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Effects of Emotional Intelligence, Self-leadership, and Critical Thinking
Disposition on Clinical Reasoning Competence among Nursing Students

Ahn, Ju Hyun" - Kim, Myoungsuk®
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Purpose: This study sought to identify the effects of emotional intelligence, self-leadership, and critical thinking disposition
on clinical reasoning competence among nursing students. Methods: Data were collected from 149 nursing college
students using structured self-reported questionnaires, and analyzed using descriptive statistics, independent t-tests,
one-way analysis of variance, Pearson correlation coefficients, and multiple regression analysis via the software SPSS
version 25.0. Results: Clinical reasoning competence was positively correlated with emotional intelligence (r=.61,
p<.001), self-leadership (r=.50, p<.001), and critical thinking disposition (r=.48, p<.001). Emotional intelligence (3=.46,
p<.001), self-leadership (8=.24, p=.002), and age (B=-.15 p=.017) were identified as factors that influence clinical
reasoning competence(Adjusted R?=.42). Conclusion: To enhance clinical reasoning competence among nursing
students, their emotional intelligence and self-leadership need to be improved, and the age of students should be
considered, as the level of clinical reasoning competence tends to decrease in students over 31 years old.
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M 2 ojet YFFEL BT Y ARl =EH ] A= H2A

1. 7o Ry
ch 2 B P4 REE ©
o[, o]zt THE k] SRR ke
S-0] I 93}thH(van Wyngaarden, Leech, & Coetzee, 2019).
2BesHle] YA E RS gJATe] Bake Aol A At
BA|S) Wsjo] mz} 4K 0 2 24 W SR EE AT Ho,

15249 Folo, AATH THA, QA BA Shel L 9] 2
7 H 5, 83 g7k 9 ukgs 23Rt (Huang, Huang,

o5 B R wolQl T 9 g ASHe] F7hE 13 o)
A719] Agko] B Aol 3, 3557} Lebha gk o]of A%
of X zpo] - B2 3, X 27HE 4]k 3 glof
WO YYFE WL 53 Fast QYFES BN
B gska BAeka, o] Hue) a4 Bk 913 Abu

WS ALE517] 915t BAHE 171214 o] ch(Simmons, 2010).
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Lee-Hsieh, & Cheng, 2018). o] gt B33t JAF AF3lo A &
HIE TS ol EofUle YFE AT B2 A Al
& 9 o %o et IS A HER, TtE sy oA &
Aol ZAE A Aol s 2st7] sl HE 7| st obuEt A
A 38 o] v fE ofof g

PFFEL PG NA A ZFEARE 0] 71 of 2 st
€ FEoloA ZtEuS YoM = dEFE 9T $=
Qe E3] A AES T8 AlEH o) nS H(Bae,
Lee, Jang, & Lee, 2019; Johnston, Nash, & Coyer, 2019)=
AEste] E3HE Bhelstglon), ofxriA] ZhaTfshae] g4k
ZFE2 dF Z29] 7]9d= PEsHA] grh(Deschenes et al.,
2019). =3t ¢ shd BB EhYS o 2 ok Aol A o
22 oo o M5 DB A O 2 B IHGT(Kim & Ko,
2015), AFZEEAA oF7] ) ole] BAE o4 5] ghikRE
g3Fo] K2y #g o] ikl E 1 H it Andersson, Klang,
& Petersson, 2012). | 27}HA] 7+ &) a8 thate] A2 o
ZFoll Y= A= 2 e A2 v AR
mEFQIA], 768 (Kang, Ko, & Na, 2019), £ 259, 3t
A A7 asd, s 2EH 2 (Hong, 2018) 5otk
AT7F AN v FRE Aol o]of] s o] A FF
£ A S| HefiA= ¢S F= 2ol sl zhofst
+ 977 8 2 asith =32 Aol A Eelstarat st
A, Az T4 o] YFFE Gl vIA= FFadol o
A= 2ard o] gitth.

