FINY : UYWAY, A ES

A7 H5 o) o] 44D AR B A7) By

TO|S - RAYES - HolZh= - As@ = - 0|2

I.M &2

bl YA E st ofof S FE wal
°13}/l #5hod Bg o] &0 FAsn AT o] gt
Bandura+ 1977\dell 72.9] A}3]8t45 o] Boll A QA7E 3
T W3ty Fa AAUAZA A AT Q& A tE)
9k, =% Bandura, Adams ¥ Beyer(1977),
Bandura®} Adams(1977), Bandura, Adams, Hardy
3l Howells(1980) o] & 7& ¥] #3led B2 o174 4l
7hel YF2 WA 7 L, 2 A EHE A& A7) = 9o
A71E 59 FeAdo g AYA A7 A= o] 3
o} (Rosenstock, Strecher & Becker, 1988).

HZ ARY Y ddoldx A ES Ad e F el
sk qlale] wz5le] CD ROME o1 £ Medline
search& 29 19923 daliut = 74519 B =&
o] Wk E ct Selvtetell M o] el A o
Aol ob4l 4 HeiX A Y= M= AFdo ] 3
#=Fo] dA7=] 28 (-, 1992; 7, 1994)°¥l 38t
T(1992) o] d7ell A A E5E AABAY o) F2
g odgkgqlo g Falgle] of 7HL3—% A7k 9ol FA
ol 3= AT A A *ﬂ%%fv‘“] Al 71 5 et

ole] B A7 52 A7 H5el 8-S o032, AR
9 Fokoll A o] o]EL AHEF AY =T
224 1) A7as Adol gt olslE 4

o

;}.

* AR ek o o o 75
= Y FAFhet Bzt
= Adeled sy
- AR Fe e R
hansadi - i A - = 1

2) A7 ddold A7 B ARG AFA AA-G
E& AlAlstedA o] Hofoll e o|2H LS FA
st 7] stk A} ot

. X7| &= 0| &(Self Efficacy Theory)

AZ1E 5 o] 25 1) AZIES A9} wiA 2) =7
559 A 3) ArlA 5ol F ol mlA & G 4) A7
57 He BdA e el 5) AXE s 2 o
&) A pA} gt
LAZ|ESe Holotujd

A7l 52 & A 9] F(performance) & A& &7 9
) g F5g 2y FY5E A4l FH o
g AHele] sigtol k(& %5 7)l)(Bandura, 1986). thA]
FtH A7 B2 5 Aol SAAAE st
Tyl ek Alale] Al o2, o] 48 gqld g
a3 Ao Wt v AAEAAE dAd FRIHE
71 o]t} (Strecher, DeVellis, Becker & Rosenstock,
1986).

AN ES o] 8Y Aolef w3l =22} (sclf perception)
7 Ql7ke] 3 zke] AADAE AAIZ) o & A9
w73 o] == Bandura®] UztedEol g T 2o
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4 3.7 A 2(Reciprocal determinism)oll4 & vl
3 ded 2= 7k 85 Ay skl oA Aa,
#74, FF 380l 2F A2 Az AAcdAzE 2%
et =it

Bandurat ©1% /A 20leg qlzko] 33 Q)
= 53E A e ol
(1) X E Aelsln ob& 758 sk A7 55

(cognitive);
(2) oh & A2l A =}allel 2 Eo] o] ANE B
Z3lm 2 A g5k oie] e 58 (vicarious) ;

(3) AHALel WH BZ, 9919 Aol chak A%}

N2 A 24 A2E

o g3 AAlAA 715 F 2, A4S
2471 24 5# (self regulatory) ;

(4) AA AT 243, AnAA ol s Azt
3h= A7l 3 5 (self reflctive) o) e},

ol 4 Ql7ke] THEF A7 YL 7kl A AA
ol il & A ZH(self thought) & ZtA| 3HEdl o 7|l & &
o}/ (self concept), AHAle] 7}aloll & B 7H(self
A7) E5(self efficacy)e] 2=
o]% =71 & 50] Ql7ke] ol 71 7t
o] & Aoz »ytoh(Baudura, 1986, Hurley; 1990)
(=7 1.

$A5HE

esteem),

Bandura¥

BEHAVIOR :
\ COGNITIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL PERSONAL VICARIOUS
EVENTS ©  FACTORS SELF REGULATORY SELF—THOUGHT
SELF REFLECTIVE SELF CONCEPT
SELF—-ESTEEM
SELF—EFFICACY
Qg

217 |Ese &N

o

A7 552 AAle AL AHAEH el A Y,
Aozl A5 F2iA Adelol gt Fuo o) A
Het zeiv o]l A o Az H R 9n| 7t
S oA HQ HohAA S Fo FHH oy viza
o] o] t}(Bandura, 1986). ol & =7] &%52] 24
+ 155 FAAIN AT FAH GEE A4
23

h=4 L
‘:771-‘:

Mo

1) 427 & (Enactive Attainment, EA)

AR ARG A7 &S et 7 odgkE s
ZAA Aok, AF9 HPL E5ol HE HAE wol
hEg Ad = o] & REct #AAlY ol Wt A
DA 27} 24 A fole e TAstE YA s HE

ks

& ml A ghech
5w 1 54 94 gdlel £99 433
Aol Z1eAd A=, 79 dolx, A3 2§ £,

e R "J%L -1—04{& k9| oko] L u|A of
A 2qg a1y g d, ArEFE ol Ak
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Jne) £ ¢ Hrgoe @ Adoly F3 e
A AHT e 429 G2E AAA e Yol
a3 ol o},

2) o 2] 7 & (Vicarious Experience, VE)

AA 8] 5Holl g FAlo] BET A S, melo] o
2] g el %ol NF Wk Wizl o] A
ov Rellztel fAHAd, e AA 8 A x, =
Ao N AYA Fol FeE vlAich A A A
2elo) Ao HEFL AN ESE 2472 A A3}
A7) ek,

el g A=l AgatE A3kl gAlut =17
E% kol ZA of 3¢ m| Ak

3) <do}= A 5(Verbal Persuasion, VP)

AEbEL zA] Q) .‘_—-Ejoﬂ Pk Tl W o) AFo
2 #27) A AAEA d3 Hrt 55 2AE vl A
BRHoz oEge, AAle] AFE Helztn A5E
gk Alghe B84 o Zo] nuldle Al dg
A =& o] ol B3l Aol ok A A



Sol sleid A5 sHe Agkol ek A7k WA o]k,
459 A, 4FE ARIA 5 A5Ael A A=
7 3253 el el 7 $-ol & 4197} ook,

4) 48" A (Physiologic State, PS)
AlgHE2 ZAlY] 58S ek o AN A A B

FrHoz o&dA ol 24 (arousal) A =7 o

SELF~EFFICACY : ANTECEDENTS

enactive attainment EA
vicarious experience VE
vebal persuation VP
physiologic state PS

Ale] 43P 5Ho] walldE 4 Jong AgEL
AL Bl vt 2P G ul o) TS AAHE
Baolck F2A o) el W A2 7148 AAB)
71 A ZAE STl A5 A A A F
AL =2 4 3ld

ol e A7 E 5o EAMs} A, B4, A7t
LA S g3 2ol 2413} & 4 2 =H(Hurley, 1990).

