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Effects of Knowledge and Recognition of Alcohol Use during Pregnancy on
Actual Alcohol Use during Pregnancy
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to explore the influence in a planned pregnancy of alcohol related family
variables, knowledge and recognition of the effects of alcohol use during pregnancy on actual alcohol use during
pregnancy. Methods: The participants were 284 women who had experienced a pregnancy at some time in their
lives. The data were collected from December 2011 to January 2012 and the method of data collection was self-report
questionnaires. The instruments for this study were AUDIT-K, Knowledge of alcohol use during pregnancy, and
Recognition of alcohol use during pregnancy. Results: There were higher incidences of alcohol use during pregnancy
when alcohol consumption was a problem, when there was a family member with an alcohol problem, or after having
had an artificial abortion. There was no correlation in alcohol use during pregnancy with knowledge, but a correlation
with recognition was found. Conclusion: The results of this study suggest that the main factor in alcohol use during
pregnancy is recognition of the effects of alcohol use during pregnancy.
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A B97) B, 0] Wies) o] Qo] dage] v
AL SFE o) A1l ogake o ghol W Aol gtk
@7t

(Park & Lee, 2004). 9°39] &= @l vl &= <
93 Serhwan, 32 SFFe
7} B8 FcH(Sung et al., 1999).

Wk 7}917] e £F-go] 9590l ek ealole] 7
9, QATL] 6097} QI 2710l 2 whLom, A F Fg At
= 7.4%(Kristjanson, Wilsnack, Zvartau, Tsoy, & Novikov,
20074 H= Ao g B gt vt 43S ti o2 g
ofstetol i 108%2] thgAH 41 57 el Y
Ao 2 ZAEATHWalker, Al-Sahab, Islam, & Tamim,
2011). vt H2 S AFellx] 9 F13] ol 57
3k oAJo] Aulo] Y1, 16.6%7} QA AMLS % 48 v}
A2 (Yeom, Choi, & Kim, 2011), 57k o]A}F2] 31.¢]8] S
PHE 4.6%2 el oH, bE Ao E il F 58
2 16.4%, ZLEL 1. 7%= JEPITHKim & Jung, 2010;
Lee et al,, 2010). oAl YAl F o5 dAle] 1&s}e} &
of $-eltetel i 1R} vlol 7o) 21ke adlo e 44
@ ek A gt

W F 7k oM Aelesrtol BaL, 983 Ejlol =
o, Q2 A Fehs el EalMassey et al,, 2011),
23710l A NE 738 (Larkby, Goldschmidt, Hanusa,
& Day, 2010)3F99AY shje} Z&o]| =2 (Skagerstrom,
Chang, & Nilsen, 2011)¥ 7397} Bt} &3, & 4 71,
W2 AP (Yeom, 2011), W2 38, A|Z =]7] ¢824l
(Lee et al,, 2010) ¢l 7397} o} 232 <13l AA| 2 ¢l g
2 EE2AAEAR EAIE 4R TFs AR o Azt
o] Yal 7}EAA] AEE v Holrk(Yeom, 2011).

12 5 vhAlE &0l HlotolAl = 932 mH AR
FEZEHRAT 19417] 2 A eitolgl= oAt aledeof 734
of idol|x] Aite] ol WA E= s BEshar AKHe] 9

o] A F &FY Aolghe F42 A7Iskqiet. 19739 &
2o} 2njzeh= o i A 0 2 s o] gl st
A H AN EA A A2 FH] o), T -, A e
o] FAlol vehd 87 o] Al AdolE whAstaL
opfi= g ellx] otole] YulEo] UAl F A&
the 284S wewltt. AAole] o)de] ol
nHyl ol oJate] WAgTH= AMLS AF o= gels}
o] ¥& o} ¢x& FFwroletal ¥rgst itk (Jeon, 2008).
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(Ver. 212 2)Z2 a3 o]-§ste] EA8I30t}. ZF A=
o] A== A A= Alg(Cronbach's @) AHE31%10
o % 5 of5e} Baste] ATHsd 2ol x-test
o} t-testE ARSI, A4 Q149 7E £t B3 B4
Zre] A= o] dEA (biserial correlation analysis)
= TR, TS| YA T 25 VA FF
ALY IATH S ARSste] E4skH. B d7e BE

