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YAAHRLIAOIMAT K24H XM3= (2025 128)

1. S°J7}H

ag 5

= | %

of met A7) 715 @ VA Fort ALHoR Frbta AR 2023 7]
]_

= AA g=e] I Wi Wt AV 7S AR
pmp) 932 O E H=(48.04%), 2=FR1(49.38%), ZH~(27.63%) T AT I7IERTH

715A}, per million population,

H#3] SETHInternational Registry in Organ Donation and Transplantation, IRODaT, 2024). &
& A7) 715 A 5 20028 55,3139 0ll4 20101 122,815 02 A5 8dE 20

ol F7HIAT, 2023\ 7|E A7) 71F AW T EAE 83302 oE Q3|3 AT O
HEAEZE 2025, Q7 #WvE By 7]E A EE 20169 11194 20231 d 932 O E
ZHa FAoll UATKIRODLT, 2024). webA 7] 7152 71 o2 th7|xke] ¢85 oz}
7HA Edke 3u 55 @4l ASE lon, o tr] F AEARE A& FThehE
ZAo)th20100d 9542024 1,514 EABAE, 2025). E3], 3= A3 A= A=
doE Hlo] A7) 71F AS FuEx 7o) Wid A% 7]Fo] o]Fod + ¢l
7] W&, 71Ee] A7) 715S AAsh= o T8 aj1e =z 2AFd 4 k. uEhA,
=W 7] 715 54 F5 Fisr] AdiAe Z7] 7153 dEE 3 o= IS
HAE QRIEE obshe AL =8, S A9 wWgtoA 7ol Jijle A7) 71F
3ol ojuwsl J&-e =R AHHE 2 w3 Fasity B 5 9tk
A7) 715S 238 A4 #H9 B2 ArUAeld dFEel AgH dAF olE
(theory of planned behavior, TPB)S ©]| &2 EZF 4lo}, B E(attitude, ATT), &2 W
(subjective norm, SN), A Z+H %5 EA|(perceived behavior control, PBC) 5 3714 £¢lo] 7
2 #EE PF oo w3t FFES PIX=A MG oM E 59 9%, W
T &5 £31, AR 35 dlE 53 dHE oekgk EokollA ATt sEo gk
O H(F&3] £, 2020; 1A - Z}E] Y, 2017; BAA, 2013 F), 53] B9 J=E A5}
ol ol Ei=e] Aol EA vehd vk ok SEARE He A AFEEQD
g3k 2 O Z(Rivis & Sheeran, 2003), 7§12] & =0 F&FS nF &
L[R2 E Bsta o] A AFEA I dFHo] FomlstA UEhA &
FE2 ok kAR - 23], 2017; FAAL 9], 2015; Armitage & Conner,
2001; Hausenblas, Carron, & Mack, 1997). o] tal]l AZH a5 o| 2o ZAH3= 1

o Y% mEsiA el BE SUe ZusA 2AY) mRolg 39 2 4 gle

o o &
N
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FLRO| 40| Jjelel S FYStETt St=0lel Y| 7ISMY, 715 Thsl AtR7IE) Q=0 Cis Eel e 24

H(Park H. 8., & Smith, 2007), W&HA 71 8915 WAl 22 stal #4sh= Zlo] 4
2% Aow WA 53, @HAE A5 7] 715 Aokel lolA AAl Fad
02 AJgE9 oA Pee "= AHeko] ar= HS aqo}tﬂ(Yun D., & Park, H.

2010), 77 291& AE SA) 1 FFEE Fotete AL TRt B ggq,

B AT old &4 o4 stoll, 1 89S WE&eA sl s F UM HEe
AEstazl drh AR, ARl e Tk thde TAH R SAToEHA, A
2yt M 7k S8 AFel BRI i/l e A S Hl ojudk A

S =R Auruz Aok AF7HA AF AFEL P EA wet 1o gk
WS A= FA4 FHreferent group)©] Th2A] UERE 4= o= B3, 71|
AzyekE S AA FH AEEL] Ao

o2 xas| AN Sk sHAEL & ATl
A AW EIAL sk A7) 715 A AT, A
Z 7 ZAAME BRI} A FHES FASE dof MR 223 2AOF0] 2 A

[e5

o] Et}; wEtx FH ARFES AZe FAHsE XEA Yu)o i Frde] Azt
AA ves 9 Ztel zkelrt dvkd, 1 xpolrt AlgE AqF o|2olA R fjle
AHEs "HojEgle Wle] # Aol Atk ol B dA7E FRY Ao RREH
FAE RSN 2 FAIFOERE IAE RE Aol AAWAE E4sta
A gt o) Fall ARl RS TASHE ol Rl A7) o Ax HEYEE s
A AW E Ageltt. =3, AFH T oS Ve R FRERHY HE] A7
71% & oo HA= A, IHAY FFEES BAToEA FRERHY o] A
g9 P5 ol&9 FHH #H 2 FEHE AHYS =R getstat it
=22 AdE T o8y FHH 1 ade AF A FHsocial norm
approach, SNA)©. 2 &tjjsf 2 83to=x By A Aol W3t s SAstA 3
o} vbs}h 2w XPark H. S, & Smith, 2007)7F AAE 571 7 LG BE 48, A
A 7le T, QA WY 0, AR s R, AR B8 el 4 27 7
o|xof ok 34, 7&3@% FFS A=A v‘i‘—”%&ibﬁ, = Abs] o] wEtol A
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HAARLA O AT M24F M3z (2025E 12F)
2. ol2% =¢
1) 2t=2| &7| 7|5 (Organ Donation in Korea)
7] 71%—% A e A e T83 EAloIRA JiQlEe] AAE fIEiA7E ofY
<

A% 34 sok s Aol oleAel B2 B F 9
ol 39 WEA B ARE) 1 /139l A AR TSRS, 2
o=

A ek R B2 AOIAZ] AT EAZF S FAL o0l A 3]
7 HHOE B Y] o4 triAEe] ABe YA Aol ¥ol: 4L 3
H3lE2 7] 715 Aok Y9AE ol Tolll: AL AHor Fad PAgn B 4

A
Aot w2bA Z7) 715 SEA 5 dus] fs AS 2
5 Aok 7o g 5 2] 715 Sl TREe 43S =
A s, ol FEFE VAT 2UES Fetetar 1o g AFUAIE ATE
AAE vt Qlvkal Btk

F=Rlel A7] 715 Aekel ATtell mish WAl yehu= Aol disl 7 E djles
AAEE AL ohnt #3429l 890 Aotk o= ‘b= oflT} ful T4 oo}
s E H%aA JehbEE, Beled U= 2 Braun & Nichols, 1996)= o}A| o}
m=Rlel B7] 715 Mo Hlee] WA Uehde 8Rles A7) ZFel tidk w344 4l
He AT v k. AR HAEARAA Ad 34 EEe HuAMo] maw =R
tii-2ol 471 715 AEE AA©65%)staL Ak ool g o= A7H60.1%) %]
& E7etar Al Fofr w2 ool el Al FlEol tiEk At T Ed8.9%) &
HATHEAFAR, 202D AY A7FE2 o3 T2/t 3 £34de] w344 Ad
duE ok AT - A48, 2004, Gl - FFoL 2016 ©1E, 2005,
BH, 2017). °ol= frae] A APEY & otE HHEH
o Aol FolA E&sh= Aolgk= Qo] A7) 7]
ol e AT F Ave AITEAA, 2008). ol A= = ARZoAM ]
e 71E omef 715 FAA g B34 adle] Agsta < HAETHLE
2

(ol

s
o
N

D BT A 6079 FHo] A7) 71Ze] BT AOE ekt (BARAR, 2021,
2) A7) oA U7l 5 AFdAE 2010 954820194 2,136 0.2 UMY (RABA R, 2025). T3 S HF
471

5.87°] ol4E vtk Aele ALE HAHYE AT (RAFAR, 2021).
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20| 4240| olol S TS

ot

F0le] H7| 715N, I5mel Chel, AlS71E) ol=of Chet ol FeR 24
T30 8RIE o}t A% FoEL JhmoA TN A7) 7Sl THEo] Zhe=
2 Ao vx 5 AT 7t AE APEARe] oAE EFshe Ak olA