L)

CONSEQUANCES

Self —Efficacy — BEHAVIOR — OUTCOME

(TR 2) AP7IE S| SX X7 | &S - 8l - ZBZie| B

3. AP E SO0l Yol DiRl= HE

Bandurat A7)1&5E ql7ke] #5ub4), Al H3
2 A ubgoll o3 &2 A chokgl by o 2 l7ke] Al
2| AL H 7] 5ol of3E v]Actm B} o] 5 FA Ao

2 A9 ¥4 oh-g1} 2} (Bandura, 1986).

R EBRE
Ad 5L A AUAE AR = A7) Lol o
¢ gelo] $yA oz GYS oAk AREL AT
A48 S8 $AshE Y50 A4S N o
Aol At BEE AAIA Bob £ etnAd s
Aol k.
el A B Felal Adeld ol #AE
344%43%@ AR B A 2
G wedn B A 4 Qe A2 £
AH S $9L AYE AgTozs A =
Hg AR ANHEE B $718 AR W Lol

0‘—

OEEEEE

A7 E5e AEo] ol EAlol BYHL o) Sl
e xae) Juot 2 P99 A% Y AH A}
A7 E5o] #E4E 9% A8 kA H2 P9
o A% A 7E Aok,

A A8 5ol 225 2y Ahe o2 A3l A

e W A L7)3he AL A S AEA FH A
e A=Y AESE M AR =4 L T8
Al Be Y& AFeg AAAer 7§ 52

718 = AAYT Q= FolAlh

3) A2 f¥ 3 FAukg

A7 E5E AP ARkl d3E o)A
5 WA AAste Afole A4 A4 A3l
Azt ZAH) A& AAl ol 4oz T4 3}
of 2EHAE YA Hoz AAe AAHE F2
8 wH A 25A det whdol] 5ol R x| 7o)

¥ Aol A%l Yo FAHE AT oo
& 387 el o B xAq L 71 golE & e A

G A7 25E AABAG P AolE FHE
o)A el Eol e 7ol Re A Sole Asfel 4
£ AAY SHRzez ok Aol Y Aol
Aol =R F o2 Tl Aol Yrh

+ 3
£ e
L2
A

e 8

wir

4) AAlS] n| & YA = 715

B2 dFdMde A Y SHe g 2 Eo] 24 A
T 1y A o A FEste uhy, A 4ska =7
€ o4 FEsde AL xaslz o
(Grossman %5, 1987, 1992 ; Taylors, 1985:
Gortner & Jenkins, 1990 ; Hofstetter %, 1990).

Ll
x
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4. X171 B ST} 89 ofol Belx|of 2ol

27| &5l wel vehvbs @9 Zekzich 28y
224" A7 553 e 7 EA] Y x| FHA]
e AL hakdt gqlo] d¥g mlA7] wFelrt
Bandura(1986)+& o5 8315& A A3k gl

1) §9l%7|(incentives) : A7 & 50| &} 3jriz
5 2 P5E dojutA s FUd 5717 e A S AR
£+ 1 YAE FY5kA oA "ot

2) el #3554 4948 s4shed Lag )
FubAgol $5% whol = 2 # 947} hebd 4 eick,

3) AZHA zbe] @ &5 A Al719 B Eeol
el A7) Zholl A #H A 7ke] L =Act F A
27k A o) #e4-5 AAlel digk H7be}t 57k A
Azt =

O A7) Eol e kool A3t H2E 4ol
Ae B3¢ AR4o2 HAE 4 gens A% 9
E ARl FH oz ¥ f5ste) Brah Bk,
o @ FEAA Y 57 BAY AU A2 HA,
ANl 259} e AAR 2ol A7 E ol B
AL AT 4 ek

5) shalel 23 Ul g, W 74 (subskill ol ol
¥ Y Fu ol A H5ol AT BLE ¥A
4o % & 2k 2GR FHas Folds o
W 2ol 3o F 2lEolEA, 24 Laol ol uF
St Aol mebal e & anke] webd 4 ek

6) E5 A9 244 25 E5 e 2 9
AL QAL Aol Y A7) 55 wehe &
ol @5e 2P alel e S nA e 4
& A48 BedhA 2 A Y F LY 249
S 2AY AL 25 e 4 Uk

5. X |gEse &3
Bandura¥ %71 7(Bandura, Adams & Beyer,

1977 ; Bandura & Adams, 1977 ; Bandura, Adams,
Hards & Howells, 1980) ol A4 A7 &5 &2 A| A7 &

@7t e ksl Al Al248 A2E

L9l =z7|(level), 7}%(strength), <UHukA(gener-
ality) 9] 3x4 & A5Gt ol= A9 oY 24
o] A5l Aoz 7Fch(Jenkins, 1988).

ol THH oz AAIEH HA AT HAo| =
AE ol (e 344, AEdL U S, )7}%7}
e dee #5EE(task) o2 BF3c) dE
Bandura®] 27| o9l g Lo it T4 1‘1“1
ol gk HTHAAE “do] B e vl HA
o At Aol vz, felAd A 5 e,
Feld FAE YL dn “.H 5'_‘_ A AR &
Frelge] g akxn 5 - 7}\ whA] 1t 39

o] $E96l Aol £2E A B2 2
olsol wpe} Aziel BF 5L M%}% e,
2oz ARl ol 7 BE B2 ANG F

2 53 FHeAel A ZIANF=E 10— 10013(1073 7
2)H x ol FA| 817 gt ol 1042 A3 77t gl
Zdelol 2 1004 & kA g FH-L 7 Ehe AL A=
o}, 27 &5 27 (level)oll HHEt 22 A=t} 10
A i w2 AAE 2E 85554 soloh A=
(strength) &4 & 7 &F 559 A4+5 ¥ FTHE
555 F42 e Asolch

3}713—«1 Ak e £ *‘%c’l w7 ﬂ o =g A7)

orl

ol °ﬂ~ T WFE ATl AHEE W §A13
e 25 ol e A7 &5 AL E 245 "ok,

ol Azt o] A A FS] HAL FAIA Aol
QAo e 27024 27| &0l e o Lael
Aol A o™ 24 shx et

ololl Wiate] 27| E5-E UMIEEE 4 & 54l
g Al £ = 0| %0f FE0] Shere & Maddux(1982) &
eutAel A7 2% =7E Adsigch 28 ol §
»¥ 39l =7+ Bandura® &% A3lo Ao £
£ 83t 5™l N Adolzte Arlasd A
A ool o]t A o)t

6. FAPHE 2| 7

A Lol e Y 2Asst 24 L AL
Aol Wa4ol Wadch ol F Asted AN E53 &
52 Qo 4 ok FAAEFAN 7 BE AHE
B3 % AR, FAY A A E5 3 wfo]
A A8 eh3 2,

whu



1) A= 7]9 (Outcome expectation)

A7 FolA PEo| oAH AAE o]F RAolzt
£ 7Hel 9] 3 7}elck(Bandura, 1986). o] 7|t —
o] &(expectancy —value theory)} @edo] 5= o)
ool BHE EAHAHE olF Holgd: 7d}
ETFE BT 0] 2 AR e IA} E4E 3
A 3 gl v AL &gt A e
ol Fa9¥ A FilrzA FA=D, s}
Aol e Erin AL delol2EL Ao A
71 ehell #4& AF3kn glct. Bandura(1986) & <l
7ke] 4ol glold Ar|e) A¢E AdAszn gle
vol 19 o] Z2o] FAIANY L obr},

Bandura(1986)= #7155 Ad& F4oz o) &g
AL dowy, Axrldet A7) EE(E57IH) Y
Aol & W3] FR-3led A A5t YY) F )L Fof
A PFo] B AAE ol ERol2tx Uit e (A7)
H) 250l L PHAEAA FHY 5 Yot (A7) 5 5)
A7+alA] fow A E 5 ek Holnt o] E 5
Je] HolE x4 02 A3 o+-&2 2o}(Bandura,
1977 . 714, 1985).

