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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate relationships between construction variables and quality of
sibling relationship and peer competence in three-year-old children. Three hundred six 3-year-old children
from 13 private kindergartens located in Busan participated in this study. Park, Wha-Yun and An,
Ra-Ri(2005)'s Sibling Relationship Questionnaire(SRQ) and Park, Ju-Hee and Rhee, Un-Hai(2001)'s Peer
Competency Scale were used to collect data. Collected data were analyzed using independent-samples t-test,
one-way ANOVA, Scheffe's post-hoc analysis, Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient and
hierarchical regression analysis. Major findings of the study were as follows. First, there were statistically
significant differences among 3-year-old children in peer competency according to their gender and sibling
gender composition. Second, the quality of sibling relationship significantly influenced on peer competency.
The theoretical and practical implications of these findings were discussed.
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<Table 1> The general -characteristics of the
subjects
General characteristics N(%)

Male 151(49.35)

Subject gender
Female 155(50.65)
Total 306(100.00)
Male 163(53.27)

Sibling gender
Female 143(46.73)
Total 306(100.00)
) First 136(44.44)

Birth order
Second 170(55.56)
Total 306(100.00)
Old brother 100(32.68)
Slbhng gender Younger brother 65(2124)
composition Old sister 70(22.88)
Younger sister 71(23.20)
Total 306(100.00)
less than 2 year 123(40.20)

Age interval
more than 3 year 183(59.80)
Total 306(100.00
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<Table 2> Difference of peer competence according to young children's gender
Dependent variable Group N M SD t
Male 151 3.17 .82
Initiative -3.46%%*
Female 155 3.49 .80
Male 151 3.17 73
Prosociality -3.04%4%
Female 155 3.50 74
N Male 151 3.30 73
Sociability 3 37k
Female 155 3.57 .68
Male 151 3.21 .66
Peer competence -4.10%%*
Female 155 3.52 .65
*EEp<.001
<Table 3> Difference of peer competence according to sibling gender
Dependent variable Group N M SD t
Male 163 3.30 .83
Initiative -0.62
Female 143 3.36 .82
Male 163 3.26 .80
Prosociality -1.75
Female 143 3.41 .68
. Male 163 3.40 75
Sociability -1.09
Female 143 3.49 .67
Male 163 3.32 71
Peer competence -1.29
Female 143 3.42 .63
<Table 4> Difference of peer competence according to birth order
Dependent variable Group N M SD t
o First 136 3.35 .80
Initiative .39
Second 170 3.31 .84
o First 136 3.30 71
Prosociality =77
Second 170 3.36 78
Sociabilit First 136 3.42 .69 3
iabili -
R Second 170 3.45 74
P ; First 136 3.36 .65 25
r competen -
cet competence Second 170 338 69
AAAYINE  Fome A% BT AS BT 33AD=TN),  HEAS  PF

3.23(SD=.84), F&A> H 3.31(SD=74), T/
AYE= 3.55(SD=.64), o158 3.28(SD=.69)= L}
Bt HAek 7F fromlsh Apolzb QIO (F=2.67,
p<.05), Scheffe AMFATE AAS A3} e+ 1H

Apol = LFERA Skotth Aa A el A /o mho

S
=

3.53(SD=68), “FW/AYE Hit 3.65(SD=.64), ©]
FAL o 333(SD=68)0.% UER} foju]dt
2] 7F LR .M (F=3.93, p<.01), Scheffé AF5-7]
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<Table 5> Difference of peer competence according to sibling gender composition

Dependent variable Group N M SD F Scheffé
Old brother 100 3.22 .81
e e Younger brother 65 3.42 .84
Initiative 0ld sser 70 3.44 88 137 )
Younger sister 71 3.28 77
Old brother 100 3.23 .84
. Younger brother 65 3.31 74
Prosociality 01d sser 70 3.55 64 267" ;
Younger sister 71 3.28 .69
Old brother 100(a) 3.32 77
o Younger brother 65(b 3.53 .68
Sociability 01%1 sister 708 3.65 64 393 ca
Younger sister 71(d) 3.33 .68
Old brother 100 3.26 71
Peer competence Younger Ibrother 65 3.42 .68 2.96* )
Old sister 70 3.54 .62
Younger sister 71 3.30 .63
*p<.05, **p<.01
<Table 6> Difference of peer competence according to age interval
Dependent variable Group N M SD t
. less than 2 year 123 3.34 .86
Initiative .20
more than 3 year 183 3.32 .81
. less than 2 year 123 3.40 .80
Prosociality 1.26
more than 3 year 183 3.29 72
Sociability less than 2 year 123 3.48 71 78
more than 3 year 183 3.41 72
Peer competence less than 2 year 123 341 .70 3
more than 3 year 183 3.34 .65
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1.75(SD=45)2 Jebsteh =3 = 499 3
9 WM = FEAS EA 3.33(SD=.83), A
e FE 333(SD=75), AtuAe  Hit

