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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to analyze longitudinal effects of child abuse and neglect on children’s self-esteem
and the mediating role of peer attachment in the process. By using data measured across three time points

3" grade data, 7" grade data ,and 9" grade data) in the 4" grade elementary school student panel (n=2,044) participating
in the Korean Children & Youth Panel Survey (KCYPS), the study performed autoregressive cross-lagged modeling
analysis. The main results of this study were as follow. First, child abuse, neglect, peer attachment, and self-esteem
each statistically significant and positive effect on the same variable in later periods and thus all variables showed
moderate continuity over time. Second, the higher the levels of child abuse and neglect in the prior periods, the lower
peer attachment in the later periods, and the higher peer attachment in prior periods, the higher self-esteem in the
later periods; so, the cross-lagged effects between variables were suggested. while children’s peer attachment fully
mediated the effect of child abuse on self-esteem, children’s peer attachment partially mediated the effect of child
neglect on self-esteem. Finally, we suggested the negative effects of child maltreatment on children’s self-esteem, would
be alleviated by peer support.
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B Aqidel 71E54S AE A= Table 19] A > gymga

Al=o] itk B el Frste s AuRy, ol

o} oy BF tj&7} 1Fo| 7Y Bkttt 53] oA 1) AJolzZ7}+
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(Table 1) The family characteristics of participants

Ar|zzo] gsktt. ATt 7g e Akt Hat THAIRS

Category Frequency(%)
Graduate school graduates 108 (5.7)
University graduates 817 (42.8)
, . College graduates 202 (10.6)
Fathers educational level High school graduates 734 (38.4)
Middle school graduates 48 (2.95)
Total 1,909  (100.0)
Graduate school graduates 54 (2.8)
University graduates 673  (34.7)
R . College graduates 293 (15.1)
Mothers” educational level High school graduates 880  (45.4)
Middle school graduates 38 (2.0)
Total 1,938  (100.0)
Management occupation 218 (11.8)
Professional occupation 229  (12.4)
Office occupation, 331 (17.9)
Service occupation 255 (13.8)
Sales occupation 150 (8.1)
Fathers’ job classification Agriculture/fishery 42 (2.3)
Functional occupation, 227 (12.3)
Equipment/machinery occupation 232 (12.5)
Simple labor 153 (8.3)
Soldier 16 (0.9)
Total 1,853  (100.0)
Management occupation 26 (2.0)
Professional occupation 365 (28.6)
Office occupation, 234 (18.4)
Service occupation 243 (19.1)
, . . . Sales occupation 213 (16.7)
Mothers’ job classification Agriculture/fishery 18 (1.4)
Functional occupation, 33 (2.6)
Equipment/machinery occupation 34 (27
Simple labor 109  (8.5)
Total 1,275  (100.0)
Less than 20 million won 255 (12.5)
21 ~40 million won 684  (33.6)
Annual average household 41 ~60 million won 715 (35.2)
income 61 ~80 million won 243 (11.9)
More than 81 million won 137  (6.7)
Total 2,034  (100.0)
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Child abuse A Child abuse A | chidabuse
(Time 1) (Time 2) (Time 3)
D () H
1
Peer attachment B tachment |G B Peer attachment |8
(Time 1) (Tim (Time 3)
E
Self-esteem c | Self-esteem c o Self-esteem
(Time 1) - (Time 2) (Time 3)
[Figure 1] Hypothesized research model(child abuse)
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(Time 1) (Tirm / (Time 3)
: (o)
1
Self-esteem c Self-esteem c | Self-esteem
(Time 1) (Time 2) (Time 3)

[Figure 2] Hypothesized research model(child neglect)
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(Table 2) Descriptive statistics and correlations between variables(n=2,044)

