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First Step : Translation of 260 NOC into Korean
Nomenclature by Research Team

'

Second Step : Accordance of Korean Nomenclature
by Reserch Team

;

Third Step : Questionnaire of Korean Nomenclature
by 307 Field Nurses

;

Fourth Step : Final Accordance of Korean
Nomenclature by Reserch Team

(Figure 1) Research Process
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{Table 1) General characteristics of the subject

Characteristics Categories Number %
Age 30 or less 109 365
31~35 106 345
36~40 52 170
41 or more 40 13.0
Total 307 100.0
Educational diploma 200 65.1
backgrounds baccalaureate 67 21.8
master’s or more 30 9.3
others 10 3.3
Total 307 100.0
Types of hospital secondary hospital 204 66.4
tertiary hospital 103 336
Total 307 100.0
Number of bed 200 or less 6 2.0
201~400 118 384
401~600 82 26.7
601 or more 101 329
Total 307 100.0
Unit medical nuit 5 176
general surgical unit 34 11.1
orthopedic unit 32 10.4
neurosurgical unit 2 8.1
pediatric unit 12 39
nursery 8 2.6
€mergency room 15 49
intensive care unit 54 176
outpatient department 6 2.0
obestetric unit 7 2.3
neurological unit 4 1.3
Unit anethesiological unit 3 1.0
operating room 3 1.0
others 41 134
Total 307 100.0
Position staff nurse 204 66.4
charge nurse 4 14.3
head nurse 5 176
others 5 16
Total 307 100.0
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{Table 1) General characteristics of the subject F
(contimued) = HluA AZg) 7147 W=
o Z

™ <)
Characteristics Categories Number %
o §5 = 2‘%1 &Ml 23 Aeagem <Table 2>% 7k
e o e o . g e AAHS Bl 75 AR E Self-Care! Oral
ex ence < an .
b = Hygiene(A71215: 72 1Yoz % 427000 1 oo
10= and <15 % 277 o ‘ i ,
o 6 o1 07 Self-Care:  Dressing(A7F7Fa:  29071) 425
- ’ ‘Self-Care: Toileting(A7}7+5: £¥E 7)Y 421, ‘Self-Care:
No Response 1 0.3 . _ , . .
Tt 26 1000 Hygiene(A71F5: A1) 420, Joint Movement: Active(#2
QO A
£+ TF4) 418, ‘Self-Care: Grooming(A717+s: e+
Years of present 1> 49 16.0 . . . . , o
) i L o <3 % 0 417, ‘Cognitive Orientation(1A414 A'?&) 416, ‘Urinary
unt ex] ences = an " _
per o o o Himination() 416 591 & oI2ek F 26070 Ao F
= ar A
- 6370 (262967} Fat 400 ooz HAsA Jehten vr
5< and <10 4 134 ; ‘
10 ” . A 19282 % ‘Safety Status: Falls Occurence(SHd Abe): =
; e ) 0’ ; AA7E 3299) Aty Aes e AFgor BT HEo
0 TEsponse 2 e BgEs ual Qo v
Total 307 100.0

Aukd =d A9 gl PAA 2607 2o e
Folg Aol7k AR FE2) W& <Table 353 2k -2
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{Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC

Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
1 Activity Tolerance ZF U+4 380 278
2 Endurance A7 362 0.81
3 Energy Conservation U= HE 363 0.79
4 Rest 4 3.69 09%
5 Sleep 4 387 0.88
6 Psychomotor Energy AaleF oA 354 0.86
7 Child Development: 2 Months ol ek 271 408 0.77
8  Child Development: 4 Months ol ek 471 407 0.77
9 Child Development: 6 Months ool Wk 671¢ 409 0.74
10 Child Development: 12 Months ol ek 1271¢ 409 0.74
11 Child Development: 2 years frol weh 24 413 071
12 Child Development: 3 years ol ek 34 410 0.74
13 Child Development: 4 years ol ek 44 409 071
14 Child Development: 5 years ol ek 54 413 071
15 Child Development: Middle Childhood(6~11 Years) 7] obplty 412 0.72
16 Child Development: Adolescence(12~17 Years) ALd7) oty 410 0.74
17 Fetal Status: Antepartum et At A 406 0.82
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(Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC(continued)

Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
18  Fetal Status' Intrapartum B4 Bol g 406 0.79
19  Growth 3% 391 0.86
20 Newborn Adaptation A Aol A& 392 0.75
21 Physical Aging Status AAA w3 356 078
22 Physical Maturation: Female A e g4 350 1.18
23 Physical Maturation: Male A e 3 350 1156
24 Play Participation Eo| o 361 0.79
25 Preterm Infant Organization w|gro} 2214 360 0.80
26 Sexual Functioning AA 7% 37 0.8
27 Ambulation: Walking ol A7) 338 0.83
28 Ambulation: Wheelchair o4 EAjof 392 0.83
29  Balance T3 409 0.70
30 Body Positioning Self Initiated A9 WA AFEE 407 0.76
31 Immobility Consequences: Physiological SEe] Az A 374 0.82
32 Immohility Consequences: Psycho-Cognitive R Avg A=A 383 0.82
33 Joint Movement: Active TELE 554 418 0.72
34 Joint Movement: Passive HALE 754 407 0.78
35 Mobility Level 7154 394 0.78
36 Muscle Function =459 7% 382 0.84
37  Skeletal Function =247 7% 39 0.74
38  Transfer Performance ol FTH 378 0.90
39 Self-Care: Activities of Daily Living(ADL) AN AL ET 416 0.72
40 Self-Care: Bathing AN E B 416 0171
4]  Self-Care: Dressing AN E 947 425 0.70
42 Self-Care: Eating A7 s B 410 0.80
43 Self-Care: Grooming ANz e FHt 417 0.70
44 Self-Care: Hygiene AN YA 420 067
45 Self-Care: Instrumental Activities of Daily LivingQADL) A7}7 e =44 ddAgrdss 399 0.80
46 Self-Care: Non-parenteral Medication A7 A, TS 413 0.77
47 Self-Care: Oral Hygiene AN 77 YA 427 0.66
43  Self-Care: Parenteral Medication AANZrE: WA Fof 395 0.86
49 Self-Care: Toileting ATV E S ET 421 0.73
50 Cardiac Pump Effectiveness Aekg & 34 0.79
51  Circulation Status TR 396 0.80
52 Coagulation Status il 387 0.77
53 Respiratory Status: Airway Patency 5 7)1 =5A 387 0.33
54 Respiratory Status: Gas Exchange ZEA: Tt 416 069
55  Respiratory Status: Ventilation 5 ) 408 0.74
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(Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC(continued)

Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
56 Tissue Perfusion: Abdominal Organs 2435 517 393 0.80
57 Tissue Perfusion: Cardiac ZATF AF 403 0.74
58  Tissue Perfusion: Cerebral FARF o 403 0.75
59 Tissue Perfusion: Peripheral 2435 Lz 403 0.68
60 Tissue Perfusion: Pulmonary 2237 ¥ 400 0.74
61 Bowel Continence WlHzd 397 081
62  Bowel Elimination HjH 393 0.77
63 Urinary Continence i =4 407 0.72
64 Urinary Elimination Ik 416 3.03
65 Electrolyte & Acid/Base Balance Add & /97 o8 409 0.72
66 Fluid Balance T 7Y 415 0.73
67 Hydration Tt 383 0.82
68  Asthma Control A4 FA 359 0.8
69 Blood Transfusion Reaction Control FEdke FA 3n 0.79
70 Immune Hypersensitivity Control Hy ARk 24 348 0.83
71 Tmmune Status HY g 389 0.78
72 Infection Status T A 396 0.78
73 Thermoregulation A& 24 397 0.74
74  Thermoregulation: Neonate A& 24 Aol 397 0.73
75 Vital Sign Status 8943 A 409 0.77
76 Cognitive Ability A 54 333 078
77 Cognitive Orientation AR 2 416 066
78 Communication Ability A i B 410 0.73
79 Communication: Expressive Ability AT BETH 398 0.80
80  Communication: Receptive Ability YrArE FE5H 414 068
81  Concentration e 391 0.75
82 Decision Making AAE A 4.08 0.73
83 Information Processing AR A 391 0.72
1 Memory 7194 407 067
& Neurological Status ANAA A 406 068
&  Neurological Status: Autonomic ANAA A A-g4A 39% 0.79
87 Neurological Status: Central Motor control ABA AH: g5 RE 397 0.75
88 Neurological Status: Consciousness ABA A &4 3H 0.76
89  Neurological Status: Cranial Sensory/Motor Function 21747 A HAA7/&57)% 3% 0.76
90 Neurological Status: Spinal Sensory/Motor Function AABA JH: AeR /0% 397 0.75
91 Breastfeeding Establishment: Infant EHrf 39 9ol 374 0.84
92  Breastfeeding Establishment: Maternal L e T A A 361 0.8
93 Breastfeeding Maintenance e e e 378 0.74
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Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
94 Breastfeeding: Weaning BEHrs A 366 0.79
9% Nutritional Status A AH 3.0 0.75
96 Nutritinal Status: Biochemical Measures B A Az A 371 0.72
97 Nutritional Status: Body Mass gk e AAF 3% 0.75
98 Nutritional Status: Energy Ak FHE: A 391 0.75
99 Nutritional Status: Food & Fluid Intake A AH: 24 2 FERAA 388 0.77
100 Nutitional Status® Nutrient Intake A e dgA 392 0.73
101 Swallowing Status st A 393 0.77
102 Swallowing Status: Esophageal Phase st A A=A 392 0.75
103 Swallowing Status: Oral Phase Ast A 747 376 0.76
104 Swallowing Status: Pharyngeal Phase st A QFUA 368 0.76
105 Blood Glucose Control g9 =4 395 0.79
106 Medication Response oFE Whg- 406 0.71
107 Systemic Toxin Clearance: Dialysis ANA Ea A4 B4 399 0.78
108 Bone Healing W X5 384 0.8
109 Dialysis Access Integrity FAEA TR 352 0.80
110 Oral Health T4 A% 406 0.78
111 Tissue Integrity: Skin & Mucous Membranes 27 T4 mEe A 400 0.73
112 Wound Healing: Primary Intention AA A AR 399 0.70
113 Wound Healing: Secondary Intention AA A o3-S 378 0.77
114 Sensory Function: Cutaneous 7y 7% R 366 0.32
115 Sensory Function: Hearing 7 7% Azt 381 0.32
116 Sensory Function: Proprioception 2z 7% AR 359 0.83
117 Sensory Function: Taste & Smell 72 715 w4 24 357 0.8
118 Sensory Function: Vision &z 7% Nzt 357 0.88
119 Body Image AAF 3.76 0.81
120 Depression Level 2 FE 370 083
121 Hope 3 3.5 0.84
122 Identity AAA 393 1.89
123 Loneliness Yz 380 0.74
124 Mood Equilibrium 718 B4 391 0.70
125 Self Esteem AET 402 0.73
126 Sexual Identity: Acceptance A AL & 382 0.74
127 Wil to Live aol gg €7 411 2.4
128  Acceptance: Health Status 8 A7 373 084
129 Child Adaptation to Hospitalization dol it ol A& 396 0.72
130 Coping & 396 0.73
131 Dignified Dying A= =2 384 0.78
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(Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC(continued)

Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
132 Grief Resolution w5 g4 372 0.77
133 Pain: Psychological Response B YA kg 390 0.75
134 Psychosocial Adjustment: life Change AEAEA Ag ahe] ¥g 391 0.78
135 Abusive Behavior Self control A gl g A71EA 371 0.86
136 Aggression Control A 22 386 0.70
137  Anxiety Control EoF 24 401 0.74
138 Depression Control S 24 397 0.73
139 Distorted Thought Control =g Abael 3 24 381 0.79
140 Fear Control FE 24 382 0.82
141 TImpulse Control %5 9A 396 0.76
142 Self Mutilation Restraint 23] A 3.5 082
143 Substance AddictionConsequences EdTE A3 396 2.37
144 Suicide Self-Restraint Aol A4 394 0.79
145 Parent-Infant Attachment Hr-ojo} of2 3% 0.76
146 Role Performance A 397 0.77
147 Social Interaction Skills A A e Tle 3.88 0.80
148 Social Involvement A A 2o 393 0.76
149 Social Support A A A7 397 0.80
150  Adherence Behavior A71FE 1739 3% 0.75
151  Compliance Behavior ols) ¢ 336 0.77
152 Health Promoting Behavior A73F7A 44 397 078
153 Health Seeking Behavior A3+ 99 408 0.75
154 Hearing Compensation Behavior A7 E A} 3¢ 390 0.79
155 Leisure Participation A71EF 3o 392 075
156 Pain Control % 2299(F 24) 3.89 0.76
157 Participation: Health Care Decisions ol A7%Ae AA 392 075
158 Prenatal Health Behavior A7 4 391 0.79
159  Self Direction of Care 7rse] gist A7)A = 369 0.80
160 Symptom Control A 24 391 075
161 Treatment Behavior: Illness or Injury A5 P9 AY e &4 378 081
162 Vision Compensation Behavior AlEEAgel diek B9 369 0.83
163 Weight Control AF =4 396 0.77
164 Health Beliefs a7 A 401 0.73
165 Health Beliefs: Perceived Ability to Perform A7 A A s 392 073
166 Health Beliefs: Perceived Control A7 A A" TAE 382 0.74
167 Health Beliefs: Perceived Resources A% A A9 A 389 0.69
168 Health Beliefs: Perceived Threat A% A A9 A7 384 0.69
169 Health Orientation A7 dig A3 399 0.76
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(Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC(continued)

Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
170 Knowledge: Breastfeeding A& B 396 0.81
171 Knowledge: Child Safety 2|4 ofhe] kA 4.08 0.7
172 Knowledge: Conception Prevention A A el Al o vt 392 0.80
173 Knowledge: Diabetes Management A G P 379 0.38
174 Knowledge: Diet A4 Ao 406 0.73
175 Knowledge: Disease Process A A ZAH A 403 0.73
176 Knowledge: Energy Conservation A A A HE 395 0.77
177 Knowledge: Fertility Promotion A4 AaEA 388 0.75
178 Knowledge: Health Behaviors A A A7 404 0.71
179 Knowledge: Health Promotion A A A7E7 407 0.70
180 Knowledge: Health Resources A A AR 391 0.73
181 Knowledge: Ilness Care A A A S 396 0.69
182 Knowledge: Infant Care A A ootz 399 0.72
183  Knowledge: Infection Control AR age 410 0.69
184 Knowledge: Labor and Delivery A4 AE 2 405 071
186 Knowledge: Maternal-Child Health A A Kol 7} 406 0.73
186 Knowledge: Medication A A Bof 396 0.78
187 Knowledge: Personal Safety A4 ALY kA 370 0.88
188 Knowledge: Postpartum A A Bk & 39 0.73
189 Knowledge: Preconception A2 e A 347 0.81
190 Knowledge: Pregnancy A A Al 3% 0.72
191 Knowledge: Prescribed Activity A A e 2 393 0.69
192 Knowledge: Sexual Functioning A A7)E 400 0.67
193 Knowledge: Substance Use Control 24 EAAEEA 373 0.79
194 Knowledge: Treatment Procedure(s) A& Azt 392 0.70
195 Knowledge: Treatment Regimen A4 AW 387 0.72
196 Aspiration Control 59 A 380 082
197 Tmmunization Behavior oA E B9 410 0.69
198 Parenting: Social Safety G A A okA 383 0.83
199 Risk control A8 A 404 0.72
200 Risk Control: Alcohol use A8 A LdZ LA 389 0.76
201 Risk Control: Cancer A8 A 3.76 0.76
202 Risk Control: Cardiovascular Health AY A AhaA A% 398 0.70
203 Risk Control: Drug Use A B4 AL 400 0.70
204 Risk Control: Hearing Impairement A BA AL 394 0.73
205 Risk Control: Sexually Transmitted Diseases(STD) A8 A A 338 0.83
206 Risk Control: Tabacco A9 EA4: &4 395 0.81
207 Risk Control: Unintended Pregnancy Ad BA YA e AN 384 0.84
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(Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC(continued)

Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
208 Risk Control: Visual Impairement A EA AEEA 39 0.75
209 Risk Detection A8 A 391 0.75
210 Safety Behavior: Fall Prevention b g 406 0.69
211 Safety Behavior: Home Physical Environment ebAd s9) 7Y E9A 24 394 0.73
212 Safety Behavior: Personal b g A< 39% 0.74
213 Safety Status: Falls Occurence Qb A A 329 0.89
214 Safety Status: Physical Injury b Al AAA &4 3.74 0.71
215 Physical Fitness AAA A2 372 0.74
216 Quality of Life w9 2 399 0.78
217 Spritual Well-Being 34 g 386 0.83
218 Suffering Level IE 333 0.80
219 Well-Being ok 402 0.78
220  Comfort Level o] 404 0.70
221 Pain: Disruptive Effects E2 L 9% 336 0.71
222 Pain Level 5 IT 388 0.76
223 Symptom Severity S T2 378 0.72
224 Symptom Severity: Perimenopause ZAke) A3t A(FE5) 474 367 0.80
225 Symptom Severity: Premenstrual Syndrome(PMS) 5749l A3 AZ(F5 %) €74 371 0.79
226 Caregiver Adaptation to Patient Institutionalization $4+8] J€el that EEAF2¢] 9 334 0.76
227 Caregiver Home Care Readiness ERATAY 7HA7S ) 38 0.74
228 Caregiver Life Style Disruption ERATAY ALG4] ol 388 0.76
229 Caregiver-Patient Relationship EwAFAe B2k B 403 068
230 Caregiver Performance: Direct Care ERATAY 3 AHNS 382 0.73
231 Caregiver Performance: Indirect Care ERATAY 4 HNS 376 0.76
232 Caregiver Stressors EEAFAY] 2EH A 390 0.71
233 Caregiving Endurance Potential EEATTEY ZAA 362 0.79
234 Parenting T 3% 0.69
235 Abuse Cessation g FA 3.39 0.86
236 Abuse Protection s BE 3.87 0.72
237 Abuse Recovery: Emotional s 38 7244 391 073
238 Abuse Recovery: Financial s 38 AAA 3381 0.78
239 Abuse Recovery: Physical st 3] & A4 A 389 0.74
240 Abuse Recovery: Sexual s 3 A4 379 0.80
241 Caregiver Emotional Health EEAFAY] AMH HAT 386 0.77
242 Caregiver Physical Health EEAFALY] AAH A7 401 0.69
243 Caregiver Well-Being EEAFTAEY 34 0.77
244 Maternal Status: Antepartum A Adw B A 3% 0.74
245 Maternal Status: Intrapartum 2 A B S 3381 0.77



