SIREE &R T 4

- 4 X — TV DR%

B OH B T

A study of the relationship between body image

and the perception of body

by

Masako Fujita

I.AENE &

KT 4 + 4 A—Vbody-image & 2R BEAIFESTES

DERIZDOVTH > TVWAXENEETH- T, S

E BARGEIZERENT W3, Bender,L. & Silver, A.
(1948) 12 kB &, [HMADHL DT Y 2 # )V bgestalt it
Bk LR E V) —EDEPEIBANC Lo THRESh
RELLTUOEDDNRY =V %D HIF, Zhidfz
A ZBIREILL T B, H 2 22 TIERRMOREICH

EENTOBEDTH-T, ZHICHERRHECERITHR

R &AM LCEBRAIDY, K74 - 4 A-VREEL
TWwlo TORL VBRI, BUW, PR, EH, #FRE
BBLT, FEHELTOGHHPERA L LTD HEAD

RRELVIFBETELTLEDTH 5, 2 hIHENESE,

Tabb, MADTEREEORENSML STV,
ZHEOFLVBBRIISINFTIZELZDTIRE L, H
BEEoFICHEEsh, BERFLVWERZEBEL, A
D, 2L THEBIERZIEBHL Wz &Izt s, 2
DERIIBEMIT2bhsz sy, BEEBNLZBEL
Hbo BT 4 + 4 X—TJIIMELRBROBFITI
INEDEENFEADEDTY 25N b ES > TS
DThbo)] EXRF 4 + A A=VREBTHTWVE, &
EHPERFARRIZE LT B2 LR, 2ZICABNE
REBATVELEZZRLIHATEDTH B, K
T4 = RAF )T 4 EDBEBIIOVTEL OFEEY
EVHATETED, 2OELEIFHEERD 5 DITKE
xh3,

LW,

1) HhepRIEEL 2% 2 55T, Sheldon, W. H.

& Stevens, S. S. (1942) % Kretshmer, H. (1923) 5
EE RS DRI & AMSEEME  DBE AL &>
& L7

(2) GEE2MERG SR EDEHENBEORE L&
L EZ BT, HHEAORE L ABEREOHEE:
BEAL &9 & U7
(3) SHEMS ¥ SHEEICET 55— X+ 7 4 BiC
BATEABAIF D5, ZORBALELDHF, Adler, A
(1930) DHEHEROHERTH 5, F2I1E, FEDY)
Wiz &b, bEBEBEBIERILVIZ L, 2
DEANZETBEFIIH LTI/ FATHELEL, #HE
FIZH RO RAANDBE D FIZ OV THAL TV S
A, ZhiEHERG BRI TVWE VW) DT S,
4) SEIIEMEEZOFEE TIIERNOE®RLE - TV
50 NBIZ I Y, SENEEZENBREL2OF DS 2L
Lo TEDEILLTEMRNLRARZELS 52 %
AEIETIUHTH-> T, BHMERRETIIEEKIZD
WTOLHEZENHRAOBLFEE > T3,
(5) RF4 A A=Y RARNTEEHEbZILT B
B/, K74 -4 XA-VRDENERE LTSGR EER
L, BFESOHFKIIT sRECREICES LS b
TWHHETHALITEE L TWE, HAIRRKET 31
DRTEFOEEH 5 DK 2 HERIHGILT 2 20
IFERL ST BDTH-T, ZOADLMEEBD
FCRICBEEP DBEELBARTH L LV I EH 2~ T,
INEARNL, MELEIEL TS,
DEDOTmNA S 55, BEANZEGE LTI, 3)2(5),
TEhbLEEEELR T, - 4 A=V DRE, %L TK
74 A A=V EREN, FERMNZEET 3200
DHELL Th D, BHHEER - BEIURDZ L L H5,
BEOLVARLIGEOER, 2L TEEL S5 AEE
DERE VS 2_HOBERODELETH 525, HIED
FHirE LTB)3), Fiz, K74 - f A— IV OEERD
B, 2L TINEYF—Y a3 v ADEALWIFED



EhB3DTREVREEZ S,
I.B® % B &

BEAAFEBTEHEDHEIIDOVWTEH > TWRA R
BTHERT 4 A XA-VEAETHILEEMNELT
W5, 200D ENERE LTHIEL ) 5 846RE
RRETHILYE—OBRET, Rz, 20GKRET

