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Abstract

This study investigates factors that impact dating relationship stability(DRS) among college students by applying
two key concepts from the Interdependence Theory suggested by Kelly & Thibaut (1978; Thibaut & Kelly, 1959),
the comparison level(CL) and comparison level for alternatives(CL,,). This study also examined mediating effects of
commitment on the relationship between CL and DRS and CL,, and DRS. The research used a survey data set drawn
from 327 college students currently involved in a dating relationship. The collected data set was then analyzed using
SPSS software ver. 23.0 and AMOS software ver. 25.0, to produce the descriptive statistics, Pearson's correlations,
and path analysis with bootstrapping. First, both CL and CL, had a significant direct impact on DRS. In terms of
effect size, CL's effect size was comparatively larger than CL,,'s. The mediating effects from the commitment were
evidenced. In the model, the commitment partially mediated the relationships between CL and DRS, and CL,, and
DRS. The findings suggest that commitment still plays a key role in dating relationships among college students
who currently have a romantic partner. The findings of this study show the possibilities in applying the concepts

and theory of interdependence to explain current dating relationships among young adults.
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= T 20slab, 2014), ®3F 2017dof 1271 thekae] 2w 7|
[hol] AlAIE 9 8327H4 =2 AR Ay}, oishe] 7 &
oFslA Aztel= HAl= Aoflo] Tek B4 9ok (Hankook Ilbo,
October 22, 2017), ZL Hloll%= 2017 < mujel ofZejAo]
H(application) A4 ab|RFE0] 714 e =8 A|&3 A
9] 1074 o Ze]AlolA ZF 4707t dlofe ofZe] Aol ol qlrt= A
A2 HdEo] dofj(o]st dlo|E WA)E E7I5H] hokae W
3t JoongAng Ilbo, June 2, 2018).

Sh, dishe 571 Hadr]olal volrt 4172 e] A

~

l

o [

[e2

o] Ho|& Z¥5H= A|7|(emerging adulthood)o] a5k o]
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K. Jung, 2004; Kyung, 2016; Kim et al, 1993; Song, 1988)
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2 w2 YRS 4 ek, E3 Ofahge] dlo|= A A
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Huo] ot lo|E BAIRE 7ilo] vlaE Sl e Hlo]
E AE B7staL olof wet 35l 2 onlsk=d], ol
Kelly & Thibaut (1978; Thibaut & Kelly, 1959)7} A|¢Fst AF&
ool 2o Ndx 2 Feit), e ool g Al Akl
ghol=9] gt ﬂﬂi AAX] =], olof] wEH ZHQLe- vy}

dhtol thet liszzoleis /b 7158 ALgSlel w1
o] RHEES Aol AT IMSES AL 3 Hlo]
£ 31, ERele] gl A 5 Ajelo] i 9= WE djo]E 3
AS g o 23t dajel dlolE wAolA ZIthehs S
ofulgict, e, HAekIH S SNSO| AEl ‘Q1ek o

S
tﬂolE AL} t]f‘ﬂ% ArEE Sele AS ok, distis
o5 5l ERlolAl AHile] HlolE HAE =L -S4l ol B
%94 tlo|E IAE oAl HH, ol S5 ERlte] vjis o]
o XIek, 7H1-E ERRIIFO] HIWLE AA AHA19] o] E A o Wk
o ple ZIEA] o8 e Qdeh

tho =, tiQte]] el Hlapae: 7hagt tiehAQl e
7 aresfli Aat Axe] glo]E IAlefA 7iRle] 7|tk 4
2 oJulgttH(Kelly & Thibaut, 1978: Thibaut & Kelly, 1959).
ShA] gl o e, R Bk oY} 2 Boled K
tietell ot aelE aEstkelal Qlek, tiebAQl dske vhE Alst
I A2 Hlo|E HAE Wiz AL ofy e}, HAlo] Eli= o]
L A2 A 0k 2l 5 Hdsith Ao ool ol w
2 bt HawsE wff FAfo] glo]E A7} 7]l olstd g5

