Fog0f : A, atx}, A2 o ZX|, AAAE 1E UX|
A5 57 AR Ee} AAA 1F ZAAH =7}
FeAT AL Bl mAE o
OF A -2l T L
I M = =X 71 Fa3HA thEo R oF & FEolth

AF7A e guF el #HEE HEEAS gy
1. o7 Hey EAolu BAS A7d A7 A7 AERE AFS
AANF  EAHerth, 2000; Herth, 1990; Miller,
FHzo] ¢ AEFAS AP F gAtERH TS 1989)# aud tesxAe aHE AF U <t
9o MExlE AF7HAIYE T2 A2 43 370 A 31st AFE=FE(Rustoen & Hanested, 1998;
AR g A7t gA 59 e N2 HIHS Rustoen, Wiklund, Hanested & Moum, 1998;
gro]slAl k. Wall, 2000)°] FR/E olFctk 22ivt o3t =&E
ol XNEE7] o AWolghe WA 14 <t 2 BRSO A AV AEe] whet 3o AT
A T2 vHgASRielE g AlAduE Wi B Aoy 24 15 72U UE F AvE 7 stolAME
FHola okt A S A He g3 & e o e W dd BE Alge] 22 399
2 B34y %9 Al fXEA 2 Aotk 2As 7H F Avde 7H stelA guad s
ol st 3l EA e AzF AFEY EAE g Azt oy i H ExAES AT Je o= Frid
o2 *go}mL Ue G ZA THE FasA o tt. ol& 59, Herth(1990), Miller(1989)7F #A1%k
HEojol & REolch e uiZ QIzF E£Al EA<] ke ofe] A FAANAM B &gz I
el A= 7A4 i1 17¢o] A1) 4hS Aol 4= 3l 3o EAES  F9El  9ds9em™  Rustoen,
A shy & 24 71538 = 29379 o= Wiklund, Hanested & Moum(1998)°] 7R3k 3]
A ZhE o %E}(Stephenson, 1991). <A B V5 73 oAl o]yd 3o £ASS =
N F(inspire)dt Aol 4 Aok ol B ot s e 1 RE AFSIAT AT
aEo] A%Agel e 3 A7to] Aale] EAE 9 A AFERANA el JdFE F= WFERe 4, o
3 s TREA A & A 2 Aotk webr 3w o, u&5E, AAgEe e dhkE EAQMGIl &
S IHAIE AL 3R} 7tEeo] T3l EA gt Paul, 1993; Rustoen & Wiklund, 2000), A}3]%

B RS 2001dE FEuidha AALERe =R a0kl
w gt 2158t} WAl Al
sk oSkl 2FE 8k waE
Fud 2029 8¢ 14¥ At 2002 82 27 AAEEY 2002 10€
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A A (Gibson, 1999), ohd(Kane, 1993; Sung
& Kim, 1999), AZEl(Harrison,  1993;Park,
1998),  &re]  F(Herth, 2000), E3A(Hwang,
Ku, Mao & Lo, 199; Staples & Jeffrey, 1997),
2~E ¢ 2x(Phillips, &  Tavakoli,
2000), 3L%(Holahan, 1995) o}
2 s X*"*“Jr %ﬂrﬁlﬂ Aol wREA 9] ol E
1, 4% ol wek =24 A
S ARG E IubEel
AT Aoz HriEoh upelA, o
3o mek gkl = A= 3

ASe AF=EE 7EH

Rud

EE

Sowell, Misener,

ol U o] =&

=230] A e o e

ool & ApAE £EAF IR u grgo] AuH
el &4 dold H¥E + YeAT HiEsnd

Aok

2 oi7o| =5

7] o]&(motivation theory)ell <3t A 3]
7o ARPHES AW Stotland(1969)] 3| o]&
olX 7HEE FEsl FeF gty TS d9¥de
Ag A7EF o= st

TAAHQ F242 o9} Zr)

