R280| | BYY FEEA
3z B 2.0 5
ST TS o83t
QLhed® . LBA . o]y
I.M B
1. ool 2oy
75 gHe ARgen Il EANE
e PR 49 DS 2 ¢ 3
22 A% d7ddel dus @7el AW P 3
3 A G993 Fad, 012 2E A2 259

Fo BHE URE ATYHE FHT o] 2ojZc},

1980ddidle 2 E3772 F4H22Z(Kang &
Lee, 1980: Hong et al., 1983), 1990Qddl= &

NdE F422(Gu & Lee. 1990: Lee et al.,
1992; Lee et al., 1993 Park & Park, 1995 So,
Cho & Hong, 1996. Kim. 1997 Kang et al.,
1998), AT7-58E Mt olf AF=E 2Nz

1080 Fukie] A7) gdes dAFubo) ek
= AME URE Gy FEE AHelsin

3 Oh, Sin 29X Kim(1992)2 40812 g
g ZAPOA A EA SMAEE F dPio)
F7tH 1 ickn sl S}ivige Zdae o
AE BAY #AEE £ e T 72EM
(LISREL)®] %] Z715lm &2 AAH o gt =

*

g e ads

Zgdgta pazes
wEdttn FEey
Y a D3 éa
MegRddY Zas

249 20008 949 18Y s4pd

*

-

TEER

TEEER

20004 114 79

) A’l?.i%**** .

© F kKK
A2

Wak F2PAe 29 olgd A4 A
% BAYE W olBe AZH Al 3
S(Lee. 1990) %%, =hA™, deleh,
A8 mE AFpolld &3] 8% ovd as

Tofel e dAdeel daiMs HFIvkeskA stz

T-'é_‘l{

r-lu ot Mo o

2]
e A%

H2 Zo] ol FEE= AV F shtel)

THY BHg go] AEsle o)fE A, o B4
71glol EAR Z2AT I dFHETRAE BN 3
g ez Aad F9 54, olg ¥5EY DA E
T2ACR &Y Hrsle ¥ E #Fs 5 B4EY
(exploratory analysis)elA] #ZEM(confirmatory

analysis)7H2e] ZolE A|Fsl F7] o FoltHCho,
1996).
welo] 3 278 ol a7HE 1

g ZzEMe
Y wHoluR d7dnE Husl] 43 F3hfgol
Y o] it YA E Erle oot v d3ET
’\MW g0l BHe o2 Edio} #ed Az o
Pzl ohet 239 A=, JMA #AY el
‘?‘Z‘_E. A dusle Wy, aglz o2y de
gl gk SAwe) AR SE WM 5 U=
-E’t?} AEE Arsfokgt gt} oly AEEMIH
o b FERE Seic He FUG TrE

%ore

JMI Jw o
0{)1“‘

P

it
ox

d-1¢ad 20019 449 39
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2001¢ 4€

4g o8¢ TeE BHe Byl grEd
o5 o] BEsT HAF ABEA Pie HALL
d7e AR £2% goled Fa¥ 8] Hedw
2797 2§ BE AFED BAdME APy
A hgel B0l US B TARY ARLA 3
Hel 484 € Asdse Ageleld o9 Bad 2
F& 88 Pob 4 gfleh
oo BWF TEEHE 2EAT ALY A4
£7 22z A44el BAPE PIANE welman
1% o 24338 EeRom das Ao A8
¥ 4 e 71ED AP oA dEkd B Az
A 3T,

2. ob72s

D o3 eBe U9 542 BT

2) B4 w2 ARG o1BF 2AE LAw,

3) W4 =8e] LISREL AH8453& 43t}

4 Wy w2 A 28 Qb5 9 24
B4t

5) 04 £2el $U= 44 NS pAwY.

Ok
<
ol
i
A
2
o
04
1o
%)
=
o

_Pf,
o

1o siedshe WE-2 AAs -r]?f}‘rl AR S
2 olFe] & XS] 1 L F o EFEtn
T3 BAAAN EHeER P2l 23S 2Y
Al71A =T

e F2EY(covariance structurc model)©]
@ dte] #atgl W< (observable variables)E el
#AE EMd HE olHtt H2 o] A ®He
(latent variables)EZte] BAFT2E ddHspy] A
FAuolt(Long, 1983). A3 HFH 2t €
. AREAXRA, & 3 e sRdEel A

(entity)' ZA B2T & gy HFott, FHF +22
Holehe ool AlAbeHRe] #EE WFENY e

ol WAFTE Alole] Y B (covariance matrix)
2 gd¥g, Jdd HEl 4udde 3% 34

¢

E EFHA Ao B ¢ glerng Fuig gE g4l
3
=

=2
o] ¥4o) AMgEZIE ok WG P
.]

