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Abstract The purpose of this study was to analyze the differences in dating violence perception of dating
violence perception of university students. As a research tool, CTS2 was used as a measure of dating
violence, a measure developed by Kim(1999) was used, and a measure of dating violence by Jeong(2013)
was used. Data analysis was performed using independent sample t-test and multi-variate analyses. The
results are summarized as follows. First, female students showed higher differences in total violence
against violence and psychological violence than boys, while boys showed higher physical violence than
girls. Health majors were significantly higher in total dating violence and psychological violence than
students in humanities and social sciences. There was no significant difference in dating violence
offenses with or without sexual experience. Only psychological violence showed an interaction effect
between gender and sex experience. Second, female students were significantly higher than male
students with significant differences in recognition and sub-factors. Health majors were significantly
higher in both date violence perception and lower factors than humanities and social sciences. Students
without sexual experience perceived overall dating violence more than students with sexual, physical
and cyber violence being significantly higher.
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Table 1. The distribution of traits of study subjects

(N=351)
Characteristics Categories N %
Male 220 62.7
Gender
Female 131 373
Humanities
) and social 198 56.4
Major sciences
Health care 153 43.6
Yes 223 63.53
Sexual experience
No 128 36.47
1 158 45.0
2 67 19.1
Grade
3 89 25.4
4 37 10.5
0 11 3.1
Number of
heterosexual 1-3 174 495
relationships we 4~6 108 33.6
have met so 7~9 2% 74
far
Over 10 32 6.4
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Table 2. The difference of harassment behavior of
dating violence according to gender (N=351)

Variables Categories N M+SD t
ics Male 220 | 16.65+6.03
Psy{;%hi)loglcal 610
lolence Female 131 | 21.50+7.82
Sexual Male 220 | 836+3.15
X 0.08
Violence Female 131 | 8.34+3.02
ice Male 220 | 4.49%1.73 .
ih‘f‘c‘ﬂ 2.87
lolence Female 131 | 4.11£0.75
Male 220 | 29504978
Total -4.07
Female 131 | 33.94+10.06
"p<01, 7 p<.001
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Table 3. The difference of harassment behavior of
dating violence according to major (N=351)
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Table 5. Interaction effects between gender, major
and experience of sexual experience on

Variables Categories N M+SD t
Humanities
Psychological | and Social | 220 | 17.12+6.67 .
Violence Sciences -4.08
Health Care| 131 20.19+7.37
Humanities
Sexual and Social | 220 8.48+3.32
Violence Sciences 087
Health Care| 131 8.19+2.80
Humanities
Physical and Social | 220 4.44+1.60
Violence Sciences 1.42
Health Care| 131 4.22+1.23
Humanities
and Social | 220 | 30.05+£10.34 .
Total Sciences -2.37
Health Care| 131 32.60£9.62
“pC05, " p<.001

Table 4. The difference of harassment behavior of
dating violence according to experiment

of sexual experience (N=351)
Variables Categories N M+SD t
Psychological Yes 223 18.78+7.28 i
Violence No 128 | 17.90+6.87
Sexual Yes 223 8.54+3.45
Violence No 8 | soseazd | O
Physical Yes 223 4.42+1.66 134
Violence No 128 | 4.23+1.00
Yes 223 | 31.74+10.66
Total -1.41
No 128 30.16£9.00
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harassment behavior of dating violence

