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Calson(1993)°l &3l 7ZH AlolFEA5d FRAEHA
Q1= = (Parental Stressor Scale:Neonatal Intensive Care
Unit=PSS:NICU)E 7 Hekslo] AREalvh. 7PEdA] 26+
For TAE HZol fAket Uge BES FAste] &
AT E F 1652 AHESI AT §lS 04, o
Wol vh=tb & 470 % ot 54 HEolH, ATt 5575
AEYARIAG LT Fas sty B ATl AlE =

Cronbach's 0=.88°]%It}.

o V5%
7V A&En 28-S Hrketr] 918l Olson, Portho}
Lavee(1986)7F 71st =5 Kim(1990)°] Wt 715454
(e}

10785 AMgslglen 53 dAxg HAaert 5575 7154
&Ho] 52 ou|dtl B A4S AFE Cronbach's a
=.890]3it}

Iy

o ol

FHAAE =TE 1970 de) Bienvenu(Kim, J. H., 1998
of <1887} 7Iet Marital Communication Inventory&
Kim(1998)°] 474 R L5 ARgailow F 20232
% 4% Axolw Hevh w84 ARUOT JLES o
= A Yuidth 2 AelM e AIF % Cronbach's 0=.85°]
et

o

}m

o 137 A7
A}l A|A] == Chon(1999)0] /NEket &2 3 1659
o7 53 HEolw, A7t H5TE AEE AR S

S u)git) E A4 2] AlF|E Cronbach's a=.93°]At}

7FELX 72 Antonovsky 2} Sourani(1988)ell 2J&l] sidte
Family Sense of Coherence Questionnaire(FSOCQ)E 74 X
gale] ¥ AT F NERS Agsgion, 7 AEw
A FEFE AR At S dujsk B o

ol 2] AlZ|% Cronbach's 0=.720]3It}

o 71=59m|
7H5ml= Wrbsky(2000)° 218l 7% Family Meaning

Cistzts s3] x| 37(4), 20074 6€

Attribution Scale(FMAS)% Shin(2003)°]
;d TE o]g3tglo Dq

Beke 71 eIl
F pnEor @E 19X 0]—1:}’ 1
A, e gEtpZ 4 goi = 47 Hpoln] Asr) =
s o) o)E 3RR0E BolEeln 9L Arla
Shin(2003)2] A7-el4 Cronbach's 0=.78, ¥ AF-oA2] Al
= Cronbach's 0=.76°] 31t}

ERLe Bre mEATE Jehjls A2 NamT}
Choi(1988)2] UnslEl WIEHT(GCS)E AMHEsIlom F 25
T3 5H HAEEA Qg 52575 VAR 5
oJulsit}, Lee(1993)2] A7-olAl Cronbach's a=.86°]1%13,

Ao -] AF|E Cronbach's 0=.87¢]3ITth

rEi

RS
FH¥ A8 SPSS 12.0, LISREL Version 8.202 ©]-&3}
o] HAik 1?40}05‘001 Oidae] dRkd B4 wiig, HE,
By REEAE Fglon, Wb 1o e AR
w45 o9lal, LISREL B¥S o]8slo] dwsEite] +
ZIAE A58
o B <

83 Aol HE 2127H(106715)S tho g o
A7 265704 4157141 2] WRZ HtFr7t 35335
Qon, Eurgel= AGEN 687H(64.2%), AAET 38W
(35.8%)°12c}. AALG= 3UoA 70L7HA] Q] HHE P
155001813, &4 Al AFE 830golA 4450g7FA 2] HA=
Hat 2528.11g013l). AJHE A= Eolrl 5878(54.7%), lol7t
48(45.3%)01 1, E8TA= A 577(53.7%), =R 397
(36.8%), AAo1Y 10%8(9.4%)°1 30Tt AlAdote] oeha] xiehy
< dl&ot 5078(47.2%), 71A A 127(11.3%), 788
A3k 1179(10.4%), HHA A3 1075(9.4%), AAT - ZA
=, e, Adddge] 7z 594.7%), 71EF 8WH(7.5%)
o|3ltt.

