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Pap Smear Screening Participation Behavior and Related Factors in
Married Immigrant Women
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Purpose: This study's aim was to investigate participation in Pap smear screening among married immigrant women
and their behavior and its related factors. Methods: A survey was conducted among 165 married immigrant women
in Gyeongsangnam-do from January 1 to March 20, 2010. Results: Results in this study showed that 51.5% have
never participated in Pap Smear screening. Among those who have participated in the Pap Smear screening, 10.9%
had regular screening, while 37.6% had irregular screening. Pap smear screening behavior was significantly different
according to the ‘experiences in health checkup (x*=34.009, p<.001)’, whether or not there was a hospital the woman
regularly visited (x2=7.768, p=.021) and perceived barriers (F=3.214, p=.043). Conclusion: For improvement of Pap
smear participation, this study proposes to develop various nursing intervention programs which can improve
perceived barriers in regards to the related variables. In addition, it is necessary to come up with a strategy to advertise
the participation in Pap smear screening in a systematic and continuous manner in order to raise womens' awareness
and to make married immigrant women realize the importance of regular Pap smear screenings.

Key Words: Immigrant, Women, Pap smear, Participation, Behavior
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Table 1. Pap Smear Screening Participation (N=165)
Variable Categories n (%)
Participation in the pap smear screening None None screening 85 (51.5)

Yes Irregular screening 62 (37.6)
Regular screening 18 (10.9)
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Table 2. Differences in Pap Smear Screening Participation according to General Characteristics (N=165)
Pap smear screening participation
Characteristics Categories None (n=85) Irregular (n=62)  Regular (n=18) Total x (p)
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

Age (year) <25 16 (51.6) 12(38.7) 309.7) 31 (18.8) 13.599"
25~30 32 (51.0) 25 (40.3) 5(8.1) 62 (37.5) (.075)
30~35 14 (58.3) 6(25.0) 4(16.7) 24 (14.6)
35~40 13 (81.1) 2(12.5) 1(6.3) 16 (9.7)
>40 10 (31.3) 17 (53.1) 5(15.6) 32 (19.4)

Marriage age (year) <22 27 (50.9) 21 (39.7) 5(9.4) 53 (32.2) 2,387
2225 20 (50.0) 17 (42.5) 3(7.5) 40 (24.2) (.881)
25~30 17 (54.8) 9(29.0) 5(16.1) 31 (18.8)
>30 21 (51.2) 15 (36.6) 5(12.2) 41 (24.8)

Education Elementary 16 (61.6) 9 (34.6) 1(3.8) 26 (15.8) 10.876
Middle school 26 (56.5) 12 (26.1) 8(17.4) 46 (27.8) (.092)
High school 33 (52.4) 26 (41.3) 4(6.3) 63 (38.2)
>College 10 (33.3) 15 (50.0) 5(16.7) 30 (18.2)

Job status Employed 27 (54.0) 16 (32.0) 7 (14.0) 50 (30.3) 1.308
Unemployed 58 (50.4) 46 (40.0) 11 (9.6) 115 (69.7) (.520)

Country of origin China 15 (68.2) 5(22.7) 2.1 22 (13.3) 15,0251
Vietnam 45 (58.4) 24 (31.2) 8(10.4) 77 (46.7) (.056)
Japan 7 (33.3) 13 (61.9) 1(4.8) 21 (12.7)
Philippines 7(29.2) 12 (50.0) 5(20.8) 24 (14.6)
Other 11 (52.4) 8(38.1) 209.5) 21 (12.7)

Monthly income <100 30 (53.6) 20 (35.7) 6 (10.7) 56 (33.9) 0.189

(10,000 won) 100~200 45 (50.0) 34 (38.2) 10 (11.2) 89 (53.9) (.996)

200~300 10 (50.0) 8 (40.0) 2(10.0) 20 (12.2)

Religion Yes 40 (47.1) 34 (40.0) 11 (12.9) 85 (51.5) 1.164
No 45 (56.2) 28 (35.0) 7 (8.8) 80 (48.5) (.440)

Husband age (year) <40 21 (51.2) 17 (41.5) 3(7.3) 41 (24.8) 1.302
40~45 31 (54.4) 20 (35.1) 6(10.5) 57 (34.5) (.861)
>45 33 (49.3) 25 (37.3) 9(13.4) 67 (40.7)

Husband's job Laborer 38 (54.3) 25(35.7) 7 (10.0) 70 (42.4) 5,706
Technical service 12 (54.5) 8(36.4) 209.1) 22(13.3) (.865)
Company worker 6(42.9) 7 (50.0) 1(7.1) 14 (8.5)
Business 3(27.3) 5 (45.4) 3(27.3) 11 (6.7)
Agriculturist 19 (52.8) 13 (36.1) 4(11.1) 36 (21.8)
Other 7 (58.3) 4(33.4) 1(8.3) 12 (7.3)

Husband's education < Middle school 21 (53.8) 13 (33.4) 5(12.8) 39 (23.6) 3.473
High school 56 (51.4) 40 (36.7) 13 (11.9) 109 (66.1) (.482)
> College 8(47.1) 9(52.9) - 17 (10.3)