AR Ao 05 olste] FEellA A8k

LA

AT dAte] et ol 3537459291, AGFEIL
13578(47.5%) 27<1 ofAdo] 135%8(52.5%) o] let. Fa7t
U= oAdo] 157%(55.3%) 010, S E= 1F o}
7} 6678(29.9%), tietal Z¢jo] 12874(58.1%), tiehd o)¢
= 29%(12.0%) 0] $ItH(Table 1).

Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=284)

Characteristics Categories n (%) or M*=SD
Age (year) 35.37+5.92
Job Yes 135 (47.5)
No 149 (52.5)
Religion Yes 157 (55.3)
No 127 (44.7)
Education < High school 85(29.9)
University 165 (58.1)
Graduate school 34 (12.0)
Total 284 (100.0)
2. ATChAIRIY] £ ATHAS UM & 25 7Y
AT QA F £F AW Fo QPSS 2R
A A3K(Table 2), YA F 5 88 e ool 21.5%=
YRRt B4 95 (c’=6.653, p<.05)eE d2L g
kel 5007} QA1 85 Aol Y= A0 Lo,
< AR 71E0] Qe - 34.2007F A T 2 ARl
Aom(x’*=4.158, p<.05), AF Aol Aol e Aol
37.0%7F QA F &5 el AATH(x™=9.570, p<.01). F
2 r7sh 958 A 2 A% e F2 o
(*=5.918, p<.05)5 Akl ST 9ol QN T 25 7

UM 230l 0|x|= HE
ol W2 frof gk zto|7} rElsiTE
3. il F SF0 &gt X4
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w2} Table 30 Aelston, AHES i 12.0%004 3

23, 2,0 oL w0l
2001). 714 olele £F&
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=

S =T

frola 2ol7} IR ghgkeml(p> 05),

Bl e A9 M=1.28)0] 55470l §l=
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EAER EALSFAUDIT)S dA4 B2 Altiel 57 of
i, & AR 7S o stglom, A R Hr} -2LL
(Log Likelihood) ko] -oJalA 7H28t9L(x*=16.518, p<
.001), Hosmer9} Lemeshowe] AARZAT} x°=3 494 (p>
05) 2 Rt 282 Zgtst Ao 2 Adkstlry, 3o A
2.2 9 79%(Negelkerke R*=.097) gct. #AI-&-F(AUDIT) <]
%2H](Odds Ratio, OR)& 1.09812 f-2J3HA| Yeld o
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Table 2. Differences in Experience of Alcohol Use during Pregnancy according to Major Variables (N=284)
Experience of alcohol use during pregnancy
Variables Categories No Yes Total x°
n (%) n (%) n (%)
AUDIT Mild drinking 207 (80.2) 51 (19.8) 258 (100.0) 6.653"
Problem drinking 10 (71.4) 4(28.6) 14 (100.0)
Alcohol abuse 6 (50.0) 6 (50.0) 12 (100.0)
Living with Parents Yes 77 (84.6) 14 (15.4) 91 (100.0) 3.032
No 125 (75.3) 41 (24.7) 166 (100.0)
Family history of Yes 25 (65.8) 13 (34.2) 38 (100.0) 4158
problem drinking No 197 (80.4) 48 (19.6) 245 (100.0)
Planned pregnancy Yes 124 (77.0) 37 (23.0) 161 (100.0) 0.596
No 97 (80.8) 23 (19.2) 120 (100.0)
Experience of abortion Spontaneous - none 178 (79.1) 47 (20.9) 225 (100.0) 0.224
Spontaneous - yes 45 (76.3) 14 (23.7) 59 (100.0) 9570
Artificial - none 189 (82.2) 41 (17.8) 230 (100.0)
Artificial - yes 34 (63.0) 20 (37.0) 54 (100.0)
Key people drinking Friend 47 (72.3) 18 (27.7) 65 (100.0) 1.930
together | Colleague 30 (81.1) 7 (18.9) 37 (100.0) 0.165
Husband 56 (69.1) 25 (30.9) 81 (100.0) 5.918*
By herself 4(66.7) 2(33.3) 6 (100.0) 0.511
Family member or relatives 23 (74.2) 8 (25.8) 31 (100.0) 0.386
Total 223 (78.5) 61 (21.5) 284 (100.0)
T Multiple responses.
*p< 05, *p< 01,
Table 3. Rate of Correct Answers about Knowledge of Alcohol Use during Pregnancy (N=284)
Items Number of Rate of Degree of
correct answers  correct answers  difficulty (SE)
5. Alcohol use during pregnancy affects the development of central 243 85.6 -2.36 (0.27)
nervous system of a fetus.
2. Both males and females have the same ability of alcoholysis. 230 81.0 -1.94 (0.24)
4. Alcohol goes through the placentas of pregnant women. 212 74.6 -1.45 (0.21)
3. Alcoholysis is related to genes. 201 70.8 -1.19 (0.19)
1. Alcohol contains nutritive elements except calories, 175 61.6 -0.61 (0.17)
9. Females with habitual drinking problems show higher rate of 160 56.3 -0.34 (0.16)
disease and death than males.
8. Females show faster progress of alcoholism than males, 151 53.2 -0.17 (0.16)
6. If stop drinking, it is possible to prevent a fetal alcohol syndrome, 140 493 0.04 (0.16)
7. We can say it is alcoholism when the person shows withdrawal 134 472 0.16 (0.10)
symptoms (etc. shaking hands) with no alcohol.
10. When females drinking alcohol beverage during pregnancy, their 34 12.0 2.64 (0.30)

