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—The Effects of Personality and Congnitive Style of the

Accounting Information Users on Decision Making —
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1. A7 % 47% v.z &
H. 27y
I.4 T

M8 Alg]a x}o] (psychological differences) 7b 2JAl@ o)l WA o 8ol A3
3 Al FEo] 1970 e} ¥¢ ¥its] AY =lo] ot ( Dermer(1973), Lusk(1973,1979)
San Miguel(1976)]. o] Hoke| AT & 442 sAAR|FA Afo]o AR (in-
dividual differences) & olsis}dl 24 & %32 jlon o]§ A7 FEE A
g2t Anolgate] AuAe ST Ay HAYRE ATE &+ Y=EF &+ 6l 3L
o At (T AL Fated sADIAE ARolEAe HA (user’s characte-

*xo] =R 1985 W% I e FATgod TURI A PEY WL T 2U4T
R
sA G ga sjAl s zas
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ristics ) o o]#fe] wlw& F v} $& 3 AIA R AL (accounting information
system) & AAs: o £&& ¥g Zlolth (Benbasat and Dexter, 1979).

Melel Alzld zlo]lE 7M e+ g9lo 2 A7 (personality) 7 al=] 4 (cognit-
ive style) & T Aot AFAR Y A FAAEL o] FrA 8491¢ dEHen
ATstden AF AHAEe]l A= AFHA G FUAsgc} (Faircloth and Ricchiute
1981). = 7|& AT 4AY A 4L 2Age] UAAA gAHA Fo A& al
AR E FAH R QQ43hA] qstel A4 AAAE °]¢7]:]7]% A7 3 Q1] oA el

} 5k go] A skex] EE A7 Ya4o] A s}

1. H7SE

2 =2 dF54L AR w024 44 (personality) 3} 31 %4 (cognitive
style) o] Satd Aol vzl AYEII 2HFIAE 4xdns] A7 Aok

2 AFolA 4AR+E 23 4ol A 482 (tolerance for anbiguity) olsh 4
go] g4 2L 254 gt b3l AMelutel &o]rt Y o] o] 2ATFAY ] 3
T3 A gL F F ek (o]EF, 1984 ), o] wHFE: wF o] Y HLS4 I
%324 (tolerance-intolerance of ambiguity) 8] F F% (two level) o2 e
A, 23] g XaEAolst AiEt AR (material) =v 432 Py Yo
2 Az (34 )st= A golot (MacDonald 1970), R &gl gk Fe4dola  ofu]dl
A Er 4% A4 MRAL e Adehs 4L gk ¢ oA 4
3 (ambiguous situation) ]2 7Hglo] $8% Ay (sufficient cues) 7} 7 o 2ol
HA sk F23} ZL 4FAAZE 5 v ASHE ¥ (Budner,1962), 22mE of
i3t A3l 4 A A w54 L) (decoding system) & AT (A A3}
7h) E AAAql (AedAoln Al Hel) AzE HEsA g + ek ofelEE
A sls Mele E% (submission) -2 %A (denial) ] u4S RdFE + Y& A
olel, ol Aok Rl Aol sl BHE Aoz FAld WAL (EF), vt

el FEE Fokrrlz (44 ) A4AY F AT Aelch
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AU FH o2 Ureld £ o} Aeleat AAGNA Sb o] o
T, ABsel & HEA (Witkin,et al) o] Q%4 £5ob & AFo4 AR oich

ce) o2 vreialer 4o EA QX kel 2] 2|2 (perception) & 23] 74
QA TEe| Zep 9¢ wevh zelw AH%e] 252 (parts of the field) A
2 Ed (fused) ® Zoe APAc) utTo] Dol 4gojzae Azte gus 4 A
(global) 2.2 A3t Jue| A (context) ol o] 2A] A3L Wi Agpo] 9o
A ARSA QA Sl Yol Age $EEo] 24D W B 2ejs A
22 AR (Witkin et al,1971).  w}Fo] Zalnl 43 Sgxq 43 ATsx
A Arzre gadde] gt HuE $AHoe Auue Aol Uk B o Tol4

$uirY slusl gAEABAEE F42ql a7k ¥ e "4 (dependent human info-
=

f

ZE
Q

rmation processing variable) 9 dFo w4 2AFAd e a4y (correctness) A%
ol st AAF A=} 2p4lo] 22z
AT FEAF a8y BATE (6142 | (Taylor, 1975) & 78] o upelg 5
sieh