ZRAel M= 7F A A1 (hypothetical constructs)
T AAE Haerl B2 W4EEde] B9 HE 2
g Atold] 3F2E ARFctn MY 284 wat
9% WHol ¥l (decompose)F et whebA], Fiar
TEEHE AN F 7lAe FHo4A 2 240ya)
TEREHECZ P59 ded, 1 sk st de) ¢
A e AEE ZAEe

L
=2
-

: =
2] 27 ( psychometrlcs)Oﬂ*i a7

de FHeAE TR oW 2y (stxuctural
equation model)ol® F& A £l (econometrics)
oM were] 2 Foloh FAHRYL 7} FaAH W
Fxe rMdE FAMNGel BatE W odle] FHEE
71 FAEM 2Yoz AL g 3o £4
(N =st ggz)S 7ledt. 3, F2iydRye
AA-RFELY ARd A E TA S 5}'& o ad%Es
Zlestn A9E 24 d9EA e g TR
EH(Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989).

Aol A3 AEA AFAME Az AL
B33 @] B3 o8 Ex 8L A3, APA
ARE FYs o FAE 232z s "o
aRd | AFEAES FEATIAY #EAE 9
< B35t dZ 0] gich o2 ERE AlE gAY
ke ’E}i’&i’&ﬁl 2 A BAE S YeiMe Ay
4L vehlle IS #Ad dd o 7He
Az, 7t dS Fysle A AR £4F
o 7HE AZIA "ok a2y s By A}
Bl Afde Add S AFE) s e
Aoz 2uA AAH(two-step sequential procedures)
£ 33l EA4sksnt.

AR M= ALEL 2= By FHAR
B gt £33 A2 E EHE A= Ee SPAF
g A 3x xE ERAFe] #AvtsEE HE
a7 st B 2P uo] e EREH e
WRd#HY BNFEe AHE HEE AAEa, 244
SJAEME AAste] g A ARE AFEA Boh
I A gd Aol wEAm dFFE dI=st
FuEY F5o 3P EES EdE HR Ee 53
+5 FHEA At ol W HE g2 e FFA
EEge 24 #E ¥ iske wiS Asix s,
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SAEMM FZH 892 HFAF(factor score
coefficient) & AH&3ld Z+ EHRA K A E B
st W Abgsly|e P} ol 2 whHoE A
o] 48 AdEd distd HT Le B¥RSrE 24
A P

F dx dAeME 248 AQEFETY Bl
g 7Ha g @A FAT FUATES AHEeld dgot
A gt o] A FEUS 3 EHARY WY
of wetM e} FFHe] thiF BAZY, 8 W 2
ARA oI AEN BEHEN 55 AAEA o

A EAS el AdEds AE e d
BelA, olst B2 2¢A HAE AYY ol FAste
FAGo]l Be Ao g3l AHHUG, 4 §9.
Carmines$} Mclver(1981) & °]&3 &M of
9} 2@ Aarh A JakE F8o] MR U] B
Aol ojyel od3] 2 W9 Ao FHgsln
dde A EAZ Az, BHEHA FHAHE o
2% dazh A EEQ il ¥ BEE 5AE 32
N5 BZ3ithe Aot

o7|olM 7HE BAE Bl A2 4E dE &%
A{ ke BA J*‘?} Aotk 71&9] 29A BAuy
dMe 7l2Hez 348 AT ALt AL B

A, od, 3% FREYdMe 4 g

f

I 2wz BHsh PR & 24 Ade
a9 EA2ln B £ e BE UM HTEd B
3 ARE EdE a59 35U FEE F¥Hez
&3l 2 FERES G A §Hez TR
gl ool 343 Ade BAUS gdte THA
o2yt &AsEe Waolr] W, AW v
T, Ev v EEd fﬁ(unmeasurable variables) &tilx
sz &4, olgd F4H de wez Jepe
3

#AARLE =& (driving) Bk AZE7] g o|8
A AEEE folql FEadoz Harn
#ch{Nam.1998).
THF FERENNE e YRS E AHES
=4A Neg 3T AT £38 ABde 44 A
€& 23T FEY 233 ¥gv FEe] dumn B
s} ol 24bE Jds BAIFL sle HEE 239
LAtk FEo, ol disted F4A MdE Feat ¥
& (error-free variables)® FE&t}. % 9, A%
olghz F44A JEE EHEA FFE £ ] Wi
o8 e 4 sMed ﬂ‘?‘(“ﬂ’qtﬂ &, dojfAibe
g F)E 38, 2 38E FEES Asolga 2

ko

© b e

igzbiaasx A31A 2%

G ow AHelact auld, orldMe AFolEge
AR g3t olof digt HHAQA FAUFEY 6“3
A oAl Fite] v

Aot AgA AAgte] BAE IdH AT, LAY H
. oz 23y e Fe= 3&0}715 gt
(Carmines & Zellar. 1979).

