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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study is to examine the effect of female adolescents’ rejection sensitivity, impulsivity and guilt on their

binge eating behavior. Questionnaires on rejection sensitivity, impulsivity, guilt and binge eating behavior were administered

to 607 female adolescents in Changwon and Ulsan. Of 572 collected copies, 402 were deemed valid and statistically analyzed

through frequency analysis, mean and standard deviation, t-test, Pearson’s correlation analysis, multiple regression analysis

and stepwise multiple regression analysis using SPSS Win 12.0. The results of the study were as follows: 1) School type was

found to make a significant difference in rejection sensitivity, overall impulsivity, guilt and binge eating behavior; however,

its influence was not significant on the sub-factors of impulsivity: motor impulsivity, unplanned impulsivity and cognitive

impulsivity. 2) For female middle school students, rejection anger sensitivity, rejection depression sensitivity and motor

impulsivity were found to have a significant influence on binge eating behavior for both middle school and high school girls.

Guilt, however, was found to be influential for female high school students only. 3) Impulsivity was found to have a partial

mediating effect on the relationship between female adolescents” rejection sensitivity and binge eating behavior.

ATA| % (Key Words) : 147174 (rejection sensitivity), &%

Z2)3) ‘5(Binge Eating Behavior)o] &t Y4 Al
dutA o g7 HAHste= 540 R o B
U B A4S He 5 A9 44

A3 A5 7 HDSM-V; Am

rican Psychiatric Association, 2013). ©]2{ 3t Z2]8)5

2

4%

!
i

ol

o
rlr

off
)
flo
o

?

rlo

LR AR A R F QR

A (impulsivity), #27H(guilt), 2]

Z
o2
offt
=
=
5
o
[¢°]
[}
jo5]
j=n
5
&
o
)
=3
5}
s.
o
=

1737 F4Z5(Bulimia Nervosa), 217374 455315 Ano-
rexia Nervosa), 7]E} 414]7-ll(Eating Disorder Not Other-
wise Specified)®] 3 39]-#3& <] Z2]%l(Binge Eating
Disorder) SOl FRtE = A2 =2 S F 8
yo]H(C. G. Fairburn & G. T. Wilson, 1993), AA] ©-2

¥l £ AT ABA FAYEI Ao g
ol B2 HARGL AASE FHH EAAEO2

* Corresponding Author : Jung Min Kim, Department of Child Development and Education, Myongji University, Namgajwadong,
Seodaemun-gu, Soeul 120-728, Korea, Tel: +82-2-300-0603, E-mail: jmkim122@mju.ac.kr

- 31 -



2 78BS4 ¢ A 324 3% 2014

A tHZ. Cooper & M. D. Fairburn, 1987). £ <10l A Fse AFT & de 2L Moz A-LTNEA
= A 2 6§5J4‘ T FAYTE BF TFI FEaA T A7 (Rejection Sensitivity) ol & EFSI
FAYE = AHgetied, o) Faatg A oHuHaz Eifz oA E 74 éi =)z}

2 ol FA A UG T
I B Lol A F FE o] AR S B0l FAE &
A3 g oA 27t A ZolE YERN A %
= AHAe 2A%THD. M. Ackard, J. A. Fulkerson, &
D. Neumark-Sztainer, 2007; P. M. Lewinsohn, R. H.
Striegel-Moor, & ]. R. Seely, 2000).

Z23 5 #Ad Folls F2 Aadr)d AlzkEE A
o2 4#A JOoH(W. Kim & G. Kim, 2004; R. H. Strie-
gel-Moore, D. L. Franko, D. Thompson, B. Barton, G.
B. Schreiber, & S. R. Daniels, 2005; Y. Noh & B. Kim,
2005), A A1 ¢k 90%7F A48U AR RuFET Q)
THAPA, 2013; J. K. Thompson & L. Smolak, 2001; M.
P. McCabe & M. A. Vincent, 2003). 3] 2134 F2]5
olub A A A NB_HX]Z.Q] ARA et V2L 2E

