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Abstract This study was attempted to understand the relationship between gender sensitivity and
rejection sensitivity of nursing students. From August 26 to September 4, 2022, a survey was
conducted on 180 people attending nursing universtity in I Metropolitan city, and then analyzed using
the SPSS 24.0 Program. As a result of the study, nursing students' gender sensitivity had a high score
of openness to gender identity and openness to gender roles, and overreaction was high among the
sub-factors of rejection sensitivity. The gender sensitivity of nursing students was statistically
significantly higher when female students, under the age of 23, without religion, experienced gender
discrimination, and when there were LGBT people among family, relatives, or friends. In addition,
rejection sensitivity was statistically significantly higher only when female students. Finally, among the
sub-factors of gender sensitivity, there was a positive correlation between introspection and rejection
sensitivity. In order to improve the introspection of gender sensitivity for nursing students, it is
necessary to include education or programs on rejection sensitivity.

Key Words : Nursing student, Rejection sensitivity, Gender sensitivitiy, Relationship, Convergence

1. N2 B A A glol 4 A4 BHAHY A

S U ool FAYS AZHEA I G4
1.1 ei7el ey 2 5] 0] Q453 W= el 7121Se] Bashta
At ool WSOl i BUEO] AN ASI Q1L A2 BEe 19904 FUo] 2

"Corresponding Author : Yun-Ju Lee (daminzimin@naver.com)
Received November 17, 2022 Revised November 30, 2022
Accepted December 21, 2022 Published December 30, 2022



76 Di2VIE88=EX M1 H2&

JolA AAEQ] GAPEE S0l S St &
A& 7HEA St (2] Sell A= 20009 H &5
HE A7IEHE FAOR slo] JER BYET 9
Fe AR mofolal BT BHZ Al=sid
A A e sl skl ATH3).

BUA A/d2 A Ts= AlRlell His) W3]
Al AAskE For JEZ] AelE 1Ak A
AFE T2 QI IFoldt 4 ¥ E5E X
ZHHOE AT 4 e sYoltH4l. 53], HH
A7l A7 golog Aokt 543 89
BUA A=Adol AAEHAL ATHB).

Sz7]dol Agarde] EAstaLle] AtejAor A
A apAbEo] solual AT olge] Adste A4
Al gt mtete] R, iAol digt Q14 7=
ot FAHH HE 5ol ZAZ AVIHIL AHT]. 2=
oI Mg B2 HISZ AAske THeAES] 49
& RI¥olut GAPEA vt g ] 9=
o o Qo EEEekE sl S48 fs) 49l
A #Adol TR ARE AL AEH8). ofell kst
BE0] TIAEA FRo] Y7l A sl bt
ZHIE olsfet iAol Het At Al 7R AL
oo 9 ¢ Aex: F= 7|97 2asi.

=4 et 4ehdS tdeR dddE 5 49
gt 3Bl digt Q141 2ARE A, 18%9 S
o] o] AYstH A% ZAR UMt Y= UF
olF Ayl fIgt 4 WAE ALE AT WOl
2 #Eo] RsiH9). E3, 2hastate] FeAge
Hl&o] S7hotAM e wgit ds g9l ol 4 ¥
ol digt g9 ofsi7k 8451l loH10,11].

71E Q7S AuEE, gty F oo JUA
A/dol webe] wish A YeRgAE, shdof wE
Aol gl Ao® YERATHI2). tedss o
Jor A4 u& Fd 5 49y 54L UK A
T Yasitt. B erehyo) A g
2 g3 AAAR1 el Sle 4 Hkl13,14], 4
A[14], A2l ARlA ASE1317F 93 viA= AL
2 Yt AUA g2 A s 5 4
oA Aoyt 485l

L oot

DR FEER)

s ThehyEe] A4 4ol
SfolaA] dusls dge sofsh o] wast,
AR BABAS Bl Slo] Aoy

= o

AEE &g Zlo] dldE ] nE] ol& A%stal &<
St AUAA #AHor W3S Hole AS T
(15]. ARFIZGo] T2 TS ARl izt &+
E
o

Heog PEolo] rAstHA dil@Ad o]
=2 AT 4 AnHI6). o]¥ He AuE o, 1%

S}
SHo] Agshs F1IA HJIBAE 2ol lof At
_]
o

12 9i70| =4
£ dve] 2L et et
1) 2HETEHe] 491X AT AR AES

sl

N
=)
i
o
JS.‘;
oZ
10
oX,
o,
=
o
5
oX,
A
M,
o
=)
oyl
oX
=
10

2.
B e 2njstie) 4elx AT Anaz
qo| BAZ Telelr] 9jet A&d xAedolT

22 97 O L XBAT WY

2 Ao FojAe PRl 2413 2 dhte
Zssiz] AgiEel e o 20224 89 26
Qe 99 4 AhRTA AE PHOR $75)
itk sh7] A A e Aol B7isslel S
o] ol g3t 2fel AN AT AP 7F B
93 4% AN deTigse 49Ee
23] Qo] O3S 3tu B9 T FFUR] 4T &
£ S Aol | Fole o 2R
il Selo] gl AL Bl FPSOA A
Foll et HEL st YEE T Soat shgol
Agk YREAS UASET.

H1 %0 ofw



AL 5 AHE2 G*Power 3.1 Z23E 0|85
o] AHAAE metsly] g &3t37] 0.25, f¢E
0.05, A3E(1-p) 0.9502 P& W 164Ho2 A=
St} £ AoAE SRS o4l F190% Hf
Hoto] 185571 3lE 9o, o] M | 5
B2 A3t 18082 BA5I%

23 g7 =7

221 2K H=4

Ak ol= 4709 sHlalel Al g /g
(7E3), A1 2BER), vIFATED), ATl A

S PO R LA AT B A
O9A gof 13804 wie- 28t 5508 HestE
YAE HLojw FL7}t 2255 HUAA A4

= S oujsict. /fLFA] Cronbach's alpha=.90
o|9jom, B A3LoA] Cronbach's alpha=.85°]3it}.