babies may show problems within one year after birth.
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S71F0R & FAAVIS & A QA T HEY ol e Pl dA T 2FE 5T 5L 2,194 F71
3 FaklE 26078 S7FRE Alog UERITHOR=2.67,  3h= 2o YEPITHOR=2.19, p<.05).
p=.03). 3N F2 A 52 ke AlRES T 2,

220 AY QAT A RS F90% Ao}, 2Ligkol  -2LLREe] frold i vEhdA] kot (x’=9.151, p>
oA 7HA5FaL(x*=7.985, p< .05), Hosmer} Lemeshow .05), Hosmer9} Lemeshow<] A& A7} x*=1.936 (p>.05)
o] A8 x*=6.283 (p>.05)2 Ueh} 2 A3 A 2 UEREaL, 23 o] AR 19.2%E o) AR 5% 5
o2 Asigdet. By AWHe 142%= old dARG  Tlelddth. 2 FHI 3 SFE vl 3Ee Jdol ¢
4.5% 7Fst et 74]5—]' PAE g S 7IEe 2 vAIE ¢ A F FTE ST FE2 3.034 T ZoR A E
N8 @ G0l 94 F SFE ST BRE 209 B HROR-303 p<.01), AT(OR-258, p<.05)9 &2
= Zog @4 5]°iﬂ(©R=2 03, p<.05). A4 75"_"9’] (OR=8.65, p<.05) PFAIE= 7B9-ol= frofgh 547} et
735 frefgk Aat vehtA] ersko, ek s A Stk 2 2 F2 rhAlE -ols 4o A1FRE

