?:SJ:;[IL/]\:! aé——!—il X] : Zj%]- OPEN aACCESS
The Korean Journal of Health Psychology
2026, Vol. 31, No. 5, 1413-1441

k= 27184 A B HAKK-ESFD) EF3E -
7153 Ui A SHe=R

i e % % 7 3 A9z AAw

e
!

H
18 > rr

o

l

RIoox oX

S

4 ol do mu Lot 12 riz
o o —;.1‘?

4

ik

2

r{r

FEGsE P g v FEystn
AdsE  ARyRAmS s SBLE!
EREE DREE: 2%

Y

Kim 5(2022)°] 7)j&3k 2ojz W
=9} BYEE AZ3E d Fzo] Utk olF g YA BE d& F U
2 s on, AEVE Ao R Ue B54L8 Slsl HAF B3 s
=W 7153l tiskell Ajst Sl thshy 270990 AF 1001, o34 1707)2] HlolH]
] QQIEA, AEE B, JaEd, fAA IAEHE AAsE. e o
S AAG A7, A5 FUYsHA FAA A, %ngxq 7<4/\J]
1A, BAA A 67 EFQAT 27|84 YHlaelow

gty =4, A7 e AFEE At # A= } ﬂﬂ
ok AA, 2784 4_1,:_ Przngl 2 1 He AL3A Ak HAx
les}@l 40 BHEES

S5tk BOE ol ASHE FHOE € A7 o4 % ATY, FF ATE AT A

A}7]-8-41 41 2] 7 AHEnright Self-Forgiveness Inventory)S St

22

o
£
g
2

o2 I
off
-
4o =
L
oA
rO
o?‘ﬁ )
Of
A ¢
ol [
ol HE
Y.

o
I~y
(o]
g
1 i
oot

o

TR0 A7|EAM, EtEal, A7 &MY 2| HAL, bifactor 2

T A4 2K Corresponding author): A1439h (37554) A& T&A| EF F8)5

r

&= 558

e

S

_‘_?_l',

Az

83} w4, Tel: 054-260-1333, E-mail: sshin@handong.edu

Copyright ©2026, The Korean Health Psychological Association. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/) which permits unrestricted

non- commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

- 1413 -



)
b1
ol
o
2

ojZ gt EE#/?‘# Z:lf%% A7
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I AlEA 159 Qo] "ok ofo] WF 1
Ts HAad
& o R A7 EATE 5 R

A7 At 27 =9v HsaEol
oJaf A|Z+= ek, Horsbrugh(1974)& #47]8-A
5 AR ARolt #Q o]F A4lel| tigh
FAA] e sasta, Hoe ArES
< I5ste AAHoRE Hosgion, ofF o
¥ FAEo] A8 FoAE =93t
S thDillon, 2001; Holmgren, 1998). 418l &
ool A= Enright 5(1996)°] A7] &A1& A}
A ARE dAst, A7) W ExE
Welssd A Ao gk ARl A
g, aga AgE ZIE2EE 9AHE A
ottt o] & Halls} Fincham(2005)2] +=
& ‘Self-forgiveness: The stepchild of
forgiveness research’7} WEEWA AlE|3t
oo Al A7 Aol thE AAHJ] A7t
AAF FoiE 7] AzFskde

Enright}  Fitzgibbons(2015)= Simon(1986)
o] AAG olF~EdH 2] EYFH Y&

o

AolsE AR 847 EHF HE o Z A
E4¢ 359 ANFAL FALCE, &
HE Qlbt Bele] BAE ZsHe A
f=A =E e AFgan, ol sl
Age A B8 =UF ug AT 4
Hold &AE7E AwHolw, oiHow

AP B A B BeE oA

At EEkE e dol, At 7

= FY5 Zi%ﬂﬂ%, A7 84 £ Y

olsfd 4 AUTHKIm &

- (e (R T A
iin}
.
AN
S
N
AN
S
o
™
ol
i

Enright, 2014).
A7 GA e Ees] Al

e]”/\a T06

o)A E ou|gthEnright & The Human
Development Study Group, 1996; Hall &
Fincham, 2005; Wenzel et al., 2012). o]&g
oA AFAEL A7 847 S A7)
A2 Adestes edE Jhsdes A4
st, XA 27849 AR A7 SAE T
8 da4ds A7)sisttiHal & Fincham,
2005). RAZ A7|&A= ALl ZRE A
Ao g At s s, A9
7Hx et 283 AdEs Agelste S *
skeltHKim & Enright, 2014). o]2i3 A&
AAF, FEZ ZHAA9 W=
218k ALl tigk so)HQl 14F 74
< 3 &Estal, A7 AE AEERH ERE
W5 AHOZ7A] o] TCriffin et al.,
2018; Woodyatt & Wenzel, 2013). Yo7}
A A7|eAe A7) AlE, A, 8§

A3,

o tha T4 F&) oA T yABAA
g AT 7] £ QtHWoodyatt &

Wenzel, 2013).
g, 27184 A7) AR (self-compassion)
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?ﬂzﬂo}xl %‘EE}. El A B R
A@A 5ol EAe o gk Ay #&
= A3 202 st =YF 9nke] Q14
4x4 ANE 253 A3
Hol= z7] 5—%“2 3| &Eak= AR - A
z FzE AJoHEnright & The Human
Development Study Group, 1996; Hall &
Fincham, 2005). & A7|AHI7F g oigt
HhgolgtH, A7) &A= ALl g Ak
of thd SE whgolehs HolA TEHLh
Gelrt £9A Sjuk AglA A 5§ 9
o] AZ|AHZE A&F Ag, ol
galol 71odE 4 9ot =93
$3ete WAoR U5 Yol
(Woodyatt et al., 2017). o]&g HA #M7]
e 27184 A4S S8 TA 8
&olz I AARE Yebd & Yo (Fisher &
Exline, 2010), #7184} FLdg F4ME L
2 HI7|E otk

