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2¥ 29 FAG A AN LEAFES S
gASF, BF, AR ZEE § 2 ERIEY o
2} thekat Elolel 8] £571%, AR £ Ax,
Ag e 55 B2 dA "o

AHgl A 7ol digh R g2E AW o] 2ol
H7}h olel 28 (Cottrell, 1972)3 A7)-AA] 2
3 (Bond, 1982)°] Yt} T 23L e A}a%sq

it VM 0 4R 0

o, e A9 el 2

A7 Zﬂ/\] (self presentatlon) = *}%ﬂ]ﬂ1
F7] o] w5t & onlah
2] (impression management) 2t1% 3
THLeary, 1992; Leary & Kowalski, 1990).

G A9 VS ARl dete Qe BRI
A AXAY, ek ge A= AAske A

A AT Ado] 9lom(Wilson & Eklund,
1998), th AbgollAl 271 ARalel] tiat Q13- 3

dsl7] Slal Akale] olnlAl & AlAstE 271 ZYH
g 2 zzo] ZFHTH(Schlenker, 1980).
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94460
A7l-AAN AR B AtE 8 (Park,
Crocker, & Kiefer, 2007) 2 %& A3

(Barrick, Shaffer, & DeGrassi, 2009)3} #&

datel HEE JGMRt o} Ax = JHA
thekstA AP vl dh(Leary, 1992). %4

T AR Ve, AY 3 S5 #dsiel e
AbellAl FA2Q oA S A2 9J3do] EAlst
™ (Prapavessis, Grove, & Eklund, 2004), 2
g #AA, AT 2 7K, 55 BAA, AA
© HHo] F7el Wi vt e = Sl
(Bray, Martin, & Widmeyer, 2000; James
& Collins, 1997: Wilson & Eklund, 1998).
29| NIPATE Ay $EM5 EAA B
Qo] AWl H71E wf AAA 58, 9=, U]

A,

HE 9% T80 e AR Hole As T3¢
ot o] Etoluf FAA M E fidehe AR
B 15 Wilson & Eklund, 1998). 3t &
TXG0 A-AA] AR o] rE5E YT} A
EY A o Bl JakS nx|= Ao R Vet
THHowle & Eklund, 2013). &, A7]-AA 4
e FHAY X} Y, A, AAF BT
#do] glem(Podlog, Lochbaum, Kleinert,

Dimmock, Newton, & Schulte, 2013),
A1EEY AT e Azt Al AA 9 &
AR el & MABR o AT} Y
Bt & 4 Sl 3k ARA 3 244 AT
£ 7] fall A7)-AA AR s E719 o A
ke A% AtHLeary & Kowalski, 1990).
Z, AbgEo] BldA o| e 771 Al 57
£ Fofio}l PEo R A s nlgtt. 1

o]‘—



AU 25C0A 341 S FAY vt sk
B2 A= = Aolgta oAl AHgA Eots
Ao =n, olgd AbSlA B9k AX 2 A
oAl AR Eeto 2 AWE 4 gltk(Leary, 1983:
Schlenker & Leary, 1982).

o|Fx A|-AA AR el BE BA &
oA ArE1 A E<9H(Schlenker & Leary, 1982)
%} 34 58 (Baumeister, 1982, 1984)¢l gk
< WA Bk ofe}t s AAERHE AR T
. ]
AEZA PN AFES AA Eqke 7MY d
] A7 3 9= FA o™ (Woodman & Hardy,
2001), 74 E<te] Rl thet ofa o} A<
A5 2AsE7] 9Jste] o] 24 s HHstuAt
o} tH(Williams, Hudson, & Lawson, 1999).

Leary(1992)= 24 &St A7IEAA Y
Ehbe ARSA EQte] dEoE Jfdstetsion,
A71-AA FA o gt osf= AE2 A A
ojvbs 744 Betel 24 e 4 sltta g3t
At Martin 2+ Mack(1996)-&

Ol AE2 ﬂxg %om 71&7} F oleka g
O] Al

>
5
Bl
ol
_’Y;_ll

T AAA 1}71L541Jr J&%% AoE Agket
o AR EEAFEY AIEE HY
PN YErE g lom B &t
Ao tardAo]7] Wi oA B =
A S4E kst ste =77F 2880
FE A Wilson & Eklund, 1998).

