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The Effect of Grit on Resilience: Multigroup Analysis of
Elementary Gifted and Non-Gifted Students in Science

Kim, Nam Hoon * Yeo, Sang-lhnT
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to determine the effect of grit on the resilience of elementary science gifted and general
students in their daily lives, and to identify the differences between science gifted students in university gifted centers
and elementary school gifted classes and normal students. The grit and resilience test was administered to 154 scientifi-
cally gifted students and 98 non-gifted students. Based on the collected data, descriptive statistical analysis, measurement
model analysis, and multigroup structural model analysis were conducted. The results of the study were as follows: First,
across all sub-factors of grit and resilience, the gifted students showed significantly higher levels of resilience than
non-gifted students. Second, the path from making perseverance of effort in grit to resilience showed a positive effect,
while the path from consistency of interest in grit to resilience showed a negative effect. Third, in all groups, including
regular classes, the school for gifted, and the university-affiliated gifted students, the perseverance of effort in grit ex-
hibited a positive effect on resilience, and the consistency of interest in grit showed a negative effect on interpersonal
relationship skills in resilience for both the non-gifted and the gifted students. Lastly, gifted students showed a significant
difference in the path from perseverance of effort in grit to the sub-factors of resilience, whereas non-gifted students
did not.

Key words: science gifted students, grit, resilience, path analysis, multiple-group analysis

2024.02.27(=), 2024.03.12(14S1), 2024.04.12.(281S1), 2024.04.26.(34/44S 1), 2024.05.02(XESH)
E-mail: siyeo@ginue.ac.kr(C1A121)



366 =Siietus MA3E HM3Z, pp. 365~384 (2024)

LM E

1993; Terrassier, 1985). GAEL of5 LU A4
£ AUHA] 22 Eefol v

L AEdAE IS S, 4
3% e olAH SAa SR, ohazo] uEAY
2 Aol LA Sohe SEo}T 24 RS
ARt o)A, 2010; HFE®, 20115
Webb ef al., 1982). B]-2-0] GA|a-Sof thgt shi
9 7|7t LA kst GAR AdEe ot
golut Ak o= A Y W o=
713184 |, 2011), o5E F719, £, £

o] AR sl A sjdE 27|etth= A+t A3t

¢

S, 2009; Reivich & Shatte, 2002). =2 3|8
PSSl 84 Aol o
S w417, o]2 vigtos
of el A A4 3R BA o) Hes
Helth= AE(e1¥ Y 5, 2012; o7 1] 5, 2016)
o} S5k e Afele] wret AALE 714 4 glow]

o r® o fo o r

o,
il

5

52(Dyer & McGuinness, 1996) 0.2 BF&] X A, 3]
B AS ohdohe et - HQlof wet w4
o] &t} o|o} HFste] 15l Lo FERN= W<l
O 7 2Hlo] Al ZRE AFAoR $3slE e =
A} of Aol AA SESPH 27]61A] o=
¥} 589 YHS oJu|gttiDuckworth ef al., 2007;
2011). E3& DA ffoll 23eet F3xof| et 2
I} =g fA5E 23 EEE g 2] 24

2.491% NPT Pelo] oS A0 A& 5
\=dl, AAR AR e s T8} Sl RE
39} A gk A-(oln]gtk 5, 2017; gHr|2ket
4, 2018), EEA 9 4R1e) 151} slmy
of thgt A-HFrFt o], 2020; 23] 7,
2020)0l1 4] “L5l7} 3] ERF o] WRgh Aol 9l
& AAs Sk

g FAl= FAdol SlEol= SH(probably gi-
fied) 58] 1% FA(profoundly exceptional gifted)7}
A o2 pElz EASHH(RuE, 2009) F2z=of whet
& g A ERE AP stE ofof Fht). o2l
Q14lsto] 20009 FALEAF 2002 5 A
o] AE o] % whefetn S, A FA
e, AR & e 739 FAaLs7|Ho]
dEisick. Selatmel Qg
o) 1 9 PHolehs 7129 FAG
214Jofl4] Hofi} e shilo] e %
|5]9] Fefjo] 240
o] 2021 7|& A=A o2 1,3087)7} 7|
I FA 57| Fof A AR Sh= Hl&o] 7}
A AL o|mrk 45, Tt 1
W52 1A BES AAR R w
sto] A 420) HeA} B AL E
A AR Zol7t 9lom 2021 7]E

3T9M(A =57 FAHL5- 28071, o
52 9977k A4 - 2E 1 Ikt
AL, 2004), ol9k 22 9] 212]9] Ffo|
f570E SRAG A= FAcH %

F

ok oY I 30 @

illes

N o
)
o
> ol
N
R
ol
Qi
=,
ok
o ot

3 p
o

o flo
)

e
jg{i
st
4
¥0,
1
Ju
El
Ho
N

2 ofr & zj
ol

—
ﬂ
o

oX i A
%

o L ol RS
iz
=)

o
i)
=

=

X

_O|L
4 H

oL

o

e

N
L

T 4
X
o o

=

HloLoh
El

& ¥

By

o

N

N

o{oll

Kl
p

Eoo@ B N > do
=B
henl
o AL oz o
o mz 1 o
2o H o

=2 % =2
4o, 1B
AN
Lol
ky o
(e
tlo
1o
of
o
HT
il
rot
rE

X

fru

Bl fr

Ho
D S RN = A 1)

lo fu
HUOR

(o]
©
i
o

5
op
s
NS
>
>
%

o
o
H oo o
of
ook
|o
fu
x
N,
=)
N,
2
iy
i
ol

I

il
=
1=

¥
e
i
SL
of K

o

1
e
oo
S
AN
g
L 1o
3

2 nopE BN o

e
)
20
i3
>

2 30 0B

Bl N

1o

=|

s
o & o

o

=

J% Hu)
3 X
af
o
i
ol
ol
X
=
il
o

e 2

2 o K
2

B =T
ofr
ok

S
=t
o o
=
HURIS
£ o~
JSL‘E
El
of T

7
-0,

o glo 1o

iﬂ | Ho

=
o o
i
n 2 &
ey
4 9 o

2
oz
il
&
5 1'31-"
)

