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Summary: This study aims to investigate hypotheses for the effects of CEQ's
self-sacrificial leadership behaviors and employee’s organizational committment
of 50 Korea venture firms registered in Korea Venture Business Associations.
To understand the importance of followers’ characteristics in recent leadership
studies on venture CEOs, it is proposed that self-sacrificial leadership behaviors
will positively effect on organizational commitment. And it is also proposed that
the follower’s need for achievement(N-Arch) moderates in the relationship of
self-sacrificial leadership behaviors and organizational commitment.

After descriptive survey, research model setup, and field survey, this empirical

study investigated the above mentioned hypotheses thru SPSS for Windows 12.0.

* AxrlenS sty AduE JeAd9dsta 24 YT+ (junghasuh@hanmail net).
¢ AR =2 AAEIFEA gy F 2 AANAYEA 2AE ®E3kn YL
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It involved linear regression analysis to reveal the significant main effect of the
self-sacrificial leadership behaviors. It also revealed moderating regression
analysis to reveal the significant moderating effects of need for achievement
between the independent variables(self-sacrificial leadership behaviors) and
dependent variable(the organizational commitment).

Results revealed that CEQO’s self-sacrificial leadership behaviors positively
affected to its employee’s organizational commitment under change-oriented and
innovative new technology drive, self-developing environments of venture
business in Korea. However, positive moderating effect of N-Arch was not
supported between leader’'s self-sacrificial leadership behaviors and follower’s

organizational commitment in Korea venture firms.

Keywords: Venture(Firms), Venture CEQ’s Leadership, Self-Sacrificial Leadership,
Organizational Commitment
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2005 A SHIIPES FAHEE s F
=7he 7o) BA/ZAHE vk 53 g Eo] #A} oY
olsted Fstet, RIS S ARAZNE, AUE 57 € LEARY BaA, A

SEFA S7F R ool W& At 5o 873 sl A

A g=el BAN7) G oS- AR 199080 B IMF A|A| BA19] 4EE
EolRE FUA AAHA AAH G 2537 ARD DT EAdR et AAAF
Axe ZAHE AT W71 2 7€ JIdEFE 28 WX7GEIATY. BA
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A BAg3tE A3 T3t ZAE SAAHEZA 19909 FRbe] U7

AN71E SHEAT(C]% 1, 2002).

Y ZANAT AR W WX7199] 43R A8t S Fdr|edd
FRoA 2L n8AFo] FEHIL JA7ied e AELo] o]FH HAYE =T
TINZHYE A8 sk wEbA A FAZR] A71E FE3E d oA T4
3 WX 7199 A WA A 43 dasitt F5AAY v
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4 5ol QABEIRD o, 1999) 4 44 A WA/IGE CEOS
B3} A G, FAE HR A% 2 FEE DY) AN T4

_)‘1_4‘
N
m&
£
N,
in'd
s
e
111
;E
E
T
i
k1
1
~
n
Jo
re
ok
rlot
o o
o =
o oo
o I
2
& b
Rl
{1 Lo
>

O
—

Holnl s5H o wﬂoﬂ 21%6‘ T =
1R BAE A4 WAzt CEOY 2t
zAolg & & Ak 2= EFeaL o5 WAV U W@ V1€
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g 2o} FAH] 77 Fasitty ddsi.
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I Eduz

1. Seutet WA ge 54

W2 7142 ‘new venture’, 'venture business’, ‘new business venture’, 'new
technology—based firms’, 'new technology venture’, 'entrepreneurial venture’,
'high tech venture’ 5] TheFgt 7 g8 golz eojHt} Bollinger et al. (1983)&
‘2o AT} 71€HA ololtiole] Aw FUE T st} HHse
719 ol2kx 8k, Cooper (1971)€ ‘AT NEE ZFR3AY 7|€FH 22 4R 4 S o]
g3l= 7ol Aottt

7MY EA ] met W7o Foe dE e rlae TFAV|IdFAY,
A “YEdol Y AFTE AF 2 7IdFY ol ddEHE AVle EE otojvoE
Zg71ugolA st AA7IFTCE, dBE TFA7He FxA A9E8F &
el #g XA oA “FA7IH 22X RED FAHH|&o] FujE Y] 3% o

Fl 714, A ¥ 5d vwkel 7|97 e 2 OECD =7l “R&D HAF =7} & 7Y
EE Zleglloly 7led 940 AT F2o3A V"R 747t fAsln
THO B, 2002).