o WA 2a ol 4

2. Beiz PxEMel 28I BHE

FHE FrEMT LISRELS 197090 FHEE
A7) Al vl B 7|0 £EE Fokd
stz ot FHF TP A
Zde AR w4 Fs7re] gk pad Wed o
Brig ¢ dvke Holoh
1837 AgAd 478 o
2 Fgol AHREE &
8 72 o2 nYS EMaln @Fsled AL
tH(Nam, 1998). B 7Ix =gz} AFHE 72 A
ou, g pxELE A g gty dd
(alternative explanation)®dir ol Zle} & ¢f 3
g AuAAE A5E 7 e THE 5?01‘4 2]
vl et AgE AlEgl BopoA] AR =
Bo) vpem 9lon] TE Mz ARl 57}5].1- ack
LISRELe] A&stA ALg€E £ e & shie 4%
£ HE BHE S8 U2 BET 2FE AgEss
Aot} B3], Joreskog® Sorbom(1989) 4za
AEE @ AAE Fote] £B2 IATARE AEMEA
BL ATBAC HYTAQIL TE AIITUA
(reciprocal causation)?7Fe ¥3lu} ot
g FREAE ERoAY HEg AN
A4tel ZaEleid e ETh B dFHAEA, W2
24 g PAHRA(ANOVA) B3 2o ®imA 0d
3 HAE olgdld AFEAE dET & U
LISRELE Atgsle A2 Fojulgk ZAolth(Kerlinger,
1986). & IVNF TRENL 4 54X gAF
FAx HEde REYst FHY FREHY BAE
das] daire dAG g9 dvjEdo] Ags|elof
goh, weld LISRELS 2% 7Rdel) digh 23 A
#HZFo) Yo A7) AZTAA AHEEofof Ft.
LISRELE Algdle A% 7Ied datd Adsie
747} gedl, 7P EfAen, JlsHd v 2¥
o] Ayaaiel dstA A=Y i) o] Aol AT
Ae OET 22 M54 nesieol @k 1) B

o]

i
(LB

i

(o

r
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o] F & AdE=Rr] AEe] BYgsA ¥ st
/dol glct. 2) LISREL °|44} 2 MAE ol&¥ o
o, 3 2 B 7R AFLE Y g, 2o
H¥ska @8 + A 3) X}Eﬁﬂ FH (g E9, 4
YL el chEFaA)el g7l g e AFE 2o
Ago] o2 g ASE At 4) FHo] ARHYE 4+
= vk & EMubge] o} R Fmetd mtsElm 7}
galrjetn A xe BgErt B2 &4 dEde 2
¢g urdel gleh 5) T HHE o]8o] ARy
UAY HE&E7F537] gl Z¥o] Hgsla @ 4
otk =¥ 27 R WEd dske Anprt U
27 ¥e ALE Hositi{Nam, 1998). z2mz
LISRELe A3 AM&3l7] dside 433 oJze
WS wlEAojghe &7g0 8 1El1 ThEEH EA
of that 7153 olsi7l uksiojopst e}

Tae 2Ede &8 UH, B BF olg B
o ol & @il Bilo] o AABA E
ol 24 olgiy Aol BAMAY AAE J28m oy
A% 2318 FAste ¥e FANTIER Fasi

AgMAE B2 3 Fe ﬂ’rﬁl-a— Akl

Z dA7dMel Sy ddez mHY
FE Z’-E’é@-rfl é#% bl 7ﬂ°§ 7
, A gt
S @z vy 3\717} oy}, 11 a4 0g

FE @i oldle o WAy
olgg v & olsle oEHi BAZEL FotAo
(Lee, Lim & Park, 1998). 23348 d23n &
A ¢ = 543 ARUAG B8] ke 7Hs &
el olalE m9w AR x4 EFPAYY g
gokgt &35 olalE Eﬂm’% AR nEAe 24
o] g oA rEAR Fag 24g d7) o
& olg& v $¥E ol Utk

FHTE Tz BAE o2 A3 U84 4Ae
o} o]Bell) WEE BFE I BH He Heg g
dg. AAzM o2 v DA 7z BB A

& B4 9HE FAFshe AET o] el &
Zu g2 Y2 AT O TARRYo s
FER Ege] ARQME o|&% AXHI|E 4P} B
ol Ul o|B HYAE FHshs Ao ot 2
AE AAg= AolthBurns & Grove, 1993).