N1 7L HAIE e et 7Hsdo] ALt
31, Rusbult (1980)+= A& 9]F0]29] u ot
oﬂ ek Bl JhES Eg®E FAlo] &S ARsialon
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]

l

i

T:P A4S AL HolE Ao EdsilE s
tll, 7i¢lo] Ajo] WAIE YA FrIsk=Alol wet #1419

T gl ck(Etcheverry et al, 2013; Johnson & Rusbult,
1989; Sprecher, 2001), T3t 3412 Hlo|E A Qg4
Za3t Helo & ofAA ¢rHRhoades et al, 2010;
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Rusbult, 1980; Rusbult & Buunk, 1993; Sprecher, 2001). ~1
eup 2t FdFolA F4ile) Fasdo] ofshEe FaFdol Liet
U (James—Kangal et al, 2018; Konstam et al, 2018), =] tf
SHYES] Ho|E A4 F4lo] of' ke sl=A] thAle 4
HE F o) Qe
Rusbult (1980)2] FAfol&2- tjo|E A W Ao dtof]
g HA o5 A8t At AF7HA e iele i) X1y
|31 ¢J= HkhH(Hadden et al, 2018; Impett et al, 2001; Kim,
2016; Kim, 2018; Lee et al, 2007; Park, 2014; Vannier &
O'Sullivan, 2018), 7L <*{to] ¥ A2 oJEo|ZS #-8-ste] Hlo|
A /S A Ao i FSelt), AR olEol =
?—E— FAAoR AR M, C. Kim (1990)2 A
712 HE e R A BlagEt oite] iRk v
= Hﬁ% OJ_T;%} 11, Eo?} Yoo (1992)= ZAEAo|A]2] v|
SNk ETL RlAlol| mix)e ke A Eeiom,
Yoon¥} Schumm (1993)2 2 Ao A1) H|a4==a} tfelo]]
ek HlupeES S5 9% Aws Apdelelet oA 4
= IAlNA A ofEolEe] S 28Rt e -‘?'#5&
o[tl, Hlo|E HA oA 9] HlulErt vhietol] theh Bl
S 3| AhHE 915 Hong (1998, 2000)9] 157} -«
ojt}, ofefl oF 20ido] At A Aol A vl B
HlagEo] ey o] glo|E A QP dat ojwgh ¢dte)
A& 815|11 Algo)so]|2o] 8o Aokslx] Al Z Q)
t}, ofe} tEof srfjof 4] thof Rl Hlo| & Alof #ek A=
T2 sy o] Hlo|E Aol ik nlAl= 7HQl Hlolut 71
25| = At 2= ‘01(Ahn & Ko, 2014; Lee
Jang, 2017 Park, 2005), Hlo]|E 7] AH= BAltjatoz
sho] e A e Aol 11]7]%‘:} ol & A5t Al= et
A o R vyt diqte]] gk BlaggEoe] Hlo|E A
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A e AAREAIR G E e Wl Uehs o
= AAA o= FAlste] R ofEolEor APt Kelly &
Thibaut (1978):= J2ojEol&o] AR AQ1 mehe: Hol Akt
AloA A &) ggoll Jake vA|= WAL olEd)
Hom Angs 2pislslgle 1/}, teho] Aol A
o|Fo] KAl vlgoleh= A TdS IRt
AL3] glo] Z(social exchange theory)?] UEo &
tHFloyd & Wasner, 1994; Hong, 2000: Sprecher, 1998).
SolEol o] whmH A1 FA WAS] WHEEe) A|LoliE
A7ds7] Qlsl 5% WSS B AR sk 11 7]eo] BiE
H =3 Qo] thgh Hlulpsee] sieeict,