BE S h iR 2 BMET U, SSHRE2BED,
Tz, M- TEICEORICRBEShEahrERAZ L.
&Y, P4 A A=V EHABELLEILTEIOT
bHbHo

IR ERE R T4 - 4 X -V ORRL2ER
THEODDFHAEL L TOREKRE B /28 20,

Table 1 The Homonym Test of Bodily Concern

% Neutral word
yA Stvlv?:(lius Body Ward Non — Body S, Stvlvx(')"l‘_‘éus Body Ward Non — Body
1| 1< 36 |5 & 9
2 w b r 5|8 B ®OF 37 ¥ A v e R & B
3 B 9 K A&|H® HEH B 38 * A3 0| B M £ ®
4 » R B B 39 ¥ A L A2 F A - AiHE
5 » o 5 B C- ] 10 z 5 & |B % # X
6 MW | X ’ L 41 ¥ | = 13
7 » 4| & M 42 7 ©w Cik R B ®
8 » A o KRR S ] 43 Fwb s |k B A &
9 » A ® A | TR R 7] R 4 7 ow XA |k B R #
10 = » A BYT-BE JHRS - B8 45 7z | B #®
11 % | & 71 46 ¥ | L 5 -
2 |&x ¢ 5 |k H % R 47 Ak D5 |BED3 %o
13 & I L& & Bilk-&hk 48 b5 5| A - 2
14 g o T 5 |M I R - RAT 49 2 3 & 5| R & B
15 7 oo ® vl & X 50 > | R (o) NN - EFooE
16 ¥i{& A £ £ |: 51 % | A T W
17 5 R M| B R KB - ER 52 T A » A |H A B &
18 5 b AL M ® M 53 T M EA|BE R B #®
19 S > AM|ERAE E - 54 b3 5 | M $#l
20 z & | B B 55 4 5 x| ® % B #
21 {9 x5 L A& 56 MW o & » )
22 & v g o |H @ Bk - Bk 57 e 5 LA & AR
23 & b T E B b 58 Z.oe 5 %A |H R A &
24 a A R E @ # A 59 173 v | B K- (%)
25 L | B - i 60 & < e < XY £
26 3% | H. 5L w D 61 X | » A
27 L » (K|8 % pUf - FEfy - EHEE | 62 238 Z| A 1E
28 L & » 3|F E b T2 50K W | 63 i & | -3
29 Lw o> |H @ H & 64 43 [NV VAE B 3 5 R
30 L » & 5B B E 65 X Au UV o|s B X %
31 ¥ | L 66 3| r
32 L &5/ B A B 67 % e | B 4
33 LAB: S| & K HE -5 BR 68 ¥ W B8 W
34 ¥ v L ¥ TF FE Bk -BE |69 % $ |k B B
35 vl <& ® Ll 70 B3 5 LB & BE - B

m.#M % 5 &

1. BFEREOFE LHEHE
RFs A A=V RHETHDD4DDGHRE
@ @ ® @ &, this-THEEELL252D
n2->0RE (B, ® ZRELL
@ L1k % body boundary Kt 1
PEEE KUG barrier
@ SHERRIG2 HE#BKIG penetration

® H{EKIRL bodily concern

@ &ikHIH+ 7 ¥ Abody cathexis

® %%Minferiority feeling

® BB general -activity

HWEFELLTE, QL@DEdiza—Vyy v/ -
7 A b Rorschach Test, @M=D ICRABREBET A+
Homonym Test, @D /= icHGHE A7 Y A FA b
Body Cathexis Test, ®+ @D 2=»IZY—G (RHEHZ
FN7 4 FEERE, THES) 03 sEHE 1L GoM



