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ol A A= %4 R QlE o R 3 AMYE 7S A HE Aol AHE Qe £Fo ko
S A TaEa ) o|F AEES HA T gl 2 155 AA 2 gtk o] 2 A= AT 7
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<Table 1> General and physical characteristics of subjects (n=96)
variables content n % mean SD
sex male 71 73.96
female 25 26.04
age 20-29 26 27.08 39.25 10.80
(years) 30-39 28 29.17
40-49 20 20.83
50-59 14 14.58
60< 8 8.33
married unmarried 36 37.50
status married 49 51.04
bereaved 3 3.13
divorced 5 5.21
income <100 28 29.17 169.97 132.76
(million) 100-199 24 25.00
200-299 24 25.00
300< 20 20.17
burn
degree 1 0
2 24 25.00
3 62 64.58
size <10 20 20.83
(%) 10-19 14 14.58
20-29 9 9.38
30< 34 35.42
etiology fire 31 32.29
hot water 14 14.58
electrical 19 19.79
chemical 9 9.38
others 21 21.88
site face 41 42.71
arm 53 55.21
leg 51 53.13
trunk 28 29.17
pain 5.46 2.70
functional limitation 1.63 0.36
o= VY B, SPRARE Tol YL A4S Y AR om uegon] FAy FTPSEL 5627
A7F 53W(55.21%) 0.2 7MY wWkew tgoEe th HEd Aoz L}E}‘*E‘r AFEH A A= HdES 46.80
2 519%(53.13%), L= 419HH42.71%), B%F 284 o2 B Ay 52 AEH AAE Hwd =4 A
(o1 Fol £ e HYALN AT A ARert A9AASl GO B BERFE 1469
ESALEE 54622.7001% oM ARG AFAHEE 2 F7b olsel Ao ® ekt
1.63+£0.36%1 o= YRR
<Table 2> Personal resources and quality of
2. CHARRe] JHOlX Abel(RfobEEZ, Zeld 2 AL life
S| MR|X)T}p &to & ME variables mean SD potential range
self esteem 25.40 2.70 10.00- 40.00
hardiness 56.27 14.10 20.00-100.00
tidAke] 1A ARl ahe] A 5= <Table 2> social support 4680  9.48 12.00- 60.00
2o}l iRk AjolEER7 HEASLE 254002 F7- quality of life 14.69 3.55 0.00- 30.00
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<Table 3> Difference of subjects's characteristics and quality of life

variables content mean SD p=value
married unmarried 14.401% 4.38 0.0489
status# married 15.18t 3.01
bereaved 12.44% 1.92
divorced 13.73tF 2.95
incomex <100 12.961 1.49 0.0238
(million) 100-199 14.251F 3.65
200-299 15.78% 2.85
300< 16.18% 3.32
burn size* <10 15.141t 3.40 0.0175
10-19 16.47t 3.19
20-29 14.07% 242
30< 13.84% 3.61
site(arm)** have 14.19 3.78 0.0431
have not 15.36 3.15
* Duncan's multiple comparison is performed # T-test is performed
3. CHAMRGe| dERMAAA EM 2 Jielx Xiln} o A Ax9] Ao|7} AT
sol & B B35 AT AR AR, Al
W ARSA AR = ahe] At folgk Adddo] e Bl
AUAS) 9 % AL AR 99 891 Al mE 2 et} W) AN A4 2 2992 A
AABAE <Table 3>3} <Table 4>9} ). thaatel Aow Fogh dAAdE Holx e AOE Uehith
54 5 AT, A5 AAe SRR, el sl
2 oFo] Qe 3 oFe ule} kel d Ao zo|r} <Table 4> Correlations of pain, functional
9= Ao g et A& Algoas 3] &3 A} Iimitgtion, . personal  resources and
W gl gl A AR Aok FEeAA Uehte Qually of [
. = . quality of life
w9 AolAE 1009 mwk 153 200-2997Hd variables coefficient p-value
T2 1009 wRkyl 3005k o]Ad Z1Ezhol] 4o pain -0.4157 0.0001
AAE o7} dAS YTt sHFel W= 10-19% functional limitation -0.3811 0.0001
20-29% 1271 10-19%2} 30% o]t 1E 7)o self esteem 0.3769 0.0001
f} " ; s 4 X 3;9}; "0101 g4 s Ol hardiness 0.2255 0.2630
1 kel 2 Aol et dAsl itk sH -] social support 0.3116 0.0019
oAl Bl S Pe TFA A we TE A
<Table 5> Predictors of quality of life
variables §] (95% CI) p-value AR F change
step 1 0.1467 6.17
marriage(married) 0.31 (0.03, 0.60) 0.0319
income(300<) 0.72 (0.38, 1.06) <0.0001
step 2 0.2549 2.22
burn size -0.43 (-0.84, -0.03) 0.0362
burn location(arm) -0.29 (-0.59, 0.02) 0.0631
pain -0.08 (-0.14, -0.02) 0.0069
functional limitation -0.68 (-1.08, -0.28) 0.0012
step 3 0.1213 1.61
self esteem 0.51 (0.15, 0.88) 0.0065
social support 0.27 (0.09, 0.45) 0.0033

R’=0.5229, adjusted R*=0.4706, F=10.00(p<0.0001)
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- Abstract -

Influencing Predictors of Quality
of Life in Burn Patients

Park, Hyomi+Yoon, young Mi*

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to
identify predictors of quality of life in burn
patients. The predictors of quality of life were

the subject's characteristics(marriage, income,

* Department of Nursing, Seoil College

burn size, burn site, pain and functional
limitation) and personal resources(self esteem
and social support). Method: 96 burn subjects
who were hospitalized participated in the study.
The  data

analysis, ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficient

analysed was  with  descriptive
and multiple regression. Result: DBurn patients
who had a spouse and had higher levels of
income, with smaller size of burn, no arm burn,
with  lower levels of pain and functional
limitation, plus higher levels of self esteem and
social support reported higher levels of quality
of life(R2=0.5229). Conclusion: Based on the
finding of this study, development of nursing
intervention  programs including reduction  of
pain and functional limitation, enhancing self

esteem and social support can be suggested.
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