SEvete] B AT ol&A Aol M e gAieit} thekdt FFE
Jed vl E &3] 7jed g FAHE A Lot EEH olge
|12 ARRETIE 1997d WA ZIASAGddd SdzAY o] AAE FHE WA
7140l &ol7t dwtstE 1 gk

ojg} o] WA 7]P Aejol thate] SRE] e F7PE FAZ QN AU A<
g =3 FEgsittn & £ ok WAVGEEE NA EE A5 FYAol
ABAEE Fou ZldiFo] ddHE A7 /E otoltol & Sx1HQ 7]uk $jofA
At EstE e A7 FA7IE7E L Aosta Utk

s B 7S WA7HE AT S AT HTE AS 7dedel &
SRR A7|golv Y w38 TR T Q] e A AR o8 71997
A FelE g vpgo g AFAES AFAvrte 283 A4 sV olE
=0
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SEvEr WX 7Ige] HE-S 198309 FuF =3kd ATERE AT FAH %
1990 o} 3k IMF ZA9719] 89& ¢3 1990d ] F o]+ Silicon Valley &
Ao 2 gAstd vF9 WAl S @yt Silicon Valley B3l A=
259 e AF7tEC] A=Y S APFH oz FYPsP i IMF o] T2 44742&
A7 AEgd AR7E FEHOZ WIXIIGSAAN YUY 199090 FRHEE
A- Q0 WA R AYH Rl Fx, 2002). F, v WA71de) gELd
7NEA o2 AAA 7| SR L AATZY AW T2 QHRL o5}
Ao AYH nrst @A wiA o] HYrk
e v vws] B de A4 T WAAEe <l
71E R ARAAY Bl 7|3t WIHAYGY] F22E
ol Hutt SEvtete WY F IT*H’QO] A2 8h= Hl—é—ol

ofy

ox (‘lO

fo rz

5. n{m nx 0
e

Ay FFolghe ode 73 ,,171 mEo]m ITAkG7]uke -?—aqam #47]
gol 43F # g€ 13 $5% Aoldn T & AUrk

T 19979 WA/ DA DG BE SAZRY AT $FFEAY B
4 AAZ19EY FAg] tehy] Aaan. AFHA g 7 law s}k
B7he ¥k AR AN, YA ANE QoA e AEY A% o7 5
o @e] et Aotk |

vkt MANe] e AuE AZY 979 high techrt AA WH e
6992 A7120). 20044 3% WAl T3.1%00 ZaE 70l A71&71GelH, 1 e
ATAL71G16%)7 WAFERAZQ3%)0] AL Atk WA/QL WAAE,
WHRHA A FHoE AR A15E QoL GDPS 3%, & 4%, &
ARl 2968 Afatm AA AT 4TL 3 ATk £ 4FHA 719714
Ng dEStT A2 7GRS B Tlelate 871 A2 AR S A
Ae o)F83 224 AAAL Fustd = 4B FPU

MA7IGe 2714 AYehs AEsl g, 7127142 AGssE HH6l A
22, $871% AL G J1e A AAnY TL PP 5ol
ik, a} @ 7E B /2T ATAL SHE AANG] FASAE 7}
570 3k Gge] Bek g §), WA 2 % A WAL Fo) $4A8 99

m

>~

I
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= 2 A9 2T ok gridHel Gl
oM BES LY 9 +UY FYRIL AP 435 9-Alwin-win) B

F5o 7lodste AE WA SRR WANYe] BFT v, 2005).

2. WA A hE AYAT

WA 7ol A A7+ 19808 FH ou g S-S 71 do A3 + 3l
7Hll digt 750 EAH o2 APHJ e, 2379 dFES
7199 BB8Fe 7P & 8o R AL YSS T AT dREEeIA
(NF3Z, 2001). ool &3t AP E(Stuart & Abetti, 1987; Duchesneau & Gartner,
1990; Baum, 1995; =3, 1994) WIA7YGE& olne A A+ FATA, A
3], P94 B4 o Ao #AE F YA olFe® FAFQ] W] 74
Z3¥ GEAT AGAEA A A7 YY) BRYHAE sl AFEC
APHATD. F, ol= FAAY, 38, 137 2L F9AY AFF5ATH 2AEL
FHAE F3e FL SHPUFEA AT o] F-Eo|rt o
A 71Fe Bz D AR Aed EAol digh sjeta), o3k
o] ATl vR= IS At Aol AL A9 S
7§°31} 1“4‘3’»‘:10] BTl X FFgFAA B RS A

Eo] kg dud ?“i‘?@fﬂr% A2 X7 ool B AFE BYX

S %?%7415}75‘1 SAou Al AR ARA/B94 EAF Yl 5&
el P S 94 At 4741011 e A7 oS XA HIUH

]