R, 284V,

2. BEHEZICOVTHHA
BB R L LT barrier K& & penetration Kt it
Fisher, S & Cleveland, S. E. (1958) # &% &
5 2 5F%1Zbody boundary L WIBERZRHWTE 2 T
BY, TORROBEOEFICLALLEY, T2b
b, HARNREBTTVABBRLLTES 2 254
(barrier XI5) &, % OER P 2MHEIZ2 <A
BUEBESNTLEI LWIZETEDS 2 5545 (pen-
etration Xi%) & A H 5L LT3, ZDbarrier Ky
Y penetration K6 ZRADIZT—NV ¥ vy - F A b
RWTEY, BITHE, SoR% ELBORY S &Rl
T, I—FH 1 ~XETIRIZOVTRTWS, =2U
BROBROMFIIERL Y, MAOHTHEIZENE
sHibkLTw3, %H, 2D Fisher & Cleveland D HF
R®iE, 585 FEUZE D Doctoral dissertation
(Landau
cki : State University of New York at Buffalo -
BY) TEESIKVPZENTVS, BELD DD
F—BIXRED Table 3I2RT BNV THS, SHB T
D& IZIB - Tbarrier KB, penetration RStz
BALL, BEOWRAEARE, DLBEREYRIG, i
BN RS,

MR CHE T IROBEH2E4DBEE L
KIZRT 4 A A=TD) b HGHBABELEWET 3 7%
Bz, FFEAELIOVTHREREERE] 2V
The Secord Homonym Test of Bodily Concern
(1950) #5 Y, FULETH 2P BRORZZET, L
Y- ENERE LD B

. Colombia University, Massen, Siera-

index (stimulus

Table2 Body Cathexis Test

ROGEHIZOWT 1] (2RIFETLL, BoTwTlh
b &ho72LB)) AT (ETHMBELTWTEER
BI) £T05EREICEHET 5,
1. % 2. H& 3. &% 4. F
5. BRAHX 6. & 7. 18 8. Bl
9. ¥ 10, Bk 1. v =X+ 12 &R
13. #h 4. ¥ 15. 2 16. E#
17. 2% 18 19. BOh 25 20. ik
21. & 2. 5§ 23. 4 24. B
25. B 26. K3 27. B 28. 1t
29. BE(R) 30, 32¥hyh 3. < BUB 32. W
33 B 4. prw 35 B 36. HEE
37. & 38, fRRE 39. MR 40. 0¥
41. %3 2. 5 43. kE “ BoLs
45. (Z5L %)

’

THWEL TV TEESR

s MBS % & D RIGHEI, & 124 BA%1T,

o

—15—

word) — finger (body-word), book (non-body))
—BOHBRELERL TV5S, ZHIZFEEVEVD -
OERTTRETH 5 D THANIER T E 2RE 2R
U7zo EREEEROS» S GRNHGE & IESARNBREDE
BUHEALTWSE K ASERBELELL, 51220
IBEKHEHENBLEZSNBBIEHIZODWTFHE
FEZL, 20%0 Lod FPEAENERIZER L TW» 556

DEEIZ, UDPHELZNZ CFAFEBET A 2 ERX
Lf(?ﬁﬁa@#%dé%%lﬁﬁ % |3 Table 1 @
LBV ThHS,

NG 7 Y A ERFET 572912, The Secord-
Jourard Body Cathexis Test ®HZAZER% H v -~

(FRig, RFEOEHEFGERUHE 2L L& T—&
LEbDEFHELRE), ZhidTable 212/ T X512,
SRS 5 W IZH BRI OV TOLER IZx L T,
ERFETEL B> T NS &P T1] 25, &
B [5] &30 ETO
SBRIEFICHCHHME T 527 A b TH 5,

3. BEOMEDILE

barrier 35 & penetrationfF fi i, &4 ORI D
REt, SR BEEO OB/ AL (BAENFEEEK / (56—
ZHEBH)) X100 THEE L, kA1 s ¥ 245EHD
P, 1EGHEETHEb LA, 21T, BIERE
OB 2B L 2,
4. WBES L URENE

4EERIRFD 2 FA31L (BF84, KTF238) "H
BETH D, AEREIE, TAT, DAP, SCT4.E
2EDT, Wﬂwﬁsﬁﬁbwﬂ%ﬁlﬁ(ﬁﬁétx
ﬁ:&é—ﬁ%@ ¥TTHhb,

V. &

1. SERENOER

Table 4 22U 2 P SHEROBMEIZ >V TH~S,

Barrier 8 Rld 3 M2 5295 £ T L, % DFHIE,
13.58TH 5%, 1SDIYVKREVEI6LT, SGiFMHE
FUESNRFERTTVBEBEL LTE52THDY, 1SD
FVPEVEILET, MRINA LR TIERE L
THBZLiZD BV,

