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<Table 1> General Characteristics and Academic status of Subjects

o+ Zi

ChASRES] QRbE Sy} z

o

o

SR

—

m

oidAke]l Hek %2 2174102 204 231 F97 179
H(55.5%) oItk At & ofghlo] 2827(87.3%) ©INL
H, 18hdoe] 63%(19.5%), 28do] 100%(30.9%), 38hde] 110
H(34.1%), 431do] 5078(15.5%) °ltk FHH o7 x|sh=
ZAAFE7L cBE ol ALT} 233%(72.1%)010 3, Tt U=
3971 16278(50.2%) ©ISitk dEg AEHA Tk AP
Ql A7t 608(18.6%), ‘<1 A-F7F 193%8(59.7%), ‘3F<l
737} 7078(21.7%) ©]31th

(N=323)

Characteristics Category

n(%) or Mean*SD(range)

General characteristics

21.743.4 (18-40)

Age(year) <20 144 (44.6)
>20 179 (55.4)
Male 41 (12.7)
Gender Female 282 (87.3)
Freshman 63 (19.5)
. Sophomore 100 (30.9)
Academic year Junior 110 (34.1)
Senior 50 (15.5)
Very good 35 (10.8)
Subjective economic status Good 233 (72.1)
Poor 55 (17.1)
. Have 162 (50.2)
Religion None 161 (49.8)
High levels 60 (18.6)
Stress of activity daily living Mid levels 193 (59.7)
Low levels 70 (21.7)

Academic status characteristics
Employment guarantee 160 (49.5)
. - Aptitude 104 (32.2)
Motivation of admission Recommendation of people 42 (13.0)
Public service 17 ( 5.3)
Satisfaction with major Satisfaction 229 (709)
Dissatisfaction 94 (29.1)
High levels 137 (42.4)
Stress of study Mid levels 170 (52.6)
Low levels 16 ( 5.0)
High levels 48 (14.9)
Lo . . Mid levels 185 (57.3)
Subjective academic achievement Low levels 90 (27.9)
Not good 19 ( 5.9)
Interpersonal relationship Moderate 167 (51.7)
Good 137 (42.4)
Literary course 167 (51.7)
High school affiliation Science course 144 (44.6)
Other 12 ( 3.7)
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DS AYE 577 HY Aol FobA )l et of 29.167hoIk AREA S wE AolEFihE ¥
16078(49.5%)°10 3, <Z/dell BrobA 104%(32.2%), ‘EFR12 (p=2021), 48(p=.019), L8 ~EHA FE(p<.001)°l ot
AFE 4278(13.0%), “BAREIL AojA 7k 1778(5.3%) ©l3lTh 2t o5t ApolE Btk AR A A 204 2R A5
TEa ke dis] Rk stia sk A97F 2297 9] AolEF 2 29770 204 olskl 2] 2.85% KT}
(70.9%) °lflem, a9 AEA AE7t AF ] 497t 1378 =okom, Fakae] zlolEFhe 3.07- 2 oJekAy] 2,897
(42.4%), =91 A7} 1708(52.6%), ‘3F<¢l A7t 16 Bob =940, g AEA AETF SEFE AolEFtt
(5.0%) olgitk # 87] Aol gt FHARl S HE et FSTHTable 2).
= A A7 18578(57.3%) ©1 L, AEAL BB B
= Z2 el A97} 304(94.1%) oo, At = 1 CHARRES| stdnid EMof = MM K|S}

S Fort EHRl A9 1679(51.7%), ©1#7t 1447 KO[E=ZEo| x10|
(44.6%), 71E} 1278(3.7%) ©]AtKTable 1).

gAwd 540l wE PN s Hy 57
CHatRte| uts S0 weE MRSzt (p=044), 2583} WEE(p<.001), THAEHA FE(p<.001),
XIOIESZ2| x10] FHA BAH T (p<.001), WFIA(p<.001), 58w o
(p=037)° Wt fFelst zfol7} UTE AR A A ks