D 42Ae] a3 3 FEE gopith
2) T3 43y A8 2% A E AAH 1% 7

AR =} s AEAS ottt
3) FeF A Am a3 #A & AAF aF

ARE7} S A5 F U=AE gtk
3. 0|2X &

Stotland(1969) & 8-S B v Adez ¥
i =R Fo4, 52 7FsAEE)0] 4o g5 B
o o3ty AHEE F7IAY HX EY 74 Bt
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250 FUzA AAH DT o BYOR AF A
4 RS, ok AR AW ¥A48, §F dmel W
3}, =Rl (Kang, 1999) 5ol4 =72 4 3ok,

227 A9 5% AF GBAL =E A
F AEE A2 PR BAG A58 B

2) F4 W)

M =%

ol Aol HAUHeIM HEAA £ A A
S0 AAAE st T (Kim, 1992)]h

22 39 ¢ 8% hs el vid B U v
/ Am BA/ G vl A A G W A
Y AZAT 202 Y Kim? Lee(1998)
AR GBANEE A AFSPETE SHT A
8 wHT

I. oA &y

1 Xz 2

D AR 57 A7) 2

A+ Z}E—‘E 2001 1¥€ THE 2001%
27193 AFAQTAR A A2
3} x]g av ZAsh A4 1F 3
PR AL BIEL
olgate] STk 1 9o BAol
A8 WA, AP A7)
R S SN
& 1 dAs 04%4

o
e

ol

Rl

ox i o U

i)

—

i

o
o w2

E

N

R
oo ojt
j}ﬂi_vl
|

B Hoog

o
W

]

J

tlo

2 o &y O py o
oo mN N m
2

2) Q7 A
Do) 2418 Ad)
Ak 3
].

[<13
=1

)13}

7hedl Theel

He
04

3k
St

e
=

%13}.

,80,

(Audreg, 1989) 10
analogue scale)=
e & 39EFe

A EE A9 4

AT Y 59 =

of mE P9 PR

Aol AeE Azl

o A

o ¥ UL oJael I
=4 ET19R)E AHUT &
Fol AFEE A Bk
bAA] - ) dE
| AR et =)
AE]|E= alpha=.9531°] 3tk

z

JEJo}ﬂo

o] e

M
A

3. Xz

HI

g B8 SPSSWIN 90 =

B QATolN ALET TAH FA

) AT A}zuﬂ =4
Zmw, A,
N EACIE,
shgie.

2) _,]\:ﬂ— X—]C ‘;,]_01—0 7]

3 Az &8 2 444
el

A

1% B A4 24

AT

239e o83k
He olelsh gk
ate, A& A,

off, °-|—4

Zol 94 =4

@;%

(scattergram)& %5
A g 15 ~-8% AF7A
Bkl ko] Fu BAE 93\2‘% 7 olFell= e

A EHEJT% w9 e B EHHQ] = A9 "

2 A 1 A9} 5

A
L

rxa
&
N

et fo ox B :44 fo



F O AAA 1E ZATE v 526087 =2
SE129)0R el FEHA A7el Wl aFe
1-sample Kolomogorov-Smirnov test® &% ZAx}
A - E(normal distribution)dh= A2 YRSt
ool we} AHEE FA= ofelie 2tk
(1) 2ol 2gelA 59 W} F5 Wael g
9] 23AB/AE Pearson F& AlTE ARSI
@ ZA7ke) gl HY Wit el e o
S 3Qlsly] 93t Simple Regressiong A}

g3t
M AFR AT A W) s U 9%
o] AR FA3/] Asted D A8 B 7
Awe] we} BElR T g U FAY WAL A
Pk T A3t T IF AT ARISE S
ol/S/AE AH/EW/AYANE TRYFEF 7]

ZelAel Aelrh gl Ao Ut B4 15l
L

@ AAF 1F GAEo gt ol F aFE 9
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4 AAE AN gtk Bl AT Aksjsh S4e
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4. Aol HMBHY