o] APAFES &3l A-AA AL A
TEY B A, QAGE o] 9lem, A
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2% 4 gl o mE 297 Adasd &
& 719 5 ot 9910 2 ek 148 1Al
3], AsAel H7AQ AP T As
ol AN AR HAL Aoleke 47 T
e ful (592, B4, 224, 2011)

ol A2y LA BANUHAE

AT, A4, 2017)

2 7 BB A9 97} ) una
E4(Martens, 1977; Martens et al., 1990)&
Leary(1992)7} 7Hdskst ZAE dx[gtt
(Prapavessis, Grove, & Eklund, 2004). °]&
FHANE SENFES A8 A7-AA A% B

1

A7} AT BHE 5 et Tl A7)
A ABE 24a) A £ SR A

Al ARA (Wilson & Eklund, 1998)¢} 44 7]
AA A% AEA (William et al., 1999)7}F 74
H v} g}, WA WilsonZh Eklund(1998)¢] 232
2 A7]-AA] AEA(SPSQ: Self-presentation
in Sport Questionnaire)e AP|-AA< #H A
AT (Leary, 1992; Leary & Kowalski, 1990;
Schlenker & Leary, 1982) 9} 2¥2 *J3ol|xle] 4
Ao 2 Qg ~Eg A MPAFH(Gould, Jackson, &
Finch, 1993; Gould, Horn, & Spreeman, 1983)
=1 7lﬂ&i 7HH‘EJ°*E} 232 A7 AEAE 4
LAY 7= A%, sduz] 55 2%, AIA-
R HE AR AT H= %) 328390 2 FAIE o
ot wHA, Williams 5(1999)<] 74 A7 |-AIAl 4

Z(CSPC:  Competitive  Self-Presentational
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Concerns)< 4891 (E)91 A%, kit oiA 4%,
el F A%, 754 2%) 16892 4]
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SAs71dle A7 o oldl & AFeAE
¥z AP-AA AEAE S8t

olg} o] e AZx A|-AA 4% AEA
S &8sl FedTEe A-AA A% AR
=t 5 A4 3 Ade WA (Howle &
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54 A% EA7- WA 54D
E 2. AEZ RI-HAl 22X 2 238 Jla S4E
89l T AT e ) R i b S e R
1. 92 AEEY 7o 28k RobAl Ed7iet A% H 2.13 91 45 -56
2. THH(EHD & o) AUA Kehe AFE Bzt A3 H 2.20 81 20 -51
3. Y9 AAEE ddsA Sake Al 297y 4% En 2.36 97 .03 -1.03
A2 4. AANAHZE AeH oz FH|7} ¥2 @2 A B8 4 H 2.38 97 15 -94
B AT 4 Jow Ry A48, 227 102 26 -1.08
;]‘;4 6. geletA A71skA Rats gAY Bzt 449 230 91 23 -73
°OT N Eeklsie AAE Hdzk 43 Ed 218 98 .34 -92
8. AFotA Kske AAE 78 449, 2.18 94 42 -.69
9. TN gsl= A BY7 A% 2.21 98 31 -95
10. A5 ot 3o AFerA Sore Al L7 459, 923 99 27 -98
11. U7k 139878 Bzt 4% e 214 1.05 45 -1.02
12. WF AR Aoz Bd7ie A€ 2.15 99 35 -99
13. Y7t SI2% ZAg Rz 59, 210 98 50 -.78
14. Y7t S712% 2Ag Rz A5, 210 98 45 -88
2o 15. W7l 7]%0] SE AAE Bd7pe) A3 d, 2.11 99 49 -84
yxl 16, W7 38sed AAE Bdris A%t 213 1.01 41 -99
& 17 U7k YA 859 A Y78 44 E 214 1.04 .39 -1.09
A% 18 W7t E5HolA 4& AAHE Bk A% E 208 .97 47 -.83
19 W7 5701 550 0 a9 ARE, 208 96 47 -19
20. Y7k oFet A Bz A9 220 98 29 -99
2L It % —;—OVL &1184 O EREE 211 101 41 -1.02
22. U7t A e < Hadtsh Ay et 221 105 36 -1.06
A 23, fUE Qe E% A7 w7k A48, 190 100 74 -67
AR 24, AAH R wjH Ao Fol HU7E AR Ht. 199 1.01 .62 -.83
A% 25, fiUFE 92 Egol UF AAY YT A BY7k 4% 1.92 98 69 -.67
26. A0l =9 w7t 4G, 917 107 43 -1.07
27. SENFEA 40| glo] BRI Ag 9k 190 88 .70 -3l
A% 28, SENFIL ofd AAR Bz AgH 199 92 40 -99
RE 09 /%] FE3| BAE AgHT 207 98 50 -81
A% 30. dF7ol §lo] Bz A% E) 206 1.00 .50 -.90
31. 54| 5o BI7h AgEh 209 95 41 -75
32. AA¢ & A Bz g e, 211 102 48 -92
= Al 1 £ 2ntes yeht 2= Warh o B4 89184 (exploratory factor analysis)
A4 e 259 Aoz vehin, < ANSsE, 8984 W 7 dele] Bse) ¥
&3k Be e Auet 89S Fad
2. B atean tE- BY 4 AuEde Axside TR (orinpal
AE2 AN ARA 9 BEEE A=) 9 component analysis)& AH3IAT, 82919 ¢4