Penetration 513 0 ~115 X Tz L, % DY
3274 5 5TV, 1 SDEVKREVEIISET, &
AR R IRBOMEIL 2 CEBICBEBShTLES &
wﬁﬁﬁébfuéﬁlSDuT@4znué<:@;
ILEERIEA B LR

FIERFET A M IC ;6%{$E’JB§L~LOLW$6&
HE ETIZ0~100iz3 /35 b Ths A, EFIL

£



Table 3 Fisher and Cleveland Body Boundary Scoring

I. Barrier Response [EEEFIS

1 K
(1) »5Wa&EGIEBarrierBris %5,
Barrier E LTHBEIZEB3DD I 5 THEIPFIIOF TR AIRBOH 2B T L RDLIITE B,

eNA Ry 7 DFEROKME cBhUEKEDA BWrA PFLRDKH
EE IR BY e L—ZANDZVDI— bDBYE  erobeDBHK
cFEDHHIETE DI 2RO CFH/ELEA FEADA

e HBHLLAVHKRVY 9y ZZARIIWAEE < ZhLVOPREDILBE HFRALSRATLIESTVEIEY
e DM DDOHEM

(2) KizKEEOHIZ Y Barrier BHE 2550V DA B D TERELET 5,

H—FNDELSD, #=FIDbsI 2284 LW IRBIEISBTL 20 THEMREEEL 2, KETLHE
HRENZVWLDELTIRRDE ) 2HIFH 5,

MR &l @FEASRL B o M EELBE

2 @

1) BEBEFH-72052VEE5 LOBRENIEY 5L 2068 HL L5, ZOERRBOAN T T —
A, B5 LY, HEFSS, BICELI 22 WIIENCEENLROBMCBEFRL YA W) Z LiE, RE
EEBF-TVREEVIERTHELVIFEERCEITNTVWS, RIZZDLI ZEHDI R N b5,

e T XY biT «XDh cBBLEh ev—Fy b “AHVY chBlE
o 0K V24 o X1 o 25 o P —/N— o i
*b<5H « X% D cHWVI B clhz N xF o iR E
o k¥ Wik e XVE Y U LXK eHE5L
cHHENRZ == * T4 KV RVYFY o EXUPE +<FY
s 77 UADIZ o EHU XEH5L e VY xhhZ ‘LEE

(2) HMOEALBMTH->TYH, ZOBY, READBAML, FIXE-eh, REFDD P, LEFHE LD
ZEDEBBABASN TV L EIBRL L5 20 A — FNOROK X Ehiz,

cFETEEbhIE O ¥ | LEDHAE

(3) B#5% & 243 covering category lIZEH 5N B, AL, PIEZVRISIBTL 3D ThRItsh
#, ZORPSOBPHTL ABARBRICE - 20 RICAF S 2L 2EMOR 28T 5,

o D8 U cfrbxxH (THH) S FELSY

3 BHZEThTWAZEN, & o lkzs e Sl 7= TH Fival o &

4 HPDEL-TWEAY, *BUFADLEF-20T o BERR U =& e H U HN—  oHEWLF)
5 {R#EL T\3HEMH, o BRI (BaEosticoidrk) o« K=& o5

6 REOEDAFTEFEDL S TVARIKELTWAMT, £BVDEIZIDTEFbh TV,

sy vy fHE  eFHOUSs v ME  cEHH s kAVEEEA

7 vbhTwiY, AEF2Z2FhTwAY, BaEBshTwaH,

cEHIIbBWh LR — W cFHELRENSEA JEIZELNAEK MBI ENTVWAA

« 2 THEEHLIAEAKR CHDEDPLESLDFVRTVRBEA s RDBITVBA

cBHVL IPVHME L k5 2B« XAEDOBEOMICIEE E oA

8 B5 LWASBROBLEED S 5, BHE TV AHEE  cEE BT

9 MWHE (X7, Kill) 13BSI2%5 5V, LIENIEY containg attributes % & DY) (ABE, RITH,
Oy y b)) BEBECES Lo Y, BRENED- TBarrier I 5NB X518 5 7%,

«7 vk e lT CIAXE—DEK e A FIEIHEE «T—F

10 MEOHLAREY, 3oV THERIIEBRAIIEE2V, 22 vty b ~ifEH




Barrier Kt DB I

chH e )V e R—JVEDF BT e DIF & - e —FDLEOWIE o1l
oK T AT Y—Y « A e F/ XL (AT —V)

