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(Tabe 1) General Characteristics of the Subjects (n=120)
characteristics categories N n(%)
~ 30 16 13.3
age 31 ~ 40 22 18.3
41 ~ 30 44 36.7
) 38 31.7
sex male 22 18.3
female 98 81.7
final academic under’ middle school grasiuation 24 20.0
career high school graduation 76 63.3
above junior college graduation -~ 20 16.7
nil 38 31.7
religion protestant 29 242
catholic 25 20.8
buddhism 28 23.3
matrimonial unmarried 19 15.8
status married 101 84.2
housewife 68 56.7
present office worker 10 8.3
occupation commerce 12 10.0
’ professional 11 9.2
nil 19 15.9
economic above average 95 79.2
status below average 25 20.8
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(Tabe 1) General Characteristics of the Subjects(continued) (n=120)
characteristics categories N n(%)
spouse T4 61.7
the relation with son 13 10.8
patient daughter 24 20.0
etc. 9 7.5
1 ~5 66 55.0
the 6 ~ 11 o) 4.2
patient-caring term 12 ~ 23 27 22.5
24 ~ 22 18.3
single 4 3.3
the couple 19 15.8
family-formation. couple + unmarried son or daughter 72 60.0
couple + married son or daughter 25 20.8

(56.7%)74 22 Jeisict, A de diE 3 o4
22 JENOH(79.2%) ol & |79 tdA AF
o o] 712F AR AR Fxiele] HAlE )
27 FEE A0 INE 91 (61.7%) =20)
ERE A$(20.0%)7} oFEl EEE A(10.8%) 8
o g4 Jebct #xE E2 71E2 -5/ A%
7H(55.0%) MY Btch 7S Hele olExRist A
B A7 7V B 2122(60.0%) et

b
3.08Ho2 Jeiton 49 39 3¢ 2.4

ull

Eltti Table 2).

(Table 2) Physical, Psychological Health,
Burden and Quality of life

(n=120)
M SD
Physical health 2.87 .04
Psychological health 2.43 .39
Burden 3.08 .50
Quality of life 2.42 .32
3. CH&ARe] 2ubs S4of| wpE dzde], S
2, seol ®

(Table 3) Physical Health in accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics (n=120)

characteristics categories M 3D tor F p DMR
~ 30 3.21 .56 A
31 ~ 40 3.10 b3 . AB
age 41 ~ 50 583 48 5.874 001" o4
51 ~ 2.66 .55 C
male 3.15 .48 .
Sex female 282 55 2665 009
final demi under middle school graduation 2.66 48 A
tnal academic high school graduation 2.89 .56  3.716  .027* AB
career above junior college graduation 3.10 .52 B
nil 2.80 12
s protestant 2.88 .50 -
religion catholic 2.95 .46 386 763
buddhism 2.90 .40
matrimonial unmarried 3.27 .62 .
status married 280 80 2590 000
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(Table 3) Physical Health in accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics

(continued) (n=120)
characteristics categories M SD tor F p DMR
housewife 2.70 .03 A
esent office worker 3.16 .52 B
b upation commerce 3.16 50 5.181 .000" B
eccupation. professional 290 .33 AR
nil 3.17 .55 B
economic above average 2.99 AT .
status below average 2.43 61 5.030 001
the relation spsool;llse é;g gg i
. . -1t 9 AN
mttl.q ; daughter 2.97 62 2.865 040 AB
patien etc. 2.94 55 AB
1~5 2.99 .48 A
e 6 ~ 11 305 62 g0 o A
i)ailen caring 19 ~ 93 263 &7 .39 .02 B
erm 24 ~ 2.80 .45 A
the single 2.42 58 A
o . couple 2.77 55 ) . AB
family-formation couple + unmarried son or daughter 3.00 .50 4.003 009 B
couple + married son or daughter 2.67 59 AB
* p(.05
FoY, 24, o 2, AAAE. Eaiete] BA, A HE ZolE B¢ DMRAT wj$atel A A4
FAE & 71 Y2 JebdcKTable 3). A Aol 7V Yt §31E BE s AL Fe
dHEE R Aol EMF DMRZAIGA 30t o)A A4z 238 DMR 2323 x5 2 7|7o] A
of @A8 EBE A9 30, 400 BHE AP, 50 & 14PuT 19-23 Aelrt AAHoE AY Fora
el ERe 97t Aol slo] EXEE AlEel BEF et 7B dee &4 "}“ A5 "“‘ﬂ’* L_70,-}8_E’H7}'

g ARz A7 ez Jehyr
Aol A ozte] A AHer dotglen H
ez Aol 24 DMREIFHIN FZolziql
F7F 7 23 AEUEolge A7t o} o)
55 2750, 2EEHe 1EQY B wA ‘—}

ehgor] APz ilolg BN DMR@-\% FHA
o}
A

M

viton] viEahdst Als 3¢

Lebstth,

%!
k-

‘«}E}ﬁ‘:}(’l‘able 4)
2 ZolE EME DMRZAT 404 ofde] s}

(Table 4> Psychological Health in accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics

(n=120)
characteristics categories M SD tor F p DMR
~ 30 2.60 .38 A
31 ~ 40 2.60 27 - - A
age 41 ~ 50 243 40 498 0057 g
51 ~ 228 .40 B
male 2.48 .23
sex female 243 42 535 593
final academic under middle school graduation 2.25 .26 A
career high school graduation 2.48 .43 3.579 .031* B
above junior college graduation 2.51 31 B
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(Table 4) Psychological Health in accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics

(continued) (n=120)
characteristics categories M SD t or F p DMR
nil 2.41 47
e protestant 2.47 .32 =1 -
religion catholic 250 49 514 673
buddhism 2.38 .34 ~
matrimonial unmarried 2.63 .37
2 21*
status married 2.40 .39 “'33% 021 )
housewife 2.34 41
resent office worker 2.55 .34
pres ton commerce 2.55 .29 2.444 051
occupation, professional 2.56 .23
nil 2.57 43
economic above average 2.45 .32 a0
status __below average 2.37 .59 983 ) 3“8
s spouse 2.31 .33 A
e son 2oT .24 go60 oot AB
atient daughter 2.71 .45 ' ’ B
patient ete. 2.52 .49 AB
the 1~5 2.42 .32
Hent-cari 6 ~ 11 2.28 .22 463 705
fan‘ne“ caring 12 - 23 249 .60 : 2
€ 24 ~ 245 .28
the single 2.35 52 AB
P couple 2.60 A7 - « B
family-formation couple + unmarried son or daughter 2.49 31 2.570 001 AB
couple + married son or daughter 2.18 44 A
* pl.05
Zo] 304 olf9] 7o wisl Aeiyoz AZEG L 3) ¥Nrd E4d 2 £E7
31 HE2ey W2 Ao|E B4 DMREZ FZolsal HEa7z Jeol o oA qglee @Y, AE
7t deldes Agsgon, AEYUst nlEgd 7 Ad, Bxolel BAl, BAE B siez uec
"T‘7]' 19 Aguct deldoz hgd Aoz Jehy {Table 5).
oo #apete] AAEE AolE 243 DMRZAZ w5 AEHEE 20| & Mg DMRZATINA 404 o]
2 AL 289 Afe Aoyt FEAA veht o e EBE A9 404 o3 ERE AE
H9AQ AS gelA Aol BT AEYeel AS Gl Aol o] Uelrk S48 Fuzel B A
(=}

drMe 71&EA e Abe Aol delA diel g
ek,

2 Uit dEdH e

Q
ojgel AeuT F1EY A
=

TRl Al vehden, fastel FAMEE A el

(Table 5) Burden in accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics (n=120)

characteristies categories M SD t or F P DMR
~ 30 2.77 .57 A

31 ~ 40 2.64 27 . A

age 41 ~ 50 3 95 43 15.183 .000 B
51 ~ 3.28 45 B
male 2.97 45

sex - 247

sex fomale 311 5y L1688 .24

final domi under middle school graduation 3.27 42

tnat academic high school graduation 3.07 .52 2.988 .054

career above junior college graduation 2.90 .49
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(Table 5> Burden in

gtadAa 431y A4z

accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics(continued)

(n=120)
characteristics categories M 3D tor F p DMR
nil 3.01 .55
R protestant 3.19 .54 o 150
religion catholic 313 50 884 452
B buddhism 3.03 L
matrimonial unmarried 2.67 .56 .
status married 3.16 46 416? 000 ~
housewife 3.18 49
resent office worker 287 57
(‘jccu o commerce 2.93 27 2.127 082
P ' professional 2.83 .66
nil 3.09 A
economic above average 3.08 .{)1 S 182 856
status below average 3.10 )
39 3¢
the relation spouse :% ::1 39 A
with son 282 M 5ese 000t ©
atient daughter 2.65 50 o9 ’ C
pe etc. 359 53 B
the 1~5 3.15 47 A
. . 6 ~ 11 3.03 5l e . AB
paFlent-cax'lng 12 ~ 23 282 ';2 3.595 .016 B
ferm 24~ 322 51 A
single 3.16 28
tf'k\]fnil ~formation couple 3.15 45 nn 509
¢ Y couple + unmarried son or daughter 303 56 t '
couple + married son or daughter 3.19 .42

* pC.05

£H% DMREZIA w929 A%, i A$, 7]
sel 24 7] Ael® e Aizt EuE AS B4

of g Fgde] s HYow, #xE 2 VIS
Ag 1972 13d-29 AlojErt fggte] & LR
uebyc},

3) Yutx EAd| g &l A

el Aol dag vjA e I, HTHY, AE
A, gxiolel @A B 2 T IEYHE Y
E}FTHK Table 6).