H| P2 7iQlo] A9 Hlo|E Ao 4] nigs] Hhotok gk
TRl =7 WA HI8-9] 2 ougict, ohA] W, ey
7F yollAl Fls] s Alolet 7ol AE wWeh, Blas
9] 91x= 7Hlo] AL Q= thE Ho|E TAIE A Bt
& U HAR H]8-9] 23of Al Kelly & Thibaut,
1978; Thibaut & Kelly, 1959), o] wjj, 7]jelo] &l Qli= t}2 ¢
o|E IS = ARAlo] ool AEgt dlo|E TA MR o)
ARANL o] AR 2, A, R =2 EE}”P S5 S
CHet glolE AP} ke, s 12wl
Ak o Zpploll Al Lol 7hs/del A9 §li= vlwd —J@ il Eﬂoﬂi
A= Aol AlelEich= Aofeh, Egh HluE0] 9]%]
= 2L7g% Zlo] op e} Agtolul 7HQ19] Aol whet et

o|e} o] maEl] IAI7F AR E AL L, A% o =
AR sto] dAjo] glo|E TAIE H7IRitt Figure 10|42} o],
T AR} FEUTE ZHRle] 7| AR apE)Eet v gk

Family and Environment Research

r
=
o
©
i)

o
1'01!
1o

>
o
o 2wy i orfr

o]

oo oqr

g

i
L
K

r
j_
4

il

HAS 77U A2 vl A & A5 Al 2 Al i
23} hEghg LIy, 1ol vkl mhELs) s Ak gl
0] Hlalpin Yol ZhlE SHAIIA XD - e
4
Outcomes
of present Satisfactory and attractive
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Figure 1. Schematization of relationship evaluating process by comparison level
Note: This figure was created by authors based on Kelly & Thibaut (1978)'s and
Thibaut & Kelly (1959)'s articles.
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LA i Aol 4] QFrhal A|Zbstal SRS H,
2. Chtof| ciet HlmpZ

cfiQtol] whet lﬂ P ZliRle] e 4= Qs Ttk
Sefeli Aah @AY wlolE YARLE |ohshs B M
8-9] 2| =52 oJulgtk(Kelly & Thibaut, 1978; Thibaut &
Kelly, 1959). H]al=0] &|o] glo|E Ao 4] ‘upgs] who}
oF SRz Y1 E Sjujsh u, welol ot vl ofe]
S| wolof shiz Aw, Ul ulehs Haste] 'S
LEPHTR= oAl 2o 7} 9l

ciQlof] wet vlape] Hﬂ ofe] theks FollA= 7Helo]
Aoz e thelue] s Fa) et chi] W) Al
HokS AT B9 9 4 ot WA u§ o] £78 7O R
slo] tiete]l thgh v ATt tiehe] o 2= thE Al
A dolE THAS Wis A, Sale] Wi A, A7] 2l o]

= 2 5ol ok E3F ek

l EPEP ‘iﬁ?ﬂﬂr.

o kol et wjapEe] AA7F A, NS ol
= so] A Ho|& WAQ| A& of g et
of o], vt dAfjo] ukEL 7} ZHlo] Z]Higt Zé (chetol] chet
Bl Eep HAE O gol =y vl SolE A9 e
I EAE AR e R o] 7 folls A2 wE LN
Qle] 2] A FHAIZIA] ek Aoz Al wA
o TS AdufRtt), =, tigtell vkt wlarEs @A giolE
HAPlA 7H]le] 7Rt vhA| el ot gk, Sk tiqlof] el vl
0] k= 22 iQlol v ARl vioks 7HA|AL Q17w
Fagtor 7ldishe A7t maa oYl

A
Figure 2014
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Comparison level
for alternatives

Leavingthe
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Figure 2. Schematization of relationship evaluating process by comparison level
for alternatives

Note: This figure was created by authors based on Kelly & Thibaut (1978)'s and

Thibaut & Kelly (1959)'s articles.
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3. HlO|E 2| bl
dlel= T QgAY HolE o

1ol 9A, H dtell Al
HolE wARhs SolE ARt =24 7= vhat g A

T 715 Foke] AT o4 WA EL ‘o)A Tt
L gol WA O AGSIOL, ol iAl] thS ol

=Rtehe APEA 845 3Rl ofof] Higk Hiote= AAf oA

oﬂ/q: ‘HolE #A, ‘AZ T, ‘o) 474] Al wAGE 2
vz z Q] LojSo] TASIL}, 0|5 F ulEo] IA(A= B