= YJAFE HEE A I HAAE Huig EFstaa shAEE ghmolA e Bl
71% 3% AokS FAuets HAF el o 7o) vidishd 7]Fo] BUks
ChUE, 2018). AAZ BHAEAFS] UF A5 By HT 593 BeA 5280
H43 s Ae & 4 e, 20169 527%9F F&0] 2020890 36.1%, 2023
Holl= 31.4%7HA] ol Hrk=dd7I 22 d a9, 2024, BAEXHE, 2021). 1HTHH
AA 7] 715e Qe A7) 715l tiE Ry o= ol Tiso] A7) 71E
of thall AGA AAst=A7F Fa3 FFS vE Aozt & & Utk

o] 7}l Azto]l JiRle A7 1F B A7) VT Aol Fd¥FS F= A
f]lo)7] w&Ed, Al AFEL 715 ol tis) s e A 7S A &
A A7) 7150l MAIZAR] F J1A] P 2A A gthPark, H. S., Smith, 2007; Park,
H. S., Smith, & Yun, D., 2009; Park, H. S., Yun, D., Oh, J. Y., & Song, C.-I, 2015; Yun,
D., & Park, H. S., 2010). ¥}3} 19] FE5(Park, H. S., Smith, & Yun, D., 2009)& &=l
MM AZE A5 SAPBOZL 7153e] i3} ok AFA Q] dFe PFT= AT
A= AAFE, ole 71EH A7) 715l sl of7lste A AATE 53 = AL
oA o do|7] wEe AZE WF FTAIE F ARHES oldd da tiFsr|E
o o9 & Aolgte 9rE AT & Uk AN A7) 7Sl SAHAR)] HEE
7kzl AbgEo] ool disll 71 kst AL 7 AU EY A7) 715l g H
T FAA 9IS uH 4 Jri= HE 7HFHEPark, H. S. et al, 2010), 7] 71F
Aok o2 olyz} o] Hig o= E Eole A XS ARl Ar] 7Sl T8
[<lo] & Aolgt 53 & «+ Utk

TRk g ARG oA EAY AV VISse AAske Hl EE 8E F8
shAl 2He Aolgt B 4 Uty vt 19 FESPark, H S, Yun, D, Oh, J. Y, &
Song, C-L, 2015)> ¥=<l3} w|=R1e] A7| 7]F<S vl ATolA =lEe] H=<l

O
=oll s bRl AFSo] T Bel Adss Hor Arle P& AdEetarat st
o

= A%l UehdS WY S A7) 715 Ak st sk 7Rtk 6hA
FATE AFEES B3 AMEEC] A7) 715l el tigkstA &S Aol d4gith
= Zo|thPark, H. S., Yun, D., Oh, J. Y., & Song, C.-L, 2015). o] &-ZQ1E0] A7] 7]
Fol AoA & AHEES] A Y-S ol Wete ACEE AT 4 ok
A g ARSle] et A YolAl T8 T AREEC]l 7] 715 s ojgA



YAAHRLIAOIMAT K24H XM3= (2025 128)

= 7HA 99l ¢ =R351A thFo|xoF & HOoE HITH
TAHOE o] Azt HigH AJAE o8] gsiA

o] SA wz} Getd = dow, 53] A7 7ISH 22 JHQ1Y A AAe AH
2l Aol 2 7bsAdo] an. A=
oo A AFEo] A7 7S 22 e ddoas, FEe] BEe 7FX]7 A
¢lo] #Aho)] 7P Q3 FFS m S AWt QThLuberda, 2017; Rodrigue et al.,
2006). A2 E0], =81 S(Rodrigue et al., 2006 A7) 7]ZF Aok g5 o] 57,
AFRG H527} 715 348 J3S BY 45 81 715 AT fostA F71s
te A34E AAZE v ok o Yoprt RRERE JIHE ABH - AAH - =9 F T}
2|7F AR17] o]TZ A kAo 7 R&EHT= AT A IKMartinez-Escudero et al., 2020)=
7] 715 Wgox RRIE Hadouh 20thiE ofyel B Aol FH3k= 30, 40TH
ARlAIE 8% 112 4 Hdo] 2 F Uues AR & A7) 7152 I3

Agjo] oyl 71E9 AAMZ - =Y3Z Horo] 4 uEEHE AbAAolEtE oA,

B RmeE WHSE G 84 RRe 4 FRT 202 4 4 Ao
g 5 Ao

B3 9 ASOIA A7) 7120 RRoh vAE G welshA Bre) A% o
= AREe Az 1 2adol Al W Zolg d4Y & dth ot AN
yE o]BollA F8ske FHA el 1Y oxd AdAR FFe A= H, S
FREEYH U2 183 0E F e AR SHARE o]’k £ E kAl
ARA A ATSE BAAQ Z49 olels MBS TR FA YU A%
FHos 4Fsn A8e Sk BAS EBH 24 Pl el Al 3T
o] & ¥ Az tE AF ol#A SAHE ¥ 8Qlo] YE dSse Y
Yol o v glvke= o ok mEka B AFolAE JiEA FHES FEERE Y
THE Atolol]l AAl ABBATE ASA ASTFo=HA, ditzor SAst= e A
A A7) 715 A FFe T 8RJCEN AR E HEA g1t gtk

AP81A e IA] 34 g H(subjective norm, SN), 7]€2 T (descriptive norm), ™8

o2l
ol

B2 g ¥Ginjunctive norm) 0.2 TREAT. FHA HS 54 Tl tis) FH AEEE
RE e ASE gl g e e ouEHAjen, 1991), AGH BF o]
2PBol A TP FFe] WY ANFOE A ok W s1%H FHLe oA
F8% AFEo] AAR oJ9A FEeH=A Y R Ao, Bl A% BIL s
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=012 7| 7ISMY, 715D thel, Ak7|E) =0 Cist -
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fru
ol

AEE 72 AHo|H(Cialdini et al,, 1991), BHZ FH-S ElQlo] EA 3
SAY Hdshe Axol tie A2 9w @ThRivis & Sheeran, 2003). o]uf 7]
TR 7 e Bl mel oA i)l ] g ARS At

= 7)el =9 7]% 2 ¥ (personal descriptive norm, PDN)-2> 54 FAFW 74 o]
AAZ ofGA dFsh=Al gk e AAolH, i) Ao HHA Tt

injunctive norm, PIN)S &4 ZAHW FAYo] dld FES U3 A Hitsl=A o
gk 7RQle] S oulgity. & AWhAQl AT Fe I Az
Aol AR o] 71 TE, A el BRH Polew, 1 A Asko] Fu

mlo
=
ol
o
fru
-
oX,
it

74¢ ez REe /i 2e] 7]<A FH(personal descriptive norm from parents, PDN_p),
HozBeo] 791 el WA sFH(personal injunctive norm from parents, PIN p)©] &&=
Zlott.