F2 A Ee 24 e ARSslde A%
Al dag HAFo A7 WA 75 wEAZE
T 8tk Aol B A7 AnE gl dusiAgle
gl Aol Aok

m. o7 Zonf

t A

o

1. o7t THaALe| o7t Atg

|Ok
il
m

T A7 uAE BHOIATE olF At 229
(579%), FAZF 16W421%)019tk. Yol 3840
Al 83AIAbelell ExEI o, HadHe 505HE o
& ES HolUth uidAte] ol EXE 4040038} 1
H(26%),  ALAIC1F~60M  179(44.8%),  61A4°]
A~804  19%(50.0%), 8lAlelY  178(26%)°] itk
gaAte] & BI¥E 1F 144(369%), =& 119
(289%), == 69(158%), T =L IE = 49
(105%), ™E 29(63%), sk ol 1H(26%)%
oz Ygiyth ZAsAuHE 71E0] 3UH(895%), AP
o] 39(79%), ®mES]l 1%H(26%) <£olUth Fue
Bwrl  158(395%)93,  71Eart 129616%), &

<Table 1> Sociodemographical characteristics (N=38)

Character Classify Number (%)

Gender male 16 42.1
female 22 579

Age less than 40 1 26
41~60 17 48
61~80 19 50.0
more than 81 1 26
mean=59.5+11.47(38~83)

Education no education but literate 4 105
elementary school 6 158
middle school 11 289
high school 14 369
college or university 2 53
graduate school 1 26

Marriage status not marriaged 1 26
marriaged 34 895
death of spouse 3 79

,81,



<Table 1> Sociodemographical characteristics(continued)

(N=38)

Character Classify Number (%)
Religion protestant 12 316
catholic 3 79
buddism 15 395
etc. 1 26
none 7 184
Occupation ves 16 421
no 22 579
Diagnosis stomach ca. 15 395
breast ca. 9 237
rectal ca. 6 1538
colon ca. 3 79
etc. 5 131
Postdiagnostic period(day) less than 30 29 76.3
more than 31 9 23.7
mean=31.53+26.21(3~120)
Postoperative period(day) less than 7 19 50.0
8~14 12 316
15~20 7 184
mean=8.79+5.34(1~20)
total 38 100.0
w7t gl AREe]l TH(184%), HFnrt 39(7.9%), F3 % Mo HFL 2347 el 187.87H S
ZIEFER7E 18@6%)eeldct webs, dida & 2 yehdon, ¥FAE 26954, At 2254,
ok s 7L e Ao E YEiETh tidat 38 2Ee 118@£E UERsTH
¥ F Aol YE ATe 168421%)0d W), A 9 P g 65 e 482302 ye
ol Rl AFe 2¥E19%eE et Aol gl wow, E%{‘% 069, Huge 577, Hxge
T A7 O uskth o A9 REE Avry 95 0302 UEpti<Table 2>.
o] 157 (395%)ol e, friete]l 9W(23.7%). HA
& 69(158%), AFY 3W((79%), 1 ¢ 7]|g} 59 3 7te AE
(1312022 Yeht At 7H 52 225 YE
gk 9 A F ATASE B4 SWRY ool 1E av A9} B9 A AF
WAAESEE 9% TX07 & A we A @ g ) A1 M SEF % A} A mAE
o]l wq EP RE gabAe SEax 200 A AASE 852 HPAEs} 52 Ao o o
x| ke AFECIALE I F FE e 2] 7Y ol st AF
of ARH ﬂVc}ZP} 199 (50.0%) 0.2 7} Eekow, 7H A5 9A 7 259 % Harks 4 v
YoM 14Y  Alol=  12%(31.6%), 15Y0lA 20 s g 57 A=) =2 259 Y Foge
Aol TBO8AIAG. BE F& AW AFE 5ME Ueht AR &3 RARESL we %o 5%
87992 YElLTI<Table 1>. Ak 46180 =& Ao 2 UEth
AE B 2AST} ke gk we ageld )
2 59 Mo 7MEe A= A NE &9 gAEIF RS a2
<Table 2> The Levels of Hope
hope scores mean + standard deviation Range
total hope scores 187.87 * 2695 118~225
item hope scores 482 * 69 3.03~5.77
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rr

e Az 5% 2A A=Y 7 Az FHAF
=840 % Uehgor AR e o Jan
7 5ol ERIHATHP=000). wetA, A8 ZF

Aw7t e aFdMe A8 &aHRE =4 A &

F gl EIHAGY wEA, XFE &9 AT} =2
aFME FEF 43R X8 & gA7) Yl 3
g v Aot} g 7ML 717 E It Table 4>.