222 HRLIYH

A7 z}e] ARTIL Parkd}t Yang[17]10] 7H
ol 168302 A" EFE o]&3ste] &4k
o= 47119] s+ 821 A7k 527, A7IERt 47
@, ARHS 459, AFAZ 35T et ok
2 =7E 53 YAE R e 2%A gt 1
A, e I 570]%oH i 167004 A 80
AR A7F 2255 ARUAA0] s+ A=
oju|gtct, JWHHGA] Cronbach's alpha=.910]310.H,
E 394 Cronbach's alpha=.88°]%]c}.

24 9179 Qalx 13

AP HEEAE AAE] A e T
g goR AFE GPAYES $88) 9u A9
g 5 JEE W8S AN ATFEAE AT
A=, 278, QAAEA B3| 715, 22412 Zolole]

27 AT AR A2H 5L SEdto] oA YR
o] F5SHEE Soich. vl A% AR S
of gt BEkS Sfat B0 249 AHLES AR}
17 S AS Hole] W= Ystrs 5
gon 1 A% Gl mHlY ANTES AgS
At =R, GEA] ARZACAE A0 LB

e I 2 5 YES hpstgon 442 §
B2 SIete] ATAE 4 WelAl ST 5 5ol
FRYNSS I ¥ FAH HEAS SA%Y
o O 9 HEos S8 YRAL wLe B
s7] Slstel Estelgion A7t R F BE A
28 715k,

2.5 Xiz2A ditH

E 3= SPSS 24.0 Program ©]&3to] EA51%
o AtRtolRte] Ank £, AR A AR
AL Wt WEgolu; Hatyh BEHARE o613
o} AtzkedAte] Unta o) whE ARIA A

Huzbg o] Aol t-testE O]-&oFH o ALHPE
o AR At ARRIALY HAE ofetaat

Pearson correlationE ©J-&5}t}.

3. G724

3.1 GIREORIS HOIX| it HREUAY

2 A74AY A A 27 ¥ 3.23
ojglom ARNAY £ Bt 2.7F2E UELiTH
SRR 4R AP £ B4 AB8AA
ik 7 3.3, Aol digt g 3.3, HIE
g 3238, A714% 3.18 o0& YEth E3t 519
o ARNDY £F B2 GRS 298, AR
A+ 284, A718x 2.67 |, d7IES 248 &2
2 YepPgtHTable 1).
Table 1. Degree of research variables ~ (N=180)

Characteristics ltem MtSD Min, Max.
Gender sensitivity 3.2+0.55 1.7 45
Sexual identity 3.3+0.92 1 5
Self-reflection 3.1+0.57 1 43

Non-violence 3.2+0.60 1.9 5

Openness to gender roles 3.3+0.74 1.4 5
Rejection sensitivity 2.7+0.69 1 4.9
Anticipated rage 2.6+0.93 1 5

Anticipated anxiety 2.4+0.83 0.8 5
Overreaction 2.9+0.84 1 5

Rejection perception 2.8+0.90 0.7 5
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Table 2. Comparison of gender sensitivity and rejection sensitivity according to general characteristics of

participants (N=180)
Gender sensitivity Rejection sensitivity
Variable Categories n(%) or M+SD
tem M £SD t P tem M £SD t P
Gend Female 151(83.9) 3.3:0.50 2.8+0.67
enaer 6.16 <.001 3.66 <.001
Male 29(16.1) 2.7£0.51 2.3+0.70
<23yrs 105(58.3) 3.4£0.50 . 2.7+0.71
Age(years) 24234 3.60 .001 1.1 .268
224yrs 75(41.7) 3.120.58 2.6+0.66
Junior 58(32.2) 3.3:0.57 2.8+0.71
Grade 1.04 299 97 .336
Senior 122(67.8) 3.2+0.54 2.6+0.68
No 136(75.6) 3.3:0.56 . 2.7+0.71
Religion 2.29 023 -17 .866
Yes 44(24.4) 3.120.50 2.7+0.64
No 37(20.6) 3.2+0.50 2.7+0.74
Sex education -10 921 49 622
Yes 143(79.4) 3.2+0.56 2.7+0.68
No 59(32.8) 3.1£0.46 . 2.7+0.72
Sexual discrimination -2.63 .010 29 773
Yes 121(67.2) 3.3:0.58 2.7+0.68
ori No 112(62.2) 3.2¢0.51 B 2.740.73
Gendgr mmpnty among 297 003 84 403
family, friends etc. Yes 68(37.8) 344058 2.6+0.63
005, "p{.01, " pX.001
Table 3. Correlation between gender sensitivity and rejection sensitivity of participants
= |2 [ s [ [ ] e [ 22 [ 23 | 24 | 2
Variable
'
1-1 Sexual identity 1
1-2 Self-reflection 39" 1
1-3 Non-violence 43™ AR 1
1-4 Openness togender roles 67" 48™ 52" 1
1 Gender sensitivity 85" 63" 64" 90" 1
2-1 Anticipated rage -.03 25" -21" -.02 .00 1
2-2 Anticipated anxiety 16 32" -.05 14 19 38" 1
2-3 Overreaction 13 26™ -14 12 13 38" 53" 1
2-4 Rejection pereception 05 23" -1 12 10 39 43" 50 1
2 Rejection sensitivity 09 35" -18 18 13 76" 75" 78" 73" 1
0,05, "p{.01, " pX.001
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