€ AT To4L AAF ALY dAlo] YA Aol gate] Mol ojgt 2|4
o HaAda gzt Qe A¥xje] A28 (human information processing system)

o @Fol shte] wwle] Hma sheul ek

443k #AE (self-rated confidence) o]t} o]

2, A77d

ol =ddlde ATFAE g4t Asted et g2 v sk ARsE Ak

7 I:

el gt AR HAPE o Nl REFe] Wit Fg4Alo] L2y (o5 / FHE /
olgt k) 3 Aol £ ¥ (oldt /ey /olet qrh) o GA4BH BARE §e
ol Aol7k glek

ol 7ML slAF ol gAte] ARSI YAHE A BAEe] vAE FE (main eff-
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ect) & AFss A% Aelch o] Mol AAAsd AP X FLY 4boldle 2E
22 HAT GAEA AR Aol glA He Aol

M1

ohel 3t gl A wol] AARE o AGIEAY A=st ALY (o]3 /' AYIHY /ol
geth) 3 Ao Axst ¥ (olst AR EH Molel qrh) 9 HardA w4
Eele FoAal zol7t gk

o] /A& SAAFRI LY A FYo] AEY AR v FEINE AF s
Agk Aol o] el A AMEYY 3} AFAETY Aolelw 2F 2227 HA
T g4EA BAxd ZHelst slA He HAeolrh

4|

AR A fde] At qAA A AR A AR v T Yk

o] M8 FAL 4AF Aol FEstA YA YAz vl AxAEaH
(interaction effect) & @71 Aqt Aoleh o] sHde] 71Z4sad 4A 5} A F4e] 2
el dAEA sl xe vixe ] YA He Aelw

M :

A7, QA R 2 AxARe] AR /A HAE sfo] & Az AA S PA =
ZA 53} (moderate effects) & §lth

@ol AZHA FHE AR QA FY APAQ FF 2L wE Aol e, o7
AL F ds slAAdn/ gAdA AR AsdAed A A 4§ ¢ Aj A
olth, & sAAR gadA BAFTEL WAAL £ UEAE ZEch Aot ¢
AR BASE] HAY Axs §AL O AA, @ A, @ 4AFH A4
Az g g7t " 2k oly oAl st s IV% AR s

3. HEO|BAIS| MEIY HMEE

7b) 4R QA 49 A
A A (personality)eol &t §ol8 T2 AAE Astd v Ak ol ¢ g3 of
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A Al dellA " AR "olq fololl dlgt 2 ZLA el dalA 2z ¢YB w =
Zshn glwh (o] &7, 1983).

2 AFelAe 4AL 54 A4l st Malol Al Ae YypHQ BEY 4
delebi W87l §tvl (Budner,1962) . & Male]l 2y sl x v} A'de] Felals}
(What a person thinks) 5 A}ire] W-§ (content of thought) el asd ZHe| 47
o]} (Herriot,1981),

3 A %4 (cognitive style) o]2k Aale] Atmatm x| Fste W4 £ AuE Y
=, A, A= % Adsle g Uiod (Lazarus 1976, Driver et al 1967, Sc-
hroder et al 1971), <le] ofml W4 oz AzslErt (How he thinks) F Ak 9
W uche 49 FZ (structure) E& Helol RaAHS gt Aol x| FAlolnh (o
3% 1977, Z149Wse] 631 1981 ).

W) AR X Fqe T

Az A pyFoe YA AnFgE FAH Ax g ALy A=
e el Fe ek 2w g ALY FHA Ade Gz dokw A 2 A 4
LgA (style of thinking) o] oimjsteia 2 ++ Uct AAA BFodxprt He
+ R4 (source) ol Aol = AAsHA 2719 Adg Ad 7 YEvt s, w
% frdstz AR 2o AdE FAE £ A& HAolch 744 (openness)”
old AdY 2% Y4she FE9 WS gon RFF e ¢ Mol a7t AXa
€ Alde]l FA4ql7t(What is believed) 3= Zoll AU gk

ol¢fzto] gt Hqlel 17t FRAE Awstert, 27t 7kAl B E (attitudes) v 413 (be-
liefs) o] TR (AR ) ste A 27} ofwd o2 Atmslerb (AAFA ) Abolel