(Table 2) Validation Score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC(continued)
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Label of NOC Korean Label of NOC Mean SD
246 Maternal Status: Postpartum R I M 397 0.73
247 Neglect Recovery A 55 342 089
248 Family Coping 7159 A 392 0.75
249 Family Environment: Internal 7V 34 WA 376 0.79
250 Family Functioning 7VE % 329 0.73
251 Family Health Status 7VE 73 392 0.69
252 Family Integrity 7VE T3 393 0.73
253 Family Normalization 7VE st 387 0.80
254 Family Participation in Professional Care A 3ol 7hEe ol 39 0.72
255 Commumnity Competence AHAE FE 399 0.74
256  Commumnity Health Status 29413 A7 404 0.73
257 Community Health: Immumity 219413 HoE 375 0.8
258 Community Risk Control: Chronic Disease A 9413 AEEA v g 383 0.73
259 Commumity Risk Control: Commumnicable Disease A 9ANE] €24 Hdv 390 0.73
260 Community Risk Control: Lead Exposure AGALE APFA: dele] =& 391 0.72
(Table 3> Number of Outcomes showed significant difference in validation score according to
Demographic Characteristics
Characteristics P<0.05 P<0.01 P<0.001
Type of unit 16/260( 6.2%) 2/260(0.8%) 2/260(0.8%)
Position 18/260( 6.9%) 12/260(46%) 4/260(1.5%)
Age 21/260( 8.1%) 17/260(65%) 7/260(2.7%)
Educational backgrounds 34/260(13.1%) 12/260(46%) 4/260(1.5%)
Number of bed 17/260( 65%) 6/260(2.3%) (096)
Years of field experience 24/260( 9.2%) 12/260(4.6%) 10/260(3.8%)
<Table 4>& HEAAY F D4 546 e BPue] o SN feF Aolvk g Ao B N ARE=
Aolg KAl Ay el B=02 F 1107](423%)9] 7ﬂ4+ & ‘Psychomotor Energry: AAl2E  AWA, ‘Asthma
220] Qua S4o] weh G Aol Fo% AolE B Controk A4 EA, Tomune Status' W AU’ FE R
ST gtk o] F Aiky B4 oA W F 4R ow 1871 s ARl

(Table 4) Test of difference in validation score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC according to general

characteristics

Korean Label of  Type of . Educational Number Years of
Label of NOC NOC 3;ﬁt Position - Age backgrounds  of bed experience
1 Activity Tolerance ZF U4 * * *
4 Rest 4 *
5 Sleep T3 * *
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(Table 4) Test of difference in validation score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC according to general
characteristics(continued)

Korean Label of  Type of L. Educational Number Years of
Label of NOC NOC 3;ﬁt Position - Age backgrounds  of bed experience
6 Psychomotor Energy Aale-E oHA * % % %
12 Child Development: 3 years oLzt 34 *
13 Child Development: 4 years ozt 44 *
14 Child Development: 5 years olFrg: 5 * *

5 Child Development: Middle
Childhood(6~11 Years)

" Child Development:
Adolescent(12~17 Years)

21 Physical Aging Status

AAA w3

22 Physical Maturation: Female — A1A)14 A4 o4 ook
23 Physical Maturation: Male 2AA e B s *
24 Play Participation Eol3ol *

25 Preterm Infant Organization

3 Immobility Consequences:
Physiological

36 Muscle Function

37 Skeletal Function

43 Self-Care: Groomong

44 Self-Care: Hygiene

47 Self-Care: Oral Hygiene

V4ot 244

=l

$Ee) A% 42

O

o5 7T *
=244 7%
AW E Bas

ol

52 Coagulation Status S a1 stk ook ook
Respiratory Status: Airway SEAE 7% 8 i
Patency
55 Respiratory Status: Ventilation <52H: 87 N
66 Fluid Balance FETY *
68 Asthma Control A4 EA * * * .