Table 4. Difference of Knowledge and Recognition of Alcohol Use during Pregnancy according to Experience of Alcohol Use

during Pregnancy (N=284)
Total Experience of alcohol use during pregnancy
ota
Variables Yes No t
M=*SD M=SD M=£SD
Knowledge 5924202 5.91+2.01 5.92+2.09 -0.011
Recognition 0.87%0.72 0.76%0.65 1.28+0.80 -5.210™*
= p< 001,
Table 5. Factors Influencing on Experience of Alcohol Use during Pregnancy (N=255)
Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4
Variables
OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI
AUDIT & family variable
AUDIT 1.09** 1.03~1.16 1.11% 1.04~1.18 1.07* 1.01~1.14 1.07* 1.01~1.15
Living separately from their parents 231* 111~473 221* 1.06~4.60 210 098~450 185 0.83~4.13
Family history of problem drinking 2.67* 118~6.04 271* 116~633 297 124~7.15 2.82* 111~7.16
Obstetric variables
Unplanned pregnancy 2.03* 1.02~4.07 216" 1.06~4.41 2.47* 1.16~5.26
Spontaneous abortion 087 40~190 072 032~1.63 077 0.33~1.79
Artificial abortion 2.19* 1.05~4.55 210 0.98~4.49 2.96** 1,30~6.72
Key people drinking together
Husband 3.03** 1.31~7.02 250* 1.01~6.15
Friend 258* 1.03~648 260 0.98~6.95
Colleague 193 066~562 175 0.57~5.39
By herself 8.65% 1.07~09.6 11.59* 145~924
Family member or relatives 175 0.58~5.27 181 0.57~5.71
Knowledge and recognition of AUP
Knowledge 097  81~1.15
Recognition 2.90%* 1.73~4.85
R’ (AR 097 142 (.045) 192 (.050) 288 (.096)
-2LL (A -2LL) 246,788 (16.518) 238.803 (7.985) 229.452 (9.151) 210.922 (18.730)
Hosmer & Lemeshow (x°) 3.494 6.283 1.936 3.862

AUP=alcohol use during pregnancy.
*p< .05, #*p< 01, **p< 001,

Vol 18 No, 4, 2012 285



o -
2us -3

o] 107410114 69.6¥ % Hh$- BekaiA] Lehsto v o
ol frofslio} gt

4RO QA F 2ol BE XA AN Flato]
2% 283 BX9381 A3} -2LL (Log Likelihood) ko] -2J5}
A (= 18.730, p<.001), Hosmer$} Lemeshow
x*=3.862 (p>.05)2 Yeh} 232 s A
gor], HF myo] e 28 8wl A%
2o AFES AR H FAET(OR=1.07, p<.05)%} &
EAA 715 o7 (OR=2.82, p<.05), A1g JAl o} (OR=
247, p<.05)9} AFHAF AB(OR=2.96, p<.01), F2
a9 &8 TAAHOR=2,50, p<.05) £ vhAlE 29
(OR=1159, p<.05) % Q41 F F AHE(OR=2.90, p<
0017} o]k W= e

= o

£ d7e 2 T ARIEAR gFEA e dA F

o]
JFS Flstglon A7 ARE EUE =9

jo
N
=2
=)
rr

o

N F BAHEL 21.5%= Ve tiidate] Adut A
=7t 258 3t 2o ZAME Yeom (2011)9] ¢t} 3¢
ol ®Hort B e tAE 23S FAlskL 9
71&oo g st en, Yeom (2011)¢] d7E= FA,

rr

WA, WE QAAS EESHIcHs Ao olE mlEeay
o, @

o

S HIE AN AR SFEo| wi¢- ES& AR ¥
St} webA ofzlgh vl B 71X oSl QAT o5 L
Pwo 2 B Es] Ad JaAdo] k. olg 2t
£ Al F 2F80] 60% o]l BAJoH(Kristjanson et al.,
2007) Bl SEATE 10.8%20 i (Walker, Al-Sahab,
Islam, & Tamim, 2011) ]| H|3{A]= vll-9- F& 4] o]t
JA F 27l HAE e 2A2E IS B9
g A3E a0k, BA &5 2 71 B Adgelsle
Aleeh F52 Aiele] FAR, & ZAAL 7 F-577
sHA| vEboH, AT 71 B dsks SAIR
AR WSS g Aol AlE A A
Fol Frolatgilrt. g, AIH g Ty = T 253
Pl w2t 44l Foll 258 &9 Aozt e, ¢
Foll thgh A2 F-oehA] gkt oAl 5 5l
2 frofgt s vAE Ao 2 et
#dste] FA SF(AUDID) = 94l T 50l v