APATFoNME AR ol dE B Ejxel ZEske ol tia F A F2
#HS AAE Sk AR, THS 58 SAGY HEY ZdE Qo] ARlAe=w
SUE AT 7o 2 YRS o2H fF o= A2 FFS HE F ATHRIivis
& Sheeran, 2003; Cialdini et al, 1991). <& E9°] 71&Z FHL “ElQlo] AARZ ojgA
B K% HA B G50l N A1 A A s
o 99 He ST S NS S 5 211 A S

0[1

H
dozH AT =E AsebAY FEAZITHPark & Smith, 2007). =, TH
A}3) 8Ksocialization) A3 E3 FAE QAR A Eof o Fx3tE =Y, E3
< Fa FAFGE Aol e A - Al TS S }

A A E) o] $ITHGrusec & Hastings, 2015; Rodrigue et al., 2006). ©]&
35 9o, Zile] iE Ads ?36‘}%
ZAor AW 4 ok metA FHS dAA

&

>
}_‘
wmoorr oox it

|

o
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YAAHRLIAOIMAT K24H XM3= (2025 128)

# - @2 EESN_p, PDN_p, PIN_p) = 7HL§?<42§ Egstar, Qle] AYe 234l
Felo] F82 EEN), Sl Ade) 71=H FHHEPDN), Q1 Ahede] WE A FHEPIN)
I} B2 RE 9 =37 " (subjective norm from parents, SN_p), TR ZHE 2] 791 ¢l
o] WH4 RPIN _p) —‘%Ei—rEH M ZHhe] 712 FHEPDN_p) At ZddaA

ot IS B A PR opiA, olsl, WA, A, WA, AY Fol A
& BT 2ASE YA ojeleo] gong, B ATE A 2A} okl A

| TRPIN_p), F5 Al A7) 715 Ak 9
FRZHE S 7] XP J«l 7le H(PDN_p)o] & 4 Atk

FH, YollA A nish o] F7) 7% YE& AR Y] J1Folehs B P9 =
AE= Zlo] olleE, A= HE /“El AA4H A a7ste A2 9AH FFo
2 o] F) R tHPark & Smith, 2007). BFa} A0 A(Park & Smith, 2007)& A7] 7= P&
&7) 715 A Ksigning), 7FE7H] thSKcalking), AHF- 7] 7]S(organ donation) 2= Al 7}
| a4 @9E FrEEtgon, ofF PAE 4E BAH] YT SYHA 4L
AUm A2 e a9l o3 =8 4 Ytz Awsith WA, 47]7]1% A Ksigning)
= JiRle]l AR TF AE FAACE FWshe 7] WY AFoE, X"
7 Bzt HHAoz #gskE Aol UthPak & Smith, 2007). Ak AA 7% S
BASAE BAT, A7) 715 oA Ao F23 ERdozA ourt itk £, 7}
23] thskulking £ AF 37) 7159 A e Bole A4d gl we
I A A A7) A% 7 o(Rodrigue et al, 2006), 4

A NS ek =Y e
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2
e
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offl
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o
off
"
2

l'ﬂ_ ?E?OM o= —‘:‘rE_E_—rEM -T-(-b”(SN p, PIN p, PDN p)< 7;;7] 71Z3 B 7}
ko] thst AdoARt FAE= Aol okl 44 AEAE, THAE I A"
ys TF 59 AIS FAAE FE3] AAE & e delBnE, A 71E | o
7hEae] tiste FE e Adlgjle] ot A7) 75 dE AA WHolA SHZ L

FYPHE PR ol & Ytk mpA o g AFE A7) 7]Z(Organ donation) S A A
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JAEA s, Mofollt 1% jstsle TREE 9
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Lo
a

o

ANGI B 5 Qe olg@ AR o) F ngos, ¥ e 7] /1%
Aok -tk - A5 % SRk Al JHA EEUGIoR PRSI BAstug @
o Thest e ATAEL AADTH

09{‘:2
off

i
o

ATFEE 1-1: A7) 715 Akl disiA, QAA FHEESN, PDN, PIN)F FE 25 E
o] TSN _p, PDN_p, PIN_p) Afele]l ojwld #A 7} EA5=7k

ATAE 1 2: A7 7]|Zo @3 /1= tisle] tislA], /MU FHEESN, PDN,
PINT)3} -2 23] 2] TP EGN_p, PDN_p, PIN_p) Aololl ojmad w7t E4fsterh

ATEAE 1-3: A A7) 715 disiA, QA FHEESN, PDN, PIN)Z F-E 25 E
o] FHESN_p, PDN_p, PIN_p) Ato]ol| oj gt #AA7} EA|sh=7)

2) AIZEl 385 O|E(Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB)

o
=
27 39 o|E, A3 FHA HIy 7L o224 EL g o
_

S 5 Haw ge ol Fow A7) 71w ohjg
=4, 57, s A, &% 5 A4 #dE AxdAeld d7ES Ide ko
3] A 9] o] E(Ajzen & Fishbein, 1975)2 AlgHE2] 37 E4 B sk B =
@attitude)2} THE AFEES 1 Aol tisl]l YA AASAE HoAF= A A4
(normative perception)®l] &]3l] FFL Hi=ri= Aow EA 9o AHEE QAES A9
st ul o2 7128 ATUL AT FelH A9 o] B WP Holn MARH

(non-volitional) 3§ E AH3t= o A7} Ytk EAAS AUl YTKAjzen, 1985). ©]
of oflo]Al(Ajzen, 1985)2 ©]& XA AZE dFF ol AT vt Atk AFH Y

T o8 Y o=E AAs= e MdA afle THASkETH, H=ATD, F3H
ﬁ":”(SN) AZtE % EAPBO7 1A THAjzen,1991). 9714 BIEATDE &4 %
<= T8t Aol AAA SAHA = A AAE THHE Aolge HHE Ade
olmsiH, i Fol thal ZHQlo] VA= HwWA 7 e W FES NI

(Ajzen, 1991). T8 FEENS 54 A5 thsl F9 AQESRRE e A @
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319} 19 EREC0E MARA = P5o = 20g AgR 3
olge Hed AZed, 71 22 F HEe A48 Ay BAL 498 ad)
UERd v 3o e BAdoR fo)d 4 e

% A2 9
Ao VAL Ao dnjase] 4R HE s A BE o
BAA AUz A8 FEA AAe 2718 AFPE, AYD AF o2 29 F A
78 BF 5A A} £S5EE HRAN PE wr} Z/4ES FAAh S A
5

3] A A dFEL FevsAl UEhA tthRIA - 24319, 2017). 2SR
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e g5staA ke o= Bl SA44 L viide AL Ao Aadd
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20| 2t0] Jholo] FE ATt

ot

=012 7| 7ISMY, 715D thel, Ak7|E) =0 Cist -

0E
1o
0
O
M

53], AgH q5 ol&9 7k 8% F HEE v ATl 39 o=t vl
2 7383 BAES JepE vl Skowronski, 1997), FHZA FH(subjective norm)ol] TH
AMe e A7 Aasol Qo] sidel Fort dastt REQl 8]lo] AV
Z YPIE =3y F23 adojgty AWt ATFEC] JE WHieg, Kopfman
& Smith, 1996; Morgan, 2004), T2 AT-5L FHH o] A7) 715 & 04 B4
FLol FgFe vHA £Fge BAFUY. 53], A AT olES LI =EE
HEREA A FHA A g9 ek WAV B I8a A4E FF FA H
& AA3) A Yehtaz QeSS HoFATHArmitage & Conner, 2001; Hausenblas, Carron,
& Mack, 1997). B3ZH koA AAZE 5 A8 AFEdAE F34 o] dsol 3
HAE HeE EEHA S AT & ATHE. WA - 2359, 2017;
9], 2015; AAA, 2013; 2FFE 2013). & FHE RS B9 =5 AHs= A
| of3F Ao g & o on, meby FHE RS =
olu} A3 AEld WS e Aol HAaF Ao BT
AT E F 7ER SHAA &7 715 A9l tid FHY FEF

1 71%

o

> o

(e]

41 o8 ox

e oE 16

1A e AEE Poh 1A, koA AW viel A7) 7 159 ¥
go] 53] Z7] wZel 22F ou| AgH P o] WA FHH FHEN) o
FEZHES FHF FHEN_p), FEEFES] /A0F 7]& HEPDN_p), FEREFIE ]
NI HE FHPIN_p= F718l 242l zke 2 - 1A AYYyS gelstaa g
o x=3 AlgE P55 o]&9 tE WJEY RREERES FHE 9 4E5zg 53
£ ASToEN, FREZHE RS0 HE, X749 A7) A, 844 FHY IF
gS ofgA 2-Est=A AR gt o]E F3 REEHRE FHEC] AgH 3
T ol oA H 8 FEHE AWES A 3 ¢ S sojth g
oA A3t v} o] AZHE YT o] ZTPB)Q WSl F FHA FHEEN)S Ad AT
A4 L ol SHL Holx erom, AEEE AEE FPPGN, PIN, PDN, SIN, SDN)
AAl g ARlE o E ofu3t WA og AFste=Ad e FEH AV HE5F
ok o yoprh, & Al HE e FHEESN_p, PIN_p, PDN_p)2 7]&