) o k3l FEjo] ZTAYES UER = nE
‘73 (Subclinical)w ol dFsh= AR} A4
H| &o] Fd<rol] o] & Aolgts o] dFHL
ATHS. A. Wonderlich, T. E. Joiner, P. K. Keel, D. A.
Williamson, & R. D. Crosby, 2007). o] &2 274, &
Holl, AA% N, e 5o TFd AeA A=
WS 7hsAdol =& ¥ oofg) A e AE A
HE 2YPT F J2o] BuEUTHB. Fredrickson & T.
Roberts, 1997; E. Stice, C. Hayward, R. J. D. Cameron,
& C. B. Taylor, 2000). °]°l w2} & A7+ 43 A
Tk Aol FHito] ofd EAdFol 23S vt
FAT =R A Folle AP met e A
©]& Ho]E E(Health Insurance Review & Assessment
Service, 2013), A7) 27|19} HAd7] 7] 3t 2418
T AolE AHEE Zo] 29T Aow AdHTh

ZA Yol B3 o] AYATES F= A4 B4

HRASo B3 AR, 98, 55, B ol 2350l
FES PThL HUTHW. S. Agras, 1998; W. C. Lynch,
A. Everingham, ]. Dubitzky, M. Hatrman, & T. Kasser,
2000; L. Wisniewski & E. Kelly, 2003). 7| 2| 0.2, &2
P& T2, B 5 2 FAFA A thx st
8l =4& 7IAE AHEEhE A #Eo] e Ae=w
S THD. A. Thompson, K. M. Berg, & L. A. Shat-

e
b=

ol
-

A=

Lo 4o fr
7 &"
o | |
it

O L o\

ford, 1987; M. P. McCabe & M. A. Vincent, 2003). <
S0 o5 HAH WIS oo AV BA} Swid
& 5o AEH WE = ZA S0 FaF AL

n 2= Ao &2 YESTHC. G. Fairburn, Z. Cooper, & R.
Shafran, 2003). & ¥ AFA4=S EWE & AF0lA
= AAZ WA ASA wQl ghe] A are]EA F4

S
ich
N
rr
>,\I
O
ﬂ
0
)
Qo
%
<
e

. Feldman, 1996)
o) 54 z.&zog_— . 53] ol
i d ol A
SAHER Hodo] FPsk= F& /\Pﬂﬂ &ge] =
g BEn AAdrE AdelA Y A58 2 A
o] 8 W A F o] Z(R. H. Striegel-Moore,
L. R. Silberstein, & J. Robin, 1986; D. R. Shaffer, 2009),
AARZE ] FFE L B F A0E ostion,
o oAl Aol whEl 27] Hadriek 371 Fad
7] 18] zelE B JhsAE aLeEkth

Y & AT FAPFS w02 WYL 3
B4L Avugith $3HL BAY 5 5
of ek < ofrlshes ZCZH. ] Eysenck 1977), 2
B ABAFE o) AAH FAFhe] Avbyo]
HATHR. L. Pyle, J. E. Mitchell, & E. D. Eckert, 1981;
K. Vitousek & F. Manke, 1994; H. Kim & K. Park, 2009).
TAZR SR, AAAE F259 °F 20~25%+= DSM-IV ZIe
71Ee BT AAA EA, = 2o FHd YT =&
58S Hole A2 = YTHE. M. Rossiter, W. S.
Agras, C. F. Telch, & J. A. Schneider, 1993). =3+ 4217343
Z2Azo X8 gy YIS mX= 9902 =5A
= AHT 7= BAHJTHP. K, Keel & J. E. Mit-
chell, 1997). 28y} o] & A5 ABA F259 A
D AHe TR S5

&
= AdHE 2 T Fadrls A7) SAEe] @
i, SFA ] STVt AZlolng i e
22 EAS APty e F4Ys B#E Wlle
2 aysth Yozl Bi]lel o3 A- vk A4
T, BRI 9hg-& A AR 15t Eb i, ¢
= 9 A A A8 A=, Bl ¥
Folu A&e AFs] 13 AdS WY FF
Zlolal S22 whg& E]_%‘ F JE AoZ Yl
(J. Metcalfe & W. Mischel, 1999). ©]2]g+ A& A7 237}
S EUE, & dFodAE SEAH AINEAET F
A YF o] A NA iz wle] d¥e & Ao= 7