— —

A=

| 2319 |

(38 3) EST|cH=A Hap7|che| Xto|

A<l

IE]

N7ke] 95 Adste glols AR A7 &
7ol AA A olgo] As|HEw olef B8 Bandura
(1986 € Aol vz 271 E 5ol AR ol o 3
¢ Frie AdE #2 ot 2 2AZE @99 A3
= ot FegEo] dojhA g, 28] B g3

2 2 vk 22 Ae) YA Y Fstrtst Aal
o] 7|3tz Azboll AA &L Fr} o9} FAlslA
AgkEe] ZIEke dale) G339 Fojal Al 2
ol Akt # 9% 5 gl AR A& B (A
71 &5) ol 2A &3k Aol

Carver(1979) = 2] Self Attention Processol %
B 2ol A7l a5l Azt ol 33ks Frty 8
stek vk A7l dSol 9ol A A 3L Fof

ml

jv_l;— ¥ 99kt o] Bandurae} o} & 73 #)o] o},

G AFolA A e} AV ESE A A7
XPIE T2 AN E & QoA Aol R o
8% g9leo g WA 5 =d(Bandura, 1986 ; Hurley,
1990 : Godding & Glasow, 1985 : Manning &
Wright, 1982) ol+= 19} 2ol A5} 7} 27) & %ol
o9 oA oloj N Ut A7) F 5ol melEl Fol: A
71l 7t P ol A AE2E S EHAS
£¢H(Bandura, 1986). 45 Rosenstock%(1988)-& =}
Z1as3 AA7IdE B A28l g £33 A4
AAel o] F ol gglo] v Fa il AL s}
3w A2 Adol ute} cada »ed &S AR S
#9387 Bl AfolE A7) E5ol, AR &
A o] A wtolEod )2 UL wele A7} A
Ao 2 o Fedlctx o},

ol A} 7ol A7 FH A7) E o] g]lo] §
Aol o) & G o] QlER|, o|E2 HAE
Aol ehaf o}z iy Ao g W £ gl o] 5 73}
A A7 FF @ol o] Foixol & Zlo g P25}

2) &A% (Locus of Control)

FAHE Aozl doind A(A =) o] Aol 25
(e ZAS) =+ 242 g4 Jal(YA EAY) &
Alg et AMale] dubstd Al (generalized belief) o}
o}t ol 9o S Fu YubHoz UH FAY
£ 7t Argte] o BAINE FHA Ao} S84 o)
3 AAle) Hubol] o E3)n] B}al o] o3 &ko| v} EAlo 1l
oA ok AAHRE o AFH o 23 43t
272N & Aot 2 ol Yck(Phares, 1976).

FANE A LEH Foh2 WolA THol Mo
(Bandura, 1986 : Lawrance, McLeroy, 1986). R =
AT A4l 7 PukskEl A ]l wiedel A7 &
T EA AN EAHY N g el 5Hol
it Adelete AHoloh FuAlE EAYE AVlES
2reb #9le) Aszlie] Al dl3 <l Ay
(causal belief) 7 F 2 #ais|n], 214l A glol o s
A7t ARG FAL AV A5 A 56 g} o
ANE 2§ 2 sl Holth o HE EAl9) 9} =7
&5 7e] BAE Rosenstock5(1988) < o} &3} 7
ooz Aelstdnh
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5 A 9
WA o) A
%
A4 o A B
7
3
59 c D
o}

(OE 4) EX A | ESe] A

ol 2o AZS FAH o5 1A & £
BZ& F3id 95 222 @& 4 vt dot 2 4
A7t vitA g ARE AHsteldn g8 ge =z
FAE +YstA ot CF P99 A5 24l o]
ZAAgGn ot 2 YA E £ F S o) A&l
-5 Folvt. DT L PAE 712 33| gt o
218 £4-2 47 dojdrl HalMe A A9
A7 fxol 5 b 1 @ 3L Al A gheh.

oldeor A EFIA FAMEA 2ol 5 AEs
o} Ql7ke] el B gole] ol AL Yome
FHoll A AFAE Fol7| AL o) & 297
A, Ztgqlel Bt 2 A L5 Adlel tigk ol FEol

-

 EBRT BB

. o1ate
L T =g M
EATEANEEAYL A ARV o2
1981 #-8] 19943 7Hx] w3 ¥l =F o2 725
SR = 0HE Ao 2 s olF Fox
Fol Moz hppoldn, THELL AAAA 2

EpATFEE ATUHYA EX

&7k 5.5} 3] ) 2244 A235

CEMEL T T

1) A7 AT chabaleh AR 49
o, ) AbxkE ohA WAkl 3 SRbRbe 2, A
e FAAL 992 #4500,

2) AN A FAET I AT P4 W
4, ANESE 240 A Y A 2y
SEEE S EREES S RLT TS

3 AFRY AT ETE FAANN AR FA ==
a3 e £33 Foll AFIAG el WS =& A7YAA
B WS FHdte ATE FAATE EH5
2, FA 2z gle] AV s A7 e ek BA
&3t AT EAYATE B3l B35t

N. Mz 3l =2

HL

1. A A

D

i—r—‘n‘z‘H i“&, Aol 94, Fx
dhefl DA, AAAE, FE P Adng FEF
gH e ez & dTolME Al 13
oz giFyolglon Aidst Jarfdde] 724
Aoz ghgehde] 14 JIAKE .

o] 43} 2ol A7 &5 & chokd deEwtAlof gle
Akl offel chekgt A leiol slv #FAFEollA
Z A A 3= Y5S 4+ U

A A Alo} g =}

G746 434 | 9= | w99 | A% [tedvess] 24 |
FAHATF 6 8 2 1 0 1 12 18
AddT 11 1 5 2 1 1 10 21