271848 NdA AAE B3] kA &
Ad A 89 JJrZ*Ol e
A= Egm AEI Wz 2oE FEHE

rl
l:l

ox
X0 e o
8 oo lo ¥

A%, A

9

vehd 4 ek olg@ Bele A71gAE
Aol AEe A e A e

gl AY WY, gelsl, =94
0124 Vol %

7] 55 IJEIHEE ARE, o] Al
71842 3cHFisher & Exline, 2006; Hall

& Fincham, 2005, Tangney et al., 2005). A
A AZIgME ANHoR BUH Ad) 3

S A shal, WA A7ol et 2}
717102 ojojd o] SAtH(Woodyatt
& Wenzel, 2013). wetA A7 &A= Sedh
271 A2u A7) Adstel FEEHE Ade
2 olsld eyl Jon, WA A7EA
ot AR AT|EAE FESe NEH B
o2 A7|8A9 Agd 7edt 283
Adds Ho AAHcRE 4T dart
=g
HZ dolMeE A7EA7E BAF 1
7183 A gES &
Qeloa slolg|m A, Apsk 1;<
Aol Al 1 F ool A FE
(Ross et al.,, 2007, Wohl et al., 2008). Davis
=(2015)2] WEFEA Ao wzd, 2784
v AAH A%, AEd 4y, aga 4k
nE3 A2 AHE Btk E=3 A7 EAE

KN
=

}.

=y

ol
XL aS X, oft

=
3}
s Al
1 of

<
L
-
g A

o

A7V AR, BN, A7) Aol e Ale
FAANE 43¢ S Zox wuHt

(Fisher & Exline, 2010). ¥, =& 39
A7) EME B, FAA, Beh @ B
dotgt BAlH% 3 HHEE ZeE Hu
=] $AtHMacaskill, 2012).

7184 JNdel thdk o]&3 - A F
77t A" weh, A7 EAE AFH O
Brkstz] 93 SH =7 T 9A 2
3] o] Fol X th. Tangney 5(1999)0] 7i2+3t
Multidimensional Forgiveness Inventory= A}
718AE EF Hx| O &4 H&
2, BRIl &4, &AE 73 A4 Al
SHIHAEE X g3t} o]¢jo= Thompson &
(2005)¢] Heartland Forgiveness Scalex= #}7]
A, BRI, el tigk 845 S5 9
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@ Bxog AUHAG. 2gu F AE
A7 840 EAS SHE w =Y

peia i
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SORAY A7|EM AAYE wYsHA|
3+ 3HA| 7} A3t Wohl 5(2008)¢] State
Self-Forgiveness Scale®= 271849 e
ZHs HxE A% ==, AA - P59
ATl Ad YHEE xIFITL ST

Are w84 wge Qn ddgo} A3
=

TEsHA Fstal Ar|lEEd 22 P53 A
A AdE aystA xR AV EA%T
Woodyatte} Wenzel(2013)e] Differentiated
Processes of Self-Forgiveness Scale2 71743k
A71GA, AZIAEA ZA7|8A, AR A7]&
Aol Al A ERE FAE, WA A&
Aot AR A4 E FESHEH L A XS}
Aok v A71EA Y @A Al A
g Ade Zx7t FEethe AHo] EA
skt}h, Griffin 5(2018)¢] Self-Forgiveness
Dual-Process Scalex AF2]{IA|o]& HH oA
A AL AED FE 28%] RS
AAEIAT A AEE 2 AT o]&F
E3 7P 2ASARE ZRe] J14E A
Z7o] opd A YR E EISIAI, HA
2 Aste] AYAA 241e Fo PF5H - <
A A FHo] FE3| BMIHA 2 AV &
Azt oM A2 S5(2013)0] 718
A ARE sty on, dr] 5201602
St 7184 S HZ(K-HFS)E Elg3lsted
A7 A, 4EA, ERIEME /Y F
UEE 3H3th 18y o3 =52 A
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| @7 VIS D ofs KB FYoE

B H
Aofxt
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SARGER

BET 59
e $8 UPES AYR
prd

2% 2ol A8
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i wg
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g A5

A8 oo 1093} 7qx1 1}7]4%101] &l

270”4 -/] A5

EES

oL

EHJ\

st 10078(37.0%), oS4 170”3(63 0%)

ojglom, i dA#-e 22.7M(50=2.20)0] AT},
E 1ol AN

2 99 ATEANA SH2

ol wWxg
wel 72 s
@ ®
ol
22.7(2.20)
(Mean, SD)
Ak 100 37.0
ZL
S 170 63.0
7= 249 92.2
T
Tl 21 7.8
1809+ =Rk 48 17.8
1805+ ~3005HA 37 13.7
3009H1~4207H 39 14.4
A5 4209H1~5407HA 35 13.0
540%H1~6009H2 25 9.3
600%HA~790%HA 35 13.0
7905H o] 51 18.9