0 Immumne Hypersensitivity
Control

sk

71 Immune Status HH AH ok sk % *
76 Cogritive Ability A7 54 *

77 Cognitive Orientation AAA 2 *

78 Communication Ability Arr% 54 *% * ook Hox
7 Communication: Expressive s FH » . . s

Ability

83 Information Processing AH Ay ok *
& Neurological Status ANAA A *

Neurological Status:
Consciousness

A7 g 4

sk
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(Table 4) Test of difference in validation score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC according to general

characteristics(continued)

K Label of T f L. Educational Number Y f
Label of NOC oren ~ane 0 ype‘ © Position Age Ao Hiber ears 0
NOC Unit backgrounds of bed experience
% Neurological Status: Cranial A A A .
Sensory/Motor Function HAAADN/$F7%
al Breastfeeding Establishment: B8sg Bl ool .
Infant
% Nutritinal Status: Biochemical <% El: A3}314 i} i .
Measures =7
Nutritional Status: Food & A A &4 o
99 . B ok ok ook ok
Fluid Intake TEAF
100 Nutitional Status: Nutrient A A 9Y .
Intake A3
101 Swallowing Status As}t
1 Swallowing Status: Esophageal A A Awo) . .
Phase
103 Swallowing Status: Oral Phase A3t AFel: 7271 * * *
m Swallowing Status' Pharyngeal A A o=u) . i
Phase
105 Blood Glucose Control g x4 sk ko sk .
108 Bone Healing m s s sk
109 Dialysis Access Integrity 472 3 *
Wound Healing: Secondary A 26 o) Af
113 . - skek skek sk sk
Intention &
114 Sensory Function: Cutaneous #4271 3% % sk * *
115 Sensory Function: Hearing w7 7%= A7 s %
Sensory Function: 7 )% A=
) ) sksk sksk k sksk
Proprioception Kaga
Sensory Function: Taste & 22 71%: w43}
117 3 * ok
Smell 57
118 Sensory Function: Vision 7z %% NG % sk % *
119 Body Image AL A A * % %
120 Depression Level L8 FF sk - * ko
121 Hope ﬁ‘%} sesieskc ok * sk
122 Identity A A * * *k *k *
123 Loneliness R R=re * * % ok
124 Mood Equilibrium 7189 A *

126

Sexual Identity: Acceptance

Child Adaptation to
Hospitalization

44 4

=
1o B o<l

)

L. 1/
oo e
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{Table 4) Test of difference in validation score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC according to general
characteristics(continued)

Label of NOC

Korean Label of
NOC

Type of

Unit

Position Age

backgrounds

Educational  Number
of bed

Years of
experience

134

136
142

Psychosocial Adjustment: life
Change

Aggression Control

Self Mutilation Restraint
Substance Addiction

sk

*

sk

sk

143 Edss 49 *

Consequences
148 Social Involvernent ALEA Fol ok
149 Social Support ALEA A4
150 Adherence Behavior AT A7) * ok * ok
152 Health Promoting Behavior A453 P9 * * ok o
160 Symptom Control T 24 *
161 Treatment Behavior: lllness or * & 3¢: A4 .

Injury EE &

. . . A e g

162 Vision Compensation Behavior w9 *ok * *
163 Weight Control A 24 *
& Health Beliefs: Perceived Ability A7H1: <1A € .

to Perform Te5E

. . A7 A A9

168 Health Beliefs: Perceived Threat o3 *
170 Knowledge: Breast feeding A& B ¢ *
v Knowlefjge: Conception 24 o)l .

Prevention
e Knowledge: Diabetes A4 D 7] o . .

Management
178 Knowledge: Health Behaviors — A4: 472319 *
180 Knowledge: Health Resources  #4): A7+ o
187 Knowledge: Personal Safety A4 71219 ¢bA ok sk ¢ K
189 Knowledge: Preconception A A o) * ok sk

Knowledge: Substance Use

193 Control A4 BAAEEA * *
197 Immunization Behavior of IR e 9] *
199 Risk control APEA *
201 Risk Control: Cancer AREA: * o
07 Risk Control: Unintended A=A 43HA i

Pregnancy e A

208 Risk Control: Visual Impairment $1 954 2854

sk
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{Table 4) Test of difference in validation score of Korean Outcome Label of NOC according to general

characteristics(continued)

