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o] Aol A 3A=E Q& £4FEA] REE A Ui 1997). o]y s FAFo= ulAIAE AHstn §A5HA
AREAR] WhE- O 2 A|(Parker & Barrett, 1997), #4194 A7) 7% Power & Dalgleish, 1997)0] ¢l
AgellA 2= Bt} o]dd €S AN Aol = wbd AR} 7ixE= gy]Fo)u B EXO
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SEAE|EE|X]: AL 2 M

Aoz AEol SKingham & Gordon, 2004;
Pines, 1992). FFE B2 ARSlollA B7]A1F L ARl
ERIA £2)3] =2|uj7] ofg7] wizel], /¥ o= o
AsAY ARS|H0R Hs7b ofal BA8d A
Groz oo shsAdo] =t ulEhA] AR digh A

AFRL e} olof] 7]zg

93]

A% 298 WA LA ol B
ke Whg BHOR v BFAN A% Aol B
FAo% Uy, A%E sk 484 54
o A EASE Aol PFHEAL P WS
7Tk WS A9 A5 shs ARAA e
Gl RS Helt di, o] A9 2l )
$A7F T2 Aol A ARk} E, g WA )
A= ARAAH Al el § e ARAS 1
ot Aoz Uehdrh ARE Agehs oleld e
A%e] Aspelstl xe Aow, P43 J4e 2
7 e AgH BAE Es] 98 AR e 4

Aol EA3 A% RE(Jealousy as a Specific Innate

uiEeolgta AwE 4 gloh
(Buss, 1992; 19%; 2000). FAde] 7, olo|7} #Ale]
A3 AARIA] galetr] ol o8t §4d B
(paternity uncertainty) -2 <18 At oo Az
BORE)0] HAe] AEdAle] AR S1P8 4t &
BE o]& WAE] s A7 B Al
she Alsol mie- RIZSA wkgeta A W
g9 A, 2Rle] ofel& AR F4tel7] kel B
Aol et £33 A (maternity uncertainty)©] $ith o
21 23 ddo] AR Ao Al A A, EAH AdS
Agshe AL 7T F Ade v o447 HAMA
NHHAE TIAT|= A AAg) 1 A3, s
& Aol WAL v A ARAE P A8l
A o gol HEsh A FA Rz, 945
& A7) Aol thE o AXA JAWAE L7

\=] fe]
4o 4H $AS

=gl © gol ARs BAY Pl ugs
£ A35)o] gk
AP el AR Juel A% Aol mlF

(Schutzwohl & Koch, 2004; Shackelford, Buss, & Bennett,
002, vgzss 5d dE F=(Buunk, Angdeitner,
Oubaid, & Buss, 199%6; Harris & Christenfeld, 1996), 3=

(BRA oAl 2006, 2007, 3=, 2006, 7w, 2004) &
oft] Ygks tidoR ¢ AF-E5olA d&HEA J5HU
E]— )\40] L]—LqE‘—_ EH”'OE 7].}\]—Z4 }\]Urﬂg_ ]%3].04
/ij‘ H;g )\1—51—4,]- Z—l}qﬂ Hx‘g Jbl—%]— = 01‘:_ )B%]— ] x].

A A ¥ H27HE AYEtEs o A¥ $d5S 4
A BA A AAel B Agl ] ARE =
7N, AHES WHE A2 FSET XA A
B A o e AFE =AY Husigith A% A
ol o] olFd Adak= 3)R7]ZF(electrodermal

skin activity), ®2Hpulse rate) ¥H-3-ol 3l A]SA %)
ATl E T SR FEe FEU Y A4H

T Age] dellA, oA sEU] AMA 9% 4
G5 e o 957 53wkl o] = UE
WYoHBuss et al,, 1992).

e Ao R AHRAe dis] AFE
o] =zlthe Aaks duEA BaEa gEed= &
Tetar veprie} kel A77E eld Aew L}E}kk

o s ojshge] 49, el 6007 A
o tial FEThn WA W, Fe) e B30
2 g2 Zo2 YA ov(Harris, 2003, Buunk et al,
o06), @ el AS, 526t AHRA Aol g
AEria v@:—%s}am(ﬂm 2000). ]2 8 AT A3}E
w wgHoR et Aol