2
g

>

o Lo ox
-z
it

=
B

fo e '81—/\119,] EX

oL
flo
R
=1
%
e
el
fo
N



<@T=E> 0| FEEY Ojxl=

T3} BjEEA] AR B gl MAYE
FoRe AT} ol ThRolFA, 1 o]
2 % - 5ot sholut of sl WAL o= 3
L olEo] ol ZEek TS e
2 She 7 23 Hohuy] ofelSwl wa) ey
MBS g e SR Ea thho] Aol 1

519 51912219 =g TARE At W40 A&
4 A& AR =9} BTt WA Uehdths A4
7h AEA o R Harea QIel(RATel e, 2017,
Datu ef al., 2016; Yoshitsu & Nishikawa, 2013). ©]
oF sl Jazl(2017) 1819 HAR=SO
Fh e R0l ARl BE FHPA o, B
AEA Arl 5= Hgoz TAEo] 9rks Ao
#2519t} 250 27|84 PHAEINE 5
Aet 29 YollA B9 FAS thalmieh HHAS

ek ool wol, 15l @ el i 2 9
How, ETHE A9 BE FAYAOR SHhE
% e ol SHsied ASKE AR 2R

27} 2A Z7FFA WU Tepper & Tepper, 1993)
F 7} oA 4= ¢lck(Schreisheim & Hill, 1981;
303k 4 2020, ofof 1505k S 2o
e} Hehg Aol s wHalzlo] oA, 5L
o 13 WSl B4 dge] e -
S SEAHS] 92 B response biaya} e
Blsta o] BAlH WS Ae Bast gt
(Horan et al., 2013; A3 5, 2011).

A1LE Eo) 2SS e g T8 74/\}5
?—4 vhSEnb T} EES 21k, Aas 7|9
W 5l ey Zko) AS A g
0|2 Ba Qukshaat wa7lehd Ao I3 WA

=

r>~

uls

|

& 90 28 WO 48 4 iz vt et
% A2 0 ARE AT 5 S Aol 7,
1. g7 34

1. A7 OhY
o] Qi 15lo] Bjueel o] vAl: G ¥ @
S7130d Aol g Al n7] SI8) 71l $1A% A
ot st Am g el 1 Qltel S1Ae it
o) stdAfstE 9 At do) Bt
FAHOR L8710 B sk QuslE shi(el
3

o} QlulshE)L 981 38.

(o)1
o
b
oin

T
=

Lo o
H g
Eorr
o
of
2

=1}

(o]
i
é

W
o0
N of,

| AEEAE ANE
4 4T H i o Aot i
503 deistos, 8

mlo (R =
én}im

-

13518 &4317] 9519 Duckworth er al. (2007)
7} 7§13t Original Grit Scale(Grit-O)E o|4wta} &
B-9H2013)7} k= AAof] BHA| Weket 57 Likert A
S8 AFgSI9ITh TGt BARETE B9 A
&3t R = 2719] sh9) WQIORE 67T,
% 127]9) B2 o|7o]A ek, 5T Likert 4
£2 PAE T3] ATl BHel ALY B
2o mE By IERow T4E0] o] AL
Sk e W47} Bo4E el R34
S8 S| S WA R A 9 A

O A 4= Qlek ai€fo) Aol 1519 A=
= .73~.839] HE H 1% 0 w(Duchworth ef al.,
2007; Duckworth & Quinn, 2009), o]42i} 49
(2013) Atoll A= 7922 Uepsith & AtolA 9
3]—_|_,] ool A g]E i 7]—31:6}- fg_‘_:,‘_ 'GI—E_,] __TL/H o

o1 =2
Table 22} 7t}
3lEEtE A o] 242 Reivich and Shatte (2002)7}
e sEeey AAETE Selete] Ao

A 4 - B 99 BQ009)9] HAETE
thA] 328 Had EerA 24 YKRQ-27)Z v}
O ZEINSNA A AEFHES 24 - B
3 S52016)9] PAETE G 555
X AR A 285, AN, e

Table 1. The characteristics of Participants

A oA At () HEE%)
o 144 57.1
4
o 108 429
dutkskF 98 389
s _ .
I @efstn #stg A sk 9 38.1
7|
el B R 58 23.0
A 252 100.0