Label of NOC Korean Label of Type‘ of Position  Age Educational ~ Number Year§ of
NOC urnit backgrounds  of bed experience
211 Safety Behavior: Home Physical $PA319): 714 ¢ .
Environment 94 34
212 Safety Behavior: Personal ek A< * *
. . b e A A
214 Safety Status: Physical Injury P * *
215 Physical Fitness A AAA *
216 Quality of life w9 2 *k
220 Comfort Level AT *
223 Symptom Severity Y FEE s * *
o Symptom Severity: ke Al .
Perimenopause Ax(FeE) 47
o Symptom Severity: el g Xé-‘%(%‘” . .
Premenstrual Syndrome(PMS) S %) 944 £33
%0 Caregiver Performance: Direct E%A5x¢] 3 o . .
Care AR/
- Caregiver Performance: Indirect &%A45x+¢] 53 . . . .
Care RNz
232 Caregiver Stressors ii;}izg
EEATTEY
233 Caregiving Endurance Potential 224 ok ok Kook
234 Parenting G5 *
235 Abuse Cessation sf5A ok * ok
236 Abuse Protection Eigei ko * * ok
237 Abuse Recovery: Emotional o35 A A *
240 Abuse Recovery: Sexual o35 A3 *
244 Maternal Status: Antepartum 2348 EvF A * *
245 Maternal Status: Intrapartum 237! &9 < * ok *
247 Neglect Recovery TR FE * *
249 Family Environment: Internal  7}&873: W4 *
253 Family Normalization 7VE st * *
<p<0.06, +#p<00L, *+5p<0.001
V. = 9 el dlojelw o] Yld] k3] ATES EFFH Aoz Al
Algoan tse] BANE FHlor ke AldAQ A
HeddE eEAY a9 s e A8d W 1338 A8 hednnye ouE AFe FTHaor gk
7 #E AR A5 AXE B oof oAl B ATdAe 1999 A7de <& teld tuAnEe] ¢
ARZ G448 5 9tk f$o] ARVEe Tdd no} A Z W& 39 oy AES M 307H e AREAE
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Focused on

- Abstract

Key concept : Nursing Outcomes Classification(NOC), Validation,

Standardization

Validation of Korean Nomenclature of NOC: Focused
on 260 Outcomes

Yoo, Hyung Sook™ - Jang, In Sun™ - Jeon, Mi Soon™ - Kim,

Hee Girl* - Nam, Hye Kyung® - Pavk, Yeon Sook™ - Kim, Ok
Hyeon™ - Park, Hye Ja* - Hwang, Yun Young™ - Lee, Jeong
Hee™™ - Lee, Mi Ja™ - Choi, Enn Hee™ - Lee, In
Soon™ - Lee, Soon Hee** - Yom, Young Hee™ ™ - Chi, Sung
A

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to develop and
test the validity of the standardized Korean nomenclature of
260 Nursing Outcomes Classification(NOC) developed by
Johnson and Mass at University of Iowa in 2000.

Method: The four phases of the study were: (1
translation of the NOC into Korean by the Research Team,
(2) nine nursing professors and nurses with various clinical
backgrounds reviewed each nomenclature taking into
consideration of definitions and outcome indicators. The
modified Delphi method was used to determine the most
appropriate nomenclature for each term, (3) 307 Clinical
expert nurses more than three years field experiences were
given a questionnaire to rate each Korean nomenclature
using a 5 point Likert scale ranging from very inappropriate
to very appropriate, and (4) final accordance of Korean

Nomenclature.

The
nomenclature was appropriately named. because the mean
validity score of 260 outcomes was 3.90 and each of 260

Korean nomenclature had a score more than 3.00.

Result: team determined that 260 Korean

Conclusion: Korean nomenclature of NOC can be used as
a standardized language of nursing result in a computerized

nursing information system.

*Doctor, Department of Nursing, Chung-Ang University
**Doctoral student, Department of Nursing, Chung-Ang
University
***Associate professor, Department of Nursing, Hallym
University

****Professor, Department of Nursing, Chung-Ang University