X,

b

F2 IJPAHTrl =& Aot e 7Mdel ARHAG 2) AA A 15 A} e #EA” M AS
<Table 3>. 1) Al 3 7Me ‘Fed ) 2AE 158 9
a8y N8 53 ZAE}F 5L aFoME XE XA SeE YAz =& Aoy o

=
2=l
3} PARES} Y Awshe] gnw
=000 S oFE g Aww

I}

= AT g g% BEgs vlastel BY 243
Afezm Folstd @e oz ehkthp-376). o

ki
BEge 4363, AA
BAZE R 259 Bekd 503Hs U

webA, A8 &9 ZAA=E 22 aFME A8 &% 2
AAF 3 AAZE w2 aFe W B

al.

2-11
2wl ZASY 855 gUAET} ¥ Aol Bt EEERD

:": o

5 o
2 A 2 7 FeF el N8 Zd gAY} 7] 7HAS AES A9 AAA 15 FAES} Ee OF
3o AL mF AHolo} o e A% e A % 72X Az} Fyrte] A B}
A5 &3 AA=7F @G a3 =& aFddA A7) r=-366(p=033)2 Yehdezx EAHo=Z  on|g)
7HaS AES An A2 5 PARI Ee agA E 9 4% BAE 1A bebd, A4 1% A=
E B84, R® =7122 Yehgezy Xz &3 A 7} B agdAde FEF G A4 1%5e B
7} £ T qEA LS u)e B4 Agsln oS A AAE q42 Pgerl B8 Aot ghe sH
G Adge] s Akp=000. Wb, Xz &3 7 o] A HATH<Table 5>.
ARE7} e aBNE Fo3F 434 X2 &

LU

W AAA 2F AR e AFAN WA 1
AL el FFE vE Aotk e 7ol AR T HAR=S I Axete] AuwAe FBAT
SAct<Table 4>. o IME R 9 JRWAE mglon BAHoE

a8y Ag 523 AAETE 2 aFdAMe duA FofshA B2 ez Uehgthp=316). wEkA, AA
B=-080, R=00602 Uerdozmp=753), X

Az A7} A ARG 5T 5 e wat

w b
o
]
of
o
X
b1
XN

N
flo
]
i
2
>
e
4
)%
ol
o2
e
N,
2

<Table 3> Correlations of the perceived treatment effects to hope in the postoperative patients

Groups hope P
low perceived treatment effect group(N=20) 344 000
high perceived treatment effect group(N=18) -.080 376

<Table 4> The hope explained by the perceived treatment effect

Groups B R R F P
low perceived group(N=20) 844 844 712 44511 000
high perceived group(N=18) -.080 080 006 103 753

<Table 5> Correlations of the perceived physical suffering to hope in the postoperative patients

Groups hope P
low perceived physical suffering group(N=26) -.366 033
high perceived physical suffering group(N=12) -1%4 316
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<Table 6> The hope explained by the perceived physical suffering