€ £%9% Tl € Aoint

o) AgATe Ya4
M3t F742 o (facets) & AU 7] sl el 2e 42 49 ALE Aolo
Fue Y5, Ael 9 AT (AAGA ) o] A2 4olY 47} Yow = FEe AAF

4 #9E A ALE Aol 2Fol Ad MEV AE (43 ) o] A2 Hol¥ FE 9
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€ Zolth(Pratt 1980). olghzre] F o] HR F&o] HAul & BlEY 4l
ol A¥E A3 WF T & ese 712E AT Foe A
A2 FRAYA gleh A QA g AAUTE) dsAAs) Y Aoeg vy
A =k

agE2 QA sd 4AEFF ol shiel wsad Yol ATl =d o
o}z shude] w4l o M 53} (confounding effect) @ ol ov]7} oA vk (insi-
gnificant) =+ A% 293 =l (inconsistent) ATA A5l Ug 4 v} (Fai-
rcloth and Ricchiute, 1981),

oleigk A& AeldaE (o, Loomis and Moskowitz 1958, Mischel 1979)1
HAE 2 E ww glow, [ 78/ 4te]& ] (Newel & Simon, 1972) 3} [ o] £&]5] |
(Isfehmer,1976) +~ 472 54 (personality characteristics) & %2 sv}e] ulLxt
Hol7] el AdHe] AjEsle] A ZXsAc ol AP E AT FH4 =
A2 4el’t gl AA (cognitive process) o] AEAE & of 28Y &+ drhe A4
< st A AUA A" Aol vl S ATeA s AR ™S (personality
variables) o] d30°] B} FR&A sl £ UE Heleh

I. <5729 #"d dT=

1. YHoj &gt AP E

AAHFT 238 U g HLA4/E354 (tolerance/intolerance of ambiguou-
ity) ol At oA AA Y ATAAEL A2 A4F (conflicting) = Ut [ HEY |
(Budner, 1962) ¢} [ =& | (Norton,1975) 2] o7& Jol| 93w, 445 F715q
AngF Aol A A5RAS Yol JEHYUE o] EL ow MY AL
4o AErt o £24E b Wit GAAAN v B AL Q7] Hekd n
o 2 AuE 3T gelehe AdE wRAsA

[ ©= | (Dermer, 1973) © 29| dTol4 o] 2Eg-g 3= Eslc A (subje-
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cts) = o W& AUE 43Pt 7L A =8 2R FTaan
o2 AAsE HEY Y (types) ol $2H o2 AaAdAs] gy AL S vy
oo Tem e dFdse duistel #2171 2o sk Ay 4AENe] Ame A
%ol (perference) 3 %< 73 + AL A&

AH (7] | & (McGhee,et al,1978) & 23243} Fx1F4e] TEZe] oo oL
b 4% AT A Aol BaAd AR (AYMY AFH Fne] oA she )
Atele] 4 PA S Z4bstd o foAal BAs e Aoz 4ygAnS "Et ol
g AT FEuTE MY wud, Beke] AL =& Hupsbes Fu o) okejginy a3t
¥ 3 XL Aol AR TAE mE HAnste O obo] TA Aolrp Ux] o
gteha gtet

[slej22 2~ /2] A E | (Faircloth’Ricchiute,1981) & $3E8 ¢ s A7t v
o g2 ATARY TAFE vebeAE ATsd Bl 48R Hol ostd RAe4 ) L4
Anek Afoldl oAl RAIZ gloieh ol e RA2A ol T o)A 7 o A
TRAZ A2 AFHD Ut AL o wFEo] 45 Ealed olgpL £He YT

A HAQTY YAALES EFARL sbedel 2 Ulol Yokn shua e 2z

r
.

4, 387t 2ASER std s W4, 753 34 (functional fixation) 53} &
NA Y84 Foll AR AFAT7H Hasidn sk

ol 43 AL ATEE FUH £ o, F24/2HSY H5e AY dTAAE] Az
4352 e olfre sl222 /28 | A3 v 50| 7le} wge] oar )
% T Jet W5E 247 H2 d2 dFg9 s o
Hero] A v oA alersls] daAE A e

39
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T2t Yadlctn 2o (Gul,1981),