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1. CA(Tine 1)
2 (N(Tine 1) 249"
3. PA(Tine 1) A 7/
4, SH(Tine 1) 3687 AT 55T
5. CA(Tine 2) 327 M6 -100 -1397
6. (NTine 2) N E I ) I - A/ A <
7. PA(Tine 2) BT A (/A . S ) I L
8. SHTine 2) 18T et 267 3950 w207 -3690 468
9. CATine 3) 7/ 7 NS | V'S V' S 7 )M - SRS [* M [
10. ON(Tine 3) ) AN 7 AN ) 7 A [+ S & N . SIS (Y M [+ S v
11. PA(Tine 3) B/ ) M7 S M (¢ A A ) MR () I ¥ A
12. SHTine 3) TV 1 M ) & MO < : MR 13 I 7 M S - - R o/ . ¢ 7 M. |
M 1764 1563 306 3015 171 1763 3097 3057 1639 1805 314 2%5
SD 637 45 50 44 675 518 40 455 607 54 4
Skewness 1011 83 -9 -4 102 13l 088 -174 1129 09 03 -1
Kurtosis 1.052 o219 87 84 007 082 061 1365 310 -037 27

Note. CA = child abuse; CN = child neglect;

self-esteem; M=mean; SD=standard deviation.

“p < 0L

4 sy, weleps, AdolEst q 9l
WA AN AT AF2dg D] A 2F

]__,_1:1 )\].Eol/&% ya=tel

it o

- Model 1:
- Model 2:

- Model 3:

- Model 4:

- Model 5:

- Model 6:

- Model 7:

HO =

olmat Aok 2w
Rt A7EAAA) el

2]

7VeHA| 9= 71

Ol-ﬁ OBL

DY Ak 7R Y

Eefofzte] 2718 HA(B)ll thal &

U Aks 7Rk 2y

Aolezztel A71BAAHCS! i)
=4 Aeks 713 nE
Hoshe} wajo)zt 7&9] WA A

(D)ol U3l U Ake 71et 2
Eefofaia} Aok ) A

FE) dhel BUA Ak 7 1Y
Do) weleld el QAT

PA = peer attachment; SE =

F)ell el T2 Aok
ool 2o} Aozt z
(G)ell thsll T AkE 71k =
- Model 9: ®x&ttjjo} Alo}&E7t 71o] 2} i At
(H)ell thel L AoF& 7Het =23

- Model 8:

-

ool o7l mdl F o] RS 317] 913, Model
1e|A] Model 9¢l] o]27]7}4] =abA o=, o] rdle} o
S el FREFAAT alEiiEddS vlaske]
AP (<Table 3> =), A AH3F nie} o] 7}
Zte] mele 7]ER 2] Model 18 ARto & oldnd s
EF WAlelnz, i AolFg s, BEe| =)
of kA ke M A9l ACFL ATLL A
RMSEA® 3 1#fste] FH4 o2 desiolrt. 4
Brsdie] A7|sAAGel s Fdd AFE s
Model 22 Model 17} B|ia] B, A y’o] 3.272(df=1,
p>.05)2 SAIFoR on] A ¢k vHAH, Model 29]

QALY
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FEsithiet &lo| A9 XfolESH| nlxl= FHH

gk Eefoi=te| ohrH =zt 9

TLI$} RMSEA7} Model 19} H]3l] tha: 8dwo], 2w
gh)e] 28| AAGF7E AlRe] ARsharE U5l f
A= Qdet. Egk el dta AfolEghe] 24713 H A
thaf] FUA AekS 75 Model 33 Model 4= 747t o]
Az E(Model 2, Model 3)7 Blms] A xPo] EAHo=
Sju7h e, Akl ol e wA| B ACFL A
TLI, ARMSEA =25 b AF3l A ATl A5
TYA 71l FeE o] Algte] AEtHEAME 7 wile]
ol eHH oz {A =

3t prshjel weofal, wejolaty) AlolEFTt 1t
o] WA AR =A3t AoES 7FsF Model 59
Model 62 Z}2} o] & dl(Model 4, Model 5)7} v]uls]