T Fisher's exact,

AT-AR, deo|lf o] A AT AE HAL AR FeE HIIES 74.3%, 64.9%E EA1gE Han (2002)7} Kim
9= ARE AL = WdAE 48.5%, 8] XIS kA (2004)9] AFZA Tl vlEl WA JERsith g As R
&2 WA 51508, AEo|vlelde] 1/2 odo] 2w Al AAF AP L E g AEo|vlod FollM = A 714
BE AER AL FAPAE A B JFS G F AR 28 Fofsts A&l g Ak= 10.9%<]H, B8 7]
o} ol2fgt Aat= fejuEte] 7SS e R Agd Ao R Fofshs td A 37.6%E YEHHT, o= Park
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Table 3. Differences in Pap Smear Screening Participation according to Health related Characteristics (N=165)

Pap smear screening participation

Characteristics Categories None (n=85) Irregular (n=62)  Regular (n=18) Total x (p)
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
Medical insurance Health insurance+self 77 (51.0) 56 (37.1) 18 (11.9) 151 (91.5) 2.697"
Health insurance 5(50.0) 5(50.0) - 10 (6.1) (.805)
None 3(75.0) 1(25.0) - 4(2.4)
Number of pregnancy ~ Never 4(57.1) 3(42.9) - 7 (4.2) 6.497"
1 32 (53.3) 19 (31.7) 9 (15.0) 60 (36.4) (.449)
2 39 (53.4) 26 (35.6) 8 (11.0) 73 (44.2)
>3 10 (40.0) 14 (56.0) 1(4.0) 25 (15.2)
Artificial abortion Yes 8 (40.0) 10 (50.0) 2(10.0) 20 (12.1) 1.538
No 77 (53.1) 52 (35.9) 16 (11.0) 145 (87.9) (.463)
Previous experience in  Yes 32 (33.0) 48 (49.5) 17 (17.5) 97 (58.8) 34.009
health checkup No 53 (77.9) 14 (20.6) 1(1.5) 68 (41.2) (<.001)
whether or not there is ~ Yes 32 (42.1) 31 (40.8) 13 (17.1) 76 (46.1) 7.768
regularly visits No 53 (59.0) 31 (34.8) 5 (5.0) 89 (53.9) (.021)
a hospital
Perceived health status ~ Very good 18 (58.1) 12 (38.7) 1(3.2) 31 (18.8) 7.176"
slightly good 57 (50.4) 44 (38,9) 12 (10.7) 11368.5  (306)
Slightly bad 9 (47.4) 5(26.3) 5(26.3) 19 (11.5)
Very bad 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) - 2(1.2)
Circumcision of Yes 38 (49.3) 31 (40.3) 8(10.4) 77 (46.7) 2.645
husband No 27 (56.3) 14 (29.2) 7 (14.5) 48(29.1) (.619)
Know nothing 20 (50.0) 17 (42.5) 3(7.5) 40 (24.2)

T Fisher's exact,

Table 4. Mean and Standard Deviation of Measured Variables (N=165)

Variables Range Min Max M=SD

Self esteem 1~4 2.10 3.70 2,93%0.29
Perceived benefit 1~4 1.67 4.00 2.99+0.33
Perceived barrier 1~4 1.00 3.21 2,30%0.33
Self efficacy =5 2.00 5.00 3.561+0.45
Social support =5 1.50 5.00 3.6910.46
Acculturation =5 2.35 5.00 3.59%0.39

(1999)9] &= 7| d& g g Aol A2 3d 71H2 A go] I 7]l vl @A vehd A3t
ZkPap = ZAL 37 33 o) AXS e fdel A Entdes dENAY S Ae A Al X AR e
Z&0] 33%, Choe (2001)¢] S 27| FAMAE s Fofe SAMNE 5 =S 517] 913 S1He} @ o] 50
g ArollM 38.4%%1 A7 Ao} vlastd B ATk A AT AR A2 AAL Fold g eE A=4 A
QI AEorlofyo] gk 7]&Ad Hrp A3 AEZ g vhdske Zo] Fasivha AzhEn

Arkel 7149 AxlE Oa/‘l S o dekEy ol9f B A7ad, Azt el e dEel g o Aks A
Zol dgo| e Ale AN AR AL oot g AEX] AR o oot A E] e Aes ‘/‘rE‘r‘;lU}.
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Table 5. Differences in Pap Smear Screening Participation according to Self Esteem, Perceived Benefit, Perceived Barrier, Self

Efficacy, Social Support and Acculturation (N=165)

e None screen (n=85) Irregular (n=62) Regular (n=18) . o
M=ESD M=ESD M=ESD

Self esteem 2.94%0.28 2.93+0.27 2.89£0.36 0.195 .823
Perceived benefit 2.98+0.33 2,98%0.33 3.03%0.39 0.157 .855
Perceived barrier 2.36+0.31° 2.24+0.33" 2.19%0.38" 3.214 043
Self efficacy 3.5610.49 3.5610.49 3.5610.54 0.000 1.000
Social support 3.71%0.44 3.747%0,.43 3.48%0.61 2.455 .089
Acculturation 3.64+0.41 3.55%0.31 3.54%+0.50 1.096 .337

a>b, Duncan's multiple range test.
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