¥

Y=

BFH A7 GANAZAKESD. £

FAAE Kim 5Q0220] AR 471844

DHMESEDE MHste] AT ESFIE

Sl A Bt A g A2 A

i AYE HHAES S ANES, AP
2l

>
Ay
lo
o>
N
i
_V,VL
ro

s
i
s
:111
o,
—V‘l
>
o

A& AAA, 2, 3, 4, 9, ¥
AA6, 6, 7, 8, 10), 3HA 53%(11, 12,
14, 16, 18), ¥A=% =513, 15, 17, 19, 20),
FAR AAQ4, 25, 27, 29, 30), FAA <A
(21, 22, 23, 26, 28)2] 67) 3t Qe E FA4
Hof glon, 64 Likert =5 AR&3LE F
e 304~180" o2, Z} E3lo] F3o] =&
TE A7|EA FFEo] EuS Yrdth ok
g 2 ATde 1A A7 eA e e
AR 71845 "AS7] A% 519 %
(31-35)°] M2 X3FHo] At} WA= 7Y
ko) Aol wet s S w3 T
o] 208e zFste SHAE BAA Al
9]3th, Kim %(2022)2] AFolA A
Cronbach’s a& 9601 o™, AA 96(H
AN95(F-A)94(FA), &WE .94/.91/.91, I
A.96/.94/.942 YERRT B Aol A
Cronbach’s av= A .95, A4l .91/.88/.86,
A5 .78/.68/.74, 1A .92/.87/.87= L EFRL
on, McDonald’s o= A .95 A A
.91/.88/.86, 35 .79/.69/.75, AUA] .92/.88/.88=
e TH
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A7184 HEEES). £ dFolAes 49
2l 5(2013)0] /N H BEEiet 27|84 A
ZEFSE AMgsldY. SFS= & 198§o=
T84 A, A A, FEH A - AL
1 -85 JH el ®E FAE Sl
o, 53 Likert HEE AE3th FHL2 19
A0 o=, 7zt B3 Tl =
7184 FEol Eae 4“]5”/} AHA 5
(2013)¢] Aol A Cronbach’s a: .879]
Aow, &3 JiAd 91, HY A 76, FA
A GA - AL - 3E 822 YERgTE B AT
oA Cronbach’s a= AA| .88, &3 7|4
92, A9l 14 70, FAA A - AL - BF
8622 Yetoerm, McDonalds o ZA

.89, 83 s 93, A QA 73, FAHZA
A - ARaL - E 8622 UERTH
BAZ AA AS(DASS-21). £ ATolA

+ Lovibond$} Lovibond(1995)7F 7§43 £
A A HAZDASS-2DE Lee 5(20190] ®
Qb 9 EfREG Fhmold HA A FA HEE
AHEEHSITE DASSE % 21 g0 8,
QF, ZE# 29 Il s 8cleE FAE

ilud

om, 44 Likert H=E A3ty FHL&
0H~6340 2 7+ Bglo] Filo] =L4E B

AH AA FFo] =S Yu|git) Lee 9
(2019)2] AollA AA Cronbach’s at .939]
Fom, g 81, B 84, 2Ed A 8502
Uelstth B Aol A Cronbach’s ax= AA,
94, & 88, =9t 86, ~EH A 87TE e+
%o ™, McDonald’s o= ZA .95 $= .89,
Bol 86, ~2EdY 2~ 872 YElit)

ALS1A Ay ATMC-SDS). £ AT
A= Crowne® Marlowe(1960)7} 7|3t A43)

A ¥ FA=MC-SDSE AdS 5(2005)°]
wiok o B Boln ASA e
=& AMEEY. MC-SDS= & 33RO =
NS Ao AT Ao AFeE BFol

A AARE B YE PFE S5

q

H

= 182 ASH o HgrAEtA] g2 ¥
FOAT AARE I FEo] w2 T
& SAske Bedez 745 glon, o
=% HA=2 P49 ¥4 033z
Tl Eerd A AYE FE0l =
= rgt dds 20052 AFelA
A

A Cronbach’s o 7322 Yyt 2
Aol A AA F39 Cronbach’s o= .68%
Uehgt o, McDonald’s o 682 YERT

a9 v H=MLQ. ¥ 4
Steger 5(2006)°] g 4t A=
MLQE 958 5(2005)0] #t H ElGsish
S gho] o] HA=E AMEEY T MLQE
ofu] &4, ojw] F79 27 sHel8QleRE
o] 9lom, 73 Likert A=Z AM&3t},
SjEeh 107(440;(40; 71— E‘ﬂg] ésfgro]
TE 49 on FFEol E5E& 9
o 958 5200529 AFelA A
Cronbach’s a= .900]1oH, ou] &4 .88,
o FF 88E UEETh E AFdA
Cronbach’s a= AA .89, om &4 91, ¢
o F 902 YEehter, McDonald’s o
A .90, oJul = 91, on] FF 0=
e TH

Ay Jgo] A4 5820 FHEMBFI-15).
B AFoA= John} Srivastava(1999)7F 7Y
w44 5291 ﬂcg 1A =(2011)0]
Hel B ElEslEk 1A Smo] A4 5489l
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d .82, AAA 75, 34 672 YET
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st A2E BASCL AR, BA AEo]  H 2. KESF 28¥ J|2EH (N=270)

