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1. 42

o)

Stalghes AL SollA A A AS A AAE A8 a7
Lot} Fadr] B 2RE e 8§ oF o] F2 AL AE 243t
2}(Bagwell, Newcomb, & Bukowski, 1998; Rubin, Bukowski, & Parker, 2006) A}3]2 78 B *
4 (Crick & Dodge, 1994)3} & Q1A% A3} FAAHH 22 932 PFEA G Y3
A& 712th(Coie, Lochman, Terry, & Hyman, 1992). £ ZHE & 588 s33F 3o
o} 8ty 4HE A3 (Buhs & Ladd, 2001) Y27 &5 F7HAZ1THBoivin, Hymel, &
Bukowski, 1995). ¥t ell, =) ZHE o] F8&-2 A3 A 85 F7HA7] 9 (Zimmer-Gembeck,
Geiger, & Crick, 2005), 34/d# (Wentzel & Caldwell, 1997), &3&% I, ¥ =2 5
ThFgh ALS A, 93 285 o S3tH(Kingery, Erdley, & Marshall, 2011). ©]<} o] H4d
o] wheke] lojA B2 FFS HA = EY 8ol g olsi= vl TR o= FAEY
FAA HES 98kA7) AL, o] 0] ALEloA B Ao g BEdty] 98 oW ugF g
A& AFsok shrtel ok WEFs AASH] Wil
a9, olyd =Y T8 FHoRE A&ZH] EAE 7RItk Bukowski & Newcomb,
1984; Hardy, Bukowski, & Sippola, 2002; Ladd, 2006; Parke et al., 1997). & %2 7% 7]&2)
EHERH S T8 AP E O o] % W2 s8R oo vl w2 s
Z olojAAl "}, wEhA T]E 2 RE F& A Foh= A
ado® stof o] 23 ofm el AP o RE Hlojd  AIE EokF e A2 Stu gl
83 Aol Ak olH T MNAS HeiME 7€ EY5E o FT} o] Ff EFEOE ©]
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oA = Z1Alol tiek HAo] BF2lolt), o] ojv] EHERFH & A o= Aadow
stolg o] $-9] e BA M E F8&& BAY Ho® #& WA o= AEE dBAAE
Je WEFE AMSE 7] WEelth yobrt, o3 ool 7IAE 2T
gk A A Fasitt EHPZFE e F8E e BE Y E0] o) FE B2 Y FE
& Ho|& A& ofY”] wfZo|thHardy et al, 2002; Ladd, 2006; Parke et al., 1997). & A7+

bl
TP 2HEQ F£80] AAde BHGE o= d 9o] AAAS gQlolgls AL ulgow
71&9 o] o] Fo| e g o g ojofA= V|ARA FAA S Wizl ERe} o] wi) a3}
Sl MASEAN ARG Y] &S FIstarzt stk
T448E Edegd A4S dde 7L AT dEA Aok F, 344 W milleEe
& T8 T4 (e.g, Mayeux & Cillessen,
deA Aok 1Ey "*Bﬁ ATE2 T8 344 BA AolA T

=
= = =
% 2o 9PALS FSE W 11 A5V} iR Rolth wheby ke mes o] A4S F



b
1
i
A
it
1
do
ry
I
%
rE
=
50
2
=
>
<
=
T
oX
o2
O
»a
i
cu
1y
&
1o
e
=
E

a5 173

3 = e W EYFEOE oloA=A e FHARE T AFAH R HST et
UTE EF, W2 e go] FAH R A oA = AL oflH 0|58 HAE - F=
eSS 7] S8 B2 AT AREe] mEetal o, gk vilEol ik gAo] B3k AA
o|tHAyduk, Gyurak, & Luerssen, 2008). A3 Aol oslH 2 RE 8§ o= X3le 7