=i/

4z

Lo,

o> rff o p An do Mo e
ol‘-?ﬂom>~
rijon

iy
Lo

286  Korean  Journal of Women Health Nursing

-y

A& o] ok Ao g vElton o= Yeom (2011)
o] AFNME PN F 279t gt o] e A= v
ERd v glo], Al F 2579 EEE olF QRiglo] E ThA|
PEHAT & & et #Al 75 BAIg & F-EA e}
o] FAARA W2 YA F SF B E TANA G
ko] YAl F 58 50| 2314 H2 Ao AL
=, ol F-=ofe] FA71

el ufet AERPolile AR frelshas elsk
U, A F 27 R frolat oA RS ekl 9122 A
ARgiThL 2 5 glet.

= AR 71| gl Aol fle Aol vlsh A T &
o

8 g0 2.824) T2 Ao 2 veht Aztola} ol A9
EA7} F2 290101 Yeom (2011)2] A7} e} %]

)y

R 2o ekt a7zelatel ofulA A7k 7144
GAFA ARG Y, 53, 7Vge] B9 AEF SFE §
S Qlggo] #alo] QIgke A0 R v|Fo] B 4 ek 85

al

A4 G 9 A7E Fol opAe] 57} o we
i

O
r

o o

=
>
b
=

o2 =Ey] urks eaE AT FHA) o

mo i g W lo o

N
o
=

Ao} 715 HE BAISE Foll AHAQl 821
g A Al o] fefgh o] Qe Ao = UG e
, o] Yeom 5(2011) 2] 79} Lee 5(2010)2] 72
UA| =)= Aol o592 AFollA AFPAIE 514 &
o] Al F SFEo] =2 Aoz el AlFE ¢
Abmol wlf-g-2ol| Al A1 Bfjofel] thet HRE Hor
Aol dig FH| & t=F F=slng A F 25

Sold 75 Aol w2

3 AsiA= A ik
} Shgo] Yolxl Ao g velyt ot FAIH 0= frosHA]
grokor, QIF-HAF A fielxe Ad3-RAt
o] gl Fel vls] JAl F 5 FHE(
21980 =2 Ao 2 YEeptt 2 AFellx A F 257
A7 Q1F R4k 2holl AT BAE = U= Ty
Aho] FFHT U o] Folhrhd, 44l 5 &% QIgHH
ol FJ3ll & AAA AFFALE 3= B 5= 2H T 5 3l
=]

=
L, oleh= gl YAl T SFE sk sl R &

o

41z

o o K

¢

[e)

o e e A U o | G < < J 7
o ol do o

o



sht 25 ghe A S0 28] AT WS 5 9)
o} deit i Aol AFAE QA F SR A F

#AE BslA 58

I
13} ol

9‘L

S QFRAM A F 2FTbe] A - F WAZ ZAe e
A oju] Q= AiE AL 5 9 Zolth
F32 7 F5He Algol T ol et Aol g

