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1. d7e Ty

#Het71ex A wdoz &Il FAEAA
A7ded g Bl oz HEFHe] HojA=
2 AAQ A% 4ol 49 AT B 2ol Ro}
AA =A%k a2y A73ERe shgeld o] Folx|A|
o ofd AAHRE Ze ATHuUo] Aoz HAH
< o A& A4E F e B FL2 AP g9
(Kang et al., 2004).

ARFRAL QY 583 #§He] HilE EXE=
A& B3l 22 £ ES T el 1"
2|& 230 (Brubaker, 1983), Byun(2001)& 1%
273 AAEET d¥azrle ARMES diidez
. ARmE, et £ud Ba B8P
g A7 dquMulAE e AARAEE Fge)
AP aE A2AA F4H %S Pstn
Watele 53 A7 g2 Bl

€ -4 Add, 71833
. H3S AxEg oy Sede &
2], ", By Fol ol vehdx glen, volrt A
o], H4AQ A, 47 #AY 24, HRIE QY
g 072 2 AL G0l AFHZ AXdde &
a7 dzg T 4E oddY A= WY Ha e

A A o]t} (Seo, 1996).

oy i

M= 2 LA

ARZANY T2

AL AR Ad72EA ARlE 2ZA gm, AR
2 AGAIEE o] o] goH, olF dnE §
& AAFANG2 71t F88 2ol E 4 Yot 1 o]
Fr2A 7l AAA - A er Jadde] g4t
o 59 24 g A3 gzt s g
329 FAgo] folF AZIZ o] H¥slm F5E A
29 7He A e B 9P mAde HE
£ # JrHKim, 1994). ojgd #HNAM ZFawd
A BARES B3l AAESAANYE AAske Aol B
tt Fedittn £ & glon, 9@ AAAE AL}
ABTE ARERYHY AAE R 2F 8
olgshe o] dasirin Hol Fc},
Pender(1982) 7AZ5AYHE 24T JEHI<
A7) T WPz e PEoz Hgtow,
AZFABHE Bl &9 AL FAAIY daE v
£S5 A2AFIBR Q1] 7|8 AZ8TER ofYe} A
3 HAgE i &S FIANY & Slvka Yt
olgjgt AAEH A A8 Ao FEE v)A
© 820% Feste Ho] Fadjttm HeiAH Pender
(1982)& AZ-R1A80F old JIFE F& 2H LY
o o3 ARFRYt AP ke AASIEE S A
Qratsdct.

Weitzel#t Waller(1990)°] 2|3# Pender°] &9
F83 A ARFAd AR-Azpegle] dFE oy
e A o] 891e mFd Aol ofe FAl
A7t shesittar Bo 2 QA-A g |sAA A%
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]
ik
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FAYPNE 1 5 ke Aojoh

old] & dfae 258 F 7P AANSAeAA 2
2949 68hd FWES thde2, Penderdl 1, 23, 3
2 ARFAREF AA-AHLRNE FHo2 AFFA
P4 g T2 dYsle 23 2YE 4o AX
A% ARFARA7 4FE VX gl A
et FAAQ] B2 WAE e JAAFAE HFE
Su BAnge AYFHe =o] Haxlgitt.

2. 47el 25

Pender(1987, 1996)98 AZASHRYEE 7|zx8 %
Sotm 68d SyEe] AREAYY $2L Roly] 9
o] T7he) QA Azh4Ql Ao Ry F84, Ao}
237 A7 Agae, AVESE. WISA, ¢4
EA9, BRIAEEAN7 ABEAP 9 skel Ao 3
T vXs A2E BAdl] dandas =23
4e 9% 71z Aur) dan P

. ciat o
1. et § B

2004'd 49%E 5¥97A A= FEAd &AlEe
270 253 6334 5089 tdeR HdmAle] §
ZE Qo Fzitd HEAC W e NALHE
drsid 3R olF Wgol &3] s &
A 5719 € 116598 AT 39288 e
Z st

2. Ad7e &

Pender(1987)2el 2753 =3o) 712353 Pender
(1996)9] 7kAA 89 F ApolEFE Fristd 79
U], AzbiEg & A% U F84, AotEE, A
ZHd AR, AATE, WA, 49544, &
AEBAAE Adsidn FodsrE ARSAYPY
& AIHEFEA 49 UE2E AYsn).