/\Zo"l

o mpRe 2, A F77hA] A jIRlE 1he] A HE
I gl WA AR I HAARIA] of ™ Algto] et
A EASRE -AQIAl dotET] fE eabEtisd
AZS 248 Model 7, Model 8, Model 9 2% z}2} o
Amde vlms] A o] BAHoR oulglx] ¢kon A
CFl, ATLI, ARMSEA T3+ #3537} gAY dds]o] 2
Aol g HelEe] A5 AR B kA AR
7]. ;q/qolo] o]?&ﬂohq_
oFellAl AAIE d#e] A

o

o O
oXx i

—_

a=Xe)
o=

3, B dTlMe

A HAZo] BT 9=F Model 98 HErd= AA
stglon, o] mdle] FxAFE A AF= <Table

4>0] AAIE0] k. <Table 4>ol ofal o] @A Q] 3

Ax'ol BAHoE ofuiglA] egtor], ACFL, ATLL ®8H, oz, Aoleszhe o|Falge] Rust(8

ARMSEAL W3} gAY dgo 2 Wolgke] nixl  =327~.372, p<.001), ol 2H(5=.305~.315, p<.001),

AAz} T3 Agke] BUSPEME RO Z A AREETH 362~ .380, p<001)e] EF FAHOoZ
(Table 3) Invariance Test of ACLM for child abuse, peer attachment, and self-esteem(n=2,044)

Model X DF CFI1 TLI RMSEA AXZ(DF) ACFI ATLI ARMSEA
Model 1 249.071 16 .949 .886 .084 - - - -
Model 2 252.343 17 .949 .891 .082 3.272(1) 0 .005 -.002
Model 3 259.613 18 947 .895 .081 7.270(1) -.002 .004 -.001
Model 4 267.596 19 946 .897 .080 7.983(1) -.001 .002 -.001
Model 5 267.878 20 .946 903 .078 .282(1) 0 .006 -.002
Model 6 267.878 21 .946 908 .076 0o(l) 0 .005 -.002
Model 7 270.013 22 946 911 .074 2.135(1) 0 .003 -.002
Model 8 270.013 23 .946 916 .073 0(1) 0 .005 -.001
Model 9 270.091 24 .946 919 .071 .078(1) 0 .003 -.002

(Table 4) Parameter estimates of final ACLM for child abuse, peer attachment, and

self-esteem(n=2,044)

Parameter b(S.E.) £
Child abuse — Child abuse . .
. . .341(.014) £=327 /6=.372
(autoregressive coefficient)
Peer attachment — Peer attachment e .
. . .289(.014) 5=315 /6=.305
(autoregressive coefficient)
Self-esteem — Self-esteem . -
. . .363(.014) Bi=362 /=380
(autoregressive coefficient)
Child abuse — Peer attachment - sk
. -.051(.010) B=-.071 /B=-.078
(cross-lagged coefficient)
Peer attachment — Self-esteem - .
.065(.014) B=.071 /6=.068

(cross-lagged coefficient)

Note. b = unstandardized coefficient; 5 = standardized coefficient; 5=

standardized coefficient between

Time 1 and Time 2; 5= standardized coefficient between Time 2 and Time 3.

sekok

p < .001.

- 377 -



10 slMEtnlEks|X| M27R 55 2018

Soln)3lk Aol ks n|xt). wal o] WAA ] sl
= oA ] B ol 2H(5=-.078 ~-.071, p<.001)°] &
AXoR frojulet H1 JFs, o]HAIHe Fefjofate
o|F A ] AolEFT o BAIZ 0w o] A g
(5=.068~.071, p<.001)& W]z}

ghd ATEA 4ol AAE 253 S3hddl

Bt (Time 1)7} S8t 38hdo] ¥ $o X
1
1=

o

=

> 2
oo o

(e

3]
=4
==

o

=
R

S
(Time 3)ell m|X|= FaFell o] Fota 13hdol 34
Lo} Z(Time 2)9] T4 v/ ads FEXEY:
25 2834 dolt Ad, BRI} AfolEFtd
2= @l o] ol Rte] miyjad= FAH SR o
mE Ae= YETHb=-.008, p<.01). t8-0] -5}
H(Time 1)7} zpol&F3H(Time 3)of W& 2320 9
T2 YERHA] 9820 ZM(b=-.024, p=.148), Hefjol =}
2 pushrl AolEFgtd v)xE 9 ¢ mivl

(complete mediating) }$JT}.