Aol thall oJ9A A H7HE dg=A o wet, ol tidh AlEe] Bk 52 Geizitt
3 AHA A (Chen, DeWall, Poon, & Chen, 2012; Sandstrom, Cillessen, & Eisenhower,
2007). OlAF AAH Hrh F A, AT e G Eehr g T2
Al tigk oslE A & o= 2oE 7t

gade] mejrgs olsfist=r ol Qe A At dde] @S

A
2
L.‘l‘,
rr
)

o SpEA o A 543 ASE BAY ) DA e Lol U ol E AFHNE
ofUel, Bale] A8H WAE SUAFE A W nlRsls b YOIAE £8L A
Foh A LK@ EABA e AH A AN TFsHs A 47 ek Eef ol
BT Y A H WA A AEE AN A FEAET BAFF] FEF FAH O
2 9L VAT ok B 54 EHE FEA B ololBS WHAIE AL ojele
A7} Do, G EAZHE FE WA B ool 2aE 4GS WEAL 5 Yt
Wk AFShE Aol, oI Aol 37 B W HAUER ShofF F8 BA Bohs Aa
Az} AR EBAE U she 5 AHEoR AAshe ARt anagl H2e B & At
S9NV FES MEAA 48T BAE A4S AY 5 YEE 2HshE A 205

Bgol the

A4 B 1 thedlel E OE Ge Ee5E02 oot uiETE A7) uy
Fo| ol wheh 2AHEAE FAHIA Stk E ATE Aol ATY AR BHR
= lle] Azaks A8 B39 9ol nrk Ax Y H ol Rushe AYATES
&0 2 (Norris & Kaniasty, 1996; Sarason, Sarason, Brock, & Pierce, 1996; Sarason, Sarason,

& Pierce, 1990) &do] A7 4§ F=of 24E ool A7E APtk 5, A48
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ot B A7 FAAR AT e 2om, old e HF AFEFHS (19 1] ZTh

ATEAL Ee5 G 7He] FV BAlo) QoA FAYe| MALTE ATk
i EY5g3t FAY) WA YoM AUl Te] 2PERAE ATk
ATEA, TG o) FEA wA QoA FAR WAEAI A 93] =

N LT[ e
=3

8 ’l’ 344 L ]
=3 k| i ks

F,

2
¢l #AAE U 4 (friendship) B *—TLE—,Q_Q-(Bukowski & Hoza, 1989; Furman & Robins,
1985). &, =Y EFE £ F&& B 1o 3= 7HAA Febe 457F A8
(Parker & Asher, 1989). HITHE EHEHE
5 7HX1tHAsher & Parker, 1993). T2 2.2 FAol& A
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TH(Bushman & Anderson, 2001; Geen, 2001).

T2 AbolollA B 8o AL AAIEY] A& thE &5 HHsh] Wil 344
< Eole ARE o|E & UtH(Leary, Twenge, & Quinlivan, 2006). HYATE EHZF
B 22 £8&& APAU ol AGT A 344 dFo] wobd F dS HIH
(Downey, Lebolt, Rincon, & Freitas, 1998; Haselager et al, 2002; Ladd, 2006; Mayeux &
Cillessen, 2008; Sandstrom & Herlan, 2007). 3, RItHE FA o] EHERE 9 F8&& U
= HRlo R 9sV|= Frh(Cillessen & Mayeux, 2004; Pakaslahti & Keltikangas-Jarvinen,
1998; Zimmer-Gembeck et al.,, 2005). A A|o] & T 587 FAH S Hols HES *2
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ﬁ
I'.I*_1
|_I'|
&
1>
do

TS HolAT, A JA W& Ao Hgl, O QElEet B EFE &S WA Xt
+ A8o] A &EH(Cillessen, Van [Jzendoorn, Van Lieshout, & Hartup, 1992). &3l H,
HE=HE Y B F8o] FAAMS Fola Fokkl T4 & O e FES W o

WE 7H 7 Aok 28y APAFEL Fe EYggo] 344 rA= 9
o] e w8l HA = FF
e

7h thRRoltk, nlebA Eelgol FAYE B ol ¥ Eejrgo
A

il

4 < 49 =3l (Cillessen & Mayeux, 2004; Mayeux &
34 A A AP < Aok gek B Ao A= oheksk oA 2

