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gar) s TxA EEs 7HEIAL olE AFstaat vk Hoim 200 Hojob ATRRL SRITE FujelA 1988\l
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{Table 1> Correlation of measured variables
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Xi . .
Duration after TPL 1.00
X 0.02  1.00
. -Complication
X
~ Perceived health status 0.3 0.13 1.00
X oo o
 Selfesteem 0.00 0.13 0.26 1.00
"~,:X‘5 RS
iy S 0.00 -0.06  -0.30%* -0.46%*
Uncertainty -
Xe 012 002 002 019 1.00
Posttransplant employment
Xy .
) , . -0. . . -0.30%*  -0.02 1.00
Social support-family 0.01 0.02 0.18 0.12 0.3 0.0
Xs . . -0.02 0.04 0.07 0.13 -0.28%* - -0.02 0.43** 1.00
Social support-medical s
Y . 0.11 0.07 0.31**  0.55%% -041** 0.16*  0.15* 0.17%*% 1,00 -
Self-efficacy-general , , e ;
Yz i 0.10 0.06 034%% 0.44% _0.40** 0.17*  0.18*  0.18%* 0.60**  1.00
Self-efficacy-specific Dol
. ;Y3 ' 010 009 -048%% .0.5TFX 051%F -0.26%*F -0.19% 0012 -0.53%* -0:50%* 100
- 'Depression S .
o Y4 ) * * EX3 *%k * : ‘
‘ . -0. . -0. . . 0.03 0.36%* -~ 0.39**  -0.61** 1.00
QoL 0.05%  -0.05* o, 038% 054%* 016* 011 o+ 039 06

* P<.0S5, ** P<(0l TPL: Transplantation, QOL: Quality of life
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A
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So] AR 1A=
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s o ‘ Y -0.54%*
Self-esteem ‘
' <‘ 0.02

1.0 20,01
X5
0.64**

[
Employment

X

e
P

[

Social support

X3

Depression

TPL: Transplantation
X]Z
Xs:
Xs:
Xs:
Yi:
Y3Z

3
Quality of

Ya

Life

-0.40**

n2 -y,

Duration after transplantation X,: Complication
Perceived health status X4 Self-esteem

Uncertainty Xe: Employment X7 Social support-family
Social support-medical personnel

General self efficacy Ya: Specific self efficacy
Depression Y4 Quality of life

*P<.05, **P<.01

<Figure 1> Path diagram for hypothetical model
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of TR AA7F FEsHA ok a7lel BEE A, FARG UE 55 FEA % A FRASASMO)=
5 T 7N $EE ke AR v, A7 2AEE <Figure 2>$} o}k THEAFRASA(SMO)E <Table 2>°lM
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teoge 7HA B89 FRRE wol Sd 3T T 7R FisEe] AlasHe AUshs ARs 66%E
(modification index)7} 100131 B2 Feli] olEH 2% € vebdeh S-&elm 2R Al qA7E BAMCR §
Aol vk @b ZHEQ Theta-delta 7, 57+ ARE 3 Aah ARAA YT F AR UEkeH, 7 kA e
Ay oleid Wlow nye A% A% JHE 2y ) & AYhs ARE 56%% YeERtth
Hoph o HgshiA R w2 fYREE 7S = 9] Aol o1 AF BIZL A2E AP, AREFA,
o olde) X84 A FARYY] FREE ST TS ANEF, &0 AFH R FoAR T FReH, ol
(AGFD7} 7Hd2 me) 097914 098%, WREFIAF # gl ahe) A& sk AT 65S%hE UERRT
0.96%14 098 F7}al0) BH ) ARTI} Fopxny,
o PRFAN S 7h e Et
o FARFAINGY 535 F9 ‘ FARGAM 2SS0l WA PIXE A4, &