Mmoo o 1

Vel

)
i)

=y

2) wuel, weolR, AokEFel A7|AmAA
Ay 2473}

Dwsish B st Eefohd, Aol
F9A ABBAE AN A% Agnde 47

37 Slal FREL SAFRAEUY AFE A

o2 A o & #lsh offis} o] 97e] BN

- Model 1: oJust A|<kw 7lelA] L= 7|8 27
- Model 2: ¥-xu}le] z17]3|HAZ(A)] tlal] T

A AekE 7k 28

- Model 3: Eefiol2te] 27131 Al(B)ll sl &<
8 Aok 71 =¥

- Model 4: AfokEz3te] 2718 #AAC)ell sl &
4 At 71 29

- Model 5: Eqla} wejoll 2} ghe] wapx| A5
Dyell sl FUAd Aoke 71 2

- Model 6: Eeefjoll 23} Aol=g4} ghe] wabx| 1Al
E)ell thsl T2 Ake 71t 28

- Model 7: F-m<]a} sEefolzt zhe] @ 2hg-21HF)

o tiell T Aoke 7ht 23

Eefel 2t} AopEaih 1he] Akt

@)l thal FLA Aoke 7he 2

- Model 9: #EQ)3} Apobg3h 1he] eafgiat

- Model 8:

(H)ol el SAA Aoke 718t =3

ol’de] o7llel Bl 5 Aol mElS 7] 93], Frd}
t)o} £U3H Model 16114 Model 90 o] 271712 £&=3}
Hog, oldrndy vgrd ko] TxEUAAY o
2HEd/dS vlwsle] BA3HSItH(<Table 5> #=x). $-
Skl o] A7) s HA IR Hsl] FUA Ak 713k
Model 22 Model 17} B|ws] B, A y’o] 3.471(df=1,
p>05)2 SAX SR on] 9JA] 2 WHH, Model 29| A
TLI®} ARMSEA”7} Model 19 H]3] tha ad=m A
CFI 5k A ATollx] #AAIg L4 7ol 7350
Hrrlel 27|38 AIF7E Aol AABHEAME QM A
o2 FAHE Aoz AckEIck =3k waljol 2t lo}
E7e ANFHAS Hel T3 AkS TR
Model 33} Model 4= 242} o] d(Model 2, Model 3)
I uws B9, Axle] BAHZ ofus} gllon), A
CFI, ATLI, ARMSEA7} A& edFtolla] AAIEH FAUA
7)ol HgEo] Algte] sl ® 7 wele] &Y
o] eHgH oz {A ULt

ot pkln) wefof ), ozt zlelEgt 7k
o] WARAQAAIF FUE ARS 7IgE Model 59}
Model 6 Z+z}+ o]z dl(Model 4, Model 5)3} B3|
2, Axo] BAHoZ ou]glA] ggkor, ACFL A
TLI, ARMSEA 53t Haprl giAY dw]o] A4
B} ek Abo] ARl E eHgF o7 fA|EE A
o2 AANEA}. AF7A] AR HelE k] #4713
B9 2 WARAEAT} FAQ1A] of ' Ajzto] Ho)s)
A SRS 91214 doliy] $18t QA AFE U
AZL 2AI8F Model 7, Model 8, Model 9 & i
Azl vmws] A Yol BAHoR ongA] gon
ACFI, ATLI, ARMSEA %3} #i3l7} gl7 v = o]
B AToa] AAe W] ArisHE 2 WA
27} z1%9de0] S HAE

ool AAE dHe] AFS T3, E AFAe
Model 95 FHERUZ XA Pon, o] Rdo] F2A
= <Table 6>°f #A|A]=o] It} <Table 6>¢f 2JahH
HESHE FUs Aot FARH olxAde R
o, Loz}, AelEFTe o] FAIF Y] FRHI(S=31
2~ .325, p<.001), T 2H B=.268~ 275, p<.001), =}
o}EFH( =364~ .376, p<.001)°] FAIH S Fon|h
A7 JFE v Fch T3 o] A 9] HEHle: o] FA

o] w2 B=-.137~-.135, p<.001)c]] EAIH o T &

2 Mo
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Frsiriet Welo| AH49| AOIES

#oll ojxle B

gk Eefoi=te| ohrH =zt 1

ofmgh HX—% FFE, ol EeljE o] FAIH
x]—O} THB=.059~ 062, p<.001)ol] EAHoZ oJn|)
A2 oJeks nHT)
w}aw ﬁH AAE RS
Aol Fos| B,

