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< Scheffe test®™ FA3IItE HEF 32k 754 S E
¢} 7HP47ks @ 9ke] #AI= Pearson correlation coefficient

= AT
g+ gt
HgAre} 1Ak A 54

AT AR F 17HeR PAo] 6678(56.4%), ©140)
s1H3.6%)019em, AFE Ex= 644 ot 707
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(103%)2] ¥XZ HUKTable 1>.

<Table 1> Demographic characteristics of subjects

(N=117)
Variables Category N(%) Mean
Sex male 66(56.4)
female 51(43.6)
Age(yrs) > 64 70(59.9) 60.1
65 < 47(40.1)
Job yes 30(25.6)
no 87(74.4)
Education > elementary 52(44.5)
middle school 19(16.2)
high school 26(22.2)
college < 20(17.1)
Economic status low 15(12.8)
middle 94(80.4)
high 8( 6.8)
Religion yes 80(69.2)
no 37(30.8)
Living arrangement  living alone 12(10.3)

living with spouse 53(45.3)
living with children  32(27.4)
others 20(17.0)
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Rom, 747t g R s ARIE 17.39%. Hekt = H &2 gxlo] ol ety Exd w2 FIA
dab7] 9.8274, $H0l7] - olg3ty] 9.847, Hal 9,937, <X M7 S Q= Ao
2 13523, ARBI1A 16.43730] 30Tk
o]0 7MTtE 7wy T4 Hate] 2.13%0|9lom, 7} YHEF Ak Q1gEHA] 54l wE HAAA ME 2
zte] sl e AAA s et 2508 0% T TR Aol = %%fi A3} <Table 3> o] wSH=9} &
EXA, T othre]l A7 &F Q0 2457, Agus EA 7K el AR fFovdt Afol7t Q= Aow
2327, At FARA Al 2027, *‘Olﬂﬂ 1,987, 4 LHERs T
A4 11 ek w5eT 18859 wolglen, i Ul 94 g Z¥zt zpol7t Q= Wgroll thshe] Scheffe test® AR S
T L76-0EA TPIE o5t TP Az 9ol o A3 wSHel oA dE oY WSS e g
UkTable 2>. A7F 2 e T - asstn EPAtl v 7Rk
Q57 O & Zlo® UERITF=3.95, p=.005). T3 &
<Table 2> Degree of FIM and home nursing care in A7VE Bl E wleAg 2ol Aa Qe WEE AL
stroke patients (N=117) 2 A QALY = 2P Ay 9= i]—é—? 3kxof H)
Variables Category Mean£SD 3 7MY tE 4% 9 2 Ao EFJTHE=2.443,
FIM self-care 17.39+4.6 _
. p=.048)
sphincter control 9.82+3.4
transfers 9.84+4.5
locomotion 993436 H2% Ao B9l )5 Sgatte 140E
communication 13.5245.2
QL 7}o] Alylw
social integration 16.43+4.3 AT e et
Total 76.93+3.6 )
Demand of physical care 2.50£1.0 HEF xR FHA] 7153 5P EHe Mt 8T s
home-care emotional support & education 1.88+0.8 7Fe] A#AAAS BAsE AF <Table 4> 2tk FIMYE A9
diet 1.98+1.1
X e 5 Z3 Alzlol AL Al A S Q
sensoty & exercise 2.45+0.9 19] 2A7REe7F Azgt tidAsl B9 AAE s 297
sexual & injection 2.02+1.2 EOH(r=-299, p<.01), FH B A LF(r=-290, p<.01)2}
Sleefl%ng f spiﬁ“:}; , ;;gﬂf AFH(r=-203, p<0l)elM 9] 7T QFETt HE o
teaching for rehabilitation 32+1.
- 2 vepdr}
Total 2.13+1.0

<Table 3> Differences of need for home nursing care according to demographic characteristics of subjects (N=117)

Variables Category Mean =SD S t/F p

Sex male 14.80+ 7.22 -.230 .848
female 15.07+ 4.69

Age(yrs) > 64 15.29+ 6.53 787 433
65 < 14.37+ 5.74

Job yes 13.26+ 4.26 -1.70 .090
no 15.49+ 6.69

Education > elementary 13.84+ 4.66 a 3.95 .005
middle school 14.25+ 4.42 a
high school 14.10+ 4.84 a
college < 19.70£10.36 b

Economic status low 14.01+ 4.37 .505 .605
middle 1491+ 6.58
high 16.76+ 4.58

Religion yes 15.07+ 6.90 384 702
no 14.59+ 4.10

Living arrangement living alone 12.88+ 2.92 a 2.443 .048
living with spouse 17.43+ 4.20 b
living with children 13.82+ 8.89
others 15.93+ 6.28 ab
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<Table 4> Correlations degree of FIM and demand for home—care (N=117)
DEEIED ©if (Fi Self—care Sisllneter Transfers Locomotion Communication : Somql

Demand for home= control integration
Physical care -.299% -.135 -.147 -.187% -.155 -.120
Emotional support & education -118 -332%% -.100 -113 -.132 -.151
Diet -137 -.196* -.120 -.193* -.139 -.148
Sensoty & exercise -.104 -.135 -.124 -118 -.102 -.070
Sexual & injection -.042 -191% -.090 -119 -.036 -.039
Sleeping -.290* -273%* -.141 - 247%* -.202% -211%
Teaching for rehabilitation -203* -256%* -210* -.240%* -251%* -232%

* <01, ** p<.00l
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Analysis of Functional Independence Status
and Home Care Needs among Stroke Patients

Jeon, Eun Young”

1) Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Daegu Haany University

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to analyze functional independence and need for home nursing care in
stroke patients. Method: This was a descriptive study. The subjects comprised 117 stroke patients who were
supposed to discharge in less than a week. The instruments used for this study were the functional independence
measure(FIM) and the need assessment for home nursing care of stroke patients. The data were analyzed using
frequency, mean, t-test, ANOVA, and Pearson correlation coefficient. Results: Pearson correlation analysis revealed
that there were negative correlations between subcategories of the FIM and the need for home nursing care in
stroke patients. Especially, in case of the subjects who recorded lower scores at self-care they showed higher
needs for home nursing care in the domain of physical problem and rehabilitation. Conclusion: For the operation
of the home nursing care, the protocol for home nursing care is needed to the stroke patients living at home. The
FIM instrument is recommended as a useful scale in order to assess the disability for the stroke patients and the
need for home nursing care because this one has correlation with the scale of need for home nursing care.
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