368 ZzSuEtus M43H HMBZF, pp. 365~384 (2024)

Table 2. Composition of instruments and Cronbach’s o, of items in this study

A E3}4~  Cronbach’s o

T =9 iﬁfﬁi QEH ;ﬂﬁ_i AeiE st o5 g Bl MelE 5
T o) gy T A B Aol Ao B fASAY Al ) #gSe ¢ 263
3o tis] A7|Ho R {AS A& Z
A 12 732
9 AFERRE olsfe TS Wt LilE AE
dEAse 29 ARED A 98 T 5k AE 9 809
9 A RS THeka oldfE + Jk AE
o e A5 dia) gAEe =k gE
gu A Uk &% ) wEste 4w 9 894
EEk FE o] YojE FEF 4 glrku Wi Hw
Argh BA)o] A0S wolet £ 9l A=
A7\ zd5Y  Aud BAlY da) uo) 2He 24T 4 e 4w 9 806
st #AE 39t ga sfdsy sl Aw
A 27 918
O 37 Y 9T F 27 For FHAE0] Q) SAEY ASolA 2319 GAtetoll £4 Je
o Likertd 57 Hxz 2% Al o] & &3 34 Aeio] £85o] e I3 AE AAke
% =9] Al Cronbach’s agh .72~.780]w, & Lo T EAJof| FEsto] ¥hgHIMIS Eelstal,
AolA 9 shef G AFe B Rt A s FREAA A= Aeet 24 AleE AeEsk]
] G4 Table 29} e} A5+ o] opd 6313 OJujatz] oke E4 Tk Alsiglth ofE v e
S 1578 oz AP HARS A A} oAy E HEE 242 B Ao 2y A6
50| & HAEAE ofsfista Sk ol w47 ¢l Whe 3& whEste] 2% wigs 24550t
o 3g HAE 2= 2833l npAuto. R AREALS AAISHeITh WA A E
SN IS ES B o R FRRYS 74
3. =4 Y sto] Z1513 SRS A Y] WAS A ET o
aglo] EEEd nA= FF wsr|vE HHEAE Ao SHA] Myers er al. (2000)2}
o) AW ET] Qo 7|&EARA, 24ny 4%, Mullen (1995)9] SHEU4 STHA ASEH= °1&
ZABERS AN THTable 3). 7|45 A 54 o] A] sto] P A, SHFLA, T2FLES A5t
L 783 sjEeey 7k LRWAA nEge A k. s, SATLA, FREENE T2
L3 2457 of ok 3 245 T By A AaE wdskilor

A
o]
s 4o| 5)9)9dole] Wit AolE BAHAT} A}
FHRAS Fo wWel5o] A 2t Aol} 9] Bl

Table 3. Analysis Process through Structural Equation Modeling

BHP7] SIe) 719 el 2ol e RAgE A
(badness-of-fit, 7)1 3, 0% A= Lh 7l

12HA: 7154 &4 204 24wy A3 3T AREA
AFA H=
o o @ o o, -
bR . HeHatyg A R TREE HA
o = - -
g 2343E 4% 23594 84
SR ST 43 o 2

AFEA




AF0r) B EE7Eo A FHnormed )& EE] 371
o) B34 Soll meh Anprt AdolsHAl tes
ARE 7HAIAL Qlof o] $ANkg 7HA| AL BEo) X—*‘?&
EE =0 g 9rst 4= itk Bollen, 1989; Crowley
& Fan, 1997; Mulaik et al., 1989). o]of & ¢1-Lo]
A ol T 29 A7)0 RIZEHA FEE WA
UOoHA L, 7% RAS A3t AgE AeE
A o]gsto] BAXF =S FEsHIch LA
L5 Wrtehe AdAlee 299 A AYg=E
B7tote AWAGEA g, 712 Rl tieh A
Yol AFPES vTel FEAFEAS, We7} B
obi4:% AFmYo] BT RA APEAST} &
2= AL HR|517] Yol 1okE 7HHA R E
3 8515t AU A3 E R4 (absolute fit index)
oAl GFL, RMR, RMSEAE ARE-&H31OoH, 524
31 2] 4x(incremental fit index) o] 4]+ NFI, IFI, CFI,
TLIE ARSI 7HE A3 E 2] 43(parsimonious fit
index) 9| 4= AGFI, PNFI AICZ A}8-5}9it}. 2%
Hom FRUAN BYE olgslel T3lo| sty
Kol WA= Gare] BAH fOAL ek, 2
7\ A Aolrt QA ARASE ol g3t B
To] 45 B9l chEURRA Adsieth BE

27 2o SPSS 18.0 ¥ Amos 21.0 B4 Z&

2 Aol AR AARTE FREY f40] 7he
24 eRlel] Sl Wty EEWA, o, A, A1)
EASE AESYHKline, 2015). Table 404 =
= sle} o] 203 SyETAe) al9] 2910]
= .742~244, A= -795~.13502 YUER =
<P, =<4 E A= AL R 2Rl 4=
elol g Aags v B ae] 54

ASE AFS 2 A P A0 ekt
(Kline, 2015; West ef al., 1995). E3 HAIEAY]
WA dA &= 2elS f18) 412 =A4(Cronbach’s «)
2 shelsiglet, AT 2 S9lagld AHEg A
HEW 15 HAREE R =8 752, A9
NEAP TR F 7929 AL, FEEgL
‘lASE 809, ‘A 894, A=A T
80602 % 9189 AZEE Kt o]ojA o}H?
1 7he] HERAIA BAIS Amn] sfa) S
W ARASE BB Table 0 s )
AE A% kol p<.01

Table 4. Results of descriptive statistical analysis (N=252)
s}ol a0l ot Ero: P Q= A= Cronbach’s o
29 S =g 3.700 17 -200 -795 752
A 9] 44 2.783 746 203 -.103 763
A 3.241 576 244 -201 792
deldA =g 3.915 621 -330 -.164 .809
ey A4 4.003 750 -742 135 894
712 A5 3.809 641 -235 -.565 .806
A 3.909 ST72 -210 =717 918
Table 5. Pearson’s correlation coefficient among factors
setn sj5iey ;
YeleA s 334 Az4%59
Qo FEe g 529%xx 642%% 694+ T30
” TA 0] &4 216%* 257F* 154%%* 077+*
A 318+* A36%* S532%* S05%*