A 17 9 7 3 1 2 21 39
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o
gzl P E Ak g ZA7]|7kso|Fe] 63 (Rubin
5 1989 ; Ewart%s, 1986 ; McCaul, 1987 : Hurley,
1990 : Littefield%, 1992 ; 7%, 1992), +-%5 % AlA &
%o) 63 (Gortners, 1988 ; Ewart%, 1983 ; Gulanick
%, 1991 ; Taylor%, 1985 ; Gortner%, 1990 : 71, 1994)
ojgdx bl AARFA(Oh, 1993), TFRAAAH
(Tedesco, 1991), AIDSo|ural9] (McCuskers, 1992),
Z=(Miller%, 1989), Type A #$(Mendes do Leon
%, 1991), %24 (Buescuers, 1991)%-°| 2gich.
ZBAaae) ol FdP9 7+ 63 (Condiott &
Lichtenstein, 1981 ; Janz%, 1987 ;. Mclntyre%, 1983
: Diclemente%, 1985 ; Diclement-5, 1991 : Haager
= 1992), 2% o] 53 (Parcel %, 1989 ; Sallis5, 1986
; Hovel s, 1989 ; Hofstetter%, 1990 ; Sallis%, 1992)

o] et

Zulol] A7+E A (Weitzel, 1989 ; Alexy, 1991)°] 2
H, =AY (GrossF, 1989), ¥% =4 (Manning &
Wright, 1089), AIDSalluH(Walter S, 1992) o] zt7} 1
A4 o) et

EAAS A a5 B AZPAEL A
(self —management) 7} 8 75+ H Yol
At

22X EEEY =T

1) &3 =79 544 (specificity) sl 24 (gen-
erality) .
Bandura(1986) & A7 555 S A 3NN A4
Z FY3ls 5™l Na Al Ao 7‘6‘91?"5}-‘3-1*1
A7 &5 SAA EAAL A “}3&"4 FA Aol =
39H =8Z eHoel A& odFdale] sl 5 Yol Fﬂ
T A A5 S ST el Holo) °€7<] 0}9&‘4

Rk A3l 3 =
ZA[AIDS| 5% | £5 | A% | 24 |24 | €5 | A% [AIDSTType A 5% | a2 |74 | 2% 24|
oy} | 22 Z3 |9 A (o8, | ot | B9 |24 (52| A%
A 25 | A
#3 2%
FAdT 0 1 5 2 11 1 10|15
9T ¢ |2 ]2 [ 4 1 1118
A 6 |1 |15 |2]|2]|1W 6 | 1 11141 18| 3
)y 238 (Oh, 1993 ; Weitzel, 1989) &l =%l & steled, 2 A% BAETE A asdE A 24T
Sherer, Maddux(1982)¢] ¥#k4 =7} &5 (General 2= 9lgl o} olubAQl == B3l 2o g vehdt)
self efficacy) =% o|-&3t%ich o] =7% 7Hale 7 ol o] o]z A7 &% FAAlNe EHYANE FH
AL AFH AAAY, AFE A4 =& oﬂ Eee e A7l 55 = 7§ 233l 2lo] Bandurad] i
Aol A% dubd ANEE 7S 2AHEL Yo Holol wta A7 asH P ote] AAE wet H &3}

u, B Aol 9l ot= AA = o YA ‘\% é"}’ﬂ
ANEFE SR AF|Egel 4TS Frtn
2 = g (Sherer, Maddux, 1982) #/1 &%= 4% <=
DAL AFZu o] E7E AL £ = ot £ A
| E5E TRl w74 o) "ol x| 2]} o A= o,
71(1994) & ATFol e A7) a5l HE EH =T
@b Q) =7 (Sheree, Maddux, 1982) & ¥ 2183}
Dz Qwd A7 Es = Pob 4875 R 22 ot

-l

Jlm

ﬂ-‘

AnelZ 4 3le A4V ATz A4dh

2) AZ|E & 2487 A AdF ) g

Bandura®e A71&5s FHekel A A4
(Bandura, Adams & Beyer, 1977 : Bandura &
Adams, 1977 : Bandura, Adams, Hardy & Howells,
1980) tA A 91 & ol =7} Zobxl = el Pz B
FE F ol 5 2 9ol R A7 ESE A 3=



el

& AHggs &y
AAS el glo} £F¥

olsj&

=FANA =77} o &5 A
Aol 7 HUHF 8HA A =
o 2 P95 AAslgch Jenkins(1988)

L oA 44 delxrt Foisl e Y E 4l
£ 7jo] olAlA o] 1 o]+ Psychomotor behavior(¢ :
dAAYE A Aol F HL5ckz st edl £ =

FEoAME ol ¥ H LG =T WY

3} A A g5l HE 89 o] et (F 3).
83 Jenkins(1988) & wlolx 7} g
Ao])oll 4= A3 A (Contex-

motor behavior(4 :

EDAIES

2(74) ¥%

+ nonpsycho-

£ tiatgele gy

tual arrangement)o} 8% 4 Ut sy £
#H g3ttt & drlat

AEEF 1090

L LERE B

A o] Wi g
A% e ot
ol el ARHYS A i A7 55L&
A4 ARPH2e Fd0l 6oz 7R
=4, Type A behavior, ¥524 &
olutol oA AP AA(HNAYAE Fol=rt &

ez

A8 AAsn 2 4%
doich ol g
BakL Ael,

o}oleh(E 3)

3832 244 M2

Zhel e g2 BFehA o 2z ol 83 A, o

FRAHe g &5

& debol didt A7l &S
ol 34, A9 AR A2 dol= 371, 434

AIDS

s T 250 24 go) | A0S awerat| DA | 22y
o A AAEE +FF i A7k s ) #39
HHAA A 5524
52| ol F7} | Ewart5(1983) McCaul%
Ewart %(1983) (1987)
Gortner5-(1988)
Gortner, Jenkins
(1990)
Oldridge (1990)
Sallis(1986)
Taylor5(1985)
ArglA A Condiott, Miller 5 Mendes
Lichtenstein (1989) de Leon
(1981) Parcels (1991)
Diclement % (1989)
(1985) Manning,
Diclement-5 Wright
(1991) (1983)
Haaga, Stewart
(1922)
JanzE(1987)
Mclntyre%s
(1983)
EEEET Allens(1990) Littlefield Tedescos
5(1992) (1991)
23y Alexy(1991) Jemmott, |Grossman$
Gulanick (1991) Jemmott (1987)
Hofstetter5 M (1992) Hurley
(1990) McCuskerS| (1990)
Hovell5-(1989) (1992) Rubin%
Parcel$(1989) (1989)
Sallis%(1992) T(1992)
71(1994)
7} 14 6 2 2 7 2 1

o a s
<+ 243 =

AW B9 27 E3so) Qe wEo] 1370l Yich
(53, o1 % EFAAE AN SAo] HE 449
AE EA0l ATHLA & A 9-Fo) Wkedl AT £
bl By Bl AN E AFA Ao, £5, B

of, Aol A A7) E5& FAo) 2HFHaA ez
QA dol= Aol 4%E AAY 47 gt

eI 018 A7 &S 340l Gl MR L 42
o2 s gort 7 Yool @ 3

u
5o &
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T B ANasE Az 2N 4 4 Qe
2t A Zh=l e},

ol 3t Aol & e Ar-Eel e AV Hs& 2438}
A al gl 24 Bdndura?'}- Abeg HEA A
290l kg 2L 2 At AFAE A
o] EA3} ol whe} o] & AT Wb Foll A A A g uhy
& A sholof @et.