A S AR HEE 7
St AR Q= TYe R, w2 A
£ EAA713L, A o2 AT o gl A 2ol =80l
HE= Ao Z B uEHAtHGoleman, 2006; Lee & Noh, 2017).
olZgt £AIH 2582 WdF-Eol T8 240|2 2 (Hong,
2018), F4 A5 WA YFFE ol dFS rE A
oz oq];_s‘al- 2~ glu]. EE]— ZFA] ;(]_‘:_0] 1.—..2_2'\_% ol/\]— c_:}a]:
oA A Y= A= BlEA Aol 5 7}51U1(Ie0ng/

f

O 71X

2013; Kim & Oh, 2016), H| & AR AAFE2 G759
43k Q olo]B 2 (Kang et al., 2019) ZHA X 50] YA 3= I

l

ol G v AEA Blekt A7t Basie,

thgoE AxelEAle Aog gt BEE A Holn £
2502 &4 gl AR o] MEA Badt o yolrt
(Park, 2015). 1904 A=Al e fretstn Folae
Anz BAN G E2L Fol BUT AR A}
o WA 7tzo] Pad AzFelo] g QJHME]-(Kang etal,
2019; Lee & Cho, 2012). E3H A Z 2| g A o] w24 A+
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3} BT Al glAKR}; QAMAFEl) B 23 220
ZANE T A B3] L, o] et vlgh A
FE=3k= 7l 919] Agko] utZ vEA Al A gFo|th(Yang,
2010>. ol AR BIHEA AL I3 S ETHE A
AN 7123 Aot dds S 5 e AFel7I= 5
t}(Park, 2015; Yoon, 2008). A8 A Lol A v)T& AL Al Sk
ol FdE Btsd, £ANE Y, A4A 0l T8I
(Kim & Oh, 2016; Lee & Cho, 2012; Lee & Noh, 2017; Yang,
2010), BA12] T}l 913t ThoFet RS ol Axw Fx)
ke el g 4le] Z7kstgitkJe & Bang, 2018; Kang &
Kim, 2017; Lee & Cho, 2012). 48} 7+5 o8 of A] v 2]
OJAF=2 o ggkgolo g Wy v} QA|gk
AP o] Q= 3,48H4 75 o

il of
[or—?‘kﬂl-ﬁ

AR TR

(Kang et al., 2019), o]ofl YAH4l& 74

apiolA Selgt A7 glon g Shlshs dvvt Basich

Aol A A3k AeksA A2 el 1155 AT §)
AL 2B LG TR YARE o FHE 9]
FEAH A o] B W] white] YAEE o o
& i a9lo] tiE A77} o Basith ool hee %
3 2 W, AR, Ay, HlEhE AL AR A
£ofao] 3T FTaOR SHEE, 1 JFaAe T
QUsho] ZHETBHYO) QAFRE oleEg AT SIat 2

& JArRE oo 27 a2 3 A 9 thokst JLJHH? °ll A

G4 5 Y= S TAS nRASHE 7| 2A2E ATL 5 Y
2 Rolct.
2. AR2H
B AT DB BAAS, Az, e A
TGl YHEE G olmT JFL vIH A s
St Ao=, TAH BHL kg Pk,
s hRbe] AN Sxo] E YYEE o] ol 2
sharsiet.
Zradere] A, Ay, vwa AT
YHHE o] £ whelaha, WS 7He] ARUAS
Isiet.
- QTS QARE el WAL GEaASS
skl
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# A79] ti2 CAlol &A% 374 Zta st &
et Z013, 48P 0 2 QJAFAI 6711 oA A ETE 71D
Ao zA BAFIES T8 Aol APE ] s W
A 52t Ato ot

AT AIALL] 24 AL G Power 3.1.9 Z217-& 9]
Gt st of T2 g G A EF-(Hong,
2018; Kang et al., 2019)9|A] o|& #4710/ FE HLS 74t
3hod, 9oz 05, 27+ axt7] 15, AAE 0.98 A4 A] F
2 BE £ 147%90|9ich 228 10%S 183lo] 160379
AE2 S vjHate] £ 160571 Ao, o] & BEAAE}

=
A SHT 11EE A Qs F 14955 5
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3. 477

1) 2444 X5 (Emotional intelligence)
B 52 WongT} Law (2002)7} 7§tst AR & =
= Hwang, Leegl- Jeon (2011)0] 3]—%01§ kst F

%3
7174 olsf 43, BRI °]3ﬂ 425 A2 H 4T H
4 B8 4BoR FAT 0 Ik 2 £ 54 = HE
2 [s 2R gt 130014 w2t 5H7HA = Mt
252 A0 28 AL Jujgich Hwang 5(2011)2]
&Ato| 4] Cronbach’s a = 89911 & Ao A= 899t}