--—

H

Wx719E Aedezr B398yl AaMs FAROE W71 CEO7L 719+ =
A7RLEANA 71 A3 S o2 Fohljo] AAH oz 2HaE Aol He
23}

a2 2 ATdA WArIYg CEOY uAEdS 271844 eo4ez A3
7heE o3 2ok AA, 214719 AT ENA 220l digk & Asls)
e 249 g7t 7129 £ B oA ddE SaA7E obd ARl o]o)E 34
o gx FAYS] ZAAE AFshe Hlold Aol vHFH <l(unconventional) 2]t 4
P E F3st= Aol aFHolgn BIIr] dEolt A, H] JHHATE
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(Choi, 1995; Choi & Mai-Dalton, 1998; 4, 2001, A3}, 2004, 2005 2H 3 A
A1k 2 A9 97133 A7 AH Guiide] T FA4H E9&
g 2 Aoz Vst WiEelt &, g AP E FHLER )
o g Zu7t Zidiske F/7EE AAStE A A A7IAEE FES £ 9
v gl d@ A8 958 BT AAA WYY J8S 3] gtk A
A, A7 8L TAHLER stodg oA7A 7HA L Y- 713 F oo BerE S5
Bk ol o volrt 22& Yl HFH R PFIIEE st J(H I, 20002
/‘\z‘sgg].Ei t‘s‘L /‘* 017] UHTO]E]—.
WA 719 CEO9] 27|13 A8H o T899 3=t
Ao AFALTY 2-daHE dHRuA gk 229 JH4E A
3 e 1210114 B T8 AF3IE AT £ ATeixe AFAU
a7] M 24 g F94 Be 2FEQ)0] $AH o & Ao
dArade 2HEY9E FuHY ZAAFE 23T

TAALY A#HE&F(McClleland and Winter, 1969)8 Zd¥FgE A7F 7t9e
AA, 7128 A7 HAuy dTEeER - &5} 2002; Vecchio, 2003; #71$-,
2003; #F3, 200D Hele] AHF7], A9, EAY F A AR
ol U= WFES ATFIIAT AL 7H°JE— Aol By ae] 9%¢S F&
TALFAY A7< F8HA &%7] gaolvh EH, 2APFEAA AT o
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AQEAF L EAY, A7 557, AEN )T F el 4A4TE zHeloe
AFE AHEE AT WAV 2FA 4HETY 2AEHE 2R ATE o
A SRR G MBI AA, 249 BEY ] THE GHY W FH
Moz 443 AALTE drY FHASEIE WAZIY FAASA o F

galA EAF oz Yehg Aoz 7|ustgy] HEolc)
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III. 744

1. 97549

2 A7RdE <19 1>3 2o] WAYIYS Fust B A7) A
Uyt YU 2ABYe] JF2 AW THL) AT Uy
2HEA9 DA oiH 2AATL T Aol S 4FHoR AReRA

gt

[ Asad Jr F499)

=R J %2729

<3d 1> A2y

2. A AA

21 A7 AA AHAAAG ZHEAY VA B AoHA

S AYH g 37 8 FRH ez AN AAHS
o THLER TAE 214719 2FdM = gre PFF AAVL HEA e od ¥
FH 2 7= ot 2B o) AE A 7] Aol g0l 21417]
229 g AFyAlds T A A A AUE oEx 7P] feiAe
M2 duides B8l & dade =7 He RoltH AL, 2002). &3
AAH 22 7198789 $71E %ol A9 U EL FHT st Aty oy
Erk oluz} e Aol Zaste] 718 B 5 s AEBANA sk
st Aotk & @TelM e ol AME ATt Ui S dEs= Ao A7)

547 Peyolsn F4uh shstd Sevete] AgAse] ProlA sjske
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& F AR ge o] vz A7|sjAdolr] wiEoln, it ojg B
ARk ok g —T—Eﬁﬂ < HFAAE 273 Uy 75 B AHEES]
o] ¥ Aes AT F Q7] Wi I A, 200D).

71&9 271884 2] &g AFE(Choi, 199; Choi & Mai-Dalton, 1998;
XA} 2009904 B 4 l%e] Eule] A3 Huy FfE TELEY Uk
FrEznt A2 A8 AR, 2AANGF 5o vl A S A A
o8 YehgH.

21718143 A2 (Choi & Mai-Dalton, 1998)ol1 4 &}7] 8] AJe] Aox& A
ZA}golth, 2243 st M AV E AL e Al 7HRIZ FAEH b
o v o A¥HAY JEAY = 7I¥HE dF, 98, ¢ TS AT
o FAsHE T2 Aol 2}7) 3] AY(self-sacrifice of division of labor), &}7]e) Al
333t A %HHQ‘*’F g 3338 2 ugdd B, dd 59, A, 53, 2, F
7t T2 dg JA FE& EVEAY vE W TSt BAAEW Y A3 A
(self-sacrifice of distribution of rewards), 23] 27|17} A2 L& 4 = &
A7 A T AMES AASFAY 2717 o 23t AR glojx o] A7) F
XY (self-sacrifice of exercise of power) 5-°] o] &|Fg}.

