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{ABSTRACT)

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the influences of recognition on low fertility and views

of marriage on childbirth will in university students.

Methods: Participants were 190 university students in Chungchungnamdo province, Korea. The data were

collected from May to October 2018 and examined using descriptive statistics, t—test, analysis of variance,

Pearson correlation and multiple regression with IBM SPSS Statistics ver. 24.0.

Results: Childbirth will was significantly correlated with recognition on low fertility (r=0.20, p=0.002) and

views on marriage (r=0.53, p<0.001). Factors associated with childbirth will were views on marriage (B=

0.24, p<0.001).

Conclusion: Theses results suggests that views on marriage have important influences on childbirth will

in university students. To improve childbirth will, the positive views on marriage need to be formulated in

university students.
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=7te] Wik SO R FHA7| 11, D HAE Z o AFA Q)
Y& FEE AMYE ek A8k AR Byun &
Hwang, 2018), 21417] o] Hd5 & SHOE 57}
OM Ao g AEol iAo 1L glom, AE o] 5o

T EAS Aoy o B 7 wolSo]X] 9kl 9lo] A EAL9)
%xﬂﬂiﬂ%ﬂ AE A7geltt(Jo & An, 2017). B3 3

JFEO R0 7FE A\ A Mg 1& Bl o Z7te) 3
& A}3) Ao Wats AfQl 9 Jhx| BolE Jeke n) A, A
FS B Ay S A3 AR SR AzbetsE EEIF U
Ehdom 2] 2413} FSS /]3] Lo R 0_1&}5}74]
Ath(Lee et al,, 2016). o] gk 22 A%
20l WeHe A #E Al Gl B %‘xﬂ A%,
o 183 24 W By tf3h px B W =
Hksko] 7459] V)53 FElvkA MSkAl 7] gl Ao
(Kim et al., 2011), ©]= A}F3] 2RFA 01 Holof] &7 2 0] %]
9TE oA long el A 2

PENF R ﬁoHH” A% ol weld 9l
= 3] Al Aol A (Lee et al., 2016) o] 59] 7FA 1 Q= A
=4} 91 10 g}otal 3 o]oﬂ ojj g+ ;q]x% L B AE= 7o)

A
79 shha 8 2= 97

ﬂl

= 2 T M.

AT olm A& A&l et dukAel ddozA AE
of tial Zh= A A FF9 HERZ A ThEoly 7hE
019 9] theFet A}ES Fote] WolEld AE A&
AR Ee FAAQ oA & gn| gttt (Yoo, 1988). 7|
T HAEL 71 QtellA] HRE Fa) ve) A2l A&
S AZte A& o)n A& wtEo7iH o] A& et
S71F-017F @ 4 3ltk(Won & Park, 2016). ¥4 41 2
ZolujA = AE A Al7]el FARl FEE WA A Ho
AEN7IE ZFAY A7 =v A& F 2l o
3 ¢ 241744 °k8}A| 71T+ (Choi & Chang, 2016). ¥4 2 <1
AE olu| A &= Apalo] Q1A sk A& o gt 7hX] 3 o}
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5 X=E 24
49 25 = IBM SPSS Statistics ver. 22.0 (IBM

Co., Armonk, NY, USA) X2 135 o] &
ol Aty 542 V&
Aol w2 WH4=9] 2}o]i= t—test, analysis of variance &
AT A EAE A A& on A W AT F 24k 9

sk, tiaka

B B4 ARHAL, U 5

i

A 7ke] #A = Pearson correlation®. & #4319l o &
o A)of] S v A= Q212 thF & A& o] &3]

Mo
1%
ol

bet,

1, CHARIC| QI EM
Ao I27} 29 5%, A7 70.5% 7 1E
W 194 5-E 26419 0.1 FH o 20.664 9 tF.
13hd 22.1%, 231d 23.2%, 33hd 32.1%, 431d 22.6%

ot Fu= 75wt 31.1%, Bt 3.2%, AF w7}t
10.0%, F-37} 55.8% A th ¥ 2 H A& HJH &= 2 &
87.4%% 77¢ wekom A&o] 6.3%, o]&o
o ake] A E
(Table 1).