3) A x(scale) o] ¥ Al

SAET 0] 7Fe K =8 U FolM a2
4] Banduraz} z7|d-+(Bandura, Adams & Beyer,
1977 ; Bandura & Adams, 1977 : Bandura, Adams,
Hards & Howells, 1980) oll4l AH&-3 bl 10— 1004
HE=E A wEel 119, Likert¥srst 237cw
Likert3 x.2] o]go] 2-A3l3dr}. ol ¢5¢ LikertH s
ol-&e] o] Xaistslo] glolA QR g B},

ETNANEE B0 =72 230 (10-1004 B
163, Likert A% : 179) ool A2 AZ:9yo
2 = Cronbach Alpha~} 163, Kuder —Richardson 20
ol 28, ZAA—AAHA Alf =t 34, interrater re-
liability7} 13, internal reliability”} 1M o 2 c}ogl
uli of o] £-5j gl

=7 Al¥E 4F
6%) 0.7°) 42 42

<= 2 g =4 (82,
AF =5 3 gdeKE 0.

(F 0y Hze| RYY MaE B
Hx 101003 ¥ % Likert¥x Al

Alg e gt No(%) No(%) No(%)
0.61-0.7 1(4.3) 3(13.0) 4(17.4)
0.71-0.8 3(13.0) 4(17.4) 7(30.4)
0.81-0.9 1(4.3) 7(30.4) 8(34.8)
0.91- 1(4.3) 3(13.0) 4(17.4)

A 6(26.1) 17(73.9) 23(100)

* 3=l A7 E% 2 5T AF x o] 7] A A=
A AE AL oz 42 A,

2

3|

=

Ly L)
M il
o e

|
il

-

na HAHtH o 2 Likert 2 Eoll4 v 48 Al

H301410-100d Heo A s vag
7t 2o} o) & b dt v+ #8171 gtk 10-1004
Mz Al A BE 0.7 o] 4olgleng dFAte]
Azl et o= HE g o] §3tEA T oz v
o]+} Banduraz} 10-100% N E5 Alde=s o

Hxo 440l ME AL £3¢ 24
A
ﬁ

2 o] Hx 9] o]fo] t] B3| x5l o]ok A E 4,
=Tl R $4AE SY 22 )
54 24 %ol & Bandura’h AH8 R A5 A 2
ol g Aol B o] BE L 98-S U4 Ut
29 dFo A4 1}7]1 S 2A3 = uldzg &
2 AN AESE SHAAE SHsoioks)
o, dolsit Aol et 2HAY 9 E FEEER
Likert+} 10—100% A= & 01-8- e AFErst e v
ek
A7 L5l B9el wlAE A3 Az Hrbehn
A7kl Bl E Al e oz AP Pz A1F
5, B Est ¥3 288 =79 Aol Wt

PN =W AT FEEE p R FAA
T 184, AW AFE 20Ut 4 AFF I
T %3 ATAHE $AY WEL o2} 2ot

DA+

FAATA B EAAME 1) ATFAHA 2) A7l
A 218" FAEE S TAez 4SS A4k
.

(1) AFAA =2 24

Hurley(1990) & Bandura®] #}7] &5 0] -2 2 & 4]
shakel AA A (2R 2), Lol whzd A7 E L
FAA7 = FAYEe AHAY, dAAY, dojd 4
5, A Aele A7 E5E FovIL 2z Qs 2
e A B Belol G T F9E oA A
(outcome)oll 3 && vl A Er} ol AVES L 2
AAIA Y95 i stA] 7| 232} s A ATl 4] wlgA]
g ATFAA e kg A Aol F epkAlg A
= A7 55 A AAG B2 -2 5§
Aol AAF Pl AdFHAL, o] dAE FA=
2ol 747]3{———: FAAZHEAE A AF,
Az &5 Y99t AAA AAS} Ao h bt
3 =7 & A A 8} rtﬂ—rOI o},

* AN e FAAT 184F B2
A ) A7 EAE AGE a4z 3= eleddl AA
£ stolon, o] glell AV E5S U4 ‘2_ *é?ﬂl
(AN55FA-H90)7) 39, A7|5%e 24
G AA(FA A7 &5) 7 1H o) Do & 5,

u:

4»
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(E 5 ZX AT HATMH R

2 4 A R
ras AR B
N T Ry CE ) R Y
A e —as 1
5% A EE - 29 2
L e EETE RE
TVES s 1

D A7 £5¢ A4z AAD AT

AN 55 A4 2 AR AT FHL 5 A
ANEE-A9 BAFE 2AY AT, FA-AT B
Hel- e AAE 2D AT, FA-AAE5—
dE$ 4D AT Ak,

FA-ANEs A AAS 24 =52 890
e, o] AAFH o &3he A5 A4S g3

z

Condiott 9} Lichenstein(1981)& & g Zz2
S ARZ F 5F, 8F, 1250 FdAg =z aelo]
AN E5E FAAIL AN TSl FAYS HstE F

2| LA o) 2 & 5 Y-2-& st eH(p<0.0001).

Gortner5(1988) & AlAygate] Adzzagy
A7 a5 AAG S FE9 FA ATFNM ALY
FA3NE F 200 B F EAEN S ~EH & gl
g Aot Aol hzFrct E54Fo] ¥
2(t=2.19, p<0.034) S 6L F o= T Fzlol] 2}
Z1E%e Ael7k gldvhn sAvh Aol FAE
7t AL ol fE AFAe FALIN Z2AHA7 ) 2
A FAA F2F B2 o| oA A 2 HL A4
ek g B AF 4F 0] APl AARF o
T AP B AAFEL g 27 dH e r=0.
51, 0.65).

Parcel 5(1989)2 AA%FA zzad% 5%,
Aol W AAFF FFE T UEH, ATl 2
71852 FA5 A2 (p<0.01, p<0.001), FH 5 i
273 APE2Y A= FoA3kA ggkeh 2 o
Fr2 QA A3 A o 2wl s A bl & o a0
o P (o], +F) = Sl = M F 9l 22
ol Qler] olo thal thzo] &) w37} Bz y] 9
7] sl elegtn et o] RN E FAF A7 &
5 BAE A 4GS 2 A E S PBAE
AFel Aieth
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HEzhe sha A A247 #2%

Mondes de Leon5(1991)2 Type A4lg-4=3)
ARALZ ATz Bfiato A7lase 4% 23
Type AARAETY B54Fol fosA 53kod
(p<0.00)A71 &50] Type ARSel Wste] Fag
Pl &g X E et

Gortner &t Jenkins(1090) &= Al AW 4= = 42 i A
o2 R} T sEoA & T3 aWE AL F)Y] F
AF 43, 85, 125, 24T ol AP F 3 h23-719 =7
5, $FE v A AN AV ESS 2T
(B7], Eo122)7], 2a}717], Awka 85) 3 A4 ol
ek 235kl oh(r=0.36—0.89 p<0.01)