3.44(SD=71)Z ‘tebytTh,

<Table 7> The general tendency of quality of

sibling relationship and peer
competence
Variable M SD
. Warmth/Intimacy 2.10 38
Quality of -
sibling Conﬂlct 1.62 S0
relationship Relative 1.75 45
status/Power
Total 1.91 29
Initiative 333 .83
Peer Prosociality 3.33 75
competence
Sociability 3.44 71
Total 3.37 .67
e fob FAEA An mel f54 1
o] AAAE Lot A}, <Table 8>°llA H=
o, ajeAY] A3 w FedE 24(p<0DHE
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<Table 8> Correlation between quality of sibling relationship and peer competence

Quality of

Wa?rmth Conflict Relativestatu-s/ sibling  Initiative Prosociality Sociability Peer
/Intimacy Power . . competence
relationship
Warmth |
/Intimacy
Conflict .03 1
Relativestatus/Power ~ .30%*  26** 1
Quality of sibling g1y 5pa g7es 1
relationship
Initiative 14%* .03 2% 5% 1
Prosociality 32%%* -.07 A7F* 26%* S58%* 1
Sociability 29%* -.03 5% 24%% 70%* JT3EE 1
Peer competence 28%** -.02 Jd6%* 24%%* 87H* .86** 91%* 1

*p<.05, **p<.01
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<Table 9> Influence of quality of sibling relationship on peer competence

Peer competence

Independent variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B g t VIF B g t VIF B g t VIF
Subject gender dummy(male) -31 -23 -4.10"" 1.00 -29 -22 -394 101 -27 -20 -3.66" 101
Sibling gender composition 10 .06 90 151 07 04 62 152
dummy(younger brother)
Sibli d iti
[DHNg gencel compostion S04 =03  -37 162 -10 -07 -1.00 1.66
(old brother)
Sibli d iti .
folng gender composttion 23 14 208 153 .16 .10 148 157
(old sister)
Quality of sibling relationship 51022 4027 1.04
R 5 7 12
R’change 5 2 5
F(p) 16.78" 6.20"" 8.44™"

Durbin-Watson 1.77

*p<.05, ***p<.001
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<Table 10> Influence of sub-variables quality of sibling relationship on peer competence

Peer competence

Independent variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B B t VIF B B t VIF B B t VIF
Sibling gender dummy(male) -31 -23 -4.10"" 1.00 -29 -22 -394 101 -26 -19 -3.61"" 1.02
Sibling gender composition 10 06 90 151 .09 05 .82 153
dummy(younger brother)
Sibli d iti
[DHNg gencel compostion 04 -03  -37 162 -08 -06 -80 1.82
(old brother)
Sibling gender composition «
. 23 14 208 153 16 .10 143 164
(old sister)
Compassion 39 22 388 113
/Intimacy
Conflict -07 -06 -1.00 1.09
Relative status
16 11 167 140
/Power
R? 5 7 15
R’change 5 2 7
F(p) 16.78"™ 6.20"" 736"
Durbin-Watson 1.79
*p<.05, ***p<.001
. 2013; Sung, 2009) k) T 9ot w
. folel AABA TARS G w F e P I, o P
Ly o] 2o A2 Q1 Adgko] o] yepe W, ofok i
K Re
-7 ok = 21A}3] A0l A]dFo] wo 1} o
B QT fobel mal frsyol fopy g o oot SSIAU Al Bl S
Lo o & ojopr) dobrth Y feAo] w& ZoR
AlfA FdHel wet ojw gt ztol7t A E , = o o)
QR AR fobe] wo G=AL 9okl A (Abramovitch et al., 1979) =5 4 Ut}
’ %W %ﬂﬂﬁhﬂ”?ﬂﬂlﬁ%ﬁﬁH%%“

DA TP A Fobd, fob 3A 4T
gt Fevl Aolsk Qe ol frob
A e w He 2w
sod, Az e AL WA F Aed
AFF s AvE 2 5 Ued, olF A4
A9 A ) e