A

-

thadate]l AMAs AT= 574 wdel 3.61%880% wHdef St el F717F Ao dobAPl A% 3,697, wAkstaL
s7.7278)0190tk Ak Se] WE AMAFS AY(p=023), HolAel A9 379707 HYAGo] ol el A 355
P (p<.001), GIBE AEHA FE(p<.001)°l wt F-2st A Hop ZAHEo] Eoart 1haetrel dis) 9 she S
ztolE JERTE AR 77 A 204 231 A9 XA 9] ANA L 3,690 7 B E H$9) 3414HT =
5 366902 204 ol3tel A9 3s4Unrt Bokom, W gtom, B} AEuA FErt Reaw AT HEE ¥
Aol AMATS 387707 ofshgo 357HEY =9k, L, A g A gk £ FAEHET AP
WG 2EAs Aro) sl Ao PSS 38H A 383 T A9 36082 FAASO] S A
O Pl A 3468 5l ABE- 3597 Hop A4 o 3487 H T okl W IATE B8 W] A AMATS
Ehte. 3BHOE BEQ A9 35279urh Bov], nESw ¥
gt zlekEFt AmE 47 vl 292840 v o7t Rl A9 AAA T 3.64FE VIERRI A9
<Table 2> Emotional intelligence and Self-esteem according to General characteristics (N=323)
- Emotional intelligence Self—esteem
Characteristics Category Mean £SD UF (D) Mean =SD UF(D)
<20 3.54+.49 2.85+.43
Age(year) 20 3 66447 -2.28(.023) 2 07446 -2.33(.021)
Male 3.87+.45 3.07+.41
Gender Female 3574 47 3.84(<.001) 5804 45 2.36(.019)
Freshman 3.64+.54 2.91+.42
. Sophomore 3.57+.40 2.88+.42
Academic year Tunior 361452 0.40(.755) 2 04+ 49 0.41(.743)
Senior 3.64+.48 2.95+.47
Very good 3.66+.58 2.87+.53
Subjective economic status Good 3.60+.46 0.40(.774) 2.92+.42 0.19(.824)
Poor 3.61+.52 2.93+.51
. Have 3.62+.50 2.88+.45
Religion None 3 604 .46 0.36(.717) 2954 45 -1.46(.146)
High levels 3.46+.51° 2.71+.43"
Stress of activity daily living Mid levels 3.59+.47° 7.63(<.001) 2.88+.43° 24.27(<.001)
c a, b<c . a<b<c
Low levels 3.78+.43 3.20+.38
Total 3.61+.48 2.92+.45
ot 57.72+7.71 29.16+4.51

*he=Geheffé test
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48 F 9
3274 EY =5k = 9]
S 546 e Aol 1198y TSR (p<.001)

SYPAEG A JE(p<.001), TH4 FAHFHAE(P<.001), T Ay e AXAsH Aottt JEE &
Alp<.00n)ell w2t F2gk ztolg Bth AR A A7 7h kol oo AATAE FHFoEMN OET AZel| EF
setate] el REshE A9 AolEFihe 3.01FCoR = FI IO AotEFt EHHY AATFE A
ENE e 99 2.698KHT F5k, Y AEYA AR el vide) 712ARE AlFstaat AAE 7 AtelA
7h FErE AeolET ARe Fgom, A4 7] AdF Tofshge] AAEE 808 wHdel 57.727801%0tk olE
st FHA FPHAET FETF AolETH AEE = At e g e 56.1651 3 AIYTESALY] 46.24% Bk & ¢
itk 283 wsEArE 22 Ed Al AelEsie oAl A E 79 ol A 1FEARS 58.66% HUh=
3.0680 % ojEe HQl A5 27383 HEQ H$ 2.828KH SHOITHCho & Hwang, 2014; Lee et al, 2009; Sung et al,

T} =3cKTable 3).