McCusker5(1992) 2 &8 = =2 aalo] 43
FEFE Aol Al A ¥ FA ok AIDSHARA ol H3F
AE g FACIESH A AL W2 AAE
Aot A FAFE AR oo g A7
5ol FARRY1(p<0.01), §F FollA 55 gl g4l ok
4G AU FAE G SE HodFo o) o] AT

o

L o

AT A H5 3t FEAE P A DAL 2438A) gk
1= 3

Gulanick 5(1991)& Al 274 A Z 35 4oz ¥
AF A ESE FA4)7] l A FAE AAGE A}

-3
NESFEATNY B5E AT A AYTol =2
TRt HYF AU a4 FE, 54
g A ohigiet, 2ol F 2 AFAE 2 E s}
Yol HYzz ool xod gy w S o)
i A=b G2 A 7] wFol b =) et
2(1994) 2 Frelele: QB Hdoz =23
dEEF AN ETA FAY L 4R £FEE =R
Ag A AEH AT & HETol vl AF & 7
A A7) 550 KA =k (t=2.73, p=0.011).
A7 E5E FETE 223U AL Fo g B
£ Molz st o]k AV EY 2ATFI FE
A AN EFS 23 iohe £, 75, Ve F
Foll e A7 & 5& 2A 37 W F oz Balr)
FA-ANES-HA - AR A% DAL 2AY
AFesie g a3
Mcintyre(1983) 52 #Q=zz a8 A8 & &
2% ol NG A EFH FdF Aeieke] A
AE #AAEr] Ael 8 A, A5 DA AN ESS
=23z FAAHE 2713 F, A2F 1Y, 3404,
6704, 1ol 27 H 2 315 & 3l3 o] 5 2eldlr] 9
3 COE ZAstolct dFAs, Asgry A7 a%
FEE Aezzad FAL LA E FA4

o

il
@



$-98 ATl o] A+ Aoz vElt e (p<.05) 1d
A5 Avked Aol oA Aoz Buse] A7
Ese ®ct 23T A diF o gl
Bandura®] 735 A A skt

Ewart %(1983), Taylor%(1935), Ewart5-(1986) ol
A7 3Ue] e BAFHARAE A2 TF
A AHtreadmill A AF) 2} A2 AR g Fol) A7 E 5
Wste}l A7t ng FE5459 Wil Atgae] st
BAS 244Gt = s FAF AV a5 Wzt
7t @F4Folu Auts4 wistel fog A4l 3
Aoz ¥uEgch

Rubin-5(1989) clh::r_%z 2ad% ArlaSel
ZA5 Az, $5olv At AA3E7 FoHE R
ouj }3l WA 4 H T GAE 21?—;-— BaE et A7
53 A9, 33 AL A7) FA O A RAHLE S
A gksket.

FA-ANEF-BA olx BAE BAY LR
138 (Jemmott S, 1992)0] AP+edl, o] =FAAE

AIDSeluoll &t 2222l g AAG F EFAH o of
3 A7 a5 3L TEALol g =g E2A
g 1 AR FAF AT &5l FA3A St
G2 (p<0.0001), A7lE5e] TR AR 4E o
7} 2745 eb(r=0.29) xnstgch ez A7
HE dErce A& A FH3e Aol
Bandurao| &of 2t A4 Zoleta A Zhgket.

o] AAlel et AR =FUH) AL A2 EAA
ZA 9 27 E 5ol DA, FAs A9 BAE £A5
A %, A7 EsH BN BAE TAGHA B
A AFAAE wdAs A FA - AT L -
o 225 shelakedl EA Al Kkt

(z}7]1 FA -

Janz-5-(1987) &
A7 5%g A FA Eiﬂ-%“% S F AY
F3 h 27t AR S 23t T 10, 604
Foll AYFolM ST Bebaletz Rastglet.
Diclemente$-(1991)-2 #a} o] FA=5 FdA ol

Oi)l
==
|
ok
do
e
X
(.
M
2
ok
fe
r-{u
l111

g AAgtes 2Feted FAFAzzaYE AL
Az, AT RS54 FAFAF FA Lol Fohalch
o] % =29 AL FAM AV ESE FAAAE A
olgbx hgsbm g, 2218 71 o] ehditA]ol o}
3 o Bo] M7E 4 Yot 2oE FA 2raRF
A7) G x-ol Aot e Ealdl Fol H) wistE AL
o g slobalof & Heolet,

ZA —Adeld A7 #AF 248 =Fo 2 Kaplan
(1085)5-¢ vk At o] ol Nl A7) E5E F3 A7
EEAzzade AAG Fol F3B LA E FA 3
o= AgFe] Ha2Frc T 4ANYF AL
A7} $elahA @A el (t=2.98, p<0.05) T
Al Azl o3 o3 &S vk 2l o} 74
#5 A4 T wole FAZL AAZ A7 ESE FAA
Aot Aeld Aste ARte] P9 oo & 24l
o &% <% glct: Ho| s ojok gth F ojwd A
27 Azt P5elel Ayl g oA o4

%9 ads 7] wFolck(Ajen & Fishbein,
1980).

() A71a5 ¢ FEUFE AAT AT

A7 a5 2L (EA-ANER)E 4T =
o] 13 (Oldridge %, 1990) U £, olei gt A-74A
L2z d# ArlEse] #9o) FFgE vlAE AE
shebstr] A Aol ArkACl AgstE AAolze
A& ohg gAY 77t a7H

°l*bl 2AAAE Fge 2l FA 222l A
N 5%5< Z/AF A 240 75 160 F 134
ol A TZH%L A7 &sol AbH oz FAHAR, FA
A A aSs ARAAY o] PA Y He] 7AW
138 % 98l A F748 A7 a5 AR BAL A ¢
AL E DAL Lol s o A7 AT st
o] 7188k oJ3kale] glrk Bandura®l A& x| A
Ak, 53] 27 msol ARBAFY AL vlAe &
5 d7at 2AAT 7H4F 6HolM ANE 53 F4
7re] BAE AEH o2 {23 A3E vteldo] A7
5L P9l Aol ABAYA J&E FE Aol ¥
A ek ARBAPAL] @ ATl HAAES
P4 AfE A4 Az AVisn e,
Bandura®] #A71&% A& w2 o]2& EA14 A
A5AE At e Fo 8 Aoz A4



(2) FA b off w2 24

FARA 2EollA dTFAE 0] A7 A5E FAA) 7
7] 9 sted A28k S ubl E-8 Bandura(1986) 2] =71
5o 4o oo} 2R3 AHAYE AL =
Fol 14, doid 4524, AANAPA Qi H 4507
o, Al g Aol dSo) 23, 423 et o]
A A5el 14, AA7AYH o A5, dejHde] 2
H, AHAY, oA A5, HelH Y, AA *JEH7}3

Heog AFHANA AR FAYNE 4R A5

33 ol vz 14l & 7] FA S ¥
g ato] 8o E 5,
ol 5 FA o]l A7l E5E woledl olA Ewha
NAE 2438192 w 1899 =+F 15804 &34

