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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study was to model the relations between male and female university students’self-differentiation, re-

jection sensitivity, and interpersonal anxiety. Questionnaires from 502 university students in Seoul were analysed. The findings

are as follows. Firstly, self-differentiation, rejection sensitivity, and interpersonal anxiety were significantly different according

to gender. Secondly, the level of differentiation from family regression was higher for both male and female students. And

the lower the rejection sensitivity experiencing in vertical relations became, and the lower the rejection sensitivity on horizontal

relations was, the lower the interpersonal anxiety became. Thirdly, it was confirmed that for male students, differentiation

from family regression affected rejection sensitivity on horizontal relations, and for females, differentiation from emotional re-

activity affected ejection sensitivity on both horizontal and vertical relations. Finally, rejection sensitivity played a full media-

tion parameter when self-differentiation affected interpersonal anxiety, and it was demonstrated differences by gender. This

study was meaningful in that it confirmed the relations between male and female university students’ self-differentiation, re-

jection sensitivity, and interpersonal anxiety.

ATAo}(Key words): U3 (university students), AtoHE-Sl(self-differentiation), 7%

(interpersonal anxiety)
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2010; K. S. Kim & Y. S. Jeon, 2009) AF¥ i 3loH,
AR A o] Fete] Hls) frostA wThe
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b) Statistical research model

Figure 1. Hypothesized research model
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B. R. Schlenker and M. R. Leary(1982)2] “ti<l#A
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A&} 223 Cronbach’'s o= 889 FA3 FFo =

Ay Wyos A7t AMed 494 digtus
A st 2ALE AAIEATE & ARl A tiEt
2 AR EALE Ao, Z3old)
ojg] o] WA kol ofHIZAle] A}
B XAt AR B AL
Sl 4 1997142 Mg &A tgtn
of A3t F< HYE 5329 o sty AR
& él/\]é} | A, SHENA A7 X7 U, AR
£ Tx7] 7bs, AR AREH S 5011 i3l olsh
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=
[e]

=
=
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357 A 4

< f8 2% 7 WA A= ASQ] Cronbach
i3
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tlo 3 oN et

sta, FHo$EWH(Maximum Likelihood Estimatlon)g
HE3 FREAA LYY 9 gefdEdS JWsA
o} ojuf Zb ARl tigt AXHFE EF 2]V (item
parcels)E A|Zstd ARgston, RIPFS 294 A
oor SARY A 7x2IARY FH &AME A
g3tAtt. 239 A== RMSEA(Root Mean Square
Error of Approximation), CFI(Comparative Fit Index),
TL[(Tucker-Lewis Index)& &3 AF39omH, FELE
§ A *HBootstrapping)E Fll HH A HE W
AL 05 FEAA AFstaAch

bt

L el mE gAY Aolis, ARUGH 2

et o] Al w}ﬂ} ApoRgs}, AR B U=
Qe AZpol7h A=A gAd A, AokEste]l 7dadl
T AASA 23, 7}+546£ w38, AlolEs A &,
a3 el o3 o]zt &1E AtH(<Table
1> #x). FAXCE AHEH AT 3l
SHA: 3.05, osHY: 2.88, =3.02, p<.01), 71E5E oA
E3H(dsHy: 3.20, oJ8H: 3.08, =2.65, p<.01), Aot}
AA (e 3.04, A 295, =231, p<.05) FEolA
BF, gl oSt Hle] frofdtA we FELR
Uehgth b oilEeke of o] et wisl(det
4. 2.83, oA 3.06, =417, p<.001) FJ8HA =L %F

Table 1. Difference of university students’ interpersonal anxiety, self-differentiation and rejection-sensitivity by gender

Male(n=238) Female(n=264) .
M(SD) M(SD)

Differentiation from emotional reactivity 3.05(.56) 2.88(.65) 3.02"
Differentiation from family projection 2.86(.58) 2.89(.68) -49
Differentiation from family regression 3.20(.51) 3.08(.53) 265

Total of self-differentiation 3.04(.39) 2.95(.44) 231
Rejection Sensitivity for horizontal relations 2.81(1.02) 2.94(.94) -1.44
Rejection Sensitivity for vertical relations 2.10(.92) 2.07(.90) 43

Total of rejection sensitivity 2.46(.87) 2.50(.82) -.60
Interpersonal anxiety 2.83(.64) 3.06(.63) 417"

‘p< .05 "p< .01, “p<.001
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Table 2. Factor roading, corelation, AVE, C.R.,, and model fit index for measurement model by gender

Male Female
Factor loadings(0) .52-.90(p<.001) .61-.91(p<.001)
Correlations(7) |.21-.70| (p<.001) |.19-.71| (p<.05)
AVE, CR. 56-.82, .79-93 52-87, .77-95
. Unconstrained XC(dj=433.27"(244), CFI=96, TLI=.95, RMSEA=.04(LO=.03-HI=.04)
Model fit Measurement weights (d=443.997(256) CFI=.96, TLI=.95, RMSEA=04(LO=.03-HI=.04)
Tp< 001
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Table 4. Effects decomposition for structural equation model by gender

Male Female
Total Direct  Indirect Total Direct  Indirect
effects effects effects effects effects effects
Emotional reactivity Rejection sensitivity -13 -13 -20 =20
Self-differentiation —  for horizontal = "
Family regression relations -36 -36 -.09 -09
Self-differentiation Emotional reactivity . Rejectio.n sensitiyity —.1i —.16H —.17; —.17;
Family regression for vertical relations  _31 -31 -23 -23
Self ifferentiation Emotional reactivity Interpersonal 16 -08 -.osi 20" -1 -09
Family regression anxiety —.2(1 02 -22 .OO* .03* -03
Rejection sensitivity ~Horizontal relations .66 .66 50 50
p< 05 "p< 01
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