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Fah el el AMo0 8%, AL 158 L A
(72.8%), A9 57} 819(51.6%), 2EA2ke] A= vl o & 37 23.4
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234 .346 .925 (H# 4) KMO & HIE3S| 318 HH
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=31 . 925 -
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| Il [ v V Vi Vi

A Y] Wi o] o Bt Hoj Ho, 811
FANE wizol] W ARbE S8 8] 7FA A Rete .807
7IE S0l A9k W AIREE B ] Eshe Ao] oRdt .709
AT 2 Qe FA] g I, .662
WAE EEoR A8 7o) A Hep vk Ao .628

7MEEe PZPZ} %%E% dofl sl J*"‘J °l ‘”E} 779
U7h #2759 B e 2 = A 764
A whiz ol 71553 o] A 7} o Bk vk ok 751
A4S BEA P VIS EC] Ay A 743
AHAY A Z3ha A 3kE dir 510
eA4E B ) dr .496

AL ] o $ 7} oko & ojul A Fx] ZA ol}, 788
Apo] el 7} oe A Fx] A Hc, 759
g}x].o“ r:H—H fﬂ— AA 6]—1:]- 676
e 528
Wb mebEr] ok k= A9 ol AR T 427} git, 491
E Y nFAYY 467

4 Azul7h wo] Sof A4 Hk T
o) B ulg ujR o] Yok Feo) ol P4t 595
A AY E& e TiE 2 g7t sct 578

B 282 8 4 Qb AR W 1S v 756
A Wk B4 Gl 9lol 7] vetet, 714

A8 SR wA AU T AR 7} sof deh, T4
o] Teste] AZHsHe AR Fao] vigksi, 522

Eigen value 11.611 4321 1.717 1.473 1392 1320 1.185

>i

Cumulative variance 32.252 44,253 49,022 53.114 56.982 60.647 63.939
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Factor VI AA A A% 2 3.54 £ 0.85
o B Tt oo g oA FA] AAOITE FHRFE] s S SRR T ST
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Qo] ERE= o] nE2 Wik A 5 89S Fx} R20710) H- S Tefsty] {18l 771 8.Q17ke) Akt

e
Azut wol o} zHo| Wy majol mpsoel Qo] AR BARAI & D Lol 4WAS 1S 0,033~
AR A FEstach Al 6 8918 B 2nm g 06759 wsle] ek

(B 7) U2t 22

K0l Factor | Factor |l Factor IIl Factor IV FactorV Factor VI Factor VI
[ A &5 1
I. 7F AR AA .383%% 1
I, 2k=of mef B75%* .205%% 1
V. 52 & A2] vl 624%* 413%% 50T 1
V. A A A .596%* J191% ATTEE 14 1
VI, 3719 o4 507 .192* .355%* L 284%% .368%* 1
VIL AIA A A% LABTE* .033 43T .248%* L420%* 26T 1

*p<.05 **p<.01

2. E79 MEE (# 8) 2019| Lhx Yty
B soo] A ATAS LeR ¢ , o Factor Alpha coetficient

2 TS + Cronbach s adf<> [ A A 8E 918

(R 83 Atk 7+ 2]19] AFx= 548~.9180]%l0H, 1. 7FE AR A7 856

A 35%3F2] Cronbach’s a+=.931 o]tk Ir. g2 mjey 802

V., 2= A Ay .654

V. AR A e 758

VI 2o oA .623

VIL A A 27 548

a0 A .931
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Development of an Instrument Measuring Caregiving
Consequences for the Family of Stroke Patients
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine caregiving concepts further and to develop an instrument
measuring the consequences of caregiving for Korean stroke caregivers. Method: For item construction, components
were drawn from an extensive review of the literature, existing instruments and the result of qualitative approach. A
total 72 items were selected for the first draft. Twenty-eight experts evaluated this instrument for content validity and the
number of items was reduced to 40. To further refine and test reliability and validity of the instrument, data were
collected from the 161 family members providing care for the stroke patients. Result: Using corrected items to total
correlation coefficient, this instrument was further shortened to a 35 item scale. From principal component factor
analysis of the instrument the items were clustered into seven factors as follows: social activity, family support, patient’s
future, caregiver’s future, financial status, patient’s dependency, physical health. The instrument also showed a high
internal consistency of Cronbach’s @ .931. Conclusion: This instrument demonstrates good reliability and validity, and

therefore it is an appropriate measurement of caregiving impact in the family of stroke patients.
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