4 ANE )T F Yt Re mAFE 2US T A4 Aol FHL Tk

2. X4 B8 3289 A0l Ao XPIIHIHESHS] T

o, B2 Aol e 344 e YT H2A #AE Hasta AT FEe
W2 Fobe BE S0l 344 Hole A2 ol tH(Chen, DeWall, Poon, & Chen, 2012;
Sandstrom, Cillessen, & Eisenhower, 2007; Twenge & Campbell, 2003). A4, 42|} Zo] +§&
2] Sghol] gk whgoll= AIA7E EAg o] Y3 AIAkE S Bk FAIH R o]
& A st A wEH AXE vhEskE v EeS 7] Wil T Rt
(Ayduk et al., 2008; Kirk-patrick, Waugh, Valencia, & Webster, 2002). A4 Z &2 AFAE2
w2 wmY gl tigh A4 344 ke WAE 2 FE MAS 2 mEsta gloy,
theFgk HA e digh &Ao] B8 A& o]thDowney, Mougios, Ayduk, London, & Shoda,
2004; Sandstrom, Cillessen, & Eisenhower, 2003).

EYPZRY FES A Ko FRS T2l AP sy, Al A
A A AR HIFE deleAo wet, old tEk AlgEe] Wl FeRxivka d#A
TH(Chen et al., 2012; Sandstrom et al., 2007). Z71HId3F GA o]F g 7119 AAH 7}

< stuEtal & ¢ Aok AT S ket AElF o3 ol Sl A EAL
24, o3t o] ZREHJE u T AJAS AAlolA A= Aozt & 4 Aok F, AU

Ao glo] ARl WA AR FAIskE 4 @A O & (Abramson, Metalsky, & Alloy 1989) A
21 oA ZIQlstal v A o= Bl o3k Hldo|uy BRI o 2 RE £& WA X A
of gk A7 #o] A& AR delx th(Blatt & Zuroff, 1992). WebA] A7| G &l
F2 S0 mHERY B2 83 A4 2 B-g, o2 B U 9 Al Bre
=

AYLE A o2 ddsiE = ok ol2jdh 79l 1384 ¥& Aueh Al AR A FA4

D
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ANZ G2 9ES Hole d4E
Feldman, 199). ol AMS] & 02 &

Hk
A (hypervigilence) < 7}l AR, AL3] A 0.

sk A&l dsl 0% 22 759 ¢354 A4S BolH(Ayduk et. al, 1999) B % ¥o]
2 0 2 §E-3-3tal(Downey, Mougios, Ayduk, London, & Shoda, 2004), 1014, vl F19
F#Zo| Ei(Downey, Freitas, Michaelis, & Khouri, 1998) 4lA1Z FAXA FF(Downey,
Feldman, & Ayduk, 2000)& Z3ste] dubdQl 344 FF(Ayduk, Gyurak, & Luerssen,
2007; Sandstrom, Cillessen, & Eisenhower, 2003; Downey, Lebolt, Rincon, & Freitas, 1998) 5=
g E2 20 E gtk 194, ARt BdA o w A4y FeHoA 7|lst Tk
42 o2 Bl &% vidoly Ele 2R e & A X A ti A3 #de] 2
o

Ho® &#A kBlatt & Zuroff, 1992). AAE A 015)0] &5 A7 AL 7
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Gilbert, & Allan, 1994). &, £ A7IHIGEFES 7H Q19 A9 ERICZREH 48 ¥4 X
& Aol i3 AAe] =0 A4 ¢ lon® HAE EHRRE e 8ol vobd o,
s

A7HIEd o] W Aol Hig) Huh w2 FEe] 344 B Ao 57}

¢

M. 7 Y
I A
B ATE FFH AR AATLN N AAFE FHols  Fad AdAue FoE 15
HIARE B85 2010958 F 53HAE 714 dlole 5ol Y om, B AT

3
3R Eedo] 49 E FAAS 58 IR e gl B W Es) A7)
] Aol wet RkA=AE #R1shr] ffs) 32K2012'd, 53), 42H20131d, 111), 5342014
d, 112) vloJElE AHESIGATE HiolH 9 £3& SGENHATFEHS T3l A5l o] F
ojFom FE & 3R 22599 (' 1,1409, o 1,119%), 42Bd % 2,108%(F 1,0759, o
1,0331), 52Hd = 2,091 (' 1,067, o 1,024%) 0] At Eef o] ko] 7Hg I (Chein et. al.,
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TAR= SAN] Sl $A448 = T el 45 d e ARSIl FAIH R Y o
= EXfS fe wW7F AW(PSY1BO1), “Ee] = <= Wl wrh v (PSY1B02), “W7t 3}

rlr

AL & A 3t mAAY GRIT(PSY1B03), “E A obd Y& A2 3t} (PSY1B04)©]
th 3ahd % FAA 9] AF = (Cronbach «)& .78, 4xHd =9l ¢ 762 UElST

