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Association of Personality Typology and Smoking in High School

Students
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Cost-effectiveness Analysis of Screening Mammography in Korean
‘Women
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The Effect of Exercise Program on Physical, Psychological, and
Social Variables in Elerly Women

Aol olgdg! AlzsY, o]Fof”
(1) Agehetn ojutcha} oubolstmAl

B3 & AT =ddA dA7T #AEHA 52 AE £ A
AH, deld, 2] AE Aoz uXE: JFE wetsle w9 A
253} AnpEel wekg sty 7)ostnzal sk
o B a7 tidze Aebde] 97 2ol 0 239 ARg
o TE5E 654 o4ty =UER d3oz AR F AFPF 227
I 2 210l &5 T2 ade HEZAT F 33, 14
F¢ AL, 250l o3t Azl W g, AuES, 83
AAGE, EUAL AR, o, A4, YA FFAHE, 49 2 A
E:3 "@F stz &FHAA, &5 A 3AYEE, &F AA
& &Fste] B4t
éi'-l- &5l A% At mE AAA, dE)F, 22l A% X%
o] WskE BAY At QA 027 Ao He Ag R &
SAA1A 88.05mmHg, $F4A| 37/ ¥E 86.68mmHg, 254A] 19
% 83.73mmHgE TR Fol ¥lste] Alzbo] whet Zastgen, Fg
o BAYLR Fo7 Xolg Ry 3 HDLO AL APy
oA 2FHAIA 43.09mg/dL, S5 HA] 3NEE 47.36mg/dL, &FA4
A 13 F 51.09mg/dLE HRFo Histe] Aj7to) wet Zrlslgle
o, Aol FAYoR ROt 2o)E Hth. 8% DPD(deoxy-
pyridinoline) & AFFoA &F AAA 6.37nM/mM creatinine, &%
AA] 37/MEFE 4.45nM/mM creatinine, -&ESAA] 1d3 4.09nM/mM
creatinine 2 2 tEof viste] AJzte| whel Fadtgon, Azt

._.

o

of BAHoR Jogt AolE Hth FA4Y A APFoAA
SFANA 11.50cm, 5L 3/1LEE 12.78cm, SFAHA] 19%
16.52em 2 2 tf 2o ¥]3te] Alzto] whal Zrlslgon, Akt
TARLE FA% AolE BAT 49 Y B A2 &
TAAA 202374, LFAA 3MYF 17554, SFAHUA 14X 17.72
Hoz dzFof viste] Azio] wet A AWE BHon], J
@2to] BAHoR o A}olE B3tk 53] 2% DPD(deoxy-
Pyrldmollne)-‘—l' A9 Ao A #E &5 A A vls] 25 44| 37
Y Fof|, tFA] ol¢ty] ¥ekyt @A HDL, 282 9419 259
£-5 5 HAZ vEf &5 HA] 193] BAYoz {o%
A7t veb
ZE: 2 dFoAE dvtE 23 e tzEe A A,
Held, AlEA ¥l ZAgho] iR Wt gAY AHske v,
25 Z2aYS Hed AP RN HL gALE: ofAte B} o}
2hA ZQlol A &% AAA B ot e} 4o Aox FH AU
FHE Fof =9 AAFH =80] E 4 AL Aoz A2y
t}.

KSPM-133

F5H QA (Hard-core smoker)9] U¥HH BAo) @AY QA3
A study for General Characteristics in hard-core smokers
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purpose: Hard-core smokers are defined as heavy smokers who rarely have
quitting histories, so are expected never to quit smoking, The purpose of
this study was to provide basic materials for public health programs by
analyzing general characteristics of hard-core smokers. The survey was
done with 1,044 adults in Seongbuk-gu from December 20, 2002 to
December 23, 2002.

methed: Research subjects were composed of 58 hard-core smokers, 225
current smokers and 134 ex-smokers. Characteristics of hard-core smokers
comparing with those of current smokers as well as ex-smokers were eval-
uated using univariable groupings and multivariable logistic regression
models.

results: Study results could be summarized as follows;

1. The proportion of hard-core smokers in and over the twenties who
lived in Seoul in 2002 was estimated by 5.6%.

2. From the unvariate analysis, it was found that the general characreristics
of the respondents who showed statistically significant level in smoking
were age, marital status, and its education level.

3. The univariate analysis showed that the family-smoking was a sig-
nificant factor for hard-core smokers.

4. While no difference was found in relation to initial smoking age,
hard-core smokers and ex-smokers were more likely to have been heavier
smokers than the current smokers.

5. Hard-core smokers had less positive attitude than others related to an
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