ol
] 6.3%%1tt.
& 5, 85 AYe] 76.8% % 7HE Wkt

2, THatAtel LR EM0f ME MEL 14|, 2

ﬁ—|o 1

O[n|x|et E&t 2fx|2| RO

o] elof| A AWkA B o] w2 A FAF Q142 shd o
w2k (F=4.99, p=0.002), F-2d 2] A& *Jeof ujeh(F=
2.89, p=0.036) =fol7} A3ltt. ghdel d
A 02 AT A3} 28hd W} 18hd o] A &ALk /14 o]
=okom (a>b), 48hdr et 38hdo] A EAak Q14]o] =2 A
02 (c>d) Uebgth A& o|n| A& el whet(t=
p=0.004), ¥ weh(F=2.91, p=0.008) z}F]7} 93]
o} EA4F QA= Ao e (t=-5.61, p<0.001) #Fo]7}
A TH(Table 1),

e o
i

Table 1, Differences in recognition on low fertility and views of marriage and childbirth will according to general characteristics (n=190)

L Recognition on low fertility Views of marriage Childbirth will
Characteristic Value
MeantSD  torF (p) Mean£SD torF (p) Mean+SD torF (p)

Age (y) 20.66%+1.95

Grade

Freshman® (a>b) 42 (22.1)  2.53%£0.48 4.99 (0.002) 5.00+£1.38 0.30 (0.823)  3.37+0.58 1.63 (0.184)
Sophomores” 44 (23.2) 2.07x0.61 5.24%1.22 3.22£0.71

Juniors® (c>d) 61 (32.1)  2.40%0.61 5.20£1.27 3.15£0.56

Seniors" 43 (22.6)  2.27+0.62 5.11£1.29 3.37£0.61

Gender

Male 56 (29.5)  2.36£0.62 0.52 (0.601) 5.56%£1.31 2.89 (0.004) 2.90+0.62 -—5.61 (<0.001)
Female 134 (70.5)  2.31£0.59 4.97+1.24 3.42£0.55

Religion

Christianity 59 (31.1)  2.40£0.57 0.92 (0.451) 5.24+1.32 0.59 (0.674)  3.16+0.74 0.75 (0.561)
Buddhism 6 (3.2) 2.29£0.68 4.55%1.36 3.14£0.51

Catholicism 19 (10.0)0  2.38+0.56 4.97£1.12 3.35£0.44

None 106 (55.8)  2.26£0.62 5.16%1.29 3.31£0.58
Parental marital status

First marriage 166 (87.4)  2.27£0.60 2.89 (0.036) 5.17£1.27 0.29 (0.829)  3.26+0.62 0.04 (0.986)
Second marriage 12 (6.3) 2.69+0.43 5.04£1.50 3.25+0.77

Divorced 12 (6.3) 2.62£0.55 5.02£1.37 3.27+0.47
Major

Health science 146 (76.8)  2.29£0.61 0.99 (0.413) 5.03£1.26 2.91 (0.008)  3.40+0.57 0.28 (0.783)
Humanities and social science 11 (6.8) 2.23%0.66 5.74+1.25 2.78+0.64

Science and engineering 27 (14.2) 2.50+0.54 5.71+1.20 2.83+0.60

Art and physical 6 (3.1) 2.3240.60 4.384+1.53 2.88+0.54

Values are presented as mean+tstandard deviation (SD) or number (%).
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3.t RISl MLt 14, Z2 o|0|X|2t S4t 2fX|

— "

o] Aol A AFAat A4 o 2.328 (F$: 1-5%)
olom AE o|u|x= Ht 5.14 4(‘@“4 1-74)0]glT},
21 A= 3.264 (1Y 1-54) 0 & ElstH(Table 2).

4 CHAIRIO| KA 014], 242 0[0|X|, &
AR

Abofx| 7k

9] 9] 59l S FAE Ao M A= G

3 A3} AR (t=4.71, p<0.001) 2} A& o] n| ] (t=-7.49,
p<0.001) 7} 24t Aol F&F& VA= 2= YERt
o} E3t o] & HHH S B At 35.8%2) A S Ve
Wi o= SAIA R E Foskalth(F=36.16, p<0.001)