mEh 2 Ao s X7 e e A7 A AN s SHAA 2EY
PA2H FFAR FAHLES S8t 2H 2ol B3] AR = e B, 3,

o ALHoE ¥r|dke P2 HAA

z2 9] A o st FEAHQI nE Uix s 7] WE ofE &Y
ZIeog2e I AAA ulE sefslr] It A FAE AR FAHY AR
(ell, A= AAQ AB(ZAES, AFUHER)EN AL AT g Aol A
FAHY AFe A ARE T AAstA ALgsheE AL 4 Hy FEA A

.9_
L
HF
=13
=2
3

Ao ol 2AH7} Bk om =74 712 Wol B& AAFE BHF 2F oA
P AR Fha A 2ATHAE 2H B} ATVE F3 gL AH

AEE Ego] & Aolgln %Xé A& T 7] WEol AR ¢, 1999). wehA
2 AFdAE ZAAAHE AAAGMNEHY 7L &4E FEALD F de TH
o2 Hy ZAFZAE FAHQ AR 7L 2FEYLE H3lo o]&
Trde ¥3stach
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Z 2 & (organizational commitment)& 2] X} 7Fx]o] i3t 33+ Ald e
24, 229 ojolo] 43¢ AL PHAAE o7, 270 o} gode 2
o2 AP & UTKSteers, 1977). £ HEFH LFIN 2HBYL
‘A g noh F3Ho)z FHA HP o2 AYskn Ao zE DEAY
2Eo} Bl UE 23 A% 58, D2AL A A4 =4 A} 3)
229 FAYCR YA sk 2 47 508 H/|E @) 5 2HEY|D
| 2749 2RE WAt 229 BELYD 9] §7E A&Hoz 3
237] S8 27el AZHo2 AYske AoZH 210 ekl ALE A7
EFetAY 230 AS o HAEE T¥H(Mowday et al, 1979).
Aol o3t B AFME 2AEYolH 5 2 i3 /A9

‘..

el o3
A dAE A A=A AL Exo} JHAC] B AY, 23S AT AT
A =8¢ e A, 283 24 AEHoR dorE 43 &7 A
o g},

et & dAve @A V13RS gold S iM%iEol 2H33E w7
A $4 22744 2AEYS ALH LR LT 5 e o A3

A7t EHAY AR J|hSdTh B E AFE WA 7ol FRANA 7]
Quth 2] Wo] WH7Y ﬂﬁx}/ﬂogmu ABAE o ol 71 787}
glom o2 lstel WA7Y FAAGFERDEL 471944 Ao B &
o2 YEatel Briel Briyel 41 —g— He Bo) wg Aoz wuaud 1pme
£ aFAE A8 AH Friie zAe] 443 2H9|Re) W] 4837
93 A4S o] e HAs 9P BrEn AU = WA7Y CEON A
Age Pryole AX/GTHAY 2o B 2 3

AR Aoz e B Arnde T4k Wx7]9 CEOS) 2] 3|44
AU 2REYe] BY AL et Bk

# 29el 3AHY 9L FE

<HA 1> WAZIY CEOSl A7 848 AuAaAE FHas 220 3
BAA G WA Aol
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22 471548 Sty n 298G BAN YAA YASTY 23
a3 BE AU

7]

oX.

oo
2K
o
u

FrAEhE Age] wl¢ FasHe AR, A5, 2002). il
z2 o] A3 80%E 7Id3te 2ATAL g AFE T34 dt=
ATE=(Kelley, 1994) A7 iy A9 FFole 2riolge =
1 QE T e AT FRAL A4EA Eahu ok
so| oo HFHE A2 FAE AP A3 3 FA (social process) ol
A9 FFA A (attributes of followers)# 22 FFA FA49 A7 B ook
& "avt dFEr] AR Huasdd A7 A5E €9 AL Hersey &
Blanchard(1971)¢] &l o 25 FFA 9] d< E(readiness)ol| w2} o4 &3
7} geiiivke A4S A FEAY FoA0] BAHCR FxHI| e AT
(Vecchio, 2003). ©]& Dansereau, Cashman, & Graen (1973)2] LMX (leader-
member exchange) ©]23 Kelley (1994)¢] ZZ 9 H(followership) ©]& SolA 3
FAe g A7 FE3| AP EHY L

TAY ZAYlA 2Eg4] a8 2dste vsE 4Ad A2 3 gy 97
(Mumford, Connelly, & Gaddis, 2003)9141& o8 W58 F15Y P44,
g9 B Ao, 224 2AFE 5)F I o EHE 2Hs= ¥

s

I
o
o
2 L
12

AR GelFe RN RANND BHY 40t 24AE A 7]
Qo) 43¢ AAGE APYASZ T2 A H A AAD, A4 5 A4
guiso] U@ AZe BAo) A7E Aolth F, Az AA4H EA4
291 Qe Fol4 N3} Foizt 2Ho) BE YHEA ) 7]
AYAT Aol i 4o MEA 245 Ak Drucker, 1999). 53] 2274