2) A= 2] 5 4] (Self-leadership)

A = 2] 5] 4] Houghton} Neck (2002)0] 7]jgHst A=
§4] 21 =& Shin, Kim¥} Han (2009) 0] $H=-0] 2 Hts}od
et =HE AN 2 B e 5 35RO 2 3HE Y 9‘%
PTG 1858, A F BAH 58, A4 Ak
g 1253)0 2 LA 0] 9t} 7k B3he 54 AE Hr=

e 297 e 1014 g TFT SR H4

r>4 flo 4> E

TS AZEAo] £ :%94‘31@5} Shin 5(2009)2] &
Jo)| A} Cronbach's a = 870|glom, 2 &

3) H| 2] X}aLAd 8K (Critical thinking disposition)

H] 2] ALAIFFE Yoon (2004)0] 7HaHet =S ARS8} o]
St 2 =5 3 2722 2 SR A2 A1 A T84
425, WA I YA 457, A 427 AAS 32, A
3% A Y 9 3714 5—5#@} A2 453510 2 77 8}
AFgoz A= Qlrt 7 B2 58 F|AE H =2 ‘HF
agA gk 1 d°ﬂ"1 “H a3y 5o s B 3 270

~

of gahE B SIGO0], BT} FadS T Ay
ol =oAL .Q]H]Ul-l‘% Yoon (2004)2] 7igt ZA] Cronbach’s

# A7) HE 870t

4) YJAFEE 9T (Clinical reasoning competence)

QAZE AL Liou 5(2016)0] A 254 JAEE
% £ Joung} Han (2017)0] 202 ¥Rkt £78
AMR3e] 2319 £ 15880 2 54 A E AL oo, ‘A
& 2P A Gt 180l A e 2T 5H e 2 Haevh wE
= JIFE dF0] B2 Ae Pt £ B4 Joungd
Han (2017)2] ¥3Lo]| A Cronbach’s o &= .94 11, B H o]
e 910]9i.

4. XtI2 4

AR 43220199 114 25U 5 €] 128 24U 71A] CA] U)o
942 7 Bt A o] RolFit. ATl i BT

R ST AN ARG O, BYPIES BT A
WE 0 2 Folo S Bl Al A4 8 Grnay
o AT B2, o4 1, 7] chaf AT A
wohgich AR A4 L A7 8 AT R o] Aol chat A
W 3 AL Aok Aol A F AYE HEAE N

BEY 230 Y= S 3 5 S5

5. 22X 1

B ATE A 24 Kefat 7|3 E ee g s1as)d 5
o] (KWNUIRB-2019-10-003-001)-2 ukobch. A& x| 2H4 A
AFAANA A7) B, R4 A, g4 L Y
g, AR B 5o e SH8 Agsam 2 UE AR
o1 7Ha Aol Hushe] ATAHEro] QYT 4 912 thil
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o1z 3
At E4 AT Fol AT AL Aot AAE
A BB 5 98-S AFFAL, o] that ofEl ol ¢

&2 RSt olol Apakal o = Fojat shayel Bl A Ale
B Y 5 AR SHSHGh

6. AI2EN

2225 22 = IBM SPSS/WIN 25.0 £ T2 782 o] &
sto] EA5kt thaAte] gubd] EAT 2o v,
WEE, B, E2HA 5Y 7|68, SH=TY AR e
Cronbach's a &2 EA{5}¢th. tidate] gutd E/4of o
YAFE oTF9] XJo]+= t-test@} one-way ANOVA R HA35}
god, AFE HZL Scheffé testS A|3Yatict. 121 thAt
Ao FFE AT AAS, Az EA, BlEA AL
0] A A = Pearson A2 EAISHAL, AFE
AFo FFE A s ARA = A5

AL E
. QUrs SM0| 12 YMEE A4

dhabapel dut B4Rt A, 4, BhY, ol %

oF

45 Bhelahgich Yuha] E4o] whE AR ool thgh 3}

olo| t3t A= Table 13} Zrth. tiAFR}] &1L 244 vt
0] 57.7%2 7} Wkal, AEL ol A 85.9% 2 TjEEo] oA

o]t 8hA-e 484 53.0%, 3814 47.0% = 43Hd o] Wt
o| A3} ZFAH AL 3.0~3.97} 77.2% 2 7 Wk, A-Fut
e WSt S -7 68.5% 2 7 watTh At
O] FAH Al AFT A A F Sl 93] oido] 75.2% 2
7P B, AlEE o)A AUl @ HE Slg= 1~43] 40.3% 2
78wkt oAb dukd B4 F Ak A 429 Sl4of wh
2 AFFEE Aol f-Ygt o7t ERlE Q= Al A =
3y 315271 93] o)l HY O AAFFE o] 1~43], 5~83] 4
gt s of| Hsf| ot At AT 3 Sl Zholl 23t Atol &
B THF=3.13, p=.046).