o &

of Aol A UNtE SAo] W AFA A4S H
ol AT AEAL AN AE o]u| A F) ATF 930802 e o= ekt S Bwde] ABA
A7 AT (r=0.21, p=0.002). T AZE AR E  ejo) we BAH 02 F217 Aolk YTk o= BAF
A O A= o] A7 Sl e (r=-0.19, p=0.006), T2 A} 3HA] okol AEe B w2 a7 o] P AUl U
AE o|u]x| g} ZAF oA TH & 59 AHaAAI} ATt SIS0 AZAF ol Ao Bak Aal AT (Kim, 2017b) o]
(r=-0.53, p<0.001) (Table 3). A A, A oFS oz ol . 7bA ok A ZAF AL
A, AFAe et 213 A BAG L TRHOE 57
5. CHAIRIS| 4t ofX|of| PekS O|X[= 28l 3 A EAF Q12 9] H4=(2.57-3.76) K} ¥t} o] &= o)
S R Bl E A ATt Bo, o] 5L 4k
of AFellM EAT Aol GFE vA= QA A pde BA o 7o) nAFAY BAL A4 Y] B B
) 9igto] AZA AN, AE OIS B AN A g o) gA 0w SR A9} BoH (Kim et al,
UAGE A RS EAA FUFAL O1Z HA BN 9019, B4 Mt W FAAY SN EAF
3} B o] 7} A& HE Aol 7k US4 Aeol
Tablg 2. Degrele of recggnition on low fertility and views on 7]e18ltha & 4= 9 ATH(Kim, 2017b). Kim 5(2019) 9]
marriage and childbirth will (h=190)
P Al E O ZAF HAFO. A S A 2y A B
Variable Passible range Mean+SD ATlA WA E S ATt A Abel A, S7b A
Recognition on low fertility 1-5 2.32+0.60 2 Q12 M-S A3 o] Al E o]of gt} al A ZhelA|
Views on marriage 17 5.14£1.28 W AEA AL 8 2ALS A HEsh s 2
Childbirth will 1-5 3.26£0.62 o Jfele] A= 2o} AHE 7F Al Aol ma
SD, standard deviation. - _
8 94L A3 Qe Tet AE, 24 L A4S
Table 3. Correlations among recognition on low fertility and views of thgt def 4l 7 FAdel thst & $ gt g =2
on marriage and childbirth will (ﬂ:1 90) ;q %}\\_]_' 01_]};} O] %Lxé &y].c_)_i tﬂﬁré}%ﬂr/}% }dag ?i % —]—13:1
(p) . = =
_ — — 3 KokS ) (Wang & Lim, 2014), tlsH A Soll A A1 24
Variable Recognition on low Vi . } ~
fertilty fews onmarriage o ojg <14, A&, RHALS Aol of7F o)A et o
Views on marriage 0.21 (0.002) - olalol et W& AAE= Zo] A sttty duE)
Childbirth will —0.19 (0.006) —0.53 (<0.001)
Table 4, Results of multiple regression analysis of factors affecting to the childbirth will (n=190)
. Step
Variable
B SE B t p—value
Constant 3.96 0.25 - 15.81 <0.001
Gender 0.38 0.08 0.28 4.71 <0.001
Recognition on low fertility -0.09 0.06 —-0.08 —1.48 0.139
Views on marriage -0.22 0.02 —0.45 =7.49 <0.001

R*=0.368, adj R*=0.358, F=36.16, p<0.001.
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o2 ] AZAl F-Al= A3 22 FAol A 7]QlEr] =
kAR FfQl o] FAkel tfgh A=A MBI A F Ak Aol
ks n)d 5 ke AS (Kim et al,, 2019) tha S
Al FAA 7= Fo] F st A7hskek, E3F ALg] A4
AEo] AZAL 97] RS F4ky} 959 791, 7159
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Foll FaL FF) AEA A A4, 4 A e gk 7
YE RS A&t ASAHg ek ol 2f oF & A Fo]
T3] AYE A l=A FAsheE o] st

o] a1toll A AE oln|x| = A A Fof upe} FAA o
T o8 Aozt 9ol Bt A= 514807 74 v
Ao F7HEkel 4 BT} A UEl T ol 5YE =S
AFE-3F Won3 Park (2016) 9] 9o A 2] 5,538 Htj=
w2 e o) o] Ao g AES A&t o]
A7 2HALE 4 F A0 vE U E gAto g s A
&I+ (Won & Park, 2016) Al &= A& o]u] x| += th A=k
59 A% o] JEFS vA = HEF AL ol 5 Bl Kok
S, 27] 4497 = gst Sl Al 7Hg o] therst
A5 E3f YA AE o|n|A 5 FHAOT 91245