2010). MoonT} Kwak(2005)> A=A 50] & Al thaldd
A7t wlg- drkste] HEsta HAzk} FAdAe] Asta e

HMRISY ROIESZ Zio| Afma| AL WHT T A ANEAL 83 slo] A B
HetsHAl st AFEET #2 ogge 54E 7N 3
ANAET AolEF st 1) AUAAE AR sk ok gEvegel U o A5 A5k A O
MA e ApotEF T AHAZE A TH=52, p<.001). Eid A2 k57t QIR etk #AE FAIshe 5AS E
&, AT AR EE575 AREFT AER E%4H g2 o] W AFuS elx eRlvte] Avket AR
(Table 4). 3} e vgo R AN YA Aus| 2us ks W
< shgehe AlY Hdo] e Aow Ak AljkkE
<Table 4> Correlation between Self-esteem and Emotional A Agele AT AV B YT FYe=E
intelligence (N=323) 3 ~EFAz 2T BRI AL QXA 24T
Variable Emotional intelligence o] 87F Sl TETAF 9 EF A AFEE 7R iAol
£ A ARG e wdsked PiSE 43 wolnw AR
Self-esteem .52 (<.001)
Akl wla AAAS Wt WA et oz gz
THCho & Hwang, 2014). o]&{3+ A¥}= 7haojshye] g
<Table 3> Emotional intelligence and Self-esteem according to Academic status characteristics (N=323)
. Emotional intelligence Self—esteem
Characteristics Category Moan+SD YF (D) MeanSD YF (D)
Aptitude 3.69+.50" 2.95+£.45
o . Recommendation of people 3.57+.55 2.73(.044) 2.88+.47
Mot f 97(4
otivation of admission Employment guarantee 3.55+.44" a, c>b 2.89+.46 097(405)
Public service 3.79+.41° 3.05+.37
. . . . Satisfaction 3.69+.44 3.01+.44
< <
Satisfaction with major Dissatisfaction 341450 4.48(<.001) 2 69+.4] 6.10(<.001)
High levels 3.49+.51° 2.80+.49°
Stress of study Mid levels 3.66+.42" 12.23(<.001) 2.96+.38" 18.37(<001)
. a<b<c . a<b<c
Low levels 4.05£.50 3.45+.32
L . High levels 3.83+.35° 3.19+£.37°
::;f:vcégznicademw Mid levels 3.61+.50° 8‘3:(;331) 2.93+ 43" 16‘122;‘201)
Low levels 3.48+.46° ’ 2.75+.45°¢
Not good 3.54+.58 2.73+.59°
< <
Interpersonal relationship Moderate 3.52+.46" 7:52(<.001) 2.82+.41° 12.79(<.001)
b a<b . a, b<c
Good 3.73+.48 3.06+.44
Literary course 3.64+.44" 3.34(037) 2.94+.44
High school affiliation Science course 3.60+.52 ' a>'b 2.90+.47 0.79(.454)
Other 3.27+.48" 2.78+.39