B e (BDIF) xy (B»2) &» XY o B2

0B ELRT < IZ5K BB 5 7V IFAE o« BRI e (PVRZEED) TW
BN TR e hD5 « AL e I A Z FNAH eKIZHZE Nt H

II. Penetration Response E@ERIS

AMOSE RBOMEZ HE NI 20T, FERIRBESATLEIDZ L) BIERE

A (HoNEOERE, BE, BRE VS X—Y,

cAEDSRVAEEH «ZUHTENABNIIS sDoRENEIIRER o FOA, 2BHOK
BEB D ONBIZAY 2, &2 WIEREIR 5 SMINEB VIR 5 20 0FECRE R HBTAT 54 A -,
oE SHIFY cBWAO < AO < FEO

B C I RBIIEBLAY, 2hhAYLRTVWHIORE*ED4 A — Y,

HHEDDEL VRN e nhbibLABENLIEZE cRrsH

Penetration of Boundary KIGD¥ 7« 5TV —

1 dVT0Vzy, [WL2r2EYOANEZY, HLADTE3EDICHVWSMZOERT 58D,
cBENTWBR MV TWBEA *HLUVEBLTWERX DR EIRVTWEIBOT
CEEROXMLTWAN  cOEBTTRBAN < KEKATO 28

2B, KE DoV, FBETHADIORFEIFHAEIBRIILES L,

2 ¥h7=v, FEILAY, B@ELT, L2 SWNEICEIETS L0,

LV MNMVEHR o (X)) HEERFELBL THBE o BE ORI < tIEA L =Bk
- FIRONER o SEiRfEE]

3 HhY, ihky, Bownky, ZHilioTLE- 8RBTS0,

DRSNS (&) & o IFA cBowniBOA cHlxhiHBoA cMiEFHLTWBA
I AEAMOKE

4 BAOZWE) ZHEREICHAOL TR aE5R, 222 560A0A5HWHFH LHESh 84,
EAZLOBE  cHPLSREBTERE chEMIR b

5 YABBIOELEEE R B,

« ALFY - EHE «FO N} CDEFEZY Bil EIE o B &
6 EELLWY, H5VE, ThoTHENBEIBEROIMIHB LD,

e hiAFL e i o Bk bS5 rVANDBH

7 EHZLD, cHFHMREEBLTAHZD s BHLER

8 Penetration K DEINF

KD ETHE AT EEH CRDH WYy b CNFIAFIZERELEI b g
FlEHHINBEDI— b cFLESLVTTYUIININ CNFGINTIL - PR
CFO AR 0 cAOE kiR AhEREND (0D<) Bt
s Zbhbhigk «HBoOAO fEELTVWAREDA

I. Barrier & Penetration DEHICHBORIS

sZbhlekrvgEiA o BB S h - s ZhhilEUA




Table 4 BFEREICEAT A3BRBEDER

& Barrier Pengt- Concern Cothexis I G
/\( ration
1F| 10 2 64.200 . 2.51© 5 6
2 Fl 200 2 66.07@ 2.290 18® 13
3 F| 260 3 33.930 2.89 30 17@
4 F| 200 1 57. 14 2530 11 14
5 F| 18 2 62.50® 2.62 8@ 40
6 F| 18 3 62.50@® 2.84 15 7
7F | 14 3 50. 00 2.89 6@ 12
8 F 8 2 64.81® 3.13@ 40 12
9 F 30 4 39.29 2.98 7 10
10F|1n 2 56. 36 3.00 12 12
i1 F| 15 00 61.82@ 2.84 12 6
12M| 19 4 21.210 2.67 40 50
13 F 8 00 35190 2.8 13 50
14 F | 15 2 65.46@ 2.330 9 6
1I5M| 8 3 51.79 3.40® 10 9
16 F| 13 1 46.43 2510 17® 1
17 F 70 1 50. 00 2.96 20 10
18 F 40 00 40.74 2.89 6 40
1I9M| 290 5@ 29.630 2.53Q 10 50
2 F 70 2 47. 27 34T® 40 19@
21 M| 10 6@  55.56 2.80 40 U4
2M| 10 5@ 50.91 2.84 8@ 10
23 F | 15 2 55. 36 2510 8 10
24 M| 230 3 40. 00 2.91 8 14
25 M| 16 3 40. 00 3.38@ 8 15@
26 F | 13 5@ 50.91 2.96 9 12
2TM| 8 4 42.86 3.00 6® 20
28 F | 21® 1 50. 91 2490 20 8
2F [ 1 0© 41.82 2.76 6 9
30 F 8 1@  40.00 3.07 6 15@
31 F | 13 3 45.45 3.07 20 18@
£ | 13.58 2.74 49.23 2.83 10.03 . 10.13
SD 6.32 2.21 10.92 0.29 5.46  4.44
3 0 27.3 2.29 2 2
R | | | 1 ! |
29 11 65.5 3.47 20 19