ARy e Aolg PAY DMREH, 304 ol

BT BUE B9 AE 404 o Fd] ERE A%
sk Zjol7} Yo} 4ol Aol gton], HEAPR o]
£ B2Ng DMRATAAN FZolsel A% &) o]
g Aoz et AEAHE BEY A% BUD,
Bapele] BAME AolE BN DMRATAN AU
ol Aok w912l A AolE Bl vfapel
o) Aol WAl Uedth BAE BB /3WE AolB

A%
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~1

(8]

EAG DMRETNAM A& 1d- 2d Alojst 2d 27}
o] o] xelg yed 2de] Auiwr el Wol Alst
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ade
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(Table 6) Quality of Life in accordance with the Subjects’ General Characteristics (N=120)

characteristics categories M SD tor F p DMR
~ 30 2.60 .37 B
31 ~ 40 2.51 31 AB
2 *
age il ~ 50 937 59 3.382 021 A
51 ~ 2.35 .32 A
male 2.34 .35
sex fernale 5 A4 31 -1.346 181
final academic under middle school graduation 2.17 .30 A
career high school graduation 2.50 .30 11.113 .000" B
above junior college graduation 2.43 .31 B
nil 2.42 .38
L. protestant 2.37 .37 . .
religion catholic 2 49 16 654 582
buddhism 2.40 .29 i
matrimonial unmarried 2.68 .34 .
status married 2.37 .30 4.011 000
housewife 2.37 31
¢ office worker 2.31 37
prsserz:tion commerce 2.62 .30 2.399 .054
occup ' professional 2.47 .34
nil 2.49 .29
economic above average 2.44 .32
status below average 2.36 .35 1.039 301
the relation spouse 2.36 .30 AB
. son 2.51 .39 - . BC
e daughter 262 95 %9 0017 .
patien etc. 2.22 .30 A
the 1~5 2.45 .30 AB
6 ~ 11 2.27 43 A
. - . ()‘
zt)atlent caring 12 ~ 93 5 54 99 5.388 .002 B
erm 24 ~ 2.21 33 A
the single 2.57 .06 A
. . couple 2.43 .23 N AB
family-formation couple + unmarried son or daughter 2.46 .33 2.814 042 AB
couple + married son or daughter 2.26 .34 B

* p.05

(Table 7> The Correlation among Physical Health, Psychological Health, Burden and Quality

of Life
Physical health  Psychological health Burden Quality of life
Physical health. 1.000
Psychological-health. .365" 1.000
Burden -.263" -.531" 1.000
Quality of life 301" .413* -.547* 1.000
* pC.05
V. = 9| o g& gkg wol 7| &Rl AS 17e] Yo ol
AEoz Q3 oplsle dEurl WA ofs MAA
HEFPAE BRE 50 WAA APe FEgY A%l 9PE B Ao ARsH P2 99 ¢
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- Abstract -

Correlations Among the Stroke
Patient Family's llealth Status,
Burden and of Life

Lee, Kyung-Ho*

Purpose: This study is used to investigate
the correlation among a stroke patient family’s
health, burden and quality of life.

Method: Data was collected from one
hundred twenty family care-givers registered at
K and H Hospital in Seoul. Questionnaire data
was drawn up by personal interviews aided by

the staff nurses. The analyses of collected data
are based on the rate of 100 percentage to the
average, t-test. ANOVA., DMR. Pearson
Correlation. )

Result: (1) The influential factors on
physical health proved to be age. sex, academic
career. matrimonial status, present occupation.
economic situation, the relationship with the
patient, the patient-caring term, and the
family-formation. The psychological health
issues were age, final academic career,
matrimonial status, the relation with patient
and the family-formation. Burdens were shown
to be age, matrimonial status, the relation with
patient, and the patient-caring term. The
quality of life was determined by age, final
academic career, matrimonial status, and the
relationship with the patient, the patient-
caring term, and the family-formation. (2) The
rate of the physical condition was 2.87, the
psychological condition 2.43. the sense of
burden 3.08, and the quality of life was 2.42.
{3) The rate of correlation between the burden
and the quality of life was (r= -.547). the
psychological health and the burden was (r=
=.531), the physical health and the burden was
(r= -.263). physical health and quality of life
was (r= .301), psychological health, and quality
of life was {r= .413).

Conclusion: It follows from this study that
there is a very close correlation among the
stroke patient family’s health. the burden, and
quality of life, Therefore it is necessary that we
should find various nursing intervention ways

in order to mitigate the burden of family when

caring for the stroke patients.

. Stroke Patient Family. Family’s
Health, Burden. Quality of Life

Key words
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