=
4 ALE e Y T LS TE FRULE 3o A, =5AZH, Y



rlr
o

A, AREAR 53 gL UE 2AUSe B

£ 4 9lth(Hambrick & Mason, 1984).

g AHETF MES Murray (1938)9] Q1zke} &Fol oA X 27l
McClleland & Winter (1969)9 <]8} A =lo] 6] Atkinson (1958)9] <j3hd <1
7He) Br18dE 4% P 23 998 ¥ gtk McClelands 29
BAFT o)A e HALT, AY LT, ANET

7o ¢
10] HALTAY A 7PAEE RFOE ZAG

mlm

Wt 477t U8 T 9e

Ao 27k AL BES 3
3} 44T $5& B3E 2880 AR F/FANNTE AL B

3, 2004). **ﬂﬂ?ﬂ e RS BANEE 98 FEgos Ay

>

27t om —zr%—zu A 87 e AFZE Steers (1975)9)
2E REAE QAR U g DEE D Ao A3} 4HLTZ ol
AL AEAtE AT I A AHETI) B wEALFE A5t a3 8l
dol hated o B AAT AATE AL HAFAY

HH&To s 97 F Begly & Boyd (19879} Carsrud & Olm (1986)9] &7
= w79 Aoel e AHeTrre] BAS v on Stewart et al (1998)
o A7E WAZ /IS WS AFEIAFELTG B 4HETE AT 9
£¢ 2959} Homaday (197)¢] AFAAE 7197h80] dutelsnt o &
4H87E XD ddE AL FAAAG. 22 o5 ATE 2EA7} ohd 7
Hel 4A472 du4 %8 2dae W52 A7d Rolud

FUYAZI] AGA] A6l g AT ASNQ0DS] ATAAE AAL
73} 2HEYL zg<+>s4 ABRAE Y aFRAFoT FTHE WH2Y T4

2.

33 ogo] 2AFEA FAY 9T MAL Aoz dehgrhds

£ dFdAe WlAX71Y CEOY uAEdd o4y §4E 243t HFEHN
Wx1719 499 43L& (need for achievement)E |7 2o LIAH T vk
shd REFTEA AL 259 AAAFA, 7184, oleltels] saat

59 WA B 2AEIZ Qe FAAYE] Ut /1Y) FAYERY
AF U Aol A AHEFIL - & ERo] & Ao Z 7|UE ] diEe]d)h
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71&9) WAZI A EA A7 (Vecchio, 2003 HT%, 2003 7} 42 AH &
T 249 FAAY BAS FHAAT B ATeINE WH71974 A(follower)
ALt AT 2HEYZY WA MAE 2A5de] Y@ ATE HuA

Mot Wgsm 7)Y, AVIEEY, AARS 98 BAYe] mesokss
WA7GT e 2ANE 48T Be THL0) Fe FRARY Prish 2
e 471545 APl B HS(EHel o Be AL /e BebA
2 A7y Artae thew 2ok

<M 2> 4AETFIL B WAV FHLL YAETIL de FHART A

719 CEOY AZAAA HAdiASiel diste 2H2YL
H ol ¥ oItk

IV. 9344

1. A3 Wy g4

£ A7e THERAE T, #4319 AT RS AHE H, ATRALE AAEHS
TAENE T 7HdE AA s AS5A ¥ (empirical methodology) 22 7}
Aok A& SEEF), 25hA5(D), 238¥5+1) ZF 7hd (construct)oll th ek
FE(tem) S 138F 22 T3} AT SARNE IFTLE 3t F 2282z T
datch

2GS ddAZ S FEE WA7EE WFoE WA |GFARE] X
HAth S A= 509709 A7 H4Y oo SER A HAEAE
2B E 3 & 34319 o v SPSS for Windows 12.0 371X & &-831o B8}
At} F 50075 410571 Eo H5E 82%E BHoH oF BT $9A
o] AER 9 ASgho] e AEAE At AA £ ARSI HEX & 3965

_63_



NEFA, ZAETY BHYAT AFY AFS AT LARAF AHY BY, &
Yo AFE Yolny] 9 WERY 5 ARG £ 34 gad €
Fae] 487 2ARHE Yol Yote] 2AHARH LS AA ST
2. ZAET

2 A7 FAUGo] He o|BHdFEL tatEd 9ste SAHHIJTE & AT
M A7) 3 A(self-sacrifice) 2228 FA37] 1814 Choi (19%)9] 671+ @59 =}
71 AAEE HIst 25 IS WA7|G g3 &2 At AT

A718 A Mae dE B0 “APEEE Aol FE T e APEY 535 FeF
1 A-E LSS A3l 717 }oks}ﬂu} ¥l g A& it “Ag o}
"]‘jr(lZ4 )7, ‘o 2RHGR) S 22 53 YAE HEE FYE I