THT T2 BN A F ATZ AP TAldA B
de) RP=7t FA LAY SAFE depA 4 £
o}, zev 2o B A8E HEH] HAde ¥

()

del wro] etk dakd Hope 2o vl os
AL 2+ Are] FAA A Jlxdch EMA
| =23k ¥2 SAfe FoAFA zydch

£ FAeted AMEE Heol AR s 512
?3 7}7 o] o] 80| §x ¥uin ¥ £ 9
7} ol Azl Aslolo} BEr? 2
He d9shed dohd 388717 oW A
ol #8284 W& FAY Fo4o =gslA

kSl 2d el FA € & UcH(Cho, 1996.
Burns & Grove, 1993). % 249 BYE 735°
MEL ZEOZRE S aE o] &3 FF BEMLS X3
A ggdd

A7 29 Mol 2d F=RHAMdE B4
o4& $AHog qste Aol Ydout o
B Aot & o|&d A #A 4Fele F84
o} meislojor & AeoltHTalbot. 1995).

lo,
oX
2

g

L
o

ofj

o,

2 @

o i
~
rﬁ‘_

& Ho fg’ J4r I o
Py
Jm
oﬁ
ox "1' rir

EAAe

Q.
A T
L
ol AE

m o7 &Y

1. o7oie =

HO

2 97E 19919%E 19999 397A FuelA
2¥¥ LISRELE o|8% &8 U4% Wyoz % 33
A8 EHsgdet

Yih= ML pCE4l Aoty =8 g
ot HH=EE sk HEt s e} 7}]
],

2obd 837, aeln Frlelx d7HES
RETRAA ANY =B FHsRH f% 7ﬂ
AY s =e st

of *1’%% $MEL LISREL #HEH, 7]
29 ZAR st dyatEe] o8 A
ﬂ«lﬁ} 04]‘31 EME B3 Jigsilen EAHE
=REEA], =EEA, A7 B4, 4

TG (SEET), EEFE EYY 444, @

B3} Al HEA, olgd =¥ A =

Hel dA4, = AF AEAY, 2¥LH &

2|2 Aol
2) AFeA Agd Fasds olgd 24 §F AR

Aae d7AEe] §4 HEd 2R =

BLEAZ], =23, d7dea & 2HUEL
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SPSS PC+programe ©]&3ld ylzel wEgs
Al

vV, o3 Z1}
1. CHAHEROl e sS4
£ d7e) B4 TUY =¥ & 33Ho2 YEA
7ot £EEA, AU S4E UEE (Table
1% 2k

F2EYd B 158 =FE 1991dd XS Ao)
2ol% A2 2/37 1996% olFol YEAD, )
=B 25U(75.8%) 02 B HES AR e,

AFUAAE AT =g BLR & 4]
gasl A7k 317(94.6%)012, R4 Bl
QroIgict. ATAAAS AA-EEAE v A

=2

ngragsa 431 AM25

LISREL‘E o] FHM42 7P gol gFoz AT
Aub A7rEx 92 zhzh 7H(21.2%) 0]
?\i‘:} ’“°7H & 53, 2ALE 9 AAde] 29, A7)
s et 2ol 11 9} ISR BEEA,
vl E ol g An g AAEY =8 o
24 7182 ZﬂAI‘F} Hgol22 ¢ 7H“‘1} 7é' chokgt
ol22 HEdHL, olBMYS &
o] EX nHE -0‘0}01 Az E%‘% 1 Alslgen o
dgele TR TH(21.2%)01AR, YA
Zaeoz ¢ EEEE sht ofide o|EE %‘Q’OV"}
A8l ALK Table 2 32, ARESH 282
7 @ol HEH olBozA 4H(12.1%)°10eH, o
go| 23} 22 A RHo] ztz} 3ot} olEF
A2 (Table 2yoll Arlgute}l o] 7754 2T A
1%)& %

g Uz F GF 129U(36.4%) 2 A 288 AT m8el & 4612 1= 8}
o, oA 5H(15.2%). BAFE 3z 49(12.1%)< At
ol 2 o JhEolY BREA, 9 € EurtE AAE o) Ex e} uwE sMdE 28E& 45
oz & =REoltl AzadeAg BAE dn 2570 dAEdou, o
FEFE =B E vhekstded A 105"M H AekA e BEE 8H(24.2%) 01528, dAHA o
2 8034 % e g e w HE 259t 2 ZAE AAEG =5 o
{Table 1) Characteristics of Subject Articles (n=233)
variable category number percentage
publication year 1991-1995 ! 33.3
. 1996-1999 22 66.7
reference thesis 25 75.8
articles 8 24.2
developmental stage adult 81 94.6
adolescent 2 6.0
health person 12 36.4
cancer patients 5 15.2
arthritis 4 12.1
family 2 6.1
back pain 1 3.0
research subject diabtes mellitus 2 6.1
hemodialysis 1 3.0
obesity 1 3.0
pregnancy, delivery 2 6.1
hystrectomy 1 3.0
infertility 1 3.0
Samples range Mean
sample numbers 105-803 259
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(Table 2) Research Concept and Theoretical Base Analysis (n=33)
. real
variable category number(percentage)
quality of life 7(21.2)
health promotion behavior 7(21.2)
fatigue 3(9.1)
adaptation 5(15.2
uncertainty 1(3.00
maternity role & identification 2(6.1)
key concept self care behavior 2(6.1)
family burden 1(3.0)
delinquent behavior 1(3.)
health of family member 1(3.0)
mensturation attitude 1(3.0)
job stress 1(3.0)
activity daily living status 1.0
uncertainty theory 1(3.0)
health promotion model 4(12.1)
adaptation theory 1(3.0)
role theory 3(9.1)
stress-coping model 3(9.1)
promotion of power model 1(3.0)
applied theory nugent model 1(3.0)
literature review 7(21.2)
integrated fatigue model & self regulation model 1(3.0)
causal perceptional theory & stress-coping model 1(3.0)
health promotion model & health belief model 4(12.1)
social learning theory & problem behavior theory 1(3.0)
cognitive theory & information model 1(3.0)
social learning theory & health belief model 2(6.1)
consisten_cy between consistent 25(75.8)
theoretical model
and h;‘;gt;llemcal inconsistent 8(24.2)
(Table 3> Analysis of Research Purposes (n=33)
variable category number(percentage)
theory development 14(42.4)
purposes of LISREL usage theory test 9(27.3)
theory synthesis 10(30.3)