¥ @x1SDLHE, O1SDHTERT,

27.3~65.5123 M L, Z20FH349.23TH - T, FH
BHF LT ARG, body wordd UTRIGL 728
32 no body E Rt LAEFEE P ¥4 T (body word
49.23%), MEHINAREL LN L Lo 1S
DLV AEL, BHRMBELLEBSERL 2ERZTET,

1SDEYPELTHBNBLEDZ VKRB LD &
», BHERIS & L CREMIZIZNES - 2THHIED
EODTLETH D,

HhH ks YRAFAMIESHACOERE L UGKE
BEADMREEIZDWTH S &, HRMIZIE1~5125%
TE5bHTHSY EHEIFREVZEHELTVRAS),
ERRI22.29~3. 4720 L, % DFII2.83Th 5 720
1SDADKRELSTHMELTWAEIZAAT, RKAITH
RULBWEEIZHAERTREL>TWD, £/, RIT
BOEENE B 720, EOGHESH 5\ IdHEE I
BLTWSH, FRHRELTVEVRERTH B, T
2.84, SD=0.41Th-%~DT, 1SDLLE, FT2bb

BRELKE L TAHTHE L TV 5 WV IidHEEE,
. ._18_

WEEoEVIRIC, Ak, BF, ER, W, FE, &
ReE%->TkY, #IZ1SDUT, Thbbefkeil T
TEREAL BB\ IIHWEEER 25 &, RLPME L DI,
B, v, K&, KE, &, v, B, BL%
> T3,

RIZY —GHERREOHF T (HFH) LG (—km
EBE) 205, ZOHRIIOVTAETS S, 11
BEOKZ, BOOBNHE FECEL2EE2b55bL
ThY, BRAIEVHIEEEIEVEV )T LIIE 5,
F4510.03T 2 ~2012 53 L T B, 1 SDLLETHE
BOBVEIZEELT, FOIFLALYEELS, 24
51235 4 DEEIZA S, —%, 1S DUT THEED
FOHFRTHT, EEATIEL, TAR1INEV 208
FCA%, GIMEREGME, GE2Hr T I ehiFsL
Vo k) BHEERLTEY, BAIEWVIEEEHN
BERICE B2, THF10.13T, 2~1918% L Tw
%, 1 SDUETE#ILEIISET, HERTIZLZ
225 OEHETH B, iz 1 SDUUT CIHREEHILE T
64T, EEATIZIEAIR1LIEV 20&EHIZS 5,
2. SHREMOEM ’

Table 5 %2R LT, EFHRREMOBERII>VTS
TH Do

Y, SHRNERICET 5522085 1H, T4b
%, barrier & U TR &, penetration& U TDHE
FLoBOHEIEr=—01T2 HEBIZ L » o 2o £ 72,
barrier & %\ penetration D W Fh »DERDITIE
LUbDEHRBIRE L DB%R %A 5 L, penetration DF
VXERRE B3I T T W2V, barrier O XK 2 2
L& LT, body cathexis & DRficr=—.46 (p=.01)
TEHEELYHENH Y, barrier 2E Y L body cothexis
IHEWA, HBwidbarrier KW & body cathexis fJ‘
BUuEn)Ziitk s,

KICEERIEL Th 2P ORE L DBEFIZOVWTIR
BUIUARLZERIBONL TR,

Body cathexis lZDWTIlX, BB D & H Y barrier &
DBICBOAERZHEBE»Y S 21, 1 LOMIZr=—39

(p=.05) LAEELZHEEAFHY, body cathexis HFEW
FIFLHERIITT <, FiZbody cathexis HEWHIZL
FEBRIIBNEVWIREREI H B, 726G LDMIZr=.40