EAE dotry] 98 7esA £4s AN M ) Sk Ku
AT =4, B A= YFH=Kim et al, PALl 410 125 047  -0.37
2022)01 4 oln] EPH QRIFZEE 3= FTE PA2 3.98 130 -025 061
A AZEE AL BHoF slnz gy PA3 431 122 060 005
QolBMe ANER &3 o] ]ule] Fel PA4 437 119 -030 032
2 29E4e AAskith A, g= ESHI L _PAS 3 12z 0% 03
o AFEE FRletr] s HF dAEE 4 NALl 25 126 079 -002
25190, nlxulo 2 ESFlO| BlgsE A= NA2 231 130 080  -0.37
3t7] 9lall ESFIeF & wilde] Adais 9 NAS 27 138 050 062
AAA HARAS AT} NA4 254 131 067 031
NAS5 331 144 002 -0.93

a 3 PB1 465 9% 073 038

PB2 413 127  -045  -052

J|aE7 PB3 425 120  -054 001

PB 4 4.04 1.23 -0.57 -0.23

PB_5 421 112 -0.43 -0.01

2 AT A5 AHAEE gt {3l B
. . _ NB1 316 133 016  -087
Shapiro-Wik ZHZ& AAsI¥oH, =9}
AT 718 ATaedn. BA Az 27 8A NB.2 269 113 066 008
a = [9) A T
o e NB3 263 132 051  -069
o] F3gte] Shapiro-Wik 7% p-valuex .05

NB_4 2.67 131 0.46 -0.72

Vi
olsE frefstsA, A TR d=s 073 NB5 256 137 062  -057

M 171 W2 et H=E -100°IA PC_1 4.46 1.05 -0.44 0.19

275 B2 veistth #7H9 Q-Q Plote PC2 476 107 070 027

T AAA ARAA Aol AEEHA PC3 423 136 043  -069
Goton, d=ek HEo) Huigte] A7 29t PC4 45 112 053 013
& 9 Rk A4 THE S8 AL PC5 438 117 043 013
2 #d é}ﬁiﬂﬂﬁl & Lomax, 2005. & H= © TN 2 1w 0w 0w
o] E3d W, BEUAL =, A=l Ui NC2 306 14 008  -100
Ade & 20 11]/\16}913}. NC3 182 117 171 275

NC4 235 128 081 -006
s10I8 Qol=A NC5 191 107 133 166

% A AEAAA, B AISA_AE, C A718A
B A, PA AZISA_FAR AA, NA AI8A_ 3R A

014 _g_o]HH 2 /\]6‘}%{1:]- %@‘ wae A PBAVISAIAN B NB ASA_RHH 9%,
o PCAZIEASER QIR NG AZI8A_RAA QA



SRT X7 S MY PANKESF) IR 91T 7S E Cgt Mg Moz

Fit Index), RMSEA(Root Mean Square Error
of Approximation), SRMR(Standardized Root
Mean Square Residua)E H7IAI®E ARR3}
Aok Xdfe 3 ol W & ThsEiAw

H 3. K-ESFI O|2 7|gt @& X H|W (N=270)

A AHgste Aol dRETHHu & Bentler,
1999). CFI= 3ol .90 o]dd AHAS$ 4s53h
A¥E 2 5 (Schumacker & Lomax,
2004), RMSEA+= .08 olstd of & 7153t
A =Browne & Cudeck, 1992)Z, SRMR-&
05 oatd o +§ 7hed AUEE FdH

Model b RMSEA [90% Cl] CFl  SRMR 29l 7 49
1 189 1707405 1090104, 0.114] 734 076 -

A-B 763

2 389 1499402 10100095, 0.106] 776 073 A~C 907

B-C 762

PA-NA -741

PA-PB 649

PA-NB -.642

PA-PC 788

PA-NC -744

NA-PB -568

NA-NB 752

3 689l 1000390) 08200076, 0.0871 857 063  NA-PC -781

NA-NC 912

PB-NB -.699

PB-PC 709

PB-NC -614

NB-PC -.634

NB-NC 7

PC-NC -858
4 27 a9l 1145399) 0830078, 0.089] 847 078 -
5  bifactor 998375 0780073, 0.084] 873 058 -

Z. xAdh: chi-square test of model fit (degrees of freedom); RMSEA [CIl: root mean square error of
approximation [90% confidence intervall;, CFI: comparative fit index; SRMR: standardized root mean
square residual; A: A7]18A_AA, B: A7 8A_FE, C A7|EA_JIA, PA: A7184_384 A, NA:
AZ|8A_FAA AA, PB: A71844_384 A%, NB: A7 84 _FAHA PF, PC. A7 8A4_344 A,

NC: 27184 _FA44 <A
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H 4. K-ESFI bifactor 2& 2| E&3} Al 8 ME|Z (N=270)
54Dl Jurael
A PR o1z
24 By 27 nx =7 g ESFI
PA_1 636" S
PA_2 5147 e
PA_3 3407 I
PA_4 3407 7207
PAS 227" 4787
g NA_1 2197 e
NAZ 416 T
NA3 3517 o
NA_4 382" 769"
NA 5 74 e
PB_1 4377 2357
PB_2 762" 5847
PB_3 817 BT
PB_4 156" 248"
PBS 207" 629™
B NB L 048 990"
N2 a7 489"
NB.3 2227 635"
NB 4 603" 304"
NBLS 6427 -7
PC_1 P o
PC_2 959" BT
PC_3 5™ o
PC_4 319 o
PC_5 518™ 00
¢ NC_1 0 o
NC_2 206" 563
NC_3 g™ e
NC_4 3607 =797
NC_5 046 -7
Cronbach’ s a 88 86 68 T 87 87 .95
91 8 2
McDonald” s o il i % i i il .95
91 79 9
FOESFE AZ18A, A AZIEAAA, B AZIEA_BE, C AR, PA AISA_BAA A, NN A7 EA_¥AE AA,