iz} Fade] ARURY, 54 2 AAe] FANPFo vx= 4P 3
Bs R Aol gk ol ARE AXYS o, & AT 15 a 25hAA 1079 (26.6%), 153t al 1
Efelo] 7t B-g&kx] E3ria :zi:% o, s SAA 1037(25.6%), =8tal 28dA) 1007 (24.9%), &
RAH AME e Ao® w2 A P Al Sm 18hd A 927 (22.9%) 0] ATk
sl 7lee BEehe A o= A AUTH(]. P. Tang-

ney & R .L. Dearing, 2002; L. Mary, 2009). %2352
2E# 2 ol oJaf FFS 7] 42U, Yager, M.
Rorty, & E. Rossotto, 1995; N. A. Troop, A. Holbrey, &
J. L. Treasure, 1998), AH412] F34] 7]l whe} 24l
| 9% 244 BHE el 4ES o Be AEd
A2 =S o] TbsAol ATk EF £24, 22
452 ol A7k 739, Ale] B A4S 62
al7] 1% Porow EAYEL Drhs AT A, Lee,
2000; J. L. Sanftner & J. H. Crowther, 1998; W. So, 2009)
= O]TE: X];(]%‘_h:} 6]—.1:] 71—Z—]7<4Q_] th]p;].q. A]{-ﬂ)(‘] o] Z___}-_-
o] 7Vt Aadr]e] 544 2719k 7] @Al wEt
54 HAZ o] depd 7}% /do] A|71= o|(K. Shorter
Gooden & N. C. Washington, 1996; S. Bartle Haring,
1997), 2 AFNAE Sa Fo) WE WUAF] 2ol B
ool r 112} &4tk

S, £ AT AR Ha
2 F 7o) EA)F T o] o]y 3 ]
sro.m, o} AMRI 0] ZAh ol vlA) =
el FE4e] vzl a5 gletarat siaick ol
?ﬂlx—iod ATEAE v 2ok

X

RNE =z
—=
=9

\I

<AFEA 1> A2 HAde stal o wek AA
WA, FEA, AU 2 EHYEL
242k ol @ 2pel7h ATk

<ATEA 2> oix Fade) st TR e} AR
M, 54 8 2] F4YEol
A= Mzﬁ. TR 27 Ay

f

e

oy

~
o

(o

g

2 g &0

o oox ox El
> [0
S
X ok

ofje
B
=)
(]
B
lo

I

2. 97 =T

1) #4385

ZAYPFS A7) Y938 M. C. Smith and M. J.
Thelen(1984)°] 7W&3+ AAA F-215 AL 7074 B (Bulimia
Test Revised: BULIT-R)= H. Yoon(1996)°] ¥+t A&
436}@‘1’% B ATE F36EFOE

FAs]e] glom,

BEY, ATxzdYss SH8t= 8&

N
05}

o o

[o 4

fru

rr
o rlr
oft J}S

Ol
]

a1

2
oy
Y
=1
ny
b
odt
o

3T =2

It X o rlo

-

:
Lo )y i

o>
)
o
u
o
=)
o o

AR

© =2 Zr5EHH. Yoon,
199). & A1Z] % Cronbach’s agk
= .9301913‘1], Elat "8‘@1 7—} «] Cronbach’s agt-2 %2
A= 84, 4 #d 74 84, 7E ¥ ojA| 5§ BAY
5 81, AF = B 2 74500

2) AHENEA

AR 4317] $13l G. Downey and S. 1. Feld-
man(1996)°©] o}&-& AR A2 (Children’s Rejec-
tion Sensitivity Questionnaire: CRSQ)E A8} =1,
ol AadE WO EE ALE 7Hsd 208 HilE
ATHB. London, G. Downey, & C. Bonica, 2007; K. L.
McDonald, J. C. Bowker, K. H. Rubin, B. Laursen, & M.
S. Duchene, 2010). & AT 4= . Park(2003)0] Wkt
As AT B A5 F 1209 A3o = FAF
o] glom, WAL A 48 47HA], = B 4 8714
Z ydor z “'?'501-% 67 Likert 3 =

o =3
E_l

AN el AdGE Ao gt

A AEE F% é‘é‘}ﬂ% ZAE B, B, 2 gl 7+
4 Ad o HeE Fot] AdESS, AdE:, A-RS
= Ag7h Edn. S A" s Ad e s
(A7 =t x A-AY), AR =D (A - 7]
e x A, AN (A- A7 x AR