AR, fotel o] me mA %
g AvE sk, fobe HEe
A e A fggel shsuaa £
A}81, Al 3
231, obrrt oloph me £
f549l sl
957t Esek

Bo T

‘

O
Wi
=
©

o l"
H
=
Jo ox
olr
o,
(L)

ol r
o,
2
i—“;
o
F(‘
= Y

FEA, A,

oleld ATANE ofoprt o}

E0e AATE(Kim,

REE:

e

/‘é ﬁil o) A3
3, Abard é?lﬁ WJ]&?WV}%%G:E
Sh, = s ahelwell AtwA el A, F
WAYE F Folrt F/omE T Jolrnt Alw
dol o =% olg]dt AFANE= Leest
Cho(2002)2] A9} FEA 0w UX|sh=d],

I Gomus PR el S
WE Zokn $820l Rt AR HE
2 B4l o Al Aol 44 5

o # 4 gk

@ A A 2

Aol & Fsdel mA

°
o9 %
s
ogh

- 1063 -



and An, 2005)7}% x| gt}

. '|0

1<

=1

. 0|
o

-

e

Aol Azt

}

-
gl

ol
&

blo
R

2 =7 Yebs o,

A

R

L

o]

T e o yehylth

g

_]

T frs

=
=

GAEA ] A3t e

A=

1
AA M 2]

ZE

g

=
=

=
)

1 A2 (Park, 2007; Park and An, 2005)

Pz
L

1

&

T
=

A

W

Y
)

™ ooT

o] FEUh=

A
2004) 9+ FAF

)

pi
o

AT A IH(Kim, 2005; Lee,

ol

s,

(<]

vhebstom, A A9E s

o|J

A7E ek

}

W
T
%0
I
%O

)

.]

25 olellgd wj wHA FollM: oY fofe}

L=y
-

T

pi

D7k e gkgre ol

}

s
il

-

/\O]—

=}

A

3

[e)
Eis

!

el

)

o}
7

Jlo
ofF

=

JvNO

W ok,

Aoz e of

[e]

R

obel me) f5gol %

7

(e}

7

T

9
il

o)

o

7

Al el A

79

=K

d 2o

L

R

5t

B =

AR
o 5

o
3

A
T vk 71 el A frotd

o
R AR
o Iy
M
Mo
o W
Jo -
o =
T
B =
yr ®
ﬁ NN
o 5
f I
— T
oS
T A=
"ol
woAr
® B

#)gdo] o] Fo} Ao}

15

0|
pal

&

Gete, Eme folrh s @A)
Zolt},

Frh 2 AgelA FA A
AL I e R

=

3
- 1064 -

R
L

SEAEE!

T

ke)
i

shags, 44

ABA 7L HEel 2k

=
T+=(Kim, 2005; Park

1t} o]

S

o

2~
T

X

=

ofmjghtar

frote] FAAAZ
Parke?} Buriel(1998)2] <1

LA A A
oM A

[e]

Brody(1998)2] <19}



OF 3A| Fote| HHEA T

(L

%
Fu
o ML
X
T
w4
no

3ﬂ frotel 54
Lo oy o <l

A

iy

3
st

re
-
i
N

References

Abramovitch R, Corter C and Lando B(1979). Sibling
interaction in the home. Child Development 50,
997~1003.

Bae HJ(2005). A study on the participating process
in a talking class of non-participatory three Year
old infants and examples about teachers’ reciprocal
strategies, Master's thesis, Chung-Ang University.

Brody GH(1998). Sibling relationship quality:
causes and consequences. Annual
Psychology 49, 1~24.

Campbell SB and Cluss P(1983). Peer relationships of
young children with behavior problems. In K. H.
Rubin and H. S. Ross(Eds.), Peer relationships and
social skills in childhood (pp. 323~251).
York: Stringer-Verlag.

Carney AG and Merrell KW(2001). Bullying in
schools:  perspective understanding
preventing an international  problem.
Psychology International 22, 364~382.

Choi SR(2005). Play and child development. Seoul:
Yangseowon.

Chung YS(2001). The study on the conflict between
siblings and on mother's strategies according to the
sibling combination and the age spacing, Master's
thesis, Sookmyung Women's University.

Cicirelli VG(1985). Sibling relationship throughout the
life cycle. The Handbook of Family Psychology
and Therapy 1, 177~214.

