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Abstract

Department of radiology implements the hospital—based clinical training to accept medical treatment
techniques and to adapt experiences for students. However, it might cause negative effects to training
education, leading to doubt about major and pressure about training as lots of students experience clinical
treatment and complex stress in unfamiliar environment. Regarding this, pressure element that students can
experience and diverse variables of training were compared and analyzed. With students in department of
radiology for 6 colleges and universities, from September 15th to October 25th in 2011.

The degree of stress for students in training was shown high in the fields of cost(3.06) and trainers(3.02).
Value and ideal(2.94), role and experiment(2.93), training environment(2.74) and relationships among
trainees(2.64) were followed in the order. Except expense regarding stress from clinical training, but in all
factors, women showed higher pressure level than men(P<.05) and in stress range according to BEPSI-K, a
meaningful difference was shown in fields of training environment, relationships among trainees and role and
experiment(P<.01, P<.001, P<.05). Therefore, It has been confirmed that there is correlation between stress
of students and satisfaction for clinical training with each other closely.
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Table 1. General characteristics of research subjects Table 2. Stress level according to BEPSI-K chel (%)
ehel: &%) - - —
a2 N ~1.60 88(30.2%) 1.3440.23
- 1.61 ~ 2.80 171(50.5%) 2.23+0.34
SE o 1%52% 2.50 ~ 5.00 56(19.2%) 3.53+0.52
B 291(100%) 2.2140.83
20 ~ 21 107(36.8)
oty 2~23 75(25.8)
24 ~ 25 84(28.9)
26 014 25(8.6) 3. AL ~EFA Q9] BA
st ; i AT T dAto] Tk BEPSIK 2=Ew|2s 3ol uheh
' QA 2EdsE al¥R vas] Btk g
S A=A FH QQdoA 2EF 2 30
REED) 54(18.6) _
St 19(6.5) =A UEisten, 44 ~Ed 2] gigt 1 ~Ed
Syl =3 49(16.8 29 73 & 2EH AT 7HoE AS5A 7 A 99
sy 71(24.4) N~ el _
oM Adshe AEHAIL F98 Ho]Z Hole A
ot B(%.7) |4 7AE st A ]"TI‘ ‘ Fol 1= A
° 2 vEgthp<.001). T3 A58 G
125006 mj‘;_u m?% o3He WAIP<01), G AHTE JINE f
(EER2) ot 227(78.0) Al e THP<.05) (Table 3).
e =8 3B(11.3)
e 102(35.1)
CHolzH | [ 145(49.8) Table 3. Comparison of factors according to BEPI-K
Lig 11(3.8)
0 Ly - e M+SD MESD  Poalee
s 172(59.1) 71.60  2.48+0.85
21 £9(16.8) wesny | 161280 2842077 274 o1
ESm) HEn 14(4.8) ===e +0.81
+
JIEw 45(15.8) 2:50-5.00  2.85+0.80
JIE} 10(3.4)
~1.60  2.93+0.9
AMKIEK | 1.612.80 3.08£0.89  3.02 .39
2.505.00 3.14+0.97  +0.93
2. BEPSI-Kel| u}2 4434 ~Edgx
Mo 9 1~1é60 ;.38¢o.74
= ) =] - -1 .61~2. .68+0. . .
WIFNA AYshe 2Ed2s Al mlAE wn | el oD Mo
PAAQ A WrewE  TAHE FHARTRA S
ENAE, A, Agsty, & ~Ed S Y .60 2812076  2.94
B i JiXI9 o4 | 1.61-2.80  2.96+0.64 +0.71  .080
A¥Ade] Bae vl gl BEPSIKE o] &3te] 2 4 05500  3.0940.79
T ARt e 2EY A S US (~1.60),
- . _ ~1.60  2.75+0.77
S7H1.61~2.80), =281~ o2 FEIIATEZAMRA s el2g0  owi0rs 2% oio
. s TS o DI +0. '
Aol 30007F WS AE AT xFEgon 250500 3154084 070
505%7F =3t 2B, 192%7F =& 2EHAE W e Bl
B A0 vehhon], B 221408308 B4 Ao v | lere@  soetr 0T 7
2EH 2 FE2 EA G A0 UERITHTable 2). 2.50500 3.16+1.22
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4.90% 2EH 20 2ol HmEA
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Table 4. Comparison of stress factors according to Gender

&H(\=151) 01(N=140) Pvalue
M+3D M+3D

ASEZ 2.62+0.76 2.87+0.85 .010

LRI R 2.78+0.89 3.27+0.91 .000

ASH 2b 28| 2.45+0.74 2.84+0.80 .000

JEXI2t o1&t 2.74%0.73 3.15%0.63 .000
Agt AE
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Table 5. Comparison of stress factors according to district

2= M+SD P-value
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& Aol & LFEFATHP<.01)(Table ). dl 2 Aolg Hole 5, A gholl 213 2he)7t 9
&-o] UERITHP<.001), (Table 8).

Table 6. Comparison of stress factors according to personal

human relations Table 7. Comparison of stress factors according to the
education institution
= M+SD P-value
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