*p< 01, Fr4p<,001



1S F43H M35, pp. 365~384 (2024)

o)

Solulst ARAE otk FAR O 4
8 SI4OI HETAL Tl oIt
, 2001; ¥ E, 2002), 2 Ao A= AlA 4o
ol .154~.694 Afo] 2 Uieht thEFAAS B
L 9ejsh gotE H oz e

S HSITH(Table 6). uksbt Thoje}
+ 981, 968 0.7 2 47} BlzskA|h, gk
WA= S8 O Z thar Aol 7t Q= A& st
o] Scheffe &2 3t tHLee & Lee, 2018).

o AT} d8l0) BEE wB(F9.761, p<.001)T}
SERHA 9] tiQleA s (F=11.581, p<.001), 57
R(F=14.113, p<.001), 7] 2 AL (F=18325, p<
001)o A SAHCE (93 xfo]E H itk Scheffe
o< S0l ws7|ol| wE A A2l Afol5 E4
?:5__ J,,]— _'_"I_F’J___] JEL.,_?S]- },:EILLJ— g]E_E]—E:]/\-L__] e
SF91 Q010 A ©h9Istul e} ek phet A E ARt
SPYE T Fato] foufstA & Ao = Uit
HH 1519 891 adl F B A[&A(F=1.493,
p=227)& SAALE O3t Afo|7F UehA] 98k
t}.

Table 6. Analysis of ANOVA and post-hoc test

98 Hxl~o1 w3 —s}b}s}w s

s Ethe ST 199 vheg WSk s ¥

A (response bias)S Ho|= A7t l=d|(Tepper
& Tepper, 1993) o| &3t U HTFA S Zo]7] 3t

iS5
WOz 34 Ba 2 Behe P HEg
TAd5h= WA o] g ARE AL It Anastasi, 1982;
Nunnally, 1967; Spector, 1992; Tepper & Tepper,
1993). ol HA B3lo g ol SuA=EL Bk
EE} F9) 77 Qa1 o] Z <l&f HRSHIFA S S0l
= 9o 1:](0 oAzt 71X 2005).

39 AA e &S w8 wE FAXS
Hog Aol &ALl BT B R o g LA
o] Qlth 3}A|4t Pilotte and Gable(1990)= &4
Tl By D] TLE AAETLL 1AL}
O TAE Huu ARG R FHE o
Hlaf) & A% A4=2l Cronbach’s aglo] @A
ey, 24 BEauto g2 LAE Hr QOB AT}
A} sibel 2910 R ehgAnt By Bago] w3t
g Huk F Y 0l 2a7} b Bl

O:

o

¢

3191841 24 B4 AFY ARE F p levene Fp) i Sheffe
3.468
nze g b 3.793 9378 2 9761  .000%%*  383(682) 073 a<b,c
23 ¢ 3.937
a 2.685
B 9] 2)4:4 b 2.823 1.658 2 1.493 227 268(.070)
¢ 2.882
a 3.688
gl T 52 b 4,048 8.240 2 11581 .000%**  105(.900) 085 a<b,c
c 4.077
a 3.705
s R A4 b 4169 14371 2 14113 .000%*  474(.623) 102 a<bc
¢ 4232
a 3.537
A7 285 3906 13230 2 18325 .000%%*  904(406) 128 a<b,c
¢ 4.105
#Hxp< 001

SNURREREE TR R LR

i



<H=2> J300] ey

=2
p=]

>
rir

o
=
ox

t}. Benson and Hocevar(1985)2] 253SHIE2
o7 g Ao 2FENA EFEY AR
& ol £ W&ol szt obd T4 w3l
24 Baolupel o ae W A2 sIsin
oA 34 - 24 B0l TR AeHwo] A4S
A A 2|27} olR] ALf(Schriesheim & Hill, 1981),
297t 27 Z7ke 7Rs4o] 9ol(Tepper &
Tepper, 1993) 714} Zjo] A7} B uhl Jzte]
& 5-E(Benson & Hocevar, 1985; Marsh, 1987; Pilo-
tte, 1991; Pilotte & Gable, 1990; Robert et al., 1993)
< 1S o) 34 st B4 Hsito] £85 0
TE 159 FEE w3 FEHE Qg i At
£ ERoIg F a7t Uil 9L, 14347, 20059041 A

T

=
219).

ol 93 13 AAETe) B Y BIn
5% RO Lol 2429] 714 BAAGH Aa
A shelshoict 34 Balw 24 BalEo) W
Apglol W, B2, BEE, F= Fo| Lolop
eSS AR & 4 glom, 3 Ba R
A B gkl B ATE Bol o] ol A o]

L 7HAo] FEEo] B4 BAHS U4 B
of A48k 4= gtk B4 A 34 Baros 74
B g eou 2 B TAE B 444
of BEUAE 2 0|2 Ho|x| gkAE, HA &

Table 7. Descriptive statistics for measured variables

oSk £S5 IISIERI} UHSHO| ChEIEH B : 2L - ofAtol 371
ol gk S Hato] tha @A YERGTH Table
7). QEet Mg vus)] B 34 £ Ht A
52 20302 9E2&0 7 Byl 2|92 KA Hx
g, 74 B39 HHAES -20002 JFEO02 2
A7 A Hzol wG5S YERYcKFig 1).

olggh A& FHAEC] Tl A= ot
A BAS Ho|al, HAR disjre ot IS
Kol Aol 9IS Uehdct &3 1 AHaAlE
AR Ay 3 7o 7 Al 329~.596, F-
g B 7F A 315~.6042 e 514
T S £ 28 7he] AAAlae = -.209~
D212 e