74]35 FRAE A8]) T1ear iehs %—4 e AR 71
% 50 S48 Tefolo] AFHOR BREsA 488 4
= o] = TAEk: BolE AMSSIIL, T Hofe] el
(Hong, 1998, 2000; Lee, 2007; Lee et al, 2007)5 alsto] &
PO ClolE TAUE §oJ Aefolsict. et dating
relationship & ‘Hlo|E A2 d= F12 eE5Y ‘dating
viclence'S: HOJE Ee 0 o7z A} 71wl o] g,

Chgo@, B el le] Hlol A Sy AL waje] ol
AL ) - iR ow QlelEA QL Qe 4w A4k
ApEE ofulatet, Yol B} ePgHoleR: AL FKlo] Wl
et 7150] W JolnE W Alsjelol Az 2,
= A2 ), $73} 22 BolE ol A Pl &
Ak ol A] AFga1o,

Le 5(2010)3 Cate “5:(2002)2] HEREA]o fﬁ}e”* El
I S ol Edhe 89l A WA aA(@AL, AR, Al
2, A7] e, A ook, FAR TS, 2 *1* 717t
iRl aRl(3]u] o2k, &k ofj 2}, rgolelal Wi Ak, XaHd
5) 1Pl o aRI(UIEYARRE 9] AA))oleh= 37149 &
elog FREelth 11 FolAxe dickro] d4-E2 WAl a1l
I} Pkl Rusbult (1980)9] FAfolEs 53 =] ¥4 vt

e, ok, Al FAb, @Alo] HlolE A ek el miAl= <
kS wIE Wtk Etcheverry et al, 2013; Kim, 2018; Lee et al,
2007; Pyo, 2011).
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1) Hlw4Z3} go|E B4 g4

Berg & McQuinn (1986)2] ¢ito]| wf2H, glo|E TS G4
ke At Flctol] vjal] HapsEol whet FAHE] HlolE

AE Y 2o ow gGrish= o= YEyit) E3F Blalg<ro]

tlo]E A QPg/dell wixl= GRS FAfolZe] Wit A5 &

3l fslke = QU FARolEol A= FAS] HlolE Aol ¢

o WA HE-0] o] JHRI) i) Afolu= A (gap)

= E3f glo|E I FEEES w2519t Michaels et al, 1936:;
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A2} chotol ChSt BlmAZEo| HE 2 HAIo)

Rusbult, 1980; Rusbult, 1983), 2, @] at=17} ?ﬂllﬂi
Ik BI8-L] o] mlalERT) A QIRISke] 1L Ajo)7t 2

= 7l]lo] <] Hlo|E Al Uhﬁﬁh Hokrt, Ex}01i~
53 Adiddto] whEH dlo]E A WESEL= Hlo]E A QF
A& FeleHA el5s ~tﬂ(Emheveny et al, 2013; LeBel &
Campbell, 2009), ©|& &3l Hli4==o] Hlo|E A 9g/de] u
il_ 6;, S A eR jlrﬁ@}—*r QUTF, 2 Atollaf= v

A gt 71d7E S5 dielE

A Qo] Stob) Aoleli= o sl lizsol ol
QP ol m| Az A HI] el A w i it
2) bl Tk ¥l dol = #A A

dictell gk vlaaagEe] dio|E A SHgAell miAl= @
off et A -2 Ay debolA] Al e Simpson
(1987)2] Aol A= ek} A ¥lo] Hlo|E A QbgAd
of 5-2]&t oJgke- n| %A ¢F& ¥hH  Sacher & Fine (1996)2] ¢
TroflAf= o143 9] ot there] A = o] E A9
Qb o] wrobHlrt, w3t glo]E A b /Adut weto] fAE A
oo} PRt Atof whE it A 9] 7hs/d2 A of%
£ FolsHAl ol&dhe Al o® LERgth(Pyo, 2011; Son, 2017).
1], 919 A-Eol A AREEE thieke] 7S Qo] thgt Bl
T N oA Qb Rl ThE 9] of it kARl ThEY
= ol 4l AE 58 WS agteigleng 2 ddqtof A4
2857100l SHAZE Qe wheba] thte] gk vl
THA| QPgAgell mlA|= FES AT s a/do] Al7|E