3. LISREL ARBEY BMEY

=9 LISREL AH-EHS #9%8 Zies
(Table 3)% #t}. & A7l %€ =89 LISREL
AEER S BT 23 o)BAEE BHCR @ =29
149(42.2%)22 7F¢  Bum, <884 109
(30.3%), cl&87% 99U(27.3%)°]Art.

4. 7N By olxrlsd Hiel B4 i}

olERMIFE SN Aole wEs A7) A44y
o 23 2ake} wio] glo} BAo| EFsigled], o2
o} 3P ajolrl gl AL olBWF el &3
A4 slus 233 Aoea 8H(24.2%)01%000, &
HoAE uEEA e ATE 197(57.6%)0lAh. A
B3N EA L AR E £498 239
22 #HEyez x8E FsFed, dEHS 1
§ =R TH(QL2%)01Uth AEEXAe] TAA
LISRELEM o] 78714 AFEEE HE3de-E B
1% =5 239U(69.7%) 1K Table 4 3E).

E
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{Table 4) Data Collection Method and Analysis

e raatslal A3 A2%

(n=33)

variable category number(percentage)
difference between theoretical variable and existent 25(75.8)
measurement, variable none . 8(24.2)
representative of sample considered 7(21.2)
P P non-considered 26(78.8)
e verified 23(69.7)
norinal distribution non-verified o 10030 3)
measurement error considered 14(42.4)
i non-considered 19(57.6)
(Table 5) Results Analysis (n=33)
variable category number(percentage)
hypothesis support and L o . 2
its base support lat“e. for hypothesis 56.5%
goodness of Fit X’. GFI. AGFI. RSMR, NFI. NNFI .
. . existent 30(90.9)
existence of revised model
none 3(9.1)
goodness of fit 13(39.4)
. . modification indices 10(30.3)
rationale for revised model base .
of model modification path coefficient 17(51.5)
theoretical adequacy 17(51.5)
parsimony 12(36.4)
5. Jhis REel RYT 2B 24 A Folold ol A4S o ¥ ATE Soidd ¥ ),
DEFNE 199198 E 4 =RE 952 LISREL
AAg 7Hde AR TS AAHA] e P g < I&R’} FAo] Hat Frista glem A7 AQlE
ZAE A exE B 2 56.56%9) 1111"-"— ez & dF(36.4%)7F FHE oFm ¢z
B szt 7MY v g2 AE ¢ £ 8id B (15. 2/)9} EE B2412.1%), Bu¥A6.1%)F
8= AFd A8 A g d7dA BY o] ARFEAE R de FAlt} ol AgS A
ﬂ%’x_"ﬁtﬂ #2 X! GFL AGFI, RMSR, NFI, NNFI A gt o] 23 IAE BUZ /MEH REE S
olglen, Il AME IF=REL AFEAFY Azl daiMe 471 o tiE g 3T 2
Q-plotelyt B3 A R4E AAEA] e =8 27t 229 ddxE A3 e dajela g
o} gotet ole AAAAS:E A st 7] wEolet tjEe] =82 LISREL ¥44 2933l 283
Azrech, EE37] 20070 ©144(Cho, 1996)% "‘%—'301 Elg%

FAUG =8 T i (90.9%)7F 3 EE S HAWe AN, 69.7%7} %‘ﬂ"r‘i
ey, d¥ =R JTEEE

fed, ol dEGS
AA veld dadeletm AzbeEch wEbd, HHEF

Ak ¥ 2AE AT 2F =2¥
g 71EE Hessed e, #Ae, AR
T, ABA, o183 HBAE BF ndE %—Er% B

20X

384 ‘-’%{i— E—E%(?S.S%)