2. QIX|2Alo| et HPE

[#£3 | (Lusk,1973) £ dalw249 o} (farm) 7} $2 A2 Y6 n)3]E o 3
< d7skdderl, $4% W2 (embedded context) 28 E FTag FAZ F2Es P4
g THE vehit ¥ 1Y%« (Embedded Figures Test) o4l £& A4% o
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< AUSYY L Ao r FAHolm = F¥2] WEo] A2 AFR (articulated)d
Ax A Pl Al = 42 HAFE & AAEH L FA 3 (global) o]z,
E AR Wfo] o] ciEle AdMluny P A™EAt [z ] (1979) & =
el dATelA SHEAR stedF ARTHAY v T =4 RIHE o] L3l
Aol Adstl & 23 AREYo] Aoy uct Ast Heldg dopsich

[up4te] | (Wasarhely, 1976) & 28] A-TFelA 4o E3 o] sgapet AYSY3Q
M@ zatojol]l AdAY FHEAN F=A sl AFlA o]l LA gdktn A
3§ W

[ eAuls]E /v ~¢l | (Benbasat & Dexter,1979) & A /A BAA FA 44 45}
SRYol Ay A3t Aol = AR £9sE Aol HAHT 4
#2548 Uk

[ A/ Ao]l= | (Gul & Zaid,1981) & 159 aTolA &Y  slAgddal:
AR5yl siA Aol vl ool 2lAMRe] AP o] G2l Y AT} 8
o 58 dAg =

[ 8 &2] /thojol~ | (Otlez & Dias,1982) = “slAl gzl oJA4d A 2l 2
B9 =Rl ARELY 3 AT Abojo] FYsiad A Hsbel A€ AopdelA A
o7t g&& w3tk

1. AlfEs M8

o] A7 FAL slAAwo| g AA A G o] A=A gAY <l ApA s}
A 4xns] g Aolth olaly FHE dAd AL dTYH oz AP4A4E(la-
boratory experiment) £ &gtk sustd 444 L ATl vl 5
"ol FENS0Y] AgAE viad AssiA wsd F 7] = Fold (24 #1980
Joon Seuk Kim,1982).
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a8 482 3] 583248 (acquiescence) , % 74k (evaluation apprehension)
85 54 (demand characteristics), 4#¥a} 7|4 3} (experimenter expectancy
effect) 3 2L 374 (artifacts) & 7F 22 (g8, 1983) olF AA = 3
44914717] g o8 22§ Aside

2.0 #® X

o AYelA MYAZ 44T ATL Y A % AAYIH 443 w45 Gy

Ao % slAT el AT 3,483 F4FI4 AU (volunteers) 1485 o] gict,

SYAz o] BE AW olFE AU 4A4 HAl 2 QA GAAAG g Aol
2 23Ae A4S AU glolok 5h7] W Bolch o] HAYAEES Agel A s} AR
Age S ek

3. 839 23

o] AFolA sl AARHEE TEsI] AN AR A4 2agel dig FHEA
A2} (tolerance for ambiguity test:Budner, 1962) olch o] HA}E AL&%t o] R ol
A9 AZA (reliability) 3} 5124 (validity) o] &= =& [d9 |, (575 |
[slolzzx /e |, [dua /S92, 1982] Fo] olxde AT A4 AL&s}
A7 dAEolch o] HAMY ¥ EF 16so]n FAHAYE 89 HAA FF 8
2 ureld ek

AFo ol 7L elAZEY Y A% (likert-type scale) & Agsiges AFae
2 sl 13L F2 450z A4dskd 6L AASEF slo Uk 8 ¥
AR FEe e AFHez welsid 63, AFHo2 Adsiwl 1HE FES

FTAAGEE otk os A5t Feo et

247t 52% oj4al Szl 74 R3A A FEFHe] ¥ (XY )22
52 viukel Sgx 749 miAe] A FEHo| Y (FeY ) or TEINUT
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4. QX|HM2 HH

of dFolA slgate] AR Fg L TRy Al A48T AAE [9E7 51 93}
oF AR 7FLIYRAAAL olek AR A2 o] HAE g olhE & 2
237 Axbe] A8 (reliability) 3t eb34 (validity) o] #als=lgdn [31/_'—_3_].
fubare} |, (et /wl2e §, (A zpolx || [ 57 /Folefs | Fo] o]x 9
siA ATl A st 7] Aol

