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Backgrounds :
Bojungikgitang is one of the most common herbal prescriptions in Oriental Medicine, and it is highly recom-
mended prescription for Nogwonsang syndrome. The Author developed Nogwonsang questionnaire for quantita-
tive evaluation. Nogwonsang questionnaire is consisted of causes that induce fatigue, symptoms that directly
associated with fatigue, and secondary symptoms that is induced from fatigue.

Purposes :
This study aims to verify whether the Bojungikgitang Questionnaire has causality and meaningful path structure
by path analysis.

Methods :
242 patients from 12 OMD clinics participated in this study. The patients executed a question investigation in
the object. Factor analysis was conducted for extraction of factor and abridgment of items. Path analysis was
conducted to verify path structure. SPSS 15.0 for Windows and AMOS 7.0 were used for statistical analysis.

Results :
Overwork factor explains fatigue factor. Coefficient is 0.771. Fatigue factor explains digesting and cold factor.
Individually coefficient is 0.632 and 0.465. Model fit is X2:61.395(dft51), GFI1=0.960, AGFI=0.939, NFI=
0.924, CFI=0.986, RMSEA=0.029. Path structure is proved to be significant.
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Conclusions :

Further research is needed Gold standard of Nogwonsang. Establishment of Gold standard leads and the
collection of data and the research which are objective are possible. Connection of the clinical indexes which
are objective on the paperweight outside and leads and the development of the diagnosis tool which is fixed

quantity is demanded.
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Table 2. Characteristics of the Study Population

Age(year) 0~9 10~19

20~29

30~39

40~49 50~59 60~69 70~79

97 45

37 31 18 6

Item Factor Loadings Variance Explained(%) Varimax Rotation(%o)
Factor 1: 712891 11.003 8.816
2217 A5 A9U7 0.959
A7VF LAFLE WA BFU 0.758
2o A% AP 0.422
Factor 2: IZ2%] 5.509 8.598
ol 3 Tt YEFU7R 0.676
2AF ol Fo] Esta TR 0.616
i gyt #4143 o] gisuzk 0.476
Factor 3: #2289l 10.467 7272
Y =t 2EGAE Wol WEY7R 0.653
A 3= Algke] BAIE 0.478
Aol viste] g FEskA Bol Tzl 0.413
d3lar A Fol ol= AUz 0.369
Factor 4: ©3}2%] 4.284 5.308
wol o] Hu7l? 0.671
oA Go] A5 w7 0.667
Factor 5: 43}22] 2.070 4.860
Yute] glFy7e 0.609
&sp7F & < U 0.378
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Table 5. Standardized Regression Weights

Item Factor Estimate
gafed 2EYAE ol WUk - HE 0.643
QB ARbe] B - B2 0.394
Aol Mo A Felspl ol 7 - Hz 0.581
JaaL vl Bo] o Eu - B2 0.596
Bol B4 wEsla U2l - =2 0.833
AL ol o] Vsl HEgz - 9= 0.588
B Brklrh TAD ol PR - = 0.688
gdute] gyl < &8 049
237k & <k Uk < Sl 0617
2717 A% ARU — Fdas 0.934
A7 LPEL A AU < HE 0.815
o] 2 AU — e 0.474
Table 6. Standardized Regression Weights
Factor Factor Estimate
k=g «— Fus=S 0.771
23} — bik= 0.632
Fan=} — bik= 0.465
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APPENDIX

Likert scale of the Delphi Method
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