&u4el 22 EY(organizational commitment) WFE FAH3I7] Y3td

Mowday et al. (1979)2] A% F 471K 55 HFste dF2 &2 /NAA A}
23t th dE oY= $-8 FAtd duE o] AFAHP HE A& st
‘A3 ol oh(14)”, “wlg 1¥TGH) 59 58 HFAE AEE FAE FIAh

ZAWEA AL (need for achievement) W4E 437 McClleland &
Winter (1969)9] A= F 57HA] 35-& HA3t ARG AFRl00D9] =8 &
Aol ¢ gol2 ARG ALEEAT AFE Eo ‘Ut Folzl AR o=
7170l JF& ZopA s mEIY S AE st W olyo1A)”,
‘i 280(63) 9 53 HAE HxE FYE TEA

3. A DS B4
WA SAETY AFAHAZE 394 Cronbach’s a= #7184 0815, FF &

Y 0842, AHET 0720270 &F AA F)E vEiwth VA HSHAAA A4F
£73 = nald na2 F50] 270 AAHNS ol KAEYANA TF4F 05 |3}
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(subgroup analysis)<
(moderated regression analysis)& 01%-3}9&‘3}.

<E 1> 2 Yiaso JMHYEITN HAXM AT
A7 AN 2R e 291 2912 22913
ssl 0.816 0.248 0.047
A1 514 ss3 0.803 0.226 0.074
ssd 0.780 0.188 0.175
ss2 0.687 0.166 0.019
ocl 0.282 0.800 0.221
oc2r 0.120 0.799 -0.031
z3EY
oc3 0.278 0.732 0.206
ocd 0.399 0.667 0.298
nad 0.004 0.077 0.859
qHALF nab 0.040 0.138 0.830
na3 0.177 0.216 0.647
A BA(FA) 41.112 55.7198 64.790
AAH = nal(d H &), na2( 3 H &)

a2 A8 d(varimax rotation)o] &3 2AEAMS AAstgen Zb 2913 A factor
loading)2 &4 A zleloA &P I L.

V. 4% 24 2%

<E 2 S R AT $AH $4o) B NEEY Asfolth FAAH
o] ] 7Hz} 78%, 2296500 AHL 0t B5%E S B 1 theo] 2042



36%E UERL Aot HH2 2dE/HEAT AAG2%E AR s 7 w3k
I I TEo] IF 14%, dE 12%0ATh 2F710E 1~3d0] 37%2 7HE Bt
31 wwke] 29% , 3~54 wTho] 21%68 AA . AF-E ZIEHEF717], ]
oR T)7F RN%E 7P Wk a2 dFe2E A7)7)7] R FAAEA ] 24%E A
Ak

<E 2> SEHA 2 o7 EAHF EM(n= 391)

UNER A4(1) WE-8(%)

o 86 217

ks ] 310 78.3
20-29A4) 137 346

e 30-394) 221 55.8
40-49A4 37 9.3

50-594 1 ' 0.3

S , 55 139

&g Zd& ¢ g 292 737
st e 49 124

1d oyt 114 28.8

1-3d 148 374

=R 3-5d 82 20.7
5-10d 40 10.1

10 o] Ak 12 30

AEAE 2 AFH : 72 182

A717171 & A A= 94 23.7

4% VA Az 62 15.7
AT 2 T 39 9.8

7 €} 129 326

507 it 108 273

o 50-1004 80 20.2
AY 5 100-500% ' 188 474
5007 ©] 4 20 5.1

A7 dukald 207 52.2

29 dal/=AgF 121 - 306
g3/2 33 28 7.1

71 el H| A3 40 10.1

A ol WE EH{HE 100~500 v]gho] 47%, 509 v]gho] 27%, 50~1007 ©]

ol 20%% ZH AR A HAE AASHAL] 52%7F A dRkAelgl e
del/z el 31%8 AA Yk
<M 1> Hud A9 21299 #AE Yvehiv <M 2> AU A
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oA B 2HAEUTY BA YoM AHET] 2HA g B Ro|th
Z}zte] FVAAS GA FEHS, SYPdS, 283 AR AABAE At

g A3 <& >3 o] vEiETh

<E 3> SPHE BSHHS BHSES 7ho] AZIZ o WP EZEHAHN=391)
7hel et ; B | E=a
&Z-] %O Al & ‘_g'_
(CH) : s (Mean) (SD)
: _ 1.00 0.564= 0226+ | - »
A7 247) 3 4 3.34 ,
P18 00000 | ©0000) | ©000) 184 0.806
1.00 0.386%*
ZAEQ | zr®me ' ‘
ks (0.000) | (0.000) 1ed 333 0.766
1.00
A= 8 A
AT (0.000) | 3T 400 0.635