- 33 -



=7 el eE) A

A 3298 3% 2014

A 5 Al 8] AA FHM. H. Jang, & J. Y. Lee,
2011). AHESH V By, AZSE ¢ 5 4% 339
99] AA o Hee 9 HAJoh "7t :E—r%
T QATA] 72l A 7435_101] o ®zehs ou|gitt &
ToA e A& AA A F] = Cronbach’s agh-e .95% 211]
skl F9 ZH7+e] Cronbach’s agk- A- BT 84,
ARAE=NEAE 82, AHSEUNTA .8801‘}113}.

3) +&74
Z535 SA317] Y3 E. S. Barratt(1990)©] 7ldgh
%57 ZAKBarratt Impulsiveness Scale: BIS)E H. Lee

(1992)7} Wekak Z& AHgslgth B A5 % 2389
oz FAH flon, 9 492 & FsA(el, |
Aale] yES 222 AT 5 Qo F

(e, g 7kA Qo] A BUsE Ao
0111%%@(04] gl A3t

~
<

] A1F] = Cronbach’s agt< .820]90.H, &}¢
2 55EH 73, FAESE

&7 60013

-|-: _u
N
01
o
do
ol

N

ox 18 1 OHF df N o &L
rulo :%
N <
£, B
Q 4
g Ll
(o5 % ﬂ‘
m ~
Q o.?{_,
B e
o
ol
i
ot
o
i
2
)
oy
N
N

(o))
»
rO
i

A4S Z4317] #18l J. P. Tangney, P. E. Wagner,
and R. Gramzow(1989)°] /W43t FAd§ X4/ F =
7+ % =(TOSCA-Adol, 1991)Z S. Ryu(1998)°] #eHah
ARSI B ATolMe AT AEES =
12&7E AHgSTh 2 232 5% Likert
8 28R S Aoty 1 IHA &S Aoy, ‘Rt
oJTH(EFolthy, ‘ezt 1E Aoy, ol 1E Zolty
2 JAHH, a7t 2255 HAAG AFEo] 5=
ougtt. & ATolAe HAE A A= Cronbach’s
aFk-e 7701tk

rr e

2 oox
(Tob1oob >}i _lz

r_{

™

3. AF4xak

ZAb kA 20134 2€ 3Y 7| =0 A~AT ST
28hd ojx} F3HA) 2592 TGO 2 o H| AL A
Atk o Bl AL ﬂ@% 53 AEA £ o3t
o] &S FAZ T, ou|FAbAM ALgHE HE
T4 flo] & ZA}oﬂ AH-g-3F Tk

ZARE 2013 29 6YHE 3€ 9¢71A] A 2
Ao A 1 FEnet 1/ 158t A

1

Lok

=

X o
R - O S

o

QU Ax Aad 6078 U2 AAEIE T AEA
= AT7AY AW & A uE g SFEHAY, 2§
HE Fa&l MR 9 AT Fad dEA F 5725
ZF SEA EUAY, EZHSA SHI AEA 170
E AT 40255 B AT HT £ A5=E A}
Atk AA AEA ] g 7 A ¢F 20258 A=

o 7 A8 BAL AT Hxel 217

*P%ﬂ?\ii‘l], XPE A

o 1 o

HEAo R £3H AFE SPSS Win 12.0 T2
3

A

X

i

HAZG B FAYFO AolE A EY] f8) YRR
t-7H5S A A= <Table 1>3 2tk AFNZAA 9
745, AA HF(t=-9.82, p<.001)$} 39 FG[A- B
T7H3 (8=-9.66, p<.001), A& E=RIZHE (t=-9.01, p<.001),
A -7 (1=-9.83, p<.001)] 5 shul &l we}
Froldk Zpol7k yetsted, oaro] SR =9k
ok 540 A, AA e st el wet fol g
2o 7F YERgH=H (t=-5.01, p<.001), &Ja1Ago] o] FAY ol