237 AAe A [F 7AH, T4 94, OI% 974 A=z F45e
oo [HE AAAY AR AEE oA 7] A dFozA HE DA A=)
2AZ+E I4, I A7 584ox)

of dFelAEe +& 1Y EY] A4 1I8FATFT 9FA o)A wE YA 722 a3

SHPoz 8FAelstE 9 WA 6% AHAEY o g e

5. AEdH

A FagAl b A stk Adsls] A8 A, AT AP 4A (true experimental de-
sign) & A&l e

F< 1837 Ay e sYPAE A& Al 435 gt ew Yot
G AAAAG (2344 AT +88 A4) o A2 Ay Axda 2Ry Aden
gl ok

wtet4l A Ak (tereatment group) & th& (E 1) o] xol& uie} o] slgxte
A7 3} olA g4l Aitsted WAk (2 x 289 )o] ek A Ao oW Ast LA
A7ME £ARE 4 2 (cell) a2 3 A4g 309 o] HEF Walg A sy
77 327 Aell4 e FHE o)A el webd F12899 FHE A3 249
Wdos 4bgieh
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(E1)
4 A
4 = 9 £ & £ 9
Q7 4
I Gy G,
4% %39 G, G,

G, Fedolnd 43EYq Jda P2
G, Feyeldd 455YYa A4 A=
G, RREHolnA 4R YA A

G, Fac¥eoldA 4359¥ 4 A A

6. oA

o] AN A FHE Aol FoAAE ARAE AL, 4] 27 AEA 1 AEA
22 yrolAle

B sl AlAl W o4 E RAsI] Ssld FALE 3T, 67U EE 12
F72 dAFdez A RAast, B A7 A EE ALst sk vl A kel A
e Adske g4RAS sHIT A A4dlel WA YAE A BAEE TASH de
Aol ek

siAb o] Relsl Al gt datsbgel Qb ejabA Al A Ao FAE A7 S HA
she Aunz4 AAR 2 dAAS AAsgsh ol Ars TAE s xR ¥
A =k

(AFA 1) elde ARy g4 S Faske AelslAsate] FAf T2 A4y
Az (A5A AR ) S SANLE dste 4 4AA (¥ A=) S A
Ag B dlztA dabE g Adgsl sk 4R A (w31 )& st 3 oEl
o] Wal AR BAEE 004 10040l 22 FA (EF2 ) sA &

(BEA4 2)9 WEL (T4 1)elA AL geisfAAge AFH HAAARY
QA A AA (AFA AR ) olel, slAtTAe] FrAHo 2 AL THE
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2o e g 244 (AL AT IS A5 S o sIPBAE A4 ulsbx ahdEe)
A e Addshe d4EAE stm (FF1 ), ool Al WA gAEAY WS
£ 0olA 1002f0] ¢ $H2 EAEHA so] Atk

o] Adold AAAY sAARE APl AFn EF oAAR A%siA] Y& =T

24 ool 5 %q AR 71F =} /Oliver and Flamholtz,1978),

8. ojdi=At (Pilot test)

o] 48L g3l 22 42 AY R

AEA 19 HY-A T4 29 F4-5L 2d 37 AA-AA A4

Ag4Le Zort g 28 294 L olddlod o FoRch

YA Ay EYHes Age Arhsig e F5ol 29l o4 HAPAI  FAel
Ao FArtste AS$ole AFAE HPAEL A2 AelAAA g 4520 IF
2 % 4 958 stk =g MET 484 Z3E Folvl st AIA A¥AUE
A4 TP AHgsld APgoe4 oo g AEE WAk AYAY 292
W= 7] Yk AP LS welA ggtes AEAAE B AR FHE ATAY
F7HA AR E BT g stk

b. M 7Y

dlu] 24 EAYS] Folrts] Ael EAHAA st AT FZL AASG P o2 4
g 2E Relek( 7 F, 1983). £ 4¥ (main experiment) ol A4 dlu] 24}
£ & 549 53 2

A, S| Ar} AAlelA Foix AEAAE ANE ojslshert 4 Lot

B4, SgAst AL AgaAde A4z §FsheAE BNk & (ATH,1988).

