137 137 137
XEAEA .95918 1.27330 1.07646




AR EFA e old wlE Be E JEm AF BuHe mE
qA BAE gues 99 edow 9 LA ok ddarsls W
ol tgt de ol UMFTe wual Axed, old AAE ¥

=
Auk AFES] W v S Bolthux el s 2 2k A ag
o= UM Ao WAL WY A% ol U g mrjx 2ol o @y
9 AEdos BAds ddow BARE A4 o 140 obd £E 9

s Azl =uh o2 mFdls g ASZE MEA] offE 1 X4

B oATM F2 44PN 4] g8l AeHQd A 3P
& A% FHEE Sobn] As) AgSATHE HelA 29 7t 9

1
o 71E ATeld A BUES AAgOE olsisy) da Wdow u

(Dykens & Grerrad, 1986; Katzman & Wolchik, 1984; Kendler,
1991; Mintz & Beiz, 1988; ShisYn}, Pazda, & Crago, 1990)°]4 =t
7147974 (Pelletier, Dion & Levesque, 2004) % th*]7]% (Hasking,
2006) = H=HoEA HEdt AAERESH] WA= A8 dE 5 3l
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