=3kt RH, &9 dH o= Fold 2bol7t vt
L w3 St el whet o’k 2t
001), o] gAYl Hlsl &
Ao Eﬂi‘fkﬁ}. %*4 5ol 7, DA (t=-6.96,
<.001)} 3H91F A [Z2] QA (t=-5.97, p<.001), Z2] #H
ZA(t=-5.01, p<.001), TE H o|xA] 58 B P&(t=
3.71, p<.001), ¥ E7F F F2(t=-5.01, p<.001), =2
A3 3 (t=-5.64, p<001)] =5F Stal 7o okt o
& Aol 7t YebgET, oao] AFHRY =& Ao
2 Syt

- 34 -



oA Jade ARUGA, F54 2 AA70] FHAFe VA 9F 5

Table 1. Difference in Rejection Sensitivity, Impulsivity, Guilt, and Binge Eating Behavior by School Type (N=402)
Middle School(n=192) High School(n=210)
Variables t
M(SD) M(SD)

Rejection Sensitivity 244.73(110.33) 371.26(146.07) -9.82 %+
Rejection Anxiety Sensitivity 90.15(40.16) 134.37(51.28) -9.67%+
Rejection Anger Sensitivity 78.65(34.34) 115.54(47.19) -9.02%**
Rejection Depression Sensitivity 75.93(39.08) 121.35(53.01) -9.84***

Impulsivity 53.83(8.43) 54.83(8.63) -5.01%**
Motor Impulsivity 15.07(3.54) 15.55(3.69) -1.33
Unplanned Impulsivity 22.41(3.94) 22.56(4.00) -38
Cognitive Impulsivity 16.35(2.62) 16.72(2.66) -1.40

Guilt 44.45(6.39) 47.12(5.11) -4.60***

Binge Eating Behavior 65.45(15.87) 76.36(16.81) -6.70%**
Binge Eating Cognition 23.89(6.12) 28.06(6.62) -6.58*+*
Binge Eating-Related Feeling 20.51(6.07) 24.17(6.22) -5.97%*
\C[zi“pf;]gsa?gi g;fg;mse 8.77(2.85) 9.94(3.47) 3715
Body Type Dissatisfaction 9.68(2.59) 10.98(2.58) -5.02%
Food Intake Type 2.60(1.01) 3.21(1.17) -5.64 %

w5y <001

>o]| A A Q)
2 oA Aadel AYULE, E ol A=l 3

%Alégioﬂ u]i]% }\]-q.];@l ol 3k _
e ° oo L7 (B=36, p<001) T &FFFH (B=24, p<.001)°.
A Fade] AANDA F5A A7 D E2) Z Yelgtth FAZ o2, A- T o] Z2F o
o gt

o =
kel AAE 9etslr] 9138l Pearson®] 7H-TA &
A T

= g3 AR Weke] 2% AW EH 0w (F=54.76, p<.001),
< AR oM, I A= <Table 2>9F 2t} X3 ¥ olol] &FF5d0] 5%2] 4™ ¥ (F=35.55, p<.001)S 7}
A8 EA AFE Fefetr] 918 FxKTolerance) 2t 24 st o] 50] A Fol gk Y-S F 27%E UERS
3378 Q(Variance Inflation Factor: VIF)& 42F=3t A3, & 2 A& st Wl AE- &7 (B=45,
APAE 86-952 1014013, BAFQQVIFS  p00l)F +EFEH(B=23 p<.001)L 2 UEREE, A
1.00-1.1582 X5 100]8lo] =g 7+ W3l 3t g3l 9] A7 o] Z24] Aol thdk A wgke] 20% 5 2
A= fle Ao2 eyt =3 Durbin-Watson 4 391 0.1 (F=48.98, p<.001), °]°ll +=5ZF57dol 4% A

™
= A7, D-WAS7} 1.91-1.982. & 20 24 3}A el i 2](F=31.38, p<.001)< F7kste] o529 Z2] Qx4 o
g <