PB: 71 84_574% 35, NB: A7]84_F47 35, PC A7184_342 A, NC: A7) 84_F47 <l

K05, K01, ™ X.001
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ot ot X718 M 2| AAHK-ESFI) Bt

3 9T 7|53 ofs NBE FYo=

3

CHLittle, 2013). 2+ =¥ HIE A4
3ol A A AT

BENA% 9989 2dModel 1
RMSEA=.109, CFI=.734, SRMR=.0762.2 L}E}
U Aitdow £8 7|Es TR X3k
o, 382 =¥Model 2) &A] RMSEA=.101,
CFI=.776, SRMR=.0730.8 A& =7} 253
B AoE IRIHAT. oo Hlsf, HA
(Affection), 35 (Behavior), <I%](Cognition)
E A ¥ FA AdoE FEF 6849
2 ¥ Model 32 RMSEA=.082, CFI=.857,
SRMR=.0630.2 Athzloz /X" AHI=s
Btk 682 EFoA 89l 3 d4Hs Ay
B, 384 A BAA AA e =
A FB(=-T4D0] YEton, %
29k 787 QA Zrelle vl =2
Hr=-858)0] SRIHUT:. =3I dF 2
FIME 5 A7 e NA% NC 7t
=912)0] #AZHAL. o] 8RS0l A
DASHA HdE] lom, 49 &2
5 80E 1A B8-S AAEH. 9
13 e wgste] 23 29 =¥ (Model
) &3 A3, RMSEA=.083, CFI=.847,
=078%2 622 R FAGE £ 3
ATk WA bifactor =& (Model 5)

< RMSEA=078, CFI=.873, SRMR=.058%, CFI
%kol 7IEE o RERAN, v REFE
Zz AAoE HA 943 MY U
. ol¥3 ZAye= ESFIZF g A
o el Fxep|EY AA, 95,
F99 =4 B FAH EFady duk

rlr

g
B
-3

021 o rlo
(RS > i i

N
-~

OH}oi'“fr

)

H'..?[_fm

==
A=

™

J

o)
)
i ¥

r
O

e

fo o
e XN

o] A wyE T2Y eSS AARIT
bifactor &9 EF3} Al 9 ANIEE= &
4o A A5 Tk

LA 2X =

K-ESFI¢] W& dX=F5 &<lstr] st
Cronbach’s a®} McDonald’s o2 4FH&E3}STh
B4 Az}, Cronbach’'s a= A .95, HA
91CAAD, .88(F4), .86(FA), BF .78(AA,
B68(3A), TAFAD), A 92(A), 87(F4),
ST Z Yeht o™, McDonald’s o A A
95, AA 91AAD, 88(FA), .86(F-4),
S T9GAD, 69FA), T5(FEA), qA .92
(AAD, .88(FA), 88(FA)=Z ettt

2 AT A= FHET =(convergent
validity & 537 sl F=344 =¥
(SEM)-& #8383t ESFI$} SFS(A7]144)
o] BAE BHEYon, A & 5o
ArsAT FEIHY 2Fe] HPEE
x41073)=2182, 7X.001, RMSEA=062 [0.058,
0.066], SRMR=058, CFl=866% vU}Eh} 4%
e FEOE HISIIG B4 A S
43 7|4 Q91 ESFISF Ee 439 A3
=802, XO00DS HPom, HAH A
A AL 3% 29le ESFIst B 3
B2 A r=-708, pK.00DS Rch

_I

lo

TEEE

2 AT EAEFEE(criterion validity)
2 AZs) Y& FRE4 ZIESEMS &
83} ESFIS} DASS($-&, &< 2E# )9
sk 8¢l 7He] #AE EA E‘}i’iif‘%, A=
5o AASHAT FEEEA REo A
FE== xA(1170)=2407, p(OOl RMSEA=.063

lt

7]
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[0.059, 0.066]; SRMR=.057; CFI=.855% YEh}
F& 75T FFEoE T B4 Ay
ESFI= DASS®] $-2(r=-.830, zK.001), <k
(r=-.536, X.001), 2~E#2(r=-.641, X.001) &
A BT Fodt & JHe BHYch

rE

FHEISE

2 AFe A= B EY =(discriminant

validity & A53t7] e F2=344 =¥

¥ 5. K-ESFI bifactor 28 E}EE (M=270)

(SEM)-& &-83lod ESFI9} SD(AMS|A A Ek4)
9] 3t918%l 1 AAE Ao, A
© X 5ol AAEAT FEREALA By A
== %(421)=1064, 7£.001, RMSEA=.075
[0.070, 0.081], SRMR=.057, CFI=871& Jeh}
& 7Fsd o2 IAHIL. B Ax
ESFI= SD9] A<I(7=.272, p£.001), F-21(r=295,
KOOD 2913 BF foF FH 4B B
Ak

SHEebd=(convergent validity)

A P Q7]
A AT ESFI
A 24 4 2A +4 74
A -.018 .080 -.008 -.028 -027 107 802"
SFS R 034 -.092 -257 029 106 133 -.057
N 039 184 025 253 046 031 -708""
FA ebd=(criterion validity)
A W5 Q1A
A ESFI
A 24 4 2A 4 74
D 043 -.054 032 084 106 -.105 -830"
DASS A -.066 157 -.029 286 -019 .080 -536"
S -106 182 001 155 042 016 -6417
T el = (discriminant validity)
A Pz Q7]
AT ESFI
=4 24 4 2A 4 74
. A .005 -.064 153" 182 078 070 272"
D -.020 -.085 170° -.079 068 -.067 295"
ZF. SFS: A47]8-41, SFS_A: A7) 8A4_83 /)4, SFS_R: A7]8A4_#AQ) 1A, SFSN: A7) 84 _BAA

AA, A, 3% DASS: HAA A, DASS D: 2, DASS A: E<¢E DASS.S: 2~E#Z2; SD: AM3|A A3k

A
]

d, SD_A: AH3)2 AEA_F19, SD_D: AFe A A _F-<l.