4 73} ag] ;OE/] /H;(]_v__

el e s Bl o
Fao] Faupgon Agstel ARl Uelt A}
8- 23bd BAAE I el A% Aol A8z}
si4re] Anel 4 gk F48keirHDeSteno, Bartlet,

Braverman, & Salovey, 2002). AH8l&34 o4 F
A ZoF A9 T o]E(social role theory)d A
3] A4 ©]&(social dominance theory)S & 4 Ut} A}
3|98 o] BollA & ) ALS]A aEelA HARE gt
= 9o AEH Fxd 7IQlgtty] Hot vhy ke
eE 9% e Bl glom, ol|gh ALEH HEe]
Zpol7} WAIBHE A sl JolXE A7t AAY
T vkl BStHEagly, 1997). 3, ARS|A|u) O]ioﬂ
w};n’_\gj /Hagqu_ #EE AgA EAA e A

A= w3 S0 ARSlelA UERRE ARl AJuje] A
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20 7 ERTHSagarin, Becker, Guadangno, Nicastle,
& Millevoi, 2003). © Yo} #A =2 x| 22 A
AHEE 33 dojddol e PAYFE 23X
S HAET FEYY AdF A4 dis) dFE ¢
ol 7= Ao B tHMurphy, Vallacher,
Shackelford, Bjorklund, & Yunger, 2006). &3k A 7
Fol gl ool wls) 4 Aol e ode] FHEL
o] 4 FAel digt AEE AA e AoZ e
ST, e, $Hd4, 2004).
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& AFE Qs dAsk= AEA O e 3
Wt Je BAE Al ARl A WS A &4
A B2 el gk E9F vkl vl fAkeh @
< Ak

238 (personality)& el eAIE Egts) 7912l gl
33S w)x= ek EA(Clark, Watson, & Mineka,
1902 w9 Mel(Buss, 1998 Little, Burt, &
Perrett, 2006) % IATS%=(Botwin, Buss, &
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Welo g A vk gurEoR I
A T AU 2 AETA A
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9= Aoz YeptthDavies, 1996; Wan, Luk, & Lai,
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Mo wat M2RID ARIRHOl AN FHel R0 ojxls ¥

a A, A A2 dAGIAREES 23hHE R 9
o, A 5 S
A5 @A
Al A e AAIIAIRE 29HE 92
A7 4™ 317%, A4 365%), ‘Aol dH
A8 {Uok7E B804 85%, o148 2.8%) 2
. HAE 2o Aolddel e SHARE 1647,
ojAFo] Q= Al o5 oz ukal At Al
A Aolob 3 ANEF 7F Apoli= {lSiTk

o o mlo

o

FIFU e o

¥ 57

A

devske) o, 44
I 52 =
Uste] AojpAE sk
Abol fItF, ‘“AE 52 T, ‘AL WAGIARS
¥SHE W o

HHFE A

AR LR

F ¥ e H%P@l Byt B4 4

& A4 LA A

18] AHE-E1 K DeSteno et al., 2002).
AFATE Z4s17] Slal 44 54 3l gt $
95 T, A B A gig $HE TR 3§

297 FAol uigt A5 H4(Sexual Jealousy Score)' &
AESle] A4t S E AR A gk AR} e
AL uEtkBuss, Shackelford, Kirkpatrock, Choe,
Hang, & Hasegawa, 1999). Buss$} 19 S85(1992)¢]
ATl e 9 283l g AF=E Cronbach’s o=
R, £ dgoA AEE SA] f8 AHEE 3
#89] Cronbach's a= 872 eI

oto|AA 47 A

S 2HE UYo R Stef gFEshek g of
oA AN E ARESIATHOIAS, 1991).
o] AR AAHA e (psychoticism), <134
(extraversion-introversion), 27354 73 (neuroticism)
A H9Adliet 22 ol 7R AAAE S8k
BlEdrox A=l Atk 2t &3l il ‘ol (1%) =