1Y W, 54 PHe A pEe A
7| urke e P Aol BT Wl A7) 71F BF el o gAl 4
MAEAE gAHoR B o] Bt s ol thee A7

il

i

ATFAE 2-1 : FRZHES] FFHESN p, PIN p, PDN p2 A7] 7|5 Aol ok
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Y& VA AP

ATEE 222 BRZREQ FHEESN_p, PIN_p, PDN_p) 715 7+9] tdlol] ofugsh
Y& VA AP

AFHE 23 : FRZFES FHESN p, PIN_p, PDN_p ALF A7) 715 9=
oJH g FFE HF Ak

AFAE 3-1 : A7) 715 Aofol s FEZRE 2] F-HESN p, PIN p, PDN p)}
AZE P& o]82] MASATT, SN, PBO) ol o gt Jaakgo] Ash=r}

ATAE 3-2 : 7}F 219 thiste] disiA FREZRE Q] FHEESN_p, PIN_p, PDN_p)3
AZE P& o]82] MASATT, SN, PBO) ol o3t Jaakgo] Ash=r}

ATAE 33 : AF A7) 71% o=l tisiA FREFE S| FHEEN p, PIN p, PDN p)
I AZH yF o]22 HASATT, SN, PBO) ol o3t 45 2tgo] EAsterk

3) At3| A T 2(Social Norm Approach, SNA)

o2 3 AHdS A3} 8 ojud xpde] ol A7 7F qY g=E M
Z A=A glsty] el ARl A A Gocial norm approach, ©]3F SNA)S 28
staAl stk ARS] A HSNA)E Park & Smith(2007)7F AASE ez A3} 7%
2 el O Rk Ao =, Aol AZeke gt #RE BRI dF o &
ofgA AR 0T ALI=AE AHET] LT JNEZ Soltt glHl 29 AlRHRivis &
Sheeran, 2003) ArS|A @]l QlojA] WA FH(njunctive norm, FEA Flstal
AAste AT 71E2] F(descriptive norm, JEo| A TR AlgEo] k= %) AL
olo Fag Aol7t USS W3E vk AUTh TPBO| FHA FHE AAE AREA o,

o
« ® tisl JiJA F8% 98 AFEEERH <
3

i

Z JMlel E4 A5 3 < dA
U AAE g s #-o] 7] wiiEe] BEA Y ke AeE B 4
(Rivis & Sheeran, 2003). HFH 7]&#] & Yo F23 g2 AILE #ale] gl=9}
gzl gk 4s Ueldo R o) BYFoEN HrTh WG e TS =4

& e How BHin

Hh3} AP 2x(Park, H. S.& Smith, 2007)= 719 Y& SNAE &3] t]S MEsHs)

—

3 Zzke] 3 Aol A7) 71% Aok 8 A4S tE A9le] ThE aE 1AL
& o9lee WD o5& TPBAA AT FRA el WHA, NeH PR 37}
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M

J
HI

S|
o

20| 4240| olol S TS

ot

=012l Y71 7ISNY, 715D Thel, Ake7|E) Q=0f Cfst el FeE

stal o] 5 tAl AFEE, ZiR1A Ao m Uro] F sl i A AA =l (Park,
H. S, & Smith, 2007), ©]= F&& TFHEN, subjective norm), 7|91 X}e] HEHZA
(PIN, personal injunctive norm), 7HQ1 29| 7]&Z& JFH(PDN, personal descriptive norm),
ALE] 2] WE A FHESIN, societal injunctive norm), AF3] xFe] 7]<#  HH(SDN,
societal descriptive norm)©. 2 A™WE 4= Q) o] w] siAd APl HWEA FHEPIN)S U
FH AMgEo] 9, A PF o=, /A ALY Zled FREEPDN)S W FH AR
50| 222 g yFoR M F Jlow, AS] Aol WHA EEINS AR

A ], AHse BTz, AS A9 71e3 RIGDNS ARS|ellA to) Alss
o] st= AFL=E os|T = Aok A Aol wEH F7] 7S Aol M H=

o &% o= zke] WAL JjQl Aol 71%H FEEDNe] ojsl, Eae] el 9
oA ElEsh % k] WAL FHA FEENe o8] EHmodaae®E HAOE ek
W THPark, H. S., & Smith, 2007).

oG ML 71Ee] ATBelA F#A ihPe] Aye] WolA: AL Heks,

FHe AR A AAEe] X P F ojwd % A
o, g3 5 g ome] FFS Ulil—EXl o ¢ 9}% Aol A slwm Slc
Wb B ATE B A8, O FolME %
o] A7) 7% B AT o] ARH, 13
Qe tFo s BAF M8 AT Park & Smith, 2007)9} WO =R FT ALle] A
7] 7% BaE ARUAIMG te FolE RuA Bk old thew} e AT A

41 : A 7HA 7Y FHEGN, PDN, PIN, SDN, SIN)S #7] 7]& AJoF
!
ATEAE 42 . OA 7HA FF9 FHEGN, PDN, PIN, SDN, SINE 715 zte] ths}
|
43 OA 712 EFY FHEEGN, PDN, PIN, SDN, SINS A% A7) 7]13%
ATAR 5-1 : 7] 715 A kel tisiA W 71A] TR/ FHEPDN, PIN, SDN, SIN)
3 AYE YF o229 WIEATT, SN, PBC) ZtollE ojwdt 45280 EA3h=7k
ATEAE 52 : 715 2ke] digtel] tislA Wl 714 F5F2] TFHEPDN, PIN, SDN, SIN)
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o] £9] WQIS(ATT, SN, PBC) Itoll= ot F52k-go] EAst=7)
ARS- 71 715l iAWl 7EA F72] 7 -S(PDN, PIN, SDN, SIN)
o] £9] WQIS(ATT, SN, PBC) Itoll= ot F52k-go] EAst=7)

N

ATHEE 5-

3 ARE B
3:
3 ARE B

3. A W
1) ®7Ix}t

B A= U 147 719l SARE ARl 218HS ez HYPgict FriAle)
AL JA 817 (37.2%), A 1379H(62.8%), AE W FEA] 10H(4.6%) ©]ATt AHY=

30T 1619(73.9%), 40t 579H(26.1%) 0.2 TAEo] om, ARAOZ= 30 -344] 589
(26.6%), 35 - 394 1039(47.3%), 40 - 444 48™(22.0%), 45 - 494 998(4.1%) °)Jt}t. 7}
24 TGl JRE 7)1E 136 (62.6%), H|E 82W(37.4%) 0.2 VEGTE E3F Hrole &
A ARl i3] FIEAES 49.5%(108%)w= FEoF FASIE Yok SET B, 50.5%
(110%)& FAHA Fethal SHAT. =3 VA $HE 7|Fo®E 3 A R
o] i AHLE 6424190, 5ot 509(23%), 60t 1579H(72%), 70t °] 11H(G%) 2

A7 715 o=k #dE tFEEY AP A=) 20tf g ES o=
of & AL Heds| & A= 30, 40th X'XPOIEQI d71 715 Aok oxd FFS TA
A= 3F

o] FjHo g A Uehts AlHE o]E9 A7V 71% Jﬂ %‘fﬁ% ulil% T3
8218 Fofsle AL A7) 7158 #HE AFUAIAd MRS ANEE & F Ak
I AT AR ARV SRR BaAjdd mEW, 20219 1€5EH 2023
c47HA =@ A EAHed &7 715 AW 5L T F 197 8369H S AH
NEE FEAUS o, 2007} 28%2 7M=& vlFE 2RAIS 1M 30Ul 15%, 40Ul+=
18% % A O &2 A YEFHTHASA], 2023).