A, S@AE] AL £HshEdl Avbd B Aol 48R Helych Fdol
AUA e AL Moo si@afelAl FERE FE ALE AAHAE AAES ok

g Aolck
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A4S 8Ho2 AYEAE ok ol4el AL T4 g WHRRYE ¥
ek

9. 4@l 37y

ol dFelde 489 1TH HT4L A Al o2 228 s o] 4
e A A¥A suazde 43k 4 Zdoldh dusid dT7As AUy HYR
Atolell e 59 FA L g2 wiFolch gAY HrHE S Yol vl 98 £ 2 2
A4E A4 Bdle o] A A EE A4slnA she Aol ki n e AL
FAAZS = ARAAE AR dedz 7o) FA Z3e £33 (good) v (bad)
Aol Gk’ & A& A & AEE ¥ Aol AEA “AQAEQ FFe TR
7 %€ Aelth”gv AL 93 g

A5t A4 AEE AT 7444 9 AT sl gk ohgee AA

TAL ARE s el dste AR sle g,

V. & ¥ 4

AFHHE 24 AAA A4 Aoty L A8E BAAA sl ¢
o ¥ A7 BAL HAAR o8t AR A (ML) o] ArAAA  wlH
€ 4%E A5t W Aok ol SHEL T4 Al AR 2L M 5

A#, AR o] 42y Al sl vlAE£ 5344 £} (independent eff-
ect or main effects)

4, 4733 qlxk4 o] A¢aF (joint effect or interaction effect)

AA, 2 AgEar AAE AR (el rsgt HY )/ ga4dd BAERY 4
@A ezl 24857 (moderating effects)

o] EE Al ssted F =AY AAE A LA
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A Al e AA ) AAF S FPeF2, 2eln QAL AR} FAHE

gLu)

o] o4 BASE FEHHFE sl o]ULAEA (two-way ANOVA) o] o] &3]
ek
A Al A e 47 AR 23S wE sl orE AR AxPe

JF'

a5, 293 4ag B AAA I (AAAY HARRS Folal Fo B
E-Folxs] A2 HAE) ¢ FEUFTE o oz AR ol ol §ugiek of HlaEE
#AES WAAIGE $4ge A 445} AN P4 Y 2Pasl 28 $AL Yok
A2 AL B3 2 €42 A=Y
@ 294 7 AgA ATRE Tod 23¢ A5k 2yl
® 34342 SAdez fedq mast el
AAEE A8 48R FY+FE (significance level) & 0.100]%k
® SANeE #oA 4TAEEN} YN Aol “RAEFEIH A4} ( simple

main effects tests) 7 & &ddch

1. 453280 U F51}

(E2] A" HF#
A3 (HT) Z3<d (LT)
3% &% (FD) 82.15 87.81 84,98
| (329 ) (329 ) (645 )
4353 (FI) 81.78 76.81 79.29
(324) 32 9%) (64 73 )
81.96 82,31
(64 9 ) (64 %)

£2 o] ot 4Ly sPA AREYY siPAnTG 2ige] A H2A
o] 3ol 4 #AF ol AAEAY AL FL AR AR
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(2"d1] FEFgdg =4

/

Az Aga 37 deAE WA AEI YL olE EAlEte 2E Zold (2

D1 JelA FAleo] s A E X3ty A FYFE volmnzg F FRAT o
L Axe AzAge] Yot A4gsich

= s 458 AHE ARshke e (£2)%4 2L ApgEsedA  FH9
SR 5 AT (¥ /XA ) el B dd o SYdre] F 4E (4392
/AARSHY ) o sbole] HF AE AF Wl 1A AR g3 Ao wEge] £33
7t g ool A5AEF 37 gl Wo] gt (Kerlinger 1973) . 23d] $j9 (&
2 )% ¥l HTel i3k FDo FI9 3#3te A 0,370 LTY A$+ 1184 9]
T A FEE il A gou ol AXY ojrh lomm oA L o HEY 4
Fage AgE Tty skl

aetA ol Akt Aolsk FANoE FARIE Yolh] Siskd  oldRAEA
< & F ME ASAA S EAH E4ALH (Statistical Analysis System) #H
FH W72 F o]&ted o|WEAEMNE & Fls ol (X33 pch
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(£3) ol LAEY AHAA FTEE
4 A (source) A% (df) %]t (ss) F g g5 (PR F
* A =
4 7 1 5.695 0,02 0, 8775
ol 2 ok 4 1 1,063,757 4,46 0.0367
434483 1 876,757 3.67 0,0575
2 2t 124 29,583,468
A Al 127 31,529,677