Groups B R R F P
low perceived group(N=26) -.366 .366 134 3709 066
high perceived group(N=12) -1 154 024 243 633
oltke] 7Hde 717E A T<Table 5>. F& AFY ¢ FAME g Sxoe =2 7}
/0] =4 B F 7] HEeR & e vk
2) Al 4 7 Fes dFA] A 1% AAVL Az &% A} guzre] #AY g AEE
gitof] JEkS v Aoty o digk A (scattergram)ZollA X8 &3 A=} e 18
AAH 1T BAZIE e AFH L AFAA (1034 "ol 8delste] AA= yehd IF)ANME A
71 VS AFS A AAH 15 AR @2 OF 5 3% ATt 2oHEFE U BopAle o=
oA FBASF B=-366, R=1342 yeh} 242 @ uehd v, Mg 539 AR =2 25004 T
T A &9 #AR TS 134% A= A9sAy Aol 8dx#e] AAEE vkl I@eMe F -
5 F+ e AR vegoy oA HEEAY A = Ax 529 AAE =4 W GFE o] FUske
AH F el P FAHSE FY8HA & W7 238 WolAE dHHo] YepdozH X8 &7
S Aoz Jehdthp=066). WA, AAF nF 7 AAe] e gk AEEe gle 2oz YEhgrh ¢
Aw7t e agdMe FeF G AAH 1F Aol BEste] 53] =oHolAoF & e Y T
AAZE e G2 vE Aolv g 7Hdo] 714 g g% 13 ke ARy Rk
AE<Table 6>. it Mg &3 AAErE 92 aFelA AR &
AAH 1% AAETE & agdME s B I AAE7) @ WEE 712%9 PSS AusiAYy
=154, R=0242 Yeh} 244 1% 2A=s} = dFshs e Ugthe AL I 3 st v
< IFdME AAZ 2EHAY el FFHL w¢- ste] wf-g- FEE OE Apdolia A9t gtew 4
®$e Fo A #AE R FAHCER fog ¥ =3 G2 IS FXAT7] % s HEA
Fe olid AeE UeutHp=633). wEbd, AAH Az 23 AA A=E Hetsto] WS of¥A aFHA
1 AR} 22 aFdAME FeF Gt A H 4 7 SevkE o] AHREFEH o= FE AAE
IF AT Bl FEE WA Aotk g JHEE V) doa Boh = Am 23 AAECF 942 OE5s i
2= Atk<Table 6>. o2 #ddH IyBE FAANE F e FAHCE 4
e AFshe AFEE EW 39 I8HY she
V. = 9| BAHE FAY @Y s5APE AEsiEthe IUits
FAZ AR & A& Aol
E AA s HAxe B2 T e Fe= v o] ZA =oEold e Am &% A=
ettty dubEel f4gxkel A== Nowotny e IgdA F 9" F A8 53 AAE =A sk
(1989)9] 3% ZAT=FE AHEste YAH=E AT S5 o] Srkeke | 23]y HolAle side]
=% (Hwang, etc, 1996, Kim & Oh, 1996; Mun AxTlge| YehgezH X8 a9 A=) 2 IF
1995; Nowotny, 1989; Tae, 1996)5o)|A AHBE gL oA g a3 A9 slHol g AyEe] gle Ao
= W =AY T ARAS oldE Aole & A% o 2 yeid 323 AAH 1% AR el 9P
& A7l ARSI 34 =771 g27) W2l b AFA AAA 1F FAETE e agelAs AAA
Bt AHEE B 5 JAT AT tidAte] Zoldxx iF A=V =255 IgUe 74 o= Jehd
O 29E 2E F dva Bk o M9 Fed W, AAF 1F AAETE 2 aFdAe AAA 2
X5 T FHH ARIeE HlolsoxEz 5 AAze} g% Axe #AVT Sl AeE et A
Stotland(1969)9]  ©]&5 W& AWAH e A= o] W3 Folth. ol Stotland(1969)¢] 3w o]E<]
WHE ARSI AU O X5 HFo] ¢ AR Fag WA <FUIAF AL SR o9 5x
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Influences of Perceived Treatment
Effect and Perceived Physical
Suffering on Hope of Cancer

Patients in Post-operative Period

Ahn, Seong-Yoor* - Kim, Dal-Sook+*

Purpose: The purposes of the study were 1)

examine between
PPS

independent

relationships  exist
effect)
the
dependent  variable
PTE and PPS

patients their

to what
PTE(perceived

(perceived

treatments and
suffering)
the

whether

physical as

variables and hope
and 2)
predict
post-operative period within the Stotland’s hope
theory. Method: The Visual Analog Scale was
used for measuring PTE and PPS and the Kim
& Lee’s Hope Scale which had
reliability and validity was used for
hope. The data collected
hospitalized who
post-operative period with a convenient
method. Result:
relationship between hope and the

as
to  examine

hope in  cancer in

acceptable
measuring

38
the

sampling

was from

cancer patients were in

There was a significant positive
PTE
low PTE group. There was a significant negative
PPS in the

no

in the

relationship between hope and the
low PPS There significant
relationships between hope and the PTE in the
high PTE group, and between hope and the PPS
in the high PPS group. And the PTE explained
hope with 71.2% of the variance in the low PTE
PTE in the

group. were

group. Conclusion: low PTE group

and PPS in the low PPS group were identified
as the factors to explain hope.
Key words : Hope, Cancer patient, Perceived
treatments effect, Perceived
physical suffering
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