4
[¢]
olrt. 1Y 29F Wy 32 A=

it
4
Mo
ook

324 BYo| BF 5
$44 By 7PsiolA]
43t glo] #9 Fel= A%

01'{51— A

= =
%, 4

=

e 4|5 HolAL 34 A4Be By
EAROR Golulst) ghe

202 4 e vl
oM 35 £

k98l b RZAA} Q= A Cronbach’s o
25 SAEHILES =) 3.700 17 -.200 -795 752
AN -
BA KA Y] A &A) 2.783 746 203 -.103 763
30
25
35
20 30
EE 25
o 15
: ®®°
10 g 15
H m H H
5
5
u [l 0 AL HHHMH“
0 0.2 040608 1 12 14 16 18 2 22 24 26 28 3 32 34 36 3.8 4 42 44 46 48 5 0 02040608 1 1.2 14 16 18 2 22 24 26228 3 3.2 34 36 38 4 42 44 46 48 5
4z B2
4R 249 B wyRg 240 B

Fig. 1. Average of statements



372 xSIitus MA3E HM3Z, pp. 365384 (2024)

Table 8. Pearson’s correlation coefficient among factors

RERI PE 2 PE 3 PE 4 PE 5 PE 6 a1 a2 as a4 Cs CL6

PE 1 1

PE 2 A2** 1

PE 3 A20%* A409%* 1

PE 4 A30%* 342%* A07** 1

PE 5 A25%* 358%* A43%* 524%* 1

PE 6 .596%* A07** 320%* .396%* .390%* 1

ail A21** 152%* 165%* 219%* 178%* .052 1

a2 017 -.022 - 117* .019 -.116* -.008 ATH* 1
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4 302%* 164%* 118* 122% 156%* 079 AS4x* 351%* A63** 1

as 237** 232%* .083 219%* AS1%* 110* 315%* A409** A63** A36%* 1

ae 382%* .300%* 256%* 314%* 287** 232%* .399%* A58%* A419%* .392%* S17** 1
*p<.05, **p<.01
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Table 9. Model fit indices for measurement model
A A3 AS 2 4P AS g A3 A4S
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23] 351.697(54)*** 6.513 7188 171 .148 .561 602 595 505 .693 459 399.697
32 88.785(39)*** 2277 944 .068 071 .898 935 932 .885 .888 525 166.785
33 229.040(39)*** 5.873 873 .149 139 714 751 741 563 746 422 307.040
GEMES >.05 <3.0 >90 <06 <.08 >90 >90 >90 >90 >90 >90 WS 4E
N9l A4, BlEeie el caliAse, 244, A of mUARIES At 1 A A3tEA )
723593 Yl St e AT AT B e AL 8E Jzd aEA R Aoe ek
g woliA, SOARAE 2 RASE AL o] A5 9 A0z SHlseleHTable 10)
AUAA v A] F=42)7F =Al, 845 A SAEYY A E FY 17171 9Jell, Regress-
ofof .90 o]4e] uj$- =2 AHAAT} U=AE ion Weights®| pgto] f+-2J5kA] A Uehd ¥4l A
gelstlet. 71 Axt 71 HHHElb —% % l% sl &5, AT 2814 A (Standardized Reg-

wekstz) sl 7 el 2ol
Z3E 2)4x(badness-of-fit, 1?)0| ATk, o] &
A9E g s o d normed 2 2P0 YA 5
o] w2} 217} AolshH(Bollen, 1989; Crowley &
Fan, 1997; Mulaik ef dl., 1989), %20 277} n>
200 o9l A AFRYe AAS) A9, v
40091 73 A9 Eﬁﬂxmiv/ld}'oi
Uiz o] 91ol(Chen, 2007) o] SRS 7}
A3 wele] ARES SHEOR Hrh & gl of
of i =70 o3t JFee 2|3ty 1%k thet
S =2 RMR, TLI, CFL, AIC & tZ A3X|$+E &7
e Aol uiAlskEAIS, 2000). olo] & <
FolNE BEl] Mikd HEg Bl Ao
A, 712 m el ofet A Ee) AES
WA FRATEAS, W7l Bohdps Arm
wo] B A AT} Lebhe AL

Db M AFHEASE G 8o

&}7] e

[¢]
A=

Table 10. Model fit indices for measurement model

ression Weights)o| .3 1]qkQl W 3410 24473,
271285387, Ay2(Squared Multiple Correla-
tions)o| .4 u|ukel TiQBA T2, 3 LH6S
AAs] RS 4% & HPAFPES AHelst
= zur RMSEA, TLIE A2 A3e 2|5
o] 5197128 TH5Hch. RMSEASH TLI: 5147)
A5H B u]R)= =28 AT RMSEA
A 2 27)7F A2 w250 ofsh) AI7F FA &
Al Y= #3Fo] WO n(Hu & Bentler, 1998), A
o AR At S AYE A5 e ThE A
A50] 87128 WEshs ACE Yeh 27]
Rla} vjwstel SARDL TEEAS )] 2
sl ma o2 mtislgl o,

= $ojujst Aojr} 1

l_.]'l_.

rﬁ
o
Jk?ﬁ

3) B8 24

2% wygol epgrg B4 A5 QRS
AA5H AT}, Table 113} ZHo] 1817 3B et A o]
B 29 olns ARt Sz

ol Ao et Ee w4 23} B
l'lf_f/\J'—T—?jAVerage Variance Extracted, AVE) g2

Adf AFe 2 Su AgE A 7 A= A
g zpo] HE
Y(df) CMIN/df GFI RMR RMSEA NFI IFI CFI TLI AGFI PNFI  AIC
Z7] 1652319(685)*** 2412 894 071 085 751 861 856 850 890 904 1842319  A—674.654
A 977.665(547)** 1787 916 056 084 929 907 916 .897 910 922 1143.665 AdF138, p<.001
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Table 11. Analysis of convergent validity