RO Ak EACA EAk= oA 1067, oY
10670l ofHx|e] AL 22444 4742] HAZ 3
30394, oMU el AHL AN 47412 WHYR HF
30394101903, WHAENE ofX = tE 747(69.8%),
IE 3078(28.3%), T=°13F 27(1.9%) 1AL oIMUE dE
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olA 9] APL BAFAo] 3775(34.9%), AFAA 2478(22.6%),
7 14%(13.2%) 5 ©laL, oyl AL mH dE
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1SS s P AT (A B p=0.66, t=6.48, TH
% B=0.61, t=11.37)°] 7 IA FEFS vHoH, 7EHAE
AAAHET p=0.22, t=5.12, FEI p=0.21, t=5.46), °J*,J
(AA AT} y=0.16, t=3.87, TAEI} y=0.27, t=6.53), 28l Ul
3 NHALADET y=0.15, =3.43, FEI} y=022, t=4.85),
HEI} y=-0.08, t=-1.98, FTEI} y=-0.08, t=-2.00)2] <=
ow FZIWF dekgth AREA AA, I, TSR,
Sto} Aol avh= Uity olE WHFES AWEe 5N%E

=

T4

AT (r=467), A3 AR (1=.520), 7HELAFH=542), 7} LFEFRLTE
F1)(1=458), 7154-5(=.529) FHIAR Ve B RSl €4 AHaTy=0.19, =4.22)7} 7F&
2 GFL vgon, JEele] U /ﬂﬂ@lﬁ% AR E =
(Table 1> ltem mean scores of variables 0.12, =2.54)7} o, AL, ot dEle= SAFCE f
Mean SD Range oAl oo ol WHFES AWEL 9%ZE e E}
Family stress 3.74 52 0-4 AL3 A Z|A]of|= 715 A X THA L &I $=0.90, t=13.39,
Fam.11y coheswn‘ ‘ 3.95 56 1-5 3} 8=0.87, t=15.27)°] 4 GA gare U]ﬁgﬂi 7}__,7&]5
Marital communication 2.97 36 1-4 = _ B
Social support 3.17 .69 1-5 Al A EP=0.12, =2, 89)7} uERstaL, ejgelel oig
Family sense of coherence 3.08 30 1-5 AT (y=0.14, t=4.05), FHJAAE(B=0.67, t=12.80), 7}
Family meaning 3.05 40 1-4 A2:2(3=0.42, =6.62), oJ/\o]:](,Y 020, t=5.81) ZPAE I}
Family adaptation 3.74 .52 1-5 o w1 . o
FeHAl YRSttt ol ®FE] dHYe 63% 2 UEkTh
<Table 2> Correlation of variables
1. Family 2. Family 3. Marital 4. Social 5. Family sense 6. Family 7. Family
stress cohesion communication support of coherence meaning adaptation
1. 1.00
2. 143* 1.00
3. -.067 A467** 1.00
4, 071 520%* A488** 1.00
5. -.050 542%* ST 496%* 1.00
6. .047 A458%* 360%* 306%* .390** 1.00
7. - 165% 529** 423%* 502%* S4T7** A24%* 1.00

k<001, ** p<.0l, * p<.05
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<Table 3> Effect coefficient and SMC of predictive for the model

Variable Total effect(t-value)  Direct effect(t—value) Indirect effect(t—value) SMC+
Family stress 0.03
Patient condition 0.16( 3.54) 0.16( 3.54)
Length of stay(day) 0.07( 1.63) 0.07( 1.63)
Family cohesion 0.52
Patient condition -0.01(-0.36) -0.01(-0.36)
Length of stay(day) 0.05( 1.68) 0.05( 1.68)
Confidence in health professional 0.22( 4.85) 0.15( 3.43) 0.07( 2.05)
Monthly income 0.27( 6.53) 0.16( 3.87) 0.11( 3.52)
Religion -0.08(-2.00) -0.08(-1.98) 0.00( 0.52)
Family stress 0.21( 5.46) 0.22( 5.12) -0.01(-0.57)
Marital communication 0.61(11.37) 0.66( 6.48) -0.05( 0.09)
Social support -0.07(-0.61) -0.07(-0.59) 0.00( 0.29)
Family sense of coherence -0.06(-0.59) -0.06(-0.59)
Marital communication 0.09
Patient condition -0.07(-1.49) -0.07(-1.49)
Length of stay(day) 0.05( 1.22) 0.05( 1.22)
Confidence in health professional 0.12( 2.54) 0.12( 2.54)
Monthly income 0.19( 4.22) 0.19( 4.22)
Social support 0.63
Patient condition 0.03( 0.64) 0.06( 1.47) -0.03(-0.87)
Length of stay(day) 0.04( 1.48) 0.04( 1.48)
Confidence in health professional 0.17( 3.73) 0.03( 0.77) 0.14( 4.05)
Monthly income 0.20( 5.81) 0.20( 5.81)
Religion -0.03(-1.88) -0.03(-1.88)
Family stress 0.12( 2.95) 0.12( 2.89) -0.01(-0.21)
Family cohesion 0.42( 6.62) 0.42( 6.62)
Marital communication 0.67(12.80) 0.67(12.80)
Family sense of coherence 0.87(15.27) 0.90(13.39) -0.03(-0.55)
Family sense of coherence 0.88
Patient condition -0.05(-1.56) -0.05(-1.56)
Length of stay(day) 0.04( 1.20) 0.04( 1.20)
Confidence in health professional 0.16( 4.24) 0.16( 4.24)
Monthly income 0.22( 6.17) 0.22( 6.17)
Religion -0.04(-1.91) -0.04(-1.91)
Family stress -0.01(-0.21) -0.11(-2.80) 0.10( 4.06)
Family cohesion 0.47( 7.69) 0.48( 6.28) -0.01(-0.53
Marital communication 0.75(14.10) 0.45( 5.84) 0.30( 5.78)
Social support -0.03(-0.57) -0.03(-0.57)
Family meaning 0.55
Patient condition -0.02(-0.67) -0.02(-0.67)
Length of stay(day) -0.09(-2.01) -0.12(-3.06) 0.03( 1.54)
Confidence in health professional 0.22( 4.86) 0.09( 2.14) 0.13( 4.41)
Monthly income 0.17( 6.03) 0.17( 6.03)
Religion 0.15( 3.66) 0.19( 4.74) -0.04(-1.90)
Family stress 0.11( 2.66) 0.00( 0.03) 0.11( 4.12)
Family cohesion 0.50( 5.91) 0.52( 6.28) -0.02(-0.56)
Marital communication 0.47( 8.40) 0.15( 1.78) 0.32( 5.51)
Social support -0.04(-0.61) -0.04(-0.61)
Family sense of coherence -0.03(-0.59) -0.03(-0.59)
Family adaptation 0.84
Patient condition -0.13(-3.08) -0.08(-2.32) -0.05(-1.84)
Length of stay(day) -0.01(-0.33) -0.01(-0.33)
Confidence in health professional 0.19( 5.44) 0.19( 5.44)
Monthly income 0.21( 6.39) 0.21( 6.39)
Religion -0.01(-0.27) -0.01(-0.27)
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<Table 3> Effect coefficient and SMC of predictive for the model(continued)