(p=.05) WHIEDHEAF S Y, body cathexis DF
WEIESIEBIIIT, body cathexis DIEVEIE & IR
BThHE LV IRBRIIES TV,

BRIC 1 L GLOBRTH B4, MEMIKEr=—2138

(p=.05) L VIERLANHEFH D, HFHFEBOEV
HILIEHH T, HEROFOEIZEHITHS L)



Table 5 Correlation Coefficients of Body Measures

Barrier Penetration ngii}e’rn Bgzihexis Inferiority iccr:;ei:?iy
Barrier —-.01 -.10 — .46 %% .20 .05
Penetration —.24 .22 - .22 .25
Bodily Concern —.26 .24 - .03
Body Cathexis - 39X L 40X
Inferiority - .3 8 %
General Activity
% 5% ¥ 1%
BRIIZ- TV, DEVETEBNTHY N.20% &), HIZHTOGHE
% 3T BEHE OEVE ISFEEBN TH 5 (N.19% &) &
v- % WHZLithY, HECOEKIIHT ZFEDSE, 2
1. BHEMERELTORT + - 14— DAFEHNTHE2EILEVITLIZLBENF S 3
Fisher & Cleveland (1958) LIk, K74 - 4 x ZLIIESLTH D

—VESEEERELTES 2, ZOER% barrier &
LU TOHEF & penetration & LTA X —V&RG L Tx)
TWBH, AFETEH, MEMICIEEHEBEEL (o
=—.01), HEMBERICELTE D4 X —Vi2iE, SR
ERTTWIMERL L TDL A=V &, Z2ORAIRE
ML L 2T IEBIIEBLTLE I LRI X =Y
L, Hiz, tHERZ WL DTH B LM s h )z,
& 512, body cathexis DEIZIEFERELEDHEED 5 -
T, barrier Y& {EEEL LTDA A= TVDHBVEILH
Bw%w%ﬁbéwuﬁﬁtﬁLTTﬁEéT?&w7
ZEBERIETAEE RS, D20, BFOSEIH
U CFHIl DB WE L, SERNBERTHERT, « f X —
VELoAY L AREBIGERELTES2EIELT
WBHEWIZE IR DELETH D, (REMEF—RIZ,
No.2, 19, 28% &, MDD/ — AN 20% &), —H,

penetration M5, barrierd (34 (i) body image
boundary Th 3 Z LIS N2 DD, 2kDFH
P2 TMLIELS RIS Z DL DHFD <, BIREZ D body-
image DRE L DBEELHNDT, Zh5LDrrbb
Bbr5%V, 7272, N 3LIdfh & HER L, FEEITEVK
BEERL TREDT, ZD&)BBPEDT — AFFED
BEFEHLEZLN S,

2. BCOEHISHT 3FHEE LTDEFT ¢ « 1 % —3
Cathexis i3 | LEDHBELZMHENFHY (r=—.39),
HOOR RO 5 W EIZHEFEANEL (N 8, 20
2 Y), izl COSEOEAE B ISR A K X
W (Ne.2, 16, 28% &) LWHEERIZE Y, body cat-
hexis L LTORT 4 « 4 A—-VIBEROERE LT
GZBMRIZABLE 2 5NB, & 51T cathexis 3G EED
EREMEESHY (r=.40), ASOFKIZxT 5 il

3. FEBRCEHELORE
PEREBEHEIMERE - THFETES T, K74 -
AA=VELTORKRETEE VA, ME:HEEO
BRI AT 23 L D55 2 L IFERShTHY,
WIRENIZ T & G LOMIER 2 BOHBEITET 3 2
&z B (r=—.38), 2%V, HEBIRNEIDE
HIHE<CZY No.5, 2742 8), BIZEEROTUEIL
EEITHD N.20, 31%E) w3 M% -T2
EIThb, LrALEHER LUEHEIZECHOEEKIC
HTYBFMOREL L bIDBEIL 5 EL b2
Zh, ENPREATENITRERTHEEVIXI42
BbhPszvd, FHERIT, XeBEEDLETCHESLSE
REGBILETA FAOBBERAEC SR B2 &£,
BRI R LD, FEEBT LD, BEIEE-T
BRI S L) 4 RIS 4 BZTKE, BN
FEREWEILTEILHHL5PIT, ZOHERDX
O WS HRIIFHE MEW—REORRE OB, Sk
B O BETEE 2 0 &0 ) AT, Adler, A,
w3 HESHERorgan inferiority S IZR 3, HED
SHERIZHE U CRRIAME Y & 0 5 2 & 12 R0 13 Sk
FAbBAHHHEL TS &V 5 M CHEAS S 5
—35A, IhuE compensation T 2 HAICh o T
Wit S TR 5 20, HHIHIE LR - 250058
BEERL, $EROL D TINF— 23 4HE 15HIG
ERBEINENSEEZ LRI TH B,