B Iy AE
2L e ot MM FYgrFE 0.1064 A=A F AAF M
5] Bisld dAEA BAE (F4u4 ) o FoHad AEALE qUoke Dol =AY
f2el A43aAL 7 Ye Afede FaH M Age] Aol el welA
434L a3 v} AEAHee ol&slr] $sled wkEFEH(Simple main effects)
A% sk (Kirk,1968), of ZAsbe T w4 (factor) o RE FF (level) o A A
& W4 7 F£FdA A= Aol
W) M Is M AR
L4834 "ol ostd M IE F5F 010604 FAsigdey 7 [ 717
x| ol 42 e Adolel G4EH BAEE AL Aolsl Ay

ol

§2

°

v

o 4Rt G4 B R A€ A3 dith

(4 )7 Role ule} Fo] APoE4 HAdelA Fed 4 Y selde 10%
o rFolAd FolHda Aolst Ydeh F Ao 2ES Aud A AYEA 4HAEAY (A
kA ) Akl A FEH /ZHEY (44) Aolel 42 FAEE FHA Aelrt 5l
e 2ol Ak

= R ADlA ARAEY A AREYY Aoldx 10% RATEAATE F
oAel AolE e Fvh F ALY (47) AsdelA ARAEY /AHIYY QAW
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(£4) SALA-ReFES A4 @3 FYE

Q@A (source) | AFE (A) | A%% (s8) | F & | WE(PRDF |
’*j}g%@;‘]‘% 47 1 511,890 2.92 0.0923
‘Ji}%ﬂ"é:ﬂ“ﬂ . 1 370,562 1.23 0.2723
|
HER ““jli]ooﬂﬂ, 1 4,515 0.02 0.8960
ESca =kl :i},]jll%v—l 1 1.936 8,99 0.0039

A )abolel AR BARE Fo| KA Aol Asieh 29 A=k A ol

7b dsi=h

ojgt A3 (2@ [ ] e =
olate] BaS Egsl vw AuHoz JIA el 214sE ARl WAk weld 4
A3t oAl ke] Axatgsle YR A ARl vl Gafo] FoyHeleta M4 F £

A=t

2. x¥85n

(=25

43%2EY (FD)

AH5Y (FI)

Az st Aok

5 Kiy gk
#+=Y (HT) 34+ed (LT)
13,43 10,93
(329) (329)
9. 68 12,03
(32 1) | (3249)
11,55 11,48
(649 ) (649 )

12,18
(644 )
10.85

(647 )
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(55 )4 HTel oigt FD& FI HFgte] v 3,750l LT A%+ -1.1
24 o]F A Ls winisl He Ao 2o b dRel o] AL ofr Hxe 4
249 AYL BAF T sk

= s A48 aHE ARk P2 olE =4lslg 2 ZHelth

3 ¥ %9 £ A

\
/><

(2g2]

(g2 )7 ol ule} o] F 4o ol Ax AAst Jlovz o Hxe A
32-go] slcka M=
et o] gt Awizre zlelst FAIH LR RRIE Udotr ] Sk oW EAEA

< & F /S ASs8

(%6 oldE4AE4 A} FER
¥ A (source) | =F= (df) 2% (ss) F 3t 25 (PRDF
F i 7
4 7 1 0.195 0.01 0,9364
A o A4 1 56,445 1.85 0.1763
A% 2 83 3 1 187,695 6.15 0,0145
2 3} 124 3,783,593
| E 127 4,027_928
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FA4EY Al 95hd fU4E 010004 4AS QA G Fase FHo] of
e 4743 dAgds 4zagashe 44 Ao2 usgich el 457
Sa3E uoh A¥Aos oldstr] Astd wEFEd A4E Bk

(7)) AR ~rleFEId A4 A Fg=

4 A (source) | AHHE (df) 258k (ss) F & 25 (PR)F
%iégl%‘fﬂfgll e 1 100 3,08 0.0865
x‘}i}%ﬂg% 42 1 87.89 3.13 ‘0,0817
g4 el 2]13%4 1 225 6.29 0.0148
EFAEA Oi]o‘]_;}]]%é} 1 19,14 0.76 0.3872

e as 2ol datd K3 24 ARl Saht 4RI AREYY Aol
FA4E 010614 A4FY Bale] WAA FAAL A7t Ak WA (282)
(£5), (26) % (£7)9 238 33 23 74 Vo Agdel7 sk 7]

57,
o olAL A SIARNA g AR BARe] wAE G 4/ Aok

&

5
o Aga Tl A4 A= ofvlole

X2

V.- A <

A7 FAL slA Anol gy MUt AE Aol =i FFE FA s
ek ol Edt g 24 stal Ssted of&H F AR dFell e ABREAHE 3
Ak BRlAx olelgt AEEAM FAM A £ oulE wFslE ok