“X.05, " X001
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SRT X7 S MY PANKESF) IR 91T 7S E Cgt Mg Moz

H 6. &° o0l & E™A HAMO st HAN 3|H2M (M=270)

Model coefficient Model comparison

B SR Adjusted & AR F

Model_ 1 (F&¥4~ MLQ)

Block 1 - Demographics -.006 .006 494
SEX -014

AGE -.005

RELIGION 072

Block 2 - SFS 151 1647 173107
SEX -011

AGE -.029

RELIGION 038

SFS_A 4617

SFS_R 058

SESN -107

Block 3 - ESFI 315 176 11512
SEX -.039

AGE 041

RELIGION 051

SFS_A 095

SFS_R 001

SFSN -193"

ESFI_PA 122 005

ESFI_NA -.082 002

ESFI_PB 093 006

ESFI_NB 032 000

ESFI_PC A48 062

ESFILNC 057 001

Model_2 (F41 4 DASS)

Block 1 - Demographics .000 011 .967
SEX -.099
AGE .055
RELIGION -.031
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# 6. 42 o0l X BEH FMO| tiet /IAH 2HEA (V=270) A=
Model coefficient Model comparison
B SR Adjusted & AR F

Block 2 - SFS 322 326" 43170
SEX -.076

AGE 085

RELIGION -.008

SFS_A 229"

SFS_R 123

SFSN -.383™

Block 3 - ESFI 491 177 15587
SEX -.090°

AGE -012

RELIGION .005

SFS_A 070

SFS_R -.084

SFSN -.106

ESFI_PA -142° 008

ESFI_NA -337" 031

ESFI_PB 019 000

ESFI_NB -181" 016

ESFI_PC -.056 001

ESFINC -.075 001

F. SEX: A8, AGE: U}ol, RELIGION: &3z, SFS: #7144, SFS_A: A7]-¢-4_5283} 7§41, SFS_R: A718-4_39 2174,

SFS_N: 27184 7784 AA, AL A& DASS: #4A A MLQ: aHel oJv]; ESFL: 247]-8-A4, ESFIPA: 27184 _3
A& A, ESFINA: A718A_5A4H AM, ESFILPB A718AM_342 3%, ESFINB A7]8A4 744 &
ESFIPC: 217]18-4_3A 3 1A, ESFINC: A7]8A4_F43 <A,

K05, K01 K001
STHEE 53, 2AG A SFSS] 8191 891L, 3
SA A= ESHO| &t9fajle F7t2 Flst

o o A9Ee F71E stk WA, MLQ
ZEWHTE 3 Model 19 29 2R
L lgle) ATEASA W fold A
8S zk2 B ATHAR =006, F=0.494,

ol & mm
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718 M4 2] E AHK-ESFI)

Et 3

o

=

=013t 74

TaEd =2

2.05). 22tAIN A SFS 31922l
3} geelo] fojaiA 2718 eml(
F17.310, pX.00D), &3} 7|40 Wﬁi B
A o ZH(B=0.461, K.00D)o2 e Hi
@ B9 ARE-0.0597 2AH A, Az

AEE--0.100e Fel5t egieh. 3uAA
=9

ESFI 391 291& 371 U7 23,

A g FolstA F7Hak R THAR =.176,
F=11.512, X.001; Adjusted A*=.315). o]uf SFS
o 43 AR o ol oA ¥k

MA(B=-0.229, X.00D), A AA(B=-0.123,
X.05), A2 AM - AR - F(B=-0.383,
KO00D B=F7F gk 27 dFHQlos v
el 3ebAlollA ESHI &k 88l )3t
A7, 2y AWy FY3tA F71skA
o W(AR=177, ARG, 257)=15.587, 1X.001;

Adjusted R=491), olw} SFS &9 8QlEe =
T frelstA eskth Wb ESFL skelasl

TAA FA(B=-0.142, K05, SK=008), %4
A AA(E=-0.337, X001, SK=03D), HAA

=0.095), ¥AH AA - Ak - PFEo] folF  PB(PE=-0.181, K01, SK=016)2 I
B o 21W(E=-0.193, K0DoZ A3  ZwWo= eyt

t}. ESFI 891 8%l FolAe 344 QA|Rke]

o3 AR o =wl(B=0.448, p<.001, ESFI’t HZHAM EY
SR*=.062)° =2 &954t.