4. & kB B D

FIERFET A M EABETRERD3IHD20HEIT
38.31~60. 150 (F#&Y—1SD, +1SD) 12
MBELTHEY, ThIAT, 55WikIhllEoE i
PREBTF DB LE LN IERICESIE WL, HEHE




LRVWHEL o 2o 7275, BLDKA (Table 4 DD
TE) HBWIEN (O) LcathexisDDHBVIEO%
& 5E, BL® & cathexis© (No.1, 2, 14) LWHH
AEEHHY, A COSEIIHTIFHENE S IIHEH
HBICK T ARLDBEEERL TS L HBRTE 5 S
L LAZV, 20 HBEL@L cathexis ® (No.8) RBL
O & cathexis© ([No.19) &\ H#lAAERICHLERT
REfALPFHEIPELNEV,
5. & E

LLED & etk RIcED CBRIT & 5 128
B Y& Tr—2HOBRMAZBMNTE L &2 I
BEERIIHE R VW, AFRTY, KEOHE THEL
#, TAT, A#i#E, SCT (Berger Sentence Com-
pletion Test DAAFER), Y-GTu74—neDH
% T, body image £ DEIZW L D 2rDEBLDEAY
RRVHLTWAY, ZOHRTH APER S C TICHE
LEEP B EEZ B, T HEBIFEL, SCT
DFIFX THLTEHZ A5 ZHLT, barrier
K, cathexis/h, FHERKLWIRRNIr—AThHS
No.21% T3 9 —EEThEDLY V], N.28ik TRBIZE
Y 72\y], ¥ 7> barrier K, cathexis/h, IFEED & W
SREMy — ADN 191 [3 ) —BHEI R ITE T I T
Llwn] ERIBLTW3, ZRICHL Tharrier/p,
cathexis K, HEB/N, FEMEADON.201E, [FUHFIE
LT, Two 3 EREICHSh, BREAB TV
EHEY] EREBLTWA, BiED 3L IFRAEDEDIIH
R ER 2R L TRADIRLT, BERSS
ZAHCOREANDBHERBFELTVE LWVZ 5,

ZDEIRBHLARE EMA T 2 TREZS 2w
ZERERFMUEDZT, Hmb Eind L, REAIEEE
LLUTORKIBER» 5B KT 4 - 4 X — T LG
HOEHE, 2L THEEREVS 2ZHEERT5»DH
RAFELTRATHS I L, S5ITTHINEBIEL b
HEOHB2E-,TRAETHAIEV)I T LIIE B,

5 AN & L UBER

1. Cormack, P. H.

between body image and the perception of phys-

A study of the relationship

ical disability. Stat\e University of New York,
Buffalo, 1966.
2. Cruickshank, W. M. Psychology of excep-
tional children and youth, Prentice-Hall, 1963.
3. Fisher, S. & Cleveland, S. E.
and personality, Dover Publications, Inc.,
New York, 1967 (Second revised edition),

Body image

4. FOALRE, a— ¥y g
. BEE, 1967,
5. Landau, M. F. Body image in paraplegia as

7 A MLEBHTRES,

a variable in adjustment to physical handicap,
Columbia University, 1960.

6. Massen, R. L. An investigation of the rela-
tionship between body-image and attitudes exp-
ressed toward visibly disabled persons, State
University of New York, Buffalo, 1963.

7. EWEF, HHFE, WHIMEAL, 1970,

8. Sieracki, E. R. Body-image as a variable
in the acceptance of disability and vocational
interests of the physically disabled, State
University of New York, Buffalo, 1963.