U (0= SHsh 4 23 9 A,
Zk Aol E3hs £35S HA4E A $ v 7H
ALY RS AESIESE Hollrh £ ATl E
S99e ALdT Al 7HR] AR ARete] #EX
< A3 e ofol A AR} mEs AT
M= BAIRA A3, SII-E, ABFH B
A Z99] Cronbach's a a2 242 67, .81, 340]92

o, & Aol A2 7, &, 86% ekt

ololA A AAAA ATE nlgto =z el AAEA
S Hrlstaat & w AAF 23S A" 2 A Fdo
gtk Hlasfs et glon, AT dREe] A
b 99 9 A e HHAEY 2] F2
SHeAZE AAH A )] 2 g oy oA
i QIEHOlE, 1991). ol & AyelX= AR 24
HgolA At Featgetel A FA dig AT
of Fge A JARA FALAEG A5 9
) A AAESE 9 0 g Bt
A s AP H T, 39 25 P
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szl s Al AfS] 2 M2

% HZ(Love Attitudes Scale)d AMESIATE o] A% AR HFES 918 Cronbach’s a #h& AFESIILE A4
o7l AREE ) RS R s F 27 do] W AR AlRE 2 AF9 AolE st
o] Fgog FAFo] Ak 7 g X*O% 82 g WMAEL WAE s Y8 SHAE AT AE
CHIRDAMFE & 2806714 53 SAEY & A AAET

T2 SR 2 AEAE 84 A e EYE go= el ulel ARG Ao gt n|
AZPshAA B EE QT E oA ANEEL 9iA 3k7] Sl

RE @A o)Al Fol obd A H Ao EHE
o)

W2 st

]
g
=4 721w fi} BE‘i. hal
Aol aFA & ThsAdol we E¥el SHEEE B ol dEe vAE Hidew YKl - 4
o] 3k AAe) FARIE A7) s Ardatel Ak
Zhzke] ARl ddehe =@l Aes st s ¥ % AEid] WA Haws 43S &

of, 2 kel Ak =eE ol AR A¥el AT T 39 5% A9t a9l 25%(WEE A
2 RS ofngth AFfrEdl dgehs £ Ee] o @R Eete] ARk FAAo®, g Jdl
ZE W ool v A el ME ERtEgA AF 52903 241, o 289), WId el 4004
2, vhe deE A st we Bl Holtk(REl 119, oA 29)e] ERH ATk
A AR, Ui ARl wAE gE dells HIe

T
el
-
E:i

N

Ol HTHARA A, Uz ol <Al

WaL Akl 2] AR, HISg wilAdS 71 AFEET

g AFFehs Aol FTHASA AR, the 9E o Muol mp2 AE MR 2 AR

siMetd 717 e AS Fe 5 ATHolE AR

s°l itk F 1ol el mE g el W AR 44
B odgolA AR AR SR8l AR g9 2 Al §8e] A4t AAH] k. YAdo] o

Cronbach's a #& AAA ARG 67, 314 A 61, Aurh JaRAe] g %7t EAHR frejvsh)
oxq /\P/L 74 oH?G /«}EL 82, /\EI%XJ /\}_F‘J— 74 34 =o 7401 1/]'15]-‘/]":]'(1(187 08 < 01). /Kétgoﬂ alra.

A Ab SR UEhgTh 784 AR AEE AF 4ARAT ARF S §380)] 9ol REAHo §o
= T2 F 184S AAZ § AEsden, 1ol mjsl zlo)rb Yehdtl AR glo] oAdo] YAlR
frio A wFAREshs cilolstd el #stef A g A7FA HEAe] frolnlehll Ekom(4187)=-269,
E2e o] svpsitiet: A Wil A S8 < 01), AFFREo] oA o] WA uTh A8 A}
S o8 Zlolthol #8lA Ak Ui ARAC e o gol sh= AM18N=-40, p< ODOE et
2 ogdabA] Rato] v AFER EoR AAE v wm GAe oA @44 AR o ®ol = A
A7 wiell(Z2L3], 1996), 2 AfolAe= AFEE o7 LERITHAISN=7.14, p< 01)

Afste & TFS AT 734 ARES 3
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Mol w2t MAXRIT ARIFEO| 45 BHo| Lo ojxls Fg