@tor, 2y £3o] TAE AANG JEL ARAS ofgf dAAE A ALz dIENE ns B

(179) s} <184 e (178l 7P Bk Table FHE ot o] Y FAEE JHE FFN
5 &z). 2EAA sHedE Y F e wdelstn Bt

FzuH e Are] BXEA o9 7

V. = 9 ATEE B4S 28T =2 148 (42.4%)9 &3

gk Ame} opi B PrEIAdo] "ojxH ZulsAe

2% LISRELS 53|, Al3| o 8)$03}, ojA & ol2lg &7} g4shed, AAZ slolalks B
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ol BAsin Alge] oS FHer) 48 LA}
48k #7)(upward bias)ETHCho, 1996). walA =t
g7F o AFEEE gelvexl, Alasl AU
e Ee AT YehlerE 258 A28 2
87t gt vE d7ae FENE 23YE o
(LISRELOIA ClZEE= MLEMD, 789 EA(HAHY
olvl, EAHE)T 49 EA(Rdvinm, MEHdE
A% E s 7P APE FE WS desin 2
asjor 4ta2d AlsE AUA H8E 4+ g
(Yang, 1998),

B =F 3 24.2%(8%) & o Bulsgl 24
sk ZR39n 1% 199 (57, 6/)% 23
2L ERE U F g Y F2EAMJ
M qd Y F4¥rE *}%o}“l 1 FEAQ
g o|8¥sE Fosng ahile] &% Wgr) ]L_
o BYME = gt shle] SHYULE ALLEH o
g49 /Mdd FYsted Wi FA7 Hog g

FREN N sl o|2ulgd] A4 A A o]ie
FHPVFE Aol 3FE FYAE YEHCho,
1996 Yang, 1998). 8y}, shte o] 2wad) sht
9] EFASE ARSI EY S eapdEg 1
Blolx] ¢ AS eaWES 0o sHsle A9E
2UsER, d7Ae LAY G FAgE] He
o (1-4l2]z) x FEHole) Mg Al Jd2E4

9 24 e nSHSE sk 2o Adsity 4
Zgot,
2 A7EM ZH M Bol HEHE ol&2 AAF

3 =2Folglen, d7ale
Wyt FAdo] 72 T%(24M)E AR SFACE 24 8%(8H)
e o223 ¥ 7MA RETY 2eg yehdd, o]
& o g S8 A ¥4 dB2NE &E ]
AR wAY JAges AYd F JoH ol FEAL
2 AAE ¢ D o|EHer FBHE F e 29
Mg A% 2HL AT £ + 9o, oM zd
o] FAL =gl o] EHA ZA ojaf ZHEojo}
ge, Fad wart g UE dLEsy $a48
Brretedl Wrl(bias)E AL f¥etek FH(Cho,
1996: Yang, 1998).
FeF BAoM F2 AFE Nd2 &9 2 A%

°|gd 1EE FF o2/

a,

Z7 #9], (27 Fo| 17TH(61.5%)2.2 ol &4
e BUS 2 A7 AY Folg valFE
EERES

LISREL ==Z189] versiond] wel 2ud Hzs

= %o Aol B, LISREL 7.0°18 =2
HE ARG =EEME 7MY B0 BAlFoR
#7hs¢ 2718 FFHFAERAE Ee Critical
Number(CN) & AA|8k2] ghgtort, #4 LISREL =
2aPdME CNE 2% AAs Fog 332 639
Egdde CNE 2xnsgrt w3 4 LISREL =
2oddMe A A wWely HAPXLE AT Fo
donz UiREe A7t X', GFIL. AGFI, RMSR,
NFI, NNFIE z8]l3 Q-plot, &7z}, 23A¢ 5
o] ARATE AT 4 AFEe AdE 2
A7) wf&ol shlel Rgelvt o 2sta md g Hrls}
I ANE o BdS Bh HrleAY B 97 } e 2
FE ¥ 4o ey REPE AFES FPHoR
Y, JEske o) s4asitt
ENUY =8 F 90.9%(308)7} FHEZHE A4
o 39 AR AzASe o2 EHEY S 7t
A Hel 1Y AR JElkth Yo #3 rhede
FAAF(AI7NE ¢ 3.84) 8 BERHEAG 1 £2.5)
o FEE i ol E + AUk
FRAAF gl iz o Hips
7eAdel % A EAE fejde] 4FEY oz
Atal Aol sutsta uiBA HEe ol&o] HMF
AY ok, wEM BY p e wieA] AP 49
AR o] 24 W77} w8l eld4dd o)sl Ao
oF & ZolthLee, 1990: Cho, 1996: Yang. 1998).
o] =og Fid FHEF FREME o& T F
W EATe) 58 9 B EARE MEHoR
H7ksl Hith, ¥4 LISRELS A3 9739 2
aldl g geojd 2 AAlg vk gloy o)2id A
7}4shs &% LISREL #H&d7e AXFPES A%
Zol7t B = g Aoz Aggd
a8 & 97 A0E FH6ke LISRELE AME
& 4FE Eaded o Fa% Uz meidor &
AVgE oheE) R
1) #Zgd 928 7A¥d ddEgde JPddTe FE
g nEg 53 01% ZAs mdg Ay
o AFE TR sidshe Aol daskt
2) BEFE H4F 2007 sz, 2AEsd
A BB UEAS 12 E Fast o
3) shiel ojgHsd deife &3NS+ Addle
Aol 238 WS Y 4 v Wy, 18A
&g ALde FFPoaE wALsAE EAA =
A #Hafol gt