2243 71e] Aol gles Felatgith It AW F U4%ATE T4 B4E A
Qe AL BN (B=34, p<001)F =5ZF 54 (B=22,
1) oA S| ARRIA, 554 2 FHA7 o] 2 p<001)o.& vetge, AdE=Tgol £ #¥
5ol P FA JFE 7ol tigk A WmEke] 19% 5 A 3H 2™ (F=129.80,
Az} ZHA o] ARNLA, 254 2 HA7bo] E2 p<.001), ool +55543°] 4%2] A8 = (F=84.56, p<.001)
ol A= FhE dFH S Ldobr] 93 FA4AE < FUtste] o]5e] £ B A g AYEe F
< TEUTE, FABARA NN ZAY 5 o7 8% At TE H o|wA] 5§ B g5e Ak Wl
AE Uehd HES SHHSE Bst] DA Hstep- & 8T EE(B=29, p<001)F AME LW (B=26,
wise) T AL S AAIEAT. £4 ZF= <Table p<00) .2 YElHEH, 53540 7E 9 o)A
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Table 2. Correlation of Variables

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15
1 -
2 90 -
3 O 92 -
4 97+ 97 98% -
5 25% 24 24 5% -
6 200 197 18% 20" .62 -
7 267 23 25% 26 44 51 -
8 28 27 260 287 85 89 T3¢ -
9 20 19 21% 21 -6 -16%  -07 -12% -
10 A8 507 51 51 35 23 2% 3% 156%™ -
11 A5 50 48% 497 34 4 D3 33% Q9 77 -
12 A7 517 50% 51 28 21 16 27% 12% 63 66™* -
13 267 27 28 28 18 4% 207 20 15" 49 63 40 -
14 Al 407 42 A2 A7 .06 A3 14 12% 63% 59 5 38 -
15 S 54 54 55 36 24 4% 34 18 02 9 78 68 69 -

1. Rejection Anxiety Sensitivity, 2. Rejection Anger Sensitivity, 3. Rejection Depression Sensitivity, 4. Rejection Sensitivity, 5. Motor
Impulsivity, 6. Unplanned Impulsivity, 7. Cognitive Impulsivity, 8. Impulsivity, 9. Guilt, 10. Binge Eating Cognition, 11. Binge
Eating-Related Feeling, 12. Vomiting and Diuretic Dose Compensation Behavior, 13. Body Type Dissatisfaction, 14. Food Intake

Type, 15. Binge Eating Behavior

*p < 05, *p < 01, *p < 001

Table 3. The Relative Influence of Rejection Sensitivity, Impulsivity and Guilt on the Binge Eating Behavior of Female
Middle School Students