J 2 2 el Bandura®] A7 & 5 37 A
H ok 2 g2 dFolME A7IE5E ol
7] 18 o8] FAUE AEslez A 2z AR, o
A, Abgl 2 ojad FA o] vf A A=l ‘ﬂfi} at
W7t BE3gdch weba ez dTdAE ol E
Aol AaE ALY 4 e FTol v EP‘;L'—
A3zt = et

28] dFoME FAF 244 7ol w2t 7| E 5
F717h el jt 7g-ok feldtAl e At TR
Lo 2ol f2E 5% 2A 477 24 (Gortner 5,
1988), FA7} F83 AE2 olFo A H¥2 A
(Gortner%-, 1988), FAF &% A%4 71 (Mclntyre,
1983)& £x gk

13 9] Q-7 (Gulanick, 1991) el & 27| & 52 F7F

Rovt BAIH o2 fo81A) gkt

AdBe gz A7 E5E wolv] HE vt A
&gk FAME S glorslr] Hal Faiuid-g A
FAE e F5e wohdal 7 AN E2 HYPHQ
FA by vehdA gdokeh & Sr1Eqte e AR
HEzel FEol HF AV E%E FAAI A =
zagle] AL dAAE ohz) v LAlell i d AR L
2adg IFAA TFE S U ez A A
Foadz A AGgs FAYE Aot ol & TESIsIE
A7t g sicbn 2o}

2 ATEelA A FAYHE AR FAHER
o] FAH oz AA s o3t 2o} ole AV AS
+ FAAZIE FAGH Al HE8 5 & ez

Az},

A, Al AA AH7AE o 2H = self —con-

trol techﬁidued] o) &t &2 (Condiott & Lichtenstein,
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N5 e e] A A24Y A2%

1981), Y= hFako] AL shul Aol oia A
(Mclntyre %, 1983), &% 483} FAH71 Al Aol 3t
Al (McCusker, 1992), #54ql #7134 7]¢2]
%2 (Mendes do Leon%, 1931), %% 4(Oldridge
%, 1990: Gulanick, 1991; Ewart§, 1983;Taylors,
1985; Ewart %, 1986:Parcel 5, 1989), Hw-old A4
(Kaplang, 1985), HdAd3o] AH3Zste 7le¥d
(Rubin%-, 1989) 5] l3ict.

A4, el P o€ modeling (A1 53 o 5ol
; parcel%, 1989), A=tE 9 o group session &%
(McCusker%, 1992), =} 4=le] w25 FAz 2
2ol Aed )] 7] (Taylors, 1985; Gortnerg, 1988),
%4 zz(Mendes de Leong, 1991), video# &
(Gulanick, 1991; Jemmott & Jemmott, 1992), &
o] = &l 3] 493 (Gortner &, 1988) 5-°] A=

A, dojx AEez ARnE Tz
(Condiott & Lichtentein, 1981: Parcel %, 1989), A
2 A Z(Janz§, 1987; Jemmott & Jemmott§ 1992;
McCusker %, 1992; Gortner%, 1988), #AE 23
(McCusker¥ 1992), A<t (Janz%, 1987; McCusker
5, 1992; Ewart g, 1983) 5o -7 Aol A 853l
=

A, dz]d Aeol izt FAAS] 2 B,
$&, 2EdAE A7 FAE FA FAAY
Al A AAAA A4S AAstzzA 353
E ZE7IdE FAAIE Zzadel s
(Mendes de Leon-%, 1991; Diclemente%-, 1991).

2) AT

Aol A7 B E (1) S-S 2
7 &0 A7 el v 3 (2) FHH 4l 27
5ol A Wd4E 3) ARl AV L5HF
A 2 &5 7leL WSl 3t A AE AlA F
At

(1) =249 A7l55e] A4AH =A&
o3 &

AN ESES SYHF2 sto] 4o BAE R
A A7 AgAdT 214 F 17l Pl o1 F 154
< F4uez P9E Bk, 28 L FEHSE 9
o] A3 Mgked, ol& Aejd A3} 131 (Grossman
%, 1987) 2 A 7 Ak 14 (Allens, 1990) ©1 9ich.

A7\ 55 FEHszAd FAE b d7E 1549
BEolA A7 553 H97) f2o8 BAE B gt F



(H 6) SR YH W MR Fe| AZAUBHHYA
4 4 4 d 3 =}
I AIDS Aojw aA| €5 | Ageldy | AIDS Tyve A || ™
A - o +3 AARE | AnE | o L
A3 Ewart% e
3 (1986)
lo]A Janz % . Gortner & 112
A5 (1987) (1990)
A3 Condiotte Ewart%s | "Kaplang
g (1981) 5 (1983) (1985) 4 le
ool | MclntyreS Taylors | Rubin% *
A5 (1983) (1985) (1989)
7;3;3} Gortners
oo} (1988) 2 1
e 71 (1994)
=
Azl
Arg 2} | Diclement 1 ]
Aoi= (1991)
/léF_
A7,
ool *Jemmott 5 ) McCusker r
A5 (1992) 5(1992)
)78
AA73E
Aol A
AL Parcel s Gulanick Mendes de 2 |3
EPEL age) | 1| e Leons
AR (1991)
Al
Al 4 1 1 6 6 3 2 1 12 |16
* 9% 274
» AAzA

ANEE} &5 [SalisE, 1986(p=0.004, 0.003);
Hovell 5, 1989(r=0.19): SallisS, 1992(=0.221)],
utol Y B 27|72k 5 [McCauls, 1987(r=0.3~0.68)
; Hurley, 1990(r=0.376, p=0.000) %} ; Littlefield
% 1992(r=0.57, p<0.001); -+, 1992(£=0.653)], 7

A% 389 [ Weizel, 1989(r=0.33 p<0.001), Alexy,
1991 1(=h4 A4 0.93), Oh, 1993(R?=0.22 p<0.000)],
552439 [Manning & Wright, 1983(r=-0.47, p<
0.001), Bueschers, 1991(r=-0.32, p=0.06)], &%
9 [Diclement%, 1985(p<0.05) ; Haagar & Stewart,
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1992(p<0.12)], F721 733 9][ Tedesco s, 1991(10%
A=y F7h], FF[Miller%, 1989(t=4.99, p<o0.
01)], =&z AIDSciu}e) 9] (Walter %, 1992) ¢ o7
ol A7|Ese o ABAUA F2 g BAA Y
ez g5

ANESL B9 A&z Gd3S v deos
Sallis 5-(1986) ol <] # 3Halsjglenl o] dFolA =7
F5¢ A5E 59 Ad™(fraction of concordant
pairs 0.57)3, F4x= +%9 =A< (fraction of con-
cordant pairs 0.57) & %9 8- A] ol 235} ch,

ol e AT AT Ar|E 5ol PHY Az A&
of] o3 8-g o)Atk BanduraZd 815 72 1) 2] 2] ghe},

Diclement%-(1985), Alexy(1991), &)1 Haagar
& Stewart(1992) &= 471525 ¢ AP AH 3
NAAAE e dted] AE5n, 2 AR ARYHE A
Aske Axkel zA71E 5ol A visked, olelg A#
= 2 APA=Y 3 AAE >l dtE FA el A7
EsTagden ALe 4 &S Mg

g3 A7 EFY F4uszaA Aed AxE 0F
Grossman$-(1987) 2 A4l 9y & jales
A7 & 50| A=A ol B A= o &-& B4 3l $-23)
BA(r=.25 p<0.05)F &Asgt. A71E59 F5
‘!i—’r‘*i 75 oh-E Allen%s(1990) & HALEY £