HD@—];H Y;_l tﬂ—Ol

Fele A7)8A )
oFEI|HE 2713
wejol, Aokeipe
Ub‘]—]:H ol H]—OTO] aHoH;ﬂ-oﬂ U]
ool 2to] AokEF Tl VA G et
ol whh PgH o R FAE Tt

AFEA| 4ollr AAE 2T

3t 2w rke)(Time 1)0] 8 38hdo] H

pud

u]_x]uLo =h Al719

o] Ao}

o

(Table 5) Invariance Test of ACLM for child neglect, peer attachment, and

£572H(Time 3)o] v A kol o} Fokar 15hdo] =
43 Lol (Time 2)0] 04 wijaste PE s

3 BAE Hg WA Pohit Ak, Rrgelo] qolEF
o vl el Qlof melepate] v hEz 34 BAH
o2 ofulgle Ao UEhkth(b=-008, p<01). 2L}
wusithe] 9o} kel PR (Time 1o Aokes
ZHTime 3)dl] v]x&= 2P 2l J3ksd w3t BAZo g
olu|gle Zlog Bago 2x(b=-033, p<05), Eefol
& Pushr} AolEgd AL e Fi )
(partial mediating) 3}ich.

self-esteem(n=2,044)

Model X DF CFI  TLI RMSEA A XY(DF) ACFI ATLI ARMSEA
Model 1 217.602 16 959 907 079 - - - -
Model 2 221.073 17 958 911 077 3.471(1) -.001 004 -.002
Model 3 229454 18 957 913 076 8.381(1) -.001 002 -.001
Model 4 240407 19 955 914 076 10.953(1) -.002 001 0
Model 5 240727 20 955 919 073 32(1) 0 005 -.003
Model 6 240727 21 955 923 072 0(1) 0 004 -.001
Model 7 241524 22 955 926 070 797(1) 0 003 -.002
Model 8 241658 23 955 930 068 134(1) 0 004 -.002
Model 9 244092 24 955 932 067 2.434(1) 0 002 -.001

(Table 6) Parameter estimates of final ACLM for child

neglect, peer attachment, and self-esteem(n=2,044)

Parameter b(S.E.) B
Child neglect — Child neglect . .
. . .309(.014) B=325 /6=.312
(autoregressive coefficient)
Peer attachment — Peer attachment . .
. . .252(.014) B=275 /6~=.268
(autoregressive coefficient)
Self-esteem — Self-esteem . .
. . .363(.014) B=364 /=376
(autoregressive coefficient)
Child neglect — Peer attachment . -
. -.114(.012) Bi=-.135 /B=-137
(cross-lagged coefficient)
Peer attachment — Self-esteem . .
.056(.014) B=.062 /=.059

(cross-lagged coefficient)

Note. b = unstandardized coefficient; 5 = standardized coefficient; 5=

Time 1 and Time 2; G= standardized coefficient between Time 2

p < .001.

standardized coefficient between

and Time 3.
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2 o7 25ehm Tshd(eFES)RE et
H2237))0l| o]z Bk Rwshhel whelo] ol
AolEztel Hjxe oiFe THEom Awns] 93
AN, FAH R, Prsteh ), wejoatat 4
olEZ7rel A1) R wAAA BRZ vhEo] F
wshfo} wholo] Ao}t n = ZukA gk gl
o) wefohzte] vipEstE Absiugich.

a1 olhAA o] Fwstrhsl W, el AolEF
7re o] Al o] Ersh) e} tﬂ—ol t\:aHonl Aol&==7¢

S

of A&Hom L MAE Fow Yehdozn AT
24 194 ANE 7L} AFEAS. F, ol
ARe] Bmssl eliTel BeFE, ol FAHHE