=1 o
B Aol SAHT HASLS <Table 1>3 ZAth. WA AYH Y& o9 3744 d
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FLRO| 20| Jjele] S FYot=t St=elel Y| 7SN, Z1ENe| thel, Ak7|E) A= Cfst el e

ik

HI

AN Bl=, FHA W, Az P& FA= ool Ajzen, 1991 Farsl th3} o]
490k Hxe A7) 715 A%UESe] dsl A A7 7156l tial o9A Bzs
= | T3 HFE ARFEC]l Wt A 715 AR 5%
(Thsh, 71sler dtta AZskeA, A4 FF FAe B2 W), 7150
=4} ol o] F(Ajzen, 2006)S TPBO] 37kA] Q310 tha] 23
HAH 34E sloF Ik 74 e, B ATlAs SNAY 1 HIET TYT

o@‘l[‘}i_

S-07 AFSA FH(social norms)e] A WHAES Hry} AW A(Park, H. S., & Smith,
200nE Farel S JHQl Ao 71eA EEDNE Yol T87k thREe] A
HeE2 A7 7% ARAR Mkl 7R, AL A HBE FHENS
ANAl T3 F-E] AHEES W B7] 7S SRR Ak}, 7Sske Ae 3
AT Aok, A AHe] Zled SN2 ‘tERl=e] e &7 715 3WUAt
2 Aekisl, 71Tk, ARl AR HE A RIS tR =] ttre AMEE
= A7 715 HABAR AkUis), 715k Ae Y EFor 747 A

olojA JRmHREIS] F@A JHHEN_p, FEEHES] i A Vel
(PDN_p), F-EZHE L] 7§ o] P2 HEPIN_p2 opHAet ojrfy=RE 2| It
THe A8 g A== TSN o sEAE HE

HES 44 34T A ¥
5 ARe AR FASA AZEA 2e AL TS Ao, dF Sof o
£ A7) 715 FHATL el RHA A9 pmo) el sl HAsA &
gEle o E%o] wWAE 2= 9ly] wlEo|th weld Sy} KUl WaElA Bos &
JEE BRpZ Bals =43 I, BEAMiME Bn dule] FHA AG3ke uadsy]
7 gkel Bare AEsiint AAR sREREe e A SRE EAER
285 Aol glom, = FE 7k AT A= ART Gsd 2xzoz Folxlo] o
o) AP O T Helshs Ao elusltty Aasldot

WA ReenEe 2@ e opAelHys W 47 2% Hue 53
of &kl A ZEZKSNS_p)(Cronbach’s a = .93), ‘P R/oJH U= 7} 7157 2]
71 o8l olokrlsfof Shtiar AZZYZKSNT p)’(Cronbach’s a = .95), ‘OFH ]/ojmH Y
= Uyt AAE B7] 712S sok Foha AZFZKSNO p)(Cronbach’s a = 93)¢] Al &
oz =Astgon, 7 o] tid) oA} ojmye] td SRS HFE A&

L=}
Ak FEZHE] A Ao Tled e copA/HYs 7] 71T AR
=& YHFYZHPDNS_p)(Cronbach’s a = 0.63), ‘oPHX|/AMUE 7] 7|5l dia] 7}
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<Table 1> Variables and Items

TE =7 w 24 F3Hitem) M (SD)
Y5 I= Ve MYl A7171E SWAR FET BIS: 3.56 (1.61)
(BL: BIS, BIT, BIO) 3}, 715 o Folth BIT: 3.44 (1.54)
BIO: 4.04 (1.84)
H= A7NNS Ak, 719 g ymoh A 5.22 (1.38)
] (A: AS, AT, AO) e ) AT: 5.13 (1.53)
Agd AO: 5.38 (1.44)
ol
(TPB) T oAl Ta¢ tjFEe] ARFES U7k & SNS: 2.92 (1.40)
(SN: SNS, SNT, SNO) 7% FRAE 203l 71Dsok StF  SNT: 3.21 (1.48)
1 Azt SNO: 2.81 (1.49)
2zte Y5 FA A7l 71% IUAR TS AMs, 71 PBCS: 3.17 (1.53)
(PBC: PBCS, PBCT, PBCO) < 4t PBCT: 3.34 (1.49)
PBCO: 3.35 (1.75)
oA/ WY R RE o] FHH ofA/ WY W7t A7) 71% FWAZ SNS p: 2.76 (1.36)
(SN_p: SNS_p, SNT_p, SNO_p) SEMS, 7138l oF ko e SNT_p: 3.19 (1.54)
SNO p: 2.78 (1.46)
Hog o} =] /o B 2 FE] ] ol A/ MU= A717]F IUAR FE(M  PDNS_p: 0.03 (0.13)
5E NAA 71<d 4 3, 11%5¢ ok PDNT p: 0.19 (0.36)
T+ (PDN_p: PDNS_p, PDNT_p, PDNO p) PDNO p: 0.10 (0.26)
o} %] /o L] 2 FE] 9] ol R/ MU= AFEEC] A7)71% EWA PINS pr 3.39 (1.62)
NI HHH 3 2 &3k A, 71$HE< ek PINT p: 3.61 (1.67)
(PIN_p: PINS_p, PINT p, PINO p) PINO p: 3.45 (1.65)
Mlate] 71&2 i ol Al 23 thirio] AFELS #7715 PDNS: 2.01 (1.11)
(PDN: PDNS, PDNT, PDNO) Atz Mokl 71Z)3T) PDNT: 2.55 (1.26)
PDNO: 1.90 (1.11)
AR e] BEA yollAl £238 i AZEL Ut & PINS: 3.13 (1.35)
(PIN: PINS, PINT, PINO) 711% ABAE Ak}, 718 RS PINT: 3.26 (1.44)
3] 2
ARE1H A4 Zoltt PINO: 2.81 (1.35)
T
(SNA) ArE A9 7eA T gg=e] ik 471715 SWAE Al SDNS: 2.01 (1.03)
(SDN: SDNS, SDNT, SDNO) oKti3}, 71%) At SDNT: 2.37 (1.11)
SDNO: 2.01 (1.05)
Ok B R R @] tokss AgEe] A71715 3 SINS: 297 (134)
(SIN: SINS, SINT, SINO) w2 Mg}, 7153 AL AT SINT: 2.96 (1.34)
SINO: 2.68 (1.34)
Nore. Bl = PF5; A = HIE; SN = F3% 9; SN p = FEEZRH F3A ¥, PDN p = FEEZHEH 717 7]
<2 7H; PIN p = REEHE A4 W& 4; PDN = H 299 71€4 3t PIN = 719 Aol HF5 3 9,
SDN = A}3] 9] 713 1H; SIN = ARS] 24l R 1. ZF ko] Hel &% S, T, O 27} Sign(A19P), Talking(7}<
e} o3}, Organ donation A A71715)S Sv|Eh d& € B E A7171% Ak tigk $5 9%, BITE A7]7]1% Hsl
7153 HgslEE 3% 9%, BIOE AR A77%F =8 Yehd
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20| 4240| olol S TS

ot

t=012] 7| 7ISNY, 715D Thsl, Are7|E) 2=0f Cish el e 24

Z3 9)3}S 7HH5U7ZKPDNT p)’(Cronbach’s a = 0.75), ‘o A]/oiH U&= AFSo] &7]7]
33l FYZKPDNO p)’(Cronbach’s a = 0.61)2] E&o 2 ZHgor, 7 F3o
of A9} ojmue] 3t SHEHIES WeE AMSSIATE PIAH o R RREZHE )
MAA PEA L ofR|/oHY = AHEEe] A7) 7F IWAR FES=
43U 7KPINS_p)’(Cronbach’s a = 0.96), ‘ofHA|/AHY= AlEEe] AAIEY 7ME5E2
A7) 71%) A olor] st AL A FUZKPINT p)’(Cronbach’s a = 0.95), “OFH A
[HUs AFEEC]l AR A7) 7SS St As I FY7ZKPINO p)(Cronbach’s a =
09498 TFo g2 Ao Al 7} F3ol tisf oot oMy g SHES B
w3l ARESATE = YAE 78 HEE o] &JAH1=73 749, f?} .
ot FRERES 7 =4 FHEPDN_p2 7] 715 IHA= %%% H=A
AEE EE o= I, skA {PAY 55 oARE EE v 02
1] Z(dummy coding) Ql =4 WA FE3 7|ETA S <Table 1>3}
2t}