Alg A T2 AlgtEe]l Ug o9 H7tEr) AAH e 2x 2 A-AA] AR #2324 B A 55
< FARRAA 891727t M BEE W7k 891 T .955% YEetoH | Bartlettd 734 A%
AN7)E g 8- (Varimax rotation) < A3 gk fosHA U (p(.001), Q0% =
Abgate] EA4 8T g2 At Aoz AuHT 891 FR/e 89
WA 2x 2 A7]-A A AEAE 32719 23l A= (Factor loading)e] 0.55 Z3shd 3T
2 9QENS AAssinh B4 43 KMO 35 89102 BRIIEH, A¥2 x}ﬂ A= A
E 3. AZX X7|-HIAl Z2X|Q EME 0IEMI} M AZ 2
3= £ 9 R
B 1 2 3 4 v
271-AA 1 729 109 -138 318
A71-AN 2 715 249 088 1302
A71-AA1 3 618 287 239 253
271-AX 5 724 208 1380 058 908
A71-AN6 17 306 127 2928 '
A7)-AAT 644 240 279 204
271-A X8 508 371 227 225
A71-AX9 580 283 1329 185
A71-AA10 589 .398 295 -.057
A7-AA 12 261 690 211 315
A7-AA 13 1303 650 287 205
A71-AA 14 1198 73 130 282
A71-AA 15 327 693 237 124
A7)-A 116 234 585 .396 .262 931
A71-AA 18 321 685 186 191 '
A71-A X119 177 642 295 262
A71-A1 X120 224 630 074 1392
A7)-AX 21 264 598 314 313
A71-AX 22 267 525 370 148
A71-AX 23 202 328 770 128
A71-A X 24 186 286 651 1362 832
A71-AX 25 282 285 606 229
A7-AN 27 230 199 -010 791
A71-A| A28 192 342 417 626
271-A1 X129 268 255 342 638 879
A71-AA 31 261 384 312 584
A71-A X132 1190 .399 282 604
AF%(eigen value) 6.810 5.691 3.952 3.915
FERHY) 21.281 17.783 12.350 12.233 961
FA %) 21.281 39.064 51.414 63.647
KMO Z%= 955, Bartlett x’=7059.174(p(.001)
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CFI=.912, IFI=.913, TLI=.90, RMSEA=.074,
RMR=.0432 eh} 2% 713 H3ug 224
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P71-AA ARl tigk A ag1e] 41
SRl Ax= (&£ 6) A
o AR A eE 771
, YdyA] 4% 932, Al 7=
893, A 9B A% 834% UElkow 7]
JTeVdoz 4 A4 (internal consistency)
o7 Uit T3 gt 7= AT @
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Wt Ay 2 27]-A|A] AA7E gl SF5A5E)

A= B89 5 94 BINS A3 shvk

e Adllete 653= A 26709 3ol =
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o vl F3f et 2ol w=oletuat g
A, A= AlFe gtE Hlash AF e
2718 55 ARL 93, AFduA w5 AR L
93, AA-YR AL 90, AT T 4% 93
o8 UYeith £ dydde 71 55 49e
908, FZ-euA] 55 A% 931, AA- 9|2 7
A 832, Ae H5 AAS 8T9= e
AA A ee 9617 2 A s Bl of
g Aste el S sl 54 LAt
Sk A Aviste 49 WA LA =t et
L2 TR 4 A NS s A=A
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A B 8 B |