29l slej ol Variable HEZ2IA5B) B2IA45p) SE t AVE CR.
) | 1 361
23 g 2.209 786 868 2545+
= nZEe =83 1.962 763 775 2.530% 459 800
TZ3 w24 1.329 635 550 2416*
a8 Bz 85 1.724 747 684 2.519*
e A&A41 1 662
B8] Aa A9 2442 853 607 229 3.718%* ©
A 0] 2| 4:A)4 949 667 237 3.996%*
A 0] 2|4:A6 1.241 771 286 4326%%*
LA 51 1 617
el oA 523 1.400 782 318 4393%*
gjel oA 524 1.053 587 292 3.603%x*
gjel oA SEs5 1.013 670 263 2.438*
HelEAE= A 56 959 568 273 3511% wrm
tel @A 527 93 546 271 3.402%%%
gjel oA 28 1.024 679 254 4017
djel oAl 529 1.019 597 279 3.654%x
FAAI 1 668
IAAR 776 646 174 4439%x
3743 1.081 759 201 5.114%x
A A4 1.307 778 250 5.200%*
3] Eete 4 FAA 2AAS5 1.283 767 248 5.158%%
LA A6 1.577 878 273 5.763%%*
AT 1.059 624 246 4303%x*
FAAR 1411 754 277 5.085%%*
2AA9 928 547 243 3.813%%*
7124591 1 768
7] 2452 862 657 178 4.84g%x
A7) 2453 996 710 189 5271%xx
A A7) 2 A4 680 458 206 3.305%%* 5 0
A7) 2H5E5 1.035 613 230 4.498%*
7] 24596 1.019 655 201 4.831%*
7] 2458 1.365 728 252 5410%x
7|z M9 1.086 700 209 5.193%*

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

A433~.5110]H, 7@ A2 = (Critical Ratio, C.R.) 3t
L 773~.9542 YER} AVE Zfo] 4 oA, CR. 3k
o] .7 O[O et Ws5o] B 0w Bt
3} 4= Qlti(Bagozzi & Yi, 1988; Fraering & Minor, 18lo] 3]
2006; Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Gerbing & James, so] 1219

1988).



(Fig. 3).
A3 o] HFE CMIN/GE2.533, AGFI=910,

Kol 0|2z Azt B4
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ox

UEHE - odel 375
week, ol 13l

sl diddA

NFI=.929, PNFI=9222 °F5 5t 4~30|Qith 2R l5‘—'5.(ﬂ:._7>74|-, p<.001), & /\g}(ﬂ: 176, p<.01), A7)
g 24 2} 1300 BE S1900l HEeRiAe  2ABYP=-194, p<0D) Holxli AL ofuaick
= akeaclel Fo3t gk vAle Ao ® vE
SEEH(Table 12), 2) SYSUY 2N
FAHoR AuduE a3 TG RN 8 o FREEARY B Hol W 2
sereiie] o2 ARE 4O P IANE A aapzsdy & Frudgo] $U Yujel Iy
o= Uehgth. o 319 EF o] £I4E  FoAI melE sUTo] AEA Yes 5
ABALS(B-1.016, p<001), FYH(B=867, p< s} olalaicn Slsls 2AFALE ALY
.001), A712852(8=.930, p<.001)= =A== A t}. o]= 7t Z2AZ o] QA ER] oF= Ar o
= Oujgith. Wb T1519] A A|SAolA] BEEY 735 vl Hek 7 SR =X Aol AR HE &
H 1
po2 | [Poa| [Pos]| [Pos] [Pos | [Po7 ] [Pos PO Y
O G
(c9) PE 4 SRl &)
@ PE 3 @ SR2 @
(=2 PE 2 SRS 2
(&) PE 1 €
T S
3,
1) cls e €3
o N\ e
o - A
153 | [ 1sa | [1s5 | [ 1s6 159
1S S S Sl Sl N
Fig. 3. Structure Model of Path analysis
Table 12. Unstandardized and Standardized path coefficients of measurement model
Estimate
Path S.E. t
B B
a8 pEs e - sEued golidse 667 930 112 5.944x+
a8 zet -9 - sEeEy ZHA 1.014 867 140 7.006+*
28 1325 g S FEgEY Ar|zEse 882 1.016 112 7.262%%+
18 WA &4 - EgrE A doldAsE -.256 -374 078 -3.209%#%
138 A9 A &A - sjEete A ZIAHA -.196 -.176 .099 -1.979%
18] PO 2 &A] - 3 EEHA | 2d5Y -.161 -.194 .074 -2.188*

*p<.05, *+p<.001



376 =SItus MA3E HM3Z, pp. 365~384 (2024)