JN

oL

=

2 oy, ZYX5, Moy

ARt YA e, FAAS, el e, wEkd A
149 A= ol e 234 Table 20} 2k, YASE Ao
B2 5% 71200 33540498 SE0| g or, ZAA5 %
5% 71300 37500489 202 Uehton, A
o) shrdelEE Alw el <71y ols) 3.88+0.59, EHIZt

A, ATUEE, AR AT 3 Bl AlEFold Fd 8 Aoldl 3.89+0.58, A= 3.64£0.79, A E-E 3.5940.67
Table 1. Difference in the Critical Reasoning Competency by General Characteristics (N=149)
o . Clinical reasoning competency
Characteristics Categories n (%) -
M=SD torF (p) Scheffé
Age (year) 20~24 86 (57.7) 3.41£0.50 2.46 (.088)
25~30 34 (22.8) 3.31+0.47
>31 29 (19.5) 3.19+0.47
Gender Female 128 (85.9) 3.33+0.49 0.86 (.391)
Male 21 (14.1) 3.43+0.50
Grade 3 70 (47.0) 3.324+0.51 -0.69 (.486)
4 79 (53.0) 3.37+£0.47
Last semester <3.0 13 (8.7) 3.13+£0.41 1.45 (.236)
academic score 3.0~3.9 115 (77.2) 3.3610.51
>4.0 21 (14.1) 3.424+0.43
Major satisfaction Satisfaction 102 (68.5) 3.39+0.44 1.20 (.303)
Moderate 39 (26.2) 3.261+0.51
Dissatisfaction 8(5.3) 3.22+0.93
Case study 1~4* 4(2.7) 3.40+0.51 3.13 (.046) a,b<c
5~8° 33 (22.1) 3.16+0.51
>9° 112 (75.2) 3.35£0.49
Simulation 1~4 60 (40.3) 3.37+0.47 0.34 (.713)
5~8 34 (22.8) 3.28+0.45
>9 55 (36.9) 3.3610.54
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2 behgth A el tA o] BE-& 54 71%0] 344046 5
Folglon], Amalrilo] s¢| ol ER Ay YEFA
2 A 3.50+0.46, FFARAA Mk 33840.62, AL HALT
ML 334400630 2 LERdeh ulgha] Al ae) B 5%
7120l 3.53:£0427 2ol 900, HlgH A Adae) 5191 ]
W2 Al e A G /5 7)4 3.5040.62, %4 3.30+0.68,
AFA17E3.47+0.65, A AA] 3.2610.64, | A-FAA] 3.8610.49,
ARG 3194 3.4610.65, A4 3.91+0.58= LEFT]H

oX I
-~
O
2
T
o,
ox
Bl
rhu
18
2 ot
oy
2,
N
olr
1=
<
AU
o
124
=
H,
iy
S~
2

ok
a3

Lo of K
o 2
ox

o
5t D

o,
n

o=
\:r:](r=,50 p<.001) HIWH A}i*é%“l 7&2#% Hcs
ool ot B Aoz §oJat o] AT S BATHr=
48, p<.001).

¥ e
o

FHU

2|4, HIEH Atay

oo

MzE

AbX
o T

TS AL A=

H

<= H

=34 (r=.57, p <.001)3}, v]22 A}
X8k(r=58, p<.001)3} oFo] AHA S HP W
H12H2] AR (=166, p <.001) 2} 0] A o] Agiet-

o, eley

Table 2. Mean Sore of Clinical Reasoning Competency, Emotional Intelligence, Self-Leadership, Critical Thinking Disposition

