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ABSTRACT

Purpose: This study aimed to understand the relationship between risk-sensitive factors and safety and
unsafe behavior, and to clarify the relationship between risk-sensitive factors and demographic cha-
racteristics through response matching analysis. To this end, a survey was conducted on 501 construc-
tion site workers and data were analyzed using the SPSS program. Method: Six factors were derived
through frequency analysis, cross-analysis, exploratory factor analysis, and reliability analysis for data
purification. Multiple regression analysis and response analysis were conducted. Result: Risk-sensitive
sensitivity and avoidance were found to have a significant effect on safety behavior and unsafe behavior,
and the relationship was found according to age and occupation. Conclusion: Taken together, it shows
that safety behavior is influenced by managing individual risk sensitivity and sensitivity, and properly
managing avoidance. Accordingly, it suggests that intervention is necessary to manage risk sensitivity
and sensitivity to promote safety behavior and maintain a sustainable safety culture, and to prevent
excessive avoidance.

Keywords: Risk Sensitivity, Safety and Unsafe Behavior, Response Analysis
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Table 6. Analysis of scope and reliability of risk sensitivity
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Chi-square test x 2=34.641a) df=8 p=0.000
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Table 10. Results of the similarity analysis between demographic characteristics and risk sensitivity
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Table 10. Results of the similarity analysis between demographic characteristics and risk sensitivity(Continue)
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