-

e
i

7] uhszoll gk 1t Aol v
Askz B oAl olv] 287} 23t
o] ¢17] o]t Chen, 2007). 9]
of el ol g Hmale A
QAR Y 7 Aol9ln) 5L Aol
Qx}oﬂ 71915t AR Tdst= A o] o] HrHSchmitt
& Kuljanin, 2008). o]of wje} E Lo A= Myers
=(2000)TF Mullen(1995)2] ZAE14 5thA] A=
WS o] &5t 22} 214 2 Q174 (second-
order factor model)9] &AEUALS AS3HTh
FHEY A5 SATYAR HSolA 7 7]
Z27}F He AR, FHlsUd AsolA 8T vigt
At Ap7F e oRARE o ©AQl 5785 Y
A AFeE dojd 4= vk 593} Alofo] fl= A
1215 B i e B = @Alﬂoﬂ mEy W Az
SAA FoA A A F A=A Zpolof| of
of A4 He= &4 5} CHTable 13).
B Avl Julel g oojelkn sk Ak
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=L L
T
é

r_E

ot
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2. st
AR A W 7 FAFAR 24

Fu

olg
g A}, skl zle) GFI=.891S A|elet

K 14E FEsle Aoz Tk,

GeoR 24EULS AZ] Sl BHE
ol AFHE Al Ak et AA| BFE 7RG
& sto] 7} mof diet 4 HAlSHItE S4F
A4 B9 71& F sl f o] AFE BE A
719] F= Wol Bheth= A7 Qlof, HE £4
71EEk deste] S0 R wsts Ao| v
Z5tek £ Qo] A= Byrne(2001)0] AIAIEE A9
Zk p .05 oA}, Cheung & Rensvold(2002)7} A| A5t

ACFI 78] Z}o]7} .01 o]u], Vandenberg & Lance
(2000)0] AA8F ATLI Zk2] ZFo]7} .02 o], Chen
(2007)0] A|AIZH ASRMR gte] zto]7}k .010 o]u,
ARMSEA g}9] z}o]7}.015 o]Wj9] 4+ 7|&&

Table 13. Model fit indices for Multiple-Group comparing

rom, HFPARYL 29| Zpolgh Hlale L
H BHAE ARG i@ﬂ&il‘%

24504 AZL Myers et al.(2000)2} Mullen
(1995)%] 54544 5%74] 7&‘%— ol what 59741

2@74] Q9]

545 Xﬂ‘—’ﬁf} EOé / constrained
model), 3TA= FEARS AT YA Aleket
23(¢ constrained model), 4TA1= QX5 g} F
EARS At 7F SU5H Aokt =E(4, ¢ constrained
model), STHA= @olRalE, FRAL 2P0 xS 7
o 7t FdsHA Akt mEo|thl, ¢ 0 constrained
model).

BA A3l g 2= CFI=939, TLI=.935, SRMR
=114, RMSEA=.0582, 238 3& CFI=.937, TLI=
.932, SRMR=.116, RMSEA=.058%, 23 4= CFI
=.920, TLI=.929, SRMR=.119, RMSEA=.058=,
& 5(1, ¢, 0 constrained model):= CFI=.913, TLI=
927, SRMR=.128, RMSEA=.059% UE}5tHTable
14). 23 2, 32 ACFI, ATLL, ASRMR, ARMSEA
= ol 71k olWell gick 23 4= ACFI=.022%
7127+ Ygloul, ATLI, ASRMR, ARMSEA 9] 7t
o] YAAE A Ao, 2 5= ACFI=.029,
ASRMR=.0282 7|&7 9o}, ATLI, ARMSEA
of grol PAAE YA sk,

3 4, 59 A7 A0l 7IEgs dooed 1
Aol7t Do, ARE 712e BAA ol g0l
ofzt A¥ w2|(Rule of thumb) & AFHE Ay}
of| A AAJE HOJAY Aol A Up Ao|m( A,
2016; Marsh et al., 2004) Z& £279] A3tE: X
£ S35k v Aeso] BF 7149 4%’5}5

3

2 o] Jr9] 0= 87 e AR g 4= )
E}b Z(Stevens, 1996)2 11&3slo] E g =4

4 fA5kR Gk sk

[P S KN
E‘ o=
| 0] Ssiglone 4YUE 1o

e

e X(dh GFI RMR RMSEA NFI IFI CFl TLI AGFI  PNFI AIC

Aqutsl 1036.371(353)%** 911  .042 045 955 942 987 960 959 942 1190371
SO m G 1016239(553)#%* 902 051 044 930 925 930 966 957 947 1170.239
A 1003.631(353) 891 054 071 904 916 923 955 947 940 1157.631

GEMES >05 >90 <06 <08 >90  >90 >90 >90  >90 >.90 P
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Table 14. Model fit indices for measurement invariance
e Model fit index Model comparison
7 df COMINdf CFI TLI SRMR RMSEA ACFI ATLI ASRMR ARMSEA AF  p
=g 1 3085.637 1639 1.860 942 945 110 .059 - - - - -
2g 2 3158223 1719 1.837 939 935 114 .058 -.003 -010 .004 -.001 72.586 128
2g 3 3270254 1665 1.844 937 932 116 .058 -.005 -013 .006 -.001 184.617 .000
2g 4 3321205 1807 1.838 920 929 119 .058 -022  -016 .009 -.001 235.568 .000
2E 5 3504254 1883 1.861 913 927 128 .059 -029  -018 018 0 419.079  .000
123 [ (unconstrained), B] AR (7] A 2 &); EF2(A constrained), RAAGTE At 7+ SUHA AoFst 2¥; 25 3(¢ constrained), 5
A AT 2 FUEHA Aokt 2, ERA(, ¢ constrained), LA, FEAE AT IF FUEHA AlkRE 2F; ZRS(, 6, 0 constrained),

RAUA, FEA, SARAS WY T FUSH AR 2.