(N=149)
. Actual range
Variables M+SD Range -
Min Max
Clinical reasoning competency 3.351£0.49 1~5 2.0 5.0
Emotional intelligence 3.75£0.48 1~ 22 5.0
Self-emotional appraisal 3.88+0.59 1~B 15 5.0
Others emotional appraisal 3.89£0.58 1~5 15 5.0
Regulation of Emotion 3.64+0.79 iS5 1.0 5.0
Use of emotion 3.59+0.67 1~5 2.0 5.0
Self-leadership 3.4410.46 1~5 2.0 5.0
Behavior-focused strategies 3.50+0.46 1~5 24 4.8
Natural reward strategies 3.38%0.62 1~5 1.6 5.0
Constructive thought pattern strategies 3.34+0.63 1~5 1.2 5.0
Critical thinking disposition 3.53+0.42 1~ 24 4.6
Intellectual eagerness/curiosity 3.50£0.62 1~ 1.6 5.0
Prudence 3.30£0.68 1=~ 13 5.0
Self-confidence 3.4710.65 1~B 1.8 5.0
Systemicity 3.26+0.64 iS5 1.0 47
Intellectual fairness 3.86%0.49 1~5 245 5.0
Healthy skepticism 3.46£0.65 1~ 1.0 5.0
Objectivity 3.91£0.58 1~5 2.0 5.0

Table 3. Correlation among Clinical Reasoning Competency, Emotional Intelligence, Self-Leadership, Critical Thinking Disposition

(N=149)
Clinical reasoning ~Emo.tlonal i Crltl‘cal tl‘}lrlkmg
Variables competency intelligence disposition
r(p) r () r () r(p)

Clinical reasoning competency 1
Emotional intelligence .61 (<.001) 1
Self -leadership .50 (<.001) 57 (<.001) 1
Critical thinking disposition .48 (<.001) .58 (<.001) .66 (<.001) 1
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ot

4. YNEE Aol 03l BHRY

HEe g o] dAFSFE o) FE U= FFLUS
ghelst7] Yol DAA s HEAS AASHAL, o5
EHeE GuHeRE Aefste] 45t A4S 39 B
F2 5951901 (F=36.33 p <.001), ZEx}o] SEAMY, AT
Vx4, 181 oE-3A48E B4 5] gRIgt A3t FaEH
(tolerance) 2] H = 0.67~0.992 0.1 o]A}o]gl o, HAlHz}

Q1 =}(Variation Inflation Factor, VIF)&=1.00~1.492 102 ¢
A1 Sho} SR ) TR A ack £ Dur
bin-Watson SA|%& 2.172 20| 243}7] w&o) e2}3&=
0 27)43k0] g1 A2 BIEgIEk Cook's 727} 10
ol ANA7E §lol FFE A ol= A7 fl= Aoz b
Epyth £ 21218 A, SRAM 55 B gl
RRe] QAR Aol FFL 1A= FHERGE 42
2 Z2AHLE9] QJAr=E Ao t3t AL 42%%ch 7+
Soist o] T8 Al 7HE 2 IS miAE ade
A5 (B= 46, p <.001)0] %L, T Tha-C 2 AT T4 (8=.24,
p=.002), 12]31 tha-0. 2 A7 o] 314 o (p=-15p=.017) ==
© 2 el tH(Table 4).

O

U s a4 sl
3 A AT S A GT = S

28 g 2N SIS AR éﬁiﬂ@
2 g W] X|44 .0 2 W@ sjrh 3 A7 (Park, 201492

o YYFE SHE AN AESHS T3 T AL A
YA T 4ol FeolnE, A YA T8I
Al

= AHIATE AT ) Yo A AAR H|
staL s

A QRS st AL HS Fop =g shaL, 7155 £l
el LS Aot AR BAE i As W5
S T 4 UEE A= davt Yot v, A7, 4,
AETNEE, 8L YFFE Aol g Aot e AL
2 Yepyt o, o] Hong (2018)9] A2t -SAFH T 14

T Kang 5:2019)¢] AtollAl= A0 AgEzof 23

Aok e 202 et dAHE SRl TIAE A 5
Aol sl 55 SR AT Y a st
AR YA A, P A, el e, wiEkd A

