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78 RIBNE - HRRERE B 23
H 1 A AR et M
Al (%) 234 A HPF24 PF2a% P-value'
k!
40-494 60 (41.4) 10(25.0) 25(58.2) 5(15.6) 20(66.7) <0.001
50-59A] 27 (18.6) 10(25.0) 9(20.9) 2(6.3) 6(20.0)
6041 o] 58 (40.0) 20(50.0) 9(20.9) 25(78.1) 4(13.3)
AHFE
FZolst 67 (46.2) 26(65.0) 15(34.9) 21(65.6) 5(16.7) <0.001
ks 60 (41.4) 12(30.0) 20(46.5) 7(21.9) 21(70.0)
ol 18 (12.4) 2(5.0) 8(18.6) 4(12.5) 4(13.3)
eGP FAE
1995+ <] 3} 66 (45.6) 20(52.6) 18(42.9) 22(71.0) 6(21.4) 0.004
200-299%H 43 (29.7) 11(28.9) 17(40.5) 5(16.1) 10(35.7)
3005H ©]% 30 (20.7) 7(18.5) 7(16.6) 4(12.9) 12(42.9)
AE4H
71& 124 (85.5) 31(77.5) 39(90.7) 25(78.1) 29(96.7) 0.059
/0] E/APE /0] & 21 (14.5) 9(22.5) 4(9.3) 7(21.9) 13.3)
FRAY A A
AT 56 (61.4) 10(25.0) 21(48.8) 9(28.1) 16(53.3) 0.026
Utk 89 (38.6) 30(75.0) 22(51.2) 23(71.9) 14(46.7)
T G3a =X
AT 83 (57.2) 26(65.0) 20(46.5) 15(46.9) 22(73.3) 0.055
Utk 62 (42.8) 14(35.0) 23(53.5) 17(53.1) 8(26.7)
IETRE HE
AT 79 (54.5) 18(45.0) 20(46.5) 18(56.3) 23(76.7) 0.036
Aot 66 (45.5) 22(55.0) 23(53.5) 14(43.7) 7(23.3)
AR AN A
At 28 (19.3) 4(10.0) 10(23.3) 4(12.5) 10(33.3) 0.060
Aot 117 (80.7) 36(90.0) 33(76.7) 28(87.5) 20(66.7)
A 145 (100.0) 40(27.6) 43(29.7) 32(22.1) 30(20.7)
TRgtro] A st F 13999 tha) 4
" Mantel-Haenzel chi- -square test
HAR A et A7 E57 Hrtell oM 4 2ol & A Ay A E S HPFAATEA
s e 7 dve AV asitol /M %o A ohE Aol BlEl o skAl Wekan(p<0.01), AAH o]
ol s & At AL EE  Ae AV|E o] FHAGA 9} v FAA DAL nHEA L} AF
o] F AR =%, YA A dig AL HA AR A vl FoaHA e Thp<0.05). ¢AZ A7
7t AR EY g E ARE e gl A7 A% s e FHAGAZE aE @A ol Bls) o8t
ol dAg e ugts HAxE o 7 ¢ tke Al S8k (p<0.01), ¥IFSAA DA} P5AFAA BT
A 5ol o7 AU Aol BUTHE 3). TS SEATHp<0.01)(FE 4).

TS Axe = it FFeAE



futet A% o|$ZHAe Azels mE 29 79
I 2 atRte] A Al &
943 Y 23 .
AR E 24 1.98(0.49)
= AT gl 2E A 2o 1.94(0.70)
W7k 2 dgkel gell 249 7teAde B0 1.83(0.53)
= §ell 227l A Adeld 1.97(0.53)
© W2 st ol Ad AL opdrbste Ads o 2.18(0.67)
AAA A3 3.17(0.50)
Wt el Zel| Eo] ujg- @o] £ Zoltt 3.29(0.58)
W7t ol A F5o] Wi AT Aot 3.25(0.59)
Wt ol Al 7FE373A ol B oE o] A Aot 2.99(0.66)
AR E o] 315(047)
Wt 4AR T FAo s FRIHE <o Ui Ao £ Aot 3.16(0.61)
A W AFel =R 2 Aotk 3.19(0.58)
AL Ut gz AR JhesAS TaAZE Aot 3.06(0.60)
WA $ARLE &S 270 st A5sted 2 Pt 3.23(0.62)
AR A Ao 2.41(0.43)
Ue GRS ofgA wolok at=2] Egt Hzle] WAzt 2.26(0.58)
PARE e A A AA-deZ 3528 ol 2.60(0.63)
U Azte] gloA Gaz1E W] o€t 2.34(0.70)
Us Fd o dAasiA 278 ¢ xle] Aozt 2.48(0.70)
* S Jgoedy, ‘220G, 22X guedy, A 22X gy 44 F=d g AeBFy 2FAA
I 3 A 2R A gsH TF
FA AN a5 ER oy
Us ¢S B8 & de HdS 25 5 A9 3.01(0.50)
Us $4z1E 2] 98ty o2 94E =AY + Ut 2.92(0.52)
Ue Azl disiA o2 AFES olobrE 4 Tk 2.93(0.50)
Ue A& s 5 e BY7A A dogs Azs oy 7 £ 9l 2.77(0.57)
Us A743 A4EdeE ¢AAs &8 5 g 2.88(0.54)
Ue Azngo] niE s dARE Be Y 2.54(0.62)
Ue ¢S Be Aol AAF ez Bt dhds s £ 9 2.71(0.55)
02 AEol ¢47s X ¥ygs Uy Bs F A 2.72(0.56)
Ues g zlo] ofdA o]Fojx =4 ¢ttt 2.28(0.73)
e ¢3S Boge npew HoW FAgle] ¢S S du il 2.81(0.56)
g Ty, aRueAy, 22 guedy, Ad 138X grdy el 44 A=xel di Adeddd 2