FoadBAAFE 001 FE(EFR)ANA FaAF. 23¢9 gL p e vehdl

WA, 7 de] BEL A4 334 2HEAL 333, HA ST 40002 hebik
o AL A AVHAF 2ABYHY AuBAE 05642 et
(p=0.000). WA HASTE A7H4, 2A2UFH 247 0226(p=0.000),
0.386(p=0.000) 2. = “E}SiTE

sl e Azel AMAT ATHE NEB

WA <P 19 A HAH PHAsish 2484 B0 BH ASAT o)
t}. ol8 FF] Astel the ) AR ALHUT. F, 27t A7 HAH A
A48 2L o FHLSE 2ABYL o Bo] Aok AL oM. e <}
M 2>8 Q5] A e BFHARAY 7R oY,

Y = at+ BIX1 + ¢
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<E 4>9] B FAMT Y AFFAET) A EY o
AFpolth, MA 7Hd H1S AFol A <E 49 B e AT
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<E 4> X7|5 4t = =elol olxi= & Hw FH(n=39)

HS b EE3A4B) t-value frelgE
(F4) 1.727 4547 0.000
e 0.197* 0.107 2.274 0.024
A ~0.004 -0.036 -0.709 0.479
B -0.024 -0.049 -1.135 0.257
ZRIZ 0.012 0.043 0942 | 0.347
A% ~0.009 -0.068 -0.399 0.690
A9 F 0.000 0.061 1.423 0.156
2 9| 0.083+ 0.108 2.220 0.027
2}7) 8 4 (SS) 0.526%*+ 0.534 12.493 0.000
Fz 25.205(.000)
Adjusted R2 0.338

ZF: xp<0.05, *+p<0.01, ***p<0.001: FZAA

& <M 2> B Ao2A AAFTIE 5E7F AR 2AZ U
2 RolghE 7 BAR Aholth B ATdH UM 2> F5
Warol] g JFHo] ZYPWSo} AV FE AL 93t 2k 5 7] o
Fol| 23|78 (moderate regression analysis)& A A|&o]of 3t}

Zkol @A Uit EAVFY] HEHE YolrT] AHF EAURL
2o 7} ZAWSEE /) AF o Yro(dE AHET
Aey e A "Hwshe Y 2F 24 (subgroup ana1y31s)°] w@ol
ol &£ A EH(018H4], 1997), £ ATNAE ZEIALA LS o &3t =H3AL

=4 319 2F wabgel ¥dle gdd 22 FHE AdrHBagozz,
Baumgartner, and Yi, 1992).

AR, 3118 BAMHNe =A% 7AZEH(statistical power)©] $oH Y IF
Bakzlol(subgroup variance difference)$t ZA¥ 4 g 77} £35] o} (confound) %
AAFEI7 A YeuR] &g ¢ Uk olol H|std 23RN L 2EUT
o L S o) fFoBN HR &HE WA T .

A, 928 vl 29 AARELS SR Qs APHo = YFe
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et of Wil osta & AHETHGH @
v, S AH LT AAZE EodE B
AR, SHATE vy A5 T 71E%
5= A7 s g2 Yekd 5 3iok
wetA 2 ATeME g Zo] Aty oz 2HATS HANY] AT HA4
=4 S ARkl

o
2
rg
El
o
fru
ol
rir
)
2
k=)
X
i

<¥ 5> =HAES ZHYSH| /st =

o2t

ol %

I

Y =a + BiXi + BXo + ¢

Y =a0 + BiXi + BoXo + BaXiXe + §

F X% Xo® 47 S@AFe 24WUFE gt I W= APt

<¥ 5>& AW, X} X7t A3 AES dvhe AL Xi# YAele] #A7 Xe
o) gtoll meh Agate AL vt ol FIALRAS Sy A
X1} Xo8] #Q XiXeHFE AMEFA HEolA 3]9 4 of gt} o] ¥ 7
< X7F Xio] Yol dig £34& 2dddy A9E + Jon, Xof 2d¥s
(moderate van'able)i 243t A9 ;,l‘i‘r(Cronbach, 1987, Venkatraman,
19%9).

%4 }
A

£ ATdA nedste WA7I9 CEOS A7 44 2uid #9071 744 =34
EYs 71718 d doA FAALY HAAETY 13 2ESol 2EFEE dne
A o B AFHEF Alel9] A3 2E-(interaction) S F3le ARG T+
e 2FEY vXE o] et onirt He Aotk

Us2 & d7A 2498E A3 9 29 FHoth

OCB = a0 + B1SS + B2NAch +B3SS*NAch + ¢

THd 2>9 2AAT) g ARE ZFRFA AS o] A9 G AR
A folshE AHA B919 ZAARIR STl FHHY TAH} EA e
o|m shie] (AW B F Yok A7NABRH Bl FAHE 47 SYUS

po)
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o ZAWS o U 2ARN L AN EPWH UG A5t GFTAA
2AE A8 sk