£ d79 g £ 2dadE EdZ2 (Figure 1)
3 o] MR ol FAHNUT. RN 2 A=
t B 79 7ol "o sMdRE e A

#9
2R WA FPE FE Y Wee A%

AHA ezt e e A A174d Al1E

9 F84, Aot&Fd. A" ARG, AT
HHEAS, +ATAS, BIAEFANZ AP =AU

el DSz JPAY 4TS Fe dre 230
< AR 279 84, AoleFz, Add A3,
A7\ E57, WAHEAN, BJdEEAY, FAZA,
APz AF =AU

739 84, AotEd, Add A, A
2 A, $ASAY, B1AEEANY QA
AAAFEL 2A2FAYAE A2 sl de T
S A 9%E Fe A2 AFHAG

ol o] miAWS Ao QA AzpHESFEL A
ARG &) NSzl APAY I oA
€ 5% HAY 9% I e 3=

3. 97 &7

1) &9 BE=

49] 9 William® Diener(1992)2] 4ol w
Ex ARE A WdEl AHEY o] EFE
58Fer A=l dom 1AM 7HAA  Likert
type2 2 Hjg=lglom Azt BS4E Aol UFo]
E2 Aoz 1At MLEEA A3 EE Cronbach’s
a= .79 - 892" & AFlA Cronbach’s a =
.8901%ic}.

2)

A7ERP 9= Pender(1982)9 A73E7 A&k
SHETE 25| o & UERF IR N
g e ARRsKTh o] =FE 488¥oz FAH
=t Z 282 13¥90M 4871} Likert typel.Z ¥id
sojglen, o] TFd 9§ AREFH PJBAA FHH
2] ¥ 48FdM 19287A 0N, HErt E2FE
A7 T B RAE £3¢ o] 27 A
oldE T 6719 stiggoer FASoon Ay @
Al A18]=% Cronbach’s a= 870|191 2 ATdA
A# =& Cronbach’s ¢ = 95031t}

3) A% F84

Wallston, Wallstom® Devellis(1987)7} 7K23}
7ol EFE /A EE A7) AL AL 2143
Aok, ael sleld 71 e A 107FA1 2 AjAlskT, o
Aol A8 Fodslq AZA7AE 19 € W AR
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224€ 71} ¥ AAshe AoE 10¥E Rojsin
10991 £ o 73 @A Qdske Aoz 14L s
o Basl,

4) AotEF

Rosenberg(1965)2] AlEFH H=E Jon(1974)°]
A AL AHEsIAT. ©] =& Coopersmithe] =
olEF3 Hzote] FEUAVL 6022 FHHTEE B
125 Rosenberg(1965)°] <j&ll Felgzs} o ZE}
I3t AAsitin g Ak Qi

o] =t 579 IFEYF Hle} PRz 7
A=lelglon] zZt 242 149X 4874 Likert type
oz wdHesitt, #ERFE I F4E doez AN
&la] zlotEF7 Ade 104N 40874 g = A
on AF7t BETE AolEFHC] 22 A& rigth

A FAl AEE Cronbach’s a= 92829 £
AT Cronbach’s a = .900|At}.

5) ArE%ZH

A7|&% HXE Becker, Stuifbergen, Oh$} Hall
(1993)9] =7& Im(1998)°] W3}t & AHE-3tAr).
o] =7E 288FoR FHAEH 4 FF2 13N
5471x 9] Likert typel 2 wdEolglen] o] =79
olg A71E% Aee 28"-A 1408 AR oW H47}
EE5E AIESHC] 52 Ao nFdh

g BA] AAEE Cronbach’'s = 9282 £ &
FoA A =T Cronbach’'s = .92%¢}.

6) Xzt A7

Zztg 27038 A= Lawston, Moss, Fulcomer$}
Kleban(1984)°] & 7#d 7der A7Bg7t &3
E7E AR HF AL ARSI o] EF e 4
2oz pAsle glom ZF 32 1HANM 437A
Likert type2 2 wlgsolgitt. A7t 5255 AzE
A7 e AE ouisty g BA A EE
Cronbach’s e= .76°13x £ AFelr AI=e
Cronbach’s a = .95°|3itt.

