e
Vol.10, No.2, 278-288, 2004.

o= O o
= = 11 O == =
Zadistel gAY S22«
olde’ . @uta? - ardFxY . Aol - Uae?
ALY olax)¥ - Matol® - HEA - Ay - 2eH®
1.4 =3 3H A1 e A7l viE AdEdol &

+ 199095 fElve}t FHle] 100 Algeille) Ry
nAERgAgc e AR ARE, 2001 A
Y 4 RAes sEy g 2 A1) #7399
stz g AZEAY 480 FHT9EAEANN ¢y
Hygdgo 2 w3 Aojt}k v EPFATLE Jile)
FAH £ 9 FHEAD =, D 2 ASEEe] W
3t ¥ o2 a<le] ZHgste] wrAisly, Ad dAgolA
AQdel AFLHe] ot s0%oldelnz, WAl
REeRARI) :7:}33% M) AgHT L ARAAY W
32 fEshe A%3Edel Fast f7g 27333
< Ao 2 B o2} o) A g Al 2
v7} ZtHGreen & Kreuter, 1991). ojoff nja} ¢
2uEte 199590 NZFFIYE AP 3Hle
27233 4 A4FAE 9% U Asy g v
st

A7) A olFoAl= A= F8o] Hu
AARA FEez FYHE AN R bS] o
Hoolvjel, 1997). Fardy S(199%5)%  Yarcheski
2} Mahon(1989)ell  9lahd(olmle}, 19979ld A&

* 2 de WA AR A A3 slo] 35}
1) wEuse dssta ag
2y dddighn ZragE ug
3) sk a st we

4) JFujsst e st we
5 Fduign teshet ms
6 SR a3 ar

3 FARA ol AR £3 FsAel Yn ®
of W YA ARYYE M) D 2 Fo| AREBo)
slo} 7z abe) 71kg olsn vlgje) RwE Ahie)
ARG F0 YRS viAE tstael B
Qyopale) sjae] Foakct

7Eshe 27l disl wen AR sgoln 7
Al AY 5 s} FEUdAelA A3 AR B
S Hole ZlojthHelvie, 1998). whebd 7tEoist
e AERe Ysl SgEkn ARsnz A%E
23] wuAte] g Mot B

2eg pEOsYe el BgAges 8y &
Edlas} oW At HEoz suY JYNAS
28] H3A Taw $F T 922D PP AW
28 4 Arknds), Qols P olFeh. 2002, ol
el Ao ome] AUAA HFehe Aol de +
Qo AZE WA F Yom R sty 21s
ste o)z o) RAA AZWL AeE 4 Aok
Hgo] ATENYAT cio] FEUANN AgTyete
2 ze Aoy £A0R AHE ) wHn S5
3 WA AT Bobm(RAe 5, 2001, o)
A% Yueze) wsts ARDA Wsle A 259
2qgAA 2ok AR tetel 2z el o

7

o

7 Feisha s skt wa
8) At ol e uT
9 TSR ARFANY w5



£ "3 7540l AeHAr)Y, 1999).
meix IS ddes AR F2e
A8l 799 Ads F= 2908

A

of
2
3
oE
2
=

Jo 1ir

gy} 3ts A A

A7E s AU FPe FE 2

U 2 ARE YPshs INF TEEYS PR

BEUsAe BR2A =20y AR 99 A% A
5 4w g '

FAH a7 2R,
A, Zaste] AW 24 ABE o4l 7}
ARye RY=S AE,
RYE AEL J2 BHEUEY
Z3e +PRYES THET
DEiEe] ARYSIol D
WE BE9.

e

AT o

=4,

AH, i

SEC.
Fe FE a9

<Table 1> Representativeness of the study subjects

et cstel A IE LHE BB ojHe §
00 mHE AgsAT. oHe FE0NS F

2l 7ol X8 57) oig gl AR
AT Aol FONAT 2e digelA Alslz
A 2Ed 2 AUAY B AZAYS 2 v
2002)d A+ 2#g oA A7 G B
stk

T A7 ARE VIR @ ol4e 5020 At
of 7 3, 7IEE AR 3 2Ed 2 48
o AR ARSI EAAY 28 AAA @ A%
P9z FARAT a8y B A7 g el A
& AdstgEn 1 o)fE TEuistY tr) o3
golojM oty BAYNE 75T ARG 2EY 2R
A B AAAR], FaA a3ade] g ¢
I, A HARA e 71SF AR 2EH 2 YAt
FEE Lo, FHH JAUYLE 2EH2PEAAH
AR AR S GBS e Aot o] Ay
HEE 7|28 /MRS FEE

ot
=

%

E 0
E=2

sl zhastatel S 1008 %
b 47870)0e). AdmoR MgSuAle
T gusl FHIE s}, BT Sy BYwe 3
tehm 2Eete SOl A REOIM detalol

ol

. study subjects . . z or F test
cntena content no. of persons(%total) sampling rate(%) nursing student populafion (p value)
province  Kangwon 96(20.1) 12.1 791