Dependent Variables Independent Variables B B R AR F
1 Rejection Depression Sensitivity .05 45+ 20 48.98*+*
Binge Eating Cognition
2 Motor Impulsivity 40 23 24 04 31.38**
Binge Eating-Related 1 Rejection Anger Sensitivity .05 34 19 129.80%**
Feeling 2 Motor Impulsivity 38 2000 23 04 8456
Vomiting and Diuretic 1 Motor Impulsivity 23 20%#% 16 36.59%**
Dose Compensation
Behavior 2 Rejection Anger Sensitivity .02 26%** 22 .06 26.61%**
Body Type Dissatisfacion 1  Rejection Depression Sensitivity .01 264 .06 34.57%**
Food Intake Type 1  Rejection Depression Sensitivity .00 29%% .08 18.13**
1  Rejection Depression Sensitivity 14 36*** 22 54.76%*
Binge Eating Behavior
2 Motor Impulsivity 111 24 27 .05 35.55%*
*p <001
58 B 5o g 1A Mg 16%E Ao (F=26.61, p<001)2 F7}35te] o]E2 FE W o]xA B8
(F=36.59, p<.001), o]o] AHE=TIZA o] 6% AHH B @Eol o AEe F 2% A 29 4
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A2 a9 ARV, $54 2 HAe] FAYFo) VX 4P 7
2 AHWste WS A-ES-7H4 (6=26, p<.001) Aol Z2 Ao g HA e 18%E A3
o= A W] 6%S B ATHF=3457, p<.001). =2 © 1(F=47.10, p<.001), o]°ll &FZF&3ol 7% A3¥
AFH T8-S Ak Wde AR (=29, p<.001) (F=35.14, p<.001), Z|&zto] 1%2] 2™ 2 (F=25.26, p<.001)
o F HA WMo 8%E AW3HATHF=18.13, p<.001). < 747 F7kete] o] 59 F4 A ti A Ee F
26% ATE 4 #E DAS AW B AdEE
2) A7 5] AN, 54 2 HAZ o 173 (B=.36, p<.001), &% 573 (8=.27, p<.001), = =7+
Z2 5ol nAE FhA 9T (8=15, p<.05)] o= Yes=t], AdE=R7dol
o2} 1G] AN, S R Ao Z 2 A Aol tig A HEFY 19%E Akl o
AP gl mA= FoA FFES Loty Sl 2 (F=49.29, p<.001), °]o] &&F T4l 4% A (F=
P5& THEUTE, FBEHAA P53 7o & 35.91, p<.001), FH#zto] 3% A (F=26.75, p<.001)
AL Uehd W1ES SHUTE FYste] DA 2 (step- < 77 Frtste] o] 9] £ #d A tig Ay
wise) T3] AEH S AAISATE 4 AI= <Table S F8%ATE TE 9 oluA B8 B PFs AWst
4>of Aol Ut = Hde AMEE A (RB=53, p<.001)F &5F 54
A Ay, A ZA5S Agste Wele A-E (3=12, p<.05) 0.2 UEIGEH, AFEERITAEo] FE
=174 (B=43, p<.001), &5 573 (B=26, p<.001), 2 ooluA] B8 wAd fFo] ek HA W] 30%E A
A7 (B=14, p<.01)2] o2 Yelgt 7Aooz A4 3k 2 H(F=91.10, p<.001), °]oll &&F5A ] 2%<]
Eriztgo] Z2gol ek A W] 24% 5 24X A ¥ (F=49.01, p<.001)& F7l5t] o] T& 9 ©]
331 0. (F=67.81, p<.001), °]°ll &FFFA°l 6% % 54 Bg 24 o] g AgEe F32%dch A
8 ¥ (F=46.02, p<.001), & 7o] 2%°] A (F=33.38, ERF g J2S dishe WS FHA7HB=18, p<01)2
p<.001)& ZHz} F7}s8te] o] &9 F Y Fo ek A3 2 A W] 6% A aATHE=7.06, p<.01). &4 4
He T R2%E Ut F4 JAAE dEsts W 3 i3S AHshe M-S AHES-SRIZE (=39, p<.001)
AR E=H3 (=36, p<. 001), +EZFER(8=.27, p<.001), o= A W] 15%E 2™ HATHF=37.25, p<.001).

2 A 7HR=12, p<.05)9] <=0

Table 4. The Relative Influence of Rejection Sensitivity,
High School Students

Impulsivity and Guilt on Binge Eating Behavior of Female

Dependent Variables Independent Variables B B R’ AR F
1 Rejection Anger Sensitivity .05 367 18 47.10%**
Binge Eating Cognition 2 Motor Impulsivity 49 277 25 07 35.14%**
3 Guilt 16 12% 26 01 25.26%**
1 Rejection Anger Sensitivity 04 36+ 19 49.29%*
Binge Eating-Related Feeling 2 Motor Impulsivity 45 27 25 04 35.91%**
3 Guilt 18 15% 28 .03 26.75%**
Vomiting And Diuretic 1 Rejection Anger Sensitivity .04 53 .30 92.10*+*

Dose Compensation

Behavior 2 Motor Impulsivity 11 12* 32 .02 49.01 %+
Body Type Dissatisfaction 1 Guilt 09 18%* .06 7.06%+*
Food Intake Type 1  Rejection Depression Sensitivity .00 397 15 37.25%%*
1 Rejection Anger Sensitivity 15 437 24 67.81%**
Binge Eating Behavior 2 Motor Impulsivity 119 26%* .30 .06 46.027%+*
3 Guilt A7 14% 32 02 33.38%**