7) BN

AZEAY AEE Wallston(1978)9 <& g2
a9 A AAEA9 FEe Form A% Form BF 4
X FFo] A U} I Form AE AHE-3IATh

o] £7¢& % 1883e s YAEAY = 68, $
ABAY A= 683, eRIAZZAN A= 67YeR
TR LA 6H =2 FEHAO B A
TN 48 HE2 £33l AR

Z1zke] A EAN Do Wt £ E SR
o] #5& i @A A=1=7} Cronbach’s
a= 67 - .77 °o|}en, & AP HAFAN
Cronbach’s e= .72, +HEA 947} Cronbach’s o=
.79, EllelZ2% A7t Cronbach’s a = 700131t}

3. ArAal ¥ HEEMYY

1) SAS Z2Iag o] g3t A dvty AL
P WEE2 7

2) 7M8% =¥ Rg= AF 2 7/MEFS PC-
LISREL(Linear Structural Relation) 8.0 ==&
IS o]kl FUF FREAS HAEEH. o
YARE AW EHxE Kz, ARASE
H$+=H (Maximum likelihood) 2.2 A4kstch,

m. o7 Z3}
1. CHARe S

A7 A 99 BE2E 3929eE 1 F o84
o] 2139, datge] 179%0l%len YA F7to]
2447(62.2%)2 7V Bkm, Fme T 2179
(55.4%), SE¥ze @ Do 1-39de] 1599
(40.6%), AF¥el= Ado] 365%(93.1%). F2del
AR A9 224 Yokrt 1858 (47.2%), 7HEe
AL gle AUt 3039(77.3%) 22 7 B2
E¥E HtKTable 1).

2. 7142 ¥ HAZZEY

1) 2¥e] B3x HF

A7) 7HdA BYo| AR ¥ihskeA #Hrkerl 4
3 Awky RASe) AEE BEAFE AMggled A
WA BEA5E y2=45.2(df=13, p=0.038), GFI=
0.99. AGFI=0.76, RMR=0.019, NFI=0.97,
CN=275.202.2 ek},

123 53.49) @ pgtel 0.0382 Jeht AR

i)
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of 7170l 2E3 Agr}t BBA FeL Yehhoch
ARA 2HAS F Qplote 2H BT Wl 8
of ASE Aoz B d7uddA J1ert 180 &

of R¥e] =t FA Frin AT F doh

(Table 1) General characteristics (N=392)
Characteristic Category N %
sex male 179 45.7

female - 213 54.3

high 94 24.0

school score middle 244 62.2
low 54 13.8

catholic 51 13.0

religion christign 63 16.0
buddhist 61 15.6

no 217 55.4

10,000 42 10.7

allowance 10,000-30,000 159  40.6
30,000-50,000 83 21.2

50,0001 108 215

at home 365 93.1

. lodging 11 2.8
residence with relatives 9 2.3
other 7 1.8

low 86 21.9

economic status middle 185 47.2
high 121 30.9

chronic disease yes 303 71.3
in family no 89 22.7

Agatg ety 178 A1

2) JVdR¥e] EA X (Parameter

Estimates)

7 ge] 2t o|BWe] EX4(BETA, GAMMA)#
< ol@¥isrzte APENE Jehd, 1 TEe & B4
kel BAA felde 23 @cKTable 2. Figure 1).

Z B4 BAH feolde tgke] ddigte] 1.68(p

0.1)% 7120z "dsigrl

AR3FAFH fAstA APAA 4B F 45
F2v AolEFH(v11= .28, t=4.37). AZd A%
Ael(v12= .18, t=2.74), A|ETL(N13= .65,
t=9.86), WAEAA(v14= .13, t=1.78) A%y F
24 K17= .14, t=2.38)°I3128 SAFAH, ERle
EEAYE T 43S vAA ge AoE Vet
AN A7t 12N YNE Huste Axe 67%
2 B3

] wExd feofsiA AHHQ d¥S £ ¥se
AolEZE7(v21= .38, t=3.80), Azdd A7}
22= .22, t=2.31), AN&ESZ(23= .45, t=
6.76), WAZAY(N24= .18 t=2.05),77%e] T84
(¥27= .15 t=1.92), 272SXgPAP21= .36, t=
2.9}, ¥ FAEAY, ERlEEAAE de] W
Exd fodstA g FA Rk AA GFHp0
oo HERE AWsie FTE 46% 2 JEiEh

N B

(Table 2) Effects of endogenous variables and exogenous variables in hypothesis model