ol 714 Bk 1 vk o2 AT, A%oh} A4, A4%E=,

In

ol-fE At FRE<]
T e, F2 H2 5 dHo] A7 dRtelA &
gre &8 Ashs Ao g AlgHr, ol2jd A
tEo] 715 Aol FAo]
ofAde] 377t HHstE <l
o] Fsfofl that Q12 Gro}zl Ao = 3|4 g
T7F QA F a7 571 HotolAl 18 & IS
(Jeon & Jung, 2008; Jeon, 2008)3Ath= A& 1#gt uj
2 & 2ol tisl] F3 Bl wS-& A vt
L 3HAt 53], g T2 Sehe ool Al F 27
ggo] 3.038 Erhe A EE & 2
7ol tigh e = sl Aretar w5 Fart ek
theo 2 3T, 7150l H3, A% 55
A2 ZAEJA, T2 EA vAlE B9
Aol = Bt Al T 58 sahE 7MY =AU
ERto B2 o]o tigh $4 vt Bad Ao g Welth 1
Yo} £} SF35h= AlElgTE Ao 2 A2 S AR oM 5
Ak 9] 2lglF7bo] & % 0 2 viehd A3 -2LLzko] frolsHA|
FAaslA] 94 A 55 sl & wf 2 AFelA HHHew
frofgh gdo] glriar sjMsh= AL fosfof & Ao B
2t Park? Lee (2004)2] 7ol oA 2] 25 F71% ‘At
A F7)7 A 7 B st ok sl 9l F
STE AR 2 AT E V1S 33 A E o] jdEe
oJgh QgaFo] vehd Z1g e & uf 22 Weto = sjA
.Gt S o 2 g AT (Park & Lee, 2004)
s AT, A7 191, A3 ER, 71E3A, WAL
298], 2 dAtet 5] Aozt 3912 vehd dHel 192
LR 2 Agreh= oghe] atolg Borh, £ AF-f ti o]
3 o] e oAolete e e
B, A7ECE G| #9171 22 Zlo g A7 oje}
= e AP ES 5= F o A7t
W= SghEa FHe] AR F83% 318919l Zles

(ST
o flo o
1 1
e

i
lo

(PN

P
BT
Hu
gk
o
o

e

4 H

3o

O

oL i

O &1

PN F 257l B3 A2 EA o= 7 AE-Eol
3ol ‘il F 27 Hlohe] T Wl 3 Fh
(85.0%) 2 e om, ‘Hrle} ofzte] d-& el 5o
2}0](81.0%)’, ‘d-&2] BubEaH(74.6%) oM =& AGE
< B v, ‘FFEhH HoldaE S5 oo] 7ss}
TH49.3%)", ‘B 71547.2%)" D QA F TS
45 13 o] EA| WA7s3ItH12.0%) & el
7HE g AHES Bt ol2d 23E AlEsHAl 248
B, A F 2571 "lotellA] vpiink= e widE o s 4
Aot FAARQD A A e kgt BE Btk
t}. Peadon 5(2010)0] 52| 71917] oAIES
ZALATIA T dARe] 61.5%7F G-g-o] Efjofol| Al Lt

(3

—_

(o]

f

(o]

2
>,
o

s

r (

FFe mIAIH, 55.3%7F ol TETFI(FAS)S &L
thar B3 sl o]5e] A7 7HY7] oS e s
Hh, 2 s Al AEol Sl ode e s skl
AollX el w2 o Alsdd. I-el= B9}
YA F 27l FF AL QA T E50l AR o= #
3 gFo] UehA ot Al T 55 A9l nlAl= 9%
. o= A T T80l Al FEFA Aol B A

oAl S LFERRITHE Lee 5(2010)9] 947 77ks} 2fol}

Y[ o lo Rorf o3 B ok Ay R

N
flo
=
o
=2
X
:?L
&

N st

N
X0,
2
H
H
(o
Jo

N
N
N
W
=

a2 frAEWA 7H 7he] S, FHA] S ol
2 & g AR Agaka gdrks FAA o] Ui
7ol e S840 Qe Pk Ao B g
ol 914jo] A F 27l e S Mo EE
ol A1 gleke 41& AZall wolSolol & Aolth, 9141 5
Abme} vlo} ol A7k AAA £ 2o
A7

O Z 1 _%_ }_ 3}
A5 Bk olol S F4H & A5 o]

o T

A}5e] Agbo] Ths At

o W= AAA F23 715
AL Lol 2 W, 74 vEE Fad Fuclse) JA F
2ol g $94 <14j9] BAo] viS- Fashh 91809
o= Pele] ALdeY B 27U 913 R AGmEL
A7 WA 1A ADE AN o AL

Vol 18 No, 4, 2012 287



© 2 A73Z7 A (Hwang, 201009 3] 2 uf, 9
% &% oldnss 98 aaol sl

E Q7oA Al F 2500 Bk A Ao] {rolgt kel
TFAS0] e Eate] o] F4
ZF edolr] wo} oherat o)

o
T
N
§2
32
a“r
e
m
r&
i)