(N=351)
Variables Depefndent Sum of |Degree of| Mean P
variable squares | freedom |square
Psychologieal | - ¢/ ¢ 1 | 6469 | 142
Violence
Gender Sexual 406 1 406 | 042
* Violence ) ) )
Major Physical 31 1 31 015
Violence
Total 29.98 1 29.98 | 0.31
Psychological | -, 5, 1 |217.52] 489
4 Violence
Gender
. Sexual 7.42 1 742 | 077
s i Violence
exua Physical
experience Vioylifje 01 1 o1 |oo1
Total 309.11 1 309.11 | 3.22
Psychological 211 1 211 | 034
Violence i i i
Major
» Sexual 143 1 143 | 0.5
s I Violence
exua Physical
experience Vioﬁifse .01 1 .01 0.00
Total 11.82 1 11.82 | 0.12
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Table 6. The difference of perception of dating E BA5H A3 Table 83 Zon, AA Ho|EEZH
violence according to gender (N=351) ol4le. HA3o] Qi sho] Qi ST L.0J5t X}
Variables  |Categories| N M=+SD t o|Z ¢ &A YeRgtHt=-2.17, p<.05). FAF o= A
Err}otional Male 220 24.02£6.79 972" AR ZE(=-1309, p> 05), olo] Z&(1=-1.35, p>.05)
Violence Female | 131 29.86+4.57 o 18 om oI5t Fpol7h Y A "
- _ o
Verbal Male 220 31.27+7.37 476" = 478 of @ Aot Rl A2 HErd
Violence Female | 131 | 352047.66 ' g, JEHE(=-2.67, p<01), AAE Z(=-2.07,
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Physical Male 220 27.61+£5.95 575
Violence Female | 131 30.86+4.54 ’
Cyber Male 220 24.93+6.50 845 Table 8. The difference of perception of dating violence
Violence Female | 131 29.69+4.07 ’ according to experience of sexual
Male 220 | 122.19427.18 experience (N=351)
Total -8.64
Female 131 143.11+18.12
..... 001 Variables Categories| N M=+SD t
jo 8
Bmotionl Yeo |23 | 25833661 |
Violence No 128 | 2685678
Table 7. The difference of perception of dating Verbal Yes 23 | 32314750
violence according to major (N=351) Viol -1.35
iolence No 128 33.47+8.04
Variables Categories N M+£SD t Sexual Yes 223 15.10+4.25 o
. ) -2.67
Emotional Esjjlngé‘f:nig: 20 | 24262683 | .. Violence No 128 | 1630%3.93
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' Health Care | 131 | 28.71%557 Physical Yes | 2B | WIS | -
Violence ’
Humanities and No 128 | 29.62+5.14
Verbal | gocial 1S<1:iences 220 | 31.39+8.00
Viclence -3.78 Cyber Yes | 23 | ells62 |
Health Care 131 34.47+6.96 Violence No 128 27.7545.92 .
Humanities and
Sexual 1 Sei 220 | 1450446 | __ .. Yes 223 | 127.71£26.20
Viclence Social Sciences 571 Total 217
Health Care 131 16.88+3.33 No 128 133.98+25.84
H iti d * o
Physical | social Seronecs | 220 | 2769¢592 | .. (05, (001
Violence ’
Health Care 131 30.29+5.01
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Table 9. Interaction effects between gender, major,

experience of sexual experience on
perception of dating violence (N=351)
Variabl Dependent | Sum of Deg;ee Mean F
ariables variable squares ° square
freedom
Emotional |55 g 1 | 2525|070
Violence
Verbal o1 1 o1 | 000
Violence
Gender Sexual
N Violence 22.65 1 22.65 | 1.52
Major Physical
Violence 391 1 391 1013
Cyber 1151 1 1151 | 036
Violence
Total 127.08 1 127.08 | 0.22
Emotional |~ ) 1 101 | 0.03
Violence
verbal 7.48 1| 748 |013
Violence
Gender Sexual
* ) 2.93 1 293 |0.19
Violence
sexual Physical
experience st 18.89 1 18.89 | 0.63
Violence
Cyber 001 1 001 | 0.00
Violence
Total 40.92 1 40.92 | 0.07
Emotional | ) o¢ 1 | 719 | 182
Violence
Verbal 28.98 1 28.98 | 0.51
Violence
Major Sexual
* X 18.76 1 18.76 | 1.19
Violence
sexual Physical
experience 'y 5.80 1 5.80 | 0.19
Violence
Cyber 4248 1 4248 | 1.29
Violence
Total 497.67 1 497.67 | 0.81
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