Eklund(1998)¢] AFer= 7471

a9lo] bold, FZ-duA #5244 2

A A

2 5ol4 S 2 B Ao
2718 & 4% aclo] 5o, ez F
% A% a9lo] 5ol AA- YR A% 82lo] 6
ol A HE AL Holde aolRdlEs B
Aom YAHEe} W Sgk e QQlRatEo] U
k. o]& Wilson & Eklund(1998)¢] ¥ =7}
U AN E YT 99 5 A AR
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B ARER, Wt Az &
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S7) W2l (42, GBF, o712, 2014) 2%
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m ofo o2l 1 2 N m[o

Eoope B edwy A¥E Ade
X/df=2.634, CFI=%, IFI=94, TLI=.90,

RMSEA=.074, RMR=.(43% Yelstom, B& 73
o] 603 (SRW)¢] =& aRIFslde Ald A= et
Wik E'_°§ Az AhAgAlrE RMSEA(Root
Mean Square Error Approximation), th&gAl4
Q1 CFI(Comparative Fit Index: Bentler, 1990),
[FI(Incremental Fit Index), TLI(Tucker-Lewis
Index)E BlwsltHBrowne & Cudeck: 1993).
CFI, IFI, TLIE ).90 7I50% A3 4202 vebst
S (Bentler & Bonett, 1980; Bentler, 1990),
RMSEAE (05011 £& A3, (08 o]d Hzke A
%LE (109 HE L_I,:_o]tq ».10 o VR Agle
S Uehfn £ A7 Adee A o= Uehith

npA| et 8 AR Y] B AFE A
Hate] ket WS BalA ol FolxoF gt
(DeVellis, 2011)& AgATFe] 7|wrsto] H

A FEHI N AFE fE sl g
e '26‘ 19tH(Steenkamp & Van Trijp,
1991). Bt 75 AT H(AVE)> 4718 5=
A% 568, ﬂ]{" Uizl 4% 580, Ale 1‘%2-‘?
626, A2 4% 625 YT &
AR Ee 771 75 A% 913, 3dudA 4
A .932, Ale 7= A% 893, AA-HR 4%
8342 YR oH 7 7ol e Uid du
d(internal consistency)©] = ASZ VER:
ok gt ope}l NAAEER 7]2().70) (Hair,
Tatham, Anderson, & Black, 1998) ¥t} =%
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F3Ed
AdE, 98H2011). A3 A7H 83k A& the analysis of covariance structures.
ZolH OB A Psychological Bulletin, 88(3), 588-606.
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| Worry How Other People Perceive Me in Competition: The Examination
of Construct Validity in Self-presentation in Sport Questionnaires

Youngsook Kim(Korea Institute of Sport Science, Senior Researcher) * Seojin Youn(Korea
Institute of Sport Science, Analysis Researcher) + InChon Park(Korea Institute of Sport Science,
Invited Researcher) * Yonggwan Song(Bukyung University, Assistant Professor)

ABSTRACT

This study was to examine construct validity of Korean version of SPSQ(Self-presentation in Sport Questionnaires)
developed by Wilson & Eklund (1998). In order to determine the construct validity of the questionnaire that
translated by the primary investigator and bilingual, a preliminary survey was conducted on 35 athletes. After
confirmation process, 297 university athletes participated in the survey. A total of 290 collected data were used in
the analysis with excluding 7 data ,which were double filling and non-answering. The collected data analyzed by
using SPSS 23.0 and AMOS 25.0. Firstly, the descriptive statistics and normal distribution were confirmed. Secondly,
the content validity of the questionnaire was confirmed through exploratory and confirmative factor analysis. Thirdly,
the correlation between variables and the level of reliability were confirmed through correlation and reliability
analysis. Lastly, The average extraction index of the observed variable and reliability value of the laten factor were
calculated by the proposed formular for confirming the construct validity and convergence validity of the scale. The
results of this study found that four factors were identified the same construct as the original scale. It was also
confirmed that 26 questions, 6 questions have been removed from the original questionnaire that obstruct the validity
of the scale, are suited to the Korean athlete. The self-presentation in sport questionnaire, which has been verified

through this study, will be helpful for understanding the cause of Korean athletes’ competitive anxiety.

Key words: self-presentation, concern, competitive anxiety, construct validity
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