80 RIEHE - RSERES

H20% F2R

a5

ol | H otA T , HAz A
o) BREEAA
T L M1 EAA Rk P-value’ Duncan test?
(n=40) (n=43) (n=30) (n=32)
LA Ad
AxE A4 1.93(0.49) 2.09(0.35) 1.75(0.47) 2.11(0.61) 0.006 3<1=2=4
AxE A2 3.08(0.43) 3.25(0.55) 3.18(0.52) 3.16(0.49) 0.489 -
o1 E 0] 3.04(0.31) 3.26(0.47) 3.06(0.61) 3.25(0.45) 0.026 1=3<2=4
AAA Ao 2.50(0.39) 2.37(0.35) 2.32(0.48) 2.46(0.50) 0.329 -
AR B 26.30(3.89) 28.13(3.89) 26.93(3.35) 29.13(3.59) 0.006 1<2, 3<4
" ANOVA Test
"R, 238, 35 AS, 4952H
¥ 5 Fuer AR A 0l
AAY=E & ARY=E P& =29 1 =g af
(n=72) (n=73) WA (A Z 3L AR (A F) T3
A (A
40-49 15(20.8) 45(61.6) 1.00 1.00
50-59 12(16.7) 15(20.5) 0.42(0.16-1.09) 0.53(0.19-1.48)
60< 45(62.5) 13(17.8) 0.09(0.04-0.22) 0.11(0.04-0.36)
AHFE
FZ ol3st 47(65.3) 20(27.4) 1.00 1.00
s 19(26.4) 41(56.2) 2.05(0.83-5.09) 1.82(0.68-4.90)
& ol 6(8.3) 12(16.4) 1.59(0.44-5.83) 1.48(0.38-5.80)
rEFE
1995+ <] 3} 42(60.9) 24(34.3) 1.00 1.00
200-299%+9 16(23.2) 27(38.6) 1.73(0.69-4.33) 1.56(0.61-3.98)
3005+ ©] % 11(7.9) 19(27.1) 1.43(0.51-3.98) 1.22(0.41-3.63)
AE 3
o] E/EA/AE /M E 16(22.2) 5(6.8) 1.00 1.00
71& 56(77.8) 68(93.2) 1.34(0.39-4.67) 0.76(0.19-3.02)
FHO 4PN AH
fot 53(73.6) 36(49.3) 1.00 1.00
AT 19(26.4) 37(50.7) 2.70(1.23-5.94) 3.27(1.36-7.87)
FH 4EA
Utk 31(43.1) 31(42.5) 1.00 1.00
AT 41(56.9) 42(57.5) 0.78(0.36-1.68) 0.67(0.29-1.54)
AETRE HE 4
Utk 36(50.0) 30(41.1) 1.00 1.00
AT 36(50.0) 43(58.9) 1.16(0.55-2.45) 1.08(0.48-2.44)
UHE AN A
ok 64(88.9) 53(72.6) 1.00 1.00



2.15(0.76-6.06)
3.15(1.27-7.82)
2.08(0.93-4.63)
1.47(0.60-3.63)
0.67(0.26-1.69)
1.09(0.97-1.23)

2.01(0.74-5.44)
2.88(1.25-6.60)
1.82(0.86-3.84)
1.47(0.62-3.53)
0.72(0.30-1.74)
1.13(1.01-1.27)

20(27.4)
2.09(0.47)
3.21(0.53)
3.26(0.46)
2.41(0.42)
28.54(3.70)

8(11.1)
1.85(0.49)
3.12(0.47)
3.05(0.46)
2.42(0.43)

26.58(3.65)
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<ABSTRACT>

Predictors of Intention to Undergo Mammography among Underutilizers

Su-Yeon Kye*, Kee-Ho Park*, Kui-Son Choi*, In-Ok Moon**, Young-Ok Yun**, Min-Kyung Lim*¥

* National Cancer Control Institute, National Cancer Center
** Health Education & Management Department, Ewha Womans University

Objectives: To identify the factors associated with the intention to undergo mammography among Korean women
without a prior screening experience.

Methods: Among 1,039 women of the general population, we selected 145 women (mean age: 54.2 years, age range
: 40-78 years) without any prior experience with mammography. They were recruited for the 'Cancer Information Needs
Assessment Survey' by using the method of random multi-stage cluster sampling. Data on the socio-demographic
characteristics, intention to undergo mammography based on the Precaution Adoption Process Model, level of self belief
and self efficacy for breast cancer screening, motivation for decision to undergo breast cancer screening were obtained
by conducting a household survey.

Results: Of the study subjects, 49.7% were classified as "unengaged" and "decided not to act" regarding breast
cancer screening. Women with the intention to undergo mammography were more likely to be younger (OR 0.11, 95%CI
0.04-0.36), to have been recommended to undergo screening by others (OR 3.27, 95%CI 1.36-7.87), to have a high level
of perceived sensitivity (OR 3.15, 95%CI 1.27-7.82), and to have a high level of self efficacy (OR 1.09, 95%CI
0.97-1.23). Exposure to campaigns and information regarding breast cancer screening, whether cancer patients are or not
in around, perceived severity, perceived benefit, and perceived cost were factors that were not significantly associated with
the intention to undergo mammography.

Conclusion: It is necessary to develop tailored intervention strategies for women who have never undergone breast
cancer screening on the basis of their demographic characteristics and factors that positively influence the intention to
undergo mammography.

Key words: Mammography, Precaution Adoption Process Model, Health belief, Self efficacy