4 B
8, 940 5 ol el Q5] A9 £99) 47} Ao

b

B d7e dAE ol e e e il T =
38l FFE viAE WJES FAE . 2 2, Al
TR, FEAd B, & EA 7T, AR 43
o] F&E mlAl= Mol e, 552 45 9h I vt
AlE 7357t 71 w@3kaL, e} @A vpAAY E3 vhal=
7357t B2 Aoz yehstarn, 4l T S50l thd A4
7ol gle b Al T S50l g 142 Al F 55l
FEg e vk 22 A =

opdel a2 T3l % 7HA A< stara stk

2 Aol Al T EF A kel =3he

o

d, 941 % gFotel A - F WAZ el Al ololn
oF sic
Q7EF2 W ST Akl 1917
a0 SFEE HololA| M2 48 % ¢ ‘RAEFt— Aol
A R BT A S wolof s, :
o S A4 ZAQTE olFol ok B,
o) 57} sl wel ek G F 47l
distel 4053 o] ot se) 3

REFERENCES

Choi, G. D. (2005). The Determination of problem-drinking for
women, Unpublished master's thesis, Chonbuk University,
Chonju

Choi, J. K. (2003). Exploratory study on the assessment factors of
temale problem drinker, Unpublished master's thesis, Seoul
Women's University, Seoul.

Do, E. Y., &Hong, Y. R. (2011). Factors affecting pregnant wom-
en's drinking. Health and Social Welfare Review, 31(3),
287-307.

288  Korean Journal of Women Health Nursing

d . ol:gﬁ

(=]

Han, J. Y. (2009). Study of early diagnosis of Fetal alcohol spec-
trum disorder, Korea National Institute of Food and Drug
Safety Evaluation.

Heo, E. J., Kim, M. S., & Kim, G. G. (2001). Drinking patterns and
alcohol-related problems in women. Journal of Korea
Community Health Nursing Academic Society, 15(1), 202-
215,

Hwang, N. M. (2010). The necessity for establishing a public pre-
natal health promotion and education system. Health and
Welfare Policy Forum, 163, 50-64.

Jeon, H. J., & Jung, S. K. (2008). Effects of workplace alcohol-re-
lated environment on drinking behaviors among female
employees. Journal of Korean Society for Health Education
and Promotion, 25(3), 21-43,

Jeon, J. K. (2008). Drinking during pregnancy, it's dangerous,
even though only one cup. Healthy Living, 60, 26-27.

Kim, C. S., Oh, M. K, Park, B. K, Kim, K. J., & Oh, J. K. (1999).
Screening criteria of alcoholism by alcohol use disorder
identification test in Korea, The Journal of the Korean
Academy of Family Medicine, 20, 1152-1159.

Kim, E. S, & Jung, H. S. (2010). Characteristics and factors related
to high risk drinking of Korean women. Journal of Korean
Alcohol Science, 11(1), 45-50.

Kim, I. O,, & Yang, E. Y. (2000). Effect of alcohol on health status
of pregnant women and fetus. Korean Journal of Women
Health Nursing, 6(1), 109-116,

Kristjanson, A. F., Wilsnack, S. C., Zvartau, E., Tsoy, M., & Novikov,
B. (2007) Alcohol use in pregnant and non-pregnant Ru-
ssian women, Alcohol Clinical Experimental, Research, 31,
299-307.

Larkby, C. A., Goldschmidt, L., Hanusa, B. H,, & Day, N. L. (2011).
Prenatal alcohol exposure: Is associated with conduct dis-
order in adolescence: findings from a birth cohort. Journal
of American Academy of Child Adolescent Psychiatry,
50(3), 262-271. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j jaac.2010.12.004

Lazic, T, Sow, F. B, Geelen, A. V., Meyerholz, D. K., Gallup, J.
M., & Ackermann, M. R, (2011). Exposure to ethanol during
the last trimester of pregnancy alters the maturation and im-
munity of the fetal lung. Alcohol, 45(7), 673-680. http://dx.
doi.org/10.1016/ j.alcohol.2010.11.001

Lee, S. H., Shin, S. J.,, Won, S. D, Kim, E. J., & Oh, D. Y. (2010).
Alcohol use during pregnancy and realated risk factors in
Korea, Psychiatry Investing, 7, 86-92. http://dx.doi.org/10.
1186/ 1866-1955-4-12.

