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Table 1. Distribution of subjects by sex, age,
educational state and length of hospitalization

Experimental | Control Total
group (N=50) group(N=50) (N=100)

Sex
Male 25 25 50
Female 25 25 50
Age (years)
16~29 12 26 38
30~49 19 16 35
50~69 19 8 27
Educational
state
Primary 15 21 36
Secondary 17 19 36
Higher 18 10 28
Length of Hospitalization
(days)
<10 24 25 49
>10 26 25 51
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Table 2. Comparison of mean values of
hosiitalization informativeness between

the experimental and control group.

Control
group (N==50)

Experimental
group (N=50)

Mean 2.81 2.14
S.D. 0. 68 0.61

t=5. 14 d.f. =98 P<0.01

0.05), XA A= @FgE<elol HEY £E £ +
o2 2 (1=0,05 P>0.05) (K24 HFAsIdch

Table 3. Comparison of mean values of
hospitalization informativeness by

length of hospitalization

Experimental Control

group (N=50) | group (N==50)

days {10(N=25)) {10(N=24))

10 (N==25) 10 (N=26)
Mean 2.23 5 05 2.82 5 81
S.D. 0.64 57 0. 69 0.06
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P>0.05 P >0.05
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Table 4. Rank difference correlation coefficient
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Table 5. Comparison of mean values of hospit-

alization anxiety between the
experimental and control group.

Control
group (N==50)

Experimental
group (N=50)

Mean 21.4 25.8
S.D. 9.4 10.9
t==2.11 d.£.=98 P<0.05
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lFable 6. Correlation coefficient of mean values
of hospitalization informativeness and

hospitalization anxiety.

Hospitalization
informativeness
Experimentalj Control
group(N=50)|group (N=50)
L yspitaliza- | Experimental| —0. 317}
tion group (P<0.01)
A nxiety
Control —0. 14 %%
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By X =2.14+0.61
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Y=21.46+9.36
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Effect of Informativeness on the Anxiety of Hospitalized Patients

Jung Ok Park

Department of Nursing, Graduate School, Korea University
(Directed by Yoon Hee Kang, Associate Professor)

Every patient, who enters the hospital has a potential for becoming anxious. The control
of hospitalization anxiety experienced by hospital patients is considered to be an important
factor in the process of recovery from illness.

This study was conducted to investigate the relationship between informativeness and hos-
pitalization anxiety in order to give basic data for psycho-social aspect of nursing care for
hospitalized patients.

One hundred patients admitted to Kyungpook National University Hospital during theper-
iod of Jan.to June 1975 were sampled and divided into two groups; fifty of experimental and
fifty of control group.

The set of informations prepared by the investigator were given additionally to experim-

ental group while the control group only received routine infor rmations. Both groups were rated

according to the Hospitalization Informativeness Scale which consisted of 24 questionairs and

4 categories and Hospitalization Anxiety Scale one or two days prior to discharge fromthe

hospital.

The results of the study were as follows;

1. Mean values of Hospitalization Informativeness Scale revealed significant differences at
0.01 level with experimental group showing higher mean value. Age, sex and educational
states did not influence the mean values of Hospialization Informativeness Scale in
both groups. ’

2. The length of hospitalization did not influence significantly on the mean value of Hos-~-
pitalization Informativenese Scale in both groups.

3. Rank difference correlation coefficiency between mean value of Hospitalization Informa-
tiveness Scale and the importance of information the patient’s perceived were revealed
significant at 0.01 level in all 4 categories such as admission discharge, treatment and
nursing activities, diagnostic test, diagnosis and prognosis, health teaching for the patient
and family in experimental group. While, only two categories such as treatment and nur-
sing activities and health teaching for the patient and family in control group were re-
avealed significant correlation.

4. Mean value of Hospitalization Anxiety Scale revealed siginficant cifference at 0.05 le-
vel with the experimental group showing lower Hospitalization Anxiety Scale.

5. Correlation coefficiency between Hospitalization Informativeness Scale and Hospitaliza-
tion Anxiety Scale were revealed significant at 0.01 level in experimental group but
there was no siginficant correlation in control group.
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