Y 2 £7e]

SECELIE

ool &F



4) 719" 2¥e] AFbee AES] 98 xige F
TFEE B4 2 24 S Bl o] Basiel

5) 7Mdd Yo FYPTE AFse /IEAFE 5
nHEE =80 B4 et e A+E A8
o Badhes o] ugAsit

VI. 28 % M

1. 28

£ dFe 1991d 1958 19999 397bA] el
A ZEE LISRELE &% A7FFE Hstazt
AzsHded, £ 3389 =& BAHG. 478
S BAAY =89 dud A3 Al 2 ol8A
27, LISREL AH-53, 7H4 =239 d37FsA A
a, 2¥e 53z FF HAE BMeP] H¥eln o
e o3 2o

1) AA 3389 =85 =gl 256H(75.8%)22
22 uEg ARG, drdiae
o2 § A3 31H(94.6%) 01T, AHadr]
o] 2 (6.0%)°I1Ar}t. SFcigdate]l AG-Ad
< 39 ARAE diez § dAxst 124
(36.4%)o2 71§ Eotenl, &#A 5H(15.2%).
#EY B 47(12.1%)8 «0lA1, TESFE 3
A 1059914 #3 803FlUT HT 259N
o},

2)

7b% o] tEold AFME L 49 A3 AREA
Bz Zzt TH(21.2%)°1%eH, Hed ol&3
2AE 7275 E¥ol 4H(12.1%), HEoign
AEHY A dHRYo] 7 3H(9.1%) 1t

Ao TFE =22 LISREL A1&EHE 243
A7} o|ENLE BHOE §F w=Ro| 14H(42.2%)
o2 713 wekm, o284 10¥(30.3%). l;é
Z 9H(27.3%) ¢t

4) olg¥isst AT E %3 sl EH§ =82 84
(24.2%)°19 24, &3 % 2HAAEAE Mg
3l & dFE 19U(57.6%) 01Ut HEAHA]
HEAS TEg %-E'r:2 7?1 21.2%)°10ch.

5) AAZ sHde] AL 536.5%01R92M, FHRY

2 AXNFE =2 309(90.9%)01UL B2¥FH
ZAR 71 Bl 1T J1EL BRATY o)A
BgAdo R zhzt 17H(51.5%) 1t

[N

o

d@zreasz 31 A2E

ol’ge] A7AINE

) s 29 Azel &R de
& F3} lgrte o83

q A 3 Rdg 43|

% 322Ul o704 Bast glon Azl

2 A]cﬂl“ olEA MR By Aol QAo 1
slojol & ol

2. Mt

€ 47EAE 7122 s ohgg Addch

1) LISREL #4837 434 g AAHQA #3717
F 7o) 87dct

2) LISREL® AM¥ 74 2ug A P=ld &
o] g8sjr},

Reference

Boyd, C.J.. Frey. M.A., Aaronson, L.S5. (1988).

Structural equation models and nursing

research: Part 1. Nursing research. 37,

249-252.
Cho, S.B. (1996). Structural Equation Model.
Seoul : Young Ji Publishing Co.

Gu, M.O.. Lee.. E.O. (1990). Health belief
model and sick role behavior of Korean
chronic ill patients. The
29(3), 49-63.

Hong, K.P.. Kim; M.J.. Kim, M.J., Lee. HR.,
Lee, K.J., Parl. OJ., Kang, H.S.,
N.Y.., Kim, J.I., Choi, N.H., Lee,
Park., J.W., Cho, D.S. (1983).
research articles appeared in major nursing

22(3), 115-

Korean Nurse,

Lim,

S.0..

Analysis of

journal. The Korean Nurse,
130.

Jeong, H.. Sok, S.H.. Lee. E.M.,
(1998).
proposition related to self-care. Journal of

1013-

Jang. J.M.
An analyses of research trend and

Korean Academy of Nursing, 28(4),
1026,

Joreskog, K.. & Sorbom, D. (1984). LISREL
VI(4th ed) Uppsala, Sweden: University of

Uppsala.
Kang. Y.H.. Lee, (1980). The Status of
nursing research appeared in major nursing

S.J

2o



2001d 44

journal. The Korean Nurse, 19(3), 54-59.