A A Zof A ekol T AbeolE H53517] st Aol SAHa 7F 2.0 A5 45Ul &
of b BAR TREUH AES ASTE P2 REglhe A Folne, B uge Eyd 42
54 A5 99 T2uY Yol ARAS A7) wAe Ak b BAVE §leg onid g,
B4 Aok 7t ke BFIEAGRY)T F AR Alry 355 2 A% 2 495
A AR I3t mH(ARRY 2~5) 7 Wl A Folup Aoz FlElo] ot ZHEANG A
AZLS skt 1 Ay B 13 2F 29] 49 A8tal Ith(Meredith, 1993).
ek A4 2, p<0S oA FoshA] Aokt
(Table 14). & dxkskE, @95t GAjsH, ks 3) WK7|2H CIEXc 2
A JAREPe] A Here wy Fej o, a300] sEekel o) uAe ol dis) Lukst
Table 15. Results of Multiple-Group Analysis
Estimate
A Path S.E. t(CR) Label
B B
a8 ES vy L FEEYHAY gAY 707 971 111 5.899%* a-1
a8 nRs g L IEeey A4 982 852 139 7152k b-1
arsra a8 R wg L FEEYHA Ar|xE5EY 631 1.015 121 3.654%+* c-1
a3 e ALY - FEEE_dRluAdsd -.801 -714 334 -2.400* d-1
a5 TG A& - FEEEAd T84 -201 -09 292 -.689 e-1
a8 WA R&A L IR 2|z 312 -285 202 -1.542 £1
a8 EE wE L FEEEA gAY 420 703 126 3344k a-2
a8 st vy L ey 34 734 765 166 44150+ b-2
it a8 Rt wE L FEEYAY Ar|2ELEY 690 1.042 145 47450 c-2
a3 WY AEA - EEHAY_dRlEAsE -148 -351 .066 2.245% d-2
a8 JA) A&A L FEEEA A -.085 -126 081 -1.057 e-2
a8 B 2EA o FREPA 2p)RASY -039 -.083 050 -769 f2
a8 ES vy L FEEYHAY gAY 1.066 932 354 3.013%* a-3
a8 ES vy L EeEy 334 993 989 331 2.997++ b-3
a7 a8 fEe kY o IEgEY Ar|2d5Y 781 778 263 2.975%* 3
a3 e ALY - FEEE_doleAdsd -101 -137 131 -772 d-3
a5 TG A& - FEEEAd T84 -190 295 122 -1.556 e3
a8 WA R&A L R 2|z 039 092 104 570 £3

£5<.05, #p<01, **%p<.001
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Table 16. Z-test of Multiple-Group Analysis

a-1 a-2 b-1 b-2 c-1 c-2 d-1 d-2 e-1 e-2 -1 2

a-1 0

a2 1.978* 0

a-3 1.973* 367

b 1 0

b 2 .507 0

b3 2.183* -.662

cl 0

c?2 2.105* 0

c3 1.979* 976

d1 0

d2 -1.171 0

d3 852 1.656

el 0

e 2 -.874 0

e3 -.056 .606

f1 0

f2 279 0

f3 418 223
*p<.05
- ST, 2 - WSSk A 3 - S A0 - 3 P e - ST A, b 5] R
aﬂ%%a&%@%w—laﬁ%ﬁkﬁaﬂéﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂZﬁ ERNEEE SRS M E PR DE o R
WA A& -8y 3484, - 23 B A& -5 A=z %Ei.
T-ueista AetAsh - ol et w0l Folrh fejst Aoz gt 189
S99 WS A ko] ol 2 wpelelaA b st o] sjRutAe] FHAC vAE 4
ZATRAS ST TRRPOI TS WE  (Label bof A= QuESHIb-1)TH skl Tstel
Al st Zte] J2A1~E Table 159] A A5k (b-3) Ak 7tof] po|7} foJabgiet. w3k 18le]

QuishE, SolstmaA), HERAGA BE 08 23 2] SRS A28 nlXk 9
o R eefo] HBTRNY BE S9IA] H  FLabel )l A LuIBHAYe-1)o] TSk B3}
(DAL, IR BUASAL 2SR B2 Ae) W T B (e-3) Wk 2ho] Aol
WASYS| ROHORE ST JFL WAL R0 BAHOR foahct.
2 Uehgek. bl sle) xS Ao] sEee A
o A D A 2EE el s G A IV. Z2 U =9
oz fofsA ghe Ao et

oF HgoR UulshE - UeStGA - B B APk Qulshu 25 BetgAstlel it
AGA) WE 7 AR Aok ex) WA Sl m W) Wn AU WP 2T 5 Yk 712A A
% o] BHZ BAPE BB Table 16). T A, T3 SlREy 2 7 WAY Aol B 7
A3 309 PEG ol M BBEe Fle Makm ol $A| AL B 4FHo Fysky
Ql 7k} F=ol A A 7k Aok ety FAIEe. th d AYE HIEe R & 9 o] 24, AAF
2 39| FET ko] jEeE Ao il 5 =253t
2] n]Xt GaHLabel oAl AT A, ZEOS O T30 TR e 5
Sejshi e Ae-2) W et Setdn@d)  gelst sEeege) selnel 1) Ape 24



2018; 0]Al4, 2012; o]0, 2012) = vl
veleh A1, 2013; 4@} Zu]g, 2015; o]u]
g 5, 2017; o]7, 2016; ofste] 2t o] FAl, 2015;
F47, 2012 4R A7k B, F - 15t
ol TALE SRR T A7 ek S 3
&3k AL WIBte} BARE 7]40] Solzbe] ¢7e] 3
sl PadSo] BaL 4 Aol S19 £
Aol AAPS o) SFHo0| T fAst st
SuE 5 gl AFEolr] B4 4L FE5hw 9
23 5 gl 2ol BEeieigo] 22T oJri(
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of BTN FHUSE S B
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