do] &

=o] Hlo|=

3) WAL} dlo]= A A

#1417} vlol= Th 9P 7 TAS ke Aalelel A
AR LAl VrERITE, Sprecher (2001)2] 1ol w2
AL HY oA HolE A Mg Stk A4
aRlor Uehyton 53] o o] W) Flilo] HlolE
Al Aol mil= @FFelo] AA| vektth 1 el o9
A3 A-52 7iR1o] wEU oA dAlsh= Fert 245 HolE
TAG] AEA B Al ole HaskltH(Etcheverry
& Le, 2005; Etcheverry et al, 2013; Kim, 2018; Le et al,
2010; Rhoades et al, 2010). “Lejiv}, T 71o] 2AAIHS Fof
g Aol e Rlale] 674 ]2 HlolE A QFd/deol m]A]
= o3RS A EL Sacher & Fine (1996)2] kol A= 3lAlo] A
i3k gpglo] dlol= §A QPIAS S0l lZeh gk A

o= e,

=

I

o fﬂ. rlr
E

S
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4, 3M
tlo]E | iz 280 P ollSshs 1gollA], Al
S dAe] WAF FAR ohgrolle Etstar Zile] 1
AE FABRs A4S Adrgskax P ek, 71 aPgeflA Fale] F
a3t Hglog FAglon JAL go|E Aol x&3} $A
of AR kS dl= A o= 1)rEP;biKRhoades et al, 2010;

Rusbult, 1980; Rusbult & Buunk, 1993; Sprecher, 2001).
ZLefuy 2] A2 tishgEol ofdef mlsl FA41AQ1 wA|
= g s Azkeh, At 22 BAE B9 &L

SRRk

1}O == =)
ﬂ'u—é‘ _T‘Tlol"‘:? 76]0

Heoloky xashoick
(James—Kangal et al, 2018; Konstam et al, 2018; Shulman
& Connolly, 2013). ©]2{3t ITES OEL [ o, $4lo] 418y
R MR glolE BAIY] A& F
2 SsHeAS Ak Bast ok

F1410] el sjo] wet tiers}z] LR R=E](Johnson et
al, 1999; Levinger, 1980; Rusbult & Buunk, 1993; Stanley
& Markman, 1992; Thibaut & Kelly, 1959), ¥ ¢-toll4] &
A Az olEol B FAtol =] el uket AR o] glo|E
AE AIA FAlsk = o, 71290 BAl gt 29, &
Ae] tlo]E Al gt He]AQl of2ke 2Ju]gheH(Rusbult &
Buunk, 1993).

oﬂ A A O] Oﬂﬂ

1) a3t A4

Rusbult (1980, 1983)7} ¥|uls~== 7id
A PEES £E9 o] TR HusrS A% AT AT A
O] XY= A] k), wpebA] Hlo|E A WL} 7 )
5 Bel| ulast WAl0) WAS Akl 4 ol AaelT
of whel dlo)= WA PHEEL FA10] AHel REs n)3s)
(Etcheverry et al, 2013; Kim, 2016; Petrocelli et al, 2015;
Sacher & Fine, 1996), Fxjo]ZofA] Ho]E A TS 7|
9le] F|ejrzel Mozl AR P AL 1wk} ulﬂ
o) 4+ dhel Aol i Aoln vlatol met L)
ARtk sllo] 7Hsstct uhel shAlS iAo  Hong
(2000)2] A-FollA] BlalpE Aol F-o03t GRS mIAA] ¢
A0 ekt

2) tigtel tigt vl w43} 4l

tfoh=o] Adaidtol A= dietoll et HlugE Eie o
Alo] Aol ol 7idlo] AAfe] glo|E Ao d
Aekchal 115kt Etcheverry et al, 2013; Johnson &