A& st}
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Sohn 5 (2019) 9] A9} Lee?t Hong (2014) 2 Ao
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39 7HAF el gk oS el =t RishE 3 9l
& oA 9] BA S5 Z27te} 7R o] gol A,
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o &%t A ¥} (Kim, 2017a) 2taL 3418 5= 9Lt} o] 9} 2

J

(

d

¢

N
I~

rl_l rlr o
2 ol 2

o

2
o

0

266 https://doi.org/10.21896/jksmch.2019.23.4.261

5 rEe A9 S, shdo] F
A A Qlete] 85 5o R AL A B
12 2 (Kim & Ha, 2016), 9]
7| HthE F5 7 A
sl S o] A} 1l oF

o] o] Ee] %Lﬂ

o
2
e
% o
e
 lr
>
A

| o2

o Mo
e e do e

e}

2
=
(i
)
2
o
Olr

>

|

H

o
M Lo &
2

I

1=

e =
R,
RO

AE ?’*é a7 2

—L

1, Jo o
r2 —i

m-{o

=2

Q
2
b

=2
Of

}o
g;ﬂ S gt FATE 3Ho

o] AellM A&t
B 59 A E 7HA
o Aol A
Uebd 5 24k 947

]

ke

M.E

-
o o

R IV
N

i3

it
30
39
I r
__‘TL‘
W

— T

S o] ] A= E2F YA 9
Kim (2017a)

Fa

4m
it
o
A=)
mO
g
0
of
i
2
kD
s oo
o

égrg]_ o W A= 3T}

i >1L
K
5
L

>
o2
2

o

%’ rlr
Tk

=
=
(@]
@
=
offt
EY
S
© of X = Jo 3 & r

il 2 [e

>~

>
o

uf

o

%

e,

=

Y

Jim

2

=2

Y

2

1o

X

tll
_>|‘I_',
o
il
g
2
r

2,

T
_&}_i
2L
N
2
ro

R
Fu
o
2
=

g 12 o
o
1o
M)
<>,

O
>

K
i

o

B

Ir
50w e o o
o3

R
=2 1>
o
oy

( Og'.lz
1o,
w
a1
N

o Mo o

oo HUo1x (m
o 2

Lo

O
bt

oo
LA
Sl
o L
o)
rlo
2,

N
Lo
p

ot
2

32
e

=
RS
VN
o
X
N

1>

)

ro ot o2 M M it Lo
o
ll
do
1o
=)
ot
I
e
rO

T |o

o

2L
1o

U MN,
22
£

o
-
—
o
L

o o

1o
o

2

AN

24

re

=gk

o

tlo ro
R

Xnﬁ@;rrrioérxrﬂmlm:‘olﬁ
oy ol et Jm <

=

L)

30, ot

B2
e A
N ox o

|

(v
ot
Sl
o

[t
PN
ox
S

el

202k K
B
of\
=
In

[
o T
N
)
o
X >
LI
o
-,
o
-
o
Mo oX L oX o

ro
i,
ot
©
=
-3
4 ¢
rot
k|
to
ol
o,
L
EN
O.>|'., o
o

L
N
e
nj
o |o
>

fo
=
o
o
ull
[l
e
-
,H”
o
2
M of
o
et
et
=
of,
1%
=
rl

=
=2,
2 N
N>
o o2
2
e}
o
=
ot L1
H
m ok
o
2
=
=,
X
rlr
)
o
B
f

[ il

=
B2 1o
ox
o
o L
N
N
oX
o
1o
R0
o
o
-0,
ot
Au)
o2
<

o Lo
il
fn
_O‘L
N
_O‘L

32 3@

2K
o
© o
rJ
2
)

ol
-

2 ¥ o
g
rr
2
o
2
o,
o
i
%

mi ‘1)‘ b
3
[y
o
o
i Ho XN r® o

o L\Iu
12 ==
4+
ot 2
> e
o H o
o
D o o

)
e
i)
i3
o
g H
>
My
2
re
ru
2

2
>,
el

;5 o
rir
N =

o
>
e
2
N

1o,
Fxxg
N
30
)

o
4o to 1%
lo
o,

2

o, -
30 1o
(I ox

(¢}

i

2
tu Lo

N

ol

)
2

o
i
R
RN
_);1_1‘
o,
N
e il
>
1o
N

:,OLL
>
s
o
il
=2



ataL, ZiQlel Al @8 AE oA A0 FA
7= Aol Tasttt. 1B vl e 7k AAE B4
Al = Tl tistg 5ol A3 24k 5ol did g
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