Direct

Indirect Total

Variable effect(t) effect (t) effect (t) SMC
{Life satisfaction) 0.46
Importance of health 0.15(1.92)* 0.08(1.62)* 0.23(2.03)*
Self esteem 0.38(3.80)* 0.05(2.06)* 0.43(5.88)*
Perceived health status 0.22(2.31)* 0.04(1.83)* 0.26(2.85)*
Self efficacy 0.45(6.76)" 0.17(2.82)* 0.62(9.34)*
Internal locus of control 0.18(2.05)* 0.06(0.55)* 0.24(3.34)*
Chance locus of control 0.02(0.53) 0.01(0.86) 0.01(0.86)
Powerful other locus of control 0.10(1.56) 0.03(1.771)* 0.13(2.05)*
Health promotion behavior 0.36(2.94)* 0.39(2.94)*
(Health promotion behavior) 0.67
Importance of health 0.14(1.85)* 0.14(1.85)*
Self esteem 0.28(4.37)* 0.28(4.37)*
Perceived health status 0.18(2.74)* 0.18(2.74)*
Self efficacy 0.65(9.86)* 0.65(9.86)*
Internal locus of control 0.13(1.78)* 0.13(1.58)*
Chance locus of control 0.04(0.82) 0.04(0.82)
Powerful other locus of control 0.07(1.05) 0.07(1.05)

* Statistical Significance Level: T=1.68. P 0.1
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(Figure 1) Path diagram of the hypothetic model

(Table 3) Effects of endogenous variables and exogenous variables in modified model

. Direct Indirect Total

Variable effect (t) effect(t) effect(t) SMC
(Life satisfaction) 0.46
Importance of health 0.16(2.39)* 0.07(1.58) 0.23(3.06)*

Self esteem 0.30(4.11)* 0.08(2.49)* 0.38(2.83)*

Perceived health status 0.18(2.15)* 0.05(2.09)* 0.19(2.32)*

Self efficacy 0.48(7.25)" 0.21(4.40)* 0.69(9.93)*

Internal locus of control 0.15(0.26) 0.07(2.36)* 0.22(2.96)*

Chance locus of control

Powerful other locus of control 0.05(2.23)* 0.05(2.50)*

Health promotion behavior 0.39(4.90)* 0.39(4.90)*

(Health promotion behavior) 0.67
Importance of health 0.14(1.85)* 0.14(1.85)*

Self esteem 0.28(4.37)* 0.28(4.37)*

Perceived health status 0.18(2.74)* 0.18(2.74)*

Self efficacy 0.65(9.86)* 0.65(9.86)*

Internal locus of control 0.13(1.78)* 0.13(1.78)*

Chance locus of control
Powerful other locus of control

* Statistical Significance Level: T>1.68, P <0.1
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3. MMz gef 3

EAA o437 o234 on|E nzistn HAAE A4
st=d MY 2dsbEME IWEA sl A8 M E
2ds FPsc g Rde] Fime IS
Eol7] Y3 FAALR f94ol gl HFE AAINA
o} 27507 AAY AZE SAEAY, BRAAEEA
oA AREAY, e HEE2o] APA R

oldel ¥y £A A FHRYL /HEF v
B} s BYTEE o EolAth(®=29.3(df=
18, p=0.21), GFI=0.99, AGFI=0.93, RMR=
0.021, NFI1=0.99, CN=317.03. Q plotg} 7177}
B o 1 7142)(Figure 2).

Self esteem
{1

Perceived health
status
i2

Self efficacy
§3

Internal locus of
control
4

Chance locus of
control

143

Powerful other
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4

Importance of
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37

A zba e A A 174 A1

V.= 9

o] AT Pender(1987)9 AZAEAEEE Higo
2 Q1R - AEFd A AL, WHEAY, $AEA
9, eRgzeA9, A3 F24E X¥s Pender
(1996)9] 7HANA 82 F Aol&FH A 333

Z Frisle AR £ &9 UE=e] FHA
9l BAE A rolch

olMe] AZAA Yot uABALYY R FFAYF
¥ 5 /I3 € Pender(1996)2¥e] 4¥ W& 258
AolA #Hg3lr) T3 Ho| glo] EFHA YUt

2 a7od $39 MERE 2¥HF An =
29.3(df=18, p=0.21)2 Jeh} sMrdn 23S
ez, HF=ASF(GFD7 99, EEFFANFD

