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- Abstract -

The Analysis for Behavior Model
and Effectiveness of Education of
Breast Self Examination

Ahn, Hae-Jeong*

The purpose of this study was to test the
fitness and explainable power of TPB-SE model

to the behavior of breast self examination and it

was to examine effectiveness of education for
Intention and behavior of breast self
examination.

The subjects were 122 womens under baby
sitting  teachers’ training programs at "S”college

on Po Hang city, Kyung Pook province from May
10, 1998 through October 17, 1998. Among 122
subjects, in experimental group
and 61
treated by
booklet, slide and breast model.
Collected  data
t—test,

correlation

61 were placed
in control group. The experimental group
was researcher ~who  administered
XZ

Pearson

were
MANOVA,

coefficient

analyzed  through
ANCOVA,

SPSS/PC  and

LISREL 80 programs to test TPB-SE model.

The result of this study was summarized as

—test,

via applied

follows:

# Professor, Department of Nursing, Sunlin College

,82,

TPB-SE model with additions of self efficacy
from TPB fits well
behavior
also fits well for data (GFI=.91, R?=.45).
Behavior score of breast self examination
the with
educated with breast self examination
significantly  higher than that of
group (Wilks's value=.711, p=000).

Through the of this study, TPB-SE
model with additions of self efficacy from TPB
fits of
of

to

for predictive factors of
of breast self examination and it
in

experimental group already
was

control

results

of  behavior
the

well for predictive factors

self examination and education
self
intention and behavior
examination. [ herewith reached final
that the of self
should be regarded as one of health behavior for
all
for breast self examination will be important job
role for all In addition to the

intervention

breast

breast examination was effective

improving of breast self
conclusions
examination

behavior breast

women and the health education to women

nurses. above,
through

improving

effective
attitude,
self

will be necessary step for any

education  designed

for subjective norm,

perceived  control, efficacy and intentions

improvement of
women’ health behavior.
Breast self Bebavior

Key words examination,

model