0502, DASSE F&RTE g Model 2 B dFoM e el 5 AFE A
of A7E AHEY, 194 JAFFAE A3 Ar|EAe JiRIY AAH B &
A Rl o Agge k7 E3dt AE AmEr] 9s ESFIe 44 5811(Big
(ARP=.011, AA3, 266)=0.967, p>.05). 2vA]  Five)o] A#BAES EAetx, ESFIZF 44
oA SFS 91 8%les T Ay A9y 58208 BAT Fo= HAHA FAd ot
o] frolstAl Z7letg o mM(AR=326, AR3, FFL HAEA AFsPoH, Ao ¥ 7
263)=43.170, X.001; Adjusted R'=.322), =83 3 ¥ 8ol AAstAth. WA, ESFI| bifactor
H 7. K-ESFI bifactor 23t 424 52019 ##EM (V=270

A A A% Q1A
e e
0 -.005 218 019 134 280 169 3337
C -124 -.082 189" 198 027 132 5647
BFI E .004 -.040 .098 -073 -134 -.034 -4747
A 064 -.022 079 036 5417 -.163 4267
N 114 147 .001 031 115 -.162 -8017"

Z ESFL A7) BFl: 42 52291, BFLO:
5921 9)gFA, BFLA: A7 5991 %
X.05, 7 pK.01, 7 K.001

44 58 A, BFLC: 44 589l
&4, BFLN: 44 5821 2l

3

447, BFLE: 44

1745
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H 8 F-A MO Cist AA =z|H2AM (V=270)

Model coefficient Model comparison
B SK Adjusted ® AR F

Model_ 1 (F444= MLQ)
Block 1 - Demographics .000 011 .967
SEX -.099
AGE 055
RELIGION -.031
Block 2 - SFS 416 4227 38881
SEX -101"
AGE 017
RELIGION .003
BFIO 007
BFLC -.086
BFLE -.039
BFI_A 121
BFLN 5597
Block 3 - ESFI 521 1137 10605
SEX -.086
AGE -.016
RELIGION 010
BFIO -.008
BFLC -.011
BFLE -.006
BFI_A -.053
BFLN 2047
ESFI_PA -.095 .004
ESFI_NA -232" 014
ESFI_PB .006 .000
ESFI_NB -194" 020
ESFI_PC 050 001
ESFINC -.079 .002

% DASS: A% AA; ESFL 47|84, ESFLPA: A7 84_3747 A, ESFLNA: A7 84 345 A, ESFLPB: &
184 345 W%, ESFLNB: 47184 244 W, ESFLPC 47184 247 2, ESFLNG 47184 %47 2
s BFL: 47 5291, BFLO: 47 5821 /4, BFLC: 84 5890 444, BFLE: 472 529 184, BFLA: 44 5
290 934, BFLN: 474 5290 174%

s

K05, 7 K.01, K001
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SR X7 G MM ZANK-ESF) EFEIS 917 7S Chet Wete FMoz

0.066]; CFI=.878; SRMR=.057)= &3l &A%
Ash, ESFlo) Qukaclsh gy e we 52
of AH A3, KOS, HAHE 27
of A7 =56, KO0Ds A

[e)

Fo| BA Fr=-47, KOODE, ¢
3 e AH V=43, X.00D)

)

22s FUs A dgdo] folsiAl F7t
&9 o H(AR=422, [=38.881, 7X.001; Adjusted
R=416), $34(3=-0.121, X057 24Z
(B=0.559, 2K.00D)°] fodt dSuAoz
Uebytth 39A A ESFI 891 281S F7}
3 As, 2o AELe folaA F13)
o m(AR=.113, F=10.605, 7X.001; Adjusted
R=521), $34e © ol oA &gk
ANAZ AFe Zadtgoy 943 #o8)
A THB=0.294, 1X.001). ESFI 3}¢] 82l ZojA
= 2AA AHAME=-0.232, K01, SK=014)%}
BAA P5(3=-0.194, K01, SF=02000]
o3t oj=wclo g FelE]rh

lo

= 9

B ATE AgAE 2 HEo )
J3}st Enright Self-Forgiveness Inventory
(ESFDE &=ol= w®ietstal, k=3 ESFI¢

207 AT ¥ BHIES AFHuA 3

Q7 A%, BRR ESFIE AHEoIA
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HstE gRoxs Aol JYJTHWohl et  HIg 7|E =ofoks YX|gcHFehr et al,
al, 2008; Griffin et al, 2018). Z1eju} ESFl=  2010). wiAI9to. 2 ZFREIFE SHlA, SFS
A718AE A7) Aol taf ofgA =7)aL, 9 shelajle AR o]Felx ESH sela
tete, AdHs=AE A - B WF AL & o)
ERoA Jrie s 71 LS BU AXsd ole =% ESFVE 71E A&
%, BSFle AE &3 344 A4 -8 A A= 359 7E9MEE SfstaAs,
AR F7HE ofyet A AA -
cAAe FaE WA TAYRGE AHolM Foh o]’ A= ESHVL AT 8AE T
Aotk ol Auh= = ESFIZF 71 @ AT M SRomt SAEH
T A78A Ared BEEUME, A8 o, A ARle & A - BE - AR
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= Znlo) 4 ESFlE SFSS) 83 A 39 shoR AEsisc

. = H
P s aclFde= 7 FHE Bk ol % w8 FF AES Utk ols A
= ESFZE 71 A7184 HEs o84 8A7F i1 AAMA A 9 AAH B4
3

oF PP BANL HESS dvise, B AP BED & 92
FEgEe 2AZ ANE £ Utk 2A% U 47 5298 SAY o Fol= ESH 3