*p < 05, #p < 01, **p < 001
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3. o7 Aade] AFNRAHe] ZTaYge vxe o dE WSS AdaAT
Akl U)g =EA o wWAET 4 23, 197004 S5 AR o] vy
1Y 54l WIAE Yol FefstAaL(B=27, p<001)
o2} Fade] A-RZA I LA YF ko] BA oA 2eA ol A A- RIS 0] FEHHAQ] F A Foll MA|E
B4 w7l &S A R7] 95ke] R M. Baron and G =3 Fo) St AT (B=54, p<.001). vkx2} 3HA] 3]
D. A. Kenny(1986)2] Al 7kA] @A A mdo] &A% W 2ol A Il S5 A 0] 5ol vA= g
3| AEAS A S AI= <Table 5>9F 2o} 7 372 Fo] {23 FA (=20, p<.001), AARIA ] =
«l PG Ae N2 101*%]1, B A (VIF) = Aol v FFHol 294 I ALAAEYG a4
1.08% 10°]8t& Y ZF W]l 3 ggaAdAd el &4 3} 0. 2 (3=49, p<.001), TFHS AHANLAE ] £
Eﬂ% RS2 Yehgth =3 Durbin-Watson % 2 FEol vAE TS FEAOZ wpstdtt &

3, D-WAIS7E 1.81-1.96% 201 A sHAl vheht Ak gloh

Table 5. The Mediating Effect of Impulsivity concerning the Influence of Rejection Sensitivity on Female Adolescents’

Binge Eating Behavior

Step Variables B R? F
1. Independent — Mediator Rejection Sensitivity—Impulsivity 27%% .08 17.80%*
Binge Eating 2. Independent — Dependent Rejection Sensitivity—Binge Eating Cognition o) 26 140.65%+*
Cogniti
oghition . Independent — Dependent Rejection Sensitivity—Binge Eating Cognition 45%* 2 83,88+
Mediator — Dependent Impulsivity—Binge Eating Cognition 9% ’ ’
1. Independent — Mediator Rejection Sensitivity—Impulsivity 275 .08 17.80%**
Binge 2. Independent — Dependent Rejection SeDSItl"l;yTiimge FatingRelated  joe 3 1p580m
Eating-Related eemns
Feeling 3. Independent — Dependent Rejection Semltlmtyﬁ.Bmge Eating-Related 43
. Feeling 27 77.13%*
Mediator — Dependent . . ; . -
Impulsivity—Binge Eating-Related Feeling 200
1. Independent — Mediator Rejection Sensitivity—Impulsivity 27%% .08 17.80*
Vomiting And 2. Independent — Dependent Rejection Sen51t1V1ty—>V0mltmg And Diuretic 50« 25 139.32%**
L Dose Compensation
Diuretic Dose
Compensation Rejection Sensitivity—Vomiting And Diuretic A7
Behavior 3. Independent — Dependent Dose Compensation 27 75, Qe
Mediator — Dependent Impulsivity—Vomiting And Diuretic N i ’ ’
Dose Compensation
1. Independent — Mediator Rejection Sensitivity—Impulsivity 274 .08 17.80™*
Body Type 2. Independent — Dependent  Rejection Sensitivity—~Body Type Dissatisfaction — .27%** 07 33.53**
Dissatisfaction . e e
3. Independent — Dependent Rejection sensitivity—>Body Type Dissatisfaction — .24*** 09 20,614+
Mediator — Dependent Impulsivity—Body Type Dissatisfaction K el ' ’
1. Independent — Mediator Rejection Sensitivity—Impulsivity 274 .08 17.80*
Food Intake 2. Independent — Dependent Rejection Sensitivity—Food Intake Type 27 17 86.96***
T
ype 3. Independent — Dependent Rejection Sensitivity—~Food Intake Type A1 17 43,30%
Mediator — Dependent Impulsivity—Food Intake Type 02 ' ’
1. Independent — Mediator Rejection Sensitivity—Impulsivity 27%% .08 17.80*
Binge Eating 2. Independent — Dependent Rejection Sensitivity—Binge Eating Behavior ol 29 170.59%+*
Behavi
ehavier 3. Independent — Dependent Rejection Sensitivity—Binge Eating Behavior 49%* 3 10117+
Mediator — Dependent Impulsivity—Binge Eating Behavior 20%% ’ ’

*p < 05, ®p < 01, **p < 001
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