Zzte] S o] B AL Holr, oA el
Eelol A Aolegt 45o0] $25E o FAHAE 7}
7he] UM S0l FOIAE HE He] ARkl A

o we vlwd HgAel e wark W 250
2 $3pde) estlel 3, ool Aoled 242
283 357N

4 3Fe 1ol
el oy, B 8l g ol e diAE 1d
Aol 7R Eeh oA S4S Bl Hag

Rimehaug, Wallandere} Berg-Nielsen(201 )J A+Ax
& Ao AN Rold Ee olde AT
o] = ol510] shilg AR A olfouzz A
sHow shle AR APsdo] Erkn wug oe) 4
g A+ (Warmingham, Handley, Rogosch, Manly, &
Cicchetti, in press)$} L¥FTh

wajojata} Aol g7 wak 247 25
Fta 38l ol=slA) uamd g 7
B A7 opsy) o wages oY
AR1z7el Mgt $ZuAE Y 7
H 33k Lansford, Yu, Pettit, Bates®} Dodge(2014)2] <1
A} g, JolEFrhe Agke] Al wket A
oz Mgy AFSE Hole Aoz HIgh
Trzesniewski 5(2003), Rentzsch®} Schroder-Abé(2018)
o] ATATNE AA|s}, gk B Qo] BrEh], vl

e, AolEsite] 1}7]-‘4-‘1’13_# AF(B= =58

3 ThARE F8H A77H BE A00|Rke SAIge

2A, ARt mE wHlEe
(moderate) =202 LERITEH
T RAR, & A7EY 258 53hd Al o] Frst
el el Sl 18hd Al7]9] mafjeltel] 747
FE mEleH, S 18 A[7]9) Frstre}l whelo]
S 38hd Al7]e] e Rtell= FA% JEFs wRle
24 Fratfo} whelo] mefjofztel] mx|= FAZ gk
2 ARro] Ay A&EE FEFS Bk olHd A
= A Al 7Rkete] RREV S &
A Pl A FFE nAE ZoE Hagt ofz
28T ATKLin, et al., 2016)9}= JAFC) wat 2ot
2 AFEAE BEUE ofs7| ul FEARFE AlA1A st
HE AP A olF Hadr)e =efHERl(peer
victimization)©] tdo] EH7 I e mgdo RN
AREG Bask 99 95434 Benedini, Fagan, &
Gibson, 2016; Kim & Cicchetti, 2010)}= d=|sIc},
SHA Z2Fsha SThd Al o] mgjofl e Fkul 18hd
Al o] AolEFtel A JFFS vixoH, S |
Shdo] ol &t gk Ftul 3?15&5_ Al e] AokEstt
o= HHQ JFE PA= AR HalEo|, ejjolto]
ApolEzare] nlAl= FAQ P2 PgHo R FAHA
o} o]t A= Aade] o2k FUAI7]] Ao}
E57bol| J3Fs mxIvkar B argh Parkd} Lee(2014)2] <A
TATe} AR ofs57|HE Hadrel o]2& A7)
SR efete] HUE WA= Hadr]e] AetEsit ¥
el AR IS Fagittal 743 Gorreses}

I Aee T

Ruggieri(2013)¢] AFA7ele At
npAto g, B AT ofErlel A3ek Frstto}
HHlo] wefjolat, AotEgtel nixle =27t S
of wet thEA vepdth FAIHR, obs Tl BHs
st o] 79 FEtaAl7l o el d-g A Fo = A
1}01%%2.%011 92 JaFS Wzl v Frwlele] A

$ Zta A7)e] Aelezgel APhoz ¥4 o
& vk S0 S 59 Q22 Aol
2ol $44 4% ek weby Fusite] 7
AopEFAtel vA= S wefjolte] g wizigh vk
T2 ek Aem kit
o|&|al T Ax t 1-?_51_9]. oFA of|2hS AJSE A
O 7 SAfAiEetH T2 0% AokE
o2 H33lk Sadovnikova(2016)2]
olatH, obE7] wl A FsAte]