Duration after
TPL

[$

Complication

)
Self efficacy

G
Perceived
health status

1.0
U

Self-esteem 0.54%*

0.99%* Quality of

Life

Employment

0

TPL: Transplantation
Xi: Duration after transplantation X,: Complication
/ X3: Perceived health status Xu: Self-esteem
E Xs: Uncertainty Xe Employment X7 Social support-family
Xs: Social support-medical personnel
Y:: General self efficacy Y Specific self efficacy
Ys: Depression Y4 Quality of life
#P<.05, **+p<.01

Social support

<Figure 2> Path diagram for modified model
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<Table 2> Direct, indirect & total effects of the hypothetical model

:Self Efﬁcacy

“ Perceived health status 0.37**

- Self-esteem 0.24
Uncertainty i -0.11
8 -Posttransplant-em ployii ' : 0.01 *~
" Social: S\i port: - 0.03 -
It efﬁcacy ' 0.37%
pression -0.40%*

*P<05 ** P<01 SMC Squared Mul tlple Correlation, QOL: Quality of life

<Table 3> Direct, indirect & total effects of modified model

Self Efficacy ’
: -0.99%%
0.54%%

QgL
20.59%%* [T

-0.08 o
S 029%
S -0.01
Self efflcacy : 0.28%
Depressmn -0.35%*
* P<05  ** P<01 SMC Squared Multiple Correlation, QOL: Quahty of life

A8 F A <Table 3>} R0k B AT A3 Ass S wepgoRA Joly S g9 A I AT
Q e Hele B8] 7P w2 9% vlaeH, 1o FZA ZARRE ATstaa AAHNU
oz A AX|, 2, A7 AP, AR A oidate) ghel A JEis 517.22%01R0H, o= 2HEEAt
o} EFH, o4 F AW IR 0w FoF YT HFH 9] 5097 (Park et al, 2003), =i Aol FaAe] 42673
(Kim et al, 2003)20F EA Uepstonl, w5 3to|2] 3zt
= 9] o] a9l A A9l 562.097(Ratcliffe et al, 2002)2T+ Hrh
B A7y o) A spge F A el 7955 7HE
B A7E o)y Salae o) Ag Age] 9 A B, A4 BF 75487, ABA V)5 632073, ANl
Q9L WAk e ARt AR FTYS FAs JHH 62,597, dubEel A7 61537, 8Y 60524, 92 AT
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58,6078, A AlA|7)150] 55659 =
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AR 75, BAH D%, AT AN &
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A Structural Model on Quality of Life for Recipients
of Liver Transplants

Kim, Eun Man" - Kim, Keum-Soon®

1) Transplant Coordinator, Seoul National University Hospital
2) Professor, College of Nursing, Seoul National University

Purpose: This study was done to construct a quality of life (QOL) model for recipients of a liver transplant.
Method: In consideration of the main factors influencing QOL in recipient of liver transplants, a hypothetical
model was constructed with 16 paths. A questionnaire was used to collect data from recipients of liver transplants
who were being followed at one of 3 university hospitals. For the final analysis, there were 189 completed
questionnaires and the hypothetical model was verified through covariance structure using LISREL program.
Results: Overall fitness indices of hypothetical model were GFI= .99, AGFI= .97, NNFI= .96 and RMR=.020.
After considering modification indices and paths that proved not to be significant and to improve model fitness,
the hypothetical model was modified. In the final model, 3 paths from the hypothetical model were excluded.
Overall fitness indices of the final model were GFI= .99, AGFI= 98, NNFI= .98 and RMR= .020. Eleven of
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fifteen paths proved to be significant. QOL was influenced by duration after transplantation, perceived health
status, self-esteem, uncertainty, social support, self efficacy and depression and these variables explained 65% of
the variance. Conclusion: This study presents a theoretical model for QOL for recipients of a liver transplant.
Based on the results of this study and to improve QOL for recipients of a liver transplant, it is suggested that
interventions to re-enforce self efficacy and self-help are needed.

Key words : Liver transplantation, Quality of life, Self efficacy, Depression
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