ab,c

=Scheffé test
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T ASE w1 A% AFuSe UAstel teo] Al A WEEE iRle] AAE =ik Al dig 71w vlwst
AEE B 9 sk wEE T test dEes o @A Ao AFE Hrkeke Blolth X*“Lol A 7
Me A7t Jle& AlAkeith Axkal, srate] gk Ak A Q143 WAool & Axyt
AotEFS 48 wE] 29282 F 1008 7= A A o] F8AN YFE PIAM(Kim & Ha, 2000) X}O}—Z‘—%@
73078019 S 75 ARgSte] dn tiglE e R o] & wf A4l Mzl il 7HAE =Y & dx AF
AAIRE Kim(2013)] Aol 73.0 0 0% e 22 S IS ErHs AYShin, 2013)9F 2 ATA TR FA
olflt}. ApolEFA RIS ake wiEA Sl olEe| k= sttt sk AMAT A tEdtae)] RSl A9 19
el dog qegde] 4eS w1 99 S = A F Aol vlE] =A JeRsEE AR sel Ade W
ol ApdelA thgh E—“T gl AR o] ofH FER HHYA] Aog Mg RAY T JEF ZEsk= 5H(Carroll, 2001)
47 o] Frkeh= FAloltk 1t ng FAHME FEA olgty & Wl FANA AEE FAANATL ALY AL
A7 A, 7l gud 7R 9 A YJoR2A g of RIS £ JEF sk QRUE AR & gith o] &
AR Aeblid FHE ol F ULF AolEFio] Z A= AXAse] AANEES) el A 43ds =
= gulE gRlstar A vrtef & Zlojt < ABEAE ol AuAQ & Aked 3AAQ] A
2 AFeA AMATT AekEFgtel atolg: e did < oty Bush A3 Jang, 20058 AA S Lpolrt
Ak AN EAS A%, A, dAAE AEHA o3tk EE AAAIFOl AYTEEALY] el T4 FEE |
AP e 204 =3 ] FAATT AolEFAto] 20 k= ¢A9%Cho & Hwang, 2014)7} AAkeE vbE nlgo=
Al ol el HlEl] % ZoR vehgEd AW dhdl e g Wl AR FEE s FAE weks
AF e 15 39 FAALE Aol 3l& Aew A7y FAEE g et Qi
hF %, shdd soishle] AMATH ApotEEite] H AgelN FAAEAA Heg T gF s w
W3l ATE gelsts A7E Bl ghdd wSdgo] A gt AMAs W AotEFH AR AolE HYlomn dga
E9 AAMASH Aot el ofwsk Y-S wX=A EfA Aot 553575 YMAATH AolETS wa T
oz Fa7t Gty HE YMAT 2 AolEF A=l 4] Q‘ﬁ‘éﬁiﬂ 5 W ANATH AotESHE EoE
zlolE Blet JeAe] g ofghdel vl FAMAsT & g UTh EoisE e e Al giEtEd gl Izt
AolEsdo]l =as ¥ F Utk AEdEE e E o] A< ‘:]'—?—% el BAow Qe 717, S
Al3E Shin(2013)8] AFelX % HEto] ogade] vl =} ol W& Feh 7t FAolhs RRE T A &
olEZo] Erhal Basle] B Agdziel FARITh 18 AHgoR H& AEHAE HYshKPark, Bae, & Jung,
L ATl whet ofERAYe] ApotEFAto] AV AEe| wE 2002; Son, Choi, & Song, 2010). o]&]3+ SrPYAEH AV} T
ztol7b Sl T thEAl YEhE R v AFRE Bal el AEolA 4, 22 2283 22 Hg4d s 2dE
k& x**ix]L 9 zlolEFgtel T A= 290E 1Y T S AL Aoy distag el 93 S gle AdEol=
st e mE XA 9 AolETe ek Wk B 2 o5 of¥A AZeta M=t FQsktt sk A
s Zlo] mgzlolet At YUAAEHA FEe wWE ofEFE AR HBFH AGel FFs FE FoT 89
AAA T AolEFTHL AEHA F£F0] e w7} B2 ol F& FFo AolETA FPAFCA S =
ol visl] XA AolEat BF =4 YEWTh A (Crocker, Luthanen & Broadnax, 1994). JAA|5 <Al A
MY AolEwike A7 fAe #AAQ ks &t AES Fosial wAE a8H o= ddste] tXeEE =
] 2AlS FHAo T 83 1A itk QlAlSke ule} o] o7 Hi¥ il $lo|(Bastian, Burns & Nettelbeck, 2005)
AR AXE vEFoR AEHA AstA] tiHsHo] SYAEY AT AolETAel S VA= Aow yEhdt
S7rsthe AddAT Ak A3E Holil QthKim & B Agdde AddT d9ss AR s & ¢ qlvk
Jeon, 2013). HsoEtgel SAEHAE dolFal APHFAEE #ol7]
2 Aol FEE SAo mE AAAT 2 AolEF Aot weko 7 thekel wardty WHE HUlste]l dAE e
e 11383 SR SRIAEY S FHE SR o of oist Suj9} AFAE 7ML F UEF sk ARk 24
FIANA ZAZE {ogt zelg Blow AR Ag ok g Zlojrk
sty AY F719 s HoklME ok x|zt 2 AFelM s apaAe wet YA AekEs A
AT rs el wiRshs dhgo]l ERIE dhde] s Lo xolE BlE A £ dHolgtn §gdt 1k
MA e} AfokEFito] H& ZAo® yehgEt el EH ZoEge] ®GE EE ofef ozt SHIE el nis|
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AAA G B AopEFe] B35S & F ATk ol Aof= B AN AT ApetET S FAHEATE Qo
SHko] v AFETEe] s atgel osl] FAdE, diQldkA el ATl BEFE AolEFE oS ¢ e
& dFs Tk A74HE AASTHKIm, 2004). HEEE rzstat NS thdo® A3E Jung¥ Chung(2012)9)
& JIAAAE FEl ARA ARAAAE GA Hol A - A AN T ApotEFtta AT AFHHAE Ho &£
MACE B3-S WA s Adobke AFE w9l ATATt FARIGITE ApetEFite]l w2 tetES ARl
o] Al7lellE F8% ARSI v Sl WAlE EdF o = 7K Q3 FeEk BAE AV ¢ e EAE

