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<Table 1> General characteristics of subjects  (N=569)
Characteristics ~ Categories n %
Male 337 59.2
Gender Female 232 408
Age Below 20 362 63.6
Above 21 207 36.4
. Humanities 212 37.3
Major Social sciences 100 17.6
Natural science 15 2.6
Engineering 193 33.9
Life science 15 2.6
Art and physical education 34 6.0
Religion Yes 303 53.3
No 266 46.7
Family history of Yes 15 2.6
suicide No 554 97.4
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<Table 2> Mean score for family function, self-efficacy

and suicidal ideation (N=569)
Variables Mean=£SD Range
Family function
Total 70.17+10.97 32~100
Family cohesion 36.37+ 6.21 15~ 50
Family adaptability  33.80+ 5.67 17~ 50
Self-efficacy 59.32+10.22 17~ 85
Suicidal ideation 8.03+ 4.38 0~ 34
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<Table 4> Correlations among family function,
self-efficacy, and suicidal ideation

X1 X2—1 X2—-2 X3

(N=569)

Variables ‘(P) ‘(P) () (P
Suicidal ideation (X1) 1
Family cohesion -34 |
Family (X2-1) (.001)
function  Family adaptability — -.29 71
(X2-2) (.001)  (.001)

-31 34 .29

Self-efficacy (X3) (001)  (001) (.001)
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<Table 3> Difference of family function self-efficacy, suicidal ideation according to subjects characteristics (N=569)

Family function Self—efficacy Suicidal ideation
Characteristics Categories Total Family cohesion Family adaptability
Mean®tSD t/ F Mean®=SD t/ F
MeantSD t/ F p MeantSD t/ F P MeantSD Y F p /F P /F P
Male 68.84+11.15 35.78+6.33 33.06+6.33 59.92+10.86 8.15+4.47
SEkLs Female 721061044 2 001 g ogisgp 276 003 g erisay 3T 00 seaei 919 M2 OMB sesisge 82207
Below 20 69.74+11.44 36.15+6.38 33.59+5.94 58.61+10.10 7.78+4.32
Age Above 21 709121007 22 MU 37sasgs T I giqeisge 120 G s0s0 2 T ga1ug9s 1 065
Humanities 71.45+11.40 37.02+6.24 34.43+5.97 58.66+ 9.95 781+ 29
Social sciences 69.68+10.50 36.01£6.45 33.67£5.18 58.75+ 9.88 8.86+4.68
Natural science 68.00+ 9.51 35.96+5.52 32.7345.21 55.53+12.13 9.33+7.46
Maj 113 344 92 467 1.10 361 120 310 132 256
e Engineering 69.17+10.74 35.96+6.06 33.20£5.52 60.49+10.65 7.87+4.27
Life science 68.87+11.07 35.20+5.90 33.67+6.71 59.67+ 6.99 7.93+4.19
Art and physical education 70.17+10.97 36.68+6.47 34.1545.51 60.03+10.23 7.35£3.07
o Yes 70.86+11.30 36.79+6.25 34.07£5.92 59.93+10.31 7.43+4.04
Religion No 69381054 01 0% ssegi6q3 17208 aiigisas 12T 10 ionn 192 06 gaii4es 34800
i i .60+ 9. 67+4. 9345, 07£10. .00+£3.
Family history  Yes 68.60+ 9.55 oo JA6THAES o 3393565 o 5807007 o0 o 800389 o

of suicide No 70.21+11.01 36.42+6.24 33.79+5.67 59.36+10.23 8.03+4.40
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Purpose: This study was conducted to identify the effect of family function and self-efficacy on suicidal ideation
in university students. Method: The study was designed as a descriptive survey study. Data was collected using a
structured questionnaire which included general characteristics, measures of family function, self-efficacy and
suicidal ideation. Data collection was done between April 1 and April 30, 2009 with 569 university students. Data
was analyzed using descriptive statistics, ANOVA, and Pearson's correlation coefficients. Result: The score of
family function showed a significantly negative correlation with suicidal ideation. The score of self-efficacy also
showed a significantly negative correlation with suicidal ideation. Family function in university students was
significantly influenced by gender. Family cohesion was significantly influenced by religion. Self-efficacy in
university students was significantly influenced by gender and age. Suicidal ideation was significantly influenced by
religion. Conclusion: The findings suggest that family function and self-efficacy influence suicidal ideation. A
strategy for improving family function and self-efficacy should be identified to decrease suicidal ideation.
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