A AFEAdAE oy WMAES 3= ol 9
|, B A7 A O] AARIEY AR
Eiingle item) .2 ST O FES ]85 A4 Aol disise olv T

o] Aa AFo|A YZH Bl UTHBergkivist & Rossiter, 2007; Niemi, Carmines, & Mclver,

mlo

O

Ag 7

O_u :|:‘ ;1:, OlN
:OL_',

N
SR
N o

ol
t
filo
%
o

o)
o
-4
0

1986). W17 ~E$} ZA|E|(Bergkivist & Rossiter, 2007)= T 328 o] L3 =AHz}
B gES o83 49 BHIEAEES vude, B¢ g5 9 d5o A
(coefficient 17} ZFZ} 80 vs. .74 , .75 vs. .73, O 2 B &Eo] o7t =71 A EAF
o2 FYu|g Zole UEhA! skth wEbA vl Aol A ARERE FEE T W
AE 7 Al AT & Jde 5SS Aggdon, A3 AFEA F5T AF

2=
S(reliability)~= =5+ ZAg3sHA vt

i

4 AT Az

re

TEE 1

Fo

1)

ATHEE 15 B3l A7) 715 AkS), 7FEEHe] sk, AR Z7] 71509 3714
eloll YolA sHele] FHEESN, PDN, PIN)G RREXE|S] FHESN p, PDN p,
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PIN_p) Abole] ofw@ @7} tehbeA] Rl nuA foh <Table 2>% A7) 71%
Mok 9o lolx Al FHEENS, PDNS, PINS)F FRZRE|e] J1HESNS p,
PDNS p, PINS p) 7+ A##ASE RoiZrh WA 7o) Faa FHENS)Y HoZr
o] ¢4 FEENS p) ko] FRBAE foluledint r = 66, p < 0L TRIA R,
ARl Ao 7167 FEEDNST REERES) /) o] 71EH FHEEDNS p) Aol
o FBAAR FefBR O r = 40, p < 01, A ALe] FHA FHCNGH} FR2
nEle] el Aele] BRH PN p) Aol AueA w= folahl depgot =
S5, p < .01.

<Table 3>& 7}53}] thfel] glojA /H2le] FHE(SNT, PDNT, PINDF 225 H
€] FFEEONT p, PDNT p, PINT p) 2te] 3a3AS Hefzeh. A 7o) 284 1
MEND R RE o] F3A FHENT ) e 4w WAL FelnsAr r = 60, p
< 01 vRRIZIAR, Q) A9le] 71&H FHEDNDI FreREe] ol 249 )&
#) SPHPDNT p) Aol FBBAE FI590H » = 39, p < 01, A U] P
2 TPAPIND Y R RE o] Q) Ao WHH FHEPINT p) Abo]o] FagA =3t
frelahA verstth - = 53, < 0L

<Table 2> Correlation between Individuals' Perceived Norms and The Norms from Their
Parents on Signing

SNS PDNS PINS SNS_p PDNS p PINS p
SN 1

PDNS 53k 1

PINS 65%% 49 1

SNS_p 66+ 49 607 1

PDNS p 24 40+ 20k 305 1

PINS p 48 36 55% N 29 1

¥ p < 0L, *p < .05

SNS: Subjective Norms on Signing

PDNS: Personal Descriptive Norms on Signing

PINS: Personal Injunctive Norms on Signing

SNS p: Subjective Norms from parents on Signing

PDNS p : Personal Descriptive Norms from parents on Signing

PINS p: Personal Injunctive Norms from parents on Signing
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<Table 3> Correlation between Individuals' Perceived Norms and The Norms from Their

Parents on Family Discussion

SNT PDNT PINT SNT p PDNT p PINT p
SNT 1
PDNT 591 1
PINT 62%% 64 1
SNT p 60%% 50 591 1
PDNT p 27% 39 28 365 1
PINT p 46 39 53k 7 24 1

e p <01,k p < 05

SNT: Subjective Norms on Talking with their parents

PDNT: Personal Descriptive Norms on Talking with their parents

PINT: Personal Injunctive Norms on Talking with their parents

SNT p: Subjective Norms from parents on Talking with their parents

PDNT p : Personal Descriptive Norms from parents on Talking with their parents

PINT p: Personal Injunctive Norms from parents on Talking with their parents

<Table 4> AFZ A7) 71Z0] Qlo]A 7)219] FHEGSNO, PDNO, PINO)I H R 2k
El9] TFHS(SNO_p, PDNO_p, PINO_p) 7to| A#AAE HofFrh. WA 7)o 44
TFHENO)T HrugXREle] F#AZ FHENO p) 7H] A% A= Fousigdeh, » =
69, p < .01. 7HQ1S] BEZ FHEPINO)F F-REFES 7|1 HEZ 7 HEPINO_p) At
olo] 4 A =3I KA UERATE r = 49, p < 0L 3HAIRE QA 2] 7EF
THPDNO)H FRERES] 7l o] 7]&d FHPDNO_p) Atole] 4 #AI=
oJ3tA] FUYth ol FEIF AMFE AY] 715E & s O|(PDNO_p) £ALEFL] T
AFEo] AMS A7) 71E5S € 7HFSAPDNO)ETE W] wjFo 2 Bl

[ofstAtH, A7) 7ol tEt 37EA] B9 A7) 715 Ak A7) 715l Atk 7
o] tig}, AFE A7) 715l sl Ale] JAASE TEH on|e] FHEF oA, of
HUZRE P FHE o FRBAE dAZoE FonstAl velgth ol#gh

% o

3
ANEe A7) 7

Eub

=

Lo

-

=)
g o
o
it
>
N
N
N
Og(:",
y  Off
2
32
2
X
i
b
H
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i)
ot
o
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=Y
ik
2
=
e
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o
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- 57 -



YAAHRLIAOIMAT K24H XM3= (2025 128)

<Table 4> Correlation between Individuals' Perceived Norms and The Norms from Their
Parents on Organ Donation

SNO PDNO PINO SNO p PDNO p PINO p
SNO 1
PDNO 60%% 1
PINO T4 62%% 1
SNO p 69 54 68 1
PDNO p 25% 11 18% 4% 1
PINO p ST 37k 497 5 30k 1

¥ p < 01, *p < .05

SNO: Subjective Norms on Organ donation

PDNO: Personal Descriptive Norms on Organ donation

PINS: Personal Injunctive Norms on Organ donation

SNS_p: Subjective Norms from parents on Organ donation

PDNS p : Personal Descriptive Norms from parents on Organ donation

PINS p: Personal Injunctive Norms from parents on Organ donation

ATAE 29 32 FERERE S i) A oxo vA= A FE Asd I
T ol e 2dER} AT =9 BAE dse 2d 5HE HASAH FEE
FEO rHEe] dREARl FAOFC 2R Y FEEE ARYe ZeEAE %
ofetal, FRERE S S0 & 23S dF o= 1o HAE 2Hs=A

Ae AAAH. A A AR Z7] 715 Akl e, F

HA 3]AEA L 7S] tistel disl, Al HAl 342 AR A7) 715l thal Al
YA THn=218). HIEFAQ TF FA1 X (multicollinearity)S WA}l 44 £o]s}A 3}
7] S8l A2 0l E0j71r] Mol 59 WHaxd: o= HHE H FAN(mean- centered)Ol]
FATHFZ: Cohen et al., 2003). A& 28 & IKinteraction effect)] 73-F-

o 2=¢H FEproduct term) O & 37 HAh

AAA 3|9 E-X(hierarchical regression analyses)S =3l AZH Y5 o]29] 7[R F8&
=9 WAEE, 34 9, A48 A7) FAE 3 g

BEo] PREC T B4 W] F/bH WS AFeA] A3l T WA B

3
X
i
J
2
i
g?ﬂ
>,
)
v}
.{
K
ut
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HoaHE o Z3A FHEN p), SEZRE M HYY 71&4 ‘T‘FHJ(PDN_p), B
2RE A 2hel HEA FHEIN po] ZIEUTH npAo R ‘HE X RRIR
Blo] Sz i o] AfE A ol WlEd FRERHY e =T

42¢ A WA B2 ol AYH A% o 2e] Al A WAGE, T P, A2
8 A7) BAS PF A= 7o WAE PRIRE 39 FHol ofgA 2HFHEA
3|

I A7) 715 Aokl disiAe A WA R oS HIdES BT AL
2 fFojustA Jebh F (3, 148) = 80.13, p < .001, adj. R® = .62. & U & ]
S5 JHEFE A4E A7) BAVE AEeE o 5L FHE #HE AL dETE
271 71% AokE stEe =A Jebdtta sjAE 4 ok sHARE F &
FollA FRERE 1 o B9 = Foud FUH FFELS JEhY
2l ZUTE, Faunge3, 145) = 0.11, p = 95, Rlgunge = .001. Al W& B2 4% r
oju)gk WalEFo] YEPUA RUTE Faune O, 136) = 050, p = .88, Rlquge = .012
(<Table 5-1> ).