<IHd 2>9] ZFel dA <E 6>9 BFD)l YE ATEAVE HFEL BY
88 (b=-0.045, p<0.05)F &Y F(b=0.000, p<0.05)7} A=Yl 4
o2 et = ggo] Be4E 2AEYS o Bo| 3ty A FUt Be 27
o] FHAS0] 2AEL ¥ Bo| 3= Ao HAT 5 vk <MY 2>9 HF
A AHLTE 27138 AF AL Tl SSxNAch 32 p-value Lo -2 %o]
I AGe Wae] A WEFeZ dehd B AA&T 2dadd g B
A77HELe A X g, |

=g (1)9 283 ARN AFNA B 5 YT 278 (b=0462, p=0.000)7 A
#47(b=0366, p=0000)% ZAZYe] FHHAN Jg%e FE Hoz Yehgrh 1
Ju ZF QoA E 88 (h=-0045, p<0.05) =g 4(b=0.000, p<0.05)7} ZHE<
o dae v 27 AH HHA ST FEAERIHSSKNACh)7E F2)7 0]

e

e R oz UERIA(b=0.079, p-value=0189) ¥ AP<7Hd 2>& A 5= &gt}
Z FAYY AFHETI 2o A 2 FAAYe] - ArEAdY gk =
42 ol PhuE ¥ 4 gl Aol

<E 6> X7| 5|43t =& Zol st MFEFe =HH5D
23 o8 (2)
W b j;:(i) t-value | 9 &#E b 7-4?—;,‘—’:(2) t-value | #&E
(&) 0.691 1.801 0073 ] 1729 1.972 0.049
@2t 0.125 0.068 1.531 0127 | 0.113 0.061 1.367 0172
ik -0.000 -0.000 -0.013 0.990 | 0.000 0.002 0.047 0.963
] -0.045% 0.093 -2.261 0.024 |-0.045« | -0.093 -2.259 0.024.
o713 0.010 0.036 0.835 0.404 | 0.010 | -0.037 0.866 0.387
q4F 0.008 0.015 0.358 0.720 | 0.004 0.008 0.134 0.854
A4 7 0.000* 0.092 2.280 0.023 | 0.000%* 0.096 2.389 0.017
A4 0.054 0.071 1.547 0123 | 0.053 0.069 1.508 0.132
2} 7] 3] A(SS) | 0.462%** 0.469 11.418 0.000 | 0132 0.134 0.520 0.603
NAch 0.366%** | 0.305 7.247 0.000 | 0.116 0.097 0.592 0.554
SSxNAch 0:079 0.437 1.317. 0.189
F&k 31.352(0.000) 28.447(0.000)
Adjusted R2 0:419 0.420

1 #p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***+p<0.001

_70__



VL 24: 89 2 $F A74Y

Zpe) wﬂﬂg—— e 2 A4S T 5 A WATIYS 0
A2 AL dez e JuPaTe B TaEAE 443

r{
a

t}. o]F AZENL deFaA(randomZ BEE FE3 A, 37 2 FHA
o] Wixr|de Y 3B1AHE UGz AERAE AT

B APNE AASAH 24 2Qe) APH BARGE dHP BN} 22
A 870 ne} oA ZeAAE Tl 2E B3] A
4 4o e WA/ QYNGR AIEER WAV DR B AAES

WA 471544 e G9E 24EQ00 F9E A9 9L vAE Aoz
debdom ATEASE REAAE A2 Y9 7Y B 9L nAE Ao
2 teith ol Wi A9t B2 ATl Jie AH8F B o)

ozR AH7t AN ABHASE o8 FTHLSE

2B § 2 YP& VE A
240 g o Bo] AHe 2; A&Mos 2 Foon Frks Ao 3

4% 4 3k
A& 2P B e A9 A 245G BAY 215
HEAEE e ACR Uehbx Qobd £ A7/l AAHA gtk F, T4

do] 4ALT7L BOhT A Izt A7154H B9NE BRARLS W 2] 34
S$AY A2 s 240 2 AT dolgodE NS HolE AL okd 3

o2 pehgth

2 A7zl we AArgA R dAse A7 H4HH Aol e FaK
3 Ashse 24299 4L ANtT 2HBYL LS FEARoE
242 F7F 98 O 4 AT AeE FHASC] YA HrAlAN] @
% 272 Fald 4T BAE 2H2YL § ol FFE Farel UA, 97
A EY 4G FE Q7] gEelT 53 & APl FHLe FHA 4AS
77 B4l adel FHHA 2L e AL UL & AT AHeT
AA7t 24200 44 9L VAE A2 FASATHE 9ol7h gk 27
B2 WA7A3IAES FHLY HHET JHUE AHoE BBR RAR

_71_
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