HOlEY] 74T A @ AT SPSS 180 TR IHS ALREYT v/l Ead, 2dan 9 x4
g mAEAE SAst] 8 SPssel AAIF 3] FE4 7 PROCESS =4 (Hayes, 2013)2 283}
% Th(http:/ /afhayes.com/ public/ docaddendum.pdf). ‘24 w7} &2 moderated mediation)’
o] ©8 2 Hayes(2013)°] A|tol] we} A0l o7 vi7] &3 &3z 2d sl A47]n)

3| o3l 25 = 205 7P &3 (conditional indirect effect)E E@3F7] 913l AHE-SFA
ok v &8 o) & HF Z2E B (bootstrapping) 7| < 2831501
2008)9] A<tol whe} RAEFY wEL 50005 2 HASATE RE FAH £4E FEAHL
= o]Fojglon ForES 5% A

o] 21§ Hayes(2013)2] PROCESS 412 thg-3 2+& A& 70 & & ok A, o
NEHS] Fol& ASS R2EHE 7HS AHEsh7] W&ol A48 7Hde 878 = o
& WS vlsl diAos AFFH & ¢ Aok 24, ASHF] ARG R &
(+1SD)°ll W& ={F T aT o] et Fele Nz 3 & 4 AtH(Hayes, 2013,
2015) AR, FRAA R T A olu F5A-8HTE &85 2 a3 Ao vl
2

A3 TAst= BAE AT F gler,
HAY Aok 5 JaAg g Sele] AR EAE I 4 AckHayes, 2013, 2015).
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V. 7 23

AT FERY), TSGR, 52 B FAAEAL 471 o HF rlESA 2 AAE <2
1> AAF o] vk BE #2001 FEAA Folstion,
A3} 12004 -21 Abole] B4 BAAE 7= 2
Efr8t 20 FHE B 3AEE AL 4R B4 460] FHE Bl =
T8 FAA e BAE AV EE 3AIAE e 58L 3R B 433AE FA4 T -120)

= 2 g inss

A -149) e B9, 3AbdE B3 33hd

=249 JEE -260014 037 Aol H L, HEE 088014 140 A)E = |2], X |4]9)
71E€ 9A ol AWl AAEE Frse A oE YEt(Curran, West, & Finch,
1996).
<E 1> Feeelo| 7|S8A YW &
1 2 3 4 5
1. AIHIGEE 37t -
2. 3848 37 .32 -
3. 848 47} 18 .46 -
4. 8 37 -.21 -.14 -.12 -
5. ==& 5xt —-.16 -.13 -.16 42 -
R=kis 2.15 2.27 2.05 3.10 3.15
FFHEI} 0.87 0.64 0.57 0.44 0.38
A= 0.16 0.01 0.05 —0.26 0.37
2= —0.88 -0.16 -0.29 1.40 1.08
= BE 482 pK0015FdAN RE
2. B8 7t FEH Ao AN A8 it 45

we) 5§ 7] FHA Bl QoA FAA A B Al el o5 2 EA
B Hsh7]o] @AM, EAFE o] FEE BAlo) ol TR0l MAEIAE Hol=A el
sheleh. BRI <E 250 AN} Qlek FAM 71 E FAYEHE BAT el
A, SRslel Ee8Ehe] ALl FAYU N Pl E HRe] RF8% AFE -060)
omf wANLIel FAY@ ol sl EaFEE BIXE AR HEG ASE 12
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S

o} BE A2E 01 &4 §9

T= 412 e

el

A

ol

0

22 545k
2,745
5.7 2%

20.03#3%

4=
o

7
=

k=i
.45
—-.06
41

=& 5xt
—-.12

SE
0.02
0.03

SE
0.01
0.02

0.41
0.07
0.08

Ao AN S22l ool
0.36

i
i}

H

[

=c
21
R2
19

R2

<E 2> K489 7t

p<.001

AY 3x [SAE]

Ee—8 37t
A8 4zt [HEHel]