AR Z7] 7% o=d tEiAE AgE s o]E9 oF WHlEd BT foHg
AFHS BATh F (3, 148) = 8345, p < .001, adj. R® = .64. 3AT F WA
EEHEH S F7IE HAS W AR A7) 715 dig U S-S e
A RO Fiunge 3, 145) = 2.26, p = .08, Rlgunge = 02, Al WA B2 F528 &
A5 fFofustAl GERIA] ZUTE Fauge 9, 132) = 046, p = 901, Roaue = 01
(<Table 5-3> %)
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o flo o
ol

S UeRAT F (3, 149) = 5542, p < .001, adj. adj. R® = 52. AN F HA

Al 3ol REEHRE FHE WYAS W A9 ool fojng F14 Y

A ZUTE Faunge 3, 143) = 1.62, p = 188, Riunge = .02. THF A W5 E29] A5

BoAe Fovg WsteFo]l UeEtst=dl 39 = il 10%9] F7H] AstES

AT} Faunge 9, 134) = 4.10, p < 001, Rlnge = .10. ©] H 5 &80 2HE F

FLE FoArgo] FAHOE Fov|EHA UEFSATH<Table 5-2> Fx). fro|n|atAl Y
%

i

Eld 438850 A s o)1 9 ~E(Aiken & West, 1991)2] A3 ALE
13 T 37 EX(simple regression analysis)S AldY, XT3} FH A e o FAF

(unstandardized simple slopes)®] A Fon|AdES SAHATH
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<Table 5-1> Regression Results for Intention to Sign

B SE 8 t s
First Block
Attitudes 0.52 0.07 45 8,07 41
SN 0.35 0.07 31 5.07%%% 26
PBC 0.31 0.07 28 4795 24
F (3, 148) = 80.13, p < .001, adjR’ = .62
Second Block
SN p 0.06 0.11 05 0.61 31
PDN p -0.27 0.39 -04 -0.68 -04
PIN p -0.03 0.08 -03 -0.35 -.02
Fchange(3, 145) = 0.11, p = 95, Riunge = .00
Third Block
Attitudes X SN_p 0.03 0.08 .03 0.41 .02
Attitudes x PDN_p -0.28 0.46 -04 -0.62 -03
Attitudes x PIN p 0.17 0.06 02 0.28 02
SN x SN p -0.03 0.09 -03 -0.37 -.02
SN x PDN p 0.50 0.52 07 0.97 05
SN x PIN p -0.03 0.06 -04 -0.47 -.02
PBC x SN p -0.07 0.09 -07 -0.74 -.04
PBC x PDN p -0.47 0.59 -.06 -0.79 -04
PBC x PIN p 0.07 0.06 .10 1.06 .06

Fchange (9, 136) = 0507 b= 887 chhange = .01

*p < .05, *F p < 01, ¥* p < 001

SN: Subjective Norms

PBC: Perceived Behavioral Control

SN_p : Subjective Norms from parents

PDN _p: Personal Descriptive Norms from parents
PIN p: Personal Injunctive Norms from parents

sr: semipartial correlation
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<Table 5-2> Regression Results for Intention to Family Discussion

B SE 8 t sr
First Block
Attitudes 0.26 0.07 .27 3.93% %% 22
SN 0.46 0.07 44 654 37
PBC 0.19 0.07 18 2.50% 14
F (3, 149) = 5542, p < 001, adiR’> = .52
Second Block
SN_p -0.05 0.10 -05 0.49 -03
PDN p 0.43 0.27 .10 1.62 .09
PIN p 0.12 0.09 13 141 .08
Faunge 3, 143) = 1.62, p = 188, Rlpunge = .02
Third Block
Attitudes x SN_p 0.03 0.06 -05 -0.55 -03
Attitudes x PDN_p 0.16 0.19 .06 0.85 04
Attitudes x PIN_p 0.15 0.05 27 2.86%* 15
SN x SN p 0.24 0.07 -38 23,70k -19
SN x PDN_p 0.67 0.20 25 3.3]%% 17
SN x PIN p 0.13 0.06 22 2.18% 11
PBC x SN p 0.19 0.07 31 2.73%% 14
PBC x PDN p -0.76 0.22 -31 -3 48%% -18
PBC x PIN p 0.17 0.07 -28 2.47% -13
Pange 9, 134) = 4.10, p < 001, Riipunge = 098

*p < .05, ¥ p < 01, e p < 001

SN: Subjective Norms

PBC: Perceived Behavioral Control

SN_p : Subjective Norms from parents

PDN _p: Personal Descriptive Norms from parents
PIN_p: Personal Injunctive Norms from parents

sr: semipartial correlation
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<Table 5-3> Regression Results for Intention to Organ donation

B SE 8 t sr
First Block
Atitudes 0.63 0.07 51 9. 1285 47
SN 0.21 0.07 .18 2.92%* 15
PBC 0.30 0.06 31 4,99 26
F (3, 148) = 8345, p < 001, adiR’ = .64
Second Block
SN p 0.07 0.13 06 056 03
PDN p -1.30 0.46 -02 -0.29 -02
PIN p 0.07 0.10 .07 0.70 .04
Faunge 3, 145) = 2.26, p = .08, Ripunge = 02
Third Block
Attitudes x SN_p 0.75 0.10 08 0.74 05
Attitudes x PDN _p -0.45 0.54 -07 -0.83 -05
Attitudes x PIN p 0.01 0.08 .02 0.18 .01
SN X SN p -0.01 0.11 -.01 -0.05 -.00
SN x PDN p 0.43 0.63 .10 0.69 -.04
SN x PIN p 0.01 0.08 .02 0.16 .01
PBC X SN _p -0.00 0.11 -.00 -0.02 -.00
PBC x PDN p 0.25 0.63 -06 -0.40 -02
PBC x PIN p -0.06 0.08 -10 -0.83 -05
Fiunge 9, 132) = 046, p = 90, Rpunge = 01

*p < 05, %% p < 01, ®x p < 001

SN: Subjective Norms

PBC: Perceived Behavioral Control

SN_p : Subjective Norms from parents

PDN _p: Personal Descriptive Norms from parents

PIN_p: Personal Injunctive Norms from parents

sr: semipartial correlation
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<Table 6> Summary of Unstandardized Simple Slopes for Intention to Talk with Family

Simple Slopes at Three Points of Moderators

Criterion variable 18D below Mean 18D above

Intention to talk with family

Predictors Moderators
ATT PIN p .09 B35k 60k
SN SN p .89k 52k 15
SN PDN p 28%* S2kEE JGEEE
SN PIN p 31* .52k J3EEE
PBC SN_p 24 05 33
PBC PDN p 32k .05 -23
PBC PIN p 33% .05 =24

*p < .05, ¥ p < .01,k p < 001
Note. Due to different sizes of standard errors, a smaller sized slope can have lower p-value than a larger sized

slope, as indicated with the different numbers of asterisks attached to them.
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AR, A7) 715 Aokl talA A WA E59] oS wMJIES BT SAHSE f9
13HA JERETE F 3, 199) = 13142, p < .001, adj. R = 66. 350l g elx, Az
H B9 A, 18 FHA %F‘%k BE SARCE fFouRt dFES YET
(<Table 7-1> =), AT T WHA EZ2A 47] §39 7FHE 298 v g9 9=
o frould 3714 AP YEA SR, Fowe (@, 195 = 055, p = 697, Rauns
= .004. Al WA B59] F5AEE fFoln|gk WstEro] YEA] UTE Founge (14, 181)
= 059, p = .868, R’tange = .015.