Kang, H.S., Kim, W.0O., Hyun, K.S., Cho, H.S.,
Kim, J.H., Wang, M.J., Paik, S.N., Won,
J.S., Kim, M.Y. (1997). An analysis of
research trends on meditation. Journal of
Korean Academy of Nursing, 27(4), 923-
932.

Lee, E-H., Im, S.B., Kim., [.J.. Lee. E.O.
(1993). Health locus of control : a review of

the nursing research in Korea. Journal of
Korcan Academy of Nursing, 23(4), 694-
712.

Lee, E.O., Lee, EJ., Lee. E.H.. Chun, K.Z..
Kim, JH., Park, C.S., Lee, B.S.. Jung.
M.S. (1992). Analysis of studies of anxiety

and stress conducted in Korea from 1970 to

1990. Journal of Korean Academy of

Nursing. 22(3), 271-296.
Lee, E.O., Lim, N.Y., Park., H.A. (1991).
Nursing - Health Research and Statistical

Analysis. Seoul, Soomoonsa.
Lee, S.M. (1990). Covariance structure analysis.

Seoul @ Sungwon Co.

Oh. K.S., Sin, H.S., Kim, H.S. (1992). Nursing
research issues and trends: views from
Korea. The Korean Nurse, 31(3), 76-87.

Park, J.S., Park, C.J. (1995). An analysis of
nursing research on pain reported in Korea
from 1970 to 1994. Journal of Korean

Academy of Nursing, 25(1), 30-44.

So, H.S., Cho, B.H., Hong, M.S. (1996).
Analysis of nursing studies of coping
conducted in Korea from 1978 to 1995

Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing,

26(3), 709-729.

Yang, B.W. (1998). Understanding and
Utilization of Multivariate data Analyses,
Hakjisa, 335-39%4.

- Abstract -

The Trend of Korean Nursing
Research with the LISREL .
Lim, Nan-Young” - Kang, Hyun-Sook*"
Lee, Sung-Eun***-Suh, Yeon-Ok****

EZ RS

Kwon, Young-Fun

This study was conducted by analyzing all 33
articles based on the LISREL, published [rom
January 1991 to March 1999 in Korea.

The analyses consisted of the publication
date of articles, principal dependent variables,
subjects of the research, adequacy of sampling,
adequacy of research purposes and results,
accordance between theoretical model and
hypothetical model, fit measures, theoretical
base of model modification, and adequacy of
conclusion,

The results were as follows :

The thesis of 33 articles in total were
outnumbered as 25 (75.8%) to 8 (24.2%)
research articles. As for a sex classification
of the subjects, 45.5% of the research were
conducted around a female group of
subjects, while 54.5% were done for both
sex, The range of the sample size was 105
to 803, and the average was 259 subjects.
A single theoretical variable was measured
for each measurement variable, any
difference between variables was hardly
found in 8 articles (24.2%), and 19 articles
(57.6%) did not consider any measurement

error.
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To analyze if the representative has been
considered while collecting the data, most
data were collected by a convenient
sampling. Seven articles (21.2%) were seen
with a sign  of a  representative.
Questionnaires were used in a majority (31
articles) of the data collecting process. Only
2 articles (6.1%) were measured with a
physiologic index simultaneously.

14 articles (42.2%) were centered on theory
development, 10  articles on  theory
synthesis, and 9 articles on theory test. The
research  purposes and results were
consistent in 25 articles (75.5%) and 8
articles (24.2%) were inconsistent. The
quality of life and health promotion behavior
were the concepts most frequently studied
as a dependent variable, and 7 articles
centered on them. In applied theories a
health promotion model was used on 4
articles (12.1%), while role theory and
stress~coping models were in 3 articles
respectively.

The articles were analyzed to see if the
hypothetical model was elaborated and
tested by the theoretical model. Twenty-five
articles proved to be rationale for the
inconsistencies.  Also, 56.5%  proposed

hypotheses were supported among the

g rsetslal 31 A2%

subject articles. and 30 articles (90.0%)
suggested a revised model. Path coefficient
(17 articles) and theoretical adequacy (17

articles) were the standards mostly used.

In conclusion, the principal factors were
obtained from the research are to be considered
as the principes of LISREL application.

First, a model has to be established on a
theoretical ‘base rather than empirical results
dependent on the data. The results are also
required to be globally interpreted. Secondly, at
least 200 samples are necessary to satisfy the
need. Third, more than 3 measurement
variables are to be adjusted to a single
theoretical variable: the measurement errors
must be suggested as well. Finally, normal
distribution characteristics of the data and the

estimation method need to be reported.

Based on the research result, the follows are
suggested:
LISREL
application and procedure need to be
developed

Systematic  criteria on  the

Agreement form is required to report the
results of research using the LISREL
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