Variable Total effect(t—value) Direct effect(t—value) Indirect effect(t—value) SMC+
Family stress -0.13(-3.11) -0.17(-3.57) 0.04( 0.86)
Family cohesion 0.67( 9.44) 0.67( 9.44)
Marital communication 0.53( 9.61) -0.46(-2.82) 0.99( 6.13)
Social support 0.14( 1.20) 0.19( 2.02) -0.05(-0.59)
Family sense of coherence 1.13( 5.29) 1.01( 4.65) 0.13( 1.25)
Family meaning 0.23( 3.27) 0.23( 3.27)
P<0.05( | t-value | >1.96), P<0.01( | t-value | >2.58), P<0001( | t-value | >3.29)

* SMS: Squard Multiple Correlation
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<Figure 1> Path diagram for hypothetical model
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oltkTable 4> X*& TE ?cﬂl ‘{Z%f‘s}ﬂ Hh-3-3to] 47t
2000])\]-0] 7(:}_(’3_ _1;:1_1:410 7_(‘

e X A9E UE 948 AF"%W As As AR
I QtkJo, 1999). 3+ Q-plotoll %= 713717} 1ol 7}7t<
2ol Agsicta &

2 uehd B A

Wl oo T off -1m

O

<Table 4> Goodness of fit statistics

Goodness of fit Goodness of fit

statistics statistics
Chi-square 44.89(p=0.0086) (p>0.05)
RMSEA 0.025 <0.05
standardized RMR 0.025 <0.05
GFI 0.99 >0.95
AGFI 0.96 >0.90
NFI 0.97 >0.90
NNFI 0.97 >().90

RMSEA: Root Mean Square Error of Approximation
standardized RMR: standardized Root Mean Square Residual
GFI : Goodness of Fit Index

AGFI : Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index

NFI : Normed Fit Index

NNFI : Non-Normed Fit Index
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<Figure 2> Path diagram for modified model
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Influencing Factors on Family Stress, Family Meaning
and Family Adaptation in Families with High Risk Neonates
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the relationship among family stress, family meaning and
family adaptation of families with high risk neonates. Method: The date was collected on the basis of self- report
questionnaires (August 2004 to March 2005); Tow-hundred twelve parents, who had high risk neonates in C
hospital's neonatal intensive care unit, participated on request. Results: Family sense of coherence, family meaning,
social support, family stress, marital communication and patient condition had a significant, direct effect on family
adaptation. Family cohesion, religion, confidence in the health professional, and length of stay had a significant,
direct effect on family meaning. Conclusion: The results of this study suggest the consequences associated with
high risk neonates may be alleviated by a family support intervention designed to improve parental communication
skills as well as to maintain family cohesiveness. Medical care could also encourage more emotional support of
parents towards their neonate.
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