/R Bt Mg AR, YAFE o] B2 57
%3.35%0]%l.om, 38Hd-8-3.32, 43142 3.377 0] Qlt}. o]
et ATh= 451AS Ao 2 S A8 Aol A 3.39% (Hong,
2018), thE ALo)| A 3.3774 (Kang et al., 2019) T} G-AFSH 423
oig}o]gcﬂ on1 o]e-]z:;} 1:]-]31—%(@94 ?:]Al‘z}_i oﬂak.g_%é
A= deolt. AFFE G 2 Pl AFAIE e E
O] Al EH oA AEE 58 A7HKim, 2014) F2 o] F 0]
ot 7t WS o A St o] AR IRk
SRIAF17] HoH o ]'J-‘—‘-“F < A g vt 9t

ss A T 3.755 0] )1, 3HE
2 B eI OlEH x}7l7 olal7F L, A2 A,
%}o 24t Hor de o g eyt o= FYsH
7 3597 (Lee & Noh, 2017) 2.t} &2 $:30|9}
H AT At & A9 YXEGt 3, 48t S
EH*J_E gt o2 A+(Kim, 2016)94 = A/ A5°] Bt
4.937 019" A Hpe woton, oH o o] =} ?J_XI ot

dacn
T F

oR

¥

|

A=, YAAE A AR} B lelo)] Al A S FASH
© B0l A AL ofL 2} BEQ1 &) HS o= wE o]
FAE NS Aol vhd A2, 44882 ta g9
Ao REFALR Hol=t|, FH2ELE FoIA a4

Table 4. Influencing Factors on Clinical Reasoning Competency (N=149)
Variables B SE B t p
(Constant) 0.71 0.26 3.91 .009
Emotional intelligence 0.48 0.08 46 6.06 <.001
Self-leadership 0.26 0.08 24 3.19 .002
Age (Dummy 2") -0.19 0.08 -15 243 017

R’=43, Adjusted R’=.42, F=36.33, p<.001

SE=Standard error; TDummy variable: Age (0=20~24, Dummy 1=25~30, Dummy 2=>31).
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87} JTH(Kim & Oh, 2016).

o2 Az 58 5 344802 YERtaL, §h9
o8 P55 Aol 714 3, AW AT ko) 7}
A e AR e ol B YR ko) AT Ame)

CIA-E 3.718 0ol A, A A Abardgfo] 7Hg W A 2
EPth(Kang & Kim, 2017). & A= o] H]s A=z2| 54
o] WA yehgt=d, 2 AR 5 20 FEdisto] 494
2 AR THE]0) Qo) ShaBe] Jare o 2|
ZAjo] ZolR A o 2 Atz H) 3] A3 (Kang & Kim,
2017)9F 2 Aol A sF G ol A DA AbarzdEro] Wk
o AAH AT AAS AT St A 0 FHE HAjeT,
A=H AIE sl 2R ATE HEGFEE(Kim,
2019), APAFRA ThigAe] QYRS S0 2 B3t
of SHE BHS shet 5ol @ Aol oof ZhE et ol
N e 5 58] A4 AT AERE T o)
et w57} Eo] oj2ol Aok & Bavh i,

W AT 5 wgell 3558 02 ek, 319)

AH 2 A A A5G40l 7HE T ASAE T A
o] 71a Wk A1 2 e, ol 45hd 7B A A A
S Aol A Hat 3.534 (Kang et al., 2019), 3, 4314 75 ofj s}
A T4 3,547 (Je & Bang, 2018) 7} §-AF51 9L, 519) ol 1
AT AA A o) 7Y R w4 2 vEht 2 A d Tt
YA5H T TS o] H]TA] ALaL/Rkol A A A o] B
5 BES) Uehd AE $euet o] meKes 2ey
BES T 5 gl A9 Blo] $ 5t o8] 9719159

FY4] W] o] wrlk= AL Qujsttl(Je & Bang, 2018; Park,
2014) ?:V\L oﬂ = _9_25]— :H/\L;q_ oul—xl—pg-,] ] E—- J].ol-a}

R4S SO U 2R 1l 34
2= 13E 5 Yleuz oisao] A o)l =
2oz 2ot e &4 YRS 15 24 Wk
g asich

g 4TS AT A AZuy, v
2 AIA 7ol ARTAZ SRR, FAA, e
A, BlEA AR T8 97 Tl Y AREATE
e o 32 4wl AFIA R oF) AT
AV 950, A ol AL o
A7 AT 43Hd teishlS tiF o= 3 A (Kang et

o&

(

[e>

2 ?l- A (Lee & Noh, 2017)2} A x| gt =
2 |58 A1 A ko] ol A 7S tate 2
3t A (Kim & Oh, 2016; Lee & Noh, 2017)2} & X]5}w, Al =

Feiale] 248 gk Aol AaAE A A3
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