2
i

o

Vol.57, No.1, February 2019: 127-142 | 131



fer Family and Environment Research

Rusbult, 1989; Sprecher, 2001; Tan et al, 2015; Vannier &
O'Sullivan, 2018), th¢tell theh vlupaEat fA41 IF BAE o
£ AT v Ao, U ok thete] of
3k ulispo] WAl fofek G u] A4 gHs Ao Leht
(Hong, 1998, 2000; Kim, 2016; Kim, 2018) W3l 7 A&

ThA] Al g7} 9l

Aamd

oolI

- Figure 30 A4 5] lon, TR 17

e LA
A7HE 1 BlaleEo] w2
Zloleh, =, BA 9] Hio|E ¥ = Bl Hlo|E A9}
vl sl Aat FAfe] Hlo|E wHAlof Ydeh= Hert S

= g|o|E A oFA AL Lo}l Aot}
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Figure 3. Research model.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Respondents (V=327)
Variables N (%)
Gender Male 132 (40.4)
Female 195 (59.6)
Age 18- 20 135 (41.4)
21-23 122 (37.4)
24 -26 58 (17.8)
27-29 11(3.3)
Academic degree University 283 (86.5)
Junior college 44 (13.5)
Grade Ist grade 90 (27.6)
2nd grade 52 (16.0)
3rd grade 96 (29.4)
4th grade 85 (26.1)
Religion No religion 204 (62.6)
Christian 80 (24.5)
Buddhist 18 (5.5)
Catholic 22 (6.7)
Others 2(0.6)
[\i‘:crrubdeirn;fpdrzgenngt rdez!iitr:(;nsr:;:tionship] il <0l
2 times 68 (20.9)
3 times 72 (22.1)
4 times 52 (16.0)
5 - 10 times 88 (27.0)
More than 11 times 6(1.8)
Period of present dating relationship Less than 1 month 30 (9.3)
From 1 month to less than 6 months 106 (32.7)
From 6 months to less than 1 year 66 (20.4)
From 1 year to less than 2 years 66 (20.4)
From 2 years to less than 3 years 28 (8.6)
From 3 years to less than 4 years 20 (6.2)
More than 4 years 8(2.5)
Average number of meetings per week 0-1time 73 (22.5)
2 - 3 times 162 (49.8)
4 - 5 times 65 (20.0)
6 - 7 times 25 (7.7)

& ARl SlE gk 18404 2041(41.4%), WF 214°]
A 23M1(37.4%), [t 244100141 2641(17.8%), Tt 2740l 29@]
(3.3%) <=8 Vel theha 932 4dA| ofshol zjst

ol 77} 2837(86.5%), 294 thstol| Aat Fol A9} 44[14

(13.5%)°l sfigstaict, shae vjwz 18 Bxs 5o 3
shd(29.4%)0] 7V wal 181d(27.6%), 451d(26.1%), 25hd
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(16.0%) =°.8 eyttt Fao] 29 Furt 2047(62.6%)
2 A ol APABIAAL, 71524, 5%), HFIL(6.7%), Eal
(5.5%), 71EHO.6%) <=0 FEptTE,

dlo|E A T3 EAS Ay, Azl WA Sl 5
slof|A] 103](27.0%)7F 7§ Wokar, 33](22.1%), 231(20.9%), 4
3](16.0%), 12](12.3%), 113] o H(1.8%) == F& °|qlt.
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Table 2. Descriptive Statistics of Major Variables

fer

Family and Environment Research

N Min Max M SD Skewness Kurtosis
CL 327 1.00 5.00 2.05 82 72 -12
CL; 308 1.00 4.80 2.62 73 -07 -.15
Commitment 324 1.29 7.00 533 1.30 -.65 -30
Dating relationship stability 327 1.67 5.00 3.84 83 -44 -.67
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Sk o}, WA 7|71 dut ol4fo] 119 wnte] slig-stol=tl,
TAROR 1719 ol 671 uIRk(32.7%)0] 7P WAL, 67h
4 oAk 1 1wH20.4%), 19 o4 2 1vk20.4%), 1714 1)
TH9.3%), 218 o)Ak 31 uuK(8.6%), 3 olAt 4 uuk6,2%), 4
| o]iH2.5%) <= Holvh 45 Bt whe Slg== 2304 3
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Table 3. Correlation Matrices for Main Variables