£32 7153 dlEolA ArAFE 609 £
*l *ll AHY), A7t71F A5 Fol A &g el
2(20% A9 A) AR Agz e 3o A7 a5 FA
AP & Aaysiglc),

ol 4 2% e AT A7 A5l FSol mlAE T
A% Aol ehe} A7 a5 38-?4-4 7 3}ote] A
£ & Zalvl Bandura®] 27|55 P Yol J3Fe F
th ol 2ol £ ) ol A H o BA R ol =Y
Ao Aztel Az, ARAdE #9909 &
83lo] A2 4 glonz AAY HTo 2 A5
ek et go e dFAME AZIESY 29
< AAsE Hrtalrl s A a2 et BAE
WA Beldtn 1 Fol| AHE s)A sl o] upatal s
o3 Azt o}

) A7) & ol 3wl A = W4

eadss shel A a0l HYaqle
Fag A7 GAA Assgleh ol % Al A
ANEse Adadez gol A7d AL FAg A
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A5 5 5] 7] M24A A2E

o] Gl o] § 4=l f &3 3o},

Gross5(1989) & 24 9] §Al7tel o]H ) &7 Y
9 A 38 ol =2 ¥(R*=0.24 p<0.002) & B33}
AL, Miller5-(1989) ] At x 32 A3 o
A7 8EE G FFo AFE Aol ArlaSol
22 FAFAHi=49 p<0.01). HofstetterZ
(1990) & T 5A7| A5 AP gqleozd dalo =17
HAFe o3l W] $54E wobs #Al o SR A
ol A5 3ohe A7, 7124, A4, 37
Ha)ol o3 sl &x]w] $% 0|2t A Zbel) w}a) W 3hal 7]
A Wgoleg oo mot Fal urhe 2%,
Boll, AYSE 2@ AVET A 2AE AF T
Hg7)glebx shsdet,

Hurley(1990) & #7122 5 A7 1552 A aqle
2 vof 4] Ao YAl AdRH oz 3 4F o
A7) & %ol %3&% Fohx sy,

o] Ate] 458 X Bandura(1986) 7} =}7] &5 9

EFx:2 AN #AAY HHAH) Arlasol 3PS
v 2= 59 Had-S 78k A A= s gl

aukel A7) Eso A aglez £(1992) = 4R
7ol 4 ($=0.550), A+7| = (f=0.275), A8 Al(p
=0.227), 23 7FERA A (=0.163) 2} &A= &9l 3}
%3, Oh(1993)+ A9 34X (R?=0.12)< &al
st

A3 AT A E s FR] 22 a8g 3 A=t
o] A7AA PHE FAAI7] AsldE A7 L5l
hal FEE o8] dgslolo} slmz o)) AP
Qlof eHgE £ A H <l A % o e 2 4he] gqlol i
gao] g dlch = ol AV ES FAE AT =7
sholl A8 H g7} gle}

ol4el Al Folde EYPWS, FEHHSA Y
A7V E5E A3l AEAo g L dydTe
A upgtA g AFAAE AP ES S A2 A
o Mol FHH4 mF 2 2 AA(TE, 1992, Oh,
1993) 7} 7h4 A Faheb L A A5 o},

AR, ARE0ed, a4 Aany, 2ol
7 W45 B A Y ATl A ESH 7
o274 2y3te) BAE 2AY A}E 3} Ao},



QAR ARAI=Y A4

A7\ E5 AZADHSFe] FA = 5HY AT
A 24 = et

Sallis5(1986) & AFolME A 59 A4, o
Zol & A7) &5 (p=0.004), Bl ((p=0.012), ¥
9] $-A o Zoll & Aol A (p=0.0039), A7) &% ((p=0.
021) o] $-o}5kgic}. Hovell5(19) 8 dFelHE A&
A\ 7Zkol} 73at Ao Hol W4E A7 &5 (r=0.19), F
A (r=-0.15) 2.2 A7 &5 Aol =5 AAE
o ZFoy 9% cqeoz Hlsgch
Hofstetter 5(1989), 7(1992) & ATl A4 2
AANFESE A BAA 7 QE Aoz R vl ol ¢
2.2 o] % TA gt A7 aFHc}

Alexy(1991) & AAZ A Y9lel aqle 847 A
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— Abstract -

A Review of Research on Self
Efficacy Theory Applied to Health
Related Behavior

Gu, Mee Ock* - Yu, Jae Soon™ - Kweon, In Kag™* -
Kim, Hae Won™** - Lee, Eun Ok™***

This article reviewed and analyzed 39 studies on
self efficacy theory applied to health related
behavior.

The following analysis was done:1) study
subjects 2) measurement tools 3) analysis according
to the type of research design(intervention re-
search, explanatory research).

Some findings are summarized as follows :

The study subjects were both healthy people in
various developmental stages and patients with
various illnesses. The health related behaviors
examined in the studies were also various including
exercise, smoking cessation, self care behaviors,
etc.

* Department of Nursing, Gyeong Sang National Univer-
sity
* Cheungju National Junior College
** Samsung Medical Center
*++ Kimsan Junior College
= (College of Nursing, Seoul National Universtiy
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The measurement of self efficacy was done with
specific tools in most studies. In the tools, activities
that measured the health behavior domain were
listed according to increasing difficulty or contexual
arrangement or in combination of both of them.

The analysis of 17 intervention research studies
showed that generally the intervention program
increased the self efficacy level of subjects and then
the increased strongly self efficacy influenced
behavioral changes,

Most studies used more than one intervention
method for increasing the self efficacy level. These
were derived from sources of self efficacy suggested
by Bandura.

The analysis of 21 explanatory research studies
showed that self efficacy strongly influenced
behavior change and persistence,

The major independent variable to affect the self
efficacy was performance accomplishment in the
past.

Self efficacy explained more of the variance in
health related behavior when it was applied with the
variables in the health belief model, health pro-

@7k 5 515l R) A244 A2

motion model, and reasoned action theory,

On the basis of the above findings, the following
suggestions are made :

1. For a desirable research design, self efficacy
should be the intervening variable. That is, desir-
able designs would include intervention—self effi-
cacy —behavior in intervention research studies and
antecedent —self efficacy —behavior in explanatory
research studies.

2. More prospective, longitudinal studies are
needed to test the effect of self efficacy on persist-
ence in health related behavior.

3. Studies comparing the effects of intefvention
methods are needed for each health related
behavior, subject group, and context.

4, It is necessary to develop a reliable, wvalid
measurement tool for self efficacy for each health
related behavior.

5. Studies to differenciate the effect of self effi-
cacy from that of outcome expectation on the health
related behavior are necessary.

6. The antecedents of self efficacy should be
investigated further,
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