2 ZA] LAt dikjl#Al sl BR3ETHGee & Yoo, 2013).
53] 7tadishle 5 QA gxtele] X587 #A94
< Zshe Aol Wl Fastd ol nfEAdt dldAE &

g o]Fo]X 2 F(Kwon & Yeun, 2007) hABAES 2 HA|8
T UEF wEshe Aol Fastth stk sk w7t
£2 HAolgta 93 o] BE T oy Holdl ¢
st Aol ujg] YAAFol A UERd & A7 Ade A
MAEo] =& AR A dijIEAE wle- dviete] g
shal AU} FAg4do] At ERlE wiEE & 4 FA
EHE Ads] sto] AT ERIE A\ sta A=
ZH o) &= EAS /g Badk AT(Gee & Yoo, 2013;

Jung & Chung, 2012; Moon & Kwak, 2005) A¥}E S
gk AMAsol A, T SAl, A, 94, A F

5
718k 730l9lE Edehs 5 (Kong, 2014)9= & W =

dehge) AAAEe e B2 ERR1e A% Aol A
B QT TR 5 US Zolet A ool Uig A%
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follower emotional intelligence on performance and attitude:

Relation between Emotional Intelligence and Self-Esteem in
Nursing Students

Kim, Hyun-Ju" - Chung, Mi Young?

1) Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Catholic University of Pusan
2) Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Sunmoon University

Purpose: This descriptive study investigated the relation between nursing students’ emotional intelligence and
self-esteem. Methods: A cross-sectional descriptive study was employed. The subjects were 323 students from a
nursing college in B City. Data were collected using questionnaires on emotional intelligence and self-esteem from
October to December, 2014. Results: The nursing students scored 3.61 out of 5 in emotional intelligence and 2.92
out of 4 in self-esteem. There were significant differences between emotional intelligence and self-esteem according
to age, gender, daily life stress, satisfaction with the nursing major, learning stress, subjective academic
achievement, and peer relationships. Emotional intelligence also showed significant differences in accordance with
the motivation to choose the nursing major and the field in high school. Positive correlations were observed
between emotional intelligence and self-esteem in nursing students. Conclusions: Based on those findings, it is
necessary to develop and apply an array of educational programs to help nursing students improve their emotional
intelligence and self-esteem throughout the college curriculum. These efforts will also be effective in building their
satisfaction with the nursing major and view of nursing profession.
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