Dating
CL CL,, Commitment relationship
stability
CL 1
CL, 5147 1
Commitment -629” -572" 1
Datmg relationship 760" 603" 679" ’
stability
<05, p<.01, p<.001
www.fer.or.kr

e |9Yx| <2, |3xe] <79 24 S55)o] 2] 7
82 FIeHAl S Ao & YRt Curran et al, 1996).
TR0 2 ojshaye] gjo|E 34| P} e HolE 7ol A
HAE Al H 7] 28] Pearson®] AEAIASE A1E619 0
] 71 A= Table 30l AASIAT), w4 Al §4= 1F Adato]
W fofebA ehdom, dlo]E A PAE: Blalp=—
760, p<.001), thete]l that vlus3=(=—603, p<.001)1}=
B Ake Hlal S1A41r=.679, p<.001)3= A& Alte: W
o}, & HlulpEo] WSaps, ticte] tigh Blalgro] W
Arlo] == HlolE v Qg ol A vekew 1
FolA = Hlﬂ =1 Hlo|E A QP4 1 Aol 71 =LA
e} the0 & SlA1L v W2 (r=—629, p<.001), tjolto]
thRk Bl (r=—.572, p<.001) 724} S HAle %,

HOPoﬂ ek ‘ﬂ fol e il =

,ka ;3

_ﬁr__/,\_%o] =os

J&ﬁlﬂ 0.83 HXl &AL VIF/P 1 8 %Xl oot 1l I vy

o) AL e BBl

-Q,
-1
1o
3
ot
rlo
3
2
™

X,
M
1o
—1>
£
ol
oX
_O|L
K
ﬁ>1
_O|L
FIF
H
>

) _Q
*é

DO

S
E;

—|~ H]I
1

o

-

=

=]
j>

MN

= Uehils 5
He) A 1 §olaioLon] 1 A Tabl 454 Figure 4]

&4 wA| 7)7ro] 1
3 vekp=—12, p<.05), 2
d OVOF SLi mHp=—12, p<.0D¥Y ] Hlo]E A ¢ o]
S| vl oo FA) aA Z1gke] 17 miukel 9o
Hlaf 6709 o4k 1 nwkp=.22, p<.001), 1\d o]4} 2 nlqt
(B=.16, p<.01), 21 ol 34 mlwk(p=.11, p<.05)¢1 7-%- tl°]
E Aol o AAlshs Ao vepdth, =1 A5 gt v
315271 0~12181 739l vlsf 6~721%1 Z-%-(p=.10, p<.05) &

Vol.57, No.1, February 2019: 127-142 | 135



fer Family and Environment Research

Table 4. Path Analysis Results

Path B B S.E. C.R. SMC
CL— commitment -73 -46 07 -10.00” 53
CL,, — commitment -57 -32 08 -691"
Commitment — dating relationship stability .18 .28 03 621" .70
CL — dating relationship stability -50 -49 04 -11.70"
CL,, — dating relationship stability -22 -20 05 488"
<05, p<.01, p<.001
Comparison
level
— 49+~
-46% Dating
Commitment 43 s relationship
(R2=.53) stability
— .39 (R2:7O}
Comparison -.20%
level for
alternatives

‘p<.05, p<.01, p<.001

Figure 4. Standardized coefficients for model of dating relationship stability.
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Table 5. Decomposition of Effects for Variables Predicting Dating Relationship

Stability
Path Direct Indirect Total
effect effect effect
CL — commitment -49" - -49"
CL,, — commitment -32" - -32"
Commitment — dating relationship stability 29" - 29"
CL — dating relationship stability 477 147 -617
CL,, — dating relationship stability -200 09" -29”

‘<05, p<.01, p<.001
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Table 6. Significance Test of Indirect Effect
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95% C.l.
Path S.E.
2 p (Bias-corrected bootstrap) P
CL — commitment — dating relationship stability -14 03 -20~-.09 .000
CL,, — commitment — dating relationship stability -.09 .02 -14 ~-05 .000
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