Chungnam 113(236) 125 203
Chungbuk 102(21.3) 36.2 22
Seoul 167(34.9) 92 B4
gender female 476(996) 6.1 7818 0.38 >0.1)
male 209 80 %
grade freshmen 105(22.0) 45 217 0.004>0.1)
sophomore 137(28.7) 65 2114
junior 107(22.4) 58 1842
senior 129(27.0) 8.3 1545

* source : Korea Nurses Association{1998)

OlM2, Vol.10, No.2, 2004

279



290] Ao 7 YR Hol RAA A9lste] o
g4 476%-& dyadez iAo

<Table 1> 43 Wide] BE FE&7 diBENS
7] 9ja) Ax shdd BEXE A= g vlwsiy
EREATe oEAde #ITIAT AER THE
453%0102 REFEEL H zdiEe 61
;A oty 126%0)0cy. 4 shad
oA A rEuistdel) 243 Adelold 2 Ag
= AF auede] diE RRo Tyt gl

ArFP70e 19989 3YFE S5UTA0lIe,
A8 R FRIY ARAE ojgs), 4 ¥ EF
ARE Tgst Yuky EA3 2E2AZAIE 3
AR AR, FBA 127494, AAES FHE 248
i

rlo

X

M

2. APET

AFmFe ZA T3UTGAAY] guty A, 2B
28R, AR AR, FEE AR, AR89
T 9908 FAHG dury AL A, A,
Ay, ghd, -‘?—EEH‘I] £ AR .

ZE ]—— AEAIS 713 A 2(190)0] o]
B3 HadY "Efﬂ’\ AGAE EAETE 7IRE
3} Zl:itﬂ‘?}"g«] A8 & Ade W&E 7Rz &
GRSl £, RAF =72 ZAIAL B Ay
oA 28§ 2Ew2AEAE =e 2 9d 7
£ 9 Sund opddl, HE 44, I1F % 1‘1‘3
Ala 2 AW B4, JY, AEE A EHsE 2E
o7l Egeln, sidshe ARzdel oW 13, gl
04eg2 2E2AEAYY A5 e I
dyollA =79 AEEE KR-202 840

AB)HR A s Weinert §(1981)0) @3t Fujo)
A A F(1993)0] ¥ed PRQ 2%E ARESRAch
PRQ 2% ojzt 9 A2dA(ntmacy), AH31d B%
(integration), FS(fostering), 7¥x17Haffirmation),
Z(assistance) & 57 @Gl dsf BEFo=FT 3
AP 2 dFdA gy JiF duEd Adx
Cronbach alphaz} of3 2 zgAe 77, A13% %
e 74, FFE 88 JHFEE M, x2S oM
on AXEEE 91l

F8HA 27U Ware(1981)7F 197683 74t
T AARNAHEE o)Lt olF Aded e
Aol sigshe 87 BEE ALdF HdEE, UE

o

e rEL 094

of fr X o

o oMo Moo
oX
=
2
=
%

Tl WA d#BA AZEE Cronbach’s alphat
Breldt
179 FAnTe A7t Ndege Fa3

7, 8, FER A4, oA, 25 vuse o
F Q9L oPHENW =TItk F FAL @
g 8% Dgola e 0Folm, £FE F 128 ol

ofd 13 11 o)iold 0F, Fug il Aol
13 B33 Aol 0Fo)n, ofdalAh= 34 How |
A old 04oly, 352 /HEoldx 3d 13 1
Qb W 04, wiwtxE: 20-25¥e 1AW 1 ulubolu
oPFe 09S Fol Awsh STk W ALY
A3 A5E 740ln Hshe 0golk

3. RN

ATAZ £33 A5 F GAH B FEe] U
T W3AE A9 62He BMgAez Ik §
ARARL SAS 213 LISRELZZ 1o o}

A HA SAS window2 tgAre] UukA
“?“?3—’?-91 AN B4, 47 =79 AEx

g BN ¥, A8AA matix® 43
By AP, 4R & olgXNY EFF
A¥ FEANEZ LISRELE #2158} LISRELS] ¢}
s Ef?*’;‘—zé% maximum likelihood®-& ©}-&3lst}

m o7 2o
1. o7 HRo) MEH B

<Table 2>¢l & Q79 ojZRYol| A1E3 W

SF9 W] Hed BAE JIEsida 229 A
sk Sfo] 50.0%0l3ler], 3 S & HE 2EY
28] Y AT 4943(SD=355)10