~
T e

B FHolA ESFle -2, 8¢ 2Ed29 Hakle] #44 AHE Moz A9
© A 3RS BT olH® Ade Al Ade AWML d@esl 44 SR @
A7 2, BY 5 FAA AAMe 2R 3 A9A g SHAA A9d FANEYe
de HRlte AdgdTels ddEkDavis RHoETh F, AV|EAe vnE A<
et al, 2015). FEEF= SHoA ESFl= AF - A4 A} FAHAR, A A7) A=
32 AP ot BA dAs Bou, o9 olsstal thet xdsh=x9t dHd
A7 92 HER ol AIEA W Jbed AYd Aos & 5 gtk o
g Adske AHEe] Adle Bo BAsta H3 Ade = ESFVF A4 549 7
YA EAR 4T 4 doH, o He 1% Ange Ad =79e ST
AZIAA ] AR A A SAo dF Wy

ol Yehste 7heAdS AR, Z2v & B a7 dde e 2 e )
o 277 B2 ol HEHTE A2 E3 g7 AMn: BdA A71EME
=% ESFIO S®ol AEA Aoz g Hrista Adske o ded 2 AAEE
HA &S A, ol §4 #E HE AFeh =3 ESFle A1l A7EA
o} AMEA A e #HEAES FEAHCRE & 9Yd FHoEY Wrishe d XA
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Z1dvize]l #AAE A HAESY I 101-123.
ESFI¢] el =e}t MEEldEE By An A58, AdF, Jud. (2005, =3 49
Al E1E B8t ok uH =] B3t A7 oS i
T, & A7 e =3 ESFI7L AlEE o= ohEAElERlR A 1002,
I EHEE e S TR 28E T 211-225.
Ues Flstirh. = ESFl= =934 8 337], o)L, AXA, 43, o+, a4
2o oA AZ|EAE A7] Al g T (2016, = 71EH SAHE
A, A, AR T 2 FAH FFE T (K-HFS) etg3} A+ shaale[etelX| A
FHo2 Hrdte FoA 71z 247184 4, 21(2), 607-621.
Az} FHHET =3 B A= A7)EA7) https://doi.org/10.17315/kjhp.2016.21.3.008
71&Y #d WIvto 2+ FH3| AwWEA Beaton, D. E., Bombardier, C., Guillemin, F.,
v AR ABEs Adoe "e Ielst & Ferraz, M. B. (2000). Guidelines for
Rk ol= = ESFIZE =u) A7184 4 the process of cross-cultural adaptation
T SA 7E ST B ool e ¥ of self-report measures. Spine, 2524),
A A WEA 2784 FE o 3186-3191.
Aoz HYrists o fis g82 https://doi.org/10.1097/00007632-200012150
Aes AlAREITE O B AFe] 38 EA -00014
3 AT AAEZ uHE o, $& AFolHE Browne, M. W, & Cudeck, R. (1992
ot oefgh Fal, dE, 9 Jos e Alternative ways of assessing model fit.
2 {3 ESFIo| owts) 7hsA ) AAE & Sociological methods & research, 212),
|AS AEF o7 HAE5E FaUt ok 230-258.
https://doi.org/10.1177/004912419202100200
5
A EH Crowne, D. P., & Marlowe, D. (1960). A new
scale of social desirability independent of
A2, olEd, AAL, AL, FAH psychopathology. Journal of consulting
(2013). A71 84 FAxY A L elgsk psychology, 244), 349-354.
AMEFSHATL 14(2), 973-993. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0047358
https://doi.org/10.15703/kjc.14.2.201304.973 Davis, D. E., Ho, M. Y., Criffin, B. J., Bell,
AAd, 283 sk, (201D, HHE Sy C., Hook, J. N., Van Tongeren, D. R,, ...
o] BFI (Big Five Inventory) E}g3} & & Westbrook, C. J. (2015). Forgiving the
Ol1Ztol8l, 32(1), 47-65. self and physical and mental health
Ad, 4L, 57, (2005). Rasch =8-S correlates: a  meta-analytic  review.
o] g3k Marlowe Crowne & AL3]A A& Journal of counseling psychology, 642),
A Az egEl D|EIMMR, 180, 329-335.
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Validation of the Korean Version of the Enright Self-Forgiveness

Inventory for Christian University Students

Eunsu Park Jinhee Yu Wongeun Ji Sung-Man Shin
Department of Rehabilitation Department of

Psychology, Counselor Education, Psychology,
Handong Global University of Handong Global

University Wisconsin-Madison University

This study translated the Enright Self-Forgiveness Inventory developed by Kim et al. (2022)
into Korean and examined the reliability and validity of the Korean version. With permission
from the original authors, the scale was translated into Korean, back-translated, and finalized
through expert review. Data were collected from 270 Christian university students in South
Korea(100 men and 170 women) and were subjected to confirmatory factor analysis,
reliability analysis, correlation analysis, and hierarchical regression analysis. The results were
as follows. First, confirmatory factor analysis supported the bifactor model, consistent with
the original scale, comprising six specific factors—positive affect, negative affect, positive
behavior, negative behavior, positive cognition, and negative cognition—together with one
general self-forgiveness factor. Second, the reliability analysis indicated that the Korean
version of the Enright Self-Forgiveness Inventory is internally consistent. Third, its
correlation and regression coefficients with measures of the Self-forgiveness Scale, the
Depression Anxiety Stress Scales, the Social Desirability Scale, the Meaning in Life
Questionnaire, and the Big Five Inventory provided evidence of validity. Finally, the
implications and limitations of the study are discussed, along with suggestions for future
research.

Keywords: Self-Forgiveness, Validation, Enright Self-Forgiveness Inventory, bifactor model
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