Massey, S. H., Liberman, D. Z., Reiss, D, Leve, L. D, Shaw, D. S,
& Neiderhiser, J. M. (2011). Association of clinical charac-
teristics and cessation of tobacco, alcohol and illicit drug
use during pregnancy. American Journal of Addiction, 20
(2), 143-150. http://dx.doi:10.1111/§.1521-0391.2010.00110.x

Muckle, G., Laflamme, D., Gagnon, J., Boucher, O., Jacobson, J.



L., & Jacobson, S. W. (2011). Alcohol, smoking and drug
use among Inuit women of childbearing age during preg-
nancy and the risk to children. Alcohol Clinical Experimen-
tal Research, 35(6), 1081-1091. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.
530-0277.2011.01441 x.

Park, H. R., & Lee, J. J. (2004). Research on culture of women's al-
cohol consumption. When women drink? 7he Korean_jour-
nal of Woman Psychology, 9(2), 39-52.

Peadon, E,, Payne, J., Henley, N, Antoine, H. D, Bartu, A, &
Leary, C. O. (2010). Women's knowledge and attitudes re-
garding alcohol consumption in pregnancy: A national
survey. BMC public Health, 10(510), 1471-2458.

Skagerstrom, J., Chang, C., & Nilsen, P. (2011). Predictors of
drinking during pregnancy: A systematic review. Jourmnal of
Women's Health, 20(6), http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2010,
2216.

Sung, S. K., Shin, D. H,, Song, J. H.,, & Lee, K. H. (1999). Clinical
characteristics of female alcoholic inpatients in a mental
hospital. Journal of the Korean Neuropsychiatric Associa-
tion, 38(6), 1262-1272.

Sung, T. J. (2001). Understanding and application of item reaction

0 Y&l & S0l 0|x|

rir

g

o0t

theory. Seoul: Educational Science Pub.

Velasquez, M. M., Ingersoll, K. S., Sobell, M. B, Floyd, R. L.,
Sobell, L. C., & Sternberg, K. V. (2010). A dual focused moti-
vational intervention to reduce the risk of alcohol-exposed
pregnancy. Cognitive Behavioral Practice, 17(2), 203-212,
http://dx.doil0.1016/j.cbpra2009.02.004

Walker, M. J., Al-Sahab, B, Islam, F., & Tamim, H. (2011). The
epidemiology of alcohol utilization during pregnancy: an
analysis of the Canadian maternity experiences survey.
BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth, 11(52), 1-9. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1186/1471-2393-11-52

Yang, S. H. (2000). A study on the views on alcohol, drinking pat-
terns and problem drinking of women in some area. Korean
Journal Woman Health Nursing, 7(2), 23-45.

Yeom, G. J. (2011). The risk factors on influence of alcohol use
during pregnancy, Unpublished master’s thesis, Samyook
University, Seoul.

Yeom, G. J,, Choi, S. Y., & Kim, I. O, (2011). The influencing fac-
tors on alcohol use during pregnancy. Korean Society of
Maternal Child Health, 15(1), 71-81.,

= What is already known about this topic?

» What this paper add?

pregnancy.

alcohol use during pregnancy.

Summary Statement

Previous related studies focused on how attitudes to alcohol use during pregnancy and planned
pregnancy influence on alcohol use during pregnancy.

Having problem drinking before pregnancy, planned pregnancy, having a family member with problem
drinking, experience of artificial abortion, and positive recognition about alcohol use during pregnancy are
major variables, There is no relation between recognition and knowledge about alcohol use during

= Implication for practice, education and/or policy
Strategies to reduce positive recognition about alcohol use during pregnancy are needed for preventing
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