T 1 Mo w2 AF MR 2 ARREe A EEHAL
FAAN=82) A (IN=107) ¢
HAEZHAD HHEEHAD
A5
A2 HAe A% 1.20(1.32) 0.51(0.97) 4.08"
34 A4
Qg e 11.56(4.30) 10.84(4.37)
AN7RZEA 73k 10.62(5.09) 12.84(6.01) -2.69”
A HEEA 2.35(2.00) 2.08(1.78)
A 3
A A 21.99(3.96) 21.453.97)
34 Ak 13.78(3.50) 13.50(3.23)
ol & Al 16.32(4.66) 17.12(5.19)
Ae-H Al 18.88(4.43) 21.42(4.17) 4.04"
274 Al 18.91(4.86) 18.84(4.73)
A AL 21.29(4.72) 16.79(3.96) 7.14"
T p< 01, A B AR H(Sexual Jealousy Score): HF7b =S&FE AF EA i3 AR} 22 AL ouiEy
02 A% Ao U3t AFES u(H5E): 0~3). AFY- NI A9 B AF7t 2853 P o] 4
g A o

p< 0D, o83 Az BAX R fofvlg & Zi }OE

Po] AAHr=-21, p< 05). AN} AJgrgazke]  Apekal Gojuldk g7 Ao
TAE duuy, oS-l f84 A= 24, & 3]

p< 05)9] A= AH Aol ldlom, oA Al I 5% AR 2ol AF kel yERITH= 31

o,

1L A% 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
2. 9AH Al 08(.15)
3. FEA AR -12008) -13(-09)
4. Qo)A A}t 211D -10-12) 11(-.03)
5. A8 ARF .08.07) 12605 19327 .05(04)
6. 2 ARF —07267)  367(327)  .0109) 16(-10)  .14(10)
7. @ANF AN -06.08) 347(397) -20-25T) 2214 02:-25T)  437(407)

8 9 A-Ekd 33700 221(23) 24702 -25°-12) 1402 -02-02)  -.14(07)
9. AAZA A -11(17) -10(.10) 2031 14100 .10(.09) A1) 07014 -25'-18)

10. A A ZA8EA - 03(-.10) L04(-.06) .17(.03) -01(.10) 230712 126210 13(-15) -07¢-04) .04(-17)
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The Effects of Personality and Loving Styles on Sexual Jealousy

in Sex Differences

Jinsun Hahm Jang-Han Lee
Department of Psychology Chung-Ang University

The purpose of this study was to examine between-sex differences and psychological variables devoted to
within—sex differences by investigating the effects of personality dimensions and loving styles in romantic
jealousy based on evolutionary and psycho-social perspective. 189 university students were asked to complete an
imagined jealousy scenario and then collected data were analyzed by using correlation and regression. Results
showed that between sex—differences in jealousy was replicated by men reported greater sexual jealousy than
women. Extraversion-introversion and storge were predicted of sexual jealousy for men whereas mania was most
predicted for women. In addition, the moderating effect of extraversion-introversion on within—sex differences in
jealousy was supported, but primarily for men. Relative to men with introversion, men with extraversion reported
greater jealousy about partner’s sexual infidelity. These results demonstrate that individual differences such as
personality and loving styles affect sexual jealousy for men and women in different ways.

Keywords: sexual jealousy, personality, loving styles, extraversion-introversion

1A Mg 20104 32 8
THEED Hed 20104 ¥ 18
AR 2bged 20104 8 24

- 1238 -



=]
3%

Z2X|(Jealousy Questionnaire, Buss et al., 1992)

[}

Auzle
Fale] A AT YA, BA AT Sl B o 2a A 93 AdF Al oAwAE 44E 24
AlQ. WA e S AR Abge] PAlolsle] thE ofm Aol A B41e AHIA Helrks AL Stk By
HAA L.,
B 1 Polol BAS U JH0R AFHAG S4 Ik (@ 3 Tole A0
o HeAlE 2710 vk sk A

Ao} EUZE O AR 4

el 449
(W A8 HE} 1 AR 2 NS AT ek 3

T3 2. Folo] Bale o &8 7k (8 el 27138 F=4A1L)
(h FAe BEUst O Alga 2 AAANE AEsk Qrka A

(nh L ARs) Aol ml gale) SEUE ek A

7ok Aol B © S48V T2 (@ 2ol

13 FHAD)
O ) UL ThE A das s 23 ke ek 2
(th 18] UL e Aol A Ze olge A7) Al Ae e A
* AR SR o 9 B B 1, 292
SIFAME b neke Slal AR Rk B3

124 -