S AREAAAE O 499 SAdsR
ZAsded 7Y w2 dF JI9e 2H€og HEy
o] 518(SD=09pels 7FF @& HEE NP
ddoem Hagtel 50I(SD=07R)2 HAFHoz A}
3227 BE odoletn SHEtdT FuA 17
A4e oAl godo s S M &

re

H

N

. |fom
1k
Ho

1o

Jor

R



<Table 2> Descriptive statistics of study variables

variable contents no. of persons(%) mean(SD) range
4 with family 237(50.0)
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Type Content Value Evaluation criteria
absolute fit measures chi-square 23719(p=0.0) by statistical test

df 59

NCP 1789

GFI 0926 >0.90

RMR 0.069

standadized RMR 0.062 <0.08(using covariance)

RMSEA 0081 0.06-0.08
incremental fit measures AGFI 0.887 >090

NFI 0912 >0.90

NNFI 0911 >090
Others CN 175 >200

PGFI 0.601 large value is better

PNFI 0.6%0 >0.60
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ksil: sex, ksi2 living together with(out) family, ksi3: stressful life events

etal: perceived social support, eta2: perceived health status, etad health behaviors
resl: intimacy, res2: integration, res3: fostering, resd:affirmation, resS: assistance
heall: current health, heal2: past health, heal3: resistance to diseases,

heal 4: future health, healS:concerning to health, behavior: health behaviors

<Figure 1> Hypothetical model with parameter estimates
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* Chi-Squere=224.82,! df=52,  P-value=0.00000, RMSEA=0.085" ;

<Figure 2> Modified model with parameter estimates
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<Table 4> Fit measures of the modified model

Type Content hypothetical model modified model Evaluation cnteria
absolute fit chi-square 237 9(p=0.0) 224 8(p=00) by statistical test
measures df 59 52
NCP 1789 172.8
GF1 0.926 0925 >090
RMR 0.069 0.004
standadized RMSR 0.062 0.066 <0.08(using covariance)
RMSEA 0.081 0.085 0.06-0.08
incremental fit AGF1 0.887 0.887 >0.90
measures NFI 0912 0917 >0.90
NNFI oo 0.919 >0.90
Others CN 17 169 >0
PGFI 0.601 0617 large value is better
PNFI 0690 0723 060
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- Abstract -

Structural Equation Model for
the Health Behaviors of
University Nursing Students in
Korea*

Yi, Sung Fur’’ - Oh, Kasil”
Park, Young— Joo” - Kim, jeongah‘”
Kim, Hee Soort” - Oh, Kyomgok‘s)

Lee, Sook Jd” - Jun, Hoa Yur”
Chung, Choojan - Chot, Sangsoong)

Kang, Hyun Chud”
Purpose:  Structural  equation model ~ was
analysed to explore the determinants of health
nursing  students in

behaviors of  university

Korea. Study subjects: Four hundreds seventy
eight university nursing students were. selected
by random cluster sampling from five
universities located in the middle area of
Korea. Data collection: The data  were

* This study was completed by the members of Social

Support Interest Group of Lambda Alpha
Chapter-At-Large, Sigma Theta Tau  International
Honor Society of Nursing.
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6) Professor, Department of Nursing, Dongnam Health
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collected by questionnaires about demographic program.  Each  nursing  school should be

characteristics,  stressful  life  events, perceived encouraged to  develop  the  program  for
social  support, perceived health status and increasing positive perceived health status. It
health behaviors. Results: 1. Living with(out) would be nmwre effective to develop health
family did not show direct effect on health program separately according to the
behaviors. 2. Stressful life events and social demographic  or  social  characteristics  of  the
support  showed  indirect  effect  on health students. And  following  studies could be
behaviors via perceived health status; higher suggested to identify and promote the valdity
score of stressful life events predicted negative and reliability of perceived health status and
health behaviors. 3. The higher score of health behaviors measurements.

perceived health status predicted positive

health behaviors. Recommendation: To Key words : Social support, Stressful life
improve the health behavior  of nursing events, Perceived health status,
student, the program for positive perceived Health behavior, Structural
health status is necessary, which includes the equation model

social support and stressful life event control