=& 3%t
sk

3L
[e)
3L
o

=
T

—

)
T

<

o

<3 3> Yehd et 32pd =0} £44

AEoA] 4= Aol el g3t A7) ul g el

o
N

el

Ho

$3}

¢

(-1SD) =)

o]

o°

ze)

)

07, A7)

Aol me 4ol

7=

[e]
=

Lot A7 A

(+1SD)°ll T<=7127]

o}

34 o

AT ol

F 2h(=1SD) #hol A

o

9

A

1

<
o/

130 2 zrnjgdAldko)] H&

R

se FA4 F7H2 olof A Ao tehgth. =Aae] TA el 3

S
=1

4 A%
5718 $918H7] 918 Aikenh West(1991)9] A <kel wel 2gdelel 43,

o}

=3
~



182 O [OMEAT 173 3¥

Sguel 1A 22
R? B SE 3 t R? B SE B t

=28 33 .
] 21 040 002 —.44 2142 22 039 002 -.44 2144w
Tajg 3%
(A)ET St 007 003 .05 260 007 003 .05 267+

HILrAASE
g [HI=EE 3R 002 001 -.03 1.56ns 002 001 -.04 1.7Ins
AxB 007 003 -.05 273

1.25 1
R 52
o A7l e
1.20
115
0
T
Ho
1.10 A
1.05 -
1.00 | 1
EE WS E4E 58

[O8! 2] eS80 3242l 2ol A0 A7 ||t Eke| - &0t
TG 2o FEH BA YoM XPHIPIYeR THE FHYL

Ee)5 g o] FEA wA olH AN MAZIE A EF o3 2= A

3 y
of et &, 33dEe] 344S FAR YeelA 4pdse] F2He) w8 2]
M) FEA GGl fo% UL IS Ao Gehgor], 4ad el A4l 53

5o E5ES RS ASHAT LI folH AFS A3 RrEADAT} )
s1e g0l 02 EPeHA W 202 eht MR fold AE FUT 5 YA £,

3RS Eehsgol SR B4 folabl ASSAh AV Fol B 8
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<E 4> SR 7i0] BT B0 JUOIM APlHLsloz mEsl BZiMo) pfaTt HE
Ol: ZAAN 4% (@]
=g wol SEHR: ZAE 4z} [W7RRH]]
R2 B SE I6] t
244 3zt [EMEQ] .22 0.40 0.02 44 21,02
T2 3xHA) 0.07 0.03 -.05 2.52%x
A7Hd g 3xHB) 0.02 0.01 .04 1.73ns
AxB 0.07 0.03 —-.05 2.80%x
EAHQ] EglA2
R? B SE Jé] t
ZA4 4zt [MAE] .19 0.08 0.01 -.12 5.7 Ltk
T8 3%t 0.36 0.02 41 20.03x
Z=. ns=non-—significant, #x=p<.01, #*x=p<.001
a
V. =9 % EE

B AFolAe meeg ko] A BAC oA FAA ) iz, sefed) 344
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The Effects of Aggression and Self-blame Style on the Longitudinal
Relationship between Perceived Peer Acceptances:
A Moderated Mediation Analysis

Choi, Boungho”
Park, Soowon™
Shin, Jongho™*

The purpose of this study is to examine the effects of aggression and self-blame style on
the longitudinal relationship between perceived peer acceptances. It suggests that conditional
indirect effect of prior peer acceptance, through aggression, on posterior peer acceptance,
depending on the levels of self-blame style. This study analyzed the 3rd-5th waves of the 7th
grade cohort of the Korea Youth and Children Panel Survey dataset, conducted by National
Youth Policy Institute. Results showed that after accounting for existing aggression, decreasing
peer acceptance predicted increasing aggression next year, which then predicted decreasing
peer acceptance again year after the next, only for adolescents with high self-blame style. On
the other hand, for adolescents with low self-blame style, there was no significant relationship
between peer acceptance and aggression. It is meaningful in that we identified the role of
individual’s cognitive and behavioral characteristics that can buffer the vicarious cycle of low
peer acceptance and aggression. Therefore, we need to carefully consider the self-bale style

and aggressions, when the interventions on the low accepted adolescents are practiced.

Key words: peer acceptance, aggression, self-blame style, moderated mediation
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