Health promotion behavior
nl

p210.39*

Life satisfaction
n2

{Figure 2) Path diagram of the modified model
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7} .99, ZFEE= (AGFI)7} .93, Holter’s Critical
Number(CN)7} 317.0322 Ueh} E dFoM 43
7HA rde ZEd A48E vay & vgsin ol
tn A2 S £ Uk B AN AREAYY 53
o L vA e $889L T S FAM )
257 AotEF, Agd AL, ARy 84,
WA EAAY €02 AU ol AYEL A%
H3Pgle] APAPoM T F23F J3Foz Hudln
cd 2 dFdA ol sde At F8xr} 8¢l
sl gn7t dvm 2o Xu sHdA mye] o Sws
50] AAFRYJALE dYgsle FEE 67%8 Ve
U APAFE(Oh, 1995: Weizel & Wallker, 1990)
9] 31-44.3%¢°l v)3le o &FHo| wlma E3kch.

A% 258w 63hd S ARFAPYE
Avste Fa Wfoldlstl ool AAFAYPYE A
et M AYE d&3dE4ftn A%EE Pender
(1996)¢] 233 dAgte REelr} ol 25%m 6
ghdo] AHE7le] HolE7] AFAAY oln] Holg A7
22X EYFoR TE YFT A Al7lolng 7}
NNES7e] ¥ E AASAYAE go) Fsle A
o8 Bo Ay 5L ez A4S 7
71559 AABVAAE 4T Yust Lee(2002)9 &7
9= g7}

z2lolE2Z7rg o) g He 2 Park(1995)= A=
2 Bgge] 13 2 IS FE Wde B3 1
FEAE dAeg g Kim £(2000)9 @FdAME A
AEAgHe dIFE v 53 MR Aol
< Atz gl

Azt e dg AvE Palank(1991)& 2
el Wizt AZo| E&FE AASY ZzaYde
FAdA7t gohm HmEEA 2o ARLHE 39
Hog XzZtste AL AAREFYe] AAz BHe| 3l
ge AL AT olF A Jide) BT Y B
AFolre ArlaSe] ARZAYPAY HF F88 o
ooz NP 2 thEo R zolEF7, Azt
737489 €22 velds Im(1999)9] dFME

A3 A5 Vehpsic

Pender(1987)¢] RE#Ael o] A7kl F 840l
ARZAYNE d9ste 72 W52 B d7dgME 4
HEAoY Yust Lee(2002)9] o}5g ez A%
g9 4 F& 82le Ui dFroMe Fo ¥
T2 Jeh}R| go} ol AE Bolm it

Or_t,_]l

2]

30,

A

73EA Yol #etd Parceld} Meyer(1978)& ob%
AEAYe dAZagANA FoF W ARy
ot stgon WA FAdel Ao o A
d 7lee] 53 448 2 AERS oy g&
F9e] AHE A% VN5 AT FAsd B
T A Z3E Holw] Uld BAAY) BAEAY
T ZA3BAAE BAthe Pender(1982)8 dAFg=
A5 FAREka & = Qo)

el RS AdRd apasyd, ARSAeY,
AotEed, A4 A7de, 179 FeAdol el w
2o AMHo2 {Fold 4 FUL eR1IEEA
e 49 UExd ZHHzos 9T Fed F
€ AN YNE B 4o wExd 24 9
FAr}. olES ez gho] UERE AR =R
A9 e AHole2 gdAE gulste vlmslard,
o] UEzo ddE F 8QE F ARFIPYE
Oh(1993)9] ATelA A5 HAo| 4ol A& 15%
Ashe Aoz Jehdn, Park $(1998)9 ddix
AzZtd A7l AAERYAe 4o 4L duse
t glel 242 10%, 5%9) AHEE /I Eg g ¢S
EE goled o ARZAYHs) Fowes g
gt Mol £ d1AFs dAss