AR 7] 715l tisiAE A HA EF9] oS WSS BT AR CE fonlst
A YERTH F (3, 188) = 13791, p < .001, adj. R° = .68 (Table 7-3 #x). T Hx B
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Autoz Al MA B F5AEE FIRE WEEe] YEhA FUT, Foumge (14,
170) = 0.59, p = 869, R’ipange = 014
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<Table 7-1> Regression Results for Intention to Sign

B SE 8 ¢ sr
First Block
Attitudes 0.51 0.05 44 9.5 %% 39
SN 0.37 0.06 31 6.06%** 25
PBC 0.30 0.55 .28 5.48%% 23
F (3, 199) = 13142, p < .001, adiR’ = .66
Second Block
PDN 0.07 0.08 .05 091 .04
PIN 0.08 0.08 .07 1.07 .04
SDN -0.08 0.09 -.05 -0.89 -04
SIN 0.01 0.07 .01 0.14 .01
Fiunge 4, 195) = 055, p = 697, R'unge = .00
Third Block
Attitudes x SN 0.01 0.07 .07 0.15 .01
Attitudes x PDN 0.09 0.08 40 1.21 .05
Attitudes x PIN 0.00 0.07 .00 0.00 .00
Attitudes x SDN -0.10 0.08 -.37 -1.19 -.05
Attitudes x SIN -0.01 0.06 -04 -0.12 -.01
PBC x SN 0.01 0.05 .06 0.24 .01
PBC x PDN -0.04 0.06 =15 -0.65 -.03
PBC x PIN 0.02 0.06 A1 0.40 .02
PBC x SDN 0.14 0.08 46 1.80 .08
PBC x SIN -0.06 0.06 -26 -1.03 -04
SN x PDN -0.13 0.08 -46 -1.73 -.07
SN x PIN 0.05 0.06 22 0.78 .03
SN x SDN 0.03 0.09 11 0.38 .02
SN x SIN -0.03 0.06 =11 0.40 -.02

Firange (14, 181) = 059, p = 868, Runge = .02

*p o< .05, ¥k p < 01, FEp < 001

SN: Subjective Norms

PBC: Perceived Behavioral Control

PDN: Personal Descriptive Norms

PIN: Personal Injunctive Norms

SDN: Social Descriptive Norms

SIN: Social Injunctive Norms

sr: semipartial correlation
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<Table 7-2> Regression Results for Intention to Family Discussion
B SE &Q t s

First Block
Attitudes 0.22 0.06 22 3.8 %*% .18
SN 0.28 0.07 27 4.23%%% .20
PBC 0.42 0.06 41 6.67%%% .32

F (3, 191) = 81.63, p < .001, adiR* = 555

Second Block
PDN 0.23 0.08 .19 2.80%* 13
PIN 0.15 0.08 14 1.81 .08
SDN -.05 0.09 -.04 -0.59 -03
SIN -.05 0.08 -.04 -0.61 -03

Pange (4, 187) = 434, p = 002, Ripunge = 037

Third Block
Attitudes x SN 0.02 0.06 .03 0.27 .02
Attitudes x PDN 0.06 0.08 .07 0.74 .03
Attitudes x PIN 0.06 0.07 .08 0.86 04
Attitudes x SDN -0.02 0.09 -.02 -0.19 -01
Attitudes x SIN -0.00 0.07 -.00 -0.01 .00
PBC x SN 0.11 0.05 .20 2.31* .10
PBC x PDN 0.11 0.06 .18 1.69 .08
PBC x PIN -0.20 0.08 -33 -2.47% -11
PBC x SDN -0.04 0.07 -.05 -0.61 -03
PBC x SIN 0.09 0.07 14 1.31 .06
SN x PDN -0.16 0.06 -.26 -2.47% -11
SN x PIN 0.05 0.08 .09 0.66 .03
SN x SDN 0.08 0.07 .10 1.06 .05
SN x SIN -0.15 0.07 -23 -.19% -10

Firunge (14, 173) = 1.86, p = 034, Rgpunge = 052

*P<'055**P<'015***p<

SN: Subjective Norms

PBC: Perceived Behavioral Control
PDN: Personal Descriptive Norms
PIN: Personal Injunctive Norms
SDN: Social Descriptive Norms

SIN: Social Injunctive Norms

sr: semipartial correlation

.001
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<Table 7-3> Regression Results for Intention to Organ donation

B SE &Q t s
First Block
Attitudes 0.65 0.06 Sl 11.13%** 45
SN 0.24 0.06 .19 3,80k .16
PBC 0.33 0.05 .32 6.2] ek 25
F (3, 188) = 13791, p < .001, adiR> = .68
Second Block
PDN -0.01 0.11 -.01 -0.12 -.01
PIN 0.22 0.09 .16 2.46% .10
SDN -0.18 0.12 -.10 -1.52 -.06
SIN -0.10 0.07 -.07 -1.37 -.06
Fiunge (4, 184) = 299, p = .02, Rpunge = 02
Third Block
Attitudes x SN 0.04 0.07 21 0.49 .20
Attitudes x PDN -0.04 0.11 -.15 -0.35 -.01
Attitudes x PIN 0.00 0.06 .00 0.00 .00
Attitudes x SDN 0.02 0.04 .07 0.18 .01
Attitudes x SIN -0.11 0.08 -56 -1.85 -.08
PBC x SN 0.03 0.05 14 0.62 .03
PBC x PDN -0.04 0.08 -15 -0.47 -.02
PBC x PIN -0.07 0.05 -.34 -1.25 -.05
PBC x SDN 0.04 0.09 15 0.52 .02
PBC x SIN 0.03 0.06 14 0.63 .03
SN x PDN -0.03 0.10 -12 -0.34 -.01
SN x PIN -0.00 0.06 -.01 -0.02 -.00
SN x SDN 0.24 0.10 .08 0.24 .01
SN x SIN 0.01 0.06 .04 0.18 .01

Parunge (14, 170) = 059, p = 869, Ropunge =

.01

¥ p < 05, % p < 01, #% p < 001
SN: Subjective Norms

PBC: Perceived Behavioral Control
PDN: Personal Descriptive Norms

PIN: Personal Injunctive Norms

SDN: Social Descriptive Norms

SIN: Social Injunctive Norms

sr: semipartial correlation
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<Table 8> Summary of Unstandardized Simple Slopes
Simple Slopes at Three Points of Moderators
Criterion variable 1SD below Mean 1SD above

Intention to talk with family

Predictors Moderators
PBC SN 0.01 0.16* 0.32%%%
PBC PIN 0.45%* 0.16* -0.13
SN PDN 0.4G%x 0.27%* 0.07
SN SIN 0.477%%% 0.27%%* 0.06

X p < 05, %% p < 01, B p < 001
Note. Due to different sizes of standard errors, a smaller sized slope can have lower p-value than a larger sized slope, as

indicated with the different numbers of asterisks attached to them.
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This study aims to examine how norms operate in organ donation behaviors. To this end, it analyzes
normative factors influencing intentions related to three key behaviors: organ donation registration,
communication with family members, and posthumous organ donation. First, the relationship between
norms shaped by parental beliefs and the subjective norms proposed by the theory of planned
behavior was examined. The results revealed significant correlations between the two types of norms
across all behavioral domains, suggesting that parental norms function as part of broader subjective
norms. In addition, parental norms did not show a significant direct effect on organ donation
intentions overall; however, significant interaction effects with theory of planned behavior variables
were found for intentions to communicate with family members. Furthermore, to clarify the distinct
influence of different normative dimensions, the direct and indirect effects of five types of norms on
organ donation intentions were analyzed. The findings indicated that personal injunctive norms
significantly influenced intentions toward posthumous organ donation, while personal descriptive
norms had a significant effect on intentions to communicate with family members. Based on these

findings, theoretical and practical implications are discussed.
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