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Characteristics Fraquency %

Male 253 494

Gender Female 258 505

18-1% 27 174

Age(years) n-22 231 451

23-27 194 378

First 112 222

Secotrd 218 433

Grade Third 131 260

Fourth 43 25

Cathrolic 42 82

Religion Protestant 14 278

Buddiism 2 162

Mo religicn 245 430

Join 7% 351

Chub Dox't join M 860

With parents 325 637

Residerntal Dormitory 24 55

state Lodging 2 55

Lelatives 17 33

Others 112 2159

Eeonosric {-04 157 144

states 21-34 128 285

{10 M00won/ 50 2 2845

month) 51+ 15 1983

Total 512 0
* missing cases are excepted
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Modified model(Female) 45.25(.31) 1.08045) At &5 2 43 148 370D
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<Taple 3= Cireci and fofal Effect in Modified Model

e e - e s R e e

Idedel Ilale Female
Variahles{on} S S
“Variahles Direct effactity  Total effectit) Direct effectit)  Total effact(t)
Self-efficacy (.20 (.33
Family influence(=11} 48 50 043 54 - -
FPriend influence(s12) —03-2.00) —-03(-2.02) - 08{-2.60) —-06(-2.50)
Attitude(+ 13} - 334180 - 33(-4.8) - 34{-5.43) - 34{-5.43}
Novelty seeking{v14) - 16(-166) - 16(-1.08) - 42{-3.96) - 42{-396)
Harm avcidance( 15} - 16{-1.46) - 18(-1.48) - 31{-214) -31{(-214}
Beward dependencet16) - -
Expectancy {125 {45
Family influence(~21} - -01{ -53) - 12{-2.27) = 12{(-227
Friend influence(~22}) - L4 181} - o 14
Attitudels 23} - 080 287 A3 483 A3 515
TNovelty seeling{y24) 31 3040 350317 14( 1.45) 50 168
Harm avcidance(~25) - D40 1370 - 18{(-1.75} - 1%-178}
Beward dependence(s 25 230 297 23 2o
Self-efficacy(f:l) - 24{-388) - 24(-3.98) - 015 -15) -01{ -15)
Drinking belavior 072 004
Family influence(+~31} 030 5% L1013 17 218 L7085
Friend influence(s 32} - Lo 185) I8¢ 458) 18 5.85)
Attitedel« 333 - 200 4473 - B4 715
TNovelty seeking{«34) 530 434 £6( 528) 300 870 8.30)
Harm aveidance(~35) -17-185 -7 =71} - 62-3.08) ~56-307)
Reward dependence(36) - 14(-2.42) - 11{-2.16)
Self-efficacy iyl - 53-540 -BY-567) - B2-355) -53(-374)
Expectancy®:32) 11( 122 11 122) 75 354) 75 350
If [t> 196, effects are significant.
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- Abstract -

A Predictive Modd Comparison Ty Sex
for Alecha Consurmption Behavior
among Korea University Students

Choi, Myung-5Sooi » Iy, Mee-Young
Yoon, Young-Mix

The purpose of this stody was  desigred to
develope  and  test  the stroctiral  model  that

* Departrnent of MNursing, Secil College

explaing  aleghol  conswrption  hehaviors among

urdversty  stodents  in Republic of Korea The

hypothetical model was  constructed on the Dasis
of the lterature review and Pender's  Health
prorrotion mmodel

Data  was  collected  from  guestionnaires  from

512 umiversity stodents in Republic of  Korea

from  Avgust to Septermber, 2000, The relinbility

of  ingtroments was adequeate [(Cronbach's
alpha— 659-90). Data analysis was done  with

SAS B12 for  descriptive statistics and IISREL

213 program for covariance stroctiral analyss.

The results are as follows,

1. The overall fit of the hypothetical modd to
the data was moderate  Thns it was
mpditied by male and female models.

2. The revised model has Decome parsimonicus
and had a hetter fit to the empirical data
(rraale: 3872 o0, G- 97, AGF-
o4, NEI-93%, MNMNFI-14, CN-518.17,
fernalet 24333 p-31,  GEFl-45,  AGH-
85 NEI-93, MNNFI-160, CN-37002).

3. Self-efficary was most sgrificant factor  and
personality of novelty secling, reward

expectancy i
drinldng  attitnde have dgnificant effects  on
male alechol constmption hehavior.

4 Pergonality of novelty  seeldng  was  most
ggrificant  factor  and  personality  of  harm
avoidance, friend irfluence, self—efficacies,
alechal  expectancy  and  drinling  attitnde
have  ggnificart  effects  on female  alcghel
consuption behavior.

corrpensation, alcchol

Key  words Urdversity  student,  Predictive
model,  Self  efficacy,  Alcghd
expectancy,  Alcchol  constmption

hehavicr