AlE T Az e <}
UEzo] AFAolm FHHA RAF TS FUC
Park 5(1998)¢) ATz &9 AL =
e zolEF, A4E AZEH, 273533499, A
AN, A7ESR, AR Jehded o] 3 Ao}
E57do] &9 A& 38% AWsle Aoz Yehgon
AL e AL 57% AHse] oy & d32
#et FARSHcHPadilla, Ferrell, Grant, & Rhiner,
1990: Oh, 1995). Aztd A7Hdejrt abe) Ao F8
T 842 REIe AL oS0 AAS &AM F8F
72 531 dvke A& ouidd. Aase A%
AYPAE AX 49 25 PHAQ AES FY=y)
°]= Oh(1996)¢] ATt AN} WA EA9, Elel
ZBANE g VEEd fIF JPL v)AA Ag%e
o gRd AZFAANE S AMEl oA |F7g g
87} gickn s
ol’fe] =oldlA B dye] sMRFEL oS FEo]
BERYAE 67% HdEetn Ho VEFEEE 46% A
slo] B 7R dAEYLA9) &te) NEEZE 9
FL AL E0] 2 LS vehdn)

fl

of

uc)

o

FR oy &

fo wo

e oR X
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2 d7E 2ty 6ohd SaEe Wz

Yo =go] Hug A=t 728 L Penderd
ARZARY S FHo2 o] HET) digh APd
AAE EQE FEHAT FAF 7= $Hog vY9
=g A5l sMdE mEs gysiglen, o
EdZ /MPEE st 289 REgee AHEE =
Q) FHEYE AAEH B AR dRE sz
230 XY WMFEL AolEZ7, Ay A,
ANEe7, WAEAY, $AEAY. eRlEEAS,
A7 F84, ARFTAYPY, del HExo|n}

E d79 sMA 2y 23 x2=45.2(df=
13. p=0.038)E =do] Z¥A x5 & Fg=2] &
€ ez Jgidrt 2de H3inel 7lUr g olr]
A8 $HERE AR, $HRE 1T E 2°
=29.3(df=18, p=0.21), GFI= 0.99, AGFI=
0.93, RMR=0.021, NFI=0.99, CN=317.03°|2
Qplote] 71€717F Bk o 16 7IAA 23est
Eold RIS A st

7VaAZAN AP APH s gl o
g & Hee AplEsE, AelEsd, Add A
B, 179 84, WASAANT BlE&EA %} S
il

FAAE FoP 9%E FA4 2t B 47 ddA

54, A4S, AkeFH, A4 F84, A
AN, AdE 2ol en ERlEEAAE A
ZEAHAE AA &9 NExd IFAA 9 F
o 2¥ ol dSAFEc] ARFTAYAE duse 4
ET 67%. 49 152 Audte F=e 46%2 U
B, 7HdRFo] AAFAH Ho VE=E Husle
vlzd F2 2¥YS JehliUch

o o) BRI R 4HH 9P T Ve A

e APEL AFABAE 23S de] VR
BH & Foe e ¢ 4 Uow ARV
AHEE g0l Astd A EERH AolEERol 12t
97] Aol P9E ¢ =S 28H $AE zAeE A
o] dyslofol HATh. FAl| AAee] AR AZPE

A8 25 eA A7 A1s

g ¥ol3 A% F84E A i UASAANTES
ZRA she WSS £AE g At ARFAYY
9 FPP=E FolI Yoyt obFe] &9 & 5L F
AEE she Uehe 2ASke A= et 2o}
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- Abstract -

A Structural Model for Health
Promotion on 6™ Grade
Elementary School Students
in Korea

Hong, Yeon-Ran*

Purpose: This study was designed to test
and develop a structural model that explains
health promotion behaviors of elementary school
students in Korea. Method: Data were collected
using questionnaires from 329 6th-grade
elementary school students in a city. The data
were analyzed using LISREL 8.0 program.
Result: Health promoting behaviors were
directly affected by some of predictive factors
particularly self-efficacy, self-esteem, perceived
health status, importance of health and internal
locus of control. These predictive variables of
health promotion behaviors explained 67% of the
total variance in the model. Life satisfaction

* Department of Nursing, Chodang University
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was directly affected by self-efficacy, health
promotion behaviors, self-esteem, importance of
health, internal locus of control and perceived
health status. Powerful other locus of control
was identified as an important variable that
contributed indirectly to the improvement of life
satisfaction through enhancing health promoting
behaviors. These predictive variables of life
satisfaction explained 46% of the total variance
in the model. Conclusion: The derived model in
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this study is considered appropriate in
predicting health promotion behaviors and life
satisfaction in elementary school students in
Korea. Also it can be used effectively as a
reference model for further study, and it is
suggest that this study be used to set the
direction of health promoting education.
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