Conger KD(1996). Sibling relationships across the life

its

Review of

New

and
School

on

Hio| gl &

=}

Mzl Aot w2 Redntel

span by Vict or G. Cicirelli. Journal of Marriage
and Family 53(3), 804.

Furman W and Buhrmester D(1985). Children's
perceptions of the qualities of sibling relationships.
Children Development 56, 448~461.

Hwang SR(2015). Types of multiple attachment to
mother and teacher, sex and five year old
children’s peer competence, The Journal of
Fisheries and Marine Sciences Education, 27(3),
601~613.

Hwang SY(2005). A case study of the application of
sand-box play on a child with low peer
competence, Master's thesis, Korea National
University of Education.

Johnson C, Ironsmith M, Snow CW and Poteat
GM(2000). Peer acceptance and social adjustment
in preschool and kindergarten. Early Childhood
Education Journal 27(4), 207~212.

Jung MK(2006). Differences in the quality of sibling
relationships, social competence, and emotion
competence by the sibling gender of five-year-olds,
Master's thesis, Keimyung University Graduate
School of Education.

Kee HJ and Kim HJ(2004). The relationships among
maternal differential treatment, sibling interaction,
and peer competence. Korean Journal of Early
Childhood Education 24(4), 5~32.

Kim EK(2011). The between maternal
perceptions about the mother's differential treatment
of siblings and the sibling interactions, the quality
of interaction with a sibling and with an unfamiliar
child, and the peer competence, Master's thesis,
Ewha Womans University.

Kim ES(2013). Relationship of gender, playfulness
and social competence among preschoolers. The
Korea Association of Child Care and Education 81,
91~110.

Kim HIJ(2005). The relationship of birth order and
sibling relationship to the quality of friendship,
Master's Dankook  University ~Graduate
School of Education.

Lee HJ and Cho SY(2002). Sibling relationships and
children's social competence.
Child Studies 23(3), 139~148.

Lee JY(2004). The sibling relationship, the parents
attachment and the peer attachment with sibling

relations

thesis,

Korean Journal of

- 1065 -



2R - 0|5l

status factors, Master's thesis, Inha University.

Mun MH(2005). A case study of adaptation of three
year olds in the full day class in kindergartens,
Master's thesis, Chung-ang University Graduate
School of Education.

Park JH and Rhee UH(2001). Development of a peer
competence scale for preschool children, Korean
Home Economic Association 39(1), 221~232.

Park JM(2010). Relationships between quality of
sibling relationship and behavioral self-regulation of
young children by birth order, gender, and sibling
gender, Master's thesis, Keimyung University
Graduate School of Education.

Park JY(2007). The relations of peer competence with

young  children’s  sibling  relationships  and
interpersonal problem solving abilities, Master's
thesis, Keimyung University Graduate School of
Education.

Park MJ(2002). Relationships among sibling status
factor, sibling relationship and conflict resolution
strategies in children's friendship, Master's thesis,
Sookmyung Women's University.

Park WY and An RR(2005). The quality of young
children's sibling eelationships, peer competence,
and emotional competence. Korean Journal of Early
Childhood Education 25(1), 91~108.

- 2ol

Parke RD and Buriel R(1998). Socialization in the
family: ethnic and ecological perspectives. In W.
Damon (Series Ed.), and N. Eisenberg (Vol Ed.),
Handbook of child psychology (5th. ed., pp.
463~550). New York: John Wiley and Sons.

Sung SK(2009). A study on the five-year-old
children's sex-role preference and peer competence
by their sex, Master's thesis, Korea National
University of Education.

Woo ES(2004). The difference of young children's
emotional intelligence by the type of sibling
relationship, Master's thesis, Chung-ang University
Graduate School of Education.

Yang JH and Choi KY(2005). Young children's
understanding of parent and sibling relationship.
The Journal of Korea Open Association for Early
Childhood Education 10(2), 365~397.

Yoo SK(2009). Young children's playfulness and
social competence by number of sibling, sibling
sex combination, and birth order. Journal of Future
Early Childhood Education 16(2), 367~388.

® Received : 04 June, 2019
e Revised : 01 July, 2019
e Accepted : 11 July, 2019

- 1066 -



	만 3세 유아의 형제관계 구성변인 및 형제관계의 질과 또래 유능성과의 관계
	Abstract
	Ⅰ. 문제 제기
	Ⅱ. 연구 방법
	Ⅲ. 연구 결과
	Ⅳ. 논의 및 결론
	References