A SRl AolEFrel nAE ¥4 e

5 =
———UEE

-

v =
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#oll olxle BT g aljoiEol ofyie ot 13

ALEA HAlA o] 23t el ofs) mivfEvka Bk
Waldron, Scarpa$} Kim-Spoon(2018) 17 A7E K27
o8 AA|gty. & gl Aet 7o diE A4

Ak tido] opd dnbgeholn 33)o A SA ¥ Sy
W5 27 mnk4a v o= e
FA| aolE sk ol2dt o] FrItiel Wl
o] efjolzt FE Aslsh=tl WFE nlA s=HoR
AotETE HEOEN &R RES XA[sHint
LaRose$} Wolfe(1987)0l &J5hd, H-reo] A3HE 7]Hko
2 29 P9E SAlEkAL, Ao 87E FAlRHE &
A (authoritarian) F5PF2] 52 Jejr} =
At wEbA Alzek 9] shfjel wele] obd, A
Al AZor] HrI} Hol= 2114 e &2, v
TE TFAoR o}, Aol KA JEFS
] ]t WA BRI £ ATE FE dsEeEH ST
o] Frstrel whele] ofibx] xbelollx Frus

¢

f

E‘LEE A= 7 U«l
AA o] o]Fofx= 97t Hor(Lee & Kwon,
2007; Ministry of Gender Equality & Family, 2016), ©]
2ek AAE AEe Fuel wile] dgko e wolsd 5
slout, Rme) ofgst Balo] BaEt ele] A4 A
Yol digh “E7P2 IAHomn Aolegre nAe
el Gl of 2 ek Aoz e & 9

EHOHZH% x}o}»k%—ﬂ
= ] J%OHH Lol zte] il s
e oA stiE AR obed ade Wi
o2 g A Z2adeN Y ds E8al PR
7 AelEgitell wiAls #AH 9= %‘&Pﬂ s
AZIZE A 2fert et viAEe R o] Al
AE B F5d7e Waks Adshd oga 2
A 2 Ay AR AR Y F S AR

RSty 9 gelo] wejfE JolEg el A F

|

WA gae Ao zs wel zke] ARKY Ae 1

efetal wizh ezt 4 Al vizhdERlR} FER1e] o] A

Aol e BAT 5 Ueks HelM Aol thgk Al
g U & ek et A|AmAA AR Fof
A Q) 2ke] BAE AET BS ARk mhE )2 7
wsh el 2 Fol welel vhat ol W Wstepy
< ] 9lckPark & Lee, 2013). u}

< Hgshr] flste]
thal 2713 HnkA A

€]
S wgse e f;;»n 4

5 Oﬂ%oﬂm

7)ol
L %lv}. A, &
of Ae F=2 Akl +ﬂ1ﬂr7ﬂoﬂ dlfﬂ AR, AlE,
29 T W7 U AFELS Yo} olopr]E v
o W A7 EF Foh)e s o3 (dyadic) ¥
Alell 719kek @ Hgteke] AgA A fHF s S48
Tl = g glvk 53] g o, & Hgetke] AA
A o2 E UEE $AE ofs 2 AAde] Aol
A o] F83% JFS wA|(Parker & Gottman,
1989), o 2R v &= et EAete
o] SAHUAE BT XA AR AREH AZoll T
A2 A4S v)Fchk= H(George & Hartmann, 1996)0]
el wet 3RF eARAe] Aol 2 sho] R
Shefjol el 2 AetEFitel vAE FHH FEE A

& Zevt S’J/‘r. Al AR, oS BARNFH] A3l
FFo=, 94 3 thlEA el T 2Ed S

13|

HEe3lo 2 a] od7|%2le] Buokgog
RE 2AAQ) JFE We Aol o wE F A
(Cyranowski, Frank, Young, & Shear, 2000). w2}x 5
watjsl elo] waels 9 AolEF el mA: F0
2] =7k ol uhet Afol7t gheA) FF AT 7
sk Aol Baslt.

FA0] : pmeh), Rwgel, ool
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