A, MeAsE 7HHe s AR QA gl a2 HAR vlAe FEHE +4
stk Azgd Al ofshd 4AY Fave glod, XS FadAe FeFel
Ak F Aol A2 E Atziel 4R HAEE KA Aot sldeH
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Azt &y o] AAFYY ol w4 4/ A2 BAIGe] AYH o Egiep o
o] dFAFE ol 258 Aruol AAPE A AT o] AFSYY 2 clx Dot B
A5 ¢ Aoletn dlFsle Asej&4e]|E (field dependence theory)(Witikin
and Goodenough,1977) & Siutilstctn & % gick =& [2l&3, 1973), [ #lup4y
/w2, 1979] 2 [ A/ Aol 19819 A TRAIAYE AdA e} olzmo]  A4}a)
v ARG E 2 AA 24 AP FR <l Sske ] 8% W4 (dimension)
7t 2 4 e Aort

5, 4243 Aol BHE JA4EAH BAEel flAE AZAFE I A A
2 foHolglon Ha| oful nahel sl FeAo] & Awk (FFEYH ) olA A3
ZY L AYSUY o A AAE A gARs Alder ol wa e o2y
 (findings) © 4729 A 4L A7 v e oAy AAFAH(Yae|1F
1978, sloj222 /2] & 1981) Sofl AHH A2 Yagdg A7 &b ol
Ao A U ouiges A 1 Ualel 4R35 A S 4548 dE FAG
u dgeA 2ol webd o Ao AYEsE zAsiided 2 st gk
£A 5 28k AR & 522 (trait approach) & wlstste AFAEL AR
3 dARAL AL Ao] uirlel s gt Helehe 1ol 3E FEr} (Buss,197).
3o Feve AL Aol FTHA A, A dede 22 YulEsA ¥
o 2R 4Ae] #F Ao dgg TAv dEAUE 4 d4Ed F¢ew
2L T 5 AT Aolzte Yrjoink

A, AART} Qx| fAm 4ot AT ALt AR /QapEY AR Aol
AL ArAE zAshs Aoz Jetgown Sd FeHFAt &3 A4A¥ A 4
F5YY alolol a@A 24Aly wAast KA Aolst YAk o] A AU
AR (N 2T An ) 7F GA2A B se naAE o] 44/ AAS49 A¢n
Fhell sl 4 zAche goo|ch opAESE, GAEA BAEE AAAYS AR, A4
A, QA ¥l gsted AR Aolth £ ATFARAAE AU AHu 24
AR ealEe] WAL ol AR & 4 ek ol Ml AA Aol /A Fr Az
Ze a4EA 4ol AAFT HFv FFY sA dTAEAA O AAF® QAL

rir
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FHo| sl Wgolm, @ o] T ALAEsl AR /AR HAE A
T sbs4el ke sHAde]l AEd Faddol dHa Al4bstn 8

2 F7A A ol Fabe] ML} Habd A oA dFE PlAEAE A F
ol 4 EAstgeh o2l AT AIe Aol g A HANF (F2,AFo,1983)
o 4T AAFRAL AA] HBIE oz ATl Zamlgt mele]l € 4 3tk
2 odTelA A8gt 484 Ay Ay AX dAE IdE gy FAe XS
(AF4, 1985). ejzz, olzigt AL ¢ AT LAl domg dTodAs

s @Ae 43, A, AgAA, A, Ay whd Fa vt gvkn gt
2 31 ¥ 3
738 o (Eupen F. Stone) [od-7uMy]E], 74l 1983,
A 9 64, MU E), T34}, 1981,
A4, ArAae] HAAE dg THA 2y b 24, (FET A7 A 124
23 §F7 9], 1983,
Az, AR A2g Aol g A7 [dded a2 sl Astsd, A A%

9, 1985,

AAF, TzAE), T4k 1983.

+ #, AFe, TSARAGEAR) ), WEAh, 1983

AR, Az agte] o4 oFA W B Al AP THoR (4), [4AIH Ao
A 173 A 23 August,1980,pp.89 ~ 108,

ol&tE, rzAsy 51, M7k, 1984

ol F &, exlokdlst FAlAlAl fade] m &ab) |, Warehsl =8, A5 A%d, 1977,

o] FF o (Hjelle & Ziagler) [ AAAl=I® | &-E4l, 1983,

On.
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